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Abstract

We study high energy resonances for the operators
—Aa@g = —A+4+0po®V and — AaQ#;/ = —-A+ (%Q Vo,

where Q C R? is strictly convex with smooth boundary, V : L%(99) —
L?(09Q) may depend on frequency, and §yq is the surface measure on 9.
These operators are model Hamiltonians for the quantum corrals studied
in [ALO5, BZH10, [CLEH95a] and for leaky quantum graphs [Exn08].
We give a quantum version of the Sabine Law [Sab64] from the study of
acoustics for both —Apn s and —Apq 5. It characterizes the decay rates
(imaginary parts of resonances) in terms of the system’s ray dynamics. In
particular, the decay rates are controlled by the average reflectivity and
chord length of the barrier.

For —Apq s with € smooth and strictly convex, our results improve those
given for general €2 in [GS14] and are generically optimal. Indeed, we show
that for generic domains and potentials there are infinitely many resonances
arbitrarily close to the resonance free region found by our theorem. In the
case of —Apq s/, the quantum Sabine law gives the existence of a resonance
free region that converges to the real axis at a fixed polynomial rate. The
size of this resonance free region is optimal in the case of the unit disk in
R2. As far as the author is aware, this is the only class of examples that is
known to have resonances converging to the real axis at a fixed polynomial
rate but no faster.

The proof of our theorem requires several new technical tools. We adapt
intersecting Lagrangian distributions from [MUT9] to the semiclassical set-
ting and give a description of the kernel of the free resolvent as such a dis-
tribution. We also construct a semiclassical version of the Melrose—Taylor
parametrix [MT] for complex energies. We use these constructions to give a
complete microlocal description of the single, double, and derivative double
layer operators in the case that 02 is smooth and strictly convex. These
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viii ABSTRACT

operators are given respectively for z € 02 by

/Ro (2, 9) F(1)dS ()
N £( /manyo M) (i, 1) £ (4)dS(y)

0, DUN) () = /8 B0, FolN) (.) F(0)dS ).

This microlocal description allows us to prove sharp high energy estimates
on G, N, and 9, D¢ when € is smooth and strictly convex, removing the log
losses from the estimates for G in [GS14), [HT14] and proving a conjecture
from [HT14l Appendix A].
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CHAPTER 1

Introduction

We seek to understand the long-term behavior of waves trapped by thin
barriers. Thin barriers are a model for quantum corrals, which are physical
systems assembled from individual atoms using a scanning tunneling micro-
scope (see for example [ALO5), FHO02, CLEH95a| and references
therein). The corral formed by the atoms partially confines electron waves
to its interior (see Figure . From our point of view, the important
features of quantum corrals are:

(1) The potential produced by the confining atoms is intense and lo-
calized to a thin region hereafter referred to as the boundary.
(2) The potential can vary along the boundary.

Sound propagation in a concert hall also has the above properties. More-
over, the strength of the interaction with the walls varies as a function of the
frequency of the interacting wave. Because of this, we allow our potentials
to depend on frequency.

In order to model these systems mathematically, we replace the physical
potential with a delta function potential ér ® V04 Where dr is the Hausdorff
d — 1 measure on some hypersurface I' € R?. This model was suggested in

[CLEH95b] and we show in [Gall5l Section 7.3] that it is an accurate

approximation of the physical potential.

FIGURE 1.0.1. This figure shows
an image of a quantum corral taken
using a scanning tunneling micro-
scope. The atoms produce large
spikes in the potential around the
boundary of a Bunimovich sta-
dium. The smaller peaks represent
the probability density function of
the electron. While most of the
wavefunction is confined inside the
corral, there are smaller ripples in
the exterior. Hence, the electron is
only partially confined. This image
is included from [BZH10] with the
permission of the authors.
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We study the decay of solutions to
(1.1) (0} + Pyu=0

where
(1.2) P=—-Ars:=—A+r ® Vinod, or(u) = / udHqg_1
T

with Hg_1 denoting the Hausdorff d — 1 measure. The delta function po-
tential is also used to study leaky quantum graphs: models used in the
theoretical understanding of waveguides and thin wires in nanotechnology.
(See for example the summary article [Exn08].)

Motivated by interest in ¢’ interactions from mathematical physics,
[AGHKHO05, [GNN09, MCG14] spectral theory [Seb86, [AFR13,
Kur96|, and another model of leaky quantum graphs [Exn08|, we also
study solutions to with P given by

(1.3) P= —Aag’g/ =—-A+ 5:9Q ® Vinod Oy - 5éﬂ(u) = / —OyudHg_1.
o0

We have replaced I' by the boundary of the domain €2 since we only consider
hypersurfaces of that type for the ¢’ interaction.

Solutions to with P = —Ar, (as in (1.2))) have resonance ezpan-
sions roughly of the form

(1.4) u(t,z) ~ > e "y (x)
z€Res

where Res C C is the set of scattering resonances of the operator —Arps (to
be defined below). This was first proved in [GS14, Theorem 1.4], where one
can find a more precise statement. To motivate , we recall the useful
fact that solutions to wave equations on compact manifolds have expansions
similar to in terms of eigenvalues. Thus, the role played by scattering
resonances in leaky systems is similar to that played by eigenvalues in the
closed setting.

As seen from , the real and (negative) imaginary part of z € Res
respectively give the frequency and exponential decay rate of the associated
resonant state e~“*u,. Hence, resonances close to the real axis give infor-
mation about the long term behavior of solutions to . In their seminal
works, Lax—Phillips [LP89] and Vainberg [Vai89] understood the relation
between propagation of singularities for the wave equation and the presence
of scattering resonances near the real axis. We study the singularities of
solutions to in Chapter |§| to demonstrate the existence of resonances
with prescribed decay rates.

To get a quantitative heuristic for the decay of waves (the imaginary
part of resonances), we imagine solving the wave equation

(07 — P)u=0, ulimo=10, ult—o=0

where P is either —Apq s or —Apq s with initial data uy a wave packet
(that is a function localized in frequency and space up to the scale allowed
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FiGURE 1.0.2. The figure shows the path of a wave packet
along with the lengths between each intersection (I;) and the
reflection coefficient at each point of intersection with the
boundary (R;). After each reflection with the boundary, the
amplitude of the wave packet inside €2 decays by a factor of
R;. The time between reflections is given by [;.

by the uncertainty principle) localized at position xg € Q and frequency
& € R?\ {0}. The solution, u, then propagates along the billiard flow
starting from (zg,&p). At each intersection of the billiard flow with the
boundary, the amplitude inside of 2 will decay by a factor, R, depending on
the point and direction of intersection. Suppose that the billiard flow from
(x0,&p) intersects the boundary at (z,,&,) n > 0. Let I, = |zp41 — zn| be
the distance between two consecutive intersections with the boundary (see
Figure . Then the amplitude of the wave decays by a factor [[!"_; R; in
time Y ", ; where R; = R(x;,&;). The energy scales as amplitude squared
and since the imaginary part of a resonance gives the exponential decay rate
of L? norm, this leads us to the heuristic that resonances should occur at

(1.5) Im\ = 1og|R\2/(2z’)

where the map - is defined by f = % Zf\i 1 fi- In the early 1900s, Sabine
[Sab64] postulated that the decay rate of acoustic waves in a region with
leaky walls is determined by the average decay over billiards trajectories.
Such a model has also been used for quantum corrals [BZH10]. The ex-
pression provides a precise statement of Sabine’s idea. In Chapter
we show that a quantum Sabine law of the form holds for both —Apq s
and —Apq,s (see Theorems and .

Although the appearance of scattering poles in the expansion is
more intuitive, a mathematically more useful characterization of scattering
resonances of an operator, P, is as the poles of the meromorphic continua-
tion of the resolvent

Rp(\) := (P —\?)7!
from Im A > 1. In order to give an expansion of the form (and hence
prove exponential decay for waves), we find a resonance free region near the
real axis. It suffices to study P — A? with |Re \| > C and it is convenient
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to write A = z/h with h < 1. This converts problems of the form
(1.6) —A+V(z) = (2/h)* = —R2A + W2V (z) — 22

Since | Re A| > 1, we are interested in high frequencies and our main in-
tuition comes from the quantum-classical correspondence: high energy waves
inherit many properties of the corresponding classical dynamics. In partic-
ular, in scattering by smooth compactly supported potentials, the dynamics
corresponding to the operator

(1.7) — WA+ V(2)
is given by the Hamiltonian flow for the Hamiltonian
(1.8) €1* + V(z).
Our operators are of the form
—A + 01 @ Vigod — A2 and — A+ b @ VinedOy — N2

so, using (L.6)), we replace V(z) in and with h%Vin0q @01 (or &),).
Then we can think of a potential of the form h?Vi,oq ® or as the distribu-
tional limit of a sequence of potentials {h?V,,} C C°(R%). As n increases,
V,, narrows and increases in intensity. Because of the h? scaling, for each
fixed n, a wave with energy £ > 0 will pass through the potential h2V,.
Thus, the potential will not produce confinement at any positive energy.
However, as V,, increases without bound, we expect the corresponding clas-
sical dynamics to approach the billiard ball flow (see Section . Thus, if
RY\ T has a bounded component, we expect classical confinement at any
energy F. Using this naive analysis, we might expect very slow decay of
waves at any frequency. However, as the potential V,, narrows, tunneling
effects decrease the strength of confinement. In fact, the precise analysis of
scattering by delta functions, Ar s, presented in this article shows that if
Vinod grows mildly with frequency, then the confinement produced is only
slightly stronger than that for V € C°(R%). However, if Vi,0q is allowed to
depend strongly on frequency, then we demonstrate in [Gall4b| that as a
result of effects coming from paths z(¢) nearly tangent to the submanifold
I', confinement can become much stronger than that for V€ C°(R%). Sim-
ilarly, if the potential is more singular than Jr, then confinement becomes
stronger than that for V € C>°(R9).

A key step in understanding the distribution of resonances for thin bar-
riers is relating the poles of Rp(A) to the existence of nonzero A-outgoing
solutions to

(1.9) (P —\)u=0.
By M-outgoing we mean that there exist M > 0 and ¢ € C°(R?) with
u(z) = (Ro(Ng)(z), for |z| = M
where, Ry()), the free resolvent, is the meromorphic continuation of
Ro(N) = (—A = \%)7!
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from ImA > 1. This was done for —Ars by Smith and the author in
[GS14]. There, it is shown that for the case of —Apq 5 this is equivalent to
solving

(—A = X)u; =0 in Q
(—A = X)uy =0 in R\ Q
(1.10) utlaq = uzlan

O,uy — Oyus +Vuy =0 on 02
ug is A-outgoing
In Chapter [3| we examine the case of —Apgq s and show that solving ([1.9))
is equivalent to solving
(A = X\2)uy =0 in O
(—A = X2)uy =0 in R1\ Q
(1.11) ayul‘ag = 81,”2‘89
u; —ug +Vao,up =0 on 9N
| u2 is A-outgoing

Equations ([1.10)) and (1.11)) are examples of transmission problems i.e. prob-
lems which involve solving partial differential equations on two different do-
mains with boundary conditions transferring information between the two
domains. Another example of a transmission problem is that given by a
transparent obstacle having differing wave speeds inside and outside 2. Res-
onances in this case were studied by Popov—Vodev [PV99] and Cardoso—
Popov—Vodev [CPV99, [CPVO01]. However, the methods employed in these
instances are quite different than those appearing in the current article
Although we will consider only compact hypersurfaces, it is instructive
to look at the case where 9Q = {z; = 0} C R? to gain some heuristic under-
standing of how resonances behave for —Apq s and —Apq s,. We consider

a plane wave with frequency h™1, en (@) , approaching 1 = 0 from the left.
(See Figure for a depiction of the setup.) We are then interested in
what fraction of the wave is reflected by the barrier and what fraction is
transmitted. Let Rs and Rg denote the reflection coefficients and Ty, Ty
the transmission coeflicients.

By using the boundary conditions in ([1.10) (or a formal computation),
one can see that the appropriate transmission condition for Vi (x1) is

ut(0,2") = u_(0,2") O u—(0,2") — Opyuy (0,2") + Vuy (0,2') = 0.

This leads to
hV 2i&y

= > T5 = -

2i&1 — hV 2i& — hV
By a similar computation, one can see that the appropriate transmission
condition for V§'(z1) is given by

Oy (0,2") = O u_(0,2") u_(0,2") — uy (0,2") + VO, u'_(0,2") = 0,

(1.12) Rs
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V(S(Il)
1 <0 x>0
uy = er@€) 4 Reh(—migi+(z€)) Uy = Tyen @)

FIGURE 1.0.3. The setup for plane wave interactions. Here,
u = uq P ug is a solution to and Rs and Ty are respec-
tively the reflection and transmission coefficients. The waves
shown in the red solid lines are traveling to the right. On the
left and right they are respectively the initial wave and the
transmitted wave. The wave shown in the blue dashed line
is the reflected wave traveling to the left. The setup for the
0’ interaction is similar.

which leads to

Vi€ 2h

1.1 f= ol Ty = — .
(1.13) B Vié, — 2k’ T oh —Vig

For general V and 2, Rs and Ry are the symbols of certain pseudodifferential
operators. However, the definition of these pseudodifferential operators is
involved and we postpone it until and .

In this computation, we consider waves with frequency equal to h~! and
hence have ¢ € S%'. When &; is near 0, the plane wave travels nearly
tangent to x1 = 0. Our first observation is that as & — 0, |Rs| — 1 while
|Rs/| — 0. This reflects the fact that frequencies tangent to I' = {x; = 0}
are annihilated by the normal derivative to I". Thus, we expect glancing
(tangent) trajectories to contribute less to the resonances close to the real
axis for —Apq s than for —Ar ;.

Equation with R = Rs suggests that the resonances of —Apgq 5 lie in
regions with Im z ~ hlog h~!'. On the other hand, if we assume that V ~ h®
for « < 1 and let R = Ry, then we obtain for —Apq 5 that Im z ~ h3—2e,
Thus, the resonances of —Apq s are much closer to the real axis than those
of =Apq s. Indeed, we show that when written in terms of A, the resonances
of —Apq s converge to the real axis at a fixed polynomial rate while those
of —Apq s diverge logarithmically from the real axis.
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The paper [GS14] analyzes —Ar s when I' is any finite union of subsets
of compact C! hypersurfaces. In this paper, in order to give a detailed
analysis of resonances for the operators —Ar s and to introduce —Apq s/, we
focus on the case where I' = 012 is smooth and strictly convex.

We now state schematic versions of our main theorems

THEOREM 1.1 (Quantum Sabine Law: & potential). Let € R? be
strictly convex with smooth boundary. Let A = z/h be a resonance of —Apq 5.
Then there exists hg > 0 so that for 0 < h < hg and Rez ~ 1, we have
(1.14) Im 2 < sup log \R5|2/ (21) =: Z(h)

h = proq
where B*0S) denotes the unit coball bundle of 0. Moreover, for €} =
B(0,1) C R? and V constant, is sharp.

We also show that Theorem is sharp for a generic strictly convex
and potential V.

THEOREM 1.2. For a generic strictly convex Q & R? with smooth
boundary and V, is sharp. In particular, there exists a sequence
{(hn, 2n)}52 1 with hy, — 0 such that Rez, ~ 1, z,/hy is a resonance of
—Apq.s, and for any 6 > 0 there exists N > 0 such that for n > N

Im z,

> I(hy) — dloghy, "

n

where T is as in ((1.14]).

We also give a quantum Sabine law for the ¢’ potential

THEOREM 1.3 (Quantum Sabine Law: ¢’ potential). Let A\ = z/h be a
resonance of —Apq 5. Then there exists hg > 0 so that for 0 < h < hg and
Rez ~ 1, we have

I
(1.15) mT < sup Tog[Ry / (20).

Moreover, for Q = B(0,1) C RQ and V' constant, (1.15)) is sharp.

The precise version of these theorems can be found respectively in The-

orems and

One important part of the analysis leading to Theorems and
is the study of boundary layer operators. The single layer, double layer,
and derivative double layer (hypersingular) operators given respectively for

x € 02 by
G\ f(z):= [ Ro(N(z,y)f(y)dS(y),

o0

N f(z) = /a 00, Fo(N) ) (1S 1)

DI f(z) := /8 ) Oy, Oy, Ro (M) (,y) f(y)dS (y).
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FIGURE 1.0.4. When Q = B(0,1) C R?, the boundary val-
ues of resonance states can be expanded in a Fourier series
3" a,e™®. We show the resonances for V = 1 corresponding
to the n = 0, 10, 100, and 500 modes. The solid line shows

the bound given by Theorem

Resonances for —Apq s and —Apq s are given respectively by poles of the
operators

(I+GNV)! and (I —9,DeNV)~L.

The boundary layer operators are also of interest in the numerical solution of
the Helmholtz equation. In fact, high frequency estimates on these operators
are used to prove convergence and stability of certain numerical schemes (see
for example [BSW), (CWGL™09, [CWGLS12] and references therein).

In Chapter [4] we give a complete microlocal description of these opera-
tors when (2 is strictly convex with smooth boundary (see Sections and
. We then use this description to prove the following sharp high energy
estimate.

THEOREM 1.4. Let Q € R? be strictly convex with smooth boundary.
Then there exists Ao > 0 such that for |A| > Ao,

|’G(/\)HL2(8Q)_>L2(39) < C()\>_2/36Dan(1m)\)_
IN (M| z2(00) - £2(00) < CePoalmA)-
Haype()\)HHl(aQ)_)LQ(aQ) S C<)\>6DBQ(Im/\)—
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where (Im \)— = max(—Im \,0) and Dyq is the diameter of Q. Moreover,
all of the above estimates are sharp for A € R.

This estimate removes a log loss from the estimate for G in [GS14), HT14]
and proves the sharp estimate for N conjectured in [HT14, Appendix A].

1.1. Outline of the article

We begin in Chapter [2| with a review of the geometric and analytical
tools that are used in the analysis of —Apn s and —Apq s. In addition to
this review, we develop a notion of a sheaf-valued symbol that is sensitive
to local changes of semiclassical order.

In order to analyze —Apq s and —Apq s/, we need a semiclassical analog
of the Melrose-Uhlmann [MU79] notion of intersecting lagrangian distribu-
tions and a semiclassical version of the Melrose-Taylor parametrix for both
the interior and exterior of a strictly convex domain that is adapted for use
with complex energies. We postpone the development of these tools to the
Appendices and instead begin the analysis of —Apq s and —Apq 5.

In Chapter we give the formal definition of —Apq s and —Apq s.
We then give a proof of the meromorphic continuation of the resolvent of
—Apq,s- However, unlike for —Apq 5, we already use some microlocal un-
derstanding of 9, Df to give a proof of the meromorphic continuation and so
we restrict our attention to €2 with smooth boundary. In Chapter [3| we also
show that (except for d =1 and A = 0) the resonances of —Apq s occur at
A for which there exist nontrivial solutions ¢ € H'(9Q) to

(1.16) (I—8,DINV)p =0

where 0, D¢ is the derivative double layer (or hypersingular) operator.

Since the meromorphic continuation for —Apq s was given in [GS14]
and is analogous to that for —Apq 5/, we omit the proof here. However, we
recall that in [GS14], the author and Smith show that resonances of —Apq s
occur at A for which there exist nontrivial solutions ¢ € L?(99) to

(1.17) (I+GM\V)p=0

where G is the single layer operator.

Thus, our next step is to analyze the boundary layer operators G, N ,and
0, D¢, which we do in Chapter [d] Restricting our attention to the case where
01 is piecewise smooth and Lipschitz, we prove nearly sharp (i.e. modulo a
log A loss) high energy estimates for these operators using restriction bounds
for eigenfunctions and their derivatives.

Our next task is to give a microlocal description of the boundary layer
operators in the case that 9 is smooth and strictly convex. To do this we
use the semiclassical intersecting Lagrangians developed in Appendix [B] to
give a microlocal description of the free resolvent. Next we use the calculus
of semiclassical Fourier integral operators to give a microlocal description of
the boundary layer operators away from glancing i.e. away from momenta &
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that are tangent to the boundary. In the case that € is strictly convex, we
use the semiclassical Melrose—Taylor parametrix to understand the boundary
layer operators near glancing. Finally, we use this microlocal model to prove
sharp high energy estimates for G, N, and 8, DX.

In Chapter [5} we prove the quantum Sabine law (Theorems and
for the resonance free regions of the operators —Apq s and —Apq s when €2 is
strictly convex with smooth boundary. To prove the theorem, we perform a
microlocal analysis of ([1.16)) and (1.17)) to give a dynamical characterization
of the size of the resonance free region for —Apq 5. In Appendix@ we show
that this characterization is sharp for both —Apq s and —Apq s when 2 is
the unit disk R? and V is constant.

Finally, in Chapter [6], we prove Theorem [I.2] to show that the quantum
Sabine law for —Apq s. is generically sharp. The analysis used to prove
Theorem [I.2] is essentially a rigorous version of the discussion resulting in
.

Appendix [A] demonstrates the sharpness of the above estimates on the
size of the resonance free region for = B(0,1) C R% For a more com-
plete analysis in the case of the disk, see [Gall5l Chapter 2|, [Gall4b].
Appendix adapts the Melrose-Uhlmann [MU79] notion of an intersecting
Lagrangian distribution to the semiclassical setting. Appendix [C] constructs
the Melrose-Taylor parametrix [MT]. The parametrix was developed to
understand the wave equation near curved boundaries and was adapted by
Gerard and Stefanov—Vodev for use in the semiclassical Dirichlet problem
outside a strictly convex obstacle in [Gér88| [SV95]. In Appendix [C], we
adapt this construction to the interior and exterior of a convex domain and
to perturbative (Imz < Mhlogh™!) complex energies. In particular, we
construct operators describing boundary layer operators and potentials for
use in Chapter [4




CHAPTER 2

Preliminaries

2.1. The billiard ball flow and map

We need notation for the billiard ball flow and billiard ball map. Write
v for the outward pointing unit normal to 9€2. Then

S*RY| 50, = 094 LI OQ_ L 99

where (z,£) € 094 if £ is pointing out of 2 (i.e. v(§) > 0), (z,§) € IN_ if it
points inward (i.e v(§) < 0), and (z,§) € 9y if (z,£) € S*0N. The points
(z,€) € 0Q are called glancing points. Let B*0€ be the unit coball bundle
of 90 and denote by 7y : 00+ — B*0Q and 7 : S*R%|sq — B*0Q the
canonical projections onto B*0€). Then the maps w1 are invertible. Finally,
write
to(x, &) = inf{t > 0 : exp,(z,£) € T*RY|p0}

where exp,(x, £) denotes the lift of the geodesic flow to the cotangent bundle.
That is, to is the first positive time at which the geodesic starting at (x, &)
intersects 0f2.

Rd

S*RY

FiGURE 2.1.1. The figure shows how the billiard ball map
is constructed. Let ¢ = (z,§) € B*9Q. The solid black arrow
on the left denotes the covector £ € B;0S) and that on the
right £(8(q)) € By (6 9%2- The center of the left circle is x

and that of the right is 7, (8(q)).

11
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We define the broken geodesic flow as in [DZ13, Appendix A]. Without
loss of generality, we assume to > 0. Fix (z,¢) € S*R? and denote ¢y =
to(x,§). If exp,, (7, &) € 0o, then the billiard flow cannot be continued past

to. Otherwise there are two cases: exp,, (r,§) € Q4 or exp; (z,§) € 0.
We let

(20, &) = {77:1(7r+(expt0(az,§))) €00, if expy (x,§) € 00y

71'_?1(7['_ (expto (.I',f))) € 8Q+ ’ if expto (.Z',f) € 00N .
We then define ¢;(z,§), the broken geodesic flow, inductively by putting

) expy(x,§) 0<t<ty
#iln) = {%to(xo,&)) t>ty

We introduce notation from [Saf87] for the billiard flow. Let K be the
set of ternary fractions of the form 0.k1kg,..., where k; = 0 or 1 and S
denote the left shift operator

S(0.kiky...) = 0.koks. ...

For k € K, we define the billiard flow of type k, GZ : S*RY — S*R? as
follows. For 0 <t < ty,

oz, §) ifk1 =0

(2.1) Gl 8) = {expt(xyf) if kg = 1

Then, we define G% inductively for ¢ > ¢y by

(2.2) Gi(x,€) = G (G (2,)).

We call G, the billiard flow of type k. By [Saf87, Proposition 2.1], G% is
measure preserving.

REMARK 2.1.

e In [Saf87], geodesics could be of multiple types when total internal
reflection occurred. However, in our situation, the metrics on either
side of the boundary match, so there is no total internal reflection
and geodesics are uniquely identified by their starting points and
ke K.

e In general, there exist situations where G%, intersects the boundary
infinitely many times in finite time. However, since we work in
convex domains, we need not consider this situation.

Now, for £ € K and T' > 0, we define the set O7; C S*R? to be the
complement of the set of (z,£) such that one can define the flow G, for
t € [0,T]. That is, Oy is the set for which the billiard flow of type k is
glancing in time 0 < ¢ < T'. Last, define the set

(2.3) Oor = Okr.
keK
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The billiard ball map reduces the dynamics of Gé” to the boundary.
We define the billiard ball map as in [GU81a]. Let (z,£) € B*0Q and
(z,6) = 7-Y(x, &) € 90_ be the unique inward pointing covector with
m(x,&) = (x,&). Then, the billiard ball map 8 : B*9Q — B*0Q) maps
(z,&') to the projection onto T*9Q of the first intersection of the billiard
flow with the boundary. That is,

(24) B : (.Z',fl) = 7T<eXpt0(a:,£) (.T,f))

REMARK 2.2.

e Just like the billiard flow, the billiard ball map is not defined for
(x,&") € m(0Q) = S*0N. However, since we consider convex do-
mains, B B*Q) — B*Q and 8" is well defined on B*0X).

e Figure [2.1.1] shows the process by which the billiard ball map is
deﬁned.

The billiard ball map is symplectic. This follows from the fact that the
Euclidean distance function |z — 2’| is locally a generating function for S;
that is, the graph of 8 in a neighborhood of (z¢, &y, yo, 70) is given by

(2.5) {(z, —dzlz —y|, v, dylx —y|) : (z,y) € 0N x IN}.
We denote the graph of § by Cj. For strictly convex §2, Cj is given globally

by .

2.1.1. Dynamics in Strictly Convex Domains. Let 92 be strictly
convex near a point zg and let v : [0,0) — 02 be a smooth geodesic
parametrized by arc length with v(0) = . We are interested in how |{'|4
changes under the billiard ball map for || close to 1. Our interest in this
region comes from a desire to understand how the reflection coefficients Rs
and Ry from and behave when a wave travels nearly tangent
to a strictly convex boundary.

We start by examining how the normal component to 02 changes under
the billiard ball map. Notice that for |¢'|, sufficiently close to 1, the strict
convexity of 0Q2 at xp implies that there is a geodesic connecting xg to
7(B(xo)) which lies inside a small neighborhood of xy. (Here 7, denotes
projection to the base.) Hence, we consider

A, = (((s) =7(0)) - v(0) = (4(0) = 7(5)) - v(s))
“ () = (0)
_ (0(5) =7(0)) - (v(0) + v(s))
[7(s) = (0)]
Here | - | is the euclidean norm in R? and v is the inward pointing unit
normal.
First, note that
7V'(s) = k(s)v(s), V(s)'(s) = —k(s),

7' (s) - v(s) =0, IV ()l = llv(s)ll =1
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where k(s) is the curvature of 4. Then, expanding in Taylor series gives
(2.6)
Ag, [s+0(7)] = [Y(0)s +7"(0)5 +1P(0)% + O] -
[2,/(0) +1/(0)
Ag, [1+0(s)] = 2¢/(0) - w(0) + (- v)' (0)s
+ (2%3)(0) (0) +3(+ - 1/)'(0)) £ L 0(s)
Ae, = [2(K (0)v(0) — k(0)/(0)) - v(0) — 3r/(0)] £ + O(s%)
(2.7) Ag, = (2K'(0) = 3K (0))% + O(s%) = =K' (0)% + O(s%).

Next observe that

So, using that for €2 is strictly convex, k(0) > ¢ > 0, if /1 —[{']2 = r,
es < 1 < Cs. Using (@7), we have (/1 [¢/(B(x0, )2 = 7+ O?).

Summarizing, we have

LEMMA 2.3. Let Q C RY be strictly convex. Then, letting ¢ € B*0Q and

denote
ri= /1= 1€,

1—[€(B@)2 =r+0(?).

By the calculations above, the set of @ (h€) near glancing points is sta-
ble under the billiard ball map. This also follows from the equivalence of
glancing hypersurfaces [Mel76]. Moreover, we have the following lemma:

we have

LEMMA 2.4. Fiz € > 0. Suppose that Q is strictly convex and (x',&') €
T*0Q with 1 — ||y = O(hE). Then, for N = Q(h™°),

1 [€'(8Y (2, €))ly = O(he).
PROOF. Suppose that /1 —[¢/|2 = r. Then, by (2.7),

\/1 —[&(B(", )2 <7+ Cyr?  for r small enough

where Cy > 0 is uniform in B*0Q. Let a, = \/1 —[&'(B™(2',€"))|2. Then,

anp < an_1 + Cla%,y Therefore, we need only examine the sequence

2
Tp = Tp—1+ Cix;,_;, x1=Ch".
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First, observe that if x; < CjhS, then,
J

Tj41 = xj(l—i—Cl:rj) < the(l—i—CCljhE) = C(j—i—l)he <] 1
Therefore, for j < C71C ™, 241 < C(j + 1)h".
Now, we have
n—1

H 1+ Cizj) < [J (1 + CCujne)

J=1

n—1

_ 2 e\ n—1
< (14CCy(n—1)h)" ! = <1 + MCClh)

As long as (n — 1) = O(h™) and n — 1 < C;7'C~'h™¢, we have z,

z10(1).

15

)

O
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2.2. Semiclassical preliminaries

In this section, we review the methods of semiclassical analysis which are
needed throughout the rest of our work. The theories of pseudodifferential
operators, wavefront sets, and the local theory of Fourier integral operators
are standard and our treatment follows that in [Zwo12] and [DG14]. We
introduce the notion shymbol from |Gall4a] which is a notion of sheaf-
valued symbol that is sensitive to local changes in semiclassical order of a
symbol.

2.2.1. Notation. We review the relevant notation from semiclassical
analysis in this section. For more details, see [DS99] or [Zwo12].

2.2.1.1. Big @ notation. The O(-) and ¢(-) notations are used in this
paper in the following ways: we write u = QX (F) if the norm of u in the
functional space X is bounded by the expression F' times a constant. We
write u = ¢ X (F) if the norm of u has

o )l

S50 F(s) =0

where s is the relevant parameter. If no space X is specified, then u = O(F)
and u = ¢(F') mean

. u(s
lu(s)] < C,|F(s)| and 51520 |F((S))‘ —0
respectively.
2.2.1.2. Phase space. Let M be a d-dimensional manifold without

boundary. Then, we denote an element of the cotangent bundle to M, (x, &)
where £ € T M.

2.2.2. Symbols and Quantization. We start by defining the exotic
symbol class f(h)S5"(M).

DEFINITION 2.5. Let a(x,&;h) € C°(T*M x [0, hg)), f € C((0, ho)),
m € R, and ¢ € [0,1/2). Then, we say that a € f(h)Sy"(T*M) if for every
K €@ M and «, 8 multiindeces, there exists C,gx such that

(2.8) 020 a(x, & h)| < Capr f(h)h= 0118 (gym=15ly

We denote S§° := U,, 55", 5’5_"0 = N;p Sy and when one of the parameters
6 or m is 0, we suppress it in the notation.

We say that a(z,&h) € S50 (M) if a € S5(M) and a is supported in
some h-independent compact set.

This definition of a symbol is invariant under changes of variables (see for
example [Zwo12l Theorem 9.4] or more precisely, the arguments therein).
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2.2.3. Pseudodifferential operators. We follow [Zwo12, Section
14.2] to define the algebra W§'(M) of pseudodifferential operators with
symbols in S§*(M). (For the details of the construction of these operators,
see for example [Zwo12, Sections 4.4, 14.12]. See also [HorQ07, Chapter
18] or [GS94bl Chapter 3].) Since we have made no assumption on the
behavior of our symbols as * — oo, we do not have control over the
behavior of \Il’g(M ) near infinity in M. However, we do require that all
operators A € W5'(M) are properly supported. That is, the restriction of
each projection map 7y, mp M x M — M to the support of K(x,z;h),
the Schwartz kernel of A, is a proper map. For the construction of such
a quantization procedure, see for example [HOr07, Proposition 18.1.22].
An element in A € V(M) acts H \,.(M) — Hy (M) where Hj (M)
denotes the space of distributions locally in the semiclassical Sobolev space
Hj(M). The definition of these spaces can be found for example in [Zwo12,
Section 7.1]. Finally, we say that a properly supported operator, A, with

A:D'(M) — C®(M)

and each seminorm O(h*) is Q¥ ~>°(h>). We include operators that are
OU~°(h*°) in all pseuodifferential classes.
With this definition, we have the semiclassical principal symbol map

(29) o \I’gn(M) — SSH(M)/hl—Qésgnfl(M)
and a non-canonical quantization map
Opy : S5 (M) — U5 (M)

with the property that oo Opy is the natural projection map onto
Sgn(M)/hl—Q(Ssgn—l(M) .

When pseudodifferential operators act on half-densities, we also have the
subprincipal symbol map

o1 \IJE”(M) - h1_255(75n_1(M)/h2—365§172(M)

and one can find a quantization, based locally on the Weyl quantization,
satisfying

(0 +01)oOpy =7 : S§"(M) — S?(M)/hQ_?"Ssg”*Q(M)

for m the natural projection map. These mapping properties follow from
keeping careful track of the errors the proof of [Zwo1l2, Theorem 9.10]
together with [Zwo12| Section 14.12] (see also, [Gall5l Section 4.2]).
Henceforward, we will write o(A) to write any representative of the cor-
responding equivalence class in the right-hand side of . We do not
include the sub-principal symbol because then the calculus of pseudodif-
ferential operators would be more complicated. With this in mind, the
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standard calculus of pseudodifferential operators with symbols in S§* gives
for A € U5 (M) and B € U§"? (M),

o(A*) = g(A) + QS H(M)(h'~2)
U(AB) = U(A)O’(B) + @Sgn1+m2*1(M)(h1—25)
U([A, B]) = —ih{g(A)’ O’(B)} + ®8m1+m2_2(M)(h2(1_25)),

Here {-, -} denotes the Poisson bracket and we take adjoints with respect to
L2(M).

2.2.3.1. Wawvefront sets and microsupport of pseudodifferential operators.
In order to define a notion of wavefront set that captures both A-microlocal
and C'*° behavior, we define the fiber radially compactified cotangent bundle,
T°M, by T"M = T*M U S*M where

§°M 1= (T'MA\{M X 0}) [,

and the Ry action is given by (¢, (,£)) — (z,t&). Let |- |4 denote the norm
induced on T*M by the Riemannian metric g. Then a neighborhood of a
point (xg,&o) € S*M is given by V N {|{|, > K} where V is an open conic
neigbhorhood of (zg, &) € T*M.

For each A € WJ'(M) there exists a € S§*(M) with A = Opy(a) +
OW—°(h>). Then the semiclassical wavefront set of A, WF}, w(A) C T°M,
is defined as follows. A point (z,€) € T M does not lie in WF}, ¢ (A) if
there exists a neighborhood U of (z,£) such that each (z,§) derivative of a
is O(h>°(€)~>°) in U. As in |Ale08], we write

WEhw(A) =t WF}, (A) UWF}, 4 (A)

where WF] ,(A) = WF,(A) N T*M and WF} ,(A) = WF(A) N S*M.
Operators with compact wavefront sets in T*M are called compactly
microlocalized. These are operators of the form

Opn(a) + QT (h*)

for some a € Sgomp(M ). The class of all compactly microlocalized operators
in ¥*(M) are denoted by WP (M).
We will also need a finer notion of microsupport on h-dependent sets.

DEFINITION 2.6. An operator A € W§™"P(M) is microsupported on an
h-dependent family of sets V(h) C T*M if we can write A = Opy(a) +
OW~>°(h*>), where for each compact set K C T* M, each differetial operator
0% on T*M, and each N, there exists a constant C,ny i such that for h small
enough,

sup  [0%(x,& h)| < Canich”.
(z,£)€ER\V (h)
We then write
MSp.w(A) C V(h).
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The change of variables formula for the full symbol of a pseudodiffer-
ential operator [Zwo12, Theorem 9.10] contains an asymptotic expansion
in powers of h consisting of derivatives of the original symbol. Thus defini-
tion does not depend on the choice of the quantization procedure Opy,.
Moreover, since we take § < 1/2, if A € \I'gomp is microsupported inside
some V(h) and B € ¥, then AB, BA, and A* are also microsupported
inside V' (h). This implies the following.

LEMMA 2.7. Suppose that A, B € U™ and MSy, ¢(A) "\MSy w(B) = 0.
Then
WFy 4 (AB) = 0.

For A € U"™P(M), (2,&) ¢ WFL(A) if and only if there exists an
h-independent neighborhood u of (z,&) such that A is microsupported on
the complement of U. However, A need only be microsupported on any

h-independent neighborhood of WFy, ¢ (A), not on WFy, w(A) itself. Also,
notice that by Taylor’s formula if A € W5 P (M) is microsupported in V'(h)
and ¢ > ¢, then A is also microsupported on the set of all points in V' (h)
which are at least h® away from the complement of V (h).

REMARK 2.8. Notice that since we are working with A € U§*"P(M) for
0 <6 < 1/2 we have a € S;"P(T*M) and a can only vary on a scale ~ h=°.
This implies that the set MSy, ¢ (A) will respect the uncertainty principle.

2.2.3.2. Ellipticity and L* operator norm. For A € WP*(M), define its
elliptic set ell(A) C T*M as follows: (z,£) € ell(A) if and only if there
exists a neighborhood U of (x,£) in T'M and a constant C' such that
lo(A)] > C~H¢)™ in U NT*M. The following statement is the standard
semiclassical elliptic estimate; see [Hor07, Theorem 18.1.24’] for the closely
related microlocal case and for example [Dyal2| Section 2.2] for the semi-
classical case.

LEMMA 2.9. Suppose that P € WP(M) and A € U (M) with
WFLw(A) C ell(P). Then for each x € C(M), there exist Q; €
\I/g”/_m(M) such that

XA = XQ1P + QU (h™) = xPQa + QW™ (h*).
In particular, for each s € R and u € HZ'””/ there exists C' > 0 such that
for all N > 0, and x1 € C*°(M) with x1 =1 on supp ¥,

IxAullm; < ClixPull garms-—m + Q) xaull -

We also recall the estimate for the L? — L? norm of a pseudodifferential
operator (see for example [Zwo12 Chapter 13]).

LEMMA 2.10. Suppose that A € Ws(M). Then there exists C > 0 such
that
| Al 22 < sup |o(A)| + CR'™%.
T*M
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2.2.4. Semiclassical microlocalization of distributions and op-
erators.

2.2.4.1. Semiclassical wavefront sets and microsupport for distributions.
An h-dependent family u(h) : (0,hg) — D'(M) is called h-tempered if for
each open U € M, there exist constants C' and N such that

-N
(2.10) Ju()ll g g7y < Ch7Y.

For a tempered distribution u, we say that (xg,&y) € T"M does not lie in
the wavefront set WFy,(u), if there exists a neighborhood V' of (zg,&y) such
that for each A € U(M) with WFy, ¢(A4) C V, we have Au = QC>®(h>).

As above, we write
WF(u) = WL (u) U WFL (u)

where WFy,%(u) = WFy,(u) N S*M. By Lemma (z0,&0) € WFy(u) if and
only if there exists compactly supported A € U(M) elliptic at (xg,&p) such
that Au = QC™(h*°). The wavefront set of u is a closed subset of T" M.
It is empty if and only if u = @C>(M)(h*>°). We can also verify that for u
tempered and A € ¥§'(M), WF,(Au) C WFy, ¢ (A) N WEF (u).

DEFINITION 2.11. A tempered distribution u is said to be microsupported
on an h—dependent family of sets V(h) C T*M if for § € [0,1/2), A €
Us(M), and MSy w(A) NV =0, WF,(Au) = 0.

2.2.4.2. Semiclassical wavefront sets of tempered operators. An h- de-
pendent family of operators A(h) : S(M) — S'(M’) is called h-tempered if
for each U @ M, there exists N > 0 and k € Z™, such that

-N
(2.11) IAR a0y 7, oy = CP

For an h-tempered family of operators, we write that the wavefront set
of A is given by

WFh/(A) = {(3}‘, 57 Y, 7]) |7 (l‘, 57 Y, —77) € WFh(KA)}
where K 4 is the Schwartz kernel of A.

DEFINITION 2.12. A tempered operator A is said to be microsupported
on an h-dependent family of sets V(h) C T*M x T*M', if for all 6 € [0,1/2)
and each B; € \:[15(MI) and By € \I/(;(M) with (Msh7\y(B1) X Mshjq;(Bg)) N
V =0, we have WFy,(B1AB2) = (). We then write

MSy'(A) € V(h).
REMARK 2.13. With the definitions above, we have for A € WJ*(M),
WFh/(A> = {(I‘,f,x,{) : (waf) € WFh,‘I/(A)}

In addition, we have that if A € U5"™P, then MSy, ¢(A) C V(h) if and only
if
MSy/(4) € {(@,&2,€) : (2,€) € V(h)}.
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Since there is a simple relationship between WF}, ¢ and WFy, as well as
MSy, v and MSy,, we will only use the notation without ¥ from this point
forward and the correct object will be understood from context.

2.2.5. Semiclassical Lagrangian distributions. In this subsection,
we review some facts from the theory of semiclassical Lagrangian distribu-
tions. See [GST7, Chapter 6] or [VINO6) Section 2.3] for a detailed account,
and [Hor09l Section 25.1] or [GS94b), Chapter 11] for the microlocal case.
We do not attempt to define the principal symbol as a globally invariant
object. Indeed, it is not always possible to do so in the semiclassical set-
ting. When it is possible to do so, i.e. when the Lagrangian is exact, we
define the symbol modulo the Maslov bundle. When the Lagrangian is not
exact, a factor ¢"4/" with A a constant depending on the choice of phase
function appears. Taking symbols modulo the Maslov bundle makes the
theory considerably simpler. We can make this simplification since for all of
our symbolic computations, we work only in a single coordinate chart and,
moreover, except when A is conic and hence exact, we are concerned only
with the absolute value of the symbol.

2.2.5.1. Phase functions. Let M be a manifold without boundary. We
denote its dimension by d. Let ¢(z,0) be a smooth real-valued function on
some open subset U, of M x RE, for some L; we call = the base variable
and 6 the oscillatory variable. As in [Hor07, Section 21.2], we say that ¢ is
a clean phase function with excess e if the number of linearly independent
differentials d(0p, ), . ..,d(0g, ) on the critical set

(2.12) Cyp = {(2,0) | By = 0} C U,
is equal to L — e where e = dim C,, — dim X. Note that
Ay = {(z,0:0(x,0)) | (x,0) € Cp} CT*M

is an immersed Lagrangian submanifold (we will shrink the domain of ¢ to
make it embedded). We say that ¢ generates A,. We call ¢ a non-degenerate
phase function if e = 0.

2.2.5.2. Symbols. Let 6 € [0,1/2). A smooth function a(z, 8; h) is called
a compactly supported symbol of type d on Uy, if it is supported in some
compact h-independent subset of U, and for each differential operator 9
on M x R, there exists a constant C,, such that

sup [0%)| < Cph~0l,
©
As above, we write a € S57"P(U,) and denote S™P := S°"P.
2.2.5.3. Lagrangian distributions. Given a clean phase function ¢ with

excess e and a symbol a € S5”"P(U,,), consider the h-dependent family of
functions

(2.13) w(w; h) = (2mh)—(@+2L-20)/4 / 90w Mg (3 0 ) do.
RL
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We call u a Lagrangian distribution of type § generated by ¢ and denote
this by u € I5""P(Ay).

By the method of non-stationary phase, if supp a is contained in some
h-dependent compact set K (h) C Uy, then

(2.14) MSy(u) C {(z,0pp(z,0)) | (x,0) € CoNK(h)} C Ag.

REMARK 2.14. We are using the fact that a € S5(U,) for some § < 1/2
here.

The phase dependent principal symbol o,(u) € S5°"7(Ay) of w is defined
modulo @(h'~2%) by the expression

(2.15) op(u)(x, 0pp(x,0); h) = a(x,0;h), for (x,0)¢€ C,.

That o, (u) does not depend (modulo @(h!~2?)) on the choice of a producing
u will follow from Lemma [2.15] However, it does depend on the choice of ¢
parameterizing A.

2.2.5.4. Principal Symbols. We define the principal symbol of a La-
grangian distribution independently of the choice of ¢. To do this, we will
need to use half-densities on A, (see, for example [Zwol2, Chapter 9] for
a definition).

Following [H6r09, Section 25.1], we split the 6 variables into § = (¢’,0")
such that the map C¢ 3 (z,6) — 0" has bijective differential where

CE = {($50) 1 Ogp(z,0) =0, Oxip(z,0) = 5}

/! "
P = ( Spla/ca: ()qulﬂ’ ) ,
Pow Poo
LEMMA 2.15. Modulo Maslov factors, and a factor e

stant A € R depending on ¢, the principal symbol
o) € Sgomp(A<p5 91/2)/h1_255§0mp(A¢; 91/2)

Then, letting

Ak for some con-

is a half density given by

o (w)(x, €) = |de] /> /C oz, 0)e™/ 45| dot @[~ 1/2 49"
£

REMARK 2.16. In the case that A, is exact the factor ¢t A/1 can be

removed.

DEFINITION 2.17. Let A C T*M be an embedded Lagrangian submani-
fold. We say that an h-dependent family of functions u(z;h) € C°(M) is a
(compactly supported and compactly microlocalized) Lagrangian distribu-
tion of type 0 associated to A, if it can be written as a sum of finitely many
functions of the form , for different phase functions ¢ parametrizing
open subsets of A, plus an @CZ°(h>°) remainder. Denote by I3""P(A) the
space of all such distributions, and put I°™P(A) := Ig”"P(A).
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By Lemma if ¢ is a phase function and u € I3""P(A,), then u can
be written in the form for some symbol a, plus an @CZ°(h*°) remain-
der. The symbol o,(u), given by (2.15)), is well-defined modulo @(h!~2).

The action of a pseudodifferential operator on a Lagrangian distribution
is given by the following Lemma, following from the method of stationary
phase:

LEMMA 2.18. Let u € I;""P(A) and P € W' (M). Then Pu e I3""P(A).
Moreover, if A = A, for some phase function ¢, then

o(Pu) = a(P)|s - o(u) + O(h' ") geomp .

2.2.6. Fourier integral operators. A special case of Lagrangian dis-
tributions are Fourier integral operators associated to canonical relations.
Let M, M’ be two manifolds of dimension d; and ds, respectively. Consider
a Lagrangian submanifold A C T*M' x T*M.

A compactly supported operator U : D'(M') — C°(M) is called a
(semiclassical) Fourier integral operator of type § associated to the canonical
relation

C={(=¢&yn): (z,§y —n) € A}
if its Schwartz kernel Ky (z,2’) lies in I3""P(A). We write U € I°"P(C).

The numerology h~(4+2L=2¢)/4 i ([@13) is explained by the fact that the
normalization for Fourier integral operators is chosen so that

NUl L2(mry— 2y ~ 1
when C' is the generated by a symplectomorphism.

The main lemma in the calculus of Fourier integral operators is as follows
[H6r09, Theorem 25.2.3]

LEMMA 2.19. Let Ay € Igomp(MQ X Ml,Cl) and Ay € Igomp(Mg X
My, C3) and suppose that the composition C' = Co0oC1 is clean with excess
e. Then, A10As € h_e/ngomp(C). For v € C, let Cy denote the fiber over
v of the intersection of Cy x Cy with T*Ms x A(T*Ms) x T*M. Then, if
a1 and ag, and a are the principal symbols of A1, As and A3 Ay respectively,
then

a= (27rh)_e/2/ as X aj.
C’Y

We will also need the following version of Lemma [2.1§] for pseudodiffer-

ential compositions.

LEMMA 2.20. Assume that U € I3;"™P(A) with A C T*X x T*Y and
P € U™(M'") with p = o(P) vanishing on the projection of A onto T*(X).
Denote by py the subprincipal symbol of P. Then PA € hlf(‘;“)]g?amx&’e) (A)
with principal symbol
i_lhEHpa + pia

where H,, is the Hamiltonian vector field generated by p.
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2.2.7. Semiclassical wavefront set calculus. We give some facts
which are standard in the homogeneous setting. The following lemma is the
analog of [Hor03l Theorem 8.2.4]

LEMMA 2.21. Suppose that u is a tempered distribution on M’ and f :
M — M’ is a C*® map. Let

Nf = {<f($)777) € M/ X S;;(:c)Mlv (dfm)tn = 0}'

Then the pullback f*u can be defined in one and only one way for all u €
D'(M') tempered with

Ny N WFL (u) =0
so that f*u = uof when u € C*. Moreover,
WE(f*u) C {(z, (dfa)'n) : (f(2),n) € WEy(w)} =: f* WFp(u).

PROOF. The proof of the first statement follows that in [Hor03, Theo-
rem 8.2.4] as does the statement for WF*(u).

To see that WFL/(f*u) ¢ f*WFp/(u) we may assume that M and
M’ are subsets of R% and RY respectively. We may also assume that « is
supported in a small neighborhood of a point f(zg) and has WF,%(u) = ()
and hence that u is compactly microlocalized. In this case, we observe that

Fru= (2rh) / u(a')er @O~ ey
Then, since u is compactly microlocalized, we can write
fru= (2rh)~? /u(m')a(m’, 1:,f)elﬂ(<f(m)’5>_<m/’§>)d§dﬂz/ + Ocoo (h™)

where a € S°°™P. Thus, f*u = F,u where F, is a Fourier integral operator
associated to the relation

C={(z,6&,2",n) e T*"M x T*M' : x = f(z'), £ = (df)'n}.
The wave front set statement follows. O

Combining Lemma with [Ale08|, Lemma 5], we have

LEMMA 2.22. Suppose that u and v are tempered distributions on M.
Then the product uwv can be defined as the pullback of u ® v by the diagonal
map 6 : X — X X X provided that

WEFL (u) N {(z,€) : (x,—€) € WFL (v)} = 0.
Moreover,
WFy (uv) C {(z, £+ 1) : (z,§) € WFL(u), (z,n) € WFL(v)}.

We also need the following simple lemma



2.2. SEMICLASSICAL PRELIMINARIES 25

LEMMA 2.23. Suppose that u is a tempered distribution on M and f :
M — M’ is a O map. Then the pushforward, f.u has

WFL(feu) C (df)! WFy(u)
where
(df)'A = {(2',n) : there exists (x,&) € A with x' = f(x), (dfs)'¢ = n}.

PROOF. The case of WF},? follows from the standard proof in the ho-
mogeneous setting (see for example [GS77), Chapter 6]).
For the case of WFy,/, we observe similar to lemma that

fou = (27h) " /eiil(<f(x)’£)_<m/’5>)u(az)d§d9§.

Then, as above, we may assume that u is compactly microlocalized and
hence that f, is a Fourier integral operator associated to

C=A{(',n2z,6) e T*M' xT*M : 2’ = f(x), (df.)'n = &}.
O

2.2.8. The Conic Calculi.

2.2.8.1. Notation for the Kohn-Nirenberg Calculus. We refer the reader
to [Hor07] and [H6r09] for the theory of Kohn-Nirenberg pseudodifferential
operators and Fourier integral operators. We denote the standard Kohn-
Nirenberg symbol classes by ST, where for each x € C>°(R?),

con
Ston = {a € CX(T"RY) + |0]0¢ x(2)a(x,£)| < Oy (&)™,
We denote the corresponding pseudodifferential operators, and Fourier in-
tegral operators of order k by U7 and I . Furthermore, we denote by

0+ Wign(M) — Sl (M)/ Sty (M)

con

the symbol map and its right inverse, a non-canonical quantization map

Op : S (M) — Wit (M).

con

We also use the notation WF to denote the C*>° wave front set of distributions
and WF’ to denote the O™ wave front set of operators.

2.2.8.2. Conic Semiclassical Lagrangian Distributions and FIOs. We
also need a notion of semiclassical Fourier integral operators associated to
conic Lagrangians. Let ¢(x,0) be a clean phase function with excess e that
is homogeneous of degree 1 in the § variables.

We say that a smooth function a(x,0;h) is a symbol of order k on U, if
suppa C K x {|0] > C} for some h independent C' and K € M and if for
a, and f3, there exist a constants C,g such that

050 a] < Cap()F17.
We write a € S™(U,,).
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Then we consider the h—dependent family of functions

(2.16) u(z; h) = (27rh)(d+2L26)/4/ @0z, 0; h)de.

RL
We call v a Lagrangian distribution of order k generated by ¢ and denote this
by u € I"™(A,). The properties of such distributions follow from those of the
standard homogeneous Lagrangian distributions since ([2.16)) corresponds to
a rescaling in the phase variable of a homogeneous Lagrangian distribution.

DEFINITION 2.24. Let A C T*M be a Lagrangian submanifold that is
conic outside of a compact set in the fiber. We say that a distribution
u(z) € D'(M) is a semiclassical Lagrangian distribution of order k and type
0 associated to A if it can be written as a sum of finitely many distributions
of the form for different phase functions ¢, homogeneous of degree 1
in 0, parametrizing open sets of A plus an element of I;""(A). Denote by
I§*(A) the space of all such distributions.

The notion of conic semiclassical Fourier integral operators follows anal-
ogous to that in Section and the calculus of conic semiclassical integral
operators analogous to Lemma follows from the proof in the homoge-
neous setting.

2.3. The shymbol

In Chapters [ and [5] we will need to compute symbols of operators whose
semiclassical order may vary from point to point in T*M. One can often
handle this type of behavior by using weights to compensate for the growth.
However, this requires some a priori knowledge of how the order changes
and limits the allowable size in the change of order. In this section, we will
develop a notion of a sheaf valued symbol, the shymbol, that can be used to
work in this setting without such a priori knowledge.

Let M be a compact manifold. Let 7 (7™ M) be the topology on T*M.
For s € R, denote the symbol map

R T R

Suppose that for some N > 0 and § € [0,1/2), A € A" NUP"P(M). We

define a finer notion of symbol for such a pseudodifferential operator. Fix

0 < e < 1—20. For each open set U € T(T*M), define the e-order of A on
there exists x € C2°(T* M), x|v = 1,}

U
8= {5 e 75 (0PR(x) A Opn (X))l = 0

Then it is clear that for any V' € U there exists x € C°(U) with x =1 on
V such that Opy(x)A Opn(x) € hfaWWS™P (1),

I4(U) = sggs—kl—%
S €

where
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Give T(T*M) the ordering that U < V if V' C U with morphisms
U — Vit U <V. Notice that U <V implies I5(U) < I§(V). Then define
the functor F§ : T(T*M) — Comm (the category of commutative rings)
by

pe () = [PAOSETEADI /WAOHRSE AN 15(U) # 00
{0} 15(U) = o0
A 0 I5(V) =00

Then F'§ is a presheaf on T*M. We sheafify F'3, still denoting the
resulting sheaf by I, and say that A is of e-class 5. We define the stalk
of the sheaf at ¢ by F'(q) := li%mqu Fq(U).

Now, for every U C T(T*M), 15(U) # oo, there exists xy € C°(T*M)
with xp =1 on U such that o 1) (Opn(xv)A Opn(xv))|lv # 0. Then we
define the e-shymbol of A to be the section of F7, 6( (A) : T(IT*M) — Fq(-),
given by

56 (A) = UIZ(U)(Oph(XU)AOph(XU))|U 15(U) # 00
v 140 = o0

Define also the e-stalk shymbol, °(A), to be the germ of 6°(A) at q as a
section of F.

Now, define I5(q) = sup,eyy I4(U). We then define the simpler com-
pressed shymbol

§°(A) s T"M — | | h1a@C / WIS@+1-25C by
q

(2.17) 0 Ii(q) =0
°(A)(q) == {lien(}&f](A)(q) IQ(Q) < o0

The limit in exists since if 15(q) < oo, then there exists U > ¢
such that for all V. C U, I5(V) = I5(U). This also shows that it is enough
to take any sequence of U, | q. It is easy to see from standard composition
formulae that the compressed shymbol has

5(AB)(q) = 5°(A)(9)5(B)(q), A€ h™NUP™ and B € A MPsomP,
Moreover,
a°([A, B])(q) = —ih {5°(A)(q),°(B)(q)} -

The following lemma follows from Lemma combined with the defi-
nitions above:

LEMMA 2.25. Suppose that A € \Ilgomp and let T be a semiclassical FIO
associated to the symplectomorphism k with elliptic symbol t € Ss. Then for
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0 < N independent of h (AT)y = (T*A*)N (AT)V has

o 5¢ i 15 (8*(g))+1-25
F((AT)N)(@) =] (|a (At ori (q) + O (h 5, (8 @)+ )) |
i=1
Proor. Fix ¢ € T*M. Let x € Cg° have x; = 1 on B, (%) and
supp xr C By (%) . Then let D := Opy(xx)(AT)n Oprn(xk). We have that

D = Opn(xx)(BT)~n Opn(xi) + QU™P ()

where B; = Opy(¢k,i)A; Opn(¥k,i) and ¢5; = 1 in some neighborhood of
B%(¢q) and is supported inside a neighborhood Uy ; of 3(¢) such that Uy ; |
g. Then the result follows from standard composition formulae in Lemma
2.19) U

Now, since € > 0 is arbitrary, we define the semiclassical order of A at ¢
by T4(q) := sup.q I5(q) with the understanding that f = @(h!4(?)) means
that for any € > 0,

[£(@)] < Ceh 2@,
Furthermore, we suppress the € in the notation ¢¢(A)(¢) and denote the
compressed shymbol, 5(A)(q), again with the understanding that for any
e >0,

5(4)q) € MHO7C [z



CHAPTER 3

Meromorphic Continuation of the Resolvent

In this chapter, we begin our analysis of —Apn s and —Apq 5. We start
by giving the formal definition of the operators using quadratic forms. We
then prove the meromorphic continuation of the resolvent for —Apq 5. The
proof for —Apq s can be found in [GS14] Section 6]. Then, in addition
to describing resonances as poles of the meromorphic continuation of the
resolvent, we give a more concrete description of resonances as solutions to
transmission problems. In particular,

THEOREM 3.1. Let Q € R? have smooth boundary. Suppose that V :
L2(02) — L%(0R) is self adjoint and invertible. Then

Ry(\) == (=Apqs — A1

has a meromorphic continuation from Im X\ > 1 to C if d is odd and to the
logarithmic cover of C\ {0} if d is even.

Moreover, the poles of Ry (\) are in 1-1 correspondence with solutions
we HY (R4 09) to

(3.1) . .
u is A-outgoing.

{(—Aams' —A)u=0

Here,
HY?(U) = {u € H¥*(U) : Aue L*(U)}.
We also show

THEOREM 3.2. Suppose that Q € R? has a smooth boundary. Then A
is a resonance of —Apq s if and only if the following has a solution u =

w ©uy € HYX(Q) o HY L R\ Q)
(=A = X)u; =0 (=A = X)uy =0

(3.2) Oyuilon = Oyuzlog w1 —ug + V3o,u; =0 on 09
ug 1S A-outgoing.

Furthermore, (except for in d =1 with A\ = 0 which is always a pole) X is a
resonance if and only if there is a nonzero solution ¥ € L?(09) of

(I — 8, DLNV ) = 0.

29
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Once we have defined the operator, we give the proof of Theorem [3.1] and
This is done similarly to the analysis for —Ar 5 in [GS14], however, the
process is complicated by the lower regularity of dj,. We start by showing
that I — V0, D¢ has a meromorphic inverse and by writing a formula for Ry
in terms of I — V0, D¢ we obtain Theorem

3.1. Formal definition of the operators

3.1.1. Definition of —Apq s. We define the operator —Apq s using the
symmetric quadratic form, with dense domain H'(R?) C L2(R%),

Qv.o0(u, w) = (Vu, Vw) p2gay + (Vyu, yw) 2 (a0) -

where v : H*(R?) — H*~1/2(9Q), s > 1/2 denotes the restriction operator.
Using the Sobolev embedding and Hoélder’s inequality, we can bound

1 1
(33)  Ivullrzen) < Cllullfllullfn < Cellullg +C e Hjull 2 -
It follows that there exist ¢,C > 0 such that
|Quoa(u,w)] < Cllullgi|wllm  and  cllulf < Qvonlu,uw) + Cllulz. .

By Reed-Simon [RS80, Theorem VIIL.15], Qv.aa(u,w) is determined by
a unique self-adjoint operator —Apq s, with domain Ds consisting of u €
H' such that Qyaa(u,w) < C|lw|: for all w € HY(R?). By Rellich’s
embedding lemma, the potential term is compact relative to H'. It follows
by Weyl’s essential spectrum theorem, see [RS78, Theorem XIII.14], that
Oess(—Ao0,5) = [0,00). Additionally, there are at most a finite number of
eigenvalues in (—o0, 0], each of finite multiplicity.

If w € Ds, by the Riesz representation theorem we then have
Qvoa(u,w) = (g,w) for some g € L*RY), and taking w € C(RY)
shows that in the sense of distributions
(3.4) —Au+ (Vyu)dgn =g
Conversely, if u € H'(RY) and holds for some g € L?(R?), then by
density of C>* C H! we have Qv gq(u,w) = (g,w) for w € H'(R?), hence

u € Ds, and —Apq su is given by the left hand side of (3.4). We thus can
define

lullp, = [lull s + [[Ase,sull L2,
where finiteness of the second term carries the assumption that Agq su € L?.
Suppose that x € C®°(R%\ Q) and that v € H'(R?) solves (3.4). Then,

A(xu) = xg + 2(Vx, V)u + (Ax)u € L*(R?).
Hence,
Ixull gz < Cxllullp -
That is, Ds ¢ H'(R?) N HE (R \ 99), with continuous inclusion.
For general 992 and V', elements of D may be more singular near 0.
However, we assume that 02 is a C*° hypersurface and that V : H 2 (092) —
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H%(GQ) Then since u € H'(R?), and v : H*(RY) — Hs_%(ﬁQ) for s €
(3,2], we have Vyu € H%(8Q) By (3.4) we can write u as (—A)"1g plus
the single layer potential of a H %(89) function, hence estimates such as
[GS14, Proposition 8.1] (see also [Eps07, Theorems 9, 10]) show that

Ds C & = H'(RY) n (H*(Q) & H*(R?\ Q)),

with continuous inclusion. We remark that H?(Q) and H2(R?\ Q) can
be identified as restrictions of H?(R%) functions; see [Cal61] and [Ste70,
Theorem VIL.5]. Thus, if v € D then u has a well defined trace on 9§ of

regularity H 3 (012), and the first derivatives of u have one-sided traces from
the interior and exterior, of regularity H 2 (092).
For w € H'(R%) and u € &, it follows from Green’s identities that
Qvoa(u, w) = (—Au, w) r2ra\po + (Ovu + Opru + Vyu, yw) r2(90) ,

where 9, and 9,, denote the exterior normal derivatives from Q and R? \ Q.

Thus, in the case that V is bounded from H%(E)Q) — H%(ﬁQ), we can
completely characterize the domain D of the self-adjoint operator —Apq s
as

(3.5) Ds = {u € & such that Odyu+ dpu+ Vyu = O} )
in which case Aposu = Aulg & Aulpag.
3.1.2. Definition of —Ayq 5. We assume that V : L?(0Q) — L?(99)
is self-adjoint and invertible and define —Apq s/ using the quadratic form
Qs o0t w) = (Vu, Vw)gaygo + (V! (yuz — yur), (Ywr — yws)) s

with form domain H'(R?\ 9Q) N L?(R?) =: Q (see also [BLL13]). Here
up = u|g and ug = u]Rd\ﬁ.
Using the Sobolev embedding and Holder’s inequality as in (3.3]) that

1 1
Iyullzzo0)y < Cllull 7> gay el o) < Cellull ey + CeHlull 2 gay

el 2o < CllullEaqgen 161 s gy < Cellullin oy + Ce ey
So, there exist ¢, C' > 0 such that
Qua paluw)] < Cllullalwle,
cllully < Qv o) + Clluls.

By Reed-Simon [RS80), Theorem VIII.15], Qv o0 (u,w) is determined by
a unique self-adjoint operator —Apq 57, with domain Ds consisting of v € Q
such that Qv a0 (u, w) < Cllwl|r2 for all w € Q.

By Rellich’s embedding lemma, the potential term is compact relative
to Q. It follows by Weyl’s essential spectrum theorem, see [RST8 Theorem
XIIL.14], that oess(—Apn,s) = [0,00). Additionally, there are at most a
finite number of eigenvalues in (—o0, 0], each of finite multiplicity.
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Now, if u € Dy, then by the Riesz representation theorem
Qs p0(u, w) = (g, w)

for some g € L?(R?). Then, taking w € C2°(R?) shows that in the sense of
distributions

(3.6) — Au — 050 @ (ug —u2) = g.

Conversely, if u € Q and (3.6)) holds for g € L?(R%), then by density of C® C
Q, Qv .00(u, w) = (g,w) for w € Q and hence u € Dy with —Apq su = g.
Then we can define

lullp, = llullg + [[Asq,sul 2

Moreover, by identical arguments to those above, Dy C HZ _(R?\ 09Q).
Now, suppose u € Dg. Then, applying (—A)~! to (3.6) gives

(3.7) u=—DL0)(u; —ug) + (=A) g

where D{(0) denotes the double layer potential. Notice that (3.7)) implies
that

—Au(z) = g(x), z € R4\ 99Q.
Hence, u € HA (R4 \ 0Q) N L2(R?) where for s < 2, and U C R? open
Hi(U)={uec H*U) : Auec L*(U)}
which has norm
lull s @y = lullms @) + |Aull L2 )
That is, Dy C HA(R?\ Q) N L2(RY).
LEMMA 3.3. Let U C R¢ be open with smooth boundary. Then the map
HA(U) > u — dyulgy € H*3/?

can be extended continuously from the corresponding map C*°(U) —

C=(QU).

PROOF. Let E : H*(0U) — H*T'/2(U), s > —1/2 denote the extension
operator. Then fix w € H*(OU). Observe that for v € C*(U),

(O, w)our| < Vv, VEW) 2| + [|Av|| 20 [ Ew| 121

S CHUHHfer%(U)HEwHHer%(U) + HAUHLQ(U)HEw||L2(U)

< Clv Fw < C|v w|| gs .
<Ol o g Ml s gy < O o Bl
Hence, since w|sy € H*(OU) is arbitrary,

100l -5y < C||UHH;+3/2(U)

and the lemma follows from density of C*°(U). O
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Now, by Lemma or rather its analog for A = 0 (see, e.g |[Tay11,
Proposition 7.11.4]) we can take the normal derivative of the right hand
side of (3.7)) from either inside or outside 02 and the limits agree. Hence,

Oyur = Oyug = —8,,N(0)(U1 - u?) + 8V(_A)_lg‘

Moreover, 9, D¢(0) is a homogeneous pseudodifferential operator of order 1
and hence maps H*(9Q) — H*~1(0Q) for all s. Therefore, for u € Dy,

(38) (9VU1 = E?VuQ.

LEMMA 3.4. Let U C R? be open with smooth boundary. Then for u €
HX(U) and w € HY(U),

(3.9) (Vu, Vw)y = (—Au,w)y + (Oyu, w)ay.
where the last pairing is interpreted as the dual pairing of H_%(GU) and
H2(9U).

PROOF. Let u, € C*(U) have u, — win HA(U). Then, by the previous
lemma and the definition of H(U),

—Aup, — —Au, u, — u, Ou, — Oyu.
L2(U) HY(U) H-1/2(3U)

Therefore,

<vu7 VIU)U

(V(u—up), Vw)y + (Vuy,, Vw)y
(V(u—up), V)i + (—Aup, w)y + (Oytun, w)ou
= (—Au, w)y + (Oyu, w)su

where we have used the fact that w|sy € H 172, O

Now, let u € Dgs and w € Q. Then using and we have that
for some g € L?(R9),
(9, w) 2Ry = Q57 00(u, w)
= (—Au, w) 2 o) + (Gur + V7 (yur — yug), ywi — yws)ao
Thus, for u € Dg,
dyuy + V7 (yuy —yug) =0

and hence d,u; = dyuz € L*(99). Now, let Dy, (i), j = 1,2 denote the
Neumann to Dirichlet map at A =4 with j = 1 and 2 corresponding to {2
and R?\ Q) respectively. Then, Dy (i) : L*(0Q) — H'(99). and hence there

exists v € L2(R?) N Hi/Q(]Rd \ 09) solving
(-A4+1)v=0, in RY \0Q 9Jyvy = dyve, Uj|8Q = DNj (i)a,,juj.
So, u — v solves

(=A)(u—v)=v—Au inR?\ 9Q O, (uj —v;) =0
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and hence u — v € H?(R%\ 09Q). Together, this implies that u € Hz/Q(Rd \
Q). Thus, we have

3
u € H(RT\ 09Q) N LA(RY) :
Oyur = Oyus, Vo,u + yup — yus =0

Dy C Egr := {

Now, let u € Es. Then for w € Q
Qs 00 (u, w) = (Vu, Vw)gago + (V! (yuz — yur), ywr — yws)
= (—Au, w)ga\po + (Gvur + V™ (yur — yug), ywy — yws)
= <_Au7w>Rd\8Q'

Hence, u € Dy i.e. £ C Dgs and we have fully characterized the domain
Dg/ of —Aagﬁ/ as
(3.10)

Dsr ={u € HE(Rd \ o) N L2(]Rd) 2 Oyuy = Oyug, VO,uy +yuy —yug = 0}.
As above, for u € Dy, Apoyu = Aulg ® Aulgsg. Furthermore, using this
in , as a distribution

—Au+ 8 @ (Vo,u) = g.
Thus, if u is A-outgoing and solves (—Agq s — A?)u = 0, then

—Au+ 8o @ (Vo,u) — Nu =0

and hence, applying Ro(A) on the left,

u~+ Ro(N)dhg @ (VO,u) =0
(3.11) w—DIVIu=0

(I - 8,D0V)du =0

3.2. Meromorphic continuation of the resolvent
We assume that V is self adjoint and invertible. Hence,
. L2(0Q) = L2(89)-
(3.12) I < Cl[Vul

REMARK 3.5. We have in mind the situation that V is a self-adjoint
pseudodifferential operator that is elliptic.

Under these assumptions, we show that (I —V 8, D¢(\))~! is a meromorphic
family of Fredholm operators on the domain of Ry(A).
We start by analyzing I — V9, Dl(N). Observe that by Proposition

0,DI~t : H(08)) — H5T1(09) exists as a meromorphic family of operators
and we can write

(I —V8,DlN) = (8,D071(N\) = V)D,DL(N).
Hence, since 8, D¢~! : H® — H*T! it is compact on L? and —V + 9, D¢*

is Fredholm by (3.12).
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To conclude that (—=V 4+ 9,D¢~1(\))~! is a meromorphic family of op-
erators, we need only show that there exists A\g with Im Ag > 0 such that
(=V +0,DL(N)~ 1)1 exists.

To see this, let A = ih~'. Then, 9, D¢(ih') is a semiclassical pseudo-
differential operator with small parameter A and symbol

/1+ /|2
(3.13) o(0,Dr) = —h‘lA.

2

Since we work in the physical half plane we can see that Ro(ih~!) € h=20—2
elliptic with symbol
h2
lEP+1
and Ry = Opp(a) where a has terms depending polynomially on &.

o(Ro(ih™))

REMARK 3.6. In fact, since we work on R?
Ro(ih™") = Opn(R*(I¢* +1)71).

Thus, (3.13) follows from Lemma

Using, (3.13]), we have ||0, D¢~ ul|;2 < Chllul|;2 and for h small enough,
(3.12) implies
(3.14) [ullze < CI(=V + 0,DE )ul| Lo
Together with the Fredholm property and the Analytic Fredholm Theorem
(see for example [DZl, Appendix C]), this implies that for h sufficiently small,
(=V +8,D01(e3™/*h=1)) is invertible and hence that (—V 48, D¢~1()\)) is

a meromorphic family of Fredholm operators on L?. Putting this together
with the meromorphy of 8, D¢(\)~! : H® — H5*! this implies that

(I -=Va,DlN)"t=0,DN) Y=V +9,De(N)"H~t:L? - H?

is a meromorphic family of operators.

We now prove the meromorphy of Ry (\). Let L be a vector field with
L|pq = 0,. Then let K = —L*y*VyLRo(\) and suppose p € C°(R?) with
p=1on Q. We have 9,Dl()\) = y1Ro(\)yi where 1 = L.

REMARK 3.7. Notice that in this formula for 9,D¢, one must interpret
~L as either y©L or v~ L where 4* denote restriction as a limit from either
inside or outside of 092. However, in the case of 0,Df, it does not matter
how one chooses from +. (See Proposition

Then,
(3.15) (I+KNp) ' =% =V, D)
So,
I+ENp) ™ =1-IT+ENXNp) " KQX)p
=T+ ~5(I —Va,DLN) 'VyiRo(\)p.
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Hence,
KN =p)I+ENp)~H = KN~ p)
and we have that
Ry (A) = RoA)(I + K(N)p) (I = K(A\)(1 - p))
= (Ro(\) + Ro(\)yi(I = VO, DLN) 'V Ro(N)p) (I = K(A)(1 = p))

2
comp

(3.16)  Rv(\)g = Ro(N)g+ Ro(A\)i(I =V, DLN)) " Vi Ro(N)g.
Thus, the meromorphy of (I + V9,DE(\))~! from L? — H' implies that
Ry(\): L2, — HY*

comp loc

and hence for g € L we can take pg = g to obtain

is meromorphic with A-outgoing image for A in the domain of Ry(\).

To see that in d = 1, we have meromorphy of the resolvent at A = 0,
we observe that in that case I — V9, D{(\) is a matrix valued meromorphic
function and hence det(I — V9, D()\)) is a meromorphic function. Together
with the invertibility of I — V9, Dl(\) for some Ay with ImAg > 0, we
have that det((I — V3,D¢()\))~!) is a meromorphic family of operators on
C. Hence, the meromorphy of Ry(A) at 0 together with implies the
meromorphy of Ry () at 0. Moreover, since 7{ has finite dimensional range,
the singular terms of Ry () also have this property.

We use a version of Rellich uniqueness theorem to show that resonances
occur at A such has a solution.

LEMMA 3.8. If A lies in the domain of Ry(X), then a global A-outgoing
solution to (—A — \2)u = 0 vanishes identically.

LEMMA 3.9. For X\ in the domain of Ro()\), A-outgoing solutions u €
HZIQOC(Rd \ ). to (3.1) lie in 1-1 correspondence with solutions f € L? of
(I —=VO,DLN)f =0 given by u= Ro(AN) (7 f) and f = Vyu.

PROOF. Let f € L? with (I —V3,Dl()\))f = 0 and define u = Ro(v} f).
Then, by [Tay11, Section 7.11], together with (3.12), (—A — A\?)u = 0 in
Q; and d,ulpq € L2 Now, let Dy, (i) denote the Neumann to Dirichlet
map at A = i. Then Dy,(i) : L?> — H' and hence, there exists u; €
L*N HZIQOC(RCI \ 092) solving,

(A 4+ 1Du=0, inQ; Jyuilog = dyulsq, U|3Qi = Dn; (1) 0y, ulaq-

So, u — up solves

(A =X (u—u1) = —(=A = N)uy € L*(), 0y,(u—u1)=0

(R9\ 0R2). Together, this implies u € Hi/’?OC(Rd\@Q).
By definition u is A-outgoing and (—A — A\?)u = 7} f. Now,

1 Vyu=Vo,DINf =7f

and hence u—wu; € H12oc

so u solves ([3.1]).
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FIGURE 3.2.1. Picture of & C R where Q = |J; ;. The
arrows show the direction of the normal vector at each point
of Q)

Now, suppose that u € Hz/ 120C solves ([3.1). Then, by Lemma
yiu =1 Ro(A\) (Vi Vyiu) = 9, DLN) V.
So, letting f = Vyiu, we have f — V9, DI(N)f =0 and f € L?(99). O

REMARK 3.10. Notice that the kernel of I — V9, D¢(\) is in 1-1 corre-
spondence with that of I — 9, D¢(A\)V. In particular, suppose

(3.17) (I —8,DLNV)f =0.

Then, letting g = Vf, (I — V9, D¢(N))g = 0. Next, suppose that (I —
V3, DIN)f = 0. Then by (3.12), f = V9, Dlf = Vg for some g € L.
Hence, (I — 0, DL(N)V)g = 0, DLN)(I — VI, DLN))f =0.

The case d = 1 and A = 0 must be treated differently. In particular,
we need to show that Ry ()) is singular at A = 0 if and only if there is a
nontrivial solution v € HZ/ IQOC(R \ 09) N L>®(R) to Au = —{Vyu since
u € L*®(R) is equivalent to 0 outgoing for such u. In fact, it is easy to see
that v = a is a nontrivial 0-outgoing solution to Au = —v]V~y;u. Moreover,
let 00 = {z1,...2m : 1 < T2 < -+ < Ty} C R, (see Figure and
Vyiu = (e1,...¢m) € C™. Then if Au = —~]Vyu,

m

u=3 2(_1)j sgn(x — x;j) +ax +b.
J:

Now, u € L* implies @ = 0. Thus, yqu = 0 and hence c; = 0for j =1,...m.
That is, u = b is a constant. —A — V'~ has a 1 dimensional 0-outgoing
set of solutions. Thus, it remains to show that Ry () always has a simple
pole at A = 0.

Again, assume 09 = {z1,...2y @ 21 < 22 < - < Ty} C R, and
Vyiu = (e1,...¢m) € C™. Then,

(&,Dﬁ)ij = %(—1)i+jei>“zi_:€j| = O(N).
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Thus, (I — V9,DI(N))~! has a power series representation at A = 0 and
hence is holomorphic there. In addition,

(MRo(N); = (—1)7H1 2 =Y _gidle;—ul

2lz; -yl
N i Ti Y iNz—y
RO /\fy = (=1 3376 Y

are both holomorphic at A = 0. Thus, by Ry (\) has a simple pole at
A = 0 coming from the pole of Ry(\).

We now relate the existence of resonances to the solution of the trans-
mission problem .

PROOF OF THEOREM [3.2l. Suppose now that I' = 9Q for a compact
domain Q C R? with C* boundary. Then the analysis leading to (3.10)
shows that a A-outgoing solution of with u € Hi/ 120C belongs to Es joc
and satisfies the transmission problem . Conversel};, suppose U € Es1 Joc
satisfies (3.2). For w € C°(R?), Green’s identities yield

/ u(—A - X)w = —/ (ug — ug) Opyw = / (Vo,u) dyw.

R4 oN [2}9]

Hence u is a A-outgoing H 2/ 120 . distributional solution to (—A —A*)u+ %, ®

(VO,))u =0, and by the above X is a resonance. O
REMARK 3.11. The proof of meromorphic continuation of the resolvent

for —Apq s and equivalence of (1.9) and (1.10|) are similar and can be found
in [GS14].



CHAPTER 4

Boundary Layer Operators

In Chapter |3 the existence of resonances for —Ar s and —Apq s was
related to a certain equation involving boundary layer operators of the
Helmholtz equation. In this chapter we prepare for the analysis of these
equations by understanding the boundary layer potentials from a semiclas-
sical point of view. We first review some of the standard theory of boundary
layer potentials. We then proceed to prove (nearly) sharp high frequency es-
timates on layer potentials using L? estimates on restrictions of quasimodes
and their derivatives to hypersurfaces. We then give a microlocal description
of the boundary layer operators for domains with smooth boundary away
from glancing. In the process, we give a description of the free resolvent as a
semiclassical intersecting Lagrangian distribution. Finally, in the case that
the domain is strictly convex, we use the Melrose-Taylor parametrix from
Appendix [C] to produce a microlocal model of the boundary layer operators
near glancing. As a consequence of these microlocal models we improve the
nearly sharp estimates on these operators to sharp estimates in the case that
the domain has smooth, strictly convex boundary.

4.1. Classical layer potential theory

We review here some facts about boundary layer potentials in the context
of the Helmholtz equation. We start by considering Im A > 0. Then,

(—Az = N)Ro(N) (. y) = §y(x).

Moreover, the equality continues analytically through Re A > 0 to C in the
case that d is odd and to the logarithmic cover of C\ {0} if d is even.
For x ¢ 09, let

Stfe) = | Roaw)dse). DL /8 00, Fol\,2,9) f(5)4S ()

be respectively the single and double layer potential. We prove the following
lemma similar to [Tay11, Propositions 11.1, 11.2]

LEMMA 4.1. Let Q € R? be open with smooth boundary. For z €K, let
vy (x) and v_(x) denote limits respectively from x € Q and x € R\ Q. Then

39
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for z € Q,
(Sth)=(w) = Gf (), (DLf)s(w) = F3 /(@) + N f(2)

(0. 5Lf)2(2) = 5 f(2) + N# f(2)
where for x € 011,

Gf@) = [ RoW(a.)f(0)as()
Nf(z) = /8 00, Fo(N) ) (1S 1)

N fa) = / By, Ro(\)(, ) £ ()dS (1)
o0

and 0y, denotes the outward unit normal derivative to 9 at x.
We call G the single layer operator and N the double layer operator.

Proor. We start by considering a general pseudodifferential operator
P(z, D). Let S € £ (R?) denote the surface measure on 9§ and make a local
change of coordinates so that 0Q = {z; = 0} with QNU = {z; <0} N V.
Then, for f € D'(09), letting = (z1,2) and y = (y1,v’)

P(l‘, D)(fS) = (271')76[ // ei<x/*y/7§/>+i11§1p($75/7gl)f(y/)dy/dgldgl

= Q($1a xlv D/)f

where
(4.1) g, ', €) = (2m)! / M (a1, of, €)dE.

Now, suppose that p € Sg?cl. Then, form < —1, is absolutely integrable
and hence continuous at x; = 0. On the other hand, if m > —1, we can
write
m . .
p~ Y, Cl(@ ) +& — o
j=—o00

Then ¢ is smooth away from z1 = 0 and, if C? (z,¢') = (-1)/C% (z,¢’) for
j > —1, there is a jump discontinuity at ;7 = 0 (see for example |[Tay11]
Chapter 3] or Lemma [£.20).

Now we apply this to S¢ and Df. Note that the (homogeneous) symbol
of Ro()\) is |€]72 so we immediately obtain that there is no jump for S¥.

On the other hand, let L be a vector field equal to 9, on 92. Then,

Dif = Ro(ML*(fS),  0,SLf = LRo(A)(fS)

where L* = —L — (div L). So, the symbol of RyL* is —|¢|7%i(v(x), &) and
that of LRy is |£|72%i(v(x),€). Then, writing

€ £ Tv(2)|2iv(2), € £ Tv(2))



4.1. CLASSICAL LAYER POTENTIAL THEORY 41

we see that £Ci(z,&')~! = 4. Computing the integral (4.1)) with p =
—[€|%i€; gives the constant :F% for D¢ and, since the symbols are related
by multiplication by —1, :l:% for 0, S¢. O

Now, suppose that Im A > 0 and that u solves
(4.2) (=A = X)u(z) =0 x € Q.
Then using Green’s formula and the fact that Ro(\)(z,y) = Ro(N)(z,y),
u(z) x e
0 x ¢ Q
So, taking limits from inside and outside {2 in , we have

(4.3) S00,,ulpn — Dlulaq = {

1 - 1 -
G@,,iu—l—§u—Nu:u G&,Z.u—iu—Nu:O.

That is,

(4.4) GOy u = %u + Nu.

Next, apply 0,, to and take limits from inside and outside €2 to obtain
%8,,iu + N#Oyiu —(0y,Du)y = dy,u - %&,iu + N#&,iu — (0y,Du)_ = 0.
That is,

(4.5) (0, Du)s = —%&,iu + N*0,.u.

On the other hand, suppose that u solves

(4.6) (—A = X)u(z) =0 r¢Q u is A-outgoing.

Then, using Green’s formula and the fact that Ro(\)(z,y) = Ro(N\)(x,y),
x €

x ¢ Q

So, taking limits from inside and outside {2 in , we have

0
(4.7) S0y ulga + Dulon = {
u()

1 ~ 1 -
G@Veu—§u+Nu=0 Gayeu+§u+Nu:u.

That is,

(4.8) GO,,u = %u — Nu.

Next, apply 0, to and take limits from inside and outside €2 to obtain
%6,,611 +N#8, u+(8,,Du); =0 - %&,eu +N#9, u+(8,,Du)_ = 0,,u.
That is,

1 .
(4.9) (0,,Du)x = —§ayeu — N#9,,u.
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Now, let f € C*°(9€2) and u; be the unique solution to with u;|aq =
f. Then the interior Dirichlet to Neumann Map is given by N; : f — 0y, u;.
If u, solves (4.6) with ue|gg = f, then the exterior Dirichlet to Neumann
Map is given by N, : f — 0, Ue.

Next, suppose that v; is the unique solution to with d,,v; = f.
Then the interior Neumann to Dirichlet Map is given by Dy, : f — vi]aq.
Finally, suppose that v, solves with 9, ,ve = f. Then, the exteriror
Neumann to Dirichlet Map is given by Dy, : f — vel|oq.

Then (4.4) (4.5) (4.8) and (4.9) combined with density of C*° in distri-

butions give the following
LEMMA 4.2. Let G, N, and N# be as in Lemma. Then forIm A\ > 0,
GN; = %I—|—N GN. = %I—N.
Moreover, 0,,D has no jump across 02 and
d,Dl = (8,,D)+ = <—;1 + N#> N; = (-i] — N#> N,
where
ODINf(@) = [ 0.0, RN F0)dS(0)
Finally,
0, DIDy, = —%I + N#, d,DIDy. = —%I — N7,

We call 0, D{ the derivative double layer operator.

Now let ImA > 0 and fix h € C°°(012) and suppose that u(x) = Sh.
Then u|sq = Gh and hence 9,,u = N;Gh, d,,u = N.Gh. On the other hand,
taking limits from inside and outside 2 and using Lemma [4.1] we have

1. 1.
Dy u = <2I + N#> h Oyu= (21 — N#> h.

Similarly, if we let u(x) = Dh. Then, 0, u = 9,D¢h and (u); =
Dn,0,Dlh, (u)- = —Dn,0,DClh. On the other hand, taking limits from
inside and outside 2, and using Lemma we have

1 - 1 -
Again, using the density of C*° in D/, we have proven

LEMMA 4.3. Let G, N, and N# and 9,D¢ be as in Lemma @ and
ImA > 0. Then

1 - 1 -
/\/}G:§I+N# Neril—N#.
Moreover,

1 - 1.
Dy, Dl=~3I+N,  Dynd,Dl=—I-N.
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Now, to see that Lemmas 4.2/ and |4.3| hold for X in the domain of Ry(\),
observe that computing symbols as in Lemma (see also Lemma
for G and 8, Dl, we have that G € V_} elliptic and 9,D¢ € V. elliptic.
Thus, G and 9, Df are meromorphic families of Fredholm operators on the

domain of Rg(\). Now, Lemma together with Lemma imply that
G and 0, D! are invertible for Im A > 0. Thus, the meromorphic Fredholm
theorem implies that they have meromorphic inverses. This implies that A/,
Ne, Dy, and Dy, are meromorphic families of operators. Hence, we have

PROPOSITION 4.1.1. For A in the domain of meromorphy of Ry()),

1 ~ 1 -
GM:§I+N G/\/SZEI—N

1 ~ 1 ~
/\GG:§I+N# /\/’eril—N#

Moreover, 0,,D has no jump across 02 and
1 ~ 1 .
0,Dt = (0,,D)+ = (—21 + N#> N; = (-21 — N#> Ne.
Furthermore

0, DDy, = —%I + N7, 0,DIDy, = —%I — N#

1. 1 .
Dy, Dl=—31+N,  Dy0,Dl=—;1-N.

4.2. High energy estimates on the boundary layer operators

Next we give semiclassical estimates for the single, double, and derivative
double layer operators. The estimates on single layer operators appear in
[GS14) Theorem 1.2], and those for double layer operators appear in [HT14]
but we repeat them below for the convenience of the reader.

Let v : Hﬁ)/czﬁ — L3(T") denote restriction to I' for a C1! embedded
hypersurface I' and v* : L?(T") — H;)}T{}f‘e(Rd) its dual. Then ~* is the
inclusion map f — fér where dr is d — 1 dimensional Hausdorff measure on
I". Then when I' = 092, G can be written

(4.10) G = vRoy".

Because of this, we redefine the single layer operator to be given by (4.10))
Similarly, if we assume that I' = 9 and L is a vectorfield equal to 9,
on I', then

(4.11) 8, DU(N) = yLRoy(N\)L*y*.

and we redefine the derivative double layer operator to be given by (4.11]).
Here we interpret v as a limit from either inside or outside {2 as in Lemma
Note that we cannot quite define N by

YRo(A) L "
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since there is a jump across 0§2. However, since
~ 1
N =7 Id +yT Ry L*~*,

where 4t and 7~ denote restrictions from the interior and exterior respec-
tively, this will not cause problems when obtaining bounds on N that have
non-negative powers of (\).

If d = 1 then Jr is a finite sum of point measures, and from the formula
Ro(\, z,y) = —(2i\)~'e*=¥l we see, using the notation of Theorem
below, that

NGO | L2y 2y < C [A]7F ePr @A~
(4.12) INO) 2y 2y < CePrlm)-
10, DL 2y £2(ry < C|A|ePrim ) -
In higher dimensions, we establish the following theorem:

THEOREM 4.4. Let T' € R? be a piecewise smooth, Lipschitz hypersur-
face. Then there exists Ao > 0 such that for |A| > X,

_1 )
IG) 2ry—r2@y < C(A)72 log(A) ePrIma)
\/ 1
(4.13) INO) 2y 22y < C (A7 Tog(A) ePr(tm )~
18, DU || 1.y 22y < C (A) log(A) ePrimA)-

where Dr is the diameter of the set I', and we assume —m < arg A < 27 if
d is even.

IfT" can be written as a finite union of compact subsets of strictly convez
C> hypersurfaces, then for some C and all |\| > X\g the following stronger
estimates hold

)
)

_2 m —
||G(>\)||L2(F)~)L2(F) < C(\)75 log(\) ePr(ImA)

(4.14) ~ )
[N Oy z2ry < C A log(h) ePrm -

Here we set (\) = (2+|>\|2)%, and (Im A)_ = max(0, —Im \) . The powers
on (A) in the estimates and , respectively, are in general optimal
(see [HT14| Appendix A] for the sharpness of the estimates for G and N ).
The sharpness of the exponent for 9, Df follows from an identical argument
to that for G i.e. that the corresponding estimate for the restriction of
eigenfunctions is optimal.

4.2.1. Proof of the Theorem. We start by proving a conditional re-
sult which assumes a certain estimate on restriction of the Fourier transform
of surface measures to the sphere of radius r.
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LEMMA 4.5. Suppose that for T' € R% any compact embedded C> hyper-
surface, and some a, 8 > 0,

(4.15) / L7 Fo02(€)5(1€] — r)dé < Crr) || fI2r)
(4.16) / ForP(€)8(1&] - r)de < Crtr) |1 32

with 28 < 1 and o > B. Let 'y, Ty € R? be compact embedded C™ hy-
persurfaces. Let L; be a vector field with L; = 9, on I'; for some choice of
normal v on I'y and ¢ € C°(R) with ¥ = 1 in neighborhood of 0. Then
define for f € L*(T), g € L*(I'g)

QS (f,9) / Ro(\) (¢(A"1D) £6r,)g6r,
oY (/.9 / Ro(N) (@A D)Li(f6r,))36r,
QP! (f. g / Ro(\) (A" D) Li(for,) T3 (g0ry)
Then for Im A > 0,
(4.17) 1QS(£,9)] < Cry.rs NP Mg (M Fll 2o 91l 22
(4.18) QY (£,9)] < Cry.ra N B log (N | Fll 2y 9l 220
(419)  [Q¥PUf, )| < Cryrys (N2 og (N £l 2y 9]l 2t

Proor. We follow [GS14] [HT14] to prove the lemma. First, observe

that due to the compact support of fdr,, (4.15) and (4.16) imply that for
I' € R,

@) [[VeTTR©)] 6e - 1) < €0
(421) [[veFar@] sl - < c 1y

Indeed, Vgﬁ% = aﬁé\p and since I' is compact,
lzfll 2y < Cllfll2my-

Also, VgL*/(f\(Sp) = xLT(%F) Then

xL*(fér) = L*(zfor) + [z, L*] for
and [z, L*] € C*°. Therefore, using compactness of T,

lzfllz2y + [z, L¥] fll2 @y < Cllfllz2
Now, gor, € H™ 2 ~¢(RY), L3(gdr,) € H~3/27¢(R%) and
Ro(A)(w(AY[DI)L*(fdr,)) € C*(RY),

(422 RoN) (1| D) o) € C=(R).
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By Plancherel’s theorem,

Q)\ f, /w 1|§| f(srl( )gdfz( )

G
L*f§ )
A r9) = [w0e) ﬁgﬁwf*a,
8VD€ -1 Ly f5r1( )L295F2 (f)
A 7 //(/} ‘5’ ’§|2
Thus, to prove the lemma, we only need estimate
F¢)G
(1.23) Juocen T EE

where by (4.15)), (4.16), (4.20), and (4.21)
1F N 2 sy + IVEF ] 2 ga-1y < C) I fll 2oy,
HGHLQ(sf—l) + ”véGHB(sg—l) < C<T>52H9”L2(F)-

Consider first the integral in ({.23)) over ||£]—|A|| > 1. Since |[£[* —X?| >

|1€1? — (4.15)), and (4.16]) this piece of the
integral is bounded by
§)G f
||§\—|A||21 lél
1
< —_— F(r0) G(r8)dS(0)dr
/M>\2|r—|>\|21 r2 — A2 gd—1 (r0) G(r6)dS(0)
-1
< Cf ey lglzeary [ ()P0 |02 = AR |
MIX>|r—|M]>1
< O aaqoy gz A7 r— A dr
MIX>|r—|N]>1

(4.24) < C N2 Nog AL | £l 2oy 191l 2y

REMARK 4.6. The estimate (4.24]) is the only term where the log appears.
Next, if Im X > 1, then ||¢]> — X?| > )|, and by (4.15), (4.16)

‘/ PEGE)
[€1=AI<1

€2 — N2 <GP Lz gl 2y

Thus, we may restrict our attention to 0 < ImA <1 and |[¢| — ||| < 1.
We consider Re A > 0, the other case following similarly, and write

1 1

mw—vzﬂa+xmrvﬁﬁw' Y
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where the logarithm is well defined since Im(|¢| — A) < 0. Let x(r) = 1 for
[r| <1 and vanish for |r| > 2. We then use integration by parts, together

with (4.15)), (4.16)), (4.20), and (4.21]) to bound

1 £
—A) =——=F(§)G(§) = -V¢lo —A)d
‘ [ X~ D g IO G - Vol — ) e
< CIAF2 I fll 2oy lgl 2oy -
Now, taking 61 = d2 = « gives (4.17)), and taking 0; = o and d2 = 3 gives
(4.18) and taking 61 = do = 3 gives (4.19). O

REMARK 4.7. Note that the estimate on Qf holds uniformly in ¢ and
so putting in the cutoff ¢ is unnecessary. However, so that the presentation
of all of the estimates are similar, we include the cutoff here.

We now prove the estimates (4.15) and (4.16). To do so, we will need
the following restriction estimates for quasimodes.

LEMMA 4.8. Let U € R be open withT € U a C*> embedded hypersur-
face. Suppose that |[ul| 2y =1 and

(=h%A = 1)u = QL?(h).

Then for 0 < h < hg,

Ch1/4

4.25 < .
( ) HUHLQ(F) - {Ch1/6 I' curved

In the setting of smooth Riemannian manifolds with restriction to a
submanifold, these estimates along with their LP generalizations appear in
the work of Tataru [Tat98] who also notes that the L? bounds are a corollary
of an estimate of Greenleaf and Seeger [GS94a|. Such LP generalizations
were also studied by Burq, Gérard and Tzvetkov in [BGTO07|. Semiclassical
analogues were proved by Tacy [Tacl0] and Hassell-Tacy [HT12].

We also need the corresponding restriction estimates for normal deriva-
tives.

LEMMA 4.9. Let U € R be open withT € U a C*> embedded hypersur-
face. Suppose that |[ul| 2y =1 and

(=h%A — 1)u = QL?(h).
Then for 0 < h <1
(4.26) ||8VUHL2(F)) S Ch_l
where 9, is a choice of normal derivative to T'.

Estimates of this type first appear in the work of Tataru [Tat98] in the
form of regularity estimates for restrictions of solutions to hyperbolic equa-
tions. Semiclassical analogs of this estimate were proved in Christianson—
Hassell-Toth [CHT14] and Tacy [Tac14].
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LEMMA 4.10. Let I' @ R% be a compact C® embedded hypersurface.
Then estimate (4.16) holds with f = 1/4 and for L = 9, on T, estimate
(4.15) holds with o« = 1. Moreover, if T is curved then (4.16|) holds with
B=1/6.

PROOF. Let A : H*(RY) — H*}(R?). To estimate

/ A (For)©)[26(1€] - 7).

write
(A (o) (©)5(€] - 1), / A*(f(2)60)5(€] — )€ D drdg
- / FAT, ¢dz
T
where
(4.27) T, = / 5(1€] — r)p(E)ei € de.

For x € C®(RY), xT}¢ is a quasimode of the Laplacian with eigenvalue
A = r in the sense of Lemma with h = r~1. To see this, observe that

(4'28) - AXTT¢ = X(_ATT¢) + [_Aa X]Tr¢ = T2XTT¢ +v

where ||v||r2 < Cr||T,¢|/;2. Thus, we can use the restriction bounds for
eigenfunctions to obtain estimates on 7;.¢.

To prove (4.16)), let A = I. Then, by Lemma

(4.29) IXTréll L2y < ri |XTr o 12 (R4)
and if I" is curved then
(4.30) IXTréll 2y < ro XT3l L2 (may-

Next, we take A = L to obtain - Observe that

XLT,¢ = Lx1Ty¢ + [X7 L]Trd)
with [x, L] € C(RY). Therefore, [, L]T} is a quasimode of the Laplacian

with eigenvalue r by (4.28)).
Hence, using the fact that L = 3, on I' together with Lemma we

can estimate LT}.¢.
(4.31)

IXLT: ¢l Loy < ILXTr ol L2y + Ly XITr @l Loy < CTlIXT 0|l L2 (Ray-

To complete the proof of the Lemma, we estimate ||xT;¢||;2(ra) in terms
of [|¢]| ,2(ga-1y- To do this, we estimate B := (xT;)"xT; : L2831 — 1284-1,
This operator has kernel

B(&n) = /Rd @) E T dy = 2 (n — ).
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Now, for n € S¢~1, and any N > 0,

— 127 -1/2
AMJ%W‘@d“QSA%/mW>NP‘%;] ae' + Clr)N < ¢

Thus, by Schur’s inequality, B is bounded on L2S9~! uniformly in r. There-
fore,

XT3z (gay < ClISIT o ga1y-
Combining this with (4.29), (4.30) and (4.31)) completes the proof of the

Lemma. O

Next, we obtain an estimate on the high frequency component of N and
0,Df. We start by analyzing the high frequency components of the free
resolvent.

LEMMA 4.11. Suppose that |z| € [E — 0, E + 6] Let v € C(R) with
Y =1 on [-2E2,2E2]. Then for x € C*(RY).
xRo(z/h)x(1 = ¢(|hDI)) = B
where B € h2U~2(R%) with

2h2 1—
o) - XL ED)

If Im z > 0, then x can be removed from all of the above statements.

PROOF. Let xo = x € CX(R?) and x, € CX(RY) have x, = 1 on
supp Xn_1 for n > 1. Let 1o = ¥ € C°(R) have ¢y = 1 on [-2E? 2E?], let
Y, € C°(R) have ¢, = 1 on [-3E%/2,3E%/2] and supp, C {1 = 1}
for n > 1. Finally, let ¢, = (1 —,,). Then,

(4.32) h™2xRox(—h*A — 2%) = (x* — xh *xaRox1[x, h*A])

Now, by Lemma there exists Ag € h2U2(R%) with WFL(Ag) C
{supp ¢o}, such that

h2(—h2A — 2)Ag = p(|hD|) + QT (h>°)

and Ag has )
h=p(|nD))
Ay) = —5—--.
7U) = Tep 2

Composing on the right with Ag, we have
XRox@(|hDI) = x*Ag — xx1Rox1#1(IhD|)[x, h* A]h™2 Ag + QU (h*)
= x*40 — xx1Rox1¢1 (|hD))OW ™ (h) + QU™ (h™)
Now, applying the same arguments, there exists A,, € h2¥~2(R%) such that
XnRoXn@n([BD]) = X A+ Xn+1RoXn410n+1([RD) OV (B) + QU™ (h).
Hence, by induction
XRoxe(|hD|) = B € h*¥2(R?),
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with

h2 2 1—
ot~ 0 V)

as desired.
Now, if Im z > 0, then h2Ro(—h?A — 22) = Id;2 and hence,

h™2Rop(|hD|) = Ag + QW >°(h™).
O

Now, let v* : H*(QF) — Hs_l/j(aﬁ), s > 1/2 denote the restriction
map where QO = Q and @~ = R4\ Q. Then we have

LEMMA 4.12. Let M > 1 and ¢ € CP(R) with ¢ = 1 for [{| < M.
Suppose that 0S is a compact embedded C* hypersurface. Then there exists
Ao > 0 such that for |\| > o, and x € C2(R?)

(4.33) YRo(M)X(1 = (A THDI))y" = OL*(9) — L2(9Q)(IA7),
(434) YT Ro(W)x(1 = w(AITHDD)L™Y" = OL*(0Q) — L*(99)(1),
(4.35)  y*LRo(N)x(1 = w(I\ T DD)L*Y" = OH (99Q) — L*(9Q)(|A]).

PROOF. Let h~t = |\| and x = 1 on 2. For Im\ > 0, we take y = 1
and for arg A € [—,0] U [r, 27], x € C°(R?). Then by Lemmam

(4.36) xRo(\)x(1 — ¢ (hD)) € W02,
Note that « is a semiclassical FIO and for s > 1/2,
(4.37) v = QH}(RY) — H:'?00)(h™1/?).

The bound (4.33]) and the corresponding bound in the lower half plane follow
from and composition with v and ~*.

The strategy for obtaining the bounds on N and 9, D¢ on |€| > M\ is
to compare them with the corresponding operators for A = i. Note that
xRo(i)x(1 = (|hD])) € h2¥~2 and for Im A > 0, the x factors are unneces-
sary. We consider

Ap := x(Ro(A) — Ro(2))x(1 — (|hD]))

2
e (h2 _ |i|2> xBo(N) Ro(i)x(1 — 4(|hD])).

Hence, Aj, € ¥4, Let
By, = yA, L™, Cp :=~vyLALL*~".

Then, using (4.37) and the fact that L,L* = @H; — H ' (h™!), we have
that By, = @L? — L*(1) and C), = OL* — L*(h™1).
Now, by [Tay11], Section 7.11]

Y Ro(i)x(1 = (|hD))L*y :H*(0Q) — H*(99)
Y LRo(i)x(1 = (kD)) L*y :H*(9Q) — H*(99)
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for 02 a smooth hypersurface. Hence,
7 Ro(A)x(1 — ¢ (|hD))L*y = v* Ro(§)x(1 — »(|hD|)) L*y + LBy L*y*
=QL* — L*(1)
YFLRoMWx(1 = 9 ([hD)) L™y = v LRo(i)x(1 = w(|hD|)) L™y
+~ELC, L
=0H' - L*(h ™).
O

Taking 09 = |J; I'; and applying Lemmas and Lemma finishes the
proof of Theorem [£.4] for Im A > 0.
Our final task is to extend the estimates into the lower half plane. Let

QL = QF, Q2 =QY, and Q3 = Q%P*. Then let
QA(f,9) = (YRo(N) for,g),  Q3(f,9) == (¥"Ro(NL*(fdr), 9),
LEMMA 4.13. Suppose that for |\| > g, Im A > 0,
QA 9)| < CON*Qog (M) I1f | 2oy 19 L2 ry-
Then for |A| > Ao and Im A <0, if d is odd and for arg A € [—m,0] U [, 27]

if d is even
QA 9)] < CN(og(X) e M2 a9l 2qry
where Dq is the diameter of €1,
max(—1,a) i=1
a:=<{max(0,a) =2,
max(l,o) =3
and Az = HY(T), A; = L*(T) fori=1,2.

Proor. We first consider d odd. Let ||f[l.4, = 1 and [|g[[z = 1. Let
X =1 on Q. Then consider

F(\) = e P2\ %log \)PQx(f,9), |\ > Ao, ImA >0
where log X is defined for arg A € (7/2,57/2). Lemma [£.12] shows that
YRoMX(1 = (A THDI))y" = OL* — LA (A1)
Y Ro(Mx(1 = (A" D)) L™y = OL® — L*(1)
Y LRy(N)x(1 = (A" D)LY = OH" — L*(|A])

Hence, [F(A)| < C on R\ [=Xg, Ag).
Now, for all s

IxRo(N) x| s —ms < C<)\>—16DX(Im,\),
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where D, = diam(supp x) is the diameter of supp x. Moreover,
GIATID)) s HE = HYM = Q(AIM).
So, there exists N > 0 such that

I LRo (AN x® (1A D)L || 12 + Iy Ro (W) xwb (A7 D)Ly 2 2
+ [VRoMXP (A T D)y | o2 < C(A)VePreimA) -,
Letting supp x — 2, we see that |F'(\)| has at most polynomical growth
in the lower half plane. Thus, the Phragmén—Lindel6f theorem shows that
FOV)| < C.

When d is even, we note that the assumed bounds hold for arg A = 27
and [A| > Ag. This follows since Ro(Ae™) — Ro(A) satisfies the same bounds
as Rg(\) for arg A = 0. Moreover, Ro(Ae?™) — Ro(Ae™) = Ro(Ae™) — Ro(\).
Thus, we apply the Phragmén—Lindel6f theorem on the sheet 7 < argz <

2m. Using a similar argument, we can apply the Phragmén—Lindel6f theorem
on —m < arg A < 0. |

Applying Lemma together with Lemmas and [£.12] implies
Theorem [£.4

4.3. Microlocal description of the free resolvent

We have already analyzed the high frequency components of the free
resolvent in Lemma In this section, we analyze the remaining kernel
of the free resolvent as a semiclassical intersecting Lagrangian distribution
(see Appendix . In particular, we prove

THEOREM 4.14. Suppose that a,b >0, M >0, v < 1/2, and
z € [a,b] x i[~Chlogh™', Mh'™7]
with Rez = E + @O(h'™7). Then for x € C°, the cut-off free resolvent,
XRo(z/h)x, is given by
xRo(z/h)x = Kg + Ka + OD' — C(h™),

where Kr has kernel K (z,y) € hB/Ze%(ImZ)*Dxlsomp(Rd; Ao, Ay) with Dy, =
diam(supp ),

Ao = {(z,&,2,—€) € T'RI X T*RY} and Ay = {exp, AN {I¢| = E} : £ > 0},

and Ka € h2111;2. Moreover, for any x1 € C° with x1(§) =1 on |§| < 2FE
we can take

(S aniR) = (MG e

hS/Ze%(Rez—E)\w—y\E(d73)/2€(fd+3)7ri/4ﬂ_1/2 )
/2
212[z — y[@ 1/ X(@)x(y)|dy A dx|
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and
o(Ka) = (1= xa () (x)h*(|¢)* — E*) .

PROOF. We now prove Theorem [4.14] Recall that in the context of
Fourier integral operator relations we denote a point in T°M x T "M’ by

(z,&,y,m). By Lemma for Ch!=™ > Imz > 0, |Rez — E| < Ch'77,
and each M > 0 there exists an operator U that is z/h outgoing with kernel
K(z,y,z/h) € h%[ﬁomp(Rd; Ao, A1) + h?W? where
Ao = {(z,&,2, &)z € RY, £ € THRY)},
Ay = {(expy(z,6),2,-€) s v €RY, ¢ = Bt > 0}
such that for all x, x; € C°(B(0,M)) with x; = 1 on supp x,
X1(=A = (2/h)*)Ux = x + OD' = C°(h™),
(A = (2/W)*)x1Ux = x + [-A, xalUx + OD' — CZ(h™)
Thus,
XUx = xRo(—=A—(2/h)*)xaUx = xRox+xRo[-A, x1]JUx+0D' = C°(h™).
But, since WFy(Rp), WEFL(U) C Ao U Ay,
YRo[—A,x1]Ux = @D — CX(h*).
Hence, for Im z > 0 and x € C2° with supp x C B(0, M),
XU(z/h)x = xRo(z/h)x + OD" — C°(h*).

In order to prove Theorem .14 we need to compute the symbol of xU.
First, define P := —A — 22/h% = Opy(h~2(|¢|? — 22)). Then, for any § > 0,
P has principal symbol

p:=o(P)=h"(|¢]* - E?)
and sub-principal symbol
o1(P) :=h™22(E — 2) : —h"?2wy
as an operator in \Ilg.
Then, by Lemma [B.16] we have that
ro(x, &, x, —§) == o (U)|pon1+B(0,R)
=p~'o(0)ldz N dg|V? = W3 (¢ — B)|da A dg['2.

REMARK 4.15. Moreover, we see that in any coordinates each term in
the full symbol of U|p, has the form

ZTZ\:O aa(z)E"

(I(l’,g) = |§|2 _ E2

where a,(z) € C*
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Next, we compute 71 = o(Ro)|a, 7+ B(0,r)xT+B(0,R)- Again, by Lemma
we need to solve

thTl +ip1r1 =0

7"1|8A1 — €7ri/4(2ﬂ.)1/2h—1/2R(T0)
where H, is the Hamiltonian flow of p. Using that exp(tH,)(z,§) =
exposp,—2(, §), we have

ri(expy(z, €), 2, —€) = " EMeT Y 2m) 2 W 2R () (1, €, 1, —€).
So, all that remains is to determine R(ro)(z, &, x, —€). Taking g = [£]? — E?
and f = (z —y,£), gives
ro = h*(12¢a]'2g) ™" |dx A dg’ A dg|'2.

Hence,

Rrg {g, f} V2 |da A de' A df)M/?

B h

|2¢4|1/2
2

T 2leq) 12 g

Now, parametrizing of A; near £ = (0,...,0,F) by (y,£,t) using the
map

|dx A d€' A (Edx — Edy + (z — y)dE)| M.

T(y,&'t) = (y +t(€),€(€),y, —€())
with £(&') = /E? — |¢|%. gives
dx A d&' A dy; = Edy A dE' A dt.
Hence, using \/%Wd{/ Adt = d,usgl(g) A dt,

2
R(o) (5,6, = 5

/ 1/2
(E2 _ |§,|2)1/4|dy/\d§ A dt| /

h? 1/2
= 1B dy A dpga (€) A dt| /2,
Thus,
1 s ,
ri(y,0,t) = §eﬁ°’°tEem/4(27r)l/2h3/2\Eildy A d,usé_1(§) A dt|H/?

and parametrizing A; by (y,z) (instead of (y,&’,t)) for y # = gives

ri(z,y) = E=3)/2 e%wop:—y\e(—d+3)m/4(27r)1/2h3/2|dy/\dw‘l/Q
R P e |
Here, the extra e~ ™(@=2)i/4 regults from reparametrizing by  instead of &,

t.

Now, taking x € C°(R%), we have that R, = xRox : L? — L? continues
meromorphically to C for d odd and to the logarithmic covering space of
C\ {0} for d even. We show that for —Chlogh™! < Im z,

Ry € h¥/2eltma)-Dx/hycomp(Ra; Ao Ay) + h2W2 + QD' — C°(h™).
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Moreover, we show that the principal symbol of R, is the analytic continu-
ation of that for Im z > 0.

To do this, we need the following analog of the three line lemma and
semiclassical maximum principle ([TZ00, Lemma 4.2], [Ste05] Lemma 5.1]).

LEMMA 4.16. Suppose that f(z,h) is analytic in
D(h) := [E —bw(h), E + bw(h)] + i[—a(h), a(h)].

Let S(h) = w(h)a~!. Assume that S(h) — oo and suppose that |f(z,h)| <
My(h) on

[E —5w(h), E + 5w(h)] + ia(h),
and |f(z,h)] < My(h) on D(h) with logmax(My(h), Mi(h)) = &(S(h)?).

Imz+a a—Im z

Then, |f(z,h)| < CM, *>* M, ** for
2 € [E —2w(h), E 4 2w(h)] + i[—a(h), a(h)] =: D(h).
PRroOOF. We follow the proof of [TZ00, Lemma 4.2]. First, define
(z—2)2
g(z,h) = (7Ta2)1/2/6_ o Yy (z)dx

)0 |z —E|>3w(h)
‘Z’h(m)_{1 z — E| < 2w(h)

Then |g(z, k)| is holomorphic in D(h), |g(z, h)| > C in D(h), |g(z,h)| < C
in D(h), and

lg(z,h)| < Ce=*™* on D(h) N |Rez — E| > 4w(h).
Let

_i(z—ia) i(z4ia)
F(Zah) = g(Z7h)f(Z7h)M0 2 Ml 2
Then |F(z,h)] <1 on dD by our assumptions. By the maximum principle
|F'(z,h)] <1 on D. Together with the properties of g(z, h), this gives the
result. (|

Since for Imz > 0, we have that x(Ryp — U)x = OD' — C°(h*°), in
order to apply Lemma to our situation, we need to bound x(Ry — U)x
for Imz < 0. In particular, we show that for Im z < 0, there exists N > 0
such that

XRo— Uy = OD' — C°(hNenPx(mz)-)
Let 1) € C2°(R) have ¢ = 1 on |s| < 2. Then by Lemmas [B.5| and
X(Ro — U)x(1 = (|hD])) € h®V? = O(h™)pr_ycge-

Now, x¥(|hD|)Ux € h3/2et/hDx(Imz)— [OmP - Thyg we see from the defini-
tion of an intersecting Lagrangian distribution (Definition [B.8|) that there
exists N > 0 such that

XU(|hDUx = OD' — C°(h~Nen Px(m =),
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This together with standard bounds on the free resolvent (see for example
[Bur02|, Theorem 1.2], [DZ, Chapter 3]) gives that

X(Ry = U)x = OD' — C(h~ NenPxm2)-),
By Lemma [.16 with
a(h) = Chlogh™', w(h) =K'=, My=O(h™), M, = h~NePxma)-/h
we have that for |Im 2| < Chlogh™!
(4.38)  x(Ro — U)x = @D — CX(h®ePxm2)-/hy — gyp/ —, (1),
U

4.4. Boundary layer operators and potentials away from glancing

We now use Theorem to give microlocal descriptions of the bound-
ary layer operators. We start with the single layer operator. Since the
geometry of the situation is the same for all of the boundary layer operators
only the computation of symbols will need to be repeated for the N and
0,Dt.

4.4.1. Decomposition of G. Recall that G(z) = yRo(z/h)y* where
~ denotes restriction to 92 and Ry(\) denotes the free outgoing resolvent
of —A — )2, We have that v is a semiclassical Fourier integral operator of
order 0 associated to the relation C' C T*0Q x T*R? given by

C={(2,&,2,6) 2 €00, £ =&, +& with &, € N1(99), ¢ € T;00}.
Thus, v* is a Fourier integral operator of order 1/4 associated to the relation
C~1 € T*RIxT*00N. Then v € h~/4(1°(C)) and v* € h=/4(1°(C~1)) have
symbols given by

o(v)lc-r = 2rh) M dyndeV?, and  a(y)|o = (2rh) T4 dzAdy|' .

When  has a smooth boundary, we decompose G(z) into three parts:
Ga, G, and Gy. G is a mildly exotic pseudodifferential operator of order
—1. Gp is a semiclassical FIO of order —1 associated to the billiard ball
relation. G is an operator Gy microsupported in an h¢ neighborhood of
S*00 x §*0N intersected with the diagonal of T*0Q x T*9f2.

We now decompose G as claimed above. We begin by showing that
the compositions Co(A;)’cC~! are clean away from the diagonal or away
from S*9). First, consider Co(Ag) oC~L. We need only work locally, so we
assume that 0Q = {(2/,T'(2’) : 2/ € U}. Then,

C={(2,& (@, T(2),(E—-7VD(), VI (2') - £+ 7)) : TeR, 2" € U}.
TC ={(64,0¢, (6, VI(2') - 6),
(6¢ — TO°T(2") 8, — 6, VT (2'), VI(2') - 0¢ + 0pr - O*T (')€" + 6,)}

and C~' and TC~! are obtained by reversing the roles of T*9Q and T*R¢.
Then, it is easy to check that CoAq is clean (indeed, even transverse) and
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given by CoAg = C. Now, without loss of generality, we can assume that
VI(y) =T(y') =0. so

A= (Cx C~HN(T*9Q x A(T*RY) x T*9Q)
={(n,(4,0), (,0) +7(0,1),5",n)}
TA={(6,0y,(6,,0), (8, — TO*T(2')3,,6,,0°T'n + ;) }.

REMARK 4.17. Since we intersect with the diagonal in these formulae,
we have suppresed one of the pairs in T*R?.

On the other hand B = TC x TC~! N (T(T*99 x A(T*R?) x T*0N)) at
', n,(,0),(n,0)+0(0,1),y',n) is given by
B = {(81,0¢, (8,,0), (6, — 00’T(y)dyr , 6,,0°Tn + 85), 6, 0y) }

where

(6,0) + (0,6,0°Tn) + o (=0°T(y')dy,0) + 35(0, 1)
= (8¢,0) + (0,0,0°Tn) + (=0T (Y )34, 0) + 6-(0,1)

and 0,y = 6. But, since (0,1) is linearly independent from 7,052, this
implies that 6, = d¢, 0 = 6, and hence the composition is clean.
Now, recall that

A ={(z+t&&x,8) : €8Tt >0}
we consider or £ ¢ T*0Q Thus,
TA1 = {(85 + t0¢ + 6:€, ¢, 6, 0¢) = 0¢ € TS}
To see that T'(A; x C~1) NT(T*R? x A(T*R?) x T*0R) is transverse at
(v, T)) +18,& (v, T (). &9/ m)
where  —n € N;,09, we choose §, = a(=VT'(y'),1) and 6; = B¢. Then for
any v € R%, v = B¢ + ¢ for some f € R and ¢ € Tng_l. Moreover, any

w € R? can be written w = 6,y + a(—VI'(y'), 1) for some 6, € T,;00 and
a € R Thus,

T(A xCH4HT(T*REX A(T*RY X T*00) = T(T*RIXT*RIX T*RIX T*9Q)
and the composition is transverse. Now
AeC™h = {((y, T() + &6y ,m) : £ 20,6 € 877, ¢ —ne NjoQ}
/ .
T(AeC™) = { ((5y"V; (i);;ji;f;ﬁﬁ o }

Now, if t > 0, it is clear that any vector w € R can be written w = §;£ +td;.
On the other hand, if ¢ = 0, but § ¢ 7,709, then we have that w can be
written as

w = (3,7, VO(y) - 67) + 6.
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Moreover, parametrizing 02 near a point = in the intersection with C' by
(2',T1(2")), w can be written

w = 6¢ + 7(—0T16,,0) + 6, (VT ('), 1)

for 6. € TT; 0. So, an identical analysis to that for the composition on the
right by C~! gives that CoAj0C ™! is transverse away from the diagonal as
well as at the diagonal, but away from T70f).

Since 9Q € R? we may take y = 1 on € in Theorem m Then by
composing relations, using Lemma[B.10} and observing that the composition
is transverse, we see that for —3/2 < s,

(4.39)
Ry € B/AIE™P (R x 90 AgoC ™, AoC ™) + KT/ L2 (AgoC ™) + Ry

where By = 0D (9Q) — C(R%) (7).

REMARK 4.18. This implies that the single layer potential has the above
decomposition.

We have that C' composes on the left with AjoC~! transversally. How-
ever, C' composes on the left with AgoC~! only cleanly. Thus, we cannot
apply Lemma, in this case to obtain yR,~v* = yRov*. Note also that
Lemma m (or rather its homogeneous analog) does not apply directly to
the composition forming CoAgoC~! since there exist (z,&,y,n) € AgoC ™!
such that C(x,§) = (z,0). Instead we use the following lemma combined
with more detailed analysis near fiber infinity.

LEMMA 4.19. Suppose that OS2 is smooth and
A e I°"P(RY % 9Q; AgoC ™, AjoC™Y).

Then yA = Ay + Ay + R where Ay € h_1/4_5/21§°mp(CoA1oC'_l), Ay €
h=YA=O2 [P (CloNgoC L) and R is microlocalized on an h® neighborhood
of the intersection of SE08 x SO with the diagonal. Moreover, the symbol
As can be computed using Lemma|2.19 in the sense that

o(Ay) = (2mh) =%/ / (AG(RD])) ngoc1 |, €)1

where v is supported h® away from |€'| = E and the integral is interpreted
as a distributional pairing.

PrROOF. By Lemma we need only consider an h? neighborhood of
the diagonal intersected with S*R%|5q x S*R%|sq. Let x € CX(R) with
X = 1 near 0. Let

As(z,y) = x(|lz = yl/W)x(Jx — y|/h) Az, y)
As(z,y) = (1= x(Jz — yl/B")x(lx — y|/h°) A(z, y)
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where A(x,y) is the kernel of A. Then, we can write for B € W(02)

pM # (z—wm)+Blw—y|) (1 _ _ul/nY
T (1= x(w — yl/4)

b(x,n)a(w,y)dwdn.

But, since d,|w —y| — 1 as w — y, we have that the phase is nonstationary
with gradient bounded below by ch? if b is supported h® away from |n| = E.
Hence, integrating by parts we lose at most A7 and gain h'™°, so when
v < 1—4, we obtain a kernel in @C*°(h*>°). Similarly, we have the same
result for AsB.

Next, consider A;. Let B be microlocalized h® away from || = E. That
is, since n € T*9N, h® away from the glancing set. Then the kernel of BA;
can be written

(2mh) 41/ / OO/ ot (T=ym+&ve) = (Inf?+62-E))
0

b(x,n)a(z,&)dEdndt.

Then, using Lemma [B.7] evaluating the ¢ integral as a distribution, we have

_ —2i L ((z—ym+Evvs) b<$7 77)@(557 1+ gul/x)
'yAl(aJ,y) = (27Th)d_3/4/eh(< ) ‘n|2+§3_E_20
n € T,00 and v is the unit normal to Q at x. Note that since ||n|—E| > ch®
(€2 + |n]> — E —i0)~' € h=9/2S" as a distribution in £,. We are working
in a small neighborhood of || = E, so we can assume that the integrand is
compactly supported in &,. Now, (z—y,v,,) = O(|z—y|*) and |[z—y| = O(h)
with v > 1/2. So, we obtain an accurate representation using the Taylor

ByAy(z,y) =

d§,dn

expansion of e# ~¥¥2&)  Then, a typical term is of the form

—2i i(w—y,n) ((JJ B yayx>£l/)j b(xan)a(x777+€llyﬂ?>
——— | en — —~d&,dn.
(27h)d=3/4 hij! N>+ &2 — E —i0
So, integrating by parts 2j times in 7, we gain h?/. Integrating in &, gives
the result. O

Now, let ¢ € C°(R) with ¢» = 1 near 0 and let 0 < ¢ < 1/2. Then,
writing R, (z,y) for the kernel of R,, define
Ry(z,y) =Ry (z,y)(1 = (b~ |z — y])) + Ry(z, y)b(h™(|z — y]))
::Rl(xa y) + RQ(x7 y)
Then, recalling that G := vRyv*,

(4.40)
G =yRiy" +yRey" (1 = p(h™“(|hD'|y — E))) + yRaey*b(h™(|hD'|; — E))
=:Gp+Ga + Gy

We will see that in spite of the difficulty at fiber infinity, Ga is still a
pseudodifferential operator. As in Section[d.]] to interpret G a appropriately,
we must view 7 as one of two objects, v for the limit from inside  and
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~~ for that from outside ). In Lemma we saw that G is independent of
the choice of ¥¥, so we choose y+.

LEMMA 4.20. Suppose A € W (R?). Choose coordinates so that 092 =
{zq =0} and let a have A = Opy(a) for a € Sg’i:l(T*Rd). Suppose that

a(y, &) ~ Y Caw, &)l & — £oo

j=—00

and for j > =2, Cj 4 = (=1)IC; . Then, y=Av* € h_llllg"+1(8ﬂ).
Moreover, for such operators A, the symbol calculus contained in Lemma

applies in the sense that
o(vFAY*) = (2rh) 7! /J(A)(x,fl — vp€q)dEy

where v, s the outward unit normal to OS2 and the integral is interpreted as
+27i times the sum of residues in =Im&y; > 0 if 0(A) is not integrable.

PROOF. Let
S Cir(, )T
€12 +1

q(y, &) =

and r = a — q. Then, Ay* has kernel
(2t [ [ ehtestar = €D q(y ) (s €))dade

The integral in involving r in & is well defined at x4 = 0 since |r| < C|&4] 72
for |£4| large. Moreover, since for n < —1,

/ (&) deg < ()" / (e 1Yy < ()
v* Opn,o(r)y € h*1W§1+1(8Q).

Now, consider ¢. In this case, we must take a limit as x4 — 0 from above
or below since the integral is not apriori well defined. Consider

u = (2rh)~1 / eabag(y ¢dey € S'(R).
Let fi € C2(Ry) and write
u(h) = (2rh) ! [ [ ehestialy’ ) (waydzadsy
— (2nh)"! / / ermita ()™ (1~ (hd,,)*)" (o, ©)f (xa))dwadéy
= (2et) ! [ [ ehrabuigs) a1 - 1202, )F Fdadz
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So, since q(y, ) is rational in &4, applying Jordan’s lemma, we have

u(f) = 2/6¥?W<W>_2k
Sy Cia (Y, E)(FiVIEP + 1)
+2i\/€? +1
. / R Cj,+(y’,£’)(iim)j
" 2 IO + 1

Now, let f,, = do fn € C°(Ry). Then, we have

P i €) (i /[EP 1Y

(1—h%02 )F fdzy

f(zq)dzy.

lim wu(zg) =+-— e htsmrt,
+2410 (z4) h +2i/]¢)2 + 1 ’
So, we have that 4= Oppo(g)y* € A1 (09) as desired. O

Applying Lemmas and we have that away from glancing or the
diagonal, vRp~* is composed of a Fourier integral operator, Gp, associated
with the relation

. (rlexpy(2:€)), 2, €))
T @) € B9, (@.6) € 7@, 62), £ 2 0, expy(a.€) € SpR”on [
and a pseudodifferential operator Gao. Here m is orthogonal projection

S};Rdbg — B300Q and SfERd and B7012 are respectively the cosphere and
coball bundles of radius E.

REMARK 4.21. Note that in the case 2 is strictly convex, Cj is
parametrized by Sp where

Be(z,€) = (mp0B(x, &'/ E), Emeof(z, &'/ E)).

Next, observe that by (4.39), when we compose R,~v* on the left by ~, the
remainder term is @D" — C°(h*°) as desired.
Putting this together, we have

G(z) := Ga(z) + Gp(2) + G4(2) + OD' — C*°(h™)

where G is pseudodifferential, G is a Fourier integral operator associated
with the relation Cy, and G4 has MSy(Gg) C Uy x U, NV}, where Uy, is an
h¢ neighborhood of S3,002 and V}, is an h¢ neighborhood of the diagonal of
092 x 09 lifted to T*0€). Moreover, if §2 is strictly convex, Gpg is associated
to the billiard ball map.



62 4. BOUNDARY LAYER OPERATORS

Next, we compute the symbols of Ga and Gp. Using Lemmas [£.19%hnd
[4.20] we have

o(Ga) = (27h) Y20 () / roo(7)dés

- (27rh)_1/h2 (1€)* - (E+i0)2)_1d§d
" B
=5 (E—1gR) "

Here we take the branch of the square root such that /a is positive on a > 0.
This choice is unambiguous since Arg(E? — |¢'|2) € {0, 7}. Thus,

7(Ga) = o(@)lcangeo = ih (2B~ €3)

REMARK 4.22. Note that the symbol of Ga is the same as that if we
had naively applied Lemma [2.19

Note also that using the transversality of the intersection C'oAjoC™1,
Lemma [2.19] gives that for x, y € 012,

hE(d—3)/2e(—d+3)7ri/46% Rewp|z—y|
2o — g2

(4.41) o(e Bl GR) o = \dy A da| /2.

Then, assuming that 2 is strictly convex so that Cj is parametrized by (g,
we have by composing symbols (see also [GU81al, Proposition 6.1]) that
LEMMA 4.23. Let ¢ = (y,n) € B,0Q. Then Gp has symbol

Im 2

(442) o(Gpe"H O D o= D|, — By

he i el @3e @) (h=(|n(q)], ~ E))
2(E2 ~ [n(Bp(a)13) /A2 ~ [n(a)3)/*

X € C°(R) has x =0 near 0 and ¢ =1 — x.

dq1/2.

PROOF. To convert from (4.41) to (4.42)), we reparametrize by (y,n).
That is, we write |d¢’| in terms of |dy|. Observe that by (2.5) n = Edy|y — |

on Cg. Thus, we compute
Y+ Z sie; — (z + Z tiel) ) |dx|
i i

where ¢; and € (i = 2,...,d) are respectively orthonormal bases for T, 5,00
and T70€). Without loss of generality, we assume that

vy =(1,0,0...,0), vy = (cos B,sin 3,0,...0)
y =1(0,0,0,...,0), x = (r1,re,73,0,...0) =r

2

881'({%]'

dn| = B! det (

t=0
s=0
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Then we choose as our orthonormal bases e; = e; i = 2,...d where e; is the
standard basis and

ey = (—sin 3, cos 3,0, ...,0), e, =eifori=3,...d
Next we compute derivatives of w = w(sa, ..., sq,t2,...,tq)
w = |(tasin 8 — 11,82 — 1o — tacos B, 83 — r3 — t3,84 — ta,...,Sq — tq)

A long but straightforward computation gives

’ ’3 82’10 -
8Si8t]‘ t=0
s=0
—|r[?cos B+ ra(rocos B —sin Br1) 73(r2 cos B — sin Bry) 0
ToT3 —|r|? + 2 0
0 0 —|r|2T

This matrix has

0w
det < 63¢6tj

7'% cos B+ riresin B
r|?

= |71

t=0>
s=0

=80,y — 1y, |2 — yl]

= [ =y B2\ B2 — 02\ /B2 — 1€(Bp(0)) 2
[l

:|r

REMARK 4.24. If Q is strictly convex, then the cutoff away from the
diagaonal in Ry causes G to be microlocalized h¢ away from |{'|; = E and

hence Gpp(h<(|hD'|, — E)) = Gp + O(h™).

Now, to understand N = ~yTRoL*~v* + %Id and 0,D¢ = yLRoL*~*
microlocally away from glancing, we only need to compute the symbols of
the various pieces since the geometry of the situation is identical to that for
G. For 0,DV, it is irrelevant whether we choose ¥ or ¥~ since we have

verified that there is no jump at 9 in Lemma Write N = v+ RoL*~*.
Then for N, we write
N = yRiL*y* + 7" RoL*y*(1 — (b~ (|hD'|y — E))
+y T RaL*y*p(h™|hD'|y - E)
~ ~ ~ 1
(4.43) =: NB+NA+N9+§Id
Also, write
0,Dl = yLR L*v* + yT LRy L*y*(1 — (b~ *(|hD'|, — E))
+ v LRy L™ " ¢(h™|nD'|; — E)
=:0,Dlp + 0,DlA + 0, DI,



64 4. BOUNDARY LAYER OPERATORS

The symbol of 9, D{pg is given by

Im 2z

o (Nge F=lr=ul) =
E(d+1)/2€(—d+3)7ri/4€% Rewol|z—y|
2 — y|@ D72

and using the computations from Lemma [4.23

1/2
dy, |z = yl|dy A de|"/

eh RewnllaBu(0) (2 — |¢/(g)[2)/*

2(E? — ¢ (Be(a))[2) /4
Then, the symbol of 9, Dfp is given by

o(Npe' n OPn(@fe(@)) = dg/2.

Im 2

o(0,Dlpe n 17=vly =
B—1 E(d+1)/2o(—d+3)mi/4 7 Rewola—y|
2l — 47
and using the computations from Lemma

dy, |z — y|dy, |z — yl|dy A dz|*/?

(8, Dlge i OPnll(aBe(@)y =

hlen Rewol(q,ﬂE(q))(EZ _ |§’(5E(Q))‘§)1/4(E2 _ |£/(q)‘2)1/4

g d 1/2'
B q

To analyze Na and 8, D/ A, Write
RoL*y* (1 = p(h™“(|hD'] = 1))) (2, y)

_ (Zﬂ_h)—d/ei@—yv@ _Z<é|-é’|y2y>_—|_E‘]2)1£$;Oya£) (1 - 1/1(h_6(|§/|g - E)))df

and
LRyL*y* (1 = 4 (h™“(|hD'| = 1))) (2, y)

_ (2ﬂ_h)—d/e;1<a:—y,f> <£a Vx)]é% 7ig>E“i2‘ 1127(;573/75) (1 _ w(h—e(|£l|g . E)))dé—

where the p; are polynomial in £&. Then, in appropriate coordinates

RoL*y*(1 = (b~ “(|hD'| = 1)))(z, y)

7

= (omhy ¢ [ ehievo EEBDIE 0 (i, — B

and
LRy L*y* (1 = (h™(|hD'| = 1)))(z,y)

2
_ e +p(x7y7£) —
— (27h) "¢ (2—y.6) 8 1 — (b€, — EV)d
(i) [ ehtemnd STLEIA (€, — E))ie
Hence, the relevant parts of RoL*y* and LRyL*~* satisfy the requirements
of Lemma When we compute the symbol of 4T RyL*y*, we obtain
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% which is exactly the %Id appearing in . Hence, we can compute
symbols to obtain:

For the case that € is strictly convex, we summarize the result of this
decomposition in the following Lemma

LEMMA 4.25. Let Q C R? be strictly convex with Q2 € C*®. Then for
all1/2 > ¢e,v>0, and z = E + Q(h'™7) with Imz > —Chlogh~!. Then
G(z/h) := Ga(z) + Gp(2) + G4(2) + @D — C*°(h™)
N(z/h) == Na(2) + Np(z) + Nyg(2) + OD' — C>®(h*™)
0,Dl(z/h) := 0, Dla(2) + 8,Dlp(2) + 8,Dly(z) + OD' — C>(h™)
where Ga € h'™20-1, Na € h'=20-1, §,Dlh € h™'W!, and Gp €

hlfée(lmZ)*dﬂ/hlgomp(Cb), Np € e(Imz)*dQ/hI(?(jmp(Cb), and 0,Dlg €
h~te(mz)-da/h[€MP(Cy) are FIOs associated to Bp where § = max(e, ).

Moreover,

/ (¢,p) € BR0Q2 x Br0% :

M) € {min(E ~ €@y, B~ €@y Ua.p) > cff}
1y (q,p) € T*ON x T*0N :

MSy'((+)g) C { max(|E — |€'(q)|4l, |E — 1€ (0)lgl,1(g,p)) < chﬁ}

)

. ih_l E2 — ‘§/|2
o(Ga) = i 7(8,Dln) = V i
2

B2 - |¢ ’

helﬂ Rewol(q,6£(9))

1/2

2 |6 (Bele >>|2>1/4<E2 @At

+ Rewol(q,8E( 1/4
o (W Opnlllap@ny - DE @R e
2(E% — |¢(Br(a) )14

J(GBe“?f Opn (a,86(0))) =

o (0, DEBe - Opn(l(a,8e(0))y =

™tk Reenl@Pe) (B2 — € (Bp(@) [V (B2 = €@ 1o
2
where we take \/z = \/\z|e% At8(2) for —1/2 < Arg(z) < 3m/2.

REMARK 4.26.

e The change in this Lemma when 2 is only assumed to be convex
is that we lose restriction on |¢'|; and |7|; in MS,'(Gp) and thus
must use for the symbol of G near glancing points and away
from the diagonal.

e The microsupports of the various components of G are shown

graphically in Figure
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T*00) T*59)
c—_ —T*0 el— T Ton
Glrszeo- |- -3 SpoQ Gl | _--=98;00
[ H00 ——— \ a9
O e G-\ __--=15;00
£ S £ S

= WFh/(GB)
£ o0 £ T*0Q
Gl 5500 Gl 5500
H 0N —H 90
Gl 5500 Gl 5500
€ £

= WF'(Gy)

T*09)
& T*00) € — Y TN
G Ik =4 Spof g::::\__%,:;:S}‘;&Q
H 9 ———rH|— [ 00
g1 =1 SEOQ g::::\__%,:;:S}‘;&Q
€ £
\ _/
= WFh/(GA>

FIGURE 4.4.1. We show the wavefront relation for each of
the pieces in the decomposition of G (N or 9, Df). The for-
mulae for these wavefront sets are contained in Lemmas
and We label the elliptic, glancing, and hyper-
bolic regions by £, G, and H respectively. The top, middle,
and bottom pictures correspond to G, G4 and G respec-
tively. In the left copy of T*0f2, we show the wavefront set
of each operator in the fiber over y € 9. The right copy
of T*0€) shows how each operator maps the wavefront set in
the fiber over y. Note that the curve shown in the right copy
of T*9Q for WF},'(Gp) continues outside of the portion of
T*0%) shown.
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4.5. Boundary layer operators and potentials near glancing

In this section, we complete the microlocal descriptions of the boundary
layer operators using the Melrose-Taylor parametrix constructed in Ap-

pendx [C]

4.5.1. Estimates for a simple transmission problem. We start
by proving estimates for the following transmission problem. Let €y = €,
Qo =R\ Q, and u = uj 1o, @ uzlq,. Suppose that x € C*(R?) with y =1
on {27 and

(=h2A — 2%)u; = W2\ f; in
U — Uy = on 0f)

(4.44) 1 2=01
Oy u1 + Opyuz = g2 on 0f)

ug is z/h outgoing
Then, it is easy to check that as a distribution,
(—h*A = 2%)u = h*(f + L*0pa ® g1 + o0 © g2)

where f = 1g, f1 ® 1o, f2 and L is a vector field with L|pg = 9,,. Thus,
applying h=2Rg(z/h) to this equation shows that for z/h in the domain of

Ro(z/h), (4.44) has a unique solution given by
u = Roxf + Slga + Dlyg;.

Hence

1 _
utloq = YRof + Gga — Q91+ Ng

1 .
uzloq = YRof + Gga + 291 +Ng;
(4.45)

1 -
Ay utlon = Y0, Rof + 392+ N7 gy + 8,Dlgy

1 .
Ovuzlon = V0w, Rof + 592 — N#gy — 8,Dlg,
To obtain an L? estimate on u, we simply apply standard resolvent estimates
(see for example [DZl, Chapter 3)),
(4.46) IR0 (2 /M)X 1y prz2 < ChePXmIE,
So

HXU’”LQ(Rd) < Cer(Imz)_(

RlIXFl L2 @ay + R 291l 200y + B2 lg2 ]l 2(00) )-
To upgrade this to estimates on u; in H*(Q;), we observe that for y; €
C®(R?) with x; =1 on ¥, and x2 € C°(R?) with y2 = 1 on supp x1,
(—h*A = 2%)x1u = [x1, i Alu+ h*(xf + L*0p0 ® g1 + do0 © g2)
x1u = X2Ro(0) (A ([x1, *A] + 2%x1)u + X )
+ x2DL(0)g1 + x25¢(0) g2
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and for k > —1, DL(0) : H*3/2(9Q) — HF2(Q,) @ H*2(Qy) and S¢(0) :
HM2(0Q) — HM2() @ HF2(Qg), xRo(0)x : H*(n) & HF () —
H*2(0) @ H*2(Q)3. (See [Eps07, Theorems 9, 10]) So,
il grezgay) + [Ixauzll gree o)
< B2 ([l ey + Plludll e ay)) + (Ixauell ey + Plixauall ge qy)))
+ XSl me ey + lgull gz a0) + 11920l gresr2 o0

Using the description G, N, and 8, D¢ at high energy in Lemmas [4.25
and as psuedodifferential operators, we have for ¢ € C°(R) with
¥ =1on [-2E,2E],

|Gull g < (1 — w(ADIY) Gl g + 10(|AD]) Gl

< hlfull e + Gl 2
1Nl < (1= (D)) Null g + [ (IhD) Nl g
< Null g + ¥l 2
IN*ul g < [[(1 = ¢(|hD))3y DEFul| e + [[(|AD1) Dy DEF |
< llull g + 15%#u] 2
10, DLlul| e < (1 = ¥ ([RD]))0, Dlul| g1 + |13 (|RD]) Oy Dlul|

< h7Hull s + 10, DLu| 2.

Together with and Theorem this implies the estimates

LEMMA 4.27. Suppose that z/h is in the domain of Ry, x € C®(R?)
with x =1 on Q1 and u € L% _(RY) is the solution to ([{.44). Then

u = Roxf + Slgs + DLy,

(4.45) holds and for any € > 0, k > —1/2, m > 0, there exists hg > 0,
C, Ni > 0 such that for 0 < h < hyg,

el saq) + Il ooy + lutll g

2

+ |l 3
| 2”H}1:+§

(9) (69)

+[| 0y ua |

x (Im
—N,
< Oh N (HXfIIH;;(Rd)Jr\Ig2HH:+%

+ Hal/zu?”

H’“+ 2 (69) H* 5 (60)

+ 3
910143 )

(092) (092)

4.5.2. Microlocal Description of G and S/ near glancing. Now,
let u solve with f; = 0 and g1 = 0 and go = g microlocalized suffi-
ciently close to a glancing point (2/,&’) so that the parametrices from Ap-
pendix [C] can be constructed.

In particular, let (yo,n0) € S*0 and

(447) Y =1on{ly—yo| <38, [n—mol| <, |nlg — 1| < vhZe(h) 2.
(4.48)  suppv C {|y — yo| < 26, [n —no| < 281, ||nlg — 1| < 2vh%e(h) 2
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and suppose that g = Opy(¢0)g + QU™ (h™>)g.
Recall that by Lemmas [C.27 and (C.41)) a microlocal description of the
exterior Dirichlet to Neumann map, N, is given by

(4.49) Nog = J(W™23C®_ + B)J g+ QU= (h>)g
where C € ¥ is elliptic, B € ¥, ®_ is the Fourier multiplier

/ 72/36V
(4.50) ®_(u) = (2rh) """ / M

e%<z_y’5/>ud§/.

where,
a(€) =& +ie(h)  with ch < e(h) = G(hlogh™Y).
Let AiA_, A7 A_, AiA"_, and A7’ A" be the Fourier multiplies obtained by
replacing ﬁ—/: in by AiA_, AiA_, AiA’_, and A’ A’ respectively.
Let i = h*P371 IO g and ¢ = h2/361J.AiA_01Jhere

e~ /6

B = S5-—. Then, let w1 = A 4q1 where A; is as in Lemma |C.30| and
wo = Hyqo where H, is the solution operator to

(=h2A — 22)H4q2 =0 in R\ Q
Haqzloo = 2
Haqe z/h outgoing

Then, by Lemma |C.30[ and (4.49),
(4.51) wilon = walon = 2B TAIA_C™ T g+ QU™ (h™).
and

(4.52)
Oyw1 + Oyywo
=BT (CAIA C™'+ BAIA_CT' = CAVA_C™' — BAIA_C™') J7yg
+ QU2 (h>)g
(4.53) =B I(C(ATA- — LA )CH T g+ OT > (h™)g
=JCC g+ QU®(h®)g = g+ QU ®(h™)g

where we have use the Wronskian for the Airy equation to reduce (4.53)).
Thus, (u; — wy,us — we) solves (4.44) with

IS ety + 1l svom + 92 2oy = O gl

for any N. Hence, u = w + @C*loc(h*°) and we have that

(4.54) Gg=JB W BAA_CT T g+ OU 2 (h™)g

for any Im z = @(hlog h~1). Moreover,

(4.55)  Stglg = 3871 A, JCT T g + QD' (89) — C=(Q)(h)g
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LEMMA 4.28. Suppose that ¢ € L*(0S)) and there exists € > 0 such that
MSyh(¢) C {|1 —|€]4] < A<}, and Im 2z > —Mhlogh™!. Then,

Gl z2 < CR*|lgl] 2

PROOF. Let xe € S(T*0) have xe = 1 on {|1 — ||| < h¢} with
supp xe C {[1 —[¢'|y| < 2h°} and X = Opp(xc). Then X¢ = ¢ + O(h>®)p.

By Lemma there exists 1/2 > ¢ > 0 such that for any z¢ € 92
and B > 0, if (; € Ss N CX(0N) has supp(; C {|z — xo| < Bh°} and
(o € SsNC(09Q) has (2 =1 on {|z — zo| < 26R°} then

GGOGXp=GaXe+O(h™)p
(1GLXp = GXe+O(h™7)p
Now, by ,
GGGX @ =GR PAIA_CT TG X e+ O(h)g

So, since AiA_ = @L? — L?(1), and the ¢J terms are elliptic semiclassical
FIO’s, with symbols in h~™*Ss for some a > 0, we have

1GG¢X @l 2 < Coh® 3| X | 12

where Cj is a constant depending only on €.
Let a:if:(i) have 02 C Uf:(i) B(z;,€) be such that for all 0 < e < 1,

sup #{i : x € B(x;,10¢)} < M.
€002

To see that this is possible, see for example [CM11, Lemma 2|. Then,

R(Bh?)
1

R(e) < ce 1. Now, let {Giplis be a partition of unity with supp ; g C

B(x;,26h%) and ;g = 1 on B(x;, Bh9).

R(Bh?)
> GG XX GGV < CMah®? 4+ O (h™) < Coh®/?
j=1
R(Bh°) Ch—e

> IX*G GG XM = D IX*G G CiupCiasGG XY + O(R)

j=1 =1
< CQh2/3

Hence, by the Cotlar-Stein Lemma (see for example [Zwo12], Theorem C.5]),

IGX || posyre = || Y GG X < Coh®?.
J

L2—L?
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Combining Lemma with Lemma the L? boundedness of semi-
classical FIOs associated to canonical graphs gives, and Lemma gives
the following improvement of Theorem [£.4] in the case that € is strictly
convex with smooth boundary

THEOREM 4.29. Let Q C R? be strictly convex with smooth boundary.
Then there exists Ao > 0 such that for some C' and all |\| > Ao the following
estimate holds

-2 m —
G 2200)—12000) < CA) 5 ePoa(ImA)—

REMARK 4.30. The improvement from Theorem [4.4] is that we have
removed the log A from the right hand side of (4.14)

4.5.3. Microlocal description of N near glancing. To obtain a
microlocal description of N near glancing, we combine Proposition m
with the microlocal decomposition of G and the microlocal parametrix for NV,
constructed in Appendix|[C] In particular, for g microlocalized near glancing

point (y()a 770)7
Gg=JBR2BAIA_CT T+ @O(h™®)g
Nog = J(h™2B3C®d_ + B)J g+ O(h™®)g

where N as denotes the exterior Dirichlet to Neumann map. Now, A5 has
microsupport contained in an h®¢ neighborhood of the diagonal and hence
N>g remains microlocalized near glancing and we can use the microlocal

model (4.5.3)) in the composition GNa. Proposition implies that

~ 1
Ng=39- GNayg
1
=50- BIT(AIA 4+ h¥PAIA_CTIB) T tg + QU™ (h™®)g

_ gy <; (AT A_+ AiA)
+h2BA_AICT'B) g+ OU®(h®)g
= B J(A'A- + ¥BPAIA_CTIB) T g — %g + QU >®(h™)g

Hence, for g microlocalized near glancing
~ 1
(4.56) Ng=5g- BYI(AIA + W BPAIA_CT'B) T g + QU™ (h™®)g
So, by analogous arguments to those in Lemma [4.28] we have

LEMMA 4.31. Suppose that ¢ € L?(0)), and there exists € > 0 such that
MSh(p) C {1 = |€|g| < h¢}, and Imz > —Mhlogh™t. Then,

HNQOHL? < Clleoll g2
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Combining Lemma with Lemma the L? boundedness of semi-
classical FIOs associated to canonical graphs, and Lemma gives the
following improvement of Theorem [£.4] in the case that § is strictly convex
with smooth boundary

THEOREM 4.32. Let Q C R? be strictly convex with smooth boundary.
Then there exists Ao > 0 such that for some C' and all |\| > Ao the following
estimate holds

HN”LQ(E’Q)—W(@Q) < CePoalmA)—

REMARK 4.33. This theorem improves the estimate for N in Theorem

by removing the factor ()\)% log(A). The improved estimate is sharp in
the case of a strictly convex domain as can be seen by taking Neumann
eigenfunctions on the ball.

4.5.3.1. Microlocal description of 0, Df and DL near glancing. Now, let
u solve (4.44) with f; =0 and g2 = 0 and g; = g microlocalized sufficiently
close to a glancing point (yp, 1) so that the parametrices from Appendix
can be constructed. In particular, let 1) be as in (4.47) and assume the
Opu(¢¥)g = g+ Q¥ °(h™)g. )
We know that u = Dfg and so by Lemma uilpn = —%g + Ng,
uzlon = %g + Ng. Motivated by this and (4.56), let
wy = —B 1Ay g9 — BTN A ,JCTIBT g
wy = —B " HgJ (AP’ A_ + h¥PA_AiCT'BJ Yy
where A; ;4 are as in Lemma Then,
(4.57)
wilog = —BHI(AIA + h¥PAIA_CTIB)T g + QU ®(h>)g
walon = =B I(ATA_ + W PAIA_CTIB)I g + QU (h™®)g
Ay wilog = BLI(W2BCA' A + BAIA. + CA'A_C71BJ g
+ h*3BAIA_CT'B)J g+ QU™ (h>)g
Dywalog = —B LI (W BCATA_ + CAIA_CT'B+ BAI'A_)J g
— WP Y IBAIA_CT'B)J g + QU (h™®)g
Thus,
O wilga + Opywa|gn = OV~ (h™)g
w —wp =g+ OV *(h™)g

where we have used the Wronksian for the Airy equation in simplifying the

expressions in (4.57)).
Thus, (u; — wy,us — we) solves (4.44) with

Il ey + s oy + N2l oy = OB gl -
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for any N > 0. This gives
u; = w; + OV (h™>)g.
So we have that
8,Dlg = B LI(h"2PCAI A + BAIA_ + CAI'A_CB)Jg
(4.58) + 3BV IBAIA_CTIB)J g+ QU= (h™)g
= 2B ICAT AT g + JOHS — Hi(1)J g
and

(4.59)
Dlglg, = —B 1 As g9—BIh2P A, ,JCTIBI g+ 0D (8) — C=(Q)(h™)

for any Im z = @(hlogh™1).

LEMMA 4.34. Suppose that ¢ € L*(0S) and there exists € > 0 such that
MSh(p) C {|1 = |¢|g| < h¢}, and Imz > —Mhlogh™'. Then,

18, Dlp| 2 < CR=2| g 2.

PROOF. Let xe € S(T%0R) have xe = 1 on {|1 — ||| < h¢} with
supp Xe C {|1 — [&'|g] < 2h°} and X = Opp(xc). Then X¢ = ¢ + O(h™)¢p.
Fix 0 < €2 < €1 = €. Then let 29 € 9Q and (1,2 € C(92) N Se such that
G =1on {|lxr —z9| < Ch%} and supp (1 C {|z — zo| < 2Ch%}. Then by

Lemma [4:25]
Now, by (4.54)),
0, DIGX o = —CJB W 2BA AICT  I1+OL? — L2(h*?)J 10X ¢
+QL* = L*(h™®)e.

@0, DG X o = 0, DIGX @ + O(h™)ep.

Next, observe that on for |Im z| < |Rez|71/2
|Ai'(2)AL(2)] < C{2)"?
and (;J are elliptic semiclassical FIO’s, with symbol in h~=*S; for some
a > 0. Therefore,
1C2Th 2B AL AP CT LG X @2 < Coh ™2 (1 X |

where Cj is a constant depending only on 2. Taking a partitions of unity
as in Lemma [4.28] completes the proof. [l

Combining Lemma with Lemma the L? boundedness of semi-
classical FIOs associated to canonical graphs gives, and Lemma [4.13| gives
the following improvement of Theorem

THEOREM 4.35. Let Q C R? be strictly convex with smooth boundary.
Then there exists \g > 0 such that for some C and all |[\| > X\ the following
estimate holds

10, DEN) || L2(00) s 1200y < C (A) ePoalmA)-,






CHAPTER 5

Dynamical Resonance Free Regions

In the early 1900s, Sabine [Sab64] postulated that the decay rate of
acoustic waves in a region with leaky walls is determined by the average
decay over billiards trajectories. Such a Sabine type law incorporates the
detailed properties of both the potential and the domain and has been sug-
gested as a way to study resonances in quantum corrals [BZH10] and to
study propagation of cellular signals in indoor environments [FAP11]. Our
main theorem will give a Sabine type law for the size of the resonance free
region for the operators —Apns and —Apqo s when 0Q € C is strictly
convex and V is a pseudodifferential operator.

5.0.4. Results for —Aq 5. Denote the set of rescaled resonances and
the set of rescaled resonances that are logarithmically close to the real axis

by
(5.1) A(h) :=={z € C: z/h is a resonance of — Apqs}
and
Ajog(h) :=={z € A(h) : z € [l = Ch,1 + Ch] +i[-Mhlog h™*,0]}
respectively.

REMARK 5.1. Notice that by rescaling h — hE, we can replace 1 in the

definition of Aj,g by £ > 0. Therefore, we restrict our attention to Re z near
1

The following theorem is a consequence of the much finer Theorem

THEOREM 5.2. Let Q C R? be a strictly convex domain with C> bound-
ary, V€ U(9Q) with |o(V)| > ¢ > 0. Suppose that z € Aiog. Then for every
€ > 0 there is an hg > 0 such that for 0 < h < hg

Imz 1 1 <|‘7(V)(a70)a(v)(b’ 0)|)] —¢

> — |logh ™' — = sup log
h do 2 (ap)ea 4

where dq is the diameter of  and
A={(z,y) € 002 x IN: |x —y| = dq}.

Let D be the domain of —Ay s (see Section [3.1). Then, as discussed in
Chapter |3, A is a resonance of the system if and only if there is a nontrivial
A-outgoing solution u € Dy, to the equation

(5.2) (A =X+ V ®ds0)u=0.

75
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If V: H'/2(0Q) — HY?(99Q), the author and Smith showed in [GS14, Sec-
tion 5] that this is equivalent to solving the following transmission problem

(—A = X)u; =0 in Q
(—A = X)uy =0 in R4\ Q
u1 = ug, Oy + Opug +Vur =0  on 09

u2 A-outgoing

(5.3)

where we set u|g = u1 and U|Rd\§ = uy. Here, we say that us is A-outgoing
if there exists R < oo and ¢ € L% (RY) such that us(z) = (Ro(N)y)(z)

com

for |x| > R, where Ry(\) is the analg)/tic continuation of the free resolvent
(—A — A?)7! defined initially for ImA > 0. In odd dimensions, we take
A € C for the above meromorphic continuation, but for even dimensions, we
need to consider A as an element of the logarithmic covering of C \ {0}.

We now introduce the dynamical and microlocal objects for the finer
version of Theorem Let 7 : T*R? — R¢ denote projection to the base,
B*0%) be the coball bundle of the boundary, and ¢ be the induced metric on
0f). Define also

B*0Q, :={q e T0Q : |£(q)]y <7}

so that B*0Q) = B*0€Q;. Then we denote the billiard ball map (see Section
by B : B*0Q — B*90. We also denote for A ¢ B*09), B_n(A) =
Vg
Mi=1 B7(A).
Let I : T*0Q x T*02 — R be given by I(q,¢’) := |7(q) — 7(¢’)| and write
Iy : B*0Q) — R where

1 N—-1
(5.4) In(a) =5 > UB"(9). 8" (9))
n=0

is the average length between the first IV iterates of the billiard ball map
originating at q.
Recall that for z € Ajog, the single layer operator, G, has

(5.5) G(z/h) = Ga(z;h) + Gp(z; h) + Gy(z; h) + OL* — C>(h™)

where G is a pseudodifferential operator and G g is a semiclassical Fourier
integral operator associated to 5 and G is microlocalized near |{'|; = 1 and
the diagonal (see Lemma [4.2F)).

Next, let x € C*°(R) with y =1 for 2 > 2C and x =0 for x < C. Then
fix € > 0 and let
(5.6)

/
Rs(z) = —(I + G vaH e > vay®x (1 D,

R
he >€ T

The order of Rs(z) in h may vary from point to point in B*Q). In Section
2.3] we developed the notion of the shymbol of a pseudodifferential operator,
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a notion of symbol which is sensitive to local changes of order. Using this
idea, we have that the compressed shymbol of Rs ),

(ms(e)) = — ) (15K

2i\/1—|¢/2 — h&(V) he

is the reflection coefficient at the point (z/,&') € B*(092). We call Rs the
reflection operator.

REMARK 5.3. The compressed shymbol of the reflection operator agrees,
up to lower order terms, with the reflection coefficient found when a plane
wave with tangential frequency £’ interacts with a delta function potential
of constant amplitude 5(V') on a hyperplane (See (1.12)).

Let T'(z) := Gglm(z)GB(z)Gglﬂ(z) where Gp is the Fourier integral
operator component of G(z). Then define ry(z) : B*(02) — R, the loga-
rithmic average of the reflectivity at successive iterates of the billiard map,

by

Im z

i (a) + 5 g S (BT (RT() ) a).

The term Ith Iy in (5.7) serves to cancel the growth of T'(z) in the right
hand term. In fact, for 0 < N independent of A we have

(5.7 rn(z,q) =

N
(68 (e = 5 3 log |(5(Rs)e8 (@) + O(n!ms 012 )
n=1

where Ir;(q) is the local order of R; at ¢ (see Section [2.3). The expression
(5.8) illustrates that 7y is the logarithmic average reflectivity over N itera-
tions of the billiard ball map. Moreover, 7n(z, ¢) is independent of z € Ajyg,

so we suppress the dependence on z.
Note that, if for any 1 < i < N, §*(q) ¢ WFL(V), then for all M > 0 there
exists hg such that for 0 < h < hy,

(5.9) rn(q) < —Mlogh™t,

Using Lemma and we have for h small enough, € < 1/2, and
V(h) € h=2/30(09),

. log |5(Rs)(B(q))|?
1-6<|¢/l,<1-he  2l(q, B(q))

< inf
Cchel2<r<si/2z 2CT

472 + B(r3) + O(h2/3)
< —C§1? logh™!

LHO0) ( O (h2/3) )

where 6(R;) denotes the shymbol of Rs (see Section [2.3)).



78 5. DYNAMICAL RESONANCE FREE REGIONS

Thus, we see that for all strictly convex domains 2, 0 < € < 1/2, Ny > 0,
and V € h2/30 there exists d; > 0 such that

(5.10) sup inf —l;,er: sup inf —l;,er

N<N; B¥0Q1 _che N<N; B*0Q1 s,
for some 61 > 0 small enough. That is, the slowest decay rates are those at
least a fixed distance away from the glancing region.
With these definitions in hand, we state our main result.

THEOREM 5.4. Let Q C R? be a strictly convex domain with C* bound-
ary. Then there exists eq > 0 such that for all V. € h=2/3U(0Q) with
|o(V)|lze < eqh™%/3, the following holds. For z € Ajg there exists &1 > 0
such that for every ¢ > 0 and N1 > 0, there is an hg > 0 such that for
0<h<hg

Imz

5.11 ——— > su inf  —I5'(q)r — €.
(5.11) poZ S gt iy (@)rn(q)

REMARK 5.5.

e The proof of Theorem also shows that for each 0 < € small
enough, and €1 > 0,
Im z

— " < inf su —IN)r + €7.
TR s Wk N (@rn(q) + e

However, in strictly convex domains with V € h=2/3W(99Q), the
quantity on the left goes to infinity for |£'|; ~ 1 — ch® for € > 0
small enough.

e Theorem [5.4]is sharp in the case of the unit disk in two dimensions
with potential V = h™“ (See Appendix [A)).

e In typical physical systems, the strength of the interaction between
a wave and a potential is a function of the frequency of the waves.
This corresponds to considering h-dependent V. The requirement
|o(V)|| e < eqh™2/3 comes from the construction of a parametrix
for ([5.3)) near glancing in Section m

However, this is not the natural bound for there to be glancing
effects. In fact, the scaling of the problem near glancing dictates
that the closest particles can concentrate to glancing is h%/? (i.e.
|¢']; — 1 ~ h2/3). Under this restriction and naively intepreting 7y
as the expression (5.8)), |o(V)| = Ch=%/¢ coincides with the first
time that |ry/In| > ¢. Hence, when |o(V)| > ch™®/8, we expect
nontrivial effects from glancing points. In [Gall4b]|, we verify this
for Q the unit disk in R? and V = h™°.

To see that the characterization of the resonance free region ([5.11)) can
be thought of as a time-averaged Sabine type law, observe that if a wave
packet intersecting the boundary for the first time at ¢ € B*02 starts with
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energy F, then the energy remaining in {2 after N reflections is given by

N
1 lo(Rs)(8" ()P E = exp (2N7x(g)) E.
n=1

Thus —ry is the average exponential rate of decay of the L? norm over N
reflections. Moreover, during the N reflections it takes an average of time
In(q) to undergo each reflection. Hence, the L? time rate of decay is —l&lr N-
Together with the resonance expansions from [GS14], this characterization
is a step towards mathematically justifying the use of Sabine laws in the
analysis of quantum corrals [BZH10]|, as well as propagation of cellular
signals in indoor environments [FAP11].

When there is no potential at a point in B*0f2, the Sabine Law also
predicts that wave packets will leave without reflection. Hence, there will
be an arbitrarily large exponential rate of decay if every trajectory eventually
intersects a point outside of the potential’s support. Theorem combined
with shows that any trajectory which leaves WFy, (V') has

~IN (@)rn(g) > Mlogh™

for all M > 0. Hence, the infimum in Theorem effectively excludes
trajectories that leave WEFy(V (Rezh)). Moreover, if every trajectory at
least §; from glancing eventually leaves WF},(V (Rezh)), then there is an
arbitrarily large logarithmic resonance free strip, verifying the predictions
of the Sabine Law.

Theorem immediately gives us the following corollary:

COROLLARY 5.0.1. Let Q C R? be a strictly convex domain with C>
boundary, V' € h=*¥(012) with o < 2/3. Suppose that z € Ajps. Then, for
every € > 0, there is an hg > 0 such that for 0 < h < hg

(5.12)
Im ~

- > inf {I'(¢)(1—a) —¢: g€ B_n(WFL(V))}.
Flogh=T = 51 |£}E<1{N(Q)( a)—e: qefn(WFn(V))}

REMARK 5.6. Unlike Theorem Corollary does not provide in-
formation about Cy in —Im z/h > —C| log h~! 4+ C,. However, the dynam-
ical quantities are easier to compute than those in Theorem

5.0.5. Results for —Apq 5. Here we consider resonances for the oper-
ator —Apq 5. Recall that resonances are defined as poles of the meromorphic
continuation of the resolvent

Ry(\) = (—Agos — 27", ImA>1,
and —Apq s is the unbounded operator
—Ap05 = = A+ 3po(V(N)u]aq)-
(See Section for the formal definition of —Apq s.)
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Im 2~
1
| Rez
o0 € C1! —1[dg" +¢] hlogh™!
09 € Coinvex ~2 [dg* + €] hlogh~!
00 € CZvexmmmmmmant —5' [hlogh™! — hry(h)] + eh

FiGURE 5.0.1. We show the various resonance free regions
known for —Agq s when V' € ¥(052). The top two lines show
the bounds from Chapter [GS14]. The lowest is the reso-
nance free region bound from Theorem Since l;,l > dél,
the gap between the bounds from [GS14] and Theorem 5.4]is
at least %délhlog h=L. If (V) = 0 at some points in B*9Q,
then the resonance free region given by Theorem can be
much larger, while those from [GS14] will not change.

We now assume that Q is strictly convex and 9Q C R? is a smooth
hypersurface and take V' = V(h) € h*¥(0Q) an elliptic (semiclassical)
pseudodifferential operator with semiclassical parameter h = ReA™! and
a>5/6.

Denote the set of rescaled resonances and the set of rescaled resonances
that are hlogh™! close to the real axis by

(5.13) A‘;/(h) :={z€C: z/his aresonance of — Apq 5}
and

Ajg(h) :=={z € A% (h): 2 € 1 — Ch, 1+ Ch] +i[~Mhlogh™,0]}
respectively.

REMARK 5.7. As for the § potential, it is possible to rescale in h to
obtain Rez ~ F for any £ > 0
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Then the following theorem is a consequence of the much finer Theorem

B.IT]

THEOREM 5.8. Let Q C R be a strictly convexr domain with C*> bound-
ary, V.€ h*C>(0Q) with V. > ch® > 0, and o > 5/6. Then there exists
a constant Cy.q such that for every € > 0 there exists hg > 0 such that for

0 <h<hoand z € A}, ()

h3722 5/6 <a<1

—Imz> (Cva —¢) {hlogh_l a>1

REMARK 5.9. The power 5/6 is not optimal as can be seen, for example
in [Gall5, Chapter 2] in the case of the circle. However, the arguments we
rely on in the hyperbolic region require that a > 5/6.

As for the § potential, we are able to rescale to the case that Rez = 1.
We now introduce the dynamical and microlocal objects for the finer version
of Theorem [5.2] Let w, B*9Q, 8, I, and Ix be as above. Furthermore, recall
that
(5.14)

9, DL(z/h) := 8, DEa(2; h) + 0, Dlg(2; k) + 9, Dly(2; h) + OL* — C(h™)

where 0,Dla is a pseudodifferential operator, 9,Dfp is a semiclassical
Fourier integral operator associated to § and D, is microlocalized near
¢'l¢ = 1 and the diagonal (see Lemma [£.25)).

We now suppose V' € h*¥(9Q) for a > 5/6 and is self-adjoint with
o(V) > ch® > 0. Let x € C®°(R) with x =1 for z > 2C and x = 0 for
x < C. Then fix € > 0 and let

(5.15) Ry(z) :=

1 - |hD!
(I - 8,De{?va,DeN?) 10,0012V 0, D02y <|h’g> el

(V) /1= 115 1- ¢
Ry () = T\gqg_mf( , g>

is the reflection coefficient at the point (2/,¢') € B*(9€). We call Ry the
reflection operator.

Then

REMARK 5.10. The symbol of the reflection operator agrees up to lower
order terms, with the reflection coefficient found when a plane wave with
tangential frequency &’ interacts with a derivative delta function potential
of constant amplitude o(V') on a hyperplane.

Let Ty (z) = 8,Dl5"*(2)0,Dlp(2)0,Dl5"?(2) where 8,Dlp is the
Fourier integral operator component of 9,D¢(z). Then, using the notion
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of shymbol defined in Section we define 7(2) : B*(89Q) — R, the loga-
rithmic average of the reflectivity at successive iterates of the billiard map,
by

Imz

(516) 7% (2.0) = T (a) + 5 0w (((Ro Ty ()" (Rar Ty () V) ).

The term ImTzl ~ in (5.16]) serves to cancel the growth of Ty (z) in the right
hand term. In fact, for 0 < N independent of A we have

N
/ 1 n 9% 2
(10 ) = g Do (Rt + 001 D)

The expression ([5.17) illustrates that r% is the logarithmic average reflec-
tivity over N iterations of the billiard ball map. Moreover, r%(z, q) is inde-

pendent of z € Aﬁ;, so we suppress the dependence on z.

Using Lemma and we have for h small enough and € < 1/2 with
V € h*v(09),

. log|o(Rs)(B(q)I?
1-6<|€|g<1—he 2l(q, B(q))

@(hf2(a71)r2)
inf  ————_log )
chel2<r<st/2 20T + O(r?) 4 + Q(h—2(a=1)y2

> C6 2 min(log h™!, h372).

Thus, we see that for all strictly convex domains €2, 0 < € < 1/2, N; > 0,
and V = O(h%)

5.18 sup inf I = sup inf  —IMr

( ) N<N; |§'|g<1—ch® NN N<N; [§]g<1=61 NN

for some &1 > 0 small enough. That is, the slowest decay rates are those at

least a fixed distance away from the glancing region.
With these definitions in hand, we state our main result.

THEOREM 5.11. Let Q C R? be a strictly convex domain with C™ bound-
ary, a > 5/6. Then for all V € h*¥(09Q) self-adjoint and elliptic the fol-
lowing holds. There exists 61 > 0 such that for every e > 0 and N1 > 0,

there is an ho > 0 such that for z € Aﬁ;g(h) and 0 < h < hg

Im z

> supinf  —IHQ)r%(9)(1 - e).

5.19 —
(5.19) h N<N; 4€B*00 s,

5.1. Conjectures and numerical computation of resonances

We conjecture that the conclusions of Theorem hold for much more
general domains €. In particular, we conjecture that the results hold for
convex domains ) with piecewise smooth, C'! boundary.

Moreover, we conjecture that
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Im A
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“C ! ! I I I ] Re )\

FIGURE 5.1.1. The figure shows resonances for —Agq s with
Q the Bunimovich and ellipse with V' = I on the top and
bottom respectively. The solid lines show the bound of The-
orem On the left, the dashed line is that of Conjecture
As predicted by the conjecture, the resonances ap-
pear to cluster around the dashed line for the Bunimovich
stadium. On the right, observe that there are many reso-
nances close to the solid line. This gives evidence that the
conclusions of Theorem are valid for the ellipse.



84 5. DYNAMICAL RESONANCE FREE REGIONS

CONJECTURE 5.1.1. Let @ C R? be a convex domain with piecewise
smooth boundary, V € h=*W(9Q) for aw < 2/3. Then, for every ¢ > 0,

2E Ny 1 — 2 < ess inf lim sup [ ! 1—a)—c¢
#le e i e msuly (01— o)~

=o(h™9).
If, moreover |o(V')| > ch™®, then

#42€ Ng - —% > esssup liminf Iy' (1 — o) + € p = a(h™9).
g |€]g<1 N>0

This conjecture is a mathematical statement of the space-averaged
Sabine law - for ergodic billiards, the exponential decay rate of waves is
given by the reciprocal of the average chord length of billiards trajectories.
In Figure[5.1.1} we can see that the resonances cluster around the line given
by the space-averaged Sabine law. The authors of [BZH10] numerically
compute resonances for scattering by quantum corrals on various domains
with ergodic billiard flow. They observe that the resulting resonances
cluster around the logarithmic line given by the space-averaged Sabine law.

In order to compute the resonances of in some example domains
Q C R?, we consider the boundary problem . We discretize 050 in steps
of equal length. After this process, reduces to a matrix equation. We
then use a maximum searching algorithm to maximize the condition number
of the resulting matrix.

5.2. Outline of the proof and organization of the chapter

The starting point for the proofs of Theorem [5.4] is the reduction of the
solution of (5.3]) to the solution of the boundary problems

(5.20) (M +No+V)p=0 &  GN+No+V)p=T+GV)p=0

where G is as in and N; and Ny are the Dirichlet to Neumann maps
on Q and R?\ Q respectively (see Chapter |3). The second equality above
follows from Section or [Tay11] Section 7.11].

The strategy for proving Theorem is to microlocally decompose the
boundary and treat each region separately. The hyperbolic, glancing, and
elliptic regions (#H, G, and & respectively) have the property that, letting U’
denote a slightly enlarged version of U,

(5.21)
(= xw)I+GV)xu =1 —xg)I+GV)xg =T —xe )L +GV)xe =0

microlocally. Thus, the invertibility of I + GV can be treated separately on
each region.

The first step (see Section in the proof is to use Theorem
to microlocally decompose G into a Fourier integral operator associated
with the billiard ball map, a pseudodifferential operator, and an operator
microsupported in an A€ small neighborhood of the diagonal of $*9€2 x S*92
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(that is, in a small neighborhood of glancing). We denote these operators
by Gp, Ga, and G respectively.

Section examines the hyperbolic region, H. Let ¢ = u|sq where u
is a solution. After some algebraic manipulation of , we arrive
at the equation

(5.22) (I - (R(;T)N)GlAsz/J =0, microlocally in H

where T' = Ggl/ ’q BGgl/ % and Rs is the reflection operator described in
(5.6). The restrictions on resonances in Theorem appear as a conse-
quence of . The crucial fact that leads to a logarithmic resonance free
region is that Rs has semiclassical order < 0.

In Section we use the fact that Ga = OL? — L2(h'~¢/2) to show
that MSy (1)) N € = 0. Finally, we show that MSy(¢)) NG = () and hence
that MSy(¢) = 0. To do this, we use the microlocal description of G near
glancing given in Section [5.3.3

REMARK 5.12. If one assumes that V' € h™*¥(09Q) for o < 2/3, then
one can avoid the use of the Melrose-Taylor parametrix. We outline this
proof in Section

The proof of Theorem [5.11]is similar to that of Theorem [5.4] In partic-
ular in Theorem ([3.2)) we saw that A is a resonance of —Apq s if and only
if there exists a nonzero solution ¢ € L?(99) to

(5.23) (I —0,DeV)dh =0

In particular, (3.11)) shows that if u is a A-outgoing solution to (—Aaqs —
A?)u = 0, then

u= Ro(AN)yVo,u
(I — 8, DLV )pu =0

Because of this, the analysis reduces to an analysis of I — 9, D¢V

We decompose (I —39, DIV) microlocally into the hyperbolic, elliptic, and
glancing regions as above. These regions have the property given in
with G replaced by 9, Df. Thus, the invertibility of I —0, D¢V can be treated
separately on each region. The analysis of H and £ is nearly identical to
that of I + GV, however unlike G, the operator 9, D¢ has a smaller operator
norm when microlocally restricted near glancing. This allows us to complete
the proof of Theorem [5.11

REMARK 5.13. Note that the proof of Theorem will use the mi-

crolocal structure of 9, D¢ near glancing in an essential way for o < 1.

5.3. Resonance free regions — delta Potential

We let z = 1 + iwp with and wg € [-Chlogh™!, Chlog h™!].
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5.3.1. Hyperbolic Region: Appearance of the Dynamics. Recall
from Lemma [4.25] that

G =Ga+Gp+Gy+OL* = C®(h™).

In order to obtain the dynamical restriction on Im z, we localize away
from an A€ neighborhood of S*0€). For k = 1,2, let xx € S, with xx = 1
on {|¢'l; < 1—(2k 4+ 1)Ch} and suppxi C {|¢'|l; < 1 — 2kChe}. Let
X = Opn(xx). Then, suppose that

I+GVXip=f

and let Ggl/ 2 be a microlocal inverse for GlA/2 on

Hi={|¢ly <1—ryhY}.
Then
(I +GV)X1¢ = (I +(Ga + GE)V) X119 + O(h™)y
= (I+ GV I+ GGG M*)GPV) X1 + O(h®)y = f.

Thus, f is microlocalized on H and, following the formal algebra in
[Zal10l Section 2] multiplying by G1A/2V and writing ¢ = G1A/2VX1¢,

T= Ggl/QGBG:ﬂ, we have
o =-GNVG{AI+T)p+ 0>y + GV f.

REMARK 5.14. By Lemma a microlocal inverse on H will be a mi-
crolocal inverse on MSy(GpX}).

Hence, letting
Ry = —(I+ G va ) e va,
we have
0 = RsTp+ O(h®)) — RsG A2 .
Here, T is an FIO associated to the billiard map such that
Im 2
atexp (25 Opa(ia. (o)) T)(810).)
— e*iﬂ‘/4dql/2 cS

and Rs € h'~20, is as in (5.6).

Thus by standard composition formulae for FIOs, we have for 0 < N
independent of h,
N-1
(524) (I (RsT)V)p = O(h®) — Y (RsT)"ReGR 2 .
m=0

We have that
(5.25) (RsT)n := (RsT)* )N (RsT)™ = Opn(an) + QW2 (h>)
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where ay € S, and, moreover, for u with MSy,(u) C H, by the Sharp Garding
inequality and [Zwo12| Theorem 13.13],

inf (|5((R57)x)(@)] + QR s0n O ) a2 < [[(RST) Yl
[(RST)¥ull* < sup (15((RsT)x)(@)] + O(RTmsx OF172) ) .

Let
Br:=1-— s;ip a((RsT)N) By = i%f(f((R(sT)N) -1

Finally, let 8 = max(f1, 82). Then, we have

LEMMA 5.15. Suppose that § > h" where 1 < min(e/2,1/2 —€). Let
¢>ry and g € L? have MSy(g) C {1 — Ch¢ < |¢'|, <1 —ch}. If

(I = (RsT)M)u =g,
then for any § > 0,
MSy(u) C {1 — (C+6)he < €|, <1— (c—b6)he}.
In particular, there exists an operator A with ||A| 22 < 2871,
A(I — (RsT)N) = I microlocally on H
and if MSk(g) C {1 — Che < [¢/|; <1 — ch<}, then
MSh(Ag) C {1 = (C+6)h < |¢|; <1—(c—)h}.
PRrROOF. In the case that fs > h"', we write
(I = (RsT)N) = =(RsT)N(I = (RsT)™™)

microlocally on H and invert by Neumann series to see that for any g,
(I — (RT)N)u = g has a unique solution modulo h* with |jul| < B87!g].
On the other hand, if 81 > k7, |[(RsT)Y| < 1 — B1, and we have that for
any g, (I — (RsT)N)u = g has a unique solution with |ju| < 87 |gl|-

We consider the case of 81 > h", the case of B2 < A" being similar
with (RsT)"N replace by (RsT)~". Suppose (I — (RsT))u; = g. Then,

lusl < B~ lgll-
For k > 1, let xx = x%(|¢'|g) with xx+1 = 1 on supp x and x1 = 1 on

MSy(g) so that
supp i C {1 = (C +0)h < €]y <1 — (c— d)h}.
Let X = Opn(xx). Finally, let xoo € Se with xoo =1 on |Jsupp xx and
k

SUpPP Xoo C {1 — (C'+28)h° < [¢'|; <1 — (c—26)h°}.
Then,
(I = (RsT)M)X1u1 = g + O(h™)g + [X1, (R;T)N] Xoour = g + g1
Then by Lemma together with the fact that x; depends only on |{'|,,
(X1, T =T(T'X1T — X;) = T(h“A + h'7*B)
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with A, B € ¥_. In fact,
(5.26) T X,T = Opa(x1(B(9) + QWs(h' )

and

x1(8(q)) — x1(q)
1
= /0 X1 (1 =)' (@l +tlE'14(B(2) (€' (B(@)]g — €' (9)]g)dt € hES..

Hence, since X u is microlocalized h° close to glancing,
M8y ([X1, (RsT) ) Xoour) € {x2 = 1}
and g; := [X1, (RsT)V] Xsou1 has
lg1ll < C(h° + R =2) 87 lg]| L2
Then, there exists us such that
(I = (BsT)N)uz = —g1
luzll < 87 glh < C(he+h172)57g]|
So,
(I — (RsT)™)(X1u +u2) = g + O(h™)g.
Continuing in this way, let
(I = (BsT)Vyuk = —gr—1,  gh—1 = [Xp—1, (RT)™] Xooup—1.

Then,

lugll < 872 (R + BF729) | g]| 2.
Moreover, letting @ ~ >, Xpuy, we have Xoo@t = 4 + O(h™)a and

(I = BsT)M)u =g+ O(h™)g
which implies @ — u = Q(h™). O
Now, assume that v solves ((5.20). Then

(I+GV) XY = —[X1,GV Y =: f
and by Lemmas and

MSw(f) € HO{[€]g > 1 — 5Ch°}
Hence, using (5.24) and Lemmas and provided that 8 > A for

some 7y < min(e/2,1/2 —e),
(5.27) Xop = O(h>).
We now examine when 8 < h". For this to occur,

o (RN @) 1

h—0 hm 0-

So, let
16(RsT)n ()] = 9.
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Taking logs and renormalizing we have

20 Nin(g) = 22 Ni(q) + log [5((RsT)w)(@)] = e(g).
So,
Imz 1 Imzl 1 loe |((RT
T, T q) TN( )+ﬁ og |6 ((RsT)n)(q)| + e(q)

= Iy (@)X (@) + e)).
where 7%, as in (5.7). Thus, if Xaop # @L?(h*), for any ¢ > 0,

I
inf -1 (rd + ch™) < et < sup —Iy' (rd — ch™).
H h H

Now, writing

Bt = [ Rses (=12 00 50)) )|

Im z
v (2 0 101, 5(0) ) 7]
and applying Lemma shows that

2Tm z
d((RsT)n)(q) = exp <— - Z l(ﬁ”((l%ﬂ"“(q)))

,:]z

(17(Rs)(B (@) + O (nTms# @) +1=2))
i=1

Since we have assumed z € Ajog, this implies that if 3%(q) ¢ WFL(V) for
some 0 < i < N then 7%,(q) < —Mlogh™! for all M. Hence,

Imz
inf IS 4 b)) < ——2 < sup =13 (% — ch™).
HAfwEL ) N (ry +ch™) < po =SW iy (ry —ch™)

Now, suppose that Xop = @L?(h™°). We have by Theorem that
(Imz)_
c h

1G22 < Ch*3logh™te

REMARK 5.16. We can also use Theorem to remove the logh ™!
from the above expression.

Therefore,
X3(I 4+ GV)X1¢ = Xz + O(h™)p = O(h™)1.
We summarize the discussion above in the following lemma.

LEMMA 5.17. Let 0 < e < 1/2. If for some v1 < min(e/2,1/2 — €), and
c>0
Imz Im 2
-—=< inf I (ry +ch™ ——= > sup Iy (ry —ch ™)),
h HQIB—NI(I%NFh(V)) v (e or h sglp N (v —ch™))
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where Iy and ry are as in (5.4) and (5.7) respectively, then
MSh(¢) - {|f/|g >1- Che}-

5.3.2. Elliptic Region. Next, we show that solutions to ([5.20) cannot
concentrate in the elliptic region &£ := {|¢'|; > 1 + ch} for some € > 0.

Fix e < 1/2. Let x1 € Sc have x1 =1 on [£/|; > 14+ 2Ch* and supp x1 C
€'l > 14+ Che. Also, let x2 € Se have supp x2 C |¢'|; > 1+ 3Ch® and
x2=1on|{|; >1+4Che. Let X; = Opp(x1) and Xo = Opp(x2).

Let 1) solve ([5.20]). Then, we have

Xo(I+GV)X1¢p = = Xo(I + GV)(1 — X1)2.
Now, by Lemma,
GV(1—X1)=(Gp+Ga+Gy)V(1 - X1) +OL* — L*(h™).
But, X2(Gp + Ga + Gy)V(1 — X1) = OL* — L*(h*™) since
MSy (Gy)osupp(l — x1) € {[I€]ly — 1] < ch},
MSy(Gp) osupp(l — x1) C {[¢']y < 1}
By similar arguments
XoGV X = XoGAV Xy +OL? — L*(h™).
Thus,
Xo(I + GaV) X1 = O(R® ).
Since 0(X2Ga) = OS7 (A1 7%) and V € h=2/3W(9Q), |o(I+GaV)| > ¢ > 0,
this implies
MSy () N {I€']y > 14 2} = 0.

We also need an elliptic estimate. Let supp x3 C {|¢{'|; > E + ¢} and
X3 = Opnp(xs). Using the fact

Opn(g) := C(1 — X3) + Xo(I + GAV) X,
is elliptic and has
Opn(q9)¥ = C(1 = X3)¢ + O(h™)1),
we have
[X1¢][12 < Cll(1 = X3)dll 2 + O(h™).

Summarizing,

LEMMA 5.18. Fiz 1/2 > € > 0. Suppose that |Im z| < Chlogh™! and
¥ = ulpq where u solves (5.3)). Then

MSy () N {I€ ]y > 1+ h} = 0.
Moreover, for x € S with supp x C {|¢'|g > 1+ ¢},
(5.28) [ X192 < Cll(1 = Opn(x))¥||z2 + O(A™).
If, in addition, the hypotheses of Lemma[5.17 hold, then
MSy(¢) € {(2',&) € T"0Q - [|¢]y — 1] < ehf}.
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5.3.3. Glancing Points. Now, we consider I + GV microlocally near
a glancing point. We use the estimate from Lemma

Fix e < 1/2. Let x € Sc have x =1 on {|1 — [¢'|4| < h¢} and supp x C
{I1 — |€'|g] < 2R} with X = Opy(x). Then suppose that 1) solves (5.20))
and the hypotheses of Lemma hold. Then by Lemma and
X1 =1 + O(h*°)1). Therefore,

(I 4+ GV)X¢ = O(h™).
Now, by Lemma [4.28
|GV X2 < Cah®P|[V X¢| 2

< Coh*/? ( sup lo(V)] + @(hl_a_%)) | X L2
1-Che<[|¢/|g<1+Che

So, provided that |o(V)| < z=h™2/3, X¢ = OL*(h™) and hence ¢ =
(AL?(h>), a contradiction.

5.3.4. Sketch of an Alternate Proof Near Glancing. For V €
h=*W(09) with aw < 2/3 one can give an alternate proof avoiding the use of
the Melrose—Taylor parametrix and instead use the estimates from Theorem
on G and that, by Lemma G, is microlocalized near the diagonal.
In particular, note that for ¥ microlocalized to a § neighborhood of glancing,
and xy € C°(09Q) with x1 = 1 near xg, supp x1 C B(zo,9), and x € C>(99Q)
with x = 1 on supp x1, x1(I + GV)x¢ = O(h*>)1) and hence x1¢ = o(1)y
by Theorem together with the fact that supp x C B(xg,9).

The improvement given by the Melrose-Taylor parametrix comes from
the fact that the microlocal model for G gives estimates ||G|| < Ch~2/% in h¢
neighborhoods of the diagonal, while those in Theorem are of the form
|G|l < Ch=2/31logh~!. We also expect that a more detailed analysis of the
microlocal model for G near glancing will allow the analysis of potentials
Ve h™ ¥ (09Q) for a > 2/3.

5.3.5. Proof of Corollary We deduce Corollary from
Theorem [5.41

PROOF. Suppose V € h™*U(99) and fix € > 0. Let
Hs, = {‘£,|g <1—=01}NP_N(WFLV).

First observe that if for some 0 < i < N, B%(q) ¢ WFL(V), then for all
M > 0, there exists hg such that for 0 < h < hg, ry < —Mlogh™!.
Together with the fact that we assume Im z = @(hlog h~!), this shows that
the infimum in

Imz

— 2> inf =P
n 2 e N (@rn(q)
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excludes trajectories leaving S_n(WF}, V') (see also (5.11))). Hence, we may
reduce to taking an infimum over Hs,. Observe that

. N . -1 a—1 . a—1
inf —— > inf | logh + inf —(ry + logh
inf =g = infly < g i (rn +log ))
> inf Iy (1 —a)logh™ - C > inf Iy (1—a)logh ™t —C

0

Hs,
since h?¥|G(h™1Rs)|> < C on |¢'|, <1 — 6.
Now, fix N7 > 0 such that

sup inf l;,l

<inflyl.
N>0 Ho Ho 1

_ £
2

Then, apply Theorem [5.4) and observe that for h small enough, we can absorb
C into the first term increasing the factor of log h~! by at most ¢/2. O

5.4. Resonance free regions — delta prime potential

Let V € h*¥(09), a > 5/6 be a positive definite self-adjoint operator
that has o(V) > Ch® > 0. In this case, V is invertible for A small enough
and —Apq ¢ can be defined as in Section Next, let z = 1 + iwg with

wo € [~-Mhlogh™, Chl.

Recall also that z/h (z # 0 or d # 1) is a resonance if and only if there
is a nontrivial solution v to

(5.29) (I —0,D¢V)yp = 0.
5.4.1. Hyperbolic Region: Appearance of the Dynamics. Recall
from Lemma [4.25] that
9, DU(z) = 9, Dla + 0,Dlp + 0,Dly + DL? — O (h™).

Let 0 < € < 1/2. Then, suppose that x € S has supp x C {|¢'| < 1-2h¢}
and let X = Opy(x). Finally, suppose that
(I —8,DIV)Xt) = f

1/2 . . 1/2
/2 be a microlocal inverse for 0, D¢ A/ on

Hi={|¢]y <1 —ryhY}.

Then, following the same process used in section for —Apq,s, we have,
writing ¢ = 8, D¢X*V X4 and T = 8, D05"/%8,Depd, Dx*,

and let 0, Dl \

(1 = 0,D6{*V0,Dt{*)p = 8,D0 >V, DU*To + O(h)is + 8,DL*V f.

LEMMA 5.19. The operator I — 6VD€1A/2V8,,D€1A/2 has a microlocal in-
verse,

(I - 0,D0*Va,De*) ™! € min(h' /2, 1)T (09)
on H.
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PROOF. Let B := 0,D0}*V9,DLY*. We show that I— B is microlocally
invertible. To see this, let ¢ = 2 — 2a < % Then for x supported on [£'|, <
1—-Ch®, B'y € U, and on |Y| > ¢ > 0, |o((I — B~1) Opyp(X))| > ¢ > 0.
Therefore, we can write, microlocally on ||, <1 — Ch*,

I-B)'=-B'-BY ' '=-1-BYH)'B.

On the other hand, for x supported on 1-2Ch% < ||, < 1—ryhf, Bx € ¥,
and on |Y| > ¢ > 0, |o((I—B) Opp(X))| > ¢ > 0. Therefore, (I — B)~! exists
microlocally on 1 —2Ch® < [¢/|, <1 —ryh”.

Combining these two statements, we see that (I — GVD€1A/2V&,D€1A/2)_1
exists microlocally on H and has the required property. O
Letting

Ry = (I — 0,Dt¥*va,De*)~10,D0y*v o, DeY?
= I+ (I-08,00{*va,DeY*)~! € min(1, h*~ /%) T _(50)
we have
¢ = RyTep + O(h®) — Ry, DL f.
Here, T is an FIO associated to the billiard map such that
Im 2

o(en OPlaleONT)(Bp(q), q) = e ™ *dg"/? € §
and Ry is as in (5.15)).

Thus by standard composition formulae for FIOs, we have for 0 < N
independent of h,

N-1
(5.30) (I - (RyT)V)p = O(h®)p — S (RyT)" Ry, DEL"*.
m=0
We also have that
(5.31) (RyT)n == (RyT)*)N(RsyT)" = Opu(an) + QT > (h™)

where ay € min(1, RN(@=1+) S (T*9Q).

We now analyze the case that 1 solves ((5.29). We start by showing that
under a dynamical condition on Im z, there is an 1/2 > e > 0 so that if
xo = xo0(|&']g) € Se with supp xo C {1 — Ch¢ < |¢'|; <1 —2h}

(5.32) 1 Opn (x0)¥[| = D(h™)p.

We then let x1 = x1(|€'|g) € Se with x1 = 1 on {|¢/|; < 1 — 2h¢} and
supp x1 C {|{'|¢ < E — h¢} and show that there exists € > 0 such that both
[10pL (x1)¥ [l < (Il Opn(x0)[l) + O(R™) |||

and ((5.32) hold.

To simplify notation, let X; = Opp(x1). For i = 1,2, let Xél) =

X(()Z)(|f/|g) € S with X(()l) = 1 on supp ngl) and supp xél) C{1-(i+1)Cht <
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€'y < 1— (2= £)he}. Here, x\”) = xo. Finally, let X" = Opu(x{"). We
have that
(I —0,00v) XV = [X$V, 8, Dev]w.

So, by (5.30)
N-1
(I — (RyT)N)p = O(h®) — Y (RyT)" Ry 0, Dt [ X0, 0, DV 13,
m=0

1/2 (2 (1)

with ¢ = 0, Dl VX0 zp Moreover, since x; )=1on supp xg s

(5.33)

N-1
(I — (RyT)NX)p = 0(h)w — S~ (RyT)™ Ry8, DL * [ X0, 8, DOV
m=0

Now, let

NG : —{1—2Ch5<|§|g<1—mh5}

Then
2
I(RyT)N XPu))? <

sup (15((RsT)) (@) + O(min(1, IYE2) 2] u

Let

Bo:=1- \/supa«Ra/T)N)
NG
Then the proof of the following lemma is nearly identical to that of
Lemma [5.15]

LEMMA 5.20. Suppose that By > h"" where 1 < min(e/2,1/2 — €). Let
¢ >ry and g € L* have MSy(g) C {1 — Ch¢ <|¢'|; <1 — ch}. Then if

(I~ (Ry D)V X)u =g,

for any 6 > 0,

MSp(u) C {1 — (C+ 6k < €|, <1— (c—b6)he}.
In particular, there exists an operator A with ||A||r2_r2 < 260_1,

A(I — (RsT)N) = I microlocally on NG

and if MSy(g) C {1 — Ch® < [¢'|y < 1 —ch}, then

MSp(Ag) € {1 — (C+8)h < |¢'|, <1— (c—8)h<}.

Writing

Rs'T = (Rye™ Iz Oph(l(fI)ﬁE(Q)))(em;‘Lz Opn(l(q )76E(Q))T)
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and applying Lemma shows that

2Tm 2z X<
&((RyT)n)(q) = exp (— - > 1B (a), 6”“((1)))

n=0

N .

[T (1B (8 (@) + O(ume@11-2))

i=1
Now, on NG,

lo(Rs)|> <1 — Ch*20¢
so, using Lemma, we have that on NG
I ¢
o(RyT)n| < 1 — ch>20¢ 4 C%ha.
Hence, for Imz > —Mh32071
|0'(R5/T)N| <1- ch?2a—¢ = 5> h2—2a€,
So, using that V is invertible and applying XoV 18, D¢1/2A to (5.33) gives
LEMMA 5.21. Fiz M > 0 and suppose that
Im z > —M min(k*~2*7% hlogh™!)
and 2 — 200 — € < min(§, % —¢€). Then
[ X0 = O(R™)]|]l.

In particular, the estimate holds when %(2 —2a) <e< 3.

Now, we obtain an estimates on Xj¢. Following the same argument
used to get ([5.33]), we have
N-1
m

(I = Ry T)V)p1 = O(h¥)p — > (Re'T)™ Ry, Dl 5[ X1, 0, DIV ]
=0

where @1 = 8,,DEIA/2VX11,Z).
Next, by [Zwo12 Theorem 13.13]

IRy D)Vl < sup (I5((ReT)n) (@ + O v 72 g

Define

B1 := min (;, 1-— \/sg[p a((R(;/T)N)> .

Now, if 81 > 0, then I(RJ/T)N > 0 on H and hence

(B1 = CR* ) o2 < 1T = (ReT)™ )1l 12
N—-1
(5.34) = IS (RyT)"Ry8, DL, 2[X1,3VD€V]¢||

m=0

+ O[]
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But, by Lemma if Imz > —min(h3* 2%, hlogh™!), then

[X1,0, DV = @(h*>)1). So, provided that 31 > h1~2€,
leall = QA=) [l
and hence, since X9 = V'—lé)l,])g—l/?sp7
[ X19[] = O(R)[[¥]l.

Thus, in order for (5.30]) to hold with MSy(¢)) NH # 0, and z € Aoy,
for any 71 < 1 — 2e,

(5.35) lim sup SR HFETIN(@ =1
h—0 hm
Let
o(ReT)n)(q)| = ).

Taking logs and renormalizing in (5.35]), we have

2Im 2 2Im 2 3
A2 Nin(q) +log [5((RsT)w)(9)| = e(q)
and hence
Imz Imz

- 2w [ (i) + gy s (R TIna) ) + )]

= I'(9) [=rw(a) + e(q)]-
where ry as in ((5.16]). Thus, if MSy () NH # 0, for any ¢ > 0,
Imz
5.36 inf —1 ! ) < ——=.
(5.36) inf Iy [+ ch] <
Notice that when Imz = 0 and |{|; < 1 — ¢ for some ¢ > 0,
—ry ~ min(h*72* hlogh™1).

This implies that provides information about Im z when 2 — 2a <
1 — 2e. However, by Lemma we also need that 2(2 — 2a) < e. Since
we have assumed that 71 < min(2a — 3, 3), we can choose such an € when
a>11/14.

Summarizing, we have the following lemma

LEMMA 5.22. Fiz ¢ > 0 and %(2 —2a) < € < min(%,a — 1. Let
1 <1—2e If
Im 2

5.37 = < inf —I ry + e
(5:37) h S geta-onih wmaay T TV ]

where Iy and vy are as in (5.4)) and (5.16]) respectively, and v solves (5.29)
then

(5.38) MS() € {¢'], > 1 - Che}.
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5.4.2. Elliptic Region. Next, we show that solutions to (5.29) cannot
concentrate in the elliptic region & := {|¢'|; > 1+ ch®} for any € < 1.

Fix e < % Let x1 € Sc have x1 = 1 on [£'|; > 14 2Ch* and supp x1 C
I’y > E + Che. Also, let x2 € S have supp x2 C |{'|; > 1+ 3ChS and
x2 =1 on|{|; > 1+4Che. Finally, define X; := Opy(x;) i =1, 2.

Let 1) solve ([5.29)). Then, we have

(I —0,DV)X1¢ = [X1,0, DV
and by Lemma [4.25
d,DIVX, = d,DIANVX| + OL? — L*(h™),
X10,DLV = X,0,DIAV + OL* — L*(h™)

Observe that the ellipticity of V', o(V) > 0, 0(9,D¢a) < 0 and arguments
similar to those giving Lemma show that microlocally on |¢'|; > 14+Ch¢,
(I —8,DAV)™" € min(h'~2~/2, 1)T 71 (9Q).

Hence
Xotp = Xo(I — 0,DUAV) X1, 0, DIV ih + D(h)p = O(h™®)ep
which implies
MSy(¥) N{|¢']g > 1+ 2h} = 0.

We also need an elliptic estimate. Let suppxs C {|¢'|; > E + ¢} and

X3 = Opnp(xs). Using the fact
Opn(q) := C(1 = X3) + Xo(I — 0,DIAV) Xy

is elliptic and has

Opn(q)¥ = C(1 = X3)¢ + O(h™)1),
we have
X192 < Cl[(1 = X3)9| g2 + O(h™).

Summarizing,

LEMMA 5.23. Suppose that |Im z| < Chlogh™! and ¢ = ulgq where u

solves (3.1) and

2 1 1
5(2 —2a) <e< min(§,a - 5)

Then

MSyL(¥) N{|¢']g > 1+ h} = 0.
Moreover, for x € S with supp x C {|¢'|g > 1+ ¢},
(5.39) [ X192 < Cll(1 = Opn(x))¥||z2 + O(A™).

If, in addition, the hypotheses of Lemma hold, then for e < min(2a —
1,1/2),
MSp(y) € {(«,€) € T*09 : ||¢'ly — E| < ch}.
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5.4.3. Glancing Points. Now, we consider I — 0, DV microlocally
near a glancing point. We use the estimate from Lemma

Suppose that ¢ solves ([5.29)), then by Lemma if Im z satisfies ([5.37)),

(540)  MSpe C {[1 = [€/],] < 6k}, g(z—za)<e<min(1a_1).

2’ 2
So, let x € Sc have x =1 on {|1—|¢'|4| < A} and supp x C {|1—|¢'|,4| < 2h°}
with X = Opy(x). Then X¢ = ¢ + O(h*>)p. Therefore,
(I —8,D0V) X = O(h%)e.
Then, by Lemma [4.34]
10, DLV X || 2 < Coh™ 2|V X )] 2

< Coh™ /249 X 1.

Since a > 5/6, we can take 2 — 2a < € < min(a — %,%

X = D(h>®)p and hence ¢ = @L?(h*°), a contradiction.

), and we obtain



CHAPTER 6

Existence Resonances for the Delta Potential

In this chapter we show that the resonance free region given by Corollary
5.0.1|is generically optimal for V- € C*°(0Q2). In particular, for every periodic
billiards trajectory with M reflections whose intersection with T*09€Q does
not leave {V # 0}, there are infinitely many resonances with

—~Tmz < (I3/(q) + e)hlogh™*
where ¢ is a point in the billiards trajectory.

THEOREM 6.1. There exists an open dense collection
AcC{QCRY: 90 € C™® and Q is strictly conver}

such that for all Q € A the following statement holds. Suppose that there
exists ¢ € B*0Q, M € Z* such that M (q) = q. Then for V.€ C®(09Q), if
V(moBi(q)) # 0 for 0 < i < M, we have that for all § > 0 and p > I3 (q)
there exists hg > 0 such that for 0 < h < hyg,

#{2€A:|2|<1,Imz > —phlog (Rezh_l)} > ch™1+°,

REMARK 6.2. The bound on p in Theorem [6.1| matches that in Corollary
5.0.11 Hence, the bounds from Corollary are generically sharp up
to o(hlog h™1) corrections. However, one must note that in Theorem ,
V € C*(09) is a multiplication operator.

6.0.4. Outline of the Proofs. Theorem is proved in Section
The main component of the proof is to describe the singularities of the wave
trace, o(t), at times ¢ > 0 for the problem

(6.1) (02— A+ V(2) ® don)u = 0.

As in [Cha74] and [DGT75], we first show that the singularities occur at
times T such that T is the length of a closed billiard trajectory. To examine
contributions from non-glancing trajectories, we follow [DGT5], using the
parametrix for constructed in [Saf87] (see also [JSS13]) along with a
finer analysis near the boundary. In particular, we show that

[Yeros(r)| > er ™

where o3(t) denotes the wave trace microlocalized near a periodic trajectory
of length T', ¢ 7 € C°(R) is a cutoff function near T, and N is the number
of times the trajectory intersects the boundary. Finally, we use the Melrose
Taylor parametrix [MT] (see Appendix to show that contributions

99
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from trajectories sufficiently close to glancing can be neglected. Moreover,
we show that, generically, the wave trace is smooth at accumulation points
of the length spectrum. In particular, we have the following consequence of
(16.15))

ProproSITION 6.0.1. For a generic strictly convex domain {2 we have
that for any closed geodesic v € 0€2, there exists a neighborhood, Uy 3 T,
such that o(t) is CM on Uyy. In particular, o(t) is smooth at T’,.

REMARK 6.3. There has been interest in the singularities of wave traces
near accumulation points in the length spectrum. In [dVGJ10], the authors
show that the wave trace is smooth at such points for the Dirichlet Laplacian
inside the unit disk in R?. Proposition m gives an analog of such a result
in our setting. Generically, the only accumulation points in Lg are the
lengths of closed geodesics, v € 992, [PS92] Section 7.4].

Next, the Poisson formula of [Zwo98|] shows that the wave trace o is a
distribution of the form
oty =Y e

A€A

Hence, we are able to use the estimate on the singularities of the wave trace
along with [SZ93| Theorem 1] to obtain Theorem

6.1. Existence for generic domains and potentials

We will use [SZ93]| to establish a lower bound on the number of reso-
nances in a logarithmic region. In particular, letting A(h) be as in (5.1f), we
prove

LEMMA 6.4. Let Q C R? be strictly convex with smooth boundary and
V e C®(09). Suppose that the length spectrum of the billiard trajectories,
Lq, is simple, that the length of all periodic billiards trajectories are isolated
inside Lq, and that all periodic billiards trajectories are clean. Finally,
suppose that there exists ¢ € B*0Q and M € ZF such that M (q) = q and
V(moBi(q)) # 0 for all0 < i < M. Then, for all p > 1} (q) and § > 0, there
exist hg > 0 and ¢ > 0 such that for 0 < h < hg,

#{z€A(h):|z| <1, Imz > —phlog (Re zh_l)} > ch™1H9,

REMARK 6.5. Our convention is not to include closed geodesics in the
boundary in the set of periodic billiards trajectories. We do, however, in-
clude the length of such geodesics in Lgq.

To do this, we describe the singularities of the wave trace for our prob-
lem. We then apply the Poisson formula of [SZ94, [Zwo98]| to see that for
t > 0 and andy k£ > 0, the wave trace is of the form

> m(Ne A+ oc>(1),

AEA,
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where
A, = {\ a resonance for — Ay g : ImA > —v|A[}.
Last, the results of [SZ93] can be applied to yield the lemma.
Let Uy denote the forward free wave propagator. Then for all T' > 0,
there exist M > 0 such that, for t < T and || > M, U(t,z,x) = Uy(t, z, z).
Hence, letting x € C°, x =1 on B(0, M), we have

o(t) = /U(t,x,x) —Up(t,x,x)dx

= /XU(t,x,x) —xUo(t,z,z)dx =: o1(t) + o2(t).

But, the singularities of o2(t) occur only at times ¢ for which there exist a
periodic geodesic on R? with period ¢ [Cha74]. Thus, oo € C°°((0,T]) and
we only need to consider singularities of o1(t) as a distribution in ¢. We
denote

71at) = [ X(@)Usa)(t,,2)da,
where « is a microlocal cutoff.

6.1.1. A non-glancing parametrix. Safarov [Saf87, Section 3] (see
also [JSS13|, Appendix B|) constructs a local parametrix for the wave trans-
mission problem associated to . We recall the results of the construction
in Lemmas [6.8] and [6.101

Let # = (21,2") be coordinates near 92 where x is the signed distance
from the point to 9Q and 2’ are coordinates on 9. (Here z1 > 0 in Q and
r1 < 0in R4\ Q). Then, let {g”} be the inverse metric tensor and a(z, )
the Riemannian quadratic form. Finally, let ¢’ and a’ be the restrictions of
g and a to T*0N. In (z1,2") coordinates,

g(@) =9(0,2"), alz,2',&,¢) =& +a(er,2,¢),

d(@,¢) =a(0,2',¢).
Let a be a pseudodifferential operator. We seek operators U, (t) with
kernel U, (t, z,y) such that, writing |a:j”:0 for restriction from 2 and |

o z, =0
for restriction from R?\Q, we have
(0 — AU, =0, for z € R%\ 0Q
Ua|x{r=0 = Ua’xfzov
(6.2) axan\Ifzo — Oy, Uoé|ml+:0 +V(x)Uy =0 on 900
Ua|t:0 = a(ﬂfay) )
Ua(t) € C, for t < 0.

Recall that GY,, the billiards flow of type k, is defined as in (2.1)), (2.2)), and
Or; the glancing set is defined as in ([2.3]).

When t is small enough so that no geodesics starting in supp a hit the
boundary, then U, is, modulo C*°, the solution to the free wave equation
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on RY. Hence it is a homogeneous FIO associated to GY [Saf87], Section 3].
Also, if g is a pseudodifferential operator such that g = 1 in a neighbor-
hood of G{! (supp ), then

Uao (6)Uq(t1) = Uy (t +t1)

modulo a smoothing operator.
Thus, to construct U, we only need to consider the case when geodesics
from supp « hit the boundary in short times. We do this using the ansatz

3
(6.3) Ua(w..t) = Y [ 50000,z y.1,0)d0
7j=1

with terms in the sum corresponding to the incident (j = 1), reflected (j = 2)
and transmitted (j = 3) components. (Here z; <0 for j = 1,2 and z; > 0
for j = 3.) The phase functions ¢; coincide when = € 02 and satisfy the
eikonal equations

Oz, 01 + [(3t901)2 — a(zy, o, qupl)}lm =0,
oy |Basst (O it T =0
811@2 B [(8“102)2 - a(mla :LJ’ vz’902)] 2 = Oa

901’:@:0 = 902"@1*:0 = 903|z;=0 = 0.

Let the amplitudes b; ~ > > b7 where b’ is homogeneous in § of degree
—n. The functions 0} can be found using the transport equations

(6.5)  2i(0ubldupk — Vb, - Veor) + (07 or — Dpr)by, = (9] — Ay,

once boundary conditions are imposed. These boundary conditions follow
from (6.2)) and are given by the equations

(6.6) ib] 0, p1 b0, 2 —ibh0x, p3+0x, (] b =4 )4V (2 )byt =0

REMARK 6.6. Equation is the only place where we require that
V € C* rather than V' € W, (9€2). This is due to the fact that the zero
frequency would otherwise appear in the symbol of V.

(6.7) bl + bl = b}
at £1 = 0. We use the convention that b;l =0.

REMARK 6.7. Notice that ¢ and 3 solve the same eikonal equation and
hence there is a C* function ¢’ that has ¢'|z,<0 = 3 and ¢'|z,>0 = ¢1.

Now, combining [SV97, Lemma 1.3.17] with [Saf87, Propositions 3.2
and 3.3] gives that in the case that 2 is strictly convex
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LEMMA 6.8. Forty < T, v € S*R%\ (S*R% 50 U OF) there is a conical
neighborhood, W of v such that for every a with WF(a)) C W, and GZOI/ ¢
S* R a0 for all k € K

Ua(tO) = Z Ua,k(tO)
k

where Uy 1 (to) s an FIO associated to the canonical relation GZO.

In order to describe the singularities of the wave trace, we need to de-
termine the symbols of the U, ;. We again follow [Saf87] to do this in our
special case.

REMARK 6.9. We note that although our case falls into the framework of
[Saf87], unlike in the cases explicitly considered there, the FIO associated
to a reflected geodesic will decrease in order and hence become smoother
with increasing numbers of reflections.

By conjugating by (det gij)l/Z, we can associate operators o =: v, U/, =
Vy, and Uy =: V41, to a, Uy, and U, i, that act on half densities instead of
functions. Let Cj, C Ry x S*R? x S*R? be the graph of G! with the points
(t+0, G';jou, v) and (t — 0, GZ_OI/, v) sewn together when Giv € S* R 5.
Then, one can use (t,y,7n) as coordinates on C.

Now, we compute the half density component of the symbol of V, x(t),
as in [Saf87]. Define the section Ej, by

- Eyx(t,yo,mo) is right continuous for fixed (yo, 10)

- Ejli=0 = exp(ind/4)

- Ex(t,yo,m0) is locally constant for (yo,n0) fixed and has disconti-
nuities at the points ¢,, where the geodesic of type k starting at
(Y0, 7o) hits the boundary.

- At discontinuity points, Ey(t, + 0,y0,70) = FnEx(tn — 0,y0,M0)-

LEMMA 6.10. Let v, vo € WO (9Q; Q/?) be pseudodifferential operators
with

(WE(Y) UWF(10))NT*0Q =0, and WF(y)NOp =0

acting on half densities. Then, for any tog < T, ’ygEk(to)’yO s the symbol
of ’ygV%k. Furthermore, the order of the FIO V. ;. decreases by 1 after each
reflection.

This follows from [Saf87, Proposition 3.3] and [JSS13l Appendix B].
We compute the F), for use below. In particular, assume that b = 0 for
j < N. Then we have Fy = 1 if the geodesic is transmitted through 02 and

V 4 9y, (B + Y — b)) 1%
Pv=0. v = %G ~ T2
if it is reflected at 0f). For the second equality, we use the transport equa-
tions at 1 = 0. To determine F,, when the geodesic is reflected, we notice
that the principal term is 0 so the computation above follows from and
(6.7) with j = N + 1.
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6.1.2. Analysis for Non-Glancing Trajectories Away from the
Boundary. Let 92 € U and x € C°(R?) have y = 1on U. Let x; = 1—x.
We now consider o1, (t), that is, the contributions from points away from
the boundary. Fix T > 0 and let a be a pseudodifferential operator with
WF(Oz) N Or = 0.

Using Lemma and an analysis similar to that in [Cha74] and
[DGT5], singularities of o1y, can only occur at T; where Tj is the period

of some billiard flow. That is, sz(:c,ﬁ) = (z,£). We assume that  is
strictly convex. Thus, the only periodic trajectories are of type k = 0 and
are trapped inside S*€).

Since we have assumed that the length spectrum of € is simple and
discrete, the fixed point set for the billiards trajectory at a time 7 is always
a submanifold of S*M of dimension 1 with boundary. Moreover, we have
assumed that it is a clean submanifold in the sense of [DG75] away from
the boundary of €2.

We now follow [DGT5] to compute the symbol o1y, as a Lagrangian
distribution. Let p : R x R? = R x R? x R? be the diagonal map. Then,
given a half density, u on R x R? x R, we can pull it back to the diagonal
and multiply the two half density factors in R¢ to get, p*u, a density in R?
times a half density in R. Then, we integrate over R? to get a half density
on R. We denote this by m.p*u where m : R x X — R is the projection map.

Then, letting «; be a partition of unity for S*B(0, M), up to smooth
terms, mp* XUy 0 = Zai X01,y1aa;- Fix T', the length of a periodic billiard
trajectory. For «; supported away from the periodic trajectory, Lemma[6.10
together with analysis similar to that in [Cha74] shows that o1 y,aq; € C™.
Therefore, we assume without loss that «; is supported near a periodic
trajectory with NV reflections and period T'.

Then,

11y
Olyiaa; €127 4 (Ar)
with A := {(T,7) : 7 € R\ {0}}. Thus, 01,y,aa,(t) is its symbol times
1 / N _—is(t—T)
— [ s e ds
2m

plus lower order terms. The symbol of o1 y,aq,(t) is given, modulo Maslov
factors, by

\/%/ XlOéEo(T, ‘y ')Oéiduz
Z

where Z is the fixed point set of the billiard trajectories of length T

Now, Z consists of a single billiard trajectory and hence Ej is constant
on the fixed point set. Thus the symbol is nonzero as long as V' # 0 on
m(Z N S*B(0,M))|sn. Hence, we have that, summing over «a; supported
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near the periodic trajectory,

(6.8) |61 x10(T) = |Z‘31,x1aai (7)] = e .
i

6.1.3. Analysis for Non-Glancing Trajectories Near the Bound-
ary. We now analyze o1 ,,. That is, we analyze the wave propagator near
boundaries. To do this, we assume without loss of generality that the ge-
odesic starting at v € S*R? intersects 9 for the first time at 0 < ¢; and
that the geodesic is traveling in the —x; direction. Let o have support in a
small conic neighborhood of v. By Lemma and formula , we see
that for t sufficiently close to 1,

(6.9) Ua(t) = Aq + H(x1)Ro + H(—2x1)T,
where H is the Heaviside function, A,, and T, are classical FIOs associated
to Gﬁ/S and R is an FIO associated with G, where
Gl = exp;_¢, oGy

That is, A and T are associated to trajectories that are transmitted through
the boundary while R is associated to a reflected trajectory. Also, R and T
are one order lower than A.

We now check that the multiplication of R, and T, by the Heaviside

function is well defined as a distribution and compute its wavefront set.
We have that

WF(H(z1)) = WF(H(—z1))
={(t,(0,27),9,0,(£1,0),0), &1 # 0} = N*({z1 = 0}),
WF(A) = WF(T)
={(t,z,y, 7, ~&m) : 7% = n*, GY5((y.m) = (2,€), (1,~&n) # 0}

WE(R) = {(t,z,y,7,—&n) = 7° = [n*, Go((y,m)) = («,€), (r,&,m) # 0}.

Therefore, it is easy to check that
WF(R)N—WF(H)=WF(T)N—-WF(H) =10
where
—B={(t,z,y,—7, =& —n) : (t,z,y,7,&,n) € B)}.

Thus, the multiplication is a well defined distribution. Moreover,
WF(HT) C WF(H) UWF(T)U A where

A= (t7 (O,I',),y,T, (51;5/),77) :
. &, (t, (O,l‘,),y,T, (gy—i—ghg’)’n) c WF(T) :

The computation for WF(H R) follows similarly.
Putting this together with Lemmal6.8] we have the following description
of U, away from glancing
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LEMMA 6.11. Forty < T, v € S*R\ Op there is a conical neighborhood,
U, of v such that for every a with support in U,

Ua(to) = Z Ua,i(to)
!

where, if GZOI/ ¢ S*R%|sq, Uai(to) is an FIO associated to the canonical
relation G} and if G}’v € S*RY|gq, Uy k(to) is of the form (6.9).

At this point, we can prove a result analogous to that of Chazarain
[ChaT74].

LEMMA 6.12. Fiz T < oo and v € S*R%\ Or. Then there exists W, a
neighborhood of v, such that for a with WF(a) C W

WF(0,) C {(t,T) :Jv e S*RYNsuppa, k, such that

Gl =v or (2,€) € 'R g and Gi(z,€) = (v, (~61,€)) }

ProoOF. First, we compute the wave front set of m,p*HT. The compu-
tation for HR will follow similarly.

We need to check that the pull back p*(HT') is well defined, that is, that
WF(HT) N N*({z = y}) = 0. Here

N*({z =y}) = {(t,2,2,0,§, =€) : £ # 0}.

Thus, WF(H) N N*({z = y}) = 0. To see that WF(T) N N*({z = y}) is
empty, observe that if the intersection were nonempty, then there would be
a point with 7 = 0 in WF(T'). But this implies that £ = n = 0 and thus
(1,&,m) = 0. Last, we need to check that the third piece of WF(HT') does
not intersect N*({z = y}). This follows from the same arguments as those
for the intersection with WF(T').

Finally, we compute

WEF (mp*(HT)) C {(t,7) : 3z,  such that (t,z,z,7,—n,n) € WF(HT)}.

Thus, since & # 0 and 1, = 0 in WF(H), the contribution from WF(H) is
empty. As usual, the contribution from WF(T) is

{(t77—) : 3(%77)’ Gt1/3((x777)) = (xvn)}'

Finally, the contribution from

{(t,(0,2"),y,7,(&1,€),m) : 3, (£,(0,2), 9,7, (&, &), ) € WF(T)}
is given by

{(t7 T) : Gﬁ/S((Ov LL‘/), (517 5/)) € {((07 l‘,), (517 gl))a ((07 LL‘/), (_gla 5,))}}
Putting this together with Lemma [6.11] we obtain the result. ([

Now, we need to estimate the size of the singularities of tr(A), tr(HR)
and tr(HT) after a given number of reflections. Suppose that there is a
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periodic trajectory of length T containing N reflections starting at v €
S* R 50\ Oar.

The terms in of the form A are classical F1IO’s and can be analyzed
using the methods from the previous section. However, we must determine
the size of the singularities. We have that Ggu = v. There are two cases.
First, suppose that v is inward pointing. Then the relevant term of the form
A has no singularities in its trace since it is associated to G v # v where
there are N — 1 0’s. Now, if v is outward pointing, then at t = 0, U,(¢)
is of the form and the term associated to G} is of the form HR and
hence has order -1. Therefore, since at time T the term of the form A has
undergone N — 1 additional reflections, it can be treated as in section [6.1.2]
and cut off in an arbitrarily small neighborhood of the boundary to obtain

(6.10) ga(T) = O(TfN),
To handle tr(HR) and tr(HT), observe that, for any x € C°(R) with
x(0) =1,
x(x1)H (1) = (2m) 7! /(1 — Xl(fu))(fy_l + O(fy—oo))eiméudfy

for some x; € C° with x1(0) = 1. By Lemma (and the fact that
2 is convex) we only need to consider times ¢ for which there are periodic
billiards trajectories. Suppose that there is a billiard trajectory with period
T undergoing N reflections. Then, for ¢ near T,

xH(z1)R = Z/eixlg”ei“"(t’x’y’o)aj(t, x,y,0,&,)dE,do
J

where a; is homogeneous of degree —j in 6 and —1 in &,. Also, since there
are N reflections, a; =0 for j < N.

Now, let 1 € C°, ¥(0) = 1, and er(t) = (e 1(t = T)). Let x €
C with x = 1 in a neighborhood of xg € 992 and be supported in a
neighborhood of the boundary with volume 8%, we are interested in the
decay rate of

GHR(T) = Fiosr (tr(Yer ()X (2) HR))(7) =
Z / Yer(t)e ei‘p(t’x’x’g)e*m(x(:c)aj(t, x,x,0,&))dE, dxdodt
J
+O(r7%)
for sufficiently small e. We rescale &, and 6 to £, /7 and 6/7 to obtain
opr(T) =

> / ver(x(@)a;(t,z,,0,&,)e T HAEEO D dg, drdgdt
J

+ O(17%).
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Next, observe that the phase is stationary in z, ¢, and 6 on
dop =dpp—1=dpp+dyp==E +dyp+dyp=0.
Now, since R is associated to GB, these equations are equivalent to

|(§17£/)’ =1, l’ZT(‘GB(SC,f), gl :ngGB(x,f), &1 :ﬂ'glGE(Q?,f)—}—fw
Hence, since the length spectrum is simple and discrete, the critical points
form a submanifold of dimension 1 with volume less than ¢f. Now, by
assumption the fixed point set of the billiards trajectory is clean and hence
¢ is clean with excess 1. Let ¢ = x1&, + ¢ — t then since as functions of
(x,0,t), 0% = 0%p these stationary points are clean with excess 1.

Thus, after cutting off to a compact set in £,, we may apply the clean
intersection theory of Duistermaat and Guillemin [DG75]. To handle |£,| >
C, observe that there are no critical points for |£,| > 3 and hence that this
piece of the integral can be handled using the principle of nonstationary
phase.

Now, letting 6 — 0, and observing that we are integrating in 2d + 1
variables and have a 1 dimensional submanifold of critical points, we obtain

(6.11) Grr(T) = o(r NTI2FHH3) = o(r V).

REMARK 6.13. Observe that this computation relies on the fact that,
after reflection, the order of the FIO decreases by 1.

Now, putting (6.11)) together with , and (6.10)),

(6.12) 61.0(T)| > e,

6.1.4. Glancing Trajectories. We are interested in tr(U(t) — Uy(t))
as a distribution. Let

(u1,u2)(t) = (U(t) — Uo(t))uo.
Then
(6 13) (8?—A)U$IO in Qz
) up —ug =0, and dyuy + Opug + Vuy = —VUp(t)ug on 09
By the arguments in Sections [6.1.2] and [6.1.3] we can assume that ug has
wave front set in a neighborhood of v € Or. Then, by arguments identical
to those in Section [5.3.3] we can use the operators constructed in Appendix
C.5| (see also [MT), Section 11.3]) together with the ideas in Section to
find a microlocal description of the solution to this problem restricted to the
boundary of the form
(I +JB T AIA_JT ' B)ulgn = —VUs(t)uoloa

where B € \I’C}Qn/ 3 Because B € \IIEO%/ 3, we can invert the operator on the

left hand side by Neumann series

(-8 YJA_AiT Bk

Nk

(6.14) (I+ B JAA_J'B)™! =

£
I

0
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Hence, truncating the sum (6.14)) at a sufficiently high K > 0 gives a CM
parametrix and the remainder contributes a term of size O(7~™) to the
trace.

To analyze the singularities near glancing, we need the following lemma
(see [MT), Sections 5.4] and Lemma [C.22)).

LEMMA 6.14. WF/(A_Ai) C graph(Id) U graph(8) =: C},

Thus, up to glancing, the wavefront set of the solution u is contained in the
billiard trajectories through v.

ProoF. The proof follows that of Lemma by letting h = 771,
e(h) = h, and rescaling £ — 7. Using this transformation and the fact
that in the construction of the Melrose Taylor parametrix, we have that
o = ag + i, we replace ap, with ¢ = 771/3(& +4). Then in & < 0, up to a
lower order term ©(¢’), we obtain the phase function

r= (=) 42—y €) (6
which parametrizes 5. The ¢ term is a symbolic perturbation hence the
wavefront set is given by the billiard relation.
The only thing that remains is to show that
WF'(A_Ai) N {& =0} C {t = s}.
To do this, let
Vi =0, + %7*1(& + )0, .

Then, V3¢ = 0 and hence

Vi(A_Ai(C)) = 0.

The symbol of Vi is given by it + %7*1(51 + i¢)z;. Thus, it is elliptic on
& = 0 away from t = 0, and we have

WF'(A_Ai) N {& =0} C {t =0}
Combining this with the results of Lemma completes the proof O

By Lemma[6.14] together with the arguments used to prove Lemma [6.12
we have that the singularities of tr o, (t) for a supported near a glancing
trajectory are contributed by closed billiards trajectories. Observe that
since 2 is strictly convex, as a trajectory approaches glancing, the number
of reflections in a closed billiard trajectory increases without bound. Hence
we see that in a small enough neighborhood of glancing the first K terms
in contribute no singularities to the trace. Thus for all M > 0, by
choosing a small enough neighborhood of glancing, we have

(6.15) 611-a(T)] = O(™M).

One does not need the precise estimate (6.15) to prove Theorem
One only needs that the singularities up to glancing are contained in the
length of periodic billiards trajectories. That is, Lemma or another
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propagation of singularities result is enough. However, the precise estimate
(6.15) proves Proposition [6.0.1}

6.1.5. Completion of the proof of Lemma Let T be the prim-
itive length of the periodic billiard trajectory with M reflection points con-
tained in o(V) # 0. Then, let ¢ € CX, ¢(0) = 1 and suppp C (—1,1).
Define pr(t) = ¢(e~1(t—T)). Then, Lemma the fact that T is isolated
in Lg, and (6.12) show that for e > 0 small enough and 7 large enough,

’(,O/T’?"l(T)‘ >er M,
Now, using [GS14, Lemma 7.1] we see that
i (xRy (1 +iM)) < O~/
and hence by [SZ91], [Vod92], [Vod94a], and [Vod94b],
#{zj || <1,Imz; > —y/h} = O(h™).

Thus, by [SZ93|, Theorem 1] for all 6 > 0 and p > d'FTM, there exists ¢ > 0
such that

(6.16) # {2z :]2] <1, Imz; > —phlog (Rezjh_l)} > ch 710

for h small enough. But, if there is a periodic geodesic with M reflections of
length T, then there is also one with nM reflections of length nI". Therefore,
taking n large enough, we have for all p > % This completes the
proof of Lemma [6.4]

Theorem [6.1] follows from Lemmal6.4] together with the fact that strictly
convex domains in R¢ generically have simple length spectrum such that the
only accumulation points are the lengths of closed geodesics in 02 and have
periodic billiards trajectory which are clean submanifolds ([PS92, Chapter
3, Section 7.4]).



APPENDIX A

Model Cases

In the present appendix, we show that the resonance free regions found
in Chapter [5| are sharp. In particular, we consider —Apq 5, —Apn s, when
Q = B(0,1) C R? and V is a constant depending on h. In this case, we
are able to separate variables and avoid most of the microlocal analysis
involved in obtaining the more general results. Separating variables reduces
the existence of resonances to the existence of a solution to one of an infinite
family of transcendental equations. The symbols of the operators involved
in the general analyses appear as asymptotic limits of the Bessel and Airy
functions in these equations.

A.0.6. Statement of results for the § potential. For the purposes
of this section, we define the resonances of —Agq s as follows: We say that
z/h is a resonance for —Apq s if there exists a nonzero z/h-outgoing solution,
(u1,u2) € H*(Q) @ H%C(Rd \ Q) to

(—h2A — 2%)u; =0 in
(A1) (—h2A — 2%)uy = 0 in R4\ Q
' UL = U9 on 0N}

opur + Oprug + Vyur =0 on 0f)

where, 0, and 0,/ are respectively the interior and exterior normal deriva-
tives of u at 0{2. In Chapter [3] we show that having such a solution cor-
responds to having a pole R_a,,, and hence that these are indeed the
resonances for —Apq s.

Denote the set of rescaled resonances for —Apq s by

A(h,d) :={z € B(h) : z/h is a resonance of — Apq s}
B(h) :=[1 — ch®*, 1 4 ch®*) + i[-Mhlog k™, 0]
REMARK A.1. The power 3/4 can be taken to be any power > 0.

(A.2)

We assume throughout that V= A=V} for a < 1, and V;; > 0 a constant
independent of A. The next theorem shows that the resonance free regions
in Chapter [f| are sharp for —Apq 5.

THEOREM A.2. For all N > 0, there exists hg > 0 such that for h < hyg,
there exist z(h) € A with
l-«

2

%

h
—TImz(h) = m%h4—§bg§+®m”ﬂ

111
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A.0.7. Statement of results for the ¢’ potential. As for the case
of the 0 potential, we make a preliminary definition of resonances in order
to present simple arguments in the case of the disk. In particular, we say
that z/h is a resonance of —Apq & if there exists a nonzero z/h-outgoing
solution (u1,us) € H2(Q) & HE . (R?\ Q) to
(—h2A — 2%)u; =0 in
(—h?A — 2%)uy =0 in R4\ Q
Oy, u1 = —0y,Ua on OS2
up —ug + Vo, up =0 on 02

As for the § potential, we show in Chapter |3| that having such a solution at
zo corresponds to R_a,, ,, having a pole at 2.
Denote the set of rescaled resonances by

A(h,d") :={z € B(h) : z/h is a resonance of — Agq 5}
B(h) :=[1 — ch®* 1 4 ch®*) + i[~Mhlog h™1,0]

We assume throughout the analysis of the ¢’ potential that V = h*Vj
for 0 < a, and V) > 0 a constant independent of A. The next theorem shows
that the resonance free regions in Chapter [5| are sharp for —Apq s

THEOREM A.3. Let Q and V = h®. Then there exists hg > 0 such that
for h < hg, there exist z(h) € A(h,d") with

—Imz(h) = (Vg2 +0(1)) ¥ 2 1/2<a<l

A.0.8. Asymptotics of Bessel Functions. We collect here some
properties of the Bessel functions that are used in the analysis of case case
of the unit disk. These formulae can be found in, for example [OLBC10),
Chapter 9,10].

Recall that the Bessel of order n functions are solutions to

22" 2y + (22— nP)y = 0.

We consider the two independent solutions HT(,,I)(z) and Jy,(z). The Wron-
skian of the two solutions is given by

(A.4) W (Jp, HY) = J, HOY (2) = 7L HD (2) = =
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We now record some asymptotic properties of Bessel functions. Consider
n fixed and z — oo

LNV, o
In(2) = <27TZ> (62(2757%&#) _|_efz(zf§7rfi7r) +@(‘Z|716|Imz|)>

/2 .
HS)(Z) _ < 2 > (ez(z—fw—iw) +@(|Z’—1€\Imz|))

Tz

212

/ . 1 1/2 i(z—2n—17) —i(z—3r—%m) —1g/Imz|
5 =i (6747 ) 4 o el

1) 2 1/2 i(z—2m—1r) —1_|Imz|
H) (z) =1 (6 2T+ O([2] e ))

Tz
(A.5)
In(2)Hy(2) = 1 (ei(szmrf%ﬂ) +14 @(‘Z|fle2|lmz|))
" " w4
(A.6)
; /() = _ L (git2z—nm—tm) ~1_2|Tm z|
Jo(2)Hp,(2) = - (e 2™ — 1+ O(z] e )>

A.1. The delta potential

This section is organized as follows. In section we reduce the prob-
lem of the existence of resonances to finding solutions of a transcendental
equation. Then in Section we show the existence of the resonances in
Theorem [A.2]

A.1.1. Reduction to Transcendental Equations on the Circle.
We now consider (A.1]) with Q2 = B(0,1) C R? and V = h=*V; on 99Q. Then
fori=1,2,

((—h202 =220, - 2302 — 22)u; =0 in B(0,1)
W22 -1, M2 2wy =0 inR%\ B(0,1)
(A7) ur(1,60) = uz(1,0)

81~U1(1, 9) — 87«1@(1, 0) + Vul(l, 9) =0

ug is z outgoing

Expanding in Fourier series, write u;(r,0) := Y., w;,(r)e™. Then, u;y,
solves

_n2? —n2la, 4 hﬂL2 — 22 ) ujp(r) =0
r r T ’I"2 7, - .
Multiplying by r? and rescaling by z = zh~!r, we see that u; ,(r) solves the

Bessel equation with parameter n in the x variables. Then, using that us is
outgoing and u; € L?, we obtain that

Ul p(r) = Kan(zh_IT‘) and  ug,(r) = C’nH,(Ll)(zh_lr)
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where J,, is the n'" Bessel function of the first kind, and HY is the nth
Hankel function of the first kind.

To solve and hence find a resonance, we only need to find z such
that the boundary conditions hold. Using the boundary condition u;(1,60) =

uz(1,0), we have K,,J,,(zh™1) = C’nH,(ll)(zh_l). Hence,
o - KnJn(zh™)
g1y
Hy/(zh=1)

Next, we rewrite the second boundary condition in (A.7)) and use that V =
h™*V, to get

> (Knzh ' (zh7Y) = Cuzh T HEY (27 4+ hm VoK T (2h71))e™ = 0.

n

0

Then, since e’ are L? orthogonal, we have for n € Z

ot Jn(zh™1)

K, | zh7 1 (zh7h)
( H,(ll)(zh_l)

HW (zh1) + h“VOJn(zhl)> = 0.

Thus

KbV = Ko zh (Hé”’(zh-l) J;(zh*))
n 0 — n - .

HT(Ll)(zh_l) Jn(zh~1)

which can be written

1 .
(A.8) h VoK, = Kpzh™ W(J”’IZ;(L)> - 2“7(721)
Jo(zh " VYHy ' (zh™Y)  wJp(zh=V)Hy (zh=1)

where W(f, g) is the Wronskian of f and g.
Then, without loss, we assume K,, = 1 or K,, = 0. Hence, we seek
solutions z(h,n) to

C TV () HD (b2 (B, ) = 0.

(A.9) TR

The quantity nh~! is the tangential frequency of the mode ui,nema. In
particular, the wave front set, denoted WFy, (see Chapter or [Zwol2)
Chapter 4]), of ¢ has

WFL(e™) c {¢ =nh mod ¢(1)}.

Thus, |n| < (1 — €)h~! corresponds to modes concentrating near directions
transverse to the boundary, |n| ~ h~! are the glancing frequencies, that is
directions tangent to the boundary, and |n| > (1 + €¢)h~! corresponds to
elliptic frequencies.
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A.1.2. Construction of Resonances. In this section, we demon-
strate the existence of resonances. That is, we prove Theorem We
first prove the following analog of Newton’s method:

LEMMA A.4. Suppose that zo € C. Let Q :={z € C: |z — 2| < €e(h)}
and suppose f : Q — C is analytic. Suppose that

[f(20)] < a(h), 10:f(20)| = b(h), igglaff(Z)l < d(h).

Then if
(A.10) a(h) +d(h)e(h)? < e(h)b(h) < c < 1
there is a unique solution z(h) to f(z(h)) =0 in Q.
PROOF. Let #)
glz) =z~ 0:f(20)
Then,
| afe) | dthe)
10:9(2)| = '1 2.5 (=0)| = " b(h)
and
a e(h)?
9(2) =20l < lg(z0) — 20+ sup 021 — 20 < g | + | L0l

Thus under the condition (A.10)), g : @ — Q and
9(2) — g(z')| < sup [0z9(w)||z — 2| < |z = 2.
wEN

Hence, g is a contraction mapping and by the contraction mapping theorem,
there is a unique fixed point of g in © and hence a zero of f(z) in Q. O

We consider n fixed relative to h. That is, we consider modes that
concentrate normal to 0B(0, 1).

Using asymptotics (A.5]) in , we have

hliavb 2iz(h n)/h—(n-ﬁ-l)m' -1
- - ’ 2 =
(A11) 1 TEORY (e (1+O(hz(h,n)""))+1) =0.
Let
2R~V 2
Ia —1_ ie/h 1) .
(e, k,m, h) inh(4k + 2n + 1) (e - )
Then,

ih h(4k + 20 + 1
eo(k,n,h):TZlog [h“‘lm ( 2—i‘-/0n+ )—1]

has
F(eo(k,n,h),k,n,h) =0, |0F(eo(k,n,h),k,n,h)|>chL.
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Now, for 0 < cand ch™' < k < Ch™! by (A1), z(h, k,n) can be defined
by a solution z(h,k,n) = T (4k + 2n + 1) + e(k, n, h) where

Fle k,n,h) = O(e¥/"h/z + ).
So, by the implicit function theorem there is a solution € satisfying
e(k,n, h) = eo(k,n, h) + (F (eo(k,n, h), k,n, b)) Q(h =¥ /M (b /2 + &)
= eo(k,n, h) + O(h?).
Thus, for all € > 0 and 0 < h < h,, there exist z(h) € A with

(A12) Imz —@ log h™1 + 3 log (%) + 0¥ a<i1
h —2log <1+Vi02> + Q(h3/4) a=1

REMARK A.5. Note that the size of the error terms in (A.12)) comes from
the fact that we allow Rez € [1 — Ch3/4 1 + Ch3/4].

A.2. The delta prime potential

A.2.1. Reduction to Transcendental Equations on the Circle ¢'.
We now consider (A.3) with Q = B(0,1) C R? and V = h*Vp with Vo > 0
and 0 < «. Then for i =1, 2,

((—h202 — 220, — 1302 — 22wy = 0 in B(0,1)
W22 M9, M2 22 uy =0 inR?\ B(0,1)
(A.13) Brui(1,8) = us(1,6)

ul(l, 9) — UQ(l, 9) + V&»ul(l, 9) =0

| u2 1s z outgoing

Expanding in Fourier series, write u;(r,0) := > w;,(r)e™. Then, u;y,
solves

1 2
—h202 — 1220, + W2 — 22 ) uga(r) = 0.
" r r2 ’

Multiplying by r? and rescaling by z = zh~!r, we see that ujpn(r) solves
the Bessel equation with parameter n in the x variables. Then, using that
up is outgoing and w; € L?, we obtain that urpn(r) = KnJn(zh~1r) and
Ug (1) = CnHy(ll)(zhflr) where J,, is the n'® Bessel function of the first

kind, and H,(Il) is the n'* Hankel function of the first kind.

To solve (A.13)) and hence find a resonance, we only need to find z
such that the boundary conditions hold. Using the boundary condition
Oru1(1,0) = O,uz(1,0), we have zh 1K, J! (zh~1) = zhilCnH;l(l)(zhfl).
Hence,

K Jl(zh7Y)

Cn = S
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Next, we rewrite the second boundary condition in (A.7) and use that V =
h*Vy to get
> (Endn(zh™') = CoHD (zh™") + BV Knzh ™ ), (zh71))e™ = 0.

n

9 are L? orthogonal, we have for n € Z

J,’l(zh_l)
HY (zh 1)

Then, since "
K, (Jn<zh—1> - HY(zh™") + h%zh—lmzh*)) =0.

Thus

—K,zh Y, = K, ( —

which can be written

(A.14)
(1) -1 ;
— h_1+aZV0Kn =K, W(Jn7Hn ,()IEZh ) _ 2Ky, "
J(zh~Y)Hyp ' (zh=1Y)  wzh=1J!(zh=Y)Hy ' (zh~1)

where W(f,g) is the Wronskian of f and g.
Then, without loss, we assume K,, = 1 or K,, = 0. Hence, we seek
solutions z(h,n) to
722 (h,n)h =2V,
21

(A.15) 1+ J! (W™ 2(h,n))H'M (R z(h,n)) = 0.

A.2.2. Resonances normal to the boundary. As for the § poten-
tial, we consider n fixed relative to h. That is, we consider modes that
concentrate normal to 0B(0,1).

Using asymptotics (A.6)) in (A.15), we have

. —1+
(A16) 1+ izh 5 “Vo (ei(th’lfmrfﬂ/Q) 1+ @<‘Z|71h62|lmz|h*1)> —0.
Let z = 2(7(2n + 4k + 1) + 4eh~ ") with 7k = h=! + @(1). Substituting this
in to (A.16) and ignoring the error term, as well as higher order terms in e,
we obtain

2 4 1)h* ,
F(e,k,n,h)zl—&—iﬂ( nt ];+ JhVo (62’E/h—1).

Then,

h h=«
eo(k,n, h) :—%log [1+i7r 8 ]

(2n + 4k + 1)V,
- TZ log [1+ 120" *V; 1 (1 + O (h))]

has

F(eo(k,n,h),k,n,h) =0, |0F(eo(k,n,h),k,n,h)|>ch L.
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Now, for 0 < cand ch™' < k < Ch™! by (A.16)), z(h, k,n) can be defined
by a solution z(h,k,n) = T (4k + 2n + 1) + e(k, n, h) where
F(e, k,n,h) = O(e¥/"he|z| 7" + eh™1F).
So, by the implicit function theorem there is a solution €; satisfying
e(k,n,h) = eo(k,n, h)
+ (8. F(eo(k,n, h), kym, b)) “rQ (R~ HHee2ico/h (p) 2|71 4 ¢))
= eo(k,n, h) + O(h? + min(h?log h™1, h37%) = ¢y + o(Im )

where the last equality follows from the fact that o > 1/2.
Thus, for all & > 1/2 € >0 and 0 < h < h,, there exist z(h) € A with
(A.17)
e — {(1 + (1)) Vy 2h32 1/2<a<1
—(1+0(1))2log (1 4+ 4h?>722V2) + O(h3/4)  a>1



APPENDIX B

Semiclassical Intersecting Lagrangian
Distributions

We follow [MU79] to construct intersecting Lagrangian distributions in
the semiclassical regime.

B.0.3. Definitions. A pair (Ag, A1) where Ag C T*X is a Lagrangian
manifold and Ay C T* X is a Lagrangian manifold with boundary, is said to
be an intersecting pair of Lagrangian manifolds if Ag N A; = 0A; and the
intersection is clean:

T,\(A()) N T)\(Al) = TA(8A1> for all A € OA;.

Two such pairs (Ag, A1) and (Af, A}), with given base points A € 9A; and
N € OA) are said to be locally equivalent if there is a neighborhood V' of
A and a symplectic transformation y : V' — T*X such that y(\) = X,
X(AoNV) C Aj and x(A; NV) C A}. Then, we have the following lemma
[H6r07, Theorem 21.2.10 and remark thereafter].

LEmMMA B.1. If Ay, Ao C M, and /_\1_, Ay C M are two pairs of inter-
secting Lagrangians with dim M = dim M and dim A NAy =dimA;NAy
then (A1, Ag) is locally equivalent to (A1, A2).

We associate spaces of distributions to the pair (AO, ]\1) of intersecting
Lagrangian manifolds, where Ag = T¢R? Ay = {((21,2),¢) € T*R? : o’ =
0751 = 0,33'1 > 0}

REMARK B.2. One can also associate distributions to intersecting La-

grangians with intersections of various dimensions as in [GU81b], but we
do not pursue that here.

DEFINITION B.3. For § € [0,1/2), denote by I (R%; Ao, A1) the subspace
of C°(R%) consisting of functions u which can be written in the form u =
w1 4+ ug with ug € hl/ZI?_l/Q(]\o) and
(B.1)

uy(x) = (27Th)(3d+2)/4/ / e%((xrs)£1+<zl’§l>)a(s,a:,f)d{ds =: J(a),
0 R4

d
1

+3 .
where a € Sgn 2 4 has compact support in .

REMARK B.4.

119
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° is well defined as an oscillatory integral and as such depends
continuously on a in the topology of Sgll, for any m’ > m+ % - %d.

e We show in Lemma that functions of the form are mi-
crolocalized on Ay U Aj.

LEMMA B.5. Ifu € Ig”(Rd;]\o,f\l), then
(B.Q) WFh(u) C ]\0 U ]\1.
Suppose v < 6 and B € S, is a zeroth order pseudo-differential operator
with MSy(B) N Ag = 0 then Bu € ITY(R% Ay). If MSL(B) N Ay = 0 then
Bu € h'/2 VAR Ag)).

PROOF. Let 7 : R x R? — R? be the projection off the first factor, then
u = m(H(s)u) where H is the Heaviside function and

We now use the standard bounds on wavefront sets for pullbacks, tensors,
and pushforwards (see Lemmas [2.22} [2.23] and [2.21]) to obtain (B.2]).
Now, suppose B € 1/13. Then,

B(eh*Ya(x,£)) = et %) (Ba)

defines a continuous linear map B : S§* — S§*. In particular, B can be
applied under the integral sign in . This shows that Bu;j is of the same
form with a replaced by Ba.

Observe that since ug € hl/QI;n_l/2(/~Xo), Buy = OC(h*). Then, if
MSy(B) N Ag = 0, we can assume, by disregarding an @C°(h™) term, that
for some € > 0, B(a) =0 in |z| < eh”. Choose p € C*(R) with u(s) =1 in
s> %e, u(s) =01in s < %e. From the definition of semiclassical Lagrangian

distributions (see Section |A.1.1])
vy = (2ﬂ_h>7(3d+2)/4 //6ZL((I18)§1+<x,75/>)u(h58)(3@)(S,$,§)d§d8

is an element of I7*(R% A1). To show that Bu is also in this space, we need
to verify that
(B.3)

Bu — v, = (27Th)(3d+2)/4/ /ei((ﬂfls)51+<m”§/>(1 _ ,u(hf‘ss))B(a)dfds
0

= Ogee (h™).
The operator
L= ((x1—s)*+|2'1*) " [(z1 — s)hDg, + 2'hDg/]

satisfies Lexp(+ ((z1— )&+ (2/,€))) = exp(£((z1— )& +(2/,€'))) and has
coefficients in h~7S, on the support of (1 — p)Ba. Then, (B.3)) follows from
integration by parts. Thus, Bu € I;""P(R%; Ay).
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Now, suppose that MSy(B) N Ay = 0. Then we can assume, with a
replaced by Ba that a = 0 if |2/|> + £2 < €2h?7 and z1 > —eh?. Thus, the
operator

= (| + €))7 ('hDg — &1 D)
has coefficients in =75, on supp a provided x; > —eh?. Since exp(%((ml -
s)&1 + (2/,&'))) is an eigenfunction of M with eigenvalue 1, integration by
parts gives

(B.4) Bu = (2rh)~Bd+2)/4 / / i (@ =)a ) Nt (Ba)deds
_ i ey —1&1Ba(0, z, §)
4 (k) -(3042)/4 / chlwe Zi61Ba(0,,8) \
(3mh) (67 + )
The second term in (B.4]) is a distribution in hl/Q_VIgn_l/Q(Rd; Ag). Then,

iterating this process, we have for any k € N,

Bu — (2rh)~(Bd+2)/4 / / (@ =96+ @) (A1) k Badeds

lies in hi_“’ly_l/z(ﬂ%d;[\o). Since (M")*Ba € hk(1=987k  we conclude
that

1 ~
Bu e h2 I (RY Ay).

Next, we show that a need not be allowed to depend on s.

LEMMA B.6. Suppose v = J(a) for a € S§*. Then there exists b; =
b(z,n) € S5 such that

u— Z J(b;) € RNA=20) =N (R Ao Ay).

ProoOF. By Taylor s theorem at y; = s, there exists by such that

‘a(yhy/?‘s 77 bO y7 ‘ - ?/1 - S))
Then, integrating by parts with respect to n; in the formula for J(a — bg)
gives that
J(a —bo) = h'"=2 J(c)

m—1+1/2-d/4 . So, repeating this process gives the Lemma. [l

with ¢ € S;

Finally, we show that an element of Ig”(Rd; Ao, /~Xl) can be written as a
Lagrangian distribution with singular symbol.

LEMMA B.7. Suppose that u = J(a) where a = a(y,n) € S™. Then,

:(27rh)(3d2)/4/Rd eh(® 5>n£0)d + QC(h™).
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PROOF. Observe that by the Paley-Wiener theorem,

fm) = / oo s
0

is holomorphic in Im7; < 0. So, we can take limits from 7; in the lower half
plane to obtain

h
flm) = i —i0)"

This gives the result. O

B.0.4. General Lagrangians. Suppose that (Ao, A1) is an intersect-
ing pair of Lagrangian manifolds in a C°° manifold X with dim X = d and
dimAgNA; =d—1and AgNA; €@ T*X. Given A € AgN Ay, by Lemma [B.]]
we can find a local parametrization of the the intersecting pair. Therefore,
we define

DEFINITION B.8. I§(X;Ag, A1) consists of those C* % densities, u on
X which are modelled microlocally on Definition [B:3] We say that u €
ITY(X; Ao, Aq) if there exist distributions ug € hY2I7%(Ag), u1 € I37™P(A1
OA1), a finite set of parametrizations y; : V; — T*R? reducing (Ag, A1)
locally to normal form, zeroth order Fourier integral operators F}; associated
to Xj_l and distributions v; € I5°"P(R% Ag, A;) such that

u—up — U — ZFjvj = Os(h™).
J

REMARK B.9. Recall that for open A, all u € I{°"P(A) are compactly
microlocalized inside A. Thus, I5°"P(A; \ A1) consists of distributions
which are compactly microlocalized away from 9A;.

To show that these distributions are well defined, we need to show that
if y is a canonical transformation on R? which leaves both Ay and A; in-
variant and F' is a properly supported zeroth order Fourier integral operator
associated to x, then Fu € I3"™P(R% Ag,A;) provided w is in this space.
We will actually prove something stronger. Let f\g/ c T*R?, ]\;1 c T*RY,
1=0,1.

LEM~MA B.1~O. Sup~pose th~at d,d > 2 and T is a canonical relation such
that FoAg/ C AL T OACf/ C A{ and the compositions are transversal. Let
F € [°°"P(T"). Then

(B.5) F I (RY AL AY) — I50"P(RY A, AY).

PRrROOF. We can always decompose F' by using a microlocal partition
of unity and so assume that T'oAd = Ag and ToA? = A¢ in the region of
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interest. Suppose that
u = (27Th)7(3d/+2)/4 /oo/‘efiy,((yl5)771+<y/777,>)a(87yjn)dnds)
0

Fv= (27Th)_(d+d,+2L)/4/ei‘f’(””’y’e)b(aj,y, 8)v(y)dyds,
where ¢ non-degenerate phase function defining I'. Then,

(B.6) Fu = (2rh)” (d+4d+20+2)/4 / / { / en?@usOmpadydn | dods
0

with ¢ = ¢(z,y,0) + (y1 — s)m + (¥, 7). Now, note that d,i) = 0 if and
only if y3 = s,y0 = ... = yg = 0, dytp = 0 if and only if » = —dy¢ and

029 I
2 _

8y77¢ - < % 0>
which has determinant 1.

Thus, by stationary phase,
Fu= (27rh)_(d+2L+2)/4/ /eiqS(m’(s’O)’e)c(x, s,0)dlds.
0

Notice that Fo]&z(d/) = Agd) implies that
dgp =0=>y=0&2=0
dgp =0, = ¢, =0= ¢, =0,2"=0,2, >0
dgp =0, ¢, =0= ¢, = 0,9 =0.y1 > 0.

Since we have assumed that the compositions Fo[\il/ is transversal
o(x,8,0) = ¢(z, (s,0),0) is non-degenerate and since ToA? = A%,

(B.7) dop =0,s =02 =0,dgp =0
(B.8) dgp=0,dsp =02 =0,dy;0 =0, 21 >0, dgp =0

Since away from s = 0, u € I°°™P(A;), we may work in a small neighborhood
of s = 0. Suppose that there exists {(s;, z;, 6;)}72, such that s; — 0, s;, z; #
0, dgp(xi, x;,0;) = 0. Then, since ¢ has compact support, we may assume
that (z;,0;) — (z,0). But, ¢ € C*°. Therefore, dgp(z,0,0) = 0 and hence
x =0 by and we may also work in a neighborhood of z = 0.

Suppose that 9%2¢0/90060(0,0,0) # 0. Then there exist i, j such that
9%0/00;00;(0,0,0) # 0. Suppose i = j. Then 0%p/802(0,0,0) # 0 and we
can use stationary phase to eliminate the 6; variable. Therefore, we may
assume that 9%¢/962(0,0,0) = 0 for all i and 6 in dpp = 0. Suppose that
i # j. Then, since 0%¢/9%0;(0,0,0) = 0 for all i, we may use stationary
phase in the 6; and 0; variables. Now, observe that if 9%/9006(0,0,6) # 0
then the same is true in a neighborhood of s =0, x = 0.

Hence, reducing the size of the neighborhood of (0,0) if necessary and
using stationary phase we can reduce the number of 6 variables, L, un-
til 920/0000 = 0 at (0,0,0). Then, by and the fact that ToAd is
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transverse L = d and det(8%p/0200) # 0. Therefore,

Fu = (27Th)(3d+2)/4/ /ei¢(x,(s,0),9)c(x, s, G)des,

ZCN x; — sa;(x, 8,0)),

where C' is invertible. Now, we want to show that there is a change of
variables 6 = ©(z, s,0), s = sT(x,s,0) where T' > 0 such that Fu is of the

form (B.1)).
First, replace 6; by Zj Cji0; to reduce ¢ to

o(z,8,0) =0 -1 — sa(z,s,0).
Now, write @ = «(0,0,0) + z - B(x, s,0) + sy(x,s,0) and let 0; = 0; — sp;.
Then,
o(x,5,0) =0z — sa(f) + s*y(z, s,0).

Now, (B.8)) reads
804 o Oy 0

(B.9) T; — 89 + s 2, 0, a(f) + 85(8 v(x,8,0)) =0

if and only if 2’ = 0, 9,0 = 0, and z; > 0. But, using , we have that
s # 0 implies 21 # 0 and hence x; > 0. Thus, da/00; > 0 on the surface S,
defined by . Hence, s and 0" = (03, ...,0,) can be taken as coordinates.
Moreover, for i > 2, x; = 0 on S so that differentiating with respect to s
in the first equation of and setting s = 0 gives da/00' = 0 on « = 0.
But, da/00; # 0, so
a(0) = (61 — p(6"))B(0).

Now,

da a5

0<£—B( )+w(01 p(0")).

But, on o = 0, 61 — p(#') = 0 and hence 8 > 0. Then, since 8 = 0 implies
a =0, 8> 0. We also have that 9p/96’ = 0 since

da OB
= = (0~ 8) + B) 5

and 01 — p(#") = 0 and on a = 0. Therefore, dp/9¢’ = 0 and p = C;. Hence,
by relabeling 8, = 61 — C, and s = s, we have

=0 x+2:C1 —s61 + 527(:1:,5,«9).

and, using (B.8)), and setting s = 0, #; = 0, we have dp/0x; = 0, + C; = 0.
Therefore, C; = 0 and we have

©0=0-z—s0 +s>y(z,s,0).
Relabeling v = o and repeating the argument gives for any fixed k that
o(x,5,0) =x-0 — sb + s"y(x,s,0).
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Now, we apply the method used by Hérmander [HOr71] to show that
¢ is equivalent to ¢(x,s,0) = x - 0 — sf; under a change of phase variables
preserving s = 0 and s > 0.

The map

Op dp Op
x: (@,5,0) = (9” 9z’ 90 as>
is injective and, x(z,s,6) = (z,0,(x1 — s,2'),—01) + O(s*>°). Hence
x has a left inverse W(z,&,n,0) such that, on the surface 1 = 1,
U(x,0,(z1,7"),0) = (2,0,0) to high order. Let x~!(z,s,0) = ¥(z,0, (v; —
s,x'),—61) and put ¢ = k*¢. Then & : S — S and & is equal to the identity
to high order at s = 0.
Now, write

k(z,s,0) = (z,t(z,s,0),n(z,s,0)).

Then,
¢ =4, gj = (71 — s,27),
Ox (z,8,0)=(z,t,n) 0 (z,8,0)=(z,t,n)
2 o
8 (z,8,0)=(z,t,n)

Hence, by (B8) on S
r1—s=0, =0, 6;=0.

Therefore, on 61 = 0, ds3p = 0 and hence 9;,¢) = 0. Thus, (v —
¢)(z1,2',21,0,0") = 0. That is, ) — ¢ vanishes on S. Note also that we
have on S that

oz’

/SDW

x

and we have (1) — ¢) = 0. Hence 1) — ¢ vanishes to second order on S,
Thus,

o = 9, = Opp =0 = 9.

77[)(113,8,9) —QS(J',S,G) =7Z- A Zv
where Z = (21 — s,2',—01) = (0¢/001,0¢/0¢',0¢/ds) and A vanishes at
s = 0. We need to find a coordinate change (5,0) = (s,0) + B(z,s,0) - Z
such that ¢(z,s,0) = ¢(x,5,0) and B =0 at s = 0. Since

o(x,5,0) = ¢(z,5,0)+Z-B-Z+Z-B-G-B-Z

where G is a matrix depending smoothly on z, 8, s and B, it suffices to
choose B as the unique small solution of B+ BGB = A. Then we have that
B =0 at s =0 since A = 0 there. Thus the phase functions ¢ and ¢ are
equivalent.

O

Now, the symbol calculus follows from [MUT9]. We include the relevant
results in the semiclassical setting.
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First, suppose \g € 0A; and choose hq, ..., hg_1 functions whose differ-
entials are linearly independent on dA; near A\g. Choose also f, g such that
f=0o0n Ay, f>0o0n Ay \JAy, df(Xo) # 0, g =0 on Ay, dg(ho) # 0,
and {f,g}(Mo) < 0. Let a € C®(Ag \ OA1; Q/?) such that if g € C®(Ay)
vanishes on dA; then ga € C*°(Ap). Then write

a =g tr|dhy A--- Adhg_y A dg|'/?
and define
Ra :=r|dhy A --- ANdhg_y A df|Y?{g, F} /2.
Then [MUT9), Section 4] shows that R is independent of the choice of h;, g,
and f as above.
DEFINITION B.11. We define the symbol class
S5O (Ag U AL) C RM2S5PP (Mg \ OA1; QM%) x S5PP (A3 Q2)

as the subspace consisting of those sections (a, b) such that for all g vanishing
on dA1, ga € C®(Ag) and blgp, = e™/*(2m)/2h"1/2R(a).

Then we have the following [MUT9, Theorem 4.13]
LEMMA B.12. The following sequence is exact:
0 = hT2TO™P (A, A1) — I5°™P (Mg, A1) 2S5°™P(Ag U Ay) — 0.

REMARK B.13. Here o is the usual symbol map for Lagrangian distri-
butions applied to each component Ay \ dA; and A; separately.

We need the analog of [MU79], Propositions 5.4 and 5.5] in the semiclas-
sical setting. First, we characterize the appearance of transport equations.
The following lemma follows from Lemma [2.20]

LEMMA B.14. Let P € W5'(X) be a properly supported pseudodifferential
operator such that p := o(P) vanishes on the part A1 of an intersecting
pair (Ao, A1) of Lagrangians. Then for u € Ig”/(X;AO,Al), Pu=f+g,
Fen 2T (X Ng), g € BRI N (X Ay, Ay) and

o(9)la, = (=ihLu, + p1)o(u)a,
where Ly, is the Lie action of the Hamilton vector field H, and py is the
subprincipal symbol of P.

Second, we need the asymptotic summability of the spaces I§*(X; Ag, A1).

LEMMA B.15. Assume that uj € W21 (X; Ag, Ay) forj = 0,1,...
then there exists u € I5"(X; Ao, A1) such that for every N there exists N' > 0
large enough such that

N/
u— Zuj e hNeN(X).
j=0
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Finally, we need the following analog of [MUT9, Proposition 6.6]. Define
the characteristic set of P,

Y(P)={veT*X :0(P)(v) =0}.
We say that P € WY is of real principal type if, letting p := o(P) and
p1 := o1(P), the subprincipal symbol, p is real,
dp(q) # 0 for g € ¥(P)
and Imp; > 0. We say that P € ¥} is elliptic if there exists M > 0 such
that for [{| > M, |o(P)| > C|&|™.

LEMMA B.16. Let P € ¥§'(X) be elliptic and of real principal type.

Then let
Ao =A{(z,& 2, - e T" X xT*X},
and A§ be the Hy, flow out of Ao N X(P) with orientation e. Assume that
exp(tH,) is non-trapping on S(P). Then there exists u € h™Y2I;™(X x
X; Ao, AY), such that for each K € M,
P(u+v)=68(y,y") +OD — C®(h*>) for (y,y') € K x K.
In particular, we have take
o(u) = (o(P)~,r) € K128 ™(Ag U Ay; Q1)

where T solves
(B.10) hCi,r +ipir =0, rloa, = e™/4(2m) 22 R(xo(P) 7))
and where py is the subprincipal symbol of P.

REMARK B.17. Lemma gives us the kernel of a right parametrix
for Pu= f.

PROOF. First, let x € C°(T*M x T*M) have x = 1 on A§ and x; €
C®(M) have x1 =1 on K. Then, since WFy,(Opy(1 — x)) N A§ = 0, there
exists v € Iy ™ (Ag) such that

Pv = (1-0pu(x)d(y, ¥ )x1(y)x1(y’) + OD" — C=(h™).
In particular, v is the kernel of a pseudodifferential operator V € U™ (X).

We now solve Pu = Opy(x)d(y, v )x1(y)x1(y' ) +OD" — C°(h*°). To do
so, we proceed symbolically. Suppose that ug € h™1/2I5""P(X x X; Ag, A).
Then we have

Pug = fo+go, fo € I;"™(Ao), go € h'/* I (X % X; Ag, AS).
Now,
a(fo) = a(P)o(uo)|a,-
Thus, writing p = o(P), we have

o (uo)|anare =1~ o (Opn(X)8(y, ¥ )x1(W)x1(y')) € S57" (Ao \ DAT).

Thus, using the fact that x = 1 on A{,

o (uo)lon, = €™ (2m) 20 2 R(p o (5(y, v ) x1 (W) x1 (¥)))
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and hence
o(g90)la, = (=ihLp, + p1)o(uo)
where p; is the subprincipal symbol of P. Thus, o(gp) = 0 on A; yields the
transport equation
hLp,o(ug) +ip1o(ug) = 0 on Aj.
Under our assumptions, [DHT72) Section 6.4] gives that this equation has a

unique solution. Then since Imp; > 0 and o(ug)[s, € S5, we have that

for ¢ € DAY, uolasnrk € h~1/285°MP  Thus, for (y,y') € K,
Puo = 6(y,y )xi(y)xi(y') = fr + ¢
c h1—26[§omp(A0) + h3/2—45[§0mp(X; Ag, AS).

Finally, let xo € C(M) have y2 = 1 on suppxi. Then rela-
bel ug = x2(y)x2(y)uo. Now, we proceed iteratively to find u; €
W22 (X Ao, AS), given f; € RIUT2IIEP(Ag), and g; €
h3(1_25)+1/2_251§0mp(X x X; Ao, A§), such that o (u;)|a, = 2 1o (f)| A

hLp,o(u;) +ipro(u;) = io(g;) on Af.

As above, the transport equation has a unique solution satisfying the initial
condition

o(uj)lon, = e™/*2m) 20 P R(p o (1))

U~ Z uj
gives that for (y,vy') € K x K
Pu+v) =68(y,y') + Q0D — C>(h™)
as desired. Then simply relabel ©v = u 4+ v. ([

Then, letting



APPENDIX C

The Semiclassical Melrose—Taylor Parametrix

Let Q C R? be strictly convex with smooth boundary. We need to
analyze

(C.1) (=h*A — 2*)u=01in Q;, ulgn = f

where Q) = Q and Qy = R?\ Q, and f is microlocalized near glancing.

We give a construction similar to that in [Gér88|, Appendix A.IL.3] and
[Tay81), Chapter 11] in Q9 and adapt the results there to the case of
using methods similar to those in [MT), Chapter 7]. Throughout, we assume
z=14+1iIlmz, —Chlogh™" <Imz < Chlogh™!.

REMARK C.1. To obtain Rez # 1, we simply rescale h in the resulting
parametrices.
Define €(h) and p(h) by
h < e(h) :=max(h,|Imz|) = O(hlogh™)  u(h):=Imz.
We construct parametrices in a neighborhood of glancing where the size of
the neighborhood will depend on €(h).

In particular, if x € C°(R), x = 1 in a neighborhood of 0. Then, let
xo € 092, § > 0 and define
€'y — 1

X%'Y(xaf) =X <'Y[h(5(h))_1]2> X(5_1|51j — o))

where | - |4 denotes the norm induced on the T*9€ by the euclidean metric
restricted to the boundary. Then X(;['Y localizes microlocally near a glanc-
ing point (xg,&). We construct an operator H such that for U; C Q; a
neighborhood of xg

(—h2A - 22 )Hf = Oc(h>®)  in U;
(C.2) {Hf =O0pu(x}7)f + Oce=(h™®)  in a neighborhood of 2y € I

H f is outgoing if ; = Qs
In fact, we need to construct two such operators Hy for gliding points and
H,; for diffractive points corresponding to €21 and 29 respectively. Because
of the fact that we are only looking for properties of H in a neighborhood of
xg, we are able to construct operators Hy, and H, with the property
for |Imz| < Chlogh™1.

With these operators in hand, using the arguments in [SV95 Appen-

dix A.5], we show (see Section that in a neighborhood of 02, Hy is

129
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AC>(h*>) close to the true solution operator for (C.1)). However, because
of the local nature of our construction of Hy, we are not able to do this
for the gliding case. Instead, we must restrict our attention to the con-
struction of the operators that were used in Section to produce microlo-
cal descriptions of the single and double layer potentials and operators for

|Im z| < Chlogh™! (see Section [C.4)).

REMARK C.2. Note that in [MT, Chapter 7], the parametrix that the
authors construct for the wave equation in the interior of € is C'°*° close to
the true solution. However, it is valid only for ¢ € [0,7) for any 7' > 0.
Showing that H, is close to the true solution of would be equivalent
to a global in time C'°° parametrix for the wave problem.

C.1. Construction of the operators H, and H,

Following [MT), Chapter 7] and [Mel75b], the ansatze for our construc-
tions will be Fourier-Airy integral operators [Mel75a] of the form:

B F = (27rh)_d+1/ [goA,(h_2/3p) + ih1/3glA/_ (h_2/3p)]

(C.3) Rd—1
A_(h72/3a)716i9/hFhF(§)d§’
ByF = (27Th)_d+1/ [goAi(h_2/3p) +ih1/391Ai/(h_2/3p)]
(C.4) -

Ai(h23a)~1eh Fy P (€)de.

where F' and f will be related below, plan = «, p, 8 € C™ solve certain
eikonal equations, gg, g1 solve transport equations, and A7 is the solution
to —A”(s) + sA = 0 given by

Ai(s) 1 / i (st+t2/3) p

T or

for s real, and A_(z) = Ai(e2™/32). Finally, 0|5 will parametrize the canon-
ical transformation reducing the billiard ball map for glancing pair {z € 00}
and {|£|?> — 1 = 0} to that for the Friedlander normal form

(C.5)

Q¥ried 1= {:Cd = O} C T*RY and Prried := {ﬁg—xd—l—fl = O} C T*RY

The Hamiltonian flow for this system is shown in Figure

C.1.1. The Friedlander Model. As a first, step, we consider the
Friedlander model. This toy example guides us when we consider the general
case. The Friedlander model is given by

P = (hDy,)* —xg+hDy, 09 = {z4=0}.
Suppose that
(C.6) (P—ipu=0  wulog=f
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€1<0 51:0 §1>0
x1

Zq

2l —2(=&)1/?

Ficure C.1.1. The figure shows several trajectories of the
Hamiltonian flow for the Friedlander model. When & = 0,
the trajectory is tangent to the boundary x4 = 0 and hence is
glancing. When, & < 0, the billiard ball map takes the upper
intersection with x4 = 0 to the lower. This corresponds to
the hyperbolic region. Finally, when & > 0, the trajectory
does not intersect the boundary and hence this corresponds
to the elliptic region.

Then, taking the semiclassical Fourier transform in the 2’ variables gives
(=h*0%, = za+ & — i) Fraru(ra,6) =0 Fhau(0,€) = Fu(£)(€).
The solution to this problem for p = 0 is

A(h™2/3(—x i e
w= eyt [ 2 A(h(_g/;f;; ek 7, )

where A is a solution to the Airy equation. Let pg := —xg + & and 6y =
(2, €Y. Now, suppose that u = @(hlogh™!) # 0. We could simply replace
po by —zq + & — ip, however, because the function A7 has zeros on the
real axis, it is more convenient when we consider the general case to make
a perturbation of 6y and py so that uniformly in p, pols,—0 has nonzero
imaginary part. To do this, we compute

PA(h2p)ei?) = [(02,0)* = pl0ryp)? + 000 — wa] A Pp)er”
— (DM [204,p0r,0 + s, p) A' (K723 p)ei?
So, we seek to find 8 and p solving the model eikonal equations

{(8Id9)2 - p(axdp)Q + a;,;l@ — Xqg = 1’“

andpaccde + 8x1p =0
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We find p ~ 3 <o pne(h)" and 0 ~ > - 0pe(h)™ where pg and 6 are
as above, 0, = 0,,(x, &', 1), and p, = pp(x,&, ). Then, we solve for p,, 6,
successively by solving transport equations of the form

2amd00833d9n - 2p03zdpoaxdpn - pn(amdp())Q + aml 0, = F1
26xdp08:pd9n + 2azd0061dpn + axl pn = I3

where F; and F> depend on 6, and p, for m < n.

In the next section, we construct solutions to these equations with
p1(21,0,¢) = i. With these solutions in hand u will solve (C.6) up to
O(h*>).

C.1.2. Eikonal and Transport Equations. First, we consider a gen-
eral differential operator

P(z,hD) = ajr(x)hD;hDy+ Y bj(x)hDj + c(x)

with aji = ag; applied to (C.3) and (C.4). Then, for A an Airy function,
we have, letting f; denote 0;f, and pj, = h=2/3p

i

hD; (9A(Ph)€%9> = 0;9A(pr)et® — ihg; A(pr)ei® — ih'/3p;g A (pp)eh
hDyhD,; (gA(ph)e%L@) -
[(0x0; — piprp)g — ih(Okg; + 059k + Ojkg) — h*gji] Alpn)er’
— i3 (0501 + piO)g — ih(gion + pige + pkg)] A'(pr)eh’
hD; (gA' (pn)e 7
0;9A" (pn)er? — ihg; A'(pr)en? — i3 pipg A(py)e i

hDyhD; <9A (Ph)“ﬁg) = —ih™"* [(050% + Okpj)pg

Z

—ih(gjpep + grpip + pirpg + pirg)] Alon)er”
+ (0,0 — piprp)g — ih(Okjg + 0591 + Okg;) — h2gji] A’ (p)er
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So,

P(goA(pn)er’)
((adb, db) — pladp, dp) + (b, db) + ¢)go
—ih(2(adh, dgo) — Pafgo + (b, dgo)) + h* Pago
(2(adb, dp) + (b, dp))go
—ih(2(adp, dgo) — (P2p)go)

pr)er

—ihl/g A/(ph)eie

P(ih' g1 A (pp)en’) =
p(2<ad9, dp> + <b7 dp>)gl ig
, Alpn)er
—ih(2p{adp, dg1) + (adp,dp)g1 — p(P2p)g1)
((ad67 d0> - p<adp7 dp) + <b7 d0> + C)gl
+in/3 )
—ih(2(adf,dg1) — (P20)g1 + (b,dg1)) + h*Pag;

pr)er

where aji, = aji(z), P, = h=2(P — (b,hD) — c(z)) and (-,-) denotes the
euclidean inner product.

Now, applying P under the integral in (C.3)) and (C.4]) gives the eikonal

equations

.7 (adf, df) — pladp,dp) + (b,df) +c =0
. 2(adf, dp) + (b, dp) =0

Writing

(©3) =0+ (),

the eikonal equations are equivalent to p(z, dqbi) = 0. Now, suppose that p
has the form 3, <4 pne(h)"™ and 0 has the form 3, -, 0,€(h)" and

gi ~ Zgin}(x,f’,u)h"-

Then the transport equations have the form
(C.9)
2(adfo, dgy'") + 2poadpo, dgi™) + (b, dgl") [n] m]<[n]

] ] w = E0 0P )
+(adpo, dpo)g; — Pabogy — po(P2po)g;

2(adpo, dgy") — 2(adbo, dg\"™ — (b, dg}™))

= ES7 (0, 9,9, ).
—(Papo)g™ + (Pablo)g)”

]
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More generally, we consider transport equations of the form
2(adbo, dgo) + 2po{adpo, dg1) + (b, dgo)

+(adpo, dpo)g1 + Bigo + poB2gi -

(C.10)

2(adpo, dgo) — 2(adby, dg1) — (b,dg1) + Bago — Big1 = F>»
Then, these equations are equivalent to
(C.11) 2(ad™, %) + (b, dg™) + GFg* = F*
where
7" =0x(=p) 0 G =BiF(=p)"*By  F*=FF(-p) /P

We use the equivalence of glancing hypersurfaces to construct solutions
of the eikonal equations near a glancing point. In particular, let p(z, £) be the
symbol of P(z,hD) and B a hypersurface in M. Let P = {p(x,&) = 0} and
Q = {(z,€) : x € B} be a pair of glancing manifolds at m = (x¢, &) € PNQ.
That is, if ¢(z,&) = ¢(z) is a defining function for @

dp and dq are linearly independent at m

{pa} =0 A{pAp,a}} #0  {g{ap}} #0
Then the equivalence of glancing hypersurfaces (see for example [Hor07,
Theorem 21.4.8]) gives the existence of neighborhoods V' of m and U of 0
and a symplectomorphism s : U — V reducing P and @ to the normal form
. Since @ is the lift of a hypersurface to T*R?, this also induces a
symplectomorphism

ko:y—T'B ~v:={{,n)¢€ TR . (v, yq,m',mq) € U for some 1y}

such that kg intertwines the billiard ball map on T* B with that on T Qpyied-
We assume further that H, is not tangent to T,R¢ at x = m(m). This
allows us to conclude that

(C.12) kj(dn;), j=1,...d—1 are linearly independent on 7T, B.
To see this, observe that the projection of H, onto 7" B is not tangent to

T,B. This image is the direction of the Hamilton vector field on the fold set
and hence it follows that d,, is not tangent to

H = ky (T;B).

T

Observe that H is Lagrangian and hence dn; # 0 on H. Hence, there exists

a symplectic change of coordinates on leaving (y1,71) fixed such that dn;

j=1...d—1 are independent on H and therefore that holds. This

transformation can clearly be extended to leave Qyieq and Prrieq fixed.
Now, consider

Y:P o MxRT  P3pes (n(p),m(s (p), - na—1(s~(p))).

LEMMA C.3. The map Y is a fold at m. Moreover, the fold set meets
Q¥riea transverally at €4 = 0.
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PROOF. Let ¢ € C°°(M) be a defining function for B. Then dg # 0 on P
near m. Thus, we need only consider the restriction of Y to the intersection
of P and ). That is,

Y':PNQ— BxR" Y =Y|png.

But, the map from PNQ to T* B is a fold and Y is this projection composed
with replacement of the fiber variables by n; j = 1,...d — 1 which has
bijective differential. Hence, Y’ and Y are folds with the desired properties.

O

The construction of solutions to the eikonal equations near a glancing
point now follows from [MT) Proposition 4.3.1] which we include here.

LEMMA C.4. Let p be the (real) principal symbol of a differential operator
with C™ coefficients in a neighborhood of B C R¢ with defining function x.
If P and Q form a glancing pair at m then there exist real functions 6y and
po smooth in a neighborhood, ¥, of m(m) x {0} € R% x R4~ such that

po=m on XN (B xR
0|p parametrizes Ky, the reduction of P and Q to normal form
dzOp;0, j=1...d—1 are linearly independent on ¥
po is a defining function for the fold

and py and 0y solve the eikonal equations (C.7) in po < 0 and in Taylor
series on B.

PRrOOF. Let
Ay ={peP:Y(p)=(7): 7 eR}

Then, A,/ are Lagrangian submanifolds foliating P near m. To see that they
are Lagrangian, observe that

K (Ae) = {((sm +n3), (0 ina)) ) €U C Ry e V C R}

and hence is Lagrangian.
This implies that the canonical one form, w = {dx| Ay is closed and
hence there exists ® a smooth function on P such that

d(®[a,,) = wla,, for 7’ near n

and hence p(z,d®) = 0.

In fact, since ® is the integral of a one form, it is locally unique up to a
normalization on each A,s. We fix this normalization by choosing T' C P a
submanifold of dimension d transverse to the fibration by A, and contained
in the fold of Y. We then insist that ®|; = 0. Now, since Y is a fold

(C.13) Y(P)={m <zaf(z,n)}
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with f(m) # 0. Then, since Y is a fold and A,/ is Lagrangian, by [Hor07,
Theorem 21.4.1]

(C.14) ®=Y"(0h+ %(—po)?’/z)

where 0y, po : Y(P) — R are smooth and pg is a defining function for the
fold. Moreover, the odd part of ® vanishes to second order at the fold since
® is the integral of a smooth 1-form.

Next, we show that pg = 71. Notice that this is independent of the choice
of the reduction to normal form, x and the choice of T'. Fix x and suppose
that ®; and P9 are two smooth solutions of p(x,d®) = 0 corresponding to
different submanifolds 77 and 75. Then, let w = ®; — ®5. w is constant
on each leaf of A,y and hence is a function of only 1. Observe that the
involution defined by Y preserves A, and hence the Y odd (and even) part
of w is a function of only 1. But this implies that the Y odd part vanishes
identically. Hence, since 0 is Y even, ps, = pa,.

Observe that over B, the involution map of Y is just the projection of
PNQ toT*B and the function ® pulls back under k to a solution to the
same problem for the model case. Together, these imply that the odd part
of ® restricted to the boundary is independent of the choice of T" and x and
hence is the same as for the model case.

Next, observe that 6g, — 03, is a function of only 1. Hence, 0,(0s, —
0s,) = 0. But, as in the previous paragraph, at the boundary B, ® pulls
back under & to a solution of p(z,d®) = 0 for the model problem and hence
832:,77,/{*9|B = I. In particular,

dy0p,0 are linearly independent for j =1...d -1

Now, by construction
Ay ={(z,0:@(z, 7))}

and Hﬁl(xa az(f’(%n/)) = (y(xv az@(xvn/))ﬂ?l: (yd - 771)1/2) when (yd - 771) >
0. Now, on B, this holds for 71 < 0 and 0, ®(z,n)|p = 0,.Y*0,. Now,

if k(y,m) = (x,§), then, using that k is a symplectomorphism, we have
t
<%> = g—g. Therefore,
9y

(2, 0,0(w,1)) 1 = (02,0

Thus,

y = 0p0(a", 1) + f(n)
and hence, using that sy is symplectic, we have that f = G%g and hence by
adjusting the normalization T', we can arrange that 0|p generates kg.

At this point, we have solved the eikonal equations p(z,d¢®) = 0 with
#* having the correct form in the region py < 0.This is a region of the
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form (C.13]). Our last task is to extend these solutions so that the eikonal
equations continue to hold in Taylor series at B and pg = 0.
By the Malgrange preparation theorem, we can write

p(l’, 5) - p/[(fd - a(x7 §/>)2 - b({L‘, ‘gl)]v

where p’ is nonvanishing near m, a, b are real, and &' = (&1, ...&4). Thus, we
can drop p’ when solving p(z,d$™) = 0. Then, by the glancing hypothesis
on p and ¢ along with H, not tangent to the fiber at x = w(m),

§a=a, b=0, dgb#0 atm
with b = 0, 24 = 0 the glancing surface. Then, p(z,d¢*) = 0 becomes
(C.15) Oy @™ — a(, 0, 0%) = £ (b(a, 8x/<bi)1/2 in pg <0.

Then, extending pg and 6y to smooth real valued functions across pg = 0
gives solutions to (C.15) in Taylor series at pg = 0. We write ¢ for the
extended functions. Then,

(C.16) Or 6T — a(x, 0, 0F) F (b(, 0 $F)

with e = 0 in py < 0 and vanishing to all orders at pg = 0. Then to solve
(C.15) to all orders at x4 = 0, we add to ¢; function

1/2
P_,,

¢2 ~ Z xsgk(lja 5)
k=1

with ¢9 vanishing in pg < 0. Then, by (C.16), we can solve for the g
successively as functions vanishing in py < 0 and ¢+ = gi)f[ + (]52i solves the
required problem. O

In addition, by two applications of [MT), Section 4.4] (one for the real
part and one for the imaginary), we have the following lemma.

LEMmMA C.5. Forc,d € S and by € C, By, Bo, F1,Fy € C™ there ex-
ist go, g1 € S in p < 0 solving (C.10) Moreover, the equations (C.9) can

be solved in Taylor series at pg = 0 and y = 0 and we can arrange that
91((0,2"),&) = cgo + d and go((0,0),0) = bo..
PrROOF. We saw in ((C.11)) that (C.10) is equivalent to
2(ady ¢, dpg™) + (b, dgF) + GFg= = F*
where ¢, G*, and F* are smooth in z, £ and (—po)l/2
by Y, this lifts to

2(ad,®,dg) + (b,dg) + Ga = F on P.

. Hence, pulling back

Then, reinterpreting this as an equation on each A,s/, x can be used as
coordinates on A,/ and hence

Hy, = 0¢p0, = 2(ad®, 0;) + (b, 0:)
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and hence 2(ad®,-) 4+ (b,-) is the vector field H,. That is, our equation
becomes

(C.17) H,g+ Gg — F.
We can reduce our problem to solving Hyu = 0 by first solving
Hpa1 + Gay = F ai(m) =0
and
Hya=G', a(m)=0
and writing
a—ay = exp(—a)u.
Then, the equation Hyu = 0 just reduces to evenness of u under the involu-
tion generated by projection from the manifold of bicharacteristics for P to
PNQ.
Our goal is to solve (C.17)) with
gr=cgo+d  go(m)=bo.
Let Zg denote the involution on P N @ coming from projection to 7™ 5.
Then this amounts to
1 % — 1 *
[9lo = clgle + d, where vo = i(IQU —v)pyt vp= i(IQv + ).
After reducing to Hyu = 0, we have changed the boundary condition to
[exp(—a)u]o = clexp(—a)ulp + € u(m) = by
where ¢’ is some Z even function. Now, observe that
[vw]p = [v]E[w]E + p§[vlo[w]o
So, we can write our boundary condition as
uo = cdug + f

where ¢’ and f are Zg even. Then, after applying x to reduce to normal
form, we have by [MT), Proposition 2.8.2] there exists such a function wu.

This solves the transport equations in py < 0. The extension to pg > 0
follows as in the proof of Lemma

O
C.1.3. Full Phase and Amplitude Functions for the Dirichlet
Parametrices. We now specialize to the case P = —h?A — z and work

in a neighborhood of the boundary 99 of the form O = (—a,a) x U with
coordinates (y,z’), U an open set in 99, and y > 0 in Q. Notice that in
these coordinates,

—h?A = (a(y,«')hD, hD) + h(b(y, '), hD)

and hence that h(b(y, '), hD) term can be moved into the right hand side
of the transport equations without difficulty.

By the results of Lemma (or [Tay81), Chapter 11|, and |Gér88,
Appendix A.Il]), we have
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LeEMMA C.6. There exist 0, pg € C solving (C.7) for P = —h?A — 1
for po < 0 and ((y,'),&) near ((0,x(),&) and in Taylor series at py = 0
and y = 0. Moreover,

(C.18) dy0¢;0 are linearly independent for j =1...d —1
0
ﬂ<0, po=0apg ony=20
Jy

where o := poly—0 = &1 and Oy|y—o parametrizes the reduction of the billiard
ball map to that for the normal form (C.5) (i.e. k).

Now that we have constructed phase functions for z = 1, we will correct
them to obtain solutions of (C.7)) to @(h*°). To do this, let

z=1+iu, 0 =00+ One(h)" =:0+0,
n>0
p=po+ Y pne(h)" =:po+p
n>0

where 0y and pg are the solutions found above. Then,

2ip — p? =(2{adby, d0") — 2po{adpo, dp’) — p'{adpo, dpo) + (b,db'))
+ ((adt',d0") — 2p'(adpo, dp’) — poladp’, dp’)) — p(adp’, dp’)
0 =(2(adby, dp’) + 2(adf’, dpo) + (b,dp’)) + (2(ad¥’,dp'))
where we have grouped terms according to homogeneity in €¢(h). Note that
if Imz = ¢(h), we have artificially introduced a perturbation of size h to p

and 6.
Then, equating powers of €(h), and letting

Ocn={0m s m<n}, pen={pm:m<n},
we have that
2(adby, db,) + 2po(adpo, d(—pp))
+(*pn)<adpo,dpo> + <b, d9n> = Fn<9<na p<n7/’[/)
(C.19) .

2(dfn, dpo) — 2{dbo, d(—pn)) — (b;d(=pn)) = Gn(O<n, p<n, )

These equations are of the form (C.10|) with —p,, playing the role of g;. Thus,

appealing to Lemma we can take p1((0,2'),£) = i. For n > 1, Lemma
implies that (C.19)) can be solved with p,,((0,2'),&) = 0. Putting this

together, we have

LEMMA C.7. Let 0y and py be the functions guaranteed by Lemma[C.6
Then there exist 8,p € S solving
(adf,dd) — pladp,dp) + (b, d0) = z + O(h>)
2(df, dp) + (b,dp) =0
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in po <0 and in Taylor series at pg = 0 and y = 0. Moreover,

prpot+ Y pne(h)® O~ 0+ > One(h)"

n>0 n>0

with pn,6n € S, po, 6o real valued, Im 6y > 0 and ply—o = a 1= & + ie(h).
REMARK C.8. In this way, we arrange
a(&') = & +ie(h).

Now, to solve for the amplitudes gy and g1, we expand them as formal
power series in h™. Then, the successive terms solve equations also of the
form (C.10) (in particular, (C.9))). Since the inhomogeneities do not ap-

pear in the equations for gz[n}, there are solutions with boundary condition

g([)o}((O,x’ ),€) a real valued elliptic function and 950} = 0. Then, for n > 0,

we have solutions with ggn}((O, x'), &) = 0.

C.1.4. Semiclassical Fourier-Airy integral Operators. Before
proceeding, we give the necessary results on semiclassical Fourier-Airy inte-
gral operators following [Tay81), VIII.6 and X.2] as well as [MT, Chapter
6]. We denote h=2/3a = ay, and h=%/%p = py,.

We make the following basic assumptions throughout this section. Let
Q C R? be strictly convex and U be a neighborhood of zg € Q. Suppose
that ch™ < e(h) < Chlogh™! and let p, 8, € C>°(U) and go, g1 € S5 "P(U).
Suppose that 0y, po € C°(U;R). Suppose further that p = pg + €(h)p/,
0 = 0y + €(h)0’ with plaq =: «,

(C.20)
dz0¢00 #0, 0Oyp < ag <0 in case ,  Oup>ag >0 in case (C.4).

with [Im p/| > ce(h) and €', p' € C=(U;C),
0 =6, + D(e(h)), Im6y((0,0),0) =0.

Next, assume a := ag(&) + e(h)a/(§) with ap € C®(OQ;R) and o = i +
D(e(h)). Then, assume that F' € & with

2
(C.21) MSy(F) C T*Uﬂ {Iao\ < min [’y (6(}2)> ,fy] } .

The fact that (C.3) and (C.4)) are well defined follows from the fact that
go and g have compact support and that | Im p’| > 0.

REMARK C.9. We could take o/ = —i + @D (e(h)), but this would change
the wavefront relations in Lemma In particular, for (A_Ai)~L.

C.1.5. Preliminary Estimates on Airy functions and multipli-
ers. We start by recalling some preliminary estimates and asymptotics for
Airy functions. We have
(C.22) A_(2) = E_(2)e?/32)

3/2

|Arg(z) — /3| > ¢
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where, letting w := /3, E_(z) := Z(2w?) € S~1/4, E has [Tay81), Section
X.1]

H(z) = Z 1/ Z:(—l)kasz%/2
k=0

where aj, > 0 and ag = (2/7)~!. and we take the branch of z'/2 at Arg(z) =
7 with (1)/2 = 1. We also write A (z) = A_(Z) for another solution to
the Airy equation. The asymptotics for Z(z) can be differentiated a finite

number of times to obtain asymptotic expansions for A@(z).
Next, recall

(C.23) Ai(z) = 5(2)6_2/323/2 , |Arg(z) — 7| > 0.
Moreover,
(C.24) Ai(z) = wAL(2) + WA_(2).

So, using the asymptotics (C.22)) and the analogous asymptotics for A, we
have
(C.25)

Ai(z) = W () WA L GE (2) 2

|Arg(z) — 7| < ¢

where Z4 (z) = Z(2w?).
Define

Ai'(2) A’ (z)
=T B Iy
We will need the following lemma (we follow the proof given in [Vod15|
Lemma 3.1]).

LEMMA C.10. Let ¢; be as above. Then there exists § > 0 such that

()2 4 |[Imz|~" |2/ >6,Rez<0
(z)1/2 otherwise

9i(2)] < C{

and

—-1/2 1 1
‘¢i(z)’_1<0{ézil/2+“mz’ (2) 12\25,Rez<0'

z otherwise

PROOF. Since ¢; is meromorphic and bounded above and below at z = 0,
there exists g > 0 such that for |z| < 20, 0 < ¢ < |¢;| < C. For | Arg(z) —
7| > & and |z| > 1, the estimates follow from the asymptotics (C.23). Thus,
we need to consider the regions ¢y < |z| < M and | Arg(z) — 7| <.

First, we consider the region ey < |z| < M.

Let —(; ~ C17%/3 be the zeros of Ai(z) and —QJ’- ~ C452/3 be the zeros of
Ai'(z). Recall that both ¢; and ¢ J’ are positive and real for all j. Now, A¢ and
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Ai' are entire of order . Therefore, we can use the Hadamard factorization
theorem to write

Ai(z) = et (1 e > €T, Al(z) = G (1 + C’) g
j / j

Hence taking the logarithmic derivative of A7 and Ai’ respectively,

1 1 1 1
J J

Since (j are real and positive,

1 |Imz|~' Rez<0|
|Z+Cj‘ {C| | 1 RezZO = a(z)

where and ¢; > 2|z|, |z + ¢;|7' < 2|¢;|7L. Thus,

2|z|
16i(2)] < |Cal + D (12 + ¢ + 2| Z 24+ GG
Jj=1 J=2lz|

C+|zl(a(z) + 1+ 1¢17%) < Calz)
J
since €y < |z| < M. By an identical argument,
|2l16i] 7! < Ca(z)

in this region.
Now, we consider the remaining region. Let |z| > 1 with | Arg(z)| < d.

First, using , we have that
o A' '\ (—2) A (~2) A(=2) \7
== A (+ams) (+dmcs)

2)
-4 ) ()

Thus, to estimate qbl and gZ)Z-_ , we proceed by obtaining estimates on A, and
A_. Defining ¢ = 3/ 2 we have

Im ¢ = Imz(Rez)1/2(1 +00),  |Im¢| > CsImz||z|'/2.
Now, let

(C.26)

Bi(z) — Zl/4e$i7r/125(6:|:i7r/3z)
Di(z) = i 1/ApFi/12 (]Fiz1/25(€im'/3z) _ E/(e:tm'/3)>

where E is as in (C.22]) so that
(C.27)

Ai(—2) = 27 V4™ 12B, (2)e* Al(=2) = Fiz/ e 12D, (2)eTC.
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Then,
Bi(z) =bo£ (" OC?), —2BLz) = £ 4 0(C?)
Di(z) = do+idi¢ +O(C2), —2Dl(z) = i?’Ldlg— )

where b; > 0, d; > 0 and

3bob1

+Im (Be(2) BL(2) ) = =52 7/2(1+ 0(9) + (|21 7%)) > 0

+Tm (Di(z)m) - @

12]752(1 4+ @(8) + O(|z]73/?)) > 0.

We first seek to show that +|A_(—z2)| < +|A;(—2)| in £Imz > 0. To
this end, define

fo(7) = |Bs(a+ir)]? = [B—(a +iT)|.
Then,
fulr) = 21m (B (a+ir) B (a + i7) = B-(a+ir)B.(a;7)) > 0.

So taking a = Re z and using the fact that |A; (Re z)| = |A_(Re z)|, we have
fRe=(0) =0 and ff,.(7) >0 for 0 <7 < §Rez and Rez > 1. This implies

(C.28) + |B4(2)| > £|B-(2)| +Imz >0
An identical analysis with the function
0a(7) = Dy (@ + i7) 2 = |D_(a + i7)?
gives
(C.29) + Dy (2)| > £|D_(2)] +Imz >0

We now restrict our attention to Im z > 0 and hence Im ¢ > 0 since the

other region is similar. By (C.27) and (C.28))
‘A—(—Z) — 2Im<‘B (2)

(—=2) By(z)|
‘ (-~ ) —2Im¢ ’D (2)
Al (=2)| D, (2)

Now, the asymptotics (C.22]) imply that

(C.30)

< e2Ime,

< C.

(C.31) 0<e(z)/?< 'jig_zi
+(—z

SC(z)l/z 0<cec< ‘jig:j;
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So, using |Im ¢| > Cs|Im z||z|'/? together with using (C.30) and (C.31)) in
(C.26)) gives

< C|2|1/2 _ C|z|/?
=2 S T e S min(1,2Im ()
172 |=1/2

< Cl2|"? + C|Im 2|

AV e
1—e2m¢ = " min(1,2Im()
< () 721+ [ Im2 T z)H3).

|bi(=2)| 7t < C

0

The following bounds on products of Airy functions will be useful in our
construction of H, and Hy

LemMA C.11. Let a be as in (C.21) and oy, = h=2/3a. Then for ~v small
enough and

| < ~(he(h)™")?
we have for Reay, < —6
Ch™23¢(h) < C|Imay| < |Ai(ap)A_(ap)| < C
clan)/? < |AH (an) AL (an)| < Clag)/?
c(|Tmap|™ an) ™" + (an) %) 7 < gilan)| < |Tman| ™" < OB Pe(h)™!
clan)'’? < |p_| < Clap)'/?
and for Reap > —0
Ch'3 < |Ai(a)A_(ap)| < C
o(| Tm a| ™ o) ™+ () 72T < AT (an) AL (om)] < Clag)?
clan)'? < |ilan)| + |- (an)| < Clan)?.
ProoOF. First observe that
(C.32) ch™2Pe(h) < |Tmay| = O(h~*3e(h)) < §

thus, either |ap| < d. or |Imay| < |ay].
The upper bounds for Ai(ap)A_(ay) and Ai'(ap)A—(ap) follow directly

from the asymptotics (C.22)), (C.23), and (C.25) together with the analyt-
icity of these functions.

In order to estimate (A_Ai)~!, we use the Wronskian to write

A(z)  Al(z)  W(AL,A)(z) = e Ti0
©3)  TH A T A@A() ~ wARA(D)

Thus, to estimate |A_Ai|~! it is enough to estimate ¢; and
Al
A

G =
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Similarly, to estimate (A’ Ai')~!, we use the Wronskain to write

A(z)  Aiz) | W(ALA)()  eSmilS
. A (z)  Ai(z) T Ai()A_(z) | 2mAd(2)AL(z)

By Lemma there exists > 0 such that

[Tm 2|~ + ()% |2 26, Rez <0
(2) < C
|¢i(2)] < {<z>1/2 otherwise
12 4 Im 2| H2)"t |2| >0,Rez <0
; —1 < C <Z> - ’ .
|¢i(2)| 7" < {<z>_1/2 otherwise
and, since

b (z) _ €2ﬁi/3¢i<62m'/3z)

we also have

(|Tm e>™ /32 + (2)1/2)  |2] > 6
_ <C
lo—(2)| < {1 2] <8
U2 L | Ime2™ /32|71 (z)" |z| > 6
)t A i
[¢-(2)| 7 < {(z>_1/2 otherwise

Now, by (C.32), either |ay| < & or |Ime? /32| > §, so we can estimate
clan)'’? < |- (an)| < Clan)'?

|pil(an) < {

|Tm |~ + ()2 Reay <0, ]ay| > 6
()12 otherwise

| Tm |~ He) ™! + (o) ™2 Reay, <0, ]ap| > 6
(o) ~1/2 otherwise '

v ()

(14 lan)) ™% > <h‘2/3 <76(};j)2 - Ce(h)> >1/2

>~ 12p72B¢(h) > | Tm ay|

|67 | (an) < {

Next, we have

and hence

provided that ~ is small enough. This implies
(ap)/? < [Tmap| ™!

and hence gives the desired estimates O
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Define the Airy multipliers:
(A_Ai)'F = (27Th)_d+1/[Ai(Oéh)A—(ah)]_1€i<x’5/>/hth(§)df7
(A_AI)F = (2mh) 4+ / Ai(an) A_(an)e @)/ F, F(€)de
(©)F i= (2l [ Gu(an)e M7 P de
(@)F = (2m) ™ [ o7 (an)e =R PE)dg
(®_)F := (27h) d+1/¢ @&)h F, F()de.

(®-NHF := (2wh) 4! / o~ ap)e! VL F(€)dE..

Then the following estimates follow from Lemma (see also [MT,
Proposition 5.3.10])

LEmMmA C.12.
(A i)™ = OH; — H (1), A_Ai = OH; — H;(1)

(A AL\ = OHS — H} (h2/3 (h)~ 1) ALAi' = QHS — H (h~Y?)
®; = OH; — Hy(h™Y/3) @7 @Hh — Hi(h*3e(h)™")

_ = QH; — Hi(h™'/3) = QH; - Hi(1).
PRrROOF. This follows from the estimates in Lemma [C.11] O

C.1.6. Estimates for Fourier-Airy Integral Operators.

C.1.6.1. Estimates for type Fourier Airy Integral operators. To
analyze the action of , we follow the analysis given in [MT, Chapter
6]. We work in a neighborhood of the boundary 052 of the form O = [0, a) xU
with coordinates (y,2') and define the symbol classes

DEFINITION C.13. We say p(y,2’,& h) € a(h)S, 5, if
| Dy D (hDe) ply, ', & h)| < a(h)hA1eI =011k,

Write BoF := B3o(A;A_)"1F where
(C.35)
ByF = (2mh)”**! / [90Ai(pn) + ih' > g1 Ad' (pn)] A— () e’/ Fyu () de.

Then all that remains is to analyze Bs.
To analyze B3, we break it into several pieces that can be handled using

the theory of Fourier integral operators with singular phase. Let p1, p2, p3
have suppp; C [C,0), supppe C (—2C,2C), suppps C (—oo, —C] with
p1 + p2 +p3 =1 and let ¢ =1 — p3 where C > 1 will be chosen later.

We first examine the case where Re o, > —2C.
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LEmMmA C.14.
v’ Ai(pn)A—(an)q1(Reay) € h2/3j€06(h)/h51/3,2/3,1
v Ai'(pp)A_(ap)q1(Re o) € eC€(h)/hh_1/6+2/3j51/3,2/3,1
for 7 >0.

PrROOF. We first consider the term involving p;. By (C.22) We have
that

A_(an) = E_(ap)e?/3* /M if Rea >0,

Ai(pp) = Z(pn)e”¥3P*/1 if Rep > 0.
Thus, since pg > ag + cy,

Ai(pn) A~ (on)pr(Re ) = pi(Re ap)E— () Z(py e /e D/m,
Write
pi(Rean) = xF(an)x3(pn)

where x1, x2 are supported in Res > 1/4 and equal to 1 for Res > 2.
This is possible since a < p — Cy + O(h~2/3¢(h)). It suffices to show that
x1(an)E—(an) € S1/3,0 5 x2(pn)Z(pn) € S1/3,2/3,2/3, and
(C.36) X1 (Reap)xz(Re py)e~FDE2=a?)/h ¢ eC/NG, 130731.

The first two estimates follow from elementary estimates on =.
To prove ((C.36)), we apply the chain rule:

3

3 3
D’;Df,Dge*%@%*a%) =Y cpyplipy (’)2 - - ) -

3 3
5 — a3 3 3
Dy DY DY (p — >es’i<ﬁa2>

where the sum is over » v, = v, >.8; = B, >_k; = k. Note that (C.20))
implies that for y small on supp x1(ap)x2(pn)

Re(p®? — /) > /%, Rea > 0.

Hence,

3/2  Ce(h)
| <eien Clpla PR g > 0,

)e—%(p

W[w

—Q

3
|DED] DY (p2 —

3 3 3/2  ce(h)
Yemam (P20 < Ceme T T |p|21AIERT B>,

Njw

3

DL DY (p? —a

3 3 3/2

D% — a®)le30*=0%) < =5 max (|pl3 7M1, o3P}
But, on supp x1(Re ay)x2(Re pp,), Ch?/3 < a < p. Thus,

|DEDS, DY(p%1? — a3/2)e= @G =a" D)y < e /p=2/30c4181hl=3/2-1)
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Now, for the term involving ps, we have
Aipr)p2(Reay),  h'/3Ai(pp)p2(Rean) € e“OINS, 53,

To see this observe that on py(Reayp)p2(Re pp) we have |po|, || < Ch?/3
and hence the main term in the exponential phase is bounded independently
of h. Moreover, since Re pg > ag + Cy, |y| < h?/3 so the second statement

follows. On pa(Re ay)p1(Re pr), we estimate as above.
The estimate for terms involving Ai’ follows from the fact that

Ai'(z) = E(z)e” A
where = = @(z'/4). This completes the proof of the lemma. O

Next, we analyze the case where ap, < —C. Write
By F = (2rh)~4H! / [goAi(pn) + ih"/3 g1 Ad' (pp) A~ (e )ps () e/ F, Fde.

We have similar to [MT), Section 6.3]

LemMA C.15. The operator defined by

AS(F) = (2h) 4+ / A (ap)ps(an)e "5 FyFde’

is a Fourier integral operator with singular phase.

REMARK C.16. For a treatment of semiclassical Fourier integral opera-
tors with singular phase see Section [C.6]

Let
DG = / (g0 Ai(pn) + ih 3y AT ()] FuG(€) de

where G € €. Then By = DoA=.

Hence, we only need to analyze D. We decompose D using ps(Re pp,)
and g1 (Re(pp)) and write the resulting operators D := Dy + Ds.

Then, using the same analysis as in Lemma we have

LemmMmA C.17. For j > 0,
PhAi(pr)q1(Re pp,) € W23 eCeMIhg, oy o
POAT (pn)r(Re pr) € h™H/OT2/HCG, 1y
Finally,
LEmma C.18.
(2a) [l Ai(on) + g0 AT ()] FiG©paln) e = B + 5
with

e @) [ + 0P Esn)

ei[9¢(2/3)(—0)3/2]/hp3(ph)}—hG(g)dg
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where Ex(pn) € S1/3,.2/3.2/3; By € h71/651/3,2/3,2/3-
Proor. By (C.25) we have
Aipp) = w5+(ph)6—(2i/3)(—p)3/2/h + wgf(ph)e(%ﬁ)(—p)?’”/h’ Rep < 0.

Similarly for Ai'. Thus, the lemma follows from symbol estimates on =
and Ei. |

C.1.6.2. Estimates for (C.3|) type Fourier Airy Integral operators. The
analysis of (C.3]) is similar to that of (C.4]). This time, we decompose Bj
into pp, < —C and pp > —2C. We have

LEmMma C.19. For j >0,
y A (pn) A= (an) " a1 (Re pp) € e“OVIRVORIS, oy,
YA (pr)A—(an) 'q1(Repy) € ece(h)/hh_l/ghbw:ﬁ51/2,3/2,1 :

PROOF. Since py < ag — Cy and |Re p| < ch?®/3 on supp pa(Re py), we
may analyze terms involving only p; instead of ¢;.

By (C.22), we have
A-(pn) _ E=(pn) 273552032/

E-(Pn) 235/l )+ 0(c(h) /1)

A_(an)  E-(on) E_ (o)
We have that pg < ag — cy. Therefore, the estimates follow as in Lemma
[C.14 O
We have
LEmMma C.20.

(AL = (27h) 4+ /(A(ozh))_lpg(Re ap) FpFdE
is a Fourier integral operator with singular phase.

Moreover, (A_(az))~! is bounded on suppq;. Then, similar to above,
we have

LemmA C.21.

(2mh) ! /[QOA—(Ph) +ih' g1 AL (pn))e™" FrG(&)ps(pn)dé = B~
with
wl2mh) 1 [q0= (o) + in P E (o)

0TI 1 (0)) FuG(€)dE

B~ =
where Z_(pp) € S1/39/3.2/3, E— € K58 139/39/3.

Together with Lemma and the fact that A_(ay)~! is bounded on
supp q1(Re ay,), this shows that on supp p3(Re pp,), (C.3) is a Fourier integral
operator with singular phase.
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C.1.7. Verification of the properties . We now prove that us-
ing the phase and amplitudes constructed in the previous section that
is satisfied. First, we construct F' so that the boundary conditions are sat-
isfied. We have that g1|go = 0 and p|sq = «. Hence, restricting or

(C.4) to 092 gives
BF|og = (2nh) =+ / g/ F () de

where 0, = 0lsq and g = golsn. Now, d.0¢;0y are linearly independent
and hence 6y is a phase function. Fix 6 > §; > 0. Then, since e(h) =
O(hlogh™t), enM? ¢ S5 and shrinking the neighborhood on which we
work if necessary

Le(h)o’
suplen ™) s
inf |en (Mo —
Thus, J := B|sq is a semiclassical Fourier integral operator that is invertible
by the symbol calculus of FIOs. Hence, we just need to take F = J~!f
to obtain the appropriate boundary conditions where J~! is a microlocal
parametrix for J. Thus, we let H; = B;J ! and H, = ByJ 1. We need to

verify that if
MSn(f) C {lIg'ly — 1] < n(h) < 1},
then

MSk(J~1f) € {la] < Cn(h)},

but this follows from the fact that # parametrizes the reduction of 92 and
|€]2 = 1 to the normal form (C.5) combined with the wavefront set bound
©.14).

After a change of variables near xg, we may assume that locally £, =
{y <0} and Q9 = {y > 0}. with = = (y, 2/).

C.1.7.1. Diffractive points. Now, we have that

(=h*A = 2*)BiF = (2rh)~**! / [a jézz)) + bi,((o’f:)) it/

where a ~ >~ ajmhie(h)™ and b ~ Y bj mhie(h)™ such that

Ajm, bj,m =0 for £0 < 0,
(C.37) 0
Ajm,bjm = O(y"), for any (z,€) and all n > 0.
Thus, for diffractive points, by Lemma
(=h*A — 22) B F = QC™(h™)

as desired.
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C.1.7.2. Gliding Points. For gliding points, the verification is more com-
plicated because pg may become positive away from the boundary. The case
when g > 0 are taken care of by Lemma and the estimates (C.37) .
Suppose that ag < 0, but pg = 0 at y;. Then, since the eikonal and trans-
port equations can be solved in Taylor series at pg = 0 and pg > ap + Cy,
we have that a;,,bjm = ¢jmnh’py, but by Lemma for ap < 0 and
po > 0, such an integrand is O (h>) as desired. Hence, we also have

(=h2A — 2*)BoF = OC™(h™)
in the gliding case.
C.2. Microlocal description of H;, H, and the Airy multipliers

In we need the following microlocal characterization of the opera-
tor A_.Ai similar to that in [MT, Theorem 5.4.19]

LEMMA C.22. The Airy multipliers have wavefront set bounds as follows:
WFL (A_Ai) UWF (A_Ai)
WEF (A" Ai) UWFyY (A A
WFh/((.A_AZ‘)il) C U%O:(]Clgn N E+ = Cboo
E+ :{§1¢O}U{xl Zylawz:y’w 2§Z§d,€:'r],€1 :0}

where Cgn is the relation generated by ™ and graph(Id) denotes the graph
of the identity map.

REMARK C.23. Note that C3° = Up>0Cgn

PrOOF. We have that aj = h™2/3(&1 + e(h)o/(€)) where & is dual to
y. First, fix § > 0 and suppose that ¢; € S%(R?) is a cutoff function
with (&) = 0, [&| < 6, and (&) = 1, || > 24. Then, we show that
WEFy/(¥(hD)A_Ai) C Cy, WFY ((¢(hD)A_Ai)~') C Cp°. Write ¢ =: ¢y +
t_ where supp ¢+ C {£& > 0}. Then, in |[Argz| <€,

A_(2)Ai(z) =E_E
with Z_= an elliptic symbol. Hence,
YA (an)Ai(on) = 4 E—(on)E(on)
(A= (an)Ai(ap)) ™t = 4 Z2 (an)Z(an) !
and ¥y (A_A;), ¥ (A_Ai)~! are classical pseudodifferential operators.
Thus, we have
WFY (Y A_Ai) , WFy' (¢, (A_Ai)~Y) C graph Id.

Now, for the term involving ¢ _, we use the asymptotic expansion of A7 and
A_ towrite in |Argz—71| < €, AiA_(2) = W=, (2)2_(2)+wE2 (2)64/3”'(*'2)3/2.
Thus,

©3%) e (©A-Ailan) =arexp (i - dma)¥ ) +an

} C CgUgraph(ld) =: Gy,
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where a; € h'/35~Y/2, Therefore ¥_A_Ai € h'/319(Cy N {|€1] # 0}) since
o ={x—y§E + %(—51)3/2 parametrizes 8 for the Friedlander model and
the o/ term is a symbolic perturbation since e(h) = @(hlogh~!). Identical
arguments give the wavefront set bound from A" A7’

Similarly, using [MT, Section 5] or simply expanding in power series,

D (A A o) = S e (i€~ elh)a’)) )

k>0
where for any S'/2 seminorm, || - llg1/2,
> lalgis < On
k>0
Thus,
Yo (AA) e hTAIBRE G 0 {l6] #0)).
Now, by Lemma
Ai(ap)A—(ap)q1(Reay,) € ece(h)/hSl/m/g’l.
Thus,
hDJAiA_(ap)q1(Re a, (hD)) = Q(hlAI/3)eCet/h,
So, if b is the kernel of AiA;q(Re(an(hD))), then
(25 — )b = Q(RIPI/3)eCMIT,
Hence, for any N > 0, taking |3| large enough and using that e(h) =
@(hlogh™1).,
(i — y:)/"lb = O(AY).
But, z; — y; is elliptic away from x; — y; = 0. Hence,
WFy (A-Aiqi (Re(ay (hD))) C graph (Id).

But on supp(1 — ¢1), the asymptotics (C.38) hold and we have studied this
wavefront set.
Next, observe that d¢, (A-A;(ap))™! =0 for 2 < j < d. Hence,

WFh/((.A_.Ai)_l) C {1'2 =Y2,...Tq = yd}-

The sign condition on z; follows from the fact that (A_A;(h=2/3¢,+ie(h))) ™"
is holomorphic in Im &; > 0. Hence, by the Paley-Weiner theorem [H6r03),
Theorem 7.3.8]

supp[(A_Ai)~16(z)] {21 > O}
O

REMARK C.24. This is where we use the assumption o/ = i + @(e(h))
rather than o/ = —i + O (e(h)).

We need the following characterization of WFy,'(H,) [SV95, Appendix
A3
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LEmMmA C.25.

) (z,€,y,m) € T*Qo x T*ON :
WEFL'(Hqg) C . , _
€] =1, (z,€) in the outgoing ray from (y,n)

Proor. We decompose the operator into pieces where Re p > —2Ch2/3
and Rep < —Ch?/3. When Rep > —20h2/3, Lemmammows that in the
interior of Q, Hy = @(h>). When Re p < —Ch?/3, Lemmas @l and @
show that HyJ is a Fourier integral operator with singular phase

p=0-3 [0 - (-],

Thus it has WFy,'(HgJ)|o, C Cy where Cy, = {(z, Vo1, Vetb, €)}. But, this
parametrizes the outgoing geodesics ([Tay81, Section X.4], [MT, Section
6.5]).

Now, at 02, Hy is a microlocally invertible Fourier integral operator
with phase 0(2', &) — 0,(v/, €). Hence, on 992

WFh/(Hd)‘aQ C graph 1d.

0

Similar arguments together with the wavefront set bound on (A_.A7)~!
show [MT) Section 6.5],

LEMmMmA C.26.
x,&,y,m) € T"Q x T 0N :
WFh/(B3J_1) C { ( 5 y 77) 1 }

€] =1, (x,§) is in an oulgoing ray from a point (y,n)

(x,&y,m) € T x T 0N : €] =1,
WFh/(Hg) C o ) -
(x,&) is in an outgoing ray from Up>06"((y,n))

Proor. We first prove wave front set bounds on operators of type (C.35))
decompose the operator into pieces where Rep > —2Ch%/3 and Rep <
—Ch?/3. When Rep > —2Ch?/3, Lemma m shows that in the interior of
Qo, By = O(h™®). When Re p < —Ch?/3, Lemmas [C.15 and |C.18 show that
Bs is a Fourier integral operator with singular phase

=0~ % [(—0)3/2 - (—a)3/2} :

Thus it has
WFh/(Bg)‘Ql C C¢, where C¢ = {(x, Vx’(ﬁ, Vg@b,f}.

But, this parametrizes the outgoing geodesics (|Tay81 Section X.4], [MT),
Section 6.5]).

Now, at 02, B3 is a microlocally invertible Fourier integral operator
with phase 6,. Hence, on 052

WFy' (Hy)laa C graphId.
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Combining this with the wavefront relation for (A_.A47)~! completes the
proof of the lemma. O

C.3. Parametrix for diffractive points

We follow [SV95] to show that the parametrices Hy constructed above
are WC*°(h*>°) close to the exact solution near 992. We have that for f
microsupported near a glancing point (yo, 70)

(C.39) (—h*A = 2*)Hyf = Kfin U, Hyfloq = f+ Sf.

Here K = 08" — C*(h™) and S = QD' — C*>°(h*>). Let x € C§° have
suppx C U and x = 1 in a neighborhood of 0f2.
Define
Hy = xHy — Ro(xK — [W*A, X|Hy).
Then Hy is z outgoing and has (—h2A — 2)H, = 0. Next,

(Haf)loo = f+ Sf — yRo(xXK f + [=h*A, X]Haf).
The last term is the only potentially problematic term. However, since
WFy([-Rh2A, x]) is away from 92, Hy and Ry are outgoing, and € is convex,
this term is @C°(h*°) when restricted to a neighborhood of 1.
Thus, writing
R =5 - ’YRO(XK + [_h2Aa X]Hd)a

we have that the exact solution operator is given by Hgq = Hy(I + R)™!
where I + R is invertible for h small since R is OC*°(h*°). Hence, we have

LEmMA C.27. Then the solution operator for the exterior Dirichlet prob-
lems is given by

Ha = xHa— Ro(xK — [h*A, x]Hq) + OC%(h™).
In a neighborhood, U of 0L, this is
Halu = xHaly + OC=(U)(h™).

C.3.1. Dirichlet to Neumann Maps in the Diffractive Case. Us-
ing the parametrices constructed above, we construct a microlocal represen-
tation of the Dirichlet to Neumann map near glancing. In order to do this,
we simply take the normal derivative of H from the previous section. That
is, let v’ denote the inward unit normal to €,

A (h2/3q)

Oy Ha(f)loo = (27Th)_d+1/ (96+z’h1/3 1=

i0y/h
g1 A_(h—2/3a)> e FrldE.

The new symbols gy and ¢} have g} = 8,go +ih~1g00,0 + ih~1g1pd, p and
gy = 0yg1 — ih 1900, p + h™1g10,,0. By construction g; vanishes at the
boundary and, moreover d,,p # 0 with Vp = d,,pv/. Hence, 0,,0 = 0 by

(C.7). So, we have

(C.40) 96 = 0,90 9/1 = —ih_lgoayfp + 0, g1.
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Now, gf € S and g} € h™1S with ¢} elliptic and hence we have

1 A
W/géezeb/hfhlf(i)% =: JB(F)
ih'/? , A (h=2/3a)

(2mh)d-1 / N A (h2Pa)

with C € VU elliptic, B € ¥, and ®_ the operator defined by

/N Fy F(€)de = ThY30D_(F).

T_(F) = jl_gz:;th = ¢_(ap)FuF.

Hence, microlocally,
(C.41) No = J(h™?P3Ce_ + B)J ™.

A simple nonstationary phase argument shows that WFy,'(®_) C graph Id.
This together with the microlocal model (C.41]) implies the following bounds
for the exterior Dirichlet to Neumann maps near glancing.

THEOREM C.28. Let Ns denote the Dirichlet to Neumann map
for the exterior of Q. Let x € CXP(R). Fiz 0 < ¢ < 1/2 and let
Xe = Opn(x(h™€||€'l; — 1])). Then for |Imz| < Chlogh™!,

INoXcllp2ype < h7HH/2,

REMARK C.29. Note that one can let 0 < € < 2/3 if we apply the second
microlocal calculus of [SZ99].

C.4. Relation with exact operators in gliding case

In the gliding case, we cannot make a simple wavefront set argument to
show that H, is h*° close to the exact solution operator. Instead, we focus
on constructing functions that are used in section to produce microlocal
descriptions of boundary layer operators and potentials near glancing. In
particular, we examine operators of the form A, := B3J —! where

W /(goAi(ph) +ih1/3glAi’(ph))A_ (ah)e%9(x7€)fh(p)(€)d§_

Let (yo,m0) € S*0N be a glancing point. Then we have that there exists U
a neighborhood of yg in €2 such that for § and ~ small enough and 1 with

Y =1on{ly—yol <6 |n—mnol <o, [Inly — 1] < vh%e(h)~?}
suppt C {|y — yol < 26, [n —nol < 261, ||nlg — 1| < 2yhe(h) "%}
(—h*A—2*)Agf = K f
{ Ay floa = JAIA_J 7 Opyu(¢) f + Sf
where K = OD/(9Q) — C®(U)(h*) and § = OD' — C>(9Q)(h™). Now,

shrinking § if necessary, we assume that B(yp,3d) C U. Now, fix x €
C>(Q) supported in U with x =1 on B(yp,26). Then, using the wavefront

BgF =
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set bound on Bs, we have that shrinking § again if necessary, WFh(flg) N
supp Ox = 0. So, defining A, := xH,, we have
(=h*A = 29 Agf = XK f + [B2A, XAy f = K1 f
Agflo = xJAIA_J " Opn() f + xS f
— JAIA_J " Opy()f + S f
where K1 = OD'(0Q) — C*(Q)(h*>°) and S1 = @D'(9Q) — C(9Q)(h°).
Similarly, there exists By, = xByJ ! with

ByF = 17d+1 /(goAi(Ph)+ihl/?’glAi'(Ph))Al_(ah)eie(m’é)fh(F)(ﬁ)df

(27h)
such that
(=h?A — 2H)B,f = Kof
{ By floa = JAIA_J 1 Opn () f + Saf

where Koy = OD'(0Q) — C*()(h*>) and Sy = OD'(9Q) — C(9Q)(h°).
Note also that with v the outward unit normal to €2,

O Agfloa = —J (W 2BPCAT A + BAIA_ )T Opy () f + Ssf
8By floa = —J(hW2PCAT A + BAIA )T Opy () f + Saf
where S; = QD' (9Q) — C*°(9N)(h*>°) and B,C € ¥ are as in ((C.41]). Then

we have,

LeEMMA C.30. Near a gliding point, there exist operators A; 4 ¢ = 1,2 so
that

((—h*A = 22 A f = Kif in Q

Ay gloo = JAIA_T 1 Opu(¥) f + Si,f

Ag gloo = JAIA_ T Opn () f + Saf
By A1 glon = —J(W2BCAI'A_ + BAIA_ ) Opu()f + Si,f
By Aa glog = —J(h2BCAI' A" + BAIA )T Opn(v)f + Sauf
where K; = QD' (0Q) — C*(Q)(h™) and S;. = OD'(02) — C*>(002)(h>).

C.5. Wave equation parametrices

Let © C RY be a strictly convex domain with smooth boundary. Let
Q) = Qand Q = RY\ Q. In order to handle the glancing region, we
construct microlocal parametrices for

(8152 — A)UZ = O, in Qz
UL = Ug on 0f)
Oy uy + Opyup = f on 0N
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That is, we construct H such that if f has wavefront set in a small
conic neighborhood of (¢, xo, 70, &0) € T*(R x 9Q) over which a glancing ray
passes, then

(0 —A)Hf € C>°(CY)

(C.42) (Hif — Haf)|oq € C>(09)
amHlf + 81/2H2f - f S COO(GQ)
Hf e C*® t<0

First, the wavefront set property for f implies that f is C'*° outside of a
compact set in t. Hence, by [H6r03l Theorem 6.24], the solution when f
is replaced by x(t)f differs only by a C*° function. Thus, without loss of
generality, we assume that f has compact support.

We will use the construction in Section To pass from the parametrix
for —h2A — 22 to a (C.42), set z = 1, h = 7~ !, and rescale & — ¢'7.
That is, letting

Hy f (2, h) = (2mh) 0+ / o€y, h) f(y, h)dyde',

Hf(x,7):= (2rr 1)~*! / g(x, 7y, 77 ) fly, 7 dydg’.

We then have that H acts on functions f with wavefront set in ||¢/7!|—1| <
e and is O(77°°) on functions with wavefront set away from this set. That is,
H acts on functions with wavefront set in a conic neighborhood of glancing.
Then,

H:=F_{ HF,,

is the desired parametrix.

C.6. Semiclassical Fourier integral operators with singular phase

We now define the semiclassical analog of Fourier integral operators with
singular phase. We follow the treatment in the homogeneous setting given in
[Tay81], Section VIL.6] (For another treatment of Fourier integral operators
with singular phase in the homogeneous setting, see [MT} Appendix D].).

Throughout this section, we assume that U C R? is open and ¢ €
C*(U) is a nondegenerate phase function with the caveat that, letting v be
a boundary defining function for U and 0 < a < 1, it only has
(C.43)

p e CHU) IDIDg | < Co gy ol=I0L it o] + 18] > 2.

Then, let a € S5(U) have
(C.44) suppa C {y > ch’}, suppa € U

where ¢ > 0 and 0 < b < 1. Here, we allow § € [0, b).
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A Fourier integral operator with singular phase ¢ is an operator Au
defined by

Au(z) = (2wh) ™4 / o, €)eh PO~y (y) dyde.

Since a has compact support, this operator is well defined. We need to prove
the following lemma.

LEMMA C.31. Let ¢ have (C.43)) and a € Ss have (C.44). Let A be a

Fourier integral operator with singular phase ¢. Then
WFh/(A) C {($, 8:2@(1'7 5)7 57 6&90(3:7 é)}

Proor. To see this, consider
(x(@)e + 0, Au) = (2h) / u(y)x(@)a(e, €)er P8O dydad

where ®(x,&,y,0) = p(x, &) —(y, &) —(x,0). Then, away from d,p = Oz = 0,
_ 3
there exists L such that Len® = en®. By (C.43) we have
(LY = > WAY(z,&)D.
0<|o|<k

Here, A% has

\DfD?hkA];\ < hF(1+ ,ya—(k—lﬂ\)—\al—lﬁ\)‘
Thus, on supp a,

|hkA5.’ S Chk(l + h(af(k7|0|))b) S Chk(l*b)+ab+‘o‘|b'

Thus,

’(Lt)ka| < Z Chk(l—b)+ab+|o\b—6\a|) < hkmin(l—b,b—&)‘
0<o|<k
Since § < b < 1, this gives the result. O
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