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ABSTRACT. We discuss the recent developments of semi-classical and micro-local analysis in the

context of nilpotent Lie groups and for sub-elliptic operators. In particular, we give an overview

of pseudo-differential calculi recently defined on nilpotent Lie groups as well as of the notion of

quantum limits in the Euclidean and nilpotent cases.

2010 MSC. 43A80; 58J45, 35Q40.
KEYWORDS. Analysis on nilpotent Lie groups, evolution of solutions to the Schrédinger equation,

micro-local and semi-classical analysis for sub-elliptic operators, abstract harmonic analysis, C*-

algebra theory.

CONTENTS
1.  Introduction E'
1.1. The questions in the elliptic framework. B
1.2.  Sub-elliptic operators. B
1.3.  Aim and organisation of the paper B
1.4.  Acknowledgement @
2. Quantum limits in Euclidean or elliptic settings @
2.1.  Micro-local defect measures @
2.2.  The viewpoint of quantum limits B
2.3.  Semi-classical measures as quantum limits
2.4. Applications
3. Pseudo-differential theory and quantum limits on nilpotent Lie groups B
3.1. Preliminaries on nilpotent Lie groups B
3.2.  Pseudo-differential calculi on graded nilpotent Lie groups B
3.3. Operator-valued measures E
3.4. Micro-local defect measures on graded Lie groups |ﬂ
3.5.  Semi-classical measures on graded Lie groups B
3.6. Future works B
References B

1. INTRODUCTION

Since the 1960’s, the analysis of elliptic operators has made fundamental progress with the
emergence of pseudo-differential theory and the subsequent developments of micro-local and semi-
classical analysis. In this paper, we consider some questions that are well understood for elliptic

operators and we discuss analogues in the setting of sub-elliptic operators.
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1.1. The questions in the elliptic framework. The questions we are interested in concern the
tools that have been developed in the elliptic framework to describe and understand the limits in
space or in phase-space of families of functions. They are of two natures: micro-local and semi-
classical. Micro-local analysis aims at understanding elliptic operators in high frequency, while
semi-classical analysis investigate the mathematical evolution of functions and operators depending
on a small parameter ¢ (akin to the Planck constant in quantum mechanics) that goes to zero.

A typical micro-local question is, for instance, to ‘understand the convergence’ as j — oo of an
orthonormal basis of eigenfunctions v;, 7 =0,1,2,...

of the Laplace operator A on a compact Riemannian manifold M. One way to answer this question
is to describe the accumulation points of the sequence of probability measures |¢;(z)|?dz, j =
0,1,2,... If M is the n-dimensional torus or if the geodesic flow of M is ergodic, then the volume
element dz is an accumulation point of [ (z)[?dx, j = 0,1,2,... and one can extract a subsequence
of density one (jk)ken,
ik A, <A
ie. lim H‘]k jn = A =1,

A—o0 |{j Z/\j < A}|
for which the convergence holds, that is, for any continuous function a : M — C,
(1) lim a(z) |pj, (x)[*dr = / a(x) dz.

M

k—+oo M

Under the ergodic hypothesis, this is a famous result due to Shnirelman [48], Colin de Verdiere
[15], and Zelditch [55] in 1970’s and 80’s and sometimes called the Quantum Ergodicity Theorem
- see also the semi-classical analogue in [3§].

A typical semi-classical problem is to understand the quantum evolution of the Schrédinger
equation

2
1e0)° = —%A¢€, given an L*-bounded family of initial datum 9°|;—o = 9§;

in this introduction, let us consider the setting of R” to fix ideas. Again, a mathematical formulation
consists in describing the accumulation points of the sequence of measures [¢°(t, z)|?dzdt as € — 0.

1.2. Sub-elliptic operators. In this paper, we discuss the extent to which these types of questions
have been addressed for sub-elliptic operators. The main examples of sub-elliptic operators are sub-
Laplacians £ generalising the Laplace operator. Concrete examples of sub-elliptic and non-elliptic
operators include

Lo =—02—(ud,)? onR, xR, =R?

often called the Grushin operator (the subscript G stands for Grushin). More generally, Hérmander
sums of squares are sub-elliptic operators; they are operators £ = —X 12—. . .—Xfll — X on a manifold
M™ where the vector fields X;’s together with their iterated brackets generate the tangent space T'M
at every point [40]. A more geometric source of sub-Laplacians is the analysis on sub-Riemannian
manifolds, starting with CR manifolds such as the unit sphere of the complex plane C? or even of C"
for any n > 2, and more generally contact manifolds. Well-known contact manifolds of dimension
three include the Lie group SO(3) with two of its three canonical vector fields, as well as the motion
group R%y X Sé with the vector fields X = cos 80, + sin60,, and Xy = 9p. Sub-Laplacians appear

in many parts of sciences, in physics, biology, finance, etc., see [I1].
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A particular framework of sub-Riemannian and sub-elliptic settings is given by Carnot groups;
the latter are stratified nilpotent Lie groups G equipped with a basis Xi,...,X,, for the first
stratum g of the Lie algebra of G. Using the natural identification of g with the space left-invariant
vector fields, the canonical sub-Laplacian is then £ = _X12 — .= Xfll. This is an important
class of examples not only because this provides a wealth of models and settings on which to test
conjectures, but also more fundamentally, as any Hormander sum of squares can be lifted - at
least theoretically [29, 46] 43] - to a Carnot group. For instance, the Grushin operator .Z5 on R?
described above can be lifted to the sub-Laplacian %y, = —X? — X2 on the Heisenberg group Hy;
here the product on H; ~ Ri,yﬂf is given by

1
(z,y,0) (', ') = (w +2 y+y t+t'+ Q(wy/ - :c’y)> ,

and X = 0, — §0; and Xy = 0y + 50;.

The examples given above infer that the analysis of sub-elliptic operators such as Hormander
sums of squares is more non-commutative than in the elliptic case. Indeed, the commutator of
the vector fields X;’s in our examples above usually produces terms that cannot be neglected in
any meaningful elliptic analysis, whereas in the elliptic case the X;’s can be chosen to yield local
coordinates and therefore commute up to lower order terms. This led to a difficult non-commutative
analysis in the late 70’s and 80’s around the ideas of lifting the nilpotent Lie group setting [29] [46),
43], and subsequently in 80’s and 90’s using Euclidean micro-local tools as well [23, 47, [44]. At the
same time, sub-Riemannian geometry was emerging. Although many functional features are almost
identical to the Riemannian case [49], there are fundamental differences regarding e.g. geodesics,
charts or local coordinates, tangent spaces etc. see e.g. [10] 37, [42] [1].

The analysis of operators on classes of sub-Riemannian manifolds started with CR and contact
manifolds [29], followed by a calculus on Heisenberg manifolds [9, 45]. In 2010 [53], an index
theorem was proved for sub-elliptic operators on contact manifolds. The key idea was to adapt
Connes’ tangent groupoid [17] from the Riemannian setting to the sub-Riemannian’s. For contact
manifolds, the Euclidean tangent space is then replaced with the Heisenberg group. Since then,
considerable progress has been achieved in the study of spectral properties of sub-elliptic operators
in these contexts (see e.g. [22]) with the development of these groupoid techniques on filtered
manifolds [53], 14 [54].

Few works on sub-elliptic operators followed the path opened by M. Taylor [52] at the beginning
of the 80’s, that is, to use the representation theory of the underlying groups to tackle the non-
commutativity. To the author’s knowledge, in the nilpotent case, they are essentially [4], 28] [3] and,
surprisingly, have appeared only in the past decade.

1.3. Aim and organisation of the paper. This paper describes the scientific journey of the
author and of her collaborator Clotilde Fermanian-Kammerer towards micro-local and semi-classical
analysis for sub-elliptic operators, especially on nilpotent Lie groups. The starting point of the
investigations was to define and study the analogues of micro-local defect measures. As explained
in Section [2, this has led to adopt the more general view point and the vocabulary from C*-algebras
regarding states even in the Euclidean or elliptic case. The first results regarding micro-local defect
measure and semi-classical measures on nilpotent Lie groups are presented in Section [B] including
applications and future works.
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2. QUANTUM LIMITS IN EUCLIDEAN OR ELLIPTIC SETTINGS

In this section, we discuss how micro-local defect measures and semi-classical measures can be
seen as quantum limits, that is, as states of C*-algebras.

2.1. Micro-local defect measures. The notion of micro-local defect measure, also called H-
measure, emerged around 1990 independently in the works of P. Gérard [33] and L. Tartar [50].
Their motivations came from PDEs, in relation to the div-curl lemma and more generally to describe
phenomena of compensated compactness. The following result gives the existence of micro-local
defect measures:

Theorem 2.1 ([33]). Let Q be an open subset of R™. Let (f;)jen be a bounded sequence in L*(Q, loc)
converging weakly to 0. Then there exist a subsequence (ji)ken and a positive Radon measure vy on
Q x S" ! such that the convergence

(Afj )12 —imjdesoo / ao(z, €)dr (., €)

QxSn—1

holds for all classical pseudo-differential operator A, ag denoting its principal symbol.

Here, S*~! denotes the unit sphere in R™. The classical pseudo-differential calculus refers to
all the Hormander pseudo-differential operators of non-positive order, with symbols admitting a
homogeneous expansion and with integral kernel compactly supported in Q x €.

The measure 7 in Theorem 2.1 is called a micro-local defect measure for (f;), or the (pure)
micro-local defect measure for (f;, ). Examples of micro-local defect measures include

e an L2-concentration in space f;(z) = j™2x(j(x — z¢)) about a point zq (here, x € C°(R™)
is some given function), whose micro-local defect measure is v(z,§) = 05, (z) ® d\(§)do(§),
where ¢ is the uniform measure on S*! (i.e. the standard surface measure on the unit
sphere) and dy (&) == [ 2, |X(r€)[>r"~tdr |

e an L?-concentration in oscillations f;(z) = (x)e? ™8T about a frequency & € S*! (here,
¥ is some given smooth function with compact support in R™), whose micro-local defect

measure is v(z, &) = |(x)[2dr @ d¢, (€).

Theorem [2.1] extends readily to manifolds by replacing € x S*~! with the spherical co-tangent
bundle.

The introduction of this paper mentions the Quantum Ergodicity Theorem, see (Il). This is
in fact the reduced version ‘in position’. A modern presentation of the full Quantum Ergodicity
Theorem can be expressed as saying that the Liouville measure dz ® do (&) is a micro-local defect

measure of the sequence (v;);en,, for which the subsequence (jj) is of density one.
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2.2. The viewpoint of quantum limits. The author’s definition of quantum limits is a notion
along the line of the following;:

Definition 2.1. The quantum limit of a sequence (f;) of unit vectors in a Hilbert space H is any
accumulation point of the functional A — (Af;, fi)n on a sub-C*-algebra of £ (H).

One may still keep the vocabulary ‘quantum limits’ in slightly more general contexts. For in-
stance, one often encounters a subalgebra of .Z () that may need to be completed into a C*-algebra,
possibly after quotienting by (a subspace of ) the kernel of the mapping A + limsup,_, ., [(Af;, f;)#|-
We may also consider a bounded family (f;) in A rather than unit vectors, leaving the normalisation
for the proofs of further properties.

The applications we have in mind involve pseudo-differential calculi as subalgebras of £ (H)
where the Hilbert space H is some L?-space. A quantum limit in this context will often turn out to
be a state (or a positive functional if the || fj]|3’s are only bounded) on a space of symbols, hence a
positive Radon measure in the commutative case. Indeed, from functional analysis, we know that
a bounded linear functional on the space of continuous functions on a (say) compact space is given
by a Radon measure, and if the functional is also positive, the measure will be positive as well.

Let us now explain how the viewpoint of quantum limits and states gives another proof of
Theorem 2.1] by first obtaining the following result:

Lemma 2.1. Let Q be an open bounded subset of R™. Let (f;);jen be a bounded sequence in L*(Q)
converging weakly to 0 as j — oco. Then there exists a subsequence (ji)ren and a positive Radon
measure on Q x S*™1 such that

(Afj,fj)LZ(Q) 7 j=j,k—00 / ao(z,&)dy(z,§)

QxSn—1
holds for all classical pseudo-differential operator A whose principal symbol ag is x-supported in Q.
Sketch of the proof of LemmalZ2l If limsup;_, || fjll12(q) = 0, then v = 0. Hence, we may assume
that limsup;_, || fjll2@) = 1. We consider the sequence of functionals ¢; : A — (Afj, fj)r2 on

the algebra Ay of classical pseudo-differential operators A whose symbols are z-supported in €.
The weak convergence of (f;) to zero means that lim;_, ¢;(A) = 0 for every operator A in

K = {compact operator in Ay} ~ {operators in Aj of order < 0},

by Rellich’s theorem.
The properties of the pseudo-differential calculus imply that a limit of (¢;);cy is a state on

the closure of the quotient Ay/K; we recognise the abelian C*-algebra generated by the principal
symbols z-supported in €2, that is, the space of continuous functions on the compact space Q x S*~1.
Such a state is given by a positive Radon measure on £ x S*~1. O

Let us now give the new proof of Theorem 2] announced above. Adopting the setting of the
statement, we find a sequence of open sets Q, k = 1,2,... such that Qj is a compact subset of
Q11 and UgenQi = Q. Applying Lemma 2.1l to each 2, together with a diagonal extraction yield
Theorem 211

The author and her collaborator Clotilde Fermanian Kammerer are forever indebted to Professor
Vladimir Georgescu for his enlightening explanations on the proof of the existence of micro-local

defect measures given above. Vladimir Georgescu’s comments describe also the states of other
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C*-algebras of operators bounded on L? from profound works by O. Cordes and his collaborators
on Gelfand theory for pseudo-differential calculi [18] [19] 20} 2], [5T]. They also provide a framework
which generalises the two original proofs of the existence of H-measure / micro-local defect measures:

e the one by L. Tartar [50] which uses operators of multiplication in position and Fourier
multipliers in frequencies, and

e the one by P. Gérard’s [33] relying on properties of the classical pseudo-differential calculus,
especially the Garding inequality.

2.3. Semi-classical measures as quantum limits. The semi-classical calculus used here is
‘basic’ in the sense that it is restricted to the setting of R™ and to operators Op,(a) with a €
C(R™ x R™) for instance. Here Op,(a) = Op(ac) is ‘the’ pseudo-differential operator with symbol
as(z,€) = a(x,e€) via a chosen t-quantisation on R™ - for instance the Weyl quantisation (¢t = 1/2)
or the Kohn-Nirenberg quantisation (£ = 0, also known as PDE quantisation and often written as
Op(a) = a(z,D)). More sophisticated semi-classical calculi can be defined, for instance allowing
the symbols a to depend on ¢ and in the context of manifolds, see e.g. [57].

Semi-classical measures were introduced in the 90’s in works such as [34] 35, [36, [41]. In this
section, we show how the viewpoint of quantum limits gives a simple proof of their existence as
in the case of micro-local defect measures (see Section 2.2)). With the Weyl quantisation, the
existence of semi-classical measures can be proved using graduate-level functional analysis and the
resulting measures are called Wigner measures. But our proof below is independent of the chosen
quantisation.

Theorem 2.2. Let (f.)e>o be a bounded family in L?>(R™). Then there exists a sequence e, k € N
with €, — 0 as k — 00, and a positive Radon measure v on R™ x R™ such that

Va € CZ(R xR (Opea)o fir —remerine [ alor(a,6)

Sketch of the proof of Theorem [2Z22. We may assume limsup,_,q||fzl|zz = 1. We set l.(a) =
(Op.(a)fe, fe)r2. For each a € CX(R™ x R™), ¢.(a) is bounded so its limits exist as ¢ — 0. A
diagonal extraction and the separability of C2°(R"™ x R"™) yield the existence of ¢ = limy_, ¢, on
C°(R™xR™). From the properties of the semi-classical calculus, one checks that ¢ extends to a state
of the commutative C*-algebra C2°(R™ x R"?), hence a positive Radon measure on R” x R™*. [

The semi-classical analogues of the examples of micro-local defect measures are:
e an L2-concentration in space f-(r) = 5_”/2)((9”_—;“)) about a point o (again, x € C°(R")
is some given function), whose semi-classical measure is v(z, &) = 64, (z) @ |X(&)[dE,
e an L?-concentration in oscillations f.(x) = t(z)e™€0*/¢ about a frequency & € R” (again,
Y € C(R™) is some given function), whose semi-classical measure is v = |1(z)[2dz®J¢, (€).

2.4. Applications. Let us give an application of quantum limits to semi-classical analysis already
mentioned in the introduction in the form of the following result taken from [26, Appendix A].
This is an elementary version of properties that hold in more general settings and for more general
Hamiltonians, including integrable systems (see [2} [13]).

Proposition 2.1. Let (1§).>0 be a bounded family in L*(R™) and the associated solutions to the
Schrodinger equation,

2
o 3
23 3t¢€ = —EAl/Je’ 1/16’1&:0 = wé-
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where A= =31 icp, Q,%j is the standard Laplace operator on R™. We assume that the oscillations
of the initial data are exactly of size 1/ in the sense that we have:

35,05 >0,  Ye>0  &%|AY25| 2y + e | AT 2YF] L2 @ny < Cs.

Any limit point of the measures |1)°(t, x)|2 dxdt ase — 0 is of the form oi(x)dt where g, is a measure
on R™ satisfying:

(1) dsor =0 for 7 € (0,1),

(2) 0i(x) = [gn yo(x —t&,dE) for T =1,

(3) 0t =0 for T > 1.

Proof. Using for instance the notion of quantum limits, we obtain time-dependent semi-classical
measures in the sense of the existence of a subsequence (gx) and of a continuous map ¢ +— 7, from
R to the space of positive Radon measures such that

/R B(8) (O, (@) for f2)12 —emor s / / 0(t) ale, &) (e, €)dt,

RxR2n

for any 6 € C2°(R) and a € C°(R?"). Now, up to a further extraction of a subsequence, we obtain
using the Schrodinger equation:

(1) for 7 € (0,1), ve(z, &) = v(z,§) for all times ¢ € R,

(2) for 7 =1, Oye(z,€) = & - Vay(x, ) in the sense of distributions,

(3) for 7 > 1, ¢ = 0 for all times t € R.

Taking the z-marginals of the measures 7; gives the measures described in the statement. O

The usual Schrédinger equation corresponds to 7 = 1, as in the introduction of this paper. In this
case, the description of the semi-classical measure above provides the link between the quantum
world and the classical one: ; is the composition of vy with the Hamiltonian flow from classical
mechanics.

3. PSEUDO-DIFFERENTIAL THEORY AND QUANTUM LIMITS ON NILPOTENT LIE GROUPS

In this section, we will present the works [24] 25| 26] of Clotilde Fermanian-Kammerer and the
author about quantum limits on nilpotent Lie groups. We will only describe briefly the setting and
the notation, referring the interested reader to the literature for all the technical details. We will
end with a word on future developments.

3.1. Preliminaries on nilpotent Lie groups. Let us consider a nilpotent Lie group G; we
will always assume that nilpotent Lie groups are connected and simply connected. If we fix a
basis Xi,..., X, of its Lie algebra g, via the exponential mapping exps : g — G, we identify
the points (z1,...,2,) € R™ with the points x = expg(x1X1 + -+ + 2,X,) in G. This also
leads to a corresponding Lebesgue measure on g and the Haar measure dx on the group G, hence
LP(G) = LP(R™) and we allow ourselves to denote by C2°(G), S(G) etc, the spaces of continuous
functions, of smooth and compactly supported functions or of Schwartz functions on G identified
with R™, and similarly for distributions.

The group convolution of two functions f1 and fs, for instance square integrable, is defined via

(1% fo)(z) = /G £ () faly ).

The convolution is not commutative: in general, f1 * fo # fo * f1.
7



A vector of g defines a left-invariant vector field on G and, more generally, the universal enveloping
Lie algebra $(g) of g is isomorphic to the space of the left-invariant differential operators; we keep
the same notation for the vectors and the corresponding operators.

Let 7 be a representation of G. Unless otherwise stated, we always assume that such a represen-
tation 7 is strongly continuous and unitary, and acts on a separable Hilbert space denoted by ..
Furthermore, we keep the same notation for the corresponding infinitesimal representation which
acts on (g) and on the space H>° of smooth vectors. It is characterised by its action on g

m(X) = O=om (), X eg.

We define the group Fourier transform of a function f € L'(G) at m by

-~

(f) = f(r) = Fo(f)(r) = /G F(@)(2) da.

We denote by G the unitary dual of G, that is, the unitary irreducible representations of G
modulo equivalence and identify a unitary irreducible representation with its class in G. The set
G is naturally equipped with a structure of standard Borel space. The Plancherel measure is the
unique positive Borel measure p on G such that for any f € C.(G), we have:

(2) /G ()P = /G 1Fa () () s e ().

Here || - || ms(z,) denotes the Hilbert-Schmidt norm on H,. This implies that the group Fourier
transform extends unitarily from L(G) N L2(G) to L2(G) onto L*(G) := Ja Hr © Hidp(m) which
we identify with the space of p-square integrable fields on G.

A symbol is a measurable field of operators o(z,m) : H2° — H°, parametrised by x € G and
7 eG. We formally associate to o the operator Op(co) as follows

Op(o)f(z) = |

G

where f € S(G) and x € G. If G is the abelian group R", this corresponds to the Kohn-Nirenberg
quantisation.

Regarding symbols, when no confusion is possible, we will allow ourselves some notational
shortcuts, for instance writing o(z,7) when considering the field of operators {o(z,7) : H® —
HE, (z,m) € G % G} with the usual identifications for 7 € G and p-measurability.

This quantisation has already been observed in [52], [4, 28] for instance. It can be viewed as an
analogue of the Kohn-Nirenberg quantisation since the inverse formula can be written as

T (n(2)o (@, 7)f(m)) du(m),

~

f@) = /G 1 (x(2)f(r)) du(r).  feS(@). zea.

This also shows that the operator associated with the symbol I = {I, , (z,7) € G x G} is the
identity operator Op(I) = 1.
Note that (formally or whenever it makes sense), if we denote the (right convolution) kernel of
Op(o) by kg, that is,
Op(0)¢(z) = ¢ * Kz, z € G, ¢ €S(G),

then it is given by

(ky) = o(x,m).
8



Moreover the integral kernel of Op(o) is

K(a.) = roly™ o). where Op(o)o(o) = [ Kl n)otu)ds
We shall abuse the vocabulary and call s, the kernel of ¢, and K its integral kernel.
3.2. Pseudo-differential calculi on graded nilpotent Lie groups.

3.2.1. Preliminaries on graded groups. Graded groups are connected and simply connected Lie
group whose Lie algebra g admits an N-gradation g = @72, g, where the g, £ = 1,2,. .., are vector
subspaces of g, almost all equal to {0}, and satisfying [g¢, g¢r] C gpre for any £, € N. These
groups are nilpotent. Examples of such groups are the Heisenberg group and, more generally, all
stratified groups (which by definition correspond to the case g; generating the full Lie algebra g);
with a choice of basis or of scalar product on g, the latter are called Carnot groups.

Graded groups are homogeneous in the sense of Folland-Stein [30] when equipped with the
dilations given by the linear mappings D, : g — g, D, X = r’X for every X € gy, £ € N. We may
re-write the set of integers ¢ € N such that g, # {0} into the increasing sequence of positive integers
vy, ..., U, counted with multiplicity, the multiplicity of g, being its dimension. In this way, the
integers v1,...,v, become the weights of the dilations and we have D, X; = r%X;, j =1,...,n,
on a basis Xi,..., X, of g adapted to the gradation.

We denote the corresponding dilations on the group via

re = exp(D,X), forz=exp(X)eqG.

This leads to homogeneous notions for functions, distributions and operators. For instance, the
homogeneous dimension of G is the homogeneity of the Haar measure, that is, @ := >, £ dim gy;
and the differential operator X is homogeneous of degree [a] := 3, v;a;.

3.2.2. The symbolic pseudo-differential calculus on G. In the monograph [28], the (Fréchet) space
S™(@G) of symbols of degree m € R on G is defined and the properties of the corresponding space of
operators U™ (G) = Op(S™(G)) are studied. Naturally, when G is the abelian group R, the classes
of symbols and of operators are the ones due to Hérmander.

In the monograph, it is proved that U*(G) := UperP™(G) is a symbolic pseudo-differential
calculus in the following sense:

e U*(@) is an algebra of operators, with an asymptotic formula for Op(o1)Op(o2) = Op(o).

e U™(@) is adjoint-stable, i.e. Op(0)* = Op(7) € ¥"(G) when o € S™(G), with an asymp-
totic formula for 7.

e U*(@) contains the left-invariant differential calculus as X* € wlol(@).

e U*(G) contains the spectral calculus of the positive Rockland operators. Note that in the
context of graded groups, the positive Rockland operators are the analogues of the elliptic
operators

e U*(@) acts continuously on the Sobolev spaces adapted to the graded groups with ¥"(G) >
T:IL8(G)— L, (G).

3.2.3. The classical pseudo-differential calculus on G. Part of the paper [25] is devoted to defining
the notions of homogeneous symbols and of classes S™(G) of homogeneous symbols of degree m.
Indeed, the dilations on the group G induce an action of Rt on the dual G via

(3) r-mw(z) =mn(rz), reG, r>0, zed.
9



The homogeneous symbols are then measurable fields of operators on G x ¥ where
By i= (G/RY)\ {15},

is the analogue of the sphere on the Fourier side in the Euclidean case.

This then allows us to consider symbols admitting a homogeneous expansion. The space of
operators in U™ (G) which admits a homogeneous expansion and whose integral kernel is compactly
supported is denoted by W7 (G). It is proved that U% (G) := Up,er ¥ (G) is also a symbolic pseudo-
differential calculus in the same sense as in Section Furthermore, there is a natural notion of
principal symbol associated to a symbol; the principal symbol is homogeneous by construction.

Again, when G is the abelian group R", this calculus is the well-known classical pseudo-differential
calculus, and the notion of principal symbol is the usual one.

We set \Ifgo(G) = Um<oV7(G). Depending on the context, the classical pseudo-differential
calculus on G may refer to the space of operators of any order in ¥ (G) or to the space of operators
of non-positive orders \Ifio(G).

3.2.4. The semi-classical pseudo-differential calculus on G. The semi-classical pseudodifferential
calculus was presented in the context of groups of Heisenberg type in [26], but in fact extends
readily to any graded group G.

We consider the class of symbols Ag of fields of operators defined on G x G

o(x,7) € L(Hy), (z,7) € G x G,
that are of the form
o(x,m) = Fara(T),
where k,(y) is smooth and compactly supported in = while being Schwartz in y; more technically,
the map = — Ky is in C°(G : S(G)). The group Fourier transform yields a bijection from
CP(G : §(G)) onto Ag, and we equip Ay with the Fréchet topology so that this mapping is an
isomorphism of topological vector spaces.

Let ¢ € (0,1] be a small parameter. For every symbol o € Ay, we consider the dilated symbol
obtained using the action of Rt on G, see (3)),

o) = {o(x,e-7): (z,7) € G x G},
and then the associated operator
Op* () = Op(e®).

As in the case of R™ (see Section [2.3)), this yields a (basic) semi-classical calculus in the following
sense:

e Each operator Op®(c), o € Ay, is bounded on L?(G) with

100° ()l 222y < lollag = / sup | ()| dy,
G ze€G

where k; is the kernel of o; || - || 4, defines a continuous semi-norm on Ay.
e The singularities of the operators concentrate around the diagonal of the integral kernels
ase — 0O

VNeN 3Cy>0 Vee(0,1], o€ Ay |lo— Fg(kax(e)) |la, < CN

where y € C°(G) is a fixed function identically equal to 1 on a neighbourhood of 0.
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e There is a calculus in the sense of expansions in powers of ¢ in Z(L%*(G)) for products
Op® (Jl)Op(e)(ag) and for adjoints Op(®) (0)*; here 01,09,0 € Ay.

3.3. Operator-valued measures. In Section[2] we explained why quantum limits in Euclidean or
elliptic settings are often described with positive Radon measures on the spaces of symbols as these
spaces are then commutative C*-algebras. In the context of nilpotent Lie groups, the symbols are
operator-valued, and we will see below that our examples of quantum limits will then be described
in terms of operator-valued measures as introduced in [24] 25]. Let us recall the precise definition
of this notion:

Definition 3.1. Let Z be a complete separable metric space, and let & — H¢ be a measurable field
of complex Hilbert spaces of Z.

e The set /WOU(Z, (He)eez) is the set of pairs (y,T") where 7 is a positive Radon measure on Z
and I' = {I'(§) € L(H¢) : € € Z} is a measurable field of trace-class operators such that

ITdr [ p = /Z Trpe [D(€) | (€) < oo,

Here Try |T'(€)| denotes the standard trace of the trace-class operator [I'(§)| on the separable
Hilbert space He.

e Two pairs (v,T) and (7', T7) in MVOU(Z, (He)eez) are equivalent when there exists a mea-
surable function f:Z — C\ {0} such that

1
f()

for v-almost every €& € Z. The equivalence class of (v,I') is denoted by I'dy, and the
resulting quotient set is denoted by Moy(Z, (He)eez)-

e A pair (v,T) in Moy(Z, (He¢)eez) is positive when T'(§) > 0 for y-almost all & € Z. In this
case, we may write (v,T') € M7 (Z, (He)eez), and Tdy > 0 for Ddy € M7 (Z, (He)eez)-

dy'(€) = f(§)dy(€) and I'(§) = ——=T(€)

By convention and if not otherwise specified, a representative of the class I'dy is chosen such
that Try I' = 1. In particular, if H¢ is 1-dimensional, I' = 1 and I'dy reduces to the measure d.
One checks readily that Mo, (Z, (H¢)eez) equipped with the norm || - | o4 is a Banach space.

When the field of Hilbert spaces is clear from the setting, we may write
MOU(Z) = M(Zv (Hf)EEZ)7 and ij(Z) = M+(Z7 (H€)€EZ)7

for short. For instance, if £ — H¢ is given by H¢ = C for all £, then M(Z) coincides with the space
of finite Radon measures on Z. Another example is when Z is of the form Z = Z; x G where Z;
is a complete separable metric space, and H;, r) = Hx, where the Hilbert space H is associated

with the representation 7w € G.

3.4. Micro-local defect measures on graded Lie groups. In [25], the following analogue to
Theorem 2.]] is proved in the setting of graded groups. It uses the classical pseudo-differential
calculus and the sphere X1 of the dual as mentioned in Section B.2.3] and the notion of operator-

valued measure (see Definition [B.1]).
11



Theorem 3.1. Let Q be an open subset of G. Let (fj)jen be a bounded sequence in L*(Q,loc)
converging weakly to 0. Then there exists a subsequence (ji)ren and an operator-valued measure
Tdy € M} (G x 1) such that

(Afjvfj)Lz T j=jg,k—00 /QXE TI‘(O’()(%,?%) F(x,fr)) d’Y(xﬂ:r)?

holds for all classical pseudo-differential operator A € \Iféo(G), oo denoting its principal symbol.

The proof of Theorem [B] given in [25] follows the same ideas as the ones presented in Section
with the adaptations that come from dealing with a more non-commutative C'*-algebra of symbols.
Examples of micro-local defect measures developed in [25] include

e an L’-concentration in space,
e an L2-concentration in oscillations using matrix coefficients of representations.

An application to compensated compactness is also deduced. It would be interesting to relate this
to the works by B. Franchi and his collaborators [7} [8, 31 32] on compensated compactness on the
Heisenberg group.

3.5. Semi-classical measures on graded Lie groups. In [24], the semi-classical analysis devel-
oped on G yields the same property of existence of (group) semi-classical measures:

Theorem 3.2. Let (f.)e=0 be a bounded family in L*(G). Then there exists a sequence ¢, k € N
with e — 0 as k — oo, and an operator-valued measure T'dy € M7 (G x G) satisfying

Vo € Ay (ODo(0)for f2) 12 — oo oroc /Q _Te(o(a,) T(w.m) dyfa, ).
X

The (group) semi-classical analogues of the (group) micro-local defect measures for an L2-
concentration in space and an L2-concentration in oscillations is also given in [24] in the context of
the groups of Heisenberg type; naturally, the former holds on any graded group.

In [26], we prove an analogue of the application given in Section [2Z4] but for the sub-Laplacian
on any group of Heisenberg type. We obtain a description of the t-dependent group semi-classical
measures corresponding to the solutions to the Schrodinger equations, and therefore of their weak
limits after taking the x-marginals. However, there is not one threshold 7 = 1 as in the Euclidean
case, but two, namely 7 = 1 and 7 = 2. More precisely, the semi-classical measures and the weak
limits can be written into two parts:

e one with a Fuclidean behaviour and threshold 7 = 1, and
e one with threshold 7 = 2.

With our methods, this comes from the splitting of the unitary dual G into the following two
subsets:

e the subsets of infinite dimensional representations (for instance realised as the Scrodinger
representations), and

e the subset of finite dimensional representations, in fact of dimension one and given by the
(abelian or Euclidean) characters of the first stratum.

This splitting is also present in other works that do not involve representation theory; see for
instance [12] about the Grushin-Schrédinger equation and [56, [I6] about sublaplacians on contact
manifolds. In fact, this phenomenon of slower dispersion than in Euclidean settings has already

been observed for other sub-Riemannian PDEs, see e.g. [6l 39, [5].
12



3.6. Future works. The tools developed so far in [24] 25| 26] can be adapted to (graded) nil-
manifolds along the lines of [27]. Nilmanifolds are quotients of nilpotent Lie groups by a discrete
subgroup. When the subgroup is also co-compact, this results in a compact manifold which is
locally given by the group. This provides an excellent setting for the applications to PDEs of the
theory developed in [24] 25] 26] .

The extension to sub-Riemannian manifolds will certainly be more difficult. However, given the
recent progress in groupoids on filtered manifolds [53| 14 [54], the author feels confident that the
semi-classical and micro-local analysis already developed on graded groups will be transferable to
the setting of equiregular sub-Riemannian manifolds in the near future.

REFERENCES

[1] A. Agrachev, D. Barilari and U. Boscain, A comprehensive introduction to sub-Riemannian geometry, Cam-
bridge Studies in Advanced Mathematics, 181, Cambridge University Press, Cambridge, 2020.

[2] N. Anantharaman, C. Fermanian Kammerer and F. Macia. Long-time dynamics of completely integrable
Schrodinger flows on the torus, Amer. J. Math, 137 (2015), No 3, pp 577-638.

[3] H. Bahouri, J.-Y. Chemin and R. Danchin, Tempered distributions and Fourier transform on the Heisenberg
group, Ann. H. Lebesgue, 1, 2018, pp 1-46.

[4] H. Bahouri, C. Fermanian-Kammerer and 1. Gallagher, Phase-space analysis and pseudodifferential calculus on
the Heisenberg group, Astérisque, 342, 2012.

[5] H. Bahouri, C. Fermanian Kammerer and I. Gallagher. Dispersive estimates for the Schrodinger operator on
step 2 stratified Lie Groups, Analysis and PDFEs, 9, 2016, No 3, pp 545-574.

[6] H. Bahouri, P. Gérard and C.-J. Xu. Espaces de Besov et estimations de Strichartz généralisées sur le groupe
de Heisenberg, Journal d’Analyse Mathématique, 82, 2000, pp 93-118.

[7] A. Baldi, B. Franchi and M. C. Tesi, Compensated compactness in the contact complex of Heisenberg groups,
Indiana Univ. Math. J., 57, 2008, No 1, pp 133-185.

[8] A. Baldi, B. Franchi and M. C. Tesi, Differential forms, Maxwell equations and compensated compactness in
Carnot groups, Geometric methods in PDE’s, Lect. Notes Semin. Interdiscip. Mat., 7, pp 21-40.

[9] R. Beals and P. Greiner, Calculus on Heisenberg manifolds, Annals of Mathematics Studies, 119, Princeton
University Press, Princeton, NJ, 1988.

[10] A. Bellaiche, The tangent space in sub-Riemannian geometry, in Sub-Riemannian geometry, Progr. Math., 144,
pp 1-78, Birkhauser, Basel, 1996.

[11] M. Bramanti, An invitation to hypoelliptic operators and Hormander’s vector fields, SpringerBriefs in Mathe-
matics, Springer, Cham, 2014.

[12] N. Burq, C. Sun. Time optimal observability for Grushin Schrédinger equation (arXiv:1910.03691)).

[13] V. Chabu, C. Fermanian Kammerer and F. Macia. Semiclassical analysis of dispersion phenomena, in Analysis
and partial differential equations: perspectives from developing countries, Springer Proc. Math. Stat., 275, pp
84-108, Springer, Cham, 2019.

[14] W. Choi and R. Ponge, Tangent maps and tangent groupoid for Carnot manifolds, Differential Geom. Appl.,
62, 2019, pp 136-183.

[15] Y. Colin de Verdiere, Ergodicité et fonctions propres du laplacien, Comm. Math. Phys., 102, 1985, No 3, pp
497-502.

[16] Y. Colin de Verdiere, L. Hillairet, E. Trélat. Spectral asymptotics for sub-Riemannian Laplacians. I: quantum
ergodicity and quantum limits in the 3D contact case, Duke Math. J., 167, 2018, No 1, pp 109-174

[17] A. Connes, Noncommutative geometry, Academic Press, Inc., San Diego, CA, 1994.

[18] T. O. Cordes and E. A. Herman, Gelfand theory of pseudo differential operators, Amer. J. Math., 90, 1968, pp
681-717.

[19] T. O. Cordes, FElliptic pseudodifferential operators—an abstract theory, Lecture Notes in Mathematics, 756,
Springer, Berlin, 1979.

[20] T. O. Cordes, Spectral theory of linear differential operators and comparison algebras, London Mathematical
Society Lecture Note Series, 76, Cambridge University Press, Cambridge, 1987.

13


http://arxiv.org/abs/1910.03691

(21]

(47]

(48]
(49]

T. O. Cordes, The technique of pseudodifferential operators, London Mathematical Society Lecture Note Series,
202, Cambridge University Press, Cambridge, 1995.

S. Dave and S. Haller, The heat asymptotics on filtered manifolds, J. Geom. Anal., 30, 2020, No 1, pp 337-389.
C. Fefferman and D.H. Phong, The uncertainty principle and sharp Garding inequalities, Comm. Pure Appl.
Math., 34, 1981, No 3, pp 285-331.

C. Fermanian Kammerer and V. Fischer, Semi-classical analysis on H-type groups, Sci. China Math., 62, 2019,
No 6, pp 1057-1086.

C. Fermanian Kammerer and V. Fischer, Defect measures on graded Lie groups. To appear in Annali della
Scuola Normale de Pisa.

C. Fermanian Kammerer and V. Fischer, Quantum evolution and sub-Laplacian operators on groups of Heisen-
berg type. To appear in Journal of Spectral Theory.

C. Fermanian Kammerer and C. Letrouit, Observability and Controllability for the Schrodinger Equation on
Quotients of Groups of Heisenberg Type. To appear.

V. Fischer and M. Ruzhansky, Quantization on nilpotent Lie groups, Progress in Mathematics, 314, Birkh&user
Basel, 2016.

G. Folland and E. Stein, Estimates for the 9, complex and analysis on the Heisenberg group, Comm. Pure
Appl. Math., 27, 1974, pp 429-522.

G. Folland and E. Stein, Hardy spaces on homogeneous groups, Mathematical Notes, 28, Princeton University
Press, 1982.

B. Franchi, Div-curl theorem in the Heisenberg group, in Mathematical Analysis Seminar, University of Bologna
Department of Mathematics: Academic Year 2008/2004. Academic Year 2004/2005 (Italian), 1-11, Tecnoprint,
Bologna, 2007.

B. Franchi, N. Tchou and M.C. Tesi, Div-curl type theorem, H-convergence and Stokes formula in the Heisen-
berg group, Commun. Contemp. Math., 8, 2006, No 1, 67-99.

P. Gérard, Microlocal defect measures, Commun. in PDE, 16, 1991, No 11, pp 1761-1794.

P. Gérard, Mesures semi-classiques et ondes de Bloch. In Séminaire sur les Equations aux Dérivées Partielles,
1990-1991, pages Exp. No. XVI, 19. Ecole Polytech., Palaiseau, 1991.

P. Gérard and E. Leichtnam, Ergodic properties of eigenfunctions for the Dirichlet problem. Duke Math. J.,
71, 1993, No 2, pp 559-607.

P. Gérard, P. A. Markowich, N. J. Mauser, and F. Poupaud, Homogenization limits and Wigner transforms.
Comm. Pure Appl. Math., 50, 1997, No 4, pp 323-379.

M. Gromov, Carnot-Carathéodory spaces seen from within, in Sub-Riemannian geometry, Progr. Math., 144,
pp 79-323, Birkhauser, Basel, 1996.

B. Helffer, and A. Martinez, and D. Robert, Ergodicité et limite semi-classique, Comm. Math. Phys., 109, 1987,
No 2, pp 313-326.

M. Del Hiero. Dispersive and Strichartz estimates on H-type groups, Studia Math, 169 (2005), pp 1-20.

L. Hérmander, Hypoelliptic second order differential equations, Acta Math., 119, 1967, pp 147-171.

P.-L. Lions et T. Paul. Sur les mesures de Wigner. Rev. Mat. Iberoamericana, 9, 1993, No 3, pp 553-618.

R. Montgomery, A tour of subriemannian geometries, their geodesics and applications, Mathematical Surveys
and Monographs, 91, American Mathematical Society, Providence, RI, 2002.

A. Nagel, and E. Stein and S. Wainger, Balls and metrics defined by vector fields. I. Basic properties, Acta
Math., 155, 1985, No 1-2, pp 103-147.

A. Parmeggiani, Subunit balls for symbols of pseudodifferential operators, Adv. Math., 131, 1997, No 2, pp
357-452.

R. Ponge, Heisenberg calculus and spectral theory of hypoelliptic operators on Heisenberg manifolds, Mem. Amer.
Math. Soc., 194, 2008, No 906.

L. Rothschild and E. Stein, Hypoelliptic differential operators and nilpotent groups, Acta Math., 137, 1976, No
3-4, pp 247-320.

A. Sanchez-Calle, Fundamental solutions and geometry of the sum of squares of vector fields, Invent. Math.,
78, 1984, No 1, pp 143-160.

A. I. Snirelman, Ergodic properties of eigenfunctions, Uspehi Mat. Nauk, 29, 1974, No 6(180), pp 181-182.

R. Strichartz, Sub-Riemannian geometry, J. Differential Geom., 24, 1986, No 2, pp 221-263.

14



(50]
[51]
[52]
(53]
[54]
[55]
[56]

[57]

L. Tartar, H-measures, a new approach for studying homogenisation, oscillations and concentration effects in
partial differential equations, Proc. Roy. Soc. Edinburgh, Sect. A, 115 (1990), 193-230.

M. Taylor, Gelfand theory of pseudo differential operators and hypoelliptic operators, Trans. Amer. Math. Soc.,
153, 1971, pp 495-510.

M. Taylor, Noncommutative harmonic analysis, Mathematical Surveys and Monographs, 22, American Math-
ematical Society, Providence, RI, 1986.

E. van Erp, The Atiyah-Singer index formula for subelliptic operators on contact manifolds. Parts I & II, Ann.
of Math. (2), 171, 2010, No 3, pp 1647-1681 & 1683-1706.

E. van Erp and R. Yuncken, A groupoid approach to pseudodifferential calculi, J. Reine Angew. Math., 756,
2019, pp 151-182.

S. Zelditch, Uniform distribution of eigenfunctions on compact hyperbolic surfaces, Duke Math. J., 55, 1987,
No 4, pp 919-941.

S. Zelditch. Index and dynamics of quantized contact transformations. Ann. Inst. Fourier (Grenoble) 47, 1997,
No 1, pp 305-363.

M. Zworski, Semiclassical analysis, Graduate Studies in Mathematics, 138, American Mathematical Society,
Providence, RI, 2012.

(V. Fischer) UNIVERSITY OF BATH, DEPARTMENT OF MATHEMATICAL SCIENCES, BATH, BA2 7TAY, UK
Email address: v.c.m.fischer@bath.ac.uk

15



	1.  Introduction
	1.1. The questions in the elliptic framework.
	1.2. Sub-elliptic operators.
	1.3. Aim and organisation of the paper
	1.4. Acknowledgement

	2. Quantum limits in Euclidean or elliptic settings
	2.1. Micro-local defect measures
	2.2. The viewpoint of quantum limits
	2.3. Semi-classical measures as quantum limits
	2.4. Applications

	3. Pseudo-differential theory and quantum limits on nilpotent Lie groups
	3.1. Preliminaries on nilpotent Lie groups
	3.2. Pseudo-differential calculi on graded nilpotent Lie groups
	3.3. Operator-valued measures
	3.4. Micro-local defect measures on graded Lie groups
	3.5. Semi-classical measures on graded Lie groups
	3.6. Future works

	References

