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SHARP DECAY RATE FOR THE DAMPED WAVE EQUATION WITH
CONVEX-SHAPED DAMPING

CHENMIN SUN

ABSTRACT. We revisit the damped wave equation on two-dimensional torus where the damped region
does not satisfy the geometric control condition. It was shown in [AL14] that, for sufficiently regular
damping, the damped wave equation is stale at a rate sufficiently close to t~*. We show that if the
damping vanishes like a Holder function |ar:|57 and in addition, the boundary of the damped region is
locally strictly convex with positive curvature, the wave is stable at rate t71+#, which is better
than the known optimal decay rate I for strip-shaped dampings of the same Holder regularity.
Moreover, we show by example that the decay rate is optimal. This illustrates the fact that the sharp
energy decay rate depends not only on the order of vanishing of the damping, but also on the shape of
the damped region. The main ingredient of the proof is the averaging method (normal form reduction)
developed by Hitrik and Sjostrand ([Hil][Sj]).

1. INTRODUCTION

1.1. Background. Let (M, g) be a compact Riemannian manifold with the Beltrami-Laplace operator
A. Consider the damped wave equation

O2u— Au+ a(2)0u =0, in Ry x M,
(u, Opu)|4=0 = (ug,u1), in M,

(1.1)

where a(z) > 0 is the damping. The well-posedness of (1.1) is a consequence of the Lumer-Philips
theorem and the maximal dissipative property of the generator

= (2 o) -2

on the Hilbert space H := H'(M) x L?>(M). For a solution (u,du) € H'(M) x L?*(M), the energy
defined by
1 1
Elu)(t) := SIVu@Ilz2ar) + 5110001200,

is decreasing in time:

d

@ Bl(r) = - /Ma|8tu|2 <.

A basic question is the decay rate of the energy as t — +oo.

It was proved by Rauch-Taylor [RaT] (0M = () and by Bardos-Lebeau-Rauch [BLR] (OM # 0)
that, for continuous damping a € C(M), if the set w = {a > 0} verifies the geometric control condition
(GCC), then there exists ag > 0 such that the uniform stabilization holds:

E[u](t) < E[u](0)e”®!, vt > 0. (1.3)
1
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If (GCC) for w = {a > 0} is not satisfied, there are very few cases that the uniform stabilization
(1.3) holds (see [BG17] and [Zh])’. Lebeau [Le93] constructed examples with arbitrary slowly decaying
initial data in the energy space H'(M) x L?(M). Nevertheless, if the initial data is more regular,
say in H?(M) x HY(M), the uniform decay rate 1/log(1 + t) holds ([Le93]). Since then, intensive
research activities focus on possible improvement of the logarithmic decay rate for regular initial data,
in special geometric settings.

Beyond (GCC), the determination of better decay rate for special manifolds M and special dampings
depends on at least the following factors from the existing literature:

(a) The dynamical properties for the geodesic flow of the underlying manifold M.

(b) The dimension of the trapped rays as well as relative positions between trapped rays and the
boundary d{a > 0} of the damped region.

(c) Regularity and the vanishing properties of the damping a near 9{a > 0}.

It is known that the energy decay rate is linked to the averaged function along the geodesic flow (;:

1 T
ps Ar(a)(p) == ~ / aop)dt, peT M.
0

T
Indeed, (GCC) is equivalent to the lower bound Az (p) > ¢p > 0 for some T > 0 large enough on the
sphere bundle S*M. Roughly speaking, when the geodesic flow is “unstable”, one may improve the
energy decay rate (see [No| for more detailed explanation and references therein). As an illustration
of (a), when M is a compact hyperbolic surface, Jin [Ji] shows the exponential energy decay rate for
regular data living in H2(M) x H'(M). In this direction, we refer also [BuC],[Ch],[CSVW],[Riv] and
references therein.

The polynomial decay rate is the intermediate situation between the logarithmic decay rates and the
exponential decay rates, exhibited in less chaotic geometry like the flat torus and bounded domains (see
[LiR][BHO5][PhO7][AL14] and references therein), where the generalized geodesic flows are unstable.
We refer [LLe],[BZu] for other situations of polynomial stabilization, where the undamped region is a
submanifold.

We point out that the factor (a) is almost decisive for the observability (and exact controllability)
of wave and Schrédinger equations. Comparing with the observability for the wave equation where
(GCQ) is the only criteria (see [BLR] [BGI7]), the stabilization problem is more complicated. Indeed,
it was shown in [AL14] (Theorem 2.3) that the observability for the Schrédinger semigroup in some
time 7" > 0 implies automatically that the damped wave is stable at rate 3. However, this decay rate
is not optimal in general. On the two-dimensional torus, if the damping function is regular enough
and vanishing nicely, the decay rate can be very close to t~* ( [BH05][AL14]). Even when the damping
is the indicator of a vertical (or horizontal) strip, the optimal decay rate is known to be =3 (the lower
bound was obtained by Nonnenmacher in [AL14] and the upper bound was obtained in [St]). These
results provide evidences of factors (b) and (c) mentioned previously. As explained in [AL14], the
significant difference to the controllability problem is that, there is no general monotonicity property

1f the trapped rays are all grazing on the boundary d{a > 0}, the uniform stabilization (1.3) can be characterized
(see [BG17] and [Zh]) by relative positions of the grazing trapped rays and a > 0.
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of the type: a; < ag implies the decay rate associated to as is better (or worse) than the decay rate
associated to a;.

In this article, we revisit the polynomial stabilization for wave equations on flat torus. Our main
result reveals that, with the same vanishing order, the curvature of the boundary of the damped region
also affects the energy decay rate of damped wave equations.

1.2. The main result. We concern the polynomial decay rate for (1.1) on the two-dimensional flat
torus M = T? := R?/(2nZ)*:

02u — Au+ a(2)0u =0, in Ry x T? (1.4)

(’LL, atu)|t:0 = (’LL(],ul), in T2. .
To present the main result, we introduce some definitions.
Definition 1.1. We say that (1.4) is stable at rate t~¢, if there exists C > 0, such that all the
solution u with initial data (ug,u1) € H? := H?(T?) x H'(T?) satisfies

1 —
(Elu](®))2 < Ct™%[(uo, u1) 32

We say that the rate t= is optimal, if moreover

1
limsupt® sup M > 0.

t—+oo  0A(ug,ur)er? |[(0, u1) |32
Next we introduce the class of damping that we will consider:

Definition 1.2. Let m,k € N, o > 0 and ko < 1. The function class D™ (T4) is defined by:
DT = {f € C™(TY) : [0 Sae |F1'71717, Vo] < k).

Note that D™ko1 ¢ D™ko2 if o1 < oy and koy < 1. This class contains non-negative functions
which vanish like Holder functions. One typical example is

a1(z) = b(2)(max{0,0.1 — |2|})7 € D™™ (T?),

where 0 < L, b€ C™(T?%) and infpa b > 0. The associated damped region is {z € T? : a;(z) > 0} =
{z € T?: |z| < 0.1} is a disc. Another example is the strip-shaped damping as(z) = as(z) such that
{z € T? : as(z) > 0} := (—0.1,0.1); x T, and for some m > 4,

——as(z) < 0 near z = 0.1 and ——ag(z) > 0 near x = —0.1.

dz™ dx™
It was shown in Lemma 3.1 of [BHO5] that ay € D (T?).
For a € D™, we denote by X, := d{a(z) > 0}. Let ’]I'1247B := R?/(2mrA x 27B) be a general flat
torus defined via the covering map 74 5 : R? — ']I‘1247 B

Definition 1.3. An open set w C ']I‘EL g 18 said to be locally strictly convex with positive curvature, if
the boundary of each component of WZ}B(w) C R? is C? and has strictly positive curvature, as a closed
curve in R%. Sometimes, we also say that the boundary is locally strictly conver.

Our main result is the following:
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1
Theorem 1.1. Let 5 > 4, m > 10. Assume that a > 0, a € D™ and the open set w = {z € T? :
a(z) > 0} is locally strictly convex with positive curvature. Assume that a(z) is locally Hélder of order
B near Ow, in the sense that there exists Ry > 1, such that
1
R—Odist(z,&u)ﬁ < a(z) < Rodist(z,0w)?, for z € w near dw.
2 2
Then the damped wave equation (1.4) is stable at rate t_HW.Moreover, the decay rate 1 g
optimal in the following sense: there exists a damping ag(z), satisfying all the hypothesis above with
2
B =m > 10, such that the associated damped wave equation (1.4) cannot be stable at rate t_l+m_e,
for any € > 0.

Remark 1.4. As a comparison, if a(z) = a(x) depends only on one direction (supported on the
vertical strip w) and is locally Holder of order 8 near dw, the optimal stable rate is fHﬁ (see
[KI][DKI]) which is worse than 7179557 Our result provides examples that, with the same local
Holder regularity, smaller damped regions better stabilize the wave equation. To the best knowledge
of the author, Theorem 1.1 also provides the first example where not only the vanishing order of the
damping can affect the stable rate, but also the shape of the boundary of the damped region.

w2

T2 = R?/(2Z)? ‘

The damping a; generates better decay rate than as

ar(z) = (0.1 = [2))7, aa(2) = (0.5 — |=])"

Remark 1.5. In the case of rectangular Holder regular damping a(z) = a(z), the optimal decay
rate is shown to be ¢ 1T ([KI][DKI]) for all > 0. In our result, the regularity assumptions
8 > 4,m > 10 in the first part and § > 10 in the second part of Theorem 1.1 might be relaxed, as
far as tools of microlocal analysis can still be applied (for example, the paradifferential calculus for
low-regularity symbols). We leave open the problem to determine whether the optimal decay rate
fHﬁ in Theorem 1.1 can be extended to rough dampings (i.e. small 5 > 0), as well as the case
where a(z) is an indicator function for a strictly convex subset.

Remark 1.6. It was shown in [AL14] that, when the damping satisfies |Va| < Ca'" % for large enough
B, then (1.4) is stable at rate ¢\ (Theorem 2.6 of [AL14]). With an additional assumption on
|V2a| < C’al_%, our proof of Theorem 1.1 essentially provides an alternative proof of this rougher
stable rate. Indeed, we need one more condition for |[V2a| only to perform the normal form reduction

in the Section 5. Once reduced to the one-dimensional setting, we are able to apply the same argument
of Burg-Hitrik [BHO5].

Remark 1.7. For the reason of exhibition, we have used a contradiction argument and the notion of
semiclassical defect measures in the proof of Theorem 1.1. Comparing to the argument of [AL14], we
do not make use of second semiclassical measures.
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Finally we give some microlocal interpretation of Theorem 1.1. It is known that the decay rate of
the damped wave equation is related to the time average along geodesics (see [No]). As the damping
has conormal singularities at the boundary dw of the damped region, the decay rate depends more
precisely on the reflected and transmitted energy of waves concentrated on trapped rays. If along
the conormal direction, the damping is more regular, its interaction with transversal free waves is
weaker (analog to the high-low frequency interaction), hence the transmission effect is stronger than
the reflection, and consequently, the decay rate is better. When the boundary dw of the damped
region is convex, the average of the damping along any direction gains % local Holder regularity, near
the vanishing points along the transversal direction (see Proposition 4.4 for details). This heuristic
indicates that, with the same local Holder regularity near the boundary (of the damped region), the
convex-shaped damping has better stable rate for (1.4), than strip-shaped dampings (that are invariant
along one direction).

1.3. Resolvent estimate. The proof of Theorem 1.1 relies on Borichev-Tomilov’s criteria of the
polynomial semi-group decay rate and the corresponding resolvent estimate for £ given in (1.2):

Proposition 1.8 ([BoT10]). We have Spec(L)NiR = 0. Then, the following statements are equivalent:
, _ 1
(a) ||(ix— L) 1H£(H) < CA@ for all N € R, N > 1;
(b) The damped wave equation (1.1) is stable at rate t~.

By Proposition 1.8 and Proposition 2.4 of [AL14], the proof of Theorem (1.1) can be reduced to
the following semiclassical resolvent estimate:

1
Theorem 1.2. Let § > 4, m > 10. Assume that a > 0, a € D™ and the open set w := {z € T? :
a(z) > 0} is locally strictly convex with positive curvature. Assume that a(z) is locally Holder of order
B near Ow, in the sense that there exists Ry > 1, such that

1
R—dist(z,&u)ﬁ < a(z) < Rodist(z,0w)?, for z € w near dw.
0

Then there exist hy € (0,1) and Cy > 0, such that for all 0 < h < hyg,
|(=h2A = 1+ iha(2) ™ oz < Coh™ 5.

Moreover, there exists a damping function ag(z), satisfying the hypothesis above with 8 = m > 10,
such that

1(=h2A — 1+ ihag(2)) || gzazey) > Ch™2 T,

As a comparison, let us recall the main resolvent estimate in [DKI][KI], corresponding to the optimal

1
energy decay rate +~1%543 when the damping a(z) depends only on z variable and is locally Holder
of order ~v:

Theorem 1.3 ([DKI|[KI]). Let v > 0. Assume that W = W (x) > 0 and {W > 0} is disjoint unions
of vertical strips (aj, B;)z x Ty and {W > 0} # T2. Assume moreover that for each j € {1,--- 1},

C1Vj(z) < W(x) < CoVj(x) on (o, B),
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where Vj(x) > 0 are continuous functions on (o, f;), satisfying

(x—0aj), o<z < 3<le+5]'7
Vi(e) = (15)
aj + 38;
(B — )7, % <z < pj.

Then there exist hg € (0,1) and C > 0 such that for all 0 < h < hy,
[(=h2A = 1+ kW ()" o(12) < Ch™2 772,

Furthermore, the above resolvent estimate is optimal, in the sense that there exists quasi-modes
(un)o<h<hg, such that

1
lunllzz =1, [[(=R2A =1+ bW (2))unl| 2 (p2) = O(R*F72).

In the rest of the article, we will prove Theorem 1.2. The proof is based on a contradiction argument.
This leads to the fact that the semiclassical measure associated to quasi-modes (up)p~o of order

0(h2+ﬁ) is non-zero along finitely many closed trajectories with periodic directions on the phase
space. On the other hand, it turns out that the restriction of semiclassical measure to any periodic
direction is zero, which leads to a contradiction. This analysis follows from a second microlocalization
procedure and will be achieved in three major steps:

e In Section 3, using the positive commutator method, we show that the semiclassical measure
corresponding to the transversal high frequency part of scale 2 h_%_ﬁ is zero.

e In Section 5, we deal with scales for transversal low frequencies. Using the averaging method,
we transfer quasi-modes (up)p>0 to new quasi-modes (vp,)n>0, satisfying new equations that
commute with the vertical derivative. This allows us to reduce the problem to the one-
dimensional setting. This is the key part of the proof, for which we need several elementary
properties of the averaging operator, presented in Section 4.

e In Section 6, we prove the reduced one-dimensional resolvent estimate (Proposition 6.1).

Furthermore, we prove in Section 7 the lower bound in Theorem 1.2. At the end of this article, we add
two appendices. In Appendix A, we reproduce the proof of Theorem 1.3 in order to be self-contained
and to fix some gaps in the paper of [DKI]. In Appendix B, we review several technical results about
the semiclassical pseudo-differential calculus, needed in Section 5.

Acknowledgment. The author is supported by the program: “Initiative d’excellence Paris Seine”
of CY Cergy-Paris Université and the ANR grant ODA (ANR-18-CE40- 0020-01). The author would
like to thank anonymous referee’s suggestions that help to improve this article.

2. CONTRADICTION ARGUMENT AND THE FIRST MICROLOCALIZATION

2.1. A priori estimate and the contradiction argument. We will adapt basic conventions for
notations in the semiclassical analysis ([Zw12]). Denote by P, = —h?A — 1 and we fix the parameter
o= % throughout this article. We denote by d;, a small parameter such that d, — 0 as h — 0. We

1 2
denote by A = h%@f a second semiclassical parameter. For the proof of Theorem 1.2, we fix §, = h28+5,
Theorem 1.2 is the consequence of the following key proposition:
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2
Proposition 2.1. Let uj, be a sequence of quasi-modes of width h?6;, with 6, = h2+5 i.e.
(Py + iha)up, = fr, = or2 (h25h).
Then if up, = Op2(1), we have up = or2(1).
The proof of Proposition 2.1 will occupy the rest of this article. We argue by contradiction. First

we delete all the zero elements in a given sequence of u;. Then, up to extracting a subsequence and
renormalization, we may assume that

[unllz2r2y = 1. (2.1)
The following a priori estimate is simple:

Lemma 2.2. We have the following a priori estimates:
L 1
(a) [la'2unl| 2 = o(hZ62) = o(h).
(b) PV up|72 = llunlz = o(h*dn).
Proof. Multiplying the equation (P, + iha)up = fr by Uy, and integrating by part, we get
1BV unll72 = lunlZz + ih(aun, un) g2 = (fa, un) 2.

Taking the imaginary part and the real part, we obtain (a) and (b), with respectively. O

Since the sequence (uy,)n>o is bounded L?(T?), there exist a subsequence, still denoted as (u)n>0,
and a Radon measure p on T*T?2, such that for any symbol a € C°(T*T?), there holds

Lim (Opp(a)up, un) 2 = (p, @) (2.2)

Below, we will denote u the semiclassical defect measure associated to this subsequence (up)p~q. For
the proof of this existence of semi-classical measure, one may consult Chapter 5 of [Zw12].

Lemma 2.3. we have

supp(){(z,¢) € T"T? : [¢| = 1} and p|yxgr2 = 0,
where w = {z € T? : a > 0}.
Proof. This property follows from the standard elliptic regularity which only requires quasi-mode for

Py, of order Op2(h). The damping term ihauy can be roughly treated as an error Oy2(h). For example,
one can consult Theorem 5.4 of [Zw12] for a proof. O

Let ¢; be the geodesic flow on T*T2. We recall the following invariant property of the semiclassical
measure:

Lemma 2.4. The semiclassical measure p is invariant by the flow ¢y, i.e.
PrH = p

Proof. This property holds true for quasi-mode of P, of order o72(h). From (a) of Lemma 2.2, we
have fp — ihaup = or2(h). The proof then follows from a standard propagation argument (see for
example Theorem 5.5 of [Zw12]). O
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2.2. Reducing to periodic trapped directions. In order to perform the finer analysis near trapped
rays, we need to do a change of coordinate, following [BZ12] and [AL14]. The spirit of the second-
microlocalization here is also close to the work [AM14].

By identifying T? = R?/(27Z)?, we decompose S' as rational directions

0.0 =, (p.q) € 2%, ged(p,q) =1}

VP tq
and irrational directions R := S'\ Q. Since the orbit of an irrational direction is dense, by Lemma
2.3 and Lemma 2.4, we have

Q:={Cest:¢=

p=plraco =Y fig
GeQ
It suffices to show that, for each (y = (poi’qo)z € Q, the restricted measure pi¢, is zero’. Denote by Ay,

\/pe+a?

the rank 1 submodule of Z? generated by Z¢ = (po, qo). Denote by
Ag ={C €R*: (-Eo =0}
the dual of the submodule Ag. Denote by
TZ, := (RAo/(2mAo)) x (Ay/(2nZ)* N Ag).

Then we have a natural smooth covering map 7z, : ']I'QEO — T? of degree pg + qg. The pullback of a
271 x 27 periodic function f satisfies

(72, /)X + kY +17) = (75, /)(X,Y), kl€Z (X)Y)eR?

where 7 = 27n/pg + q%.

’ ~
; ~
~

\\\AO

By pulling back to the torus TZ , we can identify the sequence (uy) C L*(T?) as (7%, up) C L*(TZ,)
and in this new coordinate system, (y = % = (0,1). The semi-classical defect measure p on T*T? is

the pushforward of the semi-classical measure associated to (7% up). Since the period of the torus Ton

2In fact, we only need to consider finitely many (o € Q, since when p? + ¢ is large enough, the associated periodic
direction is close to an irrational direction and the trajectory will eventually enter w.
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has no influence of the analysis in the sequel®, we will still use the notation T2 to stand for TZEO, the
variables z = (x,y),¢ = (§,n) to stand for variables Z = (X,Y), = on T*TE207 and assuming the period
to be 27 for simplicity. The only thing that will change is that the pre-image of the damping Wgol (w)
is now a disjoint union of p% + q(z] copies of w on ’]I'2EO, and each component is still strictly convex with
positive curvature. For this reason, in the hypothesis of Proposition 4.4, we assume that the boundary
of {a > 0} is made of disjoint unions of strictly convex curves.

3. ANALYSIS OF THE TRANSVERSAL HIGH FREQUENCIES

Recall that (o = (0,1), and our goal is to show that plec—¢, = 0. In this section, we deal with the
transversal high frequencies of size O(h™!) and use the positive commutator method to show these
portions are propagated into the flowout of the damped region w.

For the geodesic flow ¢; on T*T? and ¢ € S, we denote by ¢;(-,¢) : T? — T? the projection of the
flow map ;. By shifting the coordinate, we may assume

wo :=Ip x Ty C U et (-, Co) (W),
t€[0,27]
where

Iy = (—00,00) C m1({z:a(z) > cy > 0}), for some oy < %

and 7 : T? — T, the canonical projection. Therefore, there exist ¢y > 0, co > 0 sufficiently small and
Ty > 0, such that for any |[¢| = 1,20 € wo, |¢ — (o] < €0,

To
/0 (a0 ¢i)(z0,()dt > co > 0. (3.1)
©=01 supp(a)

I

To microlocalize the solution near ¢y, we pick 1y € C°(R) and consider u,ll = wo(hfg < )uh, then
. hD, . hD,
(P, + iha)uy, = fi = 1o - )fn — ih o o ), a]up.

Let 7 be the semiclassical measure of u}, then py = |¢(%) 1p.
Lemma 3.1. We have

1 1 1
laZujllz2 = o(h267),  |Ifallrz = o(h?6n).

3As we fix one periodic direction (o and consider the semi-classical limit A — 0, one does not need to worry about
the fact that the period 2m+/p2 + g2 may be very large.
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Proof. 1t suffices to show that f} = o;2(h%8),), and the first assertion follows from the same proof of
(a) of Lemma 2.2. By the symbolic calculus,
§

[0 ("22) ] = 5 hOpy (6 (£)2ra) + Opa (e 2h2).

€0 €0
From the pointwise inequality for the non-negative function a:

Va(a)]? < 2l|a]lw2eal), (3.2)

we have, for some C' > 0,

Ca — ‘eglwé(é)(‘)xa‘z >0 on T*T.

€0
Therefore, by the sharp Garding inequality, we get

Heo_lOph(l/Jé(é)@xa)uhHLz < C|(aup, un) 2|7 + Ch2 |ug| 2.
Together with (a) of Lemma 2.2, this implies that
) hD, 5
thwo(?),a]uhHLQ = o(hg) = o(h26y,).
The proof of Lemma 3.1 is complete. O

1
Recall that h = hééﬁ. Let ¢ € C(R), and consider
vn = YDy )up,  wy = (1= Y(ADy))up, (3.3)

In this decomposition, wy, corresponds to the transversal high frequency part, while v}, corresponds to
the transversal low frequency part for which will be treated in next sections. Note that

(Py + iha)op, = $(hDy) fiy — ih[:(Dz), aluy, =: T4, (34)
and
(P + iha)wy = (1 = 9 (hDz)) fj, + ih[ip(hDxz), aluy, = ra. (3.5)
We need to show that the commutator term h[i)(hD,), aJu} can be viewed as the remainder:

Lemma 3.2. We have
Ir10llz2 + lIrenllz = o(h*61) = o(hh?).
Consequently, from Lemma 2.2,
1
laZvillz2 + a2 w2 = o(h267) = ofh).
Proof. According to the symbolic calculus,
il (hDs), a] = hOpy(¥'(§)dwa) + CH*Opy(92¢ - 97a) + O (12 (h°).

Using the fact that ¢ € D™2% and ¢ < %, we have a3 € C2?(T?). Applying the special symbolic
calculus Lemma B.3 (b) with x = am(a%), by = a? and ¢ =1, we have

S0P/ (£)2:) =0y (/()0u(at))at — < HOD, (6 (€)0r(a3) - 0o (a)) + Opay(2).
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Applying Lemma B.3 (a) with k = b = 8x(a%), o = 1", we have

h h

—20p(0(€)0,(0%) - 0u(ah)) = = Z0p, (1 ()0, (a3))Dh (a) + Opiaa ().

N|=
D=

Since v is only a function of £ and a_%(‘)xa € L™, we have

Oz 1

108 (8 € =) a2 agre) = [l 02000 (hD2) (@20 oy < Clla iz = o)

For the term Oph((‘)gl/}@%a), since [02a] < al727 < a2, by the sharp Gérding inequality,
Re (Oph(Ca - ’w//(f)agalz)uilwu}lz)L2 > _ChHu}lz”%?

Thus [|R2Opy,(¥" (£)d2a)u} || 2 = O(hg). Therefore, by Calderén-Vaillancourt (Theorem B.1), we can
write

ih[(hD,), a] = hhApa® + hi? Bpdy(a?) + Op ) (hAP),

with A, By bounded operators on L2, uniformly in . Since |8x(a%)| S a%_”, by (a) of Lemma 2.2
and the interpolation, we get

|ih[1(hDy), alu} || 12 = o(hh?) + O(hB3).
This completes the proof of Lemma 3.2. O

Remark 3.3. Compared to [AL14] where the damping only satisfies a € W*0>°(T?) and |Va| < o',
our assumption a € D™27 is slightly stronger, in order ico ensure the commutator of the damping
term is still a remainder. Indeed, here we chose h = héég < h? while in [AL14], the authors chose
h=h"a< % (see the sentence after Proposition 7.2 of [AL14]). The use of the sharp Garding as in
[AL14] would not get o(hh?) for the remainders ry j,, 72 ,. We also remark that a direct application of
the Calderén-Vaillancourt theorem in the symbolic calculus requires a2 € W3, Since we assume only
a € D™ (thus a2 € W22 we need to exploit the special structure of the commutator [¢)(AD, ), a]
and apply the special symbolic calculus Lemma B.3.

Recall that wy = Ip x T,.

Lemma 3.4. We have
lwnlegllze + |AVwR 1w, |2 = O(h%), as h — 0.

Proof. The proof follows from the classical propagation argument, using the geometric control condi-
tion. Take small intervals Iy C T, I; = (01,02) C Ty, such that Iy C I}y and wy = I x I} C {a > do}
for some 69 > 0. For any zyg = (z0,y0) € wp, by the geometric control condition, there exist
T > 0,67 > 0,02 > 0, and the small neighborhood U = (xy — 41,209 + 01) X (Yo — 1,0 + 01) of
20, such that for all |¢ — (| < €,z € U, we have

z+ sC € wy, 86[T1—52,T1 —|—52].

In particular, a(z + s¢) > dp. Without loss of generality, we assume that = > o9 > 01 > yo + 01 >
yo — 01 > —m. Pick two cutoffs x1(z), x2(y) > 0, supported in (xg — d1,z¢ + 1), (yo — 1,y0 + 01) and
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equal to 1 on (zg — 01/2,20 + 1/2), (yo — 91/2,y0 + 61/2), respectively. Let xo € C°(R) be a cutoff
near | — (p| < €. For any s > 0, define the symbol

bs(z,¢) == x0(¢) - (X1 ® x2) 0 p—s(2,¢) = xo(C)x1(z — s§)x2(y — s1)-

w
AV,
AN

PTo ('7 C)(U) Cwy

Direct computation yields

d

E(Oph(bs)whawh)m =(Opp, (0sbs)wn, wp) 2 = —(Opy (¢ - Vobs)wp, wp) 2.

Integrating this equality from s = 0 to s = Ty,

T
(Opy (b7 Y wn) g2 — (Opy (bo)wn, wp) 2 = — /0 (Opy(C - Vabs)wp, wp) 2. (3.6)

Note that for fixed s € [0, T1],
1
E[Ph, Opy,(bs)] = 20p, (¢ - V2bs) + OL(LZ)(h)’

we have
i M
(Opn(bo)wn, wh) 1z =(OP4(bry Jwn, wh)r2 + 55 | ([P, OPh(bs)wh, wh) 12 + O(h). (3.7)
0
Using the equation
Phwh =T2h — z'hawh,

we have
1 2i .
E([Ph’ Opy, (bs)|wp, wp) 12 =% Im(Opy, (bs)wp, T2, — thawy,) 2
=o(h'**) + O(V)l|a wy| 2]l a? Opy (bs)w | 2
=0(h), (3.8)
where to the last step, we write
1 1 1
aZ0py(bs) = Opy(bs)a? + [a2, Opy,(bs)]
and use the last assertion of Lemma 3.2, as well as the symbolic calculus.

Finally, from the support property of by(z) = x0(¢)x1(x)x2(y), we have

a(2)xo(¢) = dobr (2, ¢)-
Thus by the sharp Garding inequality,

(Opy(bry Ywn, wh) 2] < 65 1(OpR(a(2)x0(C))why wh) 2| + O(h) < C65 lazwyl|22 + O(h).
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Combining this with (3.7),(3.8) and the last assertion of Lemma 3.2, we deduce that |[|wp1ly|2 =
O(h%), WV w1y |2 = O(h%). By the partition of unity of wgy, we complete the proof of Lemma
3.4. O

Now we are ready to prove the main result in this section, that is the transversal high frequency
part is of order or2(1):

Proposition 3.5. We have ||wy||2 = O(6r) = O(hh_%), as h — 0.

Proof. We use the positive commutator method to detect the transversal propagation, similarly as in
[BS19]. Recall that wo = Ip x T and Iy = (—00,00), 00 < 155- Take ¢ = ¢(x) € C*°(Ty;[0,1]) such
that:

oo O
supp(1— ) C I, &= 0 near[——>, 2], supp(@) < Io.

Denote by
X(@)=(@+mMl_rcpc oo+ (T —mMlooc,p
then ¢(z)X3, is well-defined smooth vector field on T?. We now compute the inner product
([Pn, ¢(2) X Oplwp, wp) 2
in two ways. On the one hand, from the commutator relation
[Phy &(2)X0x] = —2(¢X)'h*0} — h*(¢X)" O,
we have

([Pn, ¢(2) X OpJwn, wp) 12 >2(p(x)hOpwp, hOrwp) 2 — C“(Cﬁ/(ﬂf))l/zhaxwhuiz
—Ch||hdywp|| 2 ||wn || 12- (3.9)

On the other hand, using the equation (3.5), we have
([P, p(x) X Og)wn, wh) 12 =(p(x) X Opwh, 2, — thawp) 2 — (¢(x) X0y (ro,n — thawy), wp) 2

1 1
(1hdzwll 2 + hllwnl|2) 72l 22 + Clla*2hdpwp | p2]|la?wh L2 + Cllaz w72
(3.10)

<

= Q

Combining (3.9) and (3.10) and Lemma 3.4, we get

1 C
|hOswp |32 <C|hOywhluy |32 + Clla"/2hOywh|32 + Cllazwy]|3. + ﬁ”ﬁ,h\\%z + Ch?||wp]|7
<O(h) + o(héy).

In particular, by the definition of wy, we have

(NI

O wnllpz < [hdzwpll L2 < O(h?),

and this completes the proof of Proposition 3.5. O
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4. THE AVERAGING PROPERTIES OF FUNCTIONS

In order to treat the transversal low frequency part vy, = ¢(AD;)u) of (3.3), we will adapt the
averaging argument of Sjostrand ([Sj]) and Hitrik ([Hil]) to average the operator Py + iha along the
trapped direction (it worth also mentioning a series work of Hitrik-Sjostrand ([HS1][HS2][HS3]) that
a related averaging procedure was used to describe the spectrum of the damped wave operator). This
amounts to understand the regularity of averaged functions. The goal of this section is to establish
several properties of the averaging operator which will be used in Section 5 for normal form reductions.
More importantly, we will prove the key geometric proposition (Proposition 4.4) for convex-shaped
damping that is responsible for the improvement of the resolvent estimate.

Given a direction v € S', we say that v is periodic, if v = (£,7) and &, are Q-linearly dependent.
Otherwise, we say that v is ergodic*. We define the averaging operator along v:

1 /7
f=A(f)o(2) := lim = f(z+tv)dt,

T—oo 1 0
where the limit exists, thanks to Weyl’s equidistribution theorem.

Lemma 4.1. Assume that v € S'. Then for any non-negative function f € D™ (T?), m > 10, the
averaged function A(f), € D™k (T?).

Proof. First we assume that v = (£,n) is periodic. This implies that the orbit z — z + tv is periodic,
and T, is the period. Clearly, for any f € D™k,

I
A(f)o(z) = T f(z+tv)dt.
v Jo
Since the function s — |s|'~1%% is concave, by Jensen’s inequality we have

1 [T 1o 1
. «|o < .
Tv/o 7+ )b < (7

v JO

Ty 1-|ajo
Flz+ tv)dt) . (4.1)

Indeed, if foT“ flz+ tv)d =0, then f(z +tv) =0 for all ¢ € [0,T,], and the inequality (4.1) is trivial.
Assume now that Xg = fo " f(z + tv)dt > 0, then for any X > 0, we have
x'lelo < xl=lele g age) X117 (X — X).

Replacing the inequality above by X = f(z +tv) and averaging over t € [0,T,], we obtain (4.1). Since
by definition, [0%f| <a.o |f]'71%17 for all |a] < &, we get

0%(A(f)0) (2)] Savo A o)1

Next we assume that v = (§,7) is ergodic. In this case, the orbit z — z + tv is ergodic, then by
Weyl’s equidistribution theorem, we have

A0 = O = o [ 12 (12)

4These definitions stemmed from the fact that we are on the two-dimensional torus TZ.
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To prove this, by the assumption of v, we have k- v # 0 for all k € Z?\ {0}. Moreover, since f € C™,

we can write
sz-v -1

_/ f Z—l—tU /0 zkv(z-l-tv _ _|_Zf zkz. ZT(k U) ]

keZ2 k0

As [eTFv — 1] < 2|iTk - v| for all k € Z? and
eiTkvv -1

9

lim ————

e iTk v
by the dominated convergence theorem, we get (4.2), which means that A,(f) is a constant function.
Clearly, A(f),(z) € D™F7(T?). The proof of Lemma 4.1 is now complete. O

By the triangle inequality, the following Lemma is immediate:
Lemma 4.2. Let v € S'. For any function f on T?, there holds
JA(f)o] < A(|f])o-
Moreover, if f1, fo are two non-negative functions such that f1 < fs, we have
A(f1)v < A(f2)0.
Lemma 4.3. Assume that f € D™ (T2) and f > 0. Denote by

Yy
F(z,y) = / (F@.y) — Aea(@)dy, —m<y<m,

—Tr

where eg = (0,1). Then for 0 < j <k, we have
|F(z,y)| < 4mA(f)ey(2),  |04F (,y)] < AmA(f)e; 77
Moreover, for all 31 > 0,1 < jo < k — j1, we have
0207 (o) < ADY U907 (@) + f )00

Proof. Since f > 0, the bound for |F(z,y)]| is trivial. Taking derivatives, we get
L . Y . .
000 Fay) =05 [ (00 f(wf) — 01 AP ha(e))d'
When js = 0, the absolute vaule of the above quantity can be bounded by

21 A(f)ey 17 () + 2003 A(f)es () < Am(A(f)e)' ™1 (2),

thanks to Lemma 4.1 and Lemma 4.2 and Jensen’s inequality (4.1). When js > 1, by definition, we
have
O OPF(z,y) = 077100 f(x,y) — 07101 A(f)ey ().
Taking the absolute value and the proof of Lemma 4.3 is complete. O
Finally, we prove the key geometric proposition, allowing us to improve the local Holder regularity

for averaged damping functions, provided that the original damped region is locally strictly convex
with positive curvature:



16 CHENMIN SUN

Proposition 4.4. Assume that a € D"™"°(T2) such that a(z) > 0 and the damping boundary ¥, =
0{z : a(z) > 0} is a disjoint union of strictly convex curves with positive curvature. Assume moreover
that there exists R > 0 such that for every z € {a > 0} near 3,

al=

R dist(z, Ea)% <a(z) < R-dist(z,%,)7. (4.3)

20
Then for any periodic direction v € S', we have A(a), € Dm’k’m, as a one-dimensional periodic
function. Furthermore, there exists R, > 0, such that for every z € {A(a),(2) > Ofnear ¥ 44
have

we

v’

al=

+

Q=

+

(NI
(NI

R, Mdist(z, ¥ Ala)y) < Afa)y(2) < Rydist(2, X 4(4), ) (4.4)

(P0,90)

Now we perform a change of coordinate as described in Section 2.2. Recall that we have a covering
map 7, : T2 + T2 of degree p3 + g3 that lifts every 27 periodic function to a 24/ p% + q%—periodic
function. Moreover, the change of coordinate system z + (X,Y) is given by z = Xvt + Y locally.
As 7, is locally isometric, each component of the pre-image of the damped region 7, !(w) is still
strictly convex with positive curvature, so the inequality (4.3) is preserved, near the boundary of each
component. Denote by 7 = 2w/ p% + qg. We define the averaging operator on the new torus T2 as

Proof. Since the vector v is periodic, we can find pg,qo € Z, ged(po,go) = 1, such that v =

_ /2
AFXY) =2 [ rexy 4.
T —7/2

then by definition
T (A@))(X,Y) = A(a)y(r(Xvt + V) = / "o m(Xvt + (Y + o)t =+ / ") (XY + )t
T Jo T Jo

Thus 7 (A(a)y) = A(r*a). Therefore, if we are able prove (4.4) for the lifted averaging function
A(m}(a)), we obtain automatically (4.4) by projection.

In summary, from the argument above, without loss of generality, we assume that v = e; and assume
that Q := {a > 0} has | = [(v) connected components €y, --- , € such that the boundary ¥, ; of each
(1; has positive curvature. We first consider the situation where [ = 1. By translation invariance, we
may assume that Q; = {a; > 0} is contained in the fundamental domain (—K7, K7); x (=M7, M),,.
Then the function A(a)e, can be identified as a function on Ry,

Since Q1 = {a; > 0} is strictly convex, each line P, of R?, passing through (z,0) and parallel to ey
can intersect at most 2 points of the curve 3, ;. Consider the function z — P(x) := mes(P, N Q).
This function is continuous and is supported on a single interval I = (a, ) C (—Kn, K7). Since
A(a1)(x) = 0 if P(z) = 0, the vanishing behavior of A(a;) is determined when x is close to o and /3.
Below we only analyze A(a1)(x) for « € [a, o + €), since the analysis is similar for x near 8. First we
observe that P, must be tangent at a point 2z := (o, yo) to the curve £, ;. For sufficiently small € > 0,
we may parametrize the curve X, 1 near zy by the function z = o + g(y) with g(yo) = ¢'(y0) = 0 and
d"(yo) = co > 0, thanks to the fact that the curvature is strictly positive. Therefore, there exists a C'!
diffeomorphism Y = ®(y) from a neighborhood of g to a neighborhood of Y = 0 such that ®(yp) =0
and g(y) = Y2. For each z € (o, a +¢€), Po N Tu1 = {(x,17(2)), (z,1"(x))}. We have

)= (Vr—a), I7(z)=dY—Vz—a).
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|

|

P

¢z, 1™ (2))

|

0
Z09

[2, 17 @)

a Qa-TtE¢€ z
Averaging improves the local Holder regularity

1
Since near zg, we have a(z) ~ dist(z, Ea)% = dist(z, Eml)% ~(x—(a+g(y)))s. For z € (a,a +¢),
we have

1 Km 1 l+(m)
A(ar)(x) = 3kx / ai(z,y)dy /z ai(z,y)dy

~Kn 2K7 Ji- )
1 VI—o 1 1,1
:%/ - [z — o= Y?|7[(@7) (V)|dY ~o ko v — a7z

Here the implicit constant depends on ®, K, o, hence it depends on the periodic direction v and the
damping a(z).

Finally, since a; € D™*7 for j <k, x € (a, +¢),

) 1 Kr ) I+ (z) 1
’A(ar)(x S—/ May(z,y)|dy < / a; 7 (z,y)dy
LA < [ ey s [ el )

1—jo

- 205
Sle—af e

2~ (Afar) (@) o

This implies that A(ay) € Dhats,

To complete the proof of Proposition 4.4, we need to deal with the situation where [ > 1. In this
case, the supports of A(a;) may overlap. By linearity and the inequality

-/ ! -/ 1_2071'/
0 Alar + - )] <D 10) Alay)] < Clan, -+ ;@) Alar + -+ ap)' " oF2,

J=1

we deduce that A(a) € D™ #%2 It remains to show (4.4). We define
To+e€
Sp={je{t, - ,l}:/ A(aj)(z)dz > 0, Ve > 0},
o

o
Soi={je{l .0} / A(aj)(z)dz > 0, Ve > 0}
To—€
Observe that zg € ¥ 4(q) if and only if A(a;)(zo) = 0 for all j € {1,--- I} and S; US_ # (). Note that
for j € Sy, we have
dist(z, EA(G))%JF% = dist(z, EA(aj))%Jr% ~ A(aj)(x), Y F xo > 0 near xo,

and A(a;) = 0, in a neighborhood of xg, for all j ¢ S, U S_. Summing over j € Sy US_, we obtain
(4.4). The proof of Proposition 4.4 is now complete. O
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5. NORMAL FORM REDUCTIONS

Now we treat the transversal low frequency part v;, = ¥(AD,)u}, defined in (3.3). We want to
average the operator Pj, + iha along the direction es = (0,1). Recall that A(a) is the averaging of a
along the vertical direction. Recall that v, satisfies the equation

(Py +iha)vy, = 15 = 0p2(h*8;) = or2(hh?).

We will apply successively two normal form reductions. The first reduction replaces iha by ihA(a),
with a O(h?) anti-selfadjoint remainder which cannot be absorbed directly as a remainder of size
O(h?61,). We need to perform a second normal form reduction to average the anti-selfadjoint remainder.

5.1. The first averaging. Throughout this section, we denote by
Y
Awy) = [ (ala/) - A)a))ay'

We will also fix a cutoff ¢ € C2°(R), supported on |n=+1| < § and ¢1(n) = 1 if [n£ 1| < 1. We need
the following basic lemma for exponentials of bounded linear operators:

Lemma 5.1. Let (Gp)o<n<1 be a family of h-dependent, uniformly bounded operators on a Hilbert
space H. Defining the exponential via

sGp .__ > (SGh)k
e’ = kZ: A seR.
=0

sGp

Then the operator e*Gn is invertible with inverse e *“n. Moreover,

”eSGh”E(H) < elsllGrllzan < o,

For any linear operator B,
d
E(esGhBe—sGh) = e*Cradg, (B)e 5, (5.1)

where ad4(B) := [A, B]. Consequently, for any bounded operator B on H,
1", Blll gy < || 19 eon]|adg, (B)] 220 (5.2)

Finally, we have the Taylor expansion

le

—s 1 ! —1,s —s
¢*r Be Gh—zk'ad (B) + )/(1—3)N 1e5Chadg, (B)eCnds, YN €N, (5.3)

(N=1)!J,
where ad¥ (B) = ada(ad® ™ (B)), ad%(B) = B.

Proof. Assume that ||Gp||zz) < M for all h € (0,1). The series

ZH(SGh aen i ’kMk s|M

k=0 k=0

Con\/erges abso].utely. Therefore,
sG s|||G
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.. . . . Gp)F
To show that e*“» is invertible, again, by the absolute convergence of the series 3 >0 %, we

deduce that

= skGE k!
—sGy sGp, — E S h E (_1)k1 i : —Id
e e .
| [J N
prrd k! b kilks!

Therefore, e*Cn is invertible with inverse e~*¢». One easily verifies that G}, commutes with e*» and

%ESGh = Gpe*%r = e5GnG),. This implies (5.1). To prove (5.2), we remark that

[eCn, B] = </ eslGhadGh(B)e_slGhds'>eSGh. (5.4)
0

Taking the operator norm we obtain (5.2). The last identity (5.3) follows directly from the Taylor
expansion with integral remainders. The proof of Lemma 5.1 is complete. O

Our goal is to find an exponential (elliptic) e“» for some G, = Opy'(g) with g € S%(T, x R,),
depending smoothly in x such that

eCn (P, + iha)e~%" = P, + ihA(a) + lower orders.
To find the operator Gj,, we consider the conjugate operator
Fi(s) := S (P, + iha)e 50"
Using the Taylor expansion (5.3) up to order N = 2 in Lemma 5.1 and the symbolic calculus, we get
i
h

To average the leading order of the anti-selfadjoint part ¢ha, we expect the principal symbol of a —
7Gh, h2D§] to be A(a). To this end, we need to solve the cohomological equation

a+ Hyy2(g9) = Aa).

1
Fn(1) = Py +iha — th - =[Gy, Py, + tha] + §[Gh, (G, Pn + iha]] + OE(LQ)(hh2).

Set
Y Y Y Y
o) = 22 [ (a(es) - A@)ay = 22 [ (afi,yf) - Ala) @)y A,
where 1, A(z,y) are defined at the beginning of Subsection 5.1. We can indeed define explicitly the
quantization of g as

Y1 (hDy) Y1(hDy)
Gn = Op(g) = — L1V D) 4y A,y D),
Then Gy, is self-adjoint and is O(1) h-semiclassical of order 0 and O(h™!) classical of order —1,
smoothly depending on = € T. In particular, G}, is uniformly bounded on L£(L?(T?)). Therefore, by
Lemma 5.1, the operators
o5Gn . Z s"GY o—3Gn _ Z (_1)nsnG2"

n! ’ n!

are well-defined and invertible on L?(T?), and e*“re=5Ch = ¢=5CGhesGh = 1d, for all s € R.

We now state and prove the main result in this subsection:
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Proposition 5.2. Given g(x,y,n) = —wlz—g])A(x,y) and Gy, = Op})(g). Let v}(ll) = eCruyy,. Then

Pt 4 inA(a)ol?) — [h2D2, GhlotY) =7, = or2 (hh?).
0

Moreover, v, satisfies

() flaz 0, g + [ A(@) 205 2 = o(B).
(b) WE(u)) € WFs(op) € {(2,0) : ¢ = Go = (0, 1)}
(¢) For any ¢ € CX(R;[0,1]) such that ¥(§) = 1 on the support of 1 which defines vy, in (3.3),
we have
(1= (D2 = Opa(h).

Note that the definition of semiclassical wavefront sets WF™(-) and WF},(-) are recalled at the end
of Appendix B.

From Proposition 5.2, one may deduce from Lemma 4.3 that the anti-selfadjoint remainder satisfies
[Gh, thi]v,(ll) = o72(h?%).

Though we can not absorb it directly as an error of order o(hh?), its principal part is non self-
adjoint and can be viewed as an lower order perturbation of the averaged damping ihA(a). In the
next subsection, we will perform a second normal form to average the operator [G},, h>D?] so that it
becomes independent of the variable y.

Proof. To simplify the notation, we will use R, to denote operators of size at most oz L2)(h712) and
5, to denote errors of size oy2(hh?). Both of them may change from line to line.

For Fy(s) = e*Cr (P, + iha)e *%r using the equation for vy, we have
Fh(s)v}(ll) = e*9n (P, +iha)vy, = 7.
As motivated before, we write down the full conjugate operator:
Fy(1) = €9 (Py, 4 iha)e~ %" =Py, +ihA(a) + ih(a — A(a)) — [thg, Gp]

—[h?D2,Gp] + ih[Gh,a] + %[Gh, [Gh, Ph]] + R (5.5)

Here the lower order operators
ih(a — A(a)) — [W* Dy, Gy, ih[Gn,a], [Gn, [Gh, Pyl

are not in priorly negligible, since they are merely of order O Lz)(hz). Nevertheless, it turns out that

(1)

they are negligible when acting on the function v, ’ := eCnyy,. We will prove this fact through several
lemmas. First we show that the normal form transform e“rvy, does not alter WEF},(vp,). In particular,
we prove (b), (c) of Proposition 5.5:

Lemma 5.3. We have

Moreover, for any QZ € C°(R;[0,1]) such that 15(5) =1 on the support of 1 which defined vy, in (3.3),
we have
1 = & (hDa))er 2 = O(H™).
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Proof. Let 1(z,¢) be a symbol supported on a compact set of T*T?\ WF,(v;) and Ly, = Opy (1), it
suffices to show that

LpeCru, = Op2(RY),
for any N < m. Recall that by definition of WF}'(v;,) (see the end of Appendix B), for any h-
pseudodifferential operator @, with the principal symbol supported away from WEF}, (vy,),

Qpop = Op2(h™).
Using again (5.3), we write
LpeSru, =e%r (e~ LpeSn)uy,

N-1 n 1
__G (—s) n 1 G N—1_—sGp. 1N sG
=¢ h< Z n! adg,, (Lh)vh) - (N — 1)!6 g /0 (1-5) € hadGh (Lp)e*~rupds.

n=0

By the symbolic calculus, the last term is Op2(hY), and for each n < N — 1, adg, (Ly) is a h-
pseudodifferential operator with symbol supported away from WFy,(v,), thus adg, (Lp)vy, = Or2(hY).
This shows that WFZL(’U}(:)) C WEF},(vp).

For the second assertion, we first note that, since vg) = ¢(hDy)u}, (1 — V(hDy))v, = Op2 (™).
We observe also that since Gy, is of the form
G, = b(hDy)A(z,y) + A(z,y)b(hDy)
and the Fourier multiplier b(hD,)) commutes with Y(hD,), we have
Gy D (hD,) ) = b(hDy)[A, % (D, )oY + [A, G(AD)b(ADy Yo = Opa2(h™) = op2(h%),

since [A, ¢ (hD,)] is a h-pseudodifferential operator with symbol supported away from the support of
¥(§), thanks to the fact that ©» = 1 on supp(y)). More generally, for any other cutoff y; such that
X1 = 1 on supp(v), we always have
(1 = x1(AD,))Gpol) = Op2(h™).
Since N N N
ads ((hDy)oy) = Gradgy, (D(hD.))ey!) — adg, (H(hD.))Groy,.
By writing Ghv}(f) =(1- Xn(th))Ghv}(Ll) —I—Xn(th)Ghv}(Ll) for some cutoffs x,, 1 < n < m, such that

¥ = 1 on supp(xn) and Xp4+1 = 1 on supp(xy,). Therefore, by induction, we deduce that for every
1<n<m,
no(7 1 m
adg, ($(hDy))vy,) = Opa (™).
By Taylor expansion, this shows that e~ (1 — ¢ (hD,))e% v, = Op2(h™). The proof of Lemma 5.3
is now complete. O
Next we show that ih(a — .A(a))fu}(ll) — [W*DZ, Gh]fu}(ll) and th[G}, a]U}(Ll) are indeed remainders.
Lemma 5.4. We have
lazv, Nl = ok, ihll[Gr.aloy” |2 = Oh*h)

and
lih(a — A(a))oy” — (17D}, Giloy |12 = o(h*h).
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Proof. Since at € Wheo, by Lemma B.2, e~ Cra2eCn = q3 + Of(r2y(h) and azvy, = or2(h), we have
az0t?) = e (azvy, + Op2(h)) = or2(h).

Note that o ) )
= 2[Gh7a§]a§ + [(15, [Gh7a§“7

D=

(G, a] = a2[Gy,az] + [Gp,af]a
Since a3 € W1 from Corollary B.2, we have
inl|[Ghy a)vy |2 < CR¥|a2 vy |2 + CR3|lof |2 = o(hh).

For the last assertion, denote by b(n) = —wi—g]), then G, = b(hDy)A + Ab(hD,), where A = A(z,y).

Direct computation yields
h
[h* D7, G] =iz (¥1(hDy)dy A + 8y Av (hDy)) — h*(9; Ab(hDy) — b(hDy)0; A).
Since
OyA = (a — A(a)), 8§A = 0ya.

Using the symbolic calculus, we are able to write

. . ih

ih(a — A(a))v)) — [h2D2,Gplot) =ih(1 — 1 (hDy))(a — Aa))vs” + L (hDy), ajviV

+h?Byoyav') + Op2(h3),
where By, = Op2(1), uniformly in 0 < h < 1. Note that supp(l — ¢1(n)) N WE}*(vs) = 0, hence by
the first assertion of Lemma 5.3, supp(l — ¢1(n)) N WF?(’U}(:)) = (), the first term on the right side
is Op2(h3), say. Next, writing [¢1(hDy),a] as 2[¢1(hDy),a%]a% + [a%, [¢1(hDy),a%]], using the first
inequality of Lemma 5.4 and Corollary B.2, we get
h[y (hDy), alv\") = op2(h?h).

Finally, since |0ya| < a2, we deduce that thh(‘)yaU}Ll) = 072(h%Rh). The proof of Lemma 5.4 is now

complete. ]

Our next goal is to show that [Gp, [Gh,Ph]]vgl) is a remainder. The argument is slightly more
tricky. To this end, we need to exploit an extra smallness from the operator G5,. This in turns requires
to show that H.A(a)%vgl)ﬂ 12 has the same order of Ha%v,(Ll)H 2. The key observation is that, modulo
O (12)(h?), the operator [Gp, [Gh, Py]] is self-adjoint, thus we can perform the same energy estimate
for the anti-selfadjoint part only, as in the proof of (a) in Lemma 2.2.

_1
Lemma 5.5. If hd, * = o(1), we have
| A(@) 20|52 = o(h).

Proof. Recall the notation that rj, represents the error terms of size oy2(hh?), from Lemma 5.4 and
(5.5), we have the equation

. 1
(P +ihQp + i[Ghy (G, Ph]])vﬁf) =1y, = or2(hh?), (5.6)
where )
Qn = Ala) + ~[12D2,Gy).

h
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Multiplying by E}L, integrating and taking the imaginary part, we have

1
m@nvy o) i = Ty ru) e — 5 T((G, (G Pallo” 0322
Since ([Gh, [Gh, Pu]])* — (G, [Ghy Pi]] = Or2(h?), we have

(@nof”, vy 2] < o(R?). (5.7)
To conclude, we need to estimate |(#[h2D2, Gh]v}?) vh )L2| Note that,
L[H2D2,Gy] = 2(0:G)h Dy — ih(32Gh). (5.8)

Recall that with b(n) = X(Z) we have &G, = b(hD,) (81 A) + (85 A)b(hD,) for j = 1,2. By Lemma
4.3, |8 A| < 4w A(a)' ™97, Thus for j = 1,2, we can write’

aen

J —__Zr=h 1—jo
LGy, A(a)i7 Ala) .
For j = 1,2, the operator A%ﬁp is bounded on L?(T?), since o < i, we have
9% 1
(h(@2Ghu o) 12| S BlIAG@) 270 |2 0f” 122 < BlIAG@) T 0 12 [[og | 2. (5.9)
Denote by G = %, which is self-adjoint, uniformly bounded on L? and commutes with A(a),
we have
1 1, i-o
(@:GrhDovy” i) 2] = 1(GrA(a)2 A(a) = hDyy o)) 2| SIA(@)2 WDy |12 Al) 270y 2.
(5.10)

From Lemma 5.3, modulo an acceptable error Oz (h?), say, we may replace thU}Ll) by hh~1b; (th)v,(Ll),
with by (€) = £4(€). By the Corollary B.2 and the fact that A(a)% € WL (since A(a) € D"™27), we
have

1A(a)Zh Dy |2 <hh7Y|[A(a)Z, by (hDx)Juy |2 + kb [by (hD2) Ala) 20} | 12 + O(h?)
Shllog e + k[ Aa) 20y |2 + O(®).
Combining this with the interpolation:
14(a) 2~ 0 |22 < ([0 12511 4(a) 20l 132,
we get from (5.10) that
(G Dy o) 2] < hllog? 1152 A@) 2oy (11527 + ki [oy 251 Aa) 20V 12527 + O(h®).
Together with (5.7) and (5.9), we finally get
1A(a) 20V (122 ShllA(a) 2ol ellog N2 + RllosV 152 Aa) 20y [11527
+hi oV 125 Aa) 2 oV (252 + ().

By Young’s inequality
11
KKy <eK{+CKy, —+4+—-=1,€¢>0,
p D

Note that A(a) commutes with 9JG.
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we deduce that
1
lA@?2 o1 < SlAw@ 2oV + Cmax{h?, (hh™)7, hresw Yol 3. + o(h%)

Note that o < % since 8 > 4, and h35}71 = o(1), the second term on the right hand side is o(A?). This
completes the proof of Lemma 5.5. O

Finally, we note that the principal symbol of —#[Gh, (G, P]] is

qo(2,y,&,m) = —0h90, (2§0xg +2n0,9) + 8x935(2§0xg +200y9) + 0,99, (2£029 + 200, g)-
Since g(z,y,n) = 2b(n)A(z,y) = 2b(n) [ (a(z,y") — A(a)(z))dy’, we deduce from Lemma 4.3, the
fact that a, A(a) € D™, o < 4, that

lqo(z,y.&,m)]* < Ca(z,y) + CA(a)(z) + q1(z,y,&,m),

where supp(q1) N WFm(vh ) = (). Therefore, by the sharp Garding inequality,
1 1 1
551G 16 Bl 12 < Cllaboflze + ClLA@) 3ol 2 + O(h2) = o(63).
Hence [G},, [Gh, Ph]]v,(Ll) = 0;2(h%61,) = op2(hh?). The proof of Proposition 5.2 is now complete. O

5.2. The second averaging. In this subsection, we prove the following proposition of the second
normal form reduction. Unlike the first normal form which is less perturbative (the operator eChn
not close to the identity), we are able to make the normal form transform close to the identity, in the
spirit of [BZ12] (see also [BS19],[LeS] for related applications to the Bouendi-Grushin operators):

is

Proposition 5.6. There erist a real-valued symbol g1(z,y,n) in S° and the associated pseudo-differential
operator G1, = Opp(g1), a function k(z) € WH(T,), the Fourier multiplier b(hDy), such that

v,(f) = (Id — Gy ,hD, )_11)(1) satisfies the equation
(P, + ihA(a))v?) + ihi(z) A(a) 2b(hDy)hDyv® = 145 = or2(hh2).
Moreover,

_ 1
[0 — oV 2 = O(ha™Y), [ A(@)70 |12 = o(h).

The importance of the above proposition is that it makes possible to take the Fourier transform

(2)

in y variable and reduce the equation of v;”’ mode-by-mode to one-dimensional ordinary differential
equations.

To prove Proposition 5.6, we want to average the non self-adjoint part [h2D2, G},] in the equation
(Py +iA()o) — [h2D2, GploM) = 7, = or2(hh?).
We first identify the principal part of this lower order non-selfadjoint part:
Lemma 5.7. We have
(h2D2, GtV = —4ih2h= (8, A)b(hDy) D0\ + or2 (hh2).

Moreover,
[h2D2, Gplot) = o2(h?).
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Proof. Recall that Gy, = b(hDy)A + Ab(hD,), hence

[h* D3, Gh) = [[h” D3, A],b(hD,)] + 2b(hDy)[h* D, AJ.
The principal symbol of —%[[th:%, A],b(hDy)] is

(7, y,8,m) = —28V' (1)(0za — A'(a)(2)).

Thus from Lemma 4.3, [9,a| + |A'(a)| < Ca2 + C.A(a)2, thus

la2(2,y. €, )* < Cal,y) + CA(a)(x) + gs(,,€,m),
where supp(gs) N WF}"(v}) = 0. By the sharp Garding inequality (Theorem B.2),

42 D3, AL b(hDy ey l12 < O(R2) = o(hF?).

It remains to treat b(hD,)[h2D?2, A]. Note that [h2D2, A| = h*(D2A)+ 2h(DyA)hD,. From Lemma

5.3 we may replace v}(ll) by J(th)vi(Ll). Therefore,

(h2D2, Ao\ = n2(D2A)u) + 21028~ b(hDy) (D A)RD, (WD )oY + Opa (B3).

From Lemma 4.3, |[D3A| < A(a)' =77 < .A(a)% for j = 1,2, we have

W2b(hD,)(D2A)u) = o2(h?h).
Next, we write

hb(hD,) (D, A)hD, = h*h~[b(hDy), Dy AJhD, + h*h~ (D, A)b(hD,)hD,..
By the symbolic calculus, hzh[b(hDy),DmA]thQZ(th)v,(Ll) = Op2(R3h~1). This completes the proof
of Lemma 5.7. O
Proof of Proposition 5.7. Thanks to Lemma 5.7, we can write
(Py + ihA(a))vl) +ihQ1phDyv) = vy = op2(hh2),

where

Qui = ~4@.400D,), o) = - 2.
Note that the principal symbol of Q1 , is independent of £ variable. Now we perform a second normal
form transform. Recall that

Aw) = [ (aloy)) — Ay’

—Tr

Consider the ansatz v,(Ll) = (1- GthDx)v,(f), where G will be chosen such that Gi,hD, =

O Lz)(hh_l). The new quasi-modes vf) satisfy the equation

(P + ihA(a) + ihQ1 yh D)o — [h2D2, Gy phDyJol) =1y
where
rap =(1 — GyphDy) Yrop + (1 — GyphDy) ' [W2D2 + ihA(a) + ihQ1 phDy, Gy yhDyJo”
+((1 = G1phD,) ™" — 1) [h2D2, Gy yh Dy Jof. (5.11)
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Note that if G1 phDy = Oy Lz)(hﬁ_l), the operator (1 — Gy ,hD,) is invertible for sufficiently small h
(thus h). In particular,

00 9
v = (1 GruhDy) o) = Y (GuahDy)™)) = 3 (GruhDy)™)!) + Op2 (h10r710),
n=0 n=0

(1)

where the last error term is op2(hA?). Since from Lemma 5.3, we may replace U}Ll) by QZ(th)’Uh ,

modulo an error of Op2 (h%) for any N < m, we may also replace v}(f) by J(th)v}(f) implicitly in the

argument below. Therefore, with G, = Opy,(g1)¥(hD,), we have
(P + ihA()oy? + ihQ1 phDyoy”) +ihOp, ({17, 1 })hDyvl) + h2ChhDyvl? = 13,
where Cj, is uniformly bounded on L?(T?). Note that the last term on the right hand size is of size
Or2(h3h1). Now we set®
2b(n) [Y
g(@,y,m) = #/ (OxA(z,y) = A(02A)(x))dy'"

Then we have 210,91 —4(0,A)b(n) = —4.A(0,A)(z)b(n). By the symbolic calculus, modulo an error of

size Op2(hh™1), we can replace ih(Q1,,+Opy, ({n?, gl}))thv}(f) by —4ihA(8mA)b(hDy)i(th)thv}(f).

Therefore, the equation of U}?) becomes

(Py + ihA(a) — 4ih A(9, A)b(hDy)hDy v = 1y,
where
rap =ran+ Or2(RPh7Y) =1y + op2(hR?).
It is clear that ||v}(L2) - v}(Ll) |2 = O(hh™') = o(1), and from the relation
ol = oV 4 Gy ph DY + O (W2h72),

we deduce that A(a)%v,(f) = or2(h).
Set

to complete the proof, we need to verify that

(i) k€ WHe(T,);

(ii) 73 = or2(hh?).
To verify (i), observe that A'(f)(z) = A(d,f)(x). By Lemma 4.2, Lemma 4.3 and the fact that o < 1,
we have

. . . 1
ADLA)] < A(D2A]) < CA(@)197 < CA@)}, V) = 1,2,
This shows that x, <" are bounded.
It remains to prove (ii). Recall (5.11) and the fact that (1 — Gy ,hD,)™! —1d = OE(LQ)(hh_l), it

suffices to show that

[h2D? + ihA(a) + ihQy phDy, Gy phDylv®) = op2(hh?) (5.12)

6Recall that the support of b(n) is away from n = 0.
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and
[R2D2, Gy ph D)o\ = op2(h?). (5.13)
Denote by
Yy
As(z,y) = / (0, Az, ) — A(D,A) () dy'.

—Tr

Pointwise, we have
42| S A(10:A]) S A(@)'77, [0:42] S A(|02A]) S Afa)' ™
and
|0y Aa| S 10A + A(|10zA]) S Ala)' 7,

thanks to Lemma 4.3. Therefore,

VI Aglv® = or2(R), §=0,1. (5.14)
Note that by the symbolic calculus,

ih[Q1,1hDy, G1phDy] = ih(hh™")?[Q14hDy, G1phDs] = Op(r2y(KPR),

which is o/ Lz)(hh2) since h? = o(h3). For the other terms, if we only apply the symbolic calculus, we

will gain only O(h?)+O(h3h~2) for (5.12) and O(h?h~1) for (5.13), which are not enough to conclude.
We need to open the definition of Gy 5. Since h? = o(h3), it suffices to take into account the principal

part of Gy . Therefore, without loss of generality, we assume that Gy, = Aa(x,y)bi(hDy)Y(hDy),

with by(n) = @. Note that any commutator will generate at least one more h, the main contribu-
tion of [h2D2, Gy phD,] is —2ihby (hDy)(hDy)h?D2(0, Ag)v'>) whose L? norm is o(h3h~1) = o(hh?),
thanks to (5.14). Similarly, modulo acceptable errors from the commutators, the main contribution

of ih[A(a), Gl,thm]v,(lz) is
ih®h™ by (hD,)[A(a), $(hDy)hD,] Agv'?,
whose L? norm is, thanks to (5.14), bounded by O(h2)HA2v}(l2)HL2 = o(hh?). This verifies (5.12). By

the same argument, to verify (5.13), we note that, modulo acceptable errors from commutators, the
main contribution of [thz, Gl,thx]vf) is
—ihh™ 2k - hDyby (hDy ) (hDy)hD, (8, Ag)v'”,

which is of size 072(h?) = 072(R3), by (5.14). This verifies (5.13) and the proof of Proposition 5.6 is
now complete. U

6. ONE-DIMENSIONAL RESOLVENT ESTIMATE

From Proposition 5.6, v}(f) satisfies the equation

(Py + ihA(a))o'?) + ihi(x)A(a)2b(hDy)hDyv®) = ryj, = og2(hh?), (6.1)

and Hv,(f) llr2 = O(1), ||A(a)%v}(f) llz2 = o(h). In this section, we are going to show that ||v}(L2) llz2 = o(1).
Since the left hand side of (6.1) commutes with D,, by taking the Fourier transform in y, are can
reduce the analysis to a sequence of one-dimensional problems.
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6.1. 1D resolvent estimate for the Hélder damping. In order to finish the proof of Theorem 1.2,
it remains to prove a one-dimensional resolvent estimate. Below we establish a slightly more general
version. By abusing a bit the notation, we denote by v, p € H 2(T,), solutions of equations

—h2agvh7E — E’Uh’E + th(m)vh,E + h2ﬂh’E(1’)W(£)%8x’l}h’E =Th,E- (62)
We assume that (kp g)n>0,Eer is @ uniform bounded family in WL (T; R).

Proposition 6.1. Assume that W € D™2>9(T,), § < i be a non-negative function such that the set
{W(z) > 0} is a disjoint unions of finitely many intervals Ij = (o, B;) C Ty, j=1,---,1 and

1 1
C 'z —ay)] <W(x) <Clz—aj)? in I near a; (6.3)
and
CY B —2)? <W(z) < C(B; — )% in I; near B;, (6.4)

for all j € {1,--- ,l}. Then there exists hy € (0,1) and Cy > 0, such that for all h € (0,hp) and all
E € R, the solutions vy, g of (6.2) satisfy the uniform estimate

0 3041
lonellL2 < Coh™? 241 |l7h,EllL2 + Coh™ 2C9FD HW%%EHL?- (6.5)

Remark 6.2. We will reduce the proof, in the low-energy hyperbolic regime to a known one-
dimensional resolvent estimate (Proposition 6.9), which is the main result of [DKI]. However, in
the paper of [DKI], the final gluing argument is not clear to the author. For this reason as well as
self-containedness, we will reprove Proposition 6.9 (thus Theorem 1.3) in Appendix A.

We postpone the proof of Proposition 6.1 for the moment and proceed on proving Theorem 1.2.
1 30+1
Let 6 = 52+ and k= 2m, § = gfr, and hi= h & = k367 = h?@ 0. Let W(z) = A(a)(x). By
Proposition 4.4, W € D™*%(T,) and W satisfies (6.3), (6.4) near the vanishing points inside the
damped region. Take the Fourier transform in y for (6.1) and denote by Uﬁ(m) = fy(v,(?))(a:, n), we
have

(—h20% + B*n? — 1+ ihW (2) + h2w(2)W (2) 2b(hn)d, )y ), = Fyrap.

Recall that [|ra 122y = 0(hh2) = o(h2+0) and [[W20\2|| 22y = o(h) = o(h'3"). Let E =1 — h?n?
and k() = k(z)b(hn) which is uniformly bounded in W1°°(T) with respect to h and n. Applying
Proposition 6.1 for each fixed n € Z and then taking the (2 norm, by Plancherel we get

2 o _148 1 (2
i e S B2 lranlliacezy + B2 IW 2007 () = o(1).
Recall that from Proposition 5.2 and Proposition 5.6,
ol = (1d — Gy phD,) oV = (Id — Gy yhD,) " o eFhuy,.

Thus ||vp||z2 = o(1), and this contradicts to (2.1). The proof of Proposition 2.1 (as well as Theorem
1.2) is now complete.
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Now we prove Proposition 6.1. In what follows, we note that § = %;1 < %. We argue by

contradiction. If (6.5) is untrue, by normalization, we may assume that there exist sequences h,, —
0, (En)nen C R and (vp, g, )nen C L2, (rh, B, )nen C L2, such that

(=202 — By + ihn W (2) + h2fin, 5, (2)W (2)20:)0h, 5, = Th, £, (6.6)
and
246 ! h
H/l)hn7ETL”L2 = 17 |’Thn7En|’L2 = O(hn+ )7 |’W§Uhn7En|’L2 = O(hn2 ) (67)

In what follows, when we use the asymptotic notations as small o and O, we mean a limit (or bound)
independent of the sequences h,, — 0 and E,,, as n — co. To simplify the notation, we will sometimes
omit the subindex n in the sequel. For a function f, sometimes we denote by f' = 9, f. Also, when
we write <, 2>, the implicit bounds are independent of h and FE.

We record an elementary weighted energy identity which allows us to deal with the elliptic regime
where E < h?.

Lemma 6.3 (Weighted energy identity). Let w € C*(T;R), then

1 h?
/w(:z:)|h8mvh,E|2d:E + /(—§h2ﬁgw - Ew)|vh,E|2dx ey /(w/{h,Ewé)’|vh,E|2d:E = Re/ wry, 5Ok, pd.
T T T T
(6.8)

Proof. Multiplying (6.6) by woj,  and integrating over T, taking the real part and using the relation
(lvn,5[*) = 2Re(v), zTh,5), We get

h2
Re/ h2(w6h)'vg7Eda;—/Ew\vh7E\2daz— 7/(wnh7EW§)’\vh7E]2dx = Re/wrh7E®h7de.
T T T T
To finish the proof, we just write Re(w'Tp, v, ) = sw'(|vn,|?)" and integrate by part. O

By choosing w =1 and using the fact that «}, p is uniformly bounded in L>(T) and (W%)’ < W%,
we have
9496

W21 WY len, ) 2] S BEIW R 3 < W2lon W Sl £ = 00",
Since § < %, we have:
Corollary 6.4 (Energy identity). There holds
1hdzon, |72 — Ellonzl72 = o(h**?).
The proof of Proposition 6.1 will be divided into several steps, according to the range of E.

¢(A) Elliptic regime E < h?: Recall that W is supported on disjoint intervals I; = (aj, 8;) C
(—m,m), j=1,--- 1. Therefore, we are able to construct a weight w € C?(T;R) such that

w>c¢y>0, w’ <0, inaneighborhood of T\ Ué»:llj.

Therefore, there exists ¢; > 0, sufficiently small, such that

1
—§w”(:17) —ciw >0, in a neighborhood of T\ Ué-:llj.
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Lemma 6.5. If E < c¢1h?, the solution Uh, E, Sotisfies
_ 1
on,ellze S h 72 raellre + [|[W2vp el 2.

Proof. Since E < ¢1h?, we have %h2w” + Ew < 0 in a neighborhood of T\ Ué-:llj. Thus there exists
a compact set K C Ué-:ll ; such that

1 1
/%Wﬁw+&ﬂwﬂ%w?/%Wﬁw+&ﬂwﬂ%xgﬁ/W%mwﬂ%x
T K T
Then applying Lemma 6.3, we have

C()Hhaxvh,EH%Z S/w(w)]haxvh,E\zda:
T

h2
SRe/wrhvEﬁh,de—l—hz/W(:E)|vh,E|2d:E+C’7/(w/£h,EW%)’|vh,E|2d:E.
T T T
Note that |(wmh,EW%)’| < W%(x), by interpolation
L 2 1 3 3

W5vnellze < [W2opslliallveel ;e

and Young’s inequality, we deduce that
_ i i 1
[vh,llize < Ch™Hlvn, gl 2allrn, sll 2 + CellW 2, 5|2 + €llvn, pll 2, Ve > 0.

By the Poincaré-Wirtinger inequality,

\|vn,e — @h,E(O)HLz(T) < Cllvp, gllz2,

where Uy, (0) = % fT vp, . Combining with the fact that fT W > 0 and the elementary inequality

(AwwwmmwgkoumMmWw+oAWmmwm_mﬂwwm

we deduce that ) )
_ 1 1 1
on,ellze + 1V pllie S B Hwon sl Irael 2 + W 2v gl 12

Using Young’s inequality again to absorb ||vp, g||12 to the left, we complete the proof of Lemma 6.5. [

¢(B) High energy hyperbolic regime E > R't%:  In this regime, we put the damping terms to
the right as remainders and use the estimate from the geometric control as a black box. Let us recall:

Lemma 6.6. Let I C T be a non-empty open set. Then there exists C = Ct > 0, such that for any
v e L*(T), f1 € LAT), fo € HY(T), A > 1, if
(=02 = XN)o = fi + fo,
we have
ol 2y < CA T Allpzery + Cllifalliz-1my + Cllvllzz -

The proof is standard and can be found, for example in [Bul9] (Proposition 4.2). In the one-
dimensional setting, a straightforward proof using the multiplier method is also available. Conse-
quently, we have:
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Corollary 6.7. If E > h'*9, then
_a4s 148 1
lvnellzry Sh 2 rnelzmy + 2772 [[Wonell2ery + [[W2on, gl L2

1-6

Proof. Let A = h_lE%(z h™72 ), then
(=02 = Nvpp = hrpg —ih” " Wupp — ﬁh,EW%@gvh,E-

Applying Lemma 6.6 to v = v g, f1 = h_2rh,E — ih_IWUhE, fo = _K;h,EW%U;lE with I = (ag +

€0, 1 — €o) for some €y < Blgal, we get

1y — . 1
on,ellz2r) SeoA ™ 2 rne — ih " Wop gllz2my + 160, 2W 20, gllm-1r) + lon,ell 20
_ 346 _ 146 1 1
Sh™ 2 |lrnellee + 0777 [Wopgllz + |(ka,2W20n8) — (kn,2W2) vn el g-1(1)-
Since (kp, EW%)’ < W%, the last term on the right hand side is bounded by
1 1 1 1
ClWivnglr2 < ClIW2op sl 7 lvn,sll7.-

By Young’s inequality, we obtain the desired estimate. ([l
¢(C) Low energy hyperbolic regime: ¢ h? < E < h!*?

Again we denote by A = h_lE%, then A < h='2°. Tn this situation, the non self-adjoint term
1
h2/€h, EW5U;L g can be absorb to the right as a remainder:

Lemma 6.8. Assume that E < h't0 then

-3

IW 3o pllzacey S A 2rnslie + 62 [ 3ol + W o e alon, o] £
Proof. With the notation A\ = h™'E %, vy, E solves the equation
—UZE — )\21);1,}3 + z'h_leh,E = h_zrh,E — “h,Ew%U;LE- (6.9)
Doing the integration by part and inserting the equation (6.9), we have
Re /T WU;L’EEI,L’Edm =— Re/TW/U;L,E@h,de —Re /T Wvg’EﬁmEda:
= —RG/TW/U;L,E@h,de

- Re/ Wﬁh7E(—)\2vh7E + z’h_1th7E — h_2Th,E + Hh,EWéU;L,E)d‘T'
T

By writing Re(v), p0n r) = S(jon,p[?)’, we have

_ 1 1 1
—Re/ W'}, gUn,pda =3 / W o, g*de S W ion gll72 < [W2op el 2 llveell 2,
T T

where we used |[W"| < W3. Writing

1

1
Re/ Wﬁh,E%h,EW%UZ,EdIE = E/W%“h7E(|Uh,E|2)/dx = _5/(“h7EW%)/|Uh,E|2d$a
T T T
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one verifies that
‘Re/ Wop g - /ih7EWéU;L,Ed33‘ N Hwévh,EH%?'
T
Since \% < h_(l_‘s), we have
‘/"Qh,EW%)\zwh,EPd‘/E‘ S B Wy, 2.
T
The last term

Re/ W@h’E(—ih_lwva — h_2rh7E)dx = h_2 Re/ Wﬁh,ETh,dey
T T

and it can be easily controlled by h=2||rp, gl 12 ”W%’Uh’E”Lg. Putting the bounds together, we complete
the proof of Lemma 6.8. O

The importance of Lemma 6.8 is that, in the low energy hyperbolic regime, the term h? Kh, EW%’U;L B
has the same size o(h?*?) in L?, and thus can be absorbed as a remainder.

At this state, we are able to apply the following 1D resolvent estimate for the Holder-like damping
in [DKI]:

Proposition 6.9 ([DKI)). Let v > 0. Assume that W = W(x) > 0 and {W > 0} is disjoint unions
of intervals I; = (o, 55),5 = 1,2,--- |1 and that for each j € {1,--- 1},

C1Vi(z) < W(z) < CoVj(x) on (ay, Bj),

where Vj(x) > 0 are continuous functions on (o, B;) such that

. . 30éj+5j
Vo) = (z—a;), aj<z< — 1 6.10)
i\r) = . . :
(8; — z)7, o + 365 <z < B

4

Then there exist hg > 0, ¢ > 0, C > 0, such that for all 0 < h < hg, \/e1 < X < 2" and all
solutions vy » of the equation

" 2 .7 —1
—Up\ — A Vp A+ ih W(x)vh)\ = Th,\s
we have

_ 1
[vnallz < Ch™ %2 |rp | L2 (6.11)

The proof of Proposition 6.9 will be given in Appendix A.

Now applying Proposition 6.9 for v = % (then =0 = %), vp ) = Upp and T\ = h_27‘h,E —

1
1 m
kn,eW2v}, p in our previous setting, combining with Lemma 3.2, we deduce that when ch? < E <
h1+5 7
o S E S _ 1 1 i
lvnsll2 < Ch2 gl +h™ 2 [W2on gl 2 + B0 W 2vn |22 llon gl 7 (6.12)
Finally, to get a contradiction, we denote three index sets for three regimes:

Ex=1{n:E,<ch}, Eg:={n:E, > h™}, &= {n:ch? < E, <hL}.
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Clearly, N= &4 UEp U Ec. From Lemma 6.5, Corollary 6.7 and (6.12), we deduce that
nli_{%OHUhn,EnHLZ :O, VS € {A,B,C},
nes

and this implies that ||vp,, g,|/z2 = o(1), a contradiction to (6.7). This finishes the proof of Proposition
6.1. In summary, the proof of Theorem 1.2 is now complete.

7. OPTIMALITY

Let 9 € (0,7) and 8 > 10. Consider the function

(r2 — g2 y2)5 1 _1
aoliry) = p oy —am( [ - t))
(ro + [al)P* .
Obviously, the damped region of ag is the disc wy := {|(z,y)| < ro}, which is strictly convex with
positive curvature. Moreover, close to |(x,y)| = 79, ag(x,y) vanishes exactly of order (rg — |(x,y)|)i
Therefore, ag verifies all the hypothesis of the damping function in Theorem 1.2.

The averaged damping of ag along ey is given by

bo () = / " aola,y)dy,

2 J_,

and direct computation yields
bo(z) = (ro — ]a;\)f_Jr%, as |z| close to ry.
The goal of this section is to show that
HEWA—1+M%YWm%Zh47%,mm7:ﬂ+% (7.1)
The idea is to use the quasimodes constructed in [KI] that saturates the lower bound of
[(=h*A = 1+ ihbo(x)) " | £ (z2)

and use the averaging argument to transform back to obtain the desired quasimodes for the operator
—h?A —1+ihag(z). In order to control remainders appearing in the normal form analysis, rather than
using the construction in [KI] as a blackbox, we should keep track of the regularity (anisotropic) of
the quasimodes. For this reason, we will briefly review the construction of [KlI] and prove some extra
estimates in the next subsection.

7.1. Estimates for the T? quasimodes. First we review the construction of quasimodes of —h2A —
1 + ihbg(z) in [KI]. The original idea for the construction dates back to the appendix in [AL14] by
Nonnenmacher.

Recall that by(z) = (ro — |z|)}., we consider the ansatz

ug(z,y) == eikyvhk (x),

with 0 < hx < ﬁ to be specified later. We fix § = ﬁ throughout this section. As before, we will

drop the dependence in k and write simply h = hy, v, = vy,. Plugging into the equation

(=h2A — 1+ ihbo(z))up, = Op2(h*+0),
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we would like vy, to satisfy
—h20%uy, + ihbo(z)vy, = (1 — W2E2) v, + Op2(h*0),  |lopllpe ~ 1. (7.2)
This amounts to solve the eigenvalue problem:
—h20%vy, + ihbo(z)v, = Aoy, (7.3)
with A\, = Ch + O(h'*?). We consider the even eigenfunction vy, (x) = vy, (|z|) with

(2) vp(z), 0 <2 < 7o,
’Uh €T =
vpr(z), o <<

where vy, ,(x) = cos (%m) The left function vy, ; should satisfy the equation
—h2a£?}h7l + ih(To - x)lvhl = )‘%Lvh,h 0 § x < Trg. (74)

In order to ensure v, € H?, the function vp,1 should satisfy the compatibility condition

A A A
vp1(ro) = cos ( };:0), vy, (ro) = —fh sin ( };:0). (7.5)

Since the mass in the damped region is very small compared with the total mass, and the amplitude
of the transmitted mass should be the same size as the reflected mass, so we expect that |v} ,(ro)| >
|vp(r0)]. As %” is of size O(1), the principal part of the argument ’\’;;0 must belong to 7T(l + %),l € Z.
Therefore, we take the following ansatz for \p:

B 7T(l+%)h+

A = O(h'*?). (7.6)
Yo

Next, denote by F(z;6) the H!(R,) solution of the Neumann problem (with a parameter 6 € C)

—F'(z)+ia"F—0F =0, 2 >0 (17)
F(0) = 1,
2(v+1)
then vy, () takes the form h‘sahF(’"Oh_x; Hh), with 0, = h™ 52 A2, and a constant O(1) = ay, € C to

be determined in order to match the compatibility condition (7.5).

Denote by ug be the lowest Neumann eigenvalue of the operator —85 + 27 on L?(Ry) and Fj the
Dirichelet trace F'(x;0)|z=p. It was shown that g > 0 (Lemma 4.1 of [Kl]). Moreover, by using the
implicit function theory (Lemma 4.2 of [Kl]), there exists a uniform constant C > 0, such that for all
0] < &2, the (unique) solution F(y;6) of the Neumann problem (7.7) satisfies

L < |F(0:0)] < . (7.8)
Co

In particular, Fy = F'(0;0) # 0.

Now we are ready to solve (7.4) with the compatibility condition (7.5). In view of (7.6), we precise
the ansatz of )\, as
m(l+ %) h

Ap = —— = +mh' T, O(1) =y, € C.
0
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Now ay,, 7, are the parameters to be determined. Plugging into (7.5) with

ro—
vhl(az) = héahF(T; Qh),
we obtain a system

apF(0;0;) = (—1)™™ R0 sin(y,roh?),

(143
o, = (—1) [% + %h(s] cos(yrohd). (7.9)
: 2 : : : 7 (1+3) Fo
Since |0 | ~ h7+2, by Taylor expansion of sin and cos, the leading term of ~;, should be v := —

0
(141
and the leading term for «y, should be oy = (—1)1%. Fix the number [, by using the implicit
function theorem, the solution (ay, ) to (7.9) exists for 0 < h < 1 and

[(an, ) — (a0, 70)] S B°.

For the detailed argument, we refer Lemma 4.3 and Lemma 4.4 of [KI].

. 244§
Finally, we take h = hy, = ’f27‘02+r—7(:2(l+%)27 then 1 — h2k? = )\%Lk + O(h;*°), hence
To

An|
h

2]

|)1m<m9r +hlap P (

up(x,y) = eikyvh(x) = eiky[cos (

5 11h) Lal<ro (7.10)
are the desired T? quasimodes, satisfying

—h2Auy, — up, + ihbo(z)uy, = Op2(h*F°).
We are going to prove more estimates on uy as well as its transformations:

Proposition 7.1. Let uy is given by (7.10) and ¢ € CP(R) be a bump function supported near 0.
—~ )
Then uy, := ¢(h% D,)uy, satisfies

(=h2A — 1+ ihbo(z))iy = Or2(h*H0).
Moreover, there exist uniform constants hg > 0, C7 > 0, such that for all 0 < h < hy:
() & < llanllzz <C1,  lbo(@)Zanllz < Crh'7
(b) W83l 12 < C1hO=D43 and W a2 < Ch, for j = 1,2.
(©) %@l 2 < Cin®, || (S (@aao(a, ') = Vo))’ ) duiin| , < Cat.

Moreover, for any S° symbol g(x,y,n) in (y,n), smoothly depending on x, if T, = e~ OPk Oy, the
above estimates (a), (b), (c) still hold, up to some different uniform constant Cy > 0.

We need a Lemma:

Lemma 7.2. Let pg be the least eigenvalue of the operator A, = —02 + x7 on L*(Ry) associated
to the Neumann boundary condition. Then there exists a uniform constant C' > 0, such that for all
0] < £, the solution F(x;0) of (7.7) satisfies

1F] 2,y < C.
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Proof. Take H € C2°([0,00)) such that H(0) = 0 and H'(0) = 1. Consider F := F — H, then
—F" +ix"F —F = W,
with W = H” —ix"H + 6 H. Multiplying by F and doing the integration by part, we get

/OOO |F' ()| *dx +z‘/ooo 2| F(z)dz — 9/000 |F(z)dz = /OOO W (2)F(z)dx

Taking the real part and imaginary part, we get
12200, < IReONFIZams ) + W 2 1 Flli2ges
and
4~ _ -
22 Fll22 g,y < 1Tl Fll72, ) + 1Wll2@o 1F ]l 2 ey -
Adding two inequalities above, using A, — g > 0 and the fact that [0] < £2, we get

ol FllZ2m,y < EHFHQLz(&) + 2[Wl L2 @ 1 Fll 22y -

This proves the boundedness of |’ﬁ1”L2(R+) + ”8xﬁHL2(]R+) + Hx%ﬁ’HLz(R+) in terms of HWHLZ(Hh)'
Replacing F by F’, the same argument yields the boundedness of || F”|| r2(ry) in terms of [Wlg1 (g, )
Since the H' bound for W is uniform with respect to || < £2, the proof of Lemma 7.2 is complete

O

Proof of Proposition 7.1. Denote by h = h'3® as before. The fact that up = Y(hD,)uy, satisfies the
equation of quasimodes is clear from Lemma 3.2, up to changing o2 (hh?) there to O 2(hh?). We need
to prove estimates only.

At the first step, we prove the same estimates (a),(b),(c) for uj. The inequality (a) is clear by the
construction and Lemma 2.2. For (b), since |k| ~ +, we have |hi @ up||2 < 1 for all j € N. The
derivatives of uy in x satisfy

!w\

09up| S 1+ 1\x\§r0h_(j_l)6|(3§F)( 01,
by Lemma 7.2, we deduce that ||hi&uplrz < Ri=G=3) for j = 1,2. Finally, since dyu; =
F'(%5s Ly ;01), on supp(bp), we have
1/2
(@) Bunllzz S 6o — el F (s ) [0 < 01007 = B8 — =¥ <a8, (ra)

ho
thanks to 6 = —2 and v > 2. Next,

H(/ (Opao(z,y') — by (:L'))dy/>8muhHL2 ,§H</_: |8xa0(:n,y/)|dy/>8xuh‘

Since for |z| < ro,

L3(|z|<ro)

2__ .2
O"E

/ |8xa0($7y/)|dy/ = /\/_ |8xa0($7y/)|dy/ S (TO - |$|)j{i—_1

— 2_ .2
™ rTo—<x

the same computation as (7.11) yields

H (/y (E?yao(a:,y') — bf)(a:))dy'>axuhHL2 < hl—% < %3

—T

+ (1186 (@) 0z un || L2 (2| <ro) -
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As the second step, we deal with ;. As the Fourier multiplier ¢(hD,) commutes with derivatives,
the upper bounds for |||z, |7 &% 2 and ||hjagﬂh\|Lz follow directly from the estimates for uy,
hence (b) holds for wy. To prove the lower bound of ||uy| 2, we take a smooth function x € C*°(R)
such that y = 1 on the support of 1 — . Then we write

up, — p = (05 "X (hDy)) - 95(1 — Y(hDy))up,.
Since ||0yup||z2 < h~%? and ||8;1><(th)||£@2) < h, we obtain that ||u, — sz < BR0 = o(1).

Therefore, the assertions (a) follows for @. By the commutator estimate

Lfs o (AD)]ll 22y S A

for f € W1 and the fact that ||O,up| 2 < h_%, we deduce that
y
|( ] @antast) ~ th@ndy o, + Wo@0uiinle S =10 S 0

e last step 1s to prove estimates (a),(b),(c) for vy, = e” “Puy where G = Op; ' (g). Since e 7k
The last step i ti b for v, Gragy, where Gj, = Op Si .

is invertible and is uniformly bounded, we get ||vp|| 2 ~ 1. Moreover, since Gj, commutes with the
multiplication by functions depending only in z, we have Hbo(:n)%T)hH 2 < K%, So (a) holds for vy,

To prove (b),(c) for v, from the same estimates for up, it suffices to control the commutator terms
involving the operator e~C». Applying the formula

[B?, e 9" =2[B,e"“"B + [B,[B,e "],
to B = h0y, h0y, and using (5.2) and (5.4), we deduce that for j = 1,2,
(W05, e~ lanll 2 S B, (I[W 85, e Janl L2 S B,
hence (b) follows for vp,.

To estimate ||[bh(2)0x, e =%ty L2, since G, e*¢* both commute with b)(z), by formula (5.4), we
have
b (2)[0z, €] = [0z, =P ]bp ().
From (5.2), Hl:ax,e_Gh]”E(L2) <1and by S b(1)/2, we deduce that

16 (2)De, €= CPYin| 2 S B

Finally, to estimate ||[(95A4)0x, e~y || 12, where

A@wwz/ﬁwuwv—wmmw

we write
[(02A)0y, e~ My, = [(0,A), e~ )0y, + (03 A) [0, € ]
Since ||[(0,A), e_Gh]HL(LZ) < h, together with the estimate (b) for uy, we have
11@:A), e 0siinll = S h'2 S 0.
Further commuting 9, A and [0, e~%*], by (5.4), we can write

(02A) [0z, €] = [0z, €] (02 A) + Op(12)(h).
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Therefore,
(02 A) [0 e~ |2 S (182 A)unl| 2 + O(R).

1
By Lemma 4.3, together with the fact that [Vao| < ad, |bf| S bé/ ? and Jensen’s inequality, we have
[(0:A)(x,y)] < bo(x)%. Therefore, we obtain that ||(0;A)up||rz < nEt < h?, hence (c) follows.

The proof of Proposition 7.1 is now complete. O

7.2. Proof of the optimality. Take quasimodes @, in Proposition 7.1. Define vj, = e~ “r 1y, we are
going to show that vy are the desired quasimodes, satisfying

(=h2A — 1 +ihag)Tp = Op2(R20),  ||Tpllp2 ~ 1. (7.12)
Then (7.12) implies (7.1).
Recall the notations by(z) = A(ao)(x), Gr, = Op} (9(x,y,n)), where

ot =20 [ (ao(o.) ~ ley.

First, we prove:
Proposition 7.3. The quasimodes vy, = e~ Cruy, satisfy the equation
(=h?A — 1 +ihag)vy, + [W2 D2, Gp]on = Op2(hh?),
where h=h's". Moreover, vy, verifies properties (a), (b), (c) in Proposition 7.1 and

1 1
llag vnllzz + (16§ onllzz = O(h).

Proof. The proof is very similar to the proof of Proposition 5.2, but much simpler, since we have better
estimates for 7, = e~ %7y, thanks to Proposition 7.1. Consider the conjugate operator

Fy(s) := e 5O (Py + ihby(z))e*Cr,
where P, = —h?A — 1. Similar to (5.5), we obtain a simpler formula
= _ . . ]
Fy(1) = e Cn(Py, + ihbo(x))e“r =Py, + ih(by — EWDS’ Gh))
1
+[n2D2, Gy + 3G [Gn, Pl + O 2y (h*T0). (7.13)

Here we use the fact that [Gp,bo(x)] = 0. As the principal symbol of %[hZDg, G is ¥1(n)(by — ag),
we have

(P, 4 ihag + [h2 D2, G1))on = fr + Op2(h*9), (7.14)
where
) ) - 1 -
Jn=ih(bo — ag — E[thz’ Gh])on — 5 [G: [Ghs PuJon. (7.15)

It remains to show that fj, = Op2(h%?).

First of all, the analogue of Lemma 5.3 holds with the same proof:



SHARP DECAY RATE FOR THE DAMPED WAVE EQUATION WITH CONVEX-SHAPED DAMPING 39

Lemma 7.4. Let J be any cutoff such that J =1 on the support of ¢ that defined uy, in Proposition
7.1. Then
WF}”(0) € WFy(tn)

and

I(1 = ¢ (hD))onl 2 = O(h') = O(W***).
Similarly, the analogue of Lemma 5.4 holds. Therefore, we have
- 1 ~
(Ph + thag + [h2D§,, Gh])Uh + §[Gh, [Gh, Ph]]’Uh = Oge (h2+6).

Next, we claim that

146
2

lagnlzz = O(h) = O(h'"). (7.16)

This follows by mimicking the proof of Lemma 5.5 with the new operator
i
Qn=ao — E[h2Dg7 Ghp).
Indeed, by multiplying by oy, to the equation and taking the imaginary part, we have
(Qnon, Bn) 2 = O(R?).

Hence ]
i

(D3, GyJon, 0n) = O(R?).

lad ol +

By (5.8), (5.9) and (5.10), we have
1
%
where o < 1. Note that by Lemma 7.4, we can write 0, = 1)(hAD; )0, + Opz2(h**2°), hence

1

- - 1 - 1 - 1o
((W*DZ, GpJon, 0n)| < hllbo(x) 20| g2 |0l L2 + hllbo(x) 2 DTy || 12 [|bo(2) 2| 12,

[bo(2) RD, T2 <~ o) DL (hD2)T 2 + O+ < B~ 16§ ADa (WD)l 2 + O(h)
<O(h),
thanks to the symbolic calculus. Therefore,
(0 D2, G, )] < O,
In particular, we obtain (7.16). Finally, the estimate
1[G [Ghs Pullonl 2 = O(h**)
follows from the same argument in the last paragraph of the proof of Proposition 5.2. The proof of
Proposition 7.3 is now complete. O
In view of Proposition 7.1 and Proposition 7.3, to complete the proof of (7.12), it remains to show
that
I[h* D3, Gulon| 2 = O(hR?). (7.17)
By the same argument as in the proof of Lemma 5.7, we have

[W2D2, G|y, = —4ih* K (8, A)b(hDy)hD, vy, + Oy (hhi?),
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where

Since [|[(0zA), b(hDy)]|l z(z2) = O(h), from (c) of Proposition 7.1, we deduce that
[4ih% B~ (0, A)b(hDy ) hDy | 12 < O(RPh™1) + O(h*T0) = O(h*T0),

thanks to the fact that § < . This proves (7.17).

APPENDIX A. PROOF OF PROPOSITION 6.9

In this appendix, we prove Proposition 6.9. Note that the proof works also for v = 0, thus covering
the main result in [St] for the piecewise constant rectangular damping. Without loss of generality,
we assume that Ué-:ljj # T, otherwise, we can apply Theorem 1.7 of [LLe] and the corresponding

2
resolvent estimate h7+2 is much better than (6.11).
Recall the numerology: § = ﬁ To simplify the notation in the exposition, we argue by contradic-

1 _1=5
tion. We assume that there exists a sequence h, — 0 and \,, C R such that ¢; < A\, < h, ? , such

that
—Uh A = AnVh A, IR TW (@) 0R, Ay = T A (A1)
and

lon,nallzz =1, Irhaaallze = o(hy).

For simplicity, we will ignore the subindex n for h,, A, and write simply v = vj, x,7 = rj, » sometimes
without displaying their dependence in h and A. First we record the a priori estimate, for which the
proof is a direct consequence of integration by part (see the proof of Lemma 2.2)

Lemma A.1.

(@) V22 = Nvlze = ().
1+6

() [IW7ollp2 = o(h™3).
Pick x € C*(R;[0,1]) such that x(s) = 1 when s < 1 and x(s) = 0 when s > 2. Denote by
I; = (aj, B;) and without loss of generality, we assume that
<o <P <a<f<--<o<f <

Define the function
l
Vo(a) = 3" max{0, (@ — a) () — 2)}.
j=1

Note that V() = (z—a;) (8 —z) when x € I; for some j € {1,--- ,l} and Vy(x) = 0 whenever W (z) =
0. Define x(z) := X<V‘;l(3f;)3). Note that x, € C2. Denote by I, = (aj, o + 27h®) U (8 — 2mh%, B;)

for j € {1,--- ,n} and fj,h = (aj + oh?, a; + 2mh) U (Bj — 27Th5,ﬁj — oh?). Here the constant o < 27
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is chosen so that x|, is constant on I\ Eh Hence supp(x},), supp(x},) are all contained in Ué-:lfj,h,
and

l
—0 —26
XA SHh™0) 1 IR ShT* Y 17 (A.2)
= j=1

We decompose
v=ov1+vy, v =xpv, v2=(1-xp)v.
When v > 0, vs is supported in the damped region W 2> h® while vy is supported on W < h%, where

a=—_

v+ 2
Lemma A.2. For vy, we have

3
[v2l 2 = o(h20F27).

Proof. First we assume that v > 0, then from (b) of Lemma A.1,

el —a _3
lvall L2 < W3 |Wao|| 2 <o(h 2 ) = o(hTED).

When v =0, § = %, by Lemma 5.5, ||ve||f2 < ||W%v||L2 < o(h%). O

It remains to estimate v{. We see that vy solves the equation
—vf = X2y +ih T Wy =7 := xur — 2(x40) + xJv. (A.3)

Remark A.3. If W is C2, the choice of cutoff x;, is the same as x(h~*W). Note that the parameter
« is chosen so that the size of ih~'Wwv and Xpv are the same in L?. This choice of cutoff is more
accurate than the choice x(h™'W) in [BHO5], in order to balance the size of ih~'Wv and x}/v coming
from the commutator on the right hand side of (A.3).

If A is relatively large, we are still able to apply the estimate from the geometric control:
Lemma A.4. If A > h_%, we have

orllze S h2 (el +h™ 2 [Wav| L.

Proof. By Lemma 6.6, we have

lvillze SATHixwr — ih™ Wor + xgoll 2 + [(060) |- + [Worll 2

l
) _qaatd 1 _38 o 1
<hi e + b WS ellge + P Y ol e, + B IW .
j=1

where we use the fact that W < h® on supp(xy). Since W ~ h® on fj,h and o + 26 = 1, we have

_a 1 _1 1
ol oz ) S 5 [WHolle S 38 [W 3] e,

This completes the proof of Lemma A.4. O
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1

It remains to deal with the regime where ¢f < \ < h_%, the key point is to exclude the possible
concentration of the energy density

co(@) = [0} (2)* + NJv1 ()

in the damped shell of size h® near the interface where W = 0. The tool used in [DKI] is a Morawetz
type inequality introduced:

Lemma A.5 (Morawetz type inequality). Let ® € C°(T) be a piece-wise C' function on T, then there
exists a uniform constant C' > 0, such that

/q)/(x)eo(m)dx §Ch_1‘/<1>(x)W(a;)Uﬁ’1dx
T T
+0| Re /T B(@)T, - (xnr — 2040+ xv)da| . (A4)

Proof. Direct computation yields
(Peg) = e + 2Re(PV]T) + A28 (|v1]?)).
Using the equation (A.3), we have
(Peg) =B'eg + AN2®,(|v1]?) — 202 Re(®T)v1) + 2! Re(i®T, - Wy)
—2Re[®T (xnr — 2(x3)" + X3v)]-

Since 2A? Re(®v)v1) = A2® - 9, (|v1|?), integrating the above identity, we obtain the desired estimate
(A.4). O

Bi—aj

Let ¢; < =5-2,j € {1,--- ,n}. Define

1, z € Ué»:l(ozh + 27Th5704j +€)U(Bj —€5,65 — 27rh5);
—M, z € Uj_1 I\ (o, 0 + ¢;) U (B — ¢, B));
1, z € T\ U\,

where the constant M > 0 (independent of h) is chosen such that [ ¥j,(z)dz = 0. Then the primitive
function ®;, € C°(T) is well-defined, piecewise smooth and ®} (z) = ¥j,(z). Since @}, is unique up to
a constant, we choose ®j, such that ®5,(0) = 0, then ||®p| 00 (ry < Cps. Define

O(x) = B} (2)1a; 0.
since supp(eg) C supp(xs), we have @} (z)eg(x) = O(x)ep(z). From Lemma A.5 and v} = xjv+ xp?',

Uy (z) ==

we have

/ O(x)eg(x)dx §C’h_1‘ / W(x)(x,%vﬁ' + 2thﬁl|v|2)d:n‘
T T
+C/ IXhT(Xhv + xKv")|da + C/ IXEO(XHY + xnv')|da
T T

+C|Re [ pmuapnda|+C [ 1 @) 0 ldn + € [ Wia@a(a)o) e
(A.5)
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where the terms in the third line of the right side is obtained by integration by part of
‘ Re/ O, (2)0) (xpv) dz|.

Here we keep the real part for this term in order to perform some cancellation when replacmg v
by —A2v + ih~'Ww — r later on, after using the equation (A.1) of v. Denote by I, = Ul _1I] n and

I, = U]: I; . Using (A.2) and the facts that A2 < h™° W ~ h® on Ih, we can control terms on the
right hand side of (A.5) by the sum of following types:

Type I: T=h="o15 ||2|I7llz2 + (7]l z2lv/ Xl 2;
Type Il : 11 = Bt /T W]vv'[lffhdx +h! /TWX%L\UU'\CZJJ;
Type IL: I = A~ 0+ ||Ww 301 |2,
We analyze the type II term. By Cauchy-Schwarz,
IS A W2, |2 W2 17,0 (A.6)
Note that on I, ©(z) = h™%, we have
IS A8 [ Who] o 17,0/l 2 < B35 W30 1o /T e<x>eo<x>dx)%.
Since a + 26 = 1, using Young’s inequality, we have
1< E/TQ(x)eo(x)dx + OO [ h| s, Ve > 0.
Plugging into (A.5), we get
lor72 < /T@(x)eo(x)dx S W Wz 2, + b7 o] g2 7l 2 + (7]l g2 1] e
Since A < h_%, by (a) of Lemma A.1,
[V'[[72 < o(h®) + N*|jv]|72 < o(h™°).
Recall that ||r||;2 = o(h%) and HW%’UHLZ = o(hliza), we get
forlEe 5 [ ©@eatw)ds < ol1).

Since we have already shown that ||va]|z2 = o(1), this is a contradiction to our assumption that
||v||z2 = 1. The proof of Proposition 6.9 is now complete.

APPENDIX B. SEMICLASSICAL PSEUDO-DIFFERENTIAL CALCULUS

For m € R, the symbol class S™(T*R?) consists of smooth functions ¢(z,¢) such that
020 e(2.¢)] < Caa(Q)" 1.
Given a symbol ¢(z, (), we associate it with the Weyl quantization Opj}’(c):

f € SRY) = OpP(£)(2) = ﬁ / /]R . c(%, O)e SHE f( ) dc.
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Most of the time we will use the standard quantization Opy,(c):
i(z—2")-¢

0PN N)(2) 1= gy [ el O T (.

An important mapping property is the following theorem due to Calderén-Vaillancourt:

Theorem B.1. There exists a constant C > 0 such that for any function ¢ on T*R% with uniformly
bounded derivatives up to order d, we have

10D ()| (22 may) + 10D ()l p(r2(ray < C > h‘m”agagc”Lw(T*Rd)’
laf,|8]<d

We use frequently the sharp Garding inequality:

Theorem B.2 (Sharp Garding’s inequality). Assume that ¢ € SO(T*T?) and c¢(z,¢) > 0 for all
(2,¢) € T*T?. Then there exist C > 0 and hy > 0 such that for all0 < h < hg and f € L*(T%),

Re(oph(c)f7 f)L2 > _Ch”f”%z(']rd)

Since we deal with symbols (damping) of limited regularity in this article, we need additional
estimates. First we recall the following boundedness property on L?:

Lemma B.1. Assume that b(z,y,&) € L¥(R3?) and there exists o > 0, such that for all |a] < d+1,
08 b(,y,€)| < Calg)(1oTH0).

Then the operator T}, associated with the Schwartz kernel

Kh(xvy) = ﬁ/}gd b(xayaf)e

is bounded on L*(R?), uniformly in h € (0,1].

i(z—y)-§
R

dg

Proof. The proof with pg = 1 can be found in Lemma A.1 of [BS20]. The same argument works for
all pg > 0. I

A direct consequence is the following commutator estimates for Lipschitz functions:
Corollary B.2. Assume that k € WH2(RY) and b € S°(T*RY), then there exists C > 0 such that
1[5, Opy (O]l £(2(rayy + l[K, OPR (D)l (22 (RaY) < Ch.

Moreover generally, for some m > 1, we have
lady" (Opp (0) |l (22 mey) + ladi (Opy (D)l £ (22 (Ray) < CR™.

Proof. We do the proof for the standard quantization. The same proof applied to the Weyl quantiza-
tion. Denote by Tj = ad’,(Op(b)) and K;(z,y) the Schwartz kernel of T}. Then

Kj(z,y) = (k(z) — £(y)) Ko(x, y),

where )
i(z—y)-§
K()(-Z',y) = (27Th)d /]Rd b(.ﬁl’,f)e h df
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is the Schwartz kernel of Opj,(b). Since x € WH(RY), there exists ¥ € L>°(R?¢;R%), such that
d

R(x) = k(y) = (@ —y) U(z,y) =Y (w1 —y) ¥V (2, y),
=1

where U® is the I-th component of ¥. Thus by integration by part,

hm i(z—y)-€ LI
Kn(z,y) j E j @nhd /Rde i (D¢ - De,b)(,€) kl |1‘I’ (z,y)dE.
17 sJm =

Applying Lemma B.1, we deduce that || Tp, | z(r2(re) < CR™. O

We also need a special version of symbolic calculus, used in the proof of Lemma 3.2:

Lemma B.3. Let k € CLR?), ¢ = (&) € CZ(R) and by € CL(R?), by € C2(R?). Denote by
c(x,y,8) = r(x,y)@(§). Then

(a) [|Opp(c)br — Opp(ch1)lzr2(r2)) < Cih;
h
(b) ||Opx(c)ba — Opy,(cba) — ;Oph((‘)gc . aﬂf/‘b?)Hc(LZ(RZ)) < Cyh?,

where the constants Cy depend only on |||y, ||b1]l1.0 and Cy depend only on ||k|lw1,0 and
12l w200 -

Proof. Since ¢ does not depend on 7, by viewing y as a parameter as in the proof of Lemma B.1,
it suffices to view Opy(c),b as operators acting on L?(R,) and prove the one-dimensional estimate.
Hence we will not display the dependence in y in the analysis below.

For j = 1,2, note that the symbol of operators Op(c)b; are given by

(€)= g [ [ e g+ @by o+ ndnadss = 5 [ @ elang b (€€

Note that the Fourier transform makes sense since the function b; has compact support. By the Taylor

expansions up to order 1 and 2:

1
c(z, &+ he') = c(x,€) + h{'/o Oec(z, & + the')dt,

1
c(@,& +he') = c(, &) + he' Oec(w, &) + hW*¢* | (1 —1)dFc(x,& + the)dt,
0
we have
1
1(,) = el Oha(a) 4 h [ Bl €t
0
and
h 1
ca(z, &) = c(z, )b () + ;ch(az,f)(‘)xbg(a:) + h2/0 (1 —t)Pos(x,&)dt,

where

1 o, _
Biu(e€) = 5 [ 0§+ g0 ()¢
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and

Bayo.€) = —5= [ €€ 0Rela & +1h )¢ e

Therefore, the symbol of the operator Opy,(c)by — Opy(cby) is h fol Py 4(x,&)dt and the symbol of the
operator Opy,(c)by — Opy,(cb2) — 2Opy, (Decdybs) is h? fol(l — 1)®4(x,&)dt. It suffices to show that
operators Tj; with Schwartz kernels

1 i(z—a')g .
ﬁ ]Re h ij,t(xaf)dfa J= 172

Kji(x,2') =
are uniformly bounded on L?(R) with respect to ¢t € (0,1) and h € (0,1]. Since c(z,&) = k(x)p(£),

explicit computation yields
¥ —x

h

1 —= .
Kjp(w,a") = ﬁsﬁ(])( JE() - (905)((1 = t)z +ta’), j=1,2.

Since |Kj4(z,2")| < C %[@7’(“’”/7_9”) ‘ Finally, by Young’s convolution inequality, we obtain that

1T f 2@y < Cllfll2mw)

for 7 = 1,2. This completes the proof of Lemma B.3. O

The above estimates can be generalized on to symbols and functions on compact manifolds. In
the special situation where the manifold is T?, we still have explicit formulas. Indeed, following
[Zw12] (Chapter 5), for a symbol ¢(z,¢) on T*T?, by periodicity c(z + 27k, &) = c(z,¢), k € Z%, the
quantization is explicitly given by

Opu(©)f(2) = 3 Cuf(2), Cuf(2) = ﬁ /[R d /T ez, QT (e,

kezd

Then Cy = 1lpaT—2:£0p,(a)1pa where 7, f(2) := f(z — 2p). By the stationary phase analysis, for
symbols ¢ € SO(T*T?) and for |k| > 2,

ICkll 2z (rayy = O(RY (k)™N), VN € N.

These facts imply that Lemma B.1, Lemma B.2 and Lemma B.3 still hold by replacing R%, R2, R to
T9, T2, T, respectively”.

Finally, we recall the definition of the semiclassical wavefront set, following Chapter 8 of [Zw12].
The semiclassical wavefront set WFp,(u) associated with a h-tempered family v = (up)o<n<n, is
the complement of the set of points (29, (y) € T*T¢ for which there exists a symbol ¢ € S such that
a(z0, (o) # 0 and Opy,(c)uy, = Op2(hV) for all N. The semiclassical wavefront set of order m, WF7(u)
is a modification of the definition WF},(u). It is the complement of the set of points (zg,(y) € T*T¢
for which there exists ¢ € S with ¢(20, () # 0 and Opy,(c)up, = Op2(h™).

"One can also argue in local coordinate and use the partition of unity.
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