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IMPROVED GENERALIZED PERIODS ESTIMATES OVER
CURVES ON RIEMANNIAN SURFACES WITH NONPOSITIVE
CURVATURE

EMMETT L. WYMAN AND YAKUN XI

ABSTRACT. We show that on compact Riemann surfaces of nonpositive curva-
ture, the generalized periods, i.e. the v-th order Fourier coefficients of eigen-
functions ey over a closed smooth curve v which satisfies a natural curvature
condition, go to 0 at the rate of O((log \)~1/2), if 0 < |v|/A < 1 — &, for any
fixed 0 < § < 1. Our result implies, for instance, the generalized periods over
geodesic circles on any surfaces with nonpositive curvature would converge to
zero at the rate of O((logA\)~1/2). A direct corollary of our results and the
QER theorem of Toth and Zelditch [TZ13] is that for a geodesic circle v on
a compact hyperbolic surface, the restriction ex; |y of an orthonormal basis
{ex,;} has a full density subsequence that goes to zero in weak-L2(y). One
key step of our proof is a microlocal decomposition of the measure over ~ into
tangential and transversal parts.

1. INTRODUCTION

Let ey denote the L2-normalized eigenfunction on a compact, boundary-less
Riemannian surface (M, g), i.e.,

—Agey = Aey, and / |e>\\2dVg =1.
M

Here A, is the Laplace-Beltrami operator on (M, g) and dVj is the volume element
associated with metric g.

Various questions concerning analytic properties of eigenfunctions have drawn
much attention from number theorists, analysts and physicists in recent years. In
particular, it is an area of interest to study quantitative behaviors of eigenfunctions
restricted to smooth curves. Recently, there are a lot of interests in studying the
period integral of eigenfunctions over smooth closed curves on compact hyperbolic
surfaces due to its significance in number theory. See e.g. [Zel88|, [Pit08], [Rezl5]
and the references therein.

Using the Kuznecov formula, Good [Goo83] and Hejhal proved inde-
pendently that if v,., is a periodic geodesic on a compact hyperbolic surface M
parametrized by arc-length, then, uniformly in A,

(1.1) ‘/ exds‘ <C,...
Yper

A few years later, Zelditch [Zel92] generalized this result by showing that if A,
are the eigenvalues of /—A, for an orthonormal basis of eigenfunctions ey, on a
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compact Riemannian surface, and if p;(7yper) denote the period integrals of ey, as

in (1.1, then

(1.2) Z |pj(7per)|2 = Cvper)‘ +O(1),
A <A

where the remainder being O(1) implies (L.I)). Further work for hyperbolic surfaces
giving more information about the lower order remainder in terms of geometric
data of ype, was done by Pitt [Pit08]. By Weyl’s Law, the number of eigenvalues
(counting multiplicities) that are smaller than \ is about A%, and thus implies
that, on average, one can do much better than . It was pointed out by Chen
and Sogge [CS15] that is sharp on both the sphere S? and the flat torus T?.
On S2, is saturated by L?-normalized zonal spherical harmonics of even degree
restricted to the equator, while it is trivially sharp on the flat torus T2. In contrast,
as an analogy with the Lindelof conjecture for certain L-functions, it is conjectured
by Reznikov [Rez15] that the period integrals over closed geodesics/ geodesic circles
on a compact hyperbolic surface satisfy the following:

Conjecture 1.1 ([Rezld]). Let v be a periodic geodesic or a geodesic circle on a
compact hyperbolic surface (M, g). Then given € > 0, there exists a constant Ce
depending on €, M and the length of Yper, such that

(1.3) ’L ey ds

In a paper of Chen and Sogge [CS15], the first improvement over for closed
geodesics was obtained. Indeed, they proved a stronger statement saying that the
period integrals in converge to 0 as A\ — oo, if (M, g) has strictly negative
curvature. The proof exploited the simple geometric fact that, due to the presence
of negative curvature, there is no non-trivial geodesic rectangle on the universal
cover of M. This allowed them to show that the period integrals goes to 0 as
A — oo. In a recent paper of Sogge, the second author and Zhang [SXZ17], this
method was further refined, and they managed to show that

(1.4) ‘/7 eAds’ = O((log\)~?),

per

<O Nzt

under a weaker curvature assumption, where the curvature K = K, of (M, g) is
assumed to be non-positive but allowed to vanish at an averaged rate of finite
type. The key idea of [SXZ17] was to use the Gauss-Bonnet Theorem to get a
quantitative version of the ideas used in [CS15], that is, to quantitatively avoid
geodesic rectangles on the universal cover.

Since then, there have been plenty new developments in this area. The first
author ([Wyml7a], [Wyml7b|]) generalized the results in [CS15] and [SXZ17] to
curves which have geodesic curvature bounded away from the curvature of limiting
circles. See also the recent work of Canzani, Galkowski [CG17] for o(1) bounds for
averages over hypersurfaces under weaker assumptions. To describe this result, we
shall need to introduce a few notations. If v is a smooth curve in M, we denote by
Kk~ (t) the geodesic curvature of v at t, i.e.
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Critical Curvature k,(v)

FIGURE 1.

where D/dt is the covariant derivative in the parameter t. Fixing a point p € M
and v € T,M, we denote by v* a choice of vector in T, M for which |[vt| = |v| and
{(vt,v) = 0. We also need a function k on the unit sphere bundle of M representing
the “curvature of a limiting circle.”

Definition 1.2 (Curvature of a limiting circle). For a point p € M and v € S, M
and let r — ((r) the unit speed geodesic with ((0) = p and {'(0) = v. Let J be a
Jacobi field along ¢ satisfying

(L5) J(0) = ¢'(0)*.

We let k,(v) denote the unique number such that

(1.6) |J(r)]=0(1) forr e (—o0,0]
if J satisfies the additional initial condition

D
(1.7) JJ(O) =k, (v)J(0).

The name “curvature of a limiting circle” will be clear after a lift to the universal
cover. By the Cartan-Hadamard Theorem, we identify the universal cover of M
with (R2,§), where g is the pullback of the metric tensor g through the covering
map. If p € M and v € T,M, denote by p and © their respective lifts to M and
T5M. Then k,(v) denotes the limiting curvature of the circle at  with center taken
to infinity along the geodesic ray in direction —o. In the flat case, ky(v) = 0 for
all p € M, while if M is a compact hyperbolic surface with sectional curvature —1,
then k,(v) = 1 for all p € M, which equals the curvature of a horocycle in the
hyperbolic plane. See Figure 1.
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Theorem 1.3 ([Wyml7a]). Let (M, g) have nonpositive sectional curvature and
let v be a smooth closed unit-speed curve in M. Then we have

/ exds
gl
provided that

(1.8) Ko (8) 2Ky (7VH(5)  and £y (s) # ko) (=7 (5))
for all points v(s) € 7.

= O((log \)~'/?),

A natural way to look at the period integral is to regard it as the 0-th order
Fourier coefficient of ey|,,.,.. The general v-th order Fourier coefficients of ey|,,.,
are called generalized periods (see |[Rezld]). Generalized periods for hyperbolic
surfaces naturally arise in the theory of automorphic functions, and are of interest
in their own right, thus have been studied considerably by number theorists. In
the paper [Rezl5], Reznikov showed that on compact hyperbolic surfaces, if v is a
periodic geodesic or a geodesic circle, the v-th order Fourier coefficients of ey |, is
uniformly bounded if v < ¢, A for some constant ¢, depending on «y. In this spirit,
the second author [Xil7h] generalized Reznikov’s results to arbitrary smooth closed
curves over arbitrary compact Riemannian surfaces.

Theorem 1.4 ([Xil7b]). Let v be a smooth, closed, unit-speed curve on (M, g).
Let |y| denote its length. Given 0 < ¢ < 1, if v is an integer multiple of 2m|y|~*

such that 0 < % <c <1, then we have

(19) | [ extutse s ds| < Chllealzsany
il

where the constant C' only depends on (M, g) and ¢, and will be uniform if v belongs
to a class of curves with bounded geodesic curvature.

As for the period integrals, the above bounds are sharp for surfaces with constant
non-negative curvature. (See [Xil7hl, Section 5].) improves for the case
v = 0 by having an L'(M) norm on the right hand side, and it trivially implies
these generalized periods are bounded,

(1.10) ]AQW@w”wﬂsmw

We also remark that the frequency gap condition 0 < ¥ < ¢ < 1 is necessary, in the
sense that, at the resonant frequency v = A, fails to hold on S2. Indeed, on
52, L2?-normalized highest weight spherical harmonics with frequency \ restricted
to the equator have v-Fourier coefficient ~ ui, which represents a big jump from
[9).

Another key insight provided by [SXZ17] and [Wym17a] is that under suitable
curvature assumptions (for both v and M), the v-th Fourier coefficients of ey|,
satisfies

(1.11) ’/exe‘i”s ds‘ < Cylhl(log \) 2,
vy

where C, is a constant times a positive power of v. On the other hand, it is
conjectured in [Rez15] that for compact hyperbolic surface, we should expect much
better estimates.
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Conjecture 1.5 (|[Rezlf]). Let v be a closed geodesic or a geodesic circle on a
compact hyperbolic surface (M,g). Then given ¢ > 0, 0 < ¢ < 1, there exists a
constant C. depending on €, M and the length of vper, such that for 0 < ¥ <c <1,
we have

(1.12) ‘/ ex(Yper(8))e™ % ds < CAT3te,
Yper

The above conjecture, if true, illustrates the huge differences between the sphere/
torus case and the hyperbolic case. The curvature of the surface being negative
somehow “filters” out almost all lower frequency oscillations of eigenfunctions over
certain closed curves. In a recent paper of the second author, a first result towards
the above conjecture was obtained for the case when ~ is a periodic geodesic.

Theorem 1.6 ([Xil7al). Let v = 7per be a periodic geodesic on a Riemannian
surface (M, g) with curvature K satisfying the averaged vanishing conditions in the
sense of [SXZ1T]. Given 0 < ¢ < 1, if v is an integer multiple of 2m|y|~* such that
Og%ze§c<1, then we have

(1.13) \ / ex(v(s))e"* ds
2l
where the constant C' only depends on M and c.

It is clear that Theorem [1.6]is an improvement over both (L.10) and (T.4)), where

it is better than for negatively curved surfaces, and contains ((1.11)) as the
special case when v = 0. This was the first result showing generalized periods
converge to 0 uniformly for all || < ¢\ over closed geodesics on compact hyperbolic
surfaces.

The proof of Theorem [I.6|followed the strategies developed in [CS15] and [SXZ17].
The Gauss-Bonnet Theorem was used to exploit the defects of geodesic quadrilater-
als which arise naturally in these arguments. Gauss-Bonnet Theorem allows one to
quantitatively avoid geodesic parallelograms on negatively curved surfaces, which
in turn provides favorable controls over derivatives of the phase functions which
occur in the stationary phase arguments.

The purpose of this paper is to prove log-improved generalized periods bounds for
a larger class of curves, which, in particular, includes geodesic circles of arbitrary
radius. Since we will not be dealing with geodesics mostly, the Gauss-Bonnet
Theorem will not be as handy as in [SXZ17] and [Xil7a]. Instead, we shall turn
to the strategies developed by the first author in [Wyml17b] and [Wyml7a], and
use these to prove an analog of Theorem for generalized periods over curves
satisfying assumptions analogous to . However, in this case, our curvature
assumption on v has to involve the frequency ratio e = v/A. Our main result is the
following.

< Clyl(log \)~ 2,

Theorem 1.7 (Main Theorem). Let v be a smooth, closed, unit-speed curve on a
compact Riemannian surface (M, g) with nonpositive curvature. Let E. denote the
set of e € (—1,1) for which

(114) <Z’7/77,L> 7& Vv 1- GQkW(’yu—)a and

(1.15) <27’,7’L> 41— ek, (1)
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at each point along . If v is an integer multiple of 2r|y|~" such that v/\ € E.,,
then we have

(1.16)

/ ex(v()e= " ds| < Clog \) ™3,
.
where C is uniform for v/X in a compact subset of E.,.

Remark 1.8. Fiz v and E, as in Theorem and let K C E, be compact.
Note E,, still contains K even if we perturb v so that the change in the first two
derivatives of v are small. At the same time, careful observation throughout the
proof of Theorem [I.7 shows that the constant C' is uniform if we perturb ~ so that
the change in the first N derivatives of v are small, where N is some fized, finite
number. Hence the constant C in is uniform if (y,v/\) belongs to a compact
subset of
{(v,€) :7v € C®(R,M),e € E;} C C®(R,M) x (—1,1)

with respect to the subspace topology.

On the flat torus T2, — are valid for any closed curves with non-
vanishing curvature, since k,(v) = 0 in this case. On the other hand, for hyperbolic
surfaces with curvature K = —1, it is known that k,(v) = 1, thus Theorem
implies that any curves with curvature bounded away from /1 — €2 will enjoy log-
improved generalized periods bounds for v = e\. An direct yet significant corollary
of our main theorem gives the first result towards Conjecture [L.5| in the case of
geodesic circles. It follows from the fact that for any given geodesic circle on
a Riemannian surface of nonpositive curvature always satisfies —, and
therefore, Theorem [1.7] and Remark [T.§] implies the following.

Corollary 1.9. Let v be a unit-speed geodesic circle on a compact Riemannian
surface (M, g) with nonpositive curvature. If v is an integer multiple of 2m|y|~!,
then given any 0 < § < 1, we have

/eA('y(s))e_i”S ds| < C(log)\)_l/27
¥

where the constant C is uniform over the sets of all geodesic circles v with radii in

(6,671 and all v with [v|/X in [0,1 - §].

Note that the number § in Corollary can be taken to be arbitrarily close to
0, and thus this log-improved bounds indeed hold for any fixed geodesic circle with
arbitrary radius.

Another corollary is about the weak L?(7) limit of eigenfunctions restricted to
curves.

Corollary 1.10. Let v be a curve on a compact Riemannian surface (M, g) with
nonpositive curvature that satisfies the assumption of Theorem with 0 being an
interior point of E., e.g. a geodesic circle. Then for any orthonormal sequence of
eigenfunctions {ex,} with frequency X;, ex, |y — 0 weakly in L*(v) if and only if it
is bounded in L?(7).

The quantum ergodic restriction (QER) theorem of Toth and Zelditch [TZ13]
implies that for a compact hyperbolic surface, any orthonormal sequence of eigen-
functions will have a full density subsequence that has bounded L?(v) normal over
a given geodesic circle 7. Therefore Corollary implies the following.



IMPROVED GENERALIZED PERIODS OVER CURVES 7

Corollary 1.11. Let (M, g) be a compact hyperbolic surface, {ex,} an orthonormal
basis of eigenfunctions of frequency \j. Then given a geodesic circle v, there exists
a density one subsequence {ey; } such that ey, |, — 0 in weak L3(¥).

Our paper is organized as follows. In the next section we shall perform several
standard reductions by using the reproducing kernels for eigenfunctions and lifting
the calculations to the universal cover (R?,g). By microlocally decomposing the
measure of v into one tangential and two transversal components, we reduce the
proof of Theorem [I.7] to estimating a few microlocalized oscillatory integrals over
curves in (R?, ). In §3, we recall a stationary phase technique from [H6r90], and
then use it to handle the term which is local in time. In §4, we gather a few bounds
for the non-local kernel which are from [SXZI7], and then use them to handle
the tangential term. In §5 we prove a few phase function bounds by employing
strategies from [Wyml7a], and then finish the proof of Theorem by proving
favorable bounds for the two transversal parts. The proof for the corollaries can be
found at the end of §5.

In what follows, by possibly rescaling the metric, we shall assume that the injec-
tivity radius of M, Inj M, is at least 10. We shall always use the letter ¢ to denote
a number in (—1, 1) that equals the frequency ratio v/\. The letter C' will be used
to denote various positive constants depending on (M, g) and §, whose value could
change from line to line.

Acknowledgments. The authors would like to thank Professor Sogge for his con-
stant support. The second author want to thank Professor Greenleaf and Iosevich
for their invaluable mentorship.

2. STANDARD REDUCTIONS AND MICROLOCAL DECOMPOSITIONS

Since we are taking e to be in a compact subset of E,, we may assume there
exists a small constant 6 > 0 such that

(2.1) le] <1—4,
D 1oL /L
(2.2) praliul +V1—-¢€eky(y)| >, and
D
(23) (G ) = V=) 2 0

By using a partition of unity on R/|v|Z and the triangle inequality, we can obtain

by showing
(2.4) ‘/b(t)@\(v(t))e_i”t dt’ < C(log \)~Y/2

where b is a smooth function on R with small support. To begin we assume the
support of b is contained in some unit interval in R, though we may further restrict
the support of b as needed.

Let us choose a function p € S(R) satisfying

p0)=1 and p(r)=0, |r|>1/4,
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and for any T > 0 define the Fourier multiplier operator p(T'(A — \/—A)) by the

spectral theorem, i.e.
—V=Ay)) = ZP(T A—
J

where F; is the orthogonal projection operator onto the eigenspace spanned by e;.
T(A—+/—Ay)) reproduces eigenfunctions, in the sense that p(T'(A—+/—A,))ex =
ex- (2.4) will follow from the strongerﬂ bound

ED) | [0 TR - NFO) di | < CogX) 2 |l
where

(2.5) T = clog A

for some sufficiently small c.
Choose Fermi local coordinates © = (z1,22) about «, so that z; — (x1,0)
parametrizes v and xo — (21, 22) are geodesics normal to . By construction,

10
(2.6) g= {0 1] for zo = 0.

Let B; be a smooth function on S* taking values in the range [0, 1], and for which
Bi(¢) =1 for & > 6/2 and
Bi1(§) =0 for & < 6/4
where here ¢ = (&;,&2) € ST, Set
B_1(§) = B1(=¢) and By=1-By—B_;
(see Figure[2). For i = —1,0, 1, we define
(2.7) Bi(w,9,€) = b (@)1 — yl) Bi(/I€) Ty (I€1/3)

where x and y are expressed in our Fermi local coordinates, and we have taken b, to
be a smooth function supported on a neighborhood of « such that b.(v(s)) = b(s);
B € C>*(R,[0,1]) with 3 = 1 on a neighborhood of 0 and supp § small; given
constant 0 < ¢; < 1, T, € C°(R) satisfies

(28) TC1 (T‘) = 1a e [01701_1]’ TCl (7’) = 07 r g [61/2, 261_1]
We associate operatorﬁ with B; by

(z—v.8) B
B = g [, [ B0 1) dyde

in our local coordinates. First, note that B; is a bounded operator on L*° with
norm

(2.9) |Bill sz = O(N?)

1 (2.4[) implies Theorem holds for L2-normalized quasimodes which have spectral support
on bands [A, A + 1/log A] of length 1/log A.

2The function Bi(z,y,&) will serve the same purpose as a zero-order symbol in &, and their
respective operators will similarly function like zero-order classical pseudodifferential operators.
It is important to distinguish these objects from symbols and pseudodifferential operators due to
the presence of the cutoff away from |£] = A, even though they play the same roles.
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FIGURE 2.

for i = —1,0,1. Secondly, note
Bi+B_1+By=1- By,

where By is a psedudodifferential with symbol supported away from the set {(z,y, ) :
€I/ € [e1,¢7Y]}. As in Page 141], one can then use a parametrix for the
half-wave operator to see that if ¢; is small enough, T' = clog A\, we have

(2.10) By o p(T(n/=Ay = M)z < CyA™YN, for any N € N,

Indeed, using the Hormander parametrix for the half wave operator, we can see
that the highest order term of the kernel associated to the above operator is

K(T, N\, y) = //// 02,80+ (22,0 ~7(p(2,6) =)

a(T, X7, 2,y,8) By (z, 2,¢) dz d§ dC dr.

where p(y, §) is the principal symbol of \/—Ag; ¢ € C>°(R™ \ {0}) is homogeneous
of degree 1 in ¢, and satisfies

(2.11) 08 (p (@, y,€) = (@ =y, )| < Calz — yl?l¢[* 1),

for multiindices v > 0 and for = and y sufficiently close; the symbol a behaves
like a zero order symbol in £. For a more detailed description of the Hérmander

paramterix, see section 3 or [Sogl7].
Notice that p(y,&) ~ |£|, then if €] & [eA, ¢t )] for some suitable constant ¢

depending on the metric, we can integrate by parts in 7 to see that

‘/ei'r(,’o(?,/,i))\)a(T7 ATz, dr| < Cn (€] + /\)7N7
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thus the difference between K (T, \; x,y) and

R—(T7)\;x,y) = // (2,0 +H{z—2,0) =7 (p(y,£)— )
T/ Na(T, N 7, 2,4, €) By, 2 ) d= de dC dr,

satisfies the required bound if ¢, is sufficiently small. It is then clear K gives
an operator satisfying bounds in (2.10)) if we integrate by parts in z a few times.
Therefore, by (2.10), we have

(2.12)

’ / e M Byup(T(\/—Ay — N)f(y(t)) dt‘ < Cn A M| fllz2(m), for any N € N.
To prove (2.4[)), it suffices to show that
I) /b( _WtBlp \/—A dt’ < C(log)\) 1/2 ||f||L2(M)a

for each i = —1,0,1. To set up the proof of (2.4]") we first note that the kernel of
the operator thereof is given by

T(V/=Ag = A)(z, ZP ))Biej(w)e; (1)

Hence, by the Cauchy-Schwarz inequahty, we would have (2.4)) if we could show
that

2

/M / —wtzp (A — ) Bie;(v(t))es (o) dt | dV,(y) < Clog \) 7,

By orthogonality, if x(7) = |p(7)|?, this is equivalent to showing that

(2.13) // wle= ”ZX (Aj — N)Bie; (7(1)) Bie; (v(s)) dtds | < C(log \)~*

By Fourier inversion,

ZX (A; — \))Bie;(x)Bie; (y) %TZ/ (7/T)e "™ Bie; () Bie; (y) dr

1 , ,
= o | X(/T)e” ™ (Bie'™V =5 BY) (w,y) dr,
™

and (| is equivalent to
(2. 14

’/// (7/T)e =D (Bie ™V =5 BY) (4(t), 7(5)) ds dt dr

We cut the integral into 8(7) and (1 — 8(7)) components where, as before, 8 €
Cyr (R, [0,1]) is a bump function with 5(7) =1 for 7| <1 and B(7) = 0 for |7| > 2.
We bound the B(7) component first.

< C(log\)~!

Proposition 2.1.
(2. 15

‘///5 R(7/T)e =0~ (Bl ™V =80 BE) (3(t),1(s)) ds dt dr| < CT .
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fori=-1,0,1.

The proof of Proposition is quite standard yet a bit involved. We will give a
detailed proof in the next section with the help of a stationary phase lemma from
[Ho6r90].

What remains is to show

‘/// 1— T/T) iv(s—t) —z‘rA( ieiT\/_iAgB;)(’Y(t),’y(s)) ds dt dr
(219) < C(log\)~*

To deal with (2.16]), we lift to the universal cover. Before this, however, we want to

replace the operator eV 29 with cos(74/—Ag) so we can make use of Hiiygen’s
principle. By Euler’s formula,

TV By 2COS(T\/—7A9) — e VA,
and so the integral in (2.16) is

= /// 1 — T/T) iv(s—t), lT)\(Bi cos(T\/—iAg)B:{)(’y(t)’q/(S)) ds dt dr
i/‘// 1— T/T) iv(s— t) ZTA(Bie_iTmB;)(V(t),’}/(S)) ds dt dr.

By reversing our reduction, the second line is
2

(2.17) 1 X0y + )| [ e B0 (0) a

( ) A(T/T) We claim is O(A=N) uniformly for 7' > 1

where Xp(7) = (1 —
=1,2,.... Indeed, and the general sup-norm estimates

for each N
||ejHL°°(M) < C>\j/

(see for example [Sogl7]) imply the integral in (2.17) is bounded by C’)\;/Q)\Q. The
O(A~N) bound follows since X7(—(\; + A)) is rapidly decaying in A; + A. It now
suffices to show

£ [0 BRI B cosr =B B 1) 7o) dsat
(2.18) < C(log\)~!
Here (cos7/—Ay)(z,y) is the wave kernel for the map
C(M)>f—=uecC®Rx M)
solving the Cauchy problem with initial data (f,0), i.e
(2.19) (02— Ag)u=0, u(0,-)=f 0;u(0,)=0.

To be able to compute the integral in we need to relate the wave kernel on
M to the corresponding wave kernel on the universal cover of M. By the Cartan-
Hadamard Theorem (see e.g. [dC92, Chapter 7]), we can lift the calculations up to
the universal cover (R?, g) of (M, g).

Let T" denote the group of deck transformations preserving the associated cov-
ering map R? — M coming from the exponential map about the point v(0). The
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metric g is the pullback of g via the covering map. We shall measure the dis-
tances in (R?,§) using its Riemannian distance function dg( -, - ). We choose a
Dirichlet fundamental domain, D ~ M, centered at the lift 4(0) of (0), which
has the property that R? is the disjoint union of the a(D) as a ranges over I' and
{g € R? : d3(0,5) < 10} C D since we are assuming that InjM > 10. It then
follows that we can identify every point x € M with the unique point £ € D having
the property that & — 2 through the covering map. Let also {(t) € R?: |t < 1}
similarly denote the set of points in D corresponding to our segment v in M.
Derivatives of 7 correspond to push-forwards of the corresponding derivatives of 4
through the covering map. In particular, ¥ is a unit-speed curve with the same
geodesic curvature as . Moreover, if p € M and v € S,M, and p and ¥ are their
respective lifts to D and T3 D, then k; ( ) as deﬁned on the universal cover coincides
with ky(v). Hence, the hypotheses and ([2.3)) correspond exactly to

D ~
‘<dﬂ a’l>+\/1—621q(7L and
D_, . ——
’<dﬂ 7/L>_ L€l (=7)| 28

Finally, if A denotes the Laplace-Beltrami operator associated to g, then, since
solutions of the Cauchy problem for (M, g) correspond exactly to I'-invariant
solutions of the corresponding Cauchy problem associated to the lifted wave oper-
ator 92 — Az, we have the following Poisson formula relating the wave kernel on
(M, g) to the one for the universal cover (R?, §):

(2.20) (cosTv/=Ay)(z,y) = Z (cosTy/—Ag) (&, (7).

acl

Then,

B; cos( Tv/—Ag) B} (z,y)

== B (2, w, ) cos(r /B (w, 2)e YV Bi(z,3,C)
dwdzdndC

= gt 2 [ ¢ B et/ 8300 BE O

A dz dn d¢

where

S/~ ~ Bi(xvyag)a if"z‘ﬂgEDa
Bi IR =
(%9,¢) {O, otherwise,

whereafter we write
B cos(ty/—Ay)B ZB cos(T, /—Aj )E;"a(i,g}),
ael’

where, in terms of the kernel,

Bi,a("z, g) = Bi(ail(i)v g)
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([2.18)) will follow from

1 ,

— iv(s—t) X N~ ~ 1
) | [[ K@ A @), 5() dsdt] < Cllog )

ael
where

(2.22) K olT, \;z,y) = / (1 — B(T)X(T/T)e ™ B cos(t/—Ag) By o (w,y) dr.

The bound (2.21]), and hence Theorem follows from the propositions below
and ([2.5)) for some sufficiently small c¢. The first proposition treats the identity term
in the sum for i = —1,0, and 1.

Proposition 2.2. If a = I, the identity deck transformation, we have

(2.23) % ‘ / / eVETOKG (TN 3(1),7(s)) ds dt

fori=-1,0,1.

<CcT .

The next proposition treats the remaining terms for the ¢ = 0 case.
Proposition 2.3.

(2.24) % >

/ / €50 Ko o (T, X5 7(1), 3(s)) ds dt‘ < TN,
ael\{I}

Fix a constant R > 1 to be determined later and which is independent of T', A,
~ and v subject to the hypotheses of Theorem We set

(2.25) A={a el :d;(¥, (%)) < R}
and treat the contributions of A\ {I} and T"\ A to the sum in separately.

Proposition 2.4.

(2.26) % >

// eVETVE, (T, X 5(1),5(s)) ds dt‘ <cort
aEA\{I}

fori=—1,1.

Proposition 2.5.

1
(2.27) T >
ael\ A

fori=-1,1.
As argued, Theorem follows from Propositions through

/ / eSO, (T, A 5(2), 3(5)) ds dt‘ < 0N,

3. STATIONARY PHASE TOOL AND PROOF OF PROPOSITION [2.1]

We will be dealing with oscillatory integrals with up to eight variables of inte-
gration, so it will be convenient to be able to use the method of stationary phase
in stages to avoid having to work with excessively large matrices. To this end, we
use [Hor90, Theorem 7.7.6 |, summarized below for convenience.

Let ¢(x,y) be a smooth phase function on R™ x R™ with

V,$(0,0) = 0 and det V2¢(0,0) # 0,
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and let a(A;z,y) be a smooth amplitude with small, adjustable support satisfying
|8§8?85a(/\§$, Y)| < Cjapr™? for A\ >1

for j = 0,1,2,... and multiindices o and S. qub # 0 on a neighborhood of 0 by
continuity. There exists locally a smooth map = +— y(x) whose graph in R™ x R"
contains all points in a neighborhood of 0 such that V,¢ = 0, by the implicit
function theorem. Let o denote the signature of V§¢. By continuity, o is constant
on a neighborhood of 0. We adjust the support of a to lie in the intersection of
these neighborhoods.

Lemma 3.1 ([Hor90]). Let
I(X\; ) :/ e (N2, y) dy

with ¢ and a as above. Then for any fixed positive integer N, there exists Ry(\; x)
such that
I(\2) = ()\/27r)_"/2| det Viqﬁ(:& y(m))|_1/26”i‘7/4ei)‘¢(”;’y(””))a()\; x,y(x))

+ /\7n/271€i)\¢(m,y(z))RN(/\; x) + O()\fN)
where Ry has compact support and satisfies

10J0%R(\; )| < Cjar™ for A>1,

and where the ON™N) term is uniform in w.

Inspection of the proof of [H6r90, Theorem 7.7.6] shows that all the bounds,
constants, supports, and neighborhoods in Lemma|3.1| are uniform and only depend
on finitely many derivatives of a and ¢. Now we are ready to prove Proposition [2.1

Proof of Proposition 2.1 For the sake of simplicity, we shall only give the proof
for the case when ¢ = 0, the other two cases follow from the same proof. By the
Hoérmander’s parametrix for the half-wave operator, (see [Sogl7, Chap. 4]), we can
write

T/ — 1 i(p(x, 7p(%
VTR (1, y) = (2’]’[’)”/ @Y O+TPWE) o (7 1y, €) dE

modulo a smooth kernel, where p(y, §) is the principal symbol of \/—A,, and where
p € C(R™\ {0}) is homogeneous of degree 1 in ¢ and satisfies

(3.1) 10 (0(,9.€) — (& = 4,€)| < Cala — y||g|* 1
for multiindices @« > 0 and for « and y sufficiently close. Moreover, ¢ satisfies
bounds

(3.2) 10807 4 a(7, 2,9, €)] < Cap(1+ [€) 71,
and where for 7 € supp 3, ¢ is supported on a small neighborhood of z = y. Hence,

the main term of (2.15)) is
1 )
(3.3) T / / K(T, \;~(s),~v(t)e”*=t) ds dt,
if the kernel is the following
K(T, \iz,y) = / / oi(0(w,2,6)+ (e —w )+ =, O+ 7(p(2,6) ~N)

a(T, X7, 2,8 w, 2,1, ) dw dz d€ dn dC dr,
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where the amplitude is given by

CL(T, A7 T,Z,Y, ga w, 2,1, C) = 6(7-))%(7-/11)30(1‘7 w, 77)‘](7'7 w, z, g)BO(yv 2 C)7

and satisfies

(34)  |og"oy=02°0] al < Ca(1+ €)1+ [l (1 + [¢]) 7o

T,T,Y,W,2 -

It suffices to show that

(3.5) / / K (T, X 7(s), 7(8))e =D ds dt| < C.

After a change of coordinates sending (£,,¢) — (A&, An, A(), we have

K(T,\;z,y) = )\6/.../ei/\é(ﬂx,y»&w,z,nﬁ)
a(T, N\, 7,2, y, A, w, 2, An, AC) dw dz d§ dn d( d,
After fixing 7, z,y, &, the phase function
(I)(T7x7y7£7wazvnvg) = (,0(’[072,5) + <{E - U/,’l7> + <Z - y7C> + T(p(Z,f) - 1)

has a unique critical point in the four variables (w, z,7, () at

(’U), Z? 77’ C) = (J?, ya VZQO(J?, y7 f)’ _vy§0($v y7 g) + Tvyp(y7 E))

It is easy to see that at this critical point, the Hessian of ® is

* + —I 0

2 ] x x0T
Vw’z’"’C(I)_ —I 0 0 0}’

O I 0 O

which has determinant —1 and signature 0. Then by Lemma [3.1} we see that

KT xay) =N [ [N, dr g
modulo lower order terms. Here

a(T, N mx,y,8) = a(T, N1, 2,9, 2,y, Vap(z,y,8), =Vyo(x,y, &) + TVyp(y, )

and

(I)(Ta x7y7£) = 30(1'7:%5) + T(p(yag) - 1)
Let

U(r,8,1,€) = @(7,7(s), (1), &) + e(s — 1),
then we can see that the main term of (3.5) is

/ / / / (T, A7), 7(0)e* T8 ds dt dg dr.

The gradient of the phase function ¥ is

€] —1
€+& +O(]s —t[¢])
s—t+O0(|s —t]*) + 70 €] |’
70g, |€] + O(|ls — t[?)

Vise eV =
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with critical points at (7,s,&1,&2) = (0,t, —¢, v/ 1 — €2). The Hessian at these
critical points is:

0 0 —e +V1-—¢€2
2 0 * 1 0
Viseae? = —€ 10 0
+V1-€¢2 0 0 0

Since by our assumption, 1 —¢ > §, v/1 — €2 is bounded away from zero, this matrix
has determinant uniformly bounded away from zero. Then if we invoke the method
of stationary phase again, (3.5)) follows, finishing the proof of Proposition O

4. KERNEL BOUNDS AND PROOFS OF PROPOSITIONS [2.2] AND 2.3

We shall need an explicit expression for the kernel
(4.1) K(T, \z,y) = /(1 — B(T)))Z(T/T)e”)‘ (cos TV —A) (z,y)dr,

evaluating at (z,y) = ((¢), a(3(s))). Note that K; , is the kernel corresponding to
Ei—conjugation of K. The following proposition is adapted from [SXZ17, Proposi-
tion 5.1] and characterizes the kernel K (T, A; z,y). In what follows, we let A, and
A, denote the Laplace-Beltrami operators on M operating in the z and y variables,
respectively.

Proposition 4.1 ([SXZ17| Proposition 5.1]). LetT = clogX. Ifd; > 1 and A > 1,
we have

(42) KT XNay) =AY2) " as(T Az, y)e 0 L R(T, )\, 2,y),
+

where

(4.3) lax (T, N 2,y)| < C,

and if {,m=1,2,3,... are fized

(4.4) AAVaL(T, X 2,y) = O(exp(Crmdy (2, y)))
and

(4.5) [R(T, Xz, y)| < A2,

provided the constant ¢ > 0 is sufficiently small. Also, in this case we also have

£

(4.6) K(T ia,y) = ON), if dylay) < 1.

We remark that the bounds (4.4)), (4.5)), and (4.6|) are stronger than those stated
in [SXZ17]. The first follows from the pure derivative bounds
Agas(T, N z,y) = O(exp(Cedy(z,y)))  and
Aéai (Ta )‘7 €, y) = O(GXP(Céd{z (I7 y)))
given by [SXZ17), Proposition 5.1] and Proposition in the appendix. The latter
two follow easily from the proof in [SXZ17] by increasing the number of terms used
in the Hadamard parametrix and doing integration by parts a few more times. Now

one can easily see that Proposition follows directly from (4.6)) and the fact that
each B; is bounded on L with norm about A2.
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Now we can use Lemma [3.1] to compute K;, for i = —1,0,1. Indeed, from
Proposition we see that

(4.7) K;o(T, N 2,y)

)\1/2 )
= ////ai (T, \;w, 2) z(ikd (w,2)+(z—w,n)+{a” (2)=y,())

Bi(‘xa wyn)Bi(a_l(Z)a Y, C) dwdz d77 dC + BlRBz*(T’ waay)

Here, the B;RB; term maps L — L with norm O(\™!) thanks to and
. It suffices to compute the first term.

After a change of variables sending 1 — An and ¢ — A{, we can see that the
main term above is

W [[[[ X w2, w209 dz dn ag

(b(x7y7waz7na<) = :I:dﬁ(sz) + <$ - w777> + <0171(Z) - ya<>

where

and

CL(T, )‘a x,Y,w,z, 777 C) = a’:l:(Tv )‘7 w, Z)El(xﬂ w, An)gl(ail(’z% Y, )‘C)
Let us first look at the gradient of the phase function @ in all variables (w, z,7, ),

—n £ Vydg(w, 2)
vw,z7n7§q) — C + Vzd_?; (’LU, Z) ,
T —w
a™H(z) —y
which has a unique critical point at (w, 2,7, ) = (z, a(y), £V.ds(z, a(y)), FVyds(z, a(y))).
In particular, if o is the unit-speed geodesic connecting the two points = and «a(y),
with 0(0) = z and o(dj(z, a(y))) = a(y), the critical point is (z, y, £07(0), .o’ (dg(x, a(y)))),
where «, is the map induced on the cotangent bundle by a. The Hessian matrix
of ® is

*x *x —1 0

9 ] x ox 0 T
Vizne® = - 0 0 o0}’

0o I 0 O

which has full rank. This matrix has signature 0 and determinant —1 so by Lemma
modulo a O(e®43(@:2W)\=1/2) error, ([&.7) is equal to

(4.8)
A2 " an (T, X 2, a(y)) (b ()] b ()] Bi(F0” (0) Bi(Fao’ (dg (z, ay))) e (W),
+

Now we are ready to prove Propositions and By (4.6) and the same
argument as before, K; o(T,\;z,y) = O\~!) for dz(z,y) < 1, whence follows
Proposition 2.2} We prove Proposition [2.3] below.

Proof of Proposition[2.3 Notice that by Huygen’s Principle, the number of nonzero
summands in (2.24]) is at most exponential in 7', and thus to prove Proposition
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it suffices to show that for each o £ I, there exists a constant C' independent of «,
such that

(4.9) ’ / / D Ko (T X A(8), 4(s)) ds dt| < CeCTA12,

In fact, by , the left hand side of is equal to
(@10) [ [ X723 an (N A(0, aG o) OP BB (o' (0)
+

Bi(Fano' (ro(t, s)))eMes=Erat:s) g gy

where we have set 74 (t, s) = dg(¥(t), (7(s))) and where o is the unit-speed geodesic
connecting the two points J(¢) and a(5(s)). The key observation here is that the
phase function e(s—t)£r,(t, s) has no critical point in the support of the integrand.
In fact, the (¢, s) gradient of this phase function is

(—6 + 6t7‘a(t, S), €x 83Ta(ta 8))7

which vanishes only if the angle made by the geodesic o and 4 has cosine value to
be equal to Fe, and at the same time the angle made by o and «(¥) has cosine
value equal to +e. Since |¢] < 1—4 is uniformly bounded away from 1, at a critical
point of the phase these two angles will be uniformly bounded away from 0 and
7 independent of the choice of a. However, neither of these can happen in the
support of a+, due to our choice of the phase support of By, see Figure @ Thus,
we have an absolute lower bound for the gradient of the phase function which is
uniform in a. Now we can use to integrate by parts in s to get , finishing
the proof of Proposition [2.3 O

5. PHASE FUNCTION BOUNDS AND PROOFS OF PROPOSITIONS [2.4] AND

By (4.8), we write
(5.1) / / DK o (T XA (1), A(s)) ds dt

= \/2 Z // ax (T, N\ a;t, s)eii)“b‘*(t’s) dsdt + O(eCT)\*l/z)
+

with phase functior]
Doty s) =€(t — s) +ra(t,s)

and amplitude

ax (T, A a5t 8) = ax (T, A 3(1), a(3())) [b(s)]*[b(1)]* Bi(Fo' (0)) Bi(Fao' (ra))
where 74(t,5) = dz(7(t), a(5(s))), o is the geodesic adjoining ¥(¢) and a(F(s)) as
before, and where by (4.4]) the amplitude satisfies
(5.2) 870 ax (T, N, a;t,s)| = O(eCinT=).
Notice that we can control the support of the amplitude by controlling the support
of b.

3Strictly speaking, this should be %e(t — s) +rq (t, s), however, our € is allowed to be negative,
so we omit the =+ sign for simplicity.
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In what follows, we will only consider the case where i = +1. The arguments for
when ¢ = —1 are similar. Fix a unit normal vector field v(¢) = (0,1) in our Fermi
coordinates along (). Then, B;(€) is supported in the region (v,&) > $|¢|. Hence
the amplitude is supported only for those t and s for which

(5.3) (F0'(0),v(t)) > /4 and

(Fao'(ralt; s)), v(s)) = 0/4,
where the signs + must match. We will use the methods of stationary and nonsta-
tionary phase to provide the desired bounds on the right side of (5.1]), so we need

some information about the first and second derivatives of ¢.
Firstly, the (t,s) gradient of the phase function is

€+ Ora(t, s)
—€+ 057 (t,8)

Note ¢, has a critical point wherever the geodesic o is incident to both 4 and a(%)
at an angle with cosine value €. From [Wyml7a] we have the computation

(5.4) D2¢a(t,s) = cos(0)(£k5(s) + cos(0)rg(5,r)(5))

where Kg(5,r,)(s) denotes the geodesic curvature at a(7(s)) of the circle centered at
~(t) with radius r(¢, s), and 6 is the angle this circle makes with «(7) (see Figure
3). The sign of + agrees with that of (¢o/(ra(t,s)), Za(%(s))), ie. positive if o’
agrees with the direction of curvature of a(%) and negative otherwise. A similar
formula

(5.5) R bat, s) = cos(0') (Frx () + cos(0)Rs(agz).ra) (1))

holds for the second derivative in ¢, where €’ is the angle the circle centered at
a(¥(s)) makes with 4 at 4(t), and where the sign F disagrees with the sign of
(0'(0), 24(t)). We are now in a position to prove Proposition

Proof of Proposition[2.} Since the number of terms o € A\ I is fixed and finite,
it suffices to show

)\1/2
T

vt,s¢a(tas) = |:

// ax (T, )\, a;t, s)eii)“z’“(t’s) dtds

for each such «, where the constant C, is allowed to depend on a. We claim that
the union of open neighborhoods

{(t,) : Visdalt,s) # 0} U{(t,s) : 020a(t,5) # 0y U{(t,5) : B dalt,s) # 0}
covers the diagonal t = s of the support of ay. We then restrict the support of a4
so that it lies entirely within one of these open neighborhoods. The desired bound
is obtained by nonstationary phase, in the first case, or by stationary phase (e.g.
by [Sogl7, Corollary 1.1.8]) in the appropriate variable.

Suppose (t,s) is in the diagonal of supp ar and that V,s¢.(t,s) = 0 and
02¢4(t,s) = 0. Then the geodesic o adjoining J(t) to a(5(s)) is incident to both
4 and (%) at an angle with cosine value e. Moreover, cos() = /1 — €2 since the
geodesic o and the circle S(,7,) intersect a(5) at complimentary angles. By (5.4),

<Cc, 77!

0=%r5(s) + V1= hg(5,r,)(5)

Note this situation requires the sign + to be negative, so that ¢’ points in a direction
contrary to the direction of the curvature of «(%). Since s =t and (¢, s) € supp a,
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Geodesic circle

Y

Y(to)

FIGURE 3.

o’ must also point in a direction contrary to that of that of the curvature of %
(see (5.3)). Therefore the sign in (5.5) is positive and

026 (t,s) = /1 — €2 (m(t) +V1- ezns(a(wa)(t)) >0
as desired. 0

Proposition requires us obtain some uniform bounds on , so we will need
some uniform bounds on the second derivatives of ¢,. The bounds which follow
are largely adapted from the corresponding bounds in [Wym17a]. We begin with
the mixed derivative.

Lemma 5.1 ( [Wyml7a, Lemma 3.1]). We have absolute bounds
1050t (t, s)] < 2/ralt,s).

To bound the pure derivatives ([5.4]) and (5.5]), we need to be able to describe the
behavior of the curvature of circles of large radius. For this we have the following
lemma.

Lemma 5.2 ( [Wyml7al Lemma 4.1]). Using the notation above, we have absolute
bound{l

0 < KsF,ra)(8) — k(o' (ra(t, s))) < 1/ra(t,s).

Our final geometric lemma provides bounds on the pure second derivatives of ¢,,

and is adapted from Lemma 4.2].
Lemma 5.3. Suppose

| £ k5(5) = V1= €hg5,r.)(8)] > €0 forallt,seT

4Note while this lemma is stated for circles with centers along 4, it holds for circles in general.
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for some 0 < gg < 6. Here, as before, the & sign matches that of (o' (ra(t, s)), 2 (3(s))).
Then there exist positive constants cg and n < d independent of a such that if the
diameter of T is less than ¢y, and Osp, is nonvanishing on I X I, then

|0sba(t,s)| >n fort,s € supp b.
On the other hand if Os¢o(to, so) = 0 for some sg,t9 € Z, then

|020a(t,s)| > Voo /2  fort,sel.
This result holds similarly for derivatives in t.

Proof. The curvature of any geodesic circle in (R?,§) with radius at least 1 is
bounded uniformly by Lemma and the fact that k is bounded (k is continuous
on M). Hence, we select a global constant C' so that

sup r5(s) + sup Kg(g,r.)(s) <C forall £ 1
seT t,se€T

where, as before, rg(5.r,)(s) is the curvature of the geodesic circle at a(7(s)), with
center at §(t) and radius r = ¢, (t, s). Set

' i [ L V020
e G To R
We claim that

(5.6) 0200l > Voeo/2 it |0stal <1
To prove this claim, first note that

| —e+sin(0)] = |0spal(t, ),
where 6 is as in Figure [3] then if |95¢4(¢, s)| < 7/,

|sin?(6) — €?| 2|sin(f) — €| _ e
0)—V1—-¢€| < < < —
|COS( ) € | — COS(G) + /1 — 62 — \/g — 20

Since i’ < §/10, we have that cos(6) > v/§ by default. Hence,
0260| > V6 |k, + cos Ok
= \/S‘j:my +V1—€k— (m - cosﬁ)n‘
> Vo £ kiy + V1 — 25| — Vo|V1 =€ — cos |kl
> \/560 — \/5%

2C
Viéeo
2 b

proving (5.6).
Now set
!

n

co = —2\@(1 o

By (5.4),
03¢al < C.
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Moreover by Lemma [5.1] the fact that Z has diameter at most 1, and that the
injectivity radius is at least 10, we have

0105 ¢a(t, s)] < 1.
Hence for any (¢, s) and (¢, sg) in Z X Z,

10500 (t, 5) — Dsda(to, s0)| < (1 + CHY2|(t,s) — (to, s0)| < %

since the diameter of Z x Z is no greater than v2¢o. In particular if ds¢4 (to, s0) = 0,
then
‘as(yba(t,s)‘ ST]//Q for all t,S el

and 50 |0%¢4(t, s)| > V/d0/2 by our claim (5.6).

Now suppose |0s¢4(t, s)| > 0for all ¢, s € Z. In the case that |0s¢q(to, s0)| < 1'/2
for some tp,s9 € Z, |0s¢a(t,s)] < n' for all t,s € Z, and hence by our claim,
Os0a(t, s) is monotonic in s, and so Js¢, is smallest near the endpoints of Z.
Since supp b is closed and Z open, the distance d(supp b,Z¢) from supp b to the
complement of Z is positive. Hence,

|05alt, )| = d(supp b,I°)Vdeo/2 > 0.
The proof is complete after setting
n = min(y'/2, d(supp b,Z°)Vb0/2).
O

Now we are in a position to finish the proof of Proposition [2.5] and hence the
proof of our main theorem.

Proof of Proposition[2.5 By our hypothesis (2.2) and (2.3) on the curvature of v,
and since k is continuous, we restrict the support of b and the interval Z so that

. D
(5.7) tlggz'<dtv',w> () + V1= By (74)(s)| > 2600, amd
. D
tl;flefz <dt7’,7u> (t)—V1- ezkv(—’y/l)(s) > 2¢0.

for some small g > 0. We first require R in (2.25)) be at least as large as 168615_1/2
so that, by Lemma [5.1}

(5.8) sup 010504 (t, s)| < e1/8, ifa e\ A, g1 =eoVo.
t,s€T

By Lemma and our requirement that R > 165616*1/2,

V1= €kg,r.)(5) — k(o' (ra(t, s)))| < o

Hence, if the + sign matches that of (o’(ra(t,s)), 2 a(5(s))), it follows from (5.7)
that
| £ k5(t) = V1= €kg5,r.)(5)| > €0, fort,s € T.
By proposition [{.1] and Huygens’ principle, the number of nonzero summand in

[2.27) is O(e€T), it suffices to show
(5.9) '// ai(T,)\,a;t,s)eiMd’“(t’s) dtds| < CeCTA1,
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for all @« € '\ A and C is independent of a.

By a partition of unity, we restrict the diameter of Z to be less than the constant
co in Lemma [5.3] If |95¢a| > 0 on Z x Z, |0s¢a| > 1 on supp b x supp b for some
1 > 0 independent of a. Then we integrate by parts in s to see that much better
bounds are satisfied in this case. We obtain similarly if 0;¢, does not vanish
inZx7Z.

What is left is the case that V¢, vanishes at exactly one point (¢g,s0) € Z x Z.
By a translation, we assume without loss of generality that (¢, so) = (0,0). In this
case,

(5.10) |02¢0| > e1/2 and  |02¢a| > e1/2
on Z x Z. Together with , it is easy to see that
V2a(t )¢ > 7lél - forall € € B2,
Hence by the mean value theorem,
IVo(t, s)| > g\(t,sﬂ for (t,s) € T x T.

(5.9) then follows by a standard stationary phase argument in both variables s and
t. Indeed, we gain a A~ factor from the stationary phase, and only lose by a factor
of €T thanks to our bounds on the amplitude (5.2)). O

Proof of Corollary[I.4 The collection of circles in M with radii in [rq, 7] with
0 < r; < rg < 0o have uniformly bounded derivatives by compactness. Let ~'*
denote the unit vector normal to such a circle v pointing towards its center. Note

D
‘<dt’yl,’y/l> +V1—-e2k,(y/1)| >0
and by Lemma [5.2
D
R

Again by compactness, these quantities are uniformly bounded away from 0, say by
0 > 0. Hence, E, = (—=1+ 4,1 —4). The corollary follows from Theorem 1.7 d

Proof of Corollary[1.10, Let v be such a curve. As a consequence of the principle
of uniform boundedness, every weakly convergent sequence in a Hilbert space is
bounded. It suffices to show that any sequence of eigenfunctions with bounded
L?(v) restriction norms converges to 0 weakly in L?(vy)

For the sake of simplicity, we may now assume that |y| = 27, and the L?(y)
norm of ey, is bounded by 1. Let g € L?(%), it then suffices to show that given any
€ > 0, for large enough j, we have

/ ex, (7(s)) g(s) ds

<,

Now if we write g in terms of its Fourier series,

g(s) = Z ape'™.
k
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then g being in L?(7y) implies that there exists a N > 0 depending on &, such that

1
>l < 5e?

|| >N
/eAj e™*s ds|
~

then by Theorem and the fact that 0 is in the interior of E.,

If we denote

bk =

bk < CllogA;)"2,

where C' will be an absolute constant provided that |k| < §);, for some fixed 6 > 0
such that (=§,0) C E

Now we can see that
1
z
[enods| < 3 lanliesl + [ 3 Jark] en, Iz
v [k|<N |k|>N

< C(log ;) Z |ak|+ —e
|k|<N
1
< O(log X)) *N3[ Y Jaxl*)® + 3e.
[k|<N

Notice that if we take j large enough, such that log \; > [4e 2N C?||g||%, } 1,
the first term on the last line will be less than €/2, then we have

/eAjgds <e
¥

This choice of j can be justified, since N/A; would be comparable to 52/\;1 log \; <
0 when A; is large enough, which guarantees the uniformity of C. (]

6. APPENDIX

We present here a proposition which allows us to obtain the bounds on the mixed
derivatives (4.4)) from the corresponding bounds on the pure derivatives.

Proposition 6.1. Let M and M be as above and let f € C° (M, M) satisfy bounds
(6.1) |ALf(2,y)| < Creeta@y) and AL f(z,y)| < Cpela V)

for € =0,1,2,..., where Ay and A, denote the Laplace-Beltrami operators on M
in the x and y variables, respectively. Then,

|ALAT f (2, y)| < CpmeCemda@) for £,m =0,1,2,...

where each of the constants Cy,, depends only on M and finitely many of the
constants Cy.

Proof. Let 8 € C§°(R,[0,1]) be equal to 1 near 0 and be supported in the interval
(—injM,injM). Fix xo,y0 € M and set

F(x,y) = Bldg(x, 20))B(dg(y, yo)) f (2, )
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The support of 5 allows us to interpret F' has a function on M x M. The distance
function dj satisfies similar bounds as (6.1, and hence

(62) |ALF(z,y)| < Cleitarowo) and AL F(z,y)| < CpeCidalmow),

for £=0,1,2,... where the constants C} depend only on Cy, 8, and M. Moreover,
it suffices to show

IALAT B oo areary < Cp peCemda(@oo) for £,m =0,1,2,...

where C’é)m only depends only on M and finitely many of the constants Cj.

Note A, + A, is the Laplace-Beltrami operator on the product manifold M x M
endowed with the product metric. Moreover, e,(x)e,(y) for p,¢ = 0,1,2,... form
a Hilbert basis of eigenfunctions of A, + A, with

—(Aa + Ay)ep(@)eq(y) = (A + ADep()eq(y)-

Hence if we write
Foo)= [[  Feya@eamddy,
MxM
we have by Sobolev embedding
IALAY F (|7 00 (05 a)
SN = A = AP ALATFI 2 arear)
=D L+ AN E(pq)l

p,q
4(3+L4+m+1 4(3+-L+m+1)\| £ 2
< Com Y (142 R NIE ()]
p,q
2 3+lbm41 )2 3L+mA41 )2
<Com (||F||L2(M><M) + 1Az FllT2arsany 114y FHLz(MxM)) :
The desired bounds follow from Holder’s inequality and (6.2)). |
REFERENCES
[CG17] Y. Canzani and J. Galkowski. On the growth of eigenfunction averages: microlocaliza-
tion and geometry. Preprint, 2017.
[CS15] X. Chen and C. D. Sogge. On integrals of eigenfunctions over geodesics. Proc. Amer.
Math. Soc., 143(1):151-161, 2015.
[dC92] M. P. do Carmo. Riemannian geometry. Birkhduser Boston, Inc., Boston, MA, 1992.

[Goo83] A. Good. Local analysis of Selberg’s trace formula, volume 1040 of Lecture Notes in
Mathematics. Springer-Verlag, Berlin, 1983.

[Hej82] D. A. Hejhal. Sur certaines séries de Dirichlet associées aux géodésiques fermées d’une
surface de Riemann compacte. C. R. Acad. Sci. Paris Sér. I Math., 294(8):273-276,
1982.

[Hor90] L. Hérmander. The analysis of linear partial differential operators. I. Springer-Verlag,
Berlin, second edition, 1990.

[Pit08] N. J. E. Pitt. A sum formula for a pair of closed geodesics on a hyperbolic surface.
Duke Math. J., 143(3):407-435, 2008.

[Rez15] A. Reznikov. A uniform bound for geodesic periods of eigenfunctions on hyperbolic
surfaces. Forum Math., 27(3):1569-1590, 2015.

[SoglT] C. D. Sogge. Fourier integrals in classical analysis, volume 210 of Cambridge Tracts

in Mathematics. Cambridge University Press, Cambridge, 2nd edition, 2017.

[SXZ17] C. D. Sogge, Y. Xi, and C. Zhang. Geodesic period integrals of eigenfunctions on
Riemannian surfaces and the Gauss-Bonnet theorem. Camb. J. Math., 5(1):123-151,
2017.



26 EMMETT L. WYMAN AND YAKUN XI

[TZ13] J. Toth and S. Zelditch. Quantum ergodic restriction theorems: Manifolds without
boundary. Geometric and Functional Analysis, 23(2):715-775, 2013.

[Wyml7a] E. Wyman. Explicit bounds on integrals of eigenfunctions over curves in surfaces of
nonpositive curvature. preprint, 2017.

[Wym17b] E. Wyman. Integrals of eigenfunctions over curves in surfaces of nonpositive curvature.
preprint, 2017.

[Xil7a] Y. Xi. Improved generalized periods estimates on Riemannian surfaces with nonposi-
tive curvature. Preprint, 2017.

[Xi17b] Y. Xi. Inner product of eigenfunctions over curves and generalized periods for compact
riemannian surfaces. Preprint, 2017.

[Zel88] S. Zelditch. Selberg trace formulae, pseudodifferential operators, and geodesic periods
of automorphic forms. Duke Math. J., 56(2):295-344, 1988.

[Zel92] S. Zelditch. Kuznecov sum formulae and Szegé limit formulae on manifolds. Comm.

Partial Differential Equations, 17(1-2):221-260, 1992.

DEPARTMENT OF MATHEMATICS, JOHNS HOPKINS UNIVERSITY, BALTIMORE, MD 21210
E-mail address: ewyman3@math. jhu.edu

DEPARTMENT OF MATHEMATICS, UNIVERSITY OF ROCHESTER, ROCHESTER, NY 14627
E-mail address: yxi4@math.rochester.edu



	1. Introduction
	2. Standard Reductions and Microlocal Decompositions 
	3. Stationary Phase Tool and Proof of Proposition 2.1
	4. Kernel Bounds and Proofs of Propositions 2.2 and 2.3
	5. Phase Function Bounds and Proofs of Propositions 2.4 and 2.5
	6. Appendix
	References

