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Transmission eigenvalues for strictly concave domains

GEORGI VODEV

Abstract. We show that for strictly concave domains there are no interior transmission eigen-
values in a region of the form {)\ €C:ReA>0, ImA| >C: (ReX+ 1)%+5}, C. > 0, for every
0 < e <« 1. As a consequence, we obtain Weyl asymptotics for the number of the transmission
eigenvalues with an almost optimal remainder term.

1 Introduction and statement of results

Let Q@ ¢ R%, d > 2, be a bounded, connected domain with a C* smooth boundary I' = 99.
A complex number A € C, A # 0, will be said to be a transmission eigenvalue if the following
problem has a non-trivial solution:

(Ver(z)V + Ang(z))up =0 in Q,
(Vea(2)V + Ang(x))ug =0 in Q, (1.1)
up = ug, c10,u1 = cadyus on I,

where v denotes the exterior Euclidean unit normal to I', ¢j,n; € C*(12), j = 1,2 are strictly
positive real-valued functions. Let f € C>°(R?) be such that f < 0in Q, f > 0in R4\ Q, df #0
on I'. Given an Hamiltonian g € C*°(T7*Q) of the form

d

9(@,8) = Y gi(@)&& = ClE?, C >0,

i,j=1

the boundary I" will be said to be g— strictly concave (viewed from the interior) iff for any (z, &)
satisfying
f@)=0, g(z,&) =1, {g,f}z,§) =0,

we have

{9, 19, F1}(2,€) > 0,
where {-,-} denotes the Poisson brackets. Set g;(z,§) = %]{ |2, Our main result is the
following

Theorem 1.1 Let I' be gj— strictly concave, j = 1,2, and assume either the condition
a(z) =ea(x), Over(x) =0yca(x), ni(z) #ng(x) on T, (1.2)

or the condition
(c1(z) — ca(x))(c1(z)n1(x) — ca(x)no(x)) <0 on T. (1.3)
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Then, for every 0 < € < 1 there exists a constant C. > 0 such that there are no transmission
etgenvalues in the region

{A€C:ReA>0, ImA| > C: (ReA+1)2}.

Remark 1. It has been proved in [I3] that, under the conditions (1.2) and (1.3), for arbitrary
domains there are no transmission eigenvalues in

{)\ €C:ReA>0, [Im)\ > C. (Re)\+1)%+5}

for every 0 < ¢ < 1.

Remark 2. The assumption that I' is strictly concave does not improve the eigenvalue-free
regions in Re\ < 0. Note that it is proved in [I3] that for arbitrary domains there are no
transmission eigenvalues in Re A < —C for some constant C' > 0 under the assumption (1.2),
and in

{AeC:Rex<0, ImA| > Oy (ReA[+1)7V}

for any N > 1 under the assumption (1.3).

Remark 3. When the function in the left-hand side of (1.3) is strictly positive, large eigenvalue-
free regions have been proved in [13] for arbitrary domains, which however are worse than the
eigenvalue-free regions in the cases considered in the present paper. It seems that in this case
no improvement is possible even if the domain is supposed strictly concave.

Remark 4. It has been proved recently in [I1] that the total counting function N(r) = #{\ —
trans. eig. : |\ < 2}, r > 1, satisfies the asymptotics

N(r) = (1 +m)r? + 0.(ri"%), Vo<e<k 1,
where 0 < k < 1 is such that there are no transmission eigenvalues in the region

{recC:mA>C(Red+1)'7%}, C >0,

w n;(x) 42
d J
_ d
Tj (27T)d /Q <C](;17)> X,
wq being the volume of the unit ball in R%.

Theorem 1.1 and Remark 4 imply the following

and

Corollary 1.2 Under the conditions of Theorem 1.1, the counting function of the transmission
eigenvalues satisfies the asymptotics

N(r) = (n +7)r’ + O(r" %), VOo<e<1. (1.4)

To prove Theorem 1.1 we follow the same strategy as in [I3]. We first reduce our problem to
a semi-classical one by putting h = (Re A\)~%/2, z = h2\ = 1 + ih?Im \. Thus we have to show
that the operator T'(h,z) = c1Ny(h,z) — caNa(h, z) is invertible for [Imz| > h!™%, 0 < h < 1,
V0 < e <1 (see Theorem 7.1), where N; is the Dirichlet-to-Neumann (DN) map associated to
the operator h2chV+znj (see Section 2 for the precise definition and the main properties). It is



shown in [I3] that the operator T'(h, z) is invertible in the region |Im z| > h'/27¢ for an arbitrary
domain €. In the present paper we show that this region can be extended to [Imz| > h!~¢ if
I" is strictly concave with respect to both g1 and gs. To do so, we have to study more carefully
the DN map N; near the glancing manifold ¥; = {(z,§) € T*T : ro(z,§) = m;(x)}, where m;
denotes the restriction on I' of the function n;/c;, while 9 > 0 is the principal symbol of the
Laplace-Beltrami operator on I with Riemannian metric induced by the Euclidean metric in R%.
We show that N;(h,z) = O(h¥/*): L*(T') — L*(T) in an O(h?) neighbourhood of ¥; as long as
h'=¢ < |Imz| < h® (see Theorem 2.2). With this property in hands, the invertibility of 7" near
¥; is almost immediate since the conditions (1.2) and (1.3) guarantee that N3_; is elliptic on
¥, 7 = 1,2. The invertibility of T' outside an O(h®) neighbourhood of ¥; U, for [Im z| > k¢
is much easier and can be done in precisely the same way as in [I3] for an arbitrary domain.
Indeed, the conditions (1.2) and (1.3) imply that in this region T'(h, z) is an elliptic h — ¥DO,
and hence easy to invert.

Thus the main (and the most difficult) point in our proof is the estimate (2.7) of Theorem
2.2 concerning the behavior of the DN map near the glancing manifold. Therefore the present
paper is almost entirely devoted to the proof of Theorem 2.2. To do so, we make use of the
global symplectic normal form proved in [I2] in order to transform our boundary-value problem
in an O(h®) neighbourhood of the glancing manifold to a much simpler one in which we have
complete separation of the normal and tangential variables (see the model equation in Section
5). The advantage is that we can build a relatively simple parametrix in terms of the Airy
function and its derivatives (see Section 5). Note that our parametrix is much simpler than the
parametrix of Melrose-Taylor [4] and therefore easier to work with. In particular, it is easier
to control it as [Im z| — 0. Using the properties of the Airy function (see Section 3) we show
in Section 5 that our parametrix is valid in an O(h'*¢/|Im z|) neighbourhood of the glancing
manifold as long as h'=2¢ < |[Imz| < h°. To cover the entire O(h°) neighbourhood of the
glancing manifold we have to build another parametrix in Section 6 following the parametrix
construction in [13] and showing that it can be improved in the case of our model equation.
When |Im z| ~ h%/3 a different parametrix, without using the Airy function, is constructed by
Sjostrand (see Section 11 of [10]). In this case, it provides another proof of the estimate (2.7).
Note finally that in Section 3 we prove some properties of the Airy function which play a crucial
role in the parametrix construction in Section 5. They are more or less well-known and most of
them can be found in [6] and in the appendix of [4].

2 The Dirichlet-to-Neumann map

Let (X, g) be a compact Riemannian manifold of dimension n = dim X > 2 with a non-empty
smooth boundary 0X. Then (0X, ) is a Riemannian manifold without boundary of dimension
n—1, where ¢ is the Riemannian metric on X induced by the metric g. Denote by Ax and Ayx
the (negative) Laplace-Beltrami operators on (X, g) and (90X, g), respectively. The boundary
0X is said to be strictly concave if the second fundamental form of 90X is strictly positive. In
the case when X C R"™ this definition coincides with that one given in the previous section.
Given a function f € HY(0X), let u solve the equation

(2.1)

(R?Ax +1+ig)u=0 in X,
u=f on 0X,



where 0 < h < 1 is a semi-classical parameter and p € R, 0 < |u| < 1. Then the semi-classical
Dirichlet-to-Neumann (DN) map

N(h,p) : HY(0X) — L*(0X)

is defined by

N(hnu)f = DV“|8X7
where D, = —ih0,, v being the unit normal to 9X. It is well-known that for arbitrary manifolds
one has the bound o

||N(h,:u)HH;(ax)_>L2(aX) < m (2.2)

with a constant C' > 0 independent of h and p1, where H}(0X) denotes the Sobolev space H!(9X)
equipped with the semi-classical norm ||(1 — h2Agx )2 f|| 12(ax)- It has been proved recently
that better bounds are possible if u is not too close to zero. Indeed, it follows from Theorem
3.2 of [13], still for arbitrary manifolds, that for every € > 0 there is a constant 0 < hy(e) < 1

such that for all 0 < h < hy, |p| > h2~ we have the bound

IN (R i)l 112 (0x) - 22(0x) < C (2.3)

with a constant C' > 0 independent of h, u and . Note that (2.3) does not follow from (2.2). In
[13] semi-classical parametrices of the operator N (h, ) are constructed in the hyperbolic zone
H={(,¢&)eT*0X : ro(2/,&) < 1}, in the glancing zone G = {(2/,£’) € T*0X : ro(2', &) = 1}
and in the elliptic zone & = {(2/,£') € T*0X : ro(a’,£') > 1}. Hereafter, ro(z',¢’) denotes the
principal symbol of the operator —Agx written in the coordinates (z’,&’). To be more precise,
introduce the set S(’f, EkeR,0<6< %, of all functions a € C*°(T*9X) satisfying

< C’aﬁh_é('a‘ﬂm)(£/>k_‘ﬁ|

0%05a(x’, &)

for all multi-indices «, 8 with constants C, 3 > 0 independent of h. We will denote by OPS(’;‘C
the set of the h-pseudo-differential operators (h-¥DOs) with symbols in S§ defined as follows

0@ (&) = (577

Let x—,x", x* € C®°(T*0X) be independent of h and such that x~+x"+x* =1, suppx~ C H,
supp xT C &, xV is supported in a small h-independent neighbourhood of G, x° = 1 in a smaller
h-independent neighbourhood of G. Set p(2/,&,pu) = /—ro(a’,&) + 1+ ip with Imp > 0.
It was shown in [I3] that, mod O(h™), the operator N (h,u)Op,(x~) belongs to OPS{ for
lu| > h'7%, 0 < ¢ < 1, with a principal symbol px~, the operator N(h, 1)Op,(x°) belongs to
OPS?/2_E for |p| > h'/?7¢ with a principal symbol px°, and N (h, 1)Opy(xT) belongs to OPS}
with a principal symbol px™. Summing up, we conclude that, mod O(h*), the operator N (h, i)
belongs to OPSl1 Jo—e for |u| > h'/2=¢ with a principal symbol p. Therefore, in this case the bound

n—1 )
) O s
T*0X

(2.3) is a consequence of well-known properties of the h-WDOs. In fact, a more detailed anaysis
of the operator N(h, ) can be carried out allowing the functions x*, x~ and x° to depend on
h. More generally, it follows from the analysis in [I3] that given any function y € C§°(T*0X),
for arbitrary X, one can construct a parametrix for the operator N(h, u)Op,(x) as long as

l1—¢
for some € > 0.
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>
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It is easy to see that given a parameter 0 < § < 1, there are functions xj, Xg, X; € Sg such that
X5 +X3+x3 = Lsuppxy C {ro—1 < —h%}, supp x§ C {ro—1> h’}, suppx§ C {|ro—1| < 2h°},
xy=1on {|ro — 1| < h°}. As in [L3] one can prove the following

Theorem 2.1 For every 0 < & < 1 there is ho(g) > 0 such that for 0 < h < ho, h'=¢ < |u| < b8,
we have the bound

[N (. 10 () = OPaloxz2) |y oy < O (2.4)
For |u| < h® we also have the bound
[N (. 10 () = Opaloxta) | oy ooy < OB (2.5)
For h'/?=¢ < |u| < h?, we have the bound
HN(h’”)Oph(Xgﬂ)‘ L20X) 5 12(0X) = anlt (26)

When 0X is strictly concave, Sjostrand showed (see Section 11 of [I0]) that (2.3) still holds
for C1h?/3 < |u| < C3h?/3, Cy > Cy > 0 being arbitrary, independent of h and pu. We will show
in the present paper that for strictly concave X the bound (2.3) holds true for h'=¢ < |u| < A%,
V0 < e < 1. To this end, we need to improve only the bound (2.6). We have the following

Theorem 2.2 If 90X is strictly concave, for every 0 < & < 1 there is ho(e) > 0 such that for
0 < h < hg, h'=¢ < |u| < h®, we have the bound

N (R, 1)0P ()] < Chelt, (2.7)

L2(0X)—L2(8X) —

Proof. We will make use of the symplectic normal form obtained in [12] to reduce our problem
to a simpler one for which it is easier to construct a parametrix. This model problem will be
studied in the next sections. Let y = (y1,9) € X5 := (—0,9) x 90X, 0 < § < 1, be the normal
geodesic coordinates with respect to the Riemannian metric g. Here we identify the points in
(0,0) x 0X with {x € X : dist(x,0X) < §}. Then in these coordinates we can write

—h*Ax = Dz2/1 +q(y1,9’, Dy) + lower order terms,

fe%

where Dy, = —ihdy,, Dy = —ihdy, q(y1,y,7') = ZM:Q qa(y1,y")n'™. Moreover qo(y',n') =
q(0,9',n’) is the principal symbol of —Agy written in the coordinates (y',7’), while

Jq
oy, n) = a—yl(O,y/ﬂ?/) >0

is the second fundamental form of dX supposed to be strictly positive (which is nothing else but
the definition of g— strictly concavity). Then the principal symbol p of the operator P(h,u) =
—h?Ax — 1 —ip can be written in the coordinates (y,7n) € T*Xs as follows

plysm) =i +alyry' s n) =L —in =1 +qy'. 1) +ya ' ,n') =1 —ip+ Oyi).
Denote by R the set of all functions a € C*°(T* Xj) satisfying (with all derivatives)

a=0(x°) + O(6°) + O((1 — o))



in a neighbourhood of K = {x; =& = 1—go= 0}. We will also denote by OPR the h — ¥DOs
on X with symbols of the form Z ° o b a;, where a; € R do not depend on h. Let ¢ € C*°(R),
¢(o) =1 for |o| <1/2, ¢p(0) =0 for |o| > 1. Given any 0 < ¢ < 1, denote by A. the h — ¥YDO
on X with symbol ¢(z1/h%)p((1 — qo)/h%). Clearly, if R € OPR, we have

RA., A.R=O(h™): L*(X5) — L*(X5s).

It is shown in [12] (see Theorem 3.1) that there exists an exact symplectic map x : T* X5 — T X
such that x(z,&) = (y(z,€),n(x,§)) satisfies

y1 =211 (@, &)+ 0d) + O (1 — o)),
=&qi(2, €)Y+ O(a1) + O(61(1 - qo)),
1) = (2", &) + O(z1),
(o X)(@,6) = (@', &) + O(@)) (€ +21 - ((2/,€))  (mod R)
in a neighbourhood of I, where
@', €¢) = (a1, &) + 01— q0)) (1 +ip — qo(a’,€)).

Thus, if Y C T* X is a small neighbourhood of I, then x sends U into itself. Using h— Fourier
integral operators on X5 (h— FIOs) associated to the canonical relation

A= {(11777711775) € T*X(S X T*X(S : (y777) = X($7£)7 ($7£) € Z/[}

one can transform the operator P into a simpler one, Pj, which can be written in the coordinates
(z,€) as follows
P} = Dil +x1 — L1(2/,Dyr; h) —ipLa(x', Dyrs h)

where Lj(a/,&'sh) = Y52 WP LW (2, ¢'), j = 1,2, with
L@, ¢) = (a1, &) + 00 - a)) (1 - qo(a’,€)),

LYW, €) = (@, &)+ 0(1 — qp).

More precisely, there exist zero-order elliptic (in «) h — ¥DOs on X5, A, A’, and a zero-order
elliptic h— FIO on X, U, associated to A, such that if we set T = UA, T' = UA’, we have the
relations (see Theorem 4.2 of [12]):

PT =T'P,+T'R,, (2.8)
VT = Quu" + hQat™Dyy + "V Py + 'R, (2.9)
VDo, T = Q10*Dy, + hQot* + 'V P+ 'R, (2.10)

where ¢* deontes the restriction on 1 = 0, 9Q;, Q], 7=12, are zero-order h —WDOs on 0X, Q1
and Oy being elliptic in a neighbourhood of {go = 1}, V" and V are zero-order h — DOs on Xj,
and Ry, R,R € OPR. One can further simplify the operator P} by making a new symplectic
change of the tangential variables (z*,£%) = yy(2/,¢’) € T*0X such that

¢ = -LO@,¢).



Then, in these coordinates the glancing manifold {go = 1} is defined by ¢} = 0. Conjugating
with a zero-order elliptic (in a neighbourhood of the glancing manifold) h—FIO operator on 90X
we get (2.8), (2.9) and (2.10) with new operators of the same type (which we will denote in the
same way below) and P} replaced by

Py=D; +a1+ Dy — inQo(z*, D) + Q(a*, Dysi 1, h)
where Qq(z#, &%) > 0 in a neighbourhood of &f = 0, and
Q=" nFQu(at, & p).
k=1

Thus we get the model operator studied in Sections 5 and 6. Indeed, given a function f €
L?(9X), it is constructed a parametrix @(zy, ) supported in 0 < x; < h such that

Ulas=0 = Opy, ($(€5/7)) F+ O(h™)f,

”POUHHS (0,6)x8X) = Cuh™ Hﬂ

for every s > 0, where M > 1 is an arbitrary integer independent of h. Hereafter, the Sobolev
spaces H*® will be equipped with the semi-classical norm. Moreover, by Theorem 6.6 the operator
defined by

. (2.11)

Nf =Dy ii|e,—0

satisfies the bound

|| < oh (2.12)
L2(0X)— H*(0X)

By (2.8), (2.9) and (2.10) (with Pj replaced by P,) combined with (2.11) and (2.12) we obtain
that the function v = Tu satisfies the bounds

1Pull s (0,.6)x0x) < Carh™ Hf‘ L2(9X) (2:13)
M
Hu\ax — (Qu+hQ2N) ﬂ’H 5(0X) mh Hﬂ [2(0X) (2.14)
”Dmu‘aX”L?(aX < Ch /4 Hﬂ L2(8X (215)
Given any function f € L?(0X), let v solve the equation
R2Ax +1+ip)v=0 in X
(FPAx+1+in)v e (2.16)
v =0py (¢((q0 = 1)/h%)) f on X,

where the function ¢ is as above. Let ¢; € C§°(R) be such that ¢; = 1 on supp ¢. Since @ is
a zero-order h — ¥DO on 90X, elliptic in a neighbourhood of {gy = 1}, thete exists a zero-order
h—¥DO, @3, elliptic on T*0X, such that (Q})~" = O(1) and (Q} — Q1)Opy, (61((qo — 1)/h%)) =
O(h*°) as operators on H*(0X), s > 0. Set

= @, + hQuN, Oy (dn((a0 — 1)/1))| = OKI) - H*(@X) — H*(DX).
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Then, for h small enough the operator @ + Z is invertible on H*(0X) and
-1
(@ +2)  =0(1): H (9X) — H*(9X).

Denote by u the parametrix above with

f = 0py (¢1((a0 — 1)/h%)) (@} + Z) " Opy, (¢((q0 — 1)/h°)) f-

|

(Q1+hQ2N)f = (Q) + hQaN)f + O(h*™)f
= Opy, (6((go — 1)/h%)) f + Z1f + O(h™) f

We have

L2ox) = O 11l 220x)

and

where we have put
Zy = Opy, (1= é1)((a0 — 1)/%)) Z(Q} + Z2) ™' Opy, (¢((q0 — 1)/1)) -
We need now the following
Lemma 2.3 For small h we have Zy = O(h™) : L*(Y) — L*(Y).
Proof. Given any integer m > 1 we can write

Z(Qi+2) =1 - QU@+ 2)™

=1-Y Q@) DMQ) ! - @) )" I+ @) )T H@D T
k=0
where I denotes the identity. Hence, to prove the lemma it suffices to show that

Opy, (1= ¢1)((g0 — 1)/h) Q3 (=(@1) " 2)H(Q}) " Opy, (¢((g0 — 1)/%))
= O(h™) : L*(Y) — L*(Y) (2.17)

for every integer k£ > 0, and all functions ¢, ¢1 € C§°(R) independent of h and such that ¢; =1
on supp ¢. For k =0, (2.17) follows from well-known properties of the h — WDOs. It is easy also
to see that (2.17) with £ = 1 implies (2.17) for every k > 1. On the other hand, to prove (2.17)
with k& = 1 it suffices to prove it with N in place of Q5 (—(Q})™'Z2)*(@})~t. This property of
the operator N, however, follows from Theorem 6.6. O

By (2.13), (2.14) and Lemma 2.3, we get

1P (0 =)l s 0.yxax) < Crh™ [1f | 2oy (2.18)
(v = wlox |l z=axy < Crrh™ |1 fll 2o (2.19)

while (2.15) implies
1Dy ulox |l z2ax) < CP 11 £l 2o - (2:20)
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Let us see that (2.18),(2.19) and (2.20) imply
1Dz, vlox |l 20x) < Ch* I £l 2 gox) - (2:21)
Denote by Gp the self-adjoint Dirichlet realization of the operator —Ax on L?(X). We have
2 .\
v—u=FE((v—u)lax)+ (h GD—z,u) P(v—u)
-1

+(n2Gp —in)  (h*Ax +1+in) B ((v—u)lax)

where E = O(h'/?) : H*(0X) — H**Y/2(X), s > 0, is the extension map, (Ef)|sx = f,

1£llzs o) < OB VEF || gresssaxy-

By (2.18), (2.19), with D, = —ihd,, we have

1Dy (v — U)”L2(ax) < Ch'/? 1B ((v— U)’@X)”HSM(X)

+Ch'/? (h2GD - z',u)_l P(v—u)

H3/2(X)

+Ch'/? (hZGD - w)_l (hQAx +1+ iu) E((v— U)Iax)}

H3/2(X)
< O (1+ 1ul ™) 10 = w)loxl i ox) + CR2 1l ™ [P0 = )| e x)
< Cuh™ 7| fll 22 (o) (2.22)
provided h'=% < |u| < h®, where we have used the coercivity (ellipticity) of the operator Gp.

Taking M big enough we deduce (2.21) from (2.20) and (2.22). Clearly, (2.21) implies (2.7).
3 Some properties of the Airy function

It is well-known that the Airy function Ai(z) is an entire function of order % with simple zeros
{v;} C (~00,0), —v; ~ (3m/2)%342/3 and satistying the equation

(0% — 2)Ai(z) = 0. (3.1)

Differentiating (3.1) k times leads to the following equation for the derivatives of the Airy

function, Ai®)(z) = %,
(8 — 2)AiM) (2) = EAIFD(2). (3.2)
It is also known that the Airy function satisfies the identities
Ai(—2) = ™ BAiy (2) + e BAI_(2), (3.3)
Ai(—2)7t = ¢fF(=2)AiL(2) + cF Al (2), (3.4)

where cf are some constants and we have put

Aig(z) = Ai(ze™™/3),



F —
&) =)
The functions Ai and Aiy satisfy
Ai(z) = Ai(z), Air(z) = Ai_(z). (3.5)
In particular, this imples |Ai; (2)| = |Ai_(z)| for real z. For |arg z| < m we also have the formula
2
Ai(z) = exp (—§z3/2) B(z), (3.6)

oo t3
B(z) = w_l/ e~ 2% cos <§> dt,
0

where 21/2 is taken so that Re z}/2 > 0, that is,
1 3
2M?% = |2|"? exp <z§ arg z) . 22 =23 exp <Z§ arg z> .

Observe that

Im z|
12 5 |
Rez/* > 2|Z|1/2.

The function B satisfies the asymptotic expansion

B(z) == V13 (1) (3.7
/=0

for [z| > 1, |argz| < 7m—0,0 < § < 1, where £ = §z3/2 and by are strictly positive real numbers,
bo = (2y/m)7L. In view of (3.6), (3.7) provides an asymptotic expansion for the Airy function
Ai(z). Moreover (3.7) can be differentiated a finite number of times thus getting an asymptotic
expansion for Ai¥)(z). In particular, we get that for |arg z| < 7 — d the function F(z) has the

expansion
o
F(z) = =223 0™ |2l > 1, (3.8)
¢=0
where 50 = 1. Moreover, the function F(k)(z) = % has the expansion obtained by differenti-

ating (3.8) k times. The behaviour of the functions Ai(z) and F(z) for z € Ay := C\ {|arg z| <
m — d} is more complicated.

Lemma 3.1 For Imz # 0 and every integer k > 0, we have the bound
]F<'f>(z)\ < Cyftm 2|~ (|22 + |fm 2|1 (3.9)

Proof. Given any z € C with Im z # 0, denote B(z) = {w € C: |w — z| < [Imz|/2}. Since
the function F' is analytic on B(z), by the Cauchy theorem we have

’F(k)(z)‘ < ClIm 2| * L [F(w)] (3.10)

It follows from (3.10) that if (3.9) holds with k& = 0, it holds for all k.
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Since the function F'(z) is analytic at z = 0, there exists a constant zp > 0 such that the
bound (3.9) holds trivially for |z| < zp. For |argz| <7 — 4, |z| > 1, it follows easily from (3.8).
Therefore, we may suppose that zgp < |z| < z1, z1 > 29 > 0 being constants, or z € Ag, |z| > 1.
To deal with the first case we will use the Hadamard factorization theorem. Since the zeros of
the Airy function are simple, we can write

0 4
Ai — C12z+C> o i T.
i(z)=e H 1 e
j=1 J
Hence we can write the function F' in the form
o
F(Z) = Cl + Z ((Z — ]jj)_l + yj_l) .
j=1

Since v; is real; we have
|z = vt < [Imz| 7,

while for |v;| > 2|z| we have
|z — v Th < 2y

Thus we obtain

2|z| 00
) <1+ 3 (I =l + ™) + 12l 3 12— vl ) !
j=1 =2lz|

o
< [C1l + 202] + 2|2 [Im 2|71+ 202 Y vy
j=1
which gives the desired bound for |F(z)| in this case.
In the second case we will use (3.3). Let —z € Ag, |z| > 1. Then |arg z| < d and if { = %z?’/z,
we have

Im ¢ = Im z(Re 2)/2(1 + O(5)).

Hence
tmé&| > CslIm 2||2]Y2,  C;5 > 0. (3.11)

It suffices to consider the case Im z > 0 since the case Im z < 0 is similar. Then we have Im ¢ > 0.
In view of (3.7), the functions B (z) = z'/4eTm/12B(e*77/32) satisfy the asymptotics

Bi(z) =byp+£ihi& " +0(E7?), —2BL(z) = i%blf_l +0(£72),
where bg, b1 > 0 are constants. In particular, we have
+1m (By(2)BL(2)) = 3b;b1 21772 (14 0(8) + O(|2[7¥2)) > 0. (3.12)
Let us see that (3.12) implies the inequality
B, (2)] > |B—(2). (3.13)

11



To this end, observe that the first derivative of the function
f(r) = |Bi(Rez+ir)]?> — |[B_(Rez +ir))|?

is given by

By (3.12) we get f'(7) > 0 as long as 0 < 7 < §Rez and Rez > 1. On the other hand, in view
of (3.5) we have f(0) = 0. Hence f(7) > 0 for 7 > 0, which proves (3.13).
By (3.6) and (3.13) we have

Ai_(2) _ —2Im¢ B_(z)
Aiy(2) Bi(2)

It is easy to see that the above asymptotics also lead to the bounds

Al (2) AY, (2)
|A1+(z) s¢ |A1 (2)

= 2Im (B+ (Rez +141)B/ (Rez + 17')) —2Im (B_(Rez +i7)B’_(Rez + 17')) .
(
0

< e~ Amé, (3.14)

< Clz|'? (3.15)

with some constant C' > 0. By (3.11), (3.14) and (3.15),
A1+(2)

A+(2’) (

0‘2’1/2 _ 0‘2’1/2
~1—e2m& ~ min{l,2Im¢}

At (2)

< C|2|"? + Clim 2|~

O
Given any integer k > 0, set
Dp(2) = Ai(2)0% (Ki(2)™) = .04 1(2) — F(2)®41(2) (3.16)
where ®_1 = 0. Clearly, &5 =1 and &; = —
Lemma 3.2 ForImz # 0 and all integers k > 1, £ > 0, we have the bound
{0(2)] < Otz (|2 + 1|1 (3.17)
Proof. Differentiating the identity (3.16) ¢ times we get
Dy (2) = 01Dy ( Zcz FU) ()0 ®y_4(2). (3.18)
It is easy to see by induction in k that (3.17) follows from (3.9). O

Fort > 0 and z € C, |arg z| < 7, set

AitR) (¢ + 2)

(0) _ ot
AI(Z) ) \Ilk (t,Z) - az\Ilk(ta Z)‘

\I’k(t, Z) =

12



Lemma 3.3 For Imz # 0 and all integers k > 0, £ > 0, we have the bound

000, 2)] < Croe 2~ (|22 + Jmz) " (3.19)
Fort >0, Imz # 0 and all integers k > 0, £ > 0, we have the bound
‘\Ifff)(t,z)‘ < Gy [Im 2|~ (|Z|1/2 + |Imz|_1)kJrl (3.20)
while for t > |z| we have
w000 2)] < g~ (12724 2 77) (42 4 o) et o)

Proof. In view of (3.10) with ¥y in place of F, it suffices to prove these bounds with ¢ = 0.
Furthermore, using (3.2) it is easy to see by induction in k that (3.9) implies the estimate

k
A0 )| < O (12172 + [Im 2| 71) [Ai(2)) (3.22)

Hence k
(Wit 2)] < Ci (872 4+ 2112 + [Im 2| 1) (2, 2) (3.23)

In particular, (3.23) implies that (3.19) and (3.21) with ¢ = 0, & > 1, follows from (3.19) and
(3.21) with £ = 0, k = 0. The same conclusion is still valid concerning the bound (3.20) as long
as t < 2|z|. For t > 2|z, (3.20) follows from (3.21) in view of the inequality

1/2 _
tk/2e—t/ |Tm z|/4 < Cy|Im 2| k.

Therefore, to prove the lemma we have to bound |¥g|. Clearly, ¥(0, z) = 1 which proves (3.19).
To bound |¥(t, z)| for ¢ > 0, let us see that the Airy function satisfies the bounds

Ai(2)| < C(z) V4o 5Rez"/2, (3.24)

[Ai(2)[ 71 < C() 7Y (122 + Tm 2| esRez?/?, (3.25)

Indeed, for |arg z| < 7 — ¢, (3.24) and (3.25) follow from (3.6) and (3.7), while for z € As they
follow from (3.3) and (3.4) combined with Lemma 3.1. By (3.24) and (3.25),

[Wo(t, 2)| < C (|22 + [Im 2| 1) em#(02) (3.26)

where ) ) )
¢ = ZRe(z+1)"/? = ZRez"/? = / Re (2 + )/ 2dr
0

1 [t |Imz| t|Im z|

- —= —_— . 3.27
=2 Jo 2+ 720 = o2 4 201 (3.27)

Hence ¢ > 0 for ¢ > 0, while for ¢ > |z| we have ¢ > %tl/z\lmz]. Therefore, the desired bounds
for |Wy| follow from (3.26). O
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4 Some properties of the h — ¥ DOs

Let Y be an n — 1 dimensional compact manifold without boundary or an open neighbourhood
in R"~!. In this section we will recall some useful criteria on a symbol a’y,n) € T*Y for the
h — ¥ DO, Opy(a), to be bounded on L*(Y). We will make use of the analysis developed in
Section 7 of [I] (see also Section 2 of [13]). We first have the following

Proposition 4.1 Let a € T*Y satisfy the bounds
02 a(y,m)| < ag(h)h1el/? (4.1)

for |a| < n, where ag > 0 is a parameter. Then there is a constant C' > 0 independent of h such
that

10p4 (@)l L2(vy— £2(vy < Cao(h). (4.2)

This proposition follows for example from Proposition 2.1 of [I3]. The next proposition can
be derived from the analysis in Section 7 of [I].

Proposition 4.2 Let a,b € T*Y satisfy the bounds
050 a(y,m| < Cas, (43)
02 b(y,m)| < Coh~ o=l (4.4)

where 0 < 6 < 1, for all multi-indices o and 3 with constants Cy, Cy g > 0 independent of h, and
My > 0 independent of h and «. Then for every integer M > My there is a constant Cpy > 0
independent of h such that

M h)le
Opy,(ab) — Opy, (Z 9, a0y )

< CphMO-0/2, (4.5)

L2(Y)—L2(Y)

Proof. In view of formula (7.15) of [I] the operator in the left-hand side of (4.5) whose norm
we would like to bound is an h-psdo with symbol ¢(z, &, z,€), where the function c is given by

ihDg-D L (—ih)l
o, &ym) = " Pva(z, bly,n) = D ——g—0ha(z,€)d;b(y, )

|

where we have put D = —i0. The inequality (7.17) of [I] together with (4.3) and (4.4) yield the
estimate

e, &y, m)] < Conrh™ 30 ||DEDS(De - Dy)Mal, €)b(y, m)|

2
ol +1B<s r
< O, g hM(=8)=Mo—sd (4.6)
for s > (n —1)/2. Similarly, for all multi-indices @ and 3, we have
020 c(z, &y, )| < Cupraph™ =07 Mome07I50, (4.7)
By (4.7) we get
0 c(x,€,2,€)| < Copg o0 Moms0=lald, (4.8)
By Proposition 4.1 and (4.8), with some ¢ > 0 depending only on the dimension, we conclude
10py (el &, 2, ) 2oy 2 < CaghMID=HMZ0 < Oy pM =02 (4.9)
L*—L
if M is taken large enough. O
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5 Parametrix construction for the model equation

Let the parameters h and u be as in Section 2, h!=2¢ < |u| < k%, 0 < e < 1. Let also Y be as
in Section 4. Consider the operator

Py =D} +t+ Dy, +iuq(y, Dy) + hg(y, Dy; h, i), t >0,

where D; = —ihdy, D, = —ihdy,, y € Y, the function ¢ € C®(T*Y), q € S, is real-valued and
does not depend on ¢, h and p, satisfying 0 < C; < ¢ < Cy, C; and C5 being constants, § € S§
uniformly in 4 and p. Let n = (n1,7") be the dual variables of y = (y1,9’). Let also the function
¢ be as in Section 2. We are going to build a parametrix, u, for the solution u of the equation

Pou=0 in R*xY,
{ U in X (5.1)

u=f, on Y,

where f; is microlocally suppoted in the region G(g) := {(u,m) € R? : |u| + |m| < 2p°}. We
will first construct a parametrix in the region

Gi(e) = {(um) € R« [u| (Jjul + Ime|) < A} (5.2)

More precisely, in this section we will construct a parametrix, @1, of the solution of the equation
(5.1) with fi = Opy, (¢(m1|ul/R1F9)) f+ O(R>®)f, f € L*(Y) being arbitrary. The construction
in the region Ga(e) := {(p,m) € R? : k17 /|u| < |u|+ |m| < 2h°} will be carried out in the next
section.

We will be looking for #%; in the form

uy = ¢(t/h7)Opp(A(t))g
where g € L(Y) will be determined later on such that lgllzz2vy < O fllr2(vy, and

M

A(t) = Z ak(y7 UR h, /.L)T,Z)k (t7 Y, m; h, M))
k=0

Yp = h*u, (th_2/3, (m + iMQ(y,U))h_z/s) ;

U, being the functions introduced in Section 3, M is an arbitrary integer, ag = ¢1(n1|p|/h1Te),
¢1 € C§°(R) being such that ¢ = 1 on supp ¢, while ag, k¥ > 1, do not depend on the variable
t and will be determined later on. Observe first that we have

RyOp;(A(t)) = Opy, (D} -+t +mu + ipg(y,m) — ihdy, ) A1)

+inq(y, Dy)Opp (A(t)) — inOpy(¢A(t)) + hq(y, Dy)Opy(A(F))- (5.3)
It is easy to see that (3.2) implies the identity

(D} +t+ 1 + gy, m) U (th™2, (m + ipa(y, m)h=*?)
= —kh?3Wy_y (th™3, (m + ipq(y, m)h~**)
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and hence
M—1

(D} +t+m +ipg(y, m)A®) = —h > (k+ 1)ap1¥%. (5.4)
k=0

Using the identity
0. Vi(2) = Upaq(t,z) — F(2)Wg(t, 2)

we can also write

Oy Wk (™23, (i + ipa(y, M=) = iph™/30,,qWy iy (th™2, (0 + ipa(y, m)h=*)

—iph™2%0,,qF (m + ing(y,m)h~) Wy (th™2/%, (1 + ipng(y, m))h =)

Hence
M

0y A(t) = Y (Dysan — iuh™ 9y qF ag + iph ™ Dy, qax 1 ) i
k=0

+iph ™0y, qarrdars (5.5)

where a_; = 0 and we have put

Ff = WY3F (o + ipg(y, m)h~/?).
Set

h
p1 = |m |+ |+ — < 1.

||

Lemma 5.1 Fort =0, all k > 0 and multi-indices o, we have the bound
0] < Cra (5.6)
For allt > 0, k > 0 and multi-indices o, we have the bound
05k] < Crah™ 3k, (5.7)
Moreover, there exists a constant C > 0 such that for C(|u| + |m|) <t <1 we have the bound
‘agwk] < Crah V3t lul/4h, (5.8)

We also have the bound
0 F| < Capr. (5.9)

Proof. 1t is easy to see by induction that

05wy, (th™2/%, (1 + ipug(y, m)h~*/*)

|o

i
=" Cay(y:m) (#) wi (eh=21, (1 + ipa(y, m)h?) (5.10)
j=0

16



with some function ¢, j independent of ¢, h and p, ca0 = 0 for |o| > 1. Recall that ¢ > Cy > 0.
Now (5.6)-(5.8) follow from Lemma 3.3 and (5.10). The bound (5.9) follows from (3.9) and
(5.10) applied with F* in place of Uy, O

Set

0
E1(t) = ipq(y, Dy)Opy(A(t)) — ip Opy(qA(t)) — h Opy, (Er (1)),
&(t) = hq(y, Dy)Opy(A(t)) — h Opy, (Ea(t)) .

Lemma 5.2 We have the identities

2M  k k

=> 2 Z ) oy hy 1) agiiy (5.11)

k=0 £=0 |a|=0
where the functions b](f}’a do not depend on a,, ¥, and satisfy the bounds ayﬁbg%’a = 03(1) for
all multi-indices B uniformly in p and h.

Proof. Using the identity

\I/(Z) t,z) Z’yg Lo (AI( )~ 1) AR (¢ 4 2)
v=0

- Z/W V<I>Z I/ \Ijk-i-l/(t Z)

together with (5.10), we get the identity,

lo] j j
B =D Cayu(y,m) (%) <I>§-_,,wk+u (5.12)

7=0v=0

where we have put
o}, = W30y ((m + ipq(y, )h %) .

As in the proof of Lemma 5.1, one can deduce from Lemma 3.2 that 85 <I>§C = O 3(1). Therefore,
using (5.12) we can write

hlelg2 A(t) Z Yo Yarax(hdy)* a(hdy) 2y

k=0 |a1[+|oz[=|a|

|ov|
D ekt (U5 by ()05 agiy (5.13)
0 |oa |=0
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with functions ey ¢, independent of aj, vy, and satisfying the bounds 8 k0,00 Op(1).
Moreover, when |a| > 1 we have ¢, ;,, = 0 for j = 0 in (5.12), and hence in thls case 8 ek by =
Op(|u]). Since (5.2) implies |u|? < h, it is easy to see that (5.13) implies (5.11). O

We let now the functions ay satisfy the equations

(k+1agy1 = —i0y, aj, + Nh_laquFﬁak - /‘h_laquak—l

k
1 2 a
+Z Z (bl(ﬁﬁa bl(cﬁa) ayaf' (5’14)
=0 |a|=0
Set
|1l p1 ]
— 1.
n T\ R

Lemma 5.3 For all integers k > 0 and all multi-indices o, we have the bound
‘%xak’ < Cha ph. (5.15)

Proof. In view of Lemmas 5.1 and 5.2, differentiating (5.14) we get

ja+1 o K k+lal
Bapr1 = Y. O ar_1+ Y. O(p2)0Par+> . Y 0(1)day. (5.16)
a1 |=0 |z |=0 (=018]=0

Since (5.15) is trivially fulfilled for k = 0, it is easy to see by induction in k that (5.16) implies
(5.15) for all k. O

With this choice of the functions ay the identity (5.3) becomes

PoOpy,(A(t)) = Opy, (B(1)) + E1(t) + &Ea(t) (5.17)

where
B(t) = h(M + 1)aM+11/1M + 0y, qarr¥rr+1

+Z Z Zzh (U115 by 1) 0 agihy..

J=1k=M+1/4=0 |a|=0

Combining Lemmas 5.1, 5.2 and 5.3 leads to the following

Lemma 5.4 Fort =0, all k > 0 and multi-indices o, we have the bound

15 (axtn)| < Cha (p1p2)". (5.18)

For allt > 0, k > 0 and multi-indices o, we have the bounds
05 (axtr)| < Crah™ (p1p2)", (5.19)
95 B()| < Caralprpo)", (5.20)

Moreover, there exists a constant C > 0 such that for C(|u| + |m|) <t <1 we have the bound

05 (ax) | < Cioh™1/3 phet!Pnl/an, (5.21)
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Observe now that the condition (5.2) implies

3 1/2
pmzoy[lsc (”“"um )

h
+Cm + C’%’(M + |m|) < Oh/?). (5.22)

Using Lemma 5.4 together with (5.22) we will prove the following

Proposition 5.5 For all s > 0, we have the bounds

”P0?71HHS(R+xY) < C&MhMa/zHg”m(Y)a (5.23)
10D, (A(0))g — Opy(a0)gll 2vy < Ch/?|lgll 2 (5.24)
0P, (DeA0) gl r2(vy < Che\lgllm (5.25)

Proof. In view of (5.17) we can write
Rl = 6(t/h°) (Opy, (B(t)) + E1(t) + £2(1)) g + | DF, 6(t/h%)] Opy, (A(1)) g. (5.26)
By (5.19) we have 8§‘DfA(t) = Oqy (h_1/3), Va, £, and hence by Proposition 4.2 we get the

bound
|o5 et

L2(RtxY) — CMOcZ h ||.gHL2(Y (527)

By (5.20) and (5.22) we have 8§‘DfB(t) = Oay (hME/Z), Va, ¢, and hence by Proposition 4.1 we
get the bound
|25 Di0D, (B(1)) 4

/2
vy < Citand P12y, (5.28)

On the other hand, since (5.2) implies |u| + |n1| < h?¢, taking h small enough we can arrange
that t > C(|u|+|m|) as long as t € supp [DZ, ¢(t/h°)]. Therefore we can use (5.21) to conclude
that for ¢ ~ h® we have the bounds 8°‘DZA( t) = O, ( —ch” 5/2), Ya, f, with some constant
¢ > 0. Thus, Proposition 4.1 yields the bound

o € —ch—¢/
|05t [ D2, 0(t/87)] Opy, (A1) 4] < Car ™™ |lgll 2y (5.29)

L2(R+xY)

Now (5.23) follows from (5.26)-(5.29) by taking M big enough, depending on €. Since ¢y = 1
for t = 0, the bound (5.24) follows from (5.18), (5.22) and Proposition 4.1. The proof of (5.25)
is similar, in view of the identity

ho A Z agPr41- (5.30)

Indeed, by (5.6), (5.15), (5.22) and (5.30), we have 9yD;A(0) = O, (p1), Ya. Therefore, since
p1 = O(h®), we get (5.25) by Proposition 4.1. O
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Set Z = Op,(A(0) — ap). Since the estimate (5.24) holds for every g € L?(Y), we have
Z = O(he/?) : L*(Y) — L*(Y). Hence the operator I + Z is invertible on L?(Y) for small h.
Given any f € L?(Y), take now

9= (I+2)"'0py, (¢(mul/n**9)) f.
With this choice of g we have
ii1]i=0 = Opy(A(0))g = Opy, ($(m|ul /W™ %)) f + Z1f
where we have put
21 = Opy, (1= é0)(mpl /W) (1 + 2)7 Opy, (@ |ul /0 %) ) -
Thus, to complete the parametrix construction in this case we have to prove the following
Lemma 5.6 For small h we have Z; = O(h™®) : L*(Y) — L%(Y).

Proof. Given any integer m > 1 we can write

(I+2)'= i(—Z)k +(—2)"H 1+ 2)7L.
k=0

Hence, to prove the lemma it suffices to show that
Opy, (1= ¢1)(mpul/h'+)) Z80py, ($(m |ul /B1F9)) = O(h) - LA(Y) — L*(Y)  (5.31)

for every integer k > 0. Clearly, (5.31) holds trivially for £ = 0. It is easy also to see that (5.31)
with k£ = 1 implies (5.31) for every k£ > 1. On the other hand, since

20Dy, (S|l /1)) = Op, ((A(0) — ao)(m lul /1))
and ¢1 = 1 on supp ¢, (5.31) with k = 1 follows from Proposition 4.2. 5

Thus, by Proposition 5.5 we get that the parametrix @, has the following properties.

Theorem 5.7 For all s > 0, we have the bounds

1Py || s (e xyy < Coneh™ 21 £l L2 (v (5.32)

~ _ 14¢ [ee}
[ale=0 — Ops (6Cmlul /1)) 1] .y, < OB 2, (5.33)
1Dyt fi=oll 2 vy < ORI fllz2(vy- (5.34)
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6 Parametrix construction in the region G(¢)

In this section we will construct a parametrix, us, of the solution of the equation (5.1) with
f1 = Opy(¢p2(m))f, where ¢po € C§°(R) is such that on supp ¢2 we have

AR

[l + Im| < O(R%). (6.2)
Let p be the solution to the equation

PP+ +ipg(y,m) =0
with Im p > 0. We will be looking for @y in the form
uz = Opy, (A(1)) f,

A(t) = ¢(t/|p[261)alt, y, n; p, h)eFEymm/h

where ¢ is the same function as in the previous section, §; > 0 is a small constant to be fixed
later on, a = ¢2(n1), ¢ =

= 0 for t = 0. The phase ¢ is independent of h and is of the form
M
= > e
k=1
where ¢ do not depend on ¢, M >> 1 being an arbitrary but fixed integer. The amplitude a is
of the form

Z hkt"akﬂ,

0<k+v<M

a

where the functions ay, do not depend on ¢t. Note that the identity (5.3) still holds with the
new function A = ¢(t/|p|?61)e™/"a. Moreover, we have the identity

TN D]+t 4+ ipg(y,n) — ihdy, ) (€% a)
—2ih0yp0ra — h28t2a

— ihOy,a+ ((0p)* + Oy p +

=—2ih > h’“t”zu:(j+1)(u+1

J)Put+1- -7 Ok j4+1
0<k+v<2M—2 §=0

—h Y D)+ 2 a1 40 — ik
0<k+v<M-1

—p*)a

Z hkt”(‘)ylak#,
0<k+v<M

+((8p)® + Dy +t — p?)a (6.3)
Let E;(t), £;(t), j = 1,2 be defined as in the previous section with the new A. Given a multi-
index a = (aq, ..., ap_1), set

(—ih)lel

1m
=0 |af!

3

_aig

—zgo/haa zgo/h
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The phase satisfies the eikonal equation

M
(0e0)2 + 0o+t —p* +in D galp) = Ru(t) (6.4)

lal=1
where Ry (t) = O(#M*1) as t — 0. It is easy to see that we have the identities

oM
Gip)® = Dt > (k+ 1)+ Dpr19j+1,
K=0 kij=K

M M?2 M
o
Y gale) =D tHD ) D Voo 05 Phy Oy Pk,
|o¢‘:1 K=1 7j=1 ki21,k1+...+k‘j=K |Oéi‘:1

where Yar,....a;,k1,...k; are constants. Thus, if we choose ¢}, satisfying the equations

o —p* =0, (6.5)
S (k4D + Dopt10j41 + Oy 0k + €k
=K
M
. o
= _ZMZ Z Z ’7a17___7aj7k17___7kjayalCpkl-.-8yj(70kj, K 2 1’ (66)

J=lki>Lki+. +ki=K |a;]|=1
where €1 = 1, ex = 0 for K > 2, then ¢ satisfies the equation (6.4) with

2M

Ryt)= Y t > (k+ 1)+ Dps19j41
K=M+1  ktj=K

M? M
+Z/L Z tKZ Z Z ’Yal,...,aj,kl,...,kjaglQolﬂ’”a::/ljgokj-

K=M+1 7j=1 ki21,k1+...+kj:K‘ai|:1

Clearly, 1 = p is a solution of (6.5). Then, given @1, ..., px, K > 1, we can determine @g 11
uniquely from (6.6).

Lemma 6.1 For all integers k > 2 and all multi-indices o we have the bounds

102 0k| < Chalp =2, (6.7)
[Im 8| < Ch,alpl> > Tm p. (6.8)

We also have the bound
102(lp|72)] < Calpl 2. (6.9)

Moreover, if 0 < t < &1|p|? with a constant §; > 0 small enough, we have

Imy > tImp/2. (6.10)
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Proof. The bound (6.7) with k& = 1 follows easily by induction in || from the identity

> Y0y p05p = indq(y, )

lat]+|oz|=]|a|

for || > 1, Yay.ae # 0 being some constants, together with the fact that 4 = O(|p|?). The proof
of (6.9) is similar, using that

lp* = ni + pPaly. m)?
together with the identity

Yo Va0 (101705 (1) =

|a1|+|az|=|a|

for || > 1. To prove (6.7) for all k¥ > 2 and all multi-indices  we will proceed by induction

in k + |a|. Suppose first that (6.7) holds for all £ < K. Then the right-hand side of (6.6) is
M O(|p)—2K) = O(|p|>~2K). Thus by (6.6) we get that ppx 1 = O(|p|?>~2K), which is the

desired bound for ¢k 1. To bound 9} +1 We apply the operator 9y to the equation (6.6) and

proceed in the same way. The proof of (6.8) is similar, using that |u| < C|p|Im p together with

the inequality

| Im ;|

|24

k
Im (21...21)| < Cklz1]...| 2k Z

j=1
To prove (6.10) we use (6.8) to obtain, for 0 < t < &1|p|?,
M-1
Imp = Ztklmgpk >tlmp (1 -C Z t*p|~ 2k>
k=1 k=0
>tImp(1—0(6)) > tImp/2

provided ¢; is taken small enough. O

Set

I iy al (_Zh)la‘ fe’ —ip/h o/ ip/h
Ey(t) =+ Y ——0hq (¢ 779/ a) - galp)a)

i _ u (_Zh)‘al a~ —ip/h o/ ip/h
Es(t) = Z Onqe 0, (e "a).

oo ol "

Lemma 6.2 We have the identities

Eiity= > hft” Z Z Z B o O (6.11)

k+v<M(M+1) |ee]=0k'=01'=0
where the functions ggL vy do mot depend on t, h and the functions ay,, and satisfy the
bounds

008 1 r| < il 722 (6.12)

for every multi-index 3.
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Proof. We will first prove by induction in |«/| the identity

la Mo

e~/ (— ih0y) (e"/h) Z Z R Co ke (6.13)
k=0 v=0

with functions c, 1, independent of ¢, h and satisfying the bounds

< Gyl (6.14)

‘85004,16,1/

for every multi-index 8. Let a = ay + ag with |ay| = 1 and suppose (6.13) fulfilled with as.
Then we have

laz| Mlaz]
eI (—ih, )10 ((0/0) = (D) S S Bty 4y
k=0 v=0
|az| Mlaz| |az| Mlaz|
=90 D W aypn — i D WO oy
k=0 v=0 k=0 v=0
loe| Mlazg|+M laz|+1 Mlaz|
= Z Z h’“t”Za‘“ P Carkw—t =1 Y, D DO Cay po1s
= k:O I/ZO
Hence (6.13) holds for o + ap with
1%
Car+as,ky = Z 831 Pt Cag k,y—0 — Z.ag(/xl Cag,k—1,v- (615)

(=1

It follows from (6.7) and (6.15) that if (6.14) holds with asg, it holds with a; + ag, which proves
the assertion.
Using (6.13) we can write

e—is@/h(_ihay)a(eicp/ha) = Z yal,%e_is@/h(—ih@y)al(eiw/h)(—ihay)az
o [+] ez |=[a
lo] M|al
= Z Z hkty Z ’Yal,azcal,k—|a2|,u(_iay)a2a‘
—0 v=0 o1 [+ | =]

It follows from this identity and (6.14) that the functions Ej are of the form

M M?

=3 Z Weed), osa (6.16)

k=0 v=0 |a|=0

with functions V) independent of ¢, h and a, and satisfying the bounds 864] ) = Osl(p|=?),

a,kl/ akl/

V3. Now (6.11) follows from (6.16) with

30) _ A9

o,k k' v T Ca,k—k’,u—u"
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We let now the functions ay,, satisfy the equations

v

20y (G + 1)+ 1= §)pvpi—j agjr1 + (v + 1) + 2)ap—1,42 + 10y, ag,,
7=0

M
:Z Z Z Z bakk’uu yaklvl’” (617)

=0v'=0

a0 = ¢2(m), ago =0 for k > 1, a_1, =0, v > 0. Let K,J > 0 be any integers. Now it is
clear that, given ay,, for k < K, Vv > 0, and ag 41, for v < J, we can determine a1 41 from
(6.17). Therefore, by (6.17) we can find all aj,. Moreover, using (6.7) and (6.12) one can easily
prove the following

Lemma 6.3 For all integers k,v > 0 and all multi-indices o« we have the bounds

05 k| < Crpalol 2. (6.18)

In view of (6.3) and (6.11), in this case we still have the identity (5.17) with a function B of
the form

B(t) = ¢*/"¢(t/|p]*61)Bu(t) + Ba(t),

where

v
By(t) = —2ih > WY (G + D+ 1= )pusi—j akj
M+1<k+v<2M -2 7=0

+h Z (v+ 1) (v +2)h* a1 1o + Ru(t)a
k+v=M
2 M k v )
k 70
+2 2 R D0 D0 D bk Oy
J=1 M+1<k+v<M(M+1) |a|=0 k'=0 /=0

By(t) = |D} = ihdy,, 6(t/|p61)] €%/"a

—ih)led . .
+£|z e (9ol — 07y a)

S

Lemmas 6.1 and 6.3 imply the following

a

00 (95 (e a) — 605 (c*#/"a) ) .
Lemma 6.4 For all multi-indices o we have the bounds
95 B(t)| < Cah=lol, (6.19)

]a;A(t)] < C b (=38l (6.20)
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Proof. Note first that the condition (6.1) implies

< Cohf (6.21)

with some constants C1,Cq > 0. By (6.7), (6.18) and (6.21) we have, for 0 < t < §1|p|?,

h \F/ +\¥
< Ch, (_) (_) e—tlmp/2h
EANPEVARNPE

k v
< Ck,u (%) (L) < Ck,uha(k—H/) (622)
ol ||l

where we have used that |p|lmp > C|u| with some constant C' > 0. In the same way, since
e /M (hD,)* (e¥/") = On(1) for 0 < t < 1, one can get that for any multi-index a and for
0<t<di|pf,

hktu eigp/h

ak.v

hEev

(hdy)* (eiwhak,u)‘ < Cp g ph ). (6.23)

It follows easily from (6.23) that, for 0 < ¢ < &1|p|?,
\(hay)a (e By (t))] < O hM. (6.24)

On the other hand, for %]p[z <t < d61]p|?, we have

eiw/h‘ < o~ 01lp*Im p/4h < emalellul/h < g=e2h™* (6.25)

with some constants c1,¢; > 0. In view of (6.9) we have 95¢(t/|p|*01) = Oa(1), Va, and
oot/ |p|?61) = Op(|u| %) = Op(h™F), VL. Therefore, by (6.23) and (6.25) we obtain

15332(75)] < Che=h™ (6.26)
with some constant ¢ > 0. Thus (6.19) follows from (6.24) and (6.26).
To prove (6.20) we need to improve the estimate (6.23) when |a| > 1. To this end, observe

that by Lemma 6.1 we have 9y¢ = O,(t|p|) = Ou(|p?), Va, for 0 < t < 61|p|2. Therefore, by
induction in |«| one easily gets

‘ ‘ 3 |l
‘e—zw/hagz(ew/h)} <O, (%) +C,. (6.27)

By (6.2), (6.10) and (6.27), for 0 < t < &;1/p|?,
- p*\"
\35(62“”“)’ < Ca (T) + Cy < Cuh~(1=39)lel, (6.28)

On the other hand, by (6.18) we have 9%a = O4(1) for 0 <t < &;|p|*. Therefore, (6.20) follows
from (6.28). O

Lemma 6.4 implies the following
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Proposition 6.5 For all s > 0, we have the bounds
1Pot2 | e (et vy < Cosnth™ 2 fll 22y, (6.29)
[Detizle=oll2vy < Ch7I|flL2(v)- (6.30)

Proof. By Proposition 4.1 and (6.19), there is £ > 0 dpending only on the dimension such
that Oph('D;DtﬁB(t)) = 04 5(hMe=%) 1 L2(Y) — L2(Y), Va, 3, while by Proposition 4.2 and
(6.20) we have D;‘Dtﬁffj(t) = Qa0 5(hMe=%) 1 L2(Y) — L*(Y), Yo, 8. This implies (6.29) in view
of the identity (5.17).

To prove (6.30), observe that

M-1
Dﬂmﬂ20m<w%hz:ﬁ%0f
k=0

In view of (6.2) and (6.7), we have 9;'p = Oqa(|p]) = On(h*), and hence by Proposition 4.1 we
get Opy,(p) = Ou(h®) : L2(Y) — L%(Y). Furthermore, by (6.18) we also have hk“@;ak’l =
Ou(|p|) = On(h®), and we apply once again Proposition 4.1 to get (6.30). O

To complete the construction of our parametrix u we will consider two cases.

Case 1. h{(179)/2 < |u| < h%, 0 < € < 1. Then the condition (6.1) is fulfilled for all 7;. We
take U = Ug, where s is the parametrix constructed above with ¢a(n1) = ¢(m1/h%). Clearly the
condition (6.2) is fullfiled as long as 1, € supp ¢s.

Case 2. h'=2 < |u| < h(F9)/2 Then (u,m1) € Gi(e) as long as 11 € supp ¢(ny|u|/h' ). We
take u = 1 + Uo, where 4y is the parametrix constructed in Section 5 and s is the parametrix
constructed in Section 6 with ¢o(n1) = ¢(1n1/h°) —d(n1|u|/h'Te). Clearly n; = O(hF) on supp ¢z,
and hence the condition (6.2) is fulfilled in this case. Moreover, if (1,71) € Ga(g), then

/] + | > ] /2ROFE)/2 > pl=e/2,

Hence, with this choice of the function ¢, the condition (6.1) is satisfied (with /2 in place of

¢) as long as 11 € supp ¢a.

In both cases the operator N defined by N f := Diti|=o provides a parametrix for the DN
map f — Dyuli—g, where u is the solution to the equation (5.1) with u|—g = Opy,(¢(n1/h))f.
It follows from Theorem 5.7 and Proposition 6.5 that @ and N have the following properties.

Theorem 6.6 For all s > 0, we have the bounds

1Poa| e et vy < Comth™ [ fll 2y, (6.31)
[l=0 = Op (D01 /h)) Fll vy < OBl 2w, (6:32)
|¥ 1] oy, < OB Nz, (6.33)

|opu((t = o0 m/BENRF| .y, < OB 2, (6.34)

where ¢1 € CP(R) is independent of h and p, and ¢1 =1 on supp ¢.

Note that the estimate (6.34) follows from Proposition 4.2 in the same way as in the proof
of Lemma 5.6.
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7 Eigenvalue-free regions
In this section we will study the problem

(R*Vey1(z)V + 2ni(z))u; =0 in - Q,
(R?V e (2)V + 2na(z)) ug =0 in  Q, (7.1)

U1 = U9, C10,uU1 = ca0y Uz on I,

where 0 < h < 1, z=1+1ilmz, 0 < [Imz| < 1. Denote by N;(h,z), j = 1,2, the Dirichlet-to-
Neumann map corresponding to the Laplacian nj(z)~!Ve;(2)V introduced in Section 2 (with
@ =Imz). In this section we will prove the following

Theorem 7.1 Under the conditions of Theorem 1.1, given any 0 < € < 1 there is hy(e) > 0 so

that the operator
T(h,z) = c1N1(h, 2) — caNa(h, ) : HY(T') — L*(I)

is invertible for 0 < h < hg, [Im z| > h'~¢.

Proof. We may suppose that |Im z| < h® since for h* < [Imz| < 1 the theorem is proved
in [13]. Let Ar be the negative Laplace-Beltrami operator on I' with the Riemannian metric
induced by the Euclidean one in R?. Denote by 7o(z’, ') the principal symbol of —Ar written
in the coordinates (2/,¢') € T*T. Set X;(e) = {(:17’,5’) eT*T : |rg —mj| < ha/z}, where m;
denotes the restriction on I' of the function n;/c;. It is easy to see that the conditions (1.2) and
(1.3) imply ¥1(e) N Xa(e) = 0, provided h is taken small enough. Throughout this section, p;,
7 = 1,2, will denote the solution to the equation

p? +ro(a,€) — zmj(z') =0
with Im p > 0. Observe that

c(@')(co(@")ro(a', &) — 2)
- = 7.2
ap—ep C1p1 + C2p2 (72)

where ¢ and ¢y are the restrictions on I' of the functions

2 2
d 1 — G
cinp — cong an _
C1ny — C2N2

respectively. Clearly, under the conditions of Theorem 1.1, we have ¢(z') # 0, V2’ € I'. Moreover,

(1.2) implies ¢g = 0, while (1.3) implies ¢p(z’) < 0, V2’ € T'. Hence, under the conditions of

Theorem 1.1, we have c3p? # 3p3 on I as [Imz| — 0. It is easy to see that |p;| > Const > 0

on X3_j(e), j =1,2. Let ng) e Co(T*I) n 88/2, Xf:j) =1 on X;(e), ng) = 0 outside a larger

O(h#/?) neighbourhood of {ro = m;}. Then we have p; = (1 — ng))pj € 551/2'
By (7.2) we also have

C1{ro)*/% < |eipr — capa| < Calro)¥2, Cy > C) >0, (7.3)

where k = —1 if (1.2) holds, £ = 1 if (1.3) holds. Since ng)pj = O(h#/*), (7.3) remains valid
with p; in place of p;. Using this we will prove the following
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Proposition 7.2 Under the conditions of Theorem 1.1, we have the estimate

I7(h,2)f = Opi(erpr = e2pa) Il iz ) < OIS i

2 @)

for 0 < h < hg, [Imz| > h'==.

Proof. Let x € C§°(T*T"), x = 1 on {ro < Ry} with some constant Ry > 1. The estimate
(7.4) with f replaced by Op,(1 — x)f is proved, under the conditions (1.2) and (1.3), in Section
5 of [I3] (see also [11]). Therefore, to prove (7.4) it suffices to show that

Ik, 2)0D4 (0 f = Opa(es5) ey < CH Il 2ry- (7.5)

Let ¥ € C§o(T"T) N 8%, ¥ =1 on ¥;(e), be such that x'7; = 0. Then (7.5) with X’

in place of x follows from the estimate (2.7) of Theorem 2.2, while (7.5) with y — )Zf:l) — >z£2) in
place of x follows from the estimates (2.4) and (2.5) of Theorem 2.1. O

Thus we have reduced the problem to that one of inverting the operator A = Opy,(c1p1—c2p2).

This, however, is much easier since the symbol c¢1p1 — cops € 85/2 is elliptic in view of (7.3).
1+k

Hence (c1p1 — cop2)™t € Se_/g and there exists an inverse A™! = O(1) : H%(F) — H= (I).
Then (7.4) yields

171,852 ) < CIA T s+ ORI s

T) z ()
which after taking h small enough becomes
< -1 : . :
191,52 g, < 20147025 s (7.6)
Clearly, (7.6) implies the invertibility of the operator T in the desired region. O
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