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Abstract

We study spectral asymptotics and resolvent bounds for non-selfadjoint per-
turbations of selfadjoint h-pseudodifferential operators in dimension 2, assuming
that the classical flow of the unperturbed part is completely integrable. Spectral
contributions coming from rational invariant Lagrangian tori are analyzed. Esti-
mating the tunnel effect between strongly irrational (Diophantine) and rational
tori, we obtain an accurate description of the spectrum in a suitable complex
window, provided that the strength of the non-selfadjoint perturbation > h (or
sometimes > h?) is not too large.
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1 Introduction and statement of the main results

The present paper is the second one in a series of works dealing with the spectral
analysis of small non-selfadjoint perturbations of semiclassical selfadjoint operators in
dimension 2, whose classical flow possesses invariant Lagrangian tori. This study has
been initiated in a previous work of the authors together with San Vi Ngoc [18], where
the distribution of eigenvalues coming from the invariant tori satisfying a Diophantine
condition had been analyzed. The original purpose of this paper was to study the
contributions to the spectrum that come from the tori that are rational — in fact, we
shall also consider more general configurations, with both Diophantine and rational tori
occurring. In this situation, under suitable smallness assumptions on the strength of the
non-selfadjoint perturbation, we show that, in certain rectangles in the complex spectral
plane, the spectrum, up to a small error, agrees with the union of the contributions
coming from each of the invariant tori in question. The quasi-eigenvalues coming
from the Diophantine tori can be computed individually, modulo O(h*), and form a
superposition of a finite number of slightly distorted lattices, while the rational region
contributes in a negligible way when compared to the Diophantine one, already at the
level of the counting function asymptotics — see Theorem 1.1 and the remark following
it, for a precise statement.

In the semiclassical spectral analysis of non-selfadjoint operators in dimension 2,
the work [25] elucidated the role played by certain flow invariant Lagrangian tori in
the complexified phase space, and showed how the latter could be used to obtain com-
plete asymptotic expansions for all eigenvalues in suitable domains in the complex
spectral plane, in the spirit of the classical Bohr-Sommerfeld quantization condition,
well known in dimension one [9], [4], [§]. In the context of small non-selfadjoint per-
turbations of selfadjoint operators, the work [25] has been pursued in a series of pa-
pers [15], [16], [17], [31], under the additional assumption that the classical flow of the
unperturbed part should be periodic in a fixed energy shell. The present work together
with its predecessor [18], as well as with the aforementioned papers, represents a part



of the unified effort aiming at obtaining a detailed information about the semiclassical
behavior of the individual eigenvalues of small perturbations of selfadjoint operators,
arising in applications, such as, say, the theory of resonances [33], and optimal control
and stabilization of linear wave equations [2]. In collaboration with San Vi Ngoc, the
first author is currently investigating the effects of a small real perturbation on the
rational invariant tori in a completely integrable system, [19]. Eventually we hope to
be able to attack the problem of the distribution of the imaginary parts of scattering
poles for a strictly convex analytic obstacle in R* — see [32] for the results on the
distribution of the real parts of the poles. Indeed, we expect that the results estab-
lished in the present paper, when combined with those of [18], [19], will prove to be
instrumental in achieving this goal.

1.1 General assumptions

We shall start by describing the general assumptions on our operators, which will be
the same as in [I8], as well as in the earlier papers mentioned above. Let M denote
either the space R? or a real analytic compact “manifold of dimension 2. We shall let
M stand for a complexification of M, so that M = C? in the Euclidean case, and in
the compact case, we let M be a Grauert tube of M — see [7] for the definition and
further references.

When M = R?, let

P. = P"(z,hD,,5;h), 0<h<1, (1.1)

be the h-Weyl quantization on R? of a symbol P(x, &, ¢; k) (i.e. the Weyl quantization
of P(z,h&, e; h)), depending smoothly on & € neigh(0, R) and taking values in the space
of holomorphic functions of (z,&) in a tubular neighborhood of R* in C*, with

|P(z,&,e;h)| < O(1)m(Re (z,£)), (1.2)
there. Here m > 1 is an order function on R4, in the sense that
m(X) < Co(X —=Y)Yom(Y), X,Y €R*, (1.3)

for some Cy, Ny > 0. We shall assume, as we may, that m belongs to its own symbol
class, so that m € C®(R*) and 9*m = O,(m) for each a € N*. Then for h > 0
small enough and when equipped with the domain H(m) := (m®(z, hD))™" (L*(R?)),
P. becomes a closed densely defined operator on L?(R?).

Assume furthermore that
P(x,&,e5h) ~ Y Wpj(x,€) (1.4)
=0

in the space of holomorphic functions satisfying (IL2)) in a fixed tubular neighborhood
of R*. We assume that Do, is elliptic near infinity,

poc(@,€)| 2 Zm(Re (2,6)), 1(2,6)| 2 C, (1.5



for some C' > 0.
When M is a compact manifold, for simplicity we shall take P. to be a differential

operator on M, such that for every choice of local coordinates, centered at some point
of M, it takes the form

Pa = Z aa,a(z; h)(hD:c)a> (16)

|laj<m

where a,(z;h) is a smooth function of ¢ € neigh(0, R) with values in the space of
bounded holomorphic functions in a complex neighborhood of x = 0. We further
assume that

o, (x3h) ~ Y g (1), h =0, (1.7)
in the space of such functions. The semiclassical principal symbol p ., defined on T*M,

takes the form
Poc(@,8) =) aco(x), (1.8)

if (z,&) are canonical coordinates on T*M. We make the ellipticity assumption,

Poe(z,8)] = =(&)™, (2,8) € T"M, [¢[=>C, (1.9)

Ql =~

for some large C' > 0. Here we assume that M has been equipped with some real
analytic Riemannian metric so that || and (€) = (1 + |£|*)"/2 are well-defined.
Sometimes, we write p. for py . and simply p for pgo. We make the assumption that

P._y is formally selfadjoint.

In the case when M is compact, we let the underlying Hilbert space be L*(M, u(dx))
where p(dz) is the Riemannian volume element.

The assumptions above imply that the spectrum of P. in a fixed neighborhood of
0 € C is discrete, when 0 < h < hg, 0 < e < gy, with hg > 0, g9 > 0 sufficiently small.
Moreover, if z € neigh(0, C) is an eigenvalue of P. then Im z = O(e).

We furthermore assume that the real energy surface p='(0) NT*M is connected and
that

dp#0 along p '(0)NT*M.

In what follows we shall write
p. = p+icq+ O(?), (1.10)

in a neighborhood of p~1(0) N'T* M, and for simplicity we shall assume throughout this
paper that ¢ is real valued on the real domain. (In the general case, we should simply
replace ¢ below by Regq.)

Let H, = p; - 0, — p, - O be the Hamilton field of p. In [I§], it was assumed
that the energy surface p~'(0) N T*M contains finitely many H,—invariant analytic
Lagrangian tori satisfying a Diophantine condition. Let us recall that according to a
classical theorem of Kolmogorov [I], the existence of such tori is assured when p is a



small perturbation of a completely integrable symbol satisfying suitable non-degeneracy
assumptions. Since our primary purpose here is to examine the role of the rational
tori, which are in general destroyed by perturbing a completely integrable system,
throughout this paper we shall work under the assumption that the H,-flow itself is
completely integrable. We proceed therefore to discuss the precise assumptions on the
geometry of the energy surface p=1(0) N T*M in this case.

1.2 Assumptions related to the complete integrability

As in [18], let us assume that there exists an analytic real valued function f on 7*M
such that H,f = 0, with the differentials df and dp being linearly independent almost
everywhere. For each F € neigh(0, R), the level sets A, g = f~*(a) Np ™ (E)NT*M
are invariant under the H,-flow and form a singular foliation of the 3-dimensional
hypersurface p~'(E) N T*M. At each regular point, the leaves of this foliation are
2-dimensional Lagrangian submanifolds, and each regular leaf is a finite union of tori.
In what follows we shall use the word “leaf” and notation A for a connected component
of some A, . Let J be the set of all leaves in p~'(0) N T*M. Then we have a disjoint
union decomposition
pO)NT*M = [ JA, (1.11)
AeJ

where A are compact connected H,~invariant sets. The set J has a natural structure of
a graph whose edges correspond to families of regular leaves and the set S of vertices is
composed of singular leaves. The union of edges J\S possesses a natural real analytic
structure and the corresponding tori depend analytically on A € J\S with respect to
that structure.

As in [18], we shall require J to be a finite connected graph. We identify each edge
of J analytically with a real bounded interval and this determines a distance on J in
the natural way. Assume the continuity property

For every Ay € J and every € > 0, 36 > 0, such that if (1.12)
A € J, dist;(A, Ag) <6, then A C {p € p~*(0); dist(p, Ag) < €}.

These assumptions are satisfied, for instance, when f is a Morse-Bott function restricted
to p~1(0) N T*M, as in this case the structure of the singular leaves is known [34].

Each torus A € J\S carries real analytic coordinates xq, o identifying A with
T? = R?/27Z?, so that along A, we have

H, = a10,, + a20,,, (1.13)
where a1, as € R. The rotation number is defined as the ratio
w(A) = [ < ] € RP',
and it depends analytically on A € J\S. We assume that

w(A) is not identically constant on any open edge.



Recall that the leading perturbation ¢ has been introduced in (LI0). For each torus
A € J\S, we define the torus average (g)(A) obtained by integrating g|, with respect
to the natural smooth measure on A, and assume that the analytic function J\S >
A — (q)(A) is not identically constant on any open edge.

We introduce

1 [T/
(ghr = _/ goexp (tH,) dt, T >0, (1.14)
T J 7
and consider the compact intervals Q- (A) C R, A € J, defined as in [18],
Qx(N) = [lim inf(q)r, lim sup(q)T] . (1.15)
T—oo A T—o0 A

Notice that when A € J\S and w(A) ¢ Q then Qu(A) = {(¢)(A)}. In the rational
case, we write w(A) = =, where m € Z and n € N are relatively prime, and where
we may assume that m = O(n). When k(w(A)) := |m| + |n| is the height of w(A), we
recall from Proposition 7.1 in [18] that

Qoo(A) C{(g)(A)+ O ( [—1,1]. (1.16)

1
k(W(A))‘X’)
Remark. As J\S > A — Ay € S, the set of all accumulation points of (g)(A) is
contained in the interval Qo (Ag). Indeed, when A € J\S and T" > 0, there exists
p = pra € Asuch that (¢)(A) = (¢)r(p). Therefore, each accumulation point of (g)(A)
as A — Ay € 5, belongs to [infs,{(q)r,supy,(q)r]. The conclusion follows if we let
T — oo.

Let Ag € J\S be a rational invariant Lagrangian torus, so that as above, wy :=
w(Ag) = € Q, m = O(n). For future reference, we shall finish this subsection by
considering the behavior of the interval Q..(A) when A # Aq is a rational torus in a
neighborhood of Ay. Writing w(A) = g where p € Z and g € N are relatively prime,
p = O(q), we get, using that w(A) # wo,

1 1
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(1.17)
and therefore, in view of (.16,
Qoo (A) C (q)(A) + O(dist(w(A), wo)>)[—1,1]. (1.18)

This estimate is uniform in wy provided that we have a uniform upper bound on the
height of the rotation number wy € Q.

1.3 Statement of the main result
From Theorem 7.6 in [18] we recall that
1 .
gIm (Spec(P:) N{z;|Rez| <¢}) C |inf U Qoo(A) —0(1), sup U Qo(N) +0(1) |,

AeJ AeJ
(1.19)



as €, h, 0 — 0. Let us also recall from [I§] that a torus A € J\S is said to be
Diophantine if representing H,|x = a10,, + a20,,, as in (L.I3]), we have
1

a-k|>——
| |_C%W%

0+#keZ? (1.20)

for some fixed Cy, Ng > 0.
Let Fy € UpresQo0(A) be such that there exist finitely many Lagrangian tori

Al,da S 7AL,d S J\S (121)

that are uniformly Diophantine as in (L20)), and such that

(@)(Njqg) =Fy, for1<j<IL, (1.22)

with
daen,l)(A) £0, 15 <L, (1.23)
Moreover, assume also that there exist tori Ay ,,... Ay, € J\S with w(A;,) € Q,

1 < j < L/, and such that the isoenergetic condition
dA:Ajmw(A) 7& 0 (1.24)

is satisfied for each j, 1 < j < L’. Assume next that the length [Qo(A;,)| of each
interval Qs (A;,) satisfies

|QOO(A],T)| > 0? ] = ]-7 ey L,a (125)

and that
FyeQulhy,), 1<j<L. (1.26)

We shall assume that

1

(@) (Ajr) — Fol > o)’

1<j<L. (1.27)

Let us finally make the following global assumption:

Fy ¢ U Qoo(A). (1.28)

Ae\{A1 a4, AL asM1,r e Apr 1}

Here we notice that the earlier assumptions imply that Fy ¢ Qo (A) for A4 # A €
neigh(A;q4,J), 1 <j <L, and Aj, # A € neigh(A;,,J), 1 <j <L

Theorem 1.1 Let Fy € UpegQuoo(A) be such that the assumptions ([L22), (L.23),
(C24), (T23), [C24), (L20), and (L28) are satisfied. For 1 < j < L, we fiz a ba-
sis for the first homology group of each Diophantine torus A;q given by the cycles
ar; CAjg, k=1,2, and let S; € R? be the actions and k; € Z? be the Maslov indices
of ay, ;. Let

K neigh(A; 4, T*M) — neigh(¢ = 0, T*T?) (1.29)



be a canonical transformation given by the action-angle variables near Ajq, 1 < j < L,
and such that kj(ay ;) = {z € T* a3, =0}, k =1,2. Let § > 0 be small and assume
that

h<e<hstd,

Let C' > 0 be sufficiently large. Then there exists a bijection b between the spectrum of
P. in the rectangle

gl gl
R(F(],C,é’:‘,é) = ] + i€ |:F0 ,Fo + —:| (130)

[CC C C

and the union of two sets of points, Eq and E,, such that b(u) — p = O(h™). Here
Ny is fized but can be taken arbitrarily large. The elements of the set Eq, z(j, k), are
described by Bohr-Sommerfeld type conditions,

kj

o S; :
z(j,k) = Pj( ) (h (k - Z) — ﬁ,a;h) +0O(h™), keZ* 1<j<L, (131)

with precisely one element for each k: € Z? such that the corresponding z(j, k) belongs
to the rectangle (L30). Here P (¢,e:h) is smooth in € € neigh(0,R?) and ¢ €

J

neigh(0, R), real-valued for e = 0. We have
P(g,e;h) ~ thpﬂ (&e), 1<j<L, (1.32)

and

pis (6.) = p(€) +isla)(€) + O, (1.33)
Here p and q have been expressed in terms of the action-angle variables near A, 4 given
by k; in (L29), and (q) is the torus average of q in these coordinates. The cardinality

of the set E, is
£3/2
o(25). o

Remark. It follows from Theorem 1.1 that the total number of elements of the set Ej is
~ %9 /h?. Therefore, from (L34]) we see that for 0 < § < 1/2, the contribution E, to
the spectrum of P. in R(Fy, C,¢,d), coming from the rational region, is much weaker
than that of the Diophantine tori A; 4, 1 < j < L. As will be seen in the proof, for this
result the assumption (L27)) is important.

Remark. Assume that the subprincipal symbol of P._ in (LI and (IL6) vanishes.
Then it follows from the discussion in the body of the paper that Theorem 1.1 is valid

in the larger range ,
M<e=0h"), 0<i<l. (1.35)

Theorem 1.1 can be viewed as a partial generalization of one of the main results
of [18], where energy levels corresponding only to Diophantine tori have been conside-
red. In that paper, instead of the upper bound ¢ < h?/3+9 it was merely required that



e = O(h%) for some small fixed § > 0. (Also the lower bounds there were considerably
weaker than h < £.) As will be seen in the proof, here the strengthened upper bound
on ¢ is required in order to compensate for the exponential growth of the resolvent of
P. in the rational region, when considering the tunnel effect between the Diophantine
and the rational tori — see also the discussion in the next section.

In the case when there are no Diophantine tori corresponding to the energy level
(0,eFp) € C, the result of Theorem 1.1 can be improved in two ways: we can put § =0

in (L30), and also, the upper bound & < h2/3*% can be replaced by e = O(h?), & > 0.

Theorem 1.2 Let us keep all the assumptions of Theorem 1.1, and assume that L = 0

in (L21). Assume furthermore that e = O(h%), & > 0, satisfies ¢ > h. There eists a
constant C' > 0 such that the number of eigenvalues of P- in the rectangle

L
c

|Re z| < - F

= 'Imz (1.36)

C?

o (‘%) | (1.37)

Remark. As will be explained in the beginning of section 3, the isoenergetic assumption
(L24) implies that associated with each rational torus A,,, 1 < j < L’ there is an
analytic family of rational Lagrangian tori Ag ;. C p~'(E)NT*M for E € neigh(0,R),
depending analytically on E, and with Ag—g;, = Aj,, 1 < j < L'. Theorem 1.2 can
therefore be interpreted as saying that that only an £'/2-neighborhood of the set

.y
U U Ag iy (1.38)
)

J=1E=0(e

does not exceed

contributes to the spectrum in the region (L30]).

For notational simplicity only, when proving Theorem 1.1 and Theorem 1.2, we shall
assume that L = 2, L' = 1, and that A; 4, Asg, and Ay, all belong to the same open
edge of J, so that, when identifying the edge with a real bounded interval, we have

A17d < Al,r < A27d. (139)

The structure of the paper is as follows. In section 2 we present a general outline of
the proof of Theorem 1.1. Section 3 is devoted to a formal microlocal Birkhoff normal
form construction for P. near A, ,, and in section 4 the formal argument of the previous
section is justified by constructing a microlocal Hilbert space in a full neighborhood
of Ay, realizing the normal form reduction there. In the beginning of section 5 we
construct the global Hilbert space where we study our operator P., and introduce two
reference operators, associated with the Diophantine and the rational regions, respec-
tively. Section 5 is concluded by constructing the resolvent for P. globally, and we



obtain Theorem 1.1 by comparing the spectral projections of P. and of the reference
operators. In section 6, we apply Theorem 1.1 to a small complex perturbation of the
semiclassical Laplacian on a convex analytic surface of revolution, and give a partial
generalization of the corresponding discussion in [I§]. The appendix contains a proof
of a simple trace class estimate for the Toeplitz operator with a compactly supported
smooth symbol, acting on a weighted L?-space of holomorphic functions. This esti-
mate, which seems to be of an independent interest, is used in section 5 in the main
text.
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2 Outline of the proof

The purpose of this section is to provide a broad outline of the proof of Theorem 1.1.
Compared with the previous work [18], addressing only the case of Diophantine tori,
here the essential new difficulties will be concerned with the analysis in the rational
region. We shall begin by presenting an outline of the argument in this case.

Working microlocally in the rational region and introducing action-angle variables
in a neighborhood of Ay, ~ T?, we are led to consider an operator, defined microlocally
near £ =0 in T*Tig, with the leading symbol given by

pe(@,€) = p(&) +ieq(x,€) + O(e?),  p() =w- £+ 0O(&7). (2.1)

Here w = (k,1) € Z* and to fix the ideas, let us restrict the attention to the model
case where w = (0,1) and the O(£?)-term in (1)) reduces to & — this choice of the
nonlinearity in p is in agreement with the isoenergetic condition (L24)). Following the
general ideas of a Birkhoff normal form construction, we would like to eliminate, as
much as possible, the z-dependence in the symbol in (2.I]). Performing first successive
averaging procedures along the closed orbits of the H,~flow comprising the rational
tori Ag1., F € neigh(0,R), we achieve that the leading symbol in (2ZI]) becomes

P=(z,8) = &+ & + O(e) + O((, &)™), (2.2)

where the O(e)-term is independent of z5. In the terminology of classical mechanics,
this initial reduction is based on a secular perturbation theory — see [21]. Carrying
out the reduction on the operator level, we obtain an operator of the form P =
P.(x1,hD,,, hD,,; h), which may also be viewed as a family of one-dimensional non-
selfadjoint operators acting in x;, with a leading symbol of the form

hk+ &+ 0(e), keZ.



For this family, we cannot exclude the occurrence of a pseudospectral phenomenon
[3], leading to the exponential growth of the resolvent norms in the spectral regions
of interest. This makes it difficult to exploit the secular perturbation theory and to
simplify the operator further.

Nevertheless, in section 3 we show that working in a region where
|€1| > 51/27 (23)

and so away from an /2 neighborhood of the set

U Apas, 0<d<1, (2.4)

|E]<do

the z1-dependence in the symbol (2.2]) can be eliminated completely, and in particular,
here the leading perturbation ¢ in (2.I]) becomes replaced by its torus average. When
approaching the region where & = O(¢'/?), the normal form construction breaks down
and no additional simplification of the operator P. is obtained.

To implement the complete reduction in the region (23] requires an introduction
of a microlocal Hilbert space of functions in a sufficiently small but fixed neighborhood
of A;,. Because of the degeneration of the normal form construction very close to the
rational torus, when defining the Hilbert space in a full neighborhood of A; ,, it becomes
convenient and indeed, natural, to perform a second microlocalization — in this case,
it amounts to considering our operators in h = h/\/e—quantization with respect to
the x;—variable and performing an ﬁ—Bargmann transformation in z;. In section 4 we
show that, on the transform side, the microlocal Hilbert space in question becomes a
well-defined weighted space of holomorphic functions in a region (Rex;, Rewy) € T?,
Im x| < ==, [Ima,| < 1, with the corresponding strictly plurisubharmonic weight
being uniformly well behaved and close to the standard quadratic one — see Proposition
4.1 for the precise statement and also, the discussion in section 4.4.

The idea now is to use the assumption (L27]) to show that (1/¢) (P. — z) becomes
elliptic (viewed as an %—pseudodifferential operator) near A;,, when away from an
O(e'/?)-neighborhood of the set in (L38), while the invertibility away from the tori
A1, UAy 4UA, 4 should follow from (L.28)). Here the spectral parameter z varies in the
domain (L.30]).

To handle the remaining phase space region near A, ,, in section 5 we construct a
trace class perturbation K, whose trace class norm does not exceed

£3/2
o[22, -
such that if P; := P. + ieK then P; — z becomes invertible, when away from the
Diophantine quasi-eigenvalues z(j, k) in (L3I). Moreover, we obtain a sufficiently

good control on the norm of the inverse of P;, when the latter is considered in a
global Hilbert space, obtained by gluing together the microlocal Hilbert space near



A1, and the space away from A ,, defined using the Diophantine analysis of [I8]. The
trace class perturbation K is constructed as a Toeplitz operator on the FBI-Bargmann
transform side and when deriving the trace class norm bound (2.5]), we use a general
estimate of Proposition A.1 in the appendix.

It will be fruitful to think of the Diophantine and the rational tori in question as of
microlocal wells to which the main difficulties of our problem are localized. From this
point of view we may think of the operator P, as a reference operator associated to the
Diophantine region. Proceeding in the spirit of tunneling problems, in section 5 we next
define and study a reference operator associated to the rational region, P,, obtained by
modifying P. away from the rational region and such that P, — z is invertible outside of
a small neighborhood of A;,. Because of the pseudospectral difficulties in the normal
form construction for P. in an O(¢'/?)-neighborhood of A;,, when estimating the
resolvent of P,, we are only able to show that it enjoys an exponential upper bound,
with the exponent there being given, roughly speaking, by the phase space volume of
the region near the rational torus, not covered by the normal form, multiplied by A2,
or, equivalently, by the trace class norm of the perturbation K in (2.5]).

Using the operators P; and P,, together with an additional reference operator
corresponding to the elliptic region, we next construct and study an approximate, and
then exact, resolvent of P.. To obtain the main result of Theorem 1.1 we would like
to compare the spectral projections of P. with those of the reference operators. Due
to the exponential growth of the resolvent of P. near A;,, at this point it becomes
very important to estimate the tunnel effect between the Diophantine and the rational
tori and to show that it is small enough to overrule the pseudospectral growth of the
resolvent in the rational region. This tunneling analysis is carried out at the end of
section 5 and it involves an additional modification of phase space exponential weights
near the invariant tori. Imposing the upper bound ¢ = O (h?/3%9), 0 < § < 1,
assures that our perturbative argument goes through, and we can conclude the proof
by comparing the spectral projections, as indicated above.

Remark. The idea of using auxiliary trace class perturbations to create a gap in the
spectrum of a non-selfadjoint operator has a long tradition in abstract non-selfadjoint
spectral theory and seems to go back to the work of Markus and Matsaev [23], see
also [22]. It has been used by the second author in the theory of resonances [28], [30],
and when studying spectral asymptotics for damped wave equations on compact do-
mains [29] (see also [I4]). In the present paper, in the absence of the Diophantine
tori, once the trace class perturbation K, alluded to above, has been constructed, we
can conclude the proof of Theorem 1.2, in section 5, by relying upon some standard
Fredholm determinant estimates [6].

3 The normal form construction near A,

For simplicity, we shall concentrate throughout the following discussion on the case
when M = R?, the compact real analytic case being analogous — see also the appendix
in [15] for the basic facts about FBI transforms on manifolds. We shall keep all the



assumptions made in the introduction, and consider an operator P. in (1)) with a
principal symbol

pe =p +icq + O(e?), (3.1)
in a neighborhood of p~1(0) N R*. In order to simplify the presentation, we shall
furthermore assume that the order function m introduced in (L2)) belongs to L>®(RY).
It will be clear that the analysis below extends to the case of a general order function
m > 1. From the introduction, let us also recall the simplifying assumption that L' = 1
so that Ay, is the only rational torus corresponding to the level (0,cFp).

In this section, we shall work microlocally near A;, C p~1(0) N R*. Let
Ko : neigh(A;,., R*) — neigh(¢ = 0, T*T?), (3.2)

be a real and analytic canonical transformation, given by the action-angle variables,
and such that ro(A;,) is the zero section in T*T? Then p o rg lis a function of &
only, and to simplify the notation we shall write po k5 = p(£). We have p(0) = 0 and
without loss of generality we may assume that

Oe,p(0) =0, 0g,p(0) > 0. (3.3)
The isoenergetic assumption (I.24)) takes the following form,

9% p(0) # 0. (3.4)

In order to fix the ideas, we assume that 9z, p(0) > 0.

By the implicit function theorem, the equation g, p(¢) = 0 has a unique analytic
local solution & = f(&;) with f(0) = 0. The function & — p(f(&2), &) has a positive
derivative near 0, and therefore the equation p(f(&2),&) = E has a unique solution
&(F) close to 0 for £ € neigh(0,R). We obtain a family of rational Lagrangian tori
Ag1, Cp Y(E), defined by

§=&(E), & = f(&(E)). (3.5)

By construction, 0, p = 0 on Ag,, and hence,

06, p(&1,&2) = O(&1 — f(&2)), 0e,p(&1,&2) = Oe,0(f(€2),62) + O((§1 — f(&2))).  (3.6)

Implementing kg in ([3:2)) by means of a microlocally unitary Fourier integral oper-
ator with a real phase as in Theorem 2.4 in [15], and conjugating P. by this operator,
we obtain a new h-pseudodifferential operator, still denoted by P., defined microlo-
cally near £ = 0 in T*T2. The full symbol of P. is holomorphic in a fixed complex
neighborhood of £ = 0, and the leading symbol is given by

pe(2,€) = p(§) +ieq(x, &) + O(e?), (3.7)

with
p(&1, &) = p(f(&), &) + 9(&. &) (& — f(&)™ (3.8)



Here g(0) > 0, since we have assumed that 97 p(0) > 0, and the function ¢ in (37)
is real on the real domain. On the operator level, P. acts in the space of microlocally
defined Floquet periodic functions on T2, L3(T?) c L?.(R?), elements u of which
satisfy

, S k
i0-v 0 2
= — 4+ — 2", .
e u(x), 0 57 + R € 2m (3.9)

Here S = (541, S2) is given by the classical actions,

u(r —v) =

SjZ/nd@/, j=12,

with «; forming a system of fundamental cycles in Ay ,, such that
/i(](Oéj) = ﬁja j = 1,2, Bj = {LU - ’:[‘27 l’g_j = 0}
The tuple ko = (ko(ay), ko(a)) € Z? stands for the Maslov indices of the cycles a;,
j=1,2.
As a first step in the normal form construction for P., we shall apply the secular

perturbation theory to the principal symbol p. in [B1) — see also [21].
Let

@) =5 [ &) dos (3.10)

denote the average of ¢ with respect to 5. Using the assumption (B.3]) and proceeding
as in section 4 of [15] (see also section 2 of [I§]), it is straightforward to construct,

by successive averagings in xo, a symbol G1(z, &) = GgN) (z,€), analytic in (z, &), such
that

H,Gy = q— (q)a(21,) + O((& — F(&)V), (3.11)

where </q>\-;(l’1,§) = (q)2(1,€) + O(& — f(&)) is independent of x5. Here N € N can
be taken arbitrarily large but fixed. We get from (3.11]), by a Taylor expansion,

p- (exp (i Ha, ) (@,€)) = pl&) +is(g)a(er, &) + O (2 +2 (& — £(&)")

—_—

= pl&) +icla)a(e1, &) +i+ O (£ +2 (@ - f(&)").

where ¢ = q(z,£). We next construct G, analytic in (z,£) and such that

H,Gy = q— (@)y(21,6) + O((&1 — f(&)™).
Then
pe (exp (ieHe, ) (exp (ie”Hg, ) (2, €)))
= p(&) +islg)s + i@y + O (2 (6 - F&)).
It is clear that this procedure can be iterated, and after IV steps, we define

ke == exp (icHg, ) o exp (ie’Hg,) o ... o exp (ie" Hg,, ). (3.12)



It follows that

Pe (ke (z, €)) = p(§) +2€<Q>2($1,§) +e're(21,6) (3.13)
+ O < N+l + e 51 N) = pE Sl?l, —|— O <€N+1 + e (51 — f(gg))N) .

Here the last equality defines pl(xy,&).

Using the same averaging procedure as above also on the level of lower order sym-
bols, as in section 4 of [15] and section 3 of [I8], we conclude that there exists an
analytic elliptic Fourier integral operator ' = F™Y in the complex domain, quantizing
the holomorphic canonical transformation k. in ([B.12), such that

F'P.F = P/(z1,hD,; h) + R.(x,hD,; h). (3.14)

Here the full symbol of P! is independent of x5 and

Re(z,&h) = O (M 42 (6 - f(&)" + V). (3.15)

The leading symbol of P!(xy,hD,;h) is pL(x1,€) in [B.I3]). As in section 6 of [15] and
section 2 of [25], the operator F' is defined by working on the FBI-Bargmann transform
side.

When discussing further reductions of P!, it is natural to exploit the fact that
this operator is independent of x5, and hence, at least formally, by taking a Fourier
series expansion in xg, we can reduce the study of P! to the study of a family of

one-dimensional operators P.(z1, hD,,, &2 h), with

£ =h (k; . kO(f?)) - 5—2 € neigh(0,R), & € Z. (3.16)

The family P!/(xq1,hD,,, &2, h) acts on the microlocal space of Floquet periodic functions
L (TY), T' = R/27Z, 6, = S1/2wh + ko(on) /4, defined similarly to (3:9). We would
like to eliminate the x;—dependence in the symbol of P!(x1, hD,,,&s; h) by means of an
additional conjugation by an elliptic Fourier integral operator. Using (B.8)) and (B.13])
we get

Pl(21,hD,,,&;h) = p(f(&), &) + g(hDay, &) (hD,, — f(6))" (3.17)
+ie{q)o(z1, hDy,, &) + e%ro(zy, hDy,, &) + O(h) + O(R?).
Let us recall that g(0) > 0, and the O(h)—contribution in (3.I7) is the subprincipal

term in the full symbol of P.. After a conjugation by exp (+ f(&2)x1), modifying the
Floquet condition on T*, we get

e HI I P (21, hD,,, 69 h) R0 = p(f(&), &) (3.18)
+g (f(§2) + hDﬂC1>€2) (hDI1)2
+ (ie{@)z + 2. + O(h) + O() ) (1, (&) + hDay ).



In section 4 of [I5], it is explained how to eliminate the x;—dependence in ([BI8]) by
means of a Fourier integral operator conjugation. Here we shall follow the procedure
there after a suitable change of Planck’s constant. Let us work microlocally in a region

G~ G+ <p <l (3.19)

We write

~ ~ h
hD,, = phD,,, h=-<1.
1

If &1, El denote the cotangent variables corresponding to hD,, and TLD:BI, respectively,
we have

&1 = Mgl-
Then [B.18) gives
p2e W2 Pl () WD, & h)etEn (3.20)
1 - 0 2
~ ZP((&).&) + 9(f(&) + whDar. &) (D)

—~  O(h 2 ~
+ (%i@z + 2+ %r) (e1, J(€) + Hh D, E2)
+O(’E2) (Zlfl, f(§2) + /"L’};DSC17€2) )

which can be viewed as an prseudodifferential operator. The symbol associated to
the second term in the right hand side of (3.20) is then

9(f (&) + né, )& (3.21)

and it follows from (B.19) that we work in a region where
}{1‘ ~ 1. (3.22)

Notice that in this region, the grgradient of (B:21)) is of the order of magnitude 1.
We set next

To <I17517 %7 %752) = Q(f(fz) +/~Lgla§2)512 +0 (8;:2h> ) (3-23)

where the O (ir—f)fterm stands for the third term in the right hand side of (B:20]).

Following the argument of section 4 of [I5], we shall now recall how the x;—dependence
in 7y can be eliminated by means of a suitable canonical transformation.

We look for ¢g = ¢q (xl, 51, :—2, %,52), such that

~ e h ~ £ h
To (xlafl + 0y, ¥0, Ev E7£2) = <7"0 ('751, Ea Eafz)>l- (3.24)



Here, for a smooth function f(z,¢) defined near §¢ = 0 in T*T?, the expression (f);
stands for the average with respect to xq,

(hiea®) = 5= [ fo6)da

By the implicit function theorem, (3.24]) has an analytic solution with 9,, @ single-
valued and O((e + h)/u?). Taking a Taylor expansion of ([3.24)) and using (3.23), we

get
2
(857"0) (xl,é, %, %752) Oz, 00 + (1o — (ro)1) = O <<8:2h) ) ’

and using also that the &—gradient of B21) is ~ 1, we conclude that

Yo = Pu+ 93151,

- -/~ e h +h\?
-s(e50)-o(())

and ¢, = O((¢ + h)/u?) is periodic in z;. We set 7, = & + G, and view ©, as a

where

function of 7; rather than &;.
Summarizing the discussion above, we see that there exists a holomorphic phase

function ) .
~ -~ € €+
S%(xlﬂh) = Pu <$177717 Ev Evéé) =0 < 2 ) (3-25)
defined in a fixed complex neighborhood of x; € T, |7;| ~ 1, such that if

¢($1am) = xlﬁi + wu(zlaﬁi)?

then the canonical transformation

Ryeh - (y17771) = (¢1/7~17771) = ($1’¢;1) = (xlvé:i) (326)
is O (?—Qh)fclose to the identity, and

(g<f<sz> G e+ (M—@ " O}f?’ ; M—) (o1, F(&2) + i, @)) o

is independent of y; and is equal to
9(f (&) + pr) (3.27)
_ h 2 B B\ 2
b (St + O ) e i) o [ (SE1) )
1 1 1

I

In what follows, we shall fix the choice of ¢, by requiring that (¢,,) 0.

x1=0 =



Associated to k¢, we can construct an elliptic h-Fourier integral operator of the
form

1 4 1.7 £ r1— o —~ h = ~
Gu(z) = —~//6’7(W( T ) yl)m)a(ﬂfl,ﬁl, %, 7,n2;h)u(y1)dy1dn1,
2mh I
N (3.28)
such that the full symbol of the h-pseudodifferential operator
G~ e R Pl @y, uhDyy, €03 h)eh/ MG (3.29)
is independent of z; (and of x5), with the principal symbol given by (827). For the
amplitude in ([3.28), we shall require that (a), _, = 1.

Remark. Working microlocally in a region

&l ~ u,

where 1 < 1 is such that
, 01 >0, (3.30)
and following some further arguments of section 4 of [I5], we see that the canonical

transformation &, . , and the h-Fourier integral operator G in (B:28)) can be constructed
by a formal Taylor series in the asymptotically small parameter (e + h)/u? = O(h¥").

Remark. Assume that the subprincipal symbol of P._ in (L)) vanishes. Then it
follows from some arguments in sections 2 and 4 in [I5] that the z;—dependence in
P!(x1,hD,,,&;h) in (BI7) can be eliminated microlocally in a region |&;| ~ u, where

(e+mM)? < pu<l.

By rescaling, we can express GG in ([B8.28) as an h-Fourier integral operator. Indeed,

using that dm = dzl, we get
Gu xl 2 57 // % e rl,n—;},u%7fg7§2)+(ml—y1)m> % (3.31)
T

(113'1, lualu 27627_) (yl) dyl d771

Moreover, the introduction of the small parameter p in (319) was artificial, and the-
refore we can carry out the constructions in such a Way that the phase function
oz, I :2, .#>&2) and the amplitude a(z1, %, 5, u% ) in (3.31]) are independent
of . We write then

1 i
Gu(xy) = 3k // e (Pnew (@108, h,€2) +(@1—y1)m) o (3.32)

Gnew (1'1, m,¢, h> 62; h)u(yl) dyl d771>



With Qnew, (new defined for e + h < |m1|* < 1 and satisfying

h
P (5 i ) | (3.33)
|71
and -
Anew ™~ Z ancw,jh’jv anow,j = O(Vh|_2j)- (334)
j=0

Here ayew,; do not depend on h. Since we work in the complex domain, we can estimate
the derivatives of ¢y and apew ; using the Cauchy inequalities. In particular, when

(ahﬁl) S N27 we get U-Sing M)7

a1 561 _ (6 + h)
8951 0771 Pnew = Oalﬁl <W . (335)

Since, as we have just observed,

m € h )
ne x17_7_7_7£2 = ©new x17n1767h7£2 5
“( plpd ( )

where ¢y, satisfies (3.33), it follows that the phase ¢, in ([3.25) extends to a region
1< m| < % and satisfies there

_ ¢ h (5+h))
L1, YT 9 99 :O ~ .
SD“( BT &) <u2 71

Similarly, the normal form (3.29) corresponds, after a multiplication by u?, to an
operator which is independent of p,

P/(hD,,, & k) = G le #/ @1 Pl (5 hD,. & h)er! @G (3.36)
= p(f(&),&) + g(f(&2) + hDy,)(hD,,)?
+ (ie((@)a)y + OB) + (1 ) (F(&) + hDsy  €2)

2
b, (0 ((5 ;h) )) - R(hDay. 6.5 h),
1

where -
RNZthJ‘(f), Rj(g)zo<_£j—2) :
s |1

For future reference we remark that we can also view the operator G in (3.28) as
acting on (Floquet periodic) functions on T?. If we maintain the scaling, we get

1 i . N\ (e - ~ ~
72@ /e,;(sou(x,m)Jr(:cl y1)71)+ 4 (2 y2)"2a(x1, .3 b, h)u(y) dydim, dns,
T

Gu(z) = =
(@) (2mh)( (337



where 1), is the same variable as &. Without the scaling, we have a similar formula
by adding a y», np-integration to (B.31)) (after replacing &, there by 7,), and adding a
phase factor en(#2—v2)m,

Naturally, the argument so far is formal, with the various normal forms computed
by formal stationary phase expansions. Also, let us recall that the phase @pey in (3:32))
is defined only for (e + h)Y2 < || < 1.

We summarize the discussion in this section in the following proposition.

Proposition 3.1 Let P. be an h-pseudodifferential operator defined microlocally near
£ =0 in T*T?, and assume that the principal symbol of P,

p:(w,€) = p(€) + ieq(w,€) + O(e?),
is such that p(§) satisfies (3.3), B.4). Then we write

p(€1, &) = p(f(&), &) + g(&1, &) (6 — (&) f(0) =0, (3.38)

where g(0,0) > 0. For each N € N there exists an elliptic Fourier integral operator in
the complex domain F = F™) such that the symbol of M—*F~YP.FM is of the form

Pl(x1, &+ f(&), &3 h) + O (V! + e + V). (3.39)

Here M is the operator of multiplication by er e gnd Pl(x1,hDy,,hD,,; h) is de-
fined in (BIT).

Furthermore, let (¢ +h)Y? < p < 1, and let us view p=2P!(x1, hD,, + f(&), &5 h)
as an h—pseudodifferential operator in x1, with h = h/u. There exists an elliptic h—
Fourier integral operator G in x1, defined in (B.28)), microlocally in m ~ 1, such that
the full symbol of G =2 Pl(x1, hDy, + f (&), 23 h)G is independent of x1. The operator
G quantizes a holomorphic canonical transformation whose generating function is of
the form xym + pu(z1,M1), where ¢, is defined in 1 < || < i and satisfies there

~ e+h
‘Pu(xlﬂh) =0 <m) . (3.40)
In this region we have, when (aq, f1) € N?,
o1 A1 . e+ h
95105 on = Oaypy (W) : (3.41)

4 Microlocal Hilbert spaces near the rational torus

Let P. be as in section 1. In section 3, we have constructed a microlocal normal
form for P. near the rational Lagrangian torus A;, C p~1(0) "R, but away from an
O((e + h)'/?)-neighborhood of this set — see ([3.36). The purpose of this section is
to follow up the preceding formal constructions with suitable function spaces and to
construct a microlocal Hilbert space in a sufficiently small but fixed neighborhood of
Ay, implementing the reduction scheme of Proposition 3.1.



4.1 Microlocal Hilbert spaces outside of a tiny neighborhood
of A1 r

Let us consider an operator P., microlocally defined near ¢ = 0 in 7*T?, with the
leading symbol given by ([B.7), (B:8). We shall work as much as possible with functions
on T? and with corresponding Fourier integral operators operating in 2 variables.
Adopting this point of view, we see that the multiplication by e#/€)%1 introduced in
(BI8)), can be viewed as the semiclassical Fourier integral operator

1

Mu(z) = %//ei(f(m)xl*(“‘yQ)m)u(a:l,yg)dygdng (4.1)

e 1h)2 // e St @)y () dy diy,
m

associated to the canonical transformation

kar c (21, @2 + f/(m2)zsm,m2) = (T, 22m + fF(102),m9)- (4.2)

Let us recall now the operators F' and G, introduced in (3.14) and (B.37), respectively.
In the previous section we have obtained that formally,

G 'M'F'P.FMG = P'(hD,,h) + (MG) ' R.MG, (4.3)

with P and R. given in (3.36]) and (3.15]), respectively. The fact that the phase ¢, in
B37) (see also Proposition 3.1) is only defined for 1 < || < %, (e+h)? <<,
is a difficulty that we shall address later in this section. Ignoring that problem for a
moment and still arguing formally, we would like to consider P! acting on the space
L%(T?), microlocally defined near the zero section, but away from the exceptional region

1] = O((e + 1)'/?).

Consequently, the natural formal Hilbert space for considering P. should be given by
FMG(L3(T?)). When realizing the latter, it is going to be convenient to work on the
FBI transform side.

We shall work with the standard FBI-Bargmann transform,
Tu(z) = Thpu(z) = C'h_g/Q/e_zlh(x_y)zu(y) dy, C >0, (4.4)

acting on L2(T?), and mapping this space to a weighted space of Floquet periodic
holomorphic functions on C?. Associated to T, there is a canonical transformation

Ry, , = KT - (ya 77) = (L 5) = (y - i77>77)> (4~5)
mapping the real phase space T*T? to the IR-manifold

20 1
Ao, : €= 20—; = —Imz, ®y(x) = 5(1m~)2. (4.6)



Let us also recall that the transformation
T : L*(T?) — Hg,(C?/27Z?) (4.7)

is unitary, for a suitable choice of C' > 0 in (44]), and it has been verified in section
3 of [25] that it remains unitary when acting on the Floquet space L3(T?). Here and
in what follows, when Q C C?/27Z? = T? + iR? is open and ® is a suitable strictly
plurisubharmonic weight, close to @y in (4.0]), we shall let Hg(£2) stand for the closed
subspace of L%(Q; e~ L(dz)), consisting of functions that are holomorphic in £ — see
also the appendix.

Neglecting the Floquet conditions for the time being, we should have,

TFMG(L*(T?) = Hg, (4.8)

where the weight ® is such that

209
Ap := { (LL’, ;%) } = Kp ORg ORp O K,u,e,h(T*T2>’

Here k. and k. are the canonical transformations corresponding to F' and &, and
introduced in (3.12)) and (B.20), respectively. The weight ® in (4.8) should be a small
perturbation of ®, since k., K, are small perturbations of the identity, and xj; in
(#2) is a real canonical transformation.

We shall assume from now on that
€> h, (4.9)

and abusing the previous notation slightly, we shall take

1= e (4.10)

Because of the blow-up of the normal form construction in the region where 7, =
O(e'/?) (see (B333))), when realizing the formal space in (&8, we shall have to make
some modifications. First, the operator G should be written as in (3.37) with
~ h

h=—<1,

VeE
and correspondingly, in order to define a microlocal space corresponding to the formal
space G(L*(T?)), we shall consider the mixed transform

1

15 pulz) = Ch—3/p=3/4 // e—ﬁ(ﬂﬁl—yl)z—ﬁ(aﬁz—yz)zu(yl7 yo) dy1 dys. (4.11)

Here C' > 0 is the same constant as in (£4)). For future reference, we notice that when
viewed as an h-Fourier integral operator, the transform 73, is associated with the
canonical transformation

- Th ,
HTEh(ylﬂh;yzﬂb) = (yl - Z%Jh;?ﬁ — Z7]2,7]2> . (4.12)



Here we have written (yi,m1; y2, m2) rather than (y,n).

We shall show that TE’hG(Lz(Tz)) becomes a well-defined exponentially weighted

space of holomorphic functions u(zy,xs) in a region 1 < |Imx;| < %, |Im z,| < 1.
Once this has been done and the basic properties of the weight have been investigated,
we shall extend the definition of the weight to the entire domain |[Im x| < %, |Im x| <
1 — this will then lead to a definition of a microlocal Hilbert space corresponding to a
formal space G(L*(T?)), in a full neighborhood of the rational torus, and we shall be
able to proceed as indicated above.

Let us compute TEhGu, when u € L?. In doing so, it will be convenient to do the

computation first in the z;-variable alone, and as in (8:28)), we introduce, with u = /¢,
Gu(z1, Y2, 1m2) (4.13)
1 i ~ RS _ h ~ ~
= —= // i (pelorm B o) o gy 7 2 Ryu(ya, o) dya dif.
2mh €

Composing this expression with the one-variable transform 75, we get

TEG“(Zla Y2, 772) (4-14)
_ Ch~4 /// 6%(%(z1—x1)2+90u(:c1,n1,§7?72)+(x1—y1)771)a(xl’ i, ﬁ, n2; R)u(ys, y2) dy difydz,
2mh €
~_: iy 5 (2101 R h ~
= Clh_i/ﬁ’ﬁ(z( 13 Bl 1’y1’};’n2))b(zl>y1,g,nz;h)u(yl,?h) dy,, Ci>0.

Here the last expression follows from the stationary phase method in the variables
x1,  [26], whereby we notice that the critical point of the phase in (AI4), (z§,m°),

satisfies
c 1 ~c . 1
= +0|—— ), m=ilsr—y)+O0 | —— ).
|21—y1| |21—y1|

It follows that the phase ¢, in (4.14)) is a well-defined holomorphic function of z; in a
region 1 < |21 —y1| < 1/e2) |[Im 2| > |Rez; — y1|, and enjoys the same estimates

as ¢, in B.40), .41,
_ 1 . 1
Pu=0 ( ) ;0,000 = O (71%) : (4.15)

[Tm 24 | |Tm 24 |

Here, as before, the estimates on the derivatives of ¢, follow from the Cauchy inequali-
ties.

It follows from (4.I4) that

T5:Gu(z1, y2,1m2) € Hcpl(.m)ﬁ, (4.16)
in the region 1 < |Im 2| < -3, where
Di(z1,m2) = sup | —sRe(z1 — 1) —Im @, (21,91, = m2) (4.17)
y1€R 2 €

1
= 5(Im 21)? + oz, 1),



and

<I>2(z1,7]2):(’)< ! ) (4.18)

|Im2’1|

The critical point y{ corresponding to the supremum in (L17) satisfies

y;=Rezn + 0O <#) . (4.19)

|Im 24|

Using (AI5) together with a scaling argument very similar to the one described in
detail in the proof of Proposition 4.3 below, we see that the O—term in ([{I9) satisfies

ak

1 1
o Yo 1)
Rez1 “Imzy |Imz1| |Imz1|1+l

It follows that for ®o(z1, ) in (EIT) we have

1
Oy Oty P2(21,112) = Oy (714_1) :

‘Im21|

If we now let G denote the full 2-variable operator in ([3.37), we get from (4.14]),

15, Gu = Coh~ih~i-1 ////5,%(%(21—y1)2+@u(217y1,§,nz))+%(%(22—x2)2+(x2—y2)n2) (4.20)

ho o~ .
X b(z1, 1, g,nz;h)u(yl,yz)dyl dys dns dxy = Csh™1h™1 x

8 // 6%(%\/5(21—y1)2+%(22—yz)2+\/g@u(zlvyl722—9273))0(21, Y1, 22 — y2;7L, h>u(y17 y2) dy, dya,

where the last identity follows from stationary phase in x9, 1., and @, satisfies the
same estimates as ¢,,,

~ 1
9L 0L 5, = O <71+l> : (4.21)

|Im 21 ‘
It follows that

£

o[,

1
TE’hGU c H<1>37h, (I)g(Zl, Im 22) = (Im 21)2 + i(Im 22)2 + @4(21, Im 22), (422)

and

€
all-c{ezl Ingafmzl @4(21, Im 22) - Okl \/_1+l . (423)
’ |Im 21 |
Here 3, &, are independent of Re z5.
The discussion above is summarized in the following, somewhat informal, proposi-
tion.



Proposition 4.1 Let us assume that ¢ > h and set h = h/\/z. Via the (h,h)-
Bargmann transform T, defined in (&I, the formal space G(L*(T?)) corresponds

to the weighted space of holomorphic functions He, p, in the region 1 < |[Im 2| < %,
|Im 25| < 1. The weight ®3 = P3(21,Im 29) is such that

1
@3(21, Im ZQ) = %(Im Zl>2 + 5(11’[1 22>2 + @4(21, Im ZQ), (424)
where the perturbation ®4 satisfies
NG
aﬁezl,lmzzafmzl @4(21, Im 22) = Okl <|Im Zl|1+l : (425)

The corresponding statement also holds when considering the formal space G(L2(T?))
of Floquet periodic functions.

Remark. Let us remark that the cutoff and remainder errors not written out explic-
itly in the stationary phase expansions above are all of the size O(1)exp (—1/Ch) =
O(1)exp (—%) [26], while the deviation of the weight, due to ®,, corresponds to an
exponential factor

exp (O(l)h ﬁ{niﬂ) < exp (£)7

since we work in a region where |Im 21| > 1.
Remark. Constructing and working with the h—Fourier integral operator G in the
domain where

NG

o
for some §; > 0 small (see also (3.30)), we find that the formal space G(L*(T?))

corresponds, via the (h, h)-Bargmann transform, to the space Hg, 5, as in Proposition
4.1, now viewed in the region h=% < |Im 2| < %, IIm 2| < 1.

S |€1| < ]-7

4.2 Fourier series expansions in Hg—spaces

The purpose of this subsection is to obtain a relation between the 1-variable weight
®;(z1,m2) and the 2-variable weight ®3(z1, Im 25), introduced in (£17) and ([£.22]), re-
spectively. The starting point for us will be the following remark concerning Fourier
series on the FBI transform side. Let us rewrite (LI3]) with slightly different notation,
now for a function u € L? of one variable only:

1 i ~ RS _ h ~ ~
qu(xl) _ ﬁ // ez(w(m,m&m)ﬂm y1)771)a(x17m7 gan% h)U(yl) dyy di,. (4.26)
s

If u = u(yy,y2) € L?(T?) depends on 2 variables and we introduce the Fourier series
expansion in s,

u(yn, y2) = Y ey, kh), (4.27)
keZ



then _
Gu(wy, 1) = Y _ ™ (Gi(-, kh)) (1),

keZ

and therefore, applying 73 , of [{.I1l), we get

Ty WGu(zn, ) = > T2 (72 () IV Gyi(-, kh) (1) (4.28)
keZ

Here the superscripts (1), (2) in (£.28)) indicate the variable in which the corresponding
operators are applied. A straightforward computation shows that

7 (6%0@) () = Chhe B et —: o (), C >0, (4.29)

and clearly, as can also be verified directly, this function is normalized in Hg,(C/27Z),
Dy(z) = %(Im 2)%. The functions ey, k € Z, form an orthonormal basis in this space,
and hence a general element of Hg, (C/27Z) has an expansion

V= ngﬁ’kh, ﬂk = (’U|ek‘h)Hq>0' (430)

keZ

We shall now pause to review Fourier series expansions in He(C/27Z), where & =
®(Im z) is a general smooth weight such that ¢ — ®(t) is strictly convex:

= Geh (4.31)
keZ

Here the scalar product

2®(Imz)
/ e goath — 2 L(dz), k,lcZ
C/2nZ

vanishes for ¢ # k and for k = / it is equal to
o / ¢ i (P(m=)+khImz) g1y, o (4.32)

which can be evaluated by the method of stationary phase. The critical point ¢ = Im z
in (£32)) is given by ®'(t) + kh = 0 and ®(kh) := inf(kht + ®(t)) = —sup((—kh)t —
O(t)) = —LP(—kh), where L is the Legendre transformation. Notice also that the
critical point ¢ can be characterized by
2 8(I>
when identifying ®(z) = ®(Imz). Thus, by stationary phase (the Laplace method),
we get .
€O |3, = B 2aq (kh; h)eh P,



where ag(t; h) ~ ag(t) + hai(t) + ... is a positive elliptic symbol.
For the Fourier series expansion (4.31]) we therefore have the Parseval relation,

N0l =Y hrag(khs h)er e G (4.33)

keZ

telling us to which weighted [2-space the Fourier coefficients v, belong.

Applying (4.33) to (A.28), (£.29) viewed as a Fourier series in z, with 2z; as a
parameter, we get

1 T Gl ) g, (4.34)
3(z1:),
_Gm? ~ 2
— O ny o (kb )RS5 T G i) (1)
keZ

Now recall that the weights ®3 and ®; have been chosen so that

| TGl ~ o) = D 11Tl [Far (4.35)

keZ
Z || T; Gkhuk ||H<1 1CokR), R
keZ

where as in [@27), u(y1,y2) = Y peg €"2Uk(y1), and thus we want the last member
of (£35) to coincide with that of (434]) after an integration with respect to z;. This
means that

2 () (21, k) — PL = 2V (e ),

h h
so that 1
(£q>3)(21, —772) = 5773 - \/Ecbl(zl,??z)- (4-36)
When verifying (Z.36]), we recall from (4.I7) that
1 9 - h
(I)1(21,772) = sup —§Re (21 - y1) - Im%%(zlayla —7772) . (4-37)
y1€ER €

We need a similar formula for ®3. To that end, let us notice that in ([@.20) we can
insert an intermediate step, where we only integrate with respect to x5, and exploiting
that

L (za—y2)n2— 5 (v2—22)2 _ £ (za—y2)m2— 513
/eh( k@252 g — \forhet Gavem— B

we get
TﬁhGU(Z) = Cgﬁ_%h_%_% ///6 271('21 y1)? +%$u(z1,y1,%,n2)+%(22 Y2)n2— 513 (4.38)

h -
X 5(21, Y1, g, 72, h)u(yla y2) dyy dys dny.



The formula for ®3 becomes

@3(2’1, Im 22) (439)
NG

- 1
= sup sup vc,, — TRe (z1 — y1)2 — v/elm 0 — Im (29 — yo)mo — §Re 773.
y1€R y2€R

For y, fixed, the sup,,cg vc,, corresponds to taking the critical value with respect
to Y2, 12 and the criticality with respect to ys requires 1y to be real, making the right

hand side independent of y,. Thus ”ve,,” in (439) can be replaced by "sup,,.g” and
we get
(I)g(Zl, Im 2’2) (440)
€ _ h 1
= sup sup —%Re (21 = 91)" = VEIm Gy (21, 91, <, 1) = 5705 — pTm 2

y1€ERmeER

1
= sup \/5@1(217772) - 5773 — n2lm 2
meR

1
— £n2—>Imzz (5773 - \/gq)l(ang)) (—Irn 22).

With f(n2) = in3 — VeP1(21,m2), Ju(t) = u(—t), and z treated as a parameter, (EL30)
reads

JLP; = f,
while (£40Q) tells us that JLf = ®3. Since J> = £2 = 1 and JL = LJ, we then see
that (30]) follows from (Z.40).

Proposition 4.2 Let the strictly plurisubharmonic weights ®1(z1,12) and ®3(z1, Im 25)
be defined in ([EIT) and ([E39), respectively. Then we have the relation

1
(£1m22—>?72q)3) (21, —1m2) = 5773 - \/E(I%(Zlﬂ?z)- (4.41)

Here Lf(§) = sup,(x€ — f(x)) is the Legendre transform of a strictly convex smooth
function f : R — R.
It follows that if we have an expansion of u € He, p,

h)2
u(z1,22) = Zﬂk(zl)ekh(ZQ), exn(z2) = Ch~ie~"% en=2kh >0, (4.42)
keZ

then

2 ~ 2
s~ el (4.43)



4.3 Comparison with the ordinary transform away from A;,

This subsection is a preparation for defining the global Hilbert space by gluing together
the local constructions near A, to the weighted spaces that we used in [18]. This
discussion will be continued in section 5. B
In subsection 4.1 we have analyzed the space T; ,G(L*(T?)), h = L, and iden-

tified it with a weighted space Hg, ) of holomorphic functions deﬁnedf in a region
where 1 < [Imz| < %, |Im z5| < 1. We shall now see that restricting the atten-
tion to a region where |Imz| > 7%/ we can identify this space with a weighted
space of holomorphic functions on the 7}, ,~transform side. Specifically, when studying
Ty, nG(L2(T2)) as a weighted space, we shall show that the region |Im 2| > ¢~ on the
T; ,—side corresponds to a region |Im 21| > 3 on the T, h.n—side.

" All the work will concern the variables of index 1, and therefore we shall restrict
the attention to the one-dimensional situation for a while and consider (as appears also
in the discussion of the second microlocalization in Chapter 16 of [26]),

/ / e @S P

Eliminating the t—integration by exact stationary phase, we get

=

T, u(z) = Ch™ih™

1 _E
hoi / e TvE Yy () dy. (4.44)

=

LT u(z) = C(1+ O(Ve))h™

Let us consider first the operator 1}, 7% ! as a map from Hy, 7 to Ha,p with @o(x) =
+(Imz)?. Considering the reduced kernel of (44, we then want to look at

()’ + Re _ﬁ\/g(x EE %(Imy)z (4.45)
— %1 :/E\/E(Rex —Rey)? - % <(Imx)2 + 1 :/g\/g(lmz—lmy)2 — \/E(Imy)2)

1 e 2 1 2
= 51_\/E(Rex—Rey) —m(\/amy—lmx) :

This means that we can choose the integration contour Rey = Re x in (4.44)), and using
Schur’s lemma we see that

_ 1/2
I TWT o tag, = O()h7Th73 ( / ¢~ 21— vz (VEImy—Tmz)® dImy)

1/2
x ( / e~ v (VEImumn)® gpy, x)

Here Hy, ; = H s, We notice that the factor e~!/® here represents a loss, since we
know that ThT,{l : Hg, 5, — Ha,,p 1s unitary, modulo exponentially small errors. The



loss is due to the fact that here we are using contour integrals as a preparation for the
next case when the weights are no longer the standard quadratic ones.

Let us pass from /2®(y) = 2 (Imy)? to

Bafy) = Lo (my)? + 2.) (4.40)

in (£22), (&23), with
NG

447
|Im y|"** 147)

Doy Oy Pay) = O ( ) , 1< |Imy| <

1
e
(Here we continue to neglect the dependence on the variable of index 2.) When defining

ThTE_ U on Hg, , we need to choose the integration contour in (4.44]) passing through
the critical point of

y — Re % : :/E\/E(x — ) + D3(y) (4.48)

(Rexz — Rey)? —

1 € Imz\”> 1

- = [ty - L) 4 Sma)? + u(y).

e 2(1_@(my ﬁ) F 2 (ma)? + @)
We shall now discuss the estimates on the critical point y(x) in ({48]). Using (£.47),

we see first that the criticality with respect to Imy means that

By

1 Imz
Imy(z) + O <\/E(Imy(at))2) = NG (4.49)

Working in a region where

5 < |Imy| sothat |[Imy|> £7s, (4.50)

1
Ve [Imy|

we then see that

Imy(z) = h“Tx +0 (ﬁ) . (4.51)

£ |Tm |

Considering the Re y-gradient of the phase in (£48), we get

Rey(z) =Rex + O <W1(I)|) , (4.52)

and in view of (€.5])),

Rey(z) = Rex + O ( Ve ) . (4.53)

|Im z|



Proposition 4.3 The critical point y(x) in [EA]) satisfies

NG Imz
— V= Imy — ——
Rey Rex—l—(9<|1mx| , Imy N +0O

where the remainders enjoy the following symbolic estimates: for each k, | € N, we
have

6Rexélmx |I ZL’| |I |1+l 6Rexélmx ‘I ZL’|2 |I |2+l

£,

|Ima:|2

Proof: The proof is a rescaling argument. With Rez = ¢, 2 = 5 |s| > £71/6 the

£

equations (£.49) and (4.52) become, if we write Rey = u, Imy = v,

u=t+ f(u,v)
{v = s+ g(u,v), (4.55)

with

1 1
Ffuv) =0 —— 1, Foglu,v)=0——=|.
u v-f( ) <|U|1+l> u vg( ) <\/§|v|2+l)

Assume that s = s, |so| > &'/, and write & = 2. Then ([55) gives

{u:t+f(u,soz7)

¥ =3+ Lg(u, sod). (4.56)

Here we have written § = s/sy. Now

%%ﬂwWDZOCL)<L

|50l

1 1
koL — ,s~:O<———)<L
u Usog(u OU) \/E‘S()|3

and we conclude that u = u(t,3) and ¥ = (¢, 3) with 9Fdlu = O(1), Foko = O(1).
Reinjecting this information into (Z50]), we get

u=t+a(t3), ©=35+D0bt35),
with

Nota =0 (i) . O =0 <%) .
EY VE [s0]

Using that 05 = s¢0s, we get

_ 1 ke [ L) 1
””*O(w)’dio(w)‘oQﬁﬁ>



and

1 1 1
=s4+0(— ], a’mgo( ):(’) —— .
o (wsf) VL VE s

The symbolic estimates (4.54]) follow and this completes the proof. O

Choosing the integration contour {y; Rey = Rey(x)} in (£44) passing through the
critical point y(x), and noticing that the y-Hessian of the phase occurring in (448
along the contour is negative definite, we obtain that ThTE_ ! becomes a well-defined

operator of norm O(¢~8) from Hg, , to He, », where

(1, Ve 2 2
= v, (5(1“”") +prpRer —Ren' - g5

Using the estimates (4.51]) and (£52]), we see that

| =

<I>5(:B):%(Im:r)2+(9( ¢ e ) (4.58)

Imz|  |Imz]®  |[Imaz|®

In view of (A50), the strictly subharmonic function ®;(z) is naturally defined in a
region ¢!/3 < [Imz| < 1, and therefore we get

By (z) = %(Imx)z 40 < : ) | (4.59)

|Im z|

Estimating the derivatives of ®5 using Proposition 4.3 and adding the dependence on
the variable 5, we get the following result.

Proposition 4.4 Let us consider the weight ®3, defined in (E39) and satisfying (L46),
([EZT). Working in a region e~/6 < [Imy| < e7V/2, [Imy,| < 1, we have

T To ) = O(1)e™ « Hoyp — Hay, (4.60)

where the strictly plurisubharmonic function ®s is given in (A57) and is defined for
P < |Imzy| < 1, [Imay| < 1. We have

O5(x) = %(Imx)2 + Og(x1, Im x9), (4.61)

where

£
algexl,lmxgafmxléﬁ(zla Im 113'2) = Okl <7l+1> (462)

|III1£L'1|

Remark. Let us notice that we would also obtain the weighted space Hg, 5, more directly
by studying T},Gu in the x;-variable, with G given in ([8.32) and u € L% Notice also



. . . 1 . . -1
that the canonical transformation associated to T Ty, in E80) is w1, , © kr.  and

since in view of (ZI12),

/f;;’h(atl,&;:fz,&) = (931 + i%>fl;I2 + i€2>€2) ;

we get, using (4.5,

1_7\/2/5751;932,52) : (4.63)

The weights @3 in (4.46]) and @5 in ([A57) are related through the formula

KTy, 5 © /{;‘;h (1'1,51; 1’2,62) = <a71 + 16

K'Th,h © K';}Nzl,h (A¢3) = A<I>5' (464)

4.4 Microlocal Hilbert space in a full neighborhood of A,

Let us return to the situation discussed in section 3, and recall from (3:I4]) that the
action of P. on F(L3(T?)) is, microlocally near £ = 0, equivalent to the action of

F'P.F = P!(2,, hDy; h) + R.(x, hDy: h)
on LZ(T?). Recall also from (4.3)) that
G 'M~'P/MG = P!(hD,;h),

the operator P”(hD,:h) being defined in ([336). With h = %, in Proposition 4.1
we have identified T3, ,G(L?(T?)) with a space of holomorphic functions Heg,, in the
region 1 < |Imz| < \%, IIm zo| < 1, with ®3 as in (4.24)), (£.25). Now let us
extend ®3(-,Im 25) from the region R < |[Im z;| < % for R > 1, to the entire domain
|Im 2| < % so that we still have as in Proposition 4.1,

Ve

1
@3(21, Im ZQ) = 5 (Im 21)2 + §(III1 22)2 + @4(21, Im ZQ)

with

Ve

(R + |Tm 2 |)+!

8§ezl,lnga%mzl (I)4(Zlu Im ZQ) = Okl ( ) y R> 1, (465)

and with &3, ®, still independent of Re z,. It follows that when

(xlvglvx27£2> € A<1>3 = {(mv %%) } )

then Im &, = —ag‘fiQ = 0.




Recall that in subsection 4.1 we have defined a microlocal Hilbert space in a fixed
neighborhood of

U AE,LT‘ 0< 50 < 1,
|E]<do
but away from a y/e—neighborhood of that set as FMG(L3(T?)). Here the tori Ag

have been introduced in ([B.3]). Having extended ®3, we now fill the gap by replacing
G(L3(T?)) by T, 1H¢3 n, and introduce a microlocal Hilbert space defined in a full

neighborhood of ALT and given by
FMT; 1H¢3 h- (4.66)

Here it will be understood that the elements of Hg, 5 are Floquet periodic as in (3.9)).
In what follows, in order to simplify the presentation, we shall neglect the Floquet
conditions and work under the assumption that the elements of the weighted space
Hg, , are 21Z* periodic functions. It will be clear that the discussion below will
extend to the Floquet periodic case. Also, in (4.60) we are identifying a neighborhood
of Ay, with a neighborhood of the zero section in T*T? by means of the canonical
transformation kg in (B3.2]).

Microlocally near Aj,, the action of P. on the space (A.66]) can be identified with
that of
Tp W M PIMTL ) + T M RMT = = P.+R. (4.67)

on Hg, 5, in view of (3.14]). The operator EM LP/M is given by (3.20) with &, replaced
by hD,,. The operator %PE therefore becomes, with p = 4/,

“P = ()6 + 9 (&) + D, &) (R, ) (1.68)

g
- (z@fz + @ + er) (21 + ihDyy, f(&) + phD,,, &)

+O(h?)(x) + ihD,,, f(&) + phDs,, &),

(1)

where we replace & by hD,,, since the h-Fourier integral operator - 5 isa convolution

operator with the associated canonical transformation (yi,71) — (y1 — im,m), and
similarly for Tf). From (B.I5) we also find that

ER (931,51,932>€27 h) = O<5 +hN+52§1 ) (4.69)

To study the operator in (A.G7), we take a Fourier series expansion in x5 of a general
element v € Ho, p,

u(wy, x2) Zuk r1)ern(T2). (4.70)
keZ

Here the functions egy(z5) have been introduced in (£42)). From Proposition 4.2 we

recall that
2 ~ 12
(R SIE A (4.71)
€Z



and correspondingly,

1~ 1~/ -~ _
—Pu=Y <P <x1, hD,,, kh; h) (21 )enn (2). (4.72)
keZ

Therefore we have to study

1~ -
gPs(xl, hD,,, kh; h) : H<I>1(~,kh),i7 — H<I>1(-,kh)ﬁ' (4.73)
Here we recall from (£I7) and (£IR) that
1 1
q)1(371>772) = §(Imx1)2 + @2(551,772), q’2($1>772) =0 (m) (4-74)

is defined in the region R < |Imuz| < %, and when extending the definition to

the domain |[Imz;| < R, we use Proposition 4.2. Using also (A.63]), we see that the
representation ({.74]) holds in the entire region |Im x| < %, with

1
k [
8Rex1,7]281m1‘1q)2(x1’772) - O ((R T |Imx1‘>l+1) y R > 1 (475)

In the region where [Im x| > 1, we have, from Proposition 3.1,

P = T; ,GP'G™ 1Th;, (4.76)

and correspondingly for 1-variable pseudodifferential operators:
1~ 1 ~
mE (1, hDy,, kh; h) = —TEGthE”(th, kh; h) G T (4.77)

Here Gy, is defined in (4.26]) and Pa”(thl, kh; h) is given in (3.36)):

PR 1) = Th(F(6).6) + g(F(E) + VERD,,) (D, ) (4.78)
+(itlah+ 0 (1) + et ) (76 + VERD,, &)
+O0p;; <o (%)) + R(hD,, 6,1 h),
where )

1

An apphcatlon of Egorov’s theorem then shows that in the region where [Ima:[ > 1,
the symbol of P (21, hDy,, kh; h) restricted to

OB, (1, kh
A<I>1(v,kh) = { <$17 %) } )
1



can be identified with the symbol of [{78) restricted to 7*T2, modulo an error O(h).
Let us notice also that if (x1,&1) € As, (. ks then from (@.74), (4.75),

~ 0P B 1
Re& = ~ Shmas (x1,kh) = —Imax, + O <(R+ |Im:v1|)2> : (4.79)
and 9% .
mé = (g kh) = O [ 1 4,
m& ORex; (w1,kh) = O (R—l— |Imx1|) B>, (4.80)

~  ~2
so that the imaginary part of the term g(f(&2) + v/€&1,&2)&1 , occurring in the symbol
in ([AGY), restricted to Ag, (. p=kh), is small, when |Imz;| = O(1).

We shall finish this section by discussing the action of the remainder in (4.67),
éRe(xl,thl,@,th;h), on Hg,p. In doing so, we shall work, as we may, with
the classical rather than the Weyl quantization. We shall study the scalar product
(%REUHW)H%M where

Uk(361,$2) = ﬂk(%)ekh(fb’z), Uz(l’h@) = 77@(%)6%(%2), k7£ €7, k 75 l.

Here we have . .
C C

for some C > 1. Let us consider first

1 1~ ~ ~ i i — (z1,Imz
—R.(z1,hDy,, x2, kh; h)uk(%)ez(khme_z(mm6_%12)

— L(d 4.82
o C/2nz e ( x2)7 ( )

which is equal to

—

1=, = _
/ gRE(xl,th1,~+iImx2,kh; Rty (1) (£ — ke~ (®a@nIme)+ C58Rma2) g1y, (4.83)

where ;\éa(xl,?LDxl, -+ ilm o, kh; h)ug(z1) (¢ — k) is the Fourier coefficient of
R/27Z 3 Rexy — éés(xl,ﬁpm, Re 2y + ilm 29, kh; h)tg(z1)
at the point ¢ — k, and is therefore equal to the Fourier coefficient of
R/27Z > Rexg — ééa(zl,ﬁl)xl, Rexy, kh; h)ug () (4.84)
at the same point times e*=9™m2 Tt follows that (Z82) is equal to

1~ ~
(ERe(xl,thl,-,kh; h)ﬂk(x1)> (0 —k) / e~ (PalenImz2) +0hIm) g1y 00 (4.85)



and evaluating the integral in (Z.85) by the method of stationary phase, as in subsection
4.2, we get

1=, ~ :
<gRa(asl,th1,-,kh; h)ﬁk(z1)> (€ = k)hZ gy (e, (Ch; h)eiE2s@ =M (4.86)

Here the amplitude @, (s, ) is as in (4.34).
When estimating the first factor in (4.86]), we recall that as in [26], modulo an error

that is O(e=/Ch), C' > 0, we may write

1~ ~ -

gRa(l’l, hD,,,xs, kh; h)u(xq) (4.87)
_ 1 (ml y1)€11 ]fh h ~ d dN
= = eh ($1,§1,$2, )X (1 — y1)ur(y1) dyr déy,

2mh €

where y is a suitable cutoff in a neighborhood of 0, and in (£87)) we choose a good
contour adapted to the weight ®;(-, ¢h) and given by

~ 2 8@1(1’1,671)

&1 = +iC(x1 — 1), C>1.

7 o0x,

It follows, using also (A.69)) and (A.74)) that the absolute value of the kernel of

e nCm/il e
9

does not exceed
e GV AR M
and since ®1(xq, 1) is defined for [Im x| < R\[, R> 1, it follows that the Hy .\

norm of (L87) does not exceed, uniformly in xo, |Im xs| < 1,

1
N ~
O (g + hY + —RN) || . HH<1>1<-,eh>,E'

Shifting also the contour of integration in x5, we conclude that the H Py (-,¢n) RO of

1~ ~ _
Ty (gRe(Il’ hD,,, -, kh; h)uk(x1)> (0 —k) (4.88)
can be estimated by

1 _
o (EN N ﬁ) e~ Ik=1/00) |7, |1 (4.89)

@1 (-,Lh),h’

Combining (4.86]), (4.89), and Proposition 4.2 we see that the scalar product

1~
(ER uk"UJg)Hé A (490)



can be estimated by

H ﬂl HH<1>1,(.,M),E’ (491)

O e A

@1,(-,Lh),h

Here when considering g, we want to replace ®1(-,¢h) by ®4(-, kh), and according to

(#7H), we can do it at the expense of the exponential factor exp (O(1) R\ﬁ‘lkn:fh)’ which
is permissible due to presence of the factor exp (— |k —¢| /O(1)) in (£91]). Taking
into account also (A.81]) and (£43), we may summarize this discussion in the following

result.

Proposition 4.5 Assume that k,¢ € Z are such that (A81)) holds, and make the as-
sumption (L69). Then the scalar product

1~
(gReukhLZ ,
Hggn

(kh)mak(l’l), ﬂk(xl) € H<I>1(~,kh),71’ C > 0,

where

1 (kR)? 4
ug(x1,x9) = Ch™4e™ 20 en

and uy 18 defined similarly, can be estimated by

1\
o <EN + RN+ ﬁ) e OW oy |y Mt gy e B> 1. (4.92)

5 Global Hilbert space and spectral asymptotics for
P

5.1 Behavior of the Diophantine weight near A;,

Let us recall from the introduction that our spectral parameter z varies in a rectangle
of the form

1
|Rez| < m, m,

where Fy € Q(Ay,) satisfies ([22), (L.26]), (L27), and (L.28)). Recall also that we
assume for simplicity that L = 2 in (L.2I]) and L' = 1 in (I25).

In the absence of rational tori corresponding to the energy level (0,eFp), the global
weight that we used in [I8] when away from a small but fixed neighborhood of U3_, A; 4,
was coming from an averaging procedure along the H,-flow, and it is the weight that
we should use in the present case, also when away from a neighborhood of A, ,. Fol-
lowing [18], we shall now recall the definition of the weight in question.

Let 0 < K € C°(R) be even and such that [ K(t)dt = 1. When T > 0, we
introduce the smoothed out flow average of ¢,

<

€ Im 2
— 0

(@)1 = /KT(t)q oexp (tH,)dt, Kr(t)= %K <%) , (5.1)



the standard flow average in (L.I4]) corresponding to taking K = 1=1/2,1/2)- Let G7 be
an analytic function defined near p~*(0) N R*, such that

HpGT =q — <q)T,K. (52)
As in [I§], we solve (B.2) by setting
1 t
Gr = /TJT(—t)q oexp (tHy)dt, Jr(t)= TJ (T) : (5.3)
where the function J is compactly supported, smooth away from 0, and with
J(t) =0(t) — K(t). (5.4)

The behavior of G'r near the Diophantine tori Aj4, j =1, 2, as T" — 00, has been
analyzed in [I§]. We shall now consider the behavior of Gr near A;,. Passing to the
torus side by means of the canonical transformation in (3.2 and composing p = p(§)
in (B.8)) with ks in ([@2]), we may reduce ourselves to the case when

p(&1,€2) = p(f(&2), &) + g(&1 + f(&2), &)E, f(0) =0, (5.5)
where g(0,0) > 0. The expression (5.3) gives

6r(0.9) = [ 1 (= ) ate (.0

and expanding ¢(+, ) in a Fourier series, we get

Gr(z,§)= Y. TJIP)- k) &)e™*, (5.6)

k=(k1,k2)#0,k€Z?

since it follows from (5.4]) and the fact that K is even that .J{ (0) = 0. Here q(k,&) are

the Fourier coefficients of ¢(z,£) and J(7 = [e"7J(t)dt is the Fourier transform of
J.
We write
Gr(z,€) = > TJ(TP () k)qk,&)e™ + > TI(Tp'(€) k)qk,&)e™ =T+11, (5.7)
ko7#0 ko=0

with the natural definitions of I and II. When estimating I, we notice that when ko # 0,
/(&) - k| > |pl,ko| — C'l&1| [F1] > 1/2, C > 0, provided that 2C' |1 k1| < 1. (Here for
notational simplicity we assume that ‘p’&‘ > 1.) Let now 0 < x € C5°((—1, 1)) be such
that x = 1 on [—1/2,1/2] and write, using also (5.4,

L= > XCOlkTITYE) - k)ak, e (5.8)
k2#0
T Z(l — x(2C |&] ‘k1|))Tj(Tp/(f) k)G, £
ko#0

) 1— K(Tp'(&) - k)
— ICZZ#)X(QC ISULA) ip' (&) -k

+ 300 = xQC | [ )T TP ) - k)qlk, €)™,

ko7#0

q(k, &)e™"



It is easy to see that
[=0010+T|&>™), T=>1. (5.9)

When considering the contribution coming from II, we notice that

I = > TJ(Tpk)e gk, €) (5.10)
ko=0,k17£0

P>

ko=0,k17#£0

~

1- K(Tp’&k;l)

. eiwlklz]\ ka 9
ik (k. €)

and therefore, since }p’gl} ~ &, in view of (5.0]), we get uniformly in 7" > 1,

11 = (9(1)&. (5.11)

Combining (B.11]) with the bound II = O(T), we get

T

1= O(1) ey

(5.12)

Proposition 5.1 Let G be defined in (5.3), (5.4), so that it satisfies (5.2). Assume
that near £ = 0 we have

p(&,&) =p(f(&), &) +9(& + f(&),&)E,  f(0)=0, ¢(0,0) > 0.

Then T
G =0 (1+T|4]° + =—— T>1. 5.13

5.2 Global Hilbert space and the reference operators

In the first part of this subsection, we shall construct a global h-dependent Hilbert space
where we shall study resolvent bounds for P.. The Hilbert space will be associated to a
globally defined IR-manifold A, C C*, which in a complex neighborhood of p~*(0)NR*,
away from a sufficiently small but fixed neighborhood of

U AE,L’I‘ 0< 50 < 1, (514)

| E|<do0
and away from a small neighborhood of U?:l A; 4, will be given by
A, = A, = {exp (icHg,)(p); p € R*} C C. (5.15)

Here the function Gr has been defined in (5.3]). In view of the assumption (L28) and
Lemma 2.4 of [1§], the imaginary part of p. in (I.I0) along A, in this region avoids the
value eFy, provided that T' is taken sufficiently large but fixed.



When defining the global IR-manifold A, near the union of the Diophantine tori
Aj 4, 7 = 1,2, we follow the procedure of [I8], implementing a Birkhoff normal form
construction there. Therefore, it only remains to discuss the definition of A, in a full
neighborhood of A;,, and how to extend it further to A.q, in (5.15).

From the discussion in section 4, we know that near (5.I4]), on the torus side, H(A.)

should agree with the microlocal Hilbert space

FMTE‘;H@SJL, (5.16)

introduced in (4.66). Now let us recall from Proposition 4.4 that in the region where

eV <« Imay| < V2, |Imasy| < 1, (5.17)

on the Tﬁ’hftransform side, we have an identification TE_ ;Hég,h ~ T}; éH¢57h, with the

weight ®; having the properties described in (4.61]), (£.62). Moreover, on the T},
transform side, the region in (5.I7) corresponds to a region where £'/3 < [Im x| < 1,
|Im 25| < 1. In this region we may therefore identify the microlocal Hilbert space in

(5.16) with
FMT, yHoyp = MT, ), Hoy p, (5.18)

where the smooth strictly plurisubharmonic function ®7(x) is such that

—1 —1
Kty © Ky ©Re ©kMm © Ky (A<1>5) = Aq>7.

Here kg, : (y,n) = (y — in,n) is the canonical transformation associated to the
Bargmann transform T}, on T? given in ([£4)). The transform k. corresponding to
the operator F' has been introduced in (3.12)).

The transformation ko k. 0 Ky is O(g)-close to the identity in the C*°-sense and
hence it follows from Proposition 4.4 that

O7(x) = Do) + Ps(x), Po(z) = %(Ima:f, (5.19)

where the perturbation ®g(x) satisfies

€
ey 22 Otmay Ps(2) = Oy <71+l> . (5.20)

|IIl’lLU1‘

In particular, the Hessian of ®; is uniformly bounded in a region where £/3 <«
|Iml’1| < 1, |Iml’2| < 1.

We conclude that near (5.I4]) but away from an O(g'/3)-neighborhood of that set,
we should choose

A. =Kyl ok, 0k 0 m;}ih(A%) = kgl ok O “i},h (Ag,) (5.21)

where kg is the action-angle transform defined in (3.2)).



We shall now glue the manifolds A.q, in (BI50) and A, in (B21). To that end, from
subsection 5.1 we recall that we have simplified the symbol p in (B.8) by composing it
with the transformation sy, in (d.2]). Hence

_ -1
AEGT =Ko ©Km (AaGTonalonM> )

where G := Grok, Yo ks is given in Proposition 5.1. Recall next for example from [5]
that if &4 is such that xg, , (Aca,) = As,, then

Dy(x) = Po(x) + eGr(Rex, —Imx) + O(e? [VGr|?). (5.22)

Let x = x(Imzy) € C§°, 0 < x < 1, be a standard cut-off function in a sufficiently
small but fixed neighborhood of 0, and consider

O(z) = x(Imxq)P7(z) + (1 — x(Im xy)) Py(2). (5.23)

The function ® is strictly plurisubharmonic in a region £/3 < |Im 2| < ﬁ, [Tm 2| <

ﬁ- Moreover, it follows from (5.19), (5.20), (5.22), and Proposition 5.1 that

B(z) = o(x) + Bo(z), (5.24)

where ®g and its derivatives satisfy the same estimates as ®g(z) in (5.20). It follows
that in a fixed neighborhood of the set in (5.14) but away from its !/3-neighborhood,
the IR-manifold A, is defined as

A. =Kyl ok o /ﬁ}h{h (Az) (5.25)

and we need to fill the remaining gap. To that end, it will be convenient to go back to
(5.16]) and to work on the 75 ,-transform side. Let us recall the relation (4.64]) between
the weights &3 and Ps,

KTy, 5 © ’%i;lyh (A‘i’s) = A<I>57

with the transform g, , o K;ﬁlh defined in (63). Corresponding to the weight & in

(523), on the T}, ,—transform side, we introduce a weight @(x) on the 75 ,-transform
side given by the analogous relation

KTy, , © K;ﬁl,h (Ag) = As. (5.26)

We have
Ve

2
where @19 and its derivatives satisfies the same estimates as ®, in Propositign 4.1.
Moreover, in a region where ¢/6 < [Im x| < e /2, [Im 25| < 1, the weight ® is an
O(/€)-perturbation of ®3, and as such it extends to the entire region |Im x| < e7/2,
|Im x9| < 1, in the same way as in subsection 4.4.

O(z) = Yo (Im ) + %(Ing)z + (), (5.27)



The definition of A, C C* in a full neighborhood of A, ., including the gluing region,
is then as follows,

A =kyl ok o /ﬁ};h (Az) - (5.28)

where the transform iz, ~has been defined in (A4.12)). Further away from A, ,, we have
A. = A.g, in (B.I5), and when approaching the Diophantine region A4 U Ag g4, we
define A, as in [I§]. This gives a global definition of the IR-manifold A, € C*, which
agrees with R? outside a bounded set.

Let T be the standard FBI-Bargmann transform, defined as in as in (4.4)), acting on
L*(R?), and with the associated canonical transformation sy : T*C* — T*C?, defined
as in (43). From [I8] we know that away from a neighborhood of the rational region,
we have

200,
or(a) = o, = { (0.6 e € x e = 2L (5.29)

1 Ox
where @, is strictly plurisubharmonic with &, — &y = O(g), V(. — &y) = O(e),
Po(z) = 3 (Im 2)?. Associated to A., we then introduce a global h-dependent Hilbert
space H(A.), which agrees with L?>(R?) as a set, and which is equipped with the norm

lull =T Q=) wlla,, + | T, M F U XU 1, (5.30)

Here x € C°(A.) is a cut-off to a small neighborhood of the rational region, which we
quantize as a Toeplitz operator on the FBI-Bargmann transform side — see also the
following discussion in this section. The elliptic Fourier integral operator U quantizes
the action-angle symplectomorphism #,* in (3.2).

We shall now introduce a more precise description of the spectral window to which
the spectral parameter z is confined. In doing so, let us recall the assumption (L27),
and assume, in order to fix the ideas, that Fy < (¢)(Ay,). Introduce a rectangle

€ € , 1 1
Rz = {—50,50] + 1€ |:F0 - a,Fo—F@ y (531)

where Cjy > 0 is large enough. Moreover, we shall take Cy > 1 so large that

Im 2

. <{¢)(A1,), z€ Ry. (5.32)

We further take C; > 0 so that
1 .
Fh——< inf QOO(Al,T’)‘ (533)
Ch

Our goal now is to construct a trace class Toeplitz operator K : H(A.) — H(A.) such
that the operator

1
E(P€+Z€K—Z)



becomes elliptic, in the %fpseudodifferential operator sense, in a full neighborhood of
Ay, for z varying in (5.31]). To this end, we shall restrict the attention to the rational
region.

When constructing the operator K, we recall that microlocally near A ,, the action
of P. on H(A.) can be identified with the action of the operator in ({.67]) on the weighted
space Hg, . In what follows, as in (£.72), (A.73]), we shall consider the one-parameter

family of operators é]gg(xl,TLDxl,@; h) acting on Hy (.7, where & is given in (3.16)

and ()
k’QOég Sg
el = fn (- 2 ) o

We now claim that for z € C in the domain (5.31]) and in the region where |£5| > ¢,
the elliptic bound

< L

1

|12 5

)%ﬁa(zla&>€2; ) -

(5.34)

holds true. Here & = 2221 (x1,&), so that (:)31,51) € Ao, (&) When verifying (5.34),

i Ox
we recall from subsectlonlél 4 that in the region where [Imz;| > 1, the symbol of

%é(zl,ﬁDm,gg; h), restricted to Ag,(.¢,), is identified with the symbol of ([A.T78) re
stricted to T*T2, modulo O(h), and (534) follows by considering the imaginary part
of 1 <~ (xl,é,@; h) — ) and using (5.32)).
It remains therefore to check (£.34)) in the region where [Imz;| = O(1). Here it
follows by considering the real part of 1P (931,51 §2;h) — 2 in (A68) and using that
p(f(&2),&2) = h(&2)&a, h(&2) > 0, and that 9(0,0) > 0, together with (£.79), (4.80).
In what follows, when considering the one-parameter family éé (:El,ﬁDxl, &o; h),
we shall therefore restrict the attention to the quantum numbers k£ € Z given by the

condition
& =h <k; _ kogf‘?)) S O(e). (5.35)

When & = 290 (11, &), using ([EBY) together with (@T9), @S0), we get, for [Im ;| =
o),

Im %E(mfbﬁz; h) = (g)a(Rewr, —plmay + £(£), &) + O @ et W) .

(5.36)
Here we recall that yu = /¢ and R > 1. Furthermore, as already exploited above, in
the region where [Imxz;| > 1, the closure of the range of the imaginary part of the
symbol of %ﬁa(llfl,’vaDxl, §2; h), restricted to Ag, (. ¢,), avoids the value Fy € Qo (A1,).
For each k € Z satisfying (5.33)), let 0 < rp = r(Imz1) € C§°(R) be such that ry
vanishes for [Imz;| > 1 and such that the value Fj is away from the closure of the
range of
2 8(191

Im - P (Il, i 8 (Il,gg) fg, ) +rk(1mx1), (537)



when |Imz| < Ry, R; large enough. We notice that we can take r; to be a suitably
large multiple of some standard cutoff function. Associated with r; we then have a
Toeplitz operator

Top(ry) : H<I>1(-,£2)

defined as in the appendix. Using the one-dimensional operators Top(ry), we introduce
an operator F, 'Top(ry) Fa, : Hayn — He, given by

7 — H¢1(.7§2)7ﬁ, (5.38)

F, Top(ry) Fuyu(, m2) = Z (Top(rg)uk) (z1)eg, (x2), w € Heyp, (5.39)
£2=0(e)

with & as in (5.30). Here, as in (4.70), we have written
(e, we) = Y k(1) eg, (w2).
kEZ
Combining (5.34]) together with Proposition 4.5, and the construction of Top(ry),
for k € Z satisfying (5.35), we conclude that for z in the domain (5.31]), we have an
elliptic estimate

1~ 1~
H (gPe + gRe + ifgc_leOp(Tk)fo — g) u (540)

> Sl s, .
Hyyn O ot

Here we are also using the basic formula relating quantization and symbol multiplica-
tion on the FBI-Bargmann transform side, established in Theorem 1.3 in [27] (see also
section 3 of [12]).

Back on the globally defined manifold A., we let now 0 < xo € C§°(A:) be such that
Xo = 1 near the rational torus and with supp yo contained in a small neighborhood of
the torus. We then take 0 < x; € C§°(A.) supported near Ay, such that x; =1 in a
neighborhood of supp xo, and consider

K = xlUFMTi;f;;TOp(rk)fmTEhM—lF—lU—1X0 =O(1): H(A.) — H(A,).
(5.41)

Here, as in (5.30), U is a unitary Fourier integral operator quantizing the action-
angle transformation x5! in (3.2). When defining the operators corresponding to the
functions xo and x1 in (B.41), we identify H(A.) with FMT- ;Hq)&h and use the Toeplitz
quantization on the FBI-Bargmann transform side. 7

Now it is clear that the operator in (5.39)) is of trace class on Heg, 5, with its trace
class norm not exceeding

3

c 3/2
Z < -
0 () swpll Ton(r) e < 0 (57 ). (5.42)

since an application of Proposition A.1 shows that the trace class norm of the Toeplitz

operator (G.38) is
0 (%) _0 (%) | (5.43)



It follows that K in (5.41]) is of trace class on H(A.), its trace class norm not exceeding

£3/2
oQﬁ)
Proposition 5.2 Let us keep all the general assumptions from the introduction, and
assume that Fy € Upe Qoo (A) satisfies the assumption (L22) -(L28). Assume also that
h < e = O(h?), for some § > 0. Then there exists a globally defined IR-manifold

A, C C* and smooth Lagrangian tori Ald, A2 ds Alr C A, such that when p € A, is
away from a small neighborhood of Al,d U A27d U Alm we have

3

1
> — >
|Re P-(p)| > or |lmP.(p) —ekFp| > o)

50 (5.44)

The estimates (5.44) remain valid for p € A. near Ay, when away from an O(eY/?)-
neighborhood of this set. The manifold A, is close to R* and agrees with it outside a
bounded set. We have

P.=0(1): HA.) — H(A,).

For j = 1,2 there exists an elliptic Fourier integral operator
Uy = O(1) : H(A.) — L3(T?)
such that microlocally near /A\M, 7 =1,2, we have

U,P. = (PJ.(N)(th,é; h) + Rys1i(z, hDy, € h)) U;.

Here P (th, £; h) + Ryy1(x, hD,,e; h) is defined microlocally near &€ = 0 in T*T?,
the full symbol oij (th, e; h) is independent of x, and

RN+1,j(x>€>€; h’) =0 ((6757 h)N+l) :

Here N is arbitrarily large but fized. The leading symbol of P]-(N)(th,a; h) is of the
form

p;(€) +1i(g;) () + O(?),
with the differentials of p; and (q;) being linearly independent when £ =0, j =1, 2.
Furthermore, there exists a trace class Toeplitz operator
K=0Q1):H(A.) — H(A,),
which has the following properties:

e K is concentrated to the torus /A\l,,, in the sense that if ¥ € C3°(A.) is supported
away from Ay, then

VK = Ko = O(h™) : H(A.) — H(A.). (5.45)



o The trace class norm of K satisfies

£3/2
1K1k =0 (5 )-

e For p € A, near /A\lvr, we have

|P.(p) + K (p) — 2| > m

provided that the spectral parameter z € C belongs to the domain (5.31)), assuming

6.32), G.33).

Remark. Tt follows from the discussion preceding Proposition 5.2 that the operator
K enjoys better localization properties than (5.45]), and is in fact concentrated to an
O(g'/?)-neighborhood of A;, C A..

We shall now derive resolvent bounds for the perturbed operator P.+icK in the space
H(A.). To this end, let us recall the set Fy, defined in Theorem 1.1, which consists of
the quasi-eigenvalues z(j, k), 1 < j < 2, k € Z?, introduced in (L31). We introduce
an additional small parameter 0 < & = O(h%) such that & > ¢'/2, & > h'/?27%. Then
it follows from Proposition 5.2 (see also Proposition 5.1 in [I8]) that when p € A. is
away from an e-neighborhood of A1 FiS; A2 FiS; A1 -, we have

€e

5
P.(p;h)| > —— Im P. — eFy| > . A
|Re P-(p; h)| o0 or |Im eFo| o0 (5.46)
In what follows, we shall let z € C vary in the rectangle
€ € g
[ = C] +ie lFO C,F0 + 5} , (5.47)

for some C' > 0 sufficiently large but fixed. Let Ny > 1 be arbitrarily large but fixed.
When z in the rectangle (5.47) avoids the union of eh™/O(1)-neighborhoods of the
2(j, k)’s, we would like to show that P. 4+ icK — z is invertible and to estimate the
inverse in H(A.). When doing so, to be able to exploit the Birkhoff normal form in
the Diophantine region, as in [I§], we shall use a partition of unity involving cutoff
functions to small A-dependent neighborhoods of the Lagrangian tori.

In what follows we shall write that a function a = a(p; h) € C*°(A,) is in the symbol
class Sz(1) if uniformly on A., we have

V"= Op,(e™™), m>0.

We take a smooth partition of unity on the manifold A,

2
1= "G+ Y1 + U1+ Pop + o+ Y. (5.48)
j=1



Here 0 < x; € C§°(A:) N Sz(1) is a cut-off function to an e-neighborhood of /A\M,
j = 1,2, and as in [I§] we arrange so that

[P, x] = O(hY*D) L H(A.) — H(A.). (5.49)

The functions 0 < ¢); 4 € Sz(1) are such that £Re P. > £/O(1) in the support of
Yy 4+, respectively. Next, the functions 0 < ¢y 1 € C5°(A.) N Sz(1) are supported in
regions invariant under the H,~flow, where + (Im P, — ¢F) > €£/O(1), respectively.
We also arrange so that 1,  Poisson commute with p on A.. Here we have written
p to denote the leading symbol of P._y acting on H(A.). Finally, the function 0 <
s € CF°(A:) N Sz(1) is a cut-off to an e-neighborhood of /A\lm such that H,i3 = 0.
Moreover, we can arrange that

UsK = K + O(h®) : H(A.) — H(A.).

At this point, we may follow the arguments of section 5 of [18] (see also [15]) to
prove, using (5.46]) together with the sharp Garding inequality, that when

(P.+ieK —2)u=wv, u€ H(\,), (5.50)

with z € C varying in (5.47), we have
€€

[ (1—ij—w3>u||s ol + 0@l 551

provided that
< h. (5.52)

Here || - || is the norm in H(A.). Let us also remark that when establishing (B.51]),
following [I5], we use, in particular, that, on the operator level,

h h? h h
[P. 0o 4] = [Pezo, Yo 1] + O (%) =0 (5—4) +0 (%) =0 (2—4) ,

since h < e. Furthermore, since z belonging to (5.47) is such that dist(z, Ey) >
eh™o /O(1), directly from section 5 in [I8] we see, using also (5.49), that for j =1, 2,

O(1 N
el < Qo)+ OGN0, (V41— No—1> 1. (5.53)
Combining (5.51) and (5.53)), we get
01
10— )ull < T o]+ OO+ (5.54)

It remains to derive an estimate for ¥3u. When doing so, we write

(P. +icK — 2) Ysu = Y3v + [P. +ic K, ¢s]u. (5.55)



Here
B

[P. 4+ ieK, 5] = O (%) s H(A) — H(AL),

and using (554) with a cut-off closer to Ay, we see that the H(A.)-norm of the
commutator term in the right hand side of (5.55) is controlled by

eh o)
0 (%) il ll+ 00w = 2G4 O N .
(5.56)
Using (5.40) together with (5.55) and (5.50), we get
o(1) s
sl < oG] + OB+ | (5.57

Combining (5.54)) and (5.57)), and using also (5.52]), we obtain the resolvent bounds,

summarized in the following proposition.

Proposition 5.3 Assume that € = O(h?), § > 0, is such that € > €'/? and that (5.52)
holds. Let _
3
zE[CCyH%R O%+5y C>1, (5.58)
be such that dist(z, E;) > eh™o /O(1), for some Ny > 1. Then, with the norm being the
operator norm on H(A.), we have

o)

ehNo~

| (P +ieK —2)7" || < (5.59)
Remark. Continuing to argue as in [I§] and solving a suitable Grushin problem as in
that paper, we see that the eigenvalues of P.+icK in the domain (B.58]) are given by the
elements of the set Ey in (IL31]), modulo O(h™), their total number being ~ £/h?. We
may think therefore of P. 4+ icK as a reference operator associated to the Diophantine
region, and hereafter we shall often write

Py = P. +iK. (5.60)

Remark. Applying a simplified version of the argument above, we see that in the
absence of Diophantine tori corresponding to the level (0,eFyp), the reference operator

P.+ieK —z: H(A.) — H(A,)
is globally invertible, with

1) L H(A) — H(A), (5.61)

(g+wK—@*:O<g

for z belonging to the rectangle (IL36]). Indeed, when checking the injectivity, and
hence the invertibility, of P. + icK — z, together with (5.60), we may use a partition



of unity of the form (5.48]), without the x;’s, with all the terms there being symbols of
class Sz—1(1). The bound (5.61)) is relevant for the proof of Theorem 1.2.

In the following discussion, we shall let z € C vary in the rectangle (5.31), so that
in particular (5.32) and (5.33]) hold.

We shall now introduce a reference operator associated to the rational region. In
doing so, we let 0 < Y4 € C3°(A.) be such that Yz = 0 in a small but fixed neigh-
borhood of /A\Lr while Yy, = 1 away from a slightly larger neighborhood of this set,
when restricting the attention to the region where |Re P.| < 1/O(1). Also, X4 vanishes
outside of a slightly larger set of the form |Re P.| < 1/O(1). When C > 1 is large
enough, let us consider the operator

Pr = P€ + ’i&C%d. (562)

We may view P, as a reference operator associated to the rational region. Notice that
the trace class norm of the perturbation P, — P. on H(A.) is O(eh™2).

Our purpose is to study the spectrum of P. in the domain (5.47)) in terms of the
spectral information about the reference operators P; and P, in this region. In parti-
cular, Proposition 5.3 gives a polynomial in 1/h control on the resolvent of P;, and we
also know that the eigenvalues of P; in (5.47) are given, modulo O(h*), by the ele-
ments of the set E;. While the spectral information available for the rational reference
operator P, is not going to be as precise, as a next step in our analysis, we shall derive
resolvent bounds on P, in H(A.), when z in (5.31]) is not too close to the spectrum of
this operator.

Using the same arguments as earlier and choosing C' > 0 sufficiently large, it is easily
seen that the operator P. + ic K — z = P. +icCX4 + ic K — z is globally invertible on
H(A.), with

1
(P.+icK —2)' =0 (g) CH(A.) — H(A) (5.63)
Here z varies in the rectangle (B.31]). Write
P —z= (P +ieK —z) (1 —ie (P, +icK — 2) ' K). (5.64)

Proposition 5.2 together with (5.63) implies that ic (P, +ie K — z)~' K is of trace class
on H(A.), and the corresponding trace class norm satisfies

h?
It follows from (5.65) together with a basic estimate of [6] that the holomorphic function

3/2
|ie (P +ieK —2) 'K ||u = O (5 ) : (5.65)

D(z) = det (I —ie(P, +ieK — 2)7'K), (5.66)
defined for z in the rectangle (5.31), satisfies

|D(z)| < exp ((9 (%)) : (5.67)



The zeros of the perturbation determinant D(z) in the domain (5.31]) are precisely the
eigenvalues of P, in this region. To estimate the number of the zeros in such a domain,
with slightly increased values of Cy, C1, and Cy in (5.31), it suffices, in view of Jensen’s
formula (see for example [22]) to establish a lower bound on D(z) at a single point
z = zp in (B.31)). To this end we notice that the condition (5.33]) allows us to find zy in
the domain (5.31]) such that

Im 20

< inf Quo(Ar,). (5.68)

As before, it follows that P, — zy is invertible with

(P ) = O (é) CH(A) = H(A). (5.69)

We get, using (5.64)),
(I —ie (P, +ieK — z) K)™' (5.70)
= (P.—2) (P +icK — ) = +ie (P, — 2) ' K,

and it follows, using (5.69), that the absolute value of the determinant of the right
hand side of (5.70) is O(c*?/h?). Therefore,

ID(z2)] > exp (-o (‘%)) , (5.71)

and combining this bound together with (5.67) and Jensen’s formula, we conclude
that the number of eigenvalues of P, in the rectangle (5.31]), after an arbitrarily small
decrease of the constants Cy, C7, and (5, is

3/2
€
0 (h_) |
The proof of Theorem 1.2 is now complete, in view of the second remark following
Proposition 5.3.

Continuing with the proof of Theorem 1.1, we now come to derive resolvent esti-
mates for the reference operator P,. Let z in the rectangle (5.31]) be such that

dist(z, Spec(P,)) > g(h) >0, g¢g(h) < e. (5.72)

An application of Theorem 5.1 from chapter 5 in [6] together with (5.65) shows that
| (1 —ie (P, +icK — )_IK)_1||<;e O = (5.73)
e (P, +ie z < 00| Xp 72 : :

and in view of (5.63) and (5.64), it suffices to estimate |D(z)| from below, away from
its zeros. At this point, rather than recalling the details of the now well established
argument for that, based on Cartan’s lemma (or, alternatively, on Lemma 4.3 in [30])



and the Harnack inequality together with the maximum principle, we shall merely refer
o [22] and [2§], [30]. We obtain that if z in the domain (5.31), with increased values
of the constants there, satisfies (5.72)), then

g3/2 1
Combining (£.63), (5.64)), (5.73), and (5.74), we get the following result.

Proposition 5.4 Assume that z € C is such that

5 5
|Re z| < ok Im z — e Fy| < ol C>1, (5.75)
with dist(z, Spec(P,)) > g(h), 0 < g(h) < €. Then
_ O(1) g3/2 1
P—2 < ) log —— .
(=27 1< e (055 w5 ). (5.76)

Here P, = P. 4+ icCxq4, where X4 € C§°(As; [0, 1]) is such that Xq = 0 near the rational
torus Ay, and Xq =1 further away from this set, in the region where |Re P.| < 1/0O(1).

Relying upon the resolvent estimates for the reference operators P; and P,, given
in Propositions 5.3 and 5.4, we shall next address the invertibility properties of P. — z.
This is the subject of the next subsection.

5.3 Exponentially weighted estimates and bounds on spectral
projections

Let us recall the reference operators
Py=P. +icK and P, =P.+icCxq, C>1, (5.77)

introduced in (5.60) and (5.62). In the present subsection, as in Proposition 5.3, we
shall let z € C vary in the domain

g €

=55

}ﬂ'g [Fo—%,FO+%], > 1, (5.78)

where we recall that £ here can be chosen so that £ ~ ¢ for any small § > 0. Let us
assume that
dist(z, Spec(P,;) U Spec(P,)) > g(h), (5.79)

where, as in Proposition 5.3, we take
g(h) = eh™o,

for some arbitrarily large but fixed Ny > 2. We know from (5.59) that (P; — 2)~*
enjoys polynomial upper bounds as a bounded operator on H(A.), while Proposition
5.4 provides an exponential estimate for the resolvent of P,.



Next we shall introduce a reference operator associated with the elliptic region, where
|[Re P.| is bounded away from zero. To this end, let ¢ € C§°(A.; [0, 1]) be such that
1 = 1 in a region where |Re P.| < 1/0O(1), and assume that 1 vanishes outside of a
slightly larger region of the same form. When C' > 1 and z varies in the domain (5.78]),
we see that the operator

P. +ieCy — z: H(A.) — H(A.) (5.80)
is invertible, with
(P +icCy — z)_l =0 <§> cH(A) — H(AL). (5.81)

Let us consider a smooth partition of unity on the manifold A,,
1=+ Xd -+ Xo. (5.82)

Here 0 < x, € C§°(A:;[0,1]) is = 1 near /A\LT and supp X, is contained in a small
but fixed neighborhood of this set. The function y; € C§°(Ac;[0,1]) is = 1 near
supp Xa, while xo € C;°(Ag; [0, 1]) is such that supp xo is contained in a region where
|Re P.| > 1/O(1) and xo = 1 further away from the region where |Re P.| is small. We
furthermore arrange so that the functions v and x have disjoint supports.

Recall that z € R in (5.78)) satisfies (5.79). As an approximation to the inverse of
P. — 2z, we consider

Ro(2) = (Pr—2) ' o + (Pi—2) " xa+ (P +icC —2) ' xo0.  (5.83)
Using the definitions (5.60]) and (5.62) of the operators P, and P,, we see that
(P.—2)Ro(z) =1+ L, (5.84)
where
L=—ieCxq (P, —2) ' xp —ieK (Py— 2) " xqg — ieC (P. + ieCth — 2) "' xo. (5.85)
The key step will consist of establishing the following result.

Proposition 5.5

1

L=0(ea): H(A.) — H(A), (5.86)

for some C > 0.

When proving Proposition 5.5, we shall introduce additional modifications of the ex-
ponential weight corresponding to the IR-manifold A.. The various modifications of
the weight will take place only in regions away from a small neighborhood of rational
torus Ay ,.



We start by considering the term
Ly = —ieCxy (Pr - Z)_l Xr H(As) — H(As)u (587)

occurring in (5.85), and notice that the compact sets supp Y4 and supp x, are disjoint.
From (5.29)) let us recall that away from A;, C A., we have

or () = { @9 e et = 2L (589
with . — &y = O(e) and V (O, — Bg) = O(e), Po(z) = (1/2)(Imx)?. Here, as usual,
kr(y,n) = (y —in,n) = (2,8). (5.89)

In the following discussion, we shall often identify an open set 2 C A, whose closure is
away from Ay, with 7, (k7(Q2)) C C?. Here 7, : T*C? — C? is the natural projection
given by m,(z, &) = x. Correspondingly, a function F': Q@ — C may be identified with
Fo(myorr) ' :C?= C.

Let us recall from the introduction that we assume, for simplicity of the exposition
only, that the tori A; 4, j = 1,2 and A;, belong to the same open edge of J in (L.I1))

so that (IL39) holds. Let KM C A., 7 = 1, 2, be 7intermediate” Diophantine tori
belonging to the same open edge of J as A; 4 and A, ,, away from supp X4, with

MNag<Aig<A,, A,<NAg<Ag.

Here, in order to simplify the notation, we are identifying the real tori Kj,d cp! (0)ﬂR4
with their images in A., by means of the canonical transformation exp (icHg,.) : R* —
A, — see also (5I5). We shall introduce a new weight G € Cg°(C?) supported in a
region where |Re P.| < 1/0O(1), such that G = 0 in a fixed neighborhood of supp x;.,
while G = —n < 0 in a fixed neighborhood of supp x4. Here n > 0 is very small
but fixed and we shall have |VG| < 1, |V2G| < 1 everywhere. Moreover, G will be
chosen so that, when restricting the attention to the region where |[Re P.| < 1/0O(1), the
support of VG is contained in a sufficiently small but fixed neighborhood of KLd U/~\2,d.

We shall now define G near KM, say, when j = 1. When doing so, take a smooth
canonical diffeomorphism

% : neigh(Ay 4, A.) — neigh(¢€ = 0, T*T?), (5.90)

mapping /Ail,d to the zero section in 7*T? and obtained by composing the action-
angle canonical transformation near the real torus with the holomorphic transformation
exp (—ieHg,.). Composing p. in (B.1]) with 57!, we obtain a new symbol, still denoted
by pe., defined near the zero section & = 0 in T*T?, which is of the form

p=(@,8) = p(§) + ie(g)r(z,€) + Or(e?). (5.91)

Here, as already observed in the beginning of subsection 5.2, we take T > 0 sufficiently
large but fixed, so that (q)r(z,&) avoids the value Fj in this region. In view of the



implicit function theorem, we may assume that the energy surface p=1(0) is given by
an equation

Sa=f(&), [&l<a, 0<a<xl, (5.92)

where the analytic function f satisfies f(0) =0, f/(0) # 0.

When defining the weight G near £ = 0 we shall require that it should be constant
on each invariant torus £ = Const. In doing so, we shall first define G on p~1(0), and
to that end we introduce the tori A, C p~1(0), |u| < a, given by & = u, & = f(u). In
order to fix the ideas, let us assume that when p < 0, then the tori 5~* (A,) satisfy

Mg <F (M) < Ay,

and for > 0, we have R B
A17d < R_l (AM) < A17d.

When § > 0 is very small but fixed, we then let Gy = Gy(&1) € C®([—a,al;[0,6])
be increasing and such that Gy = 0 near —a, Gy = 0 near a, and with G{, having a
compact support in a small neighborhood of £, = 0. Taking § > 0 small enough, we
achieve that |Gf| < 1 and |G| < 1. Setting G(&1, f(&1)) = —Go(&1), we see that we
have defined G on p~*(0). We then extend G suitably to a full neighborhood of £ = 0
in R? so that it still depends on & only and |VG| < 1 is different from zero only in a
small neighborhood of £ = 0.

Introduce next the IR-manifold
(T°T%) , = {(z +iG(€),&); (x,€) € T"T?}, (5.93)

defined in a complex neighborhood of the zero section £ = 0. Then the imaginary part
of the symbol of p. in (591, along (T*T?), still avoids the value e Fp.

Similarly, working in the action-angle variables, we define G = G(£) in a neighbor-
hood of the Dlophantlne torus A2 .d- It is then clear that we can define the new global
IR-manifold A, € C* so that near A 4, it is given by &~ ((T*T?),), and away from
ALd U A27d U Alm, we define A<E so that the representation

pr (R.) = Ag,
holds true. Here &, — ®, € C°(C?) and its gradient is supported in a small neighbor-

hood of A1 dUA2 4, when restricting the attention to the region where |Re P.| < 1/(’)( ).
We have ®, = &, — n in a fixed neighborhood of supp x4, while A. = A, near A, .

The discussion above is summarized in the following proposition.

Lemma 5.6 There exists_an IR-manifold A. C T*C? which coincides with A. near

A1 r, such that away from A1 r, after applying the canonical transformation kr, defined
in (5.89), so that A. becomes Ag_, with

(Im )?
2 )

(I)g :q)0+0(6), (I)(](x) =



A. becomes Ag_, where O, — D, is compactly supported and for some n > 0 small enough

but fized we have B, = . — 1 near 7, (k7 (supp Xa)). Furthermore,

P.=0(1): H(A.) = H(A.),

and the resolvent bounds (5.59) and (5.76) hold true in the sense of bounded linear

operators on H(A.).

It is now easy to estimate the norm of the term (5.87) as a bounded operator on H(A.).
First notice that B

xr =0O(1): H(A:) = H(A.),
where we use, as before, the Toeplitz quantization of x, on the FBI-Bargmann side.
Combining this with Proposition 5.4 and Lemma 5.6, we get

- o(1 3/2 1 ~
(P, —2) " xr = i )exp ((’) (6}1—2) log E) c H(A.) — H(A,). (5.94)
Now supp X4 is contained in a region where 2136 — &, = —n < 0 and hence,
=0 (e—%> L H(A.) — H(A.). (5.95)

Here x4 is quantized as a Toeplitz operator in the weighted space Hg_, by working
on the transform side. Using (5.94) and (5.93) together with the upper bound ¢ =
O(h?/3+9) § > 0, we conclude that

Ly = —icCRa (P —2) = O (e_l/éh> CH(A) = HA), C>0.  (5.96)

When estimating the operator norm of the expression
Ly = —ieK (Py— 2) " xq: H(AL) — H(A,), (5.97)

we argue similarly and introduce a weak but h-independent weight, supported in a
region where |Re P.| < 1/0O(1), which is equal to a very small strictly positive constant
n > 0 in a fixed neighborhood of supp x4. We then obtain a new microlocally weighted
space H(A.) associated to an IR-manifold A, defined similarly to A., such that if
/»@T(/A\E) = Ag_, then D, = O, +n,0 <n <1, in a fixed neighborhood of supp x4. Then

Ya=0O (e—%) CH(A) — H(A), (5.98)

and combining this estimate together with the fact that K = O(1) : H(A.) — H(A.)
and with Lemma 5.6, we infer that

1

Ly = —ieK (Py—2) "' xg= O (e—a) CH(A) — H(A), C>0. (5.99)



To finish the proof of Proposition 5.5, we only need to estimate the norm of the

operator
Ls = icCy (P. +ieCY — 2) " xo : H(AL) — H(A), (5.100)

and this requires an introduction of a new weight on the FBI-Bargmann transform side,
that we shall still denote by G. We take G € C°(C?) with |[VG| < 1, VG| < 1,
such that G = 0 in a fixed neighborhood of supp ¥. We shall furthermore choose G so
that it is equal to a very small but strictly positive constant in a fixed neighborhood of
supp Xo, and hence in a neighborhood of infinity. Here we may recall that the support
of xo does not intersect the compact set supp 1. We also choose G so that the support
of VG is contained in a thin domain included in a region where |Re P.| > 1/0O(1). It
is then easy to see that

Ly=0 (")t H(A.) —» H(A.), C >0, (5.101)

and combining this estimate together with (5.96]), (5:99), and (5.85]), we complete the
proof of Proposition 5.5.

Combining Proposition 5.5 with (5.84]) we see that for z satisfying (5.79), the ope-
rator P. — z : H(A.) — H(A.) is invertible, with

(P.—2) ' =Ry(2) 1+ L)"". (5.102)
Writing (1+ L)™' =1— (14 L)"'L we get
(P. —2)"" = Ry(2) — Ro(2) (1+ L)™' L. (5.103)

Let now v be a simple positively oriented closed C'—contour contained in the domain
(E18), of length O(e), such that (5.79) holds for each z along 7. Let

1 -1

M=—— /[ (P. - d 5.104
5 V( e—z2) dz (5.104)
be the spectral projection of P. associated to the spectrum of P. inside . The finite-
dimensional space II(H(A.)) is spanned by the generalized eigenfunctions of P. corre-

sponding to the eigenvalues of P. in the interior of 7. Define also

1
Iy = —=— [ Ro(2)d 5.105
0 omi . 0(2) dz, ( )
and notice that the last term in the right hand side of (5.83]) does not contribute to
the integral in (5.I07), since (P. + ieCt — z)~! is holomorphic in z € R,. Let us
also introduce the finite-dimensional space £ C H(A.) spanned by the generalized
eigenfunctions of the operators P; and P,, corresponding to their spectra inside 7.
Notice that the range of Il in (5.105]) is contained in FE.

Now (B.103) gives that

1
=Tl + — / Ro(2) (14 L)' Ldz, (5.106)
2mi ),



and combining Proposition 5.3, Proposition 5.4 and Proposition 5.5 together with the
fact that e = O (h2/ 3+5), 0 > 0, we see that the operator norm of the contour integral

in the right hand side of (5100), is O(exp (—=1/Ch)), for some C > 0. In particular, if
u € H(A,), ||u]] =1, belongs to the range of II, then

Mou = u + O(e_l/éh).

Using the basic properties of the non—symmetric distance between two closed subspaces
of a Hilbert space, introduced and studied in [I1] (see also [4]), we conclude that

dimII(H(A.)) < dim E. (5.107)

When proving the opposite inequality, we write, using (5.83]),

Iy = 1L x, + Iaxa,

where

1 5 1Y
and .

b -1
I, = o ). (P —2)" dz (5.109)
satisfies
g3/2 1
II, = exp ((’) (?) log %) cH(A:) — H(A.). (5.110)

Here we have also used Propositions 5.3 and 5.4.

Let u € F be a normalized generalized eigenfunction of, say, P, corresponding to
an eigenvalue of this operator inside . Then using exponentially weighted estimates,
in the same way as in the proof of Proposition 5.5, together with (E.IT0) and the upper
bound € = O(h*3%%), we see that

ILx,u = O Y, C>0.
Similarly, we find that ITyxqu = u + O(e~*/¢"), and therefore,
Mou = u + O(e” M), (5.111)

We get the same conclusion also when u € FE is a normalized generalized eigenfunction
of P,.

Let now u € E be such that ||« || = 1. Using (5.106) and (5.I11), we infer that
Mu = u+ Oe” /),

and it follows that the dimension of E does not exceed that of II(H(A.)). This together
with (5.I07) implies that the spaces II(H(A.)) and E have the same dimension, and
from here it is easy to see how to get the full statement of Theorem 1.1.



6 An application to surfaces of revolution

The purpose of this section is to illustrate how Theorem 1.1 applies to the case when
M is an analytic surface of revolution in R?, and

P. = —h*A + ieq, (6.1)

where A is the Laplace-Beltrami operator and ¢ is an analytic function on M. We
shall consider the same class of surfaces of revolution as in [I8], and begin by recalling
the assumptions made on M in that paper.

Let us normalize M so that the zz-axis is its axis of revolution, and parametrize it
by the cylinder [0, L] x S*, L > 0,

[0, L] x S* > (s,0) — (u(s) cosf,u(s)sinf,v(s)), (6.2)

assuming, as we may, that the parameter s is the arclength along the meridians, so
that (u/(s))? + (v'(s))? = 1. In the coordinates (s, #), the Euclidean metric on M takes
the form

g = ds* + u*(s)db>. (6.3)

The functions u and v are assumed to be real analytic on [0, L], and we shall assume
that for each k € N,

u®)(0) = u®*) (L) =0,

and that «'(0) = 1, /(L) = —1. As we recalled in [18], these assumptions guarantee
the regularity of M at the poles.

Assume furthermore that M is a simple surface of revolution, in the sense that
0 < u(s) has precisely one critical point sq € (0, L), and that this critical point is a
non-degenerate maximum, u”(sg) < 0. To fix the ideas, we shall assume that f(sg) = 1.
Notice that sy corresponds to the equatorial geodesic vz C M given by s = s¢, § € S*.
This is an elliptic orbit.

Writing
T (M\{(0,0,0(0)), (0,0,v(L)}) ~ T* ((0,L) x 5.
and using (6.3)) we see that the leading symbol of Py = —h?A on M is given by
(6%)*
f2(s)
Here o and 6* are the dual variables to s and @, respectively. Since the function p in

(64) does not depend on 0, it follows that {p, 0*} = 0, and we recover the well-known
fact that the geodesic flow on M is completely integrable.

Let £ > 0 and |F| < EY/2, F # 0. Then the set

p(s,0,0,0%) =0 + (6.4)

AE’FIp:E, Q*ZF,



is an analytic Lagrangian torus contained inside the energy surface p~(E). Geo-
metrically, the torus Ag p consists of geodesics contained between and intersecting
tangentially the parallels sy (£, F') on M defined by the equation

_ £

u(sx(E, F)) = T

For F = 0, the parallels reduce to the two poles and we obtain a torus consisting of a
family of meridians. The case |F| = E'/? is degenerate and corresponds to the equator
s = sg, traversed with the two different orientations. Writing A, = Ay ,, we get a
decomposition as in (LI1]),

p' (1) = J A,

aeJ
with J = [~1,1], S = {&1}.

In [18], we have derived an explicit expression for the rotation number w(A,) of the
torus Ay, 0 #a € (—1,1),

o) =2 [ S+(a)u%m(1—%)_l/2 ds, u(ss(@)=la.  (65)

T Js_(a)

We are going to assume that the analytic function (—1,1) 3 a — w(A,) is not identi-
cally constant.

Let a > 0, d > 0. In what follows we shall say that a torus A, C p~1(1),a € (—1,1),
is (o, d)-Diophantine if the rotation number w(A,) satisfies

W(Aa) - 2_9 >

q‘_w, pEZ,qEN. (66)

From the introduction let us also recall that if a torus A, C p~'(1) is rational, so that
w(A,) = =, with m € Z and n € N relatively prime and m = O(n), then we define
the height of w(A,) as k(w(A,)) = |m| + |n|.

Let ¢ = q(s, 0) be a real-valued analytic function on M which we shall view as a function
on T*M. Associated to each a € J, we introduce the compact interval Q). (A,) C R
defined as in (LI5). We also define an analytic function

(=1,1) 3 a = {g)(Aa),

obtained by averaging ¢ over the invariant tori A,. Assume that a — (¢)(A,) is not
identically constant. From the introduction, let us recall that as a — ag € S, the set
of the accumulation points of (¢)(A,) is contained in Qu(Ag,).

Following [I§], we now come to introduce uniformly good values in R, for which the
conclusion of Theorem 1.1 will be valid uniformly. In doing so, let us notice that the
following discussion is not restricted to the case of surfaces of revolution.

Let d > 0 be fixed. Given «, 8, v > 0 we say that Fy € R is («, 3,7)-good if the
following conditions hold:



Fy is not in the union of all Qu(A,) with dist(A,, S) < a.

If Fy € Quo(Ay) and w(A,) ¢ Q then A, is (o, d)-Diophantine and |d,(q)(As)| >
a.

If [y € Quo(A,) and w(A,) € Q then k(w(A,)) = O(2), |dew(As)| > a, and
[Fo = {g)(Aa)| = .

Let (¢)""(Fo) = {Aards - - - Napats w(Aay0) € Q, 1< j < L, and Fy € Quo(Ag, 1),
w(Ag,») €Q, j=1,... L. Then the distance in R from Fj to the union

U Qoo(Aa)

Aa€J; dist(](A(h(uleAaj,d)u(ug’:lAak,r))>6

is > 7.

Remark. This definition of an (a, 3,7)-good value is less restrictive than in our pre-
vious work [I§], since we now allow such a value Fj to belong to an interval Q. (A,)
corresponding to a rational torus satisfying the isoenergetic condition, provided that
Fj is not too close to the torus average (q)(A,).

In the following proposition we shall make use of the fact, observed in the intro-
duction, that in the case when the subprincipal symbol of P._y in (IL6) vanishes, the
validity of Theorem 1.1 extends to the range h? < ¢ = O(R?¥/3+?).

Proposition 6.1 Assume that M is a simple analytic surface of revolution with a
parametrization (©2), for which the rotation number w(A,) defined in ([GH) is not
identically constant. Consider an operator of the form P. = —h?A +ieq, where q is a
real valued analytic function on M, such that the torus averages function a — (q)(A,)
s not identically constant. Let o, 3, v > 0, and fir 0 < § < 1. There exists C' > 0
such that if Fy is (o, 8,7)-good, 0 < h < %, and h*/C < e < h*/**0 then Theorem 1.1
applies uniformly to describe the spectrum of P. in the rectangle

£ € . gl gl
[—6,5} + 1€ {Fg— g,FO‘I’ 6:| .

Remark. If e = h, then the operator P. in Proposition 6.1 is a semiclassical version of
the stationary damped wave operator [20], [29], [13].

Remark. In the corresponding discussion in subsection 7.2 of [1§], it has been assumed
that the complex perturbation ¢ in Proposition 6.1 is close to a rotationally symmetric
one. This additional assumption has now been removed, thanks to Theorem 1.1, at
the expense of weakening the final result and restricting the bounds on the strength e
of the non-selfadjoint perturbation.



A Trace class estimates for Toeplitz operators

The purpose of this appendix is to derive a simple estimate on the trace class norm of
a Toeplitz operator with a compactly supported smooth symbol acting in a weighted
L?-space of holomorphic functions on C". Indeed, the result will be seen to be a
straightforward consequence of the analysis of [24].

Let ®g(x) be a real quadratic form on C" and assume that @ is strictly plurisub-
harmonic. (In what follows we may think of the special case when ®y(z) = 1(Imx)?.)
Let

Ha, := Hol(C") N LA(C"; e~ 7 L(dx)), (A1)

where L(dz) is the Lebesgue measure on C" = R*" and Hol(C") is the space of
entire holomorphic functions on C". Then Hg, is a closed subspace of the space

L2 = L*(C" e T L(dx , and from [24]we recall the following expression for the
)
orthogonal projection Ilg, : L3 — Ha,,
C [ o 2v0@) () o 200)
Hg,u(r) = el B u(y)e n% L(dy), (A.2)

where the constant C' is real and 9y(z,y) is the unique quadratic form on C} x Cj
which is holomorphic in x, anti-holomorphic in y, and satisfies

Yo(z, x) = Po(x). (A.3)
In the case when ®o(z) = 3(Imz)?, we have ty(z,y) = —4(z — 7).
Now let ® € C*°(C"; R) be such that ® — ®; is bounded and sup |42 — 22| small

enough. Assume also that V*® is bounded for each k > 2 and that ® is uniformly
strictly plurisubharmonic, so that the set

g = {(az %g—i(:ﬁ)) e C"} (A4)

is an IR-manifold. Associated with the weight ® we have the orthogonal projection
Il : Lé — H@, (A5)

where L2 = L3(C" e~ L(dz)) and Hy = Hol(C™) N L%. If now p € C°(C"), we
introduce the corresponding Toeplitz operator

Our goal is to show that Top(p) is of trace class as an operator on Hg and to estimate
its trace class norm. In doing so, it is convenient to recall from [24] the asymptotic
description of the Bergman projection Ilg, as h — 0.

Let ¢(z,y) € C=(C7 x Cy) be almost holomorphic in = and almost anti-holomor-
phic in y at the diagonal diag(C} x Cy), such that V¥4 is bounded on C*" for each
k > 2 and with

U(x,z) = O(z). (A.7)



Then we know that
O(x) + O(y) — 2Rep(x,y) ~ |z —y[*, (A8)

uniformly for |z — y| < 1/C, for C' > 0 large enough.

It follows from [24] that there exists f(z,y;h) ~ 372 fi(z, y)h? in Co(C*™), with
suppf C {(z,y);|r —y| <1/C}, C > 1, with f(z,2;h) real, 1/C < fy(x,z) < C, and
with

Oryf = O (lz —y[™ +h>), (A.9)
such that if .
au(®) = o / eWED=0D £z, y: hyu(y) L(dy), (A.10)
then B
IIs =1l + R. (A.11)
Here o~
R=erRe n, (A12)

where R is a negligible integral operator in the sense of section 3 of [24]. In particular,
it follows from [24] that R = O(h™) : L3 — L3. It follows furthermore from the
results of Section 3 of [24] that the operators Rp and pR are of trace class as operators
Hg — L3, with the trace class norm O(h™).

When estimating the trace class norm of Top(p) on Hg, we may therefore replace I1g

by ﬁ<p, and consider the corresponding operator FJ/.“BI/D(p) = H¢pﬁ¢. The factorization
Top(p) = <ﬁc1>p1> <p2ﬁq>> ; (A.13)

where p = pips and py = |p|1/ ?_ shows that it suffices to prove that the operators
ep; : L2 — Hg and pollg : Hy — L2 are of Hilbert-Schmidt class. Now the reduced
kernel of Igp;, in view of ([A10), is equal to

f(:L’, " h,)pl (y)e_ @ESE) e%(¢(x,y)—¢(y))€¥’ (A14)

(wh)"

and using also (A.8) we immediately see that the square of its L?>-norm over C*" is
bounded by

o(1)
h2n

et ) s = Sl >0 @)

It follows that prpl : L2 — Hg is of Hilbert-Schmidt class with

o)

T 1/2
||H<I>pl||HS:W||p||L/1~ (A.16)

Since a similar argument applies to pgﬁq), we get the following result.



Proposition A.1 When ® € C*°(C™;R) is a strictly plurisubharmonic function sa-
tisfying the general assumptions of the beginning of this section, let Iy : L2, — Hg
be the orthogonal projection. If p € C§°(C"), then the Toeplitz operator Top(p) =
eplle : He — Hg is of trace class and we have

O pllas + o), (A17)

|| Top(p) [ <

where the implicit constant in O(h*>) is a continuous seminorm of p on the Schwartz
space S(C").

Remark. Rather than working on all of C", we could also consider an open domain
Q C C", with p € C§°(2). Then Proposition A.1 remains valid if we replace C" by (2
in (A, with IIg still being the orthogonal projection on all of C". In the main text,
we work on Hg(2), where 2 C C"/27Z" is open, and Proposition A.1 then still holds.
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