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GEOMETRIC CONTROL IN THE PRESENCE OF A BLACK BOX

NICOLAS BURQ AND MACIEJ ZWORSKI

ABsTrACT. We apply the “black box” scattering theory to problems in control theory for the
Schrodinger equation, and in high energy eigenvalue scarring.

1. INTRODUCTION

The purpose of this paper is to show how ideas coming from scattering theory (resolvent
estimates) lead to results in control theory and to some closely related eigenfunction estimates.

The black box approach in scattering theory developed by Sjostrand and the second author
[B2] puts scattering problems with different structures in one framework, and allows abstract
applications of spectral results known for confined systems. One striking example is a reduction
of scattering on finite volume surfaces to one dimensional black box scattering. In this paper
we take the opposite point of view: a black box in a confined system is replaced by a scattering
problem. That permits having isolated dynamical phenomena (such as only one closed orbit)
impossible in confined systems. It also permits using some finer results of scattering theory
directly.

We stress that this follows the well established trend (see Bardos-Lebeau-Rauch [2]) of using
propagation of singularities results developed for scattering theory in geometric control theory.
We also mention that the term “black box” is commonly used, in a similar context, in applied
control theory [34].

Since the proofs are simple and since it is profitable to state the results in an abstract setting
which requires a certain amount of preparation, in this section we will present some typical
applications.
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Black box model:
Control region Ikawa’s obstacle scattering

FIGURE 1. Control in the exterior of several convex bodies
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In geometric control theory for the Schrodinger equation (see Lebeau [26], and also [27],[38]
for earlier work and background) we are concerned with the following mixed problem:

(0 + A)u=0 inQ
(1.1) uljo,mx00= 9ljo,rxr
uli=0= Up.

where  is an open subset of R?, 99 is its boundary and I' is an open subset of 9. The
question is to determine a (large) class of functions ug for which there exists a control g such
that u[=pr= 0. In a geometric setting in which full geometric control fails, the following result
was established by the first author in [4]:

Theorem 1. Consider © = U;-Vzl@j C R?, a union of mutually disjoint closed sets with strictly

convex smooth boundaries, and satisfying the assumptions in Sectlid below. Let Qbea bounded
domain with a smooth boundary and containing convhull(©). Denote by Q@ = Q\ O and T = 90.
Then for any T, > 0 and any ug € Hy () there exists g € L*([0,T] x T) such that in (),
with we have uli~7= 0.

In Figlll on the left we have three convex obstacles inside of the boundary of Q. Inside of the
black box bounded by the dotted line the local geometry is the same as in the scattering problem
on the right.

We are going to show how Theorem [l can be obtained directly from estimates on the resolvent
of the Laplace operator, which in turn can be deduced from semi-classical microlocal analysis or
from known results in scattering theory. In the case quoted above, these come from the work of
Tkawa [23] and in particular we can now avoid most of the delicate analysis of [H].

The next application generalizes a result of Colin de Verdiére and Parisse [I2] who considered a
special case of an isolated trajectory lying on a segment of a constant negative curvature cylinder
in dimension two:

Theorem 2. Suppose that (X, g) is a compact Riemannian manifold with a (possibly empty)
boundary and v C X is a closed hyperbolic geodesic (we allow broken geodesic flow as long
as the reflections are all transversal). If x € C>(X,[0,1]) is supported in a sufficiently small
neighbourhood of ~ then there exists a constant C = C(v) such that for any eigenfunction, u, of
the Laplacian, Ag with Dirichlet or Newmann boundary conditions, we have

(1.2) c/ lu(@)2(1 — x) (@)dvol, > ﬁ/ lu(z)2dvoly, —Agu = Au.
X gA Jx

An example [I2] of a cylinder segment with Dirichlet boundary conditions shows that the
result is optimal.

The proof of Theorem B (see also Theorem BI') is based on putting the closed hyperbolic orbit
into a microlocal black box, where that orbit becomes the only trapped orbit in a scattering
problem. We can then use scattering estimates based on the quantum monodromy method [33],
and the work of Gérard [I5] and Gérard-Sjostrand [I7] to obtain estimates leading to ([C2).

We conclude with a brief discussion of another example related to eigenvalue scarring (see
Theorem B below for a full discussion). While in Theorem [ we eliminated the need for separation
of variables, its use is essential in this case. For the Bunimovich cavity shown in Figthe natural
black box for constructing bouncing ball modes (two are shown in the same figure) is a rectangle
constituting the central part of the cavity — see the recent discussion of this in [I4] and [37]. On
one hand, our result shows that the crude error estimate

(13) (—Ap = Nux = O(1), Ju =1,
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FIGURE 2. An experimental image of the wave in the “black box” in Fig. H -
see [10] and http://www.bath.ac.uk/~pyscmd/acoustics.

in the quasimodes obtained by truncating the rectangle modes is in fact the best possible and on
the other hand that the eigenfunctions can not acumulate at high frequency only in the central
part. This agrees with the experimental results [I0] where it was stressed that phenomena shown
in Figll can occur only at low frequencies (see also [I] for a different discussion and references to
the physics literature). For an exact eigenstate we have the following

Theorem 3. Let u be a Dirichlet eigenfunction of the Laplacian on the Bunimovich stadium M :
—Au = Au, ulgpr=0

Let a(x) be any continuous function identically 1 on the non-rectangular part of M. Then there
exists C > 0 such that

(1.4) C/M la(z)u(z)|?dx > /M lu(z)|?dz .

Stronger results (implying (LA)) are presented in Theorems B and @ in SectBE3 A self
contained proof of Theorem Bl and a discussion of related mathematical and physical literature
has been presented in [[f]. We stress that only the properties of the rectangular part used as a
“black box” are needed for this result.
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partial support under the grant DMS-0200732. They are also grateful to Steve Zelditch for
informing them of [T4] and [37] which expanded the breadth of this note, to Luc Miller for
helpful comments on the first version of the paper, and to Victor Humphrey and Paul Chinnery
for the permission to use their Figll The first author thanks the Mathematical Science Research
Institute for its hospitality during spring 2003.

2. PRELIMINARIES

In this section we review some basic aspects of semiclassical microlocal analysis, following [33,
Section 3]. Thus, let X be a compact C* manifold. We consider pseudo-differential operators as
1
acting on half-densities, u(z)|dz|? € C>(X, Q% ), where we use the informal notation indicating
how the half-densities change under changes of variables:

u(@)|da]® = v(y)|dyl®, y = r(z) <= v(k(@))|K (@)% = u(z),
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Consequently the symbols will also be considered as half-densities — see [21], Sect.18.1] for a general
introduction and [33, Appendix| for a discussion of the semi-classical case. This way our results
are more general and do not depend on the choice of a metric on X. If X is a Riemannian manifold
and the operator we consider its Laplace-Bertrami operator then the natural Riemannian density
is all we need.

By symbols on X we mean the following class:

SPM(T*X, 02, ) = {a € C®(T*X x (0,1]; Q2. ) : |aga§a(:c,§; h)| < Cogh™™ (€)1AY

1
and the class corresponding pseudodifferential operators, \IIZ”C(X ,§1%), obtained from a local
formula in R™:

w 1 z+y i
(2.1) Opy (a)u(x) = —(27rh)” //a (—2 L€, h) el y’5>/hu(y)dyd§.
The principal symbol map,
o . \I]m,k X Q% Sk,m k—1,m—1 * %
h = *p (X, X)) — /S (T"X, Q7. %)

gives the left inverse of Op}’ in the sense that o, o Op} : S"™* — §m-k/§m=LEk=1 ig the natural
projection. We refer to [I3] for a detailed discussion of the Weyl quantization and to [B6] for a
discussion in the case of manifolds.

For a € S™*(T*X Q2. ) we follow [33] in defining

ess-supp, ¢ CT*X U S*X, S*X et (T*X\0)/Ry,

where the usual R action is given by multiplication on the fibers: (z,¢) — (z, ), as
ess-supp;, a =
C{(z,&) e T*X : Je> 0020 a(a’,&) = O(h™), d(z,a") + |6 — €| < ¢}
UC{(2,§) € T"X\0 : Fe> 0050 a(x',&) = O(h>=(¢')~>), '
d(z,2) + 1/ + [€/15] = € /1€']] < e} /Ry
For A ¢ \I/Z”“(X, Q)%(), then put
W Fp(A) = ess-supp, a, A= Opy(a),
and this definition does not depend on the choice of Opj . For
u € C™((0,1]; D' (X, Q)%()) , 3Ny, h~Noy is bounded in D'(X, Qi),
we define the semi-classical wave front set as
Wi (u) = C{(2.€) : 34 € W)O(X,03) on(A)(2.€) £ 0, Au € hC=((0,1]:C(X.Q3))}

When v is not necessarily smooth we can give a definition analogous to that of ess-supp,;, a. In
this paper we will work in a pure semi-classical setting and consequently only compact subsets
of T* X will be important. Consequently, this definition is sufficient for our purposes.

We also need to review the notion of microlocal equivalence of operators and other objects.
Suppose that

T . C¥(X,0%) - C¥(X,0%),

=

and that for any semi-norm || e ||; on C*°(X,Q%) there exists a semi-norm || e || and My such
that
| Tulls = O(h™) [lul2 .
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This condition makes T semi-classically tempered. In the sequel all operators considered will be
assumed to satisfy this temperence condition. For open sets, V C T*X, U C T* X, the operators
defined microlocally near V x U are given by equivalence classes of tempered operators given by
the relation

T~T <« AT-T)B=00®) : D(X,0%) — C¥(X,0%),
for any A, B € 9%°(X, Q%) such that
WF(A)cV, WF(B)cU,
VeVeTX, UeUeT*X, U,V open.

We say that P = @ microlocally near U x V it APB — AQB = O2_,12(h*), where because
of the assumed pre-compactness of U and V the L? norms can be replaced by any other norms.
For operator identities this will be the meaning of equality of operators in this paper, with U,V
specified (or clear from the context). Similarly, we say that B = T—! microlocally near V x V, if
BT = I microlocally near U x U, and T'B = I microlocally near V x U. More generally, we could
say that P = @ microlocally on W C T*X x T*X (or, say, P is microlocally defined there), if
forany U,V,U xV C W, P = @ microlocally in U x V. We should stress that “microlocally” is
always meant in this semi-classical sense in our paper.

Rather than review the definition of h-Fourier integral operators we will recall a characteriza-
tion which is essentially a converse of Egorov’s theorem:

Proposition 2.1. Suppose that U = O(1) : L*(X) — L*(X), and that for every A € ¥)°(X)
we have

(2.2)

AU =UB, BeW)(X), o(B)=r"0(A),
microlocally near (mg, mg) where k : T*X — T*X is a symplectomorphism, defined locally near
mo, k(mg) = mg. Then U is, microlocally, near (mo,mg), an h-Fourier integral operator of
order zero, quantizing K, that is associated to the graph of k.

For the proof and further details we refer the reader to [33, Lemma 3.4]. We will use the
following well known fact (see [B3|, Proposition 3.5] for the proof):

Proposition 2.2. Suppose that P € ‘Ilg’k(X) has a real principal symbol which satisfies the
condition
p=0=dp#0.
For any mo € p~1(0) there exists an h-Fourier Integral Operator, F,
FP=hD,,F, microlocally near ((0,0),mg)

F~1 exists microlocally near (mq, (0,0)).

3. FROM RESOLVENT ESTIMATES TO TIME DEPENDENT CONTROL

In this section we will present a simple abstract argument showing how semi-classical resolvent
estimates give a control result for the semi-classical Schrodinger operator. An adaptation of this
argument to the classical control setting will be presented in Sect[Hl

Theorem 4. Let P(h) be a family of self-adjoint operators on a Hilbert space H, with a fived
domain D. Let Hy be another Hilbert space, and suppose that for a bounded family operators,
A(h) : D — Hi, we have

G(h)

(3.1) lulle < == 1P (h) + T)ulln + g(R)|A(R)ulln, ,
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r€l=(-b-a) @R, 1< Gh) = OhN), for some Ny. Fiz x € C°((a,b)). There exists
constants cg, and Cy, such that for any T (h) satisfying
G(h)
2 —
(3:2) T(h) <o

we have for 0 < h < ho(9),

2 pT(h) ,
(33) (Pl < Cofr [ A P (P (b))l .

To motivate the abstract presentation we relate the notation of Theorem H to a concrete
situation. Thus let P(h) = —h2A be the Dirichlet Laplacian on a compact manifold €2, with
boundary 9. Then

H=L*Q), D=H*(Q)NH Q).
Let I' C . We then define
Hy = L*(T), D>ur— A(h)u = hd,ulre M,

where 0, denotes the inward pointing normal to 9Q2. The estimate [B3) is a typical observability
estimate equivalent by duality to an exact control statement (see SectB1)). An abstract method
for obtaining semi-classical estimates (Bl will be presented in SectHl

Proof. Let us put v(t) = exp(—itP(h)/h)x(P(h))u. We introduce a function ¢ € C°(R;[0,1]),

and put
w(t) = <ﬁ) (#).

(ihdy — Pyw(t) — %1// <%h)) o(t).

Because of the compact support we can take the (semi-classical) Fourier transform in ¢ which
gives

Clearly,

(7 P)(r) = =i Ficor (0o T()0) (7).
For 7 € I we can use [B]) which gives

_ G(h) _

[@(7)[l2 < mIIftar(ib’('/T(h))v)(T)IIH + 9| AR)W(T) 24, -
Using the generalized Plancherel theorem we obtain

Iy G(h)?

/1 [@(r)|[3,dr < 2T h)e 14" (o /T (R))0l T2, 520) + 29| A(R)WI[T2 534, -
We now want to show that we can integrate over R in place of I in the left hand side. That
follows from
h o0
A4 p(r)1 =0(—— P

(3.4) ol =0 () ) Pl

which in turn follows from integration by parts in

w(r) = /R e MEET) )y (%) X(P)udt = /R (—(P+7)" 'hDye "/, (%) X(P)udt,

VT eR\T (P +rx(Phulla > (Pl
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Thus we obtained

G(h)? o0
w12 gys90) < 2W||¢/(./T(h))U||ZL?(Rt;’H) + (W) AW L2 (g, 90,) + O lIX(P)ul?,

and the first term on the right can be absorbed on the left using B2). In fact, since
1
Jo #(s)%ds — 2
$€C((0,1)) fol @' (s)2ds
we have from the definition of w, and for any € > 0,

2 2
?EZL (Pl + 2%”:4(11)10”%2(&;%1) + O |Ix(P)ull3 -

This completes the proof once we take h small enough. O

[x(P)ull3 < 2(7* +¢)

4. SEMICLASSICAL BLACK BOX RESOLVENT ESTIMATES

In this section we will make assumptions under which resolvent estimates can be obtained in
the semi-classical setting. For simplicity no boundary will be allowed here.
1
Let X be a compact C* manifold. Let P(h) € ¥;°(X;Q%) be formally self-adjoint on

L?(X; Q)%() We assume that, if p is the principal symbol of P(h) then

(4.1) p=0=dp#0, p>(£)?/C for [¢|>C,
and that for some § > 0
(4.2) p ([-0,0]) e T*X .

o

// =

Black box model
Energy surface {p = 0} 14

FIGURE 3. A semi-classical black box with an hyperbolic trapped trajectory.

Suppose that Q(h) is a family of bounded operators on a Hilbert space H. Suppose that there
exist bounded operators

Ui(h) : L3(X;9%) — H
Us(h) © H — L3(X;Q%),
) : H—H,
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such that, microlocally near V, an open subset of p~1([—6, ]), we have
Uz(h) o Ur(h) = Id,
(4.3) Ur(h) o Ua(h) = X*(h)
Ur(h) o P(h) o Ua(h) = Q(h) o x*(h).
In practice, the operators U;(h) are h-Fourier integral operators (see Proposition ZT)) but we

do not need to make this assumption in the abstract presentation. Figure Bl shows our setup
schematically in the case relevant for the proof of Theorem B

Theorem 5. Let P(h) and Q(h) satisfy the assumptions above and Vi be an open relatively

1
compact subset of T*X. Suppose that A € ‘Ilg’O(X, Q%) is microlocally elliptic in Vo, and that
there exists T > 0 such that

Vpep H(0O)\V3I0<t<T, ec{+1}

(4.4) .
exp(esHp)(p) Cp (0)\V, 0<s<t, exp(etHp)(p) € V.

Suppose also that

(45) Ivmem = < M am =1,
Then for u € C(X, Qi) we have
(4.6) lal < G811+ Gy u).

h
We start with the following standard:

Lemma 4.1. Suppose that p, A, and V satisfy @A). If B € ¥*0(X, Q)%() and WF(B) C T*X\V
then

(4.7) |Bull < Ch=H || Pull + || Aul| + O(h*®)]|u]] -

Proof. In view of the compactness of p~1(0) we can replace Vy by a precompact neighbourhood
of Vo Np~1(0). The assumption () then shows that it is enough to prove a local version of the
estimate. We can suppose that W F(A) C U where U is a small neighbourhood of mg € V; and

WFB)c |J exp(etH,)(Uh) cT*X\V, Ui eU.
0<t<to

If ¢y is small enough we can apply PropositionZ2 as the estimate is clear in the case of P = hD,,.
In general, we can then split the interval [0, ¢o] into subintervals in which the ty-small argument
can be applied. O

Proof of Theorem [A Suppose that B; satisfies
WF(B))cVi, VeV, WFI-By)CcT*X\V.
Then if V7 is sufficiently close to V' then using the second part of {3)) we have
| Bru|l = Uax*Us Byul| + O(h*)|ull

(4.8) -
= |U2x*Q ™' QU1 Byul| + O(h>)||ul|
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If we now apply ([EH) and then ([3)) again, we obtain

1Bl < P oxiu Bl + 0
(49) <0 1puj 1 2 BuJul) + 0 ul
G(n)

< C——=|[Pull + G(n)|| Bzu|| + O(h>) [ull,

;.‘ ‘

where By € U09(X, Q)%() satisfies
WF(By) cVi\V, WF((I—-By)[P,B1])=0.

Lemma BTl now shows that

G(h .
1Bl < cE8) P+ Gl Au) + OB ul).

We now choose By € U%°(X, Q%) such that WF(Bs) € T*X \V, and WF(I — Bs) C V1. We
can apply Lemma Bl with B = Bs and that gives @) as ||u|| ~ ||Biul|| + || Bsul|- O

In some situations we can obtain improved estimates under a modified assumption on Q'.
This modification will be crucial in Sectlll where we will prove [L2). We present it separately
not to obscure the simplicity of Theorem

Theorem Bl. Suppose that the assumptions of Theorem [ hold, and that in addition,

(4.10) I Q" trom) < 41

where ¢(h) is a microlocal cut-off to a neighbourhood of V1 \'V, where V1 © V is a small neigh-
bourhood of V. Then we have,

(411) full < S Pl + g(a)) Au.

Proof. We revisit the proof of Theorem Bl Instead of moving instantly to @3) from (F) using
&8, we apply the identities [3), and write
1Brul| < ClIx* Q™' Qx*UrBrulls + O(h™)|u]
= X' Q™' UL(B1Pu + [P, BiJu) | + O(h™)]|ul|
< IX*FQT'ULBI Pully + [IX* Q™ U1 (h)[P, Blull3 + O(h)|u]l,

where we could insert the cut-off ¢(h) due to the microsupport properties of Bj.
If we apply 8) and I0) we obtain a local version of (ETI):

G(h g(h
1B < A puy 4 e .

The proof is then completed as in the case of Theorem Bl O
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5. ESTIMATES IN THE HOMOGENEOUS CASE: CLASSICAL CONTROL

In this section we will adapt the semi-classical arguments of SectHlto obtain a classical version
of the estimate [H). We start by modifying the black box assumptions where we essentially
follow [32],[81] but change the ambient space from R™ to an arbitrary manifold.

Thus let X be compact C*° manifold with a (possibly empty) boundary X. We consider an
elliptic differential operator of order two,

Py € Diff%(X,Q2),

with a domain Dy C L3(X, Q)%() The choice of the domain includes the possible boundary
conditions. _

Let Y C X be an open set. We also consider an auxiliary manifold X, which coincides with
X on a neighbourhood, Y of Y — see Figll for a visualization.

We then consider complex Hilbert spaces H, Hpp with orthogonal decompositions

Ho=Hy ®LAX\ Y, Q%)

Hp = Hy © LA(X\Y,02).
For H the orthogonal projections on the two factors are denoted by 1y and lx\y respectively.
If x; € C*(X) satisty
(5.1) supp xo C Csupp(1 — x1) Csuppx1 C Y, supp(l — xo) C X \Y

then multiplication by x; is well defined on H and Hpp.
On L? (X) and Hpp, we have unbounded operators, Py and Py, respectively with domains

Do & D(P) € L2(X,0%)

Dy D(Pyp) C Hob -

A self-adjoint operator, P : H — #, has the domain D C H, satisfying the following
conditions:

Ix\yD = l1x\yDo, UyD = lyDyp,
(I=x1)P=(1-x1)P(L—x0) =1 —x1)Fo(l—x0) =1 —-x1)h,
Pxo = x1Pxo0 = x1PopX0 = PobXo »
for any functions satistying (B)). We use the notation from [32] and in particular write
D> = (| D(P*), DN = (D).
keN

We also make another standard “black box” assumption:

(P+14)~! is compact on H.

As in previous sections we have two types of results. To obtain the assumptions of an analogue
of Theorem Hl we need resolvent estimates based on black box resolvent estimates. That is provided
in
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Control regions Y Black box model

FIGURE 4. The black box Y, its neighbourhood, 37, in the case when X = T?
is the flat torus, and X = R2, the plane.

Theorem 6. Suppose that A : D(A) — Hi1, Avp : D(Avy) — Hi, where Hy is a Hilbert space,
D(A) D D*°, D(Awb) D DY, satisfy, for u € D™ and v € DY,

Ievyulle < CO)HIP = Nullpe + ([ Aullse, +OUN) =) ulle
el < GO) (NP = Mol + Aol ) N = o0,

Axo = x14x0 = x14bbX0 = Avbxo, G(A) >1,
VEIC; || Avvxoull < Cr([|Aull#, + [lullp-+)

for any x;’s satisfying @I). Then
(5.3) lullwe < CLGO) (V2P = Al + | Aully ) -

(5.2)

Proof. We first prove the following estimate:
(5.4) 2P0, xolullae < C ()72 = Nl + lulyy )
Indeed, the ellipticity of Py gives
el 2 supn(wxo)) < € (1Poullpzievy) + llullzzcay))

< C (P = NullL2x\v) + MullLzxvy))
Using the inequality ||ul| ;1 < C+/JJullg2|[u]l 12 we get ().

We now turn to the proof of (B3). The black box assumptions give
(Pob — N xou = (P — N)xou = [Py, xolu + xo(P — Nu

Using (B2)) we obtain

Ixoulla = lIxoull2,, < G(A) (<>\>_1/2(||X0(P = Nullag, + [I[Fo, xolull,,) + ||AbeoU||H1)
Above, we can replace the norms in Hyp, by norms in H and, using (B2) and (B4, this implies

Ioull < CGA) ((N721(P Ml + | Aullz, + Ol + fullo-s)
To conclude the proof we use the first inequality in (22) and the fact that
lullp-— = [|(P + )" ull2 < Cr (N lull2 + [|(P = Aull)

(5.5)
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Remark 1. In the proof above, the operators A and Ay}, could depend on A as long as the
assumptions are uniform in .

The difference between the semi-classical and classical control estimates, (B3)) and [&3) below,
is more serious. In the classical case the low energy contribution does not allow an explicit time
dependent constant we have in [B3)) (compare (B9) and (B26) below). As investigated recently
in [29] violent behaviour is expected when fast control is a goal.

Theorem 7. Suppose that A : D(A) — H1, where Hy is a Hilbert space, D(A) D D™, satisfies
the following condition: for all N there exists Cy such that for all k € N and uw € D>,

(56) (1A Phulla, + A1 = )27 Pullr, < Cn (Il Aullre, + 27" Jullp-v) |

P e C5°((1/2,2)).

Suppose also that for all A € R and u € D> we have
(5.7) [ullze < GNP = Mulla + gV Aull,
where G and g satisfy
(38) (NP GN) <N o) <) TN, g(A/2) < Cg(N) < CTg(2N).
We also assume the following weak continuity property (see Remark A for a discussion) There
exist N1 € N and a Hilbert space H® such that H1 C H* continuously, and the operator Ae™*t is
continuous from D~No to H, N (Ry; HE).

Then there exist constants Cy and C1 = C1(T') such that for any T > Cylimsupy_. G(A)
we have for u € D,

T .
(5.9) g (P)~ ull3, < Cl(T)/O le™" Aul3,, dt .

Remark 2. In the case where the operator P is the Laplace operator with Dirichlet boundary
conditions, the weak continuity is satisfied in the two following typical situations:
(1) If A is a pseudodifferential operator supported in the interior of X, then H; = L?(X)
and we can take H¥ to be another Sobolev space H*(X).
(2) If Au = Opulr where I' C 92 and 0, is the normal derivative to the boundary. Then
we can take H! = H; = L?(0X) as standard trace regularity results for solutions of
Schrodinger equations show that the assumptions hold with N; sufficiently large.

Proof of Theorem [@: We follow closely the proof of Theorem Hl observing first that, with ¥ €

C§°(]1/2,2]) equal to 1 close to 1, (&) and (EH) imply
(5.10)
(gN)) I (P/ X))l < G (g HIE P/ AP = Nullae + CllAullz, + CON) ™ Jullp-~

which in turn implies
(5.11) [ {g(P) " ¥ (P/(N)ulla < GN)IKg(P) (P = Null + Cll Aullze, + )N [[uflp-» .
The functional calculus of self adjoint operators gives

(1 = ¥)(E/N)

C
o _

0P Ml

11 = ®)(P/ (M) {g(P)) ullae < sup

\ (P ulln <

which, using (BH) again, and (&) implies (taking N large enough) that for |A| large enough,
(5.12) g (P) ™ ulla < CGN)[{g(P)) ™ (P = Nullse + Cl| Aulz, -
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Proceeding as in the proof of Theorem Bl we define v(¢) = exp(itP)u. We introduce a function
¥ € C5°(]0,1]), and put
t

wl)=v (7 ol0).
(10, — Pyut) = 2=t' ( 3 ) o(t)
e =TT '
Because of the compact support we can take the Fourier transform in ¢ which gives

(r = PY(r) = - Foon (' (o/T)0)(r).

Let p be a large constant to be fixed later. For (1) > 0/2 we estimate @w(7) using (BI2) which
gives

so that

A (P Fosr (0 (/T ) s+ CLAB)

For (1) < 0/2 we simply write, with x € C§°(] — 1,1]) equal to 1 on [-1/2,1/2],

(5.14) @) = [0 (1) (ot (= x(p/e)uis

The contribution of the first term is bounded (in H) by ||(x(P/e)ull% and by integrations by
parts with the operator % we can bound the contribution of the second term by

O 1 ul

N H
L+ |1+ |of + (P)Y

From &13), ET4),[EI15) and the bounds on the weight g, we get

(5.13) (g (P))~t(7)ll» < C

(5.15)

up|(>,/2 G(7 ’ 1 / 2
516) o(P) B0 e < € (222 AT () T 0 0/ T

T
e / | AP ul|Z,, dt + O[T py < ull3, + Cla) ™™ ful® v,

Remark that

(5.17) g (P~ @) 2,30y = T2 1912 g (P)) Ml
and
(5.18) (g(P)) ™ Frsr (W' (0/T)0l| L2k, i3y = T2 (19 || 2l (g (P)) ]l 3¢

Consequently, taking p large enough the assumption T' > C; lim SUP| x| =00 G(\) ensures that we
can eliminate the first and the last terms in the right hand side and get

T
(5.19) g (P) ™ ulla < C/O 1A’ P ul3,, dt + CllLpy<pull3,

To eliminate the last term we use the compactness-uniqueness argument from [2] which we now
recall. Proceeding by contradiction we obtain a sequence (u,) such that

T
(5.20) Clpy<ptnllz > 1 = (g(P)  unll3 > n/o | Ae™ P[5, dt
Define

T
(5.21) Hr ={ue D No . ||<g(P)>71u||?_L —I—/ ||Aeitpun||§_[1dt < 400}
0
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with its natural norm (the definition makes sense because of the weak continuity property of
AeP). Due to the assumption (E8) and the weak continuity property of Ae®”| Hr is a Hilbert
space which is continuously embedded in D~"e. The sequence (u,,) is bounded in H and we can
extract a subsequence converging weakly in H to a limit u. Using the compactness of (P +i)~!,
the operator 1 py<, is also compact on D~No_ By passing to the limit we see that u satisfies

(5.22) O||]1<P)Spu||'2H >1
and
T
(5.23) 0= [ 1Aet ul, e
0

The contradiction comes from the following:

Lemma 5.1. Denote by
T

(5.24) N={uceHyr : 0= / ||Aeitpu||$_hdt}
0

Then N = {0}.

Proof. We first show that NV is invariant under the action of the operator P. Using that Pe*"u =
i0peu, the only thing to show is that if u € N then ||{(g(P)) "' Pul|3 is bounded.

We denote by v(t) = eFu and apply ([EI9) with T replaced by T — g¢ to the sequence of
functions

(5.25) pe =2 HE) =) 2 —v®)

we get for 0 < € < gg

(5.26) [{g(P)) " veli=o 1 < ClNpy<pveli=o |13

and using that v [4=g converges to i0iu[i=o= Pu¢=¢ in D~No—1 we obtain that the right hand
side is bounded as € tends to 0. Consequently, we can extract a subsequence v, converging in
Hyp_,. The limit is necessarily (due to the weak continuity property) Pu which implies that
Pu € N. To conclude, remark that ||l py<,unl|3, is a norm on N equivalent to the natural
norm. Consequently N is finite dimensional. The space NN is invariant by the operator P which
consequently has an eigenvector. But any eigenvector of P in N satisfies Au = 0 and is equal to
0 due to (&2). Consequently N = {0}. O

6. EXAMPLES AND APPLICATIONS

In this section we present several applications of our method, giving, in particular the proof
of Theorems [M P and Bl stated in the introduction.

6.1. Geometric control. As in the introduction we consider €2, a smooth domain in R%, T € 99,
and we fix T > 0. For any g € L?([0,T] x I), we denote by u = S(g) the solution of the mixed
problem ([l). The goal is to find conditions on I' so that there exists a large class of functions
up which can be “controlled” by g, in the sense that

(6].) u[t:T: 0.

The basic result was obtained by Lebeau [26] (see also [27] and [38]). It involves the natural
concepts of the broken geodesic flow and of non-diffractive points (see [28], and also [3]):
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Theorem 8. Suppose that I' controls Q) geometrically, that is
(6.2) 3 Lo such that every trajectory of length Lo meets I' at a non-diffractive point,

where trajectories are with respect to the broken geodesic flow. Then for any T > 0 and any
uy € HY(Q) there exists g € L?([0,T] x T) such that S(g)+>7= 0.

Proof. We first recall that as an application of Lions’s H.U.M. method [27] we see that Theorem §
is equivalent to

(6.3) 3C > 0;  uoll gy ) < Cllon(e™>Puo)lo,r)xr lL2((0,17x1)

This follows from Theorem [ and the following resolvent estimate:

(6.4) IR(2) fllmr o) + VIZIIR(Z) fll2c) < ClonR(2) fllL2@y + Cll fll 2@ »

where R(z) = (=Ap — 2z)7!, with Ap, the Dirichlet Laplacian on Q. In fact, we can simply
put Au = d,ulr and Hy = L?(T"). To establish {E2) we can use the microlocal defect measures
arguments as in [B]: we first prove @) for large z and argue by contradiction. We obtain
sequences z, — 400 and u, solution of

(6.5) (=A = zp)up = fu, llunlz20) + IVeunl|z2(0) = 1,

1
Ne
(6.6) nﬁmﬂmzo(j%)

(6.7) 10l =o

1
V4n
Denote by h, = /z, '. Then, modulo the extraction of a subsequence (see |06, B]), there

exists a positive Radon measure (a semi-classical defect measure) on T*R? such that, if u,, is the
extension of u,, by 0 outside of Q, we have

(1) For any h-pseudodifferential operator, A, on R?, we have

(1,00(A)) = lim (A(x, han)ﬂ? ﬂ)

n—-+4o0o L2 (Rd

(2) The measure p is supported in the semi-classical characteristic variety:
(6.8) supp(p) C T*R N {(z,€);0 € M, ¢ = 1

Furthermore (see [Al, 9]), using ([EH) we obtain that this measure is invariant along the gener-
alized bicharacteristic flow. In the interior, this property is straightforward, whereas, near the
boundary, it is more involved. In particular, we can show that the measure of the hyperbolic set
(corresponding to transversal reflections) is equal to 0. This allows a definition of a bicharacter-
istic flow on the set ([E8), p almost everywhere. Due to (B1) the measure is equal to 0 near any
non diffractive point in I" (see [6]); which, by ([E2) implies that the measure is identically null.
Finaly the contradiction arises from the fact that according to (B3) the measure has total mass
1.

The proof of ([B4) for z < —1 is straightforward using elliptic estimates and for —1 < z <
C, (63) is obtained by a contradiction argument (and compactness) and the classical uniqueness
theorem for second order elliptic operators (for this point we simply use that T'" # (). O
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6.2. Ikawa’s black box. In the proof of Lebeau’s theorem we did not use any “black-box”
technology. As illustrated by Figlll we can employ it in

Proof of Theorem [[: As in the proof of Theorem [ we use H.U.M. method and Theorem [@ to
reduce the argument to the following estimate:

IR() fllar ) + VIENIRE) fll ) < Clog(|2]) (190 R(2) fll o2y + 11 £l z2)

for Im z # 0. This follows from Theorem Bland the following consequence of the work of Tkawa [23,
Theorem 2.1]. Suppose that Ry (k) is the outgoing resolvent for the Dirichlet problem in the
exterior of the union of convex obstacles satisfying

o (convhull®,;UB,)NO; =0, jAIF#k.

e Denote by x the infimum of the principal curvatures of the boundaries of the obstacles
©;, and L the infimum of the distances between two obstacles. Then if N > 2 we assume
that kL > N (no assumption if N = 2).

Then there exist a > 0, Cp, and Ny such that for Imk > —a we have
IXRuob(k)x ]| 2502 < Cok)™, x € CZ(R™).

An application of the maximum principle as in [35, Lemma 2] and [8, Lemma 4.10] (see also
Lemma below) gives a bound

log(k)
(k)
and that gives the “black-box” assumption (B2 with G(\) = log(\) and Ay, = 0. O

(6.9) IxRob(B)X | L2wr2 < C1

6.3. Bunimovich stadium with the flat part as the black box. Our next control theoretical
application is a new result about high frequency scarring in the case of the Bunimovich stadium?.
The same argument applies also in recent examples related to quantum unique ergodicity [T4],[37]
where the flat part “black box” needs to be replaced by a flat torus. The result which we use in
the black box (see Proposition below) applies to that case as well.

Control region, w

RN
lack box model
i <
I
__________ I

FIGURE 5. Control on the Bunimovich stadium

Theorem . Consider Q the Bunimovich stadium associated to a rectangle R, and w C 2 which
controls a neighbourhood of Q\ R geometrically. For any solution of the equation (A — z)v = f,
ulgn= 0 we then have

(6.10) [vll2) < C (Iflz2) + 1T 22(w))

IThe outgoing resolvent is the meromorphic continuation of (—A — k2)~! from Imk > 0.
2which is perhaps the most celebrated example of a convex chaotic billiard
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We immediately deduce the following as a consequence of Theorem [

Theorem 9. Consider () the Bunimovich stadium associated to a rectangle R, and w C Q) which
controls Q\ R geometrically. Then there exist T > 0 and C > 0 such that

T
(6.11) luoll22¢0) < C / oo |2

In fact, by using a temporal black box, we could prove Theorem B for any T > 0.
We are going to deduce Theorem [ from the following result [3] which is related to some
earlier control results of Haraux [19] and Jaffard [24]

Proposition 6.1. Let A be the Dirichlet Laplace operator on the rectangle R = [0, 1], x [0, aly.
Then for any open non-empty w C R of the form w = w, x [0,a], , there exists C' such that for
any solutions of

(6.12) (A—2)u=f onR, ulpr=0, z € R,
we have
(6.13) lulary < € (111 0,120,019 + Il 3200

Proof. We decompose u, f in terms of the basis of L?(]0, a]) formed by the Dirichlet eigenfunctions

ex(y) = \/Zfasin(2kmy/a),
(6.14) u(ey) =Y a@une),  fey) =Y ely) i)

k k
we get for ug, fr the equation

(6.15) (Aw - (z + (2k7r/a)2)) we = e, we(0) = up(1) =0

Since w, controls geometrically [0, 1], a slight variant of ([E2) (or, in this simple case, a direct
calculation) gives

(6.16) ueli3aqony < € (Il o,y + Nkl 13200y

summing the squares on k we get ([EL3).° O

Proof of Theorem [@’. Let us take x,y as the coordinates on the stadium, so that z is the
longitudinal direction, y the transversal direction, and the internal rectangle is [0, 1], x [0, al,.
Let us then consider u, f satisfying (A — z)u = f, u = 0 on the boundary of the stadium, and
x(z) € C§°(0,1) equal to 1 on [¢,1 — &]. Then x(z)u(x,y) is solution of

(6.17) (A—=2)xu=xf+[AxJuin R
with Dirichlet boundary conditions on OR. Applying Proposition B, we get
(6.18) Icullzacny < € (Ieflles + o, lzee

where w; is a neighbourhood of the support of V. Consequently we get for V' a neighbourhood
of Q\ R,

(6.19) lull zcry < C (I f |l 2cry + llulv lL2ov)

3We remark that as noted in [3] the proof applies to any product manifold M = M, x My, and consequently
Theorem 3’ holds also for that geometry as a black box.
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Finally, by standard propagation of semi-classical singularities as in Sectl&l we can replace

in @I9) V by w. O

6.4. Semi-classical control with a prescribed loss. For completeness we present a natural
class of examples in which G(h) in Theorems H and B can essentially be a power of h:

m—1
h) =h “log(1/h = =1,2,---.
G(h) = h™" log(1/h), a= "0, m=1.2,

For that consider the following set of Schrédinger operators on R
Pn(h) = —h®*A 427 —23™, meN.

The Helffer-Sjostrand theory of resonances [20] applies to this case (see also [B0), Sect.1] where
a discussion of a general polynomial is given). In particular, for the meromorphically continued
resolvent, R, (z,h) = (Pn(h) — 2)~1, we have the following bound for the cut-off resolvent:

(6.20) [XRun (2, h)x|| < Ch™ 7% log(1/h).

In fact, a separation of variables argument and the rescaling x = hﬁy show that the resonances
are at the distance h#3T from the real axis. The same method shows that the resolvent is
polynomially bounded in h~! and hence the interpolation argument we used before gives ([E20).

>From P,,(h) we can construct a “black box” for an operator P(h) to which Theorems B and

will be applicable with G(h) = h~ =77 log(1/h).

6.5. Closed hyperbolic orbits on manifolds. We will now discuss the case occuring when
the black box contains a hyperbolic orbit in more detail, leading to the proof of Theorem B

Thus suppose that the hypotheses of that theorem are satisfied. It is well known that we can
find a coordinate system in a neighbourhood of y, U ~ S! x V, V' a neighbourhood of 0 in R"~!,
in which « is identified with S! and the metric is given by

g =do*+ Z hij(z,0)dzidz;, 6 €S, zeV.

1<i,j<n—1

Since v is hyperbolic we can assume that S* is the only closed geodesic in U.

>From this local construction we now build a global scattering problem by extending g to
a metric, gpp, defined on S' x R"™! ~ S} x S?~! x [0,00). We choose g to be asymptotically
Euclidean:

gbb ~ dr® +1r2d6* + r’ggn1(dw), T — 00,
and so that v is the only closed geodesic of gy,.

Because of the work of Ikawa [23], Gérard [I5], and of Gérard-Sjostrand [I7], it is expected
that the resolvent of the Laplacian of gy, can be controlled using (E3), as in Subsection B2
Since the two metrics agree in a neighbourhood of the closed geodecics, we can use the scattering
problem as our “black box” and apply Theorem Bl with A = (1 — x). That would give Theorem
with (log A\)? in place of log A\. To get the improved (and, thanks to an example in [TZ], optimal)
statement we need an improved estimate for the resolvent so that Theorem ' can be applied:

log (k)

(k)

Since the needed results from scattering theory, although expected, are not yet available* we
take a simplified route and use a complex absorbing potential to construct a black box operator

IXRob (k)P 212 < C1 , ¢eCT, supppnNy=10.

4In 3] only convex obstacles in the Euclidean case are studied, while in [I7] an analyticity assumption is
made.
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Q in Theorem B®. That is done in the Appendix with Theorem A furnishing us with the needed
estimates. Since we can use a neighbourhood of the hyperbolic orbit of any Hamiltonian in phase
space, we obtain a more general, fully semi-classical variant of Theorem

1
Theorem BI. Suppose that X is a compact n-manifold or R, and P(h) € \I/T’O(X, 0%) has
the principal symbol, p, satisfying:

p H([—e€) €T*X, for some e >0,

p(p) =0 = dp(p) #0,
3C>0 ) >C = p>({)m/C,

Lety C p=1(0) be closed hyperbolic orbit of the Hamilton flow of p, in the sense that all eigenvalues
of the linearized Poincaré map are real and different from one.

There exist constants Co and hg, such that if u(h) € L?(X, Q)%() satisfies
Phu=f.

then for any A(h) € \IJ%O(X, Q)%{), with its essential support, WF(A), contained in a small
neighbourhood of v, we have

Co <h2(log(1/h))2 [ 1 o1y [ |(I—A(h))u|2) > [ WP, h<ho.

APPENDIX

In this appendix we will construct an operator @ appearing in Theorem | for a black box
containing a hyperbolic orbit on a Riemannian manifold. Ideally, we would like () to be the
complex scaled Laplacian, —h?Ay — z on an asymptotically Euclidean manifold having one closed
hyperbolic geodesic as its trapped set. The results of [T5],[I7] indicate that precise estimates of
the type needed, and in fact, the full understanding of resonances in logarithmic neighbourhoods
of the real axis, should be possible. Since we are dealing with the C*° case we will indicate here
how the arguments of [T5] apply to this case.

Let (X, g) be a scattering manifold satisfying the assumptions of [36]. In our application that
means that near infinity X ~ (0, €], xS2~2 xS}, and the metric is g = dz? /2 +ggn—2 /22 +db? /22,
with infinity corresponding to z = 0. We assume that v C X is the only closed geodesic on X
and that it is hyperbolic.

Let a € C*(X,[0,1]) be equal to 0 in a neighbourhood of v and to 1, in a neighbourhood of
infinity. We then put
(A.1) Q=0Q() Y —n?A,— z—iha, z€[1,2]+i[—e .

The following result will allow applications of Theorem B
Theorem A. If Q(z) is given by (AJ) and 2 € I € (0,00), then for h < hy, we have

(a2) Q) zxg)-szac) < OB

If ¢ € C°(X) is supported away from v then we also have
V/log(1/h)

(A-3) ||Q(Z)71¢||L2(X)—>L2(X) < CT .

5We remark however that the results of [I8] and [TT] would have been sufficient for the case of hyperbolic
geodesics on constant negative curvature segments, if one takes the black box approach.
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To prove this theorem we will use the strategy of the proof of Theorem Bl which means that
it will be reduced to a local estimate near y. We start with the well known version of Egorov’s
theorem. To state it we introduce an operator P € ¥™%(X) such that

P = p“(x,hD.; h) +iha(x), plz,&h) € S™(T*X;R), a€CP(T*R;R).

We assume that the principal symbol of p satisfies p(x,&) > (£)™/C for |{| large enough. Then
exp(—itP/h) is well defined and bounded on L?(X) either by the Hille-Yosida theorem or by a
direct argument.

Lemma A.1. Suppose that Q C Q € T*X, p € S™T*X) is real, and dp lp-1@7F 0 in Q.
Suppose also that U C Q and that exp(tHp)U C Q for 0 <t <T. If p is the principal symbol of
P e Um0 and WF(A) is contained in U, A € WOO(T*X), 0., 0(A) = a then

exp(itP/h)Aexp(—itP/h) = Opy ((exp(tHp)) a) + E(t),

A4
. |E(t)|| 22 < Cim(A)e?*h, 0 <t < T,

where m(A) depends on a finite number of seminorms of the full symbol of A, and C1, Cs depend
only on 0 and p.

Qutline of the proof. Using Proposition the result is obvious for U small enough and ¢
such that (Jy<,, exp(sH,)U is contained in a sufficiently small neighbourhood of U. Since
is precompact, the size of U and t can be fixed uniformly in Q. Assuming (as by a partitition
of unity we may) that the U in the lemma is this small, we can divide the interval [0, 7] into
subintervals of desired smallness. The errors estimates, that is estimates on F(t) in (A4), are
multiplicative when switching from one interval to another and that gives the exponential upper
bound in t. ]

We can now show that we have control away from a small neighbourhood of . See Figll for
an illustration of the hypotheses of the following

Proposition A.1. Suppose that € is small, and let 1. € S°(T*X°)NC(T*X°) be a microlocal
cut-off to an he-neighbourhood of 7=y N {1/2 < g(x,&) < 3}, where g is the metric. Then, with

Q(z) as in (A, we have

log(1/h) oo
43 Q= -vs = 0= voul <0 () )+ 00l
If e = 0 then we have an improved estimate:

(A.6) QR)u= (1 =1o)f = [(1 = ho)ull < C%Ilfll +O)|ull -

Proof. We will first prove ([(A.6) and then show how it implies (A3) using Lemma [AJl To see
[A8) we choose 1y € C* so that (1 —1g)(1 —1g) = (1 — 1)g) and write

h/Xa|u| :Im/XQ(z)uﬂ:/X(l—d)o)fﬁ
<011 = o) A1 (11 = do)ull + Ol )

where we use the same symbols to denote the operator Weyl quantizing the corresponding func-
tions. Lemma T can be applied to Q(z) since both the imaginary term ia(xz)h and z are lower
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def
order terms, and we can choose Au = a(x)u. Hence

[ alul < €= w071 (310~ vl + laud + 0@l
C

<2—h (L= o) fI* + Cehlau]|* + OR>)Ju]l,

which proves (Af).
We now move to (AH). Let ¢, be a new microlocal cut-off function localized to a annular

neighbourhood, h¢ < d(e, ) < h¢/2. Splitting it into incoming and outgoing parts with respect to
the flow, we can, by forward and retarded propagation respectively, move it by exp(—itQ(h)/h),
[t| ~ elog(1/h) into a fixed size set, a finite distance from - and away from the support of a. The
last condition guarantees that the propagator is microlocally unitary. We can then apply (A6).
We can continue by a dyadic decomposition argument, with the number of terms proportional
to log(1/h). O

——————
- ~

Trapped trajectory

FIGURE 6. A hyperbolic trapped trajectory

With the help of the above result we have essentially reduced the proof of Theorem A to the
proof of the following

Proposition A.2. With the notation of Proposition[A 1 there exist co, ho, and Ny such that we
have

(A7) Qu=f = [[eull < Ch N f]| +OR>)|u|
if z€[1,2] +i(—coh,+0) and h < hg.

Outline of the proof. Using |33, Proposition 5.1] we can reduce the proof of (A7) to an estimate
for an operator involving the quantum monodromy operator, M(z) (see |33, Sect.4], and, for a
brief introduction, [22, Sect.2, Appendix]):

(A8) AT = M(2) W s anty = O N0 2 € [1,2] +i(—cohy coh)

where 1f is a microlocal cut-off to an h¢-neighbourhood of (0,0) € T*R"~!, induced by v, after
the identification with the Poincaré section (see Figl), and the inverse of I — M(z) exists on a
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Hilbert space H} C L?, and such that
Pi=0h VW) . L2 5 HY, @i =0 VW) . HP - 2.

The operator M (z) is of the same form as the operator ¢”**()/" M, ¢(v) the length of v, of [I5,
Théoréme 2.6]. We need a translation from the large parameter setting of T3] to the semiclassical
setting: A = z/h, h = 1/A;, Ay = ReA. The spaces Hj are defined in [T5, §3.1, §4.2] and the
estimates for the Grushin problem for I — M (z) are obtained in [I5, Théoréme 4.11] (the variable
z appearing there is exp(iz£()/h) in our notation). Since in ([(A8) we only need the invertibility
of the resulting effective Hamiltonian for z € [1,2] 4+ i(—coh, coh), Gérard’s analysis gives that
and much more. U

To prove Theorem A we need the following lemma which, for possible future use, we state in
a slightly excessive generality:

Lemma A.2. Suppose that A and B are bounded self-adjoint operators on a Hilbert space H,
A*=A, BA=AB=A,
and F(2) is a family of bounded operators satisfying
F(z)*=F(z), 0.Flg >cld, c>0,

§
(A.9) BF(2)"'B is holomorphic in [—¢, e +1i[—6,6], — < 1/logM,
€
IBF(z)7'B|| < M, ||AF(z)'A] <1.
Then for |z| < €/2, Imz = 0 we have

log M log M

0 5
Proof. The first part of [(AI0) works exactly as in [35, Lemma 2] and [8, Lemma 4.2]. To see the
improved version we start by observing that the conditions on F' and A imply that for Im z > 0,
small,

(A.10) |BF(2)™'B|| < C , |BF(2)7'A| <C

Im z||ul|? < CTIm(F(2)u,u).
If now F(z)u = Af, then by the assumptions on F, |Au|| < ||Af]|, and consequently,

1 1
|Bull® < Cllull < ——(Af, Au) < —— || Af|,

Here we used the facts that A2 = A = A*. Since u = F'(z) ' Af, this, and the fact that BA = A,
give

c
BF(2)7A| < , Imz>0
IBFG) Al < -
IBF(z)""All < C||BF(2)7'B|| < CM
Interpolating as before gives [ATI0). O

Proof of Theorem A. We first combine Propositions Al and A2 to estimate (1 —.)Q 1 (1 —1).)
and 1.Q ', by h~N. Then, since

Q(l - we)Q_l'ﬁbaf = _[Q, '@[Ja]Q_lwef + (1 - we)wef

by using these estimates (for a different function ) we get an estimate of the same type for
(1 — .)Q 19 and consequently for Q1. Finally we combine this latter estimate and (A
with Lemma applied to the family of operators w — F(w) = (i/h)Q(z0 + hw) and A =
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lsuppe, B = 1. We can take ¢ independent of h and € = 1/(Ch) so that the assumption
§/e < 1/1og(1/h") is easily satisfied. O
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