arXiv:1504.01069v2 [math.AP] 6 Jul 2017

BOUNDS ON EIGENFUNCTIONS OF SEMICLASSICAL
OPERATORS WITH DOUBLE CHARACTERISTICS

KATYA KRUPCHYK AND GUNTHER UHLMANN

ABSTRACT. We obtain sharp uniform bounds on the low lying eigenfunctions
for a class of semiclassical pseudodifferential operators with double character-
istics and complex valued symbols, under the assumption that the quadratic
approximations along the double characteristics are elliptic.

1. INTRODUCTION AND STATEMENT OF RESULTS

This paper is motivated by the study of the semiclassical Schrodinger operator
P=-R*A+V(z) on R

where V' € C*°(R";R) has non-degenerate potential wells. Such operators are of
great significance in quantum mechanics as well as in geometry, see [5] and [9].

When the potential V' is such that V' > 0 and liminfj,. V(z) > 0, taking
the Friedrichs extension of P, we obtain a nonnegative self-adjoint operator on
L*(R™) with discrete spectrum in an interval of the form [0,d] with § > 0 small
but fixed, see [8, p. 37]. The eigenvalues of P in an interval of the form [0, Ch],
when h — 0, known as the low lying eigenvalues, are of primary importance in
quantum mechanics.

To recall some precise results concerning low lying eigenvalues and corresponding
eigenfunctions of P, let us assume for simplicity that the potential V' is bounded
with all derivatives and that V' has a unique minimum which is non-degenerate
and achieved at = 0 so that V=1(0) = {0}, V/(0) = 0, and V"(0) > 0. Taylor
expanding the symbol p(z,£) = £2 4+ V(x) of P at (0,0), we get

P& =a(e, ) + 06, qe. =€+ V'O w (L)

Thanks to the works [19] and [I1], it is known that the low lying eigenvalues A(h)
of P enjoy complete asymptotic expansions of the form

AR) ~ h(Ey +h?Ey + hEy +...), h—0, (1.2)
where Ej is an eigenvalue of the quadratic operator ¢(z, D,) = —A+3V"(0)z -z,
and £; € R, j = 0,1,.... Turning the attention to the corresponding low lying

eigenfunctions of P, from the works [I1], [12], and [8], we know that they can
1
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be well approximated by suitable WKB expressions. Specifically, when A(h) €
[0, Ch] is a simple eigenvalue of P, the corresponding L* normalized eigenfunction
u(x; h) has the form

w(a;h) = h3e 5 (a(a; h) + O(h®)), (1.3)

in a small neighborhood of z = 0. Here ¢ € C*(neigh(0,R");R) is such that
©(0) =0, ¢'(0) =0, ¢"(0) > 0, and a(x; h) is smooth in x with an asymptotic
expansion in powers of h. Away from a small neighborhood of 0, the eigenfunction
u(z; h) is exponentially decaying, see [8, Chapter 6], and in particular it follows
that u € L*(R") and

lull = < O(1)A7 5. (1.4)

Now in many problems of mathematical physics, ranging from fluid dynamics
and theory of superconductivity to kinetic theory, one encounters more general
semiclassical operators, including some non-self-adjoint ones, such as Schrodinger
operators with complex potentials as well as operators of Kramers-Fokker-Planck
type, see [1], [7], [10]. A basic feature of such operators is that similarly to
(L) they can locally be modeled by quadratic differential operators, sometimes
satisfying suitable ellipticity conditions.

In this paper we are interested in the study of low lying eigenfunctions for such
more general semiclassical pseudodifferential operators, including non-self-adjoint
ones. Specifically, we shall be concerned with operators of the form

P = Opy/(po) + hOpy (p1) on R*, n>2, (1.5)
where Opy. (p) is the semiclassical Weyl quantization of a symbol p = p(x,&; h),

OB 00 = s [ [ (T e utande. (1)

Here 0 < h <1 is the semiclassical parameter.

Let us state our assumptions on the symbols py and p; in (). First we assume
that py € C(R?*"; C), independent of h, is such that

0%po € L¥(R*™), «a€N*™ |a|>2. (1.7)
We assume that
Repo(X) >0, X = (z,€) € R™, (1.8)

and we also make the assumption of ellipticity at infinity for Repy in the sense
that for some C' > 1,

(X)*
C Y

Here (X) = /1 + | X|?. Furthermore, let us assume that
(Repo)™'(0) = {0}. (1.10)

Repo(X) > 1X| > C. (1.9)
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Notice that (LI0) and (L) imply that
VRepo(0) = 0.
Next we assume that
Im py(0) = VIm pe(0) = 0,

so that X = 0 is a doubly characteristic point for the full complex valued symbol
po. By Taylor’s expansion, we write

po(X) = (X)) + O(|X[), as |X]|—0, (1.11)
where

1
wl(X) = SHO)X X,
and p{ is the Hessian of py. In view of (L)), we know that Re ¢o(X) > 0, X € R*".
Our final assumption on pg is that the quadratic form Re qq is positive definite,
ie.
Reqo(X) >0, 0# X € R™ (1.12)

Regarding the symbol p; in (L5, we assume that p;(X;h) € C®(R?**;C) and
similarly to (7)), we also assume that

0%p; € L®(R™), a €N |a] >2, (1.13)
uniformly in A € (0, 1].

Let us mention that the study of operators with double characteristics has long
played a prominent role in the theory of linear PDE, and we refer to [4], [20],
[15], [25] for some of the fundamental results in this area.

Example. As a simple yet significant example of an operator for which all the
assumptions above are satisfied, let us consider a Schrodinger operator with a
complex potential,

P=-hmA+V(x)+iW(x) on R", n>2.

Here V,IWW € C*(R";R) are such that 0°V,0*W € L*>®(R") for |a] > 2. We
assume that V(z) > 0 for z € R" and V(x) > |z|*/C for |x| > C. Furthermore,
assume that V=(0) = {0}, V"(0) > 0, and W(0) = VI¥(0) = 0.

Coming back to the operator P in (LE), we shall view it as a closed densely
defined operator on L?(R™), equipped with the domain

D(P) = {u € L*(R") : (=h*A + |z[*)u € L*(R")}.

We notice that the inclusion map D(P) < L*(R") is compact, and hence, the
spectrum of P is discrete. The low lying eigenfunctions considered in this work
correspond to the eigenvalues of P in an open disc D(0, C'h) of radius Ch, centered
at the origin.
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Thanks to the works [20], [4], [13] and [14], we know that the eigenvalues of P in
the disc D(0,Ch) enjoy complete asymptotic expansions when the subprincipal
symbol p; in (7)) is such that

pr(x, & h) ~ Y Wipy(x,€).
=0

Specifically, similarly to (L2), for any C' > 0, there exists hy > 0 such that for
all 0 < h < hy, the eigenvalues A\(h) of P in D(0,Ch) are given by

Ae(h) ~ h(uk + pro(0) + A Ne gy + 2Ny o+,

where py, are the eigenvalues of Opy’(qo) in D(0, C), repeated with their algebraic
multiplicity N, € N. The eigenvalues py, can be computed explicitly, see [20], [4].

Turning the attention to the low lying eigenfunctions of P in ([L7]), let us remark
that obtaining WKB approximations for the eigenfunctions similar to (L3]) seems
to be out of reach in general. Nevertheless, one can still hope for precise bounds
of the form (4] for the low lying eigenfunctions of P. It turns out that this
hope is justified, as the following theorem, which is the main result of this work,
shows. To state this result, we shall equivalently be concerned with an equation
of the form Pu = 0.

Theorem 1.1. Assume that u € L*(R"), ||ul|2 = 1, is such that
(Opy (po) + hOpy (p1))u=0 on R" n>2.
There exists hg > 0 such that for all h € (0, ho], we have u € L*(R") and
|ull < O()RE. (1.14)
Hence, by interpolation,

lullze < O()A® ™5, 2<p < oo (1.15)

The proof of Theorem [I1] gives also the following stronger result.
Corollary 1.2. Assume that u € L*(R"), ||u||zz = 1, is such that
(Opy (po) + hOpy) (p1))u =0 on K", n>2.
Then for any K € N, there exists hg > 0 such that for all h € (0, ho], we have
u € C*(R™) and

[(722) 00

foralla,B e N", la+ (| < K.

< Ok (h™1), (1.16)

L>°(R™)
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The following example shows that the estimates ([LI4]), (I.I5) and (I.I6) are
sharp within our class of operators.
Example. Consider the quantum harmonic oscillator,

P=—-hA+|z)*, z€R" n>2
The operator P, equipped with the domain,
D(P) = {u € L*(R") : 2°0°u € L*(R"), |a + B| < 2},
is self-adjoint with discrete spectrum given by
Ao(h) == (2|a|+n)h, «aeN"

The corresponding L? normalized eigenfunctions are of the form

ua(h)(x) = ™% pa(a/hY/2)e'5r

where p, are the Hermite polynomials of degree |a|, see [26, Section 6.1]. A direct
computation shows that

[ua(h)|[e = Cuh? ™5, 2 <p< oo,

where

|z|2p p
Co = < |pa(x)[Pe™ 2 dz) .
R”

It follows that the bounds (LI4]) and (LIH) are saturated by the ground state
eigenfunctions u,(h), corresponding to A\, (h) < O(h). The sharpness of (L.1G),
for any K € N, is verified similarly.

Remark. Let us emphasize that the uniform estimate (I.14)) is valid in the case
when the principal symbol py is complex valued. In the case when p, is real-
valued, the general results of the works [16, Theorem 6] and [23], valid also for
higher energy quasimodes, are available, and specifying these results to the low
lying eigenfunctions of P, we get the following bound

Jufl i~ < O3,
which can be compared with (L14).

Remark. Let us mention that Theorem [ and Corollary can be proved
relying on the analysis developed in [24]. Our approach here is different and is
based on direct techniques of semiclassical analysis, see [§], [26].

Let us now describe the main idea of the proof of Theorem [[.1] and the plan of
the paper. Heuristically, we expect solutions u of the equation

(Op}! (po) + hOpy (p1))u =0

to be concentrated to the region po(X) + hpi(X;h) = 0. It follows from our
assumptions that in this region,

[ X[?/C < [po(X)| = hlpy(X:h)| < Ch(1 +|X[),
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and therefore, for A small enough, we conclude that u should be concentrated to
the region
| X|* < Ch.

Hence, one wishes to microlocalize u by means of h-pseudodifferential operators
of the form

Opy (X(X/h'?)),  x € CF(R™). (1.17)
Since the symbols x(X/h'/?) are only regular on the scale h'/2, we know from [26]
Theorem 4.17] that the operators (L.I7) belong to a calculus having no asymptotic
expansion in powers of h. A suitable exotic h'/? calculus, involving two small
parameters 0 < h < h < 1, was developed in [22], see also [6]. Here we shall not
rely on this calculus explicitly but rather borrow some of its ideas and proceed
as follows. First in Proposition 2.1l we establish a microlocalization of the null
solutions u of P to a slightly larger region X = O(h°), using the standard h°-
calculus with 0 < § < 1/2. We refer to [2I] for a similar microlocalization in a
closely related context. Secondly, using the sharp Garding inequality, we get an a
priori estimate for P, involving a microlocal cutoff, regular on the scale (h/h)'/?,
see Proposition 2.3 Using the a priori estimate and the microlocalization, we
obtain a uniform control in L? on

Opy (g (X2 /R )u,

where ¢ is the quadratic approximation of pg and N large, see Proposition 2.4l
The proof of Theorem [T is concluded by a Sobolev embedding argument.

2. PROOF OF THEOREM [L.1]

2.1. A rough microlocalization of the ground states. To state our microlo-
calization result we have to introduce some notation. Let m > 1 be a C* order
function on R?", i.e. there exist Cy > 1 and N, > 0 such that

m(X) < Co(X —Y)Yom(Y), X, Y € R™
For0<¢d < %, we consider the following symbol class,
Ss(m) = {a(X;h) € C*(R*";C) : Ya € N** 3C,, > 0,Vh € (0, 1],
VX € R™ |0%a(X; h)| < Coh™%1im(X)}.
We shall need the following composition formula for the Weyl quantization, see

[8], [26], and [2]. If a1 € Ss5,(m1) and as € Ss,(ms) with 0 < 41,02 < 1/2 and
01 + 65 < 1, then

Opj}, (a1)Opy, (a2) = Opy (a1#az), a1#az € Smax(s,,5,)(M1M2), (2.1)

and

40(Da, D3 Dy, Dy _
(ar#az)(x,§) = 370D E0 (@ (w, §)a (y, m)) =
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where
0(Dy, De; Dy, D ) D¢-D,— D, - D,.

By Taylor’s formula, applied to ¢ s ¢z 7(P=:De:Dy.Dn)

leh

(@r#2)(2,€) = Y 17 (50(D2 Des Dy, D) (s sl )l + 71

, for any NV € N, we have

1 - -
X / (1 — t)Ne 2 o(De:DsiDy. Dn) (%U(Dm, D¢; D, Dn))NH(al(:c, &)as(y, n))|y::£dt.
0 n=

(2.2)
It follows that
al 1
a5 Dxa D 7D D ) > =
(ai#taz)(2,§) — 2 7 ¢ )" (a1, as(y n)lv=2 2.3)
€ h(N+1)(1_51_62)Smax(61,62)(m1m2)-
We shall also need the following formula from [I7, p. 45], valid for £k = 1,2, ...,

(D, Dg; Dy, Dy)* (al(ﬂf,&)az(ym))lgzg

= S () @0, )0 s, €)).

131
0.
lal+|8|=k h

(2.4)

The main result of this subsection is as follows.

Proposition 2.1. Assume that u € L*(R"), ||ul|z2 = 1, is such that
(Opy(po) + hOpy(p1))u=0 on R" n>2. (2.5)

Then there is ¢ € C§(R*[0,1]) such that for any 0 < & < 1/2, there exists
ho > 0 such that for all h € (0, hy|, we have

u = Opy, (Y(X/h°))u + Ru, (2.6)
where R € hMO=2)0p¥ (S5((X)~N)) for any M, N € N.

Proof. Let x € C§°(R?", [0, 1]) be such that x(X) = 1 for | X| < 1 and supp (x) C
{X € R*™ : |X| < 2}. Since py is not elliptic near zero, to prove (2.6) we consider
the symbol

P(X; h) = po(X) + hpi (X5 h) + W x(X/R°), (2.7)
where 0 < § < 1/2 is fixed, and construct a parametrix for the operator Op}'(p).

In doing so we shall proceed similarly to the proof of the sharp Garding inequality
in [8].

First let us show that there is C' > 0 such that
Repo(X) > |X\2/C’, X € R*™, (2.8)



8 KRUPCHYK AND UHLMANN

Indeed, when |X| < ¢y with ¢y > 0 being a small but fixed constant, the estimate
(2.8) follows from the quadratic approximation (L.II]) together with (I.12). When
| X | > Cp with Cy > 0 being a large but fixed constant, the estimate (2.8)) follows
from ([9). Finally, when ¢y < |X| < Cp, using ([.8) and the fact that Repy
vanishes only at X = 0, we conclude that Repy(X) > ¢ > 0, and hence, (2.8)
follows.

Now as a consequence of (2.8]), we have

h25
Repo(X) + h*x(X/h°) > ?<X)2, X e R™ (2.9)

Indeed, when |X|/h% > 1, Z3) follows from (Z8), and when |X|/h° < 1, the
estimate (Z9) is a consequence of (L) and the fact that y(X/h°) = 1 in this
region.

Using (LI3) and Taylor’s formula, we see that
Ip1(X;h)| < C(X)?, X € R™, (2.10)

uniformly in h € (0, 1], and therefore, since 0 < § < 1/2, there exists hy =
ho(0) > 0 such that for 0 < h < hy we have

26
Rep(X;h) > %(XV, X € R™, (2.11)

We shall next estimate 0%(1/p). To that end, we use Faa di Bruno’s formula,

|l k

rort=r1Y Y Genp U 212

k=1 a=p1+-+8k 7] >1 i=1

for appropriate constants Cgi ge, see [20, p.94]. Using (1) and (LI3), for
8] > 2, we get

°B(X; h)| < Ceh?@ 18D X e R, (2.13)
This estimate together with (2.11]) implies that for |5| > 2,
o’p —418 -2 2
? < Cgh (X)™%, X eR™. (2.14)

Let |3] = 1. Here we need the following gradient estimate. Let f : R™ — R be
C? with f” € L>°(R"), and f > 0, then

IVF@)* < 201"l @n) f(2), (2.15)
see [260, Lemma 4.31]. We have therefore,
0°(Rep)| < C(Rep)™?, || =1, (2.16)
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with C' > 0 independent of h. This together with (2.I1]) implies that

-
TRP) < o2 < onox) ™, |1 =1, 2.17)

for all 0 < h < 1 small enough.
Let us now estimate the gradient of Imp. By (7)), (LTI and (2.8]), we get

[Im po (X)| < CIX|* < CRepo(X). (2.18)

We also have
Repo(X) < CRep(X;h), (2.19)

for h € (0, 1]. Indeed, using (2.10) and (2.11]), we get
Repo(X) = Rep(X; h) — hRepi (X3 h) — B x(X/1°)
< Rep(X;h) + h[Rep(X; )| < Rep(X;h) + Ch(X)* < CRep(X: h),
showing (2I9). Thus, it follows from (ZI8) and (Z19) that
CRep(X;h) —Impo(X) =0,
and therefore, using (215) and (ZTI6]), we obtain that
|0°Tm po| < |0°(CRep — Impy)| + C|0°Re |

2.20
< C(CRep —Impy)'/? + C(Rep)/? < C(Rep)'/?, || = 1. (2:20)
Using that
Imp = Impg + hlm py,
P pi (X3 h) < C(X), 18] =1,
uniformly in A € (0,1], and [220), ZII), we get
O°Tm p ~ Ch(X
‘ i“p' <o+ M copaxg g2t o)
1Pl
for all 0 < h < 1 small enough.
Combining (2.14)), (2.I7) and (2.21]), we write
ﬁ/v
'%' < ChRTP(x)L 18 >1, X e R™ (2.22)

Letting e(X; h) = 1/p, and using (2.12]) together with (2Z.11]) and (2:22]), we obtain
that

0%] < Cuh~270l(Xx)=2 Ja| >0, (2.23)
ie. h%¥e € Sg(<X>_2).
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Using (2.2) with V =1 and the fact that the Poisson bracket {e,p} = 0, we get

(e#5)(@,€) = 1
1 )
44 [ (= 0o DD DN (D, D Dy D)) el OBy ) =it
0 n=

4
(2.24)
Next we would like to determine the symbol class of the integrand in (2.24])
uniformly in ¢. To that end, in view of (2.4]), we first conclude from (2.23) that

opole(r,€) € KS5((X)D), ol +18] = 2, (225)
and from (2.7) and (L) that
0y0,p(y. ) € S5(1), |al +8] = 2. (2.26)
Thus, using ([24)), [225]) and (226]), we get
h?0(Dy, De; Dy, Dy)*(e(w, €)ply. ) € B~ S5((X)72). (2.27)

Using the fact that
e HoDnPEDADD) 1 55((X)72) = S5((X)7),
see |26, Theorem 4.17], and (Z27), we obtain from (2.:24]) that
e#p=1+h>Yr recS5((X)7?).
Hence,
Op}; (e)Opy (p) = 1 + h*~Opy (), (2.28)
where the operator Opy’(r) = O(1) : L*(R™) — L*(R") is bounded for all 0 < h
small enough, see [26, Theorem 4.23]. As 0 < § < 1/2, we have
||h2_450pﬁ(r)||L2(Rn)_,L2(Rn) < 1/2,
for all 0 < h small enough and therefore, the inverse (1 + h2=%Op}’(r))~! exists
as an operator L*(R") — L*(R").

Next using that 1 + h?>%r € S5(1) and Beals’s theorem for S;(1), see [26], p.
176 — 177, we see that (1 + h2~%Op}’(r))~! := Op}(r1) is a pseudodifferential
operator with r; € Ss(1).

It follows from (2.28) that for all 0 < A small enough, we have
Opy, (r1)Opy (€)Opy (p) = 1.
Using the composition formula (2Z1]), we see that
Oy (r)Op (€)% = Opi(r2), > € S5((X) ).

This together with (27), and the fact that (Opj} (po) + hOpy (p1))u = 0 implies
that

u = Opy, (r2) Opj; (x (X/h°))u. (2.29)
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Let ¢ € C5°(R?*™, [0, 1]) be such that 1 = 1 near supp (x) and
supp (¢) C {X € R*: |X| < 3}.
Then it follows from (229) that
u = Opy (Y(X/h°))u + Ru,
where
R = (1 — Opy (¢(X/h°)))Op}, (r2) Opy, (x(X/1)).
Here we notice that
x(X/h%) € S;((X)™), VN €N, and 1—(X/h°) € Ss(1).
Since supp (1 —¢) Nsupp (x) = 0, it follows from (2.2) that
R € hMO-3)0p8 (S5((X) ™))
for any N, M € N. The proof is complete. O

It follows from Proposition 2.1 that if u € L?(R") satisfies (2.5) then v € S(R"),
the Schwartz space.

2.2. Applying Garding’s inequality. We shall need the following version of
the sharp Garding inequality, see [24] and [3].

Theorem 2.2. Let a(z,&;h) € C°(R*™) be such that a > 0 on R*™ and 0%a €
L>°(R*™) for all |a| > 2. Then there exist C > 0, depending only on ||0%a||p=,
la] > 2, and hg > 0 such that

(OPZJ(CL)U,U)LZ(Rn) Z _ChHuH%Z(Rn)’

for all 0 < h < hy and u € S(R™).

We shall now establish a suitable a priori estimate for the operator P = Op}'(po)+
hOpy (p1). To that end, we let 0 < h be sufficiently small but independent of
h. We shall view h as a second semiclassical parameter. In order to relate the
h—Weyl quantization and %fWeyl quantization, following [22], we set

v=\ET, §=\E, y=+Ej, e=h/h
We obtain that i
(Opj, (a)u)(z) = e+ (Op; (a)u)(2),

where

(F,€) = a(VeT, VEE), T(F) = eiu(vED). (2.30)
Letting
U:u(z) = u(@) = etu(v/27), (2.31)
one can easily see that U is unitary on L?*(R"), and we have

Opy(a) = U‘lOp}f(Zi)U. (2.32)
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We have the following consequence of Theorem 2.2]

Proposition 2.3. Let y € C3°(R*,[0,1]) be such that X(X) =1 for |X| <1
and supp (x) C {X € R* : |X| < 2}. Then there exist C > 0 and hy > 0 such
that

5
Re ((Opy (po) +hODy (p1))u, w) 2y +€(Opy (X (X/V/E) Ju, w) p2@ny > EHUH%Z(R”)v
o ) (2.33)
for all0 <h < h < hy and v € S(R™). Here ¢ = h/h.

Proof. To establish (2.33]), using (2.32]), we pass to the h-Weyl quantization and
get

Opj; (po) + hOpj (p1) + €0py, (X(X/V/E)) = U™ OpF (P)U, (2.34)

where
F(Xieh) = épo(\/gX) + I (VEX: ) 4 v (X). (2.35)

Let us show that there is C' > 0 such that for 0 < A small enough,
Rep(X;e, h) > 1/C, X € R*, (2.36)

uniformly in €. Indeed, when |X| < 1, the estimate (2.36]) follows from (L),
(ZI0), and the fact that x(X) = 1 here. When |X| > 1, (2:36) is implied by

(28) and (ZI0).
Using (L7) and (LI3), for |a| > 2, we get
~ laf ~ ~
0502, )| < Y 00 (VEX)! 4 FWE) @) (VEX )|+ 07 (X)
<(C,, XeR™

uniformly in e < 1 and h € (0,1]. Applying Theorem to Rep in the - Weyl
quantization, we obtain that there exist C' > 0 and hy > 0 such that

w 1
Re (Opy (p)u, u) 2wy = EIIUIIinn), (2.37)

forall0 < h < h < ﬁo and u € S(R").
Using ([2.34)), (Z.37) and the fact that U is unitary on L?*(R™), we obtain that
Re ((Opy, (po) + hOpy, (p1))u, w) 2y + &(Opy (X (X/VE) Ju, u) 2y
= eRe (OB} (DU, Ue)zer) 2 =l

forall0 < h < h < ho and u € S(R™). This completes the proof. O
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2.3. Testing the a priori estimate. In what follows we shall take h> 0 suf-
ficiently small but fixed, i.e. independent of i, so that Proposition is valid.
The dependence on the parameter h will therefore not be indicated explicitly.

The following result obtained by combining Proposition 2.1 and Proposition 2.3]
is an essential step in the proof of Theorem LIl

Proposition 2.4. Assume that

(Opy(po) + hOpy(p1))u=0 on R", n>2,
uwe L*(R"), |Jullz = 1. Set qo(X) = ipi(0)X - X. Then for every N € N, there
exists hg > 0 such that for all 0 < h < hg, we have

10pY (g (X/VE))ul 2@y < On(1), &= h/h. (2.38)

Proof. First using Proposition 21l we see that Op}' (¢} (X/+/2))u € L*(R") for
any N € N. Thus, it follows from the a priori estimate (2.33)) that there is C' > 0
such that

Re ((Opy (po) + hOPY (p1))OpY (a8 (X /v/2))u, O (a8 (X/V/E)) ) 12y
+ £(0pY (X(X/v/2))OpE (g (X/v/E) u, OpY (g (X /v/E))u) e
> %HOph (a8 (X/V/E) 2 g

(2.39)
for all 0 < h small enough and all N € N.

Let us start by estimating the second term in the left hand side of (2.39). Using
([2:30), 232), and the fact that U is unitary, we have

(Opy (x (X/f))OPh(QO (X/\/_))U Oph(QO (X/\/_)) )L2(R"

= (Opy (' (X))Opy (x(X))Opy (95" (X)) U, Un) 2(@ny < On (1) Zaen)

(2.40)

for all 0 < h small enough and all N € N. Here we have used the fact that y has
a compact support, and therefore,

Op} (@' (X))Opy, (x(X))Opj (g (X)) € Opy (S(1)),
so that
Op;; (@ (X))Opy (x(X))Opj (g (X)) = On(1) : L*(R") — L*(R")
is bounded, see [26, Theorem 4.23]
Let us consider the first term in the left hand side of (Z39) and show that

Re ((Opy, (po) + hOpy, (p1))Opyy (¢ (X/V/e) )u, Opii (g (X/VE))u) L2(rn
< On(h)[|ullZ2(gn)-

(2.41)
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Since (Opy, (po) + hOpy, (p1))u = 0, we get
((Opy, (po) + ROP} (p1))Opy (45 (X/v/E))u, Opy; (g5 (X/V/E))u) 2@y
=(Opj, (@5 (X/v2))[Op}; (o), Opy; (4 (X/VE))u, 1) 2y (2.42)
+ h(Opy (@) (X//2))[Opy (p1), Opy (g5 (X/VE))|u, ) 2@n).
Thus, it suffices to show that
(Op}, (@' (X/ve))[Opy, (po), Opy; (a5 (X/VE) u, w) p2ny < On(h)[|w| 2 ny

(2.43)

and
(Opy (@0 (X//2))[Opy, (p1), Opy (g5 (X/VeE) u, ) L2y < ON(l)HuH%Z(Rg)‘ |
2.44

Let us start by establishing ([2.43]). To that end, since go is quadratic, by the
composition formula for the Weyl quantization ([22]) we have

(Ov} (a0), OB} ()] = ~Op (a0 ) =0 (2.45)
Letting
r(X) = po(X) — qo(X),

and using (2.45]), we get

Opy, (@ (X/Ve))[Opy (1), Op} (40 (X/VE))]

= v OPE (@ (X)IOPE (), Op (a3 (X)].

We have

B = Op @ (X))Opi(r), Opk (el (X))] € hODE (So((X) V), (2.46)
as r € Sp((X)?) in view of (L)), and ¢} € So((X)?V).

By Proposition 2.1}, there exists ¢ € C§°(R?*", [0, 1]) such that for any 0 < § < 1/2,
we have for all A > 0 small enough,

u = Opy (Y(X/h°))u + Ru,
where R € h*1(=200p¥(S5((X)~M2)) for any M;, My € N. Thus,
e *NBR € p N2 pOpr (S5((X) M) € hOpy (S5(1)),
provided we choose M; and M so large that

2N

M, >
L=7_9

My > 4N + 2.

Hence, the operator
e BR = 0O(h) : L*(R") — L*(R")
is bounded for 0 < h small enough.
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Given N € N, let us choose ¢ so that

1/2>6 >

2.4
AN 4+ 17 (2.47)

and show that the operator
5_2NBOpf(w(X/h5)) = O(h) : L*(R™) — L*(R™) (2.48)

is bounded for 0 < h small enough. To that end, first letting B = Opj'(b), using
the composition formula (Z3) and the fact that ¢(X/h%) € Ss5((X)~TL) for any
L e N, and (2.40), we write

e b(x, )#(a/h°, E/R°)

:8_2NZ_: l(Zh)j (DanEaD D ) ( ( )¢(y/h6’n/h6))|y:x7":§+?’

(2.49)

where
7€ e AN K-8 g ((xyAN+2-Ly
for any K € N and any L € N. Choosing
L>4N+2 and K >4N + 2,
we conclude that the operator
Opy(7) = O(h) : LA(R") — LA(R™)
is bounded for all 0 < h small enough.

To prove (248), let us determine the symbol class for the first term in the right
hand side of (2.49)), i.e.

5(:::,@:6‘”2%(%)] (D, Dei Dy, Dy (bl )by / B, 1/ 1))y e

(2.50)
Using the composition formula (2.3)), (2.4)), and the fact that ¢y is quadratic, we
get

2N &Y _ 1)l _1)h
- T T S
0700 [(9 D (, €))( aaafqév (,€)) = (900 (2, €))(9; (. €))].

(2.51)
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Hence, to estimate b, we see using (Z350), (Z51), and (Z4) that we have to
estimate the following terms,

eI S gp o (0} 00 )08 (02 00r) (0207a) — (920240 ) (9204 )

(OL0¢w)(X/h),
(2.52)
where
j=0,...,K-1,1=0,....2N,k=1,...,2N,
ol + 18] =k, Iyl + 0] = L [ul + [v] = j.
It follows from (2.52) that it is enough to estimate
s | (0o (050 (259
on supp (¢(X/h%)), i.e. when |X| < 3h%, with
ol =k vl =1 |ul = J.
Using Leibniz’s rule twice, we rewrite (2.53)) as follows,
— 1 (6% 2 (0%
SRR S (D G0 ) ).
pr+pP=p Y+ =P 4y
(2.54)

As |a| = k > 1, we know that ||+ |«| > 1. Consider first the case |y!|+|a| = 1.
In this case )
0% "l < O(IXT?),
since
r(X)=O(X[?) near 0.
Therefore, using the fact that
2N—|B] <
oy < [OUXPR, 18 <2
0, |6 > 2N,

we estimate the absolute value of (2.54) in the case |y'| + |a| =1 by
< €—2Nhj+l+k—6j0(|X|4N—j—2l—k+|'\/1|)O(|X|2)
< E—2N0(hh6(4N+1)h(1—26)(j+l+k—1)) < 5—2N0(hh5(41v+1)) < O(h).

Here we have used that 4N —j—2l—k+ [y} > 0and 1/2 > § >
using that

(2.55)

v N - Similarly,

0% Y] < O(1X|) when |3 + |a| =2,
and )
|8}(+ar| < O(1) when \71| + |a| > 3,
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we obtain the estimate (2.55]) also in the case when |y!| + |a| > 2. Hence, we get

[b(z, )] < O(h).

To estimate the derivatives 8&5()( ), |p| > 1, arguing as above and using Leibniz’s

rule one more time, we conclude that we have to estimate
—2N } j+l+k—8j—|pald a1+ _N N
st oo aror (@) @) |

on supp (1(X/h%)), with
Similarly to ([2.54), we write (Z56) as follows,

—2N 1 jHl+k—85—|p2|6 YN
e h Cury2(9% )

pldp2=p1+p

1 2

Y +a Y t+o N
(X com@nErTa).
Y+ =ity

Therefore, using that 4N — |py| — 7 — 21 — k + |y!] > 0, we get
955, )] =N o X[l =aoke
< h—(ﬂp\O(h—2Nhh6(4N+1)h(1—25)(j+l+k—l)) < h—(ﬂp\o(h)’

. 2N
since 1/2 > ¢ > Ty Hence,

b € hSs(1),
and thus, (2.48) and (2.43) follow.
Let us now show (2.44]). To that end, we write

Opf @ (X/VEDIOD (pa), OB () (X/VE))] = gV
where
W = Op}, (@ (X))[Opy (p1), Op} (g5 (X))] € hOD} (So((X)**2)),
as p; € Sp((X)?). Arguing as above, we see that it suffices to verify that
Opjy (@) := e *WOpy (v (X/R°)) = O(1) : L*(R") — L*(R"),

(2.56)

(2.57)

for 0 < h small enough. Similarly to (2.54]), we observe that to bound w, we have

to estimate the expression

6_2Nhj+l+k_5j Z Cul,;ﬂ (ag(l—l-“faé\/) ( Z C«,l 2 (8}14-(1])1) (8};"‘0‘(](])\[))

prpP=p Y =pP 4y

where
lal=k>1,|y[=12>0,|ul=j >0,
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in the region |X| < 3h°. Using that |0°p,(X;h)| < O(1) for all B and |y?| <
|1i?| + ||, we see that the expression above can be bounded by

< Cg—2Nhj+l+k—5jh5(4N—|,u1\—|~/|—\72|—\a|) < C€—2Nh4N5h(j+l)(1—25)hk(l—é)

provided that § > %. The latter condition is implied by (2.47)), and therefore,

we conclude that |w| < O(1). The derivatives of w are estimated as above, and we
get w € Ss(1). This shows (Z57) and hence, (2.44). The proof is complete. [

2.4. Concluding the proof of Theorem [I.T. Let N € N be fixed. Then by
Proposition 2.4 and scaling (2.32)), we have

10D (g5 (X)) Ul 2emy < O(1), (2.58)

for all 0 < h small enough. Now it is convenient to make an additional scaling to
pass to the case h = 1. By (2:32)) and the homogeneity of ¢}’, we have

Op¥(q)') = KNV ~0pY (¢ )V,
where
(Vu)(®) = () tu(Vha).
Hence, in the remainder of the proof we may assume that h=1.
We have ¢Y (X) € S¥¥(R?"). Here
STR™) = {a(X) € C®(R*;C) : Va € N*",3C, > 0, |0%(X)| < Co(X)mIolY,

see [18, Section 23.1]. Using the fact that Re go(X) is a positive definite quadratic
form, we get

|40 (X)] > (Regqo(X)Y > [X[*M/C, X #0.
It follows from [I8, Theorem 25.1] that there is b € Sx*~ (R?") such that

OpY (0)OpY(gy ) — I = R, (2.59)
where the operator R has a kernel in the Schwartz space S(R?"), and therefore,
R:S'(R") — S(R™). (2.60)

Here S'(R™) is the space of tempered distributions.
Let s € R and let
HR") = {u € S'(R") : Opy((1+ [z + |£*)*/*)u € L*(R™)}.
We know that
Op¥(b) : L*(R™) — H* (R™) (2.61)

is bounded, see [18, Theorem 25.2]. It follows from (2.59), ([2.58)), (260) and
(2.61)) that

[Uullpon oy < 0P (OB (@)Ul ey + [ BVl sy < O(L), - (2:62)
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for all 0 < h small enough.

Choosing N > n/4 and using the fact that H2V(R") ¢ H*"(R"), the standard
Sobolev space, together with the Sobolev embedding H*Y(R") C L*°(R"), we get

||Uu||Loo(Rn) S 0(1)
Hence, recalling (2.31]), we obtain that
[ul| e @ny < O(L)R4,

This completes the proof of Theorem [IL.1l
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