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Embedding theorems for quantizable pseudo-Kähler manifolds

Andrea Galasso∗ and Chin-Yu Hsiao†

Abstract

Given a compact quantizable pseudo-Kähler manifold (M,ω) of constant signature, there
exists a Hermitian line bundle (L, h) over M with curvature −2πi ω. We shall show that the
asymptotic expansion of the Bergman kernels for L⊗k-valued (0, q)-forms implies more or
less immediately a number of analogues of well-known results, such as Kodaira embedding
theorem and Tian’s almost-isometry theorem.
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1 Introduction

Given a compact symplectic manifold (M,ω) such that [ω] ∈ H2(M,Z) we can define a Hermitian
line bundle (L, hL) having a unique holomorphic connection whose curvature is RL = −2πi ω.
One can always pick an almost complex structure J compatible with ω, in [SZ] under the
assumption of L being positive a space of almost holomorphic sections H0

J(M,L⊗k) is defined
and the authors prove symplectic analogues of standard results in complex geometry; particularly
those involving the zero sets of sections and the corresponding maps they define into complex
projective space. As far as the authors are aware, if the positivity assumption on L is dropped
no such results are known and in fact one can not expect the dimensions of H0

J(M,L⊗k) to grow
as in the positive case as k goes to infinity in general. From the other hand, since the curvature
of the line bundle L in non-degenerate, suppose that it has constant signature (n−, n+), one
can try to replace the spaces H0

J(M,L⊗k) with spaces of harmonic L⊗k-valued (0, n−)-forms,
this is suggested by results contained in [HM] and [MM] concerning the asymptotic expansion
of the Bergman kernel for (0, q) forms for high tensor powers of L (see also [Hs] and [HM2] for
the Szegő kernels for (0, q) forms). The aim of this paper is to define embeddings of (M,ω)
which are asymptotically symplectic; since the results in [HM] are presented in the holomorphic
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category we focus on the case when J is an integrable structure. We now recall some known
results and state the main theorems.

We refer to Section 2 for notations and preliminaries. Let (L, hL) → M be a holomorphic
line bundle, where M is a compact complex manifold of complex dimension n and hL is the
Hermitian metric of L. Let RL be the curvature of L induced by hL. In this work, we assume
that RL is non-degenerate of constant signature (n−, n+) on M , n− + n+ = n.

Remark 1.1. SupposeM is connected. Notice that when ω is non-degenerate we can prove that
ω has constant signature. For each pointm in M consider the continuous mapm 7→ λj(m) which
is the j-th eugenvalue of ωm. By absurd suppose that there exists x, y in M and j = 1, . . . , n
such that λj(x) > 0 and λj(y) < 0. Since λj is continuous, by the intermediate value theorem
there exists z such that λj(z) = 0, which contradicts the hypothesis.

Fix a Hermitian metric 〈 · | · 〉 on the holomorphic tangent bundle T 1,0M . The Hermitian
metric 〈 · | · 〉 on T 1,0M induces a Hermitian metric on TM ⊗ C and also on

⊕

q∈N∪{0},0≤q≤n

T ∗0,qM,

where T ∗0,qM is the bundle of (0, q) forms. Consider the vector bundle T ∗0,qM ⊗ L⊗k whose
space of smooth sections is denoted by Ω0,q(M,L⊗k). Let {ej}nj=1 be a basis of T 0,1M := T 1,0M
on an open set D of M . For any strictly increasing multi-index I = (i1, . . . , iq), 1 ≤ ij ≤ n, we
denote

eI := ei1 ∧ · · · ∧ eiq .

On D, we can write a (0, q)-form f ∈ Ω0,q(M,L⊗k) as follows

f|D =
<∑

|I|=q

fI(z) e
I , (1)

where fI ∈ C∞(D,Lk), for each I and
∑< means that the summation is performed only over

strictly increasing multi-indices. In this paper all multi-indices will be supposed to be strictly
increasing. The Hermitian metrices 〈 · | · 〉 and hL induce a new Hermitian metric 〈 · | · 〉

hL⊗k

on T ∗0,qM ⊗ L⊗k, the corresponding norm is denoted by | · |
hL⊗k . We can define the L2-inner

product as follows:

(s1, s2)k =

∫

M

〈 s1 | s2 〉hL⊗k dVM s1, s2 ∈ Ω0,q(M,L⊗k) ,

and we denote by ‖·‖k the corresponding norm, where dVM is the volume form on M induced
by 〈 · | · 〉. Let L2

0,q(M,L⊗k) be the completion of Ω0,q(M,L⊗k) with respect to (· , ·)k . Let

�
(q)
k : Ω0,q(M,L⊗k) → Ω0,q(M,L⊗k) be the Kodaira Laplacian. We denote by the same symbol

the L2 extension of �
(q)
k :

�
(q)
k : Dom�

(q)
k ⊂ L2

0,q(M,L⊗k) → L2
0,q(M,L⊗k),

where Dom�
(q)
k = {u ∈ L2

0,q(M,L⊗k); �
(q)
k u ∈ L2

0,q(M,L⊗k)}. The projection

P
(q)
k : L2

0,q(M,L⊗k) → Hq(M,L⊗k) := Ker�
(q)
k

onto the kernel of �
(q)
k is called Bergman projector or Bergman projection. Since �

(q)
k is elliptic,

its distributional kernel satisfies

P
(q)
k ( · , · ) ∈ C∞(M ×M, Lk ⊗ (T ∗0,qM ⊠ (T ∗0,qM)∗)⊗ (Lk)∗)

2



and along the diagonal we have a smooth section

z 7→ P
(q)
k (z, z) ∈ End(T ∗0,q

z M)

called local density of states.
In the standard situation, when the line bundle is positive, we consider q = 0 and we define

an embedding by setting the holomorphic map

Φk : M → CP
dk , z 7→ [S0(z) : · · · : Sdk(z)]

where [S0(z) : · · · : Sdk(z)] denotes the line through (S0(z), · · · , Sdk(z)) as defined in a lo-
cal holomorphic frame and where S0, . . . , Sdk , is an orthonormal basis of the vector space
H0(M,L⊗k). Since all the components transform by the same scalar under a change of frame
and since

P
(0)
k (z, z) =

dk∑

j=0

|Sj(z)|2
hL⊗k = O(kn) ,

it is easy to see that the sections Sj do not share common zeros and the map Φk is well defined.
Notice that for (0, q)-forms we have in local coordinates an expression such as (1), so we need
to modify this construction as follows. Consider L1, . . . , Ln ∈ T 1,0M be an orthonormal basis
of T 1,0M with respect to 〈 · | · 〉 so that RL(Lj, Lk) = λj δj,k with λ1 < 0, . . . , λn−

< 0 and
λn−+1 > 0, . . . , λn > 0. We always assume q = n− and we denote by J0 the multi-index
(1, 2, . . . , q). Denote by e1, . . . , en ∈ T ∗ 1,0M a dual basis of L1, . . . , Ln and by eJ0 = e1∧· · ·∧eq,
we also set

Sj,J0 = 〈Sj | eJ0 〉 ∈ C∞(M,L⊗k) (2)

where S0, . . . , Sdk is an orthonormal basis of Hq(M,L⊗k), with dimC Hq(M,L⊗k) = dk + 1, in

view of notation (2) define a map Φ
(q)
k : M → CP

dk such that

Φ
(q)
k (z) := [S0,J0(z) : · · · : Sdk,J0(z)] ∈ CP

dk on M , (3)

we shall show that this map is well-defined if k is sufficiently large. We now state the main
theorem of this paper.

Theorem 1.1. Let (L, hL) → M be a holomorphic line bundle over a compact complex manifold

M . Let RL be the curvature of L induced by hL. Assume that RL is non-degenerate of constant

signature (n−, n+). With the notations used above, the map

Φ
(n−)
k : M → CP

dk

given by (3) above is an embedding and
∥∥∥∥
1

k
Φ
(n−) ∗
k (ωFS)− ω

∥∥∥∥
C∞

→ 0

as k goes to infinity in the C∞ topology, where ωFS denotes the Fubini-Study metric on CP
dk

and ω := i
2πR

L.

Recall that when L is positive, the convergence of Φ
(n−) ∗
k (ωFS)/k to ω was proved in

Tian [Tian]. Notice that, the pull-back of a positive form is not necessarily positive, and in
fact in our setting ω is only assumed to be a closed non-degenerate 2-form. Furthermore, let

us remark that, in general, Φ
(n−)
k is not holomorphic. In fact, if Φ

(n−)
k was holomorphic, then

Φ
(n−) ∗
k (ωFS) would be a Kähler form for each k.
In [MM, Chapter 5.1.4] an embedding is defined into a Grassmannian using the Bergman

kernel for E ⊗ L⊗k, where E is a vector bundle of rank e. Here we are tensoring L⊗k with
T ∗0,qM .

Put
T̃ 1,0M := span {L1, . . . , Ln−

, Ln−+1, · · · , Ln}.
Then, T̃ 1,0M is an almost complex structure on M . The second main result of this paper is the
following
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Theorem 1.2. With the notations and assumptions used above, the map Φ
(n−)
k is pointwise

asymptotically holomorphic with respect to T̃ 1,0M in the following sense: Let p ∈ M and take

s be a local holomorphic trivializing section of L defined on an open set D of p with |s|2hL =
e−2φ, φ ∈ C∞(D,R), φ(x) = O(|x− p|2). Write Sj,J0 = sk ⊗ S̃j,J0 on D, S̃j,J0 ∈ C∞(D),
j = 0, 1, . . . , dk. We have

dk∑

j=0

|(LtS̃j,J0)(p)|2 = O(kn), t = 1, . . . , n−,

dk∑

j=0

|(LtS̃j,J0)(p)|2 = O(kn), t = n− + 1, . . . , n.

(4)

Remark 1.2. With the notations and assumptions used in Theorem 1.2, in general, we have
that (see the proof of [HM, Theorem 4.3])

dk∑

j=0

|(ZŜj,J0)(p)|2 = O(kn+
1

2 ),

where Z ∈ C∞(M,TM ⊗C). The equation (4) says that we can have better estimates if Z = Lt,
t ∈ {1, . . . , n−} or Z = Lt, t ∈ {n− + 1, . . . , n}.

2 Preliminaries

Let E be a C∞ vector bundle over M . The fiber of E at x ∈ M will be denoted by Ex. Let F
be another vector bundle over X. We write F ⊠ E∗ to denote the vector bundle over M ×M
with fiber over (x, y) ∈ M ×M consisting of the linear maps from Ey to Fx.

Let D be an open set of M . The spaces of smooth sections of E over D and distribution
sections of E over D will be denoted by C∞(D,E) and D′(D,E) respectively. Let E ′(D,E)
be the subspace of D′(D,E) whose elements have compact support in D. Put C∞

c (D,E) :=
C∞(D,E)

⋂ E ′(D,E). We write Ω0,q(D,E) and Ω0,q(D) to denote C∞(D,T ∗0,qM ⊗ E) and
C∞(D,T ∗0,qM) respectively. Put Ω0,q

c (D,E) := Ω0,q(D,E) ∩ E ′(D,E), Ω0,q
c (D) := Ω0,q(D) ∩

E ′(D). Let W1,W2 be bounded open subsets of Rn1 and R
n2 , respectively. Let E and F be

complex or real vector bundles over W1 and W2, respectively. Let s1, s2 ∈ R and n0 ∈ Z.
For a k-dependent continuous function Fk : C∞

c (W1, E) → D′(W2, F ) with distribution kernel
Fk(x, y) ∈ C∞(W2 ×W1, F ⊠ E∗). We write Fk = O(k−∞) on W2 ×W1 or Fk(x, y) = O(k−∞)
on W2 ×W1 if for every compact set K ⋐ W2 ×W1, every m ∈ N

⋃{0} and every N > 0, there
is a constant CN,m,K > 0 independent of k such that

‖Fk(x, y)‖Cm(K,F⊠E∗) ≤ CN,m,Kk−N ,

for every k ≫ 1. Let Gk : C∞
c (W1, E) → D′(W2, F ) be another k-dependent continuous operator

with distribution kernel Gk(x, y) ∈ C∞(W2 × W1, F ⊠ E∗). We write Fk = Gk + O(k−∞) on
W2 ×W1 or Fk(x, y) = Gk(x, y) +O(k−∞) on W2 ×W1 if Fk −Gk = O(k−∞) on W2 ×W1.

We recall the definition of the semi-classical symbol spaces

Definition 2.1. Let W be an open set in R
N . We let S(1;W ) be the set of a ∈ C∞(W ) such

that for every α ∈ (N
⋃{0})N , there exists Cα > 0 such that

|∂αa(x)| ≤ Cα,

for every x ∈ W . For m ∈ R, let

Sm(1) = Sm(1;W ) :=
{
(a(·, k))k∈R | (k−ma(·, k)) ∈ S0(1;W )

}
.
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Consider a sequence aj ∈ Smj (1), j ∈ N ∪ {0}, where mj ց −∞, and let a ∈ Sm0(1). We
say that

a(·, k) ∼
∞∑

j=0

aj(·, k) in Sm0(1),

if for every ℓ ∈ N ∪ {0} we have a − ∑ℓ
j=0 aj ∈ Smℓ+1(1). For a given sequence aj as above,

we can always find such an asymptotic sum a, which is unique up to an element in S−∞(1) =
S−∞(1;W ) := ∩mSm(1).

We say that a(·, k) ∈ Sm(1) is a classical symbol on W of order m if

a(·, k) ∼
∞∑

j=0

km−jaj in Sm(1), aj(x) ∈ S0(1), j = 0, 1 . . . . (5)

The set of all classical symbols on W of order m is denoted by Sm
cl (1) = Sm

cl (1;W ).
Similarly, we define Sm(1;Y,E), Sm

cl (1;Y,E) in the standard way, where Y is a smooth
manifold and E is a vector bundle over Y .

We come back to our situation. We will use the same notations as Section 1. We will identify
the curvature form RL with the Hermitian matrix

ṘL ∈ C∞(M,End(T 1,0M)) , 〈RL(z) , U ∧ V 〉 = 〈 ṘL(z)U |V 〉,

for every U and V in T 1,0
z M , z ∈ M . We denote by W the subbundle of rank q = n− of T 1,0M

generated by the eigenvectors corresponding to negative eigenvalues of ṘL. Then, detW
∗
:=

ΛqW
∗
is a rank one subbundle, where W

∗
is the dual bundle of the complex conjugate bundle

of W and ΛqW
∗
is the vector space of all finite sum of v1 ∧ · · · ∧ vq, v1, . . . , vq ∈ W

∗
. We denote

by IdetW ∗ the orthogonal projection from T ∗0,qM onto detW
∗
. For x ∈ M , let det ṘL(x) :=

µ1(x) · · · µn(x), where µj(x), j = 1, . . . , n, are eigenvalues of ṘL(x).
Let s and s1 be local holomorphic trivializing sections of L defined on open sets D ⊂ M

and D1 ⊂ M respectively, |s|2hL = e−2φ, |s1|2hL = e−2φ1 , φ ∈ C∞(D,R), φ ∈ C∞(D1,R). The

localization of P
(q)
k with respect to s, s1 are given by

P
(q)
k,s,s1

: Ω0,q
c (D) → Ω0,q(D1),

u → s−k
1 e−kφ1(P

(q)
k (skekφu)).

Let P
(q)
k,s,s1

(x, y) ∈ C∞(D1 ×D,T ∗0,qM ⊠ (T ∗0,qM)∗) be the distribution kernel of P
(q)
k,s,s1

. When

D = D1, s = s1, we write P
(q)
k,s := P

(q)
k,s,s, P

(q)
k,s (x, y) := P

(q)
k,s,s(x, y). We recall the following

result [HM, Theorem 4.11]

Theorem 2.1. With the notations and assumptions used above and recall that we let q = n−.

Let s be a local holomorphic trivializing section of L defined on an open set D ⊂ M , |s|2hL = e−2φ.

We have

P
(q)
k,s (x, y) = eikΨ(x,y)b(x, y, k) +O(k−∞) on D ×D, (6)

where b(x, y, k) ∈ Sn
cl (1;D×D,T ∗0,qM⊠(T ∗0,qM)∗), b(x, y, k) ∼ ∑

j=0 bj(x, y)k
n−j in Sn

cl (1;D×
D,T ∗0,qM ⊠ (T ∗0,qM)∗), bj(x, y) ∈ C∞(D ×D,T ∗0,qM ⊠ (T ∗0,qM)∗), j = 0, 1, . . .,

b0(x, x) = (2π)−nIdetW∗

∣∣∣det ṘL(x)
∣∣∣ , for every x ∈ M, (7)

and Ψ(x, y) ∈ C∞(D ×D),

Ψ(x, y) = −Ψ(y, x),

there is a c > 0 such that ImΨ(x, y) ≥ c |x− y|2, for all x, y ∈ D,

Ψ(x, y) = 0 if and only of x = y.

(8)
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Fix p ∈ D, take z = (z1, . . . , zn) be local coordinates of M defined on D and s so that

z(p) = 0,

〈 ∂

∂zj
| ∂

∂zt
〉 = δj,t +O(|z|), j, t = 1, . . . , n,

φ(z) =

n∑

j=1

λj |zj |2 +O(|z|3),

(9)

then

Ψ(z, w) = i

n∑

j=1

|λj| |zj − wj |2 + i

n∑

j=1

λj(zjwj − zjwj) +O(|(z, w)|3). (10)

3 Proof of Theorem 1.1

We always assume q = n−. In view of Theorem 2.1, we have

P
(q)
k (z, z) = b0(z) IdetW∗kn +O(kn−1) , (11)

with b0(z) > 0. By (11) follows that the map Φ
(q)
k is well-defined.

We shall now prove that Φ
(q)
k is injective. By contrary, up to consider a subsequence, suppose

that we can find xk, yk in M , such that xk 6= yk and Φ
(q)
k (xk) = Φ

(q)
k (yk), for each k. Thus, by

noticing

∀k : Φ
(q)
k (xk) = Φ

(q)
k (yk) ⇐⇒

∀k, ∃λk ∈ C
∗ : (S0,J0(xk), . . . , Sdk,J0(xk)) = λk · (S0,J0(yk), . . . , Sdk ,J0(yk))

(12)

we can also assume that for each harmonic (0, q)-forms gk ∈ Hq(M,L⊗k), we have

|gk,J0(xk)|2hL⊗k ≥ |gk,J0(yk)|2hL⊗k , for all k ≫ 1. (13)

Assume that limk→+∞ xk = p, limk→+∞ yk = q, p 6= q. Let s and s1 be local holomorphic
trivializing sections of L defined on open sets D ⊂ M and D1 ⊂ M respectively, p ∈ D, q ∈ D1,
D ∩D1 = ∅. From [HM1, Lemma 3.7], we see that

P
(q)
k,s,s1

(x, y) = O(k−∞) on D ×D1. (14)

From Theorem 2.1 and (14), we can find gk ∈ Hq(M,L⊗k) such that

|gk,J0(xk)|2hL⊗k < |gk,J0(yk)|2hL⊗k , for all k ≫ 1. (15)

From (13) and (15), we get a contradiction. Therefore, xk and yk must converge to the same
point p ∈ M . We can distinguish two cases: either lim supk

√
k|xk − yk| = C > 0, C ∈]0,∞] or

lim supk
√
k|xk − yk| = 0. Here the distance |xk − yk|, xk, yk ∈ M , is meant with respect to the

Riemannian structure g = (〈·, ·〉 + 〈·, ·〉)/2 on TM .
Let s be local holomorphic trivializing section of L defined on an open set D ⊂ M , p ∈ D,

|s|2hL = e−2φ. Let us study the first case. For every yk ∈ D, let us set

gk(·) := P
(q)
k (·, yk)eJ0(yk) ∈ Hq(M,L⊗k).

On D, write gk = sk ⊗ g̃k, g̃k ∈ Ω0,q(D). Put ĝk := e−kφg̃k. In view of Theorem 2.1, we have

ĝk(x) = eikΨ(x,yk)b(x, yk, k)eJ0(yk) +O(k−∞) on D.

Let ĝk,J0(x) := 〈 ĝk(x) | eJ0(x) 〉 ∈ C∞(D). Notice that

|ĝk,J0(xk)|2 =
∣∣∣eikΨ(xk ,yk)〈 b(xk, yk, k)eJ0(yk) | eJ0(xk) 〉

∣∣∣
2
+O(k−∞)

≤ e−2k ImΨ(xk,yk) |〈 b(xk, yk, k)eJ0(yk) | eJ0(xk) 〉|2 +O(k−∞)
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and
|ĝk,J0(yk)|2 = |〈 b(yk, yk, k)eJ0(yk) | eJ0(xk) 〉|2 +O(k−∞).

Thus, by recalling that xk, yk → p, we get

lim
k→+∞

|ĝk,J0(xk)|2
k2n

≤ e−2cC2 |b0(p, p)|2 < |b0(p, p)|2 = lim
k→+∞

|ĝk,J0(yk)|2
k2n

which contradicts (13), where c > 0 is a constant independent of k.

Now, let us focus on the second case. Put P
(q)
k,s,J0,J0

(x, y) := 〈P (q)
k,s (x, y)eJ0(y) | eJ0(x) 〉 and

let P
(q)
k,s,J0,J0

(x) := P
(q)
k,s,J0,J0

(x, x). Let us set

fk(t) :=

∣∣∣P (q)
k,s,J0,J0

(txk + (1− t)yk, yk)
∣∣∣
2

P
(q)
k,s,J0,J0

(txk + (1− t)yk)P
(q)
k,s,J0,J0

(yk)
.

From Theorem 2.1, it is then easy to prove that

fk(t) ∼ e−2k ImΨ(txk+(1−t)yk ,yk) ·
[
1 +

1√
k
Rk(t)

]
(16)

where Rk = O(1) and the symbol ∼ means “has the same asymptotic as”. For ease of notation,
let us set Fk(t) := −2k ImΨ(txk +(1− t)yk, yk) for given xk, yk. Now, by applying the following
formulas

|F ′
k(t)| = |〈−2k ImΨ′

x(txk + (1− t)yk, yk), xk − yk〉| ≤
1

c0
k|xk − yk|2

and
F ′′
k (t) = 〈−2k ImΨ′′

x(txk + (1− t)yk, yk), xk − yk〉 < −c0k |xk − yk|2

for the computation of the second derivative of fk(t) in equation (16), here c0 is a positive
constant, and by using the assumption lim supk

√
k|xk − yk| = 0, after some computations, we

obtain that

lim sup
k

f ′′(t)

k |xk − yk|2
< 0 (17)

for each t.
We now show that if we apply the assumption (12) for computing the lim sup appearing in

(17) we get a different result. By Cauchy-Schwartz inequality we have 0 ≤ fk(t) ≤ 1, for any
t ∈ [0, 1] and fk(0) = fk(1) = 1. Thus, for each k, there is a tk ∈ [0, 1] such that f ′′(tk) = 0.
Hence,

lim sup
k

f ′′(t)

k |xk − yk|2
≥ 0

which contradicts (17).
Eventually, we shall prove the last part of the theorem concerning pull-back of the Fubini-

Study form, as a corollary we get that dΦ
(q)
k is injective and thus Φ

(q)
k is an embedding (see [MM,

Lemma 5.16]). Recall that the Fubini Study Kähler form on CP
m is given in homogeneous

coordinates [w0 : · · · : wm] by

ωFS :=
i

2π
∂∂ log




m∑

j=0

|wi|2

 . (18)

Let us apply (18) to our setting; local holomorphic section s of L over an open set D in M . It
induces a section sk of the k-th tensor power of the line bundle L⊗k on D. By recalling (2), we
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have Sj,J0 = fj,J0(z) ⊗ sk for a smooth function fj,J0 on D, j = 0, 1, . . . , dk. By definition (3),
we get

1

k
Φ
(q) ∗
k (ωFS)z =

i

2πk
∂∂ log




dk∑

j=0

|fj,J0(z)|2

 =

i

2πk
∂∂ log




dk∑

j=0

|Sj,J0(z)|2hL⊗k

|sk(z)|2
hL⊗k




=
i

π
∂∂φ+

i

2πk
∂∂ log




dk∑

j=0

|Sj,J0(z)|2hL⊗k


 .

Thus, the statement of the theorem follows from

∥∥∥∂∂ log P (q)
k,s,J0,J0

(x, x)
∥∥∥
C∞

= O(1)

in view of the asymptotic expansion of P
(q)
k,s (x, x).

4 Proof of Theorem 1.2

Fix p ∈ M and let s be a local trivializing section of L defined on an open setD of p, |s|2hL = e−2φ.
Let z = (z1, . . . , zn) = (x1, . . . , x2n), zj = x2j−1 + ix2j , j = 1, . . . , n, be local coordinates
of M defined on D. We take z and s so that (9) hold. Assume that λ1 < 0, . . . , λn−

< 0,
λn−+1 > 0, . . . , λn > 0. We have Lj =

∂
∂zj

at p, j = 1, . . . , n. We need

Lemma 4.1. Let u ∈ Hq(M,L⊗k) with ‖u‖k = 1. On D, write u = sk ⊗ ũ, ũ ∈ Ω0,q(D). Put

ũJ0(x) := 〈 ũ(x) | eJ0(x) 〉 ∈ C∞(D). There is a constant C > 0 independent of k and u such that

|(LtũJ0)(p)|2 ≤ Ckn, t = 1, . . . , n−,
∣∣(LtũJ0)(p)

∣∣2 ≤ Ckn, t = n− + 1, . . . , n.
(19)

Proof. Put Zt = Lt, t = 1, . . . , n−, Zt = Lt, t = n− + 1, . . . , n. Fix t ∈ {1, . . . , n}. From

Theorem 2.1 and off-diagonal expansion of P
(q)
k (see (14)), we have

∣∣∣∣(ZtũJ0)(p)−
∫

eikΨ(0,y)−kφ(y)
(
r0(y)k

n+1 + r1(y, k)
)
χ(y)ũ(y)dVM (y)

∣∣∣∣ ≤ CNk−N , (20)

for every N > 0, where CN > 0 is a constant independent of k, u and r0(y) = O(|y|2),
r1(y, k) ∈ Sn

cl (1;D,C ⊠ (T ∗0,qM)∗), χ ∈ C∞
c (D), χ = 1 near 0. From ImΨ(0, y) ∼ |y|2 and

some straightforward computations, we can check that

∣∣∣∣
∫

eikΨ(0,y)−kφ(y)
(
r0(y)k

n+1 + r1(y, k)
)
χ(y)ũ(y)dVM (y)

∣∣∣∣

≤ C

∣∣∣∣
∫

e−ck|y|2(k2n+2 |y|4 + k2n)dy

∣∣∣∣

1

2

≤ Ĉkn,

(21)

where C > 0, c > 0, Ĉ > 0 are constants independent of k and u. From (20) and (21), we get
(19).

We can now prove Theorem 1.2. We may assume that
∑dk

j=0

∣∣∣(ZtS̃j,J0)(p)
∣∣∣
2
6= 0. Let

u :=

∑dk
j=0 Sj(ZtS̃j,J0)(p)√

∑dk
j=0

∣∣∣(ZtS̃j,J0)(p)
∣∣∣
2
.
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Then, u ∈ Hq(M,L⊗k) with ‖u‖k = 1. From Lemma 4.1, we get

|(ZtũJ0)(p)|2 =
dk∑

j=0

∣∣∣(ZtS̃j,J0)(p)
∣∣∣
2
≤ Ckn.

The theorem follows.
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