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Abstract

We consider a compact Riemannian manifold with a Hermitian line
bundle whose curvature is non degenerate. Under a general condition,
the Laplacian acting on high tensor powers of the bundle exhibits gaps
and clusters of eigenvalues. We prove that for each cluster, the number
of eigenvalues that it contains, is given by a Riemann-Roch number.
We also give a pointwise description of the Schwartz kernel of the
spectral projectors onto the eigenstates of each cluster, similar to the
Bergman kernel asymptotics of positive line bundles. Another result
is that gaps and clusters also appear in local Weyl laws.

1 Introduction

Consider a Hermitian line bundle L on a compact Riemannian manifold with
a connection ∇ whose curvature is non degenerate. We will be concerned
with the eigenvalues and eigenstates of Bochner Laplacians ∆k = 1

2∇∗∇+kV
acting on positive tensor powers Lk of the bundle, V being a real function,
in the limit where k tends to infinity. Physically, k−2∆k is a magnetic
Schrödinger operator with k the inverse of the Planck’s constant, ∇ the
magnetic potential and k−1V the electric potential.

A very particular case is the ∂-Laplacian of high powers of a positive line
bundle on a complex manifold. Its ground states are the holomorphic sec-
tions which play obviously a central role in algebraic/complex geometry, but
also in mathematical physics: in Kähler quantization, the space of holomor-
phic sections is the quantum space and the large k limit is the semi-classical
limit. Starting from the paper [GU88] by Guillemin and Uribe, it has been
understood that for a manifold not necessarily complex, the holomorphic
sections can be replaced by the bounded states of the Bochner Laplacian
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∆k where the potential V is suitably defined, bounded here means that
the eigenvalues are bounded independently of k. These “almost” holomor-
phic sections have been used with success in various problems on symplectic
manifolds from their projective embeddings to their quantizations [BU96],
[BU00], [MM07].

In the larger regime where we consider all the eigenvalues smaller than
kΛ, Λ being arbitrary large but independent of k, few results are known: a
general Weyl law has been established by Demailly [De85] that we will recall
later, and for a specific class of connection ∇, Faure and Tsuji have shown
that the spectrum of ∆k exhibits some gaps and clusters [FT15], the first
cluster consisting of the bounded states of [GU88].

A natural question is to determine the number of eigenvalues in each
cluster. For the first cluster, in the case of holomorphic sections of a pos-
itive line bundle, the answer is provided by the Riemann-Roch-Hirzebruch
theorem and the Kodaira vanishing theorem. More generally, when k is suf-
ficiently large, the number of bounded states of the Bochner Laplacian of
[GU88] is still given by the Riemann-Roch number of Lk. One of our main
results is that the number of eigenvalues in each higher cluster is given as well
by a Riemann-Roch number, associated to Lk tensored with a convenient
auxiliary bundle F defined in terms of the cluster.

We are also concerned with results of local nature: we show that gaps and
clusters appear as well in the local Weyl laws of ∆k, local here means that
each eigenvalue is counted with a weight given by the square of the pointwise
norm of the corresponding eigensection. Furthermore we give a pointwise
description of the Schwartz kernel of the spectral projectors associated to
each cluster, generalising the Bergman kernel asymptotics for positive line
bundles.

The picture emerging from these results is that the restriction of the
Bochner Laplacian ∆k to each cluster is essentially a Berezin-Toeplitz oper-
ator with principal symbol an endomorphism of the auxiliary bundle F .

1.1 The magnetic Laplacian

Let us turn to precise statements. Let M2n be a closed manifold equipped
with a Riemannian metric g, a volume form µ, a Hermitian line bundle L
with a connection compatible with the metric, a Hermitian vector bundle
A over M having an arbitrary rank r with a connection, and a section
V ∈ C∞(M,EndA) such that V (x) is Hermitian for any x ∈M . Define the
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Laplacian

∆k = 1
2∇∗∇+ kV : C∞(Lk ⊗A) → C∞(Lk ⊗A). (1)

Here k ∈ N, ∇ is the covariant derivative of Lk ⊗ A, ∇∗ is its adjoint,
the scalar products of sections of Lk ⊗ A or Lk ⊗ A ⊗ T ∗M are defined by
integrating the pointwise scalar products against the volume form µ. The
metric of T ∗M is induced by the Riemannian metric.

We have introduced the bundle A with the endomorphism valued section
V to include some important Laplacians as the ∂-Laplacian acting on p-
forms or the square of some Dirac operators. Furthermore our results holds
for a slightly more general class of operators than (1), which are defined in
Section 3 and are locally of the form (B).

∆k being a formally self-adjoint elliptic operator on a compact mani-
fold, it is essentially self-adjoint, its spectrum sp(∆k) is a discrete subset
of [k inf V1,+∞) and consists only of eigenvalues with finite multiplicities,
the eigenfunctions are smooth sections of Lk ⊗A. Here V1(x) is the lowest
eigenvalue of V (x).

The curvature of L has the form 1
iω with ω ∈ Ω2(M,R) a closed form.

Let us assume that:

ω is non degenerate at each point of M . (A)

Thus ω is a symplectic form. Associated to ω is the Liouville volume form
µL = ωn/n!. We will assume that µ = µL. This is not a restrictive assump-
tion because if we multiply µ by a positive function ρ and the metric of A
by ρ−1 we do not change the scalar products of C∞(Lk⊗A) and Ω1(Lk⊗A).
Working with µL will simplify several statements.

1.2 Pointwise data

We now introduce several pointwise datas, that will enter in our asymptotic
description of the spectrum of ∆k. Denote by jB the section of End(TM)
such that ω(ξ, η) = g(jBξ, η). Then M has an almost-complex structure j
compatible with ω defined by

jy := |jB,y |−1jB,y, ∀ y ∈M.

So the vector bundle T 1,0M = Ker(j−i idTM⊗C) ⊂ TM⊗C has a Hermitian
metric h given by h(ξ, η) = 1

iω(ξ, η).
Moreover, the complexification of 1

i jB,y restricts to a positive endomor-

phism of (T 1,0
y M,hy). Denote its eigenvalue by 0 < B1(y) 6 . . . 6 Bn(y).
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Introduce an orthonormal basis (ui) of (T 1,0
y M,hy) such that jB,yui =

iBi(y)ui.
Consider the space D(TyM) = C[T 0,1

y M ] of antiholomorphic polynomials
of TyM . If (zi) are the linear complex coordinates of TyM dual to the ui’s,
then D(TyM) = C[z1, . . . , zn]. Define the endomorphism

�y =
∑

iBi(y)(a
†
iai +

1
2) + V (y) : D(TyM)⊗Ay → D(TyM)⊗Ay (2)

where ai and a
†
i are the endomorphisms of D(TyM) acting by derivation

with respect to zi and multiplication by zi respectively.
Introduce an eigenbasis (ζj) of V (y): V (y)ζi = Vi(y)ζi with V1(y) 6

. . . 6 Vr(y). Then �y is diagonalisable, with eigenbasis (zα ⊗ ζj, (α, j) ∈
N
n × {1, . . . , r})

�y(z
α ⊗ ζj) =

(∑
iBi(y)(α(i) +

1
2) + Vj(y)

)
zα ⊗ ζj.

Let λ1(y) 6 λ2(y) 6 . . . be the eigenvalues of �y ordered and repeated
according to their multiplicities.

The operators �y depend smoothly on y even if it is not obvious from
(2), because in general there is no local smooth frame (ui) of T

1,0M which
is an eigenbasis of jB,y at each y. The various eigenvalues Bi(y), Vj(y) and
λℓ(y) depend continuously on y.

1.3 Weyl laws

In [De85], Demailly proved a Weyl law for the operators k−1∆k. It says
roughly that in the semiclassical limit k → ∞, the spectrum of k−1∆k is
an aggregate of the spectrums of the �y’s. More precisely, introduce the
counting functions Ny(λ) = ♯{ℓ; λℓ(y) 6 λ} of �y and the one of k−1∆k

N(λ, k) = ♯ sp(k−1∆k)∩]−∞, λ].

Here and in the sequel, an eigenvalue with multiplicity m is countedm times.
Let v : R → R be the non decreasing function v(λ) :=

∫
M Ny(λ) dµL(y).

Let D be the set of discontinuity points of v. Then for any λ ∈ R \D, we
have

N(λ, k) =
( k

2π

)n
v(λ) + o(kn) (3)

as k tends to infinity. We have slightly reformulated the original result
[De85, Theorem 0.6], which holds more generally for ω not necessarily non
degenerate and M not necessarily compact.
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The subset D is in general non empty. As an easy example, if jB = j
and V = 0, then D = n

2 + N, v is locally constant on R \ D and for any

ℓ ∈ N, v(n2 + ℓ+ 0) = v(n2 + ℓ− 0) + rµL(M)
(
n+ℓ−1
ℓ−1

)
.

Our goal is to understand the corrections to the Weyl law (3), in other
words what is hidden in the remainder o(kn). For instance, if the function v
is constant on a compact interval J , then (3) implies that ♯ sp(k−1∆k)∩J =
o(kn). Actually, as we will see, in this situation, when k is sufficiently large,
J contains no eigenvalue of k−1∆k. Furthermore, the numbers of eigenvalues
between such intervals is given by Riemann-Roch numbers.

To state our result, introduce the set Σ =
⋃

j λj(M). Since λj > cj − C
for some positive constants c and C, Σ is a locally finite union of closed
disjoint intervals. The function v is locally constant on R \ Σ.

If B is complex vector bundle of M , we denote by RR(B) the Riemann-
Roch number of B, that is the integral of the product of the Chern character
of B by the Todd form of (M, j).

Theorem 1.1. Let a, b ∈ R \ Σ with a < b. Then when k is sufficiently

large,

♯ sp(k−1∆k) ∩ [a, b] =

{
RR(Lk ⊗ F ) if [a, b] ∩ Σ 6= ∅
0 otherwise

(4)

where F is the vector bundle with fibers Fy = Im1[a,b](�y), y ∈M .

RR(Lk ⊗ F ) depends polynomialy on k, with leading term

RR(Lk ⊗ F ) = (rankF )
( k

2π

)n
µL(M) +O(kn−1).

The result is consistent with the Weyl law (3) because when a, b ∈ R \ Σ,
Ny(b) = Ny(a) + rankF for any y ∈M .

Theorem 1.1 holds not only for the magnetic Laplacian (1), but also
for other remarkable geometric operators, as for instance the holomorphic
Laplacian or the square of spin-c Dirac operators. The corresponding results
are stated in Theorem 3.3 and Theorem 3.5. In these cases, Σ = N, so the
spectrum of k−1∆k consists of clusters at non-negative integers, the dimen-
sion of each cluster being given by the Riemann-Roch number RR(Lk ⊗ F )
where F is a sum of tensor products of symmetric and exterior powers of
T 1,0M , cf. part 3 of Theorem 3.5.

Theorem 1.1 is relevant only when Σ has several components. This
happens when j = jB and V = 0 as explained above. Observe as well that
the sets of (ω, g, V ) such that Σ is non connected, is open in C0-topology.
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Σ being the support of the Lebesgue-Stieltjes measure dv, the Weyl law
(3) implies that for any λ ∈ Σ, the distance d(λ, sp(k−1∆k)) tends to 0 as
k → ∞. To the contrary, if λ /∈ Σ, by the second case of (4), there exists
ǫ > 0 such that d(λ, sp(k−1∆k)) > ǫ when k in sufficiently large.

The following theorem gives more precise estimates.

Theorem 1.2. For any Λ > 0, there exists C > 0 such that for any λ 6 Λ,

λ ∈ Σ ⇒ dist(λ, sp(k−1∆k)) 6 Ck−
1

2 , (5)

λ ∈ sp(k−1∆k) ⇒ dist(λ,Σ) 6 Ck−
1

2 . (6)

Interestingly, some local Weyl laws hold with a similar gaped structure.
Instead of Σ, the local law at y ∈M involves the spectrum Σy = {λi(y); i ∈
N} of �y, which is a discrete subset of R. Clearly, Σ =

⋃
y Σy.

For any k ∈ N, choose an orthonormal eigenbasis (Ψk,i)i∈N of k−1∆k

such that k−1∆kΨk,i = λk,iΨk,i with λ0,k 6 λ1,k 6 . . .. For any y ∈ M and
real numbers a < b, define

N(y, a, b, k) =
∑

i, λk,i∈[a,b]
|Ψk,i(y)|2,

so we count the eigenvalues in [a, b] with weights given by the square of the
pointwise norm at y of the corresponding eigenvectors.

Theorem 1.3. For any Λ ∈ R \ Σ, y ∈ M and a, b ∈] − ∞,Λ] \ Σy such

that a < b, the following holds: if [a, b] ∩ Σy is empty, then N(y, a, b, k) =
O(k−∞). Otherwise we have an asymptotic expansion

N(y, a, b, k) =
( k

2π

)n ∑

λ∈Σy∩[a,b]

∞∑

ℓ=0

mℓ,λk
−ℓ +O(k−∞), (7)

where the coefficients mℓ,λ do not depend on a, b, k. In particular, m0,λ is

the multiplicity of the eigenvalue λ of �y.

We believe that the same result holds without the assumption that a, b
are smaller than Λ ∈ R \Σ. Observe that the first order term

∑
λ∈[a,b]m0,λ

in (7) is merely the number of eigenvalues of �y in [a, b]. In particular we
recover the same structure as in the counting law (4) of Theorem 1.2: when
the leading order term is zero, then N(y, a, b, k) = O(k−∞). We interpret
this as a gap in the local Weyl law.

Besides these gaps and clusters, another notable aspect in Theorem 1.2
and 1.3 is that we have full asymptotic expansions. For the Laplace-Beltrami
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operator or the Schrödinger operator without magnetic field, the remainders
in Weyl laws have a completely different behavior, cf. for instance the sur-
vey [Z08, Section 8]. Another situation where clusters and gaps occur is
for the pseudo-differential operators whose principal symbol has a periodic
Hamiltonian flow. This has been studied in many papers, see for instance
[Do97] and references therein for a semi-classical result and [Bo80], [BG81,
Section 1] for earlier results, with Riemann-Roch numbers already. For our
magnetic Laplacian, the gaps are also connected to periodic Hamiltonians:
the quantum harmonic oscillators a

†
iai of (2). In dimension 2, this lies at

the origin of the cyclotron motion or resonance of a charged particle in a
magnetic field.

1.4 Schwartz kernels of spectral projectors

Another result we would like to emphasize in this introduction is the asymp-
totic description of the Schwartz kernel of g(k−1∆k) where g : R → C is a
bounded function with compact support satisfying some assumptions. These
Schwartz kernels are by definition given at (x, y) ∈M2 by

g(k−1∆k)(x, y) =
∑

i

g(λk,i)Ψk,i(x)⊗Ψk,i(y) ∈ Lk
x ⊗Ax ⊗ L

k
y ⊗Ay.

We will prove that g(k−1∆k) belongs to the operator algebra L(A) intro-
duced in [C20]. Let us recall the main characteristics of L(A), the complete
definition will be given in Section 5.

L(A) consists of families (Pk)k∈N such that for any k, Pk is an endomor-
phism of C∞(M,Lk ⊗A) having a smooth Schwartz kernel in C∞(M2, (Lk⊗
A) ⊠ (L

k ⊗ A)) satisfying the following conditions. First, for any compact
subsetK ofM2 not intersecting the diagonal, for any N , Pk(x, y) = O(k−N )
uniformly on K. Second, for any open set U of M identified with a con-
vex open set of R

2n through a diffeomorphism, let F ∈ C∞(U2, L ⊠ L)
be the unitary frame such that F (x, y) = u ⊗ v, where v is any vector in
Ly with norm 1 and u ∈ Lx is the parallel transport of v along the path
t ∈ [0, 1] → y + t(x − y). Introduce a unitary trivialisation of A on U and
identify accordingly the sections of A ⊠ A over U2 with the functions of
C∞(U2,Cr ⊗C

r
). Then the Schwartz kernel of Pk has the following asymp-

totic expansion on U2: for any N ∈ N, for any x ∈ U and ξ ∈ TxU such
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that x+ ξ ∈ U ,

Pk(x+ ξ, x) =
( k

2π

)n
F k(x+ ξ, x)e−

k
4
|ξ|2x

N∑

ℓ=0

k−ℓaℓ(x, k
1

2 ξ)

+O(kn−
N+1

2 )

(8)

where |ξ|2x = ωx(ξ, jxξ), the coefficients aℓ(x, ·) are polynomials map TxM →
C
r ⊗ C

r
depending smoothly on x, and the O is uniform when (x + ξ, x)

runs over any compact set of U2.
Such an operator P = (Pk) has a symbol σ0(P ) which at y ∈ M is the

endomorphism of D(TyM)⊗Ay defined by

(
σ0(P )(y)

)
(f)(u) = (2π)−n

∫

TyM
e(u−v)·va0(y, u− v)f(v) dµy(v)

Here, the scalar product u·v and the measure µy are defined in terms of linear
complex coordinates zi : TyM → C associated to an orthonormal frame of

(T 1,0
y M,hy) by u · v =

∑
zi(u)zi(v) and µy = |dz1 . . . dzndz1 . . . dzn|.

As a result, for any (Pk) ∈ L(A), ‖Pk‖ = O(1) and

‖Pk‖ = O(k−
1

2 ) ⇔ (σ0(P )(y) = 0, ∀y ∈M) ⇔ (a0(y, ·) = 0, ∀y ∈M).

Furthermore L(A) is closed by product and the map σ0 is an algebra mor-
phism. Here the product of the symbols at y is the composition of endo-
morphisms of D(TyM)⊗Ay, which is not commutative.

Theorem 1.4. 1. For any a, b ∈ R \ Σ, the spectral projector Πk :=
1[a.b](k

−1∆k) and k
−1∆kΠk belong to L(A) and their symbols at y are

equal to 1[a,b](�y) and �y1[a,b](�y) respectively.

2. For any Λ ∈ R \Σ, for any g ∈ C∞(R,C) such that supp g ⊂]−∞,Λ],
(g(k−1∆k))k belongs to L(A) and its symbol at y is g(�y).

The second assertion is actually a generalisation of the first one because
choosing Λ > b such that [b,Λ] ∩ Σ = ∅, one has 1[a,b] = g on an open
neighborhood of Σ with g ∈ C∞(R) supported in ]−∞,Λ], and by Theorem
1.1, 1[a,b](λ) = g(λ) for any λ ∈ sp(k−1∆k) when k is sufficiently large.

1.5 Comparison with earlier results

This work started as a collaboration with Yuri Kordyukov and some of the
results presented here appeared also in [K20]: the existence of spectrum
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gaps, that is (4) when [a, b] ∩ Σ = ∅, and a weak version of (6) with a

O(k−
1

4 ) instead of the O(k−
1

2 ) are proved in [K20, Theorem 1.2]. Moreover,
under the assumption of Theorem 1.4, the Schwartz kernel of the spectral
projector Πk = 1[a,b](k

−1∆k) is described in [K20, Theorem 1.6] in a way
similar to our result.

In the case where jB = j and V is constant, the existence of spectrum
gaps, that is (4) when [a, b]∩Σ = ∅, was proved in [FT15, Theorem 10.2.2].
Our proof will follow the same line as in [FT15] and is similar to the proof
in [K20].

In the case again where jB = j and V = 0, the first gap and the asymp-
totic description of the first cluster has a long history. When j is integrable so
thatM is a complex manifold and ω is Kähler, the gap follows from Kodaira
vanishing Theorem, the first cluster consists of the holomorphic sections of
Lk, its dimension is given by the Riemann-Roch-Hirzebruch theorem, the
Schwartz kernel of the corresponding spectral projector is the Bergman ker-
nel, whose asymptotic can be deduced from [BS76] and has been used in
many papers starting from [Z98]. The extension to almost-complex struc-
ture has been done in [GU88], [BU07], [MM08]. Parallel results for spin-c
Dirac operators have been proved in [BU96], [MM02], [MM07].

The main tool we use in this paper is the algebra L(A) introduced in
[C20], a first weaker version was proposed in [C16]. The asymptotic expan-
sions (8) or similar versions have been used before by several authors to
describe spectral projector on the first cluster and corresponding Toeplitz
operators [SZ02], [C03], [MM07] for instance. In [C20], besides establishing
the main properties of L(A), we considered some projectors (Πk) in L(A)
whose symbol at y ∈ M is the projector onto the m-th level of a Lan-
dau Hamiltonian

∑
a
†
iai. In particular we computed the rank of Πk as a

Riemann-Roch number and we studied the corresponding Toeplitz algebra.
By the results of the current paper, particular instances of such projectors
are the spectral projectors on the m-cluster of a magnetic Laplacian with
jB = j and V = 0.

In a different context, many works have been devoted to the magnetic
Schrödinger operator in R

n, cf. [R17] for a general overview. The most
significant result is a semiclassical description of the bottom of the spectrum
in terms of effective operators whose principal symbols are the functions we
denoted by λi, cf. for instance [I98, Theorem 6.2.7], [RV15, Theorem 1.6]
or [M20, Theorem 2] for a statement in the manifold setting. These works
differ in at least two ways from the current paper: the global gap assumption
is generally replaced by a confinement hypothesis, typically the function we
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denote by λ0 is assumed to have a non-degenerate minimum. Moreover, the
general strategy is to put the Schrödinger operator on a normal form by
conjugating it with a convenient Fourier integral operator.

1.6 Outline of the paper

The main idea in the first part of the paper is to approximate the Laplacian
∆k locally by a family of Laplacians ∆y,k, y ∈ M obtained from ∆k by
“freezing” the coordinates at y. In Section 2 we introduce these operators,
recall the basic results regarding their spectrum and explain the relationship
with the operators �y of Section 1.2. In Section 3, we introduce a class of
Laplacian slightly more general than the magnetic Laplacian ∆k and which
are well approximated by the ∆y,k. This class contains the holomorphic
Laplacian and some of its generalisation without integrable complex struc-
ture. In section 4, we prove a weak version of Theorem 1.2 which says that
sp(k−1∆k) → Σ in the limit k → ∞, by constructing on one hand some
peaked sections which are approximate eigenmodes of ∆k, and on the other
hand, by inverting λ− k−1∆k up to a O(k−

1

4 ) when λ /∈ Σ.
In the second part of the paper, Sections 5 and 6, we introduce the

algebra L(A) and prove that the spectral projector 1[a,b](k
−1∆k) belongs

to L(A) when a, b ∈ R \ Σ. The proof is divided in three steps: from the
resolvent estimate of Section 4, we deduce that any operator of L(A) having
for symbol 1[a,b](�) is an approximation of 1[a,b](k

−1∆k) up to a O(k−
1

4 ).
We then prove that L(A)/O(k−∞) has a unique self-adjoint projector having
for symbol 1[a,b](�) and commuting with ∆k. Finally we prove that this
operator is indeed the spectral projector.

In the last part, Section 7, we establish some spectral properties for the
Toeplitz operators associated to the projectors of L(A), including a sharp
G̊arding inequality and the functional calculus. Then we deduce Theorem
1.1, Theorem 1.3 and the second part of Theorem 1.4.
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2 The linear pointwise data

In this section we consider a compact manifold M2n equipped with a sym-
plectic form ω and a Riemannian metric g. Let A → M be a Hermitian
vector bundle with a section V of C∞(M,EndA) such that V (x) is Hermi-
tian for any x ∈M . We choose a point y ∈M .

2.1 The complex structure

Let jB,y be the endomorphism of TyM such that ωy(ξ, η) = gy(jB,yξ, η). It
will be useful to work with the following normal form.

Lemma 2.1. There exists 0 < B1(y) 6 . . . 6 Bn(y) such that TyM has a

basis (ei, fi) satisfying

ωy(ei, ej) = ωy(fi, fj) = 0, ωy(ei, fj) = δij

jB,yei = Bi(y)fi, jB,yfi = −Bi(y)ei

The vectors ui =
1√
2
(ei − ifi), ui =

1√
2
(ei + ifi) are a basis of TyM ⊗C and

1
iωy(ui, uj) =

1
iω(ui, uj) = 0 1

iω(ui, uj) = δij

jB,yui = iBi(y)ui, jB,yui = −iBi(y)ui

Proof. Since jB,y is a gy-antisymmetric invertible endomorphism of TyM ,
there exists a gy-orthonormal basis (ẽi, f̃i) such that jB,y ẽi = Bi(y)f̃i and

jB,y f̃i = −Bi(y)ẽi, where the Bi(y)’s are positive. We set ei = (Bi(y))
− 1

2 ẽi

and fi = (Bi(y))
− 1

2 f̃i, and the result follows by direct computations.

We can interpret this result as follows: first, 1
i jB,y is C-diagonalisable

with only nonzero real eigenvalues, denoted by±Bi(y). Second, the subspace
W of TyM ⊗ C spanned by the ui’s is the sum of the eigenspaces of 1

i jB,y

with a positive eigenvalue. W is Lagrangian and the sesquilinear form hy of
TyM ⊗ C given by hy(u, v) =

1
iωy(u, v) is positive on W . Equivalently the

endomorphism jy of TyM such that jy = i on W is a complex structure of
TyM compatible with ωy. So from now on, we will denote W = ker(jy − i)

by T 1,0
y M and by the definition of jy, the restriction of 1

i jB,y to T 1,0
y M is a

positive endomorphism of (T 1,0
y M,hy) with eigenvalues the Bi(y). Hence the

vectors (ui) in Lemma 2.1 are nothing else than a hy-orthonormal eigenbasis

of T 1,0
y M .
An important remark is that jy depends smoothly on y, so it defines an

almost complex structure of M . Indeed, the space T 1,0
y M depends smoothly
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on y because 1
i jB,y being invertible, no eigenvalue can cross 0. Another

reason is that jy = |jB,y|−1jB,y where |jB,y | is the positive square root of
the gy-positive endomorphism −j2B,y. Actually, the construction of j is the
classical proof of the fact that any symplectic manifold admits a compatible
almost-complex structure, cf [MS17, Proposition 2.5.6].

To the contrary, in general, we cannot choose a local continuous sym-
plectic frame (ei, fi) of TM such that jBei = Bifi, jBfi = Biei, even if we
renumber the eigenvalues Bi(y) in a way depending on y. Indeed, as is well
known, it is not possible in general to diagonalise smoothly a symmetric
matrix, the symmetric matrix being −(jB,y)

2 in our case. More specifically,
consider on R

2 ⊗ R
2 with its usual Euclidean structure the endomorphism

jB(s, t) =M(s, t)⊗ j2 where

M(s, t) =

(
1 + s t
t 1− s

)
, j2 =

(
0 −1
1 0

)
,

s and t being parameters in a neighborhood of 0. Then jB is non degenerate
and antisymmetric, and we can choose for each (s, t) a basis (ei, fi) satisfying
the previous conditions, but not continuously with respect to (s, t). Indeed,
−j2B(s, t) = M2(s, t) ⊗ id and for s = 0, t small non zero, the eigenspaces
of M(s, t) are (1, 1)R and (1,−1)R whereas for t = 0 and s small non zero,
they are (1, 0)R and (0, 1)R.

This example appears on R
4 equipped with its usual Euclidean metric

and the closed form

ω = (1 + p1)dp1 ∧ dq1 + (1− p2)dp2 ∧ dq2 + q1dq1 ∧ dp2 − q2dp1 ∧ dq2

which is symplectic on a neighborhood of the origin. On the plane {p1 =
p2, q1 = q2}, the matrix of jB is M(p1, q1)⊗ j2.

We have also to be careful that the metric g̃ determined by (ω, j)

g̃y(ξ, η) := ωy(ξ, jyη) = gy(|jB,y |ξ, η). (9)

is equal to gy only when B1(y) = . . . = Bn(y) = 1, that is when jB,y is itself
a complex structure.

2.2 The scalar Laplacian of TyM

Consider now the covariant derivative

∇ = d+ 1
iα : C∞(TyM) → Ω1(TyM) (10)

12



where α ∈ Ω1(TyM,R) is given by αξ(η) = 1
2ωy(ξ, η). Since dα = ωy, the

curvature of ∇ is 1
iωy. We then define the scalar Laplacian of TyM by

∆scal
y := 1

2∇∗∇ : C∞(TyM) → C∞(TyM). (11)

Here the scalar products of C∞(TyM) and Ω1(TyM) are defined by integrat-
ing the pointwise scalar products against a fixed constant volume form, the
pointwise scalar product of Ω1(TyM) is defined from the metric gy.

We can explicitly compute the spectrum and eigenfunctions of ∆scal
y as

follows. Introduce a basis (ei, fi) of TyM as in Lemma 2.1. This basis is
gy-orthogonal and gy(ei, ei) = gy(fi, fi) = Bi(y)

−1, so we have

∆scal
y = −1

2

n∑

i=1

Bi(y)(∇2
ei +∇2

fi)

=

n∑

i=1

Bi(y)
(
−∇ui

∇ui
+ 1

2

)

where ui =
1√
2
(ei − ifi), ui =

1√
2
(ei + ifi). Denote by zi the linear complex

coordinates dual to the ui. If (pi, qi) are the real linear coordinates of TyM
in the basis (ei, fi), then zi =

1√
2
(pi+ iqi). Since ωy = i

∑
dzi∧dzi, we have

∇ = d+ 1
2

n∑

i=1

(zidzi − zidzi).

Introduce the function s(ξ) := exp(−1
4 |ξ|2y), ξ ∈ TyM , where

|ξ|2y =
∑

i(p
2
i + q2i ) = 2

∑
i|zi|2 = g̃y(ξ, ξ)

Since s = exp(−1
2 |z|2), we have ∇ui

s = 0, so s is ∇-holomorphic.
Let us consider C∞(TyM) as the space of sections of the trivial line

bundle over TyM and let us use s as a global frame. Introduce the operators

ai = ∂zi , a
†
i = zi − ∂zi . (12)

Then ∇ui
(fs) = (aif)s and ∇ui

(fs) = −(a†if)s, so that

∆scal
y (fs) = (�̃scal

y f)s with �̃
scal
y :=

n∑

i=1

Bi(y)(a
†
iai +

1
2). (13)

Let P(TyM) be the space of polynomial functions TyM → C, non necessarily
holomorphic or anti-holomorphic. With the coordinates (zi), P(TyM) =
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C[z1, . . . , zn, z1, . . . , zn]. Observe that ai and a
†
i preserves P(TyM) and the

same holds for �̃scal
y .

Since the ai, a
†
i satisfy the so-called canonical commutation relations

[ai, aj ] = [a†i , a
†
j ] = 0, [ai, a

†
j ] = δij ,

we deduce by a classical argument that the endomorphisms a†iai of P(TyM)
are mutually commuting endomorphisms, each of them diagonalisable with
spectrum N, cf. for instance [C20, Proposition 4.1]. So we have a decompo-
sition into joint eigenspaces

P(TyM) =
⊕

α∈Nn

Lα with Lα =
⋂n

i=1 ker(a
†
iai − α(i)). (14)

Furthermore, L0 = C[z1, . . . , zn] and Lα = (a†)αL0, for all α ∈ N
n where

(a†)α = (a†1)
α(1)...(a†n)α(n). Consequently �̃scal

y is a diagonalisable endomor-

phism of P(TyM) with spectrum Σscal
y given by

Σscal
y =

{∑n
j=1Bj(y)(α(j) +

1
2), α ∈ N

n
}
. (15)

Moreover the eigenspace E(λ) of the eigenvalue λ ∈ Σy is the sum of the Lα

where α runs over the multi-indices of Nn such that
∑
Bi(y)(α(i) +

1
2) = λ.

We can deduce from these algebraic facts the L2-spectral theory of ∆scal
y .

First of all, the space exp(−1
4 |ξ|2y)P(TyM) is dense in L2(TyM) by the same

proof that Hermite functions are dense. So we deduce from (14) a decom-
position of L2(TyM) in a Hilbert sum of orthogonal subspaces

L2(TyM) =
⊕

α∈Nn

Kα, Kα = e−
1

4
|ξ|2yLα

L2(TyM)

, ∀α ∈ N
n (16)

Let G be the subspace of L2(TyM) consisting of the ψ having a decomposi-
tion

∑
ψα in (16) such that

∑ |α|2‖ψα‖2 is finite. As a differential operator,
∆scal

y acts on the distribution space C−∞(TyM) and in particular on G.

Lemma 2.2. The space ∆scal
y (G) is contained in L2(TyM) and the restric-

tion of ∆scal
y to G is a self-adjoint unbounded operator of L2(TyM). Further-

more, its spectrum is Σy and consists only of eigenvalues, the eigenspace of

λ ∈ Σy being the closure of exp(−1
4 |ξ|2y)E(λ).

This follows from �̃scal
y = e

1

4
|ξ|2y∆scal

y e−
1

4
|ξ|2y by elementary standard argu-

ments, cf. [D95, Lemma 1.2.2] for instance. Observe also that the unboun-

ded operator (∆scal
y ,G) is the closure of (∆scal

y , e−
1

4
|ξ|2yP(TyM)).
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2.3 The Ay-valued Laplacian ∆y

We now consider the full Laplacian

∆y := ∆scal
y + V (y) : C∞(TyM,Ay) → C∞(TyM,Ay) (17)

We deduce from the properties of ∆scal
y that (∆y,G ⊗ Ay) is a selfadjoint

unbounded operator of L2(TyM)⊗Ay with discrete spectrum

Σy =
{∑n

j=1Bj(y)(α(j) +
1
2) + Vℓ(y), α ∈ N

n, ℓ = 1, . . . , r
}

(18)

where V1(y) 6 . . . 6 Vr(y) are the eigenvalues of V (y). Let (ζℓ) be an
eigenbasis of V (y), V (y)ζℓ = Vℓ(y)ζℓ. Then any λ ∈ Σy is an eigenvalue of
∆y with eigenspace the closure of the sum of the exp(−1

4 |ξ|2y)E(λ′) ⊗ Cζℓ
such that λ′ + Vℓ(y) = λ.

In the sequel, we will mainly work with

�̃y = e
1

4
|ξ|2y∆ye

− 1

4
|ξ|2y = �̃

scal
y + V (y) (19)

acting on P(TyM)⊗Ay.

2.4 The restriction �y of �̃y to anti-holomorphic polynomials

By its definition (11), ∆y depends smoothly on y, acting on a infinite di-
mensional space though. Nevertheless, in many arguments, we can work in
finite dimension by replacing P(TyM) by the subspace D(TyM) ⊂ P(TyM)
of anti-holomorphic polynomials. With the coordinates (zi) introduced pre-
viously, D(TyM) = C[z1, . . . , zn].

First, the annihilation and creation operators ai, a
†
i preserves the sub-

space D(TyM) in which they act respectively by ∂zi and zi. Moreover the

joint eigenspaces Lα of the a
†
iai satisfy Lα ∩ D(TxM) = C zα. So �̃y pre-

serves D(TyM) ⊗ Ay and its restriction �y ∈ End(D(TyM) ⊗ Ay) has the

same spectrum as �̃y. For any eigenvalue λ, the corresponding eigenspaces

of �̃y and �y are
⊕

Lα ⊗Cζℓ and
⊕

Czα ⊗Cζℓ respectively where in both
cases we sum over the (α, ℓ) such that

∑
Bi(y)(α(i) +

1
2) + Vℓ(y) = λ.

For any p ∈ N, the endomorphism �y preserves the subspace D6p(TyM)
of D(TyM) of polynomials with degree smaller than p. These spaces are
obviously finite-dimensional and their union D6p(TM) =

⋃
y D6p(TyM) is

a genuine vector bundle over M . Moreover y 7→ �y|D6p(TyM) is a smooth
section of End(D6p(TM)).

Lemma 2.3.
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1. For any Λ > 0, there exists p ∈ N such that for any y ∈ M and

λ ∈ sp(�y) ∩ (−∞,Λ], the eigenspace ker(�y − λ) is contained in

D6p(TyM)⊗Ay.

2. For any compact interval I whose endpoints do not belong to Σ, the
spaces

Fy =
⊕

λ∈sp(�y)∩I
ker(λ−�y), y ∈M

are the fibers of a subbundle F of D6p(TM)⊗A, with p a sufficiently

large integer.

Proof. The functions Bi being continuous, Bi(y) > ǫ on M for some ǫ > 0,
so

∑
Bi(y)α(i) > ǫ|α| with |α| = α(1) + . . .+α(n). So

∑
Bi(y)(α(i) +

1
2)+

Vℓ(y) 6 Λ implies ǫ|α| 6 Λ − inf V1, which proves the first assertion with p
any integer larger than ǫ−1(Λ− inf V1).

I being bounded, by the first part, Fy ⊂ D6p(TyM) ⊗ Ay for any y,
when p is sufficiently large. The projector of End(D6p(TyM)⊗Ay) onto Fy

is given by the Cauchy integral formula

(2πi)−1

∫

γ
(λ−�y,p)

−1dλ, (20)

where �y,p is the restriction of �y to D6p(TyM) ⊗ Ay and γ is a loop of
C \ Σy which encircles I. By the assumption that the endpoints of I do
not belong to Σ, we can choose γ independent of y. Hence (20) depends
smoothly on y and its image Fy as well.

3 A class of magnetic Laplacians

Consider a compact Riemannian manifold (M,g) equipped with a Hermitian
line bundle L with a connection ∇ of curvature 1

iω, and a Hermitian vector
bundle A with a section V ∈ C∞(M,End(A)) such that V (x) is Hermitian
for any x ∈M .

The results we will prove later hold for families of differential operators

(∆k : C∞(M,Lk ⊗A) → C∞(M,Lk ⊗A), k ∈ N)

having the following local form: for any coordinate chart (U, xi) of M and
trivialisation A|U ≃ U ×A, we have on U by identifying C∞(U,Lk⊗A) with
C∞(U,Lk ⊗A) that

∆k = −1
2

∑
gij∇i,k∇j,k + kV +

∑
ai∇i,k + b (B)
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where gij = g(dxi, dxj), ∇i,k is the covariant derivative of Lk with respect
to ∂xi , and ai, b are in C∞(U,End(A)) and do not depend on k.

So on a semi-classical viewpoint with ~ = k−1, k−2∆k = σ(x, 1
ik∇k

i ) with
σ the (normal) symbol given by

σ(x, η) = −1
2

∑
gij(x)ηiηj + ~V (x) +

∑
~ai(x)ηi + ~

2b(x). (21)

As we will see, for the small eigenvalues, the variable ηi has the same weight
as ~1/2, so in the above sum, the two first terms have weight ~ and the third
and fourth terms are lower order terms with weight ~3/2 and ~

2 respectively.
In this section, we will prove that various operators have the form (B):

the magnetic Laplacian defined in the introduction (1), the holomorphic
Laplacian and also some generalised Laplacians associated to semi-classical
Dirac operators.

3.1 About Assumption (B)

The proof that some operators satisfy Assumption (B) consists in each case
of establishing a Weitzenböck type formula. Since we don’t need to give a
geometric definition of the coefficients ai and b in (B), the computations will
be rather simple once we know which terms to neglect. To give a systematic
treatment and to have a better understanding of the approximations we
do, we will introduce non-commutative symbols for the differential operator
algebra generated by the ∇i,k and C∞(U,EndA). Instead of the full algebra,
we will only work with second order operators. Everything in this section
works without assuming that ω is degenerate, the dimension of M could be
odd as well, but we will not insist on that.

Let (ei) be a frame of TM on an open set U of M and A be a Hermitian
vector space. Let ∇i,k be the covariant derivation of C∞(U,Lk) with respect
to ei. For any y ∈ M , let ∇y,i be the covariant derivative of C∞(TyM) for
the connection (10) with respect to ei(y).

We say that a family P = (Pk : C∞(U,Lk⊗A) → C∞(U,Lk⊗A), k ∈ N)
of differential operators belongs to G2 if it has the form

Pk =
∑

i6j

dij∇i,k∇j,k + kc+
∑

bi∇i,k + a (22)

for some coefficients dij , c, bi, a ∈ C∞(U,EndA) independent of k. For such
a family, we define

σ2(P )(y) =
∑

i6j

dij(y)∇y,i∇y,j + c(y) : C∞(TyM,A) → C∞(TyM,A)
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Similarly we define the subspaces G0 and G1 of G2 and the corresponding
symbols as follows. Assume that P satisfies (22). Then

P ∈ G1 ⇔ dij = c = 0, σ1(P )(y) =
∑

bi(y)∇y,i

P ∈ G0 ⇔ dij = c = bi = 0, σ0(P )(y) = a(y)

The basic property we need is the following.

Lemma 3.1. Let P ∈ GN , P ′ ∈ GN ′ with N +N ′ 6 2. Then

• P ∗ := (P ∗
k ) belongs to GN and σN (P ∗)(y) = (σN (P )(y))∗.

• PP ′ := (PkP
′
k) ∈ GN+N ′ and σN+N ′(PP ′)(y) = σN (P )(y)◦σN ′ (P ′)(y).

Here the formal adjoints P ∗
k are defined with respect to any volume form

µ of U which is independent of k, whereas the adjoint of σN (P )(y) is defined
with respect to any constant volume form of TyM .

Proof. This is easily proved, let us emphasize the main points. First ∇∗
i,k =

−∇i,k + divµ(ei), so (∇∗
i,k) belongs to G1 and σ1(∇∗

i,k)(y) = −∇y,i = ∇∗
y,i.

Second ∇i,ka = a∇i,k + Leia, so (∇i,ka) belongs to G1 and has symbol
σ1(∇i,ka)(y) = a(y)∇y,i = ∇y,ia(y). Third

∇i,k∇j,k = ∇j,k∇i,k +
k
i ω(ei, ej)

so when i > j, (∇i,k∇j,k) belongs to G2 and σ2(∇i,k∇j,k)(y) = ∇y,j∇y,i +
1
iω(ei, ej)(y) = ∇y,i∇y,j .

Notice that for any vector field X of U , (∇Lk

X ) belongs to G1 with symbol
at y given by the covariant derivative of C∞(TyM) with respect to X(y).
Using this and Lemma 3.1, we deduce that GN and σN do not depend on
the choice of the frame (ei). Let us make the dependence with respect to
(U,A) explicit, so we write GN (U,A) instead of GN .

Using again Lemma 3.1, we see that if u ∈ C∞(U,EndA) is invertible
at each point, then for any P ∈ GN (U,A), uPu−1 belongs to GN (U,A)
and σN (uPu−1)(y) = u(y)σN (P )(y)u(y)−1. So we can define GN (A) as the
space of differential operator families (Pk) such that for any k, Pk acts on
C∞(M,Lk ⊗ A) and for any trivialisation A|U ≃ U × A, the local represen-
tative of (Pk) belongs to GN (U,A). The corresponding symbol σN (P )(y) is
invariantly defined as a differential operator of C∞(TyM,Ay).

It is also useful to consider differential operators from C∞(M,Lk ⊗ A)
to C∞(M,Lk ⊗ B) where B is a second auxiliary Hermitian vector bundle.
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To handle these operators, we define the subspace GN (A,B) of GN (A⊕ B)
consisting of the (Pk) such that for any k, ImPk ⊂ C∞(M,Lk ⊗ B) ⊂
KerPk. The symbol at y of an element of GN (A,B) is a differential operator
C∞(TyM,Ay) → C∞(TyM,By).

Observe now that assumption (B) has the following reformulation

(∆k) ∈ G2(A) and σ2(∆k)(y) = ∆scal
y + V (y), ∀y ∈M. (B’)

3.2 Magnetic Laplacian

The simplest example of an operator satisfying condition (B) is the magnetic
Laplacian defined in Section 1.1. So besides the line bundle L with its
connection, the Riemannian metric g and the section V ∈ C∞(M,EndA),
we introduce a connection on A not necessarily preserving the Hermitian
structure and a volume form µ on M . Set

∆k = 1
2 (∇Lk⊗A)∗∇Lk⊗A + kV : C∞(M,Lk ⊗A) → C∞(M,Lk ⊗A)

where the formal adjoint of ∇Lk⊗A is defined from the scalar product ob-
tained by integrating pointwise scalar products against µ.

Proposition 3.2. (∆k) satisfies assumption (B).

Proof. This follows from Lemma 3.1 and the fact that (∇Lk⊗A) belongs to
G1(A,A ⊗ T ∗M) with symbol at y equal to the covariant derivative ∇ of
C∞(TyM) tensored with the identity of Ay. To see this, write locally

∇Lk⊗A =
∑

i

ǫ(e∗i )∇Lk⊗A
ei =

∑

i

ǫ(e∗i )(∇i,k + γi)

where (e∗i ) is the dual frame of (ei), ǫ(e
∗
i ) is the exterior product by e∗i and

the γi ∈ C∞(U,EndA) are the coefficients of the connection one-form of ∇A

in a trivialisation A|U ≃ U ×A.

3.3 Holomorphic Laplacian

Assume that M is a complex manifold and L, A are holomorphic Hermi-
tian bundles, L being positive in the sense that the curvature of its Chern
connection if 1

iω where ω ∈ Ω1,1(M) is a Kähler form. Equip T 0,1M with
the metric |u|2 = 1

iω(u, u), u ∈ T 0,1M and let µ = ωn/n! be the Liouville
volume form. Define the holomorphic Laplacian

∆′′
k = (∂Lk⊗A)

∗∂Lk⊗A : C∞(M,Lk ⊗A) → C∞(M,Lk ⊗A).
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By Hodge theory, ker∆′′
k is isomorphic with the Dolbeault cohomology space

H0(Lk⊗A). When k is sufficiently large, the dimension of H0(Lk⊗A) is the
Riemann-Roch number RR(Lk⊗A) defined as the evaluation of the product
of the Chern character of Lk ⊗ A by the Todd Class of M . ∆′′

k satisfies
assumption (B), which lead to the following description of its spectrum.

Theorem 3.3. For any Λ > 0, there exist C > 0 such that sp(k−1∆′′
k)∩[0,Λ]

is contained in N+ Ck−1[−1, 1] For any m ∈ N,

♯ sp(k−1∆′′
k) ∩ [m− 1

2 ,m+ 1
2 ] = RR(Lk ⊗A⊗ Symm(T 1,0M)),

when k is sufficiently large.

Notice that the first eigenvalue cluster is degenerate in the sense that
sp(∆′′

k) ∩ [0, 12 ] ⊂ {0} when k is sufficiently large.

Proof. ∂Lk⊗A belongs to G1(A,A⊗(T ∗M)0,1) and its symbol at y is the (0, 1)
component of the connection ∇ defined in (10). Using the same notations
(ui) and (zi) as in Section 2.2, ∇0,1 =

∑
ǫ(dzi)⊗∇ui

. Since the adjoint of
ǫ(dzi) is the interior product by ui, ǫ(dzi)

∗ǫ(dzi) = 1 so that

σ2(∆
′′
k)(y) = −∑

i∇ui
∇ui

so ∆′′
k satisfies assumption (B) with V (y) = −n

2 and Σy = N. The results

follow now from Corollary 7.2 with a k−1 instead of k−
1

2 by Remark 7.3.

Similarly we can consider the Laplacian acting on (0, q)-forms and prove
the same result where N is replaced by q+N and the number of eigenvalues
in q +m+ [−1

2 ,
1
2 ] is the Riemann-Roch number of Lk ⊗ A ⊗ ∧0,q(T ∗M)⊗

Symm(T 1,0M).
We can also generalise this to the case where the complex structure

is not integrable. So assume that (M,ω) is a symplectic manifold with a
compatible almost-complex structure j, that L → M is a Hermitian line
bundle with a connection of curvature 1

iω and A a Hermitian vector bundle
with a connection. Then Theorem 3.3 holds with the operator

∆′′
k = ((∇Lk⊗A)(0,1))∗(∇Lk⊗A)(0,1) : C∞(Lk ⊗A) → C∞(Lk ⊗A)

and the proof is exactly the same. However, it is no longer true that the first
eigenvalue cluster is non degenerate. Using Dirac operators, one can gener-
alise the previous result and still have the degeneracy of the first cluster, as
explained in the next section.
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3.4 Semiclassical Dirac operators

In this section, (M,ω, j) is a symplectic manifold with an almost complex
structure, (L,∇) is a Hermitian line bundle on M with a connection having
curvature 1

iω and A an auxiliary Hermitian vector bundle.
Let S = ∧0,•T ∗M be the spinor bundle and S+, S− be the subbundles

of even (resp. odd) forms. For any y ∈ M , extend the covariant derivative
∇ defined in (10) to Ω•(TyM) in the usual way and denote by ∇0,1 the
restriction of its (0, 1) component to Ω0,•(TyM) = C∞(TyM ⊗ Sy).

Definition 3.4. A semi-classical Dirac operator is a family (Dk) ∈ G1(A⊗
S) with symbol

σ1(Dk)(y) = ∇0,1 + (∇0,1)∗ : Ω0,•(TyM) → Ω0,•(TyM), ∀y ∈M

such that for any k, Dk is formally self-adjoint and odd.

Such an operator can be constructed as follows: introduce a connection
on S preserving S+ and S−, a connection on A and set

Dk =
∑

i

ǫ(θi)∇Lk⊗A⊗S
ui

+
(
ǫ(θi)∇Lk⊗A⊗S

ui

)∗

where (ui) is any orthonormal frame of T 1,0M , (θi) is the dual frame of
(T ∗M)1,0 and the exterior product ǫ(θi) acts on S. Another example is pro-
vided by spin-c Dirac operators, cf. [Dui11], [MM07, Section 1.3]. Observe
as well that the semi-classical Dirac operator is unique up to a self-adjoint
odd operator of G0(A ⊗ S). We denote by D±

k : C∞(Lk ⊗ A ⊗ S±) →
C∞(Lk ⊗A⊗ S∓) the restrictions of Dk and observe that D−

k is the formal
adjoint of D+

k .

Theorem 3.5. Let (Dk) be a semi-classical Dirac operator. Then the op-

erator ∆k = D−
k D

+
k satisfies

1. for any Λ > 0, there exists C > 0 such that sp(k−1∆k) ∩ [0,Λ] is

contained in N+Ck−
1

2 [−1, 1].

2. sp(k−1∆k)∩ [0, 12 ] ⊂ {0} and ker∆k has dimension RR(Lk ⊗A) when
k is sufficiently large.

3. for any m ∈ N, when k is sufficiently large,

♯ sp(k−1∆k) ∩ [m− 1
2 ,m+ 1

2 ] = RR(Lk ⊗Am)

where Am =
⊕

(ℓ,p)A ⊗ Symℓ(T 1,0M) ⊗ ∧2p(T 1,0M), the sum being

over the (ℓ, p) ∈ N
2 such that ℓ+ 2p = m and p 6 n.
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Proof. As in section 2.2, let (ui) be an orthonormal basis of T 1,0
y M and

(zi) be the associated linear complex coordinates. We have ∇∗
ui

= −∇ui
,

ǫ(dzi)
∗ = ι(ui) so that

σ1(Dk)(y) =
∑

ǫ(dzi)∇ui
− ι(ui)⊗∇ui

.

A standard computation using that ∇ui
, ∇ui

commute with ǫ(dzj), ι(uj)
and [∇ui

,∇uj
] = [∇ui

,∇uj
] = 0, [∇ui

,∇uj
] = δij leads to

σ2(D
2
k)(y) =

∑
(−∇ui

∇ui
+ ǫ(dzi)ι(ui)) = ∆scal

y − n
2 +Ny

where Ny is the number operator of Sy, that is Nyα = (degα)α. Restricting
to S+, we deduce that (∆k) satisfies assumption (B) with V (y) = −n

2 +Ny.
So Σy = N and the first assertion of the theorem follows from the second
part of Corollary 7.2.

In the same way, (D+
k D

−
k ) has the form (B) with V (y) = −n

2 + Ny as
well, but the number operator takes odd value on S−. Thus

sp(k−1D+
k D

−
k ) ⊂ [1− Ck−

1

2 ,∞[

for some positive C. Since for any λ 6= 0, D+
k is an isomorphism between

ker(D−
k D

+
k − λ) and ker(D+

k D
−
k − λ), this proves that sp(k−1∆k)∩]0, 12 ] is

empty when k is sufficiently large and the first part of the second assertion
follows.

The second part of the second assertion and the third assertion follow
from Corollary 7.2. Indeed, for V (y) = −n

2 + Ny acting on Ay ⊗ S+
y , the

bundle F with fiber Fy = ker(�y −m) is isomorphic with Am as a complex
vector bundle.

4 Spectral estimates

Let (∆k : C∞(M,Lk ⊗ A) → C∞(M,Lk ⊗ A)) be a differential operator
family satisfying (B). We assume that the curvature 1

iω is non-degenerate.
We assume as well that ∆k is formally self-adjoint where the scalar product
of section of C∞(M,Lk ⊗A) is defined from the measure µ = ωn/n!.

For any y ∈ M , by Darboux Lemma, there exists a coordinate system
(U, xi) ofM centered at y such that ω is constant in these coordinates, that is
ω = 1

2

∑
ωijdxi ∧ dxj with ωij = ω(∂xi

, ∂xj
) constant functions. We identify

U with a neighborhood of the origin of TyM through these coordinates. We
assume that this neighborhood is convex.
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Introduce a unitary section Fy of L → U such that for any ξ ∈ U , Fy is
flat on the segment [0, ξ]. Then

∇Fy = 1
2i

∑
i,jωi,jxidxj ⊗ Fy (23)

Indeed ∇Fy = 1
iα ⊗ Fy with α satisfying dα = ω and

∫
[0,ξ] α = 0 for any

ξ ∈ U . We easily see that these conditions determine a unique α and that
they are satisfied by α = 1

2

∑
ωijxidxj .

So trivialising L on U by using this frame Fy, L|U ≃ U × C and ∇
becomes the linear connection defined in (10). Moreover trivialising Lk on
U with F k

y , the covariant derivative ∇j,k of Lk with respect to ∂xj
is

∇j,k = ∂xj
+ ik

2

∑
iωi,jxi (24)

Now introduce the Laplacian ∆y,k of C∞(TyM,Ay) associated to this covari-
ant derivative, the constant metric gy of TyM and the constant potential
kV (y), that is

∆y,k = −1
2

∑
gijy ∇i,k∇j,k + kV (y). (25)

For k = 1, we recover the Laplacian ∆y defined in (17).
Introduce a trivialisation of the auxiliary vector bundle A|U = U × Ay

so that C∞(U,Lk ⊗A) ≃ C∞(U,Ay). Then assumption (B) tells us that

∆k −∆y,k =
∑

i,j

aij∇i,k∇j,k +
∑

i

ai∇i,k + kc+ b (26)

where aij = −1
2g

ij + 1
2g

ij
y and c = V − V (y) are both equal to zero at the

origin y. The identity (26) will be used later to compare the spectrums of
∆k and ∆y,k, cf. the proofs of Proposition 4.1 and Lemma 4.4.

Before that, let us compute the spectrum of ∆y,k. The Laplacian k
−1∆y,k

is unitarily conjugated to ∆y. Indeed, introduce the rescaling map

Sk : C∞(TyM,Ay) → C∞(TyM,Ay), Sk(f)(x) = k
n
2 f(k

1

2x). (27)

Then, from the formula (24), we easily check that

k
1

2Sk∇i = ∇i,kSk, k−1∆y,kSk = Sk∆y. (28)

Consequently, the spectrum of k−1∆y,k is Σy for any k.
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4.1 Peaked sections

As above, we identify a neighborhood U of y with a neighborhood of the
origin in TyM through Darboux coordinates, we introduce the frame Fy

of L on U with covariant derivative given by (23), and we work with a
trivialisation A|U ≃ U × Ay. Choose a function ψ ∈ C∞

0 (U,R) such that
ψ = 1 on a neighborhood of y. Then to any polynomial f ∈ P(TyM)⊗Ay,
we associate the smooth section Φk(f) of L

k ⊗A defined on U by

Φk(f)(ξ) = k
n
2 F k

y (ξ)e
− k

4
|ξ|2yf(k

1

2 ξ)ψ(ξ) (29)

and equal to 0 on M \ U .

Proposition 4.1. We have

1. ‖Φk(f)‖2 =
∫
TyM

e−
1

2
|ξ|2y |f(ξ)|2dµy(ξ)+O(e−C/k) with µy = ωn

y /n! the

Liouville form of TyM ,

2. k−1∆kΦk(f) = Φk(g) +O(k−
1

2 ) with g = �̃y(f).

The peaked sections of [C20] are defined without using the Darboux co-
ordinates, and for this reason the O(e−k/C) in the norm estimate is replaced

by a O(k−
1

2 ). Actually, the Darboux coordinates are not essential in this
subsection, they only simplify slightly some estimates, whereas in Sections
4.2, 4.3 it will be necessary to use them.

Proof. Φk(f) being supported in U , we can view it as a function of TyM , so

Φk(f) = ψSk(sf)

where s(ξ) = e−
1

4
|ξ|2y as in Section 2.2 and Sk is the rescaling map (27).

Since we work with Darboux coordinate, the volume form µ of M coincide
on U with µy. So

‖Φk(f)‖2 =
∫

TyM
|Sk(sf)|2ψ2 dµy.

We will need several times to estimate an integral having the form

Ik(ψ̃) =

∫

TyM
|Sk(sf)|2ψ̃ dµy = kn

∫

TyM
e−

k
2
|ξ|2y |f(k 1

2 ξ)|2 ψ̃(ξ) dµy(ξ)

with ψ̃ ∈ C∞(TyM) satisfying ψ̃(ξ) = O(|ξ|m) on TyM for m > 0. We claim

that Ik(ψ̃) = O(k−
m
2 ) and in the case where ψ̃ = 0 on a neighborhood of

the origin, Ik(ψ̃) = O(e−k/C) for some C > 0.
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The first claim follows from the change of variable
√
kξ = ξ′. For the

second one, we use that e−
k
2
|ξ|2yψ̃(ξ) = O(e−k/C |ξ|me− k

4
|ξ|2y) and do the same

change of variable.
The first assertion of the proposition is an immediate consequence of the

second claim with ψ̃ = 1− ψ2. For the second assertion, we start from (26)
and using that [∇i,k, ψ] = ∂xi

ψ repetitively, we obtain that

∆kψ = ψ
(
∆y,k + aij∇k

i∇k
j + b̃i∇i + kc+ c̃) (30)

where aij , c are the same functions as in (26), b̃i and c̃ do not depend on k.
Now, by (30), ∆k(ψSk(sf)) is a sum of five terms, the first one being

ψ∆y,kSk(fs) = kψSk(∆y(sf)) = kΦk(g), with sg = ∆y(sf)

by (28). We will prove that the four other terms are in O(k
1

2 ), which will
conclude the proof.

Each time, we will apply the preliminary integral estimate with the con-
venient function ψ̃. First |ψc̃| being bounded, ψc̃ Sk(sf) = O(1). Second, c

vanishing at the origin, |ψ(ξ)c(ξ)|2 = O(|ξ|2) so that ψcSk(sf) = O(k−
1

2 ).
Third, by (28),

∇i,kSk(sf) = k
1

2Sk(∇i(sf)) = k
1

2Sk(sfi)

with a new polynomial fi, and since ψb̃i is bounded, it comes that

ψb̃i ∇i,kSk(sf) = O(k
1

2 ).

Similarly, ∇i,k∇j,kSk(sf) = kSk(sfij) with new polynomials fij, and aij
vanishing at the origin, we obtain

ψaij∇i,k∇j,kSk(sf) = O(k
1

2 )

as was to be proved.

Theorem 4.2. Let (∆k) be a family of formally self-adjoint differential

operators of the form (B). Then, if λ ∈ Σy, there exists C(y, λ) such that

dist(λ, sp(k−1∆k)) 6 C(y, λ)k−
1

2 , ∀k.

Furthermore, for any Λ > 0, C(y, λ) stays bounded when (y, λ) runs over

M × (−∞,Λ].

This proves the first assertion of Theorem 1.2.
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Proof. By Section 2.2, any eigenvalue λ of �̃y has an eigenfunction f ∈
P(TyM)⊗Ay. Normalising conveniently f , we get by Proposition 4.1,

‖Φk(f)‖ = 1 +O(e−k/C), k−1∆kΦk(f) = λΦk(f) +O(k−
1

2 )

which proves that dist(λ, sp(k−1∆k)) = O(k−
1

2 ). To get a uniform O when
λ 6 Λ, remember that by the first assertion of Lemma 2.3, we can choose
f ∈ D6p(TyM)⊗Ay where p is sufficiently large and independent of y ∈M .
Furthermore, for any p ∈ N, the O’s in Proposition 4.1 are uniform with
respect to f describing the compact set {f ∈ D6p(TM)⊗A, ‖f‖ = 1}. Here
we can use any metric of D6p(TM), the natural one in our situation being

‖f‖2 =
∫
TyM

e−
1

2
|ξ|2y |f(ξ)|2dµy(ξ) for f ∈ D(TyM).

4.2 A local approximated resolvent

Recall that k−1∆y,k = Sk∆yS
∗
k so that k−1∆y,k has the same spectrum Σy

as ∆y. For any λ ∈ C \Σy, we denote by

Ry,k(λ) := (λ− k−1∆y,k)
−1 : L2(TyM)⊗Ay → L2(TyM)⊗Ay

the resolvent. We will need the following basic elliptic estimates.

Proposition 4.3. For any λ ∈ C \ Σy, the resolvent Ry,k(λ) sends C∞
0 to

C∞ and satisfies

‖k− 1

2∇i,kRy,k(λ)‖ 6 CΛd
−1, ‖k−1∇i,k∇j,kRy,k(λ)‖ 6 CΛd

−1 (31)

if |λ| 6 Λ with d = dist(λ,Σy) and the constant CΛ independent of k.

Here and in the sequel, the norm ‖ · ‖ is the operator norm associated to
the L2-norm.

Proof. The first assertion follows from elliptic regularity: for any distribu-
tion ψ of TyM , if (λ− k−1∆y,k)ψ is smooth then ψ is smooth.

Since Ry,k(λ) = SkRy,1(λ)S
∗
k and k−

1

2∇i,k = Sk∇iS
∗
k , it suffices to prove

the inequalities (31) for k = 1. We can assume that the frame (∂/∂xi)
is g-orthonormal at y, so gijy = δij , so ∆y = −1

2

∑
i ∇2

i + V (y). Since
〈∆yu, u〉 = 1

2

∑ ‖∇iu‖2+〈V (y)u, u〉, we have by Cauchy-Schwarz inequality

‖∇iu‖2 6 C‖u‖(‖∆yu‖+ ‖u‖) (32)

26



Since [∇i,∇j ] =
1
iωi,j, we have

‖∇i∇ju‖2 = 〈∇j∇2
i∇ju, u〉 = 〈∇2

i∇2
ju, u〉+ 2

iωji〈∇i∇ju, u〉
= 〈∇2

ju,∇2
i u〉+ 2

iωij〈∇ju,∇iu〉 (33)

Moreover,

1
4

∑

i,j

〈∇2
iu,∇2

ju〉 = ‖∆yu− V (y)u‖2 6 C(‖∆yu‖+ ‖u‖)2. (34)

Estimating the first term of (33) with (34) and the second one with (32), it
comes that

‖∇i∇ju‖2 6 C(‖∆yu‖+ ‖u‖)2 (35)

To conclude the proof, we use that the norm of Ry(λ) = (λ −∆y)
−1 is

d−1 and ∆yRy(λ) = λRy(λ)− id so when |λ| 6 Λ,

‖∆yRy(λ)‖ 6 Λd−1 + 1 6 CΛd
−1

because d stays bounded when λ is. Hence it follows from (32) and (35) that

‖∇iRy(λ)v‖ 6 CΛd
−1‖v‖, ‖∇j∇iRy(λ)v‖ 6 CΛd

−1‖v‖

which corresponds to (31) for k = 1.

Recall that we identified a neighborhood of y ∈M with a neighborhood
U of the origin of TyM through Darboux coordinates. Introduce a smooth
function χ : TyM → [0, 1] such that χ(ξ) = 1 when |ξ| 6 1 and χ(ξ) = 0
when |ξ| > 2. Define χr(ξ) := χ(ξ/r). In the sequel we assume that r is
sufficiently small so that χr is supported in U . Then for any differential
operator P acting on C∞(U), χrP and Pχr are differential operators with
coefficients supported in U , so we can view them as operators acting on
C∞(TyM).

In the following Lemma, we prove that the resolvent Ry,k(λ) of k
−1∆y,k

is a local right-inverse of (λ− k−1∆k) up to some error.

Lemma 4.4. For any λ ∈ C \ Σy such that |λ| 6 Λ, we have with d =
d(λ,Σy)

‖(λ− k−1∆k)χrRy,k(λ)− χr‖ 6 CΛF (r, k
−1, d) (36)

where F (r, ~, d) = (r + ~
1/2 + ~r−2 + ~

1/2r−1)d−1.
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Proof. We compute

(λ− k−1∆k)χrRy,k(λ)− χr

=− k−1[∆k, χr]Ry,k(λ) + χr(λ− k−1∆k)Ry,k(λ)− χr

=− k−1[∆k, χr]Ry,k(λ) + χrk
−1(∆y,k −∆k)Ry,k(λ) (37)

To estimate the first term, we start from assumption (B), which gives us

[∆k, χr] = −1
2g

ij [∇i,k∇j,k, χr] + aj [∇j,k, χr]

= −1
2g

ij
(
(∂j∂iχr) + (∂iχr)∇j,k + (∂jχr)∇i,k

)
+ aj(∂jχr).

Applying the estimates (31), we deduce that

‖k−1[∆k, χr]Ry,k(λ)‖ 6 C(k−1r−2d−1 + k−
1

2 r−1d−1 + k−1r−1d−1)

6 C(k−1r−2 + k−
1

2 r−1)d−1

To estimate the second term of (37), we use the expression (26) and the fact
that the aij ’s and c vanish at the origin so that |χraij | 6 Cr and |χrc| 6 Cr.
By (31) it follows that

‖χrk
−1(∆k −∆y,k)Ry,k(λ)‖ 6 C(r + k−

1

2 + k−1)d−1
6 C(r + k−

1

2 )d−1

which concludes the proof.

4.3 Globalisation

The local approximation of the resolvent at y in the previous section was
based on a choice of Darboux coordinates. To globalise this, we will first
choose such coordinate charts depending smoothly on y. All the construc-
tions to come depend on an auxiliary Riemannian metric. For any y ∈ M
and r > 0 let By(r) be the open ball {ξ ∈ TyM, ‖ξ‖ < r}.

Lemma 4.5. There exist r0 > 0 and a smooth family of embeddings (Ψy :
By(r0) → M, y ∈ M) such that for any y ∈ M , Ψy(0) = y, T0Ψy = idTyM

and Ψ∗
yω is constant on By(r0).

The family (Ψy, y ∈ M) is smooth in the sense that the map Ψ(ξ) =
ψy(ξ), ξ ∈ By(r0), from the open set

⋃
y∈M By(r0) of TM to M , is smooth.

Lemma 4.6. There exists N ∈ N, r1 > 0 and for any 0 < r < r1 a finite

subset I(r) ofM such that the open sets Ψy(By(r)), y ∈ I(r) form a covering

of M with multiplicity bounded by N .
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The multiplicity of a covering
⋃

i∈I Ui ⊃ M is the maximal number of
Ui with non-empty intersection. The proofs of Lemmas 4.5 and 4.6 are
standard and postponed to Section 8.

Recall that Σ =
⋃

Σy. So for any λ ∈ C \ Σ, the resolvents Ry,k(λ) :
C∞
0 (TyM,Ay) → C∞(TyM,Ay) are well-defined. As previously, introduce

a section Fy of L → Ψy(By(r)) satisfying (23) and a trivialisation of A on
Ψy(By(r)), from which we identify C∞(Ψy(By(r)), L

k⊗A) ≃ C∞(By(r), Ay).
Let

R̃y,k(λ) : C∞
0 (Ψy(By(r)), L

k ⊗A) → C∞(Ψy(By(r)), L
k ⊗A).

be the map corresponding to Ry,k(λ) under these identifications.
For r sufficiently small, define the function χy,r supported in Ψy(By(r0))

and such that χy,r(Ψy(ξ)) = χ(ξ/r). Introduce a partition of unity (ψr,y, y ∈
I(r)) subordinated to the cover (Ψy(By(r)), y ∈ I(r)). Then define the
operator Rr

k(λ) acting on C∞(M,Lk ⊗A) by

Rr
k(λ) :=

∑

y∈I(r)
χy,rR̃y,k(λ)ψr,y. (38)

Theorem 4.7. Let (∆k) be a family of formally self-adjoint differential

operators of the form (B). Then for any |λ| 6 Λ,

‖(λ− k−1∆k)R
r
k(λ)− 1‖ 6 CΛF (r, k

−1, d) (39)

with d = dist(λ,Σ) and F the same function as in Lemma 4.4.

Proof. Let (Ui) be a covering of M with multiplicity N = supx |{i/x ∈ Ui}|.
Then

1. if vi is a family of sections such that supp vi ⊂ Ui for any i, then
‖∑ vi‖2 6 N

∑ ‖vi‖2

2. For any section u,
∑ ‖u‖2Ui

6 N‖u‖2.
To prove the first claim, ‖∑ vi‖2 =

∑
i,jMij〈vi, vj〉 6

∑
Mij‖vi‖‖vj‖ where

Mi,j = 1 when Ui ∩ Uj 6= ∅ and 0 otherwise. By Schur test applied to the
matrix M , 〈Ma, a〉 6 N‖a‖2 and the result follows. To prove the second
claim, set m(x) =

∑
1Ui

(x) which is bounded by N by assumption. Then∑ ‖u‖2Ui
=

∫
M |u(x)|2m(x)dµ(x) 6 N‖u‖2.

We now apply this to the covering Ψy(By(r)), y ∈ I(r). By Lemma 4.4,
for any u ∈ C∞(M,Lk), we have ‖Sr

y,kψy,ru‖ 6 CF‖ψy,ru‖ where

Sr
y,k = (λ− k−1∆k)χy,rR̃y,k(λ)− χy,r
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F = F (r, k−1, d) and the constant C can be chosen independently of y
because everything depends continuously on y and M is compact. Since
Rr

k(λ)− 1 =
∑

y∈I(r)Sy,kψy,r, we have

‖Rr
k(λ)u− u‖2 6 N

∑

y∈I(r)
‖Sr

y,kψy,ru‖2 6 N(CF )2
∑

y∈I(r)
‖ψy,ru‖2

6 N(CF )2
∑

y∈I(r)
‖u‖2Ψy(By(r))

6 (NCF )2‖u‖2.

which proves (39).

Recall basic facts pertaining to the spectral theory of ∆k, cf. as instance
[S78, Section 8.3]. As an elliptic formally self-adjoint differential operator
of order 2 on a compact manifold, ∆k is a self-adjoint unbounded operator
with domain the Sobolev space H2(M,Lk ⊗ A). Its spectrum sp(∆k) is a
discrete subset of R bounded from below and consists only of eigenvalues
with finite multiplicities.

Corollary 4.8. For any Λ > 0, there exists C > 0 such that for any k we

have

sp(k−1∆k) ∩ (−∞,Λ] ⊂ Σ+ Ck−
1

4 [−1, 1]. (40)

So any λ ∈ C, satisfying |λ| 6 Λ and d(λ,Σ) > Ck−
1

4 , does not belong to

sp(k−1∆k). Moreover, for any such λ

‖Rrk
k (λ)− (λ− k−1∆k)

−1‖ 6 Cd(λ,Σ)−2k−
1

4 (41)

with rk = k−
1

4 .

(40) shows the second assertion of Theorem 1.2 with a k−
1

4 instead of

k−
1

2 . The improvement with a k−
1

2 will be proved in Corollary 7.2.

Proof. First, since ‖R̃y,k(λ)‖ 6 d(λ,Σy)
−1 6 d−1 with d = d(λ,Σ), we

deduce from the first part of the proof of Theorem 4.7 that

‖Rr
k(λ)‖ 6 Cd−1 (42)

where C does not depend on r, λ and k. From now on assume that r = k−
1

4 .
So F (r, k−1, d) 6 C ′k−

1

4d−1. By Theorem 4.7, as soon as CΛC
′k−

1

4d−1 6
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1/2, (λ − k−1∆k)R
r
k(λ) is invertible, so R̃k := Rr

k(λ)((λ − k−1∆k)R
r
k(λ))

−1

is a bounded operator of L2 satisfying

(λ− k−1∆k)R̃k = id (43)

and by (42),

‖R̃k −Rr
k(λ)‖ 6 2‖Rr

k(λ)‖ ‖(λ− k−1∆k)R
r
k(λ)− 1‖ 6 C ′′d−2k−

1

4 .

We claim that R̃k is actually continuous L2 → H2. Indeed, by classical result
on elliptic operators [S78, Theorem 5.1], there exists a pseudodifferential
operator Pk of order −2 which is a parametrix of λ− k−1∆k, that is Pk(λ−
k−1∆k) = id+Sk where Sk is a smoothing operator. Then multiplying by
R̃k, we obtain Pk = R̃k + SkR̃k, so R̃k = Pk − SkR̃k. Now, Pk being of
order −2 and Sk being smoothing, they are both continuous L2 → H2, so
the same holds for R̃k.

To finish the proof, we assume that λ is real. Then k−1∆k − λ is a
Fredholm operator from H2 to L2 with index 0, because it is formally self-
adjoint, cf. [S78, Theorem 8.1]. By (43), λ − k−1∆k sends H2 onto L2, so
its kernel is trivial, so λ is not an eigenvalue.

5 The operator class L(A)
5.1 Symbol spaces

Let E be a n-dimensional Hermitian space. As we did in Section 2.2 for E =
TyM , consider the spaces P(E), D(E) consisting respectively of polynomial
maps and antiholomorphic polynomial maps from E to C. We will introduce
two subalgebras S(E) and S̃(E) of End(D(E)) and End(P(E)) respectively.
These algebras will be used later to define the symbols of the operators in
the class L.

First we equip P(E) with the scalar product

〈f, g〉 = (2π)−n

∫

E

e−|z|2f(z) g(z) dµE(z), (44)

where µE is the measure
∏
dzidzi if (zi) are linear complex coordinates

associated to an orthonormal basis of E. The Gaussian weight e−|z|2 ap-
peared already in Section 2.2 through the pointwise norm of the frame
s = exp(−1

2 |z|2).
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Choose linear complex coordinates (zi) as above. Then the family |α〉 :=
(α!)−

1

2 zα, α ∈ N
n is an orthonormal basis of D(E). For any α, β ∈ N

n, in-
troduce the endomorphism ραβ := |α〉〈β| of D(E). Here we use the physicist
notation, so ραβ(z

γ) = 0 when γ 6= β and ραβ
(
|β〉

)
= |α〉.

Consider the creation and annihilation operators ai, a
†
i defined in (12)

as endomorphisms of P(E). Note that with the scalar product (44), a†i is
the formal adjoint of ai. Introduce the endomorphism ρ̃αβ of P(E)

ρ̃αβ := (α!β!)−
1

2 (a†)αρ̃00a
β

where a
β = a

β(1)
1 . . . a

β(n)
n , (a†)α = (a†1)

α(1) . . . (a†n)α(n) and ρ̃00 is the or-
thogonal projector onto the subspace L0 of P(E) consisting of holomorphic
polynomials.

Observe that the restriction of ρ̃αβ to D(E) is ραβ. Furthermore, in the
decomposition into orthogonal subspaces P(E) =

⊕
α Lα considered in (14),

ρ̃αβ is zero on Lγ with γ 6= β and restricts to an isomorphism from Lβ to
Lα. Also ρ̃αα is the orthogonal projector onto Lα.

The algebras S(E) and S̃(E) are defined as the subalgebras of End(D(E))
and End(P(E)) with basis the families (ρα,β, α, β ∈ N

n) and (ρ̃αβ , α, β ∈
N
n) respectively. As the notations suggest, these algebras do not depend

on the coordinate choice. This follows from the following Schwartz kernel
description.

Let Op : P(E) → End(P(E)) be the linear map defined by

Op(q)(f)(u) = (2π)−n

∫

E

eu·v−|v|2q(u− v)f(v) dµE(v) (45)

where u · v is the scalar product of u and v. By [C20, Lemma 4.3], ρ̃α,β =
Op(pα,β) where pαβ is the polynomial

pα,β := (α!β!)−
1

2 (z − ∂z)
α(−z)β , α, β ∈ N

n (46)

Since these polynomials form a basis of P(E), Op is an isomorphism form
P(E) to S̃(E). Furthermore, the map sending q ∈ P(E) to Op(q)|D(E) is an
isomorphism from P(E) to S(E).

In the sequel we will tensor the space P(E) with an auxiliary vector
space A and extend the map Op from P(E) ⊗ EndA to S̃(E)⊗ EndA.
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5.2 Eigenprojectors of Landau Hamiltonian

Choose now E = TyM and recall that for a convenient choice of complex

coordinate (zi), the associated Landau Hamiltonian �̃y is given by

�̃y = e
1

4
|ξ|2y∆ye

− 1

4
|ξ|2y =

∑
Bi(y)(a

†
iai +

1
2) + V (y) (47)

acting on P(TyM)⊗Ay . Its spectrum Σy and its eigenspaces were described
in Section 2.3 in terms of the Lα and an eigenbasis (ζℓ) of V (y), V (y)ζℓ =
Vℓ(y)ζℓ. Consequently if I is any bounded subset of R, the spectral projector
of �̃y for the eigenvalues in I is Op(σI(y)) where

σI(y) =
∑

(α,ℓ)∈Iy
pαα ⊗ |ζℓ〉〈ζℓ|,

and Iy =
{
(α, ℓ) ∈ N

n × {1, . . . , r}/∑iBi(y)(α(i) +
1
2) + Vℓ(y) ∈ I

}
.

The map y 7→ σI(y) is a section of the infinite rank vector bundle
P(TM), not smooth in general, not even continuous. In the sequel we
will assume that

I is a compact interval with endpoints not belonging to Σ (C)

Let P6p(E) be the subspace of P(E) of polynomials with degrees in z and
in z smaller than p. Let P6p(TM) be the vector bundle over M with fiber
at y equal to P6p(TyM).

Lemma 5.1. If I satisfies (C) and p is sufficiently large, then y 7→ σI(y)
is a smooth section of P6p(TM)⊗ EndA.

Proof. Recall from Section 2.4 that �y is the restriction of �̃y to D(TyM).
By Lemma 2.3, the spaces

Fy := Im1I(�y) = Span(zα ⊗ ζℓ, (α, ℓ) ∈ Iy) (48)

are the fibers of a subbundle of D6p(TM) ⊗ A if p is sufficiently large. So
the projector onto Fy depends smoothly on y, in other words, the map
y → Op(σI(y))|D(TyM)⊗Ay

is a smooth section of End(D6p(TM)⊗A).
Now we have an isomorphism

P6p(E)
Opp−−→ End(D6p(E)), q 7→ the restriction of Op(q) to D6p(E).

Indeed, on one hand (pαβ, |α|, |β| 6 p) is a basis of P6p(C
n) and on the other

hand (ραβ , |α|, |β| 6 p) is a basis of EndD6p(C
n). This gives a vector bundle

isomorphism P6p(TM)⊗ EndA ≃ End(D6p(TM) ⊗A), and concludes the
proof.
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Let S(TM) be the infinite rank vector bundle overM with fibers S(TyM)
defined as in Section 5.1. A section U of S(TM)⊗EndA is smooth if it has
the form

U(y) = Op(q(y))|D(TyM)⊗Ay
(49)

where y → q(y) is a smooth section of P6p(TM) ⊗ EndA for some p.
By Lemma 5.1, for any interval I satisfying (C), we have a symbol πI ∈
C∞(M,S(TM) ⊗ EndA) defined at y by

πI(y) = 1I(�y) = Op(σI(y))|D(TyM)⊗Ay
(50)

which is the projector of D(TyM) ⊗ Ay onto the subspace Fy defined in
Lemma 2.3.

5.3 Operators

The operator class L(A) was introduced in [C20]. It depends on (M,ω, j),
the prequantum bundle L, that is L with its metric and connection, and the
auxiliary Hermitian bundle A.

L(A) consists of families of operators (Pk : C∞(M,Lk⊗A) → C∞(M,Lk⊗
A), k ∈ N) having smooth Schwartz kernels satisfying the following condi-
tions. First, Pk(x, y) is in O(k−∞) outside the diagonal. More precisely, for
any compact subset K of M2 \ diagM and for any N , there exists C > 0
such that

|Pk(x, y)| 6 Ck−N , ∀k ∈ N, ∀(x, y) ∈ K.
Second, for any open set U of M identified through a diffeomorphism with
a convex open set of R2n and any unitary trivialisation A|U ≃ U × C

r, we
have on U2 for any positive integers N , k

Pk(x+ ξ, x) =
( k

2π

)n
F k(x+ ξ, x)e−

k
4
|ξ|2x

N∑

ℓ=0

k−ℓaℓ(x, k
1

2 ξ)

+ rN,k(x+ ξ, x)

(51)

where the section F : U2 → L ⊠ L is defined as in Section 1.4, the coeffi-
cients aℓ(x, ξ) ∈ C

r ⊗C
r
depend smoothly on x and polynomialy on ξ, with

degree bounded independently of x, and the remainder rN,k is in O(kn−
N+1

2 )
uniformly on any compact subset of U2.

The subspace L+(A) of L(A) consists of the operator families (Pk)
where the coefficients aℓ in the local expansions (51) satisfy aℓ(x,−ξ) =
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(−1)ℓaℓ(x, ξ). The symbol map is the application σ0 : L → C∞(M,S(TM)⊗
EndA) given locally by

σ0(P )(x) = Op(a0(x, ·))|D(TxM) ∈ S(TxM)⊗ EndAx (52)

where we view a0(x, ξ) in C
r ⊗ Cr ≃ EndCr ≃ EndAx.

Recall that for any compact interval I of R, we denote by ΠI
k the cor-

responding spectral projector of k−1∆k. The central result of this paper is
the following theorem.

Theorem 5.2. Let (ΠI
k) be the spectral projector of a formally self-adjoint

operator family (∆k) of the form (B) with I satisfying (C). Then (ΠI
k)

belongs to L+(A) and has symbol πI .

The proof is given in Section 6. We will actually prove a stronger result
where we describe the Schwartz kernel derivatives as well.

5.4 The class L∞(A)

We need first a few definitions. Consider a real number N . We say that a
sequence (fk) of C∞(U) with U an open set of M is in O∞(k−N ) if for any
m ∈ N, for any vector fields X1, . . . ,Xm of U , for any compact subset K of
U , there exists C > 0 such that

|X1 . . . Xmfk(x)| 6 Ck−N+m, ∀x ∈ K, k ∈ N.

Let s = (sk ∈ C∞(M,Lk ⊗A), k ∈ N). We say that s ∈ O∞(k−N ) if for any
unitary frames u and (vj)

r
j=1 of L and A defined over the same open set U

of M , the local representative sequences (fk,j) such that sk =
∑
fj,ku

k⊗ vj ,
are in O∞(k−N ). We say that s belongs to O∞(k∞) (resp. O∞(k−∞)) if
s ∈ O∞(k−N ) for some N (resp. for any N). So

O∞(k−∞) ⊂ O∞(k−N ) ⊂ O∞(k−N ′

) ⊂ O∞(k∞), if N > N ′

Replacing M , L and A by M2, L ⊠ L and A ⊠ A, we can apply these
definitions to Schwartz kernels of operator families (Pk : C∞(M,Lk ⊗A) →
C∞(M,Lk ⊗A), k ∈ N).

By definition, L∞(A) and L∞
∞(A) are the subspaces of L(A) consisting

of operator families with a Schwartz kernel in O∞(k∞) and O∞(k−∞) re-
spectively. By [C20, Proposition 6.3], the difference between L∞(A) and
L(A) is rather small because for any P ∈ L(A), there exists P ′ ∈ L∞(A)
such that the Schwartz kernels of P − P ′ is in O(k−∞), that is Pk(x, x

′) =
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P ′
k(x, x

′) +O(k−N ) for any N , with a O uniform on M2. Furthermore P ′ is
unique modulo L∞

∞(A).
By [C20, Proposition 6.3], for any (Pk) ∈ L∞(A) the asymptotic expan-

sion (51) holds with a remainder rN,k in O∞(kn−
N+1

2 ).

Theorem 5.3. Under the same assumptions as in Theorem 5.2, (ΠI
k) be-

longs to L∞(A).

The proof will be given in Section 6. To end this section, let us state the
following corollary of Theorems 5.2, 5.3 and Lemma 6.3.

Corollary 5.4. Under the same assumptions as in Theorem 5.2, (k−1∆kΠ
I
k)

belongs to L+(A) ∩ L∞(A) and has symbol σ0(k
−1∆kΠk) = � ◦ πI .

So the first part of Theorem 1.4 follows from Theorem 5.2 and Corollary
5.4.

6 Proof of Theorems 5.2 and 5.3

The first step, Lemma 6.1, is to show that any operator in L(A) with symbol

πI is an approximation of ΠI
k up to a O(k−

1

4 ). This will follow from the
resolvent estimate given in 4.8 and the Cauchy-Riesz formula. The second
step, Lemma 6.2, is the construction of a formal projector (Pk) ∈ L+(A)
with symbol πI which almost commutes with ∆k. The third step, Section
6.3, is to show that this formal projector (Pk) is equal to ΠI

k up to a O(k−∞)
and even up to a O∞(k−∞) when (Pk) ∈ L∞(A).

6.1 A first approximation

Lemma 6.1. Under the same assumptions as in Theorem 5.2, ΠI
k = Pk +

O(k−
1

4 ) for any (Pk) in L(A) with symbol πI .

Proof. Step 1. The proof starts from the resolvent approximation given in
Corollary 4.8. Choose a loop γ of C \ Σ which encircles I. When k is
sufficiently large, by Corollary 4.8, γ does not meet the spectrum of k−1∆k.
So by Riesz projection formula and (41),

ΠI
k =

1

2iπ

∫

γ
(λ− k−1∆k)

−1dλ =
1

2iπ

∫

γ
Rrk

k (λ) dλ +O(k−
1

4 ) (53)
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with rk = k−
1

4 . Since Rr
k(λ) :=

∑
y∈I(r) χy,rR̃y,k(λ)ψr,y, it comes that

ΠI
k =

∑

y∈I(rk)
χy,rk P̃

I
y,kψrk,y +O(k−1/4) (54)

where for any y

P̃ I
y,k =

1

2iπ

∫

γ
R̃y,k(λ)dλ.

Recall that R̃y,k(λ) is the restriction of the resolvent (λ − k−1∆y,k)
−1 to

C∞
0 (By(r),C

r) identified with C∞
0 (Ψy(By(r)), L

k⊗A). So by Riesz projection
formula again, P̃ I

y,k is the restriction of the spectral projection

P I
y,k =

1

2iπ

∫

γ
(λ− k−1∆y,k)

−1 dλ.

Step 2. Let d :M2 → R>0 be a distance locally equivalent to the Euclidean
distance in each chart and set mk(x

′, x) := kn exp(−kcd(x′, x)2) with c > 0.
Then by Schur test, any operator family (Qk : C∞(M,Lk⊗A) → C∞(M,Lk⊗
A), k ∈ N) having a continuous Schwartz kernel satisfying |Qk(x

′, x)| =
O(mk(x

′, x)) uniformly with respect to x, x′ and k, has a bounded operator
norm, cf. [C20, proof of Lemma 5.1] for more details. Given this and (54),
it suffices now to prove that

Pk(x
′, x) =

∑

y∈I(r)
χy,rk(x

′)P̃ I
y,k(x

′, x)ψrk ,y(x) + (mk(x
′, x) + 1)O(k−

1

4 ).

(55)

In the sequel, we will allow the constant c entering in the definition of mk

to decrease from one line to another. With this convention, for any p > 0,
we can replace any O(dp(x′, x)mk(x

′, x)) by a O(k
p

2mk(x
′, x)).

Step 3. (55) follows from

Pk(x
′, x) = P̃ I

y,k(x
′, x) + (mk(x

′, x) + 1)O(k−
1

4 ) (56)

for all (x′, x) ∈ Ψy(By(2r))×Ψy(By(2r)) with aO uniform with respect to all
the variables, y included. Indeed, since Suppψr,y ⊂ Ψy(By(r)) ⊂ {χy,r = 1},
we have

χy,r(x
′)ψr,y(x) = ψr,y(x) +O(d(x′, x)r−1), ∀x, x′ ∈ Ψy(By(2r)).
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Recall that by [C20, Lemma 5.1], Pk(x
′, x) = O(mk(x

′, x)) + O(k−N ) for

any N . Applying this to N = 1/4 and using that mkd = O(k−
1

2mk) as
explained above, we obtain

χy,r(x
′)Pk(x

′, x)ψr,y(x) = Pk(x
′, x)ψr,y(x) +O(k−

1

2mk(x
′, x)r−1) +O(k−

1

4 ).

Assume now that (56) holds. Multiplying (56) by χy,r(x
′)ψr,y(x) and using

the last equality, we obtain

Pk(x
′, x)ψr,y(x) = χy,r(x

′)P̃ I
y,k(x

′, x)ψr,y(x)+O(k−
1

2mk(x
′, x)r−1)+O(k−

1

4 )

which holds for all x′, x ∈ M . Recall that the covering
⋃

Ψy(By(r)), y ∈
I(r) has a multiplicity bounded independently on r. So we can sum these
estimates without multiplying the remainder by the number of summands
and we obtain

Pk(x
′, x) =

∑

y∈I(r)
χy,r(x

′)P̃ I
y,k(x

′, x)ψr,y(x)+O(k−
1

2mk(x
′, x)r−1)+O(k−

1

4 ).

This proves (55) because rk = k−
1

4 .
Step 4. We give a formula for the Schwartz kernel of the spectral projector
P I
y,k. First, by the rescaling (27), (28), we have

P I
y,k(ξ, η) = knP I

y (k
1

2 ξ, k
1

2 η) (57)

with P I
y := P I

y,1. Second, the Schwartz kernel of P I
y is given by

P I
y (η + ξ, η) = (2π)−ne

i
2
ωy(η,ξ)− 1

4
|ξ|2yπI(y, ξ). (58)

Indeed, by (47), P I
y = e−

1

4
|ξ|y Op(σI(y))e

1

4
|ξ|y and it follows from (45) that

P I
y (ξ, η) = (2π)−ne−

1

2
|u|2+u·v− 1

2
|v|2σI(y, u− v)

= (2π)−ne
1

2
(u·v−u·v)− 1

2
|u−v|2σI(y, u− v) (59)

with (ui), (vi) the complex coordinates of ξ and η defined as in section 2.2,
in particular |ξ|2y = 1

2 |u|2 and |η|2y = 1
2 |v|2. Since ωy = i

∑
i dui ∧ dui, (58)

follows from (59). Inserting (58) into (57), it comes that

P I
y,k(η + ξ, η) =

( k

2π

)n
F k
y (η + ξ, η)e−

k
4
|ξ|2yσI(y, k

1

2 ξ) (60)
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with Fy(η+ξ, η) = e
i
2
ωy(η,ξ). Fy has the same characterization as the section

F entering in the expansion (51), that is Fy(η, η) = 1 and R ∋ t → Fy(η +
tξ, η) is flat for any ξ, η.
Step 5. The Schwartz kernel of Pk has the local expansion (51). By [C20,

Lemma 5.1], the remainder rN,k is in O(k−
N
2 mk) +O(k−N ′

) for any N ′. So
in particular,

Pk(x+ ξ, x) =
( k

2π

)n
F k(x+ ξ, x)e−

k
4
|ξ|2xσI(x, k

1

2 ξ) + (mk + 1)O(k−
1

4 ).

(61)

Step 6. We now prove (56) by comparing (60) and (61). So let x, x′ ∈
Ψy(By(2r)) and ξ = x′ − x. We will use several times that

d(x, y) 6 Cr, C−1d 6 |ξ| 6 Cd where d := d(x′, x).

Let Φy : Ψy(By(r0)) → TyM be the inverse of Ψy. We have to compare

Pk(x+ ξ, x) with P̃ I
y,k(x+ ξ, x) = P I

y,k(η + ξ̃, η), where

η = Φy(x), η + ξ̃ = Φy(x+ ξ)

We claim that

ξ̃ = ξ +O(rd+ d2). (62)

To see this, write ξ̃ = Φy(x+ ξ)−Φy(x) = Ly(x, ξ)ξ where Ly(x, 0) = TxΦy.
Since Ly(y, 0) = idTyM , we have

Ly(x, ξ) = Ly(x, 0) +O(|ξ|) = idTyM +O(d(x, y) + |ξ|).

So ξ̃ = ξ +O(|ξ|(d(x, y) + |ξ|)) = ξ +O(d(r + d)).
Consider now a smooth function (x, ξ) → q(x, ξ) which is polynomial

homogeneous in ξ with degree ℓ. Then

q(x, ξ) = q(y, ξ) +O(d(x, y) |ξ|ℓ) = q(y, ξ) +O(rdℓ)

and by (62), q(y, ξ) = q(y, ξ̃) +O(dℓ(r + d)). So

q(x, k
1

2 ξ) = q(y, k
1

2 ξ̃) +O((k
1

2d)ℓ(r + d)). (63)

Consequently

σI(x, k
1

2 ξ) = σI(y, k
1

2 ξ̃) +O(r + d)
∑

(k
1

2 d)ℓ (64)
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the sum on the right being over ℓ and finite.
By [C16, Section 2.6], the section E(x + ξ, x) := F (x + ξ, x)e−

1

4
|ξ|2x de-

pends on the coordinate choice up to a section vanishing to third order along
the diagonal. So

E(x+ ξ, x) = Fy(η + ξ̃, η)e−
1

4
|ξ̃|xeO(d3) = Ey(η + ξ̃, η)eO(d3+d2r)

with Ey(η+ ξ̃, η) := Fy(η+ ξ̃, η)e
− 1

4
|ξ̃|y because |ξ̃|2y = |ξ|2x+O(d2(r+ d)) by

(63). So using that |ez − 1| 6 |z|e|Re z| and that knEk(x+ ξ, x) = O(mk), it
comes that

kn(Ek(x+ ξ, x)− Ek
y (η + ξ̃, η)) = O(d2(d+ r)mk)e

kCd2(d+r)

= O(d2(d+ r)mk)e
kCd2(d+r) = O(k−

5

4mk)e
kCd2(d+r) = O(k−

5

4mk)
(65)

where we have used that d and r are both in O(k−
1

4 ), and always the same
convention that the constant c in mk can change from one line to another
so that dpmk = O(k−

p

2mk). Using again that knEk(x + ξ, x) = O(mk), it
follows from (64),

knEk(x+ ξ, x)σI(x, k
1

2 ξ) = knEk(x+ ξ, x)σI(y, k
1

2 ξ̃) +O(k−
1

4mk)

= knEk
y (η + ξ̃, η)σI(y, k

1

2 ξ̃) +O(k−
1

4mk)

by (65), which ends the proof of (56)

6.2 A formal projector

This section is devoted to the proof of the following Lemma.

Lemma 6.2. Under the same assumptions as in Theorem 5.2, there exists

(Pk) ∈ L∞(A) ∩L+(A) unique modulo L∞
∞(A) such that σ0(Pk) = πI , Pk =

P ∗
k for any k, Pk ≡ P 2

k modulo L∞
∞(A) and [∆k, Pk] ≡ 0 modulo L∞

∞(A).

To show this, we will construct (Pk) by successive approximations. In-
troduce the filtration L∞

p (A) := L∞(A) ∩ O∞(k−
p
2 ), p ∈ N. For any p ∈ N,

we have a symbol map

σp : L∞
p (A) → C∞(M,S(TM) ⊗ EndA)

such that σp(P ) = σ0(k
p

2P ) where σ0 was defined in (52). By [C20, Proposi-
tion 2.1 and Theorem 2.2], σp is onto, ker σp = L∞

p+1(A) and for any sequence
(Qp) of L∞(A) such that Qp ∈ L∞

p (A) for any p, there exists Q ∈ L∞(A)
such that Q = Q0 + . . .+Qp modulo L∞

p+1(A) for any p. Moreover,
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1. if Q and Q′ belong to L∞
p (A) and L∞

p′ (A) respectively, then their prod-
uct belongs to L∞

p+p′(A). Furthermore, at any x ∈ M , σp+p′(QQ
′)(x)

is the product of σp(Q)(x) and σp′(Q
′)(x).

2. if Q belongs to L∞
p (A), then its adjoint Q∗ belongs to L∞

p (A) with
symbol σp(Q

∗)(x) = σp(Q)(x)∗.

By [C20, Theorem 2.5], L+(A) is a subalgebra of L(A).

Lemma 6.3. For any Q in L∞
p (A), (k−1∆kQk) and (k−1Qk∆k) belong both

to L∞
p (A) and their symbols at x are �x ◦ σp(Q)(x) and σp(Q)(x) ◦ �x. If

Q ∈ L+(A) then the same holds for (k−1∆kQk) and (k−1Qk∆k).

Proof. By [C20, Proposition 6.3, Assertion 3c and 3d], (k−1∆kQk) and
(k−1Qk∆k) belong both to L∞

p (A). To compute the symbol, we can use
the peaked sections of Section 4.1. Indeed, if Φk(f) is defined by (29)
with f ∈ D(TxM) ⊗ Ax and (Pk) ∈ L0(A) then by [C20, Proposition 2.4],

PkΦk(f) = Φk(g) +O(k−
1

2 ) with g = σ0(Pk)(x)f . So the symbol of any op-
erator of Lp(A) is characterized by its action on the peaked sections. Propo-
sition 4.1 tells us how k−1∆k acts on the peaked section and the first part
of the result follows. To show that the composition with k−1∆k preserves
the subspace L+(A) of even operators, one uses instead of the asymptotic
expansion (51) the alternative expansion

Pk(x, y) =
( k

2π

)n
Ek(x, y)

∑
k−

ℓ
2 bℓ(x, y) +O(k−∞),

cf. [C20, Equation (45) and Proposition 5.6]. The fact that (Pk) is even
means that bℓ = 0 when ℓ is odd. When (Pk) ∈ L∞(A), this expansion holds
for the C∞ topology, so we can compute the Schwartz kernel of k−1∆kPk

by letting k−1∆k act on each term of the expansion. Doing this with the
expression (B), no half power of k appears so k−1∆kPk is even. The same
argument works for k−1Pk∆k.

In the sequel, to lighten the notations, we write π instead of πI . Let L1

and L2 be the endomorphisms of C∞(M,S(TM) ⊗ EndA) defined by

L1(f)(x) = π(x) ◦ f(x) + f(x) ◦ π(x)− f(x)

L2(f)(x) = [�x, f(x)]

Assuming that I satisfies (C), π ∈ C∞(M,End(D6p0(TM) ⊗ EndA) for
some p0, so that L1 is well-defined meaning that L1(f) is a smooth section
of S(TM)⊗ EndA when f is.

41



Lemma 6.4. The following sequence is exact

0 → Symb
L−→ Symb⊕ Symb

L′

−→ Symb → 0 (66)

where Symb = C∞(M,S(TM)⊗EndA), L(f) = (L1(f), L2(f)) and L
′(f1, f2) =

L2(f1)− L1(f2).

Proof. L′ ◦ L = 0 is equivalent to L1 ◦ L2 = L2 ◦ L1, which follows from
[�, π] = 0. Indeed [�, π] = 0 implies that [�, fπ] = [�, f ]π and [�, πf ] =
π[�, f ] so that

L2(L1(f)) = [�, fπ + πf − f ] = [�, f ]π + π[�, f ]− [�, f ] = L1(L2(f))

Recall that Symb =
⋃

p∈N Symbp with Symbp = C∞(M,End(D6p(TM) ⊗
A)). L2 preserves each Symbp and the same holds for L1 when p is larger
than p0. So we have to prove that for any p > p0, the sequence (66) with
Symb replaced by Symbp is exact.

By Lemma 2.3, the image of π is a subbundle F of D6p(TM)⊗ A. Let
F⊥ be the orthogonal subbundle, so that D6p(TM) ⊗ A = F ⊕ F⊥. Write
the elements of Symbp as block matrices according to this decomposition.
The restrictions of π and � to Symbp have the particular forms

π =

(
1 0
0 0

)
, � =

(
�in 0
0 �out

)

Writing f =

(
a b
c d

)
, we have

L1(f) =

(
a 0
0 −d

)
, L2(f) =

(
[�in, a] E1(b)
E2(c) [�out, d]

)

with

E1(b) = �inb− b�out, E2(c) = �outc− c�in = −E1(c
∗)∗.

Let us prove that E1 and E2 are invertible endomorphisms of the spaces
C∞(M,Hom(F⊥, F )) and C∞(M,Hom(F,F⊥)) respectively. For any y ∈
M , introduce an orthonormal eigenbasis (ei) of the restriction of �y to
D6p(TyM) ⊗ Ay. So �yei = λiei and Fy (resp. F⊥

y ) is spanned by the ei
such that λi ∈ I (resp. λi /∈ I). Now the endomorphism

Hom(F⊥
y , Fy) → Hom(F⊥

y , Fy), b(y) → �in(y)b(y)− b(y)�out(y) (67)
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is diagonalisable with eigenvectors |ei〉〈ej | and eigenvalues λi − λj , where
λi ∈ I and λj /∈ I. Since λi − λj 6= 0, (67) is invertible for any y, so the
same holds for E1. The proof for E2 is similar.

From this, we deduce easily that the sequence is exact. In particular if

L′(f1, f2) = 0 with fi =

(
ai bi
ci di

)
for i = 1 or 2, then (f1, f2) = L(f) with

f =

(
a1 E−1

1 (b2)

E−1
2 (c2) −d1

)
.

Observe as well that f1 = f∗1 and f2 = −f∗2 imply that f = f∗.

Proof of Lemma 6.2. Let P ∈ L∞(A) be self-adjoint with symbol σ0(P ) =
π. Then R1 := P 2−P and R2 := k−1[∆k, P ] both belong to L∞

1 (A). Indeed
their σ0-symbols are respectively π2−π and [�, π], and both of them vanish.

Let us prove by induction on m > 1 that there exists P as above such
that R1 and R2 are in L∞

m (A). Define P ′ = P +S with S ∈ L∞
m (A). Assume

that R1 and R2 are in L∞
m (A). Then

(P ′)2 − P ′ = R1 + SP + PS − S mod L∞
m+1(A)

[k−1∆k, P
′] = R2 + [k−1∆k, S]

So (P ′)2 − P ′ and [k−1∆k, P
′] belong to Lm(A) and their σm-symbols are

respectively f1 + L1(f) and f2 + L2(f) with f = σm(S), f1 = σm(R1) and
f2 = σm(R2). Let us prove that we can choose f so that f1 + L1(f) = 0
and f2 + L2(f) = 0. By Lemma 6.4, it suffices to check that L1(f2) =
L2(f1). But L2(f1) is the σm-symbol of [k−1∆k, R1], L1(f2) is the σm-
symbol of PR2+R2P −R2, and these operators are equal as shows a direct
computation. So f exists. Furthermore f = f∗ by the remark in the end of
the proof of Lemma 6.4. So we can choose S self-adjoint.

We conclude the proof with the convergence property with respect to
the filtration Lm(A) recalled above. Observe also that if we start with
P ∈ L+(A), then we end with a formal projector in L+(A).

6.3 Operator norm and pointwise estimates

Let us choose an operator (Pk) satisfying the conditions of Lemma 6.2.
Recall that for any operator Q ∈ Lm(A), Qk = O(k−

m
2 ) in the sense that

the operator norm of Qk is in O(k−
m
2 ) . So Pk is self-adjoint, it is an almost

projector P 2
k = Pk +O(k−∞) and it almost commutes with ∆k in the sense

that [∆k, Pk] = O(k−∞). Furthermore, by Lemma 6.1, Pk = ΠI
k +O(k−

1

4 ).
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Lemma 6.5. Pk = ΠI
k +O(k−∞).

Proof. We omit the index k to simplify the notations. Let H+ = RanΠI

and H− be its orthogonal in L2(M,Lk ⊗ A). Introduce the corresponding
block decomposition of P

P =

(
P++ P+−
P−+ P−−

)
.

We first prove that P−+ and P+− are in O(k−∞).
By Corollary 4.8 and assumption (C), there exists ǫ such that when

k is sufficiently large dist(I, sp(k−1∆k) \ I) > ǫ. Let ξλ and ξµ be two
eigenfunctions of k−1∆k with eigenvalues λ and µ respectively. Then

(λ− µ)〈Pξλ, ξµ〉 = k−1
(
〈P∆kξλ, ξµ〉 − 〈Pξλ,∆kξµ〉

)

= k−1〈[P,∆k]ξλ, ξµ〉
= O(k−∞)‖ξλ‖ ‖ξµ‖

(68)

because [P,∆k] = O(k−∞). Now for any ξ+ ∈ H+ and ξ− ∈ H−, write their
decomposition into eigenvectors ξ+ =

∑
ξλ and ξ− =

∑
ξµ. So ‖ξ+‖2 =∑ ‖ξλ‖2, ‖ξ−‖2 =

∑ ‖ξµ‖2 and 〈Pξ−, ξ+〉 =
∑〈Pξλ, ξµ〉. So by (68),

∣∣〈Pξ−, ξ+〉
∣∣ 6 ǫ−1O(k−∞)

∑
‖ξλ‖ ‖ξµ‖ 6 ǫ−1O(k−∞)‖ξ−‖ ‖ξ+‖

by Cauchy-Schwarz inequality. This proves that P+− = O(k−∞). The same
holds for its adjoint P−+.

Now the fact that P 2 = P +O(k−∞) implies that P 2
++ = P+++O(k−∞)

and the same for P−−. Indeed,

(ΠIPΠI)2 = ΠIPΠIPΠI

= ΠIP 2ΠI +O(k−∞) because P−+ = O(k−∞)

= ΠIPΠI +O(k−∞) because P 2 = P +O(k−∞).

By Lemma 6.1, P = ΠI +O(k−
1

4 ), so P−− = O(k−
1

4 ). Then P 2
−− = P−− +

O(k−∞) implies that
P−− = O(k−∞).

In the same way, (idH+
−P++)

2 = idH+
−P+++O(k−∞) and idH+

−P++ =

O(k−
1

4 ) implies that idH+
−P++ = O(k−∞). So

P++ = idH+
+O(k−∞)

which concludes the proof.
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Lemma 6.6. For any ℓ,m ∈ N, ∆ℓ
k(Pk −ΠI

k)∆
m
k = O(k−∞).

Proof. On one hand, we have

∆ℓ
kPk = O(kℓ), ∆ℓ

kΠ
I
k = O(kℓ) (69)

the first estimate being a consequence of ((k−1∆k)
ℓPk) ∈ L∞(A), the second

one is merely that ΠI
k is the spectral projector of k−1∆k for the bounded

interval I.
On the other hand, since for any Q ∈ L∞

∞(A), ∆ℓ
kQ∆m

k belongs to L∞
∞(A)

as well, we have

∆ℓ
kP

2
k∆

m
k = ∆ℓ

kPk∆
m
k +O(k−∞)

∆ℓ
k[k

−1∆k, Pk]∆
m
k = O(k−∞)

(70)

By the first equality, ∆ℓ
kPk∆

m
k = ∆ℓ+m

k Pk +O(k−∞). Since [∆k,Π
I
k] = 0, it

suffices to prove the final result for m = 0, that is ∆ℓ
k(Pk −ΠI

k) = O(k−∞).
We have

∆ℓ
k(Pk −ΠI

k) = ∆ℓ
k(P

2
k −ΠI

k) +O(k−∞) by (70)

= ∆ℓ
kPk(Pk −ΠI

k) + ∆ℓ
k(PkΠ

I
k)−∆ℓ

kΠ
I
k +O(k−∞)

= ∆ℓ
kPk(Pk −ΠI

k) + Pk∆
ℓ
kΠ

I
k −∆ℓ

kΠ
I
k +O(k−∞) by (70)

= ∆ℓ
kPk(Pk −ΠI

k) + (Pk −ΠI
k)∆

ℓ
kΠ

I
k +O(k−∞)

= O(kℓ)O(k−∞)

by (69) and Lemma 6.5.

We are now ready to conclude the proof of Theorems 5.2 and 5.3: we
will show that the Schwartz kernel of Pk −ΠI

k is in O∞(k−∞), in the sense
of Section 5.4.

Choose two open sets U and U ′ of M equipped both with a set of coor-
dinates and unitary trivialisations of L and A, so that we can identify the
sections of Lk⊗A on U with functions. Let ϕ ∈ C∞

0 (U), ϕ′ ∈ C∞
0 (U ′). Then

ϕ(Pk−ΠI
k)ϕ

′ can be viewed as an operator of R2n. Introduce the differential
operator

Λk = 1− k−2
2n∑

i=1

∂2xi

acting on C∞(R2n).
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Lemma 6.7. For any ℓ ∈ N,

Λℓ
k ϕ(Pk −ΠI

k)ϕ
′ Λℓ

k = O(k−∞). (71)

Consequently, the Schwartz kernel of ϕ(Pk −ΠI
k)ϕ

′ is in O∞(k−∞).

Proof. We will use basic results on semiclassical pseudodifferential operators
of R2n, with the semiclassical parameter usually denoted by h equal here to
k−1. Choose ψ1, ψ2 ∈ C∞

0 (U) such that suppϕ ⊂ {ψ1 = 1} and suppψ1 ⊂
{ψ2 = 1}. The operator ψ1(1 + (k−2∆k)

ℓ), viewed as an operator of R2n, is
a semiclassical differential operator with principal symbol ψ1(H

ℓ+1) where
H is the symbol of ∆k, so

H(x, ξ) =
∑

gij(x)(ξi + αi(x))(ξj + αj(x)),

with −i∑αidxi the connection one-form of L in the trivialisation used
to identify sections with functions. ϕΛℓ

k is also a semiclassical differential
operator with symbol ϕ(x)〈ξ〉2ℓ. The symbol ψ1(H

ℓ + 1) being elliptic on
suppϕ×Rn, we can factorise

Λℓ
kϕ = Qkψ1(1 + (k−2∆k)

ℓ) + Sk

with Qk a zero order semiclassical pseudodifferential operator and Sk in the
residual class. To do this, we only need the pseudodifferential calculus in the
usual class Sk

1,0(T
∗
R
2n) of symbols, cf. as instance [DZ19, Section E.1.5].

Composing with ψ2

Λℓ
kϕ = Qkψ1(1 + (k−2∆k)

ℓ) + Skψ2 (72)

Similarly, we have

ϕ′Λℓ
k = ψ′

1(1 + (k−2∆k)
ℓ)Q′

k + ψ′
2S

′
k (73)

Now by Lemma 6.6,

(1 + (k−2∆k)
ℓ)(Pk −ΠI

k)(1 + (k−2∆k)
m) = O(k−∞) (74)

and by the usual result on boundedness of pseudodifferential operators, cf.
[DZ19, Proposition E.19], Qk, Q

′
k = O(1) and Sk, S

′
k = O(k−∞). We deduce

(71) easily with (72), (73) and (74).
Now let Hm

k be the Sobolev space Hm(R2n) with the k-dependent norm
‖u‖Hm

k
= ‖〈k−1ξ〉û(ξ)‖L2(R2n). Then Λℓ

k is an isometry Hm
k → Hm−2ℓ

k . So

(71) tells us that the operator norm H−2ℓ
k → H2ℓ

k of Rk = ϕ(Pk − ΠI
k)ϕ

′
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is in O(k−∞). The Schwartz kernel of Rk at (x, y) being equal to δx(Rkδy)
and the Dirac δx belonging to H−m

k with a norm in O(k2n) for any m > n,

it comes that Rk(x, y) = O(k−∞). Similarly, ∂αx∂
β
yRk(x, y) = O(k−∞) for

any α, β ∈ N
2n because the H−m

k -norm of ∂αδx is a O(k2n) as soon as
m > n+ |α|.

7 Toeplitz operators

Let F be a vector subbundle of D6p(TM)⊗A for some p. Let (Πk) ∈ L(A)
such that for each k, Πk is a self-adjoint projector of C∞(M,Lk⊗A) and for
any x ∈ M , the symbol π(x) = σ0(Πk)(x) is the orthogonal projector onto
Fx. Let Hk be the image of Πk.

The corresponding Toeplitz operators are the (Pk) ∈ L(A) such that
ΠkPkΠk = Pk. The symbol σ0(P )(x) of such an operator satisfies

π(x)σ0(P )(x)π(x) = σ0(P )(x).

So σ0(P )(x) = f(x)π(x) with f(x) ∈ EndFx. This section f of EndF can
be considered as the Toeplitz symbol of (Pk).

We will establish several spectral results for these Toeplitz operators.
Applied to the spectral projector Πk = 1[a,b](k

−1∆k) and Pk = k−1∆kΠk,
this will complete the proofs of Theorems 1.1, 1.2, 1.3 and 1.4 stated in the
introduction.

7.1 Global spectral estimates

Theorem 7.1. 1. When k is sufficiently large, dimHk = RR(Lk ⊗ F ).

2. For any (Pk) ∈ L(A) such that P ∗
k = Pk and ΠkPkΠk = Pk for any k,

we have for any Ψ ∈ Hk with ‖Ψ‖ = 1 that

inf
M
f− +O(k−

1

2 ) 6 〈PkΨ,Ψ〉 6 sup
M

f+ +O(k−
1

2 ) (75)

where the O’s are uniform with respect to Ψ and for any x ∈M , f−(x)
and f+(x) are the smallest and largest eigenvalues of the restriction of

σ0(P )(x) to Fx.

The proof is based on the generalised ladder operators introduced in
[C20]: if (A′, F ′,Π′

k,H′
k) is a second set of data satisfying the same assump-

tion as (A,F,Πk,Hk) and F , F
′ are isomorphic vector bundles, then there

47



exists isomorphisms Uk : Hk → H′
k when k is sufficiently large. Then defin-

ing H′
k as the kernel of a well-chosen spin-c Dirac operator, dimH′

k is given
by the Atiyah-Singer Theorem, which will prove the first statement. For
the second one, choosing H′

k so that F ′ = A′, UkPkU
∗
k is equal to a Toeplitz

operator Π′
kfΠ

′
k up to a O(k−

1

2 ). The inspiration here comes from the proof
of the sharp G̊arding inequality for semiclassical pseudodifferential operator.

Proof. Consider a second self-adjoint projector Π′ ∈ L(A′) with σ0(Π
′)

the orthogonal projector onto a vector bundle F ′ of D6p(TM) ⊗ A′. As-
sume that F and F ′ are isomorphic vector bundles. Then there exists
u ∈ C∞(M,Hom(F,F ′)) such that for any x ∈M , u(x) is a unitary isomor-
phim from Fx to F

′
x. Extending u(x) to a mapD(TxM)⊗Ax → D(TxM)⊗A′

x

which is zero on the orthogonal of Fx, we have u∗(x)u(x) = σ0(Π)(x) and
u(x)u∗(x) = σ0(Π

′)(x). So if (Uk) ∈ L(A,A′) has symbol u, then

U∗
kUk = Πk +O(k−

1

2 ), UkU
∗
k = Π′

k +O(k−
1

2 ). (76)

Furthermore replacing Uk by Π′
kUkΠk does not modify the symbol of Uk

so the same property holds and moreover Π′
kUkΠk = Uk. Consequently

Uk restricts to an isomorphism from Hk to the image H′
k of Π′

k, when k is
sufficiently large.

Hence for large k, the dimension of Hk only depends on the isomorphism
class of F . To compute it, we introduce a spin-c Dirac operatorsDk acting on
Lk⊗A′ with A′ = F⊗∧0,• T ∗M and defineH′

k as the kernel ofDk. Then by a
vanishing theorem [BU96, MM02], dimH′

k is equal to the index ofD
+
k when k

is sufficiently large. By Atiyah-Singer index theorem, dimH′
k = RR(Lk⊗F ).

Furthermore, it follows from [MM07] that the projector (Π′
k) belongs to

L(A′) and σ0(Π′
k) is the projector onto C⊗F⊗C. Alternatively the vanishing

theorem and the fact that (Π′
k) ∈ L(A′) follows also from Corollary 4.8 and

Theorem 5.2 applied to D−
k D

+
k as in the proof of Theorem 3.5.

To prove the second part, we choose A′ = F ′ = F , that is (Π′
k) belongs

to L(F ) and its symbol is the projection onto D0(TM) ⊗ F . For instance,
we can choose Π′

k = 1I(k
−1∆k) with I = n

2 + [−1
2 ,

1
2 ] and ∆k the magnetic

Laplacian acting of C∞(M,Lk ⊗ F ) defined from any connection of F and
the metric ω(·, j·) so that Σ = n

2 + N.
Now let P ∈ L(A) be selfadjoint and such that ΠkPkΠk = Pk. Then the

symbol σ0(P )(x) is self-adjoint and has the form σ0(P )(x) = f(x)π(x) with
f(x) ∈ EndFx. So σ0(P )(x) = u∗(x)f(x)u(x), so

Pk = U∗
kfUk +O(k−

1

2 ) (77)
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where f acts on C∞(M,Lk ⊗ F ) by pointwise multiplication. For any Ψ′ ∈
C∞(M,Lk ⊗ F ),

(inf
M
f−) ‖Ψ′‖2 6 〈fΨ′,Ψ′〉 6 (sup

M
f+) ‖Ψ′‖2

where f−(x) and f+(x) are the smallest and largest eigenvalues of f(x) for
any x. We conclude the proof by setting Ψ′ = UkΨ and using (76) and
(77).

Corollary 7.2. Let (∆k) be a family of formally self-adjoint differential

operators of the form (B). Let a, b ∈ R \ Σ with a < b. Then when k is

sufficiently large

♯ sp(k−1∆k) ∩ [a, b] =

{
RR(Lk ⊗ F ) if [a, b] ∩ Σ 6= ∅
0 otherwise,

(78)

with F the bundle with fibers Fx = 1[a,b](�x). Furthermore

sp(k−1∆k) ∩ [a, b] ⊂ [a, b] ∩ Σ+O(k−
1

2 ). (79)

Proof. When [a, b] ∩ Σ is empty, we already know by Corollary 4.8 that
sp(k−1∆k)∩ [a, b] is empty when k is sufficiently large. When [a, b]∩Σ 6= ∅,
by Theorem 5.2, the spectral projector Πk = 1[a,b](k

−1∆k) belongs to L(A)
with symbol π = 1[a,b](�). So the dimension of ImΠk is given in the first
assertion of Theorem 7.1.

Moreover, by Corollary 5.4, (k−1∆k)Πk belongs to L(A) and its symbol
is �1[a,b](�). By the second assertion of Theorem 7.1,

sp(k−1∆k) ∩ [a, b] = sp(k−1∆kΠk) ⊂ [inf f−, sup f+] +O(k−
1

2 )

where f is the restriction of � to F = Imπ.
This proves the inclusion (79) when [a, b] ∩ Σ is connected. Indeed,

[a, b]∩Σy = [f−(y), f+(y)]∩Σy. So on one hand,M being compact, inf f− =
f(y−) and sup f+ = f(y+) belongs to [a, b]∩Σ. On the other hand [a, b]∩Σ ⊂
[inf f−, sup f+]. Consequently [a, b] ∩Σ = [inf f−, sup f+].

To treat the general case, we use that [a, b]∩Σ is a finite union of mutually
disjoint compact intervals I1, . . . , Iℓ. So there exists a1 = a < a2 < . . . <
aℓ+1 = b in R \Σ such that Ii = [ai, ai+1] ∩Σ and by what we have proved,

sp(k−1∆k) ∩ [ai, ai+1] ⊂ Ii +O(k−
1

2 ).
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Remark 7.3. Decompose D(TM) into even and odd subspace

D+(TM) =
⊕

p∈N
D2p(TM), D−(TM) =

⊕

p∈N
D2p+1(TM).

Let us assume that (Πk) is even and that F has a definite parity in the sense
that F is a subbundle of Dǫ(TM)⊗A for ǫ = + or −. Then (75) and (79)

hold with k−1 instead of k−
1

2 .
Indeed, by [C20, Theorem 2.5], the σp-symbol of Pk ∈ L+

p (A) has the

same parity of p, meaning that σp(Pk) sends Dǫ(TM)⊗A into Dǫ′(TM)⊗A
with ǫ′ = (−1)pǫ. So if an operator (Pk) ∈ L+

1 (A) is such that ΠkPkΠk = Pk,
then its symbol σ1(Pk) is odd and has the form gπ for some g ∈ EndF . So
g is odd, but F has a definite parity, so g = 0. Consequently (Pk) ∈ L+

2 (A).
Moreover, by [C20, Theorem 3.4], we can construct (Uk) ∈ L(A,F ) such
that UkU

∗
k = id when k is sufficiently large and (Uk) has the same parity

as F . So if (Pk) ∈ L+(A), then (UkPkU
∗
k ) ∈ L+(F ). Then in the proof of

Theorem 7.1, we can replace the O(k−
1

2 ) in (76) and (77) by a O(k−1).

7.2 Local spectral estimates

Theorem 7.4. Let (Pk) ∈ L(A) be such that ΠkPkΠk = Pk and P ∗
k = Pk.

Let f ∈ C∞(M,EndF ) be the restriction of σ0(Pk) to F .

1. For any compact subsets C of M and I of R such that I∩sp(f(x)) = ∅
for any x ∈ C, we have for any N

(Πk1I(Pk)Πk)(x, x) = O(k−N ), ∀x ∈ C

with a O uniform with respect to x.

2. For any g ∈ C∞(R,C), (Πkg(Pk)Πk) belongs to L(A) and its σ0-symbol

is (g ◦ f)π. Moreover, if (Πk) and (Pk) are in L+(A), then the same

holds for (Πkg(Pk)Πk).

Proof. Let U be the open set {x ∈ M ; sp(f(x)) ∩ I = ∅}. Let ϕ ∈ C∞
0 (U)

and λ ∈ I. Observe that ϕ(f − λ)−1 ∈ C∞(M,EndF ). So if (Qk) ∈ L(A)
has symbol ϕ(f − λ)−1π, we have

ΠkQkΠk(Pk − λΠk) = ΠkϕΠk −Rk (80)

with (Rk) ∈ L1(A). Let us improve this to obtain (Rk) ∈ L∞(A).
We need the following notion of support: for any S ∈ L(A), suppS is

the closed set of M such that x /∈ suppS if and only Sk(y, z) = O(k−∞) on
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a neighborhood of (x, x). Using that the Schwartz kernel of S ∈ L(A) is in
O(k−∞) on compact subsets of M2 \ diagM and in O(kn) on M2, we prove
that for any S, S′ ∈ L(A), supp(SS′) ⊂ (suppS) ∩ (suppS′).

Assume now that (Qk) ∈ L(A) has the symbol ϕ(f−λ)−1π as above and
is supported in U . Then (Rk) ∈ Lp(A) with p > 1, ΠkRkΠk = Rk so that
the symbol r = σp(Rk) satisfies πrπ = r. Furthermore, (Rk) is supported
in U , so the same holds for r, so that r(f − λ)−1 ∈ C∞(M,EndF ). Let
(Q′

k) ∈ Lp(A) be supported in U and have symbol σp(Q
′
k) = r(f − λ)−1π.

Then if we replace Qk in (80) by Qk + Q′
k, we have now (Rk) ∈ Lp+1(A).

We deduce the existence of (Qk) such that (80) holds with (Rk) ∈ L∞(A),
so the operator norm of Rk is in O(k−∞).

We claim that this construction can be realized so that we obtain a
O(k−∞) uniform with respect to λ ∈ I. To do this, we consider families

(Sk(λ)) ∈ L(A), λ ∈ I, (81)

such that in the kernel expansion (51), the coefficients aℓ depend continu-

ously on λ and the remainders rN,k are in O(kn−
N+1

2 ) on compact subsets
of U2 with a O independent of λ. Then if (S′

k(λ)) is another family depend-
ing continuously on λ in the same sense, the same holds for the product
(S′

k(λ)Sk(λ)). Furthermore, if (Sk(λ)) ∈ Lp(A) for any λ ∈ I, the operator

norm of Sk(λ) is in O(k−
p

2 ) with a O independent of λ. The proof of these
claims is the same as the proof of the same facts without λ. Later in (86),
we will use these results again with the parameter λ describing a compact
subset of C.

Now we deduce from (80) with ‖Rk‖ = O(k−∞) that for any k, any
normalised Ψ ∈ Hk such that PkΨ = λΨ with λ ∈ I satisfies 〈ϕΨ,Ψ〉 =
O(k−∞) with a O independent of λ and Ψ. For any x ∈ U , we can choose ϕ
equal to 1 on a neighborhood of x and we deduce the existence of a compact
neighborhood V of x, such that any Ψ as above satisfies

∫

V
|Ψ(x)|2dµ(x) = O(k−∞)

Writing Ψ = ΠkΨ and using that the Schwartz kernel of Πk is in O(kn)
on M2 and in O(k−∞) on compacts subset of M2 not intersecting the di-
agonal, we get that on a neighborhood of x the pointwise norm of Ψ is
in O(k−∞). Since (Πk1I(Pk)Πk)(x, x) is the sum of the |Ψℓ(x)|2 where
(Ψℓ) is an orthonormal basis of Hk ∩ Im1I(Pk) of eigenvectors of Pk, and
dimHk = O(kn), we deduce that

(Πk1I(Pk)Πk)(x, x) = O(k−∞), ∀x ∈ U
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with a O uniform on compact subsets of U . This ends the proof of the first
assertion.

For the second assertion, since the operator norm of Pk is bounded in-
dependently of k, we can assume that g ∈ C∞

0 (R,C). We will apply the
Helffer-Sjöstrand formula, that we already used in a similar context for the
functional calculus of Toeplitz operators [C03, Proposition 12]. So for P̃k

the restriction of Pk to Hk, we have

g(P̃k) =
1

2π

∫

C

(∂z g̃)(z) (z − P̃k)
−1 |dzdz| (82)

where g̃ ∈ C∞
0 (C,C) is an extension of g such that ∂z g̃ vanishes to infinite

order along the real axis [Zw12, Theorem 14.8].
In the same way we proved (80), we can construct for any z ∈ C \ R,

(Qk(z)) ∈ L(A) such that ΠkQk(z)Πk = Qk(z) and

Qk(z)(z − Pk) = Πk −Rk(z) (83)

with (Rk(z)) ∈ L∞(A). At the first step we set Qk(z) = ΠkQ̃kΠk with Q̃k(z)
in L(A) having symbol (z − f)−1π. We obtain (83) with (Rk(z)) ∈ L1(A).
Then if (Rk(z)) ∈ Lp(A) and has symbol σp(Rk(z)) = r(z), we add to Qk

the operator ΠkQ
′
k(z)Πk where (Q′

k(z)) is an operator of Lp(A) with symbol
σ(Q′

k(z)) = r(z)(z − f)−1π.
To apply this in (82), we need to control carefully the dependence with

respect to z. For U an open set ofM , introduce the space FC∞(U) consisting
of family (f(z, ·), z ∈ C \R) of C∞(U) having the form

g(z, x) =

∑
m am(x)zm∑
m bm(x)zm

where the sums are finite, the coefficients am and bm belongs to C∞(U), and
for any x the poles of g(·, x) lie on the real axis. Since FC∞(U) is a C∞(U)-
module, we can define FC∞(U,B) for any auxiliary bundle B as the space
of z-dependent section of B on U with local representatives in FC∞(U) for
any z-independent frame of B on U .

Now, having in mind the construction of Qk(z) in (83), observe that (z−
f)−1 belongs to FC∞(M,EndF ). Moreover, FC∞(U) being closed under
product, for any r(z) ∈ FC∞(M,EndF ), r(z)(z − f)−1 ∈ FC∞(M,EndF ).

Now introduce the space FL(A) consisting of families (Pk(z), z ∈ C\R)
of L(A) such that in the asymptotic expansion (51) satisfied by the Schwartz
kernel of Pk(z) the coefficients have the form

aℓ(z, x, ξ) =
∑

aℓ,α(z, x)ξ
α (84)
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with aℓ,α ∈ FC∞(U,EndCr), and each remainder rN,k is in O(kn−
N+1

2 )
uniformly on K ∩ ((C \R)×U2) where K is any compact subset of C×U2.
We claim that we can choose Qk(z) ∈ FL(A) in (83). To see this, it suffices
to prove that

S(z) ∈ FL(A) ⇒ ΠkSk(z)Πk(z − Pk) ∈ FL(A) (85)

and then to use what we said before on r(z) ◦ (z − f)−1. To prove (85), it
suffices to show that for any S(z) ∈ FL(A) and T ∈ L(A) independent of z,
TS(z) and S(z)T belongs to FL(A). To prove this, we can assume that the
Schwartz kernel of T (z) is contained in a compact subset of U2 independent
of k and z, where we have the expansion (51), and we can treat each term of
the expansion independently of the others. Suppose we only have aℓ(z, x, ξ).
Then by (84), S(z) =

∑
Sαaℓ,α(z, ·) where the sum is finite, Sα ∈ Lℓ(A) and

does not depend on z. Since TS(z) =
∑

(TSα)aℓ,α(z, ·) and TSα ∈ Lℓ(A)
for any α, TS(z) belongs to FLℓ(A). The product S(z)T is more delicate
to handle. By the same proof as [C16, Lemma 5.11], for any compact set
K of U , there exists a family (Tβ , β ∈ N

2n) such that Tβ ∈ L|β|(A), and for

any f ∈ C∞
K (U), fT =

∑
|β|6N Tβ(∂

βf) modulo LN+1(A). Consequently

S(z)T =
∑

α

Sα(aℓ,α(z, ·)T ) =
∑

α,|β|6N

SαTβ(∂
βaℓ,α(z, ·))

modulo LN+1(A). To conclude we use that SαTβ ∈ Lℓ+|β|(A) and ∂
βaℓ,α ∈

FC∞(U,EndCr).
Now the function ξ(z) = (Im z)−1∂z g̃(z) vanishes to infinite order along

the real axis and its support is contained in the compact set K = supp g̃.
For any f ∈ FC∞(U), the product ξ(z)f(z, ·) extends smoothly to C. We
deduce that there exists a family (Sk(z)) of L(A) depending continuously of
z ∈ K in the same sense as (81), and such that

ΠkSk(z)Πk = Sk(z), Sk(z)(z − Pk) = ξ(z)Πk +O(k−∞) (86)

with a O uniform with respect to z. Since ‖(z − P̃k)
−1‖ = O(| Im z|−1),

multiplying the last equality by (Im z)(z − P̃k)
−1, we obtain

∂z g̃(z)(z − P̃k)
−1Πk = (Im z)Sk(z) +Rk(z) (87)

with Rk(z) = O(k−∞). Since ΠkRk(z)Πk = Rk(z) and the schwartz kernel
of Πk is inO(kn), this implies that the Schwartz kernel of Rk(z) is in O(k−∞)
uniformly with respect to z. Inserting (87) in (82), it comes that (g(P̃k)Πk)
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belongs to L(A). To see this, we simply have to integrate with respect to
z the coefficients aℓ(z, x, ξ) in the expansion (51) of the Schwartz kernel of
(Im z)Sk(z). Since σ0((Im z)Sk(z)) = ∂z g̃(z)(z− f)−1π, we deduce also that

σ0(g(P̃k)Πk) =
1

2π

∫

C

∂z g̃(z)(z − f)−1π |dzdz| = g(f)π

which concludes the proof.

Corollary 7.5. Let (∆k) be a family of formally self-adjoint differential

operators of the form (B). Let Λ ∈ R \ Σ. Then for any g ∈ C∞(R,C)
supported in ]−∞,Λ], (g(k−1∆k)) belongs to L+(A) and has symbol g(�).

Proof. Since g is supported in ] − ∞,Λ], g(k−1∆k) = Πkg(k
−1∆kΠk)Πk

where Πk = 1]−∞,Λ](k
−1∆k). By Theorem 5.2 and Corollary 5.4, (Πk) and

k−1∆kΠk belongs to L+(A) with symbols π = 1]−∞,Λ](�) and f = g(�). So
the results follows from the second assertion of Theorem 7.4.

This proves the second part of Theorem 1.4. We end this section with
the proof of the local Weyl laws, Theorem 1.3. The proof works for any
(∆k) of the form (B).

Proof of Theorem 1.3. We use the same notation as in Corollary 7.5 and its
proof. Let a, b ∈] − ∞,Λ] \ Σy. We have sp(f(y)) = Σy∩] − ∞,Λ]. When
[a, b]∩Σy is empty, the first part of Theorem 7.4 implies that N(y, a, b, k) =
O(k−∞). To the contrary, assume that [a, b] ∩ Σy = {λ}. Then choose a
function g ∈ C∞

0 (]a, b[,R) which is equal to 1 on ]λ− ǫ, λ+ ǫ[ for some ǫ > 0.
Since N(y, a, λ− ǫ, k) = O(k−∞) and N(y, λ+ ǫ, b, k) = O(k−∞) by the first
part of the proof,

N(y, a, b, k) = g(k−1∆k)(y, y) +O(k−∞).

Since g(k−1∆k) is in L+(A) and has symbol g(�) we have by [C20, Theorem
2.2, Assertion 5 and Proposition 5.6]

g(k−1∆k)(y, y) =
( k

2π

)n
∞∑

ℓ=0

mℓ,λk
−ℓ +O(k−∞)

with m0,λ = tr g(�)(y), so m0,λ is the multiplicity of λ as an eigenvalue of
�y.
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8 Miscellaneous proofs

Proof of Lemma 4.5. This is essentially Darboux lemma with parameters.
We can adapt the proof presented in [MS17, Section 3.2]. A more efficient
approach based on [BLM19] is as follows. First, if r is sufficiently small,
for any y, the exponential map expy : TyM →M restricts to an embedding
from By(r) into M . Identify U = expy(By(r)) with an open set of TyM . We
are looking for a diffeomorphism ϕ defined on a neighborhood of the origin
of TyM such that ϕ(0) = 0, T0ϕ = id and ϕ∗ω is constant. The important
point is to define ϕ in such a way that it depends smoothly on y.

Let α be the primitive of ω on U obtained by radial homotopy. So

αx(v) =

∫ 1

0
ωtx(tx, v) dt, x ∈ U, v ∈ TyM (88)

and dα = ω. LetX be the vector field of U such that ιXω = 2α. By Poincaré
Lemma, LXω = 2ω. Furthermore, linearising α at the origin, we see that
X = E + O(2) with E the Euler vector field of TyM . Since Z = X − E
vanishes to second order at the origin, the family Zt(x) :=

1
t2
Z(tx) extends

smoothly at t = 0. Let ϕt be the flow of the time-dependent vector field Zt

of U , that is ϕ0(x) = x and ϕ̇t(x) = Zt(ϕt(x)). Since Zt is zero at the origin,
ϕ1 is a germ of diffeomorphism of (TyM, 0). By the proof of Lemma 2.4 in
[BLM19], ϕ∗

1X = E, where the pull-back is defined by ϕ∗
1X = (ϕ−1

1 )∗X. So
LXω = 2ω implies that LEϕ

∗
1ω = 2ϕ∗

1ω. So ϕ
∗
1ω is constant.

To conclude, observe that ϕ1 depends smoothly on y because α given in
(88) depends smoothly on y, so the same holds forX and Zt, and the solution
of a first order differential equation depending smoothly on a parameter, is
smooth with respect to the parameter. Finally the radius r0 is chosen so
that ϕ1 is defined on By(r0). Since M is compact, we can choose r0 > 0
independent of y.

Proof of Lemma 4.6. Let d be the geodesic distance of M associated to our
Riemannian metric. Starting from d(y, expy(ξ)) = ‖ξ‖ when ξ is sufficiently
close to the origin, we get that

C−1‖ξ‖ 6 d(y,Ψy(ξ)) 6 C‖ξ‖ (89)

for any ξ ∈ By(r1) with r1 sufficiently small. So if B(y, r) is the open
ball of the metric space (M,d), then Ψy(By(r)) ⊂ B(y, rC)) and B(y, r) ⊂
Ψy(By(rC)). Define

v−(ǫ) = inf{vol(B(y, ǫ)), y ∈M}, v+(ǫ) = sup{vol(B(y, ǫ)), y ∈M}
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Then, replacing C by a larger constant if necessary, when ǫ is sufficiently
small, C−1ǫ2n 6 v−(ǫ) and v+(ǫ) 6 Cǫ2n.

For any ǫ > 0, choose a maximal subset J(ǫ) of M such that the balls
B(y, ǫ/2), y ∈ J(ǫ), are mutually disjoint. From the maximality, M ⊂⋃

y∈J(ǫ)B(y, ǫ) so that the sets Uy(ǫ) := Ψy(By(ǫC)), y ∈ J(ǫ) cover M . For
any x ∈ M , let N(x, ǫ) be the number of y ∈ J(ǫ) such that x ∈ Uy(ǫ). If
x ∈ Uy(ǫ), by triangle inequality, B(y, ǫ/2) ⊂ B(x, ǫ(1 + C2)). Since the
balls B(y, ǫ/2), y ∈ J(ǫ) are mutually disjoint, it comes that

N(x, ǫ)v−(ǫ/2) 6 vol(B(x, ǫ(1 + C2))) 6 v+(ǫ(1 + C2))

SoN(x, ǫ) 6 C2(2(1+C2))2n. So the multiplicity of the cover Uy(ǫ), y ∈ J(ǫ)
is bounded independently of ǫ.

References

[BU96] David Borthwick and Alejandro Uribe. Almost complex structures
and geometric quantization. Math. Res. Lett., 3(6):845–861, 1996.

[BU00] David Borthwick and Alejandro Uribe. Nearly Kählerian embed-
dings of symplectic manifolds. Asian J. Math., 4(3): 599–620, 2000.

[BU07] David Borthwick and Alejandro Uribe. The semiclassical structure
of low-energy states in the presence of a magnetic field. Trans. Amer.

Math. Soc., 359(4):1875–1888, 2007.

[Bo80] Louis Boutet de Monvel. Nombre de valeurs propres d’un opérateur
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[Z98] Steve Zelditch. Szegő kernels and a theorem of Tian. Internat. Math.

Res. Notices, (6):317–331, 1998.

[Z08] Steve Zelditch. Local and global analysis of eigenfunctions on Rie-
mannian manifolds. Handbook of geometric analysis. No. 1, 545–658,
Adv. Lect. Math. (ALM), 7, Int. Press, Somerville, MA, 2008.

[Zw12] Maciej Zworski. Semiclassical analysis. Graduate Studies in Mathe-
matics, 138. American Mathematical Society, Providence, RI, 2012.

Laurent Charles,
Sorbonne Université, CNRS,
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