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ABSTRACT. We prove a number of results on the Fourier coefficients (ymp;, ex)r2(m) of
restrictions yg¢; of Laplace eigenfunctions ¢; of eigenvalue —)\f of a compact Riemannian
manifold (M, g) of dimension n relative to the eigenfunctions {ex} of eigenvalues —u3 of a
totally geodesic submanifold H of dimension d. The results pertain to the ‘edge case’ ¢ =1
where | — Aj| < € for some € > 0 of Kuznecov-Weyl sums

Nel,H()‘): Z Z /H(PjadVH

JAi SN k| —A [ <e
We prove a universal asymptotic formula Nél) gA) ~ Cna aO(H, e))\nTM, together with
universal estimates on the remainder and on jumps in N, 61 1 (A). The growth of the Kuznecov-
Weyl sums depends on d = dim H, in contrast to the “bulk cases” where |up —cA;| <€,0 <
¢ < 1, where the order of growth is A" ~! for submanifolds of any dimension (as shown by
Y. Xi, E. Wyman and the author).
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1. INTRODUCTION

Let (M,g) be an n-dimensional compact Riemannian manifold without boundary, let
Ay = A, denote its Laplacian, and let {;}32, be an orthonormal basis of its eigenfunctions,

(An + X))y =0, / 0PV = Oji,
M

where dV); is the volume form of g, and where the eigenvalues are enumerated in increasing
order, \g =0 < A < A\y--- T 00. Let H C M be a d-dimensional embedded totally geodesic
submanifold with induced metric g|y with volume form dVy, let Ay denote the Laplacian
of (H,g|m), and let {ex}72, be an orthonormal basis of its eigenfunctions on H,

(AH + ,ui)ek = O, / 6k6_jde = 5jk-
H

The purpose of this article is to study the Fourier coefficients in the eigenfunction expansion
of the restriction vyp; = ¢;|u of ¢; to H,

YaY;(Y) = Z(’YH%,%M ex(y), (YY), er) L2 ;:/ ©i(y)er(y)dVy, (1.1)

k=1 H

in the ‘edge case’ where u;, >~ \; in the sense made precise below.
Ideally, we would like to obtain asymptotics or estimates on the Fourier coefficients of
individual eigenfunctions. In special cases this is possible, e.g. for closed geodesics on
certain surfaces. But in general the Fourier coefficients may vary erratically as \; varies or
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as pu, varies, and to obtain asymptotics of Fourier coefficients it is usually necessary to study
averages of squares of Fourier coefficients in both the pj; and A; spectral parameters. We
therefore study thin window or “ladder Kuznecov sums” in the sense of [WXZ21],

0o _ 2
Ni,H()‘) = Zj,,\jg,\ Zk:o V(e — ) UH pjexdVh

)
‘ 2

(1.2)
Nf,H()\) = Zj7,\j§,\ Zk:|c)\j—uk|§e UH SDje_deH

where the test function ¢ € S(R) (Schwartz class). Tt is shown in that the sums
decay rapidly if ¢ > 1. The asymptotics for ¢ = 0 were first determined in [Zel92] and those
are those for 0 < ¢ < 1 are determined in for any submanifold. In this article, and
its sequel [Z22], the asymptotics are studied for the ‘edge case’ ¢ = 1 in the case where H
is a totally geodesic submanifold. It turns out that even the order of growth of the sums
(L2) are quite different from the case ¢ < 1 and depend on d = dim H. This is because
the edge Fourier coefficients often have enhanced magnitudes compared to ‘bulk’ Fourier
coefficients with ¢ < 1. The enhancement depends on the second fundamental form of H,
and is largest when H is totally geodesic. The order of growth of the sums is smaller when
H has non-degenerate second fundamental form, and that case is not considered here. We
refer to Section and Section for a comparison of the cases ¢ < 1 and ¢ = 1.

Remark 1.1. The ‘ordering’ \; — py in (L2) and (1) is important, and is adhered to
throughout, because it will imply that asymptotically the argument of 1 is positive.

Y

The Kuznecov sums (L2)) involve two types of localization: (i) localization of ¢; along H;
and (ii) Fourier localization of ¢,y to a thin window of Fourier modes on H of frequencies
i close to A;. In [WXZ21] the first sum in (L2 is called ‘smooth-sharp’ since it involves the
smoothed inner sum with ; the second sum is called ‘sharp-sharp’ since it involves indicator
functions in both A; and in p;. The smoothed sum Ni, 5(A) is technically simpler to work
with and, perhaps surprisingly, often has better applications. Indeed, the inner sum of the
sharp-sharp average can jump at certain €, as discussed in [WXZ21].

To state first result we need some notation. By the injectivity radius inj(M, g) we mean
the largest R > 0 so that exp, : B,(R) — M is a diffeomorphism to its image for all x € M;
B,(R) C T, M denotes the ball of radius r in the tangent space. We say that the geodesic
flow G% of any Riemannian manifold (X, g) is ‘aperiodic’ if the set of closed geodesics of
(X, g) has Liouville measure zero in S*X. We denote the volume form in geodesic coordinates
y = exp, & based at © € M by O(z,y)dy. If we change to geodesic polar coordinates (r,w),
we get dV, = J(r,w)drdw where

J(r,w) =r"tO(r,w,y) = |[Vi(r) A=~ AV_1(r) A %H (1.3)

where O(r,w) = O(x,y) when x = (r,w). Here, V} is a basis of vertical Jacobi fields along
the geodesic with direction w and initial point z, i.e. Jacobi fields satisfying V;(0) = 0 and

%(O) is an orthonormal basis of the normal space to the geodesic. Also, % is the unit
tangent vector to the geodesic. For example, on the standard sphere S”, J(r,w) = sin™ ' r.

We assume throughout that d = dimH > 1. If d = 0 and H = {z¢} is a single point,
then the eigenfunctions of H are constants, the only Fourier coefficient (I.1]) is the pointwise
square |p;(zo)[%, and the Kuznecov-Weyl asymptotics of (L2) reduce to pointwise Weyl law
results (see [DGTH, [HoIV], [SV] for background). The main result is a generalization of such

pointwise Weyl laws to higher dimensional submanifolds.
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Theorem 1.2. Let dim M = n and let dim H = d > 1. Assume that H is totally geodesic.
Let 1 € Cg°(R) be a real, positive, even test function supported in the set (—rg,ro) where
ro < inj(M, g). Then, there exist universal constants C,, q such that for any e > 0,

Nyg(N) = Cra al(H,9) A ).
The leading coefficient is given by,

7L+d n+d 1

+ Rw u(A), where R}AH()\) =0(\ 2

1

ad(H, ) / / w (s +140)~" @ (q,equ sw)O (¢, exp, sw)dsdVy (q)dS(w).
S*
(1.4)
If the geodesic flow GY% of H is aperiodic, then
Ry, (A) = o(X

), (1.5)

In the sequel [Z22], we study two term asymptotics of ((L2), which give necessary conditions
to obtain maximal growth of individual terms (see Section [[8 for further remarks). The last
statement for aperiodic flows is a two-term asymptotic in which the second term of order
A"3“~! vanishes. The proof that it vanishes is the same as in [WXZ21] Section 5.3] but will
be reviewed in Section [[.6l Before stating further results, or discussing the proof of Theorem
L2l we address some issues in both the assumptions and conclusions of the theorem which
explain the organization and the length of this article.

Note that when d = n — 1, the density (s + z'O)_nTﬂi is integrable and there is no need
for regularization. When d < n — 1, the asymptotics of Theorem are somewhat subtle
because the contribution of very short (wave-length scale) distances in s is larger than the
asymptotlcs in Theorem i.e. substantial cancellation is required in the integral over
supp@b to produce the relatlvely small order of growth \“z" 3*. The unusual leading coefficient
(L4) signals the existence of a ‘blow-down’ singularity in the oscillatory integrals used in
the proof of Theorem [[L2. The geometric origin of the blow-down singularity is simple to
understand: it is due to the collapse of distance spheres on H when s = 0 (see Section
and Section BT]). This singularity does not occur for ¢ < 1 in [WXZ21]. It indicates that the
asymptotics in Theorem cannot be deduced purely from the Fourier integral operator
theory under clean compositions, or equivalently, by a stationary phase analysis. To prove
the formula for the leading term, we use stationary phase outside of a small interval around
s = 0 and then reduce to a universal model integral for the short distance part (Section ). It
is proved in Section that the procedure used in the model case extends to give the result
for the general case, completing the proof of the leading term and remainder in Theorem [L.7]
but without calculating the full amplitude; that is done in Section [l It is simple to obtain
the coefficient under the (rather artificial) assumption that ¢) = 0 in some interval [—e, €]
around s = 0, but not so simple to determine the regularization or to show that there does
not exist another term supported at s = 0, as for ¢ < 1 in [WXZ21]. The evaluation of the
coefficient (IL4) is given in Section .4l and is indirect: Once the existence of the asymptotic
expansion is proved, it is fairly obvious that ¢ — al(H, 1)) is a positive distribution, hence
a positive measure. Due to the ordering A; — p > 0 it is supported in R;. As a result, the
Fourier transform of the distribution (L)) has a holomorphic extension to the upper half
plane, as indicated in (4.

The most computable examples corroborating the leading order term and proving sharp-
ness of the remainder are that of totally geodesic spheres S¢ C S™ of standard spheres,
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subspaces of R™ (Section 1)) and non-degenerate closed geodesics of any Riemannian man-
ifold (M, g). In [Z22], the asymptotics are derived by Gaussian beam techniques.

A second aspect of the asymptotics is due to the dependence on the test function .
In special cases, again such as S¢ C S", the eigenvalue differences \; — py, are essentially
differences N — M of positive integers. This raises the general question (for any ¢ € (0, 1])
of when the ordered difference spectrum,

Sau(c) = {cj — i} (1.6)

is dense in R. If instead of assuming that ¢ € C5°(R) we assumed that 1) € C5°(R), we
could take 1) supported in a short interval [—%, %] which is a gap in the difference spectrum
N — M, and for such ¢ (L2) would equal zero. Thus, we see that there are different types
of asymptotics problems, some involving 1& with small support around 0, including wave-
length support, and some involving the opposite regime where 1 has small support, and
that different techniques are needed for the different regimes. The question of when (L6 is
dense is reminiscent of the Helton clustering theorem; it appears that the remainder term
R}% ; is maximal only when the difference spectrum ([LL6) fails to be dense. We leave these
questions to future work.

In this article we assume that @E € Cy° and Supp@@ C (—rp,rg). The assumption that
Ve C§° often arises in a Fourier integral analysis of spectral problems to limit the number
of singularities of the dual sum,

St): = Y00 — ) | [y eedVl. (1.7)

By studying the wave equations of (M, g) and of (H, g|x), one finds that for Ve C3°(R) the
leading order term (L4)) involves the times ¢ of periodic orbits of the geodesic flow GY, of
(M, g) and all times s, including the times s of periodic orbits, of the geodesic flow of G,

of (H,g|u) (see Section 2.2). It is evident from the factor ©,7 (¢, exp, sw)© (¢, exp, sw) in
(T4) that the distribution al(H, 1)) for general R C§° depends on the structure of periodic
orbits and conjugate points. The formula (L)) uses the assumption that 1& is supported in
the interval (—rg,rg), since the volume densities ©,,(q, ¢’), resp. ©x(q,q’) become singular
when ¢ is a conjugate point of g. The formula suggests that the leading coefficient is valid
for any d € C§° if one suitably regularizes the integrand at conjugate points. For instance,
in the case of a totally geodesic subsphere S? C S", one has the global in s formula,

ad (S, 4) :/R@E(s)(sin(s%—z'()))_%dds. (1.8)

The additional assumption that Supp 1& C (—rog, 1) ensures that there is only one sin-
gularity of (7)), namely at ¢ = 0, and it does not involve any periods or conjugate points
of the geodesic flow on H. This is already sufficient to prove one term asymptotics with
a sharp remainder. If we allow ¥ € C§°(R), the Fourier integral operator techniques of
this article would require a sum over all periods of the geodesic flows and the test function
1&(3) would have to have a compensating decay. This is far from saying that the case of
¥ € C§°(R) is uninteresting. Such high localization in the difference spectrum is often of the
highest interest in applications. But it explains why we do not consider that regime in this
article.For further discussion of the singularity of (L4]) we refer to Section [4.4]

Two final notation remarks. First, the constant C), 4 is computed from the Hadamard
parametrix method in (see Section [l). The formula for (L4) requires determining the
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precise regularization of the distribution s~"2% at s = 0. We often make use of the relations
[GS, Page 93 and Page 172],

n—d n—d n—d n—d

(s+i0)" "2 =5, 2 4T 2 =5, 2 4 (Fi)"ds 7,
(1.9)
[ et thdt = ie*™ 2T (A 4 1)(o +i0)
which explain the origins of the regularization and of the normalizing constants C), 4. Second,
we use the convention that the propagator of an operator P by U(t) = €™ (rather than
e~"P) and always integrate it against e~

1.1.  Jumps in the Kuznecov-Weyl sums. Theorem concerns asymptotics of a
double average (L2)), an outer average over the eigenvalues \; of /—A,,; and an inner
average over the eigenvalues pu; of v/—Apy. One may obtain results on eigenfunctions of
individual eigenvalues to some extent by studying the jumps of the Kuznecov-Weyl sums
(L2) at the eigenvalues \;, weighted by either smooth test functions ¢ or sharp indicator

functions: )
J&;,H()\j) = ZMZ:AJ- Zk @D(Aj - ,Uk) UH W@dVH‘ )

(1.10)

_ 2
JEl,H()\j) = ngzxj Zk;uj_“k\ge fH <Pe€deH} .

The sum over ¢ is a sum over an orthonormal basis for the eigenspace H(\;) of Ay of
eigenvalue A;. If the M-eigenvalues have multiplicity one, then there is a single term in the
Aj sum. On the other hand, unless the H-eigenvalues come in clusters with high multiplicities
and are separated by gaps, the px-sum runs over roughly O(A;-l_l) eigenvalues. We refer to
the sums of (LI0) as the ‘inner sums’.

Theorem implies the following universal bounds on remainders and jumps.

Corollary 1.3. With the same assumptions and notations as in Theorem[I.Z, for any postive

test function 1 with d € C°(R) having small support, there exists a constant Cy > 0 such
that
n+d
(i) Jhu(N) < Oy A3
Moreover, for any € > 0 there exists C. > 0 so that

(i) Jly(N) < O™ L,

€

In the aperiodic case,
ntd_

Jom(N) =o(A2 7). (1.11)
The first statement follows from the standard observation that,
Ji,HO‘j) = Nq};,H()‘j> - Ni,H(AJ - O)
(1.12)
= Ryu(N) = Ry g(N—0),
since the leading order term in Theorem is continuous. The remainder bound (i) thus
follows from Theorem To prove (ii) we use (i) and an appropriate choice of ¥ (see

Section [TH).

To obtain sharper results, it is necessary to study the long time behavior of geodesic flows
and wave groups of (M, g) and of (H, g|g). This is carried out in the sequel . The proof
of Theorem and of the other results of this article mainly use the ‘small time’ behavior of
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the geodesic flows GY, of (M, g), resp. G, of (H, g|g). An exception is the statement (LH),
which follows from the wave front set analysis in Section 2.2 analogous to the wave front
analysis in [WXZ21]]. In the short time analysis we employ both the Hormander parametrix
(Section BI)) and the Hadamard parametrix method (Section [).

1.2. Comparison to ¢ < 1. Let us compare Theorem [[.2 to the analogous result [WXZ21],
Theorem 1.1] in the case ¢ < 1. In that case,

Nju(N) = Cra ag(H )X+ O0(N"), (1.13)

where the leading coefficient is given by the temperate distribution,

n—d—2

a(H.¢) = 9(0) ¢ (1 = &) 2 HI(H)

if 1& is supported in a sufficiently small interval around s = 0. Note that the power of X in the
¢ < 1 case is independent of d = dim H. To bridge the two results, note that if ¢ = 1—{ then

n—d—2 d—2 n-+d

(1—0)" 5" = ("3 = (A~ * Land (1—0)" 5 A L=r(0A~ * ML= (A"t
If 'Q/AJ = 0 near s = 0, then the order of magnitude of N&H()\) drops by 1 when ¢ < 1, but
not when ¢ = 1. A further result, [WXZ21, Theorem 1.18] in the case ¢ < 1 shows that the

leading coefficient increases as the support of 1& increases (assuming 1& > 0), with jumps at
special values s;. In contrast, Theorem shows that when ¢ = 1, the leading coefficient

is continuous in s and increases with the support of (again, assuming v > 0). Further
comparisons are given in Section [L81] and in Section (.6

We also see that the order of growth A3 in the case ¢ = 1 is greater than the order of
growth A"~ ! for ¢ < 1 if and only if d = n — 1 (the hypersurface case), that the two orders
are equal when d = n — 2 and that the asymptotics for ¢ < 1 are of higher order than for
c=1ifd<n-3.

The very different powers in Theorem and for (LI3) is due to the different type of
contributions of conormal directions to H. It is explained below in Section that the
powers of A are controlled by the dimension of the set of initial vectors £ € Sj; M of geodesic

bi-angles. The parameter c is defined by ¢ = |7r‘?f| where g : Ty M — T H is the orthogonal
projection at ¢ € H. We denote by S{;M the covectors this equality with footpoint on H,
and we denote the decomposition into tangent and normal components by & = &r+&+. When
c <1, [EH? = /1—[&2 = V1= 2 and there the set of conormal parts of unit vectors
has dimension n — d — 2. When ¢ = 1 the co-normal part ¢+ must vanish, the dimension
drops by n —d — 2, and the power drops by "‘T‘H. As mentioned above, the singularity is of
the “blow-down” type, exhibited by integrals of Bessel functions (cf. Section [.5]). We refer
to Lemma 2.8 for the modified order calculation following the methods of [WXZ21], and to

Section for discussion of the blow-down singularity.

1.3. Geodesic geometry. Before sketching the proof of Theorem and before stating
additional results, we discuss the geodesic geometry that is responsible for the singularity at
s = 0 of the coefficient (4], and the geodesic geometry which is responsible for maximal
jumps in Corollary We will prove the statements on maximal jumps in [Z22].

In the case ¢ < 1 of [WXZ21], the relevant dynamics was given by geodesic bi-angle
geometry. For any ¢, the singularities of (7)) are governed by the dynamical equation,

Gy ruGh(q,€) = mu(q,§), g€ H, & € S°H. (1.14)
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where Gy, (resp. G%) is the geodesic flow of (M, g) resp. (H, g|rw)), where mg : S;M — SyH

is the orthogonal projection, where ¢ = |7ré’f| and where S§, M is the set of covectors § € T/ M

satisfying this constraint. To be precise, (L.I4]) is the equation that holds on the critical set
(or wave front relation) of the governing Fourier integral operator. We think of the condition
£ € S§M as a ‘constraint’ on the shape of the bi-angles. For ¢ < 1, the solutions (¢, s, ¢, &)
correspond to geodesic bi-angles starting at ¢ and ending at exp, smy§, consisting of one leg
given by an M-geodesic of length s+ ¢, one leg consisting of an H-geodesic of length s, and
with compatible initial and terminal velocity vectors. When ¢ = 1, and H is totally geodesic,
¢ € S*H and G%(q,&) = G5,(q,§), so the equation (LI4]) simplifies to

Gu(9,6) = (¢:€), g€ H,{€ SH. (1.15)

The equation is independent of s, explaining why (L4) is an integral over all s. It also
indicates that an important geodesic condition is periodicity of the geodesic flow is that of
H. In general, we say that the geodesic flow of a Riemannian manifold (X, g) is periodic if
there exists T'# 0 such that G§ = Id.

The simplest example where maximal jumps occur is the case of totally geodesic subspheres
S? C S™ of spheres, where both G3; and G, are periodic. Examples where maximal jumps
do not occur are Riemannian products S? x "¢, despite periodicity of G%; (see Section 2.T]).
This raises the question whether periodicity of GY, is also necessary for maximal jumps. In
fact, it is not necessary. An example is where M is a convex surface of revolution and H is
its unique rotationally invariant geodesic. The conditions for maximal jumps to occur will
be given in [Z22]. Some indications of what is involved are given in Section [[.71

To tie the discussion of the equation (LI4) together with that in [WXZ21], we recall the
following standard definition from [DGT5].

Definition 1.4. We say that the set G., resp. G° of solutions of (LI4), resp. (LIH), is
clean if G., resp. G°, is a submanifold of R x R x S$, M, resp. R x 8§, M, and if its tangent
space at each point is the subspace fized by DG’ o g o G5 (resp. the same with s = 0),
where ¢ denotes a point of S5 M.

The equation (LT3 is simply the equation for periodic geodesics of G*; and cleanliness is
the condition that for each period T, the set of closed geodesics of period T' is a submanifold
of S*M whose tangent space is the fixed point set of DGY; (see [DGT5] for this case). Even
when this occurs, the Fourier integral operator compositions of Section fail to be clean
when ¢ = 1 and s = 0 essentially due to the collapse of the fibers of the co-normal sphere
bundle, as discussed in Section (see also Section [4.0]). Since this failure is universal, it
does not depend on the metrics or geodesic flows.

1.4. Outline of the proof of Theorems and further results. To prove Theorem
we first study a doubly-smoothed version,

o0

N a0 = 3 o= )60y — ) /H pieidViy
7,k=0

with a second test function p € S(R) with p € C§°. To obtain the asymptotics of (L.16]), we
study the singularities of the Fourier transform,

N1 a(3) = / PP S(E, ),

R

2, (1.16)




where S(t,1) is defined in (I7). In terms of wave kernels, we define

S(s,t) / / v Usiy s (t + 8,4, 4V Us (=8, ¢, € )dVer(@)dVir (¢, (1.17)
HJH
and then,

S(t,0) = /R U(s)S (s, t)ds. (1.18)

In Theorem we assumed that the only period of G in the support of d iss=0. In
studying (ILI6), we further need assumptions of the periods of GY, in the support of p. We
study the short time singularities of S(¢,) using a reduction to a model phase, unlike the
methods employed in [WXZ21]. The model phase is most visible if one uses the Hérmander
type parametrix, whose phase is linear in ¢ (Section B1]). In Section [}l we use a Hadamard
parametrix to calculate the amplitude.

To prove the ‘aperiodicity’ result of Theorem we also need some input from long time
singularities from Section 22 To this end, we repeat two definitions from but
point out that they simplify when ¢ = 1 and when H is totally geodesic. The following is
the ¢ = 1 analogue of Definition 1.15].

Definition 1.5. Let
Y= {t: Fix(G}) # 0}
be the set of periods of closed geodesics of H.

In [WXZ21], Definition 1.15], the analogous set X¢(¢)) for ¢ < 1 was defined by as the set
of singular points t of S(t,1); it consists of of ¢ for which there exist solutions of (.14
with s € suppt). When ¢ = 1 and H is totally geodesic, it follows from (II5) that (1))
is independent of ¥. The order of the singularity at ¢ corresponds to the dimension of the

solution set of (LIH).

Definition 1.6. We say that the singularity at t = 0 is dominant if the dimension of the
solution set (LI4)) at t = 0 is strictly greater than any other t € ¥t

By the remarks above, the singularity at ¢ = 0 is dominant except when G%; has a positive
measure of periodic orbits. In the clean case (cf. Definition [[4]), this would mean that G,
is periodic, i.e. that (H, gy) is a Zoll manifold.

Although X! is independent of 1, the periods s € X! in the support of 1/3 play an important
role in the coefficient (L4]) and indeed cause the difficulties which led to the assumption in
Theorem [ Athat Suppt) C (—rp,10). These periods do not affect the order of the singularities
at t € X! (including ¢ = 0) but they do affect the coefficient generalizing (IL4)).

The following theorem is analogous to Theorem but employs a smooth test function p
instead of the sharp interval sum. Its assumptions qualify it as a ‘short-time’ theorem.

Theorem 1.7. Let dim M = n,dim H = d, and assume H 1is totally geodesic. Let 1, p €
S(R) with 1, p € C°(R). Assume that supp pN L' = {0} and p(0) = 1. Let ¥ € CF(R)
be a real, even test function supported in the set (—ro, o) where ro < inj(M,g). Then, there
exists a complete asymptotic expansion of N;wﬂ()\) of the form,

n+d > 4
NN ~ XY "3 A,
j=0

with By = aY(H, ) [L4), and where C,, 4 is a universal dimensional constant.
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This theorem seems similar to [DGTH, Proposition 2.1] and many similar asymptotics
results that are proved under clean composition hypotheses. Equivalently, they are proved
by the stationary phase method. As mentioned above, the compositions relevant to Theorem
[L.7 are not clean due to a blow-down singularity at s = 0 and cannot be proved solely by
stationary phase methods. Rather we take a hybrid approach in Section (] that combines
stationary phase in certain variables and a direct integration in others. The order of the
asymptotics is consistent with a formal application of stationary phase, but it is not clear
apriori that this formal order is correct because the blow-down singularity could dominate
the asymptotics. We emphasize this point with the Euclidean case (Bessel integrals) in
Section

In Proposition we extend the proof of Theorems Theorem [L7] to test functions
p with arbitrary support but retain the assumption that Supp@@ C (—rg,10). The extension
then does not involve any new inputs beyond the wave front analysis in Section 2.2

Once Theorem [[7] is proved, the ‘sharp” Weyl asymptotics of Theorem (except for
the last statement about aperiodic flows) follow from Theorem [[7] by a standard cosine
Tauberian theorem (Section [Z1]). We discuss the proof of the aperiodic flow in the next
subsection.

To prove Theorem [T we construct parametrices for (ILI6) when Suppp lies in a suffi-
ciently short interval around ¢ = 0 so that no other singularities of (L7 lie in the interval.
We use the parametrix to calculate the leading order contribution in Theorem Due to
the fact that the clean composition calculus breaks down at small distances, we rely on a
small time parametrices when studying small distances. When the geodesic flow of (M, g) is
periodic, the small distance problem will recur for larger times as well; but the main term
of the asymptotics is due to the t = 0 singularity and that can be analysed using the small
time parametrix.

1.5. The remainder estimate in the case where G, is aperiodic. The last statement
of Theorem [[.2 says that the remainder is ‘small oh” of the universal remainder when G7; is
aperiodic. This requires inputs from the long time behavior of the wave group and geodesic
flow. But the inputs are less than those necessary to generalize Theorem to general
0, 1/3 € C5°. We retain the assumptions on 1/3 but relax the assumption on p and let its support
be arbitrarily large, i.e. we consider all singularities of S(¢, 1) where Suppt) C (—r0, 19).

1.6. Dependence of N!;; and of the jumps J!;(};) on . It may seem more interesting
to analyse the sharp-sharp sums Ni g of (L2). However, they have an erratic dependence on
€, just as Ni, 5(A) has a complicated dependence on v if we drop the support assumptions
in Theorem [[L21 The situation is similar to that for ¢ < 1, discussed in detail in [WXZ21],
Section 1.10] (see [WXZ21], Theorem 1.24]. The asymptotics of the sharp-sharp sum N¢ ;(\)
for 0 < ¢ < 1 are proved to have the form, ’

cn(N) = ag(H, e)A" " + oA"Y,

where the leading coefficient a?(H, €) is linear in €. The surprisingly large remainder estimate
is sharp on spheres, due to jumps in the jump J¢ at special values of e. Note that »(0) =

[t = 2¢ when ¢ = 1;_ 4. This case is similar to (but more irregular than) the case where
Y e CF.
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1.7. Background, related results and problems. Fourier coefficients of restrictions of
eigenfunctions are central to the theory of automorphic forms. They were studied classically
by Hermite and Jacobi for Fourier coefficients of modular forms around closed horocycles for
the modular surface H?/SL(2,Z), and later by H. Petersson around closed geodesics.
The study of C'*™ eigenfunctions of the Laplacian on a hyperbolic surface was developed
by H. Masss and was studied systematically by N.V. Kuznecov [K80] using the Kuznecov
sum formula. Since then, the study of Fourier coefficients around various submanifolds has
formed an important part of automorphic forms on very general arithmetic locally symmetric
manifolds. By far the sharpest estimates on individual Fourier coefficients are those of [M16]
for geodesic Fourier coefficients of Hecke eigenfunctions.

Averages of Fourier coefficients have been studied in many articles since Kuznecov’s article
[K80]. In the automorphic forms literature, the weights or test functions used in Kuznecov’s
formula are adapted to the setting of hyperbolic quotients or other locally symmetric mani-
folds. In this article, as in [Zel92) WXZ20, WXZ21], we use the wave equation and associated
test functions. As often happens, wave equation methods give sharper remainder terms than
other methods, and this is true in the present applications.

A distant goal is to obtain asymptotics of “empirical measure of the Fourier coefficients”
(1) of an individual eigenfunction ¢, as py, varies, i.e. the measure whose mass at py, is
the modulus square | [, p;ex|* of the Fourier coefficient. The results of this article and of
[WXZ21] concern the integrals of the empirical measure over short intervals.

We have already discussed the long-time refinement of the results of Theorem above;
they are studied in [Z22]. In addition, we point out the following closely related problems.

1.7.1.  Simple generalizations. With no additional effort, all results of this article extend to
the more general Kuznecov-Weyl sums, for any ¢ € [0, 1], and for any f € C*(H),

NemsN) = D >l — X))
3 A< k=0
In the leading coefficient (L), for ¢ = 1, H*(H) is replaced by ([, fdVi). More generally,
we could replace f by a semi-classical pseudo-differential operator Oppy(a) along H and
replace the inner products by (Opg(a)ymy;, er) 2y and then the coefficient is fS*H apdjiy
where ag is the principal symbol and dpuy is the Liouville measure on S*H. We will use the
generalization to Opg(a) in Section [[.2

2

(1.19)

/ fojerdVy
H

1.7.2.  More refined remainder estimates. The Hadamard parametrix of Section [l can be
used on manifolds without conjugate points to obtain a global-in-time parametrix for the
half-wave group [Be]. Such manifolds always have aperiodic geodesic flows. By controlling
the exponential growth rate of Jacobi fields and of the number of periodic orbits, one can
probably obtain logarithmic improvements to the remainder estimates of Theorem [[L2} see
[SXZh17 [CG21] among many papers on logarithmic improvements on related problems.

1.8. Two term asymptotics. We briefly indicate the results of the long time analysis in
. There, Theorem is strengthened to a two term asymptotics roughly of the form,
n+d n+d ntd __

Crat (H, A2 + QM)A oA 27,

where Qg () is a bounded, oscillatory function. To be more precise, we prove somewhat
weaker asymptotic inequalities of the type proved for the pointwise Weyl law by Yu. Safarov
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[SV]. In statement (L) of Theorem [[2] the second @y term vanishes due to aperiodicity
of G%;. In general, Qy(\) may be continuous or discontinuous, depending on the long time
dynamics of the geodesic flows. When it is discontinuous, the two-term asymptotics imply
that the jump estimates above are sharp. Recently, E. L. Wyman and Y. Xi have proved a
two-term asymptotics for the ¢ = 0 Kuznecov formula (i.e. integrals of a fixed function f
against restricted eigenfunctions) [WX22].

We give two examples to illustrate the signficance of the continuity of Qg () when it
is non-zero. A model case is supplied by totally geodesic subspheres S¢ C S™ of spheres
(see [Z22]). When n = 2 and H = + is the equator, the standard basis {Y"} of spherical
harmonics has the property that Y|, has a single non-zero Fourier coefficient. Its size
depends on the ratio %, illustrating the purpose of the constraint [cN —m| < e. The edge
case m = N corresponds to highest weight spherical harmonics, which are special cases
of Gaussian beams (see Section [L8]] for background). The Nth Fourier coefficient of the
restriction to a stable elliptic closed geodesic v of a general Gaussian beam {¢)}37_; of
frequency ~ N has the size of its L? norm, |[¢}|12(,)- As this shows, universal bounds on
individual Fourier coefficients (i.e. without any assumptions on (M, g, H)) are the same as
universal bounds on the restricted L? norm (see [BGT] for the relevant results). On the other
hand, restrictions of other spherical harmonics Y}/'|, have again just one non-zero Fourier
coefficient but in general it is O(1) when % = ¢ < 1. More drastically, if we restrict ¢} to
another geodesic 7/ # ~, the restricted Fourier coefficients and L? norms are exponentially
decaying in V.

A more general example when dim M = 2 consists of general closed geodesics. The
remainder estimates are sharp when one can construct a Gaussian beam along the closed
geodesic. Such a Gaussian beam exists along the unique rotationally invariant closed geodesic
of a convex surface of revolution, but does not exist along a hyperbolic closed geodesic for
an hourglass of revolution. In the latter case, Qg () is continuous and does not contribute
to the jumps. The results of prove such heuristic statements.

1.8.1.  The role of Gaussian beams. Maximal Fourier coefficients for ¢ = 1,d = 1 arise when
there exist Gaussian beams along elliptic closed geodesics. The classical examples are highest

weight spherical harmonics, which are roughly of the form, " (s,y) = C(n,1, N )eQMLNS e~ NP/ 2'

of eigenvalue —\? ~ N?2; they oscillate along a stable elliptic closed geodesic s € v of length
L, and have Gaussian decay in the normal directions y. Gaussian beams are the most highly
localized eigenfunctions, both in phase space S*M and in configuration space M; they con-
centrate in tubes of radius A" ~ N~3 around the phase space geodesic. Their Fourier
coefficients concentrate at the ‘edge’ pur = N, so they are a ¢ = 1 phenomenon. Restrictions
of Gaussian beams do not contribute strongly to the asymptotics of J¢ () for ¢ < 1, since

the Fourier coefficients of gp 7 concentrate at the edge. They are studled in detail in [Z22].

1.8.2. Quantum Birkhoff normal form analysis when H is a closed geodesic. For d = 1,
the eigenvalues of |j—s22|% form the arithmetic progression 277 and have multiplicity at most
2. When H is a closed geodesic, it is possible to fix n and study the sums Zj p(A —
M) [ ¢ien]®. In higher dimensions, the eigenvalues are generically distributed uniformly
modulo one [DGT75H| and can have various types of multiplicities.

In the case of a closed geodesic, one could use quantum Birkhoff normal form techniques
to study Fourier coefficients; such techniques do not seem available for higher dimensional
totally geodesic submanifolds.
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One could also let H be an arc of a non-closed geodesic, but there never exist maximal
jumps for restrictions to such geodesic arcs and in applications they do not seem important.

1.8.3. Submanifolds with non-degenerate second fundamental form. In this article, we only
study totally geodesic submanifolds H C M in the case ¢ = 1. These are the extremal
cases for Kuznecov-Weyl asymptotics, and have been the focus of eigenfunction restriction
problems (e.g. [G79, BGT] [CG21 [M16, [T09]. But the case of manifolds with non-degenerate
second fundamental form and with ¢ = 1 are also important, and in addition are generic.
For instance, horocycles and distance spheres are non-degenerate and are fundamental in
the theory of automorphic forms. The proof of Proposition Bl breaks down at the steps in
Section BTl where exp,; and expy;' are equated on TH and for the same reason ([LI4) is
more complicated than (LTH). In the case of a hypersurface H with non-degenerate second
fundamental form phase function in Proposition B.I] has a degeneracy of fold type when
¢ = 1 rather than the collapse of N*H along Diag(H x H). The fold singularity when
(n,d) = (2,1) and (M, g) is a finite area hyperbolic surface with cusps is responsible for the
analytic results in [Wo04]. It would be interesting to generalize the results of this article (and
the case ¢ < 1 in [WXZ21], in which H is a general submanifold) to the case ¢ = 1 and H has
non-degenerate second fundamental form. Explicit examples where one can expect relative
extremals for Kuznecov-Weyl asymptotics are non-equatorial latitude spheres S¢ C S™.

1.9. Acknowledgements. This article began as a collaboration with E. .. Wyman and Y.
Xi, continuing our work in [WXZ20, WXZ721], and owes much to the many discussion we
have had on Fourier coefficient Kuznecov formulae.

2. GEODESIC GEOMETRY

In this section we discuss the geodesic geometry underlying the Kuznecov-Weyl asymp-
totics, in particular the role of (LI4]). We begin with a short list of examples of (M, g, H)
where H C M is totally geodesic. A study of Kuznecov-Weyl asymptotics in these examples
illuminates the basic question of when the jumps in Corollary are of maximal size.

2.1. Model examples of totally geodesic H C M. Closed geodesics of Riemannian
manifolds are always totally geodesic submanifolds of dimension d = 1 and many articles are

devoted to norms and Fourier coefficients of restrictions. See for instance [P32] [G83] [GRSIT,
M16).

A generic Riemannian manifold does not possess even the germ of a totally geodesic
submanifold of dimension d > 1. Hence we provide a number of well-known models which
do have such submanifolds.

e Totally geodesic subspheres S C S™ of spheres. The jump estimates are shown
to be sharp for certain cases of (n,d) in [Z22]. Spheres are special in that they
are compact rank one symmetric spaces, and the eigenspaces of A are spanned in
an appropriate sense by Gaussian beams along closed geodesics (see Section [LET]).
The leading term and second term of the Kuznecov-Weyl sums reflect the different
types of restriction of Gaussian beams of S to S¢, in particular of Gaussian beams
of S™ along closed geodesics of S? versus Gaussian beams along closed geodesics
transverse to S?. Spheres also illustrate the need for the sum ), over repeated
eigenvalues in an eigenspace in (L.I0). In some cases of (n,d), there exist classical
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results on asymptotics of Legendre functions which also prove the sharpness of the
jump estimates.

Totally geodesics submanifolds of other compact rank one symmetric spaces. For
instance, the results for subspheres S? C S™ of spheres generalize to sub-projective
spaces CP? C CP". These are examples of Zoll manifolds, all of whose geodesics are
closed, and their eigenspaces are spanned by Gaussian beams. One would not expect
maximal jumps to occur on general Zoll manifolds, where the Gaussian beams are
only quasi-modes and not actual eigenfunctions.

Maximal flats of higher rank compact symmetric spaces or of compact locally sym-
metric quotients are totally geodesic. The asymptotics of eigenfunctions of higher
rank compact symmetric spaces are studied in [G79], although not the Fourier coef-
ficients of restrictions. L” norms of eigenfunctions on higher rank locally symmetric
quotients are studied in .

QCT (Quantum Completely integrable) systems [TZ03] [T09]. Quantum integrability
means that A commutes with n = dim M independent first order pseudo-differential
operators. Compact symmetric spaces are QCI and compact locally symmetric quo-
tients of rank r are partially QCI (A commutes with n — r additional operators).
An open question is whether there exist examples other than compact rank one sym-
metric spaces where jumps achieve their maximal growth, since joint eigenfunctions
concentrate on level sets of the moment map and as in [TZ03, [T09], the eigenfunctions
which concentrate on singular levels have large restricted LP norms.

Examples not already discussed include ellipsoids &, € R"*! of the form Z;lzl x? +

2
n+l T n+1 ; d—1 ]
> j=dt1 oy where {1, a; T4y, are independent over Q. The subsphere S C &, is

totally geodesic and G, , is periodic but G% is aperiodic.

Riemannian products M = H x K; H x {k} or {h} x K is totally geodesic for any
h € H,k € K. For instance if M = S™ x S¢, the geodesic flow is periodic on H but
not on M. Flat tori are often products of lower dimensional tori. Maximal jumps
are never achieved on product manifolds (see [Z22]).

Warped product metrics M = K x,, H. Given metrics h on H and k on K, a warped
product has the form k @ wh where w : K — R is a positive smooth function. One
often views M as a bundle over K with fiber H. A submanifold S x K C M is
totally geodesic in M if and only if S is totally geodesic in H and in particular each
submanifold H x {k} is totally geodesic. More generally, Riemannian submersions
with totally geodesic fibers are examples with totally geodesic submanifolds.

Wave front calculations. In this section, we generalize the results of [WXZ21]

Sections 3-5] on the compositions of canonical relations relevant to smoothed Kuznecov-
Weyl sums ([LI6) to the case ¢ = 1. Much of the analysis in the case ¢ = 1 is almost
identical to that for ¢ < 1, and the proofs are omitted when they are essentially the same
for ¢ < 1in and ¢ = 1. However, it is necessary to repeat some of the calculations
because the order of S(¢,%) (LT) at ¢ = 0 in Lemma [2.8is very different from the order in
the case ¢ < 1, and we need to track down the change in order.
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A second major change is the existence of a blow-down singularity at s = 0, leading to
the singularity in the leading coefficient (L4]), viewed as a distribution on the test function
t. The calculations in this section are used to explain the relevance of the equation (L14])
to Kuznecov-Weyl asymptotics and are also used to prove (L3 of Theorem

The analysis in for the case ¢ < 1 was based on ladder theory for Fourier
integral operators, in the sense of [GU89]. The geodesic geometry arises in the analysis of
the compositions of the Fourier integral operators in Section

The smoothed Kuznecov-Weyl sums (LI6]) are Fourier dual to traces (7)) arising from
the following operators on C*°(M x H),

PZIPMZI\/—AM®], PH:]®\/—AH,
(2.1)
Qliz\/—AM®]—I® _AH:PM_PH

As discussed at length in [WXZ21], the system (P, Q) is elliptic; )7 is a non-elliptic first
order pseudo-differential operator of real principal type with characteristic variety,

Char(Q1) : {(z,§,¢,n) € T"M X T"H : €]y — [nlgy = 0}. (2.2)

Here, gy denotes the restriction of g to TH.
Given ¢ € S(R) with ¢ € C§°(R), we define the ‘fuzzy ladder projection’,

V(Q1) LA (M x H) — L*(M x H), ¥(Q)) = /R@E(s)e“@lds (2.3)
Then, the trace (L7 is given by,
SH(t,¥) = T(Am x Ap)*(va @ D™ p(Qu) (yu @ 1) (2.4)

2
- §eit*jw<Aj ) /H oy, ) dVig ()

They are Fourier dual to the (II6) in the sense that,
St ) = ]—"A_,thJH(t) (2.5)
The composition theory of (2.4)) is discussed in Section below.
The following Lemma is analogous to [WXZ21l Lemma 3.1] and the proof is the same.

Lemma 2.1. ¢(Q1) of @3) is a Fourier integral operator in the class 172 (M x H) x (M x
H)),Tg') with canonical relation

Iii} = {(ZL’, 5, q,1; lja 5/’ q/a 77,) S Char(Ql) X Char(Ql) :

Is € supp () such that G5, x G (x,€,q,1m) = (', €, ¢, 7)}.

The symbol of ¥(Q1) is the transport of (27)~24)(s)|ds|2 @|dpr|2 via the implied parametriza-
tion (s,C) — (¢, Gy x G5°(Q)), where puy, is Liouville surface measure on Char((Q)).

We introduce a second smooth cutoff p € S(R), with p € C§° and define
1

P—)\)=_—— H(t —itA itht.
pP =) = 5= [ e e
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By Fourier inversion,

PP = NY(Q1) = 5 [y pt)e e P(Qn) dt

= %fu@ fR ﬁ(t)qﬁ(s)e—it/\eitpe—iscgl dsdt.

(2.6)

As is well-known [DG75), ¢F e I~ (Rx M x M, Graph(g')} where Graph(gt) = {(t, 7, ¢'(¢), () :I
T+ op(¢) = 0} is the space-time graph of the flow. For simplicity of notation we denote
¢ = ((1,6) € T*(M x H). Since the canonical relation of e®f is the graph of the bichar-
acteristic flow of the symbol op of P on T*(M x H), the composition theorem for Fourier

integral operators gives,
The following Lemma is analogous to [WXZ21|, Lemma 3.4].

Lemma 2.2. ¢"Py(Q,) : L*(M x H) — L*(R x M x H) is a Fourier integral operator in
the class I"1((R x M x H) x (M x H),C}), with canonical relation

Cy =A{(t,7.G5" x G5’ (¢),¢) € T*R x Char(Q,) x Char(Q,) :
s €supp (V). 7+ [Carly = 0}

In the natural parametrization of C&, by (s,t,C) € supp ¥ x R x Char(Q1) given by

(tv _|CM‘97 G?\}_t X GI_{S(g)v C)7

the symbol of €Py(Qy) is (2m)~24)(s)|ds|2 @ |dt|z @ |dpuy|2, where g, is Liouville surface
measure on Char(Q).

Remark 2.3. Geometrically, this wave front relation consists (initial, terminal) data of pairs
of geodesic arcs, an H arc of length s and an M-arc of length t + s, the only constraint on
the initial and terminal covectors being that the H initial (resp. terminal) covectors have the
same length as the M initial (resp. terminal) covectors.

As in for ¢ < 1, e 04)(Q) is a transversal composition, and therefore its order
is the sum of the order =t of ¥ [DGTH] and the order —3 of ¥(Q1) (Lemma 2T]).

To reduce to H, we introduce the restriction operator, vy ® I : C(M x H) — C(H x H),
and define

Yexaxw © (Be(r, D) ® ])€itP¢(Q1) O Virx (2.7)

Here, B.(x, D) is a cutoff operator away from normal directions. We refer to [WXZ21]
for a discussion of such cutoff operators, but note that in the totally geodesic case the
cutoff away from tangential directions is un-necessary. For fixed € > 0, we define the cutoff
operator \\"(z,D) = Op(x™) € Op(SY(T*M)) has its homogeneous symbol y\"(z,¢)

€

supported in an e-conic neighbourhood of N*H with XE") = 1 in an § subcone. We put,
Bo(z,D) =1 — " (z, D).
The following is the analogue of [WXZ21l Lemma Proposition 4.7] when ¢ = 1.
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Proposition 2.4. The wave front relation of ([27) is given by,
Uy = (Trxrxn X Txn)Ch e N (TR x THM x T*H x TiM x T H)
= {(tv T, THxHG, 71-H><H(G7\;|[—t X GI_JS)(C)) : KM|9 +7 =0,
¢ € Char Q) N Ty (M x H), G3(Cur) € TyM
(1= x)(G31"(Cur)) # 0, s € supp o}
CT'Rx (T"HXxT*H xT"H xT"H).
1

Moreover, on the support of the cutoff operator B.(x, D) away from N*H, Iy is a La-
grangian submanifold and the ‘reduced’ Fourier integral operator

Yexaxh © (Be(r, D) ® ])€itP¢(Q1) O Virxm (2.8)

belongs to the class

]p(m,d)(R % (H X H) X (H X H)7Fr}z)76>7
with

p(m, d) = orde™"(Qy) + %(n —d)+2d+ % - %(4d + 1) = orde™(Q1) + %(n —d).

The statement and proof are essentially the same as in the case ¢ < 1 of [WXZ21], Lemma,
Proposition 4.7] and we therefore omit the proof and refer there for the details.

Next we pullback under the diagonal embedding to obtain the following is analogue of
[WXZ21], Proposition 5.2]. We use the notation,

Ca = (q,n),Cy = (d1), G*(q,m) = (¢'s1)

¢ = (G, Cu) = (2,&,y,m") € Char(Q1), (z,§) € Ty M, Gy (x,€) € THM

Proposition 2.5. The wave front relation of (Ag x Ag) Ty, C T*Rx T*H x T*H is given
by,

(A x Ay) Ty ={(t,7.(¢.n—7u&); (¢, 0 —7y&)) e "R x T*H x T*H :
e T,M,E e TyM,3(s,0): G*(¢,n) = (¢, '), G (¢q,€) = (¢,€),
T=—nl ==&, 1] = ']}

Remark 2.6. This wave front set consists of analogues for bi-angles of geodesic loops. A
geodesic loop of length T at a point v € M 1is given by a geodesic arc exp, t& satisfying
exp, I'€ = x. Unlike a closed geodesic, the initial and term directions do not have to be the
same. A bi-angle is the analogue of a closed geodesic but the ‘bi-angle-loop’ consists of two
geodesic arcs, an M-arc and an H-arc from q to ¢, with no constraint that the projection of
the initial or terminal directions of the M arc agree with those of the H arc.

Proof. The calculation is similar to that of [DGT75, (1.20)] for the pullback to the ‘single
diagonal’ in M x M. The pullback to the ‘double-diagonal’ Ay.y C H x H x H x H
subtracts the two covectors at the same base points in the double-diagonal.
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In terms of the above notation,
(Ap x AH)*F}W ={(t,7,(¢;n —7u8); (¢, —7x)) € T'"R x T"H x T*H : 3s
(ta T, (Q> 77)> (Qa 7TH€)> (Gs(qa n)a 71-HGYH_S(% 5))) S Fl ,e}

= {(t>7'> (q,n - WHf)H(SaU, 7THxH(93>§>?/>77”)>7THxH(G7Jt X G?)((I,E,y,n”))) € F}p,e,
(@.4.4,4") = (z,y,7G3}" (2,€), 7G ' (y. ")),
(Cory Cir) = (A X Ap)* (maxnC men (G % G5°)(€)))}
Indeed, on the base M x H, the pullback restricts to the double diagonal,

AH X AH(qa q/) - (qa q, qla q/) =T (WHXHC>7TH><H(G7\Zt X G[_Js)(C))
— q=x=vy, ¢ =7GNx,&) =rG;(y,n").

Moreover, on the (co-)vector level, n” = n and,

(Cu, Cy) = (Am x Ap) T (G, (G x G')*(€)),

— WH(qa 5) - (Q> 77)7 WHGR—J[_S(Q> 6) = (q/> 77/) = GI_JS(Q> 77)
These conditions imply that (¢,&) € S*H, since my& = n and [£| = |7]. O

The next step is to pushforward under II : R x H x H — R, which results in ‘closing’ the
bi-angle-loop wave front set to the set of ‘closed bi-angles’.

Proposition 2.7. The pushforward wave front set is given by,
Ay =TL(Ay x Ay)'T), C T'R
={(t,7) e T"R: 3{(g,;n) : G'(g;n) = (¢,m)} (2.9)
Proof. As in [DGT5, (1.21)], the pushforward operation erases points of
(Ap x AH)*Fllp,e = {(t,7,(¢;n —7u8); (¢",n — 7ul’))}

unless 1 — &) =1 — mr&’ = 0 and the output for such vectors is (¢, 7). Since H is totally
geodesic, and g€ = 7, one has G"*5(q,n) = G*(q,n). Cancelling the s factors gives the
result.

0

2.3. Cleanliness issues. We recall that except for the last statement of Theorem and
Theorem [[T7] it is assumed that suppi), suppp C (—rg,1g). The wave front calculations above
explain the difficult cleanliness issues that arise if we drop the assumption that suppp C
(—rp,10). In the intermediate wave front set calculations, one would need that the set of arcs
from ¢ to ¢’ of arbitrary length form clean submanifolds. This is obviously true for H arcs
or M-arcs of lengths in (—7g, ), where the arc from ¢ to ¢’ is unique but is rarely true for
long arcs. In particular, there are problems if ¢, ¢’ are conjugate points along an H arc.

It is possible that the wave front relations are not Lagrangian submanifolds until the last
step, where the the set of arcs consists of closed geodesics. In that case, we would need that
the fixed point sets FixGj; are all clean in the sense of [DGT5]; this is substantially simpler
than cleanliness of the arc-sets in the intermediate steps, but is still non-generic.
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2.4. The order of (L7) at t = 0. We now calculate the order of (L) after further com-
posing with the diagonal pullback to (H x H) x (H x H) and then the pushforward to R.
The trace is the composition defined by the fiber product diagram of Fl . with the conormal
bundle of the diagonal of H x H (see [WXZ21] (8.6)]). Note that the order at t = 0 is quite
different from the case ¢ < 1 in [WXZ21], and justifies including the material in the previous
section.

In a neighborhood of t = 0, ?qrefSpsiDEF is a Lagrangian distribution and we may
calculate its order using the calculus of Fourier integral operators despite the blow-down
singularity at s = 0.

Lemma 2.8. As in [WXZ2I, (5.10)], if ¢» = 0 in an interval around s = 0, then the
order of S(t, ) is =2 + 2(n — d) + L dim G, where G{ = Fix(GY;). From the fact that
dim G) = dim S*H = 2d — 1,
3 1 1 5 n+d
ordS(t, ¥)|t=0 = 17 5(11— d)+d-— 5= 1t 9
Recall that 1577 has symbols of order s"3 .

Proof. The composition is clean away from the singularity at s = 0. The order and compo-
sition are therefore computed precisely as in [DG75] and [WXZ21l, (5.7)-(5.8)]. However the
excess e(0) is different and results in the different order. O

3. PROOF OF THEOREM AND THEOREM [IL.7] USING HORMANDER PARAMETRICES

In this section, we use the Hérmander parametrices of the wave proof to proveTheorem
[L7 for ¢ such that 1/3 = 0 in some interval around 0. Although this does not clarify the
regularization at s = 0, its phase is simple and exhibits the blow-down singularity responsible
for the singular coefficient in Theorem [[.2l In fact, it is precisely the phase of a certain Bessel-
type integral that we refer to as a “double-Bessel function” (£.6). In Section [ we build on
this parametrix approach to construct model oscillatory integrals. We then reduce the actual
problem to the model case. The Hormander parametrix method is also used in
and makes it easy to compare with the case ¢ < 1 (see Section [.G)).

3.1. Hormander small time parametrices. In this section we review the Hormander
parametrix of the half-wave kernel and use it to derive the following,

Proposition 3.1. Let (M, g) be any compact Riemannian manifold of dimension n, and let
H C M be a totally geodesic submanifold of dimension d < n — 1. Then, there exists a
semi-classical amplitude A({y,w), (y,w), q,y,w,w) of order zero such that,

Ny o (N) = A2 [ [ qu fs HfS*MdJ Y @))p({y, w))er et
(3.1)
A(<y> (.U), <ya w>> q,w, CLTJ) dVH(y)dVH(q)dSq(w)dSq(&)a
When d =1, Sy H = {Fe1} and the integral is a sum over +.

Proof. On any Riemannian manifold, we may construct small time parametrix for U(t) =
e™' =2 an oscillatory integral of the form,

Ut 2,y) = / e WO G A1y €)d, (3.2)
T*M

*
x
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where A(t, z,y, ) is a homogeneous amplitude of order 0 and supported in the set r(x,y) <
t+ 6 for any small § > 0. Here, exp, : B,(€e) C T, M — M is the exponential map and B, (e)
is a sufficiently small ball so that exp, is a diffeomorphism to its image. The amplitude is
independent of z and f or |t| < inj(M, g) satisfies, for all (y,&) € T*M,

A0,y,8) =1,

A(tayag) -1les™

(3.3)

Then, if p and 1& have sufficiently small support so that the parametrix ([B.2) is valid for
both UM(t), UH(S),

Nty = J Jrrerr PO it Ay gyt (Qu) e vy dtdVig (q)dVia (')

= fR fR fHXH @E(s)p(t)eit)\UH(_Sa q, q/)UM(t + S, 4, q/)dVH(q)dVH(q/)det
(3.4)
has the parametrix,

ivrr Sgpr Jo Jo Srons Jo i O(9)POEP ™ A8, 5,4, ¢/, €.0)dVia ()dVi (g )dsdtdé .
' (3.5)
where
Uy = ((expy") (¢, &) + (exp)THq) . m) + (£ + s)[€] — s,
and where
Ai(t,s.q.4,&m) = Aur(t+5,4,4, &) Ar(—cs,q.4"m).

We change variables & — A, n — An and obtain a semi-classical oscillatory integral,

it [ depnen N A s ) dVala)dVald sdrd,

(3.6)
To simplify the integral, we set £ = pw,n = ow and change variables to get the phase,

Us(t,s,q,q, pyw, 0,0) :=t(1 — p) + s(p — o) + p{(exp)) " (¢'),w) + o{(exp]) 7 (¢), D).

We eliminate the pair of variables dtdp by stationary phase, which introduces a new factor
A~!and sets p = 1,¢ = ((exp))~(¢'),w). The Hessian determinant equals 1, reducing the
integral to,

At fooo foH fR fs;M fs*,H @E(S)ﬁ(<(exp£4)‘1(¢), w))er:
' (3.7)
Ax({(expd) ™M), w), 5¢,¢',€,m) AV (q)dViu (¢ )dsdS (w)o? dodS(®),

where

Uy = s(1—0) 4 ((exp)’) " (¢), w) + o{(exp]) " ('), @),
and where the new amplitude A, still satisfies (33).
Next we eliminate dods by stationary phase to obtain o = 1 and s = ((expl)~!(¢'),d).
The Hessian again equals 1 and the oscillatory integral reduces to and reduce to,
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N2 o S g D0l (@), EDAexp) () ))e
(3.8)
As({(expl)~H(q), w), {(exp) ('), @)q, ¢, w. &) dVir(q)dVir(¢')dS (w)dS (@),
where
U3(q,¢',w, @) := {(expy’) 7 (¢'), w) + ((expy) 7 (¢), @),
and where the new phase satisfies

As({(expy) () w), {(expff) (). @)a, ¢, w, @) = 1, (when q = ).

3.1.1.  H totally geodesic. We now use that H is totally geodesic for the first time. Since
¢.q' € H, (exp)") ' (¢') = (expl)~'(¢'), and we may combine terms to simplify the phase to,

V(g ¢, w, @) = ((expy )7 (q), w + D).
For simplicity of notation, we henceforth denote
y = (expf )N (¢) € T,H,r = ru(q,q),y =rv
and obtain the universal phase,
U(y,w;w) = (y,w+w), (yeTl,,weS;M,we S H). (3.9)

Henceforth, we regard (¢, @) as parameters and consider the oscillatory integral,

Ny, 0.@) = N2 fo [y Dy, 8)({(y, w))er et
(3.10)

A({y, w), (y, w),y, w,w) dydS(w),

where A = 1 when y=0.
This completes the proof of Proposition B.I
0

3.2. Analysis of the phase. For purposes of comparison to model phases in Section M, we
extract from (B]) the sub-integrals,

Thas @0, ,0,0) 1= fiz g fypng DO, B (0,0} o)
(3.11)
A((v,w), (v,w), q, rv,w, W) dSy(w)dS,(W).
As will be seen in Section @], they are closely related to Bessel (or, rather, double-Bessel)
integrals (L0) and exhibit the same blow-down singularities. Their relation to (B1) is given
by,

N&;,p,H()‘) = \nrd=2 fooo fH fqu JIIJ,M()H q, 70, X, 0, p) 7“Cl_ldrde((])dsq(v)' (3.12)

As before, we regard the variables (¢,w) € SyH as parameters and the the variables
(¢,w) € H x S"1 as the “phase variables” of the oscillatory integral. We change variables
as in that section, to write

¢ =exp,y=exp,(rv), y=rveT,HvecSHr>0, (yw)eT,HxS;M (3.13)
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This is possible since the short-time parametrix is used only for (¢, q’) near the diagonal

Apg x H x H. It should be kept in mind that y = 0 or r = 0 corresponds to the diagonal in

H x H. As usual, we identify T)H =T, H using the metric g without further comment.
We therefore study the inner integral of Proposition B.1]

uA ¢, Q) = Jpy Jsou D({y, @)A((y, w))er D A dydsS, (w), (3.14)

where A = ((y,w), (y,w), q,y,w,w). Recall that this parametrix expression is only valid for
|t| smaller than the injectivity radius of H.
The phase function of [BI1) or (BI4) in the coordinates [BI3)) is,

V(w;y,w) = (y,w—w): S;M x T,H x S;H — R. (3.15)

Here, ¢ € H is fixed and is not indicated further in the notation for (BI4]); henceforth, we
view the phase (BI7) as defined on SZ~' x RY x 511,

In this section, we analyze the Lagrangian submanifold generated by the phase (B.1%])
and, in particular, the singularity of its projection at y = 0 (i.e. on the diagonal). In
Section [l we show that the cubic Taylor approximation to ([3I5) is the normal form phase
function generating a Lagrangian submanifold with a blow-down singularity. We follow
[DG7H] and [HolV] for background on clean phase functions of homogeneous oscillatory
integrals, for background on semi-classical (non-homogeneous) oscillatory integrals

with a large parameter, and [G89] for background on blow-down maps.
We recall (cf. [DGT5, Page 71]) that a phase function ¢(z,6) on X x R is clean if

Cp = {(v,0) € X x R : Vyp(z,0 = 0}
is a submanifold of X x R and at each point of C, the tangent space is the space of vectors

annihilated by d(g_;)v . ,d(a‘r)g—fv). The excess e of the clean phase is defined so that N —e is

the dimension of the space spanned by these differentials. When the phase is clean, the map
by Cp = Ay CT*X, 1,(2,0) = (z, V)

is a fiber mapping of fiber dimension e over its image A,. The Leray measure d¢, on C,, is
the pullback §o(Vap) of & under the map Vi : X x RY — RN, Tt is well-defined if Vy is
a submersion.

For the phase ([B.15) with ¢ fixed, the role of X is played by @ € S¢~! and the role of the
phase variable § € RY is played by 0 = (y1...,yq,w € S"1), with N = d + n — 1. Then,

Vol = (w—0,y— (y,w)w) € S" ' x H~ " x R
and the critical set of the phase ([B.I%) is given by,
Cy ={(W;y,w):w=w, y=(y,w)w} CS;M xTyH x Sy M. (3.16)
As the next Lemma shows, the phase ([B.13)) fails to be clean (much less, non-degenerate).
Lemma 3.2. We hawve,
e (i) The phase BIH) is a clean phase of excess e = 1 on the complement of the
diagonal q = ¢, i.e. fory # 0. That is, the kernel of dV; , on Ts.0(STIXREx S

equals 15, ,Cy when y # 0. If y = rv, all components of dg ..,V are independent on

Cy.
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e (ii) The phase [BI0) is not clean along the set where {y = 0} (the diagonal). The
kernel of dW; , on T5.50(STEx RY x 8" 1) jumps at y = 0 to include SN*Apwp,
i.e. wE S*M mgw = 0.

e (11i)) The map vy : Cy\{y = 0} — Ay is an R* bundle over the zero section
Ay = Opegar C T*S9 Y. It has a blow-down singularity over {y = 0} (see Section
8.1

Proof. Proof of (i)

For fixed w, the equation y = (y, w)w determines v = ¥ = W and therefore the slice Cy(w)
with fixed @ can be identified with r € (0,00) when r > 0. Cy(w) also contains the point
y = 0 for every w. It follows that C'y ~ SyH x R, is a manifold with boundary Sy x {0}.
Henceforth, we put

U (y, w) = ¥ (w,y,w).
To calculate the covectors d(%) = dV, .V, we use that the phase (.10 is symmet-

ric under the diagonal action of SO(d) on S%! x R? x S"~! where it acts on the third
factor by ¢ - w = (grgw,wt). We fix ¢ € H and define linear coordinates (yy,...,y4) on
T,H ~ RY. Without loss of generality we may assume that @ = e;. We also fix linear
coordinates (z1,...,2,) on Ty M ~ R" and endow S;M ~ S"~! with the coordinates 1’ :=

(X1, ooy Tg1, Tag1s - -+ L), With zg = /1 — [2/|2. Then w = (21, ..., x4-1, £/ 1 — |2|%, Tas1,- -+, Tn)

In these coordinates, eq = (0,1, 0) corresponds to ' = 0 in By(R" ). Then,
w—w=(21,...,0q-1, V1 = |2]? = Lxgs1,...,2n), (0=ey)

so that for |2/| < 1 and on the 4 hemisphere ST! where 24 = 4+/1 — |2/|2, B1H) reduces
to

d—1 d—1
U= ypay £ ya(VI— [P = 1) =y + yalza — 1). (3.17)
j=1 j=1

We note that the choice of W = e, creates the sign asymmetry between +4/1 — |2/|2 — 1.
Next, we calculate the covectors d(%) = dV,,V in these coordinates. Let 0, = %.
J J

Since 9,,/1—[2']2 = ﬁ, j # d, the critical point equations of the phase ([B.I7) on
the complement of z, = 0 are,
(1) OV =x;=0(j=1,...,d—1);

(i) OV =14—1=0 <= 2y=1 <= £\ /1-[2|?=1 <= +,2/ =0,

(idd) O, Vo = =0,j=1,...,d—1;

%+wr7?—0¢¢%

(iv) a’cJ Wed = Yd

\ |

=0 << yg=00rx;=0,j=d+1,...,n

x'|?

(3.18)
There is a sign asymmetry in £ due to the choice of w = e, in (ii), since there are no solutions
for the — sign. In (iii) we use (ii) to simplify the equation. By (i), z; =0, for j =0,...,d—1,
hence on the critical set, 2’ = (0,0,...,0, 24, X441, ..., T,). The critical point equation in yq4
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implies x4 = 1 (hence = 1 as in (ii) since we have chosen e, as the base point). It follows

that 441,...,2, = 0 at a critical point. Combining the first critical point equation with
the second critical point equation, one finds that y; =0 for j =1,...,d — 1. When y; = 0,
equation (iv) does not force 441, ..., 2z, = 0 but it is forced by (ii).

To check the condition that T'C'y is the nullspace of the differentials, we form the Hessian
matrix of U+,

w
A B 0 B

(DVU)|e,, = |y D;9¥ D; W° = —
BT D BT D
w D2 U® D2ZUP
v “5 ey
Here, Aisd x d,Bis (n—1) xd and D is (n — 1) x (n — 1). Intrinsically, the Hessian acts

on T,H & T(S;M).

For future reference, we recall [L88] that the signature of an invertible symmetric matrix

A B
M as above, with inverse is given by
(B/)T D/
sgn M = sgnA +sgn D', (3.19)

Proof of (ii) The following Lemma implies (i)-(ii).
Lemma 3.3. Let r = Rank(DV\Ifa)\cw and let V = Ker (DV\Ifa)\CW.
(1) Wheny#0,r=n+d—2andV = span%, the radial vector in T,H.

— — _ 0 *
(2) Wheny =0, r=2d—2 and V = spang © TS; M.

Proof. Since A = 0, the rank of the Hessian is rankB+rank . Dy¥* = myw = w on the

B
D
critical set and its derivative there always has rank d — 1. Since ¥/ = Ilgn-1(y) = —|y|ln—1
is the second fundamental form of S"~! at point where y is normal, it equals —|y| times the
identity matrix of rank n—1. When y = 0 then D = 0 and the rank equals 2 rank B = 2d —2.

When y # 0 the rank equals rank B +rank D =n+d — 2. O

Thus, there is a drop in rank by n — d when y = 0 and the phase fails to be clean when
y = 0. But it is of constant rank and is clean for y # 0.
Proof of (iii)

The associated Lagrange map is
vy Cy = TS 1y (@, y,w) = (@, dzV (@, y,w)) = (@,y — (y,@)D) = (@,0) € Opsgar.
The fiber of this map (with ¢ fixed and suppressed) is given by
131 (@,0) = {(@,y,w) 1w =w,y = (y,0)w} ~ R* (3.20)

since the equation y = (y,w)w is homogeneous under multiplication of y by = € R. If we
denote v = ﬁ then v = +w.

O
It will be explained in Section that ¢y has a blow down singularity over {y = 0}.
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3.3. Stationary phase. For the sake of completeness, we recall the stationary phase method
(cf. [HoIVI Volume IJ).

THEOREM 1. Let K C R"™ be compact, let U be an open neighborhood of K, and let k € N.
Let a € C°)K), S € C®(U) with ImS = 0. Assume S'(xo) = 0,det S”(xo) # 0,5" # 0 in
K\{zo}. Then:

Jen a(2)e? @ dy =

= S60) /At (NS (1)) /278) 325 A Lyalio)

O30 <o Sup [D*u(2)]).
Here, if guy(2) = S(x) = S(20) = (5" (o) (2 — 20), (x — 20))/2 then

7’ ]2_ 1 v
Lia= > > v (S"(x9) "' D, D)"(g" a).

v—pu=j 2v>2p

3.4. Stationary phase analysis away when 1&(3) vanishes near s = 0.

Proof. By Lemma B2 stationary phase applies to the subintegral of ([B1]) defined by,
BB =X [ ()00 Adyds ),
TiH JSiM

in the ‘phase variables’ (w,y), with ¥ defined in ([BI3]), and with amplitude

A= ﬁ(r(v,w),r(v,@), q, 70, W, ),
where y = rv, and where (¢, @) are regarded as parameters. By (B.I0]), the phase is stationary
if and only if w = w = £v = % with | det Hess®|2 = r~®=9_ The critical set for fixed

(¢,w) may be identified with R,; the phase equals zero on the critical set. When y # 0 we
can use the Schur determinant formula to obtain,

det Hess = det D det(BTD'B) = |y[*~|y| "4~ = |y| (=) = p~(0=d),
The signature of the Hessian at the critical point is given by,
sgn Hess = 0.

Indeed, it is recalled in (B.19) that the signature of the Hessian is the signature of D" where
the inverse of the Hessian has lower right block D’; here we use that the upper left block of
the Hessian equals zero. By the Schur complement inverse formula, when A = 0 the Schur
complement is M/D = —BD !B and
(M/D)~! —(M/D)~'BD™!
Mt =
~D'BY(M/D)™Y D'+ D 'BT(M/D)*BD™!
so (again assuming A = 0)
sgenM = sgn (D' + D~'BT(M/D)"'BD™!) = sgn(D~!+ D™ 'BT(-BD'BT)"'BD!)

— —sgn(l,_; — BY(BBT)"'B),

since by Lemma B3, D = —|y|l,_,, while B = D ryw. Now BBT = I,_;, concluding the
proof.
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Since
(y,w) =r{v,w) =xr==x
on the critical set, modulo dimensional constants C,, 4,

Lig,@,A) = X2 [ L (g, 0)) Ay, w)) xa(y) M) Adyd S (w)
o ATHE2NTEE 0 G (2) Ao(q, @, @) x| e,

where Ag(q,w,x) = ;&o(x,x, q, XW, W, ).

Assuming that p =1 on Supplﬁ and Suppi/AJ C (0, 00), the integral has the same singularity

(to leading order) as,
Cra\™®" ™ / D(s)s™ " ds.

This is a preliminary result since we have assumed the ¢) vanishes near 0. The stationary
phase expansion is not valid all the way down to s = 0, as one can easily verify in model cases
such as for Bessel functions (Section FL0]). In the next sections we will prove the complete
formula for the leading coefficient. We also calculate the amplitude explicitly by using a
Hadamard parametrix in Section Bl In the next section, we use a model integral with a
sufficiently accurate Taylor approximation to the phase, which clarifies the distributional
coefficient (I4) when [0, 1] C Supp.

O

4. PROOF OF THEOREM AND [I.7] USING A MODEL PHASE

In this section, we complete the proof of Theorem and Theorem [L.7] by approximating
the phase (y,w — w) by its Taylor expansion up to order 4. This allows one to distinguish
one variable that causes degeneracy of the stationary phase method. It is possible to apply
the stationary phase method in the remaining variables and then to integrate the result in
the distinguished variable.

4.1. Model phase. In determining properties of the Hessian, and in calculating asymptotics
of integrals, it is convenient to Taylor expand (B.I7) around its critical point ' = 0. We
define the ‘model’ phase,

\I]model(y_; f) = Zj;i Y;xi — %yd|$/|2 : Rd X Bl(]Rn_l) —- R
(4.1)
d—1
Yoim YTy — gya(@i + o wg + 2hy e ).
We view the variables (yg, z4,...,%,) as parameters and consider the phase [BIT) as a

function W,04e1,a-1 f (Y1,- .-, Yda—1,21,...,24—1). The critical point analysis in Lemma
applies to the model phase as much as to ([B.I7) since they agree modulo terms of order 4

by the next Lemma. Since /1 — [¢/]? =1 — §[2/|> + O(|2/[*), we have

Lemma 4.1. In the above coordinates, when y # 0 the universal phase BIT) has a unique
critical point ¥ = eq and y = yqeq, and satisfies,

<yaw - &3> = \Ijmodel(y> ) + O(yd|x | )
The Hessian of (8I7)) equals that of ([.I]) at the critical points.
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Lemma 4.2. For any fivred (yq, Tq, Tas1,---,%n), the Hessian of BIT) (or equivalently,

Uoodet,d—1) aty' = 0 = 2’ is non-degenerate in the variables (v, 2') = (y1, ..., Ya—1, 1, - - ., Ta—1) ]
Indeed,
y T
(D*Wnode) lo=0y=yges = | ¥ Oa—ta—1  La—1,a-1

T Igva-1 —Yali—1,a-1

Moreover, det(D2\Ifmodel)|m/:07y:yded =1, and its inverse is given by,

yd[d—l,d—l [d—l,d—l
2 -1
(D \Ijmodel) |x’:0,y=yd6d =

Tiva-1  Og—14-1

In particular, we note that the determinant and inverse of this Hessian are uniformly
bounded, i.e. do not blow up when y; — 0. However, when y;, = 0 the critical point
equations do not imply that x4.1 = --- =z, = 0. In invariant terms, y; = 0 corresponds to
Apywg and the coordinates (2411, ...,x,) run over the fiber of N*Ap,g.

Proof. The Hessian has the form

Y !
D*¥ = DXy D2 v =
( model) |x’:0,y=yded - Y y * model y,z! ¥ model = 5

/ 2 2
X Dx/y \Ilmodel DCL‘/Z‘/ \Ilmodel

leys

with A = 0 and with,
Bkj = D;k%(zzi;i yjl’j — %yd|l’/|2) = 0jk = [d—l,d—l k’ = 1, . .,d — 1,] = 1, . .,d — 1,

d— .
Dji = D2, (3571 yjw; — Suala’|?) = —yadin, Jk=1...,d-1,

proving that the Hessian has the stated form. Since we can multiply the top row block by
yq and add it to the bottom row block without changing the rank, the matrix has full rank.
We calculate the determinant Schur determinant formula by interchanging the two columns

and using the Schur formula det M = det D det(A — BD~'C).
O

4.2.  Asymptotics of the model integral. In this section, we drop the factors AR

from the amplitude.(3.I0) and (3.I4]), and study the model oscillatory integral,
]model()\) = / / X(y)d(yd)el)‘(zj;ll yjmj—%yd(m%—l—---+w371+123+1+---+$%))d?j‘di{ (42)
Bl(Rn—l) Rd

In the next section, we restore the factors and explain their role in the final answer.
By Lemma [L2] we can remove the variables (yi,...,Y4_1,%1...,2Zq—1) by applying sta-
tionary phase to the sub-integral,

. / Ny — Ly (a4 422 a2, Ata2)) 3
I\ Ya, Tagrs - Tn) -—/ / X', ya)e (St vy dualaf dot T )dy Z.
Rd—1 JRd-1
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As in Section B3] there exists a complete asymptotic expansion with leading term,

d1+d1

I()‘> Ydy Td+15 - - ) ~ N\ (O yd)e 22>\yd(xd+1+ a7, )

The higher order terms in )\_1 involve the inverse Hessian derivatives of the amplitude
multiplied by €% where Rj is the third and higher order terms of the phase. As noted below
Lemma 1.2 the inverse Hessian operators have smooth coefficients and so the remainders
are as stated in Section B3

After applying stationary phase, the integral is reduced to a series of which the leading
term is,

d—l4d—1 7
)\‘%// X(0, ya) U (ya)e 2 it ) qy day - - dy,
Bl(Rn d

We put the integral in polar coordinates with radial variable R* = (z7,, + - -+ 22) to get,

IO Yy Ty - ) AT 20 1// (0, ya) ¥ (ya)e~ 24 dy, P 14R,

where we obtain the new amplitude A, from the stationary phase expansion and integration
over the unit sphere in R"~%. Let us write p = %Rz to get

n—d—1

1
d—14d— 2 ~ .
I Yay Tarr, -5 Tn) = A H 1// X(and)qﬁ(yd)e_%”yd”dydp 3 p—%dp.
RJO

Note that the integrand is in L' for any d < n — 1. Thus, the model oscillatory integral
reduces to

f]RfO yd szdR R d— ldeyd — fo )\R2 R~ d— ldR

=\ [N (p)p T dp

_ )\_ngdfooow( 7Ld2dp+o()\ )

We then rewrite the answer in terms of the Fourier transform (LL9),

n—d—2 n—d—2

Je(p)py * dp = [JoU(s)Fipp ® ds

— 7)\7T/2F(TL d—2 _'_1 f]R S+ZO) d .

(4.3)

Multiplying by the factor \"*?=2\=4+! from the prior calculations, the model integral
becomes

Lnodet(N)  ~ Crp gA™ 20NN [ 4)(5) (s 4 i0)~ "2" ds
(4.4)
n+d ~ . n—d
= N7 ! Je¥(s)(s+1i0)~ "z ds.

4.3. Completion of the proof of Theorem [I.7l The purpose of the above calculation
was to exhibit a simple model which gives the same type of leading coefficient. We now
complete the proof of the first (short-time) statement of Theorem and Theorem [[.7] by

including the additional amplitude factors ¢ i A of Lemma A1l in the integrand.
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Proof. We repeat the analysis in Section L2 but replacing the amplitude x(y)t in @2) by
the full amplitude

~ ~

X(y)w(yd)A(%, o Td 1 YLy Ydss Yo L1 - - ’xn>€7;)\R4(w17---7-’Ed717y17---7yd177yd7$d+17---7-'5n)'

As in the proof of the stationary phase method in [HoIV] Volume IJ, the factor ¢ A can be
absorbed into the amplitude and then produces the expansion reviewed in Section The
stationary phase procedure applies with this additional factor as in the model case since the
phase is the same as the model case and since, by Lemma [£2] the inverse Hessian derivatives
are smooth.

Stationary phase in the variables (x1,...,Zq-1,y1,...,Yqs—1) localizes the integrand to

(Z1,-. ., @a_1,Y1,- - Ya_1) = 0. The new part of the integrand is,
A’((‘)” (‘)" Yas Tty e xn)ei/\m(675,yd7:cd+17---,xn)‘
We then use polar coordinates (z441,...,2,) = Rw’ and again use that the model phase is
6—%i)\ydR2 )
The other factor in the amplitude is
A(Ga Oa Yd, Tds - - - xn)
We set

—

A(yd) = / AV(O> 6a Yd; Ldy - - - axn)d,u

The resulting integrals have the form,
_d—14d—1 A 1, Ve e—d—
Vo // X (0, ya) P (ya) Alya)e 2 2=V R4y, d R,
R Bl(R”*‘i)

Next we integrate in y4 to get

~

fyd—mX(Oa Ya)(ya) A(ya) |n=(%)\\/1—R2—1)‘

We then get the explicit integral above, and inverse Fourier transform to get

[ (.00 Al (i +10) " s

Modulo calculating A(yg), this gives all the details of the leading order term in Theorem
and Theorem [[7l The calculation of the density is given in Section O

4.4.  Apriori properties of a(H, ). In view of the complications in computing the
leading coefficient using a hybrid stationary phase and Fourier inversion method, we use
an indirect argument to prove that the regularization (s + i0)~"2" in ([4) is the correct
regularization.

Lemma 4.3. The functional ¢ — a°(H, ) in (L) is a positive measure on R which is
supported on R .

Proof. Since it is now proved that (L2) has an asymptotic expansion of order )\nTM, the
leading coefficient is given by,
a)(H, ) := lim A5 N} (0.
A—00 ’

Since Ny, ;(A) > 0 when ¢ > 0, also af(H,4) > 0 if ¢» > 0. To prove that it is supported
on R, we note that by the convention in (L2), the differences of eigenvalues are ordered as
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Aj — fu, and from the fact that the Fourier coefficients (1) are negligible for p, > A\; + €
we see that the positive measure a{(H,) is supported on the positive reals.

In ([4) we get the inverse Fourier transform of this measure. It is determined on (0, c0)
by the stationary phase analysis above, which shows that it agrees with the formula (L4
for ¢ such that ¢) = 0 in some interval around 0. This leaves two points unclear: (i) how the
Fourier transform is regularized at s = 0; (ii) whether there exists a component of the Fourier
transform supported at s = 0. Regarding point (i), there is apriori only one regularization
s~"3 for s > 0 whose Fourier transform is a temperate positive measure supported on R, .
Indeed, all regularizations must agree on (0,00) and their differences must be supported at
s = 0. Regarding point (ii) the analysis of the model phase shows that there is no component
supported at s = 0. O

4.5. Relation to Bessel integrals. The singularity at s = 0 is therefore universal. The
above model integral with A = 1 is essentially the ‘double Bessel integral’. To explain this,
we recall the well-known formula,

P T (amAe) = [ @mNEIas), (€ RY). (4.5)
Sn—1

Stationary phase asymptotics apply when |[A{| — oo but do not apply when |A| < M for

some M > 0. The rapid decay of the integral (as A — 00),

Jen @) (Jgnor €209 dw) dy = [, POw)dw = (N), it (y) = P(|y]),

for a radial function ¥ on R"™ is obvious from the fact that there are no critical points of
y — (y,w), but becomes opaque if one tries to first apply stationary phase in w, or to express
it in terms of Bessel functions,

n—2

Jen b) (fgns €200d) dy - =[5 () (M)~ oz ().

n—2

The well-known (stationary phase) asymptotics of (Ar)™ 2z J n2 (Ar) only apply when \r —
00

The singularity at s = 0 is essentially of this type. To be more exact, it arises in the
Euclidean case as the “double-Bessel” function,

Jﬂlgd’Rn()Vy’w) L= fgnq fgd—l &((yaaj>)eiMy’ﬂRdw_a)dSn(W)de(a>7 Y€ Rda
) (4.6)
= (PN a2 (W) (rPN) T Jaz (W), i =1, r=y|

The model phase (L1]) approximates the phase of this integral. The parameter s is |y|. The
asymptotics of ([0 for AR < C' are obtained by Taylor expansion and are clearly of larger
order in A than the stationary phase asymptotics for (Ar) — oo.

4.6. Comparison to the case ¢ < 1. The asymptotics above involve test functions p
such that the support of p is an interval [—e, €] which contains no periods 7" # 0 of the
G%,. We now compare the results for such test functions in the case ¢ < 1 and ¢ = 1.
Later, we will compare results for general test functions p. In the case ¢ < 1 of
the phase (y,w + w) of Proposition B and of (B.15) gets replaced by V. .(w;y,w) = (y,w —
cw)y. Its critical set is given by Cy, = {mpw = cw,y = (y,w)myw, rather than the set
(316). The main difference is that the critical point equations do not constrain 7w € N*H
when ¢ < 1 except in its norm |r4w| = V1 —¢%; when ¢ = 1, the normal component
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vanishes. Hence, dimCy, = dimCy + (n —d — 1), and dimCy, =d -1+ (n —d—1) =
n — 2. When H is a hypersurface, dim NH = 0 and so dimCy = dim Cy, + 1. When
dim H = n — 2 then dim N;H = 1 and dim Cy = dim Cy,. Otherwise, dim Cy > dim Cy,.
This difference in dimensions is responsible for the change in order of growth of N (1))

from A"' when ¢ < 1 [WXZ21 Theorem 1.1] to A" in Theorem 2 Moreover, the
degeneracy of the(@IH) when y = 0 does not occur when ¢ < 1 since in the coordinates
above, w = (z1,...,%q, Tat1, .., Ty) With 23 4+ -+ + 25 = A 25, + -+ 22 =1 — ¢ and

(y,w — cw) = Z?;i y;jx; + ya(zq — ¢), and the analogue of the local model (1)) for ¢ =1

i8S Ve model (U, T) = Z;.l;i YT — yd(\/02 — (24 -+ 2% ) — ¢). The critical points are given
by, z; =y; =0,(j=1,...,d—1),24 = c but yg and (x441,...,2,) are unconstrained by the
critical point equation except that the norm of (z4y1,...,x,) is V1 — ¢2. The analogue of the
equation (LI4) when ¢ < 1is G5*nu G (¢q,&) = 7 (g, §), and there are solutions along the
diagonal only when s = ¢ = 0, since otherwise the bi-angle must make a non-zero angle with
H. Since (z441, ..., 2,) lie in the critical set, the normal Hessian has no (xg41, . .., z,)-block
as in Section B4 and therefore does not acquire the factor |y|~™=%.

5. CALCULATION OF THE AMPLITUDE IN ([L4)) USING THE HADAMARD PARAMETRIX

In this section, we use Hadamard parametrices for Uy (¢, x,y) resp. Ug(s,z,y) to give
a formula (B.7) for Ni, i Lhe Hadamard parametrices are simple and explicit enough
to identify the geometric invariants in (IL4]). On the other hand, the calculations in polar
coordinates become singular at » = 0 and the Hadamard parametrix does not seem to give
a simple approach to the singularity at s = 0.

The Hadamard parametrix uses the phase o(t* — r?(x,y) where ¢ > 0 and where r(z,y)
is the Riemannian distance between z,y. The distance squared 7%(z,y) is smooth in a
neighborhood of the diagonal x = y but is not smooth when y is a cut point to . Hence
we need to cutoff the parametrix using a cutoff y(z,y) sufficiently near the diagonal so that
r? is smooth. We absorb the cutoff into the amplitude and suppress it from the notation.
The neighborhood is the union of the same balls B,(€) in the definition of the Hérmander
parametrix. We then denote the volume density in geodesic coordinates centered at z by
dV, = ©(xz,y)dy (see Section [l and [Be] for background on O(z,y)).

The Hadamard parametrices for the half-wave group Uy (t, z,y) of M, resp. Uy(t,z,y) of
H are given (at least for ¢ > 0) by

. n_1
UM(t> x, y) = OOO ew(tz_rﬁl)AM(ta z,Y, U)U+2 dO‘,

?
o0

: a1
Un(t,z,y) = |, e Ay (t,x,y,0)0,2 do.

where r); resp. ry are the distance functions of M resp. H. Since H is totally geodesic,
rgy =1y on H x H. The amplitudes Ay, resp. Ay are divisible by ¢ have the asymptotic
symbol expansions as ¢ — 00,

Ap(t,w,y,0) =t 32 UM (2, y)o,

AH(t> z,y, U) = tZ]OiO UjH(Ia y)g_j‘

The original Hadamard-Riesz parametrix constructions did not express these wave kernels
as oscillatory integrals. Rather, they expressed them as infinite series in what are now called
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Riesz kernels. For instance,
j-tgt -2

2 42
costVA(z,y) Co|t|z 1)/ Uj(z,y 4(;1“(]' t—)é Y mod C. (5.1)
P

The oscillatory integral formula in is obtained by using the Fourier transform formula
@3

For small ¢, and for any Riemannian manifold (X, g) of dimension n, Ux(t, z,y) is to
leading order similar to the Euclidean case of R™, whose half-wave kernel is given by

, t , it
UR"(t>Iay) Cn ((t+i0)2 . r2)n;rl Cn 71_15}% ((t+i7))2 _ r(zjy)2)7lgl ) (52)

for constants C!,C, depending only on the dimension. A good way to understand the
relevant regularizations is that U(t) = €"V~% has a holomorphic extension to U(t+ir) for 7 >
0 because v/—A is a positive operator. Note that (5.2)) is Poisson kernel at imaginary time
and that U(t, z,y) does not have finite propagation speed, hence does not satisfy Huyghen’s
principle and is therefore different from the cosine kernel (G.1I).

We briefly review the construction of the amplitude by a series of transport equations.
Our main references are [Zel12]. The following complications should be kept in mind.

e As is carefully explained in [Be], the parametrices for costy/—A and for % VA_A are

first derived for ¢ > 0 and then extended to all ¢ using the even/odd property of
cosine/sine. The coefficient |¢| in the formula (G.]) seems singular but of course the
kernel is analytic in ¢. This only indicates that the parametrix (but not the wave
kernel) is singular at ¢ = 0 and ¢t = 0 due to polar coordinate singularities; this is
discussed further below.

e The regularization procedure of Riesz (by analytic continuation of Riesz kernels)
introduces many constants. One arises from the Fourier transform in (L9]). More
are introduced by requiring that U(0,x,y) = 0,(y). In (11)], the coefficients
Uy are converted to coefficients u;, on a manifold of dimension d by the formula
Up(z,y) = Coe (2" tR)™/24=ky, (1 ). The product of these constants and others
arising in stationary phase constitute the constant C,, 4 in Theorem [[.2] and are ulti-
mately responsible for the shape of (IL4]). To avoid a lengthy (and futile) chasing of
constants, we note that the final coefficients are universal and can be calculated on
R™ or S™ (see Section 1] for the exact formulae on spheres).

We now recall some of the details of the Hadamard parametrix construction for Uy, (t) =
exp it/ —A,, as an oscillatory integral of the form,

Un(t,z,y) =Chat / ei”(’"2_t2)a_:Tl_j ZVVj(a:,y)U;de mod C* (5.3)
0 =0
where o% is the regularization of the distribution o® for s with negative real part (see [Bel).
Hadamard himself did not treat Uy (t) but rather the cosine propagator costy/—At and
the sine propagator (—A_%) sintv/—A, both of which are formally Taylor series in A. To
obtain the Hadamard parametrix for Uy (¢) one may apply v—A to (—A~2)sinty/—A to
obtain its imaginary part and add it to costv/—A.
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The Hadamard-Riesz coefficients W; for (—A_%) sinty/—A are determined inductively by
the transport equations,

SWo+ 2R =0

or
o (5.4)
dir(, y){(rlz;;) + %)WkH + =52 = AW
The solutions are given by:
WO(ZEa y) = @_%(ZIT, y)
(5.5)

Wi (2,y) = 072 (z,y) [, $*0(x, 1) 2 A W(, x)ds

where x, is the geodesic from x to y parametrized proportionately to arc-length and where
A, operates in the second variable. As above, O(z,y) is the volume density in geodesic
normal coordinates based at z, dV, = O(z, y)dy. If we change to geodesic polar coordinates
(r,w), we get dV, = J(r,w)drdw where where .J is defined by (L3]) In particular, we see that
apart from an overall factor of ¢, the amplitudes A,;, resp. Ap, above are independent of
t. The parametrix for costv/—A is obtained by differentating that for (—A_%) sintyv/—A in
t and the parametrix for Uy, (t) is of course obtainined by applying v/—A to the latter and
adding the real part. It is straightforward to see that the leading order amplitude remains
J. The details are given in [Zel12] and will not be repeated here.
Since Uy (—s) = Uy(s)*, the Hadamard parametrix for Uy (—s) has the form,

Ug(—s,z,y) = Ug(s,y,z) = / e~ Ay (s, y, x, 0)do. (5.6)
0

If we use the Hadamard parametrices and recall (5.6), (LI6) becomes,

ntd 0o poo A —ith Mo 5)2—0952—(01—02)1% (q,q’
NT}%p,H()‘) =z foH f]R fR fo fo P(s)p(t)e Pe Mot =oas?=(r1-ea)r; (0:0)

(5.7)
n-1 d—1
S(t + S)AM (q7 qlv AUI)AH (q7 qlv >\0-2)O-1-i 0-242- detdalda2dVH (q>dVH (q/)

Again the amplitudesAy, Ay, are defined above and incorporate the notational conventions
for the constants. This is the starting point for the stationary phase analysis in the next
section

We remark that the Hadamard parametrix is singulart at ¢ = 0 on the diagonal, which
motivated the the use of the Hormander parametrix method in Section B.Il The singu-
larity arises because the phase of the Hadamard parametrix is expressed in geodesic polar
coordinates which become singular on the diagonal. As a result, the canonical relation,

C = {(t,2to,x,—od,r* y,od,r*) : * = r*} C T*(R x M x M),

generated by the phase o(t* — r?) of the half-wave kernel has an apparent singularity (a 0
in the wave front relation) when r = ¢ = 0, whereas in fact when ¢ = 0 it is the graph of
the identity map. I.e. the co-normals to the distance spheres collapse to the unit cotangent
space at the origin.
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5.1. Exact calculations for M = S". Since Uy(t) is more complicated than (—A~2) sin tv/— Al
or costy/—A, we illustrate the result in the case of the standard sphere. We define the wave

kernel Usn (t) = expitA in terms of the degree operator A = y/—A + ("_41)2 — ”T_l, which has
eigenvalue N in the space of Nth degree spherical harmonics. Then as calculated in [Tay],
2isint n

‘;im1| hm(2 cos(t +i€) — 2cosr(z,y))” =

As above, Usa(t, x,y) has a holomorphic extension in ¢ to the upper half-plane and on the
real ¢ axis is the boundary value of this holomorphic function.

Usn(t,x,y) =

5.2. Determination of the amplitude in Theorem [1.21by the Hadamard parametrix]Jj
method. We employ the Hadamard parametrix to give a simple determination of the ampli-
tude in the leading coefficint of Theorem[[L21 As mentioned above, we denote any dimensional
constant by C), 4; it is understood that the constant may change in each usage.

In what follows, we restrict the stationary phase analysis to the regimes t + s > 0 for M
and s > 0 for H ort 4+ s < 0 for M and s < 0 for H and show that there are no points
in the canonical relation C' in the complementary cases. We therefore break up the proof
into the cases t +s > 0,5 > 0 and t + s < 0, s < 0 and explain (in more detail than above)
why the complementary cases t +s < 0,s > 0 and t + s > 0,s < 0 do not contribute to
the asymptotics. The universal constants arising in the two cases may be different and we
denote them by C;; and C, ;.

5.3. Critical point analysis for ¢t + s> 0,s > 0.
Proof. We rewrite the integral (5.7) in geodesic polar coordinates centered at ¢ € H.

NJ o) = NFF [ [o ()T (q, 5,0, NV (q)dS (w), (5.8)

with phase,

U = —t+(01(t+5)* =025 — (01 — 02)r3(q,¢)))
(5.9)
= —t+oi[(t +5)* —1?] — o3s? — r?],
where
—1 d—1

I,(q,s,w,\) fo Ja fo Iy Al ”‘I’A (s,t,7, Aoy, Aog)rd— 101 0,2 dtdrdoidos, (5.10)

where o7 is regularlzed by (0;)7 as descrlbed in the previous section, and where
A(s,t,7, Aoy, Aag) := (s +t)s / Appwrt (r,w, Aoy, Aaw)dVi (q)dS (w).
“H

Here, B
AMXH(qa qla )\019 )\02) = AM(qa qla )\Ul)AH(Q7 qla )\UQ)a
is a semi-classical symbol with principal term as A — oo,

_1 _1
Al =037 (0,4)04(¢0,4) = O (0. ¢). (5.11)
We treat g as a parameter and write ¢’ = exp, rw with w € T;H (identified with Sa=1) and

r =rg(q,q). As above, we note that although Av(s, t,r,o1,0%) apriori depends on s, t, in fact
it is independent of s,t. We now impose the restriction that ¢ +s > 0,s > 0 and therefore

write (B.I0) as ™.

X
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Lemma 5.1. The phase has non-degenerate critical points

1
r S,09 01 95
for s # 0 in the variables t,r, 01, 05. The determinant and signature of the Hessian are given
by,
o det Hy = (25), hence, det™2 = (2s)72.
e sgnHsy =0

The calculations are straightforward; since our only purpose is to calculate the amplitude,
in the interest of brevity, we leave the calculations in Lemma [5.] to the reader.

We then apply stationary phase to (512) in the variables (¢, 01,7, 02) to obtain the com-
plete asymptotic expansion claimed in the Proposition. Using Lemma [l and cancelling
the determinant factor of s72 with the Hadamard parametrix factors (s + t)s|—g, we obtain
for s # 0, and for a dimensional constant C), 4, the leading term in the asymptotic expansion
has the form, for s > 0,

IF (g s,w,\) = O A2p(0)s% s 7 s A(s, 2, 2). (5.12)

We further integrate over S*H to obtain the final result. Taking into account the regular-
ization of o%, the leading term with s +¢ > 0,s > 0 takes the form,

NEE G(A) = CFNFHIN25(0) [ d(s)s™ s, 2

1 _d—1 ~
b 577 (foon Als, 20 2)dVi(q)dS(w) ) ds,

(5.13)
or more precisely, replacing A by its principal term (B.IT]),

_1C’:;d[>(0) / @E(s)s;% (/ 0,/ (¢, exp, sw)O (¢, exp, sw)dVH(q)dS(w)) ds.
R S*H

n+d

A 2

U

The stationary phase expansion for ¢t + s < 0,s < 0 is the complex conjugate of that for
t+s>0,s >0, as one sees by changing varibles s = —S,t = =T with S,T > 0. Hence the
amplitude is the same.

There are no critical points when t + s > 0,s < 0, resp. t+ s < 0,s > 0. This is
because, by Proposition 2.5 the only (s,t) for which there exist points in the canonical
relation contributing to the singularities of S(¢,) are those for which there exist solutions
of (LI, i.e. for which there exist ¢ € T*H such that G*rrGY*(q,€) = mr(q,€). This
forces t = 0 and then s > 0 and s < 0 are incompatible.

Thus, we have proved that the amplitude in ([4]) is as claimed in Theorem

6. SINGULARITIES OF S(t,1) FOR LONG TIMES

To prove the last statement of Theorem we will need a generalization of Theorem
[L7 on the asymptotics of Ni, ’, 5 (A) to the case where suppp is an arbitrarily long interval.
We assume as before that the solution set of (LI4]) is clean. The statement and proof are
analogous to [WXZ21l, Proposition 1.20], and only involve the wave front analysis in Section
221 We only sketch the main points and refer to the discussion of the ¢ < 1 case in
for further details.
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Proposition 6.1. Let p € S(R) with p € C5° and with 0 ¢ suppp. Assume that the fized
point set of GY; at a period S € X' is clean, and denote by d; the dimension of a component
Z;(T) of the fized point set. Then, there ezists B; € R and a complete asymptotic expansion,

“14i(n— E 4™ _
Npwa ) ATROT0 Y 0% Bt =Ty AT,
Texl /=0

The asymptotics corresponding to T are of lower order than the principal term of Theorem

[1.7 unless G1; = id.

Proof. We follow [DGT75, WXZ21]. The singularities of S(¢,1) are isolated and Lagrangian
and we treat them one at a time. For t sufficiently close to T,

S(tﬂ/}) = Zﬁj(t - T),

where f3; is a homogeneous Lagrangian distribution given by,

: a;(T) >
B,(t) = /R aj(s)e #tds, with a;(s) ~ (%)—H%(“—dﬂ Ty s,
k=0
where d;(T") is the dimension of the component Z;(T). O

7. TAUBERIAN THEOREMS AND PROOFS OF THEOREM AND COROLLARY

In the next section, we use the following Tauberian theorems. Let p be a nonnegative
Schwartz-class function on R with compact Fourier support let N be a tempered, monotone
non-decreasing function with N(\) = 0 for A < 0, and N’ its distributional derivative as a
nonnegative measure on R.

Proposition 7.1 (Corollary B.2.2 in [SV]). Let p € S(R) be a positive, even test function
with p(0) =1 and p € C§°(R). Let N(\) be a monotone non-decreasing temperate function.
Fizv > 0. If N' % p(A) = O(\"), then
N(X) = (N *p)(A) + O(\).
This estimate holds uniformly for a set of such N provided N'xp(X) = O(N”) holds uniformly.
The next one is [SV, Theorem B.5.1] with v = 24 — 1.

Proposition 7.2. Let p € S(R) be a positive, even test function with p(0) = 1 and
p € C(R). Let N(A) be a monotone non-decreasing temperate function. If N' % p(\) =

n+d -1

O(A2 ') and additionally

ntd

N'xx(A) =o0o(A 2 )

for every Schwartz-class x on R whose Fourier support is contained in a compact subset of
(0,00). Then,

N(A) = N p(A) + o(A"2" 7).
Last, we recall [HoIVl Theorem 29.1.5-Corollary 29.1.6] in a form stated by Ivrii [I80].
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), B=0 for [t| > 1. Let fr(t) = B(t/T).

Proposition 7.3. Let f € C°(R), =1 in (—3, 3
N()\) < CNL. Suppose that

Let N(X) be a non-decreasing function such tha

/Oo Br(N — p)dN (1) = agd\™ + ay(d — 1)A2 4 o(AT72).
0

1
27
t

Then,
IN(A) — apA? + a; A7) < 0 O oA,

7.1. Completion of the proof of Theorem [1.2 -. Except for the last statement, Theorem
follows from Theorem [[.7 and a standard cosine Tauberian theorem: Except for the last
statement on aperiodic manifolds, the remainder of the proof of Theorem is similar to the
end of the proof of Theorems 1.16 and 1.20 of [WXZ21]. We therefore sketch the overlapping
proofs and refer to the earlier paper for complete details.

2

Proof. Theorem pertains to the Weyl function Nj, ;()) of (L), which for convenience
Nia) = 3 00y - m)

we repeat here,
kAL <A H

We assume with no essential loss of generality that ¢ > 0. Then, Nj () is monotone
non-decreasing and has Fourier transform S(¢,v) (2.4).(L1)
For v > 0, we apply Proposition [[.I] with p N singsupp S(t,1) = {0} and to dNi,H(A).

n+d

By Theorem L7 p * dN} (M) = o A2 '+ O(A" 2 7°=2) and therefore,
n+d
Nia(N) = px N g(\) + 0N )

n+d n+d

= foAT +O0NT ),
where 3, is the principal coefficient, concludlng the proof of Theorem O

7.2. Aperiodic case: Proof of the last statement of Theorem It remains to
prove the last statement of Theorem [L2] that if the geodesic flow G%; of H is aperiodic, then

Ni,HO\) = Cpa af(H, ) AT R,IAH()\), where R%b7H()\) - O(AHTM—l),

In the case where the fixed point sets of G at a period S € X! are all clean, the last
statement follows immediately from Proposition[6.Iland Proposition[7.2l Hence, the problem
is to prove the same estimates without assuming cleanliness. We only assume that the closed
geodesics at all non-zero periods forms a set of Liouville measure zero.

Remark:  In principle, there could exist a second term of order AL I requires a

calculation to prove that it vanishes in the Kuznecov ¢ = 1 case (Section [Z.0), as it did in

the case ¢ < 1 [WXZ21].

Proof. In Theorem [[.2} Theorem [LL7] we have already proved an asymptotic result when p
only contains {0} among the singularities. To obtain the two-term Weyl law for longer
times, we use a pseudo-differential cutoff argument generalizing the one for pointwise Weyl
asymptotics in [HoIV] Theorem 29.1.5-Corollary 29.1.6].

Let By, by =1 —br € UO(H) be zeroth order pseudo-differential operators on H so that
the support of the principal symbol by of by contains the union of all closed geodesics of H
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of period < T'. Let us briefly review the construction of By, by from [HolV]. First define the
microlocal period function of H,

Ly (q,n) = inf{t >0: Gy(q,n) = (¢,m)}, (7.1)

where L* is defined to be +o00 if no such ¢ exists. It is homogeneous of degree zero and lower
semicontinuous. Henceforth, we restrict it to S*H. The set of periodic points of G%; is the
closed set defined by

Pr=A{(q,n) € S°H : 1/Ly(q,n) # 0}. (7.2)
If T'> 1 is a large parameter, then we can find a function by € C*°(S*H, [0, 1]) so that
/ br(q,m)dpr(g,n) < 1/T7, (7.3)
“H

and so that
1/Ly(g,m) < 1/T, on supp Br (= supp(l — br)).

We then define By = OpH(BT) for a fixed choice of quantization; similarly for by and
use the partition of unity I = By + by to introduce pseudo-differential cutoffs on L2(H) to
decompose the trace ([LI8]). There are several ways to introduce cutoffs in the composition
YaUu V5 (t+5,¢,¢)Un(—s,q,¢'): (i) to introduce I = Br+br only on the left and right sides
of Uy (—s) (with adjoint on the right side) or only on the left and right sides of v U (t+5)75;;
(i) to introduce the partition of unity on both sides of both factors. It turns out that (ii)
is a convenient choice in apply Proposition In terms of eigenfunction expansions, it
corresponds to

NE ) = 3 o= X0 = ) [((Br -+ br)ime). B+ brdenn| . (1.4)

where (f, )y = [,; f§dVy. The goal is to use Proposition [T 2to show that (Z4) is o(A"3°72),

A crude but effective approach is to multiply out the inner product and the modulus-
square and estimate each resulting term separately. Multiplying out the inner product
(B4 0b)vyupj), (B + b)er)n we obtain four terms. We call the ones with (B, B), resp. (b, b)
‘diagonal terms’ Dy resp. Dy and the ones with mixed (B,b) resp. (b, B), ‘off—diagonal
terms’ Ay, resp. As. Then multiplying out |D; + Dy + Ay + Ay|? gives the ‘pure’ products
|D1|? + |Do|* + | A1 |2 4 | As|? plus the ‘mixed’ products, of which one is Re Dy D,, four are
of the form Re DyA; and one is Re A1 A,. Using |Reab| < 3(Ja* + [b]*) we can bound all
of the mixed products by a universal constant times the pure products It therefore suffices
to show that the analogue of (TZ) with summand |D;|? + |Ds|? + | Ay |2 + | Ao|? is o(A"3°72).
We denote the corresponding sums by,

N;ure,dz pi(A) = N\lDl\Q,w,p,H()\) + N\lDQP,w,p,H()\) + Nﬁ41|2¢,p,H()\) + N|1AQ|2,¢,p,H()\)- (7.5)

Each term is a monotone non-decreasing temperate function in the sense of hypotheses of
Proposition

As mentioned in Section [[7], the asymptotics of the four terms of (7.5]) can be determined
by the same method as for (LT0). We express each term as a semi-classical Fourier transform
Fi—x of the corresponding part (e.g. Sjp,2(t,1)) of of the Kuznecov trace, which we express
in terms of the wave kernels composed with the designated pseudo-differential operators.
The wave front analysis of these four operator traces is the same as in Section 2.2], the only
change being in the formulae for the amplitudes and symbols.
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7.2.1. The (B, B) term. By the assumption on B and the wave front analysis in Section 2.2]
the kernel

Kpp(s,t,q,q") = BrygU(t + s)v; Bt o BrUn(—s)B1(q. ¢')
is smooth for 0 < |t| < T. Indeed, there do not exist any solutions of (LI4]) for ¢ # 0 in
the support of By and therefore the only solutions are those of (LIH). It follows that, as
long as Suppx C (=T, T), x dN\lDlP,dJ,p,H()\) has a complete asymptotic expansion as in
Theorem [.7 and Proposition [6.1l To employ Theorem [[.2] we start with a given x € S(R)
with x vanishing near 0 and supported in [—7, 7] and then decompose 1 = By + br. Then
Spr(t, 1) is smooth for t € Suppy. Hence, y * dN|1Dl|2,1ZJ,p,H()\) =0\ ).

7.2.2. The (b,b) term. With x,T fixed as above, we next consider y x* dN|1Dz|2,1/1,p,H()\)' To

prove that this monotone function is 0()\#_2) we use Proposition 77 to prove that for any
e >0,

X *dNL y(A) < C e NT L (7.6)

Indeed, this estimate holds if x is replaced by p with p supported in (—rg, ro). As mentioned
above, the proofs of the asymptotic expansion of Theorem [[7] and of the Kuznecov-Weyl
law Theorem extend with only minor modifications if we compose with b(x, D). The
modification is that the integrand of the principal term a}(H,1)) acquires the additional
factor of the principal symbol by of b(z, D) and is therefore of order % < €. By Proposition
7?7 the same estimate holds general Y.

O

7.3. (b, B) terms. For such ‘off-diagonal terms, we move both cutoffs onto the e factor of
the inner products, as in

(s (br) (Brenn|

As in the case of (B, B) terms, (br)*(Br)Ug(s) has a smooth kernel for s € (0,7"). Hence,
the contributions of these term is the same as their cutoff to a small interval around s = 0
multiplied by %

7.4. Conclusion. It follows that if the expansion of Nj, , () is the same as the expansion

in the case where Suppp C (—rg,19) plus A3l plus %)\";d_l. Hence, assuming that the

second term in the expansion at t = 0 vanishes,

n+d n+d 1

N} (N) = ap(H )N 7 4 en™

for any € > 0, proving the last statement of Theorem

7.5. Proof of Corollary

Proof. Theorem is a consequence of the remainder estimate of Theorem To prove
Theorem it suffices to prove that, for any € > 0 there exists a test function ¢ > 0, d €
C{)’O(R),qﬂ(O) = 1 with Suppt) C (—rg,10) and ¢ > 1i_cg. Then there exists a universal
constant C'(e) depending only on (e, d) so that for all A,

T (Ng) = Cle) Jiu(Ny). (7.7)
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Then,
2

<> (N — )

k

2

Y

2

ki|pp—chj|<e

H H

and the upper bound for qu u(A;) given in Corollary provides the upper bound for
Ten (X))
The construction of ¢ = 1), is elementary and we follow the discussion in [DG75H, Lemma,

2.3]. Let Ve S(R) with Ve Cg°. Replacing ¥ by -1 one has 1) > 0,(0) > 0 and Ve Cee.
Replacing ¢ by d(g) and ¥ by 0¥ (xd), and taking ¢ sufficiently small one can assume that
suppt) C (—ro,10) and by multiplying by a positive scalar we have, ©» > 0 on [—K, K] for
any K > 0.

O

In the aperiodic case, the same argument gives (LI).

7.6. Subprincipal term. The vanishing of the subprincipal term is a result pertaining to
the smooth expansions in Theorem and is independent of the Tauberian argument. As
in [WXZ21], it follows from the fact that the subprincipal symbol of v/Ax vanishes for any
Riemannian manifold X, together with some parity arguments from [DGT5]. We assume
that @E has small support and both @E and p are even, and that p = 1 near 0.

We claim that the subprincipal symbol is odd, so that its integrals over cospheres vanishes.
We first note that the subprincipal symbols of /—A,; ® I and of (). both vanish. The
homogeneous part of degree k in op(x,§) is even, resp. odd if k is even, resp. odd. By
induction with respect to r it follows that (%)’"a_j is an even, resp. odd. if r — j is even,
resp. odd. The amplitude of e®”e**?@ is obtained by integrating e'(*-¢9)Pm & ¢isPm_ The
parities of the terms in the amplitude agree with those of [DGTH], for s = ¢t = 0. The
restriction of the M-amplitudes to H have the same parity. The further restriction to the
diagonals in H x H seems to multiply the amplitudes, but the subprincipal term can only
be obtained as the product of the principal symbol and the subprincipal symbol. Hence it
is odd.

8. APPENDIX

8.1. Blow-down singularity. In this section, we review the definition of a blowdown map
[ RY — RN following [GR9, Page 111]. f: X™ — Y™ is a blow-down map with singularity
along a submaifold S if

o S ={x:detDf(x) = 0} is the critical set of f. One assumes that d(det Df(x)) #
0 on S, so that S is a smooth submanifold.

e kerd,f C T,S for all s € S,

e f is of constant rank along S and f*dV, vanishes to order n — k along S.

Roughly, f|s : S — W is a fibration over a submanifold W C Y of codimension n — k + 1.
Under these assumptions, there exist coordinates x1, ..., x, around each s € S and y,...,y,
around f(s) in Y so that f*y; =z, for j =1,... .k and f*y; = 2y fori=k+1,...,n. In
this case, S ={z; =0} and W ={y: y1 = yps1 = - - -y, = 0}.
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We claim that the Lagrange map ¢y of Lemma and of the model phase (LI is a
blow-down map. The critical point set of ([I]) is given by,
Vg Umoder = F € R Wy Wingaey = = (0d -+ 2y + 3y, + -+ 07)) =0,

v(xlv"'vxdfl)\IImOdel = g e Rd_l’ V(

The phase variables are (y; ...,%4-1,1,-..,%q4-1). The second equation forces xs = 1.
In the definition of f, we let

X = {(yd>Id+1> B ,Zlfn)} = Rn_d> Y = {((yla e Yd—1,T1, - - axd—l)} = Rz(d_l)>
and define the critical set of the phase by,

Cu, s =1, sz, .o oywy) (21, 2a-1) = 0= (y1, ..., Yg—1)} C X X R2(d-1)
(8.1)

n)\I]model = ydf € R

L4155 T

Then the associated Lagrange map ty : Cy — T*R"4 is given by,

model model

— —

LW, odel (07 Yd, Oa Ta+1-- -, zn) = (6a Yd, dﬂ\ljmodela 67 (l’d+1, CI Zlfn), d:c”qjmodel) (82)

= (6, Ya, 0, 0, (Tasts - n)s Ya(Tar1,s - o xn))-

The image is a (non-homogeneous) Lagrangian submanifold of 7*R"~¢, in which the fiber
(Tgy1, ..., 2,) € R"41 gets blown down to a point when 34 = 0. In the original model over
T*H and with w = ey, the set y4 corresponds to the diagonal, and S*H gets blown down to
a point when s = 0.
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