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THE FULL DELOCALIZATION OF EIGENSTATES FOR THE QUANTIZED
CAT MAP

NIR SCHWARTZ

ABSTRACT. We consider the quantum cat map — a toy model of a quantized chaotic system. We
show that its eigenstates are fully delocalized on T? in the semiclassical limit (or equivalently
that each semiclassical measure is fully supported on T?). We adapt the proof of a similar result
proved for the eigenstates of —A, on compact hyperbolic surfaces from [D.J18], relying on the
fractal uncertainty principle in [BDI1S].

1. INTRODUCTION

Let us consider a classical chaotic dynamical system. One of the central objectives in quantum
chaos is understanding the extent to which the quantum counterpart of the system behaves like
it in the high frequency limit. We illustrate this with a fundamental widely-studied example:
let (M, g) be a compact surface of constant negative curvature. The geodesic flow acts on
S*M viewed as the phase space. It is well known that in this geometry the geodesic flow is
Anosov, in fact it is uniformly hyperbolic, ergodic and mixing. Quantifying the flow results in
the Laplace-Beltrami operator —A, on L? (M), which generates the Schrodinger equation. We
expand L? (M) as a direct sum of eigenspaces arising from a choice of an orthonormal eigenbasis
{¢;};- The quantum-classical correspondence establishes a link between the classical flow and
the quantum operator. This connection is given in terms of the Egorov theorem. The first
results on spatial distribution of high frequency eigenmodes are due to Shnirelman, Zelditch
and Colin de Verdiere ([Shn74],|Zel87],[CAV85]) stating that almost every ¢; is asymptotically
equidistributed on M in the high frequency limit, a property called quantum ergodicity. A
corollary of it is that there exists a set J C N of density 1 such that for every f € C' (M),
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Rudnick and Sarnak have conjectured that the eigenmodes of —A, satisfy the quantum
unique ergodicity (QUE) property, meaning that J = N i.e., holds for the full sequence
{¢;}. Quantum ergodicity and QUE can be both rephrased by lifting the eigenmodes to the
distributions dW; € D' (T*M) analogous to Wigner distributions on 7% M which are defined by

a — (Opy, (@) v5,9;) acC™(T"M).

One can always extract a convergent subsequence {dWj, }x>1, converging in the distributional

sense to a probability measure on S*M. The weak-* limits of {dW,}; are called semiclassical
1
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measures, denoted ., and are invariant with respect to the geodesic flow. They represent
the microlocalization of {¢;, }x>1 on the phase space. In these notations quantum ergodicity

amounts to the existence of a subsequence J C N of density 1 such that dWW; H% ULiouy ON
JjE

S*M and QUE means that the full sequence weakly-converges to the Liouville measure. We
note that since the geodesic flow is Anosov, there exist many probability measures invariant
with respect to it apart from Lebesgue, e.g., measures supported on a fractal invariant set or on
closed geodesics.

While QUE remains open, one can wonder which of these myriad probability measures, being
invariant under the geodesic flow, can be obtained as weak-* limits of {dWW;};. Given such a
measure, one can also wonder where it is localized. There are several results concerning the
constraints that semiclassical measures have to satisfy.

Some of these constraints are expressed in terms of the Kolmogorov-Sinai entropy quantifying
the information-theoretic complexity of a given invariant measure. This entropy gives information
on the localization of the measure: the higher the entropy, the more delocalized the measure. For
instance the Liouville measure is the measure of maximal entropy 1 whereas a delta measure on a
closed geodesic is of minimal entropy 0. Anantharaman proved in [Ana0§] that the Kolmogorov-
Sinai entropy of every p. is positive. Joint with Nonnenmacher they showed in [ANO7b|] that
the entropy is in fact bounded from below by half the maximal entropy. These bounds mean
that ue cannot be "too” localized. Nevertheless there exist flow-invariant measures with high
entropy which are supported on invariant proper subsets. A recent result due to Dyatlov and
Jin ,[DJ18], states that any semiclassical measure is fully-supported on S*M and moreover that
for every open () # Q C S*M there exists a constant Cq independent of the choice of ji . such
that ugs (2) > Cq. Their method of proof relies on the fractal uncertainty principle introduced
in [BD18§] (see |Proposition 5.2)). In addition, combined with the unique continuation principle
they deduce that for every open € # () there exists a constant cq such that for every normalized

eigenmode ;
/ 0" dw > Cﬂ/ |0l de = ca. (2)
Q M

In the present article we study the cat map, a toy model of discrete-time dynamics on the
2-dimensional torus T?, having analogous dynamical properties. This cat map is an Anosov
diffeomorphism acting on T? and preserving its Liouville measure. We consider the torus T?
viewed as a symplectic manifold equipped with coordinates (y,7n) € R?/Z? as the phase space.
The classical dynamics on it is given by a toral hyperbolic automorphism 7 € SLs (Z) which
is an Anosov diffeomorphism (see . A class of examples was popularized by Arnold
in 1967 (cf. [AAGT]) and is named after him, Arnold’s cat maps. Given a v € I (2) < SL; (%)
(where I' (2) is defined in (5)) Hannay and Berry have quantized the map, i.e., constructed
a family of unitary operators {My (7)}n of rank N, for N € N* (see below and
[HB80]). This family of unitary operators is called the quantum cat map, associated with
the symplectomorphism . Each My () acts on an N—dimensional space of distributions
Hn = C recalled precisely in [subsection 2.5|
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We mention that each My () can be viewed as an analogue of the propagator for the
semiclassical Schrodinger equation, e where h, being effective Planck’s constant, is the
semiclassical parameter. From a physical perspective, one can view N as N = ﬁ, i.e., the
inverse of the effective Planck’s constant. It means that while the semiclassical limit in the
previous model corresponds to h — 0, in our model it corresponds to N — oo.

Original unit square After applying !
After applying 2 After applying 3

FIGURE 1. Applying a hyperbolic toral automorphism v to a cluster of points (in
orange) stretches them along the unstable branches, eventually filling densely the
torus.

Each unitary operator My () admits an orthonormal eigenbasis. We note that high spectral
degeneracy permits various choices of such basis. We denote a normalized eigenvector of My ()
by ¢on € CVN. The quantization procedure allows to associate to ¢y a distribution dWy on T?
analogous to a Wigner distribution.

Similarly one can construct semiclassical measures ps. as the weak-* limits of {dWy} . Each
of them is a y—invariant probability measures on T2. As for the setting of compact hyperbolic
manifolds introduced above one can examine the ”delocalization” of {¢x} or equivalently of
{dWy} in the semiclassical limit N — oc.
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Bouzouina and De Biévre have proved in [BDB96] an analogue of quantum ergodicity for the

quantum cat map, i.e., there exists a set J C N of density 1 such that dWV; % ULiouy- However,
j

quantum ergodicity does not prevent exceptional subsequences converging to a y—invariant
measure different from puriou, on T2. A work by Kurlberg and Rudnick ([KR00]) have constructed
”joint” eigenbases composed of mutual eigenvectors of My () and ”Hecke” operators on T?
(analogous to those defined for compact arithmetic surfaces). They proved that these eigenbases
satisfy quantum unique ergodicity. In 2003, Faure, Nonnenmacher and De Bievre ([ENDB03]|)
demonstrated that for the quantized cat map quantum unique ergodicity does not hold. For
every periodic orbit P of v, they found a weak-* limit of the form e = %MLeb + %579. Faure
and Nonnenmacher later showed in [FN04] that for every pug. of the cat map the weight of
its atomic component is less or equal to the weight of its Liouville component, implying that
the semiclassical measure cannot be entirely carried on a periodic orbit. Anantharaman and
Nonnenmacher have obtained a result on the entropy of semi-classical measures for another toy
model on T?, the Walsh-quantized Baker map (cf. [AN(Q7a]),namely that every semiclassical
measure has at least half the maximal (i.e., Lebesgue) entropy. Brooks [Brol(] has given a
related characterization of semi-classical measures for the cat map. He interpolated between the
constraint from [FN04] and the analogue of the lower bound from [ANQT7a] for the cat map. He
proved that ergodic components of high entropy of the semiclassical measures carry at least as
much weight as those of low entropy.

Our paper is dedicated to proving a result analogous to [DJ18] for the quantum cat map,
that every semi-classical measure . associated with  is fully supported on T? meaning that
all sequences of eigenstates {oy}n are fully delocalized on T? for N large enough,

Theorem 1.1. Let v € T'(2) (where T'(2) is defined in (B) be a hyperbolic matrix quantized
into the family {My (7)}n. Let us. be an associated semiclassical measure. Then for every
open () # Q C T? there exists a constant co > 0 independent of y. such that i (Q) > cq.

We can deduce a corollary stated in terms of oy € CV through the identification below:

Theorem 1.2 (The ”delocalization” of the eigenfunctions). Let v € I (2) and let ¢ = (¢ N,k),]j:l
be a normalized eigenvector of My (7). Fix 0 < a3 < ay < 1. Then there exists a constant
Car,ao > 0 and an index Ny € N* such that for every N > N

1
N Z |90N7k|2 > Caya- (3)

k‘ElIOqN,aQN]]

Both theorems are deduced from [Theorem 3.2| (as we [prove in section 3)) .

We mention that one can ask similar questions for higher-dimensional analogues of the cat
map hyperbolic dynamics, meaning hyperbolic maps v € Sp (2d,Z). Riviere (cf. [Rivl1]) has
generalized the result of [ANO7D] for these higher dimensional settings bounding explicitly the
entropy of us. from below in terms of the spectrum of . In addition Kelmer has obtained in
[Kel10] that if v belongs to a certain subgroup of Sp (2d,Z), one can construct eigenvectors of
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the corresponding quantum operators My (y) for which the associated semiclassical measure is
the Liouville measure on an invariant Lagrangian subspace of T?¢, disproving QUE for 7 as well

as an analogue of [I'heorem 1.1]in high dimension.

Recently Dyatlov and Jézéquel extended (cf. [DJ21]) our result to cat maps of arbitrary
dimension v € Sp (2d,Z). Their method of proof relies as well on the one dimensional fractal
uncertainty principle (Proposition 5.2| below).

The structure of the paper. The next section is dedicated to recalling the quantum dynamics
and the kinematics on T? and for extending the anisotropic pseudodifferential calculus introduced
in [DZ16] for the setting of the torus. In we introduce the main estimate in [Theorem 3.2]
from which we deduce our central results theorems and [I.2] as explained The proof
of is done in several steps: We first set up a pseudo-differential partition of
unity and then we refine it by propagating with respect to the quantum dynamics. Based
on the refined partition we divide operators into two classes: a ”controlled” class and an
7uncontrolled” one. The proof of relies on estimating norms of operators from these
classes: In [Proposition 3.5 we bound the norm of the controlled operators using the anisotropic
pseudodifferential calculus introduced in In the rest of the paper we consider the
"uncontrolled” operators. In we prove that each symbol propagated for a long time
has an almost fractal support. In we apply the fractal uncertainty principle introduced
in [BD1§| estimating the norm of each operator. Combining the estimates for the norms of the

controlled and uncontrolled operators implies [I'heorem 3.2,
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would like to thank the anonymous referees for the constructive suggestions on the first versions
of the paper, for Xiaolong Han and Gabriel Riviere for their discussions on entropy and capacity.
The author was supported by a MESRI grant.

2. QUANTUM DYNAMICS ON THE TORUS

2.1. Hyperbolic automorphisms. Let us consider R? equipped with the coordinates (y,7).
We call y the "position coordinate” and n the "momentum coordinate”. We view the 2-
dimensional torus as the quotient T? = R?/Z?. The projection map between the two spaces will
be denoted by

m(y.n) = (y,n) (mod Z*) m:R*— T (4)

We study the dynamics arising from a class of hyperbolic automorphisms, that is v € SLs (Z)
with eigenvalues |\,| > 1,|As| < 1 or equivalently |Tr ()| > 2.

Lemma 2.1. Let v be an eigenvector of v, then v € R? \ Q.
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Proof. Let us first realize that \, ¢ Q: Recall that Tr (y)® — 4 is a square if and only if there
exists n € Z such that Tr (7)2 —n? = 4, or equivalently if and only if

(A7) 000

1

1 1
Multiplying both sides by G _11> = <i _21>, in the first two cases Tr () ¢ Z and in the
2 T2
third Tr () = £2, contradicting the hyperbolicity of ~.

Assume to the contrary that v € Q? is an eigenvector of ~y, without loss of generality in
the unstable direction. Then yv € Q? whereas at least one component of \,v is irrational in
contradiction. 0

We deduce that the corresponding eigenspaces can be expressed by

oo =san{ (2 )b W= () )},

with m,, ms € R\ Q. Henceforth we refer to W, () as the unstable space and to W () as the
stable space. Strictly speaking, we are interested in hyperbolic automorphisms arising from the

group

Q21 Q22

f (2) = {(CLH CL12) € SL2 (Z) 1 A11Q12 = Q21092 = 0 mod 2} . (5)
We recall several elementary properties of elements in this group:

Lemma 2.2. Let v € I'(2), then Tr (v) € 2Z.

Proof. Let v = (g ai2). Assume that Tr () = a1 + age € 2Z + 1. Without loss of generality
a;; € 2Z + 1 and agy € 2Z. Then ajjas = det () + apag = 1+ a12a9; € 27.. As follows
a12, a9 € 27 + 1 and thus ajja;s 0 (mod 2) contradicting v € T'(2) . O

Corollary 2.3. For every hyperbolic matrix v € T'(2) from the previous lemma |Tr (v)| > 4

and
Tr (7) + 4/ Tr (7)° —4‘7 Tr (7) — 4/ Tr (7)° —4'} >2+V3.

In addition, at least one of the coordinates of an eigenvector of v has to be irrational:

1
max || :—-max{
A€Spec(y) 2

We end this subsection with a result on the minimality of the associated horocyclic flows:
Let us fix an unstable eigenvector v, € W, and a stable eigenvector, vy, € W,. We define the
unstable and the stable horocylic continuous flows associated to v by

Hy (v,t) :==v+tv, (mod Z?) H(v,t) :==v+tv, (mod Z?) (v,t) € T> x R

We can verify by a direct calculation that both flows satisfy an intertwining relation with ~,

v (Hu(0,8)) = Hy (vv, Aal) 7 (Hs (0,1)) = Hs (7.0, Ast) (6)
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From we deduce that both flows are minimal,
Lemma 2.4. Every orbit O, of H, and every orbit O, of H, is dense in T?.

For sake of completeness we recall the proof.

Proof. The proof for orbits of H, is completely analogous thus we only prove the lemma for the
orbits of H,. Let (yo,70) € T? and fix an unstable orbit O; = {( ) + tv, (mod Z)Q} where

Uy = (niu) as before. Let us consider the set
T ={teR:t— (yo—1v1) € Z}.
and the corresponding sequence of points on the orbit {(mun o ffnu(yo_yl)) (mod Z*)},ez C

O1nN{y=yo (mod Z)}. Then, {m,n (mod Z)},cz is a dense sequence on [0,1] as m, € R\ Q

hence we can extract a sub-sequence of times t,, for which H, ((f’]i) , tnk> Koo, (f}g) [

Y1
m

We recall below that each v € I' (2) is quantized by a family of unitary operators { My (7)}
satisfying an exact Egorov property .

2.2. Anisotropic calculi associated to Lagrangian foliations. Let us recall the semiclassical
parameter h € (0,1) and recall the class of symbols

S (R?) = {a=a(h) € C=(R?) {0,0;'a (y,n:h) | < Cham (a),
Ci.m (a) € R depending only on k,m,a}.

We would like to propagate smooth symbols a € C* (R?) with respect to the dynamics of v, up
to large semiclassical time, namely twice the Ehrenfest time, that is denoting the semiclassical

log
0og Ay
lying outside S (R?), hence one has to define classes of symbols smooth along a 1-dimensional
subspace of R? and oscillating along another.

1
parameter by h > (0 we propagate up to time 2 LO 2 J . That results in highly oscillatory symbols

In our settings we consider only linear foliations, that is those having as leaves Ly, ,,) lines
with a fixed incline passing through (yo,70). By a direct calculation one dimensional foliations
are always Lagrangian.

Remark 2.5. Each hyperbolic toral automorphism v induces two one-dimensional foliations,
an unstable L" and a stable L® both having linear leaves. Define the global unstable leaf
at (yo,m0) € R? by WR? y =1{(y,n) € R? : 1 = muy + 1no — myuyo} and similarly the global

u,{Yo,70

stable leaf by Wffyom) = {(y,n) € R* : n = myy + no — msyo}. These yield the unstable and

stable foliations of a hyperbolic 7 € SLy (R), namely the foliations L*, L* with leaves which are
explicitly given by Wﬁyo,m) and Wffyomo) correspondingly.

Let L be a linear foliation and let v € R? be the vector associated to it. Fix a v" € R?

transversal to v. The foliation associated to v™ is denoted by L, and is called a L—transversal
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foliation. We remind that a symbol is a h-dependant function a (h) = a (y,n;h) € C (R?).
We introduce the notation
a(h) =0 (h*") if a(h) = O (h) for all € > 0.
Let us introduce two such of symbols independent of the choice of v™,

Definition 2.6. Let L be a linear foliation, L,» a L—transverse foliation and V7, VL . vector

fields acting by a directional derivative with respect to v and v correspondingly. A symbol
a € Sy, (R?) if a: R? = R is smooth and k,m € N for every h € (0,1)

sup V"V a(y,m; h)‘ =0 (h™™7).
(ymeU !

This class is larger than the one introduced in [DZ16), Definition 3.2] as we ask the bound
above to hold for every ¢ whereas in [DZ16] the authors fix € = 0.

Remark 2.7. We note that these classes are independant of the choice of L,+: given two
different L—transverse foliaitons Ly, Lyn, we can write V, = CV}, + C’ VL, and using the
triangle inequality

VgnvLm 9777 ‘ Z ]]’um‘h

J+i'=

TV aly )| = 0 ().

A similar argument shows that keepmg L, while changing L, does not preserve the symbol
class. As follows, we realize symbols in these anisotropic classes have sharp oscillations along
any direction transerve to L and controlled oscillations along L.

For future reference let us recall the isotropic classes
S, (R?) ={a € C™(R?) :Vk € N?, |0%a| =0 (h"")}.
Spr (R?) ={a e C™(R?) : Vs e N%, [9%a| = O (b))}
Example 2.8. Let v € T (2) and denote v, = (éu)ﬂ’s = —(Tis) the vectors corresponding to
its unstable and stable foliations (see [Remark 2.5)). Since vy is transversal to v, we define the

symbol classes

Spups (R?) = {a € C*(R*) :Vk,meN, sup |V"VFa(y,mh)| =0 (hp’“)}, (7)

(y,n)€R?
e (RQ):{C‘W (B):kmeN,  sw |[ViVia(y, n,m\:ow’“)}.
(y,n)€R?

Definition 2.9. Let us consider analogous symbol classes on T2. Every linear foliation L can
be projected to a foliation Lr2 on T?. Equivalently V; _, is the vector field on T* acting on
Z2-periodic functions a € C* (R?) by

Via(y,m;h) == Via(y,n; h).
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Let v € I'(2) acting on T? and let v,, v, as above. We denote the associated linear foliations
on T? as LY, and L5, . We denote by C™ (T?) the class of smooth real-valued functions on T?.
The symbol classes on the torus are defined as,

Vi Vi a (g )| = O () b
(8)

Vs, Vi a (g, h)| = O (h—P’f—)} ,

Spupr (T?) = {CLECOO (T?) : Vk,m € Nyh € (0,1)  sup

(y,m)€T?

SLept (’]I‘Q) = {a e C™ (TQ) :Vk,m e N he (0,1), sup

(y,m)€T?

with VL;;2 and VL%z being the vector fields associated to the linear foliations Ly, and L.

The next class allows stronger oscillations along L,

Definition 2.10. Let L be a linear foliation, Vi, Vi  vector fields acting by a directional
derivative with respect to v and v™ correspondingly and let p, p’ € [0, 1) satisfying
0<p <p p+p <1l

A symbol a € S;,, (R?) if a : R? — R is smooth and for every k,m € N there exists an
h-independent constant Cj,, such that for every h € (0,1)

sup
(y,m)€R?

Remark 2.11. Asin the class characterizes the direction L rather than L,+. In
fact, symbols in the class can have sharper oscillations along the transversal direction L.

VIPVE Lay,mi k)| < Crpmh =0,

Example 2.12. For L = L" the vertical foliation in R? fixing as the transversal foliation
L,» = LY we obtain a model R2-calculus slightly broader compared to the one introduced in
[Appendix A.2, [DJI1§]] which allowed only compact symbols:

Lemma 2.13. Let 0 < p, p’ < 1. The class of symbols Si ,  (R?) consists of the functions
a € C* (R?) such that for every k,m € N there exists a constant C},, > 0 satisfying for every
h € (0,1) the derivative bounds

sup [050, a (y,m;h)| < Crmh F70™. (9)

(y:m)€ER?
Proof. Any vector associated to L" is of the form (2) for j € R* and any vector associated to
Ly is of the form v™ = (j/) with j* € R*. Therefore for every k,m € N there is a constant Cj, ,,

0
satisfying

m —m o\ —k m —ok—o'm
sup |0 da (y,m; h)| =37 (5) 7 sup  |ViaVisa(y,m; h)| < Cemh 0,
(y,n)ER? (y,n)ER2
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We note that for every foliation L
Stpe (R?) = () Stpres (R?) (10)

e>0

hence implies that

S p+ (]RQ) ={aeC™ (RZ) : For every k,m € N exists a constant C}, ,,, . such that

Sup }058’" (y,m; h |— h Pk
(ymeR

There is an algebraic identity which reduces proofs for these classes of symbols to the model
calculus. Recall that
age — an +/Tr* (y) — 4 am —ay —/Tr’ () — 4

m,, = or m,, =
2a12 2@12

From the the hyperbolicity of v, m, # ms. We assume henceforth that m, > m, (as in
lsubsection 2.4 below). Define ¢ € SLy (R) by

L_; 1 —1 fl—; —mg 1 (11>
—\/mu—ms My —ms)’ _\/mu—ms —my 1)°

Note that the columns of ¢ are obtained by rescaling v,, vs, ensuring ¢ € SLy (R). This
automorphism maps the standard orthonormal basis of R? to an eigenbasis of v:

1 1 0 1
0)-vm= 0 -
We note that + maps every point (y,n) € U C R? with U being open to (z) = L(z) e U,
hence ¢ can be viewed as a change from the (y,7n) coordinate frame to the (x, &) stable/unstable

coordinate frame. Henceforth for every symbol a € C™ (R?) we define the twisted symbol @ by
a:=ao.L.

Lemma 2.14. Let v € T'(2) and a € S (R?) then for & € (0, 1) and uniformly in ¢ € [O, pli;g'/\il]
(i) a0 7 € S0 (R?).

(ii) ao N te Spupo (R?).

(iii) a o~ 6 S po (R?).

(IV) aoy GSLupo(Rz).

1

Proof. We prove only (i) and (iii) as the others follow from replacing v by 7' exchanging

between the contracting and expanding eigendirections.

(i) Suppose a € S (R?) so does a o ¢ since

k am~ < k+m k' am’ . < !
00y ) | < Bkm) ™ mas (0o a (e 6 R)| < Chla)  (12)



THE FULL DELOCALIZATION OF EIGENSTATES FOR THE QUANTIZED CAT MAP 11
with B (k,m) being a combinatorial constant depending on k,m. We note that !

diagonalises v hence
-1t t )\Z 0
Ly =D"= 0 -t (13)

Multiplying by ¢ from the left and using we conclude that for 0 <t < { log J’

opoy (a0t (ymh)| = sup [050r (@ (Mo X, s )|

(y,m€ER?

= A" sup
(y,m)€R?

< Gl (a) A1
< G (@) [Au]™

sup
(y,m€ER?

k am (=~ .
Oy Oy (a) (', 1’ h) ‘(y’,n’)=(/\iyv’\5t’7)

logL
< Cy,, (a) \)\u\kpfoguhul
= Cp (@) 7H°
Thus,

sup
(y,n)ER?

(iii) We recall that for every symbol b € C* (T?), (V,b) ot = 9, (bo¢) and similarly
(Vib) ot = 0, (bo ) and therefore taking b = a o 4" we obtain from (i)

ooy (o) (,6)| < Gl (@) 7.

Ok a ot (y,m; h)‘ < Chm (@) B

sup ViV (aon’) (y,m)| = sup
(y,n)ER? (z,6)ER?

O

2.3. The quantum settings. For every automorphism v € SLy (R) we recall M, (y) : S (R) —
S (R), the projective metaplectic representation of SLy (R) which corresponds to 7 (cf. [Fol89]).
Since Schwartz space is dense inside L?(R), one can extend M, () to a unitary operator
My (v) @ L2 (R) — L?*(R) (or by a similar argument to My, (7) : &' (R) — &' (R)). We
quantize symbols from all classes mentioned above by the Weyl quantization (cf. subsection 4.1.1
in [Zwo12]) Op}, (-) = Opy, (+). This choice of quantization is motivated by the exact intertwining
relations and which hold in our settings as we mention below. We recall that for
every symbol a € S (R?) the operators Op,, (a) map 8§’ (R?) to itself and are bounded on L? (R)
uniformly in h. The same statement holds for a € Sy, ,; (R?) as we show in |[Lemma 2.15liii| below.
By Stone-Weierstrass theorem the Weyl quantization of smooth bounded symbols satisfies an
exact Egorov relation (see subsections 1.5 and 4.2 in [Fol89]): for every fixed h and bounded
a € S (R?) denote by Mj, the full unitary metaplectic representation of Mp, (R) (playing the
role of a double cover of SLy (R)). Identifying each v € T'(2) with an antecedent in Mp, (R),

Opy, (a) = My (7) Opy, (a0 v) My (7)° (14)
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and
Opy, (a) = My, () Opy, (@) My (1) (15)
independently of the size of the derivatives of a. This intertwining relation between Op, (a) and
Op,, (@) plays a major rule in studying the properties of the calculus.
Lemma 2.15. Let a € S(R?) and « € Sps . (R?) be real valued symbols. Fix a choice of
¢ € SLy (R) mapping the (y,n) coordinate frame to the stable/ unstable coordinate frame and
by an abuse of notation ¢ = @ o¢. Then for every 0 < ¢t < plogl/\ |
(i) Self-adjointness: (Op,, (a))* = Op,, (a) on L* (R).
(ii) The Moyal product of symbols if d € Sps pr (R?) then Oph (a) Op,, (d) Oph (c) with
¢=a-d+0g,, @) (h'""). In fact, recalhng ), Opy, (@ o~") Op,, (d) =
Opy, (¢) with ¢ = (a0~') -d+ Os,, @2 (R'777).
(iii) The operator Opy, («) is bounded on L2 (R) uniformly in h.
(iv) Géarding inequality: if d > 0 and d € Sis, » (R?) then for some constant C' independent
of h, for every ¢ € L* (R)

(Opy (d) @, ) > =Ch' 7 ||| F2(r)

Proof.
(i) The Weyl quantization satisfies (Opy, (a))” = Op,, (a*) and a is a real symbol.
(ii) We introduce the unitary rescaling operator

T, L2(R) > L*R),  (T,f) () = [ (ni2) (16)

We note that both for symbols a € S (R?) and for symbols @ € Sre . (R?) conjugation
by T}, leads to

T,0p;, (a) T, = Opy, (a”) (17)
with @’ (v,&;h) = a (h2z,h™2¢) € Sp (R?) (cf. subsection 4.4 in [ZwoI2]) and o€

2\ _ 2
Ss (R?) since for every n = (n1,n) € N

sup 0" b‘ = h2Mm=m) qup |9"a| < CphTERE
(z,)eR? (@.€)eR?

Denoting b = @« € Si¢ 4 and applying theorem 4.18 from [Zwol2| implies that

o 1) 0n, ((3)) = 0w ()

b
with (¢)” = b - (c?) + Og,+ (K'777). Conjugating Opy, (-) by M}, () maps symbols
2
from Sps p4 to Spe ,. Then, by the exact Egorov relation applied with ¢!,

Op, (@) Opy, (d) = M (1) Opy (B) M (0)" M, (1) Opy, () M ()
= My (1) Op, (5) Op, () M (1)
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= My ;0 (#)0p,  (2)) T 0
= M (1) Oy (B) M (1)
= Opy, () -

(iii) Note that Opy, («) = T,'Opy, (¢’) T,. Since @’ € Sz, (R?) the operator Op,, («”) and
thus Opy, (@) are both bounded on L? (R) uniformly in h.

(iv) First, from a direct calculation analogous to the one appearing in [Lemma 2.14] we
deduce that d € Sre , » (R?). Then, we recall the rescaling from [D.JI8, Lemma A.2],

Bt = ploes () (2,6 h) = (hpa; W'e, h) Wt (z) = hu (hPz)
for which using the exact intertwining relation in ((15))

(0mn (@) M5 0. M1 0)2) = (Omie ((2)°) (Mo 02,6 ()0 ) = (OB @ .5)

A B
and adapting [DJ18 Lemma A.4] we can also verify that (d) € S (R?). Then applying
[Zwo12, Theorem 4.32] and using the unitarity of My, (1) we deduce the inequality.
O

The same argument used to prove [Lemma 2.15liif can be applied to give a Moyal product in
St (R?) as well,

Lemma 2.16 (Moyal product of symbols in Sz, (R?)). Fix a linear foliation L and let
w,d € Sr,, (R?) be real valued symbols, then Op, (@) Op,, (d) = Op,, (¢) with ¢ = @« - d +
O, () (7777).

We deduce a bound on [|Opj, ()| 12, for a bounded a € Sy, (R?) with L being any linear
foliation,

Lemma 2.17. Suppose a € Sy, 1 (R?). If sup |a| < 1, for every € > 0,
|0y, (a)]] < 1+ CR'=P7,

Proof. In order to simplify the proof assume a is a real symbol. We note that from |Lemma 2.151v},
for every ¢ € L? (R)

(0, 0) — (Opy, ([af?) ¢, ) > —Ch7~=|g|,
and as Opy, (a) Opy, (a) = Opy, (|af*) + Op(r2my) (h'"7%)

10py, (@) @Il < llell* + CR' === ||,
implying the lemma. U
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2.4. Example: Degli—Esposti’s cat map. We will present an example of hyperbolic
automorphisms by Degli-Esposti’s cat map (cf. [Mez02]),

we= (5 3) €T

acting on R? (or rather on T? = R?/Z?). Its eigenvalues are A\, = 2 + /3, A, = 2 — /3. For
Degli—Esposti’s cat map the corresponding eigenspaces are given explicitly by parallel transport

of the vectors
wen=(gg)  wo= ()

A possible choice of ¢ from is given explicitly by

1 (1 —1) RN <\/§ 1)
T VAVE\VE V3 T ABA-VE 1)
2.5. The Quantum space of the torus phase space. We recall the Weyl—Heisenberg

operators,

", —oxp (LT i 7,
(Theye) 0= (S5 ) 7 18
and define a family of subspaces of S’ (R) in terms of them,
i = {V € S @) Thyv = ™, Thv =™y}, kel012 (19)

From [BDB96, Proposition 2.1], this space is non trivial if and only if h = ﬁ for N € N*.

Denoting the non-trivial spaces by Hy ., each of them is an N—dimensional Hilbert space

spanned by {%’,N =Y ez € T gy =0, N — 1}. Let us identify Hy, and CV
N

through the (non-canonical) map

(T@*)w) W) =v—-y) (T(ho )¢) (y) = eF v () (18)

N-1
w _ Z Z @ZJJ‘@_QWRI”(SH%-&-n — (@bo, ce 7¢N—1) (20)

7=0 n€ezZ

and equip Hy,, with the (non-standard) scalar product

(DN VN )y, = quNij], on = (ong)) 0 v = () (21)

Remark 2.18. Note that our choice of basis and inner product differs from the one in [BDB9G,
Proposition 2.1, Proposition 2.3], in which the authors chose as basis {\/_1N¢j N};'V:—Ol‘ This change
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of basis reflects on the inner product by multiplication in a factorﬂ N. However, our results
ITheorem 1.1|Theorem 3.2/ do not depend on that choice (and an analogue of [Theorem 1.2| holds
as well when using the conventions of [BDB96]).

One can decompose L? (R) as a direct integral of these spaces (cf. [BDB96, Proposition
2.3.ii]),

@
L2 (R) = /HNy,{d/i.
[0,1]2
For every Z*—periodic symbol a € C* (R?) (or equivalently a € C* (T?)) Op,, (a) : L* (R) —
L*(R) is bounded, acts on 8§’ (R) and preserves each Hy .,

Opp(@)= [ Opw,(a)dr, (22)

[0,1]?

with Opy . (@) : Hyx — Hnx being the restriction of Op, (a) to Hy .. We recall the following
lemma

Lemma 2.19 (Algebraic properties of Opy , (a), [RS03, Theorem XIIL.83]). Let a € C* (T?)
real-valued, then

(1) For every ¢N7 1/)]\7 S HN,HJ <(OpN,H (CL)) ¢N7 ¢N> - <¢N7 OpN,n (a> ¢N>
(ii) [|Opy, (a)HB(L2(R)) = SUPge(0,1)2 HOPN,H (G)HB(HN,H)'

Remark 2.20. The proof of [Lemma 2.1911] implies that the statement holds for finite products
of pseudo-differential operators: Suppose ay, ..., a, € C* (T?) then

H Opy, (a;)

n

H OpN,H (CL]‘)
j=1

= sup
k€[0,1]2

B(L2(R)) B(Hw.x)

For every v € T'(2) the map M, (7) sends Hy . to Hyiye (cf. [DEI]), hence we will only
focus on H o for which the reduced operator My := My, |3, such that My : Hyo — Huo.
This space has the basis {e; ;y:—()1 with e; =0 i1 and is viewed as a Hilbert space by .

ail ai2

A general formula for My was given in [HB80]: For every v = (g3} as2) € I'(2) such that
aip # 0 (this is the case for all hyperbolic matrices) the elements of My are then given by

lai2]|—1 .
1 T 2 2
= —— E — NE)* =2 NE (23
(MN,O)qul \/W e exp <CL12N (all ((J1 + ) a2 (Q1 + ) + aQQQQ)) ( )

Lwhich influences our choice of norm, cf. [BDB96, Proposition 2.3.(ii)]
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One considers the stable and the unstable foliations on T?: The global leaf at the point
(y1,m) € T?is defined by W = 72 \W%mo) and WG =72 \WE(Qyomo) for (0, 10) =
(y1,m) mod 1.

Remark 2.21. For every A = Op,, (a) with a € S, ,+ (T?) we denote for brevity
An = Opyg(a) = Opy (a) Mpyo=Mn Hy =Hno-
With v defined above we denote the eigenfunctions of My () by {y;n}-

Restricting to a symbol a € S, (T?) analogous properties (proved for sake of completeness)
Lemma 2.22 (Analytical properties of Opy (a)). Let a € Sp 4 (T?), then

(i) Opy (a) : Hx — Hy is bounded uniformly in N.
(ii) A Moyal product formula holds: for d € Sy, ,1 (T?), Opy (a) Opy (d) = Opy (c) with
c=ad + OSL,p+(T2) (hlipi).

Proof.
(i) Follows immediately from combining [Lemma 2.19}ii| with the boundedness of Op, (a)
proved in [Lemma 2.17| (potentially after rescalling).
(ii) From [Lemma 2.15/ii} a Moyal product formula holds when considering the Weyl quantiza-
tion of the symbols, Op,, (a) Op, (d) = Op,, (¢) with ¢ = ad + O (h*=?7). Since L? (R) and
the quantization split we can write

/[ " Oy (a) Opi (d) di = Opy, (a) Opy, (d) = Opy, (ad) + Opy, (r) = / " Opy,. (ad) + Opy o (r) d

0,1]2 [0,1]2
with [|Opy, (r)| 522 (w)) = O (h'=P7). Then
Py (¢) = {(Op,, (ad) + Opy, (r) — Opy, (a) Opy, (d)) ¢, ¢)

is the zero functional in (L? (R))" and its projection to any x—fiber is the zero functional
in (Hy,)". From [Lemma 2.19ii, ||Opy,, (7’)HB(HN,H) < [10ps, (M)l 322y = O (h77).

O

Similar analytical properties hold when a € Sy, ,0 (T?). In fact,
Lemma 2.23 (Moyal product for symbols in S0 (T?)). Let a,b € S, ,0 (T?) then
Opy (a) Opy (b) = Opy (c)
where ¢ = ab + Og, , (r2) (7).

Remark 2.24. Both in [Lemma 2.22/11l and in [Lemma 2.23|if the supports of a and b are disjoint,
repeated integration by parts yields that Opy (¢) = Ogy) (N ™)

We formulate a version of Garding inequalities holding for Op, (a).
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Lemma 2.25. Let a € Sps, , (R?). Suppose a € Srs,  (T?) and a > 0 then there is some
C > 0 and hg > 0 such that for h € (0, hg)

(Opy (a) u,u) > —Ch'= " Jlullf,  u € Hyp.
Proof. Let a € Sps , y (R?) such that a > 0. We deduce from Garding inequality for Ss , » (R?)
that the spectrum of Op,, (a) lies inside the band [—~Ch'=*=*" ||Op, (a)||] and
—Chlfp’p/Isz(R) < Opy, (a) < ||Opy, (@) Id L2 (m)

Denoting « = a — 1 ||Op, (a)|| the last equation reads

1 o 1 o
5 <||Oph (a)|| + Ch'=* p) Idz2r) < Opy, (@) < 5 <||Oph( )| 4 Chr=rr ) Id 2 g)
hence the self-adjointness of Op,, (a) implies ||Op, («)|| < % (||Op, (a)|| + Ch*=*=*"). Then

from [Lemma 2.19011] also

|Opy (@) < <||Oph (a)]| + Chl—p—p’)

1
2
and from the self-adjointness of Opy (a)

(110, (@) + CRI7 ') Tda,

l\Dll—

1 o
~5 (10D, (@1 + C* ) Iday, < Oy (@) <
implying
Opy (a) > —Ch" "7 Idy,,
O

We note that Op, satisfies an exact Egorov relation with the dynamics (cf. [Mez02]). Namely
the restriction of to H,y means that for every v € T'(2),

My (7)" Opy (a) My (7) = Opy (a07),  a€C®(T%). (24)

One can express My (7) = (MN (7) jk) € CNV*N explicitly by number theoretic sums. For
Gk

instance for ypg, for every N € 2N + 1, up to some scalar phase factor (its expression as a
quotient of Gauss sums is expanded in [KR00] and [Mez02]),

1 211 L
My (vpE) ;i = Nk (W (k* = kj +J2)) :

We note indeed that the quadratic phase of My, (7) evaluated at points y,n € %Z is exactly the
phase of My (7).
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3. THE MAIN ESTIMATE

Let fy,gn € Hy,l = (I1,12) € Z%. Recall the discrete Fourier—Wigner (FW) transform,

lel
27r1l2k

N Nk 19N ks (25>

%%(fwagN)Ung)zz<T§fﬁ,gN>HN::

with (ka ll) = (fN Iys e - ,fol, fo, ey fohfl) and Tg : HN — HN being the restriction

of the Weyl—Helsenberg operator in to Hy. In order to pass from Op,, (a) to Opy (a)
one recalls that h = 5 and restrics (y*,7*) to lie in (27Z)?. We will study the localization
of eigenfunctions of My () using ¥y, or more precisely its Fourier transform, which is the
discrete Wigner distribution.

Consider the diagonal matrix coefficients (Opy (a) ¢;n, @jn)-

Definition 3.1. The distribution %Wy defined by (a, Wjn)p (12 = (Opy (a ) PN, PiN) 18
called the diagonal Wigner dlstrlbutlon It can be expressed explicitly in terms of T% (cf.

[BDBI6]). Denoting the Fourier coefficients of a by a := {a (1) };ezz, "

(Opy (@) pjn, @jN) = <Z a(l) T%%,N, 90j,N> (26)

lez? N

3 / (2, € h) =270 dde <Gy (01 v oan) (s o)

(ll l2 €72
= <G,CVN ©iN,PjN >CZ2

with Ty (o;n, o5n) = {Vn (i 9jn) () heze and @ (1) being the [—th symplectic Fourier
coefficient, i.e,.

am:42@5m4mh%m&

Since ¥y has moderate growth and the Fourier coefficients of a are exponentially decaying
this expression is well defined thus applying Plancherel’s identity we arrive to a distribution
W; n € D' (T?) having Fourier coefficients

{W; x (D }iezz == Tn (pjn. 9jN)

In fact [HB80] and [BDB96| show that T y is a linear combination of Dirac peaks on a lattice.
One can extract from {p; v} a sub-sequence {p;, n,} such that W), n, — psc as Ny — oo.
That is done in [BDB96] by considering a positive quantization replacing W; 5 by probability
measures. Every such limit i is called a semi-classical measure and we say {W;, v, } converges
semi-classically to the measure ji.
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Rather than studying W n directly we give bounds on an asymptotic expression,

(Opy (a) 9jn. Opy (@) 9sn) = (Opy (la]?) wjn oin) +O(NTY),  aeC™=(T?).

We obtain estimates from below on the left hand side. In turn they yield a lower bound on
(a?,W; y) and in fact on the limit of its convergent sub-sequences. We adapt the methods
introduced in [DJ18], acquiring a quantitative lower bound on ||Opy (a) u|| for every u € Hy.

Theorem 3.2 (The main theorem). Let 0 # a € C*° (T?) and € I'(2). Then there exist
constants C (a),Cs (a), N (a) depending only on the choice of a such that for every N > N (a)
and u € Hy,

[ull, < Cr(a)[|Opy (@) ully, + Cala)log N min [[(My () = 2) ully, ,

z€C:|z|=1

From this estimate we deduce [Theorem 1.1]

Proof of [Theorem 1.1 Fix an open set § # Q C T?. Let {¢n,}jse0 be a subsequence of

eigenfunctions of My, (7) converging semi-classically to p. Fix a non-vanishing symbol

a € C° (T?) supported inside Q. Applying [Theorem 3.2| there exists a constant C} (a) € R

such that ||Opy (a) p;n|| > C; ' (a) for N large enough. From the semiclassical convergence
[0ms (@) i 255 [ Jaf? 0.) dpc
thus [, [a|*dpuse > Cy () >0 and g () > Cq = Cy (a)”* (maxq |a|) ™" > 0. O
Another result of the theorem is [Theorem 1.2

Proof of [Theorem 1.9, Fix 0 < a; < as < 1. Let us take a smoothed characteristic func-
tion a = a(x) € C*(T?) supported inside of [a;, 5] x T. Fix an eigenstate of My (7),
ON = Dk @N,k5%+z- We note that in this scenario we can write explicitly [Opy (a) on] =

Zke[[al NasN] @ (%) ON k0 kg From [Theorem 3.2| for these choices of a symbol and an eigen-
state there exists a Ny > N (a) € N* such that for every N > N

L= llowlly, < CF (a) [Opy (a) onll”

meaning

2
C?(a
< o) > lewsl®

kG[[alN,agN]]

1§C12(a) Z

N
kEHOAlN,agN]]
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Ul

Y
FIGURE 2. Given a symbol a € C* (T?) we construct injsubsection 3.1|a partition

of unity on T2 2 [0,1)°>. R? is equipped with (y,7) coordinates. The (z,¢)
coordinates are obtained after applying the coordinate map ¢ to the coordinates
(y,n). The new coordinates describe the decomposition of R? into stable and
unstable directions. The yellow domain represents supp (a;) and the domain in
green lines represents supp (as).

3.1. Geometric construction and propagated operators. Fix a € C* (T?) having a non-
empty support and consider two proper non-empty open subsets Ky, Ko C T? with Cy C supp (a).

Let ay,as € C* (T?) be a couple of symbols satisfying (see
0<a. <1, ar+ay=1, supp (a1) C (supp (a))° a1 [, = a2 |, =1
with the corresponding operators Opy (a1), Opy (az2) satisfying
A n + Aoy = Idyy, Aoy = Opy (ac) . (%)

We can lift our construction to R? by periodization: Pick L, to be the Lagrangian foliation
whose projection is L*. We can lift a, to R?. Quantizing these symbols yields the corresponding
pseudo-differential operators A, = Opy, (a.) : L? (R) — L* (R) satisfying

ay + ao = ]_, Oph (al) + Oph (CLQ) = IdLQ(R), ay |IC2+Z2E a9 |IC1+ZQE 1. (:)J()

By an abuse of notation henceforth we identify Z2-periodic symbols a : R> — R with their

restrictions to T?. Henceforth we fix some p € (%, 1). Given a pseudo-differential operator
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A = Op, (a) : L? (R) — L*(R) we use the unitarity of My (y) in order to propagate with
respect to the hyperbolic dynamics up to time n =0,..., 7" with

p 1 ’
T=|—1"log=|, T =4T. T
LlloglAul o8 hJ )

Let us denote A (n) = M;™ () AMJ (7). Recalling the exact Egorov relation (15)), A (n) =
Op,, (ao~™). For the restriction Ay : Hy — Hy from applying the exact Egorov relation
in 24), Ay (n) = My (7) " AvMn (7)" = Opy (ao9™). We note that by [Lemma 2.14
aoq™ € Sps o (T?) uniformly in 0 < n < 7.

The partition of unity (¥) on L? (R) together with the evolution through M, () allows to
construct refined partitions of unity, in terms of ”word operators”: to every word w € W (n) =
{1,2}" = {w = wp... wp—1 : w; € {1,2}} (where 0 < n < T") corresponds an operator on
L? (R)

Ay =Au,  (n—=1)Ay, ,(n—2)-- Ay, (1) Ay,
= Opy, (a’wn—l © 7%1) -+ Opy, (@w, ©7) Opy, (@)
as well as an operator on Hy, Ay v = (Ay)y. Suppose B = Opy, (b) with b € Sps o o (R?) we
denote the “tilted” operator B = Op, (5) = M; ! (1) BM,, (1) having from [Lemma 2.14] the
"tilted” symbol b € Sie s g (R?).

Lemma 3.3.
(i) Let 0 < n < 4T then ay, € Sispy (R?) and A, = Opy, () + Opr2(ry) (R 7°7) where
Ay = H;:g Gy, © ¥/ uniformly in n and in w € W (n).
(ii)) If 0 < n < T then a, € SLS7£+(R2) and A, = Opy, (aw) + Opr2w)) (hl_g_) where
(n

).

Proof. We prove only the first statement in the lemma as (iii) follows by replacing p by £ and

n—1 ; . . .
Uy = Hj:() .y, © ¥’ uniformly in n and in w € W

the others by exchanging the stable and unstable directions. Consider the tilted operator ;lvw
which from applying can be expressed as

A, = Op, (awn_l o 7”‘1> -+ Opy, (€wy, 7) Opy, (@uy) -

Let us now show that A, can be expressed as A, = Op, (ay) + O (h!~?~) where

n—1 n—1
Qy = Hbj = H Cw; © Y oue SLépt (RQ) : (30)
j=0 =0

We note that from applying Leibniz’s chain rule 8385&; is a sum of n®*# = O (h~) summands,
each of the form

d(y,n) = (85°02by) - - (05" 00" byt ) (y, ) (31)
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with Zj o =,y . b = . By |Lemma 2.14[b; € Spe o (R?) hence each factor in the product
(31)) is bounded by C, 3,A~7% uniformly in w and in j. However, since the number of derivatives,

with respect either to y or to 1 does not exceed o + /5 and since |b;| < 1,

jd(ym) | < H Caa‘ﬁjh_pz 7 < max Cafgj h=r%. (32)
J(O‘Jvﬁ])3é0
We remind a; € [0, ], 8; € [0, 5] and that Cy, s, depend only on the number of derivatives taken.

As follows, for every a, 3, max; CO‘J“B is uniformly bounded by some constant C'. Since there

are O (h™¢) terms, each of them bounded by some C’h~*” we deduce that |8°‘86aw‘ < Ch™r~
and a,, € Sre 4 (R?)

We prove that uniformly with respect to the word w € W (n) where 1 < n < 4T,
Ay = Op, (@) = Osuqay (W) (33)
It can be verified by induction on 2 < n < 47 that

n—1

A — Opy, (Gy) Z B.Op,, bwkﬂ) -+~ Opy, (bwn_l) , (34)

k=1
where
k-1 k
By, = Opy, (bk) Op, (H bj> — Op, <H bj) '
§=0 §=0

We remind that Hi;% bi € Spe i uniformly with respect to j € [0,n — 1]. Let us show a
bound on the norm of this operator: We first note that for every 1 < j < 4T — 1, from the
Moyal product in Sge 1 (R?) (from [Lemma 2.15/ii) we deduce that || Bjl|z 2y = O (A'7"7)
uniformly in j. Then following |[Lemma 2.17| we deduce the estimate

_\C'log + ,1_,_
10Dy, (bn-1) - - - Opy, (bj11) Bj||B(L2(R)) <C (1 +C"h! p) N
for constants C, C" independant of j and n. As h — 0
Mog L
log (1+ Cxh' ") 8% = —C'log h - log (14 Cxh' ") = O (K'~"log h) — 0
[[0Pn (b1 )0 (busyy1 ) B |

thus T remains uniformly bounded as A — 0. As the sum is over n
operators of this form, we deduce from the triangle inequality that

|40 = 0y (@) | < e

With C” being uniform with respect to w and 1 < n < 4T. O

Let us now consider operators which correspond to shorter ”words”, of length T'. For every
function ¢ : W (T) — R (with T defined in (T])) such that sup|c(w)| < 1 corresponds the
weighted operator A, = ZweW(T) c(w) Ay. It is a pseudo-differential operator with a principal

symbol a, = Zwewm ¢ (w) a,, or equivalently,
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Lemma 3.4. Suppose sup,cyyry |¢ (w) | < 1 then a, € Sp. 11 (R?) and

1
2

om0 -1

Proof. We first observe that a. is bounded uniformly

la.| = Z c(w)a,| < Z e (w) |ay, < Z ay = 1.

weW(T) weW(T) weW(T)

We estimate ‘8;‘8? CTC‘ for every o, € N. First, by the second part of [Lemma 3.3 a, €
Speey (R?) and recalling [Lemma 2.13}, if («, 3) # (0,0)
a qf ~ a af—~
000la.| < Y |00,
weW(T)

< Y Capghio

weW(T)
< 27C, sh i

Recalling 3, Cap is uniform. We recall |Corollary 2.3[ implying |)\ | > 24+ /3,

plog2
~h o aaT < h7AleeltVEl < BT1TP90 for some gy > 0 and hence taking ¢ < =2

< Ca75h_1_za+p€0_€ < h-ﬂa—pg

020; a.

Ifa=p=0, \8;“8?&}\ = |a.] < 1 We deduce that a. € Sj¢ 11 (R?) and therefore a, €

1
4

l\)\»—‘

Spet (R?). The remainder follows from applying [Lemma 3.3
A= Z c(w)A, = Z c(w) (Oph (aw) + O <h1’§’€>) :
weW(T) weW(T)
The sum is over 27 terms thus the reminder is of order 2Th1=1—¢ < B~ § (1 gt ) —< O

Henceforth for every subset S C W (T') we denote Agn := (Ai4)y- Fix asmall § € (0,1)
that will be specified later in , and define the control function

F:W(T) >R, F(w):#{jE{O""’g_l}:wle}. (F)

Roughly speaking, in the notations of (), F quantifies the fraction of time a word w € W (T)
”spends inside” supp (a;). Therefore the set

Z={weW(): F(w)>d}

contains the ”controlled short logarithmic” words, i.e., those who have corresponding symbols
spending a fraction 0 of time supported inside supp (ai). This definition opens the door for
obtaining a finer pseudo-differential partition of unity. We would like to apply the fractal
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uncertainty principle (see below) hence we consider a partition arising from W (87)

(with T from (T))), words twice longer than Ehrenfest time li(;;gIAZI ~ T'. The set W (8T') can be

divided according to the control function F' to W (87) = X U Y with
X = {wWw®...0w® e W(EST): w? e W(T)\ Z, Vj}
V= {wHuw®...0w® e WEST) : vk w® e W(T) and 3§, w") € Z}.

Y is the set of "long logarithmic controlled words”: words such that a single subword w®) of
them is controlled. X is the set of uncontrolled words: the time they spend inside this fixed
subset of supp (a;) can’t be bounded from below.

3.2. Outline of the proof. The proof of is based on two key estimates: First we
estimate the mass ||Ay yul|, i.e., coming from ”controlled” words,

Proposition 3.5. There are constants C, C,Cy € R satisfying for every N > 1 and u € Hy,

. C
45l < s 0) (G 10p (@) ul +1og N _amin_ My (0) = =)l + 5l

z€C:|z|=1

with ¢; () = §.

The proof of this proposition is done in [subsection 3.3 below and is relying on the almost-
monotonicity property of the calculus in [Lemma 3.11, Then we turn to estimate the norm
of operators which corresponds to uncontrolled words w € X. We estimate the norm of each

Ay nu (for every w € X') separately by an argument involving the fractal uncertainty principle
from [BDIS],

Proposition 3.6. There exists ' > 0, a constant C' > 0 such that for every N € N*

s1p Al < —
up w,N > 7
weW(ST) BHn) = NP

with T from .

Then, we invoke a combinatorial argument from [DJ1§],

Lemma 3.7 (Lemma 3.3 in [DJ1§]). There is some C' (that might depend on §) such that for
small enough ¢ and for every h, #X < Ch=4v3,

Note that Ny appearing in the proof of [DJ18, Lemma 3.3] is larger than T" specified in (T))
above, yet one can deduce from [DJI8 Lemma 3.3].

End of the proof of [Theorem 3.3. Decomposing Idy,, = Ax y + Ay n and applying the triangle
inequality

[l < l[Axnull + | Ay vl -
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From [Lemma 3.7] [Lemma 2.19|.ii| and |Proposition 3.6|, | Ax yul| < CN=F+4Y3 ||y||. Combined
with [Proposition 3.5 it yields

Jull < CN 4% ul + S Opy (aul + S logN_min (Mo (3) = 2)ul + 5 ]
Choosing ¢ such that
B — a5 = %/ (35)
and picking N big enough eliminates the first term which in turn implies the result. U

3.3. An estimate on the controlled region ). We first bound from above ||Opy (a1)]|.

Lemma 3.8. There exists some C] € R such that for every u € Hy

10p (1) ully,, < C1 10Dy (a) ullyy,, +O (N7%) [Jully,, -

Proof. First we recall that supp (a;) C (supp (a))® and thus the function % is well defined and
one can construct a parametrix recursively. We construct a function ¢ € C* (T?) satisfying
q#na = a1 + Ogoo(r2y (N~°) for every (z,€) € (supp (a))’. Expressing by a formal ansatz
q(z, &) = Z;io q;h’ and using the expansion of the Moyal product in the left hand side we

obtain the values of sequence of functions {¢;}52,. For every j € N one can write explicitly
¢ = % for a constant C; € R and p € R[zy,...,x;41]. Inductively a1, qo, ..., qj—1
J

are all continuous functions supported inside (supp (a))° and thus g; is a well defined function
on T?. By Borel’s lemma one can indeed construct a symbol ¢ ~ >~ ¢;h? and we obtain

Opy (a1) = Opy (¢) Opy (a) + O (N_Oo) .
We deduce
10Dy (a1) ull < [|Opy (q) Opy (a)ull + O (N7) ||ull
< C1[|Opy (@) ull + O (N™%°) [lul| ,

obtaining the lemma. 0

Next, controlling the growth of Ayu implies control on the growth of Ay (m)u for u € Hy,

Lemma 3.9. Let Ay : Hy — Hny be a pseudo-differential bounded operator, then for all
m € 7,

14N (m) ullagy < ANl + Il [ AN llgaee) min 1M (3) = 2) ully,

where u € Hy.

This lemma is the discrete analogue of propagation of singularities for long time (cf. [DZ19]
Theorem E.47]).
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Proof. Without loss of generality assume that m € N. Let z € C having |z| = 1. From the
triangle inequality,
[AN (m) ully,,, = [[ANME () ully,, < [[Anullyy, + [(ANME (7) — 2" Ay) ull
< [[Anullyyy + ANy IME (7) = 2™ Tdggy) ufl -
Since MR (7) — 2™Idy, = Sopg ZPMRTF () (M (7) — 21dy,,) and since My (7) is a
unitary operator,
[(ME (7) = 2" sy ) ull <m[[(My (7) = 2) uf
and taking a z minimizing ||(Mxy (v) — 21ds,) ull;,,, proves the proposition. O

Combining [Lemma 3.8 and [Lemma 3.9| gives

Lemma 3.10. There exists (] € R such that for every m € Z,
1Avy (m) ull < Gl Avull + Iml [ A1xllgge,) min [[(My (7) = 2) ully, + O (N7%) Jully,, -

z€C:|z|=1

Ay n corresponds to a long logarithmic time (precisely 27" is asymptotically twice the
Ehrenfest time), thus the symbols a,, are no longer in a comfortable symbol class. To solve
this issue we first introduce estimates on the norm of Az x which is the sum of operators
corresponding to the shorter time 7', for which the pseudodifferential calculus still holds. We
recall the almost-monotonicity property from [DJI8, lemma 4.5] which holds for operators

AC,N = (Ac)]w

Lemma 3.11 (Almost-monotonicity property). Assume that ¢;,co : W (T) — R and for every
w € WI(T), |e1 (w)] < ez (w) <1 .Then there exists a constant C' € R independent of N, ¢; and
co satisfying for every N > 1 and every u € Hy,

_1
||A017NU’||7—[N < ”ACQ,NUHHN +CN™5 ||u||HN>

with C' € R independent of ¢y, cs.

Proof. The proof follows along the lines of lemma 4.5 in [DJ18]. First, note that plugging
|Corollary 2.3|into [Lemma 3.4} we can write, restricting to Hy,

Opy (acl) = Acl,N +0 (h%> Opy (acQ) = ACQ,N +0 (h%> .

Thus it is sufficient to prove that

2 2 _1 2
10PN (ac,) ullyy,, <11OPN (ac,) ullyy,, + CN3 lully,

which is equivalent to
(ot u)yy, > —CON™1 [lul”
with
o = Opy (ac,)" Opy (ac,) — Opy (ae,)" Opy (ac,) -
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From |[Lemma 2.16, i = Opy (|(162]2 - |a61\2) + O (N’i>. Since |c; (w)| < ¢y (w) we have
0 < |ae,|” — |ae,|" € S s,1,1- Applying Gérding inequality from [Lemma 2.25|

(Opy (lac,* = [ac, ) w,u) > =CN 75 |lu]

from which we deduce the lemma. O

Using the property we prove

Proposition 3.12. There exists constants C7, C5, C4 € R, independent of §, such that for every
u€H N,

Chlog N , C;
BN iy (Mo () = 2y + o by - (36)

c
< —
|4z nully, < 5 10py (o) ull + === min

Proof. The indicator function 1z satisfies 0 < 01z < F' < 1, with F' defined in , hence from
the almost-monotonicity property in [Lemma 3.11},
1
5 1Az ntllyy, < IAp Uy, +O (N7F) ffully, (37)

We note that

1 T-1 1 T—-1 ’
AF,N = ? Z Z Aw,N = ? ZOALN (])7 (38>
j:

j=0 ’LUGW(T),’LUjZl
From and ,

T-1
_1 1 . _1
Sl Azl < [Arvul +0 (N2) lul < 77 4wy G)ul +0 (N74) flully,
j=0

which by [Lemma 3.10| implies .
O

To finish the proof of |Proposition 3.5| we connect between short logarithmic times and long
logarithmic ones.

Proof of [Proposition 3.5 We observe that ) = |_|§’:1 Y; with

wh, . wl e W(T)
y] = w = w(l) . .w(8) c W (8T) : w(]) € Z
with o w® e W(T)\ 2

Since Y, cpyn) Aw,n = Idy, for every 1 <n < 8T

Ay, N = E Ap)p® N

w:w(l) w(s) eyj
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=Y Ay n (TT) -+ Ay n (G + 1) T) Ay v (IT) Ayt -ai-1 3

wEYj

= Awrnzn (T1) - Awepzn (G +1)T) Azn (GT) > A aglim1)
w), - wl =D eW(T)

= Awanzn (T7) - Awapzn (G + 1) T) Azy (GT) -
We note that applying [Lemma 3.11| there exist constants C', C" > 0,independent of N, such that
4wy znll < syl +C'N73 < C
and therefore for every function u € Hy,

8
Ay wull,, <CY | Ay, wull,,, <8C 1Az nully,, -

J=1

From [Proposition 3.12] there are constants C, Cy € R such that

_, | log N in
dlog |\ dlog | Ay | zeCilz|=1

C
[ Ay, yull < [Opy (a) ul| +16C (M (7) = 2) ullyy,, + N_2é [l -

O

4. v-POROUS SETS USED FOR PROVING [PROPOSITION 3.6l

The next two sections are dedicated to deducing |[Proposition 3.6| from a version of the
fractal uncertainty principle presented in [DJ18]. We first prove a similar result for the Weyl
quantization Op,, acting on L? (R) and then pass to Op, by [Lemma 2.19]iil

4.1. Introducing a partition of unity by smooth cut-offs on R?. We equip R? with the
(y,m) coordinates. We recall that ¢ is a change of coordinates from the (y,n)-coordinates to
(x,&) —coordinates. In order to simplify the proofs we consider ”twisted” symbols b.; in (40)
supported on ¢~ !supp (aco~!) for t € [T+ 1,T"]. We construct a smooth partition of unity
on R?: We tile R? by fundamental cells of the lattice ¢ ~'Z?: fix a fundamental cell of the lattice
171Z? and denote it by S°. One can consider its x—thickeing, denoted as S° (k) = S° + B (0, )
(where B (0, k) = {(y,n) : ¥* + 1% < K*}).

Denote the projections of S° (k) to the coordinate axes by II, (S° (k)), II, (S° (k)) and the
diameters of the projections by
¢, = max -, ¢, = max —1'l.
v =, max =yl 0= e =l
We can construct a smooth partition of unity: choose a smooth indicator function 1§, supported
inside S° (), attaining the value 1 on some non-empty subset of S® and >~ ;> 1%, = 1 with

G (y,m) = L% ((y,m) —¢'m) .
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Then the periodization of 1%, gives such partition. For every a € C* (R?) we define its
truncation on S™ (k) = S° (k) + ¢~ 'm by

m@ = a- 1. (39)
We recall the notion of v—porous subsets of R:

Definition 4.1. Let v € (0,1) and 0 < 75 < 73. A subset 2 C R is v—porous on scales |7y, 71]
if for each interval I of Lebesgue measure |I| € [19, 71] there exists a sub-interval J C I such

that |J| = v|I] and J N Q = 0.

Recalling and € € {1,2} we denote the twist of the symbol a, evolved at time ¢ by
bt =acov oL (40)

Let us recall that 7" = 4T (where T is defined in ((T])) and consider long words w € W (21").
Every such word can be written as concatenation of two words of length 7", that is w = w™w™
with w® e W (T"),

wt=wi..wf w o =wy..owip, wp=wepo T+ <k ST, (41)
and the associated symbols
T’ T/ 0 0
biszw$7k:HawzokaL, b, = H by = H aw;ovkou
k=1 k=1 k

=—T/4+1 k=—T'+1

We recall that ,,b is the truncation of b in S™ (k) (see (39))), and we define the associated
projections by
w0 =10, (supp mby) . w2y =1L, (Supp mby,) -
Recalling that the y—axis corresponds to the unstable direction of :=* oy o and that the n—axis
corresponds to the stable direction of it we prove the following central lemma:

Proposition 4.2. There exist K > 0 and v € (0,1) such that the sets ,,Q2= are v—porous on
scales [K'h*, 1].

Proof. We prove the porosity statement only for ,,Q2 as the proof for ,,Q follows along the
same lines. For simplicity we take m = 0 as the proof for the general case is analogous and
follows by translation. The proof relies on the correspondence between finite intervals in R and
unstable sub-orbits of .

1. For every fixed (vg,to) € T? x R we define the truncated unstable orbit of length 7 by
Ovo,toﬂ' = {Hu (’UU, t) te [to, to + T]} (42)

We denote for brevity Oy, := Oy 0-. Denote the ball of radius r centered at (y,n) by
B ((y,n),r). Let us recall from the construction above that (cf. [Figure 2)

K1 C T?\ supp (a;), Ky C T2\ supp (as) (43)
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are both open hence there exists £ > 0 and balls By ((y1,71), '), Ba ((y2,72) , ') € T? such
that

By ((y1,m),#") C K, By ((y2,m2) , K) C Ko
We note that each ball B, ((ye,7.) , &’) contains a smaller ball K := B ((ye,7c) , %) Henceforth
let us denote the Euclidean distance (both in R? and in T?) by dg,.. From the construction

e (9K, K1) > %/ﬁ’. (44)

. Let us prove that if a truncated unstable orbit is long enough it has to pass through both

sets K. and moreover that the lengths of the truncated orbits lying inside K. are uniformly
bounded from below. In other words, we show that:

There exist some (L, () € (Ri)z with L > ¢ such that for every v, the truncated unstable
orbit O,, 1 contains sub-orbits Oy, ¢, ¢, Oy 1,0 satistying Oy 1,0 C /C;-.
Assume to the contrary that for every (L, £) there exists an orbit O,, ;, which does not contain
either a sub-orbit O, 4, » C K} or a sub-orbit O,,+,+ C K. Let us consider the sequences
L,=nand/¥, = % and construct a sequence of sub-orbits of lengths L,,: for every n there
exists a vector v, € T? such that the orbit O,, , does not contain a sub-orbit Ot C L.
Since T? is compact there exist a convergent sub-sequence of vectors v,, — v, € T2 Applying
the assumption, for every k € N there exists ¢, € {1,2} such that the orbit O, n;, does not
contain a sub-orbit Ovnk,tek,ngl C K, . Possibly extracting a sub-sequence, we can ensure

that for every k ¢, = €. Letting & — oo the sub-orbits {Ov”k ny, J& converge to a full orbit

O,.. which does not intersect K. Since the latter is a proper open subset of T2, it is a
contradiction to the minimality of the horocylic flow we proved in and thus we

have proved the claim.

. Fix some big constant K > 0 and let I = I (h) C R be an interval with |I| € [Kh*, 1] and let

log (8+/(my, —my) (L +m?2) (1 + k) ) — log (3x")

Recall and define
k= min {j: |\ [I] > L}, (46)

ko<j<T'

. Let us associate to I a truncated unstable orbit: Recalling the projection 7 from we

consider the set
OI::{WOL(g):yGI}:{W(y.Uu):QGI}CTQ. (47)
From it is indeed a truncated unstable orbit of length |I].

. Recalling (6] implies that v*O; is an orbit of length IAu|"|I| > L. From and

there exists a sub-orbit OF C ¥*O;NK’ . of length £. Then there exists a sub-interval J C [
W
such that y7*O) = {ro(}) : y € J} and |J| = | F 0.
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. For establishing the porosity let us first show that there exists some v € (0, 1) such that

% >v. If k> ko+ 1, using the minimality of k

Tl < Al L
which implies
AP AP W (
— > = > : (48)
L= I 1] [Aul L
Similarly if k = kg + 1,
A i
R i > . 49
TR T o

As follows, taking v = I/\1LI’“+1L both and are satisfied.

. For demonstrating the v—porosity of (Q let us prove that for the choice of kg in J does
not intersect (2. Assume to the contrary there is some y € J N o€2f then it can be lifted
to a point (y,n) € supp ob;, for some n € R. Let us write,

0
’kaTrOL(y):’kaﬂ'OL<y)—|—’ykoﬂ'OL( ) (50)
U 0 U

From the construction of J we deduce that the first summand is in X’ ,. Since (y,n) € S° (k)
W

we can bound |n| < ¢,. Let us bound the second summand as well: ~We recall that .
maps any truncated stable orbit O = {Hs (v,t) : t € I' = [to,to + 7]} to an interval

v0,t0,T

I" C {c} x R (for some ¢ € R) and that

dEuc (Lil/HS (Uo, Z50) 7L71,H8 (007 to + T)) = HLilUSH 7

0 _
Hyk omb<n) ) < gn}‘ = 20, | M| F 0]

0 14
Lok <2— ;oAb =20 /\u_k s|| -
L OVOLQ)\_ —L [ 050 = 2 Il )

As follows the length of the truncated stable orbit {v* o 7 o L(g) : |n| < 4,} is bounded from

above by 20, |Au| ™™ ||lvs]|.  From the choice of ko in |D the second summand in is

bounded from above by %FL/ and from (see [Figure 3) adding it to the first summand,
7ko7r0L(f;) € /ka+ C Csupp <aw§> or equivalently (y,n) ¢ supp (b;) which is a contradiction.

We note that

and

O
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()

Or

J I

—>»

Fi1GURE 3. The ball of radius smaller than %/1, centered at v¥ o7 o L(:) from ([50)),

appearing in the proof of |Proposition 4.2| is contained inside ’Cwlj- In the figure
+

w, = 1.

5. AN ESTIMATE ON WORDS IN THE UNCONTROLLED REGION

We begin this section by connecting between the operator A,, and Op,, (b%): The quantization
of b satisfies a central role in estimating || A,|| B(12(r)) for w € W(21"). Since 21" is bigger than

. log L . . . . .
Egorov time %I/\h\’ we cannot view A, as a pseudo-differential operator having a symbol in the
u

previously defined calculi. Nevertheless we show that || A, || equals to the norm of a product of
two pseudo-differential operators up to some reminder. Recalling [Remark 2.20, we will deduce
an estimate on [[Au n|l54,) < | Awllpz2(®)), Proving [Proposition 3.6, Using the unitarity of
My (37") and [emma 5.

1Al g2y = [|Awsgr , QT = 1) Ay, (2T = 2) -+ Ay, (T7) -+ Ay, (1) (51)

Au, HB(LZ(R))
= HMh <7T’—1> Auy,y (2T = 1)+ Ay, (1) Ayg My, (,Y—T’-i-l)

B(L*(R))

N HAM?T’—l (T/) T AwT’ (1) o 'Awl (_T/ + 2) Awo (_T/ + 1)

B(L*(R))
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= 1411)7L (T/> e Aer (1) Aw7 (0) e Aw7 (_T, + 2) Aw7 (_T/ + 1)
H v : ’ e e B(L>(®))
Invoking the unitary of My, (¢) and
= |Mu () Ay (T) - Ay (1) Ay (T +2) A (T + 1) My (1)
T’ 1 —T'42 —T'+1 B(L2(R))
(52)

= H (Opy, (b3;) +O (h'7775)) (Opy, (by,) + O (A7) HB(LQ(R))
< [[Op, (b) Opy, (b) st(L?(JR)) +0 (h'707),

5.1. Proof of [Proposition 3.6/ In this subsection we combine the porousity of the sets
w25, m Q7 proved in [Proposition 4.2] with the fractal uncertainty principle in order to deduce
IProposition 3.6, For every m,m’ € Z? let us consider

B(m,m/) — Oph (mb;;) Oph (m/b;) .
We will apply the Cotlar-Stein theorem (cf. [Theorem 5.7 below) in order to prove that

Proposition 5.1. There exists 3 > 0 such that for every two words w®* € W (T")

||Oph (bi) Opy, (b;) HB(LQ(R)) =0 <hﬁ/> ’

Combining [Proposition 5.1](52), the unitarity of M, (¢) and [Lemma 2.19[ii] we deduce
[Proposition 3.6|for every w € X

HAw,NHB(HN) < ”AwHB(p(R)) < Chﬁ.

where ' = min{3,1 — p} for 5 defined in [Proposition 5.2/ below. For the rest of the section we
prove |Proposition 5.1} Let us denote

( (k) = max{l,, (,}. (53)
We begin by obtaining local estimates. Let us define for every m, m’ € Z?
mB_ = Oph (mb;) , mBy = Oph (mb;;) .

We will provide two distinct estimates on HB(m,m’)

L2(R) based on the distance between m and

m’. First we show that when m is in the vicinity m’ this norm is O (hﬂ )

5.1.1. Local estimates corresponding to nearby fundamental cells. We recall the concept of
smooth cutoffs on a compact I C R. Consider the K —thickened set I (K) =1+ [-K, K|. We
consider the smooth cut-off Y () € C> (R) supported on I (2K), equal to unity in 7 (K) and
¥ laeri (2) € [0,1]. The non-smooth characteristic function of a compact I C R will be
denoted by 1;.
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For the class of v-porous sets in R Dyatlov and Jin have established in [DJ18] (based on
preceding [BD18]) an extension of the ”original” uncertainty principle. We will use the following
version of it,

Proposition 5.2 (Fractal uncertainty principle, [DJN22, Proposition 2.10]). Fix some K >

0,p € (%, 1) and v € (0,1). Then there exist # > 0 depending on v, p and a constant C'

depending on v, K such that for every v—porous sets X, Y C R on scales Kh*” to 1,
1Ly i L ernn || gy 2y < CFF - h e (0.1),
where X (2Kh?) = X + [-2Kh?,2KRh*],Y (2Kh?) =Y + [-2Kh*,2Kh*].

The connection between [ to p is expressed in [DJN22] as 5 = 5y (2p — 1) for some constant
Bo > 0.

Lemma 5.3. The sharp cutoffs 1y xne) and Lx@xpe in [Proposition 5.2 can be replaced by
their smooth counterparts x£" and x§"". Indeed,

HX{’GLP'F/;lX?hp”L%R)aL?(R) = HX{/(MHY(2K’1")]:!;11X(2KW’)X§}LPHL?(R)%L%R)

< | Tyverm Py Lxerm) || 2@ 2@ < CF

Suppose the intersection of the fundamental cells is non-empty we deduce a bound on the
norm ||, By B_|| in virtue of the fractal uncertainty principle, or rather its formulation in

emma 5.3 above,

Lemma 5.4. Let m,m’ € Z? then there exists 8 > 0, independent of m and m/, and a constant
C" > 0 such that for every h € (0, 1]

sup  lwBy wB-| < C'h°
w=wyw_eW(2T")

with 7" specified in (TJ), ,, B+ = Opy, (imby) and ., B_ = Opy, (b, ), the operators corresponding
to halves of a word w € W (21") (see (41))).

Proof. Recall that x5 € C (R) is unity on ,,Q (Kh*) and that IIsupp (mby) C €.

G
fg’;; = Op, <ngg> and since we can take x*". € Spe o (R?), from the Moyal

Then since y ¥oRs
product in the class Si¢ 0,

mB+ng; = mBy 4+ Opy, (14) .

In fact, since all terms of the Moyal product of mB+XKgi except the first vanish repeated

integration by parts as in [Remark 2.24] implies that the norm of the reminder is ||Op, (r4)|| =
O (h*). Analogously, since x*1 € C> (R) and IL,supp (mb_) = -

Fir'X5E Fy o B- = B- + Opamy) (h°) .



THE FULL DELOCALIZATION OF EIGENSTATES FOR THE QUANTIZED CAT MAP 35

As a result,

”mB+ m’B*” S HmB‘FXSgZ_Q_‘Fgle/};;w_fh m/Bf

+ O (h™)

< N Bl e B - |58 F ||+ 0 ).

There exists v € (0,1) and a large K such that ,,Q} and ,,Q, are v—porous sets on scales

[Kh*,1]. From [Lemma 2.17| the norms of ,, B+ are uniformly bounded. Applying|[Lemma 5.3
there is some g > 0 such that

HmB+ m/BfH < c”

X F || ro ey < o

O
5.1.2. Local estimate for distant fundamental cells. We next provide a local estimate when the
two cutoffs are disjoint:

Lemma 5.5. Let k € N* be a large integer, p € [0,1) and m, m’ € Z* such that ||c=! (m —m')| >
10¢ (k). Then

there exist a universal constant M € N and a scalar C}, independant of m, m’ such that for
every «,6 € C™ (R?) satisfying «,6 € S, (R?)

N, o) N 6 _ 1\
1091 10) Oy (r8)] < € R4 ATt Ehyt -2

where Ny is defined by

Ny (@) := max sup (h”‘o‘l 0% ) -
lo|<k pe(o,1]

The proof of the lemma is a direct adaptation of [Zwol2l, Theorem 4.11.ii] followed by a
Calderon-Vaillancourt estimate,

Sketch of proof.
1. Let us denote the symplectic form on R? by o. Denote by ,, ¢ the Moyal product of the

symbols, i.e.,

Opy, (mm¢) = Opy, (ma) Opy, (m/6) -
Recall the integral representation of ,, ,,»¢ given by
1 i
5 / / e~ moL) g (Z — 21) 6 (Z — 23) dz1d2s. (54)

(ﬂ‘h,) R2 R2

2. Let us bound the derivatives 0}, ¢. Due to the support properties of ,, ¢ and ,,6, the
integrand in (54)) is supported on a set of bounded volume away from the origin and as a
result one can show that ||z||, = ||(z1, 22)||, > 8¢ (k). We deduce that ||Vo|| does not vanish
anywhere on its support as

IVally = 1102, =y2: —nu, )l = N2l = 8€(x) -

m,m’C (Z) :I(Z) =
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Define now the differential operator

_ _h{Vo,va) L0 (RY) - O (R*
D (a) = % Vol P : C™ (R*) — C* (RY). (55)

Then since Vo (z) is a linear function of z, for every k € N*,

('D*a) (2)] < Chkzk: I19zall
N (E

Jj=0

For every k € N* we recall that since «,6 € S, (R?),
Hai (ma (Z — 21) w6 (Z — z2))|| < C;hP

thus

E N (o k(1—p)
" (2") (me (Z — 1) b (Z — 2))| < CH (Z 19 G %ij”> <C h Ny (@) Ny (6) .

I ek
(56)
3. Let us estimate the integral appearing in through integration by parts. We recall that
the integral is supported on a product of two compact domains thus we can apply change of
variable

=1 m =24, =10 m —Z 4

for some ¢1,co = O (1). Using the Pythagorean law and then the reverse triangle inequality

hk(lfp)Nk (@) Ny, (ﬁ)

(D) (e (Z — 21) b (Z — 25))| < Ci - (57)
2 2\ 2
(l=all” + llz2l%)
h*=P) Ny (@) Ny (6)
(lemtm = Z + el + o7 'm! = Z + ) ?
- C'Ny, (@) Ny (6) Br(—p)

k
2

(e (m = m)ll = 26())* + 4. (| Z = 37 (m+ )| = 26 (x))?)
and therefore integraring over ¢y, co we get
mm (Z)| = |Z(Z)]

< C” (Ni (@) , Ny (6)) Vol (° (x))”

. hk(lfp)72'
(e m =] = 20 () + 4|2 = 3o (m 4+ m0)| = 20 (0))?)

Finally, in order to apply Calderon-Vaillancourt theorem we establish uniform estimates on
a finite number of derivates of ,, ,¢: Denoting Cy oy = ([l¢™ (m — m/)|| — 2¢ (k))* and
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applying integration by parts for every multi-index v € N2,
CilNetpy) (@) Niypy) (6)

(o + (12 b - 2)')
(58)

4. The estimates on the derivatives of , ¢ give an upper bound on [|Opy, (mm©)|l5(z2®y)- We
recall from [Zwo12, Theorem 5.1] for every u € L* (R)

Oy () = h™ 40Dy (€)1 (8) = B3t (VA s (3,71) = mon o (Vi Vi)

|0y mmre (Z)] =10,Z (Z)] < prO=p) =12

SIS

with the rescaling of u being a unitary operator on L? (R) and ¢ € Sp_%. From [Zwol2,
Theorem 4.23.ii] there exists some universal M such that
10py, (m,m’C)HB(L?(R))
= |[[Op, (m,m’é)”B(B(R))
<C Y W)

[v|<M

<cr Z sup Niqpy) (@) Niy | (6) Ehk(l—p)+|'y|(%—p)—2
h<m ? 1 2\
O’rQn m (k) + H\/EZ — EL_l (m + m,) — 2

The terms whose contributions to the sum are the largest are those corresponding to |y| = M.
Taking k to be arbitrarily large, we get an O (h*°) estimate and

|0D;, (m.mr€) HB(L?(R)) o Niyar (@) Niyas (6) =01 (—p) =2

[l —m||*
U

Remark 5.6. Since Sie 0 (R?),Spe ,0 (R?) C S, (R?) we deduce that b, by € S, (R?).
For every m,m’ € Z* b=, bE € S, (R?) and for every k € N*\ {1, 2} there exists a constant
Cy, for which if ||¢™! (m — m/)|| > 10¢ (k)

Ck
lm —m||*
where M is the universal vonstant from and ,, By = Opy, (mbE) ,  Bx = Opy, (b)
are the operators obtained from quantifying the product of 1%, with a symbol corresponding to

a half of a long word w € W (27").

||mB:|: m’B:FH S hk(l*ﬂ)‘i*M(%*p)*Z HmB; m’B:I:H S hk(lfp)+M(%*p)*2 Ck -
lm — /||

We deduce now [Proposition 5.1| from the estimates above,
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Proof of |[Proposition 5.1 Let us begin by recalling Cotlar-Stein theorem

Theorem 5.7 (Cotlar-Stein theorem, §3 in [Cot55],§VIL.2.2 in [SM93]). Let {A;};en be a family
of bounded operators on some Hilbert space H. Suppose the bounds

sup 34243 < C, and sup 3 A, ALl < C
i Tk

hold then > i A, converges, in the strong operator topology, to an operator A satisfying
1Al < €

We will apply this theorem on the family { B, /) }nnrezz. From the definition of b in (41)) we
note that ||Opy, (nb+)|| < C uniformly in n € Z? hence this family is bounded. We would like to
show the boundedness of the sums. For that purpose let us define the relation ~ on Z? x Z? by

n~n' < || (n—n')|| <100(k).

1
Fix (¢,¢') € Z* and consider the sum -z B, sy B ’2. Splitting the summation over n
and n/,
3 1
Z "B?q7Q’)B(nvn’)}|2 - Z ¢ B~ 4By nB. n'B—H2
n,n’' €22 n,n €72
3 1
- Z HB(*q,tI’)B(”ﬁn’) s Z HB(W;/’)B(W"/)H2 :
n,n’:?;jg n,n’mAdn’ or ntq

Since ¢ € Z? is fixed the first term is a finite summation on which we can apply thus

Z HBEkq,q’)B(n,n’) =0 (hﬁ> :

n~n’
n~q

Let us now consider the second summation. We split it as

1
Z HBEkq,q’)B(nvn’)“Q: Z ”B(*q,q’)B(n,n’)

T (59)

1
*+ Z HB(*q,q/)B(nm’)

/. / / /
n,n’:nxgn’ or nyyq n,n’:?:;?; mn/:%\;ﬁ]
1
* 2
+ D 1Bl B
Ry %04
n,n N~

In virtue of applied both for HqBinBJrH and for ||, By B_|| for every k > 3,

> 1Bl Bl < GE MG ST min (] )7 e =)

! /
nobn nobn
n,n’: # n,n’: #

notq notq

< OphsA=P+M(5-30)-1,
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/ /' min {||i (6 = )5 [l 6 — )| F ) deda
R2\B(q’,10¢(x)) J R2\B(x,104(k))
_ O3 oM (f-5p) -1 H min {Hb—lgu‘% , }L—lxu‘g} dedx

(R2\B(0,10¢(x
— 0 (hz (1=p)+M (330 )*1> ,
The other sums in the right hand side of . can be treated in a similar manner. First,

3 <0 Y CuwlgBenBell?

nan' ity natr
<O T Gt - g
nan;L’;é’l’L
-0 (h§<1—ﬂ>+M<%—%p)—1> .
and,
1
Z ‘szq,q’)B(mn ’ OZHHB-‘FH'B ||2
n,n/:T;ZZ(:Z/ nyn/
R O] U
nobn’

-0 <h§(1fﬂ>+M(i*%P)*1> ,
The estimates above yield

1
sup Z HB?q,q/) (B(n’"’))”2 = Sup Z

/ 4 / 4
(9,9')€Z (n,n)EZA (9,9')€Z (n,n/)EZA

vB' BBy wB_||? =0 (W)

By analogous methods we obtain as well that
1 1
sup ) Z H (B((Lq/)) BZ‘mn,)HZ = sup , Z HqB+ ¢B- wBZ ,BL||* =0 (hﬁ) )
(9,9")€Z (n,n)EZA (¢,9")€Z (n,n!)EZA
From applying Cotlar-Stein theorem and recalling > /2 1%n =1
M —o00 _
> Bty = Opy, (b)) Oy, (by,)

nn' €22: || oo, [0 [l oo <M

in the strong operator topology and

|Opy, (b77) Opy, (b3,) HB(L2(]R)) =0 (). (60)
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