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TIME OPTIMAL OBSERVABILITY FOR GRUSHIN SCHRODINGER
EQUATION

NICOLAS BURQ AND CHENMIN SUN

ABSTRACT. We consider two dimensional Grushin Schrédinger equation posed on a finite cylin-
der Q = (—-1,1), x T, with Dirichlet boundary condition. We obtain the sharp observability
by any horizontal strip, with the optimal time T, > 0 depending on the size of the strip. Con-
sequently, we prove the exact controllability for Grushin Schrédinger equation. By exploiting
the concentration of eigenfunctions of harmonic oscillator at x = 0, we also show that the
observability fails for any T < T.

1. INTRODUCTION

1.1. Motivation. In this article we are interested in the observation and control for a sub-
elliptic Schrédinger equation on a finite cylinder. Observability for linear evolution PDEs has
been extensively studied in the past decades. These studies aim to observe solutions of PDEs

@U - EU = O, Ult:O = UQ (11)

in a small region w (control region) by spending some time. More precisely, it concerns an
inequality of the type

1U(O)]x < Cr / L0 (). (1.2)

If (1.2) holds, then we say that the observability of the equation (1.1) from (0,7") X w is
true. There are two aspects. Firstly, observability is a quantitative version of the unique
continuation property. The question of observability from (0,7") X w can be reformulated as:
can sequences of solutions of (1.1) concentrate on sets which do not intersect with (0,7") x w?
Secondly, it is equivalent to the null controllability (and hence for reversible systems to the exact
controlability) of the dual equation of (1.1)(see [Li88]). For hyperbolic PDEs, the observability
can be obtained effectively by the theorem of propagation of singularities. In particular, for
the wave equation, it is well-known that (see [BLR92],[BGI6]) the observability is equivalent to
the so called geometric control condition, which says that all the trajectories of the generalized
geodesic flow will enter the control region before some prescribed time 7' > 0. Moreover, one
cannot observe the waves before this geometric time 7.

For Schrodinger equation

10u+Au=0
1



2 N. BURQ AND C-M. SUN

on manifolds (with or without boundaries), due to the dispersion, or infinite propagation speed,
it was shown by Lebeau ([L.e92]) that the observability holds true for arbitrary short time T,
provided that the control region w satisfies the geometric control condition. This geometric
restriction on w is not necessary in general. It turns out that the stability(instability) of the
geodesic flow of the underlying manifold plays an important role for the concentration of so-
lutions of Schrédinger equation. It was shown in [Ja90],[BZ12],[BBZ13],[AMI14],JALMI6],[Ji17]
that for any T" > 0 and any non-empty open set w, the observability of Schrédinger equation
from (0,7T) x w is true, if the underlying manifolds are torus, disk or hyperbolic surfaces. In this
article, in some sense, we change dramatically the geometry of the underlying manifold, and are
interested in the observability problem for the Schrodinger equation in a hypoelliptic geometry.
For our model example, a mixed feature of propagation and dispersion will be revealed, which
will crucially influence the validity of the observability, leading to a unique example for which
observability and control hold for the Schrodinger equation while it is violated for the heat
equation [Kol7].

1.2. Grushin Schrodinger equation. We consider the following Grushin Schrodinger equa-
tion on a finite cylinder 2 = (—1,1), x T, with Dirichlet boundary condition:

10+ Agu =0, (t,z,y) € R x Q

uli—o = ug(z,y) € L*(Q), (1.3)

u|x::t1 =0
where the Grushin Laplace operator is defined as Ag = 97 + %0, together with domain

D(Ag) :=={u € D'(Q) : P2u,2*02u € L*(Q) and u |so= 0}.
The mass
o) ey = [ e 9) Py
and the energy
lull g @y = /Q(|3zu(t,x,y)|2+ (w0,ult, 5, y)|?)dady

are conserved along the flow.

The equation (1.3) can be solved by first taking the Fourier transformation in y variable, and
then solving the spectral problem of 1D harmonic oscillator. More precisely, for fixed n € Z,
we denote by ¢,,,(x) be the m-th eigenfunction of the operator L, = —d? + n?z? with the
domain D(L,) = H?*((—1,1)) N Hyj((—1,1)), associated with eigenvalues A2, ,,. We expand the
initial data wg(z,y) as

00
Uo (1:; Z/) = Z Z am,ngpm,n(x)einyv

m=0 neZ
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hence, the solution of (1.3) is given by

o0

(€™ Sug)(t, 2, y) = > Y amne Mgy, (z)e™.

m=0 nez
In particular,
o Spec(—Ag) ={\,, :meN,nelZ}.
e Eigenfunctions of —Ag are
D (2,Y) = Pn(2)e™.
A classical question in control theory is whether, given a non-empty open set w and time
Ty > 0, for ug € L*(2), there exists a control f € L*((0,T) x w) such that the solution of (1.1)

satisfies ul>1, = 0.

Control and observation problem for the degenerate parabolic equation has attracted lots of
attentions in these years. Many results have been obtained, yet, the picture is far from been
completed. For the parabolic Grushin equation

ou — Agu = 0,

it turns out that there exists a minimal time 7" > 0 for the observability, if w does not
touch the degenerate line (see [BCG14]). It was also shown in [Kol7] that the observability is
untrue, if w does not intersect a horizontal strip. Though governed by different mechanism, we
present a time-optimal control and observation result for the Grushin Schrodinger equation, as
a counterpart of the mentioned degenerate parabolic equations.

1.3. Main results. In this article, we consider the horizontal control domain w of the form
(—1,1), x I, where I C T is a finite union of intervals. For such w, we define the quantity £(w)
to be the length of the largest interval in Q\ w N {x = 0}:

L(w) :=sup{s : Jyi,y> € T such that distr(y1,y2) = s, and [(0,71), (0,y2)] Nw = 0}.

/‘(/11) x

We show that if Ty > L(w), the observability is true:
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Theorem 1. Let w be a horizontal strip of Q and assume that Ty > L(w). Then there exists
Cr, > 0, such that for any solution u to (1.3) with initial data ug € L*(2), the observability

To
0|20y < Cry / a2 (1.4)
0
holds true.

Consequently, by the standard HUM method ([Li88], see for example [BZ12] in the context
of Schrédinger equation), we obtain the following exact controllability:

Theorem 2. Assume that Ty > L(w), then for any uy € L*(Q), there exists g € L*((0,Tp) X w),
such that the solution of the equation

0w+ Aqu = 1,9, uli=o = up

satisfies u(Tp, ) = 0.

Our next result shows that 75 > L(w) is also necessary for the observability. This will be
done by constructing examples which contradicts the observability, if Ty < L(w). The precise
statement is as follows:

Theorem 3. Assume that Ty < L(w), then there exists a sequence (ugo) C L*(2), such that
o
kol = 1. and Jim [ 1ol =0

The observability for Schrodinger equation is related to the long-time behaviour of the semi-
classical Schrodinger equation. Starting from initial data oscillating at space frequency of order
h~1, a simple time rescalling gives

10w+ Au = 0 < ihd,v + h*Av = 0,v(s, 7) = u(hs, z).

If the geometric control condition is fullfilled, the concentration outside w cannot occur
beyond the semi-classical time scale s ~ 1. This in turn tells us ¢ ~ h, which is responsible
for the short time observability result of Lebeau [L.e92]. In the instable cases (torus, disk), we
can see dispersion by understanding propagation beyond the semi-classical time scale s ~ eh ™1,
€ < 1, and this is responsible for the observability results in [BZ12] [AM14],]ALM16] at the
classical time scale e. To the best of our knowledge, Theorem 1 is the first result for the
Schrodinger type equations where we can track dispersion all the way up to the exact semi-
classical time scale s = L(w)h™'.

Remark 1.1. The method we used in the proof of Theorem 2, Theorem 1.4 and Theorem 3
would allow one to obtain similar results for more general hypoelliptic operator of the form

P=0>+ V(m)@j,
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where V' (z) € C*(]—1, 1]), satisfying
V(z) >0, ifz#0, V(z)~a2®V'(x)~z,V'(z)~1z—0.
A typical example is V (x) = sin?(mx).

Remark 1.2. Though the control domain w we considered here is horizontal strips, with a
little effort, one can prove the exact controllability with the same time threshold Ty > L(w),
when w contains a horizontal strip. Moreover, from the concentration of the first eigenfunction
of the semi-classical harmonic oscillator —92 + n?z?, the exact controllability is untrue, for any
T > 0, if 2\ w contains a neighborhood of the degenerate line {x = 0}. It would be interesting
to know whether the exact controllability is true, if w is only a neighborhood of the verticle

interval [(0, 1), (0, y2)].

S

m
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2. REFORMULATION OF THE PROBLEM AND OUTLINE OF THE PROOFS

Assume that w = (—1,1), x UN_ (¢, dy,), where (cg, di) are disjoint intervals of T. For o > 0,
define the smooth function ¢ € C*°(T) by

= 2 * (1)
0 otherwise .

N . . C+d ‘d'—C'|
= g W 1if y € (¢;,d;) and dist(y, “592) < 290 — o
Jj=1

Since Ty > L(w), for
op < mm{]dk —Ck‘/2, (TO —ﬁ(w))/27k =1,2--- ’N}’

we denote by ag = %M) + ag. Hence we reformulate Theorem 1 as follows:
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Theorem 4. Assume that T > ag, then for any uy € L*(Q), we have
T
leolfsey < Crao | 160)e" 0l 22
-7

Throughout this article, we will use the standard notation D, = %6{1/, D, = %890.
2.1. Outline of the non-observability for 7, < L(w). Unlike the classical Schrédinger
equation, the Grushin-Schrodinger equation exhibits the features of both wave equation and
dispersive equations. To understand the heuristics, consider Grushin-Schrodinger equation
posed on (z,y) € R%:

10iu + Agu = 0.

The solution formula can be written explicitly

ult, z,y) = mz / emitem ik f o (/). (2.3)

where h,,(z) is the m-th Hermite function, eigenfunction of the harmonic oscillator —9? + 2.
As explained in [GG12], there exists an orthogonal decomposition

L(R?) = @4 ©50 VE, Adlys = £i@m + 1),
hence (2.3) can be viewed as a coupled system of transport equations:
i(0; & (2m + 1)9,)u, = 0.

The m-th wave u propagates on the vertical direction of velocity 2m+1. Actually, the bottom
spectral portion m = 0 is responsible for the restriction To > L(w) for the observability. For
larger m, the propagation speed of the portion uE is larger, and this can be interpreted as
“dispersion”. In the section 9, we will construct concrete example to disprove the observability
inequality if 7y < L(w). Unlike the equation (2.3) posed on the whole space, we have no
explicit formula for the first eigenfunction of the semi-classical harmonic oscillator —9? + n*z?
with Dirichlet boundary condition. The construction is then based on the careful quantitative
analysis of the first eigenvalue and eigenfunction of the semi-classical harmonic oscillator.

2.2. Outline of the proof of Observability if 7, > L(w). For simplicity, we shall first
study the case where there is a single band in w®, and by translation in y we can assume that
w¢ = (—1,1), x (—a,a), hence L(w) = 2a, and ay € (a,Tp/2). Assume that ¢» € C°(R; 0, 1])
such that

V() =1, i 5 < | <2 and $(Q) =0 (] < 7 or [¢] > 4

From standard compactness argument, one can reduce the proof of Proposition 4 to the following
spectral-localized version:
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Proposition 2.1. Let T > ag, then for any uy € L*(Q), we have for all 0 < h < 1,
T
1(h*Ac)uol ) < CT,ao/ lo(y)e* (R A )uo| () dt-
-7

Due to the anisotropic feature, we need to consider different spectral regimes. A basic
observation is that 9, commutes with —Ag. If we localize the spectral /—Ag ~ h™!, then
by the hypoellipticity, the vertical frequency |D,| is contrained to |D,| < h™2. In section
3, we will prove this simple coercivity estimate. In the sequel, our analysis will require a
second microlocalization with respect to the variable D,, which will in turn require a second
microlocalization with respect to the variables (x, D,). Fortunately this will remain at a quite
basic level and appear only through the elementary elliptic regularity result Proposition 4.4.

In section 4, we will deal with the regime:
V—Ag=/D2+2?D2 ~ h™' < |D,| Sh2

We introduce another scale |D,| ~ k™', and the half wave regime corresponds to such that
h* < h < h. The main constranits in this regime come from the subregime (proper half-wave
regime) when i ~ h?, and |z| < A2, since |z| > h'/? is the classical forbidden region where
the contributions are of order O(h™), if we write

1
i0y + Ng = i0, + 02 + (zhay)(ifl/%)2 i0,.

J/

~
uniformly bounded operator

It turns out that the operator 1hd,(h~'/?z)? is also bounded from below, in an averaged
sense. In this regime, the key tool will be the positive commutator relation

[—Ag, x0, + any] = —2Aq
Roughly speaking, the commutator relation
[i0: + Ag, or(t) (20, + 2y0,)] = 206 + iy (t) (20, + 2y0,)

allows one to control the energy norm 27" x 2(||zd,ul|2. + [|9,ul|22) by the contributions inside
the control region w and (¢/(t)2y0d,u, u). The difficulty is the fact that in the half-wave regime,
|z| < A2, one cannot absorb the norm ||d,ul| 2 by the energy norm. To overcome this difficulty,
we observe that, heuristically, at ¢ = 0, the solutions are concentrated near y = 0, then on the
support of ¢/(t), t ~ T, the solutions should be propagated near |y| = T > a. With appropriate
time cut-off ¢r(t), this term |(¢7(£)2y0,u, u)| is essentially

2a x 2 x Bt x ||ul|32 + errors .

By using the hypoellipticity, for the well-localized solution u, the main contribution turns out
to be

da x (||lzdyullz2 + [[0sull72)-
This allows us to conclude, provided that T" > a.



8 N. BURQ AND C-M. SUN

In the section 5, we discuss the semi-classical dispersive regime, in which the geometric

control condition is fullfilled:
V—=A¢ ~ |D,| ~h7".

From the time rescaling trick introduced in [Le92], it is then reduced to prove the observability
estimate for the semi-classical Grushin Schrédinger equation

ihdsw + (hdy)*w + 2 (hd2)w = 0. (2.4)

In the considered regime, the Hamiltonian flow is never degenerated and all geodesics enter the
control region in finite time. By a standard defect-measure based argument, we are able to
prove the semi-classical propagation observability for (2.4).

In the sections 6 and 7, we will deal with the non-semiclassical dispersive regime. If

he S |Dyl < V/=Ag ~ b7,

thanks to the rapid propagation in the horizontal variable z, we are still able to use the positive
commutator method to detect the vertical propagataion, but in this case the arguments are
simpler and any 7" > 0 would work. Finally, if

|D,| < ¢ < /—Ag ~h71,

we will use a normal form transformation method, inspired by the work of the first author and
M. Zworski [BZ12], to convert id; + Ag to 10, + 02 + M28§ in this regime, modulo errors. Then
an application of the observality theorem for the classical Schrodinger equation allows us to
conclude.

3. COERCIVITY ESTIMATE

From hypoellipticity, we have the following simple coercivity estimate:
Lemma 3.1. For every f € D(Ag), there holds
£ 20) + Dy 2 FlIF20y) < (A + 1), -
Proof. By doing integration by part, we have
(—Aaf, iz = 10:f 1720 + 1128, fl172()-

Denote by 11, II_, the projection to the strictly positive and the strictly negative frequencies in
y variable. Obviously, II; commute with Ag, 0,, 0,. From the commutator relation [0,, z0,] =
0d,, we have

1Dy T f (1720 = Fi (0T f, T f) p2(2) = Fi([8e, 20, T f, T ) 20
After integration by part, we have

Dy f 720y = £2Tm(0pTLs f, 20, T f ) 120 -
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Thus
Dy T f 20y < 10T1i f 7200y + 20,1 f 720

The proof of Lemma 3.1 is now complete. 0J
Let xo € CX(R; [0, 1]) such that
xo(¢) =1, if |[(] <2 and x0(¢) =0, if |(] > 3.
Corollary 3.2. For 0 < h <1 and ey > %,
T/J(hQAG) (1 - XO(GOhQDy)) = 0.
Proof. Take f € D(Ag), and we expand fj, := ¥ (h?*Ag) (1 — xo(eoh®*D,)) f

fn= Z am,nw(hz)\fmn)(l — xo(eoh®n)) @ ne™

Applying Lemma 3.1 to fj,, we obtain that
Z |n||am7n|21/)(h2/\fn’ )* (1 — xo(eoh®n) ? < Z)\ @m0 (RN )2 (1- X0(60h2n>>2.

For the non-zero contributions on the right side, )\fnyn < hQ, while for the non-zero contributions
on the left side, we have |n| > 60% Therefore, if ey < 3, the only possibility is that f, = 0.
This completes the proof of Corollary 3.2.

O

4. HALF-WAVE REGIME:

In this section, the numerical constant ey > % is fixed, and the cut-offs yo and 1) are also

fixed as in the previous section. Denote by J another cut-off function with similar support
property as v, such that

WP =9,
For 0 < h < 1,by > 0, we define the semi-classical spectral projector
" = §(—h*Ac) (xolcoh®D,) — xo(bahD,))

This allows us to localize the spectral into the regime: h™' < |D,| < h™2, and the half-wave
regime formally corresponds to h?|D,| ~ 1, h/—Ag ~ 1.

The goal of this section is to prove the following observability.

Proposition 4.1. Fiz T > ag. There exist by > 0, hg > 0, such that for all h < hy we have

T
2% 0|20y < Cra / |6(y)e AT g |24 . (4.1)
-T



10 N. BURQ AND C-M. SUN

We will prove the inequality above by proving firstly a localized version for h™! < |D,| ~
h! < ¢ph™2, and gluing such inequalities together. The constant by > 0 will be chosen in the
proof as a small parameter. Note that A can be viewed as a second semi-classical parameter.

For any i~! > (bph)™!, 0 < 6 < 1, we denote by

Un,ne = J(—hQAg)J (%) u. (42)

4.1. Elliptic regularity. Denote by £, = —9? + n*z?, the semi-classical harmonic oscillator
associated with the Dirichlet boundary condition. Note that ¢, ,(x) is the m th eigenfunction
of L, with eigenvalue A7, . Denote by H,, = —07 +n’z?, the semi-classical harmonic oscillator
on the whole line with domain D(H,,) = H*(R) N H'(R), where H!(R) is defined via the norm

||f||3-11(]R) = Ha%f”%z(n{) + foH%Q(]R)

the j th eigenvalue of H,. It is well-known that w3, = (2j + 1)|n|. We need
the following comparison principle.

Denote by w?

Jmo

Lemma 4.2. Let n € N, then for any j € N, we have
<N,

]”—

Proof. This is a simple consequence of the max-min principle. Recall that from max-min

principle,
L
)\?n = sup inf (£nf, f)L2 ,
’ 1, h;—1€L2((—1,1)) fE span (Y1, Wn)t ||f||L2 —1,1))
f#0,feH5((—1,1))
and
2 _ - (Huf, [)r2m)
Wiy = sup inf — s
1, hj—1€L2(R) FE€ span (1, ihn) b ||f||L2(R)
F#£0,feM(R)

Define ¢of := f1(_11), the zero-extension of f € Hg(Ig), then obviously ¢f € H*(R). Thus by
definition, we have

: (Ho(ef)tf) 2w
wi, < sup inf 5
Y1, —1€EL2(R) fE span (1, w )+ ||Lf||L2 R

f#0,fEH((—1,1))
B (‘Cnf7 f)L2(R)
— sup inf T E—
Vi by €L2(®) F€ span (oo )t (| fl L)

FAOFEH((~1,1)
Lnf,
< sup inf —( / f)LQ(R)

b1 by reL2((<1,1)) F€ span (b )t [ fIl22q
f;éoafEHOl((flvl))

2
=Xl
This completes the proof of Lemma 4.2. O
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Using that by comparison principle, we have N, , < #{j : w L <7 < we get

2| I’

Corollary 4.3. For fized n,

Nn,T = #{] : )\?m < 7_2} < —

2In|

Let x; € C°(R) such that x1(¢) vanishes if || > C or |[(| < ¢1, for some C} > ¢; > 0. We
have the following

Proposition 4.4 (Elliptic regularity). Let o > 0. There exist small constants 0 < hyg < 1,0 <
by < 1, such that the for all 0 < h < hy and # < h < byh, the following statement is true.
For wp, = v(h?Ag)x1(ADy)wp, and x € C°(—1,1) such that x(z) = 1 near 0, we have with
€ = max(h'=7, 5¢; ' hh 1)

e X
(1 — X)(z)haxwh,hHm(ﬂ) + (1 - X)(;)wh,hﬂm(ﬂ) < Cyh"™, (4.3)

for all N € N.

Proof. We first prove the estimate for eigenfunctions

Lemma 4.5. For all x € C*(—1,1) and all N, there exists C > 0 such that for all eigenfunc-
tion @y (2,y) = €™y (), where |n| € [erh™!, CLATY], [Pl r2-10) = 1,

T i
I = X)(;)haxq’m,n“%z(m + I - X)(g)@m,nlliz(g) < Cyh", (4.4)

for all N € N.

Proof. Thanks to the support property of x;. The eigenfunction ¢, , of the operator £, =
—0? + n%x? satisfies

LoPmn = A €

1 16
16h2’ h?

:| ; (pm,n|x::|:1 = 0. (45)

Taking the Fourier transform with respect to the y variable, multiplying (4.5) by (1—x)*(%£)%,,.,
and doing the integration by part, we obtain that

1

' 2L 12 2 2 TN —

1 -1 €
2 ! 2, 2
= A 1(1 = X) (O)lepmal dz. (4.6)

This yields

1 2 1
/ (1—x)* ( ) [[€hnl? + (P2® = N2 ) [omal?] do < = | 10 =X P nomnldr.
_ —1

1
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Note that on the support of (1 — x)(%), n®z* — A2, > 9h~?, which implies

T T
I =)D mallzznn + A =) () emnlza

2h? x x

< TH(l - X)(E)SO;n,nHLZ‘(—l,l)HX/(E)SOm,nHLZ(—Ll)- (4.7)

We now show (4.4) for N = ko by induction on k. Applying the induction assumption we get
x x o
(1 - X)(E)SOZz,nHB(—l,l)H(X/(;)@m,nHL?(—Ll) < Chtr

which, from (4.7) implies (using € > h'77),

x x "
1L =) (D) Pmnllz-rn + 10 =202 )emallrz1n < Cht+1e,
O
For wy, 5, we expand it as
Wh,n = Z am,n(bm,n-
In|~h= 1 A nh 1
Note that for fixed n, applying Cauchy-Schwartz and Corollary 4.3, we have
m,nym,n h H m,n ,
R D e O D] B
o 1/2 | ml;z (4.8)
gCNhN( 3 |am7n|2) (#Lm s A ~ WD) < OnBN R TY2 < ClhN 2,
M, n~h~1
Finally, using Plancherel’s identity, we obtain that
I () hdywnpll 20y + [Ix (@) whall 2 @) < OnRY,
for all N € N. This completes the proof of Proposition 4.4.
O

4.2. Half-wave regime. We shall use the following elementary lemma.

Lemma 4.6. For any 0 < €y < 1, there exists a C' function ¢, compactly supported in [—1,1],
such that

(1) (t) = 1,VIH <1 - e, 0 < p(t) <1 and (1) = 0,]t] > 1.

(2)
/1 e | ()]|dt = 2.

Introducing the Grushin energy norm

1By 2= 100 ey + 120, ey,

The following proposition is crucial in the half-wave regime.
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Proposition 4.7. Assume that T > ag. Let up, s be the solution of (1.3) with the localization
property (4.2). Then there exist small constants 0 < hg, hg, 9,00 < 1, and Crq, > 0 such that

for all0 < h < hg,0 <8 < 80,0 < h < hy, 2e0 < p < aoh~V/? obeying 2L < h < ph?, we have
2

T
O 0 <Cras | (160,050 )+ 1900t ns Ol e )
- (4.9)

T
+C7,q, / B o) unns (D172 () At + Crag (1 + 687 [[unps (0) 172 () -
-7

(recall that numerical constant eq satisfies eg > 3.)

Proof. We first give the proof in the simpler case where there is a single band in w® and by
translation in y we can assume that , w® = (—1,1), X (—a,a)), hence L(w) = 2a. In this case,
the cut-off function ¢ defined in (2.1) satisfies

o(y) =01if [y <a; o(y) =1ifao < |yl <.

To simplify the notation, we denote by u = wuys. Pick ¢(t) as in the Lemma 4.6, with a
small parameter ¢, > 0 to be chosen later. For T" > 0, we define ¢r(t) == ¢ (%) Take
x1(z) = x(e 'z) for some function xy € C>°(R) with the property that x(¢) = 1 near 0, where
¢ = max{h'~7, 5¢;'hh '} as in Proposition 4.4.

Take x2 € CX((—m, 7)) equal to 1 on (—a, a) and such that supp(x5) C supp(¢2). We define
another cut-off ¢;(y) such that

supp(x5) C supp(¢1) C supp(@),  d1lsupp(xy) =1, Plsuppsr) = 1- (4.10)

Moreover, we require that supp(l — x2) C supp(¢;1). The proof is an application of positive
commutator method, based on the simple commutator relation

(A, 20, +20,] = Ac. (4.11)
More precisely, with cutoffs pr(t), x1(x), x2(y), we have

[i0; + Ag, or(t)x1(z)x2(y) (20, + 2y0,)]
=207(t)x1(x)x2(y) Ac + 197 (t)x1(x) x2(y) (20: + 2y0,) (4.12)
+or(t) [x2(y) (] () 4+ 2x1 (2)02) + 2*x1(2) (x5 (y) + 2x5(y)0y)] (20: + 2y0,).

By developing the commutator and using the equation, we have

([10: + Ag, or(t)x1X2(70z + 2y0y )|u, u) 2mxa) = 0.
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On the other hand, using (4.12), we obtain that

=2 (er(t)xix2Acu, U)L2(Rx9) =1 (o7 (t)x1x2(20; + 2y9, )u, U)L2(R><Q)

1

+ (r(O)x2(X1 + 2X10:) (#0r + 290y Ju, ) 12z (4.13)

II
+ (pr(t)a?x1 (x5 + 2x50,) (20, + 2yd, )u, U)L2(R><Q) :

.

g

II1

First, we observe that on the support of 1 — x1(x), x}(z), x{(z), we have |x| > e. Therefore,
from Proposition 4.4, together with the fact that ||0yullr2) ~ A ||ull2) < Ch_QHuH%Q(Q)7

11 < Ry i= Cryh™ [u(0)][72(c-

Next, we observe that the supports of 1 — x2(y), x4(y), X5(y) are both contained in {y : ¢1(y) >
0}. Thus from integration by part, we obtain that

I < Ry :=C /R /ﬂ er()o1(y)? [|0xul* + |x0yul* + |uf*] dedydt.
Similarly, doing integration by part, we deduce that the left hand side of (4.13) equals to
2 /R (1) (2)xe () (10,0 ? + [10,ul?)dydudt + O(R,) + O(Ry).
Using again Proposition 4.4 we can eliminate the x; cut off and get (adding another R; error)
Q/RgoT(t)XQ(y)(quF 4 2yul?)dydudt + O(Ry) + O(R).

Moreover,
| (7 (X1 X200, 1) 2 gy | < Crel|u(0)] g, 0 14(0) | L2
since on the support of x1(x), || < Ce. This term is in lower order and can be bounded by

Rs < e|u(0)[[fs ) + Craelu(0)]72(o)-

Thus, using that x2 + ¢ > 1 on (—m, ), (because we can add R, on the Lh.s.) we obtain from
(4.13) that

2 /R ¢T(t)||u(t)”fqé(g)dt <2| (7 (t)x2(y)yIyu, u)L2(R><Q) |+ Ri+R2+ Rs. (4.14)
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Pick ' € (ap, T), such that ¢,(y) > C;;' > 0 for all @’ < |y| < 7. Therefore, the first term on
the right side of (4.14) can be majorized by

2d’ /(1 . |7 (O Oy u(t) || L2ty <ar | w(E) || 2y <ary
—€0 S >

J/

-~

v (4.15)
+C§//RIsO’T(t)\H¢1(y)5yu(t)Hmm)||¢1(y)U(t)||L2<mdt-

~~

\%

Note that by our choice of ¢; and the localization property of u = ¥ (hD,)u, we can write

$1(y)9yu = d1(y)0y(d(y)u) = ¢1(y) 0y (ADy)(d(y)u) + 1(y)Dy[o(y), Y (AD,)]u.

Using the fact that ||hdy[¢, ¥(RD,)]||12— 2 = O(h), we can majorize the second term of (4.19)
by

T

V<Rs:=Cra /Tﬁ_lllcb(y)U(t)lliz(mdt + Cra[[u(0)7>(0)-

It remains to treat IV.

Using the spectral localization ||hD,| — 1| < § of u, we can majorize IV by

2d’(1+ 30
e A =) Ol e (4.16)
h (1-co)<lI<T

From the conservation of mass and Lemma 4.6, we have that

2&’(1"‘350)/ 2
Tl O] (1) P

Denote by I11 be the projector to positive(negative) Fourier modes in y. We write

lu(t) 720y = (Mpu(t), Tyu(t) o) + (Mou(t), T-u(t)) 12()-

(4.16) <

Hence we have
(1 F BDy)Tpu(t), Teu(t)) 2oy | < 6lfu(t)||72 0.
Now using the fact that [0,, 20,| = 0, and [0, 1] = 0, we obatin that
lu(®)1720) <20/u(t) |72 + 20|01 u(t) || L2y |20, I u(t) | 20
2RI (1) 0|8, T (1) 0
<23 u(t) 20y + Al -
Plugging into (4.14), we have

4

1/2 20/(1 + 36) 1/2 .

2HSOT/ uHiQ(R;Hé(Q)) SMHS‘JT/ U”iz(R;Hé(Q)) + Crah 15””@)”%2(9) + ZRk (4.17)
k=1
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Note that if T' > ag, we can choose dy > 0, ¢g > 0 sufficiently small, such that
a'(1+39)
T(1—e)
Then we choose hg, hg > 0,00 > 0 sufficiently small, then for any 0 < h < hg,0 < h < hq,

2e0 < p < ogh~ /2, and % < h < ph%. Substituting the expression of R, the proof of
Proposition 4.7 is then complete in the particular case where there is only one band in w®.

< 1.

In the general case, there may be several bands (all with width at most £(w)). In the previous
proof, we replace the cut-off x, by a family of cut-off x3(y) equal to 1 on (a;, b;) and satisfying
all the other assumptions of x, and we can perform the same estimates with the commutator
relation (4.11) replaced by

[Ag, x@z + 2(y

bj + a;
_ . j>8y] — Ag, (4.18)

(i.e. centering our estimates on the middle of the segment (a;,b;)) leading to the following
version of (4.14)

N 4
2 / ¢T<t>||u<t>||zé(mdts22|(¢T<t>xa<y>(y— = J)ayu,u) [+ > R, (419)
j=1 k=1

L2(RxQ)

and we conclude the proof as previously. O

Next, we use a simple integration by part argument to pass to the L? observability estimate.

Corollary 4.8. Under the same assumption as Proposition /.7, we have

T
[unns(0)172() < CToao b /T 16(y)tunn.5()|72(0)-

Proof. The right side of (4.9) is
1u(O) I ) ~ A (0} ][72 ).

Since h~! <

the left side of (4.9) can be majorized be

eh27

C’Tao/ / o(y)? [|0.ul? + |z0yul’] dedydt + C7 (1 +8h 2+ h" / / oy |u|2dtdxdy)
Doing integration by part, we have

/ / o(y)* [|0sul® + |x0yul’] dudydt = / / )*Aquudzdydt + 2¢¢' (y)2°0,ut] dadydt.
By Cauchy-Schwartz, the right hand side can be bounded by

loW)ull2(-rmyxe | Acull -1y x0) + [[6W)ull L2 -1y xe [ull 3, () -
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From the localization of the spectral, we have

[ [ 6w 0 + ooy doayit < SEN6lia o @)
Finally, applying Young’s inequality of the form
ab < ea® + C(e)b?,
the proof of Corollary 4.8 is complete. 0

The following proposition shows that it is the regime for which & is close to h? that induces
the condition 17" > aq.

Proposition 4.9. Assume that T' > 0, then there exist by > 0,p9 > 0,hg > 0,hg > 0,09 > 0,
and Cr > 0, such that for all 0 < h < hg,0 < h < hy,0 < & < dy, and p > py, obeying
ph? < h < boh, we have

T
6 (0) 720 < CT/T ¢ unns ()72 0y dt. (4.20)

Proof. We use the same positive commutator method as in the proof of Proposition 4.7, but
the proof is much simpler in the present situation. We adapt the notation there. Indeed, from
(4.13), the term |II|, |III| can be majorized by the same bound Ry, Re. For I=i(/(t)x1x2(x0: +
2y0y)u, u) [2rx0), We estimate it as

| (P () x1X2205u, u) 2y | < Crel[u(0)]] g ) u(0) 220,
where € = max{h'~7, 5c;'hh ™1}, and
| (s (8) X1 X208y, w) 2| < CrllOyu(0)]| 2oy [[u(0) || 2 () < CrbiH|u(0)172(0)-
Therefore,
T
/RSOT(t>Hu(t)||§.{é(Q)dt <Cr /T/Q¢(3/)2 |:|8$U|2 + |x8yu|2] dxdydt

+Crel|u(0)|] 1 1u(0) [l 22() + Crh [w(0) |72 o) -

(4.21)

Note that ||U(t)||Hé.(Q) = Hu(O)HHé(Q) ~ h™2, after doing integration by part as in the proof of
Corollary 4.8, we obtain that

T
[u(0)]72() < CT/T ¢ u(t) T2 dt + Crellu(0)l72() + Crh*h™|u(0)[72(q)-

Note that hh™! < by, h?h~! < p~t. We choose py > 0 large enough and by > 0 small enough,
such that

1
CTb() + C'Tpal < 5

This completes the proof of Proposition 4.9. 0
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4.3. L? observability in the half-wave regime.

Proof of Proposition J.1. Fix R > 1, close enough to 1 such that
max{R — 1,1 — R} <4,

for some ¢ fixed as in the Corollary 4.8 and Proposition 4.9. Choose a cut-off funtion fr €
C>®((R7',R)), Br > 0 and

Bo(s) + 253,1@(8) =1, Vs>0.
k=1

where Sgi(s) = Br(R™"s) and By(s) € C° ([0, ££L)).

We will apply Proposition 4.8 for the semi-classical parameter h = A\ = R~* with large k,
and denote by p = pg as in Proposition 4.9. Fix the small parameters oy > 0 as in Proposition
4.7, and we choose hy > 0 smaller than the one required in Proposition 4.7, Proposition
4.9, and oop~3/2. Note that in this case, if e°2h2 < h < ph?, the constraint p < ooh™'/? to
apply Proposition 4.7 is satisfied automatically. Denote simply by u, = H,bfhu, we know that

Bri(|Dy|)un = 0 unless

_ log(boh) k<M, - _log(eoh2/2).

Ny, = :
h logkR —  — log R

Now from almost orthogonality

Crlllunllfz@y < Y 18ra(IDyDunliz() < Crllunliz
k>N,
and Corollary 4.8, Proposition 4.9, we have that
2
lun(O)720) <Cr Y IBre(1Dyun(0)[|72 g

Np<k<My

T
<Crr Y0 [ 103D, Dun) et

Np<k<My“ ™~

(4.22)

Note that [|[¢(y), Bri(|DyD)llz2(r) z2(r) < CrR™F, we have

T

T
(4.22) < Crn / I G )t + Crn Y B / (Ol

B Np<k<Mp,

The second term on the right hand side can be bounded from above by
Crr R lun(0)[|72() < Cr,r(boh)?[|un(0)[Z2()-

By taking h < hg small enough, it can be absorbed to the left side. The proof of Proposition
4.1 is now complete. O
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5. DISPERSIVE REGIME I: byh™! < |D,| < by'h~!: SEMI-CLASSICAL CONTROL
Fix 0 < by < 1 from the last section. Denote by
hpo = (W2 Ac)x0(bohDy) (1 = Xo(by ' hDy)).
We will prove the following proposition in this section.

Proposition 5.1. Given T > 0, there exsit hg > 0, such that for all 0 < h < hgy, the following
inequality holds true for all ug € L*():

2T
T, 0 10172 () < CT/ i [6(1)e 2T by o] 720 (5.1)
—2

Proof. The proof follows essentially the strategy of Lebeau ([Le92]). Making the change of
variable t = hs, v(s,z,y) = €¢I, pouo(z,y) and vy = I, up, the function v satisfies the
semi-classical Schrodinger equation

ihdsv + h*Agv = 0. (5.2)

By using the conservation of L? norm, the proof of (5.1) reduces to the semi-classical observ-
ability: there exists 71 = T (by) > 0, such that

T
||U0H%2(Q) < OTI/T ||¢(?J)U(Sa')||%2(g)d3- (5.3)

Indeed, to see how (5.3) implies (5.1), we change back to ¢ variable and rewrite (5.3) as

2 Cry i 2
||Hh,bou(07 ')||L2(Q) < h ||¢<y>nh7bou(t7 ')”LQ(Q)dt'

—hTy

For any k € Z, applying the inequality above to the initial data ITj, p,uo(khTY, ) and using the
L? conservation, we obtain that

CT (k—l—l)th
T h o0l 22y = MTnpeu(KRTY, )| 22 () < hl / 16(y) Tn o u(t, )72y -
(k—1)A T

Summing over —LThJ +1<k< L -] — 1, we obtain (5.1).

Now we prove (5.3). With a little abuse of the notation, we denote by v = Il ,v. Again by
conservation of the L? norm, it is sufficient to show that

101122 ((amy0px) < CrulloW)vl T2 my myxa)- (5.4)

Denote by X = R; x Q with boundary 0X = R, x0Q. Take x € C°(R) such that x| supp(e) = 1.
Then, using that if u = e®*"¢ug, (1 — x)(—=hDs)u = (1 — x)(=h?Ag)u, we get

(1 = x)(hD,)e"ch(h2Ag) = 0.
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Therefore, it suffices to prove (5.4) for time-frequency localized functions x(hD,)v. We argue by
contradiction. If (5.4) is not true, then we obtain sequences hy — 0 and vy = x(hiDs)IIp by vk,
satisfying

(ih0s + hiAg)o, = 0, [ox(0)llz2@) =1, and  [|¢(y)vxllz2((—1,7)x0) — O (5.5)

as k — oo. From [Ge91]', after substracting a subsequence, still denoted by (vy,), there exists a
Radon measure on Z = j(Ch(P)), such that for any sum of the interior and tangential operators
Ap = Ain + App, compactly supported in s, we have

Jim (Anevr, ok)r20x) = (1, K0 (An)))-
Away from the boundary 0X = R x 02, this measure is invariant along the characteristic flow

of H, = 05 — 20, + 2an*0¢ — 22*nd,, where p = —o — &% — x?n?* is the principal symbol. Near
the boundary, the cotangent bundle can be decomposed as T*0X = £ UH UG, where

g: {(.’L’, $,Y; 0, 77) -0 — :C2772 < 0}7 7:2 = {(Q?,t,y;T, 77) -0 — 513'2772 > 0}7

g = {(:Ea $,Y;0, 77) 0= _1'2772}‘
Note that for any point p € G, (H2x)|, > 0if z(p) = —1 and (H2z)|, < 0if z(p) = —1 where
p +— x(p) is the boundary defining function. Therefore G = G2+, namely it consists only the
diffractive points. It follows from [Bu04] that u(H) = w(€) = p(G>+) = 0. Moreover, u is
invariant along the generalized bicharacteristic flow. Note that away from the reflexion points
at the boundary {x = +1}, the flow is given by

§$=—0 ="y, y:2x2n, ﬁ:O:T:TO,j7:2§,§::—2x7]§

with initial data —og € supp(v)) C (§,4), bo < |mo| < by'. Integrating the flow, in the z,&
variables gives an ellipse away from the boundary {x = +1}. As a consequence, the variable z
is bounded away from 0 for long sequences of time, and hence y is strictly increasing for these
sequences of time (and increasing otherwise). This shows that there exists 77 = T} (by) > 0, such
that for any p on phase space, y(£771, p) € supp(¢), the controlled region. As in the assumption
(5.5), pt)(—7,1y)xsupp(¢) = 0 hence pi|(—ar; 0)xo = 0. This contradicts to ||vg||L2((—2m 0)x0) = 211,
since [|vk(0)| 2@ = 1 and ¢ > |[vg(t)||L2(q) is a constant function. The proof of Proposition
5.1 is now complete.

O

6. DISPERSIVE REGIME I1: h=</2 < |D,| < byh™*
We fix 0 < by < 1 from the last sections. Denote by
IT, 4, = ¥ (h*Ac) xo(bg ' hDy) (1 — ¥o(h*Dy))
In this section, we prove the following proposition:

here we adopt the notation from [Bu04]
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Proposition 6.1. GivenT' > 0, there exist hg > 0, Cp > 0, such that the following observability
holds true for all 0 < h < hy and € > 0:

T
H—Z,bOUOH%Q(Q) = CT/O H(b(y)e”AGﬂ;fbouo||%2(Q)dt + CT”HUOH%Q(Q)'
The proof of this theorem will be decomposed into several lemmas.

6.1. Control of vertical propagation. We will use the positive commutator method to con-
trol the vertical propagation. The goal is to control the norm ||0yu||z2. In the half-wave regime,
this norm can be controlled by ||zd,ul|2and ||0,u||2 by spending some explicit classical time,
thanks to the hypoellipticity. Away from half-wave regime, we can control ||0yu|| 2 directly by
|z0yul|L2 , exploiting the horizontal propagation in semi-classical time, which is small in the
classical time scale.

Lemma 6.2 (Horizontal propagation). Given 0 < by < % and 0 < rg < 1, there exists hg > 0,
such that the following is true for all 0 < h < ho: If (wp)n=0 s a family of solutions of
semi-classical equations

thoswy, + hQAGwh =0, wh|aQ =0

with spectral-localized property:
wy, = 1 (—h*Ac) xo(by 'hDy)wy,

where ¥y € CX(1/2 < r < 2) and xo € C°(r < 2) are two cutoff functions. Then there exists
a uniform constants k > 0, independent of by and h such that for all Ty > krg, we have

To
[0 (0)[172() < CTO/O [wn ()72 g <ol <1 - (6.1)

Proof. This is again a consequence of propagation arguments. Indeed, as in Section 5 we can
insert a cutoff x(—hD,), x = 1 on the support of ¢, x supported in (3,4) and arguing by
contradiction and defining defect measures, we get a contradiction if we can ensure that for all
(to = 0, —0¢ € supp(x),zo € [—1,1],50 € T, &, m0 € [0, bo]) such that —o¢ — &2 — x2n?2, the

point on the bicharacteristic i.e. the solution of the system

§ = —0g, & = 2¢,& = —2am0,y = 2271 (6.2)
reaches the region {|z| € (19,1)} at a time s € (0,75). Notice that
1 1 1
£ = ~o0— am € (] ~ 7054+ 700

41000 T 100
and consequently the (z,&) integration of (6.2) gives again an ellipse and the geometric as-
sumption is satisfied. This completes the proof of Lemma 6.2.

0

Denote by uy(t) = 15,

€2 g, we have the following
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Lemma 6.3. Let T' > 0, there exists Cr > 0, and hy > 0, such that for all 0 < h < hgy, we
have

Hxayuh(t)H%Z((—T,T);LQ(Q)) + H“h(o)H%’;(Q)

3T
< CT/ST l¢(y)20yun(t)l|72(0)dt + Crllun(0) |2y (6.3)

Proof. From minor modification as in the proof of Proposition 4.7, it suffices to deal with the
case where ¢(y) = 0 on (—a,a). Denote by @r(t) := ¢(T~*¢) the time cutoff. Take y € C°(T,)
such that x|r,\» =1 and supp(x’) C supp (¢) C w. By direct calculation, one verifies that
[i0; + A, r()X(y)yd,] =207 (t)x(y)(20,)” + il ()X (y)yd,
+2(yx" (y) + 2X' (1) or (1) 9, + 207 ()X (y)y(20,)*.

Taking the inner product of [i0, + A, ¢r(t)x(y)y0,|us, and uy, using the equation, we have

(6.4)

2/ pr(®)Ix(@)2dyun(t, 2, y) |72 () dt
Rx M
<a /R M|<p’T(t)|IIuh(t)Hp(m||ayuh(t)||L2(Q)dt (6.5)

+C/RsoT(t)H¢(y)w3yuh(t)Hiz(m+CAwT(t)I\uh(t)\!i2<Rxg>-

Next, we change the time scale by setting wy(s,z,y) = Jdyup(t,z,y),t = sh. Note that wy,
satisfies the semi-classical equation (ihds +h*Ag)wy, = 0. Applying Lemma 6.2, we obtain that
for any 0 < rq < 1, Ty > k1o,

To
l0n(0) 220y < Cy / AD—
0

Back to the time variable ¢ and the original function wuy,, exploiting again the conservation of
L? norm, we obtain that for any 7" > 0,
T

10, (0) 122 < C‘T/ 10y tn (E)][ 2y < o <1 -

-7
Note that

Cr
10yt (B[22 <o <1y < T—%/RwT(t)||$5yuh(t)lliz<mdt-

Plugging into (6.5), and using the conservation of the norms [|0,un()[|72 o, [[un(t)[|72 (o) as well
as the Young’s inequality”, we have

0, 0) ey < |

2T
) ¢ ()2 un(t) |32y + Crllun(0)32(q-
2

2We use 2AB < €A% + ¢ 1 B2.
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Replacing T to 37/2 in the definition of ¢, we obtain from (6.5) that:

3T

0y un(B) 22—y < C / . le()20yun(®) 172 + Crllun(0)IZ2 (). (6.6)

This completes the proof of Lemma 6.3. U

6.2. L? observability for the rapid propagation regime.

Proof of Proposition 6.1. For u(t) = E;’boeimcuo, without loss of generality, we may assume
that

up = (1 = Yo(hDy)))x0(by  hDy)up.
We write

$(y)zhdyun = xhdyxo((200) " hDy)(6(y)un) + Oraey(h).

Hence from Lemma 6.3, we obtain that

3T

170y un(0)[172() < CT/3T ¢ un (I dt + Crh* un(0) 720 (6.7)

By assumption, F,up(-, k) =0 for all |k| < Ch™¢, thus we have that

2C7h*||up(0)[ 2 () <2Cr(Ch)*||hdyun(0)lI72 )

3T
<Crh* / o)) eyt + Ok 0) o

Absorbing the second term on the right hand side to the left, we complete the proof in this
case, provided that h < hg is small enough. The proof of Proposition 6.1 is then complete. [

7. NON-SEMICLASSICAL DISPERSIVE REGIME I1: h=%/2 < |D,| < byh~!: BOTTOM VERTICAL
FREQUENCIES

e CX(1/2,2), vy € C2(|€] < 1). Let
un = Y(R*Ag)to(hDy)u.
In this section, we prove the following result:

Proposition 7.1. For any T > 0, there exist Cr > 0, hg > 0, such that for sufficiently small
€ >0 and all 0 < h < hy, we have

T
[un (0, ) 1720y < CT/ [9(y)e™ 2 un (0, )220y dt + Crh'~*[u(0, ) |20
-T
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Inspired by [BZ12], we use normal form method. The key point is to search for a microlocal
transformation
v=(1+hQD:)u
for some suitable semi-classical pseudo-differential operator @ = ¢(z, hD, ), such that the con-
jugated equation (satisfed by v) is

10y + 0%v + M@jv = errors ,

1 /1
M:—/ 22dx
2/,

is the mean value of 22. Then we will be able to use the following theorem:

where

Theorem 5 ([Ja90],[BZ12],[AMI14]). Let Ay = 02 + M. Then for any non-empty open set
wo C T? and T > 0, the observability

T
e < Cr [ 168 st ()
holds true for any f € L*(T?).

However, dealing with Dirichlet boundary value problem induces difficulties and consequently,
we prefered to extend the analysis to the periodic setting.

7.1. Periodic extension. Let us introduce several notations. Denote by
T:=[-1,3]/{—1,3} and T? := T, x Ty, 2, = (—1,3), x T,

Define

a(x) ==z, if |z] <land a(z) =2—=z, if 1 <x <3,
and the operator

P, =0+ a(x)Qaz.

Note that a(z) and a?(z) are Lipschitz functions on T. Denote by

H¥T?) = {f e D/(T?): PIf € LX(T?),V0 < j <k}

the associated function spaces and the domain of P, is D(P,) = H2(T?2). Note that D(Ag) =
HEo(Q) N HE(). Consider the extension map:

wifef,
with

flz,y) = f(z,y), if [z| <1, and f(z,y) = —f(2—=,y), if 1 <z < 3.
The mapping ¢; is the odd extension with respect to x = 1. Note that for f € C*(Q), we have

axf'x:l— = aalc(Llf)|ac:1+'
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Lemma 7.2. The extension map 1, : D(Ag) — D(P,) is continuous. Moreover, for all f €
D(A¢), e fll ey = V20 £z

Proof. Assume that u € D(Ag), we extend it to u = tju. Denote by € = (1,3), x T,. By
definition, (P,u)|o € L*(Q) and (P,u)|or € L*(Q'). To check that P,u € L*(T?), we have to be
careful near x = 1, where we glue © and . Take a test function F' € C*(T?), we calculate

—(P,u, F) :/ (0,10, F + a(x)*0,ud, F)dxdy
QU

:/ (-0 - F — a(m)26§uﬂF)dxdy +/
Quoy

=1
+/ O, uFdy — / O uFdy.
r=3— =1+

From the definition of u, we have 0,u|,—14 = Ozu|p=1—, and O u|y—3- = OpUz—_1+. Thus all the
boundary terms vanish. This implies that

o, uFdy — / o, uFdy
- r=—1+

[ Patiull 232y < |Acullr2o) + [[(Patt)er || 120y = 2[| Acul|r2(0)-

The last assertion |[¢1 f{[ ;2 52) = V2| |l 12(a) is obvious. This completes the proof of Lemma 7.2.
U

Lemma 7.3. Let Si,S5, be two self-ajoint operators on Banach spaces FEy, Ey with domains
D(S1), D(Ss), with respectively. Assume that j : D(S1) — D(S2) is a continuous embedding.
Suppose that there holds j o S1 = Ss 0 j, then for any Schwartz function g € S(R), we have

jog(S1) =g(S2) oy

Proof. Thanks to Helffer-Sjostrand’s formula, it suffices to check the validity for resolvent,
namely
jo(z—=81)"=(2—85)"oj (7.2)
For f, € By, we denote by u; = (2 — S1)7' f1 € D(S}), and uy = j(u;) € Ey. We directly check
that
(z = S2)uz = (2 = S2) 0 j(w) = j((z = S1)ur) = j(f1)-
This completes the proof of Lemma 7.3. [l

Lemma 7.3 ensures the preservation of the spectral localization property by odd extension
procedure. Another interesting fact is that the extended eigenfunctions are still smooth. Indeed,
since 0, commutes with Ag as well as P,, the eigenfunctions of P, can be taken of the form

@n(x)e™, where ,(z) is an cigenfunction of L, := —0? + a(z)?*n? with domain D(L,) =
H2(T). Moreover, the extension ¢; can be viewed as a continuous map from D(L,) — D(L,),
where L, = —0? + n?z? is defined on its domain D(L,) = H}((—1,1)) N H*((—1,1)). Recall
that (@m.n)men is a sequence of eigenfunctions of L, with associated eigenvalues ()\fmn)meN.

Therefore, the extension @, ,, = t1(@m.) is eigenfunction of En with the same eigenvalue )\gw.
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Note that @, , is C* for x € (—1,1) U (1, 3). From Ln@mn = Ay nPmn, We have @), (z) =
(2°n? — N2, n)¥Pmn- By induction, we have that <,0 |ac +1 =0, for all £ € N. Since ¢, gomn is odd

2k+1) ~(2k+1) (2k+1) _ ~(2k+1
|a:*1 |a:* Pm

with respect to x = 1, we deduce that o, = Vmn |x 1+, = [—

Therefore, @y, € C’°°( ). Moreover, the orthogonality condition holds
(@m,n; (ﬁm’,n)L2(']~T) = C’n5m,m’-

Now we extend (@m.n)men to a orthonormal eigenbasis of Zn This new basis will be denoted
by (€mn)men- Let fu(x) = > cn Cmn@mn(®), then for any Schwartz function g : R — C, we
have

(11 0 g(h*Ly,) = oung(BPX, )01 (Prn) (). (7.3)

meN

Using (7.3), since the coefficient corresponding to the new added eigenfunctions e, , is zero,
we deduce that for any Schwartz function g : R — C,

1o g(h?Ly) = g(h*Ly,) o 11, and 1 0 g(h?Ag) = g(h*P,) o 11. (7.4)

Consequently, we have the following lemma, reducing the proof of Proposition 7.1 to the ob-
servability of the extended solutions:

Lemma 7.4. Let T > 0, assume that for any 0 < h < hg < 1,0 < € < 1, the following
observability holds true for all uy € L*(T?):

4R P (B D, i 2 e
T
< Cr [ 10w P DO gt + Crhlltal ey, (7.5)

where u(t) = ey, the solution of Schridinger equation i0u + P, = 0 with initial data
U|i=o = ug. Then Proposition 7.1 is true. More precisely, with the same constant Cr > 0, for
all0 < h < hy, 0 < e K1, the observability

19 (1* Ac)tbo(h Dy ol 12(q
T
< CT/ l6(y)(h* Ac)tho (A Dy)e g 12y dt + Crhlluolfai)  (7.6)
-
holds true for all uy € L*(Q).
Proof. With a little abuse of notation, we assume that uy = ¥(h*Ag)o(h*Dy)ug € D(Ag).
Denote by g = tjug. Thanks to Lemma 7.2, uy = ¥ (h*P,)o(h*D,)tuy. Using (7.4) with
g(r) = e (h?*r), we deduce that

d(y)e iy = 11 (P(y)e S uy).
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From the observability for ug, we obtain that

T
ol < Cr [ 1600 ™0l it
which implies that
T
Humém)ﬁc%/;ﬂ¢@km*wﬂémﬂt

thanks to the fact that HLlfHL2 ) = 2Hf|\%2(m. This completes the proof of Lemma 7.4. [

Proof of Proposition 7.1. From Lemma 7.4, it is sufficient to prove (7.5). With a little abuse
of notation, we denote by uy € D(P,) such that ug = ¥(h*P,)(hD,)up and u(t) = e"Fouy.
We are now in the periodic setting. Yet, we should pay an extra attention to the fact that
P, = 07 + a(x)?0? is a hypoelliptic operator with only Lipschitz coefficient. More precisely,

a € Lip(T?) which is not C! at z = 1.
Before proceeding, we need a lemma which, modulo errors allows us to replace ¢ (h?P,)o(h°D,)
by 11 (hDq ) (heDy).

Lemma 7.5. Let ¢, € C’;’O(}1 < €] < 4) such that 1 = 1 on supp(yp). Then, as bounded

operator on LQ(;]TQ), we have
(1= ¢1(hD,)) (1> Pa)do(hDy) = Oy (275,

Proof. Since D, commutes with everything, it suffices to show that, uniformly in |n| < Ch™,
as an operator on L?(T),

3
2

(1 = py (hD2))(h*Ly) = Ora_yz2(h275°). (7.7)
Let f=1(h?L,)f, f(z) = 32, 1(h?)2,)cjejn(x). Note that
—(h?02 + W2 X5 e = —h*n*a(x)’ej, = Op2(R*7%).

Observe that on the support of (1 — t1()), the semi-classical operator —(h*0; + h*)3,) is
elliptic, uniformly in j,n such that |n| < Ch™ and X}, h* € supp(¢)). Therefore, ||(1 —
U1(hDy))ejnll 2@ = O(R*7*). By Cauchy-Schwartz,

11 = 1 (hDa)) fll oy < Sup 11 = 91 (ADa))ejull oy - #45 = Xon € supp ()}2) ] qa
From Weyl’s law,
#{7: Aj, €supp(¥)} < Ch7' < #{(4,n) : [n| < Ch™, A3, € supp ()} < Ch™' 7"

Therefore,
(1 = 1 (hD)) | 2y < Ch2 73N | oy
Applying Plancherel in y, we complete the proof of Lemma 7.5. O
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Modulo an error Oz (h2~ 3¢ ol 272y, we may assume that u = o1 (hDy)vo(h*Dy)u. Now
we search for the function
v=(1+hQD)u

with a operator () acting only in z, to be chosen later. Let M = }L fi a(z)?dr = % fl de be
the average of a(r)? along the horizontal trajectory y = const. Using the equation (:0;
0, we have

(i0; — D} = MD})vo =(1 + hQD;)(a(z)* — M)Dyu — h[D}, Q) Dju
=(a(x)* = M)D}u — h[DZ, Q|DZu + hQD}(a(x)* — M)D}u
=(a(x)? = M)Dyu — h[D3, QIDju + O 530 (™),

since [[hQDj(a(x)* — M)Djul| 252y = O(h'™*), due to the localization property of u. Take
e € C°(1/8 < |€] < 8), such that 9101 = 11. We define the operator

=g ([ a2~ anaz) () o)

-1

+H

and denote by b(z) = 5- [*,(a(2)? — M)dz, m(hD,) = (hD,) 't2(hD,). Since a(x)? — M has
zero average, the function b is well-defined as a periodic function in the space C*(T)NW2(T).
From direct calculation, we have

—h[D?, Q] = 2ib/ (x)m(hD,)hD, + i[hD,, b (z)m(hD,).
Note that [hD,, b (z)] = hb"(z), and b” € L*°(T), thus
(104 + Aa)o = 71 = Opagony (1t
where Ay = 02 + M92. Applying Theorem 5, we obtain that

T T t 2
000,912 e <Cr [ oottt + Cor [ o) [ e eyar | ar
-7 -7 0 L2(T2)
T
<Cr [ 100yt + oIl
Since v = u + Oz g2y (1 7*) uo|| 1272y, the proof of Proposition 7.1 is now complete. O

8. COMPACTNESS ARGUMENT AND THE PROOF OF THEOREM 1
Lemma 8.1. The embeddings Hp o(Q) < L*(Q) and L*(Q) — Hgo(Q) are compact.

Proof. By duality, we only need to prove that Hcl;yo(Q) — L*(Q) is compact. Denote by Ty,
the projection to the zero mode of y. Define several closed linear subspaces:

Hi={f € L*(Q): F,f(-,0) =0}, Ha:=TI(L*(Q)),

and
X :={fe Hé;p(Q) : .Fyf(~,0) =0}, Xp:= HO(HCIJ,O(Q))'
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Then

LX) =H1®Ho, Ho(Q) =X @ Xo.
Moreover, X; C H;,j = 1,2 and H; L Ho, with respect to the L?*(Q2) inner product. The
compact embedding will follow, if we prove that the each embedding ¢; : H; — X is compact.

Note that X, is isometric to H}((—1,1)), while H, is isometric to L?((—1,1)). By Rellich
theorem, 75 is compact.

It remains to show that i; is compact. Denote again by I, and II_ the projection to strictly
positive and negative frequencies, with respectively. For f € Xy, we can write

Dy M2 ullf o) = (=i, ILe f, Frz) — (=01 £ f)12(0)-
Using [0, 20,] = 0,, we deduce that
O f, Frz) < 10uf 2@ 120y fllr2) < lullZ o)

Since |0, f| £2() can be controlled by || f| g1 (), We deduce that HE, o(Q2) < H'?(Q) is contin-
uous. Decomposing i1 as H () — HY?(Q) < L*(Q), the compactness of i1 is implied by
the compactness of H'/2(Q) < L?*(Q). This completes the proof of Lemma 8.1. O

Proof of Theorem 1. Combining with Proposition 4.1, Proposition 5.1, Proposition 6.1 and
Proposition 7.1, for some hg > 0, for T' > a and all 0 < h < hg, there holds

T
||¢(h2AG)U0”%2(Q) < OT/T ||¢(?J)€ZtAG¢(h2AG)U0||%2(Q)dt + CThl/QHUOH%?(Q)-

The rest argument is now standard. We follow the approach of Bardos-Lebeau-Rauch [BLR92].
Choosing h = 277 and summing over the inequality above for j > j, = log, (hg 1), after
standard manupulations, we obtain that

T
[uol|72 0y < CT/ [p(y)e™ 2 ul|72(q)dt + Crl[ta(c272° Ag)uol|72 (), (8.1)
-7

where g € C2°(]¢] < 1). Note that the second term on the right side is controlled by ||ug ||ir1(m.
G
For T" > 0, defining the set

N = {Uo € LQ(Q) : eitAGuOh—T’,T’]xw = 0}
Take T" € (a,T), (8.1) implies that any function ug € N satisfies

[uol|z2(@) < Crlluoll gz (q)-

Thanks to Lemma 8.1, we deduce that dimN7 < oo. Note that for any T} < Ty, N7, C Np,.
Consider the mapping S(8) := 67! (¢¥4¢ —1d) : Nv — Npv_s. For fixed T" € (a,T), when
0 <T' —a, dimNp _s < oo. Since the dimension is an integer, there exists d; > 0, such that
for all 0 < 0 < &g, Nyv_s = Npv. Therefore, S(9) is a linear map on Npv. Let § — 0, we obtain
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that 9, : Npv — Npv is a well-defined linear operator. Take any eigenvalue A € C of 9;, and
assume that u, € N is a corresponding eigenfunction (if it exists). There holds

—AqUy, = i\Uy.
This implies that u, is an eigenfunction of —Ag. However, u.|, = 0, hence u, = 0. Therefore,
Ny = {0},

Now we choose Ty = T” as above. By contradiction, assume that Theorem (1) is untrue.
Then there exists a sequence (ug)ken, such that

To ]
lurol L2 = 1, ;}LIEO/T le(y)e™ 0] 720y = 0.
—40

Up to a subsequence, we may assume that uy o — . Thus from Lemma 8.1, uy g — uo, strongly
ip H;'(). Passing k — oo of (8.1), 1 < [uoll ;-1 (- In particular, ug # 0. However, since
eBcuy o — 0 in L*([=Tp, Tp) X w). This implies that ug € Ny, = {0}. This is a contradiction.
The proof of Theorem 1 is now complete. 0

9. COUNTEREXAMPLE TO THE OBSERVABILITY IF T < L(w)

The goal of this section is to prove Theorem 3. This is based on detailed asymptotic analysis
for the first eigenvalue and eigenfunction of the harmonic oscillator £, = —9? + w?x? with
respect to the large parameter w. Some of the estimates can be also found in [HS84]. We will
present an self-contained ODE approach in this section. First, we note that it is sufficient to
consider the case T' < a. Since if the interior observability holds true for 7" = a, then there
exists §; > 0, such that the observability is also true for T = a — §.”

By changing of variable z = y/wx, it is more convenient to deal with the harmonic oscillator
P = —0%+ 2 on L*((—/w, /w)) with Dirichlet boundary condition.

Let us consider the p1 dependent equations
(2= )f =0,
f(0)=1, f'(0)=0.
We will denote by f,(z) = f(u, 2) the unique solution to (9.1).
Denote by

Zo(p) :==inf{z > 0: fu.(2) = 0}.

Zo(p) is the first zero of f(u,z). If f, does not have zero, then Zy(u) = +o0o0. By inverse
function theorem and Strum-Liouville theorem, it is known that Zy(u) < 1 for all p > 1, and
the function p — Zy(p) is strictly decreasing for u > 1. Moreover, Zy(1) = +oo. Denote by

3This comment would not apply for a boundary observability problem.
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w — p(w) the inverse function of Zy(p). It is also known that the function pu(w) is smooth,
strictly decreasing, and for all w > 0,

ww) > 1, lim p(w) = 1.

w—r00

Since pu(w) — 1 tends to 0 as w — oo, it is more convenient to work with

v(w) = plw) —1

and denote by f(v,z) = f(u, 2), the solution of (9.1), by abusing the notation.

9.1. Lack of observability for 7' < L(w). Let I = (—1,1), and denote by

_ fv(w), Jwr)
PO = (o w). i) oo

the first normalized eigenfunction of £, := —-% + w?x? on L?((—1,1)), which is real-valued,
with the least eigenvalue A(w) = w(1 4+ v(w)). For m € N,y € R, we define the phase function

D, (t,y, w) = wy — AMw)t — 2wrmuw.

The following estimate for the eigenvalue A(w), eigenfunction p(w,z) and phase function
®,,(t,y, w) is crucial for the proof of Theorem 3.

Proposition 9.1. There ezists wy > 0, large enough, such that for all w > wy, |z| < %,

(1) Mw) —w| < Cow®?e™, v®) (w) < Crw e ™, for k> 0;

2) AP (w)| < Crwtre™, for k > 2;

ok d,, Ay —w
(3) W(t,y,w) < Co(1 4+ [thw e ™™, for k> 2t,y e R,m € N;
1/4 - wa? 1/4 - we? 9*p 1/4—k
(4) cwie 2 <|p(w,z)| < w'*e” " and ‘W(w,x)‘ < Cw'*7* fork=1,2;
w
w 1

(5) |p(w,zo)| < e 10, for 5 < |z < 1.

where Ay, Cy are positive constants depending on k and Cy, C,c > 0 are uniform constants.

Remark 9.2. The content of Proposition 9.1 is not new. Indeed, estimates for the eigenvalues
and eigenfunctions of more general semi-classical harmonic oscillator can be found in [HS84].
However, for our specific purpose, and to have a self contained exposition, we will present an
elementary by-hand proof of the Proposition 9.1, which may be of its own interest.

We postpone the proof of Proposition 9.1 and use it to prove Theorem 3. It is sufficient to
consider the case where w® consists of a single band. Thus a reformulation of 3 is the following:
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Proposition 9.3. Let T < a. Then there exists a sequence of solutions (u,)nen of equation
(1.3), such that

lim inf/ u, (0, 2, y)|*dzdy > 0,
Q

n—oo

while
T
lim / / un (t, 2, y)|*dovdydt = 0. (9.2)
=00 J_1 J(—=1,1)ex((a,7)U(—7,—a))y

Proof. We use the similar Gaussian beam construction as in [RS18]. Let h, = 27" and define

1 i —ifiw d
gulw) = = / er W o ((1)2,2)).

27 Vhn
1
By changing variables we observe that ||g,||~ = O(hi/ ) and [0 g, || L = O(hiﬂ). Define
Un.o(z,y) Zgn EYp(k,z)e™.
keZ

We first claim that |[u,ol|r2() ~ 1. Indeed,

h1/2 hn 7£7izh d n |12 h n 22 . h d
— 2 nW — — 5 _ — 5 —izhnw
gn(w) 2 J_ ‘ T o (=) (hnw) 2m /|z|>" ‘ -

n

p1/2 h2 w?

hence g,(w) = worll

€ (—-1/2,1/2),

7r2
+ O(e 7). By Plancherel and (4) of Proposition 9.1, for fixed

ltno (2, M Z2ey = Y 19 (k)X (Bak) P p (K, 7))

kEZ

_R2E2 _ka?
>c g hye "k 120"

ha' /25 |k|<2h5 !
Integrating with respect to = € (—1, 1), we obtain that
/2
[unollZ2) = 66_4/ e 2 k'?dx > ¢ > 0,
~1/2
uniformly in n € N.

Next, we prove (9.2). Note that the solutions to (1.3) with initial data u, o are given by

t T y Zgn (k}, x>€ikyfi/\(k)t.
keZ

If |z| > 1, from (5) of Proposition 9.1,

(¢, 7, y)| < Ch Y26 o0, (9.3)
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For |z] < 3, we estimate |u,(¢,z,y)| in another way. From Poisson summation formula, we
have

un(t,z,y) = > K% (20m),

meZ,
where -
K3y (2mm) = / (W)X () p(w, )& 90) gy,
R
Writting e®m = Z-awlq)m %(ei‘l’m), we have from the integration by part that

l?f’i\)z,(?mn) _ / gitn 9 [&u (Gn (W)X (hnw)p(w, 7)) D P = go(w)x (hnw)p(w, 2) D Pm] -
2, R Ow |0 P (t, y, w) 3

Thanks to Proposition 9.1, |0,®,,(t,y, w)| = |y — t — 27m| + o(e™*/?), |0% ®,,| = O(e~*/?), for
k > 2. Therefore, if |t| < T < a and y € (a,7) U (—m, —a), we have |y —t — 27m| > |m — ¢
for some 0 < ¢y < 1, thus |9, ®,,| # 0, since w ~ h_ ! is large. The main contributions inside

the integral is

92 (gn(w) x (hnw)p(w, 7))
|0y P |2

and all other terms can be bounded by Ce™ #n ly —t — 2rm| 3.

The contributions of 92 (g, (w)x(h,w)p(w, z)) are
O/ ), O 2w, O (s 2ur 1),
The integration is taken over w ~ h !, we have that
—5 Chy/*
sup |Kt(x)y(27rm)\ < — (9.4)
(tey)e0)xw [m — co
Since Y, .5 |m — ¢o|*> < 0o , combining (9.3) and (9.4), we conclude that

T {Jun (8, 2, y) || 2 (1) xe) = O-

The proof of Proposition 9.3 is now complete. ([l

In the rest subsections, we analyze the solution of the Hermite equation (9.1) and prove
Proposition (9.1).

9.2. Formal power expansions. To solve the Hermite equation (9.1), we make the ansatz of
the power series expansion

f(v,z) ~ Z ijj(z)

Plugging into (9.1) and comparing the degree of 7 in both side, we have
0= =Dfo,  fo(0) =1, f3(0) =0,
S = (22 = D fos1 = far,  fur2(0) = fr11(0) =0,Vn > 0.
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_Zz

It is easy to verify that fy(z) = e~ 2. Moreover, the formally expansion formula holds

f(v,2) Zz/]fj(z) ~ efé -+ Z( 1) ¢’ (logj)f eé,
=0 j=1

where ¢; > 0 are numerical constants. However, for our need, we only need expand to the first
order term f;(2).

f(v,2) = fo(2) + vfi(z) + V*Ry(v, 2).

The remainder term R, solves the equation

Rl = (z —v—1)Ry — fi1, (9.5)
R5(0) = R4(0) = 0.
For fi(z), we have

Proposition 9.4. fi(z) <0 for all z > 0 and

Furthermore, for all k > 0,

z

9 ()] < CuleF1e, s 2 — oo,

Lemma 9.5. Assume that f € C'([0,00)) and |f(2)| + | f'(z)| < C|z|" for some N € N*. Let
= Jy Fy)e” & dy, then

Iy(2) =

6] 4o (111

P |z|3 ) , 2 —» +00.

Proof. By changing of variable: u = y?, we have

/f G(H) /fzm

By further changing of variable v + 2252, we have

() = Z/Ol sf(zm)e*%ﬁ e z/j Sf(ZM)

e s+ o(e FP)
V1—s? V1—s?

since —= is integrable on (1/2,1) and f is polynomially growth in z. Writting the first

integral on the right hand side as —2 fo f(;\/% ds(

—v

725

)ds and doing integration by part,
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we have

fZ 1—8 7Z252d
2z 21— 52 ds<€ )ds

—M Fole )+ o /O T (FevT=s)1—s)t) as

2z 2z

»

&) L oy - L /0é 4yl (FevT=s)(1 - 32)—1)'053.

2z 423 ds( s
Since the third term on the right hand side is O(273), the proof of Lemma 9.5 is complete. []

22
Proof of Proposition 9./. Denote by ¢1(z) = e~ = fi(2) := f1fo, then g; solves the equation

49 r_ —zz’
91(0) = ¢1(0) =0, g¢7(0) <O.
Integrating (9.6) and then solving a first order ODE, we obtain that
g91(z) = —/ ®(y)e ) dy < 0, where ®(z) = / eV dy.
0 0
Since ®(z) is bounded as well as its derivatives and ¢(z) = —Is(2), applying Lemma 9.5,
we obtain that ¢i(z) = —% + O(|2|™?), as z — +oo. From the fact that |‘/7E - ®(2)| =

|®(+00) — ®(2)| = O(e**/?), as z — +o0, we obtain that gy(z) = —‘i—j + O(]z|™3). The
estimate for the derivatives can be deduced by induction. Since f| = e= (¢} + zg1) and ¢ (z) =
z) + fozq)(z)ze_(zty%dy, we have |f{(z)] < Cie7, thanks to Lemma 9.5. Finally, from

22 .
the equation of fi, we deduce that |f*)(2)| < C|z|F"'eZ and this completes the proof of
Proposition 9.4. ([l

9.3. Estimate for remainders: Laplace method. Our goal is to obtain estimates for Ry
and its derivatives as z — oo. It is difficult to write the solution of (9.5) explicitly. Fortunately,
since (9.5) is a (inhomogeneous) Hermite type equation, we could obtain the asymptotics by
using the Laplace transforamtion. For this standard method, we follow the book [WGSS].

z

Let Py(v,2) = Ra(v, z)eé,Qg(z) = —fi(z)e7, then (9.5) is transformed to the following
equation:

Py —2zP,+vPy, = @y,
bt vh =0 (9.7)
P(0) = P3(0) = 0.
We first look for two independent solutions of the homogeneous equation
q" —22¢' +vqg=0. (9.8)

We split the domain Q = C\ (—o0, 0] and choose a branch

logs = log|s| +iargs,args € (—m,m).
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Then we consider the contour C' in the s plane: we start from —oo+:0" and turn around s = 0,
then turn to —oo + 70~. Assume that the solution is of the form

g(z) = /C Y (5)ds.

Plugging into the equation (9.8), we have(assuming legality for changing the differentiation and
the integration)

q" —2z¢ +vqg= / Y(s) (s* +v — 250;) e**ds.
c
After Integration by part, we have that

¢ — 2:q +vg = /C (52 + )Y () + 2(sY () ]eds — {25Y (s)e™ }o

— /C[(52 + v+ 2)Y +2sY'(s)]e**dz — {2sY (s)e¥ } ¢,

where
{25Y (s)e**}o = [ZSY(S)eSZ]zzjgiigf,
if both the limits exist. We require that

(s +v+2)Y +2s5Y'(s) =0,

and a simple choice is

2 2
E +2 +2
= v = ”2 logs.

Y(s)=e Ts 2 =¢ 1
From the choice of the contour C, {2sY (s)e**}c = 0, for all |argz| < § — (0 > 0). Moreover,

the interchange of the order of integration and differentiation is legality. Thus, we obtained
one solution of the homogeneous equation of (9.8)

82 v
(v, z) 22/652_4_ 3 o5 g, (9.9)
c

For the convenience of the estimates, we will rewrite ¢; as an integral of another contour C
in the s plane: Choosing a branch of logs = log|s| + iarg(s), arg(s) € (0,2m) by splitting
Q, :=C\ [0, +00). Then start from +oo + 0" and turn around s = 0, then turn to +o00+1i0.
Changing s to —s in the expression (9.9), we have

2 . 2
Qv z) = —/ (—s) 2z e T %ds = 62/ sz e i s (9.10)
o (o

Lemma 9.6 (Watson’s Lemma[Wal918]). Let g(s) be an analytic function in 0 < args < 2.
Assume that g(s) satisfies the following asymptotics:

g(s) = O(e*)), s = o0, for some b € R,

o0
59(8) ~emso Y ans™
n=1
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in the sense that for all N € N,

N
sg(s) — Z ans™| = o(|s|*), s =0, (9.11)
n=1
where 0 < Ay < Ay < ---, and A\, — oo. Then the function

Flz) = / e g(s)ds, |argz| < -5, 650
o 2
satisfies the asymptotics:
~ 20 Zan )sin(A,m)e?m 2|2 = oo,

in the same sense as (9.11).

Proof. The proof can be found in [WG88]. For the completeness, we present the proof for
z € R,z — 0o, which is enough for our need. From the asymptotic behaviour of ¢(s) near co,
for any N, there exists a bounded function oy(s) > 0 with the property on(s) = o(1),s — 0,

such that
N

— g ans)‘"_l

n=1

< on(s)|s|VLellsl (9.12)

By changing variables and shrinking the contour if necessary, we have

0-+40F +o0+i0~
/ s TleT82 g = 7 / +/ Ml dy
Cy +oo+i0t 0+i0—

Since on [0+40*, +-00+i0"), v*»~! = [v[**~!, while on [0+i07, +o0+i0"), v~ = Ju[* e,
the integral above equals to

27T () (€2 — 1) = 27T (\,,)2i sin( A\, 7)e ™,

It remains to estimate the remainder term

Ry (= :/ ds—/ a, s e %% ds.
~(2) o C+Z

n=1

From (9.12), we have
|Rn(2)| < C'zAN/ e on (E) W le du.
0 2

By dominating convergence, [2*¥ Ry(z)| = o(1), as 2 — +oc. This completes the proof of
Lemma 9.6. O
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Corollary 9.7. Fiz 0 <v < 1. Then
QI(V7 Z) ~z—+o0 Z% Z CZk(V>Zi2k7
k=0

in the sense that for any N € N,
N

S, 2) = Y o) | = ol ), 2 oo,
k=0

uniformly with respect to 0 < v < 1. Moreover, co(v) — 2mi as v — 0, and there exist
0<wvy <1z >1,such that for all 0 < v < v,z > 20, |q1(v,2)| > 7|z|2. Purthermore, we
have

(@5 (v, 2)| < Cilz"?|log 2", |(qn)(v, 2)| < Cilz[=7". (9.13)
for all k € N*as z — 400, where the constants Cy, are independent of v.

1TV v42 32

Proof. Denote by G(s) = e~ 2 s~ 2 e 1 which is bounded near co. Then by definition,
(v, 2) = / G(s)e **ds. Note that

Cy
_imv  _ v42 _imv > (_1> 2k—VY
5<G<S)_e s 2 > ~s0 € 2 ;4]“-/{7'
Applying Watson’s Lemma 9.6 for g(s) = G(s) —e™ 2 s~ "2 with Ay = 2k — 5, ap = e‘”TV;k—ﬁ,
we have
iV v+2 v 1% + 2 > (_1)]667””} 14
— e [ s e ds ~ 2i28 s T (2= 5)
qu(z) —e c+8 e s 12 sm( 5 W); Y 5 z

Note that the bound on the remainder terms is independent of 0 < v < 1, since for k > 1,
sin((v + 2)7/2)['(2k — v/2)e”™ is bounded with respect to v. In particular, the coefficient
cx(v) is bounded in v.

By changing of variables and applying Cauchy’s theorem, we have

_ iy _v+2 _ ity v _v+2
e 2 / s 2 ¢ **ds =e 222/ w2 e “du.
o c

where 5+ is an enlargement of the contour C, so that |s| > 1 along 6’+. Hence

co(v) = e_igy/ u T et du.

C

Next we show that ¢y # 0 for sufficiently small v. Note that I'(s) is analytic for Res > 0,
therefore, by Cauchy’s theorem, we have
e—i7rs
[(s) = ——— ““u*'du, for Res > 0. 9.14
(s) 37 sin(rs) /5 e “u’""du, for Res (9.14)
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The right hand side and left hand side are both analytic functions for s € C except for simple
poles s =0,—1,—2,-- -, therefore, (9.14) holds true for all s € C, s ¢ —N. Therefore,

iV

co(v) =e 2 / w2 e Udu = —2ie” "™ sin (E) T <—Z> £0
cy 2 2

for all 0 < v < 1. Clearly, ¢y(v) — 2mi as v — 0, thanks to the formula I'(s + 1) = sI'(s).
Consequently, |¢1(v, z)| has a uniform lower bound for small v > 0 and large z > 1.

Finally, we estimate the derivatives. From direct calculation and using Cauchy’s theorem,

iy

(azle1)(V7 Z) =e 2z

s

V42 2
/ Pr(logs)s™ 2 e 1 **ds,
eh

where Py(+) is a polynomial of degree k. Note that on 5+ such that |s| > 1 around the origin,
we deduce from Lemma 9.6 that

(O (v, 2)| < Cilz| 2| log 2|".
For the derivatives on z, we calculate
@a)9) == [ (o e s
C+

Using Watson’s Lemma 9.6 we have that |0%q,| < Cpz27*. The proof of Corollary 9.7 is
complete. 0

The Wronskian of (9.8) satisfies W'(z) = 22zW, thus another independent solution of (9.8)

is given by

w?

() = ¢1(2) [/z (qf(wdw +C

for z > 2y, where z5 > 0 is chosen as in Corollary 9.7. Note that
W(2) = qi¢h — qugy = €. (9.15)

Corollary 9.8. There exist 0 < vy < 1,29 > 1, such that for allk e N, 0 < v <1y and z > 2z,
we have

2

|q2(V7 Z)| S CZ%_16Z2a |8EQQ(V7 Z>| S Ckzg_l(log Z)keZ2a |8Z:QQ(V7 Z)’ S Ck(zg_k_l + Zk_l_%)ez )
where the constants Cy, are independent of v.

'w2
Proof. First we remark that we only need estimate the term ¢;(z2) f; qf(—w)de. Let vy, 29 as

in Corollary 9.7. Denote by I(z) = [, e"**~*)dz. From Lemma 9.5, I(z) ~ o for large z.
Applying Corollary 9.7, we have

C v/2 z C v/2 .
g2 (v, 2) e < ZV / e dr < ZV I(2) < C(z)z2 7.
20

20 20
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To estimate the derivatives, observe that for each k € N*, 0%(g;) can be written as linear
combinations of

(1) - / e 3 () duw.

20
where k; + ky = k. From Faa di Bruno’s formula, 9*2(q;?) is linear combinations of

ko
gy ) (9,0 ) (02,)™ - (9k2q))™=, where Y jm; = k.
j=1

From Corollary 9.7,
|002(2) "] < Cy 2" [log 2.
Hence
|05 ga| < Z Ciz2 (log 2)k / e (logw)2w™"dw < Ch2% (log 2)*e* I (z).
k1+ko=k 20

Applying Lemma 9.5, we obtain the desired bound. For 8%qy, it can be written as linear
combinations of

z w?

dkq / —dw and (99q)) - (92 (g7%) - (95 (), ky < k.
20 Q1(w)

The first term can be majorized by Cj|z|27%!, thanks to Corollary 9.7. Again, from Faa di

Bruno’s formula, 9*2(¢;?) is the linear combination of the terms

ka2
q T (0,0 (02q)™ - (9l qn) ™2, where Y jm; = ko,
j=1

and
082 (a5)] < Crlo| ™7
Using Corollary 9.7, we obtain that
I(?flql -afg(ql—Q) .af—kl—kg—l(eﬁ)‘ < Ck’Z’%_kl . |Z’—u—kz2 . |Z’k—k1—k2—1ez2 < Ckyz‘k—%—2(k1+k2)—lez2
The worst case is k; = ko = 0. This completes the proof of Corollary 9.8. U
Corollary 9.9. As z — 400, we have for all k € N,
Ro(v,2)| < C2" "1 |08 Ra(v, 2)| < Coz’ Y log 2|Fe 7 , |0 Ro(v, 2)| < Croz" o7 |

In particular, if v < Aw'/?e™", then for all 1 < |z| < w'/?, all k € N, we have

08 f(v, 2)| < Ckw1/2zk’1e§,

where f(v,z) is the solution of (9.1).
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Proof. The solution of the inhomogeneous ODE (9.7) is given by

By(v,2) = —qu(v, 2) /OZ %dw + ¢2(2) /OZ %)Sf(u))dw.

In particular,
Palv2) = ~ai(2) | ¢ a0 Qafw)du + alvw) [ ¢ (v w)Qalw)du,
0 0

22
where (Q2(2) = —fi(2)e=. From Proposition 9.4,Corollary 9.7 and Corollary 9.8 and the fact
that I(z) < <, we have

1Py(v, 2)| < C2¥ e’

Z2 . . .
Recalling that Ry(v, z) = e~ 2 Py(v, z), we obtain that desired bound for |Rs|. For the deriva-
tives, we observe that 0% P, consists of linear combinations of

(1) - / 5 fi(w0)go (s w)dw, (D) - / e fu(w)qr (v, w)duw,
0 0
and
(8flq1) '852_1(6_%f1(2)q2), (aflqg) . 852_1(6_27f1(z)q1) where ki + ko = k if ko > 1.

Thus from Proposition 9.4, Corollary 9.7, Corollary 9.8, the dominating part can be bounded
by Cilz|"t*1e”’. Since Ry = e~ 7 P, we obtain that |0FR,| < C|z[*T*~'eZ . The derivatives
Ok Py consists of hnear combinations of

@ka)- [ T fi () (0 (v w)dw, () - / T fu(w) (02 ) (v, w)dw,
0 0

where ky + ko = k. Again, from Proposition 9.4, Corollary 9.7, Corollary 9.8, these terms are
dominated by |z|"~!|log z|*e**. Thus |0FPy| < Cylz|*~!|log z]keé. The last assertion is the
direct consequence of the estimates above and Proposition 9.4. The proof of Corollary 9.9 is
complete. 0

9.4. Estimate for the first eigenvalue and eigenfunction. For fixed w > 0, consider the
function

F(v,w) = f(v,vw) = fo(vw) + vi(vVw) + v* Re(v, Vw).

Proposition 9.10. There exists wy > 0, A > 0, such that for all w > wy, there exists a unique
solution v(w) € (0, Aw'/2e™") of the equation

F(v(w),w)=0.

Moreover, the application w — v(w) is smooth.
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Proof. For fixed w > 0 large, we define the iteration scheme as follows:

fo(Ww) +vifi(Vw) =0, fo(Vw) + v fi(Vw) = =1 Re(vn, V), n > 1.
Since f1(z) never vanish for large w, we have
S Ga(Vn—1,w) — Ga(vp, w)
n+1 n fl(\/a)

where
Go(v,w) = V? Ry(v, Vw).
Applying mean-value theorem and Proposition 9.4, we obtain that

|8VG2(6V,1,1 + (1 — 6>Vn,’w>|

e“’/2cl_1w—1/2

’Vn—i-l _Vn’ S : ’Vn_yn—ly'

Assume that v; < Aw'?e=" for all j < n, then from Corollary 9.9, the right hand side can be
bounded by

2Acle*ww%“]yn — VUp_1]-

Since v; = — fo(vw)/ f1(v/w) € [crw'/?e™, ¢y 'w'/2e], we have

n
Unp1 < Z(ZAcle_ww%H)jyl < cl_lwl/ze_“’(l - 2Acle_ww%+1)_1 < Aw'?e,
5=0
provided that A > 2¢;* and w > wy are large enough. Fixing such A and wy, by induction,
we have that v, < Aw'/?e™ for all n € N. Now the absolute convergence of the sequence
> o [Vnt1 — | (with the convention vy = 0) implies the existence of the limit

v(w) = lim v,(w) € [0, Aw'/?e™].

Next we show that F(v(w),w) = 0. From the continuity of F(-,w), we have F(v,,w) —
F(v(w),w) as n — oo. By definition, we write

fo(Ww) + v fi(vVw) = =F(n-1,w) + fo(v/w) + vp1 fL(Vw).

Passing to the limit for both sides, we have F(v(w),w) = 0. The uniqueness follows from
similar argument, and the smoothness of the mapping w — v(w) is guranteed by the inverse
function theorem. This completes the proof of Proposition 9.10. O

Proof of Proposition 9.1. From Proposition 9.4, Corollary 9.9, we know that

k—1 vtk—1 w
2

|f1(k)(\/a)| <Cpw z ez, |8Z’fR2(y, Vuw)| < C’kwyT_l| logw|ke%, |8§R2(V, V)| < Cryw 2z ez,

We remark that the exact power of w is of no importance, since the dominated factors are
always exponentially in w. To simplify the notation, we will replace all the power of w as
well as logw by some polynomials Py in variable y/w, which may change line by line in the
calculations below.
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The first estimate of (1) is a direct consequence of Proposition 9.10. To estimate the derivative
V) (w), we first take one derivative in w to the equation

F(v(w),w) = fo(Vw) + v(w) fi(Vw) + v(w)* Re(v(w), Vw) = 0.

Since v(w) < Cw'/?e~, the dominating coefficient of v/(w) is fi(y/w), since f; and Ry have the
same e*/? factor. Moreover, the |0, fo(y/w)| is always much larger than |2v(w)Ry(v(w), v/w) +
V()20 (Ra(v(w), /w))|. Therefore, |v/(w)] < Crw?te™* holds true with some power A;. Tak-
ing k derivatives in w, the dominating coefficient of v (w) is still f,(y/w) while |9¥ (fo(v/w))|
is always much larger than all other terms, therefore, |V (w)| < Crw?*e™*. Then (2) and (3)
can be deduced from the bound of v*)(w) easily.

Finally, we estimate p and 9%p. We first claim that

1/2

£ )Ry =0 [ (f0w) )P e~ w2

Indeed, the upper bound follows directly from Proposition 9.4 and Corollary 9.9. For the lower
bound, note that for |z| < w'/?/2, v < Aw'/?e=*, Proposition 9.4 and Corollary 9.9 yield

2

2 2
f(r,2)] > e 7 — Cw'Pe vz 22 > e (1 - C’wl/2z_1/26_(“’_22)> >e 7 /2,

if w is large enough. Hence fi”;/lg/z |f(v, 2)|?dz is uniformly bounded from below.

Assume that |z| < 3. Observe that

wzQ

lvfi(vVwz) + V2 Ry (v, Vwz)| < Cwte” Te (w—we?) < Cypdie= 76_77

22

hence |p(w, z)| ~ w'/*e~"2". Next we estimate the derivatives of p(w,z). Direct calculation

shows
O ([ f (v(w), Vw72 1.1) = O(w™?).

Consequently, the absolute value of the second term of

up(.z) — Do) Vi) ).V )\/_')H%g)
v 17 v(w), Vo)l 20w, Var) g ’

can be bounded by O(w=%/*). To control the other term, we write

2

00 (), V) = — 3 () + 20 R, )

From Proposition 9.4 and Corollary 9.9, all the terms except for the first term can be bounded
by O(w?e™"1). The first term z%e"**/2 = (wa?)e***/2 = O(w™"). Therefore, |8wp(w 7)| =
O(w™3/%). Taking one more derivatives, one easily verifies that |82p(w, z)| = O(w™1).

(8 Ry) (v, Vwz) + v*V' (0, Ry) (v, Vwr).
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Finally, for § < |zo| <1,

w

p(w,2)| < Co™*|f(v(w), var)] < w'e + Cute ¥ < e,

provided that w is large enough. This completes the proof of Proposition 9.1. 0
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