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A FEW SHARP ESTIMATES OF HARMONIC FUNCTIONS WITH
APPLICATIONS TO STEKLOV EIGENFUNCTIONS

XING WANG AND CHENG ZHANG

ABSTRACT. On smooth compact manifolds with smooth boundary, we first establish the sharp
lower bounds for the restrictions of harmonic functions in terms of their frequency functions, by
using a combination of microlocal analysis and frequency function techniques by Almgren [I] and
Garofalo-Lin [2I]. The lower bounds can be saturated by Steklov eigenfunctions on Euclidean
balls and a family of symmetric warped product manifolds. Moreover, as in Sogge and
Taylor [38], we analyze the interior behavior of harmonic functions by constructing a parametrix
for the Poisson integral operator and calculate its composition with the spectral cluster. By
using microlocal analysis, we obtain several sharp estimates for the harmonic functions whose
traces are quasimodes on the boundary. As applications, we establish the almost-orthogonality,
bilinear estimates and transversal restriction estimates for Steklov eigenfunctions, and discuss the
numerical approximation of harmonic functions.

1. INTRODUCTION

Let (©,h) be a connected smooth compact manifold with smooth boundary (M,g), where
dimQ =n+1 > 2 and h|yy = ¢g. The Laplace operators on 2 and M are denoted by A and
A, respectively. Let u be a harmonic function on Q with boundary datum f, namely

Au = Q
(1.1) u =0 on ,
u=f ondQ)=M.

Let H be the harmonic extension operator (or Poisson integral operator) on Q. Then u = Hf. Let
P € OPS'(M) be classical and self-adjoint with principal symbol p(z, ) = [£]4(z) on the boundary.
Two important examples of P are \/—A, and the Dirichlet-to-Neumann (DtN) operator N. If ey
is an eigenfunction of N associated with the eigenvalue ), then its harmonic extension uy = He,
is called a Steklov eigenfunction. The Steklov eigenvalue problem has seen a surge of interest in
the past few decades, and there are many open problems in this rapidly expanding area. For the
historical background and recent developments, we recommend the survey papers by Girouard-
Polterovich [22] and Colbois-Girouard-Gordon-Sher [16].

In this paper, we mainly use microlocal analysis to investigate the interior behavior of u with
respect to the frequency of f. Specifically, we shall use two types of frequencies. The first type is
the frequency function as in the seminal works of Almgren [I] and Garofalo-Lin [21I]. The second
type is the spectral frequency described by the associated eigenvalues in its spectral decomposition
with respect to P. These two types of frequencies coincide when the boundary datum f is an
eigenfunction of the Dirichlet-to-Neumann operator on M. We shall analyze them by using the
microlocal analysis techniques in Sogge [35] and Taylor [38].
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1.1. Geometric quantities. First, we introduce the geometric quantities that will be used to state
our results. Let dj (-, -), dg4(-,-) be the Riemannian distance functions on  and M respectively. Let

(1.2) O ={weQ:dy(w,00) >t} Qi=0Q\Q, I, =0Q.
Then ¢ is the distance from ¥; to the boundary.
For each x € M, we have a unique inward geodesic 7, (t) C € normal to M such that v,(0) = =,
[V ()| = 1. Let ¢(t, ) = v, (t). Let
(1.3) d=sup{r >0: ¢:[0,7] x M — Q is injective}.
Then for any t < §, ¥; is a smooth hypersurface, and 7,(¢) is normal to 3, for any « € M.

By (L3), we get a bijection ¢ : [0,d) x M — Qf, so we can find a local coordinates system near
the boundary adapted to the geodesics normal to boundary. Let ¢! = (g1, g2) with g1 : Q5 — M
and go : Q5 — [0,6). We choose a finite covering M = UU, and the corresponding coordinate maps
Ky U, = U, CR™ Let

Fu Q= 0([0,0) xU,) = R p = (k,(92(p), g1(p)).

Under this setting, let = (21,2, ...,2,) be local coordinates on some open set of M. Then for
t €10,0) and fixed z, (¢,21, 2, ...,2,) will be a geodesic curve starting from 2 and normal to both
M and ¥, so 0, is the inward normal derivative of ¥;. Specifically, the metric tensor of Q can be
written as

(1.4) h = dt* + gi;(t, x)dz;dz; = dt* + gy,
where g; is the metric on X, go = g. Then the Laplace operator on ) can be written as
(1.5) A =0+ a(t,2)0 + A,,
where
1
(1.6) a(t,z) = 50, det(gi;(t, 2))/ det(gi; (¢, 2))

and Ay, is the Laplace operator on X;.

For each t € [0,0) and x € X;, we denote the Weingarten map with respect to the inward normal
unit vectors of X; as

(17) Wt,m : TwEt — TIEtu
and W, : T)%; — Ty%; is its dual. Let ki(x) < ... < kn(z) be the principal curvatures at z, and

n—1

; Wia&: O
1.8 k() = =TtW, o +sup —+——— = — ki(x),
(18) (2) o =~ L k()
where the inner product (-,); on T3, is defined as
<§a 77>t = Zg” (ta 17)5177;
g

Let [€]g,(z) = V(£ §)¢. Then we define © : [0,6) — R as

(1.9) O(t) = sup ki(x) + sup TeW .,

TEX TEXy



and let
t

(1.10) Jqﬂ:/eﬁmﬂ%m
0

By Taylor’s expansion, we have

K@:t+2¥ﬁ+0@)
Let
o . |€|Qt(iﬂ) o ¢
(1.11) r(t) = mel\l/[r,lff;éo €yt G(t) _/0 r(s)ds.

We have r(t) = 1+ O(t) and G(t) = t+ O(t?). We will see that G(t) = K (t) when Q is a Euclidean
ball or the warped product manifold in Section 3.

1.2. Lower bounds. We first prove the lower bounds for the L? restrictions of harmonic functions.

Theorem 1. Fiz any 0 < §p < . There is a constant C > 0 dependent on (2, h) and do, such that
for any 0 <t < &y, and any f € L2(M), we have

(1.12) I1Hf N2z, = CefAK(t)HfHL?(M),

where the frequency A = [ [Vul?/ [}, u® with w=Hf, and K(t) =t + O(t?) is defined in (LI0).
The lower bounds are sharp in the sense that they can be saturated by Steklov eigenfunctions

on Euclidean balls and a family of symmetric warped product manifolds, see Section 3. When

f e L2(M)\ H2(M), we have A = oo and ([IZ) is trivial in this case. Moreover, a simple
consequence is the lower bound for the L? norm with p > 2

(1.13) I1Hf ez, > CG_AK(t)||f”L2(M)-

It is also sharp, since it can be saturated by Example 2 in Section 3.

As an application, using [, |Vul? = [, ud,u, we get the following exponential lower bound for
the Steklov eigenfunctions on smooth manifolds. As before, let ey be a DtN eigenfunction and
u) = Hey be the Steklov eigenfunction.

Corollary 1. Fiz any 0 < §g < 0. There is a constant C > 0 dependent on (2, h) and o, such
that for any 0 <t < dy, we have

(1.14) lluallz2(s,) > Ceﬂ\K(t)HeAHm(M)-
For real analytic Q and M, Galkowski-Toth [20] have proved some lower bounds of this type.

Indeed, it follows from [20, Theorem 1] that for any € > 0, A > Ao(e) and t < g¢, there is ¢ > 0
such that

(1.15) urllzzgs,) 2 e e TN ey || L2 (ar).

In comparison, our estimate (LI4) is sharp and has no e-loss. Moreover, we do not need the
analyticity assumptions.
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1.3. Upper bounds. From the examples of Steklov eigenfunctions (see Section 3), we naturally
expect that any harmonic function should rapidly decay with respect to At, where ¢ is the distance
to the boundary and A is its “lowest spectral frequency”. We shall give a rigorous justification for
this observation.

Let P € OPS*(M) be classical and self-adjoint with principal symbol p(x,£) = |€]y(z). Let 1>
be the indicator function of [\, 00). We shall prove the following interior decay property when the
spectral frequency of the boundary datum f is bounded below by A.

Theorem 2. Let 0 < §p <0, 0<c <1, N >0 and XA > 0. Suppose that f = 1=x(P)f. Then for
l<p<ooand0<t<§, we have

(1.16) 1 f o) < Cre™ Ol flloqan + CoA™N [ 2,
where Cy = C1 (g, ¢, p), Ca = C2(dg, ¢, N), and G(t) =t + O(t?) is defined in (LII).

The exponential term is essentially sharp, in the sense that G(t) = K (t) when 2 is a Euclidean
ball or the warped product manifold in Section 3. The remainder term O(A~) comes from the
smoothing operators that are natural in the theory of pseudo-differential operators on smooth
manifolds. The crux of the proof is the parametrix for the Poisson integral operator in Lemma 2]
From the proof, we shall notice that (LI6) is valid for all 1 < p < oo if the boundary datum f
has spectral frequency ~ . Moreover, the proof also implies the derivative estimates. Indeed, if
f =15x(P)f then we have for 1 <p < oo

(1.17) 107 H fllogmy S X 2Ol Loary + AN fllzaary, Yo, YN
Remark 1. In comparison to Theorem[d], we remark that the upper bound of the form with C,c > 0
(1.18) [Hf 2es0) < Ce™ M| fllL2can

cannot hold for general boundary datum f, where the frequency A = fQ |Vu|2/fM u? with u = Hf.
For example, let f = 14+ex and u=Hf = 14+uy, where ey is an L? normalized DtN eigenfunction.
Then both u and uy have frequencies A = X. However, when At > 1, we notice that ||ul|p2(s,) = 1
shows no decay while |[ux||r2(s,) S (L+M)™N decays rapidly. This key observation suggests that the

interior decay property of harmonic functions should only rely on the “lowest spectral frequency”,
as described in Theorem [2

Recall Sogge’s seminal work [34] on L estimates. If 1(x_; ) is the indicator function of (A\—1, A],
then

(1.19) a1 (P) Flleeany S AP fllzzary, 2 <p < oo,

where

(120) 0'(]9): n—1_n 2(n+1) <p<oo

n—1/1 1 2(n+1)
{T(i—;)v 2<p< =5
2 p’ n—1

See [35], Theorem 5.1.1]. The L™ bound is due to Héormander [25]. The estimates are sharp and they
can be saturated by some spherical harmonics on the standard sphere. So we have the following
interior decay estimates for Steklov eigenfunctions on smooth manifolds with smooth boundary.

Corollary 2. Let 0< 0y <d,0<c¢ <1, N>0and A > 0. Then for 2 <p < oo andt € [0, 0] we
have

(1.21) urll ez, S WP e A0 L X"N)lex|lp2(ar), YN.



This implies
(1.22) Jurllzesy) S AP A+ M)V [leallz(ar, YN.

Here o(p) is Sogge’s exponent in (LI9).

Our estimates (L2I) and (L22) are at least sharp for small ¢, by the sharpness of Sogge’s
estimates ((LI9). We also have the derivative estimates for 2 < p < 0o

(1.23) ||5ffz“/\||LP(Et) < \oP)tlal (1 + )\t)_NHe)\HLz(M), Vo, VN.

~

The interior decay properties of Steklov eigenfunctions have been studied by Hislop-Lutzer [24],
Polterovich-Sher-Toth [33], Galkowski-Toth [19], Di Cristo-Rondi [18], Daudé-Helffer-Nicoleau [17],
Helffer-Kachmar [23], Levitin-Parnovski-Polterovich-Sher [31]. Now we go over the previous results
and compare them with ours.

In 2001, Hislop-Lutzer [24] proved when the boundary is smooth, Steklov eigenfunctions decay
super-polynomially into the interior, namely

(1.24) ||U)\||H1(K) = O()\_N), VN,

on any compact subset K of the interior of €2, and they also conjectured that the decay is actually
of order e=** if 2 and M are real analytic. Under the analyticity assumptions, recently Polterovich-
Sher-Toth [33] (dim © = 2) and Galkowski-Toth [19] (dim 2 > 2) established pointwise bounds with
exponential decay. Specifically, Galkowski-Toth [T9, Theorem 1] obtained

(1.25) unll oo (20 S A7CH T A |y || 2 a).

~

The proof are based on analytic microlocal analysis and thus use the analyticity hypotheses in
extremely strong ways. So one would perhaps believe that the exponential decay property cannot
hold in the smooth case. For smooth manifolds, Helffer-Kachmar [23, Theorem 1] proved

(1.26) ||U)\||Loo(2t) 5 )\n_l(l + )\t)_N||e>\||L2(M), VN.

Di Cristo-Rondi [I8] considered the problems of interior decay for very general elliptic equations.
The following estimates can be derived from [I8, Theorem 3.3]

(1.27) luallzzes) S (1 + A 72 [lex]l 2 (ar)-

In comparison, our results (L2I)) and ([22) are better than (L25) when ¢t < A~ !log A, and we do
not need the analyticity hypotheses. Moreover, our results are stronger than ([L26]) and (L27)). By
the maximum principle, our results imply (24]).

1.4. Comparable interior and boundary norms. By Theorem ] if the spectral frequency is
bounded below by A, i.e. f = 1>\(P)f, then we can integrate in ¢ to get the following interior norm
estimates for 1 < p < oo

(1.28) [Hf e @) S A7 1 FlLean-

Next, we further prove that if the boundary datum f has spectral frequency ~ A, then the interior
norm of its harmonic extension H f is comparable to the norm of f on the boundary up to a factor
of the frequency. As before, let P € OPS!(M) be classical and self-adjoint with principal symbol

p(fb,f) = |§|q(m)
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Theorem 3. Let A > 0 and g € C§°(RY). Let fx = B(P/N)f. Then for any 1 < p < oo, we have

1
(1.29) IR AllLe) = AP | fallzecan s
i.e. there is a constant C = C(2) > 0 such that
141 _1
(1.30) CTIATZ (i lleeany S IHA e ) < CATZ (Al oy

The power gain A7 is due to the rapid decay property in Mt, like (14+Mt)~". This result is sharp
in the sense that it can be saturated by Steklov eigenfunctions on Euclidean balls. As a corollary,
we have the following two-sided interior LP estimates for Steklov eigenfunctions.

Corollary 3. For 1 < p < oo, we have
_1
(1.31) luxllzr) = A" 7 llexllLe(ary-
Motivated by the study of nodal sets, the upper bounds in ([L3I]) were first obtained in our joint

work with Huang and Sire [28] for generalized Steklov eigenfunctions with rough potentials.

1.5. Almost-orthogonality, transversal restrictions and bilinear estimates. We denote the
interior and boundary inner products as

oo = [wo ad (fow=[ fo
Q M
It is easy to see the gradients of Steklov eigenfunctions are orthogonal on 2. Indeed,
<VU)\,VU#>Q = <N€>\,6#>M = 0, VA 75 M.

But for general Q other than Euclidean balls, Steklov eigenfunctions are not orthogonal in L?(Q).
However, we can show they are almost-orthogonal. Let x € S(R) satisfy
. 1
supp X C (

3 1), x(0)=1.
As before, let P € OPS* (M) be classical and self-adjoint with principal symbol p(z, &) = [€]g(x)-
Theorem 4 (Almost-orthogonality). Let vy = Hox(P —A)f, w, =Hox(P —p)g. We have
(1.32) [{oxswa)el S L+ A+ )" A+ A= ul) ™M fllezn lgllz2an, YN

The crux of the proof is the kernel formula in Lemma[3l The question on the L2-orthogonality of
Steklov eigenfunctions has been considered by Auchmuty [2], Auchmuty-Rivas [9], Cho-Rivas [15].
Specifically, Cho-Rivas [15] analyzed the problem on rectangles by the explicit formula for the inner

products in L?(Q2), and provide accompanying numerics. However, a complete description of the
orthogonality in L?(2) has not been made so far. We address this issue in the following corollary.

Corollary 4. For Steklov eigenfunctions uy and wu,, we have

(1.33) [{un,wa)ol S @+ A+ )7 A+ A = u)™Vlealrzanlleallz2an, YN
Thus, by Theorem Bl we have for u > A > 1

(1.34) un, udal S V) (L 4+ (A = u)) N fuall 220 1wl 220y, YN

This significantly improves the trivial bounds by Cauchy-Schwarz, and provide a rigorous justifica-
tion for the almost-orthogonality of Steklov eigenfunctions in L?(£2).

Similarly, we can establish the bilinear estimates and transversal restriction estimates.
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Theorem 5 (Bilinear estimates). Let vy = Ho x(P — \)f, w, = Ho x(P — p)g with p > X > 1.
Then we have

(1.35) loswpll 2y S 172 B fllz2anllgll z2an),
where

)\i, n=2
(1.36) B={AzlogX, n=3

A n > 4.

3

Bilinear and multilinear eigenfunction estimates on closed manifolds have been proved by Burg-
Gérard-Tzvetkov [IT], 12]. Our result ([[33]) shows that the same type of estimates still hold for
harmonic functions. In comparison to the results in [IT} [12], there is a power gain /f% that only
depends on the relatively high frequency p. This is due to the rapid decay property of harmonic
functions. Moreover, the bound ([L37]) is sharp in the sense that it can be saturated by Steklov
eigenfunctions on Euclidean balls.

Corollary 5. If B is defined as in Theorem [0, then we have the bilinear estimates for Steklov
eigenfunctions

(1.37) luxuallz) < 1™ Bllellzzqan lewl 2 an.

Equivalently, by Theorem [ we have for py > A > 1
(1.38) luntullz2 () S A2 Blluallz2 o)1l 22 0)-
The bound Az B is sharp on on Euclidean balls and only depends on the relatively low frequency .
Theorem 6 (Transversal restriction estimates). Let 0 < k <n—1. Let X be a (k+1)-dimensional
submanifold in Q, intersecting the boundary 02 = M transversally, with 0% C 0Q2. For A > 1, let
vy =Hox(P—AN)f. Then we have

_1

(1.39) [oallLecs) S AP Al fllL2ar), 2<p < oo
When n > 2,

o Ifk<n-—3, thenA:A%_% for2<p<oo
o I[fk=n-2, thenAz)\%7§ for2 < p<oo, andAz)\%(logl)\)%j:orp=2
o [fk=n—1,then A=X"72 "» for 2”1 <p<oo,and A=X\"T = for2§p<%

n—

and whenn =1 and k =0, we have A=1 for 2 <p < cc.

Eigenfunction restriction estimates on closed manifolds were obtained by Burq-Gérard-Tzvetkov
[13] and Hu [27]. See also Tataru [37] for the first appearance of this type of estimates. The
transversal restriction estimates of harmonic functions on hypersurfaces can be found in Taylor [38]
Exercise 4 in Section 11 of Chapter 7 ]. Our result (IL39) precisely determines the dependence on
the spectral frequency, and it is sharp in the sense that it can be saturated by Steklov eigenfunctions
on Euclidean balls.

Corollary 6. If X and A are defined as in Theorem [3, then we have the transversal restriction
estimates for Steklov eigenfunctions

1
(1.40) urllLe(z) S A7 Allexllz2an)-
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Equivalently, by Theorem [B] we have
11
(1.41) ||UA||LP(2) S A2 ”AHUAHL?(Q)-
The bound \* " » A is sharp on Euclidean balls.

1.6. Organization of the paper. In Section 2, we introduce the symbol classes and the Dirichlet-
to-Neumann operator. In Section 3, we prove the Theorem [I] and its sharpness. In Section 4,
we construct a parametrix for the Poisson integral operator and calculate the kernel of the its
composition with the spectral cluster. In Section 5, we prove Theorem [2] and Theorem [3] by the
parametrix in Lemma Bl In Section 6, we prove Theorem Ml by Lemma Bl and give a proof sketch
for Theorems [B] and [G] and discuss related results on the numerical approximation of harmonic
functions with various boundary conditions. In the Appendix, we prove Lemma [5

1.7. Notations. Throughout this paper, X <Y means X < CY for some positive constants C'
that are independent of key parameters: the distance ¢ to the boundary, and the frequencies A, u.
IfX<YandY < X, we denote X =~ Y.

2. PRELIMINARIES

In this section, we introduce some background on pseudo-differential operators. Let D, = %81.
Symbol class S™ is the set of smooth functions p(x, &) satisfying
(2.1) D) DEgp(,€)| < Cap(1 + [€))™ 1, Va, .

Let OPS™ be the set of pseudo-differential operators with symbols in S™. Let §p > 0. We call
p(t,z,&) € C*°([0,dp] x R™ x R™) a smooth family of symbols in S™ if

(2:2) |DIDIDEp(t, 2, 6)| < Clap(1 + €)1, ¢ € [0,60), Vi, e, B.
The associated family of operators are called a smooth family in OPS™.
Symbol class P™ is the set of functions p(t,z, &) in C°°([0, d] x R™ x R™) such that
|DJDE (t* Dp(t, x,€))| < Cap(1 + [E)™ 1%t € [0, 60], VE, £, 0, B.
Symbol class P! is the set of functions p(t, z,&) € C*°([0, Jp] x R™ x R™) such that
(2.3) p(t.@.€) = qlt,z, e
with (€) = /1 + [€]2 for some ¢ > 0 and q(t, z,£) € P™. See e.g. Taylor [38, Chapter 7).

For any f € L?(M), we denote its harmonic extension on by u = H f that solves the boundary
value problem (LI)). Then the DtN operator on M is defined as N'f = d,ulp, where v is the
outward unit norm vector. In addition, N is self-adjoint.

Using the Fermi coordinates, for each 0 < t < §p < 6, we can define a DtN operator N; on ;.
By [38, Section C of Chapter 12], the Laplacian A on € in local coordinates with respect to the
boundary has the form
(2.4) A= (0 — A1(1))(0r + A(t)) + B(t)

where the smooth families A(t), A;(t) € OPSY(M) and B(t) € OPS~°°(M). Moreover, A(t) = N;
modulo smoothing operators, then N is a smooth family in OPS*(M). By [38, Proposition C.1 in
Chapter 12], we have explicit formulas for the principal and sub-principal symbols of N;.



Lemma 1. The Dirichlet-to-Neumann operator satisfies
Ny =+/—-A, —B
where B, € OPS°(X;) has principal symbol
1 <W£kz§7 §>t
“(TW, , — 2> >0
e = e

2
Here we define DtN operator by using the outward unit normal vector, so there is a difference
in the sign compared to the one in [38, Section C of Chapter 12].

(2.5) oi(x, &) = ).

3. EXPONENTIAL LOWER BOUNDS

We first prove Theorem [Mlbased on the frequency function in Almgren [I] and Garofalo-Lin [21],
and microlocal analysis techniques involving Lemma [l See also Lin [32] and Di Cristo-Rondi [18].
And then we show the sharpness of Theorem [Il by constructing examples.

1. Proof of Theorem [Il Let
(3.1) H(t) = /Et u®, D(t) = —/Et udyu, N(t) = D(t)/H(t).

Let (t,z) be the Fermi coordinates described before and suppose 0 < ¢ < §y < 6. We can identify
each ¥; as M with metric tensor g;, so we can rewrite H(t), D(t) as

Hit)= [ v?= [ wu(t,z)*dw(z)
/Et /M

D(t) = — /E udu = - /M u(t, 2)dyult, t)dwe (z)

where dw;(z) = /det(g;;(t, z))dz in local coordinates. Then
(3.2) H'(t) = 2/ u(t, x)Opu(t, r)dw (x) —|—/ u?(t, ©)0p (dwy (7).
M M

For the volume derivative term 0;(dw:(x)), As in [38, (C.26) in Section C of Chapter 12], under
Fermi coordinate, we have
Oy det(gi;(t,z))

(33) det(g (o)) 2T

Then we have

O (dwi(x)) = Ou(y/ det(gi;(t, x))dx)
6 (det(gu (t,2)))
(3.4) det(gi; (t, x))
_ Onde o)
2det(gi;(t, z))
—(TeW, o )dw ().

dx

dwt( )
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Thus,

(3.5) mezz/1@u—/(ﬁwmm%:4D@—/Xﬂwwm?
poF P pop

Next, we have

(3.6) D'(t) = —/ |0pu|?dw, () —/ ud?udw; () —/ uOpudy(dwi(z)).
M M M

By (L.3),

0= Au = d}u(t, ) + a(t, x)u(t, x) + Agult, z)
and we use ([6), (B4) to obtain

j;lifudwx )4*—1/‘uaﬂudtaﬂdudx)—l[;lulmudwxx)

O¢(det(gi;(t, x)))
/ udu 2 det(gy (1, 2)) ———— 7 du () — /M Ul g, udwy (x)

:—1L?u&uﬁﬂdwdx»—1A;uAmudwdx)

(3.7)

Plugging this into (3.0), we get
(3.8) D'(t)=— [ |0l —|—/ ul g, u.
N N

To handle the second term on the right, we use the fact that /—Ay, is self-adjoint and Lemma [I]
to obtain

/ U‘Agtu = _/ | V _Agtu|2

I p

(3.9) =— | [N+ Boul®
3t

Nu? =2 [ NuBu — |Biul?.
P p PO

Since u is harmonic on ¥y and N;u = dyu on X, and N; is self-adjoint, we have

D't)y=-2[ |0wu]*-2 | NwuBiu— [ |Bul?
PP PP b

=2 [ |0 - 2/ uN Bru — |Biul?.
3 P

P

(3.10)
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Now we are ready to compute the derivative of N(t). Since By € OPSY| it is bounded on L? and
then [ |Beul?/ [5, [ul* = O(1). So by @I, B3) and BI0) we have
D'(t) _D)H'(t)

NO=Tw e
B -2 fEt |Opu|? — 2f2t uN Biu 2(f2t udyu)? fEt (TeW; o )u?
= fzt 2 + (th u2)2 + fzt 2 N(t) + O(l)
(3.11) 2 Js, 10wl (ffzt 1;2;;2”& udpu)” ZIE]U./Z';BtU + Js., (?V\z;)u N(t)+0(1)
N A N

UNEOLU t,x u?

- _2[2} /Z;B n fzt(}‘ﬂ/\;é ) N () +O(1).
I p

The last step follows from Cauchy—Schwartz inequality.
For the rest terms, by Lemma [Il the principal symbol of —2\;B; € OPS! is

—2/¢|g,0¢(, &) < |€|g Ee(x) < |€g, sup ().

So the symbol of (sup,cs, E¢(z))N; + 2N;B; is the sum of a non-negative principal symbol and a
symbol of order 0. Combining with the L? boundedness of operators of order 0, we can apply the
sharp Garding inequality [26, Theorem 18.1.14] to the principal symbol and obtain

2 [¢ uNBeu -
—t72 < N(t) sup ke(x) + O(1).
fzt U IS
It is easy to see

TeW; o )u?
fzt(—t’)N t) < N(t) sup TeW, 5.

3.12
( ) th u? TED

We finally have

(3.13) N'(t) < (sug k() + sup TeW;..)N(t) + O(1) = O(t)N(t) + O(1).
So we have,
(3.14) N(t) < elo @@ N (0) 4+ O(1).

By (B3], we have
(log H(t))" =

> —2N(t) — sup TrW, ,
iy = 2N sup T

again integrating both sides

t t
log H(t) — log H(0) > —2/ N(s)ds — / sup TrW; ,ds
(3 15) 0 0 €Y,

t
> —2N(0) / elo ©Wdy gy 4 O(t)
0

and this gives us the desired bound

llull2cs,) 2 e7N(O)K(t)||U||L2(M)-
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3.2. Sharpness of Theorem [Il Now we are going to show the exponential lower bound can be
saturated by Euclidean balls and a family of symmetric warped product manifolds.

Let Q = [—R, R] x My, where (My,g) is a connected closed manifold, and 2 is equipped with
the metric h = p(s)%g + ds? for some positive p € C°([—R, R]). First, we shall compute some
geometric quantities and the Weingarten map for some special cases.

Next, we compute Weingarten maps of manifolds (€2, h) in the setting as in Proposition [l without
the symmetry condition p(s) = p(—s). For 0 < ¢ < R,
Yi={-R+t} x MgU{R—t} x My =%, UX].
We shall only compute it at ¥;7, under this setting g; = p(R — t)?g.

As in [38, (4.68)—(4.70) of Appendix C], we consider the one-parameter family of submanifolds

given by
b8 = Q, ¢ (R—t,x)=(R—t—T,2), Vo € M.
Let g, be the induced metric on the submanifold ¢, (3;) and z;. = (R—t,z). Then for any tangent
vectors vy, vy on E;r at 1, we have
0rGr(v1,02)|r=0 = =2(0, Iy, (v1,v2)) = —2(Wy 2, V1, 02):

where the second fundamental form I, (v1,v2) = (Wi, v1,v2)¢0;, and 0y is the inward unit normal
vector on 3.

Since g, = p(R —t — 7)%g, we have
0rGr (v1,v2)|r=0 = —2p' (R — t)p(R — t)g(v1,v2)

_ 2/(R-1)
—mgt(vla v2)
_ 2/(R-1)
= —m<vl,’02>t.
Thus, for x € X
/
p(R—1)
3.16 e =—1
(3.16) W, o(R—1)
where [ is the identity matrix. Similarly for z € ¥, ,
'(-R+t
w,, = PR+
’ p(—R+1)
So the principal curvatures ky(z), -+, k,(x) are all equal to ’;/((g::)) on X, and —’;/((:g:tt)) onx,,
" (R-1) p(-R+1)
P(R—t) p(—R+t
o) = ,— .
) =max{ =~ D))
Specially if p is symmetric about 0, then
PR-1) - (n—1)p/(R—1)
3.17 k =k =.=ky(r)="————, &k =— ,
(3.17) (@) = Ja(2) @)=Ly R B
and
(n—1)p'(R—-1) np'(R—1) p'(R—
3.18 €)= , TWe, = , 0@ =
( ) O—t(x 5) 2p(R—t> t, (R—t) () p(R—
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for all (x,&) € T*%,. Thus,

(3.19) K(t) = /0 %d&

Example 1. Fuclidean balls.

Let Q = B(0,R) € R™*! be the ball of radius of R centered at the origin. Let g, A, N be the
induced metric, Laplace operator and DtN operator on 9 (a sphere of radius R). We have

(n—1? n-1

N=y\-2+ T 2R
see [38] Section 4 of Chapter 8]. Under Fermi coordinates, for 0 <t < § = R we have
(R—1)? R? R
= - A = 7A = — .
gt R2 9, t (R—t)2 7~A/t R—tN

Suppose {ur}p2,, are the eigenvalues (counting multiplicity) of v/—A and {e}72, are the corre-

sponding eigenfunctions. Then

(n—=1)2 n-1
4R? 2R’

are Steklov eigenvalues and eigenfunctions. Thus,

(R—t)™/P Lt

Ak =\ i +

¢
up = (1 — E)kaek, k=0,1,2,..

(3.20) lurlizrm = —5np— 1 = }_z)RA’“HekHLP(M) ro e MRS/ ley | by,
In this case, the metric has the form of ds® 4 p(s)*g under polar coordinate with p(s) = % when
0 < s < R, and the boundary has only one component. Thus

p(R—t) R-—t
and

b —1 R
K(t) = / elo (B=m)"ldrgg Rlog(—),
0

which is exactly the same as the coefficient of —\j in (B20).
Proposition 1. Let Q = [—-R, R] x My, where (My,g) is a connected closed manifold, and € is

equipped with the metric h = p(s)2g + ds? for some positive p € C°([—R, R]) with p(—s) = p(s).
Then for any g < § = R, there is a constant C' > 0 depends on My, p and dg, such that, for each
Steklov eigenvalue A, there exists a Steklov eigenfunction uy satisfying

(3:21) C e M O u|l oary < Nuallzes,y < Ce O lunll Loy,
forany 1 <p < oo.
The upper bound in (B2 was also obtained in [I7, Theorem 1.5] in a slightly different form.
Here we give a direct proof.
Proof of Proposition [l By the symmetry of p, there is a Steklov eigenfunction of the form
ux = b(s)eu(z)

associated with the Steklov eigenvalue A, where b(s) is symmetric or anti-symmetric about 0 and
eu(z) is an L? normalized eigenfunction on M.
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We just need to handle p = 2, since it follows from uy = b(s)e, (z) that

[urllLr(s,) _ [urllz2(z,)

||UA||LP(M) ||u>\||L2(M) '

The argument is similar to the proof of Theorem [l By (BI1), we have

(3.22) N'(t) = Ry (t) + Ra(t) + Ry(t) + O(1),
where
=2 [ 10ual? [5, w3 + 2([5, urdpun)?
Rl = L t 3 t ,
(fzt uy)
2 [« uxNBiu TeW; o )u?
]’%QZ—IZ’S)\—;)E)\7 R3 = fzf(—z))‘]\](ﬂ
th ux fzt uy

We notice Ry = 0, by the symmetry of b(s), and the fact that uy = b(s)e,(z).
By (BI8]), the principal symbol of B; is
(- DP(R-1) 1

or(x,§) = W = —§kt($)v
which is constant for all z,& on T*%,. So 2N, B + kN, € OPSY, and we can write
(n— V(R 1)
=——— " N(t 1).
= - D+ o)
Again by BI8), we have
_np'(R—1)
R R=1) N(t).
Thus, by B22) and BI8) we get
"(R—1)
V) = 2B vy 4 oa
(0 = L5 + o)
=O{)N(t) +O(1).
Then
(3.23) N(t) = els ®®W N (0) + O(1).
By B3), we have
tog H(1) = T _ _onwy—oq)
which gives
t
(3.24) log H () — log H(0) = —2N/(0) / eJi OWdugs L o(1).
0

This implies the desired bound

~ 2N

uall7zgs,) = C

)K(t)HU/\H%z(M) = (t)HU/\H%z(M)-

O
Next, we apply Proposition[Ilto construct some examples with various decaying speeds, compared

to original conjetured decaying speed e~** by Hislop-Lutzer [24]. These phenomena have been
observed by Galkowski-Toth [19] 20].
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Example 2. Quasi-cylinder with convex boundary.

Let My = R"/(27Z™) = T™ be the standard flat torus, and Q = [—1,1] x My with the metric
h = ds*+ (1 + s*)dx?. Then
prR-t) _ 20-1

o) = p(R—1) 1+(1-102

By Proposition [T} for each Steklov eigenvalue A, we can find some & € Z" such that uy = b(s)e’?.
Then by B21), we get

—~ ef)\(t+t2+0(t3

luxllzr(s,) Ml o (ar

which decays faster than e™||ux|| s (nr)-

Example 3. Quasi-cylinder with concave boundary.

Let My = S™ be the standard sphere and Q = [~ %, Z| X My with the metric h = ds®+ (cos s)da>.
Then

o) = —tan(g — ).

By Proposition[I] for each Steklov eigenvalue A, we can find a Steklov eigenfunction uy = b(s)e,(z)

such that

e—A(t—§t2+O(t3

urllzes,) = DNurl|po(ar)s

which decays slower than e ||ux|| Lo (ar)-

4. PARAMETRIX FOR THE POISSON INTEGRAL OPERATOR

As in Taylor [38] Section 12 of Chapter 7], we can construct a parametrix for the Poisson integral
operator u = H f near the boundary for the boundary value problem

(41) Au(t,x) =0, (t,z) €,
' u(0,2) = f(z), x €N
See also Boutet de Monvel [I0], Lee-Uhlmann [30].

Let A be the DtN operator on M = 9Q. As in Section 2, the Laplacian A on ) in local
coordinates with respect to the boundary has the form

(4.2) A= (0= Ai(1)(0 + A(t)) + B(t)

where the smooth families A(t), A1(t) € OPS*(M) and B(t) € OPS~™>°(M). Moreover, A(0) = N
modulo a smoothing operator, and A(t) has the symbol a(t, z, §) € S* with principal symbol [, (z)-
We have

0920 a(t,,€)| < Capr(l+ €)1 Va, B, k.

Lemma 2 (Parametrix for the Poisson integral operator). For any 0 < dy < 6 and t € [0, dp],
under Fermi coordinates, there exist a parametrixz Py locally given by

(1.3 Puf(@) = e [ e n Of (€. b e P,

and a smooth family of smoothing operators Ry such that the Poisson integral operator

(4.4) Hf(t,x) = Pf(x) + R f ().
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Moreover, the symbol

b(tu x, 5) ~ bO(t7 €, 6) + Z Z bo(tv x, g)tkq],k(tu x, 5)

j>12<k<2j

with q; 1 (t) are smooth families in S*~7 and bo(t,z,£) = e~ Jo as.2.8)ds ¢ PO,
The symbol class P? is defined in Section 2.

Proof. Let B, = {x € R" : x| <r}. Let {(Uj, By, ;) }1<, be a collection of open sets on M. Each
(Uj, k;) is a local coordinate chart, x;(B;) = By and B3y C x;(U;). We may assume that there is
a partition of unity {¢)}/<, adapted to {B;}/<,. Let ¢ € C5°(R™) so that ¢(z) = 1 when |z] < 2
and ¢(z) = 0 when |z| > 3, denote ¢} = 5;1(183). For each j, we construct a parametrix P;(t) in
the form of ([@3) in Uj, then

K

P =Y ¢;P;(t)e)
j=1
is a parametrix for the Poisson integral operator H near the boundary. So we will only work in
local coordinates on M. As in [38 Section 12 of Chapter 7], we only need to construct a parametrix
P, for the following evolution equation

Ou+ A(t)u =0, u(0) = f,
since P, also gives a parametrix for the Poisson integral operator H by (@2]).

We build the symbol of P by the series b(t,z,&) ~ > .5 b;(t,2,§), which should satisfy the
equation

1
Orb+ Y —Dgadib=0, b(0,z,6)=1.

To determine each term of the series, we require that

(45) atb() + abO - Oa b(O,I,g) - 15

and for j > 1,

(4.6) b, +Z Z D5 adgbe =0, b;(0,2,§) = 0.
=0 |a|=j— @ :

Solving (@A) gives
(4.7) bot,,€) = e~ Jo alam s & PO,
since a(s) is a smooth family in S*. To solve ([&G), we let
(2, &) = Z > Dg adSby.
=0 || =5 — Z :

Then (4] is equivalent to
0bj + abj =rj, b;(0,2,§) =0
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which gives the recursive formula

t
bi(t,,€) = bolt, z.£) /0 ri(s, 2, €)bo(s, 2, €) " ds

j—1 t
= —bo(t,z,§) Z Z %/ D?a(s,x,f)agbg(s,x,f) . bo(s,x,f)_lds.
*Jo

=0 || =5—¢
We claim that for j > 1
(48) bJ(tv'Ivé.) = bo(t,il?,g) Z tkqj,k(tvxvé.)a
2<k<2j

where ¢; ;(t) are smooth families in S*~7. Then we have b; € P, 7 by [@T). So we can build a
symbol b ~ > b; € P? (see e.g. [35, Lemma 3.1.2]). Now we prove the claim ({38) by induction.
For j =1,

bi(t,x, &) = —bo(t, x, &) / Dga(s,z,8)0;bo(s,,§) - bo(s,x,&)” Yds

la=1
= —bo(t,z,§) /D5 s:v{/ao‘ (1,x,&)drds
la|=1
- bO(ta €T, g)tqu,Q(ta €T, 5)
where g1 2(t) is a smooth family in S'. Suppose (8] holds for b, with 1 < ¢ < j. Then for |a| > 1

||

a;lbo(tuxug) = bo(t,.’[],§) Z thW(t7x7§)

m=1

and for 1 </ < j and |a| >0

ogbe(t,w, &)= > Y 0T bo(tw, )05 qun(t, @, €)

2<k<20 o |+ ]z | =]

= bo(t,x,ﬁ) Z tqu—f(t7x7€)

2<k<20+ |0

where ¢, (t), Gm(t) are smooth families in S™. Thus, we have

bi(t,z,§) = —bo(t, x, &) Z Z a'/ Dga(s,x,€)0;be(s,x,§) - bo(s, x, &)t

20\0432

= boltz) Z /D5 (5,2,€)™ g (5,7, €)ds

|al=j m= @

t
—bo(t,x,ﬁ)z Z Z é/o D?a(s,x,{)squ,g(s,x,é)ds

1=1 |a|=j—0 2<k<j+t

=bo(t,z,&) Z t*q;n(t, 2., €).

2< k<2

where g; 1 (t) are smooth families in S¥=7. So the claim (EJ) is proved. O
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4.1. Kernel of the composition operator. In the following, let P € OPS'(M) be classical
and self-adjoint with principal symbol p(z,£) = [£|yx). Let x € S(R) satisfy supp  C (3,1) and
x(0) = 1. By [35, Lemma 5.1.3], we can write the kernel of the spectral cluster as

X(P = N)(,y) = AT eV ay (@,y) + 1 (a,y)

where a (x,y) is supported in {d,(z,y) ~ 1} and |95 ,ax(z,y)| < Cq, Va. And the remainder term
is smooth and satisfies
10z yra(z, y)| < CoA N, VN, a.
Recall g; is the metric on ¥; under Fermi coordinates and g = go. Let
el o [
4.9 r(t)= inf =22 G(t)= [ r(s)ds.
(1.9) 0=l T 6= [ r

We have 7(t) = 1+ O(t) and G(t) = t + O(t?>). One can check that G(t) = K(t) if Q is a
Euclidean ball or the warped product manifold in Proposition Il Now we can calculate the kernel
of Hox(P — ), ie. the composition of the Poisson integral operator with the spectral cluster, by
applying the parametrix in Lemma

Lemma 3. Fiz 0 < dg < 9. For any 0 <t < dp, we have
(4.10)  H(x(P=Nf)(t,z) = AT e~ AGWM) /ei)‘dg(””’y)m(t, x,y)f(y)dz + /m(t, x, ) f(y)dy,

where ax(t,z,y) is supported in {dy(x,y) ~ 1} and |0F0F jax(t, z,y)| < CoxX, Va,k. And the
remainder term has a smooth kernel satisfying

ko ra(t,z,y)| < Car AN, VN, a,k.
tYx,y Y )
The positive constants c,Cy 1 are independent of \.

Proof. For convenience, we choose = to be geodesic normal coordinates at g and work in a small
neighborhood of xy. Let xy = x(P — A\) — ). By Lemma[2 we can write

H(X(P = M)t z) = Pix(P = A) f(z) + Rix(P = M) f ()
= Ponf(x) + Peraf(x) + Rex(P = A) f(2).

Here

P S () = (27) " / / FEVE (1, 2, €)xr f (y) dyde
= (2m) "\ / / / @V SR (W2 (1 o €)ay (y, 2) f(2)dzdydé.

Since P, is a smooth family of operators in OPSY, it is smoothing off diagonal, and the contribution
of y away from x is O(A\~"). Thus, we can assume the integral with respect to y in the expression
of P, is taking near diagonal and max{d,(z,z),ds(y, )} < dg(z0,2). Since the kernel of R; is
smooth, we can integrate by parts to see that the kernel of R;x(P — \) is smooth and O(A~).
Similarly, the kernel of P;ry is also smooth and O(A™). Let 8 € C§°(R) satisfy

Igo <P < g

Let
RN (x) = (2m)"A"F" / / / D ERN (1 1 €)1 = B(IE] /N Jan (s 2)f () dzdyde.
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On the support of 1 — B(|¢[g(x)/A), and gij(x) & gij(x0) = 045, dg(y,2) ~ |y — z|, we have
10y ((z = y) - E+ Adg(y, 2)) A+ [&].
So we integrate by parts in y to see the kernel of R} is smooth and O(A™"). Let

P f(x) = (2m) "AT / / / M@0 D1, 2 AE)B(E] oy )an (s 2) (=) dydd.

By the support property of ax(y, z), we can integrate by parts in £ to see that the kernel

| [ et (1= o, 22 0€)8€ g Jar 02| £ 3

if n € C™ equals 1 when |z — z| ~ 1 and 0 otherwise. Since a(t,z,£) = ||y, () mod S°, by @J)
on the support of 3(|¢]4(»)) we have

B1Ely(a)) = Ar(D)€ly(a) +O(1) 2 Ar(t)
Then for some ¢ > 0 we can write
(4.11) bt, z, &) = e~ ACWp(t, 2, \E),
where on the support of 5(|¢|4(,)) We have

0F0202b(t, 2, AE)| < Ca,pu)F, Vo, B, k.

So it suffices to handle the operator

P} f(x) = (2m) A T+ / / / M@= €022 2b(t, 2, AE)B(IE Lo )an (1 ) (2)dyded

n—1 . ~
= (2m) AT e A0 [ [ e b )80, 0B €l o) Jar (.2 )yt
We shall use stationary phase in (y, ). Indeed,

ay»ﬁ((x - y) €+ dg(yvz)) =0=y=ua, {= 6ydg(yvz)=
and

02 ((x—y) - &+ dg(y,2) = [‘fﬁdi(;/, z) _ol} |

Thus, (y,&) = (z,dyd,(y, z)) is a non-degenerate critical point of the phase function. By stationary
phase [35], Corollary 1.1.8], we can write

n—1

P f(z) = A7 e A C®) /ei)‘dg(w’z)a,\(t,x,z)f(z)dz,
where ax(t,z,z) is supported in {dy(z,z) ~ 1} and |9F9% ax(t, z,y)| < Cax A, Yo, k. O
By using an essentially the same argument, we can obtain the kernel of the composition operator
Qo x(P — ) for any Q € OPS™(M).
Lemma 4. Let m € R and Q € OPS™(M). We have
(4.12) (QoX(P=N)(a.y) = N"T M Eay (. y) + 75 ()

where ax(r,y) is supported in {dy(x,y) = 1} and |0y ,ax(w,y)| < Co, Ya. And the remainder term
is smooth and satisfies
|8§‘)yf,\(x,y)| <C,, Va.

The positive constants Cy, are independent of \.
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This lemma implies that the kernel of @ o x(P — \) has essentially the same form as the kernel
of x(P — X). So one may use it to obtain natural eigenfunction estimates under the operations in
OPS™, which extend the seminal works by Sogge [35] and Burq-Gérard-Tzvetkov [I3] [IT], 12].

Proposition 2. Let m € R and Q € OPS™(M). For A\ > 1, we have
(4.13) Qo x(P—Nfllrrary S )‘m+a(p)||f||L2(M)u 2 < p <o,

where St 1)
{Tl(%—%) 2<p< =7

7(P) = uo1 2ntl) < p < oo

T
Proposition 3. (Bilinear estimates) Let mj € R and Q; € OPS™i (M) for j =1,2. If u > X >1,
then we have

(4.14) [Q1ox(P =A\)f-Q20x(P—m)gllrzcary S A 1™ B fll2any 9l 2 (a)
where
/\i, n=2
B={)\2Iog\, n=3
A n > 4.

Proposition 4. (Restriction estimates) Let m € R and Q € OPS™(M). Let 3 be a k-dimensional
submanifold in M. For X > 1, we have

(4.15) 1Qox(P—Nfllremy S A" AlfllL2ar), 2 <p < oo,
where
o Ifk<mn-—3, then A=\"7 % for2 <p<oo.
n—1
o Ifk=n—-2, then A= \"7T ~» for 2 < p<oo, and A= \2 (log)\) forp—2
o Ifk=n—1,then A=)\"2 "% fo T for2<p< 2

Let 1(x—1,5 be the indicator function of (A —1,A]. Since we may assume y is non-vanishing
n [—1,1], we have x(P — A\)f = In_1n(P)f if f = x(P — X\)"'1x_1,5(P)f. Therefore, the
propositions above still hold if we replace x (P — A) by Ix_1,5(P).

5. INTERIOR DECAY AND COMPARABLE NORMS

In this section, we prove Theorem [2] and Theorem Bl by using microlocal analysis techniques
involving the parametrix of the Poisson integral operator in Lemma Note that the symbol of
the parametrix P, has an exponential decay factor ~ e~ "€ which formally gives the desired
exponential decaying property if the frequency || 2 A. This is basic idea in the proof.

Let P € OPS! be classical and self-adjoint with principal symbol p(z,£) positive on T*M \ 0.
Let p € R and let m € C*°(R) satisfy

(5.1) Im®) (7)| < Cp(1 4+ |7)**, k=0,1,2,...
Let A > 1 and my(7) = m(7/)). We have my € S* if y1 = max{p, 0}, since
(5.2) im{ ()] < Cu(1 + 7)) F, k=0,1,2, .

The constant C}, is independent of \. We need the followmg lemma on the kernel of m(P), which
can be viewed as a more precise version of [35], Theorem 4.3.1]. We shall prove it in the appendix.
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Lemma 5. Let u, p1, m, my defined as above. We have

ma(P)(z,y) = (2m)" / @ VEN, (i, €)dE + R ()

where the symbol My € S*' satisfies
(5.3) Mx(2,6) ~ > m (p(x,))qe(w,€), g0 € S/,
£=0

and the remainder term R is smooth with
|05y Ba(z,y)| < Cay Vo
The symbols q; and the constant Cy, are independent of \.

In the following, we assume P € OPS(M) is classical and self-adjoint with principal symbol
p(,£) = |€]4(z)- Let 1> be the indicator function of [A,00), and let f>x = 1>x(P)f.

Proof of Theorem 2l Since (Hf)(t,x) = P.f(z) + R, f(x) with R, € OPS™>° by Lemma 2] we
shall estimate the norms || Py f>x | ze(ary and || RefoxllLe(ar)-

If {e;} is an orthonormal eigenbasis associated with the eigenvalues {\;} of the operator P, then
by the Hérmander’s L? — L°° bounds (LI9) we have

SNV Te@)P DY ENTT S AN, VN > 0.
A=A k>
Since R; is smoothing,
IR follpee(ary = |1 Re(L+ PYNF(1+ P) "N 7" forll oo
SN+ P) " Foxllnee
SA Y foallian, VN > 0.
Now we begin to handle P;. By Lemma 2], we have

Puf(@) = (20) " [ bt ) F€)de
where the symbol
b(ta €T, 5) ~ bO(tv xz, 5) + Z Z bO(ta €T, g)tkqj,k(ta €T, 5)
j>12<k<2j

with g; ,(t) are smooth families in S*~7 and by (¢, z,£) = e~ Joatsw8)ds ¢ PO, Let 0 < e < 145 and
n € C*°(R) satisfy
I,00) <N < 11c,00)-
Let 1 € C°(R) satisfy
T coo) S < 1pooe00)-
Clearly, we have n(P/\) f>x = f>x. We split

Fifoa () :/eix'fb(t,I,5)771(1)(9675)/A)(sz)A(€)d§+/6”'517(15,36,5)(1 = m(p(z,€)/N)(n(P/A) f>x)"(§)dE

= Ptsz(ZU) + RthA(x)'
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The operator R, is smoothing by Lemma [l since the supports of 1 —n; and 7 are disjoint. Then
we also have

(5.4) IR foalleeary S A NI fallian, YA
Next, we handle ]5t. The kernel of ]5,5 is

Ki(w,y) = (2) " [ 0,0 € (pla, )/ V)
On the support of 71 (p(z,£)/A) we have p(z,§) = ||gz) > (1 — 2¢)A. Since the principal symbol
of a(t,x,§) is |§|gt(m), by (@3] we have
€lge(@) = r)Elg@) = (1 = 2¢)Ar(t).
Recall (@9). Then we can write
(55) b(t,,€) = e~ TINEWp(1, z, ),
where

0F9202b(t, ,€)| < Capr(l+ [E) 7121, Va, B, k.

Since b(t, z, &) (p(x,€)/\) € S, we have for 1 < p < oo

(5:6) ||]5t||LP(M)_)Lp(M) < e~ (1=39)AG(t)

For p = 0o or 1, we need to calculate the kernel. We have

5.1 [Ki(2,y)| S 6‘(1‘35”0(“/ emetlél/2ge < = (1-32G(B)—n,
[€]=A

But integration by parts gives

(5:8)  [Ki(w,y)| S e OGO g —y 7N /|§|>A €17 S e TN (N — )~

So by splitting the integral into two parts: |z —y| < A7 and |z — y| > A~! we have
[ 1Ko plds e 07PN 1 (30)).

By Young’s inequality, for p = oo or 1

(5.9) 1 Bell Lo ary s Loany S € C3P O @+ () ™).
Then for p =00 or 1
(5.10) 1M forllrim S e 2RO+ ) ™) foallzeny + AN [ f2allL an)-

But by the maximum principle, when t < A\7!,
[H a0 < f2allL -
So we always have for 1 < p < oo
(5.11) 1M oallLey S e T2 PO foxllo@n + AN oallor -

Furthermore, if f has spectral frequency ~ A, then (5IT) is valid for all 1 < p < oo by repeating
the argument above, since ([B.1) can be improved in this case. So we finish the proof of Theorem 2l

Next, we show that if f has spectral frequency ~ A, than Hf also has a lower bound near the
boundary.



23
Lemma 6. Let f € CP(RY) and fr = B(P/A)f. Fort <A™, we have for any 1 < p < 0,
(5.12) IH Loz 2 N xlle(ar)-

Proof. We may assume supp 3 C (3,1). Since (Hf)(t,x) = Pif(x) + Ry f(x) with R, € OPS™
by Lemma 2, we shall estimate the norms || P;fx||r(ary and || Ry fx||zr(ar)- As before, we have

IR Al Ly S AN ALy, YN.
Here we use the fact that f) has spectral frequency bounded below.
To handle P, we split b(t,z,&) = bo(t, x, &) +r(t,x, &) with r(t,x,£) € S~L. Let

(@) = @0 [ it O

Let 81 € Cg° satisfy

10 < B <z g
Clearly, 518 = . Since t < A~ !, we can obtain the kernel estimate

[reB1(P/A) (@, )] S AL+ Al —y) ™Y, VA
Then for 1 < p < oo by Young’s inequality we have
Irefallzean = IreBr(P/X) falleany S AHI A Lo (ary-

Next, let 52 € C§° satisfy

g < P2 < i s

16

We split by = Ba(|€|g(2)/A))bo + (1 = Ba(I€l4(x)/N)))bo. Let
Ruf(z) = (21) / e E(1 — By (€] oy /N ot 2. €) (€.

Since supp (1 — f2) is disjoint with supp £1, the operator R;S;(P/)) is smoothing by Lemma [5]
and then

IR frll Lo ary = | ReBL(P/N) fall L= ary S AN NI A L2 (ar)-
Let

(5.13) P f(x) = (2m)™" / b (t, 2, €) Ba (1€l gy /N F (€)dE.

Notice that by(t,z, ) behaves like an elliptic symbol in S? near |¢[(,) ~ A when ¢ < A™!, one can
construct a microlocal inverse of P} as

(5.14) BN (x) = @m) " [ € balt2,€)7 Balll o/ N F €.
Since t < A~ !, we have the kernel estimate

|E}Ma,y)] S AL+ Az —y) .
Then by Young’s inequality for 1 < p < oo

|EM e (ary—roary S 1.
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Then we can write
BPM (@) = £(a)+ @) [ 650 = Balllyin/NDFOE +2m) ™ [ e artf(€)ae
= f(2) + R} f () + Q} f(x)
where the symbol ¢y € S™! with |¢| &~ A\. Then integration by parts gives the kernel estimate
Q@ )l S XNTHA+ Az —y) ™Y, VAL
By Young’s inequality, this implies
(5.15) 1QM Lo (ay— Loy S AT
Since R}31(P/)) is smoothing, we have
IR} Al Lo (ary = 1R BL(P/N) fall e ary S AN fall e
Thus,
1P} AllLecany 2 1EX PN fall e
> [ fallzeary + O AN Lo cany

Combing the estimates above, we obtain (G.12]) for A larger than a constant Ag. For A < Ao, we can
apply the exponential lower bound in Theorem [I] and the maximum principle, since

I fxllrary = [ fallzz ) = |l e any
in this case. g
Proof of Theorem [3l Take 6y = 0/2, we split the LP norm into two parts:

||Hf>\||1£p(9) = ||Hf>\|‘ip(95 + ||Hf>\||Lp Qg

For the lower bound, we only need to consider the contribution of the boundary part. If A > 6, !
then by Lemma [0 and the co-area formula we have

do
/ AP = / L f P duwdt
Q¢ 0 P

S0
(5.16) A ,
2 [
2 A A

The case that A < &y ! can be handled similarly since dy is a constant. For the upper bound, the
interior part follows from Theorem [2] and the maximum principle, since

IH A Lo 5g) S AN L any, YN

The boundary part follows from Theorem 2l and the co-area formula, since for 1 < p < oo

IH Ao S (€ + X ) falleeany, VN
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6. APPLICATIONS TO STEKLOV EIGENFUNCTIONS AND NUMERICAL APPROXIMATION

Over the past two decades, efficient spectral methods have been developed in the field of com-
putational mathematics, for the approximation of solutions to Laplace’s equations using Steklov
eigenfunctions. See e.g., Auchmuty [2] [3 [ Bl [6], Auchmuty-Cho [7, [§], Auchmuty-Rivas [9], Cho
[14], Cho-Rivas [15], Klou¢ek-Sorensen-Wightman [29]. Among the key problems in this area are
the error estimates for approximations and the orthogonality properties of the Steklov eigenfunc-
tions. In this section, we shall use the results established in the preceding sections to address these
issues.

We first prove the almost-orthogonality in Theorem @l

Proof of Theorem M. Suppose p > A If p < 10 or |A — p] < 10, (L32) just follows from
Cauchy-Schwarz, Lemma [B] and Theorem 2l In the case of ;1 > 10 and A < 10, since the derivatives
of the kernel of x(P — \) are bounded by constants independent with A, we have

(ox, w)e = O™ ™M) fllz2an 19l L2 (ar)s VN

Now suppose A > 10 and |A — u| > 10. Let v = A/ € (0,1). As before, we only need to handle the
contribution near boundary. It suffices to show that on each slice ¥,

(6.1) (oA (8), wu ()| S e A+ N = D)™V fllz2an gl z2canys YN,

and then integration with respect to ¢ gives the desired bound. By Lemma Bl and Theorem [2] it
suffices to handle the kernel

B}\”u(y,z) = (/\111,)71771 /eiu(’ng(I,y)—dg(I,z))a)\(I,y)a#(tr’z)dx

since the contributions from other terms are O(u~"). By Cauchy-Schwarz, we only need to prove
(6:2) [] 1Bt Paydz < 1 =i, v,

Fix any ¢ € (0, ﬁ). Let V be the covariant derivative with respect to the metric g. Then we have
|V2d(2,9)|g(z) = 1. For convenience we take geodesic normal coordinates at x. If v < 1 — ¢, then

Va(vdg(z,y) — dg(z, 2))| > €.
Then integration by parts gives B ,(y,2) = O(u=).
Suppose 1 —e <~ < 1. If |Vydg(z,y) — Vadg(z, 2)| > 2¢, then
Ve (vdg(z,y) — dg(z,2))| = [Valdg(z,y) — dg(z,2))| — (1 —7) > &

Then integration by parts gives By ,(y,z) = O(u~). Suppose |V dy(z,y) — Vidy(z,2)| < 2¢. We
may assume that these two unit vectors are close to e; = (1,0, ...,0). Then

Vadg(z,y) = Vadg(,2)| 2 |y = /|
if y =(y1,y") and z = (21, 2"). So we have
IVa(vdg(z,y) —dg(2,2))| 2 (1 =) + |y = 2|.
Then integration by parts gives
[Bru(y:2)| S p" M+ X = u) TN (L4 ply = 2) 7N, YN
Then a direct calculation gives (62)).
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Proof Sketch of Theorems [Bl and [6l The proofs of Theorems [ and [6] are similar, so we only
give a proof sketch. We can reduce the estimates in 2 to the bounds on each slice ¥;, which follow
from Lemma[Bl and the arguments in [I3] and [IT, 12]. The power gains in Theorems [ and [ come
from the integration of the exponential decay factor in the kernel formula in Lemma [3

Now we shall discuss the numerical approximation problems of harmonic functions with various
boundary conditions. Kloucek-Sorensen-Wightman [29, Section 4.3] and Auchmuty-Cho [8] Sections
4 and 6] have obtained some basic error estimates and provided accompanying numerics. As an
application of our results, we provide both L? and pointwise error estimates. For = € €, let

d(x) = dist(z, 00) = dist(x, M).
Let {e;}32, be the orthonormal DtN eigenbasis in L?(M) associated with the Steklov eigenvalues
0=X <A <)X <

which are arranged in increasing order and we account for multiplicity. The first eigenvalue \g = 0
is simple since €2 is connected. Let u; = He; be the associated Steklov eigenfunctions.

Theorem 7. Let u be the solution to Laplace equation ((LT)) with Dirichlet boundary condition. Let
k €Ny, A= New1, and ¢j = (f,ej)m. Let fro =3,y cjej and Gp = 7, cju;. Then we have the
L? error estimates

(6.3) = a3z S A (1 B2y = IFel32qan))
and the pointwise error estimates
64)  lu@) - @@ S (O+d@) "D XV (1 Feqay — IFellizn ), ¥V

The bound (G3]) immediately follows from (28]), since

112 ary = el Zoan = D leil® = I1F = FallZaan-

A >\

To get (G.4), we use Theorem @ and Hérmander’s L> bound (LIJ). Indeed, for 0 < ¢ < 3 we have

u(e) —ar(@)| < D | Y cjuyl

20>N A2t

< Z(efcd(z)2[2§£+2fN6)( Z |Cj|2)%

20> A2t
1
< ( Z (e—2cd(w)2£2n€ + 2—2N€)) 2 ( Z |Cj|2)%-
20>\ Aj=A

Then a direct calculation gives (6.4]).

Next, let b > 0 be a fixed number and we consider the Laplace equation with Neumann (b = 0)
or Robin (b > 0) boundary condition

65) {Au(m) =0, z€Q,

Oyu(z) +bu(z) = f(x), z € 00 = M.
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Theorem 8. Let u be the solution to Laplace equation (JBE) with Neumann or Robin boundary
condition. Let k € Ny, A= Agy1, and ¢j = (f,ej)m. Let fr, =3 oy ciej. When b =0, let

When b > 0, let

Then we have the L? error estimates
(6.6) = @ell3zay S A7 (10300 = WFell3zqan )

and the pointwise error estimates
6.7 Ju@) — @@ S O+ d@) ™2 XN (1 Feqary — IFellizn ), ¥V

These estimates immediately follow from the same proof as Theorem [l and the observation that

(6.8) ¢; = {frej)m = (Ovu+bu,ej)nr = (Aj +b){u,ej)nr.

7. APPENDIX: PROOF OF LEMMA

We prove Lemma [ in the appendix. We essentially follow the strategy in the proof of [35]
Theorem 4.3.1]. But Lemma [ is more precise than [35, Theorem 4.3.1], and we need to carefully
handle the dependence on A. So we shall give a detailed proof for completeness.

Let p1; = max{u,0}. We fix p € S(R) with p supported in {[t| < 1} and equal to 1 in {|¢| < 3}.
We decompose

my(P) = (2m)~! /p(t)mA(t)eitht + (2m) 7! /(1 _ ﬁ(t))ﬁn(t)eitpdt
= mk(P) + T>\(P).

Here 7 (P) is a smoothing operator, since
i)l =l2n) ™ [ = gy et
= l2m) ™ [ (= poyma(eoesd
=l [[a=pone ¥ mO s e asa
S fasls =) ¥ m{M()lds

S [@sls—rh @+ lsh Vs
S+

and its derivatives also satisfy similar bounds.
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Without loss of generality, we assume the parametrix for half-wave kernel (|35, Theorem 4.1.2])
holds for [¢t| < 1, that is

e (z,y) = Q(t, z,y) + R(t, z,y)
where

Qt,z,y) = (2m)™" / TP (4 y, €)de

and R(t,z,y) € C([—1,1] x M x M) and Q(t,x,y) is supported in a small neighborhood of the
diagonal in M x M. Moreover, ¢ € S and satisfies
p(,y,€) = (x —y) - £+ Oz — yl?l¢])
and
q(vavxvé.) -1le Sil'

The integral of R(t) is a smoothing operator since

‘/ﬁ(t)m,\(t)R(t,x,y)dt‘ - ‘//m,\(s)ﬁ(t)R(t)e*“Sdtds

S [ Ims/N+1s) s
<1
and its derivatives also satisfy similar bounds.

Next, we consider the integral of Q(t,z,y). By Taylor expansion, we have

/ N~ AR N
a(t) = 0) + 440) + .+ a0+ S [ a Ve - ) Ve,

For the remainder term, it contributes the kernel

(7.1) /0 1 / / pt)iny (1)t @y TN (NFD (gt 2 gy €)dedt(1 — 0)N db.
Let
Exo(x,y,8) = / H(t)ri (£)e" PN TGN (01 2y, €)dt
Since p(y, &) ~ |¢] and (pgN TV (0-))V € S, we have
Brofe. O] % | [ o)) 00D 08,2y, )

~ m Y (pg NI (69)Y (p(y, ©))]

S [ AT N () = )V

S A+
Similarly,

102,08 Exo(w,y, )] S (L4 [¢)) N1l va

Thus, () is the kernel of an operator in OPS*1~N =1 by [35, Theorem 3.2.1].
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For £ =0,1,2,...N, we have
[ sy @eieterer im0, 0,y e dea

/ ~(5) q9(0,z,y, &)e?@vE g¢

- / m$O (p(y, €)' (0, 2, y, ) e @V de + Ry x(x,y)
where

|Rea(z,y)| = ‘/rg\f) (p(y,§))q(é)(0,x,y,f)e“"(mvyv@dg

s fa+lenae
<1
since my —my =1y € S. Its derivatives also satisfy similar bounds.
Let o9 = p and 1 = (x —y) - € and ¢ = (1 — t)po + te1 with ¢t € [0,1]. Let P(x,y,&) =
m\ (p(y,))a" (0,,y.€). Let

(Pa)(a) = (2m) " [ [ =09 P (o, uty)aay,
Since
(7.2) |08 (w0 — ¢1)| < |z — y|?1€)*71*, Va,

we have
IVepr 2 |z -yl
near the diagonal.

By ([2), we can define ¢(x,y, &) = —o)/|r —y|* € St. So

& Pau = (27)" / / (i1 — 00))? Pla, y, €)uly)dédy
and then

Oflimr Pru = (27) / [ i — o)) Pl sty ey
= m (-1 [ [ e en] (00,0, Pla.y. O )uly)dedy
17 [[ et 4Qy . utwdedy

By Taylor formula we have

Q.8 = 3 1= ,6) - (v~ ) + R (a,€)

lo|] <N
where Ry vanishes of order N 4+ 1 when = = y. For the remainder term, we use the reproducing
operator (see [36, Lemma 4.1.1])
1 Vo

Le? =€ if [ =~—
cot i [Vol?

-V
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to rewrite the kernel

/ Ry (2, y, )dE = / LN Ry (w,y, €)dE

Since that the adjoint of L is

L*f:i(fv—y)'?f
lz —yl
we have
(LN Ry (2,9, €)] S (14 [¢y N
Similarly,

107,08 (L)Y Ry (2,9, )] S (1 [ely =771, va, .
So the remainder term is an operator in OpPStm—t=N=1" Thus, by [35, (3.1.11)] the operator
07|t=1P; is a pseudo-differential operator with symbol

j 1 a o
Qs(@,&) ~ (=17 3 3 DE0; = Qs ()
modulo a smoothing operator. Then by Taylor formula
N
For the remainder term, we use the reproducing operator Le’#* = e and rewrite the kernel
[ et iton = on) P = [ L Giler o)V PGy, )
~ [ e Entoy. 00

(DNt oty N+1
s P+ = [ N0 Pt
- . O

Since the adjoint of L is

. O¢; pt
L* = . >J .
F=12 %(gap )

we have the symbol

|En(@,y, )] < (1+ g~

Similarly,
107,08 En (2,y,6)| S (14 g2~ N=17lel va, .

So the remainder term is an operator in OPS*"—~N—=1 by [35 Theorem 3.2.1]. Thus, P, is a
pseudo-differential operator with symbol given by the formal series

— 1
5,8) ~ Y =Qi(
=0’
modulo a smoothing operator.

Thus, m(P) is a peeudo-differential operator with symbol given by the formal series

ZZZ ,,,D 2y AL ((i(6(2,y, €)M (p(y, €))a' (0, 2,9, €)
v

(=0 j=0 «
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modulo a smoothing operator. Here ¢()(0) € S° and
¢(‘T7y7§) = (QOl - @0)/'1. - y|2 € Sl'

We can further simplify the formal series. For convenience, we use g to denote some symbol in S*
and it may vary from line to line. Then

MA(Ia f) ~ Z Z Z Z Z mg\€+a1+a2)(p(x, 5))qa1+j—(a+2j—a2)(‘rv g)

=0 j=0 a 0<ai;<a0<az<a+2j

=353 > w0, 9)aka (2,6

(=0 j=0 o 0<k<2a-+2j

=35 Y 0@ )k-a(@,€)

(=0 j=0 «a 0<k<min(¢,2a+2j)
N0 -
_Zm)\ (p(:v,ﬁ))Qg(:E,ﬁ)

£=0

where g, € SL¥2]. The leading term only comes from the term with ¢ = j = a = 0, so it is exactly

m)\(p(fb,f))q(O,I,iE,g)
which is my(p(z,£)) mod SH1 1.
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