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Abstract

In this paper, we will consider semiclassical scattering by compactly supported
non-trapping potential on R, We will define a family of Gaussian states on S¢~!,
parametrized by points in 7*S%!, and show that the action of the scattering matrix
on a Gaussian state of parameter p € T*S% ! is still a Gaussian state, with parameter
k(p), where k is the (classical) scattering map. This is one way of saying that the
scattering matrixz quantizes the scattering map, complementary to the one introduced
in [Ale05] in terms of Fourier Integral Operators.

1 Introduction

1.1 The scattering matrix

Consider a Schrodinger operator of the form P, := —%2A +V with V € C°(R%). Here, h
is a semi-classical parameter, which will go to zero in the sequel.

It is well-known (see for instance [Mel95, Chapter 2] or [DZl, Chapter 3]) that for any
bin € C(S1), and any fixed h > 0, there is a unique solution to (Pn— %)u = 0 satisfying,
for all z € R%:

u(z) = ||~ (7N g (—2) + 1V M Gous()) + O(|a| 7 HD2), (1)

where we write £ = ﬁ € -1
We define the scattering matriz Sy : C*(S4~1) — C>(S?1), which depends on h, by

Sh(‘bzn) = eiﬂ(d_l)/2¢out-

Sj, may then be extended by density to an operator acting on L?(S*!). The factor
e™(@=1)/2 is taken so that the scattering matrix is the identity operator when V = 0.



Remark 1. The definition of the scattering matrix we took here is not exactly the standard
one, but is very close to it. If we denote by Sy, the standard definition of the scattering
matriz, as can be found in [Mel95)], and by T the operator given by (T'f)(z) = f(—%), we
have
Sp = TSyT.

Thanks to [DZ, Theorem 3.40], this equality can also be written as Sy = g:}L

In particular, Sy, and Sj, have the same spectrum, but our definition will be more natural
in relation with propagation of Gaussian wave packets.

It can be shown that S, is a unitary operator, and that S; — Id is trace class. The
semi-classical properties of S are closely related to the (classical) scattering map, which
we now define.

1.2 The scattering map

We denote by p(z,§) = @ + V(z) : T*RY — R the classical Hamiltonian, which is the
principal symbol of Pj,. Let us write £ for the energy layer of energy 1/2:

€= {(x,€) € T"R% p(x,€) = 1/2}. (2)

We denote by ®!(p) the Hamiltonian flow for the Hamiltonian p. We will suppose in
the sequel that the Hamiltonian flow is non-trapping on the energy level £, in the sense
that

Vp € £,3T > 0 such that V¢ € R with |t| > T, we have 7, (®'(p)) ¢ supp V. (3)

Here, 7, : T*R% — R? denotes the projection on the base variable.
Since, away from supp V, the trajectories by ®' are just straight lines, we have that
for any w € S, and n € wt C RY, there exists a unique Pw,n € € such that

Tz (@' (pwy)) = tw + n for t < =Ty, (4)

where Tj is large enough so that supp V' C B(0,7p). Here, w is the incoming direction,
and 7 is the impact parameter. In the sequel, we will identify

{(w,n); wesT newt}2TrsT

Thanks to the non-trapping assumption, we have that for all w € S4~ !, and n € wt C
R9, there exists w’ € S, 7/ € (W)~ C R? and # € R such that for all ¢ > Tp,

Ty (<I>t(pw7n)) =dJ'(t-t)+7.

The (classical) scattering map is then defined as x(w,n) = (w',7n’), as represented on
Figure [T}

The scattering matrix is strongly related to the scattering map in the semiclassical limit
(see section for some results in this direction). The aim of this paper is to express this
relation in terms of Gaussian states, which we now introduce.
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Figure 1: The scattering map &.

1.3 Statement of the result
Gaussian states

From now on, we fix a function x € C*°(R;[0,1]) such that x(r) = 1 if »r < 1/2 and
x(r)=0if r > 3/4.

Let (x9,&) € S*RY, let 'y be a symmetric d x d matrix with positive definite real part,
and ()g be a polynomial in d variables. Let us Writeﬂ

N |z — ¢ B—E0\ _igs L (a ) Tu(s
duncatnn(ls1) = XSy ) Qo7 Jem BT,
where we identify both S; R? and S¢~! with {# € R% |#| = 1}, and where |- | denotes the
distance in RY. We shall say that ¢, ¢ 0.0, 15 @ Gaussian state centred at (z¢,&p).

Our theorem says that the image of a Gaussian state by the scattering matrix is, up to
a small remainder, a Gaussian state centred at ®!(zg, &) for ¢ large enough.

Theorem 1. Let (x9,&) € S*RY, let Ty be a symmetric d x d matriz with positive definite
real part, and let Qo be a polynomial in d variables with coefficients independent of h.

'The cut-off X(‘:;é') is here only so that the integral in (EI) converges. The power h~=/3 could be

replaced by any power h™% with 0 < o < 1/3.



Then there exists (x1,£1) € S*R?, §; € R, Ty a symmetric d x d matriz with positive
definite real part, and polynomials (Q¥)ken such that the following holds. If N € N, write
QY = ZongN hj/QQ'f. We have, for any N € N

a
Sh¢x0,£0,Fg,Q0 = el h ¢I1,§1,F17Q11V + RN7 (5)

where |Ry||co = O(RN+1/2),
Furthermore, if we write fori = 0,1, (wi,n;) == (&, x5 — (x5 - &)&) € T*ST1, we have

(w1,m) = Kk(wo,Mo)-

Remark 2. Our proof will show that the polynomials Q¥ have degree at most 3k +deg(P).
Furthermore, the constant 1, the polynomials Q’f and the matriz I'1 depend only on Qq, Iy,
and on the values of the potential V in an arbitrarily small neighbourhood of the trajectory

{me(®(z1,&1));t € R}.

This result may of course be iterated, to describe the action of SF on a Gaussian state
for any k € Z.

Our family of Gaussian states satisfies a resolution of identity formula. Namely, if we
write ¢y ¢ 1= ¢z 14,1, we will prove in section [ that, for any function f € L2(S%1), we
have

f =an [ e[ doneo) [ aa@irw), (©

Sd

&L
for some constant ¢, depending on h, such that ¢, ~p_g Q(d_l)/2(27rh)

Therefore, combining @ and Theorem [1} one may have information on the action of
the scattering matrix on functions that are more general than Gaussian states.

~3(d-1)/2_

Sketch of proof of Theorem[I]. Let (x9,&) € S*RY, let I'y be a symmetric d x d matrix with
positive definite real part, and Q¢ be a polynomial in d variables. Let us write

o 0% o= 55 (2—€0) To (o)

o — iﬁ)
Vh
Note that we have || e g0,0.00 (i 1) — Gao.c0,00,00 (5 7) 0o = O(h®). It will therefore

be sufficient to prove the result with ¢z, ¢,.ry,0,(:; ) replaced by ¢z, ¢0.10,00 ( h)
We will consider on R? a Gaussian state, of the form

szo,fo,Fo,Qo (ia h) = QO(

uf(x) = P((z — x0)/Vh)eh* @e a0 e,

2The functions ¢, ¢, ro.Qq (; k), which are less natural than ¢., ¢,.ro.00(-; h) were actually introduced
so that @ holds. Without the cut-off x, it is not clear that the right-hand side of @ should converge.



where we suppose here for simplicity that (zg,&o) is incoming, in the sense that for all
t <0, 72 (@' (20,&0)) ¢ supp V.

If we denote by U (t) the Schrédinger flow generated by Py, the function [, g e2hU (t)ul dt
will then be an eigenfunction of P,. We will then try to decompose it like in (1f).

The incoming part will be given by f?oo et/ 2hU(t)u2dt, which is very close to

0 .
/ PRy (H)uld dt,

where Uy is the free Schrodinger flow. In section we will study the behaviour of
ffoo e2hUo(t)uddt as |z| — oo.

To analyse the outgoing part, given by fooo eit/2hyy (t)u?ldt, we will use the fact that,
when a Gaussian state is propagated by the Schrodinger flow, it remains a Gaussian state
(see section for more details). We will use this to propagate u) until a time 7' > 0
such 'that " (20,&) is outgoing. The integral [ e®2hU (t)uddt is then very close to
J72 e Uy (U (T)ufdt. We will then use the results of sectionto describe the behaviour
of this integral as |z| — oo. These asymptotics will give us the result of Theorem O

1.4 Relation to other works

The study of the semi-classical properties of the scattering matrix, and its links with the
scattering map has a long history. The scattering amplitude, that is to say, the integral
kernel of Sj, — Id was expanded as a semi-classical series in different situations in [Maj76],
[GuitT], [Vai77], [Pro82], [RT8T7],[Yaj87], and [Mic04].

It was shown in [Ale05] that, microlocally near non-trapped points, the scattering
matrixlﬂ Sy, is a Fourier Integral Operator quantizing the scattering map . This result was
extended to short range potentials in [Ale06], and to non-trapping asymptotically conical
manifolds in [HWO0S].

These results were then used in [DGRHH14], [GRHZ15], [GRH15], and [Ing16] to obtain
some equidistribution results on the spectrum of Sj,.

Although the results presented here could be deduced from those of [Ale05], the method
used here is quite different, and somehow simpler and more explicit. In particular, it is
not clear how one could deduce from Alexandrova’s results that the image of a Gaussian
state by the scattering matrix depends only on the values of the potential close to a single
trajectory, as stated in Remark

Our approach, based on the propagation of coherent states, is largely inspired by
[Rob07] and [CR12]. Actually, in [Rob07] and |[CR12], the action of the scattering op-
erator on Gaussian states is described precisely. The scattering matrix can be seen as the
restriction of the scattering operator to an energy shell. However, it does not seem easy to

3 Although not stated explicitly, the convention for the definition of the scattering matrix in [Ale05] is
the same as ours, i.e., Sy and not Sp



deduce our result from theirs, and the approach presented below, based on asymptotics as
|x| — oo, seems more direct.

Though we only considered the simplest case of potential scattering, the result of the
present paper also hold for compactly supported metric perturbations of the Laplacian,
with a similar proof . Our results should still hold if the trapped set is non-empty, as long
as the cut-off resolvent is bounded by some negative power of h, and that the Gaussian
state we consider is centred on a point which is not trapped in the future. Actually, the
methods employed here should in principle work as long as we consider Gaussian states
centred at some points which spend less than the Ehrenfest time in the interaction region;
this could, in some situations (for example, if the trapped set is hyperbolic), allow us to
describe the action of the scattering matrix outside of a neighbourhood of the trapped set
whose size depends on h. If the trapped set is hyperbolic, and the topological pressure of
half the Jacobian flow is negative, it should be possible to combine the ideas of the present
note with the methods developed in [NZ09] and [Ingl7] to describe the scattering matrix
microlocally near the trapped set. These issues will be pursued elsewhere.
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2 Free evolution of a Gaussian wave packet times a polyno-
mial

Let (z0,&) € S*RY. Let P be a polynomial in = of degree n, and let T' be a symmetric
d x d matrix with positive definite real part. We consider on R? the function

u?z(x) = P(x\_/Exo)e%xfoe_ﬁ(x_xo)‘r(fﬂ—xo). (7)

We shall denote by Uy = e'th®/2 the free Schrodinger evolution. Fix T > 0. We want
to consider

o0 .

v, ::/ Uo(t)uge”/%dt.
T

More precisely, the aim of this section is to compute

\x1|iLnoo || (@D 2=l /Py, (2]2]).



Considerations on the Fourier transform of a Gaussian times a polynomial We
take the following convention for the Fourier transform:

Fo) = /Rd eiix'ggﬁ(:c)dx.

Consider an invertible symmetric matrix I' € My(C) with positive definite real part,

and a polynomial P of d variables and of degree n. Then there exists a unique polynomial
_z Iz _E'F_lﬁ

of degree n, which we shall denote by P such that F(P(z)e™ 2 )(§) = Pr(&e™ 2
For any I', the map P +— Pr is an automorphism of the space of polynomials of degree
n. The image of the polynomial constant equal to 1 is the constant

(27r)d/2
VdetT'

where A — v/det A is the unique analytic branch satisfying v/det A > 0 when A is real (cf.
[Hor90, §3.4]).

In the sequel, we will need an asymptotic for Ppy;(t€) as t — +o00. By definition, we
have:

(8)

Pr (4 ,ﬁg.(pﬂﬂd)—lg . P —La-(T+itld)x fitx-gd
Ty (t€)e 2 =/, (z)e 2 e x
R

- / P(.’L“)e_%x'rxe_it(|x|2/2+”§)dx.
Rd

We can use stationary phase here, with 1/t as a small parameter. The phase z-£+|x|?/2
is stationary at x = —¢, so that we have

2 o , 4 2m\d/2
PFJrit(tf)ef%g-(FJmtld) e _ efdwr/zlp(_g)ef%5-F56%1t|£|2 (777) Lo,

On the other hand, we have

dr-l - g b 1
(D +itld)"! = tId+t2F+O(7g3>’ 9)
so that )
o~ B ETHitld) e _ ible? ~here O(l)
t
Hence o a2

—dim ™ — —

Pryalte) = (-0 (3) 7 1 o, (10



Semiclassical Fourier transform We define the semiclassical Fourier transform by

Fi(§) = [ e o(apa

and its inverse is given by

F o) = Gy [ 306

Note that, for any function f € L?(R%), we have

Fulf(/VR)(E) = W2 (F(D))(E/ V), (1)
and that for any function f € H?(R%), we have Fj,(—h2Af) = E2F,(f).

Free evolution The semiclassical Fourier transform of ug is given by

0 — pd/2, +x0-€0 £~ % Fxo-& (£—€0)-T~" (6—¢o0)
Fould (€) = h P( G )e 7T0E =3 .

Therefore
Uo(t)u%(m) :fh—l(e—itE?/%P (f\/§0> #20-(60—E) g5 (€—€0) T (§—€0)>($)

- (27r)2hd/2 / eitfz’/?hpr(fﬂgo)e’i“'(&f)ei@fo)-“(ffo)emf/hdg
1
(QW)dhd/Q

!/
/ PF(jE>eh(x w0} _MIQ/% ﬂtgléoe ’tﬁo/?he 2h Fil&/dfl by setting§:§/+§0
Rd

*33 o

1 K : 5/ L ’ 1 !
_ ehz-soe—zt/%/ ( ) #(w—z0—t€0)-€ p— 55 & (D +itld)¢ e’
(2m)dnd/2 Rt \Wh

By , we obtain that

Up(t)ul(z) = 1 en e it/2h Py, [d( _ Tt tfo)6—ﬁ(m—mo—tsoy(r—wmd)-l(m—xo—téw_

(2m) Vh

(12)

Behaviour at infinity Consider the integral v, = [° Uo(t)uf)e*/?hdt. Thanks to the
computations in the previous paragraph, we see that this integral converges on any compact

set of R, We want to compute | l|im || (=D 2=l /Py (3 |2]).
T|—00



Note that, in what follows, h will only be a parameter, which will play no special role.
We have

on(Elz]) =

1 1 o0 _ _t 3 ) _
(gﬂ)dehxfo/ T(H“)Fﬂﬂ‘t[d(— w>6_ﬁ(w_f‘/’0—t§0)@ itld) T (z—z0—t&0) gy
t=
1 i

— KRS
N

o fﬁfcfx z|—7&0)-(D Y +i|z|rId) " Y (@—xo /|x|—T
/T L Po)rigerrna( - l/%(ﬂf—xo/m—Tfo)) s (Emao/ el =ro) (M i)™ (E—so/lel—rto) |,

BRE]
where we obtained the last line by setting ¢ = |z|7.
Note that for 7 not close to one, the above integrand is a O(|z|~°°). h being fixed,
2
let us compute an asymptotic expansion of e~ G (@=ao/lal~rto)-(I " tilalrd) =" (=0 /|2]~7&o)
as |z| — oo, for 7 > 1/2. We have, using (9)) that

|2 (& — xo/|x] — 7€) - (D7 4 ilz|rId) " (& — xo/|x| — T&o)

Z!:L“I

= -1 /el - T€o|2 ~3(6 = ao/lal = 760) - T (@ =/ le] = 760) + 0 7-)

. Z’$| 2, 2 A i s _
= s — o+ L - (&~ 70) + (&~ 7E0) T T§0)+O(| )
Therefore,
1 i
—+o00o .
L 3o LI e (~ Zag-(a—160)+ & (2—r0) T~ (2—7€0))
X e2h7 P izl T—T 2T T x|dT.
/. (Pr)rvaona = (6 = 760))e ||

This can be seen as a stationary phase, with |z|~! as a small parameter. The phase is,

up to a factor 1/(2h), ¢(7) = |2 — 7&|?/7. By an easy computation, we get
1. . 1 1
¢'(1) = — (@ = 760) - (2 +7&) = —;(1—72) =1-=

which vanishes if and only if 7 = 1. We have ¢"(7) = 3, so that ¢ (1) = 2.
By the stationary phase formula, we get that

] (4D 2 Ry ()

%‘x|(dfl)/267i|x\/hei7r/4ﬂ_1/2‘x|71/2ehz 506 Zh‘ |2—&o|2

" (2m)
X (Pp)pflﬂ»m[d( — %(ﬁ: — 50))e*ﬁ(2ixo-(ae—£o)+(ae—£o).p—1(a@—éo))‘x|_



Thanks to , we obtain that

] (D2 Ry ()

(d-1)/2 —ilz|/h,_1/2],.11/2 L& M‘j,gop <.Ti‘ — 50)
xT e iy €T eh e 2h Prl —
|| || v

)d/ 2~ & Qiwo-(5—€0)+(2—€0) T (3—60)

||
1/2 s )
i(1—dyr/a_T (37 50) a0 (260) g g (2—€0) T (@—£0) , B2 (260~ 2+ |26 [?)
~ e x e e 2h
(2m)/2 Vh
1 - .
~ et 61)71'/4(27r )/d/Q F(”“n\;fO)e;xo-(ifo)e22(:%50)-1“1(5050).
™ h

All in all, we have obtained that, for any T € R, we have

. +w .
lim o] 4=/l / Uo(tyufie™’**dt ) (J2/)
T

|z|—o00

(13)

1/2 & ,

—eil=dm/a T p <f'3 50) — L0 (3—€0) o 2 (8—E0) T~ (2—€o)

iy e e :
(2m)?/2 Vh

On the other hand, recall that for any f € L?(RY), we have (Up(—t)f)(z) = (Uo(t)f) (),
so that
T .
lim |z]@-1)/2 le/h(/ Uo(t)uge“/%dt) (Jz|2)

|z[—00 —00

+oo .
= lim |o|@-D/2 z\wl/h( / Uo(t)ugeit/%dt)(|xy§;).
=T

|z| =00

Now, since 772 is of the form with & replaced by —&q and I replaced by T, 1) gives us

|xl‘linoo ’x‘ (d-1) /2 z|x\/h / UO eit/2hdt>(\x]§;)

(14)

/2 . ——1

_ ilanma T, ( So + ”3) a0 (84+60) y— 2 (8+60) T~ (8+60)

=e T e e .
eniz T\ R

3 Construction of a generalized eigenfunction

Let (z0,&) € S*RY. Let P be a polynomial in = of degree n, and let T' be a symmetric
d x d matrix with positive definite real part. As in the previous section, we consider on R?
the function

r — X0

Vh

up () :ZP( )ehm% 2 (@=20) T(a—a0), (15)

10



Since V' has compact support, we may find a time ¢_ such that for all ¢t > t_, g —t&y ¢
supp V. We shall write (z_,£_) := (zo — t_&p, &0)-
Let us consider
uj, = Up(t—)uj.

By , u;, may be put in the form

Uy, (z) == P- (x _\/g_ ) e_it*/(%)elﬁ“c'ff e_ﬁ($—x,)~l—‘,(,z—m7)’ (16)

where P_ is a polynomial in x of degree n, and let I'_ is a symmetric d X d matrix with
positive definite real part.

Since the Hamiltonian has been supposed non-trapping, we may find a time ¢, such that
o (P (2, £-)) is not in supp V for any ¢ > 0. We shall write (24, &) = @4 (z_,&-).

In particular, for any ¢t > 0, we have ®+F(z_ ¢ ) = (24 + t&4,€4). Recalling the
definition of the scattering map, we see that, if we write x4 := x4+ — (24 - £&4)€4, then

(§+7l‘i) = ’4’(5—71‘%)7 (17)
where we identified (¢4, %) with points in 7*S91,
We denote by U(t) = e~ nPh the Schrodinger propagator. We set

ub = U(ty )y, . (18)
Let us recall how the results from [Rob07] can be used to describe u: in the semi-
classical limit.
3.1 Review of the propagation of a Gaussian times a polynomial

In [Rob07, Theorem 0.1], it is shown that for any ¢ € R, for any N € N, and for any
function of the form , we have

U(t)u;, () = dp(t, x; N) + Ry (t, ), (19)
with 5 R
. . — 1 1
ap(t, z; N) =e'n Z h]/27rj t, L) envé ez (w—a) Tu(e—wt)
0<j<N ( \/E )
where

o 2= (7,&) = ‘I’t(x—af—)‘

e ['; is a symmetric complex matrix with positive definite real part. More precisely, if
we write

_ Om _ 0% _ Ot _ 9%
At = 8m,’ Bt = &n,’ Ct = Dt = 867’

we have

Iy = (Cy +iDT) (A 4+ iBT) 7L

11



e The 7 are polynomials of degree at most 35 + deg(P), and
7_(t) = P(0)(det(A4; +iB,I"))/2. (20)

e §; is the action integral

t 2 . . t L — .
5t:/0(|§;|—V(xs))ds—xt &t t2- & :/0 24 UV (2y)ds + 28 = &4,

Note that, if x; ¢ supp V, we have ¢'(¢t) =
e For any a € N, there exists C,(t) > 0 such that

|+ I B (t,2) | < Caldp® D72, (21)

Thanks to this, we see that the function u;{ defined in may be put in the form

uf (x) = af (x) + Ry (x),
where

.6 . — i
@) =T Y Wit (S e temdmma e, (o)
0<j<N

and where RY () satisfies .

3.2 Construction of a generalized eigenfunction

Let us consider
0 i t+ . JrOO .
EY ::/ Uo(t)uge”/zhdt#—/ U(t)u}:elt/%dt—i—/ Uo(t)ﬂZe”/%dt.
—00 0 0

Thanks to the computations in section 2| we see that for any compact set K and any k €
N, [[Uo(t)uy, [|c# (k) decays exponentially fast as ¢ — —oo, so that f U (t)uy, €/2R || e (c)dt
converges.

Thanks to 1' we may describe Uo(:l:t)ﬂh for all ¢ > 0, and we also have thanks to
the computations in section [2| that f |Uo(t) ;) et/ 2h||ck(}c)dt converges. Therefore, the
function EY is well-defined, and belongs to C*(R%).

If f € H?(R?), we have

A

’Lh% [eit/2hU0(t)f] _ ( - 5 o %)eitﬂhUO(t)f

()] = (Pu— ) U0

12



Therefore, differentiating E,? under the integral signs, we obtain

0

(P, —1/2)E) = / (P, — 1/2)U0(t)u}:€it/2hdt n /Dt+ P, 1/2)U(t)u}:eit/2hdt

—0o0

400 )
+ / (P, — 1/2)Ug(t)ai; e™/?1dt
0

0

d ; 4 |
= / [ih— + V} Uo(t)u;elt/%dt + / ihiU(wu’:ezt/Zhdt
dt 0 a

— 00

+oo d .
+ / [z‘hE + V]Uo(t)i) et/ at
0

0 ; 400 4
= / VUo(t)u}:e”/Zhdt + ihu, + ih(uf —u;) — iha) + VUo(t)ﬁ:e”/%dt

oo 0

0 ) +oo ,
= / VU (t)uy, /21 dt + / VU (t)a) et/?hdt + RY (x).
0

—0o0

Thanks to , we may describe Up(—t)u, and Up(t)a; for all ¢ > 0. They are
polynomials times Gaussian functions centred at x4 4 t£4+, hence they are exponentially
small on the support of the potential V.

More precisely, there exists C, ¢ > 0 such that for any ¢ > 0, we have

IVU(—t)uy [l 2 < Ce™ VT ()i || 2 < CeF/M, (23)

Therefore, fi)oo VU (t)uy, e/?hdt + f0+oo VUy(t)i) e*/?"dt is compactly supported with
support in supp V, and has L? norm which is O(h*). Since R;LV satisfies , we deduce
that for any o € N, there exists C, > 0 such that

11+ |2))*(Py — 1/2)ED)|| ;2 < Cah™HD/2,

We define the semi-classical outgoing resolvent as Ry, = (P, + (1/2+40))~L. Tt is well-
defined on any function in the weighted space (1+|x|)~!L?, and thanks to the non-trapping
assumption, we have by [RT87, Theorem 2] that

= Q

L+ [a) T R+ )T oo < 5 (24)
Write E} := Ry (P, — 1/2)EY). We have
11+ |2]) T By o < CRNTV/2,

The function
E), := E) + E},
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which we call a distorted Gaussian beam, is bounded polynomially in |z| for every h, and
it satisfies
(P, —1/2)E;, = 0.
We will now show that it can be written as
Eh(a:) _ ’x‘f(dfl)/2(efi\x|/hE;'Ln( )+ ez|:c|/hEout< ) + O(]a;\ (d+1) /2)

where E}’L" and EP** are smooth functions which we will identify.

3.3 Behaviour of £} near infinity

The following lemma guaranties that the term E,lZ is negligible in our computations.
Lemma 1. There exists a function ap € C°(S¥1) with ||ap| 2 = O(WN/?71) such that

Ej(2]2) ~pp) o0 D2 ay, (2).

Proof. Thanks to [Mel95, Proposition 2.4], we know that lim |z]|~(@=D/2e=i2l/h Bl (|2|3)

|x|—o00

exists, and is equal to ﬂP;,VEfln where P;;V is the adjoint of the Poisson operator Py v :
L2(ST1) — L2(RY).
We have
1P v Enllze = 1Py (L4 )7 (L + e Byl 2
<Py (1 + |2)) Ml o2 |1+ |2) Byl 2
<CH +’l” 1PhVPhV(1+‘ | 1H1/2 -1)/2
A — _1p1/2
= COJ|(1 + [2) 7 ((Ph = (1/2+0) 1) = (P = (1/2 = 10)) 1)) (1 + [a]) || A +D/2
<P,
by (24). Here, we used the fact, whose proof can also be found in [Mel95, (2.26)], that

(Pn — (1/2410))™) — (Py — (1/2 = i0)) ™) = 5 Prv P -
All in all, we get that

| lim |o| D27l B (|2|2)

|x|—o00

|2 < ORNT,

which proves the lemma. O

We have, by , that

lim [o|~(@/2eel/ / Uo(t)uy c/?*dt

|z| =00

t_
= T a0 [ g ety

|x]—o00

2 £ ) _
_ it phginrs T p ( 50+x)e%xo(@ﬁo)e—ﬁ(ﬂgw-r*<fc+5o>>_

@m)d2 '\ h

14



By and , we have that

400 )
(dim_ [aft02e el / Uo(t)ag e/t (2)
0

|x|—o00

1/2 — _
_ T i—dmaitE EOS bl () (95 f+) e (B€4) o L€ T (-4
B 4/2°¢ 3T+ .
(27T) / 0<j<N \/E
(25)
Finally, the last term composing E2 can be dealt with using the following lemma.

Lemma 2. .
+ .
/ Ul(t)uy, e/?Mdt = O(|z|~@HD/2),
0
Proof. It suffices to show that, for any t € R, we have U(t)u, = O(|z|~@+1/2). By
Duhamel’s principle, we have
]

Uty = U(t)uy, — 7 /0 Uo(t — $)VU(s)uy ds.

We have Up(t — s)VU (s)u;, = F;, ! [ei(t_8)|5‘2/2hfh (VU(s)u}:)} Since VU (s)u,, is a com-
pactly supported function, ei(t_s)|5‘2/2h]:h (VU(s)u}:) is smooth and L2, so that its inverse

Fourier transform decays faster than any polynomial, and hence — % fg Uo(t—s)VU(s)u, ds
decays faster than any polynomial . A similar argument shows that Up(t)u; decays faster
than any polynomial, and the result follows. O

All in all, we have obtained that
Eh(SU) _ |£C|_(d_1)/2(e_i‘xl/hE;iLn(*i‘) + ez|r|/hE}OLut(i_)) + O(|SE‘ (d+1) /2)

with

1/2 % _5 i —1,.
N o i /4 T z gy s
Ejn(2) = e~ it-/2hei(d=1) /4(27r)d/2p( 0)6 L20-(2—£0) o= 2 (2—0) T (#—60))

and

. 7-(1/2 54 ) T — §+ i . 1. 1.
Eﬁ“t(i’) — il=d)m/4 _ 2617 Z hJ/2(7Tj)F+ e~ 1T+ (@—E4) o— 5 (8—E4) T (w*£+))+0(hN/2*1)_
(2m)/ 0<j<N ( Vh )

We obtain from this that
Sh (PF< \/§0>eh §O)e—ﬁ(f—fo)f71(i—§o))>

_ it /2hi%E Z /2 (), (95 \—/E@)e;;m-(@me,i(aes+>-r+1<@s+>> + O(RN-2d/2),
0<j<N
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Hence, by possibly replacing N by N + 1 if d = 2 (which we can do, since N was chosen
arbitrary), we obtain that

.81
— ot
Sh(ﬁxo,fo,f_l,Pr =cth ¢x+,€+,F+,QN + RN’

where QN = 30 iy W2 (mj)r, , 61 = G404 +a0-fo—x1-&y, and | Ry |lco = O(RNTD/2).
Using the fact that I' — T 'and P Pr are one-to-one, this gives us the statement
of the theorem.

Remark 3. If the polynomial P is constant equal to 1, one could write an explicit formula
for the constant QY in terms of the classical dynamics by using (@ and (@)
4 Resolution of identity

The aim of this section is to prove @

Lemma 3. Let f € L*(S™1). We have

f@=en [, d [ debo) [ b iw), (26)
Sd—1 et gd—1
where ¢y, s a parameter depending on h, with ¢, ~p_0 2(d_1)/2(277h)_3(d_1)/2.
Proof. Let us write g(w) := [qa—1 d¢ fgi da:d)mé ) Joa—1 d’ qﬁz’g( W) f(W).
Let us write for all t > 0 xp(¢) :== ¢ 2hx( ), so that y, has support in |0, %hl/:s).

We have
g<w>:/§d-1d£ Sd—1 dw’ X(lw —¢&|)x (’W — &) f(w )/&:L dxe%(*‘*”rw/)-w'

On {w € S¥ 1 |w — €| < 3/4}, we may define a local chart by projecting on 4. This
way, we have w = w(y) with y € &4, so that |y| = |sin(w,£)|, where (w,&) denotes the
angle between the vectors w and {. We also have | det (%) = | cos(u/),\f )4t

Noting that if z € £+, we have w(y) -z =y - z, we get

o) = [ ldf / [eos() O dy' X (o — N (/) — NS Av)

fl

= ()t (w) [ deleos@DI R lw — ).
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We write c,jl

i= (2mh) 4t [ dE| cos(ojz)|d_1)~<2(|w—§|), which is independent of w, since

the integrand depends only on |w — £]|.
Let us write 7(y) = |w(y) — £|]. We have r(y) =y + o(y).

We have
-1 _
¢, =

st () gy ey,

)t [ Jeos(@ln) Ol e =

fi

r(nl/22)2
R

(T(hmz)) ‘Qh(d—l)/zdz

d-1 hi/22) g)d-1 -z
(27h) /l | cos(w(h1/22),€)|" e N Gsve

(27r)d—1h3(d—1)/2/ e~z + o(h(@-1/2)

1

2_(d_1)/2(2ﬂ'h)3(d_1)/2 + O(h(d_l)/2).

O

As a corollary of the resolution of identity formula, let us state the following result,
which can be proved along the same line as in [CR12| 1.2.3]

Corollary 1. Let A be a trace-class operator acting on L?(S?1). We then have

TrA = Ch/ dw/ df(&w,fa Aggw7§>L2(Sd—1).
§d-1 wt
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