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Abstract

We prove sharp uniform LP-bounds for low-lying eigenfunctions of non-self-adjoint semiclas-
sical pseudodifferential operators P on R™ whose principal symbols are doubly-characteristic at
the origin of R?". Our bounds hold under two main assumptions on P: (1) the total symbol
of P extends holomorphically to a tubular neighborhood of R?" in C2", and (2) the quadratic
approximation to the principal symbol of P at the origin is elliptic along its singular space. Most
notably, our assumptions on the quadratic approximation are less restrictive than those made
in prior works, and our main theorem improves the already known results in the case when the
symbol of P is analytic.
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1 Introduction and Statement of Results

This paper is inspired by the recent progress [22] in the understanding of LP-norms of low-lying
eigenfunctions of semiclassical pseudodifferential operators with double characteristics. More pre-
cisely, we are interested in eigenfunctions of semiclassical pseudodifferential operators on R” of the
form

P =O0p}) (po+hp1), 0<h<1, (1.1)

where pg, p1 € C®(R?") belong to a symbol class that we shall specify shortly. Here 0 < h < 1is a
semiclassical parameter, and Opj}’ (a) denotes the semiclassical Weyl quantization of a symbol a on
R?" which is defined formally by

Op} (a)u(z) = (2771}1)" /n /n en@=v)-Eq (m ;_ y,{;h) u(y)dydg, xeR", (1.2)
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for u € 8'(R™). For background concerning semiclassical Weyl quantization on R", we refer to the
texts [41] and [9]. We make the following assumptions regarding the leading symbol py:

1. po is h-independent,
2. po has non-negative real part,
Repg > 0 on R*", (1.3)
with
(Repo)~(0) = {0}, (1.4)
and

3. Impg vanishes to second order at 0 € R?", i.e.

Im pp(0) = 0 and V(Impp)(0) = 0. (1.5)

Note that (3] and (L4) imply that
V(Repo)(0) =0, (1.6)
and hence pg vanishes to second order at 0 € R?",
po(0) =0 and Vpy(0) = 0. (1.7)

We summarize (7)) by saying that pg is doubly characteristic at 0 € R?". To state our assumptions
concerning the growth of pg and p; at infinity, we first recall that an order function on R?" is a
Lebesgue measurable function m : R?" — (0, 00) such that

3C >0, 3IN >0: m(X) <CX -Y)Vm(Y), X, Y € R™ (1.8)

Here (X) = (1 + |X|*)!/2 denotes the Japanese bracket of X € R?". For any order function m on
R?" we have the symbol class S(m) consisting of all a : R*" x (0,1] — C such that

a(-;h) € C®(R™), 0<h <1, (1.9)
and
Vo € N2, 3C > 0: |0%a(X;h)] < Cm(X), X €R?™, 0<h<1. (1.10)
Regarding the symbols py and pi, we assume that there is an order function m on R?” with
m € S(m) and m > 1 (1.11)

such that

po,p1 € S(m). (1.12)



We also assume that Repg is elliptic at infinity in the sense that
1
Repo(X) > Em(X), |X| > C, (1.13)

for some C' > 0.

Operators of the form (II) with pg and p; satisfying the above assumptions include, for exam-
ple, Schrodinger operators on R™ with complex potentials. Other examples of such semiclassical
operators may be found in areas of mathematical physics such as fluid dynamics, superconductivity,
and kinetic theory. See, for instance, [I], [§], and [11I]. In many applications, the operator P arises
as an unbounded operator L?(R"™), and one is interested in determining the spectrum of P in the
semiclassical limit as h — 07. We may realize P as an unbounded operator on L?(R") with the
domain

Hy,(m) = Opy (m)~" (L*(R")), (1.14)

for h > 0 sufficiently small. When equipped with the domain ([.T4]), the operator P becomes a
closed and densely defined operator on L?(R™). Concerning the spectrum of P, the assumption
(LI3]) that Repy is elliptic at infinity implies that there is 0 < hg < 1 and C' > 0 such that

Spec(P) N D(0,C) is discrete and consists of eigenvalues (1.15)
of finite algebraic multiplicity for every 0 < h < hg. '

Here D(0,7) denotes the open disc of radius 7 in 7 centered at the origin 0. For a proof of (LTH), see
Section 3 of [I0]. The eigenvalues A(h) of P that lie in a disc of the form D(0,Ch) for some C' > 0
are known as low-lying eigenvalues of P. Thanks to the works [29], [5], [12], and [15], complete
asymptotic expansions for the low-lying eigenvalues of P are known when Weyl symbol of P admits
an asymptotic expansion in the class S(m), i.e. there exists a sequence of h-independent symbols
p1,; € S(m), j € N, such that

p1 ~ Zhjpl,j in S(m), (1.16)
§=0

and the quadratic approximation to pg at 0 € R?",
1
¢(X) = 500X - X, X e R™, (1.17)

satisfies suitable partial ellipticity hypotheses. Note that the sign assumption (L.3)) implies that the
complex-valued quadratic form ¢ defined by (ILI7) has non-negative real part,

Regq > 0. (1.18)

In this paper, we are primarily interested in the eigenfunctions that correspond to low-lying
eigenvalues of P. A low-lying eigenfunction of P is a family u = u(h) € L?(R"), 0 < h < 1, such
that

{Pu(h) = z(h)u(h), (1.19)

[u(h)||L2@®ny = 1,



where z(h) € C satisfies
z(h) = O(h), h— 0%, (1.20)

When the operator P is non-self-adjoint, little is known about the low-lying eigenfunctions of P. In
particular, relationship between the quadratic form ¢ and properties of the low-lying eigenfunctions
of P is not well-understood. In this paper, our objective shall be to establish LP-bounds for low-lying
eigenfunctions of P under minimal partial ellipticity assumptions on q.

Remark 1. We remark the study of LP-bounds of eigenfunctions of self-adjoint semiclassical pseu-
dodifferential operators is well-established and has a long history. For more information, we refer
to the works [2I], [20], and the references therein.

To the best of our knowledge, the first and only work to undertake a study of LP-bounds for
low-lying eigenfunctions of non-self-adjoint semiclassical pseudodifferential operators of the above
type has been the work [22], which showed, under the assumption that Re ¢ is positive-definite, that
any low-lying eigenfunction u of P satisfies the bound

n

[u(h) | oqny < O(VRF T, h— 07, (1.21)

for p in the range 2 < p < oo. In particular, the bound (L2I]) is saturated by the eigenfunctions of
the semiclassical harmonic oscillator on R™, and thus the bounds (L2I]) are sharp within the class
of operators considered in [22].

In the present work, we will show that the bounds (2]]) also hold in cases where Re ¢ need
not be positive-definite, provided we assume in addition that pg and p; admit suitable holomorphic
extensions to a tubular neighborhood of R?” in C?". This kind of result is of interest because in
many physical applications the real quadratic form Req does indeed fail to be positive-definite.
Such a situation arises in, for example, the study of operators Kramers-Fokker-Planck type in
kinetic theory. For more information, see e.g. [12]. Actually, our main result will be somewhat
stronger than what we have just described. Namely, we will show that the low-lying eigenfunctions
of semiclassical operators of the kind we consider satisfy (I2I]) for p in the entire range 1 < p < co.
Thus our main result improves that of [22] in the case when Re g is positive-definite and py and p;
belong to a suitable holomorphic symbol class.

In the work [I5], asymptotic expansions for the low-lying eigenvalues of P were established
under the assumption that the quadratic approximation ¢ to py at 0 € R?" is elliptic only along a
certain, distinguished, subspace of R?", known as the singular space of q. In the present work, we
aim to establish LP-bounds for low-lying eigenfunctions of P under this very same partial ellipticity
assumption on ¢. In order to state our main result, we pause to recall the notion of the singular
space of a complex-valued quadratic form ¢ on R?” with non-negative real part Req > 0.

Let R?" be equipped with the standard symplectic form

o((z,€),(y,m) =& y—x-n, (2,9, (y,n) € R*™ (1.22)

Suppose ¢ : R?® — C is a complex-valued quadratic form with non-negative real part Req > 0. Let
q(+,-) denote the symmetric C-bilinear polarization of q. Because o is non-degenerate, there is a
unique F' € Matgy, x2,(C) such that

q((,8), (y,m) = o((x,€), F(y,n), (,€),(y,n) € R



This matrix F' is called the Hamilton map or Hamilton matriz of q (see Section 21.5 of [19]). The
singular space S of q is defined as the following finite intersection of kernels:

2n—1
S=| () ker [(Re F)(Im F)] | NR*". (1.23)
j=0

The singular space was first introduced by M. Hitrik and K. Pravda-Starov in [13] where it arose
naturally in the study of spectra and semi-group smoothing properties for non-self adjoint quadratic
differential operators. The concept of the singular space has since been shown to play a key role
in the understanding of hypoelliptic and spectral properties of non-elliptic quadratic differential
operators. See for instance [14], [15], [25], [26], [36], and [37]. The notion of the singular space is
also crucial for the description of the propagation of global microlocal singularities for Schrédinger
equations on R™ with quadratic Hamiltonians. The interested reader may consult [28], [38], [27],
[6], and [40], as well as [2], [3], and [39].

Next, we recall the definition of the holomorphic symbol class Sy (m). If m is an order function
on R?" and W is a bounded open neighborhood of 0 € C?", we may extend m to a function 7 on
the tubular neighborhood R?"® + W of R?" in C?" by setting

m(Z) =m(Re(Z)), ZeR¥™+W. (1.24)

We define Sgoi(m) as the set of all @ : R?" x (0,1] — C for which there is a bounded open
neighborhood W of 0 in C?" and a function @ : (R®*" + W) x (0,1] — C extending a such that

a(-;h) € Hol(R*" + W), 0<h<1, (1.25)
and
3C >0: |a(Z;h)| < Cm(Z), ZeR™+W, 0<h<1. (1.26)

Note that by Cauchy’s inequalities, the derivatives of symbols in Sye(m) are controlled by m in any
strictly smaller tubular neighborhood of R?" as well: if a € Syo(m), then for any open W cC W
we have

Vo€ N**, 3C = C(a) > 0: |0%a(Z;h)| < C(Z), ZeR™+W, 0<h<1, (1.27)

where @ is the holomporphic extension of a and 97 = % (ORez — 10mm 7). For additional background
concerning the holomorphic symbol class Suo1(m), see Section 12.3 of [35].

The following theorem is the main result of this work, which establishes LP bounds for low-lying
eigenfunctions of the operator P defined in (I.I) under the assumption that pg,p1 € Suei(m) and
that the quadratic form ¢ introduced in (LI7)) is elliptic along its singular space S, i.e.

¢X)=0, XeS — X =0. (1.28)

In formulating our theorem, we shall be equivalently concerned with L?-normalized solutions u =
u(h) of an equation of the form Pu = 0. In the sequel, we shall refer to a family u = u(h) € L?(R")
satisfying
Pu =0 on R",
(1.29)
{Hu||L2(R”) =1,

for all 0 < h < 1, as a ground state for the operator P.



Theorem 1.1. Suppose that P = Opjy’(po + hp1), where po,p1 € Suo(m) for an order function
m on R*™ satisfying (I11). Assume that pg is h-independent and satisfies (I.3), (1.4), (L3), and
(I13). Assume, in addition, that the quadratic approzimation q to py at 0 € R?", defined in (I1.17),
is elliptic along its singular space S in the sense (1.28). If u = u(h) € L*(R™) is such that

Pu=0 on R", n>1,
(1.30)
ullL2@ny =1,
for all 0 < h < 1, then there exists 0 < hg < 1 such that
lullrny < OWRETE, 1< p < oo, (1.31)

for all 0 < h < hyg.

Example 1. As noted in [22], the bounds ([L31)) are saturated by the L2-normalized eigenfunctions
of the quantum harmonic oscillator on R™. Let

P=—R*A+|z]*, z€R® n>1. (1.32)
The operator P, when viewed as an unbounded operator on L?(R") with the domain
Duﬂ:{ueL%Mwmﬂ%ueL%Rm\a+mg2}, (1.33)
is self-adjoint and has a discrete spectrum. Explicitly, the eigenvalues of P are given by
Xa(h) = (2|a| +n)h, aeN", (1.34)
and the corresponding L?-normalized eigenfunctions have the form
o (h)(z) = h=3pa(h—3a)e5r, o cRY, (1.35)

where p,, is a Hermite polynomial of degree |a|. For more information, see Section 6.1 of [4I]. An
explicit computation gives that

[ta(h)|Lo@n) = Cla,p)h? %, 0 < h <1, (1.36)
where
Cla,p) 1= Ipal)eF oy, a €N, 1<p<oc. (1.37)
Since
P = Op} (po), (1.38)
for
po(w, &) = la* + |¢7, (x,) € R™, (1.39)

which is a non-negative elliptic quadratic form on R?", we see that the bound (L31]) is sharp within
the class of semiclassical pseudodifferential operators on R™ satisfying the hypotheses of Theorem

intl



Example 2. A more general class of semiclassical operators to which Theorem [Tl applies are
Schodinger operators on R™ with analytic complex-valued potentials. Let

P=—hA+V(z) on R", n>1, (1.40)
where V' € C*°(R"™; C) satisfies the following assumptions:
1. ReV >0,
2. (ReV)~1(0) = {0},
3. ImV)(0) =0 and V(ImV)(0) =0,
4. det V"(0) # 0,

5. there exists s > 0 such that

ReV(x) > % lz|*, |z| > C, (1.41)

for some C > 0, and
6. there exists € > 0 and a holomorphic extension V' € Hol(R" + i(—¢, €)") of V satisfying
‘f/(z)‘ < C(Rez)®, z€R"+i(—¢€)", (1.42)

for some C' > 0, where s is as in (L4I)).

We may view the operator P as a closed, densely defined operator on L?(R") with the the maximal
domain

D(P) = {ue L*(R") : (-h*A + V(2))u € L*(R")}. (1.43)

The spectrum of P in an open disc D(0,Ch) of radius Ch, centered at 0 € C, is discrete, and the
low-lying eigenfunctions of P correspond to eigenvalues z(h) € D(0,Ch).
Let

po(x,€) = € + V@), (z,6) eR™ (1.44)
We observe that
P = Opj} (po)- (1.45)
Thanks to our assumptions on V', the symbol py admits the holomorphic extension
Po(2,0) =+ V(2), () €R™+i(—¢€), (1.46)
for any € > 0. Clearly

Repg >0 on R*", (1.47)



with
po(0) =0, Vpo(0) =0,
and we have
Po € SHol(m)
for the order function
m(@,§) = (€ + (2)", (2,) R,
where s is as in (L41]). Also, from (L4I]), we see that there is C' > 0 such that

Repo(z,&) > ém(m,g), |(z,8)] > C.

o= (" ),

where I, denotes the identity matrix of size n x n. Let

1
A(2) = (02 2. ZeC™,

The Hessian of pg at 0 € R?" is

(1.48)

(1.49)

(1.50)

(1.51)

(1.52)

(1.53)

be the quadratic approximation to py at 0 € C?*. A straightforward computation shows that the

Hamilton matrix of ¢ is

(o b)

Re F — <_%(Reov),,(0) é) Im F" = <—%(ImOV)”(0) 8)

Thus

and hence

FImV)"(0) 0

(Re F)(Im F) = <_ 0 0

>, (Re F)(Im F)? = 0 for all j > 2.

It follows that
ker (Re F) = ker [(Re V)"(0)] x {0}, ker [(Re F)(Im F)] = ker [(Im V)" (0)] x C",
and
ker [(Re F)(Im F)’] = C*" for all j > 2.
We thus see that the singular space of ¢ is

S = [ker (V"(0)) NR"] x {0}.

(1.54)

(1.55)

(1.56)

(1.57)

(1.58)

(1.59)



Because det V”(0) # 0, we may deduce that the singular space of ¢ is trivial,
S ={0}. (1.60)

In particular, ¢ is elliptic along S. By Theorem [LT] any low-lying eigenfunction u of P must satisfy
the bounds (L3T]).

We point out that computation of the singular space .S above is essentially a special case of
Lemma 2.2 in [4]. We refer to this work for the related topic of magnetic Schrodinger operators
with complex-valued potentials.

Remark 2. Theorem [[I] improves the main result of [22] in several ways when it is assumed
in addition that the symbols py and p; belong to the holomorphic symbol class Syei(m). Most
significantly, the bound (LL31]) holds under the weaker assumption that the quadratic approximation
q to po at 0 € R?" is elliptic only along its singular space S. It is also of note that the work [22]
only establishes the bound (L31]) for p in the range 2 < p < co. By contrast, the approach we give
in this paper yields the bound (L3I]) for p in the entire range 1 < p < oo. That the bound (L3T])
should also hold for p in the range 1 < p < 2 is actually a very reasonable expectation in view of
Example[Il Finally, in [22], it is assumed that the symbols pg and p; grow at most quadratically as
| X| — o0, ie.

Haap0||L°°(R")v Haap1||L°°(R") = 0(1)7 h — 0+7 |Oé| > 2, (161)
and that Repg grows at least quadratically as | X| — oo, i.e. there exists C, ¢ > 0 such that
Repo(X) > ¢(X)?, |X|>C. (1.62)

Our main result, on the other hand, applies to operators whose symbols may grow faster than (X)?
at infinity. For example, Theorem [I.1] applies to low-lying eigenfunctions of the operator

P=—hm2A+ |z + hA2 4+ |z*, z€eR", n>1, (1.63)
whose Weyl symbol

po(x,€) = |z* + € + ol + 1", (2,6) € R*, (1.64)
has size comparable to ((x,&))* when |(x, )| — oo.

We conclude this introduction with an informal overview of the proof of Theorem [Tl Since the
symbol pg is elliptic away from 0, the ground states u of P are well microlocalized to any small but
fixed neighborhood of 0 in the phase space R?". This fact may be expressed conveniently in terms
of any global metaplectic Fourier-Bros-lagolnitzer (FBI) transform of u. Let ¢ be a holomorphic
quadratic form on C?" = C? x €y, such that

det 7, #0, Imgy, > 0. (1.65)

We refer to such a holomorphic quadratic form as an FBI phase function on C?" ([41], [17], [34]).
Let 7, : S'(R™) — Hol(C™), given by

Tov(z) = c¢h_3"/4/ eEN My () dy, v e S'(RM), (1.66)

n



where

Cp = 27"/2=3n/4(det Im gpgy)_l/4 |det ¢, |, (1.67)

be the corresponding metaplectic FBI transform on R™. Let C?" = C? x (C? be equipped with the

standard complex symplectic form o = d{ Adz € A20) (C?"). We recall that 7, is a Fourier integral
operator associated to the complex linear canonical transformation s, : C?" — C?" given implicitly
by

Ky (0, —0pp(z,w)) > (2,050(2,w)), (2,w) € C*, (1.68)
and that 7, maps L?(R") unitarily onto the Bargmann space
Hg, (C") = L2(C", e 2*0)/h [(dz)) N Hol(C™). (1.69)

Here L(dz) is the Lebesgue measure on C", and ®¢(z) is the strictly plurisubharmonic quadratic
form on C" given by

Py (2) = maxyern (—Im p(z,y)), z€C". (1.70)

We also recall that x, maps the real phase space R?" isomorphically onto the I-Lagrangian, R-
symplectic subspace

g, = {<z %az%(z)) e c"} , (1.71)

of C?". Let 7 : C>* — C™ be the projection onto the first factor in C?*, 7 : (2,¢) +~ z, and
observe that 7y restricts to an R-linear isomorphism Ag — C™. Thus the map

HEO =10 Ky|gon (1.72)

is an R-linear isomorphism R?” — C". Since w is microlocalized near 0 in R?", it follows from
standard arguments that the L'-mass of the function T u(z)e”®0(*)/h with respect to L(dz) is
O(h) in the complement of any small but fixed neighborhood of 0 in C™ (see Proposition 2.2l below).
By combining this observation with the identity u = 7;7,u and applying the Minkowski integral
inequality, one can show that for any N € N, 6 > 0, and 1 < p < oo, there is C = C(6, N,p) > 0
and 0 < hg < 1, independent of p, such that

n 3n
| ul| Lo gy < Ch2P /| ) [ Tou(z)] e~ 2@/ L(dz) + ChN, 0 < h < hy. (1.73)
z|<
For a proof, see Proposition [2.3] below.
Establishing the validity of (I73]) for any FBI phase function ¢ is the first main step in the
proof of Theorem [Tl The next step is to show that there exists an FBI phase function ¢ on C??
and a real analytic strictly plurisubharmonic function ®* € C*(neigh(0; C™);R) such that

®o(z) — D*(2) > c|z|*, z € neigh(0;C"), (1.74)
for some ¢ > 0, and
176z, eigniocny) = /neighmm Tou()P e 2 O/ L(dz) =0(1), h—0t.  (1.75)

10



If such a weight ®* can be found, then, for § > 0 small enough, we have

/ | Tou(z)| e~ P0(2)/h L(dz) = / Tou(2)] o~ (2)/h |z /h L(dz) < O(l)h%7 (1.76)
|z|<d

|z|<0

by the Cauchy-Schwart inequality. Combining (73] and (L76]) gives the desired bound (L3I]).
The construction of the strictly plurisubharmonic weight ®* defined near 0 in C™ satisfying
(C74) and ([I7H) is purely dynamical. We give a rough sketch of the procedure. Let

Po:=poo n;l € Hol(Ag, + W), (1.77)
where W CcC C?" is a sufficiently small open neighborhood of 0 in C?". Let
HPO = pé),( 0y — pE),z ’ aC € T(l’o) (A<I>o + W)

be the complex Hamilton vector field of pg. For t € C with [t| sufficiently small, we may define the
complex-time Hamilton flow x; = exp (tHy,) of pg in a neighborhood of 0 € C?" as follows:

(2(t),C(t)) = re(20.Co), (20, o) € neigh(0;C*"), ¢ € neigh(0; C), (1.78)

if and only if z(¢) and ((¢) satisfy the complex Hamilton’s equations

Opz(t) = Ocpo(z(t), (1)),
Oi((t) = —0.po(2(t),¢(1)), (1.79)
2(0) = 20, ¢(0) = Co,

where 0; = %(aRet — i0mm¢). From the work [32], it is known that there is 0 < T' < 1 such that
kit (Ag, N neigh(0; C?™)) Nneigh(0; C*") = Ag,, 0< |t < T, (1.80)

where ((I)t)\t|<T is a family of real-valued, strictly plurisubharmonic functions defined in a neighbor-
hood of 0 € C" solving the complex-time eikonal equation

20;®4(2) +ipo (2, 39.®4(2)) =0, || <T, = € neigh(0;C"), (1.81)
Dy, (2) = Po(2), 2 € neigh(0;C"), '
and (A‘I)t)|t‘<T is the family of I-Lagrangian, R-symplectic submanifolds of C?" given by
2
Ao, = {<z, ;@@t(z)) : z € neigh(0; (C")} , t < T. (1.82)

For a proof, see the discussion in Section 3 below. In particular, since pgy vanishes to second order
at 0 € C?" and ®((0) = 0, and we have that

®y — ®; vanishes to 2" order at z =0 for all 0 < |t| < T'.

For [t| < T, let Z; be the quadratic approximation to ®; at 0, i.e. Z; is the real quadratic form on
C" that begins the Taylor expansion of ®, at 0 € C”,

®i(2) = Z4(2) + O(|z]), |z| = 0%, 0<|t| <T. (1.83)

11



Taylor expanding (L8T]) to second order about z = 0 shows that Z; must satisfy the quadratic
complex-time eikonal equation

20iZ4(2) +iq (2, 30:54(2)) =0, [t|<T, z€C™, (1.84)
Etly—g = Po on C", '
where q :=qo n;l is the quadratic approximation to pg at 0, i.e.
po(Z) =a(2)+0(|2]%), ZeC™, |Z]|—0". (1.85)

Using the assumption that g is elliptic along S, one can show that there exists an FBI phase function
@ on C?" with the property that for any 0 < Ty < T there exists a non-zero complex time ¢y with
[to] < Tp such that

Dy(z) — E4(2) >0, z e C"\{0}. (1.86)
A proof of this claim is given in Proposition below. Taking
O =Dy, (1.87)

we obtain a strictly plurisubharmonic weight ®* defined in a neighborhood of 0 in C™ so that (I74])
holds. Now, by Egorov’s theorem, 7,u satisfies the FBI-side pseudodifferential equation

Opgy,n(Po + hp1)Tou =0, 0<h<1, (1.88)

where p; := pj o k! € Hol(Ag, + W), j = 0,1, and Opg, ,(po + hp1) denotes the complex Weyl
quantization of pg+ hpy with respect to the weight @ (see the discussion in Section 2 below). From
(L88) and (LEI]), one may deduce that T,u satisfies the following dynamical bound in a sufficiently
small neighborhood of 0 in C™:

0<To<T, 30>0, I0<hy<1: sup || Tpullp2 (f]z1<sy) < 00 (1.89)
0<|t|<Th ¢
0<h<hg
The proof of (I.89), whose main ingredient is the quantization-multiplication theorem for pseu-
dodifferential operators with holomorphic symbols ([I7], [35], [33]), is given in Section 3 below. In
particular, from (L.89)), it follows that

sup |[Tou| 12 < 0, 1.90
0<h§hoH ¢ HL%({\zKa}) (1.90)

where 0 < |to| < Tp is such that (I.86) holds. Thus the weight ®* defined by (.87 satisfies (L.74))
and (LL73).

The plan for this paper is as follows. In Section 2, we prove that the ground states u of P are well
microlocalized to any fixed neighborhood of 0 in R?" and we establish bounds for FBI transforms
of w. In Section 3, we give a self-contained derivation of the complex-time eikonal equation (L8]],
and we prove the dynamical bound (L89). In Section 4, we conclude the proof of Theorem [I] as
outlined in this introduction by proving the existence of an FBI phase function ¢ on C?* and a
small non-zero complex time ¢y such that the weight ®* defined by (IL.87)) satisfies (L.74]).

Acknowledgements. The author would like to thank Michael Hitrik for reading an early draft
of this manuscript and offering helpful feedback and suggestions.
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2 Microlocalization of the Ground States

In this section, we establish that any ground state u = u(h) € L?(R") of the operator P is well-
microlocalized to any small, but fixed, neighborhood of 0 € R?". We begin with an elementary
parametrix construction, which we carry out using the calculus of semiclassical pseudodifferential
operators on R™ with C'°°-symbols. For background on semiclassical pseudodifferential calculus on
R™ including standard notation, we refer to Chapters 4 and 8 of [41].

Proposition 2.1. Let py,p1 € S(m), where m is an order function on R?" satisfying (1.11). Assume

that po is h-independent and that py satisfies (1.3), (1.4), (1.3), and (I13). If P = Op} (po + hp1)
and u = u(h) € L*(R™) is such that

{Pu:O on R™ n >1, (2.1)

ull2®ny = 1,

for all0 < h <1, then, for any § > 0, there exists 1 € C§(R*™) with suppyp C {X eER™:|X| < 5}
and there exists R = Og/_,s(h>) such that

u= Opy (Y)u+ Ru, 0<h < hy, (2.2)
for some 0 < hy < 1.

Proof. Let 6 > 0 be arbitrary and let y € C*°(R?";[0,1]) be such that

0

X(X) =1, x| <5 (23
and

suppx C {X € R™: |X| <4} . (2.4)
Set

pi=po+hpr+x, 0<h<I1. (2.5)

Note that p € S(m). Our objective is to construct a parametrix for the operator Opj (p). The
assumption ([LI3]) that Repy is elliptic in the class S(m) implies that there is ¢ > 0 such that

Rep(X;h) > em(X), X € R*", (2.6)
for all h > 0 sufficiently small, depending on §. Thus the symbol

€y :— (27)

[l =

is well-defined and belongs to the class S (%) By the semiclassical composition calculus, there is a
symbol 9 € S(1) such that

Op}, (eo) Opy, () = I + hOpy (o) , (2.8)

13



As a consequence of the semiclassical Calderon-Vaillancourt theorem (see Theorem 4.23 in [41]),
we have Op} (r9) = Op2_2(1) as h — 0%. Thus there is 0 < hy < 1 such that the operator
I + hOp} (7o) is boundedly invertible on L?(R") for all 0 < h < hg. It follows that

(I + hOpY (r0))"*Op¥ (eo) Op¥ (p) = I, 0 < h < hy. (2.9)
By Beals’ Theorem (see the discussion on page 177 of [41]), there is 79 € S(1) such that
Op}’ (7o) = (I + hOp}! (1)) (2.10)
for all h > 0 sufficiently small. By the composition calculus, we have
Opj, (7o) O}, (€0) = Opy, (e1), (2.11)

where e = Fo#eg € S(%) is the Moyal product of 7 and eg. From (Z3), (ZI0), and @II), we
deduce that

Opy, (e1) Opy (p) = 1. (2.12)
Since
Opy, () = P+ Opj (x) » (2.13)
we have
u = Opy, (e1) Opj, (P) u = Opy (e1) Opj, (x) u (2.14)

for all h > 0 sufficiently small. Let ¢ € C§°(R?*") be such that
¥ = 1 in neigh(supp x; R?"), suppe C {X eR™:|X| < 5}. (2.15)
Using ([2.14), we get

u = Opy,’ (¥) Opy,’ (e1) Opy (x) u + Opy (1 — 1) Opy, (e1) Opy, (x) v

= Opy}, (¥) u+ Opy (1 — 1) Opy, (e1) Opy, (x) u. (2.16)

Because supp x is compact and supp (1 — ¢) Nsupp x = 0, it follows from the general theory that
there is 7 € h*°S(R™) such that

R := Op}! (1 — ) Op}! (1) Opf’ (x) = Op! (). (2.17)
Hence
R = 0g15(h™). (2.18)
From (ZI6) and (2I7), we conclude that
u = Opy (¢Y)u+ Ru, 0<h<hg. (2.19)

The proof of Proposition 2.1]is complete. O
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We next explore the consequences of Proposition [21] for any FBI transform of a ground state u
of P. Let C*" = (CE‘ x C? be equipped with the standard complex symplectic form o = d{ A dz €

AZ0)(C?). Let ¢ = ¢(z,y) be a holomorphic quadratic form on C** = C? x Cj, such that
det 7, #0, Imyy, >0, (2.20)
and let 7, : S'(R™) — Hol(C") be its associated FBI transform introduced in (I66]). Let
Py (z) = maxyern (—Imp(z,y)), z € C". (2.21)

As the maximum of a family of pluriharmonic quadratic forms on C™, the function ®g is a plurisub-
harmonic quadratic form on C”. In fact, the quadratic form ®q is strictly plurisubharmonic, i.e.
oy _. > 0. See [41] or [I7] for a proof. In the sequel, we shall refer to the quadratic form @ defined

0,zz
by [221)) as the strictly plurisubharmonic weight associated to the FBI phase function ¢. Let
2
Ao, == {<z gacho(z)) €eC™:z¢ cc"} , (2.22)
and let
Heg, (C™) = L2(C™, e~ 220 @)/h [,(dz)) N Hol(C™) (2.23)

be the Bargmann space of entire functions on C™ associated to the weight ®y. Here L(dz) denotes
the Lebesgue measure on C". It is well known that 7, is unitary L*(R™) — Hg,(C"). For a proof,
see Theorem 13.7 in [4I], Theorem 1.3.3 in [I7], or Section 12.2 of [35].

Following the discussion in Section 12.2 of [35], we recall that an order function on Ag, is a
Lebesgue measurable function m : Ag, — (0,00) such that

3C >0, INeR: m(Z) < C(Z - W)Y Nm(W), Z,W € Ag,. (2.24)

Given an order function m on Ag,, we may introduce the symbol class S(Ag,, m) consisting of all
a € C*(Ag,) such that

Va,5 € N*, 3C > 0:

o20° <a (z, %acho(z)))‘ <Cm (z, %az@o(z)> L zeCh  (225)

Also, if m is an order function on Ag,, then we may define the Sobolev space
9 2
Hepym(C") = L2 ((C”, m <z, gaz<1>0(z)> e~ 2®o(2)/h L(dz)> N Hol(C"), (2.26)
which is a Hilbert space equipped with the norm

92 2
0172 ey = / |v(z)|2m<z,—,az<1>o(Z)> e~ 2P0/ I(d). (2.27)
$g,m Ccn 1

Note that He, 1(C") = Hg,(C"). Given a symbol a € S(Ag,, m), where m is an order function on
Ag,, we define the complex Weyl quantization of a formally by

w 1 iy ap)- Z+w
Opg, n(a)v(z) = @) fj e (Zmw)Cy < 5 > v(w) dw A d¢, (2.28)
FCP()(Z)
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for the contour of integration

2
Lg,(2) :C"BwHC:EaZ(DO (z—;w) , ze€C" (2.29)
Initially, Opg, 5 (a)v is defined for v € Hol(C") such that

Yh e (0,1], VN >0, 3C = C(N,h) > 0: |v(2)] < C{z) NeP@/h 5 en. (2.30)

One may then show that for any order function m on Ag, the operator Opg, ,(a) defined by (2.28)
extends by density to an operator Hg, 5(C") — H 0.1 (C™) whose norm is uniformly bounded with

respect to h, i.e.
Opg,p(a) = O(1) : Heym(C") = Hg, s (C"), h—07. (2.31)

For a proof, see Proposition 12.6 in [35].

We next review the relationship between the complex Weyl quantization and the ordinary Weyl
quantization on R™. Let ¢ be an FBI phase function on C?” and let ®, be the strictly plurisubhar-
monic quadratic form on C" associated to ¢. The FBI phase function ¢ generates a complex linear
canonical transformation r, : C?" — C?" implicitly by

ko (Y, =0y (2,) = (2,60(2,9)), (2,y) € C*. (2.32)

In the sequel, we refer to k, as the complex linear canonical transformation generated by ¢ or as
the complex linear canonical transformation associated to . From either Theorem 13.5 of [4I] or
Proposition 1.3.2 of [17], we know that

kp(R”™) = Mgy, (2.33)

and we have a version of Egorov’s theorem. Namely, if m is any order function on R?*" and a € S(m),
then

a::aom;1 € S(Ag,, m), (2.34)

where m is the order function on Ag, given by

= monsl, (2.35)

and we have
Op}, (a) =T o Opg, 1(a) o Ty, (2.36)

where both sides are viewed as operators on §’(R™). For a proof, see Section 12.2 of [35].

Let P and u be as in the statement of Proposition 2.1l and let ¢ be an FBI phase function on C?”
with associated FBI transform 7, and strictly plurisubharmonic weight ®(. In view of Proposition
[2.1] it is natural to expect that the mass of the entire function 7,u will be concentrated near 0 € C".
Equivalently, we expect that the mass of 7, u in the complement of any fixed neighborhood of 0 in
C™ will be semiclassically negligible, i.e. O(h®). The following proposition solidifies this intuition.

16



Proposition 2.2. Let P and u € L*(R") be as in the statement of Proposition [Z1}, and let o be
any FBI phase function on C*" with associated FBI transform T, and associated strictly plurisub-
harmonic weight ®g. For any § > 0, there is 0 < hg < 1 such that for any 1 < p < oo we
have

[ Tou(2)e™ PO sy i) < ONDRY, 0 < h < ho, (2.37)
for any N € N.

Proof. By Holder’s inequality, it suffices to prove the proposition in the cases p = 1 and p = oco.
We begin by proving (2.37)) in the case when p = 1. Let 6 > 0 be given, let 0 < p < §/2, let Ag, be
as in ([2.22)), let xy, : C?" — C?™ be the complex linear canonical transformation generated by ¢, let
71 : C?™ — C" be projection onto the first factor 7 : (2,¢) ~ 2, and let /-{L’D =10 Kylgan R —
C™. By Proposition 2.1} there is ¢ € C§°(R?") such that

supp [¢ o (/ilfp)_l] c{zeC":|z| < p}, (2.38)

and R = Og/_,5(h>) such that
u = Op}, (¢Y)u + Ru, 0< h < hg, (2.39)

for some 0 < hg < 1. By Egorov’s theorem and (2:39)),

Tou = Opg, (V) Tou + To(Ru), (2.40)
where
b i=or € Ce(Aay). (2.41)
Thus
/ Tou(z)] e~/ L(dz) < T(h) + TI(h), (2.42)
EE
where
1) i= [ |Op§, 1@ Tulz)| e Lid) (2.43)
EE
and
I1(h) := / | To(Ru)(2)| e~ 20/ [(dz). (2.44)
EE

We first consider 11(h). For J € N, let ||-||; denote the Schwartz seminorm

£l = Y [2°0°fllpegn)y, f€SERM. (2.45)
la+8|<J

From Theorem 13.4 in [41], we know that for every N > 0 there exists J € N and C > 0 such that

|ToRu(z)| < C||Rul|jh~ /4 (z) Ne®o@/h e 0<h<1. (2.46)
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Since R = Og,s5(h*) and |[Juz2(rn) = 1, we conclude that for every M, N > 0, there is C' =

C(M,N) > 0 such that
|ToRu(2)] < CRM (2)™Ne®oG)/h 5 e €™ 0 < h < hy.
In particular, for any M > 0 there is C' > 0 such that
[T, Ru(2)] < CRM (z)~2n=1e®o@)/h e € 0 < h < hy.

Bounding (2.44)) using (2:48)) gives that

I1(h) = O(hM)
for any M > 0. Therefore

II(h) = O(h™).

(2.47)

(2.48)

(2.49)

(2.50)

It remains to show that I(h) = O(h*). From the definition (2.28]) of the complex Weyl quanti-

zation, we have

0P, 1 () Tpulz) = (27T1h)n [ ertmey (”T’“’ g) Tou(w) dw A dC,
Lo (2)

where the contour of integration I'g,(2) is given by

2
r%(z):cnang:;aZ%(Z;“’), zeCm

Let

1 2 00) "Lz —w) - O
L= + (0:%0) (Z2 w) &, z,w e C".
1+ |z—wl|"/h

Observe that

Le%(z—w)c = e%(z_w), Z,w S Cn? < = gaz¢0 (Z —|2_ w> ‘
1

Thus for any z € C" such that |z| > § and any N € N we have

Opigy 1 (1) Tou(z) = (2W1h)n [ eblemme@n)Ve (Z J; “’,g) Tou(w) dw A dC,
F‘PO (Z)

where LT denotes the transpose of the differential operator L. Since v € C§° (M),
(LT)N4p <Z+Tw> =0 ((h_l/z(z — w)>_N) , z,2weC”, 0<h<1,

for any N € N. Now, it is true that

Re [Z(Z _ w) . C] — (I)()(Z) — (I)O(u)), z,w e C", ¢ = %az@o (Z —12- ’w> .
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For a proof, see Lemma 13.1 of [41]. From ([243)), (255), (Z58), and ([ZX57), it follows that for any
N € N there is C' > 0 such that

I(h) < Ch™" / / 22— w)) ™ [Tou(w)] e~/ L(dw) L(dz). (2.58)
|26 /| 252 | <p

for all 0 < h < hg. For any z,w € C" with |z| > §, we have

2

‘gp:|z|—@gp:>2|z|—5g|z—w|:>|z|g|z—w|. (2.59)
Thus, from ([2.58) we may deduce that for any N € N there is C' > 0 such that

s e [ /‘ . 2N [Tou(w)] e L(dw) L(dz) (2.60)
z|> = <p

for all 0 < h < hg. Making the change of variables

z+w

5 — 5 2.61
=z w="1 (2.61)
in (2.60) and applying Fubini’s theorem and the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality yields
I(h) < Ch-m /2 / BN [ Tou(2i — )] e 5 L(d) L(d3)
|2[=0 J | w|<p
< Cllulng, @™ [ L) (262)
|2|>6
< Ch™N2 0 < h < hy,
for any N > 2n. Thus
I(h) = O(h™). (2.63)
From (2.42), (263), and (Z350), we conclude
/ Tou(z)] e~ P/ Ldz) = O(h™). (2.64)
|2[>6

Therefore the proposition is true when p = 1.
Next, we show that (2.37) holds when p = co. We recall that the orthogonal projection Ilg, :
L<21>o (C") — Hg,(C™) is given by

Mayv(z) = Caoh™™ | i YoE®y(w)e i %) L(dw), v e L}, (C"), (2.65)
(Cn

where

Cy, = <%> det 02 ®, (2.66)
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and Uy (-,-) is the polarization of ®@q, i.e. ¥o(-,-) is the unique holomorphic quadratic form on C2?
such that

Uo(z,2) = Pp(2), ze€C", (2.67)

In the literature, Ilg, is known as the Bergman projector associated to the strictly plurisubharmonic
weight ®g. For a proof that the Bergman projector associated to ®( has the integral representation
(265, we refer the reader to either Theorem 13.6 of [4I], Proposition 1.3.4 of [I7], or Section 12.2
of [35]. In particular, the real part of the polarization Wy(-,-) satisfies the ‘fundamental estimate’

9Re Wy (z, W) — Po(z) — Po(w) =< — |z — w|?. (2.68)
From (Z68) and the identity Tou = g, Tou, it follows that

‘%u(z)e_%(z)/h‘ < Cq,oh_”/ e=clz—wl*/h ‘%u(w)e_%(“’)/h‘ L(dw), z€C", 0<h<1.

n

(2.69)
Let § > 0 be arbitary. For |z| > ¢, we have
‘fﬁpu(z)e—éo(z)/h‘ < C<I>0h_n 6—052/4h ‘lﬁpu(w)e—@o(w)/h‘ L(dw)
lw|<d/2 (2.70)
+ O™ Tpu(z)e™ P @M L1156 /9). 00d2) -
By the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality,
Cph™" o—co? /4h ‘nu(w)e—d’o(w)/h( L(dw) < OW)h™"e=" < O()RY, 0<h <1,
|lw|<d/2
(2.71)

for any N € N. Also, since the proposition has already been proven in the case p = 1, we know that
there is 0 < hg < 1 such that

”7zpu(2)e_<bo(z)/h|’L1({|Z|25/2}7L(dz)) < O(l)hN, 0<h < ho, (2.72)
for any N € N. From (2.70), (2.71)), and (2.72]), we conclude that there is 0 < hy < 1 such that

[ Tou(2)e PO M| oo (21263, 10d2)) < OMRY, 0 < b < hg, (2.73)
for all N € N. Thus (2.37) holds when p = occ. O

Using Proposition and the unitarity of 7., we can establish a simple upper bound for
||| Lr(®ny in terms of the L'-norm of T,u(z)e~®0=)/" with respect to the Lebesgue measure L(dz)
over any bounded neighborhood of 0 in C".

Proposition 2.3. Let u € L?>(R") be as in the statement of Proposition [21. Let @ be any FBI
phase function on C?™ with associated FBI transform T, and associated strictly plurisubharmonic
weight ®q. For any § > 0 and N € N, there is 0 < hg < 1 such that for any 1 < p < co we have

lull oy < CRI ™% / Tou()| e @O L(dz) + CRY, 0<h<hy,  (2.74)
|z|<d

for some constant C' = C(d, N,p) > 0.
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Proof. Let ¢ be an FBI phase function on C?" with associated FBI transform T, and strictly
plurisubharmonic weight ®;. Let Hg,(C™) be the Bargmann space introduced in ([223]). Let
0 < hg < 1 be small enough so that the conclusions of Proposition 2.1l and Proposition hold.
Since T, : L2(R"™) — Hg,(C™) is unitary, we have

u(z) = T, Tou(r) = cih_?’"/ﬁ‘/ e_%“p(z’x)’ﬁpu(z)e_%%(z) L(dz), z€eR" (2.75)

n

Because ¢ is quadratic and Im (,Dgy > 0, for every z € C" there is a unique z(z) € R™ such that
Dy(z) = —Imp(z, z(2)). (2.76)

Taking the absolute value of (2.75) and using (2:20), [22I) and (270), we find that there are
constants C,c¢ > 0 and 0 < hg < 1 such that

lu(a)] < Ch=3n/4 / e FEE P | T ()| e/ L(d2), z € R, (2.77)
for all 0 < h < hg. Note that the righthand side of (2.77)) is finite for every z € R™ since Proposition
21 implies that u € S(R™) for every 0 < h < hg and hence T,u(2)e” )/ = O(h=7/4(2)~N) for
any N > 0 by Theorem 13.4 of [41]. By direct calculation, we have

c .2 n
le™ 5Vl o @y = O(h2r), (2.78)

with the convention that h% = 1 when p = oo. Taking the LP-norm on both sides of (2.77),
applying Minkowski’s integral inequality, and using (Z.78]) gives

| gy < CHE % / Tou(z)| e~/ L(dz), 0<h < ho, (2.79)
(Cn

for some C' > 0. Let 6 > 0 be arbitrary. By Proposition 2.2} for every N > 0, there is C' > 0 and
0 < hg <1 such that

/C Tou(z)] e~ 0O/P [(dz) = / | Tl O L)+ Y, D<h<ho  (250)

Thus, for every N € N and 1 < p < oo, there is C' = C(J, N,p) > 0 such that

il gy < CHE % / Tou(z)] e~ %@/ L(dz) + ChN, 0< h < ho. (2.81)
|z|<é

O

In the sequel, it will also be useful to have pointwise estimates available for %u(z)e‘q’o(z)/ h in

compact subsets of C™ that do not contain the origin 0. When we assume that pg,p; € Spoi(m),
it is actually true that %u(z)e‘q’o(z)/ h is exponentially small in any fixed compact subset K C C"
that does not contain 0 € C". This follows from standard analytic ellipticity arguments, which we
review below.

We recall the notion of the semiclassical analytic wavefront set. Let ¢ be an FBI phase function
on C?" with associated FBI transform T, and strictly plurisubharmonic weight ®q. Let r,, : C* —
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C?" be the complex linear canonical transformation generated by ¢, let 7, : C** — C™ be projection
onto the first factor m : (2,{) — z, and let /-{pr = T1 O Kyplgea. For an h-dependent family
v = w(h) € L*(R"), 0 < h < 1, such that [v[|f2gs) = O(1) as b — 0%, we can define the
semiclassical analytic wavefront set WF 4 p(v) C R?" of v as follows: a point (z9,&) € R?" does
not lie in WF 4 5, (v) if there exist C, ¢ > 0 and a bounded open neighborhood Uy of nfp(xo, &) in C™
such that

1 Tou(z)] < Cem¢/MH20E/h ey, 0<h<1. (2.82)

It can be shown WF 4 ;(v) is independent of the choice of FBI phase function ¢. For more in-
formation regarding semiclassical analytic wavefront sets, we refer the reader to [31], [17], or [23].
The following corollary characterizes the semiclassical analytic wavefront set of any L2-normalized
ground state u of P.

Corollary 2.4. If u € L?>(R") is as in the statement of Theorem [T, then
WFy p(u) = {0}. (2.83)

Consequently, if p is any FBI phase function on C?™ with associated strictly plurisubharmonic weight
O and K is any compact subset of C™ such that 0 ¢ K, then there are C;c > 0 and 0 < hg <1
such that

|Tou(z)| < Ce=¢/h+@/h e K, 0 < h<ho. (2.84)

Proof. Let P = Op}’(po + hp1) be as in the statement of Theorem [Tl Since pg,p1 € Suoi(m)
and py ' (0) = {0}, semiclassical analytic elliptic regularity (see, for example, Theorem 4.2.2 in [23])
implies that

cither WFqp(u) =0 or WFyp(u)={0}. (2.85)

Let ¢ be an FBI phase function on C?” with associated FBI transform T, and strictly plurisubhar-
monic weight ®. Suppose towards contradiction that WF 4 () = (). Then there exist C,¢,d > 0
and 0 < hg < 1 such that

sup ‘nu(z)e_%(z)/h <Ce~/" 0<h<h. (2.86)
|z|<0

Proposition 23] with p = 2 gives
/| . 1 Tou(2)? e 220G/ [(dz) = O(h*). (2.87)
Combining (2.86]) and (2.87) and using the unitarity of 7, gives that
[ull L2 (rny = O(R), (2.88)
which is impossible since |u[[z2@gny = 1 for all 0 < h < 1. Therefore, it must be the case that
WE 4 ,(u) = {0}. (2.89)

If K ¢ C" is a compact subset such that 0 ¢ K, then we can find a finite collection of bounded
open subsets Uj;, 1 < j <k, of C", constants Cj,c; > 0,1 < j <k, and 0 < hg <1 such that
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1. 0¢U;, 1<j<k,
2. K CUj<j<x Uj, and
3. |Tou(2)| < Cjeci/h®G/h 2 e, 1<j<k, 0<h<hg.
Let U = U;<;<), Uj. We have
[ Tou(z)] < Ce=¢/MH20E/h e 0 < h < h, (2.90)

where C' = max;<;<;C; > 0 and ¢ = minj<;<pc; > 0. Therefore T u satisfies (2.84)). O

3 Dynamical Bounds on the FBI Transform Side

We begin this section a short review of Hamiltonian dynamics in the complex domain. For a
textbook treatment of these concepts, see Chapter 11 of [31]. Here C?" = C? x (sz is equipped with
the standard holomorphic symplectic form

o =d¢ Adz e AP0 (C?), (3.1)

Let X C C?" be open and let f € Hol(X). The complex Hamilton vector field of f is defined as the
unique holomorphic vector field Hy € TH9(X) so that

Hyio = —df in X. (3.2)
Explicitly,
Hy=0:f-0.—0.f 0 in X. (3.3)
From (B.2)), it is clear that
ot,Hy) =df(t), te T 0(X). (3.4)

Since df (t) = 0 whenever t € T%!(X), the identity (3.4) also holds for every t € T(X) ® C. In
particular, (3.4]) holds whenever t € T'(X). To H; we associate the real vector field

H; = Hy + Hy € T(X), (3.5)

which is the unique real vector field on X such that Hy— I/{\f € T%(X). Because ¢ is a holomorphic
(2,0)-form,

o(t,Hy —H;) =0, teT(X)®C, (3.6)
and hence
Hiso = —df in X. (3.7)
When we separate the real and imaginary parts of ([8.7]), we obtain

HysReo = —d(Ref), Hpilmo = —d(Im f). (3.8)
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Letting Hflzf]‘c’ and Hllg}’ denote Hamilton vector fields of Re f and Im f with respect to the real
symplectic forms Re o and Im o on C2", respectively, we conclude from (B.8)) that

Hy = H{S7 = Hipf. (3.9)
Repeating this discussion with f replaced by if gives
Hif = Hof = —Hpw 7, (3.10)

where HII{EJ‘Z, resp. HIRH‘fJ‘Z, is the Hamilton vector field of Re f, resp. Im f, with respect to Imao,

resp. Reo.
Following [30], [24], and [31], we define the complex-time Hamilton flow ki, t € C, of f as the
complex local 1-parameter family of holomorphic diffeomorphisms of X given by

ki = exp (1Hyy), teC. (3.11)

Here exp (1]fl-t\f) denotes the flow of the real vector field Jflt\f in X at time 1. By abuse of notation,
we shall often write exp (tHy) in place of exp (1Hs) so that the complex-time Hamilton flow s
generated by H; may be expressed as

ke = exp (tHy), teC. (3.12)
Thanks to the Cauchy-Riemann equations, we have
[Hy, Hig] =0 (3.13)
for any f € Hol(X). Also, if f € Hol(X), it is true that
Hy; = (Ret)Hy + (Imt)Hyy (3.14)

for any ¢t € C. This observation, in conjunction with (3.I11]) and (B:I3), shows that the complex-time
Hamilton flow x; on X generated by H; is given by

Kt = exp [(Re t)I/{\f] exp [(Imt)ﬁi\f], teC, (3.15)
whenever the righthand side is defined. It follows that the flow k; is given explicitly by
Z(t) = ki(Zo), Zop € X, t € neigh(0;C), (3.16)
if and only if Z(t) satisfies

Oret Z(t) = Hp(Z(1)) = (D f(Z(1)), —0-F(Z(1))),

O Z(t) = Hig(Z(t) = (10 f(2(1)), —i0: F (Z(1)), (3.17)
Z(0) = Z.

A straightforward verification shows that this description of the flow x; is equivalent to

(Z(t)v C(t)) = Ht('an CO)? (207 CO) S X7 te neigh(O; C)? (318)
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if and only if z(¢) and ((t) satisfy the complex Hamilton’s equations

Ohz(t) = O f(2(1), (1)),
9C(t) = =0.f(2(1),¢(1)), (3.19)
2(0) = 20, €(0) = o,

where 0; = %(aRet —i0mm¢). From (B.19), it is easy to check that x; preserves the complex symplectic
form o,

kjo=o0, teC, (3.20)

whenever the lefthand side is well-defined. For this reason, we say that x; is a complex local 1-
parameter family of complex canonical transformations of X.

Let pg € Suei(m) be as in the statement of Theorem [} let ¢ be an FBI phase function on C?"
with associated FBI transform 7, let ®¢ be the strictly plurisubharmonic weight associated to ¢,
let x, : C?" — C?" be the complex linear canonical transformation generated by ¢, and let

po=pook, €Hol(Ag, + W), (3.21)

where

Ay = {(2 %acho(z)) e cn} , (3.22)

and W is a small bounded open neighborhood of (0,0) in C?*. Let
Hpy = Ocpo - 0 — Oupo - O € T (Mg, + W) (3.23)
be the complex Hamilton vector field of pg, and let
Kkt = exp (tHy,), t e C, (3.24)

be the complex-time Hamilton flow of pg, defined locally in Ag, + W for sufficiently small complex
times ¢. In this section, we shall be interested in the evolution of the subspace Ag, by the flow x; in
a small, but fixed, neighborhood of the origin 0 € C?". Using Hamilton-Jacobi theory, it is possible
to obtain a real analytic generating function for this evolution. We describe this in detail below,
following essentially the discussion in [32].

Let C*2n = (C?’T X (C?Z be equipped with the standard complex symplectic form

Q =dr Adt + o € AEO(CH), (3.25)
where o is as in ([B.1]). Let
G(t,7;2,() =T+ po(2,0), (t,7;2,¢) € neigh((0,0;0,0); C% x C*"), (3.26)
and let
HY = % + Hy, (3.27)
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be the complex Hamilton vector field of G with respect to €2, defined in an open neighborhood of
(0,0;0,0) in C% x C?". Consider the following real 2n-dimensional submanifold of C2*27:

Loy = {<0, —Po <z, %82@0(2)> ) 2, %8Z@0(2)> : z € neigh(0; (C")} (3.28)
Observe that Ly is isotropic with respect to the real symplectic form
Im(Q2) = Im(dr Adt) +Imo (3.29)
on C2 x C?" and that
Lo C G7H0). (3.30)
Let
exp (tHS), t € neigh(0;C), (3.31)

be the complex-time Hamilton flow of G with respect to the complex symplectic form 2, defined in
a neighborhood of (0, 0;0,0) € C2 x C?" for sufficiently small complex times t. We observe that the
complex-time flow generated by Hg is given explicitly by

exp (tH3)(0,7:2,¢) = (t, 73 k4(2,C)), (t.752,¢) € neigh((0,0;0,0); C* x C*"). (3.32)
Let

L:= |J exp(tHE)(Lo) (3.33)
teneigh(0;C)

be the complex time flowout of the manifold Lo by exp (tHY). In view of ([3:32)), we have

L= {(t 5o <z, %acho(z)) » <z, %acho(z))) ¢ € neigh(0: C), = € neigh(0: cn)} (3.30)

when the flowout ([8.33) is restricted to sufficiently small complex times. Also, from B.I1)), (3:13),
and the identities (3:9) and ([B.I0), we see that

L= U exp[(Re)HmE] exp [(Imt) HEE] (L), (3.35)
teneigh(0;C)

where Re G and Im G are the real and imaginary parts of G, respectively. As is easily verified, the
vector fields H{g‘g and H 11{28 are linearly independent and nowhere tangent to £y in a neighborhood
(0,0;0,0) € C? x C?". Since dim Ly = 2n, it follows from Hamilton-Jacobi theory that the manifold
L is Lagrangian for the real symplectic form Im(Q) on C? x C?".

Let

v = Im(7 dt) + Im(C dz) € AY(C? x C). (3.36)
We observe that

dy =Im(Q). (3.37)
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Because £ is Lagrangian with respect to Im(£2), we have
dy|, = 0. (3.38)

Let 7 : £L — C x C™ be the restriction of the projection (¢,7;2,() — (t,2) to L. Since Ag, is
transverse to the fiber {0} x C" in C?", the differential of 7 at (0,0;0,0) € L,

d(070;070)ﬂ' : T(070;070)£ — T(O;O) ((C X (Cn) ~C x (Cn, (339)

is an invertible linear transformation. Thus we may parametrize £ by (t,z) € C x C" in a neigh-
borhood of (0,0;0,0) in £. By (838) and Poincaré’s lemma, there exists ® € C¥(neigh(0;C) x
neigh(0; C™); R), unique up to an overall additive constant, such that

Y(t,z) = —d®(t,z), t € neigh(0;C), =z € neigh(0;C"). (3.40)

From (3.36), we see that

1 1 _
v = 2—Z,(Tdt —7dt) + % (Cdz—Cdz), (t,752,() €C*xC™. (3.41)

We also have

—d®(t,z) = =0, P(t, 2) dt — 0;P(t,2) dt

— 0,9(t,z)dz — 0:P(t, z) dz, t € neigh(0;C), =z € neigh(0;C"). (3.42)
From (340), 341]), and (3.42), it follows that
(t,7;2,¢) € neigh((0,0;0,0); L) (3.43)
if and only if
t € neigh(0;C), z € neigh(0;C"), and {2 : %%g:(i((i: z))’ (3.44)
Thus there is 0 < T'< 1 and U = neigh(0; C™) such that
kt(Ao, NU xU)NU x U = Ag,, t € D(0,T), (3.45)
where D(0,T) denotes the open disc in C with radius 7" and center 0,
O, = d(t,-) € C¥(U), te D(0,T), (3.46)
and
Ao, = {<z, %@@t(z)) 1z € U} , te D(0,T). (3.47)
Adjusting ® by a real constant if necessary, we may assume that
Py, =Poin U. (3.48)
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Also, it is true that ®; is the solution of a natural eikonal equation in D(0,7") x U. Indeed, since
po is invariant under the flow x;, we have

o <z, %az@o(2)> — 5o <Ht <z, %acho(z))) L teDO,T), zcl. (3.49)

From (3.34), (343), (3:44), (3:48), and ([3.49), we deduce that ®; solves the initial value problem

{28t<1>t(z) +ipo (2, 20.®(2)) =0, t€ D(0,T), z€U,

) (3.50)
Pyl,_g = Po in U,

where 0; = %((‘het — i0m¢). In the sequel, we shall refer to ([B.50) as the complex-time eikonal
equation.

Finally, we note that the function &, € C¥(U) is strictly plurisubharmonic in U for every
te D(0,7), ie

®Y-.(2) >0, te D(O,T), zeU. (3.51)

To see why, we observe that since k; preserves the complex symplectic form o, the manifold Ag, is
I-Lagrangian and R-symplectic for every ¢t € D(0,7T). Parametrizing Ag, by z € U, we find that

2~ 0%,
o|Ag, Zd < 0, ®(z ) Ndzj = i kz;l 92407, dzy, N dz;. (3.52)

)=

2 — 0%
ReO'|Aq>t = i Z %dzk/\dzj- (3.53)

As Reo] Ag, 18 nON-degenerate, we have
t

det ®/. (2) #0, te D(0,T), zeU. (3.54)
Because also ®pz, > 0 and ' depends continuously on ¢, it must therefore be the case that
®Y-.(2) >0, teD(0,T), zeU. (3.55)

This discussion is summarized by the following proposition.

Proposition 3.1 ([32]). Let po € Swo(m) be as in the statement of Theorem [, and let ¢ be
an FBI phase function on C?™ with associated strictly plurisubharmonic weight ®q and complex
canonical transformation K : C? — C?". Let

Aoy = {(z %acho(z)) e cn} , (3.56)

let po :=pg o /@1 € Hol(Ag, + W), where W is a suitably small open neighborhood of 0 in C*"*, and
let ky = exp (tHy,), t € C, be the complex-time Hamilton flow of po, defined in Ao, + W. Then
there exists 0 < T < 1, U = neigh(0; C"), and a unique ® € C¥(D(0,T) x U;R) such that

/it(A@OﬂUXU)ﬂUX U = Asg,, tGD(O,T), (3.57)
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and

Pyf,_y = Po in U, (3.58)
where
o, :=P(t,-) € C¥(U;R), te D(0,T), (3.59)
and
Ag, = {(Z %azq%(z)) ze U} . teD(0,T). (3.60)

The function ® is strictly plurisubharmonic in U for each t € D(0,T), and ® is a solution of the
complex-time eikonal equation

(3.61)

20,94(2) +ipo (2,20.94(2)) =0, (t,2z) € D(0,T) x U,
By|,_o = Po in U,

where 0y = % (ORet — 101mt)-

Now we return our attention to eigenfunctions. Let P = Op}’(po + hp1), and u € L?(R™) be
as in the statement of Theorem [LT Let ¢ be any FBI phase function on C?" with associated FBI
transformation 7, and strictly plurisubharmonic weight ®¢, and let &, : C?" — C?" be the complex
linear canonical transformation generated by ¢. For j = 0,1, let p; := p; o /1;1 € Hol(Ao, + W),
where W is a suitably small bounded open neighborhood of 0 in C?". Let x; = exp (tHp,), t € C
be the complex-time Hamilton flow of pg, defined in Ag, + W. Suppose that 0 < T <« 1, U =
neigh(0; C™), and ® € C*(D(0,T) x U;R) are as in the conclusion of Proposition 311

For each ¢t € D(0,T) and each open subset Uy C U, let Hg,(Up) be the Hilbert space
Hg, (Up) := LUy, e 23" L(dz)) n Hol(Uy), (3.62)

equipped with the norm

o1y = [ e L) (3.69
0

Here &, = ®(t,-) € C¥(U), t € D(0,T). The main goal of this section is to show that there exists
0>0,0<Ty<T,0<C <o0,and 0 < hg <1, such that

tegl(lol?To) IToullzz, (q121<sp) < C- (3.64)
0<h<hg
To begin the proof, let
U(t,z;h) == Tou(h)(z), (t,2) eCxC", 0<h<1. (3.65)
Let
P = Opi, p(po + hp1)- (3.66)
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By Egorov’s theorem,

PU(t,z;h) =0, (t,z) eCxC", 0<h<1.

Thus U is trivially a solution of the semiclassical Schrédinger initial value problem

{(th+]5>Z/{(t,z;h) —0, (t,2) eCxC", 0<h<1,

U,z;h) = Tou(h)(z), z€C* 0<h<1,
where

1 .
Dy = gat, O = (aRet - Zalmt)-

1
2
Let 6 > 0 be small enough so that
{]z] < b} cc U.
Let x € C§°(C™;[0,1]) be such that
x(2) =1, |2/ <24, and x(2) =0, [z >34,
and let X € C3°(C™;[0,1]) be such that
X(z) =1, |z| <40, and x(z) =0, |z] > 5d.
Let
&, := (1 — X)®o + X®;, te D0,T).
By construction, ®, € C°°(C™;R) for each t € D(0,T), and we have
By(2) = By(2), |2| <26, te D(0,T),
and
®,(2) = Dy(2), |2| =50, te D(0,T).
To each <T>t, we associate the Hilbert space
Hj (C") = L*(C", e ™)/" [(dz)) N Hol(C™),

which is equipped with the inner product

(v1,02) 12 (o) 1= / 0 (@M OM L&), vy, € L2 (C7),
Dy n

inherited from
2 ny . 72/ —2®:(2)/h
L(Et((C ) := L*(C", e ™ L(dz)).
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Let

015 oy = [ 0@ O Lds), we 13 () (3.79)
)t n

denote the corresponding norm.
Consider the quantity

My = (U, U) 2 (cny € D(O,T). (3.80)
Dy

In view of ([B.68)), we have

hD;M; = — (Xﬁu,u) e % (Xatcitu,u) 5 e (3.81)
Let 0 < Ty < T be small enough so that
Ay, = {<z %aﬁm) 2 e c"} C Aoy + W, te€ D(0,Ty) (3.82)
and
®)..(2) >0, 2€C", teD(0,Tp). (3.83)
By taking Ty smaller, we may make the quantity
max  sup ||VF®, — vkq)()”Loo((cn) (3.84)

k=0,1,2 te D(0,Tp)

as small as we wish. Thus, if 0 < Ty < T is sufficiently small, the Hilbert spaces L(% (C™) and
t

L<21>o (C™) agree for every t € D(0,Tp) and have equivalent norms. We note, however, that these
norms are not uniformly equivalent as h — 0. From Lemma 12.7 of [35], we know that

xP=0(1): Hg (C") — L%t (c™, (3.85)

uniformly for ¢ € D(0,7y) and 0 < h < 1. By the quantization-multiplication theorem (Proposition
12.10 in [35]), there is 0 < hg < 1 such that

(XPZ/{,Z/{> L2 (Cn)
¢

= [ oo (250800 + i (2208000 ) | e s PO 1@ (350)

+0 (huuuig ) , te D(0,Ty), 0<h< hyg.
@4 (CM)
Thus
hDM, =1(t; h) + I1(¢; h) + I1L(t; k), t € D(0,Ty), 0<h < hg, (3.87)
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where

I(t;h) =i / x(2) [2atcf>t(z) + ipo <z, %aﬁt(z)ﬂ Ut 2 h)|2 e 22 /0 (),

3.88
M(t:h) = —h | x(2)p (z, %@fft(z);h) Ut 25 1)|? e 2P M L(dz), o
and III(¢; k) is such that
I(t;h) = O <h”uH%§>t(@n)> , te D(0,Tp), 0<h< hyg. (3.89)
As a consequence of (3.72) and ([B.73]), we have
Dy(z) = By(2), 0.D4(z) = 0,P4(2), |2| <36, te D,Tp). (3.90)

From (B3.90), (B71), and (3.61), we deduce
I(t;h) = 1/ x(2) [23#1%(2) +ipo <z, %@fbt(z’))] Utz h) > e 2@ Ldz) =0 (3.91)
|2|<36

for all t € D(0,Ty) and 0 < h < hg. Since p; € Spoi(m) and k, : C*" — C?" is linear, there exists
C >0 and N € R such that

2 -
P1 <z, gﬁszt(z); h) ‘ <C{)N, zeC", teD(0,Ty), 0<h< hg. (3.92)

In particular, there is C' > 0 such that

92
p1 (z, g(‘)z@t(z); h)‘ < C, |2] <34, te D(0,Tp), 0<h < hy. (3.93)

It follows that
II(t; h) =0 (hMt), t e D(O,To), 0 < h < hg. (394)

Next, observe that

642 omy = M+ / (1 x(2)) [ Tpu(z) 2 e 2@/ [(dz), t€D(0,Ty), 0<h<hy. (395)

n

Since x satisfies ([B.71]), we have

[ A= x@) TP e Om ez < [ TP O @), 3.6)

for all t € D(0,Tp) and 0 < h < hg. From (B.72) and [B3.73]), we see that

®,(2) = Bo(2), |z| > 56, te D0,Tp). (3.97)
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Hence

/ [ Tou(2)? e 22@/h L(dz) = A(t: h) + B(t:h), t€ D(0,Ty), 0< h< ho, (3.98)
|2|>26
where
At ) = / Tou(z) e 2O L(dz), teDO,Ty), 0<h<hy,  (3.99)
20<|2|<56

and

B(t; h) := / [ Tou(z)|? e 220G/ [(d2), te D(0,Tp), 0<h< ho. (3.100)

|z|>58

We note that B(t; h) is independent of t. Taking hy smaller if necessary, we get from Corollary 2:4]
that there are constants C, ¢ > 0 such that

1 Tou(z)] < Ce¢/MH20GE/h 95 < |2 <56, 0 < h < ho. (3.101)

Since <T>t depends continuously on ¢ and ;ISO = &g, we may assume, after taking Ty smaller if
necessary, that

Do(2) — By(2)| < % 2] <56, te D0,Tp). (3.102)

It follows that
Tou(2)? e 22 @ < | T ()2 e 220 heelh — O(e=e/h), 25 < |2| <56, 0<h<ho. (3.103)
Thus
A(t;h) = O™, t e D(0,Ty), 0<h< ho. (3.104)

On the other hand, Proposition gives

B(t;h) = O(h™), te€ D(0,Tp), 0<h < hy. (3.105)
Putting (3:95)), (3.104), and (BI05]) together, we obtain
U7z (gny = Me+O(h™), t € D(0,To), 0<h< ho. (3.106)
D¢

Then, from (3.89) and (BI06), we get

IIL(t; ) = O(AM;) + O(h™), te D(0,Ty), 0<h < ho. (3.107)
Combining ([B.87), (8:91)), (395), and (B.I07)) therefore yields
hDy M, = O(hM,) + O(h™), te D(0,Tp), 0<h < ho. (3.108)
We conclude that
O My = O(My) + O(h™), te€ D(0,Tp), 0<h < hg. (3.109)
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Let a € {|z| = 1} be arbitrary. The function

(=10, To) > s = Mas (3.110)
is smooth and real-valued. By the chain rule,
d
%Mas = atMt|t:a80é + 6;Mt|t:a86 = 2Re (815Mt|t:o¢s Oé), S € (—T(],T(]). (3111)

Bounding the righthand side of (B111) using ([BI09), we find that for any N > 0, there is C' > 0,
independent of «, such that

d
T Mas < CMas + ChY, s € (=Tp, Ty), 0<h < ho. (3.112)
By Gronwall’s inequality, for any N > 0, there is C' > 0, independent of «, such that
My < CMy+ChY, s€[0,Ty), 0<h < hg. (3.113)
Since
My < H%“”igo(cn) =1, 0<h< ho, (3.114)
and (BI13) holds for any « € {|z| = 1}, we conclude, after taking ho smaller if necessary, that
M, <C, teD(0,Ty), 0<h< h, (3.115)
for some constant 0 < C' < co. In view of (B.71)), (372, and (BII5), we have
1/2
I Toullza, (qrz1<ey) < M* < CV2 t+eD0,Ty), 0<h<h. (3.116)

Therefore it is true that (3.64]) holds for some ¢ > 0 and 0 < T < T'. We have proved the following
proposition.

Proposition 3.2. Let P = Op}(po + hp1) and u € L*(R™) be as in the statement of Theorem
1 Let ¢ be any FBI phase function on C*" with associated FBI transformation T, and strictly
plurisubharmonic weight ®q, and let Ky, C? — C?™ be the complex linear canonical transformation
generated by ¢. Let p;j :=pj;o /{;1 € Hol(Ag, + W), j = 0,1, where W is a suitably small bounded
open neighborhood of 0 in C**, and let k; = exp (tHy,), t € C be the complex-time Hamilton flow of
po, defined in Ao, + W. Suppose that 0 < T < 1, U = neigh(0;C"), and ® € C¥(D(0,T) x U;R)
are such that

kt(Ao, NU xU)NU x U = Ag,, t€ D(0,T), (3.117)
and
&y, = o in U, (3.118)
where
o, = d(t,-) € CY(U;R), te D(0,T), (3.119)
and
A%:{<4§@®@0:26U},teD®J) (3.120)
Then there are constants § >0, 0 < Ty <T,0< C < o0, and 0 < hg < 1 such that
o ITeullLz, (qrz1<op) < C- (3.121)
0<h<ho
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4 The Conclusion of the Proof of Theorem [1.1]

Let pg be as in the statement of Theorem [[.T1 We start this section by showing that there exists
an FBI phase function ¢ on C?" whose associated complex linear canonical transformation Kp
C?" — C?" is such that the quadratic approximation q to py := p o /-{;1 at the origin 0 € C?” has
the convenient form

q(z,0) =Mz-¢, (2,¢) e C™, (4.1)

where M is a suitable complex n X n matrix.

Let ¢ be the quadratic approximation to pg at 0 € C?”. Since ¢ is elliptic along its singular space
S, it follows from Proposition 2.0.1 of [13] that there exists a symplectic splitting of the coordinates
of R?",

R2n — RQn’ % RQn”7 n = n/ + n//7 0 S n/,n// S n, (x7§) — (x/7§/;x//7§//)7 (42)
and an R-linear canonical transformation kg : R?* — R?” such that
(gorg)(@,&) = q (@, &)+ q",¢"), (x,§) e R™, (4.3)

where ¢; is a complex-valued quadratic form on R?" having non-negative real part Reg; > 0 and
trivial singular space, S; = {0}, and ¢2 is a purely imaginary quadratic form on R2"" of the form

(", €") zeZA\ g, @) e R, (4.4)

where € € {1} and \; > 0 for all 1 < j < n”. We will show that there exist FBI phase functions
1 and @9 on C2" and C2", respectively, with associated complex linear canonical transformations
Ky * C? — C?* and Ky C>" — € such that

n(Z,¢) = (mory)) (,¢) =M -, (2,()eC™, (4.5)
and
( //’C//) L ( g2 © /{%:‘l) (Z”,C”) _ MQZ” . //’ (z//’C//) e (Cz"”, (4.6)

for some My € Mat, «,/(C) and My € Mat,»y 7 (C).

We begin by proving the existence of an FBI phase function ¢ on C2" such that (£3]) holds. For
this, we will closely follow the presentation of Section 2 of [39]. The method we employ originates
from the works [I8] and [37]. Let C2% = (CZ,/ X(C?,/ be equipped with the standard complex symplectic

form o) = d¢’' Ad2 € A(z’o)((C%,). Let F be the Hamilton matrix of g;. Since the singular space
Sy of ¢ is trivial, S; = {0}, we know from the work [I3] that F} possesses no real eigenvalues. It
follows that

#{X € Spec(F1) : Im A > 0} = #{\ € Spec(F1) : Im A < 0}, (4.7)

when counting algebraic multiplicities. For A € Spec(F1), let us denote the generalized eigenspace
of Fy corresponding to A € Spec(Fy) by

Vi = ker((Fy — M)?") c €. (4.8)
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Next, let

M= W A= P W (4.9)

A€Spec(F1) AeSpec(F1)
Im A>0 Im A<0

denote the stable outgoing and stable incoming manifolds for the quadratic form —iq;, respectively.
From Proposition 2.1 of the work [37], we know that AT is a strictly positive C-Lagrangian subspace
of C? and that A~ is a strictly negative C-Lagrangian subspace of C2'. For background on positive
and negative C-Lagrangian subspaces of C2", see [17] and [7]. From the discussion on pages 488-489
of [17], we may thus conclude that there is an FBI phase function ¢ on C?" such that the complex
linear canonical transformation k, : C2"' — C2" generated by ¢ satisfies

Fo(AF) = {(2,0): 2 e}, (A7) ={0.¢): ¢ e (4.10)
Let
q)(()l)(z’) i= MAX,, g (-Ime1(2,y), 2 € cv, (4.11)

be the strictly plurisubharmonic weight on C" associated to ¢1, and let
20 &M P
A(I)(l) = Z, 562@0 (Z) 2 eC . (4.12)
0

The subspace A of C2" is I -Lagrangian and R-symplectic for the complex symplectic form o),

and we have

oM

Ko (RZV) = A (4.13)

oV

Since AT is a strictly positive C-Lagrangian subspace of C2"', the base {(z/ ,0): 2 € (C”’} is a C-

Lagrangian subspace of C2" that is strictly positive relative to A o) As explained in Chapter 11
0

of [31], we may therefore conclude that the strictly plurisubharmonic quadratic form @él) on C" is
in fact strictly convex.
Let
qi:=gqo /4;11 € Hol(C?™). (4.14)

Since V), is invariant under F for every A € Spec(F}), we know that AT and A~ are both invariant
under Fj. Since also AT and A~ are Lagrangian with respect to o(!), we have

@z =cW(Z FZ')y=0, Z e A\TUA". (4.15)
From (410), (EI4), and ({I5), we deduce that
a2, ) =Mz -, (¢,¢)ec™, (4.16)

for some M; € Mat,, «,/(C). Thus ; is an FBI phase function on C2" gatisfying @5).
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Now we prove that there is an FBI phase function ¢s on C2"" satisfying (ZQ). Let c2”
CY x (CE‘,/ be equipped with the complex symplectic form o®) = d¢” A dz" € A20(C?"). Let

1(2//)2 NV y// + iy// . y//7 (Z”,y//) c (c2n/,7 (4.17)

"oy

be the ‘standard FBI phase’ on C**" (see the discussion on pages 304-306 of [41]). A straightforward
computation shows that the complex linear canonical transformation x, : c2' — ¢ generated

by ¢1 is

1 1
ﬁ(gj// g " i), (", €") e o2 (4.18)

The inverse of k, is then easily seen to be

Ky (2",6") =

%(z” + iC,/aC,/ + z'z”), (Z”,C”) c (C2n”' (4-19)

A direct computation using (£.17) shows that the strictly plurisubharmonic weight associated to o
is

"1;21 (2/17 C”) —

2

o) (") =, e (4.20)

[\

and we have
1" 7 12
H¢2(R2n ) = A<I>(2) = {(Z//, —> . Z// € (Cn } . (421)
0 1
Using ([@.4) and ([.19), we see that

n’ " " " S I 2
(e, = (o ) =ied oy (( 27 *(%))

(4.22)
= —262 Az ¢l (27,¢") e c”.
=1
Hence
q(2”, (") = Me2" - (", (2", (") e c, (4.23)
where My € Mat,,«,»(C) is the diagonal matrix
My = diag(—2€A1, ..., —2eAun). (4.24)
Write
C =C* x C™', (2,¢) = (¢, 2", ¢"). (4.25)
For j = 0,1, let
by =Py o (K5) Lo (k) x k1) € Hol <A¢(()1> x Ay + Wi W2> , (4.26)
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where W, and W are sufficiently small bounded open neighborhoods of 0 in C2* and C2"" respec-
tively, and k% : C2" — C?" is the complexification of kg : R?" — R?". From (L3), @I0), [£22),
and ([£23), we deduce that the quadratic approximation q to pg at 0 € C?" is given by

q(27 C) =Mz - Ca (27 C) € C2n7 (427)
for the matrix
M= <J‘g1 ]\22> € Matyxn(C). (4.28)
Let
K= (K X Kypy) 0 K 1 C2 — C1, (4.29)

We would like to introduce a metaplectic FBI transform 7, on R" whose underlying complex linear
canonical transformation is k. The existence of such an FBI transform is guaranteed by the following
proposition.

Proposition 4.1. There exists a unique FBI phase function ¢ on C?" whose associated complex
linear canonical transformation K, is precisely k,

Ky = K. (4.30)
Proof. Let

Do(z) =0V (2) + P ("), z=(¢,)eC"=C" xC". (4.31)

Since <I>(()1) and <I>g2) are strictly plurisubharmonic quadratic forms on C" and C"", respectively, the
function ®g is a strictly plurisubharmonic quadratic form on C”. Let

gy = {<z %acho(z)> ze c"} . (4.32)

Thus
A‘i’o = Aq)(()m X Aq)(()z). (4.33)
From ([@I3), (£21), and (A33]), we deduce that
gy 1) (BR2") = Aoy, (4.34)
Since we also have
rs(R?™) = R?", (4.35)
it follows that
K(R?) = Ag,. (4.36)

The existence and uniqueness of an FBI phase function ¢ on C?" such that (£30) holds now follows
from well-known arguments. For the details, the reader may consult, for instance, the discussion on
pages 393-394 of [32]. O
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Having shown that & is generated by an FBI phase function ¢ on C?", we may now study the

evolution of the subspace Ag, introduced in ([£32) by the complex-time Hamilton flow generated
1

by po :=poo K.
Proposition 4.2. Let py be as in the statement of Theorem [I1, let ¢ be as in the statement of
Proposition[{.1] let ®g be the strictly plurisubharmonic weight associated to ¢, let Ky, : C? — C?" be
the complex linear canonical transformation generated by @, let pg = poom;1 € Hol(Ag,+W), where
W is a sufficiently small open bounded neighborhood of 0 in C", and let ky = exp (tHy,), t € C, be
the complez-time Hamilton flow of po in Ao, + W . Suppose that 0 < T < 1, U = neigh(0; C"), and

® € C¥(D(0,T) x U;R) are such that

kt(Ao, NU xU)NU x U = Ag,, t€ D(0,T), (4.37)
and
Qyf,_g = Po in U, (4.38)
where
o, = o(t,-) € CY(U;R), te D(0,T), (4.39)
and
Ag, = {<z, %@@t(z)) 1z € U} , teD(0,T). (4.40)

Then, for every 0 < Ty < T, there exists to € D(0,7p)\{0}, § > 0, and ¢ > 0 such that
Bo(z) — By, (2) > ¢|2)*, |2| <6 (4.41)
Proof. By Proposition Bl the function ® satisfies the complex-time eikonal equation

{28t<1>t(z) +ipo (2,30:P4(2)) =0, (t,2) € D(0,T) x U, (4.42)

®y],_y = ® in U,

where 0; = %(GRet —i0m¢). Since po vanishes to second order at 0 € C?"* and kp(0) = 0, the
symbol po must also vanish to second order at 0 € C?". Thus the complex Hamilton vector field of
H,, of po vanishes at 0 € C",

Hyyl, = 0. (4.43)
Therefore
kt(0) =0, te€ D(0,T). (4.44)
This observation, in conjunction with (£37]), implies that

8.9,(0) =0, te D(0,T). (4.45)
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Hence, when we take z = 0 in ({42]), we obtain that
8,:8,(0) = 0, te D(0,T). (4.46)
Because @ is quadratic, we have ®(0) = 0, and so
$,(0) =0, te D(0,T). (4.47)
We conclude that
&, vanishes to 2nd order at z = 0 for all ¢ € D(0,T). (4.48)

Let 2 € C¥(D(0,T) x C" R) be the unique analytic function on D(0,T) x C™ such that =; :=
=(t,-) is the quadratic approximation to ®; at z = 0 in C™ for each t € D(0,T), i.e. Z; is the unique
real quadratic form on C™ such that

®i(2) = Z4(2) + O(2*), 2] — 07, (4.49)

for each fixed t € D(0,T). Note that, by Proposition Bl ®; is strictly plurisubharmonic in U
for each t € D(0,T), and hence Z; is a strictly plurisubharmonic quadratic form on C™ for each

t € D(0,T), i.c.

=/, >0, teD(,T). (4.50)

—t,zz

Taylor expanding (L42]) to second order about the origin z = 0 shows that = is the unique solution
of the quadratic complex-time eikonal equation

i (4.51)

20,54(2) +iq (2,20.54(2)) =0, (t,2) € D(0,T) x C",
Zili—g = Po on C",

where q is the quadratic approximation to po at 0 € C?*. Let us make the following splitting of
coordinates in C™:

C'=C" xC", 2= (2, 2", (4.52)
where 0 < n/,n” < n are as in [£2). We search for a solution to ([£E]]) of the form
2(t,z) =2W(t, 2y + 2@ (¢, 2"), (t,2) € D(0,T) x C", (4.53)

where Z1) € C¥(D(0,T) x C";R), 2? e C¥(D(0,T) x C";R), and Egl) = 2M(¢,.) and
E§2) := 2@ (¢, ) are strictly plurisubharmonic quadratic forms on C" and C"" for each t € D(0,7),
respectively. Since q is of the form (1], where the matrix M is given by (£28)), and since the
strictly plurisubharmonic weight ®( has the form (£.31]), we see that (£53]) will be a solution of the

problem (4.51]) provided Egl) and E?) solve the eikonal equations

—(1 = n
{at:§ () + M2 0.5 () =0, (t,2') € D(0,T) x C", (4.54)

=) = &f! in C”,
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and

9,= =2/ _n " 9 =2)/_n " (Cn”
— + M "= — G D T
{ t—t ( ) z —t (Z ) 07 (tv z ) (07 ) X ) (155)

H(()z) = <I>g2) in C"",

respectively. The problems (4.54)) and (4.55]) are globally well-posed in time ¢t € C, and by inspection
we see that their solutions are

Egl)(z') = <I>(()1) (e7™M12), (t,2)) € C x c” (4.56)
and
E§2)(Z”) _ (1382)(6_tM22”), (t,z”) € C x (C"N, (4.57)

respectively. Thus the unique solution to (4£.51)) is
Ei(2) = @) (e7M2) 4 @D (e7M22"), (t,2) € D(0,T) x C™. (4.58)
In view of (420) and ([@.24), we have

n'’

: ( ) @(1) —tM1 / + ; Ze4Re(t JeXj | // ’ E D(O T) < C". (4.59)

Let 0 < Ty < T be arbitary. We claim that there exists to € D(0,7p)\{0} such that
Bo(2) — By (2) > ¢|z]*, zeCm, (4.60)
for some ¢ > 0. Indeed, let us search for such a complex-time ¢y of the form
to = —ep —is (4.61)

where 0 < s, p < 1. Taking ¢t = to in (4.59) gives

n//

- 1
Sip(2) = @) (MFMZ) £ 23N P s e (4.62)
j=1

By Taylor expansion, we have

o) (eisM—erMiyy — =) (=i — 21 () 4L O(p 1Z%), 2 eC”, 0<s,p<l. (463)

—18 —18

From (454) and (AI6), we see that the s-dependent quadratic form =_;5 is the unique solution of
the eikonal equation

0,2 (2) + Reqy (¢, 202 _4s(2))) = 0, (s,2') € [0,00) x C7,
E(l.) . = q)(()l) on C"'.

—18
S=

(4.64)

Since the quadratic form ¢; has trivial singular space, S1 = {0}, we know from the results of Section
2 of [16] that there is ¢ > 0 such that

(1) ’
oV (2) — 29 () > es?0 PP, e, 0<s<1, (4.65)

)
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where kr((]l) is the smallest non-negative integer such that
k§Y
() ker [(Re Fy)(Im Fy )] N R*™ = {0}. (4.66)
§=0

From (431)), @20), (£59), (A62), (E63), and (4.65), we deduce that there is ¢ > 0 such that

1

Bo(2) — Ziy(z) 2 es P4 O |[#) + 5 3 (1- e |2
j=1

2

, zeC", (4.67)

whenever 0 < s,p < 1 are sufficiently small. Since A\; > 0 for all 1 < j < n”, forany 0 < s < 1
sufficiently small, we can choose 0 < p < 1 small enough so that the righthand side of (467 is
bounded below by c\z\z for some ¢ > 0. Thus, for any 0 < s < 1, thereis 0 < p < 1 and ¢ > 0
such that

Bo(2) — By (2) > c|z]?, zeC?, (4.68)

for the non-zero complex time ¢y given in (4.61]). Taking s and p smaller if necessary, we may ensure
that |tg| < Tp. From (£49) and (4.G8)), we conclude that there is ¢ > 0 and 6 > 0 such that

Bo(z2) — By (2) > |2, |2 < 0. (4.69)
O

Remark 3. An alternative derivation of the quadratic complex-time eikonal equation (AL5]]) satisfied
by Z; may be obtained by considering the tangent spaces ToyAg, for t € D(0,T). Since x¢(0) = 0
for all ¢t € D(0,T), we have

ToAo, = dokt (ToAa,), t € D(0,T), (4.70)

where dyk; denotes the differential of x; at 0 € C2". Because ®; vanishes to second order at 0 € C"
for every t € D(0,T'), we have a canonical identification

T()Acpt = AE“ tc D(O,T), (4.71)

where Az, is the I-Lagrangian, R-symplectic, subspace of C2" given by

As, = {(2 %azzt(z)> Lz € (C"} , te D(0,T). (4.72)

Moreover, since p, vanishes to second order at 0 € C?", we have
doky = exp (tHy), t € D(0,T), (4.73)

when we view dgk; as a C-linear transformation C?* — C?". From (@10), (E11), and @73), it
follows that the family of real quadratic forms (Z;);ep (o) satisfies

{Agt = exp (tHy)(Ag,), t€ D(0,T), (4.74)

Etli—o = Po.

Reasoning similarly to the proof of Proposition B we find that Z; solves the quadratic complex-
time eikonal equation (ZL5T]).
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We now conclude the proof of Theorem [L.T] following the argument sketched in the introduction
to this paper. Let P = Opy(po + hp1) and u = u(h) € L?>(R™) be as in the statement of Theorem
[LIl and let o, ®g, U, 0 < T <« 1, and ® be as in the statement of Proposition Let 7T, be
the FBI transform on R™ associated to the FBI phase function ¢. By Proposition 3.2 there are
constants § > 0,0 < Ty <T,0< C < o0, and 0 < hg <1 such that

sup || Toullz2 (1, <C, 4.75
e ITeullLz, (qrz1<op) (4.75)
0<h<hg
where H'HL%t({\ZK‘S}) is the norm
”U”%gpt {|z]<8}) = /Z|<5 ‘U(Z)‘2 e 2®e(2)/h L(dz). (4.76)

After taking 6 > 0 smaller if necessary, we get from Proposition 2] that there is ¢y € D(0,75)\{0}
and ¢ > 0 such that

Bo(z) — D*(2) > ¢z, |z] <6, (4.77)
where
P 1= @y (4.78)

Let N be a positive integer that is strictly larger than n/4. After taking 0 < hg < 1 smaller if
necessary, we obtain from Proposition 23] that for any 1 < p < oo there is C' > 0 such that

ull o ny < ChE % / Tou(z) e @/ L(dz) + ChN, 0< h < ho. (4.79)
|z|<é

Thanks to (L75), we have

sup || T, u . <C 4.80
oS WTeulzs, wisi<en (4.80)

for some 0 < C' < co. From (A77) and (£80), we may conclude that there is C' > 0 such that

[ ma@le Ot < [ Tu@)le @ L@y <ont, @)
|z|<0

|z|<0

where the second inequality follows from an application of Cauchy-Schwarz and the fact that

1/2
( / e_cz|2/hL(dz)> = O(h3), (4.82)
|z|<0

which may be deduced from a direct calculation. Putting (£79) and (&RI]) together, we find that
there is 0 < hg < 1 such that for any 1 < p < oo we have

n

[ull Lo gny < O(1)h2 T + O(WRY = O(1)h2 ™%, 0 < h < ho. (4.83)

The proof of Theorem [[.T]is complete.
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