arXiv:2408.06833v1 [math.AP] 13 Aug 2024

NUCLEARITY, SCHATTEN-VON NEUMANN CLASSES, DISTRIBUTION OF EIGENVALUES AND L^p-L^q-BOUNDEDNESS OF FOURIER INTEGRAL OPERATORS ON COMPACT MANIFOLDS

DUVÁN CARDONA, JULIO DELGADO, AND MICHAEL RUZHANSKY

Abstract. We link Sogge’s type L^p-estimates for eigenfunctions of the Laplacian on compact manifolds with the problem of providing criteria for the r-nuclearity of Fourier integral operators. The classes of Fourier integral operators I^μ_{ρ,1−ρ}(X, Y ; C) considered here are associated with complex canonical relations C, i.e. they are parametrised by a complex-valued phase function. Our analysis also includes the case of real canonical relations, namely, the class of Fourier integral operators with real-valued phase functions. The nuclear trace in the sense of Grothendieck is investigated for these operators as well as the validity of the Grothendieck-Lidskii formula on Lebesgue spaces. Criteria are presented in terms of the factorisation condition for the complex canonical relation. Necessary and sufficient conditions for the membership of Fourier integral operators in Schatten-von Neumann classes are presented in the case where the Schatten index r > 0 belongs to the set N and sharp sufficient conditions are presented in the general case r > 0. In particular, we establish necessary and sufficient conditions for the membership of Fourier integral operators to the ideal of trace class operators and to the ideal of Hilbert-Schmidt operators on L^2(X). The rate of decay of eigenvalues and the trace of Fourier integral operators is also investigated in both settings, in the Hilbert space case of L^2(X) using Schatten-von Neumann properties and in the context of the Banach spaces L^p(X), 1 < p < ∞, utilising the notion of r-nuclearity.

Contents

1. Introduction 2 1.1. Outline 2 1.2. Main results 3 1.3. Bibliographic discussion 6 1.4. Structure of the manuscript 6 2. Preliminaries 7 2.1. Lagrangian manifolds 7 2.2. Almost analytic continuation of real manifolds 9

2020 Mathematics Subject Classification. 35S30, 42B20; Secondary 42B37, 42B35. Key words and phrases. Fourier integral operators, nuclear operators, quantum limits, pseudodifferential operators, spectrum.

The authors are supported by the FWO Odysseus 1 grant G.0H94.18N: Analysis and Partial Differential Equations and by the Methusalem programme of the Ghent University Special Research Fund (BOF) (Grant number 01M01021). Julio Delgado is also supported by Vic. Investigaciones Universidad del Valle CI-71352. Duván Cardona has been supported by the FWO Fellowship grant No 1204824N. Michael Ruzhansky is also supported by EPSRC grant and EP/V005529/1. 1

2.3. Fourier integral operators with real-valued phases 10 2.4. Fourier integral operators with complex-valued phases 11 2.5. L^p-boundedness of Fourier integral operators 12 2.6. L^p-bounds for eigenfunctions of the Laplacian 13 2.7. r-Nuclear operators on Banach spaces in the sense of Grothendieck 14 3. Nuclearity of Fourier integral operators 15 3.1. Nuclearity of Bessel potentials on compact manifolds 16 3.2. L^p-L^q-boundedness of Fourier integral operators with complex phases 17 3.3. Nuclearity of Fourier integral operators with complex phases 19 3.4. Distribution of eigenvalues of Fourier integral operators on L^p-spaces 21 4. Schatten-von Neumann properties of Fourier integral operators revisited 25 4.1. Sufficient conditions 25 4.2. Necessary conditions for pseudo-differential operators 26 4.3. Necessary conditions for Fourier integral operators 32 4.4. Distribution of eigenvalues of Fourier integral operators on L^2 39 References 40

1. Introduction

1.1. Outline. Let (X, g_X ) and (Y, g_Y ) be compact Riemannian manifolds without boundary and of dimension n. Let us consider the class I^μ_{ρ,1−ρ}(X, Y ; C) of Fourier integral operators of type (ρ, 1−ρ), see Hörmander [27], Duistermaat and Hörmander [23] and Melin and Sjöstrand [31, 32].

Inspired by the problem of the distribution of eigenvalues of Fourier integral operators, in this paper we investigate the nuclearity of these operators in the sense of Grothendieck [25]. Also, in some cases, we present a complete characterisation (i.e. we provide necessary and sufficient conditions) on the order of these operators to guarantee their membership to the Schatten-von Neumann classes. More precisely, we address the following problems:

• Given a class of Fourier integral operators I^μ_{ρ,1−ρ}(X, Y ; C), and an operator T in this class, to find ‘sharp’ conditions on the canonical relation C and order μ to guarantee the r-nuclearity of T : L^{p1} (Y ) → L^{p2} (X) in the sense of Grothendieck [25] for any 0 < r ≤ 1. Here C denotes a complex canonical relation allowing also for the case of real canonical relations.

• When X = Y and p = p_1 = p_2, to derive information on the spectral traces of Fourier integral operators in the class I^μ_{ρ,1−ρ}(X; C) := I^μ_{ρ,1−ρ}(X, X; C), on the Lebesgue space L^p(X), or equivalently, to determine the validity of the Grothendieck-Lidskii formula for the operators in the class I^μ_{ρ,1−ρ}(X; C). In other words we investigate under which conditions the nuclear trace agrees with the spectral trace, given by the sum of the eigenvalues of the operator, see Grothendieck [25] and Reinov and Latif [37, 38].

• To investigate sharp sufficient conditions on the order μ, to guarantee the inclusion of the class I^μ_{ρ,1−ρ}(X; C), into the Schatten-von Neumann ideal S_r(L^2(X)) of order r, for any 0 < r < ∞, as well as to provide information about the distribution of eigenvalues for these operators.

• To provide necessary and sufficient conditions on the order μ, to guarantee the membership of the class I^μ_{1,0}(X; C), into the ideal of trace class operators L^2(X). Also, we investigate necessary and sufficient conditions on μ in order to guarantee the membership of the class I^μ_{1,0}(X; C), in Schatten-von Neumann classes S_r(L^2(X)) on L^2(X) with even Schatten index r, namely with r > 0 such that r ∈ 2Z. Particulary the case of S_2(L^2(X)) corresponds to the Hilbert-Schmidt class on L^2(X).

In his classical book [44, Chapter 10] Barry Simon suggested that an extension of the nuclearity results therein obtained for the L^2 setting of Schrödinger equation to L^p spaces could be relevant in order to reveal other spectral properties. In this work, we follow that spirit in order to get estimates for the rate of decay of eigenvalues of Fourier integral operators on compact manifolds acting between L^p spaces, with the help of Sogge’s L^p bounds for the eigenfunctions of the Laplace-Beltrami operator for compact Riemannian manifold, and the aforementioned Reinov and Latif results in [37, 38] for the distribution of eigenvalues of nuclear operators, which give an improvement of the Grothendieck inequality for the distribution of eigenvalues in the case of L^p spaces.

The study of nuclearity properties and the special case of Schatten-von Neumann classes have been an object of intensive research, and made part of some of the most fundamental problems in spectral theory in the recent years, due to the new achievements from the theoretical point of view as well as in the applications in the study of the spectrum of relevant physical problems. Indeed, estimates for the rate of decay of eigenvalues for double layer potentials and Neumann-Poincaré operators have been obtained in [1, 24, 33]. The case of Schatten-von Neumann classes for integral operators has been recently studied in [22] and by Volkov in [53]. For a general overview about the Schatten-von Neumann properties of pseudo-differential operators and of Fourier integral operators we refer the reader to the bibliographic discussion in Subsection 1.3.

In the next Subsection 1.2 we present our main results. For this, we are required to fix the terminology about Schatten-von Neumann classes. Let H be a Hilbert space, we recall that for any r > 0, a compact operator T : H → H belongs to the Schatten von-Neumann ideal S_r(H), if the sequence of its singular values {s_n(T )}_{n∈N0} (formed by the eigenvalues of the operator √ T^∗T ) belongs to ℓ^r(N_0 ), that is, if ‖T ‖^r_{Sr} := ∞∑ n=1 s_n(T )^r < ∞. For the aspects related to the ideal of r-nuclear operators on Banach spaces we refer to Subsection 2.7.

1.2. Main results. As it was pointed out by Hörmander [27], the L^2-boundedness of Fourier integral operators can be reduced, via the T^∗T method, to the L^2-boundedness of pseudo-differential operators. This argument also holds if the canonical relation C is complex, see Melin and Sjöstrand [31, 32]. A consequence of this fact is that the singular values s_n(T ), of T ∈ I^μ_{ρ,1−ρ}(X, Y ; C) and the singular values s_n(T^∗T ) of the pseudo-differential operator T^∗T, are related by the formula s_n(T^∗T ) = s_n(T )^2. Since sufficient conditions for the Schatten properties of pseudo-differential operators are well understood on closed manifolds, we immediately have sufficient conditions for Schatten-von Neumann properties in the case of Fourier integral operators, see Proposition 4.1. In consequence, our main point here is to investigate the necessary conditions for Schatten properties of these operators, see Subsection 4.3. In order to do this analysis, we are going to apply as a fundamental tool the local Weyl formula of Zelditch (see Theorem 4.2) lim_{λ→∞} 1 N(λ) ∑ k:λ_k≤λ (P ϕ_k, ϕ_k) = ∫_{T ∗S(X)} σ_P dμ_L, (1.1)

where P is a pseudo-differential operator of order zero, and also the local Weyl formula due to Zelditch and Kuznecov [59] (see Theorem 4.8), lim_{λ→∞} 1 N(λ) ∑ k:λ_k≤λ (F ϕ_k, ϕ_k) = ∫ S(Λ∩Δ_S∗_{X×S}∗_X ) σ_F dμ_L, (1.2)

where F ∈ I^0_{1,0}(X; C). In these local formulae (ϕ_k, λ_k) are the spectral data of the operator √ −Δ_g, where Δ_g denotes the Laplacian on (X, g). The local Weyl formula for pseudo-differential operators allows us to prove the following characterisation (see Theorem 4.7).

(i)’ Let us consider a pseudo-differential operator T ∈ I^μ_{1,0}(X) and let r ∈ N = (0, ∞)∩Z. Then T : L^2(X) → L^2(X) belongs to the Schatten class S_r(L^2(X)), if and only if μ < −n/r.

For Fourier integral operators, we have obtained the following criteria, see Theorems 4.12 and 4.14.

(i) Let us consider a Fourier integral operator T ∈ I^μ_{1,0}(X; Λ). Then T : L^2(X) → L^2(X) belongs to the Schatten class S_1(L^2(X)), namely, T is of trace class on L^2, if and only if μ < −n.

(ii) More generally, let us consider T ∈ I^μ_{1,0}(X; Λ) and let r ∈ N = (0, ∞) ∩ Z.

Then T : L^2(X) → L^2(X) belongs to the Schatten class S_r(L^2(X)), if and only if μ < −n/r. Observe that (i) is an special case of (ii). According to our approach we have proved the following implications

Local Weyl formula for pseudo-differential operators (1.1) =⇒ (i)’ =⇒ (ii). (1.3)

However, we also give an alternative argument for the implications

Local Weyl formula for Fourier integral operators (1.2) =⇒ (i) =⇒ (ii). (1.4)

First, for a Fourier integral operator T ∈ S_r(L^2(X)), we have the following estimate about the growth of its eigenvalues λ_j(T ), see Theorem 4.15,

|λ_j(T )| = O(j^{− 1r} ). (1.5)

On the other hand, let us discuss the sharpness of (i) and (ii). Let r > 0 and let T ∈ I^μ_{1,0}(X; Λ) be elliptic, then T^∗T is an elliptic pseudo-differential operator of order 2μ. In this case, it is very well known that T : L^2(X) → L^2(X) belongs to the Schatten class S_r(L^2(X)), if and only if T^∗T belongs to the Schatten class S^r_2 (L^2(X)), which holds if and only if μ < −n/r, showing that the conditions in (i) and (ii) are sharp when T is elliptic, and leaving open the following question:

Open problem 1.1. Prove (or disprove) that if T ∈ I^μ_{1,0}(X; Λ), is a non-elliptic Fourier integral operator that belongs to the Schatten class S_r(L^2(X)), then μ < −n/r, when r ∈ (0, 1) ∪ ((1, ∞) \ Z). To the best of our knowledge, under the conditions in Open problem 1.1, one has the validity of the order inequality μ ≤ −n/r, see Lemma 4.13.

On the other hand, the problem of the distribution of eigenvalues of operators on Banach spaces, particularly in the case of Fourier integral operators on the Lebesgue spaces L^p(X) can be addressed using the notion of r-nuclearity due to Grothendieck [25], see Subsection 2.7 for this terminology. Indeed, Grothendieck’s notion of nuclearity allows the analysis of traces of operators on Banach spaces. In our analysis, we are going to exploit the ideal properties of the class of r-nuclear operators. Let Δ_g be the Laplace operator on (X, g). According to our methodology, we first classify the membership of the powers of the operators E = √ 1 − Δ_g^{−s}, s ∈ R, in the ideal of r-nuclear operators from L^{p1} (X) into L^{p2} (X). The kernel of the operator E = √ 1 − Δ_g^{−s} has the form, see Subsection 3.1, K(x, y) = ∞∑ ℓ=0 d_ℓ∑

k=1 λ^{−s}_ℓ e^k_ℓ (x)e^k_ℓ (y), with the systems e^k_ℓ denoting its eigenfunctions, and the λ_ℓ’s are the corresponding eigenvalues of √ 1 − Δ_g. In consequence, the analysis of the r-nuclearity of E involves the size of the L^p-norms of the eigenfunctions e^k_ℓ . Imminently, a sharp analysis in this direction should apply the global L^p-estimates for the eigenfunctions of √ 1 − Δ_g due to Sogge [46], see Subsection 2.6. These estimates have the form ‖ϕ‖_Lp_{(X)} ≲ λ^{φ(p)}, 1 ≤ p ≤ ∞, (1.6) where (ϕ, λ) is a spectral datum of the operator √ 1 − Δ_g with the eigenfuction ϕ being L^2-normalised. Combining these properties as well as the L^p-L^q-boundedness of Fourier integral operators we derive our criteria for the r-nuclearity of Fourier integral operators, see Subsection 3.3. In this setting, we note that the structure of the order μ guarantying the r-nuclearity of an operator is the following: firstly, μ satisfies an inequality of the type μ < μ(κ) − n r − φ(p_2) − φ(p^′_1), κ ≥ 0. (1.7)

The parameter μ(κ) comes from the L^{p2} -L^{p2+κ} boundedness of Fourier integral operators. We revisit this topic in Subsection 3.2, where we establish these boundedness properties for the classes I^μ_{ρ,1−ρ}(X, Y ; C) by combining the methods of [40, Pages 39- 40] and the approach of Hörmander [26], in terms of the real factorisation condition introduced by Seeger, Sogge and Stein in [42]. In the context of complex canonical relations, we have presented this condition as developed by the third author in [40]. On the other hand, the quantity −^n_r − φ(p_2) − φ(p^′_1) in (1.7) comes from the r-nuclearity of the operator E = √ 1 − Δ_g^{−s} : L^{p1} (X) → L^{p2} (X), where the inequality s >^n_r + φ(p_2) + φ(p^′_1) arises, see Proposition 3.1. With the order μ(κ), allowing the L^{p2} → L^{p2+κ} boundedness of T E^{−1} and with E : L^{p1} → L^{p2} being r-nuclear, the r-nuclearity of T : L^{p1} → L^{p2+κ} follows from the ideal properties of the r-nuclear operators. We note that in the L^2-case, namely, the condition on μ in (1.7) allowing the r-nuclearity of T : L^2 → L^2, is saturated to the inequality μ < −n/r. This inequality is compatible with the order condition on μ allowing the membership of the class I^μ_{ρ,1−ρ}(X, C) to the Schatten classes, since the set of r-nuclear operators on L^2 agrees with the Schatten class due to a result by Oloff [34].

Finally, as an application of the nuclearity results above, when investigating the distribution of eigenvalues of a r-nuclear Fourier integral operator T, we have obtained the rate of decay |λ_j(T )| = O(j^{− 1r +}|^{12 − 1p} |), (1.8) where λ_j (T ), j ∈ N_0 denotes the system of eigenvalues of T : L^p(X) → L^p(X), see Theorem 3.9, while the Grothendieck-Lidskii formula has been obtained in Theorem 3.8. Note that for 0 < r ≤ 1, we have a gain of information in (1.8) in terms of the Lebesgue index p = p_2 + κ, when comparing it with the information provided in the setting of the Schatten-von Neumann classes, see (1.5).

1.3. Bibliographic discussion. The problem of providing necessary and sufficient conditions for Schatten-von Neumann properties of Fourier integral operators has been considered mainly on R^n , see e.g. Bishop [2], Concetti and Toft [8] and Concetti, Garello, and Toft [10]. However, in a special class of Fourier integral operators, namely, the class of pseudo-differential operators has been intensively investigated. Indeed, to find sharp sufficient conditions on a pseudo-differential operator to allow its membership to the Schatten classes on compact manifolds has been an active area of research, e.g. we refer the reader to the works of the second and the third author [15, 16, 19, 20, 21] and the references therein.

The r-nuclearity of integral operators on Lebesgues spaces, and on compact manifolds have been consistently investigated mainly by the second and third authors. This program has started with the work [14], we refer the reader to further developments to the references [13, 17, 18, 21]. Recently, these results have been revisited in terms of symbol criteria and also order criteria in [7] for pseudo-differential operators on compact Lie groups where there were presented several open problems and conjectures with the local Weyl formula on compact Lie groups in [6] as the main ingredient for the necessary conditions provided in this setting. For the conditions of r-nuclearity on Besov spaces on compact Lie groups we refer to [3] and for the nuclearity of multilinear operators on the torus, we refer the reader to [4]. For applications of the theory of vector-valued pseudo-differential operators to index theory, we refer to [5].

1.4. Structure of the manuscript. The organisation of this paper is as follows. In Section 2 we present the preliminaries used in this article, namely, we discuss the L^p-boundedness of Fourier integral operators and then the real factorisation condition of Seeger, Sogge and Stein [42], and its extension to complex canonical relations [40]. Also, we record the L^p-bounds for eigenfunctions of the Laplacian due to Sogge [46] and we present the notions of r-nuclearity of operators on Banach spaces as developed by Grothendieck [25]. In Section 3 we investigate the r-nuclearity of Fourier integral operators and the distribution of eigenvalues of these operators on L^p-spaces. Finally, in Section 4 the problem of determining necessary and sufficient conditions for Fourier integral operators to belong to the Schatten-von Neumann ideals is addressed.

2. Preliminaries

In this section we introduce the basics of Fourier integral operators with complexvalued phase functions, the fundamental global estimates by Sogge [46] and the notion of r-nuclearity in the sense of Grothendieck [25] to be used in our further analysis. As for the analysis of Fourier integral operators, we follow the notions and terminology introduced by Hörmander [27], Duistermaat and Hörmander [23] and Melin and Sjöstrand [31, 32]. Here, for all μ ∈ R, on a compact manifold M without boundary, Ψ^μ(M) := Ψ^μ_{1,0}(M) denotes the Kohn-Nirenberg class of pseudo-differential operators of order μ, see Hörmander [29].

2.1. Lagrangian manifolds. Let us follow the notation in [40, Chapter I]. For a compact manifold M, we denote by T M and T^∗M the tangent bundle, and cotangent bundle, respectively. A 2-form ω is called symplectic on M if dω = 0, and for all x ∈ M, the bilinear form ω_x is antisymmetric and non-degenerate on T_xM. The canonical symplectic form σ_M on M can be defined as follows. Let π := π_M : T^∗M → M, be the canonical projection. For any (x, ξ) ∈ T^∗M, let us consider the linear mappings dπ_{(x,ξ)} : T_{(x,ξ)}(T^∗M) → T_xM and, ξ : T_xM → R. The composition α_{(x,ξ)} := ξ ∘ dπ_{(x,ξ)} ∈ T^∗_{(x,ξ)}(T^∗M), that is ξ ∘ dπ_{(x,ξ)} : T_{(x,ξ)}(T^∗M) → R, defines a 1-form α on T^∗M. With the notation above, the canonical symplectic form σ_M on M can be defined via

σ_M := dα. (2.1)

It follows that dσ_M = 0 and then that σ_M is symplectic. If M = X × Y, we have that σ_{X×Y} = σ_X ⊕ −σ_Y . Now we record the family of submanifolds that are necessary when one defines the canonical relations.

Definition 2.1. Let M and X be of dimension n. We define a Lagrangian submanifold of M, a conic manifold of T^∗X, and the conormal bundle of a submanifold of X, as follow:

• A submanifold Λ ⊂ T^∗M of dimension n is called Lagrangian if

T_{(x,ξ)}Λ = (T_{(x,ξ)}Λ)^σ := {v ∈ T_{(x,ξ)}(T^∗M) : σ_M (v, v^′) = 0, ∀v^′ ∈ T_{(x,ξ)}Λ}.

• We say that Λ ⊂ T^∗M \ 0 is conic if (x, ξ) ∈ Λ, implies that (x, tξ) ∈ Λ, for all t > 0.

• Let Σ ⊂ X be a smooth submanifold of X of dimension k. Its conormal bundle in T^∗X is defined by

N^∗Σ := {(x, ξ) ∈ T^∗X : x ∈ Σ, ξ(δ) = 0, ∀δ ∈ T_xΣ}. (2.2)

The following facts characterise the conic Lagrangian submanifolds of T^∗M.

• Let Λ ⊂ T^∗M \ 0, be a closed sub-manifold of dimension n. Then Λ is a conic Lagrangian manifold if and only if the 1-form α in (2.1) vanishes on Λ.

• Let Σ ⊂ X, be a submanifold of dimension k. Then its conormal bundle N^∗Σ is a conic Lagrangian manifold.

Remark 2.2. The Lagrangian manifolds have the following property. Let Λ ⊂ T^∗M \0, be a conic Lagrangian manifold and let dπ_{(x,ξ)} : T_{(x,ξ)}Λ → T_xM, (2.3) have constant rank equal to k, for all (x, ξ) ∈ Λ. Then, each (x, ξ) ∈ Λ has a conic neighborhood Γ such that

1. Σ = π(Γ ∩ Λ) is a smooth manifold of dimension k. 2. Γ ∩ Λ is an open subset of N^∗Σ.

The Lagrangian manifolds have a local representation defined in terms of phase functions that can be defined as follows. For this, let us consider a local trivialisation M × (R^n \ 0), where we can assume that M is an open subset of R^n . Definition 2.3 (Real-valued phase functions). Let Γ be a cone in M × (R^N \ 0). A smooth function ϕ : M × (R^N \ 0) → R, (x, θ) → ϕ(x, θ), is a real phase function if it is homogeneous of degree one in θ and has no critical points as a function of (x, θ), that is ∀t > 0, ϕ(x, tθ) = tϕ(x, θ), and d_{(x,θ)}ϕ(x, θ) ≠ 0, ∀(x, θ) ∈ M × (R^N \ 0). (2.4) Additionally, we say that ϕ is a non-degenerate phase function in Γ, if for any (x, θ) ∈ Γ such that d_θϕ(x, θ) = 0, one has that d_{(x,θ)} ∂ϕ ∂θ_j (x, θ), 1 ≤ j ≤ N, (2.5) is a system of linearly independent vectors on R.

The following facts describe locally a Lagrangian manifold in terms of a phase function.

• Let Γ be a cone in M ×(R^N \0), and let ϕ be a non-degenerate phase function in Γ. Then, there exists an open cone Γ̃ containing Γ such that the set U_ϕ = {(x, θ) ∈ Γ̃ : d_θϕ(x, θ) = 0}, (2.6) is a smooth conic sub-manifold of M × (R^N \ 0) of dimension n. The mapping L_ϕ : U_ϕ → T^∗M \ 0, L_ϕ(x, θ) = (x, d_xϕ(x, θ)), (2.7) is an immersion. Let us denote Λ_ϕ = L_ϕ(U_ϕ).

• Let Λ ⊂ T^∗M \ 0 be a sub-manifold of dimension n. Then, Λ is a conical Lagrangian manifold if and only if every (x, ξ) ∈ Λ has a conic neighborhood Γ such that Γ ∩ Λ = Λ_ϕ, for some non-degenerate phase function ϕ.

Remark 2.4. The cone condition on Λ corresponds to the homogeneity of the phase function.

Remark 2.5. Although we have presented the previous Definition 2.3 of non-degenerate real phase function in the case of a real function of (x, θ), the same can be defined if one considers functions of (x, y, θ). Indeed, a real-valued phase function ϕ(x, y, θ) homogeneous of order 1 at θ ≠ 0 that satisfies the following two conditions det∂_x∂_θ(ϕ(x, y, θ)) ≠ 0, det∂_y∂_θ(ϕ(x, y, θ)) ≠ 0, θ ≠ 0, (2.8) is called non-degenerate.

Remark 2.6. For a symplectic manifold M of dimension 2n, we will denote by ~M its almost analytic continuation in C^{2n} (see [40, Page 10] for details about the construction of ~M. For completeness, we present such a notion in the following subsection.

2.2. Almost analytic continuation of real manifolds. To define the almost analytic continuation of a manifold we require some preliminaries. We record that a function f : U → C defined on an open subset U ⊂ C^n is called almost analytic in U_R := U ∩ R^n , if f satisfies the Cauchy-Riemann equations on U_R, that is, if ∂f and all its derivatives vanish in U_R. Here, as usual,

∂ = 1/2(∂_x + i∂_y ).

One defines an almost analytic extension of a manifold M requiring that the corresponding coordinate functions are almost analytic in M. Here, we are going to present this notion in detail.

Let Ω ⊂ R^n and let ρ : Ω → R be a non-negative and Lipschitz function. A function f : Ω → R is called ρ-flat in Ω if for every compact set K ⊂ Ω, and for every integer N ≥ 0, one has the estimate |f(x)| ≲_{K,N} ρ(x)^N , for all x ∈ K. This notion defines an equivalence relation on the space of mapping on Ω : f and g are ρ-equivalent if f − g is ρ-flat on Ω.

If K_0 ⊂ Ω is a compact set, we will say that f is flat on K_0, if it is ρ-flat with ρ(x) := dist(x, K_0). Then, one has the following property:

• let f ∈ C^∞(Ω) be ρ-flat. Then all its derivatives are ρ-flat and f is flat on K_0 if and only if D^αf = 0 for all x ∈ K_0 and all α.

Let G be an open subset of C^n and let K be a closed subset of G. A function f ∈ C^∞(G) is almost analytic on K if the functions ∂_j f are flat on K, for all 1 ≤ j ≤ n. For an open set Ω ⊂ R^n , we will denote Ω̃ := Ω + iR^n . (2.9)

One can make the identification

Ω ∼= Ω̃ ∩ {z : Im(z) = 0}.

Note that every function f ∈ C^∞(G_R) defines an equivalence class of almost analytic functions on G_R, which consist of functions in C^∞(G) which are almost analytic in G_R, modulo functions being flat on G_R. Any representative of this class is called an almost analytic continuation of f in G.

Let O be an open subset of C^n . Let M be a smooth submanifold of codimension 2k of O, and let K be a closed subset of O. Then, M is called almost analytic on K, if for any point z_0 ∈ K, there exists an open set U ⊂ O, and k-functions f_j , such that every f_j is almost analytic on K ∩ U, and such that in U, M is defined by the zero-level sets f_j(z) = 0, with the differentials df_j, 1 ≤ j ≤ k, being linearly independent over C .

Two almost analytic submanifolds M_1 and M_2 of O are equivalent if they have the same dimension, if

M_{1,R} = M_1 ∩ R^n = M_2 ∩ R^n = M_{2,R} =: M_R,

and locally f_j − g_j are flat functions on M_R where f_j and g_j are the functions that define M_1 and M_2, respectively.

A real manifold Ω defines an equivalence class of almost analytic manifolds in Ω̃. A representative of this class is called an almost analytic continuation of Ω in C^n . Now, let us consider:

• a real symplectic manifold M of dimension d = 2n, and let M̃ be (modulo its equivalence class) its almost analytic continuation in C^{2n} .

• Let Λ ⊂ M̃ be an almost analytic sub-manifold containing the real point ρ_0 ∈ M, and let (x, ξ) be its real symplectic coordinates in a neighbourhood W of ρ_0.

• Let (x̃, ξ̃) be almost analytic continuations of the coordinates (x, ξ) in W, in such a way that (x̃, ξ̃) maps W̃ diffeomorphically on an open subset of C^{2n} .

• Let g be an almost analytic function such that Im(g) ≥ 0, in R^n , and such that Λ is defined in a neighbourhood of ρ_0 by the equations ξ̃ = ∂_{x̃}g(x), x̃ ∈ C^n .

Then, an almost analytic manifold Λ satisfying these properties, in some real symplectic coordinate system at every point is called a positive Lagrangian manifold. We conclude this discussion with the following result, see e.g. Theorem 1.2.1 in [40].

Proposition 2.7. Let M, Λ and W be as before. If (ỹ, η̃) is another almost analytic continuation of coordinates in W̃ and Λ is defined by the equation η̃ = H(ỹ), in a neighbourhood of ρ_0, then Λ is locally equivalent to the manifold η̃ = ∂_ỹh, ỹ ∈ C^n , where h is an almost analytic function and Im(h) ≥ 0.

2.3. Fourier integral operators with real-valued phases. We can assume that X, Y are open sets in R^n . One defines the class of Fourier integral operators T ∈ I^μ_ρ (X, Y ; Λ) by the (microlocal) formula T f(x) = ∫_Y ∫_{RN} e^{iΨ(x,y,θ)}a(x, y, θ)f(y)dθ dy, (2.10) where the symbol a is a smooth function locally in the class S^μ_{ρ,1−ρ}(X × Y × (R^n \ 0)), with 1/2 ≤ ρ ≤ 1. This means that a satisfies the symbol inequalities |∂^β_{x,y}∂^α_θ a(x, y, θ)| ≤ C_{αβ}(1 + |θ|)^{μ−ρ|α|+(1−ρ)|β|}, for (x, y) in any compact subset K of X × Y, and θ ∈ R^N \ 0, while the real-valued phase function Ψ satisfies the following properties: 1. Ψ(x, y, λθ) = λΨ(x, y, θ), for all λ > 0; 2. dΨ ≠ 0;

3. {d_θΨ = 0} is smooth (e.g. d_θΨ = 0 implies d_{(x,y,θ)}^{∂Ψ}_{∂θj} are linearly independent).

Here Λ ⊂ T^∗(X × Y ) \ 0 is a Lagrangian manifold locally parametrised by the phase function Ψ, Λ = Λ_Ψ = {(x, d_xΨ, y, d_yΨ) : d_θΨ = 0}.

Remark 2.8. The canonical relation associated with T is the conic Lagrangian manifold in T^∗(X × Y )\0, defined by Λ^′ = {(x, ξ, y, −η) : (x, ξ, y, η) ∈ Λ}. In view of the Hörmander equivalence-of-phase-functions theorem (see e.g. Theorem 1.1.3 in [40, Page 9]), the notion of Fourier integral operator becomes independent of the choice of a particular phase function associated to a Lagrangian manifold Λ. Because of the diffeomorphism Λ ∼= Λ^′, we do not distinguish between Λ and Λ^′ by saying also that Λ is the canonical relation associated with T.

2.4. Fourier integral operators with complex-valued phases. Now we record the following result for canonical relations, see e.g. Theorem 1.2.1 in [40].

Proposition 2.9. Let Ψ be a phase function of the positive type that is defined in a conical neighbourhood. Let Ψ̃ be an almost analytic homogeneous continuation of Ψ in a canonical neighbourhood in C^n × C^n × (C^n \ {0}). Let

C~_Ψ = {(x̃, ỹ, θ̃) ∈ C^n × C^n × (C^n \ {0}) : ∂_θΨ̃(x̃, ỹ, θ̃) = 0}. (2.11) Then, the image of the set C~_Ψ under the mapping

C~_Ψ ∋ (x̃, ỹ, θ̃) → (x̃, ∂_{x̃}Ψ̃, ∂_ỹΨ̃)|_{(x̃,ỹ,}~_{θ)} ∈ C^n × (C^n \ {0}) × (C^n \ {0}) (2.12)

is a local positive Lagrangian manifold.

Let X and Y be smooth manifolds of dimension n and let us denote by ~T^∗(X × Y ) \ 0 the almost analytic continuation of T^∗(X × Y ) \ 0. Let

C ≡ C_Φ = {(x, d_xΦ, y, d_yΦ) : d_θΦ = 0} ⊂ ~T^∗(X × Y ) \ 0 be a smooth positive homogeneous canonical relation. This means that C is locally parametrised by a complex phase function Φ(x, y, θ), satisfying the following properties:

1. Φ is homogeneous of order one in θ : Φ(x, y, tθ) = tΦ(x, y, θ), for all t > 0, 2. Φ has no critical points on its domain, i.e. dΦ ≠ 0;

3. {d_θΦ(x, y, θ) = 0} is smooth (e.g. d_θΦ = 0 implies that d^{∂Φ}_{∂θj} are independent over C ), 4. Im(Φ) ≥ 0.

When the last condition is satisfied one says that the complex phase function Φ is of positive type. Then, the class I^μ_ρ (X, Y ; C) of Fourier integral operators T is determined modulo C^∞ by those integral operators T that locally have an integral kernel of the form A(x, y) = ∫_{RN} e^{iΦ(x,y,θ)}a(x, y, θ)dθ, where a(x, y, θ) is a symbol of order μ +^{N−n}_2 . By the equivalence-of-phase-function theorem, we can always assume that N = n, and that the symbol a satisfies the type (ρ, 1 − ρ)-estimates |∂^β_{x,y}∂^α_θ a(x, y, θ)| ≤ C_{α,β}(1 + |θ|)^{μ−ρ|α|+(1−ρ)|β|}, 1 2 ≤ ρ ≤ 1, (2.13) locally uniformly in (x, y).

2.5. L^p-boundedness of Fourier integral operators. First, let us review the mapping properties of Fourier integral operators in the case of real phase functions. By following [23, 27], these classes are denoted by I^μ_{ρ,1−ρ}(X, Y ; Λ), with Λ being considered locally a graph of a symplectomorphism from T^∗X \ 0 to T^∗Y \ 0, which are equipped with the canonical symplectic forms dσ_X and dσ_Y , respectively. Such Fourier integral operators are called non-degenerate. We recall that the symplectic structure of Λ is determined by the symplectic 2-form ω on X × Y, ω = σ_X ⊕ −σ_Y . Let π_{X×Y} be the canonical projection from T^∗X × T^∗Y into X × Y. As in the case of pseudo-differential operators, non-degenerate Fourier integral operators of order zero are bounded on L^2. The fundamental work of Seeger, Sogge and Stein [42] establishes the boundedness of T ∈ I^μ_1 (X, Y ; Λ), from L^p_{comp}(Y ) into L^p_{loc}(X) with the order μ ≤ −(n − 1)|1/2 − 1/p|, (2.14) if 1 < p < ∞, and from H^1_{comp}(Y ) into L^1_{loc}(X) if p = 1. Also, for p = 1 in (2.14) and as a consequence of the weak (1,1) estimate in Tao [52], an operator T of order −(n − 1)/2 is locally of weak (1,1) type. This weak (1,1) estimate for Fourier integral operators with complex phases has been proved by the first and the last author in [9].

The critical Seeger-Sogge-Stein order (2.14) is sharp if dπ_{X×Y} |_Λ has full rank equal to 2n − 1 somewhere and if T is an elliptic operator. When dπ_{X×Y} |_Λ does not attain the maximal rank 2n − 1, the upper bound for the order (2.14) is not sharp and may depend of the singularities of dπ_{X×Y} |_Λ. In conclusion, as it was observed in [42], the mapping properties of the classes I^μ_{ρ,1−ρ}(X, Y ; Λ) of Fourier integral operators depend of the singularities and of the maximal rank of the canonical projection. So, an additional condition on the canonical relation Λ was introduced in [42], the so called, factorisation condition for π_{X×Y} . Roughly speaking, it can be introduced as follows.

Definition 2.10 (The real factorisation condition). Assume that there exists k ∈ N, with 0 ≤ k ≤ n − 1, such that for any λ_0 = (x_0, ξ_0, y_0, η_0) ∈ Λ, there is a conic neighborhood U_{λ0} ⊂ Λ of λ_0, and a smooth homogeneous of order zero map π_{λ0} : U_{λ0} → Λ, such that

(RFC): rank(dπ_{λ0} ) = n + k, and π_{X×Y} |_{Uλ0} = π_{X×Y} |_Λ ∘ π_{λ0} . (2.15)

Then we say that Λ satisfies the real factorisation condition of rank k.

Under the real factorisation condition (RFC) in (2.15), Seeger, Sogge and Stein in [42] proved that the order μ ≤ −(k + (n − k)(1 − ρ))|1/2 − 1/p|, (2.16) guarantees that any Fourier integral operator T ∈ I^μ_{ρ,1−ρ}(X, Y ; Λ), with ρ ∈ [1/2, 1], is bounded from L^p_{comp}(Y ) into L^p_{loc}(X), and for p = 1, from H^1_{comp}(Y ) into L^1_{loc}(X). All this concerns Fourier integral operators with real phase functions.

The theory of Fourier integral operators with complex phases T ∈ I^μ_{ρ,1−ρ}(X, Y ; C) was systematically developed by Melin and Sjöstrand [31, 32]. The L^2-boundedness for these Fourier integral operators and with order zero was proved in [31], and with greater generality by Hörmander [28]. There is a rich structure when working with complex phases instead of the real ones. First, there are no geometric obstructions like the non-triviality of the Maslov cohomology class. Second, one can use a single complex phase function to give a global parametrisation of a Fourier integral operator (see Laptev, Safarov and Vassiliev [30]).

We consider the complex canonical relation C satisfying the complex factorisation condition introduced by the third author in [40], which we introduce as follows. Let us employ the tilde in ~M to denote an almost analytic extension of a real manifold M, (we refer to [32] for its extensive discussion and analysis).

Definition 2.11 (The complex factorisation condition). Let C be locally parametrised by a complex phase function Φ, such that

Φ_τ := Re(Φ) + τIm(Φ) (2.17)

defines a local graph in T^∗(X × Y )\0, for some τ ∈ R, for instance, with |τ| < √ 3, for technical reasons, and such that the real-valued phase function Φ_τ , satisfies the real smooth factorisation condition (RFC) in (2.15) with some k and 0 ≤ k ≤ n − 1. Then we say that the canonical relation C satisfies the complex factorisation condition (CFC) of rank k.

It is important to mention that in the case of a real-valued phase function (CFC) is equivalent to the real factorisation condition (RFC).

It was proved in [40], extending the results in [42] the following theorem for Fourier integral operators with complex phases.

Theorem 2.12. Let X and Y be paracompact manifolds of dimension n. A Fourier integral operator T ∈ I^μ_{ρ,1−ρ}(X, Y ; C), ρ ∈ [1/2, 1], with order μ ≤ −(k + (n − k)(1 − ρ))|1/2 − 1/p|, (2.18) extends to a bounded operator from L^p_{comp}(Y ) into L^p_{loc}(X), and for p = 1, from H^1_{comp}(Y ) into L^1_{loc}(X). In particular, if X and Y are compact manifolds, the order condition (2.18) implies that T extends to a bounded operator from L^p(Y ) into L^p(X).

2.6. L^p-bounds for eigenfunctions of the Laplacian. Let us consider (ϕ_k, λ_k) being the spectral data of the operator √ 1 − Δ_g on a compact Riemannian manifold (X, g). We assume the eigenfunctions ϕ_k to be L^2-normalised. For our further analysis will be fundamental to have upper bounds for the L^p-norms

‖ϕ_k‖_Lp_{(X)} = ( ∫_X |ϕ_k(x)|^pdx ) 1_p , 1 < p < ∞, and ‖ϕ_k‖_L∞_{(X)} = sup_{x∈X} |ϕ_k(x)|. These quantities are a measure of the concentration of ϕ_k in X. A celebrated result by Sogge has provided universal upper bounds for ‖ϕ_k‖_Lp_{(X)}. We record Sogge’s result as follows, see [46] for details.

Theorem 2.13. On a compact Riemmanian manifold (X, g) we have

‖ϕ_k‖_Lp_{(X)} ≲ λ^{φ(p)}_k , 2 ≤ p ≤ ∞, (2.19) where φ(p) = n (_1 2 −^1_p ) −^1_2 , if p_c =^{2(n+1)}_{n−1} ≤ p ≤ ∞, n−1 2 (_1 2 −^1_p ) if 2 ≤ p ≤ p_c. (2.20)

The growth of the L^p-norms of eigenfunctions has essentially two phases which meet at the critical index p_c =^{2(n+1)}_{n−1} . Because of the Hölder inequality, for p in the interval [1, 2], the L^p-norm of an eigenfunction can be estimated from above with its corresponding L^2-norm and then for 1 < p < 2, φ(p) = 0. Then, one can write

φ(p) = n (_1 2 −^1_p ) −^1_2 , if p_c =^{2(n+1)}_{n−1} ≤ p ≤ ∞, n−1 2 (_1 2 −^1_p ) if 2 ≤ p ≤ p_c. 0 if 1 ≤ p ≤ 2.

(2.21)

In our further analysis, we use the function φ(·) to describe the orders of Fourier integral operators allowing the membership of these classes on the ideal of r-nuclear operators.

2.7. r-Nuclear operators on Banach spaces in the sense of Grothendieck. By following the classical reference Grothendieck [25], we recall that a densely defined linear operator T : D(T ) ⊂ E → F (where D(T ) is the domain of T, and E, F are Banach spaces) extends to a r-nuclear operator from E to F , if there exist sequences (e^′_n)_{n∈N0} in E^′ (the dual space of E) and (y_n)_{n∈N0} in F such that, the discrete representation T f = ∑ n∈N_0 e^′_n(f)y_n, with ∑ n∈N_0 ‖e^′_n‖^r_E′ ‖y_n‖^r_F < ∞, (2.22) holds true for all f ∈ D(T ). The class of r−nuclear operators is usually endowed with the natural semi-norm

n_r(T ) := inf { ∑ n ‖e^′_n‖^r_E′ ‖y_n‖^r_F } 1_r : T = ∑ n e^′_n ⊗ y_n (2.23)

and, if r = 1, n_1(·) is a norm and we obtain the ideal of nuclear operators. In addition, when E = F is a Hilbert space and r = 1 the definition above agrees with that of trace class operators. Moreover, for the case of Hilbert spaces H, the set of r-nuclear operators agrees with the Schatten-von Neumann class of order r, with 0 < r ≤ 1, see Oloff [34].

Let H be a Hilbert space. We recall that for any r > 0, a compact operator T : H → H belongs to the Schatten von-Neumann ideal S_r(H), if the sequence of its singular values {s_n(T )}_{n∈N0} (formed by the eigenvalues of the operator √ T^∗T ) belongs to ℓ^r(N_0 ), that is, if ‖T ‖^r_{Sr} := ∞∑ n=1 s_n(T )^r < ∞.

For a modern description of other ideals of operators on Hilbert spaces and on Banach spaces we refer the reader to Pietsch [35, 36].

In order to determine a relation of the eigenvalues of Fourier integral operators we recall that the nuclear trace of a r-nuclear operator on a Banach space coincides with its spectral trace, provided that 0 < r ≤^2_3 . This result is due to Grothendieck [25]. However, on L^p(μ)-spaces for^2_3 ≤ r ≤ 1 we present the following extension to Grothendieck’s theorem due to Reinov and Latif [38]). We recall that since the Lebesgue spaces satisfy the approximation property, the trace of a nuclear operator T as in (2.22) is well-defined and given by

Tr(T ) := ∑ j∈N_0 e^′_j(y_j). (2.24)

Theorem 2.14. Let T : L^p(μ) → L^p(μ) be a r-nuclear operator as in (2.22) and let 1 ≤ p ≤ ∞. If^1_r = 1 + |^1_p −^1_2 |, then,

Tr(T ) = ∑ j∈N_0 λ_j (T ) (2.25)

where λ_j(T ), j ∈ N is the sequence of eigenvalues of T with multiplicities taken into account.

The previous theorem establishes a criterion for the equality of the nuclear trace Tr(T ) with the spectral trace ∑ j λ_j (T ). However, if we want to determine under which conditions the sequence of eigenvalues λ_j(T ), j ∈ N, of a r-nuclear operator belongs to some ℓ^q(N_0 ) space, we have the following result also due to Reinov and Latif [37].

Theorem 2.15. Let T : L^p(μ) → L^p(μ) be a r-nuclear operator as in (2.22). Let 0 < r ≤ 1, p ∈ [1, ∞], and let q be determined by the equality 1 r = 1 q + | | | 1 p − 1 2 | | | . (2.26)

Then, ‖{λ_j(T )}_{j∈N0} ‖ = ( ∑ j∈N_0 |λ_j(T )|^q ) 1_q ≤ C_pn_r(T ), (2.27)

where λ_n(T ), n ∈ N, is the sequence of eigenvalues of T with multiplicities taken into account.

3. Nuclearity of Fourier integral operators

In this section we investigate the r-nuclearity of Fourier integral operators. We are going to use the following notation.

• The function p → φ(p), in (2.21) denotes the index of Sogge describing the size of the L^p-norm ‖ϕ_k‖_Lp_{(X)} ≲ λ^{φ(p)}_k , 1 ≤ p ≤ ∞, for any L^2-normalised eigenfunction ϕ_k with corresponding eigenvalue λ_k. We record that

φ(p) = n (_1 2 −^1_p ) −^1_2 , if p_c =^{2(n+1)}_{n−1} ≤ p ≤ ∞, n−1 2 (_1 2 −^1_p ) if 2 ≤ p ≤ p_c. 0 if 1 ≤ p ≤ 2.

(3.1)

• For X = Y, the class of Fourier integral operators I^μ_{ρ,1−ρ}(X, X; C) will be denoted by I^μ_{ρ,1−ρ}(X; C). If the canonical relation C = Λ is parametrised by a real-valued phase function, the corresponding class of Fourier integral operators will be denoted I^μ_{ρ,1−ρ}(X, Y ; Λ).

• The system of eigenvalues of a compact Fourier integral operator T, will be denoted by {λ_j (T )}_{j∈N0} and its sequence of singular values, namely, the eigenvalues of the operator √ T^∗T will be denoted by {s_j (T )}_{j∈N0} .

We start by reviewing the nuclearity of Bessel potentials on Lebesgue spaces.

3.1. Nuclearity of Bessel potentials on compact manifolds. Above we have denoted by (ϕ_ℓ, λ_ℓ), ℓ ∈ N_0 , the spectral data of the operator √ 1 − Δ_g on a compact Riemannian manifold (M, g). In this section we change such a notation since we have to introduce a suitable terminology involving the dimension d_ℓ of each eigenspace E_ℓ := Ker( √ 1 − Δ_g −λ_ℓ). Hence, for each ℓ, we are going to consider an orthonormal basis {e^k_ℓ , 1 ≤ k ≤ d_ℓ} of E_ℓ. Note that the set {e^k_ℓ , 1 ≤ k ≤ d_ℓ, ℓ ∈ N_0 } provides an orthonormal basis of L^2(M). In the next proposition we investigate the nuclearity of the powers √ 1 − Δ_g^{−s}. Proposition 3.1. Let 0 < r ≤ 1. Let (M, g) be a closed Riemannian manifold and let p_1, p_2 be such that 1 ≤ p_1 < ∞, 1 ≤ p_2 ≤ ∞. Then, the order condition s > n r + φ(p_2) + φ(p^′_1), (3.2)

implies that E = √ 1 − Δ_g^{−s} : L^{p1} (M) → L^{p2} (M) is r-nuclear.

Proof. The kernel of E = √ 1 − Δ_g^{−s} can be written as (see e.g. [21, Page 787]) K(x, y) = ∞∑ ℓ=0 d_ℓ∑

k=1 λ^{−s}_ℓ e^k_ℓ (x)e^k_ℓ (y). (3.3)

We set g_{ℓ,k}(x) := λ^{−s}_ℓ e^k_ℓ (x), h_{ℓ,k}(y) = e^k_ℓ (y). (3.4) Then, note that ∞∑ ℓ=0 d_ℓ∑

k=1 ‖g_{ℓ,k}‖^r_Lp_2 ‖h_{ℓ,k}‖^r_{Lp}′_1 = ∞∑ ℓ=0 d_ℓ∑

k=1 λ^{−sr}_ℓ ‖e^k_ℓ ‖^r_Lp_2 ‖e^k_ℓ ‖^r_{Lp}′_1

≲ ∞∑ ℓ=0 d_ℓ∑

k=1 λ^{−sr}_ℓ λ^{φ(p2)r}_ℓ λ^{φ(p′1)r}_ℓ

≍ ∞∑ ℓ=0 d_ℓ∑

k=1 λ^{−sr}_ℓ λ^{φ(p2)r}_ℓ λ^{φ(p′1)r}_ℓ

= ∞∑ ℓ=0 d_ℓλ^{−r(s−φ(p2)−φ(p′1)} ℓ . Since_∞ ∑ ℓ=0 d_ℓλ^{−r(s−φ(p2)−φ(p′1)} ℓ < ∞, if and only if r(s − φ(p_2) − φ(p^′_1) > n, (3.5) the order condition s > n r + φ(p_2) + φ(p^′_1)

implies that E : L^{p1} (M) → L^{p2} (M) is r-nuclear. Note that in (3.5) we have used that for κ ∈ R,_∞ ∑ ℓ=0 d_ℓλ^{−κ}_ℓ < ∞, if and only if κ > n. This is a consequence of the fact that L = √ 1 − Δ_g is an elliptic pseudo-differential operator of order ν = 1, and of Proposition 5.3 in [21, Page 779]. □

3.2. L^p-L^q-boundedness of Fourier integral operators with complex phases. In our further analysis we are going to apply the following equivalent form of the Sobolev embedding theorem, see e.g. [12].

Remark 3.2 (Hardy-Littlewood-Sobolev inequality). Let (X, g) be a compact Riemmanian manifold of dimension n. For any s ∈ R, let us consider the Bessel potential √ 1 − Δ_g^{−s} of order −s. Then for 1 < p ≤ q < ∞, the operator E = √ 1 − Δ_g^{−s} : L^p(X) → L^q(X),

is bounded if s ≥ n

(_1 p −^1_q ) . For the sharpness of the index s_0 = n

(_1 p −^1_q ) we refer to [12].

In the next theorem we present the order conditions for the L^p-L^q-boundedness of Fourier integral operators from the classes I^μ_{ρ,1−ρ}(X, Y ; C) by combining the methods of [40, Pages 39-40] and the approach of Hörmander [26].

Proposition 3.3. Let X and Y be compact manifolds of dimension n. Let us consider a Fourier integral operator T ∈ I^μ_{ρ,1−ρ}(X, Y ; C), ρ ∈ [1/2, 1]. Let us consider the canonical relation C satisfying the complex factorisation condition of rank k, where 0 ≤ k ≤ n − 1. Then T is bounded from L^p(Y ) to L^q(X) if the following order conditions hold:

(i) if 1 < p ≤ q ≤ 2 and μ ≤ −n ( 1 p − 1 q ) − (k + (n − k)(1 − ρ))|1/2 − 1/q|. (3.6)

(ii) If 2 ≤ p ≤ q < ∞ and μ ≤ −n ( 1 p − 1 q ) − (k + (n − k)(1 − ρ))|1/2 − 1/p|. (3.7) (iii) If 1 < p ≤ 2 ≤ q < ∞ and μ ≤ −n ( 1 p − 1 q ) . (3.8)

Proof. According to the position of p and q in the real line, we divide our proof in three cases:

• first, consider p and q with 1 < p ≤ q ≤ 2. Consider the Bessel potential on (Y, g) defined via E = √ 1 − Δ_g^{−n}(^{1p − 1q} ) : L^p(Y ) → L^q(Y ), where g = g_Y is the metric on Y, see Remark 3.2. We factorise T with order μ ≤ −n ( 1 p − 1 q ) − (k + (n − k)(1 − ρ))|1/2 − 1/q| on the right as follows T = T E^{−1}E. (3.9) Note that T E^{−1} is a Fourier integral operator of order μ + n ( 1 p − 1 q ) ≤ −(k + (n − k)(1 − ρ))|1/2 − 1/q|. In consequence T E^{−1} : L^q(Y ) → L^q(X) is bounded. Then T : L^p(M) → L^q(M) is bounded, see Theorem 2.12.

• Similarly, for p and q with 2 ≤ p ≤ q < ∞ and T with order μ ≤ −n ( 1 p − 1 q ) − (k + (n − k)(1 − ρ))|1/2 − 1/p|, we consider the Bessel potential E = √ 1 − Δ_g^{−n}(^{1p − 1q} ) : L^p(X) → L^q(X), where g = g_X is the metric in (X, g), see Remark 3.2. Now, we factorise T on the left as follows T = EE^{−1}T. (3.10) Note that the order of the Fourier integral operator E^{−1}T is μ + n ( 1 p − 1 q ) ≤ −(k + (n − k)(1 − ρ))|1/2 − 1/p|. Hence, E^{−1}T : L^p(Y ) → L^p(X) is bounded, see Theorem 2.12. Then T : L^p(Y ) → L^q(X) is bounded as claimed.

• Let us consider p, q satisfying 1 < p ≤ 2 ≤ q < ∞ and let T to have the order μ ≤ −n ( 1 p − 1 q ) . (3.11)

This case is dramatically different compared with the previous ones. Indeed, consider the Bessel potential on (Y, g) defined via E = √ 1 − Δ_{gY}^{−n}(^{1p − 12} ) : L^p(Y ) → L^2(Y ), where g = g_Y is the metric on Y. Note that T E^{−1} has order μ + n ( 1 p − 1 2 ) ≤ −n ( 1 p − 1 q ) + n ( 1 p − 1 2 ) = −n ( 1 2 − 1 q ) . (3.12)

Now, let us increase the order of this operator by composing it with F^{−1} on the left where F = √ 1 − Δ_{gX}^{−n}(^{12 − 1q} ) : L^2(X) → L^q(X).

The Fourier integral operator T E^{−1}F^{−1} has order zero. Consequently F^{−1}T E^{−1} : L^2(Y ) → L^2(X), (3.13) is bounded. Now, we have the factorisation T = F F^{−1}T E^{−1}E, from which we deduce that T : L^p(Y ) → L^q(X) is bounded as claimed.

The proof is complete. □

3.3. Nuclearity of Fourier integral operators with complex phases. In the next theorem we provide a criterion for the r-nuclearity of a L^{p1} -L^{q2} -bounded Fourier integral operator T. Our strategy is the following. First, we identify the conditions to be satisfied by the order −s of a Bessel potential E = √ 1 − Δ_g^{−s} in order to have its r-nuclearity from L^{p1} into L^{p2} , and then because of the factorisation T = T E^{−1}E, we identify the order condition on the operator T E^{−1} in order to have its continuity from L^{p2} to L^{q2} . By the structure of these estimates, it is usually required that p_2 ≤ q_2 and then we introduce a parameter κ ≥ 0, with q_2 = p_2 + κ.

One reason for this analysis is that in this way we can exploit the L^{p2} → L^{p2+κ} boundedness of Fourier integral operators, which under certain cases, e.g. when p_2 ≤ 2 ≤ p_2 + κ, the L^{p2} → L^{p2+κ}-continuity of a Fourier integral operator has a pseudodifferential behaviour (i.e. with orders that do not depend of the parameter k, and then become independent of the complex factorisation condition). The independence of the complex factorisation condition in the case L^{p2} → L^{p2+κ} where p_2 ≤ 2 ≤ p_2 +κ, is also observed at the level of the r-nuclearity of Fourier integral operators. Theorem 3.4. Let κ ≥ 0 and let 1 ≤ p_1 < ∞ and 1 < p_2 < ∞. Let X and Y be compact manifolds of dimension n. Let us assume that C ⊂ ~T^∗X × T^∗Y is a complex canonical relation satisfying the complex factorisation condition of order k, where 0 ≤ k ≤ n − 1. Let us consider a Fourier integral operator T ∈ I^μ_{ρ,1−ρ}(X, Y ; C), where ρ ∈ [1/2, 1]. Then T : L^{p1} (Y ) → L^{p2+κ}(X) is r-nuclear if the following conditions hold:

• 1 < p_2; p_2 + κ ≤ 2 and μ < − nκ p_2(p_2 + κ)

− (k + (n − k)(1 − ρ)) | | |1 2 − 1 p_2 + κ | | | − n r − φ(p_2) − φ(p^′_1).

• 2 ≤ p_2 and μ < − nκ p_2(p_2 + κ)

− (k + (n − k)(1 − ρ)) | | | 1 2 − 1 p_2 | | | − n r − φ(p_2) − φ(p^′_1).

• 1 < p_2 ≤ 2 ≤ p_2 + κ and μ < − nκ p_2(p_2 + κ) − n r − φ(p_2) − φ(p^′_1).

Proof. First, let us define the function μ(κ) as follows:

μ(κ) = −^{nκ}_{p2(p2+κ)} − (k + (n − k)(1 − ρ)) | |^1_2 −^1_{p2+κ} | | , if p2 + κ ≤ 2

−^{nκ}_{p2(p2+κ)} − (k + (n − k)(1 − ρ)) | | |^1_2 −^1_{p2} | | | if 2 ≤ p2

−^{nκ}_{p2(p2+κ)} if p_2 ≤ 2 ≤ p_2 + κ. Note that 1 p_2 − 1 p_2 + κ = κ p_2(p_2 + κ)

. (3.14)

In consequence, there is ε = ε(κ) > 0 such that μ + ε = μ(κ) − n r − φ(p_2) − φ(p^′_1). (3.15)

Let us define s := n r + φ(p_2) + φ(p^′_1) + ε.

In view of Proposition 3.1, E = √ 1 − Δ_g^{−s} : L^{p1} (Y ) → L^{p2} (Y ) is r-nuclear. Note that we can write T = T E^{−1}E with T E^{−1} being an operator of order μ + s = μ(κ). It follows from Theorem 2.12 that T E^{−1} : L^{p2} (Y ) → L^{p2+κ}(X) is bounded. In view of the ideal property of the class of r-nuclear operators we have that T : L^{p1} (Y ) → L^{p2+κ}(X) is r-nuclear. □ Now, motivated by the problem of the distribution of eigenvalues of Fourier integral operators, we consider in Theorem 3.4 the case where p_1 = p_2 + κ. Note that its conjugate exponent is given by

p^′_1 = p_2 + κ p_2 + κ − 1 . To simplify the notation we drop the sub-index 2 in p_2, and we present in the next result the r-nuclearity conditions for bounded Fourier integral operators on L^{p+κ}(X).

Corollary 3.5. Let κ ≥ 0 and let 1 < p < ∞. Let X and Y be compact manifolds of dimension n. Let us assume that C ⊂ ~T^∗X × T^∗Y is a complex canonical relation satisfying the complex factorisation condition of order k, where 0 ≤ k ≤ n − 1. Let us consider a Fourier integral operator T ∈ I^μ_{ρ,1−ρ}(X, Y ; C), where ρ ∈ [1/2, 1]. Then T : L^{p+κ}(Y ) → L^{p+κ}(X) is r-nuclear if the following conditions hold:

• p + κ ≤ 2 and μ < μ(κ) − n r − φ(p) − φ ( p + κ p + κ − 1 ) . • 2 ≤ p and μ < μ(κ) − n r − φ(p) − φ ( p + κ p + κ − 1 ) . • 1 < p ≤ 2 ≤ p + κ and μ < μ(κ) − n r − φ(p) − φ ( p + κ p + κ − 1 ) , where we have denoted

μ(κ) = −^{nκ}_{p(p+κ)} − (k + (n − k)(1 − ρ)) | | |^1_2 −^1_{p+κ} | | | , if p + κ ≤ 2 −^{nκ}_{p(p+κ)} − (k + (n − k)(1 − ρ)) | |_{12} −_{1p} | | if 2 ≤ p −^{nκ}_{p(p+κ)} if p ≤ 2 ≤ p + κ. (3.16)

Now, observing that

• with p = 2 and κ = 0, namely, in the case of the r-nuclear operators on L^2(X), we are in the Hilbert space setting, and the class of r-nuclear operators on L^2(X), for 0 < r ≤ 1, agrees with the Schatten-von Neumann class of order r, S_r(L^2(X)), • and that μ(0) = 0 for p = 2, and also that φ(2) = 0.

Theorem 3.4 has the following consequence.

Corollary 3.6. Let 0 < r ≤ 1. Let X be a compact manifold of dimension n. Let us consider a Fourier integral operator T ∈ I^μ_{ρ,1−ρ}(X; C), where ρ ∈ [1/2, 1]. Then T : L^2(X) → L^2(X) belong to the Schatten class of order r, S_r(L^2(X)), provided that μ < −n/r. A natural question is to determine also the order μ of a Fourier integral operator in order to guarantee its membership to the ideal S_r(L^2(X)), in the case r > 1. This question is addressed in Proposition 4.1, where we extend Corollary 3.6 to the case r > 1 giving also an alternative proof for Corollary 3.6 in the range 0 < r ≤ 1.

3.4. Distribution of eigenvalues of Fourier integral operators on L^p-spaces. In the previous subsection, we have provided order criteria to guarantee the rnuclearity of Fourier integral operators T : L^{p+κ}(X) → L^{p+κ}(X). For those operators we have the discrete representation T f = ∑ j∈N_0 e^′_j (f)y_j, with ∑ j∈N_0 ‖e^′_j ‖^r_E′ ‖y_j‖^r_E < ∞, E = L^{p+κ}(X), (3.17) from some sequences {e^′_j} and {y_j}. In this case the nuclear trace of the operator T, see (2.24), is given by Tr(T ) = ∑ j∈N_0 e^′_j (y_j).

Remark 3.7. According to the notation established above, in what follows the sequence of eigenvalues of T is denoted by {λ_j(T )}_{j∈N0} . Since T is a compact operator, we can assume that the sequence {|λ_j(T )|}_{j∈N0} , is ordered in non-increasing form |λ_0(T )| ≥ |λ_1(T )| ≥ |λ_2(T )| ≥ · · · ≥ |λ_j(T )| ≥ · · · ≥ 0. (3.18) We are going to use this fact in our analysis of the distribution of these eigenvalues.

In the next Theorem 3.8 we provide a rate of decay for the eigenvalues of r-nuclear Fourier integral operators. To simplify the notation we are going to use the piecewise function

μ(κ) = −^{nκ}_{p(p+κ)} − (k + (n − k)(1 − ρ)) | |^1_2 −^1_{p+κ} | | , if p + κ ≤ 2 −^{nκ}_{p(p+κ)} − (k + (n − k)(1 − ρ)) | | |^1_2 −^1_p | | | if 2 ≤ p −^{nκ}_{p(p+κ)} if p ≤ 2 ≤ p + κ. (3.19)

The validity of the Grotendieck-Lidskii formula for Fourier integral operators is presented in the following result.

Theorem 3.8. Let κ ≥ 0 and let 1 < p < ∞. Let X be a compact manifold of dimension n. Let us assume that C ⊂ ~T^∗X × T^∗X is a complex canonical relation satisfying the complex factorisation condition of order k, where 0 ≤ k ≤ n − 1. Let us consider a Fourier integral operator T ∈ I^μ_{ρ,1−ρ}(X; C), where ρ ∈ [1/2, 1]. Assume that the order μ satisfies at least one of the following conditions:

• p + κ ≤ 2 and μ < μ(κ) − n ( 1 2 + 1 p + κ ) − φ(p) − φ ( p + κ p + κ − 1 ) . • 2 ≤ p and μ < μ(κ) − n ( 3 2 − 1 p + κ ) − φ(p) − φ ( p + κ p + κ − 1 ) . • 1 < p ≤ 2 ≤ p + κ and μ < μ(κ) − n ( 3 2 − 1 p + κ ) − φ(p) − φ ( p + κ p + κ − 1 ) , with μ(κ) as in (3.19). Then T : L^{p+κ}(X) → L^{p+κ}(X) is r-nuclear with 1 r = 1 + | | | 1 2 − 1 p + κ | | | and Tr(T ) = ∑ j∈N_0 λ_j (T ) (3.20)

where λ_j(T ), j ∈ N, is the sequence of eigenvalues of T with multiplicities taken into account.

Proof. Note that • if p + κ ≤ 2, −n ( 1 + | | |1 2 − 1 p + κ | | | ) = −n ( 1 2 + 1 p + κ ) . • If p ≥ 2, or if p + κ ≥ 2, we have that −n ( 1 + | | | 1 2 − 1 p + κ | | | ) = −n ( 3 2 − 1 p + κ ) . In consequence, if we define r ∈ (0, 1], by the identity 1 r = 1 + | | | 1 2 − 1 p + κ | | | , we have that:

• for p + κ ≤ 2, μ < μ(κ) − n r − φ(p) − φ ( p + κ p + κ − 1 ) . • With p ≥ 2, we have that μ < μ(κ) − n r − φ(p) − φ ( p + κ p + κ − 1 ) . • For 1 < p ≤ 2 ≤ p + κ, we have the order inequality μ < μ(κ) − n r − φ(p) − φ ( p + κ p + κ − 1 ) . In consequence, Corollary 3.5 implies that T : L^{p+κ}(Y ) → L^{p+κ}(X) is r-nuclear. On the other hand, by applying Theorem 2.14 we deduce the validity of the Grothedieck- Lidskii formula (3.20). □ Having investigated the convergence of the sums of eigenvalues in the previous result, we present in the next theorem a criterion for the rate of decay of eigenvalues. Theorem 3.9. Let κ ≥ 0, 0 < r ≤ 1, and let 1 < p < ∞. Let X be a compact manifold of dimension n. Let us assume that C ⊂ ~T^∗X × T^∗X is a complex canonical relation satisfying the complex factorisation condition of order k, where 0 ≤ k ≤ n−1. Let us consider a Fourier integral operator T ∈ I^μ_{ρ,1−ρ}(X; C), where ρ ∈ [1/2, 1]. Assume that the order μ satisfies at least one of the hypotheses in Corollary 3.5 assuring that T : L^{p+κ}(X) → L^{p+κ}(X) is r-nuclear. Let λ_n(T ), n ∈ N, be the sequence of eigenvalues of T with multiplicities taken into account. Then, ‖{λ_j(T )}_{j∈N0} ‖_ℓq = ( ∑ j∈N_0 |λ_j(T )|^q ) 1_q ≤ C_pn_r(T ), (3.21)

that is, the sequence λ_n(T ), n ∈ N, is q-sumable, where q satisfying the inequality 0 < q ≤ 2, is given by q = 1 1 r − | |_{12} −_{1p+κ} | |. (3.22) Moreover, we have the rate of decay |λ_j(T )| = O(j^{− 1r +}|^{12 − 1p+κ} |). (3.23) Proof. Note that p + κ > 1. Since 0 <^1_{p+κ} < 1, we have that, either, 1 p + κ ≤ 1 2 , or that 1 p + κ ≥ 1 2 . In the first case, note that | | | | 1 2 − 1 p + κ | | | | = 1 2 − 1 p + κ ≤ 1 2 . In the second case, observe that | | |1 2 − 1 p + κ | | | = 1 p + κ − 1 2 ≤ 1 − 1 2 = 1 2 . In consequence ∞ > 1 r − | | | | 1 2 − 1 p + κ | | | | ≥ 1 − 1 2 = 1 2 . (3.24)

Let us consider q = 1 1 r − | |^1_2 −^1_{p+κ} | | . (3.25)

Then 0 < q ≤ 2, and^1_q satisfies the identity 1 r = 1 q + | | |1 2 − 1 p + κ | | | . In view of Theorem 2.15, we have that ‖{λ_j(T )}_{j∈N0} ‖ = ( ∑ j∈N_0 |λ_j(T )|^q ) 1_q < ∞, (3.26)

where λ_n(T ), n ∈ N, is the sequence of eigenvalues of T with multiplicities taken into account. Also, the convergence of this series implies that lim_{j→∞} j|λ_j(T )|^q = 0 (3.27) from which we deduce that |λ_j(T )| = O(j^{− 1q} ), − 1 q = − 1 r + | | |1 2 − 1 p + κ | | | . For the proof of (3.27), note that the sequence |λ_j(T )|, can be assumed to be nonincreasing, that is, |λ_0(T )| ≥ |λ_1(T )| ≥ |λ_2(T )| ≥ · · · ≥ |λ_j(T )| ≥ · · · ≥ 0. (3.28) First note that lim_{k→∞} k|λ_{2k}|^q = 0. (3.29) Indeed, as the series (3.26) converges, Cauchy criterion implies that

lim_{k→∞} k|λ_{2k}|^q = lim_{k→∞} k∑ j=1 |λ_{2k}|^q ≤ lim_{k→∞} k∑ j=1 |λ_{k+j}|^q = 0. (3.30)

Note also that lim_{k→∞} ( k + 1 2 ) |λ_{2k+1}|^q = 0. (3.31)

Indeed, using a similar analysis we have that lim_{k→∞} ( k + 1 2 ) |λ_{2k+1}|^q = lim_{k→∞} 1 2 |λ_{2k+1}|^q + k|λ_{2k+1}|^q

= lim_{k→∞} 1 2 |λ_{2k+1}|^q + k∑ j=1 |λ_{2k+1}|^q

≤ lim_{k→∞} 1 2 |λ_{2k+1}|^q + k∑ j=0 |λ_{k+j+1}|^q = 0.

Multiplying both sides of (3.29) and of (3.31) by 2, we get (3.27). The proof is complete. □ Remark 3.10. Note that when p + κ = 2, (see Corollary 3.6), the order condition μ < −n/r, 0 < r ≤ 1, implies that T : L^2(X) → L^2(X) is r-nuclear, or equivalently, it belongs to the Schatten-von Neumann class S_r(L^2(X)). By applying Theorem 3.9, we have that the system of eigenvalues of T, obeys the rate of decay |λ_j(T )| = O(j^{− 1r} ). (3.32) Using a classical inequality by Hermann Weyl [55], we are going to extend (3.32) to the case r > 1 in Subsection 4.4.

4. Schatten-von Neumann properties of Fourier integral operators revisited 4.1. Sufficient conditions. On a Hilbert space H, the ideal of r-nuclear operators agrees with the Schatten-von Neumann class of order r, for 0 < r ≤ 1. We recall that on general Banach spaces for r > 1, the ideal of r-nuclear operators does not increase the elements of the case r ≤ 1. Having investigated the r-nuclearity of Fourier integral operators in the previous section, we are now going to investigate the Hilbert space case, namely when H = L^2(X), and then criteria will be given on the order of these operators to guarantee their membership to the Schatten-von Neumann classes S_r(L^2(X)). With this goal, in the next proposition we present some sufficient conditions.

Proposition 4.1. Let 0 < r < ∞. Let X be a compact manifold of dimension n. Let us consider a Fourier integral operator T ∈ I^μ_{ρ,1−ρ}(X; C), where ρ ∈ [1/2, 1]. Then T : L^2(X) → L^2(X) belong to the Schatten class of order r, S_r(L^2(X)), provided that μ < −n/r. Proof. Note that T ∈ S_r(L^2(X)) if and only if T^∗T ∈ S^r_2 (L^2(X)). Indeed, note that ‖T ‖^r_{Sr} = ∞∑ k=1 s_k(|T |)^r = ∞∑ k=1 s_k(|T |^2)^{r2} = ∞∑ k=1 s_k(T^∗T )^{r2} = ‖T^∗T ‖^{r2}_{S r2} . (4.1)

Note that T^∗T is a pseudo-differential operator with principal symbol |a|^2 if a is the principal symbol of T. Moreover, T^∗T ∈ Ψ^{2μ}_{ρ,1−ρ}(X). Then, T^∗T ∈ S^r_2 (L^2(X)) if 2μ < − n r/2 , which is equivalent to the order inequality μ < −n/r. To prove that T^∗T ∈ S^r_2 (L^2(X)) for μ < −^n_r , just notice that we can factorise the operator T^∗T as follows

T^∗T = T^∗T √ 1 + Δ^{−2μ}_g √ 1 + Δ^{2μ}_g .

Since T^∗T √ 1 + Δ^{−2μ}_g ∈ Ψ^0_{ρ,1−ρ}(X).

By the Calderón-Vaillancourt theorem we have that T^∗T √ 1 + Δ^{−2μ}_g is bounded on L^2(X). At the same time √ 1 + Δ^{2μ}_g ∈ S^r_2 (L^2(X)), if and only if 2μ < −^n_{r/2.} By the ideal property of the Schatten-classes we have that for μ < −n/r, one has that T^∗T ∈ S^r_2 (L^2(X)), or equivalently, T ∈ S_r(L^2(X)). The proof is complete. □

4.2. Necessary conditions for pseudo-differential operators. Now, we are going to analyse the sharpness of the order μ < −n/r, in Proposition 4.1 in the case of pseudo-differential operators, namely the case where Φ(x, y, θ) := (x − y, θ). For this, we will make use of the local Weyl formula for pseudo-differential operators, see Zelditch [56].

Theorem 4.2 (Local Weyl formula for pseudo-differential operators). Let F ∈ Ψ^0_{1,0}(X), be pseudo-differential operator of order zero. Then lim_{λ→∞} 1 N(λ) ∑ k:λ_k≤λ (F ϕ_k, ϕ_k) = ∫_{T ∗S(X)} σ_F dμ_L, (4.2) where T^∗S(X) denotes the co-sphere bundle and dμ_L(x, ξ) is the usual Liouville measure.

Taking inspiration from the methods of harmonic analysis, we are going to estimate the sum ∑_λ 2 <λ_k≤λ(F ϕk, ϕk), for our further analysis.

Lemma 4.3. Let F ∈ Ψ^0_{1,0}(X) be a pseudo-differential operator such that the sequence {(F ϕ_k, ϕ_k) : k ∈ N_0 } is real-valued^1. Then, for any ε > 0, there exists λ_0(ε) > 0, such that for λ ≥ 2λ_0(ε), one has that ∑ λ 2 <λ_k≤λ (F ϕ_k, ϕ_k)

≥ C_nλ^n (( 1 − 1 2^n ) ∫_{T ∗S(X)} σ_F dμ_L − ε ( 1 + 1 2^n )) + O(λ^{n−1}), (4.3)

where C_n is a geometric constant.

Proof. Note that the fact that (F ϕ_k, ϕ_k) is real-valued assures that the right-hand side of (4.2) is real-valued. Let us fix ε > 0. There exists λ_0(ε) such that for any λ > λ_0(ε) we have that −ε + ∫_S σ_F dμ_L ≤ 1 N(λ) ∑ k:λ_k≤λ (F ϕ_k, ϕ_k) ≤ ε + ∫_S σ_F dμ_L, (4.4)

where we have written ∫_S σ_F dμ_L = ∫_{T ∗S(X)} σ_F dμ_L by denoting S = T^∗S(X) to simplify the notation. At this point we recall the Weyl formula N(λ) = C_nλ^n + O(λ^{n−1}).

In particular, if λ > 2λ_0(ε) we have the inequality 1 N(λ/2) ∑ k:λ_k≤λ/2 (F ϕ_k, ϕ_k) ≤ ε + ∫_S σ_F dμ_L, (4.5)

from which we have that − ∑ k:λ_k≤λ/2 (F ϕ_k, ϕ_k) ≥ −N(λ/2) ( ε + ∫_S σ_F dμ_L )

= − ( C_n 2^n λ^n + 1 2^{n−1} O( 1 2^{n−1} λ^{n−1}) ) ( ε + ∫_S σ_F dμ_L ) . On the other hand note that the inequality 1 N(λ) ∑ k:λ_k≤λ (F ϕ_k, ϕ_k) ≥ −ε + ∫_S σ_F dμ_L

1This condition is satisfied if e.g. F is self-adjoint.

can be written as follows ∑ k:λ_k≤λ (F ϕ_k, ϕ_k) ≥ ( C_nλ^n + O(λ^{n−1}) ) ( −ε + ∫_S σ_F dμ_L ) . (4.6)

Now let us estimate from below the contribution of the terms (T ϕ_k, ϕ_k) in the region {λ_k : λ/2 < λ_k ≤ λ} . Note that ∑ k:^λ_2 <λ_k≤λ (F ϕ_k, ϕ_k) = ∑ k:λ_k≤λ (F ϕ_k, ϕ_k) − ∑ k:λ_k≤λ/2 (F ϕ_k, ϕ_k)

≥ ( C_nλ^n + O(λ^{n−1}) ) ( −ε + ∫_S σ_F dμ_L )

− ( C_n 2^n λ^n + 1 2^{n−1} O( 1 2^{n−1} λ^{n−1}) ) ( ε + ∫_S σ_F dμ_L )

= C_nλ^n ( −ε + ∫_S σ_F dμ_L ) + O(λ^{n−1}) ( −ε + ∫_S σ_F dμ_L )

− C_n 2^n λ^n ( ε + ∫_S σ_F dμ_L ) + O( 1 2^{n−1} λ^{n−1}) ( ε + ∫_S σ_F dμ_L )

= C_nλ^n ( −ε + ∫_S σ_F dμ_L ) − C_n 2^n λ^n ( ε + ∫_S σ_F dμ_L ) + O(λ^{n−1}) = C_nλ^n ( ∫_S σ_F dμ_L ( 1 − 1 2^n ) − ε ( 1 + 1 2^n )) + O(λ^{n−1}). The proof is complete. □ Proposition 4.4. Let X be a compact manifold of dimension n. Let us consider a pseudo-differential operator T ∈ Ψ^μ_{1,0}(X). Then T : L^2(X) → L^2(X) belongs to the Schatten class S_1(L^2(X)), namely, T is of trace class on L^2, if and only if μ < −n, provided that at least one of the following averages ∫_{T ∗S(X)} Re(σ_F )dμ_L, ∫_{T ∗S(X)} Im(σ_F )dμ_L, (4.7)

is strictly positive.

Proof. In view of Proposition 4.1, the order condition μ < −n, implies that T ∈ S_1(L^2(X)) (i.e. T is of trace class on L^2(X)). Now, let us consider T to be of trace class. Since Re(T ) = T + T^∗ 2 and Im(T ) = T − T^∗ 2i , are also of trace class we have that Tr(T ) = Tr(Re(T )) + iTr(Im(T )). (4.8)

Let T_0 = Re(T ), and T_1 = Im(T ). Note that each T_ℓ is self-adjoint on L^2(X), where ℓ = 0, 1. Let us estimate the trace Tr(T_ℓ). Indeed, if (ϕ_k, λ_k) are the spectral data of √ 1 − Δ_g we have that

Tr(T_ℓ) = ∑ λ_k (T_ℓϕ_k, ϕ_k) ≍ ∞∑ s=0 ∑ 2^{s−1}<λ_k≤2^s (T_ℓϕ_k, ϕ_k)

= ∞∑ s=0 ∑ 2^{s−1}<λ_k≤2^s λ^μ_k (T_ℓλ^{−μ}_k ϕ_k, ϕ_k)

= ∞∑ s=0 ∑ 2^{s−1}<λ_k≤2^s λ^μ_k (T_ℓ √ 1 − Δ_g)^{−μ}ϕ_k, ϕ_k).

Without loss of generality we can assume that ∫_{T ∗S(X)} Re(σ_F )dμ_L > 0. We can choose ε > 0 such that

C_ε = ( 1 − 1 2^n ) ∫_{T ∗S(X)} Re(σ_F )dμ_L − ε ( 1 + 1 2^n ) > 0. Indeed, such a ε satisfies the inequality 0 < ε < ( 1 −^1_{2n} ) ( 1 +^1_{2n} ) ∫_{T ∗S(X)} Re(σ_F ). Note that, Re(σ_F ) is the principal symbol of T_0, and that the sequence (T_0 √ 1 − Δ_g)^{−μ}ϕ_k, ϕ_k) = λ^{−μ}_k (T_0ϕ_k, ϕ_k) is real-valued. Observe also that the pseudo-differential operator F_0 = T_0 √ 1 − Δ_g)^{−μ} ∈ I^0_{1,0}(X) has order zero. In view of Lemma 4.3, there exists λ_0(ε) such that for λ ≥ λ_0(ε), one has that ∑ 2^{s−1}<λ_k≤2^s (F_0ϕ_k, ϕ_k) ≥ C_nC_ε2^{sn} + O(2^{s(n−1)})

where C_n is a geometric constant. Note that

Tr(T_0) ≍ ∞∑ s=0 ∑ 2^{s−1}<λ_k≤2^s λ^μ_k (T_0 √ 1 − Δ_g)^{−μ}ϕ_k, ϕ_k)

≍ ∞∑ s=0 ∑ 2^{s−1}<λ_k≤2^s 2^{sμ}(T_0 √ 1 − Δ_g)^{−μ}ϕ_k, ϕ_k)

≫_ε ∞∑ s=0 (C_nC_ε2^{s(n+μ)} + O(2^{s(μ+n−1)})).

If the order μ is such that μ ≥ −n, the series ∞∑ s=0 (C_nC_ε2^{s(n+μ)} + O(2^{s(μ+n−1)})),

diverges which contradicts that T_0 is of trace class. In consequence, we have that μ < −n. The proof is complete. □ Theorem 4.5. Let X be a compact manifold of dimension n. Let us consider a pseudo-differential operator T ∈ Ψ^μ_{1,0}(X). Then T : L^2(X) → L^2(X) belongs to the Schatten class S_1(L^2(X)), namely, T is of trace class on L^2, if and only if μ < −n. Proof. In view of Proposition 4.1, the order condition μ < −n, implies that T ∈ S_1(L^2(X)) (i.e. T is of trace class on L^2(X)). On the other hand, if T is a trace class operator and if at least one of the following averages ∫_{T ∗S(X)} Re(σ_F )dμ_L, ∫_{T ∗S(X)} Im(σ_F )dμ_L, (4.9)

is strictly positive, the result has been proved in Proposition 4.4. In the general case, assume that T is of trace class. Then Re(T ) =^1_2 (T + T^∗) is of trace class.

Since S = Re(T ) is a self-adjoint operator, note that S^∗ = Re(T ). Moreover Re(T )^2 = S^2 = S^∗S ∈ Ψ^{2μ}_{1,0}(X), is a pseudo-differential operator of order 2μ. In consequence, the composition operator Re(T )^2 √ 1 − Δ_g^{−μ} is also a pseudo-differential operator. Therefore, we have that

Re(T )^2 √ 1 − Δ_g^{−μ} = Re(T )Re(T ) √ 1 − Δ_g^{−μ} ∈ Ψ^μ_{1,0}(X).

Let us assume that T ≠ 0, has principal symbol σ_T , with Re(σ_T ) ≢ 0. Let κ > 0 and define the operator F = Re(T ) + κRe(T )^2 √ 1 − Δ_g^{−μ} ∈ Ψ^μ_{1,0}(X).

The principal symbol of F is real-valued and can be computed as follows σ_F = Re(σ_T ) + κRe(σ_T )^2(1 + ‖ξ‖)^{−μ} = Re(σ_F ).

On the other hand by choosing κ > 0 such that κ > − ∫_T ∗_{S(X)} Re(σ_T )dμ_L ∫_T ∗_{S(X)} Re(σ_T )^2(1 + ‖ξ‖)^{−μ}dμ_L we have that ∫_{T ∗S(X)} Re(σ_F )dμ_L = ∫_{T ∗S(X)} Re(σ_T )dμ_L + κ ∫_{T ∗S(X)} Re(σ_T )^2(1 + ‖ξ‖)^{−μ}dμ_L > 0.

So, the pseudo-differential operator F = Re(T ) + κRe(T )^2 √ 1 − Δ_g^{−μ} ∈ Ψ^μ_{1,0}(X) has order μ, is of trace class and its (real-valued) principal symbol σ_F satisfies the positivity condition ∫_{T ∗S(X)} Re(σ_F )dμ_L > 0.

It follows from Proposition 4.11 that μ < −n. On the other hand, if Re(σ_T ) ≡ 0, since T ≠ 0, we have that Im(σ_T ) ≢ 0. Then, we repeat all the analysis above by considering

F = Im(T ) + κIm(T )^2 √ 1 − Δ_g^{−μ} ∈ Ψ^μ_{1,0}(X).

By choosing κ > 0 such that κ > − ∫_T ∗_{S(X)} Im(σ_T )dμ_L ∫_T ∗_{S(X)} Im(σ_T )^2(1 + ‖ξ‖)^{−μ}dμ_L we have that ∫_{T ∗S(X)} Im(σ_F )dμ_L = ∫_{T ∗S(X)} Im(σ_T )dμ_L + κ ∫_{T ∗S(X)} Im(σ_T )^2(1 + ‖ξ‖)^{−μ}dμ_L > 0.

Then, the pseudo-differential operator F = Im(T ) + κIm(T )^2 √ 1 − Δ_g^{−μ} ∈ Ψ^μ_{1,0}(X) has order μ, is of trace class and its (real-valued) principal symbol σ_F satisfies the positivity condition ∫_{T ∗S(X)} Im(σ_F )dμ_L > 0. It follows from Proposition 4.11 that μ < −n. The proof is complete. □ Lemma 4.6. Let X be a compact manifold of dimension n. Let us consider a pseudodifferential operator A ∈ Ψ^μ_{1,0}(X) and let r > 1. If A ∈ S_r(L^2(X)) then μ ≤ −n/r.

Proof. Let ε > 0. Consider the operator √ 1 − Δ^s where s satisfies s := − n q − ε < − n q , and where q := r/(r − 1) is the conjugate exponent of r. Then, q is given by the identity 1 =^1_q +^1_r . Note that since r > 1, one has that q > 1. Note also that √ 1 − Δ^s ∈ S_q(L^2(X)).

Since q and r and conjugate exponents, we have that Ã := A √ 1 − Δ^s ∈ S_1(L^2(X)).

By Theorem 4.5 we have that the order μ + s of Ã ∈ S_1 satisfies the inequality μ + s < −n. Then, we have that μ < −s − n = n q + ε − n = n ( 1 q − 1 ) + ε = − n r + ε , where the last hold true for any ϵ > 0. Taking ε → 0^+ we have that μ ≤ −n/r. □ Theorem 4.7. Let X be a compact manifold of dimension n. Let us consider a pseudo-differential operator T ∈ I^μ_{1,0}(X) and let r ∈ N = (0, ∞) ∩ Z. Then T : L^2(X) → L^2(X) belongs to the Schatten class S_r(L^2(X)), if and only if μ < −n/r.

Proof. In view of Proposition 4.1, the order condition μ < −n/r, 0 < r < ∞, implies that T ∈ S_r(L^2(X)). Now, let us prove the converse statement, that is if T ∈ S_r(L^2(X)), then μ < −n/r. Now, we assume that r ≥ 1 and that r ∈ Z. To prove the theorem let us show that the borderline μ = −n/r in Lemma 4.6 is not possible. Since T ∈ S_r(L^2(X)), we have that

T^r = T ∘ T ∘ · · · T ∈ S_r(L^2(X)) ∘ · · · ∘ S_r(L^2(X)) ⊆ S_1(L^2(X)), (4.10)

where the composition ∘ is taken r-times. However, the order of the trace class operator T^r is μr = −n and this contradicts the conclusion in Theorem 4.5. So, necessarily μ < −n/r. □

4.3. Necessary conditions for Fourier integral operators. Now, we are going to analyse the sharpness of the order μ < −n/r, in Proposition 4.1. Our main result in this section is Theorem 4.12 which we can prove making use of Theorem 4.5. At the same time, we also prove that Theorem 4.12 is a consequence of the local Weyl formula for Fourier integral operators when C = Λ is a real canonical relation. Both approaches will be presented in the proof of Theorem 4.12. Next, we present the local Weyl formula due to Zelditch and Kuznecov [59]. Here, dμ_L(x, ξ) is the usual Liouville measure.

Theorem 4.8 (Local Weyl formula for Fourier integral operators). Let Λ be a real canonical relation and let F ∈ I^0_{1,0}(X, Λ). Then lim_{λ→∞} 1 N(λ) ∑ k:λ_k≤λ (F ϕ_k, ϕ_k) = ∫ S(Λ∩Δ_S∗_{X×S}∗_X ) σ_F dμ_L, (4.11)

where S(Λ ∩ Δ_S∗_{X×S}∗_X ) is the set of unit vectors in the diagonal part of Λ.

The major part of this subsection is dedicated to constructing the proof of the following fact: the Local Weyl formula for Fourier integral operators implies the characterisation of trace class Fourier integral operators in Theorem 4.12. The local Weyl formula implies the following result.

Corollary 4.9. Let Λ be a real canonical relation and let F ∈ I^0_{1,0}(X, Λ). Then the real part of F and the imaginary part of F, satisfy lim_{λ→∞} 1 N(λ) ∑ k:λ_k≤λ (Re(F )ϕ_k, ϕ_k) = ∫_{S(Λ∩Δ} S∗X×S∗X ) Re(σ_F )dμ_L, (4.12) and lim_{λ→∞} 1 N(λ) ∑ k:λ_k≤λ (Im(F )ϕ_k, ϕ_k) = ∫_{S(Λ∩Δ} S∗X×S∗X ) Im(σ_F )dμ_L, (4.13)

where S(Λ ∩ Δ_S∗_{X×S}∗_X ) is the set of unit vectors in the diagonal part of Λ.

Proof. The proof of this corollary can be obtained by taking the real part and the imaginary part of (4.11) in both sides, and using the continuity of these functions one obtain (4.12) and (4.13), respectively. □

In the next lemma, we are going to estimate the sum ∑_λ 2 <λ_k≤λ(F ϕk, ϕk), where F is the real or the imaginary part of a Fourier integral operator.

Lemma 4.10. Let Λ be a real canonical relation and let S ∈ I^0_{1,0}(X, Λ). Let us consider F_0 := Re(S) = S + S^∗ 2 and F_1 := Im(S) = S − S^∗ 2i , being the real and the imaginary part of S, respectively. Then, for any ε > 0, there exists λ_0(ε) > 0, such that for λ ≥ 2λ_0(ε), one has that ∑ λ 2 <λ_k≤λ (F_0ϕ_k, ϕ_k)

≥ C_nλ^n (( 1 − 1 2^n ) ∫ S(Λ∩Δ_S∗_{X×S}∗_X ) Re(σ_S )dμ_L − ε ( 1 + 1 2^n )) + O(λ^{n−1}), (4.14)

and also ∑ λ 2 <λ_k≤λ (F_1ϕ_k, ϕ_k)

≥ C_nλ^n (( 1 − 1 2^n ) ∫ S(Λ∩Δ_S∗_{X×S}∗_X ) Im(σ_S )dμ_L − ε ( 1 + 1 2^n )) + O(λ^{n−1}), (4.15)

where C_n is a geometric constant, and ℓ = 0, 1.

Proof. We proceed with the proof with case of F = F_0, and by abuse of notation let us write σ_F = Re(σ_S ).

At this point we think of σ_F as a function and not as the symbol of a Fourier integral operator. Indeed, Re(F ) is the sum of two Fourier integral operators with different canonical relations. Note that the fact that F is self-adjoint implies that (F ϕ_k, ϕ_k) is real-valued and then the right-hand side of (4.11) is real-valued. Let us fix ε > 0. There exists λ_0(ε) such that for any λ > λ_0(ε) we have that −ε + ∫_S σ_F dμ_L ≤ 1 N(λ) ∑ k:λ_k≤λ (F ϕ_k, ϕ_k) ≤ ε + ∫_S σ_F dμ_L, (4.16)

where we have written ∫_S σ_F dμ_L = ∫ S(Λ∩Δ_S∗_{X×S}∗_X ) σ_F dμ_L by denoting S = S(Λ ∩ Δ_S∗_{X×S}∗_X ) to simplify the notation. At this point we recall the Weyl formula N(λ) = C_nλ^n + O(λ^{n−1}).

In particular, if λ > 2λ_0(ε) we have the inequality 1 N(λ/2) ∑ k:λ_k≤λ/2 (F ϕ_k, ϕ_k) ≤ ε + ∫_S σ_F dμ_L, (4.17) from which we have that − ∑ k:λ_k≤λ/2 (F ϕ_k, ϕ_k) ≥ −N(λ/2) ( ε + ∫_S σ_F dμ_L )

= − ( C_n 2^n λ^n + 1 2^{n−1} O( 1 2^{n−1} λ^{n−1}) ) ( ε + ∫_S σ_F dμ_L ) . On the other hand note that the inequality 1 N(λ) ∑ k:λ_k≤λ (F ϕ_k, ϕ_k) ≥ −ε + ∫_S σ_F dμ_L can be written as follows ∑ k:λ_k≤λ (F ϕ_k, ϕ_k) ≥ ( C_nλ^n + O(λ^{n−1}) ) ( −ε + ∫_S σ_F dμ_L ) . (4.18)

Now let us estimate from below the contribution of the terms (T ϕ_k, ϕ_k) in the region {λ_k : λ/2 < λ_k ≤ λ} . Note that ∑ k:^λ_2 <λ_k≤λ (F ϕ_k, ϕ_k) = ∑ k:λ_k≤λ (F ϕ_k, ϕ_k) − ∑ k:λ_k≤λ/2 (F ϕ_k, ϕ_k)

≥ ( C_nλ^n + O(λ^{n−1}) ) ( −ε + ∫_S σ_F dμ_L )

− ( C_n 2^n λ^n + 1 2^{n−1} O( 1 2^{n−1} λ^{n−1}) ) ( ε + ∫_S σ_F dμ_L )

= C_nλ^n ( −ε + ∫_S σ_F dμ_L ) + O(λ^{n−1}) ( −ε + ∫_S σ_F dμ_L )

− C_n 2^n λ^n ( ε + ∫_S σ_F dμ_L ) + O( 1 2^{n−1} λ^{n−1}) ( ε + ∫_S σ_F dμ_L )

= C_nλ^n ( −ε + ∫_S σ_F dμ_L ) − C_n 2^n λ^n ( ε + ∫_S σ_F dμ_L ) + O(λ^{n−1}) = C_nλ^n ( ∫_S σ_F dμ_L ( 1 − 1 2^n ) − ε ( 1 + 1 2^n )) + O(λ^{n−1}). The case of F_1 can be proved in a similar way. The proof is complete. □ Now, we have the following auxiliary proposition. It is a partial characterisation of trace class Fourier integral operators.

Proposition 4.11. Let X be a compact manifold of dimension n. Let us consider a Fourier integral operator T ∈ I^μ_{1,0}(X; Λ). Then T : L^2(X) → L^2(X) belongs to the Schatten class S_1(L^2(X)), namely, T is of trace class on L^2, if and only if μ < −n, provided that at least one of the following averages ∫ S(Λ∩Δ_S∗_{X×S}∗_X ) Re(σ_T √_{1−Δg} −μ )dμ_L, ∫_{S(Λ∩Δ} S∗X×S∗X ) Im(σ_T √_{1−Δg} −μ )dμ_L, (4.19)

is strictly positive.

Proof. In view of Proposition 4.1, the order condition μ < −n, implies that T ∈ S_1(L^2(X)) (i.e. T is of trace class on L^2(X)). Now, let us consider T ∈ I^μ_{1,0}(X; Λ) to be of trace class. Since Re(T ) = T + T^∗ 2 and Im(T ) = T − T^∗ 2i , are also of trace class we have that Tr(T ) = Tr(Re(T )) + iTr(Im(T )). (4.20) Let F_0 = Re(T ), and F_1 = Im(T ). Note that each F_ℓ is self-adjoint on L^2(X), where ℓ = 0, 1. Let us estimate the trace Tr(F_ℓ). Indeed, if (ϕ_k, λ_k) are the spectral data of the operator √ 1 − Δ_g, we have that

Tr(F_ℓ) = ∑ λ_k (F_ℓϕ_k, ϕ_k) ≍ ∞∑ s=0 ∑ 2^{s−1}<λ_k≤2^s (F_ℓϕ_k, ϕ_k)

= ∞∑ s=0 ∑ 2^{s−1}<λ_k≤2^s λ^μ_k (F_ℓλ^{−μ}_k ϕ_k, ϕ_k)

= ∞∑ s=0 ∑ 2^{s−1}<λ_k≤2^s λ^μ_k (F_ℓ √ 1 − Δ_g)^{−μ}ϕ_k, ϕ_k),

which leads to the estimate

Tr(F_ℓ) = ∑ λ_k (F_ℓϕ_k, ϕ_k) ≍ ∞∑ s=0 ∑ 2^{s−1}<λ_k ≤2^s λ^μ_k (F_ℓ √ 1 − Δ_g)^{−μ}ϕ_k, ϕ_k). (4.21)

Note also that

(Re(T √ 1 − Δ_g^{−μ})ϕ_k, ϕ_k) = (T √ 1 − Δ_g^{−μ}ϕ_k, ϕ_k) + ( √ 1 − Δ_g^{−μ}T^∗ϕ_k, ϕ_k) 2 = (T λ^{−μ}_k ϕ_k, ϕ_k) + (T^∗ϕ_k, √ 1 − Δ_g^{−μ}ϕ_k) 2 = (T λ^{−μ}_k ϕ_k, ϕ_k) + (T^∗ϕ_k, λ^{−μ}_k ϕ_k) 2 = λ^{−μ}_k (T ϕ_k, ϕ_k) + (T^∗ϕ_k, ϕ_k) 2 = λ^{−μ}_k (Re(T )ϕ_k, ϕ_k) = (Re(T ) √ 1 − Δ_g^{−μ}ϕ_k, ϕ_k) from which we deduce that

(Re(T √ 1 − Δ_g^{−μ})ϕ_k, ϕ_k) = (Re(T ) √ 1 − Δ_g^{−μ})ϕ_k, ϕ_k) = (F_0 √ 1 − Δ_g^{−μ})ϕ_k, ϕ_k).

We have also that

(Im(T √ 1 − Δ_g^{−μ})ϕ_k, ϕ_k) = (T √ 1 − Δ_g^{−μ}ϕ_k, ϕ_k) − ( √ 1 − Δ_g^{−μ}T^∗ϕ_k, ϕ_k) 2i

= (T λ^{−μ}_k ϕ_k, ϕ_k) − (T^∗ϕ_k, √ 1 − Δ_g^{−μ}ϕ_k) 2i = (T λ^{−μ}_k ϕ_k, ϕ_k) − (T^∗ϕ_k, λ^{−μ}_k ϕ_k) 2i = λ^{−μ}_k (T ϕ_k, ϕ_k) − (T^∗ϕ_k, ϕ_k) 2i = λ^{−μ}_k (Im(T )ϕ_k, ϕ_k) = (Im(T ) √ 1 − Δ_g^{−μ}ϕ_k, ϕ_k), from which we deduce that

(Im(T √ 1 − Δ_g^{−μ})ϕ_k, ϕ_k) = (Im(T ) √ 1 − Δ_g^{−μ})ϕ_k, ϕ_k) = (F_1 √ 1 − Δ_g^{−μ})ϕ_k, ϕ_k).

Summarising the analysis above we have obtained the following equalities

(Re(T √ 1 − Δ_g^{−μ})ϕ_k, ϕ_k) = (F_0 √ 1 − Δ_g^{−μ})ϕ_k, ϕ_k), (4.22) and (Im(T √ 1 − Δ_g^{−μ})ϕ_k, ϕ_k) = (F_1 √ 1 − Δ_g^{−μ})ϕ_k, ϕ_k). (4.23) Remember that, from Lemma 4.10 applied to S = T √ 1 − Δ_g^{−μ}, there exists λ_0(ε) such that for λ ≥ λ_0(ε), we have the estimate from below ∑ λ 2 <λ_k≤λ (Re(T √ 1 − Δ_g^{−μ})ϕ_k, ϕ_k)

≥ C_nλ^n (( 1 − 1 2^n ) ∫ S(Λ∩Δ_S∗_{X×S}∗_X ) Re(σ_S )dμ_L − ε ( 1 + 1 2^n )) + O(λ^{n−1}). (4.24)

Without loss of generality we can assume that ∫ S(Λ∩Δ_S∗_{X×S}∗_X ) Re(σ_S )dμ_L > 0.

We can choose ε > 0 such that

C_ε = ( 1 − 1 2^n ) ∫_S Re(σ_S )dμ_L − ε ( 1 + 1 2^n ) > 0. Indeed, such a ε satisfies the inequality 0 < ε < ( 1 −^1_{2n} ) ( 1 +^1_{2n}

) ∫_S Re(σ_S ).

In consequence we have that ∑ 2^{s−1}<λ_k≤2^s (Re(T √ 1 − Δ_g^{−μ})ϕ_k, ϕ_k) ≥ C_nC_ε2^{sn} + O(2^{s(n−1)}) (4.25)

where C_n is a geometric constant and C_ε > 0. Note that, in view of (4.22), we have the identity (Re(T √ 1 − Δ_g^{−μ})ϕ_k, ϕ_k) = (F_0 √ 1 − Δ_g^{−μ})ϕ_k, ϕ_k).

Using this fact as well as the equality in (4.21) we can estimate the trace of F_0 as follows,

Tr(F_0) ≍ ∞∑ s=0 ∑ 2^{s−1}<λ_k≤2^s λ^μ_k (F_0 √ 1 − Δ_g)^{−μ}ϕ_k, ϕ_k)

≍ ∞∑ s=0 ∑ 2^{s−1}<λ_k≤2^s 2^{sμ}(T_0 √ 1 − Δ_g)^{−μ}ϕ_k, ϕ_k)

= ∞∑ s=0 ∑ 2^{s−1}<λ_k≤2^s 2^{sμ}(Re(T √ 1 − Δ_g)^{−μ})ϕ_k, ϕ_k)

≫_ε ∞∑ s=0 (C_nC_ε2^{s(n+μ)} + O(2^{s(μ+n−1)})),

where in the last line we have used (4.25). If the order μ is such that μ ≥ −n, the series_∞ ∑ s=0 (C_nC_ε2^{s(n+μ)} + O(2^{s(μ+n−1)})),

diverges which contradicts that T_0 is of trace class. In consequence, we have that μ < −n. The proof is complete. □

Theorem 4.12. Let X be a compact manifold of dimension n. Let us consider a Fourier integral operator T ∈ I^μ_{1,0}(X; Λ). Then T : L^2(X) → L^2(X) belongs to the Schatten class S_1(L^2(X)), namely, T is of trace class on L^2, if and only if μ < −n.

Proof. In view of Proposition 4.1, the order condition μ < −n, implies that T ∈ S_1(L^2(X)) (i.e. T is of trace class on L^2(X)). On the other hand, assume that T having order μ is of trace class. Without loss of generality we assume that T ≠ 0. The idea is to find a pseudo-differential operator F of order μ, of trace class, since applying Theorem 4.5 we could prove that μ < −n. To do this we define F = T^∗T √ 1 − Δ_g^{−μ}. Note that T^∗T ∈ Ψ^{2μ}_{1,0}(X) is a pseudo-differential operator of order 2μ, and then T^∗T √ 1 − Δ_g^{−μ} is a pseudo-differential operator of order μ. Since T is of trace class, we also have that T^∗ is of class trace. Since T √ 1 − Δ_g^{−μ} is a Fourier integral operator of order zero, and then it is a bounded operator on L^2(X), we have that F = T^∗T √ 1 − Δ_g^{−μ} is a trace class pseudo-differential operator of order μ. Then, the inequality μ < −n follows from Theorem 4.5. The proof of Theorem 4.12 is complete. However, let us give an alternative proof for the theorem based in Proposition 4.11. For this we consider again the operator F = T^∗T √ 1 − Δ_g^{−μ} which is a trace class pseudo-differential operator of order μ. The idea is to prove that ∫ S(Λ∩Δ_S∗_{X×S}∗_X ) Re(σ_F √_{1−Δg} −μ )dμ_L > 0. Note that F √ 1 − Δ_g^{−μ} = T^∗T √ 1 − Δ_g^{−2μ}.

The principal symbol of T^∗T is given by |σ_T (x, y, θ)|^2|Det(DΦ)|, (4.26) where Φ is the phase function of T, see e.g. Zelditch [58, Page 145]. In consequence the principal symbol of F √ 1 − Δ_g^{−μ} is given by |σ_T (x, y, θ)|^2|Det(DΦ)|‖θ‖^{−μ}, when the co-variable θ is such that θ ≠ 0. In consequence, we have proved that ∫ S(Λ∩Δ_S∗_{X×S}∗_X ) Re(σ_F √_{1−Δg} −μ )dμ_L = ∫_{S(Λ∩Δ} S∗X×S∗X ) |σ_T (x, y, θ)|^2|D(Φ)|‖θ‖^{−μ}dμ_L > 0, where we have used that σ_T ≢ 0, because T ≠ 0. The proof is complete. □ For any r > 1, we provide the following sufficient condition on the order of a Fourier integral operator in order to guarantee its membership in the Schatten class of order r > 0. Lemma 4.13. Let X be a compact manifold of dimension n. Let us consider a Fourier integral operator A ∈ I^μ_{1,0}(X; Λ) and let r > 1. If A ∈ S_r(L^2(X)) then m ≤ −n/r.

Proof. Let ε > 0. Consider the operator √ 1 − Δ^s where s satisfies s := − n q − ε < − n q , and where q := r/(r − 1) is the conjugate exponent of r. Then, q is given by the identity 1 =^1_q +^1_r . Note that since r > 1, one has that q > 1. Note also that √ 1 − Δ^s ∈ S_q(L^2(X)).

Since q and r and conjugate exponents, we have that Ã := A √ 1 − Δ^s ∈ S_1(L^2(X)).

By Theorem 4.12 we have that the order μ + s of Ã ∈ S_1 satisfies the inequality μ + s < −n. Then, we have that μ < −s − n = n q + ε − n = n ( 1 q − 1 ) + ε = − n r + ε , where the last hold true for any ϵ > 0. Taking ε → 0^+ we have that μ ≤ −n/r. □ Theorem 4.14. Let X be a compact manifold of dimension n. Let us consider a Fourier integral operator T ∈ I^μ_{1,0}(X; Λ) and let r ∈ N = (0, ∞) ∩ Z. Then T : L^2(X) → L^2(X) belongs to the Schatten class S_r(L^2(X)), if and only if μ < −n/r. Proof. In view of Proposition 4.1, the order condition μ < −n/r, 0 < r < ∞, implies that T ∈ S_r(L^2(X)). Now, let us prove the converse statement, that is if T ∈ S_r(L^2(X)), then m < −n/r. Note that the case r = 1 has been proved in 4.12. Now, we assume that r > 1 and that r ∈ Z. Note that F = T^∗T √ 1 − Δ_g^{−μ}, is a pseudo-differential operator of order μ. Note also that T √ 1 − Δ_g^{−μ} is a Fourier integral operator of order zero and then it is bounded on L^2(X). Also, note that T^∗ ∈ S_r(L^2(X)), and in consequence F ∈ S_r(L^2(X)). To prove the theorem let us show that the borderline μ = −n/r in Lemma 4.13 is not possible. Observe that

F^r = F ∘ F ∘ · · · F ∈ S_r(L^2(X)) ∘ · · · ∘ S_r(L^2(X)) ⊆ S_1(L^2(X)), (4.27)

where the composition ∘ is taken r-times. However, the order of the trace class operator F^r is μr = −n and this contradicts the conclusion in Theorem 4.5. So, necessarily μ < −n/r. □

4.4. Distribution of eigenvalues of Fourier integral operators on L^2. Next we analyse the distribution of eigenvalues of Fourier integral operators on L^2(X). We record the following result due to Hermann Weyl (see [55]): if T : H → H is a bounded operator on a Hilbert space H, and it belong to the Schatten class S_r(H), then the eigenvalues {λ_j(T )} of T, and its singular values {s_j (T )} satisfy the inequality ∞∑ j=0 |λ_j(T )|^r ≤ ∞∑ j=0 s_j(T )^r. (4.28)

Weyl’s inequality can also be presented in the following way: if T : H → H is a compact linear operator, then for any ℓ ∈ N and all 0 < p < ∞, one has the inequality ℓ∑ j=0 |λ_j(T )|^p ≤ ℓ∑ j=0 s_j(T )^p.

We have the following result.

Theorem 4.15. Let X be a compact manifold of dimension n, and let 0 < r < ∞. Let us consider a Fourier integral operator T ∈ I^μ_{1,0}(X; Λ) of order μ < −n/r. Then the system of eigenvalues of T, satisfies the rate of decay

|λ_j(T )| = O(j^{− 1r} ). (4.29)

Proof. In view of the order condition μ < −n/r, we have that T belongs to the Schatten class S_r(L^2(X)), see Proposition 4.1. Then, if {s_j(T )} denotes the system of singular values of T, we have that ∑_∞ j=0 s_j (T )^r < ∞. In consequence, using Weyl’s inequality (4.28), we have that the system of eigenvalues {λ_j(T )} of T is r-summable, that is ∑_∞ j=0 |λ_j(T )|^r < ∞. In consequence we have that

lim_{j→∞} j|λ_j(T )|^r = 0,

from which we deduce (4.29). The proof is complete. □

References

1. K. Ando, H. Kang and Y. Miyanishi. Convergence rate for eigenvalues of the elastic Neumann- Poincaré operator in two dimensions. J. Math. Pures Appl., (9) 140:211–229, 2020.

2. S. Bishop. Schatten class Fourier integral operators. Appl. Comput. Harmon. Anal., 31(2), 2011, 205–217.

3. D. Cardona. Nuclear pseudo-differential operators in Besov spaces on compact Lie groups. J.

Fourier Anal. Appl., 23(5), 1238–1262, 2017.

4. D. Cardona, V. Kumar. Lp-boundedness and Lp-nuclearity of multilinear pseudo-differential operators on Zn and the torus Tn. J. Fourier Anal. Appl., 25(6), 2973–3017, 2019.

5. D. Cardona, V. Kumar. The nuclear trace of vector-valued pseudo-differential operators with applications to Index theory. Math. Nachr., 294(9), 1657–1683, 2021.

6. D. Cardona, J. Delgado and M. Ruzhansky. A note on the local Weyl formula on compact Lie groups. J. Lie Theory, 34(1), 237–248, 2024.

7. D. Cardona, M. Chatzakou, M. Ruzhansky, J. Toft. Schatten-von Neumann properties for Hörmander classes on compact Lie groups. To appear in Forum Math. arXiv:2301.04044.

8. F. Concetti, J. Toft. Schatten-von Neumann properties for Fourier integral operators with nonsmooth symbols, I. Ark. Mat., 47(2), 295–312, 2009.

9. D. Cardona, M. Ruzhansky. The weak (1,1) boundedness of Fourier integral operators with complex phases, arXiv:2402.09054.

10. F. Concetti, G. Garello, J. Toft. Trace ideals for Fourier integral operators with nonsmooth symbols, II. Osaka J. Math., 47, 739–786, 2010.

11. F. Concetti, J. Toft. Trace ideals for Fourier integral operators with nonsmooth symbols, I.

Fields Inst. Commun., 52 (2007) 255–264.

12. T. Coulhon, L. Saloff-Coste, N. Varopoulos, Analysis and Geometry on Groups. Cambridge Tracts in Mathematics, 100. Cambridge University Press, 1993.

13. J. Delgado. On the r-nuclearity of some integral operators on Lebesgue spaces. Tohoku Mathematical Journal, 67(1), 125–135, 2015.

14. J. Delgado, M. Ruzhansky. Lp-Nuclearity, traces, and Grothendieck-Lidskii formula on compact Lie groups. J. Math. Pures Appl., 102(9), no. 1, 153–172, 2014.

15. J. Delgado, M. Ruzhansky. Schatten classes on compact manifolds: Kernel conditions. J. Funct.

Anal., 267(3), 772–798, 2014.

16. J. Delgado, M. Ruzhansky. Kernel and symbol criteria for Schatten classes and r-nuclearity on compact manifolds. Comptes Rendus Mathematiques, Ser. I, 352, 779–784, 2014.

17. J. Delgado, M. Ruzhansky, B. Wang. Grothendieck-Lidskii trace formula for mixed-norm and variable Lebesgue spaces. J. Spectral Theory, 6(4), 781–791, 2016.

18. J. Delgado, M. Ruzhansky, B. Wang. Approximation property and nuclearity on mixed-norm L^p, modulation and Wiener amalgam spaces. J. London Math. Soc., 94(2), 391–408, 2016.

19. J. Delgado, M. Ruzhansky, N. Tokmagambetov. Schatten classes and Nuclearity of Boundary Value Problems. J. Math. Pures Appl., (9)107, no. 6, 758–783, 2017.

20. J. Delgado, M. Ruzhansky. Schatten classes and trace formula on compact groups. Math. Res.

Lett., 24(4), 979–1003, 2017.

21. J. Delgado, M. Ruzhansky. Fourier multipliers, symbols and nuclearity on compact manifolds.

J. Anal. Math., 135(2), 757–800, 2018.

22. J. Delgado, M. Ruzhansky. Schatten-von Neumann classes of Integral operators. J. Math. Pures Appl., 154, 1–29, 2021.

23. J. J. Duistermaat, L. Hörmander. Fourier integral operators. II. Acta Math., 128(3-4), 183–269, 1972.

24. S. Fukushima, H. Kang, Y. Miyanishi. Decay rate of the eigenvalues of the Neumann-Poincaré operator. Potential Analysis, https://doi.org/10.1007/s11118-023-10120-6.

25. A. Grothendieck. Produits tensoriels topologiques et espaces nucléaires. Mem. Amer. Math.

Soc., (16), 140, 1955.

26. L. Hörmander. Pseudo-differential operators and hypo-elliptic equations. In: Proceedings Symposium on Singular Integrals, American Mathematical Society, 10, 138–183, 1967.

27. L. Hörmander. Fourier integral operators. I. Acta Math., 127(1-2), 79–183, 1971. 28. L. Hörmander. L^2 estimates for Fourier integral operators with complex phase. Ark. Mat., 21, 283–307, 1983.

29. L. Hörmander. The analysis of the linear partial differential operators, Vol. III-IV. Springer- Verlag, 1985.

30. A. Laptev, Yu. Safarov, D. Vassiliev. On global representation of Lagrangian distributions and solutions of hyperbolic equations. Comm. Pure Appl. Math., 47, 1411–1456, 1994.

31. A. Melin, J. Sjostrand. Fourier integral operators with complex-valued phase functions. Springer Lecture Notes, 459, 120–223, 1975.

32. A. Melin, J. Sjöstrand. Fourier integral operators with complex phase functions and parametrix for an interior boundary problem. Commun. Partial Differ. Equ., 1, 313–400, 1976.

33. Y. Miyanishi, T. Suzuki. Eigenvalues and eigenfunctions of double layer potentials. Trans. Amer.

Math. Soc., 369, 8037–8059, 2017.

34. R. Oloff. p-normierte Operatorenideale. Beitr. Anal., 4 105–108, 1972. 35. A. Pietsch. Operator ideals. Mathematische Monographien, 16. VEB Deutscher Verlag der Wissenschaften, Berlin, 1978.

36. A. Pietsch. History of Banach spaces and linear operators. Birkhäuser Boston, Inc., Boston, MA, 2007.

37. O. Reinov and Q. Latif. Distribution of eigenvalues of nuclear operators and Grothendieck- Lindsii type formulas. Problems in mathematical analysis. No. 71. J. Math. Sci. (N.Y.), 193(2), 312–329, 2013.

38. O. Reinov and Q. Latif. Grothendieck-Lidskiĭ theorem for subspaces of Lp-spaces. Math. Nachr., 286(2–3), 279–282, 2013.

39. M. Ruzhansky. On the sharpness of Seeger-Sogge-Stein orders. Hokkaido Math. J., 28(2), 357– 362, 1999.

40. M. Ruzhansky. Regularity theory of Fourier integral operators with complex phases and singularities of affine fibrations, volume 131 of CWI Tract. Stichting Mathematisch Centrum, Centrum voor Wiskunde en Informatica, Amsterdam, 2001.

41. M. Ruzhansky, V. Turunen. Pseudo-differential Operators and Symmetries: Background Analysis and Advanced Topics. Birkhäuser-Verlag, Basel, 2010.

42. A. Seeger, C. D. Sogge, E. M. Stein. Regularity properties of Fourier integral operators. Ann.

of Math., 134(2), 231–251, 1991.

43. R. T. Seeley. Complex powers of an elliptic operator. 1967 Singular Integrals (Proc. Sympos.

Pure Math., Chicago, Ill., 1966), 288–307, Amer. Math. Soc., Providence, R.I. 44. B. Simon. Trace ideals and their applications. Second edition. Mathematical Surveys and Monographs. American Mathematical Society. Volume: 120, 2005.

45. A. I. Shnirelman. Ergodic properties of eigenfunctions, Usp. Math. Nauk., 29(6), 181–182, 1974. 46. C. D. Sogge. Concerning the Lp norm of spectral clusters for second-order elliptic operators on compact manifolds. J. Funct. Anal., 77(1), 123–138, 1988.

47. E. M. Stein. Topics in harmonic analysis related to the Littlewood-Paley theory, Vol. 63 of Annals of Mathematics Studies. Princeton University Press, 1970.

48. E. M. Stein. Harmonic analysis: real-variable methods, orthogonality, and oscillatory integrals, volume 43 of Princeton Mathematical Series. Princeton University Press, Princeton, NJ, 1993. With the assistance of Timothy S. Murphy, Monographs in Harmonic Analysis, III.

49. R. S. Strichartz. A functional calculus for elliptic pseudo-differential operators. Amer. J. Math., 94, 711–722, 1972.

50. R. S. Strichartz. Spectral asymptotics revisited. J. Fourier Anal. Appl., 18(3), 626–659, 2012. 51. M. A. Shubin. Pseudodifferential operators and spectral theory. Springer Series in Soviet Mathematics. Springer-Verlag, Berlin, 1987. Translated from the Russian by Stig I. Andersson.

52. T. Tao. The weak-type (1, 1) of Fourier integral operators of order −(n − 1)/2. J. Aust. Math.

Soc., 76(1), 1–21, 2004.

53. D. Volkov. Optimal decay rates in Sobolev norms for singular values of integral operators. J.

Math. Anal. Appl., 537(2), Paper No. 128403, 2024.

54. N. Wallach. Harmonic analysis on homogeneous spaces. Pure and Applied Mathematics, No.

19. Marcel Dekker, Inc., New York, 1973.

55. H. Weyl. Inequalities between the two kinds of eigenvalues of a linear transformation. Proc.

Natl. Acad. Sci. USA, 35, 408–411, 1949.

56. S. Zelditch. On the rate of Quantum Ergodicity, II: Lower bounds: On the rate of Quantum Ergodicity. Comm. Partial Differential Equations, 19(9–10), 1565–1579, 1994.

57. S. Zelditch. Recent developments in mathematical quantum chaos. in Current Developments in Mathematics, 2009, D. Jerison, B. Mazur, T. Mrowka, W. Schmid, R. Stanley, S.-T. Yau (eds.), International Press, 2009.

58. S. Zelditch. Eigenfunctions of the Laplacian on a Riemannian Manifold. CBMS Regional Conference Series in Mathematics. Conference Board of the Mathematical Sciences, 2017.

59. S. Zelditch. Kuznecov sum formulae and Szegö limit formulae on manifolds. Commun. Partial Differ. Equ., 17, 221–260, 1992.

Duván Cardona:

Department of Mathematics: Analysis, Logic and Discrete Mathematics Ghent University, Belgium E-mail address duvanc306@gmail.com, duvan.cardonasanchez@ugent.be

Julio Delgado:

Departamento de Matemáticas Universidad del Valle Cali-Colombia E-mail address delgado.julio@correounivalle.edu.co

Michael Ruzhansky:

Department of Mathematics: Analysis, Logic and Discrete Mathematics Ghent University, Belgium and School of Mathematical Sciences Queen Mary University of London United Kingdom E-mail address michael.ruzhansky@ugent.be, m.ruzhansky@qmul.ac.uk