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SPECTRAL STABILITY AND SEMICLASSICAL MEASURES FOR
RENORMALIZED KAM SYSTEMS

VICTOR ARNAIZ

ABSTRACT. An exact semiclassical version of the classical KAM theorem about small
perturbations of vector fields on the torus is given. Moreover, a renormalization theo-
rem based on counterterms for some semiclassical systems that are close to completely
integrable is obtained. We apply these results to characterize the sets of semiclassical
measures and quantum limits for sequences of L?-eigenfunctions of these systems.

1. INTRODUCTION

1.1. Motivation. Let (M, g) be a compact and boundaryless Riemannian manifold, we
consider the semiclassical Schrodinger equation

(1) ]/—\Ih Uy = A\, Uy, ||\Ilﬁ||L2(M) =1,

where h € (0,1] is a small parameter, given by a selfadjoint operator Hy, = Op,(H) on
L?*(M) obtained as the semiclassical Weyl quantization (see for instance [12], [45] among
many references) of a Hamiltonian function H € C®(T*M;R) defined on the cotangent
bundle T*M. A fundamental example to keep in mind is the semiclassical Schrodinger
operato

(2) Hy = —12A, + V (),

where A, denotes the Laplace-Beltrami operator and we assume that the potential V is
smooth and real valued. This operator is the Weyl quantization of the classical Hamil-
tonian

(3) H(z,€) = [I€llg + V(2), (x,§) € T"M,

obtained as the sum of the kinetic and the potential energies.

We assume that the spectrum of Hj is pure-point and unbounded, meaning that there
exist an orthonormal basis of L*(M) consisting of eigenfunctions for Hj, and a sequence
of eigenvalues (\y,,) satisfying
(4) lim Ap, =400, forall he (0,1].

n—-+00
For example, if ﬁh is given by () then its spectrum is indeed discret, and given by a
unique sequence of eigenvalues (As,) C R satisfying (4)).

Therefore, for a given sequence (n;) C N, and a given F € H(T*M) C R, we can

choose a decreasing-to-zero sequence of parameters (h) C (0, 1] so that

Moo=y — E, ash— 07",

Modulo adding a constant Fy to H, we can assume that £ = 1.

The author has been supported by La Caixa, Severo Ochoa ICMAT, International Phd. Programme,
2014, and MTM2017-85934-C3-3-P (MINECO, Spain).
IWe will not deal with this particular operator, but it is important to motivate our problem and
connect it with several related works.
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We aim at understanding the accumulation points (in the weak-x topology for Radon
measures) of those sequences of densities |W;(x)[?dr as A\, — 1. These limits are pro-
bability measures on M and are usually referred to as quantum limits. We will denote by
N (Hy,) the set of quantum limits of Hj,.

The problem of characterizing the set N (ﬁ[ 1) is in general widely open, but it is well
known that the elements of N/ (ﬁh) depend strongly on the classical dynamics generated
by the Hamiltonian H. Recall that H generates a dynamical system on 7*M via the
Hamilton equations

We will denote by ¢ the Hamiltonian flow generated by H, that is,

of (w0,0) = (2(t),6(1), tER,
where the compacity of M ensures that ¢! is complete on T*M. Note that, for the
free Schrodinger operator ﬁh = —h?A,, the associated classical Hamiltonian flow ¢f is
nothing but the geodesic flow on 7" M.

Mostly three cases have been studied so far: the case when ¢! is ergodic with respect
to the Liouville measure, the case when H generates a completely integrable system, and
the case when ¢ lies in some mixed or KAM (Kolmogorov-Arnold-Moser) regime.

In this work we focus on systems that are close to completely integrable ones, for which
KAM techniques apply. For these kind of systems, the persistence of invariant tori by
the dynamics of the classic flow implies a weak dispersive behavior of the Schrodinger
flow around these tori. As a consequence, one expects the existence of sequences of
eigenfunctions for Hj concentrating on these tori. This concentration takes place on the
phase space T*M, meaning that the semiclassical measure of the sequence (see Section
below, [23] among many references) has positive mass on these tori.

For example, if H, = —h?*A, and M = S? the sphere endowed with its canonical
metric, Jakobson and Zelditch [25] proved that:
(5) N (Hy,) = Conv{d, : 7 is a closed orbit in S7}.

Above, 6, stands for the uniform probability measure on the closed curve WE Property (&)
also holds in manifolds of constant positive curvature [8] or compact-rank-one symmetric
spaces [29]. A natural question in this setting is that of understanding whether or not
the same holds on a Zoll manifold (that is, a manifold all whose geodesics are closed [10],
what is still a completely integrable system). Macia and Riviere [32], [33] have shown
the exitence of Zoll surfaces such that (H) fails. Precisely, an open set of geodesics is
excluded to be the support of any quantum limit; that is, the delta measure d, can not
be a quantum limit for any geodesic v in this open set. Similar techniques as those of
[32], [33] have been used in the study of spectral asymptotics for small perturbations of
harmonics oscillators, both in the selfadjoint case [6] and the non-selfadjoint case [7].

On the flat torus T? := R?/27Z4, the behavior of quantum limits is very different.
Bourgain proved that N (H,) € L*(T%); and in particular that quantum limits cannot
concentrate on closed curves, as was the case on the sphere (this result was reported in
[24]). In that same reference, Jakobson proved that for d = 2 the density of any quantum
limit is a trigonometric polynomial, whose frequencies satisfy a certain Pell equation.
In higher dimensions, one can only prove certain regularity properties of the densities,
involving decay of its Fourier coefficients. These and related resuls were proven using

2y = 7(o) is the projection onto S? of a periodic geodesic ¢ C T*S%, i.e. ¢ is a minimal invariant torus

by ¢ of dimension one.
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only the dynamical properties of the geodesic flow by Macia and Anantharaman [5], [30],
[31]; it is also possible to obtain more precise results on the regularity of the densities [IJ.
This strategy of proof can be extended to more general completely integrable Hamiltonian
flows [2], and also allows to deal with domains in the Euclidean space as disks [3], [4].

The KAM regime has turned out to be more elusive so far. Most of the works dealing
with this case are based on the construction of quasimodes, or approximate eigenfunctions,
studying the asymptotic properties of oscillation and concentration of these quasimodes
around the classical invariant tori, but do not conclude complete results for the quantum
limits associated with the true eigenfunctions of the system. The foundations of this
study of quasimodes for KAM systems can be found in Lazutkin [28]. Construction of
quasimodes with exponentially small error terms is given by Popov [35], [36]. In a very
recent work, Gomes [19] applies this result to discard quantum ergodicity for semiclas-
sical KAM systems on compact Riemannian manifolds. Moreover, in two dimensions,
Gomes and Hassell [20] improve the previous result to show that there exist sequences of
eigenfunctions with semiclassical measure having positive mass on the classical invariant
tori.

The present work addresses the problem of characterizing the sets of quantum limits and
semiclassical measures for some perturbed integrable systems, coming from KAM theory,
that can be renormalized; that is, they can be conjugated to the unperturbed system after
adding integrable counterterms to the principal part of the perturbed Hamiltonian. Our
techniques differ from those of [19], [20]. Precisely, we do not work from any quasimode
construction. Alternatively, we show convergence of the quantum normal form via an
iterative algorithm which is shown to converge in the presence of counterterms.

1.2. Quantum limits and semiclassical measures for KAM families of vector
fields on the torus. From now on we fix M = T¢, the flat torus endowed with the
flat metric. Our first and particularly simple example of KAM system will be the one
generated by the Schrodinger operator

~

~ h
Hy,=PF,p:=w-hD, +v(x;w) hD, — % Div v(z;w),

where w € R4, v € C°(T? x R%; R?) is a vector field depending on the parameter w, and
we use the notation

D, = (Dyy,...,Dy,), Dy = —i0,,.
This operator generates the transport along the vector field X, (w) := w+v(-;w), meaning
that the solution to the Schrodinger equation

(ih 0y + ﬁwﬁ)uh(t, z)=0; up(0,2) =uj(z) € L*(T?)

is given by

un(t, ) = u (65 (@) /| det dg ) ()],

where gth”(w) is the flow on T? generated by the vector field X,(w), and the operator ﬁwji
is selfadjoint thanks to the component —ih Divv/2. Note that the unperturbed operator

~

(6) Lw,ﬁ =w- hDQC
on L?(T4) is not elliptic and hence its point-spectrum, given by
P (pay (L) = {hw -k = k€ Z%,

is highly unstable under perturbations, in the sense that it could be transformed into
continuous spectrum by the perturbation. However, we will use classical KAM theory to
show that under certain conditions on the perturbation v, the spectrum of P, ; is stable
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for a Cantor set of frequencies w, modulo renormalization of the vector w. As was shown
by Wenyi and Chi in [42], this KAM stability is equivalent to the hypoellipticity of the
operator I, ;.

On the other hand, the operator ﬁwﬁ = Op,(P,) is the semiclassical Weyl quantization
of the linear Hamiltonian

Pw(xv g) - 'Cw(g) + v(x;w) ’ ga
where
'Cw (6) =W g

In [34], Moser introduced a new approach to the study of quasiperiodic motions by con-
sidering the frequencies of the Kronecker tori as independent parameters. We refer to
the work of Péschel [37] for a brief introduction to the subject. If Q C R? is a compact
Cantor set of frequencies satisfying some Diophantine condition (see condition (&) below)
and the perturbation v is sufficiently small in some suitable norm, then there exists a
close-to-the-identity change of frequencies

0:Q —R?

so that the related set of Hamiltonians P, can be canonically conjugated (frequency
by frequency) into the constant linear Hamiltonian on T*T? with frequency w. More
precisely, for every w €  there exists a canonical transformation 6, : T*T? — T*T¢ so
that

@:Ptp(w) (SL’, f) = ‘Cw(f)
In particular, the Hamiltonian P, is completely integrable for every w € 2.

We focus on the study of the high-energy structure of the eigenfunctions of _/P\wji. Pre-
cisely, we will study the set of quantum limits of the system, that is, the weak-x accumu-
lation points of sequences of L2-densities of eigenfunctions.

Furthermore, it is very convenient to extend our analysis to the phase-space, studying
not only the asymptotic distribution of L?-densities of the sequence (¥;,) on T?, but the
related sequence of Wigner distributions (W ) on T*T%.

We recall that the Wigner distribution W}, of a function ¢» € L*(T?) is defined by the
map

) Wi & CE(T'TY) 3 a— (1, 0Dy (@) am

Since Opy,(a) is bounded on L?*(T¢) uniformly in A € (0, 1] in terms of the L*®-norms of a
finite number of derivaties of a, for any sequence (), C L?(T?) with ||¢p]|z2 = 1, there
exist a subsequence (W ) of Wigner distributions, and a distribution € D'(T*T¢) such
that

lim Wgﬁ(a) = p(a), Va € C®(T*TY).

h—0
Furthermore, the distribution p is certainly a positive Radon measure on T*T¢ [23]. The
measure /4 is called the semiclassical measure associated to the (sub)sequence ().

If 11 is the semiclassical measure associated with a sequence of eigenfunctions (V) with
An — 1, then p is in fact a positive Radon measure on the level-set P;(1) c T*T?. If
moreover the measure p turns out to be a probability measure, then its projection onto
the position space

)= [ )

is the quantum limit of the sequence. We emphasize that, since P;'(1) is in general
not compact, there can exist some sequences of eigenfunctions with the zero measure
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as semiclassical measure. We will denote by M(ﬁwﬁ) the set of semiclassical measures
associated to sequences of eigenfunctions for P, ; with A, — 1.

From now on, we consider ﬁwji with frequencies w lying in a small neighborhood of a
compact Cantor set of Diophantine vectors 2 C R? satisfying:

(8) k- w| = ke Z\ {0},

S
[kt

for some constants ¢ > 0 and v > d. For any p > 0, let €1, be the complex neighborhood
of 2 given by

Q, = {z € C*: dist(z,Q) < p},
and, given s > 0, we consider also the complex neighborhood of the d-torus
Dy :={z € T*+iR* : |32] < s}.

We assume that the perturbation V' (z,§; w) := v(z;w) - £ belong to the following family
of linear symbols on the cotangent bundle 7™ T¢:

Definition 1. A function V € C¥(T*T? x ) is in the space of linear symbols Z; , if
(9) V(z,&w) = =& Bk w)er(),
kezd

for some analytic vector field v € C*(Dg x Q,;C?), where v(k;w) € C? is the k' -Fourier
coefficient of v:

elk-:v

i}\(kf,W) = <v(';w)7ek>L2(Td)a ek(x) = Wa ke Zd7
and

(10) Vlep o= sup »_ [0(k;w)le/* < oc.

wE ez

The space (,%7p,\ . \37,)) is a Banach space. We denote by £, C £, , the subspace of
symbols that do not depend on w € Q,, and by | - |s its norm in this space.

Our first result reads:
Theorem 1. Let s,p >0 and V € Z, , be real valued and assume
(11) Vs <e,

where € 15 a small positive constant depending only on s, p, v and ¢. Then there exists a
real change of frequencies o : 2 — €, such that the point-spectrum of Py, 1s

SPya ey (Powyn) = {hw -k« k € 2%,

and, for every w € €, there exists a diffeomorphism 0, : T* — T? of the torus homotopic
to the identity so that, denoting by

Ou(2,8) = (O (), [(0:0.())"]"€)

the symplectic lift of 0,, into T*T?,
M w(w U { dex{g}} U {0}

ceLst
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where bray ¢y denotes the Haar measure on the invariant torus T x {{} and (). stands
for the pushforward of ©,,; and

N (P p) = {( 2;)d(9w)*daz} .

Moreover,
sup [p(w) —wl < C1[Vls,, - sup [u(2) — 2] < oV,
we

z€Td
where Cy and Cy are positive constants depending only on s, p, v and s.

Remark 1. The assumption V € .Z; , allows us to use an analytic version of the classical
KAM theorem (Theorem [l below) about perturbations of constant vector fields on the
torus [34], [38]. This theorem remains valid for less regular symbols V', see for instance
[34], [43], [44], as well as for more general Diophantine conditions than (&), see [37], [38].
We prefer not to state our result with the greatest possible generality for the sake of
clarity.

1.3. Renormalization of semiclassical KAM operators. If the perturbation V' does
not depend on the vector of frequencies and we consider an isolated vector w € €2, then
Theorem [ provides the following direct corollary:

Corollary 1. Let w € Q and let V € £, such that
Vs <e,

where € 1s a small positive constant depending only on s, v and . Then there exist a real
number X = X(V') such that the point-spectrum of P,y is

Wy (Pura) = (b - k € 2,

and a diffeomorphism 6 : T4 — T? of the torus homotopic to the identity so that

M(Popri) = | {Oubracg} U{0}, N(ﬁw,h):{@lwe*dx},

geLs’ (1)
where © is the symplectic lift of 6 into T*T?.

The number A € R can be understood as a counterterm that renormalizes the perturbed
operator 13%5 to make it completely integrable and unitarily equivalent to Ewﬁ.

In the classical framework, the renormalization problem [16], [I§] asks if, given a small
analytic perturbation V' of the linear Hamiltonian £,, with V = V(z,§;¢) defined on
T x RY x [0, &g] for some g9 > 0 sufficiently small, there exists a counterterm R = R(E;¢)
on R? x [0, g, such that the renormalized Hamiltonian

Q(l‘, g; E) - ‘Cw(g) + V(l‘, g; E) - R(gv 5)

is integrable and canonically conjugate to the unperturbed Hamiltonian. This was con-
jectured by Gallavotti in [16] and first proven by Eliasson in [I4]. This result can be
regarded as a control theory theorem. Despite the fact that small perturbations of L,
could generate even ergodic behavior (see Katok [20]), this shows that modifying in a
suitable way the completely integrable part of the Hamiltonian, the system remains sta-
ble. Renormalization techniques have been studied by several authors in the context of
quantum field theory, as well as its connection with KAM theory [11], [15, [16, 17, 27, [39].

Our goal is to prove a semiclassical version of the renormalization problem. We consider
again the semiclassical Weyl quantization of L:

(12) Ly = Opy(Ly) = w - hD,.
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Let (e5)r be a semiclassical scaling such that
(13) ep < h,

and let V € C(T*T% R) be a bounded real function. The precise assumptions on the
regularity of V' will be stated below. Our aim is to construct an integrable counterterm
Ry = Ry(V) € C(RY), that only depends on the action variable ¢ and is uniformly bounded
in & € (0, 1], so that the quantum Hamiltonian

(14) Qn = Lun + €, 0py(V — Ry)

is unitarily equivalent to the unperturbed operator vaﬁ. This will show that the spectrum
of the operator Ewﬁ + €5, Op, (V) can be stabilized by adding the counterterm e, Op,(Rp,)
to the system. Moreover, we will show that the sets of quantum limits and semiclassical
measures of sequences of eigenfunctions for the operator @ﬁ coincide with those of the
unperturbed operator /[:w,h.

In a related work, Graffi and Paul [22] showed that the perturbed operator

ﬁh == Zw,h + Opﬁ<Vw>

can be conjugated to a convergent quantum normal form for a specific class of bounded
analytic perturbations of the form

(15) Vo(2,6) =V(r,w-£), (2,6 €T,

(see Gallavotti [16] for a discussion of this condition). As a consequence, it is most likely
that the set of semiclassical measures is stable under perturbations of this type, without
necessity of renormalization. The main difference in our approach is the substitution of
the particular dependence on w - ¢ of V', which is stable under the conjugacies employed
by Graffi and Paul to construct the normal form, by the addition of the renormalization
function Rjp,.

We emphasize that, compared to [13], [14] and [I8], our work is not based on the study
of the convergence of Lindstedt series. Alternatively, we will use an algorithm similar
to that of Govin et al. [21I] to construct a normal form, obtaining the counterterm Ry,
step by step. We expect that condition (I3]) is not sharp. One should be able to deal
with perturbations of order O(1). The main difficulty arises when managing the loss of
analyticity in the variable &.

We will consider semiclassical perturbations Op, (V') whose symbol V' enjoys some reg-
ularity properties. We first consider the following spaces of analytic functions:

Definition 2. Let s > 0, we define the Banach space A,(R?) of analytic functions f €
CY(R%R) such that

1 -
1 laes = Tz [ [Tl e dn < s

where fdenotes the Fourier transform of f. Let p > 0, we also define the space As ,(T*T?)
of analytic functions g € C*(T*T% R) such that
1
- (k. |K|
HgH&P T (27T)d/2 Z ”g<k7 )”36 S o0,
kezd
where

1 .
90:6) = o [ ol da, ke
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Finally, we define the space A,(T?) of functions v € C*(T% R) such that
1 ~
V1], re) := e > [ok)]e < co.
kezd

By the Calderdn-Vaillancourt Theorem (see Lemma [@ below), the semiclassical Weyl
quantization Opj,(a) of a symbol a € A, ,(T*T?) satisfies

10ps(a)llecrzy < Capllalls,e. VA€ (0,1].
We next proceed to state our second result:

Theorem 2. Let w € RY be a Diophantine vector satisfying [8), and let V' be a real valued
function that belongs to A, ,(T*T?) for some fized s,p > 0. Assume that e, = h and

(16) 1Vp < e,

where € > 0 is a small constant that depends only on s, p, v and s. Then, there exists
a sequence of integrable countertermf] Ry, = Ry(V) € AJ(RY) with | Ryl a,ray S 1V |50
uniformly in h € (0,1], and

(17) S} nay (Qn) = SPYa(qay (Lup) = {hw -k : k€ Z7}.

Moreover, denoting by M (@ﬁ) the set semiclassical measures of sequences of normalized

eigenfunctions of the Hamiltonian @h with eigenvalues verifying A\, — 1 as h — 0,

(18) M(@h) = M(Ew,h) = U {brdx{g}} u {0},

ceLst(1)

and the set of quantum limits of @h is precisely

~ 1
1 = dr ¢ .
) M@0 ={ et}

In the case €; < h, condition ([If]) can be removed. Moreover, in this case we can
relax the regularity hypothesis on V' in the ¢ variable. Essentially, we just need that
€ — V(x,&) is bounded together with all its derivatives to ensure that Op, (V') is bounded
on L*(T*T9). In [40], [41], Sjéstrand introduced a Wiener algebra of L*-pseudodifferential
operators with symbols containing the class Sy(R*?) (the class of symbols a € C*®(R*?)
that are bounded together with all its derivatives) that is stable under composition. From
these works, we define the following spaces:

Definition 3. Let eq,...,eq be a basis of R, we say that T = @{Ze; is a lattice. Let
Yo € (R have the property that 1 = > jer Xi» where x;(§) = xo(x — j). We say that

f e Sw(R?) if

Uln) = sup [y, f(n)] € L' (RY).

The space Sy is a Banach space with the norm
(20) I fllw = Callsup b flll o e,
j€

where Cy is a fized and large constant depending only on d. Let p > 0, we say that
g € C®(R*%R) belong to Aw ,(R*?) if

1 N
lolhw = gy 2 190k ) e < oo.

kezd

3That is, Ry, is a function only of the action variable £ € R%.
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Remark 2. The definition of Sy (RY) does not depend on the choice of T', g, see [40,
Lemma 1.1].

Remark 3. Observe that, for every s,p > 0, A;,(T*T%) C Aw,(T*T%) and As(R?) C
Sw(R?). Notice also that Ay ,(T*T?¢) is contained in the space of bounded continuous
functions on 7*T¢.

Theorem 3. Let w € R? be a strongly non resonant frequency satisfying &), and let
V € Aw,(T*T?) for some fized p > 0. Let (gp) be a sequence of positive real numbers
satisfying

(21) ep < h.

Then, there exists a sequence of integrable counterterms Ry, = Rp(V) € Sy (R?) such that
|\Rullw S |V Iwp, uniformly in h e (0,1], so that ([IT), [I8), and (@) hold.

Acknowledgments. The author thanks Fabricio Macia, Gabriel Riviere and Stéphane
Nonnenmacher for usefull discussions while preparing this manuscript. This work has been
supported by a predoctoral grant from Fundacién La Caixa - Severo Ochoa International
Ph.D. Program at the Instituto de Ciencias Matemaéticas (ICMAT-CSIC-UAM-UC3M-
UCM).

2. PROOF OF THEOREM [

To prove Theorem [I we will use a classical KAM result due to Moser [34] about small
perturbations of constant vector fields on the torus. Precisely, we will recall a work of
Poschel [38] that symplifies the KAM iteration argument. On the other hand, we will use
Egorov’s theorem to establish the classic-quantum correspondence to obtain our result in
terms of the quantum system. Our approach is similar to that of Bambusi et. al. in [9],
in which they obtain reducibility for a class of perturbations of the quantum harmonic
oscillator. R

The proof of Theorem [lis divided in two parts. First, we prove that the family P, )5
is unitarily equivalent to Zwﬁ. This shows the stability of the spectrum along this family.
The following holds:

Theorem 4. Let s,p >0 and V € Z; , be real analytic verifying (). Then, there exist
a real change of frequencies ¢ : 2 — Q, satisfying

sup [p(w) — w| < C1|V]s,p,
weN

and a family of unitary operators Q > w — U,, on L*(T?) such that
(22) Z/[w ﬁcp(w),ﬁ Z/[: - Zw,h-
Remark 4. In particular, if V' = 0 then ¢ = Id and U, = Id.

In the second part, we will compare the semiclassical measures and quantum limits of
P (w),n with those of L, .

2.1. A classical KAM theorem. We first recall the result of Péschel [38]. We will use
the Diophantine property () for the sake of simplicity, but the more general Rissmann
condition considered in [38] would be valid aswell.

Theorem 5 ([38]). Let Q C R? be a compact set of strongly nonresonant frequencies, that
is, w € Q satisfies ). Let s,p >0 and V € £, , such that
p S

2 = A G
(23) WVle=2< 15 = 33
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where X is so large that

1+ log A S
24 - =R 2
(24) rimsy (FE2) <3

Then there exists a real map ¢ : Q — Q, and, for every w € 1, a real analytic diffeomor-
phism 0, of the d-torus such that, denoting

Ou(2,€) = (0 (). [(8:0.,(2))"] 7€),
the following holds:

(25) (Lotw) + V(5 0W))) 0O, = Lo

Moreover,

(26) sup [p(w) —w| < e, supsup 0(x) — 2| < re ' Ne.
we WEN peTd

This means that, for every w’ in the Cantor set ¢(£2), the Hamiltonian P, is canonically
conjugate to the unperturbed one L, where w = ¢ !(w’), and hence the energy level
P'(1) is foliated by invariant tori with frequency w.

Using this result, the proof of Theorem Ml is straightforward in terms of Egorov’s theo-
rem:

Proof of Theorem[J]. We define the unitary operator U, : L?(T?) — L?(T%) by
1

(27) Usp(x) = |detd0w(x)|w(9;1($))-

By Egorov’s theorem, which is exact in this case, we conclude that

Uy, ooy n U = Oy, (Lo + V(- 0(w))) 0 0,) = Opy(L) = Luy.

O

2.2. Quantum limits and semiclassical measures. We next complete the proof of
Theorem [I1

Proposition 1. Let w € R? be linearly independent over the rationaldl. Then

M(Zor) = | {Browge } U {0}, N@M):{ﬁm}.

ceLst()
Proof. We recall that the point-spectrum of vaﬁ is given by
SpiQ(Td) (Ewﬁ) = {)\]{;ﬁ =hw-k: ke Zd}.

Each eigenvalue has multiplicity equal to one due to the nonresonant condition on w.

Moreover, the set of eigenfunctions is just given by
eik~a}

— d

By a direct calculation using identity () for the Wigner distribution on the torus, for
every test function a € C°(T*T9):

1
(2m)4

W/ (a) = /a(x,hk)d:c, k ezt
Td

4That is, if k € Z¢ satisfies w - k = 0 then k = 0.
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Equivalently, Wfk = braxgney- Given a sequence

(28) )‘kj,hj = hjw . /{Zj — 1, as hj — 0,

if hjk; — & € R? then clearly € € £,'(1). In other words, Brexiey € M(Ewﬁ). Recipro-
cally, any point £ € £,'(1) can be obtained as the limit of a sequence (h;k;) satisfying
([28), and hence any measure hra, (¢} is the semiclassical measure associated to some se-
quence of eigenfunctions. Finally, since £!(1) is not compact, there are also sequences
(hjk;) satisfying (28) such that
Jlim |hjk;| = oo.
For those sequences, we have = 0. Thus 0 € M(Ewﬁ).
The second assertion is trivial since

|> = k ez

1
u(o)” = o
We are now in position to conclude the proof of Theorem [Il Since
Lw,ﬁ - uw Pap(w),h UZ,

where U,, is unitary on LQ(']I'd), the spectrum of ﬁw(w)ﬁ is the same as the spectrum of
L, and the eigenfunctions are precisely

v, = Z/{wek, ke Zd.
Thus, applying Egorov’s theorem,
Wy, (a) =W, (a0®,)+O(h), aecCX(TTY,
and similarly, using (27)),

(29) / b(x) |V (z)|*dr = / boO,(z)|er(x)|*dx, beC>(TY).
Td Td
Then the proof of Theorem [l reduces to the proof of Proposition [l

3. PROOF OF THEOREMS [2] AND

The main ingredient in the proof of Theorem [2]is the following quantum version of the
renormalization problem:

Theorem 6. Let w € R? be a strongly non resonant frequency satisfying &), and let
V e A, ,(T*T?) for some fized s,p > 0. Assume that e, = h, and

< \/ﬁ 2(y-1)
(30) nwwg@(ﬁﬁj) |

Then there exist a sequence of unitary operators Uy, : L*(T?) — L*(T?), and a sequence
of counterterms Ry € A4(R?) such that

(31) Uy (Ew,ﬁ + € Oph(V — Rﬁ)) L{; = vaﬁ.
Moreover,

IRl aurey < 2V 50 VR € (0,1].

In the case ¢, < h, we can remove condition (B0); we will prove Theorem Bl applying
the following version of Theorem [0 with less regularity:
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Theorem 7. Let w € RY be a strongly non resonant frequency satisfying &), and let
V € Aw ,(T*T?) for some fized p > 0. Assume that e, < h. Then there exist a sequence
of unitary operators Uy, : L*(T?) — L*(T%), and a sequence of counterterms Ry € Sy (R?)
such that [BI) holds. Moreover,

[Ballw < 2V, VR e (0,1].
3.1. KAM iterative algorithm. To find R;, we start from the full renormalized ope-

rator @ﬁ with Rj as unknown and then we will construct U, and R, by an iterative
averaging method. We will find the renormalization function R; as an infinite sum of the

form
o
Ry:=> R
Jj=1

where each R;j, will be determine at each step of the iteration and the sum will be proven
to converge.
We initially set V; := V| and consider

(32) Quii=Qn= Loy +e <Oph(V1) - OPh(%ﬁ)) -
j=1

The goal at the first step of the iteration is to choose a good first term R 5, then average
the term V; by the flow generated by £, and finally estimate the remainder terms. Given
a € C®(T*T?) we define its average (a) along the flow

£ (2,8) = (x4 tw, €),
by the following limit in the C*-topology of T*T¢:
33 =i L[ “ dt = ! de = L 4 0
( ) <a’>(€) =l T o ao(bt (l’,f) - (27T)d Tda<x’£) T = WQ< 7&)7

T—o00

where recall that we have used the convention for the Fourier coefficients of a,

a 1 —ik-x
a(k, &) = (a, ex) ppa) = W/T a(z,&)e**dr, kel

If a is bounded together with all its derivatives, Egorov’s theorem allows us to define the
quantum average of Op,(a) by

1 4 it] it7
(34) <op4a»:=:nn1§i/’ehL%ﬁcnmawehL%ﬁdu
0

and, since L, is a polynomial of degree one, we have that the limit exists in the strong-
operator norm, and
(Opy(a)) = Opy((a)).

We set Ry j, := (V1) and consider a unitary operator of the form

ite b ]_ t ] .
Upn(t) == o Opn(F1) _ Z i (%) Op,(F), telo1],
=0

where Opj,(F1) will be the solution of the cohomological equation

(35) L OP(F)] = Opy(Vi — R), (Fi) =0,

We show in Lemma [] below how to solve this cohomological equation. Moreover, the
Diophantine condition (8) on w will allow us to bound the solution F; with a bit of loss
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of analyticity in the varible x. Denoting now U, , = Uy 5(1) and @275 =Us @l,h Ut j, and
using Taylor’s theorem, we get

th =Ly + Opy,(F1), Lw,h] + e, Op, (Vi — Ry)

- i)
+ (EﬁE) /0 (1 = UL [Opy(F1), [Oph(Fl)aEwﬁ]]ULﬁ(t)*dt

1
Z€
+ =+ [ Una(®)[Opy(F1), Opy(Vi — Ry) U (t)“dt
0

— ey Z Uvn Opp (R n) U -

j=2
With this and the cohomological equation (BH), we obtain
@2,5 = Ew,ﬁ+€h (Oph Vo) — ZUlﬁOpﬁ(Rj WU h) 3
j=2
where

285

(30) Opy (Var) = 5

/ U (BOD(FR), Opy(Va — B)|Us(t)"dt.

Now we proceed to explain the induction step. Assume we have constructed unitary
operators Uy j, ..., U,_1 and counterterms Ry, ..., [2,—1; so that

(37) th— n—1,h" Uththlﬁ n— 1ﬁ—Lw,h+€h<Oph nh Z n]h)u

where, for every 7 > n:

Enjn = Opp(Bugn) = Un-1i - Upp Opp(Rin)Us - Uiy

We will choose R, 5 to be the unique solution of the operator equation

(38) (Ennp) = (Un—15- - Uiy Opp(Ry ) Uiy - - Uy 1) = (Opy (Vi)

given by Lemma [2] below. We next consider the unitary operator

ite > 1 t ),
Unn(t) =€ 7 Opy(Frn) — Zﬁ (Z;r) Op, (F, ) , te|o,1],
=0 7"

where Opy,(F,, ») solves the cohomological equation (see Lemma [II):

7 o~

(39) ﬁ[Lw,ﬁa Opﬁ(FnJi)] = Oph(vnﬁ - En,n,ﬁ)a <Fn7ﬁ> = 0.
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As in the first step, we denote U, := U, 1(1). Defining @nﬂﬁ = Upn @n,h Uy py We use
Taylor’s theorem to expand

ZEh

Qn+1 h — w h + — K [Oph(Fn,ﬁ)7 Ew,ﬁ] + €n Oph(vn,ﬁ - En,n,ﬁ)

~

+ <?) / (1= )V (D) [OP(Fi). [OD(Frn). Lios| V(1) dt

1
Z€ *
+ 8 0108 (Fa) 09y (Vi = Bt U (0)°dt
0

— ey Z Un.n O (Enn) Uy g

Jj=n+1

and using the cohomological equation (39), we obtain

Qn+1,ﬁ = Lw,ﬁ + €n (Oph n+1, ﬁ Z Oph n+1,7, ﬁ))

j=n+1

where

1€
(40) Oph(Vn-i-l,ﬁ) " / tUy, ﬁ( )[Oph(Fn)v Oph(vnﬁ - Emn,ﬁ)]Un,ﬁ(t)*dtv

o
and, for every 7 >n + 1,

Eni1gn = OPy(Ent1jn) = Unp Opy(Enjn) Uy -
This iteration procedure will converge provided that V' is sufficiently small. Precisely,
we will obtain a unitary operator U as the limit, in the strong operator £(L?)-norm,

L{ﬁ = lim Unﬁ Ul,ﬁ~

n— o0

3.2. Cohomological equations. In this section we explain how to solve the cohomo-
logical equations appearing in our averaging method. This is a standard technique when
dealing with small divisors problems.

Lemma 1. Let V € A, ,(T*T%). Then, the cohomological equation

1 -~
(41) 7 [Lun Opy(F)] = Op,(V = (V)), - (F) =0,
has a unique solution F € A, ,_,(T*T?), for every 0 < o < p, such that
~1
(-1’
(2 Pl <57 (22 WV

Similarly, if V € Aw ,(R*®), then there exists a unique F € Aw ,—,(T*T?) solving [,
and ([A2) holds replacing || - ||s. by || - |lw..-

Proof. Using the properties of the symbolic calculus for the Weyl quantization, which in
this case is exact since L, is a polynomial of degree one, equation (I at symbol level is
just

(13) (Lo FY =V —(V), (F)=0.
Recall also that, by ([B3), the average of V' is given by

VIO = g7 [, Vi = oV (0.0).
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On the other hand, since
(Lo FY(@,8) = > iw -k F(k,&)ex(x)
kezZd

we obtain the following formal series for the solution of (43)):

~

(44) Feo= Y TR0

keZd4\{0}

Finally, by Diophantine condition (§]) and estimate (59]), we conclude that

-1
(-1
Pl <7 (222) 17D

The second assertion follows by analogous arguments. U

3.3. Convergence. We next show that the algorithm sketched in Section B.I] converges
under appropriate hypothesis.

Proof of Theorem[@. We start by fixing the following universal constants:

1 1 B
45 = — = —, A:=el-a — 1.
(45) ai=g B Aimel
Now set
p = p o1 .= La2(wl—l)
1: ) 1 26@ 1 .

By Lemma [I] and hypothesis (30),

-1
(=LY B
il <57 (20) Wil < 5

Then, using [B6) and the conventions of Appendix [A]

h
where [-, -], and W[} are defined in (G3) and (G4), estimate (G3)), and Lemma [ we obtain

Valls.or-or < B+ B)[Villspr < allVillspn-

Moreover, by definition of R; and of our analytic spaces (Definition 2I):

1Bl s ey = (V1)

This shows the starting step of the induction. We next define sequences

1
Vo= — [ tUS0 ([FL, Vi — Raly)d,
0

A ey < Vills,00-

1
Opt1 = 0p20-0 0 Py 1= pp — O, N2 1,

and assume the following induction hypothesis: for every n > 2 and 1 < 7 <n — 1, there
exist I}, and R, so that

Ba’s a1
Rl < 2

(46) 1 llsps = =5 Vills,prs
and, for V,, ;, obtained in (37]),

(47) Vanllspn < o™ HVills,r-
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To prove the induction step, first observe that, by Lemma [l and hypothesis ([B0), there
exists [}, ; such that:

-1 v—1 n—1
- Y 1’ — Y= 1 n=1 ﬁOé 2
||Fn,ﬁ||svpn—0n <9 1( g ) ||Vn||s,pn <g 1( ot ) Q2 ||V1||s,p1 < 5
n

Note also that, for every j > n, Ew’,ﬁ = Op,(E, j 1), where
Fpe
En,j,h = \Ilifih o \Ilithleﬁ.
Our choice of R, ; is the unique solution of equation (38). At symbol level, equation (38)
reads
(43) () = (V5" 0 0 U1 Bop) = (Vo)
which solution exists and is unique in view of the following:

Lemma 2. Assume thate, < h. Let (V) € AJ(R?) and let F; € A, (T*T?) for1 < j <n
and some positive numbers py > --- > p, > 0 such that

2/ Fills,, < Bl
where o, > 0 satisfy
Ni=efa — 1< 1.
Then, there exists R € A,(R?) so that
(U o0 WP R) = (V),
and

1 14+ A
1Ry € TNV lLaeys 05" 00 W Rl < 0V Ly

Proof. Define the map T : A,(RY) — A,(R?) b
T(R) := (V3" o+ 0 U R).
By Lemma [8 we have
IT(R) — Rl| a,re)

n

[Ja+8ar) -1

J=1

B
IRlLageey < (7% = 1) IRl asceey = AIRlLa, ooy

Then, there exists an inverse map 77! : A,(R?) — A (R?) defined by Neumann series,

and
1

71 < —.
1T~ Nlamas < 77—

Finally, applying Lemma [§ one more time, we obtain:

14+ A
Fu F
5 oo U Rl < TSIV L
This concludes the proof of the Lemma. O
Applying this Lemma to (48], we have
an—l

HRn,ﬁHS,pn < 1—||Vn ﬁ” S,pn = 1 HVlHS,plv

14+ A
||En,n7ﬁ||87pn = —H nﬁ” S,pn*

1—
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Note that, with our choice of constants (45]):

+A
1 14— ) <a.
o049 (14157) <a
Then, recalling ([@0), which at symbol level reads

1€ enFn
Vn+1,h hh / \I]t}}iF ([Fn, Vn T En,n,h]h) dt,
0

we can apply estimate ([63]) and Lemmas [§ and ] to obtain:

+ A
Vastnlls,on—on < B(1+B) (1 + —) IVanlls,pn

< allVanllspn < a™[[Vills,pn-

This finishes the induction step. Note that our choice of constants also ensures that
i

S0-03(5) < s < v <
" 2 — 2¢( =1~ 2elog2 — 27

oo 7—1)10g27*1

Moreover,

IRAl 4y <D 1Rl a,mey < (—1 — ZQJ> Vills,p < 2[IVi[s,p-
=0

j=1
It remains to show that there exists a unitary operator U, so that

Z/[ﬁ = lim Unﬁ Ul,ﬁ~

n— o0

For every 1 < n, we set the unitary operator U, by
Unp =Upp-Upp.
We have, for every p > 1:
Uniph = Un.y = Un i Zn(1, ),

where
h €h

Fp(n,p) == e n nrih. P . I, ﬁj,h = Opp(Fjn).

By Taylor’s theorem, we can write

)

: 1
T ~ ~ Zgﬁ/\ itey
en i =T+ By, Bin = ?Fjﬁ/ S
0

Moreover, Lemma [ and ([#8]) allow us to bound the £(L?*) norm of B\j,h by:

~ Ca, Ba'T
1Bjnllzz2y < #
Thus
P -~ CdﬁﬁoénT_l
1Zn(n P)£r2y < =1+ H1 (L + 1Bntsnllews) < =1 +exp 21— |
J:

Finally, taking the limit n — oo, we obtain that the sequence {U,},>1 is a Cauchy
sequence in the operator norm, and then the result holds. 0
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Proof of Theorem[7. The proof of Theorem [7 follows the same lines of the previous one,
after replacing respectively the spaces A; ,(T*T?) and A, (R?) by Aw.,(T*T?) and Sy (R?).
Notice that condition (B0) is not required since, by the hypothesis e, < h, it is satisfied
for Z2||V'{lw,, instead of ||V||s, if & is sufficiently small. Observe also that Lemma
remains valid in view of Corollary 2} estimate (63]) can be replaced by (66]), and one can
use estimate (G2)) instead of Lemma O

3.4. Semiclassical measures and quantum limits. We next complete the proof of
Theorem 2. We will require the following two lemmas:

Lemma 3. Let s,p > 0. Assume that g, = h and V € A, ,(T*T?) satisfies B0). Then,
for every a € A, ,(T*T?),

(49) [ty Opy(a) Un — Opy(a)ll o2y = Olen),
and similarly, for every b € A,(T?),
(50) 1Ly Opy(0) Uy — Opy(b) | 2y = Ofen).

Proof. For every n > 1, we define:

Note that

N

n=1

By @d]), we have
1Fuplls.pn < Cp b,

P Yno
where the constant C, depends only on p. Hence, defining the sequence w,, := min{s, p, },
one has that, for every n > 1 and A > 0 sufficiently small:

2)lentrnllun 1
T < Cp Open < 9

where the norm || - ||,,,, is defined by (7). Using Lemma [T, for every a € A, ,(T*T?), we
have

(51) 03" (@) —al|, , < C,duenlalls,.

Up —On
Finally, recalling that U = lim, o U, - - - Uy, that every operator U, is unitary on
L?(T?), and using Lemma [ and (&), we obtam

|ty Opy(a) Un — Opyla)lz2)

o0
< Cpenllalls, Y 0u < Cyenllalls,.

n=1

<63 |9 o) ol

Up—0n

This shows ([{9]). The proof of (B0) is completely analogous but, in this case, using Lemma
to show that
125 ®) = Bll,. s, < Cobnenllblla,cmay,

instead of (&1I). O

Lemma 4. Let s,p > 0. Assume that e, = h and V € A, ,(T*T?) satisfies B0). Then,
for every a € C°(T*T?),

(52) Uy Opp(a) Uy — Opy(a)|lc2y = o(1), ash— 0".
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Proof. Let ¢ > 0 and a € CX(T*T?). Assume that, for every s,p > 0, there exists
al € A, ,(T*T?) such that

(53) la — a'|| oo (gemay < €.
Then, by Lemma [3] the triangular inequality and [45, Thm. 13.13]:
14 Opy (@) Uy — Opy(a)|l e
< |ty Opp(a — a") Unllciuz) + 1U;; Opy(ah) U — Opy(a") | £iz2) + 1| Oppla — al) ez
< Cylla — aTHLoo(T*’]I‘d) + O(h),

and hence
limsup |[U; Opy(a) U — Opy (@) 2y < Cae.

h—0t

Since the choice of € > 0 was arbitrarily, we conclude that
Jim [t Opy (a) Un — Opy(a)ll ey = 0.

It remains to show (B3). Write

_ ! a(w)e*k(dw), z=(z *Td
ol2) = gt [ ) wdw), 2= (2.6 €T'T

For R > 1, we define ag € A, ,(T*T?) by

It satisfies

1 . _lwi?
Jon = allimry < oy [ [a)]le % < 1f(du) 0. as R o0
Then it is sufficient to take a' = ag for R sufficiently large. 4

Proof of Theorem[2. By Proposition [IJ,

5 MEa) = U (o} ul0h M) = { ghade)

geLst (1) (2m)*
On the other hand, Theorem [@] implies that the set of normalized eigenfunctions of @h is
precisely the orthonormal basis of L?(T¢) given by
(U =Uney = k € 2.
Using Lemma [ we obtain that, for every a € C°(T*T?),
W\?,M(a) =W/ (a) +0(1), keZ"
Finally, by (50) and since A,(T?) is dense in C(T?), we obtain that, for every b € C(T?),

/Td b(«r)‘\pk,h(l’)‘?dl’:/ b(z)|er(z)dz + o(1).

Td

Therefore, the proof of the Theorem follows from (B4]).
U

Finally, we complete the proof of Theorem [3l It follows essentially the same arguments
as before, but substituting Lemmas B and [4] by the following one:
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Lemma 5. Let p > 0. Let V € Aw ,(T*T?), and assume that e, < h. Then, for every
a € C=(T*T9),

(55) 1245 Opy(a)Un — Opy(a)|lcerz) = o(1),  as h— 07,

and similarly, for every b € C(T?),

(56) Uy Op,,(b) Uy — Op, (D) £(r2) = o(1), as h— 0%

Proof. Recall that, in the case V € Ay ,(T*T%), the first estimate of (@G) remains valid
and can be rewriten as

fa’s
Byl < 2
Thus, by Corollary B for every a € Ay ,(T*T?) and n > 1:
enkhn, n—
(57) 19757 (@) = allw,, < O (3) @™ llallw,

Finally, recalling again that U = lim,_,c Uy, - - - Uy 5, that every operator U, ; is unitary
on L?(T?), and using (6Z) and (57), we obtain:

|ty Opy(a) U — Opy(a)llz(ze)

<C Z |95 (@) = ally,, <0, (F) nfjla"—lnanw,p -0 (%),

Therefore, (B5) follows by density of C°(T*T9) N Ay ,(T*T¢) in C(T*T?); and, since

A,(T) C Aw,,(T*T?), (B8) follows by density of A,(T?) in C(T?). O
Proof of Theorem[3. Applying Lemma [b], the proof of Theorem Bl reduces to the proof of
Theorem 2 O

APPENDIX A. PSEUDODIFFERENTIAL CALCULUS ON THE TORUS

We include some basic lemmas about the quantization of the spaces A ,(T*T%), As(R?),
A, (T, Aw,(T*T?) and Sy (RY). We fix s, p > 0 all along this appendix.

Lemma 6 (Analytic Calderén-Vaillancourt theorem). For every a € A, (T*T?), the
following holds:

(58) | Opy(@)ll zz2rayy < Capllalls,, he (0,1].

Proof. By the usual Calderén-Vaillancourt theorem, see for instance [22, Prop 3.5], the
following estimate holds:

10p4(@)llewe) < Ca Y N105allpegreray,  he (0,1].

|| <Ng
Now, using the elementary estimate
m

(59) supt™e " = (ﬁ) , m >0,

t>0 ep
we obtain

lal |ot]
(02l < s 30 Wtk sy < (121) 7l = ol
kezd
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Let a,b : T*T* — C, the operator given by the composition Op;(a) Op,(b) is another
Weyl pseudodifferential operator with symbol ¢ given by the Moyal product ¢ = afb,
see for instance [I2, Chp. 7]. To write ¢ conveniently, we consider the product space
Z%:= 7% x R? and the measure x on Z? defined by

k(w) = Kga(k) ® Lga(n), w = (k,n) € 2,
where Lga denotes the Lebesgue measure on R?, and
Kza(k) =Y o(k—j), keZ’
jezd
Using this measure, we can write any function a € A, ,(T*T?) as
a(z) = (2;)01 / Fa(w)e™ " r(dw),
where z = (z,£) € T*T¢, and .% denotes the Fourier transform in 7*T%:

Fa(w) = ﬁ /T*’]Td a(z)e ™ *dz.

With these conventions, the Moyal product ¢ = af;b can be written by the following
integral formula:

(60)  afnb(z) =

(2;)211 /zd 0 (Fa) (W) (Fb)(w - w)e T 1w =0 () g (duw),

where {-,-} stands for the standard symplectic product in Z¢ x Z4:
{ww} =k =k-n w=(kn), w=(FEn7r)
Alternatively, we can deduce from (60 the following formula:
(61)  atpb(z, &) = g Y a (k; £+ M) b (k — K- %) etk
k€74
which also holds for symbols a,b € Ay, ,(T*T?).
Lemma 7. Let p > 0 and a,b € Ay, ,(T*T%). Then atyb € Aw ,(T*T?) and

latnbllw,o < l[allw.pllbllwp,

provided that the constant Cy in [20)) is sufficiently large.
The proof of Lemma [7] can be obtained following the same ideas of [41, Thm. 2.1].
We omit the details for the sake of shortness. Moreover, one can show L? boundness

for pseudodifferential operators with symbols in Ayw;,(T*T%). Precisely, the following
Calderén-Vailancourt-type result holds (see [41, Sect. 3]): for every a € Ay ,(T*T?):

(62) 10ps(a)llez) < Capllallw,  he(0,1].

Coming back to the symbolic calculus for Weyl pseudodifferential operators, we will
employ the notation

(63) [a, bl := afipb — bixa,

for the Moyal commutator. Hence [Op,(a), Op,(b)] = Op,([a,b]r). Moreover, given two
symbols a, F € Aw,(T*T?), we have the following formula for the conjugation of Opj(a)
by e'% Oph(F)

62% Opy(F) Oph((l)e_i% Opp(F) _ Oph (\Dfﬁ(a)), te [07 1]7
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where the symbol W[} (a) is given by

o0

(64) Uha) =Y L <Z£> Ad™(a), telo,1],

|
=0 7"
and, as usual in the terminology of Lie algebras,
Ad2(a) = [F, A2 (@)}, Ad2°(a) = a.
Lemma 8. Assume that a, F € A, ,(T*T?). Let e, < h and t € R such that
B = 2|t|||F||s,P < 1/2’

then
19555 (a) — alls,, < Bllalls,-

Proof. Using the expression

h w-z
[a,b]n(2) = 22'/ Fa(w")Fb(w —w)sin | —{w',w—w'} ‘ (dw') Kk(dw)
z2d 2 (271')
for the Moyal commutator, we obtain that
(65) ITE alnlls.p < 2[[F s pllalls.p-
Applying this succesively, we conclude that
. 1ty ’ 2 F Il
@)~ ally < 5 (5) Nadd@l, < 3 2L < g,
j=1 j=1
0
Corollary 2. The same holds replacing the space As ,(T*T?) by Aw.,(T*T?).
Proof. Note that, by Lemma [7],
(66) ITE alnllw,e < 2[Fllwllallw,-
0

Finally, we will improve the above estimates for our analytic spaces, allowing some loss
of analyticity. Let 0 < u < min{s p}, we denote

(67) lallu == el (dw) = ||afluu < llalls.,.

Lemma 9. Let a,b € A, p(T*']Td . Then, for 0 < 01 4 02 < u := min{s, p}:
2h

[ —

u—o1—0o2 — 620'1<O'1 + 0'2)

Moreover, if c € A,(T?), then:

(68) [la, Bl lalullbllu—o»-

h

< -
u=o1=02 = e2gy (01 + 09)

(69) a, s lallullela, ., re)-

Proof. By (60l), we have

a,bn(z) = 2 | Fa(w)) Fb(w — w')sin (g{w’, w— w’})

z2d
Then, using that

(7()) |{w/7w_w/}| < 2|w/Hw—w’|,
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we obtain:
H[(l, b]hHu—al—az
<2 / w)||Jw'| [ Fbw — w')||w — w'|e oD (e D (') ks (dw)
z2d

< 2h(sup T@“’”) (sup re_(U”L”)r) a6l u=cs
r>0
2h
~ e20y(oy + 09)
To prove (€9), observe that, in view of (€0) and (&),
h ~ 1oy K(dw')
/ o AN i(k-x+n'-€)
_222/ c(k — k;)51n(2(k k") 77)6 2y

kezd

lallul[bllu-o,-

Then (89)) follows by the the same argument as before but with the estimate
|(k = &) - | < |w'[[k = K],
instead of ([70). O

Lemma 10. Assume a, F € A ,(T*T?) and b € A,(T?). Let 0 < o < u := min{s, p}.

Let t € R such that

2[¢[[[F'llu
o2

8= <1/2.

Then
(71) 197(a) = allu—s < Bllallus  [195,(5) = Dllu—o < BIb].a,(ray.
Proof. By estimate (68]), for every j > 1,

| A% ()|, = ||IIF, Adi " (a)]

s

2hj
< AP a) o1y
4h2 -3
Hrnd— 2
= eloi(j — 1) (Fallb HAd Hufo(jf2)/j

2h
<o (Y Zrgon.

Using Stirling’s formula: j7/e?=1j! <1 for j > 1, we conclude that

lalle <~
197 4(a) = allu—o < = > 8 < Blallu.
j=1

The proof of the second inequality in (1)) follows by the same argument, but using (€9)
instead of (G8) to obtain

hj

NE Olllu-o75 = — 5 I1E lullbll 4, re)-
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