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CONCENTRATION OF LAPLACE EIGENFUNCTIONS AND
STABILIZATION OF WEAKLY DAMPED WAVE EQUATION

by

N.Burq & C.Zuily

Abstract. — In this article, we prove some universal bounds on the speed of concentration
on small (frequency-dependent) neighborhoods of submanifolds of L?-norms of quasi modes for
Laplace operators on compact manifolds. We deduce new results on the rate of decay of weakly
damped wave equations.

Résumé. — On démontre dans cet article des bornes universelles sur la vitesse de concentration
dans de petits voisinages (dépendant de la fréquence) de sous variétés pour les normes L? de
quasimodes du Laplacian sur une variété compacte. On en déduit de nouveaux résultats sur la
déroissance des équations des ondes faiblement amorties.

1. Notations and main results

Let (M, g) be a smooth compact Riemanian manifold without boundary of dimension n,
A, the Laplace-Beltrami operator on M and d(-,-) the geodesic distance on M.

The purpose of this work is to investigate the concentration properties of eigenfunctions
of the operator A, (or more generally quasimodes). There are many ways of measuring
such possible concentrations. The most classical is by describing semi-classical (Wigner)
measures (see the works by Shnirelman [22], Zelditch [28], Colin de Verdiere [14], Gérard-
Leichtnam [15], Zelditch-Zworski [29], Helffer-Martinez-Robert [16]. Another approach was
iniciated by Sogge and consists in the studying the potential growth of |[¢x| z»(ar), see the
works by Sogge [23, 24], Sogge-Zelditch [25], Burq-Gérard-Tzvetkov [8, 7, 9]. Finally in [10,
4, 27] the concentration of restrictions on submanifolds was considered. Here, we focus on a
situation intermediate between the latter (concentration on submanifolds) and the standard
L2-concentration (Wigner measures). Indeed, we study the concentration (in L? norms) on
small (frequency dependent) neighborhoods of submanifolds. Our first result is the following

Theorem 1.1. — Let k € {1,...,n — 1} and ¥* be a submanifold of dimension k of M.
Let Let us introduce for 5 > 0,

(1.1) Ng={pe M :d(p,x*) < B}.
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There exists C > 0, hg > 0 such that for every 0 < h < hg, every a € (0,1) and every solution
Y € H*(M) of the equation on M

(RPAg+ 1)y =g
we have the estimate
(12) 90l 22y < Ca (1l 2qary + 7 lollz2qan)
where o =1 ifk<n—3,0=1" z'fk::n—Q,J:% ifk=n—1
Here 17 means that we have a logarithm loss i.e. a bound by Calog(a)|.

Remark 1.2. — As pointed to us by M. Zworski, the result above is not invariant by conju-
gation by Fourier integral operators. Indeed, it is well known that micro locally, —h%2A — 1 is
conjugated by a (micro locally unitary) FIO to the operator hD,,. However the result above
is clearly false is one replaces the operator —h2A — 1 by hD,,

Another motivation for our study was the question of stabilization for weakly damped wave
equations.

(1.3) (07 — Ay + b(z)0)u = 0, (u, dyu) |i—o (vo,u1) € HTHM) x HS(M),
where 0 < b e L>*(M). Let

B)®) = | {ap(Tyulp). Vyup) +10u(p) by )

where V, denotes the gradient with respect to the metric g.

It is known that as soon as the damping b > 0 is non trivial, the energy of every solution
converge to 0 as t tends to infinity. On the other hand the rate of decay is uniform (and
hence exponential) in energy space if and only if the geometric control condition [2, 5] is
satisfied. Here we want to explore the question when some trajectories are trapped and
exhibit decay rates (assuming more regularity on the initial data). This latter question was
previously studied in a general setting in [19] and on tori in [11, 21, 1] (see also [12, 13])
and more recently by Leautaud-Lerner [18]. According to the works by Borichev-Tomilov [3],
stabilization results for the wave equation are equivalent to resolvent estimates. On the other
hand, Theorem 1.1 implies easily (see Section 2.2) the following resolvent estimate

Corollary 1.3. — Consider for h > 0 the following operator
(1.4) Ly = —h*A, —1+ihb, be L®(M).
Assume that there exists a global compact submanifold ¥* C M of dimension k such that
(1.5) b(p) > Cd(p,5*)*", peM
for some k > 0. Then there exist C' > 0, hg > 0 such that for all 0 < h < hg
el r2an < Ch™ U Lyl 2ar,
for all p € H*(M).

This result will imply the following one.



Theorem 1.4. — Under the geometric assumptions of Corollary 1.3, there exists C' > 0
such that for any (ug,u1) € H>(M) x H (M), the solution u of (1.3) satisfies

1 C
(1.6) E(u(t)? < t_l(HuOHH? +lutllgn)-
Remark 1.5. — Notice that in Theorem 1.4 the decay rate is worst than the rates exhibited
by Leautaud-Lerner [18] in the particular case when the submanifold ¥ is a torus (and the
metric of M is flat near ¥). We shall exhibit below examples showing that the rate (1.6) is
optimal in general.

A main drawback of the result above (and Leautaud-Lerner’s results) is that we were led to
global assumptions on the geometry of the manifold M and the trapped region ¥*. However,
the flexibility of Theorem 1.1 is such that we can actually dropp all global assumptions and
keep only a local weak controlability assumption.

Theorem 1.6. — Let us assume the following weak geometric control property: for any
po = (po,&o) € S*M, there exists s € R such that the point (p1,&1) = ®(s)(po) on the
bicharacteristic issued from pg satisfies

— either p1 € w = U{U open ; essinf;; b > 0}

— or there exists k > 0,C > 0 and a local submanifold % of dimension k > 1 such that

p1 € 2F and near py,
b(p) > Cd(p, =*)?~.

Notice that since S*M is compact, we can assume in the assumption above that s € [—T,T)
is bounded and that a finite number of submanifolds (and kappa’s) are sufficient. Let ko be the
largest. Then there exists C > 0 such that for any (ug,u1) € H2(M) x HY(M), the solution
u of (1.3) satisfies

E(u)t < (luollye + ).

tro
The results in Theorem 1.1 are in general optimal. On spheres 8" = {z € R x| = 1},
an explicit family of eigenfunctions e;(z1,...,2n41) = (21 +ix2)? (eigenvalues )\? =j(j+n—
1)) is known. We have
. . 12
(1.7) lej (@) = (1= [2/PY = 00l = (25, ),
1/2

and consequently, these eigenfunctions concentrate exponentially on j7/% neighborhoods of
the geodesic curve given by {x € S";2/ = 0} (the equator). As a consequence, the sequence
J %ej is (asymptotically) normalized by a constant in L?(S™), and if ¥ contains the equator,
we can see optimality. Indeed, we work in local coordinates (y,z’) where y € T and 2’ € V
close to 0 in R™"!. This localization being licit since according to (1.7), the fonction is
(’)(e*‘sj ) outside of a fixed neighborhood of the equator. Let h = j~!Let us decompose

' = (y,7) € R¥1 x R"* and consider the submanifold defined by 2’ = 0.Then

1
=l 24 7|2 _
HejHL2(N )~ iTe Jy 1P+ )dy'dz’wa" k
ahl/? _ / ! 1/2
y=0J]y'|[<1 J|z/|<ahl/

This elementary calculation shows that our results are saturated for all o« > 0 on spheres
(including the exponent of a appearing in (1.2)) by eigenfunctions in the case submanifolds
of codimension 1 or 2 (except for the logarithmic loss appearing in the case of codimension
2). On the other hand again on spheres, other particular families of eigenfunctions, (f;, ;)



are known (the so called zonal spherlcal harmonics). These are known to have size of order
)\(n D240 a neighborhood of size X\ ; ! of two antipodal points (north and south poles). As a
Consequence, a simple calculation shows that if the submanifold contains such a point (which
if always achievable by rotation invariance), we have, for a = eh!/?

fillZoy ) = ch~ o,

nl /2)
which shows that (1.2) is optimal on spheres (at least in the regime a ~ h'/2). To get the full
optimality might be possible by studying other families of spherical harmonics. For general
manifolds, following the analysis in [10, Section 5]) should give the optimality of our results
for quasi-modes on any manifold.

The paper is organized as follows. We first show how the non concentration result (Theo-
rem 1.1) imply resolvent estimates for the damped Helmholtz equation, which in turn imply
very classically the stabilization results for the damped wave equation. We then focus on
the core of the article and prove Theorem 1.1. We start with the case of curves for which
we have an alternative proof. Then we focus on the general case. We first show that the
resolvent estimate is implied by a similar estimate for the spectral projector. To prove this
latter estimate, we rely harmonic analysis and the precise description of the spectral projector
given in [10]. Finally, we gathered in an appendix several technical results.

Acknowledgments We’d like to thank M. Zworski for fruitful discussions about these
results.

2. From concentration estimates to stabilization results

2.1. A priori estimates. — Recall that (M, g) is a compact connected Riemanian man-
ifold. We shall denote by V, the gradient operator with respect to the metric g and by dv,
the canonical volume form on M. In all this section we set

(2.1) Ly = —h*A, — 14 ihb
We shall first derive some a-priori estimates on Ly,.

Lemma 2.1. — Let Ly, = —thg — 14 ihb. Assume b >0 and set f = Lpp. Then

@ 1 [ o) dvg(o) < IellzanlSlzon,
(2.2) M

(i) 1 [ 5o(Tyl0). Ty)) dog(p) < Iplaqany + Iellzzaan iz
Proof. — We know that A, = divV, and by the definition of these objects we have
A= /M gp(vg‘P( ) Vg(P( dvg / Age(p) dvg( )-

Multipying both sides by h? and since —h?A o = f + ¢ — ihbyp we obtain

wa= [ e o) =i [ s0)ew dig)+ [ 16 o)

Taking the real and the imaginary parts of this equality we obtain the desired estimates. [



2.2. Proof of Corollary 1.3 assuming Theorem 1.1. — According to condition (1.5)
we have on Nj,1/2
b(p) > Cd(p, YF)2E > CaPR b,

Writing fN&hl/Q lo(p)|? dvg(p) chh1/2 ) ( e (p)|? dvg(p), we deduce from Lemma 2.1
that
23) [l duye) < g b lellnl iz,

N¢,1/2 Ca?r

Therefore we are left with the estimate of the L?(N,;1/2) norm of (.
According to (2.1) we see that ¢ is a solution of
(R*Ay + 1)p = —f +ihbp =: g,
where gj, satisfies
lgnllz2ary < 1 fllz2ary + Chllel 2 ar)-
It follows from (2.3) and Theorem 1.1 that
1

_lin : 1 o 1
el 2 < o aqan 1712 ar) + Ca” (el z2qary + 3 1 lr2an).

2o
Now we fix « so small that C'a? < % and we use the inequality azbs <ea+ éb to obtain
eventually
1
llL2(ary < C'h = +K)||f||L2(M

which completes the proof of Corollary 1.3.

2.3. Proof of Theorem 1.4 assuming Corollary 1.3. — The proof is an immediate
consequence of a work by Borichev-Tomilov [3] and Corollary 1.3. We quote the following
proposition from [18, Proposition 1.5].

Proposition 2.2. — Let k > 0. Then the estimate (1.6) holds if and only if there exist
positive constants C, \g such that for all u € H*(M), for all X > \g we have

Cl(=Ag = N+ iAb)ul| 2ar) = A" lull 2 s
2.4. Proof of Theorem 1.6 assuming Theorem 1.1. — As before Theorem 1.6 will
follow from the resolvent estimate
(2.4) 3C > 0,hg > 0:Yh < hy  |@llz2ary < Ch™ || Lyl 12 s

for every p € C°(M).
We prove (2.4) by contradiction. If it is false one can find sequences (¢;), (h;), (f;) such
that

. J
(2.5) (—h2Ag —1+ihjb)pn = f; and  |l@jllz2ar) > AE 1 fillz2ar
J
Then [|¢;][z2(ary > 0 and we may therefore assume that [|p;([z2() = 1. It follows that

(2.6) 1 £illz2cary = o(R}*7),  j — +oc.

Let 41 be a semiclassical measure for (¢;). By Lemma 2.1 we have

[ 05¥3es00? = s P} dog3)| < 1z




It follows that (y;) is hj-oscillating which implies that p(S*(M)) = 1. We therefore shall
reach a contradiction if we can show that supp u = () and (2.4) will be proved. First of all by
elliptic regularity we have

(2.7) supp 0 C {(p, &) € S™(M) : gp(£,€) = 1}.

On the other hand using Lemma 2.1 we have

1
28) [ o0)les0) duy) < 15,1200
j
since [|;l|2(ary = 1. We deduce from (2.5), (2.8) and (2.6) that
(2.9) (h?Ag + ;= Gj, where |Gz = o(hjl-+§) — 0,7 — +o00.

This shows that the support of u is invariant by the geodesic flow. Let pg € S*(M) and
p1 = (p1,&1) € S*(M)) belonging to the geodesic issued from py. Then

po & Supp pr <= p1 & supp .

But according to our assumption of weak geometric control, either a neighborhood of pq
belongs to the set {b(p) > ¢ > 0} or p; € ¥¥ and b(p) > Cd(p, X¥)?* near p;. In the first case
in a neighborhood of p; the essential inf of b is positive and hence by (2.8) p; ¢ suppp. In
the second case taking a small neighborhood w of p; we write

[leioPdum) = [ leoPdue)+ [ @) dye) = 1)+ @)
w wﬁNahjl_/2 wﬁNghjl_/2
By Theorem 1.1 and (2.9) we have

K

K 1 K 2
(1) = Ca"(X + = llgjllz2an) = Ca”(1 + o(h}))
J

Using the assumption b(p) > Cd(p, ©F) and (2.8) we get

C'Nfillzry  o(1)

c 2
(2) = agnh? / b(p)|901 (p)| d’[)g(p) = a2ﬁh;+n a2k

It follows that
o(1
/\%(p)lzdvg(p) < Ca” + (zn)-
w a

Let ¢ > 0. We first fix a(e) > 0 such that Ca(e)? < 1c then we take jy large enough such
that for j > jo,0(1) < a(e)*3e. It follows that for j > jo we have [ [¢;]|?dv, < e. This
shows that lim;j_ o [ [¢;|* dvg = 0 which implies that p; ¢ supp u thus py ¢ supp . Since
po is arbitrary we deduce that supp u = () which the desired contradiction.

3. Concentration estimates (Proof of Theorem 1.1)

The rest of the paper will be devoted to the proof of Theorem 1.1. The case kK =1 i.e. the
case of curves, is easier, so we shall start by this case before dealing with the general case.



3.1. The case of curves. — In this case we follow the strategy in [6, Section 2.4], [17]
and see the equation satisfied by quasi modes as an evolution equation with respect to a well
chosen variable. One can find an open neighborhood U, of p in M, a neighborhood By of the
origin in R" a diffeomorphism 6 from U, to By such that

(i) 0U,NEY) ={z=(2/,2,) € R xR)NBy:2' =0}
(i) O(N)C {x € By:|a'| <ahz}.

Now X! is covered by a finite number of such open neighborhoods i.e. %! C U;-LilUpj. We
take a partition of unity relative to this covering i.e. (x;) € C*°(M) with suppx; € Uy, and
2?21 x; = 1 in a fixed neighborhood of X!. Taking h small enough we can write

no no
Un =Y xjtn, (B*Ag+ 1)y =Y (K*Ay+1)(x;¢n) on N.
j=1 j=1
Now for j =1,...,nq set
(3.1) Fin = (h*Ag +1)(xj¢n).
Then

Fin = Xj9n — h*(Bgx;)¥n — 20°p(Vgthn, Vox;) = (1) — (2) = (3).
We have |[(1)[|z2(ary < Cllgnllz2ary and [[(2)[| 22 (ar) < Ch2H¢hHL2(M)- By the Cauchy Schwarz
inequality we can write

1 1
R g5 (Vo¥n, Voxi) < 2 gp(Vgtn, Vtn)29p(V X5, V)2
which implies that |(3)]> < Ch'g,(Vbn, Vgibr). It follows from Lemma 2.1 with b = 0 that
1 1
1B 2ary < Ch[¥nllL2(ary + 190l 72 ap) Ll 22 ary)-

Summing up we have proved that for j =1,...,ng
(3.2) 1 nll 2y < ChllYnll2any + lgrllz2an)-
Setting u; ,(x) = (xj¥n) © Hj_l(x) we see that we have
ng ng
(3.3) Il L2 (Nan1/2) < Z IXj%Unll L2 (Nan1/2) < Cz lwjnllz2(Bo 1)
j=1 j=1
where By = {z = (2/,2,) e R" I xR : |2/| < ah?, |zn| < co}-
Our aim is to bound |lu; | z2(m, ,) for j =1,...,n9. Therefore we can fix j and omit it in

what follows. Without loss of generality we can assume that suppu, C K where K is a fixed
compact independent of h.
Notice that Lemma 2.1 with b = 0 implies that

(3.4) W VaunllZ2@ny < CUIRIZ2ar) + 19nllz2an I fallz2an)

From (3.2) we see that

(3.5) (R*P + 1)uj, = Gy, where

where P = ﬁ > ki1 %(g(x)%gkl(x)a%l) is the image of the Laplace Beltrami operator

under the diffeomorphism and

(3.6) 1Ghllz2®ny < C(hlYnllL2any + lgnll2an))-



Now let ¥y € C®(R"), Uy (€) = if [¢] < 1, U1 (§) =01if [(] > 1 and ¥ € C°(R™), ¥ =1 on
the support of ¥;. Then (1 — ¥;)(1 — ¥) =1 —¢. Write

(3.7) up = (I = V(hD))up + ¥(hD)up, =: vy + wp.
We have
(h*P + 1)vy, = (h*P + 1)(I — U1 (hD))vy, = (I — U1(hD))F}, — [R*P, U1 (hD)]uy, =: Gy,
By (3.6), (3.4) and the semi classical symbolic calculus we have
1G1inll2mry < ChllYnllzary + lgnllz2ar))-

Now on the support of 1— W (¢), the principal symbol of the semi classical pdo, @ = (h?P+1)
does not vanish. By the elliptic regularity we have therefore

2

(3.8) > N unll 2wy < CllGnllz2mey < C 2 + llgnllzzan)-
k=0

It follows that for € > 0 small we have
(3.9) R ol e gy < COAUR I L2ary + lgnllzany)-

Now recall that = (2/,7,) where 2’ € R" 1. Let r = 1 if n = 2, » = 2 if n > 3. Then
HTE(R") € L®(R"). Set 2’ = (y,2) € R" x R""17". We can write

1

1 L 1 r 1
Jonllzacey < (@) [ sup ont, 2,z Pdzdn )" < @85 ( [ llonCzvmn) ey doden)
yeR"

1.r r.or_ 1
< C(ah2)2|vpl| grve@mny < CaZhi 8E(hHl/JhHH(M) + llgnllz2(ar))-

and since 7 — ¢ > 0 we obtain eventually

- 1
(3.10) lvnllzesy < CaZ([[Ynllp2(ar) + EthHL%M))

Whel“eO':%ifTLZQ,O':lifnZ&
Now let us consider wy,. First of all we have

(3.11) (h*P + 1wy, = U(hD)F, + [h*P, U (hD)]uy, =: Gay,
with, as above
(3.12) 1GanllLz@ny < C(RlYonllz2ary + lgnllz2an)-

We notice that the semi classical principal symbol ¢ of the operator @ =: h?P + 1 satisfies
the following property

(3.13) on the set {(x,&) € T*(R") : q(x,&) = 0} we have g—g # 0.

Since K := K x supp V¥ is a compact subset ot 7%(R") we can find a finite number of subsets
ot T*(R™),V1,... Vn such that K C Uj-V_IV and in which

(i) either |g(x,&)| > co >0

(3.14) (i) or q(@€) = e(z, )& + alw, &), areal, e(z,&) 0.



Then we can find ({j);j=1,.. v such that

N
¢ € C5P(V)), and Z ¢(; =1 in a neighborhood of K.
j=1
Therefore we can write
N
(3.15) U(hD)up, = wy, = »_ (i, hD)wy,.
j=1

It is sufficient to bound each term so we shall skip the index j.

case 1. In V we have |¢(z,&)| > ¢o > 0.

In that case the symbol a = g belongs to SY(R™ x R™). By the semi classical symbolic
calculus and (3.11) we can write

C(x,hD)wy, = ((x, hD)¥(hD)up = a(z, hD)Q(x, hD)V(hD)uy, + Ryuy,
= a(x,hD)Gon + Rpup,
where
| Rrun | r2mny < Chllunl|L2@®ny-
It follows from (3.12) that

2
(3.16) > N(V)F¢ (=, hD)whllp2mey < CllWnllz2an + lgnllz2oan)
=0

so we see that ((x, hD)wy, satisfies the same estimate (3.8) as vj,. Therefore the same argument
as before leads to

1
(3.17) ¢ (2, AD)wh|| 2y < Ca” (|9l p2(ar) + E”thL%M))a

wherea:%ifn:la:lifnz?).
case 2. In V we have ¢(z,§) = e(z,£)(& + a(z,n)), a real, |e(z,£)] > c¢o > 0.

lef{l,....n—1}n=(&1,.. ., & 1,641, ., &), e€S%  e(z,€)] > co > 0.

Let us set ) =t,x = (21,..., 21, %141, .., 2n). Recall (see (3.3)) that B, C {(t,z) : [t| <
ah%}.
Using the symbolic calculus and (3.12) we see easily that

(ihg +al(t,z, th))C(x, hD)wy, = Gy,

ot
where
(3.18) 1Gsnll2mry < C(hllYnllzany + lgrllzzan)-
Since the symbol a is real, computing £ ||w(t,-)||2, (Rn-1) We see easily that

t 1 t
[¢(z, hD)wp(t, M z2@a-1) < C [ [[¢(z, hD)wp (s, ')”LQ(Rnl)dS—l-E/ 1Gsn (s, )| L2 @mn-1) ds.
to

to



Now since [t]| < ahz, [to| < ah? using the Cauchy Schwarz inequality, (3.18) and the Gronwall
inequality we obtain

1 1
¢ (@, hD)wp(t, )| L2 mn-1) < Ca2h4(H1/thL2(M) + 2 llgnllz2an)-
It follows that

1 1
(3.19) (@, hD)wl 2(B, ) < Cah2([[¢nL2ar) + EthHLQ(M))'

case 3. In V we have ¢q(z,§) = e(x,&) (&, + a(z, &), a real, |e(x,&)] > ¢ > 0.

Since Byp = {z = (2/,2,) e R xR : |2/| < ah3, |zn| < co} we cannot use the same
argument as in case 2. Instead we shall use Strichartz estimates proved in [6, Section 2.4]
and [17] (see also [30]). First of all, as before we see that

0
(iha + a(zx, th/))C(x, hD)wp, = Gy,

where t = z,, and Gy, satisfies (3.18).
Assume first n > 4. It is proved in the above works that with I = {|¢t| < ¢} one has

11 2(n—1

(3.20) 1€, hD)wal L2 (1,17, (1) < Ch 2EHG4hHLtI(I,Li/(R"—1))a r= %
Now set B' = {2/ e R" 1 : |2/| < ah%} Using the Holder inequality we obtain

¢ (@, hDYwn(t, )| 2y < Cah2([¢(w, hD)wn(t, )| gy
which implies, using (3.20) and (3.18) that

1
(3.21) 16, hD)wn(t, L2 (B ) < Call¥nllzzan + 5 llonllzzny)-
When n = 3 the Strichartz estimate (3.20) does not hold but we have the weaker ones, with
% + % =1,r <+o0
—i-n1

(3.22) HC(%hD)whHLg(L;,(R?)) <Ch s EHGMHU(L? (R2))

where (see [20])
C, < Cr'/2,
Then the Hélder inequality gives

Lig(l_1
[¢(z, AD)wp(t, ) 2By < Cr(a 17 )2G=0|¢ (2, hD)wp (¢, )|
and therefore

11 1
(3.23) ¢ (2, hDYwn (t, ) 125, ) < Cr'/2ac " ([nllzzany + 7 lgnllzzar)-

Optimizing with respect to r < +oo leads to the choice r = 4log(a™!), which gives a
log(a~1) loss in the final estimate. In the case n = 2 we have instead the estimate

_11
1€, AD)wnll a1, )y < Ch73 E||G4h”Lg(1,L§,(R))-

which gives eventually

1 1
(3.24) 16z, hD)wn(t, )l r2(B, ) < Ca2([¥nllz2an + 7 Ignllz2a)-



Then the conclusion in Proposition 1.1 follows from (3.3), (3.7), (3.10), (3.17), (3.19), (3.21),
(3.23), (3.24).

3.2. The general case: submanifolds of dimension k£, 1 < k <n —1. — The Laplace-
Beltrami operator —A, with domain D = {u € L*(M) : Aju € L?(M)} has a discrete
spectrum which can be written

0=A <A< <A s o

where \; > 0,7 > 1 and —Ayp = A?(p.
Moreover we can write L?(M) = EB;;OSHJ', where H; is the subspace of eigenvectors associ-
ated to the eigenvalue A? and H; L Hy if j # k.
For A > 0 we define the spectral projector II : L?(M) — L?(M) by
(3.25) LPM)>f=> ¢p=Ihf=> @, M={jeN:Necr+1)}
JEN JEAN

Then II, is self adjoint and II3 = II,.
Theorem 1.1 will be a consequence of the following one. Recall N,;1/2 has been defined in

(1.1).

Proposition 3.1. — There exist C > 0,hg > 0 such that for every h < hg and every
ac(0,1)

1
(3.26) HH)\UHL2(Nah1/2) < C(XOHUHL2(M), A= x
for everyuw € L*(M), Hereo =1 ifk<n—3,0=1" ifk=n—2,0 =L ifk=n—1.

=2
Here, as before, 1~ means that we have an estimate by Ca|log(a)|.

3.2.1. Proof of Theorem 1.1 assuming Proposition 3.1.— If ¢ = ijo p; we have g =
(R2A, + 1)y = ijo(hQAg + 1)¢;. Therefore by orthogonality

(3.27) 91172y = D 11 = R2X3 1151 F2ary-
70

Let ¢ be a fixed number in ]0, 1[. With N = [ggA] we write

N
Y=Y Myt + Ry
k=—N

Recall that Ty k% = 3" cp, @), where By = {j > 0:\; € A+ kA +k+ 1]
Assume |k| > 2. Since A+ k < \j < A+ k+ 1 we have [\; — A| > $|k| which implies that
]A? — A% > 1|k|A. By orthogonality we have

1
Mktllizan = Y leillton = D mp\? = NPl n
JEEK JEE I

4 422
< oA I = XPlesl e < B BT = 1Pl 72 an)-
JEE JEE
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Since Hi 4 = Utk using Proposition 3.1 and the above estimate we obtain

> Ml wans) < Y. IMawtllzzvaney < Ca” > Mtz

2<|kI<N 2<|kI<N 2<|kI<N
;
<2007y 3 (3 1N - 1Pl
2<\k|<N JEE)

Using Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, (3.27) and the fact that the Ej are pairwise disjoints we
obtain eventually

1

(3.28) I > Ml reare) < Ca? gl 2 an)-

2<|k|<N
Now a direct application of Proposition 3.1 shows that
(3.29) 1D Waertbllzzvanrz) < Co?ll¢llr2ar

|k|<1
Eventually let us consider the remainder Ry. We have
Ry=>"0i+> ¢j, A={j:N<A=N}, B={j: N> +N+1}.
JjEA JjEB

The two sums are estimated by the same way since in both cases we have |\; — A| > ¢ thus
]A? — A2| > A2, Then by orthogonality we write

1> @illdon = D @5l an = Zw WW N2l 13201
JEA jGA JEA

S = Rl < 3 10833 = 1Pl ey = ol
A JEN

It follows that ||[Rn|lr2(ar) < Cllgllrz(ar- Now (h?Ag + 1)Ry = > jeaup(l — hz)\?)goj = gN
and [|gn || z2(ar) < HgHLz . So using Lemma A.1 we obtain

aU
(3.30) BN L2 (Nap1/2) < CT”QHLQ(M)

Wher60:%ifk::n—l,azliflgkzgn—l.

Then Theorem 1.1 follows from (3.28), (3.29) and (3.30).

3.2.2. Proof of Proposition 3.1. — This proposition will be a consequence of the following
one.

Proposition 3.2. — Let x € C*°(R) be such that x(0) # 0. There exist C > 0,ho > 0 such
that for every h < hg,every a € (0,1), and every u € L*(M) we have

1
(3.31) IX(V=Ag = Null L2(neprr2y < Clllullzapy, A= 5

where X(/—Ag — ANu = ZjeN X(Aj = Ngj ifu = ZjeN ;.

12



Proof of Proposition 3.1 assuming Proposition 3.2. — There exists § = % > 0and ¢ > 0

such that x(t) > ¢ for every t € [=0,6]. Now let £ = {j € N : \j € [u, 0+ 6)} and set
Hiu = jer¥j- On E we have x(\; — ) > ¢ > 0 therefore we can write

1e(j)
W — )

u = x(/=Ag — \) o Ru

where R is continuous from L?(M) to itself with norm bounded by % Therefore assuming
Proposition 3.2 we can write

1e(j) = x(\j —

It follows that

(3.32) Tl 2 (N1 /2y < Cafl|Rull 2y < gOCUHUHB(M)-
where the constants in the right are independent of u. Now since
GNeMA+FDI =0 € AR+ (k+1)8)}
where the union is disjoint, one can write Il u = Zév:_ol Hi +rs- 1t follows from (3.32) that
ITDvul| L2 (Napi/2) < C'a [lull L2 an
which proves Proposition 3.1. U

It remains to prove Proposition 3.2. Until the end of this section ¢ will be a real number such
that

1
c=1#fk<n—-3, o=1—-¢c(e¢>0)ifk=n-2, o= ifk=n-—1.

As before for every p € ¥ one can find an open neighborhood U, of p in M, a neighborhood

By of the origin in R" a diffeomorphism 6 from U, to By such that

5.3 (i) (U, NEF) = {z = (z4,2) € RF x R"F)N By : 2, = 0}

3.33
(i4)  O(Up N Napi/2) C Baj =: {x € By : |xp| < ah2}.

Now Y% and Nup1/2 for h small, are covered by a finite number of such open neighborhoods
ie. N e U;LilUp].. We take a partition of unity relative to this covering i.e. ({;) € C*°(M)
(0%

with supp ¢; € Up, and 2?21 ¢; = 1 in a fixed neighborhood O of Y* containing Nyp1/2. For
p € O we can therefore write

X(vV =8y = Nu(p) = ZX(\/—Ag = A)(Gu)(p)-

Our aim being to bound each term of the right hand side, we shall skip the index j in what
follows. Moreover we shall set for convenience

XA = X(vV =4y =)

We shall use some results in [BGT] from which we quote the following ones.

Theorem 3.3 ([10] Theorem 4). — There exists x € S(R) such that x(0) = 1 and for
any po € XF there a diffeomorphism 0 as above, open sets W C V = {z € R" : |z| < &0}, a
smooth function a : Wy x Vy, X R'; — C supported in the set

{(z,y) e W x V: |z| < cpe < cre < |y| < e < 1}

13



satisfying
Ya e N?" 30, > 0: VA >0, 0z ya(z,y,\)| < Ca,

an operator Ry : L*(M) — L*°(M) satisfying
[Rawll zoe(ary < CllullL2any
such that for every x € U = W N {z : |z| < ce}, setting & = Cuo O~ we have

n—1

(3.34) N (Cu) (@) =27 /ev M a2,y Nuly) dy + (Ra(Cu) (0 ()

where Y(z,y) = —dy((071(x)), (071 (y))) is the geodesic distance on M between 0~ (z) and
0=1(y). Furthermore the symbol a is real non negative, does not vanish for |x| < ce and

dg((071(2)), (07" ())) € [ese, cae]-

Let us set
(3.35) Thu(x) = / @Y gz, y, Na(y) dy.
yeVv
It follow from (3.34) that

n—1 —
(3.36) IxaCu)llzew, ) < A2 (1Tl 2B, ) + IRACW L2, 1)

Let us look to the contribution of Ry. Since (see (3.33)) the volume of Nypt/2 is bounded by

C(ah%)"_k we can write
1, n-k 1 . n-k
IRACW L2 (Nan1/2) < Clah2) = [|RA(CU)| oo (ar) < Cah?) 2 ||ullp2(ar).-
If k=n—1 we have anT_k = a% and if 1 <k <n — 2 we have anT_k < «. Therefore we get

(3.37) IRA(Cu) | L2 (Nap1/2) < Ca”|lullp2(ar)-

According to (3.36) Proposition 3.2 will be a consequence of the following result.
Proposition 3.4. — There exists positive constants C, Ao such that

(3.38) N Tl (s, < Ca”llul 2

for every A > Ao and every u € L*(M).

Proof of Proposition 5.4. — Set Sy = T\T," and denote by 1p the indicator function of the
set By p. By the usual trick (3.38) will be a consequence of the following estimate.

n— loa 1
(339) ||1BS)\13’UHL2(R¢L) S Ch 1C¥2 H’UHL2(Rn), h = X
Let ICx(z, 2") be the kernel of Sy. By (3.35) it is given by
(3.40) Ka(z,z') = /eik[w(’”’y)_lﬂ(zl’y)}a(m,y,)\)d(m',y,)\) dy.
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We shall decompose
Ky =K} + K3,

,C%\ =1 r—x|<L IC)\, Icg\ =1 Lolo—a2'|< ,CA’
1) { <1} {x<l |<e}

Sy = isﬂ‘, Sli(z) = / K (2, &' Ya(z") da’

j=1
and treat separately each piece.
3.2.3. Estimate of S}. — When |z — 2’| < % the kernel K, is uniformly bounded. Therefore
KL < Cl{\x—mqg%}’ so by Schur lemma we have

IS vll 2@y < CR™|[0]] L2 (g

Therefore
(3.42) 188\ 15[l L2mny < CRA™H|[0]| p2(reny-

On the other hand writing = = (24, x), 2" = (2}, z}) we have

1
[Sxv (s @)l L2mry < C/I:{n—k Lz —at|<h} /Rk 1 |za—ar |<ny0 (2, x7,) da, du},.

L2(RF)
Again by Schur lemma we get
k
HS)l\UHLOO(R"*‘ﬂL?(Rk)) < O]l Ly mon—r, 12(RE)) -
We deduce that
1,
115SX1Bv[l2@n) < Cah2)" *h*|[v]| 2 @)
This estimate can be rewritten as
n—=k
(343) ||1BS)1\13v||L2(R”) S CCMQUCMn_k_QUhT+k||U||L2(Rn).
Now if bz < o we use (3.42) and we obtain
115350l 2y < Ca®h™ o]l 2 e
If a < h? we use instead (3.43). Since n — k — 20 > 0 we can write
1 1
1188310 2(rn) < Ca® 2 F=20 T2 R E 4| s gy = Ca® B v 2wy
S Cazgh"_l ”UHLQ(R")
Therefore in all cases we have
(344) HlBS)l\lBUHLQ(Rn) S C(X2ohn71 HUHL2(Rn)
To deal with the other regime we need the description of the kernel K given in [10].

Lemma 3.5 ([10] Lemma 6.1). — There exists ¢ < 1,(a,by)pen € C°(R™ x R" x R)
such that for |v — 2’| 2 A~! and any N € N* we have

N-1 ezl:i)u;(x,x’)

Ka(z,z") = — ai(ac,x', A) + by (z, 2, N)
g,,o Az =)z "
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where U(x,2’) is the geodesic distance between the points 6~'(z) and 6~ (z). Moreover a;—L

are real, have supports of size O(e) with respect to the two first variables and are uniformly
bounded with respect to \. Finally

b (2,2, \)| < CN(A]m — /)T,
3.2.4. Estimate of S3. — We cut the set § L <z — 2’| < ¢ into pieces
| .
o —a|~27, <2 <e

and we estimate the contribution of each term. According to Lemma 3.5 we are lead to work
with the operator

Ajv(z) = /kj(ﬂ:,x/,)\)v(x/)dx/

where
N-1

(3.45) kj(z,2',\) = (AQ*j)*%XO(2j(x - ZW(“J Z A Pay(x, 2’ N).
p=0

Now there exists x € C°(R") such that supp y C {z : [z| < 1}, x(z) = 1if |2| < § and

Z x(x —p)=1,Vx € R".

peEZ™
Following [10] we write

kj(z, 2’ \) Z Kjpg(z, 2", \)
(3.46) P,qEZL™
Kjpg(, 2, A) = x (22 — p)kj(x, 2", Mx(2'2" — q)

and we denote by Aj,, the operator with kernel k;p,.

Notice that the sum appearing in (3.46) is to be taken only for |p —¢| < 2.
We claim that by quasi orthogonality in L? we have

(347) HlBA 1BHL2 R")—>L2(R") < C‘ Sll|p< HlBA]pqlBHL2 R")—>L2(R")'
pP—q

Indeed let us forget 15 which plays any role. We have
”AjUHLQ(R" = Z Z / qu : _Q)U] (x)Ajp/q/ [SCV(Qj ’ _q,)v] (z) dx
lp—ql<2[p’'—q'|<2
where X € C§°(R"™), X = 1 on the support of x and 7. [X(z — p)]? < M,Vx € R™. Due to
the presence of x(2/x — p), x(2/z — p') ans xo(2/ (z — 2') inside the above integral one must

also have |p — p/| < 2 in the sum. Therefore we are summing on the set £ = {(p,q,p’,q) :
p—ql <2,|p—p'| <2,]p' — ¢| <2} We have

Ec B ={paer,d):lp—ad <2, —ql <4,]¢ —ql <6},
ECEy={par.d): IV -dl<2p—dl<4|q—q] <6}
It follows from the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality that ||A;v|[z2@®n) can be bounded by

1 .
(X Il 21X - =00 lEaqgny) " (D Mg 7y 2l R - =)ol F )
Es

Ey

N
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and therefore by the choice of X by C'supj, 4 <5 HAquH%Q(Rn)HLQ(Rn)HUH%Q(R,L) which proves
our claim.
Now let us consider the operator @);,, defined by

Qo (X) = [ 73X, X', o (X) X

T3pa(X, X', A) = x(X = p)l (279X, 27X (X = )

(3.48)

Then by the change of variables (z = 277X, 2/ = 277X’) we can see easily that

(3.49) 112i BQjpglaipvllL2mn) < Kj|vl[2mn)  implies
(3.50) 115 Ajna Lol 2y < 27976 ol e
Setting

(3.51) pi =27, (X, X') = 29277 X, 277 X)),

we deduce from (3.45) and (3.48) we have

_n-1 o ,
Tipg(X, X' A) =y 2 MO (X — p)x(X = @)xo(X — X7)
(3.52) N-1
APay (279X, 277X, \).
p=0
We shall derive two estimates of the left hand side of (3.49). On one hand using Theorem
A4 with p =k — 1 we can write,

1195 BQjpglai gVl L2(Rn) < C(ahQQJ) HQJIN]l?JBUHLOO(R" FxRagy LARE )
n—1 Ic
< CMJ N (O‘hQQJ) T H; Hl?jBUHU(RZJ'“szaleQ(RZl))’
7%1 Lojyn—k *%
<Cpy * (ah22)" P, 2 vll2men).
We deduce from (3.50) and (3.47) that
(3.53) 115A;1pv]|2Rny < Ch”’la"*k?(%k*”||v||L2(Rn).

On the other hand using Theorem A.2 with p =n — 1 we can write

_nsl a1
2wy vllz@eys

[12i BQjpqlasi Bl L2(mr) < Qjpgloipvllrzmny < Cp;
from which we deduce using (3.50) and (3.47) that
(3.54) 11pAj1pv||emny < C277*(270)" 1 < CR™ 1277,

Recall that we have S} = Y. A; where E = {j : 1 <27 < A}. Then we write

jEE
1BS§1BU: Z 1BAleU+ Z 1BA]‘131): (1)—|—(2), where
(3.55) JjEEL jEES

Ei={j:-<2 <Oc_2}, EQ:{j:a_2§2j§)\}.

(T)l»—‘
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To estimate the term (1) we use (3.53). We obtain

(D g2rey < CR" a8 >~ 27 o] 2.
JEEL

Then We have three cases.
If 2oE —1>Othat181fk:<n—3then

n—1_n— 1 SR n—
IOz < CR" 0 (=) ollpamey < O a2 [o]l 2 rey-

If"%k—1:0thatisifk:n—2then
I(D)llz2Rny < CR" " a? Log(a™")|[v]l 2 ).
If k=n—1 then
[(Dlr2@ny < Chn_laz 277 ||v]| L2y < OB el L2 mey-
=0
To estimate the term (2) we use (3.54). We obtain

1)l z2mmy < CR" a2 |oll 2oy -

Using these estimates and (3.55) we deduce
(356) HlBS)Q\lB/UHLQ(R”) S C()ézo-hn_lu’l)HLQ(Rn)
Whereazliszgn—?),azl—eifk:n—Q,J:%ifk::n—l. O

Gathering the estimates proved in (3.44) and (3.56) we obtain (3.39) which proves Proposition
3.4 and therefore Proposition 3.1. The proof of Theorem 1.1 is complete.

A. Some technical results

A.l1. A lemma. —
Lemma A.1. — Let w € C*°(M) be a solution of the equation (h*Agy + 1)w = F Then
a’y
1wl 22 (Napi/2) < CT(HFHB(M) + [lwll 22 ar))

where’y:%ifk:n—l,’yzliflgkgn—z

N[

Proof. — Setting ||V w| r2(ar) = (fM 9p(Vgw(p), Vyw(p )) dvg(p )) we deduce from Lemma
2.1 and from the equation that

hIVgwlirzny < C(IF Iz + lwllzzarn),

(A1) )
W Agwllr2ary < 1F | pz2any + lwllz2ar)-

Now setting w; = (xjw) o ! we have

no no
(A.2) lwllz2(vanirzy <D Il 2(varzy < CY @51l 12(8, -
p= =1
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For fixed j € {1,...,no} we deduce from (A.1) that

(A.3) Wil g s, ) + P10l 25, < CUF 2@ + lwllz2an),
from which we deduce that for € > 0 small
(A.4) W@ ey < CUFzan + lwllz2an)-

Using the Sobolev embeddings H!(R) € L*®(R) and H'*¢(R2?) C L*(R?), the fact that
Bon CH{x = (24,7) € RF x R"F 1 3] < ah%} and (A.3), (A.4) we obtain

1
- 101, a2 .
lwjllz2(B,.) < (@h2)2|wj|lm(B, ) < CT(HFHLQ(M) + |wllrzan), Hk=n—1,

_ 1 « .
[WjlleBy ) < @hZl|Willgives, ,) < CE(HFHLQ(M) +lwll2any), ifk<n-—2

Lemma A.1 follows then from (A.2). O

A.2. Stein’s lemma. — In this section we prove a version of Stein Lemma [26, Chap 9,
Proposition 1.1]. For A > 0 we consider the operator

(A.5) TMu(Z) = / e NE) (X2, Nu(X) dX
where ¢ : R™ x R — R is a smooth real valued phase and a a smooth symbol.
We shall make the following assumptions.
(H1) there exists a compact £ C R" x R" such that suppyza C K, V>0,
2
70 (x.3)
0X;0Z; 1<i,j<n

Our purpose is to prove the following result.

(H2) rank < >pe{l,...,n},V(X,E) € K.

Theorem A.2. — Under the hypotheses (H1) and (H2) there exists C > 0 such that
T 2 ey < CA™2 [ 2 (mmy
for every A > 0 and all u € L*(R™).

Remark A.3. — We shall actually apply Theorem A.2 for a family of phases ¢; and symbols
a; converging in C* topology to a fixed phase ¢ and symbol a and use that in such case the
estimates are uniform with respect to the parameter j, which will be a consequence of the
proof given below.

Below we shall prove a slightly stronger result.
First of all by the hypothesis (H1), using partitions of unity, we may assume without loss
of generality that with a small € > 0

suppxza C Vp, = {(X,E) e R" X R" : [X — Xo| + [E—Eo[ <€}, po = (Xo,Ep).
Moreover changing if necessary the orders of the variables we may assume that near pg
X=(r,y) e RPxR" P =Z=(n) eRP xR"?
and for all (X,Z2) € V,, the p x p-matrix

2
26\ =

(A.6) My(X,E) = ( oz, agj( ,_))1 i
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is invertible with || M, (X, =)~ < co.
Then we have

Theorem A.4. — There exists a positive constant C' such that for every A > 0 we have

A _p
||T u‘|L°°(RZ_p7L2(R§)) S C)‘ 2 ||uHL1

(Ry ™", L2(RY))
for all w € LY(Ry, 7, L?(RY%)).
Theorem A.2 follows from Theorem A.4 using (H1).

Proof of Theorem A.J. — It is an easy consequence of the proof of a proposition in section
1.1 Chapter IX in [26]. Indeed let us set for (y,n) € R" P x R""P

(A7) ¢(y,n) (x7§) = ¢(957y7§777)7 QA(y,n) (x7§) = a(x7y7§777)7 uy(x) = U(ﬂﬁay%
(AS) Té;’n)uy(é.) = LP eiA¢(y7n)($7§)a(y77]) (1‘, f)uy(l') dx

Then we have

(A.9) T)‘u(E) = /Rn_p T(’;,n)uy(@ dy.

We claim that there exists C' > 0 such that for every (y,n) € Viyo.no) We have
(A.10) HT(Z,n)uyHB(Rg) <CAh lugllL2mey VA > 0.

Assuming for a moment that (A.10) is proved we obtain

A A _»
| U('aﬁ)”L?(ng) < /Rn_p HT(y,n)UyHL2(Rg) dy < O\ 2 /Rn_p lw(s )2 me) dy

which implies immediately the conclusion of Theorem A.2.

The claim (A.10) follows immediately from the proof of proposition in 1.1 Chapter IX in
[Stein]. However, for the convenience of the reader, we shall give it here.

For simplicity we shall skip the subscript (y,n), keeping in mind the uniformity, with respect
to (y,m) € Viyno), of the constants in the estimates. Therefore we set

A
N=Thmy S =¥ b=ag):
It follows from (A.6) that the matrix
0%y
N(x’g) - <8xlagj (x,£)> 1<i,j<p

is invertible and || N(z,&)7!|| < ¢y where ¢g is independent of (y,7). Now by the usual trick
the estimate (A.10) is satisfied if and only if we have

(A.11) 1393 fllL2mey < CAP| fllL2(mey

with C' independent of (y,n). It is easy to see that

(A.12) SASA(E) = o K(&&)f(€)de
p

with

K(6¢) = [ o0, be. ) do.
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Let us set

! — N —1 5_51 .
C(l‘,é‘,é‘ ) (ﬂf, 5) ’é- _ é-/’
Then we can write
(A.13) o(, €, 5) AW (2,8)=p(x,£) — iAW (z.8)—(x,¢’ ))z)\A(x £, 5)
where
F 9 0
Ax,6,€) ch (2,6,€)( 1"( 5)—%@,5’)),
J
: 9%
=D 6@&8)(5 o5 2,6)(& — &) +O0(E = ¢'P),
7l=1

= (N(2,8)c(w,£,¢),6 = ) + O(]g = &) = | = '] + O = &',
where O(|¢ — ¢'|?) is independent of (y,n). Since b has small support in ¢ we deduce that
Moreover since the derivatives with respect to = of N(x,£)~! are products of N(x,&)~! and

derivatives of N(z,&), we see that all the derivatives with respect to x of A(x,&,¢') are
uniformly bounded in (y,n) near (yo,70). Let us set

1 !
= WC(%&@'V

It follows from (1.4) and the fact that b has compact support in x that for every N € N we
can write

K(&¢) = /R MO (L) N bz, )b, ) da

We deduce from (A.14) that for every N € N there exists Cy > 0 independent of (y,n) such
that

Cn
K& <
KO = e e
Taking N > p we deduce from (A.12) and Schur lemma that (A.11) holds with a constant C
independent of (y,n). This completes the proof. O

1
Lemma A.5. — Let d > 1, 0 € R and po(z,2') = (Z;l:l(:cj — ) +6%)2. Let M =
2

g0 (0 g ) . Then
(8a:j8m;€( ’ ) 1<j.k<d

(i) if 6~ 0 M has rank d  for all z,2’' € RY,
(ii) if 6 =0 M has rank d —1 for x # 2.

Proof. — (i) A simple computation shows that

/

J

%0 (:C ) :C/)
where 9§, is the Kronecker symbol. For A € R consider the polynomial in A

F(X) = det ( — ik + ijwk)lgj,kgd

n—1 rj— T
M = (po(.%',.%’ ) (_5jk + ijk), Wi =
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We have obviously F(0) = (—1)%. Now denote by C;()\) the j* column of this determinant.
Then

d
=3 " det (C1(N),..., CLN), ... Ca(N).

Since det (C1(0),...,C}(0),...Cq(0)) = (—1)d*1w]2~ we obtain F'(0) = (—1)4! 2?21 wjz. Now
Cj(A) being linear with respect to A we have C7()\) = 0. Therefore

d
F'O)=>" Y det (CL(A),-., Cj(A), .., Ch(N), .., Ca(N)).
J=1 k=L ke
Since C}(\) = wj(wi,...,wq) and Cp(A) = wi(w1,...,wa) we have F”(X) = 0 for all A € R.

It follows that F'(\) = ( 141 - )\Zj W 2). Therefore

52

det M = 41— — # 0
¢ Zw wo(x,x’)2 a

(1) Since x — 2’ # 0 we may assume without loss of generality that wy # 0. Set
A= ( — 5jk + ijk)lgj,kgd—l'

Introducing G(X) = det (— ;5 + )\ijk)K } k<d_1the same computation as above shows that

det A = Zw —1)% 12 £ 0.
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