arXiv:1505.04945v1 [math.AP] 19 May 2015

CONCENTRATION AND NON-CONCENTRATION FOR THE SCHRÖDINGER EVOLUTION ON ZOLL MANIFOLDS

FABRICIO MACIÀ AND GABRIEL RIVIÈRE

Abstract. We study the long time dynamics of the Schrödinger equation on Zoll manifolds. We establish criteria under which the solutions of the Schrödinger equation can or cannot concentrate on a given closed geodesic. As an application, we derive some results on the set of semiclassical measures for eigenfunctions of Schrödinger operators: we prove that adding a potential to the Laplacian on the sphere results on the the existence of geodesics γ such that δ_γ cannot be obtain as a semiclassical measure for some sequence of eigenfunctions. We also show that the same phenomenon occurs for the free Laplacian on certain Zoll surfaces.

1. Introduction

In this article we are interested in understanding the dynamics of Schrödinger equations and the structure of eigenfunctions of Schrödinger operators on Zoll manifolds. Recall that a Zoll manifold is a smooth, connected, compact, Riemannian manifold without boundary (M, g) such that all its geodesics are closed. This means that, for every x in M, all the geodesics issued from x come back to x. Thanks to Theorem of Wadsley (see [4] – section 7.B), the geodesic flow φ^s acting on the unit cotangent bundle S^∗M of such a manifold is periodic, meaning that all its trajectories have a minimal common period l > 0.^1 Using the terminology of [4] – chapter 7, we will say that the metric g is a P_l-metric, or that (M, g) is a P_l-manifold. Similarly, in the case where all the geodesics have the same length l, we will say that g is a C_l-metric or that (M, g) is a C_l-manifold. The main examples of C_lmanifolds are the compact rank one symmetric spaces (that we will sometimes abbreviate by CROSS) and certain surfaces of revolution – see chapters 3 and 4 in [4]. It is also known that the set of C_l-metrics on S^2 that can be obtained as smooth deformations of the canonical metric is infinite dimensional and contains many metrics that are not of revolution. The characterization of such deformations is a remarkable result by Guillemin [22].

FM takes part into the visiting faculty program of ICMAT and is partially supported by grants ERC Starting Grant 277778 and MTM2013-41780-P (MEC).

GR is partially supported by the Agence Nationale de la Recherche through the Labex CEMPI (ANR- 11-LABX-0007-01) and the ANR project GeRaSic (ANR-13-BS01- 0007-01).

1Note that this does not mean that all the geodesics have length equal to l. There may exist exceptional geodesics whose length is strictly smaller than l, the Lens spaces (quotients of S^{2m−1} by certain finite cyclic groups of isometries) provide an example of this – see Ex. 2.43 in [27]. 1

Our goal here is to understand the long time dynamics of the following Schrödinger equation: (1) i∂_tv(t, x) = ( − 1 2 Δ_g + V (x) ) v(t, x), v|_{t=0} = u ∈ L^2(M), or the behavior of eigenfunctions: (2) ( − 1 2 Δ_g + V (x) ) u(x) = λ^2u(x), ||u||_L2_{(M)} = 1, in the high-frequency limit λ → ∞. As usual, Δ_g is the Laplace Beltrami operator induced by the Riemannian metric g on M, and we shall assume that V is in C^∞(M, R).

The study of the spectral properties of the operator −^1_2 Δ_g + V in this geometric context is a problem which has a long history in microlocal analysis starting with the works of Duistermaat-Guillemin [14, 23, 24], Weinstein [51] and Colin de Verdière [9]. Many other important results on the fine structure of the spectrum of Zoll manifolds were obtained both in the microlocal framework [25, 47, 48, 53, 54], and in the semiclassical setting [8, 28, 26] – see also [30, 31] in the nonselfadjoint setting.

In this this article we use similar techniques to those that were originally developed in order to study of the spectrum of Schrödinger operators to actually provide some results on the long-time dynamics of the Schrödinger evolution (1) and the structure of high-frequency eigenfunctions (2).

1.1. Concentration and non-concentration of eigenfunctions. Let us start by describing our results in the context of eigenfunctions of Schrödinger operators, as they are somewhat simpler to state. We are mainly interested in analyzing how the mass |u|^2 of a high-frequency eigenfunction satisfying (2) distributes over M. More precisely, consider the set N (∞) of probability measures in M that are obtained as follows. A probability measure ν belongs to N (∞) provided there exist a sequence of eigenfunctions (u_n) : − 1 2 Δ_gu_n + V u_n = λ^2_nu_n, ||u_n||_L2_{(M)} = 1,

with eigenvalues satisfying λ_n → ∞ such that lim_{n→∞} ∫ M a(x)|u_n|^2(x)d vol_g(x) = ∫ M a(x)ν(dx), for every a ∈ C(M). Measures in N (∞) therefore describe the asymptotic mass distribution sequences of eigenfunctions (u_n) whose corresponding eigenvalues tend to infinity. The problem of characterizing the probability measures in N (∞) has attracted a lot of attention in the last forty years.

In the case of Zoll manifolds, it is well known that N (∞) is contained in N_g which is, by definition, the closed convex hull (with respect to the weak-⋆ topology) of the set of probability measures δ_γ , where γ is a geodesic of (M, g). Recall that ∫ M a(x)δ_γ (dx) = 1 l ∫_l 0 a(γ(s))ds, where l denotes the length of γ and the parametrization γ(s) has unit speed.

In the case of S^2 endowed with its canonical metric, it was proved that a “generic” orthonormal basis of eigenfunctions satisfies the quantum unique ergodicity property [52, 49]. In particular, in this case, the normalized Riemannian volume is the only accumulation point of the sequence of eigenfunctions under consideration. Note that quantum ergodicity properties were also proved recently for sequences of eigenfunctions on S^d satisfying certain symmetry assumptions [36, 7]. Yet, there are in fact some situations for which one has N (∞) = N_g, which is in a certain sense the opposite situation to quantum ergodicity. Jakobson and Zelditch proved in [35] that this holds when (M, g) is the sphere S^d equipped with its canonical metric g = can and the potential V vanishes identically. This was also shown to hold for general Compact Rank-One Symmetric Spaces (see [37]) and for any manifold of positive constant curvature (see [3] – this analysis relies on the study of eigenfunctions of the canonical Laplacian on the sphere that are invariant by certain groups of isometries); in both cases one has to assume that V = 0. To the authors’ knowledge, the question of whether this is always the case when the potential V does not vanish identically or when (M, g) is a Zoll manifold that is not isometric to a CROSS remains open.

Here we answer these questions by the negative. It turns out that these regimes are somewhat intermediate between the quantum ergodicity results and the results on a CROSS. Let us first introduce some notations. Denote by T̊^∗M the cotangent bundle of M with the zero section removed. The Radon transform of V is defined as

(3) I_g(V )(x, ξ) := ‖ξ‖_x l ∫ l_{‖ξ‖x} 0 V ∘ π ∘ φ^τ (x, ξ)dτ, (x, ξ) ∈ T̊^∗M. Above, π : T^∗M −→ M stands for the canonical projection, φ^τ is the geodesic flow of (M, g) acting on the cotangent bundle, and l is the minimal common period of the trajectories of φ^τ |_S∗_M . Clearly, I_g(V ) ∈ C^∞(T̊^∗M) is zero-homogeneous with respect to the variable ξ. We shall consider the projection onto M of the set of critical points of the Radon transform of V :

C(V ) = {x ∈ M : d_{(x,ξ)}I_g(V ) = 0 for some ξ ∈ T^∗_x M \ {0}}.

The set C(V ) is a union of geodesics of (M, g) and if the critical points of I_g(V ) are non degenerate in an appropriate sense, C(V ) consists in a finite number of geodesics (see Section 4). Note in particular that if d_{(x,ξ)}I_g(V ) = 0, then the geodesic issued from (x, ξ) is included in C(V ). As an application of Theorem 1.9 below, one has

Theorem 1.1. Suppose that (M, g) is a Compact Rank-One Symmetric Space and that C(V ) ≠ M. Then there exist infinitely many geodesics γ of (M, g) such that ν(γ) = 0 for every ν ∈ N (∞). In particular, δ_γ ∉ N (∞), and N (∞) ≠ N_g. When d = 2 and M is orientable, we are able to obtain a more precise result.

Theorem 1.2. Suppose that (M, g) = (S^2, can). Then every ν ∈ N (∞) can be written as:

ν = f vol_g +ν_{sing},

where f ∈ L^1(S^2) and ν_{sing} is a nonnegative measure supported on C(V ). When C(V ) consists in a finite number of geodesics γ_1, ...γ_n then one has:

ν = f vol_g + n∑ j=1 c_j δ_{γj} , for some c_j ≥ 0.

Remark 1.3. Note that the condition on C(V ) in Theorems 1.1 and 1.2 is non-empty as soon as the Radon transforms I_g(V ) is not constant, which is the case generically if, for instance, (M, g) is the 2-sphere endowed with its canonical metric – see e.g. appendix A of [22].

Our third result on eigenfunctions deals with Zoll surfaces that are not isometric to (S^2, can). Recall from chapter 4 in [4] that the C_{2π}-metrics of revolution on S^2 are precisely those that can be written in spherical coordinates as:

g_σ = (1 + σ(cos θ))^2dθ^2 + sin^2 θdϕ^2,

where σ is a smooth odd function on [−1, 1] satisfying σ(1) = 0; such surfaces are also called Tannery surfaces. Combining our methods to some earlier results by Zelditch [53, 54], one can prove the following result for C_{2π}-surfaces of revolution on S^2:

Theorem 1.4. Let g_σ be a C_{2π}-metric on S^2 such that σ^′(0) ≠ 0. Then there exist infinitely many geodesics γ of (S^2, g_σ) such that ν(γ) = 0 for every ν in N (∞). In particular, δ_γ ∉ N (∞), and N (∞) ≠ N_{gσ} . The proof of this result will be given in paragraph 3.4. Theorems 1.1 and 1.2 will also be proved in Section 3; they are obtained as a consequence of our analysis of the time-dependent Schrödinger equation.

1.2. Long-time dynamics for the semiclassical Schrödinger equation. Our analysis of the time-dependent Schrödinger evolution fits in a natural way in the semiclassical framework. There will be three scales involved: the characteristic scale of oscillation of the solution ℏ, the size of the perturbation ϵ^2 and the time-scale τ. Our goal is to describe how these three scales affect the dynamics of the Schrödinger equation.

We shall assume that ℏ ∈ (0, 1], and define the semiclassical the Schrödinger operator:

(4) P_ϵ(ℏ) := − ℏ^2Δ_g 2 + ϵ^2_ℏV,

where, as before, V belongs to C^∞(M, R). We shall be interested in the regime in which the strength ϵ := (ϵ_ℏ)_{0<ℏ≤1} of the perturbation satisfies

ϵ_ℏ → 0 as ℏ → 0^+.

The corresponding semiclassical Schrödinger equation is:

(5) iℏ∂_tv_ℏ = P_ϵ(ℏ)v_ℏ, v_ℏ|_{t=0} = u_ℏ ∈ L^2(M).

We assume that the sequence of initial data (u_ℏ)_{ℏ>0} is normalized in L^2(M) and satisfies the following oscillation properties:

(6) lim sup_{ℏ→0} ‖ ‖1_{[R,∞)} (−ℏ^2Δ_g) u_ℏ ‖ ‖_{L2(M)} −→ 0, as R −→ ∞, and (7) lim sup_{ℏ→0} ‖ 1_{[0,δ]} ( −ℏ^2Δ_g ) u_ℏ ‖ L^2(M) −→ 0, as δ −→ 0 +. Remark 1.5. Note that any normalized sequence (u_n)_{n∈N} safisfies (6) for some (ℏ_n); this is also the case with (7), provided (u_n) weakly converges to zero (the sequence (ℏ_n) here may be different from the one in (6)). Yet, in general, it is possible to construct normalized sequences (u_n) such that (6), (7) never hold simultaneously (see [18]). Note also that any sequence of normalized eigenfunctions of −^1_2 Δ_g + V satisfies (6), (7) with ℏ_n = λ^{−1}_n where λ^2_n is the corresponding eigenvalue.

We are interested in understanding the dynamics of the sequence of solutions (v_ℏ) at time scales τ := (τ_ℏ)_{0<ℏ≤1} where lim_{ℏ→0+} τ_ℏ = +∞.

More precisely, the main object in our study is the sequence of time-scaled position densities: ν_ℏ : (t, x) −→ |v_ℏ(τ_ℏt, x)|^2 = | |e^{−i τℏℏ tPϵ(ℏ)}uℏ | |^2 (x).

The sequence (ν_ℏ) is bounded in D^′(R × M) and satisfies: |⟨ν_ℏ, b⟩_D′_{×C}∞ | ≤ ∫ R ||b(t, ·)||_L∞_{(M)}dt, for every b ∈ C^∞_c (R × M). Therefore, every accumulation point of the sequence (ν_ℏ) is an element in L^∞(R, P(M)), where P(M) denotes the set of probability measures on M. We shall denote by N (τ, ϵ) the set of such accumulation points obtained as the sequence of initial data (u_ℏ) varies among normalized sequences satisfying (6) and (7).

Our goal is to understand the structure of the elements in N (τ, ϵ), in particular how this set depends on τ and ϵ as well as on the geometry of the manifold and the form of the potential. Again any element ν(t) in N (τ, ϵ) satisfies ν(t) ∈ N_g for a.e. t in R.

Remark 1.6. When ϵ_ℏ = ℏ and τ_ℏ = ℏ^{−1}, one has e^{−i τℏℏ tPϵ(ℏ)} = e^{it( 12 Δg −V )}. Therefore this particular scaling corresponds to studying solutions to the non-semiclassical Schrödinger equation (1).

Remark 1.7. If u is an eigenfunction of the operator (2) then, by the previous remark, |e^{−i τℏℏ tPℏ(ℏ)}u|^2 = |e^{iℏτℏt( 12 Δg −V )}u|^2 = |u|^2. This implies that N (∞) ⊂ N (τ, ℏ) for any time scale τ.

Remark 1.8. Most of our analysis can be extended to perturbations of the form ϵ^2_ℏQ_ℏ, where Q_ℏ is a selfadjoint operator in Ψ^{0,0}(M). Taking Q_ℏ = V makes the exposition slightly simpler as we can use homogeneity properties of V .

The set N (τ, ϵ) was characterized in [38] in the case of short times (τ_ℏ ≪ ℏ^{−2}) and small perturbations (ϵ_ℏ ≤ ℏ) in the same geometric setting as in this article. It turns out that in that case, the elements in N (τ, ϵ) do not depend in t and one has N (τ, ϵ) = N_g, that is, N (τ, ϵ) gets in some sense as big as it can be.

In the context of negatively curved surfaces, some equidistribution properties of the elements of N (τ, ϵ) were obtained for strong enough perturbations [16, 44].

This problem has also been studied in great detail for the case M = T^d endowed with its natural metric. The articles [1, 2] describe this set in the case of small perturbations (ϵ_ℏ ≤ ℏ), whereas the case of stronger perturbations will be studied in more detail in [39]. In particular, in [1, 2] it is shown that when (M, g) = (T^d , can) and ϵ_ℏ = ℏ, the time scale τ_ℏ = ℏ^{−1} is critical for this problem. When τ_ℏ ≪ ℏ^{−1} the set N (τ, ϵ) contains measures that are singular with respect to Lebesgue measure (in particular, it contains all δ_γ corresponding to closed geodesics); whereas if τ_ℏ ≥ ℏ^{−1} then N (τ, ϵ) consists only of measures that are absolutely continuous with respect to the Lebesgue measure. Moreover, when τ_ℏ = ℏ^{−1} a precise description of the dependence on t of those mesures is given.

In this article we show that a similar phenomenon takes place for Zoll manifolds. It turns out that the critical time scale for this problem is τ_ℏ = ϵ^{−2}_ℏ in the case of strong perturbation (ϵ_ℏ ≥ ℏ) or τ_ℏ = ℏ^{−2} for small perturbations (ϵ_ℏ ≪ ℏ) :

• Below the critical time-scale, one has N (τ, ϵ) = N_g, and we provide a formula to compute ν from the sequence of initial data.

• At the critical time-scale, measures in N (τ, ϵ) may depend in a non trivial way on t. We give an explicit propagation law that involves the Radon transform of the potential and the sequence of initial data.

• Above the critical time-scale, the restriction of the measures in N (τ, ϵ) to the complement of the critical set C(V ) has some additional regularity. When (M, g) = (S^2, can), this restriction is in fact absolutely continuous with respect to the Riemannian measure.

The precise statement of our results is given in Propositions 2.2, 2.3 and 2.4; they are formulated in terms of semiclassical measures and are presented in Section 2.2. In Section 2.3 we apply these results to the study of the quantum Loschmidt echo.

1.3. Some results on the structure of N (τ, ϵ). Let us now present some direct consequences of our results.

Theorem 1.9. Suppose (M, g) is a P_l-manifold and that τ_ℏϵ^2_ℏ → +∞. Suppose one the following condition holds:

(1) ϵ_ℏℏ^{−1} → +∞;

(2) (M, g) is a compact rank one symmetric space.

Then, for every ν in N (τ, ϵ) and for every geodesic γ_0 that is not contained in C(V ), one has:

ν(t)(γ_0) = 0, for a.e. t ∈ R.

We note that for general P_l manifolds we are still able to obtain a similar result even if the condition ϵ_ℏ ≫ ℏ does not hold – see section 2 for more details. It is however more complicated to state as it involves the structure of a remainder term appearing in the natural decomposition of √ −Δ_g on Zoll manifolds [9, 14]. In the case of a general P_l-metric on M = S^2, an explicit expression of this term involving curvature terms and Jacobi fields was obtained by Zelditch in [53, 54] (see Paragraph 3.4 for more details on this issue).

This Theorem is a direct consequence of Propositions 2.2 and 2.3 and it will be proved in Paragraph 3.3. It tells us in particular that, for large enough times, solutions of the Schrödinger equation cannot be concentrated on closed geodesics corresponding to regular points of I_g(V ). For instance, if one considers a sequence (u_ℏ)_{0<ℏ≤1} of coherent states that is microlocalized at a certain point ρ ∈ T̊^∗M, then the corresponding solution will not be concentrated along the corresponding closed geodesic (for large enough times) provided that the geodesic consists of regular points.

Theorem 1.9 admits the following reformulation in terms of quasimodes for the Schrödinger operator P_ϵ(ℏ):

Corollary 1.10. Suppose the hypotheses of Theorem 1.9 hold. Let (ψ_ℏ)_{0<ℏ≤1} be a normalized sequence in L^2(M) satisfying ( − ℏ^2Δ_g 2 + ϵ^2_ℏV ) ψ_ℏ = E(ℏ)ψ_ℏ + o(ℏϵ^2_ℏ),

with E(ℏ) → E ≠ 0 as ℏ → 0. Then, for every weak-⋆ accumulation point ν_0 of the sequence

ν_ℏ := |ψ_ℏ|^2 vol_g,

and for every geodesic γ_0 that is not contained in C(V ), one has

ν_0(γ_0) = 0.

We would like to stress the fact that we are not requiring ϵ_ℏ ≪ √ ℏ for our results to hold.

One often makes this assumption when studying the spectral properties of semiclassical operators with periodic bicharacteritics (see [41, 26] for instance) in order to to keep the nice cluster structure of the the spectrum of the operator −Δ_g, see [9].

For the 2-sphere endowed with its canonical metric g = can, we are able to be more precise regarding the regularity of the elements in N (τ, ϵ):

Theorem 1.11. Let V be a smooth function on (S^2, can) such that C(V ) consists in a finite number of geodesics γ_1, . . . , γ_r. Suppose τ_ℏϵ^2_ℏ → +∞. Then, any ν ∈ N (τ, ϵ) is of the following form

ν(t, ·) = f(t, ·) vol_{can} + r∑ j=1 c_j (t)δ_{γj} , where for a.e. t in R, f(t, ·) ∈ L^1(S^2) and c_1, . . . , c_r are non-negative functions in L^∞(R).

Remark 1.12. This Theorem is a direct consequence of Proposition 2.3 and Corollary 4.4.

Remark 1.13. Recall that the space of geodesics on S^2 can be identified with S^2 [4] (remark 2.10) and that I_{can} induces an isomorphism from C^∞_{even}(S^2) onto C^∞_{even}(S^2) [22]. Moreover, I_{can}(V ) = 0 for any odd function on S^2. In particular, for a generic choice of V , the assumption of the Theorem is satisfied.

1.4. An application to spectral theory. We mention the following Proposition on the spectral properties of P_ϵ(ℏ) which can also be obtained using the tools developed in the present article:

Proposition 1.14. Suppose (M, g) is a P_l-manifold. Let E_0 > 0 and let 0 < 2δ_0 ≤ E_0. Let (E_j (ℏ))^{N(ℏ)}_{j=1} be the distinct eigenvalues of P_ϵ(ℏ) in the interval [E_0 − δ_0, E_0 + δ_0].

If C(V ) ≠ M, then there exists some constant c_0 > 0 such that, for ℏ > 0 small enough, one has s_0(ℏ) := inf{|E_j(ℏ) − E_k(ℏ)| : 1 ≤ j ≠ k ≤ N(ℏ)} ≤ c_0ℏϵ^2_ℏ, provided one of the following conditions holds:

(1) ϵ_ℏℏ^{−1} → +∞;

(2) (M, g) is a compact rank-one symmetric space.

The proof of this result will be given in Section 6. We note that, thanks to the semiclassical Weyl’s law [12], one knows that s_0(ℏ) > 0. In the case where d = 2 and ℏ^N ≪ ϵ_ℏ ≪ √ ℏ (where N is some positive exponent related to the clustering of the unperturbed operator), a much stronger result was for instance obtained in [26]. In fact, it was proved in this reference that, near regular values of I_g(V ), one can obtain an asymptotic expansion of the eigenvalues with a level spacing which is exactly of order ℏϵ^2_ℏ. Compared with this result, the above Proposition only provides a simple criterium for the existence of distinct eigenvalues which are asymptotically at distance less than ℏϵ^2_ℏ. On the other hand, it is valid in any dimension and even for strong perturbation, meaning ϵ_ℏ ≥ √ ℏ. Acknowledgments. Much of this work was done while the first author was visiting Laboratoire Paul Painlevé at Université de Lille 1 in October 2013 in the framework of the CEMPI program (ANR-11-LABX-0007-01). He wishes to thank this institution for its warm hospitality and support. The authors thank San Vũ Ngo.c for useful discussions on integrable systems.

2. Main results: propagation of semiclassical measures

We now describe our main results, that are formulated using the notion of semiclassical or Wigner measure.

2.1. Semiclassical measures. In order to study the asymptotic properties of the solutions of (5), we will make use of the so-called semiclassical measures [17], or more precisely of their time dependent version [38] – see also appendix B for a brief reminder. We now recall their construction. For a given t in R, we denote the Wigner distribution at time tτ_ℏ by (8) w_ℏ(tτ_ℏ)(a) := ⟨v_ℏ(tτ_ℏ), Op_ℏ(a)v_ℏ(tτ_ℏ)⟩ ,

where Op_ℏ(a) is a ℏ-pseudodifferential operator with principal symbol a ∈ C^∞_c (T^∗M) – see appendix A. This quantity represents the distribution of the solution of (5) in the phase space T^∗M.

Recall now that we can extract a subsequence ℏ_n → 0^+ as n → +∞ such that, for every a in C^∞_c (T^∗M) and for every θ in L^1(R), lim ℏ_n→0^+ ∫ R×T^∗M θ(t)a(x, ξ)w_{ℏn} (tτ_{ℏn} , dx, dξ)dt = ∫ R×T^∗M θ(t)a(x, ξ)μ(t, dx, dξ)dt, where (t, x, ξ) → μ(t, x, ξ) belongs to L^∞(R, M(T^∗ M)), with M(T^∗M) the set of finite complex measures carried on T^∗M. Recall also that, for a.e. t ∈ R, μ(t, ·) is in fact a probability measure which is carried on T̊^∗M and which is invariant by the geodesic flow φ^s on T^∗M. For instance, μ(t, ·) can be the normalized Lebesgue measure along closed orbit of the geodesic flow. We refer to appendix B for a brief reminder of these results from [38].

We will denote by M(τ, ϵ) the set of accumulation points of the sequences μ_ℏ : (t, x, ξ) −→ w_ℏ(tτ_ℏ, x, ξ) as (u_ℏ) varies among normalized sequences satisfying (6) and (7).

Remark 2.1. Thanks to the frequency assumption (6), one can also verify that N (τ, ϵ) corresponds in fact to the projections on M of the elements of M(τ, ϵ).

2.2. Propagation at different time scales. The Zoll structure on M allows to prove that every element in M(τ, ϵ) satisfies an additional invariance or transport property, depending on the relative size of τ and ϵ.

We denote by φ^t_V the Hamiltonian flow associated to the Radon transform of the potential I_g(V ). Note that φ^t_V commutes with the geodesic flow φ^s.

Let us start presenting our results in the particular case when (M, g) is a Compact Rank-One Symmetric Space, since they are somewhat simpler to describe. It turns out, as it was already stated in the introduction, that the time scale τ_ℏ = ϵ^{−2}_ℏ is critical for this problem. More precisely, the following result holds:

Proposition 2.2. Suppose (M, g) is a Compact Rank-One Symmetric Space. Let μ ∈ M(τ, ϵ) and denote by μ_0 the semiclassical measure of the sequence of initial data used to generate μ. The following results hold.

i) If τ_ℏϵ^2_ℏ → 0^+ then μ is continuous with respect to t and, for every b ∈ C^∞_c (T^∗M) and every t ∈ R:

μ(t)(b) = μ_0(I_g(b)).

ii) If τ_ℏϵ^2_ℏ = 1 then μ is continuous with respect to t and, for every b ∈ C^∞_c (T^∗M) and every t ∈ R: μ(t)(b) = μ_0(I_g(b) ∘ φ^t_V ).

iii) If τ_ℏϵ^2_ℏ → +∞ then μ has an additional invariance property. For almost every t ∈ R and every s ∈ R: (φ^s_V )_∗μ(t) = μ(t).

This result can be obtained by similar arguments as the proof of Propositions 2.3, 2.4 presented below, which describe additional properties satisfied by the elements of M(τ, ϵ) in the more general case of P_l-manifolds. In this case, one must take into account a certain (φ^s)-invariant function q_0 on T̊^∗M that depends on the metric g. Let φ^t_{q0} and φ^t_{V +q0} denote respectively the Hamiltonian flows on T̊^∗M generated by q_0 and I_g(V ) + q_0.

The first of these result is concerned with the “big perturbation” regime, when the square root of the size of the perturbation dominates the characteristic length scale of oscillations.

Proposition 2.3. Suppose M is endowed with a P_l-metric g and that: ϵ_ℏ ≥ ℏ. There exists a smooth, 0-homogeneous and (φ^s)-invariant function q_0 defined on T̊^∗M (and depending only on (M, g)) such that, for every μ ∈ M(τ, ϵ) associated to a sequence of initial data with an unique semiclassical measure μ_0, the following holds: i) If τ_ℏϵ^2_ℏ → 0^+, then, μ is continuous in the t variable and, for every b ∈ C^∞_c (T^∗M) and every t ∈ R:

(9) μ(t)(b) = μ_0(I_g(b)).

ii) If τ_ℏϵ^2_ℏ = 1 then μ is continuous in the t variable and, for every b ∈ C^∞_c (T^∗M) and every t ∈ R: (10) μ(t)(b) = μ_0(I_g(b) ∘ φ^t_{V +q0} ), if ϵ_ℏ = ℏ,

(11) μ(t)(b) = μ_0(I_g(b) ∘ φ^t_V ), if ϵ_ℏℏ^{−1} → +∞.

iii) If τ_ℏϵ^2_ℏ → +∞, then μ has an additional invariance property. For almost every t ∈ R and every s ∈ R:

(12) (φ^s_{V +q0} )_∗μ(t) = μ(t), if ϵ_ℏ = ℏ,

(13) (φ^s_V )_∗μ(t) = μ(t), if ϵ_ℏℏ^{−1} → +∞.

The next result deals with the “small perturbation” regime, when ℏ dominates ϵ_ℏ (and therefore, the time scale must be compared to ℏ^2 instead of ϵ^2_ℏ). As it can be expected, the effect of the perturbation in this case is negligible. We however present the precise statement for the sake of completeness.

Proposition 2.4. Suppose M is endowed with a P_l-metric g and let q_0 be the function introduced in Proposition 2.3. Suppose that:

ϵ_ℏℏ^{−1} → 0^+.

Then, for every μ ∈ M(τ, ϵ) associated to a sequence of initial data with an unique semiclassical measure μ_0, the following holds:

i) If τ_ℏℏ^2 → 0^+, then, μ is continuous in the t variable and, for every b ∈ C^∞_c (T^∗M) and every t ∈ R:

(14) μ(t)(b) = μ_0(I_g(b)).

ii) If τ_ℏℏ^2 = 1 then μ is continuous in the t variable and, for every b ∈ C^∞_c (T^∗M) and every t ∈ R:

(15) μ(t)(b) = μ_0(I_g(b) ∘ φ^t_{q0} ).

iii) If τ_ℏℏ^2 → +∞, then μ has an additional invariance property. For almost every t ∈ R and every s ∈ R:

(16) (φ^s_{q0} )_∗μ(t) = μ(t).

We note that the statements of these Propositions remain valid for V ≡ 0 (in fact, the results of Proposition 2.3 are contained in those of Proposition 2.4 in this case).

As it will become clear from our proof, the symbol q_0 is related to the “natural” decomposition of the operator √ −Δ_g on Zoll manifolds – see for instance Theorem 1.1 of [9].

As stated in the Proposition, this symbol depends only on the choice of the metric. We emphasize yet that it is given by an hardly explicit formula – see Remark 3.5 or [53, 54].

However, when (M, g) is a Compact Rank-One Symmetric Space, one can take q_0 = 0 and therefore it is possible to derive the result in Proposition 2.2 without making any assumption regarding the relative size of ℏ and ϵ_ℏ.

Remark 2.5. When I_g(V ) is constant, the Hamiltonian flow φ^t_V acts trivially, and some of the above statements are thus empty. This is the case, for instance, when (M, g) = (S^d, can) and V = V (x) does not depend on ξ and is an odd function plus a constant (see [29], Theorems 1.17, 1.23).

2.3. Application to the study of the quantum Loschmidt echo. As another application of the methods developped to prove Proposition 2.2, 2.3 and 2.4, we derive some properties on the so-called quantum Loschmidt echo. This quantity is defined as follows

E_ℏ(tτ_ℏ) := |⟨v_ℏ(tτ_ℏ), v^0_ℏ(tτ_ℏ)⟩|^2,

where

• v_ℏ(tτ_ℏ) is the solution of (5);

• v^0_ℏ(tτ_ℏ) is the solution of (5) when we pick V ≡ 0.

This quantity was introduced by Peres in [43] and it allows to measure the sensitivity of a quantum system to perturbations of the Hamiltonian. Peres predicted that this quantity should typically goes to 0 and that the decay rate indicates the chaotic or integrable nature of the underlying classical system. Since this seminal work of Peres [43], many progresses have been made in the physics literature regarding the asymptotic properties of this quantity, especially in the context of chaotic systems. We refer the reader to [19, 34, 20] for recent surveys on these questions. Our approach allows to study a slightly related quantity: F_ℏ(tτ_ℏ) := ⟨v_ℏ(tτ_ℏ), v^0_ℏ(tτ_ℏ)⟩. Up to an extraction ℏ_n → 0, one can suppose that there exists F (t) in D^′(R) such that, for every θ in C^∞_c (R), lim_{ℏn→0} ∫ R θ(t)F_{ℏn} (tτ_{ℏn} )dt = ∫ R θ(t)F (t)dt. Our last result gives a description of the limit distribution F (t) in the context of P_lmanifolds:

Proposition 2.6. Suppose (M, g) is a P_l-manifold and that

lim_{ℏ→0+} ϵ_ℏℏ^{− 12} = 0.

Suppose also that one the following condition holds:

(1) ϵ_ℏℏ^{− 3}2 → +∞, (2) (M, g) is a compact rank one symmetric space.

Then, for every t → F (t) associated to a sequence of initial data with an unique semiclassical measure μ_0, the following holds

i) If lim_{ℏ→0}+^{τℏϵ2ℏ}_ℏ = 0, then, for every t in R: F (t) = 1.

ii) If τ_ℏ =^ℏ_{ϵ2ℏ} , then, F (t) is continuous in the t variable and, for every t in R:

F (t) = μ_0 ( e^{itIg (V )} ) . iii) If lim_{ℏ→0}+^{τℏϵ2ℏ}_ℏ = +∞ and if {I_g(V ) = 0} = ∅, then, for every t in R,

F (t) = 0.

This Theorem will follow from Proposition 5.2 and its proof will make use of similar tools as the ones used to prove Proposition 2.2, 2.3 and 2.4. Note that other mathematical studies of the long time properties of the quantum Loschmidt echo appeared recently in various geometric settings: 1-dimensional systems [6, 10], negatively curved surfaces [44].

3. Averaging, transport and invariance In this section, we will prove Propositions 2.2, 2.3 and 2.4. It is organized as follows.

First, we recall an averaging procedure due to Weinstein [51] which we formulate in a semiclassical language following [8, 28, 12]. Then, in paragraph 3.2, we deduce the above Propositions from this averaging Lemma, and, in paragraph 3.3, we derive the proof of a slightly stronger version of Theorem 1.9 from these Propositions.

3.1. Semiclassical averaging Lemma. The following result is a quantum analogue of the averaging method for classical dynamical systems.

Theorem 3.1. Let (M, g) be a P_l-manifold. Then, for every b ∈ C^∞_c (T̊^∗M), there exists an operator ⟨B_ℏ⟩ ∈ Ψ^{0,0}(M) whose principal symbol is the classical average:

(17) I_g(b)(x, ξ) := ‖ξ‖_x l ∫ l_{‖ξ‖x} 0 b ∘ φ^s(x, ξ)ds, and which satisfies:

(18) [⟨B_ℏ⟩, P_0(ℏ)] = O_L2_{→L}2 (ℏ^3).

In addition, if (M, g) is a Compact Rank-One Symmetric Space, ⟨B_ℏ⟩ can be chosen such that the above formula is exact, that is:

(19) [⟨B_ℏ⟩, P_0(ℏ)] = 0.

This type of result is rather well-known and goes back to [51, 14, 9]. We will give here a semiclassical version of the argument presented in those references following the presentation of [12] (chapter 15) – see also [8, 28] for a semiclassical treatment.

The proof of Theorem 3.1 will be done in three steps.

3.1.1. Reparametrization of the classical Hamiltonian. We have made the assumption that all the geodesics of M have a common least period l > 0. This means that, for every (x, ξ) in T̊^∗M, one has φ^{l√2E} (x, ξ) = (x, ξ), where E =^{‖ξ‖2x}_2 . Following [12], the first step will be to “reparametrize” the Hamiltonian, both at the quantum and at the classical level, in order to have a common period 2π for the flow on T̊^∗M. For that purpose, we set

P̃_0(ℏ) := l 2π √ −ℏ^2Δ_g.

The Hamiltonian corresponding to this operator is given by p̃_0(x, ξ) := ‖ξ‖_x, and the Hamiltonian vector fields of p_0 and p̃_0 are related in the following way:

X_{p̃0} (x, ξ) = l 2π √ 2E X_{p0} (x, ξ), where E =^{‖ξ‖2x}_2 . If we denote by ψ^t the Hamiltonian flow of p̃_0, we find that, for every (x, ξ) in T̊^∗M and for every s in R, one has ψ^s(x, ξ) = φ^{l2π‖ξ‖x s} (x, ξ) , and ψ^{2π}(x, ξ) = (x, ξ).

3.1.2. Periodicity of the quantum propagator. We recall that the Fourier integral operator associated to the Hamiltonian vector field satisfies a certain periodicity property. This follows from the periodicity of the classical flow. We will denote by α ∈ Z the common Maslov index of the closed trajectories of ψ^t on the energy layers p̃^{−1}_0 ((0, +∞)) . According to Lemma 29.2.1 in [33] – see also [9] or [28], one knows that there exists a polyhomogeneous pseudodifferential operator A of order 1 and a polyhomogeneous pseudodifferential operator Q of order −1 (see Ch. 18 in [32] for the precise definitions) such that the following holds:

(1)^l_{2π} √ −Δ_g = A +^α_4 + Q;

(2) [ √ −Δ_g, Q] = 0;

(3) Sp(A) ⊂ N.

Translated in our semiclassical framework, we get

P̃_0(ℏ) = ℏA + αℏ 4 + ℏQ, and, in particular,

e^{− 2iπℏ} (^{P̃0(ℏ)− ℏα4 −ℏQ}) = Id_L2_{(M)}.

Remark 3.2. In the case of a compact rank one symmetric space, the situation is slightly simpler using the explicit description of the spectrum – see paragraph 8.8 in [4]. In fact, we can write that

−Δ̃_g := −Δ_g + (πα 2l )_2 Id = ( 2π l )_2 ( Ã + α 4 )_2 , where Ã is a polyhomogeneous pseudodifferential operator of order one such that Sp(Ã) ⊂ N, and then (20) e^{− i2πℏ} (_l 2π √_{−ℏ2Δ̃g − ℏα4} ) = e^{−i2πÃ} = Id_L2_{(M)}.

3.1.3. Averaging procedure. We will now verify that the operator P̃_0(ℏ) satisfies the commutation property (18) where the operator ⟨B_ℏ⟩ is defined as the quantum average of the pseudodifferential operator Op_ℏ(b) by the Fourier integral operator associated to ℏA. This kind of averaging procedure is standard in this context and it seems that it first appeared in Weinstein’s article [51].

Let δ <^1_2 < R. For every symbol b ∈ C^∞_c (T^∗M) which is supported in p^{−1}_0 ([δ, R]), we define the following averaged operator: ⟨B_ℏ⟩ := 1 2π ∫_{2π} 0 e^{itA} Op_ℏ(b)e^{−itA}dt. According to Egorov’s Theorem, ⟨B_ℏ⟩ is an element in Ψ^{0,0}(M) whose principal symbol is equal to I_g(b), which is a smooth function since b is supported in p^{−1}_0 ([δ, R]) and therefore: I_g(b)(x, ξ) = 1 2π ∫_{2π} 0 b ∘ ψ^s(x, ξ)ds.

Using the fact that Sp(A) ⊂ N, we start noticing that the following commutation relation holds:

(21) [⟨B_ℏ⟩, A] = 0.

Let 0 ≤ χ ≤ 1 be a smooth cut-off function in C^∞_c ([ l 2π √ δ, l 2π √ 4R ]) satisfying χ ≡ 1

in a small neighborhood of [_l 2π √ 2δ,^l_{2π} √ 2R ] . We can now use property (21) in order to derive an expression for the commutator [⟨B_ℏ⟩, P_0(ℏ)]. First note that:

[⟨B_ℏ⟩, P_0(ℏ)] = [⟨B_ℏ⟩, χ(P̃_0(ℏ))P_0(ℏ)] + O(ℏ^∞).

Recall now that P_0(ℏ) =^{(2π)2}_{l2} P̃_0(ℏ)^2. We use the definition of A in order to write:

P̃^2_0 (ℏ) = ℏ^2A^2 + ℏ^2α^2 16 + ℏ^2α 2 A + ℏ^2R_0,

where

(22) Q_0 := (AQ + QA) + α 2 Q + Q^2,

which also defines an operator commuting with P̃_0(ℏ). Therefore, taking into account identity (21), we finally obtain:

(23) [⟨B_ℏ⟩, P_0(ℏ)] =

2π^2ℏ^2

l^2

[⟨B_ℏ⟩, χ(P̃_0(ℏ))Q_0] + O(ℏ^∞).

Using pseudodifferential calculus rules, one knows that^{2π2ℏ2}_{l2} χ(P̃_0(ℏ))Q_0 is an element in Ψ^{−∞,0}(M) with principal symbol equal to χ(‖ξ‖l/(2π))q_0(x, ξ) where q_0 is the principal symbol of the polyhomogeneous pseudodifferential operator (AQ + QA)(2π)^2/l^2 of degree 0. Recall that it defines a smooth function on T̊^∗M which is 0-homogeneous. Note that this function depends only on (M, g). Thus, using the composition formula for pseudodifferential operators and the Calderón-Vaillancourt Theorem [55], we conclude that:

[⟨B_ℏ⟩, P_0(ℏ)] = O_L2_{→L}2 (ℏ^3),

as we wanted to prove.

Remark 3.3. In the case that (M, g) is a Compact Rank-One Symmetric Space, we can use Remark 3.2 and mimick the above proof in order to obtain an exact commutation formula:

[⟨B_ℏ⟩, P_0(ℏ)] = 0,

where ⟨B_ℏ⟩ := 1 2π ∫_{2π} 0 e^{itℏ} (_l 2π √_{−ℏ2Δ̃g − ℏα4} ) Op_ℏ(b)e^{− itℏ} (_l 2π √_{−ℏ2Δ̃g − ℏα4} ) dt.

3.2. Invariance and transport: proof of Propositions 2.2, 2.3, and 2.4. We will now use Theorem 3.1 to prove additional invariance properties satisfied by every element μ in M(τ, ϵ). Recall that, for almost every t in R, μ(t, ·) is a probability measure which is invariant by the geodesic flow φ^s. We also emphasize that, for almost every t in R, one has μ(t)(T̊^∗M) = 1 thanks to (6) and (7). These conditions imply that for every b ∈ C^∞_c (T̊^∗M) and almost every t one has:

(24) μ(t)(b) = μ(t)(I_g(b)).

Let φ^t_V , φ^t_{q0} and φ^t_{V +q0} denote respectively the Hamiltonian flows on T̊^∗M generated by I_g(V ), q_0 and I_g(V ) + q_0. In the case of a Compact Rank One Symmetric Space, we use the convention q_0 ≡ 0. Note that φ^t_V , φ^t_{q0} and φ^t_{V +q0} commute with the geodesic flow, since {p_0, I_g(V )} = {p_0, q_0} = 0.

We will now give the proof of Propositions 2.2, 2.3, and 2.4. Let μ ∈ M(τ, ϵ). This means that there exists a sequence (u_ℏ)_{0<ℏ≤1} of normalized states in L^2(M) satisfying the frequency assumptions (6) and (7) such that the Wigner distributions μ_ℏ : t → w_ℏ(tτ_ℏ) corresponding to the solutions e^{− itτℏPϵ(ℏ)}ℏ u_ℏ converge to μ – see appendix B.

Assume moreover that (u_ℏ)_{0<ℏ≤1} has a semiclassical measure μ_0, meaning that the Wigner distributions w_ℏ(0) weak-⋆ converge towards μ_0 as ℏ → 0^+. Let b be a smooth compactly supported function on T̊^∗M.

Remark 3.4. We note that, as μ(t)(M × {0}) = 0 a.e., we can restrict ourselves to proving the invariance properties for such functions b.

Let ⟨B_ℏ⟩ be the operator obtained from b using Theorem 3.1. One clearly has:

(25) d dt ⟨ u_ℏ, e^{itτℏℏ Pϵ(ℏ)}⟨B_ℏ⟩e^{− itτℏℏ Pϵ(ℏ)}u_ℏ ⟩ = iτ_ℏ ℏ ⟨ u_ℏ, e^{itτℏℏ Pϵ(ℏ)}[P_ϵ(ℏ), ⟨B_ℏ⟩]e^{− itτℏℏ Pϵ(ℏ)}u_ℏ ⟩ . Recall that, by Theorem 3.1 and by the composition rules for pseudodifferential operators, one has: τ_ℏ ℏ [P_ϵ(ℏ), ⟨B_ℏ⟩] = O_L2_{→L}2 (τ_ℏℏ^2 + τ_ℏϵ^2_ℏ).

In the case of a CROSS, we also note that the remainder is in fact of order O_L2_{→L}2 (τ_ℏϵ^2_ℏ). If τ_ℏϵ^2_ℏ → 0^+ (and τ_ℏℏ^2 → 0^+ when (M, g) is not a CROSS), after integrating both sides of identity (25) on the interval t ∈ [0, τ] and taking limits as ℏ → 0^+, one has for almost every τ ∈ R:

μ(τ)(b) = μ(τ)(I_g(b)) = μ_0(I_g(b)), which, in view of (24) concludes the proof of i) of the three Propositions.

We now turn to the proof of ii) of these different Propositions. Equation (23) implies that the commutator takes the form: τ_ℏ ℏ [P_ϵ(ℏ), ⟨B_ℏ⟩] = τ_ℏℏ[Op_ℏ(q_0), ⟨B_ℏ⟩] + O_L2_{→L}2 (τ_ℏℏ^3) + τ_ℏϵ^2_ℏ ℏ [V, ⟨B_ℏ⟩], where q_0 was defined in paragraph 3.1.3 – see also remark 3.5 below. Integrating again (25) with respect to t, letting ℏ → 0^+ and using the composition formula for pseudodifferential operators gives that, for every τ ∈ R the following holds

(26) μ(τ)(I_g(b)) − μ_0(I_g(b)) = ∫_τ 0 μ(t)({L, I_g(b)})dt, where

L := q_0 if ϵ_ℏℏ^{−1} → 0^+, q_0 + V if ϵ_ℏ = ℏ, V if ϵ_ℏℏ^{−1} → +∞, In the case of a CROSS, we let L := V without any assumptions on the size of the perturbations. The geodesic flow preserves the symplectic form on T^∗M, therefore: (27) {I_g(L), I_g(b)} = I_g({I_g(L), b}) = I_g({L, I_g(b)}). In particular, combining this equality to (24), we can rewrite (26) as ∀τ ∈ R, μ(τ)(I_g(b)) − μ_0(I_g(b)) = ∫_τ 0 μ(t)({I_g(L), I_g(b)})dt, Therefore, using again (27), one has^d_{dτ} μ(τ)(I_g(b ∘ φ^{−τ}_L )) = 0, and thus μ(τ)(I_g(b)) = μ_0(I_g(b ∘ φ^τ_L)) = μ_0(I_g(b) ∘ φ^τ_L), where φ^τ_L is the Hamiltonian flow of I_g(L). This completes the proof of ii) of Propositions 2.2, 2.3, and 2.4.

We consider now the large time regime, meaning τ_ℏϵ^2_ℏ → +∞ (in the case of Propositions 2.2 and 2.3) or τ_ℏℏ^2 → +∞ (in the case of Proposition 2.4). Let θ be an element in C^1_c (R). We use an integration by parts on (25) to derive: ∫ R θ^′(t) ⟨ u_ℏ, e^{itτℏPϵ(ℏ)ℏ} ⟨B_ℏ⟩e^{− itτℏPϵ(ℏ)ℏ} u_ℏ ⟩ dt = − iτ_ℏ ℏ ∫ R θ(t) ⟨ u_ℏ, e^{itτℏPϵ(ℏ)ℏ} [P_ϵ(ℏ), ⟨B_ℏ⟩]e^{− itτℏPϵ(ℏ)ℏ} u_ℏ ⟩ dt. Thanks to relation (23), we deduce that i ℏ ∫ R θ(t) ⟨ u_ℏ, e^{itτℏPϵ(ℏ)ℏ} [ ℏ^2 Op_ℏ(q_0) + ϵ^2_ℏV, ⟨B_ℏ⟩ ] e^{− itτℏPϵ(ℏ)ℏ} u_ℏ ⟩ dt = O(τ^{−1}_ℏ ) + O(ℏ^3).

Again, in the case of a CROSS, the remainder is only O(τ^{−1}_ℏ ). Using the composition formula for pseudodifferential operators, we find that

(28) ∫ R θ(t)⟨w_ℏ(tτ_ℏ), {ℏ^2q_0 + ϵ^2_ℏV, I_g(b)}⟩dt = O(τ^{−1}_ℏ ) + O(ℏ^3).

Taking limits as ℏ → 0^+ and using identities (24), (27) shows that ∫ R θ(t)μ(t)({I_g(L), I_g(b)})dt = 0. This concludes the proof of part iii) in each case.

Remark 3.5. Again, we would like to stress the fact that the symbol q_0 is only related to the choice of the metric on M. In order to get an (implicit) expression for q_0, we have to write that 0 = [⟨B_ℏ⟩, ℏ^2A^2] = [⟨B_ℏ⟩, P̃_0(ℏ)^2 − ℏ^2 Op_ℏ(q_0)] + O_L2_{→L}2 (ℏ^4).

Using energy cut-offs, this can be in fact rewritten as

[⟨B_ℏ⟩, Op_ℏ(q_0)] = l^2 2π^2ℏ^2

[⟨B_ℏ⟩, P_0(ℏ)] + O_L2_{→L}2 (ℏ^2).

From this expression, we can get an expression for {I_g(b), q_0} by identifying the principal symbol of the right hand side which turns out to be a delicate task [53, 54]. We will discuss this in more details in paragraph 3.4 in the case of metrics of revolution on S^2.

3.3. Proof of Theorem 1.9. Theorem 1.9 is now an easy consequence of Proposition 2.3. We will in fact prove something slightly more precise that works for any size of ϵ_ℏ. We use the above convention for defining the function L. Recall that L is a smooth function on T̊^∗M which is 0-homogeneous and that, in the case of a compact rank-one symmetric space, one has always L = V ∘ π.

Let μ ∈ M(τ, ϵ). Suppose τ_ℏϵ^2_ℏ → +∞, or τ_ℏℏ^2 → +∞ when ϵ_ℏ ≪ ℏ (if (M, g) is not a CROSS). Then, Propositions 2.2, 2.3 and 2.4 assert that μ(t, ·) is invariant with respect to the flow φ^τ_L (the Hamiltonian flow of I_g(L)) for a.e. t ∈ R.

First, we consider Γ_0 ⊂ S^∗M a closed orbit of φ^s that is not included in

Crit(L) := { ρ ∈ T̊^∗M : d_ρI_g(L) = 0 } . The fact that Γ_0 ⊄ Crit(L) is equivalent to the fact that the set Γ_0 is not invariant by φ^τ_L – see Lemma 4.1 for a proof of this fact. For a given closed orbit Γ_0 ⊂ S^∗M and for a fixed λ > 0, we now define Γ_0(λ) := {(x, λξ) : (x, ξ) ∈ Γ_0} .

We fix a compact interval [c_1, c_2] ⊂ (0, +∞) and λ ∈ [c_1, c_2]. Since φ^τ_L commutes with the geodesic flow, it follows that all of the sets φ^τ_L(Γ_0(λ)) are distinct orbits of φ^τ (at least for τ small enough). On the other hand, the invariance of μ(t, ·) implies that, for a.e. t in R, μ(t) ⋃ λ∈[c_1,c_2]

φ^τ_L(Γ_0(λ)) = μ(t) ⋃ λ∈[c_1,c_2]

Γ_0(λ)

for every τ in some interval with non-empty interior. Since μ(t, ·) is finite, one must have

(29) μ(t) ⋃ λ∈[c_1,c_2]

Γ_0(λ) = 0,

for a.e. t in R.

Consider now the projection ν(t, ·) of μ(t, ·) on M. Suppose Γ_0 ⊂ S^∗M is a closed orbit of φ^s and denote by γ_0 := π(Γ_0) where π : T^∗M → M is the canonical projection. Suppose that Γ_0 is not contained in Crit(L). Using (29), we note that

ν(t)(γ_0) = μ(t) ⋃ λ∈(0,∞) { (x, ξ) ∈ π^{−1}(γ_0) : ‖ξ‖ = λ and (x, ξ) /∈ Γ_0(λ) } . Using invariance by the geodesic flow and the fact that the measure is finite, a similar argument as above allows to conclude that this quantity is in fact equal to 0.

3.4. Explicit expression of q_0 on S^2. In this last section, we briefly recall a result due to Zelditch which gives a more or less explicit expression for q_0 – see Theorem 3 in [54] for more details. We suppose that g is a C_{2π}-metric on S^2; in this case, every geodesic is a simple curve, see [21]. We fix Γ_0 a closed geodesic on S^∗M issued from the point (x_0, ξ_0), i.e.

Γ_0 := {φ^s(x_0, ξ_0) = (x(s), ξ(s) : s ∈ R} .

We denote by f̃_{x0,ξ0} (t) the unique solution of the ordinary differential equation f^{′′}(t) + K(x(t))f(t) = 0, f(0) = 1, f^′(0) = 0, and by f_{x0,ξ0} (t) the unique solution of the ordinary differential equation f^{′′}(t) + K(x(t))f(t) = 0, f(0) = 0, f^′(0) = 1, where K is the scalar curvature. Using the conventions of Appendix C, we also define K(x, ξ) := g^∗_x(d_xK, ξ^⊥). The formula obtained by Zelditch can then be expressed as follows:

q_0(x_0, ξ_0) := 1 8π ∫_{2π} 0 K(x(t))dt + 1 24π ∫_{2π} 0 K(x(t), ξ(t))f̃_{x0,ξ0} (t)^2R_{x0,ξ0} (t)dt. where

R_{x0,ξ0} (t) := f̃_{x0,ξ0} (t) ∫_t 0 K(x(s), ξ(s))f_{x0,ξ0} (s)^3ds − 3f_{x0,ξ0} (t) ∫_t 0 f̃_{x0,ξ0} (s)K(x(s), ξ(s))f_{x0,ξ0} (s)^2ds. We proceed as in [54] and specialize this expression to the case of C_{2π}-metrics of revolution on S^2. According to [4] – Theorem 4.13, such a metric can be written in spherical coordinates as:

g = (1 + σ(cos θ))^2dθ^2 + sin^2 θdϕ^2, where σ is a smooth odd function on [−1, 1] satisfying σ(1) = 0. Recall from Paragraph 4.17 in [4] that the sectional curvature can be expressed as follows: K(θ) = 1 (1 + σ(cos θ))^3

(1 + σ(cos θ) − cos θσ^′(cos θ)) .

Let π(Γ_0) be the closed geodesic corresponding to θ =^π_2 . We note that the curvature is constant and equal to 1 on this closed geodesic. For every (x_0, ξ_0) in Γ_0, we find then

q_0(x_0, ξ_0) := 1 4 + 3^2σ^′(0)^3 4π ∫_π 0 ( cos^6 ϕ 3 − cos^4 ϕ − cos^2 ϕ sin^4 ϕ ) dϕ = 1 4 − 3σ^′(0)^3 4 , In particular, q_0 is not equal to^1_4 on this closed geodesic if σ^′(0) ≠ 0. This condition is of course generic among the possible choice of σ. Using the symmetry of revolution and the Gauss-Bonnet formula, one verifies that, for any (x_0, ξ_0) belonging to a geodesic orthogonal to the geodesic θ =^π_2 , one has q_0(x_0, ξ_0) =^1_4 . In particular, q_0 is not a constant function on T^∗S^2. Combining this observation to the results of paragraph 3.3, we deduce Theorem 1.4 – see Remark 1.7.

4. Measures with two invariance properties

This section is of more geometric flavor; it is devoted to analyzing the structure of measures on the cotangent bundle that are invariant by two flows that commute.

4.1. Measures that are invariant by two Hamiltonians that commute. As before, we write p_0(x, ξ) :=^1_2 ||ξ||^2_x and φ^s denotes the geodesic flow acting on T^∗M.

Let L be a smooth function on T̊^∗M satisfying:

• L is 0-homogeneous in the ξ variable, i.e. L(x, ξ) = L(x, λξ) for every λ > 0. • The one-form dL does not vanish identically. • L Poisson-commutes with p_0: {L, p_0} = 0.

We shall denote by X_0 and X_L the respective Hamiltonian vector fields of p_0 and L; let φ^τ_L be the flow of X_L. Then the flows φ^τ_L, and φ^s commute.

The purpose of this section is to describe the set of probability measures on T̊^∗M that are simultaneously invariant by the the flow φ^τ_L and by the geodesic flow φ^s. We are especially interested in the case when d = 2 and M is orientable,

We introduce the set Crit(L) of critical points of L in T̊^∗M:

Crit(L) := { ρ ∈ T̊^∗M : d_ρL = 0 } . This is a closed set in T̊^∗M that is invariant by both flows φ^s, φ^τ_L. More precisely, the following holds.

Lemma 4.1. Under the above assumptions, Crit(L) is formed by those orbits of the geodesic flow that are invariant by φ^τ_L.

Proof. Since φ^t and φ^s_L commute, Crit(L) is formed by orbits of the geodesic flow that are fixed by φ^s_L. On the other hand, if the orbit of the geodesic flow issued from some ρ_0 is invariant by φ^s_L then necessarily X_L(ρ_0) = αX_0(ρ_0) for some α ∈ R. This forces X_L(ρ) = αX_0(ρ) for every ρ in the orbit. Since L is zero-homogeneous with respect to ξ it turns out that X_L and X_0 are orthogonal with respect to the Sasaki metric (see Appendix C). Therefore, α = 0, as we wanted to prove. □

Consider now the set: R(L) := T̊^∗M \ Crit(L).

This is an open subset of T̊^∗M that is invariant by φ^s and φ^τ_L. The map ϕ : R^2 × R(L) ∋ (s, t, ρ) −→ φ^s ∘ φ^t_L(ρ) ∈ R(L), is a group action of R^2 on R(L). Moreover, for any ρ_0 ∈ R(L) the map: ϕ_{ρ0} : R^2 ∋ (s, t) −→ φ^s ∘ φ^t_L(ρ_0) ∈ R(L), is an immersion. Therefore, the stabilizer group G_{ρ0} of ρ_0 under ϕ is discrete. This proves that the orbits of the action ϕ are either diffeomorphic to the torus T^2 , to the cylinder T × R or to R^2 .

The moment map: Φ : R(L) ∋ (x, ξ) −→ (p_0(x, ξ), L(x, ξ)) ∈ R^2 , is a submersion, and for every (E, J) ∈ Φ(R(L)) the level set Λ_{(E,J)} := Φ^{−1}(E, J), is a smooth submanifold of R(L) of codimension two. Note that the 0-homogeneity of L implies that Λ_{(αE,J)} = h_α(Λ_{(E,J)}) for every α > 0, and h_α : T̊^∗M −→ T̊^∗M being the homothety of ratio α on the fibers.

When d = 2 the couple p_0, L forms a completely integrable system on R(L); and the map ϕ_{ρ0} induces a diffeomorphism:

ϕ_{ρ0} : R^2 /G_{ρ0} −→ Λ^{ρ0}_{(E0,J0)}, for (E_0, J_0) := Φ(ρ_0);

Above, Λ^{ρ0}_{(E0,J0)} denotes the connected component of Λ_{(E0,J0)} that contains ρ_0. Therefore, if Λ^{ρ0}_{(E0,J0)} is compact then it is an embedded Lagrangian torus in T^∗M. In that case, we shall write T^2_{ρ0} := R^2 /G_{ρ0} . See [13, 40] for more detailed proofs.

Our next result clarifies the structure of the set of probability measures on R(L) that are invariant by the geodesic flow and the flow φ^τ_L. Let us introduce first some notation: R_c(L) will be the set formed by those ρ ∈ R(L) such that Λ^ρ_{Φ(ρ)} is compact.

Proposition 4.2. Suppose that d = 2. Let μ be a probability measure on R(L) that is invariant by φ^s and φ^τ_L and set μ := Φ_∗μ. Then, for every b ∈ C_c(R(L)), one has ∫ R(L) b(x, ξ)μ(dx, dξ) = ∫ Φ(R(L)) ∫ Λ_{(E,J)} b(x, ξ)λ_{E,J} (dx, dξ)μ(dE, dJ), where, for (E, J) ∈ Φ(R(L)), the measure λ_{E,J} is a convex combination of the (normalized) Haar measures on the tori Λ^ρ_{(E,J)} for ρ ∈ Λ_{(E,J)} ∩ R_c(L) (see equation (30)).

Proof. The disintegration Theorem (see e.g. Th. 5.14 in [15]) gives, for μ-a.e. (E, J) ∈ R(L), the existence of a family of probability measures μ_{E,J} concentrated on Λ_{(E,J)} such that: ∫ R(L) b(x, ξ)μ(dx, dξ) = ∫ Φ(R(L)) ∫ Λ_{(E,J)} b(x, ξ)μ_{E,J} (dx, dξ)μ(dE, dJ), for every b ∈ C_c(R(L)). The measures μ_{E,J} inherit the same invariance properties as μ. In particular, ∫ Λ_{(E,J)} b(x, ξ)μ_{E,J} (dx, dξ) = ∫ Λ_{(E,J)} b(ϕ(s, t, x, ξ))μ_{E,J} (dx, dξ) for every (s, t) ∈ R^2 . Each connected component of the manifold Λ_{(E,J)} has a group structure induced by the map ϕ_ρ, for any ρ ∈ Λ_{(E,J)}. The invariance property of μ_{E,J} |_Λ^ρ_{(E,J)} is equivalent to stating that it is invariant by translations in the group. Therefore, μ_{E,J} |_Λ^ρ_{(E,J)} must coincide with a multiple of the Haar measure on Λ^ρ_{(E,J)} for every ρ ∈ Λ_{(E,J)}. If Λ^ρ_{(E,J)} is non compact, this measure is infinite and μ_{E,J} (Λ^ρ_{(H,J)}) = 0. □

An explicit formula for the restriction of the measure λ_{E,J} to a connected component Λ^ρ_{(E,J)} with ρ ∈ R_c(L) ∩ Λ_{(E,J)} is the following:

(30) ∫ Λ^ρ_{(E,J)} b(x, ξ)λ_{E,J} (dx, dξ) = c ∫ T^2_{ρ0} b(ϕ_ρ(s, t))dsdt, for some constant c ∈ [0, 1]. Proposition 4.2 merely states that bi-invariant measures a superpositions of measures of this form.

Note that so far we have not used the fact that the geodesic flow is periodic. When this is the case it turns out that for every ρ_0 ∈ R_c(L) the stabilizer group G_{ρ0} of ρ_0 contains an element of the form (q, 0) for some q ∈ R \ {0}.

4.2. Structure of the projection onto the base. Our next goal is to study the regularity properties of the projection of a bi-invariant measure μ onto the base manifold M. We are going to prove that they decompose as an measure that is absolutely continuous with respect to the Riemannian volume plus a singular measure supported on the projection of the critical set Crit(L).

Theorem 4.3. Suppose that M is an orientable P_l-surface. Let μ be a probability measure on R(L) that is invariant by φ^s and φ^τ_L. Then ν := π_∗μ is a probability measure on M that is absolutely continuous with respect to the Riemannian measure.

Denote by N (L) the convex closure of the set of measures δ_{π∘γ} where γ ⊂ T̊^∗M ranges over the orbits of the geodesic flow that are contained in Crit(L). The following is a direct consequence of Theorem 4.3.

Corollary 4.4. Suppose that M is an orientable P_l-surface. The projection ν := π_∗μ of a probability measure μ on T̊^∗M that is invariant by φ^s and φ^τ_L can be decomposed as:

ν = f vol_g +αν_{sing}

where f ∈ L^1(M), α ∈ [0, 1] and ν_{sing} ∈ N (L).

Remark 4.5. For a “generic” function L, the set Crit(L) is formed by critical points that are non degenerate with respect to directions that are orthogonal to the geodesic flow and to the vertical vector field that generates the dilations on the fibers. In this case, for every E > 0 the set Crit(L) ∩ p^{−1}_0 (E) consists in a finite number of orbits of the geodesic flow that project onto a finite family of geodesics {γ_1, ..., γ_r} in M. The measures ν described in Corollary 4.4 then take the simple form:

ν = f vol_g + r∑ j=1 c_j δ_{γj} , where c_j ≥ 0 for j = 1, ..., r and ∑_r j=1 c_j ≤ 1.

Theorem 4.3 essentially follows from a structure result for the projections of the Lagrangian tori Λ^{ρ0}_{(E,J)} onto M: the projection π|_Λ^ρ0_{(E,J)} is a local diffeomorphism onto its image except at points lying on a finite family of smooth curves (called sometimes a caustic). See also Lemma 2.1 in [5].

Lemma 4.6. Let ρ_0 ∈ R_c(L); then there exist a finite family {Γ^j_{ρ0} }^n_{j=1} of smooth disjoint closed curves contained in Λ^{ρ0}_{(E,J)} that are traversal to the geodesic flow and such that Γ^{caus}_{ρ0} := ⨆_n j=1 Γ^j_{ρ0} is exactly the set of singular points of π|_Λ^ρ0_{(E,J)} : Λ^{ρ0}_{(E,J)} −→ M.

Proof. Let {X_0, W, Y_0, U} be the orthogonal frame on T̊^∗M defined in Appendix C. Since L is 0-homogeneous with respect to ξ, the Hamiltonian vector field X_L has no component in X_0, that is:

g^S_ρ (X_L(ρ), X_0(ρ)) = g_{π(ρ)}(d_ρπ(X_L(ρ)), d_ρπ(X_0(ρ))) = 0.

The tangent space of Λ^{ρ0}_{(E,J)} at a point ρ is spanned by {X_0(ρ), X_L(ρ)}. The points ρ ∈ Λ^{ρ0}_{(E,J)} close to which π|_Λ^ρ0_{(E,J)} is not a local diffeomorphism are precisely those at which d_ρπ(X_L(ρ)) = 0. Define: F (t, s) := g_{π(ϕρ0 (t,s))}(d_{ϕρ0 (t,s)}π(X_L(ϕ_{ρ0} (t, s))), d_{ϕρ0 (t,s)}π(W (ϕ_{ρ0} (t, s)))). One has: F (t, s) = 0 ⇐⇒ X_L(ϕ_{ρ0} (t, s)) ∈ Ker(d_{ϕρ0 (t,s)}π). We are going to apply the implicit function Theorem to the equation F (t, s) = 0 in order to prove our claim. Note that J_s(t) := d_{ϕρ0 (t,s)}π(X_L(ϕ_{ρ0} (t, s))) = ∂_s(π ∘ϕ_{ρ0} )(t, s) is a Jacobi field along the geodesic γ_s(t) := π(φ^t(φ^s_L(ρ_0)). Write Z_s(t) := d_{ϕρ0 (t,s)}π(W (ϕ_{ρ0} (t, s))). One has: ∂_tF (t, s) = g_{π(ϕρ0 (t,s))} ( DJ_s dt (t), Z_s(t) ) + g_{π(ϕρ0 (t,s))} ( J_s(t), DZ_s(t) dt ) , where^D_{dt} is the covariant derivative along the curve γ_s(t). If F (t_0, s_0) = 0 then J_{s0} (t_0) = 0 but: g_{π(ϕρ0 (t0 ,s0))} ( DJ_{s0} dt (t_0), Z_{s0} (t_0) ) ≠ 0;

the reason for this is that if that term were to vanish, this would imply that^D_{dt} J_{s0} (t_0) is proportional to γ^′(t_0). Therefore, the Jacobi field J_{s0} (t) should be proportional to tγ^′(t) which forces J_{s0} to vanish identically. In other words, X_L(ϕ_{ρ0} (t, s_0)) ∈ Ker(d_{ϕρ0 (t,s0)}π) for every t. But this is a contradiction, since the values of t for which that property holds turn out to form a discrete set in R, as we show next.

This fact is a consequence of the twist property of the vertical subbundle as stated in [42]: recall that Λ^{ρ0}_{(E,J)} is a Lagrangian submanifold of T^∗M; applying Proposition 2.11 of [42] to the Lagrangian subspaces T_ρΛ^{ρ0}_{(E,J)} with ρ ∈ Λ^{ρ0}_{(E,J)}, we deduce that, for every s_0 the set of the t ∈ R such that:

Ker(d_{ϕρ0 (t,s0)}π) ∩ T_{ϕρ0 (t,s0)}Λ^{ρ0}_{(L,J)} = Ker(d_{ϕρ0 (t,s0)}π) ∩ d_φ^s0_{L (ρ0)}φ^t_0(T_φ^s0_{L (ρ0)}Λ^{ρ0}_{(E,J)}) ≠ {0},

is discrete.

If the geodesic φ^t(ρ_0) is q-periodic, this set is in fact finite modulo qZ. Set s_0 = 0 and let {t_1, ..., t_r} ⊂ R/qZ be the set at which F (t, 0) = 0. We can apply the implicit function Theorem to conclude the existence of a unique family of smooth functions t_j (s) with s ∈ R/r(J)Z satisfying t_j (0) = t_j and F (t_j(s), s) = 0. Taking into account that ∂_tF (t, s) ≠ 0 as soon as F (t, s) = 0, we conclude that two curves (t_j (s), s) and (t_i(s), s) are either disjoint or they coincide. Let us relabel these curves in order to have (t_j (s), s) with j = 1, ...n are disjoint. Since these curves are the unique solutions to the equation F (t, s) = 0, the trajectories (t_j(s), s) must be closed. Therefore, the smooth curves Γ^j_{ρ0} := {ϕ_{ρ0} (t_j (s), s) : s ∈ R/r(J)Z} with j = 1, ..., n are disjoint and closed. □

To conclude the proof of Theorem 4.3 let B ⊂ M be of zero Riemannian measure. By construction, ν(B) = ∫ Φ(R)(L) λ_{E,J} (π^{−1}(B) ∩ Λ_{(E,J)})μ(dE, dJ). Fix a connected component Λ^{ρ0}_{(E,J)} in Λ_{(E,J)}, let Ω_{ρ0} be any connected component of Λ^{ρ0}_{(E,J)} \ Γ^{caus}_{ρ0} . Then λ_{E,J} (Γ^{caus}_{ρ0} ) = 0 by Lemma 4.6 and π|_{Ωρ0} is a local diffeomorphism; therefore, π^{−1}(B) ∩ Ω_{ρ0} has λ_{E,J} -measure equal to zero. Hence,

λ_{E,J} (π^{−1}(B) ∩ Λ^{ρ0}_{(H,J)}) = 0.

This shows that ν(E) = 0 and therefore, ν is absolutely continuous with respect to Riemannian mesure.

5. Quantum Loschmidt echo on Zoll manifolds

In this section, we revisit the proof of section 3 in order to study a quantity which is related to the so called quantum Loschmidt echo defined in the section 2. Precisely, we prove Proposition 2.6. For every b in C^∞_c (T^∗M) and every t in R, we define

M_ℏ(tτ_ℏ)(b) := ⟨v_ℏ(tτ_ℏ), Op_ℏ(b)v^0_ℏ (tτ_ℏ)⟩,

where

• (τ_ℏ)_{0<ℏ≤1} is a scale of times satisfying lim_{ℏ→0} τ_ℏ = +∞; • v_ℏ(tτ_ℏ) is the solution of (5);

• v^0_ℏ(tτ_ℏ) is the solution of (5) when we pick V ≡ 0.

If we suppose that the sequence of initial data (u_ℏ)_{0<ℏ≤1} is normalized and that it satisfies (6) and (7), then, proceeding as in appendix (B), we can extract a subsequence ℏ_n → 0 such that, for every θ ∈ C^∞_c (R) and for every a in C^∞_c (T^∗M), one has lim n→+∞ ∫ R θ(t)M_{ℏn} (tτ_{ℏn} )(b)dt = ∫ R θ(t) (∫ T^∗M b(x, ξ)M(t, dx, dξ) ) dt, where t → M(t) belongs to L^∞(R, M(T^∗ M)). Thanks to the frequency assumptions, the support of M(t) is included in T^∗M\(M × {0}). Moreover, in the case where ϵ_ℏ ≪ √ ℏ, we also observe that, for a.e. t in R and for every s in R, one has (31) ∫ T^∗M b(x, ξ)M(t, dx, dξ) = ∫ T^∗M b ∘ φ^s(x, ξ)M(t, dx, dξ). Remark 5.1. In order to make the link with Proposition 2.6, we note that, thanks to (6) and (7), one has lim n→+∞ ∫ R θ(t)M_{ℏn} (tτ_{ℏn} )(1)dt = ∫ R θ(t) (∫ T^∗M M(t, dx, dξ) ) dt. Proposition 2.6 follows then from the previous remark and the following Proposition.

Proposition 5.2. Suppose (M, g) is a P_l-manifold and that lim_{ℏ→0+} ϵ_ℏℏ^{− 12} = 0.

Suppose also that one the following condition holds:

(1) ϵ_ℏℏ^{− 3}2 → +∞, (2) (M, g) is a Compact Rank One Symmetric Space.

Then, for every t → F (t) associated to a sequence of initial data with an unique semiclassical measure μ_0, the following holds:

i) If lim_{ℏ→0}+^{τℏϵ2ℏ}_ℏ = 0, then, for every t in R and for every b in C^∞_c (T^∗M), M(t)(b) = μ_0(I_g(b)).

ii) If τ_ℏ =^ℏ_{ϵ2ℏ} , then, for every t in R and for every b in C^∞_c (T^∗M),

M(t)(b) = μ_0 ( I_g(b)e^{itIg (V )} ) . iii) If lim_{ℏ→0}+^{τℏϵ2ℏ}_ℏ = +∞, then, for a.e. every t in R and for every b in C^∞_c (T^∗M), M(t)(bI_g (V )) = 0.

Remark 5.3. In the case (iii), we emphasize that we can deduce that suppM(t) ⊂ {I_g(V ) = 0}.

We will now give the proof of this Proposition which follows the same lines as the proofs in section 3.

Proof. Let b be a smooth compactly supported function on T̊^∗M. Using (31), one has that M(t)(b) = M(t)(I_g (b)). We start our proof by computing the following derivative d dt ( ⟨v_ℏ(tτ_ℏ), ⟨B_ℏ⟩v^0_ℏ(tτ_ℏ)⟩ ) , where ⟨B_ℏ⟩ is the operator from Theorem 3.1. Using Theorem 3.1, we obtain in fact

(32) d dt ( ⟨v_ℏ(tτ_ℏ), ⟨B_ℏ⟩v^0_ℏ(tτ_ℏ)⟩ ) = − iϵ^2_ℏτ_ℏ ℏ ⟨v_ℏ(tτ_ℏ), V ⟨B_ℏ⟩v^0_ℏ(tτ_ℏ)⟩ + O(τ_ℏℏ^2). We observe that, if (M, g) is a compact rank-one symmetric space, then the remainder is in fact equal to 0. The case (i) follows immediatly by integrating (32) between 0 and t. In the case where τ_ℏ =^ℏ_{ϵ2ℏ} , one finds that, for every θ in C^∞_c (R), one has ∫ R θ^′(t)M(t)(I_g(b))dt = i ∫ R θ(t)M(t)(I_g(b)V )dt = i ∫ R θ(t)M(t)(I_g(b)I_g(V ))dt, where the first equality follows from (32) and the second one from (31). The case (ii) follows then from the above relation. Finally, when lim_{ℏ→0}+^{τℏϵ2ℏ}_ℏ = +∞, we deduce from (32) that ∫ R θ(t)M(t)(I_g (b)I_g(V ))dt = 0, from which (iii) follows according to (31). □

6. Relation to spectral problems: proof of Proposition 1.14 In this last section, we explain how time dependent semiclassical measures can be used to prove some results on the spectrum of the semiclassical Schrödinger operator

P_ϵ(ℏ) := − ℏ^2Δ_g 2 + ϵ^2_ℏV.

Precisely, we prove Proposition 1.14 from the introduction which establishes the existence of distinct eigenvalues which are asymptotically close to each other. In order to prove this result, we revisit an argument that was given in [37] – proof of Theorem 2 from this reference. Thanks to Corollary 1.10, recall that any weak-⋆ accumulation point ν of the sequence (|ψ_ℏ|^2vol_g)_{0<ℏ≤1} verifying P_ϵ(ℏ)ψ_ℏ = E(ℏ)ψ_ℏ, and E(ℏ) → E_0 ≠ 0, must satisfy ν({γ_0}) = 0, for every closed geodesic γ_0 that is not included in C(V ). Let γ_0 be such a geodesic; let Γ_0 be a lift of γ_0 to T̊^∗M such that, for (x_0, ξ_0) ∈ Γ_0 one has^{‖ξ0‖2}_2 = E_0 . We proceed by contradiction and we suppose that there exists ℏ_n → 0 as n → +∞ such that

s̃_0(ℏ_n) := inf{|E_j (ℏ_n) − E_k(ℏ_n)| : 1 ≤ j ≠ k ≤ N(ℏ_n)} ℏ_nϵ^2_{ℏn} → +∞.

Our goal is to construct ν as above verifying ν({γ_0}) > 0.

We fix a sequence τ_{ℏn} → +∞ satisfying (33) τ_{ℏn}s̃_0(ℏ_n)ϵ^2_{ℏn} → +∞, and (34) τ_{ℏn} ϵ^2_{ℏn} → 0.

These two conditions are compatible thanks to our assumption on the subsequence ℏ_n → 0^+. In the following, we omit the subscript n in order to alleviate the notations.

6.1. A sequence of “good” initial data. We fix a sequence of initial data (u^ℏ_{x0,ξ0} )_{0<ℏ≤1} whose semiclassical measure is unique and given by the Dirac measure δ_{x0,ξ0} . This can be obtained from a sequence of normalized coherent states – see for instance Ch. 5 in [55]. Then, we pick a cutoff function 0 ≤ χ ≤ 1 in C^∞_c (R) which is equal to 1 in a small neighborhood of 0, say [−1/2, 1/2], and 0 outside a slightly larger neighborhood, say [−1, 1]. We introduce the following truncation of our coherent states:

ũ^ℏ_{x0,ξ0} := χ ( P_0(ℏ) − E_0

δ_0 ) u^ℏ_{x0,ξ0} . Using results on functional calculus for semiclassical pseudodifferential operators – see for instance Ch. 14 in [55], one can verify that the operator χ (_{P0(ℏ)−E0} δ_0 ) is an ℏ-pseudodifferential operator belonging to the set Ψ^{−∞,0}(M) as defined in Appendix A. Recall that its principal symbol is

χ^0_ℏ(x, ξ) := χ ( ‖ξ‖^2/2 − E_0 δ_0 ) . As the semiclassical measure of the sequence (u^ℏ_{x0,ξ0} )_{0<ℏ≤1} is the Dirac measure in (x_0, ξ_0), one can observe that (35) ‖u^ℏ_{x0,ξ0} − ũ^ℏ_{x0,ξ0} ‖_L2 = o(1). Thanks to the Calderón-Vaillancourt Theorem, one can also verify that

(36) ‖ ‖ ‖ ‖χ ( P_0(ℏ) − E_0 δ_0 ) − χ ( P_ϵ(ℏ) − E_0

δ_0 )‖ ‖ ‖_{L2(M)→L2(M)} = o(1). Denote by Π_{Ej (ℏ)} the spectral projector corresponding to the eigenvalue E_j (ℏ), one has ũ^{ℏ,ϵ}_{x0,ξ0} := χ ( P_ϵ(ℏ) − E_0 δ_0 ) u^ℏ_{x0,ξ0} = N(ℏ)∑

j=1 χ ( E_j (ℏ) − E_0

δ_0 ) Π_{Ej (ℏ)}u^ℏ_{x0,ξ0} . Recall that the eigenvalues E_j (ℏ) (and the spectral projectors) depend implicitly on ϵ_ℏ. When Π_{Ej (ℏ)}u^ℏ_{x0,ξ0} ≠ 0, we define v^j_{ℏ,ϵ} := Π_{Ej (ℏ)}u^ℏ_{x0,ξ0} ‖Π_{Ej (ℏ)}u^ℏ_{x0,ξ0} ‖_L2 , otherwise, we set v^j_{ℏ,ϵ} = 0. Then, we write ũ^{ℏ,ϵ}_{x0,ξ0} = N(ℏ)∑

j=1 χ ( E_j(ℏ) − E_0 δ_0 ) ‖ ‖Π_{Ej (ℏ)}u^ℏ_{x0,ξ0} ‖ ‖_{L2} v^j_{ℏ,ϵ}.

Finally, we introduce c^j_{ℏ,ϵ} := χ (_{Ej (ℏ)−E0} δ_0

)_2 ‖ ‖Π_{Ej (ℏ)}u^ℏ_{x0,ξ0} ‖ ‖^2_{L2} . Note that this quantity is equal

to 0 when v^j_{ℏ,ϵ} = 0. Using (35) and (36), one can verify that

(37) N(ℏ)∑

j=1 c^j_{ℏ,ϵ} = 1 + o(1).

6.2. Semiclassical measures of the Schrödinger equation. Let θ be a smooth function on R such that θ̂ is compactly supported and satisfies θ̂(0) = 1. We also fix b in C^∞_c (T̊^∗M). According to Propositions 2.2 and 2.3 (point i) and to the fact that τ_ℏϵ^2_ℏ → 0, one has ∫ R θ(t) ⟨ u^ℏ_{x0,ξ0} , e^{itτℏPϵ(ℏ)ℏ} Op_ℏ(b)e^{itτℏPϵ(ℏ)ℏ} u^ℏ_{x0,ξ0} ⟩ dt = I_g(b)(x_0, ξ_0) + o(1),

as ℏ goes to 0. Using the conventions introduced in the previous paragraph, one deduces then ∑ 1≤j,k≤N(ℏ) θ̂ ( τ_ℏ(E_j (ℏ) − E_k(ℏ) ℏ ) ( c^j_{ℏ,ϵ}c^k_{ℏ,ϵ} ) 1_2 ⟨ v^j_{ℏ,ϵ}, Op_ℏ(b)v^k_{ℏ,ϵ} ⟩ = I_g(b)(x_0, ξ_0) + o(1).

For j ≠ k, one has | | | τ_ℏ(E_j (ℏ) − E_k(ℏ)) ℏ | | | ≥ τ^ℏs̃^0(ℏ)ϵ^2ℏ,

which tends to +∞ according to (33). Thus, we get, as ℏ goes to 0,

(38) N(ℏ)∑

j=1 c^j_{ℏ,ϵ} ⟨ v^j_{ℏ,ϵ}, Op_ℏ(b)v^j_{ℏ,ϵ} ⟩ = I_g(b)(x_0, ξ_0) + o(1).

Recall that v^j_{ℏ,ϵ} is either 0 or a normalized state in L^2(M) which satisfies P_ϵ(ℏ)v^j_{ℏ,ϵ} = E_j (ℏ)v^j_{ℏ,ϵ}. We will deduce from this asymptotic formula the existence of an accumulation element ν satisfying ν(γ_0) = 1, and thus we will obtain the expected contradiction as γ_0 is not cointained in C(V ).

6.3. Estimating the variance. We now remark that the measure b → I_g(b)(x_0, ξ_0) is an ergodic measure which can be written as a convex sum of almost invariant and almost positive distribution. Thus, we can proceed as in the proof of the quantum ergodicity

Theorem [55] to construct a subsequence converging to this measure. For that purpose, we start by estimating the variance:

V_ℏ(b) := N(ℏ)∑

j=1 c^j_{ℏ,ϵ} |⟨ v^j_{ℏ,ϵ}, Op_ℏ(b)v^j_{ℏ,ϵ} ⟩ − I_g(b)(x_0, ξ_0) |_2 . One can introduce χ_1 a smooth compactly supported function on T̊^∗M which is equal to 1 for^{E0}_2 ≤ ‖ξ‖^2 ≤ 8E_0 and which is invariant by the geodesic flow. By construction of the states v^j_{ℏ,ϵ}, we can rewrite V_ℏ(b) as follows:

V_ℏ(b) = N(ℏ)∑

j=1 c^j_{ℏ,ϵ} | |⟨vj_{ℏ,ϵ}, Op_ℏ(b̃χ_1)vj_{ℏ,ϵ}⟩ | |^2 + O(ℏ),

where b̃ = b − I_g(b)(x_0, ξ_0). Combining the Egorov Theorem to the fact that the v^j_{ℏ,ϵ} are eigenmodes, one finds, for every T > 0,

V_ℏ(b) = N(ℏ)∑

j=1 c^j_{ℏ,ϵ} | | | ⟨ v^j_{ℏ,ϵ}, Op_ℏ ( 1 T ∫_T 0 (b̃χ_1) ∘ φ^sds ) v^j_{ℏ,ϵ} ⟩| | | 2 + O(ℏ), where the constant in the remainder depends on T . Applying the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality and the composition rule for pseudodifferential operators, we obtain V_ℏ(b) ≤ N(ℏ)∑

j=1 c^j_{ℏ,ϵ} ⟨ v^j_{ℏ,ϵ}, Op_ℏ (| | | 1 T ∫_T 0 (b̃χ_1) ∘ φ^sds | | | 2) v^j_{ℏ,ϵ} ⟩ + O(ℏ), We now use the limit formula (38), and we derive that, for every T > 0,

lim sup ℏ→0 V_ℏ(b) ≤ I_g (| | | 1 T ∫_T 0 (b̃χ_1) ∘ φ^sds | | | 2) (x_0, ξ_0).

We take the limit T → +∞, and we have, as ℏ → 0^+,

(39) N(ℏ)∑

j=1 c^j_{ℏ,ϵ} | |⟨v^j_{ℏ,ϵ}, Op_ℏ(b)v^j_{ℏ,ϵ}⟩ − I_g(b)(x_0, ξ_0) | |^2 = o(1).

6.4. Bienaymé-Tchebychev inequality. As the eigenmodes are microlocalized on the energy layers E_0 − δ_0 ≤^{‖ξ‖2x}_2 ≤ E_0 + δ_0, we fix (b_k)_{k∈N} a family of smooth functions in C^∞_c (T̊^∗M) which defines by restriction a dense subset (in the C^0 topology) of the continuous functions on {(x, ξ) ∈ T^∗M : [E_0 − 2δ_0, E_0 + 2δ_0]}. We reestablish the dependence in the parameter n and we define, for every k in N and every n in N,

A^k_{ℏn} := { 1 ≤ j ≤ N(ℏ_n) : | |⟨v^j_{ℏn,ϵ}, Op_{ℏn} (b_k)v^j_{ℏn,ϵ}⟩ − I_g(b_k)(x_0, ξ_0) | |^2 ≥ V_{ℏn} (a_k)^12 } .

From the Bienaymé-Tchebychev inequality, we get, as n → +∞, ∑ j∈A^k_{ℏn} c^j_{ℏn,ϵ} = o(1). For every k ≥ 0, we set A^k_{ℏn} := ∪^k_{l=0}A^l_{ℏn} which still satisfies ∑ j∈A^k_{ℏn} c^j_{ℏn,ϵ} = o(1). For every k ∈ N, we take n_k larke enough to ensure that, for every n ≥ k, one has | | | | | ∑ j∈A^k_{ℏn} c^j_{ℏn,ϵ} | | | | | ≤ 1 k , and we also impose the subsequence n_k to be increasing. Then, for every n_k ≤ n < n_{k+1}, we let A_{ℏn} := A^k_{ℏn} . Then, thanks to (37), one has, as n → +∞, ∑ j∈A^c_{ℏn} c^j_{ℏn,ϵ} = 1 + o(1). By construction, this implies that there exists a sequence 1 ≤ j_n ≤ N(ℏ_n) such that, for every k in N, lim n→+∞⟨v j_n ℏ_n,ϵ, Opℏn (bk)v j_n ℏ_n,ϵ⟩ = Ig(bk)(x0, ξ0). By density of the family b_k in the C^0-topology, we find that the limit measure is the measure carried by the closed geodesic issued from (x_0, ξ_0). In other words, we have constructed a sequence of eigenmodes whose semiclassical measure is carried by the closed geodesic issued from (x_0, ξ_0). As we have supposed that this closed geodesic is not included in Crit(V ), we obtain the contradiction.

Appendix A. Semiclassical analysis on manifolds

In this appendix, we review some basic facts on semiclassical analysis that can be found for instance in [55]. Recall that we define on R^{2d} the following class of symbols:

S^{m,k}(R^{2d} ) := { (b_ℏ(x, ξ))_{ℏ∈(0,1]} ∈ C^∞(R^{2d} ) : |∂^α_x ∂^β_ξ b_ℏ| ≤ C_{α,β}ℏ^{−k}⟨ξ⟩^{m−|β|} } . Let M be a smooth Riemannian d-manifold without boundary. Consider a smooth atlas (f_l, V_l) of M, where each f_l is a smooth diffeomorphism from V_l ⊂ M to a bounded open set W_l ⊂ R^d . To each f_l correspond a pull back f^∗_l : C^∞(W_l) → C^∞(V_l) and a canonical map f̃_l from T^∗V_l to T^∗W_l: f̃_l : (x, ξ) → (f_l(x), (Df_l(x)^{−1})^T ξ) . Consider now a smooth locally finite partition of identity (ϕ_l) adapted to the previous atlas (f_l, V_l). That means ∑ l ϕ_l = 1 and ϕ_l ∈ C^∞(V_l). Then, any observable b in C^∞(T^∗M) can be decomposed as b = ∑ l b_l, where b_l = bϕ_l. Each b_l belongs to C^∞(T^∗V_l) and can be pushed to a function b̃_l = (f̃^{−1}_l )^∗b_l ∈ C^∞(T^∗W_l). As in [55], define the class of symbols of order m and index k

(40) S^{m,k}(T^∗M) := { (b_ℏ(x, ξ))_{ℏ∈(0,1]} ∈ C^∞(T^∗M) : |∂^α_x ∂^β_ξ b_ℏ| ≤ C_{α,β}ℏ^{−k}⟨ξ⟩^{m−|β|} } . Then, for b ∈ S^{m,k}(T^∗M) and for each l, one can associate to the symbol b̃_l ∈ S^{m,k}(R^{2d} ) the standard Weyl quantization

Op^w_ℏ (b̃_l)u(x) := 1 (2πℏ)^d ∫ R^{2d} e^{ıℏ ⟨x−y,ξ⟩}b̃_l ( x + y 2 , ξ; ℏ ) u(y)dydξ, where u ∈ S(R^d ), the Schwartz class. Consider now a smooth cutoff ψ_l ∈ C^∞_c (V_l) such that ψ_l = 1 close to the support of ϕ_l. A quantization of b ∈ S^{m,k}(T^∗M) is then defined in the following way [55]:

(41) Op_ℏ(b)(u) := ∑ l ψ_l × ( f^∗_l Op^w_ℏ (b̃_l)(f^{−1}_l )^∗ ) (ψ_l × u) , where u ∈ C^∞(M). This quantization procedure Op_ℏ sends (modulo O(ℏ^∞)) S^{m,k}(T^∗M) onto the space of pseudodifferential operators of order m and of index k, denoted Ψ^{m,k}(M) [55]. It can be shown that the dependence in the cutoffs ϕ_l and ψ_l only appears at order 1 in ℏ (Theorem 9.10 in [55]) and the principal symbol map σ_0 : Ψ^{m,k}(M) → S^{m,k}/S^{m−1,k−1}(T^∗M) is then intrinsically defined. Most of the rules (for example the composition of operators, the Egorov and Calderón-Vaillancourt Theorems) that hold on R^{2d} still hold in the case of Ψ^{m,k}(M). Finally, we denote by Ψ^{−∞,k}(M) the set ∩_{m∈R}Ψ^{m,k}(M).

Appendix B. Time-dependent semiclassical measures

The aim of this short appendix is to recall a few facts on the definition of time-dependent semiclassical measures – we refer to [38] for more details.

Let (u_ℏ)_{0<ℏ≤1} be a normalized sequence in L^2(M) verifying the oscillation assumptions (6) and (7). For a given scale of times τ := (τ_ℏ)_{ℏ→0}+ satisfying

lim_{ℏ→0+} τ_ℏ = +∞,

we denoted the Wigner distribution by

(42) ∀a ∈ C^∞_c (T^∗M), w_ℏ(tτ_ℏ)(a) := ⟨v_ℏ(tτ_ℏ), Op^w_ℏ (a)v_ℏ(tτ_ℏ)⟩ ,

where v_ℏ(τ^′) is the solution at time τ^′ of (5) with initial condition u_ℏ. Using the Calderón- Vaillancourt Theorem, we deduce the existence of a constant C > 0 and a positive integer D depending only on the manifold (M, g) such that | | | ∫ R×T^∗M a(t, x, ξ)w_ℏ(tτ_ℏ, dx, dξ)dt | | | ≤ C^K ∑ |α|≤D ℏ^{|α|/2} ∫ R ‖∂^α_{x,ξ}a(t, ·)‖_C0_{(T} ∗_{M)}dt, for every a ∈ C^∞_c (R × T^∗M). According to [46] (Ch. 3), the sequence (μ_ℏ : (t, x, ξ) → w_ℏ(tτ_ℏ, x, ξ))_{ℏ>0} is relatively compact in D^′(R × T^∗M). Thus, we can extract converging subsequences (for the weak-⋆ topology). In particular, for any accumulation point μ of this sequence and every a ∈ C^∞_c (R × T^∗M), one has | | | ∫ R×T^∗M a(t, x, ξ)μ(dt, dx, dξ) | | | ≤ C ∫ R ‖a(t, ·)‖_C0_{(T} ∗_{M)}dt. Thus, μ can be extended to a continuous linear form on L^1(R, C^0_0 (T^∗M)), where C^0_0 (T^∗M) denotes the set of continuous functions vanishing at infinity. Consequently, the limit distribution t → μ(t, ·) belongs to L^∞(R, M(T^∗ M)) (see for instance [11]), where M(T^∗M) is the set of finite complex measures on T^∗M. For any converging subsequence in D^′(R×T^∗ M) (which we do not relabel), we note that the following also holds, for every θ ∈ L^1(R), and for every a ∈ C^∞_c (T^∗M)

lim_{ℏ→0+} ∫ R×T^∗M θ(t)a(x, ξ)w_ℏ(tτ_ℏ, dx, dξ)dt = ∫ R×T^∗M θ(t)a(x, ξ)μ(t, dx, dξ)dt. Finally^2, according to the Gårding inequality, the limit distribution is in fact a positive measure for a.e. t in R. Moreover, the frequency assumptions (6) and (7) and the fact that ϵ_ℏ → 0^+ imply that, for every almost every t, μ(t)(T̊^∗M) = 1. Using Egorov Theorem, one can also verify that, for a.e. t in R, μ(t, ·) is invariant by the geodesic flow φ^s.

Appendix C. Geometry of T^∗M

In this appendix, we collect some classical results on Riemannian and symplectic geometry that appear at different stages of this work. Along the way, we recall classical notations that are used all along this article. We refer for instance the reader to [4, 42, 45, 50] for more details.

C.1. Musical isomorphisms. Recall that the Riemannian metric g on M induces two natural isomorphisms ♭ : T_xM → T^∗_x M, v → g_x(v, .), and its inverse ♯ : T^∗_x M → T_xM. This natural isomorphism induces a positive definite form on T^∗_x M for which these isomorphisms are in fact isometries. We denote by g^∗ the corresponding metric.

C.2. Horizontal and vertical subbundles. Let ρ = (x, ξ) be an element in T^∗M. Denote by π : T^∗M → M the canonical projection (x, ξ) → x. We introduce the so-called vertical subspace:

V_ρ := Ker(d_ρπ) ⊂ T_ρT^∗M.

The fiber T^∗_x M is a submanifold of T^∗M that contains the point (x, ξ). The tangent space to this submanifold at point (x, ξ) is the vertical subspace V_ρ and it can be canonically identified with T^∗_x M. We will now define the connection map. For that purpose, we fix Z

2One can for instance follow the arguments given in Ch. 5 of [55].

in T_ρT^∗M and ρ(t) = (x(t), ξ(t)) a smooth curve in T^∗M such that ρ(0) = ρ and ρ^′(0) = Z. The connection map K_ρ : T_ρT^∗M → T^∗_x M is the following application:

K_ρ(Z) := D dt ρ(0) = ∇_x′_{(0)}ξ(0),

where^D_{dt} ρ(t) is the covariant derivative of ρ(t) along the curve x(t). One can verify that this quantity depends only on the initial velocity Z of the curve (and not on the curve itself) and the map is linear. The horizontal space is given by the kernel of this linear application, i.e.

H_ρ := Ker(K_ρ) ⊂ T_ρT^∗M.

There exists a natural vector bundle isomorphism between the pullback bundle π^∗(T M ⊕ T^∗M) → T^∗M and the canonical bundle T T^∗M → T^∗M. The restriction of this isomorphism on the fibers above ρ ∈ T^∗M is given by θ(ρ) : T_ρT^∗M → T_{π(ρ)}M ⊕ T^∗_{π(ρ)}M), Z → (y, η) := (d_ρπ(Z), K_ρ(Z)). These coordinates (y, η) will allow us to express easily the different structures on T^∗M. For instance, the Hamiltonian vector field X associated to p_0 (i.e. the generator of the geodesic flow) satisfies θ(ρ)X(ρ) = (π(ρ)^♯, 0).

C.3. Symplectic structure on T^∗M. Recall that the canonical contact form on T^∗M is given by the following expression: ∀ρ = (x, ξ) ∈ T^∗M, ∀Z ∈ T_ρT^∗M, α_{x,ξ}(Z) = ξ(d_ρπ(Z)). The canonical symplectic form on T^∗M can then be defined as Ω = dα. Using our natural isomorphism, this symplectic form can be written as

∀Z_1 ∼= (y_1, η_1) ∈ T_ρT^∗M, ∀Z_2 ∼= (y_2, η_2) ∈ T_ρT^∗M, Ω_ρ(Z_1, Z_2) = η_1(y_2) − η_2(y_1). C.4. Almost complex structure on T^∗M. One can define the following map from T_xM ⊕ T^∗_x M to itself: J̃_x(y, η) = (η^♯, −y^♭). This map induces an almost complex structure on T_ρT^∗M through the isomorphism θ(ρ). We denote this almost complex structure by J_ρ.

C.5. Riemannian metric on T^∗M. The Sasaki metric g^S on T^∗M is then defined as g^S_ρ (Z_1, Z_2) := g^∗_x(K_ρ(Z_1), K_ρ(Z_2)) + g_x(d_ρπ(Z_1), d_ρπ(Z_2)).

This is a positive definite bilinear form on T_ρT^∗M. The important point is that this metric is compatible with the symplectic structure on T^∗M through the almost complex structure. Precisely, one has, for every (Z_1, Z_2) ∈ T_ρT^∗M × T_ρT^∗M, g^S_ρ (Z_1, Z_2) = Ω_ρ(Z_1, J_ρZ_2).

In fact, using the natural isomorphism, one has Ω_ρ(Z_1, J_ρZ_2) = η_1(η^♯_2) + y^♭_2(y_1) = g^∗_x(η_1, η_2) + g_x(y_1, y_2).

C.6. A natural frame on T^∗M. In the case M is an oriented surface, one can introduce a “natural basis” on T_ρT^∗M as follows. Thanks to the fact that the manifold M is oriented with a Riemannian structure, one can define a notion of rotation by π/2 in every cotangent space T^∗_x M (which is of dimension 2). Thus, given any ξ ∈ T^∗_x M \ {0} there exists a unique ξ^⊥ such that {ξ, ξ^⊥} is a direct orthogonal basis with ‖ξ‖_x = ‖ξ^⊥‖_x. We use this to define an orthogonal basis of V_ρ for ρ ∈ T̊^∗M:

Y_0(ρ) := (θ(ρ))^{−1} (0, ξ), and U(ρ) = (θ(ρ))^{−1} (0, ξ^⊥).

Then, we can define an orthogonal basis of H_ρ as follows

X_0(ρ) = J_ρY_0(ρ), and W (ρ) = J_ρU(ρ).

Note that X_0 is the geodesic vector field and that the family {X_0(ρ), W (ρ), Y_0(ρ), U(ρ)} forms a direct orthogonal basis of T_ρT̊^∗M.

References

[1] N. Anantharaman, C. Fermanian-Kammerer, F. Macià Long-time dynamics of completely integrable Schrödinger flows on the torus, American J. Math. 137 (2015).

[2] N. Anantharaman, F. Macià Semiclassical measures for the Schrödinger equation on the torus, JEMS, 16 (2014), 1253–1288.

[3] D. Azagra, F. Macià Concentration of symmetric eigenfunctions, Nonlinear Anal. 73 (2010), 683–688. [4] A. Besse Manifolds All of Whose Geodesics Are Closed, Ergeb. Math. 93, Springer-Verlag, New York, (1978) [5] M.L. Bialy, L. V. Polterovich Lagrangian singularities of invariant tori of Hamiltonian systems with two degrees of freedom, Invent. Math. 97 (1989), 291–303.

[6] J. Bolte, T. Schwaibold Stability of wave packet dynamics under perturbations, Phys. Rev. E73 (2006) 026223.

[7] S. Brooks, E. Le Masson, E. Lindenstrauss Quantum Ergodicity and Averaging Operators on the Sphere, arXiv:1505.03887 (2015) [8] J. Chazarain Spectre d’un hamiltonien quantique et mécanique classique, CPDE 6 (1980), 595–644 [9] Y. Colin de Verdière Sur le spectre des opérateurs elliptiques à bicaractéristiques toutes périodiques, Comment. Math. Helv. 54 (1979), 508–522 [10] M. Combescure, D. Robert A phase-space study of the quantum Loschmidt Echo in the semiclassical limit, Ann. H. Poincaré 8 (2007), 91–108 [11] J. Diestel and J.J. Uhl Vector measures. Mathematical Surveys, No. 15. American Mathematical Society, Providence, R.I., 1977.

[12] M. Dimassi, J. Sjöstrand Spectral asymptotics in the semi-classical limit, London Math. Soc. Lecture notes series 268, Cambridge University Press (1999) [13] J.J. Duistermaat On global action-angle coordinates, Comm. Pure Appl. Math. 33 (1980), 687–706. [14] J.J. Duistermaat and V. Guillemin The spectrum of elliptic operators and periodic bicharacteristics, Inv. Math. 29 (1975), 39–79 [15] M. Einsiedler, T. Ward Ergodic theory with a view towards number theory, Graduate Texts in Mathematics 259, Springer-Verlag London (2011) [16] S. Eswarathasan, G. Rivière Perturbation of the semiclassical Schrödinger equation on negatively curved surfaces, arXiv:1405.3231 (2014) [17] P. Gérard Mesures semi-classiques et ondes de Bloch, Sem. EDP (Polytechnique) 1990–1991, Exp. 16 (1991)

[18] P. Gérard Description du défaut de compacité de l’injection de Sobolev, ESAIM Control Optim. Calc.

Var., 3 (1998) 213–233.

[19] T. Gorin, T. Prosen, T.H. Seligman, M. Zdinaric Dynamics of Loschmidt echoes and fidelity decay, Physics Reports 435 (2006) 33–156.

[20] A. Goussev, R.A. Jalabert, H.M. Pastawski, D. Wisniacki Loschmidt Echo, Scholarpedia 7(8), 11687, arXiv:1206.6348 (2012) [21] D. Gromoll, K. Grove, On metrics on S^2 all of whose geodesics are closed, Invent. Math. 65 (1981/82), 175–177.

[22] V. Guillemin The Radon transform on Zoll surfaces, Adv. Math. 22 (1976), 85–119. [23] V. Guillemin Some spectral results for the Laplace operator with potential on the n-sphere, Adv. in Math. 27 (1978), 273–286.

[24] V. Guillemin Some spectral results on rank one symmetric spaces, Adv. in Math. 28 (1978), 129–137. [25] V. Guillemin Band asymptotics in 2 dimension, Adv. Math. 42 (1981), 248–282. [26] M.A. Hall, M. Hitrik, J. Sjöstrand Spectra for semiclassical operators with periodic bicharacteristics in dimension two, arXiv:1401.3371 (2014).

[27] A. Hatcher Algebraic topology, Cambridge University Press (2002).

[28] B. Helffer, D. Robert Puits de potentiel généralisés et asymptotique semi-classique, Ann. Inst. H.

Poincaré Phys. Théor. 41 (1984), 291–331.

[29] S. Helgason Integral geometry and Radon transforms. Springer, New York, 2011. [30] M. Hitrik Eigenfrequencies for Damped Wave Equations on Zoll Manifolds, Asymptot. Analysis 31 (2002), 265-277 [31] M. Hitrik and J. Sjöstrand, Non-selfadjoint perturbations of selfadjoint operators in 2 dimensions I, Ann. Henri Poincaré 5 (2004), 1–73.

[32] L. Hörmander, The analysis of linear partial differential operators III, Springer-Verlag Berlin Heidelberg New York Toyo (1985) [33] L. Hörmander, The analysis of linear partial differential operators IV, Springer-Verlag Berlin Heidelberg New York Toyo (1985) [34] P. Jacquod, C. Petitjean Decoherence, Entanglement and Irreversibility in Quantum Dynamical Systems with Few Degrees of Freedom, Adv. Phys. 58, 67–196 (2009) [35] D. Jakobson and S. Zelditch Classical limits of eigenfunctions for some completely integrable systems, Emerging applications of number theory (Minneapolis, MN, 1996), 329–354, IMA Vol. Math. Appl., 109, Springer, New York (1999) [36] B. Küster, P. Ramacher Quantum ergodicity and symmetry reduction, arXiv:1410.1096 (2014) [37] F. Macià Some remarks on quantum limits on Zoll manifolds, CPDE 33 (2008), 1137–1146 [38] F. Macià Semiclassical measures and the Schrödinger flow on Riemannian manifolds, Nonlinearity 22 (2009), 1003–1020 [39] F. Macià, G. Rivière Semiclassical measures for the perturbed Schrödinger equation on T^d, in preparation [40] J. Moser, E. Zehnder, Notes on dynamical systems, Courant Lecture Notes in Mathematics, 12.

American Mathematical Society, Providence, RI, (2005).

[41] D. Ojeda-Valencia, C. Villegas-Blas Limiting eigenvalue distributions Theorems in semiclassical analysis, Spectral Analysis of Quantum Hamiltonians: Spectral Days 2010, Springer [42] G.P. Paternáin Geodesic Flows, Progress in Mathematics, 180. Birkhäuser Boston, Inc., Boston, MA, (1999).

[43] A. Peres Stability of quantum motion in chaotic and regular systems, Phys. Rev. A 30 (1984), 1610– 1615 [44] G. Rivière Long time dynamics of the perturbed Schrödinger equation on negatively curved surfaces, arXiv:1412.4400 (2014) [45] R.O. Ruggiero Dynamics and global geometry of manifolds without conjugate points, Ensaios Mat.

Vol. 12, Soc. Bras. Mat. (2007)

[46] L. Schwartz Théorie des distributions, Hermann, Paris (1966) [47] A. Uribe Some spectral results on rank one symmetric spaces, Adv. in Math. 58, 285–299 (1985) [48] A. Uribe and S. Zelditch Spectral statistics on Zoll surfaces, Comm. Math. Phys. 154 (1993), 313–346 [49] J.M. VanderKam L^∞ norms and quantum ergodicity on the sphere IMRN 7 (1997), 329–347 [50] J. Weber, J-holomorphic curves in cotangent bundles and the heat flow, Ph.D. thesis / Dissertation, TU Berlin (1999) [51] A. Weinstein Asymptotics of eigenvalue clusters for the Laplacian plus a potential, Duke Math. Jour.

44 (1977), 883–892 [52] S. Zelditch Quantum ergodicity on the sphere, Comm. Math. Phys. 146 (1994), 61–71 [53] S. Zelditch Maximally degenerate Laplacians, Ann. Inst. Fourier 46 (1996), 547–587 [54] S. Zelditch Fine structure of Zoll spectra, J. Funct. Anal. 143 (1997), 415–460 [55] M. Zworski Semiclassical analysis, Graduate Studies in Mathematics 138, AMS (2012)

Universidad Politécnica de Madrid. DCAIN, ETSI Navales. Avda. Arco de la Victoria s/n. 28040 Madrid, Spain

E-mail address: Fabricio.Macia@upm.es

Laboratoire Paul Painlevé (U.M.R. CNRS 8524), U.F.R. de Mathématiques, Université Lille 1, 59655 Villeneuve d’Ascq Cedex, France

E-mail address: gabriel.riviere@math.univ-lille1.fr