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Abstract

We establish local asymptotic estimates of partial Bergman kernels
on closed, S1-symmetric Kähler manifolds. The main result concerns
the scaling asymptotics of partial Bergman kernels at generic off-diagonal
points in which they are not negligible. The case of the two-dimensional
sphere is discussed in detail.
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1 Introduction

Let (M,ω) be a connected closed Kähler manifold of complex dimension n.
Assume that L → M is a holomorphic Hermitian line bundle such that the
curvature of its Chern connection equals−iω. The space of holomorphic sections
of L⊗k is a finite-dimensional complex vector space Hk, equipped with a natural
inner product ⟨·, ·⟩. The latter is obtained by integrating the fiberwise Hermitian

product of L⊗k with respect to the Liouville measure µ = |ω∧n|
n! .

Assume that φ : S1 × M → M is a holomorphic Hamiltonian S1-action.
Thus, there exists a smooth function H : M → R such that φ is the flow of its
Hamiltonian vector fieldXH . The ”quantum counterpart” ofH is the Hermitian
operator Ĥk ∈ End(Hk) specified by1

Ĥk = MH − i

k
∇⊗k

XH
,

where ∇ : C∞(M,L) → C∞(M,T ∗M ⊗ L) is the Chern connection, and MH

is the operator of multiplication by H.
Fix a regular value E ∈ H(M), and consider the spectral projection

Πk,E = 1[E,∞)(Ĥk).

The Schwartz kernel of Πk,E , which we also denote by Πk,E (by an abuse of
notation), is termed a partial Bergman kernel2 ([27, 28, 1, 7, 21, 22, 9, 10]).
This terminology references the ”full” Bergman kernel, which is the Schwartz
kernel of the orthogonal projection Πk : L2(M,L⊗k) → Hk. The main goal of
the present article is to study the asymptotic behaviour of the partial Bergman
kernel Πk,E as k → ∞. We focus on the behaviour away from the diagonal
∆M ⊂ M × M , since the asymptotic properties of Πk,E on ∆M are already
understood quite well. Specifically, it is shown (among other things) in [27, 28]
that

Πk,E(z, z) =


Πk(z, z) +O(k−∞) if H(z) > E,

Πk(z, z)(
1
2 +O(k−

1
2 )) if H(z) = E,

O(k−∞) if H(z) < E.
(1)

In this work, we formulate statements analogous to (1), but for Πk,E(z, w),
where z ̸= w. Notably, Πk,E will be shown to ”concentrate” about the set

{(z, z) | H(z) ≥ E} ∪ {(z, φ(t, z)) | H(z) = E, t ∈ S1} ⊂M ×M.

It is instructive to compare this type of behaviour with that of the Bergman
kernel Πk (or more generally, the kernels of Toeplitz operators3). The latter
”concenrates” on ∆M , and additionally, it admits a full, uniform asymptotic
expansion. We refer the reader to Sect. 6 for some further details in this context.

1Since XH generates a holomorphic circle action, Ĥk preserves holomorphic sections.
2The projection Πk,E is a spectral projection, hence the partial Bergman kernel Πk,E is

sometimes called a spectral partial Bergman kernel.
3That is, operators of the form ΠkMF : Hk → Hk, where F ∈ C∞(M).
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The properties of Πk have been studied thoroughly (e.g., [18, 3, 2, 8, 4, 26]),
and have found many applications in various fields of mathematics; they also
underlie the results presented here.

Perhaps most notably, Theorem 4 of [27] describes the leading-order scaling
asymptotics of Πk,E(z, z) in a C√

k
-neighborhood of H−1(E). The main result of

the present paper (Theorem 1.6) addresses the leading-order scaling asymptotics
of Πk,E away from the diagonal.

Finally, we refer the reader to [27] for a concise review of various properties
of S1-symmetric Kähler manifolds which are relevant in our context. There is
some overlap between the present paper and [27]; however, to the best of our
knowledge, the off-diagonal asymptotic behaviour of partial Bergman kernels
corresponding to spectral projections of quantum observables has yet to be
described in the research literature. A treatment of the on-diagonal asymptotic
properties of partial Bergman kernels of the same type considered here, but
without an assumption of S1-symmetry, may be found in [28].

1.1 Main results

The local behaviour of Πk,E away from H−1(E) × H−1(E) is straightforward
to derive (up to an error of order O(k−∞)) using existing tools from the theory
of Toeplitz operators ([4]), and does not require the assumption that M is
equipped with a holomorphic Hamiltonian S1-action. In order to formulate the
statements concisely, we use the following terminology (see also Sect. 3).

Definition 1.1 ([4]). We say that a sequence Ak ∈ End(Hk) is negligible at
(z, w) ∈M ×M if there exists a neighborhood N ⊂M ×M of (z, w) such that

sup
N

|Ak| = O(k−∞).

Here (by an abuse of notation), Ak ∈ C∞ (M ×M,L⊗k ⊠ (L∗)⊗k
)
denotes the

Schwartz kernel of Ak ∈ End(Hk), and its point-wise norm is defined using the
Hermitian metric on L⊗k ⊠ (L∗)⊗k which is induced from that of L.

Theorem 1.2. Let F ∈ C∞(M), and denote F̂k = Πk

(
MF − i

k∇
⊗k
XF

)
Πk. Fix

E ∈ [minF,maxF ], not necessarily a regular value. Let z, w ∈M . There exists
a neighborhood N ⊂M ×M of (z, w) such that the following holds.

1. If F (z) > E or F (w) > E, then 1[E,∞)(F̂k) − Πk = 1(−∞,E)(F̂k) is
negligible at (z, w).

2. If F (z) < E or F (w) < E, then 1[E,∞)(F̂k) is negligible at (z, w).

Remark 1.3. In particular, if z ̸= w and z ̸∈ F−1(E) or w ̸∈ F−1(E), then
1[E,∞)(F̂k) is negligible at (z, w).

Remark 1.4. In some cases (e.g., the settings of Lemma 4.6), the negligibility
estimates provided by Theorem 1.2 can be improved, using suitable estimates of
the Bergman kernel ([19]), to exponential decay estimates (cf. [27], Theorem 3).
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Similarly, in some cases (e.g., the settings of Corollary 4.9), exponential decay
estimates are valid for Schwartz kernels of orthogonal projections onto single
eigenspaces (cf. [27], Theorem 1).

We note that Theorem 1.2 implies that the ranges of spectral projections
corresponding to disjoint classical domains are ”orthogonal up to a negligible
error”. More precisely,

Corollary 1.5. Let F,G ∈ C∞(M). Assume that E1 ∈ (minF,maxF ), that
E2 ∈ (minG,maxG), and that {F ≥ E1} ∩ {G ≥ E2} = ∅. Then

∥1[E1,∞)(F̂k)1[E2,∞)(Ĝk)∥op = O(k−∞).

Consequently, the algebras generated by the pairs 1[E1,∞)(F̂k), 1[E2,∞)(Ĝk) are
”asymptotically trivial” (cf. [24]).

The main result of the present article describes the scaling asymptotics of
Πk,E near z0, w0 ∈ H−1(E), z0 ̸= w0. Throughout, we fix the normalization
minH = 0 (note that H is defined up to a constant). There exists N ≥ 1 and
an open dense subset MN ⊂ M such that for all z ∈ MN , the stabilizer group
of z is the finite subgroup S1

N ⊂ S1 of order N . Accordingly, the spectrum

of Ĥk equals4 H(M) ∩ N
k Z. Let {ψa}a∈R denote the gradient flow of H, and

φt(z) = φ(t, z) (where t ∈ S1 = R/2πZ).

Theorem 1.6. Let Oz0 ⊂ M denote the S1-orbit of z0 ∈ H−1(E). Choose a
local non-vanishing invariant section sinv of L in a neighborhood of Oz0 . Denote

Πk,E(z, w) = Kk,E(z, w)Sk(z, w),

where Sk(z, w) = σ⊗k(z)⊗ (σ∗(w))⊗k, with σ = sinv
|sinv| .

1. If w0 ̸∈ Oz0 , then Πk,E is negligible at (z0, w0).

2. If z0 ∈MN and t ∈ S1 satisfies φt(z0) ̸= z0, then(
2π

k

)n

Kk,E

(
ψ a√

k
(z0), ψ b√

k

◦ φt(z0)
)
=

e−
(a2+b2)∥XH (z0)∥2

2 e−iN⌈ kE
N ⌉tN

(
1− i cot

(
Nt
2

))
2∥XH(z0)∥

√
πk

+ Ck(a, b, t).

Here,

Ck(a, b, t) =
Ck,1(a, b, t)

k
+
Ck,2(a, b, t)

k
3
2

,

where Ck,1(a, b, t), Ck,2(a, b, t) satisfy that for any bounded B ⊂ R and
closed interval I ⊂ S1 \ S1

N there exist cB,I,1, cB,I,2 > 0 such that

|Ck,1(a, b, t)| ≤ (|a|+ |b|)cB,I,1, |Ck,2(a, b, t)| ≤ cB,I,2

for all a, b ∈ B, t ∈ I.
4The case N > 1 is reduced, in Lemma 4.4, to the case N = 1, which is covered by [12].
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Let Vk(t) = eiktĤk denote the quantum evolution defined by Ĥk. The proof
of Theorem 1.6 is essentially an adaptation of the arguments used in [23]; it
relies on basic methods from the theory of Fourier series, applied in the context
of the unitary representation Vk : S1 → End(Hk). A key role is played by the
periodic Hilbert transform ([15]), which is a classical singular integral operator
on L2(S1). We also use an estimate of the Schwartz kernels of projections
onto single eigenspaces of Ĥk (the so-called equivariant Bergman kernels). The
estimate is obtained by essentially the same method that was used in [27] to
describe the on-diagonal scaling asymptotics of equivariant Bergman kernels.

Theorem 1.7. Let λk be an eigenvalue of Ĥk such that |λk − E| = O(k−1).
Let Πeq

k,λk
be the orthogonal projection onto the corresponding eigenspace of Ĥk.

Fix z0, w0 ∈M , and denote

Πeq
k,λk

(z, w) = Keq
k,λk

(z, w)Sk(z, w),

where Sk(z, w) is as specified in Theorem 1.6.

1. If H(z0) ̸= E or H(w0) ̸= E or w0 ̸∈ Oz0 , then Πeq
k,λk

is negligible at
(z0, w0).

2. If z0 ∈MN , then(
2π

k

)n

Keq
k,λk

(
ψ a√

k
(z0), ψ b√

k

◦ φt(z0)
)
=

e−
(a2+b2)∥XH (z0)∥2

2 e−ikλkt
N

∥XH(z0)∥
√
πk

+ Ceq
k (a, b, t).

Here,

Ceq
k (a, b, t) =

Ceq
k,1(a, b, t)

k
+
Ceq

k,2(a, b, t)

k
3
2

,

where Ceq
k,1(a, b, t), C

eq
k,2(a, b, t) satisfy that for any bounded B ⊂ R and

closed interval I ⊂ S1 there exist ceqB,I,1, c
eq
B,I,2 > 0 such that

|Ceq
k,1(a, b, t)| ≤ (|a|+ |b|)ceqB,I,1, |Ceq

k,2(a, b, t)| ≤ ceqB,I,2

for all a, b ∈ B, t ∈ I.

2 Rotation of the two-dimensional sphere

In this section, we illustrate the results of Sect. 1.1 in the example of the action
of S1, by rotations, on the two-dimensional sphere. The latter is identified (via
the stereographic projection from the north pole) with the complex projective
line CP 1 and equipped with the Fubini-Study form such that the total area
equals 2π. For conciseness, we focus on the case N = 1, and a = b = 0.
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The Hamiltonian vector field of the function

H([z]) =
|z0|2

|z0|2 + |z1|2
, z = (z0, z1) ∈ C2 \ {0},

is specified (on {[z0 : z1] ∈ CP 1 | z1 ̸= 0}) by

XH([ζ : 1]) = i
(
ζ∂ζ − ζ̄∂ζ̄

)
,

and it generates the Hamiltonian flow

φt([z]) = [Utz], Ut =

(
eit 0
0 1

)
.

Clearly, φ : S1 × CP 1 → CP 1 is a holomorphic circle action.

Remark 2.1. On S2 = {x ∈ R3 | |x| = 1}, it holds that

H(x1, x2, x3) =
1

2
(x3 + 1),

and φt is the rotation by angle t about the x3 axis.

Let L = O(1) be the dual of the tautological line bundle on CP 1. Then L
is a prequantum line bundle, and we let Hk = H0(CP 1, L⊗k) be the space of
holomorphic sections of L⊗k. The quantum counterpart of H is given by (5)

Ĥk = ΠkMH− 1
2k∆HΠk,

and in our case, ∆H = −4H + 2, which means that

Ĥk =
k + 2

k
ΠkMHΠk − 1

k
IdHk

.

As is common, we identify Hk with the space of bivariate homogeneous
polynomials of degree k, denoted by Ck[z0, z1], and equipped with a suitable
inner product so that the set {sk,l | l = 0, 1, ..., k}, where

sk,l =

√
(k + 1)

(
k
l

)
2π

zl0z
k−l
1 , (2)

forms an orthonormal basis of Hk. In fact, this is an eigenbasis of Ĥk (cf. [16],
Example 5.2.4), with

Ĥk(sk,l) = λk,lsk,l, λk,l =
l

k
.

In particular, sinv = s1,0 is an invariant section of L→ CP 1.
We can estimate the leading order of sk,l using only basic tools, as follows.

Note that H([z]) = E if and only if [z] =
[√

E
1−E e

iθ : 1
]
for some θ ∈ [0, 2π].
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Lemma 2.2. As in Theorems 1.6, 1.7, consider the local normalized section
σ = sinv

|sinv| on {[z0 : z1] ∈ CP 1 | z1 ̸= 0}, and write

sk,l([z]) = κk,l([z])σ([z])
⊗k.

Let E ∈ (0, 1) and
∣∣ lk
k − E

∣∣ = O(k−1). Then, applying Stirling’s approximation
formula, we see that

κk,lk([z]) =

{ O(k−∞) if H([z]) ̸= E,
k

1
4

(2π)
3
4

eilkθ

(E(1−E))
1
4
+O(k−

3
4 ) if [z] =

[√
E

1−E e
iθ : 1

]
.

Proof. Stirling’s approximation formula produces(
k

lk

)
=

1√
2π

√
k

lk(k − lk)

kk

llkk (k − lk)k−lk
(1 +O(k−1)).

Thus, the pointwise norm of sk,lk is given by∣∣sk,lk([ζ : 1])
∣∣2
[ζ:1]

=

k + 1

(2π)
3
2

√
k

lk(k − lk)

(( k
lk

− 1

)
|ζ|2
) lk

k 1

1− lk
k

1

1 + |ζ|2

k

(1 +O(k−1)).

Now, note that

((
k

lk
− 1

)
|ζ|2
) lk

k 1

1− lk
k

1

1 + |ζ|2
=((
1

E
− 1

)
|ζ|2
)E

1

1− E

1

1 + |ζ|2
+O(k−1).

We readily verify that

a(E, ζ) =

((
1

E
− 1

)
|ζ|2
)E

1

1− E

1

1 + |ζ|2
= 1

if and only if |ζ|2 = E
1−E , that is, if and only if H([ζ : 1]) = E, and otherwise

0 ≤ a(E, ζ) < 1. Thus,

|κk,lk([z])| =
∣∣sk,lk([ζ : 1])

∣∣
[ζ:1]

= O(k−∞)

whenever H([z]) ̸= E.

Assume that H([ζ : 1]) = E, so that ζ =
√

E
1−E e

iθ for some θ ∈ [0, 2π].

Then

κk,lk([ζ : 1]) =

√
k + 1

2π

√(
k

lk

)
Elk(1− E)k−lkeilkθ,
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where(
k

lk

)
Elk(1− E)k−lk =

1√
2π

√
k

lk(k − lk)

(
kE

lk

)lk (k(1− E)

k − lk

)k−lk (
1 +O(k−1)

)
,

and it is readily verified that√
k

lk(k − lk)
=

1√
kE(1− E)

+O(k−
3
2 ).

Writing lk
k = E + ck

k with ck = O(1), we obtain

bk =

(
k

lk
E

)lk ( k

k − lk
(1− E)

)k−lk

=

(
1− ck

lk

)lk (
1 +

ck
k − lk

)k−lk

.

If ck = 0, then bk = 1. If ck ̸= 0, noting that
∣∣e− (1 + 1

x

)x∣∣ = O(x−1) as
x→ ∞, we conclude that bk = 1 +O(k−1). Thus,(

k

lk

)
Elk(1− E)k−lk =

1√
2π

1√
kE(1− E)

(1 +O(k−1)),

which implies that

κk,lk([z]) =
k

1
4

(2π)
3
4

eilkθ

(E(1− E))
1
4

+O(k−
3
4 ).

The equivariant Bergman kernel corresponding to the eigenvalue l
k of Ĥk is

specified by
Πeq

k,l([z], [w]) = sk,l([z])⊗ s∗k,l([w]). (3)

Hence, Lemma 2.2 provides an estimate of Πeq
k,l which can be used to verify

Theorem 1.7 (one could similarly verify the cases N > 1 or a ̸= 0 or b ̸= 0).

Corollary 2.3. As in Theorem 1.7, let Sk([z], [w]) = σ([z])⊗k ⊗ (σ∗([w]))⊗k,
and write

Πeq
k,lk

([z], [w]) = Keq
k,lk

([z], [w])Sk([z], [w]).

If we substitute the estimate of Lemma 2.2 in (3), then

Keq
k,lk

([z], [w]) ={ O(k−∞) if H([z]) ̸= E or H([w]) ̸= E,
k

1
2

(2π)
3
2

e−ilkt0√
E(1−E)

+O(k−
1
2 ) if [z] =

[√
E

1−E e
iθ : 1

]
, [w] = [Ut0z].
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Clearly, the case H([z]) ̸= E or H([w]) ̸= E is in accordance with Theorem 1.7.

Otherwise, ζ =
√

E
1−E e

iθ for some θ ∈ [0, 2π], hence

∥XH([ζ : 1])∥2 =
2|ζ|2

(1 + |ζ|2)2
= 2E(1− E).

Thus, Theorem 1.7 produces the estimate

Keq
k,lk

([z], [Ut0z]) =
k

2π

e−ilkt0√
2E(1− E)

√
πk

+O(k−
1
2 ),

which, as expected, is identical to the estimate coming from Lemma 2.2.

Figure 1: A plot of
∣∣Keq

80,0.5([1 : 1], [ζ : 1])
∣∣. The circle {|ζ| = 1} = {H = 0.5} is

the orbit of [1 : 1].

The partial Bergman kernel associated with a regular value E ∈ (0, 1) of H
is specified by (noting the identification Hk ≃ Ck[z0, z1])

Πk,E =
k + 1

2π

∑
l
k≥E

(
k

l

)
(z0w̄0)

l(z1w̄1)
k−l.

This partial binomial sum is difficult to estimate directly. Denote

Πk,E([z], [w]) = Kk,E([z], [w])Sk([z], [w]).

The following image illustrates the behaviour of Kk,E([z], [w]) (as expected, the
image appears to be in accordance with the estimate provided by Theorem 1.6).
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Figure 2: A plot of |K80,0.5([1 : 1], [ζ : 1])|. The circle {|ζ| = 1} = {H = 0.5} is
the orbit of [1 : 1], and ζ = 1 corresponds to the point ([1 : 1], [1 : 1]) on the
diagonal ∆CP 1 ⊂ CP 1 × CP 1.

Consider [z] ∈ H−1(E), and denote

Erk(t0, E, [z]) = |Kk,E([z], [Ut0z])−Kk,E,approx([z], [Ut0z])| ,

where

Kk,E,approx([z], [Ut0z]) =
k

4π

e−i⌈kE⌉t0√
2E(1− E)

√
πk

(
1− i cot

(
t0
2

))
is the leading term in the estimate of Theorem 1.6. The next images illustrate
the behaviour of the error as k grows.

10



Figure 3: A plot of Erk
(
π
2 ,

1
2 , [1 : 1]

)
as a function of k (top), and (bottom) a

plot of log Erk
(
π
2 ,

1
2 , [1 : 1]

)
(in blue) and −1.5− 0.5 log(k) (in red) as functions

of log(k). The slope of −0.5 is in accordance with the fact that the sub-leading
term in the estimate provided by Theorem 1.6 is (in this case) of order k−0.5.

3 The microsupport of partial Bergman kernels

3.1 Definition and basic properties

The notion of microsupport of an admissible sequence of holomorphic sections
is specified in [4], as follows. Let (sk)k∈N denote a sequence such that sk ∈ Hk.
We say that (sk)k∈N is admissible if there exists N > 0 such that ∥sk∥ = O(kN ).
An admissible sequence (sk)k∈N is called negligible at z0 ∈ M if there exists a
neighborhood V of z0 such that supz∈V |sk(z)|z = O(k−∞), where | · |z is the
norm on L⊗k

z induced by the Hermitian product.

Definition 3.1. The microsupport of an admissible sequence (sk)k∈N is the set

11



MS(sk) ⊂M specified by

MS(sk) =M \ {z ∈M | (sk)k∈N is negligible at z}.

The notion of microsupport is also applicable to sequences (Tk)k∈N with
Tk ∈ End(Hk). To this end, equip M ×M with the symplectic form π∗

1ω−π∗
2ω,

where π1, π2 are the natural projections on the left and right factors. Then
MS(Tk) ⊂M×M is defined to be the microsupport of the sequence of Schwartz
kernels of Tk, which are holomorphic sections of L⊗k ⊠ (L∗)⊗k →M ×M .

Example 3.2. ([4]) Assume that Tk = ΠkMGk
Πk, where Gk ∈ C∞(M) admits

the expansion Gk =
∑∞

l=0 glk
−l in the C∞ topology. Then MS(Tk) ⊂ ∆M , where

∆M ⊂M ×M is the diagonal. Viewed as a subset of M ,

MS(Tk) = ∪l≥0 supp(gl). (4)

3.2 Proof of Theorem 1.2

The operator F̂k admits the representation ([25], [16], Proposition 8.1.3)

F̂k = ΠkMF− 1
2k∆FΠk, (5)

where ∆ is the Laplacian defined by the Kähler metric of M .

Lemma 3.3. Let ε > 0. Let ψε : R → [0, 1] be a smooth function such that
ψε(t) = 0 for all t ≤ E − ε, ψε(t) = 1 for all t ≥ E. Write Ψ̂k,ε = ψε

(
F̂k

)
.

Then MS(Ψ̂k,ε) ⊂ {F ≥ E − ε}.

Proof. There exists ([4], Proposition 12) Ψk,ε ∈ C∞(M), admitting an expan-
sion

Ψk,ε =

∞∑
l=0

k−lψl,ε

in the C∞ topology, such that ψε(F̂k) = ΠkMΨk,ε
Πk+O(k−∞). If F (z) < E−ε,

then ψε vanishes in a neighborhood of F (z), hence (using [4], p27) there exists
a neighborhood V of z such that ψl,ε

∣∣
V
≡ 0 for all l ≥ 0. Thus, in light of (4),

z ̸∈ MS
(
ψε(F̂k)

)
.

The first item of Theorem 1.2 now readily follows.

Corollary 3.4. The microsupport of 1[E,∞)(F̂k) satisfies

MS(1[E,∞)(F̂k)) ⊂ {F ≥ E} × {F ≥ E}.

The same holds for 1(E,∞)(F̂k).

Proof. We prove for Ak = 1[E,∞)(F̂k), but the proof for 1(E,∞)(F̂k) is identical.

Let ψε be as in Lemma 3.3, and write Ψ̂k,ε = ψε(F̂k). Then

Ak = Ψ̂k,εAk = AkΨ̂k,ε,

12



hence (using [4], p24)

MS(Ak) = MS(Ψ̂k,εAk)

⊂ {(z1, z3) | ∃z2 ∈M such that (z1, z2) ∈ MS(Ψ̂k,ε) and (z2, z3) ∈ MS(Ak)}
⊂ MS(Ψ̂k,ε)×M,

where by a slight abuse of notation, in the second line MS(Ψ̂k,ε) is viewed as a
subset of M ×M , and in the third line it is viewed as a subset of M . Repeating
this argument,

MS(Ak) = MS(AkΨ̂k,ε) ⊂M ×MS(Ψ̂k,ε),

therefore (noting Lemma 3.3)

MS(Ak) ⊂
(
MS(Ψ̂k,ε)×M

)
∩
(
M ×MS(Ψ̂k,ε)

)
= MS(Ψ̂k,ε)×MS(Ψ̂k,ε) ⊂ {F ≥ E − ε} × {F ≥ E − ε}.

Since ε > 0 is arbitrary, we obtain the required.

The second item of Theorem 1.2 immediately follows from Corollary 3.4.

Corollary 3.5. Replacing F with G = −F and E with −E, if G(z) < −E or
G(w) < −E then there exists a neighborhood N ⊂M ×M of (z, w) such that

sup
N

∣∣∣1(−E,∞)(Ĝk)
∣∣∣ = O(k−∞),

where

1(−E,∞)(Ĝk) = Πk − 1(−∞,−E](Ĝk) = Πk − 1[E,∞)(F̂k),

that is, supN

∣∣∣Πk − 1[E,∞)(F̂k)
∣∣∣ = O(k−∞).

Finally,

Lemma 3.6. Corollary 3.4 implies Corollary 1.5.

Proof. We keep the notations used in the formulation of Corollary 1.5, and also
write

Πk,1 = 1[E1,∞)(F̂k), Πk,2 = 1[E2,∞)(Ĝk).

Then using Corollary 3.4,

MS (Πk,1Πk,2)

⊂ {(z1, z3) | ∃z2 ∈M such that (z1, z2) ∈ MS(Πk,1) and (z2, z3) ∈ MS(Πk,2)}
⊂ {(z1, z3) | ∃z2 ∈M such that z2 ∈ {F ≥ E1} ∩ {G ≥ E2}} = ∅.

Thus Πk,1Πk,2 is a negligible sequence, which implies ([4], Remark 5) that
∥Πk,1Πk,2∥op = O(k−∞).

13



The proof of the first part of the first item of Theorem 1.7 is essentially
identical to that of Theorem 1.2. Namely,

Lemma 3.7. Let λk be a sequence of eigenvalues of F̂k with |λk−E| = O(k−1),
where E ∈ F (M). Let Πk,λk,F be the orthogonal projection onto the eigenspace
associated with λk. Then MS(Πk,λk,F ) ⊂ {F = E} × {F = E}.

Proof. Given ε > 0 we consider a smooth function ψε : R → [0, 1] such that
ψε(t) = 1 whenever |t − E| < ε

2 and ψε(t) = 0 whenever |t − E| ≥ ε. Write

Ψ̂k,ε = ψε(F̂k), and note that exactly as in Lemma 3.3,

MS(Ψ̂k,ε) ⊂ {|F − E| ≤ ε} × {|F − E| ≤ ε}.

For every sufficiently large k, it holds that Ψ̂k,εΠk,λk,F = Πk,λk,F Ψ̂k,ε = Πk,λk,F .
Thus, exactly as in Corollary 3.4, we obtain that

MS(Πk,λk,F ) ⊂ MS(Ψ̂k,ε)×MS(ψε(F̂k)) ⊂ {|F − E| ≤ ε} × {|F − E| ≤ ε}.

Since ε is arbitrary, MS(Πk,λk
) ⊂ {F = E} × {F = E}.

4 Fourier theory and partial Bergman kernels

4.1 The Cauchy-Szegö projection on the circle

Let R/2πZ = S1 ⊂ C denote the unit circle. Let ĝ(p) = ⟨g, ep⟩L2(S1) denote
the p-th Fourier coefficient of g ∈ L1(S1), where p ∈ Z and ep(t) = eipt. The
Cauchy-Szegö projection ΠS1 : L2(S1) → H2(S1) is the orthogonal projection
on the Hardy space

H2(S1) =
{
g ∈ L2(S1) | ĝ(p) = 0 ∀p < 0

}
,

and it admits the formula

ΠS1(g)(t) = lim
r→1−

1

2π

∫ π

−π

g(t− s)

1− reis
ds.

The periodic Hilbert transform HS1 : L2(S1) → L2(S1) is specified by
HS1(ep) = −i sgn(p)ep, or equivalently

HS1(g)(t) = lim
ε→0+

1

2π

∫
ε≤|t−s|≤π

g(s) cot

(
t− s

2

)
ds.

Corollary 4.1. The Cauchy-Szegö projection acts by ep(t) 7→ 1[0,∞)(p)ep(t),
hence it can be expressed in terms of the periodic Hilbert transform, as follows:

ΠS1(g) =
1

2
(iHS1(g) + g + ĝ(0)) .

14



4.2 Spectral projections and unitary representations of S1

Let H denote a finite dimensional complex Hilbert space, and write dimH = d.
Let A ∈ End(H) be a Hermitian operator. Denote

UA(t) = eitA,

and assume that t 7→ UA(t) is 2π-periodic.
Let v1, ..., vd be an orthonormal eigenbasis of A such that Avm = pmvm,

with p1 ≤ p2 ≤ ... ≤ pd. Then pm ∈ Z, and we can write

A =

d∑
m=1

pmvm ⊗ v∗m, UA(t) =

d∑
m=1

eitpmvm ⊗ v∗m,

where v∗m is the dual vector of vm.

Corollary 4.2. The spectral projection ΠA = 1[0,∞)(A) can be written in the
following form:

ΠA = (ΠS1(UA)) (0) = lim
r→1−

1

2π

∫ π

−π

UA(s)

1− reis
ds.

In terms of the Hilbert transform,

ΠA =
1

2

(
iHS1(UA)(0) + IdH +ÛA(0)

)
, (6)

where

ÛA(0) =
1

2π

∫ π

−π

UA(t)dt

and

HS1(UA)(0) =
1

2π

∫ π

0

(UA(−t)− UA(t)) cot

(
t

2

)
dt.

More generally, given p, p0 ∈ Z and g ∈ L2(S1), recall that

ê−p0
g(p) = ⟨e−p0

g, ep⟩L2(S1) = ⟨g, ep+p0
⟩L2(S1) = ĝ(p+ p0).

This relation allows us to extend formula (6) to ΠA,E = 1[E,∞)(A), E ∈ R.

Corollary 4.3. Let E ∈ R. Denote UA,E = e−⌈E⌉UA. Then

ΠA,E = (ΠS1(UA,E)) (0) =
1

2

(
iHS1(UA,E)(0) + IdH +ÛA,E(0)

)
, (7)

where

ÛA,E(0) =
1

2π

∫ π

−π

UA,E(t)dt =
1

2π

∫ π

−π

UA(t)e
−i⌈E⌉tdt

and

HS1(UA,E)(0) =
1

2π

∫ π

0

(
UA(−t)ei⌈E⌉t − UA(t)e

−i⌈E⌉t
)
cot

(
t

2

)
dt.

15



4.3 Proof of Theorems 1.6, 1.7

The proof of Theorem 1.6 relies on formula (7), which is also applicable to the
Schwartz kernels of the operators involved. Thus, we obtain a representation
of Πk,E(z, w) in terms of the Bergman kernel and the Schwartz kernel of the

quantum propagator defined by Ĥk. The well-known asymptotic properties of
the Bergman kernel, with the help of the stationary phase lemma, produce
the desired estimate. Notably, we can assume without loss of generality that
the circle action is effective (Lemma 4.4), and then the third term in (7) is

the equivariant Bergman projection associated with the eigenvalue ⌈kE⌉
k of Ĥk.

Accordingly, the proof of Theorem 1.6 relies on the second item of Theorem 1.7.
The latter is established by similar arguments, namely, the stationary phase
lemma is used together with the integral representation of equivariant Bergman
kernels as ”Fourier coefficients” of the full Bergman kernel.

Recall that there exists N ≥ 1 and an open dense subset MN ⊂ M such
that the stabilizer group of every z ∈MN is the subgroup S1

N ⊂ S1 of order N .
We assume throughout that N = 1 (i.e., that the circle action is effective); this
is justified by the following lemma.

Lemma 4.4. It suffices to prove Theorems 1.6, 1.7 in the case N = 1.

Proof. Assume that N > 1. If t ∈ S1
N , then φt|MN

= Id, hence by continuity
φt = Id. It follows that t 7→ φN,t = φ t

N
, t ∈ R/2πZ, is an effective holomorphic

circle action, generated by the Hamiltonian HN = 1
NH. Writing ĤN,k = 1

N Ĥk,

Πk,E = 1[E,∞)(Ĥk) = 1[ EN ,∞)

(
ĤN,k

)
.

Thus, the case N > 1 is reduced to the case N = 1. Similarly,

Πeq
k,λk

= 1{λk}(Ĥk) = 1{λk
N }(ĤN,k).

Recall that E ∈ H(M) is a regular value of H, and assume that z ∈ H−1(E).

Denote Vk(t) = eiktĤk , and consider the map

Vk(z, w) : S
1 → L⊗k

z ⊗ (L∗
w)

⊗k

specified by t 7→ Vk(t)(z, w), where the latter is the Schwartz kernel of Vk(t).

Denote Ek = ⌈kE⌉
k and Vk,Ek

(t)(z, w) = e−ikEktVk(t)(z, w). According to (7),

Πk,E(z, w) =
1

2

(
iHS1 (Vk,Ek

(z, w)) (0) + Πk(z, w) + ̂Vk,Ek
(z, w)(0)

)
, (8)

where

̂Vk,Ek
(z, w)(0) =

1

2π

∫ 2π

0

Vk,Ek
(t)(z, w)dt = Πeq

k,Ek
(z, w)

is the equivariant Bergman kernel associated with the eigenvalue Ek of Ĥk. The
Schwartz kernel of Vk,Ek

(t) admits the following useful formula.
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Lemma 4.5. The Schwartz kernel of Vk,Ek
(t) is specified by

Vk,Ek
(t)(z, w) = ck,Ek

(z, t)Tk,t (Πk(φt(z), w)) ,

where Tk,t : L⊗k
φt(z)

⊗ (L∗)⊗k
w → L⊗k

z ⊗ (L∗)⊗k
w is the parallel transport along the

curve t′ 7→ (φt−t′(z), w), t
′ ∈ [0, t], and ck,Ek

(z, t) = eik(H(z)−Ek)t = eik(E−Ek)t.

Proof. As shown in [16], Proposition 8.2.1, the action of Vk(t) is specified by

Vk(t)s(z) = eiktH(z)τk,ts(φt(z)), s ∈ Hk,

where τk,t : L
⊗k
φt(z)

→ L⊗k
z is the parallel transport along the curve t′ 7→ φt−t′(z),

t′ ∈ [0, t]. Thus, considering any orthonormal basis s1, ..., sdk
of Hk, we find that

the Schwartz kernel of Vk(t) is given by

Vk(t)(z, w) =

dk∑
m=1

(Vk(t)sm) (z)⊗ s∗m(w)

= eiktH(z)
dk∑

m=1

(τk,tsm) (φt(z))⊗ s∗m(w)

= eiktH(z) (τk,t ⊗ Id)

(
dk∑

m=1

sm(φt(z))⊗ s∗m(w)

)
= eiktH(z)Tk,t (Πk(φt(z), w)) .

Multiplying both sides by e−ikEkt, we obtain the required.

The microsupport MS(Πk) of Πk equals the diagonal ∆M ⊂ M ×M . In
particular, this implies (see [4], Proposition 8, or [19], Theorem 1) that for
every ε > 0 and N > 0 there exists Cε,N > 0 such that for every z, w ∈ M , if
dist(z, w) ≥ ε then

|Πk(z, w)| < Cε,Nk
−N , (9)

and that for every vector field Y on M ×M there exists CY,ε,N such that for
every z, w ∈M , if dist(z, w) ≥ ε then

|(∇̃k)Y Πk(z, w)| < CY,ε,Nk
−N . (10)

Here, ∇̃k is the connection on L⊗k ⊠ (L∗)⊗k induced by ∇. The first part of
Theorem 1.6 readily follows from these estimates.

Lemma 4.6. If z ∈M and w ∈M \ Oz, then (z, w) ̸∈ MS(Πk,E).

Proof. Let N0 ⊂ M ×M denote a neighborhood of (z, w) such that for every
(z′, w′) ∈ N0 and t ∈ [−π, π],

dist(φt(z
′), w′) >

ε

2
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for some ε > 0. We wish to prove that

sup
N0

|Πk,E | = O(k−∞),

which would mean (by definition) that (z, w) ̸∈ MS(Πk,E). Let

N = {(φt(z
′), w′) | (z′, w′) ∈ N0, t ∈ [−π, π]}.

Looking at the representation (8) in light of (9), we immediately note that the
second term satisfies

sup
N0

|Πk| = O(k−∞).

Similarly, estimate (9) implies that the term ̂Vk,Ek
(z′, w′)(0) = Πeq

k,Ek
(z′, w′),

which is the equivariant Bergman kernel associated with the eigenvalue Ek,
satisfies

sup
(z′,w′)∈N0

∣∣∣Πeq
k,Ek

(z′, w′)
∣∣∣ ≤ sup

N0

1

2π

∫ π

−π

|Πk (φt(z
′), w′)| dt = O(k−∞). (11)

Finally, consider the first term in (8). Let V ′
k,Ek

(u)(z′, w′) = d
dt

(
Vk(z

′, w′)
)
(u).

Note that Vk,Ek
(0)(z′, w′) = Πk(z

′, w′). If t ∈ (0, π), then by the mean-value
theorem,

|Vk,Ek
(t)(z′, w′)−Πk(z

′, w′)| ≤ t sup
u∈[0,t]

∣∣V ′
k,Ek

(u)(z′, w′)
∣∣ ,

where (in light of Lemma 4.5)

V ′
k,Ek

(u)(z′, w′) =

ck,Ek
(u)Tk,u

(
ik(E − Ek)Πk(φu(z

′), w′) + (∇̃k)YH
(Πk)(φu(z

′), w′)
)
,

with YH = (XH , 0).
Applying (9) and (10), we see that∣∣V ′
k,Ek

(u)(z′, w′)
∣∣ ≤ k|E − Ek||Πk(φu(z

′), w′)|+ |(∇̃k)YH
Πk(φu(z

′), w′)|
≤ sup

N
|Πk|+ sup

N
|(∇̃k)YH

Πk| = O(k−∞).
(12)

Thus,

sup
N0×(0,π)

1

t
|Vk,Ek

(t)(z′, w′)−Πk(z
′, w′)| = O(k−∞),

which implies (since if t ≈ 0, then cot
(
t
2

)
≈ 2

t ) that

sup
N0

|HS1(Vk,Ek
(z′, w′))(0)| = O(k−∞).
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We proceed with the proof of the second item of Theorem 1.6, relying on
formula (8). Fix a, b ∈ R. The behaviour of the third term in (8) is specified
in Theorem 1.7, hence in what follows we focus on HS1 (Vk,Ek

(zak,0, zbk,t0)) (0),
where we denote ak = a√

k
, bk = b√

k
, and for any α ∈ R, t ∈ S1,

zα = ψα(z0), zα,t = φt(zα).

Lemma 4.7. Fix z0 ∈ H−1(E) ∩M1. Let I ⊂ S1 \ {0} be a closed interval.
Then for every fixed δ > 0 small enough, if t0 ∈ I then

HS1(Vk,Ek
(zak

, zbk,t0))(0) =

− 1

2π

∫ t0+δ

t0−δ

Vk,Ek
(t)(zak

, zbk,t0) cot

(
t

2

)
dt+ rk(a, b, t0).

Here, rk(a, b, t0) = O(k−∞) uniformly, in the following sense: for every bounded
set B ⊂ R and N > 0, there exists cB,N > 0 such that |rk(a, b, t0)| ≤ cB,Nk

−N

for every a, b ∈ B, t0 ∈ I.

Proof. Assume that I = [t′, t′′] ⊂ (0, 2π). Let δ > 0 be small enough so that

([0, δ] ∪ [2π − δ, 2π]) ∩ [t′ − δ, t′′ + δ] = ∅.

There exists ε > 0 such that for every t ∈ [0, 2π] and t0 ∈ I, if |t − t0| ≥ δ
then dist(z0,t, z0,t0) > ε. Let B ⊂ R be bounded. There exists k0 ∈ N such that
for every k ≥ k0, for every a, b ∈ B and for every t ∈ [0, 2π], t0 ∈ I such that
|t− t0| ≥ δ, it holds that

dist(zak,t, zbk,t0) >
ε

2
. (13)

Thus, the mean-value theorem together with a suitable version of estimate (12)
imply that

sup
(0,δ]

∣∣∣∣(Vk,Ek
(t)(zak

, zbk,t0)− Vk,Ek
(−t)(zak

, zbk,t0)) cot

(
t

2

)∣∣∣∣ = O(k−∞),

and (in light of (13), (10)) the estimate is uniform for a, b ∈ B and t0 ∈ I.
Thus,∫ π

0

(Vk,Ek
(t)(zak

, zbk,t0)− Vk,Ek
(−t)(zak

, zbk,t0)) cot

(
t

2

)
dt =∫ π

δ

(Vk,Ek
(t)(zak

, zbk,t0)− Vk,Ek
(−t)(zak

, zbk,t0)) cot

(
t

2

)
dt+O(k−∞)

=

∫ 2π−δ

δ

Vk,Ek
(t)(zak

, zbk,t0) cot

(
t

2

)
dt+O(k−∞),

where (in light of (13), (9)) the remainder estimate is uniform for a, b ∈ B and
t0 ∈ I. Finally,∫ t0−δ

δ

Vk,Ek
(t)(zak

, zbk,t0) cot

(
t

2

)
dt = O(k−∞),
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and again, by (13), (9), the estimate is uniform for a, b ∈ B, t0 ∈ I. Similarly
for the integration over [t0 + δ, 2π − δ].

Corollary 4.8. Let Sk(z, w) = σ(z)⊗k ⊗ (σ∗
inv(w))

⊗k, where σ = sinv
|sinv| , with

sinv a local non-vanishing invariant section of L in a neighborhood of Oz0 . Note
that ∥XH∥ is constant in Oz0 . In light of the previous lemma and (17), we
conclude that

−
(
2π

k

)n

HS1(Vk,Ek
(zak

, zbk,t0))(0) =(
e−

(a2+b2)
2 ∥XH(z0)∥2

e−ikEkt0
cot
(
t0
2

)
∥XH(z0)∥

√
πk

+ Ck(a, b, t0)

)
Sk(zak

, zbk,t0).

Here, Ck(a, b, t0) =
Cv

k (a,b,t0)
2π , where Cv

k (a, b, t) is as specified in Corollary 5.2,
with v(t) = cot

(
t
2

)
.

In order to complete the proof of Theorem 1.6, it remains to establish the
off-diagonal estimate for the equivariant Bergman kernel Πk,Ek

, as formulated
in Theorem 1.7. Hence, we now turn to address the proof of the latter. Assume
that λk is an eigenvalue of Ĥk such that |λk − E| = O(k−1). Let

Πeq
k,λk

=
1

2π

∫ 2π

0

Vk(t)e
−ikλktdt

denote the orthogonal projection on the eigenspace associated with λk.

Corollary 4.9. Estimate (11) in the proof of Lemma 4.6 is also valid for Πeq
k,λk

.

Namely, if z ∈ M and w ∈ M \ Oz, then (z, w) ̸∈ MS(Πeq
k,λk

). Together with
Lemma 3.7, we obtain the first item of Theorem 1.7.

Corollary 4.10. Let z0 ∈ H−1(E) ∩M1 and I ⊂ S1 be a closed interval. The
same argument as in the proof of Lemma 4.7 implies that for every fixed δ > 0
small enough, if t0 ∈ I then

Πeq
k,λk

(zak
, zbk,t0) =

∫ t0+δ

t0−δ

Vk(t)(zak
, zbk,t0)e

−ikλktdt+ reqk (a, b, t0).

Here, reqk (a, b, t0) = O(k−∞) uniformly, as before: for every B ⊂ R bounded
and N > 0, there exists cB,N > 0 such that |reqk (a, b, t0)| ≤ cB,Nk

−N for every
a, b ∈ B, t0 ∈ I.

Thus, by (17), (
2π

k

)n

Πeq
k,λk

(zak
, zbk,t0) =(

e−
(a2+b2)

2 ∥XH(z0)∥2

e−ikλkt0
1

∥XH(z0)∥
√
πk

+ Ceq
k (a, b, t0)

)
Sk(zak

, zbk,t0),

where Ceq
k (a, b, t0) =

Cv
k (a,b,t0)

2π , with Cv
k (a, b, t) as specified in Corollary 5.2, for

v = 1 (also, Sk(z, w) is as specified in Corollary 4.8).
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5 Estimates of integrals involving the Bergman
kernel

We begin by noting that Πk admits the representation ([4], [16], Theorem 7.2.1,
[14], Theorem 4.11)

Πk(z, w) =

(
k

2π

)n

u(z, w, k)E⊗k(z, w) +Rk(z, w), (14)

where E ∈ C∞(M ×M,L⊠L∗), u(·, ·, k) ∈ C∞(M ×M) is real valued, and Rk

have the following properties.

• The section E satisfies |E(z, w)| < 1 for z ̸= w, and5 E(z, z) = 1.

• The function u(·, ·, k) is real-valued, and u(·, ·, k) ∼
∑∞

l=0 k
−lul(·, ·) in the

C∞-topology6, with u0(z, z) ≡ 1.

• Rk = O(k−∞) uniformly in (z, w).

Recall that {φt}t∈[0,2π] and {ψa}a∈R denote the Hamiltonian flow and gradient
flow associated with H. The two flows commute, and define a C∗-action on M
(the gradient flow also consists of biholomorphisms). As before, given z0 ∈ M ,
if α ∈ R and t ∈ S1, then we denote

zα = ψα(z0), zα,t = φt(zα).

Lemma 5.1. Fix z0 ∈ M . Let sinv be a a local invariant holomorphic section
of L in a neighborhood of Oz0 . Let S(z, w) = σ(z) ⊗ σ∗(w), where σ = sinv

|sinv| .

For δ > 0 small enough, define

gz0 : (−δ, δ)× (−δ, δ)× (−δ, δ)× S1 → C

by
E(za,t+t′ , zb,t′) = eigz0 (t,a,b,t

′)S(za,t+t′ , zb,t′). (15)

Let t0 ∈ S1. Then

gz0(0, t0) = 0,

∂tgz0(0, t0) = H(z0), ∂agz0(0, t0) = ∂bgz0(0, t0) = 0,

∂2t gz0(0, t0) = ∂2agz0(0, t0) = ∂2b gz0(0, t0) = −∂a∂bgz0(0, t0) =
i

2
∥XH∥2,

∂a∂tgz0(0, t0) = ∂b∂tgz0(0, t0) =
1

2
∥XH∥2.

5Here, we use the Hermitian metric to make the identification Lz ⊗ L∗
z ≃ C.

6This means that for every N ≥ 0, the function u(·, ·, k) −
∑N

l=0 k
−lul(·, ·) and all its

derivatives are uniformly O(k−(N+1)).
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Proof. First, E(φt0(z0), φt0(z0)) = S(φt0(z0), φt0(z0)), hence gz0(0, t0) = 0.
Let ∇̃ denote the connection on L⊠ L∗ →M ×M induced from ∇. Then

∇̃(XH ,0)E(za,t+t0 , zb,t0) =

i∂tgz0(t, a, b, t0)E(za,t+t0 , zb,t0)

+ eigz0 (t,a,b,t0)∇̃(XH ,0)S(za,t+t0 , zb,t0)

= i (∂tgz0(t, a, b, t0)−H(za)) E(za,t+t0 , zb,t0),

where we used the invariance of sinv, and the fact that φt0 preserves level sets
of H.

Let αE be the 1-form defined in a neighborhood of the diagonal ∆M ⊂M×M
by the equation

∇̃E = −iαE ⊗ E . (16)

Then
i (∂tgz0(t, a, b, t0)−H(za)) = −iαE(XH , 0)(za,t+t0 , zb,t0),

that is,
∂tgz0(t, a, b, t0) = H(za)− αE(XH , 0)(za,t+t0 , zb,t0).

However, αE vanishes on ∆M ([16], Lemma 7.1.3), hence ∂tgz0(0, t0) = H(z0).
Similarly (noting that ∇gradHσ = 0),

∂agz0(t, a, b, t0) = −αE(gradH, 0)(za,t+t0 , zb,t0),

∂bgz0(t, a, b, t0) = −αE(0, gradH)(za,t+t0 , zb,t0),

and since αE vanishes on ∆M , we obtain ∂agz0(0, t0) = ∂bgz0(0, t0) = 0.
Next, we note that

∂2t gz0 = −L(XH ,0)αE(XH , 0), ∂
2
agz0 = −L(gradH,0)αE(gradH, 0),

∂2b gz0 = −L(0,gradH)αE(0, gradH), ∂a∂bgz0 = −L(gradH,0)αE(0, gradH),

∂t∂agz0 = −L(XH ,0)αE(gradH, 0), ∂t∂bgz0 = −L(XH ,0)αE(0, gradH).

Now, as shown in [16], Lemma 7.1.3, there exists a smooth section BE of the
bundle T ∗(M ×M)⊗ T ∗(M ×M)⊗ C → ∆M such that for vector fields X,Y
on M ×M ,

LX(αE(Y )) = BE(Y, Y ) = ω̃(q(YH), YH)

on ∆M . Here, q is the projection from T(w,w)(M ×M)⊗C onto T 0,1
(w,w)(M ×M)

with kernel T(w,w)∆M ⊗ C, and ω̃ = π∗
1ω − π∗

2ω is the Kähler form on M ×M .
We can compute q(X, 0) and q(0, X) explicitly, and obtain

q(X, 0) =
1

2
(X + ijX,−X + ijX) , q(0, X) =

1

2
(−X + ijX,X + ijX)

where j is the complex structure on M . Thus, a straightforward computation
produces

∂2t gz0(0, t0) = −ω̃(q(XH , 0), (XH , 0)) = −1

2
ω(ijXH , XH) =

i

2
∥XH∥2,
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and noting that gradH = −jXH ,

∂t∂agz0(0, t0) = −ω̃(q(XH , 0), (gradH, 0)) = −1

2
ω(XH ,−jXH) =

1

2
∥XH∥.

The rest of the cases are computed in the same way.

Using Lemma 5.1, we can apply the stationary phase approximation in order
to estimate integrals (along S1-trajectories) which involve the Bergman kernel.
In light of Lemma 4.4, we assume that N = 1 (i.e., there exists an open dense
M1 ⊂M such that the stabilizer group of every z ∈M1 is trivial).

Corollary 5.2. Let λk be an eigenvalue of Ĥk such that |λk − E| = O(k−1),
where E ∈ H(M) is a regular value. Fix z0 ∈ H−1(E) ∩ M1. Let I ⊂ S1

be a closed interval. Let v be a smooth function, compactly supported in a
neighborhood of I, such that v|I ̸= 0. Fix a, b ∈ R. For δ > 0 small enough and
t0 ∈ I, denote

Iv,λk

k,δ (α, β, t0) =

(
2π

k

)n ∫ t0+δ

t0−δ

v(t)Vk,λk
(t)(zα, zβ,t0)dt,

where Vk,λk
(t) = e−ikλktVk(t). Write ak = a√

k
, bk = b√

k
. Then

Iv,λk

k,δ (ak, bk, t0) = Kv,λk

k (a, b, t0)Sk(zak
, zbk,t0), (17)

with Sk as specified in Theorem 1.6, and

Kv,λk

k (a, b, t0) =

e−
(a2+b2)∥XH (z0)∥2

2 e−ikλkt0
2v(t0)

∥XH(z0)∥

√
π

k
+ Cv

k (a, b, t0).

Here,

Cv
k (a, b, t) =

Cv
k,1(a, b, t)

k
+
Cv

k,2(a, b, t)

k
3
2

,

where Cv
k,1(a, b, t), C

v
k,2(a, b, t) satisfy that for any bounded set B ⊂ R there exist

cvB,1, c
v
B,2 > 0 such that

|Cv
k,1(a, b, t)| ≤ (|a|+ |b|)cvB,1, |Cv

k,2(a, b, t)| ≤ cvB,2

for all a, b ∈ B and t ∈ I.

Proof. According to Lemma 4.5,

Vk,λk
(t)(zα, zβ,t0) = ck,λk

(zα, t)Tk,tΠk(zα,t, zβ,t0),

where ck,λk
(z, t) = eik(H(z)−λk)t. Then using (14),

Tk,tΠk(zα,t, zβ,t0) =(
k

2π

)n

u(zα,t, zβ,t0 , k)Tk,t
(
E⊗k(zα,t, zβ,t0)

)
.
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The invariance of sinv implies that Tk,tSk(φt(z), w) = e−ikH(z)tSk(z, w). Thus,
in the notations of Lemma 5.1,

Tk,t
(
E⊗k(zα,t, zβ,t0)

)
= eik(gz0 (t−t0,α,β,t0)−H(zα)t)Sk(zα, zβ,t0).

Hence,

Iv,λk

k,δ (ak, bk, t0) =

(∫ t0+δ

t0−δ

ṽk(t, ak, bk, t0)e
ikgz0 (t−t0,ak,bk,t0)dt

)
Sk(zak

, zbk,t0),

with
ṽk(t, α, β, t0) = v(t)e−ikλktu(zα,t, zβ,t0 , k).

Next, applying a change of variables,∫ t0+δ

t0−δ

ṽk(t, ak, bk, t0)e
ikgz0 (t−t0,ak,bk,t0)dt

= e−ikλkt0

∫ δ

−δ

vk(t, ak, bk, t0)e
ikfz0 (t,ak,bk,t0)dt,

where (noting that H(z0) = E)

vk(t, α, β, t0) = v(t+ t0)e
ik(E−λk)tu(zα,t+t0 , zβ,t0 , k),

fz0(t, α, β, t
′) = gz0(t, α, β, t

′)− Et.

Now, ∂tfz0(0, t0) = 0 and ∂2t fz0(0, t0) ̸= 0 by Lemma 5.1, and we can assume
without loss of generality that t = 0 is the unique such point in (−δ, δ). Also,
the derivatives of vk are bounded as k → ∞ (since |E − λk| = O(k−1)). Hence,
we can apply the stationary phase lemma for a complex valued phase ([13],
Theorem 7.7.12), and obtain∫ δ

−δ

vk(t, ak, bk, t0)e
ikfz0 (t,ak,bk,t0)dt

=

(
2πi

k (∂2t fz0)
0
(ak, bk, t0)

) 1
2

eikf
0
z0

(ak,bk,t0)v0k(ak, bk, t0) +O(k−
3
2 ).

Here, for a function F (t, a, b, t′), the notation F 0(a, b, t′) stands for a function
of a, b, t′ only which belongs to the same residue class as F modulo the ideal
generated by ∂tF (i.e., F − F 0 = G∂tF for some function G). Also, the square

root is defined such that its real part is non-negative. Finally, the O(k−
3
2 )

estimate is uniform for a, b in bounded sets and t0 ∈ I.
The derivatives of v0k are bounded as k → ∞, hence (using Taylor’s theorem)

v0k(ak, bk, t0) = v0k(0, t0) +
c0(k, a, b, t0)√

k

= vk(0, t0) +
c0(k, a, b, t0)√

k

= v(t0) +
c0(k, a, b, t0)√

k
+O(k−1)
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for some c0(k, a, b, t0) satisfying that for every bounded set B ⊂ R there exists
c0,B > 0 such that |c0(k, a, b, t0)| ≤ (|a|+ |b|)c0,B for all a, b ∈ B, t0 ∈ I. Also,
the O(k−1) estimate is uniform for a, b ∈ B and t0 ∈ I.

Similarly,(
2πi

k (∂2t fz0)
0
(ak, bk, t0)

) 1
2

=

(
2πi

k (∂2t fz0)
0
(0, t0)

) 1
2

+
c1(k, a, b, t0)

k

=
2

∥XH∥

√
π

k
+
c1(k, a, b, t0)

k
.

Again, c1(k, a, b, t0) satisfies that for every bounded set B ⊂ R there exists
c1,B > 0 such that |c1(k, a, b, t0)| ≤ (|a|+ |b|)c1,B for all a, b ∈ B, t0 ∈ I.

Finally, we may choose (see [13], 7.7.16, and the succeeding paragraph)

f0z0(a, b, t
′) = fz0(0, a, b, t

′)− q(0, a, b, t′)T (a, b, t′)2,

where T such that T (0, t0) = 0 for every t0 ∈ I, and q is some smooth function.
It follows that

f0z0(0, t0) = fz0(0, t0) = 0,

∂af
0
z0(0, t0) = ∂afz0(0, t0) = 0 = ∂bfz0(0, t0) = ∂bf

0
z0(0, t0).

Also,

∂2af
0
z0(0, t0) = ∂2afz0(0, t0)− 2q(0, t0)(∂aT (0, t0))

2,

∂a∂bf
0
z0(0, t0) = ∂a∂bfz0(0, t0)− 2q(0, t0)∂bT (0, t0)∂aT (0, t0),

∂2b f
0
z0(0, t0) = ∂2b fz0(0, t0)− 2q(0, t0)(∂bT (0, t0))

2,

with

2q(0, t0) = ∂2t fz0(0, t0),

∂aT (0, t0) = −∂a∂tfz0(0, t0)
∂2t fz0(0, t0)

, ∂bT (0, t0) = −∂b∂tfz0(0, t0)
∂2t fz0(0, t0)

.

Thus, noting Lemma 5.1, a straightforward computation produces

f0z0(ak, bk, t0) = f0z0(0, t0) + ak∂af
0
z0(0, t0) + bk∂bf

0
z0(0, t0)

+
a2k
2
∂2af

0
z0(0, t0) + akbk∂a∂bf

0
z0(0, t0)

+
b2k
2
∂2b f

0
z0(0, t0) +

c2(k, a, b, t0)

k
3
2

=
i

2k
(a2 + b2)∥XH∥2 + c2(k, a, b, t0)

k
3
2

.

As before, c2(k, a, b, t0) satisfies that for every bounded set B ⊂ R there exists
c2,B > 0 such that |c2(k, a, b, t0)| ≤ (|a|+|b|)c2,B for all a, b ∈ B, t0 ∈ I. Putting
everything together, we obtain the required.
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6 Concluding remarks

The spectral projections addressed in Theorem 1.6 (the main result of this work)
are analogues of so-calledMelrose-Uhlmann projections [11], which are defined in
the framework of pseudodifferential quantization. Melrose-Uhlmann projections
on S1-symmetric manifolds are closely related to the quantization of symplectic
cuts ([17, 11]). More generally, they are instances of operators whose Schwartz
kernels are distributions of Melrose-Uhlmann type ([20]); these are distributions
associated with (suitable) pairs of intersecting Lagrangian submanifolds, and
they admit a symbol calculus. It would be interesting to study whether an
analogous theory exists in the framework of geometric quantization.

Finally, we note that our study of partial Bergman kernels has two obvious
shortcomings. First, the main result (Theorem 1.6) only addresses the case of
Hamiltonians generating holomorphic circle actions; we except that more robust
methods would make it possible to establish a version of Theorem 1.6 which is
valid in greater generality (cf. [28]). Second, the results presented in this work
are all local; it would be desirable to obtain a uniform description of partial
Bergman kernels (it is not obvious that such a description exists), as has been
done for Schwartz kernels of Toeplitz operators and of quantum propagators
([5, 6]).
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