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DECAY OF CORRELATIONS FOR NORMALLY HYPERBOLIC
TRAPPING

STEPHANE NONNENMACHER AND MACIEJ ZWORSKI

ABSTRACT. We prove that for evolution problems with normally hyperbolic trapping in
phase space, correlations decay exponentially in time. Normal hyperbolic trapping means
that the trapped set is smooth and symplectic and that the flow is hyperbolic in directions
transversal to it. Flows with this structure include contact Anosov flows [21],[37], classi-
cal flows in molecular dynamics [25],[26], and null geodesic flows for black holes metrics
[17],[18],[42]. The decay of correlations is a consequence of the existence of resonance free
strips for Green’s functions (cut-off resolvents) and polynomial bounds on the growth of
those functions in the semiclassical parameter.

1. STATEMENT OF RESULTS

1.1. Introduction. We prove the existence of resonance free strips for general semiclassical
problems with normally hyperbolic trapped sets. The width of the strip is related to certain
Lyapunov exponents and, for the spectral parameter in that strip, the Green’s function (cut-
off resolvent) is polynomially bounded. Such estimates are closely related to exponential
decay of correlations in classical dynamics and in scattering problems. The framework to
which our result applies covers both settings.

To illustrate the results in a simple setting consider
(1.1) P=-hmA+V(x), VeC R",R).
The classical flow ¢; : (2(0),£(0)) — (x(t),£(t)) is obtained by solving Newton’s equations
() (t) = 2£(t), &'(t) = —=VV(x(t)). The trapped at energy E, Kg, is defined as the set of
(x,&) such that p(zx, &) ey V(z) = E and ¢ (z,&) 4 oo, t — +00.

The flow ¢; is said to be normally hyperbolic near energy E, if for some § > 0,

KO U Kpg is a smooth symplectic manifold, and
(1.2) |E—E'|<§

the flow ¢, is hyperbolic in the directions transversal to K 5

see (1.17) below for a precise definition, and [26] for physical motivation for considering
such dynamical setting. A simplest consequence of Theorems 2 and 6 is the following result

about decay of correlations.
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Theorem 1. Suppose that P is given by (1.1) and that (1.2) holds, that is the classical
flow is normally hyperbolic near energy E. Then for ¢ € C°((E —46/2, E+6/2)), and any

f,g9 € LAR"), with ||f|lz2 = llgllz2 = 1, supp f,suppg C B(0, R),

; Crlog(1/h
(1.3) |<e_”P/h1/)(P)f, g>L2(Rn)| < Rh%(co/)e“’t + Cryh™, t>0,

for any v < Ao and for all N. Here Ay and ¢y are the same as in (1.18) and Cr, Crn are
constants depending on R and on R and N, respectively.

This means that the correlations decay rapidly in the semiclassical limit: we start with
a state localized in space (the support condition) and energy, ¥ (P)f, propagate it, and
test it against another spatially localized state g. The estimate (1.3) is a consequence of
the existence of a band without scattering resonances and estimates on cut-off resolvent
given in Theorem 2. When there is no trapping, that is when Kr = &, then the right hand
side in (1.3) can be replaced by O((h/t)>°), provided that t > Tg, for some Tx — see for
instance [30, Lemma 4.2]. On the other hand when strong trapping is present, for instance
when the potential has an interaction region separated from infinity by a barrier, then the
correlation does not decay — see [30] and references given there.

More interesting quantitative results can be obtained for the wave equation or for decay
of classical correlations: see §1.2 for motivation and [42, Theorem 3| and Theorem 5 below
for examples. When the outgoing and incoming sets at energy FE,

Ty < {(2,€) : p(a,&) = E, pul,€) A 00, t — Foo},

are sufficiently regular, Theorem 1 and Theorem 2 below (without the specific constant
Ao) are already a consequence of earlier work by Wunsch-Zworski [42, Theorem 2|, and, in
the case of closed trajectories, Christianson [9],[10]. For a survey of other recent results on
resolvent estimates in the presence of weak trapping we refer to [40].

When normal hyperbolicity is strengthened to r-normal hyperbolicity for large r (which
implies that 1% are C" manifolds) and provided a certain pinching condition on Lyapunov
exponents is satisfied, much stronger results have been obtained by Dyatlov [19]. In par-
ticular, [19] provides an asymptotic counting law for scattering resonances below the band
without resonances given in Theorems 2, 4 and 6. It shows the optimality of the size of
the band in a large range of settings, for instance, for perturbations of Kerr-de Sitter black
holes.

Similar results on asymptotic counting laws in strips have been proved by Faure-Tsujii
in the case of Anosov diffeomorphisms [22], and recently announced in the case of contact
Anosov flows [23]. In the latter situation, described in Theorem 4 below, the trapped set is
a normally hyperbolic smooth symplectic manifold, but the dependence of the stable and
unstable subspaces on points on the trapped set is typically highly nonsmooth.

In this paper we do not assume any regularity on FE and provide a quantitative estimate
on the resonance free strip. For operators with analytic coefficients this result was already
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obtained by Gérard-Sjostrand [25] with even weaker assumptions on K°. A new compo-
nent here, aside from dropping the analyticity assumption, is the bound on the Green’s
function /resolvent that allows applications to the decay of correlations.

The proof is given first for an operator with a complex absorbing potential. This al-
lows very general assumptions which can then be specialized to scattering and dynamical
applications.

Finally we comment on the comparison between the resonance free regions in this paper
and the results of [32] where an existence of a pole free strip was given for hyperbolic trapped
sets, provided a certain pressure condition was satisfied. In the setting of [32] the trapped
set is typically very irregular but, the assumptions of [32] also include the situation where
K? is a smooth symplectic submanifold, and the flow is hyperbolic both transversely to
K° and on each K. In that case the resonance gap obtained in [32] involves a topological
pressure associated with the full (that is, longitudinal and transverse) unstable Jacobian,
namely

1 |
(14)  P(=5(logJj +log J)) = sup (H(M) -5 /(log Jit +log J}) d,u> ,

m

where the supremum is taken over all flow-invariant probability measures on K° and H ()
is the Kolmogorov-Sinai entropy of the measure p with respect to the flow. The bound is
nontrivial only if this pressure is negative. In the case of mixing Anosov flows discussed in
89 the transverse and longitudinal unstable Jacobians are equal to each other; the above
pressure is then equal to the pressure P(—log J, H+)’ equivalent with the pressure P(— log J*)
of the Anosov flow, which is known to vanish [6, Proposition 4.4, and hence gives only a
trivial bound. For this situation, our spectral bound (Theorem 4) is thus sharper than the
pressure bound. On the other hand, one can construct examples where the longitudinal and
transverse unstable Jacobians are independent of one another, and such that the pressure
(1.4) is more negative — hence sharper — than the value —)\q given in (1.19), which may

be expressed as —Ag = sup,, ( — 5 [logJT du).

Notation. We use the following notation g = Ok(f)y means that ||g|ly < Cxf where the
norm (or any seminorm) is in the space V, an the Cj, depends on k. When either k or V
are dropped then the constant is universal or the estimate is scalar, respectively. When
F = O(f)v_w then the operator F': V' — W has its norm bounded by C}f.

1.2. Motivation. To motivate the problem we consider the following elementary example.

Let X =R and P = —9?. A wave evolution is given by U(t) o sin(v/Pt)/v/P. Then for
f,9 € C°(R) and any time t € R we define the wave correlation function as

(15) C(f. 9)(H) / U f)(@) g(z) de
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In this 1-dimensional setting, the correlation function becomes very simple for large times.
Indeed, for a certain T' > 0 depending on the support of f and g, it satisfies

Vi>T,  O(fg)0) =5 / f(x) / o(x) dz

This particular behaviour is due to the fact that the resolvent of P,

RO\ (P =A%) L2(R) — L*(R), Im\ >0,

continues meromorphically to C in A as an operator Lgomp — L2,

In this basic case we see this from an explicit formula,

and has a pole at A = 0.

?

ROVNe) = 55 [ e )y

More generally, we can consider P = —9%+V (x), V € L¥(R), with V' > 0, for simplicity.
With the same definition of U(¢) we now have the Lax-Phillips expansion generalizing (1.5)

16 Clha) = [U@fgde= Y e [ fuds [guido+ore ),

R Im>\j>—A

where \; are the poles of the meromorphic continuation of R(\) = (P—A?)"! (for simplicity
assumed to be simple), and u; are solutions to (P — A)u; = 0 satisfying u;(z) = aggn ™!
for || > 1. Since u; are not in L? their normalization is a bit subtle: they appear in the
residues of R(\) at A;.

The expansion (1.6) makes sense since the number of poles of R(A) with Im A > —A is
finite for any A. If we define C'(f, g) to be 0 for ¢ <0, (1.6) gives (provided 0 is not a pole
of R(V)).

C(/,\ —/\ — Cj O(l), jdéf—. jd jd.
(1.7) (f,9)(=X) Z )\j_)\+ 1 c Z/Rfu x/Rgu T

ImA;>—A

The Lorentzians
Im )\, 1
AmAl |
A=A Aj— A
peak at A = Re \; and are more pronounced for Im \; small. This stronger response in the
spectrum of correlations is one of the reasons for calling \; (or )\]2) scattering resonances.

In more general situations, to have a finite expansion of type (1.6), modulo some ex-
ponentially decaying error O(e"), we need to know that the number of poles of R()) is
finite in a strip Im A > —v. Hence exponential decay of correlations is closely related to
resonance free strips.

This elementary example is related through our approach to recent results of Dolgopyat
[16], Liverani [29], and Tsujii [37] on the decay of correlations in classical dynamics.
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FIGURE 1. The effect of resonances on on the Fourier transform of corre-
lations as described in (1.7). The resonances are computed using the code
scatpot.m [3].

Let X be a compact contact manifold of (odd) dimension n, and let v, be an Anosov flow
on X preserving the contact structure — see §9 for details. The standard example is the
geodesic flow on the cosphere bundle X = S* M, where (M, g) is a smooth negatively curved
Riemannian manifold. Let U(t) : C*°(X) — C*>°(X) be defined by U(t)f = vf = fomn
and let dr be the measure on X induced by the contact structure and normalized so that
vol(X) = 1. The results of [16],[29],[37] show that, for any test functions f,g € C*(X),
the correlation function satisfies the following asymptotical behavior for large times:

18)  Clfgn /X () f](x) g(a) dz = /X fdu /X gdz+0(e™), t - oo,

and the exponent I is independent of f, g. In other words, the Anosov flow is exponentially
mixing with respect to the invariant measure dzx.
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From the microlocal point of view of Faure-Sjostrand [21], this result is related to a
resonance free strip for the generator of the flow 7,. The resonances in this setting are
called Pollicott-Ruelle resonances.

In this paper we consider general semiclassical operators modeled on P given in (1.1),
for which the classical flow has a normally hyperbolic trapped set. Schrodinger operators
for which (1.2) holds appear in molecular dynamics — see the recent review [26] for an
introduction and references. In particular, [26, Chapter 5] discusses the resonances in some
model cases and the relation between the size of the resonance free strip and Lyapounov
exponents. As reviewed in §9, the setting can be extended such as to include the generator
of the Anosov flow of (1.8), namely the operator P(h) on X such that U(t) = ~f =
exp(—itP/h).

1.3. Assumptions and the result. The general result, Theorem 2, is proved for operators
modified using a complez absorbing potential (CAP). Results about such operators can then
be used for different problems using resolvent gluing techniques of Datchev-Vasy [13] — see
Theorems 3 and 4. The assumptions on the manifold X, operator P, and the complex
absorbing potential may seem unduly general, they are justified by the broad range of
applications.

Let X be a smooth compact manifold with a density dx and let
P = P(x,hD) € ¥"(X),

be an unbounded self-adjoint semiclassical pseudodifferential operator on L?(X,dz) (see
§3.1 and [43, §14.2] for background and notations), with principal symbol p(z, ) indepen-
dent of h. Let
W =W(x,hD) € ¥V*(X), 0<k<m, W >0,

be another operator, also self-adjoint and with h-independent principal symbol w(x, &),
which we call a (generalized) complex absorbing potential (CAP). We should stress that
W plays a purely auxiliary role and can be chosen quite freely.

If the principal symbols p(z,£) € S™(T*X) and w(z, &) € S¥(T*X), we assume that, for
some fixed Cy > 0 and for any phase space point (z,§) € T*X,

‘p(x,f) - zw(x,§)| 2 <§>m/00 - C’0 ) 1 + w(x,f) 2 <§>k/007

(1.9) .
exp(tH,)(z,§) is defined for all t € R.

Here, for £ € T X we have denoted (£)? = 1 + ||¢]|2 for some smoothly varying metric on
X,z ||e]|2, and by H, the Hamilton vector field of p. The map exp(tH,) : T*X — T*X
is the corresponding flow at time ¢. This flow will often be denoted by ¢, the Hamiltonian
p(z, &) being clear from the context.

We will need an additional smoothness assumption on w:
(1.10) |0%w(z, &) < Cow(x,§)' 77, 0<y <3,

when w(z,£) < 1. This can be easily arranged and is invariant under changes of variables.
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We call the operator
(1.11) P=P—iWe¥(X),

the CAP-modified P. The condition (1.9) means that the CAP-modified P is classically
elliptic and that for any fixed z € C

{(z,8) : p(x,8) — 2 =p(x,8) —iw(z,§) — 2 =0} € T"X.
We define the trapped set at energy E as

(1.12) Kp“ {p=(2,6) : pep Y(E), ¢rlp) Cw '(0)}.

Kg is compact and consists of points in p~!(F) which never reach the damping region
{p e T*X : w(p) > 0} in backward or forward propagation by the flow ;.

We illustrate this setup with two simple examples:

Example 1. Suppose that Py = —h?A +V, V € C°(R™;R), suppV € B(0, Ry). Define
the torus X = R"/(3RyZ)", and W € C*(X;[0,00)), satisfying

W(x) =0, zeB(0,Ry), W(x)=1 zeX\B(0,2Ry), W =OW?3),
(here we identified the balls in R™ with subsets of the torus). The last condition can
be arranged by by taking W(z) = x(|z|* — Ro)¥(x) where x(z) = exp(—z~')z%, and
1 € C*(X, (0,00)) is suitably chosen. The power of W on the right hand side can be any

number greater than 3.

Because of the support properties of V', P © RA+V € U2(X) and P — iW satisfy

all the properties above. The trapped set Kg can be identified with a subset of Tg(o RO)R"
and is then equal to the trapped set of scattering theory:

Kg={(z,6) e T'R" : &+ V(r)=FE, z(t) 4 oo, t— +oo}.

Example 2. Suppose that X is a compact manifold with a volume form dz and a vector
field = generating a volume preserving flow (Lzdz = 0). Then P = —ihZ is a self-adjoint
operator on L?(X, dz), and the corresponding propagator exp(—itP/h) is the push-forward
of the flow 7y = exp(tZ) generated by Z on functions f € L*(X,dz): exp(—itP/h)f =
f ot
To define the CAP in this setting we choose a Riemannian metric g on X, and a function
feCER,[0,00), [fP(s)| <Cf(s)'7, 0<vy <3,
f71(0) = [~o0, M] for some M >0, f(s)=+/s, s>2M.

If A, is the corresponding Laplacian on X, we set W (z, hD) = f(—h*A,).

Then the operator P — iW € W!(X) satisfies the assumptions above. The principal
symbols p(z,&) = £(Z,), w(z, &) = f(||€]|?), where the norm || e ||, is associated with the
metric g.

(1.13)
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The trapped set is given by the points which never enter the damping region:
Kg=A{(z,§) e T"X : £&(E,) = FE, |[(v=0):&llg < M, Vt e R}

At this stage the trapped set seems to depend on the choice of M. Below we will be
concerned with exp(t=) being an Anosov flow, in which case this explicit dependence will
disappear.

Returning to general considerations we also define
(1.14) K | Kg,
|E|<8
which is a compact subset to 7*X and assume that
(1.15) dpls#0, K’ nWF,(W) = @.

The first assumption implies that for |E| < §, the energy shell p~'(E) is a smooth hyper-
surface close to w™'(0). The second assumption is motivated by applications: in scattering
problems the CAP is introduced only away from the trapped set. This second assumption
also means that the trapped set is unchanged upon small modifications of WE,(W).

We now make the following normal hyperbolicity assumption on K°:
(1.16) K? is a smooth symplectic submanifold of 7% X,
and there exists a continuous distribution of linear subspaces

K’ 3 pr— Ef C T,(T"X),
invariant under the flow,

VteR, (p)E, =E.

oxp tH (p)?
and satisfying, for some A > 0, C' > 0 and any point p € K?,
T,K°NE, =E'NE, ={0}, dmE, =d, T,(I"X)=T,K’®E'®E,,

(1.17) N xt
Vo€ BE, V>0, [dpsi(p)ollomip) < Ce o],

Here p + | o ||, is any smoothly varying norm on 7,(7*X), p € K°. The choice of norm
may affect C' but not \.

We can now state our main result.
Theorem 2. Suppose that X is a smooth compact manifold and that P and W satisfy the
assumptions above. If the trapped set K° given by (1.12),(1.14) is normally hyperbolic, in
the sense that (1.16) and (1.17) hold, then for any € > 0 there exists hy, ¢y, C1, such that
for 0 < h < hy,
(P —iW — 2)7Y| 22 < CLA7IFe0m2/M 60 (1 /1),

(1.18) for z€[=64€06—¢€ —ihl0,\/2 — €,
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where
def

|
(1.19) Mo X liminf > inf log det <dg0t[Ep+> .

Here det is taken using any fixed volume form on E;r, the value of \g > 0 being independent
of the choice of volume forms.

This theorem will be proved in §6 after preparation in §§4,5. The bound log(1/h)/h on
the real axis is optimal as shown in [4] and [15]. Using the methods of [13] the estimate
(1.18) almost immediately applies to the setting of scattering theory. As an example we
present an application to scattering on asymptotically hyperbolic manifolds, which will be
proved in §8:

Theorem 3. Suppose (Y, g) is a conformally compact n-manifold with even power metric:
Y is compact, Y = {x = 0}, dz|sy# 0, g = (dz* + h)/x* where h is a smooth 2-tensor
on'Y with only even powers of x appearing in its Taylor expansion at x = 0. If the trapped
set for the geodesic flow on'Y is normally hyperbolic, then the following resolvent estimate

holds:
log A

1Ik0HL2_>L2 <y N A> 1

||xk°( —A,—(n—1)*/4 - )\2)_

The next application is a rephrasing of a recent theorem of Tsujii [37]; it will be proved
in §9. We take the point of view of Faure-Sjostrand [21], see also [12].

Theorem 4. Suppose X is a compact manifold and v : X — X a contact Anosov flow
on X. Let = be the vector field generating ¢;, and P = —ih= the corresponding semiclas-
sical operator, self-adjoint on L*(X,dx) for dx the volume form derived from the contact
structure.

Define the minimal asymptotic unstable expansion rate

def

R
(1.20) Ao = liminf — inf log det (dv s, ()

with E,(x) C T, X the unstable subspace of the flow at x.
For any t > 0 there ezists a Hilbert space, Hyc (see (9.10)),
C*(X) C Hie(X) C D'(X)
such that (P — 2)™' : Hig — H,g is meromorphic for Tm z > —th.

Then for any small €,6 > 0, there exist hg,co > 0 and C7; > 0 such that, taking any
t > Xo/2 and any 0 < h < hy,

(1.21) (P = 2) Yoot < Crh~treotm=/Mog(1/h), z € [0,071 —ih[0,Xg/2 — €] .

We remark that under a pinching condition on the Lyapunov exponents, the recent results
announced by Faure-Tsujii [23] provide a much more precise description of the spectrum of
P = —th= on H,qg: the Ruelle-Pollicott resonances are localized in horizontal strips below
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the real axis, and the number of resonances in each strip satisfies a Weyl’s law asymptotics.
That is analogous to the result proved by Dyatlov [19], which was motivated by quasinormal
modes for black holes.

Theorems 3 and 4 have applications to the decay of correlations, respectively for the
wave equation and for contact Anosov flows. As an example we state a refinement of the
decay of correlation result (1.8) of Dolgopyat [16], Liverani [29] and Tsujii [37]:

Theorem 5. Suppose that v, : X — X is a contact Anosov flow on a compact manifold X
(see §9.1 for the definitions) and that o is given by (1.20).

Then there exist a sequence of complex numbers, p;,
0> TImp; > Im g,

and of distributions w;y,v;r € 2'(X), 0 < k < K, such that, for any e > 0, there exists
J(€) such that for any f,g € C*(X),

| faigte) i -
(1.22) J(e) K,
/fdx / gdi—i—ZZtke_it“jUj,k(f)Uj,k(g)+Of,g(6_t(’\°_5)/2),
X X

j=1 k=1
for t > 0. Here dx is the measure on X induced by the contact form and normalized so
that vol(X) =1, and u(f), u € D'(X), f € C*(X) denotes the distributional pairing.

For information about microlocal structure of the distributions u;; and v, the reader
should consult [21]. Here we only mention that (with the standard wave front set of [27])
WF(Ujjk) C EZ, WF(’U]‘,k) C E:,
where E; = (J,cy Ei(z), and Ej(x) C T;X is the annihilator of RZ, + E,(z) C T, X,
e = u, s. The spaces E,(z) appear in the Anosov decomposition of the tangent space (9.2)

2. OUTLINE OF THE PROOF OF THEOREM 2

The proof proceeds via the analysis of the propagator for the operator
ISG def e—Gw(x,hD)(P . Z~W>6G“’(:c,hD) :
where the function G(x,&; h) belongs to a certain exotic class of symbols. Our G which is
closely related to the escape function constructed in [31], it depends on an additional small
parameter, h, which will be chosen independently of h.
For a large ?o, any fixed I' > 0 and € > 0, we can construct G so that, for some constant
Co, the following holds uniformly in 0 < h < hg, 0 < h < hg:

o G(p) = Olog(1/h)), G(p) — Glp-1y(p) = —Co, peT*X,
' G(p) — Go—iy(p)) = 20, pep ' ([=8,0]), d(p,K°) > (h/h)z, w(p) <e,
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where d(e, @) is any given distance function in 7*X.

The proof of Theorem 2 is based on the following estimate. For some ¢, > 0, take an
operator A € ¥°(X) such that WF,(A) C p~'((—6,d)) N w=*([0,€)). We will prove the
norm estimate

~ 1 1
(2.2) | exp(—itPo/h) Al r2(x)sr2(x) < Ce " ®079/2 0 M, log 7 <t < Mlog T

As a result, for Imz > —(A\g — 2¢)/2,

(2.3) (Pg — z)% / e M2 At = (] — =T WHe=2M A = A — O(e7 1) 2,10
0

Hence, by taking T large enough and using the ellipticity of Pg—z away from p~! ((=0,0))N
w™([0, €0)), we obtain

(Pg—2)"'=0Mh Yz, Imz>—(\—2€)/2.

Since e*¢" = O(h™);2_,;> from the growth condition on G, a polynomial bound for
(P—iW —z)~! follows. The more precise bound (1.18) follows from a semiclassical maximum
principle.

To prove the estimate (2.2) we proceed in a number of steps:

Step 1. The most delicate part of the argument concerns the evolution near the trapped
set. For some fixed R > 1, we introduce a cut-off function xy € S1 supported in the set

{pep " ((=0.0)) : d(p.K°) < 2R(h/h)?}.

This cut-off is quantized into an operator x* o X*(x,hD).
We then claim that
for any € > 0 and M > 0, there exists C' > 0 such that

HXwe_itP/thHL?aL? < Cﬁ_dfﬂe_t()‘o_e)ﬂ + O(iloo),

(2.4) , 1
uniformly for 0 <t < M log Z

The proof of this bound is provided in §5.

Step 2. For the weighted operator we obtain an improved estimate, now with a fixed large
time to related to the construction of GG, and for y which in addition satisfies

X(p) =1 for d(p, K°) < R(h/h)Z, |p(p)] < 6/2.

Using Egorov’s theorem and (from (2.1)) the positivity of G — G o¢_4, on the set supp(1l —
xX) N WF,(A), we get follwoing the weighted estimate:

(2.5) 11— x)e e/ A|| < T
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When constructing the function G it is essential to choose I' such that
to)\o

I >
2

We also show that
(2.6) JetoPeh Al < &,

for a constant Cyy independent of h, h. Formally, these results follow from Egorov’s theorem
but care is needed as G is a symbol in an exotic class. To obtain (2.5) and (2.6) we proceed
as in the proof of [31, Proposition 3.11]. This is done in §6.

Step 3. The last step combines the two previous estimates, by decomposing
¢ intoPo/h — (Ug+ +Ug-)",
def _ def ;4 P,
UG+ < ltOPG/th, UGf = e ’Ltopg/h(l o Xw)
In order to apply (2.4) we use the fact that
Xwewa —it(P— zW)/h Gv X _ XzJefitP/th’Q_'_O(ﬁoo) +O(h,%),

where the symbols yg,; have the properties required in (2.4). A clever expansion of

(ei”toﬁ a/h)n into terms involving Ug and an application of Steps 1 and 2 lead to the
estimate (2.2) for ¢t = nty. The argument is presented in §7.

3. PRELIMINARIES

In this section we will briefly recall basic concepts of semiclassical quantization on man-
ifolds with detailed references to previous papers.

3.1. Semiclassical quantization. The semiclassical pseudodifferential operators on a
compact manifold X are quantizations of functions belonging to the symbol classes S™
modeled on symbol classes for R™:

S™(T'R") = {a € C(T"R" x (0,1]) : Vo, B € N", 020/ a(x, & h)| < Cop(1 + €))7},
see [43, §14.2.3]. The Weyl quantization, which we informally write as
S™T*X) 3 a(z,§) — a”(x,hD) € V™(X),
maps symbols to pseudodifferential operators. It is modeled on the quantization on R™:
[a"u](x) = (;c hD)u(x) = [Opj (a)u](z)

3.1 e
( ) df 27Th // -T+y z(a} v,£)/h ( )dydf uey(Rn)

The symbol map

o U(X) — S™(T*X)/hS™ Y (T*X),
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is well defined as an equivalence class and its kernel is h¥™ (X)) — see [43, Theorem 14.3].
If 0(A) has a representative independent of h we call that invariantly defined element of
S™(T*X) the principal symbol of A.

Following [11] we define the class of compactly microlocalized operators
geome () < gz kD) s a € (SO NCO)TX)} + hoU ™2 (X).
These operators have well defined semiclassical wave front sets:
PeomP(X) 5 A— WE,(A) e T* X,
see [11, §3.1] and [43, §8.4].

Let w = u(h), [[u(h)||z2 = O(h™) (for some fixed N) be a wavefunction microlocalized
in a compact set in 7% X, in the sense that for some A € W™ one has u = Au+ O (h*).
The semiclassical wavefront set of u is then defined as:

(32)  WFu(u)=C{peT"X : FJaec S'(T"X), a(z,§) =1, ||a”ull2 = Or™)}.
When A € U™P(X) we also define
WE,(I-A):== | WF.(B(I-A4)),
Beweomp(X)
and note that WF,(B) N WF},(A) is defined for any B € V™(X) as
WEF,(B) N WF,(A) := WE,(CB)NWF,(A), C e v« WEF,(I -C)NWF,(A) =2.

Semiclassical Sobolev spaces, Hj (X)) are defined using the norms

(3.3) ull g x) = I(1 — h2A9)5/2UHL2(X) ’

for some choice of Riemannian metric g on X (notice that Hj(X) represents the same
vector space as the usual Sobolev space H*(X)).

3.2. S% calculus with two parameter. Another standard space of symbols S5(R*"),

0 < § < 1/2, is defined by demanding that 9%a = O(h71%1%). The quantization procedure
a — Opj a gives well defined operators and Op;’a o Op;'b = Op;'c with ¢ € Ss.

For 0 < § < 1/2 we still have an pseudodifferential calculus, with asymptotic expansions
in powers of h. However, for 6 = 1/2 we are at the border of the uncertaintly principle,
and there is no asymptotic calculus — see [43, §4.4.1]. To obtain an asymptotic calculus the
standard S% spaces is replaced by a symbol space where a second asymptotic parameter is

introduced:
5% (RQn)

def

= {a=alp,hh) e C“(Rin x (0,1] x (0,1]7) : [05a| < C’a(h/fz)_mw}_

Then the quantization a — a*(z, hD) € W1 (R™) is unitarily equivalent to

=

(3.4) i @*(#,hD) = Op¥(@), a(p) = a((h/h)2p). @e S(R™),
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— see [43, §84.1.1,4.7.2]. Hence, we now have expansions in powers of h, as in the stan-
dard calculus, with better properties (powers of (hh)%) when operators in \If% and U are
composed — see [35, Lemma 3.6].

For the case of manifolds we refer to [11, §5.1] which generalizes and clarifies the presen-
tations in [35, §3.3] and [42, §3.2]. The basic space of symbols, and the only one needed
here, is

S (T*X) ={a € C(T*X) : Vi ---Vya = O((h/h)"%), ¥k,
2
V, € C(I" X, T(T" X))} + h™=S™(T"X).
The quantization procedure

S (T*X) 5 a — Opy(a) € U™ (X)
2 2
defines the class of operators U™ (X) modulo AW ~>°(X), and the symbol map:
2
(3.5) G UL (X)) — ST X) /h2h2 S (T X).
2 2 2

The properties of the resulting calculus are listed in [11, Lemma 5.1] and we will refer to
those results later on.
When h = 1 we use the notation Scomp(T*X ) for symbols and denote by \Ilcomp(X ) the

corresponding class of pseudodlfferentlal operators. The symbol map
o: PP (X) — Siomp(T*X)/hﬁSiomp(T*X),
2 2 2

is still well defined but the operators in this class do not enjoy a proper symbol calculus in
the sense that o(AB) cannot be related to o(A)o(B). However, when A € U"""(X) and
2

B € U(X) then 6(AB) = 0(A)o(B) + O(hz)g s, (r=x) — see [35, Lemma 3.6] or [11, Lemma
5.1].

3.3. Fourier integral operators. In this paper we will consider Fourier integral operators
associated to canonical transformations. It will also be sufficient to consider operators which
are compactly microlocalized as we will always work near p~!([—24, 26]) Nw~'(0) which by
assumption (1.9) is a compact subset of 7*X.

Suppose that Y;,Y5 are two compact smooth manifolds (Y; = X or ¥; = T" in what
follows) and that, U; C T*Y; are open subsets. Let

kU= Us, TS {(2,6,y,—0) « (2,€) = K(y,n), (y.1) € Ui} C TV, x T*Y},

be a symplectic transformation, for instance k = ¢;, Uy = Uy = T*X. Here ', is the graph
of k and ’ denotes the twisting n — —n. This follows the standard convention [27, Chapter
25].
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Following [11, §5.2] we introduce the class of compactly microlocalized h-Fourier integral
operator quantizing r, I;"" (Yo x Y1,17). I T € I°™ (Yo x Y1, T ) then it has the following
properties: T = O(1 )Lz(yl)_ﬂ;z v); there exist A; € W™ (Y;), WF,(A;) € U; such that

AT =T + O(h™)prviy—eeve), TAL =T + Oh™)p(vi)—co(va);
for any B; € ¥™(Y;),
(36) TB, =T+ kT, o(Cy) =0c(B)or,
BT =TCy+ hTy, o(Cy) =0(By)ok, T;€ "™ (Yo x Yy, T).
The last statement is a form of Egorov theorem.
When B; € {Ivlc%omp (X) then an analogue of (3.6) still holds in a modified form

TBl ClT + h%il%DlTl, O'(Cl> (Bl) e} /ﬂ?il,

(37) BQT = TCQ + h5h§TgD2, U(CQ) = O'(BQ) O R,
T; € I©™(Yy x Y1, T0), Cj, D; € U™ (X),

M

see Proposition 6.3 (applied with g = 0).
An example is given by the operators

(3.8) Ae™MPIh - emitPIh A e [P (X x X T, ), if A€ U™ (X).

In §5 we will also need a local representation of elements of 1°°™P as oscillatory integrals
— see [1],[20, §3.2] and references given there. If T € I°°™P(R"™ x R I") is microlocalized
to a sufficiently small neighbourhood x(U) x U C T*R"™ x T*R™ ([43, 8.4.5]) then

k+n

(3.9)  Tu(x) = (2rh)~%" / k / e w0 o (5 y O)u(y)dydd + O(h™)s|ull -,
R n

for any M. Here a € C®(R™ x R¥), 9(z,y,0) € C*(R?*" x R¥), and near x(U) x U, the
graph of k is given by

FH - {((I‘, d$¢(x7 Y, 0))7 (y) _dyl/)(xa Y, 8)) : (xa Y, 9) € C”tb}?
(3.10) Co € {(2,9,0) : dyto(x,y.0) =0, },
dyyo(0p;00), j=1,---,k, are linearly independent,

For given symplectic coordinates (z, &) and (y,n) in neighbourhoods of x(U) and U respec-
tively, such a representation exists with an extra variable of dimension k, where 0 < k < n,
and n + k is equal to the rank of the projection

L3 ((2,8), (y,m) — (z,m),

assumed to be constant in the neighbourhood of x(U) x U — see for instance [43, Theorem
2.14]. Since T’y in (3.10) is the graph of a symplectomorphism it follows that for some
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y/ - (yju o 7yjn7k> S Rn_k?

Y Py
11 D = |

For the use in §5 we record the following lemma, proved using standard arguments (see for
instance [1]):

Lemma 3.1. Suppose that T is given by (3.9) and that B € \TJ%(R”). Then for any u € L?
with ||ul|zz =1,

k+n

BTu(x) = (2rh)” 2 /Rk /new”@ a(z,y,0) bz, dup(z, y, 0))u(y)dydd + O(h2h?) e,

n+k

TBu(w) = (2rh) "% [ [ R a(o,y.6) by, ~dyule. . 0)uly)dydd + O(RL) o
]Rk n
where b = o(B).

3.4. Fourier integral operators with operator valued symbols. In §5 we will also
use a class of Fourier integral operators with operator valued symbols. We present what we
need in an abstract form in this section. Only local aspects of the theory will be relevant
to us and we opt for a direct presentation.

Suppose that H is a Hilbert space and @ is an (unbounded) self-adjoint operator with

domain D C H. We assume that @ : D — H is invertible and we put D* o Q~“H, for
¢ > 0. For ¢ < 0, we define D¢ as the completion of H with respect to the norm ||Qu||3.

We define the following class of operator valued symbols:
(3.12) S5 (R*™ x RF H, D),
to consist of operator valued functions

R™ x R" x R* 3 (z,9,0) — N(z,y,0) : D* — H

which satisfy the following estimates:
(3.13) 0%, oN (2, 9,0) = Oq (1) : DI — DI,
for any multiindex a and ¢ € Z, uniformly in (z,y,6). We note that this class is closed
under pointwise composition of the operators: if N; € S; then N; defines a family of

operators D* — D hence so does their product Ny Ny; the estimate (3.13) follows for the
composition, since for || + |v] = |a],

8'8N18WN2 = O(l)pus\a\ﬁDz+5(|a\—|ﬁ|)O(l)pz+§(\a|—\m)ﬁpe = O(l)DZ%—(ﬂa\HDK.
Proposition 3.5 at the end of this section describes a class which will be used in §5.

Suppose that 1 satisfies (3.10) and (3.11). We can assume that 1 is defined on R*" x R*.
For N € 85 and a € C®(R* x R*) we define the operator

T:FPRYQH — L*R") @ H,
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by
By Tweo) ™ @) [ el y.0) (u(y) © Ny, 6)0) dydo.
R' n

This operator is well-defined since a is compactly supported, but to obtain a norm estimate
which is uniform in A we need to assume that N € Sy:

Lemma 3.2. Suppose that N € So(R?*"** H, D) and that T is given by (3.14). Then

|al[| N |-
(3.15) 17 2 yepems omyen = max — = 4 O(h),
Cu V| Dy

where Cy, of {(z,y,0) : 0p3p = 0}, and Dy, is given by (3.11).
If N € S;(R*™* H D) then

(3.16) T=001): L*R") @ D" — L*(R") @ D,

where m,, depends only on the dimension n.

Proof. The estimate (3.15) follows from a standard argument based on considering T*T
and from [43, Theorem 13.13]. The estimates (3.13) with 6 = 0 and ¢ = 0 show that the
operators can be treated just as scalar symbols.

To obtain (3.16) we note that
¢ o (Q"N(z,y,0)) =0(1): H —H, forl|ald <L

z,y,0

To obtain the norm estimate (3.15) we only need a finite number of derivatives, m,, de-
pending only on the dimension. Taking L > m,d, we can then apply (3.15) to the operator
Q~LT, which gives the bound (3.16) for T'. O

A special case of is given by x = id. In that case we deal with pseudodifferential operators
with operator valued symbols. The following lemma summarizes their basic properties:

Lemma 3.3. Suppose that N; € S5;(R*"), j =1,2. Foru € /(R") and v € D> we define

Op} (V) (u®v) < (273;1)” / eh v [N (55, €] uly)dyde.

These operators extend to
(3.17) OpY(N;) = O(1) : L*(R™) @ D% — L*(R") ® D,

and satisfy the following product formula:
(3.18)
Opy (N1)Opp (Ny) = Opy (N1 N2)+hR, R=0O(1): LA (R")@D" 1% — [2R") @ D".

Here and in (3.17), ¢ is arbitray and m,, depends only on the dimension n.
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Proof. When 0; = 0, = 0 the proof is an immediate vector valued adaptation of the
standard arguments presented in [43, §54.4,4.5] where we note that only a finite number
(depending on the dimension) of seminorms of symbols is needed. In general, (3.13) gives

(3.19) BQFN,QM=0(1): D" - D, |a]d; < L+ M,

and the norm estimates (3.17) follows. To obtain the product formula we note that, using
(3.19), it applies to Q=M N; and NoQ~M for M sufficiently large depending on n. Hence

Opj, (N1)Opy (N2) = QY Opyy (™ M) Opy (NQ ™) QY
= QY Opy (Q~ YN N,Q~"MQY + QY O(h) L2epr— 1260y @Y
= Opy, (N1 N2) + O(h) r2gprin s r2gpr-—n,
which gives (3.18) provided m,(d; + d3) > 2M. O
We can also factorize the operator T using the pseudodifferential operators described in

Lemma 3.3, the proof being an adaptation of the standard argument. When S : L*(R") —
L*(R™) we also write S for S ® Iy : L*(R") @ H — L*(R") @ H.

Lemma 3.4. Suppose that T is given by (3.14) with N € S5. Then
T =TIOpY(Ny) + hRy = OpY(No)T! + hRy,

where
(3.20)

Tl € 1™ (R" x R™,T,), Tlu(z) = (2xh) =" / / R g,y 0)uly)dydd,
Rk} n
No(z, dpip(z,y,0)) = Ni(y, —dyp(z,y,0)) = N(z,y,0), (z,y,0) € Cy
O(1) : L*(R") @ D™+ — [*(R") ® D".
Here, N;j € S§;(R" x R", H,D), and
OpY(N;) = O(1) : L*(R™) @ D™ — L*(R™) @ D".
In our applications we will have
(3.21) H=L*RY dj), Q=—h*N;+7 +1,

so that D’ are analogous to Sobolev spaces. In the rest of this section (as well in section 5),
we will use the shorthand notations py = (z,y,#) in order to shorten the expressions, and
to differentiate between these variables and the “transversal variables” (g, 7).

We consider a specific class of metaplectic operators:

~ IN— 14 7,7 — (7,7 ~
(3.22) N(py)u() = (2mh)~* / ) / (et 05 g, )2en VT u (g dy

where ¢, (7,7) is a real quadratic form in the variables §,7, with coefficients depending
on py|, being in the class S(R?+*) and the matrix of coefficients 8§7ﬁqp” is assumed to be
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uniformly non-degenerate for all p. The definition involves a choice of the branch of the
square — see Remark 5.8 for further discussion of that. For any fixed p) these operators are
unitary on #H (see for instance [43, Theorem 11.10]).

The next proposition shows that this class fits nicely into our framework:

Proposition 3.5. The operators N(p)) given by (3.22) satisfy
(3.23) 95 N(p)) = Oag(h71) : DIt — D,

for all £, That means that (3.13) holds with 6 = 1 (the loss in h is considered as dependence
on a).

If Y € L (R**) is fized, A > 1, and xx(e) def X(A~te), then for any ¢ and k > 0,
(324) R4, 5Dy) = O(A%) - D 5 DI

so that

l

7, (2@ hDy)N(p))) = Oue(A%Ih7Iel) - D — D,
(3.25) ' ~
‘A <N<p||)9~<7\}(?ja hDg)) = Oy o(AHIp~loly . Df — D

il

Proof. We see that Bg‘N(p”) is an operator of the same form as (3.22) but with the ampli-

tude multiplied by

o @) i as(p)), g5 € SRPHF), B = (Br, B, By) €N, B € N,

181<2|c

where mg < |a|. Hence to obtain (3.23), it is enough to prove that

Q"5 Nipy) (1) (hDy)» Q™ u(7) ) = O(lvllz)e

Using the exact Egorov’s theorem for metaplectic operators (see for instance [43, Theorem
11.9]) we see that the left hand side is equal to

N(py) (Pg(ﬂ',ﬁDfﬂ) (KJQ)KQ%*'Q‘U@')) Ky (05q,7) = (7,059),

q = qp, and where pg is a polynomial of degree less than or equal to [3]. Since |3| < 2|a,
the operator pf(K;Q)‘Q~*"1*l is bounded on H (see for instance [43, Theorem 8.10]) so
the unitarity of N gives the boundedness in H.

To obtain (3.24) we first note that Y, € S(R?%) uniformly in A > 1. Hence Q~X¥Q* =
O(1)4—, uniformly in A (again, see [43, Theorem 8.10]). This gives (3.24) for k = 0. For
the general case we put Q@ = 1+A~2((hDy)?+7?), and note that for any M, QYX% = Y% 1/,
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where Ya s € S(R?*¥) uniformly in A. Hence it is bounded on L?*(R%) uniformly in A and
h. We then write

QXK (7, hDy) = Q*Qy* QXK (3, hDy)
= (1+ (hDy)* + 7)) (1 + A2 (hDy)* + A25%) xR 4 (5, hDy)
= A*(1+ (hDy)* + §*)¥(A* + (hDy)* + %)~ XA,k(ya hDy)
= O(A )L2 (Rt)—L2 (R )5
completing the proof of (3.24). O

4. CLASSICAL DYNAMICS

In this section we will describe the consequences of the normal hyperbolicity assumption
(1.16),(1.17) needed in the proof of Theorem 2.

4.1. Stable and unstable distributions. Let K° be the trapped set (1.14) and E¥ C

T,X, p € K°, the distributions in (1.17). We recall our notation ¢, o exptH, for the
Hamiltonian flow generated by the function p(zx,§).

We start with a simple
Lemma 4.1. If w is the canonical symplectic form on T*X then
(41) wp rE;t: 07

that is E;t are 1sotropic.

Without loss of generality we can assume that the distributions EpjE satisfy
(4.2) Ef®E; =(T,K°)",
where V+ denotes the symplectic orthogonal of V.

Proof. The property (4.1) follows from the fact that ¢; preserves the symplectic structure
(pjw =w). for XY € EF,

Wp(X,Y) = Weny (o) ((dipe) (0) X, dpi(p)Y) = 0, & — 400

To see that we can assume (4.2) we note that the distribution {(7,K°)*, p € K°} is
invariant by the flow: dyy(p) : T,K — Ty, K, and dpy(p) is a symplectic transformation.
Ifr,: T,(T"X) — (T,K°)* is the symplectlc projection, then my,, (,) o dpi(p) = dpi(p) o m,.
This means that we may safely replace EjE with 7TP<E:|:), without alterlng the properties
(1.17). O
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4.2. Construction of the escape function. To construct the escape function near the
trapped set we need a lemma concerning invariant cones near K°. To define them we
introduce a Riemannian metric on 7*X and use the tubular neighbourhood theorem (see
for instance [27, Appendix C.5]) to make the idetnifications

neigh(K?) = N*K* 1 {(p, ¢) € T(T"X) : ||Cll, < 1}
(4.3) ~ (TK’)" N {(p.2) € T(T'X) : ||2ll, < 1)
~ {(m,z) i m € K7, z € R¥, |z, < e1}.

Here (TK?)* denotes the symplectic orthogonal of TK® C Tys(T*X) C T(T*X). Since
K?° is symplectic, the symplectic form identifies (T K?)* with the conormal bundle N*K?.
The norm || e ||, is a smoothly varying norm on T,(7*X). We write d,(z, 2') = ||z —2'||, and
introduce a distance function d : neigh(K?) x neigh(K?) — [0, 00) obtained by choosing a
Riemannian metric on neigh(K?%). We have d((m, 2), (m, 2')) ~ d,(z, ') and the notation
a ~ b, here and below, means that there exists a constant C' > 1 (independendent of other
parameters) such that b/C < a < Cb.

Assuming that E7- are chosen so that (4.2) holds we can define (closed) cone fields by
putting

def
CE % [ e (K - dy(2 BL) < &2l (121l < e},

p
ot & U C5f C neigh(K°),

peEK?

(4.4)

where we used the identification (4.3). Since the maps p — EJ° are continuous, C* are
closed.

The basic properties C* are given in the following

Lemma 4.2. There exists to > 0 and €3 > 0 such that, for everyt > to there exists €} such
that if one chooses €; < €}, j = 1,2 in the definition of neigh(K?°) and C*, then

(4.5) p € Cy, pui(p) € neigh(K’) = @uy(p) € Cs.

In fact as stronger statement is true: for some constant A\;y > 0 and any t > t,
(4.6) p,s(p) € neigh(K°) = d(pw(p), C*) < e™d(p, CF).
Finally,

(4.7) d(p,C*)? +d(p,C7)* ~ d(p, K°).

The conclusions (4.6) and (4.7) are similar to [31, Lemma 4.3] and [34, Lemma 5.2] but
the proof does not use foliations by stable and unstable manifolds which seem different
under our assumptions.
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Proof. For p € neigh(K?®) let (m, z), m € K° and z € R*¥* ~ (T,, K°)* be local coordinates
near p. Similarly let (1, Z) be local coordinates near ¢;(p) € neigh(K?°) (by assumption in

(4.5)). Then if for each m we put d p;(m) o doi(m)[ (1, K¢y~ , the map ¢, can be written
Pt (mv Z) -

as,
(45) = (pe(m) + Ou([I2l*), dLrpe(m)z + Ou([|2]%))

= (pe(ma),drge(ma)z + Ou([12]%), ma=m+ Ou(ll2]) .
(Here we identify (T}, K°)* with R?¥ and and consider d; ;(m) : R** — R?d wyith similar
identification near ¢;(p). The norm || e || is now fixed in that neighbourhood.)

Let z = z; + z_ be the decomposition of z corresponding to (T,,,, K°)* = E, @ E, (we
assumed without loss of generality that (4.2) holds). The continuity of p — E7° and the
definition of C'} show that if ¢; is small enough depending on # (so that d(m,m1) = Oy(|| )
is small)

(4.9) 2€Ch = |l2-|lm < 2€2f|z4[lm,-
Since
digi(mi)z = digi(mi)ze,  digmi)ze € B,
+

and, by normal hyperbolicity, for some C' > 0 and A; > 0 one has for all positive times

1
) ldpulma)zl) 2 e 1.

ldpe(ma)z_|| < Ce™ =],
If z € C)f) then this and (4.9) show
ld 1 pr(ma)z- || < 202 e eof|d L pp(ma) 24 || -
Let us take ty such that 202 e=#*f < 1/2. For t > t, and ¢; small enough depending on ¢
this shows that

(4.11)  ze CF and ||z]| < e, [[diwi(my)z]| < e = digi(mi)z + Ou(]|2||*) € Cl )

which in view of (4.8) proves (4.5) in the + case with the — case being essentially the same.
To obtain (4.6) we note that for (m, z) € neigh(p, K°),

d((m> Z)v CJr) ~ dm(Z, C,;;) ~ HZ*H(l - ]10;2(2))’ Z=2Zy 2, 2x € Er%w

where 14 is the characteristic function of a set A. (To see the first ~ we need to show that
d((m,z),CT) < cody(z, CF) for some ¢y, which follows from an argument by condradiction
using pre-compactness of K°.)

We also observe that if dy;(m;)z € neigh(K?) then (4.11) gives, for €; small enough
depending on t,

1— 1.+ )(dLgot(ml)z + Ot(|]z|]2)) <1 =g (2).

pr(my
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Hence, using (4.8) and (4.10), writing z = z_ + 2, as before, and taking ¢; sufficiently small
depending on t > t,

d(ipi(m, 2), CT) ~ dyyimy) (drpi(m)z + Ou(||2]1%), CF 1)
~lldip(ma)z || (1 + Ou(ll=- 1) (1 =T - (drgu(ma)z + Ou(]|2]])*)
< Ce e[| (1 + Ou(l|2-1)) (1 = 1gy, (2))
< Cle®Md, (2,0 ) ~ Cle™®Md,, (2,C)
< e Md((m, z),CT).

Here in the second line we used the fact that ||z]| < C||z_|| if the distance is non zero (with
C depending on €3). In the fourth line we used the continuity of the cone field, m — C.

This proves (4.6). The last claim (4.7) is immediate from the construction of C* and
the fact that £ N £ = {0}. O

We now regularize d(p, C*)? uniformly with respect to a parameter €. It will eventually

be taken to be h/ iL, where h is a small constant independent of h. Lemma 4.2 and the
arguments of [31, §4] and [35, §7] immediately give

Lemma 4.3. There exists tg > 0 such that for any t > tgy, there exists a neighbourhood V),
of K* and a constant Cy > 0 such that the following holds.

For any small € > 0 there exist functions v+ € C®(V, U ¢i(Vy)) such that for p €
Ve p~H([=9,4]),
1x(p) ~ d(p,C)* + €, z(p) 2 €,
£ (v£(p) — v£(pe(p)) + Coe ~ 14 (p) ,
0*71(p) = O(rx(p)' "),
Y (p) +7-(p) ~ d(p, K°)* + .

(4.12)

Following [31, §4] and [35, §7] again this gives us an escape function for a small neigh-
bourhood of the trapped set. We record this in

Proposition 4.4. Let v be the functions given in Lemma 4.3. For some M > 1 inde-
pendent of €, define

(4.13) Go o log(Me+~_) —log(Me + )

on a neighbourhood V of the trapped set K.

For any ty large enough we can find a neighbourhood of Uy € V of K* and Cy > 0, such
that

lo

Go = O(log(1/e)), 95Go=O(min(y;,7-)" %) =0(c 2), la| 21,
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and such that for p € Uy Np~([-4,0]),

lo Lo

95 (Golps(p)) — Go(p)) = O(min(yy,7-)" 2 ) =0(e 2), |a] >0,

(4.14)
d(p, K°)* > Che = Goli(p)) — Golp) > 1/Cr.

In the intermediate region between U; and {z : w(z) > 0} we need an escape function
similar to the one constructed in [14, §4] and [24, Appendix]. We work here under the
general assumptions of §1.3 and present a slightly modified argument.

Lemma 4.5. Suppose that X is a compact smooth manifold, p € S™(T*X;R), w €
SH(T*X;[0,00)), k < m, and that (1.9) holds. For any open neighbourhood V; of K%,
there eists g > 0 and a function Gy € C°(p~*((—26,20))) such that

G(p) =0 for p in some neighbourhood of K%,
(4.15) H,G(p) >0 for p ¢ w™((e,00)),
H,Gi(p) >0 forpep'([-6,0])\ (ViUw ' ((€,))).

Proof. Call Uy & w™1((0,00)) and suppose p € p~1([—26,20]) \ (V1 U Up). We first claim

that there exist T = T4 (p), T- < 0 < T, such that
(4.16) ¢, (p) €Uy or o1 (p) € Up,
(4.17) or, (p) € V1UU.

(Here and below we use the notation p4(p) = {¢:(p) : t € A}.)

To justify these claims we first note that since p ¢ K, pr(p) N Uy # @ which implies
that

(418) E'Tl, 2 (p) € U(].

Assuming that 7} < 0 we want to show that ¢, (p) € V4 U Uy for some T, > 0. Suppose
that this is not true, that is

(4.19) P00 (P) N (V1 UTy) = 2.
Then for any t; — oo,

pi = 1, (p) € p7H([=20,20) \ (Vi U ), pocoy(ps) N (Vi U L) = 2.

By (1.9) the set p~'([—24, 26])\ (V1UUj) is compact and hence, by passing to a subsequence,
we can assume that p; — p ¢ Vi UUy. We have ¢:(p;) — ¢i(p), as j — oo, uniformly for
t| < T, and it follows that ¢ ) (p) N (Vi UUy) = @. For t > —t;,

21(p;) = P41, (p) C Pl (p) C p7H([=20,20]) \ (Vi U L),
which means that ¢,(p) ¢ V1 U U, for t > —t; - —oo. We conclude that
@R(ﬁ) NVulUy=90 — @R(ﬁ) € Kgé.
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This contradicts the property p € Vi, and proves the existence of T, > 0 such that ¢, (p) €
‘/1 U Uo. We call T_(p) = T17 T+(p) = TQ.

In the case T in (4.18) is positive, a similar argument shows the existence of 75 < 0 such
that or,(p) € (V1 UUp) # @. In this case we call T_(p) = T5, T (p) = T1.

For each p € p~*([—24,24]) we can find an open hypersuface I',, transversal to H, at p,
such that, if 7, (p) € Uy, then for p' € T'),

SOTi(p/) € U07 @T¥<p,) S ‘/1 U UO .

Notice that the closure of the tube €, o o 1) (I'p) does not intersect K 39 Using this
tube, we construct a local escape functions g, € C2°(£2,), with the following properties: for
some €, > 0, and an slightly smaller tube €2 C Q, containing ¢r_ 1,)(p),

(4.20) H,g,(p)) 20, o' ¢ w_l((ep, 00)), Hpg,(p) >0, p'€ Q;) \ (w_l((ep, 00)) UV4).

Here ¢, is chosen so that if ¢, (p) € Uy then o7, (I')) C w™'((2¢,,00)).

To construct g, we take (t,m) € (T-,T) xT, as local coordinates: (t,m) — p;(m) € Q,.
Suppose that o1 (p) € Uy, and that o1 44)(I',) C w™((€,,00)) and (7, —y 7,y (T)) C
Vi U Uy. Choose x, € C((1_,T})) which is strictly increasing on (7_ + v,7} — v) and
non-decreasing on (7 — v,7%). Also, choose ¢, € C>*(I',) with ¢,(p) = 1. Then put

9p(pr(m)) &of Xo(t),(m). Since Hyg, = x,,(t)¥,(m), (4.20) holds. A similar construction
can be applied in the case where @1 (p) € V1, ¢r, (p) € Up.

From the open cover
p (=0, N\ (Viulo) ({2 :pep([=6,6) \ (ViU Up)},

one may extract a finite subcover Ule Q,,. The closure of this cover does not intersect

K3, so that the function G (p) o Zle 9o (p) satisfies (4.15), for € = min; €, . O

We conclude this section with a global escape function which combines the ones in
Proposition 4.4 and Lemma 4.5. The estimates will be needed to justify the quantization
of the escape function in §6. The proof is an immediate adaptation of the proof of [31,
Proposition 4.6] and is omitted.

Proposition 4.6. Let V, Uy, Gy and ty be as in Proposition 4.4, and let Wi be a neigh-
bourhood of K* such that Wy € Uy, Wi U oy, (W;) € V.

Take x € C°(V) equal to 1 in W1 Uy, (W1), and let Gy be the escape function constructed
in Lemma 4.5 for Vi = Wy. Then for any I' > 1, G € C°(T*X;R) defined by

(4.21) G Y \C3TGo + Cylog(1/e) Gy
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where C3 and Cy are sufficiently large, satisfies the following estimates
G(p)] < Cs log(1/e),  0°G=0(c7?), Ja| 21,
peWr = G(ow(p) —G(p) =2 —Cr,
peWinp N ([=6,6)), dlp, K’ > Cre = Glg1,(p) — Glp) > 2T,
pep H([=0,0])\ (W1 Uw ™ ((€0,00))) = G(1,(p) — Glp) = Cs log(1/e).

In addition we have

(4.22)

exp G(p)
exp G(p')

for some constants Cy and Nj.

d(p, p’)>Nl |

(4.23) N

§C’g(1+

5. ANALYSIS NEAR THE TRAPPED SET

In this section we will analyse the cut-off propagator
(5.1) X" exp(—itP/h)x",
where x* = Opy'(x), x € C°N 5% and supp x C {p : d(p, K*) < R(h/h)z} for some R > 1

independent of h, h. We could take two different cut-offs on both sides, as long as they
share the above properties.

Our objective is to prove the following bound (announced in (2.4)):

Proposition 5.1. For any ¢ > 0 and M > 0, there exist Cy > 0, ho, and a function
h — ho(h) > 0, such that for 0 < h < hy and 0 < h < hy(h),

. Xe_' XY 22 < ON_t exp (—5t(Ag —€)), <t< og N,
5.2 we P/ Co h™™/? Lt(A 0 Mlog1/h
where Ao is given by (1.20).

Since e~ #F/h
Mlog1/h.

is unitary, the above bound is nontrivial only for 0 <t < f—g log 1/ h <t <

5.1. Darboux coordinate charts. We start by setting up an adapted atlas of Darboux
coordinate charts near K°, that is take a finite open cover

K c|Ju;,
jeJ
and symplectomorphisms r; : U; — V; = neigh(0, R?*?). The standard symplectic coordi-

nates on V; then appear as a local symplectic coordinate frame on U;. We may choose the
coordinates such that they split into

X:(.Q?’y), EZ(S?U% y’neRdt, x,fGRd_dt,
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such that the symplectic submanifold K N U; is identified with XNV, C R?¢ where
ICd:ef{y:n:O}CRQd.

That is, (x,¢) is a local coordinate frame on K°, while (y,n) describes the transversal
directions.

We also assume that for each p € K° N Uj, identified with some (z,,0,0) € Vj, the
subspace {(x, y,£,0), y € Rdf} is e-close to the transversal unstable space d/@j(E;r), while

the subspace {(mo, 0,%,1n),n € ]Rdt} is e-close to the transversal stable space dr;(E) ).

We want to describe the flow in the vicinity of K°, using these local coordinates. We
choose a (large) time ¢, > 0, and express the time-ty flow ¢, : U;, — Uj, in the local
coordinate frames, through the maps

def _
(5'3) Rijijo = Rj1 © Pty © ’{jol : Djljo - Ajljo )
where D; ;, C Vj, is the departure set, while A; ;, C Vj, is the arrival set. This is defined
when ¢, (Uj,) NU;, # @ and such a pair j;jo for which this holds will be called physical

Below we will also consider the maps &7 ; representing the time-nty flow in the charts
Vie = Vi
5.2. Splitting e~*/" into pieces. We want to use the fact that the propagator e~"F/h
is a Fourier integral operator on M associated with ¢;,. To make this remark precise, we

will use a smooth partition of unity (7Tj e Cx(U;, |0, 1])) such that each cut-off 7; is equal

def

to unity near some ﬁj € Uj, and the quantized cut-offs II; = Opy'(;) satisfy the following

quantum partition of unity:

J
(5.4) & Z I; II; =1 microlocally in a neighbourhood of K.

j=1
We will then split e~ /" into the local propagators

(5.5) T°

def 1« _—itogP/h
Jijo Hj1e IL;

Jo»

which can be represented by operators on L?*(R?) as follows. We define Fourier integral
operators U; : L*(X) — L*(R?) quantizing the coordinate changes r;, and microlocally
unitary in some subset of V; x U; containing «;(supp m;) X supp 7, so that

(5.6) vy, LI = ILUUIT + O(h™),
The local propagators T;l j, are then represented by

def * —1 *
(5'7) lejo = ujlﬂjl e HoP/h Hjoujo .

Notice that for an unphysical pair jijo, Tj,;, = O(h*)r,—1,. For a physical pair j1jo, T},
is an Fourier integral operator is associated with the local symplectomorphism x;, ;.
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—itoP/h

From the unitarity of e we draw the following property of the operators 7};.

Lemma 5.2. The operator-valued matriz T < (T3j)ij=1....7, acting on the space L*(R%)’

with the Hilbert norm ||ul]? = Z;.Izl |ujl|32, satisfies

|T|| L2 mays s 2mays = 1+ O(h) .

Proof. From (5.6), the action of T} ;, on L*(R?) is (up to an error O(h™)2_,;2) unitarily

equivalent with the action of 77 ; on L?(X). Hence, the action of T on L*(R?)” is equivalent

to the action of T” on L?(X)’, where T” is the matrix of operators (5.5).

To obtain the norm estimate we follow [2, Lemma 6.5], put H =) LX), U = e~ P/h,

and define the row vector of cut-off operators C' = (II;);=1___ ;. The operator valued matrlx
T’ can be written as T” = C*(U ® I;)C. Its operator norm on L(H’) satisfies

1T 12005y = (T T ppery = I|C*(U @ 1)CCH (U™ @ 1,)C | iy
= [|C*(UNIU* @ 17)C|| zp7y -

Egorov’s theorem (see (3.6)) and [43, Theorem 13.13] imply that ' & UIIU* is a positive
semidefinite operator of norm 1+ O(h), with symbol equal to 1 + O(h) near K, and its

square root vII', as well as the product vII' ITv/II!, have the same properties. Hence,
171200y = || (VIT @ 1) €) (VIT @ 1) Cll s
= (VI & 1) € (VIT @ 1) C) e
= [|[VINIIVITY| £ = 1+ O(h) . OJ
5.3. Iterated propagator. In this section we explain how to use the Tj/; to study our

cut-off propagator (5.1).
First of all, Egorov’s theorem (3.7) applied to T' = II; U}, B, = x* allows us to write

N|=

(5.8) U I X" = XU T+ O(h2h3) e gz, j=1,...,J,

where the symbol x; = x o /<;j’1 € §%(T*Rd).

We start from a arbitrary normalized state u € L?(X), and represent the part of u
microlocalized near K° through the (column) vector of states

ef ef % ef 00
w (u)m, gy wy C U Ju||? < ZHW (u, Ty + O(h™) ||ul|2 .



DECAY OF CORRELATIONS 29
The equations (5.7) and (5.8) show that
IIe —ztoP/th u = Z H H* —ztoP/th u= Z 1—[]1 H;I 6—it0P/th0H;OXw u

.717.70
- Z TLU; Uy, T e /ML U UG TG X w + O(h™°) 2
.]17.70
= Z HJl JlJoX]oujo + O(}ﬁ;ﬁ)LQHL? .
.717.]0

Similarly, for n > 2 the propagator e~ 0"/" can be represented by iteratively applying the

operator valued matrix T to the vector u. By inserting the identities (5.4),(5.6) n times in
the expression y“e ™0FP/hy vy we get the following

Lemma 5.3. For any n € N (independent of h), we have

—in w w 1ls1
Ile toP/h X u = Z H]n i jn]n—l lejo Xjo Wio + (’)n(hz hz)L2—>L2
(5.9) 0
= Z H]n In ]n]O X]o uJO + O (hihg)[lzﬁlg )
JnsJo

where the matriz of operators, T, was defined in Lemma 5.2.

5.3.1. Inserting nested cut-offs. In this section we modify the Fourier integral operators
Ty ;, taking into account that in the above expression their products are multiplied by
narrow cut-offs x7j'.

By construction of y;, there exists Ry > 0 (independent of h, ﬁ) such that for any index
J the cut-off x; € § 1 is supported inside the microscopic cylinder

def 7 *
(5.10) Browiye = {(@,y.6.n) « |yl Inl < Ro(h/h)/*} C T'R.

Fix some R; > 2Ry, and choose a function x° € C§°(R?% [0,1]) equal to unity in the ball
{l19], I7] < R1}, and supported in {|g|, |7] < 2R;}. Normal hyperbolicity implies that there
exists A > 2 such that the cylinders B, (see (5.10)) satisfy

(5.11) rj;(Bar) € Bpa
for all 0 < R < 1 and any physical pair j'j.
We then define the familes of nested! cut-offs {x" }nen, {X" }nen as follows:

(5.12) vneN, ¥'(y,n) L LCyA T AT,

(5.13) X" (@, y.&m) E X (y(h/h) 2 n(h/h)'?) € Sy (TRY),

NI

!Below we use the notation x° > x for nested cut-offs, meaning that x° = 1 near supp(x).



30 S. NONNENMACHER AND M. ZWORSKI

uniformly in n: the smoothness of x" actually improves when n grows. From the assumption
R1 > Ry we draw the nesting x° > x; for any j = 1,...,J. Furthermore, the property
(5.11) implies that

(5.14) for any physical pair j'7, X" = X" o Ky
From these nesting properties and from (3.7) we easily obtain the following

Lemma 5.4. For any j=1,...,J we get

(5.15) ()XY = XY+ O(h®) 2z, XY (X" = XY+ O(h™®) 122 -
In addition, uniformly for alln €N, 5,7/ =1,...,J,
(5.16) Ty (X")" = ()" Ty (X + O(h™) 22 -

We will actually only use n smaller than M log 1/ h for some M > 0 independent of h, h,
so our cut-offs x" will all be localized in microscopic neighbourhoods of K when A — 0.
Furthermore, for such a logarithmic time the number of terms in the sum in the right hand
side of (5.9) is bounded above by J* < AN for some N > 0. As a result, taking into
account the above cut-off insersions, this sum can be rewritten as

(5.17) e ntol/hywy,
= D I T (X T () Do (X)) o g + OB 212
jn7"'7j0

In the next section we will carefully analyze the kernels of the operators Tj; (x*)v.

5.4. Structure of the local phase function. To analyze the Fourier integral operators
we will examine the structure of the generating function for the symplectomorphism &;, ;.

We start by studying the transverse linearization d, x(p) of the map s = kj,;,, for a point
p € KNDjj. Inour symplectic coordinate frames, this transverse map is represented by
the symplectic matrix S, ,(p) = S(p) € Sp(2d;, R) given by

et O(y',n')

5.18 S(p) ¥ 2Ly, peEK.
(5.18) () G 0
The linear symplectomorphism S(p) admits a quadratic generating function Q,(y',°, ),
where 6/ € R% is an auxiliary variable: the graph of the map T(y° n°) — T(y',n') =
S(p)H(y°,n°) can be obtained by identifying the critical set

Co, ={W".y°.0) : 0pQ(y",¢°,0) = 0} C R*".
This critical set is in bijection with the graph of S(p) through the rules

nt=0,Q,y",9°,0), 1" =-0pQ,y"y".0), (y'.y"0) € Cy,.
More structure comes from taking the normal hyperbolicity into account. Recall that our
coordinates are chosen so that that ET and E~ are e-close to {n = 0} and {y = 0},
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respectively. (Here we identified £ with their images under dk; — see §5.1.) This implies
the existence of a symplectic transformation R(p) € Sp(2d;, R) such that

(5.19) Rip){n=0})=E;, R(p)({y=0})=E,, R(p)=1+0(e).
Since d_ r(p) = S(p) maps E7 to E:E(p), the matrix
(5.20) S(p) = R(k(p) ' S(p) R(p),  p€KN Dy,

is block-diagonal:
(5.21) 56)= (M) )

The normal hyperbolicity (1.17) implies that, provided t, has been chosen large enough?,
the matrix A(p) is expanding, uniformly with respect to p:

(5.22) Jv>0, VpeKk, A (p)|| <e” < 1.

More precisely, for any small € > 0, if ¢y is chosen large enough the coefficient v can be
taken of the form v = to(Amin — €), where Api, > 0 is the smallest positive transverse
Lyapunov exponent of ¢, near K°.

Combining (5.19), (5.20) and (5.21) gives

_ (AP +O(A)  Oeh)

(5'23) S(ﬂ) - ( O(EA) O(€2A+TA(p)_l)> ) p e K.

This explicit form, more precisely the fact that the upper left block is invertible, allows
to use a special type of quadratic generating function:

Lemma 5.5. If ty is chosen large enough, for each p the generating function Q,(y*,y°,6")
can be chosen in the following form

(5.24) Q(y',y°,0) = q,(y",0") — (4°,0) .

For any point (y',y°,0") on the critical set Cg,, the auziliary variable 6 is identified with
n° of the corresponding phase space point.

The function g,(y',7n°) can be written in terms of a symmetric matrix H(p):

1 Hy, H . .
(5:25)  qp(y',n°) = ('), TH(p) (' "), H(p) = .0 %), His invertible.
2 Hy  Hao
The matrix S(p) is related to H(p) in the following way:
H! —H,'H.
5.26 S(p) = 2L 2172 .
(5.26) 2 (H11H211 Hyy — Hyy Hyp oy

2Recall that » represents Dto-
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Comparing with (5.23) we see that
(5.27) HL = Hyy = Ap) "+ O(eA(p)™h), Hyi = O(e), Hy = Ole),

uniformly with respect to p. The quadratic phase function ), will be relevant when we
consider the metaplectic operator M (p) quantizing S(p) in §5.5.4 (see also (3.22)).

From the study of the linearized flow in the transverse direction, we now consider the
dynamics of

(528) K= T{J'ljo : Djljo nNK — Ajljo NnK.

along the trapped set — see Fig. 2. When no confusion is likely to arise we use the notation
D, and A, for the corresponding subsets of K. There we have no assumptions on the flow,
except for it being symplectic.

Possibly after refining the covers U, each map K can be generated by a nondegenerate
phase function ¢ = t;;,(z',2° 0) defined in a neighbourhood of the origin in R4 x
Ra=4 x RF where 0 < k <n — see §3.3.

Since the U; have been chosen small, this map C,, — I'z can be assumed to be injective.
Notice that the values of v away from Cy are irrelevant.

We now want to extend v into a generating function of the map «, at least in a small
neighbourhood of IC. The intuitive idea is to “glue together” the generating function ¢ for
K, with the quadratic generating functions @), for the transverse dynamics d, x(p).

Let us consider the following Ansatz for a generating function ¥ for &:
(5.29) U(z', 2, 0;y", 4%, 0) = d(at, 2% 0) + 00 (2,2, 05y ,4°, 0),

with an extra auxiliary variable ¢’ € R%. To simplify the notations we split the variables
into longitudinal and transversal ones:

(5.30) pi= (2% 0), pr=(y"y"0).
Lemma 5.6. The transversal correction, §¥(pyj, p1), defined in (5.29) satisfies

5\Ij(p”’ pJ-) = QPH (pJ-) + O((?/la 9,)3) 5

where QPH (o) is a quadratic form of the same type as (5.24,5.25), which depends smoothly
on py. If p € Cy corresponds to the point (p'; p°) € Tz, then Q,, = Q0.

In other words, the quadratic forms @), extend the forms @, to a neighbourhood of Cy,

Proof. Since K is preserved by x and carries the map x, we may assume that for any
p|, the function §W(p,e) has no linear part in the variables p,. At each point p| € Cy
(identified with some p° € K), the quadratic part qu (pL) generates the linear transverse
deviation from % near the point p°, namely ds(p°). This means that Q, = Q,o, which
has the form (5.24). This form could be attributed to the geometric fact that the graph
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of d k(p°) admits (y',n") as coordinates (that is, this graph projects bijectively onto the
(y',n")-plane).

This projection property locally extends to the graph of x: in some neighbourhood of IC,
the points of T', can be represented by the coordinates (p° = (2%, £%) € K;y',n°), where
yt,n° € neigh(0). This property shows that 6¥ can be written in the form

(5.31) 8% (py, pr) = 0% (py,y",0') — (4°,0') .

As explained above, the quadratic part g, (o) of 5@(p”; ) must be equal, for pj € Cy, to
the corresponding g, generating S(p°). The equations for Cy show that, if we fix small
values (y',60 = 1°), then value p| such that (p,y', 4% 1°) € Cy is O((y',1°)?)-close to
Cy. O

5.5. Structure of the propagators 7). From the above informations on the phase
function ¥ = WU,/;, we can the integral kernel of 7' = T}/; defined in (5.7) and quantizing
the map kj;, as an oscillatory integral. The general theory of Fourier integral operators
(see §3.3) tells us that its kernel takes the form

do de’ ;
(5.32) T(x'yh2%y°) = / —————ralpy. pr) en VP L O(h™®) e
RE+de (27h) ™ 2

—_
— =

where we use the notation (5.30). Let us group the variables (z,y) = X, ({,n) = Z, (6,0") =
©. We may assume that the symbol a(X*!, X, ©) is supported in a small neighbourhood of
the critical set Cy. In particular, for small values of the transversal variables p,, a(e, p,)

is supported near Cy. From (5.7), this Fourier integral operator is microlocally subunitary
in ‘/jj/ X ‘/]

5.5.1. Using the cut-off near K. We now take into account the cut-offs (x*)¥, and study
the truncated propagator T' (x*)¥ appearing in (5.17).

Lemma 5.7. For any k > 0 we have

(5.33) T ()" =T + O(h™) o2,

where the Schwartz kernel of the operator " is given by

k def do dno i
(5.34) T (21, 4t 20, %) L /W a(p”,pl)xﬁ(k—&-l)(yl)Xk(yoanO)eh\If(ﬂnvﬁu),
T 2

where x** def X];=07 with x* given in (5.12).

Proof. As in (5.16), the nesting property x**+Y = x* o x;; implies that
(5.35) OFEDT () =T ()" + 0(h™),
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uniformly for all £ > 0. The Fourier integral operator calculus in the class S 1 presented in
Lemma 3.1 has the following consequence:

(DT () =T + O(h2h2),
which combined with (5.35) gives (5.33). O

N|=

5.5.2. Rescaling the transversal coordinates. Since we work at distances ~ (h/ h) from the
trapped set, it will be convenient to use the rescaled transversal variables

(5.36) g=(h/h)ry, i =(h/h)

Our cut-offs x*, Y¥* defined in (5.12,5.13) are then related by Y*(7, ) ( ,m). This
change of variables induces the following unitary rescaling 7 : L?(dx dy) — L (d dy):
(5.37) Tu(e,) = (/W) ula, (h/1)25) = (/) ¥ u(e,y).

We recall (see for intance [43, (4.7.16)]) that
Ta" (@, y.hDo, hD,)T* = @ (2,5, hD,hDy),  al,5,€.7) < alw,y, & n).
Through this rescaling, the operator TX" is transformed into
" Tt L (dady) — L2 (dwdy),

with Schwartz kernel

X" ) di° 1
(538) ! ( ’y y /IR;’C /IR;dt 27Th k+d ktd—dy (2 h)dt (pH (h/h) )

0) koI + (o) (h/R) 2 5.)

FED (G X, 7

XX
5.5.3. Transversal linearization. The factor Y**+1 (71)¥*(7°, i) appearing in the integrand
(5.38) allows us to simplify the above kernel. Indeed, it imples that the variables g, =
(g%, 9°,7°) are integrated over a set of diameter ~ R;A*. One can then Taylor expand the
amplitude and phase function 6¥ in (5.38):

~01 i . ~ 1 . _ . B 5
a(py, (h/h)2 ) endei/h2o0) 040 () k(0 50) =
(a(py, 0) + O 4 (h?) s(remay) € 7 Qe (P2) D) (1) R (0 70)

Since we will restrict ourselves to values k < Mlog1/ B\, uniformly bounded with respect
to h, we may omit to indicate the k-dependence in the remainder. As a result, up to a
small error we may keep only the quadratic part of 0¥, namely consider the operator with
the Schwartz kernel

d6 di° N . L
= a(py,0 #k+1) (1) k ~07 70) en¥(ep) 6th” (P1) .
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Combining the above pointwise estimates with the fact that a € S(T*R3?), and with (5.35)
and Lemma 5.7, gives
T = T()"(§,hDy) + O(h™) 2y

(5.39) ~ do dﬁo
T(xla yl§ xOJ y0> = k+d Fd—dyg N
(27h) (2mh)de

CL(PH, 0) eiw(P\|)€%Qp‘| (71)

uniformly for k < M log1/h|.

5.5.4. Factoring out the transversal contribution. For each p| € suppa(e,0), the quadratic
phase @, () generates a symplectic transformation S(p|) (which, in the case pj € Cy

corresponds coincides with the transformation S(p°) of (5.18)). As already shown in (3.22),
this phase allows to represent the metaplectic operator M(py) : L*(dy) — L*(dj) which

ﬁ—quantizes this symplectomorphism:
(5.40) M(p))(5",5°) = (27Til)dt/ det(Hya(py)) /2 en 9 P2 i
R4t

where His(p)) is the block matrix appearing in @,,, similarly as in (5.24,5.25).

Remark 5.8. In the expression (5.40) we implicitly chose a sign for the square root of
det(Hi2(py)). Indeed, the metaplectic representation of the symplectic group is 1-to-2, a
given symplectic matrix S being quantized into two possible operators M. The relations
(5.27) and the uniform expansion property (5.22) show that det(Hq2(p))) does not vanish
on the support of the amplitude a(e,0) (which is a small neighbourhood of Cy, x {7° =
g' =71° = 0}), so we may fix the sign in each connected component of this support. This
remark will be relevant in §5.6.

Defining the symbol
) det a(py,0)
det(H(py))?

we interpret the operator T in (5.39) as a Fourier integral operator with an operator valued
symbol, M(p)), where M is given by (5.40). That fits exactly in the framework presented
in Proposition 3.5:

T(u®v)(z',§") = (2mh)~ e /Rk/ (p)) [M (p)v)(5" )e;ﬂ/}(ﬂn u(z”)dx"df.

We now apply Lemma 3.4 to see that
(5.41) T = Opy (M)T! + O3 (h) pron-eye
where the Schwartz kernel of Tl is given by

(5.42) Tl(a® 2") = (2rh)~" / a(py) er’do,
RF

a(p
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while the operator valued symbol M(p') is the metaplectic operator h-quantizing S (p%),
where p' = K(p°) and S(p°) is given in (5.18). We summarize these findings in the following

Proposition 5.9. Suppose that the Schwartz kernel of T is given by (5.32), x*, X* are
giwen in (5.12), and T is the unitary rescaling defined in (5.37).
Then for k < K(h), where K(h) may depend on h but not on h,

(543) T (T(M") T = Opf ()T (RH)7 + Oh) 101 + Op(h) o

where TV is given by (5.42) and M(x',€") given by (5.40) with p) € Cy determined by
(21, €Y = (21, 0a1p(py)). Here and below we use the abbreviation (X*)® © (Y (5, hD;).

Proof. Lemma 5.7, (5.39), and (5.41) give (5.43) with the remainder

O(h™) L2(dwdg)—s12(dodg) + On(h) L2(a)epmn - 12(dadz) (X)™-
The definition of Y* in (5.12) and (3.24) show that
(X*)" = O(A*™) : L*(dy) — D™,
and that gives the remainder in (5.43). O

5.6. Back to the iterated propagator. We can now come back to (5.9) and (5.17),
re-establishing the subscripts ji11Jx on the releavant objects. We rescale all the operators
by conjugating them through 7. Fixing the limit indices jg, j,, we want to study the sum
of operators obtained by conjugation of terms in (5.17) by T

T[Tn]jn]()( wT* (Z H ]k+1]k ) T + O( )L2—>L2

Jj k=n-—1

(5.44)
Z dngna (X" 1 ) (Nl)wTJuo( ) + O(h™) 212

where the sum runs over all poss1ble sequences j = jn_1...J1. A sequence (which could
be thought of geometrically as a path) j,jjo will be relevant only if it is physical, meaning
that there exists points p € K° such that ¢, (p) € Uj, for all times k = 0,...,n (we say
that the path j,770 contains the trajectory of p). Any unphysical sequence leads to a term
of order O(h™). On the other hand, for a given point p € K° there are usually many
sequences j containing its trajectory, since the neighbourhoods (U;)’s overlap, and so do
the cut-offs (m;).

We now simplify the expression (5.44), in the following way.
Lemma 5.10. In the notation of (5.9) and(5.44), and for n < Mlog1/h,
(5.45) T, ()T = Op}y (M5 )T} (RO + O(h®) o2

InJo
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Here T "l s o Fourier integral operator on L*(dx) quantizz’ng the map &" : V) — Vj,

nJo
deﬁned on the departure set D}, . For each p € AJ jo = K"(DZ ;) (the arrival set) the

operator valued symbol M . (p) is a metaplectic opemtor quantizing the symplectic map
i (R")7H(p)) = dor™((R™) 7 (p))-

Proof. If we insert the approximate factorizations (5.43) in a term j of the sum in the left
hand side of (5.44), this term becomes

(5.46) Op}! (Mj, 5, )Ty, ()™ - OB} (M o) T3, (R)7 + O(R) 12

We now observe that just as we inserted the cut-offs x* to obtain (5.17) from (5.9) we can
remove them so that each term becomes

(5.47) Op}; (M;,5,-)T) ., -~ OPE (My50) T 5, (R°)® + O(h™) 1, 2
We can now apply Lemmas 3.3,3.4 and Proposition 3.5 to see that

Opy, (M. Jnin— 1)T3Hngn 1 - Opy ( Jljo)TJ“mo =

(5.48) ! S
Oph( Jnin—1- ]O)T nJjo +O(h ¢ h)

L2(dz)®@D*"™d—dt 12

where we use the shorthands

| def o] I I
Tjnjn—l"'Jo TJan 1 Tjn—ljn 2 TJUO’
def ~ ~
M gygo = (Mj, g, )J(Mj, 1,y 0 Kjy_15) = (Mg, © Fjyerji) (Mjy 5o © Kjyji),
def ~

Rijrje—1-do = Fijrje—1 © K]k k-2 """ O Rjrjo-
These expressions only make sense for physical sequences j,7jo. The map k;, 5, is defined
on the departure set D;, jj,-

The metaplectic operator M;, ;j,(p) quantizes the symplectomorphism Sj, j;,(p"), with
p = K"(p") € A; ;j,- This symplectomorphism represents, in the charts V;, — V; , the
transverse linearization of the flow ¢,,;, at the point /fj_ol (p°). As a consequence, the sym-
plectic matrix S;, ;;,(p°) is identical for all sequences j,Jjo containing the trajectory of p°
and we call this matrix S? . (p"). Hence, two metaplectic operators M;, ;o (p), M;, 5, (p)

JnJo
corresponding to two different allowed sequences can at most differ by a global sign.

For all p in the arrival set

]n]O UA]nJJO Kijn {p € U]n N K )y P— nto( ) € Ujo})v

we choose the sign of the metaplectic operator M} . (p) quantizing ST ; (p %), such that

M7 ; (p) depends smoothly on p on each connected component of A7 . (there is no ob-

struction to this fact, due to the property mentioned in the Remark 5.8: the symplecto-
morphisms S7 . (p) also have the form (5.23)). Hence, for each physical sequence j,jjo we
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Kjaj1j0

Kjijo Kijaj1

v

F

Djyjo | Diagao v, Ajajr
‘/}0 V72
Dij1 o D, 50 - Ajajt
J271J0
| 1]
Eﬂjo %jzj{
%Jéj{jo
FI1GURE 2. Schematic representation of the departure and arrival sets for
j of length 1. We show two physical sequences jyji1jo and joj7jo and the
corresponding maps (5.28). As remarked there we use the same notation for
the departure and arrival sets on /C.
have
(5.49) M;,.3jo(P) = €5.jo (P)MS. 5, (P), P € Dj,jjo

for some sign ¢;,;,(p) € {£} constant on each connected component of A4; ;j;,. As before,
the functions p — €55, (p), p — M, j;,(p) can be smoothly extended outside A;, j;,, into
compactly supported symbols. Lemma 3.3 and the identity (5.49) give

(5:50)  ODY (Mo soio) T30 = OPR (M 1) (S5030)" T o + Onl) 2y e

When (Y°)? is inserted in (5.48) and (5.50) we apply (3.24) to see that

O(?Z_%bmd*dt h)LQ(dx)®D2nmd—dt 12 (Xo)w = O(h_2nmd7dth>L2—>L2 = Oﬁ(h)LQ—ﬂﬂ’

and hence that error term can be absorbed into O(h™).
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Returning to (5.46) we see that the sum in the right hand side of (5.44) can be factorized
in the following way:

Z Injn— 1 Nn 1 "'lejo(io)w:

Opj ( JnJo>(Z Tg”nggo (Ejngio)"” )(5(0)@ + O(EOO)LQ%H 3

J

(5.51)

with a uniform remainder for n < M log1/h. Let us put T”H o p TJHn o (Edndio)"s SO that

the above identity reads exactly like in the statement of the Lemma. The operator Y}Z'LO
is sum of Fourier integral operators TJ”n jjo defined with different phase functions v;,;;,, yet
these phases generate (on different parts of phase space) the same map k" : D . — A”

JnJo Jnjo"
Hence, T @0 is an Fourier integral operator quantizing <™. This completes the proof of
(5.45). 0J

The next lemma shows that the Fourier integral operator 1}2@0 is essentially subunitary.

Lemma 5.11. Let M > 0. For any small h > 0, there exists hy = ho(ﬁ) such that, for

any sequence j of length n < M log 1/iL and any h < ho(ﬁ), the operator T; H]O satisfies the
following norm estimate:

(5.52) T 2wy 220y < 1+ O(R)

Proof. We first note that we can bound the left hand Side of (5.52) by h=CM for some C
— that follows from a trivial estimate of the terms T” wijo 1 (5.51).

n|

To prove (5.52) it is clearly enough to prove the bound |7} (X°)|l 2(dedg)— L2 (dzdg) <
1+ O(h>). From Lemma 5.2 we know that | T™|(£2)7 2y < 1+O(h), which implies that

[T jojnll 22 < 1+ O(h). Lemma 5.10 then shows that
(5.53) 10Dy (M, )T (RO || 2mre < 14+ O(R).

JnJjo
The family of unitary metaplectic operators p — M} Jo(p)_1 is well defined for p in the
neighbourhood of the arrival set A7 ., and T;:LH]-O is microlocalized in any small neighbour-
hood of A7} . x D7 . C Vj x Vj. Lemma 3.3 and (3.24) then show that

7 (R0)™ = Opp (M2 5,) " )Opy (M2, )T (R0 + O (I T3 1) 12 aayspea-ie 12 (0"
= Opy (M. ;)™ )Opp (M., )T ()7 + Oj(h) 22 -

JnJjo JInJo InJo

where we used the above a priori bound on HT”” |-
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Just as before we can insert the cut-off Y (see (5.12)) with a O(h™) loss. We also
introduce a cut-off ¢ = ¢(z,§) to a small neighourhood of A; ;. (It was not necessary

before as T ”- provided the needed localization.) This and and (5.53) give the bound

7L (RO < |OpE (M2 )" ) (X2 Opy (M T (R0)) + O(Rh™)
< JOpE (M2 ) ") (XML + O(h®)) + O(h™).
Since by Lemma 3.3 and (3.24)
[OpE (M2 )™ ) (X T Ope (M2 )" ) (XM = [T (X)) (X)) + O5(h) 212,

we have

10Dy (M. 5,) )R < I IR+ O (B) < 1+ O(R),

and the bound (5.52) follows. O
5.7. Inserting the final cut-off. We now return to the operator y“e #"0F/hy%  From
Lemma 5.3 we easily obtain
Xw e*lntop/h qu = Z H]n an]n ) ]JnJO X]o u]o + O( 5 E)
(5.54) Jredo . ; .
=Y LU XY () () 00 (X)X g, + O(B)
jnij

where in the first line we used (5.8), while in the second line we used (5.15). Hence our last
step will consist in estimating the norm of the operator (x°)* [T"];,,, (x°)* (or its conjugate
through 7). To this aim we will use Lemma 3.4, Proposition 3.5 and the factorization (5.45)
to obtain

()T [T, T ()" = (%)% Opp (M) T (RO + O(h™) 2,0
=17l (RO Op (NT ) (RO + O(h™) 22

InJo

(5.55)

Here the operator valued symbol N7, (p) = M} . ((K")~'(p)), p € D} ;. is a metaplectic
operator quantizing the symplectic map S7 ; (p) = d1£"(p). (Having it on the right now
makes the notation slightly less cumbersome.)

In Lemma 5.11 we control the norm of T;H]O There remains to control the norm of the
factor (X°)® Opy (N} ;,) (X°)”. For that it is enough to control the operator-valued symbol

Op¥,(X°) N7, (p) OpY (7).

5.7.1. Controlling the symbol. In (5.19) we defined, for each point p € K N Dj,;,, a sym-
plectic transformation R(p) € Sp(2d;, R) which maps the y-space to E; and the 7-space to
E. This transformation is e-close to the identity and in particular it is uniformly bounded
with respect to p.
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By iteration of this property, for any py € D7 . | the map

Jnjo?
def

S;lnjo( ) = R( ) 1‘S’jnnjo( )R(pO)
is block-diagonal in the basis (y,n):

(5.50) St = (M0 rpaio)

where A"(pg) is expanding. We may quantize R(p) into metaplectic operators A(p), and
define

n def _ n
N jo(po) = Alpn) ™" N7 5, (po) Alpo)
which quantizes S” Lo (P0)-

We can then rewrite

(X)) N7 5o (0) (R0 = (R Alpn) N7, (p0) Alpo) ™ (R)™ -
We are interested in the L? — L? norm of this operator. Since metaplectic operators are

unitary, and using the covariance of the Weyl quantization with respect to metaplectic
operators, this norm is equal to that of

S0 \w n w ef ~ ~ ef

(0,07 (5 0 S (p0) ™)™, X5, R0 Rpn), X5 = X0 Rpo).
The block diagonal form of S”n jo(po) shows that
(5.57) (X0, © (57,5, (p0) 1@, 1) = X (A" (p0) "5, "A™ (o))

We may now invoke the following simple

Lemma 5.12. Suppose that A is a m x m real invertible matriz and that x1, x2 € - (R*™).
Then

(5.58) XY (2, hDL) X (Az, TAT hD,) || p2gmy 2@y < C| det A|Zh™%

where C' depends on certain seminorms of x1 and X2, but not on A.

We remark that the upper bound becomes nontrivial only if |det A] < h™/2. In that
case, one cannot apply the h-symbol calculus any longer (which would predict that the

norm is equal to max, ¢ |x1(z, &) xo(Az, TA7IE)| + O(h)) because the second factor is not
a symbol in the class S(R*™).

Proof. It we put x,(z,2) o e Xj(2, )€ %8 dE, then the kernel of the operator in the

lemma is given by

]_ z i(r—z h i(z— h
K(z,y) = - / Y1 (x+z ) Yo (A ;Ay,TA_ln) eH@—2,8) [h+i( y,n>/hd§ dn dz
(27h)?m Jgsm

_ |d6tA| ~ Ttz -2\ ¢ Az+Ay Az— Ay
= iy Jy 1 (555 o (A A5 )
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We will estimate the norm using Schur’s Lemma and hence we need to show that

(5.59) (max / |K(x,y)|dy> (;Ielﬂ%x / |K(x,y)|dm) < C2|det A|h™.

TEeR™

Making a change of variables Z = (z — z)/h and X = ( + z)/h we obtain
[ 1K @ylde < Cutmpx el [deealh ™ [ [ (X, 2)lazax < cldec Al

To estimate the integral in y let

F(Z) = max[xi(e, 2)], G(Y) = max|xs(e, Y,

noting that our assumptions give F(Z) = O((Z)">), G(Y) = O((Y)™>). Changing
variables to Z = (z — z)/h and Y = (Az — Ay)/h we obtain,

/|K:Ey|dy<03// Y)dzZdYy < C.

This proves the upper bound (5.58). O

Applying Lemma 5.12 to the product (5.57) we get the bound

IR®)® N30 (p0) (R)7 2@y 22(ap) < C(Rpys X, )| det A (po) 712 R /2.

Since the transformations R(p) are uniformly bounded, the prefactor C(X),, X)) is uni-

formly bounded with respect to pg. On the other hand, the determinant of A"(py)~! can

be bounded as follows.
Lemma 5.13. Take € > 0 arbitrary small. Then there exists C. > 0 such that,
Vn >1, Vpy € D | det A™(po) Y| < Ce™Pomonto

where A\g was defined by (1.19).

Jnjo’

Proof. This follows from writing the definition of Ay using the local coordinate frames. [J

We have thus obtained the following upper bound:
(5.60) (XY N7y (00) (RO) | 22(agy—r2(ag) < Ce h™/? e=Gom o,

Jnjo
valid for any n > 1 and any po € D7 ; . In particular, the time n may arbitrarily depend
on h.
When n < Mlogl/ h, for M > 0 arbitrary large but independent of  or h, we combine

this bound with (5.17), Lemma (5.11) and Lemma 5.10 to obtain the estimate (5.2), which
was the goal of this section.
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6. MICROLOCAL WEIGHTS AND ESTIMATES AWAY FROM THE TRAPPED SET

In this section we will justify the estimates described as Step 2 of the proof in §2.
That will involve a quantization of the escape function G given in Proposition 4.6 with
¢ = (h/h)z. That means that we will use the calculus described in §3.2.

6.1. Exponential weights. Suppose that g € C*(7T*X;R) satisfies the following esti-
mates:

exX ~ 1 ~
(6.1) % < C(1+ (h/h)2d(p,p)", 829 =0O((h/R)2), |a| >0,
for some N and C, and for some distance function d(p,p’) on T*X x T*X (since g is
compactly supported, the estimate is independent of the choice of d). We note that G
defined in Proposition 4.6 with ¢ = (h/h)? satisfies these assumptions.

We first recall a variant of the Bony-Chemin theorem [5, Théoreme 6.4],[43, Theorem 8.6]
in the form presented in [31, Proposition 3.5, (3.21), (3.22)] (as usual g* = Op}'(g)):

Proposition 6.1. Suppose that g € C°(T*X) satisfies (6.1). Then

(6.2) exp(g") =",
where the symbol b(x, &) satisfies the bounds
(6.3) 0°b(p)| < Ca e (/)2
i any local coordinates near the support of g.
If suppg € U, for an open U € T*X, then
(6.4) 020¢ (b(x,€) — 1) = O(h™(€)™), (x.€) € CU.

Also, if A€ U™ (X), B e Ef;mp(X) and C' € W™ (X) then
¢ Ae" = A+i(hh)2 Ay, Ay € U1 (X), WFu(A;) C WF4(A),
(6.5) e/ Be™9" = B+ihB,, B¢ (17‘;“1?()(), WEF,(B;) C WF,(B),
9 Ce™9" = C+ih2Cy, C) € UETP(X), WE(Ch) € WEL(C).

The assumptions in (6.1) show that exp g is an order function for the :S’é calculus — see

31, §3.3, (3.17),(3.18)]. Hence we can apply composition formulae. In particular if g;,
Jj = 1,2 satisfy (6.1) then

(6.6) exp(g}’) exp(gy) = ¢, [0%c(p)| < Caexp(gr + g2) (h/h)

Because of the compact supports of g;’s and because of (6.3) derivatives can be taken in
any local coordinates.

—lel/2

The consequence of (6.6) useful to us here is given in the following Lemma.
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Lemma 6.2. Suppose that A € \Ilcomp(X) and that

5(A) =a+O((hh)?)g , a€CX(T"X)N Sy (T"X).
IfU, 5 & {peT*X :d(p,suppa) < (h/h)2}, then
(6.7) | A et €% || poype = sup(]a|eg1+92) + O(hsup e”+92) + O(h? log(1/h)).

h,h

Proof. We first consider this statement in R”. We apply the standard rescaling (3.4) noting
that (6.1) imply that 7, = g; are order functions. If d is the Euclidean distance and if we
put

nx(p) E (L+d(p, U7, TE (h/h)2U,,
then ny is an order function for any N, and a@ € S (nN) for all N. We have
A= Op}(a+ (h/ﬁ)%al), for some a; € g%v
and hence, after rescaling,
A OP @08 @) — Opr(B) + (/R)FOp2 (By),
be S(nyimsy), b—aeh™9 e hS(nymyms), by € S(myms).
Put

M = M(h, b) & supnyining < sup (14 d(p,0)) " e 0+0:0)
R2n P

< (sup e§1+§2> (1 + sup(1 + C1Cod(p, ﬁ))_N+N1+NQ>
U p

< Csup 691+92’
Uh,ﬁ

where we took N > Ny + N, with N;, C; appearing in (6.1) for g;.
We now apply [43, Theorem 13.13] (with A replaced by k) to b/M € S. That gives
1Oy (B)[| = sup [ale” 9 + O(h) sup e 9.

Un i
Since iy = O(log(1/h)), applying the same argument to by /log(1/h) gives (6.7).

The calculus is invariant modulo O((hh)2) terms (see (3.5) and [11, §5.1],[42, §3.2]), so
these local estimates on R™ imply similar estimates on manifolds. 0

The next result is a version of (3.6) for exponentiated weights g. It is a special case of
[31, Proposition 3.14] which follows from globalization of the local result [31, Proposition
3.11]. We state it using concepts recalled in §3.3.
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Proposition 6.3. Suppose that T' € I°™P(X x X, I") where k : Uy — Uy, U; C T*X, is a
symplectomorphism, that g € C(T*X) satisfies (6.1), and that A € W™ . Then
2

1~1

9" AT = Te" 9" B 4 h2h2T e 9" C,

6.8 .
(6:8) Ty € "™ (X x X,T}), B,CeVi(X), o(B)=r"o(A).

6.2. Estimates away from the trapped set. We now provide precise versions of the
estimates (2.5) and (2.6) described in the Step 2 of the proof in §2.

For the escape function G constructed in Proposition 4.6 we define the operator

(6.9) G" = Opy(G) € log(h/R)TS™(X), (G) =G+ O((hh)=7); .
2 2
Since G satisfies (6.1), Proposition 6.1 describes the exponentiated operator ¢ = ¢OPi (),

The first lemma shows that the weights are bounded near the trapped set:
Lemma 6.4. Suppose that x € CX(T*X)N % (T*X) has the property

(6.10) suppy C {p € T*X : d(p, K*) < Cy(h/h)z},
for some constant Cy > 0.

Then for some constants hy, l~z0, C1 > 0 we have for 0 < h < hg, 0 < h < ;Lo,
(6.11) [xe“ | < Gy, [l X"l < Ch.

Proof. Since &(x") = x + O(hzh2)3 , and |G(p)| < Cs for d(p, K?) < (Co+1)(h/h)3, the
2

estimates in (6.11) follow directly from Lemma 6.2. O

The main result of this section provides bounds for the conjugated propagator. It relies

heavily on the material about the propagator for the complex absorbing potential (CAP)
modified Hamiltonian, exp(—it(P — iW)/h), presented in the Appendix.

Proposition 6.5. Suppose that G* is given by (6.9) and that A € U™ (X) satisfy
(6.12) WEA(A) C p((=5,8)) N ([0, 0)),
for some g > 0.

Then for some constants hg, ho, C1 > 0 we have for 0 < h < hy, 0 < h < hy,

(613) ”e—Gwe—ito(P—iW)/herA|| S 6201.
If x satisfies (6.10) and in addition
(6.14) X(p) =1 ford(p, K*) < $Co(h/h)z, |p(p)| < 4.

where Cy is a large constant dependending on to, then, if ||A|| <1,
(6.15) [(1 — x®)e G emtoP=iW)/heGY A || < T
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where T is the constant appearing in the definition (4.21) of G

Proof. Let A_¢ % ¢G” Ae=¢". Then (6.5) in Proposition 6.1 shows that
(6.16) A g=A+0p2,52(h?) = O(1) 22 and A g = AA_¢ + O(h™),

where A satisfies (A.10). To prove (6.13) we use the notation of Proposition A.3, and
rewrite the operator on the right hand side as

(6.17) e~ G et (P=iW)/h oG 4 — e*Gwe*itop/here*GwVg(to)A_Ger + O(h%)LzﬁLz
' = ¢ e PG O 1g) + O(h?) 2oy 2
where using (6.5) and Proposition A.3,

C(ty) € \If“;mp(X), WEF,(C(ty)) € WF,(A) Nw™*(0).

Since
e*" = Be*@ 4 (I — B) + O(h™) 212, for some B € U"P(X),
Proposition 6.3 (applied with A = I') and (3.8) show that for some B, € \TJ%(X),
o—G¥ o—itoP/h ,G® _ —itoP/h— (7, G)" LG <I + h%ﬁ%B()) + Oh™) 212,
From this and (6.17) we see that to prove (6.13) it is enough to show that
e %D 9" By = O(1) 22, By € U™P(X),
WEL(By) Cp ' ((—6,68)) Nw ([0, &))-

Lemma 6.2 applied with g; = —¢} G and g» = G, and the property G — ¢; G < C7 in
(4.22) which holds in a neighbourhood of WF,(By), give (6.18) and hence (6.13).
To obtain (6.15) we proceed similarly but applying the property ¢; G — G > 2I" which

is valid outside a (h/h)z neighbourhood of K% — see (4.22). In more detail, Proposition 6.3
applied with A =1 — x* gives

(6.18)

(1 . Xw)e—G’“’e—ito(P—iW)/herA _
(1 — x")e G e MoP/heC" =G Y (10) A_qe®" + O(h2) a2 =
e~ M0P/he= (i G G (1 — (1 %)) Vi(to) A_ge®” + O(h?) a2,

where we used the boundedness established in (6.13) to control the lower order terms.

Defining v of o4 X, we have, by the invariance of K % under the flow,

xi =1 for dip, K°) < Ci(h/h)E, |p(p)| < 6.
Let ¢ € C°(T*X) be equal to 1 in the set W; of Proposition 4.6, and supp ¢ C (w='(0))°.
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Since (6.5) and Proposition A.3 give
e~ Valto) A-ce® | < e~ Valto)e™ AN < A1 (]l + Orasra(h))

<14 0(h?),
it is enough to show that
(6.19) e PR e (1 — x| < e,
(6.20) le™(F D" (1 — X1 (1 = ) BI| < Ch,

for B € ¥ (X) with WF,(B) C Wy where Wy C w™([0,¢€0/2]) Np~1([-6,d]), is as in
Proposition 4.6. Both inequalities follow from Lemma 6.2 and properties of G in (4.22).
For (6.19) we apply (6.7). For (6.20) we note that on

},G — G > Cglog(h/h), on supp(l — ) N Wy,
and (6.7) gives the estimate. O

7. PROOF OF THEOREM 2

We first prove (2.2) which we rewrite as follows
1 1
7.1 UnA L2(X)—12(X S Ce_nto(A0_€)/27 Me log = S n S M log =
G (X)—=L2(X) gh gh

where
Us ¥ exp(—itgPg/h)A = e~ e to(P=iW)/h G
with ¢ty chosen in previous sections, and

(7.2) A€ Uem (X)), WF,(A) C p((=9,9)).

To apply the estimates of the last two sections we first observe that Proposition A.2
implies that for any r there exist B; € W™ j =1,...r, each satisfying (7.2), such that

(7.3) UGA =[] UeB;+ O(h®)2sp2, B = A,

Jj=1

where the constants in the norm estimate O(h*) depend on r. This means that, for r
independent of h but depending on h, U5 A can be replaced by the product of operators
UqBj, to which estimates of the previous section are applicable.

We now want to decompose Uj in such a way that the estimates obtained in §§5,6 can
be used. For that we define

(7.4) Us=Ug+ +Ug,—, Uc + © Uax®, Ua,— o Ua(l—x)".



48 S. NONNENMACHER AND M. ZWORSKI

We note that Proposition 6.1 shows that
\PeCY e P=WI/hoGY _ (=G (G w =G —it(P=iW) /h G
_ 6—G“’Xw€—zt(P W)/hG* +(’)(ﬁ%h%)p_ﬂ;z

7.5 .
( ) — G Xwe—zt(P—W)/h itP/h,—itP/h G¥ +O(h%h%)

L2112

oGy w o —itP/h G¥ hihs
xpe +O(h2h?) 2,2,

where ¥ = L \we=it(P=W)/hitP/h W now use Proposition A.3 applied with with P replaced

by —P, A € U™ gatisfying WF,(I — A) N WF,(x*) = @. In the notation of (A.12),
Xt = waA(t)*, Va(t) € UP™P(X). From (A.12)

o) = oo (1 [ 61.0) o)

with a full expansion of the symbol in any coordinate chart given in Lemma A.4. For p €
supp x, d(p, K%) = O(hz), and as K? is invariant under the flow d(p_,(p), K°) = O,(h2).
But that means that on the support x, p* W =0 for s < ¢, where ¢ is independent of £,
as long as h is small enough. This means that WF, (I — V4(£)*) N WF,(x) = @ and and

hence, x; = x + O(h?)s, .
2

Returning to (7.5) this means that for ¢ < C'log(1/h) (in fact for any time bounded
independently of h), we have

(7 6) YYe~ Y it (P—iW)/h G Xwe—G“’e—itP/heG“’ + O(h%)ﬂam,

) oG oit(P —iW)/herXw _ e—Gwe—itP/heG“’Xw + O(h%)m_m-

Using the notation (7.4)

U= Ut UseUce

(7.7) s

’ Z Uea U dif UG En T UG,eg UG,ela

e€X(n)

where we used the symbolic words € = €;---¢ € 3(n) = (£)". Now, for each word
€#£ —— - —— , call ny(€) ( ng(€), respectively), the number of consecutive (—) starting

from the left (the right, respectively):
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Given integers np,ng, call X(n,ny,ng) the set of words € € ¥X(n) such that ny(€) = ng

and ng(€) = nr. The decomposition (7.7) can be split into
Ug=Us_+>. > U
nL,NR €€X(n,nL,nR)
where the sum runs over ny,ng > 0 such that 1 < nyp +ng <n —1.
We make the following observations:
Y(n,np,ng) = {(=)"+(=)"%}, ifnp+ng=n-—1,
Y(n,np,ng) ={(=)"+€+(=)"":€ €X(n—ny —nr—2)}, ifny+ng<n-—1

Hence, the above sum can be recast into

n—1
Us=Us_+ Y (Ug)" Uy (Ug)" "™
(7.8) 0
+ > (Ue )" Ugs (Ue)" " ™ 2 Ug 4 (Ug )™
nr,MRr

where the last sum runs over ny,ng > 0 such that 1 <np +nr <n — 2.

The following lemma provides the estimate for terms in the first sum on the right hand

side of (7.8):

Lemma 7.1. For h > h > 0 small enough, the following bound holds for roy < r
Colog(1/h), r € N,

(7.9) UG+ U Ug i |l oy e < C B2 exp (= 3tor(No — €))

where the constant C' is uniform with respect to b, h and r.

<

Proof. Lemma 6.4 shows that e““ %, x%e~%" = O(1)12_72. Also, Lemma 6.2 shows that

for x; € S 1 with the same properties as x but equal to 1 on the support of x, we have
Xe 9 = xe XY + O(h) sz, €9UXY = X PN + O(h) 2 .
Using (7.6) the operator on the left hand side of (7.9) can be rewritten as
Us Xw (UG)T‘Jrl Xw = Ug Xw e—Gw e—i(r-l—l)toP/h eG’w Xw + O(h%)L2—>L2
— UG (XwefG“’X'iv + O(}Nloo))efi(vdrl)top/h (quueG“’Xw + O(iloo))
+ O(h%)L2—>L2
Hence,
U+ UsUc 41l o2 < Ul [x e || e DR | |9 x| + O(h)
<C szluefi(r+1)top/hleuH ’
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where we used the fact that the operators Ug, ¢ x* and x*e~¢" are uniformly bounded
on L?. We can now apply Proposition 5.1, replacing ¢ by (r + 1)ty and x by x1. 0

Let us now take n = Cylog1/h, with Cy > 1. We recall that I in (2.5) was assumed to
satisfy I' > to\g/2. We will use the bounds (7.9), and Proposition 6.5: |[Ug Al < e .

Returning to the estimate for U%A we first observe that (7.3) and the estimates (6.15)
in Proposition 6.5 give

(7.10) Uz _All < ™™ + O, (h?).

In (7.8), for each £ = 1,...,n — 2, we group together terms with ny, +ngr = ¢, and apply
Lemma 7.1 and (7.10):

n—2
|UBAI| S e 4 me D0 4 23" g emioln=0%55 1 O ()
(=1

Ag—¢€

n—2
SJ ne—nl" + iL—dt/2 6—1&)71% Zf@iz(rito S ) + O(h%)
=1

~ Ag—e€
S h—dt/Q e—ton -

By taking Cy = M, > 1/ we may absorb the prefactor h=4/2 and obtain, for A > 0 small
enough,
/\0 — 2¢

5 ) n~ M/og1/h.

(7.11) |UBA| < C exp ((— ntg

We can now complete the proof of (1.18) following the outline in §2. We first note that
(7.11) gives (2.2), so that (see (2.3)) for

(7.12) z € [—0/2,0/2] —ih[0, (Ao — 3¢€)/2]
and A € U X)) satisfying (7.2),
(Fo = 2)Qa(2) = A= R(2), R(2) = O(h) sz,

ARG T(h - -
Qu(z) & % / e~ MPa=2)/h Aqt — O (#) , T(h) = M.log1/h.
0 L2—L?

We now apply this estimate with A € °™P(X) such that o(A) =1 in p~(—3d/4,36/4) N
w([0,6)). Then Py — 2 € U7 (X) is elliptic outside of WF,(A). Hence, using the v,
~ 2 ~
calculus of §3.2, there exists Q4(z) € W;™(X) such that
2

(Po—2)Qu(z) =T — A+ R(2), R(z)=0(h)e.
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The Fredholm operator }3@ — 2z has index 0 since }3@ + 4 is invertible for small h. It follows
that for h small enough and z satisfying (7.12)

(Pe—2)7" = (Qa(2) + Qa(@)(I + R(2) + Ra(2)) ™" = O(1/h)
Since e*@“@hD) — O(R=M/2+1) 5 5 for some M, it follows that
(P—iW —2) ' = O(h ™) 2,2 2 €[-0/2,6/2] —ih|0, (Ao — 3€)/2],,
(P—iW —2)"'=0(1/Imz) 2,2, Imz >0,

where the second is immediate from non-negativity of W as an operator.

We now use a semiclassical maximum principle [7, Lemma 4.7],[36, Lemma 2| to obtain
the bound for (P —iW — 2)~! in (1.18) (after adjusting § and ).

Remark 7.2. Strictly speaking we proved (1.18) for z € [=6/2,d/2] —ih[0, N\o/2 — €], for
any €g, provided that h is small enough.

8. THE CAP REDUCTION OF SCATTERING PROBLEMS: PROOF OF THEOREM 3

In this section we will prove a generalization of Theorem 3 which applies to a variety of
scattering problems. Our approach of reduction to estimates for the Hamiltonian complex
absorbing potential (CAP) is based on the work Datchev-Vasy [13] (see also [20, §4.1] and
[15]) but as the argument is simple and elegant we reproduce it in our slightly modified
setting.

Let (Y, g) be a complete Riemannian manifold and let
(8.1) P,=—hA,+V, VeC®(Y;R).

We make general assumption on (Y, g) which will allow asymptotically Euclidean and
asymptotically hyperbolic infinities.

We assume that Y is the interior of a compact manifold Y with a C> boundary, 0Y # @.
We choose a defining function of 9Y:

(8:2) peC(Y;[0,00), {p=0}=0Y, dploy #0.
Let py = [€|2 + V() be the principal symbol of P, and let

(x(t), (1)) = exp tH,, (x(0),£(0)),
be the Hamiltonian flow (geodesic flow lifted to 7*Y when V = 0. The first assumption
on (Y, g) we make is a non-trapping (convexity) assumption near infinity formulated using
p with properties (8.2):
d2

(8.3) p(a(t)) € (0, €), %P(fﬁ(t)) =0 = —5p(a(t)) <0.
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The trapped set at energy F € [—0, ] is defined as
(7,€) € Kp <= py(r,§) = £ and exp(RH,,)(z,&) is compact in T™Y.
We assume that the trapped set at energies |E| < 6, (see (1.15)),
(8.4) K?° is normally hyperbolic in the sense of (1.17) .

We now make analytic assumptions on P. For that we first assume that P, can be
modified inside a compact part of Y, to obtain an operator

Py =120, +V, VeC®Y), Vlpw= V]
with the following properties: for some so > 0 and Cy > 0,

vl s C
(8.5) lp™ (P = B = i0) ™ p™ || 2y r2v) < 707 B <6,
and
u=(Py—E—i0)"'f, feCxy) =
< ( ) fecE)

WFL(u) \ WEL(f) C exp([0, 00) Hpep.,) (WEL(f) Np2 (E))

where p,, & €12 + V.

We note that these assumptions do not require that the resolvent of P, has a meromorhic
continuation from Im z > 0 to the lower half-plane. A stronger conclusion will be possible
when we make that assumption: more precisely, for x € C*®(Y), we assume that the
resolvent (P, — z)™! continues from Imz > 0 analytically to [—d, 5] — ih[0, Cp], for some
Cy > 0, and that for some N, the following resolvent estimate holds:

(8.7) X(Poo — 2) ' = Opay2(h7Y), 2 € [=0,0] —ih[0, Cy] .

When P, is chosen to be selfadjoint, interpolation [7, Lemma 4.7],[36, Lemma 2] shows
that (8.7) improves to

(8.8) X(Pso — 2) 7ty = Opa o (R0 m2/M0g(1/R)), 2 € [=6, 6] — ih[0, Cy).
We can now state a more general version of Theorem 3:

Theorem 6. Suppose that the Riemannian manifold (Y, g) and the potential V' satisfy the
assumptions (8.3), (8.4), (8.5) and (8.6). In particular, the trapped set for the operator
P =—hn*A,+V is normally hyperbolic.

Then, for some constant Cy (and sy in (8.5)), we have

—1 s log(1/h
(39) 0% (By — B = 100" 2ryor0n < OBy <

If in addition (8.7) holds then, for any e > 0, x(P, — z)"'x can be continued analytically
to [—0/2,6/2] —ih[0, min(Cy, A\o/2 — €)], with Ao given by (1.19), and

(8.10) X(Py—2) " = Opa2(hY), 2z €[=0/2,6/2] —ih[0,min(Cy, Ao/2 — €)],
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with the improved estimate (1.18) if (8.8) holds.

Before the proof we present two classes of manifolds to which satisfy our assumptions.
We say (Y, g) is asymptotically Euclidean if

g=p"dp’ +p*go(p),  near JY,

where go(p) is a family of metrics on 9Y depending smoothly on p up to p = 0. We say
(Y, g) is evenly asymptotically hyperbolic if

g=p"2dp" +p%go(p),  near JY,

where p is as before but this time go(p) is a family of metrics on dY depending smoothly
on p? (hence even) up to p = 0.

In both cases the non-trapping assumption near infinity (8.3) is valid: see [13, Proof
of Lemma 4.1] for the asymptotically hyperbolic case; the asymptotically Euclidean case
follows from the same proof, with the fourth displayed equation of the proof replaced by
(38, (4.3)].

For asymptotically Euclidean manifolds (8.5) and (8.6) follow from the results of [38].
The modification of V' can be done in any way which produces a non-trapping classical
flow: for instance we can choose V =V + Vi, where Vi is a smooth, large non-negative
potential (a barrier) supported in {p > €g}.

To obtain (8.7) more care is needed but, under additional assumptions one can use
an adaptation of the method of complex scaling of Aguilar-Combes, Balslev-Combes and
Simon — see [41] for the case of manifolds and for references. The simplest example for which
this is valid was considered in Theorem 1. For even asymptotically hyperbolic manifolds
the properties (8.5), (8.6), and (8.7) all follow from the recent work of Vasy [39].

As long we are not interested in analytic continuation properties, the weaker assumptions
(8.5) and (8.6) may hold in the generality considered by Cardoso-Vodev [8].

Proof of Theorem 6. To show how Theorem 6 follows from Theorem 2 we use the parametrix
construction of [13, §3]. For that we first have to relate the situation in this section to the
set-up in Theorem 2. It will be convenient to rescale p so that in (8.3) we can take ¢y = 4.

Let X be any compact manifold without boundary such that Y C X is a smooth embed-
ding: for example, we may take X to be the double of Y. We then extend p to p € L®(X)
to be identically 0 on X \ Y. Let P € ¥?(X) be any selfadjoint semiclassical differential
operator satisfying

Plys1 = Pylp>1, P =—h*Ag + Vx,
where gx is a Riemannian metric on X and Vx € C*(X;R).

We then take W € C*(X; [0, 00)) such that

_J 0 for p(x)>1;
Wiz) = { 1 for p(z) < 3.
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Let V € C®(Y) be a potential for which (8.5) and (8.6) hold. We notice that one possibility
to obtain the required properties for P, is to take a complex potential V' = V —iW, where,

We € C®(Y;]0,00))
0 for p(z) < 4,

, Fig. 3.
1 for p(z) > 5, e s

Weo(x) = {

Using the convexity property (8.3) it is easy to check that this operator satisfies (8.5) and
(8.6). Then for Imz > 0, | Re z| < ¢, define the following holomorphic families of operators

Rx(z) = (P —iW —2)™} Roo(2) = (P — 2) 7%

Due to the compactness of X, the family of operators Ry (z): L*(X) — L*(X) is mero-
morphic for z € C. The resolvent Rx(z) is estimated in Theorem 2. For the moment we
only assume that R, (z): L*(Y) — L*(Y") is holomorphic for Im z > 0 and satisfies (8.5),
(8.6).

Now take a cutoff function xx € C*(R, [0, 1]) with

supp xx C (2,00), supp(l —xx) C (—00,3).
We put and x. =1 — xx-

xx(p+1) xx(p) |\ Xoo(p) Xool(p —1)
supp W supp W

p= 1 2 3 4 5

FI1GURE 3. Schematic representation of the cut-offs used in the proof of The-
orem 6 as functions of p(z). The spatial infinity is represented by p(z) = 0
and X \ Y corresponds to p(z) < 0.

Our first Ansatz for the inverse of (P, — z) is the operator

F(z) = xx(p(e) + 1) Rx (2)xx (p(®)) + Xoo(p(®) — 1) R (2) Xoo(p(®))-

Note that F(z): L*(Y) — L*(Y) for Im z > 0 since all the cut-off functions are supported
away from X \ Y. Also, the support properties of W, W, and xx show that

(Py — 2)xx(p(e) +1) = xx(p(e) + 1)(P —iW — z) + [xx(p(e) + 1), h*A],
(Py = 2)Xoo(p(®) = 1) = Xoo(p(®) = 1)(Pos — 2) + [Xoo(p(®) — 1), A2A].

Hence

(P —2)F(2) =1+ Ax(2) + Ax(2),
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where

Ax(2) = [xx(p(e) + 1), A | Rx (2)xx (p(e)),
Ae(2) = [Xoo(p(®) = 1), h*Ag] Rec (2) X (p(®)).
Note that Ax(z)? = A (2)? = 0, due to the support properties
supp d (xx (p(e) +1)) Nsupp xx(p(e)) = 2,

)
&1 51ppd (o p(#) = 1) 01 500D xoc ((#)) = 2
Moreover, thanks to assumptions (8.3) and (8.6) (see [13, Lemma 3.1]),
(8.12) | A (2)Ax (2) || 2(v)=22(v) = O(h™), uniformly for Imz > 0, |Re 2| < 0.
Consequently
B1) (= IFCIT = A3(3) = Aale) £ Ax(IAx(5) =T = FC),
(8.14) where E(z) = Ax(2)Ax(2) — Ao (2)Ax (2) Aso(2) .

Using (8.12) we see that E(z) = O(h™)2y)-12(v), uniformly for Imz > 0, |Rez| < 0.
This allows to write an explicit expression for (P, — z)~%:

(P — 2" = F(2)(I - Ax(2) — Aw(2) + Ax (2 ZE

We now want to estimate |[p* (P, — 2) "' p*||12(v)—r2(v). For this we expand the above
identity using the expression of F( ) (some terms vanish due to the support properties
(8.11)). Denoting ax = ||Rx(2)||, @oo = ||p* Roo(2)p*||, we get the bound

(8.15) 10°°(Py — 2) ' p%|| < Clac + ax + hasax + h*aZax) + O(h*).
Finally, we use the bounds (8.5) for a, the bound (1.18) for ax (with Imz > 0), and
obtain the desired estimate (8.9).

When the assumption (8.7) holds, the construction shows that for xy € C*(Y') equal to
1 on a sufficiently large set,

X(Py = 2)7'x = xF(2)x(I = Ax(2) — Axo(2) + Ax A (2))x D _(E(2)x)

continues analytically to the same region as both Ry (z) and xR (2)x. The same expansion
as above allows to bound from above ||x(P, — z) ' x| by the same expression as in (8.15),
now using ax = |[|[xRx(2)X||; oo = [[XxRoo(2)x||- By using (1.18) for ax, resp. (8.7) for a
(with now Im 2 taking negative values), we obtain (8.10). O

For completeness we conclude this section with the proof of Theorem 1. The conclusion
is valid under more general assumptions of Theorem 6.
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Proof of Theorem 1. In the notation of Theorem 6, (1.3) is equivalent to the estimate

log1/h

(8.16)  Ixv(Pe ™ XllL2v)s 0y < O3

1
O, =500,

valid (with different constants) for any y € C(Y). Let ¢ € C°(C) be an almost analytic
extension of ¢, that is a function with the property that 2/1[ Y and 6’Z1p( ) = O(] Im z|*)
(see for instance [43, Theorem 3.6]). We can construct ¥ so that suppe C [—0/2,6/2] —
i[—0,0]). We start with Stone’s formula

X(P,)eFalhy = 5 / P(N)e My —A—i0)"" = (P, = A+1i0)7") x dA.

We now write R_(z) = (P, — 2)7!, for the resolvent in Imz < 0 (that is for the analytic
continuation of (P,—(z—i0))~* from Im z < 0) and R (z) for the meromorphic continuation
of the resolvent from Im z > 0 to the lower half-plane. We then apply Green’s formula to
obtain, for 0 <y < A,
—i 1 —itz 7
XU (Py)e /My = — TN (R (2) = Ro(2))xib(2)dz

2m1 Imz=—~h

1

(8.17) ~
+ = //_ o e /(R (2) — R_(2))xD.4p(2)dm(z)

T
where dm(z) is the Lebesgue measure on C. From (1.18) (see Theorem 6) we get
IXR ()Xl z2msze < CR™ U Dog(1/h),  |IXR-(2)x|lzemsze < O/ |Im],

for —yh < Imz < 0. Inserting these bounds in (8.17) gives (8.16) and that proves (a
generalized version of) Theorem 1. O

9. DECAY OF CORRELATIONS FOR CONTACT ANOSOV FLOWS: PROOF OF THEOREM 5

Most of this section is devoted to the proof of Theorem 4. This proof will be obtained by
adapting the proof of Theorem 2, after reviewing the geometric point of view of Tsujii [37]
and Faure-Sjostrand [21] (see also [12]). At the end of the section we deduce Theorem 5
on the decay of correlations.

9.1. Geometric structure. Let X be a smooth compact manifold of dimension d = 2k—1,
k > 2. We assume that X is equipped with a contact 1-form «, that is, a form such that
(da)"*=1 A « is non-degenerate. The Reeb vector field, =, is defined as the unique vector
field satisfying

Er €kera,, a(2,)=1 ze€X.

We assume that

(9.1) Ve © expt= defines an Anosov flow on X.
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That means that at each point x € X, the tangent space has a 7;-invariant decomposition
into neutral (one dimensional), stable and unstable subspaces (each (k — 1)-dimensional):

(9.2) T,X = Eo(x) ® Es(z) ® Eyu(z), Eo(z) =RE,.

We note that F,(z) @ Es(x) span the kernel of ker a,.

The dual decomposition is obtained by taking Ej(z) to be the annihilator of Es(x) &
E,(z), Ef(x) the annihillator of F,(z)® Ey(z), and similarly for E*(x). That makes E*(x)
dual to E,(x), Ef(z) dual to Es(x), and Ej(z) dual to Eg(x). The fiber of the cotangent
bundle then decomposes as
(9.3) ;X = Ej(z) @ E;(x) ® E(z).

The distributions E(z) and E(z) have only Hélder regularity, but Ej(z) and E¥(z)®E} ()
are smooth, and Ef(z) = Ra, C T X.

The approach of [21] highlights the analogy between this dynamical setting and the
scattering theory for the Schrodinger equation. The role of the Schrodinger operator is
played by the (rescaled) generator of the flow v, = exp t=:

(9.4) viu= ey, uwelC®(X), P=—ihZ.

The principal symbol of P simply reads p(z, &) = £(Z,).
The flow 7; can be lifted to a Hamiltonian flow ¢; on T X:

i1 (2,6) > (y(2), dye(2) 7€),
which is generated by p(x,&): ¢ = exptH,.
For each energy E € R, the energy shell p~}(F) is a union of affine subspaces:
p(E) = {8 : ax(§) = B} = [ (Ba, + Ej(x) + E}(x)).
zeX zeX

We note that each of these energy shells has infinite volume; as opposed to the scattering
theory setting, infinity occurs here in the momentum direction (the fibers), while the spatial
direction is compact.

The Anosov assumption implies that for ¢ > 0,

(9.5) (@, &)l < Ce™™e], €€ Elx), oo, ) < Ce™g], €€ Ejw),

where | o | = [ e[, denotes a norm on 7, X, and we consider ¢;(z,§) € T, . ¢ X. Since
the action of ¢, inside each fiber 77 X is linear, we see that the only trapped point in 7% X
must be on the line Ef(x). More precisely, the trapped set at energy E € R is given by

Kp=J (Es(x)np ' (B)) = | Fas,

rzeX rzeX

that is Kg is the image of the section Fa in T*X.
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Stacking together energies E € (1 — 4,14 6), 0 < § < 1, we obtain the trapped set

K'=K= |J) Kp={Fa,,z€X,|[E-1|<d} CT°X.
|[E—-1|<6

This trapped set is normally hyperbolic in the sense of (1.17).

Indeed, we first note that K? is a symplectic submanifold of 7*X of dimension d+1 = 2k.
Indeed, using (z, F), z € X, as coordinates on K°, (z, E) ~ Fa,, we have

wlgs=d(Fa) =dE Na+ Edao.

This form is nondegenerate for E # 0 since « is a contact form.

The tangent space to K° is given by the image of the differential of

X xR> (.’L’,E) '_>E041 déf (l’,f:Eﬂ(l')),

where we see 3(x) as the vector in R? representing a,. Hence,
Tpa, K° = E(da),(T, X, 8) + Ra, = {(v, EdB(z)v + s8(z)) : v € T, X, s € R}

(9.6) .
CT.X®TX = Tga,(T*X).

Here df(z) can be interpreted as the Jacobian matrix 93/0x on R4,
For each # € X, the symplectic orthogonal to Tga, K°, denoted (Tg,, K°)*, can be
obtained by lifting the vectors in ker «, as follows:

v € ker o, — L5(v) o (v, EXdB(z))v) € T,X & T:X = Tga, (T*X),

where {dS(z)) denotes the transpose of d3(x). This subspace (Tga, K°)* is symplectic and
transverse to K°:

T,K°® (T,K°): =T,(T*X), Vp=Fa, € K°.
Since ker a, = E,(2) @ Eq(x), we can naturally split the orthogonal subspace into
(T,K)Y"=Ef@E,, Ef=Lg(EJx), E, =Lg(Elz), p=FEa, €K’

The distributions Eg% are transverse to each other and flow-invariant. Ey, is a particular
subspace of the global unstable subspace E,(x) ® E¥(z) C Tga, (T*X), and similarly for
FE%g,,- Hence, in the present setting, the subspaces E;t exactly correspond to the subspaces
described in Lemma 4.1.

9.2. Microlocally weighted spaces and the definition of resonances. Following [12]
we now review the construction [21] of Hilbert spaces on which P — z (with P given in
(9.4)) is a Fredholm operator for Im z > —(h, for some arbitrary g > 0.

The key to the definition of these Hilbert spaces is a construction of a weight function
which we quote from [21, Lemma 1.2] and [12, Lemma 3.1]. We use the notation E} =
Usex Ei(x) C T*X.



DECAY OF CORRELATIONS 59
Lemma 9.1. Let Uy, U} be conic neighbourhoods of Ej, with Uy € Uj and UiN(EFUEY) =
&. There exist real-valued functions m € S°(T*X), fo € SY(T*X) such that

(1) m s positively homogeneous of degree 0 for |£| > 1/2, equal to —1,0,1 near the
intersection of {|¢| > 1/2} with EX, Ej, E¥, respectively, and

(9.7 Hym < 0 near (U, \ Up) N{|&] > 1/2}, Hym <0 on{[¢] >1/2};

(2) (&)1 fo > ¢ > 0 for some constant c;
(3) the function G = mlog fy satisfies

(9.8) H,G < —-2on{|¢]>1/2}\ Uy, H,G <0 on{[¢]>1/2}.
The function G also satisfies derivative bounds
(9.9) G =0(log(€)), 09 H,G =0 (&), ol + 8] +k =1,
for any € > 0.
As in [12, §3] we define
(9.10) Hi(X) & e 19" [2(X, du),

where ¢ > 0 is a positive parameter.

The domain of P acting on H,g is defined as

(9.11) Dic € {ue D (X) : u,Puc Hg}.

The action of P on H,q is equivalent to the action of the operator P,; on L?:
P.a def otGY pe—tGY _ exp(tadgw)P

(9.12) Nk
= >~ adb P+ Ry(w, kD), Ry € A5V, ve s,
k=0

The validity of (9.12) follows from the fact that the operators e*'“" are pseudodifferen-
tial operators [43, Theorem 8.6], hence the pseudodifferential calculus applies directly [43,
Theorem 9.5, Theorem 14.1]. This expansion and the arguments in [21, §3] give

Proposition 9.2. For P,g defined by (9.12), we have

i) the operator P — z : D(Py,g) — L? is Fredholm of index zero for Imz > —th. Here
D(Pyg) is the domain of Pyg.

i) for C > 0 large enough, (P — 2) is invertible on {Im z > Ch}.

In [21] the above construction was performed, replacing the h-quantization by the h = 1
quantization. It lead to the construction of H;g(X) = e ““"@PIL2(X) equal, as vec-
tor space, to the above h-dependent space Hyz(X). The norms of these two spaces are
equivalent with one another, but in an h-dependent way:

(9.13) P |ull i, )/ Co < Nulltg < Coh™ (|ull e, (x) »
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— see [12, §3]. As a consequence, if we call P, = —i=, Theorem 4 translates into the fact

that Piga et !@*@D) pe=t@*(®.D) ig Fredholm in the strip {Im A > —t}, admits finitely

many eigenvalues in the strip {Im A > —\/2 + €}, and satisfies the resolvent estimate

(9.14) 1(Pigi — A Hlpesre = OAY), ImA > —N\/2+¢ |Re)|>C.

9.3. Reduction to Theorem 2. In order to prove Theorem 4, we proceed as in the proof
of Theorem 6 in §8, by constructing two operators which microlocally agree with P, (up
to negligible error terms) on different subsets of 7% X

Let W € ¥!(X) be as in Example 2 of §1.3. The trapped set defined in §1.3 agrees
with the trapped set in §9.1 and, as shown in (9.5), it satisfies, the assumptions of normal

hyperbolicity. Hence Theorem 2 applies to P=P—iW.IfA€ Yeomp (X satisfies

(9.15) WEL(4) € (GTH0))°, WFu(A) N {(z,8) : [¢ly, > M} = 2,
(where M is the one appearing in the definition of W — see (1.13)) then
(9.16) AP = AP + O(h™)pr_yeoo.

We now introduce an operator which has better global properties and agrees with Pjg
near infinity. For that we proceed as in the proof of Theorem 6, and take W, € We™P(X)
such that

(9.17) WF,(Wy) € (G71(0))°,  WF,(I — W) Cc CK?, WF,(W)NWF,(W,) = @.
We then put

POO - PtG - ZWOO
Then for any B with WF,(I — B) C CWF, (W),

(9.18) (I = B)Py = (I — B)P,g + O(h®)prsc.
Properties of the operator P, are listed in the following

Lemma 9.3. Fix 8 > 0 and let t be large enough so that Py — z is a Fredholm opeartor
for Im z > —fBh. Then, there exists Ny and hg such that, for 0 < h < hy,

(P — 2) Moz <N, 2€[1—6/2,14+6/2] —ih[0,B].
In addition the analogue of (8.6) holds for Py : in the same range of z,
u=(Py—2)"f, feC®X) =

(9.19) _
WEy,(u) \ WF,(f) C exp([0,00)H,) (WF,(f) Np~'(Rez)).

Proof. The first part follows from the now standard non-trapping estimates (see [35, §4]).

In the setting of Anosov flows the details are presented in the proof of [12, Lemma 5.1]

(only the escape function constructed in Lemma 4.5 above is needed).
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The propagation result is a real principal type propagation result [43, Theorem 12.5]
which holds when the imaginary part of the symbol is non-positive — see Lemma A.1 below
for a dynamical version. 0

WFh(W) Al Ao BO Bl
WF;, (W)

€] = o0

FIGURE 4. Schematic representation of pseudodifferential cut-offs used in the
proof of Theorem 4. The horizontal axis corresponds to ||, the cotangent
variable. Infinity in |£| plays the role of p = 0 in Fig. 3. The asymmetry
is intentional, to stress that there is no need for an auxiliary manifold, as
opposed to the proof of Theorem 6 illustrated in Fig. 3.

Proof of Theorem 4. The proof is a repetitition of the proof of Theorem 3 with Rx re-
placed by (P — z)™! and R, by (Psx — z)~!. The spatial cut-off functions are replaced by
pseudifferential operators: xx(p(x)) is replaced by Ay € W™ (X), satisfying

WFh(Ao) N {(l‘,f) . ’§|gz Z M} = @, WFh([ - Ao) ﬂWFh(WOO) == @,

where M is given in the definition of W, see (1.13). The function yx(p(z)+ 1) is replaced
by Ay € U™ (X)), where

WFL(I — A1) N WF,(Ag) = @, WF,(A) N {(2,€) : €], > M} =2,

Xoo(p()) is replaced by By def

where

I— A € ¥9(X), and finally yoo(p(z) — 1) by By € U(X) |

WF, (W) N WF,(B;) =@, WFL(I — By)NWF,(By) = 2.
We also require that
WF,(Ay), WF,(I — By) C (GH(0))°.

The parametrix is now obtained by putting
F(Z) = Al(P — W — Z)ile + Bl(PtG — ZWOO — Z)ilBo.

Using (9.16), (9.18) and Lemma 9.3 we obtain the theorem by proceeding as in the proof
of Theorem 3 in §8. O
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Proof of Theorem 5. We will use the nonsemiclassical operator P, = —i=. It is selfadjoint
on L?(X) - see [21, Appendix A] — hence, by Stone’s formula, we get for any f,g € C*®(X)

/ Yof gde = (" f,9)
X

_ L [ (P =X =i0)"f,9) = (PL = A+140)"" f, g)) dX

27m R

" 2 Z¢/ TR+ ) (P = A E10) T (P 0)"f, g)dA

Here the brackets (e, ®) represent L?(X) scalar products.

For t > 0 we can deform the contour in the integral corresponding to +i0 (A approaching
the real axis from below), where [[(P; — A\)7!|| < |Im A|™!, so that for & > 1 the integral is
bounded as

L e (B = NP ) F g)dh = O A sl e

2mi Jr_ia

Thus,
1 .
/ v fgde = — / A+ )P = A= i0)T (P +0)"f.g) + Opg(e™),
X 21 Jg

for any A, with the bounds depending on seminorms of f and g in C*°. We now use the
nonsemiclassical weights G*(x, D) constructed in §9.2 to conjugate Pj, and write

/ v fgdr =
X

1 ; . . (@, —tGv(a, _
% 671)\t()\+Z) k<(ptG71—)\—ZO) (PtGl+l)k G Df, tG* (D) >+O ( tA).
R
The nonsemiclassical analogue (9.14) of Theorem 4 shows that, by taking k > Ny + 1, we
may deform the contour of integration down to Im A = —\g/2 + ¢, collecting finitely many

poles p;, to finally obtain the expansion (1.22). O

APPENDIX: EVOLUTION FOR THE CAP-MODIFIED HAMILTONIAN.

In the appendix we show some properties of the CAP-modified Hamiltonian, that is the
Hamiltonian modified by adding a complex absorbing potential. At first we work under
the general assumptions (1.9).

The semigroup exp(—it(P —iW)/h) : L*(X) — L*(X) is defined using the Hille-Yosida
theorem: for h small P — ¢W — ¢ is invertible as its symbol is elliptic in the semiclassical
sense (see (1.11) and [43, Theorem 4.29]). Ellipticity assumption for large values of £ also
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shows that P — ¢W is a Fredholm operator, and the comment about invertibility shows
that it has index 0. The estimate
(P —iW — 2)ull||ul]| > —Im{((P —iW — 2)u,u) > Im z|jul|®>, € H™(X),

then shows invertibility for Im z > 0, with the bound
1
(P —iW —2) Y|pempe < ——, Imz > 0.
Im 2

Since the domain of P — iV is given by H™(X) which is dense in L?, the hypotheses of
the Hille-Yosida theorem are satisfied, and

le™ @MW e e <1, £ 20,
—it(P=iW)/ho=is(P=iW)/h _ =it+s)(P=iW)/h 4 o> ()

(A.1)

e

Alternatively we can show the existence of the semigroup exp(—it(P —iW)/h) using energy
estimates, just as is done in the proof of [43, Theorem 10.3]. We get that for any T' > 0,

(A2) M (0, T): LIH(X), Hi(X))) N CH([0, T L(H, Hy™)-
Our final estimates will all be given for L? only and that is sufficient for our purposes.

The first result we state concerns propagation of semiclassical wave front sets. We recall
the notation ¢; = exp(tH,) for the Hamiltonian flow generated by p(z, §).

Lemma A.1. Suppose that A € U°™P(X). Then for any T independent of h there exists
a smooth family of operators

(A3)  [0.T]5 6 Q(t) € U=™(X), WEL(I — Q1)) N ¢ (WF(A)) = 2,
such that

(A.4) (I — Q) e MF=MWIh g = O(h*>®) 12, 2.

In addition if WF,(A) C w([e,00)), € > 0, then for any fived t > 0,

(A.5) e P A = O(h>®) o2, Ae MP=WIh — O(R®) 15, 1.

Proof. We first construct Q(t) using a semiclassical adaptation of a standard microlocal
procedure — see [27, §23.1]. For that, let Q(0) € W™ (X) be an operator satisfying
WE,(I — Q(0)) N WF,(A) = @, and with the principal symbol, ¢o(0), independent of h.
Using the fact that the flow ¢, is defined for all ¢ we put go(t) of ©*,q0(0). In terms of the
Poisson bracket on the extended phase space T*(R; x X) 3 (¢, z, 7, &), this means that the
function qo(t) satisfies the identity {7 + p, q(t)} = 0. Consequently, at the quantum level
we have

[hDy + P, Opy (qo(t)] = hBi (), Ri(t) € U™ (X),
Op}, (90(0)) = Q0) = hEy, Ey € U"(X),
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and the principal symbols of Ry, Ej, ri,e; € C°(T*X), are independent of h. If p; =
a((P — Opy(p))/h, we then solve (in the unknown ¢;(t)) the equation

{r+p.a()} =r—{p1, )} @) =e.
By iteration of this procedure we obtain ¢, € C*°(T*X) such that

WD+ P.Y" WO (0:)] = ¥ Ru(t), Rx(t) € 0 (X),
=0

=2

-1
ROPY (90(0)) — Q(0) = WY Ey, Ey € U™P(X).

1

~
Il

By a standard Borel resummation we may construct Q(¢t) € W™ (X) such that Q(t) ~
2ez0 W Opy (qe(t))-

For any N > 0 we can iteratively construct a sequence of auxiliary operators Q);(t) =
Q;(t)* € ¥omP(X), 0 < j < N, satistying

WEL(I = Qj1(1)) N WE(Q;(2)) = WEA(I — Q;(2)) N pr(WFr(A))
(A.6) = WEL(I = Q(t)) NWF(Q;(t) = 2,
[Q;(t), Dy + P] € C=([0, T]; A U™ (X)).
(These assumptions imply that ¢,(WF,(A)) C WF(Q;(t)) C WF(Q;+1(t)) C WF(Q(¢)).)

Let v(t) of e MP=IW)/h Ay |jul| 2 = 1. Our aim is to prove the following property:
(A7) w;(t) € (1= Q;(t)v(t) = O/ 2, for j=0,...,N, 0<t<T.

Since A € W™ (A.2) shows that this property holds for j = 0. Let us now prove that, if
true at the level j, it then holds at the level 5 + 1.

Noting that
(A.8) Wit = (I = Qjr1)w;j + O(h™)c=,
we have
(hDy + P — iW)wjsr = (I = Q1 () (hDy + P — iW)w; — i[W, Qja]w; + O(h™) 2
Dividing by h/i, taking the inner product with w;;, taking real parts and integrating gives

t
lwjsa (DNIZ2 = llw (0)IZ + 2/0 (Wwjia(s), wira(s))ds =

(A.9) L
EARMW%H®WMM%M%%+WW%
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Now,
(I = Qj+1())[W, (I = Qj1(s))] = ihBjsa(s) + h*Cjaa(s),
Bj1(s), Cia(s) € U™ (X)), Bjia(s) = Bja(s)"
Hence, using (A.8) and the induction hypothesis (A.7), the right hand side of (A.9) becomes

oh /0 Re(C o1 (s)w;(s), wy(s))ds + O(h) = O(W ).

Returning to (A.9) and using the non-negativity of W, we see that
g1 ()1 < g2 (O) s + Ch*
Since
wj1(0) = (I — Qjs1)Au = O(h™) 2,
we have established (A.7) with j replaced by j + 1.
The estimate (A.4) then follows from

(I = Q)v(t) = (I = Q(t)w;(t) + Or2(h™),
the estimate (A.7) at the level j = N, and the fact that N could be taken arbitrary large.
To see (A.5) we note that if A € U™P(X) then

WEF,L(A) C w H([e,00) = o, (WF,(A)) Cw *([e/2,00) for 0 <t <.
Hence, by (A.4),
WE,(v(t)) C w ' ([e/2,00), v(t) & e " P=W/h gy ull2=1, 0<t<4.
This means that we can modify W into Wy, so that
a(Wy)(x, &) > (&)F /O, Wy > ¢, for 0 < h < hy,
while we have
0= (hDy+ P —iW)u(t) = (hDy + P — iWy)v(t) + O(h*)ee uniformly for 0 <t <94.

Taking the imaginary part of the inner product of the above expression with v(t) gives
h o0 oo
SONvO7: = =(Wr(), 0(1)) + O(h) < —collo(@)]* + O(R>),

and hence

|v(#)]|72 = O(h™) uniformly for §/2 <t <.
This proves the first part of (A.5). The second part follows by taking a conjugate:
AeMP=W)/h = (e=it(=P=iW)/h A*)" " and all the arguments remain valid for P replaced
by —P. O

The next lemma is needed in §7 and follows immediately from Lemma A.1:



66 S. NONNENMACHER AND M. ZWORSKI
Proposition A.2. Suppose that A € W™P(X) satisfies
(A.10) WEF,(A) C pH((—6,6)) Nw ([0, €)),

for some eqg > 0 and that T is independent of h.
Then there ezists B € WP (X)) for which (A.10) holds with B in place of A, and

(A.11) e MP=WI/h g — BemMP=WIh g L O(h®) 122, 0<t<T.
Proof. Using again the operator )(t) constructed in the proof of Lemma A.1, we take
a compact set L containing WF,(Q(¢)) for all 0 < t < T. By taking WF,(Q(0)) C

p'((—9,0)) (which is possible due the assumptions on A) we see that we can assume
L C p*((—4,9)). We can now choose B € ¥*P(X) such that

WF,(I —B)NLNnw ([0,e/3]) =@, WFLB) Cp *((=0,0)) Nw ([0, e/2).

This implies that (I — B)Q(t) = C(t), where WF,(C(t)) C w™'([e0/3,00)), and hence, by
(A.4) and (A.5),

(I = B)e "P=WIh A = (C(t) + (I — B)(I — Q(t))e =W/t A = O(h*®) 12, 12,
proving (A.11). O
Finally we present a modification of [32, Lemma A.1]. The modification lies in slightly
different assumptions on P and W, and the proof also corrects a mistake in the proof given

in [32]. From now on we work under the extra assumption (1.10) on the CAP. We remark
that in [32] we only needed Lemma A.1 and hence the assumption (1.10) was not required.

Proposition A.3. Suppose that X is a compact manifold, P is a self-adjoint operator,
P e (X)), W € U¥X), W > 0, and that (1.9) and (1.10) hold. Then for any t
independent of h, for A € W™ (X)) satisfying (A.10), we may write

pitP/ho—it(P—iW)/h A _ Va(t) + O(h™) 212,
where

Va(t) € U5 (X), WE,(Va(t)) € () (p-s(w™(0))) N WF,(A),

0<s<t

(A.12) |

o(Va(t)) = exp <_E/ goZst) o(A).
0

The class of operators V"™ was introduced in §3.2.

The proof is based on the following lemma inspired by the pseudodifferential approach
to constructing parametrices for parabolic equations presented in [28].
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Lemma A.4. Suppose that t — p(t,z, h), p(t,e, h) € C°(R>*;R), is a family of functions
satisfying

OfOSp(t,z,h) = Opa(l), p=—Ch, 0<h <hy,
09p(t, 2, h)| = Oa(p'™®), 0<6< 3.
Then, for 0 < s <t there exists E(t,s) € Vs(R") such that
(hOy + p“(t,z,hDy, h))E(t,s) =0, t>s>0, E(s,s)=1.

(A.13)

Moreover, E(t,s) = e“(t,s,x,hDy, h) where e(t,s) € Ss(R*") has an explicit expansion
giwen in (A.26) below.

Proof. Replacing p by p+ (C + 1)h, gives p > h and p(t, e, h) € (C + 1)h + C>(R?™). The
multiplicative factor e(“*D(=5) in the evolution equation is irrelevant to our estimates.

For any N > 0 we try to approximate the symbol e(t, s, x,&, h) by an expansion of the
form

N
(A.14) fn(t, s, z,h) dof Z he;(t, s,z h).
=0

The symbol of the operator ho,fy + p" fi can be expanded using the standard notation
a¥ o b = (a#b)™ and the product formula (see for instance [43, Theorem 4.12]):

houfu(t, s) + () # [ (t, 5)]

N N—j—1
, 1 k —j
= Zh] (hatej(t s) + Z 7 (3ihw(D., Dy))" p(t, 2)e;(t, s, w)| s + BN JTNJ')
=0 k=0
N oy »
-3 n (h8t+ p(t)e;(t,s) + S ——— (Liw(D., D))~ p(t,z)eg(t,s,w)\zzw>
=0 = U0
+ hNrn(t, s, 2), N(t, s, 2) Zrthsz

The remainders satisfy the following bounds (see for instance [35, (3.12)]):

sup |05rn (L, s, 2)| <
z

Al
(A.15) Ca,n,j Z sup  sup

zw |B|<M,BENn

(h20:.,)%(0(Ds, D))V 9921 p(2)052¢; (w) |

al1toas=a

The standard strategy is now to iteratively construct the symbols e; so that each term in
the above expansion vanishes. The term j = 0 simply reads (h0; + p)ep = 0. From the
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initial condition eq(s, s) = 1, it is solved by

(A.16) eo(t, s, z,h) = exp (—% fstp(s’,z, h)ds’) )
For j > 1, the symbol e; is obtained iteratively by solving

def 1

¢
e;(t,s,z) = E/ eo(t,s',2)qi(s',s,2)ds', e;(t, s, ) € CZ(R*™),
(A.17) i 1
def ) n
Qj(t787z) - _Z(—( ZW(DZ7D )) p(t’ Z)ef(t787w)|2‘:w € Cc (Ri )

j—=10)!
This construction formally leads to an approximate solution:
(A18> hath(tv S, Z) + [p(ta .)#fN(ta S, .)] (Z) = hNTN<t7 S, Z)'

To make the approximation effective, we now need to check that the sum (A.14) is indeed
an expansion in power of h. We thus need to estimate the e;’s and thereby the remainders
TNJ"S.

We will prove the following estimate by induction:

. 2j+|al
(A.19) |0%e;(t,s,2)| < th_%]_‘s'“l (1 + <% f:p(s’,z)ds’> ! ) eo(t, s, 2).

For that we first note that, as p > h, and |[0%p| < C,p'~%, we have
(A.20) 10°p| < Couh™p.

Consequently, for j = 0 we have

E?r

|0Z€o(t, s,2)| < Z

Z?:l Qp=u

(A.21) < C, Z H < % p(s z)ds> eo(t, s, 2)

S ag=a =1
< ¢! p0lel (1 + (% fstp(s’, z)ds’) |a|) eo(t, s, 2),
Here we used the fact that & < |a| and that
AR < (T4 AP, A=1["p(s,2)ds' > 0.
This gives (A.19) for j = 0.

To proceed with the induction we put

< |8O“’p s, z)|ds’ > eo(t, s, 2)

(=1

ajalt,s,2) & 0%;(t,s,2) Jeo(t,s,2),  bialt,s, 2) & 8%;(t, s,2)/eo(t, s, 2),
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noting that, for some coefficients, c,,

j—1
bj’o‘<t’ 5 Z) - Z Z Cﬁlﬁm&jw(DZ? Dw)]izazﬁlp(tv Z>a€ﬁ2 (tv S, w)‘2=w7
(A.22) =0 Prtbr=c
]' ¢ / / /
ajalt,s, z) = 5 Z 65175273‘/ aop (t,8',2)b;a,(s", s)ds’,
Bi1+B2=c 5

where the last lequality follows from eg(t, s, z)eo(s', s, 2) = eg(t, s,2), s < &' < t.

Our aim is to show

) 2j+|al-1
(A.23) |Dj.(t, 5, 2)] < Co jh= 23700yt 2) (1 + (% fstp(s/,z)ds’) ’ ) :
and

. 25+
(A.24) |aja(t, s,2)] < Cl b= 207700 <1 + (% fstp(s’,z)ds’) ’ ) :

assuming the statements are true for j replaced by smaller values.
We note that the case of j = 0 has been shown in (A.21), and since by, = 0.

The first estimate (A.23) follows immediately from the inductive hypothesis on ayq,
0 < ¢ <j—1 and the estimates on p in (A.20). The second estimate (A.24) follows from
(A.21), (A.23) and the obvious fact that [ p(s')ds’ < [ip(s)ds', s < s1 < sy <t

We note that (A.19) and the definition of ey given in (A.16) imply that
02e;(t,s,2) = O(h11=2%7) - j>0.
so from (A.14) we see that the symbol fy(t,s) € Ss(R*").
The bounds (A.15) then show that the remainders satisfy
10°rn(t, 8, 2)| < Cyoh™20N=0l,

Going back to (A.18) we get the expression
¢
A.25 E(t,s) = fu(t,s,z,hD,) + V"t | E(t,s\r4(s, s, x, hD,).
N N

(We note that, since p“(t,x,hD,) > —Ch by the sharp Garding inequality [43, Theorem
4.32], and since p® is bounded on L?, the operator E(t,s) exists and is bounded on L2,

uniformly in h.) Since operators in W4 are uniformly bounded on L? [43, Theorem 4.23], it
follows that

E(t,s) = fo(t,s,x,hDy) + ORIV 5 15,
To show that E(t,s) — ef(s,t,x, hD,) € U"P(R™), we use (A.25) and Beals’s lemma in
the form given in [35, Lemma 3.5, h = 1]: ¢; are linear functions on R*", 0y = {5 (z, hD),
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then
adyiu s adglj E(S, t) =

t
adﬁﬂlﬂ T adélf f}\l;(sv t,, hDJ»‘) + hN_l / adﬁ“f’ e adflj’ (E(Sa S,)T%(S/, S, T, hD:c)) ds'

— O(h(1_26)J)L2_>L2 + O(h (1-26)N )L2—>L2 _ O(h(l_%)J)Lz_wz,

if N is large enough. Here we used the fact that fy,ry € S5 and that adw - - - adpw E(s,t) =
O(1) 2,12, which follows from considering the evolutions equation for the operator on the
left hand side.

In conclusion we have shown that F(t,s) = e“(t,s,x, hD,), where e € Ss(R") admits
the expansion
(A.26) e(t,s,z, h) Zh ej(t,s,2,h),  ej(t,s) € h"PISPMP(R™) > 1,
7>0

with ey given by (A.16). O

Proof of Proposition A.3. We first observe that Lemma A.1 (applied both to propagators
for P—iW and for P) shows that for B € W°™P(X) satisfying WF,(I — B)NWF,(A) = &,

6itP/he—it(P—z'W)/hj4 — BeitP/he—it(P—iW)/hA + O<hoo)L2ﬁL2'

We can choose B = B*. Since
ho), (BeitP/hefit(PfiW)/hA) — _ B/ e itP/h it P/h g —it(P=iW) /b 4

— _ (BeitP/hWe—itP/hB) (BeitP/he—it(P—iW)/hA) + O(hOO>L2—>L27
it follows that

(A.27) BetP/he=#P=W)/h g — B() 4 O(h™) 2,12,
where
(A.28) hoVE(t) = —We)VE (), Wps(t) & BetP/hwetrhp,

We note that Wg(t) € ¥°™?(X), WF,(Wg(t)) C WF,(B), and that Wg(t) > 0. Hence
VB(t) = O(1)12_,12 and (A.27) follows from Duhamel’s formula.

By decomposing A as a sum of operators, we can assume that WF,(A) is supported in
a neighbourhood of a fiber of a point in X. Hence, by choosing B with a sufficiently small
wave front set, we only need to prove that VB(t) € ¥; for X = R"; that follows from
Lemma A.4, since the symbol of Wi(t) satisfies the assumptions (A.13). The second and
third properties in (A.12) follows from (A.5) and (A.26). O
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