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In this monograph we develop magnetic pseudodifferential theory for oper-
ator-valued and equivariant operator-valued functions and distributions from
first principles. These have found plentiful applications in mathematical physics,
including in rigorous perturbation theory for slow-fast systems and perturbed
periodic operators. Yet, a systematic treatise was hitherto missing. While many
of the results can be found piecemeal in appendices and as sketches in other
articles, this article does contain new results. For instance, we have established
Beals-type commutator criteria for both cases, which then imply the existence
of Moyal resolvents for (equivariant) selfadjoint-operator-valued, elliptic Hor-
mander symbols and allows one to construct functional calculi. What is more,
we give criteria on the function under which a magnetic pseudodifferential
operator is (locally) trace class.

Our aims for this article are three-fold: (1) Create a single, solid work
that colleagues can refer to. (2) Be pedagogical and precise. And (3) give
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a straightforward strategy for extending results from the operator-valued to
the equivariant case, pointing out some caveats and pitfalls that need to be
kept in mind.
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1 Introduction

Various incarnations of pseudodifferential theory have proven to be an invaluable tool in
mathematics and mathematical physics. Nowadays there exist many different flavors, in-
cluding pseudodifferential operators on manifolds [DLS20;MS11;|Shu01], vector bundles
[LT14] and magnetic pseudodifferential operators [MP04; IMP07; IMP10Q; Leil1; [DL11/].



1 Introduction

Applications range from the study of adiabatic [[PST03b; ST13] and Born-Oppenheimer-
type systems [[PST07], the non- and semirelativistic limits of the Dirac equation [|Cor83;
Cor04; Leil0; FL13] as well as the study of effective dynamics in perturbed periodic quan-
tum systems [[PST034a; [PST09; [FT16] and their analogs in classical waves [[DL14b; DL144;
DL17]. One of the reasons why pseudodifferential theory has proved so powerful and
popular in applications is that we can make rigorous perturbation expansions and derive
effective dynamics in the form of effective operators or semiclassical equations of motion.

The main technical tool in the aforementioned publications are calculi for (magnetic)
pseudodifferential operators defined from operator-valued and equivariant, operator-valued
symbols. Unfortunately, the theory only exists piecemeal in appendices (e. g. [PST03a,
Appendix A], [[PST03b, Appendix A]), sketches (e. g. [DL11, Section 2.2] or [DL14b, Sec-
tion 4.1]) or as side remarks in the literature. In fact, the present work started life as an
appendix to [[DLS21]. Given the broad utility of equivariant pseudodifferential operators,
we believe it is past time to dedicate a work focused on this topic.

As far as we can tell, the main reason why such a work does not yet exist is that, suc-
cinctly put, all major results amount to “this statement can be extended from ¥DOs as-
sociated to scalar-valued symbols to WDOs for (equivariant) operator-valued symbols.” To
illustrate this, let us consider the case of the magnetic Weyl product #?, which emulates
the operator product on the level of symbols. A standard result from pseudodifferential
theory states that it defines a continuous, bilinear map

180 x ST — ST
between Hormander spaces (cf. e. g. [[Fol89, Proposition (2.25)]); we will give precise
definitions of {{® and these Fréchet spaces below. This has a natural extension to operator-
valued functions,
1 ST (BOH, M) x S5 (B, 1)) — S5 (B(H, H),

where H, H' and H” are Hilbert spaces; the proofs require only fairly straight-forward
modifications. However, this need not be the case for more advanced results, e. g. when
one wants to generalize Beals-type commutator criteria to WDOs defined from (equiv-
ariant) operator-valued symbols. For example, the first proof for scalar-valued symbols
[IMP10] was fairly sophisticated and laborious, and we can see no obvious path for a
straightforward extension without going into the details. Fortunately, Cornean, Helffer
and Purice recently found a very elegant and brief proof of the commutator criteria in
[CHP18].

One of the mathematical reasons for why this is not as straightforward as it would ap-
pear has to do with the subtleties of the topologies of the relevant spaces. Perhaps one is
tempted to systematically extend existing results for scalar-valued symbols by expressing



operator-valued symbol classes

1
Sms(B(H, H)) =SI s ® B(H, M)

as a tensor product of scalar-valued symbol classes and the Banach space of bounded oper-
ators mapping H to H’, and then leverage existing results. Unfortunately, unless H and H’
are finite-dimensional, this is generally not true, because neither symbol spaces [Wit97]
nor infinite-dimensional Banach spaces are nuclear (cf. Definition 50.1, Theorem 50.1 and
Corollary 2 in Chapter 50 of [Tre67]). Hence, there are at least two ways to complete the
algebraic tensor product and it is not obvious which, if any, reproduces the Fréchet topol-
ogy of the space on the left (see [[Wit97], specifically Theorem 3.2, Remark 3.3 and Propo-
sition 4.4). Furthermore, equivariance is another obstacle to identifying S;"’ 5(B(’H, H ))
with a tensor product even when # and H’ are both finite-dimensional.

That is why we believe there is merit to this paper even if none of our results may sound
surprising to experts.

We start by introducing the setting in Section[2l Next, we give the details of the extensions
to WDOs for operator-valued symbols (Section[3)) and equivariant operator-valued symbols
(Section [)); apart from the fundamentals of the calculus, we will cover more advanced
results such as Beals-type commutator criteria, inversion and functional calculi. We will
put our results in perspective in Section 5] and give an outlook on potential and planned
applications. Lastly, we include an appendix where we have collected some of the more
technical arguments and proofs.

2 Defining the precise setting

This section has a dual purpose: on the one hand, we will motivate the setting. And on
the other, we will introduce suitable notation for a more abstract construction. However,
to make the presentation more focussed, we will postpone some of the mathematical def-
initions until Sections[3]and [4]

2.1 The motivating example for this work

So far we still have not explained to the reader what equivariant pseudodifferential oper-
ators are and why they appear naturally in the analysis of perturbed periodic systems. We
will only give a very rough outline here and postpone the technical details until later; the
interested reader may also look at e. g. [PST034; DL11;|DL14a] for additional context and
rigorous definitions.



2 Defining the precise setting

A crystalline solid subjected to an external electromagnetic field in the one-electron
approximation is described by the magnetic Schrodinger operator

HA® = (—iV = A(ex))” + Vyer (x) + ¢ (e0). 1)

Here, the A is a vector potential for the magnetic field B = dA. The adiabatic parameter

¢ > 0 quantifies the difference in spatial scales on which the periodic potential V., and the

potentials A and ¢ vary. To avoid inessential technical complications, let us assume that

Vper is infinitesimally bounded with respect to the Laplacian. Hence, all operators below

are selfadjoint on their standard domains.
As the notation suggests, the potential V,,, is periodic, that is, Vj,(x +7) = Vpe (x) holds
whenever

yeF:=spanZ{e1,...,ed} = {yzz;i:lnjej | Ny,...,Ny EZ}

belongs to the lattice I' = 74 spanned by the (non-unique) fundamental lattice vectors

{e1,...,eq}
What works like [[PST03a; DL11;|DL144d] rest on is that Hﬁ can be regarded as a pertur-
bation of the periodic magnetic Schrédinger operator

Hper = (—iV)* + Vper () (2.2)

in the following sense: exploiting periodicity, a variant of the discrete Fourier transform
called Bloch-Floquet-Zak transform, namely

(Z)(k,y) = D e KO u(y +y), (2.3)
yer

fibers the periodic operator (2.2)) in Bloch momentum k over a fundamental cell T* of the
dual lattice (cf. equation (2.6])),

o
ZHp 27 = Lk dk Hpe, (k).

Then the perturbed operator (2.1I) can be related to a pseudodifferential operator
A z—1 _ A
ZH, Z™ = Opeq(h) 2.4
associated to the operator-valued function
h(r, k) = Hpe (k) + ¢ (r) (2.5)
that is given in terms of the scalar potential ¢ (r) and the fiber operator

Hper(k) =(-iv+ k)2 + Vper(y)



2.1 The motivating example for this work

acting on L2(T%).

One of the main aims of this paper is to give rigorous meaning to the symbol Op{:q(h)
in [2:4) and develop a calculus for pseudodifferential operators defined from equivariant,
operator-valued functions in Section

2.1.1 his an operator-valued symbol

We can already read off the last part: indeed, (r,k) — h(r,k) = h(r,k)* takes values
in the selfadjoint operators and defines a bounded operator from the second Sobolev
space H2(T?) to the Hilbert space L?(T%) over the fundamental cell in real space. Once
we assume that ¢ lies in class C° (RY), the space of bounded, smooth functions with
bounded derivatives to any order, then h(r, k) grows quadratically in k and remains uni-
formly bounded in r. Consequently, we may think of it as a Hormander symbol that takes
values in B(H?(T%), L?(T¢)) and grows quadratically,

h e 85 o(B(H*(T), L*(T%))).

2.1.2 The Zak transform

To understand what we mean by equivariant, we need to have a second look at the Zak
transform. It basically exploits the periodicity by splitting real space coordinates

xe€RI2TIxT 3 (y,7y)

into a coordinate y inside the fundamental cell in real space and a lattice vector y; by peri-
odicity, we identify the fundamental cell with a torus. Likewise, we can split the conjugate
variable momentum after we introduce the reciprocal lattice

r*:= spanz{e”;, .. .,ejl} (2.6)
as the integer span of the base vectors {e],...,e}} that are characterized by
ej-ey =215,
Then any momentum vector can be decomposed
p eRIZT* x T* 3 (v*, k)
into a reciprocal lattice vector y* and the component lying inside the first Brillouin zone

T* = {k = Zd:1MJ ej; ERd } Ml)""ll'l‘d € [_1/2’+1/2]} g’]rd

As our notation already suggests, we can often think of T* as a d-dimensional torus, but
we chose to add a * to make it easier for us and the reader to distinguish it from the unit



2 Defining the precise setting

cell T¢ in real space. Group theoretically, (v, k) and (y, y*) are conjugate pairs of variables
as one can see from the definition ([2.3)) of the Zak transform.
On the dense set S(R?) ¢ L%(R?) a direct computation confirms

(Zw)(k,y +71)=(2¥)(k,y) Vy€er, (2.7a)
(2O)(k+7v",y) =Y (20)(k, y) =: (v(y*)2¥)(k,y) Vy* eT¥, (2.7b)

namely the Zak transform is I'-periodic in y and I'*-quasiperiodic in k.
The range of the Zak transform is

12, (R, 13(TY) 1= {yp € 12 (RL LX(TD) | 9k —y") = T(rW(k) ¥Vy* €T" a e.ink},

which is a Hilbert space once we endow it with the scalar product

<(p’ 1#)1 = f ‘ dk <¢(k)’¢(k)>L2(Td) .

Although, whenever convenient, we may identify it with
L*(T*) ® L*(T?) = qu(Rd, L*(T%))

with the help of Lemma [C.T.7]
The operator 7(y*) that appears in the quasiperiodicity condition can be regarded
as a group representation of I'*:

7 : " — U(L*(1Y)),
Y* — e+iy*»j/
While 7 clearly takes values in the unitary operators on L%(T¢), by restriction we may also

define y* — e™"Y on dense subsets of L%(T¢) such as H™(T¢); to distinguish the unitary
group action 7 on L2(T?) from the bounded-invertible-operator-valued group action

v/ T* — GL(H™(TY)),
Y* — e+iy*~y’

on the Sobolev space H™(T¢), we have added a prime. Hilbert spaces like qu(IR{d, H™ (']I‘d))

are defined analogously to Lﬁq(Rd,Lz(Td )). Importantly, while T’ is not unitary, it has
tempered growth in the sense that the operator norm

”T/(Y*)”B(Hm(l'd)) < G (Y™ (2.8)

grows like |y*|™ for large |y*|; here, (y*) := 4/1 + |y*|? is the Japanese bracket and C,, > 0
a suitable constant depending only on m.



2.1 The motivating example for this work

2.1.3 Equivariant symbols

The periodicity of H ., now manifests itself in the I'*-equivariance of

Hper(k - Y*) = T(Y*) Hper(k) T/(Y*)_l .
This equivariance condition extends to the level of symbols as
h(r,k—y") =ty )h(rn k) T (r) 2.9

Consequently, the symbol of the magnetic pseudodifferential operator ZH‘S‘W Z7lis an
element of the Hérmander class composed of equivariant symbols of order 2 (cf. Defini-
tion[4.1.5),

per

he sjq(B(Hz(Td), L*(1h)).

At first glance, it may seem that the equivariance condition is incompatible with
the quadratic growth of the symbol in the momentum variable. Fortunately, this apparent
contradiction can be resolved with the help of the growth estimate (2.8) for m = 2 and
m = 0. Then indeed, for all v* € I'* we can verify that the operator norm

”h(r’ k— Y*)||B(H2(Td),L2(’II‘d)) < HT/(Y*)HH’”(’]I“’) HT(Y*) ”h(r’ k)”B(HZ(Td),LZ(Td))

sup
P (kyeRrixT

<C, <Y*>2 (r’k)seilngr*”h(r, k)”B(HZ(Td)’LZ(']I‘d)) =C(h) (Y*>2
grows quadratically as |y*| — oo — as it should.

In fact, we may repeat the above estimate verbatim for arbitrary derivatives J,'9,*h of
our symbol, and conclude that also they grow quadratically in k. But this seems to conflict
with the simple observation that h(r, k) is a quadratic polynomial in k and second-order
momentum derivatives such as a,fl h(r,k) o< 1 are proportional to the identity. Never-
theless, our conclusion is completely correct: when computing operator norms it matters
whether we view e. g. §2h(r,k) as taking values in B(H?(T?), L2(T4)) or in B(LA(T?)).
Lemma [4.2.2] will show that the order of the symbol class only depends on the orders of
the group actions — which is 2 in the first case and 0 in the second (cf. Lemma 2.3.7).

Therefore, we may view the space of equivariant Hormander symbols of order 2

2 (B(H(TY), LA(T1))) € 8§ o(B(H*(TY), L*(T9)))

as a subspace of the operator-valued Hérmander symbol class of order 2 and type (0, 0).

2.1.4 Utility of an equivariant magnetic pseudodifferential calculus

Before we abstract the setting, we think it is worthwhile to revisit the reasons for devel-
oping the theory of equivariant pseudodifferential operators from first principles. Our



2 Defining the precise setting

motivation was another upcoming work [[DLS21] where we will need a robust functional
calculi for equivariant magnetic ¥DOs in our proofs. These were beyond what one can
achieve within a short appendix. So instead, we decided to build a framework within
which the extension of more advanced results for ¥DOs defined from scalar-valued Hor-
mander symbols to equivariant operator-valued symbols would be straightforward. As
part of that effort, we have obtained a number of smaller results like the above mentioned
Lemma which simplifies some of the proofs in applications and clarifies some pecu-
liarities of the equivariant calculus.

Coming back to the question raised in the section header: what are the advantages of
using pseudodifferential theory to analyze perturbed periodic operators in the first place?
Big picture, we see three major advantages: first, it allows us to infer properties of the op-
erator Op‘é‘q( f) from properties of the function f. Secondly, products of pseudodifferential
operators are again pseudodifferential operators,

op}, (f)Op, (g) =: Opf (f¥2),

and the operator product can be pulled back to the level of functions or distributions. Once
we have a notion of product, we can also consider inverses with respect to the (magnetic)
Weyl product {8, which leads to Moyal resolvents (f —2)D; these are just the preimages
of the resolvent operators under Op‘;‘q,

(0P, (F)—2)" = Opl ((f —2) ).

Under certain conditions, we can prove that these Moyal resolvents are not just tempered
distributions, but functions; their properties are directly and straightforwardly related to
properties of f. Moyal resolvents are then the basis for functional calculi on the level
of functions on phase space, and it is these functional cacluli that are central to many
arguments in the literature.

The third advantage is that we can make many constructions microlocally, i. e. local in
phase space: when a small parameter is present, then the Weyl product {{® and hence,
the Moyal resolvent have expansions in the small parameter. For example, we could scale
the magnetic field AB with A < 1 and consider the small magnetic field limit [[CIP19].
More commonly, one has a semiclassical parameter ¢ < 1 in the construction, and we can
expand

[ee]

FPg = > " (FP )

n=0

asymptotically in powers of ¢. The terms (f ﬁBg)(n)(x, &) only depend on f(x, &), g(x,&),
the coefficients of the magnetic field B;;(x) as well as all their derivatives evaluated at
(x,&). Hence, the semiclassical expansion of the Moyal resolvent makes the calculus

10



2.2 Abstract setting

amenable to microlocalization. That is, in essence, the idea to construct the almost-
invariant projection in [Nen91l; PSTQ3b; PST03a; DL11}; [DL144; [DL17].

Other operators like effective hamiltonians can likewise be computed order-by-order,
resulting in e. g. an asymptotic expansion of the semi- and non-relativistic dynamics from
the Dirac equation [[FL13].

2.2 Abstract setting

The purpose of Section 2. T]was to motivate the abstract setting, which we will detail now.
To define the abstract version of Lﬁq(Rd, 12(T%)), we will replace L*(T%) with some sepa-
rable Hilbert space # that is endowed with a group action

T:T*"— GL(H)

For consistency’s sake, we shall stick to I'* to denote our group even though I'* can be
mathematically identified with Z¢. Similarly, we will continue to write T* = T¢ for the
fundamental cell associated to the lattice I'*. Then R¢ = I'* x T* splits into a lattice vector
and a vector inside the fundamental cell.

The Hilbert space of equivariant #{-valued L? functions

qu(Rd,H) = {IIJ €L RLH) | Ylk—y") =7(r) (k)
for almost all k € R?, Vy* e F*} (2.10)

comes equipped with the scalar product

(o iz, :=f dk {p (), (k) - (2.11)
T*

Throughout our work the group action is assumed to have tempered growth of order g in
the following precise sense:

Definition 2.2.1 (Order of ©) We say that the group representation T : I’ — GL(H) is of
order q € R if there exists C > 0 so that

holds for all y* € T*,

While we do not need this tempered growth assumption to define the Hilbert space, it is
essential if we want to view

L2 (R, H) € S5 (R, H) (2.12)

11



2 Defining the precise setting

as a subset of equivariant tempered distributions, which we will define below. Involv-
ing distributions becomes necessary since the standard construction of pseudodifferential
operators, which is very elegantly explained in [MP04, Section II], first defines Op”* on
Schwartz functions and then extends them by duality to S* (the reason why we deviate
from the standard notation and use S*, will become clear in the Section [3.3)).

To give rigorous meaning to S;‘q(Rd, ‘H), we first extend translations

(T p)(K) == @(k—7")
from S(RY, H) to their dual S*(R?, #) via
(T, Q)i =(F> T @ )sgezy  VFES'RLH), ¢ € SRYH).

Flipping the sign is necessary if we want an extension that is consistent with

(T, ‘P>$(Rd,7-£) = ﬁr* dk (Y (k—7"), ‘p(k»?{ = J

T

dk (9 (k), o (k+71"),,

= <¢ ) T—Y*‘P>3(Rdﬂ)

when also v € S(R?, H) in the first argument is a test function. Fortunately, this is entirely
consistent with translations on L?(R%, ), where the Hilbert space adjoint Ty** = T;l =
T_,. also equals the inverse translation.

Similarly, but keeping into account the complex conjugation, we define

<T(Y*)F’ <P>$(Rd’7.[) = <F’ T(Y*)* ¢>S(Rd,H)’
where 7(y*)* is the H-adjoint of 7(y*).

Definition 2.2.2 (S:q(Rd,H)) Suppose T has tempered growth. Then the tempered distri-

bution F is equivariant if and only if
T,.F=1(y")F

holds true for all y* € T*. The Fréchet space of equivariant tempered distributions is denoted
with

Si (R, H) = {FeS* R, H) | T.F=1(y)F Vy eI}

The tempered growth assumption is necessary to ensure that we can bound the action of
7(y*) on S(RY, ) uniformly in y*, i. e. the group action is uniformly continuous. Hence,
the Fréchet topology of S:q(Rd, ) is the restriction of the Fréchet topology of S*(R?, )
to the subspace of equivariant distributions.

12



2.3 Example of the generalized formalism: a condensed matter system subjected to strong magnetic fields

2.3 Example of the generalized formalism: a condensed matter system
subjected to strong magnetic fields

The abstract setting from Section [2.2]immediately applies to a generalization of our moti-
vating example from Section[2.T] Here, the perturbed hamiltonian

HY® = (—iV — Ag(x) = AA(£x))” + Vper () + (). (2.13)

contains an additional vector potential A, for a I'-periodic magnetic field B, = dA, with
rational flux through a unit cell. As opposed to the external magnetic field eAB(ex) =
d(M(ex)) the field By(x) does not scale with ¢; it is in this sense that the magnetic field
By(x) is stronger than the external magnetic field éA B(ex). The most common example
is that of a constant magnetic field B, = const., but restricting ourselves to this particular
case is mathematically not necessary.

The rational flux assumption on B, allows us to consider

. 2
Hper = (_lv _AO(X)) + Vper(x)
as a periodic operator on a suitably chosen superlattice
I, €T.

Just like in Section 2.T]the periodic operator

@
dk Hper(k),

Bo

ZAO Hper ZA_Ol = J

T

admits a fiber decomposition; the indices A, and B, emphasize the fact that the Zak trans-
form Z, and the Brillouin torus ’]I‘;0 are those defined with respect to the super lattice Ty,
and magnetic translations. The domain of Hp, (k) is the magnetic Sobolev space Hjo(Td)
over the torus. However, the presence of the magnetic vector potential does not alter the
tempered growth of the group action 7 : Iy — QE(HX;(Td)).

Lemma 2.3.1 Suppose the vector potential A, is polynomially bounded. Then the group
action y* — e*"J on the magnetic Sobolev space HX:) (T?) is of order m.

The proof, which can be found in its entirety in Appendix[A] rests on the observation that
the first term

(—iV, + A ()™ eI op = " (7 + A (D)™ + e (=Y, +A(5))

grows like |y*|™ for large |y*| in B(Lz(Td )) norm. This example illustrates why the tem-
pered growth condition is quite natural in many applications, but a necessity if we want
to go from the concrete to the abstract.

13



3 Magnetic pseudodifferential calculus for operator-valued symbols

All that being said, we are once again in the abstract setting described in Section
and Section [ will explain how to make sense of

H?’qs = Opﬁq(HPer + ¢)

as a magnetic pseudodifferential operator.

3 Magnetic pseudodifferential calculus for operator-valued
symbols

First, we will develop magnetic pseudodifferential theory for operator-valued symbols.
Even if we were only interested in the equivariant case, this is a necessary first step. And
given the plethora of applications of operator-valued pseudodifferential theory to a wide
range of problems such as Born-Oppenheimer-type systems [[PSTO7], the Dirac equation
[[Cor83;ICor04; [FL13] and many others, we believe the results of this section will be inter-
esting in and of themselves.

To be more general, we allow for the presence of a magnetic field B, although readers
not familiar with the magnetic variant of pseudodifferential theory [[Miil99; IMP04] can
ignore it in much of what follows. In fact, we recommend [[MP04] even to readers for
whom B = 0, since Mantoiu and Purice very elegantly explained the basic construction of
pseudodifferential theory.

For the first part of this section, where we construct the pseudodifferential calculus on
S and &', polynomial growth of the magnetic field can be accommodated. Therefore,
unless specified otherwise, we will tacitly assume throughout this section that the
following assumptions are verified:

Assumption 3.0.1 (Polynomially bounded magnetic fields) (a) The components of the

magnetic field B;; € C;;(]Rd) are polynomially bounded, smooth and have polynomially

bounded derivatives to any order. All vector potentials A € C;;(Rd, R?) for such magnetic
fields B = dA are of the same class.

(b) All Hilbert spaces such as H, H’, etc. are separable.

3.1 Building block operators and the magnetic Weyl system

A pseudodifferential calculus is built around two families of “building block” operators,
namely position and momentum. In the so-called adiabatic representation they are given

by
Q:=¢x, (3.1a)
PA =iV — MA(eR), (3.1b)
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3.1 Building block operators and the magnetic Weyl system

where ¢ is the semiclassical parameter and A the coupling constant to the magnetic field.
We regard these as selfadjoint operators on L%(R?) equipped with the usual domains.

The operators (Q, P*) are unitarily equivalent to position and momentum operators in
the perhaps more common scaling

/ A
Q =21,

P4 = —ieV — AA(R),

where the semiclassical parameter appears in front of the derivative in the momentum
operator.

Nevertheless, both sets of operators will lead to the same pseudodifferential calculus as
they implement the same commutation relations, which formally read

ifQ,l=0, ilP},P']=eAB;(Q), i[P,Q]=¢5;. (3.2)

In fact, we can conjugate Q and P* with any unitary operator, the calculus we are devel-

oping will be the same. Other relevant unitary transformations are the Fourier transform

or the gauge transformation e**%(®) which implements the change of gauge A +— A+ ed.
The building block operators enter into the definition of the magnetic Weyl system

WAKX) := e QP g 1, = e 0KQPY), (3.3)

where X = (x,&) € T*R? and Y = (y,n) € T*R? are phase space variables, o(X,Y) :=
& -y —x - n is the non-magnetic symplectic form and the exponential is defined in terms
of functional calculus for the selfadjoint operator o (X, (Q,P*)) =&-Q—x - PA.

Later on, we will also commonly use the phase space variable Z = (2,{) € T*R%. As a
matter of convention, the small roman letters x, y and z denote the position components
and the greek letters &, ) and ¢ the momentum components.

The Weyl system acts on ¥ € L2(R?, H) as

(WAXD)() = e Jiemsont e on G D g 4 ),

Compared to the theory for scalar-valued symbols developed in e. g. [Miil99; IMP04;
IMPO7; IMP10; IP11); [Leil0; [Leill], we have merely tensored on 1,,. However, to un-
clutter the notation, we will only make “®14,” explicit when emphasis is needed and write
WA(X) to mean both, e *&@P) g 1, and e &P @ 1,, even when H # 7.

The magnetic Weyl system rigorously implements the commutation relations (3.2) since
in general the Weyl system evaluated at different points X # Y does not commute with
itself,

WA(X) WA(Y) — e+i%0'(X,Y) e+i%FB(Q,Q+EX,Q+SX+S_y)WA(X + Y). (3‘4)
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3 Magnetic pseudodifferential calculus for operator-valued symbols

Indeed, the first phase factor is a consequence of i[PjA,Ql] = €6;;. The magnetic phase
factor is the exponential of the magnetic flux through the triangle with corners Q, Q + ex
and Q+ex +ey,

FB(q,q+£x,q+sx+£y):=J B,

(q,q+ex,q+ex+ey)

and stems from i[PjA,PA] = £¢AB;(Q). Note that the area of the triangle is O(¢?) so that
the magnetic phase is again of O(¢), just like the non-magnetic phase factor.

The covariance of the Weyl system under unitary transformations is a direct consequence
of functional calculus: if we fix a unitary U and replace (Q,P*) by Q, := UQU ™! and
P{ :=UPAU™!, then the associated Weyl system

WAX) = oo (4,(QuPY) — [ @—io(,(QPY) -1
=UWAX)U! (3.5)
is related to the original Weyl system W*(X) by adjoining the unitary U.

The gauge-covariance of the calculus emerges from a special case of equation ([3.5): for
changes of gauge U = e"*"@ the above reduces to

e+i7u‘}(Q) WA(X) e—i?u?(Q) — WA+Edﬁ(X).

3.2 Rigorous construction on Schwartz spaces

For much of the construction, we can repeat the arguments from [[MP04, Sections III-V]
verbatim, the presence of the extra factor ®1,, in the Weyl system does not introduce any
extra complications.

3.2.1 Exploiting the tensor product structure

At first glance, one might suppose that the majority of this section is unnecessary, especially
that all it seems we are doing is re-tracing the steps laid out in the literature such as [MP04;
IMPO07; LeilQ; IMP10Q; [CHP18]: it is tempting to first prove the relevant facts for operator-
valued functions that are tensor products f;(r, k) = g;(r,k) G; where g; : RIxRY — Cis
an ordinary, scalar-valued Hormander symbol and G; € B(#,H') some operator. Then we
could bootstrap these arguments by approximating arbitrary operator-valued symbols

n
wangDGj
j=1
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3.2 Rigorous construction on Schwartz spaces

by finite linear combinations of tensor products, thereby extending all sorts of results al-
most immediately to operator-valued functions. Of particular interest are Hormander sym-
bol classes, where the gj € S’T’ 5 (cf. Definition [3.4.1] below) are standard, scalar-valued
Hoérmander symbols and f is an operator-valued symbol. However, this argument falsely
assumes that finite linear combinations lie dense. And unless we are dealing with matrix-
valued functions, that is, dim H, dim H’ < oo, this is unfortunately not correct. In fact, in
general there exist at least two topologies with respect to which to complete the algebraic
tensor product.

Specifically, there may be more than one tensor product X = X} ® X, of two locally con-
vex topological vector spaces (cf. [Tre67, Chapter 43-48]). Only when X, or X, are nuclear
(cf. [Tre67, Definition 50.1]) is the tensor product necessarily unique (cf. [Tre67, Theo-
rem 50.1]). Infinite-dimensional Banach spaces such as LP(T¢) are not nuclear [Tre67,
Chapter 50, Corollary 2] and neither are Hérmander class symbol spaces (see [Wit97],
specifically Theorem 3.2, Remark 3.3 and Proposition 4.4).

Fortunately, though, we can exploit the tensor product structure for the initial part of
the construction: the topological vector space of Schwartz functions S(R?) is nuclear as
is its dual S*(R?), the space of tempered distributions (cf. [Tre67, Chapter 51, p. 530,
Corollary]); we will go into our reasons for labeling tempered distribution spaces with *
rather than ’ in Section [3.3.1] below. Therefore, the completion of the algebraic tensor
product is unique and we do have the identifications

SH(T*RY, B(H, H)) 2 SW(T'RY) @ B(H, H'),

SHMRY,H) =2 SH(RY) ® H and SH(R? x RY) = S®(RY) @ SH(R?) in the sense of the
relevant Fréchet topologies (cf. [Tre67, Theorem 51.6 and its Corollary]). The brackets
around *) are meant to indicate that the above identifications hold for Schwartz spaces as
well as tempered distribution spaces.

3.2.2 Magnetic Weyl quantization

Magnetic Weyl quantization can be viewed as a functional calculus associated to a set
of non-commuting operators, i. e. for suitable operator-valued functions f : T*RY —s
B(H,H’) we wish to make sense of “f (Q, P4)”. We do this by Fourier transforming back
and forth with the symplectic Fourier transform

(Fo f)X) = ! f dx’ eto®XD £ (x"), (3.6)
T*]Rd

~ (2m)d

17



3 Magnetic pseudodifferential calculus for operator-valued symbols

which gives us the magnetic Weyl quantization of f,

1
(2m)d
_ 1
~ (2n)d

opi(f) = f dX (F, f)X)WAX) (3.7)
T*]Rd

J. dxX e 0XQ@P g (F. £)(X).
T*Rd

This integral is absolutely convergent for operator-valued Schwartz functions
fes(TR, B, M),

so at this stage it does not matter whether we define the Bochner integral (see e. g. [Tes19,
Section 5.5], [[Yos95, Chapter V.5]) in the norm topology, strong sense or weak sense. How-
ever, for consistency’s sake, we shall interpret ([3.7) in the weak sense, i. e. look at “matrix
elements” <<p’, opA(f )Y )LZ(RL{’H,) for test functions v € S(RY, H) and ¢’ € S(RY, ).

Definition 3.2.1 (Magnetic Weyl quantization) The magnetic pseudodifferential operator
associated with f € S (T*]Rd, B(H, 7—[’)) is given by (3.7), where the integral is defined in the
weak sense as a map

op(f) : S(RY, H) — S(RY, H).

We could have worked with the regular Fourier transform in the above definition, but the
symplectic Fourier transform (3.6) has the added benefit of being its own inverse, F 2 =1.
Hence, formally equation (8.7 reduces to

op*(f) = (F2)Q.PY) = f(QPY.

The fact that Schwartz functions possess an integrable symplectic Fourier transform im-
mediately yields the following

Lemma 3.2.2 Consider any f € S(T*Rd,B(’H, ’H’)). Then the following holds true:

(1) The associated magnetic pseudodifferential operator
op*(f) : SR, H) — S(RY, H)
is a continuous linear operator between Fréchet spaces.
(2) Op”(f) extends to a continuous, i. e. bounded operator
op*(f): LA(RY, H) — L*(RY, H)

between L? spaces that we denote with the same symbol.
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3.2 Rigorous construction on Schwartz spaces

Magnetic Weyl quantization inherits the covariance (3.5) of the Weyl system: should we
use the operators (Qy,P4) = (UQU™', UPAU™) that have been conjugated with a uni-
tary U instead, then the associated pseudodifferential operator

op,(f)=Uop*(f)Uu!

is unitarily equivalent to Op”(f). For example, if U = e**¥( s a gauge transformation,
then the above reads

Op**ed? () = e+ QpA(£) e Q) (3.8)

Lemma 3.2.3 Magnetic Weyl quantization Op”* on S(T*Rd,B(H,’H’)) is gauge-covariant
in the sense of equation (3.8).

Note that the other common recipe to treat magnetic system, combining ordinary Weyl
calculus for the operators Q and non-magnetic momentum P = —iV with minimal sub-
stitution, is not gauge-invariant; we refer to e. g. [IMPQ7, Section 6.2] and [[Leill, Chap-
ter 2.2.1] for details. The advantage of our covariant prescription is that all essential prop-
erties of the pseudodifferential operator only depend on the magnetic field rather than on
our choice of vector potential.

3.2.3 The integral kernel map

While not strictly necessary for the definition, the magnetic pseudodifferential operator

Op(f) := Int(K})

can be expressed in terms of its operator kernel

A 1
i) et

2m)d Ld dne 0TI f(E(x +y),n) €BH,H) (3.9

and the integral map

(Int(K)¥)(x) := j

R

dyK(x,y)¥(y)eH'
d

This will be insightful conceptually and useful practically when extending Op” to tempered
distributions.
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3 Magnetic pseudodifferential calculus for operator-valued symbols

Lemma 3.2.4 The kernel map f — KJﬁ‘ defined through (B.9) is a topological vector space
isomorphism

S(T*RY, B(H,H')) — S(R? x RY, B(H, 1))
between Schwartz spaces.

Proof We can repeat the arguments in the beginning of [MP04, Section IV.B] verbatim,
but working with Bochner integrals this time to take the operator-valuedness of f into
account. The kernel map is a composition of multiplication by the CI‘)’; phase function

e_i%f [WHA, a linear, invertible change of variables and a partial Fourier transform. All
of these are continuous maps between Schwartz spaces, and hence, as a composition of
continuous maps between Schwartz functions, the kernel map f — Kj? is continuous.
Further, all of these are evidently invertible with continuous inverses, which proves that
f— KJﬁ‘ is indeed a topological vector space isomorphism. o

3.2.4 The adjoint

When H C H' is a dense subspace of the target space, we may interpret f(X) € B(H,H')
as taking values in the unbounded operators on H’ with X-independent domain.
For such operators we can define the adjoint Op*(f)* via the pointwise adjoint

(0P (), W), 30y = (9 OP (W) gt 10

where we have used the same scalar product on both sides of the equation since ¥ €
S(R?,7) can also be regarded as an element of S(R?, #’) ¢ L2(R?,#’). A quick compu-
tation confirms that the adjoint of the quantization is the quantization of the adjoint,

op*(f)" = 0p'(f ), feS(T* R, B, H)).

3.2.5 The magnetic Wigner transform

Conceptually speaking, the Wigner transform

WVK)X) =

€

1 e T3 P
@ f dye™te f[**i”*i”AK(f +2,£—2)eBH,H) (3.10)
RA

fulfills two roles: first of all, in applications it is used to relate quantum states with quasi-
classical states. And secondly, it implements the inverse to Op?, that is, if F = Int(K}) is
an operator with Schwartz class kernel K € S (Rd x R4, B(H,H’)), then we have

(0p*) " (F) = WK,
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3.2 Rigorous construction on Schwartz spaces

The quickest way to see this is to compare the kernel map with the Wigner trans-
form (3.I0Q): all the operations are inverses to one another and thus, WA is the inverse to
f— Kj?.

Mathematically, the Wigner transform is implicitly defined through the relation

- dX Tryg (£ OO WA(Kiayw) X)) 1= (2, 0P I®) s 105
where f € S(T*Rd, B(’H,’H’)), ¥ e S(RY,#H) and &' € S(RY, H') are all Schwartz class.
Lemma 3.2.5 The Wigner transform (3.1Q) defines a topological vector space isomorphism
WA S(RY x RY, B(H, H)) — S(T*RY, B(H, H)).
Its inverse is the kernel map (B.9).

Proof An explicit computation verifies that the Wigner transform is the inverse of the
kernel map. And since the latter is a topological vector space isomorphism by Lemmal[3.2.4]
so is the Wigner transform WA, o

3.2.6 The magnetic Weyl product

The magnetic Weyl product #? pulls back the operator product to the level of functions or
distributions on phase space,

op*(f1”g) := 0p*(f) Op*(8).

Of course, for the above equation to make sense, the ranges of f and g need to be com-
posable, that is, f has to take values in B(H,H’) and g must map onto B(H', H").

As the notation suggests, #® only depends on the magnetic field, something that can
be inferred from gauge-covariance (3.8) and confirmed by deriving an explicit integral
formula for it,

1 . . i
(Ffe)x) = 2m J‘T*Rd dy J‘T*Rd dz etioXY+2) gtizo(V.2) =iy (x.y2),
(FofIY)(Frg)(2), (3.11)
where we have introduced the abbreviation

Y206, y,2) =118 (x —£(y +2),x + £(y —2),x + £(y +2)).

There are other equivalent integral expressions for the product, e. g. [MP04, equation (36)].
Retracing the arguments for the scalar-valued case, replacing the absolute value with
operator norms where appropriate, yields the following
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3 Magnetic pseudodifferential calculus for operator-valued symbols

Proposition 3.2.6 The magnetic Weyl product
18 : S(T*RY, B(H, 1)) x S(T'RY, BH', H)) — S(T'RY, B(H, H))

defines a bilinear, continuous map between Schwartz spaces, and its explicit expression as an
absolutely convergent integral is given by equation (3.11).

Proof The proof is a straightforward modification of [MP04, Proposition 13] or [Leill,
Theorem 2.2.17]: we just need to replace absolute values by operator products. Estimates
on the magnetic phase e AT’ (x.y.2) carry over verbatim. o

While we will postpone a more in-depth explanation of the asymptotic expansion of

ft,e=Ffg—e3{f. gt +O(e?),

let us take the opportunity to introduce the magnetic Poisson bracket

d
{f.8hs =Vef V. g—V.f Veg—A > Byd: f g
k=1
and mention that even when H = H’ = H” the lowest order term f(X) g(X) # g(X) f (X)
is no longer commutative.

3.3 Extension to tempered distributions by duality

In spirit the extension by duality proceeds just as in the scalar-valued case. However, there
are some additional technical complications we need to be cognizant of when adapting
the definitions via the duality bracket. The first step is to enumerate and characterize the
spaces of Schwartz functions and tempered distributions that will be involved.

3.3.1 Relevant spaces of Schwartz functions and distrributions

For this subsubsection and this subsubsection alone, for any Fréchet space X let X’ denote
its strong dual; in case X is a Banach space, this is nothing but the Banach space dual.
To avoid confusion, within this subsubsection we will number Hilbert spacesi H,, H,, ...
rather than add primes.

We need to introduce distributions to complete our rigged Hilbert space or Gel'fand
triple [Ber68]

SRY,H) c LA(RY, H) € S*(RY, H). (3.12)

Evidently, we can also consider magnetic Sobolev spaces HIZ\"(Rd,H) as rigged Hilbert
spaces in the above sense. Here, we prefer to use * rather than’ to indicate that instead of
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3.3 Extension to tempered distributions by duality

the standard bilinear duality bracket, we use the “scalar product”-like, sesquilinear duality
bracket

(0, 9) swam) = J dx(@(x),w(x)%{-

Clearly, any construction such as extending derivatives and other linear continuous opera-
tors on S(R?, ) via the ordinary, bilinear duality bracket can be directly translated to the
sesquilinear one.

The advantage of using (-, -) s(re 3 is that this leads to the canonical identification of

S(RY, H)* = S*(RY, H).

Had we used the standard duality bracket instead, then we would have had to distinguish
between H and continuous linear functionals on #H. Specifically, according to [Tre67,
p. 534] the strong dual can be thought of in two ways:

S(RY,H) =S R, H)

After those definitions, we can consider linear continuous operators acting between these
spaces. Given two Fréchet spaces X' and ), we denote the space of linear continuous
operators between them with £(X,)). Then the rigged Hilbert space immediately
leads to two continuous linear inclusions between spaces of continuous linear operators,

L(S*(RY,Hy), S(RY, H,)) € B(LARY, H,), L*(RY, Hy)) € L(SRY, Hy), S (RY, Hy)).
These inclusions are the basis for the (extension of) the

Lemma 3.3.1 (Schwartz Kernel Theorem) Any element F of B(Lz(IR{d, H,), LZ(Rd,’H,Z))
has a distributional operator kernel Kp € §* (Rd xRY, B(Hl,’H,z)).

The second class of tempered distributions enters when we wish to make sense of Op*(F)
when

F € S (T'RY, B(Hy, Hy))-

We are in the unusual position that we have determined what dual space we wish to work
with and need to find the pre-dual. Importantly, the spaces of Schwartz functions and
tempered distributions are nuclear (cf. [Tre67, p. 530, Corollary]), which means we can
think of the Schwartz space of Banach space X'-valued functions

S(T'RL, X)) =2 S(T*RY) @ X
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3 Magnetic pseudodifferential calculus for operator-valued symbols

as the tensor product of the (scalar-valued) Schwartz space S(T*R?) and X. In general
there are several topologies with respect to which we can complete the algebraic tensor
product (composed of finite linear combinations), but for nuclear spaces these all neces-
sarily coincide (cf. [Tre67, Theorem 50.1]).

The tensor product decomposition tells us that all we need to focus on is the Banach
space X and its dual. Generally, we can think of the strong dual of the X-valued Schwartz
functions as

S(T*RY, x) = S'(R*, x").

Importantly, S’(T*RY, X) # S’'(R*, A’) need not coincide. Put another way, we have to
look for a Banach space X so that its Banach space dual X’ = B(H;,H,) gives us the
bounded operators.

Fortunately, we know the answer (cf. [Tre67, Theorem 48.5’]), it is the space of nuclear
operators (cf. [Tre67, Definition 47.2]); although we shall refer to it as the space of trace
class operators L'(H,,H,) since F € L*(H,,H,) is equivalent to imposing

VF*F € LY(}H,) or, equivalently VFF* e LY (H,)

are trace class in the usual sense. For the benefit of the reader, we have included all
pertinent definitions and specific references in Appendix [Bl

Clearly, we can repeat the construction from Section for S (T*Rd, El(’Hz,Hl)), we
just have to use the trace norm instead of the operator norm when defining Bochner in-
tegrals. The duality bracket now involves the Hilbert space trace Try, , for two Schwartz

functions f € S(T*RY, L1(H,,H,)) and g € S(T*RY, L1(Hy, H,)) we set
(f> 8)s(rera, £1(H,,1,)) = dXTrHZ(f(X)g(X)).

T*Rd

An important fact we will exploit later is that the cyclicity of the trace allows us to swap f
and g,

(fs &)srre,c1a,,1,)) = (& Fs(rora,c1¢4,,1,))-

One annoying point of basing our arguments on the Banach space and strong duals is that
in equations like the one above we need to sometimes exchange the order of the Hilbert
spaces. That also prevents us from exploiting the inclusion

S(T*RY, L1 (Hy, M) € S'(T'RY, LM (Hy, Hy))

in a natural way. So also here we will opt for a sesquilinear duality bracket

(F, 8) s(rra,ci(, 1)) ©= dX Try, (F*(X) g(X))

T*Rd

24



3.3 Extension to tempered distributions by duality

and denote the associated space of distributions with
S (T*RY, B(Hy, H,)) = S(T'RY, L1 (M4, H,))'-

Thanks to the inclusion £'(#H,,H,) € B(H;,H,) of the trace class operators into the
bounded operators, we can now view the space of operator-valued tempered distributions
as an extension of the class of test functions it is based on.

3.3.2 The magnetic quantization rule

With the definitions of the relevant spaces out of the way, the extension is very easy. We
begin with the kernel map (3.9).

Lemma 3.3.2 The kernel map f — K‘f“ from equation ([3.9) extends to a topological vector
space isomorphism on the level of distributions,

f=Kp S (TR, B(H, H)) — S*(R? x RY, B(H, H)).
Proof The kernel map is a composition of a partial Fourier transform, a linear, invertible

s A
change of coordinates on T*R¢ and multiplication by the C;:l phasee "¢ J texer1®, All of them

define continuous maps on operator-valued Schwartz functions that extend continuously
to operator-valued tempered distributions. o

We can now extend the map Op” in two ways: we can either stick to Op”(f) for Schwartz
functions and extend the space these operators act on. Or we can define Op*(F) for tem-
pered distributions.

Proposition 3.3.3 (1) Op” extends to the topological vector space isomorphism
op*: S(T*RY, LY (H, 1)) — L(S*RE,H), SR, H)).
(2) Op” extends to the topological vector space isomorphism
op*: S*(T*R%, B(H, H)) — L(SRE,H), S* (R, H)).

. . . . d
(3) The two extensions from (1) and (2) are still gauge-covariant, i. e. for any % € C;;(R ,R)
we have
OpA+€d1?(f) — e+i7u?(Q) OPA(f) e—iM?(Q)
where f is either an operator-valued Schwartz function or distribution.

In a nutshell, the proof of [MP04, Proposition 5] — and our generalization — rely on tensor
product decompositions of the various spaces. The rather technical proofs are relegated
to Appendix
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3 Magnetic pseudodifferential calculus for operator-valued symbols

3.3.3 The magnetic Wigner transform

Likewise, the Wigner transform has an extension to tempered distributions. Fortunately,
seeing as the Wigner transform is the inverse of the kernel map f — K}“, all of the work
has already been completed when proving Lemma [3.3.2] So the following corollary is a
combination of Lemmas[3.2.4] and

Corollary 3.3.4 The Wigner transform (3.10Q) extends to a continuous map
WA S*(R? x RY, B(H, H)) — S*(T'R?, B(H, H))

between operator-valued tempered distributions.

3.3.4 The magnetic Weyl product

To extend the magnetic Weyl product from Schwartz functions to tempered distributions
in spirit we are going to follow the arguments in [MP04, Section VB] for the scalar-valued
(as opposed to operator-valued) case: the extension rests on

T*Rd

dX (ff g)(X) = f X fF)eX)=(f.g)=(3.f) Vf.geS(T'RY),
T*]Rd

which allows us to shift the Weyl product from one argument in the duality bracket to the
other. The analog of the above formula for the operator-valued case is as follows:

Lemma 3.3.5 Letf,g € S(T*Rd, LY(H, 7—[’)) be two Schwartz functions. Then the following
equality holds:

dX Tr (1P g (X)) = dX Tr (F*(X) CO) = (£, &) s(rrecriaerry  (3-13)

T*Rd T*Rd

Proof We will only sketch the proof, since it is a straightforward extension of the argu-
ments in e. g. [MP04, Lemma 14] or [Leill, Lemma 2.3.6].

First of all, the three integral expressions in equation (3.13) are well-defined, because
any trace class operator is bounded and thus, its adjoint is also bounded. The product of
a bounded and a trace class operator is again trace class. (In fact, Lemma [3.3.6] (1) below
tells us that f* takes values in the trace class operators again.)

To make the following arguments rigorous, we need to regularize the integral in X on
the left hand side of (3.I3). Starting with equation (3.I1I)), we first integrate over &,
which gives a (27)? 5(y + ). Then we can eliminate the integral in, say, z. After setting
z = —y, we see that the magnetic flux triangle collapses on one side and the exponential
of the magnetic flux is 0; this eliminates the x-dependence of the integrand besides the
exponential e (10,
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3.3 Extension to tempered distributions by duality

Hence, we are now free to integrate over x, which produces (27)¢ §(n+¢). Eliminating
the ¢ integral and using the unitarity of the symplectic Fourier transform now yields the
claim. Note that all these phase factors are scalar and can be pulled out of the trace. More-
over, the potentially infinite sum implicit in the trace can be controlled using Dominated
Convergence for sums. o

Before we proceed with the modified statement, we will collect a few elementary facts
needed in the subsequent proofs:

Lemma 3.3.6 (1) f € S(T*Rd, LY(H, ’H,’)) implies the pointwise adjoint
freS(TRY, LY (H, H))
also takes values in the trace class operators.
(2) Forany f € S(T*RY, LY (H/,H")) and g € S(T*RY, LY (H,H')) we have
(fiPe) =gt f".

Proof (1) It suffices to prove this pointwise. One equivalent way to define L' (H,H') > A
is to impose the condition

VA*A€ LY(H) or equivalently, vAA*€ LY(H)

on its elements (cf. Definition [B.1.1] and the Corollary on [Tre67, p. 494]). Hence,
f(X) € LY(H,H’) holds exactly when the adjoint f*(X) = f(X)* € L}(H',H) is trace
class as well.

(2) We can prove this using the intertwining between the operator and the Weyl products
as well as the two adjoints via Op™:

op((F182)") = (op*(f 1% £))" = (0p*(f) Op™(g))"
= 0p(g)* Op™(f)* = Op*(g*) Op(f*)
= Op*(g*tf f*) .

As a way to motivate the correct extension to tempered distributions, we will prove the
following identities for Schwartz functions first.

Proposition 3.3.7 For dll f € S(T*RY, LY (M, H")), g € S(T*RY, LY (H,H')) and h €
S (T*Rd,ﬁl (H,H" )) the following identities hold true:

B _ B % _ B 1%\
(1) <fﬂ g’h>S(T*]Rd,£1(H,H”)) - <f’ hﬁ g )S(T*]Rd,ﬁl(?{’,ﬂ”)) - <f: (gn h ) )S(T*]Rd,ﬁl(ﬂ’,ﬂ”))

B _ B _ B
(2) <fﬁ g’h>S(T*]Rd,E1(H,H”)) - <gaf*n h>S(T*]Rd,£1(7-L,H’)) - <g’ (h*n f)* >S(T*Rd,L1(H,H’))
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3 Magnetic pseudodifferential calculus for operator-valued symbols

Proof (1) Three auxiliary lemmas will enter the computation below: apart from equa-
tion (3.13) from Lemma [3.3.5] (marked with ), we will need the cyclicity of the trace
(Lemma (5), marked with ) as well as Lemma [3.3.6] (2) (marked with b),

<f t’e, h>$(T*]Rd,£1(H,’H”)) =

= f dX Tr,(F 17 8) () (X)) £ dX Tr 0 (h(X) (g*4° F)(X))
T*Rd

T*Rd

x f X Try (AP 00) = | dX Trap (17800 £ (X))
T+Rd

T*Rd

L X Tra (F ) (hifg*)(X))

T*Rd
— B 2 B
- <f’ hn g*>S(T*]Rd,£1(’H’,’H”)) - <f’ (gﬁ h*)* >S(T*Rd,£1(’H’,H”))'

(2) Reusing the same abbreviations as in the proof of item (1), we make a computation
similar to the one above:

<ang1h>S(T*Rd,£1(H,H”)) -

= dX Ty, (F17 ) () (X)) & f dX Tr (g1 FICO (X))
T*Rd

= dX Try (g2 F*1PR(X)) = dX Tr, (g X)) (F 1P R)(X))
T*Rd T+*Rd

— *yB 2 *4B £k
- <g’f rl h)S(T*]Rd,[:l(’H,’H’)) - <g’ (h n f) >S(T*Rd,£l(H,H/)) ]

The above formulas provide a way to extend the Weyl product from £!-valued Schwartz
functions to bounded-operator-valued tempered distributions.

Definition 3.3.8 (Extension of the Weyl product to distributions) The magnetic Weyl prod-
uct can be extended as follows:

(1) For F € S*(T*RY, B(H',H")) and g € S(T*RY, L} (H, H")) we set
(FE 1) roma criamey = AP E ) srme iy ThES(TRY LY H, H).

(2) For f € S(T*RY, LY (H/, 1)) and G € S*(T*RY, B(H, H')) we set
<anG’h>S(T*Rd,L1(H,H”)) = <G’f*th>S(T*]Rd,L1(H,H’)) Vhe S(T*Rd’ﬁl(% H//))‘

Let us dot our i’s and cross our t’s, and check that this extension is well-defined.
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3.3 Extension to tempered distributions by duality

Lemma 3.3.9 The extensions of the magnetic Weyl product in Definition [3.3.8 are well-
defined and associative.

Proof First of all, the trace norm estimate implies that both,

hﬁBg* e S(T*Rd,ﬁl(H/,H//)),
FPhe S(T*RY, L1 (H, 1)),

are trace class-valued Schwartz functions. Hence, the two extensions are well-defined.

When e. g. F € S(T*RY, L1(H/, 1)) € S*(T*RY, B(H', 1)), then Definition 3.3.8] (1)
is consistent with Proposition [3.3.7] (1). Similarly, the extension of multiplying with a
distribution from the right is consistent with Proposition [3.3.7] (2).

Associativity of the Weyl product follows from the associativity of ¥ on Schwartz func-
tions. Indeed, for any combination of Schwartz functions g, € S(T*R%, L1(H", H"")),
g, € S(T*RY, LY(H, M) and h € S(T*R?, L' (H,H)), and tempered distribution F €
S*(T*RY, B(H',H")), we can move the brackets after pushing the Weyl product to the
right-hand side of the duality bracket,

B B — B B
<(gLn F)ﬁ gR’h>S(T*]Rd,£1(7-L,H’”)) - (ngi F,hﬁ gR>$(T*]Rd’£1(H/’H///))
B B
<F’ gzn (hﬁ g;‘;))s(T*]Rd’Ll(’H/’fHu))
*yB B _x
<FJ (gLn h)n gR>$(T*]Rd,£1(H’,H”))

B B
Fﬁ 8r> g:ﬁ h>S(T*Rd,£1(’H,H”))
gLﬁB(FﬁBgR),h>5(T*Rd,£1(H,H,,,))-

This finishes the proof. o

The next step is to introduce the three magnetic Moyal spaces, which are the analogs of
the Moyal algebras introduced in [MP04, Section V.C].

Definition 3.3.10 (Magnetic Moyal spaces) We define the left Moyal space
ME(BH, 1)) = {F e S (TR, B(H, 1) | Fiffg € S(T*RY, LY, H"))
Vg e S(T'RY, £ (H, M)},
the right Moyal space
ME(BH,H)) ={G e S (TR, BOLH)) | f1°G e S(T'RY, L1 (H, 1))
Vf ES(T*Rd,Ll(H/,HU))},
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3 Magnetic pseudodifferential calculus for operator-valued symbols

and the Moyal space
ME(BH, H)) = ME(BH, H)) n ME(B(H, H))).

We say two (left or right) Moyal spaces such as MP(B(H,H')) and ME(B(H',H")) are
composable when initial space H’ of one is the target space of the other.

Unless H = H’, we may not multiply elements of Moyal spaces with one another; hence,
in general they only form (vector) spaces rather than algebras.
As we will soon see, these definitions are related to and consistent with the literature.

Proposition 3.3.11 The three Moyal spaces admit a tensor product decomposition,
M (B(H, 1)) = M () ® B(H, H'),
ME(B(H, 1)) = ME(C) ® B(H, H'),

where ® can stand for either the e- or m-tensor product (cf. [Tre67, Chapter 43]), and
Mf r(C) and MB(C) are the Moyal spaces from [MP04, Section V.C].

Proof As subspaces of a nuclear space are nuclear (cf. [Tre67, Proposition 50.1, (50.3)]),
the three Moyal algebras for scalar-valued functions

ME (©), MP(C) € 8*(T*RY)

are nuclear as well. Consequently, the tensor product of them with B(#, ') is unique and
coincides with the Moyal spaces from Definition [3.3.10] o

Consequently, the mathematical properties of the Moyal spaces defined here are essentially
the same as the Moyal algebras from the literature (cf. [MP04, Section V.C]). One example
is the following

Corollary 3.3.12 Left and right Moyal spaces are related through the adjoint,
ME (BH,H)) = M8 (BH, 1))

However, in general, they are not algebras because when H # H’ we cannot multiply
elements in these sets with one another. Still, elements of composable Moyal spaces can be
multiplied with one another just as before.

Definition 3.3.13 (Extension of Weyl product to Moyal spaces) (1) Forall F € MP(B(H',1"))
and G € M} (B(’H,, ’H’)) we define their Moyal product as

<FﬁBG’h)s(T*Rd,Ll(H,H”)) = (F, (Gth*)*>S(T*1Rd,£1(7-t’,"r£”)) Vhe S(T'RY L1, H")-
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3.3 Extension to tempered distributions by duality

(2) ForallF € Mﬁ(B(H’, H")) and G € MB(B(’H,’H’)) we define their Moyal product as
<FnBG’h>$(T “RELUH,H)) <G (h* F)*>S(T*Rd,£1(7-£,?-[’)) Vhe S(T'RY, L1(H,H).

(3) When F € MB(B(’H’,’H”)) and G € MB(B(’H,’H’)) lie in their corresponding compos-
able Moyal spaces, we can define the product by (1) or (2).

Apart from making the technical arguments in this section, we will almost exclusively be
concerned with Moyal spaces M? (B(’H,, ’H’)) rather than left or right Moyal spaces. One
of the reasons is that we want #? to be associative.

Lemma 3.3.14 (1) The extension of the Weyl product to composable Moyal spaces is well-
defined and associative.

(2) The Weyl product defined on left and right Moyal spaces fails to be associative.
(3) When H = H’, left and right Moyal spaces Mf’R(B(’H,)) form algebras. And the Moyal

space M5 (B(’H)) endowed with the involution * forms a x-algebra. In that case, we will
refer to them as (left/right) Moyal algebras.

Proof (1) The strategy is to regularize the double product first, prove it for the regularized
expression and then take the limit again.
To make our arguments more explicit, for the purpose of the proof we will distinguish
between the left extension ]if (Definition [3.3.13] (1)) and the right extension tig (Defi-
nition [3.3.13] (2)). Lastly, we will also need the two extensions from Definition [3.3.8]
which we will denote with #&.; importantly, g* is associative when we multiply one
distribution with finitely many Schwartz functions (Lemma [3.3.9).

That being said, now we proceed with the actual computations. Let us pick two
distributions F € MB(B(H’,H”)) and G € MB(B(H,H’)) from composable Moyal
spaces as well as two regularizing Schwartz functions h; € S(T*Rd,[,l(’;'-[”)) and
hg € S(T*Rd,[,l(’;'-[)). Later on, we will let hy g tend to 13,/ 3,. Then for all test
functions j € S(T*RY, L}(H,H")) we can rewrite the left product in the following
fashion:

(mufl. (FEG )t Ry, J)

FIEG. WPith;)

S(T*RE,L1(H,H") S(T*RY, L1(H,H"))

E, (h*nS*JnB h*) ) >S(T*]R4,L1(H’,H”))

<
(7.
<F’ hits (GnS*hRnS*J ) >S(T*]R{4,L1(H’,H”))
(
(

2 F, ((rygl.G )*ﬁ’fs*f*)*>S(T*Rd,mmew»

(ruf2.F )% (GH2.he), J)

S(T*R4,LY(H,H"))
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3 Magnetic pseudodifferential calculus for operator-valued symbols

Note that we were able to use the associativity of #2,, exploiting that e. g. hLﬁg*F €
S (T*]Rd, LYH,H ’)) is again a Schwartz function by assumption.

We can compare the above expression with the result of a similar computation, this
time starting with the right product,

<thg* (anG)ng*hR’ j>s(T*Rd,L1(H,H”)) -

. *
= (6 (A8 ) B F) g

(PG, nit?jihy )
<
= (G, Pyt jib b
<
<

S(T*RE,LUH,H))

S* R>$(T*Rd,£1(H,H’))
= (Gt (it F)'t5.5)

= (hLﬁB*F)ﬁB*(Gng*hR)’ j>

S(T*R4, LY (H,H))

S(T*R4,LI(H,H")'

Indeed, the two expressions agree,
(Pt (FE2 G 1) = (hut2. (FHAG)2 he, J)

and taking the limit h; — 14, and hg — 14 gives F§#G = FfG.

S(T*RE,LLH,H)) S(T*R4, LY(H,H"))

Furthermore, this also implies associativity of the extension of ¥ to composable Moyal
spaces: adding two regularizing Schwartz functions j; z, we compare

(Lt (FEP O H) k>S(T*Rd,£1(’H,H’”)) N
= <(F G H., jf ng*kng*j;>$(T*Rd,£1(H,H”’))
= <G, (((Ht@*i}z)ﬁg* k*)ﬁg* (jLng*F))*>$(T*]R’1,L1(H’,H”))
= <G, ((Hﬁg*ja)ﬁ?g* k*ng*(jLng*F))*>S(T*]Rd,ﬁl(7{’,7-l”))

with

SR G CE0) R I
= <Fﬁf(Gﬁ§H)’ Ji g*kﬁB*j;;>S(T*]Rd,£1(H,'H”’))
= <G,((Hﬁg*jR)ﬁg*(k* ],,39*(jLng*F)))*>$(T*Rd,£1(H’,H”))
- <G’((Hﬁg*jR)ﬁg*k* g*(erLB*F))*>S(T*Rd,£1(?-[’,7-£”))

and see that they agree; again, associativity of ﬁg* was the essential ingredient. Taking
once more the limit j; — 14~ and j; — 14 and remarking that the limits converge
in the correct Moyal spaces yields the claim.
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3.3 Extension to tempered distributions by duality

(2) This follows directly from the definition. More specifically, if we follow Definition[3.3.13]
to give meaning to

FifGifH = (FE{G){fH,
FiEGHEH = FiE(G1EH),
we see that this implicitly chooses an order.

(3) Definitions[3.3.13](1) and (2) declare products on left and right Moyal spaces Mf’R(B(H)),
respectively. Thus, they indeed form algebras.

To show that M3 (B(’H)) defines a *-algebra, we first note that we can use either ex-
tension of the product in Definition [3.3.13] according to item (2) they are equivalent.
Consequently, also M3 (B(H)) defines an algebra.

Proving that it is left invariant by the adjoint, we note the relationship between left
and right Moyal algebras

Mi(B(H)) = Mg, (B(H))

proven in Corollary B.3.12] As the Moyal algebra is the intersection of left and right
Moyal algebra, we deduce M? (B(’H,)) is invariant under *, i. e. a *-algebra. o

Let us summarize some important properties of Moyal spaces. To formulate the statements,
we need to introduce the space of linear continuous maps

L(S®Y,H), SR, M) = {F € L(S®RL,H), S (RLH)) | ranF € SR, H)}

between Schwartz functions, defined as those elements which map into the Schwartz func-
tions again.
Similarly, we define the space of linear continuous maps

L(S* ®E,H), S REHN) = {F e £(SRE, M), S*RE,H)) |
3 continuous extension G : S*(RY, H) — S*(Rd,H’)}
between tempered distributions.

Proposition 3.3.15 (Properties of Moyal spaces) (1) The image of left and right Moyal
spaces under the magnetic quantization map are

op*(ME(B(H, 1)) = L(S®RE,H), SRE, 1)),
op*(ME(B(H, 1)) = £(S*(RE,H), S*(RE,HY).
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3 Magnetic pseudodifferential calculus for operator-valued symbols

@

Op” is a topological vector space isomorphism between MB(B(H,H’)) and
L(SRE,H), S(RY, 1)) N L(S*(RY, H), S*(RY, H)).

(3) Left and right Moyal spaces have the following characterization:

4
)

8*(T*Rd, B(H, H/))nBS(T*Rd’ KI(H/, H//)) C Mg(B(H, H//)),
S(T*RY, LYH, H)ES*(T'RY, B, 1)) € ME(B(H, H")).
The Moyal space MB(B(H, 7—[’)) contains S(T*R?, C) as a selfadjoint two-sided ideal.

MB (B(’H)) is a unital x-algebra containing S(T*R?, C) as a selfadjoint two-sided ideal.

Proof (1) This follows from a straightforward adaptation of the arguments in the proof

(2

€))

4

&)

of [MP04, Proposition 21] with the help of the tensor product decomposition from
Proposition B.3.T1k we just need to make sure to multiply only operators that are
composable in the sense of Definition [3.3.10]

This follows directly from the definition of
ME(BH, 1)) = ME(B(H, 1)) n ME(B(H, 1))
as the intersection of left and right Moyal spaces, and combining that with item (2).

We leave it to the reader to adapt the arguments in the proof of [[MP04, Proposi-
tion 22].

Here, we again need to make use of the tensor product decomposition of the Moyal
space (Proposition[3.3.11)) and adapt the arguments from the proof of [MP04, Propo-
sition 22] accordingly.

Closedness under the product can be inferred directly from the definition of the Moyal
algebra MB(B(”H)), Lemma [3.3.14] (3) and item (4). o

3.4 A pseudodifferential calculus of operator-valued Hérmander symbols

Everything we have done up until now was for the purpose of giving a rigorous description
of pseuododifferential operators for operator-valued Hérmander symbols. The idea is to
view functions like Hormander symbols and elements of L2(R¢, ) as tempered distribu-
tions, use the extension of the calculus from Section[3.3]and then study the range once we
restrict
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3.4 A pseudodifferential calculus of operator-valued Hérmander symbols

to a Hilbert space like L%(R%,7{) or some magnetic Sobolev space.
We first introduce the notion of operator-valued Hérmander symbols, which is the rele-
vant class of functions we wish to consider.

Definition 3.4.1 (Operator-valued Hérmander symbols) (1) Forme R, 0< 6 <p <
1 the operator-valued Hormander classes are the families of operator valued functions
st (BH, 1)) = {f € (TR BH, 1)) | IIf llnae < 00 Va,a €NL},

where the seminorms are defined akin to the scalar-valued case,

1f == sup (&)™ #1210 3882 £ (o, €) 30 700 ):

(x,E)ET*Rd
with the absolute values replaced by operator norms.

(2) For 0 <& < p < 1 we define S°%(B(H', 1)) := Upner Sp-5(B(H', H)) and endow it
with the inductive limit topology.

(3) We define S™°(B(H',H)) = (er S;’%(B(”H’,H)) and endow it with the projective
limit topology. This space is independent of the values of 0 < 6 < p < 1.

Since Hormander symbols are bounded in x, we need to impose stricter assumptions on
the magnetic fields, namely that they are bounded in the following sense:

Assumption 3.4.2 (Bounded magnetic fields) The components of the magnetic field B;; €
(e (R?) are bounded, smooth and have smooth derivatives to any order. All vector potentials
Ae C;’;(Rd, RY) for B = dA are smooth, polynomially bounded functions.

As we have already explained in Section [3.2.1] we may not think of
S s(BOH', 1)) # Sh5(C) @ B(H', H)

as the tensor product of the usual Hérmander class with the appropriate Banach space of
bounded operators, unless H and H’ are finite-dimensional. When one of the Hilbert spaces
is infinite-dimensional, neither SZt 5(C) nor B(H',H) are nuclear and there are several
ways to complete the algebraic tensor product.

Nevertheless, we are still able to exploit the tensor product structures of

SURI,H)=SHR) O H
as these are the spaces our operators are initially defined on. The magnetic Sobolev spaces

HMRY,H) :={¥ e LA(RY,H) | (PY"¥ e LA(R?, H)}
SH'RDOH
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3 Magnetic pseudodifferential calculus for operator-valued symbols

for m > 0 are just the usual Hilbert space tensor product of the magnetic Sobolev spaces
with H. The operator

(P = (V1+@r2)"

that appears in the definition and as a weight in the scalar product

(®,9) gm0y = ((PH)"@, (P)"T) (3.14)

L2(RY,H)

is defined through functional calculus for the magnetic Laplacian.

We can also define Hérmander spaces of negative order as the anti-dual of the corre-
sponding positive-order Hormander space, we just need to modify [IMPO7, Definition 4.8]
to include the #H-valuedness.

3.4.1 Properties of magnetic pseudodifferential operators associated to Hérmander
symbols

First of all, Hérmander class symbols are all uniformly polynomially bounded functions
and therefore lie inside the magnetic Moyal spaces (which can be proven by modifying the
arguments in [MP04, Section V.D]),

Sms(B(H, 1) € Coon (TR, B(H, 1)) € M(B(H, 1)),
and therefore they define continuous linear operators
Op'(f) : S*(RY,H) — S*(RE,H), (3.15)

which restrict to continuous linear operators Op*(f) : S(RY,H) — S(R?,H’) between
the corresponding Schwartz spaces.

However, ultimately we are usually not interested in operators between Schwartz spaces
or tempered distributions, they are just a stepping stone to define operators on magnetic
Sobolev spaces and other relevant Hilbert spaces. The basis for defining magnetic pseudo-
differential operators on Hilbert spaces is the rigged Hilbert space

S(RY,H) = HM(RY, H) > S* (R, H).

Vector-valued test functions S(R?, ) are dense in the magnetic Sobolev spaces. To con-
vince ourselves of that, we just express these spaces as Hilbert space tensor products and
invoke the density of S(R?) C HA"(Rd), m > 0.

Clearly, these nested inclusions allow us to define

Op*(f): Hy (R, H) — S*(R?, 1)

36



3.4 A pseudodifferential calculus of operator-valued Hérmander symbols

as the restriction of to the magnetic Sobolev space. A priori we do not know whether
the range is some H:\”/(Rd, H’), m’ €R, though.

The first result in this direction is a combination of the magnetic Calderén-Vaillancourt
Theorem due to Iftimie, Mantoiu and Purice, Theorem 3.1 in [IMPQ7], and the operator-
valued, non-magnetic version proven by Panati, Spohn and Teufel [PST03b, Proposition A.4]:

Theorem 3.4.3 (Calderdn-Vaillancourt Theorem) Suppose the magnetic field B is bounded
in the sense of Assumption[3.4.2] Then a Hormander symbol f € Sg 5(8(7{, ’H’)) where either
0<6<p<1lorp=256¢€[0,1), defines a bounded magnetic pseudodifferential operator

Op*(f) : L*(RY, H) — LA (R, H')

between Hilbert spaces. More precisely, there exist constants C(d) and n(d) that only depend
on the dimension of the ambient space that allow us to bound the operator norm

HOpA(f)HB(LZ(Rd,H),LZ(]Rd,H’)) S C(d) max ”f”O,aa (316)

|al,|a|<n(d)

in terms of finitely many Hormander seminorms.

Remark 3.4.4 Since the natural inclusions
sms(B(H, 1)) € Sm 5, (B(H, 1Y), m<m', p2p’, 5§ <8,

extend to operator-valued Hérmander symbols, it suffices to prove the L2-boundedness for
the case m=0and p =6 €[0,1).

Proof (Sketch) The proof is essentially identical to that of [IMPO7, Theorem 3.1], we
merely replace absolute value with operator norms where necessary. Therefore, we will
only sketch the argument.

The first step is to replace f € Sg,p (B(’H,H’)) with a Schwartz function and employ
[IMPO7, Remark 3.2]: multiplying f with a smoothened bump function y (eX) with com-
pact support and scaling the plateaux with ¢ € (0,1] gives us a sequence of Schwartz
functions for which the desired estimate (3.16) holds uniformly in €.

The second step proceeds under the assumption f € S (T*Rd,B(’H, H )) and relies cru-
cially on the Stein-Cotlar-Knapp Lemma; the latter states that under certain circumstances
sums of “almost orthogonal”, bounded operators are bounded. Since the “Hormander L
operators” used in the proof, Ly and M, act trivially on the B(#, H’) part, these arguments
still go through. To account for the operator- or Hilbert space-valuedness, we e. g. need to
pick u € S(RY, H) in Steps 1-2 and v € S(R?, H) in Step 3 as well as replace the complex
conjugate g(z, y;n) € C by the Hilbert space adjoint g(z, y;n)* € B(H', H). o
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3 Magnetic pseudodifferential calculus for operator-valued symbols

The commutator criteria we give in Section [3.4.3] below do the opposite of the Calderén-
Vaillancourt Theorem, it tells us which operators are magnetic pseudodifferential operators
with a Hérmander symbol.

A direct consequence of the Calderén-Vaillancourt Theorem [3.4.3]is the following

Corollary 3.4.5 Suppose the magnetic field B is bounded in the sense of Assumption
and either 0 <6 < p <1or p =6 €[0,1). Then a Hérmander symbol f € S;J"5(B(H, ’H'))
defines a bounded magnetic pseudodifferential operator

Op*(f) : Hy(RY, H) — Hi ™(RY, 1)
between magnetic Sobolev spaces for any s € R.

Remark 3.4.6 Compared to [IMPO7, Proposition 4.3] we are also able to deal with the
case p = 6 € [0,1). The main ingredient in the proof by Iftimie et. al needed was a
parametrix construction for (P*)™; the restriction p > & is necessary to ensure the remain-
der is a smoothing operator. When we replace (P4)™ by (P4)™ + A(m) for some suitably
chosen non-negative constant A(m) > 0, later results cited below guarantee the existence
of an exact inverse without remainder.

The proof also relies on a fact we will only prove below, Theorem [3.4.10] It tells us that
the product of two Hérmander symbols is a Hormander symbol whose order is the sum of
the orders of the two factors.

Proof Let us at first assume m > 0 is non-negative. The first ingredient is that the weight
(P = op*((&)™),

which enters the definition of H/T(Rd, ‘H), can also be viewed as a pseudodifferential op-

erator associated with (£)™ € ST (C). Moreover, it is evidently elliptic in the usual sense

(cf. also Definition [3.4.7] which generalizes the concept of ellipticity to operator-valued

symbols).

In fact, we may replace (§)™ by p,,,(§) := ()™ +A(m) where A(m) > 0 is a suitable non-
negative constant. Following the arguments of [LMR10, §3.3] which hinge on [[MPRO07a,
Theorem 1.8], we may choose the value of A(m) large enough so that the Moyal inverse
pVe e §75/(C) exists as a Hormander symbol, i. e. the symbol that satisfies

(-1 (-1
Pt =1=Pm P
At this stage we can drop the assumption m > 0: we can now define weights w,, for m € R
by setting

P m=>0
Wai= g T € STo(0). (3.17)

Im|

38



3.4 A pseudodifferential calculus of operator-valued Hérmander symbols

Importantly, we may replace Op?({£)™) by Op*(w,,) when defining the Banach spaces
H} (R4, ), for the norms are evidently equivalent.

Once we show that the composition of two operator-valued Hormander symbols is a
Hoérmander symbol whose order is the sum of the orders, a debt we will pay with Theo-
rem [3.4.10] below, we can finish the proof: using Op*(w,,) as a weight for the magnetic
Sobolev norms, we can insert the weights and factor the product as

|OP* () |- s 34y = [|OP* (W) OP* () OB (w_) OP (W] 54
= ”OPA(Ws—mannBW—s) OPA(WS)\IIHLz(Rd’H/) . (318)

SinceV € H ;(Rd ,H) belongs to the magnetic Sobolev space of order s, the vector Op”(w, )¥
L?(RY,#) lies in L2. And thanks to Theorem [3:4.10| we know

wo_nl* f1Pw_ € S5 (B(H, 1)) = S0 5(B(H, 1)

is a Hormander symbol of order 0; consequently, the magnetic Calderén-Vaillancourt The-
orem [3:4.3) applies and we get a bounded operator on L%(R¢, H) — L*(R%, /).
Finally, we can estimate the right-hand side of (3.18) by

..<C(d max W|| s s
(@), max 1 o) 191l ca70

and therefore, Op*(f): H;(Rd, H)— H;""(Rd, ‘H') defines a bounded operator. o

The previous statement is not optimal in the sense that f € Sm (B(’H ’H’)) implies f €

S’"er (B(’H, H )) for any m’ > 0. Thus, m does not necessarlly characterize the growth
of f as || — oo, it just gives an upper bound. The degree of growth is captured by the
notion of ellipticity:

Definition 3.4.7 (Elliptic operator-valued symbol) An operator-valued Hérmander sym-
bol f € SZt B(B(’H,H’)) is called elliptic if and only if there exist two constants C > 0 and
R > 0 such that

If Cx, 5)“6(%71') z "
holds for all |£| = R.

When f is scalar-valued, then real-valued elliptic symbols define selfadjoint operators. In
our setting, the real-valuedness assumption needs to be replaced by selfadjoint-operator-
valuedness.

Theorem 3.4.8 Assume the magnetic field is bounded in the sense of Assumption and
that the initial Hilbert space H C H' can be regarded as a dense subspace of the target Hilbert
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3 Magnetic pseudodifferential calculus for operator-valued symbols

space H'. Suppose h € 5;5(8(7-[,7-[’)) is a Hormander symbol of order m € R and type
0 < 6 < p <1 that takes values in the selfadjoint operators on H’,

h(X)* = h(X) VX e T*RY.

In case m > 0 we assume in addition that h is elliptic of order m (cf. Definition [3.4.7).

Then Op”(h) = Op”(h)* defines a selfadjoint operator on L*(RY,H). Its domain is either
L2(R%,H) (m < 0) or H;‘"(Rd,’H,) (m > 0); the space of Schwartz functions S(R?,H) C
L2(R, ) is a core.

In the above statement it is important that the selfadjointness is with respect to the Hilbert
space L2(R?, H’) (i. e. we need to consider L2-functions taking values in the primed Hilbert
space). That is because H C H’ is the “pointwise” domain of selfadjointness of the symbol

h(x,&) = h(x,&)".

Remark 3.4.9 (When m > 0 then p > 6 is a necessary assumption) While for many ap-
plications the assumption p > § is natural, for equivariant magnetic pseudodifferential
operators we invariably have p = 0 = §. Unfortunately, the case p = 6 € [0, 1) is not cov-
ered by our extension of [IMPQ7, Theorem 5.1]: a central piece in the argument was to
show that the graph norm is equivalent to the magnetic Sobolev norm. The upper bound
follows from Corollary For the lower bound Iftimie et al. constructed a parametrix
for the operator Op*(h), i. e. an operator Op”(g) which “inverts Op”(h) up to a compact
operator”,

0p(g) Op"(h) — 15, =: Op*(r).

Such a non-unique operator Op”(g) can be explicitly constructed with the help of pseudo-
differential theory (cf. Section[3.4.2]and [IMP07, Theorem 2.8]). The assumption p > & is
necessary to ensure that r € S~ (B(”H)) ns—= (B(”H’)) is a smoothing symbol. If p =5,
then the symbol r € Szl’p (B(’H,)) of the remainder would be of the same order m as the
operator h. Therefore, the remainder Op”(r) would not even define a bounded operator
between L2-spaces.

Proof First of all, our assumption that h(x, {)* = h(x, &) takes values in the selfadjoint
operators means that the domain of selfadjointness D(h(x, 3 )) = H is just the Hilbert space
H € H’. And to allow for h(x, &) taking values in the unbounded selfadjoint operators on
‘H’, the subspace H only needs to be dense. Further, the selfadjointness of h(x,&)* =
h(x, &) implies that the pointwise adjoint h(x, £)* again defines a bounded operator from
‘H to H’ rather than the other way around.

We can check by hand that Op?(h) is symmetric on S(R?, ) € S(R?, H"): for all ¢, €
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3.4 A pseudodifferential calculus of operator-valued Hérmander symbols

S(RY, ) we plug in the selfadjointness of h(x, £) = h(x, £)* and compute
<¢) OPA(h)l,b >L2(Rd,H’) =

! dx f dy J. dne = e e Jlen? <<l5(x) ,h(§(x+y), H)TP(J’»H,
Rd Rd

T @2n)Y ).

(27lr)d j dXJ dJ’f d (400 S n(5(x + y), 1) (x), YO,
R Rd Rd
= <OpA(h)¢’ ¢>L2(]Rd,’H/) :

To get to the last equality, we remark that x and y now play opposite roles of one an-
other and [ex, ey] = —[ey, ex] reverses the orientation of the line integral. Consequently,
Op*(f )l s(ra 24 is @ symmetric operator.

In fact, Corollary [3.4.5]tells us that

H* := Op*(h) : HJ'(R*, H) — L*(R*, H)

defines a bounded extension of Op?(h), and the above computation applies verbatim to
when

¢, € HY (R, H) € LA(RY, H) € LA (R, )

are taken from the larger subspace of L2(R¢, 1").

The ellipticity of h implies that the graph norm of H* is equivalent to the Sobolev norm:
we just write H:\"(Rd,’;'-[) = HE(Rd) ® H as a (Hilbert space) tensor product, and apply
[IMPQ7, Lemma 4.3 (3)].

It remains to check that the domain

D(H*") = D(H*) = HMRY, H) € LA(RY, H')

of the adjoint operator coincides with the domain of HA. Writing out the definition of the
adjoint operator, we see that for any ® € D(H") there exists ¥ € L2(R?, 1) so that

<HA(105 ¢>L2(Rd,?-[’) = ((109 \I/)LZ(]Rd,H’)

holds for all ¢ € S(RY,#). This proves HA"® = ¥ € S*(R¢, ) in the weak sense.
Invoking Corollary(3.4.5]once more tells us that & € H}! (RY, ) must hold, which proves
the first (and only non-trivial) inclusion in

D(H*) € D(H*) € D(HY).

Thus, H* = H*" is selfadjoint and S(R?,H) a core. .
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3.4.2 The magnetic Weyl product and its asymptotic expansions

The extension of the Weyl product to operator-valued Hérmander symbols is straightfor-
ward: we just need to replace the absolute value by operator norms in the estimates. While
in principle, it is not clear that derivatives of an operator-valued function f : T*R? —s
B(H,H’) need to take values in B(H,H’) as well, this assumption is baked into the defi-
nition of the operator-valued Hérmander classes.

Theorem 3.4.10 (Composition of operator-valued Hérmander symbols) Suppose the mag-
netic field is bounded in the sense of Assumption [3.4.2]and (p, &) which determine the order

of the symbol class satisfy either 0 < 6 <p <1or0<p <1and 6§ =0. Then Weyl product
defines a continuous, bilinear map between operator-valued Hormander spaces

1 ST (B(H, H)) x Sy (B(H, H')) — S5 (BOH, 1))

Since the extension is really just a matter of replacing absolute values by suitable operator
norms as well as elementary inequalities like

1G22 e = 1Dl 180 Dl

we will not bother repeating one of the existing proofs; we refer the interested reader to
[IMPO7, Theorem 2.6] for when 0 < § < p < 1 or [Leil0, Appendix D] for the case 6 =0,
0<p<l1.

Remark 3.4.11 It also makes sense to consider products of operator-valued and scalar-
valued symbols, we just need to identify f = f ® 1, € S’T’%((C) c S’T’%(B(H)). Therefore,
the above Theorem implies the continuity of the maps

£ : S0 (C) x S (B(H, H')) — 15 (B(H, 1),

1 SIS (BOH, M) x S5 (C) — 15 (B(H, 1))
The Weyl product admits asymptotic expansions in small parameters. For example, if we
scale the magnetic field B — AB by a coupling parameter A, the leading-order term in the
A-expansion of the Weyl product

fPg =g +0M)
is the non-magnetic Weyl product #3=°. Similarly, we can obtain expansions in the semi-
classical parameter ¢ and simultaneously in € and A. Just like with the product itself, the
proofs from [Leil(Q] carry over after minimal modifications.

Still, we need to clarify what we mean by asymptotic expansion: many constructions in
pseudodifferential theory yield symbols that are defined order-by-order in a small param-
eter € (such as € or A1), and we need to make sense of formal (or asymptotic) sums

oo

fE Xzenfn'

n=0
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3.4 A pseudodifferential calculus of operator-valued Hérmander symbols

Here, each of the terms f, € S;;n“ e _5)(5’(7-[,%’)) belongs to a particular symbol class.
The parameter u > 0 determines whether and how quickly the order of the symbol classes
decreases as n — 00; typically, one assumes uy > 0, but to ensure all statements cover
equivariant symbol classes from Section 4}, we will allow u = 0 as well.

At least when u > 0 each formal sum has many resummations (cf. [[Fol89, Proposi-
tion 2.26] and [RT10, Proposition 2.5.33]), but the difference between two resummations
is O(€*°) small. What this means in mathematical terms is covered in the next definition:

Definition 3.4.12 (Asymptotic Hormander symbol class AS’: E(B(’H, H’ ))) Lete €(0,€p),
€y < 1, be a small parameter; u >0, meRand 0< 6 < p <1. Amap

e~ foeSns(B(H, M)

is called an asymptotic Hérmander symbol of order m and type (p, &) if and only if there
exists a sequence {f,},en, of Hsrmander symbols f, € S’Tg"“ e _5)(8(’}{,’}-{’)) such that

N
£, _Zenfn =0 e SZ;(NHMP_S)(B(H,H’))

n=0

holds uniformly in the following sense: for all N € N, and all multi indices a,a € Ng there
exists a constant Cy o, > O that is independent of € such that for all € € (0, ey) we have

N

fe_Zenfn

n=0

< Cnaa€" ™.

m—(N+1)u(p—56),aa

We denote the space of all asymptotic Hormander symbols of order m and type (p, &) with
AS/T, 5(8(7—[,7—[’)); it is endowed with the inductive limit topology.

Moreover, we denote the space of formal (or asymptotic) sums with ZIS,'J" 5(8(7—[,7—[’)); it is
endowed with the inductive limit topology.

One of the authors extended this definition to the case where one has two small parame-
ters; we refer the reader to [[Leil0, Definition 2.3].

Remark 3.4.13 (Explicit description of the topology of ASL" 5 (B(’H, 7—['))) We were un-

able to find an explicit description of the topology of ASI'J"’ 5(8(7—[,7-{,')) in the literature.
Suppose, we are given some N € N, and consider the Hormander symbols that admit
an expansion up to O(eV*1). Specifically, we are interested in maps € — f. that can be
written as the finite sum

N

fe ZZEan+6N+1RN’

n=0
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where the f, € Sm e m(B(’H #H')),n=0,...,N, as well as the remainder

N
Ry = e vy (fe - Z e f”) € SIT,;(NH)MP_S)(B(%’ H/))

n=0

need to lie in the appropriate Hérmander classes by definition. Asymptotic symbols with
an expansion up to order N can therefore be identified with

N+
ANs™ (BOH. H)) - @ ST O (B(H, H).
n=0

Clearly, these finite-order spaces carry a Fréchet topology and nest into one another,
ANST(B(H, M) € ANST (B(H, H)).
Hence, we may view the space of asymptotic Hérmander symbols

AST (B(H, H) := (] AYST5(B(H, 1))

NeN,

as the inductive limit of the finite-order spaces; to unburden the notation, we do not make
the dependence of ASZl’ E(B(’H, ’H’)) on u explicit.
Note, however, that the ASL" 5(B(H, H’ )) are not Fréchet spaces as they are no longer

Hausdorff: each formal sum Zzo e" f,, has several resummations. To see this, we topolo-
gize the space of formal sums. As before, we begin with the space of finite sums

sNS™ (B(H, H)) - @s’" (B, H)) G VST (B, H)),

u=p.6

which differs from A’;’ S;” 5(5’(7—[,7—[’)) only in that we discard the last term in the direct
sum for the remainder. As before, these spaces nest into one another and the intersection
mSm (B, M) = ) =Nsm s (B(H,H))
NeN,
of all finite sum spaces is therefore naturally endowed with the inductive limit topology.
When u > 0 and p > &, the order m—nu(p —&) — —oo of the Hérmander spaces tend
to —oo. Consequently, the difference

fo= D € fy=0(e) € 57°(B(H, 1))

n=0
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3.4 A pseudodifferential calculus of operator-valued Hérmander symbols

is a smoothing symbol. Conversely, results such as [[Fol89, Proposition 2.26] or [RT10,
Proposition 2.5.33] explain how to construct a resummation from a given formal sum; the
constructive proofs make clear that resummations are not unique, and different resumma-
tions differ by S_°°(B(7-{,,7-{,’)). Put succinctly, for this choice of parameters the space of
asymptotic Hormander symbols is related to the space of asymptotic sums by

AS™ (B, 1) [s7°(B(H, 1)) 2 287 (B(H, H))-
Hence, the relationship between the two mimics that of £P(R?) and LP(R?) = £P(R?) / ~.

In perturbative expansions one constructs a formal sum Z:ZO €" f, order-by-order from
some recursive procedure and not an asymptotic symbol f,. Fortunately, when p > 6 and
u > 0 we usually need not distinguish between formal sums and asymptotic symbols.

Lemma 3.4.14 Suppose p > 6 and u > 0. Then there is a one-to-one correspondence be-
tween asymptotic symbols and formal sums up to S~° (B(H, ’H’)) and O(e®°) in the following
sense: any asymptotic symbol f, € AS;" 5(8(7—[, H )) determines the coefficients in the formal
sum Y, 2 € f, € ZS{T’S(B‘(’H,H’)).

Conversely, any formal sum Z::Zo e"f, € 2525(8(7-[,7-[’)) admits a resummation f, €
AS"J"(S(B(H,H’)) so that

fo= D € f = 0(e®) € S~ (B(H, H)).
n=0
The resummation is unique up to S_W(B(H, ’H/)) and O(e®), i. e. the difference of two
resummations f. — f. = O(e®) € S“”(B(H, ’H')) is a smoothing symbol.

Proof The first implication, determining the formal sum from an asymptotic symbol, fol-
lows directly from the definition of ASZI, 5(B(’H, H )).

Only for the other direction do we need the assumption p > & and y > 0: suppose
we are given a formal sum Z:io e"f, € ZIS,T’ 5(_8(7—[,7—[’)). Then we can use the strategy
in the proofs of [[Fol89, Proposition 2.26] or [RT10, Proposition 2.5.33] to construct a
resummation f, with the help of a cutoff function; the assumptions p > 6 and y > 0
ensure that the order

m—nu(p — &) == —00

of the terms goes to —oo independently of m € R. Clearly, the resummation depends
on our choice of cutoff function, but ultimately, the difference amounts to a smoothing
symbol S™° (B(”H,”H’)) of order €*°. The operator-valuedness only enters insofar that
we need to replace the ordinary Hormander seminorms by the operator-valued ones from

Definition [3.4.1] -
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3 Magnetic pseudodifferential calculus for operator-valued symbols

Remark 3.4.15 (No results for resummations when u= 0 or p = 6) Despite a thorough
search of the literature, we were unable to find results that proved the existence of resum-
mations for when p = & or u = 0. The proofs for the case p > & such as [[Fol89, Propo-
sition 2.26] or [[RT10, Proposition 2.5.33] are constructive, and they fail when p = & or

u=0.

Asymptotic expansions of the Weyl product are naturally formulated on asymptotic Hor-
mander symbol classes:

Theorem 3.4.16 (Asymptotic expansions of ) Suppose the magnetic field is bounded in
the sense of Assumption [3.4.2]and p € [0, 1]. Then the Weyl product

17 SO (B(H, 1)) x S (B, 1)) — ST (B(H, 1)

has asymptotic expansions in €, A as well as € and A, all of which define bilinear continuous
maps

17 AS)(B(H, H')) x AS)% (B(H/, 1)) — AS] ™ (B(H, 1)),
5 - 25’"1 o(B(H, 1)) x 2872 (B(H/, H')) — 8™ (B(H, H")).

The terms of the expansion can be found in [LeilQ ], specifically Theorems 1.1 and 2.12.

Note that asymptotic expansions other than the expansion in € and A have been considered
in the literature. In [[FL13] one of the authors showed how to obtain the semirelativistic
limit of the Dirac dynamics; the scaling £ = v/c and A = v*/c2 emerges then, where v is the
typical speed the particle travels at and c is the speed of light.

Remark 3.4.17 We reckon we can extend the above theorem to symbol classes S;l where
0 < 6 < p <1, all one needs to do is extend the existence results of the oscillatory integral
in [[LeilQ, Appendix D].

One important application is the existence of a parametrix for elliptic magnetic pseudodif-
ferential operators. When a scalar-valued pseudodifferential operator Op(f) possesses a
bounded inverse, then its parametrix is the asymptotic expansion of

() = D 0p(g,)
n=0

One of the most common applications is the case f = h—z, z € C\ o(Op*(h)), where
Op”(h) defines a selfadjoint operator. Then the parametrix yields an asymptotic expansion
of the operator resolvent. However, there are situations where Op”(f) is not invertible,
but the parametrix nevertheless exists. While this may seem like a downside, in many
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applications it is actually a feature and not a bug. For example, one can still formulate a
holomorphic functional calculus analogous to the one described in Section[3.4.4]below and
define e. g. projections perturbatively order-by-order [[PST02; DL11}; [FL.13;DL14a; FT16].
Moreover, they enter in the proofs of many technical results such as that of Corollary[3.4.5]

Given that there are many asymptotic expansions of the magnetic Weyl product (cf. e. g. [Leil0;
FL13]), we will keep the discussion a bit more abstract.

Proposition 3.4.18 (Existence of a left parametrix) Suppose he magnetic field B is bounded
in the sense of Assumption Furthermore, we make the following assumptions:

(a) We are given a symbol f € SZI’B(B(H,’H’)), meRand p>6=0.

(b) We are given an asymptotic expansion of the magnetic Weyl product

hiPk < Z e" (WP k) € AT (B(H, H"))

n=0

of h € ASTS(B(H',H")) and k € AS}%(B(H, ")) in a small parameter € < 1 in the
sense of Definition B.4.12lwith u > 0.

(c) There exists a symbol g, € S;”:;(B(H/,’H)) that satisfies
g’ f =1,y =0(e) € S;fg("_&(B(H)).

Then there exists a symbol

[ee]

f(_l)e = Z en fn(—l)e e S’:’rg(B(/H/, 7‘[))

n=0

called the left parametrix, which is the inverse with respect to ¥ up to O(e*°),
FOVBf — 14 = O(e™) € ST°(B(H)).

The terms fn(_l)e € S;"g_n“(p _5)(5’(7-[’, ’H)) can be computed explicitly order-by-order, and the
Oth-order term fo(_l)f = g, is the symbol from assumption (c). The symbol f Ve is unique
up to O(e*®) € S‘w(B(H’,H)).

Proof The strategy of the proof is quite standard and can be found in e. g. [IMP07, The-
orem 2.8]. At the core the idea is to derive the asymptotic expansion of the inverse f (1)
from the inversion defect

ro=¢e (g’ f —14)=0Q1) € S;f:ﬁ(p_a)(g(%))
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that belongs to the associated symbol class by assumption (c). Since we have added a factor
of €71, the inversion defect is r, = O(1). Now we define another symbol by asymptotically
summing the formal geometric series

oo
ri=1,4+ Z(—])" e’ rgﬁn
n=1

where roB ":=roff -+ 181y is the n-fold Weyl product of r, with itself. Formally, r = (1,,—

€ ro)(_l)e is just the inverse of 1,, — e ry with respect to the magnetic Weyl product, which
explains why

F =g,
is a left-inverse of f,
fOVABE — 1, =rtB(erg—14) = O(e™) € S (B(H)).
Doing this rigorously just amounts to checking that order-by-order in € the terms cancel.

An analogous statement holds for the right parametrix. Since the proof is a straightforward
modification of the one above, we will omit it for brevity.

Corollary 3.4.19 (Existence of a right parametrix) Suppose we are in the setting of Propo-
sition but we replace assumption (c) with

() There exists a symbol g, € 552(5’(7-[’,7-[)) that satisfies
F1P 80— 13 = O(e) € SHP D (B(H)).

Then there exists a symbol

(ee]
FED = Z e fD e sTm(B(H, H))
n=0
called the right parametrix, which is the inverse with respect to # up to O(e*°),

FEEFED—1,, = O(e®) € S™°(B(H)).

The terms f P € S;rg_"“ (e _5)(5’(7-[/, 7—[)) can be computed explicitly order-by-order, and the

Oth-order term f Vo = g, is the symbol from assumption (c’). The symbol f e is unique
up to O(e*) € S~°(B(H', H)).
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One can combine Proposition[3.4.18]and Corollary[3.4.19]to deduce the existence of a (left
and right) parametrix.

Corollary 3.4.20 (Existence of a parametrix) Suppose the conditions listed in Proposition[3.4.18|
and Corollary[3.4.19]are satisfied. Moreover, we make the following additional assumptions:

(a”) The Hilbert space H — H’ can be continuously and densely embedded into H'.

(b T.he symbol g, € S’;”g(B(H’,H))from assumptions (c) and (¢’) is such that the express-
sion

gt f =13 = O(€) € S HP(B(H))

continuously extends to operator-valued symbols on H’' 2 H and the expression
1280 — 1y = O(e) € S HP 2 (B(H))

restricts to a symbol taking values in B(H).

Then the left and right parametrices fL(_m and fpf_l)f constructed in Proposition [3.4.18] and
Corollary[3.4.19] agree asymptotically in the sense that

D= {50 = 0(e%°) € 57°°(B(H)) n S (B(H)).

Assumption (a”) is quite natural when e. g. H = HA"(Rd,(C") and H' = H/TI(Rd,(C") are
magnetic Sobolev spaces of different orders. When m < m’ we can naturally include

H™RY, C") € H™ (R, C") the Sobolev space of lower order into the one of higher order.
A A p g

Proof Let us denote left and right parametrices with fL(_m and fé_l)g. Note that the
symbol g, that enters assumptions (c) and (c’) is one and the same.

Assumption (a”) is necessary to make sure e. g. we may view 1,, =14,
of the identity on H’.

Assumption (b”) tells us we can view the symbols

|7—£ as restriction

ro =€ (gl f — 1) € S5 (BH)) NS P (BH)),
rro = € (1P go—13) €S 5P (BO) N S PO (B(H),
as elements of symbol spaces that take values either in B(#) or B(H’). Thus, the symbols

L(_l)f and fR(_m constructed in Proposition [3.4.18]and Corollary 3.4.19] respectively, can
be viewed as elements of

f]f—l)e’fé—l)e c S;E(B(H)) mS;fg(B(’H/))-
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Consequently, it makes sense to consider the difference

L(—l)e _ R(—l)e — L(—l)gnB(]l _anfR(—l)e) _ (]1 _fL(—l)e ﬁBf)anR(—l)e
=0(e®) € S™®(B(H)) NS> (B(H)),

which, after adding and subtracting the mixed term fL(_l)f il i é_l)g, can be shown to be
small thanks to Theorem [3.4.10] -

Remark 3.4.21 (Existence of (left/right) parametrices when p =0 and u=0)

The conditions p > 0 and p > 0 can be lifted. For instance, when we construct para-
metrices for equivariant magnetic pseudodifferential operators, the equivariance condi-
tion (4.12) forces p =0 =6 (cf. Lemma [4.2.2)).

Fortunately, the statements and proofs of Proposition[3.4.18|as well as Corollaries
and [3.4.20] can be modified to cover the case p = 0 and u = 0. Here, all the terms and the
remainders of the asymptotic expansion of the magnetic Weyl product £ lie in the same
symbol class, namely £S7 o™ (B(H, H")).

The only price we have to pay is that the parametrix exists only as a formal sum, and not
as an asymptotic symbol. That is because we are not aware of a general existence result for
a resummation when p = & or u = 0 (cf. Remark[3:4.15). The lack of a resummation may
or may not matter: for perturbation expansions, it usually does not matter. However, there
are cases such as Theorem [3.4.8] where the existence of a resummation of the parametrix
is crucial for the proof. We will return to this point in Section [4.2.2]in the discussion of
Theorem

3.4.3 Beals’ Commutator Criterion to identify magnetic YDOs with Hormander symbols

The Calderdn-Vaillancourt Theorem tells us that magnetic ¥DOs defined from Hor-
mander symbols of order m define bounded operators H;‘"(Rd,”;'-[) —s L2(RYL,H). We
could turn this question on its head and ask: under what conditions is a given operator
a magnetic ¥DO defined from a Hormander symbol? The standard tool to answer this
conclusively is a commutator criterion, the most common ones being Beals’ and Bony’s
Commutator Criteria [Bea77;Bon96].

The first proof of Beals’ and Bony’s Commutator Criteria for magnetic pseudodifferential
operators is due to Iftimie, Mantoiu and Purice [IMP10Q]; however, rather than following
the original work, we will adapt a more modern and elegant proof of Beals’ Criterion given
by Cornean, Helffer and Purice [[CHP18]. We will show that it extends in a straightforward
fashion to operator-valued symbols. Small parameters do not play a role in the proof.
Nevertheless, we will include the semiclassical parameter ¢ and the parameter A for the
magnetic field strength in the formula below.
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3.4 A pseudodifferential calculus of operator-valued Hérmander symbols

The idea can be most easily explained for the symbol class
Soo(B(H, M) =C°(T*RE, B(H, H)),

which consists of bounded functions whose derivatives in x and & are all bounded. Any
fe SS’O(B(’H, ’H’)) defines a bounded magnetic pseudodifferential operator

Oop*(f) : L*(RY, H) — LA (RY, H),

precisely because we can control sufficiently many derivatives; this is the content of the
Calderdn-Vaillancourt Theorem [3.4.3]
If we reverse the premise, suppose we are given a bounded operator

F:L*(RY,H) — LR, M),

and we would like to know whether F = Op*(f) for some f € SS (B(H,H")). A pri-
ori all we know from the Schwartz Kernel Theorem [3.3.1 is that there exists a tempered
distribution f € S*(T*RY, B(H,H')) with F = Op*(f).

They key is to control “derivatives” of the operator F. On the level of operators we
can define a notion of “derivative” from the building block operators Q; and PjA through
commutators. More properly, though, we should refer to

adpa(F) := [PJA,F] = pfF —FPJA, (3.19b)
for j=1,...,d as derivations, because they satisfy the product rule (Leibniz’s law), e. g.

holds for all suitable composable operators F and G. Of course, in general the deriva-
tions need not exist. Indeed, their existence as bounded operators enters as an
assumption in Theorem [3.4.23] below.

Note that the commutation relations (3.2) for position and momentum imply the deriva-
tions do not all commute with one another, and in principle, their order is important. For
example, in the presence of magnetic fields two momentum derivations

adps 0 adpa(F) = adpy 0 adpa(F) + [P}, P{1,F]
= adp o adpi(F) —ieA[ B (Q), F]
# adps 0 adpa(F)

need not commute. This is where the Boundedness Assumption [3.4.2] on the magnetic
field B enters into our reasoning. It ensures that the extra term is the commutator of the
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3 Magnetic pseudodifferential calculus for operator-valued symbols

bounded operators B;;(Q) and F, and as a result its presence does not impose additional
regularity conditions. This reasoning extends to all other and higher-order derivations:
the extra terms that appear when changing the order of derivations involve B, derivatives
of B and lower-order derivations of F.

Consequently, the order in which we take the derivations is immaterial for characterizing
“smoothness”, and we may opt for lexicographical order,

3(%1”;12)F = adi} 0---0 ad;ZA o adgl1 0---0 adg‘; (F), a,ae Ng- (3.20)

This way we can express the C;° condition on the operator more compactly as

a(g:;‘j)F € B(L*(RY, H), LA(RY, H)) Va,a e N (3.21)

For practical purposes it is more expedient to directly work with distributions rather than
operators. We pull back the Banach space of bounded operators and define

W (BH,H)) = (0p) " (B(L2RE, 1), L2(R:, H)) ) € S*(T'RE, B, H)).
Because we can continuously embed the bounded operators into
B(LARY, 1), L3R, H)) € L(SRY, H), S* (R, 1)) = Op*(S*(T*RE, B(H, ),

and the latter is the range of Op” under the operator-valued tempered distributions (cf. Propo-
sition[3.3.3] (2)), the vector space A2 (B(H, H’)) indeed consists of tempered distributions.
Endowed with the pulled back norm

A A
1 Nl sz = [[OP* )| sroae 200200 30y

it again forms a Banach space. One of the advantages is that due to gauge covariance,
Proposition [3.3.3] (3), the Banach space 25 (B(’H, H )) only depends on the magnetic field
B rather than the vector potential A. With this notation in hand, we can reformulate the
Calderon-Vallaincourt Theorem [3.4.3] as

Corollary 3.4.22 Forany 0 < 6 < p <1 with & # 1 the Hormander symbol class
S? s(B(H,H')) = 2A°(B(H, H))
of order 0 and type (p, &) can be continuously injected into QIB(B(”H, 7—[’)).

When two such Banach spaces QIB(B(”H’, 7—[”)) > f and A8 (B(H, 7—[’)) > g are composable,
we can pull back the operator product to the level of distributions,

f8g = (0p") " (Op*(f)0p(2)) € W (B(H, H")). (3.22)
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3.4 A pseudodifferential calculus of operator-valued Hérmander symbols

Evidently, the notation is not at all accidental, for suitable elements, say Schwartz func-
tions, the product f#2g defined through (3.22) coincides with the magnetic Weyl prod-
uct (3.IID. Likewise, we can introduce a notion of adjoint * that assigns f — f* €
AB(B(H’,H)); note that the order of # and #’ is reversed.

Hence, the derivations pull back to Moyal commutators

ad, (f) :=[x, f1pp =, f — fHx;, (3.23a)
adg (f):=1[&;, f Iy := §1°F — FHPE5, (3.23b)

which suggests why the boundedness of 8((5’;2

tization f: formally, with the help of the asymptotic expansion of the Weyl product #? in
€ (cf. [Leil0, Theorem 1.1]) the Moyal commutators simplify to

)(F ) implies C;°-regularity of the prequan-

adxj (f)=+e iagjf, (3.24a)

d
adg (f)=—¢id, f —e A By de,f + O(e%). (3.24b)
k=1

Up to a prefactor, the position derivation equals the momentum derivative (the order is
reversed!); the momentum derivation involves both, x- and &-derivatives of f as well as
the magnetic field Bj;. We again see the Boundedness Assumption[3.4.2Jon Bj, € C;° (RY)
implies that we can control the derivations adxj (f) and ad 3 (f) in terms of derivatives of
f — and vice versa.

Just as above, we will pick lexicographical order for our higher-order derivations

8(gzg)f = ad?1 0-::0 adg‘: oad}! o---oad(f), a,a €N, (3.25)

on the level of tempered distributions. Again, due to our assumptions on B, the order in
which we take these derivations is not important for Theorem [3.4.23] below.

With these notions in hand, we can find an equivalent form for (3.21I)), which places
regularity conditions on the distribution f rather than the operator F = Op(f):

o“df e uP(B(H,H')) Va,aeNd

(x,€)
)

gielF € BLARY, H), L*(RY, H')) Va,a €N

As the notation suggests, in the end the Fréchet topology defined by the derivations (3.25)
is equivalent to the usual Fréchet topology of C?(T*Rd, B(H, 7—[’)) generated by the family
of sup norms of all derivatives 8;‘8;‘ f. Indeed, this is the point of view taken in [IMP1Q]
to prove Beals’ Commutator Criterion:
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3 Magnetic pseudodifferential calculus for operator-valued symbols

Theorem 3.4.23 (Beals’ Commutator Criterion) Suppose the magnetic field B is bounded
in the sense of Assumption Then a bounded operator

F =0p*(f) € B(L*(RY, H), L*(RY, H")).

is a magnetic pseudodifferential operator associated to a Hormander symbol f € Sg O(B(H, ’H’))
if and only if

AH S €2 (BOLHY) Va,aen.

Before we furnish the proof, let us give an important generalization that identifies Hor-
mander symbols S;"’O(B(’H, H )) of arbitrary order and more general type. However, to be
able to apply Beal’s Criterion [3.4.23] we wish to relate Op”(f) to a map between L2-spaces.
The trick here is the same as in the proof of Corollary[3.4.5] which states that a magnetic
WDO defined from f € S;J"O(B(’}-{,,H’)) gives rise to a continuous operator

Op*(f) : Hy(RY, H) — H ™(RY, H)

between the magnetic Sobolev space of order s and s —m.
One way to do this is to multiply Op”(f) with another operator that maps H; ™ (R4, H")
to Hi(Rd, H). Our choice is the magnetic ¥DO associated to the symbol

W, € S70(C) € ST (B(H)

defined in B:17). Importantly, wgn_l)“B = w_,, € S7¢(C) has already been demonstrated
in the literature (e. g. as a consequence of [IMP10, Proposition 6.31] or [MPR074d, Theo-
rem 1.8]).

For non-negative m > 0 it is elliptic and equals

Wi (x, ) = (§)™ + A(m),

where the constant A(m) > 0 is chosen large enough to ensure that the Moyal inverse

-1
wgn e =: w_,, exists. Such a constant A(m) always exists: the Garding Inequality for

magnetic ¥DOs [IMPQ7, Corollary 6.4] guarantees that OpA((E )m) is bounded from below.

Naturally, w,, can be used to define an equivalent norm on magnetic Sobolev spaces
by using Op*(w,,) as a weight in the scalar product ([3.14). Therefore, invoking Corol-
lary[3:4.5] once more, we may view

Op(wy) : Hy"(RY, H) — LR, H)
as a continuous operator that maps back into L2(R¢,#). Thus, their composition

Op*(w_,) Op*(f) = Op*(w_p, £ ) : L* (R, H) — LA(RY, H)
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3.4 A pseudodifferential calculus of operator-valued Hérmander symbols

indeed maps between L2-spaces, which proves
w_ntBf € A5 (B(H, H)).

To see where this condition comes from, pretend we already know f € S;J"O(B(H,”H')) is
a Hormander symbol. Then by virtue of Theorem [3.4.10] their product is mapped into

w_nt®f € STHOPST (B(H, H)) € Sp o(B(H, H)).

Derivatives of f in & lower the order of the Hérmander class by p whereas derivatives in
x do not change symbol class,

9292 f e si 1P (B(H, 1)) Va,a e N¢. (3.26)
We may equivalently express this as
W_mslapt 0088 f € S0o(B(H, H')) c AP (B(H, ). (3.27)

These arguments not only explain how to modify the condition in Theorem[3.4.23] it proves
one of the two directions of the following if-and-only-if statement:

Corollary 3.4.24 Suppose the magnetic field B is bounded in the sense of Assumption
Then a bounded operator

F =0p*(f) € B(HIRY, H), LR, H)).

is a magnetic pseudodifferential operator associated to a Hormander symbol f € SZI’O(B(’H,, ’H'))
if and only if

Womilalp PO e f € AP(B(H, 1)) Va,a e N (3.28)
Alternatively, we may put the weights to the right:

Corollary 3.4.25 In Corollary [3.:4.24we may equivalently impose

3(?5)fﬁBW—m+la\p e A¥(B(H, 1)) Va,a €N

This corollary follows immediately from Corollary 3.4.24] we merely have to apply the
adjoint *, which flips the order of w_, |, and a(“ Ag.

To tidy up the presentation of the proof of these two corollaries, we will factor out some
auxiliary statements and prove them first.

Lemma 3.4.26 (1) For Hormander symbols f € SZI’O(B(H,’}-{,’)) the derivations with re-
spect to x; and &; simplify to equations (3.24).
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3 Magnetic pseudodifferential calculus for operator-valued symbols

(2) We have the following characterization of operator-valued Hérmander symbols:

fesm(BH,MH)) =  lffe Seo' P (B(H, 1))  Va,a €N

(3) We have the following characterization of operator-valued Hérmander symbols:

fesr(BH,H)) = 3CYfesyP(BH,H))  VYaeN

(4) The first-order derivations (3.24]) define continuous mappings

ad, : ST (B(H, 1)) — Sy " (B(H, 1)), (3.29a)
ad, : Si'o(B(H, H')) — SIo(B(H, 1), (3.29b)

Thus, the higher-order derivations in lexicographical order,

3((;’5) : SZI,O(B(H: H)) — S,T,E‘alp (B(H, M), a,a €N,

define continuous maps between Hérmander symbol classes.

Proof (1) Given that the momentum derivation is defined in terms of &; € S%’O(C), The-
orem [3.4.10] guarantees that adgj (f) exists in S’T’gl(B(H,H’)). Moreover, we can
insert the asymptotic expansion of % in ¢ into adgj (f) and exploit that (x,&) — &; is
a scalar-valued function so that all pointwise commutators vanish. Consequently, the
asymptotic expansion starts at O(e) and adgj (f) e S’T’O(B(”H,”H’)) is at most of the
same order as f, namely m. This gives the first expression, equation (3.24D).

To handle equation (3:24al), we need to make some straightforward modifications to
standard existence results of the relevant oscillatory integrals such as [Leil0, Lemma D.3];
this shows that adxj (f) exists.

What is more, because the magnetic Weyl product of a function that depends only on
x with another function reduces to the non-magnetic Weyl product, we deduce

adxj(f) = Xjan —anXj = xjﬁBZOf —anzoxj_

Exploiting the scalar-valuedness of (x,&) — x; yields that the zeroth-order term in
the ¢ expansion, the pointwise commutator of x; and f vanishes. Moreover, all mag-
netic terms vanish, and hence, the asymptotic expansion of adxj (f) terminates after
the O(¢) term. Consequently, equation is exact and we deduce ad, (f) €

ST (B(H, ).

(2) The = direction is obvious, it follows directly from Definition [3.4.1]
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3.4 A pseudodifferential calculus of operator-valued Hérmander symbols

To show the converse implication, suppose 3((a g)) f€S50 lelp (B(#H,#")) holds true for

alla,a € Ng. When we choose a = 0 = a, the assumption implies f € S(’)"O(B(’H, ’H’))
is a Hormander symbol of order m.

Moreover, lexicographical ordering of the derivations yields 3((a ga)) f= 3((; g)) ( ((xo g)) f),
and we may consider position and momentum derivations separately. From the conti-
nuity of ad, on the level of Hérmander symbols and equation (3:24a), the momentum
derivations

305)F = ey a2 & 5351 (B, M)

reduce to the usual derivatives, and those lie in the correct Hormander class (x).

While we do not have such a neat equality for the position derivations, we may proceed
by induction to deduce that 8( o) f is a linear combination of derivatives of f in x as
well as terms that depend on (derlvatlves of) Bjand & f, k=1,...,d.

(3) This follows directly from (2).

(4) The proof of continuity for all first-order derivations was part of the proof of items (1)
and (2). That extends directly to higher-order derivations by induction. o

With this out of the way, we can proceed with a proof. While we could in principle ask the
reader to generalize Theorems 5.20 and 5.21 in [IMP1Q], we can actually leverage their
results and simplify our proofs. One substantial simplification is that we already know
w_, = wEn_l)“B € S‘m((C) holds for all values m € R. This either follows from [IMP10,
Proposition 6.31] and the Garding Inequality ([IMPQ7, Corollary 5.4]); alternatively, we

may refer to [[MPRO7a, Theorem 1.8] for a direct proof.

Proof (Corollary[3.4.24) —>: Suppose f € SZI’O(B(”H, ’H’)) is a Hérmander class symbol.
Then according to Corollary[3.4.5]to the Calderén-Vaillancourt Theorem[3.4.3]the magnetic
pseudodifferential operator

op*(f) : Hy (R, H) — L*(R?,H")
is bounded. What is more, in view of Theorem [3.4.10] the composition
W—m+|a\p ﬁBa;aaf € 52’0(6(%, H/))

is a Hormander symbol of order 0, no matter what multi indices a,a € Ng we pick. Con-
sequently, it also defines an element of Q(B(B(’H,”H’)) (Corollary [3.4.22)), and we deduce
that condition (3.28)) is satisfied.

<: Suppose the operator Op”(f) is such that equation (3.28) holds true.
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3 Magnetic pseudodifferential calculus for operator-valued symbols

When m = 0 and p = 0, this is just the content of Beals’ Commutator Criterion [3.4.24]

So assume m # 0 or p = 0; we will use a bootstrap argument to infer the case p € (0,1]
from the case p = 0 afterwards. Lemma[3.4.26] (1) gives us an equivalent characterization
of elements f € ngo(l’)’(’}-[, ’H’)) in terms of derivations,

w_, B a(“‘ g)) f €8,(BOH, M) Va,a € NC.

Since we want to invoke Beals’ Commutator Criterion [3.4.24] we need to prove that f
verifies the condition

5((55)( _nf®f) € AP (B(H, 1)) Va,a € N..

Fortunately, this condition is equivalent to (3.28): for any pair of multi indices a,a € Ng
we can use Leibniz’s rule to express

3@ (b, ﬁ) (C )
(X &) _man) - b+z (a(x &) (x g)f
p=e
= > (@QPw_)Pwa P w_n P80 f € W (B(H, 1)
b+c=a

Btr=a esd (C)CAB(B(H)) €AB(B(H,H'))

as a sum of derivations of w_,, = wfn_”t’* and f.

The first term in the product of the sum is an element of S? o(C) € Sg’O(B(H’)): from
the characterization of Hérmander classes through Lemma [3.4.26] (2) we have learnt

(d, /5) —m—|p| —m
6(x oW €S (©)c So, 0 (C).

Combined with 8 + y = a this confirms that the first term lies in 9 ,(C) ¢ A8(B(H"))
(Corollary[3.4.22). The second term is an element of A® (B(’H,, ’H')) by assumption. Con-

sequently, also their product is an element of Q[B(B(”H, H’)).
From Beals’ Commutator Criterion [3.4.23]we therefore deduce

w_ntf €89,(B(H, 1))

is a Hormander symbol, and we have shown the case p = 0 even when m # 0.

Lastly, we will consider the case m € R and p € (0,1]. Our arguments will hinge on two
facts: the first is the characterization of elements of S;"’O(B(’H, H’ )) in terms of position
derivations only (Lemma (3)). The other ingredient is equation (3:24a), i. e. the
fact that for Hormander symbols position derivations equal momentum derivatives up to a

factor (i)™ (Lemma (D).
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3.4 A pseudodifferential calculus of operator-valued Hérmander symbols

Consequently, with the help of the commutator criterion for p = 0 that we have just
proven we can give the following equivalent characterization for any f§ € Ng:

oD esyPP(BH,M)) = wonp, 005 F € WB(B(H, M) Va,aeNg.

(—1)s

m—(lal+|p)p DO the middle of the

But all we have to do here is insert 1 = w,,_(q+pppf° W
equation on the right,

Bala,a) B o _ B B B 4(a,a+p)
Worniplo 8 L F = (Wometplp P Wanqareine I (Womedaieipne 28 ey P ),

and consider the two factors separately: the first defines an element of Q[B(B(H’)) since
Theorem [3:4.10] and Corollary 3.4.22]imply

W—m+\ﬁ|panm—(\a|+\[3|)p c Sl—’gﬂ'\ﬂlp(C)nBS;’?g(\alﬂﬂl)P(C) c Sl—’gﬂp(c) c Q[B(B(H/))

The second factor is an element of 28 (B(’H’)) by assumption. Hence, no matter the value
pBe Ng the momentum derivative

ol f =(ey a2l f e sy PP (B(H, M)

lies in the Hérmander space of the correct order, which is equivalent to f € SF’?’O(B(’H,, ’H,’)).
This not only finishes the proof of the case p € (0, 1], but the proof of the corollary as a
whole. o

Now is our turn to furnish a proof of Beal’s Commutator Criterion [3.4.23] Clearly, one of
the implications,

fe Sg,o(B(H’ 1) = B&’g))f e (B, H)) Va,a €N

is a direct consequence of the Calderén-Vaillancourt Theorem [3.4.3]
Thus, we just owe the reader a proof of the converse implication of Theorem [3.4.23]

Proposition 3.4.27 Suppose the magnetic field B is bounded in the sense of Assumption[3.4.2]
Then the implication <= in Theorem [3.4.23] holds true:

FeSy(BAHLH)) — 3Laf ew(BOH,H)) Va,a € N¢.

More specifically, Lemmas 3.1, 3.2 and 3.3 as well as their magnetic analogs from [[CHP18 ] ex-
tend to the case where F and its commutators with Q and P4 lie in B(Lz(Rd, H), L3(RY, ’H’)).
That is, there exists an operator-valued symbol f € Sg O(B(’H, ’H’)) = C?(T*Rd, B(H, ’H’))
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3 Magnetic pseudodifferential calculus for operator-valued symbols

such that for all ¥’ € S(RY,H') and ¥ € S(R?, H) the inner product is given by the phase
space integral

<\IJ’,F\I/>L2(RL1’H,) = (3.30)
1 Yy .
- dj dxf dyf dn e % Jrexenh g in =) (W), F(0c+Y),m)¥()),,-
(27-[) Rd R4 R4

Equivalently, F = Op(f) is the magnetic Weyl quantization of f.

Areader looking at our straightforward modifications to the proof of Cornean et al. [CHP18]
may think our efforts are unnecessary. While morally, they are correct, we feel compelled
to give the details for several reasons. First of all, it is complex enough for the uninitiated
and merely pointing to it would place an undue burden on the reader.

The second reason is that — unfortunately — to our knowledge there is no abstract
result we can cite that allows us to leverage [[CHP18, Theorem 1.2] directly: intuitively,
we expect that because x; and &; are scalar-valued functions, the conditions derived from
the Moyal commutators are independent of f being operator-valued. Making this idea
mathematically precise will involve tensor products like

A5(C) @ B(H, H') # AP (B(H, H"))
and
Soo(C)® B(H, H') # 83 ,(B(H, H"))

for the relevant Hérmander symbol class. Unfortunately, the infinite-dimensional Banach
space A2(C) = ( OpA)_1 (B(L*(R?))) and the scalar-valued Hérmander class S ,(C) are not
nuclear (cf. [[Tre67, Chapter 50, Corollary 2], and Theorem 3.2, Remark 3.3 and Proposi-
tion 4.4 in [Wit97]). Therefore, left- and right-hand side are not even different: the former
is not even well-defined as there are several distinct topologies with respect to which we
can complete the algebraic tensor product.

Reasoning about topologies may seem like a minor technical detail, but it is central to
the proof: one way to understand the hitherto unproven direction of Theorem is to
prove an equivalence of Fréchet topologies; indeed, this is the point of view of Iftimie et
al. (cf. [IMP1Q, Theorem 2.5]).

The arguments in the proof of Cornean, Helffer and Purice [[CHP18] rest on Gabor frames
(cf. e. g. [[Chr16, Chapter 11]), which is an overcomplete set of vectors that in many re-
spects behave like orthonormal bases. Then they relate properties of the operator Op*(f)
to properties of the “matrix elements” with respect to elements of the frame they have
chosen:
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Definition 3.4.28 Suppose y € C° (R4, [0,1]) is a cutoff function that possesses the follow-
ing properties:

(@) suppy C[—1,+1]¢
b Zyezd %, (x)* =1 holds for all x € RY where 2y () = x(x—7)

Then for y € Z¢ and k € Z¢ we define

G’;k(x) = (2m)" e_i% Jexen x(x —y) etk
= (27‘c)d/2 e_i% Jieren® Xy(x) etik (=)
The Gabor frame {G‘;‘ X }yel" reza €Xtend straightforwardly to Hilbert space-valued L2-spaces.

Lemma 3.4.29 Suppose {@, }e7 is a tight, normalized frame of H.

(1) The set {G;‘k ® @ }yezt kezt i a tight, normalized frame of LA(R?, H).

nel

(2) For any ¥ € S(R?, H) left- and right-hand side of

W(x) = Z (G ® 01 ¥) o gy Gk () @ 0, (3.31)

yezd, kezd
neZ

agree for all x € R and the series on the right-hand side is absolutely convergent in the
Zl(Zd X Zd,H) sense. Moreover; the coefficients decay rapidly in y and k, i. e. for any
N € N there exits Cy y > 0 such that

DG ® 00 ) s < Crn ()7 () (3.32)

nel

holds for all y € Z¢ and k € Z¢.

Remark 3.4.30 Evidently, if H is finite-dimensional, the convergence of the sum in n be-
comes a trivial matter and the extension is immediate. Only if the index set Z = N of
the orthonormal basis is countably infinite, do we need to make sure that the sum over n
converges in a suitable sense.

Proof (1) According to [CHP18, Lemma 2.1] the set {G k} ] ] is a normalized, tight
y€Z® kel

frame. Then also the tensor product of the two normalized, tight frames {G;‘ ( ®

gﬂn}yezd’kezd is a normalized, tight frame of the (Hilbert space) tensor product space

nel
L2(RY) ® H = L2(R?, #) [KAO3, Theorem 2.3].

61
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(2) The normalized tightness proven in (1) shows that the sum on the right-hand side of

62

(331D converges weakly in L2(R?, ).

But we can do better than that: once we obtain the estimate ([3.32), then this will
imply él(Zd x 74, ’H,)-convergence of the sum in equation (3.31)).

What we need to study is how the scalar product
. Y
(G ® 0n ¥y 1) = f do (2m) ™ (x =)D e e (g, W)
R4

=(2n)™" f dx y(x)etikx e it Jewanen <(10n W(x + },)>H
Rd

= (.7-'()( T_Y(e“% Jieon® (P, T(- ))H)))(k) =: (.F\IJ?’Y’n)(k)
(3.33)

behaves as a function of n, k and y. Here, we have used 7, to denote the translation
of functions by y, that is (7, ¥)(x) := ¥(x — 7).

First of all, the above shows we can write this coefficient as the Fourier transform of
the C° (RY, H) c S(RY, ) function \I/;‘ o Given that Fourier transforms of Schwartz

functions decay rapidly, this proves that the coefficients decay as (k)™ forany N € N,.

On to the decay in y: let us pretend for the moment that y € R? is a continuum
variable. Then the rapid decay of ¥ € S(RY,#) and the fact that the derivatives of
the vector potential A € C;:l (R4, R?) are polynomially bounded imply that also

(1, x) = ¥4 (x)=y(x)7_ e+i% f[fwfle\I/ (x) € S(RY x RY
1rn g
is a Schwartz function in both variables, \I/? m(x) and all its derivatives in y and x
decay rapidly.

Because the Fourier transform in x is continuous with respect to the Fréchet topology
of S(Rd X Rd), we can estimate each seminorm of (y,k) — (]—'\I/?y n)(k) by a finite
number of seminorms of (y,x) — \I/? ,n(X). Hence, the coefficient (3.33) vanishes

faster than any inverse polynomial as |y| — oo.

The last step is to consider the sum over n € Z. As mentioned before, this is only
non-trivial if dim H = co. We again view all expressions below as functions of (y, k)
or (y,x). First of all, as {y,},e7 is a tight, normalized frame, the sum

Z<G¢,k ® ‘Pm\p>L2(Rd,H) ¥n
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3.4 A pseudodifferential calculus of operator-valued Hérmander symbols

converges in . Exploiting the continuity of the Fourier transform on & (Rd xRY, H),
we may interchange the sum over n € Z with the Fourier transform,

D61 ® 90 W) 00 = 2 (F U 7yl (0O 02))) 00

nel nel

= (‘7:(% T—Y(eﬁé Jiean Yinez (8n ¥ D)y ‘p")))(k)
_ (]:(X T_Y(C-H% Jeon (- ))))(k) =: (F¥;, (k)

where the convergence is understood to be in the Hilbert space .

Evidently, all the arguments we have made about (y,x) — \IJ? y (X)) € S(Rd X Rd)
and its Fourier transform regarding its behavior in y and k apply verbatim to

(r,%) = ¥ (x) € S(R! xR, H).

This shows not only the bound (3.32)), but also the convergence of the sum on the
right-hand side of equation (3.31) in the él(Zd X Zd,’H,) sense. .

For the purpose of the proof, we assume we are given orthonormal bases {¢,},cr and
{<P;,/}n/ezf of H and H’; these are of course also normalized, tights frames. The crucial
quantity are the coefficients

FA

Ny (3.34)

A / A
<G ' k! ® @n/ > F G)/,k ® ¢n>L2(Rd,H’)’
and we need to study its behavior as y, v/, k, k/, n and n’ vary. Formally, the operator
kernel of F is given by the infinite sum

KF(X X)_ Z ZF)/ ,vsk! ksn/,n yk’(x)GAk(x)|(’0n>’H’<(p"|H

'egzd n€L
Z l’eZd n'er’

Cornean, Helffer and Purice [CHP18] show how to deal with the sum over v, v/, k and k/,
and our job is to justify the sum over n and n’.

Fortunately, this is very easy. We will try to re-use the notation in [CHP18] as much as
possible. First, we show how to define

P ook = D0 Fo i [90)al 0l (3.35)

nel
n'el’

properly.
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3 Magnetic pseudodifferential calculus for operator-valued symbols

Lemma 3.4.31 Let F € B(L*(RY, H), L>(R?, H")) be a bounded operator, and {p, }ne7 and
{¢;, }wer be two normalized, tight frames of  and H'. Then the operator F ;‘,’ kK defined by
the right-hand side of (3.35) exists as an element of B(H,H’) whose norm can be uniformly
estimated in y, ¥/, k and k’,

—d
”F?’,y;k’,k HB('H,H’) < (27-[) ||X ||%2(]Rd) ||F”B(LZ(]Rd,'H),LZ(]Rd,H’))' (3.36)

Proof Pick some arbitrary vy € H and 1)’ € H’ and set

— A
U= Gl e,
/e RA /
V=Gl ey,

for some v,y’ € Z¢ and k,k’ € Z¢. The (potentially infinite) sums

V= Z (@n’ w)7—1 G‘?’k ® (-Pn;

neZl

W=l ) GL @

n'eZ’

converge in L2(R?,H) and L%(R%, "), respectively. Since F and the scalar product are
(jointly) continuous, we can plug in the sums for ¥ and ¥’ into

(VP9 e = 20 (@ (0100 V30 (G ® 0, FGA ® 0u) iz (3:37)
nr}g%
= F;",y;k’,k;n’,n (('pm w)?-[ (‘10:1/9 w/>7-£’

neZ
n'ez’

: <11b/’ F?’,y;k’,kw >’H’

Since linear operators between separable Hilbert spaces are uniquely defined by their ma-
trix elements, the above gives a linear operator

FA

. /
Y/’Y;k/sk . H — H .

Its matrix elements with respect to ¢/, € H’ and ¢, € H

(W FA i) = D0 FA swn (P (00 )20
7
nY}EI’

reproduce the coefficients (3.34).
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3.4 A pseudodifferential calculus of operator-valued Hérmander symbols

To show that ”F?’,y;k’,kHB(H,H’) is bounded, we apply the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality to

the left-hand side of (3.37) and plug in ”GA

y’k”Lz(Rd) =2n)™" |l |l 2(ray to obtain

KW' it Do | < IFllsgaaz 20z 20 9] g 2 [
= Fllseee, 2oy, 20m || Gl omey (G e gy 10 1 19112

= ) s gy IF Nl sz e 0,2 20 180l 119 -

L2(R4,H’)

The operator norm of F ;‘,’ ke €an be computed by taking the sup of the left-hand side over
Y € H and ¢’ € H' with ||¢]l; = 1 = ||yp’|l5. Therefore, the above estimate not only
shows F;‘,’Y;k,’k € B(H,H’), it in fact proves the desired norm bound that is uniform
iny,y €z and k, k' € Z9. o

Consequently, we can transliterate the arguments of [[CHP18] to the present context by
viewing F;‘,’Y;k,’k not as a complex number, but an element of B(#,H’). E. g. each finite
sum on the right-hand side of [CHP18, equation (3.2)] belongs to C° (_Rd xR, B(H, ’H'))
instead of the scalar valued C;° functions. Similarly, the sum [[CHP18, equation (3.3)]
should be understood in B(H,H’). Thus, generally, absolute values just need to be re-
placed by [l 534 20)-

As position and momentum operators act trivially on H and H’, we can directly extend
Lemmas 3.1, 3.2 and 3.3 as well as their magnetic analogs from Section 4 of [CHP18] to
operator-valued symbols.

Proof (Proposition 3.4.27) With slight abuse of notation, we will view H’ as a subset of
‘H and exploit the density when computing the operator norm

HF?’%k’,kHB(H,H’) = wiufﬁ }(wl’F;",y;k’,kw)H/}
il =1=l 3

by taking the supremum only over H’. Moreover, we will keep the magnetic field in our
notation, even though Lemmas 3.1-3.3 address the non-magnetic case.

To obtain the estimates in [[CHP18, Lemma 3.1], we merely replace F;‘, , with the

B
scalar product (1,[)’, F;‘, e kq,b)H, and repeat the computations for

(’)’1 —')’/1) <¢/, F;,q/’y;k/,kw>?-[’ = —<(8_1 Ql _Yl)G?’,k’ ®'l/)/, FG?,k ®’l/)>
+ <Gf,’k, ®y’, [¢'Q,F]G) ® ¢>L2(R’1,H’)+

+ <Gj,’k, @y, F(e'Q—711)G ® 1/)>

+
LZ(R(I’H/)

LZ(]Rd,’H’)
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3 Magnetic pseudodifferential calculus for operator-valued symbols

and conclude that each of the three terms is bounded: The boundedness of the first and the
last term stems from Gf’ (€S (R?). And the middle commutator is bounded by assumption
onF.

Taking the supremum as described above yields the desired operator norm bound. The
operator-valuedness plays no role, because Q and P* act on H’ C A trivially by assumption.

The estimates for the other, including higher-order commutators follow analogously,
which gives us Lemma 3.1 and its magnetic sibling.

The arguments in the proofs of Lemma 3.2 and 3.3 as well as their magnetic versions
can be transcribed in a similar fashion. To account for the presence of the small param-
eters, we e. g. have to replace the magnetic Wigner transform for ¢ = 1 = A in [[CHP1S,
equation (4.4)] by the appropriately scaled magnetic Wigner transform (3.10). o

3.4.4 Results on inversion and functional calculus

Probably the most important application of commutator criteria is to prove that resolvent
operators

(opt(h)—z) " = op*((h—2)"1#)

are themselves pseudodifferential operators. Once this has been established, we can pull
back a functional calculus to the level of Hérmander symbols: for suitable functions such
as p € C°(R, C) we can choose some quasi-analytic extension ¢ (see e. g. [[Dav95, p. 169,
equations (2)—(3)] or [IDS99, Chapter 8]) and use the Helffer-Sjostrand formula

¢P(h) = % J dz 3,3 (2) (h—2z)"Dr (3.38)
C

to assign another symbol to each ¢ and h. Alternatively, we may instead consider a holo-
morphic functional calculus

©B(h) := zi j dz @(z) (h—2z) Ve (3.39)
n T

for functions ¢ that are holomorphic in some neighborhood of the spectrum a(OpA(h))
and a contour I' that encloses supp ¢ N cr(OpA(h)) in the complex plane.

Theorem 3.4.32 (Invertibility) Suppose the magnetic field is bounded in the sense of As-
sumption p € [0,1] and that the Hilbert spaces H and H’ are isomorphic. Suppose
f e SZI’O(B(”H,H’)) is a Hormander symbol of non-negative order m > 0 and p € [0,1],
which is invertible as an element of either Q[B(B(”H, ’H’)) (m=0) or MB (B(’H,, ’H')) (m>0).
Then its inverse

fEs s;,"g(zs(%’,%))
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3.4 A pseudodifferential calculus of operator-valued Hérmander symbols

with respect to the magnetic Weyl product #? is a Hsrmander symbol of order —m < 0.

Iftimie et al. resort to Bony’s Commutator Criterion in [IMP10] instead of Beals’ Criterion,
presumably because it allows for a more elegant proof: rather than repeat the three-step
strategy, they were able to skip the bootstrap argument from p =0 to p # 0.

While we could establish that also Bony’s Commutator Criterion extends to operator-
valued symbols, we shall not do so here and simply repeat the above three-step strategy
from the proof of Corollary[3.4.24} we (1) establish the result form = 0, p = 0, (2) extend
ittom # 0, p =0, and (3) then prove the statement for m € R, p € (0,1].

Proof Suppose m = 0 and p = 0. Then Beals’ Commutator Criterion [3.4.23] tells us to
consider 8&1’;‘)) £V and prove that it belongs to 25(B(H/, H)).
The idea is to apply Leibniz’s rule to

f(—l)tB rle — ]l’}-L c Q[B(B(H))
and deduce
ad, (fCD#) = —f Ve Pad, (P FC2 (3.40)

as well as an analogous expression for the momentum derivation adgj ( FEDe ) As a prod-
uct of elments of AE(B(H', H)) and A5(B(H,H’)), we deduce that all first-order deriva-
tions are again elements of QIB(B(’H’, 7—[)).

This argument extends by induction to higher-order derivations. Consequently, Beals’
Commutator Criterion ensures the inverse f V% e Sg’o(l’)’(’H,’ , ’H)) is a Hérmander symbol,
and we have established the claim for m =0 and p = 0.

Next we consider the case m > 0 and p = 0. In order to apply Corollary [3.4.24] to
Beals’ Commutator Criterion [3.4.23] we need to verify whether w,, 2 3((;”5) FED belongs
to A (B(H',H)) or not.

When a = 0 = a, we exploit that f € S(')"O(B(H,H’)) is an invertible element of

MB(B(H,H)). Fortunately, we have already established that also w,, = w(_ e is invert-

m
ible in M2(C). Moreover, the relevant Hormander classes lie in the corresponding Moyal
spaces. Hence, the product
FHPw_ € Sgo(BH, HN)HPSH(C) € So(B(H, H'))

belongs to the Hérmander class of order 0 and type (0, 0). Moreover, it defines an invertible
element, because of the following computation in M5 (B(H’, ’H)):

(F1Pw_) T = w B F 0 € MB(BOH, M)
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3 Magnetic pseudodifferential calculus for operator-valued symbols

In fact, the inverse of the product ff#fw_,, exists in A® (B(’H’,’H)). The first step of the
proof (m = 0, p = 0) now applies to f f#w_,, and we deduce w,, % f "V e SS’O(B(’H', H)).
Theorem [3.4.10] on the composition of Hérmander symbols then directly yields that the
inverse

FE = w_ 8w F T8 ) € STROPSS o (B!, 1)) € Sop(B(H/, 1))
belongs to the Hormander class of order —m.

That leaves us with the case m > 0 and p € (0,1]. As before, we will bootstrap the results
for m > 0 and p = 0. Since we may choose w, = 1, we will immediately write the proof
for the more complicated case where m > 0 might be positive.

Our aim is to show

oLV e s PP (B(H 1) Vp e

which is another way of saying that f 1 e S?S(B(”H’, ’H)).
First of all, as the Hérmander classes nest into each other,

S (B(H, 1) €SP (B, H)) Vp<p/,

we may apply either the result from the first (m = 0, p = 0) or the second step (m > 0,

p =0) and deduce f € SgE(B(’H’, ’H)).
That means that momentum derivatives

ol fe = B f e e som(BH!, M)

are all well-defined and give elements of some Hérmander class whose order is at most
—m. Moreover, they coincide with position derivations by Lemma

Equation and the analogous expression for derivations with respect to &; allow
us to iteratively convert derivations of fV# into derivations of f times f(~V# . Thus, we
can express

BAla,a) 4B p(—1) _ B Al(a,a+B) £(-1)
Winriplpl O ey O [ ¥ = Wemeiplpl O ey S 7

= >, Capiay
Z?:la):a

Z?:l U‘jzo“"/3
1) ap, 0 —1);8 —1).5 (ag,0q) —1)p
W iplp an( 1), nB a((x,g) )frle( 1), ﬁB . uBf( 1), HB 3(,(,5) anf( 1),
= Sg;r\ﬂlp (C)nBSgE_(laHlﬂDp(B(Hl,H)) C S(;\(;ﬂp(B(H,’H))

on the level of Hsrmander symbols as a sum that involves f "1 and derivations of only f
(but importantly not f (D) Here, q := |a|+|al+|B] is the total number of derivations and
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3.4 A pseudodifferential calculus of operator-valued Hérmander symbols

the constants Cla}ia} € {0,+1} are either just a sign or 0 in case the combination of multi

indices (ay,...,a,,a,...a,) does not contribute. When the summand involves higher-

order derivations of f, some of the (a;,a;) = 0 are 0; those terms f (=L 4B 8((;"5’;1}' ) f=1y

in the product reduce to the identity.
In the end, each term in the sum belongs to symbol class
e N R HC RN N CURTD)
—layl
CSyo " (B(H)),

by assumption on f € SITO(B(’H, H )). Being careful to not forget the trailing 9% e
Sou (B(H',H)) factor, we deduce that

Wansiplp 28080 FCV2 € s VP (B(H/, 1)) € 28 (B(H', H))

indeed quantizes to a bounded operator on L? by virtue of Corollary [3.4.22]

Because these arguments hold for all § € N9, we infer from Corollary [3.4.24] that
AR = S;"S(B(H’,H)) belongs to the symbol class of order m > 0 and type (p,0). This
finishes the proof. o

Remark 3.4.33 The restriction to m > 0 stems from us requiring that f ©1# and its deriva-
tions define bounded operators. For example, if f € Sg’g (B(’H, H )) were of negative order

and suppose we know that fV# e ngo (B(’H,’, ’H)) defines a symbol of positive order, then
ad, (f D) = —fniPad, (£ F
€ Sy (BH, 1)) Sy0 * (BOH, HOMWPSg,(B(H', 1))
C Sg(B(H', H))

is of positive order and in general will not belong to QIB(B(”H’, ”H)). Consequently, we may
not invoke Beals’ Commutator Criterion [3.4.23]or its Corollary [3.4.24]

Existence of inverses on the level of Hormander symbols is commonly applied to resolvents
of pseudodifferential operators, i. e. the operator that satisfies

(0P (h) —2) " (0p*(h) —2) = 1 12a0 10,
(0p*(h) —2) (0P (h) —2) " = 1 2(ze 30-

Note that the identities in these two equations are not the same, but are defined over
different L2-spaces. Connected to that, depending on whether we are reading the upper or
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3 Magnetic pseudodifferential calculus for operator-valued symbols

lower line, we need to make sense of z = z 1 as an operator on L%(R?, H) and L?(R%, H’),
respectively. Consequently, we need to make one additional assumption: H < H’ has to
inject densely. Hence, we may view L%(R?,H) C L%(R?,#’) as a dense subspace of the
larger L2-space. Then 1 12(rd,3) 18 the unique extension of 1;2ga ); likewise, we may
view the latter as a restriction of the former.

Consequently, Theorem [3.4.32] immediately implies

Theorem 3.4.34 (Existence of Moyal resolvent) Suppose the magnetic field is bounded in
the sense of Assumption p €[0,1] and that H — H’ can be continuously and densely
injected into H'. Assume we are given a symbol f € S’T’O(B(H,H’)) of non-negative order
m > 0 and f —z is an invertible element of MB(B(’H, ’H’))for some z & O'(OpA(f)). Then
the Moyal resolvent

(f =)V e STH(B(H', 1))
exists as a Hormander symbol of order —m < 0.

We may ask for conditions on f when the Moyal resolvent exists. A common one concerns
elliptic symbols that quantize to selfadjoint operators:

Corollary 3.4.35 Suppose the magnetic field is bounded in the sense of Assumption
p €[0,1] and that H — H’ can be continuously and densely injected into H'.

Assume we are given a symbol h € SZI’O(B(”H,H’)) of order m > O that is elliptic in the
sense of Definition [3.4.7/lwhen m > 0 and takes values in the selfadjoint operators. Then for
any z & O'(OpA(h)) the Moyal resolvent

(h—2)"D" e S R(B(H, 1)
exists as a Hérmander symbol.

The proof consists of adapting the arguments before [IMP10, Proposition 6.31]. The es-
sential idea is that elliptic symbols can be used to define an equivalent norm on magnetic
Sobolev spaces and thus,

op*(h—2)0p*(w_,,) = Op*((h —2)tPw_,, ) : L2(RY, H) — LA(RI, H))

defines a continuous bijection with continuous inverse. Importantly, this is equivalent to
saying that the domain of selfadjointness is D(OpA(h)) = HA"(IR{d, H) = ran Op*(w_,,).

We take this opportunity to compare the Moyal inverse constructed here to the paramet-
rices from Section[3:4.2] At first glance, it seems that parametrices are — up to O(e*°) —
identical to Moyal resolvents. But this is not quite right. Instead, both approaches repre-
sent trade-offs: on the one hand, the (exact) Moyal resolvent uniquely locates the spectrum
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3.4 A pseudodifferential calculus of operator-valued Hérmander symbols

of Op”(h) in the complex plane. The advantage of using a parametrix is that in some cir-
cumstances we are able to construct an approximate resolvent even when z € O'(OpA(h))
lies in the spectrum of the operator. That is not contradictory: the parametrix exists only
as an asymptotic expansion, i. e. we have no control over whether and in what sense the
asymptotic series converges. In fact, when z € cr(OpA(h)) lies in the spectrum the formal
series for the Moyal resolvent cannot converge to a symbol (h —z)V: for which

(h—z)VefB(h—z)=1, and (h—2)fB(h—2) =1,,

hold without a remainder. These trade-offs will become even more apparent when we
insert the resolvents into equations (3.38)) or ([3.39) to obtain a functional calculus.

Speaking of functional calculi, let us briefly review the main ideas. The idea is to pull back
the functional calculus from the level of operators

e(0p*(f)) = 0p* (¢ (f))

to the level of Héormander symbols. Depending on the class of functions we take ¢ from,
we can relax or have to tighten the assumptions on the symbols. One general result ensures
the existence of a holomorphic functional calculus on Sg o(B(D).

Theorem 3.4.36 (Holomorphic functional calculus on Sg O(B (7—[))) Suppose the magnetic
field is bounded in the sense of Assumption[3.4.2] p €[0,1].
Then there exists a holomorphic functional calculus on Sg’o(l’)’(’}-{)), i. e. for any function

@ that is holomorphic on some neighborhood of the spectrum a(OpA( f )), equation (3.39)
defines a map

¢ = ¢P(f)e s (B(H))
into the Hormander symbols of order 0.

Importantly, f need not be such that it gives rise to a selfadjoint operator. While one could
prove this by hand, we will instead rely on abstract results, following the arguments in
[LMR10Q, Section 3]. The relevant notion is that of a ¥*-algebra. Suppose we are given a
unital C*-algebra 2 and a *-subalgebra B C 2 with unit. We call B spectrally invariant if
and only if BNYA~! = B~1, that is, if the inverse of any invertible element of 9B also lies in
the smaller x-subalgebra 9. Furthermore, we call 5 a ¥*-algebra if it is spectrally invariant
and is endowed with a Fréchet topology so that the inclusion B < 2l is continuous.

Let us check all ingredients in turn. We have assumed H = H’ in the above so that
2AB(B(H)) inherits the C*-algebraic nature of B(L*(R?, H)).

The Calderén-Vaillancourt Theorem [3.4.3]states we can continuously embed SS’O(B(H))
into QIB(B(”H)) (cf. also Corollary [3.4.22). Furthermore, the product of two Hérmander
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3 Magnetic pseudodifferential calculus for operator-valued symbols

symbols of order 0 gives another Hérmander symbol of order 0 (Theorem [3.4.10). The ad-
joint f — f* also defines a continuous maps on 52’0(5’(7-[)). Consequently, 52,0(3(7'[)) C
B (B(’H)) forms a Fréchet x-subalgebra.

We have also proven spectral invariance in Theorem[3.4.32] itself a consequence of Beals’
Commutator Criterion [3.4.23] Overall, this proves the following:

Corollary 3.4.37 Suppose the magnetic field is bounded in the sense of Assumption
p €[0,1]. Then 52,0(8(%)) C QIB(B(”H)) defines a W*-algebra. As such, it is stable under
holomorphic functional calculus, the set of invertible elements

(5°,(B0)) " c 28 (B()
is open and the map
frofresd (B(H)
is continuous.

The W*-algebraic nature of 52,0 (B(’H,)) is extremely useful in many applications. For exam-
ple, any closed x-subalgebra of a U*-algebra containing the unit element is automatically
a W*-algebra. Put another way, we are no longer obliged to prove an analog of Theo-
rem [3.4.32] for that smaller Fréchet x-subalgebra. That has been exploited in [LMR1Q;
BLM13], where the notion of anisotropic Hérmander classes was introduced; these are
Hoérmander classes where the behavior in x is characterized by a suitable subalgebra of
(e (R%) (e. g. symbols are Z¢-periodic in x).

Another approach is to impose more assumptions on the symbols and relax assumptions
on the functions . The Helffer-Sjéstrand formula allows us to make sense of ¢?(h) when
h defines a selfadjoint magnetic pseudodifferential operator.

Theorem 3.4.38 (Existence of a functional calculus) Suppose the magnetic field is bounded
in the sense of Assumption[3.4.2] p € [0, 1] and that H < H' can be continuously and densely
injected into H'. Assume we are given a symbol h € S;"O(B(”H,H’)) of order m > 0 that is
elliptic in the sense of Definition when m > 0 and takes values in the selfadjoint op-
erators. Then this defines a functional calculus for ¢ € C2°(R,C) via the Hellfer-Sjostrand
formula (3.38), and for each smooth function with compact support

¢®(h) € S (B(H', H))
defines a Hormander symbol of order —m.

Remark 3.4.39 The above results extends in a straightforward manner to many functions
¢ & C°(R,C) that do not have compact support.
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supp(¢1) L
/\

(1 1) U T

Figure 3.1: This illustrates the micorolocal construction of the (almost) projection 7(x, &)
in a family of neighborhoods. The relevant part of the “pointwise” spectrum
U(h(x, 3 )) we wish to isolate is colored in red. It is separated from the remain-
der of the spectrum (in blue) by a local gap.

Proof (Sketch) The proof consists of combining the ideas from the proof of [IMP10Q, The-
orem 6.34] with the strategy employed in our proof of Theorem 3:4.32] (Iftimie et al.
use Bony’s Commutator Criterion, which allows for a more straightforward proof. Instead,
we will have to repeat the three-step argument from before.) The essential idea is to pull
through the derivations into the integral,

(a,a) 1 ~ (@) o
Oy (P"() = L dz 3 3(2) 85 (=),
and then estimate the corresponding expressions for the Moyal resolvents. 5

Lastly, let us finish our comparison between Moyal resolvents and parametrices. Indeed, it
comes as no surprise that one can construct a functional calculus based on parametrices,
and ascribe meaning to

1 ~
mx, &)= — j dz ;¢ (2) (h—2) T (x, £) + O(e™),
C
provided the parametrices exist for all relevant values z. As the notation suggests, we may

construct 7 and thus, the operator Op*(r) microlocally. The price we have to pay is that
these operators are only well-defined up to O(e°°).
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3 Magnetic pseudodifferential calculus for operator-valued symbols

A common use case is to construct approximate spectral projections, something which
has been implemented many times in the literature (e. g. [PST03b;PST03a;PST07; DL11;
DI.14a; [FL13]). For the sake of discussion, we will dispense with mathematical rigor and
focus only on the ideas behind the construction. Let us consider the expansion in the
adiabatic/semiclassical parameter ¢. Here, the terms in the expansion of #? involve point-
wise products of Bjy, the two functions and their derivatives; specifically, the Oth-order
term is just the pointwise product (of operators) (cf. [LeilQ, Theorems 1.1 and 2.12]). In
this circumstance, the invertibility condition (c) in Corollary[3.4.20] which is necessary to
construct the parametrix, simplifies to z ¢ a(h(x, 3 )).

A typical scenario is sketched in Figure 3.1} the relevant part of the spectrum o ,(x, &)
is the central band (colored in red), the remainder a(h(x, 3 )) \ Oa1(x, &) is the union of
the upper and lower regions (colored in blue). The two spectral regions are separated by
local spectral gaps.

To construct the (approximate) spectral projection Op”(r) associated to o, we need
to find a function ¢, which picks out o,. However, as the gap in Figure 3.1]is only local,
but not global, no single function ¢ exists that covers only the relevant red part of the
spectrum for all (x, &) € T*R? — we always get a contribution by the unwanted blue part
of the spectrum or miss part of the relevant spectrum for some values of (x, &).

Instead, we use the functional calculus for the parametrix (h —2)""¢(x, £) and define
7t(x, &) (micro)locally. We begin by choosing a suitable countable covering {U;};cz of
T*R?. Suitable means that on each U; we may choose a “smoothened characteristic func-
tion” p; € C°(R, C) that satisfies

bilogey=1  V(x,&) €U,
@ilotremoams =0 V(x,8)€U;.

The values ¢; takes inside the local gap on U; are irrelevant. Hence, we may use ¢; or ¢,
from Figure [3.1] to define 7(x, &) on the intersection U; N U,. Consequently, we are able
to patch the local definitions together for they are consistent, and we obtain a globally
defined, smooth function. To ensure 7 lies in some Hérmander class, we need additional
technical assumptions on h and the spectral gap.

Technically speaking, Op”(m) = Op*(n)* + O}, (¢°°) is only an almost projection as it
does not exactly square to itself but only up to O(¢°°) in operator norm. Nevertheless, very
often in applications we are only interested in finite-order expansions and the difference
between true and almost projections is not relevant. What is important, though, is that
this “approximate spectral projection” exists at all even when the true spectral projection
does not. Indeed, the inability of parametrices to reliably detect the spectrum of Op”(h)
can turn from a liability into an asset.

Equivalently, we could have used the holomorphic functional calculus with the help of
locally constant contours: the spectrum a(h(x, 3 )) decomposes into two disjoint, closed
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3.4 A pseudodifferential calculus of operator-valued Hérmander symbols

subsets, and on each U; we may pick a contour I that only encloses o (x,£). On the
overlap of two neighborhoods U; N Uy # @ the two symbols 7t agree up to O(e*°): the
complex integral only depends on the spectrum the contour encloses, and o, (x, &) is the
set where the parametrix (h —z)":(x, &) has its singularities.

3.4.5 Trace-class criterion for operator-valued magnetic ¥YDOs

The Calderén-Vaillancourt Theorem [3.4.3] gives criteria when a pseudodifferential opera-
tor defines a bounded operator between L2-spaces. However, this is not the only relevant
Banach space of operators one encounters in applications. The other standard class of op-
erators are the Banach space of trace class operators and its generalization, the p-Schatten
classes (cf. [ISim05, Chapter 2]). And one may ask under what conditions a magnetic
pseudodifferential operator defines a trace-class or p-Schatten class operator.

This line of inquiry has been addressed in the literature. The first work by [Ron84]
gave criteria for non-magnetic pseudodifferential operators for scalar-valued symbols; the
analogous results for magnetic ¥DOs is due to Athmouni and Purice [[AP18]. Stiepan and
Teufel [IST13] have extended the non-magnetic result to operator-valued symbols. The
next results follow from combining [[AP18] with [IST13].

To state the result, we need to introduce the Sobolev spaces of order (m, u), m,u € Ny,

wDr(TRE, X) = {f € LP(T'RY, X) | (x,€) > [| 9268 f (x, )|, € LP(T*RY)
Vlal <m, Vlal <}

that take values in a Banach space X'. For out intents and purposes, the reader may think of
X =B(H,H)or X =LP(H,H),1<p < oo (cf. Definition B.IT.3). When X = B(H,H’),
we can equivalently characterize f € W(m’“)’P(T*Rd, B(H, H’)) via the condition

(6, &)= (9, 8705 (x,E) @), € LP(T'RY) Vo €M, ' €', lal <m, |a| < p.

Note that elements of W(™*:P(T*R¢, X) are tempered distributions, which is why we de-
note its elements with capital letters. Moreover,

Since we may regard any element f € W™W-P(T*R?, X) as a tempered distribution
when X = B(H,H’) or X = LY(H,H’), we may use the extension of Op” from Propo-
sition [3.3.3] to tempered distributions in order to make sense of Op”(f) as a magnetic
pseudodifferential operator. The integrability of f in both variables and all its derivatives
up to orders (m, u) not only ensure that F_ f exists, but when m > d and u > d are cho-
sen large enough (as in the statement below), the (symplectic) Fourier transform is again
integrable in both variables. Hence, we may interpret equation as a Bochner integral
and bound the norm of the magnetic pseudodifferential operator Op”(f) by

||OpA(f)HB(LZ(Rd’H)’LZ(]Rd”H/)) <C ||f||W(myu)v1(T*Rd,B(H,H’))'
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3 Magnetic pseudodifferential calculus for operator-valued symbols

With the preamble out of the way; let us state the generalization of [AP18, Theorem 1.2].

Theorem 3.4.40 Suppose the magnetic field B is bounded in the sense of Assumption
and that f € W(m’“)’l(T*Rd, LYH, ’H’)) holds for m = 2[d/2]+ 2 and u = d + [4/2] + 1.

(1) The operator Op*(f) € L} (LZ(Rd, M), L3(RY, ’H')) is trace class.

(2) When H = H’ we may express the trace of the operator as a phase space integral,

TrLZ(]Rd,H)(OpA(f)) = (271'E)d f dxdé& TrH(f(ex, 5)).
T+Rd

Proof We will prove (2) in the process of proving (1).

Before we begin with the proof proper, we will justify a few simplifications. First of all,
we may assume we are dealing with the more difficult case where dimH = co = dim H’'.
Otherwise, one of the spaces is finite-dimensional, dimH < oo or dim#H’ < oo, and the
trace over H or H’ involves a finite sum. Then also all the relevant sums below will be
finite and questions of convergence do not arise.

To see this, we exploit that the trace norm of Op”(f) equals the trace norm of its ad-
joint: Hilbert spaces are reflexive, and applying [[Tre67, Proposition 47.5] twice yields the
equality of both norms,

HOPA(f )*||£1(L2(Rd,H’),L2(Rd,H)) = ”OpA(f )Hﬁl(Lz(Rd,H),LZ(Rd,H’))
= 00" || 2 o 2 120 20
< ”OPA(f)*HEl(LZ(]Rd,H’),LZ(]R’i,H))'

So we may use either Op*(f) or Op*(f)* in our estimates.

By its very Definition the operator Op*(f) € L(L%(RY, H), L2(RY, H")) is trace
class whenever its modulus }OpA( f )} € L£Y(L?(R%, 7)) is. Equivalently, we could have
used the absolute value |Op*(f)*| € £!(L2(R?,H")) of the operator adjoint. When # or
H’ is finite-dimensional, we pick either Op*(f) or Op”(f)* and exploit that the relevant
sums are finite.

Consequently, we will proceed under the assumption dimH = co = dimH’. Even in
this case, the above arguments tell us we may assume H = H’ and Op*(f) = |OpA( f )| >0
in the remainder of the proof.

The first step is to make a connection to [AP18, Theorem 1.2], the analogous result for the
scalar-valued case. For H we pick some orthonormal basis {¢; }rey. Then for each pair
k, j € N we therefore obtain a scalar-valued function

(6, &) = fi(x,€) := (i £ (x, E)p; ), € WPHH(T*RY, C)
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3.4 A pseudodifferential calculus of operator-valued Hérmander symbols

that lies in the appropriate Sobolev space.

Each of the f;; satisfies the assumptions of [AP18, Theorem 1.2] and hence, op’( fxj) is
trace-class for all k, j € N. Consequently, we may compute the trace as the integral of the
diagonal of the kernel (cf. [Bri88, Theorem 3.1]),

TrLZ(Rd)(OpA(fkj)) = j dx KJfkj (x, x)
Rd

1
(Zﬂ)d J.]Rd dx fRd d€ fkj(ex, 5)

1
B WL@ & L@ dE fij(x, €)- (3.41)

For the special case j = k this computation shows that Op”(f;,) = 0 is non-negative exactly
when f;; > 0 is non-negative almost everywhere. As our choice of orthonormal basis was
arbitrary, fi; = 0 for all k € N implies f > 0 on a set of full measure.

Our assumptions on f > 0 guarantee that the L'(T*R?, £!(#)) norm of OpA(f) is finite,
which implies the finiteness of each of the sums in

_ 1
re) N f llprre. i) = re) LRd dx Hf(X)|

1
(2me)d T+Rd

LI(H)

dX > (i1 £ (XDpi )y,

keN

:;w@ dX fire(X) = D Tr (0P (i) < 00

T*Rd keN

Next, let us pick some arbitrary orthonormal basis {y,},cy of L2(R?). Then the (Hilbert
space) tensor product decomposition of L2(R?, H) = L%(R?) ® H means { In® cpk}

is
n,keN
an orthonormal basis of LZ(]Rd, ‘H). Consequently, we can recover the trace on Lz(Rd, H),

(27T8)_d Hf”Ll(T*]Rd,ﬁl(H)) = ZZ(){mOPA(fkk)Xn>L2(Rd)

keN neN

= Z <Xn ® Yi, OPA(f)Xn ® (pk>L2(Rd,H)'
n,keN
The value of the trace is independent of our choice of orthonormal basis, and hence, we
have established the equality from item (2) for f > 0.

These arguments extend from non-negative functions to arbitrary operator-valued func-
tions f € w(mm:1 (T “RY, El(’H,)) by polarization, we just have to define real and imaginary
part with respect to the Hilbert space adjoint of f, e. g. fp. = %(f + )= fret — fre—
and fre .+ = 3 (fre + frel). 0
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3 Magnetic pseudodifferential calculus for operator-valued symbols

This generalizes immediately to p-Schatten classes by interpolation: Theorem [3.4.40] cov-
ers the case p = 1 and the Calderén-Vaillancourt Theorem [3.4.3] the case p = oo. For
details, we refer to Remark 1.4 and Corollary 1.5 in [[AP18].

Corollary 3.4.41 Suppose the magnetic field B is bounded in the sense of Assumption
and that f € wmp (T*Rd,ﬁp (’H,’H’)) holds. Then there exist to constants b,;,(d) and
Bumin(d) that only depend on the dimension d of T*R? so that whenever m > b,.;.(d) and
U > Brin(d) the magnetic pseudodifferential operator Op*(F) € LP (LZ(Rd, H), L*(RY, ’H/))
lies in the p-Schatten class.

Of course, we are primarily interested in the case of magnetic pseudodifferential opera-
tors associated to some operator-valued Hormander symbol. Suppose f € S ’T’ 5(51(7-[, H’))
belongs to some Hormander class of order m and type (p, &), which takes values in the
trace-class operators; these are defined analogously to Definition [3.4.1] after replacing op-
erator norms with trace norms. The integrability condition in £ implies a simple condition
on m:

Corollary 3.4.42 Suppose the magnetic field B is bounded in the sense of Assumption
and f € S;"5(£1(H,H’)) is a Hormander symbol taking values in L'(H,H’). A necessary

condition for Op?(f) € El(LZ(Rd,”H), LZ(Rd,H’)) being trace class is
m+(2[d/2]+2)6 < —d.

Proof Since the operator norm estimate in Theorem [3.4.40] requires us to control x-
derivatives of order up to and including 2[d/2]+ 2, we know that the maximal value of the
order of

0992 f € sgg@[dfz“zﬁ(cl(ﬂ, H'))

is m+(2[d/2]+2) 6. To ensure integrability in £, we therefore need to impose the condition
given in the statement of Corollary [3.4.42] -

In applications, we will often encounter products of operators where e. g. trace class prop-
erty in L%(R?) and A are “contributed by different operators”. An example would be the
situation covered in the following

Corollary 3.4.43 Suppose the magnetic field B is bounded in the sense of Assumption
and we are given two functions f and g that satisfy the following assumptions:

(@ fewePI (TR, BH ,H))

(b) g €SS, (B(H,H))
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3.4 A pseudodifferential calculus of operator-valued Hérmander symbols

(© fg:TR!— L(H)
(d) (x,8) = Tryy(f (x,8) g(x,8)) € LY(T"R)
Then the operator Op*(f)Op(g) € £! (LZ(Rd, ’H)) is trace class and its trace is given by

Tr 12(ga 200 (OP*(f) OP*(8)) = f dx d& Try(f (x,€) g(x, €)).
T+Rd

1
(2me)d
Proof First, we note that fT*Rd dX (Fg)(X) = fT*Rd dX f(X) g(X) can be extended from
Schwartz functions (cf. Lemma[3.3.5) to f and g satisfying assumptions (a) and (b). One
way to achieve this is to plug in the integral kernel map (3.9) and confirm

1
dx dy K3(x, y) KAy, x) =
Ld Ld ¥y K (x, y) K, (v, x) 2ne)

by interpreting the integral on the left as an oscillatory integral. The properties of the
integrand on the right can be read off from our assumptions: the pointwise product f g €
W(m’“)’l(T*Rd, £1(H)) satisfies the assumptions of Theorem|[3.4.40] and is therefore trace
class. o

dX f(X) g(X) (3.42)

T*Rd

Our motivation to cover this seemingly trivial example is to be able to introduce the notion
of Lfoc: in view of Theorem[3.4.40]we would like to define it as the set of pseudodifferential
operators Op”(f) for which the phase space integral

1
Gyt | Ly < o0

over any bounded Borel set A C T*R? is finite. Naively, one would like to introduce the
operator “1,(Q, P)” associated to the characteristic function. Unfortunately, Q and P do
not commute, and this operator is not well-defined.

Fortunately, we can replace the characteristic function by a smoothened characteristic
function y € CC°°(T*IR{d ), and its support supp y plays the role of the Borel set A ¢ T*R¢.
Hence, we arrive at the following

Definition 3.4.44 (EﬁC,A(Lz(Rd, H), L2(R9, ")) We call an operator
T € B(L*(RY, H), L*(RY, H'))

locally p-Schatten class if and only if for all y C?(T*Rd) the product
op'()ITI € L2 (L3R, 1))

belongs to the (ordinary) p-Schatten class.
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4 Equivariant magnetic pseudodifferential calculus

Corollary 3.4.45 Suppose the magnetic field B is bounded in the sense of Assumption

(1) Suppose m and u satisfy the assumptions from Theorem Then any magnetic

pseudodifferential operator Op’(f) € ﬁfocA(Lz(Rd,H), L?(RY,H")) defined from f €

W(m’“)’l(T*Rd, LY(H,H")) is locally trace class.

loc

(2) Hormander symbols of any order m € R define locally trace class operators, i. e. for any

meRand f € Sgs(ﬁl(H,H’)) the operator Op*(f) € EllocA(Lz(Rd,H), L*(RY, H))).

Proof The proofs in both cases is identical: we first justify (3.42) using standard argu-
ments from the theory of oscillatory integrals, and then verify that for any cutoff function
x € C(T*R?) the product y f € WmM(T*RY, £1(H)) belongs to the Sobolev space
whose order satisfies the assumptions of Theorem [3.4.40] -

4 Equivariant magnetic pseudodifferential calculus

When the operator-valued functions involved all satisfy equivariance conditions like (2:9),
we can expect that the pseudodifferential operator Op*(f) restricts to a densely defined
operator between equivariant L2 or magnetic Sobolev spaces (cf. equation (2.10)). Indeed,
this is exactly what happens and all of the proofs below essentially amount to invoking the
corresponding result from Section[3]and checking that equivariance is preserved.

Throughout this section, we shall always tacitly assume the following assumptions
are satisfied unless specifically mentioned otherwise:

Assumption 4.0.1 (Equivariant ¥DOs) (a) The magnetic field B is bounded in the sense
of Definition
(b) All Hilbert spaces H, H’, ... are separable.

(c) All Hilbert spaces are endowed with group actions
T:T*— GL(H),
T T — GL(H),

etc. of a discrete lattice T* = 72 with tempered growth of non-negative orders q,q’ > 0,

etc. (cf Definition Z.21).

Conditions (a) and (b) are taken verbatim from Section [3.4] where we have constructed
a pseudodifferential calculus for operator-valued Hormander symbols; specifically, the
boundedness condition on the components of B is necessary to preserve Hormander sym-
bols. Only condition (c) is new. For the definition of tempered growth and other essentials
like qu(Rd, ‘H) and S:q(Rd, H) we point the reader back to Section[2.2] An important ex-
ample of a Hilbert space endowed with a group action that has tempered growth are the
magnetic Sobolev spaces H = HZO(’]I‘d) on the torus (cf. Lemma [2.3.7)).
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4.1 Defining equivariant magnetic pseudodifferential operators

4.1 Defining equivariant magnetic pseudodifferential operators

The relevant Hilbert spaces for equivariant operators have first been introduced in Sec-
tion [2.1.2] which led to the definition (2.10) for the abstract case,

Lezq(Rd:H) = {"4’ €L RLH) | Ylk—y") =7(r) (k)
for almost all k € RY, Vy* € F*}.

In principle, equivariance — just like periodicity — means it suffices to characterize the
behavior of vectors and operators over “one period”, or, more correctly, over the funda-
mental cell T*. Concretely, we may identify the L? space of equivariant #-valued vectors
with

LX(T*, 1) = 12 (R, H),

where T* is the Brillouin torus, thought of as the fundamental cell located at the origin
when splitting up R? = I' x T* with respect to the dual lattice I'*. Together with the scalar
product (21T, this is indeed a Hilbert space that is unitarily equivalent to qu(Rd,”H).

Hence, any operator on qu(Rd, H) can be uniquely represented on L%(T*, H) — and vice
versa.
What is more, the embedding of the Brillouin zone T* C R? leads to an inclusion

1o : LX(T%H) — L*(RL,H), o> ¥ = lp,

into the ordinary L2-space by extending 1,(1),) with 0 outside of T*. Clearly, we can also
restrict any ¥ € L2(RY, H) to T*,

Mo : L2 (RY, H) — L2(T*, H), ¥~ W|..
Consequently, suitable operators F:D(F) C LR, H) — L*(R?,H") define an operator
Fy:=myF1,: D(F,) C L3(T*, H) — L*(T*,H’)
on the L2-space over the Brillouin torus and hence, an operator
F:D(F) € L2 (R, H) — L2 (R, ).

Overall, this gives us a third way to view equivariant operators. Not surprisingly, these
three views are completely equivalent as we shall state below.

Before we do, though, we need to introduce the appropriate Sobolev spaces of order
q>0,

HLRY,H) := FHIRY,H),
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4 Equivariant magnetic pseudodifferential calculus

endowed with the scalar product

((p, ¢>HqF(Rd,H) = <<i<>q% <IA<>q¢>L2(Rd’H)' (41)

N

Here, the weight operator is defined with respect to the multiplication operator k =
F(—iV,) F1. As the notation suggests, HqF(Rd,’H) is just the Fourier transform of the
ordinary Sobolev space of order q. The reason we need to introduce Sobolev spaces is to
cope with the tempered growth of the norms HT(’)()/*)H BOLO)"

We are now in a position to make the equivalence of these three points of views mathe-
matically precise:

Proposition 4.1.1 There is a one-to-one correspondence between
(a) a densely defined operator F : D(F) C qu(Rd,’H,) — qu(Rd,”H,’),

(b) an operator F, : D(F,) C L3(T*,H") — L*(T*, 1) and two group actions . —
GL(HD), and

(c) a densely defined operator F : Z/)\(F ) C LA(RY, 1) — L2(RY, 1) subject to the equivari-
ance condition

?;* F\?;l = (ﬂLZ(Rd) ® T/(Y*))ﬁ(ﬂLz(Rd) ® T(’}’*)_l) V’}’* c F*, (42)

where (T;i)\ll(’))(k) =Wk —y*) € HO denote the translations by the reciprocal lattice
vector y* € T on the Hilbert spaces L>(R%, H").

The proof, which we have relegated to Appendix is just an exercise in book-keeping,
and consists of making the unitaries and partial isometries that connect the different points
of views explicit.

The reason we bother with this exercise in tedium is that it allows us to define equivariant
pseudodifferential operators through characterization (c): we merely have to verify the
equivariance condition (4.2) and that the operators we are dealing with are well-defined
via the calculus from Section [3

Before we continue, we would like to give a characterization of bounded operators.
While Proposition [4.1.1] applies to bounded and densely defined, unbounded operators
alike, it is useful to have an explicit criterion for the boundedness of norms. Once more,
we refer the interested reader to Appendix for a proof.

Proposition 4.1.2 Suppose we are in the setting of Proposition

(1) The boundedness of each of the operators from characterizations (a) and (b) implies the
boundedness of the others. Specifically, the norms are related by

IF ez, e 20,12,80. 20 = [ Foll sz 20 e 3y
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4.1 Defining equivariant magnetic pseudodifferential operators

(2) The operators from characterizations (a) and (b) are bounded if and only if
F:HYY (R, H) — LR, H)
from characterization (c) defines a bounded operator, where q and q’ are the orders of
growth for the group actions T and 7’

4.1.1 The equivariant building block operators: necessary book-keeping

The starting point for a pseudodifferential calculus are the building block operators posi-
tion and momentum. They are defined in terms of the building block operators

R=ieV, ® nH)eq, (4.3a)
KA =k ® 1., — AA(R) = k — AA(R), (4.3b)

where (---)|¢, indicates that we impose equivariant boundary conditions and k denotes
multiplication with k. The associated equivariant Weyl system

A . —i(k-R—7-KY)
Weq(r, k):=e
then leads to a formal definition for the equivariant magnetic pseudodifferential operator

1
2

Op;‘q(h) = i J. drf dk(fah)(r,k)wg(‘](r,k). (4.4
R4 Rd

The purpose of Section [4.1]is to make sense of this definition.
In principle, we have to distinguish between
(R,KN =(ieV, ® 11H|eq, k® 1, —2A(R))
defined on qu(Rd,”H) and the analogous operators (4.3) on qu(Rd,H’) when H # H/;
note that the restriction to equivariant L? functions intertwines the two factors in the

tensor product. For instance, suppose we are given an operator-valued function f €
C c><’(T*IRd , B(H,’H’)) that satisfies the equivariance relation

f(r,k—}/*) = T/(Y*)f(r’ k) T(}/*)_l Y(r,k) e T*Rd, Y* er*. (4.5)
Then the equivariance of the operator-valued function f implies the equivariance of
f(r, k)e—io((r,k),(R,KA)) — oo ((BR),(RK™) Frk)

in the sense of ([@.5), where R’ and K’4 are defined via ([@.3) but act on qu(Rd, H’). Keeping
track of the subtle difference between (R, K?*) and (R, K’4) would result in an exercise of
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4 Equivariant magnetic pseudodifferential calculus

tedium without any clear gain. Therefore, we will unburden the notation and not distinguish
between building block operators defined on different equivariant, Hilbert space-valued L>
functions.

In the context of magnetic systems, the various operators are frequently defined between
magnetic Sobolev spaces. And given that we had three points of views, we will need three
types of magnetic Sobolev spaces: the first one

d — d
H% (R, H) := FHL(RY, H)

is just the Fourier transform of the ordinary magnetic Sobolev space, obtained upon re-
placing (k)¢ with (IAc - AA(ist)>q in the scalar product (4.I). Our assumptions on the
magnetic vector potential ensure that H-valued Schwartz functions lie densely in mag-
netic and non-magnetic Sobolev spaces of any order,

S(RY,H) C HY. ,(R?, H), HL(R?, H).

Whether magnetic Sobolev spaces nest into non-magnetic ones in the two relevant cases
(cf. Assumptions [3.0.1] and [3:4.2) is to our knowledge an open question. In fact, this is
still an area of active research (see e. g. [Ngu+17; Ngu+20]).

The second type of magnetic Sobolev space is a subset of the equivariant L2-space,
namely

HE - ARLH) = {y e L2(REH) | (K79 € 12, (RY, 1)}
endowed with the scalar product

(‘»0: w)HZ

q,]—",A(

RA,H) ((KA>q @, (KA)WJ >qu(]Rd,H)'
Finally, its restriction to the fundamental domain T* is denoted with

p eHL (R, M)},

HL, 7 (T 1) = {4l

One is tempted to drop “eq” and define the magnetic Sobolev space on T* directly. How-
ever, the equivariance condition still enters the definition of K* as boundary conditions
relating the behavior of elements of ng r ,A(']I‘*, H) at opposing faces of the Brillouin torus
T*.

Remark 4.1.3 (Magnetic Sobolev spaces over the Brillouin torus) Even though the op-
erators k; are bounded on L?(T*,H), the components of the magnetic vector potential
A;(R) need not be. Consequently, magnetic Sobolev spaces ng, F A(T*,’H) are different
Banach spaces for distinct values of g > 0.

However, when all the A; € L°°(RY) are bounded, then the Hg P ,A(']I‘*, H) coincide with

q,
L?(T*,7H) as Banach spaces for all g > 0.
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4.1 Defining equivariant magnetic pseudodifferential operators

Corollary 4.1.4 Suppose we are in the setting of Proposition Further, assume we are
given a bounded operator

FAHTT (R H) — LR H)

from the magnetic Sobolev space of order q + q’, and that F satisfies the covariance condi-
tion (@.2) from characterization (c).

(1) Then FA defines the bounded operators

FAHDL (R H) — L2 (RYH),
F: Hg;j’m(ﬂr*,ﬂ) — L%(T*, H).

(2) When q +q’ = 0 or all the components of A are bounded, then the operators Fg‘ and FA
define bounded operators between the corresponding L? spaces,

FAe B(L2 (R, H), L2 (R, 1)),
Fi e B(LX(T*, 1), LA(T*, H")).

(3) These operators and their relations are gauge-covariant in the following sense: given amny

T e C;;(Rd,R), then the operators in the new gauge A’ = A+ £ d¥ are related to those

in the gauge A via e"9Q and et*(®) respectively,

FA = QA M@ gt (RY, 1) — L2 (RY, M),

eq, F A
FA — otiA0(R) A o—iA0(R) :Hg;qF’A/(Rd’%) . qu(Rd’/H/)’
Ff = e 0| ple MO g (T4, H) — LT H).
Here, e**¥(®)|, denotes the unique operator obtained from the identification U(()/) :

qu(Rd, HD) — LA(T*, HD) (¢f LemmalCI11(3)). Importantly, the magnetic Sobolev
spaces — the domains of the operators — use the new gauge A'.

Once more, we refer the interested reader to Appendix [C.3]for a proof.

4.1.2 Connection to the pseudodifferential calculus from Section[3]

The building block operators (4.3)) prior to restricting to equivariant Hilbert spaces are re-
lated to the standard ones (3.I) by the continuous Fourier transform F. Consequently, the
link between the results here and those in Section[3]is to think of an equivariant pseudo-
differential operator as the restriction

ops,(f) = Fop*(H F ',

85



4 Equivariant magnetic pseudodifferential calculus

to (suitable subsets of) equivariant distributions. We will make this procedure precise in
the course of this section. As a first step, we wish to convince the reader that despite the
presence of the continuous Fourier transform F we may still re-use all of the results from
Section 3

Fortunately, the continuous Fourier transform defines topological vector space isomor-
phisms on S(RY, ), S*(RY,H) and L%(R¢,H), and the arguments from Section [31] tell
us that this change of representation does not impact the construction of the magnetic
pseudodifferential calculus or the symbol calculus from Section[3l Moreover, even though
the explicit expression for Op” becomes more implicit as the magnetic phase now turns
into a convolution operator rather than a multiplication operator, thanks to (3.5) the en-
tire calculus on the level of symbols or distributions remains unchanged. Importantly, this
includes the magnetic Weyl product.

To streamline the presentation, we will abbreviate F Op(f) F* with OpAF( )

4.1.3 Characterization of equivariant pseudodifferential operators

For a consistent extension, we will need to extend the equivariance condition (4.5) from
smooth functions to tempered distributions:

Definition 4.1.5 (Equivariant tempered distributions) (1) We call a tempered distribu-
tion ¥ € S*(RY,H) equivariant if and only if

T, ¥ =1(y")¥
holds for all y* € T*, where the two operators are extended by duality as
<Ty*\1}; 4 >S(Rd’7{) = <\I}’ T—y* ¥ >$(Rd’7{);
<T(Y*)\II’ <P >S(]Rd,’H) = <\I}; T(Y*)*Qp >S(Rd,’H)’

for all ¢ € S(RY,H). The subspace of equivariant tempered distributions is denoted with
S (RY,H).

(2) We call a tempered distribution F € S*(T*Rd , B(H, ’H’)) equivariant if and only if

(W, T)/*Fg0>s(Rd”H/) = <¢/, (Ls@n®T' () F (Lemn@t(r)™) ¢>5(Rd,w)

= (15 ® 7)) Y, F (Lo ® 7)) <P>S(1Rd,7-l’)

holds for all ¢ € S(RY, M), ¢’ € S(RY, H’) and y* € T*. The subspace of all equivariant,
operator-valued tempered distributions is denoted with qu(T*Rd , B(H, 7—[’)).
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4.1 Defining equivariant magnetic pseudodifferential operators

We may also consider subspaces of distributions that are also equivariant, e. g. the equiv-
ariant operator-valued Moyal space

Meo(BOH,H)) := M(B(H, H)) N S}, (TR, B(H, H)) (4.6)

is the intersection of the operator-valued Moyal space and the subspace of the equivari-
ant distributions. Importantly, distributions from this subspace define pseudodifferential
operators that preserve equivariance.

Proposition 4.1.6 Suppose f € M(B(H,’Hf)) is an element from the Moyal space. Then
fe ./\/leq(B(H, 7—[’)) lies in the equivariant Moyal space if and only if the restriction

Opl (f) := Op(f)

. QX d * d /
PACEDE Seq(R JH)— Seq(R ,HY) 4.7)
defines a continuous operator between equivariant tempered distributions. Moreover, Op‘;‘q is

gauge-covariant, i. e. for any ¥ € C;’l(Rd, R) the gauge operator et*"® relates Op‘;‘q( f)and
Ated®( £y _ o HAB(R) A —iA0(R
Op2r99(f) = e 4 Opft (F)e M),

Proof =—>: Suppose [ € Meq(l’)’(’}-{, ’H’)) is an element of the equivariant Moyal space.
We need to prove that it restricts to a continuous map between equivariant distributions.
Continuity of Op’-(f) then follows directly as elements of M(BH,H)) 2 Meq(B(’H, H'))
define continuous maps between not necessarily equivariant, Hilbert space-valued distri-
butions §*(R?, #") 2 S (R, H).

To aid readability, we will use notation that suggests f and W are functions rather than
tempered distributions even though they are not. So instead of (Op‘;‘q( v, <p’) SR
where ¢’ € S(RY, M), we will write the action of Op‘;‘q(f) on ¥ € S:q(Rd,’H) as the
formal integral

. . v " K"
(OPA]_—(f )\I/)(k) = W JRd d]"/ JRd dk/ fRd dr// JRd dk// e+10'((1” kD), (r" ke ))f(l"//’ k//) .
‘(e_ig((r/,k’),(R,KA))\I,)(k) 4.8)

with the tacit understanding that we need to apply this to a H’-valued Schwartz function
and extend all these operations by duality. We will also make repeated use of the fact that
elements of M(B(’H, ’H’)) define continuous maps between (not necessarily equivariant)
vector-valued distributions.

That being said, the condition we need to check is

T, Op(f)¥ = 7'(y*) Op’:(f)¥ Yyt eT*, ¥ e S (R, H),
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4 Equivariant magnetic pseudodifferential calculus

and almost all k € RY, where the translations by y* are generated by R,
— iR
T, =e"s" ™.

Importantly, the T,. commute with all operators that are functions of R.

Glancing at equation (4.8]), we see that we need to consider the factor involving the
Weyl system first. Writing out the action of the Weyl system, exploiting equivariance of ¥,
and commuting T,. with all operators that are functions of R, we get

T, o1 (K, (RKD) gy — @=i57" K o+ 17" R o=ik'R o= [jppieriA o=ir kyy
— e_i%r/'k/ e_ik/'R e_i f[R,FHsr’]A e+%7*'R e_ir/'lze_%y*'R e+%7*'R v,

Adjoining the translation in position by translations in momentum amounts to replacing
k by k + r*. Moreover, due to the assumed equivariance the translation of ¥ yields the
operator T(y*). Lastly, the group action commutes with the Weyl system as it is an operator
on the equivariant L? space. Overall, this gives us two extra factors in the expression:

= e i KR o fiaen A gmir () (r)w
= 71" TR (1) g
= e (%) KR

The phase factor will ultimately lead to a shift in the k space coordinate where we compute
the Fourier transform of the symbol f in Op‘}:

1 3 s / /1
TY* Op’j,__(f W= — f dr/f dk/J. dr//f dik”’ etk r"—1"k )f(r”, k")
(2m) Rd Rd Rd Rd

. T(Y*)e—ir’~y* e—ia((r’,k’),(R,KA))\I}
1 : /. " __ /. 11 k
= f drlj dk/f drﬁj KT ) (7 K w()-
Rd Rd R4 R4
1o (KK g
A simple change in variables and the covariance condition for f then yields the claim,

1 ~ S 70 ~
=—— | dr' | dk’ | dr” | dk”eHETTRD £ K —y ) T(y) -
(2m)2d Rd Rd Rd Rd

. e—io((r’,k’),(R,KA))\p

1 ~ SO e 10 ~
— dr’ dK’ dr” dk” HK " =r" k") 10 % //’ .
(2m) J.]Rd ' J.]Rd J.]Rd ' J.]Rd ‘ FUOSIE)

. =i (KL (RK) g

= o/(y") Op ()W
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4.1 Defining equivariant magnetic pseudodifferential operators

&=: Suppose that the Weyl quantization OpAf( f) of some f € M(B(H,H’)), which de-
fines a continuous map between Hilbert space-valued distribution spaces, restricts to a
continuous operator between equivariant distribution spaces. In view of the above com-
putation, imposing the condition
!
T, Op(f)¥ = 7'(r*) Op%(f ¥

is equivalent to the equivariance condition
k=) =70 fnlT(r)™
Thatis, f € Meq(B(H,H’)) lies in the appropriate equivariant Moyal space. o

This proposition is the centerpiece of this section, for it guarantees that Op;‘q is well-
defined. To prevent that we hide this important definition in a proposition, let us spell
it out one more time:

Definition 4.1.7 (Equivariant magnetic pseudodifferential operator) For any equivari-
ant operator-valued distribution f € Meq(B(H,H’)) we define the equivariant magnetic
Weyl quantization as the restriction

Op (f) := Op(f)

. d d
Sz (RH) * Seq(RY, H) — S, (RS, H)
of the map from Proposition [3.3.31 (2) to equivariant tempered distributions.

Because Opﬁq( f) is defined as the restriction of OpAF( f) to (subsets of) equivariant distri-

butions, the operator kernel of Op{:q (f) is identical to that of OpAf( f). However, as we will
need the inverse of the kernel map later on, we will include its explicit form.

Lemma 4.1.8 (1) Forany f € Meq(B(’H, ’H')) the kernel of Op;‘q(f) is given by

1 A / /4 /. 1
K2 (k)= — J. dr'J. dr”J. dk’eir" (k=KD g=ir"(K'=k"),
ea.f (2m)% Rd Rd Rd

. e_i% f[sr’,sr”]Af(%(r/ + r”): k/) (49)

(2) The kernel map

f oK Mog(BOHH)) — 2, (RY X RY, BOHL )

is a continuous injection into the space of equivariant distributions on R? x RY, i. e. dis-
tributions which satisfy the equivariance condition

KA (=" K =) = ()KL (kK 7)™

for all y* € T* in the distributional sense.
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4 Equivariant magnetic pseudodifferential calculus

Proof (1) This follows from writing out the kernel for OpAf( f) and collecting the terms
of the phase factors to emphasize that we obtain convolution integrals,

P A v AN ) sl i (1Y il (1 1
e ir ke i(r r)ke+1r K = ir (k: k)e ir”-(k k)‘

(2) Ignoring equivariance for the moment, Corollary[3.2.5]tells us it is a topological vector
space isomorphism between tempered distribution spaces. Consequently, it restricts
to a continuous linear injection when we regard it as a map

f o Ky p s Meg(BOLHN) € S*(T'RE B(H, 1)) — S*(R? x RY, B, 1))

It remains to show the kernel map takes values in the equivariant distributions on
RY x RY. But that is implied directly by the equivariance of f and a simple change of
coordinates k' := k' + y*:

1 A £ / s ! " *
KA k— *’ k// ) — dr’ dr// dk/e—1r (k—y*—k") e ir (k'=k"+y"),
eq (K=Y ) 2o |,

_-; — f( (I" +r//) k)

7 1 —ir'-(k=k") —1r” (k'—k"),
(Zn)de dr’ f dr f dk'e

_.;f” s f( (T‘ +T‘//) k/ *)

1 ~ T T s T "
— (ZTC)M f dr/f dr//J. dk/e_lr ~(k—k)e—1r (k'=k"),
R4 Rd Rd

e S A () F (S0 + 1), K ) T () !
=KL (K T ()

Hence, the kernel map takes values in the equivariant distributions on RY x R¢.

4.1.4 The Meta Theorem for extending results to equivariant magnetic ¥YDOs

Crucially, Proposition [4.1.6]allows one to systematically extend results from the operator-
valued to the equivariant context. For example, we can consider a restriction of the Moyal
product to equivariant Moyal spaces.

Proposition 4.1.9 The magnetic Weyl product #? emulates the operator product of two equiv-
ariant magnetic WDOs in the sense that

Opf, (17 8) = OpZ, (f) 0P, (8) (4.10)

holds for all f € Meq(B(H’,’H”)) and g € Meq(l’)’(’H, H")). Specifically, the magnetic Weyl
product {8 preserves equivariance.
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4.1 Defining equivariant magnetic pseudodifferential operators

Proof Given that Meq(l’)’(’H, ’H’)) c M(B(’H, ’H’)) is a subspace of the larger Moyal space
that also includes non-equivariant distributions, the equation

op%-(f#? ) = Op’-(f) Op%(g) (4.11)

makes sense as continuous maps S(R?, %) — S(RY, ") that possesses a continuous
extension to S*(RY, H) — S*(RY,H”). If we restrict ourselves to the smaller space of
equivariant distributions, then

op%(f18) : S5 (R H) € SR, H) — S*(RY,H”)

St(ReH)

is still continuous.

We merely need to verify equivariance is preserved and invoke Proposition But
the left-hand side Op, (f§”¢) = Op%(f i3] 512470 is an equivariant pseudodifferential
operator whenever the right-hand side is. And Proposition tells us that Op‘e‘q( f)=
OpAF( I St (R4,H) takes values in the equivariant, H’-valued tempered distributions. Con-
sequently, we may replace Op‘}(g) with its restriction Opg‘q(g) and also the composition

Opf,(f) 0pL,(8)

is equivariant. Thus, also the left-hand side

opl, (f178) = Op%(f18) : Sp (R, H) — S2 (R, H)

Sz,(R4H)
takes values in the equivariant H"-valued distributions. o

The first part of the proof just re-states what we know for the operator-valued calculus
from Section [3] the second one elaborates how equivariance is verified and then invokes
Proposition

This provides a blueprint to systematically extend properties of the operator-valued
pseudodifferential calculus to the equivariant context. Giving us the benefit of vagueness,
this can be summarized in the form of a meta theorem:

Meta Theorem 4.1.10 Suppose a statement for OpAF defined for operator-valued distribu-
tions holds true and that equivariance is preserved. Then the statement extends to Op;‘q.

The proofs are very similar to the one we have just presented: one needs to combine the

statement for operator-valued symbols and invoke Proposition Our discussion of an
equivariant symbol calculus will make repeated use of this.

91



4 Equivariant magnetic pseudodifferential calculus

4.2 A pseudodifferential calculus for equivariant Hormander symbols

Equivariant pseudodifferential operators admit a symbol calculus. Almost all of the results
in this section are instantiations of Meta Theorem [4.1.10] and we will only spell out the
details for some of the results. We begin by defining equivariant symbol classes and giving
one very important property that relates the growth of the group actions T and 7’ to the
order of the symbol class.

4.2.1 Definition of equivariant symbol classes and some fundamental properties

Equivariant operator-valued Hérmander symbol classes form subspaces of the correspond-
ing operator-valued Héormander symbol spaces.

Definition 4.2.1 (Equivariant symbol classes SZ}I(B’(H’, H))) Suppose m € R.
(1) We call symbols f € ngo(l’)’(’}-{,, ’H’)) equivariant if and only if

flrk=y) =70 fnlr(r)™ (4.12)
holds for all k € RY, r € RY and y* € T*. The space of equivariant Hormander symbols
of order m will be denoted with S;’;(B(H, H')).

(2) We call symbols f € S(’)'ZO(B(H,H’)) periodic if they satisfy for the trivial group
actions T : y* — 1,,. The space of equivariant Hormander symbols of order m will be
denoted with S;’;r(l’)’(’}-{, H)).

(3) The spaces of equivariant asymptotic Hormander symbols and formal sums of order m
(cf. Definition are likewise denoted with AS:ZI(B(H, H')) and ZS;(B(’H, H')).

In fact, one may think of equivariant symbols as the intersections of the ordinary symbol
classes with the space of equivariant distributions or equivariant Moyal spaces,

Sn(B(H, 1)) = S5y (B(H, 1)) N Si (TR, B(H, 1)),
Sm(B(H, 1) = Sy(B(H, 1)) N Meg(B(H, ). (4.13)

Note that in applications it does not suffice to consider m = 0 and p = 0. In fact, the
orders of ") determine the order of the Hormander symbol class the symbol belongs to.

Lemma 4.2.2 Any Hérmander symbol f € SgIO(B(”H, ’H’)) of order m € R that satisfies the
equivariance condition (&12) is an equivariant Hormander symbol of order q + ¢/,

feSgy(BH,H)) A @ID = f € ST (BOH,HY).

That is, the order of the symbol class m > q + q’ has to be greater or equal to the sum of the
orders of the actions T and 7.
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4.2 A pseudodifferential calculus for equivariant Hérmander symbols

This innocent-looking and easy-to-prove lemma has some very important consequences.
For example, rather than being nested, equivariant Hormander symbol become “constant”
aslongasm=q+¢,

S (B(H, ")) = SE(B(H, 1)) Vm>q+q'.

Furthermore, when we take the magnetic Weyl product of two equivariant Hérmander
symbols, the order of the product is determined by the order of growth of the group actions
on initial and target spaces.

Proof To prove that f € Sg;q/(l’a’(’H,, H' )) belongs to the Hérmander symbol class of order
q +q’, we split k = [k] + y* into a reciprocal lattice vector y* and a vector [k] € T* that
is located inside the fundamental cell centered at 0 and exploit the equivariance (4.12) of
the symbol,

£ I sy = 7O F D =G 53

< ”T(Y)HB(H) HT/(Y)”B(H’) f;lﬂg Hf(r’[k])”B(H,H’)'
[k]eT*

Because the symbol f is a continuous function that is C;° in the position variable and we
take the supremum over the compact set T* in momentum, the supremum

C1(f) = sup ||f (5 kD) iz 20y < &
rer? ’
[k]eT*
is finite.
Furthermore, because () are of order g, we can estimate the other two norms in a
straightforward fashion by

<c® (Y*>q(/)-

||T(/)(Y*) H(’) 2

This together with the trivial estimate |y*| < 2|k]| lets us control the growth on the right-
hand side,

If (Il a0y < AC1(F) C, €Y (K)THT .

Since also all partial derivatives of f are equivariant, we may in fact replace f by one of
its derivatives in the above arguments. Consequently, we arrive at the claim, namely

f eSTY(BH,H). o

Sometimes we will need to consider products of periodic scalar-valued symbols with equiv-
ariant symbols. Fortunately, we may view those as equivariant or periodic operator-valued
Hormander symbols.
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4 Equivariant magnetic pseudodifferential calculus

Lemma 4.2.3 Suppose f € ngo((C) is periodic in the sense that
(nk—y*)=f(rk) V(r,k) € T*RY, y* eT*
f Y Y

holds. Then we may view f either an equivariant (with respect to any group action T with
tempered growth) or a periodic Hormander symbol,

f €5§,(C) periodic = f € S2(B(H)),
f ES(’)'ZO(C) periodic => f € S° (B(’H)).

per

Proof Any scalar-valued Hérmander symbol f € Sg}O(C) defines an element of ngo(B(H))
by tensoring on the identity,

fEfely sy (BH).

Since the identity commutes with any of the 7(y*), we may either regard them as equiv-
ariant or periodic (in the special case 7 : y* — 14). The order of the Hérmander classes
follow from Lemma [4.2.2] i. e. either ¢ + q = 2q or 0. o

However, there is one subtle difference in how we treat asymptotic expansions in equiv-
ariant versus ordinary symbol classes, where typically p > 6. Given that derivatives of
equivariant Hérmander symbols lie in the equivariant symbol class of the same order, that
is, p = 0 = 6, we need to deal with asymptotic Hormander symbols and formal sums
differently. As mentioned in Remark [3.4.15] we are not aware of an existence proof of
a resummation in case p = §. Hence, we are at present unable to prove an analog of
Lemma for equivariant symbols. For applications this means we need to distin-
guish between formals sums obtained from e. g. perturbation expansions and asymptotic
symbols.

Still, once we adapt our notation somewhat, we can still reformulate results involving
asymptotic expansions (e. g. of the Weyl product #? or for a parametrix).

Definition 4.2.4 (Weaker definition of O(€°°)) (1) We abbreviate the formal sum Z::ZO e"f, €
ZSQ}(B(’H,H’)) with f, and also write f, < Y.~ €" f, as

o

fo= D " fut O(™).

n=0

(2) When f,. and g, are two formal sums, an asymptotic symbol and a formal sum, or two
asymptotic sums, then

fe=8c+0(e™)

is defined to mean that the coefficients f,, = g, of the asymptotic expansions of f. =
Z:io €"f,+0(e*)and g. = Z:io €" g, +O(e) agree for all n € N,,.

94



4.2 A pseudodifferential calculus for equivariant Hérmander symbols

Item (1) erases the notational distinction between asymptotic symbols and formal sums.
The advantage is that it shortens expressions like the almost-projection property

nfn,. =n.+0(>®)

to a single, easily comprehensible line rather than a rather cumbersome expression for the
formal sums.

Indeed, in many applications it suffices to compute f, to some finite, but arbitary order N
and consider the finite resummation f™) = erLo € f,+O(eN) of £, = fM) + O(eM*).
Seeing as we are only dealing with finite sums here, questions of convergence (e. g. in
the Fréchet topology of S;(B(’H, ’H’))) do not arise. And since N € N, can be chosen
arbitrarily large, this amounts to working with formal sums.

We caution the reader that there are circumstances where we actually need to work with
asymptotic symbols obtained by resumming a formal series.

Throughout the remainder of this section, we shall always use the weaker definition of
O(e*).

4.2.2 Equivariant magnetic pseudodifferential operators on equivariant L2 and Sobolev
spaces

So far we have regarded equivariant pseudodifferential operators as continuous maps be-
tween equivariant distribution spaces. For applications we want to restrict them further,
in the simplest case we want to know whether the restriction of Op‘e‘q( f)toe.g.

L2 (R, H) € S5 (R, H)
defines a continuous, that is, bounded operator
. d d
Opg,(f) : L2, (R, H) — L2 (R, H)

between equivariant L2 spaces. Like before, such a boundedness result will lead to a
boundedness result between equivariant magnetic Sobolev spaces.

Theorem 4.2.5 Suppose f € Asg;q/(l’a’(’}-{, ’H’)) is an equivariant Hérmander symbol.

(1) Then Op‘;‘q(f) : HZ;qF/A(JRd,H) — qu(]Rd,’H) defines a bounded operator.

(2) When q+q’ = 0 or the components of the magnetic vector potential A; € L°(RY,R),
j=1,...,d, are all bounded, then

Opf (f): L2 (R, H) — L2 (R, H)

defines a bounded operator between equivariant L?-spaces.
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4 Equivariant magnetic pseudodifferential calculus

Proof Corollary [3.4.5] to the Calderén-Vaillancourt Theorem [3:4.3] for operator-valued
symbols ensures that the operator Op/}(f ) H?j/(Rd,”H) — L%(R%,#) is bounded.
Hence, Proposition [£.1.4] applies for F4 = Op‘gq( f), and gives us claim (1) and the first
half of claim (2).

When the components of the vector potential A; € L *(R4,R),j=1,...,d, are bounded,
then the KAj = Ich —A;(R) all define bounded operators. Consequently, the weights that
enter the Sobolev norms are just bounded operators with bounded inverses, which means
Hg;qfl A(Rd, H") and qu(Rd,”H(’)) agree as Banach spaces, regardless of the value of g +
q. o
Like in the case of magnetic pseudodifferential operators defined from scalar- or operator-
valued symbols, this result implies norm bounds if we consider Op‘gq( f) as an operator
between equivariant Sobolev spaces.

Corollary 4.2.6 Any f € Sg;q/(B(’H, ’H’)) defines a bounded equivariant magnetic pseudo-
differential operator between magnetic equivariant Sobolev spaces of any order s > qg+q’ > 0,
Opf (f) s Hyy 7 AR, H) — H 5 (RY, 7).

The proof is a blend of the proofs of Theorem and Corollary [3:4.5F we can express
the appropriate operator norm of Op;‘q( f) similarly to equation (3.I8) and then invoke
Theorem[4.2.5] Strictly speaking, it involves a product of equivariant Hérmander symbols,

but that part of the argument is taken care of in Theorem [4.2.8] below.

Our exposition so far suggests that all results transfer directly from the operator-valued
case covered in Section [3] to the equivariant context. Unfortunately, that is not always
true. One source of trouble is the common assumption p > & in the scalar-valued or
non-equivariant, operator-valued cases; this condition is necessarily violated for equivari-
ant magnetic ¥DOs as the quasi-periodicity condition [£.12] implies p = & = 0. We will
showcase this with the adaptation of Theorem [3.4.8}

Theorem 4.2.7 Assume the two Hilbert spaces H = H’ agree. Further, we impose at least
one of the following two conditions:

(a) The group actions T remain uniformly bounded as |y*| — oo (i. e. ¢ = 0).
(b) The components of the magnetic vector potential A€ L°°(R?,R?) are bounded.

Suppose h € ng (B(’H)) is an equivariant Hormander symbol of order 2q that takes values in
the selfadjoint operators,

h(r, k)" = h(r, k) Y(r,k) € T*T*.

In case q > 0 we assume in addition that h is elliptic of order 2q in the sense of Definition[3.4.7]
Then Opﬁ‘q(h) = Op/g‘q(h)* defines a bounded selfadjoint operator on qu(Rd, H).
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4.2 A pseudodifferential calculus for equivariant Hérmander symbols

Compared with Theorem [3:4.8] we have had to add the assumptions # = H’, and q =
0 = ¢’ or that the components of A are bounded. Both restrictions are rather strong and
are designed to achieve the same thing, namely ensuring that the relevant equivariant
magnetic Sobolev space

Hed 2 (R, 3) = L2 (R, )

agrees with the equivariant L2-space as Banach spaces (cf. the proof of Theorem ).

Proof The proof of Theorem [4.2.7] amounts to showing that Op‘e‘q(h) is a bounded sym-
metric operator. Boundedness follows from Theorem (2).

To prove symmetry, we leverage the symmetry of Op*(h) (defined with the non-equivariant
quantization map from Section[3) on the dense set

SR, H) c LA(RY, H).

The essential ingredients are Op*(h)* = Op”(h*) and the fact that h = h* takes values in
the selfadjoint operators.

We then define the set of smooth, equivariant #-valued functions, which vanish in a
vicinity of the boundary dT* of the fundamental cell,

CyREH) = {y € C®RLH) | Y(k—y)=1(r) (k) Yk eR:, y* €T

1) vanishes in a neighborhood of 811‘*}.

Evidently, C:;O(Rd,’}-[) c L%(R?, ) lies densely in the equivariant L2-space. Moreover, the

map 1, from Lemma [C.3.3] embeds Cefo(Rd,’H) C S(RY,H) into the Schwartz functions.
Thus, the symmetry of Op”(h)| s 3 implies the symmetry of Opﬁq(h)|C§0(Rd,H)'

As a bounded, symmetric operator, its extension Op‘e‘q(h)* = Opﬁq(h) to qu(Rd,’H,) is
selfadjoint. o

In practice, condition (a) limits us to e. g. H = L?(T¢,C"). The group actions on magnetic
Sobolev spaces H/T(’]I‘d) are of order m (cf. Lemma [2.3.1), which means ¢ = 0 implies
m=0.

Condition (b), A € L°(R%,RY) N C;;(Rd,Rd ), excludes constant magnetic fields B =
const., which is of particular interest in the study of magnetic systems.

Conditions (a) and (b) allow us to skip one crucial step in the proof of Theorem [3.4.8]
and [IMPQO7, Theorem 5.1]. In order to identify the domain as the relevant magnetic
Sobolev space means we needed to prove that the graph norm of Op”(h) is equivalent to the
magnetic Sobolev norm of order q + q’. The upper bound follows from Corollary [3.4.3] —
which extends to Corollary[4.2.6] The issue is the lower bound. To obtain that, we needed
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4 Equivariant magnetic pseudodifferential calculus

to obtain a parametrix for Op”(h). Initially, the parametrix was constructed as a formal
sum (cf. e. g. Corollary [3.4.20). The assumption p > & entered the proof in several ways:
first of all, we had to choose a resummation for this formal sum. And this resummation
is only guaranteed to exist when subsequent terms of the parametrix expansion belong to
Hormander classes of ever smaller order m,, = —oo. The latter implies p = 6. Secondly,
we needed this condition to ensure that the remainder

R := Op*(h™Y<) OpA(h) — 15, € S™°°(B(H))

is the magnetic quantization of a smoothing symbol, and thus, not only a bounded operator
on L%(RY, H) — L%(RY, ), but small with respect to Op*(h).

In the context of equivariant operators, the order of the symbol is completely determined
by the order of growth of T and 7’ (cf. Lemma [4:2.2). So the remainder for equivariant
symbols cannot be not small with respect to Op(h), it must be of exactly the same order.
Hence, even if we could construct a resummation for the parametrix’s formal sum, the
proof would still fail.

One may try to look for Beals’ Commutator Criterion for help, specifically an equivariant
analog of Theorem [3.4.34] The idea is to replace the parametrix with the (true) resolvent
defined from the symbol (h —2)"1# for some z ¢ cr(OpA(h)). However, that would only
work if we could localize the spectrum in the complex plane, i. e. show a(OpA(h)) CR.
The latter requires selfadjointness. Indeed, the conditions in Theorem [3.4.34] guarantee
Op”(h) = Op?(h)*. To summarize, going this route means entering a self-referential loop:
in order to prove selfadjointness, we need selfadjointness.

At present, the only alternative known to us is to prove the selfadjointness of Op{:q(h)
directly with functional analytic methods.

4.2.3 Composition of equivariant magnetic pseudodifferential operators

The extension of the magnetic Weyl product to the equivariant context is a straightforward
invokation of Meta Theorem [4.1.10] We have already covered in our motivating example,
Proposition that also in the equivariant context the magnetic Weyl product inter-
twines Op{:q and the operator product,

B,y — A
Op (f1°5) = OpL,(f) OP%, (5)-
It remains to show that #? preserves equivariant symbol classes.

Theorem 4.2.8 (1) The magnetic Weyl product defines a continuous bilinear map
1 Spe (BOH!, 1)) x SI2(B(H, H')) — Si+™ (B(H, 1))

between equivariant Hormander spaces.
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4.3 Extension of some more advanced results

(2) In fact, if 7, 7/ and ©” have tempered growth in the sense of Definition 2.2 1] of orders
q, q' and q”, then my = q’' +q” and my = q + q’ has to hold and we can sharpen the
statement from (1) to

1 STH(B(H/, 1)) x ST (B(H, H')) — SLT (B(H, H"))

being a bilinear continuous map. Specifically, the order of the target space only depends
on the order of growth of T and ©”.

(3) The Weyl product between periodic, scalar-valued and equivariant, operator-valued sym-
bols is well-defined and gives rise to the bilinear continuous maps

18+ S0,(C) x ST (B(H, H')) — ST (B(H, 1)),

per

1 STH(B(H, H)) x S2,(C) — ST (B(H, 1))

(4) The asymptotic expansions from Section also preserve equivariance, and all for-
mulas for the explicit terms hold verbatim, just seen as maps between the appropriate
equivariant Hormander symbol classes of formal sums. Specifically, the asymptotic ex-
pansions of Weyl define are continuous bilinear maps

1 ZSLH (B, H")) x BSLHY (B(H, H')) — =SL (B(H, 1H)).

Proof As stated before, (1) and (4) are straightforward invocations of Meta Theorem[4.1.10]
because equivariant Hérmander classes can be understood as the intersection of the operator-
valued Hérmander classes with the equivariant Moyal space (cf. equation (4.13))).

Item (3) is a direct consequence of item (2) combined with Lemma [4.2.3] which allows
us to view any f € Sger(C) C ng(/)(B(’H(’))) as an equivariant, operator-valued symbol.

Only item (2) remains to be proven. Thanks to Lemma [4.2:2] we know that f and g are
equivariant Hérmander symbols of order g + q’ and ¢’ + q”, respectively. Thus, we may
assume m; =q +q’ and m, = q’ + q” without loss of generality.

Ignoring equivariance, we infer from (1) that the product

ftPg esptm(B(H, M)

is a Hormander symbol of order m; + m, > q + 29" + q”. However, applying Lemma [4.2.2]
a second time, we see that the order of the symbol is determined by the sum of the orders
of T and 1", which is g + q”. This finishes the proof. O

4.3 Extension of some more advanced results

Rather than trying to compile an exhaustive library of more advanced results, the purpose
of this section is to showcase how to put Meta Theorem [4.1.10]into practice. Specifically,
we will establish an equivariant version of Beals’ Commutator Criterion and a functional
calculus for equivariant magnetic ¥DOs.
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4 Equivariant magnetic pseudodifferential calculus

4.3.1 Beals’ Commutator Criterion to identify equivariant magnetic ¥YDOs

Proving an analog of Beals’ Commutator Criterion [3.4.23]is straightforward once we have
introduced the right notation. However, we will directly skip ahead and furnish a proof of
the more general Corollary [3.4.24] instead.

First of all, equivariant Hérmander symbols are necessarily of type (0,0): the order of
a symbol and all its derivatives is determined by the growth of the group actions T and 1’
on initial and target spaces H and H’, respectively.

Secondly, we need to define the equivariant analog

A1 (B(H, 1)) = (opt,) " (B(L2,RY, M), L2 (RE, 1)) (4.14)
of the Banach space 28 (B(H, ’H’)); as before, we may view

A (BOH,H)) = (oP/,jq)‘1 (B(qu(Rd,H), Lz(Rd,’H,’))) < S (B, H))

as being composed of equivariant tempered distributions, courtesy of the Schwartz Kernel
Theorem [3.3.T} we could either choose a direct approach and sandwich

(o) d 2 d sk d
C2\(REH) € L2 (RY, H) € 8%, (R, H)

in between smooth equivariant functions that vanish near the boundaries of the funda-
mental cells and the equivariant tempered distributions. Instead, we will exploit that the
equivariant ¥DO Op‘;‘q( f) = 0op%(f)l S, (Re,3) €N be seen as the restriction of the ordi-
nary magnetic pseudodifferential operator to equivariant tempered distributions (Propo-
sition [4.1.6). What is more, know that bounded equivariant operators define bounded
operators between non-equivariant L2-spaces (Proposition d.1.2] for q + ¢’ = 0). Hence,
we may think of

21 (B(H, 1)) = (0opt,) " (B(L2(RE, 1), L2RE, 1)) S AP (B, H))  (4.15)

as a closed subspace.

For two composable such Banach spaces we can pull back a product # and an adjoint * to
the level of equivariant tempered distributions as before; clearly, completeness is inherited
again from the parent space B(qu(Rd,’H,), L*(RY, H))).

Lastly, non-equivariant and equivariant position and momentum operators are the quan-
tizations of the exact same symbols, e. g.

Q= OpA(xj) versus R; = Op‘e‘q(xj).
Consequently, the derivations

adg ady,(F) :=ady, o---oadyi oady o---oad3!(F)
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4.3 Extension of some more advanced results

on the level of operators pull back to the exact same derivations a((f,;‘)‘) f from ([3.23). Only
the notation differs, we have replaced x by r and £ by k, e. g.

ady (f) =T[k;, f Ip = k;t°f — F§°k;.
That means that thanks to the inclusion we have proven

Theorem 4.3.1 (Beals’ Commutator Criterion for equivariant ¥DOs)
An equivariant bounded operator

F=0pf,(f) € B(HLYL (R, 1), 12 (R, H"))

is a magnetic pseudodifferential operator associated to a Hormander symbol
fesii(B(H,H))
if and only if

W_u P0G F € AE (B(H, M) Va,a € N (4.16)

Proof The forward direction where we start with the assumption that f € Sg;q/(B(’H, ’H'))
follows directly from the boundedness result, Theorem [4.2.5]

Let us prove non-trivial direction: suppose equation (4.16) holds true. Thanks to defi-
nition (4.I5) and the comments preceding the statement of Theorem [4.3.T] we may view
f as an element of the non-equivariant Banach space 2 (B(H,H’)) from Section [3.4.3]
Put another way, the assumptions in Corollary [3.4.24] are satisfied and we deduce f €
Sg;q (B(#H,H")) is a Hérmander symbol of order q + ¢’ and type (0,0).

What is more, f and all its derivations — and thus, all its derivatives — are equivariant
as elements of

(a,0) . d

Oy f €2 (B(H, H") € Sz, (B(H, H)) Va,a e N
Characterization (4.13) of equivariant Hérmander symbols therefore tells us that f €
Sg;q/(B(’H, H’ )) is in fact an equivariant Hormander symbol. -

4.3.2 Results on inversion and functional calculus

With the Commutator Criterion [4.3.1]in hand, we proceed as in Section [3.4.4] To avoid
being repetitive we will omit proofs either largely or in their entirety.

The Moyal resolvent is again the preimage of the resolvent operator under the quanti-
zation,

(Op‘:q(h) — z)_l = Opéq((h —z)D),

For suitable functions we can then define functional calculi, e. g. via the Helffer-Sjostrand
formula (3.38) or the complex integral ([3.39). Clearly, the central point is invertibility.
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4 Equivariant magnetic pseudodifferential calculus

Theorem 4.3.2 (Invertibility) Suppose the Hilbert spaces H and H’ are isomorphic. Sup-
pose f € Sg;q/(B(’H, ’H’)) is invertible either as an element of A8 (B(’H, ’H/)) (q+q'=0) or
ME(BH, M) (q+q = 0).

(1) Then also its inverse f V% e Sg(;r q/(l’)’(’H,’, ’H)) is a Hormander symbol of the same order
g+q' =0.

(2) The products of f and f TV belong to the equivariant Hormander spaces
fEFE =1y, €S2 (BH),
FEVREEf =15, € SZ(B(H)).

Proof (1) The fact that £ (B(’H,’,H)) exists as a Hérmander symbol follows by ap-
plying Theorem [3.4.32] and checking that equivariance is indeed preserved.
The only question is as to the order of the symbol f©V# and that is covered by

Lemma[4.2.2]

(2) Theorem [4.2.8]tells us these products exist in Sg(ngq/)(B(’H’)) and Sg’(ngq/)(B(H)), re-
spectively. However, Lemma [4.2.2] informs the actual order is lower, ¢’ and g, respec-
tively. o

A direct corollary to Theorem is the existence of Moyal resolvents.

Theorem 4.3.3 (Existence of Moyal resolvent) Suppose H < M’ can be continuously
and densely injected into H’'.
Assume we are given a symbol f € Sg;q/(B(”H,”H’)) and f —z is an invertible element of

qu(B(H,H’))for some z & o(Op*(f))-

(1) Then the Moyal resolvent (f —2) e ¢ Sg;q/(B(H’, 7—[)) exists as a Hormander symbol
of order g+q’ > 0.
(2) We may view their products
(f =2)T 5 (f —2) = 1, € SH(B(H)) NS (B(H")),

(f =2 (f —2) 7D =15, € S2(B(H)) N S2 (B(H)).

as elements of two different equivariant Hérmander classes.

Proof We only need to comment on the Hérmander classes of the products: because H —
H’ can be viewed as a dense subspace, we may view 1, as a continuous extension of 1.
Equivalently, 14, is the restriction of 1, to the dense subspace H.

The order of the equivariant Hormander classes are then determined by the growth of
the group actions 7 and 7’ (Lemma [4.2:2)). -
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4.3 Extension of some more advanced results

One case where we can ensure the invertibility is when h is an elliptic Hormander symbol.

Corollary 4.3.4 Suppose H — H' can be continuously and densely injected into H'.

Assume we are given a symbol h € Sg;r q/(l’)’(’}-{,’}-{’)) that is elliptic in the sense of Defi-
nition when q + q' > 0 and takes values in the selfadjoint operators. Then for any
2 ¢ O'(OpA(h)) the Moyal resolvent

_ 1) +q ’
(h—2)"D# € ST (B(H, 1))
exists as a Hérmander symbol.

With the Moyal resolvents in hand, we can proceed to define functional calculi. The first
one is for situations where we can use the Helffer-Sjostrand formula:

Theorem 4.3.5 (Existence of a functional calculus) Suppose H — H’ can be continu-
ously and densely injected into H'. Assume we are given a symbol h € Sg;q/(B(H, ’H’)) that
is elliptic in the sense of Definition [3.4.7lwhen q + q’ > 0 and takes values in the selfadjoint
operators. Then this defines a functional calculus for ¢ € C2°(R, C) via the Hellfer-Sjostrand
formula (3.38), and for each smooth function with compact support

" (h) € ST (B, )
defines a Hormander symbol of order q + q’.

Proof ¢5(h) exists as an operator-valued Hérmander symbol by Theorem [3.4.38 Evi-
dently, ©?(h) inherits the equivariance of the Moyal resolvent (Theorem[4.3.3). Therefore,
Lemma [4.2.2] tells us the order of the equivariant symbol equals the sum of the orders of
growth of the group actions 7 and 7’. o

In principle, we can also define a holomorphic functional calculus, and a proof of the
following statement is identical to the one above, we merely have to set H = H’ and point
to Theorem in the first step instead.

Theorem 4.3.6 (Holomorphic functional calculus on Sig (B (7—[))) There exists a holomor-
phic functional calculus on Sgg(B(H)), i. e. for any function ¢ that is holomoprhic on some
neighborhood of the spectrum a(OpA( f )), equation (3.39) defines a map

¢ = ¢P(f) € S2(B(H))
into the Hormander symbols of order 2q.

Just like in the operator-valued case, we can often construct a parametrix for equivari-
ant magnetic ¥DOs. The symbol agrees with the Moyal resolvent up to O(e®) — if the
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4 Equivariant magnetic pseudodifferential calculus

latter exists. Of course, the crucial assumption is that a Oth-order approximation exists
and is equivariant. Then the equivariance of the calculus ensures that all higher-order
terms are equivariant as well. Compared to the analogous results from Section[3.4.2] the
parametrix exists only as a formal sum and we do not know whether a resummation exists

(cf. Remark [3:4.13)).

Theorem 4.3.7 (Existence of a parametrix) Suppose the following assumptions are satis-
fied:
(a) H — H’' can be continuously and densely injected into H'.

(b) We are given a symbol f € Sg;q/(B(H, H’)).

(c) We are given an asymptotic expansion of the magnetic Weyl product (cf. Definition[3.4.12)

oo

FPg =" (F1P &)y

n=0
of f € Sg/’gq”(l’)’(’}-{’, H")) and g € SgT;/(B(H,H’)), where € < 1 is a small parameter
and the terms of the expansion satisfy

(F1° ) € ST (BH, H")).
(d) There exists a symbol g, € Sg;q/(B(H/,”H)) that satisfies

got®f =1y, = O(e) € S2(B(H)) N 2 (B(H)),

FiPgo— 14 = O(e) € S2(B(H)) N 2 (B(H)).

Then there exists a parametrix f "V« € nST (B(H’, H)), which satisfies
FOVPf =14+ 0(e) € TS2(B(H)) N 582 (B(H)),

eq
FEEFCDe =15 + O(e%) € BS2(B(H)) n 1824 (B(H)).

Applying the parametrix construction to h — z yields an “approximate Moyal resolvent”
(h —2)Ye, which is then the basis for a functional calculus.

Remark 4.3.8 (Equivariant functional calculi using parametrices) We could have re-
peated the discussion from Section [3:4.4] and set up functional calculi with respect to
parametrices rather than Moyal resolvents. The basis for those is Theorem[4.3.7] Our ar-
guments hold verbatim after adding the keyword equivariant in the right places. Indeed,
this has been exploited in the literature on perturbed periodic systems (see e. g. [PST034;
DL11; DL14a; FT16]).
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The fact that finite resummations of (h —z)Ve in general do not converge may actually
be an advantage in many situations: when Op”(h) is selfadjoint and z ¢ O'(Op’:q(h)),
Beal’s Commutator Criterion [4.3.T]ensures the existence of the exact Moyal resolvent (h—
2) e e Sg;q/(B(H’,H)). When in addition ((h —z)(_l)f)o the principal symbol in the
€ expansion of ﬁB exists (condition (d) above), then we can construct the formal sum
(h—2)e as well. The two are related by

(h—2)D8 = (h—2) D + O(e™),

i. e. the formal sum is the asymptotic expansion of the true Moyal resolvent. Results
like J[AMP10, Theorem 1.4], which guarantee the continuity of spectra for parameter-
dependent magnetic pseudodifferential operators with scalar-valued symbols then suggest
that we should expect z ¢ O'(Op{:q(h)) for € = ¢, extends to a neighborhood of ¢,. In that
case, (h—z)Ve e Asg;q'(B(H’, ’H)) defines an asymptotic equivariant symbol.

These relations between approximate and true Moyal resolvents extend to symbols ob-
tained via the two functional calculi from the same function.

5 Conclusion & outlook

The aim of this work was providing a solid foundation for magnetic pseudodifferential
calculi for operator-valued and equivariant operator-valued functions and distributions.
Up until now the mathematical theory of which lived in the appendices of some works
(see e. g. [PSTO3H; [PST03a; [Teu03]) or in short explanations that merely sketched these
ideas (as in e. g. [DL11); [FL13; DL144; IDL17]). The downside was that this had to be —
partly or entirely — repeated for each publication, and more advanced results were usually
out of reach. What is more, there are some technical subtleties one may not think of when
outlining the construction in broad strokes.

We hope that this work has filled this gap. Apart from providing fully featured pseudodif-
ferential calculi, which importantly include functional calculi, our discussion clarifies how
to overcome the technical hurdles when extending analytical results to operator-valued
and equivariant magnetic ¥DOs. A common theme was that morally we can often think
of some operator-valued function space

A(B(H, H)) # A(C) ® B(H, H')

as the tensor product of the corresponding scalar-valued function space A(C) with the
Banach space of bounded operators. Unfortunately, unless A(C) is nuclear or B(H, H') is
finite-dimensional, this is false as there are several inequivalent topologies with respect to
which we can complete the algebraic tensor product. Extra care needs to be taken to make
the mathematical arguments rigorous. The crucial ingredient is that the relevant spaces
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of Schwartz functions and tempered distributions are nuclear, and on this level the tensor
product decomposition can be made rigorous and exploited systematically.

Furthermore, we have conceptually clarified the relation between the operator-valued
and the equivariant calculus. Big picture, there are two important ingredients:

(1) On the level of distributions equivariant magnetic ¥DOs are the restriction of operator-
valued magnetic ¥DOs between (not necessarily equivariant) tempered distributions

(cf. Proposition [4.1.6)).

(2) Bounded operators between ordinary, non-equivariant L? spaces that satisfy an equiv-
ariance condition define bounded operators between equivariant magnetic Sobolev
and L? spaces (cf. e. g. Propositions @ 1.1 and [£.1.2).

Exploiting this has a number of advantages. For example, rather than introducing suitable
weights as in [[PST03a, Appendix B], our proof of the Calderén-Vaillancourt Theorem for
equivariant ¥DOs (Theorem rests on the fact that any bounded operator between
(non-equivariant) magnetic Sobolev spaces that satisfies the equivariance condition
uniquely defines a bounded equivariant operator between equivariant magnetic Sobolev
spaces. This is one incarnation of Meta Theorem[4.1.10] which provides a general blueprint
for extending other results.

We believe that this review forms a good basis for more advanced results and gener-
alizations. We have purposefully included the small magnetic field limit A — 0, which
has been investigated by e. g. Cornean, Iftimie and Purice [ICIP19] and by [FL13] for the
non-relativistic limit of the Dirac dynamics.

Our initial motivation for this paper came from our work on the semiclassical limit for
metallic crystalline solids [[DLS21]. Having split off the technical aspects related to the
pseudodifferential calculus for equivariant ¥DOs allows us to focus on the ideas and phys-
ical interpretation. Moreover, should we or someone else decide to generalize the setting
of [IDLS21], then they can make use of a robust and fully developed pseudodifferential
calculus. And should they need more advanced results that have not been covered here,
then they only need to prove those.

Further natural developments for the calculus could be the extension to quasicrystals or
to more general 2-cocycles that need not be the exponential of a magnetic flux. Or one
could adapt the algebraic point of view developed in [MPRO5; MPRO7b; LMR10; BLM13].
The latter could be rewarding not just from the point of view of applications, going beyond
abelian “coefficient C*-algebras” (to use the terminology from e. g. [MPROS; [LMR1Q])
introduces interesting mathematical obstacles.
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A Tempered growth of group action on HJ'(T¢)

An important example of a Hilbert space that is endowed with a group action 7 of order
m is the magnetic Sobolev space H = Hz;(’]l‘d) of the same order m over the torus.

Proof (Lemma[2.3.T) The magnetic Sobolev norm we use is defined by
1l vy = {1V =AY [ ey

where the weight is defined through functional calculus.
For ) € H;";(Td) we can express the Sobolev norm in terms of the usual L? norm,

He+iy*.yw”H/%(Td) _ (—ivy —Ao(y)yn e+iy*.§’¢

S (- ao(3)) "0

12(T9)

+ (et =iV, —Ag(5))"

IA

L2(T9)

[(=iv, —409))"

L2(T9)

+

* Ay \M
= <Y Ao(}’)) v s20xe)

(Y* _Ao(f’)yn

L2(T4)

INA

BU2(TY) 1Yl 2(ray + ||1/J||H/g"0(1rd)

* A\
(14 =40 ey ) e

After we take the supremum over v € HIZ:)(’]I‘d) that are normalized with respect to the
mth magnetic Sobolev norm, we obtain the claimed estimate: because the multiplication
operators A ;(¥) are bounded on L?(T%) (the polynomial growth at oo does not matter
as T? is compact), we can estimate the first factor by

1+ - a00)"| c ).

This finishes the proof. o

IA

<
B(L%(T))

B Auxiliary results to extend Op” from Schwartz functions to
tempered distributions

The most significant technical complication of Section [3] enters the extension by duality.
To correctly adapt the strategy of [MP04] from the scalar-valued to the operator-valued
case, we have to carefully select the right Fréchet spaces and pick the right topologies.

To make it easier for the reader to compare our results with our main resource, Treves’
excellent book on topological vector spaces [Tre67], we will revert back to more standard
notation. For example, we will label Hilbert spaces H, = H, H, = H’ and so forth to avoid
confusing the prime with the strong or the Banach space dual ’ later on.
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B Auxiliary results to extend Op” from Schwartz functions to tempered distributions

B.1 Space of trace class operators £(#;,H,) between two Hilbert
spaces

In applications, we have to consider cases where our functions and distributions take values
in bounded operators between two different Hilbert spaces. Frequently, our magnetic ¥DO
is defined by an unbounded-operator-valued function; in that case H; = D C H, is the
pointwise operator domain that lies densely in the target space H,.

When H; = H,, our construction relies on well-known properties of p-Schatten classes
(cf. e. g. [RS72, Section VI.6]). For example, the dual £!(H,)’ = B(#,) of the trace class
operators are the bounded operators and £!(#,) € B(#,) is a two-sided ideal with respect
to multiplication. Moreover, the trace is cyclical, Tr 4, (AB) = Tr4, (BA).

The purpose of this subsection is to furnish a definition of £(#;,#,) and convince the
reader that this space acts in very much the same way and possesses the same properties as
LY(H;). All of the material we need can be found in [Tre67], where the topic is developed
in much greater generality. When H; and H, are replaced by two Fréchet spaces &; and
X,, then £1(X, &,) is called the space of nuclear operators mapping between X; and X.
However, in our setting it makes sense to call elements of £(#,,#.,) trace class: not
only does £!(H,,#;) coincide with the usual space of trace class operators, it inherits all
essential properties of £!(#;) even when H; # H,.

Let us offer up a definition that exploits our setting:

Definition B.1.1 (£'(H1,H2)) We endow the vector space of trace class operators
L (Hy, Hy) = {T € B(HLHy) | 1Tl 23,20 < 00}
with the norm
||T”£1(7-£1,H2) = H|T|HC1(H1)
where |T| := +/T*T is the absolute value of T.

This is not the first-principles definition, because starting with that would necessitate a long
— and for our purposes completely unnecessary — preamble. Fortunately, an operator T
between Hilbert spaces is nuclear if and only if its modulus |T| € £!(#,) is trace class in the
usual sense (cf. [Tre67, Theorem 48.2]). Hence, we have taken the liberty to replace the
first-principles definition, [[Tre67, Definition 47.2], with Definition [B.T.Tthat only requires
knowledge of standard results from functional analysis.

A second characterization of trace class operators closely mimics the well-known case
L1(H,): an operator T € £L'(#,) is trace class in the usual sense if and only if T is the sum
of rank-1 operators and the eigenvalues of | T| are absolutely summable. The Corollary on
p. 494 of [Tre67] states that this is still true for elements of £L*(#;,#H,): an operator T

108



B.1 Space of trace class operators L'(H,,H,) between two Hilbert spaces

between Hilbert spaces is nuclear if and only if there exist two (potentially finite) orthonor-
mal sequences {1 ;}jez € Hq, Z €N, and {;;} ez C H, as well as a sequence of complex
numbers {u;};c7 C C so that the action of the operator

Ty =D 1 (01591) 03
jez
= > 2192030, 80113, 1

JjET

can be expressed as the linear combination of rank-1 operators and the coefficients

D lujl< oo

jeT

are absolutely summable. This is the reason why we can use our abbreviated Defini-
tion [B.ILIl Furthermore, it explains why requiring vT*T € L(#,) is equivalent to
VT T* € L}Y(H,) — both yield the same summability condition {ujtier €4 1(Z) on the
coefficients.

Let us summarize some relevant properties. Essentially, the next Proposition merely
states that £'(#,,H,) has all the (suitably generalized) properties of £!(#;).

Proposition B.1.2 (Properties of £1(Hq,H»)) (1) L'(H,,H,) is a Banach space.

(2) The Hilbert space adjoint * : LY(H,H,) —> LY (H,, H,) is an isometry between Banach
spaces.

(3) LY(Hq,H,) € K(Hq,H,) is a subset of the compact operators.

(4) The trace class property is stable under multiplication with bounded operators from the
left and the right, i. e. for all A € B(Hs,Ha), T € L (H,,Hs) and C € B(H,, H,) we
have

laTc|

L1(H, 1) < AN Br, 20 1 T 2231, 70) 1C B34, 314,) (B.1)
which in particular implies ATC € LY (H1,Hs).

(5) The trace is cyclical in the sense that

Try,,(AB) = Tr4, (BA) (B.2)

holds whenever at least one of the operators A€ B(H,,H,) and B € B(H,, H,) is trace
class.
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B Auxiliary results to extend Op” from Schwartz functions to tempered distributions

(6) The e-tensor product (or injective tensor product) of two Hilbert spaces
Hy® Hy = K(Hi, Hy)
equals the compact operators IC(H,, H,) mapping between them.
(7) The m-tensor product (or projective tensor product) of two Hilbert spaces
Hy®, Hy = L1 (M1, H,)
equals the trace class operators £L*(H,,H,) mapping between them.
(8) The dual of the trace class operators are the bounded operators,
ct (Hy, Ha)" = B(Hy, Ha),
where the * indicates that we have used the sesquilinear duality bracket

(A T) £130,94,) = T34, (A T)
=(T,A) 21034, 1) VA€ B(H1,Hy), T € LY(Hq, Hsy).
Item (2) can be succinctly understood as the natural generalization of the two-sided ideal
property of L(H,).
Moreover, the two tensor products can be viewed as completions of the algebraic tensor

product H,; ® H, with respect to different topologies, i. e. finite linear combinations of
rank-1 operators

Hy X Hy D (Y1,92) — W’z)Hz <¢1|H1-

Proof (1) The first principles definition, [Tre67, Definition 47.2], declares £ (H,, H,) =
H, ®, H,/N as the quotient of the Banach space H; ®, H, with a closed subspace N
(cf. the first paragraph on [[Tre67, p. 479]). Thus, it is a Banach space.

(2) For the Banach space adjoint the relevant statement can be found as [Tre67, Proposi-
tion 47.5] and its Corollary on p. 484. Given that Hilbert spaces are reflexive, these
facts immediately extend to the Hilbert space adjoint.

(3) Any nuclear operator is compact (cf. [Tre67, Proposition 47.3]).

(4) This is the content of [Tre67, Proposition 47.1].
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B.2 Proof of Proposition extension of Op” by duality

(5) Here, we use a trick by identifying A € B(H,,H,) and B € B(H,, H,) with the block

operators
- 0 O ~ 0 B
a=(30) 5=(0 b)

on the direct sum #H; ® H,. We can then use the cyclicity of the trace on H; ® H, to
deduce

Tr'HZ(AB) == TrHle)Hz (AB) == Tr,Hle,Hz (BA)
=Try, (BA).
(6) We refer to [Tre67, Theorem 48.3].

(7) This follows from [Tre67, Theorem 48.4] and the arguments in the paragraph preced-
ing Theorem 48.4 in the reference.

(8) The reader may find the claim as [[Tre67, Theorem 48.5’]. -

For the sake of completeness, we give the straight-forward extension of Definition[B.1.1]to
p-Schatten class operators.

Definition B.1.3 (LP(H1,H,)) For any 1 < p < oo we endow the vector space of p-
Schatten class operators

L (M1, Hy) = {T € B(HLHy) | Tl 2o 30 < 00
with the norm

1T s34 = T oy = (T, T1P)

where |T| := +/T*T is the absolute value of T.

B.2 Proof of Proposition 3.3.3; extension of Op” by duality

To allow us to refer to the relevant results from [[Tre67] more directly, in this subsection
we will work with the strong or the Banach space dual ’ rather than the dual * obtained
from a sesquilinear duality bracket. We leave it to the reader to restore the notation from
Section [3] at the end.

Many of the technical results we will need are summarized in Proposition[B.1.2] Item (8)
justifies why looking at trace class operators between #; and #, is the right Banach
space to start with — its dual are the bounded operators. Moreover, item (7) connects
LY(Hq,Hy) = H, ®, H, to a tensor product.
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B Auxiliary results to extend Op” from Schwartz functions to tempered distributions

As we have emphasized several times in the main body of the text, dealing with the
subtleties of tensor products is one of the key technical challenges. For example, even
though for most of the proof, our choice of tensor product does not matter — most of the
spaces are nuclear and for nuclear spaces injective and projective tensor products coincide
(cf. [Tre67, Theorem 50.1]). In one key step, though, it does: the tensor products of H;
and H, in Proposition (6) and (7) yield different spaces of operators. Sussing out
exactly where we need to make a choice of tensor product in our arguments and why
is very subtle. Ultimately, it can be traced to the fact that the m-tensor product is always
associative whereas the ¢-tensor product is not (cf. e. g. the paragraph below Definition 2.7
in [DK19D.

Proof (Proposition[3.3.3) (1) First of all, all topological vector spaces involved are de-
rived from Fréchet spaces or their duals. Moreover, the vector spaces S(R?) and
S'(RY) are nuclear (cf. [Tre67, p. 530, Corollary]), and therefore the completions
SR ® H;, j = 1,2, of the corresponding algebraic tensor products are uniquely de-
fined and we may identify them with S(RY) ® H; = S(Rd,Hj) (cf. [Tre67, p. 533]).
Owing to the nuclearity of these spaces we have the freedom of interpreting ® as the
projective tensor product ® ; and to use its algebraic properties in the proof.

Moreover, the canonical identification of #; and its Banach space dual ’H; = H; via
Riesz Lemma leads to an identification of the dual space S (Rd,’H,j)’ ~ S'(RY, H;).

We will now start with the target space in Proposition[3.3.3] (1) and transform it to the
initial space on the left-hand side. The first identification comes courtesy of [Tre67,
equation (50.17)], namely

B(S(RY, 1), SR, 1,)) = B(S(RY, Hy ), S(RY, 1))
> S(RY, Hy) ® S(RY, H,y).

In order to group the factors of the tensor product, let us insert 7 back for emphasis
so that we can use the the associativity and the commutativity of the projective tensor
product,

(SRHY@H,)® (SR ®H,) = (SR ®, H,)®, (SR ®, H,)
> SR e, (1, 8, SRY) @, H,)
= (SR ®, S(RM) @, (H1 ®, H,).

After invoking [Tre67, Theorem 51.6] and identifying R*¢ = T*R? with the cotan-
gent bundle, the first factor reduces to S(T*R?). For the second, we make use of
Proposition [B.1.2] (7), which leads to the first identification in

S(T'RY) ®, (H1 ®, H,y) = S(T*RY) ® L1 (Hy, Hy)
= S(T*RY, L1 (M4, Hy))-
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B.2 Proof of Proposition extension of Op” by duality

(2

€))

The last isomorphism that pulls in £*(#,,H,) is again taken from [Tre67, p. 533].
This then proves item (1).

We will build on some of the arguments from the proof of (1). The central identifica-
tion is the last equality on [Tre67, p. 534],
S'(T*RY, B(H1,H,)) = 8'(T'RY, L1 (Hy, Hy)')
= (S(T*RY, L' (M1, Hy)) )

/

Note that the position of the dual ’ is essential, and the additional pair of brackets in
the last line are merely for emphasis. In the proof of item (1) we have shown that we
may identify

S(T*Rd,ﬁl(Hl;Hz)) = S(Rd;Hl) ®S(Rd,7‘[z)

with the tensor product of two Hilbert space-valued Schwartz functions; we may write
the tensor product since Schwartz functions are nuclear and all tensor products are
one and the same.

But the dual of the tensor product is nothing but the tensor product of the duals
(cf. [Tre67, equation (50.19)]),

(S(T"RY, £1 (M1, M) = SR, H,) © SR, Ty
= Sl(Rdﬁﬂl) ® S/(RdyHZ)'

According to the first displayed equation on [Tre67, p. 525], the right-hand side can
be seen as

S/(Rdi Hl) ® Sl(Rd ] HZ) = B(S(Rd ] Hl ) E] Sl(Rdy HZ))
Thus, we have proven item (2).

We need to prove gauge-covariance. Assumption[3.0.Tlensures that the gauge function
x > et ¢ C;’;’l (R?, C) is a smooth, bounded function with polynomially bounded
derivatives.

Consequently, multiplication with e**¥(¢X) defines a continuous map
x — etiATEx) :S(Rd,Hj)—>S(Rd,”Hj), j=12,

between Schwartz spaces, which extends by duality to a continuous map on the tem-
pered distributions.
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C Characterizing equivariant operators

Thus, no matter if we view f — Op”(f) as maps on S(T*R%, L}(H;,H,)) or on
S’ (T*Rd,B(”Hl,Hz)), the right-hand side of equation (3.8) is the concatenation of
three continuous linear maps. Hence, the right-hand side is continuous.

Equality of left- and right-hand side follows directly for Schwartz functions and ex-
tends by duality to tempered distributions. Therefore, the maps from item (1) and
(2) inherit gauge-covariance (3.8). This finishes the proof. o

C Characterizing equivariant operators

The central piece to extending the magnetic pseudodifferential calculus to equivariant
operator-valued symbols is Proposition 4. 1.1l The main point of this appendix is to prove
it rigorously. However, it turns out that in addition to the three equivalent points of views,
we need a fourth one, which corresponds to another identification of qu(Rd,’H,) with a
Hilbert space over the Brillouin zone T;* := T* — y* that has been shifted by y* € T'*. For
consistency, we omit the index when the fundamental cell T* = Tf is centered at the origin
0er™.

C.1 Relevant Hilbert spaces and identifications between them

The first three relevant spaces have already been introduced, qu(]Rd,’H), L2(T*, ) and

L?(RY,#). The fourth is the Hilbert space b,-(H) defined for any y* € T as the Banach
space LZ(T’;*, ‘H) endowed with the weighted scalar product

(rotredy 0 = <(]1L2(1r;*) ®t(r ) ) ¢ (Lir,y @ T(Y*)_l)%*hzm;,m-

Since 7(0) = 14, the Hilbert spaces hy(H) = Lz(Tg,’H) = L2(T*,H) agree. The presence
of the weight ensures qu(Rd, H) is unitarily equivalent to b,.(#) for any y* € T*.

Let us list and prove the relations between b,.(H), LZ(T;*, H) and qu(Rd, H). We em-
phasize that we will continue to tacitly assume that Assumption is satisfied, i. e. all
Hilbert spaces are separable and all group actions have at most polynomial growth.

Lemma C.1.1 Let y*,7* € T be two reciprocal lattice vectors.

(1) For y* =0 the Hilbert spaces ho(H) = L*(T;, H) = L*(T*, 1) all coincide.

2) b,.(H) and L?(T*,,H) agree as Banach spaces.
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C.1 Relevant Hilbert spaces and identifications between them

(3) The linear map
Uy 1 L2 (R, H) — b, (H),
/l)b = /l)b |']I‘;* >
is a unitary between Hilbert spaces. Furthermore, for almost all k € T’;* we have
U, )(k) = (k) = T(r )k + 1),
(4) The composition
Uy g = Uy Uz 2 03.(H) — b (H)
is a unitary that acts on Y. € hz.(H) as
(Up 55 ) () = (r) (7)) g (ke + 7% = 77)
=17 =) Pplk+y —79)
for almost all k € T’;
Proof (1) This follows from 7(0) = 1,, and ’]I‘Z; = T*.

(2) The norms of b,.(#) and LZ(’]I";*,’H) are equivalent,

HT(Y*)”;H) ”wr* (C.1

(1) S [ by (H) S 1= s [l L2(T?, M)’

because both, 7(y*) and its inverse 7(y*)™! = 7(—y*) are bounded operators on # by
Assumption [4.0.1] (c).

(3) First of all, we can verify by direct computation that U,. preserves the scalar product:
for any @, € qu(Rd, H) we deduce

(U0, Upt)y 5y = L dk(T(r) e (k), T(r ) (k)

T

_ f dk (2 + 1), 7Y e+ ),

:J dK’ <<p(k’),¢(k)>H = (%#’)qu(Rd,H)-
T

Furthermore, U,. is surjective as we can use the equivariance condition to construct a
preimage to any v« € h,..(H). Therefore, U,. is unitary.

The explicit expression for (U,.1))(k) follows directly from the equivariance condition
that characterizes elements of qu(Rd, H).
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C Characterizing equivariant operators

(4) As the composition of unitaries, U,. ;. is unitary. The explicit formula for the point
evaluation of UY*,T’*w?* follows from (3). o

The second lemma collects facts on how to relate the collection b,.(H) to L*(RY, H).
Clearly, we can identify the Hilbert spaces

LR H) = P LT, H)
y*er+*

by carving up RY & Uy*EF* T; into fundamental cells. If we take the direct sum of the
b,-(H) instead, in general we will obtain a dense subspace of L2(R%, ) due to the presence
of the weights.

Lemma C.1.2 Suppose the order of the group action 7 : I — GL(H) on H is ¢ = 0. Define
the Hilbert spaces

b (1) == EP b,.(3)

yrer+

and 1. (H) that consists of those elements of Dyer L?(T*,,H) for which the norm

2 —— *\q 2
0L (1) T Z Y e e, 0

y*er*

|| (Q/J r* )y*el"*

is finite.
(1) The Banach spaces HL(R?,H) := FHY(R?, M) and h?* (H) are isomorphic under the

map UL, : ¥ — (\D|T§*i’*ef*'
(2) The embedding 1 : b1, (H) — br.(H) is continuous.
(3) The set of finite sequences

cor-(H) == {(wy*)y*el“* € @ L?(T*,, H) } JR>0: Y, =0
y*er*
Vy* e T* with |y*| = R}
lies dense in bhr.(H), hi.(H) and D, er- L%(T*,,H). Therefore, h%.(H) C br.(H) and
br-(H), bE.(H) € Beer LZ(T’;*,H) are dense as well.

(4) Suppose that 7 is elliptic of order q in the sense that there exist two constants C > ¢ >0
so that

c{ri)? HQ’[)Y*HLZ(T;MH) < er*”hy*(m <c{) H#’V*HLZ(T;*,H) (C.2)

holds for all (), e+ € bi.(H). Then hi.(H) = br.(H) agree as Banach spaces.
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C.1 Relevant Hilbert spaces and identifications between them

Proof (1) Clearly, we can view qu(IR{d,H) > ¥ = (Y, )yer+ as a collection of vectors

(2

€))

P =V € LZ(T“;*, H). That gives an injection
-
i, HLRLH) = €D LT, H)
f)/*el"x

which is continuous since (K)? > 1 holds and therefore

||qj||12-1q],(Rd,H) = ”(K)q\DHiZ(]Rd,H) = Z ”(K)q \PlTj* ||i2(11‘*,7-£)
yer*

> Z ||‘~I/|1rj* ”iZ(T*,H)'

y*er+

So the question that remains is whether the two norms are equivalent. That amounts
to showing there exist three constants C > ¢ > 0 and R > 0 for which

(C.3)

) [l (Lo, 0y < [V e, <C) |l

12T H) = LT, )

holds for all (\I/|T* )y*eF*
r* )
operator upper and lower bound follow from the elementary estimate

and y* € T* provided |y*| = R. Since (K)? is a multiplication

Tl <1kl <21y,

which is true for all k € ’]I"; and y* € T* as long as |y*| = R is large enough.

Thus, the norms are in fact equivalent and the spaces qu(Rd,”H,) and b, (H) are
isomorphic as Banach spaces.

The density follows immediately from the inclusions

cor+ (M) C b (H) S br.(H) € €D LA(T:., H)

and the density of cor.(H) C @,.cr- L2 (T, H).

Assumption [4.0.T] (c), namely that 7 is of order q, directly implies that there exists a
constant C, > 0 for which

1l = 7G4

LT}, ) <G Ar) ”‘rbr* L2(TL.3)

is satisfied forally* € " and v, € L*(T?,,H). Writing out the h, norm and inserting
this estimate yields

Hl((wr*)y*eF*)Hhr*(H) =C; ”(wr*)y*eF*

e (H)
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C Characterizing equivariant operators

(4) We have to show that the norms of h;.(#) and h?. () are equivalent. The upper bound
has already been shown in item (2). The lower bound can be proven analogously to
the upper bound, exploiting the lower bound (C.2) we have assumed to be true.

Characterization (c) of Proposition [4.1.1] which corresponds to characterization (d) in
the extended Proposition [C.2. 1] below, involves (the Fourier transform of) non-magnetic
Sobolev spaces. This is to deal with the polynomial growth of Hr(y*)” B 88 ly*| — oo.

Corollary C.1.3 Suppose we are in the setting of Lemma [C.1.2] Then the following holds
true:

(1) The map

Up. :HL(RY, H) — br.(H),

U (Pl )

is a continuous injection with dense range.

(2) In the above claim, we can replace q by a larger q +q’, q¢' > 0, without altering the
conclusion.

(3) When the group action is elliptic in the sense that it satisfies equation (C2)), then the
map Ur. is a bijection with bounded inverse.

(4) In the special case where the group action T : T — U(?H) takes values in the unitary
operators, the map Ur. is a unitary.

Proof (1) The map Uy, is the composition of the map ¥ — (\Ile*»)y*eF* that facilitates
e

the identification of HL(R?,7) and b?,, and the injection h}.(H) < br.(H) from

Lemma [C.1.2] (1) and (2), respectively. According to the Lemma, both maps are con-

tinuous and thus, their composition is as well.

Injectivity is evident from the definition: Up. ¥ = 0 holds if and only if all the restric-
tions to the plaquettes T;* vanish on a set of full measure. Thus, ¥ = 0 is the only
solution and Ur. is injective.

(2) This follows directly from Hq;q/(Rd,”H) C HL(R%,H) and
00 gy < Il e 10 Vo e HYT (R, H),

’

which is a consequence of (K)? < (K)I%7,
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C.2 Equivalent characterizations of operators

(3) Lemma[C.1.2] (4) tells us that if 7 is elliptic in the sense that equation (C.1.2) holds,
then the Banach spaces HqF(Rd, ‘H) and b. () are isomorphic Banach spaces. In fact,
Ur. is the isomorphism we are looking for.

Lower and upper bounds in the estimate

1l re 20y < || Ur- @

beL(H) H(‘I"T?*)r*er* b r) S C N1l cre, 709

that shows equivalence of the norms give us continuity of U! and Uy..

(4) This follows directly from (3): when the group action 7 is unitary, then we may choose
q = 0. Moreover, the scalar products — and thus, the induced norms — of TJ? (H),
br-(H) and H}(RY, %) = L*(RY,H) all coincide. Consequently, Uy. is a surjective
norm-preserving map between Hilbert spaces, and as such unitary. o

C.2 Equivalent characterizations of operators

We will now generalize and extend Proposition [4.1.1]in two ways: first of all, rather than
just look at F;, as a linear map between

D(F,y) € LA(T*, H) = ho(H) — L*(T*, 1) = ho(H),

we will instead allow one to pick any fundamental cell ’]I"; Due to the presence of 7(y*)
in the equivariance condition that defines qu(Rd, H), it is more suitable to work with the
weighted Hilbert spaces hy*(’H(’)) rather than LZ(T“;*, H).

The second modification is that we will look at the collection (F,.),.cr- as a whole for
two reasons: first of all, it is easier to make the equivariance condition explicit through the
unitary U,. ;. from Lemmal[C.1.T] (4). And secondly, upon identifying br.(#) with a dense
subspace of L2(R?, ), we can more easily relate F : D(F) C L*(R?,H) — L*(R?, 1)
with a collection (F,.),.er- of operators.

The third and final modification is that we have reordered the items to follow the natural
order in the proof.

Proposition C.2.1 There is a one-to-one correspondence between

(@) a single operator F,. : D(F,.) € b,.(H) — b,.(H') for some y* € T* and two group
actions T : T* — GL(HD),

(b) a collection of densely defined operators F,. : D(F,.) = ©(y*)D(F,) < L3(T*, H) —
L2(T*,H’) related by

F.=U _ F.U.}

4 TR T rp V5,7t ers, (C.4
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C Characterizing equivariant operators

(c) a densely defined operator F : D(F) C qu(Rd, H)— qu(Rd,’H,’), and

(d) a densely defined operator F: /D\(F) C L2(RY, H) — L2%(RY, H’) subject to the equivari-
ance condition

-~

;* F\?;l = (ﬂLZ(Rd) ® T/(Y*))ﬁ(ﬂLz(Rd) ® T(’}’*)_l) V’}’* S F*, (C.5)

>\]

and the domain
T,.(D(F) = (Lar- @ () (DY), (C.6)
where (iff)\ll(’))(k) = W(k—y*) € HY) denotes the translation by y* € T* on L>(RY, H").
Proof The structure of the proof is as follows:

(a)

W S~ b)) <= @
/

@]

Since the Hilbert space structure is unimportant, we shall be working in the category of
Banach spaces. Consequently, we can identify Hilbert spaces whose norms are equivalent
suchas h,.(H) = Lz(T;*, ‘H) even though these are different Hilbert spaces. It is not impor-
tant that operators such as Uy. . € gﬁ(Lz(']I‘**,H), LZ(T;,”H)) are unitary with respect
to one scalar product. All that matters is that they are bounded operators with bounded
inverses, a fact that stays true in any equivalent norm.

Lastly, in the preceding Lemmas and Corollary, we have introduced several maps on
‘H-valued Banach spaces. Whenever we deal with H’-valued Banach spaces, we will sys-
tematically add a prime so thate. g. Uy, . € GL(L3(T*., M), LT, H)).

(@) => (b): Suppose we are given a single densely defined operator F,. : D(F,.) €
L%(T*,,H) and two group actions T and 7’. To construct the operator at 7* € I'* we
set

F..:=U. F,.U.
r PRy YT Ty

and endow it with the domain

D(F;.) := Uy ,.(D(F,.)).

As the image of a dense set under a QE(Lz(']I‘**, H), LZ(T;, ’H)) map, the domain D(F;.) C
L2(T%,,H) is again dense. And evidently, the covariance condition (C.4)) — which implies
also the covariance of the domains — is baked right into the definition of (F,.),r:-
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C.2 Equivalent characterizations of operators

(b) = (c¢): Suppose we are given a collection of operators (Fy* )Y*EF* that satisfies the
equivariance condition (C.4). Pick any y* € T'*. With the help of

U, € GL(LZ (R, H), LA(T?., M)
from Lemma [C.T.1] we define the operator
=1
F:=U'F,.U,. (C.7)

endowed with the domain D(F) := U;l(D(FY*)). Clearly, this gives us a well-defined
operator between qu(Rd,’H) and qu(Rd,’H’). As the range of a dense set under a GL
map, the domain D(F) C qu(Rd,”H) is again dense.

Our remaining task is to show that F is independent of our choice of y* € T*. So let
0 € T'* be the zero element of our group. Then analogously to above we can define the
operator

F:=U/"F,U,
equipped with the domain D(F) := Uy 1(D(FO)). Covariance (C.4) relates
o/ -1
F.=U  F U,
o/ /—1 -1
= U, Uy FoUp U
to Fy, which is equivalent to
_ -1
F=UF,.U,
/=1 gq/ 7—1 —1
= U UL UG Ry U U U,
=U,'FyUy=F.
Likewise, the domains coincide by covariance,
D(F,) = U, UM (D(F,.)).
This shows that the operator F is independent of our choice of y* € T'*.

(c) = (a): Suppose we are given an operator F : D(F) C qu(Rd,H) — qu(Rd,’H,’).
Pick a lattice vector y* € I'*. Then we define the operator

77/ —1
F,.:=U, FU.

by concatenating F with the G£ maps Ur_*l and U;* from Lemma|[C.1.7] (3), and equipping

it with the domain D(F,.) := U,.. (D(F )). As the range of a dense set under a G£ map, the
domain D(F,.) € LZ(T“;*, ‘H) is again dense.
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C Characterizing equivariant operators

(b) => (d): Suppose we are given a collection of covariant operators (F,.),.cr:. For any
lattice vector y* € I'* we define the surjection

Tyt LR H) — LTS, H), W Wy
.

that restricts vectors to the fundamental cell located at y*. Furthermore, we define the
Banach space isomorphisms

VO IR HO) — @D AT, HY),

f)/*el—‘*
) )
NAQREN (ﬁy* (\I/( ))y*er*‘
Then considering the covariant collection (F,.),.cr+ as a densely defined blockdiagonal
operator on the Hilbert space D, Lz(’]l‘;*, H"), we define F as the operator
F\ = Vr{*_l (FY*)Y*EF* VF*

endowed with the domain

D(F) =V ((D(F,), .or. ) € LA(RE, H).

The fact that V.. € QE(LZ(Rd, HD), B, cr- LZ(’]I";*, ’H(’))) and the density of all the D(F,.) C

L?(T*,,H) imply that the domain of F lies dense.
To verify the covariance condition (C.5), we note that for any ¥* € I'* and k € T’;* the

action of the lattice translation Tf* simplifies to
(Ve T Vi (9 )y ), () = e (k= 77) € L2(TL, H). (C.8)

Hence, the covariance condition (C.4) for the (F,.),.cr- and their domains implies (C.5).
Moreover, the equivariance of the domains of the F,. translates to (C.a).

(d) = (b): Suppose we are given a densely defined operator F : D(F) € L*(R?, H) —
LZ(Rd, ‘H’). For the most part, we just need to read the proof for “(b) => (d)” in reverse:
the covariance condition (C.5) guarantees that the operator

Ve FV = (F ) peer (C.9)
is blockdiagonal with respect to the direct sum decomposition. The domain

D((F,)yer-) = Vi (D(F)) € € LA(TE,, H)

y*er*

is necessarily dense as the image of a dense set under a G£ map. Moreover, equation (C.8)
guarantees the domain satisfies (C.6). -
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C.2 Equivalent characterizations of operators

The first three characterizations (a)-(c) lead to clear criteria for when these operators
are bounded: since qu(Rd, #H) and b,.(H) are unitarily equivalent, the norms of all these

operators are the same. In contrast, the identification between F and F,. involves an
injection and a surjection as well as different weights. Consequently, there is no simple
relation between the operator norm of F and those of F or F,..

Proposition C.2.2 Suppose we are in the setting of Proposition [C.2.1]

(1) The boundedness of each of the operators from characterizations (a)-(c) implies the
boundedness of the others. Specifically, the norms are related by

||FY ”B(hy*m),hy*(wn = ”FO”B(LZ(T*,H),LZ(T*,H’))

= ||F||B(qu(Rd,H),qu(Rd,H'))-
(2) The operators from characterizations (a)—(c) are bounded if and only if
F:HYY (R, H) — LR, H)

from characterization (d) defines a bounded operator, where q and q’ are the orders of
growth for the group actions 7 and 7.

Proof For this proof, we need to distinguish between b,..(H) and LZ(T*;*,’H) since we
claim equality of specific operator norms. Thus, we will work in the category of Hilbert
spaces.

(1) Suppose we are given a single operator F,. and two group actions 7 as in charac-
terization (a), where y* indicates the location of the unit cell. Then we may use the
equivariance condition (C4) to translate it back to the origin, and obtain the norm
estimate

B, ()b, (1) — %*ZIFJJE(H) HFY*‘/’r*th*(H’)

||¢r*| b (H) ™
-1
= sup ”U(’)’Y* F,. Uy o
Yo EL2(T*, H)
H'(/JOHLZ(T*,H):l
= Sup ||F0w0||L2(T*,H’)

Yo EL(T*,H)
HwOHLZ(-ﬂ-*,H):l

1

L2(T*,H’)

= ||Pol seuecr- a0 meczer a0y

Note that the Hilbert spaces hy(H") = L*(T;, H\") = L*(T*, H"") agree since the
weight operator 7()(0) = 1, reduces to the identity. So clearly, F,. is bounded
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if and only if F, is, and their norms agree. As y* had been chosen arbitrarily, we
deduce the boundedness of each of the operators in the collection (F,.),.cr+ from
characterization (b).

Now we move on to characterization (c): our choice of scalar product on Lf (Rd, 7—[(’))
picks the unit cell at the origin 0 € T in its definition, which links it to the opera-
tor F, from (b). The operators F and F, are related by (C.7) for the special choice
y* = 0 € T'*. Since the maps that facilitate the change of representation are unitary
(Lemma (3)), the norms of F and F, necessarily agree,

Foll vz 20120 2y = WF sz, e, 20,12, 20-

= Suppose F : Hq;q/(Rd,’H,) — L%(RY,H’) is bounded, where ¢ > 0 and ¢’ > 0 are
the orders of growth of the group actions 7 and 7’. Then for any (v,.),er € hl‘lfq/(’H)
we can estimate

HFoonizm*,M) = Z ”F *wY*”iZ(T**,H’)
T s
prels

2
= H(F v dprers (P Dpeer HB(hl‘Z:q/(H),GBY*EF* L2(T%, 1))
The covariant collection (F,.),cr- is related to F via equation (C:9) by the unitaries

Vi LR HO) — @D LA, 1Y)

Y*GF*
from the proof of Proposition [C.2. Tl Moreover, the image
Vi (0T (H)) = HE T (RY, H)
is nothing by the Sobolev space of order q + q’ and the restriction of the unitary

Uit = Vi :HEY (R, H) — 007 (H)

HEYY (R4, H)
is unitary with respect to the weighted scalar products (cf. Corollary [C.T.3).

Consequently, the norms

”(FY* )yrer- o0

BT (), peers L(THH)) HF HB(H;*Q'(Rd,m,LZ(Rd,H/)) <

-
coincide, which shows that ||Fy|| g(12(1+ 7),12(1+ 247y < © is finite. By (1), the norms of
the F,. are also necessarily finite.

&=: Suppose one of the operators from characterizations (a)-(c) is bounded. By (1)
we may therefore assume that the covariant family of operators (F,.),.r is bounded.



C.2 Equivalent characterizations of operators

Then with the help of the unitary V.. and equation (C.9) we can rewrite the square of
the norm as

FI> ., =
I ”B(H;*“ (R, H),L2(R4, H"))

sup ||F\\IIHi2(Rd,H’)

el =1

Hg;q/ (R, 3)
2
L2(R4,H’)

= sup Hl? (K)~atd)p
10250 300=1

= YZEF:”FV <K>_(q+ql)"w (q))Hiz('E;*,H’)

< 2 e

y*er+

2 INTE 2
—(q+4")
B(L>(T}., H),L2(T},, H)) H<K) ”B(LZ(T;*))HTCY*((I))”LZ(T;*,H)'
Let us discuss each of the factors in turn. First of all, we note that the maps
Lpaere ) ® 7O b, (HO) — L2(T5, 1Y)
Y
are unitary. Therefore, we obtain a uniform bound for the norm of F,.,

IF,-

BUA(T, H)LA(T, 1)
-1
= H(]ILZ(T;) ®1'(y") F, (]ILZ(T*Y*) ® T(Y*))HB(!)Y*(H),IJY*(H’))

< HT/(Y*)_l HB(H’) ”T(Y*)

50 Wl o0, o

<C Cy (Y*>q+q/ HFO||B(L2(’]I‘*,’}-L),L2(T*,H’))’

exploiting our assumption that T and 7’ are of orders q and q as well as (1). Note
that compared to (1), we use different norms for hy*(’H(’)) and LZ(’]I";*, H), the extra

factors come precisely from the weights ’(y*)™" that relate the two norms.

Moreover, for y* € I'* with |y*| > R large enough, we can bound

sl < ksel%ilm = 1K1l s 5y < 217

from above and below, which immediately leads to the estimate

< 20%¢ (y*)Ha+d)

g ()0 < sup ()50 = [[ () g <
(L2(T%,))

20+4’ 3
kET:*

for all y* e T* with |[y*| >R and k € T”;*. The growth of the norm due to the presence
of 7 and 7’ is exactly canceled by the presence of (K)~(4*?), Putting all the pieces
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C Characterizing equivariant operators

together yields

BLA(T:, H),LA(TS, 1)) —
/ 2
< 49+ Cr C? C?/ ”FO||B(L2('JT*,H),L2(T*,H’)) o “ I ZF: Hn (<I>)”L2(?r o)
L2(RA,H) T+ y*el*
= 4q+q/ CR C? C?, ||F0||28(L2(’]I‘*,H),L2(T*,7'l’))’

where Cp > 0 is a constant that takes into account that the estimate on the norm of
(K)~™@*9) only holds for sufficiently large |y*| > R. Thus, the norm of the operator
F: H;fq (RY, H) — L%(R?,H’) is bounded. .

C.3 Equivalence for operators between magnetic Sobolev spaces

Given the context, magnetic pseudodifferential theory, many of the operators are naturally
defined on magnetic Sobolev spaces. These give rise to bounded operators when we regard
them as maps between the corresponding magnetic Sobolev and L2-spaces.

Corollary C.3.1 Suppose we are in the setting of Proposition Further, assume we are
given a bounded operator

FA: H‘”q (RY, H) — LA2(RL,H)
from the magnetic Sobolev space of order q + q’ that is covariant in the sense of characteri-
zation (d).

(1) Then F* defines the bounded operators

FA L HIY (T, H) — LT, 1), yrer,

FA: Hq+qF,A(Rd H)— qu(Rd,’H ).
(2) When q+q’ = 0 or all the components of A are bounded, then the operators F;‘* and FA
define bounded operators between the corresponding L? spaces.

(3) These operators and their relations are gauge-covariant in the following sense: given any
b e C;;(Rd, R), then the operators in the gauge A" = A+ ¢ d are related to those in the

gauge Avia et gnd e MR respectively,

I’;v\A' +17L17(Q) FA —iA(Q) . HQ‘HI (Rd fH) -2 (Rd fH/)
b eq 3 b

eq,F A
— +
FA +1M‘}(R) FA iAO(R) . Hle]q q]-‘,A/(Rdi /H) _ qu(Rd, H/),
F;‘,: — o tiAB(R) - F;‘* e IAT(R) - HZ;qf ,A,(T;;,H) — b, (H).
r r*
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C.3 Equivalence for operators between magnetic Sobolev spaces

denotes the unique operator obtained from the identification Uﬁ? :

+HAB(R) }
Here, e ™,

L2 (RLHD) — b, (HY) (¢f LemmaCITI (3)).

In order to connect the norms of the operators F# with those of F4 and Fl,y" €T, we
will need a way to identify suitable elements of the equivariant magnetic Sobolev space
Hg:]’ = ,A(Rd, ) with elements of the non-equivariant magnetic Sobolev space H'z ,A(Rd, H).
This is facilitated through the following injections:

Definition C.3.2 Fix y* € T*. Let y € C° (RY,R) be a cutoff function, namely rany =
[0, 1], for the unit cell located at T;, i. e. x|+, = 1. Then we define the maps
e

l)(,]Rd : qu(Rdiﬂ) - LZ(Rd7H)9 (l)(,]Rd(w))(k) = X(kh/)(k)

L LZ(T;,’H) — L2(RY,H), 1

—— -1
y =1y ra © UY* .

Of course, we will have to show that these maps are well defined (case m = 0 below) and
continuous, and that they restrict to continuous maps between magnetic Sobolev spaces.

Lemma C.3.3 Fix any y* € I' and m = 0. Then the maps

. d
t tHy 7 o(T5, H) — HE (R H),
Rd - chll’]_-)A(Rd, H) i H;n:’A(Rd; H)’

between magnetic Sobolev spaces are bounded, i. e. continuous.

Proof First of all, it suffices to consider the map t,, ra, because U,. restricts to an isomor-
phism between magnetic Sobolev spaces. Hence, 1, is bounded whenever 1, g is.
Secondly, in principle, we need to ensure 1, and 1, r« are well-defined. But this corre-
sponds to the case m = 0, and given that we will make the arguments below for m > 0, it
is not necessary to study the case m = 0 separately.
So let m > 0. The idea of our proof is to write 1, ga = M, 7 A, @s the product of two
operators between suitable magnetic Sobolev spaces, and show that both are bounded,

(O HB(H;‘L AREHHE (R S

<|m

| .
X HB(H;’;,F A H)HY (REH)) ” A IBHEE 7 \REGH)VHE & (A, H))

(C.10$)

Let us begin with a definition of the second operator A, Here, the set

— d
A= T cR
ez,
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C Characterizing equivariant operators

is the closure of the union of unit cells that has non-empty intersection with supp y, defined
through the set of reciprocal lattice vectors lying inside supp ¥,

I,:= {}7*61"* | Supp x ﬂ']l‘_;;é@} cT*

The cardinality of 7, is merely the number of Brillouin zones that intersect with the support
of x; as the support is compact by assumption, |Z,| < oo is necessarily finite. To make
sure that supp y C Int(A, ) lies in the interior of A, a fact we will later need, the set Z, is
defined with respect to the closure of the unit cells.

We label the restriction of H_, O F ,A(]Rd H) to A, with

ma, tHE 7 REGH) — HIL (A, H), = ahly

We may view the equivariant magnetic Sobolev space

eq J-',A(AX’/H) = 62 Heq ]—"A(Tf*’ H) (C.1D)
e

that acts as the target space either as the direct sum of the equivariant magnetic Sobolev
spaces on the relevant unit cells or define it as those elements v of L2(AZ,’H,) for which
the equivariant Sobolev norm

Il o, 00 = \/<<KA|AZ V', <KA|A1 >m¢>L2(AZ’H) < o0

is finite. Note that equivariance is still imposed since we use the equivariant momentum
operator K in the norm.

The operator norm of A, is the square root of the number of unit cells that intersects
with supp y:

70, @M= 101, I

e‘lfA(Al’H) Z ||¢|T |

2 Vsl ez 0
T

2
|I |H11b|’]1‘ (’]I" H) |Ix|||'¢” g;,F,A(Rd’,H)

Hence, the second operator A, is bounded.
Now it is our turn to define the other operator,

M Hm (A 7'[)_>Heq]:’A(Rd’%)

eq,F,A
x(K)py (k) keA,

(My3p,)(K) —{ k¢Ax
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C.3 Equivalence for operators between magnetic Sobolev spaces

Its boundedness will be proven in two steps: we will first furnish the estimate

[ ”B(H:L}_A(AX,H),H;_A(RGI,H)) = ”X(E)HB(H;A(]RL{,H))

(C.12)

by the operator norm of the multiplication operator
x (k) : HY (R, H) — H}. (R, H).

And then we will give a proof that y (k) is bounded as an operator between non-equivariant
magnetic Sobolev spaces.

The proof of (C.12) is subtle. We wish to exploit that A , is asubset of R? and that we can
drop equivariance. However, the order in which we do that matters, and we cannot do both
simultaneously since there is no continuous embedding of the equivariant magnetic Sobolev
space H_; » ,(A,,H) into the non-equivariant magnetic Sobolev space H: A(Rd, H).

eq,F,A
For technical reasons, we will have to introduce yet another magnetic Sobolev space,

In.
Il ||Hm ,A,o(Al’H)

HE oAy, M) = {1/1 €C>(A,,H) | suppy C Int(AX)} 7

defined as the completion of the smooth functions whose support lies in the interior of A,
with respect to the norm induced by the scalar product

<(pa'¢>H;’Av0(A1,H) = <<Pj\‘1,0>m<p ’ <P/1‘\‘1,0>m¢>L2(AX,H)

that involve the magnetic Laplacian
2 A . 2
(Pj\“l’o) = (k — lA(levk))
with Dirichlet boundary conditions. Importantly, we can continuously embed
d
H%, o(Ay, H) = HE (R, H). (C.13)

into the non-equivariant magnetic Sobolev space on R¢.
The reason we can involve H: " o(A,,H) in our arguments is that when computing the
operator norm of M,, it suffices to take the supremum over all functions whose essential

support is contained in supp ¥,

M = su M
” I”B(H:L}_A(AX,H),H;_A(RGI,H)) ol p =1” xw||H;A(Rd,H))
eq,}',A(Al’H)
= sup M| HI (R4, H))"
”’L/"HHZLJ__)A(AX,H):l
esssupp Y Ssupp y
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C Characterizing equivariant operators

By construction, supp y C Int(A ) lies in the interior of A, and hence, the boundary con-
ditions on dA, do not matter for functions that approximately maximize the norm. Re-
stricted to supp y, we may view H': , ((A,, 1) as a superset of

Hie 7 a0, 1) CHF 4 oAy, H)|

supp x suppx’

since all we do is drop the equivariance condition. We combine this with the inclu-
sion (C.13) to arrive at

HMXHB(H“:A(AI,H)H}_A(]R ) S ol Su(li - ”X(kWHHm (®Y, 1))
Faolhr

esssupp Y Ssupp y
= sup[x()y]

Wllnm =1

P HIL (R4, H))
FA0L

<  sup “X(k)wHH’”A(Rd 2 = [l

m (RH))
FA
bl e 2=1

In conclusion, we have shown estimate (C.12]), and proceed to prove that the operator
norm on the right is finite as well.

Let us introduce some better notation to write out the H} A(Rd ‘H) norm. Specifically,
we abbreviate the kinetic momentum operator in momentum representation with

P4 = F (—iV, — AA(e%)) F ' = k— AA(ieV},).

Then the weights that enter the scalar product of H™: ,A(]Rd H) are (P3)™ = Op-((k)™);

they can also be viewed as a magnetic pseudodifferential operator. Note that Assump-

tion[4.0.T]applies and hence, the components of the magnetic field B are all C;° functions.
We can replace the weights (P4)™ = Op%-((k)™) with the weights

wy(P2) = (P2)™ = Op((k)™) + A(m)

from equation (B.17) that lead to an equivalent norm on the magnetic Sobolev space; they
differ only by a constant A(m) > 0 chosen so that wm(Pji) is an invertible operator with
bounded inverse.

Owing to our assumptions on the magnetic field (Assumption [4.0.1] (a)), we know
Wn(P2) = Op-(w,,) and its inverse

_ (—1)z
Wm(P_?:) OP;(W t ) ]:(W—m)
are magnetic pseudodifferential operators associated to Hérmander symbols,

Wi € SEP(C).
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C.3 Equivalence for operators between magnetic Sobolev spaces

Corollary [3:4.22] tells us that
Op(Wam) : Hy ,(R?, H) — HF (R, H)

define continuous operators between magnetic Sobolev spaces for any s € R. What is
more, by construction these operators are invertible with bounded inverse.
Hence, we can compute the relevant operator norm by inserting

Lir, (a0, = Wi (PRI W (PZ)
and writing out the Sobolev norm,

(k)

|B(H;A(Rd’H)) - H‘I’HH;:EZ,H):l ”X Uz)\p HH;,A(Rd’H)

- 2] Sup 1“ (PO () w_pn(PH) W, (P2) @]
L2(R4, 1)~

< e}

H (RY,H)

)m”B(Lz(Rd,H),H’}A(Rd,H)) HXUA{)HB(LZ(R",H)).
g [ (Pff)”B(LZ(Rd,H)) [ (P?-‘)“B(H;.A(]R{d,%),LZ(Rd,H))
= H]IH%A(R",H) ”B(H’}A(Rd,?{)) ||XUA<)||B(L2(Rd,H))'

WP o | PR + )’(m)”B(H;’A(Rd,ﬂ),LZ(IRd,H))'

The operator norm of the first factor,

HH;A(R"’H)”B(H’}A(RL{,H)) =1, is evidently 1.

The rapid decay of y implies it can be regarded as an element of S~°°(C), and hence, by
the Calderdén-Vaillancourt Theorem[3.4.3]the operator x(lAc) = Op‘j‘?= 9(y) defines a bounded
operator on L%(R%, H).

For the third operator norm, we exploit the inclusion Sl_”(’;((C) C S?’O(B(’H)) of Hérman-
der classes and deduce once more from the Calderdn-Vaillancourt Theorem [3.4.3] that

w_n(P2) = 0pi(w_,) € B(LA(RY, H))

defines a bounded operator on L?(R?, ).
The norm of the fourth and final term in the product is bounded as well, courtesy of

Corollary [3:4.22]
This means y (k) € B(H}’}_ A(Rd,’H)) is a continuous linear operator, which, in view of
equation (C.10Q), also proves the continuity of 1, ga. o

Armed with this knowledge, we can provide a proof of the last remaining Corollary.

Proof (Corollary[C:3.1) (1) Given that the domain D(F*) = qutzl(Rd, H) C LA(RY, H) is
dense, Proposition [C.2. T]applies and the operators F;‘ and F exist as densely defined
operators.
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Let us start with the family of operators from characterization (b). Pick some y* € T'.
The equivariance condition (C.6) implies that the domains D(F,.) = Uy 3+ (D(F ‘yf‘* )) for
different reciprocal lattice vectors y*,7* € I'* are related by a combination of transla-
tions and the group action 7(y* —§*) (cf. Lemma[C.1.T] (4)). Consequently, imposing
the equivariance condition on the kinetic momentum operator and restricting it to

functions on T;,

(>

((k+2AGeVy)))

T2 )|eq T e

= (k+ AA(R))}T** =KA

"
’]I‘Y* ?

gives the equivariant kinetic momentum operator restricted to a single fundamental
cell. This is precisely the operator that enters into the definition of HZ;qf ’A(T**,H)
through the weight

((PA>q+q')}T:* =<KA>q+q,

eq Tv*

Consequently, the domain D(F;) =H g;rqfl A(T**, ‘H) is just the magnetic Sobolev space

of order g + q’, where we have imposed equivariant boundary conditions.

Translated to the operator F* from characterization (c), the above arguments show
that the domain is Hg:’i A(Rd,H).

It remains to prove that the operators F?*’ y* € T*, and F# are bounded when F4

is. Our construction of FA from F2 by splitting up L*(R?, %) into a sum over shifted
Brillouin tori and the definition of the map L, (cf. Definition [C.3.2) tells us that the
action of

A _rA
(F lx(wr*))hr;* _Fy*wY*
on the relevant unit cell T;j coincides with the action of F ;‘*.

Consequently, for any ¢,.. € Hg(;ri ,A(T’;*, ‘H) this yields the first estimate of

IFE bl oo < NP st g 2o e O My e

A
sC ”F HB(Hq;fq/(Rd,H),Lz(Rd,’}-[’)) ”wY*”HZ;‘;A(’]I‘;*,H)’

and the continuity of the map 1, : Hg:qf/ A(TELH) — quJj/(Rd,H) (Lemma [C.3:3)

the second. Hence, boundedness of F? follows from the boundedness of FA.
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Moreover, we can use the construction of F4 from F;‘ in step (b) = (c) of the proof of
Proposition to infer the boundedness of F: regarding the domain, the unitary

Uy : qu(Rd,”H) — b,.(H) from Lemma [C.1.T] (3) restricts to an isomorphism

+ / + /
:Hg ;—A(T**,H)—)Hg g—‘,A(Rdiﬂ)’ ll"_’whr;x

Uy | oo
TH % A (T, H) s s

between magnetic Sobolev spaces. Combining this with the boundedness of F’ ;‘* yields
the boundedness of F.

(2) When q+q’ = 0, the magnetic Sobolev spaces reduce to the corresponding L? spaces,
e. g ng’FA(T**,H) =L%(T%,, H).
So suppose g +q’ > 0, but assume all the A; € L*®°(R%, R), j=1,...,d, are bounded.
Then as the sum of two bounded operators, the components of the kinetic momentum
operator KAJIT;* € B(LZ(T;,’H)) are all bounded. Therefore, Hg:; (T, H) agrees
with Lz(Tj* ,H) as Banach spaces and F;‘ is bounded. In view of Proposition [4.1.2]this

means all F?*’ y* €T*, and F* are bounded as well.

(3) The fact that the relations between the operators transform in a gauge-covariant way
follows from

p_z74__+€d1? = ]:(_ivx _ kA(E)%) —Ae in‘}(ex)) — e+i7u?(ievk) p_z;__e—ill?(isvk)

and similar relations for the other kinetic momentum operators. Those imply that
the gauge transformations relate the various magnetic Sobolev spaces as well as the
operators for the gauges A and A+ ¢d?. o
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