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EMERGENCE OF GAUSSIAN FIELDS IN NOISY QUANTUM CHAOTIC
DYNAMICS

MAXIME INGREMEAU AND MARTIN VOGEL

ABsTRACT. We study the long time Schrédinger evolution of Lagrangian states f5 on a compact
Riemannian manifold (X, g) of negative sectional curvature. We consider two models of semiclas-
sical random Schrédinger operators P = —h%A,; 4+ h*Qu, 0 < a < 1, where the semiclassical
Laplace-Beltrami operator thAg on X is subject to a small random perturbation A%Q., given
by either a random potential or a random pseudo-differential operator. Here, the potential or
the symbol of Q., is bounded, but oscillates and decorrelates at scale h?, 0 < 8 < % We prove
a quantitative result that, under appropriate conditions on «, 3, in probability with respect to w
the long time propagation

e%thp’?f;H o(|loghl) =t = 00, h—0,

rescaled to the local scale of h around a uniformly at random chosen point x¢ on X, converges in
law to an isotropic stationary monochromatic Gaussian field — the Berry Gaussian field. We also
provide and w-almost sure version of this convergence along sufficiently fast decaying subsequences

hj — 0.
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1. INTRODUCTION

Background. The theory of quantum chaos aims at understanding the nature of a quan-
tum system when its associated classical Hamiltonian system is chaotic. A guiding example is
the Laplace-Beltrami operator on a negatively curved smooth Riemannian manifold X. There
the geodesic flow has the Anosov property [14] which, in a sense, is the ideal chaotic behavior.
The corresponding quantum dynamics is given, in the high-energy or semiclassical limit, by the
unitary group generated by the Laplace-Beltrami operator A, on L?*(X). The chaotic nature of
the geodesic flow is conjectured (and indeed proven in some cases) to have equidistributing influ-
ence on the spectral properties of the Laplacian. For instance, the random matrix conjecture by
Bohigas-Giannoni-Schmit |7, 8, 6] states that the fluctuations of the high-lying eigenvalues should
resemble those of large Wigner random matrices. The corresponding eigenfunctions are conjec-
tured by Rudnick-Sarnack to be uniquely quantum ergodic [30] (see also [33]). More precisely,
it is conjectured that the family of eigenfunctions {¢}x of A, indexed by their corresponding
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eigenvalue satisfies

(Opp(a)ialn) — adp, A — o0, (1.1)
S*X
for any a € C>°(S*X). This conjecture is motivated by the quantum ergodicity theorem of
Snirel’'man [32], Zelditch [34] and Colin de Verdiére [10], claiming that (1.1) holds for a density
one sequence of eigenvalues \. We refer the reader to [12] for an account of recent advances
regarding the quantum unique ergodicity conjecture.

Another way of understanding the delocalization properties of the Laplacian’s eigenfunctions is
covered by Berry’s random wave conjecture [3|. It claims that, in the high energy limit, quantum
chaotic eigenfunctions should resemble at a local scale a random superposition of plane waves. For
decades, this statement, comparing a sequence of deterministic objects with a random object, was
considered as a heuristic rather than a precise mathematical statement. However, motivated by
the Benjamini-Schramm convergence in the theory of large random graphs, and by work by Bour-
gain [5] on the torus, it was recently suggested in [1, 21| that to make sense of the randomness in
Berry’s heuristic one should look at the eigenfunctions near a random point. More precisely, when
1 — an eigenfunction of the Laplacian at energy A — is rescaled to the scale of the wavelength A3
around a randomly chosen point on the manifold, it defines a family of random functions, whose
law should converge weakly to that of an isotropic stationary monochromatic Gaussian random
field. See section 2.3 for definitions and for a more precise statement. Note that this interpre-
tation of Berry’s conjecture implies the quantum unique ergodicity conjecture, as is proven in [21].

The setting: Quantum chaotic propagation. In the present work we will adopt a semi-
classical point of view. Rescaling the eigenvalue equation (—A, — X))y = 0 by the eigenvalue
A = h™2 we get the semiclassical equation (—hQAg — 1)1, = 0 where h > 0 denotes the semiclas-
sical parameter. Moreover, in this paper, we will not be concerned with genuine eigenfunctions
of the Laplacian but rather with another important question in quantum chaos: understanding
the long-time behaviour of the Schrédinger equation for highly oscillating initial data. We wish
to study the long-time evolution of highly oscillatory initial data under the Schrédinger evolution
semigroup e "% f, which is the solution to

{ih@tu = —hQAgu, (12)

uli—o = fr = aei?.

For such long-time propagated quantum objects, one can sometimes prove properties analogous
to those of genuine eigenfunctions. For instance, in [29], Schubert considered Lagrangian states
fn associated to Lagrangian manifolds that are transverse to the stable directions of the dynamics
(see section 2.1), on a manifold of negative sectional curvature. He could show that the analogue of
(1.1) holds, with 1y replaced with e~ tnlg f, where t;, goes to infinity as h — 0, while remaining
smaller than some constant times |logh|. Hence, the large-time evolution of Lagrangian states
under the semiclassical Schrodinger equation (1.2) satisfies quantum unique ergodicity. It is thus
natural to wonder if such functions do also satisfy an analogue of Berry’s conjecture.

This questions was first raised in [22], and was given a partial positive answer. Namely, in [22],
the authors considered Lagrangian states with a generic phase, and first took the limit A — 0, and
then t — oo to obtain convergence to a Gaussian field. This result is probably not optimal, and
it seems natural to conjecture that the family of functions e =" f; satisfy Berry’s conjecture as
soon as fj is a Lagrangian state associated to Lagrangian manifold that is transverse to the sta-
ble directions of the dynamics, and as soon as t;, — oo with ¢, < ¢|log h|, for some small enough c.

The result: noisy quantum chaotic propagation. The aim of this paper is to prove
a result of this kind, not for the genuine semiclassical Laplacian —%QAQ, but for generic small
perturbations of the form
h2
Phw:—EAg—i‘haQw, Ck>07

)
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where @, is either a bounded random potential or a bounded semiclassical random pseudo-
differential operator obtained from the quantization of a random symbol oscillating at scale h?,
B €]0,1/2[. The presence of a small noise term can be motivated by the fact that in genuine
physical situations an “ideal” evolution operator can be perturbed by many different sources,
many of which are uncontrolled by the experimentalist. It therefore seems relevant on its own to
study the propagation of initial data under the Schrédinger evolution semi-group induced by P .

The aim of this paper is to study the family of functions

etthPrw In

where fj is a Lagrangian state associated to a Lagrangian manifold that is close enough to the
unstable directions of the dynamics. Following our interpretation of Berry’s conjecture, we rescale
the propagated Lagrangian state to the microscale h around a uniformly at random chosen X
point on X. This rescaling around X makes e®*»’r.e f, a random smooth function that depends on
the additional random parameter w

Our main result (Theorem 2.10 below) states that, whenever t;, — oo with t, < |logh|
and under appropriate conditions on o and 3, the law of the randomly rescaled smooth function
(eftnPrw £1) converges in probability (with respect to w), to an isotropic stationary monochromatic
Gaussian field — the Berry Gaussian field.

The quantitative nature of our result shows (Corollary 2.12) that, for any sufficiently fast de-
caying subsequence h; — 0, the randomly rescaled smooth function (eftnPhw 1) satisfies Berry’s
congjecture w-almost surely.

The idea of adding a small generic perturbation to the semiclassical Laplace-Beltrami opera-
tor to obtain additional properties on the propagator is not new. For instance, in [16, 9], the
authors propagate eigenfunctions by Schrodinger equation perturbed by a random perturbation,
and obtain improved LP bounds by averaging over the perturbation; however, these results do not
give information about the eigenfunctions (or propagated eigenfunctions) of a genuine Schrédinger
operator. In a similar spirit, in [15], the authors perturbed the Laplace-Beltrami operator on a
manifold of negative sectional curvature, by adding to it a small random potential of size > h1/2.
They show that, for any initial data which is microlocalized near the energy layer there is a high
probability that its propagation up to time O(|logh|) by the perturbed Schrodinger equation
satisfies some form of quantum ergodicity.

Note that the kind of perturbations we is somehow different from those of [16, 9, 15]. The
perturbations imposed in these papers are always large enough to modify the underlying classi-
cal dynamics: a wave packet microlocalized around (xg,&p), when propagated by the perturbed
Schrédinger equation in the time scales under consideration in these papers, is not microlocalized
around the image of (z¢,&p) by the corresponding geodesic flow. In contrast, we permit much
smaller perturbations, which do not affect the classical dynamics, but which will only modify the
phases of wave packets.

This allows for some delicate phase cancellations between wave packets, which we believe to be
a good toy model for quantum chaos. It should thus be easier to prove quantum chaotic properties
for eigenfunctions of P}, , with a generic w than for the genuine Laplacian; such considerations
will be pursued elsewhere.
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would like to thank him for that. The authors would also like to thank Stéphane Nonnenmacher
for suggesting Remark 5.2, as well as Ofer Zeitouni for a helpful discussion. Both authors were
partially funded by the Agence Nationale de la Recherche, through the project ADYCT (ANR-
20-CE40-0017).
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2. MAIN RESULTS

2.1. Lagrangian states. Let (X, g) be a smooth compact connected Riemannian manifold with-
out boundary and of negative sectional curvature. A Lagrangian state on X is a family of functions
fn € C*(X) indexed by h €]0,1], defined by

filw) = a(z)e’ /", (2.1)

where ¢ € C*°(0) for some connected and simply connected open subset O C X and a € C£°(0).
To a Lagrangian state we can associate a Lagrangian manifold

Ay :={(z,dy¢);2 € O} CT*X.
A Lagrangian state is called monochromatic if Ay C S*X = {(x,§) € T*X;|{|, = 1}, i.e. if
|dyo| =1 forall z € O. (2.2)

As we will explain in Section 4.2, the dynamics of the geodesic flow is hyperbolic on S*X, so
for any p € S*X we may decompose the tangent spaces 1,5*X into unstable, neutral and stable
directions

T,5°X = Ef ¢ By & E, .
Definition 2.1. For every n > 0, we say that a Lagrangian manifold Ay C S*X is n-unstable if,
for every p € Ay and for every v € T,A, writing v = (v4,v_,v9) € E;r ©E, & Eg, we have
1(0,v—,0)lp, < Mlvlp.

Recall that the intrinsic distance disty(p1,p2) between two points pq,p2 € A is the minimal
length of curves in A joining p; and ps, the length being computed using an arbitrary metric on
T*X (see section 2.6). We define the distortion of A as

dist
distortion(A) := sup _distalpypa) (2.3)

pr.pach distr=x (p1, p2)

2.2. Noisy propagation of Lagrangian states. Let h > 0 and let 0 < § = §(h) < 1. Consider

the Schrédinger-type operator
2

h
P .= — Ay +0Qu, (2.4)

where A, denotes the Laplace-Beltrami operator on (X,g) and where Q,, is a random pertur-
bation described in detail below. The aim of this paper is to study the large-time evolution of
monochromatic Lagrangian states f; on X under the Schrodinger equation

thoyu = P;f u,
ult=0 = fh-
In other word we are interested in the propagated Lagrangian state
u= ei%Piffh, for t > 1. (2.5)

We will consider the two types of random perturbations Q:

1. The case where @, is the operator of multiplication by a random real-valued function
qw: X — R. (Random Potential case)
2. The case where @), is a pseudo-differential operator given by the quantization
Q. = Opy(qw) (Random ¥DO case)
of a random real-valued function
G :T"X — R
belonging to the symbol class S;5°°(T*X) (cf. Section 3.1 for definition of this notion).
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Let us now describe what models of random functions g, we consider. Fix a parameter 5 €]0,1/2],
let J, C IN be a set of indices of cardinality |.J,| = O(h™M), for some M > 0, and let {g;};e,
be a family of possibly h-dependent smooth compactly supported functions on X, when we are
in the Random Potential case, or on T*X when we are in the Random WDO case. To construct
a random function on X (resp. on the phase space T*X) from the single-site potentials g;, we
let w = {w;};jes, be a sequence of independent and identically distributed (iid) random variables
(the precise assumptions we make on the {w;} will be described in Hypothesis 2.6 below) and we
set

qw(p) = Z w;qj(p), in the Random ¥DO case,
J€Jn

qu(x) = Z w; ¢j(z), in the Random Potential case.
J€JIn

(2.6)

We make the following additional assumptions.

Hypothesis 2.2 (Hypotheses on the single-site potential).

i. Bach q; is compactly supported, with a support of diameter O(hﬁ) uniformly in j € Jy.
ii. There exists C' > 0, independent of h, such that for all p € X (resp. p € T*X ), p belongs
to the support of at most C' functions gq;.
1. For any k € IN, there exists Cy, > 0 such that

lgjllcx < Cxh™P% Vi € Jh. (2.7)
iv. There exists cg > 0 such that, for any T > 0 and any p € S*X, we have
T
E:/qﬂ@@NU%J, (2.8)
jen !

in the Random WDO case. Here, ® : T*X — T*X denotes the geodesic flow. In the
Random Potential case, we work with the same assumption but with q; (@t(p)) replaced by
qj (7TX o <I>t(p)), where wx : T*X — X denotes the projection on the base manifold X .

Example 2.3. To build such a family of single-site potentials, one may for instance cover X (resp.
S5*X) by geodesic balls B(p;, hP) of radius h® and centred at pj, such that each point belongs to at
most C balls. We may then take

4 =X (h_ﬁdiSt(pj,h,P)> ;
where x € C°([0,00);[0,1]) takes value 1 on [0,1], and where dist means either distx or disty«x.

Hypothesis 2.4. We suppose that there exists 0 < gy < i and hg > 0 such that for all h < hg,
we have

Sh~2e0 L1, (2.9)
82hP72 > peo, (2.10)

In the Random Potential case, we will also need to assume that
SRP=Y < b, (2.11)

Remark 2.5. It is natural to consider the case § = h® with 28 < a. However, we will stick with
a coupling constant § for the sake of generality.
Note that when § = h®, conditions (2.9) and (2.10) rewrite

O<B<min<a

Y9_9 )
27 a7

while (2.11) rewrites
B>1-a.

These conditions are plotted on Figure 1.

Finally, we need some assumption on the probability distributions w;.
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Figure 1. Admissible parameters a and [, see Hypothesis 2.4. The dark grey region

is admissible for the Random Potential case and the Random WDO case, while the light
grey region is only admissible in the Random ¥DO case.

Hypothesis 2.6. We suppose that the iid random variables (wj)je., satisfy the following assump-
tions:

(1) The w; are bounded.

(2) Var(w;) > 0.

(3) If (2.11) does not hold, we suppose that each w;j has a density with respect to the Lebesgue
measure.

2.3. Randomization, local weak limits and the Berry Gaussian field. The aim of this
paper is to compare a noisily propagated Lagrangian state u = einFi fn (2.5) locally near a ran-
domly chosen point on X with a stationary isotropic smooth monochromatic Gaussian stochastic
process. To do this we will — roughly speaking — pick a point xg of X uniformly at random, rescale
u near xg to the microscopic scale h in local geodesic coordinates, and then compare this now
probabilistic rescaled version of u with a Gaussian stochastic process. To make this precise we
will recall notions introduced in [22].

2.3.1. Random smooth functions. In what follows we equip the space C*°(R¢) with the topology
of the convergence of all derivatives over all compact sets, i.e. for the topology induced by the
family of seminorms

If|ln = max max|0%f(x)], neN.
zeB(0,n) lal<n

Notice that C*°(R9) is a separable Fréchet, and therefore a Polish, space. The above topology
can metrized with the distance

d(f,9) =2 " min(||f — glln,1). (2.12)
n=1

We equip C°(R?) with the Borel o-algebra B(C™(R%)). A random smooth function on R is a
random variable with values in C*°(RR%). We refer the reader to the review [27, Appendix A for
more details on this notion.

We highlight the notion of convergence in law. A sequence of random smooth functions {f, }nen
on R? is said to converge in law to a random smooth function f on R, i.e.

d
fn — 1, n — o0,

if the laws of the random functions converge weakly. More explicitly, this means that for all
bounded continuous functions F' € Cy(C*(R%)) we have that

E[F ()] — E[F(f)], n— oo,
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2.3.2. Randomization and local weak limits. Our aim is to study the convergence of a sequence of
deterministic smooth functions on X near a randomly chosen point at the scale h > 0. To avoid
any topological difficulties, we define this convergence locally, though all of our results will hold
regardless of the choice of localization.

Let 4 C X be a small enough open set so that we can define an orthonormal frame V =
(Vi,...,Vg) on it, that is to say a family of smooth sections (V;)i=1,. 4 : U — TX such that,
for each x € U, (Vi(x),...,Vy(x)) is an orthonormal basis of T, X. If x € U and y € RY, we will
write yV(z) .= y1Vi(z) + - + yaVu(z) € T, X, and

exp,(y) = exp, (yV(z)) . (2.13)

Here exp, denotes the exponential map restricted to 7, X. Note that the map (2.13) is well defined

for all y € R? since the underlying Riemannian manifold is complete. All the constructions in
this section will depend on the choice of the local frame V', and will hence not be intrinsic.

With the above quantities and definitions in mind, we can define our notion of local weak limit.

Definition 2.7. (Local weak limit) Let (X, g) be a compact smooth Riemannian manifold. Let
U C X be an open set and V' an orthonormal frame on U as in (2.13). Let {fn}n=0 be a family
of functions in C*(X), and let § be a smooth random function on C®(R%). Let X be a random
variable with values in U uniformly distributed with respect to the Riemannian volume measure on
Uu.

Then, we say that § is the local weak limit of { fn}n in the frame V' if the random smooth function
fxn(y) = fr(exp(hy)) on RY converges in law to f as h — 0, i.e. if

Fon —5f, h—0.

Let us give some remarks on that definition: fx  is a well defined C°°(R?) random function R<.
We refer the reader to the review |27, Appendix A| for more details on this notion. Furthermore,
we recall that, by definition, saying that f is the local weak limit of {fx }s in the frame V' means
that, for any bounded continuous functional F : C*°(RY) — R, we have

BulP ()] i= gz [, Plindon() — EIFR] as h =0, (214)

where dv, denotes the Riemannian volume measure on X.

2.3.3. The Berry Gaussian field. An almost surely (or a.s.) C™ (centered) Gaussian field on R¢
is a random variable f taking, up to a set of probability 0, values in COO(IRd) such that for any
finite collection of points @1, ...,z € R?, the random vector (f(x1),...,f(xx)) € C? is (centered)
Gaussian. We say that two fields f; and fo are equivalent if they have the same law. In the sequel,
unless otherwise stated, we will always identify fields which are equivalent.

Let f be an a.s. C*, centered Gaussian field on RY. Then, its covariance kernel K : (z,y) —
E[f(x)f(y)] defined on R? x R? is positive definite, meaning that for each k-tuple (z1,...,x;) €
(R4)k, the matrix K (x;,@;);; is positive. As explained for instance in Appendix A.11 of [27],
the function K belongs to C°°(R? x R?) and there is actually a one-to-one correspondence (up to
equivalence) between smooth covariance kernels and a.s. C* centred Gaussian fields on R

Definition 2.8. The Berry Gaussian field with normalization constant A € R, denoted by BGF},
is the unique (up to equivalence) a.s. C* stationary Gaussian field on R whose covariance kernel
18 )\fgd,l ei(”““*y)'gda(g), where o is the uniform probability measure on S 1.

If F: C®°(R?Y) — R is a bounded continuous functional, its expectation with respect to the
BGF ) will be denoted by Epar, [F].

We remark that the Berry Gaussian field BGF) is the unique (up to equivalence) normalized
monochromatic stationary isotropic Gaussian field with normalization E[|[BGF(0)|?] = A. Indeed,
stationary means that its covariance kernel depends only on the difference (z—y). Isotropic means
that the covariance kernel is invariant under (the same) rotation of = and y, so it only depends
on |x — y|. Monochromatic means that the covariance kernel satisfies —AK = K with respect to
both variables & and y, corresponding to the fact that a realization f of the Berry Gaussian field
satisfies —Af = f a.s.
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2.4. The main results. Let f; be a monochromatic Lagrangian state whose associated La-
grangian manifold is n-unstable for 1 small enough. We study the local weak limit of the propa-
gated Lagrangian state up = cinbh fn (2.5). Following Definition 2.7 we are interested in studying
the limiting law of the random function

("7 11 (expy(hy)) (2.15)

where X is a uniformly distributed random variable in ¢/ C X. Notice that in this expression we
have two different sources of randomness: one coming from the perturbation @, and one coming
from X. To make this distinction clear we will denote the expectation with respect to x by Ey,
see (2.14), and the probability with respect to the law of w by P,. Accordingly we will denote
the associated expectation by IE,.

Our first result shows that when fixing X, away from a set of asymptotically negligible measure,
the random function (2.15) converges in law to a BGF.

Theorem 2.9. Let X be a compact connected Riemannian manifold with negative sectional cur-
vature and without boundary. Let P;f be as in (2.4) and suppose that Hypotheses 2.2, 2.4 and 2.6
are satisfied. Let D > 0. There exists n = n(D) > 0 such that the following holds.

Let fr, = ae®® be a monochromatic Lagrangian state associated to a Lagrangian manifold which
is m-unstable, has distortion < D and satisfies ||¢||cs < D. There exists X C X, with Vol(X})) —
0 as h — 0, such that the following holds: Let U C X be an open set, and V be an orthonormal
frame on U. Let (tp)n>0 be such that t, — +o0, as h — 0, and |t}| = op—0(|loghl). Then, for
every x € U \ X}

<e%thpf(§fh> (exp,(h-)) LN BGF,,

with Ay = ol
a = Vol(X)

The assumption on the distortion of A (as defined in (2.3)) is purely technical, and it automati-
cally follows from bounds on ||¢| o2 if ¢ is defined on a convex set. We insist here on the fact that
the convergence in law stated in Theorem 2.9 is with respect to the w random variables coming
from the random perturbation and for fized x.

Our second main result concerns the random smooth function
(57 11 (expy(hy)) (2.16)

where X is a uniformly distributed random variable in &/ C X. The random variable X generates
the law of (2.16) which depends on w. Indeed, this law is, with respect to w a random probability
measure. The result below states that this random law converges weakly in probability (with
respect to w) to the law of the BGF.

Theorem 2.10. Let X be a compact connected Riemannian manifold with negative sectional
curvature and without boundary. Let P,f be as in (2.4) and suppose that Hypotheses 2.2, 2.4 and
2.6 are satisfied. Let D > 0. There exists n = n(D) > 0 such that the following holds:

LetU C X be an open set, and V' be an orthonormal frame onU. Let f, = aer® be a monochro-
matic Lagrangian state associated to a Lagrangian manifold which is n-unstable, has distortion < D
and satisfies ||¢p||cs < D. Let (tp)n>0 be such that ty, = +oo and |tp| = op—0(|loghl). Then, for

H

any € > 0 and every F € Cy(C>®(R?)) we have that for h > 0 small enough

P, [|BL[F(eF 7 i (expy (k)] — Enar,, [F]| > | = O(h) (2.17)

_ _la)?
where A\ = Vol(X) *

Remark 2.11. The assumption |ty| = op—o(|log h|) can be slightly weakened. Indeed, the proof of
Theorem 2.10 actually shows that for every L € IN, there exists c;, > 0 such that, if t, < cp|loghl,
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we have that for any € > 0 and every F € Cy(C*(RY)) we have that for h > 0 small enough
P, H]EX[F(e%thPS Fulexpx(h))] — Epar,, [F]( > g} = O(h™). (2.18)

Here F : C*(R?) — R is a bounded functional which is continuous for the topology of convergence
of derivatives over compact sets.

The possibility of extending our results to longer time scales will be further discussed in Remark
5.2.

Corollary 2.12. Under the assumptions of Theorem 2.10 we have that for any sequence h; — 0,
Jj — o0, such that there exists an M > 0 such that (h;u)je]N € (1(IN), we have that every F €
Cp(C®(R7))

i

Ex[F(e™ ™5™ f, (expy(h;)] = Epar,, [Fl,  J — o, (2.19)

w-almost surely. In particular, w-almost surely, BGFy, is the local weak limit of {eh KN hJ In; }h
in the frame V.

While the first part of Corollary 2.12 follows readily from Theorem 2.10 and the Borel-Cantelli
lemma , the second part (about the local weak limit) is slightly more involved, and will be proved
at the end of section 9.

2.5. Ideas of the proof and organization of the paper. The central tool to obtain the results
of the previous paragraph is the WKB method, which gives a precise description of the evolution
of a Lagrangian state by the semiclassical Schrodinger equation. Namely, when working on the

universal cover X of a manifold of negative curvature, it is standard that the function e'% fh
can be well-approximated by another Lagrangian state:

(@;t, h, 6)enO@ELRS), (2.20)
We will show that for the perturbations described in subsection 2.2, we may actually write
PR (7)) ~ a(F;)er 9@ iR O@ithe) (2.21)
so that the randomness of P,‘f appears only through thg random phase o. Actually, O can be
written as the integral of ¢, over a geodesic going from Ay to .

When working on the initial manifold X, we need to sum contributions coming from different
sheets in the universal cover, so that we get

x) ~ Zak(az; t)e%(bk(x;t)ei%@k(x;t’h"s), (2.22)

where the number of terms grows exponentially with k. When performing a rescaling at scale h,
we get

<ei%Pfffh) (exp, (hy)) Zak zit eh¢k ;t) pif, Ok (w3t h,6) Liy-V ey (zit) (2.23)

This is thus the sum of a large number of plane waves (in the y variable) with random phases.
We we will show that the phases can be made independent by excluding a set of points x of small
measure, so that Theorem 2.9 will follow from the Central Limit Theorem.

To obtain Theorem 2.10, we will show that, if  and 2/ are at a distance h?~¢ from each other,
then the phases O (x;t, h,d) and O (2';t, h,d) are independent from each other, for most choices
of z and z’. This will allow us to transfer the randomness coming from P;f to spatial randomness,
obtained by picking the point x at random.

In section 3, we will recall some facts about semiclassical analysis, and about the functional
spaces we will use. Section 4 will be devoted to the description of the classical dynamics of the
geodesic flow, and of the Hamiltonian flow induced by the perturbation g,,. Section 5 will present
the WKB method on the universal cover, describing the functions @ and ¢ appearing in (2.20).
In section 6, we will prove precise regularity estimates on a and 5, so as to be able to reach the
simpler expression (2.21). In section 7, we will project the WKB state obtained in the previous
sections on the base manifold X and perform local rescalings, in order to derive expressions like
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(2.22) and (2.23). Section 8 is devoted to the delicate issues of independence between the phases
Ok (x). Finally, in section 9, we will prove Theorems 2.9 and 2.10.

2.6. Notations and conventions. In the sequel, (X, g) will be a smooth connected Riemannian
manifold of negative sectional curvature without boundary. We denote by ry its injectivity radius,
which is a finite positive number as soon as X is compact.

We write x1 = X2 if X1, X2 € C° take values in [0, 1] and supp x2 C Csupp (1 — x1). Similarly,
we write for an open relatively compact set K that y = 1x and 1x = x, if K C Csupp (1 — x)
and supp x C K, respectively.

If M is a matrix, its transpose will be denoted by MT. If A is a measurable subset of R or
of a Riemannian manifold, its volume will be denoted either by Vol(A) or by |A|. If A is a finite
set, we will denote its cardinality by Card(A) or |A]. Writing @ =< b means that there exists a
constant C' > 1 such that C~'a < b < Ca.

Cotangent space. We denote by distx the geodesic distance on X. We denote by T*X the
cotangent bundle of X, and by nx : T*X — X the canonical projection. We recall that the
cotangent space T*X can be equipped in a canonical way with a symplectic form o.

By | - | and by (-,-), we denote the norm and scalar product on T} X (respectively on T, X
whenever convenient) induced by the metric g. Furthermore, we equip the cotangent bundle 7% X
with an arbitrary metric gg such that the induced geodesic distance dist7+x on T*X is so that
distr=x (p1, p2) = edist x (mx(p1), mx (p2)) for some fixed constant ¢ > 0. This is for instance the
case when we take gg to be the Sasaki metric on T*X induced by g.

We will denote by S*X C T*X the unit cotangent bundle, and by ®' : T*X — T*X the
geodesic flow. We will denote by the same letter its restriction ®': S*X —s S*X

Universal cover. We will denote the universal cover of X by 7 : X — X. Since X is a
connected Riemannian manifold of negative sectional curvature, X is a simply-connected mani-
fold of negative sectional curvature. We equlp X and T*X with the lifted Riemannian metrics
g and gg, respectively. We denote by 7 : T*X — T*X the local diffeomorphism given by

(7,6) = 7(@), (dz7) 7€),

3. SEMICLASSICAL ANALYSIS ON SMOOTH MANIFOLDS

We present a brief review of the calculus of semiclassical pseudo-differential operators on a
smooth d-dimensional manifold X. For the material reviewed here as well as further details we
refer to the standard literature [19, 18, 26, 35, 13|.

3.1. Semiclassical pseudo-differential operators. Let m € R and let € [0,1/2]. We con-
sider the class of symbols

SMT*X) = {a(-;h) € C*(T*X); h €]0,1], 0507 a(x, & h)| < Ca,gh*nﬂf]lﬂﬁl)<§>mf\5|} , (3.1)

where () = (1+ [¢[2).

We will define the symbol space of order —oo by S, *°(T*X) = ), S;"(T*X). A linear
continuous map R = Ry, : £'(X) — C(X) is called negligible if its distribution kernel Kp is
smooth and each of its C*°(X x X) seminorms is O(h*), i.e. it satisfies

030) Kp(x,y) = O(h™), (3.2)

for all a, B € INY, when expressed in local coordinates.
A linear continuous map P : CX(X) — D'(X) is called a semiclassical pseudo-differential
operator belonging to the space \I’Znn if and only if we can express P}, as

Py =) xiriOpn (o) (5 )X + K, (3.3)
kek
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where p € S;”(T*Rd), K}, is negligible, the ki : Uy — Vj are a collection of diffeomorphisms
between open sets U, C X and V, € R? with the collection of Uy being locally finite, and
Xk € C2(Uk). We will refer to the induced family (kg, xx)r as cut-off charts. In (3.3) we use the
standard semiclassical quantization of the symbols pj

1 i (pey)-
Onupute) = s [ F D )iy, we CXR), (3
(2h7T) R2d
seen as an oscillatory integral. Here (-,-) denotes the Euclidean scalar product on R¢.

Equivalently, a linear continuous map P, : C°(X) — D'(X) is in ¥}’ if and only if the
following two conditions hold:
(1) ¢Py1 is negligible for all ¢, 1) € C2°(X) with supp ¢ Nsupp ) = 0 (pseudolocality);
(2) for every cut-off chart (k, x) there exists a symbol p, € SJ*(T*R?) such that

xPrx = x£*O0py,(pe) (1) *x. (3.5)

The property of pseudolocality can be extended to h-dependent cut-off functions ¢,y € C2° with
support contained in some h-independent compact set, with |[0%¢(z)|, |[0%(z)| < Oq(hcel), for
some 0 < € < 1/2 and dist (supp ¢, supp ) > h%°/C, 0 < g9 < 1/2, C > 0.

Given a symbol p € Snm(T*X ) one can obtain an operator P, € \I/"fn, for instance, in the

following way: Take a partition of unity {¢x }rex subordinate to a locally finite covering of X by
coordinate charts {s;, : X D U — Vi C R%} e such that > 42 =1. Then

P, = Z zpanOph(pnk)(ﬂgl)*wk € \I/an, (3.6)
keK
where p,, =po E,;l is the pullback of p to T*V}, via the symplectomorphism E;l :T*V, — T*Uy
defined by &, !(z,€) = (5,1 (2), (dsry, 1) ~TE). Given a symbol p € i, we will often write

P, = Opy(p), (3.7)

for a pseudo-differential operator Pj, with principal symbol o(P}) = p.
The correspondence Py, — p is not globally well-defined, but it gives rise to a bijection

/TR — ST X) /RSN (TX). (3.8)
The image op of P under the map (3.8) is called principal symbol of P.

3.2. Semiclassical Sobolev spaces. We now recall the definition of semiclassical Sobolev spaces
on X. First of all, when X = R?, we define for s € R the semiclassical Sobolev space Hﬁ(IRd) -
S’'(R%) as the space of all tempered distributions u € S’'(R%) such that

HUHH;(Rd) = [|Op,((§)*)ull 2 (ra) < o0

When X is a smooth manifold, we define for s € R the local semiclassical Sobolev space Hj | .(X) C
D'(X) as the set of all distributions u € D'(X) such that

(v~ *xu € Hj(RY)
for all local coordinate charts x : X D U — V C R? and cut-off functions x € C®(U). We
can turn Hj | (X) into a Fréchét space by equipping it with the countable family of seminorms
{1 ) xwul| e (R?) ke, for any fixed, open and locally finite countable covering of X with co-
ordinate charts {s : X D U — Vi C R% ek and subordinate partition of unity {x }rex,

Xi € C°(Uy). The topology on H} | .(X) induced by such a family of seminorms is independent
of the choice of open locally finite covering, coordinate charts and partition of unity.

We denote by Hj ....(X) the space of all elements of Hj ) (X) which are supported inside
some h-independent compact subset of X. When we are dealing with the case h = 1 in the local
Sobolev norms, we will simply write HS, (X) and Hj (X) for the corresponding spaces. We

comp
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note the following regularity result: each A € \IIZ”U(X ) is bounded uniformly in h on compact sets
as an operator

A= Oph(a) : Hfsz,comp(X) — HZI:Z(X) (39)
When X is compact then
Hfz,comp(X) = Hli,loc(X) = Hli(X)
and we can equip it with the norm
s ey = S 10 Xkl By, Card(K) < 400, (3.10)
keK

where {kj} is a finite collection of coordinate charts with a subordinate partition of unity 1 =
>k Xk as above. This norm is not intrinsically defined, but taking different coordinate patches
and cut-off functions in (3.10) yields an equivalent norm.

Similarly we define, for every L € IN, the C* norms on X, by
[uller(xy = max () * xrtell o ety - (3.11)

Since X is compact it follows that taking different coordinate patches and cut-off functions in
(3.11) yields an equivalent norm. By standard arguments one the gets the Sobolev inequalities

HuucL(X) = Od7s,L(1)hid/27L”u“HfL(X) for s > L + d/2 (312)

On non-compact manifolds it is more delicate to obtain well-defined Sobolev norms. For the
following discussion we refer the reader to [31, Appendix A|.

A smooth Riemannian manifold X is called a manifold of bounded geometry if it has a strictly
positive injectivity radius 7in; > 0 and every covariant derivative of the Riemann curvature tensor
R is bounded, i.e. for very m = 0,1,... there exists a C,, > 0 such that |[V"R| < Cp,.

Let X be a manifold of bounded geometry and denote by dv, the Riemannian density on X.
We define the semiclassical Sobolev norm || - [|gs(x), s € IN, on C2°(X) by

S
2 2
g0 = > [ 10" uPdsy, (3.13)
X
m=0
where | - | is understood as the norm on tensors induced by the Riemannian metric g.

We then define the Sobolev space H}(X) to be the completion of C2°(X) with respect to the
norm (3.13). The space Hj(X) has a natural structure of a Hilbert space, and it is naturally
included in the space of distributions D'(X). In particular HY(X) = L*(X, dv,), where the latter
is defined via the L? norm with respect to the integration measure dvg. The usual embedding
theorems hold, i.e. Hi(X) C CF(X) if s > k +d/2.

Since by assumption X has a strictly positive injectivity radius, we have the following result
essentially due to M. Gromov [17], see also [31, Lemma A.1.2| for a proof.

Lemma 3.1. Let X be a smooth Riemannian manifold of bounded geometry and put €9 = Tinj/3.
Then, for every € € (0,eq) there exists a countable covering of X by balls of radius € such that
X = Uper Bz, €) and such that the covering of X by balls B(xy,2¢) with double radius and the
same centres satisfies that the mazximal number of the balls with non-empty intersection is finite.

This result implies the existence of a “uniform” partition of unity of X subordinate to the
covering by balls from the above Lemma. Indeed, for every € € (0,ep), with g > 0 as in the
Lemma above, there exists a partition of unity 1 = >, x» on X such that x; € C°(X; |0, 00[)
with supp xx C B(zk,2¢) (the points zj as in the above Lemma) and such that for every o € Ny
there exists a constant C > 0 such that |0 xx(y)| < Cs in geodesic normal coordinates and
uniformly with respect to k.

Using this partition of unity we can give an alternative definition of the semiclassical Sobolev
norm |[u|ps. Indeed, let ky : B(zy,2¢) =: Uy, — Vi C RY be the local geodesic coordinate chart
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in B(xg,2¢), then we can define for s € R

laliFrs ey = D ki) xwull s oy (3.14)
keK

The norms (3.13) and (3.14) are equivalent for s € IN.

Similarly we define the C'* norms on an open set Y C X, i.e. for L € IN
lullor @y == sup () * Xkl ot (Rt i) - (3.15)
€

Furthermore, we have the Sobolev inequalities
Hu”cL (X) = Od’S7L(1)hid/27LH’U,”HS(X)7 for s > L + d/2 (316)

In this paper we will be working with a compact smooth Riemannian manifold X of negative
sectional curvature and with its universal cover X. Let ke :Us = Vi CRY k=1,...,M, be
the local geodesic coordinates on X with Uy = B(wg,2¢) as in the discussion above (3.14), such
that the coordinate patches Uy, k = 1,..., M, form a finite open covering of X. Furthermore,
let xx € C°(X;[0,1]), k=1,..., M, be a finite partition of unity of X subordinate to this open
covering. Using that the covering map is a local isometry, we find that the lifted coordinate charts
Ky, = %,’;,Lmk, where 74, := 7|y, , : ﬁ/w — Uy, as in the beginning of Section 3.3, are local geodesic
coordinates on X, the universal covering of X, with coordinate patches ﬁ/w =B (%,;}(xk),Qe).

Furthermore, the coordinate patches form a locally finite open covering of X. The lifted cut-off
functions xj, form a locally finite partition of unity on X, ie. >, , X, =1 on X. We will be

working mostly with the following Sobolev and C* norms: let U C X be an open set, then

2 -1 2 N —1\x*
el ) = ;||(“k,b)*><kvb“”Hi(le)’ leller @) = H}ﬁxu(”kvn) Xt o R, @0,
@
(3.17)
Furthermore, the Sobolev inequalities (3.16) remain valid.

3.3. Lifting pseudodifferential operators to the universal cover. We will be working not
only on a compact connected smooth Riemannian manifold X of negative sectional curvature, but
also on its universal cover X. It will be useful to discuss lifting a pseudo-differential operator P
on X to a pseudo-differential operator Pon X.

Recall the covering map 7 : X — X and the map 7 : T X — T*X defined in Section 2.6. By the
covering property we have that if U C X is a sufficiently small open set, then 7~ 1(U) = | l,¢; U,
is a countable union of disjoint open sets. Furthermore, the restriction 7, := 7|y, : (Z —Uis a
diffeomorphism. Hence, we may lift a chart ¢ : U — V C R? to a chart ab = (77 : U, =V
on X. Similarly, we can lift a function y € C2(U) to X, := (7, 1)*x € C=°(U,). Slightly abusing
notation, we will also denote by Y, its extension by 0 outside its support to a smooth compactly
supported function on X.

3.3.1. Lifting a pseudo-differential operator. Given a semiclassical pseudo-differential operator
P e ¥y (X) with principal symbol o(P) = p € Sj'(T*X), we say that Pe vy (X) is a lift of P

to the universal cover X if the following three conditions hold:

(1) the principal symbol of Pis given by lifted principal symbol of P, i.e.

o(P) = 7*0(P) € S§(T*X); (3.18)

(2) for every cut-off chart (k,x) on X such that (3.5) holds with p, € S;”(T*Rd), we have
that

(R ) X PuXoFr = x ok Opy,(pe)x 0 71 (3.19)
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(3) for every ¢, € CX°(X) with supp¢ Nsuppty = () which may depend on h as in the
paragraph after (3.5), we have that ¢, Py, is negligible and that for every N € IN

¢ Py, = Oy (h) - Hy N (X) — HY (X). (3.20)
In other words ¢, Py, is a bounded operator H}:N()Z') — H,]lV(X') with operator norm
= O¢p.,N(h™) which is independent of ¢, .

Given a P € \If;lnn(X ), such a lift P always exists. For instance, we may construct P from the
non-canonical quantization (3.6) by lifting the cut-off charts. More precisely

> Yuuki, 0Dy (pr,) () Uk, € U (X) (3.21)
keK el

satisfies (3.18-3.20).

3.3.2. Lifting a differential operator. Lifting a differential operator to X is more straightforward
since they are local operators: the lift of the Laplace-Beltrami operator A, on X to the cover X
is given by Ag. Indeed, one can easily check that for f € C*°(X)

A7 f =7 A f. (3.22)

We will drop the metric in the subscript whenever it is clear which Laplacian we are using.
We then define the lifted Schrédinger operator (2.4) by

~ h2 ~
P = —5 A5 +0Qu (3.23)

3.3.3. Mapping properties of the pull-back 7*. The pull-back action 7* via the covering map 7 is
a continuous linear map C™(X) — C"(X), n € N, and L*(X, dv,) — L? (X, dvg), and HF(X) —

loc

Hf 10(:()? ), k € IN. Indeed, take the countable family of lifted cut-off chart (kg,, x%,) defined in
the paragraph above (3.17), then

H(”];b*Xk,L%*UHHfL(IRd) = H(“];l)*XkUHHfL(]Rd)- (3.24)
The formal adjoint '7* of 7* is given by
(Fu)(@) = Y u@), uelX(X), (3.25)
7 () =z

mapping C°(X) — C°°(X) linearly. Let u € Hf then

7cornp(‘)()?

t~ -1
17 ull e xy < Z Ik (e ) ull e )

= Z (k) X (e ) ull e (may
(3.26)
= Z ||(K/];L)*Xk:,Lu||H;f(IRd)
k.
< Cllull gy

where C' > 0 only depends on the support of u. Hence, !7* is bounded uniformly in A > 0 on

compact sets as an operator
~% k v k
T HE comp(X) — HF(X). (3.27)

Let I C R be an open interval and let u € C*°(I x )?) be such that suppu(r,-) is compact for
every 7 € I. A straightforward computation in local coordinates shows that

(10 + A)(‘Fu) = 7 (10, + Ag)u € C(I x X). (3.28)
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4. CLASSICAL DYNAMICS

4.1. Hamiltonian flows. Let (X, g) be a compact connected manifold of negative sectional cur-
vature and let ¢, be as in (2.6). Let h €]0, hg] with hg > 0 sufficiently small. For 6 = §(h) € [0, do],
with dg < 1, we put

1
p(@, € 6) = SIE[7 + 0qu (2, 6)- (4.1)
This (d-dependent and therefore possibly h-dependent) Hamiltonian induces a Hamiltonian vector
field H, which may be defined by the pointwise relation H,.0 = —dp, or in canonical symplectic
coordinates by
d
SO0 0 0p 0 o
— 0&, Oxy, Oz O
Hence, H, is a smooth section of TT*X. For A, A1, A2 = 0 we define the energy layers
5(5,)\ = {(x’g) € T*Xap(x’ga 6) = A} C "X
Es. ey = {(2,8) €T*X; M <p(x,&0) <X} = ] s (4.3)

AE(A1,A2)

Similarly we define &; [y, »,) by replacing the strict inequalities with non strict ones. When 6 > 0,
these sets depend on the random parameter w, though we do not write it explicitly.
For every 6 > 0, we denote by

®f = exp(tH,)
the Hamiltonian flow on 7% X generated by the vector field H,. Furthermore, for every A > 0, we
denote by @g’)‘ = @g’g& , its restriction to &5 . We will often write ®! for the flow @6’1, which is
simply the geodesic flow acting on 507 1= S*X.
Notice that there exists dy > 0 such that, for all 0 < § < dp, we have

o1 C &) C oy (4.4)
Until further notice, we will always assume that dy is small enough so that (4.4) holds.
4.2. Hyperbolicity. Since X has negative curvature, we have that for every A > 0 the Hamil-

tonian flow CI%’A is Anosov [14]. This implies that for each p € & », there exist subspaces E;L, E;,
Eg of T,& » — respectively called the unstable, stable and neutral direction at p — such that:

Tyéon = Ef @ E; @ E) for every p € &».
The distributions E;‘, E; and Eg depend Holder-continuously on p.

The distribution Eg is one dimensional and generated by %|t=0‘1>6’)\(,0)~

e E} and E, are both (d — 1)-dimensional, and for each t € R, we have
LAty ot
dP(I)O (Ep ) = E@é’k(p)' (4.5)

There exists Cyp > 0 and Ag > 1 such that for each p € &y 5, t > 0, T € E;r and { € E,

[dp 20" (€5 gty < Codg I,

EAgoe e (4.6)
’dp(bo (§ )’@é#(p) < COAO ’5 ’p-
For p = (x,£) € & », for some A > 0, write
0 . .
B, = {(r,s§); s € R}. (4.7)
Then
* v _ 1+ 0 - 0
T,T*X = Ef & B0 E, @ E.. (4.8)

The structural stability lemma (|25, Theorem 18.2.3]) implies that, if Jy is taken small enough,
then for all ¢ € [0,dp] and all w, the Hamiltonian flow @g’)‘ is also an Anosov flow on each energy
level &5 ) for A € (%, 1), satisfying properties analogous to those stated above. In particular, if
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A€ (i, 1) and p € &5 C 507(%72), the Hamiltonian flow @g’)‘ has stable, unstable and neutral

directions at p which are denoted by Egt o and Eg p respectively. Furthermore, the map

[0, 60] % €y 1 1) 3 (3,p) — (B, Ef

5.0 5P,Eg’p) is continuous. (4.9)

Thus, for §p small enough, we find that for any X € (A1, A2), any ¢ € [0,dp] and all p € &,
* _ 1+ 0 — 10
T,T°X = Ej @ E5, & E; & L.
By compactness and (4.9) we may find ci,co > 0 such that if v = (v4,v0,v—,0) € T,T*X =
E;rp & Egp & E;p P Eg, we have
cifvly <oy + |volp + [v-p + 00l < c2fv],. (4.10)
Here, we identify vy with (v4,0,0,0) € T,7*X and similarly for vy,v_ and ?y. Furthermore,
in a basis adapted to this decomposition, we have

Mp,é,t 0 0 Tl;&t(p)
0 1 0 At + 72.5.4(p)
0 0 (M)t 74(p)
0 0 0 14+ ras54(p)
where M, 45 is a (d—1) x (d— 1) matrix such that || M, s v|| > CA'|v|, for any v € R4"L. Here, the
constants C' > 0 and A > 1 can be chosen independent of § € [0,4dp) and p € s 1y Furthermore,

it follows from (4.9) that for every j € {1,...,4} and every T' > 0, we have

d,®5 = , (4.11)

sup  sup |[|rjis¢(p)|| — 0.
tE[0.T] pEE, (1 ) 60
Continuing, we define the weak stable and unstable directions by

+0 . ot 0
Esp = E5, © Esp.

4.3. Dynamics on the universal cover. Let X be as in the previous section. Recall that its
universal cover is denoted 7™ : X — X.
We may lift the Hamiltonian p (4.1) to a Hamiltonian

P, &0) :=p=7a"p: T"X — R, (4.12)
and define corresponding lifted energy layers
Esp =7 (&), Esoune) =T (S ) CTHX. (4.13)

Notice that this direct definition is equivalent to the definition of these energy layers similar to
(4.3) mutatis mutandis. The lifted Hamiltonian p induces a Hamiltonian vector field Hj, defined
by the pointwise relation
Hy . 0 = —dp, (4.14)
where ¢ is the canonical symplectic form on T*X. We denote by ;1;3 the Hamiltonian flow generated
by Hp. Notice that
Todl=dLo7. (4.15)

In particular, these dynamics enjoy all the local properties described in Section 4.2.

4.4. Bounds on the derivatives of the flow. Let i <A <1, and let p € & . We would like
to control the derivatives of ®%(p) with respect to ¢. To this end, recall that Es11) C Eo, L
AR )\go
provided ¢ is small enough, and consider a covering of &, (1.9) by finitely many open sets U, each
b 87

of them endowed with a local chart x; : U; — R2?, which is a diffeomorphism onto its image.
Let p € Uj,NEy. For every t € R, let us denote by Jj,(¢) the set of indices j such that ®(p) € U;.

Hence, for every ¢’ in a neighbourhood of ¢ and every j € J(t), the map @f;j =Ko Pho ko lis

Jo
a smooth map from R?? 5 Kjo (Uj,) to r;(U;) C R??. We then define, for every L > 1

a7
Tw‘%g(ﬂ)

Gp.11(t) := max max
g JETn(E) vENT 1<y
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computed using the Euclidean structure on R?¢ O r;(U;).

Lemma 4.1. For any € > 0, any A > 0 and any L € IN, there exists 0 > 0, such that, there
exists Cr, > 0 such that the following holds: For all h € (0,1], all t € R with |t| < ?|logh| and all

p € o,
gprn(t) < Cph™e (1 4 p (B LA 5) .

Proof. Let us denote by Hj, ; the Hamiltonian vector field generating the dynamics, written in
coordinate chart ;. By (4.1), we have || Hj, j||cr < C(L)(1+ sh= A+,
For any multi-index v € IN? with |y| < L, we may write

ol ., P /oo _, o,
En Tw‘%g(ﬂ) —2<§8—m¢5,j(P)aa—m¢’5,j(P)
o ¢ 0" 4.16
=2 o [Hy; (®5;(p))] ,a—p,y‘I’a,j(P) (4.16)

< 2gp, 1.1 (t) 'aa—; [Hy; (®5,;(p))] ‘ :

Note that, in the second equality, Hy, ; <<I>f57 j(p)) is a vector field evaluated at <I>f57 j(p); it is thus
a vector, whose scalar product we take with the vector %(I)fi j(p). It should not be though of as
a derivative acting on %@gj(p).

First of all, we apply (4.16) with L = 1, integrate over time and take the maximum over j to
obtain

t
Gpin(t) <C+C(1+5h=%) / gp.1n(s)ds.
0

In particular, thanks to (2.9), there exists hg > 0 and ¢y > 0 such that, for all h € (0, hg],

t
gp,l,h(t) <C+ Co/ gp71,h(s)ds.
0

and hence, thanks to Gronwall’s lemma
p1,h(t) < Ce.

for some C' > 0, provided (2.9) is satisfied. In particular, there exists @ > 0, C; > 0 such that for
all ¢ € [0,0]log hl], we have |g, 1 ,(t)| < C1h™°.

Next, we use equation (4.16) to estimate recursively g, 1 x(t). More precisely, we will prove
inductively that for all L € IN, and all € > 0, there exists 07, > 0 such that for all ¢ € [0,07|log hl],
we have

Gprn(t) < CLh™ (1 + h*<5+€><L+1>5) , (4.17)

and
a7 _
op7 [Hni (‘I’fs,j(l’))]‘ < OLgpLa(t) + O(Fh~ D), (4.18)
We have already proved (4.17) for L = 1.

Now, let us suppose that (4.18) holds at rank L. Using (4.16), we get, for any v € IN? with
<L

2 PY

5o [F (#4,0)]

t
<CO+2 / |CLG2.1.4(5) + g (3)(1 + O(6h~F+E+D)) | ds
0

y
'6 ¢ ds

t
a—m‘l’a,j(P) <C+ 2/0 9,11 ()

1 t
<C+2 (c’L + 5) /0 g2 pn(s)ds + t(1 + O(5h~(FHeEH1))2
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Taking the maximum over j and v and using Gronwall’s lemma, we get
Gorn(t) < CrelCita)t (1 + 5h—(5+5)L> , (4.19)

from which (4.17) follows.
Hence, (4.17) holds at rank L provided (4.18) holds at rank L. All we have to show is that
(4.17) at rank L implies (4.18) at rank L+ 1. To do this, we decompose Hj, ; = H}OW» +6H} ;, and

use the chain rule || times to compute % [Hh,j (@f;j(p))} We see that this contains one |y|*®

derivative of <I>f57j(p), through the term dq,g’j (o) Hn.j <%<I>f57j(p)). Now, dq:gj_(p)Hh,j is bounded

by co: this gives the cog), 1, (t) contribution in (4.18). Concerning the other terms, they contain a
smaller number of derivatives of <I>f;7 ;(p) at a power at most L, times derivatives of H}, ; of order
at most L. More precisely:

e Fach time we differentiate H}’ ; (<I>fS j(p)), we gain a power h~?, and a first derivative of
@g,j(p), so that if ¢ < 0|log b, we gain a factor O(h=77¢).

e Each time we differentiate a derivative of <I>f;’ j(p), we must use the estimate for g, 1415
instead of g, 1., so that we gain a factor O(h~5~%) thanks to (4.17).

o Differentiating H)) ; (q)gj(p)) only gives a factor O(h™¢).

Considering the previous trichotomy L times, we see that (4.18) holds at rank L+1. This concludes
the proof. 0

Remark 4.2. In Lemma 5.4, we may suppose that each U; 1s a geodesic ball equipped with geodesic

coordinates. The open sets U; may be lifted to open sets U;, C &, (1,4) equipped with charts kj, .
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We may then define <I>f;7w, and g, 1.1(t) in a similar fashion. Using (4.15), we see that we also

have

9p,1.h(t) < CLh™* (1 + h—(5+6)(L+1)5) _
4.5. Comparing the dynamics.

Lemma 4.3. Let 0 < A} < Ay < 00. Let dp,hg > 0 be as in the beginning of Section 4.1
and sufficiently small. There exists Cy such that for all h €]0,hg], all 0 < & < 6 < o, all
PP € Eo,(n00) and all t € R, we have

distrx (®5(p), ®L (') < CoeColtdisty-x (p, p') + Codh™? <e00\tl - 1) . (4.20)

The same statement holds on the universal cover T*X .

Proof. 1. We begin with the case when X is compact. As in (4.4), we see that for o > 0
sufficiently small, we have that

507()\1,)\2) - 55(’),(A1/272)\2) - 50,()\1/474)\2)- (4.21)

The Hamilton vector field H,, (4.2) is tangent to & x, A > 0, so the induced flow <I>fS preserves &s y,
and we deduce that

(I)g(go,(h,)q)) C 557()\1/27”\2), for all t € R. (4.22)
Similarly, we have

(I)g/ (50,0\1,)\2)) C 55/7()\1/2,2&), for all t € R. (4.23)

By compactness we know that the injectivity radius of &y [y, 4,4z, (for the metric go on T*X

restricted to &y [z, /4,4x,]) is bounded below by some rg > 0. Let 7 = 79/6. Take a finite set of points
{p}d, C &0,(n1/4,40) Such that for any point p € & (x,/4,4x,) We have that dist 7«x (p, pr) < 7
for some pi. For each k take an open ball U, = B(pk,r9) centred at pg, and corresponding
geodesic coordinates ky, : Uy — Vi, € R*?. By construction the Uy, form a finite open covering
of £ (x1/4.40,)- By (4.1) and the fact that ¢, € 55> (T"X) it follows that the coefficients of the
Hamilton vector field H, (4.2) are bounded in each chart x; by C(1 + 6h~"). This bound is
uniform in j, since we only consider finitely many charts.
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Recall from Section 2.6 that we have equipped T*X with the Riemannian metric gg. We
denote by |- |g4, the norm on 7,7*X induced by go. Then, by (4.21), (4.22), we see that for any

P € 50,()\1 A2)

t
dist 7+ x (®4(p), p) < /0 103(p)|go s

- /0 [ (B3(0)) g0 ds (4.24)
O(t)) (1 + 6h™5)
= O([t]).

where in the last step we used (2.9). Notice that the estimate is uniform in p € & (x, 1,), I €0, ho]
and 0 < 0 < dp. Furthermore, note that (4.24) holds also with § replaced by ¢§'.

2. Assume first that
distrx(p, p') > 7. (4.25)
The triangular inequality and (4.24) yield that there exists a C' > 0 such that for all p € &y (z, x,)
satisfying (4.25), all h €]0, ho], all 0 < ¢ <6 < dp and all t € R
dist 7 x (®5(p), ® (p)) < dist +x (P5(p), p) + dist rx (p, ') + dist 7+ x (DG (0), p)
< O(Jt]) + dist 7-x (p, ) (4.26)
< elldist 7 x (p, p').
3. Next, we work with
distrx(p, p') < . (4.27)
Since we covered &y (x,,r,) With local coordinate patches Uj, we have that any two points p, p e
&0,(A1,)0) Satisfying (4.27) are contained in the same Uj, for some &, with dist T*X(p(/)), pj) < 2t.
Hence the distance of p, p’ to the boundary of B(p;,2r¢/3) is bounded from below by r9/2. The
local coordinate chart is x; : U; — V; C R2?. We denote by p(/) the coordinate representation of
p(l), by Hs ; the Hamilton vector fields in these coordinates, and by <I>f;7j = (@37].71, e CIDf;J,d) the
Hamiltonian flow in these coordinates with t € [—t1, 1], 1,51 > 0, and similarly with § replaced
by &'. Here, s1 is the first time that either ®%(p) or ®% (p) hits the boundary of B(p;,2ro/3) and
similarly for negative times —¢1. The latter condition on ¢ not only guarantees that ®(p), % (p) €
U; for all t € [—t1,s1], but also gives a lower bound on the length of the time intervals [0, s1] and

[—1,0]. Indeed, without loss of generality we can assume that ®3'(p) € 0B(py,2r9/3). By
computation similar to (4.24), we know that the length of the segment

E({CI)E([));S € [0781]}) = ‘81’7 k=01,
with constants independent of p, h > 0 and of the chart Ug. Moreover, notice that
r0/2 — 217 < L{P5(p);s € [0,s1]}) < ro/2.

Performing a similar computation for ¢;, we find that there exists a constant Cy > 0, independent
of p, h > 0 and of the chart Uy, such that

,
50 lt1], s1] < Coro. (4.28)
0

Continuing, we have for every k € {1,...,d}
d
‘(E‘bg,j,k(p) - %/,j,k(ﬂ'))' < |[Hsj (®5,(p) — Hy j (@5 ;)|
< C|25;(p) — @5 ;(P)|| + Collgwllon
< C||@5,(p) — @5 (0] + ConP.
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for some C' > 0. Notice here that the constant only depends on the estimates on the coefficients
of the Hamilton vector field in &y (x,/4,4),)- Hence, we may take a constant C' > 0 which is
independent of ¢, p, p/, j and h > 0. This yields
d 2 2 _
—195,5(p) = @5, k()] < € [|@55(0) — @ (P + CO*h77,
for some C > 0 independent of ¢, p, p/, j and h > 0.

Continuing, we deduce from Gronwall’s lemma that,

195 () = b (") | < “Mllp = o' + CR (M~ 1),

for all ¢ € [—t1,s1]. Since the geodesic distance and Euclidean distance are comparable in local
coordinates up to a constant factor depending only on the metric gy and j, we deduce, since j
takes only finitely many values, that for all t € [—t1, s1],

disty+x (®5(p), P (') < e Mdisty-x (p, p') + C'6h~" <ec/|t‘ - 1) (4.29)

for some C’ > 1 independent of ¢, p, p/, 7 and h > 0.
Taking |t| < 1 sufficiently small, we see that

disty=x (®5(p), Py (p')) < 7 (4.30)

Let I := [~79,71] C R be the largest interval such that (4.30) holds for all t € I’ = I N R. Now
we may iterate our previous construction in the following way to conclude that (4.29) holds for all
t € I' We will work only with positive times, as the negative times can be treated analogously.
Indeed, by the above construction we know that (4.29) holds for ¢ in some interval [0,s;] C 1.
Either s1 > 7, or (4.30) still holds at ¢ = #|. In the latter case we restart our construction with
p(/) replaced by @Zb) (p(/)) and by passing to a new coordinates system. Like this, we find a s9 > s7

such that for all ¢ € [sq, s9]

distr-x (P5(p), 5 (p')) < (C") 2 Mdistp x (po, p1) + (C')25h Pt 4 C'5h =P (ecl‘t| - 1)
(4.31)

Similar to (4.28) we find that
g_o < |s2 — s1] < Coro. (4.32)
0

Again, either so > 71, or (4.30) still holds at t = so and we continue as above. Like this, we find

a strictly increasing sequence of times {sn}gzo, with sg = 0, N > 1, and such that

e N < +oo when 7 < +o00 and sy > 71;
e N = +o00 when 7 = +o00 and s, < 7 for all n;
e forall0<n< N

TQ/C(] < |Sn+1 — Sn| < C()’I“(); (433)
o forall 0 <n < N and t € [sy, Spt1]
n+1
distr-x (@5(p), @} () < (€)1 Mdistrx (p, o) + 601y (C1)E. (4.34)
k=1
By (4.33) we know that nry/Cy < |s,| < Coron. So when t € [sy,, Sp41], we find that n < [¢|Co/ro.

Plugging this into (4.34) we get for all ¢ € [0, sy], when N < oo, and all ¢ € [0, 0o[, when N = oo,
that

distr«x (®5(p), 5 (p')) < (C")e distrx(p, p') + h P 1, (4.35)
for some C” > 1 independent of ¢, p, p/, 7 and h > 0.

Now, when N = +o0 we are done. When N < +o0o we know that when ¢ € [0, sn] (4.35) holds,
and that when ¢t = sy > 7 we have

distp+ x (‘I)fs(PO), <I>f;/ (Pl)) > T
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Similar to step 2 above, the triangular inequality then yields that for all ¢ > t'N

dist 7« x (P5(p), @5~ (")) < dist rex (DG(p), BN (p)) + dist 7 x (25" (), D5V (0))
+ dist 7 x (95 (o), D5V (0))
O(|t — sw|) + dist 7= x (25" (p), 25 (0))
C”/ecmt‘diStT*X(P,p,) + 5h—ﬁe(jm|t\’

4.
< (4.36)
<

for some C” > 1 independent of ¢, sy, p, p/, j and h > 0. This concludes the proof when X is
compact.
4. When we are working on the universal cover X we can follow the exact same steps with all
quantities replaced by their lifted counterparts. Let us just insist on two subtleties: since we
are working on the universal cover the injectivity radius on 50 [\ /44x,] C T X is still bounded
below by some rg > 0, as this is case on the base manifold. Furthermore, the estimates on the
coefficients of the lifted Hamilton vector field still only depends on a finite number of charts, as
this is the case on the base manifold.

This concludes the proof of the Lemma. O

We conclude this paragraph by noting that Lemma 4.3 implies the classical fact that there
exists C' > 0 such that

¥p,p' € €y (19, Tt € Ry distrx (9(p), 2'(p)) < Ce“Mdistr-x(p, p'). (4.37)
4.6. Dynamics of Lagrangian manifolds.

4.6.1. Lagrangian manifolds and instability.

Definition 4.4. Letn > 0, § > 0, and let A C 55(1 1) be a submanifold. We shall say that A is
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(0;m, k)-unstable if, for any p € A and any v = (v4,v9,v—,0) € T)A C T,T*X = E+ @ Eg

E »® E(Sp, we have that

Lemma 4.5. There exists v, T, kg, Mo, 00 > 0 such that the following holds. For all 0 < 6 < dg,
0<K<Kyand all0 <n<no, if AC 557(%71) is (0;m, k)-unstable, then for allt € [0,T], @g(A) is

(8;vm,vK) unstable. Furthermore, ®I(A) is (§;n,vk) unstable.
We postpone the proof of this lemma until after the following Corollary.

Corollary 4.6. There exists v, T, kg,n,00 > 0 such that the following holds. For every k1 < ko,
the following holds for every § € [0,00). If A C 56(1,1) is (0,m, k1)-unstable, then ®L(A) is
(0,vm, ko)-unstable for all0 <t < T (1 +In ( > In 7)

Furthermore, there exists C,c > 0 such that, for all py € A and all w € T, A, if we write
dpo @ (w) = (P%(po), ve), we have

[0t (o) = Cc ]y (4.38)

Proof of Corollary 4.6. Let n € IN be such that t € (nT, (n+ 1)T). In particular, the assumption
on t implies that

Y"'k1 < Ko.

We may thus apply Lemma 4.5 n times to obtain the first part of the result.
Equation (4.38) follows from iterations of equation (4.42) below. O

Proof of Lemma 4.5. Let t > 0, let p € ®%(A), and let v € T,®%(A). By definition, there exists
po € A such that p = ®%(py), and w € T, A such that d,,P5(w) = v. Let us write A = p(p, ) €

(32)-
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Let us write w = (w4, wp, w—,wWy) € E;po & Egpo D Egpo

lw_|, < nlw|, and |wo|, < k|lw|,. Now, thanks to (4.11), we have v = (vy,vp,v—,0) € E;p ®
By, ® E;,® B} ,, with

@ Eg P By assumption, we have

vy M, 5 1wi + 11;5,6(p)Wo
vo | wo + Atwg + 7.6t (p)ﬁ)g
vo | T (M) we + ra54(p)idg
O Wo + 14:54(p)Wo

Recall that, for any T' > 0, we may find 6(7") > 0 such that, for all 0 < § < §(T), all t € [0, T
and all j € {1,...,4}, we have

1
sup  |rjise(p)lp < - (4.39)
pe£07(%’2)
In particular,
. S, . 5k
[olp < Zl@oloy < 7 lwlpo (4.40)
Furthermore,
-1
vl = c5 " [[vilp + [vol,]
1
—1 t N
> 5" [l + il — O+ Dol o

_ 1
> 5" [ Ol + = w3 + )l

Recall that by assumption, we have |w_|,, + |0y, < c2(k 4+ n)|w|y,, so that Jw |,y + |wolp, =
(c1 — (k+n)c2)|w|yy. Therefore, there exists c3 = ¢3(C, c1,c2) > 0 such that, for all T' > 0, there
exists k(1) > 0 and 79 > 0 such that, if £ < k(T"), n < o and 6 < §(T") with 6(T") as in (4.39),
we have

|U|p Z 03|w|po- (4.42)
In particular, combined with (4.40), this implies that

. dC3k
|UO|p < T|U|P'

On the other hand, we have

lv-l|p = ‘(M/;ét)Tw,‘pO < Ot A w_|py < Cezer A" lol .

We thus take T such that Ceze;PA™ < 1, & := 6(T) such that (4.39) holds, and rg = (T
such that (4.42) holds. This gives us the result. O

Let us now rephrase the results of this section in terms of the Lagrangian states appearing in
Theorem 2.10.

Proposition 4.7. There exists c,co > 0, n > 0 and dy > 0 such that the following holds.
Let A C §*X be a monochromatic Lagrangian manifold which is n-unstable, as in section 2.1.
Then for every & < &y, for all 0 <t < colnd, ®L(A) is (J,cn, cn)-unstable.

Proof. We claim that there exists ¢1, 6; > 0 such that, for all 0 < ¢ < d1, A is (6, 21, ¢10)-unstable.
This follows from the continuity relation (4.9), and from the fact that the maps § — 7,5\ and

0 — Eg are smooth. We may thus apply Corollary 4.6 to deduce the result. U
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4.6.2. Unstability and projectability. Let Y be a d-dimensional Riemannian manifold (not
necessarily compact). Recall that a Lagrangian submanifold is a submanifold A C T*Y of di-
mension d, such that the canonical symplectic form of 7Y vanishes on T),A for any p € A, see
for instance [11, Chapter 1]. In what follows, we will focus on a special family of Lagrangian
submanifolds, which can be written as graphs:

Definition 4.8. Let A C T*Y be a submanifold with dim A = dimY and let p € A. We call A
projectable at a point p € A if my|p : A = Y is a local diffeomorphism near p, in the sense that
each p has a neighbourhood in A which is mapped diffeomorphically by ™ onto a neighbourhood of
(p)-

We call A locally projectable if my|a : A = Y is a local diffeomorphism in the sense that each
point p € A has a neighbourhood in A which is mapped diffeomorphically by m onto a neighbourhood
of m(p).

Similarly, we call A projectable if my|a : A = 7y (A) is a diffeomorphism.

Remark 4.9. The Poincaré Lemma shows that a projectable submanifold A C T*Y with dim A =
dimY is Lagrangian if and only if it is locally given by the graph of a gradient. In other
words, A is Lagrangian if and only if for each point p € A, we can find a real-valued C*
function ¢(zx) defined near mw(p), such that A coincides near p with the manifold {(x,d,¢);x €
some neighbourhood of (p)}.

Also note that by the inverse function theorem, A is projectable at p = (x,&) € A if and only if
the manifolds A and T'Y are transverse.

Remark 4.10. If A is connected, locally projectable, and if wy (A) is simply connected, then A is
projectable.

Next, we show that unstable Lagrangian submanifolds are projectable.

Lemma 4.11. Let (X,g) be a compact Riemannian manifold of negative sectional curvature.
There exists 1y, 09 > 0 such that, if 6 € [0,00] and A C 55(1 1) is a (6,70, no)-unstable Lagrangian
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submanifold, then A is locally projectable.

Proof. Tt is well known that for any p = (z,§) € T*X, £ # 0, any one distribution E7, e €
{+,—,0}, and T;X are transverse submanifolds of 7% X, see for instance [20, Lemma 4.6]. It
follows, that for any v € £ and any w € T,T; X, we have |(v,w),| # |v|p|w|,. By compactness
we may thus find a constant co > 0 such that, for all p € & (2 1y and for any v € E}, e € {+,—,0},
LAV
and any w € T,T; X, we have
[(v, )| < (1 = co)lv]plwl,.
From the continuity (4.9), we deduce that, if dy is small enough, for all p € & (1) and for any
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v E E;S and any w € T,T; X, we have

€o
(.l < (1= F) o]l
Let A be (9, np)-unstable for some § € [0,d0], let p = (z,&) € A, let v € T,A and w € T,T; X with
lv], = |w|, = 1. By the instability assumption, if 7 is small enough, there exists v’ € E;S with
[v'|, = 1 such that |v — 2|, < §. We thus have
Co Co
|<’U,ZU>p| < |<v/’w>p| + Z <1- Z

In particular, we have v # w, so that T,ANT,TX = {0}. The second observation in Remark
4.9 then implies that A is projectable at p. Since the above argument holds for any p € A we
conclude the statement. O

4.6.3. Expandingness of Lagrangian manifolds in negative curvature. Let us recall a
standard result concerning manifolds of negative curvature (see [23, Theorem 4.8.2]).

Lemma 4.12. Let (X, g) be a simply connected and connected manifold of nonpositive sectional
curvature, and let p,p' € T*X. Then the map R > t — dist% (®!(p), ®!(p')) is convew.
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In particular, we have the following result.

Corollary 4.13. Let (X,g) be a connected manifold of nonpositive sectional curvature, and let
p,p' € T*X. Suppose that I C R is an interval such that for all t € I, distx(®'(p), ®'(p')) < rr.
Then the map I > t — dist% (®t(p), ®(p')) is convex.

Thus, as long as p and p’ remain close to each other, the square of their distance (on the basis
X) is a convex function. This convex function could be constant: this is the case when p and p/
belong to the same geodesic. However, the following lemma guaranties that, if p, p’ belong to an
unstable Lagrangian manifold and do not belong to the same (short) geodesic segment, then the
distance between them is ultimately increasing.

Lemma 4.14. Let (X, g) be a compact manifold of negative curvature. There exist € > 0, ng >0
to > 0 and C > 0 such that the following holds. Let A C S*X be an ng-unstable Lagrangian
manifold, and let p1,pa € A be such that distp«x(p1,p2) < €. Then there exist T € (—Ce,Ce)
such that for all 7' € (—e,¢€), we have

distx (2 (p1), @7 (p)) > 2dist.x (p1, @7 (p2))
and dist x (®(p1), P17 (p2)) < Ce for all t € [0, o).
Proof. First of all, since the distributions Ego are transverse to the vertical fibres of T*X, and

since X is compact, there exists C'1,Co, e, > 0 such that, if A is a Lagrangian manifold which is
n-unstable, and if p, p’ € A with disty«x (p, p’) < &, then we have

Chdistr+x (p, p') < distx (p, p') < Codistr«x (p, p'). (4.43)

Next, for every p € S*X, we introduce coordinates (u,, s,,n,) in a neighbourhood of p in S*X
that are adapted, in the sense that

e For every p/, the map p — (u,(p’,s,(p’),n,(p')) is continuous in a neighbourhood of p'.

o (up(p');mp(p)) = (0,0) <= p' € W. We then have |s,(p')| = distr-x(p, p').

e (sp(0'),np(p")) = (0,0) <= p" € W, . We then have |u,(p)| = distr-x(p, o).

o (up(p),s,(p)) = (0,0) <= ®»)(p) = p'. (up,s,,n,) is a diffeomorphism from a

neighbourhood of p in $*X to a neighbourhood of the origin in R~

Since the vector spaces E? depend continuously on p and are transverse, we deduce by compactness
that there exist ¢y, co > 0 and & > 0 such that for all p, p’ € S*X with distp«x (p, p') < €, we have

C1 (‘up(/’l)‘ + lsp(P/)‘ + ’np(P/)D < distr=x (p, PI) < e (‘up(/’l)‘ + lsp(P/)‘ + ’np(P/)D . (4.44)

Let p1,p2 € Ao, with distp«x(p1, p2) < €. Then there exists a time 7 such that n,(®7(p2)) = 0.
We then write p3 := ®7(p3). Since p3 € Ay, we have

distr«x (p3, p1) < C3lu,(ps3)| (4.45)

provided € and 7y are small enough. Now, thanks to (4.11), there exists C' > 0 such that, for all
t > 0, we have (provided ¢ is small enough)

[ o) (277 (p2))] = C'eup, (p5)]. (4.46)
We may then deduce the result by taking ¢ large enough, using (4.43), (4.44) and (4.45). O

4.6.4. Projectability of Lagrangian manifolds on the universal cover. We shall say that a
Lagrangian manifold A C 7% X is D-controlled if it can be put in the form A = {(z,d,¢),z € U}
with |||z < D.

Our aim in this section is to prove the following proposition.

Proposition 4.15. There exists 99 > 0 such that, for all D > 0, we may find n(D), (D) > 0
such that the following holds for all 6 € [0,0p).

Let A C S*X be a simply connected and connected monochromatic Lagrangian manifold which
is n-unstable, D controlled and has distortion < D, as in section 2.1.

Consider a lift A C S*X. Then, for all0 <t < 9g|logé|, ®L(A) C 567(%71) s a simply connected
and connected Lagrangian submanifold which is projectable.
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Before proving this proposition, we first need to prove results about the evolution of A by ot

Lemma 4.16. Lete, D > 0. There exists Ty, Th > 0 such that, for allT > Ty, there exists n(T') >
0 such that, if A C S*X is an n-unstable Lagrangian manifold that is D-controlled, the following
holds. If p1,p2 € A, we may find Ty € [T —T1,T + T3] such that dist)?(ff*T(pl),fffT?(pg)) <
adist;( (p1,p2)-

Proof. If pe S *X , we define the unstable manifold at p as
W= {p € §*X;dist,, z(®'(p), ® () — 0}

t——o0
At p, the manifold W,f is tangent to the space E” introduced in section 4.2 (see [25, §17.4]), while
the weak unstable manifold W, := (J,cg (AISt(W;r ) has tangent space at p E} @ Ep.

Recall that A = {(z,d,¢),z € U} with [|¢]cs < D, while, since W% is locally projectable,
we may write W;O as {(z,dz¥)} in a neighbourhood of p = (xg,&p), for some smooth function
1. By definition, we have d,,9 = d,¢, while, thanks to the n-instability hypothesis, we have
d(wmdxowdw_d(wmdxo #)d9 = O(n). Finally, the D-control hypothesis implies that third derivatives
are bounded. Therefore, we may find £1(n) > 0 such that, if p, p" € A with dist .. 3 (p,p") < €1,
then dist,.. ¢ (o', W,%) < 2ndist,.. ¢ (p, p’). In particular, there exists p” € W, and 7 € (—cey, ce1)
such that dist,.. (o', ®7(p")) < 2ndist,. z(p, p") and distr«x(p, p") < ¢ distr«x(p, p’). Here, c
depends only on the manifold (X, g).

Now, by definition of unstable manifolds, for any € > 0, there exists Ty > 0 such that, for all
s > Ty, we have dist,, 5(®7(p), 27°(p")) < edist. z(p, p"). Hence, we have

disty. ¢ (@777 (p), @77 (p)) < disty g (@777 (p), @7 (")) + dist 5 (27 (), 27T (p"))
< cedist., ¢ (p, ') + C’eCTndistT*X(p, o),

thanks to (4.37). This quantity may thus be made smaller than (c + 1)edist... z(p,p") if 1 is
chosen smaller than some 7y depending on ¢ and T, but not on p, p'.

From now on, we fix ae > 0, aT > Ty, an n < no(e,T), and a corresponding €1(n). The
assumption on the distortion implies that if p1,p2 € A, there exists a curve in A of length <
Ddistp«x(p1, p2) joining p; and py. Taking points at a distance =~ &1 on this curve, we see that
there exists N < O(D)ey 'dist,. 5 (p1, p2) and p1 = p, ph, ..., ply = p2 with dist .. (0}, A1) < €1
and Y1 distr-x (0, pf41) < C'(D)distrex (p1, p2)-

Using the previous construction, we build a sequence of times t1, ..., ¢y with t; =T, [t; —tj41| <
ce; with distT*;((;I;_tf (), EI;_tJ'Jrl(,o;»H)) < (e + Dedist. (0}, pj41), so that the triangular in-
equality yields distT*;((CT)*tl(p'l), OV () < C"(D)edist . 5 (p1, p2)-

Note that [ty —t1| < C(D) x c and recall that dist (p1, p2) and dist.. z(p1, p2) are comparable
thanks to the hypothesis of D-control. Taking e possibly smaller, and setting T4 = t,,, we deduce
the result. O

Corollary 4.17. Let D > 0. There existsn > 0 such that, if A C S*X is an n-unstable Lagrangian
manifold that is D-controlled, the following holds. For all p1,p2 € A and for all t > 0, we have

dist;( <E)t(p1),§)t(p2)> Z %dist)?(pl,pg).

Proof. Suppose for contradiction that there exist p1,p2 € A and t > 0 such that

(= = 1
dist (@t(pl),@t(p2)> < Sdist g (o1, po). (4.47)

Thanks to Lemma 4.16, we know (provided 7 is small enough) that there exists T' arbitrarily
large such that, for all pi,ps € A, we may find T’ at a bounded distance from T such that

dist (B (p1), 87" (p2) ) < ddist(p, p2).
Suppose that T' > T (the case T' < T” is treated similarly). We have, using the fact that Xisa
simply connected manifold of negative curvature (so that geodesics minimize the distance between
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their endpoints):
t+T = dist <E>t(p1), CffT(pl))
<distg (B(p1), B (p2) ) + distg (B (p2), B (p3) ) +dist g (77 (p2), 8 (1))
<t+T + Zdistg(pl, 02),

so that |17 — T| < 3dist ¢ (p1, p2).
In particular, we have

distg (B (p1), 87 (p2) ) < dlist (877 (p1), 8" (p2) ) + distg (37 (p2). 57" (p))
1 .
< pdistg (o1, p2) +|T" = T

< diSt)?(pl, ,02).
This inequality, along with (4.47), contradicts Lemma 4.12. O

We may now proceed with the proof of Proposition 4.15.

Proof of Proposition 4.15. Since simple connectedness is preserved by homeomorphism, ;1;%(7&) is
simply connected and connected. We need to show that

Vo1, p2 € D5(A), (o1 # p2) = (w5 (p1) # T (p2)) (4.48)

which implies that 71')?(;133(7&)) is simply connected. The result then follows from Proposition 4.7,
Lemma 4.11 and Remarks 4.9, 4.10. o
To prove (4.48), we suppose that there exists p1, p2 € ®§(A), such that w5 (p1) = w5 (p2), and

we write p; = ;IS(;t(pj) € A for j =1,2. We separate two cases:

o Suppose first that dist,. (o}, ph) > h%/2. Since p}, ph € A, we thus have distz(p}, ph) >
ChP/2. Using Lemma 4.3, we see that

dist (Ph(oh), Bh(ph)) < distg (B(oh), B5(p})) + dist (B5(61), Bh(oh) ) + dlist g (Bh(oh), (B(eh))
< CSh P~ for any & > 0, if 99 is chosen small enough
1
ZpPI2
< 2

if h is small enough, thanks to (2.9). This contradicts Corollary 4.17.

e Suppose next that dist.. (o}, p5) < hB/2. Then, there exists sy < C(D)h%/? and a curve
o(s) in A, with 9(0) = p, o(so) = ply and |o/(s)| = 1 for all ¢. Using coordinates on T*X
near p1, the bounds on derivatives of 5% derived in Remark 4.2 imply that, in coordinates,
p2 = p1+ Sodprlég(g’(O)) + O(s3h=¢). Now, thanks to Proposition 4.7 and Lemma 4.11,
which imply that 53(]{) is locally projectable, the angle between d, 53(9/ (0)) and the
vertical leaves is bounded from below: hence, (4.48) follows.

0

5 WKB ANSATZ

We still consider a compact connected smooth Riemannian manifold (X, g) and (X, §) its uni-
versal cover equipped with the lifted Riemannian metric. _In this section, we shall work on the
universal cover X and with the lifted quantities p (4.12), ®} (4.15), g, P,f and @, cf. Section
3.3. To ease the notation we will suppress the ~ notation until further notice.

Let h €]0, hg]. Let O C X be a connected and simply connected open relatively compact set
and let ¢p : O — R be a smooth map as in (2.2), with |dy¢o| = 1 for all x € O. We consider an
initial Lagrangian state

Fu(@) = a(z; h)en @), (5.1)
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where a(-;h) is a smooth compactly supported map on O with |la(-; h)||oz = Or(1) and such that
a(xz;h) ~ ag(x) + hay(z) +... where a,, are smooth compactly supported maps on @. We assume
that there exists a compact h-independent set K € O such that

suppa(-;h) C K (5.2)

for all h €]0, hp]. As discussed in Section 2.1, this represents a Lagrangian state supported on the
Lagrangian manifold
Ao = {(y,dypo);y € O} C S*X
which is assumed to be a monochromatic, D-controlled Lagrangian manifold of distortion < D,
that is n-unstable for some n < n9(D), as in Section 2.1.
The main aim of this section is to approximate the propagated state

alt,xsh) = o7 f(2) (5:3)
by a WKB state, cf. (5.11) below.

Before doing so, let us introduce auxiliary cut-off functions which will be useful in this section.
First of all, it will be useful to consider two intermediate open relatively compact sets O, 0" cC O,
independent of h, with o L

KcO cOcoO"co'co. (5.4)
We can construct a sequence of cut-off functions v, ¢; € C°(X;[0,1]), i =0,...,N € N, such
that
Lov = =N = = 1ho > 1o (5.5)
and
029 (2)] < Oa(l),
0% (2)| < Oan(1) a€N%i=0,...,N,
uniformly in local coordinates. We write

0= 1(y.dydo(y));y € 0}, e {}
and

5y, dyeo) = (25(y), & () = P5(y)- (5.6)
We know from Proposition 4.15 that there exists @ > 0 such that for any 0 < ¢ < ?|log k|, the
Lagrangian submanifold ®%(A) is projectable and simply connected. Hence, for any 0 < ¢t <
0|log h|, there exists a smooth map ¢ : Ops — R such that

Ay = ‘I)fs(/\o) = {($7dm¢t,5);$ € Ot,é}

A? = @5(A) = {(z, durs);w € Ops}, o€ {')"}
where Oy 5 = mx (P5(Ap)), Of s = mx (P5(A§)) C X are open sets. For ¢ = 0 we have not evolved
the initial Lagrangian manifold Ag, so ¢g5 = ¢o and Of ;s = O°, Oy s = O. Now, using Lemma
4.3, we see that, if 0 < ¢t < 9|log h| for 0 and A small enough, we have

05 C 05 C Os C 0" 5 C O p. (5.8)

Indeed, thanks to Lemma 4.3, we see that, for 0 small enough, there exists v > 0 such that all

points of 0", 5 are at a distance at most O(h”) from points of O”; . Now, using Lemma 4.3 again,

we deduce that mx®,"(0”, ) is in a neighbourhood of size O(h") of ©”, which is thus included
in O for h small enough. Other inclusions are proved analogously.

(5.7)

Continuing, we note by (5.8) that the map ¢y is well-defined on O 5. Moreover, since ®%(Ag) is
projectable, the map y — z%(y) is a diffeomorphism onto its image and we shall denote its inverse
by y5 ‘(). Then, the functions

¢t5:1/10y5_t7 wi,t::wioy(g_ta i:O,...,N, (59)

are smooth functions in z and ¢ and satisfy

Loy, =Pt = Ung == Yo = 1oy - (5.10)
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In particular ¢ s is well defined on supp; and on supp;¢, ¢ =0, ..., N. We will give estimates
on their derivatives further below in the text.

From now on, we will slightly abuse notations whenever convenient, and forget the primes,
assuming that ¢o, ¢;s and the cut-off functions v;;, i = 1,..., N, and 1)y are well-defined on a
small open neighbourhood of O, 5.

The aim of this section is to prove the following statement, which describes a WKB approxi-
mation us(t, x; h) to the propagated state u(t, x; h), cf. (5.3).

Proposition 5.1. Let X be the universal cover of a compact connected smooth Riemannian man-
ifold X of negative sectional curvature. Let q, be as in (2.6) and let Q,, be either a lift of Opy,(qu,)
(in the Random WDO case) or the multiplication operator with the function g, = 7*q, (in the

Random Potential case). Let O C X be a connected and simply connected relatively compact open
set, and let ¢g : O — R be a smooth map such that the Lagrangian manifold

Ao == {(y,dyeo(y));y € O}
is D-controlled, has distortion < D and is n-unstable for some n < no(D), as in Proposition 4.15.
Let a(x;h) be a smooth compactly supported function on O with ||a(-;h)||cz = Orn(1) and such

that a(z; h) ~ ap(x) + hay(z) + ... where the a,, are smooth compactly supported maps on O such
that (5.2) holds. Let 14, xn+ be as in (5.9), (5.10).
Then, the function

us(t,z;h) = e%qﬁt";(gﬁ)b(t x;0,h) = = enfrs(@) Z h™by(t, x;9) (5.11)

with supp b(t, -; h,8) € Oy 5, by, given in (5.45), (5.46), and phase ér5 given in (5.7), satisfies

. N-1
ZhN+1

ihdpu — Bju =~ 00 @ Aghy_y 4+ 6 3 B u(1 — ) Quet 000 Db,y
n=1
+ RN Lendts IR, by (5.12)
. N-1
u(0, x;6) = en®0@) Z h"an(x)
\ n=0

where 13,‘2 = —h2A§ + (Mt@w and

Cig (VA dd s(z)  ~ h h ..
Rt = (e w005 QuLen®0@) — G (4, dudpy () — gH;t’é,% — %dlvﬁHét’é,%)) . (5.13)

and the vector field Hi;l“w 1s defined in local canonical coordinates by

d ~
04 (2, doPr5) O
1 — ) 072
H¢t,67‘1w " kzl &, oz

We will present detailed results concerning the regularity of this WKB solution and a precise
remainder estimate in Section 6 below. For now, we turn to the proof of the above proposition
which will take up the rest of the current section.

Recall that, to ease the notation, we shall drop the tilde notation, until it becomes relevant to
distinguish between the lifted and non-lifted quantities.

5.1. The WKB Ansatz. Let us now explain how, for any N € IN, the state (5.3) can be
approximated by the WKB state us defined in (5.11). We note that each b,, can also depend on
h > 0 when 0 > 0, but we will not denote this explicitly. We want ug to solve ihOyus = P,fu(g, i.e.

(—b@t (ﬁtﬁ + Zhat b)

1 i i 5.14
=5 [bldy i 5|2 — ihbA 15 — 2ih(dydrs, dub)s — h2AGD] + Sipre” Ot Q,en?uib, (5.14)
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up to a small remainder.

Case 1: (), is a random potential. Consider first the case where Q,, is the operator of
multiplication by the function ¢,. Then Hété G = 0 and R, = 0. Hence, P;ls is a differential

operator and we can solve equation (5.14) on O:S,t' There, ¢; = 1. Furthermore,

(efi.(bt"SQwe%%éb) () = qu(x)b(z).

Expanding b as in (5.11) and regrouping the terms in (5.14) according to matching powers of h,
we see that the functions ¢; and b, must satisfy the following differential equations

at¢t,6 = —p(m,dmgbm(az); 5),
8tb0 = _%bOAg(bt,(g - <dm¢t,5a da:b0>a: (515)
8tbn = _%bnAg(ﬁt,é - <da:¢t,57dmbn>a: + %Agbn—la n =1

The initial condition u|—o = f implies that we must require that ¢g s = ¢ and that by|—o = ap.
This gives us initial conditions for each of equation in (5.15). Suppose that we have solved these
differential equations up to order n = N, then the function us(t,z;h) of (5.11) satisfies (5.12).

Case 2: @), is a random pseudo-differential operator. When @), is a pseudo-differential
operator we follow formally the same strategy as above and solve the pseudo-differential equations

8t¢t,6 = _p(x, d$¢t,5 (:C)’ 6)’
oy = Lby (5.16)
Obn = Lby + LAgby_1 — ih ™20y R tbp—1, n > 1.

where L is the differential operator defined by
1 0 ..
Lo = _iuAg@,(; —{dy¢r 5, dpt)y — 5(H¢1)t76,»qku) — §d1V9(H¢1)t767(7w)u. (5.17)

The initial condition w@|;—g = f implies that we require that ¢gs = ¢o and that b,|—¢9 = a,,. This
gives us initial conditions for each of equation in (5.16). Suppose furthermore that the support
of b, is contained in the support of 1, for every n = 1,..., N, and that we have solved the
equations (5.16), then the function us(t,z;h) of (5.11) satisfies (5.12).

The first equation in (5.15) and (5.16) is called the Hamilton-Jacobi equation, whereas the second
and the third equations are called the 0*" order and n'" order transport equations, respectively.
In Section 5.2 below, we will solve the Hamilton-Jacobi equation, in Section 5.3 we will discuss
estimates on the derivatives of the solution to the Hamilton-Jacobi equation, and in Section 5.4
below, we will solve the transport equations iteratively.

Remark 5.2. When writing a function as a Lagrangian state a(x)e%qb(gﬁ) with a and ¢ depending
on h, there is some freedom in the choice of a and ¢: the only essential requirement is that the
amplitude a(x) should oscillate at a scale < \/h, to remain in a nice symbol class.

In particular, equation (5.14) will also be satisfied up to a remainder O(hN) if we have

atQSt — _p(xadivqst(‘r)vo)a ) ’
Oiby = —3boAdy — (dubr s, dabo)a — ih 156”7010 Quen b, (5.18)
by = —3bpAdrs — (dupdy, dpbn)y + EAb, 1 — ih ™ de™ w905 Q en?udb,, n > 1.

With such a formulation, the phase ¢, does not depend on the perturbation, while the amplitudes
are multiplied by a phase depending on the perturbation.

Using techniques analogue to those of [28|, it should be possible to use the formulation (5.18)
to describe the propagation of Lagrangian states by U,f(t) up to times M|logh| for an arbitrary
M > 0, while in the sequel, we will only be able to consider times that are d|logh| for some small
0. Such an approach could thus be a starting point to extend Theorem 2.10 to larger times; this
will be pursued elsewhere.

However, to have a good control over the functions b, starting from (5.18), we need the phase
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depending on the perturbation to oscillate less rapidly than Vh, for which we need to have o > %
This is thus more restrictive than the situation covered by Hypothesis 2.4. This is why we focus
on the formulation (5.16) in this paper.

Furthermore, the independence considerations of Section § give strong constraints on the time
scales on which we are working, making it complicated to extend Theorems 2.9 and 2.10 up to
arbitrary logarithmic times.

5.2. Solving the Hamilton-Jacobi equation.

5.2.1. Applying the method of characteristics. Since @} (Ag) is projectable, the map y — x%(y) is
a diffeomorphism onto its image and we shall denote its inverse by yé_t(x). Hence,

dors = &(v5 ' (7)), (5.19)
or, equivalently,
dxt (y)¢t75 = gg(y) (520)

Using the same notational abuse as before, we will assume that y; ¢ is well-defined on all of Ots,
provided ¢ is small enough and 0 < ¢ < 9|log h| with d small enough.

Let o € Op and let ¢y > 0. Fix a system of local coordinates (y', ...,y?) for y near g, and fix
another system of local coordinates (z?,...,2%) for x in a small neighbourhood of xf;o (y0) € Oy 6.
Notice that by taking a small enough neighbourhood around Cﬂgo (yo) we can arrange so that this
system of coordinates (z!,...,2%) is a system of coordinates near z%(yo) for all t €]ty — e,to +
el for ¢ > 0 sufficiently small. We also take the canonical coordinates (&1,...,&q) in T;O;s
induced by the coordinate system (z',...,2%). Notice that both those coordinate systems are
independent of ¢ €]ty — e, ty + £[. We shall write (x§71(y), oy xf;,d(y)) for the coordinates of z(y),
and (53,1(9)’ vy £§7d(y)) for the coordinates of &(y), in this system.

In local coordinates, equation (5.20) takes the form

<8x@¢t 6) (z5(y) = &),

and the Hamilton equations 4 ®%(p%) = H,)| pt. take the form

d
dt 6, a&‘z (p67 )’

d
Egg,z = —3x¢P(Pfs; 6)

Thus, using the Einstein summation convention, we obtain in local coordinates
(B ) on] = 2D (5 s) o
(Yo (30) )]
D [0k - ( w)( axzaxkqbta)( (00|
0~ (e

8$tz(y) [ 0 82

(5.21)

Hence,

dy(Drr,5 © 25(y)) = —dyp(p5(y); 8), (5.22)
L.e. the maps y — (O¢¢rs)(x5(y))) and p(p5(y); d)) have the same gradient, so they must coincide
up to a constant cs(t), which we can take equal to zero, since ¢ s is defined up to an additive
constant. Therefore,

(Ocrs) (x5(y)) = —p(p5(); 6) = —p(y, dydo(y); b),
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since p is invariant under the action of the flow <I>f5.
If x € O 5, we may thus take y = y(;t(x) to obtain that

(9t¢t76(33) = —P(ﬂf,dmﬁbm; J).

Therefore, the map ¢; 5(x) is a solution of the system

Gbus(@) = —p(z, deds;0) (5.23)
Tzz)h‘t:o = ¢o

5.2.2. An approzimate solution for the Hamilton-Jacobi equation. Let x € Oy 5. We claim that

b15(z) = dro(z) — 8 / 0o(B5° (@, dpcbs g))ds. (5.24)

Indeed, both expressions coincide when ¢t = 0, and the derivative with respect to t of the right-hand
side is equal to

1 1
5 B0s( @5 (0, dabus)) = 511y 02 + 00 (B (2, deg))  (since o i monochromatic)
= ply; "' ( )5 dyy=t (4 %03 8)
= p(®; " (2, ds ¢ta)) 9)
= p(, dydr.550)-
In the last line we used that p(-,-;d) is invariant under <I> , the flow generated by the Hamilton

vector field (4.14).
We will now give an effective approximation of (5.24), using the fact that ®5°(x,d,¢s ) and
O, (x,dy¢s,0) are close to each other.

Lemma 5.3. Suppose that 3,d,e9 are as in (2.9). Then for any 0 < € < €q, there exists 0 > 0
such that for allt € R with 0 <t < 0|loghl|, we have for all v € O

distr«x ((x, dz@r0), (2, dzdrs)) < oh=P==,

Proof. Let us write y := yat(az), and pg = (z,dz¢10), ps := (x,dzPrs). By definition, we have
po = P} (y, dy¢o). Thanks to Lemma 4.3, we know that for any € > 0, provided 0 is small enough,
we have distp+x (@g(y, dy¢0),po)) < Sh~P—¢. But, since L (y, dydo) is a point of ®%(Ay), it is of
the form (2, d,éts), and we must thus have distx (z,2") < 6h~77¢. We may then use equation
(5.28) below with L = 2 to deduce that

distsx ((2', dwdrs), (2, dpdrs)) < C(1+ h™%)distx (x,2") < Coh—P=2, (5.25)
provided 0 is small enough. The result follows by the triangular inequality, and by taking ¢ > 0
and thus 0 > 0 smaller. 0

Combining Lemmas 5.3 and 4.3, we obtain that for any ¢ € [0,0|log h|] and any s € [0,¢t], we
have

distrx (g (2, dutro), ®5° (2, duprs)) < Oh P72,
provided 0 is small enough. Therefore, (up to takmg ¢ and 0 smaller), we obtain from (5.24) that

b1.5(x) = dro(x) — 6 / 0o (95 (2. dsn)) ds + O (82572°) (5.26)

5.3. Controlling the derivatives of the phase. In this section we provide estimates on C*
norms of the time evolved phase ¢; 5.

Proposition 5.4. Suppose that (3,0,e¢ are as in (2.9). For any 0 < & < g¢, there exist 0 > 0,
and hg > 0 such that the following holds: for all L € IN, there exists a constant Cp, > 0 such that
for all h € (0, ho] and all t € [0,d]log h|] we have that

[¢tsllcro, 5 < Ch (5.27)
and, if L > 2
[¢esller o, < Cph~ (DB Fe) e, (5.28)
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Before proving the proposition, we shall prove two lemmas concerning estimates on compositions
of functions, which we will use several times in the sequel.

Lemma 5.5. Let f, : R4 D> Q — R and gn : R D Q' — Q be smooth functions. Suppose that
there exists 01,092,003 = 0 with o1 + 09 > o3 such that for all k > 1,

Ifaller = O(h=7s=(=Dn)
lgnllcx = O(h=72=E=D0) 4 O(|| fa © g | ci—1).
Then for all k > 1,
1fn © gnllcx = O(h=o2 k2= (ko).
Proof. The bounds on ||f o gnllc1 and || f, © gn||c2 follow from a direct computation, since

a0 gnllez < NgnliEallfulloz + llgnllezll faller

The C* bounds are proved recursively. The k" derivatives of (f; o g5) at x may be written as
linear combinations of derivatives of f;, evaluated at gp(z), and of powers of derivatives of g, at
x. When going from k™ derivatives of (f), o g) to (k 4 1)™ derivatives, we use Leibniz rule:

e Fach time we differentiate a derivative of f;, at gn(x), we gain a factor O(||gn|lc1) =
O(h™72), and we replace a L' derivative of f; with a (L + 1) derivative of f;, making
us gain a factor O(h~7'). All in all, we gain a factor O(h~71772).

e When we differentiate a derivative of g, of order > 2, we gain a factor O(h™ ) +
O(h=71792),

The result follows by induction. O

Corollary 5.6. Let i, : R* 5 Q — Q' € R be a smooth diffeomorphism. Let Oy, denote the
Jacobian of vy,. Suppose that there exists o,0’,¢” > 0 with o > o’ such that

1@n) " lco = O™,
and for all k > 1,
[n]lor = O(h—0~ k=1,
Then, we have
() ler = O(h™7)
and, for k > 2,
1(on) | or = O(h~ BN QRota’+a")=a"y

Proof. We shall set fy,(x) = (dytp) " and gj, = ¢,:1. We start by recalling that

doty " = fn o gn, (5.29)

so that we must estimate ||gp|lcx = || fn 0 gnllcr—1-
We deduce from (5.29) that ||gn||c1 = O(h™7), and a direct computation implies that

fuller = O™ =0=").

Furthermore, an application of the Lemma 5.5 (to compose the inverse map with d, vy, taking
o1 =0", 03 =20, 09 = 0 + ¢') implies that, for k > 2,

fnllor = O(h~2 ~He+e)=(k=1)a"

We may then apply Lemma 5.5 with 01 = 0 + 0’ + 0", 09 = 0 and 03 = 20" + 0 + ¢”. We deduce
that

Hfh ° thC’C _ O(h720/7070”7k07(k71)(o+0/+0”)) _ O(hfk:(2a+o’+o”)fa/)

and the result follows. O

)

We may now proceed with the proof of Proposition 5.4.
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Proof of Proposition 5.4. Recall that equation (5.20) implies that

(e, dabns) = @5 (v, (2).d, 1 (y0) (5.30)

and (5.27) directly follows from the fact that H), preserves the energy layers &5 x C T X which are
lifts of bounded energy layers in T* X. Here, we modified our notation a bit: by adding Ay and A,
to the subscript we insist on the fact that xfmo :mx(Ag) = mx(Ay) and yé_j\t cx (Ay) = mx(Ao),
respectively.

To estimate [|¢s]lcr(o,), we must first estimate the derivatives of ygf\t More precisely, if

(k,0), (K',0/) are as in (3.17), we define
$37A07k7b7k17u = Kk, © .%'557/\0 o <I€,;/}L/) : Kk’,L/((?k/7L/ N OO) - R — K’k,L((?k,L N Ot) - R? (5.31)
Ys ekt = K OYsh, © (“Eﬁ) 2 gy (U 0 O) — K (U 1 Op), (5.32)

and we want to bound ||yg}1t s
First, using Lemma 4.1 and the smoothness of ¢g, we see that there exists Cr, 05, > 0 such that
if t € [0,01|log h|], we have

25 A kit oz < CLh™* (1 + hi(me)(LH)fs) : (5.33)

In particular, thanks to (2.9) and (4.15), we have [|§ s ;4 /llcr = O(h™%) with constants inde-
pendent of (k, ¢, k',0).

Next, if 3yxf57A07k7L7k,7L, denotes the Jacobian matrix oEx&AO’M’MU at y, we claim that there
exists C, ¢ > 0, independent of k, ¢, k', ¢/, t and y € ks (Upr,» N Op), such that

H (075 g i) (?/)H <od. (5.34)

Indeed, if y € Op and u € T,,Oy, let us write w := (u, 0dypou) € Tiydygo)T*X. Then we know
from (4.38) that ||d(y.q4,¢0)P5(w)|l = Cchllw| = Cchllul for some o > 0. Now, dy, 4,40)P5(w)
is a vector of Tég(y,dy¢o)q)fs(A0)> and we know that ®%(Ag) is projectable, so that we also have
77X d(y,a,60)P5(w)]| = C'cgllull. Noting that, for any w € RY, (ayxg,/\o,k,b,k’,b’)(w) can be identi-
fied with a 77xd(y.4,4,)P5(w) written in coordinates gives us equation (5.34).

We may thus apply Corollary 5.6 with 0 = ¢/ = ¢, 0” = 8+ ¢, and we deduce that

195 Ay g rllor < OB (5.35)
and, for L > 2,
Y5k, g arllon < Coh~Em DB =5, (5.36)
with constants independent of k, ¢, k', .

Coming back to (5.30), we may apply Lemma 5.5 (along with Lemma 4.1) with o9 = 8 + 4,
o9 = be, 03 = € to deduce that

pesllcz = O(h™%)
and, for all L > 1
|dpsillor = O(h—e2Lem(L=1)(F+4e)y,

We deduce the result by taking € smaller. O

5.4. Solving the transport equations. In this section, we follow a general approach to solving
the transport equations, see for instance [2|. From Proposition 4.15 we know that the transported
Lagrangian manifold ®%(Ag) (5.7) is projectable for all times 0 < ¢ < d|logh| for some ? > 0.
Hence, the flow (5.6) induces a flow (defined only for times 0 < t < d|log h|)

w5, 1 Oss 2y > @50, (1Y) € Oprss, 52 0. (5.37)
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This flow has the property that xf; Aoy © TiA, = x?fs In view of the discussion after (5.7), we

write for the inverse of xfi A,
yg}isﬂ :O0gqt 56D — y({f\3+t(ﬂz) € Os5. (5.38)
We now estimate the derivatives of xf;, A, and y({f\sﬂ. To this end, we introduce xé Aokl t! and
y(s_f\tﬂ ok o Just as in (5.31, 5.32).
Lemma 5.7. Suppose that 3,0,e0 are as in (2.9). We have that for any 0 < € < gq, there exist
0 >0, and hg > 0 such that the following holds: for all L € IN, there exists a constant Cr, > 0 such
that for all h € (0, hg] and all s,t € [0,0]logh|], with s +t < 0|log h|, we have for all k, v, k',
and all L > 1
_ —(L—1 _
125 a0 g lloms (95 A, oo lon < Cr(p=FmDEFD=e), (5.39)

with constants independent of k, v, k', (.

Proof. Observing that xfi A= xgj\so o ys_j\s and yé_j\sﬂ = T3, ° yé_’/(\i?, the result follows by
applying Lemma 5.5 to the estimates (5.33), (5.35) and (5.36). O

Remark 5.8. Let 0 < € < g9. Applying Lemma 5.5 to (5.9) with o4 = (B +¢€), 00 = ¢, 03 =0,
yields that there exist 0 > 0, and hg > 0 such that for all L € IN, there exists a constant C, > 0
such that for all h € (0, hg] and all s € [0,0]log hl],
[tllcr o, s 1 tllor o, o) < Cr(h~FDEF=)) - p > 1, (5.40)
When L = 0 we trivially obtain a uniform bound of order O(1) since |y, |thn | < 1, see the
paragraph above (5.5).
For 0 <t < cllogh| and s > 0 (cf. (5.37)), we introduce the unitary operator TgAS, mapping
functions f on O, = w5 A into functions on Oy 5 = 7z Ay, defined by
B B 1/2
(Tia F)@) = fozh, (@) (T, (@) (5.41)
where f is a smooth function on O,s and J f\sﬂ (x) is the inverse of the Jacobian of the map

zf Aoy, At the point x with respect to the Riemannian volume on X. In local coordinates we find
that

dy; A
det —5=+ ()
—t
57As+t

Vdetg(wsh,,, (@)
(@) = det g(x)

(5.42)
Proposition 5.9. The quantity Jg};sﬂ () defined in (5.42) satisfies

—t
Jik (@) =exp { /0 (AgbssrirsWin,, (2) +6divg(HS o)., (@) df} - (5.43)

Moreover, suppose that (,0,e0 are as in (2.9). For any 0 < € < &g, there exist 0 > 0, and
ho > 0 such that the following holds: for all L € IN, there exists a constant Cr, > 0 such that for
all h € (0, ho] and all s,t € [0,0|log h|], with s+t < d|log h|, we have that

Hog J5x . Nlcr(o,., s < Crhms M), (5.44)
Here, the C* norms are to be understood as in (3.15)

We postpone the proof of this Proposition to the end of this section. Before going on we remark
that when ¢ = 0 the formula (5.43) has already been stated in |2, Equation (3.9)]. Furthermore,
notice that when @), is the operator of multiplication by ¢, then H, ;w = 0, so the second integrand
in (5.43) vanishes.

Continuing, recall from the discussion after (5.1) that a(z;h) ~ ag(z) + hai(z) + ... where
a, a,, are smooth compactly supported maps on O. Furthermore, recall that the support of a(+; h)
is assumed to be contained in a compact subset of O independently of h.
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Proposition 5.10. 1. The 0" order transport equation in (5.16) and in (5.15) (depending on
which case of Q. we consider) is explicitly solved by

bo(t, z;0) = (T§ p a0)(x), =0, (5.45)
with intial condition by(0,x;0) = ag(x). Furthermore, supp by(t,-;6) C supp o+

2. The higher order transport equations are solved iteratively for n > 1 by

N L 2 i

5 /0 (TER: Abn (s, 56) = 207 20TE3 o R b1 (5, +39) ) (2)ds,
(5.46)

with initial condition b, (0,z;6) = an(z). Furthermore, supp by, (t,-;6) C supp¥n. Additionally

we have that when Q,, is a multiplication operator then R, s = 0 and supp by (t,;0) C supp o

bn(t, 30) = (T5 ppan) (@) +

Proof of Proposition 5.10. 1. The second assertion of the Lemma follows immediately from the
first by applying Duhamel’s formula.

2. We check that (5.45) solves the 0*" order transport equation in (5.16) in local coordinates.
By continuity we can arrange to take the same local coordinates for a small open time interval
t €ty — €o,to + €0[N]0, +00| with tg > 0 and g9 > 0. To ease the notation we will drop the
subscripts of xf;’AO, ygit and Jg}it(m) In the following computations if f : R — R, V,f is to be

understood as a n x 1 matrix while V; f is its transpose (a 1 X n matrix), and - denotes either the
matrix product or the usual scalar product in R¢ (which needs not coincide with the Riemannian
scalar product (-,-),).

A direct computation yields

Dibo(t, @) = (J 7 (2))"? x (Vlao(x) - (@y‘t(fﬂ))) +ag(y () x (T ()2, (5.47)
and
—t(y T
Vaebo(t,z) = (J7H(x))Y? x <ay76()> - Veao(z) + ag(y ™t (z) Ve (JH )2, (5.48)

Applying % to the relation z!(y~!(x)) = z yields the identity

- ozt _ -
@)~ = =5 (7 @) 00 (5.49
Since 8%;@) = (%—:’Z(y*t(m)))*l, we get by combining (5.47-5.49) that
bO (ta ,I)

Obo(t,x) = =V bo(t, x) - (8txt)(y7t(x)) + 5 (at + (atxt)(y*t(x)) . VI) log(th(x)). (5.50)

Next, we focus on the second term on the right hand side of (5.50). Write L := (9;2*)(y~%(x)) V.
By (5.42) we get that

(0 + L) log(J " (x)) = ~tr [g(y~(2))" (@ + L)g(y ()]

2 (32/3;(36))1(8#@ (%T;(m)ﬂ (5.51)

— Llog/det g(x).

Here in the traces the differential operator 0; + L is applied componentwise to the matrices.
Using (5.49), a straightforward computation shows that

(0 + L)g(y~"(x)) = 0.

Turning to the second term on the right hand side of (5.51), we first note that (5.21) implies
that

+ tr

(Gr2")(y~" (2)) = (dep) (2, do 53 0). (5.52)
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Using this fact along with (5.49) and the symmetry of the Hessian (with respect to z) of y~* and

get that
(250) - (252)- (%52)

where M is the d x d matrix whose entries are given by

Mm,n = axm [(8£np) (.%', d$¢t75; 5)] :

Hence,

(0y + L) log(J (x)) = —tr[M] — Llog /det g(x). (5.53)
Using (5.52), (4.1), and plugging (5.53) into (5.50), we get

_ bo (t, .%')

8tb0(t7 iE) = —be(](t, iE) : (dé‘p)(fﬁ, dmgbtﬁ; 5) 9
. b()(t,x)

S (dep) (@, da,5:0) - (Vo log det /det g(x) )
= ~(daus. daboe — 5b0 b5 — OVabolt ) - (Vea) (@, dudh.s) (554
) [(egu),dets) - V) o VAT G(@) + Ve - (V) (i)
= —(dz 91,5, dzbo)z — %boﬁgét,é - 5(H¢1>t75gwbo)(x) - gdng(Hétyégw)bo-

Vo - (dep)(z,dz .55 0)

Hence, (5.45) solves the 0" order transport equation in (5.16). To end the proof of (5.45) we note
that b(0,x) = ag(z). Finally, the fact that supp by (¢, ;) C supp o follows from equation (5.45)
and Lemma 4.3. O

We end this section with the Proof of Proposition 5.9.

Proof of Proposition 5.9. 1. Recall the local coordinate representation (5.42) of J; }isﬂ () and
write K (t,x) = log J(S_/t\s-l»t ().
First note that K(0,2) = 0. We know from (5.53) that

(at + L)K(t’ x) =—Vy- (Vgp(x, dm¢s+t76§ 6)) — Llog V detg(x)' (5'55)

Strictly speaking (5.55) has been proven in (5.53) only for the case s = 0, however, one can easily
check that it also holds in the case s > 0.
Recall from the discussion before (5.50) that L = (9, AS)(y(;f\Ht(x)) - V5. Hence, the homo-

geneous form of the equation (5.55) is solved by (ygis+t)*f, f € C'. However, since ygAS () =z,
the initial condition K (0,x) = 0 implies that the homogeneous solution is constantly equal to 0.

The unique solution to equation (5.55) with initial condition K(0,z) = 0 can then be obtained
by Duhamel’s formula:

t
K(t7 .%') = _/0 (yg;\ts-o-t)* <VJ»‘ ’ (Vgp)(.%’, d$¢s+T,5; 5) + (vﬁp) (1‘, dx¢s+7',5; 5) - Vg log /det g(m)) dr

—t
- /0 (BybosrsrsWin, () +6divg(HY 2 )., (@) dr

In the last line we performed the linear change of variables T = t + 7/ followed by a direct com-
putation similar to the last line of (5.54). Taking the exponential of K (¢, ) implies (5.43).

2. Let us now turn to the regularity estimate. Let f3,d,e9 be as in (2.9). Using Lemma 5.5,
Proposition 5.4, Lemma 5.7 and (2.7), we find that for any 0 < € < g, there exist ? > 0, and
hg > 0 such that the following holds: for all L € IN, there exists a constant C';, > 0 such that for
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all h € (0, ho] and all s,t € [0,0|log h|], with (s +t) < d|logh|,
[(AgPstrtt6) © Ysa,,,loro,.,5) = O (he~LBT2e)y
”(S(ngw)(x, d$¢8+7—75; 5) © yg,As+t ”CL(OS+,5’5) = OL(

||5[V;,;(V§qw)(x, dy@str,65 d)] o yZS—,/ASH HCL((’)SH#;) = OL(5h72672€7L(6+3€))’ (5.56)

H (Vylog+/detg) o yg,,Aert

ShBE(B+3))

B O(1), L=0,
CL(Og41,5) N OL(hﬁJrE*L(ﬁJF%)), L>1,

where in the last line we used as well that the derivatives of logdet g(x) are uniformly bounded
on Oy 5 with respect to h since g is the lifted metric from the underlying compact manifold.
The product rule shows that

1) H [(ngw)(% Ay Pstr.5 d) - (Vg log \/E)} ° yg,,/\s-u

After potentially increasing the constant in the error estimate, we see that (5.57) is bounded by
the right hand of the third line of (5.56). By (2.9) we see the second line in (5.56) is bounded by
Oy (h—e~LB+3))  Thus,

= O (6hP-LB+39)) (557
CL(Os+t,6) L< > ( )

1Kt )let (0,415 < Crllog a7 HIF3),
The estimate (5.44) follows by taking € > 0, and hence ? > 0, smaller. 0

6. SOBOLEV ESTIMATES OF THE WKB SOLUTION

In all the sequel, we will suppose that 3,d,e9 are as in Hypothesis 2.4. In this section we
continue working with a smooth connected compact Riemannian manifold X and its universal
cover X, see the beginning of Section 5. We will largely use the notations from section 3.3.

Proposition 6.1. Suppose that (3,0,e9 are as in (2.9) and let T({AS be as in (5.41). If0 <
e < &g, there exists 0 > 0, hg > 0 such that the following holds uniformly in h € (0, ho] and
t,s € [0,0]log hl], with s+t < d|loghl:
Let f € CX(Os5) such that, for all L € IN there exists a constant Cr, > 0 such that
I£llcr < Cph™H8%9),

Then, there exists a constant C;, > 0 such that

T 5, fllor < CpR™EET2), (6.1)
Proof. By (5.41) and the product rule, it is sufficient to show that
- 1/2 _
<J6,/t\s+t(.)> <Crh L(5+6)’
oL (6.2)

Hfoyﬂ\sﬂ(')‘ oL < CLh*L(BJrze).

Let 0 < & < gg. Then we know from the second assertion of Proposition 5.9 that there exist 0 > 0
and hg > 0 such that for all L € IN, there exists a constant Cy, > 0 such that for all h € (0, ho]
and all s,t € [0,0]log h|], with s+t < 0|log h|, we have that (5.44) holds. The chain and product
rule, in combination with an induction argument, yields that for any o € IN?, h € (0, ho] and
s,t € [0,0|log h|], with s + ¢ < 0|log A/,

ik (@) = Oy (R110R20) ot (@), (6.3)

)

s+t

uniformly on Oy 5. Notice here that the same estimate holds also with J~* replaced by (.J —H1/2,
This gives us the first estimate in (6.2).

To obtain the second part of (6.2), we use Lemma 5.5, with 09 = ¢, and 01 = 03 = 8 + ¢,
obtaining

< CLh*(ﬁ‘FE)*LEf(Lfl)(ﬁ‘F&)
cL ’

|£ow5h...0

as announced. O
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Next, we present the following technical result.

Lemma 6.2. Let 3,0,e0 be as in (2.9) and let N1 := Y, YNy, - .., %oy be as in (5.9). For any
0 < e < gg, there exist 0 > 0 such that for any N € IN and hg > 0 small enough we have that for
all t € [0,0]loghl], all h €]0, hg] and alln =0,...,N

dist X(m Nsupp (1 — Ypi1t),Supp ¥ t) = h%. (6.4)

Proof. Given e €]0,¢[, thanks to Lemma 4.3, we may take ? > 0 small enough such that for all
t €10,0|log h|] and all pg, p1 € 557(%72)

diStT*X(‘I)Et(po), ‘Pgt([)l)) < h_a/zdiStT*X(po, p1) + C(Sh_ﬁh_e/Q. (6.5)

Suppose now that (6.4) does not hold. So there exists an N € IN such that for all hy > 0 there
exists a t € [0,0|loghl], an h €]0,ho] and a n € {0,..., N} such that

dist )?(?”,5 A supp (1 — Pn1.4), SUPP i) < h%. (6.6)

Let g € mﬂ supp (1 — ¢¥p41,¢) and x; € supp ;. Put yp = ygt(xk), kE=0,1, and p =
p5(y5 " (xk)), cf (5.6). Plugging this into (6.5) yields

dist . 5 (40, dyob0.,5), (Y1, dy, b0,5)) < b~/ *disty., 5 (po, p1) + COR™Ph/?

(5.25)
< Ch3dist ¢ (zo, 1) + COh Ph=e/?

(6.6
g) Che/2 + CSh—Ph—</?

9)

2.
(g h€/2 +Ch€/2+6-

Thanks to (5.5), the left hand side of the first line is bounded from below by some positive constant.
Since we can take hg > 0, and therefore A > 0, arbitrarily small, we have a contradiction which
concludes the proof. O

Next, we need to understand better the operator wte_%‘éfﬁ(’”)@we%‘b”(') appearing in (5.12),
when working in the Random WDO case.

Proposition 6.3. Let (3,d,20 be as in (2.9) with f+e9 < 1/2. Let Q, € \II,_L%O(X) be as in the
Random WDO case with principal symbol q.,, and let Q, € \I’,:%o(f() be a lift of Q. with principal
symbol q,, = T*q, and satisfying (3.18), (3.19), (3.20). Let t € [0,0|logh|], ® > 0 small enough,

and let Yy, Pny, n=0,...,N be as in (5.10). Let ¢y 5 be as in (5.19), (5.23) and let 0 < e < &p.
Then, there exist @ > 0 and ho > 0 such that for all h € (0, ho] and all t € [0,0]log hl]

ét,w = wteii(bt’é(m)éwe%m’é(-)wn,t € \I/];CZ;OJH;(‘SZ) (67)

with principal symbol @, ,,(x, &) = (x)(T*q)(x,€ + dudrs)Vn(z) € SE_S?(T*)NC)
Moreover, for each lifted cut-off chart (K,,X.), t € I, on X, see Section 3.3 for the definition,
we have that

(B ) XuQrwXoFr = X 0 k0P (T o)X 0 K (6.8)

with
(XK G o) (@, 61) = (K" XGu) (@, §4de (R, 1) 1.6 00 ()X 1 (1) +O (R 2PF9)) € S22(T*RY),
(6.9)

for h €]0,hg] and with the constant in the symbol estimates uniform in (z,€) € T*RY and in
t € [0,0|log h|] and independent of ¢.

Furthermore, if 0, € C°(X) are such that supp @ Nsuppe = 0, then for every N € N we
have

0,Q1w?. = Op.p.n(h) - Hy N (X) = HY(X). (6.10)
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Proof of Proposition 6.3. 1. To prove the last point of the proposition, we first consider the case
when 60, p € C°(X) have sufficiently small supports so that their lifts 0, o, € CX(X ) are well
defined. It follows from (4.6) that there exists a constant C' > 0 such that

volz(Oy5) = O(h™?) (6.11)

for all t € [0,0|log h|]. Take a locally finite partition of unity of X by a lifted partition of unity
of X, as in the paragraph above (3.17). We see that we can cover Oy s by O(h~%?) many cut-off
functions from the lifted partition of unity. Combining this observation with (3.20), (5.40) and
Proposition 5.4 yields (6.10).

2. Let (K,,X.) be a lifted cut-off chart such that suppy o ™! is convex and such that supp ¥, N

supp ¢n ¢ # (. The case of a general cut-off function can be recovered by a partition of unity. By
(3.19),

R QX R = Xutr,e” 7905:0pp, ((qu)e)e™ P4t 4, Xn- (6.12)

where wt,L =10 %:17 wn,t,L = wn,t © E;17 Xk = (/’4371)*90 and ¢t,5,L = ¢t,5 © %:1

We will recover the symbol afm,w,n in each coordinate patch (k,¢) by the method of oscillatory
testing [35, Theorem 4.19]. Let C°(X) > x’ > x with support in a sufficiently small neighbour-
hood of the support of x such that the support of . = (k= 1)*y’ is convex. Set

Tk,L,t(x 5 h =e h 57/)1& € h¢t6LX Oph((Qw)/i) <X;(y)ei%(bt’é’b(y)qbn,t,L(y)e%y-g)

Qhﬂ / /R RO s =0ns D () (a, s B ()X (@)X ()t (9) el
(6.13)

Notice that ry,; depends on ¢ only through the phases ¢; s, and the cut-off functions vy ,, ¥ ¢,

Our aim is now to show that rj,; € 557 °(T*R?), and that it has the form (6.9). Once this is
shown, (6.8) follows from [35, Theorem 4. 19] and (6.7) follows from using additionally (6.10) and
a partition of unity.

3. To evaluate (6.13), we use Kuranishi’s trick and write

Gr5.(y) — brs.(x) = (Fro(z,y), (y — 2)),

with

1
Frs(z,y) = /0 Vs, (ty+ (1 —7)x)dr.

Performing a linear change of variable in (6.13), we get
1 L&) (a—r) «
Tk?,L,t('I’ & h) = d // eh(n &)-( y)Qu),/i(xa Y, n; h)¢t,L(x)X:@(x)X,;(y)wn,t,L(y)dydn- (6~14)
(2h7T) R2d

with Gux(@,y,m; 1) = (u)x(@, 1 + Frs(x,y); h).
By Proposition 5.4 we have that for 0 < ¢ < g( there exist 0 > 0 and hg > 0 such that for all

h €]0, ho)
F; = 0(1)’ L= 0’
[ Fesller = oD+ [ >1

)

uniformly in ¢ € [0,0]log h|]. Notice here that the constant in the error estimate can be taken
independently of ¢.
Recall that ¢, € Sz°(T"X) and notice that since [|Fysllco = O(1), we find that for each

M € NN there exists a Cjy > 0 (independent of ¢) such that for all € T,R?, all 2,y € supp yor "
and all t € [0,0]log hl]

(n+ Fys(z,y) ™ < Cu(m)™

The product and chain rule then yield that for all o, v,7 € IN¥, M € IN there exists a constant
Ca,rm > 0 independent of ¢ such that for all ¢ € [0,0|log hl]

1020] 0 i, (, y, 75 h)| < C(L%T,Mh*(la\+|7|)(5+€)*\TIB(nYM_ (6.15)
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The method of stationary phase applied to (6.14) yields

N-1
Pt (@& h) =Y huen(@, & h) + Ryen(@,6 1), (6.16)
n=0
where
R "
Pt (&) = —=(0y - On)" Qe (4,105 P)Y,0 (€) X3 ()X ()Pt ()| - (6.17)
' n=¢
Moreover,

Rk,L,t,N(x7 §§ h)

—ON) D 0RO (D, - Oy d .y B @)X (@)X (D)t W] 3 (gergye (1D
|k-+B]<2d+1
where the constant in the estimate depends only on the dimension d and .
Using (6.15) and Remark 5.8 along with the rapid decay of ¢ in the £ variable, we obtain by

the product rule that for all m € IN and all o,y € IN? there exists a constant Caymmn > 0 such
that for all ¢ € [0,0]log h|] and all (z,&) € T*RY,

lagtagrk7b7t7n(x7 & h)| < Corymnh™ 1728748 p=(lal+ W) (B+2¢) (gy=m. (6.19)
and
|3§323k,L,t,N(ﬂf, &h)| < Coz,ﬁ,m,NhNh7(2d+1+2N)(B+2€) p— (d+14+2N+|al+|v])(B+2¢) €=, (6.20)

We insist here on the fact that the symbol estimates are independent of ¢ indexing the sheet in
the universal cover to which we have lifted the cut-off chart (s, x).

Taking € > 0, and hence d > 0, smaller, the symbol estimates (6.19) and (6.20) hold with 2¢
replaced by . By Borel summation we find that

That(7,60) ~ Y Thaan(@,&h)  in SER (T RY) (6.21)
n=0

with the constant in the symbol estimates uniform in (z,¢) € T*R? and in ¢ € [0,0]log h|] and
independent of «. Due to the factor x, in (6.12) we can restrict the symbol ry,+(-,&;h) to the
support of x, where x/. = 1. This implies (6.8). In particular, we have

Tk,L,t70(x7 &; h) = (QN)I{,X('I’é + v¢t,6,L(x)§ h)¢t,L(x)¢n,t,L($)

which yields the formula for the leading part in (6.9) and thus yields the formula for the principal
symbol of (6.7). O

Now, we may use the previous proposition to give estimates on the operator R, ; defined in

(5.13).

Proposition 6.4. Let 3,6,e9 be as in (2.9) with B+ e9 < 1/2. Let Ry be as in (5.13). For
every 0 < e < gq, there exists 0 > 0, hg > 0 such that the following holds uniformly in h €]0, ho]
and t € [0,0|loghl]: Let f € C°(Oys) such that, for all L € N there exists a constant Cp, > 0
such that

I fllcr < CphLB+e), (6.22)
Then, for all L € N and alln =1,..., N there exists a constant C, 1, > 0 such that

Rw t¢n—1 tf L g Cn th_(L+2)(B+€)_E- 6.23
) ) C )

Proof. 1. Let 0 < ¢ < gq, let @ > 0, hy > 0 be small enough, let h € (0, ho] and ¢t € [0,0|log h|].
Recall the discussion and quantities in the paragraph above (3.17). Let x) > x% with support in
a sufficiently small neighbourhood of the support of x;. Then we have the relation X , > Xk,
v € 1, for the lifted cut-off functions and 7
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IRwstn-12fllor < (H%,ﬂwtwn—Ltik,LfHCL + (1 - %,L)Rw,t%—l,t?k,LfHCL)- (6.24)

keK
el

Here K is finite and I is a countable set. However, it follows from (6.11) and from the fact that

R+ contains a ¢, prefactor that the sum in (6.24) is over at most O(h~2“?) many terms. This

is bounded by O(h™¢) for d small enough and both estimates are uniform in ¢ € [0,9]log hl].
Since the supports of (1 — X} ,) and X, are disjoint, it follows from (6.7), (5.13) that

(1 - X;,L)Rwiwn—l,tj(vk,L = (1 - %;c,L)ét,wwn—l,tik,L- (625)
Hence, keeping in mind (6.11), it follows from (6.10) that for every L € IN

Z ” 1-— Xk L w,twn—l,tik,Lf”Hﬁ(jZ) < Z H(l — %;g,L)Qt,uﬂ/}n—1,t§k,L%k/,L/fHHi(i) = OL(hoo),

keK k' keK

vel Vel
(6.26)
uniformly in ¢ € [0,9]log h|]. By the Sobolev inequalities (3.16) and (6.26), we find that
Z (1 = Xh ) Reutn—1,6 Xk S llor = OL(h™). (6.27)

Here, we used (6.11) which implies that ||1/)n,t||H0()~() = O(h=9?/2) uniformly in t € [0,0]log h|].
h

2. Next we turn to the first term on the right hand side of (6.24). By (3.14)

”%?@LRw,twn—Ltikﬁf”C’L = k’é]}l(affef H(%lz’}u)*(j(vk’,L’iz,b)Rw,tik,Lwn—l,tf”CL(IRd)' (628)

By Lemma 3.1 we know that the maximal number of the balls ﬁ/w with non-empty intersection is
bounded by a constant 0 < Cjy < co. Given an index pair (k,¢) there are at most Cp many index
pairs (k’,:") such that supp X, N supp %w # (. We will denote this condition by the relation
(k,0) ~ (K',//). Now, if (k,¢) ~ (K',), we have

(Rt )" () = () © (Rt )) (1) (R K ):

*
The map ((EkL) o (E;i,)) is a diffeomorphism on the support of X,/ % ,» and its derivatives as

well as the derivatives of its inverse are all bounded independently of ¢,:’. We deduce that

X5 R tton—1,4 Xk fllor < O()  max  ||(Ry))* (Xa Xy Reost X1t ll oz mey
()l P (6.29)

= O (Fppy)* (X ReotXkwton—1.4) ot (ray-

Let us write ¥p,_1 4k, := (%1;1)* Xk ¥n—1,t) : R? — R. Expanding the term Rt as in (5.13),
we get from (6.8), (6.9) that

(~_1) (Xk LRw,tik,ﬂﬁnfl,tf)
= ()" 0k ) (O )~ () @l use)) Lot 1)
(6.30)
where
~—1 ho 4 ho . 1 ~ o\
Lrput = R )"\ 7 Ho, s a0+ 5;4v5(Hs, 5 3.) | (Bra)™
3. We first estimate

= [|(Rps ) ($tX,) Lot ¥r—1.tkn (R ) Fll o (may-

= ”ﬁnk,L,twnfl,t,k,L(E];j)*fHC’L (R4)»



42 MAXIME INGREMEAU AND MARTIN VOGEL

since (nk )*(¥¢X},) = 1 on the support of 9,14 ,. Using the observation after (6.28), it readily
follows that

(R X e gay < Ox) flles, (6.31)

uniformly in ¢.
Next, recall that g, = 7*q, and that g, is given by qu ., = (E;l)*qw in the local coordinate
chart k. A direct computation shows that (kj 1)*Gu (7, dedr.s) = G, (T, du(ky 1) b1.s). Hence,

Lot = <%(V5Qw7nk)(x,dx(?&,;})*@,&) Vi + hdlvg((vng i) (T, do (Hl“) ¢t5))>
The symbol estimates (6.15) (with z =y and 7 = 0) and Remark 5.8 yield that for all L € IN
[Wn—1,t koo, (- e (i 1) 1.0 | o < Op (P,
11,6 (Ve Qo) (- do (R, ) D)l < OL (=7 HTH),
(Vo) (- da (R 1) 81.6) - Vatbn-1emullor < Op(h~Bre7LE+)),

%m0V (Vo) (5 A (R, ) G16) o1kl or < Op (2P =10 Fe)),

uniformly in ¢ € [0,9|logh|]. Hence, combining (6.31) and (6.32) with the product rule and
assumption (6.22) yields that

(6.32)

IkL < OL(h172(5+€)7L(5+€)) (633)

uniformly in ¢ € [0, 9] log h|], uniformly in & (since there are only finitely many) and in ¢.
4. In view of (6.29), (6.30) it remains to estimate

(I{k L) (T’Z)txk L) (Oph(&i,L,w,nl) - (%/;,1)*% (x, d:v¢t,5 (x))> ¢n—1,t,k,L(%l;i)*

CL

Put v := ¢n—1,t,k,¢(%;1)*%2 f. Remembering (6.31) and Remark 5.8, we see that the C* norms
of v satisfy the same estimates as those of f, and that it suffices to prove that

10D (Pt )V ]l supp ) < Cin,p bt~ EFDEFE=2, (6.34)
where
ot (£,€) = Ty o1 (8,6) = Qo (2, de () 1.0).
Taylor expanding the leading part of ¢, ,,, as in (6.9), we find that
Qoo (2, A (1 © K7 ) + €) =, (@, da(r 0 K, ) (@) + et (@, )6 (6.35)
with .
Ctna@,6) = [ Vet (o,da(6r o ) (z) + 7€)dr
Combining (6.9) and (6.35), we find tohat
Tt (T, &) = eq (@, )& + B 205 (2, €) (6.36)

for some symbol s, , + € S (T*Rd) The symbol estimates (6.15) show that e; ., € h™ Sﬁ+5(T*Rd)'
Integration by parts shows that

Opp (ri,0,t)v (@)
1 i
- 7é(e—y) 1-2(B+e)
2h7T d //]R2d et <et’m’b(x’§)§ th Sk7b,t(x=§)) v(y)dyd§

i 1 hD,\
2h7r //]de ekt ey (etm(x 5)( _Ei_é? ) hDyv(y) +hl_Q(ﬁ+E)3k,L,t($,g)v(y)) dydg.

The integral in the last line is absolutely convergent since suppv C supp &}, and since

1+§hD d+1 B 1= (B+2) 1 d+1
<1+£2 y) hDyoly) = Or(h +)<1+!£\> '
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When we apply derivatives 0% to Opy,(rg,,.+)v(x) they either fall onto the symbols e; ., and s, , ¢,

or onto the exponential. In the latter case we use that Bxe%f'(x_y) = —8ye%5'(“”_y) and integration
by parts which makes the derivative fall onto v. Using (6.31), (6.22) we find that for |a| < L

o (1+E&-hD, i _ 1—(L+1)(B+e) L ™

Using additionally Remark 5.8, we see that v has a support of size O(h™¢), so that
)—e

Pl (LA2)(B+e) ¢

1OPA (k)| 2 (supp xx) = Ok,L(1)

In particular, the constant in the estimate only depends on k and L. Combining (6.34), (6.33),
(6.29), (6.24), (6.27)

IRwston—1efllcr = Op (1)}~ EF2EF =, (6.37)

which ends the proof of the proposition. O

Proposition 6.5. Let 0 < g1 < % — B and let N € IN. There exist 0 > 0 and hg > 0, such that

for all h €]0, ho], all t € [0,d|loghl|], all n € {0,...,N} and all L € IN, the solution b, given in
(5.45) and (5.46) satisfies

[bnlln = O(h~CrtR)E+eD), (6.38)

Proof. We will show by induction that, for every ¢ > 0 small enough and all ¢ € [0,0(¢)|log h[],
we have

Ibullor < CRH012'9) 4, (6.39)

for all L € IN and all n such that g+ 2" < %, where A, > 1 is a quantity that depends on h and
n, but not on L.

Let us prove the claim by induction over n. When n = 0, it is a consequence of Proposition
6.1 and equation (5.45). Suppose that (6.38) holds up to index n — 1, for all L € IN. Applying
Proposition 6.1 and recalling that t = O(]log hl).

1 [t 9 et
[brllor < 1 T5 A anllon +§/ T 58 Aby1(s,+56) — 207 26T) 1° Rup tbn—1(s, -5 6) || o ds
0

<O 2E) 1+ O(log hl) (457 Abu -1 (s, 56)llcr + 0N 20T 3 Rsibu-1(5,+39)| )
(6.40)

Now, by assumption, we have for any k € IN, ||Ab,_1]|cr < Ch_(k+2)(ﬁ+2n—16)A;31’ S0 we may
apply Proposition 6.1 with f = Ap_ 1 h2BT2" A, 1 and 27 le playing the role of ¢ to obtain
log ||| 535 Aby_1(s,58) | < C|log h|A,_ h~20+2" )= L(B+272),

To deal with the last term, we first recall that, by the induction hypothesis, we have ||b,—1||ox <
CA,_hFBF2" 70 We may thus apply Proposition 6.4 with f = A;ilbn_l and 2" e playing
the role of € to deduce that, for any L € IN,

IR tbn1(s, -3 0) | < CpAy g B! -2EH =2 emLFe2te)
All in all, we have obtained that

|bnlloz < Ch™ B2 (1 + |log h|Ap_1h~2B+2"719) 4 |1og hyh*25An_1h1*25*3x2"”€>) :

Now, thanks to (2.4), the second term is the largest, provided ¢ is small enough. Therefore, setting
A, = An_y x |log h|h=2B+2"7"€) e deduce (6.39) at step n 4 1. In particular, we see that we
may take A, = h*2”(5+2n_15), and that this quantity is smaller than h2B+e1)  provided e (and
thus ) are chose small enough. 0

We may deduce an estimate on the error term in the WKB method, appearing in (5.12).
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Corollary 6.6. Let us write

AR = ~ i
en? 0@ AGby 1 +6 Y B "Y(1 — 1y 1) Quen Wb,y + SN TTen® s IR, by
n=1
For every L, M € IN, there exists N(M, L) € IN such that, for alld > 0 and hg > 0 small enough,
we have that for all h €]0, h]

Ry = —

IRN |l 2 = O(h™). (6.41)

Proof. 1. Using Proposition 5.4 in combination with repeated differentiation and the product rule
show that for all L € IN

He%m"SHcL(ot,&) < Op(hh), (6.42)
uniformly in ¢t € [0, ] log h|].
2. Using a partition of unity of lifted cut-off functions as in the discussion after (3.21), we get

N-1 N-1
1D P (1 = ) Quer bl e < DB > (1 = ton ) X QX e by | 1,
n=1

n=1 ko,k!

where the sum is over O(h~?) many terms. Recall from Proposition 5.10 that suppb,_1(t, ;) C
SuUpp Y1+, so the supports of b,,_1(t,-;6) and (1 — ), ;) are disjoint. Using Lemma 6.2, we see
that, for 0 < e < g9, if t < 0|log k| for @ and h small enough, we have

dist(supp (1 — n.¢)1, supp by _1(t, 5 8)) = h*/C.
Using (3.20) and Remark 5.8 we get that

H¢t(1 - ¢n,t)%k¢éw5€k’,de%¢t’6bnflHHL < Ok,k/,L(hoo)He%qbt’ébnfl||H0
= Ok, 0(R™),
which is a O(h®), thanks to (6.38) and to the fact that the support of b,_; has a diameter
bounded polynomially with respect to h. All in all
N-1

” Z hnwt(l - wn,t)éwe%qbt’ébn—l”HL = O(hoo)

n=1
3. To deal with the first term in Ry, we apply (6.42) along with Proposition 6.5, which gives us
it N+1y [ i
| = =5 —er®* Agby-i]lgr = OB )ller® by-1lloz+

— O(h1+26+60—(L+2)+N(1—2ﬁ—60).

In particular, for every L € IN, this term can be made smaller than any power of h by taking N
large enough.

4. To deal with the last term in Ry, we note that Propositions 6.4 and 6.5 imply that, for any
k,N e NN,
R tbn—1lcr < Ch khl—(k+2)(ﬁ+60)—€oh—(N—l)(26+€0)7

so that
H(ShN—le%qSt,g(ﬂc)Rw th—lucL = O(§h(N-D(A=2B—c0)+(1-2-320)—L),

In particular, for every L € IN, this term can also be made smaller than any power of h by taking
N large enough. O

Proposition 6.7. Let 0 < € < gg. There exists 0 > 0, hg > 0 such that for all h € (0, ho] and all
t € [0,0|log h|], if we write Oy = w5(P},(Ao)) as in (5.7), then suppby(t,-;9), suppbo(t,-;0) C
Ot,0. Moreover,

|b0(t’ x; 6) - bO(ta o 0)| = O(éh_Qﬁ_a)a
uniformly in t € [0,0|log h|] and x € Oyp.
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Proof. The first statement has already been proved in Proposition 5.10, following (5.45) and
Lemma 4.3.
Recall from (5.45) that by(t, z;0) = (T§ 5 a0)(x), with

(ThpnF)() = F o v, (@) (k@)

cf. (5.41), and where Jg}it (x) is as in (5.43).
1. Let € > 0 be fixed but arbitrary and let h > 0. Let @ > 0 and let 0 < t < ?|logh|. By
Lemma 4.3 it follows that for o > 0 small enough

dist g (2§(y), #4(y)) < O(6h~~%), (6.43)
for all y € O and all t € [0,0|log h|]. Put yo = yaj\t (), y1 = y({f\t (). Thanks to Lemmas 4.3 and
5.3, we know that if 0 is small enough,

dist ¢ (yo,y1) = O(6h~~%), (6.44)
and, by Taylor expansion, we get
lag 0 x5 4, (x) — ag o zg 4, (x)| = O(5h™P7%). (6.45)

Both estimates (6.44), (6.45) are uniform in ¢t € [0,9|log h|] and = € K.
2. Next, using Proposition 5.4, Lemma 4.1 and Lemma 5.5, we deduce from (5.24) that, for
any € > 0, there exists @ > 0 such that for all ¢ < d|log h|,

Ay s(x) = Adro(x) + O(5h™ | log h).

Noting that 5divg(H¢1) s i) Win,,, (@) = O(6h=28), we may perform a Taylor expansion in
(5.43) to obtain ’
_ 25— I .
it ()2 = (14 0@ 1ogn)) exp {5 [ Aybrraothn fohar . (60
Using Proposition 5.4 and (6.44), we deduce that
(A0 (U5 4, () = (Adr0) (Yo p, (2)) + O(Sh277%), (6.47)

uniformly in ¢ € [0,0|log h|] and x € K;. Notice that the exponential in (6.46) is bounded by an
arbitrarily small negative power of h provided that we choose 0 > 0 small enough. Combining
(6.46), (6.47) and (6.45), we conclude that for any € > 0, there exists a 9 > 0 sufficiently small,
such that for A > 0 small enough

-~ - 1/2 -~ - 1/2
a0 Y5k, (@) (F5h, @) " = a0 0954, @) (Jok, (@)

for all t € [0,0]log h|] and all x € K;. This proves the result. O

= O(0h=27¢), (6.48)

Corollary 6.8. There exists ¢,C > 0 such that, if 0 > 0 and hg > 0 is small enough, we have for
all h €]0, ho] and all 0 < t < 0|log hl

sup |bo(t,z;0)| < Ce .
xeét

Proof. Thanks to Proposition 6.7, it suffices to prove the result for by(t, x;0) instead of by(t, x; ).
Now, with the notations of (5.38) and (5.41), we have

_ _ 1/2
bot,7:0) = a0 0 5.4, (=) (Jorh, (@)

where J; f\t is the Jacobian determinant of y, fw or, in other words, the inverse of the Jacobian
determinant of xf , .
0,A0

We will now show that this Jacobian determinant grows exponentially. If y € O, let us write
p = (y,dyo). If we Ty X, we have

dyh o (W) = dagg () Tx © dp®f(w, i do(w)). (6.49)
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We will now explain why dq% (p)TTX © dp<I>6 has eigenvalues growing exponentially with ¢, except
one which remains bounded from below. Let v € T{y 4, 4,)o-

o Ifv e Eg,p, then |dp<1>6(v)|¢6(p) is bounded from above and from below independently of

t, as follows from (4.10) and (4.11). Furthermore, since E87 , Is transverse to the vertical

fibres of T*X, we obtain that |dg:(,)7x o d,®(v)| is bounded from below independently

of t.
o [fve Ear, , ® Eyq ,, using the fact that Ag is transverse to the stable directions, we deduce

from (4.10) and (4.11) that d,®(v) is a vector whose norm is > Ce® for some C,c > 0,
and that this vector is very close to the unstable direction Eg, ot ()" Therefore, using the

fact that the unstable directions are transverse with the Vertlcal fibres, we deduce that
¢
dgt ()X © d,®h(v) = C'e.

It follows from this that the Jacobian determinant of xa A, 8rows exponentially with ¢. The
statement follows. O

7. LOCAL EXPANSIONS FOR THE PROPAGATED LAGRANGIAN STATES

7.1. To the universal cover and back again. As in the previous sections, let (X,g) be a
compact Riemannian manifold of negative sectional curvature. Let O = Oy C X be an open,
connected, simply connected relatively compact set, and let ¢g : O — R be a monochromatic
smooth function as in (2.2) such that the hypotheses of Proposition 4.15 are satisfied. Consider
the Lagrangian state

fu(x) = a(w; h)en® @), (7.1)

where a(-;h) is a smooth compactly supported map on O with |la(-; h)||oz = Or(1) and such that
a(x; h) ~ ap(x) + hay(z) + ... where a, are smooth compactly supported maps on 0. We assume
that there exists a compact h-independent set K € O such that

suppa(-;h) C K (7.2)
for all h €]0, ho).

The aim of this section is to construct a WKB approximation of the propagated state

u(t, ;) = ' fi () (73)

on X. In other words, we want to construct an approximate solution to
{ih@tu = P,‘fu

7.4
U|t=0 = fn- ( )

Before we proceed, let us give a brief outline of the general strategy to achieve this goal. First we
lift all quantities to the universal cover X of X. There, we will use Proposition 5.1 to obtain an
approximate solution ug to the lifted equation

{z’h&tﬂ — P

7.5
Uli—0 = fh- (7:5)

on X. Then, using (3.25), we “project” the approximate solution us back down to the base mani-
fold X, and we show that this yields the desired approximate solution to (7.4).

Lifting to the universal cover X. Recall from section 2.6 that we denote by ()Z' ,g) the
universal cover of (X, g), which is thus a simply connected (non-compact) manifold of negative
curvature, and we denote by 7 : X — X the covering map.

Let (90, K C X be lifts of OQo, K, respectively. That is to say, a connected relatively compact
open subset of X such that 7'('(00) Op and 7(K) = K. We lift ¢ to a smooth function QSO on O
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such that 50 =T ¢y on @v(). Similarly, we lift a and a,, to smooth compactly supported functions
@ and @, on Oy with support in K such that @ = T™a, G, = T a, on Op.

Recall from Section 3.3 how we lift the pseudo-differential operator @), to a pseudo-differential
operator Qw on the universal cover X. When Qw 1s a multiplication operator on X by the
function ¢, then Qw is simply the multiplication operator on X by the lifted function ¢, := 7*q,,.
Furthermore, recall from (3.23) the definition of the lifted Schrodinger operator P5.

The above lifts yield a monochromatic Lagrangian state

Fn(@) = @(@; h)en®@ on X,
satisfying the assumptions of Proposition 5.1, so, given N € IN there exists a function

7

us(t,@;0) = by(t, x; 0, h)eh¢t5(x = en? Z h"by(t, T3 9),

with by, given in (5.45), (5.46), and phase 5,5,5 given in (5.7), (5.23), so that
thOyus = ﬁ;fu(; + RN

(Ox&—ehd’o Zh” )

Here, by Corollary 6.6, we have that for every L, M € N, there exists N(M, L) € IN such that,
for @ > 0, hy > 0 small enough, we have for all h G]O ho) and all 0 <t < 0|loghl,

RNz = O(R™M). (7.6)
We know from Proposition 5.10, that suppbn(t,-;0,h) C supp¥n—_1,4, see also (5.10), (5.9). In
particular, when @, is a multiplication operator then we have supp by (t,; 0, h) C suppto+. Recall
the discussion from two paragraphs after (5.10). We see that by(¢,-;d, h) is compactly supported
in O 5, and that QSO and qSt s are well-defined in a small neighbourhood of O; 5. Furthermore, we
know from (6.11), that for any 0 < € < g¢ there exist 9, hy > 0 such that

volz(O5) = O(h™) (7.7)
uniformly in A €]0, ko] and in ¢ € [0,9]log h|].

Back to the base manifold X. The aim now is to show that “projecting” the WKB state us
back down to the base manifold X yields a good approximation of the solution u(t,x;h) of (7.3).
Recall (3.25), (3.27) and define

up N (t,x) = (Trus(t, - h))(z) = Z ug(t,x; h) Z bn(t,T; 0, h)eh‘b’“;(””)7 zeX. (7.8)
T(T)=x 7(T)=x
Since a(x; h) ~ ap(x)+hay(x)+..., it follows that for any N € IN there exists a smooth compactly
supported function ry(x; h) with supprN(-' h) C K and ||r(-;h)||cr = Or(1), such that

Z han () + hVr(z; h).

Note that _
Unn (0, 2) = fu(x) = BNr(z; h)en o) (7.9)
with f5 as in (7.1).
Recall the quantities introduced in the paragraph after (3.16). By (7.8) we find that
U =Y (T Xebnen®s, (7.10)
kEK,Lelk
where the sum is finite since by has compact support. More precisely K is finite independently of

h, and || = O(h™¢) for all h €]0, ho] and t € [0,0|log k||, provided ? is smaller than some d(¢).
The estimate on the cardinality of I}, is a direct consequence of (7.7).
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Since differential operators are local operators, we deduce from (3.28) that when @, is as in
the Random Potential case

. h? - 1~ . h? ~ ig
(ihdy + = Dg + 0Qu )i N = > Fo ) Xna (R0 + 5 Ag0Qu)byer . (7.11)
k,
When @, is as in the Random WDO case, then its action on uy, y requires a little bit more work.
Let X}, X} € C°(Uy; [0, 1]) be so that x}, is equal to 1 on a small neighbourhood of supp x and so
that x} is equal to 1 on a small neighbourhood of supp x},. We then define 5{; , and i’k’ , similarly

to %k,b'
By the pseudolocality of @, cf. Section 3.1, we have that for every L € IN
Quiinn(t,2) = > xkQuXilin N (8, x) + O (W) [an,n (t: ) gz (x) (7.12)
k
uniformly in ¢t € [0, ] log h|].
By (7.8), we get
I~ _ ~—1\*k~t ~.
Xk Uh,N = Z(W/w) X, s (t, @5 h). (7.13)
eIy,
Then,

~ ~—1 ~
XkQuXhtnN = Y XeXkQuXh(Tjo ) X s
LET}

(3.5) IS
1 5 kOB () (7 ) T
LET}

= Z(%];})*%k,L%Z,LOp(QHk)(%gi)*%%,Lué (714)
LET}

(3.19) ke o~
= Z(Trk’})*Xk‘,LXIkC,LQwXIkC,LX;ﬁ,Lu(S

ey

=Y @) X Quus = D (T ) Xnu Qo1 = X s

el ST
By (3.24) we have

o) Tu @1~ T sl () = O Qo — Tz

< 0(1) Z ”%IC,LQUJ(]‘ - j(vgc,L)%klyb/ué”H{;()Z)’
kl7Ll€Ik/

(7.15)

where the constant in the error estimate is independent of k and ¢. Since 7, o%kf/lb, is the identity
on Uy N Uy and ﬁ/lu o Ty, is the identity on Uy , N Uy, it follows that

N a Xt = Ty (XX )
So (7.15), together with (3.20) and the fact that the index set K is finite independently of h and
that |Ix| = O(h™¢), yields
Y S Q1 = T sl ) = OL(h) sl (7.16)

where the constant in the error estimate is independent of k& and ¢. Plugging this into (7.14), while
keeping in mind that |Iy| = O(h™¢), gives
XkQu X Un,N = Z(%ﬁ)*;{k,bi@kué + OL(hOO)”uéHH}g()})- (7.17)
eIy,
Next, recall (5.10) and in particular that ¢n+ > 1¥n_1+. As discussed in the paragraph after (7.7)
we have that supp by (t,-;h,0) C supp¥n—_1,¢. So

(Fel) NeaQutts = (T ) X Quitts + (1) X (1 — 100) Qb s (7.18)
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Using (3.24), we find

1) Xna (1 = ) Qutbn 1,05 |z ) = O Xk, (1 = T/Jt)éwle,tué”H#(f()

<SOM) D IRkl = 1) QuioneXnusll e -

k' €D

We can see each xj,(1 — v¢) and ¥nXw s as lifted cut-off functions with compact support
independent of h. Furthermore, by Lemma 6.2 the distance between their supports is bounded
from below by h%, for 0 < & < &g, uniformly in ¢ € [0,0|log h|], and their derivatives are bounded
by the right hand side of (5.40). Since § + &9 < 1/2, we may then use (3.20), while keeping in
mind that |I| = O(h™¢), and deduce that

(s ) X (1 — wt)©w¢N,tu5HH}f(X) = OL(h™)lusll g2 z)- (7.19)

We insist here on the fact that the constant in the error term is independent of ¢ by (3.20), and
uniform in ¢ € [0, 0] log hl].
Combining (7.12), (7.17), (7.18) and (7.19) gives

QulpN(t,x) = N(; Y Quus + OL(hOO)HU(SHH}g()Z) (7.20)

Putting together (7.11) and (7.20) shows

] h2 — . h? ~ 0o
<mat + 58— 5Qw> () = Y (mat + 5 A7 - 57/)0Qw> us + O (™) Jusll . )

#@)=z
== RNﬂg.
For any L € IN, we can use (3.13), to see that ||gHH£()~() = O(l)h_LHg||HL()~() for all g € H*(X).

Hence, we may replace the semiclassical Sobolev norm ||U6HHL()~() above by Hu5||HL(i)' Next,
h

notice that each term in the sum satisfies (7.6) in any H” norm. The number of terms is O(h~*)
provided t € [0,9]log h|] for some 0 < d < d(¢). So, we deduce from (6.41) that, for any M, L € IN,
we may find N € IN such that for 9 > 0, hy > 0 small enough, we have that for all h €]0, ho]

BNl e x) = OWM), (7.21)

uniformly in ¢ € [0, < ?|log h|]. Since P} is the infinitesimal generator of the unitary group U (t), it
follows that these two operators commute. Using additionally that 6Q,, = O(6) : L*(X) — L*(X),
we find that for f € C*°(X)

IAUR () fll2(x) = R 2R AUR () 22 (x)
<72 (IBRULO ) + 16QuUR(O 2 x)) (7.22)
<h? (||h2AfHL2(X) + 00 fllr2(x)) -

Since Qu, € ¥}, 3, we have that §(h2A)"Q, = O(d) : L*(X) — L*(X) for any n € IN. Using this,

we may iterate the argument in (7.22) and get

IA™UR () fll p2(x) < O(h™") Z [B25 AR Fll 2y (7.23)
k=0

In view of (7.9), Duhamel’s principle implies

~ i 1/t ~
i (t) = UR(E) (fo = BV P (i h)eF® ) 4+ — /O Up(t — s)Ruv.ods,



50 MAXIME INGREMEAU AND MARTIN VOGEL
so that, for any M € IN, we have

1UR () fn = Tn vl o x) < / HUh t—s)Ry,s .

7.23 n R n ;
O(|log h|h™'72") 3 " [B**AF Ry sl 12 (x) + OB 2") Y[R ARr (5 )e i | ran x)
k=0 k=0

Nyrré CB)at
X)d8+h U ()7 (5 B)en | y2n x)

= O(hM)
(7.24)

thanks to (7.21), up to taking N larger and therefore @ > 0 and hg > 0 smaller. In the last line
we also used all derivatives of ¢ and 7(+; h) are bounded independently of h.

Now, since M and n are arbitrary, we deduce from the Sobolev inequalities (3.16) that the
remainder can be made arbitrarily small in any C'* norm, by taking N large enough and ? > 0
and hg > 0 smaller. In other words, for every M, L € IN, we may find a N € IN such that for
0 > 0, hp > 0 small enough, we have that for all h €]0, ho]

U fn =3 bn(t,7:6,h)et?s@ 1+ Opr (hM), (7.25)
7(@)=z
uniformly in ¢ € [0, < d|log A].
For each x € X and t > 0 we set
Apy = {F € Op5 with 7(Z) = z}. (7.26)

Since the manifold X is compact, there exists ¢ > 0 such that [7(Z) = 7(2")] = [(z = 2’) or dist(z,2") > ¢].
Therefore, we have that the cardinality of A, ; is bounded by

|Aps| < Cet. (7.27)
Thus,
up, N(t 3: Z bN t,x;0, h) h¢t s(@ ) (7.28)
$€Aact

and (7.25) becomes

U fa= 3 bt 6, h)er®o® 1 Oe (W),
ieAz,t

7.2. Taylor expansions. Let L € IN and let £ C R? be a compact set. We shall write

Unts = Up () fi
Let Y C X be an open subset on which there exists a family of vector fields (V4,...,Vy)
forming an orthonormal frame of the tangent bundle TU. Given = € U, we write exp,(y) :=
eXPx(Z?ﬂ y;Vj(z)), and if T € X is a lift of 2, we denote by exps(y) a lift of exp, (y) depending
continuously on y and such that expz(0) = .
If x € U, we then write, for all y € K and any L, M € IN there exists a N € IN such that for
0 > 0, by > 0 small enough, we have that for all h €]0, ho] and all ¢ € [0,< 0|log hl]

Uht,2,5(Y) = Vnes (exp,(hy))
S7 b(t, expy(hy); 6, h)en#sEe0W) 1 Opy o (R,
TEA

Here we also assumed tacitly that h > 0 is small enough (depending on £) so that exp;(hy) € 6t75.
From now on we work with L, M, N € IN, 0 > 0 and hy > 0 as above.

First order approximation of the amplitudes Recall that
N-1

b (t,expz(hy); 8, h) = D Wby (t,exDz(hy); 6)
n=0
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Now, thanks to Proposition 6.5, for any n > 1, the C*(&) norm of y — h"b,, (t,exp,(hy);d) is
O(hY), for some v > 0 independent of n. This comes from the fact that 5 < %, and that, when

we differentiate y — b, (t,exp,(hy)) L times, we gain a factor h which balances the h~(#+e0)L
in (6.38).
We thus have
Untas(¥) = Y, bo(t,expz(hy);8) enus @20 1 Ocy g (A7)
5€Az,t

for some v > 0.
Now, Proposition 6.5 along with a Taylor expansion also implies that, upon potentially further
decreasing ? > 0 and hg > 0,

1o (¢, expz(hy); 6) — bo (t,7;6) |lcL () = O(h7)

for some (possibly smaller) v > 0 and uniformly in ¢ € [0,0]log h|]. Combining this with Propo-
sition 6.7, we obtain

[bo (t,expz(hy); 6) — bo (t,7;0) [lor(g) = O(RT),

uniformly in ¢ € [0,0]log h|]. Summing up, we have shown in this paragraph that for any compact
set & € R? and any L, M € IN there exists a N € IN such that for @ > 0, hg > 0 small enough,
there exists a 7 > 0 such that for all h €]0, hy| and all ¢ € [0,9]log hl]

Vhtes(Y) = Z bo (1, &; 0) 5% @Pz(h) 4 Ocri(h7), yE€R, (7.29)
5€Az,t
In particular, in this first-order expansion, the amplitude does not depend on y.

First order approximation of the phases. Let & € R? be a compact set as above. For
each ¥ € A, 4, let us write

0 ~
§t7.6 1= @ yzoﬁbt,é(eXPf(y)) € R%

By (5.27) we know that there exists a constant C' > 0 such that for all h €]0, hol, all t € [0,0]log h|]
and all z € A,

€76l < C. (7.30)
By Taylor expansion,
61,5 (@Dz(hy)) = $1.5(F) + &z - Y + 15.1(Y).
It follows from (5.28) that for 9, hy > 0 small enough
I75nllcz gy = Oa(R')
for some v > 0 and uniformly in ¢ € [0,0|log h|]. Therefore, we may write
o 0056805 (hy)) _ o 60,5(@)+ikez5y + Ocr(y(hY)

for some v > 0 and y € R.
Now, recall from (5.26) that for 9,y > 0 small enough

G1s(7) = dro(F) = 604(7) + O (80 ~20%), (7.31)
uniformly in ¢ € [0,9]log hl], with
t ~ ~
0,(7) = — / 0o (%5°(@. dzyo) ) ds. (7.32)
0

Furthermore, Lemma 5.3 implies that

&7.6 — Ezol = O(RY)
for some v > 0.
All in all, we have shown the following result:
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Proposition 7.1. For any L € N and any compact set & C RY, there exist 9 > 0, hg > 0 and
v > 0 such that, for all h €]0,hg], all 0 <t < d|logh| and all y € R

Unias() = > bo(t,F0) erPL0@ i @) im0y 1 Ocr(s)(h7).

TE€AL

This expression deserves several comments:

e Up to a Ogr(hY) remainder, the function )y, ¢ » 5 can be written as a sum of plane waves,
with O(h®®) terms. In particular, the dependence on the variable y is only in the expo-
nentials e®t.#.0Y

e The amplitudes by (¢, 7;0) and the directions of propagation & ;o do not depend on ¢, and
hence do not depend on the random parameter w. The only quantities which depend on
the random parameter w are the phases 6,().

In the sequel, we will often need to have T vary in an open set, and in particular in a ball of
small radius; we will then think of it as a random variable, being picked uniformly in the open
set. So, let xg € X, and let ¥ > 0. Thanks to Propositions 5.4 and 6.5, we know that, there exists
7(¥9) > 0 such that, for all x € B(zg, h?), we have for all lifts Z, o of =, x¢ with Z € B(Zo, h¥):

|bo (¢, 2;0) — bo (¢, 20;0) | = O(R)
’51&,55,0 - 51&,26,0‘ = O(m)-
Therefore, if we write
Ou(T;w) = dro(@) + 06,(2), (7.33)

we have the following result:

Corollary 7.2. For any L € IN, any compact & C R? and any 9 > 0, there exists 0 > 0 and
v > 0 such that, for all zg € X, all h €]0, hgl, all x € Bz, h’) and all 0 < t < d|logh|, and for
ally € R

Uhiws(y) = Y bo(t,To;0) eh O @i m 0y Ocr(g)(h7). (7.34)

5€Az,t

Note that, in the expression above, the phases ©;(Z;w) are the only quantities depending on
the random parameter w and on the quasi-random parameter Z. This remark will be essential in
the next two sections.

8. INDEPENDENCE OF THE PHASES

From Corollary 7.2 we see that, up to a small error, the propagated Lagrangian state is given by
the superposition of random functions where the randomness comes from the phases ©y, introduced
in (7.32), (7.33). To derive Theorem 2.10 from this expression we will use a Central Limit Theorem.
However, the principal obstacle is that the family of random variables (©¢(7;w))zc 4, , is in general
not independent. For instance, in the Random Potential case, two lifts z, 2" € A, ; may correspond
to trajectories which cross (or come close to each other) on X, making (part of ) the phases ©.(7;w),
©.(7";w) dependent. This issue is remedied in Section 8.2 by removing the “exceptional times” at
which trajectories cross, and thus defining new phases @g,t@)-

Actually, even in the Random ¥UDO case, two lifts 7,7’ € A, may correspond to trajectories
which come close to each other in the phase space S*X, making the random variables ©.(7;w)
and ©.(7;w) dependent: this phenomenon is illustrated in Figure 2. However, we will show in
Section 8.1 that this happens only for a small set of points x € X, which we may thus neglect
when proving Theorem 2.10. The aim of this section is thus to replace (7.34) by an expansion
where, around most points of X, the different terms in the sum are independent.

This is the content of the following proposition. The proposition also states that most close
points yield independent phases. To make this second point more precise, we need to introduce
the following sets for every x € X, ¢ > 0 and t > O:

Vie(z) :={y € X;3s € [~t,1],3% € A, with disty (mx®*(pz),y) < K’ =} (8.1)



EMERGENCE OF GAUSSIAN FIELDS IN NOISY QUANTUM CHAOTIC DYNAMICS 53

<=

b

Figure 2. An example where the phases ©:(Z) and ©:(2’) are not independent. Here, Ag
is a piece of the unstable manifold of the periodic point po to which p and p’ both belong.
There are two lifts of z, T and 2’ such that pz and pz originate respectively from the
points p and p’; since p and p’ belong to the same geodesic, the phases 04(Z) and ©,(z")
are dependent, since the integrals in (7.32) defining them contain a part which is equal.

This is thus a set of points in X which may be approached by trajectories passing through z. In
(8.1) we used the following notation: For every z € A, see (7.26), we define

Py = 7?(5 dzdro) € T*X,
so that (7.32) rewrites 04(%) := — fo qw ( pz)) ds.

Proposition 8.1. Let ¢ > 0, let k € IN and let & € R? be a compact set. There exists 1 > 0,
v >0, Cy,co >0, 0() >0, hg > 0, such that the following holds for all h € (0,hy]. We may
write

X=||]X|uxy,
’L'th
where each X; has a diameter < CohP~' and has volume > coh®P=21) " and where Vol(X7) =
Ohﬂo(l). R
Furthermore, for every x € X;, we have
Untas®) = Y bo(t,50)erO%@eao 4 O (1Y), ye &, (8.2)
5€Az,t
uniformly in 0 < t < d|logh|. Here ©%), is defined in (8.13) below and
o for each fired x € X, the phases (@&t(f)){iex;%@):x} are independent.
o Let xy,...,xp, € X; be such that, for all 1 < j,j" < p, we have x5 ¢ V;-(xj). Then the

phases (@g,t(@))j:L___’p;ij@?ﬁ@):xj are independent.

Remark 8.2. Thanks to Corollary 7.2, it is possible, in (8.2), to replace for every x € )?Z the
amplitude by (t,7;0) by by (t, x;;0), where x; is a fived point in X;, and where T; corresponds to the
lift of z; in the same sheet as T, i.e., the point T; € X such that dist ¢(, ;) = distx (z, 7). (This
point is unique as soon as h is small enough such that such that the diameter of )?Z 1s smaller
than the radius of injectivity ry.)

Proving Proposition 8.1 will take the rest of Section 8.

8.1. Removing exceptional points. The first step in the proof of Proposition 8.1 is to remove
exceptional points, which will correspond to the set X,?.
Next, we define the bad set

X1y = {x € X such that 3ty € [Ty, T, Ita € [r1,T]
(8.3)
such that 37 € Ay, with distx (mx (2" (pz)), @) < f”}.
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Roughly speaking, the bad set contains all points € X which are attained by some trajectory
of the time evolution of Ay, and which are closely approached by the same trajectory at a future
time.

Lemma 8.3. Let 0 < v < . There exists Ty > 0, 0 > 0, hg > 0 such that, if 0 < h < hg,
Ty < Ty <t <dllogh|, and v € X \ Xp 1, the following holds. For all T # %' € Az and all
0 < 81,89 < t, we have

distrex (@ (pz), @ (pw)) = b7,

Taking 7/ < 3, this implies in particular, in the Random WDO case, that the phases 6;(Z) and
0,(z') in (7.33) are independent, see also (7.32).

Proof. Let 0 < v < /. We will make an argument by contradiction. Suppose that the result
is false, so that for any @ > 0 and h > 0 arbitrarily small, we may find s1,s9 € [0,¢] such that
diStT*X((I)_Sl (pg), P52 (pgl)) < nY.

Let us take 0 < € < v such that v + & < +'. Without loss of generality, we may suppose that
sy > s1. Thanks to Lemma 4.3, we have distz-x (®%2 71 (pz), pz) < b7 ~° < h7, provided d is
small enough.

Now, we claim that, for h and 0 small enough,

distr«x (pz, pz) > h°. (8.4)

Indeed, if distr«x (pz, pz) < he, then taking ? small enough and using Lemma 4.3, we would have
distx (P *(pz, )P *(pz)) < ry for all s € [0,t]. By Lemma 4.14, there would exist ¢y, 7 > 0 such
that for all 7/ small enough, dist% (&~ (pz), @0+ (p=)) > 4dist (P (pz), @7 (pz)). Let
us write @7 (pz) = (x0,&0), and set p' = (20, &), with A = ==, so that mx(®*(p')) = =.
The map f : [0,t] > s — dist% (®%(p), ®*(®7(pz))) would then be non-negative, convex (by
Corollary 4.13), and satisfy f(¢) = 0, and f(t9) > 4f(0), which gives a contradiction (provided
we assumed that Ty > 17 := to).

In particular (8.4) implies that we cannot have disty=x(®°(pz), pz) < hY for s < h®. On
the other hand, thanks to Corollary 4.13, we cannot have distr-x(®*(pz), pz) < h" either for
h® < s < ry. Therefore, we must have so — s; > ry, which contradicts the assumption that
S XT(),t;y- O

Next, we show that the bad set (8.3) has small measure.

Proposition 8.4. For any v > 0, there exists Ty > 0, 0 > 0, v > 0 and hg > 0 such that, for all
h < hg, if Ty < To < T < 0|logh|, then

Vol(X7, 7)) < h'".
Proof. Let €1, T,v > 0, let pgp € S*X and r; < T1,75 < T'. Define
XT y,po,T1 Toer = {2 € X such that 3ty € [T1 — h**, T + h°'], g € [T — A7, To + h°], 3T € Apy,
with distr«x (pz, po) < b and distyx (®2(pz),z) < h7}.

We see that X7, is included in the union of at most O(h™1), for some ¢ > 0, sets X1, po, 7y To,e15
so that it suffices to show that, for ; small enough, each X7 0 1 1, has volume O(h") with r
independent of .

Let z,2' € XTry,p0,T1,Toe1 s 16t t1, T2, t},th be the associated times and let p,, p,» be the associated
points in S*X.

By assumption, we have distrsx (pz, prr) < 2hF1. Write p 1= &1 (p,) € Ag, and p/ =
ot (pz) € Ag. Thanks to Lemma 4.14, we know (provided Ty is large enough) that there exists a
(small) 7 € R such that for all small 7/, we have distx (®" (p1), @117 (py)) > 2distx (p1, D7 (p2)).

Thanks to Corollary 4.13, this implies that there exists ¢ > 0 such that, for any A close enough
to 1,

d . . r
E‘t:OdlStX <<I>t(pm), <I>)‘t(p$/)> > cdistx (p1, 2" (p2)) -
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Thanks to Corollary 4.13, we deduce that for any 0 < t < 9| log A,

dist x (@t(pz), qw(,%/)) — distx (z,2') > ¢ (t — t1)distx (p1, B (p2)) -
Now, we have
B > distx (8% (py), 2)) = distx (B (p,), p2)
> distx (B (pa), 2 (py)) — distx (par, 2 (py)) — distx (p, par))
> ctodistx (p1, P (p2)) — 2A7.
Recalling that to > r7, we deduce that
distx (p1,®7(p2)) < Ch".

Therefore, if p; is fixed, p2 must belong to the neighbourhood of size O(hY) a geodesic segment
containing p;, which has volume O(h(2d’2)7) in $*X. This implies that, if x and p, are fixed, then
p,r must belong to a neighbourhood of size O(h7~¢) of the geodesic segment containing p,, for
any € > 0. In particular, 2’ must belong to a set of volume O(h{@=1)(7=2)). The result follows. [

8.2. Removing dependent times in the Random Potential case. Given z,y € X, ¢t > 0
and T € Ay 4, Y € Ayy, let us write

Jsget = {s € [0,t] such that 3s’ € [0,¢] with distx <<I>75(p5), o= (pg)) < hﬁf‘f} )
This is thus the set of times s at which ®°(pz) is be approached by <1>5l(pg) for some time s’.

Lemma 8.5. For all ¢ > 0, there exists 0 > 0 such that, for all 0 < t < d|logh|, for all z € X,
for ally € X \ Vi o:(z), we have

VZ € Ay, Yy € Ay, Tager=0.
Proof. Lete > 0,2 € X,y € X\V,2.(x),andlet T € A, 4,y € Ay ;. Suppose for contradiction that
there exists s € J3 5. 4, so that there exists s’ € [0, ] such that distx <<I>_5(p5), o' (pg)) < hP—e,
Using (4.37), we deduce that disty (<I>*S+S/(pg),pfyv) < hP=2¢ which contradicts the fact that
Y ¢ Vioe(z). ([l

We then set
jx,e,t = U ji,i’,e,t-

T3 €Ay

Proposition 8.6. Let e > 0. There existd > 0, hg > 0 such that for all h €]0, hy), for all Ty = ry
and all z € X \ X1, 3| 10g h|,e» and all t € [0,0]log h|], we have,

|Tpet| < HP5 (8.5)
Furthermore, there exists 0 < g < B such that, for any xqg € X, we have

U Jpen| < WP (8.6)

xeB(xOJL’YO)\XTO,D\IOg hl,e
Here B(xzq,h) denotes the geodesic ball of radius h"° around x.

Proof of Proposition 8.6. 1. Thanks to (4.37), there exists ty > 0 such that, for all p, p’ € &, (L.2)
'\

if distx(p,p') < %, then for all 7 € (—tg, tp), we have distx (®7(p), 27 (p')) < rr.
Let us write, for k, k' € No, 7,2 € Ay,
jf,f’,a,t,k,k’ = {S S [O,t] N [k‘to(k‘ + 1)t0) such that 3s’ € [O,t] N [k‘/to, (k?, + 1)t0)
/ 8.7
with distx (@_S(pg),fb_s (pgf)) < hﬁ_a}. ®.7)

Since the sets J, .+ are unions of Jz 3 ¢ over k, k' € IN, with k, k" < O(|logh|) and over
O(h=%?) (by (7.27)) many 7 and 7', it is sufficient to prove bounds on |Jz 7 ¢ ¢ 4 k|-
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2. Let s € Jz5 crkps and let 8" € [0,¢] N [k'to, (K + 1)to) be the associated time for z’. Let
us write

pi=2"(pz) p =2 (pw),

so that

distx (p, p') < hP~¢. (8.8)
We claim that, for 0 > 0 small enough, we have

distz= x (p, p') > h*. (8.9)

To prove (8.9), we argue by contradiction. Suppose that distz«x (p, p') < h%. Since T # 7', we
must have |s — §'| > r; (see the end of the proof of Lemma 8.3). Suppose that s > s’. Then,
thanks to (4.37), we would have

dist (05 (pg), ) = distx (% (pz), 8°(p)) < h~ Pty x (® (p), p)
— h_cadiStT*X(p,,p) < th—C’D’

which contradicts the fact that ¢ X, 3)10g 1|, Provided 0 is chosen small enough. We reach a
contradiction in the same way if we suppose that s’ > s.

3. Equations (8.8) and (8.9) imply that p and p’ are close when projected on the base manifold
X, but at a much larger distance in 7% X. Working in a local chart, we see that this implies that
there exists 7 € [0, h574¢] such that (provided & is small enough), we have

distx (®7(p), ®7(p)) > h’~=. (8.10)

Now, we know that, for all 7 € [0,¢], we have distx(®7(p)®7(p')) < 77, so that [0,tg] > 7 —
dist3 (@7 (p)®7(p)) is convex thanks to Corollary 4.13. We deduce from (8.10) that for all t €
[WA=4 0], we have disty (®7(p), ®7(p')) > AP, so that [s + hB~4 ] N Tz etk = 0. Since
this holds for all s € Jz 3 . 1 kr, the first part of the statement follows readily.

4. For the second part, we note that Lemma 4.3 implies that there exists ¢ > 0 such that

<diS'ﬁX($,y) < hﬁ) = T35 etk b C jgg,g%,,acha,t,k,k',

where ¥z is a lift of y such that dist (yz, 7) = distx(y,z), and similarly for %,. The set defined
in (8.6) is thus contained in

~
U Iz etcvts
T

where the z; are at a distance < h? from each other, with x; € B(xg,h°) \ X1y 0lloghle I
particular, if g is taken slightly smaller than /3, the number of sets in the union is a O(h~¢!) for
an €1 arbitrarily small.

Now, each |3xj,e+ca,t| can be bounded just as in the first part of the proof, and the result follows
by taking ; small enough. O

8.3. Proof of Proposition 8.1. In the sequel, we let £ > 0 which will be fixed below, and write

X = |_|X

i€l

where each X; has a diameter < Ch?~°! and has volume > ch@B=¢1) " Such a partition can be
obtained by using finitely many local charts, and by using cubes of size h#~¢1 in each chart.

Let ¢ > 0 (which we will also fix below), take Tj large enough so that Lemma 8.3 and Proposition
8.4 apply, set

Xi = Xi\ X1, 0] 1og hle>
and write
T, = {2 e I, such that Vol(X;) > %W-aﬂ} .
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Note that I \ I = on—0(|I1]), so that if we write XY= X,(ie =X\ ez, X;, we have, for any
e >0,
Vol (X/?,a) = op0(1).
For every i € Iz n, we will define sets J;; C R.
e In the Random WDO case, we may take any €,¢1 > 0, and we set

ji,t =0.
e In the Random Potential case, we take € > 0 small enough so that
ohP=% = O(h'*e), (8.11)

which is possible thanks to (2.11). For each i € I, we then define
j@',t = U jm,e,t-
1’6)?7;
Proposition 8.6 gives us the existence of a vy(g) > 0. Taking e; = 8 — 79 > 0, we deduce

from the proposition that
13,4 < WP, (8.12)

We then set, for each T € O, with 7(%) € X,

00,(7) = dro(®) + 6 / g (2(p5)) ds
[Ovt]\ji,t

OL@ =0 [ 4 ((®7(p) d,

Jit

(8.13)

so that
Oi(T;w) = egﬂf(%) + @Lt(%)-
In the Random WDO case, we have @i,t@) = 0, while in the Random Potential case, equations
(8.12) and (8.11) imply that
104,4(F)| < C6R7~% = O(h'+*).
This proves equation (8.2). The first point of Proposition 8.1 then follows from the definition of

Ji+ along with the first point of Hypothesis 2.2. The second point of Proposition 8.1 (with an
arbitrarily small € > 0, provided 0 is taken small enough) follows from Lemma 8.5.

9. PROOF OF THE MAIN RESULTS

The aim of this section is to prove Theorems 2.9 and 2.10. The starting point is formula (8.2).
From now on, we fix Y C X an open set, and V' an orthonormal frame on .

9.1. Varying w with x fixed. Recall from the previous section that we decomposed

X=|[]X|uxy,
Z'th
with Vol(X?) = op—0(1).
Notice that up to taking X,g slightly larger (but still of negligible volume), we can arrange so

that )/(\'Z is either inside U or in its complement.
For each ¢ € I, each x € Xy, and all 0 < ¢ < o,0(| log h]), we write

@)=Y b (£,34;0) eh O @Deibiaoy (9.1)
ieAx,t
so that (8.2), refined as described in Remark 8.2, now reads as
Un tas(Y) = wg,t,m,w(y) + Rp, with Rp = Ock(ﬁ)(fﬂ)- (9.2)

We deduce that, for any x € C2°(R%), and any continuous bounded functional ' : C®°(R%) — R,
we have F(X¥n ), z.w) = F(X¢27th,x,w)+0h—>0(1)~ Now, recalling (2.12), both d(x¥h.t, 2.ws Vb ty.2.0)
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and d(XT/J?L b 1/12 b ) can be made smaller than any ¢ > 0, by taking x equal to 1 in a large
set depending on &, but not on h. Using the continuity of F', we deduce that

F(Yn ity zw) = F(wfoz,th,:v,w) + on—0(1). (9.3)

In the rest of this section we fix € X, and we will see the phases @g,t@) as random variables
with respect to w, i.e. the random parameter coming from the random perturbation ¢,. Therefore,
we see R? 5 y — wgt »(Y) as a random smooth function on R¢. To emphasize that, in this
section, we compute e7x7p7ectations with respect to the random variable w, we will write [E,,. The
aim of this subsection is to prove the following proposition. Recall that CL(U ) is equipped with
the topology of convergence of derivatives of order < L on all compact subsets of U.

Proposition 9.1. Let t;, > 0 be such that limy,_,gtp = +o00 and tp, = o(|logh|). Let { € IAh and
let x € X;. Then, for every bounded continuous map F : C®(R?) — R, we have

Eu[F(¥n,t, 2.0 1 Enar,, [F1].

with Mg = L2k

This result immediately implies Theorem 2.9. In order to prove Proposition 9.1, we will need
the following lemma.

Lemma 9.2. Letty > 0 be such that t, = o(|log h|) and liminfy, gty > 0. Then for allx € X\X,g
and all x € A, 4, , we have

‘Ew [e%vafh@)} ‘ = O(h™). (9.4)

Remark 9.3. Following the exact same steps of the proof below, we can show that for all x € X
and allx € Ay y,

B, [e#On @] = O(h).

Proof of Lemma 9.2. Let x € X, for some k € fh, and let € A, 4, . Recalling (8.13) and (8.2),

we have
0 s
exp (ZE / 0w (27°(pz)) dé’)”
0,61\,
0 s
/eXp (ZEW]’/ g (@ (Pz))) dp(w;)
R 0,61\,

where (1 is the common law of the variables w;. In other words, if we write g; 5 = f[oyth]\ji,th q; (27 (pz)) ds,

IT |70 (3|

Jj€Jn
Now, thanks to Hypothesis 2.2, there exists C' > 0 such that for all = € )Z', we have
Vj € Ji, |Gz < Cltnlh”. (9.5)
Thanks to (2.8), there exists ¢y > 0 such that for all = € X, we have
> Gz > coltl.
J€JIn

We then deduce from (9.5) that there exists c,c; > 0 and a subset J/ (%) with |J} (%) > ch)h ™"
such that

R -

=] ;

JE€Jn

we must evaluate

Vi€ Jy(®), ;= cah (9.6)
To estimate |]: (1) (—%aj@;) |, we may suppose, without loss of generality, that

(F()' (0) = —i / wdp = 0.
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Indeed, if this is not the case, we may just consider a translation of yx, which will only multiply
F(u) by a complex number of modulus one. Let us write

Ag 1= /xzd,u > 0.

We need now to separate two cases. Suppose first that 6h%~! is small (how small will be made
precise in equation (9.7) below). We deduce from (9.5) that

) <_%Gj’5> =70 - %qﬂ (Fu)) (0) + % (%%@)2 (F(u)" (0)+0 ((%%,5) 3)

oV i_\?

In particular, there exists 7, ¢ > 0 such that, if Sh%~1 < 5y, we have for all j € Jj(n)

‘}"(u) (-i%g]ﬁ) ‘ <l—c (5h/3—1)2 (9.7)

Therefore, we have

< <1 e (5h51)2> i)

2
< exp |:C()h6 log <1 —c (5h671> )] (9.8)
< exp {—0'52h572}

= O(h™),

thanks to (2.10). The result follows, in the case when §h%~1 < njg.

Suppose next that §h?~1 > ny. In particular (2.11) does not hold, so that, by Hypothesis 2.6,
the random variable w; has a density with respect to the Lebesgue measure. We deduce from
Lemma 9.4 below that there exists ¢ € (0,1) independent of h such that |F(u) (—%ij)‘ <c. We

then deduce that [[,c ;. | F (1) (—%@75)‘ = O(h™). O

Lemma 9.4. Let p be a probability measure on R that has a density with respect to the Lebesgue
measure. Let F(u)(§) == [ e™Sdu(x) denote its Fourier transform. For all ng > 0, there ewists
n € (0,1) such that, for all |€] > no, we have |F(u)(€)] < .

Proof. Since F(u)(§) is continuous and goes to zero at infinity by the Riemann-Lebesgue theorem,
it is sufficient to show by compactness that, for every [£| > ng, we have |F(u)(§)| < 1. Suppose for
contradiction that |F(u)(€)| = 1. Without loss of generality, we may suppose that F(u)(&) = 1.
The integral [ (e"* — 1)du(x) is thus zero with a non-positive real part of the integrand. Since
w has a density with respect to the Lebesgue measure, we deduce that  — ¢ — 1 must vanish
almost everywhere in an open set, which would imply that & = 0. ]

We may now proceed with the proof of Proposition 9.1.

Proof of Proposition 9.1. Recall that thanks to (9.3), it is sufficient to prove the proposition with
Vi1, 2w replaced by 1/)2,%17&}. We will prove the result in two steps: first we will show that wg,th,m,w
converges to the BGF in finite dimensional distributions. That is to say that for any n € IN and all
Y1, ..., Yr € U the random vector (wg,th,x,w(yl)’ e ’wg,t,hx,w(yk)) converges in law to the random
vector (f(y1), ..., f(yr)) where f is a random function following the law of the Berry Gaussian field
BGF,,, as in Definition 2.8. In other words, we will show that

(wg,th,:v,w(yl)a s 7w2,t,hx,w(yk)) i> (f(y1)7 s 7f(yk))7 h — 0. (99)
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Secondly, we will show that the sequence of random functions 1/127%@@ € C*(U) is tight which,
by Prokhorov’s theorem [24, Theorem 14.3|, is equivalent to relative compactness in distribution.
Hence any subsequence of the sequence of random functions wg,th,x,w has a further subsequence
which converges in distribution. Its limit must coincide with the limit of the convergence in finite
dimensional distribution (9.9). So we may conclude the statement of the proposition that w%% rw
converges to the BGF), in distribution.

1. To prove (9.9) we wish to apply a multivariate Lindeberg Central Limit Theorem to the sum
over T € A, ; of the random vectors

Mz (th, h) = (g (tn, 1), oo 5 (s 1))
= (bo (tn,x;0) e%egvth(aei&h’f’“'yl, ..., bo (th, z;0) eﬁeg’th(aeigmo'y’“) .
By construction, the family of random variables (nz(tp, h))ze A, i independent (see Proposition
8.1). Thanks to (9.4), we have for each = € A, ;
E[nk(th, h)] = O(h™) Ve € {1,....k}
E[n(th, k)l (tn, h)] = |bo (tn, T; 0) [Pema0Weve) vy ¢ e (1, k}. (9.10)

Let us denote by M = (m%ﬁ)g,g/ the sum of the covariance matrices of the vectors nz(tp, h).
Equation (9.10) implies that it depends on h only through ¢, as

h ~ ; ~ o(Yr—yo
m&;’h — Z |b0 (tha T 0) |26@£th,xi,0 (Ye Y ) (911)
T€Az1,

Now, applying Lemma 3.9 in [22] we get that

2

hith HaOHL2 / i€ (yo—vy))
m,, — My = e Jdg. 9.12
G 50 N T Vol(X) s ¢ (9.12)
But the matrix (my )¢ is the covariance matrix of the random vector (f(y1),...,f(yx)) where
f is a random function following the law of the Berry Gaussian field, as in Definition 2.8, with

2

normalization constant A\, = %. In particular, the matrix M’ is invertible for small enough

h.
Lastly, by Corollary 6.8,
sup. [bo (6,70) | — 0.
feAz,t t=0
So all assumptions of the multivariate Lindeberg Central Limit Theorem hold'. Thus, as h — 0,
the vector » zc .. . Nz (th, h) converges in law to a Gaussian random vector with covariance

(M) and expectation 0. This concludes the proof of (9.9).

2. It remains to prove tightness. The sequence of random smooth functions ¢2 b € COO(Rd)
is said to be tight if
sup liminf P[sp , . € K] =1, (9.13)
K h—0 sUh sy

where the supremum is taken over all compact subset K € C*°(R9).
Let @ = (ak¢)k env2 be a sequence of positive real numbers depending on two parameters and
consider the set
I d
K(a) == {f € C®(RY) | ¥n,0 € N, | flle s5.07) < @t (9.14)

It follows from the Arzela-Ascoli theorem that K(a) is a compact subset of C°(RY) for the
topology of convergence of all derivatives over all compact sets. In view of (7.30), we deduce from
(9.10), (9.11) and (9.12), that

Eulllh 4, wllfe @) = Or(1)

IThanks to the Cramér-Wold Theorem [4, Theorem 29.4|, the multivariate Lindeberg Central Limit Theorem
follows from the usual Lindeberg Central Limit Theorem [4, Chapter 27]
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uniformly in h €]0, ho]. By the Sobolev embeddings, we then conclude that

Ew[ng,th,m,w HC”“(Kn)] = Ck:,n

for some constant Cj, > 0, uniformly in h €]0, hg]. By the Markov inequality we find that for
any € > 0

Pulllth 4 wllcr s, > Crn2"me™] < e27 ¢,
Now for € > 0 put ay ¢ := Ck,ﬂk“e_l for k,/ € IN. Then,
supliminf P[¢y) , ., € K] = liminf [y, .., € K(a)]
K h—=0 R h—0

=1—limsup ]P[q,z),%,tww € K(a)]]
h—0
>1-1i P Chne2f et
> 1—limsup Y Pull[vn,wwllori,) > Chne2 e
h=0 " 1 reN
21—e.

Since € > 0 can be chosen arbitrarily, we conclude (9.13). This concludes the proof of Proposition
9.1. O

9.2. Picking z at random. Our aim in this section is to prove Theorem 2.10. We thus fix a
family of times ¢}, with ¢, — oo, t;, = o(|log hl).

Recall that we want to study the statistics of the random function v, 4, 4. (y) when x is chosen
uniformly at random in &/ C X. To this end, we partitioned X as

X=|[]X|uxy,

Z'th

where each )/fz has a diameter < Ch#~¢1 and has volume > ch®8—1) and is contained either inside
U or in its complement, and where Vol(X}) = o0,,0(1). Let us denote by 1 ;, the set of indices
i € I, such that X; C Y. If F is a continuous bounded functional over C*°(U), we find by (9.3)
that

1 1

[ — 0
VOl(U) LF(wh,th,m,w)dx - VOl(Z/[) LF(wh,th,x,w)dw + OhHO(l)- (915)

Further, since F is bounded and Vol(X?) = o0(1), we find that w-almost surely

1 B Vol(X;) L1 . N,
Vol(U) /MF (Untn)de =3 (Vol(u) Vol(X,) /x F(ht),20)d ) +op-o(1). (9.16)

T

Thanks to Proposition 9.1 and to the dominated convergence theorem, we know that

1

= [VOI(Z/{) /L,F (¢h7thw)d$] = Egcr,, [F] + on—0(1). (9.17)

So w-almost surely

1
‘VOI(U) /Z:{F(’llz)h,th7$7w)dl‘ - EBGF)\G I:F]‘
1 1
= ‘VOI(U) /Z/{F(wh,th,x,w)dx - ENVT(U) /L{F(wh,th,m,w)dx' + 0h—>0(1)-

(9.18)
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By (9.16) and the dominated convergence theorem we find that w-almost surely

1
VOI(Z/{) /Z/{F(wh,th,x,w)dm - EBGFka [F]

Vol()A(i) 1 / : 1 / 0 9.19
< — F vz —EB,———— | F Lu)dx (9.19)
; Vol(U) | Vol(X;) Jx, (Y.t Vol(X,) Jx. (Vhty,0)
veiy
+0h—>0(1)-

We will show below that there exists an g5 > 0 such that for all i € I} 5

1 1
m/i F); pw)de — By m/l FW), pw)de

Assuming (9.20), and using the fact that |/ ,’1\ only grows polynomially in 2!, as well as

Vol(X;)
g =1 1
- VOI(U) +Oh—>0( )’
i€l

> b2 | = O(h™).  (9.20)

we conclude from (9.19) that every n > 0

o ||Gaigg . Fhnmalde ~ Bnce, [F1] > 1] = 00) (9:21

for h > 0 small enough. This proves Theorem 2.10, provided that we have shown (9.20) which
will be our task for the rest of this paper.

Picking x at random locally Our aim is now to prove (9.20). Let i € f,’L and let zo € X;. We

|_| Xi,j7

J€Jhi

may partition X; further, as

with |Jp ;| of the order of hi3 , each X;; having diameter at most chP=3
Let F' be a continuous bounded functional over COO(U) We may write

1
VOI( ) / . (T;Z)h Jth,T, w)dx VOI Z / ¢h Jth o, w dm

1

Let us define

1 / 1
= — F(nty, aw)de, and Z;:= 7A/ F(n 1) 0w)d,
Vol(X;) Jx, () 7T Vol(Xy) Ix., ()
which are random variable depending on w. We have
1
E,(Z;) = - / E, [F(¢) de.
w( _7) VOI(X,‘) X, W[ ( h,th,x,w)]

Next, we want to show that Z; is independent from most Z;.

Lemma 9.5. There exists v > 0 such that the following holds. For each j € Jy;, there exists
Cj C Jp; with
Card (Cj) < h™@ T
such that Z; is independent from {Zj}jic g, \c;-
Proof. For every x € X; j, 1> 0 and every = € A, ¢, we define
Vin(T) = {y € X;3s € [—t,t] such that distx (®*(pz),y) < h"}.

This set is the A"-neighbourhood of a geodesic segment of length 2¢, so that it intersects at most
O(th®) = O(h41=<) different sets X j, for some ¢ > 0.
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g1

Now, let 2’ € X; ;, so that distx (z,2') < h?~2, and let Z% be a lift of 2’ such that dist ¢ (Z,7") =
distx (z,2’). Thanks to Lemma 4.3, we have
dist x (©°(pz), ®*(pz)) < hP73517°,
for some ¢ > 0, provided h is small enough. Hence,
Vi (%) € Veg—e (),
for any €5 > 0, provided that 9 is small enough and that

1
<D — =€1.
n<p 251

Therefore, the set Uzc 4, , Uwex, ; Vi (7%) intersects at most O(h=<"?) different sets X; ji. Tak-
ingn=p-— %61 and using Proposition 8.1, the result follows. O

Let p € IN. Let us estimate

2p
E. ||Z -ElZ)”| =K, || 3 (2 —E[Z)
J€Ihi
= > E [(Zjl —Eu[Z]) - (Z5, — Ew[zﬁp])] ’
J15edp€Jni

where the last p factors come with complex conjugates. Let us write
Tp = {(j1s s d2p) € (I i) such that By, [(Z), — BulZ3)) -+ (Z, — BulZy,,])| # 0}

Lemma 9.6. We have

Tl = O <hp(fdel+'y)> .

We will prove Lemma 9.6 below. For now we continue with the proof of (9.20).
Using the fact that

|Z;| < sup|F| x ﬁ < sup |F| x CthTl7
we deduce that
| Tp|(sup | F| x Chd%)%
C(p, F)hP7.

E. |17 - E.[2]) <
<

We may then apply Markov inequality to deduce that
P [yz ~E,[Z]| > hd%] < Ch T
Since this is valid for any p € IN, we have found an €5 > 0 such that
P[|Z = Ey[Z]] > h**] = O(h™),
proving (9.20).

Proof of Lemma 9.6. Given k € {0,...,2p — 2} and (i1,7; ), (Zk7]1/k) € {1,....2p} x Jp, let us
write

jp?(h’jz{l)’“"(ik’jz{k) = {(jh ...,jp) S jp with ]l/z = jiz for all ¢ € {1, ,]{3}} .
In particular, J, = J) ¢, corresponding to k = 0. We shall write

‘prk = max "7 3 Z‘1 il yeeey i 7‘{ ’.
(11,30l gty) PO T Gkedy)
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We have J,2, = 1. We will thus do a descending recurrence to estimate J,. First of all,
note that, for any k € {0,...,2p — 2}, any (i1,7;,); - (i, j;, ) € {1,.-,2p} X Jp; and any ij,q €
{1,....2p} \ {41, ..., 7 }, we have

[Tt i) S D W Tpitindl ) oentinnr )
]'k+1
so that
Ik < [Inal X Jp 1 (9.22)
We shall write more a precise recurrence estimate, using independence. Indeed, suppose that
(41, -es Jop) € jp;(il’jz{1)""’(i’f’jz{k) for some k < 2p — 2, and let ixy1 € {1,...,2p} \ {41, ..., ix }.
Suppose that j;, ., ¢ U? 1Cj,- Then, there must exist ix4o € {1,...,2p} \ {i1,..., 9541} with

Jirso € Cjy,,,- Indeed, if this were not the case, the variable Z;, ,, — E. [Ziy.,] (or its complex
conjugate) Would be independent from all the other variables appearing in

E, |:(Zjl - Ew[Zjl]) e (Z'

J2p

- Ew{ijp])} )

so that the expectation would be zero. Therefore, if j;, ., ¢ U?:l Cj,, we have

jp;(ilvjl{l)7"'7(ik7j1{k)7(ik+17jik+1) C U U jp;(ilvjl{l)7"'7(ik7j1{k)7(ik+27jik+2)’

ik+26{1,...,2p}\{i1,...,ik+1} jik+2 Ecjik+l

so that
dsL €1
ijkﬂ ¢ U C]w 117.711)7 (i) ) (ke 1,ig 4 ) ‘ < Ch™ —H\J 42 (9.23)

All in all, we may write

| Tostin g )iy )| S > |\ Tostiv g1, )ity )it i )|

Jigp €0,

< Z |‘7p§(il7j,{1)7---7(ik7j,{k)7(ik+17jik+1)|
Jigy1€Jn,i

dijey1 €Uf=1 Chy

+ ) | T in )iy i1 )|
Jigy1€Jn,i

Jig 1 BUP=1 Gy

(9.23)
< Ch%%7 2 VY k1 + Z Che 2+7d k2

]zk+1€Jh i
_d&L ~
< Ch™ 2 Jhi|3p kr2:

thanks to (9.22).
We conclude that

Ik < CR 9T Ji| X o < CRTEHY 5 3, k0o,

and the lemma follows by a descending induction. O
We may now conclude with the proof of the second part of Corollary 2.12.

Proof of Corollary 2.12. Let 0 < € < 1. Thanks to (7.23) along with (the proof of) |21, Lemma

1], there exists a compact set K. C C*°(R?) such that for all j € IN and all w,

Bl ™ i, (expu () ¢ Kol <

The space Cy(K) is separable, so we may take a sequence of functionals (F,) that is dense in
Cy(K.). We may extend each F, to C*(R%) so that [l oo (ray = 1 Fnllic-
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By the first part of Corollary 2.12, w-almost surely, we have for all n € IN

1 )
By [Fy (e "7 75 fy (expy(hy))] = Epar,, [Fal, j — oo,

Now, let F' € Cy(C*(R%)), and let ng € IN be such that |F () — F,,(¥)| < € for all 1 € K. In

particular, for all j € IN and all w, we have

‘Ex[(F — R i (expy(h)))l| < e(L+ [Fl|+ [|Ful]) < e(2+ 2| F),

so that, w-almost surely,

Lty PP
lim sup ‘Exme*ﬁ 5755 fi, (expy (1)) — Epary, [F]| < e(2 + 2] F).

Jj—00

Since this is true for all F' and all €, the result follows. O
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