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NONLINEAR CHAOTIC VLASOV EQUATIONS

YANN CHAUBET, DANIEL HAN-KWAN, AND GABRIEL RIVIÈRE

Abstract. In this article, we study nonlinear Vlasov equations with a smooth in-
teraction kernel on a compact manifold without boundary where the geodesic flow
exhibits strong chaotic behavior, known as the Anosov property. We show that, for
small initial data with finite regularity and supported away from the null section, there
exist global solutions to the nonlinear Vlasov equations which weakly converge to an
equilibrium of the free transport equation, and whose potential strongly converges to
zero, both with exponential speed. Central to our approach are microlocal anisotropic
Sobolev spaces, originally developed for studying Pollicott-Ruelle resonances, that we
further refine to deal with the geometry of the full cotangent bundle, which paves the
way to the analysis of nonlinear Vlasov equations.
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1. Introduction

Let (Σ, g) be a smooth, compact, connected, oriented and Riemannian manifold of
dimension n > 2 which has no boundary. All along the article, we make the assump-
tion that (Σ, g) is an Anosov manifold [Ano67a], which means that the geodesic flow
displays chaotic features, for instance strong sensitivity to initial conditions (we refer to
Section 3.2 below for a proper definition). In particular, this condition holds as soon as
(Σ, g) has negative sectional curvature; this includes the special case of compact quo-
tients of the hyperbolic plane (see e.g. [FH19]). We are interested in kinetic mean-field
equations, namely in the nonlinear Vlasov equation

(1.1)

{
∂tu+ {H+ Φ(u), u} = 0,

u|t=0 = u0 ∈ L1(T∗Σ).
1
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Here {·, ·} denotes the Poisson bracket in T∗Σ, H stands for the classical Hamiltonian

associated with the geodesic flow, that is H(x, ξ) =
1

2
|ξ|2x, and the interaction potential

Φ(u) ∈ C ∞(Σ) is given by

(1.2) Φ(u)(x) = Kπ∗u(x) =

∫

T∗Σ

K(x, y)u(y, η)dL(y, η),

where L is the Liouville measure on T∗Σ, π : (x, ξ) ∈ T∗Σ 7→ x ∈ Σ is the natural
projection and K is an integral operator acting on L2(Σ). Its kernel K ∈ C ∞(Σ×Σ,R)
is assumed to satisfy ∫

Σ

K(x, y)dvolg(y) = 0 for each x ∈ Σ,

with volg the Riemannian volume induced by the metric g. From the physical point
of view, when u0 > 0, the function u(t) can be interpreted as the distribution func-
tion in phase space of a population of particles, whose dynamics in Σ is steered by
a self-induced potential Φ(u), created by their non-trivial spatial density π∗u(t, x) =∫
T∗

xΣ
u(t, x, ξ) dLx(ξ).

The main objective of the present paper is to prove the following result.

Theorem 1.1. There are N0 ∈ N>1 and ϑ0 > 0 depending only on (Σ, g) (and not on
the interaction kernel K) such that the following holds.

For any 0 < r0 < 1, there are C, ε > 0 such that, if u0 satisfies

‖u0‖CN0 6 ε and supp u0 ⊂ {(x, ξ) ∈ T∗Σ : |ξ|x ∈ (r0, r
−1
0 )},

then (1.1) admits a unique solution u ∈ C 1(R, L1(T∗Σ)). Moreover, there exist func-
tions h±∞ ∈ L∞

comp(R>0) such that, for all ψ ∈ C ∞
c (T∗Σ),

∣∣∣∣
∫

T∗Σ

u(±t)ψ dL−
∫

T∗Σ

(h±∞ ◦ H) ψ dL

∣∣∣∣ 6 Ce−tϑ0r0‖ψ‖CN0‖u0‖CN0 , t > 0.

In addition, for every N > 0, there is CN > 0 such that

‖Φ(u(±t))‖C N 6 CNe
−tϑ0r0‖u0‖CN0 , t > 0.

Theorem 1.1 provides a fine description of the large time behavior of small solutions
with finite regularity, initially compactly supported away from the null section {ξ = 0},
to the nonlinear Vlasov equation (1.1). Namely, it shows that the distribution function
u(t) weakly converges to an equilibrium of the the free transport equation

∂tf + {H, f} = 0,

and the potential Φ(u(t)) strongly converges to 0, both with exponential speed. A
direct consequence of this theorem, by a rescaling argument, is the following statement
which states convergence to equilibrium for weakly nonlinear perturbations of the free
Vlasov equation.

Corollary 1.2. There exists N0 > 1 such that, for any 0 < r0 < 1 and any M0 > 0,
one can find ε0 > 0 so that if ‖u0‖C N0 6 M0 and

supp u0 ⊂ {(x, ξ) ∈ T∗Σ : |ξ|x ∈ (r0, r
−1
0 )},



NONLINEAR CHAOTIC VLASOV EQUATIONS 3

then, for every 0 6 ε 6 ε0 the solution of the problem

(1.3)

{
∂tu+ {H+ εΦ(u), u} = 0,

u|t=0 = u0,

satisfies the same properties as in the conclusion of Theorem 1.1.

Under this form, our main result can be understood as an analogue for the Vlasov
equation of the recent results of Bahsoun, Liverani and Sélley on globally coupled
Anosov diffeomorphisms, acting discretely on distribution functions [BLS23] (see also
[ST21, Gal22, Tan23] and references therein). More precisely, they consider weakly
nonlinear mean-field perturbations of transfer operators associated with Anosov diffeo-
morphisms. They prove that such nonlinear transfer operators admit a unique physical
(or Sinai-Ruelle-Bowen) measure and that convergence to this equilibrium measure
holds at an exponential rate. The strategy of [BLS23] is based on a fixed point theorem
argument which is tailored for discrete time models.

1.1. Exponential mixing for the geodesic flow with the Anosov property. In
the free case (that is when K ≡ 0), Theorem 1.1 is a consequence of by now classical
results. The weak convergence of u without explicit speed of convergence is a conse-
quence of Anosov’s seminal work [Ano67a] following earlier contributions by Hopf on
the ergodicity of the Liouville measure [Hop39, Hop40]. Anosov’s result was refined for
manifolds of constant negative curvature by providing speed of convergence using tools
from harmonic analysis on Lie groups [Rat87, Moo87, Pol92]. The extension of these
works to variable negative curvature was obtained in dimension 2 using methods from
Markov partitions by Dolgopyat [Dol98] and in any dimension using Banach spaces with
anisotropic regularity adapted to Anosov flows by Liverani [Liv04] (see also [Che98] for
earlier results showing subexponential decay when r0 > 0). The outcome of the results
in these references is that, when K ≡ 0, we have

(1.4)

∣∣∣∣
∫

S∗Σ

u(t)ψ dL1 −
∫

S∗Σ

(∫

S∗Σ

u0dL1

)
ψ dL1

∣∣∣∣ 6 Ce−ϑ0|t|‖u0‖C N0‖ψ‖CN0 ,

where S∗Σ = {(x, ξ) ∈ T∗Σ : |ξ|x = 1} and L1 is the desintegration of the Liouville
measure on S∗Σ. Integrating this expression over T∗Σ yields the following theorem for
the free Vlasov equation:

Theorem 1.3 (Dolgopyat-Liverani). Let K ≡ 0. There exist an integer N0 > 1 and
two constants C, ϑ1 > 0 such that the following holds. For any 0 6 r0 < 1, for any
u0 ∈ C N0(T∗Σ) such that

supp u0 ⊂ {(x, ξ) ∈ T∗Σ : |ξ|x ∈ [r0,∞[} ,
and for any ψ ∈ C ∞

c (T∗Σ), one has

∀t > 0,

∣∣∣∣
∫

T∗Σ

u(±t)ψ dL−
∫

T∗Σ

(hlin ◦ H)ψ dL

∣∣∣∣ 6 C
e−tϑ1r0

(1 + t)n
‖ψ‖CN0‖u0‖CN0 ,

where

hlin(r) =

∫

S∗Σ

u0(x, rξ1) dL1(x, ξ1).
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Note that, in this free setting, the case r0 = 0 is allowed but only algebraic decay is
reached in that case. For the reader’s convenience, see Appendix B for a short proof of
this theorem based on the mixing property (1.4). Let us emphasize that we will not be
able to use this theorem directly and that we will rather rely on microlocal refinements
of this result (see Theorem 4.6 below). Indeed, (1.4) was subsequently recovered and
improved using methods from microlocal analysis [Tsu10, Tsu12, NZ15, FT17, FT21],
with a strategy initiated in [BT07, FRS08, FS11] and which can display analogies with
the study of quantum resonances [AC71, BC71, HS86]. These alternative approaches
allowed to give sharp expressions on the high frequency value of the decay rate ϑ0 and
to obtain results on the distribution of the so-called Pollicott–Ruelle resonances. On
top of that, the Fourier analysis machinery behind these works turns out to be relevant
for applications to nonlinear Vlasov equations as we shall see in this article. In fact,
in all the above references, the upper bound in (1.4) involves the norm of u0 and ψ
in some Banach space of distributions with anisotropic Hölder or Sobolev regularity
adapted to the free dynamics. For the application to nonlinear Vlasov equations, the
microlocal anisotropic Sobolev norms of Faure and Sjöstrand [FS11] appearing in the
upper bound obtained by Nonnenmacher and Zworski in [NZ15, §9] will be appropriate
and this microlocal approach will allow us to show that

(1.5) h±∞(r) = hlin(r)−
∫

S∗Σ

(∫ ±∞

0

{Φ(u(s)), u(s)}(x, rξ1)ds
)
dL1(x, ξ1)

is well defined and that it is indeed the limiting distribution of the solution to (1.1)
provided ‖u0‖CN is small enough. Yet, it may happen that other types of anistropic
norms could be used modulo some careful adaptations of our nonlinear arguments.
For instance, the aforementioned recent work [BLS23] (see also [BL24]) makes use of
geometric anisotropic Banach spaces of distributions as developped in [BL22] to study
nonlinear mean-field perturbations of Anosov diffeomorphisms, which can be somehow
viewed as discrete analogues of the Vlasov equation.

1.2. Other Vlasov equations of geometric origin. Other geometric Vlasov equa-
tions were previously studied with motivations from physics and with an emphasis
on the fine large time behavior of solutions. Such equations on manifolds are in fact
natural in the context of general relativity. See for instance [Rin13], [ACGS22] or
the recent works about the stability of the Minkowski space-time for Einstein–Vlasov
[Tay17, LT20, FJS21, BFJ+21] and references therein. Compared with the present work,

the free Hamiltonian is given in these references by H(x, ξ) = |ξ|2x/
√
|ξ|2x +m (with

m > 0), the potential Φ is taken to be identically 0 and the nonlinearity comes from the
fact that the (time dependent) metric g is given by the Einstein equation with a source
term depending linearly on certain averages of u. We also refer to [ABJ17, Big23, VR22]
which establish various decay estimates of spacetime observables for the (linear) mass-
less Vlasov equation outside of black hole geometries, whose associated flows display
hyperbolic features. In other directions, we may finally mention [Mos23] for the in-
stability of the Anti-de Sitter space-time or [HL24b, HL24a, Tou23, Tou24] for works
related to derivations of Einstein–Vlasov from the Einstein vacuum equation in the high
frequency regime, the so-called Burnett conjecture.
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More closely related to our geometric framework, Velozo Ruiz and Velozo Ruiz
[VRVR23] treated recently the case of the free Vlasov equation set on a noncompact
asymptotically hyperbolic manifold Σ whose trapped set is empty and established ex-
ponential convergence to 0 of π∗(u)(t) when r0 > 0 and polynomial convergence when
r0 ≡ 0 and (Σ, g) = (H2, y−2(dx2 + dy2)) (see also [Sal07] which considers the case of a
general metric on Rn). In this non-compact and non-trapping setting, dispersion pre-
vails, leading to decay for the spatial density π∗(u)(t). Finally, together with Bigorgne,
they studied the stability of vacuum for the Vlasov–Poisson equation on T∗Rn, in the
presence of an external potential −1

2
|x|2 which induces hyperbolic features of the free

Hamiltonian flow. Indeed, the linear flow has then a non-empty trapped set which is
the hyperbolic fixed point (x, ξ) = (0, 0). For these models and for the Poisson inter-
action K = ±∆−1, exponential decay to 0 for π∗u(t) was proved in [VRVR24] while,
after proper renormalization of the solution along the unstable manifold, the first term
in the asymptotic expansion was identified in [BVRVR23] when n = 2 together with a
fine asymptotic description of the limit distribution.

1.3. The flat torus case. Besides these models of geometric flavour, it is also instruc-
tive to compare our work to what is known for Vlasov equations set on the cotangent
bundle of the flat torus Tn, which has been, as far as we know, the unique compact
manifold where progress has been made concerning fine large time behavior of solutions
to (1.1). In this simple geometric framework, the Vlasov equation reads

(1.6) ∂tu+ ξ · ∇xu−∇xΦ(u) · ∇ξu = 0, u|t=0 = u0 ∈ C
N(T∗Tn,R) ∩ L1(T∗Tn),

with the identification T∗Tn ≃ Tn ×Rn. In a breakthrough work [MV11], Mouhot and
Villani have proved that small, analytic (or at least Gevrey with high regularity index)
solutions to (1.6) weakly converges to a stationary state to free transport, and the
potential Φ(u) strongly converges to 0, both with exponential speed (sub-exponential
in the Gevrey case), a result referred to in the mathematical literature as Landau
Damping. Prior to that, we mention that [Deg86] studied the linear spectral problem,
and in [CM98, HV09] the authors were able to construct examples of solutions that
display this behavior. It is also important to note that these references do not restrict
to smooth interaction kernels K, and in particular treat Vlasov–Poisson equations;
note though that they impose a convolution kernel, that is K(x, y) must be of the form
k(x− y).

The linear mechanism at work in the torus is the so-called phase mixing, which can
be briefly summarized as follows. On the torus, the free motion is integrable, and
the solution to the free transport equation has an explicit formula, namely we have
u(t, x, ξ) = u(0, x− tξ, ξ) and

∫

T∗Tn

u(t)ψdL =

∫

T∗Tn

(∫

Tn

u0 dx

)
ψdxdξ +

∑

k 6=0

∫

Rn

Fxu0(k, ξ)Fxψ(−k, ξ)eitk·ξ dξ

=

∫

T∗Tn

(∫

Tn

u0 dx

)
ψdxdξ +

∑

k 6=0

∫

Rn

Fx,ξu0(k, v − tk)Fx,ξψ(−k,−v) dv,
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where Fx (resp. Fx,ξ) refers to the Fourier coefficients in x (resp. Fourier coefficients in
x and Fourier transform in ξ). Therefore, u converges weakly to its space average as a
consequence of Riemann–Lebesgue’s theorem. Furthermore, the speed of convergence
can be quantified, depending on the regularity with respect to ξ of u0. In particular,
we have

∣∣∣∣
∫

T∗Tn

u(t)ψ dL−
∫

T∗Tn

(∫

Tn

u0dx

)
ψ dxdξ

∣∣∣∣ 6 Ce−tR‖u0‖analytic‖ψ‖analytic,

where ‖ · ‖analytic stands for some appropriate analytic norm and R is related to the
radius of analyticity [Deg86]. This exponential convergence can be compared to the one
appearing in (1.4). The linear mechanism we exploit in (1.4), i.e. the strong chaotic
features of the geodesic flow in compact Anosov manifolds, is thus of very different
nature to that of the torus, which relies on the (strong) regularity of the solution to
the Vlasov equation. In the nonlinear setting, it results into the fact that Φ(u(t))
converges exponentially fast to 0 in analytic topology. For what concerns solutions
u(t, x, ξ) to (1.6), they weakly converge to some limit distribution h±∞(ξ), still with an
exponential speed, where h±∞(ξ) is an analytic function on Rn. The main difficulty in
the nonlinear analysis on Tn is due to resonances referred to as plasma echoes which
can lead to catastrophic growth phenomena; they are the reason why the result of
[MV11] is restricted to solutions with infinite regularity. Heuristically, these echoes
give a threshold for the Gevrey regularity of the initial data, which is related to the
regularity of the interaction kernel K.

Moreover, [MV11] went beyond the small data regime, as they identify a class of
stable homogeneous equilibria h(ξ), namely satisfying the so-called Penrose stability
condition. In particular, in the repulsive case, this is automatically satisfied for smooth
positive radial symmetric h in dimension n > 3. Large time behavior is then established
for analytic data in a small neighborhood of such equilibria. Shortly after, Lin and Zeng
proved the existence of low regularity periodic in time objects, the so-called BGK waves,
in the vicinity of Penrose stable equilibria [LZ11, LZ12], thus implying that the main
result of [MV11] does not hold in such a low regularity. In [Bed21], Bedrossian showed
that in high but finite regularity, the scenario of [MV11] cannot hold, precisely due to
the aforementioned plasma echoes (see also [Zil21, Zil23]). Over the years, the seminal
work [MV11] was sharpened and the general strategy got simplified, first by Bedrossian,
Masmoudi and Mouhot in [BMM16] where the presumed optimal Gevrey regularity
index was almost reached, and more recently by Grenier, Nguyen and Rodnianski in
[GNR21]. Following these works, Ionescu, Pausader, Wang and Widmayer did obtain
the optimal Gevrey index [IPWW24]. We finally refer to [Bed22] for a more complete
discussion and review of the relevant mathematical literature.

In another direction, for the so-called Vlasov-HMF (Hamiltonian Mean Field) equa-
tion, that is when the potential Φ(u) only depends on a finite number of Fourier modes
of the density π∗u, Faou and Rousset showed in [FR16] that Gevrey regularity can be
dispensed with, as they obtained stability results in finite Sobolev regularity. This is
possible because “infinite chains” of plasma echoes cannot occur in this setting. See
also [BOY11, FHR21]. On Anosov manifolds, the linear mixing mechanism is strong
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enough so that, even if we do not restrict to an interaction potential involving a fi-
nite number of modes, resonances such as plasma echoes do not seem to appear in the
nonlinear analysis, which allows to obtain finite regularity results.

1.4. Further questions. Whereas on the torus spaces of analytic functions were the
right spaces to capture a spectral gap for the dynamics, on Anosov manifolds, the right
spaces are anisotropic Sobolev spaces (equipped with the aforementioned anisotropic
Sobolev norms as first constructed by Faure and Sjöstrand [FS11]) which we shall intro-
duce soon enough. This ultimately leads to the finite regularity result of Theorem 1.1.
However it is fair to acknowledge two shortcomings of our analysis:

• the kernel K needs to be smooth (at least of class C k with k large enough); in
particular our work does not handle the Poisson case K = ±∆−1

g ;
• the initial support of the distribution function needs to be away from the null

section; this is because the aforementioned mixing property of the geodesic
flow degenerates and we have not been able to cope with this degeneracy in
the nonlinear analysis. In the free case, the decay results from [Rat87, Dol98,
Liv04, Tsu10, Tsu12, NZ15, FT21], ensure algebraic decay to equilibrium when
the initial data are non trivial near the null section (recall Theorem 1.3) but it is
not clear how to exploit this weaker mixing property for the nonlinear problem.

Hopefully, they will be overcome in the future, but this likely will require substantial
work. For what concerns results in a small vicinity of a non-trivial equilibrium f0(H)
(where f0 is not necessarily identically 0), our strategy of proof should in principle allow
to write an abstract Penrose stability condition as in the Euclidean setting but we still
need to understand in which practical situations it would be indeed relevant.

1.5. Organization of the article. Section 2 mainly serves pedagogical purposes: we
describe an heuristic scheme of proof for a toy model, namely a nonlinear perturbation
of a contact Anosov vector field. The main example is that of the geodesic flow on
S⋆Σ. Some of the difficulties of the analysis already appear at this level; yet, the main
technical issues actually occur when dealing with nonlinear Vlasov equations set on the
full cotangent bundle T∗Σ.

With this perspective in mind, in Section 3, we proceed to geometric constructions
which are motivated by the way we will design the anisotropic Sobolev spaces adapted
to our nonlinear equations. More precisely, these geometric preliminaries consist in
building nice enough functions which decay along the flow lines of the symplectic lift
on T∗T∗Σ of the free motion, the so-called escape functions. This kind of geometric
approach is natural when dealing with the study of linear operators having continu-
ous spectrum on standard L2 spaces and it originates in the study of quantum reso-
nances [AC71, BC71, HS86] whose fine description is related to the long time dynamics
of Schrödinger type equations. In the context of hyperbolic dynamical systems, these
geometric constructions appeared in [FRS08, FS11, DZ16, FT17] for the study of the
free motion on S∗Σ. Here, we will build new escape functions adapted to the free dy-
namics on the full cotangent bundle T∗Σ, in the spirit of these references. Namely,
we introduce, study and compare to each other what we call sliced and global escape
functions. These two kinds of escape functions fulfill different purposes which cannot
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be achieved at the same time. Loosely speaking, the sliced escape functions enjoy ap-
propriate properties when restricted to S⋆Σ, whereas the global escape functions are
rather adapted to the full dynamics on T∗Σ.

Equipped with these objects, we can introduce, in Section 4, Sobolev spaces with
anisotropic regularity that are adapted to the free dynamics, referred to as sliced and
global anisotropic Sobolev spaces. As suggested by the names, these spaces are associ-
ated with the sliced or global escape functions. We study their main properties, most
notably the exponential decay properties they induce on the free transport. The most
technical statement is a bilinear estimate, adapted to the structure of the Vlasov equa-
tion, which displays exponential decay and relates sliced and global anisotropic Sobolev
norms; this turns out to be one of the keys of the proof.

The end of the paper is devoted to the actual nonlinear analysis. First, in a short
Section 5, we prove the existence and uniqueness of a solution to (1.1). In Section 6,
we gather all pieces together to prove Theorem 1.1, using a bootstrap argument. In
particular, all the abstract functional estimates of Section 4 are specifically tailored to
this aim.

Finally, we provide in Appendix A a detailed toolbox on the classical microlocal tools
at the heart of our proofs: these are mostly used in Section 4 and in §6.7 and alluded to
in the heuristic scheme of Section 2. Appendix B presents a derivation of Theorem 1.3
from (1.4).

To conclude, we point out that, all along the article, for the sake of simplicity, we
consider the Vlasov equation (1.1) in positive times but the argument can be straight-
forwardly adapted to negative times by considering the negative geodesic vector field
which still has the Anosov property.

Acknowledgements. We thank Matthieu Léautaud for early discussions about the
matter of this work back in 2019 and Yannick Guedes Bonthonneau for his insights
related to the construction of escape functions. The three authors acknowledge the
support of the Centre Henri Lebesgue (ANR-11-LABX-0020-01). GR is also partially
supported by the Institut Universitaire de France and the PRC grant ADYCT (ANR-
20-CE40-0017).

2. An heuristic scheme of proof for a toy model

Due to the use of microlocal methods involving anisotropic symbols (adapted to the
Anosov dynamics), the proof of our main theorem is fairly technically involved. Yet,
its general scheme is rather natural from the perspective of nonlinear PDEs. In this
section, for expository purposes, we aim at explaining the general idea on a related toy
model, without paying attention to technical details, that are left to the following of
the paper. Several difficulties already appear at this level; however, specific issues also
arise for nonlinear Vlasov equations such as (1.1) – they will be discussed in the end of
the section.

2.1. The toy model: nonlinear perturbations of contact Anosov vector fields.

Let M1 be a smooth compact manifold endowed with a contact vector field X1 that has
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the Anosov property1. Denote by (ϕt)t∈R the associated flow. Let L1 be the (contact)
volume measure preserved by X1 and we fix a smooth vector field V that also preserves
L1. Let us consider the toy model

(2.1) ∂tu = X1u+ ω(u)V u, u|t=0 = u0,

where

ω(u) =

∫

M1

u(t, z1)φ(z1)dL1(z1)

with φ ∈ C ∞(M1) being a smooth function that is fixed once and for all. The function
φ is assumed to satisfy ∫

M1

φ(z1)dL1(z1) = 0.

By Duhamel’s principle, the solution to the Cauchy problem (2.1) can be written as

(2.2) u(t) = ϕ∗
tu0 +

∫ t

0

ω(u(s))ϕ∗
t−sV (u(s))ds.

Note that we put aside existence issues and focus on the description of the large time
behavior of u. In order to prove weak convergence, we take a smooth test function ψ
and write

〈u(t), ψ〉 = 〈ϕ∗
tu0, ψ〉+

∫ t

0

ω(u(s))
〈
ϕ∗
(t−s)V (u(s)), ψ

〉
ds.

The first term on the right-hand side converges (exponentially fast) to
∫

M1

u0 dL1

∫

M1

ψ dL1

thanks to the decay of correlations result for contact Anosov flows [Liv04] (cf. (1.4) in
the case of geodesic flows). The second term splits in two parts by decomposing ψ as

ψ =

(
ψ −

∫

M1

ψ dL1

)
+

∫

M1

ψ dL1 = P1(ψ) + (Id−P1)(ψ)

Since the vector field V preserves L1, the contribution coming from
∫
M1
ψdL1 yields a

term equal to 0. Hence we just need to understand if the integral

(2.3)

∫ t

0

ω(u(s))
〈
u(s), V ϕ∗

−(t−s)P1ψ
〉
ds

converges when t→ ∞.
Suppose now that we are given an essentially self-adjoint invertible operator B acting

on C ∞(M1) and C,N0, ϑ > 0 such that for each 0 6 s <∞ we have

(2.4) ‖Bϕ∗
sP1B

−1‖L2→L2 6 Ce−ϑs and ‖B−1V ϕ∗
−sP1‖CN0→L2 6 Ce−ϑs.

Such an operator exists thanks to [FS11, NZ15], up to the fact that a loss of derivative
occurs, which can be fixed by the introduction of an appropriate resolvent of the form
(X1 + 1)−N , with N large enough, in the estimates. In the present discussion, this

1As already raised in the introduction, this is in particular the case for the geodesic vector field on
the unit cotangent bundle S∗Σ of a negatively curved surface (Σ, g).
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technical aspect will be put aside for clarity of exposure but we will have to deal with
this issue in the actual proof of our main results.

The second bound of (2.4) allows to bound the integrand of (2.3) as
∣∣ω(u(s))

〈
u(s), V ϕ∗

−(t−s)P1ψ
〉∣∣ 6 C|ω(u(s))| ‖ϕ‖CN0‖Bu(s)‖L2e−(t−s)ϑ.

In particular, if we are able to show that for some N > 0 and ϑ′ ∈ ]0, ϑ[, one has

(2.5) ‖Bu(s)‖L2 6 C‖u0‖C N and |ω(u(s))| = O(e−ϑ
′s)

then we would obtain that the integral (2.3) would of size O(e−ϑ
′t) hence converging

exponentially fast towards zero.
To estimate ω(u(s)), we proceed with a bootstrap argument, introducing the interval

J =
{
T ∈ R+ : ∀t ∈ [0, T ], |ω(u(s))| 6 e−ϑ

′t
}
.

If u0 is chosen small enough, this is a closed and nonempty interval. In particular, to
prove the second part of (2.5), it suffices to show that J is open which would imply
that J = R+. With this aim in mind, we write

ω(u(t)) = ω(ϕ∗
tu0) +

∫ t

0

ω(u(s))
〈
u(s), V ϕ∗

s−tφ
〉
ds.

Then, arguing as above, one can derive the bound, for all t ∈ J ,

|ω(u(t))| 6 C(e−ϑt‖u0‖CN0 + e−ϑ
′t sup
s∈J

‖Bu(s)‖L2),

since ω(ϕ∗
tu0) converges exponentially fast towards 0, by the decay of correlation re-

sult (1.4). Therefore if one can show the bound

(2.6) sup
s∈J

‖Bu(s)‖L2 6 C‖u0‖CN

this would imply that J is open, provided that

‖u0‖C N ≪ 1,

hence we would get the bound (2.5), and the desired convergence would follow.
To obtain (2.6), it is natural to use energy estimates. However, if the operator B is

not pseudo-differential (which will be the case when dealing with the general problem
on T∗Σ), such estimates are difficult to obtain as we cannot rely on symbolic calculus.
It is nevertheless possible to circumvent this problem, as follows. Suppose one can
find an invertible self-adjoint pseudo-differential operator A, that satisfies the following
properties:

(i) the principal symbol of A is of the form eλ, with λ ∈ C ∞(T∗M1) satisfying

(2.7) {〈ζ1, X1〉, λ} 6 0,

where 〈ζ1, X1〉 is the principal symbol associated with X1;

(ii) one has the comparison estimate

(2.8) ‖BV v‖L2 6 ‖Av‖L2 , v ∈ C
∞(M1).
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The existence of such an operator A is related to the construction of the function λ,
which is referred to as an escape function for the operator X1. As we shall see below, the
decay estimate (2.7) will allow to obtain polynomial bounds on ‖Au(t)‖. Heuristically,
‖A · ‖L2 can be seen as a “top-order” norm, while ‖B · ‖L2 is “low-order”. As is often the
case in nonlinear PDEs, the low-order norm will be bounded, while we allow a growth
for the top-order one.

Since A is pseudo-differential, we may now use a microlocal energy estimate, which
yields

(2.9)

d

dt
‖Au(t)‖2L2 = 2Re〈AX1u(t), Au(t)〉+ 2ω(u(t)) Re〈AV u(t), Au(t)〉

= 2Re〈[A,X1]A
−1Au(t), Au(t)〉

+ 2ω(u(t)) Re〈[A, V ]A−1Au(t), Au(t)〉,
where we used that V and X1 are volume preserving in the second line. By the compo-
sition rule for pseudo-differential operators, we see that [A, V ]A−1 is (almost) a pseudo-
differential operator of order 0. Indeed, there is a logarithmic loss here and that will
lead us to consider operators At depending on time. Again, we will not discuss all this
in detail to keep the presentation simple. Using the Calderón-Vaillancourt theorem and
the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, we obtain

d

dt
‖Au(t)‖2L2 6 2Re〈[A,X1]A

−1Au(t), Au(t)〉+ Cω(u(t))‖Au(t)‖2L2.

If the operator [A,X1]A
−1 were nonpositive this would yield

d

dt

(
e−

∫ t
0 Cω(u(s))ds‖Au(t)‖2L2

)
6 0,

and hence, integrating the above expression, we would get ‖Au(t)‖L2 6 C̃‖Au0‖L2 for

t ∈ J , for some C̃ > 0. Unfortunately, the nonpositivity of [A,X1]A
−1 cannot be

exactly achieved, but almost, thanks to the Gårding inequality, using (2.7) satisfied by
A. The outcome is that the operator is nonpositive, but only up to the addition of
a remainder with lower Sobolev regularity. Hence, by an induction scheme, one may
obtain a polynomial bound on ‖Au(t)‖L2 , that is

(2.10) ‖Au(t)‖L2 . 〈t〉p‖u0‖CN , t ∈ J ,
for some p ∈ N.

This polynomial bound implies the boundedness of ‖Bu(t)‖L2. Indeed, use (2.2) to
get

(2.11) BP1u(t) = Bϕ∗
tP1u0 +

∫ t

0

ω(u(s))Bϕ∗
(t−s)P1B

−1BV A−1Au(s)ds.

Eventually, we can plug in the polynomial bound (2.10) for ‖Au(s)‖L2 into (2.11). Then,
using the first part of (2.4) and (2.8), we obtain the bound (2.6) with Bu(s) replaced by
BP1u(s). However X and V preserve L1 and hence B(Id−P1)u(s) is constant equal to
(Id− P1)u0. Thus we get (2.6) and this completes the proof of the convergence result.
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2.2. The case of the Vlasov equation on T∗Σ. This scheme of proof for Anosov
vector fields lays the foundation of the strategy that we will follow when dealing with
the Vlasov equation (1.1). The main additional difficulty that we shall encounter lies
in the fact that the Vlasov equation is posed on the full cotangent bundle M = T∗Σ
on which the geodesic flow does not have the Anosov property. This property indeed
only holds on each energy layer Mr = {(x, ξ) : ‖ξ‖ = r}, for r > 0. This leads to the
following issues when carrying out the above strategy.

(1) It would be natural to consider integrated versions (over the r-variable) of the
anisotropic pseudo-differential operators B (as constructed in [FS11]). This
would result into operators B defined on M . Proceeding like this indeed allows
to obtain exponential decay estimates in the spirit of (2.4). However, doing so
would have a major drawback coming from the fact that the vector fields V ap-
pearing in (1.1) involve derivatives with respect to the variable r. In particular,
as the integrated version of B does not have good pseudo-differential properties
on the full cotangent bundle M , and, as mentioned above, we would not be
able to carry out the commutator argument in (2.9). In order to overcome this
problem, we define a new family of pseudo-differential operators A adapted to
the dynamics on M . This relies on the construction of a global escape function
for the dynamics lifted on T∗M in the spirit of [FS11]. This dynamical issue
is tackled in Section 3 and then implemented in Section 4 to define pseudo-
differential operators which are tailored for the microlocal arguments used to
deal with (2.9).

(2) A crucial point in the above strategy was the comparison property (2.8) between
the norms defined by A and B. We will construct sliced escape functions, in the
spirit of [FS11, NZ15], giving rise to an operator B acting on functions of S∗Σ.
The sliced escape functions are defined in such a way to be comparable with the
previous global escape functions. This in turn allows to compare the anisotropic
norms induced by A and the integrated version B (on the full cotangent bundle)
of B. This procedure is also discussed in Section 3.

Once we will have gathered these elements, we will be in position to apply the strat-
egy of §2.1 to the Vlasov equation on M = T∗Σ. This is achieved in Section 6 after
showing in Section 5 the existence and uniqueness of global solutions to the nonlinear
problem (1.1). As a matter of fact, the above strategy can be implemented at the
expense of paying attention to two more issues. First, the Anosov assumption degen-
erates on {ξ = 0} and we need to ensure that the solution to (1.1) avoids this null
section. This is why we consider initial data supported away from the null section. Sec-
ond, the nonlinear perturbations are much more general than the ω(u(t))V considered
in the above toy problem. This yields some extra (mostly technical) complications in
implementing the argument.

3. Sliced and global escape functions

In this section, we build escape functions in the spirit of [FS11], which are adapted
to the free flow of the Vlasov equation (1.1). We start in Subsection 3.1 by explaining
why the escape functions of [FS11] cannot be directly used and why new constructions
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are required. Subsection 3.2 is then dedicated to geometric preliminaries related to the
geodesic flow and its Anosov property; several useful notations are introduced along the
way. In Subsections 3.3 and 3.4, we introduce the key notions of global and sliced order
functions together with the associated notions of global and sliced escape functions. The
actual construction of relevant sliced and global escape functions F and G is performed
in Subsections 3.6 to 3.8. The central result of this section is Proposition 3.11, which
gathers the properties of F and G and explains how they compare to each other. This
result is at the heart of our analytical arguments in the upcoming Sections.

3.1. Differences with the escape functions of Faure and Sjöstrand. As already
alluded to in the previous sections, we will introduce, in Section 4, functional spaces
that are well suited to study the solutions of (1.1). The presentation of this analytical
set-up will be close to the one given by Faure and Sjöstrand in [FS11] to which we refer
for more details and motivations. Recall that the key point in this reference compared
with earlier related works on the spectral theory of Anosov flows [Liv04, BL07, BL13]
is the use of microlocal methods. Such methods turn out to be well suited for the
nonlinear problems we study (see also [BT07, FRS08] for earlier use of microlocal tools
for the study of hyperbolic dynamical systems in discrete times). The main difference

with [FS11] is that we have to deal with functions involving the radial variable r =
√
2H

in M = T∗Σ and that we do not only work with test functions in M1 = S∗Σ where
the flow is Anosov. In some sense, this situation is reminiscent of what happens when
studying Anosov actions [GBGHW20], meaning that there is an extra natural vector
field ∂r which commutes with r−1X where X is the Hamiltonian vector field generated
by H.

A crucial ingredient in the work [FS11] is the construction of an escape function
T∗M1 → R which decreases along the flow lines of the symplectic lift

Φt,1 : T
∗M1 → T∗M1

of the geodesic flow ϕt :M1 → M1. Since we are dealing here with the global cotangent
space M = T∗Σ, a first natural idea would be to extend an escape function T∗M1 → R

chosen as in [FS11] to a map G : T∗M → R, called a sliced escape function, simply by
saying that it does not depend on r while it depends on ρ in a trivial way (here ρ is the
dual variable of r). Proceeding like this indeed allows to build a space G for which the
results of [NZ15] about the exponential decay of correlations can be used (at least far
from the null section {r = 0}).

However, dealing with nonlinear terms using such an approach requires an a priori
estimate on the norm of the solution of (1.1) in a space related to G. Ideally, one would
like to obtain such a control by energy estimates. The latter estimates require mainly
two features : first, the escape function G needs to be a good symbol in T∗M ; second,
it needs to decrease along the flow lines of the symplectic lift

Φt : T
∗M → T∗M

of the geodesic flow ϕt :M →M . Both properties unfortunately cannot be achieved for
the sliced escape function G introduced above — for example, the decreasing property
fails due to the fact that the Liouville form α is preserved by Φt,1 but not by Φt.
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Therefore, we are led to construct a global escape function F : T∗M → R which
indeed satisfies these two properties. Nervertheless, although the function F allows to
build a space F on which one can derive appropriate energy estimates, there is no hope
that one can directly apply the results of [NZ15] on this space as it turns out that the
function F cannot be seen as an escape function on T∗M1. As a consequence, one is
invited to make use of both spaces G and F and combine the estimates obtained on
these spaces. To that aim, it will be important to be able to compare the two associated
norms, that is, to compare G and F . In particular, the construction of the two escape
functions needs to be handled simultaneously in a careful way, which is one of the main
difficulties of the analysis of this section.

3.2. Geometrical setting and notations. We denote M = T∗Σ and for each r > 0
we set

Mr = {z = (x, ξ) ∈M : |ξ|x = r}.
Let ϕt : M → M be the geodesic flow associated to (Σ, g). We let X = d

dt

∣∣
t=0

ϕt be
the generator of the flow. In what follows we will denote M× = M \ 0 for simplicity,
where 0 denotes the null section in M . In our development, it will be useful to use
polar coordinates

(3.1) (r, z1) :M
× ∼−→ R>0 ×M1

and where we set

r(x, ξ) = |ξ|x, z1(x, ξ) =

(
x,

ξ

|ξ|x

)
, (x, ξ) ∈M×.

Of course the flow ϕt preserves the energy layers {r = c} for each c > 0. In particular
we may see X as a vector field Xr on Mr for each r and, in the polar coordinates (3.1),
one has Xr(z1) = rX1(z1).

Remark 3.1. Observe that X = rX1(z1) extends smoothly to a vector field defined on
R×M1.

We assume that the geodesic flow ϕt : M1 → M1 has the Anosov property [Ano67a,
FH19]. This means that for each z1 ∈M1 we have a decomposition

T∗
z1
M1 = E∗

u(z1)⊕E∗
s (z1)⊕E∗

0(z1)

depending continuously on z1, such that

∣∣dϕt(z1)−⊤ζ1
∣∣ 6

{
C exp (−ϑ1t) |ζ1|, ζ1 ∈ E∗

s (z1), t > 0,

C exp (−ϑ1|t|) |ζ1|, ζ1 ∈ E∗
u(z1), t 6 0,

for some constants C, ϑ1 > 0 not depending on (z1; ζ1). Here we have

E∗
0(z1) = Rα(z1) and E∗

u(z1)⊕ E∗
s (z1) = ker (α(z1))

where α ∈ Ω1(M) is the Liouville form restricted to M1, which is a contact form. We
could in fact pick any smooth norm | · | on T∗M1 but we will assume that it is the
Sasaki induced by g in view of having orthogonality between E∗

0 and ker(α). The space
E∗

u(z1) (resp. E∗
s (z1)) is called the co-unstable (resp. co-stable) bundle at z1.
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For each r > 0 we denote by Ψr : T∗Σ → T∗Σ the map (x, ξ) 7→ (x, rξ) and we
denote by ∂r the vector field on M× given by

∂r =
d

dr

∣∣∣∣
r=0

Ψr.

For each r > 0 and z ∈Mr we have TzM = TzMr ⊕R∂r and this decomposition yields
an inclusion map

T ∗
zMr →֒ T ∗

zM.

Next, note that we have the commutation relation

ϕt ◦Ψr = Ψr ◦ ϕtr, r > 0, t ∈ R.

In particular, for each r > 0, the flow ϕt|Mr
: Mr → Mr is also Anosov. Thus E∗

u(z)
and E∗

s (z) are well defined for each z = (x, ξ) ∈ M× and for such z we have the
decomposition

T∗
zM

× = E∗
r (z)⊕ E∗

u(z)⊕ E∗
s (z)⊕ E∗

0(z),

where E∗
r (z) is the co-radial bundle defined by

E∗
r (z) =

{
(x, ξ; ζ) ∈ T∗M× : 〈ζ,T∗M|ξ|x〉 = 0

}
.

For simplicity we will denote

E∗
0,r = E∗

r ⊕E∗
0 .

In the polar coordinates z = (r, z1) given by (3.1), this splitting reads

(3.2) T∗
zM

× ≃ Rdr ⊕E∗
u(z1)⊕E∗

s (z1)⊕E∗
0(z1) = Rdr ⊕ ker(α(z1))⊕ Rα(z1).

Recall that the last splitting is smooth while the first one is only Hölder in general
[Ano67b, FH19]. The corresponding coordinates are denoted by ζ = (ρ; ζ⊥; ζ0) ∈
R1+2(n−1)+1 and we will use the metric

(3.3) |ζ |2 = ρ2 + |ζ⊥|2 + ζ20

on T∗
r,z1
M×.

Remark 3.2. Note that this is not exactly the Sasaki metric induced by g on M . The
standard Sasaki metric on M would depend on r and would rather write as

|ζ |2Sasaki = ρ2 + r2|ζ⊥|2 + r2ζ20 .

Finally, we record the expression of the geodesic flow in the polar coordinates (3.1),

(3.4) ϕt(r, z1) = (r, ϕrt(z1)) , (r, z1) ∈ R>0 ×M1.

Again, this flow can be extended to R×M1.
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3.3. A global order function. Recall that Φt is the flow on T∗M given by the sym-
plectic lift of ϕt. In other words,

Φt(z, ζ) =
(
ϕt(z), dϕt(z)

−⊤ζ
)
, (z, ζ) ∈ T∗M,

or, in the polar coordinates (z, ζ) ≃ (r, z1; ρ, ζ⊥, ζ0) ∈ T∗(R>0 ×M1),

(3.5) Φt(z, ζ) =
(
r, ϕrt(z1); ρ, dϕrt(z1)

−⊤ζ⊥, ζ0 − rtρ
)

We denote by X ∈ C ∞(T∗M,TT∗M) the associated vector field. Our first step consists
in constructing escape functions for Φt (at least outside compact subsets of T∗M).

Let S∗M be the co-sphere bundle of M , that is

S∗M = (T∗M \ 0)/R>0,

where 0 denotes the null section in T∗M . For ζ ∈ T∗M \ 0 we denote by [ζ ] its image

in S∗M . The flow (Φt) induces a flow (Φ̃t) on S∗M and we denote by X̃ the associated

vector field. If E is a nontrivial vector subbundle of T∗M , we denote by Ẽ ⊂ S∗M the
image of E \ 0 under the projection T∗M \ 0 → S∗M . Also we denote

T∗
M1
M = {(z, ζ) ∈ T∗M : z ∈M1} and S∗

M1
M = {(z, ζ) ∈ S∗M : z ∈M1}.

Definition 3.3 (Global order function). A function µ : T∗M× → [−1, 1] is called a
global order function if it is of the form

(3.6) µ(z, ζ) = µ̃([z1; ρ, ζ1])χ (|ζ |) , (z, ζ) = (r, z1; ρ, ζ1) ∈ T∗M×,

for some smooth functions µ̃ : S∗
M1
M → [−1, 1] and χ : R+ → [0, 1] such that χ(t) = 0

for t small.

As mentioned above, the purpose of this subsection is to construct global order
functions that are adapted to the dynamics, in the following sense.

Proposition 3.4. For any 0 < δ < 1 and any small conical neighborhoods Υu, Υs and
Υ0,r of E∗

u, E
∗
s and E∗

0,r respectively, there exist a global order function µ of the form
(3.6) and η > 0 such that in the region {|ζ | > 1}, we have the following properties.

(i) µ = 1 (resp. 0,−1) near E∗
s (resp. E∗

0,r, E
∗
u) ;

(ii) µ > 1− 2δ on Υs ;
(iii) µ < −1 + 2δ on Υu ;
(iv) Xµ < −η outside Υu ∪Υs ∪Υ0,r;
(v) Xµ 6 0 everywhere.

Any global order function satisfying the above properties for some 0 < δ < 1 and some
neighborhoods Υu, Υs and Υ0,r as above will be labeled as good.

To prove this result we will proceed with the method of [FS11] to which we refer if
more details are needed. The main difference is that we need to pay attention to the
extra variable ρ. We begin by constructing the function µ̃.

Lemma 3.5. Let 0 < δ < 1. Then there are η > 0 and arbitrarily small neighbourhoods

Γ̃u, Γ̃s, Γ̃uu and Γ̃ss of ˜E∗
u ⊕E∗

0,r, ˜E∗
s ⊕ E∗

0,r, Ẽ
∗
u and Ẽ∗

s in S∗
M1
M , and smooth functions

µ̃u, µ̃s : S
∗
M1
M → [0, 1] such that

(i) m̃s ≡ 1 near Ẽ∗
s and m̃u ≡ 1 near Ẽ∗

u ;
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(ii) m̃s ≡ 0 near ˜E∗
u ⊕ E∗

0,r and m̃u ≡ 0 near ˜E∗
s ⊕E∗

0,r ;

(iii) X̃µ̃s 6 −η outside Γ̃u ∪ Γ̃ss and X̃µ̃u > η outside Γ̃s ∪ Γ̃uu;

(iv) µ̃s < δ on Γ̃u and µ̃u < δ on Γ̃s;

(v) µ̃s > 1− δ on Γ̃ss and µ̃u > 1− δ on Γ̃uu;

(vi) X̃µ̃s 6 0 and X̃µ̃u > 0 everywhere.

In the proof below, we will identify T∗
M1
M with Rρ×T∗M1 so that a point (1, z1; ρ, ζ1) ∈

T∗
M1
M is identified with (z1; ρ, ζ1) ∈ Rρ × T∗M1.

Proof of Lemma 3.5. We introduce the strongly stable cone and the weakly unstable
cone of aperture θ > 0 as

Css(θ) = {(z1; ρ, ζ1) ∈ (R× T∗M1) \ 0 : θ|ζs| > |ρdr + ζu + ζ0α|} ,
Cu(θ) = {(z1; ρ, ζ1) ∈ (R× T∗M1) \ 0 : θ|ρdr + ζu + ζ0α| > |ζs|} .

Here, 0 denotes the set {(z1; 0)} inside Rρ×T∗M1. Both sets are disjoint for 0 < θ < 1
by construction and they can be identified with subsets of T∗M× \ 0. Moreover we

denote by C̃ss(θ) and C̃u(θ) their images in S∗
M1
M.

Before going further, observe that, from the Anosov assumption and (3.5), the limit

sets C̃ss(0) and C̃u(0) are respectively repulsive and attractive for the flow Φ̃t on S∗
M1
M ;

more precisely, for each θ ∈ ]0, 1[, there exists τ > 0 such that for each t > τ , it holds

(3.7) Φ̃t

(
∁C̃ss(θ)

)
⊂ C̃u(θ/2) and Φ̃−t

(
∁C̃u(θ)

)
⊂ C̃ss(θ/2).

Now let δ > 0 small and T > τ (to be determined in a few lines in terms of δ). Let µ̃0

be a function in C ∞(S∗
M1
M, [0, 1]) that is equal to 1 (resp. 0) on C̃ss(θ) (resp. C̃u(θ)).

Now observe that for T > τ large enough, the sets

Γ̃ss = S∗
M1
M \


 ⋃

t∈[0,T ]

Φ̃−t(C̃
u(θ))


 and Γ̃u = S∗

M1
M \


 ⋃

t∈[0,T ]

Φ̃t(C̃
ss(θ))




are respectively included in C̃ss(θ/2) and C̃u(θ/2). Let us define

µ̃s =
1

2(T + τ)

∫ T+τ

−T−τ

µ̃0 ◦ Φ̃s ds.

First, note that (i) and (ii) are automatically satisfied for µ̃s. Indeed, set

Nu =
⋂

|t|6T+τ

Φt(C̃
u(θ)) and Nss =

⋂

|t|6T+τ

Φt(C̃
ss(θ)).

Then Nu and Nss are neighborhoods of
˜

E∗
u ⊕ Ẽ∗

0,r and Ẽ∗
s respectively and we have

µ̃s([ζ ]) = 0 for [ζ ] ∈ Nu and µ̃s([ζ ]) = 1 for [ζ ] ∈ Nss.
Next, we write

(3.8) X̃µ̃s =
1

2(T + τ)

(
µ̃0 ◦ Φ̃T+τ − µ̃0 ◦ Φ̃−T−τ

)
.



18 YANN CHAUBET, DANIEL HAN-KWAN, AND GABRIEL RIVIÈRE

Then by (3.7) we have, for each [ζ ] /∈ (Γ̃u ∪ Γ̃ss),

Φ̃T+τ ([ζ ]) ∈ C̃u(θ) and Φ̃−T−τ ([ζ ]) ∈ C̃ss(θ),

as it follows from the definitions of Γ̃u and Γ̃ss. Hence we get

X̃µ̃s = − 1

2(T + τ)
on ∁(Γ̃u ∪ Γ̃ss),

and (iii) is satisfied for µ̃s.

Next we turn to (iv) and (v). If [ζ ] ∈ Γ̃u, then Φ̃−t([ζ ]) does not belong to C̃ss(θ) for

t ∈ [0, T ]. Hence Φ̃−T ([ζ ]) /∈ C̃ss(θ) and thus by (3.7) we have Φ̃t([ζ ]) ∈ C̃u(θ/2) for

each t > −T + τ . This gives µ̃s([ζ ]) 6 τ/2(T + τ). Similarly if [ζ ] ∈ Γ̃ss one can show
that µ̃u([ζ ]) > 1− τ/2(τ + T ). Therefore µ̃s verifies (iv) and (v) by picking T > 0 large
enough.

Finally, point (vi) is a consequence of (3.7) and (3.8). Indeed, if [ζ ] ∈ Γ̃ss, then

Φ̃−T−τ ([ζ ]) ∈ C̃ss(θ/2) by (3.7) and thus (µ̃0 ◦ Φ̃−T−τ )([ζ ]) = 1. In particular (3.8)

yields X̃µ̃s([ζ ]) 6 0. We prove similarly that X̃µ̃s 6 0 on Γ̃u.

Considering the cones C̃uu(θ) and C̃s(θ) (by taking the flow in backward times), one
can construct a function µ̃u satisfying (i)—(vi).

Finally note that all the neighborhoods constructed above can be made arbitrarily
small, by taking θ arbitrarily small. Also η depends only on T and τ , and thus on δ
and θ. �

With Lemma 3.5, Proposition 3.4 becomes at hand.

Proof of Proposition 3.4. Consider δ > 0 small and η, µ̃b, Γ̃b and Γ̃bb as in Lemma 3.5
for b = u, s. Then, set

(3.9) Υ̃u = Γ̃u ∩ Γ̃uu, Υ̃s = Γ̃s ∩ Γ̃ss and Υ̃0,r = Γ̃u ∩ Γ̃s.

Define the function µ̃ ∈ C ∞(S∗
M1
M, [−1, 1]) by

(3.10) µ̃ = µ̃s − µ̃u

and let χ ∈ C ∞(R+, [0, 1]) such that χ(t) = 0 for t 6 1/2 and χ(t) = 1 for t > 1.
Finally, define the function µ by (3.6). That µ satisfies points (i)—(v) of Proposition
3.5 is an immediate consequence of Lemma 3.5 ; indeed it suffices to take conical sets

Υu, Υs and Υ0,r in T∗M× that project on Υ̃u, Υ̃s and Υ̃0,r (the latter are defined in
(3.9)). �

Remark 3.6. Let us record that the proof of Proposition 3.4 shows that any function
µ : T∗M× → [−1, 1] given by

(3.11) µ(r, z1; ρ, ζ1) = µ̃([z1; ρ, ζ1])χ(|ζ |), µ̃ = µ̃s − µ̃u,

where µ̃s and µ̃u satisfy the conditions of Lemma 3.5 and χ ∈ C ∞(R+, [0, 1]) is such
that χ(t) = 0 for t 6 1/2 and χ(t) = 1 for t > 1, is a good global order function.
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3.4. A sliced order function. In view of applying the exponential mixing properties
from [NZ15], we now proceed to the construction of an order function which is closer to
the one used in this reference. Namely, we want to find a fonction ν : T∗M× → [−1, 1]
that is decreasing along the sliced flow Φt,1 : T

∗M → T∗M . The latter is given by

Φt,1(z; ζ) =
(
r, ϕrt(z1); ρ, d(ϕrt|M1)(z1)

−⊤ζ1
)
, (z; ζ) = (r, z1; ρ, ζ1) ∈ T∗M×.

We denote by X1 ∈ C ∞(T∗M×,TT∗M×) its generator — note that X1 = X + ρ ∂ζ0 in
the coordinates (r, z1; ρ, ζ⊥, ζ0).

Definition 3.7 (Sliced order function). A sliced order function is a map ν : T∗M× →
[−1, 1] which is a linear combination of functions of the form

(r, z1; ρ, ζ1) 7→ µ̃1([z1; ζ1])χ

( |ζ1|
〈ρ〉

)

for some functions µ̃1 ∈ C ∞(S∗M1, [0, 1]) and χ ∈ C ∞(R, [0, 1]) such that χ(t) = 0 for
t small.

Given a sliced order function ν, we can define the corresponding function on T∗M1

by letting

(3.12) ν1(z1; ζ1) = ν (z1, 0, ζ1) .

As a consequence of Proposition 3.4, one has the following result.

Corollary 3.8. There exist η > 0 and a sliced order function ν : T∗M× → [−1, 1] such
that the function ν1 = ν|T∗M1 : T

∗M1 → [−1, 1] satisfies the following properties, in the
region {|ζ1| > 1}.

(i) ν1 is equal to 1 (resp. 0,−1) in a conical neighborhood of E∗
s (resp. E∗

0 , E
∗
u) ;

(ii) X1ν1 6 0 ;
(iii) X1ν1 < 0 outside a conical neighborhood of E∗

0 ∪ E∗
u ∪ E∗

s .

A sliced order function satisfying the properties above will be labeled as good.

Proof. Take µ : T∗M → [−1, 1] a good global order function given by Proposition 3.4
and any χ ∈ C ∞(R, [0, 1]) such that χ(t) = 0 for t small and χ(t) = 1 for t > 1. Then
set

ν(r, z1; ρ, ζ1) = µ|T∗M1(z1; ζ1)χ

( |ζ1|
〈ρ〉

)
.

Then ν is a sliced order function. Moreover, since X1 = X on T∗M1 = {ρ = 0}, it is
straightforward to check that ν is a good one. �

As a matter of fact, we will need to find good global and sliced order functions which
are comparable. This is the purpose of the next subsection.

3.5. Comparison of order functions.

Lemma 3.9. Let 0 < δ < 1/2. Then, one can find a global order function µ = µs − µu

as in Remark 3.6 and T1, β > 1 such that the following holds.
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Letting µ̃s,1 = µs|S∗M1, µ̃u,1 = µu|S∗M1,

(3.13) νs(z1; ρ, ζ1) = (µ̃s,1 ◦ Φ̃T1)([z1; ζ1])χ
( |ζ1|
β〈ρ〉

)
,

and

(3.14) νu(z1; ρ, ζ1) = (µ̃u,1 ◦ Φ̃T1)([z1; ζ1])χ
(
β|ζ1|
〈ρ〉

)
,

one has the following properties:

(i) ν = νs − νu is a good sliced order function;
(ii) νs 6 µs and µu 6 νu for |ζ | > 1;
(iii) νs > 0 implies that |ζ⊥|2 > ρ2 + ζ20 .

Proof. By items (i) and (ii) of Lemma 3.5, for T1 > 0 large enough it holds

supp(µ̃s,1 ◦ Φ̃T1) ⊂ int{µ̃s,1 = 1}.
Hence for T1 large, supp(µ̃s,1◦Φ̃T1) is contained in the interior of {µ̃s = 1}. In particular
taking β > 0 large enough, we have for |ζ | > 1

νs(z1; ρ, ζ1) > 0 =⇒ µs(z1; ρ, ζ1) = 1.

In particular this yields νs 6 µs for |ζ | > 1.

Let π : S∗
M1
M \ Ẽ∗

r → S∗M1 be the map [(1, z1; ρ, ζ1)] 7→ (z1; ζ1/|ζ1|), and let K =

π(supp(µ̃u)) ⊂ S∗M1, which is well defined since supp µ̃u does not intersect Ẽ∗
r . Then

K ∩ ˜E∗
s ⊕ E∗

0 = ∅ by (ii) of Lemma 3.4 and thus for T1 large enough, we have

{µ̃u,1 ◦ Φ̃T1 = 1} ⊃ K.

Therefore, if β > 0 is chosen large enough, we have νu > µu on {|ζ | > 1}. This completes
the proof of the first two items. For the third item, this follows by construction (up to
increasing the values of β and T1). �

3.6. Global and sliced escape functions.

Definition 3.10. A good global escape function is a smooth map F : T∗M× → R

independent of r, which is a symbol in S
0+
(T∗M×), and such that

XF 6 0

in the region {|ζ | > 1}.

Since F does not depend on r, the condition F ∈ S
0+
(T∗M×) means that for every

ε > 0 and β, γ ∈ Nn, there exists Cβ,γ,ε > 0 such that

|∂βz ∂γζ F (z, ζ)| 6 Cβ,γ,ε〈ζ〉ε−|γ|, (z, ζ) ∈ T∗M×.

Again these symbols can be viewed as symbols on T∗(R × M1). Note that we only
impose a nonincreasing condition (and not a decreasing condition) along the flow lines
of Φt because it will be sufficient to show that the solution of (1.1) grows at most
polynomially in time in a space defined by a good global escape function F (see the
proof of Lemma 6.7 below).
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We can now state the main result of this section.

Proposition 3.11. For each δ ∈ ]0, 1[, there are good global and sliced order functions

µ and ν, as well as positive symbols f ∈ S
2
(T∗M×) (independent of r) and g1 ∈

S
2
(T∗M1), such that the following holds.
Let g : T∗M× → R be defined by

g(r, z1; ρ, ζ1) = g1(z1; ζ1/〈ρ〉).
Let also S > 0 and σ ∈ R such that |σ| < (1− δ)S and denote

FS,σ = (Sµ+ σ) log f and GS,σ = (Sν + σ) log g.

Then we have the following properties:

(i) there exists c > 0 such that g1(z1; ζ1) > c〈ζ1〉2;
(ii) FS,σ is a global escape function ;
(iii) for |ζ1| > 1, we have

Sν(z1, 0, ζ1) = S near E∗
s and Sν(z1, 0, ζ1) = −S near E∗

u;

(iv) for |ζ1| > 1, it holds X1(ν)(z1, 0, ζ1) 6 0;
(v) whenever σ 6 0, we have

GS,σ 6 FS,σ + 2(S+ |σ|) log〈ρ〉
in the region

{
|ζ | > 1

}
.

By analogy with the definition of a good global escape function, we will say in the
following that GS,σ is a good sliced escape function even if it is maybe not decreasing
along the flow lines. The rest of this section is devoted to the proof of Proposition 3.11.

3.7. Construction of a global pseudo-norm. Before going further, let us introduce
some additional norms on T∗M1. Given T > 1, we set

NT (z1; ζ1) =

∫ T

0

|Φt(z1; ζ⊥)|2dt.

Then note that we have

X1NT (z1; ζ1) = |ΦT (z1; ζ⊥)|2 − |ζ⊥|2.
Hence, thanks to the Anosov property, we can fix T > 1 large enough to ensure the
existence of two conic neighborhoods Γ1

uu and Γ1
ss of E∗

u and E∗
s respectively such that

(3.15) X1NT > cΣ,gNT in Γ1
uu and X1NT 6 −cΣ,gNT in Γ1

ss

where cΣ,g > 0 is a constant depending only on the Riemannian manifold. The neigh-
borhood and parameter T > 1 appearing in the above definition are fixed once and for
all in this rest of this section.

Let Q > 1 be some parameter (to be determined later) and set

g̃1(z1; ζ1) = χ

( |ζ0|2
NT (ζ1)

)
ζ20 +

(
1− χ

( |ζ0|2
NT (ζ1)

))
NT (ζ1),
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where we take χ(t) = 1 for t > 1 and χ(t) = 0 for |t| 6 1/2. We also define

(3.16) f(r, z1; ρ, ζ1) = Q+ χ

( |ζ⊥|2
ζ20 + ρ2

)
g̃1(z1; ζ1), (r, z1; ρ, ζ1) ∈ T∗M×.

One can check that this function belongs to S
2
(T∗M×); we also note that it is inde-

pendent of r. The next results says that FS,σ is indeed a good global escape function
for an appropriate choice of Q.

Lemma 3.12. Let 0 < δ < 1/2. Then, one can find a global order function µ as in
Lemma 3.9 and Q0 > 1 such that for all Q > Q0, and all S > 1 and σ ∈ R verifying
|σ| 6 (1− 2δ)S, one has

(3.17) X
(
(Sm+ σ) log f

)
6 0

in the region {|ζ | > 1}.
Proof. Let µ be a global order function as obtained from Lemma 3.9. By definition, for
|ζ | > 1, one has

µ(r, z1; ρ, ζ1) = µ̃ ([z1; ρ, ζ1]) = µ̃s ([z1; ρ, ζ1])− µ̃u ([z1; ρ, ζ1]) .

Hence, we have

X
(
(Sµ+ σ) log f

)
= S(Xµ̃) log f + (Sµ̃+ σ)

Xf

f
.

Recall that by construction we have, in the region {|ζ | > 1},
(3.18) Xµ̃ 6 0 and |Xf/f | 6 r CT ,

for some constant CT > 0 depending only on T and (Σ, g). In particular, this constant

does not depend on Q and r. By picking the neighborhoods Γ̃uu, Γ̃ss, Γ̃u and Γ̃s in
Lemma 3.5 small enough, we can verify that, there exist small conic neighborhoods
Yuu, Yss and Y0,r of E∗

u, E
∗
s and E∗

0 ⊕ E∗
r such that

• in {|ζ | > 1} ∩ ∁(Yuu ∪ Yss ∪ Y0,r), one has Xµ 6 −ηr;
• the quantity χ

( |ζ⊥|2
ζ20 + ρ2

)
is equal to 0 in Y0,r and equal to 1 in Yuu ∪ Yss;

• the quantity χ

( |ζ0|2
NT (ζ1)

)
is equal to 0 in Yuu ∪ Yss;

• there holds µ > 1− 2δ in Yss and µ 6 2δ in Yuu.

In particular, thanks to (3.18), we can deduce on the one hand that X(Sµ+ σ) 6 0 in
Y0,r. On the other hand one has, in ∁(Yuu ∪ Yss ∪ Y0,r),

X(Sµ+ σ) 6 −Sηr logQ + CT r(S+ |σ|) 6 rS (−η logQ + 2CT ) .

Hence, picking Q > 1 large enough, we obtain (3.17) outside Yuu ∪ Yss. In these two
regions, we use that Xµ̃ 6 0 to obtain

X
(
(Sµ+ σ) log f

)
6 (Sµ̃+ σ)

Xf

f
.
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However by Lemma 3.5, one has Sµ+ σ > S(1− 2δ) + σ in Yss while, in Yuu, one has
Sµ̃+ σ 6 −S(1− 2δ) + σ. Finally, by (3.15), one finds that, in Yuu ∪ Yss,

X((Sµ+ σ) log f) 6 −rcΣ,g (S(1− 2δ)− |σ|) .
The right-hand side of the above inequality is indeed nonpositive as soon as the condi-
tion |σ| 6 S(1− 2δ) holds. �

3.8. Proof of Proposition 3.11. We are now in position to prove Proposition 3.11.
We let µ be the order function appearing in Lemma 3.12 and Q > 1 be the parameter
appearing in that same Lemma. The second item of Proposition 3.11 follows from this
Lemma. Now letting g1 = Q0 + g̃1 and ν be the sliced order function from Lemma 3.9,
we directly obtain all the remaining items except for the last one (that is the comparison
between GS,σ and FS,σ). To deal with this point, note that we have

(3.19) log f − 2 log〈ρ〉 6 log g

everywhere, since f 6 〈ρ〉2g by (3.16) and the definition of g1. In particular, one has,
for σ 6 0,

σ log g 6 σ log f + 2|σ| log〈ρ〉,
and, in the region in the region {ν 6 0},

Sν log g 6 Sν log f + 2|S| log〈ρ〉 6 Sµ log f + 2|S| log〈ρ〉,
where we used Lemma 3.9 to write the last inequality. Recall that ν = νs − νu where
νs and νu are defined in (3.13) and (3.14). According to the third item in Lemma 3.9,
one has

{νs > 0} ⊂
{
(z; ζ) : χ

(
|ζ⊥|2/(ρ2 + ζ20)

)
= 1
}
.

As {ν > 0} ⊂ {νs > 0}, we obtain that, in {ν > 0} ∩ {|ζ | > 1},
Sν log g 6 Sν log f 6 Sµ log f,

simply because ν 6 µ and g 6 f in that region. This completes the proof the last item
and thus the proof of the Proposition.

4. Anisotropic Sobolev norms adapted to the free dynamics

The global and sliced escape functions from Section 3 will now be used to design
anisotropic Sobolev norms that will be at the heart of the proof of Theorem 1.1. In
this Section, we define the associated anisotropic norms, which are adapted to the free
dynamics and establish some of their main properties.

In Subsection 4.1, we start by explaining how the global (resp. sliced) escape func-

tions give rise to the class of pseudo-differential operators AS0,σ0 (resp. B
(m1)
S1,σ1

), which
in turn allow to define the global (resp. sliced) anisotropic norms, see Definition 4.1
(resp. Definition 4.3). In Subsection 4.2, we state the key result of this section, that is
the bilinear estimate of Proposition 4.5. This estimate is tailored to handle the nonlin-
ear part of the Vlasov equation (1.1); loosely speaking, it shows an exponential decay
(obtained from the strong mixing of the geodesic flow) which shows that the nonlinear
part might be treated in a perturbative way. It also features an estimate of the action
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of the operators B
(m1)
S1,σ1

by the anisotropic Sobolev norm associated with AS0,σ0 (that
is, a control of a sliced anistropic Sobolev norm by a global anistropic Sobolev norm).

The remainder of the section is then mostly dedicated to the proof of Proposition 4.5;
along the way, we also prove some estimates that will turn out handy for the upcoming
bootstrap analysis. The purpose of Subsections 4.2 and 4.3 is to show that our sliced
escape functions (and their associated pseudo-differential operators) are well adapted
to the abstract framework of [NZ15], in view of obtaining a refined microlocal version of
the decay of correlations of Theorem 1.3. This verification is first thoroughly performed
on S⋆Σ in Subsection 4.2 and then lifted on the cotangent space (minus the null section)
in Subsection 4.3.

Eventually, the proof of Proposition 4.5 is concluded in Subsections 4.4 and 4.6. In
particular we need to establish a connection between the sliced and global anisotropic
Sobolev norms, using in a crucial way the comparison properties between the global
and sliced escape functions, that were obtained in Proposition 3.11.

4.1. Definitions. Let S0 > 0 and |σ0| < (1 − δ)S0. The function eFS0,σ0 built from
our global escape function FS0,σ0 given by Proposition 3.11 is a function on R× T∗M1

that we identified with a function on

T∗M× ≃ T∗(R>0 ×M1) ⊂ T∗R× T∗M1.

It defines a symbol in the standard class S
2S0

(T∗(R ×M1)) of functions amenable to
pseudo-differential calculus. See Appendix A.3 for the precise definition. We can then
define

(4.1) AS0,σ0 = Op
(
eFS0,σ0

)
,

where Op is a quantization procedure on T∗(R×M1) [Zwo12, Ch. 14]. In fact, due to
the product structure of our space, we can set

AS0,σ0(u)(r, z1) =
1

2π

∫

R2

ei(r−s)ρOpM1 (expFS0,σ0(ρ, ·)) u(s, z1)dsdρ,

where OpM1 is a quantization procedure on M1. Again refer to Appendix A.3 for more
details. These operators are well defined for every u ∈ C ∞

c (R×M1) (hence compactly
supported functions on M×) and they map the set S (R ×M1) of smooth functions
that are rapidly decaying in r to itself.

Definition 4.1. The global anisotropic Sobolev norms are, for S0, σ0 ∈ R, the norms

‖AS0,σ0u‖L2(R×M1)
, u ∈ C

∞
c (R×M1),

where the L2-norm is taken with respect to the measure dr dL1(z1) rather than the
Liouville measure rn−1dr dL1(z1) that we would extend to R×M1.

The associated global anisotropic Sobolev spaces are defined as the completion of
C ∞
c (R×M1) for these norms in the space of tempered distributions.

One key aspect of the analysis of (1.1) will be to use these global anisotropic Sobolev
norms, which are adapted to the dynamical properties of the free flow, to perform
microlocal energy estimates.
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Remark 4.2. This “renormalized” measure is still invariant by the vector fieldX = rX1

and we will always pick it for the L2-scalar product. The choice of this measure slightly
simplifies the use of a quantization procedure adapted to R×M1. Yet, at some points,
it will add extra constants in our upper bounds depending on the support of the test
function u.

In order to make the connection with the exponential decay results from [NZ15], we
also introduce a family of slightly more exotic pseudo-differential operators built from
our sliced escape function. Namely, let S1 > 0 and |σ1| < (1 − 2δ)S1. The escape
function given by

GS1,σ1,1(z1; ζ1) = GS1,σ1(r, z1; 0, ζ1)

is independent from r and belongs to the class of symbols S
0+
(T∗M1) = S0+(T∗M1)

amenable to pseudo-differential calculus on the compact manifold M1. In particular, for
every s ∈ R, the operator expOpM1(GS1,σ1,1) defines a bounded operator from Hs(M1)
to Hs−2S1(M1). See Appendix A.3.2 for a brief reminder and references. This allows to
define the operator-valued pseudo-differential operator
(4.2)

∀m1 ∈ R, B
(m1)
S1,σ1

(u)(r, z1) =
1

2π

∫

R2

ei(r−s)ρ

(1 + ρ2)
m1
2

exp
(
OpM1 (GS1,σ1,1)

)
u(s, z1)ds dρ.

See Appendix A.2 for a brief reminder for the pseudo-differential calculus of operator-
valued symbols. This operator admits an inverse which is given by

B
(−m1)
−S1,−σ1

(u)(r, z1) =
1

2π

∫

R2

ei(r−s)ρ

(1 + ρ2)−
m1
2

exp
(
−OpM1 (GS1,σ1,1)

)
u(s, z1)dsdρ.

Recall from [FS11, Lemma 3.3] that we can pick C1 > 0 large enough (depending on
S1) to ensure that, for every σ1 ∈ [−2, 2] and for every Re(z) > C1,

(4.3)
∥∥∥eOpM1(GS1,σ1,1) (X1 + z)−1 e−OpM1(GS1,σ1,1)

∥∥∥
L2(M1)→L2(M1)

<∞.

Hence, for every integer N1 > 1, we can set

(4.4) B
(m1,N1)
S1,σ1

= B
(m1)
S1,σ1

(X1 + C1)
−N1 .

Here the operator X1 is identified with an operator acting on R×M1.

Definition 4.3. The sliced anisotropic Sobolev norms are, for m1,S1, σ1 ∈ R, N1 > 1,
the norms ∥∥∥B(m1,N1)

S1,σ1
u
∥∥∥
L2
, u ∈ C

∞
c (R×M1).

The associated sliced anisotropic Sobolev spaces are defined as the completion of the
space C ∞

c (R×M1) for these norms.

Remark 4.4. Recall that X = rX1 where X = d
dt
ϕ∗
t |t=0. Theorem 1.4 in [FS11] implies

the meromorphic extension of the resolvent in (4.3) up to Re(z) > −c0S, where c0 > 0
is a geometric constant depending only on (Σ, g) according to Proposition 3.11 and S

is the regularity parameter in their anisotropic spaces. In fact, there is an additional
constant C (still independent of (ν, g) defining the escape function) in the statement of
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this reference which comes from the fact the vector field may not be volume preserving.
Here, due to the particular form of our quantization procedure (with isochore charts)
and to the fact that X1 is volume preserving, it holds in fact

X1 = OpM1
(
〈ζ1, X1〉

)

(see Remark A.3). Therefore the constant C from [FS11, Th. 1.4] can be taken equal
to 0 (see Equation (3.8) in this reference). It should be noted that the escape function
in [FS11] satisfies slightly stronger requirements that the ones satisfied by GS1,σ1,1. Yet,
using an approach through radial type estimates, these requirements were simplified by
Dyatlov and Zworski in [DZ16, §3] and one only needs that GS1,σ1,1 satisfies the weaker
properties stated in Proposition 3.11 (namely the first, third and fourth item of this
statement). In that case, one can verify that the resolvent can be extended to the region

(4.5) Re(z) > −c0(S1 − |σ1|),
where c0 > 0 is some geometric constant depending only on (Σ, g). We refer to [Dya23,
§3.3.1, Th. 2] for more details on the value of the constant c0 in terms of the Lyapunov
exponents of the flow.

4.2. A bilinear estimate. The main result of this section is the following bilinear
estimate, which will be crucial in the upcoming nonlinear analysis.

Proposition 4.5. There exists ϑ0 > 0 such that the following holds.
Let S0, m1, N1 > 0 such that

S0 > 3, m1 > 50S0 and N1 > 50S0 +m1.

Let also I ⊂ R be an interval with I ⊂ R∗
+ and χ ∈ C ∞

c (I).
Then there exists a constant C > 0 such that, for all Φ ∈ C

∞(Σ), and for all
u ∈ C ∞

c (R×M1),
(4.6)∥∥∥B(m1,N1)

S0,−2 ϕ∗
−tP{Φ, χu}

∥∥∥
L2

6 Ce−ϑ0tmin I‖Φ‖C N

(
‖u‖L2 + ‖AS0,0χu‖L2

)
, t > 0.

Here P : C ∞(M×) → C ∞(M×) is given by

(4.7) Pv(x1, rξ1) = v(x1, rξ1)−
∫

M1

v(y1, rη1)dL1(y1, η1), v ∈ C
∞(M×),

where L1 is the normalized Liouville measure on the unit cotangent bundle M1 = S∗Σ.

This proposition will be relevant to ensure the convergence of the integral remainder
term in the Duhamel formula for the Vlasov equation (1.1). More precisely, the esti-
mate (4.6) is intended to be applied with Φ = Φ(u(t)) and u = u(t) where u(t) is the
solution to the nonlinear Vlasov equation (1.1). The right-hand side of (4.6) achieves
two important goals:

• exponential decay in time is obtained;

• the sliced anisotropic norm
∥∥∥B(m1,N1)

S0,−2 (· · · )
∥∥∥
L2

in the left-hand side is controlled

by the global anisotropic norm ‖AS0,0χu‖L2 on the right-hand side.
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The exponential decay will help the convergence of the integral remainder (1.5) pro-
vided that the norms in the right-hand side of (4.6) do not grow too fast with t. We
can first observe that all Lp norms of u(t) are preserved under the evolution by (1.1) so
that ‖u(t)‖L2 will not contribute to any growth in time. Similarly, the fact that Φ(u(t))
is expressed in terms of a smooth interaction kernel implies that the term ‖Φ(u(t))‖CN

remains bounded with time. Hence, the only difficulty is to find an a priori upper
bound on the global anisotropic Sobolev norm ‖AS0,0χu(t)‖L2. This is exactly where
the choice of the global escape function will turn out to be crucial in view of getting a
polynomial upper bound. In fact, as we shall use it in the proof of Lemma 6.7 below,
the principal symbol of AS0,0 belongs to a nice enough class of symbols on R ×M1,
which is the key to performing an energy estimate with the help of microlocal methods.

The rest of this section is devoted to the proof of Proposition 4.5 and, along the
way, we shall also obtain intermediate corollaries that will be helpful for the upcoming
nonlinear analysis. The proof is organized as follows. First, we recall the exponential
decay result for the geodesic flow restricted to M1. Then, we lift these results to R×M1

and finally combine them with the properties of our escape functions (together with
microlocal arguments) to get Proposition 4.5.

4.3. Exponential decay on M1. Unfortunately, the decay estimate given by Theo-
rem 1.3 does not seem sufficient for our needs and we will rather rely on a microlocal
refinement of this result following from [NZ15]:

Theorem 4.6 (Nonnenmacher-Zworski). There is ϑ̃0 > 0 such that, for each S1 > 3,
one can find a constant2 C1 > 0 so that the following property holds.

Let N > 10S1 and σ1 ∈ [−2, 2]. Then, there exists a constant C > 0 such that, for
every t > 0,

∥∥∥eOpM1(GS1,σ1,1) (X1 + C1)
−N ϕ∗

−tP1e
−OpM1(GS1,σ1,1)

∥∥∥
L2(M1)→L2(M1)

6 Ce−tϑ̃0 ,

where P1v = v −
∫
M1
v dL1.

Recall that the original decay of correlations result in (1.4) is rather written for
smooth test functions on M1, i.e. for every u, v ∈ C

k0(M1),

(4.8)

∣∣∣∣
∫

M1

(u ◦ ϕ−t)v dL−
∫

M1

udL1

∫

M1

vdL1

∣∣∣∣ 6 Ce−tϑ0‖u‖C k0‖v‖C k0 ,

which can directly be recovered from the refined estimate of Theorem 4.6.

Remark 4.7. For simplicity, we choose to work in Section 6 with a fixed regularity
parameter S1 independent of the geometry, more specifically S1 = 3 to ensure that
(1 − 2δ)S1 > 2 > |σ1| (provided δ > 0 is small enough). Modulo some slightly more
tedious work, this could probably be optimized to pick any S1 > 1 but we do not
pursue this issue here.

2As we shall see in the proof, this is in fact the same constant as in (4.3).
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Proof. The results in [NZ15] are not exactly stated under such a precise form. Yet,
this result is implicitely proved in §9 of this reference as a consequence of their main
result and, for the sake of completeness, we will briefly recall the analytical context of
this result and the argument to go from resolvent estimates to exponential decay of the
flow.

The main result (Theorem 2) in [NZ15] is a result on semiclassical selfadjoint pseudo-
differential operators P (h) of order m > 0 such that the following holds

(1) there exists a complex absorbing potential, i.e. a selfadjoint (semiclassical)
pseudo-differential W (h) of order 0 6 k 6 m whose principal symbol W is
nonnegative and satisfies certain growth assumptions (Eq. (1.9) and (1.10) in
that reference);

(2) the level set p−1(E) (where p is the principal symbol of P (h)) is a smooth
submanifold with dp|p−1(E) 6= 0;

(3) the trapped set at energy p−1((E − δ, E + δ)) is a normally hyperbolic and
symplectic manifold. Recall that the trapped set consists in all the Hamiltonian
trajectories for the flow induced by p that never enters the damping region in
forward and backward times.

Then, Theorem 2 in [NZ15] is a resolvent estimate for (P (h) − iW (h) − z)−1 when z
lies in a small neighbodhood of size λ0h of E (with λ0 > 0 that can be expressed in
terms of purely dynamical quantities). We also refer to [GS88, WZ11, Dya15, Dya16]
for related results when the incoming and outgoing trapped sets are regular enough.

It is important to note that the role of W (h) is purely auxiliary in this result and

one has to find some concrete operators P̃ (h) where such a W (h) exists and to deduce

some applications on the spectral gap for P̃ (h). Among the several examples given in
this reference, one has the case where P (h) = −ihX1 where X1 is a contact Anosov
flow on a compact manifold (a geodesic flow is the main example of a contact flow). In
fact, as explained in Example 2 and §9.1 of this reference, one can design an operator
W with these requirements when P (h) = −ihX1. This follows from the fact that
the trapped set3 in the energy window (E − δ, E + δ) for this operator is given by
{(z1; ζ0, 0) : |ζ0 − E| < δ} ⊂ E∗

0 . Recall that p(z1; ζ1) = ζ1(X1(z1)) in this setting.
The contact assumption is thus here to ensure that our trapped set E∗

0 has a symplectic
structure and the Anosov assumption allows to verify the normally hyperbolic property.
Hence, Theorem 2 from this reference can be applied and it yields a resolvent estimate
for the corresponding modified operator, i.e. (−ihX1−iW (h)−z)−1. Now, the strategy
in [NZ15, §9] is to convert this key resolvent estimate into a resolvent estimate for a more
relevant operator regarding the dynamical properties (see Theorem 4 in this reference).

The strategy is as follows. Define

P̃ (h) = eOpM1
h(GS1,σ1,1)(−ihX1)e

−Op
M1
h (GS1,σ1,1),

where OpM1
h is a semiclassical quantization procedure [Zwo12, DZ19]. By construction,

P̃ (h) agrees microlocally with P (h)− iW (h) in a compact region of T∗M1. According

3Here trapped set refers to the Hamiltonian trajectories that stay in a bounded region of T∗M1
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to Remark 4.4, the geometric properties of our sliced escape function4 ensures that the
resolvent (P̃ (h)− z)−1 extends meromorphically to a strip

{Re(z) > −(c0((1− 2δ)S1 + |σ1|)h}.
Moreover, the principal symbol of P̃ (h) is given by ζ1(X1)+ih{ζ1(X1), GS1,σ1,1} modulo
terms lying in h2S−1+(T∗M1) (see Remark A.3). Then, thanks to Proposition 3.11 and
to (3.15), we can verify that the imaginary part is not greater than −ch < 0 (for
some positive c > 0) near E∗

u and E∗
s . In particular, using the Anosov property, only

points lying in E∗
0 does not end up in the damping region of our nonselfadjoint operator

(meaning in either backward or forward times).

Remark 4.8. In [NZ15], the authors made the stronger assumptions of [FS11] on the

escape function used to define P̃ (h) which ensures that the imaginary part is 6 −ch
outside a small neighborhood of E∗

0 . Yet, the choice of this escape function was made
to ensure the Fredholm property and the meromorphic continuation of the resolvent
beyond the real axis [NZ15, Lemma 9.2] and they could as well have used the larger
class of weights functions as introduced in [DZ16] for which these properties remain
true (see Remark 4.4). See for instance [DZ15, §6] for resolvent estimates with these
weaker weights. As we have just explained it, the only difference is that the damping
only occurs near E∗

u and E∗
s (but all points outside E∗

0 end up in these neighborhoods
in either backward or forward times).

Hence, one can define a (selfadjoint) pseudo-differential operator W∞(h) which is
compactly supported (near E∗

0), whose wavefront set does not intersect the wavefront
ofW (h) and such that the wavefront set of Id−W∞(h) does not intersect the trapped set
of the Hamiltonian flow near the energy E. See [NZ15, §9.3] for more precise statements.

The key point is that P∞(h) = P̃ (h) − iW∞(h) has now an empty undamped set and
one can apply (nontrapping) resolvent estimate to this operator near z = E. See [NZ15,
Lemma 9.3] and the references therein. Then, with these two resolvent estimates at
hand and still following §9 from this reference, one can make use of the gluing method

due to Datchev and Vasy [DV12] in view of getting a resolvent estimate for (P̃ (h)−z)−1

near z = E – see [NZ15, Th. 4] for a precise statement of the semiclassical resolvent
estimate.

Once we have these semiclassical resolvent estimates, we can turn to the decay esti-
mate of Theorem 4.6 for the induced flow. Recall that [NZ15, Th. 4] (when translated
in a nonsemiclassical form, see Equation (9.13) in this reference) states the existence
of a parameter ϑ1 > 0 such that, for every S1 > 3 and for every σ1 ∈ [−2, 2], one can
find a constant CS1,σ1 > 0 with the following property

(4.9)

∥∥∥eOpM1(GS1,σ1,1) (X1 + z)−1 e−OpM1(GS1,σ1,1)
∥∥∥
L2(M1)→L2(M1)

6 CS1,σ1(1 + | Im(z)|)2(S1+|σ1|)+1,

whenever z ∈ C verifies Re(z) ∈ [−ϑ1, ϑ1] and |Im(z)| > ϑ1.

4This Remark was stated in a nonsemiclassical set-up but the proof in [DZ16] allows 0 < h 6 1.
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Such a resolvent estimate can be transferred into our expected exponentially decaying
upper bound. Let v, w ∈ C ∞(M) ; we want to estimate

(4.10)

∫

M1

(P1(v) ◦ ϕ−τ)w dL1 =

∫

M1

(P1(v) ◦ ϕ−τ)P1(w) dL1.

To do that, we proceed as [NZ15, §9, Proof of Cor. 5]. More precisely, we use Stone’s
formula to rewrite (4.10) as

(4.11)
1

2π
lim
ε→0

∫

R

eiτλ
〈(

(X1 − iλ+ ε)−1 − (X1 − iλ− ε)−1
)
P1(v),P1(w)

〉
L2(M1)

dλ.

From this, we infer that, for every N > 0, (4.10) writes

1

2π
lim
ε→0

∫

R

dλ eiτλ

(C1 + iz)N

∑

±

±
〈
(X1 − iz ± ε)−1(X1 + C1)

NP1(v),P1(w)
〉
L2(M1)

,

where C1 is chosen large enough to ensure that (4.3) holds true. Then, we use the
resolvent bound (4.9) (and its analogue in backward time) and pick N > 10S1 to ensure
the convergence of the integral in λ. It allows us make a deformation of contour from
λ = R to λ = R+ iϑ0 where we choose ϑ0 in such a way that there is no Ruelle-Pollicott
resonances (except for 0) in the strip delimited by these two lines. As a consequence,
one gets that (4.10) is equal to

1

2π
lim
ε→0

∫

R+iϑ0

dλ eiτλ

(C1 + iz)N

∑

±

±
〈
(X1 − iz ± ε)−1(X1 + C1)

NP1(v),P1(w)
〉
L2(M1)

.

Finally by (4.9) we obtain that for every τ > 0,
∣∣∣∣
∫

M1

(P1(v) ◦ ϕ−τ )w dL1

∣∣∣∣ 6 Ce−τϑ0
∥∥∥eOpM1(GS1,σ1,1)(X1 + C1)

NP1(v)
∥∥∥
L2

× ‖e−OpM1(GS1,σ1,1)P1(w)‖L2,

which concludes the proof of the Theorem thanks to (4.3). �

4.4. Lifting Theorem 4.6 to R×M1. Building on Theorem 4.6, we are able to derive
the following lemma which lifts this result to R×M1:

Lemma 4.9. There exists ϑ0 > 0 depending only on the choice of (ν, g1) defined in
Proposition 3.11 such that the following holds.

Let S1 > 3, σ1 ∈ [−2, 2], N ∈ Z∗
+ and m1, m2 ∈ Z be such that

m1m2 6 0, m1 +m2 > 1, and N > 10S1 −min{m1, m2}+ 2.

Let also I be an open and bounded interval such that I ⊂ R∗
+ and χ ∈ C ∞

c (I). Then,
there exists a constant C > 0 such that, for all t > 0,

∥∥∥B(m1,N)
S1,σ1

χϕ∗
−tPB

(m2)
−S1,−σ1

∥∥∥
L2→L2

6 Ce−tϑ0 min I .

Remark 4.10. By taking the flow in positive time, one obtains a similar statement by
remplacing S1 by −S1 < 0.
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Proof. Let u be an element in S (R×M1). From the definition of our sliced anisotropic
norms (4.2) and (4.4), we want to compute the norm of

(4.12)
∥∥∥B(m1)

S1,σ1
χϕ∗

tP(X1 + C1)
−NB

(m2)
−S1,−σ1

u
∥∥∥
L2
,

where χ ∈ C ∞
c (R∗

+) is compactly supported inside the interval I. To this end, we use
Plancherel’s formula to write (4.12) as

1

(2π)4

∫

R

1

(1 + ρ2)m1
×
∥∥∥∥∥

∫

I×R2

eis(ρ̃−ρ)e−ir̃ρ̃

(1 + ρ̃2)
m2
2

eOpM1(GS1,σ1,1)etsX1P1χ(s)

× (X1 + C1)
−Ne−OpM1(GS1,σ1,1)u(r̃) ds dρ̃ dr̃

∥∥∥∥∥

2

L2(M1)

dρ,

or equivalently

1

(2π)4

∫

R

1

(1 + ρ2)m1
×
∥∥∥∥∥

∫

I×R

eis(ρ̃−ρ)

(1 + ρ̃2)
m2
2

eOpM1(GS1,σ1,1)etsX1P1χ(s)

× (X1 + C1)
−Ne−OpM1(GS1,σ1,1)û(ρ̃) ds dρ̃

∥∥∥∥∥

2

L2(M1)

dρ,

where û is the Fourier transform of u with respect to the radial variable. Let us introduce
the operator

Pρ,ρ̃ =
1 + i(ρ̃− ρ)∂s
1 + (ρ− ρ̃)2

.

Then it holds

Pρ,ρ̃
(
eis(ρ̃−ρ)

)
= eis(ρ̃−ρ),

and integrating by parts yields, for N2 > 0,
∥∥∥B(m1)

N1,σ1
χϕ∗

tP(X1 + C1)
−NB

(m2)
−S1,−σ1

u
∥∥∥
2

L2

=
1

(2π)4

∫

R

1

(1 + ρ2)m1

∥∥∥∥
∫

I×R

e−isρ〈ρ̃〉−m2〈ρ̃− ρ〉−N2Ws,ρ,ρ̃ [û(ρ̃)] ds dρ̃

∥∥∥∥
2

L2(M1)

dρ,

where the operator Ws,ρ,ρ̃ is given by

Ws,ρ,ρ̃ = eOpM1(GS1,σ1,1)
(
eisρ̃(Pρ,ρ̃)

N2(etsX1P1χ(s))(X1 + C1)
−N

〈ρ̃− ρ〉−N2

)
e−OpM1(GS1,σ1,1).

By Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, one has
∥∥∥B(m1)

N1,σ1
χϕ∗

tP(X1 + C1)
−NB

(m2)
−S1,−σ1

u
∥∥∥
2

L2
6 Im1,m2,N2 sup

s∈I, ρ∈R

∫

R

‖Ws,ρ,ρ̃ [û(ρ̃)]‖2L2(M1)
dρ̃,

where

Im1,m2,N2 =
|I|2
(2π)4

∫

R2

1

(1 + ρ2)m1

1

(1 + ρ̃2)m2

1

(1 + (ρ− ρ̃)2)N2
dρ dρ̃
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is finite provided N2 = −min{m1, m2} + 1 and m1 + m2 > 1. Hence, recalling that
‖u‖L2 =

∫
R
‖û(ρ̃)‖2

L2(M1)
dρ̃, the proof boils down to estimating the operator norm of

Ws,ρ,ρ̃, which can be bounded by a sum of terms of the form

tℓ1
∥∥∥eOpM1(GS1,σ1,1)χ(ℓ2)(s)etsX1P1X

ℓ1
1 (X1 + C1)

−Ne−OpM1(GS1,σ1,1)
∥∥∥
L2(M1)→L2(M1)

with ℓ1 + ℓ2 6 N2 and s ∈ I. According to Theorem 4.6, the latter are bounded by
Ctℓ1e−tϑ0 min I , provided that N −N2 > 10S1. The result follows. �

As a direct consequence of Lemma 4.9, we deduce the following decay estimate for
smooth test functions which will also be used in our nonlinear analysis:

Corollary 4.11. There exists ϑ0 > 0 depending only on the choice of (ν, g1) defined in
Proposition 3.11 such that the following holds.

Let S1 > 3, σ1 ∈ [−2, 2], m1 ∈ Z and I be an open and bounded interval such that
I ⊂ R∗

+. Then, there exist a constant C > 0 and an integer N ∈ N such that, for all
t > 0 and for every u ∈ CN

c (I ×M1)

∥∥∥B(m1)
S1,σ1

ϕ∗
−tPu

∥∥∥
L2

6 Ce−tϑ0 min I‖u‖CN .

Again, we can get a similar statement for the flow in positive time by replacing S1

by −S1. We also record that we implicitely recover Theorem 1.3 from the introduction
(away from the zero section):

Corollary 4.12. There exist ϑ0, k0 > 0 depending only on Riemannian manifold (Σ, g)
such that, for every open and bounded interval I such that I ⊂ R∗

+, one can find a
constant C > 0 such that, for all t > 0 and for every u, v ∈ C k0

c (I ×M1),

∣∣∣∣
∫

M×

(u ◦ ϕ−t)v dL−
∫

M×

(∫

M1

u(r, z′1)dL1(z
′
1)

)
v(r, z1)dL(r, z1)

∣∣∣∣

6 Ce−tϑ0 min I‖u‖C k0‖v‖Ck0 .

4.5. Comparison between the different norms. We now discuss how the different
anisotropic norms we have introduced compare to each other in various senses that
are relevant to the proof of Proposition 4.5. We begin with a comparison of sliced
anisotropic Sobolev norms.

Lemma 4.13. Let S1, σ1, σ2 ∈ R and m1, m2 ∈ Z verifying

S1 > 1, m1m2 6 0, m1 +m2 > 2, and σ1 + σ2 6 0.

Let also I be an open and bounded interval such that I ⊂ R∗
+ and χ ∈ C ∞

c (I). Then,
there exist a constant C > 0 and an integer N > 1 such that

∥∥∥B(m1)
S1,σ1

(a∂r)χB
(m2)
−S1,σ2

∥∥∥
L2→L2

6 C ‖a‖
CN , a ∈ C

∞(M1).
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Proof. We proceed as in the proof of Lemma 4.9 and we write that

∥∥∥B(m1)
S1,σ1

(a(z1)∂r)χB
(m2)
−S1,σ2

u
∥∥∥
2

L2
=

1

(2π)4

∫

R

ρ2

(1 + ρ2)m1

∥∥∥∥∥

∫

I×R2

eis(ρ̃−ρ)χ(s)

(1 + ρ̃2)
m2
2

eOpM1 (GS1,σ1
)aeOpM1 (G−S1,σ2

)û(ρ̃) ds dρ̃

∥∥∥∥∥

2

L2(M1)

dρ.

As in the proof of Lemma 4.9, we can integrate by parts with respect to the variable
s using the operator Pρ,ρ̃ in view of getting the missing integrability in the ρ (or ρ̃)
variable. Hence, under the assumption that m1 +m2 > 2, one can find some uniform
constant C > 0 such that
∥∥∥B(m1)

S1,σ1
(a∂r)χB

(m2)
−S1,σ2

u
∥∥∥
2

L2
6 C

∥∥∥eOpM1(GS1,σ1,1
)aeOpM1(G−S1,σ2,1

)
∥∥∥
2

L2(M1)→L2(M1)

×
∫

R

‖û(ρ̃)‖2L2(M1)
dρ̃.

Hence, applying Plancherel’s formula, everything boils down to an estimate on∥∥∥eOpM1(GS1,σ1,1
)aeOpM1(G−S1,σ2,1

)
∥∥∥
L2(M1)→L2(M1)

.

Using the composition rule (A.21) in S2S1(T∗M1) together with the approximate expres-
sions (A.26) and (A.24) for the exponential5 of a pseudo-differential operator, one finds
that this quantity is uniformly bounded as soon as σ1 + σ2 6 0. Moreover, the upper
bound (given by the composition rule and the Calderón-Vaillancourt Theorem (A.18))
is linear in terms of ‖a‖CN for some large enough N > 1. �

Arguing similarly, one obtains

Lemma 4.14. Let S1, σ1, σ2 ∈ R and m1, m2 ∈ Z verifying

S1 > 1, m1m2 6 0, m1 +m2 > 1, and σ1 + σ2 + 1 6 0.

Let also I be an open and bounded interval such that I ⊂ R∗
+ and χ ∈ C ∞

c (I). Then,
there exist a constant C > 0 and an integer N > 1 such that, for every smooth vector
field Y on M1, one has ∥∥∥B(m1)

S1,σ1
Y χB

(m2)
−S1,σ2

∥∥∥
L2→L2

6 C ‖Y ‖
C N .

From the two lemmas above and Corollary 4.11, we deduce the following result on
the semigroup (ϕt)t>0:

Corollary 4.15. There exists ϑ0 > 0 depending only on the choice of (ν, g1) defined in
Proposition 3.11 such that the following holds.

Let S1 > 3, ℓ > 0, σ1 ∈ [−1, 1] and m1 ∈ Z. Let also I be an open and bounded
interval such that I ⊂ R∗

+. Then, there exist C > 0, N ∈ N such that, for all t > 0, for

5Note that this may require to rescale the symbol of B by a parameter h > 0 that depends only on
N1 and on the choice of the escape function. As our arguments only care about what happens outside
a compact subset of T∗M1, this rescaling of the escape function has no importance.
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every u ∈ C N
c (I ×M1), for every smooth function a in M1 and for every smooth vector

field Y on M1,

(4.13)
∥∥∥B(m1)

S1,σ1
Xℓ

1 (a∂r + Y )ϕ∗
−tPu

∥∥∥
L2

6 Ce−tϑ0 min I‖u‖CN (‖a‖CN + ‖Y ‖C N ) .

Again, the same result holds true for positive time provided that we replace S1 by

−S1 in the definition of B
(m1)
S1,σ1

.

Proof. First note that one has

Xℓ
1(a∂r + Y ) = X1[X

ℓ−1
1 , a∂r + Y ] +X1(a∂r + Y )Xℓ−1

1 .

Hence, by induction, we get

Xℓ
1(a∂r + Y ) =

ℓ∑

k=0

(aℓ,k∂r + Yℓ,k)X
k
1 ,

where Yℓ,k (resp. aℓ,k) is a vector field (resp. a function) on M1 (whose semi-norms
depend on a finite number of derivatives of Y ). In particular, to get the south result,
it suffices to bound the quantity

max
k=0,...,ℓ

∥∥∥B(m1)
N1,σ1

(aℓ,k∂r + Yℓ,k)ϕ
∗
−tPX

k
1u
∥∥∥
L2
.

Such a bound is obtained as a direct consequence of Corollary 4.11 and Lemmas 4.13
and 4.14. �

We end this subsection by establishing the connection between the sliced and the
global anisotropic Sobolev norms. To this purpose, we recall that AS0,σ0 admits
an almost inverse thanks to the composition formula. More precisely, according to

Lemma A.12, Remark A.11 and given any N ′ > 1, one can find bN ′ ∈ S
0
(T∗(R×M1))

which is independent of r and equal to 1 modulo S
−1+

(T∗(R×M1)) such that, for every
χ ∈ C

∞
c (R), it holds

(4.14)
∥∥(Op

(
e−FS0,σ0bN ′

)
AS0,σ0 − Id

)
χ
∥∥
H−N′ (R×M1)→HN′ (R×M1)

<∞.

With this convention at hand, one has the following result.

Lemma 4.16. For every S0 > 1, σ1 < σ0 6 0, m1 > 5(S0+ |σ1|) and N ′ > 0, one has∥∥∥B(m1)
S0,σ1

Op
(
e−FS0,σ0bN ′

)∥∥∥
L2→L2

<∞.

Proof. Arguing as in the proof of Lemma 4.9, owing to Plancherel’s identity, it is suffi-
cient to study, for all ρ ∈ R, the quantity

(4.15)
∥∥∥eOpM1 (GS0,σ1,1

)OpM1(e−FS0,σ0
(ρ)bN ′(ρ))

∥∥∥
L2(M1)→L2(M1)

.

The latter is bounded from above by
∥∥∥eOpM1 (GS0,σ1,1

)e−OpM1(GS0,σ1,1
(z1,〈ρ〉−1ζ1))

∥∥∥
L2(M1)→L2(M1)

×
∥∥∥eOpM1 (GS0,σ1,1

(z1,〈ρ〉−1ζ1))OpM1(e−FS0,σ0 (ρ)bN ′(ρ))
∥∥∥
L2(M1)→L2(M1)

.
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Using the composition rule (A.21) and relying on the approximate expressions (A.26)
and (A.24) for the exponential of a pseudo-differential operator, we have on the one
hand ∥∥∥eOpM1(GS0,σ1,1

)e−OpM1 (GS0,σ1,1
(z1,〈ρ〉−1ζ1))

∥∥∥
L2→L2

6 C〈ρ〉2(S0+|σ1|).

On the other hand, we recall that by construction of the sliced and global escape
functions, we have GS0,σ1,1(z1, 〈ρ〉−1ζ1) = GS0,σ1(z1, ρ, ζ1) and Proposition 3.11 gives

(4.16) GS0,σ0(z1, ρ, ζ1) 6 FS0,σ0(z1, ρ, ζ1) + 2(S0 + |σ0|) log〈ρ〉
in the region {|ζ | > 1}. By the composition rule in SS0+|σ1|(T∗M1) (see Appen-
dix A.3.1) and the approximate expressions (A.26) and (A.24) for the exponential of
a pseudo-differential operator, we can, modulo a bounded operator on L2 (of norm
O(〈ρ〉2(S0+|σ1|))), focus on estimating the following norm:

〈ρ〉σ0−σ1
∥∥OpM1

(
b(ρ)e(σ1−σ0) log geGS0,σ0

(ρ)−FS0,σ0
(ρ)
)∥∥

L2→L2

where by assumption σ1 − σ0 < 0 and where b ∈ S
0
(T∗(R ×M1)) is independent of r

and equal to 1 modulo S
−1+

(T∗(R×M1)). By the Calderón-Vaillancourt theorem (see
e.g. (A.18)) and by (4.16), we get the estimate

∥∥OpM1
(
b(ρ)e(σ1−σ0) log geGS0,σ0

(ρ)−FS0,σ0
(ρ)
)∥∥

L2→L2 6 C〈ρ〉2(S0+|σ0|)

We finally obtain the bound
∥∥∥eOpM1(GS0,σ1)OpM1

(
e−FS0,σ0

(ρ)bN ′(ρ)
)∥∥∥

L2→L2
6 C〈ρ〉4(S0+|σ1|),

and we can conclude, relying on the fact that m1 > 5(S0 + |σ1|). �

4.6. Proof of Proposition 4.5. We are eventually in position to prove Proposition 4.5.
Before getting to this matter, we first give a description of the Hamiltonian vector field
XΦ generated by a smooth function Φ on Σ.

4.6.1. Hamiltonian vector fields. In what follows we will work with the coordinates
(r, z1) = (r, x, ξ1) ∈ R∗

+ × M1. Recall that the connection map associated with the
Riemannian metric g on Σ is defined as follows. Let z = (x, ξ) ∈ M = T∗Σ and let
z(t) = (x(t), ξ(t)) be a curve in M such that z(0) = z and z′(0) = Z. Then, one sets

Cz : Z ∈ TzM 7→ ∇z′(0)ξ(0) ∈ T∗
xΣ,

where ∇ is the Levi-Civita connection associated to (Σ, g). One can verify that Cz
induces an isomorphism between the horizontal space Ker(Dπ(z)), with π : (x, ξ) ∈
M 7→ x ∈ Σ the canonical projection [Rug07, Ch. 1]. Then, one has that XΦ(z) =
C−1
z (dΦ(x)) with dΦ(x) that can be decomposed as follows

dΦ(x) = g∗x (dΦ(x), ξ1) ξ1 +D⊥
ξ1
Φ(x).

In the coordinates (r, z1) = (r, x, ξ1) ∈ R∗
+ ×M1, it finally yields the following decom-

position for the vector field XΦ:

(4.17) XΦ =
1

r
C−1
z1

(
D⊥
ξ1
Φ(x)

)
+ g∗x (dΦ(x), ξ1) ∂r,
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where the vector field
X1

Φ(z1) = C−1
z1

(
D⊥
ξ1
Φ(x)

)

can be identified with a vector field on M1. This can be reexpressed in terms of pseudo-
differential operators on R×M1 as defined in Appendix A.2. Namely, one has

(4.18) XΦ =
1

r
Op (b1(z1; ζ1)) +Op (ρΦ1(z1)) ,

where b1(z1; ζ1) is a polynomial of degree 1 in the ζ1 variable. Namely, one has

(4.19) |β| > 2 =⇒ p1,α,β(ρΦ1(z1)) = p1,α,β(b1(z1; ζ1)) = 0,

and

(4.20) |β| = 0, 1 =⇒ p1,α,β(ρΦ1(z1)) + p1,α,β(b1(z1; ζ1)) 6 Cα,β‖Φ‖C |α|+1(Σ),

where p1,α,β are the semi-norms associated to the class of symbols S
1
(T∗(R×M1)) (see

Appendix A.3).

Remark 4.17. For later purposes, we record a few useful relations when Φ = Φ(u) =
Kπ∗u, for Kf(x) =

∫
Σ
K(x, y)f(y) dvolg(y) the smoothing interaction operator in the

Vlasov equation (1.1). Namely, we can set

(4.21) K1(x, ξ1, y) = g∗x(dxK(x, y), ξ1) ∈ C
∞(M1 × Σ,R),

and

(4.22) X1(x, ξ1, y) = C−1
z1
D⊥
ξ1
K(x, y) ∈ C

∞(M1 × Σ, TM1).

This allows to rewrite XΦ(u) as

(4.23) XΦ(u)(r, z1) =
1

r
X1

Φ(u)(z1) + Φ1(u)(z1)∂r,

where

Φ1(u)(z1) =

∫

M

K1(z1, y)u(y, η)dL(y, η)

and

X1
Φ(u)(z1) =

∫

M

X1(z1, y)u(y, η)dL(y, η),

where L is the Liouville measure on M . Hence, the semi-norms of the corresponding
symbols b1(z1; ζ1, u) and Φ1(u)(z1) can be controlled in terms of certain integrals of u
over M .

4.6.2. Proof of Proposition 4.5. Recall that we aim at estimating
∥∥∥B(m1,N1)

S0,σ1
ϕ∗
−τP{Φ, χu}

∥∥∥
L2
,

which, thanks to (4.17), can be rewritten as
∥∥∥B(m1,N1)

S0,σ1
ϕ∗
−τP

(
aΦ∂r + r−1YΦ

)
χu
∥∥∥
L2
,

where aΦ (resp. YΦ) is a smooth function (resp. vector field) on M1. Recall from (4.19)
and (4.20) that their C N norms are controlled by the CN+1 norm of Φ.
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We now fix χ1 which is compactly supported in I and which is identically equal to 1
on the support of χ. Thanks to (4.14), one can then write, for every N ′ > 1,
∥∥∥B(m1,N1)

S0,σ1
ϕ∗
−τP{Φ, χu}

∥∥∥
L2

6 CN ′

∥∥∥B(m1,N1)
S0,σ1

Pϕ∗
−τχ1

(
aΦ∂r + r−1YΦ

)
χ1

∥∥∥
HN′→L2

‖u‖L2

+
∥∥∥B(m1,N1)

S0,σ1
ϕ∗
−τPχ1

(
aΦ∂r + r−1YΦ

)
χ1Op

(
bN ′e−FS0,σ0

)
AS0,σ0χu

∥∥∥
L2
.

Thanks to Lemmas 4.9, 4.13 and 4.14, there exists and ϑ0 > 0 (that is independent of
the choice of the interval I) such that, for every S0 > 3, m1 > 2, N1 > 10S0 +m1 + 4
and −2 6 σ1 6 0, one can find N ′, N ≫ 1 and C > 0 such that
∥∥∥B(m1,N1)

S0,σ1
Pϕ∗

−τχ1

(
aΦ∂r + r−1YΦ

)
χ1

∥∥∥
HN′→L2

6
∥∥∥B(m1,N1)

S0,σ1
Pϕ∗

−τχ1B
(−m1+2)
−S0,−σ1

‖L2→L2‖B(m1−2)
S0,σ1

(
aΦ∂r + r−1YΦ

)
χ1

∥∥∥
HN′→L2

6 Ce−ϑ0τ min I‖Φ‖C N .

Hence, we are left with estimating the term
∥∥∥B(m1,N1)

S0,σ1
ϕ∗
−τPχ1

(
aΦ∂r + r−1YΦ

)
χ1Op

(
bN ′e−FS0,σ0

)∥∥∥
L2→L2

6
∥∥∥B(m1,N1)

S0,σ1
ϕ∗
−τPχ1B

(−m1+2)
−S0,−σ1

∥∥∥
L2→L2

∥∥∥B(m1−2)
S0,σ1

(
aΦ∂r + r−1YΦ

)
χ1B

(−m1+5)
−S0,−σ1−1

∥∥∥
L2→L2

×
∥∥∥B(m1−5)

S0,σ1+1Op
(
bN ′e−FS0,σ0

)∥∥∥
L2→L2

.

We can therefore again apply Lemmas 4.9, 4.13 and 4.14 in addition with Lemma 4.16.
This yields the existence of ϑ0 > 0 (that is still independent of the choice of the interval
I) such that, for every S0 > 3, m1 > 50S0, N1 > 50S0+m1, and σ1+1 < σ0 6 0 with
−2 6 σ1 6 −1, one can find N,C > 0 such that
∥∥∥B(m1,N1)

S0,σ1
ϕ∗
τPχ1

(
aΦ∂r + r−1YΦ

)
χ1Op

(
bN ′e−FS0,σ0

)∥∥∥
L2→L2

6 Ce−ϑ0τ min I‖Φ‖C N .

The proof of Proposition 4.5 is finally complete.

5. Global existence

The goal of this short section is to prove the following result.

Theorem 5.1. Let N0 ∈ N. Let u0 ∈ C
N0
c (M). Then there exists a unique u ∈

C 1 (R, L1(M, dL)) satisfying (1.1) on R. In fact u ∈ C k
(
R,CN0−k

c (M)
)

for all k =
0, . . . , N0.

All along this section, we will use the Liouville measure dL(r, z1) = rn−1drdL1(z1)
rather than drdL1(z1). We start with a local existence result.

Lemma 5.2. Let N0 ∈ N. Let u0 ∈ CN0
c (M). Then there exist ε > 0 and a unique u ∈

C 1 ([−ε, ε], L1(M, dL)) satisfying (1.1) on [−ε, ε]. In fact u ∈ C k
(
[−ε, ε],CN0−k

c (M)
)

for all k = 0, . . . , N0. Moreover, ε depends only on ‖u0‖L1(M), ‖∇u0‖L∞(M) and on the
support of u0.



38 YANN CHAUBET, DANIEL HAN-KWAN, AND GABRIEL RIVIÈRE

Proof. The proof is based on a classical argument involving the Banach theorem. Note
that u ∈ C 1 ([−ε, ε], L1(M)) satisfies (1.1) if and only if one has

(5.1) u(t) = ϕ∗
−tu0 −

∫ t

0

ϕ∗
s−t{Φ(u(s)), u(s)} ds, |t| 6 ε.

If v ∈ C 0([−ε, ε], L1(M)), we let u = Ψ(v) ∈ C 1([−ε, ε], L1(M)) be the unique solution
of the equation

∂tu+ (X +XΦ(v))u = 0, u|t=0 = u0.

where XΦ(v) ∈ C ∞(M,TM) is the Hamiltonian vector field generated by Φ(v), that is
XΦ(v)f = {Φ(v), f} for f ∈ C 1(M). We shall explain in a few lines why it is indeed
defined on [−ε, ε]. Equivalently, one can write

Ψ(v)(t) = u0 ◦ ψvt,0
where ψvt,s : M → M is the non-autonomous flow associated to the vector field X +
XΦ(v)(t), defined by

(5.2) ∂tψ
v
t,s(z) + [X +XΦ(v)(t)](ψ

v
t,s(z)) = 0, ψvs,s(z) = z, z ∈M.

Recall from the Cauchy–Lipschitz Theorem (see [Har82, Theorem V.4.1] for example)
that the map (t, z) ∈ [−ε, ε] × M 7→ ψvt,0(z) ∈ M is smooth with respect to the z-
variable and of class C 1 with respect to the time variable (as Φ(v) is C ∞). In (4.17),
we already gave an exact expression of this vector field. In particular, given an orbit
(r(t), z1(t)) of this vector field, one has

r(t) = r(0) +

∫ t

0

Φ1(v)(s) ds,

so that every orbit remains in a compact set of M . In particular, if u0 is supported in
the region {|ξ| 6 R0}, then the solution u is indeed defined on [−ε, ε] and supported in
{|ξ| 6 R0 + CKε|v|L1(M)}, where CK > 0 depends only on the interaction kernel K.

We want to find a fixed point of Ψ. Let B be the ball of radius |u0|L1 in the space
C

0([−ε, ε], L1(M)), for the norm

‖v‖1 = sup
|t|6ε

‖v(t)‖L1(M,dL).

Note that Ψ : B → B. Let v1, v2 ∈ B and set uj = Ψ(vj). We write

∂t(u2 − u1) = −
(
X +XΦ(v2)

)
(u2 − u1) +XΦ(v2)−Φ(v1)u1,

from which we infer that

u2(t)− u1(t) =

∫ t

0

(ψv2t,s)
∗XΦ(v2)(s)−Φ(v1)(s)u1(s)ds.

As ψv2t,s is volume preserving, one finds that

‖u2(t)− u1(t)‖L1(M,dL) 6

∫ t

0

∣∣(ψv2t,s)∗XΦ(v2−v1)u2(s)
∣∣
L1(M,dL)

ds

6 ε sup
|t|6ε

‖XΦ(v2−v1)(t)‖∞‖u1(t)‖C 1(M).
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Here the norm on C 1(M) is taken with respect to any smooth metric on M . One has

‖XΦ(v2−v1)‖∞ 6 C‖Φ(v2 − v1)‖C 1 6 C̃‖v2 − v1‖1, and

‖u1‖C 1(M) = sup
|t|6ε

‖u0 ◦ ψv1t,0‖C 1(M) 6 ‖∇u0‖∞ sup
|t|6ε

|dψv1t,0|L∞(Q)

where Q = {|ξ| 6 R0 + CK‖u0‖L1ε}. Now, by differentiating (5.2), we find that dψv1t,s
solves a linear differential equation, namely

∂tdψ
v1
t,s(z) = d

(
X +XΦ(v1)(t)

) (
ψv1t,s(z)

)
dψv2t,s(z), dψv2s,s(z) = Id.

Applying Gronwall’s Lemma, one finds that |dψv1t,0|L∞(Q) is bounded by

CeCε(R0+CK(ε+1)|v|
L1 ) 6 CeC̃ε(R0+|u0|L1),

where C, C̃ > 0 are constants that depend only on the interaction kernel. This implies
the existence of a constant Cg,K (depending only on the interaction kernel K and on
the metric g) such that, for all |t| 6 ε,

‖u2(t)− u1(t)‖L1(M,dL) 6 Cg,Kεe
εCg,K(R0+‖u0‖L1 )‖∇u0‖L∞‖v2 − v1‖L1(M,dL).

In particular, Ψ is a contraction as soon as ε is small enough. Now the Banach
theorem yields the existence of a unique fixed point u ∈ B of Ψ. Next, we write that

(5.3) u(t) = u0 ◦ ψu
t,0, |t| 6 ε.

We already saw that (t, z) ∈ [−ε, ε] ×M 7→ ψu
t,0(z) ∈ M is smooth with respect to z,

C 1 with respect to t and proper (so that u(t) has compact support). Applying (5.3)
inductively, one obtains the expected regularity of u. �

On the other hand, exploiting the Hamiltonian structure of the Vlasov equation, we
have

Lemma 5.3. Let J be an interval containing 0. Let u be a solution to (1.1) on J . Then
for all p > 1 and all t ∈ J ,

‖u(t)‖Lp(M,dL) = ‖u0‖Lp(M,dL),

where the Lp norm is taken with respect to the Liouville measure.

Finally let us proceed with the proof of Theorem 5.1.

Proof. Let Tmax be the maximal (forward) time of existence associated to the initial
condition u0, that is

Tmax = sup
{
T > 0, ∃u ∈ C

1([0, T ], L1(M, dL)) solution to (1.1) with initial condition u0
}
.

Thanks to Lemma 5.2, Tmax > 0. If Tmax = +∞, then we may conclude as in the end of
the proof of Lemma 5.2. Let us show that the case Tmax < +∞ is impossible. Would it
be the case, we could proceed as in the proof of Lemma 5.2 to control ‖∇u(t)‖L∞(M) in
the following way. First, using Lemma 5.3 with p = 1, if u0 is supported in {|ξ| 6 R0},
then u(t) is supported in Qmax = {|ξ| 6 R0 + CKTmax‖u0‖L1}. Then, we can write

‖∇u(t)‖L∞ = ‖∇
(
u0 ◦ ψut,0

)
‖L∞ 6 ‖∇u0‖L∞‖dψut,0‖L∞(Qmax).

One thus finds that |dψut,0|L∞ is bounded by CeCTmax(R0+(1+Tmax)|u0|L1), where C > 0
is a constant that depends only on the interaction kernel K and on the metric g. In
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particular, there exists a constant Cmax with a dependence with respect to the solution
only through ‖u0‖L1(M,dL), ‖∇u0‖L∞(M), the support of u0 and Tmax, such that for all
t ∈ [0, Tmax), we have ‖∇u(t)‖L∞(M) 6 Cmax.

Now let η > 0 to be fixed later and consider the Cauchy problem

(5.4) ∂tũ+ {H + Φ(ũ), ũ} = 0, ũ|t=Tmax−η = u(Tmax − η).

Owing to Lemma 5.2 (using the invariance by translation in time of the equation), there
exists ε > 0 depending only on ‖u(Tmax − η)‖L1(M,dL), ‖∇u(Tmax − η)‖L∞(M), and the
support of u(Tmax − η), and therefore only on ‖u0‖L1(M,dL), ‖∇u0‖L∞(M), the support
of u0 and Tmax, such that (5.4) is uniquely solvable on [Tmax − η − ε, Tmax − η + ε]. We
can therefore pick η = ε/2, which shows by a uniqueness argument that the solution
to (1.1) can be continued beyond Tmax. It leads to the expected contradiction. We
argue identically for the backward times of existence, which concludes the proof of the
theorem. �

6. Nonlinear exponential stability

This final Section is dedicated to the proof of Theorem 1.1. To this purpose, we argue
with a bootstrap argument, which we initiate in Subsection 6.1. Loosely speaking,
the idea is to work on the largest interval of nonnegative times Jk(ε) on which the
potential Φ(u) decays exponentially fast for a well-chosen rate (with a control by a
small enough constant ε), with the aim to show that Jk(ε) is actually R+: that this is
the case corresponds precisely to the main result of this Section, namely Theorem 6.1.
Theorem 1.1 then follows.

Subsection 6.2 corresponds to a preliminary step in which we show that on Jk(ε),
the support of the solution to the Vlasov equation (1.1) remains far from the null
section. In Subsection 6.3, we reduce the proof of Theorem 1.1 to two statements,
Lemmas 6.4 and 6.5. Lemma 6.4 states that a refined control of Φ(u) (with exponential
decay) can be obtained on Jk(ε), modulo the uniform control of a sliced anisotropic
Sobolev norm. This uniform control correspond precisely to Lemma 6.5. The proof
of Lemma 6.4 is performed in Subsection 6.4 and relies crucially on many results from
Section 4. Subsection 6.5 is then about the proof of Lemma 6.5. We again reduce
it to the proof of two other statements, Lemmas 6.6 and 6.7. Lemma 6.6 is a refined
estimate of the sliced anisotropic Sobolev norm, which shows that it is sufficient to prove
an estimate of a global anisotropic Sobolev norm with a polynomial growth in time.
To prove Lemma 6.6, we use crucially the bilinear estimate of Proposition 4.5 from
Section 4. This polynomial growth is precisely the purpose of Lemma 6.7. Everything
therefore finally boils down to an estimate of the global anisotropic Sobolev norm, that
is associated with our global escape function. This is obtained thanks to a microlocal
energy estimate for the Vlasov equation (1.1), which we perform in Subsection 6.7. We
conclude with Subsection 6.8 in which we finally prove the weak convergence result
(with exponential speed) of Theorem 1.1.

6.1. The bootstrap argument. We are now in position to prove Theorem 1.1. Let
u0 be a smooth function in C k0

c (R∗
+ ×M1) (with k0 ≫ 1) and denote by u(t, r, z1) the
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solution to (1.1) given by Theorem 5.1. Let r0 ∈ ]0, 1[ be such that

supp u0 ⊂ {(x, v) ∈ T∗Σ : |v| ∈ [r0, r
−1
0 ]}.

Let 0 < ε 6 1 be a (small) parameter to be fixed later on and take also ϑ = ϑ0r0/4,
where ϑ0 > 0 is the rate of convergence appearing in Section 4, namely the one given
by Proposition 4.5, Lemma 4.9, Corollaries 4.11, and 4.12, and (4.8). This parameter ϑ
is fixed once and for all. For every k > 1, we introduce the following subinterval of R+:

(6.1) Jk(ε, u0) =
{
T > 0 : ∀t ∈ [0, T ], eϑt‖Φ(u(t))‖C k(Σ) 6 ε

}
.

Imposing ‖u0‖L1(M) small enough with respect to ε (in terms of ‖K‖C k), this defines
by continuity a nonempty interval which is closed by continuity of the solution with
respect to the time variable t. Our goal is to show that this interval is also open for
appropriate choices of the parameters ε and k. This will imply that this interval is R+.
We will then be able to complete the proof of Theorem 1.1 in Section 6.8. Hence, the
main statement of this Section reads:

Theorem 6.1. There exist k, k0 > 0 such that, for all r0 ∈ (0, 1), one can find ε ∈ (0, 1)
and c0 > 0 such that, for all u0 ∈ C k0

c (M×) that is supported in [r0, r
−1
0 ] × M1 and

satisfying ‖u0‖C k0 6 c0ε, one has

Jk(ε, u0) = R+,

where Jk(ε, u0) is defined by (6.1).

In order to alleviate notations, we will drop the dependence in u0 and write Jk(ε)
instead of Jk(ε, u0).
6.2. Uniform control of the support. We begin our proof with the following obser-
vation.

Lemma 6.2. There exists a constant cK,g > 0 depending only on the metric g and on
the interaction kernel K such that, if ε < cK,gr0ϑ, then, for every t ∈ Jk(ε),
(6.2) supp u(t) ⊂ {(x, v) ∈ T∗Σ : |v| ∈ [r0/2, 2r0]}.
Remark 6.3. In the proof of Theorem 6.1, ε will first of all be chosen small enough so
that Lemma 6.2 holds; another smallness constraint of similar nature will also appear
in the subsequent Lemma 6.5.

Proof. Let T be an element of Jk(ε). Denote by ψt,s : M → M the flow associated to
the vector field X +XΦ(u)(t), defined by

∂tψt,s(z) = [X +XΦ(u)(t)](ψt,s(z)), ψs,s(z) = z, z ∈M.

Recall that u(t) is the solution to (1.1) with initial data u0 compactly supported in
[r0, r

−1
0 ]×M1. Thanks to (4.23), one has, for every t ∈ [0, T ] and for every initial data

z = (r(0), z1(0)) lying in [r0, r
−1
0 ]×M1, one has

r(t) = r(0) +

∫ t

0

Φ1(u(s))(z1(s))ds,
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where we set (r(t), z1(t)) = ψt,0(z). According to the expression of Φ1, one gets that
there exists a constant depending only the interaction kernel K and the metric g such
that, for every t ∈ [0, T ],

|r(t)− r(0)| 6 CK,g

∫ t

0

‖Φ(u(s))‖C 1ds 6 εCK,gϑ
−1,

where we use that t ∈ Jk(ε) in the last inequality. Hence, if we pick ε <
r0ϑ

2CK,g
, we get

the expected conclusion. �

6.3. Proof of Theorem 6.1. We now explain how to prove Theorem 6.1. We start

with the following key statement. Let B
(m1,N1)
3,−2 be the sliced anisotropic operator defined

in (4.4) with the parameters (m1, N1) chosen so that Proposition 4.5, Lemma 4.9 and
Corollaries 4.11 and 4.15 hold true.

Lemma 6.4. There exist k, k0 > 1 and CK,r0 > 0 (independent of ε and u0) such that,
for all t ∈ Jk(ε),

‖Φ(u(t))‖C k 6 CK,r0‖u0‖C k0e
−ϑt

+ CK,r0

∫ t

0

e−
r0ϑ0

2
(t−s)‖Φ(u(s))‖C k(Σ)‖B(m1,N1)

3,−2 P(u(s))‖L2(R×M1)ds.

Observe that a control of ‖B(m1,N1)
3,−2 P(u(s))‖L2(R×M1) for all s ∈ Jk(ε) is needed for

Lemma 6.4 to be relevant. This is the purpose of the next statement.

Lemma 6.5. There exist a constant c̃K,g > 0 depending only on g and K, as well
as k0 ∈ N and C > 0 (independent of ε and u0) such that, for ε < c̃K,gr0ϑ, for all
s ∈ Jk(ε),

‖B(m1,N1)
3,−2 P(u(s))‖L2(R×M1) 6 C‖u0‖C k0 .

The reason for taking ε small enough will come from the subsequent Lemma 6.7.
Hence, recalling that ϑ = ϑ0r0/4 and up to increasing the value of k0 (for the regularity
of the initial data), one gets that, for every t ∈ Jk(ε), for every u0 (supported in
[r0, r

−1
0 ]×M1) with ‖u0‖C k0 small enough,

(6.3) CK,r0

∫ t

0

e−
r0ϑ0

2
(t−s)‖Φ(u(s))‖Ck(Σ)‖B(m1,N1)

3,−2 P(u(s))‖L2(R×M1)ds 6
ε

4
e−ϑt.

Gathering Lemmas 6.4 and 6.5, we find that ‖Φ(u(t))‖C k(Σ) 6 ε
2
e−ϑt from which we

infer that Jk(ε) is open. As already explained, this allows to conclude the proof of
Theorem 6.1.

We are therefore left with the proofs of Lemmas 6.4 and 6.5, which is precisely the
purpose of the next two subsections.
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6.4. Proof of Lemma 6.4. In this section, we prove Lemma 6.4. We first use Duhamel
formula to write

(6.4) u(t) = ϕ∗
−t(u0)−

∫ t

0

ϕ∗
s−t{Φ(u(s)), u(s)}ds,

which yields

(6.5) Φ(u(t)) = Φ
(
ϕ∗
−t(u0)

)
−
∫ t

0

Φ
(
ϕ∗
s−t{Φ(u(s)), u(s)}

)
ds.

We pick t ∈ Jk(ε) and our goal is to estimate ‖Φ(u(t))‖C k(Σ). We begin with the linear
term in (6.5). One has

∂αx
(
Φ
(
ϕ∗
−t(u0)

))
=

∫

T∗Σ

∂αxK(x, y)u0(r, ϕ−tr(y, η1))dL(y, η1).

Thanks to Corollary 4.12 and as
∫
Σ
K(x, y)dvolg(y) = 0 for every x ∈ Σ, there exists

some k0 > 1 (depending only on (Σ, g)) and a constant Ck,r0 > 0 (depending also on k
and r0) such that

(6.6) ‖Φ(ϕ∗
−t(u0))‖C k(Σ) 6 Ck,r0e

−ϑt‖K‖C k0+k‖u0‖C k0 .

Note that this step did not rely on the fact that t belongs to Jk(ε). We will now deal
with the nonlinear term for which this assumption will be crucially used. We now write,
for χ ∈ C ∞

c (R∗
+) which is equal to 1 on [r0/2, 2r

−1
0 ] (where u is supported thanks to

Lemma 6.2),

(6.7)

∫ t

0

∂αxΦ
(
ϕ∗
s−t{Φ(u(s)), u(s)}

)
ds

=

∫ t

0

〈
∂αxK(x, π1 ◦ ϕ(t−s)r(z1))χ(r)r

n−1, χ(r){Φ(u(s)), u(s)}(r, z1)
〉
L2(R×M1)

ds,

where π1 : (y, η1) ∈ M1 = S∗Σ 7→ y ∈ Σ and where the L2 scalar product is taken
with respect to the measure drdL1(z1). Using again

∫
Σ
K(x, y)dVolg(y) = 0, one can

rewrite (6.7) as

(6.8)

∫ t

0

∂αxΦ
(
ϕ∗
s−t{Φ(u(s)), u(s)}

)
ds

=

∫ t

0

〈
ϕ∗
t−sP

(
∂αxK(x, π1(z1))χ(r)r

n−1
)
, χ(r){Φ(u(s)), u(s)}(r, z1)

〉
L2(R×M1)

ds.

Next we define Q = Id−P so that

Q(v) =

∫

M1

v(z1, r)dL1(z1), v ∈ C
∞
c (R∗

+ ×M1).

We now decompose u(s) = Q(u(s)) +P(u(s)) and use (4.23) to rewrite

{Φ(u(s)),Q(u(s))}(r, z1) = Φ1(u(s))(z1)∂rQ(u(s)).

Recall now that X = rX1 is the geodesic vector field generating ϕτ so that

∂rϕ
∗
τ = ϕ∗

τ (∂r + τX1) .
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Hence, since χ is identically equal to 1 on the support of u(s) (as s ∈ Jk(ε)), one has
(6.9)∫ t

0

∂αxΦ
(
ϕ∗
s−t{Φ(u(s)),Q(u(s))}

)
ds =

−
∫ t

0

(t− s)
〈
ϕ∗
t−sP (∂αxK(x, π1(z1))χ(r)) , χ(r)r

n−1Q(u(s))(r)X1Φ1(u(s))
〉
L2(R×M1)

ds

− (n− 1)

∫ t

0

〈
ϕ∗
t−sP (∂αxK(x, π1(z1))χ(r)) , χ(r)r

n−2Q(u(s))(r)Φ1(u(s))
〉
L2(R×M1)

ds.

We will bound the first term on the right-hand side of (6.9), the second one can be
handled similarly. It writes, after integrating by parts with respect to the r variable,

∫

R+

χ2(r)Q(u(s))(r)

(∫

M1

∂αxK(x, ϕ(t−s)r(z1))X1(Φ1(u(s)))(z1)dL1(z1)

)
rn−1dr.

Applying (4.8) together with (4.20), there exist a constant CK,α,r0 > 0 (depending on
the convolution kernel, r0 and (Σ, g)) such that, for every t ∈ Jk(ε), the modulus of the
above integral is bounded from above by

(6.10)

CK,α,r0‖u0‖L1

∫ t

0

(t− s)e−
ϑ0r0

2
(t−s)‖Φ1(u(s))‖Ck0+1ds

6 CK,α,r0‖u0‖L1

∫ t

0

(t− s)e−
ϑ0r0

2
(t−s)‖Φ(u(s))‖Ck0+2ds

6 C̃K,α,r0‖u0‖L1εe−ϑt,

where we used that ‖u(s)‖L1(rn−1drdL1) = ‖u0‖L1(rn−1drdL1) for every s > 0 and that
ϑ = ϑ0r0/4. A similar estimate holds for the second term of the right-hand side of (6.9)
and thus we are left with analyzing
∫ t

0

∂αxΦ
(
ϕ∗
s−t{Φ(u(s)),P(u(s))}

)
ds

= −
∫ t

0

〈
ϕ∗
t−sP

(
∂αxK(x, π1(z1))r

n−1χ(r)
)
, {Φ(u(s)),P(u(s))}(r, z1)

〉
L2(R×M1)

ds.

After integration by parts and recalling that χ is identically equal to 1 on the support
of u, this is equal to

(6.11)

∫ t

0

〈
rn−1χ(r)XΦ(u(s))ϕ

∗
t−sPχ(r) (∂

α
xK(x, π1(z1))) ,P(u(s))(r, z1)

〉
L2(R×M1)

ds

=

∫ t

0

〈
Tα(x),B

(m1,N1)
3,−2 P(u(s))(r, z1)

〉
L2(R×M1)

ds,

where we set

Tα(x) = B
(−m1)
−3,2 (X1 + C1)

N1XΦ(u(s))ϕ
∗
t−sP

(
χ(r)rn−1 (∂αxK(x, π1(z1)))

)
.

Thanks to Corollary 4.15 applied in positive time, there exist N ′ > 1 (depending only
on the choice of the operator B) and a constant CK,k,r0 > 0 such that, for all |α| 6 k
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and for all x ∈ Σ

‖Tα(x)‖L2(R×M1) 6 CK,k,r0e
−

r0ϑ0
2

(t−s)‖Φ(u(s))‖
CN′ (Σ).

As a result (up to modifying CK,k,r0 > 0), (6.11) can be controlled by

(6.12)

∣∣∣∣
∫ t

0

∂αxΦ
(
ϕ∗
s−t{Φ(u(s)),P(u(s))}

)
ds

∣∣∣∣

6 CK,k,r0

∫ t

0

e−
r0ϑ0

2
(t−s)‖Φ(u(s))‖

CN′ (Σ)‖B
(m1,N1)
3,−2 P(u(s))‖L2(R×M1)ds.

The proof of Lemma 6.4 is complete if we pick k > N ′ in the definition of Jk(ε).
6.5. Proof of Lemma 6.5. In order to ease readability, we reduce Lemma 6.5 to the
following two statements.

Lemma 6.6. There exist k0 ∈ N, C > 0 (independent of ε and u0) such that, for all
t ∈ Jk(ε),

∥∥∥B(m1,N1)
3,−2 P(u(t))

∥∥∥
L2(R×M1)

6 C‖u0‖C k0 + Cεe−2ϑt

∫ t

0

eϑs ‖A3,0χu(s)‖L2 ds.

Lemma 6.7. There exist a constant c̃K,g > 0 depending only on the metric g and on
the interaction kernel K, p ∈ N and C > 0 (independent of ε and u0) such that, for
ε < c̃K,gr0ϑ, for every s ∈ Jk(ε),

‖A3,0χu(s)‖L2(R×M1) 6 C〈s〉p‖u0‖L2.

Remark 6.8. In Lemma 6.7, ε must be small as follows. We set C(r0, µ) > 0 to be a
positive constant such that, for all u ∈ L1([r0/4, 4r0] ×M1) and for all (r, z1; ρ, ζ1) in
T∗([r0/4, 4r0]×M1), ∣∣{ζ(XΦ(u)), µ(z1; ρ, ζ1)}

∣∣ 6 C(r0, µ)‖Φ(u)‖C 2.

Recall from Remark 4.17 that ζ(XΦ(u)) is in fact of the form 1
r
ζ1(X

1
Φ(u)(z1)) + Φ1(u)ρ,

with Φ1(u) and X1
Φ(u) defined through linear combination of derivatives of Φ(u). We

shall fix ε > 0 small enough to ensure that

(6.13) 3C(r0, µ)ε 6
ϑ

8
.

Assuming Lemmas 6.6 and 6.7, we obtain Lemma 6.5, as the possible polynomial
growth of ‖A3,0χu(s)‖L2(R×M1) is compensated by the exponential factor e−2ϑt. We
provide the proofs of Lemmas 6.6 and 6.7 in the next subsections.

6.6. Proof of Lemma 6.6. We start with the Duhamel formula to write

(6.14) B
(m1,N1)
3,−2 P(u(t)) = B

(m1,N1)
3,−2 P(ϕ∗

−t(u0))−
∫ t

0

B
(m1,N1)
3,−2 ϕ∗

s−tP{Φ(u(s)), u(s)}ds.

Thanks to Lemma 4.9, there exists a constant C > 0 and an integer N ′ > 1 such
that, for all t > 0,

‖B(m1,N1)
3,−2 P(ϕ∗

−t(u0))‖L2(R×M1) 6 Ce−ϑt‖u0‖CN′ .
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Hence, in order to prove Lemma 6.6, we just have to obtain the expected upper bound
on the integral remainder in the right-hand side of (6.14), which we denote by

R(t) =

∫ t

0

B
(m1,N1)
3,−2 ϕ∗

s−tP{Φ(u(s)), u(s)}ds.

Since supp u(t) ⊂ [r0/2, 2r0] by Lemma 6.2, this is also equal to

R(t) =

∫ t

0

B
(m1,N1)
3,−2 ϕ∗

s−tχP{Φ(u(s)), u(s)}ds,

where χ ∈ C ∞
c (R∗

+) is identically equal to 1 on [r0/2, 2r0].
We are now in position to apply the bilinear estimate of Proposition 4.5. Indeed,

since s ∈ Jk(ε) and up to taking k > N (with N the regularity parameter appearing
in this proposition), one has

‖R(t)‖L2 6 C

∫ t

0

e−
ϑ0r0

2
(t−s)‖Φ(u(s))‖C k

(
‖u(s)‖L2(R×M1) + ‖A3,0χu(s)‖L2

)
ds

6 Cεe−2ϑt

∫ t

0

eϑs
(
‖u(s)‖L2(R×M1) + ‖A3,0χu(s)‖L2

)
ds.

By Lemma 5.3, one has6 ‖u(s)‖L2 6 Cr0‖u0‖L2 for every s ∈ Jk(ε). Hence, we can en-

sure that the contribution of this term to the upper bound for ‖B(m1,N1)
3,−2 P(u(t))‖L2(R×M1)

is controlled by Ce−ϑtε‖u0‖L2 for every t ∈ Jk(ε). This concludes the proof of Lemma 6.6
provided that we pick k0 > N ′.

6.7. Proof of Lemma 6.7. In this section, we use microlocal energy estimates to prove
Lemma 6.7. This is precisely here that our construction of a global escape function is
crucial.

Due to a logarithmic loss of derivatives that will occur in the energy estimates, we
will not study directly ‖A3,0χu(s)‖L2(R×M1) but rather

‖A3,σ0(s)χu(s)‖L2(R×M1)

where σ0(s) =
1
8
e−ϑs is a time-dependent weight. This will yield some extra dissipation

in the energy estimates that will precisely compensate the aforementioned logarith-
mic loss of derivatives. This idea of considering a time-dependent regularity is some-
how reminiscent of the time-dependent weights often used for Cauchy-Kowalevskaya
type theorems in analytic regularity (see e.g. [Caf90] and the proofs of Landau damp-
ing in the torus of [BMM16] and [GNR21]). The fact that σ0 remains non-negative
for all times is important and, as we shall see at the end of the proof, estimating
‖A3,σ0(s)χu(s)‖L2(R×M1) will be sufficient to bound ‖A3,0χu(s)‖L2(R×M1).

Recall that A3,σ0(t) is of the form

A3,σ0(t)v(r, z1) =
1

2π

∫

R2

ei(r−s)ρOpM1
(
e(3µ+σ0(t)) log f

)
v(s, z1)dρds,

6We only have an upper bound as we took the measure drdL1 for the L2 scalar product.
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where µ and f are given by Proposition 3.11. Let χ be a smooth function that is com-
pactly supported in ]r0/4, 4r0[ and that is identically equal to 1 on [r0/2, 2r0]. Thanks
to Lemma A.10, there exists a constant C > 0 such that

∥∥A3,σ0(t)u(t)
∥∥
L2 6

∥∥χA3,σ0(t)χu(t)
∥∥
L2 + C‖u0‖L2.

Hence, we can restrict our attention to estimating the norm of
∥∥χA3,σ0(t)χu(t)

∥∥
L2. To

this purpose, we write

(6.15)

d

dt

∥∥χA3,σ0(t)χu(t)
∥∥2
L2 = −2Re

〈
χA3,σ0(t)χXu(t), χA3,σ0(t)χu(t)

〉

− 2Re
〈
χA3,σ0(t)χXΦ(u(t))u(t), χA3,σ0(t)χu(t)

〉

− 1

4
ϑe−tϑ Re

〈
χÃ3,σ0(t)χu(t), χA3,σ0(t)χu(t)

〉
,

where

Ã3,σ0(t)v(r, z1) =
1

2π

∫

R2

ei(r−s)ρOpM1
(
log fe(3µ+σ0(t)) log f

)
v(s, z1)dρds.

Now using the composition rule for pseudo-differential operators on R ×M1 (see Re-
mark A.9 for a brief reminder), one has

Ã3,σ0(t)χ
2 = Op (log f)χOp

(
e(3µ+σ0(t)) log f

)
χ+Op

(
b−1e

(3µ+σ0(t)) log f
)
+RN ,

where b−1 is an element in S
−1+0

(T∗(R ×M1)) and the remainder RN is a bounded
operator from H−N

comp(R × M1) to HN
loc(R × M1) (with the semi-norm of RN that is

uniformly bounded in terms of t). Applying the composition rule for pseudo-differential
operators, one finds that the last term in the right-hand side of (6.15) satisfies

(6.16)

〈
χÃ3,σ0(t)χu(t), χA3,σ0(t)χu(t)

〉
=
〈
χOp(log f)χA3,σ0(t)χu(t), χA3,σ0(t)χu(t)

〉

+O
(
‖A3,σ0(t)−

1
4
u(t)‖2L2 + ‖u0‖2L2

)
,

where the constant in the remainder depends on ϑ, and on the choice of f and µ (but
not on t). Note that we used one more time that ‖u(t)‖L2 6 2nr−n+1

0 ‖u0‖L2 for every
t ∈ Jk(ε) as the L2-scalar product is taken with respect to drdL1(z1) rather than
rn−1drdL1(z1) .

Next we deal with the first term in (6.15). As X preserves the measure drdL1 on
R×M1, one has

〈
χA3,σ0(t)χXu(t), χA3,σ0(t)χu(t)

〉
=
〈[
χA3,σ0(t)χ,X

]
u(t), χA3,σ0(t)χu(t)

〉

We can now insert the almost inverse W
(N)
3,σ0(t)

= Op
(
e−(3µ+σ0(t) log f)bN

)
of A3,σ0(t), as

given by (4.14), with N > 5. Applying the composition rule together with Calderón-
Vaillancourt one more time, it yields

(6.17)

〈
χA3,σ0(t)χXu(t), χA3,σ0(t)χu(t)

〉

=
〈[
χA3,σ0(t)χ,X

]
W

(N)
3,σ0(t)

A3,σ0(t)u(t), χA3,σ0(t)χu(t)
〉

+O
(
‖A3,σ0(t)−

1
4
u(t)‖2L2 + ‖u0‖2L2

)
,
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where the constant in the remainder depends again on ϑ and the choice of f and µ
(but not on t). Using Lemmas 6.2 and A.10, we can (up to increasing the size of the
constant in the remainder) insert a cutoff χ so that (6.17) becomes

〈([
χA3,σ0(t)χ,X

]
W

(N)
3,σ0(t)

χ
)
χA3,σ0(t)χu(t), χA3,σ0(t)χu(t)

〉

+O
(
‖A3,σ0(t)−

1
4
u(t)‖2L2 + ‖u0‖2L2

)
.

Another application of the composition rule together with the Calderón-Vaillancourt
Theorem allows us to write the above term as
〈
Op

(
χ3

X((3µ+ σ0(t)) log f)
)
χA3,σ0(t)χu(t), χA3,σ0(t)χu(t)

〉

+O
(
‖A3,σ0(t)−

1
4
u(t)‖2L2 + ‖u0‖2L2

)
.

By Proposition 3.11, we know that χ(r)X((3µ + σ0(t)) log f)(z, ζ) > 0 for 〈ζ〉 > R0.
Hence, up to adding a pseudo-differential that is compactly supported in the variable ζ
(and thus smoothing), we are in position to apply the sharp Gårding inequality [DZ19,
Prop. E.23] (see Section A.1.4 and Remark A.9 for a brief reminder). It allows to end
up with

(6.18) −2Re
〈
χA3,σ0(t)χXu(t), χA3,σ0(t)χu(t)

〉
6 C

(
‖A3,σ0(t)−

1
4
u(t)‖2L2 + ‖u0‖2L2

)
,

where C > 0 is a constant that is independent of t.
It remains to deal with the second term in the right-hand side of (6.15). Using that

XΦ(u) is an Hamiltonian vector field (and thus preserves the Liouville measure), we can
write
〈
χA3,σ0(t)χXΦ(u(t))u(t), χA3,σ0(t)χu(t)

〉

=
〈[
χA3,σ0(t)χ,XΦ(u(t))

]
u(t), χA3,σ0(t)χu(t)

〉

+
〈
XΦ(u(t))(r

−n+1)χA3,σ0(t)χu(t), χA3,σ0(t)χu(t)
〉
.

As t ∈ Jk(ε), we find

− 2Re
〈
χA3,σ0(t)χXΦ(u(t))u(t), χA3,σ0(t)χu(t)

〉

6 −2Re
〈[
χA3,σ0(t)χ,XΦ(u(t))

]
u(t), χA3,σ0(t)χu(t)

〉

+ n(2r0)
−nεe−ϑt

∥∥χA3,σ0(t)χu(t)
∥∥2 .

Proceeding as for the case of the vector field X (i.e. through several applications of the
composition rule together with the Calderón-Vaillancourt Theorem), we find that there
exists a constant C > 0 (depending on ϑ, r0 and on the choices of f and µ) such that

− 2Re
〈
χA3,σ0(t)χXΦ(u(t))u(t), χA3,σ0(t)χu(t)

〉

6 −2Re
〈
Op

(
3 log f{ζ(XΦ(u(t))), µ}

)
χA3,σ0(t)χu(t), χA3,σ0(t)χu(t)

〉

+ Cεe−ϑt
∥∥χA3,σ0(t)χu(t)

∥∥2 + C
(
‖A3,σ0(t)−

1
4
u(t)‖2L2 + ‖u0‖2L2

)
.
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Combining this inequality with (6.15), (6.16) and (6.18), we are led to study the term

−2

〈
χOp

([
1

8
ϑe−tϑ + 3{ζ(XΦ(u(t))), µ}

]
log f

)
χA3,σ0(t)χu(t), χA3,σ0(t)χu(t)

〉
.

Thanks to (6.13), for ε small enough, one finds that, for all t ∈ Jk(ε),
1

8
ϑe−tϑ + 3{ζ(XΦ(u(t))), µ} > 0.

We can thus apply the sharp Gårding inequality one more time (together with the
composition rule and the Calderón-Vaillancourt Theorem). This eventually yields the
upper bound

d

dt

∥∥χA3,σ0(t)χu(t)
∥∥2
L2 6 Cεe−ϑt

∥∥χA3,σ0(t)χu(t)
∥∥2 + C

(
‖A3,σ0(t)−

1
4
u(t)‖2L2 + ‖u0‖2L2

)

6 Cεe−ϑt
∥∥χA3,σ0(t)χu(t)

∥∥2 + C
(
‖A3,σ0(t)−

1
8
u(t)‖2L2 + ‖u0‖2L2

)
,

which implies

(6.19)
d

dt

(∥∥χA3,σ0(t)χu(t)
∥∥2
L2 e

−Cε
∫ t
0 e

−ϑsds
)
6 C

(
‖A3,σ0(t)−

1
8
u(t)‖2L2 + ‖u0‖2L2

)
,

where the constant C > 0 depends on r0, ϑ and the choice of the function f and µ.
Iterating this procedure p times (where p is such that 0 < 3 + 1

8
− p

8
6 1

4
), recalling

that 3(1− 2δ) > 3− 1/8, so that Proposition 3.11 can be indeed applied at each step,
we find, according to (6.21), that for every 0 6 q 6 p and for every t ∈ Jk(ε),

d

dt

(∥∥∥χA3,σ0(t)−
q
8
χu(t)

∥∥∥
2

L2
e−Cε

∫ t

0
e−ϑsds

)
6 C

(
‖A3,σ0(t)−

q
8
− 1

4
u(t)‖2L2 + ‖u0‖2L2

)
(6.20)

6 C̃
(
‖A3,σ0(t)−

q+1
8
u(t)‖2L2 + ‖u0‖2L2

)
(6.21)

By definition of p, using the Calderón-Vaillancourt (together with the composition rule)
one more time, there holds

‖A3,σ0(t)−
p
8
− 1

4
χu(t)‖L2 6 C‖u(t)‖L2 6 (r0/2)

1−n‖u0‖L2.

By induction, using (6.20) for q = p and (6.21) for q < p, we deduce that for every
t ∈ Jk(ε),

‖A3,σ0(t)χu(t)‖L2 6 C〈t〉p‖u0‖L2 ,

and by the composition rule and the Calderón-Vaillancourt Theorem, we conclude that,
for every t ∈ Jk(ε),

‖A3,0χu(t)‖L2 6 C〈t〉p‖u0‖L2 ,

where the constant depends only ϑ and the choice of the escape function F used to
define A. We have therefore proved the final Lemma 6.7.
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6.8. End of the proof. We are now ready to complete the proof of Theorem 1.1. Let
ψ be a smooth test function. We have for all t ∈ R+,

(6.22) 〈u(t), ψ〉 = 〈ϕ∗
−tu0, ψ〉+

∫ t

0

〈ϕ∗
−(t−s)XΦ(u(s))u(s), ψ〉 ds.

By Lemma 6.2, u(t) is supported away from the null section, and since the geodesic flow
preserves this property, we can assume without loss of generality that this is also the
case for ψ. By Corollary 4.12, the first term in the right-hand side of (6.22) converges
exponentially fast to

∫

M×

(∫

M1

ψ(r, z′1)dL1(z
′
1)

)
u0(r, z1)dL(r, z1) =

〈(∫

M1

u0(r, z
′
1)dL1(z

′
1)

)
, ψ

〉
.

For what concerns the second one, we write

(6.23)

∫ t

0

〈ϕ∗
(t−s)XΦ(u(s))u(s), ψ〉 ds =

∫ t

0

〈XΦ(u(s))u(s),Pψ ◦ ϕ−(t−s)〉 ds

+

∫ t

0

〈XΦ(u(s))u(s),Qψ〉 ds.

In order to analyze the two terms above, recall from Remark 4.17 that XΦ(u) is of the
form 1

r
X1

Φ(u)(z1) + Φ1(u)∂r, with Φ1(u) and X1
Φ(u) defined through the smooth kernels

given in (4.21) and (4.22). From (4.19) and (4.20), we also have that their semi-norms
can be controlled by ‖Φ(u(t))‖C k .

With that conventions at hand, we can rewrite (6.23) as

∫ t

0

〈XΦ(u(s))u(s), ϕ
∗
(t−s)Pψ〉 ds−

∫ t

0

〈
Φ1(u(s))Pu(s),

(
∂rQψ +

n− 1

r
Qψ

)〉
ds

−
∫ t

0

〈
Φ1(u(s))Qu(s),

(
∂rQψ +

n− 1

r
Qψ

)〉
ds.

For the fist term, we can argue as in the proof of Lemma 6.4 and use Theorem 6.1 and
Lemma 6.5 to show that it converges exponentially fast to 0 as t→ ∞. For the second,
we use Lemma 6.5 one more time together with the fact that

∥∥∥B(m1,N1)
3,−2 Φ1(u(s))(B

(m1,N1)
3,−2 )−1

∥∥∥
L2→L2

6 C‖Φ(u(s))‖Ck .

This last property follows from the composition rule for pseudo-differential on M1 to-
gether with the Calderón-Vaillancourt (up to increasing the value of k). Thanks to
Theorem 6.1, this shows that the second term converges exponentially fast to

−
〈∫ ∞

0

Φ1(u(s))Pu(s)ds,

(
∂rQψ +

n− 1

r
Qψ

)〉
.

The third term also converges converges exponentially to some limit thanks to Theo-
rem 6.1 together with the fact that the Lp norms of u(t) are preserved. In summary, it
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yields that the Duhamel remainder term converges exponentially fast to
〈∫ +∞

0

XΦ(u(s))u(s)ds

︸ ︷︷ ︸
=w∞

,

∫

M1

ψ(r, z′1)dL1(z
′
1)

〉
=

〈(∫

M1

w∞(r, z′1)dL1(z
′
1)

)
, ψ

〉
.

All in all, we deduce that u(t) weakly converges exponentially fast to the distribution

u∞ =

∫

M1

u0(r, z
′
1)dL1(z

′
1) +

∫

M1

w∞(r, z′1)dL1(z
′
1).

By Lemma 5.3, we deduce that u∞ ∈ L1 ∩ L∞(M) and that the support of u∞ avoids
the null section. Hence we can write it as h∞ ◦ H for some h∞ ∈ L∞

comp(R>0).
To conclude, the exponential decay estimate of ‖Φ(u(t))‖CN for all N > 0 follows

from the previous calculation by replacing ψ by ∂αxK(x, ·) which has zero average.

Appendix A. Toolbox on microlocal analysis

In this appendix, we review material from microlocal analysis with a special empha-
sis on pseudo-differential operators on manifolds. These tools are used all along the
article and we refer to [Hör07, Ch. 18], [Zwo12, Ch. 4, 9, 14] and [DZ19, App. E] –
that we closely follow – for more details and background on this theory. A notable
difference with these references is the use of an isochore atlas and of the Weyl quanti-
zation which simplify some aspects of the exposition as it was pointed to us by Guedes
Bonthonneau [GB].

A.1. Pseudodifferential operators on RN . Let a be a function in the Schwartz class
S (R2N ). One can define the Weyl quantization of the symbol a as

∀u ∈ S (RN), Opw(a)u(x) =
1

(2π)N

∫

R2N

ei〈x−y,ξ〉a

(
x+ y

2
, ξ

)
u(y)dydξ.

One can verify that Opw(a)u belongs to S (R2N ). Let us observe that the Schwartz
kernel of Opw(a) is given by

Ka(x, y) =
1

(2π)N

∫

RN

ei〈x−y,ξ〉a

(
x+ y

2
, ξ

)
dξ.

One can also recover the symbol from the kernel through the formula

(A.1) a(x, ξ) =

∫

RN

Ka

(
x+

η

2
, x− η

2

)
e−i〈η,ξ〉dη,

which is often referred to as the Wigner transform.
We can also introduce the class of Kohn-Nirenberg (or classical) symbols [Zwo12,

§9.3] a, for every m ∈ R,

Sm(T∗(RN)) =

{
a ∈ C

∞(T∗RN) : ∀(α, β), sup
x,ξ

〈ξ〉|β|−m|∂αx∂βξ a| <∞
}
,
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where we used the standard convention 〈ξ〉 = (1 + |ξ|2)
1
2 . One can verify that the

definition of Opw(a) extends to symbols lying in Sm(T∗(RN)) and that, for every m ∈ R

and every a ∈ Sm(T∗(RN)),

Opw(a) : S (RN) → S (RN)

is a bounded operator [Zwo12, Th. 4.16]. We denote by Ψm(Rn) the set of operators of
the form Opw(a) with a belonging to Sm(T∗(RN)). This is what we will refer to the set
of pseudo-differential operators of order m on RN . The useful extra classes of operators
are

Ψ−∞(RN) =
⋂

m∈R

Ψm(RN), Ψm+(RN) =
⋂

m′>m

Ψm′

(RN)

and their subset Ψcomp(R
N) consisting of pseudo-differential operators whose symbol a

is compactly supported. Recall from [Zwo12, Th. 9.6] that, if a ∈ Sm(T∗(RN)), then the
Schwartz kernel Ka of Opw(a) belongs to S

′(R2N) and is smooth outside the diagonal

∆ =
{
(x, x) : x ∈ RN

}
.

Moreover, for every N0 > |α|+ |β|+m+N , one has

|∂αx∂βyKa(x, y)| 6 CN0 |x− y|−N0, (x, y) ∈ R2N .

Conversely, if the Schwartz kernel K ∈ C ∞(R2N ) of a smoothing operator A [Hör15,
Th.5.2.6] verifies, for all α, β and for all N0, 〈x− y〉N0∂αx ∂

β
yK(x, y) ∈ L∞(R2N ) and one

can show that A = Opw(a) for some a ∈ S−∞(T∗RN) [Zwo12, Th. 9.6].

Remark A.1. The key observation in view of defining pseudo-differential operators on
manifolds is that, given a smooth diffeomorphism γ : RN → RN (with all the derivatives
of γ and γ−1 being bounded on RN), one can define its symplectic lift

γ̃ : T∗RN → T∗RN , (x, ξ) 7→
(
γ−1(x), dγ(x)⊤ξ

)
,

and verify that a ∈ Sm implies that a ◦ γ̃ ∈ Sm [Zwo12, Th. 9.4].

Let us now review a few standard properties of these operators.

A.1.1. Adjoint. One can check the following, for every a ∈ Sm(T∗(RN)),

(A.2) 〈Opw(a)u, v〉L2 = 〈u,Opw(a)v〉L2, u, v ∈ S (RN).

In particular, if a is real-valued, the operator is formally selfadjoint.

A.1.2. Composition formula. Given a ∈ Sm1(T∗(RN)) and b ∈ Sm2(T∗(RN)), one has

(A.3) Opw(a) ◦Opw(b) = Opw(a ♯ b),

where a ♯ b is the Moyal product of a and b. It can be shown [Zwo12, Th. 9.5] that a ♯ b
belongs to Sm1+m2(T∗(RN)) and that, for every N0 > 0,
(A.4)

(a ♯ b)(x, ξ)−
N0∑

k=0

(〈∂ξ, ∂y〉 − 〈∂η, ∂x〉)k
(2i)kk!

(a(x, ξ)b(y, η)) |x=y,ξ=η ∈ Sm1+m2−N0−1(T∗(RN)),

where one can verify that each term in the sum belongs to Sm1+m2−k(T∗(RN)). In
particular, one can observe that the first term in the sum is equal to ab while the second
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one is 1
2i
{a, b}. Going through the proof of this result, one can verify that the semi-

norms of the remainder of order N0 are controlled by the semi-norms of ∂α1
x ∂

β1
ξ a ∂

α2
x ∂

β2
ξ b

with |α1|+ |α2| = |β1|+ |β2| = N0.
These properties immediately lead to the formula for the bracket

(A.5) [Opw(a),Opw(b)] = Opw(a ♯ b− b♯a),

and one can verify that the symbol c = a ♯ b− b♯a has the following asymptotic form:
(A.6)

c(x, ξ)−2

N0∑

k=0

(〈∂ξ, ∂y〉 − 〈∂η, ∂x〉)2k+1

(2i)2k+1(2k + 1)!
(a(x, ξ)b(y, η)) |x=y,ξ=η ∈ Sm1+m2−2N0−3(T∗(RN)).

Again, one can check that each term in the sum belongs to Sm1+m2−2k−1(T∗(RN)).

A.1.3. Action on Sobolev spaces. In order to make these formulas of interest, one needs
to understand the action of these operators on standard Sobolev spaces

Hs(RN) =
{
u ∈ S

′(RN) : 〈ξ〉sû(ξ) ∈ L2(RN)
}
, s ∈ R,

where û(ξ) is the Fourier transform of u. The Calderón-Vaillancourt Theorem reads as
follows7 [Zwo12, §4.5]. For every s ∈ R, there exists Cs > 0 and Ns ∈ Z+ such that, for
every a ∈ Sm(T∗RN),

(A.7) ‖Opw(a)‖Hs→Hs−m 6 Cs
∑

|α|+|β|6Ns

∥∥∥〈ξ〉−m+|β|∂αx∂
β
ξ a
∥∥∥
∞
.

Combined with (A.3), this yields asymptotic formulas for Opw(a) ◦Opw(b) with terms
that are “more and more smoothing”.

A.1.4. Gårding inequality. A key property is the sharp Gårding inequality [Zwo12,
Th. 9.11] which states that one can find Cm, Nm > 0 such that, for every a ∈ Sm(T∗RN)
satisfying a > 0, one has

(A.8) 〈Opw(a)u, u〉 > −Cm‖u‖2
H

m− 1
2

∑

|α|+|β|6Nm

‖〈ξ〉−m+|β|∂αx ∂
β
ξ a‖∞, u ∈ S (RN ).

A.1.5. Change of variables. Finally, if we let γ : RN → RN be a smooth diffeomorphism
which is equal to the identity outside a compact set and a be an element in Sm(T∗RN),
then there exists [Zwo12, Th. 9.10] aγ in Sm(T∗RN) such that

(A.9) (γ−1)∗Opw(a)γ∗ = Opw(aγ).

Following the proof in this reference, in the case where a belongs to S (R2N ), the kernel
of Kaγ writes

Kaγ (x, y) =
1

(2π)N

∫

RN

a

(
γ(x) + γ(y)

2
, ξ

)
ei〈γ(x)−γ(y),ξ〉dξ.

Thanks to (A.1), we can write an asymptotic expression for aγ(x, ξ) following the lines
of [Zwo12, Ch. 9]. In fact, a remarkable feature of the Weyl quantization is that, in

7Technically speaking, this section deals with the s = m = 0 but, using the composition rule, one
can derive this more general version.
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the case of a smooth volume preserving diffeomorphism (which is the identity outside
a compact set), one can find a sequence (aγ,k)k>2 such that, for every k > 2, aγ,k ∈
Sm−k(T∗RN) and for every N0 > 2,

(A.10) aγ(x, ξ)− a ◦ γ̃(x, ξ)−
N0∑

k=2

aγ,k(x, ξ) ∈ Sm−N0−1(T∗RN),

where each aγ,k depends linearly on derivatives of order k of a with respect to ξ. See
e.g. [GB] or [Zwo12, Th. 9.3].

A.2. Operator-valued symbols. Due to the product structure of the phase space
R×M1, it is convenient to introduce pseudo-differential operators on R with operator-
valued symbols. For the sake of simplicity, we restrict ourselves to N = 1 but the
presentation can be extended to any N > 1 as in the previous subsection. We fix two
Hilbert spaces H1 and H2 and the space of continuous linear maps L (H1,H2) between
these two spaces. As above, the space of (Kohn-Nirenberg) operator-valued symbols is
given, for every m ∈ R, by

Sm(T∗(R),L (H1,H2))

=

{
A ∈ C

∞(T∗R,L (H1,H2)) : ∀(α, β), sup
r,ρ

〈ρ〉|β|−m‖∂αr ∂βρA‖H1→H2 <∞
}
.

As before, one can define the Weyl quantization of such a symbol as follows

∀u ∈ S (R,H1), Opw(A)u(r) =
1

2π

∫

R2

ei〈r−s,ρ〉A

(
r + s

2
, ρ

)
u(s)dsdρ,

and, along the same lines, one can verify that

Opw(A) : S (R,H1) → S (R,H2)

is a continuous linear map. Again, one can introduce the space of pseudo-differential
operators Ψm(R,H1,H2) of order m with values in L (H1,H2) as the space of all
operators of the previous form Opw(A).

The formula for the adjoint remains true in this setting, i.e. for every u in S (R,H1)
and every v in S (R,H2)

(A.11)

∫

R

〈Opw(A)u(r), v(r)〉H2dr =

∫

R

〈u(r),Opw(A∗)v(r)〉H1dr.

Similarly, one can write a composition formula for this quantization:

(A.12) Opw(A) ◦Opw(B) = Opw(a ♯ b),

where a ♯ b is the Moyal product of the two operators A ∈ Sm1(T∗(R),L (H2,H3))
and B ∈ Sm2(T∗(R),L (H1,H2)). Again, it can be shown that a ♯ b belongs to
Sm1+m2(T∗(R),L (H1,H3)) and that, for every N0 > 0

(A.13) a ♯ b(r, ρ)−
N0∑

k=0

(∂ρ∂s − ∂σ∂r)
k

(2i)kk!
(A(r, ρ)B(s, σ)) |r=s,ρ=σ,
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belongs to Sm1+m2−N0−1(T∗(RN),L (H1,H3)) where one can verify that each term in
the sum belongs to Sm1+m2−k(T∗(R),L (H1,H3)). A notable difference with the scalar
case is that there is no particular simplification when writing [Opw(A),Opw(B)]. In
particular, we do not have in general that [Opw(A),Opw(B)] ∈ Ψm1+m2−1. Finally, the
analogue of the Calderón-Vaillancourt Theorem reads (on Hs spaces): for every s ∈ R,
there exist Cs > 0 and Ns ∈ Z+ such that, for every a ∈ Sm(T∗R,L (H1,H2)),
(A.14)

‖Opw(A)‖Hs(R,H1)→Hs−m(R,H2)
6 C0

∑

|α|+|β|6N0

sup
r,ρ

∥∥〈ρ〉−m+|β|∂αr ∂
β
ρA(r, ρ)

∥∥
L (H1,H2)

.

A.3. Pseudodifferential operators on R×M1.

A.3.1. The case of M1. As in the case of RN , we can introduce the class of Kohn-
Nirenberg symbols:

Sm(T∗M1) =
{
a ∈ C∞(T∗M1) : ∀(α, β), ‖〈ζ1〉|β|−m∂αz1∂

β
ζ1
a‖∞ <∞

}
,

where the derivatives are understood in local coordinate charts. Again, we use the
convention

Sm+(T∗M1) =
⋂

m′>m

Sm
′

(T∗M1),

We will now proceed as in [Zwo12, §14.2.3] to associate to each a in Sm(T∗M1) a pseudo-
differential operator in Ψm(M1) (see §14.2.2 in this reference for a precise definition of
pseudo-differential operators on a compact manifold). For later purposes, we introduce
the semi-norms associated to this class of symbols

∀(α, β) ∈ Z2
+, pm,α,β(a) =

∑

j∈J

‖〈ζ1〉|β|−m∂αz1∂
β
ζ1
(γ̃−1
j )∗(a)‖∞,

where we have fixed a finite atlas (Uj , γj)j∈J on M1 made of smooth diffeomorphism
γj : Uj ⊂ M1 → Vj ⊂ R2n−1 such that γ∗j (VolgS) = LebR2n−1 . Here VolgS denotes the
volume form induced by the Sasaki metric gS on M1. The existence of an isochore atlas
follows from an argument due to Moser [Mos65]. We then fix a smooth partition of
unity (χj)j∈J , i.e.

∀z1 ∈M1,
∑

j∈J

χ2
j (z1) = 1, χj ∈ C

∞
c (Uj , [0, 1]).

For every j ∈ J , we also fix a smooth function χ̃j ∈ C ∞
c (Uj , [0, 1]) such that χ̃jχj = χj.

We can then set, for every a ∈ Sm(T∗M1),

(A.15) OpM1(a) =
∑

j∈J

χjγ
∗
jOpw

(
(γ̃−1
j )∗(χ̃ja)

)
(γ−1
j )∗χj : C

∞(M1) → C
∞(M1).
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Remark A.2. For any ℓ ∈ J , we fix two smooth functions (ψℓ,j)j=1,2 ∈ C ∞
c (Uℓ, [0, 1])

such that ψℓ,jχ̃ℓ = χ̃ℓ and ψℓ,1ψℓ,2 = ψℓ,2. One can then write

(γ−1
ℓ )∗ψℓ,1OpM1(a)ψℓ,2γ

∗
ℓ

=
∑

j∈J

(ψℓ,1χj) ◦ γ−1
ℓ (γj ◦ γ−1

ℓ )∗Opw
(
(γ̃−1
j )∗(χ̃ja)

)
(χjψℓ,2) ◦ γ−1

j (γℓ ◦ γ−1
j )∗

Thanks to (A.3) and to (A.9), there exists ãℓ ∈ Sm(T∗R2n−1) such that

(γ−1
ℓ )∗ψℓ,1OpM1(a)ψℓ,2γ

∗
ℓ = Opw(ãℓ).

Moreover, thanks to (A.10) and to the fact that we picked an isochore atlas, aℓ has an
asymptotic expansion of the form

ãℓ = (ψℓ,1ψℓ,2) ◦ γ−1
ℓ a ◦ γ̃−1

ℓ +

N0∑

k=2

ak,ℓ +OSm−N0−1(1),

where each ak,l ∈ Sm−k(T∗RN) depends linearly on derivatives of order k of a with
respect to ξ and is supported in Vℓ×RN . Multiplying this expression by χ2

ℓ and making
the sum over ℓ, we define σ(OpM1(a)) the principal symbol of OpM1(a). Hence, one
finds that the principal symbol of OpM1(a) is well defined modulo Sm−2(T∗M1). This
is a specific feature of the fact that we picked an isochore atlas combined with the Weyl
quantization.

Remark A.3. With our choice of quantization, we have the following simplified ex-
pressions. If b(z1) is a function that is independent of ζ1, then OpM1(b)u = bu. If Y is
a smooth vector field on M , then Y = OpM1(ζ1(Y (z1))+ r(z1)) [Zwo12, Th. 4.5], where
r(z1) depends on the choice of coordinate charts and linearly on Y . Indeed, one can
write

Y u =
∑

j∈J

Y (χ2
ju) =

∑

j∈J

χjY (χju) =
∑

j∈J

χjγ
∗
j

(
(γ−1
j )∗Y γ∗j

)
(γ−1
j )∗χju,

and apply [Zwo12, Th. 4.5] to express the vector field (γ−1
j )∗Y γ∗j as Opw(ζ(Y ) + rj).

Note also that, for a volume preserving vector field, the remainder is equal to 0 thanks
to our choice of isochore charts.

From our choice of picking an isochore atlas, we can immediately verify that the
following properties hold, for every a ∈ Sm(T∗M1)

(A.16) ∀u, v ∈ C
∞(M1), 〈OpM1(a)u, v〉L2(M1) = 〈u,OpM1(a)v〉L2(M1),

and there exists Cm, Nm > 0 such that, if a > 0, then
(A.17)

∀u ∈ C
∞(M1), 〈OpM1(a)u, u〉L2(M1) > −Cm‖u‖2

Hm−1
2

∑

|α|+|β|6Nm

‖〈ζ1〉−m+|β|∂αz1∂
β
ζ1
a‖∞.

We also find that the Calderón-Vaillancourt Theorem remains true for these operators.
In other words, for every s ∈ R, one can find Cs, Ns > 0 such that

(A.18) ‖OpM1(a)‖Hs(M1)→Hs−m(M1) 6 Cs
∑

|α|+|β|6Ns

‖〈ζ1〉−m+|β|∂αz1∂
β
ζ1
a‖∞.
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Remark A.4. More generally, one can verify that every pseudo-differential operator
A ∈ Ψm(M1) verifies

(A.19) ‖A‖Hs(M1)→Hs−m(M1) <∞.

Similarly, following the proof of [Zwo12, Th. 14.1], we can give asymptotic expansions
for the operator OpM1(a)OpM1(b) when a ∈ Sm1(T∗M1) and b ∈ Sm2(T∗M1). In fact,
for any ℓ ∈ J , we fix a smooth function ψℓ ∈ C ∞

c (Uℓ, [0, 1]) such that ψℓχ̃ℓ = χ̃ℓ.
Proceeding and keeping the same notations as in Remark A.2, we can then determine
the symbol

(γ−1
ℓ )∗ψℓ,1OpM1(a)OpM1(b)ψℓ,2γ

∗
ℓ

in view of determining the principal symbol of OpM1(a)OpM1(b):

(γ−1
ℓ )∗ψℓ,1OpM1(a)OpM1(b)ψℓ,2γ

∗
ℓ

=
∑

j,k∈J

(γj ◦ γ−1
ℓ )∗(ψℓ,1χj) ◦ γ−1

j Opw((γ̃−1
j )∗(χ̃ja))(χjψ̃ℓ) ◦ γ−1

j (γℓ ◦ γ−1
j )∗

∑

k∈J

(γk ◦ γ−1
ℓ )∗(ψ̃ℓχk) ◦ γ−1

k Opw((γ̃−1
k )∗(χ̃kb))(χkψℓ,2) ◦ γ−1

k (γℓ ◦ γ−1
k )∗ +Opw(rℓ),

where ψ̃ℓ ∈ C
∞
c (Uℓ) is identically equal to 1 on the support of ψℓ,j, j = 1, 2, and where rℓ

is an element in S−∞(T∗RN) thanks to the kernel representation of pseudo-differential
operators recalled in §A.1. The exact same calculation as in Remark A.2 shows that

cℓ = (ab) ◦ γ̃−1
ℓ (ψℓ,1ψℓ,2)

2 ◦ γ−1
ℓ +

1

2i
{aψℓ,1, bψℓ,2} ◦ γ̃−1

ℓ +

N0∑

k=2

ck,ℓ +OSm1+m2−N0−1(1).

Multiplying by χ2
ℓ and summing over ℓ, we find that

(A.20) OpM1(a)OpM1(b) = OpM1

(
ab+

1

2i
{a, b}

)
+OΨm1+m2−2(M1)(1).

More precisely, there exist bilinear differential operators8 (Lk)k>0 of order 6 2k (de-
pending on our choice of coordinate charts) such that, for every a ∈ Sm1(T∗M1) and
for every b ∈ Sm2(T∗M1), one has, for every N0 > 0,

(A.21) RN0(a, b) = OpM1(a)OpM1(b)−
N0∑

k=0

OpM1(Lk(a, b)) ∈ Ψm1+m2−N0−1(M1),

where

• L0(a, b) = ab,
• L1(a, b) =

1
2i
{a, b},

• for every k > 2 and for every α = (α1, α2, α3, α4) ∈ Z8n−4, there exist smooth
functions cα,k on M1 (depending on our various choices of coordinate charts and
cutoff functions) such that

(A.22) Lk(a, b) =
∑

|α|62k,|α2|+|α4|=k

cα,k(z1)∂
α1
z1
∂α2
ζ1
a ∂α3

z1
∂α4
ζ1
b ∈ Sm1+m2−k(T∗M1).

8It means that Lk(a, b) =
∑

|α|+|β|62k cα,β(z1; ζ1)∂
αa ∂βb.
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We observe that the formulas for the bracket [OpM1(a),OpM1(b)] also translate to the
case of manifolds thanks to the above discussion.

Remark A.5. From the proof of (A.20), we can estimate the size of the remainder as a
continuous operator from Hs(M1) to Hs+N0+1−(m1+m2)(M1) in terms of the semi-norms
of a and b. Indeed, in view of estimating these norms, one can conjugate RN0(a, b)
by (γ−1

ℓ )∗ψℓ,1 (on the left) and (γk)
∗ψk,2 (on the right) and verify that all the involved

terms can be expressed in terms of a finite number of derivatives of a and b (with at
least N0 derivatives with respect to ζ1). More precisely, one can verify that, for every
N0, N1 > 0,

‖RN0+N1(a, b)‖Hs→Hs+N0+1−(m1+m2) 6 CN0,N1,s,m1,m2

sup
|α0|+|α1|=N1

sup
|β0|+|β1|6KN0,N1,s,m1,m2

{
pm1,β0(∂

α0
ζ1
a)pm2,β1(∂

α1
ζ1
b))
}
.

Here, we took two indices N0 and N1 as, when working on R ×M1, we will have an
extra parameter ρ that we will consider as a kind of semiclassical gain through the
small parameter 〈ρ〉−1. For these symbols, this gain will occur with each derivative
with respect to ζ1 so that the above remainder will be of size 〈ρ〉−N1 . See for instance
the proof of Lemma A.12 below.

A.3.2. Exponential of pseudo-differential operators on manifolds. We consider a smooth
function λ verifying the following assumptions:

(A.23) λ ∈ S0+(T∗M1,R) and ∃m,R > 0 such that |λ(z1; ζ1)| 6 m log(R + 〈ζ1〉).
Then, according to [Zwo12, Th. 8.6] (adapted to the case of compact manifolds, see
also [BC94, Th. 6.4] for general Hörmander-Weyl symbols [Hör07, §18.4]), one finds
that, the equation

∂tB(t) = OpM1(λ)B(t), B(0) = Id

has a solution that we denote by exp(tOpM1(λ)). More precisely, it is a smooth function
of t with values in continuous linear mapping from C ∞(M1) to itself. In fact, the proof
in [Zwo12] (adapted to the case of compact manifolds) which is of semiclassical nature
shows that, for every R0 > 1, one can find 0 < h0 < 1 such that, for every t ∈ [−R0, R0],
for every s ∈ R and for every 0 < h < h0, the following holds:

• there exists a bounded operatorQh,1(t) : H
s → Hs (with a norm that is bounded

independently of t ∈ [−R0, R0] and 0 < h < h0) such that one can find a symbol
bh,1 which is equal to 1 modulo in S−1+(T∗M1) with the following property

(A.24) exp
(
tOpM1(λ(z1, hζ1))

)
= Qh,1(t)OpM1

(
etλ(z1,hζ1)bh,1(z1, hζ1)

)
,

where we note that bh,1 is independent of t and has all its semi-norms (in
S0+(T∗M1)) uniformly bounded in terms of 0 < h < h0. Recall that the op-
erator OpM1

(
etλ(z1,hζ1)bh,1(z1, hζ1)

)
appears has a pseudo-inverse in the proof

of [Zwo12, Lemma 8.4], namely

(A.25) OpM1
(
etλ(z1,hζ1)bh,1(z1, hζ1)

)
OpM1

(
e−tλ(z1,hζ1)

)
= Id +OHs→Hs(h).

Observe that the involved symbols lie in the class SR0m(T∗M1) of standard
Kohn-Nirenberg symbols.
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• Similarly, there exists a bounded operator Qh,2(t) : H
s → Hs (with a norm that

is bounded independently of t ∈ [−R0, R0] and 0 < h < h0) such that one can
find a symbol bh,2 which is equal to 1 modulo S−1+(T∗M1) with the following
property

(A.26) exp
(
tOpM1(λ(z1, hζ1))

)
= OpM1

(
etλ(z1,hζ1)bh,2(z1, hζ1)

)
Qh,2(t),

with the same properties for bh,2.

Remark A.6. Recall that the proof in [Zwo12] goes as follows. Suppose that there
exists a solution to

∂tBh(t) = OpM1
h(λ)Bh(t), Bh(0) = Id,

where OpM1
h(b(z1; ζ1)) = OpM1(b(z1, hζ1)). Then, letting Uh(t) = OpM1

h (etλ), one has

∂t (Uh(−t)Bh(t)) =
(
−OpM1

h (λe−tλ) + OpM1

h (e−tλ)OpM1

h (λ)
)
Bh(t) = Vh(t)Bh(t).

Hence, if one sets Ch(t) = −Vh(t)Uh(−t)−1, one gets a smooth family of bounded op-
erator on Hs(M1) using the composition rule and the Calderón-Vaillancourt Theorem.
Now the Cauchy-Lipschitz Theorem ensures the existence and uniqueness of a smooth
solution Qh(t) : H

s → Hs to the problem

∂tQh(t) = Ch(t)Qh(t), Qh(0) = Id,

and Bh(t) is then given by Uh(−t)−1Qh(t). Using (A.25) with h > 0 small enough,
one can find an expression for Uh(−t)−1 and this yields (A.26). The same reasoning
yields (A.24).

Remark A.7. Note that it would require slightly more work to check that Qh,j(t) is a
pseudo-differential operator but we do not discuss this issue as this is not necessary for
our analysis.

A.3.3. Pseudodifferential operators on R × M1 as operator valued pseudo-differential
operators on R. In view of our analysis, it is convenient to use the framework of §A.2
to define operators associated with symbols lying in

S
m
(T∗(R×M1)) =

{
a ∈ C∞(T∗(R×M1)) : ∀(α, β), ‖〈(ρ, ζ1)〉|β|−m∂αrz1∂

β
ρζ1
a‖∞ <∞

}
.

Namely, we define

(A.27) Op(a)u(r, z1) =
1

2π

∫

R2

ei(r−s)ρOpM1

(
a

(
r + s

2
, ρ; .

))
u(s, z1)dsdρ,

which can be identified with a pseudo-differential operator with symbol taking values in
L (Hσ(M1), H

σ−m(M1)) (for every σ ∈ R). Note that compared with the class Sm we
require the derivatives to be bounded uniformly on R (rather than on compact sets).

Letting

S (R×M1) =
{
u ∈ C

∞(R×M1) : ∀(α, β), ‖(1 + |r|)α∂βrz1u(r, z1)‖∞ <∞
}
,

this quantization procedure induces a bounded operator

Op(a) : S (R×M1) → S (R×M1).
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Remark A.8. The advantage of devising such a definition is that we can quantize
more exotic symbols than in the standard Kohn-Nirenberg classes S

m
(T∗(R×M1)) or

Sm(T∗(R ×M1)). For instance, one can pick in this definition functions of the form
(1 + ρ2)m0a(z1; ζ1) (with m0 ∈ R and a ∈ Sm(T∗M1)) and view the corresponding
operator as an element of Ψm0(R,L (Hσ(M1), H

σ−m(M1))).

Remark A.9. When picking symbols a in S
m
(T∗(R×M1)) or in Sm(T∗(R×M1)), one

recover using (A.9) that Op(a) is a pseudo-differential operator of order m on the non-
compact manifold R×M1 in the sense of [DZ19, Prop. E.13, Rk p.551]. For instance,
Op(a) verifies the Calderón-Vaillancourt Theorem between Hs

comp and Hs−m
loc [DZ19,

Prop. E.22]. Moreover, if we fix a smooth cutoff function χ ∈ C∞
c (R), then Op(a)χ is

properly supported in the sense of [DZ19, §A.7] and it is thus amenable to the composi-
tion rule for pseudo-differential operators on noncompact manifold [DZ19, Prop. E.17].
Similarly, if χ̃ ∈ C∞

c (R), then χOp(a)χ̃ is compactly supported. In that case, χOp(a)χ̃
verifies the Gårding inequality for smooth u that are compactly supported in R ×
M1 [DZ19, Prop. E.23].

A.3.4. Cutoff functions in the R variable. In the above class of symbols, one has the
following lemma:

Lemma A.10. Let χ1, χ2 be two smooth functions on R that have disjoint supports,
all of whose derivatives are bounded and such that χ2 has compact support. Let a ∈
S
m
(T∗(M1 × R)). Then, one has, for every N0, N1 > 0,

‖χ1Op(a)χ2‖H−N1 (R,H−N0 (M1))→HN1 (R,HN0 (M1)) <∞,

and
‖χ1Op(a)Xχ2‖H−N1(R,H−N0 (M1))→HN1 (R,HN0 (M1)) <∞,

where X = rX1 is the geodesic vector field.

Remark A.11. Note that, for every N0 > 0, one has

‖u‖HN0 (R×M1)
6 CN0 ‖u‖HN0 (R,HN0 (M1))

,

and
‖u‖H−N0 (R,H−N0 (×M1))

6 CN0 ‖u‖H−N0(R×M1)
.

Hence, Lemma A.10 can be translated to the standard Sobolev spaces on R×M1.

Proof. We treat the case with X (the other case works analoguously). To that aim, we
write the composition formula (A.12) for χ1Op(a)X1 and we find, for every N2 > 0,

χ1Op(a)X1 = Opw

(
N2∑

k=0

1

(−2i)kk!
χ
(k)
1 OpM1(∂kρa)X1 +RN2

)
,

where the remainder lies in Sm−N2−1(R,L (Hs(M1), H
s−m(M1))) with the semi-norm

of RN0 (in that class) that depends on the semi-norms of χ
(N2)
1 (r)OpM1(∂N2

ρ a)X1. We
apply the composition formula one more time to this expression after multiplying this
equality on the right by rχ2(r). We find that

χ1Op(a)rX1χ2 = Opw
(
R̃N2(r, ρ)

)
χ̃2,
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where χ̃2 is compactly supported function which is equal to 1 on the support of χ2 and
R̃N2 is an operator-valued symbol that can be expressed in terms OpM1(∂N2

ρ a). As a

belongs to S
m
(T∗(R × M1)), this defines a bounded operator from H−(N0+1)(M1) to

HN0(M1) whose norm is bounded by 〈ρ〉−N ′
1 provided that N2 ≫ N0 +N ′

1 +m. Picking
N ′

1 ≫ N1, this yields the expected upper bound. �

A.3.5. Pseudo inverse on R ×M1. We conclude this appendix with two observations
showing that one can always find an (almost) inverse for Op(a) when a > 0 is a simple
enough symbol. More precisely, suppose that λ(z1; ζ1) verifies (A.23) and that m0 ∈ R.
We define

Bλ,m0u(r, z1) =
1

2π

∫

R2

ei(r−s)ρ(1 + ρ2)m0 expOpM1(λ)u(s, z1)dsdρ.

With this notation at hand, one finds

(A.28) ∀u ∈ S (R×M1), Bλ,m0B−λ,−m0u = u.

Finally, we discuss the case of the more general symbols in S
m
(T∗(R×M1)):

Lemma A.12. Let λ ∈ S
+0
(T∗(M1×R)) that is independent of the variable r and such

that |λ(z1, ρ, ζ1)| 6 m ln(R + 〈(ρ, ζ1)〉) for some given m,R > 0. Then, a = eλ belongs

to S
m+

(T∗(R×M1))

Moreover, given N0, N1 > 0, one can find bN0,N1 ∈ S
0
(T∗(R×M1)) which is indepen-

dent of r and equal to 1 modulo S
−1+

(T∗(R ×M1)) such that, for every χ ∈ C ∞
c (R),

the operator
(
Op(e−λbN0,N1)Op(eλ)− Id

)
χ : H−N1

(
R, H−N0(M1)

)
→ HN1

(
R, HN0(M1)

)

is bounded.

Proof. The fact that eλ belongs to S
m+

(T∗(R×M1)) follows directly from the definition

of this class of symbols. We now fix some b ∈ S
0
(T∗(R × M1)) which is equal to 1

modulo S
−1+

(T∗(R×M1)) and which is independent of the variable r ∈ R. From the
composition rule (A.12), one has that, for every u ∈ S (R×M1),

Op(eλ)Op(e−λb)u(r, z1)) =
1

2π

∫

R2

ei(r−s)ρOpM1(e−λ(ρ)b(ρ))OpM1(eλ(ρ))u(s, z1)dρds.

Using the composition rule (A.20) on M1 together with Remark A.5, we can find

bN0,N1(z1, ρ, ζ1) ∈ S
0
(T∗(R×M1)) such that, for every ρ ∈ R,

OpM1(e−λ(ρ)bN0,N
′
1
(ρ))OpM1(eλ(ρ)) = Id +RN0,N

′
1
(ρ),

where ‖RN0,N
′
1
(ρ)‖H−N0→HN0 6 CN0,N

′
1
〈ρ〉−N ′

1. Applying this identity with N ′
1 ≫ N1,

we obtain the expected result. �
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Appendix B. Proof of Theorem 1.3

In this short appendix, we briefly explain how to deduce Theorem 1.3 from the upper
bound (1.4),

∣∣∣∣
∫

S∗Σ

u(t)ψdL1 −
∫

S∗Σ

(∫

S∗Σ

u0dL1

)
ψdL1

∣∣∣∣ 6 Ce−ϑ0|t|‖u0‖C N0‖ψ‖CN0 .

Write ∫

T∗Σ

u(t)ψdL = cn

∫ ∞

0

rn−1

∫

S∗Σ

u0(r, ϕtr(x, ξ1))ψ(r, x, ξ1)dL1(x, ξ1)dr,

where (x, ξ) = (r, x, ξ1) are the spherical coordinates on T∗Σ and cn is a normalizing
constant depending only on n. Applying (1.4) to the integral over S∗Σ, one gets
∫

T∗Σ

u(t)ψdL =

∫

T∗Σ

(∫

S∗Σ

u0(r, x, ξ1)dL1(x, ξ1)

)
ψdL +Oψ,u0

(∫ ∞

r0

e−trϑ0rn−1dr

)
,

where the constant depends linearly on the CN0 norms of u0 and ψ. This concludes the
argument.
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