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OBSERVABILITY AND CONTROLLABILITY
FOR THE SCHRODINGER EQUATION
ON QUOTIENTS OF GROUPS OF HEISENBERG TYPE

CLOTILDE FERMANIAN KAMMERER AND CYRIL LETROUIT

ABSTRACT. We give necessary and sufficient conditions for the controllability of a Schrédinger
equation involving the sub-Laplacian of a nilmanifold obtained by taking the quotient of a group
of Heisenberg type by one of its discrete sub-groups. This class of nilpotent Lie groups is a major
example of stratified Lie groups of step 2. The sub-Laplacian involved in these Schrédinger equations
is subelliptic, and, contrarily to what happens for the usual elliptic Schrodinger equation for example
on flat tori or on negatively curved manifolds, there exists a minimal time of controllability. The
main tools used in the proofs are (operator-valued) semi-classical measures constructed by use of
representation theory and a notion of semi-classical wave packets that we introduce here in the
context of groups of Heisenberg type.
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1. INTRODUCTION

In this paper, we consider a nilmanifold M, that is a manifold M = f\G which is the left quotient
of a nilpotent Lie group G by a discrete cocompact subgroup [ of G. We assume here that the
Lie group G, as a differential manifold, is an H-type group (also called “group of Heisenberg type”).
On the manifold M, we consider the sub-Laplacian —Aj; and we are interested in the Schrédinger
operators —%A M — V for analytic potentials V. We study the controllability and the observability
of the associated Schrodinger equation on M thanks to the Harmonic analysis properties of the
group G. We give in the next section precise definitions about these notions and develop concrete
examples in Section

1.1. The nilmanifold M and the Schrédinger equation. An H-type group G is a connected
and simply connected nilpotent Lie group whose Lie algebra is an H-type algebra, denoted by g.
This means that:

e g is a step 2 stratified Lie algebra: it is equipped with a vector space decomposition
g=0D3,

such that [b,v] =3 # {0} and 3 is the center of g.
e g is endowed with a scalar product (-,-) such that, for all A\ € 3*, the skew-symmetric map

Jy:i0—0
defined by
(1.1) (IN(U),V)=X(U,V]) VYU, Ve
satisfies J§ = —|A|2Id. In other words, .J, is an orthogonal map as soon as |A| = 1. Here, to

define |A|, we first identify 3* to 3 thanks to (-,-), then we define |\| as the norm (deriving
from (-, -)) of the image of A through this identification.

The Lie group G, as a differential manifold, is diffeomorphic to R2¥+?_ where p is the dimension of
the center of the group. H-type groups were introduced in [34], the main motivation being that the
sub-Laplacians in these groups admit explicit fundamental solutions of an elementary form. The
Heisenberg groups H? ~ R2¥*! are examples of H-type groups (with p = 1), as will be recalled
below.

We consider f, a discrete cocompact subgroup of Gi. A concrete example is given in Example [l
Then, we set M =TI'\G.

Via the exponential map
Exp:g— G
which is a diffeomorphism from g to G, one identifies G and g as sets and manifolds. We may
identify g with the space of left-invariant vector fields via
(1.2) Xf(x) xExp(tX))

)

!

which acts on functions of x € GG and on functions of x € M since it passes to the quotient. Choosing
an orthonormal basis (V})i<;<2q of v and identifying g with the Lie algebra of left-invariant vector
fields on G, one defines the sub-Laplacian

2d
Ay =) VP
j=1

on M, where dimv = 2d. Note that this makes sense since the V; are left-invariant, and thus pass
to the quotient.
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We consider the hypoelliptic second order equation (see [32])
1
(1.3) i@tw+§AM¢+Vw =0

on M, where V is an analytic function defined on M (the latter assumption could be relaxed as
soon as a unique continuation principle holds for %A M+ V, see Remark B4 below).

1.2. Examples of nilmanifolds. Let us describe now an example of a quotient manifold M to
which our result will apply. It is known (see [8 Theorem 18.2.1], and also [6]) that any H-type
group is isomorphic to one of the “prototype H-type groups”, which are defined as follows: let
P P® be p linearly independent 2d x 2d orthogonal skew-symmetric matrices satisfying the
property

POIpE) 4 peIpl) =, vr s e {1,...,p}, r#s.

Let us denote by (w,s) = (wy, -+ ,waq4, 81, ,8p) the points of R?4*P_ that is endowed with the

group law
— w~+w'
(w’S) (w ’S) o <3j +89 + %<w7P(])w,>v J = 1"“7p>

This defines a Lie group with a Lie algebra of left invariant vector fields spanned by the following
vector fields: for j running from 1 to 2d and k from 1 to p,
1 p 2 *)
Xj::8wj+§ZZw1PM Os,, and Os,.
k=1 I=1
For more explicit examples of H-type groups, see [8, Section 18.1] (e.g., Example 18.1.3). It includes
the Heisenberg group H? (of dimension 2d + 1), but also groups with a center of dimension p > 1.

In this representation, the Heisenberg group H? corresponds to p = 1 and the choice of
1 _ 0 1Rd
P <_1Rd O >

x+ 2
(ﬂj‘,y, 8) : (ZE/,y/,S/) = yd+ y/
s+s'+ %Zjﬂ(%’%’ - x;yj)
where z,y, 2’y € R? and s,s’ € R. We define the scalar product on v by saying that the 2d vector
fields

(1.4) Xj:amj—%ﬂas, Yy =0y + L0 j=1....d

The group law then is

form an orthonormal basis, and we define the scalar product on 3 by saying that ds has norm 1
(and v and 3 are orthogonal for the scalar product on g). Then we obtain

d d

J Z(anj + ijj) = /\Z(—ijj + an-).
j=1 =1

where Jy has been introduced in (I]).
Example 1.1. An ezample of discrete cocompact subgroup of the Heisenberg group H? is
(1.5) Ty = (V212)* x nZ,

and the associated quotient manifold is the left quotient My = fo\Hd. The manifold My is a circle

bundle over the 2d-torus T??, its fundamental group is T'o which is non-commutative, implying
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that My is not homeomorphic to a torus. For more general examples of discrete cocompact subgroups
in H-type groups, see [15, Chapter 5].

1.3. Controllability and observability, geometric conditions. One says that the Schrodinger
equation ([L3)) is controllable in time T on the measurable set U C M if for any ug,u; € L*(M),
there exists f € L?((0,7) x M) such that the solution ¢ € L?((0,T) x M) of

1
10 + §AM¢ +Vy = fl1py

(where 1;7 denotes the characteristic function of U) with initial condition ¢ (0, z) = ug(x) satisfies
(T, x) = up(z). By the Hilbert Uniqueness Method (see [44]), it is well-known that controllability
is equivalent to an observability inequality.

The Schrédinger equation (L3) is said to be observable in time T on the measurable set U if
there exists a constant C7 7 > 0 such that
2

dt.
L2(U)

1

T
(16 up € L2ON). ol < Cro [

For the usual (Riemannian) Schrodinger equation, it is known that if the so-called Geometric
Control Condition is satisfied in some time 7" (which means that any ray of geometric optics
enters U within time 7"), then observability, and thus controllability, hold in any time 7" > 0 (see
[38]). Much less is known about the converse implication, due to curvature effects.

Our main result gives a similar condition, replacing the rays of geometric optics by the curves of
the flow map on M x 3*:

®F : (x,\) — (Exp(sdZ™ /2)z, ),
where, for A = 37, . ;A\ Z7 € 3% (where (Z])1<j<p is the dual basis of the basis (Z1,--,Z,)
of 3), ZW is the element of 3 defined by Z») = d1<i<p %Zj. Equivalently, ZWM) = \/|\| after
identification of 3 and 3*. Note that the integral curves of this flow are transverse to the space
spanned by the V;’s. We introduce the following H-type geometric control condition.

(H-GCC) The measurable set U satisfies H-type GCC in time T if
V(z,A) € M x (3" \{0}), Is€(0,T), ®5((x,A) €U x3".

Definition 1.2. We denote by Tgcc(U) the infimum of all 77 > 0 such that H-type GCC holds in
time T (and we set Tgcc(U) = +oo if H-type GCC does not hold in any time).

In the sequel, we will also consider an additional assumption (A). To give a rigorous statement,
we write the coordinates v = (v1,...,vy) of a vector in the orthonormal basis V' = (Vi,..., V)
of v:

V=uvVi4+...4wv94Voq € 0.
Given w € v*, we write w; for the coordinates of w in the dual basis of V, and we write |w| =1
when Z?d:1 wjz» =1

(A) For any (z,w) € M x v* such that |w| = 1, there exists s € R such that
2d
Exp(sijVj):E el.
j=1

Note that this condition is independent of the choice of the basis V.
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Example 1.3. Let us compute the flows involved in the above conditions in the context of Fxam-
ple L1l Denoting by (x,y,t) the elements of My,

(ot ) = (0 + 555N A) s € R

and choosing the basis V.= (X1,--- , Xq,Y1,--- ,Yy) of v (see (L)),
d
Exp(s ) (a;X;+b;Y;))(z,y,t) = (m + sa,y + sb,t + %(az b—y- a)) , sER.

Jj=1

These trajectories are the lifts in H® of the geodesics of T2¢. A typical open set U C fo\Hd of
control which one may consider is the periodization of the complementary of a closed ball in a
fundamental domain:

A= M\ (To-B)
where B C [0,4/27)2? x [0,7) is a closed ball (for the Euclidean norm for exzample) whose radius
is strictly less than w. Note that in the definition of A, the symbol \ stands for the difference of
two sets, and not for the quotient. One can also verify that both Assumption (A) and (H-GCC) (in
sufficiently large time, which depends on I) are satisfied.

1.4. Main result. With these geometric definitions, we are able to state conditions for observ-
ability and thus controllability of the subelliptic Schrodinger equation with analytic potential on
H-type nilmanifolds.

Theorem 1.4. Assume that the potential V in (3] is analytic. Let U C M be open and denote
by U 1its closure.

(1) Assume that U satisfies (A) and that T > Tgcoc(U), then the observability inequality (L6])
holds, i.e. the Schrodinger equation ([I3]) is observable in time T on U and thus (L3)) is
controllable in time T' on U.

(2) Assume T < Tgcec(U), then the observability inequality (LQ) fails, and thus the controlla-
bility in time T also fails on U.

Although this will be commented more thoroughly in Remark B2 let us already say that the
authors conjecture that the observability inequality (6] holds in U at time T under the only
condition that T' > Taec(U) (and thus one could avoid using Assumption (A)). We also point out
Remark B4 about the assumption that the potential is analytic. Finally, we notice that in general

Tacc(U) # Tgece(U). This is due to the possible existence of “grazing rays”, see Remark [A.7] for
more comments on this issue.

The existence of a minimal time of control in Theorem [[L4] contrasts strongly with the observabil-
ity in arbitrary small time, under Geometric Control Condition, of the usual elliptic Schrédinger
equation (see [38]), which is related to its “infinite speed of propagation”. In the subelliptic setting
which we consider here (meaning that A,y is subelliptic but not elliptic), in the directions defined
by 3, the Schrodinger operator has a very different behaviour, possessing for example a family of
travelling waves moving at speeds proportional to n € N, as was first noticed in [7, Section 1] (see
also [2I, Theorem 2.10]). The existence of a minimal time of observability for hypoelliptic PDEs
was first shown in the context of the heat equation: for instance the case of the heat equation
with Heisenberg sub-Laplacian has been investigated in [4] and the case of the heat equation with
“Grushin” sub-Laplacian has been studied in [35], [I6] and [5].

More recently, in [10], it was shown that the Grushin Schrédinger equation i@tu—agu—xzazu =0
in (—1,1), x T, is observable on a set of horizontal strips if and only the time 7" of observation is
sufficiently large. With related ideas, it is shown in [42] that the observability of the Grushin-type
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Schrodinger equation idyu + (=07 — [z|*79;})*u = 0 in (—1,1), x Ty (with observation on the same
horizontal strips as in [I0]) depends on the value of the ratio (v + 1)/s: observability may hold in
arbitrarily small time, or only for sufficiently large times, or even never hold if (v + 1)/s is large
enough. These results share many similarities with ours, although their proofs use totally different
techniques. Finally, in contrast with the usual “finite time of observability” of elliptic waves (under
GCC), it was shown in [4I] that subelliptic wave equations are never observable. We can roughly
summarize all these results by saying that the subellipticity of the sub-Laplacian slows down the
propagation of evolution equations in the directions needing brackets to be generated.

The proof of Theorem [[4] is based on adapting standard semi-classical approach to prove ob-
servability for a class of Schrodinger equations with subelliptic Laplacian, through the use of the
operator-valued semi-classical measures of [2I] which are adapted to this stratified setting. The
proof also uses the introduction of wave packets playing in this non-commutative setting a role
similar to the ones introduced in [14] and [29] in the Euclidean case. To say it differently, we fol-
low the usual scheme for proving or disproving observability inequalities, but with all the analytic
tools (i.e., pseudodifferential operators, semiclassical measures and wave packets) adapted to our
subelliptic setting: we do not use, for instance, classical pseudodifferential operators.

1.5. Strategy of the proof. The theorem consists in two parts: firstly that the condition (A)
guarantees that the observability holds when 7" > T cee(U) and, secondly, that the observability

fails when T' < Tgoc(U). Beginning with the first part, it is standard (see [38]) to start with a
localized observability result as stated in the next lemma.

Lemma 1.5 (Localized observability). Assume the set U satisfies assumption (A) and that (H-
GCC) holds in time T for U. Let h > 0 and x € C°((1/2,2),[0,1]). Using functional calculus,
we set

1
(1.7) Prnf=x <—h2 <§AM —|—V>> f, feL*(M).
Then, there exists a constant Co > 0 such that for any sufficiently small h > 0 and any ug € L*(M),
T, 2
1.8 2,0 < C ‘ it(3A0+V) ( dt.
(1.9 IPaolaany < Co [ |52 Pa|

Remark 1.6. By conservation of mass in the LHS (and invariance of H-type GCC by translation
in time), this inequality also holds when the integral in the RHS is taken over an arbitrary time
interval (77,75) such that T, — T} > T.

The proof of the localized observablity is done in Section B.J] below. The argument is by contra-
diction (as in [II] or [Il Section 7]) and it uses the semi-classical setting based on representation
theory and developed in [20, 21] that we extend to the setting of quotient manifolds in Section 21
In particular, this argument relies in a strong way on the operator-valued semi-classical measures
constructed in Sections and 241

The role of semiclassical measures in the context of observability estimates was first noticed by
Gilles Lebeau [40] and has been widely used since then [45] [1l (2, (48], with all the developments
of semi-classical measures, especially two-scale (also called two-microlocal) semi-classical measures
that allow to analyze more precisely the concentration of families on submanifolds. These two-
scale measures introduced in the end of the 90-s (see [17), 18] 22] [51] 50]) have known since then
a noticeable development in control theory (see the survey [47]) and in a large range of problems
from conical intersections in quantum chemistry [36], 23] to effective mass equations [12] [13]. The
semi-classical measures that we consider here have common features with the two-scales ones in the
sense that they are operator-valued. This operator-valued feature arises from the inhomogeneity
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of the nilmanifolds, in parallel with the homogeneity introduced by a second scale of concentration
as in the references above. However, the operator-valued feature is more fundamental here since it
is due to non-commutativity of nilmanifolds and is a direct consequence of the original features of
Fourier analysis on nilpotent groups: it is thus intrinsic to the structure of the problem.

The second step of the proof of the first part of Theorem [[.4] consists in passing from the localized
observability to observability itself. Standard arguments (see [II]) that we describe in Section [B.2]
allow to derive from Lemma [[L5l a weak observability inequality in time 7" on the domain U: there
exists a constant Cq > 0 such that

(T 2
(19) Vg € LA(M), [luol22ap) < 01/0 e"(%AMJ’V)uoHLZ(U) dt + C1|(1d — Ans) " uol 22 ap-
Note that compared to (L)), the latter inequality has an added term in its RHS which controls the
low frequencies. This weak observability inequality (L9]) implies (L6) via a Unique continuation
principle for $Ay 4V (see [9] and [37]), as we describe in Section B3] It is then not surprising that
the result of Theorem [[.4] holds as soon as a Unique continuation principle is known for %A m+V,
without further assumption of analyticity on V (see Remark B.4]).

For proving the second part of Theorem [[L4] — the necessity of the condition (H-GCC) — we
construct a family of initial data () for which the solution ()*(t)) of the Schrédinger equation (I.3])
concentrates on the curve ®f(zo, Ag), for any choice of (g, \g) € M x 3\ {0}. As mentioned above,
this set of initial data is the non-commutative counterpart to the wave packets (also called coherent
states) in the Euclidean setting [14] 29]. These aspects are the subject of Section @l Our proof relies
on a statement of propagation of semiclassical measures which was proved in [2I] when V = 0 and
that we adapt to our setting. A second proof consists in using the results of Appendix[C], which are
of independent interest: we prove that, if the initial datum is a wave packet, the solution of (L3
is also (approximated by) a wave packet.

Our approach could be developed in general graded Lie groups through the generalization of the
tools we use: for semi-classical measures in graded groups, see Remarks 3.3 and 4.4 in [20], and for
an extension of non-commutative wave packets to a more general setting, see Sections 6.3 and 6.4

in [19] (based on [52]).

Acknowledgements. We thank Véronique Fischer, Matthieu Léautaud, Fabricio Macia and Chen-
min Sun for interesting discussions. The authors are also grateful to the referees for their remarks
and suggestions. C.L. was partially supported by the grant ANR-15-CE40-0018 of the ANR (project
SRGI).

2. SEMI-CLASSICAL ANALYSIS ON QUOTIENT MANIFOLDS

Semi-classical analysis is based on the analysis of the scales of oscillations of functions. It uses
a microlocal approach, meaning that one understands functions in the phase space, i.e. the space
of position/impulsion of quantum mechanics. As the impulsion variable is the dual variable of
the position variable via the Fourier transform, microlocal analysis crucially relies on the Fourier
representation of functions, and on the underlying harmonic analysis.

Recall that, in the usual Euclidean setting, the algebra of pseudodifferential operators contains
those of multiplications by functions together with Fourier multipliers. These operators are defined
by their symbols via the Fourier inversion formula and are used for analyzing families of functions in
the phase space. Indeed, their boundedness in L? for adequate classes of symbols allows to build a
linear map on the set of symbols, the weak limits of which are characterized by non-negative Radon
measures. These measures give phase space information on the obstruction to strong convergence
of bounded families in L?(R%). In a context where no specific scale is specified, they are called
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microlocal defect measures, or H-measures and were first introduced independently in [25] [54].
When a specific scale of oscillations is prescribed, this scale is called the semi-classical parameter
and they are called semi-classical (or Wigner) measures (see [30} 26} 27 [43] 28]). If these functions
are moreover solutions of some equation, the semi-classical measures may have additional properties
such as invariance by a flow.

In the next sections, we follow the same steps, adapted to the context of quotients of H-type
groups, which are non-commutative: following the theory of non-commutative harmonic analysis
(see [15], 5] and some elements given in Appendix [A]), we define the (operator-valued) Fourier
transform (2.7)), based on the unitary irreducible representations of the group, recalled in (2.6]),
which form an analog to the usual frequency space. Then, adapting the ideas of [20] to the context
of nilmanifolds, we use the Fourier inversion formula (28] to define in (2I1) a class of symbols
and the associated semi-classical pseudodifferential operators in (2I3). From this, Proposition
210l guarantees the existence of semi-classical measures, whose additional invariance properties for
solutions of the Schrodinger equation are listed in Proposition

2.1. Harmonic analysis on quotient manifolds. Let G be a stratified nilpotent Lie group of
H-type and I" be a discrete cocompact subgroup of G. We consider the left quotient M = I'\G and
we denote by 7 the canonical projection

m:G— M

which associates to z € G its class modulo .
For each A € 3*\ {0}, one associates with A the canonical skew-symmetric form B(\) defined
on v by
B\ (U, V) = XU, V]).
The map Jy : v — v of Section [ is the natural endomorphism associated with B(\) and the
scalar product (-,-). In H-type groups, the symmetric form —J3 is the scalar map |[A|?Id (note that
—Jf is always a non-negative symmetric form). Therefore, one can find a A-dependent orthonormal

basis
A A A A
<P1( o P oMl ’)

of v where J) is represented by

(A(U), V) = BN(U,V) = NU'JV  with J:<—(id IS)’

the vectors U,V € v being written in the (Pl()‘), e ,Py‘), Qg)‘), e ,Q((i’\))—basis. We then decom-
pose v in a A-depending way as v = py + ) with

P = py := Span (Pl(A),...,Py‘)) , := () := Span (QW,...,Q&A)).

Denoting by z = (21, ,2p) the coordinates of Z in a fixed orthonormal basis (Zy,--- ,Z,) of 3,
and once given A € 3*\ {0}, we will often use the writing of an element x € G or X € g as

(2.1) = = Exp(X), X :plPl(A) +...+deL§A) + qu?) +...+qu£lA) + 21+ F 22y,
where X = P+ Q+ Z, p=(p1, - ,pq) are the A\-dependent coordinates of P on the vector basis
(Pl()‘),--- ,Py‘)), q = (q1, -+ ,qq) those of @ on (Qg)‘),--- , El)‘)), and z = (21, -+ ,%,) of Z are
independent of .

Example 2.1. In the Heisenberg group H?, there is a natural choice of coordinates, those we used

in Section .3 (see [55], Chapter 1]). However, it does not coincide with the (p,q, z) coordinates that

we could define as above by associating with A = adz, o € R, the vectors Pjo‘) = Xj, Qy‘) =Y for
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a >0, and Pjo‘) = Xj, Qg-)‘) = =Y} for o < 0. One then finds coordinates (p,q, z) that are not the

usual coordinates (x,y,s) of the Heisenberg groups:

(2.2) (z,y,5) = (p,q,2) if A>0 and (z,y,5) = (p,—q,2) if A<O0.

In general H-type groups, there is no canonical choice of coordinates, unlike for Heisenberg groups.

As already mentioned in Section [[.4] we also fix an orthonormal basis (V1, ..., Vaq) of v to write
the coordinates v = (v1,...,v9q) of a vector

V=uvVi4+...4v94Voq € v;

both this orthonormal basis and the coordinates are independent of \. With these coordinates, we
define a quasi-norm by setting

(2.3) ) = (Jor|* 4 -+ [vaal* + [z 2+ + |5, 2 =Exp(V + 2) €G.

We recall that it satisfies a triangle inequality up to a constant.

2.1.1. Functional spaces. We shall say that a function f on G is f—leftperiodic if we have
Vo eG, VyeT, f(yz)=f(v).

With a function f defined on M, we associate the f—leftperiodic function f o w defined on G.
Conversely, a [-leftperiodic function f naturally defines a function on M. Thus the set of functions
on M is in one-to-one relation with the set of I'-leftperiodic functions on G.

The inner products on v and 3 allow us to consider the Lebesgue measure dvdz on g = v & 3.
Via the identification of G with g by the exponential map, this induces a Haar measure dz on G
and on M. This measure is invariant under left and right translations:

vfeLNM), YreM, /M fy)dy = /M f(ay)dy = /M f(yz)dy

The convolution of two functions f and g on M is given by
Fro@ = [ oy = [ fat )

Using the bijection of the set of functions on M with the set of f—leftperiodic functions on G, we
deduce that f x g is well-defined as a function on M. Finally, we define Lebesgue spaces by

1 llzoan = ( [ 1w dy)q ,

for ¢ € [1,00), with the standard modification when ¢ = oo.

2.1.2. Homogeneous dimension. Since G is stratified, there is a natural family of dilations on g
defined for ¢ > 0 as follows: if X belongs to g, we decompose X as X = V + Z with V € v
and Z € 3 and we set

§X =tV + 127,
The dilation is defined on G via the identification by the exponential map as the map Exp od; oExp™
that we still denote by §;. The dilations §;, ¢ > 0, on g and G form a one-parameter group of
automorphisms of the Lie algebra g and of the group G. The Jacobian of the dilation §; is t¢ where

Q :=dimv 4+ 2dim3 = 2d + 2p

1

is called the homogeneous dimension of G. A differential operator T" on G (and more generally

any operator T defined on C°(G) and valued in the distributions of G ~ R2¥P?) is said to be

homogeneous of degree v (or v-homogeneous) when T'(f o ;) = t¥(Tf) o §;. We recall that the
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quasi-norm introduced in (23] satisfies |§,2| = r|z| for all r > 0 and = € G. It is a homogeneous
quasi-norm and we recall that any homogeneous quasi-norm is equivalent to it.

2.1.3. Irreducible representations and Fourier transform. For the sake of completeness, many de-
tails about the results of this section, which are standard in non-commutative harmonic analysis,
are given in Appendix [Al

The infinite dimensional irreducible representations of G are parametrized by 3* \ {0}: for A €
3\ {0}, one defines 7} : G — L?(py) ~ L?(R%) by
(2.4) Wi‘@(&) _ eiA(z)+%l>\\p-q+i\/W£-q<I> (g + /A ) 7

where x has been written as in (Z.I). The representations 7%, A € 3*\ {0}, are infinite dimensional.
The other unitary irreducible representations of G are given by the characters of the first stratum
in the following way: for every w € v*, we set

(2.5) 70w — (V) gy — Bxp(V 4+ Z) € G, with V € v and Z € 3.

The set G of all unitary irreducible representations modulo unitary equivalence is then parametrized
by (3 \{0}) L o™
(2.6) G = {class of 7 : X € 3"\ {0}} U {class of 7% : w € v*}.

The subset v* of G is often thought as a bundle over A = 0 (see the discussions about the Heisenberg
fan in [20, Lemma 2.2]). This explains the 0 in the notation (0,w) that we use here to differentiate
7(09) from 7}, It is natural since we think of v* as “horizontal” and 3* as “vertical”.

We will identify each representation 7 with its equivalence class. Note that the trivial repre-
sentation 15 corresponds to the class of 70 with w = 0, ie. 1 = 709 The dilation 6. extends

on G by g7 =75 for A € 3%\ {0} and ¢ - 7(09) = (0 for o € v*.

The set G x G will be interpreted in our analysis as the phase space of G, and M x G as the
phase space of M, in analogy with the fact that R? x R% and T? x R? are respectively the phase
space of the Euclidean space R? and of the torus T¢.

Example 2.2. In the case of the Heisenberg group, the formula [24) differs from the usual one
for the Heisenberg groups [55, Equation (2.23) in Chapter 1] because the coordinates (p,q,z) are
different from the canonical ones (x,y,s) (see Example[21]). They are related by the relation (2.2]).

The Fourier transform is defined on G and is valued in the space of bounded operators on L%(py):
for any A € 3%, A # 0,

(27) FIO) = [ $(0) ()" da,
G
Besides, above finite dimensional representations, the Fourier transform is defined for w € v* by
F(0,w) = F£(0,w) := / f (@) (@0 = / fExp(V + Z2))e*Vdvdz.
G X3

Functions f of L'(G) have a Fourier transform (F(f)()\))
operators on L?(py) with uniform bound:

IFF M 2p2py)) < /G F @) ezzyydr = 1 flLie)-

Ay Which is a bounded family of bounded

since the unitarity of 7% implies H(W%)*HE(LQ(‘JA)) =1.
10



Example 2.3. In the Heisenberg group H?, using the link exhibited in Ezample [21] between the
coordinates in the basis (PJ(’\),Qg-/\))lSde and the variables (x,y,s) of Section [, we obtain that
the Fourier transform of f € S(H?) writes

Jpaps €5+ 2V EVALYD (¢ -/ Xa)da dyds if A >0,

d _
Ve € S(RY), FfNP(E) = { fR2d+1 eMS_,_%')\x.y_i\/mf.y(I)(S_’_ \)\\x)da;dyds if A< 0.

The Fourier transform can be extended to an isometry from L?*(G) onto the Hilbert space of
measurable families A = {A(X)}rg;\fo} of operators on L*(py) which are Hilbert-Schmidt for
almost every A € 3*\ {0}, with norm

D=

Al — / AV AdA | < oo
Bl (NO} A s z2 5 1A )

We have the Fourier-Plancherel formula:
[1s@Pdr=a [ IO isngy A A,
G 3*\{0}
where ¢y > 0 is a computable constant.

Remark 2.4. This relation shows that Plancherel measure of G is dp = co|\|%d\ and is supported
in the subset {class of 7* : X € 3*\ {0}} of G, in particular the subset {class of 7(*“) : w € v*}
of G is of mass 0 for the Plancherel measure. Therefore, the integral on 3* \ {0} of the Fourier-

Plancherel formula can be thought as an integral on @, thinking v* above {\A = 0}, as suggested
by the notation.

Finally, an inversion formula for f € S(G) and = € G writes:
(2.8) f@=a [T (RFIN) A,
3*\{0}

where Tr denotes the trace of operators of £(L?(py)) (see [55, Theorem 2.7]). This formula makes
sense since for Schwartz functions f € S(G), the operators Ff(\), A € 3*\ {0}, are trace-class,

with enough regularity in A so that fa*\{O} Tr ‘]:f()\)‘ IA|?d\ is finite.
To conclude this section, it is important to notice that the differential operators have a Fourier

resolution that allows to think them as Fourier multipliers. In particular, the resolution of the
sub-Laplacian —A¢ is well-understood

VieS(@), F(=Aaf)A) =HAN)F()N).

At 7(0¢) | € v*, it is the number F(—Ag)(0,w) = |w|?, and at 7, A € 3*\ {0}, it is the unbounded
operator

d
(2:9) HO) =AY (=02 +¢7).
j=1

where we have used the identification py ~ R? and the observation that for A € 3*\ {0}, f € L?(py)
and 1 < j <d,

F(PV ) =0, F(f) and F(QVf) = GF ().
One writes

(2.10) A (PY) =i, and TNQM) =&, AesF\ {0}, 1<i<d
11



2.2. Semi-classical pseudodifferential operators on quotient manifolds. As observables of
quantum mechanics are functions on the phase space, the symbols of pseudodifferential operators
on M are functions defined on M x G. In this non-commutative framework, they have the same
properties as the Fourier transform and they are operator-valued symbols.

Following [21], 20], we consider the class of symbols Ay of fields of operators defined on M x G
by
o(@,\) € LILA(p))), (w,)) € M x G,
that are smooth in the variable  and Fourier transforms of functions of the set S(G) of Schwartz
functions on G in the variable A: for all (z,\) € M x G,

(2.11) o(x,\) = Frz(N\), ke€CP(M,S(Q)).

A similar class of symbols in the Euclidean context was introduced in [43], Section 3]. Note that
we kept in (ZIT]) the notation A also for the parameters (0,w), w € v*. In this case, the operator
Frz((0,w)) = o(x, (0,w)) reduces to a complex number since the associated Hilbert space is C.

If € > 0, we associate with k, (and thus with o(z,\)) the function % defined on G by
(2.12) KE(2) = e 9k (6.-1(2)),

We then define the semi-classical pseudodifferential operator Op, (o) via the identification of func-
tions f on M with I'-leftperiodic functions on G:

(213) Op.()f(@) = [ wiy™ ) f(w)dy
When € = 1, we omit the index € and just write Op instead of Op,.

Remark 2.5. The formulas [2I3]), 2I2) and [2II) may be compared to the formulas of the
semiclassical (standard) quantization on the torus T" = (R/27Z)", namely, for o(z,§),z € T", €

R™ and f a (2wZ)™-periodic function,

Opl" (o) f(z) = . K* (z,2 —y) f(y)dy

where Ké(z,2) = e "K(x,e '2),

(271r)" / o (r, €)dg € CN(T",S(E),

ie. o(r, &) = (}—EHK)(%@-

K(z,w) =

We observe the following facts (the proofs of points (3) to (7) are discussed more in details in
Appendix [B]).
(1) The operator Op, (o) is well-defined as an operator on M. Indeed,
0n.(0)(0) = [ wealu™ )iy = | o™ ) () = Op.(e) @)
Here we have used a change of variable and the relations s, (-) = k,(-) and f(yy) = f(y).

(2) Using (Z.8) and ZI1]), we have the useful identities
Op.(0)f(0) = | mabsy™a)f@dy = [ Ty solee NI Ny,
G

Gx(5*\{0})
12



In view of Remark 2.4l using the notations of the dilations on é, we have the general
formula (as in [20], Remark 3.3)

Op.(0)f(x) = /G Tl (o2 ) ()t

(3) The kernel of Op,(o) is given by
ke(z,y) = ki(yy ')
vel
(4) The family of operators (Op,(0)),. is uniformly bounded in £(L*(M)):

(2.14) 100 (&)l 222 0my) < / sup [ro () dy.
G zeM

(5) Semi-classical pseudodifferential operators act locally: let o € Ay be compactly Supp~0rted
in an open set € such that Q is strictly included in a fundamental domain B of I and
X € C°(B) such that xo = 0. Then, by definition

Opa(a) - OpE(XU) = XOpa(U)
and for all N € N, there exists a constant cy such that, for any € > 0,
(2.15) 10p(0) = XOP-(0)xll £(£2(ar)) = 10P=(0) = Op. ()l £(z2ary) < eve™-

Remark 2.6. The last property is crucial for our analysis since it allows to transfer results obtained
in the nilpotent group G for functions in L%OC(G) to the case of square-integrable functions of the

homogeneous manifold M. Indeed, if f € L*(M), then f can be identified to a f—leftperiodic
function on L? (G). In particular, we have yf € L*(G) and Op.(c)xf = xOp.(o)x[f coincides
with the standard definition of [20, 21]. Then, for f,g € L?(M) and o, x as before, we have for all
N eN

(2.16) (OP=(0)f,9) 20y = (OP=(0)XF: X9) 12(cy + OEN 1 £l L2y 9l L2 ary)-

This correspondance between computations in M and in G will be further developed at the
beginning of Section 1], notably through the periodization operator IP. It is also at the root of the
next two properties. For stating them, we introduce the difference operators, acting on £(L?(py)):

A;\j = |/\|_1/2[£j7 ']7 AZ\] = |)‘|_1/2[i6§j7 ']7 1<j<d
A pW) AW :

We also use the operators m*(P;"’) and 7(Q;") calculated in (ZI0).

(6) The following symbolic calculus result holds:
Proposition 2.7. Let 0 € Ag. Then, in L(L*(M)),
(2.17) Op.(0)* = Op.(0*) — e Op.(PY - Ado* + QW - Ads™) + O(?).
Let 01,09 € Ag. Then in L(L*(M)),
(2.18) Op.(01) 0 Op.(o2) = Op.(01 02) — € Op, (Ag‘al - PWY gy + Afl‘al QW 02) + O(2).

(7) The main contribution of the function (z,z) — kz(2) to the operator Op.(c), o(z,\) =
F(kz)(A) is due to its values close to z = 1¢.

Proposition 2.8. Let xo € C®(G) be compactly supported close to 1g and x. = xo © .. With
o = F(kz)(A\) we associate 0. = F(kzXe). Then, in L*(M), for all N € N,

Op. () = Op.(a.) + O(M).
13



2.3. Semi-classical measures. When given a bounded sequence (f€).~o in L?(M), one defines
the quantities ¢.(o) in analogy with quantum mechanics as the action of observables on this family,
i.e. the families

l-(0) = (Op.(0)f*, %), o€ Ao.
Since these quantities are bounded sequences of real numbers, it is then natural to study the

asymptotic £ — 0. The families (¢z(0))s>0 have weak limits that depend linearly on o and enjoy
additional properties. We call semi-classical measure of (f¢).~¢ any of these linear forms.

For describing the properties of semi-classical measures, we need to introduce a few notations.
If Z is a locally compact Hausdorft set, we denote by M(Z) the set of finite Radon measures

on Z and by M™*(Z) the subset of its positive elements. Considering the metric space M X G
endowed with the field of complex Hilbert spaces L2(py) defined above elements (z,\) € M x G,
we denote by ./\/lou(M X G) the set of pairs (7,I") where v is a positive Radon measure on M x G
and T = {T'(z,A) € L(L%(py)) : A € G} is a measurable field of trace-class operators such that

[TPdylla:= | Tr([l(z, A))dvy(z,A) < o0
MxG
Here, as usual, |T'| := +/TT*. Note that I'(x, \) is defined as a linear operator on the space L?(py)
which does not depend on 2 but which depends on A. Considering that two pairs (v,T") and (7/,T")
in M,,(M x G) are equivalent when there exists a measurable function f : M x G — C\ {0} such

that
1

[, )
for y-almost every (z, )\) € M x G we define the equivalence class of (v, I") by I'dy, and the resulting
quotient by M, (M X G) One checks readily that M, (M x G) equipped with the norm || - || o
is a Banach space.

Finally, we say that a pair (7, in MOU(M X G) is positive when I'(z, A) > 0 for y-almost all
(z,\) € M x G. In this case, we write (v,I') € M (M x G), and I'dy > 0 for ['dy € M} (M x G).

dy' (z,\) = f(z,\)dy(z,\) and T'(z,\) = [z, \)

With these notations in mind, one can mimic the proofs of [21], considering the C*-algebra A
obtained as the closure of A for the norm SUD(, \)enrxG lo(z, Ml zz2(p,))- Indeed, the properties

of this algebra depend on those of G and the analysis of the set and of [20], 21] also applies in this
context. Then, arguing as in |20l 2], one can define semi-classical measures as follows.

Theorem 2.9. Let (f€).~0 be a bounded family in L?(M). There exist a sequence (gf) € (RN
with e, k—+> 0, and T'dy € M ,(M x G) such that for all o € A,
—+400

(Opak(a)fekafek)Lz(M) k—-i-) ATr(U(‘Tv)‘)F(‘Tv)‘))d’}'(‘%)‘)’
=T JMxG

Given the sequence (gx)ken, the measure T'dy is unique up to equivalence. Besides,
[ ) < s L
MxG e—0
We emphasize on the operator-valued nature of I'(z, A)1xg;+(A) in opposition to the fact that

['(z,A\)1ep+ (A) € RT (since finite dimensional representations are scalar operators).

The link of semi-classical measures with the limit of energy densities | f¢(z)|?dz will be discussed
below, it is solved thanks to the notion of e-oscillating families (see Section [Z4.T]).
14



2.4. Time-averaged semi-classical measures. The local observability inequality takes into ac-
count time-averaged quadratic quantities of the solution of Schrodinger equation. Physically, it
corresponds to an observation, i.e. the measurement of an observable during a certain time. For
example, when V = 0, the right-hand side of inequality (L.8]) can be expressed with the set of
observables introduced in the previous section using the symbol o(x, \) = L.eprx(H(N)) (see (29
for a definition of H(\)). Therefore, when considering time-dependent families, as solutions to the
Schrodinger equation (LL3), we are interested in the limits of time-averaged quantities: let (u%)s>0
be a bounded family in L>°(R, L?*(M)), § € L(R) and o € Ay, we define

£:(0,0) = [ 80 (Oplo)u (1), (1) o
and we are interested in the limit as € goes to 0 of these quantities.

When introduced, semi-classical measures were first used for systems with a semi-classical time
scaling, i.e. involving £9; derivatives, which is not the case here when multiplying the equation (L3])
by 2. It is then difficult to derive results for the semi-classical measures at each time ¢. However,
one can deduce results for the time-averaged semi-classical measures that hold almost everywhere
in time. Indeed, these measures satisfy important geometric properties that can lead to their
identification (for example in Zoll manifolds). This was first remarked by [45] and led to important
results in control [II 2], [49], but also for example in the analysis of dispersion effects of operators
arising in solid state physics [12, [13]. This approach has been extended to H-type groups in [21]
and, arguing in the same manner as for the proof of Theorem 2.8 therein, we obtain the next result
on the nilmanifold M.

Proposition 2.10. Let (uf).sq be a bounded family in L°°(R,L?(M)). There erist a sequence
(er) € (RN with ey, " 0 and a map t + Tydry in L (R, M (M x G)) such that we have for
—+00

all ® € LY(R) and o € A,

/Q(t)(Opgk(O')uak(t),’LLEk(t))Lz(M)dt o 0()Tr(o(x, )Ty (x, X)) dye(z, N)dt.
R =+ JRxMxG

Given the sequence (ey)ken, the map t — Tydy; is unique up to equivalence. Besides,

// ATr(I‘t(x,)\))d%(x,)\)dt§limsup\|uEH%m(RLz(M)).
RJMxG e—0

2.4.1. e-oscillating families. The link between semi-classical measures and the weak limits of time-
averaged energy densities is solved thanks to the notion of e-oscillation. Let (uf).~o be a bounded
family in L>®°(R, L?(M)). We say that the family (uf).~¢ is uniformly e-oscillating when we have
for all T' > 0,

limsup su 1_ u(t — 0.
aaopte[—YI?,T}H auh ()HLZ(M)R—>+00

Proposition 2.11. [21] Proposition 5.3] Let (u®) € L®(R,L?*(M)) be a uniformly e-oscillating
family admitting a time-averaged semi-classical measure t — T'ydry, for the sequence (ex)ken. Then
for all ¢ € C>*(M) and 0 € L*(R),

lim 0(0)6 () u* (1, o) Pdadt = /
k=+oo Jrx M R
15
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2.4.2. Semi-classical measures for families of Schrodinger equations. Families of solutions to the
Schrodinger equation (IL3]) have special features. We recall that in the (non compact) group G, the

operator
d
=Y (-2 +€)
j=1

introduced in (29]) is the Fourier resolution of the sub-Laplacian —Ag above A € 3*\ {0}. Up to
a constant, this is a quantum harmonic oscillator with discrete spectrum {|A|(2n + d),n € N} and

finite dimensional eigenspaces. For each eigenvalue |\|(2n + d), we denote by 11" and VYV the
corresponding spectral orthogonal projection and eigenspace. Even though the spectral resolution
of —Ag and —A); are quite different, we shall use the operator H(\) as one uses the function
€ > |€]? on the phase space of the torus T¢, when studying the operator —Ama.

Proposition 2.12. Assume I'idy; is associated with a family of solutions to (L3)).
(1) For (z,\) € M x 3*
(2.19) Ty(m,A) = Y Toalz,A) with Tyy(z,A) = Ty (2, VI,
neN
Moreover, the map (t,x,X) — 'y 1(x, N)dyi(z, \) defines a continuous function from R into

the set of distributions on M x (3% \ {0}) valued in the finite dimensional space ﬁ(Vy(L)‘))
which satisfies

d
(2.20) <at —(n+ 5)'z@)) (Tt (2, Ny (2, 1)) = 0
(2) For (z,(0,w)) € M x v*, the scalar measure I'ydry; is invariant under the flow
=% (z,w) = (zExp(sw - V),w).
Here, w-V = Z] 1 w; Vi where w; denote the coordinates of w in the dual basis of V.

The proof of this proposition follows ideas from [21] that we adapt to our situation. We give some
elements on the proof of this Proposition in Appendix[B.2] in particular we explain the continuity
of the map t +— I'tdy;.

We have now all the tools that we shall use for proving Theorem [[4] in the next two sections.

3. PROOF OF THE SUFFICIENCY OF THE GEOMETRIC CONDITIONS

We prove here the first part of Theorem [[4] that if U satisfies condition (A), Tgoc(U) < 400
and T > Tacec(U), then the Schrodinger equation (IL3]) is observable on U in time 7'

3.1. Proof of localized observability. We argue by contradiction. If (L) is false, then there
exist (u’g)keN and (hy)ren such that ulg = Phkulg,

(3.1) bl 2qan = 1 and/

Because ulg = Phkuo with x compactly supported in an annulus (see (L7])) and V is bounded, the
family uf is hj-oscillating in the sense of Section ZZZ1] and so it is for

Yi(t) = AP, Yk,

We consider (after extraction of a subsequence if necessary), the semi-classical measure I'ydy; of
Y (t) given by Proposition 210l and satisfying the properties listed in Proposition 212

dt — 0.

2
AM—"_V Ph UO‘
N2y T koo

Proposition 3.1. We have the following facts:
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(1) There holds

T
(3.2) /0 /UXéTr(Ft(a:,)\))d’yt(a:,)\)dt = 0.

(2) ¢ is supported above 3* \ {0} for almost every t € R.
Proof of Proposition [31. To prove (1), let us recall that for § € L'(R) and o € Ay,

(3.3) /9(t)(0phk(0)zbk(t),wk(t))Lz(mdt — _O(t)Tr(o (2, Ny (z, A))drye (, N)dt.
R k=400 JRx M x@

We take ¢;(z) a sequence of smooth non-negative functions converging to 1y (z), bounded above
by 1 and such that supp(y¢;) C U, and a € C°((—1,1)) non-negative with a = 1 in a neighborhood
of 0. Since 1 (t) is uniformly e-oscillating for £ = hy, we have

T
[ meere Mt i =
0 RxMxG
T
REI}}OO kETOO ; (Opy, (05 (@)(RTVH (N)) )i (1), wk(t))LQ(M) dt.

Besides, Opy,, (¢;(x)a(R™TH(N))) = @j(z)a(—hj R Ayr), thus

10Dy, (05 (@) (R HM) | 22 ary) < 1
and

T T
/0 (Ophk(sﬁj($)a(R—1H(A)))¢k(t),¢k(t))L2(M)‘ < /0 ‘|¢k(t)||i2(U)dt-
We deduce from (B that

T
/ / _Tr(pj(x)Ce(z, N))dy (z, N)dt = 0.

0 RxMxG

Taking the limit j — +o00 and using Lebesgue’s dominated convergence theorem (since I'ydvy; > 0),

we get (B.2]).
Point (2) follows from Point (1), the positivity of I';dy:, Assumption (A) and Point (2) of Propo-
sition [2.12] 0
Set

Yt (@, A) = Tr (D (2, A)) ez, ).
We have obtained

0= Z/OT/UXéTr(Fn,t(x,)\))d%(x,)\)dt: Z/OT/UXad%,t(x,A)dt

neN neN
whence, the positivity of I'; (and thus of 7, +) yields

/ dynt(x,A) =0, for almost every t € [0,7], Vn €N,
Ux;*

where we have also used that the support of dv,,; is above 3* \ {0}.

We now use transport equation (Z20). For n € N and A € 3* \ {0}, we set

Z,(3) = (n + )20

and we have



We introduce the map @9 defined for s € R and n € N as an application from M x (3* \ {0}) to
itself by

OF : (x,\) — (Exp[sZ,(N)]x, N) .
The flows @7 and @ are related by

(2, A) = B (z,)), & = <2§ + 1> s.

The transport equation (220) implies that for any interval I and any A C M x (3*\ {0}),

i / dlyn,tdt = 07
ds \ J(14s)x®s(A)
which means

(34) / d’ymtdt = d’}/n,tdt.
(I+s)x P35 (A) IxA

Since T' > Tgec(U), we may choose T' such that Tgec(U) < TV < T and (H-GCC) holds in
time T”. Assume that there exists 7 with 0 < 7 < T — T” such that

(3.5) / / drypdt > 0.
0 JMxz*

We seek for a contradiction.

Writing ¢ = >~ Yn,t, With all 7, ; being non-negative Radon measures on M x (3*\ {0}) (since
Point 2 of Proposition B.1] ensures that it has no mass on the trivial representation), we see that
there exists ng € N and a bounded open subset A C M x (3* \ {0}) such that

/ / dyng 1t > 0.
0 JA

Fix (z,\) € A and s € (0,7") such that ®5((x,\)) € U x 3*. Note that, making A smaller
if necessary, by continuity of the flow and using that U is open, ®5((z',\)) € U x 3* for any

(', X') € A. Therefore @Z%no)((x’,A’)) € U x 3* for any (2/,\) € A, where s(ng) = 27;)% (with a
slight abuse of notation).

From (B.2), we get
Yot (P57 (A)) =0, a.e.t € (0,T),

T
Ay tdt = 0.
/s<n0> A:;%"“)(m "
T—s(no)
/ / d’Yn(),tdt = 0.
0 A

Since 7 < T —T' < T — s(ng), we get
.
/ / g 1t = 0
0 JA

/ / d’)/tdt =0.
0 JMxz*

This implies v; = 0 for almost every ¢ € (0, 7). In turn, this contradicts the fact that || (t)|| ;2 = 1.
Therefore ([L.8]) holds.

and in particular

Therefore, by (3.4,

which is a contradiction. Therefore
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Remark 3.2. Assumption (A) corresponds to the usual Geometric Control Condition which is known
to be a sufficient condition for the control/observation of the Riemannian Schrodinger equation (see
[38]). Tt is well known that, in the Riemannian setting, this condition is not always necessary : it
is not for the Euclidean torus (see [33] [I, [11]) while it is for Zoll manifolds [46] (these manifolds
have geodesics that are all periodic); so, it depends on the manifold. As already mentioned in
the introduction, the authors tend to think that in the particular case considered in this paper
(quotients of H-type groups), Theorem [[4] still holds without this assumption. Assumption (A)
has been used in the proof of Point (2) of Proposition Bl and it is the only place of the paper
where we use it. By analogy with the results of [I], 2 [10], it is likely that as in [10, Section 7], a
key argument should be a reduction to a problem on the Euclidian torus, as those studied in [2] for
example. Then, the semiclassical analysis of this reduced problem would show that the part of the
measure vy located above M x v* vanishes. That would prove that H-type GCC alone is enough
and would avoid the use of Assumption (A).

3.2. Proof of weak observability. We prove here (L8) = (L9).

Consider a partition of unity over the positive real half-line R*:
o

(3.6) Vo e RY, 1=xo()?+ Y x;(@)?
j=1

where, for j > 1, x;(z) = x(2772) with x € C°((1/2,2),[0,1]). To construct such a partition
of unity, consider ¢ € C°((—2,2),[0,1]) such that ¢» = 1 on a neighborhood of [—1,1], and set

x(x) = /¢¥(x) —¢(2x) for > 0, which is smooth for well-chosen . Finally, define yo(x) for
r>0by xo(z)2=1- P x;(2)?, so that xo(z) = 0 for > 2. Then (B.8) holds.

We follow the proof of [I1l Proposition 4.1]. Set h; = 27 for J = 1, and note that Pp; =
Xj(—(3Ay + V). We choose K so that hx < hg, where hg is taken so that (L) holds for
0 < h < hg. We take € > 0 such that 77+ 2¢ < T and ¢ € C°((0,7),[0,1]) with ¢» = 1 on a
neighborhood of [e, 7" + 2¢]. Then
2

1
X <—§AM +V> uo

HU0”2L2(M
L2(M)

o0
1PauollZznny + D 1Ph;uoll e
j=K+1

=2
j=0

K
=2
j=0
2

+ Y Pauol iz
L2(M) j=K+1

~1
<C (Id—(%AMﬁ-V)) U

> . 2
< Oll(1d = Ax) Mol Fa 0 +C Y H?ﬁ(t)elt(%AMJrV)Phjuo‘
j=K+1

L2((0,T)xU)

where in the third line we bounded above the low frequencies with a constant C' = Ck, and in the
last line we used (L8) (with the term on U being integrated for t € (¢,T7” + 2¢), which is of length
> T’, see Remark [LG). Note that we also used the fact that V is analytic and thus bounded, and
therefore the resolvents of the operators %A v +V and Ay are comparable in L? norm. Using
equation (L3), we may change Pp; = Xj(—(3An +V)) into x;(—D;) where Dy = 8,/i. We get
e . 2

(8.7)  Nuol2qan) < CI = An) Mol oy + €D [0 (=Dt EAv |

j=K-+1
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If ¢ € C°((0,T),[0,1]) satisfies ¥ = 1 on supp(¢), we note that

()X (=Di) = Y(t)x; (=D @)Y (1) + () [ (t), x; (—=Dy)]
(3.8) = G(0)x; (=D(1)P(t) + B;(t, Dy)
where E; is smoothing, i.e.,

0B = O((t) N () NoN)

for any o € N, any N € N and uniformly in j. This fact follows from symbolic calculus and the
remark that, on the support of ¢, ¢ is constant and all the derivatives of 1 are zero on the support

of 9.

Therefore, integrating by parts in the time variable in the second term of the right-hand side
and absorbing the error terms Ej(t, Dy) in [|(Id — App) ~uol32, we get

_ = - at(L
||U0||%2(M) < C(Id = Ap) 1UOH%?(M) +C Z [ (@)x; (=De)i(t)e t(ZAMH/)UOH%%(o,T)XU)
J=K+1

_ > - it( X
< C||(1d = An) ol Feany +C D i (=D)d )™ AT D ug |2 1y
j=K+1

_ CH(Id_AM)_IUOH%ﬂ(M) +C Z <Xj(_Dt)%Z;(t)eit(%AM—‘rV)uO7 J(t)eit(%AAI-l-V)uO)

P L2((0,T)xU)

< C[|(1d = Ang) Mo Zaggy + C | D xi(=D)2()e 30 g | (t)eit 3Ry
7=0 L2((0,T)xU)

_ it(L
< C)(1d = An) " uollZ2ap) + Clle t(zAMJrV)UOH%%(o,T)xU)

where we used (3.0 in the last line. This concludes the proof of (L9]).

3.3. Proof of observability. We prove here (L9) = (L6), which concludes the proof of the
sufficiency of the geometric condition H-type GCC. We follow the classical Bardos-Lebeau-Rauch
argument, see for example [11].

For § > 0, we set
Ny = {ug € L2(M) | €2 )yy =0 on (0,7 — 6) x U}.
Lemma 3.3. There holds Ny = {0}.
Proof. Let ug € Ny. We define

|

(3.9) Veo = (ei6<%AM+V> - Id) o.-

If € <4, then eit(3Am +V)U670 =0on (0,7 —§) x U. We write ug in terms of orthonormal eigenvec-
tors fy of %AM + V (associated with A € Sp, the spectrum of %AM +V):

ug =Y uorfx

AESpP
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For small enough «, 3, applying (L9) with a slightly smaller 7', we have
[va,0 = vg.0ll72 < CI(Id = Anr) ™ (Va0 — v5.0)lI72

1 _
< C|(1d - (§AM + V) (Va0 — vp0)l|72

plod 1 piBh _ 2 -
<CYy |——- 7| (LN ol
AESP
<C Y Na— BP0+ A) P ug
AESP
< Cla— B

Hence there exists vg € L?(M) such that vy = lim,_,0 va,0 where the limit is taken in L?(M). This
limit is necessarily in Ny for all 6 > 0, hence in Ny. Moreover, thanks to (3.9, there holds in the
sense of distributions

eit(%AM-‘rV)UO _ ateit(%AM-l-V)uO

and therefore )
vy = Z(§AM + V)ug.

Therefore %A M+ Vi Ny = N is a well-defined operator. Moreover, according to (L9)), on Ny, we
have
[(Id = Anr) - [lr2ary < Cl - llz2(arn)

and, by compact embedding (see Lemma below), the unit ball of Ny C L*(M) is compact.
Hence Nj is finite dimensional and there exists an eigenfunction w € Ny of %A M +V Ny — N,
ie.,

1
(iAM +Viw = pw, w;y =0.

By a standard unique continuation principle (see [9] and [37, Theorem 1.12]), since V and A, are
analytic (see [8, Section 5.10] for example), we conclude that w = 0, hence Ny = {0}. O

Remark 3.4. To our knowledge, the unique continuation principle used in the above proof is only
known when V is analytic. In C'°° regularity, counterexamples to the unique continuation principle
exist, see [3]. However, the result of Theorem [[4] holds as soon as a unique continuation principle
holds for %AM + V.

Lemma 3.5. Set
H(M) ={uec L*(M) | (Id—Ay)uc L*(M)}.
Then H(M) — L*(M) with compact embedding.

Proof. By [37, Corollary B.1], we have |[ul| g1 (ary < [|(Id —Apr)ul[2(ar) since G is step 2. Therefore,

H(M) — H(M) continuously. The result then follows by the Rellich-Kondrachov (compact
embedding) theorem. O

Assume that (L) does not hold. Then there exists a sequence (uf)gen such that

eit(%ANI+V)ulg‘2 dt — 0.

T
k _
(3.10) lugllz2(ary =1 and /0 L2(U)  k—+o0

Since (uf)ren is bounded in L2(M), we can extract from (uf)ren a subsequence which converges
weakly to some u™ in L2(M). By Lemma B35 we then have (Id — Ap)~tuf — (Id — Apy) " tu™
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strongly in L?(M). Moreover, the second convergence in ([B.I0) gives u™ € Npy. Thanks to (L3),
we know that

T
i < €1 [ |

Therefore, taking the limit k — 400, we get
1< Cy)|(1d = Apr) ™67z 0

it(LAN+Y), k 2 . 1 k||?
eit(3 1@mwﬁ+qWM mﬂz@mwf

Therefore u® # 0, which contradicts Lemma B3] since u> € Njy. Hence, ([L6) holds.

4. NON-COMMUTATIVE WAVE PACKETS AND THE NECESSITY OF THE GEOMETRIC CONTROL

In this section, we conclude the proof of Theorem [[.4land prove the necessity of the condition (H-
GCC) (for U). We use special data that we call non-commutative wave packets that we first
introduce, together with their properties, on which we also elaborate in Appendix Then, we
conclude to the necessity of the H-type GCC.

4.1. Non-commutative wave packets. Let us first briefly recall basic facts about classical (Eu-
clidean) wave packets. Given (zg,&) € R? x R? and a € S(RY), we consider the family (indexed
by €) of functions

(4.1) Ul g (z) = e~ ¥4 <L\/;O> ecbo(e=m0) 5 e RY,

Such a family is called a (Euclidean) wave packet.

The oscillation along & is forced by the term e0"(*=%0) and the concentration on g is performed
at the scale /¢ for symmetry reasons : the e-Fourier transform of ug ., e~ 202, (€ /) presents
a concentration on & at the scale y/e. The regularity of the wave packets makes them a flexible
tool. Besides, taking a compactly supported in the interior of a fundamental domain for the torus,
one can generalize their definition to the case of the torus by extending them by periodicity. For

example, let us consider the torus T¢ = RY/(27Z)¢, we choose a € C((—m,7)?) and we define

a.(z) as
%@ﬂ:a<x;;v.

We consider the periodisation operator P which associates with a function ¢ compactly supported
inside a set of the form z¢ + (—m,7)? the periodic function defined on the sets k + zo + (—m, 7)?
for k € (2rZ)? by Pp(z) = p(x — k). Then, the definition of a wave packet extends to functions on
the torus by setting

uiorus(x) = Ed/4]P)aE(x)eé§0'(w—mo)'

We introduce here a generalization of these wave packets to the non-commutative setting of Lie
groups and nilmanifolds, in the context of H-type groups, which is strongly inspired by [20]. For
r € G, we write

z=Exp(V +2) = zy2, = zox; with V ev, Zejy,
where

z; =e? € G, :=Exp(3) and z, =e" € G, := G/G,.
The concentration is performed by use of dilations: with a € C2°(G), we associate

az(r) = a(0-1/2(2)) .
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The oscillations are forced by using coefficients of the representations, in the spirit of [52]: with
Ao € 3%, 1, P2 smooth vectors in the space of representations, i.e. in S (Rd), we associate the
oscillating term
Ao
o) = (m01,82) A= 5.
We restrict to € € (0,1) and define the periodisation operator P in analogy with the case of the

torus described above, using the multiplication on the left by elements of . We consider a subset B
of G which is a neighborhood of 15 and such that U,Yef(’yB) = G and we choose functions a that

are in C2°(B) (in other words, their support is a subset of the interior of B).

Proposition 4.1. Let &1, ®; € S(RY), a € CX(B), 9 € M, X\ € 3* \ {0}. Then, there exists
g0 > 0 such that the family (v°).c(0,c,) defined by

v (z) = ’)‘a‘d/z e /2 ]P’(eaaa)(xgla:),
is a bounded e-oscillating family in L*>(M) with bounded e-derivatives and momenta:
(4.2) VkeN, 3Ck >0, Ve € (0,e0), [I(—e2An)* 0% r2(ar) < Ch.

Moreover, (05)56(0750) has only one semi-classical measure I'dy where
(4.3) V= cad(x —x0) @A = Xo), ca= ||<1>2H2/G |a(w;) P dz;,
3

and I is the operator defined by

((1)7(1)1)
I'd =
@12

dy, VO e LA(RY).

In the following, we shall say that the family v° is a wave packet on M with cores (zg, o),
profile a and harmonics (®1, ®3), and write

vF = WP 5, (a, @1, ®2) = |\| Y2 e P2 P(eca.)(ag ).

0,0

Remark 4.2. (1) Note that g is chosen small enough so that for ¢ € (0,g9), the function
G > = — ac(z) has support included in a fundamental domain of G for I and thus z —
(ecac) (g x) can be extended by periodicity on G, which defines a function of M.
(2) Omitting the periodisation operator P, we construct wave packets on G that also satisfy
estimates in momenta

Vk e N, dC, >0, Ve >0, Z ”’x‘p(—E2Ag)q/2U€”L2(G) < (4.
1<p+q<k
(3) The coefficient |\.|%27P/? guarantees the boundedness in L?(M) of the family (v°).s0.
(4) Characterization of wave packets. Let x € M be identified to a point of G and let us fix

Oy, Py, xg and Ag. Then, v° is a wave packet on M if there exist 29 € M, A\ € 3"\ {0},
a € CX(B) and @1, Py € S(R?), such that

(4.4) M (06, (@) = NC| 2R P () (@1, ()0 ) )

—1/2

— o| 2 2a(2) (@1, (77?:71/2 ) ®2).

(5) Generalization. The construction we make here extends to more general Lie groups following
ideas from Section 6.4 in [20] and [52].

4.2. Proof of Proposition [4.1l The proof of Proposition [Z.Ilis relatively long, and we decompose
it into several steps.
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4.2.1. The norm of wave packets. By the definition of the periodisation operator PP,
/ [0° (@) Pda = |Ac| %7 / jac (25 @) lec (a5 2) [P dar.
M G
We then use (4.4) and we write
- A
I 2y = Pal'e™ [ lal@)PI(m, .91, B2) P

= Pol? [ (8 z(an)y Pl (m2 1, @) P
G

< ( [ s |a<yn:s3>|2dx5) <|/\0|d / |<w;s<1>1,<1>2>|2dxu>.
G; yo€Gy Gy

Let us note that the following relation holds for any &, (TJ, v, Ues (RY):

(4.5) |/\0|d/G (T, 0)(120®, W) day, = (P, P)(T, V).
Therefore,

ol [ (e, @) 2z, = 017
We deduce that v is uniformly bou;ded in L(G).

4.2.2. The e-oscillation and the reqularity of wave packets. Straightforward computations give that
if A € 3%\ {0}, @1, P2 € S(RY), 2o = Exp[P + Q], © = mpz; With

d d
P= ijPj()‘) and @ = quQg-)\),
=1 =
then, for 1 < j <d,
(46)  VINg; (m2102) = (In2,i0,101,@2) . VIAIp; (m201,@2) = ([n), 101, @)
Besides,

1) PV (ﬂ;@l,%) - \/W(agngcbl,%) and QY (wg@l,cbg) = i/ (gngcpl,cbg).
)

For proving this formula for P;”, we use (L.2) and we observe

t
Exp(tP")Exp(P + Q + Z) = Exp(tP) + P+ Q + Z + 3 [PY P+ q)).
Since [Pj(’\), Qg)‘)] = Z™ and for k # j, [Pj()‘), P,g)‘)] = [Pj()‘), Q,(g)‘)] =0, we deduce
t
Exp(tP)Exp(P + Q + Z) = Exp(tP) + P+ Q + Z + SaZ0).

Therefore, using A(ZM) = |\|, we obtain for ® € S(R?) and ¢ € R,
d A
E <7TEXp(tPj(>\)):c(I)(§)>

The proof for Qg-)‘) is similar. We deduce (£2]) and that the family (v¥) is uniformly e-oscillating

by the Sobolev criteria of Proposition 4.6 in [20].
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4.2.3. Action of pseudodifferential operators on wave packets. For studying their semi-classical mea-
sure, it is convenient to analyze first the action of pseudodifferential operators on wave packets.

Lemma 4.3. Let &1, ®3 € S(R?), (20, \0) € G x 3%, a € C(B). Let o € Ay compactly supported
in an open set 0 such that Q is strictly included in a fundamental domain B of I'. Then there exist
e1 > 0 and ¢y > 0 such that for all € € (0,¢1),

||Op€(0) :Z,E‘O,)\()(a7¢17¢2) -W S?O,Ao(a?O-(x()?)\0)¢17¢2)HL2(M) <a \/E

Remark 4.4. The proof we perform below shows that there exist sequences of profiles (a;);cn and
of harmonics (@gj), @gj))jeN such that for all N € N,

N

10D (@)W P, 5, (a, @1, ®2) — S e3WPE, 5 (a5, @, 89|20y < 1 (VE)NHL.
=0

Moreover, by commuting the operator (—e2Ag)*/? with the pseudodifferential operators, one can
extend this result in Sobolev spaces. Note also that the same type of expansion holds in G, in
refined functional spaces where momenta are controlled:

N

J j j N+1

0D ()W P, 5, (0, ®1, Do) = > 2 WP, (a5, 8, 8 5y < 1272
=0

where ¥ is the vector space of functions f € L?(G) for which the semi-norms

k
(43) £z = 3 (2 2y + I(==280)" 12

=0

are finite.

Proof. We first observe that, in view of Remark [2.0], it is enough to prove the result for wave packets

in G. Indeed, consider x € C°(B) with xo = 0. Then for any function f € C°(B) and x € M
identified to the point x of G N B, we have for all N € N, thanks to (2.13]),

Op.(0)P(f)(x) = Op.(o)xP(f)(x) + O(")
= Op.(0)xf(z) + O(e") = Op.(a) f(x) + O(e™).
Therefore, we are going to prove the result of Lemma for wave packets and pseudodifferential
operators in G. Besides, for simplicity, we assume that o(z, -) is the Fourier transform of a compactly

supported function. This technical assumption simplifies the proof which extends naturally to
symbols that are Fourier transforms of Schwartz class functions.

We write

Ope(d)ya(;p) = Co|/\€|d/25_p/2 ; éTr(ﬂ'z‘,lch'(l‘,52)\))(15(3;61:/4)(71'2513/@1,(1)2)|/\|dd)\dy
X

=l [T o ) ) (), Ba) A Ay,
GxG 0

where we have performed the change of variable y +— zoy. We now focus on e~ 9/*Op_(o)v° (206, )
in order to simplify the computations. Note that this quantity is uniformly bounded in L?(G).

Op.(0)v" (200, z7) = CO‘)\E’d/%—p/?/

() J(azoé\@x,g)\)aa(y)(ﬂgscﬁl, Do) \|4dNdy.
GxG

Yy~ s
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We perform the change of variable y = d,-1,2y and X = £2)\. We have

N /2 Y 2
7-‘-35\715\/550 - ﬂ.(?é;(y*lx) - ﬂ-g\gq/z (y—t=) F;\E - Wg\\o/g% - ﬂ-gjﬂ/z(y)
and
IN|dAdy = e24e?e= Q2| A|4dNdy = 972\ d)dy.
We obtain
Op.(0)v° (200 zx) = co| Ac| 2 P/2e=Q/2

X /GXéTr(ﬂg\s1/2(y1x)0(m05\/5x,)\))a(y)(7r§‘;1/2(y)<1>1,<1>2)‘)\‘dd)\dy.

The change of variables w = §__1/2(y ') (for which dy = ¢?/2dw and y = x(&\/gw)_l)) gives
Op,(a)v" (200, z2) :co|)\€|d/2€_p/2

></G aTr(ﬂi‘)a(xoé\/gx,)\))a(m(éﬁw)_l)(ﬂg‘;71/2(w))w,1<1)1,<I>2)IA]dd)\dw
>< £

g COIAa‘d/zg_p/z

« / Tr(mho(aed e, Na(@(6,zw) Ym0, 0 (10 Y By) A dAdw.
GxG 5

71/2(90
Computing the integral in A thanks to the inverse Fourier transform formula (2.8]) and denoting

by k. the Schwartz function such that o(x,-) = F(k;) we have

EQ/4Op€(U)UE($05\/Ex) = ]Aold/za_dm/Gﬁxogﬁm(w)a(a;(&/gw)_l)(ﬂgo1<I>1, (W(?:il/z(w))*@g)dw

that we can rewrite
EQ/4Op€(0)U€(x05\/ga:) = |Ao| #2792 <Q€(az)<1>1, (77(?:71/2 (w))*tﬁg)
with
Q (z) = meogﬁx(w)a(x(éﬁw)_l)wio1dw.

By performing a Taylor formula on the functions z = K06 o (w) and w — a(z(0 \@w)_l), we see
that the operator Q°(x) admits a formal asymptotic expansion of the form

(4.9) Q% (@) = Qolw) + VEQ(x) + -+ +3Q;(x) + -
with
Qo(z) = a(:n)/ Kaq (w)wi‘)‘lldw = a(x)o(xg, A\o)-
It remains to prove the convergence of th?s asymptotic expansion by examining the remainder term.

We examine the one-term expansion. We write

(4.10) a(x(é\@w)_l) = a(x) + A(z,6, zw)
with
2d
(4.11) Az, w)| <) Sup 21| Vja(zz)| < Calwl,
j=1 |z |w

where for z € G, |z| denotes the homogeneous norm defined in ([2Z3]). We obtain

(4.12)  £9/*0p,(0)v" (200, z) = |Ao| /2™ 4/? (Q0q>1, (m° 2@))*‘1)2) a(z) + Ver§(z) + Vers(z)
26

/



with
re(z) = || /242 <RE( )Py, (7 6 » (x))*q>2> RS (z) = —1/2/G(;{xogﬁx(w)—mxo(w))a(:n)ﬂf‘uo1dw
and

rS(z) = [Ao|#/2e42 (R;(z)@l,(ﬂg‘ilm (m))*@), Ry(z) = e~ /2 /G Rt e (W) A2, 6 zw) T duw.

Lemma 4.5. The families (15)->0 and (15)e>0 are uniformly bounded in L?(G).

Applying ([@4) to the first term in the right hand side of ([@.I2]), we see that Lemma [.5] implies
Lemma 431 O

Proof of Lemma[{-5 The idea is that, for j = 1,2, there holds 5(z) = €_d/2?§(5€—1/2($n),x3,$)
with

Yy = 7’ (ym y})? )
that is in L?(Q), uniformly with respect to e, with continuity of the map z + 77;(, L T).

With this idea in mind, we write, for j = 1,2,

2
1751122 :|A0|d€_d/‘ Rj(x)qh(ngﬂ/z(:v))*%)‘ d

2
(4.13) \)\o\d/ (B 002 (w1, (20)" @ )|

Let us first deal with r{. Writing a Taylor formula, we notice that

RE (012 (wy)ay) = e V/2 /G (Ko (o) (o) (W) — g (w))a(x) T2 duw

= ﬁLB($,w)a(x)wi°1dw

where (z,w) — B(z,w) is continuous and compactly supported in w. Therefore Rj(6,1/2(xy)x;)
is a bounded operator for any x € G. Since a is compactly supported, it implies that (r{)s>0 is
uniformly bounded in L?(G).

Let us now deal with 75. We are going to use that for all multi-indexes o € N??, the map

(4.14) z s 2@ (Rg(a 2 (o)) 1, (120)? <1>2)

is uniformly bounded and has compact support in ;. Let us first prove these properties.

By assumption on the support of x,, we know that the w’s contributing to the integral defining
R5(x) are contained in a compact set (independent of x). Then, using (10 and the fact that a
has compact support, we obtain that R5 has compact support. It follows that the map (£I4)) has
compact support in a;, i.e., there exists Ry > 0 such that |z;| < Ry for all « that are in the support
of R5(6,1/2(wy)x;). Because of ([@II) and because the integral is compactly supported in w, R5(x)
is a bounded operator for all € G. Besides, the bound is uniform since x belongs to a compact
set. Therefore, there exists a constant Cy > 0 such that

(B3 (o)), (720)" 2 )| < Colay<ny (@)

One now wants to prove also decay at infinity in x,. For this, we use the relations (6] and
the fact that ®; and ®, are in the Schwartz class to absorb the factor |x,| in the right part of the
scalar product. Therefore, for all a € N, there exists C,, such that

(R5(6.02 (o)) @1, (20)"@2) | < Calliy<ra ().
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As a conclusion, there exists C' > 0 such that
2
/ ‘<R§(561/2(xu)x3)¢1, (wi‘g)*fbgﬂ dzydr; < C/1|m3|§R0(1 + |2o)?) N dwpdr; < +o00
G

by choosing N large enough. This implies the uniform boundedness of the family (r5) in L*(G),
which concludes the proof of Lemma O

Let us now shortly discuss the generalization of this proof in order to obtain an asymptotic
expansion at any order, as stated in Remark 4l The idea is to use a Taylor expansion at higher
order (see Section 3.1.8 of [24]). The terms of the expansion ([A9]) are of the form

Q@) ="a(a) [ whhsyw)m

G

where o and 8 are multi-indexes such that the sum of their homogeneous lengths is exactly j.
Denoting by A, s0(x, o) the Fourier transform of w + w®#k,, (w), we obtain

Qj(x) = 2% (x)As0(x, No).

Observe that the operator A, s is a difference operator as defined in [24]. It order to justify
Remark [4.4] one then needs to remark that the rest term produced by the Taylor expansion at
order N is of the form

riv(@) = ol (Bi(@) @, ()0 () @)

and

Ry (x) = e Hmogﬁx(w)AN+1(x,5\@’[1))71’2}0,1(110
G

where Ay satisfies convenient bounds so that an argument similar to the preceding one can
be worked out. We do not develop the argument further because we do not need such a precise
estimate for our purpose.

4.2.4. Semi-classical measure. We can now deduce (@3] from LemmaL3 and the following lemma.

Lemma 4.6. Let (x9,\o) € G x (3" \ {0}) a,b € C°(B) where B is a fundamental domain of M,
and ®1, Do, U, Uy € S(R;D) Then

(W mao,Ao(CL?(I)l?(I)?)?W zgo,Ao(b7\Ill7\I/2))L2(M) = (CI)17\I/1)((I)27\I/2)/G a(‘ré)b(‘ré)dmz’) +O(\/E)
3

Proof. Define u® = WP¢

1‘0,)\0(@7(1)17(1)2) and ¢ = W P¢
first use that

20,A0

(b,Wy,Vy) the wave packets in G. We

(W ° (CL,(I)l,(I)Q),W ° (b,\Ifl,\Ifg))Lz(M) = (UE,UE)L2(G).

z0,A0 Z0,A0

Besides,
(v, v%) 2y = |)\€|ds_p/ ae(:nalx)g(:nalx)(ﬂi‘glx@l, <I>2)(7Ti§1x\1’1,\1'2)d:17
G
_ !Ao\d/ a (5\5@0)%)5(5\@(@,)%) (T0B,, Do) (T2 Wy, Wy)dary dr,.
G

A Taylor expansion of the map = — a(d,z(2v)7;)b(6, z(w0)7;) gives

a(éﬁ(fﬂn)%)b@ﬁ(xu)%) = a(x;)b(z;) + /e Z ;75 (;5, 5\/5(330))
1<j<2d
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where x, = Exp(3_1<j<5,0;V;) and with [r;(z,w)| < C; for some constants Cj, 1 < j < 2d. We
deduce (using (.0]))

(u,v%) 2 = \)\O\d/G a(%)b(%)dwa/G (W?S@l,q)g)(ﬂé\?\l'l,\llg)dxn + O0(Ve)
3 v

— (@), 7,)(@,, T) / (e, By dery + (),

3

where the second line follows from (). O

Here again, the reader will observe that the expansion can be pushed at any order.
It follows from Lemma and Lemma that
(Ops(o-) y (a7(1)17(1)2)7W . (a7<1>17<1>2))

0,0 20,0

= (WP, 5, (a,0(x0, A0)®1, @), WP,y (a,®1,P2)) + O(Ve)
— (020, M) @1, &1)]| 22 /G lalzy)day + O(VE)
3

which concludes the proof of Proposition E.1l
4.3. End of the proof of Theorem [IT.4l By the results of Section Bl we only need to prove that

if T < Tgee(U), the observability inequality (L6]) does not hold.
We first note that if the observability inequality (L)) is satisfied for some 7" > 0, then there
exists > 0 such that (L) also holds in time 7' — . Indeed, if it were not the case, there would

exist uf € L?(M) such that [Jug|l 2y = 1 and

T-2"" 2
2 it(L AN +V
1 = ”ug”Lz(M) 2 n/o eZ (2 M+ )un LQ(U) dt
T 1 2 n
> n/ etGAMFY)yn dt — —.
- Jo L2(U) 2n

due to conservation of energy, and (L6 would not hold in time 7.

Therefore, we shall assume in the sequel that 7' < Tgoc(U).

Let T < Taec(U) and (29, Ao) € G x (3% \ {0}) such that
(4.15) for all s € [0,T], ®(z0, o) ¢ U x 3.

Let us chose initial data uf in (I3]) which is a wave packet in M with harmonics given by the first
Hermite function hg:

ug = WP 5, (a,ho, ho).
As a consequence, the semi-classical measure of (u) is I'g(z, A)dyo with I'g the orthogonal projector
on hg (this is where we use the fact that hg is the first Hermite function) and

Yo(z,A) = cd(z — 20) @ (A — Ao)
where ¢ = limsup ||lugl[z2ay > 0. Let us denote by u®(t) the associated solution, u®(t) =

eit(zAn +V)u6. By Proposition 2.12] any of its semi-classical measures I';dvy; decomposes above
G x 3* according to the eigenspaces of H(\) following (219). Moreover, by Proposition 2.12] the
maps (t,x,\) — 'y (x,\)dy:(z, \) are continuous and satisfy the transport equation ([2.20). We
deduce that for n # 0, I';, ¢ (z, ) =0,

(4.16) Ye(z, \) = c6 (:p — Exp <th(’\)> x0> ® (A — o)

and I'gy is the orthogonal projector on hy.
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As a consequence of the conservation of the L2-norm by the Schrédinger equation, ||u®(t)|| L2(m) =
|ugll2(ar)- Besides, the e-oscillation (see Proposition LTT]) gives that, for the subsequence defin-
ing I'tdyy,

i [|u® (8)[72(ar) = / _Tr(Le(z, A))dve(z, A), VteR.
e—0 MxG

We deduce that we have, for any t € R,
(e (e ) = [ T (e )
MxG MxG
On the other hand, the positivity of the measure Tr(T';(z, A))d7y:(z, A) combined with (£I0) gives

/ TR(Ty (e, \)) (s A) > / Te(Ty (2, A))dy (2, ) = / Tr(To(, A))do (z, \)
MxG M x3* M x3*

= Aﬁ(F0($7A))d70(x7A)
MxG
We deduce that 7;1,+ = 0. Now, using (IH), there exists a continuous function ¢ : M — [0, 1]
such that ¢(P§(xo, Ag)) =0 for any s € [0,7] and ¢ =1 on U x 3*. Using Proposition 2.11] for the
subsequence defining the semi-classical measure I'ydv;, we get

0<//|ut:n|d:1:dt<//¢ )uf (t, )| dzdt — // x)dy(x, N\)dt =
e—0 ]\4><3

Therefore, the observability inequality (L.6]) cannot hold.

Remark 4.7. As already noticed in the introduction, it can happen that TGCC(U) < Teee(U),
and in this case, Theorem [[4] does not say anything about observability for times 7" such that
Tacc(U) < T < Taee(U). This is due to the possible existence of grazing rays, which are rays
which touch the boundary OU without entering the interior of U. This phenomenon already occurs
in the context of the observability of Riemannian waves, as was shown for example in [39) Section
VL.B]. The example given in this paper is the observation of the wave equation in the unit sphere S?
from its (open) northern hemisphere: although the GCC condition is violated by the geodesic
following the equator, observability holds in time 7" > 7. Intuitively, even wave packets following
this geodesic have half of their energy located on the northern hemisphere.

APPENDIX A. REPRESENTATIONS OF H-TYPE GROUPS

In this Appendix, we provide a proof of the description (2.6]) of G. This material is standard in
non-commutative Fourier analysis, see for example [I5].

A.1. The orbits of g. As any group, a nilpotent connected, simply connected Lie group acts on
itself by the inner automorphism 4, : y — zyxz~'. With this action, one derives the action of G on
its Lie algebra g called the adjoint map

Ad: G — Aut(g)
r = Ady = d(iz))g,

and its action on g*, the co-adjoint map
Ad*: G — Aut(g¥)
x —  Ad}

defined by
Ve e G, Vlegt, VY g, (AdX)(Y) =((Ad;'Y).
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It turns out that the orbits of this action play an important role in the representation theory of
the group. Let us recall that the orbit of an element ¢ € g* is the set O, defined by

O, ={Ad;(¢), =€ G}.
The next proposition describes the orbits of H-type groups.

Proposition A.1. Let G be a H-type group, then there are only two types of orbits.

(i) 0-th. dimensional orbits. If £ € v*, then Op = {{}.
(ii) 2d-th. dimensional orbits. If { = w + A with w € v* and X € 3*\ {0}, then Oy = Oy and

Oy ={w'+ ),  €v*}.
Proof. Let x = Exp(V, + Z,) € G and y = Exp(V,, + Z,) € G. Then
io(y) = wyr™ = Exp(Ve + Zo)Exp(Vy + Z,)Exp(—Vy — Zy)
= Exp(V, + Z, + Vo, V} ).
We deduce that if Y = V3 + Zy € g,
ALY YY) =W + Zy + [Va, W
Therefore, if £ = w + A\ with A € 3* and w € v*,
AdL(Y) = (AN (Y)) = (w0, V) + (N Zy + Ve, W) = (w0 + Ia(Va), W) + (A, Zy)

As a consequence, if A = 0, AdJ4(Y) = 4(Y) for all Y € g. We deduce Ad}¢ = ¢ for all z € G,
which gives the first type of orbits.

If now A # 0 and if w’ € v*, one can find V,, € v such that
(W, V)= (w+\(V,),V), VYV €.

One deduces that for all Y € g, Ad;4(Y) = ¢/ (V) with ¢/ = &' + X. We deduce that any of these ¢/
is in the orbit of ¢, which concludes the proof. O

Let A € 3\ {0}, the sets p) @3 and q) @ 3 are maximal isotropic sub-algebras of g for the bilinear
map B(\) (with associated endomorphism Jy). Such an algebra is said to be a polarizing algebra
of g. We shall use these algebras in the next section.

A.2. Unitary irreducible representations of G. The unitary representations of a locally com-
pact group are homomorphisms 7 of GG into the group of unitary operators on a Hilbert space that
are continuous for the strong topology. The representations for which there is no proper closed
7m(G)-invariant subspaces in H, are called irreducible. Arbitrary representations can be uniquely
decomposed as sums of irreducible representations.

Kirillov theory establishes a one to one relation between the orbits (Oy)seq+ and the irreducible
unitary representations of GG for any nilpotent Lie group which is connected and locally connected.
We shall first explain how one associates to an orbit Oy a representation 7y (which only depends
on the class of the orbit Oy). Then, in the next subsection, we shall explain how the Stone-Von
Neumann Theorem implies that any representation can be associated with an orbit.

e Let w € v*, the map x,, defined below is a 1-dimensional representation of G.
Xw * G — St
Exp(X) ~ (),

Note that y, = 7(*%) as defined in (Z3).
o Let A € 3*\ {0}. We consider the polarizing sub-algebra associated with A

my=qxD3}
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and the subgroup of G defined by M := Exp(m)). Then, if £ € Oy, £(my,my]) = 0, and the map
XAM - M — St
Exp(Y) — e?Y),
is a one-dimensional representation of M. This allows to construct an induced representation my
on G with Hilbert space py ~ L*(RP) via the identification of Exp (Z?Zl §ij()‘)> € Exp(py) with

€= (&, - ,&) € RL Indeed, let us take £ € py and z = Exp(X), with X = P+ Q + Z and
Pepy, Q€qyand Z € 3. We have, by the Baker-Campbell-Hausdorff formula,

Bxp(€)Bxp(X) = Bxp(@ + 7 +[6,Q) + 5 [P, Q) Exp(€ + P),
with 1
Q+Z+[6QI+5[PQlemy and £+ P &py.

Let us denote by p,q € R? the coordinates of P and @ in the bases (Pj(/\))lgjgd and (Qg')\))lgjgd
respectively. Following [I5], we define the induced representation by

m(2)f(©) = (Bxp(@ + 7 + [6.Q] + 5 [P.QD) £+ p).
Using ([P, Q) = BOY(PY, QFY) = A, we obtain

ma(x) £ (§) = NI aHINE (¢ )
We can then use the scaling operator T defined by
TAS(€) = INYAF(A12€)

to get the equivalent representation 7} := Ty (z)Ty written in (2.

This inductive process can be generalized to the case of groups presenting more than two strata.
For our purpose, it remains to prove that any irreducible representation is equivalent to one of
those, which is a consequence of the Stone-Von Neumann Theorem.

A.2.1. Stone-Von Neumann Theorem. Let us recall the celebrated Stone-Von Neumann theorem
(see [I5] Section 2.2.9] for a proof).

Theorem A.2. Let p1, pa be two unitary representations of G = R in the same Hilbert space H
satisfying, for some o #£ 0, the covariance relation

pr(@)pa(y)pr ()™t = € Ypa(y),  for all z,y € RY.

Then H is a direct sum H = Hi1 ® Ho @ ... of subspaces that are invariant and irreducible under
the joint action of py and pa. For any k, there is an isometry Jy : Hy, — L*(R?) which transforms
p1 and py to the canonical actions on L*(R?):

[1(2)f1(€) = F(€+ ), [B2(y) fI(€) = eV f(€).

For each o # 0, the canonical pair py,ps acts irreducibly on L*(R?), so p1,ps act irreducibly on
each Hy,.

Let m be an irreducible representation of G on H,. Our goal is to prove that it is equivalent
either to a x,, or to a my of the preceding section. For Z € 3, the operators m(Exp(Z)) commute
will all elements of {7, : g € G}. By Schur’s Lemma (see [15, Lemma 2.1.1]), they are thus scalar:
Texp(z) = X(Exp(Z))Idy;, where x is a one-dimensional representation of the center Z(G) = Exp(3)
of GG. Then, two cases appear:

e If y = 1, then 7 is indeed a representation of the Abelian quotient group G/Z(G) = Exp(v),
thus it is one-dimensional and of the form y,, for some w € v*.
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o If x # 1, there is A € 3* \ {0} such that x(Exp(Z)) = ¢*%). We keep the notations of (ZIJ),

the notations P = plPl(A) + ... —|—de§>‘), Q= qug)‘) + ...+ qug‘) and Z = 2121 + ... + 22, of
the previous section, and we set p = (p1,...,p4), ¢ = (q1,...,¢q) and z = (21, ..., 2p). The actions
of the d-parameter subgroups p1(p) = Trxp(p) and p2(q) = Texp(q) satisfy the covariance relation

-1 —1/\ _
I P S [ TR )
— e%\klp'quH
where we have used [Pj()‘),Qg-’\)] = ZW with A\(ZW) = |A|. The joint action of p; and py is
irreducible since the d-parameter subgroups generate G and 7 is irreducible. Thus, we may apply

the Stone-Von Neumann theorem, which gives that there exists an isometry identifying H, with
L?(R%) such that the actions take the form

[p1(p) f1(t) = [TEsp(p) F1(€) = f(§ +p),
[p2() f1(8) = [FEsp() f1(€) = €M7Ef(€)
for all f € L?(R%) and p,q € R%. Hence, in this model, the action of an arbitrary element of G is
[TExp(Pr@+2)f1(§) = ei/\(z)Jr%"\Ip'qﬂ‘)‘quf(f +p)

since Exp(P 4+ Q + Z) = Exp(Z + 3[P,Q)) - Exp(Q) - Exp(P) by the Baker-Campbell-Hausdorff
formula. This is just the action of 7y modeled in L?(R?). Thus, an infinite-dimensional irreducible
representation 7 is isomorphic to 7y for some A.

APPENDIX B. PSEUDODIFFERENTIAL OPERATORS AND SEMI-CLASSICAL MEASURES

In this Appendix we focus on different aspects of the pseudodifferential calculus on quotient
manifolds.

B.1. Properties of pseudodifferential operators on quotient manifolds. We prove here
properties (3) to (7) of Section 2

e Proof of Property (3). We write G = U, M v~ and, using the periodicity of f, we obtain

Leorasn =3 [ ssornrman=3 [ e o

As a consequence, the action of the operator Op, (o) writes as a sum of convolution

Op.(0)f(x) = > f * ro(r)(@).

vel
e Proof of Property (4). By Young’s convolution inequality
I1f * me (v )llz2ary < N sup |85 () an 1 2 an-
zeM
We have
Isup e ()l == [ sup lea(eeldy = || sup a(w)ldy.
zeM M zeM Y~ IM zeM

Therefore

10pe(@) Fllzzan < 1 lzeqany S / sup |2 )|y = 11l z2an / sup |reo (1) |dy,
e M zeM G zeM

which gives ([2.14))
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e Proof of Property (5). We argue as for the L? boundedness and observe that the kernel of
Op. (o) — Op.(o)x is the function

(z,y) — K5y 2) (1= x) ().
Writing
k() (1= x(y) = wo(y ) (1= X)(x(y '2) ™)

we deduce that we can write the operator Op,(0)—Op,(c)x as the convolution with an z-dependent
function:

(Op.(o) — Op.(o = fxb(x,y)

'\/EF

with 0°(z,2) = e @rz(e - 2)(1 — x)(z21). Therefore, if K = suppo (where x = 1), we have

| sup 0°(@, v)ll L1 () < / sup [z (72)[|(1 = x)(2(e - (v2))7)|dz.
zeK M xeK
A Taylor formula gives that there exists a constant ¢ > 0 such that for all z € K,

(1= x)(@(e- (v2) ") < ee™ryzl".

Therefore,

Isup 6° 1)y < e [ sup s (92l
reK M xeK

We deduce thanks to Young’s convolution inequality

1(Op.(a)(1 = X) fllz2ary < Vel fllzzan D /M sup |k (v2)| 2| d=
~ S

yel’

:m%mm%/am@wwwa
G reK

e Proof of Property (6).

Proof of Proposition [2.7. We take f,g € L*(M). We use a partition of unity ZlSjSJ X; = 1
with x; € C5°(G), compactly supported in a fundamental domain of M (which depends on j). We
decompose o as

o(xz,\) = Z gi(xz, ), oj(z,\) =xj(@)o(z,N), (z,\) € G x G;

1<j<J

and we consider x; € C§°(G), real-valued, compactly supported in the same fundamental domain
of M as x; with x; = 1 on the support of x;. For proving ([2I7), it is enough to prove it for each
of the ;. Besides, the symbol o; and the smooth function x; satisfy Point (5) and we have

Op.(0;) = X;0p.(0;)X; + O(e")
for N € Nin £(L?(M)). We will use this property to transform the relations in L?(M) into relations
in L3(G):
(O0p.(03)* 1. 9) p2am = (- OPo(93)9) 12cany = (> Op=(07)%56) 2oy + OEY 1% 2 1K)

= (Op:(03)" X312 X39) 12y + OEN X5 f 226 IX3 9l 22(c)
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We can now use symbolic calculus in L?(G) and we obtain by Proposition 3.6 of [20],
(00=(05)"F,9) r2ary = (OP=(07)X1f:X39) 1y — €(OP(PY - Ao + QW - AJo7)X; £, X9 126
+ 0N fl ) IXi9l r2@))
= (0p-(07).+9) 12ar) — (0P (PY - A + QW - AGoI) f.9) 2 ()
+ O f |2 llgll 2 ary)
by (ZI5). We now use that x;o; = 0, whence X;o; = o; and also ngjAI),‘aj = A;}aj, %A;‘aj =
A()I‘O'j. Besides since x; = 1 on the support of o}, we deduce

gj(p(k) -A;aj + QW .A;I\O-;) — pW. A;Aaf’; + QW 'A;‘J;,
whence (2.17).
Let us now prove (ZI8]). We argue similarly and write in £(L?(M))
Op.(o1) = Y Op.(xjo1) = > X;0p.(x;o1)X; + O(e™)
1<<J 1<5<J
for N € N. Considering X; smooth, real-valued, compactly supported in a fundamental domain
and equal to 1 on the support of x;, we have

X;Op.(02) = Op.(X;02) = Op.(Xjo2)x, + O(e")
in £(L?*(G)) and we deduce that for 1 < j < J

(Opc(x;o1) © Op.(02)f,9) 2001y = <Opa(Xj0’1) o Opa(ijffz)zjfa %jg) et O £l z2anylgll 22 (ary)-

(@)

By symbolic calculus in G

(Op.(xjo1) © Op(02)f, 9) 2 (0r) = (Ops(Xjalaz —er)x;f, >?j9> Len T OE|I fllz2anll9ll 2 an)

(@)
with

r(z,A) = AX(xj01) - PV (X02) + A)(xjo1) - QW) (Xjo2) = xj(Apar - PN oy + Adoy - QW o)
where we have used that x; = 1 on the support of x;. Summing the contributions in j, we obtain

(Op.(01) 0 Op.(02)f,9) 2 (ar)
= Z <OPE(X]'(0102 —e(A%a1 - PV oy 4+ Aday - QW 72)))x; [, %jg)

1<5<J 2@
+OE* N flz2anllgl r2(ar)
= Z <OPE(XJ(0102 —e(Apoy - PW oy + Aoy - QW o) f, 9) 2

1<j<J
+OE | fllz2anllgllz2ar)

because both X; and Y; are equal to 1 on the support of x;. Finally, using >, <X =1, we
obtain

(Opc(01) © Opc(02) f, 9) 2001y = (Opg(0102 —e(Apor - PV oy + Aoy - QW a3)) f, 9>

+ O If 2w gl 2 ary ).

whence the result. U
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e Proof of Property (7).

Proof of Proposition[2.8. Here again, we reduce by using a partition of unity to the case of o as
in (5) above, with a fundamental domain B containing 1¢. We introduce the associated function
X € C°(B) such that xo = 0. We observe that yo. = 0. and we use Proposition 3.4 of [20] to
write for f,g € L?(M),
(Op=(9)f,9) L2(ary = (OP(0)X S X9) 12 ()
= (Op.(02)X [ X9) 2(c) + O Ixf 2 lIxgll L2 (@)
= (Op.(02)f,9) 2oy + OV I f 2oy 9l 22 ()

which concludes the proof. O

B.2. Time-averaged semi-classical measures. We give here comments about the proof of
Proposition 2121 Note that when V = 0, Theorem 2.10(ii)(2) in [2I] implies the statement, except
for the continuity of the map t +— I'ydv;. The key observation is that for any symbol o € Ay,

1 1

2 2
(B.1) = —%AM _ &2y, Ope(a)] =~ [—%AM, Ope(a)} +0(e)

in £(L?(G)) by the boundedness of V. As a consequence, the results of Theorem 2.10(ii)(2) in [21]
without potential passes to the case with a bounded potential. Note in particular that we do not
need any analyticity on the potential. The two points of Proposition 212l derive from relation (B.I]).

For (1), using Proposition 2.7 and multiplying (B.I]) by ¢, one gets that for any symbol o € Ag
and 6 € LY(G),

[ 0ot ) HOIu o A At = 0
RxGxG
which implies the commutation of T'y(x, \) with H()) and thus the relation 219

Let us now prove the transport equation and the continuity property; Let Hg{\) be the projector on
the n-th eigenspace of H(\). We prove here the continuity of the map t — (Hg‘) Ftlz*Hg‘),’ytlf).

Since IV ¢ Ay, it is necessary to regularize the operator Hg‘)a(a:,)\)ﬂg‘) for 0 € Ap. In that
purpose, we fix y € C*°(R) such that 0 < x <1, x(u) = 1 for on |u| > 1 and x(u) = 0 for |u| < 1/2.
We consider o € Ay a symbol strictly supported inside a fundamental domain of M and associate
with it the symbol

ot (@, \) = x(uH )TV o (@, VIV, neN, ue (0,1].

In view of Corollary 3.9 in [2I], this symbol belongs to the class S~ of regularizing symbols.
Besides, it is also supported inside a fundamental domain of M. Fix n € N and consider the map

t = (0Pl (1), (1)) = Lue(t)
where 9°(t) is a family of solutions to (L3]) for some family of initial data (¢§)s>0.

Lemma B.1. The map t — (Ope(a(“’"))wa(t),zba(t)) s equicontinuous with respect to the param-
eter e € (0,1).

We recall that from Theorem 2.5 (i) of [2I] we have for all o € Ag, x and u as above, § € L'(R),
and p,p’ € N with p # p/,

(B2) /R@(t) (Op. (I x (uH (X))o 1Ly )= (1), 4= (1)) dt = O(e)
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Proof. For any symbol o € Agy, we have

2
4 Op:()0.07(0) = 2 ([Opu(o). =G w ~ 27| w0070
(.3) = 5 (Op. (o HOW (), 07(6) — - (OpaV - m\(V)o )i (1), 47 (1))
~ 55 (OPL(Ba0) (0,4(1) = 5 (1Op.(). V] 0* (0,45 (1).

For o™ (which commutes with H()\)) we have

d

2
Gtuclt) = 5 ([00l0™™), =5 s = V(0,070

2
1 1
—— (Ope(V - (Ve ) (1), 07 (1)) = 5 (OPe(Bara ™) (1), ¥°(1)) + O()
where we used [Op.(c(®™),V] = O(¢) in L(L*(M)) by Proposition 271 By Lemma 4.1 in [21],
there exists oy (x, \) such that

(B.4) VA (V)o ™ (2, A) = [0y (2, \), H(V)]

(V- (V)oi(z,\) = ((n + g)z’Z()‘) — %AM> o) (2, \)

The proof of these relations is discussed at the end of the proof of Proposition where we use
quite similar properties. We then write for ¢,t € R,

buclt) — tuclt) =~ [ (Op.llon, HONY(),07(5) s
5 [ (Op.tBaua (), 07(5)) s + Ofcl — )
Besides, using (B3) for the symbol o1, we deduce
— L (0D, HONDW (0,4()) =~ (104 (00), VI (1), 47(1)) — = & (O (o) (01,471
2 (OnV T (Vo) (1), 45(1)) — = (Op.Awo ) (1), (1)

This implies

uclt) = tuclt) = =3 [ (00 2 0V)n)u (9. 0°(5)) ds = 5 [ (OplBasrs)i (o). 07(s)) s

1 21
+ Ot — 1))
d t
(B.5) = (n+3) / (0p- (2N )y (s),0(5)) ds + O(elt — )
tl
which concludes the proof. ]

The continuity of the map ¢ (Hg{\)Ftlé*HS{\),% 1;-) follows from Lemma [B.Il and the Arzela-

Ascoli theorem. Note that, equation (B.E]) of the proof of Lemma [B.] also implies the transport
equation (2.20)).
Finally, let us prove Point (2) of Proposition 212 We use the relation

-2, 0p.(0)] = 0D, ([H(N),0]) ~ 20p.(V - 7(V)a) ~ <Op.(Anr0).
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together with (Bl). We denote by ¢; the scalar measure I'ydvy;1,+ and we use that for the finite
dimensional representations 7%, we have W(O’“)(‘/j) = iw;. In the limit ¢ — 0, we obtain that for
any 6 € L'(R) and o € Ay commuting with H()),

/ O Te(V - (V) )Ty (a2, ) )y (e, Nt + / O(t)iw - Vo (a, w)ds (2, w)dt = 0.
RxM x3* Rx M xv*

Since T'y commutes with H(\) and V - m(V)o is off-diagonal when o is diagonal (see (B.4), we
deduce that the first term of the left-hand side of the preceding relation is 0. Therefore,

/ O(t)w - Vo(z,w)ds(x,w)dt =0,
Rx M xv*
which implies the invariance of ¢ (x,w) by the map (z,w) — (Exp(sw - V)z,w), s € R.

APPENDIX C. WAVE PACKET SOLUTIONS TO THE SCHRODINGER EQUATION

We assume here V = 0. We prove that the solution of ([3)) with an initial datum which is a
wave packet can be approximated by a wave packet. We focus on the case where the harmonics
verify &1 = &5 = hg, see the discussion preceding Remark for more details. We work in G,
keeping in mind that by Remark 2.6] the result extends to M. Note that the results of this section
give in particular a second proof of the necessary part of Theorem [[4] in case V = 0.

Proposition C.1. Let u®(t) be the solution of equation (L3) with V = 0 and initial data of the
form

Ug =W ;07)\0 (CL, h07 h0)7
where (zg, o) € M x (3% \ {0}), a € S(G) and hy is the first Hermite function. Then, there exists
a map (t,x) — a(t,z) in CY(R,S(G)) such that for all k € N,

u(t, ) = WPy, (alt, ), ho, ho) + O(Ve)
in XE (see @R) for definition), with

x(t) = Exp <th(>‘°)> xo.

In particular, this proposition means that, contrarily to what happens in Riemannian manifolds,
there are wave packet solutions of the Schrédinger equation which remain localized even in very long
time (of order ~ 1 independently of €). For example, this is not the case for the torus (see [1L [11])
or semi-classical completely integrable systems (see [2]).

In what follows, we use the notation 7*(X) for denoting the operator such that
FXH) = (X)F(f), ¥f € Hy

where X € g (recall that X f is defined in (L2))). Using an integration by part in the definition of
F(Xf)(N) and the fact that (7))* = 7, we obtain in particular

—x

(C.1) X (m)®p, ®o) = (7 X)) Dy, Bo)
and, in view of ([T]), we have
A A .
(C2) TP = VNG, and 7N@Q)Y) =iV

We recall that extending the definition to —Ag, we have 7*(—Ag) = H(A) where H()\) is the
Harmonic oscillator
d
(©3) HO) = NS (- +€).
j=1
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Of course, we also have the relations

d d
A
(C.4) HO) ==Y (V) Z( 24 1(Q) >)2>.
j=1 j=1
In the sequel, in order to simplify notations, since A = \q is fixed, we write P; and @; instead of
Pj()‘o) and Qg-)‘o). We also use the notation II,, instead of TI{*).

Proof of Proposition [C1l We construct a function v®(¢,z) of the form

. A
(C.5) VE(t,x) = [Ao|Y2e7P/2 <a€(t, 51 (xg 1x))7r;\z,1xho,ho) S A=3

which solves for all ¢t € R,
1
(C.6) 100" + §Agv€ = 0(Ve)

in all the spaces 7, k& € N. More precisely, we look for o°(t,z) = Zlee%aj(t,:n), for some
N € N to be fixed later and some maps (t,z) — o;(t,z) that are smooth maps from R x G to
L(L*(RY)), and we shall require that oo(t,z) = a(t,z)Id for some smooth function @ satisfying
a(0,x) = a(x) (note that, more rigorously, these operator-valued maps are the values at A = A\g of
fields of operators o;(t, 2, \) over the spaces Hy = L?(R%) of representations, as the symbols of the
pseudodifferential calculus). Then, an energy estimate shows that u®(t) — v¥(¢) = O(y/€) in L*(G)
for all t € R.

In view of (A, it is equivalent to construct a family v°(¢,z) = EQ/4ve(t,x(t)5\/g(a:)) which
satisfies

10" ZdZ()\O) ° + AGv = 0(eve)

and

N
(C.7) =3 et (ot o)m ' a@hoiho), NEN.
7=0

We emphasize that if we look for operators o;(t,z) which are of finite rank, then, decomposing
o;(t,z)ho on the Hermite basis, the function (o;(t, ) 20 e ()05 hg) is a sum of terms of the form

Ao
(aj,ﬁ(tyx)ﬂ'(ssil/ (x)hO, hﬁ)
which means that v°(¢) satisfying (CH) is indeed a sum of wave packets.

Let us now construct the operators o;(t,x). In order to simplify the notations, we set Sy = |)\0|%

and

d 1
=i=-2ZM) _ Z A,
L 22 ;8¢

Note that
d
’L'EZ()\O)F;\O = —507?20
and that Sy is such that H(\g)hg = 2Sphg. We denote by IIy the orthogonal projector on the

eigenspace of H(\g) for the eigenvalue 2Sy. For any operator-valued o (¢, x), we have the following
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result:

. S 1
(iedy — c)(a(t,x)wgil/z (o) 05h0) = ?O(a(t,x)wgil/z (e h0: ho) — E(a(t,g;)ﬂr(Ao)wgiw () 0+ ho)
1 .
+ ﬁ(Va(t, z) .ﬂxo(v)wgiw (e h0s ho) + ((i€0, — L)a (2, x)wgiw (2105 10)

where Vo - TIY(V) = Z§i1 V;olI* (V). Equivalently, we can write the latter relation under the
more convenient form:

. 1
(iedy — £)(J(t,:13)7r;\;71/2 ()10, 0) = 2_6([H()\0),o—(t,:E)]w(?:il/z(m)ho, ho)

1 A A
%(Va(t,x) - O(V)Wci:,w @)

Therefore, for 0y = a € C' (R, S(G)) a scalar map, we have

(C.8) - ho, ho) + ((i€0; — ﬁ)a(t,a;)ﬂg\f oy ho).

—1/2 ()

. A o £ A
(1edy — £)(00(t,:17)7r5571/2 (x)ho, ho) = (7“0(15,:1:)7?(55071/2 (x)ho, ho)
with
1 .
(C.9) ro(t, ) :%(Vao(t,x) '77)‘0(‘/')7@:’71/2 (ho; ho) + ((i€d; — ﬁ)Uo(taﬂf)Wg\il/Q ()P0 ho)

In other words, for any o((t, ) which is scalar, the rest term is of order =12 At the end of the
proof, we will specify our choice of oy in (CI4).

We now focus on constructing correction terms in order to compensate the rest term 75(z). Note
that since Ilghg = hg, we also have

1
ri(ta) == (MoVoo(to) - (VN
The second term involves the scalar operator (icd; — L)og(t, x) which commutes with Iy while the
first one depends on IIgVoq(t,x) - 79(V) which does not. For constructing o1(t, ), we use the
computation (C.8)) and the fact that for symbols o(t,z) that anti-commute with H()g), one can
find (¢, x) such that o(t,z) = [H(\g), 0(t, x)].

e Construction of the approzimate solution up to /. We have already noticed in Section [B.2]
that if

ho, h()) + ((iEat — ,C)O'()(t, x)ﬂg\o hg, ho)

—1/2 ()

d
HO(tax) = _ﬁ Z (Pjao(tvx)ﬂ)\o (Q]) - Q]'O-O(ux)ﬂ)\o(Pj)) ’
Jj=1

we have the following relations that we prove below

(C.10) Voolt,z) - 7°(V) = —[H(Xo), 0o (t, )],

(C.ll) H()(V@Q(t,x) . 7'(')\0 (V))HO = %Ho (igZ’\an(t,x) — %Ago'o(t,x)> H() = %Hoﬁo‘o(t,x).

Therefore, setting
g1 (t, LZ') = 2H090(t, LZ'),
and using (C.8)), we obtain that

. 1
(ZEat — ﬁ)(o‘l (t, ‘T)ﬂ-g\f,l/g (m)ho, ho) = —E(Vao(t, x) . 71')\0(‘/)71'?5071/2 (m)ho, h())

1 .
+ %(ﬁao(t, :13)7?3\:71/2 (syh0s ho) + ((i€d, — L) (¢, x)wgiw (2105 120)
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Therefore, the function v5(¢, ) = ((oo(t, x)++/co1(t, 1’))7‘(’?0

c—1/2

(ic0y — L)0i(t,x) = ri(t,x) + O(eVe)

(x)ho, ho) satisfies in X¥ the equation

with
ri(tx) = —VE(Lor(ta)ms® o, ho) +i(@oo(ta)ms o, ho).

e Construction of the approximate solution up to €. We observe that by construction 6y(¢,x)
and o1 (t, z) anticommute with H(\g). Therefore, there exists os(t,x) such that

(C.12) Lor(t,a) = 5[H (M), oa(t, )],

and the function 05 (¢, ) = ((o0(t, x)++v/e01(t, x)+e/eoa(t, x))ﬂg\‘lm (10> hg) satisfies the equation

(iedy — L)5(t, z) = r5(t,x) + O(eVe)
with

r5(t, x) = e(Voo(t, x) - 70 (V)ﬂ'g\(l ho, ho) + ie(0roo(t, a;)ﬂg\oil/z ()05 ho).

1/2 (z)

At this stage of the proof, we observe that by choosing an adequate term o3, the off-diagonal part
of Vog - m°(V) can be treated in the same manner than the off-diagonal term L. Finally we are
left with

5%(757 l‘) = ((0(t7 l‘) + \/50'1 (t7 l‘) + 6\/50-2@7 $) + 520_3@7 $))7T§\071/2 (x)h07 hO)

and the equation
(iedy — L)5(t, ) = r5(t, z) + O(e3/?)
with
ri(t,x) = e((ido0 +ToVoa(t, x) - m (V)o)m3° | . ho ho).

e Construction of the approzimate solution up to £/%. For concluding the proof, we use the
specific form of the term Iy Voo (t, x) - 70 (V)IIy. We claim, and we prove below, that there exists
a selfadjoint differential operator £ such that

(C.13) o Voo(t, z) - 7 (Vg = Loo(t, z)Ip.
Therefore, it is enough to choose the function o((t,x) as the solution of the equation
(C.14) idyoo(t,x) + Log(t,z) =0 00(0,z) = a(x).

e Proof of relations (CI0), (CII) and (CI3). Let us begin with (CI0). Using (C2)) and (C3),

we get that for 1 < 7 < d there holds
[H (o), 7°(Q;)] = 2i| A7 (P;) and [H(Xo), " (P;)] = —2i|Ao|m™(Q;).

Therefore
1 d
[H()‘O)v 60] - - 21’)\’ Z(PjUO[Hv ﬂ-)\o (Q])] - QJUO[Hv W(AO)(P])])
j=1
d
==Y (Pioom™(P}) + Q00 (Q;))
j=1
= —Vog-1(V)
which gives (CI0).
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The relation (CIT]) is a direct application of Lemma B.2 in [21] which states that if

2d d
T .= Z leﬂ')‘o(vj'l) o Z (Pj277)\0 (Qj2) — Qj27r>\0 (P]2)> )
j1:1 j2:1

then .
11,71, = || <(n + g)z(w + %AG> I

where II,, denotes the orthogonal projector on Vect(hs, |a| = n) (recall that II,, depends on g
since it is defined from H()\g) but we omit this fact in the notation). Note that these relations are
nothing but consequences of the elementary properties of the creation-annihilation operators Jg;
and ;.

Let us now prove the claim (C.I3]).We use the notations of [2I] and introduce the operators

1
Rj = -

. = 1 .
2(P] — ZQ]'), and Rj = §(PJ +ZQ]').

By (@7), the operators 70 (R;) = |/\o| (¢, + &) and 0 (R;) = ¥ I/\o\ (0¢; — &;) are the creation-
annihilation operators associated Wlth the harmonic oscillator H (/\0) The well-known recursive
relations of the Hermite functions give for « € N and j =1,...,d,

Vol _ 1/
7T)‘O(Rj)ha = ‘2 0 \/ZOZjha_lj (Rj)ha = \/ i+ 1 a+1;-

In the preceding formula, we use the convention hq—1;, = 0 as soon as a; = 0. Actually, one has

7(Rj)ho = 0. We will also use the expression of Ilyw(R;) that derives from these formula.

Let us now compute oy. Starting from
d

(P (Qy) — Qjm™ (P, ——2zZ Rym(R;) — Ry (Ry)),
j=1

and using IIym*(R;) = 0, we obtain

My -
oi(t,z) = —ﬁ Z Rja(t, z)n™ (R;).
j=1

Therefore o1 = Ilyo1Il; can be written

d
9 _
H00'1H1 = —/\— Rja(t,:E)H()ﬂ')\o (R])
Aol <=
We deduce from (CI2]) that
1
Aol

Therefore
2
0'2(75733) ‘)\0‘2 Z
;

d
LR;a(t, z)gm 0 (R;).
=1
We now use that for any operator-valued o(t, x),

d
Vo -T(V) =2 (Rrom™(Ry) + Reom™ (Ry))
k=1
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and we obtain

d
4 _ _
Voo - II(V) = TP Y (ReLRjalt, x)om™ (R;)m™ (Ry) + RpLRja(t, 2) o™ (R;)m™ (Ry)).
7,k=1

When computing the diagonal part of the operator above or, more precisely IIoV oy 1o (V)Ip, we
use Iom(R;)m(Ry) = Hom(Rg)w(R;) = 0 when j # k and we find

H(]VO'Q -H)\O( H(] ==

d
| ZR LRja(t, )Ty (R;)m*(R;).

0 |

Using
) 1 . ) .
RjR; = (P} +Q)) + %Z(AO) and  [Rj, Rj] = %Z(AO),
we obtain
RiLR; = (L —iZPNR;R; and Tlyn™(R;)m™(R;) = —@HO
and therefore
5 M
oV, - T (V)T = — Tl Z: — 2R R;ally
:_i(ﬁ_ig(/\o))(lA ng( 0))all
Aol 4
1 d (Ao) ;12z(Xo)
= =3l ——1)] 2w — —AG (Ag + 1dZ70)ally
which concludes the proof of (CI3]) with
~ 1 d 1
— 2 (Ro) _ = id.z (M)
Ee g (o0 2 a0 (ae ez
that is clearly self-adjoint. O

In case the harmonics of the initial wave packet are no more equal to hg, e.g.
ug = WPS o, 20 (@5 Py ha)

with a € N? of length n, the operator I,V oom(V)II,, is not scalar: it is matricial since one must add
terms of the form (bg(t,z)m)0he, hp) for all 3 € N of length n. Equation (CI4) is then replaced
by an equation with values in finite-rank operators. Setting F'(og) = II,,Voor(V)II,, F is a linear
map on the set S(G, L(V},)) where V,, = Vect(hq, |a| = n). We endow this set of matrix-valued
functions with the scalar product (a,b) = [, Trzv,)(a(z)b(z))dz. Then, one can define two linear
maps A and S such that FF = S + A with S self-adjoint, A skew symmetric and Ao S = S o A.
Observing that o¢(0) = a(x)Idy, € KerA, one then solves i000 = F(0g) in KerA, which induces
the solution o¢(t) = e 5 (0). As a conclusion, noticing that the argument would be the same for

WP 70,\0 ((I, h«/, ha)

for a # v, we deduce the following remark from the linearity of the equation and the fact that the
set of Hermite functions generates L?(R?).

Remark C.2. The solution to (IL3)) with V = 0 and initial data which is a wave packet is asymptotic
to a wave packet in finite time.
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