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Abstract. We consider the Landau Hamiltonian perturbed by a long-range electric potential
V. The spectrum of the perturbed operator consists of eigenvalue clusters which accumulate to
the Landau levels. First, we estimate the rate of the shrinking of these clusters to the Landau
levels as the number of the cluster tends to infinity. Further, we assume that there exists an
appropriate V, homogeneous of order —p with p € (0, 1), such that V(z) = V(z) + O(|z|77¢),
e > 0, as |x| — oo, and investigate the asymptotic distribution of the eigenvalues within the
gth cluster as ¢ — oo. We obtain an explicit description of the asymptotic density of the
eigenvalues in terms of the mean—value transform of V.
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1 Introduction

Our unperturbed operator is the Landau Hamiltonian
Hy = (—iV — A)?,

self-adjoint in L*(R?). Here, A := (—£% B2} is the magnetic potential, and B > 0
is the generated constant magnetic field. It is well known that the spectrum o(H,) of
Hyj consists of infinitely degenerate eigenvalues \, := B(2¢+1), ¢ € Z, :={0,1,2,...},
called Landau levels.

The perturbation of Hy is an electric potential V : R? — R which is supposed to be
bounded and continuous. Set H := Hy + V. Evidently,

o(H) C U Ay +inf V. A, +sup V].
q=0

Moreover, if V' decays at infinity, and, hence, is relatively compact with respect to H,
then o(H) \ o(Hy) consists of discrete eigenvalues which could accumulate only to the
Landau levels. Recently, in [19] it was shown that if V' satisfies

V(z)| < clz)™?, xcR? (1.1)
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with p > 1, then o(H) is contained in the union of intervals centered at the Landau
levels \,, of size O(A\g Y ?) as ¢ — co. Moreover, in [19] the asymptotic density of the
eigenvalue clusters was studied. To this end, the asymptotic behaviour of the trace
Tr <p()\é/2(H —\y)) with ¢ € CP(R \ {0}) was investigated, and it was found that
Tr @(Aéﬂ(H — Ay)) is of order A% as ¢ — oo, and its first asymptotic term could be
written explicitly using the Radon transform of V.

In the present article we assume that V' is long-range, i.e. in contrast to [19], it satisfies
(L) with p € (0,1). First, we show that the eigenvalue clusters of H shrink to the
Landau levels at rate \;” 2 as q — oo (see Proposition 2]). Further, we suppose
that there exists an appropriate V, homogeneous of order —p, which is asymptotically
equivalent to V, and study the asymptotic behaviour of the trace Trp(\y/*(H — Ag))-
We show that Tr go(AZ/ 2(H—),)) is of order )\, as ¢ — oo, and its main asymptotic term
could be written explicitly using the mean—value transform of V (see Theorem 2.T]).
The article is organized as follows. In the next section we formulate our main results, and
briefly comment on them. Section [3] contains auxiliary facts concerning the properties
of Weyl pseudodifferential operators and Berezin—Toeplitz operators which are the main
tools in the proof of Theorem 2.1l The proof itself could be found in Section [, and is
divided into several steps, contained in separate subsections.

2 Main results

Our first result concerns the shrinking of the eigenvalue clusters of H in the case of
long—range potentials V.

Proposition 2.1. Assume that V' satisfies (LI)) with p € (0,1). Then there exists a
constant C > 0 such that

o(H) C | (A= CA2 0+ CAP) (2.1)

q=0

The proof of Proposition 2.1] could be found in Subsection [3.41
Remarks: (i) Simple considerations (see the remark after Proposition B.7)) show that the

estimate O(A\;” / %) of the size of the eigenvalue clusters is sharp. This will follow also
from Theorem (211

(ii) In [19, Proposition 1.1] it was shown that if V satisfies (II]) with p > 1, then there
exists a constant C' > 0 such that

o(H) C | (A= N2 0 +CA?).

q=0

In the case of compactly supported V, such a result was already obtained in [17].



In order to formulate our main result we need the following notations. For d > 1 put

Co(RY) = {u € C®(RY) | sup |Du(z)| < ¢a, a € Zi} :

zeR

Following [26, Chapter 3, Section 8|, we write u € ”Hﬁ_p(Rd) if u € C°(R?\ {0}),
p € (0,00), is a homogeneous function of order —p. Moreover, for p € [0, 00) we set

S (RY) = {u € C®(RY) | sup (z)* 1| D(z)| < ¢o, a € Zi} :

r€R4

Assume v € C(R?\ {0}), and define the mean—value transform

. 1
u(x) = gy

/ u(r — w)dw, »€R*\Sh
St

Our mean-value transform coincides with the 2D mean-value operator M defined in
[15, Chapter I, Eq. (15)] with n = 2, and is quite closely related to the so—called planar
circular Radon transform defined, for instance, in [IJ.

Next, we describe some elementary but yet useful properties of the mean—value trans-
forms of functions from appropriate classes. The proofs are quite simple, so that we
omit the details. If u € S;”(R?), p € (0,00), then the mean-value transform 4 extends
to a function @ € S (R?). If u € ’Hﬁ_p(RZ), p € (0,00), then nu € S;” provided that
n € SY(R?) and suppnN'S! = ). Moreover, if p € (0, 1), then the mean-value transform
of u € ”Hﬁ_p(]Rz), p € (0,1), extends to a function @ € C'(R?). Finally, if u € ”Hﬁ_p(]Rz),
p € (0,1), and u(x) = 0 for each € R?, then u(x) = 0 for each z € R?\ {0}.

Theorem 2.1. Let p € (0,1). Assume that V € S;”(R?) and there exists V € ”Hﬁ_p(]Rz)
such that

[V(z) =V(z)| < Clz|™"™%, =xz€ R?, lz| > 1, (2.2)
with some constant C and € > 0. Then we have
. _ 1 o
Jim X, T OG0T = 0) = 5z [ ol BV da 23)

for each ¢ € Cg°(R\ {0}).
Let us comment briefly on Theorem 211

o Let [, 8] C R\ {0} be a bounded interval with o < 8. For ¢ € Z set

pq(ler, B]) == Z dim Ker (H — \).

Ag+adg /2NN +BA, 2



Evidently, p,([e, 8]) < 00 if ¢ € Z is large enough. Put

([, B]) = HZEGR2|QB p<V( )<6B_p}‘

2B

where | - | denotes the Lebesgue measure, and V is the mean-value transform of
Ve ’Hﬁ_p(RZ), p € (0,1), the homogeneous function introduced in the statement
of Theorem 21l Evidently, 0 ¢ [a, 5] implies p([a, f]) < oo. We extend u to
a o-finite measure defined on the Borel sets O C R\ {0}, and supported on
[Bp infege V(z), B SUDP, g2 V(z)| \ {0}; the compactness of the support of the

limiting measure p agrees with the fact that, in accordance, with (2], we have
supp py C [—C, C]\ {0} for sufficiently large ¢. Then the validity of (Z.3)) for any
p € C5°(R?\ {0}) is equivalent to the validity of

lim A pi([or, B]) = ([, B])

q—0

for any bounded [a, 5] € R\ {0} such that u({a}) = pu({F}) = 0. Note that
if, for instance, the function V is radially symmetric, then pu({a}) = 0 for any
aeR\{0}.

As already mentioned, in [19] it was supposed that V satisfies (1)) with p > 1.
Then the Radon transform

1
V(s,w) = %/RV(sw +twh)dt, s€ER, w=(w,w) €S, whi=(—wyw),

is well defined, continuous, and decays as |s| — oo uniformly with respect to
w € S!. Then, instead of (2.3), we have

lim A, PTr (A2 (H — A,) / / (BV (s,w))dwds (2.4)
q—00 27T s1

(see [19, Theorem 1.3]). Note, in particular, that if V' satisfies (ILT]) with p > 1,
then (2.4) implies that Tr gp()\l/ “(H — q)) is of order )\é/ ? while it follows from

(23) that under the hypotheses of Theorem PI] Tr (A2 *(H — Ag)) is of order A,
as ¢ — oo.

Theorem 2] admits a similar semiclassical interpretation as [19, Theorem 1.3].
Namely, consider the classical Hamiltonian function

H(E, x) = (& + Ba/2)* + (& — Br1/2)?, € = (6,&) € R?, 2 = (11, 7,) € R%
(2.5)
The projections onto the configuration space of the orbits of the Hamiltonian flow
of H are circles of radius vE/B, where E > 0 is the energy corresponding to the
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orbit. The classical particles move around these circles with period T = 7/B.
These orbits are parameterized by the energy E > 0 and the center ¢ € R? of the
circle. Denote the path in the configuration space corresponding to such an orbit
by v(c, E,t), t € [0,T5), and set

1

Av(V)(c, E) = T,

/ e Bo))dt. Ty —n/B.

It is easy to see that the r.h.s. of (2.3)) can be rewritten as

H(BPY(x))dr = —— lim / S(E*2 Av(V)(c, E)) Bde.  (2.6)

2B Jge 2m E—oo B/

Given (2.0), we can rewrite (Z3) as

1 1
Jim - Te O ) = o Jim /R (B AV(V)(c, B)) Bde.  (27)

Formula (2.7]) agrees with the so—called “averaging principle” for systems close to
integrable ones, according to which a good approximation is obtained if one re-
places the original perturbation by its average along the orbits of the free dynamics
(see e.g. [2, Section 52]).

e Neither Theorem 2] nor [19, Theorem 1.3], treat the border-line case p = 1, i.e.
the case where V' is, say, asymptotically homogeneous of order —1. In this case
the Radon transform of V' is not well defined, while the mean-value transform
V of V e H',(R?) generically is not bounded since it may have a logarithmic
singularity at S'. Therefore, in the border-line case the asymptotic density of
the eigenvalue clusters of H should be different from both the short-range case
p > 1 and the long-range case p € (0,1). Hopefully, we will consider in detail the
border-line case in a future work.

The proof of Theorem 2.1]is contained on Section [4l

3 Auxiliary results

3.1 Weyl pseudodifferential operators

Let d > 1. Denote by S(RY) the Schwartz class, and by &'(R?) its dual class. If
f € S(RY), then

£(6) = (2m)7"2 / e f(2)dr, €€ RY

R4



is the Fourier transform of f. Whenever necessary, we extend by duality the Fourier
transform to S'(R?).
Let T'(R??), d > 1, denote the closure of C2°(R??) with respect to the norm

Isllr(rea) = sup sup [050; s(x,€)| < oc.
{a,B€Z | |al,|8I<[4]+1} (x.€)ER?

Proposition 3.1. ([6, B]) Assume that s € T'(R??). Then the operator Op™(s) defined
initially as a mapping from S(R?) into S'(R?) by

(Op¥(s)u) (x) = (2m)~¢ /R d /R K (xzxg) e @y (o) da'de, weRY,  (3.1)

extends uniquely to an operator bounded in L*(RY), and there exists a constant cy inde-
pendent of s such that
10p™ (s)[| < colls]lrrea)-

The operator Op™(s) is called a pseudodifferential operator (¥DO) with Weyl symbol
5. Assume that s € 8'(R*), 5 € L*(R??). Then the operator defined in ([B.I]) extends
to an operator bounded in L?(R?), and we have

10p™ ()l < (2m) 18 1 2oy (3-2)

(see [16, Lemma 18.6.1]). Assume now s € L?(R??). Then, evidently, the operator
defined in (B.1]) extends to a Hilbert—Schmidt operator in L*(R?), and we have

JOp* (8)]2 = (27)~ /

R2

st € drde = (27r)_d/ 15(z, &) da de. (3.3)

R2d

Let X be a separable Hilbert space. Then S, (X) denotes the class of compact linear
operators acting in X. If T' € S (X), then {sj(T)};.lekT denotes the set of the non-zero
singular numbers of 7" enumerated in non-increasing order, and Sy(X) is the Schatten—

von Neumann class of order ¢ € [1,00), i. e. the class of operators T' € S, (X) for

which the norm ||T||, := (Z;a:nlkT sj(T)Z) is finite. Thus, S7(X) is the trace class, and
So(X) is the Hilbert-Schmidt class. Similarly, S¢.,(X) denotes the weak Schatten—von
Neumann class of order ¢ € [1,00), i. e. the class of operators T € S (X) for which
the quasinorm || T[|¢, = sup; j*/“s;(T) is finite. Whenever appropriate, we omit X in
the notations Sy(X) and Sy, (X).

Next, we recall that u € L2 (R%), d > 1, the weak Lebesgue space of order p € [1,0),

if the quasinorm |[ul|pp ey = sup;q t }{x € RY| |u(x)| > t}}l/p is finite. Evidently,
u € ’Hﬁ_p(Rd), p € (0,d), implies u € LY*(RY).
Interpolating between (B.2)) and (B3)) (see 4, Theorem 3.1]), we obtain the following



Proposition 3.2. Let m € (2,00), m' :=m/(m — 1).
(i) Assume that s € S'(R*), § € L™ (R*?). Then Op™(s) € S(L*(R?)), and

10D ()l < (270) 15 [13]] ot 0.
(ii) Assume that s € S'(R??), 5 € L™ (R??). Then Op™(s) € Spm.w(L*(R?), and

w _ _ 1 ~
10D () o < (27) ™15 [18]] s .

3.2 Operators Op"(Vp = V¥,) and Op"(Vp * d;)

Introduce the harmonic oscillator

2
. 2
h:= —@ + a7,
self-adjoint in L?(R). Tt is well known that the spectrum of h is purely discrete and
simple, and consists of the eigenvalues 2¢g + 1, ¢ € Z,. Denote by p, the orthogonal
projection onto Ker (h — (2¢+ 1)), g € Z,. Set

v 6= VL ), o R, gez.  (34)
where .
ol dite) (6 (=)

L,(t) == T _];(k) o tER, (3.5)

are the Laguerre polynomials. Then 27, is the Weyl symbol of the operator p,.
Denote by P,, q € Z., the orthogonal projection onto Ker (Hy — A,). Set

Va(z) =V (=B Y2xy, —B™Y22y), = (z1,2,) € R% (3.6)

Proposition 3.3. ([19, Corollary 2.13|) There exists a unitary operator Ug : L*(R?) —
L*(R?) such that for each V € L*(R?) + L*°(R?) and each q € Z we have

ULP,V Py = p, @ Op® (Vi % 0,). (3.7)
For k > 0, define the distribution §; € S'(R?) by
1

2
o) : / o(kcosf, ksin0)dd, ¢ € S(R?).
0

T or
Proposition 3.4. Assume that V € S;”(R?) with p € (0,00). Then the operator
Op™ (Vg x 6x), k > 0, is bounded and there exists a constant ¢y such that

k=" if pe(0,1),

1Op" (Ve * )| < e k~'lnk if p=1, k€ [2,00). (3.8)
E~tif pe(1,00),



Proof. Proposition 3.4]is an extension of [19, Lemma 3.2] which concerned only the case
p > 1. By Proposition B

1OpY (Ve % 01)|| <o  max  sup [(DYV xd;)(2)]. (3.9)

a€Z3 :0<|a|<2 ycR?
By V € §;”(R?), we have
1DV (2)] < cra(@) 77 < ()™, 2€R? ac€Z?, (3.10)

with constants ¢; , which may depend on B but are independent of x. Now (3.9) and

(3.10) imply
|Op™ (Vg * 0| < ¢} sup (-) 77 * dx(2). (3.11)

z€R2

Note that the function (-) =" % J; is radially symmetric. Arguing as in the proof of [19]
Lemma 3.2], we get

1
o

(() 77 d)(2) /0 7r((/’{: cosf — |z)? + k%sin? 0 + 1)7"/2df <

1 21 ' - 2 /2 ' - 1 -
o |, (k?sin® 041)"*/2df = ;/0 (k?sin®0+1) p/2d9§/0 (K224 1)7P2dt =: (k).
(3.12)

Elementary calculations yield

O(k=r) if pe(0,1),
L) =4 Ok"Ink) if p=1, kel[2o00). (3.13)
O(k=) if pe(1,00),

Putting together (B.11) — (B:13), we obtain (B.8). O

Proposition 3.5. Assume that V € S;”(R?) with p € (0,00). Then Op™(Vp x ¥,) —
Op"(Vs * 0 sag1) € S2, and there exists a constant cy independent of q, such that

HOpW(VB * \I’q) — OpW(VB x 5m)||2 S CQ>\;3/4, q c Z+. (314)

Proof. Proposition is an extension of the second part of [19, Lemma 3.1] which
concerned the case V € C5°(R?). By (B.3) we have

1
10p" (Vg % Wq) — Op™ (Vi * 0 ggrr) |15 = o /R2 |(V * W) (2) — (Vi * 0 ogrr) (2)[Pdz =

3= I ,)(0) = (Vi =8 zgen) (O (315)



An explicit calculation (see [19, Eq. (3.9)]) yields

(Vi * W) (©)=(Va * 0ygrn) (€)= (La(IC/2)e79 = ho(y/24 +1[¢1)) VilQ), ¢ € R?,

(3.16)
where L, is the Laguerre polynomial defined in (3.3]), and Jy is the Bessel function of
zeroth order. Moreover, there exists a constant ¢o such that

Ly(r)e™? = Jo(v/(4q + 2)r)| <

&g+ 1) 4 (q+ 1)), qE€Zy, >0,
(3.17)

(see [19 ( (3.10)] for the generic case ¢ € N; if ¢ = 0, then ([B.I7) follows from

lemr/? — (f)\ =O0(?)|, 7 €(0,1), and |e™"/% — Jo(v/r)| = O(1), 7 > 1). Further,

O(I¢|*) if  p e (0,2),

Ve(Q)l =< o(m[l) if p=2 ¢l <1/2,
o) if p>2,

and .

Vsl =0(¢™), [¢|>1/2, N>0,
(see [25, Chapter XII, Lemma 3.1]). In particular, the functions |C|m1//;((’), ¢ € R?, with
m >1—pif p € (0,2) or with m > —1if p > 2, are in L?*(R?). Combining (B3.15),
BI6), and BI7), we get

~2

05" (Vi) =" (Vs ) < 2 [ (0 1)7IC1 + (0 1)72101) (O e

which yields (B14). O

Remark: Estimate (8.14]) could be interpreted as a manifestation of the equipartition of
the eigenfunctions of the harmonic oscillator A, i.e. the appropriate weak convergence as
q — oo of the Wigner function 27V, associated with the ¢th normalized eigenfunction
of H, to the measure invariant with respect to the classical flow (see e.g. [7, 28 5] for
related results concerning various ergodic quantum systems).

3.3 Norm estimates for Berezin—Toeplitz operators

Proposition 3.6. (i) Let V € LP(R?), p € [1,00). Then for each q € Z, we have
P, VP, €S, and

12Vl = 5 ||V||Lp R2)- (3.18)
(ii) Let V € LE(R?), p € (1,00). Then for each q € Z, we have P,V P, € S,,, and

1PV Byl < —IIVIILp (3.19)

(R?)’



Proof. Using the explicit expression for the integral kernel of P, (see e.g. [12, Eq. (3.2)]),
we easily obtain

B
1PV Pl < 2V s (3.20)
27
with an equality if V =V > 0. Moreover, evidently,
[PV Byl < [|V ]| oo r2)- (3.21)

Interpolating between ([3.20) and (B:21I) (see [4, Theorem 3.1]), we obtain (3.I8) and
B19). O

Remark: The first part of Proposition has been known since long ago (see (20
Lemma 5.1], [12, Lemma 3.1]).

Corollary 3.1. Let V € LP(R?), p € [2,00). Then for each q € Z, we have P,V =
(VP,)* €S, and

1PV =V ElE < 5 ||V||LP(R2 (3.22)
Proof. Estimates (8.22) follow immediately from (B.I8]) since we have
2 2
IBVIE = IV R < VA ey = eIV Iy
U

Proposition 3.7. Assume that V satisfies (L)) with p € (0,00). Then there exists a
constant co, such that

AP pe(0,1),
IPVP| <cowd AN, if p=1, q€Z,. (3.23)
AP pe (1, 00),
Proof. An elementary variational argument implies that we may assume without loss of
generality that V(z) = (z)™", x € R?; then, V € §;”(R?). By Propositions 3.3 and

we have
| PV Py|l = [|Op™ (Vs x ¥, )|| <

1OP™ (Vs 8, j2q1) | + |0p™ (Vs + W) — Op™ (Vs * 0, ) || <
10" (Vs # 6, mgwr) | + 10" (Vi % W) — Op™ (Vg * 0 ) 2 <
10P™ (Vs # 6 ) | + car ™. (3.24)
Now, (3:24)) and (B.8) yield immediately (3.23]). O
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Remark: FEstimates ([B.23) with p # 1 are sharp. For p > 1 this follows from the
argument of [I7] where the estimate ||P,V P,|| < csoAq /2 \as obtained for compactly
supported V. Namely, if {¢k7q}k:_q is the so called angular-momentum orthonormal
basis of the Hilbert space P, L*(R?), q € Z, (see e.g. [21]), and 1y is the characteristic
function of a disk of finite radius R > 0, centered at the origin, then

lim inf )\1/ (L ro,q, Po, q>L2(R2) >0,

q—0o0

which implies the sharpness of estimates ([B.23]) with p > 1. Similarly, if p € (0, 1), we
can show that

lim inf )\Z/2<<'>_p¢—q,qv ¢—q,q>L2(R2) >0,

q—o0
which entails the sharpness of estimates (3.23]) with p € (0,1). We do not know whether
estimate (3.23)) with p = 1 is sharp, but it is sufficient for our purposes.

Corollary 3.2. Assume that V satisfies (LI) with p € (0,1). Then for each £ > 2/p
there exists a constant ¢, such that

1_»p
IPVEl < eohi ™ (L4 [\ )Y, g€ Zy (3.25)

Proof. Similarly to the proof of Proposition 3.7 above, an elementary variational argu-
ment shows that we may assume without loss of generality that V(z) = (z)7*, x € R%
Note also that in the proof of estimate (B.:28) we may assume that ¢ is large enough
since for any fixed ¢ it follows from (B.I8]).

For brevity, set T, := P,V P,, q € Zy; by [21], rank T, = co. By (B.19) with p = 2/p,
there exists a constant C such that

s;(T,) <Cj* jeN, qeZ,. (3.26)
On the other hand, (3.23) implies
$1(Ty) < coX,”?, q€ L. (3.27)
Fix ¢ > 2/p. By (826) - (8.21), for any N € N, we have
oo N oo
||Tq||§ = Z Sj(Tq)Z = Z Sj(Tq)Z + Z Sj(Tq)Z <
j=1 j=1 j=N+1
2 N —2
DS um e 3 e e E e 3
j=1 j=N+1 j=N+1

£
const. ()\3_7/3(1 +InN) + Nl_?)

with a constant independent of N and ¢. Assuming that ¢ is large enough, and choosing
N equal to the integer part of \,, we obtain (3.25). O

Remark: Estimate (3.28]) should be regarded as an a priori estimate which is sufficient
for our purposes.
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3.4 Proof of Proposition 2.7]

Given estimate ([B.23)) with p € (0,1), the proof of Proposition 2] is analogous to the
one of [19, Proposition 1.1]; we include it just for the convenience of the reader.

In order to prove (21)) it suffices to show that there exist C' > 0 and sy € N such that
5§ > 5o implies

o(H) N[N — B, A + B] C ()\s AT N+ C*A;W) . (3.28)

Set Ry(z2) = (Ho—2)"', 2 € C\o(H,). By the Birman-Schwinger principle, A € R\o(Hj)
is an eigenvalue of H if and only if —1 is an eigenvalue of |V [/2Ry(A)V/2 where

2y V@[ PsignVi(a) if V() #0,
V/(x)‘_{o if V(:)sg;:O.

Hence, in order to prove (3.28), it suffices to show that for some C' > 0 and sy € N, the
inequalities s > sy and

CAP2 < |\s— )\ <B (3.29)
imply
VY2 Ro(MIVIV2]| < 1. (3.30)
Pick m € N such that ||V||eo@2) < An/2. For s > m write
s+m B
Ro(N) = Y (A=A Pi+ Ro(X; 5,m).
k=s—m
Then
s+m _
VI Ro VY2 < Y7 = A THIBIVIRl + VY2 Ro(; 5, m) V2] (3.31)
k=s—m
By the choice of m, we have
- 1
IIVIY2Ro(A; s, m)| V2| < 5 (3.32)

On the other hand, by (8.23) with p € (0, 1), we have

s+m
D = ATPIVIB| < cad 20 2m+ 1A = A7
k=s—m

which implies
s+m

1
> W= ATIRIVIED < 5, (3.33)

k=s—m

12



provided that the first inequality in (3:29) holds with appropriate C'. Now, (3:30) follows

from (331)), 332), and B.33).

In the proof of Theorem 2.1l we will need also the following

Proposition 3.8. Assume that V' satisfies (1)) with p € (0,1). Then there exists a
constant C' > 0 such that for each q € Z, we have

o (I = PYH(I = P)ja—pypomine) € | (A = OO N+ CAP) 0 (3.34)
s€Z+\{q}

The proof of Proposition is quite the same as that of Proposition 2.I], so that we
omit the details.

4 Proof of Theorem 2.7

4.1 Passing from V to its Weinstein average (V)

Assume that V' € L®(R?) and set

(V):=Y_ PVP, (4.1)

where, a priori, the series converges strongly; this is the case if, for instance, V =1
identically. If
lim [|P,VP,||=0 (4.2)
q—00

which, by Proposition 3.7, is the case if V satisfies (I.I]) with p > 0, then the series in
(E.I) converges in norm. In order to check this, it suffices to show that {(V)¢},,, with

(V)g =D PVPs, q € Zy, is a Cauchy sequence in the uniform operator topology.
By P;P; =0 for j # s, we have

Jj=q+

1{V)asm = (Violl < sup [BVE], q€Zy, meN,

which combined with (£.2), implies the required property of the sequence {(V'),}

q€Ly"
Since
B w/B ' '
<V> — _/ 6—th0Vetho dt,
T Jo
we call (V') the Weinstein average of V' (see [27]). Set (H) := Hy + (V).
Proposition 4.1. Under the hypotheses of Theorem [2Z1] we have
Tro(N/2(H = X)) = T2 ((H) = Ag) +0(A,), g — oo (4.3)

for each p € Cg°(R\ {0}).
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Proof. First, let us write the difference of the traces in (£3) according to the Helffer—
Sjostrand formula (see the original works [I1], [I4], or the monographs [9, Section 2.2],
[10, Chapter 8]). Let ¢ € C(R\ {0}), and let ¢ € C5°(R?) be an almost analytic
continuation of ¢ which satisfies

supp@ C ((a'—a b—) U (a+>b+)) X (_Ca C) (44)
with —co <a_ <b_ <0<ay <by <oo,and 0 < ¢ < o0, as well as

(@)l < Cnlyl™, (z.y) €R?, N >0, (4.5)
where ¢ := 3 (% —i—ig—f). For (z,y) € R? set 2 = z + iy and

Uo(z,y) = NPY(NP (2 = M), N Py), q €L (4.6)

Then the Helffer-Sjostrand formula yields

(-2 = — |l )W (H - 2g) =) ddy = / Yal@y)(H—2)" dady.

RQ

Similarly, .
pONP((H) = Ng) = = | gl y)((H) — 2) " dady.

™ JR2

Further, let ¢, be the smallest integer (strictly) greater than 2/p. Write the iterated
resolvent identity

01
(H=2)"" =Y (=1)*((Ho—2)"'V)*(Ho—2) "'+ (=1)" (Ho—z)"'V)"* (H—2)"". (4.7)

s=0

In the sequel, assume that ¢ € Z. is so large that —2B < a_A\;”/* and by ;"> < 2B
(see (@4 and (4.6)). Then the sum on the r.h.s of (4.7 is holomorphic on the support
of ¢,. Therefore,

(~1)"*

PO (H = ) = [ e )((Ho =27V (0 = 2) oy,

Similarly,

(_

PP ((H) = Ag)) =

™

o /RZ b, y)(Ho — 2)" (V) ((H) — 2)~ ' dady.

Thus we get
(D)7 Tr (9N (H = A) — o2 ((H) = Ap))) =

14



/R Wa,9) ((Ho = 2)7'V)" (H = 2)7" = ((Ho = )7 (V) ((H) = 2)7") dady =
Z T;(q) (4.8)
where

Ti(q) :==Tr /R2 Py, y) (((H() — z)—1V)E+ — (A — z)—f+(PqV)f+) (H — z)—ldxdy,

Tr(q) = Tr /R2 Yo(2,y) (A = 2) " (PV)™ = ((Ho — 2)" (V)™) ((H) — 2) dwdy,

Tig) =T [ walo.s)0a =7 (B ((F = 207" = By(H) = 2)") dady

Writing T3(gq), we have taken into account that (P,(V))* = (P,VP,)* = (P,V)*P,.
Hence, in order to prove (4.3)) it suffices to show that

Ti(q) =o(N,), j=1,2,3, q— oo.

To this end we need some preliminary estimates. Namely, we will show that if V' €
LP(R?), p € [2,00), (z,y) € supp iy, and q € Z, then (I — P,)(Hy — 2)"'V € S, and
there exists a constant ¢, such that

sup  [|(1 = Py)(Ho — 2) "' Vllp < 6V ]| oqee) (4.9)

(x,y)Esupp g

for sufficiently large q. Assume at first V € L>°(IR?). Then, evidently,

I = Pp)(Ho —2) V[ < sup A = 2V ][z ze). (4.10)
s€Z+\{q}

Note that if (x,y) € supp v, then
|z — | = O()\;”/Q), q — 00, (4.11)
(see (@A) and (4.6))). Hence, for g large enough we have

sup [N\, —2|7P < BT (z,y) € supp i, (4.12)
s€Z4\{q}

Assume now that V' € L?(R?). Then we have
_ _ B _
I(I=P)(Ho—2)""VI5= > A=z *TeP|VP, = . Yo AV

s€Z+\{q} s€Z+\{q} ( )
4.13
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(see (3.20)). Taking into account again ({.II]), we find that for ¢ large enough we have

2
_ 7T
Z As — 2|72 < EVEL (x,y) € supp .

s€Z+\{q}

(4.14)

Interpolating between (AI0) and (AI3]) (see [4, Theorem 3.1}), and bearing in mind

({I12) and (£I4), we obtain (£9). Further, since
(Hy—2)"'V=(N\—2) "BV +(I—P)(Hy—z2)"V,

elementary combinatorial arguments yield the estimate

0p—-1

LUED S LT

m=0

where

(4.15)

Tim(q) = /RQ (o, y) (1 = Po)(Ho = 2) Vg™ Ay = 2| ™ [ PVIZI(H = 2) " | dady.

Our next goal is to show that
Ty m(q) =0(N,), qg—00, m=0,...,04 —1
To this end we apply:
e estimate (45 with N = 2 in order to get

sup i, y)| < APy
(z,y)Esupp Pq

estimate (Z9) in order to handle ||(I — P,)(Ho — 2)'V||s,;

the fact that, due to (4.4)) and (4.0), we have

sup A, — 27t = O()\Z/2);

(z,y)E€supp g

estimate ([B.22) in order to handle || P,V ||, ;

the standard resolvent estimate ||(H — z)7|| < |y|™!;

the elementary estimate

| wldady =00,
supp g
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As a result, we obtain

T1,m(q) < const. AJP%, m=0,...,0, —1, (4.20)

with a constant independent of ¢. We have \;"” 2 = o(\;) as ¢ — oo in all the cases
except the one where 2/p is an integer, and m = ¢, — 1 = 2/p. In this exceptional case
however we have m > 3 and in all the terms of

((Ho —2)7'V)™ = (A — 2) " (BV)™

which contain m = £, — 1 factors of the type (\, — 2)"'P,V, at least two of these
factors are neighbours. Therefore, in this exceptional case we can replace ||FP, V|7 by

||PqV||Z_1||PqVPq||Z+ in (£I16), apply ([3.25) with £ = ¢, = m + 1, and obtain

1411
q

Tim(q) =0 ()\ 7”“_5(11& )\q)m;ﬂ) =o0(Ay), ¢q— o0. (4.21)

Now, ([{20) and ([#21)) entail ([EIT), which combined with (ZI5) implies
T1(q)| = o(Ag), q— 0. (4.22)

Similarly, we get
Ta(g)] = o(Ag), ¢ — o0 (4.23)

Let us now turn to 7T3(q). First, note that due to the cyclicity of the trace, we have
T3(q) =

o / wq(xa y)()‘q - z)_h(qu)e+ ((H - z)_qu - Pq(PqVPq + Ay — Z)_lpq) dxdy.
RZ

Next, we need the Schur-Feshbach formula (see the original works [23, [13], or a contem-
porary exposition available, for instance, in [3, Appendix]). According to this formula,

(H—2)"'=
PqR”(Z)Pq — PqR”(Z)V([ — Pq)RJ_(Z) — ([ — Pq)RJ_ (Z)VPqR||(Z)—|—
(I —P) (Ri(2) + RL(z)VP,R(2)V(I — P)R.(2)) (4.24)

where R, (z) is the inverse of the operator (I — P,)(H — z)(I — P,) defined on (I —
P,)Dom H,, and considered as an operator in the Hilbert space (I — P,)L*(R?), while
R) (%) is the inverse of the operator

P,VP,— P,V(I = P)R,(2)VP,+ A — 2

17



considered as an operator in the Hilbert space P,L*(R?). Applying ([£24) and the
resolvent identity, we obtain

(H—2z2)"'P,— P,(\+ PVP,—2)'P, =
RyPV(I — P)R(2)VP/(P,VP,+ X\, —2)"' — (I = P)R.(2)VRy(2)P,
Thus,

T3(q) = Ts.1(q) + T32(q) (4.25)
where
T31(q) =
Wyl y) ‘. - o
Tr Do) (P,VP)“Ry(2)P,V(I — PR, (2)VP(P,V P, + \, — 2) " 'ddy,
R2 q
and

Tsa(q) == —Tr g Vo(z,y)( Ny — 2) " (P,VP) PV (I — PRy (2)VP,R(z) Pydxdy.

We have
1T3.1(q)| <

1PV P IRy PV IV P RL(N(PoV Py 4 Ag — 2) ™" || daedy.
(4.26)

g, y)|

2 |Ag — 2]
In order to show that
T51(q)] = 0(Ag), g — o0, (4.27)
we apply:
e cstimate (LH) with N = 3 in order to get

sup  |tg(m,y)| < CsAZlyl*;
(z,y)Esupp Yq

estimate (EI8) in order to handle |\, — z|~%*;

estimate ([B:25) with ¢ = ¢ in order to handle ||,V P,||,, ;

the standard resolvent estimates

IRy < [yl™ PV P+ 2 =) <yl ™ (4.28)

estimate (3.23)) in order to conclude that

A2 it pe(0,3),
IZVIIIVE = IPV2P < e AN, if p=13, q€Zy (429)
AN pe(31),

18



e the elementary estimate (£.19));

e Proposition B.8 in order to deduce the estimate

sup  [[RL(2)] = O(1), ¢ — o0; (4.30)

(z,y)€supp Yq

As a result, we obtain

T31(q)| = O (@1,5(A), g — o0, (4.31)
where
t'=°2Int| if pe(0,3),
Dy ,(t) =< t¥4(Int)? if p=1, t>0.

1
2
tO2 It if pe(3,1),
Now, (A31]) implies (4.27). Finally, we have

Ly

T32(q)] < /RQ [Wg(z, )| Ag — 21 1PV P IRV ey | R PV IRy (2) | daedy
In order to show that
|T3,2(CI)| = 0()\,1), q — 00, (4.32)

we apply (45) with N = 2, (£I8), (3.25), (3:22), the first estimate in (A.28), (430,
(@19), and (@29). Thus we obtain

(5;71)4_g (ep—1)
T32(¢)| =0 | Aq " (InAg) “+ Po,(Ng) |, ¢q— o0, (4.33)
where
t=P2 it pe(0,1),
Dy, (t) := < V4 Imt|? if p=1L1  t>0,
Vit pe(3,1),
and (£.32) follows from (£33).

Now the combination of ([{.8)), (4.22), @23), (£23)), (@27), and ([@32) yields @3). O

4.2 Passing to individual Berezin—Toeplitz operators

Proposition 4.2. Assume the hypotheses of Theorem[21. Then for each ¢ € C(R\
{0}) there exists qo € Z such that

Trp(N/2((H) — Ap)) = Tro(\* PV P)) (4.34)
for q > qo.

19



Proof. We have

Tr A2 ((H) = Ag)) = > Tro(N? (A = Ay + PV P)) (4.35)

SEZy

Due to the presence of the factor )\Z/Q in the traces Tr go()\Z/z()\s -\ +PVP)), s ey,
it suffices to show that there exists g such that for ¢ > ¢ the operators

As — A+ PVP, =2B(s—q) + P,VP,, s+#q, (4.36)

are invertible, and
sup sup |[(As — Ay + PV P)7H| < c0. (4.37)

9290 s€Z+\{q}

Since ||PVF|| < [|V||Le®2), § € Zy, there exists m € N such that the operators in
(436) with |s — g| > m are invertible, and

sup sup  ||(As = Ay + PV P) | < c0. (4.38)

Q€L+ sE€ZL4:|s—g|>m
On the other hand, Proposition B.7 implies that for any fixed j € Z we have
lim || Fy;V Posjl| = 0.
q—00
Therefore, there exists gy € Z, such that the operators in (4.30]) with |s — ¢| < m are

invertible for ¢ > ¢y, and

sup max [(As = Ay + P,V P) Y| < 0. (4.39)

¢>q0 S€Z+\{q}:[s—q|<m

Putting together (4.38)) and (4.39), we obtain (£37)), and hence (434]). O

4.3 Passing from P,V F;, to Op™ (Vg * 0 5577)
Introduce the operator Op™(Vp * 0 sz77). We have

Vi %6 ymgr1(C) = Va(O)Jo(v/20 + 1¢]), ¢ € R

Note that Jy is an entire function, and |Jo(r)| < 1, r € R. On the other hand, Vs €

’Hﬁ_ﬂp(]RZ). Therefore, Vg 0§ g7 € LY@ (R?), and by Proposition we have
Op"(Vp * 6, /5551) € So/pm- The main result of this subsection is

Proposition 4.3. Under the hypotheses of Theorem [2Z1] we have

Trp(N2PV P,) = Tro(A20p™ (Vg + 6 gzr1)) + 0(g), ¢ — oc. (4.40)
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In the proof of Proposition [4.3] as well as in the next subsection, we will use systemati-
cally the following auxiliary result.

Lemma 4.1. Let p € CP(R\ {0}), and let T =T* and Q = Q* be compact operators.
(i) Assume Q € Sy, m € [2,00), T € Sy, £ € [m,00). Then

16T +Q) = ¢(T) s < comellQm (ITH™ + Q1™ (4.41)

with m" = m/(m — 1) and a constant cy ¢ independent of T' and Q).
(ii) Assume Q € Sa, T € Sy, £ € [2,00). Then

lo(T + Q) = o) < corl @l (ITI2 + Q1) (4.42)

with a constant c,, independent of T and Q).
(ili) Assume Q € Sy, T' € Sy, £ € [2,00). Then

I6(T +Q) = ¢(T) s < creull QU2 (ITIF2 + 1Q11) (4.43)

with a constant c, ¢, independent of T and Q).

Proof. By [18], for each p € (1,00) and each Lipschitz function f: R — C satisfying

A) —
I {10
AER, n€R, A A — ul
there exists a constant ¢, such that
1AM+ N) = FM)[lp < cpll Flluip 1N (4.44)

for each self-adjoint M, and each N = N* € S,,. Further, assume f € C§°(R\ {0}), and
set ¢ := dist (0, supp f). Then for any M = M* € S, we have

1/s
IFONL < max|F | S 1] (4.45)
j:Sj(M)>5
Let M = M* € S,, p€[l,00). Then
> 1< s M. (4.46)
j:Sj(M)>5

Finally, let M = M* € S,., p € (1,00). Then

Y o1< > 1 <677 ME,. (4.47)
jisj(M)>6 FlIMlp,wi=t/P>6
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Next, pick a real function v € C§°(R \ {0}) such that ¥ = 1 on the support of ¢. Then
p(T) = o(T)v(T), o(T' + Q) = o(T + Q(T + Q). Assume now Q € Sy, m € [2,00),
T €S, e m,00). Then

lo(T+Q)—(T)[lr < ||V(T+Q)—V(T)HmHSO(T)||m'+||<P(T+Q)—<P(T)Hm||V(T+C>€)||m')7

4.48
and (41 follows from (AA48)), (£44) with M =T, N = @, and p = m, (443) with
M=TorM=T+Q and s =m/, ([£46) with M =T or M =T + Q and p =/, and
the convexity of the function ¢ — t™ ¢ > 0. Further, assume Q € S5. Then, instead
of (£48), we can write

le(T+ Q) — (D)1 <

(T + Q) = v(T)2lle(T) |2 + le(T" + Q) — o(T) |2 (v (T) |2 + [[(T + @) — V(T()ilz)g-)

If we assume now T € Sy (resp., T € Sy,,) with £ € [2,00), then (L42) (resp., (£43))
follows from (£49), (I44) with M =T, N = Q, and p = 2, (&45) with M = T and
s =2, and (4.40)) (resp., (4.47)) with M =T and p = /. O

Proof of Proposition[f.3. Pick a real radially symmetric n € C§°(R?) such that 0 <
n(z) <1 for all z € R? n(x) =1 for |z| < 1/2, n(x) =0 for |z| > 1. Our first goal is to
show that

Trp(M2PVP,) = Tro(M2P (1 —n)VE,) +o(),), ¢ — 0. (4.50)

Evidently,
|'Tr SO(AZ/zquPq) - TI“SO(/\Z/2Pq(1 - U)qu)l <

!|90(>\Z/2PqVPq)—w(AZ/QPq(l—ﬂ)VPq)Hﬁ||<P(>\Z/2Pq(1—77)VPq)—w(AZ/QPq(l—U)qu)Hl)-
4.51
Applying @A) with ¢ > 2/p, T = M/*P,VP, and Q = —\*P,nV P,, (3IR) with
p = 2, and (B:20]), we obtain the estimate

leN2PV By = oM Py(L =V Pyl = O (A2 (In X)) = o(A,), ¢ — oo
(4.52)
Similarly, assuming without loss of generality that e € (0,1 — p) in (2.2), and then
applying (@1, with £ = m > 2/p, T = X{*P,(1-n)V P, Q = =N* P,(1-n)(V=V)P,,
as well as (B.28]), we obtain

-5

||90()‘Z/2Pq(1 - n)qu) - 30()‘5/2}711(1 - n)VPq)”l =0 <)\q (In Aq)) = 0()‘11)> q — 0.

(4.53)
Now, (@51)), (£52), and (453) imply ([A50). Further, by Proposition B.3] we have
Tr (X Py(1 = )V Ey) = Trp(A20p™ (1 = m) V)5 * ¥y)). (4.54)
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Our next goal is to show that
Tr p(M20p™ ((1=0) V) p*W,)) = Trp(M/20p™ (V#d azrr))+0(Ag), ¢ — 00. (4.55)
Similarly to (4.51]), we have
Tr(A20p™ (1= m) V)5 + W) — Tr (A 20p™ (Vs % 6 )| <
o\ 20p™ (1 = m) V) * ¥y)) — (A 2Op™ (1 = 0) V) * 8 yzger)) 1+

lo(AG*0p™ (1 = ) V)5 * 8ymgrr)) — £ (NG 2OP™ (Vs # b)) (4.56)
Applying ([A.42) with ¢ > 2/p,

T = MPOp (1~ m) V)5 * 0y,

Q = N2 (0p™((1 —n)V)p * 6 ygzrr) — Op™(((1 — ) V) * W) ,
as well as Proposition 3.3, (8.23]), and Proposition B.5, we get

lo(AG20D™ (1 =) V)5 * ¥y)) — 0(A20p™ (1 = 0) V)5 * 0 rr)) 1 =

0 (Af THA)Y2) = o(h,), g oo (4.57)

In order to estimate the second factor at the r.h.s. of (L50), we need an estimate
of the Hilbert—Schmidt norm of the operator Op™((nV)p * 6, z557)). By [B.3) and the
generalized Young inequality (see e.g. [22, Section IX.4]) we have

w 1 - =
10p™((nV) 5 % 8 ymga) )iz = 51 (1V) 5 * S mr o ey =

- <2Ejr>3 /R [ V) (BY2Q)PJo(v/24 + TIC)dC <

B . R A
(27)3 17) V||2L2(1R2) < CBH””%?/(H#)(RZ)||V||iq2u/(2*ﬂ)(Rz) (4.58)

with a constant ¢ which depends only on p. Applying ([£42) with ¢ > 2/p and T =

Ag/zopw(((l —n)V)p*0 5551)), Q@ = Ag/zopw((nV)B * 0. /3571)), as well as Propositions
and 3.5 Corollary B2, and (£58), we get

[o(A2Op™ (1 = 1) V) g % 8 ggrr)) — (A20p™ (Vg * 6 o)) 1 =

=0 (A2l X)) = 0(N,), ¢ — o0 (4.59)

Now, (A356), @5T7), and (£59) imply (455), while (350), (@54), and (E55) imply
(E40). O
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4.4 Semiclassical analysis of Tr gp()\g/ 2OpW(VB * 0, 3771))
Proposition 4.4. Under the hypotheses of Theorem [21] we have

lim A;lTr cp()\g/QOpW(VB * 0, /3071)) = L /R2 o(B*Y(z))dz. (4.60)

Jim =25
Proof. Let s : R? — C be an appropriate Weyl symbol. For & > 0 set
sn(w,€) = s(x, k), (x,€) € R*,
and define the A~-UDO Op}'(s) := Op™(sy). Set
Sn(,€) == s(Vha,VRE), (z,€) € R*.

A simple rescaling argument shows that the operators Op}'(s) and Op™(§;) are unitarily
equivalent (see e.g. [24], Section A2.1]). Set

s(z) := B*V,(z), z¢cR%
Due to the homogeneity of V we have

)\3/2 Vi * 6 mgs1(2) = s((2¢ + 1)7Y22), zeR%

Therefore, the operator gp()\g/ *Op™ (Vg * & v2¢+1)) is unitarily equivalent to ¢(Opj/(s))
with i := (2¢ + 1)~!. Now, in order to prove ([60), it suffices to show that

lim AT (Opj (s)) 1Aywmm (4.61)

" or

since [, p(s(x))dx = [,, p(B*V(z))dz. If the symbol s were regular, then ([@6I) would
follow from standard semiclassical results (see e.g. [I0, Theorem 9.6]). Due to the
singularity of s at S', we need some additional final estimates. Pick the function 7 defined
at the beginning of the proof of Proposition 1.3 and for r > 0 set n,(x) := n(r—tw),
x € R%. Define the symbols

sir(1) == B (1 = n,)V1)(2), 82, (2) := B” (0. V1) (w), = €R?,

so that s = sy, + so,. Evidently, s;,, € S;”(R?). By [10, Theorem 9.6],

. w 1

lim ATr ((Op} (s1,)) = —/ o(s1,(x))d. (4.62)

h—0 2w R2
On the other hand, estimate (£43) with ¢ = 2/p, T' = Op;'(s) and @ = —Op}'(sa,)
implies

Tr p(Opy (s)) — Tr o(Opy (s1,))] <
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w W 1 w
atOD] (52, 12 (1103 ()15, + 10D} (52, 12) - (4.63)
By Proposition [3.2]

—(1=2) A
10D} ()2 < B72(2m) ™8]] 2/ o (4.64)

)
and, similarly to (£35S,

10D} (52,112 = A~Y2(2m) 2853 | 2geey < 2V 3y oy | v gy~ (4.65)

Finally,
1701l 213400 g2) = 7P p2raeo )- (4.66)
As a result, we find that (4.63]) — (4.66]) imply the existence of a constant C' such that

the estimate
| Tr o(Opj (s)) — Tro(Opj (s1,,))] < CH- et =? (4.67)

is valid for each & > 0 and r € (0,1). Now, ([£62) and (L67) yield

1

_ _ 1-p
27 L o(s1,(x))de — Cr = <

lim inf ATr (Op; (s)) < limsup ATr p(Op;(s)) <
10 R10

1
o o o(s1,(z))dz + Cr'=*.

Letting r | 0, and taking into account that

lim [ 1, (@)do = [ plsta))da,

T‘\LO R2 R2
we obtain ({.61]), and hence (A.60). O

Putting together (43), ({34), (£40), and (60), we arrive at ([2.3]) which completes the
proof of Theorem 211
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