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Abstract

We obtain a central limit theorem for bulk counting statistics of free fermions in smooth domains of
R™ with an explicit description of the covariance structure. This amounts to a study of the asymptotics
of norms of commutators between spectral projectors of semiclassical Schrodinger operators and indicator
functions supported in the bulk. In the spirit of the Widom conjecture, we show that the squared Hilbert-
Schmidt norm of these commutators is of order A~"*1log(h) as the semiclassical parameter h tends to 0.
We also give a new upper bound on the trace norm of these commutators and applications to estimations
of the entanglement entropy for free fermions.
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1 Introduction

The goal of this article is to explore the relationships between the number variance and entanglement entropy
of certain free fermionic systems, on one hand, and the spectral theory of semiclassical Schrédinger operators
on the other hand. Consider a Schrédinger operator on L?(R™):

Hy = —hA+V,

where A is the standard (negative) Laplacian on R™, h > 0 plays the role of the Planck constant, and
V :R"™ — R is bounded from below. The operator Hy, is essentially self-adjoint with domain

H2(R") N {u € L* Vuc L*}.

We are interested in the fluctuations of the N particles free fermionic state associated with the operator
Hj, at zero temperature. Under assumptions on V and N which are specified below, this (random) point
process is described by the probability density Py on RN with density

2 N
, (x1,...,xn) € RPN, (1.1)

Py[dx] = %‘ det [or(2;)]

where (A, vk)1<k<n are the N lowest eigenvalues, and associated orthonormal eigenfunctions, of Hy. Even
though it is not emphasized, this spectral data and the measure Py depend on the semiclassical parameter .
We are interested in a joint limit where A — 0 and N — +o00, while keeping fixed the Fermi energy p. To
this end, we fix u € R and choose

N = N(h) :=max {k € N: \g(h) < pu}.
We work under the following assumptions on the external potential V:

Assumptions 1. Fix g € R and assume that V € L{ (R") with —oo < inf(V) < p. We assume

loc

that D := {V < u} is relatively compact, V' is C* on a neighborhood of D, and 9,V (z) # 0 for all
x €D ={V = pu}.



The probability measure (1.1) gives rise to a determinantal point process X := Z;V:1 d.; on R™ associated
with the integral kernel (also denoted Il ;) of the spectral projection

Ty = 1 (oo (Hn). (1.2)

The set D is usually called the bulk or droplet, and it is the region where the fermions concentrate. This
framework and our assumptions are similar to that of our previous work [19] where we study the scaling
limits of the kernel II both in the bulk and at the boundary of the droplet (see also [14]) and give applications
to the (real) random variables X(f) = j»vzl f(x;) for certain smooth functions f.

The determinantal structure means that the correlation functions or marginals of the measure (1.1) are
of the form

pN,k:(‘le"' ,iEk;) :](332 [Hh,,u(xia'rj)]? kSN
Moreover, for any f € L*°(R™), the random variable X(f) = Zjvzl f(z;) has the following Laplace transform:
Elexp X(f)] = det(1 + (e — 1)IT,,) (1.3)

where the right-hand side is a Fredholm determinant on L?(R"), since IIp ,, is a finite-rank projection with
trIly, = N(h).

In [19], we showed that with overwhelming probability, as & — 0, one has weak-* convergence of proba-
bility measures

-1 -1 5
N7X —do:=2"(p—V)2Zda, (1.4)

where dx denotes the Lebesgue measure on R", and

Z=[(u-v)ide
B, |2 (1.5)
~ n h
(h) (Gnh) as h — 0,

where |B,,| is the volume of the Euclidean ball B, = {x € R™ : |x| < 1}. The convergence (1.4) yields a
law of large numbers for counting statistics, in the sense that X(f) concentrates around its mean N [ fdp
for f € C°(R™). In [18, 19], we also studied the fluctuations of X(f) and we obtain a central limit theorem
as h — 0 with the variance being at most of order A~"*! < Nh. Moreover, in dimension 1, [57, 18] the
variance converges and its limit is described by a weighted H'/2 Sobolev seminorm.

This article focuses instead on the case where f = 1 is the indicator function of an open, relatively
compact subset Q of the droplet D with a smooth boundary. The counting statistics X(2) are directly
relevant for physical applications; in particular the problem of measuring the entanglement entropy of sub-
systems that we shortly review.

Entanglement is a crucial property of quantum states which, for free fermions, results from the Pauli
exclusion principle, and is quantified by suitable concepts of entropy. For any open, relatively compact
set 1 € R™, one can define its von Neumann entanglement entropy Sq which measures the correlations
between the state restricted to €2 and its complement. This quantity plays a crucial role in condensed
matter physics and in quantum information, however it is difficult to estimate, both experimentally and
theoretically. Remarkably, at zero temperature, the entanglement entropy is not extensive and is often of
order h"~1|0€2| where h is the typical inter-particle distance. This is known as the area law in the physics
literature; see [64, 8] for an historic references. This property is expected for states with a finite correlation
length (gapped systems), while for gapless systems, which exhibit long-range correlations, it is expected
that the entropy is enhanced by an extra log(h~!) factor. This has been demonstrated for critical quantum



systems [5, 38, 21]; for one-dimensional models, conformal field theory methods predict that the leading
behavior of the entanglement entropy is universal and

Sa ~ glog(h_l) where c is the central charge of the corresponding CFT. (1.6)

In dimension n > 1, physical arguments also predict that, for a smooth domain €2, the entropy Sq is of order
h'~"log(h~'). This problem has been investigated for gapless systems of free fermions, both numerically
[67] and analytically [28, 7, 6], providing many evidence for this enhanced area law. Remarkably, these works
predict a universal relationship between the fluctuations of the counting statistic X(€2) and the entanglement
entropy, independent of the dimension:

So ~ ™ varX(€). (1.7)
This relation provides an experimental mean to measure the entanglement entropy of a fermionic system by
estimating its quantum fluctuations, which is easier to measure.

Apart from the case of constant coefficients differential operators, there is no rigorous bound in the
literature on the entanglement entropy. The goal of this article is to rigorously explore these questions for
the (Schrodinger) free Fermion model defined above by using techniques from semiclassical analysis. In
particular, we obtain an equivalent for varX({2) which is consistent with Widom’s conjecture (Theorem 1)
and deduce a central limit theorem for X (€2) (Theorem 2). We also obtain lower and upper bounds for the
entanglement entropy (Theorem 3) which match up to loglog(h~1).

1.1 Statement of results

We first compute an equivalent for the variance varX(€2) for an open set @ € D with smooth boundary,
also known as number variance in random matrix theory (Section 1.3). By the determinantal structure, this
variance corresponds to the Hilbert-Schmidt norm (J?-norm — see [56] for some background on Schatten
norms) of the commutator [IIp, ,, 1o].

Theorem 1. Suppose that Assumptions 1 hold. Let @ € D be an open set with a smooth boundary and let
f € C>®R"™). Then as h — 0,

var X(flo) = §||[flo, ]|l = (278)' ™" (Co,plog(h™") + O(1))

where

Coy =33 [ (u=V@)JT @y, (L8)

n

dZ is the volume measure on the boundary 0N), and c, = F(Z—il) for n. > 0 (in particular ¢,, = |By| for
2
n>1).

We expect that these asymptotics also hold for arbitrary sets {2 € R” with a piecewise smooth boundary.
An important consequence of Theorem 1 is a central limit theorem for counting statistics.

Theorem 2. Suppose that Assumptions 1 hold. Let k € N, Qq,--- ,Qr € D be a collection of open sets with
smooth boundaries. Let Cq = Cq 1 be as in (1.8). Assume that for all 1 <i,j <k, ifi # j, |08; N 0Q;| =0
for the (n — 1)-Haussdorff measure. Then, one has in distribution as h — 0,

X(Q) —EX(@Q)] | X(@Q)—EX@)] | _
Verh) = log(h-Y) T\ /(2ah) " log (A1) o

where the limit covariance matrix is

Y = diag (CQl,--- 7CQk).
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Physical systems whose number variance are lower-order compared to the volume (or expected number
of points) are called hyperuniform. This concept has been introduced in the theoretical chemistry and
statistical physics literature [66] where it provides a framework to classify quasicrystals and other disordered
systems; we refer to the survey [65] for examples of hyperuniform point processes and their properties. in
the framework of [66, 65], Theorem 1 shows that the free fermion ground states are Class II hyperuniform
point processes.

An important physical quantity related to X(2) is the entanglement entropy defined as follows. Let
s: A€ [0,1] = —Alog(A\) — (1 — A)log(1 — A) — this function is continuous with s(0) = s(1) = 0, and s()\) is
the entropy of a Bernoulli random variable By with parameter .
Given €2 € R", we now define
Sa(X) =trs(Il]g) = Z s(on), (1.9)
neN
where o, are the eigenvalues of operator Il|g = lolly 1. In particular, 0 < IIjg < 1 as operators so that
o, € [0,1]. Formula (1.9) comes from the fact that X () law > nen Bo, where (B, )nen are independent
Bernoulli random variables, so that there entropies sum up. This key observation is a consequence of Wick’s
Theorem for free fermions, e.g. [54, 55] or [32] for a probabilistic interpretation. Moreover, (1.9) agrees with
the physical definition of the entanglement entropy of the reduced state po = tryqe)(Ils,,) which comes
from the decomposition of the fermionic Fock space H(R") = H(Q) @ H () where H(2) = A L?(£2). Indeed,
using the canonical decomposition of the state IIj ,, one verifies that tr (polog po) = >_,cn s(0n): see the
introduction of [27] or [9, Section 7] for a detailed computation.
A natural observation is that the entropy is bounded from below by the variance, since s(z) > x(1 — ).
Hence, Theorem 1 yields a lower-bound for the entanglement entropy of 2. We prove a complementary
upper bound of the same order up to a factor loglog(h~1).

Theorem 3. Suppose that Assumptions 1 hold. Let Q@ € D be an open set with a smooth boundary, there
exists constants Cq,cq > 0 so that

cohl " log(h™1) < Sq < Cohit ™™ log(h 1) loglog(h™1).

The upper estimate is proved by interpolation between Theorem 1 and the following estimate on the
trace-norm (J!'-norm) of a commutator.

Theorem 4. Suppose that Assumptions 1 hold. Let Q@ € D be an open set with a smooth boundary. Then
as h — 0,
H [0, L] HJI = O(hlin log? h).

From the Widom conjecture (Conjecture 1 below), we expect that as h — 0, Sq ~ %QVEHX(Q) and
I ., 1g]||,; ~ 7varX(QQ) so that the magnitude of the entropy is expected to be captured by our lower
H[ W J g Y y
bound.

The more trivial estimate

H[Hh,ua]lﬂ]HJl = O(hin)

leads via the same interpolation to the upper-bound S = O(A! " logz(h)) appearing in the physics literature
[28].

Note that the trace-norm of a commutator is generally more technical to estimate than its Hilbert-
Schmidt norm (Theorem 1). This is the main reason why we presume that the estimate of Theorem 4 is not
sharp. Theorem 4 should be compared, both in its result and its methods, to the main result of [25] that
we now recall.



Proposition 1. Let f € C2°(R") and suppose that [ [t]|f(t)|dt < co. Under the Assumptions 1,

[0 1l = O [ e 70 (1.10)
where the implied constant depends only on (V, ).

1.2 Organisational remarks

In Subsection 1.3, we concisely review the connections between our results and the random matrix litera-
ture with an emphasize on the Szeg6 asymptotics for determinants in the Fisher-Hartwig class. Then, in
Subsection 1.4, we report on a conjecture of Widom [72] which relates number variance and entanglement
entropy of (free) fermionic systems to spectral function of Schrédinger operators and we review the main
progress on this conjecture.

As in our previous work [18, 19], our methods to study the commutator [IIj, ,, 1] rely on the semiclassical
machinery, in particular, on an approximation of the projection IIj , by a Fourier Integral operator. Under
Assumptions 1, this approximation holds modulo an error of order A!~" in trace-norm, which is negligible
in this context. In Section 2, we regroup the main notations and results from the literature on semiclassical
Schrodinger operator Hy that we need to prove our main results.

Section 3 gathers several additional Hilbert-Schmidt estimates for commutators between between regular
or mild spectral functions of Hj and spatial functions at arbitrary scale.

Section 4 is dedicated to the proofs of Theorem 1 and its consequence, Theorem 2. The method relies
on applying several stationary phase argument when the amplitude is discontinuous. The arguments are
rather involved and therefore the proof is divided in several intermediate steps.

In Section 5, we rely on a multi-scale argument (we decompose both Il , and 1g in dyadic pieces) and
the estimates from Section 3 to prove Theorem 4. Then, Theorem 3 follows by a simple Schatten-norm
interpolation which is explained in Subsection 5.2.

Finally, in the Appendix A, we gather different versions of the stationary phase method that we need
when the amplitude varies on possibly arbitrary small scales.

1.3 Relation to random matrices and determinants in the Fisher-Hartwig class
In dimension 1, for a non-trivial interval [a,b] C D, Theorem 1 states that, with N the particle number,
var X ([a,b]) ~ 25 log N.

In particular, this quantity is independent of the confining potential V' and it matches with the Gaussian
Unitary Ensemble (and sine process) number variance. The GUE variance computation goes back to Dyson
and Mehta [47] and the study of the fluctuations to [13], see [58] for additional precisions and [46] for a
study of large deviations. This universality is consistent with (1.6) and not surprising as it comes from the
microscopic fluctuations (given by the sine process) of the particles around a,b. Moreover, there is an exact
correspondence between the model (1.1) with V : 2 € R — 2? and the Gaussian Unitary Ensemble (GUE)
eigenvalues [62, 6].

These number variance asymptotics are explained by the log-correlated structure of the eigenvalues of
random matrices, an observation which originates from [33, 29, 26] and has been revisited in [12] from the
perspective of Gaussian multiplicative chaos. In short, one can view b € R — X((—o0, b]) as a Gaussian log-
correlated field regularized on scale & =< N ! in the bulk. This has been a very active research topic lately and
we cannot review all related results here. We simply mention that for the Gaussian S-ensemble! (normalised

!The Gaussian S-ensemble corresponds to a fermionic model with Calogero-Sutherland type interaction for 8 # 2 and the
O(1)-term has been conjectured in [58]. This term has been computed in the classical cases 8 € {1,2,4}.



X((—oob))—2 [,_,(1-23)}/%ax

so that D = (—1,1)), with Z(b) := Viog N

that X exists,

, one has (uniformly) for by,...,by € D such

1 1 1—b2
Z(b1), -+ ,Z(br)) = Nox where ¥;; = —— lim (—log min {N(l —b2)3/2, 73}) (1.11)
( ) J 7T2ﬂ N—o00 IOgN + 7 ‘bi—bj’

(1.11) is due to [29] for GUE (5 = 2) and also holds for general Wigner matrices [50, 48] and /-ensembles
[3]. This CLT captures the behavior down to the microscopic scale as well as the edge effect, it should be
compared to Theorem 2 for free fermions on R. We refer to [42, 41] for more details on the log-correlated
structure of the Gaussian S-ensemble, and [40, 51, 2] for the most recent results on the maximum fluctuations
of the eigenvalue counting function of different random matrix model. A result analogous to Theorem 2 has
also been obtained recently for the circular Riesz gas using methods from statistical mechanics [4].

For the eigenvalues of Hermitian (or unitary) matrix models, which are also determinantal processes,
there are explicit formulae for the Laplace transform of any linear statistic in terms of large Hankel (or
Toeplitz) determinants. The basic example, known as the circular unitary ensemble (CUE), corresponds
to determinants of the type (1.3) involving spectral projector II; = 1(—h?Ag < 1). In contrast to the
Schrédinger model, Toeplitz determinants with a smooth symbol, as well as their continuous counterpart
with 1(—h%2Ag < 1), can be analyzed by a miscellany of different techniques and the (Gaussian) behavior
of such determinants are known as Szegd asymptotics. These asymptotics have constituted a central prob-
lem in mathematical physics because of a plethora of applications (Ising model, impenetrable bosons, Toda
chain, random matrices, etc.), see [16] for a review and [18] for more on the relation to one-dimensional free
fermions. A special class of singular symbols, called the Fisher-Hartwig class, plays a fundamental role in
these applications, in particular to describe the fluctuations of the characteristic polynomial and eigenvalue
counting functions of matrix models. These determinants also arise when computing the entanglement en-
tropy of one-dimensional quantum spin chains [34, 36, 37]. Fisher-Hartwig [24] already conjectured that
the asymptotics of these determinants involved extra log N terms. The first results on Fisher-Hartwig de-
terminants go back to Widom’s seminal work [69] (see also [70, 71]) and the full conjecture was resolved
in [15] based on the connection with orthogonal polynomials with varying weights and the corresponding
Riemann-Hilbert problem. The article [15] relies on the (non-linear) steepest descent method [17] for oscilla-
tory Riemann-Hilbert problem to obtain precise asymptotics valid, for instance, for the Laplace transform of
counting statistics. This requires to develop new local parametrices at the singular points. Our approach (to
the free fermions case) is similar in spirit, since by using Fourier integral approximation for the Schrodinger
propagator, we reduce the problem of computing the log /N term in the variance to applying the stationary
phase method to an oscillatory integral with a discontinuous amplitude. We cannot review the rich literature
on Fisher-Hartwig determinants and we refer instead to the survey [16], [10, 22] for recent developments and
further references, as well as [39, 68, 12, 35] for some probabilistic applications to random matrices.

In dimension n > 2, there are several results in the physics literature concerning disk counting statistics of
free fermions confined by a rotation-invariant potential [57, 59] (by scaling, one can compare these predictions
to the asymptotics of Theorem 1 in case V(z) = |z|? with ¢ > 0 and p = 1). According to (1.8), writing
V(z) = v(r), for a disk Q = {|z| < r} within the bulk (v(r) < ),

Cn—1|0By| -1 n=l NCp_1Cp g n—1 1 _ n—1

Co = 272 (:u’ - V(T)) P = ) r (,U' - V(T)) 2 = m(%ﬁn)n 1(,“ — V(T)) 2

since ¢p_1¢p = 2% by Legendre duplication formula. Hence, we obtain as i — 0,

n+1
1-n o —1 n—
var X(rB,) = - Ufﬁ@f OO (i v
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which is consistent with [57], formula (4) with p < 1/h. We also refer to formulae (S55) and (S56) in the
supplementary material of [57] for an expression of the O(1) correction terms in case of a rotation-invariant
potential.

1.4 Widom’s conjecture & entanglement entropy

From the viewpoint of spectral theory and physical applications, it is of interest to describe spectral functions
of the type g(Ilz|q) where g : [0,1] — R4 is continuous, II; is a semiclassical (self-adjoint) projection on
L?(R™), Q € R” be open and let IT;|q = 1oIl;1q. The case where g(0) = g(1) = 0 is of special interest. For
instance, with g : ¢t — t(1 — t),

g(IIpl) = Lo(Il; — ilell,) 1o

so that
tr g(Iy|q) = tr((IT; — loll,)1g) = —% tr[I, ]19]2,

which corresponds to the case of Theorem 1; see more generally Lemma 5.4.

The model case where II;, = 1(—A < i~2) in dimension 1 and ) is an interval has been studied in [43]
using the Mellin transform and the results were generalised to pseudodifferential operators with discontinuous
symbols (replacing II;, by Op;(a) where the amplitude a : R> — C is not necessarily continuous) in [72].
Widom also conjectured in [72] an analogous result for pseudodifferential operators with discontinuous
symbols in higher dimensions. A notable first step was the computation of the variance in [28] (that is, the
case g : A= A(1 —)\)), as well as an upper estimate on the entropy (using a cruder bound on the J!-norm)
of the form Sq < Ch!™"log(h)2. The proof of the Widom conjecture when g : R — R is analytic, along with
some history and further references, is gathered in [60].

Recent developments focus on the case where g is less regular, including the entropy [61], pseudodif-
ferential operators with matrix-valued symbols [23, 1], and magnetic Laplacians with large magnetic fields
[9, 45, 52]; in this latter case the analysis is slightly different due to a spectral gap in the ground state.
Having in mind the rich applications to fermionic many-body physics and determinantal point processes,
it is relevant to try and extend this program to more general spectral projectors. Inspired by Widom’s
conjecture [72], in the context of this article, we propose the following conjecture.

Conjecture 1. Under the Assumptions 1, let 11 ,, be as in (1.2) and let Ip|q = 1oll, ,1q. Letg: [0,1] = R

be continuous with g(0) = g(1) = 0 such that either g > 0 ort — t(g1(i)t) is in L'. Then, as h — 0,

tr g(Ilp|o) / g(A)
2 L S
ek logh 1 Co 0,1 A1 — )\)d)\

where Cq is given by (1.8) with f = 1.

Lemma 5.4 gives a relationship between Schatten-like norms of [IIj ,, 1o] and traces of spectral functions
of IT|q. In particular, Conjecture 1 contains as a particular case the asymptotics of ||[IIp, ,, 1a||1, of the von
Neumann entropy of Theorem 3, and also the Rényi entropies. In these cases, as we already mentioned, this
conjecture is also supported by numerical simulations [67] and theoretical physics computations [7, 6, 21].
Moreover, formula (1.8) agrees with the geometric constants appearing in previously studied forms of the
conjecture [60, 27, 44].

In future work, we intend to return to proving Widom-type asymptotics for general spectral functions,
and to bridge the gap with the existing results concerning pseudodifferential operators with discontinuous
symbols.
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2 Pseudodifferential operators and Fourier Integral operators

2.1 Notation

Throughout the article, we will not always emphasize that the operators H = Hjy,II = Il ,, and that
functions, depend on the semiclassical parameter A. In particular, we will consider a class S° of functions
(symbols) which depend on a small scale d(h).

Definition 2.1. Let d € N and 6 = 6(h) € [h,1]. Given Q € R? open and bounded, we define the following
class of functions:
S0(Q) = {a € €°(Q) : |lallgr < Cpd " for every k € No}.
We also use the notations a € S°(R?), or a € %, if a € S°(2) for some Q € R? bounded.
For © = ©(h) € (0,1], we also write a = Ogs(0) if a/O € S°.
In particular, a € S*(R?) if it is C2°(R?), supp(a) C Q with  bounded, and €, ||alj4+ are independent
of h for all k € N.

If a symbol depends on several variables, e.g. (z,2) € R"™™, with different regularity exponents, say
€,0 € [h,1], we will denote a € S& x S¢ if for every indices o € Ng, 8 € NI* with |a| + || < k,

sup |8§‘8§a(x, §)| < Chelels=1Al,

In the sequel, by constants, we mean positive numbers, e.g. C, ¢, independent of A. Such constants are
allowed to depend on the potential V' and other auxiliary parameters. Sometimes, we denote c, to emphasize
that the constant ¢ depends on a parameter a.

We declare right now the following objects and conventions, which we fix for the rest of the article.
1. Replacing V' with V' — u, we assume that = 0. The droplet is D = {V < 0}.

2. Q € D is a fixed relatively compact open set, with a smooth boundary. w : R® — R is a smooth, tends
to 400 at oo, such that Q := {w < 0} and 9,w # 0 on 9N = {w = 0}. Q' € {V < 0} is an open
neighbourhood of €2 inside the droplet.

3. 7,4,c are small positive constants. The constant £ is chosen much smaller than ¢, and the constant T
is chosen much smaller than £, and all constants are small, in a way which depends on V' and €. In
particular, we assume that V is C* on {V < 2c}, that 9,V (z) # 0 for all x € {|V| < ¢}, and that
Q' c{V < -2},

4. p € S(R,R;) is even with [g p(A)dX = 1. Its Fourier transform p is supported inside [—7, 7].

5. Given f € L>®(RY), for § € (0,1], we denote fs5 : x — f(6~'z). This notation admits one exception: we
will denote py, : u — h~'p(h~1u), that is, p is scaled as a density rather than a function.

6. Given ¥ € €°(R) and given s € L*°(R) with compact support, we define 3 := 9 - (3¢ % p;). Note that if
» € S" with n € [h, 1] (see Definition 2.1), then 3 € S".



2.2 Pseudodifferential calculus

The goal of this section is to gather classical results on spectral functions of H. The main ingredient is that
spectral functions involving the propagator, of the form ¢(H )efi% where ¥ € €°(R) and ¢ € R is small, are
given by Fourier Integral operators, up to negligible errors. Such strong approximations go back to [11, 30],
but for consistency, we extract these results from our previous work [19, Proposition 2.11] as they fit the
exact hypotheses of our main claims (see also [53, 20] for further reference). Recall that the potential V'
satisfies Assumptions 1 with = 0 and ¢ > 0 is a small constant such that V € € on {V < c}.

Proposition 2.2. Let 9 € €>°((—o0,c]). There exists a smooth function o : R*"*1 — R (independent of h)
and s € SYR3" L), such that, uniformly fort € [—1,1],

V(H)e' @ (z,y) = W/ h s(t,x,y,8)dE + Op (h™).

For every t € |—1, 1], the amplitude s is supported in a neighbourhood of

{lz —yl <L IV () + |¢°) # 0}

Moreover, its principal part is given on the diagonal by, att =0,
50, 2,2, 8)|n=o = (P +V (@), (2,6 € R*".

The phase @ is the solution of the following initial value problem for the Hamilton-Jacobi equation on a
neighbourhood of the support of s:

825%0@’:6’5) = V(CC) + |(9mg0(t,£6,5)|2 gp|t=0 : (56,5) =T - 5

Remark 2.3. Note that s silently depends on A; in fact it can be taken to be a smooth function of A on
[0, Fip]. Usually, s is represented by its Taylor expansion at h = 0, and the first term of this expansion (the
value at 0) is called the principal symbol. We will use this notion throughout this article, without writing
down explicitly the dependence of s (and other amplitudes) on A.

Using the Fourier inversion formula, Proposition 2.2 provides an approximation of spectral functions of
H which are smooth on scales larger than h. More precisely we obtain the following corollary.

Corollary 2.4. Let ¢ be the phase from Proposition 2.2. Let 9 € €2°((—o0,¢]), let 2 € L*(R) with compact
support and let 3z =V - (¢ % p) as in the notations of Section 2.1. Then, there exists a € SY(R3"*1) so that

iv(t,x,é)fy-ﬁft/\

2(H) : (z,y) — R b(t, 2,1, &) x(N)dEdtdA + Oy ().

1 /e
(2mh)ntT
The amplitude b is supported in {t € (7,7, |x — y| < £} and on a small neighbourhood of

{(2,€) - 9(V () + [*) # 0}.

Up to a negligible error, controlled in the trace-norm, the kernel of the operator 3(H) is given by an
oscillatory integral. In fact, this kernel can be further simplified if »» € S” with > h%; see Proposition 3.2.
Let us also record two important observations regarding the support of the amplitude and the approximation
of the phase.

Since 7 is much smaller than £, which itself is much smaller than ¢, we obtain that, if ¥ is supported in
[—c, c], one has

zel,yel, (tz,yg) esuppla) = [¢l>c (2.1)
Moreover, using the Hamilton-Jacobi equation, the phase has the following expansion as t — 0,
plt,2,8) = - E+H(V(2) + [¢%) + O(?) (2:2)

uniformly over the support of a, with a smooth error term, so that dyp(t,z,&) = V(z)+ €2+ O(t) as t — 0.
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2.3 Preliminary commutator estimates

We are interested in estimates for the Hilbert-Schmidt and trace-norm of the commutator [II, f|q] where
IT = 1g_(H) is a spectral projector and 2 € D a subset of the droplet. A preliminary step to prove
Theorem 1 consists in replacing II by a Fourier integral operator ﬁ, up to a negligible error when computing
[IT, flq]. This operator is obtained by regularizing 11 on scale h using Proposition 2.2.

Proposition 2.5. Let ¢ be as in Proposition 2.2 and let f € C®(R"). There exists a € S*(R>*2) such
that

1L, flo] = [IL, fla] + Oy (A*")

where 11 is a trace-class operator with a kernel

~ 1

490(t7x7§)_y'§_t>\
II: (z,y) — ) /eZ R a(t,x,y, & \)T{\ < 0}dededA. (2.3)

(2mh)

The amplitude a is supported in {t € [—1,7], |z —y| < £, |V(z) + |€]?| < ¢, |\| < £}, satisfies (2.1) and its
principal part satisfies att =0,

a(0,z,3,&, N |r=o0 = (¢ + V(2))x(A).

We expect the error Oy (h'™") to be sharp; it is negligible compared to the asymptotics of Theorem 1.
Note also that the kernel (2.3) has a discontinuous amplitude, which makes its analysis non-trivial.

The proof of Proposition 2.5 occupies the rest of this section, the operator II being constructed using
Corollary 2.4 with s = x1gr_ and two cutoffs:

o ¥:R —[0,1] supported in [—c,¢c] and equal to 1 on [—c/2,¢/2].
e x:R—10,1], compactly support in [—£, £] and equal to 1 on a neighborhood of 0.

Then, we have N

2(H) = 9(H)(xIr_ * pp)(H) = T+ O3 (h™) (2.4)
where I is the Fourier integral operator (2.3) and the amplitude a : (¢, z,y, &, \) — V27p(t)s(t, 2,1y, €)x(\)
with s as in Proposition 2.2. This yields both the support condition for a and its principal part.

It remains to relate 32(H) to the true projection II = 1g_(H). The first (simple) step is to replace I by
Y(H)1g_(H) where ¥ € €°(R) is supported in an arbitrary small neighbourhood of 1 = 0.

Proposition 2.6. Let 9 : R — R be smooth and compactly supported in (—oo,c]. Let Q @ R™ be a set with
a smooth boundary and f € €°°(R), then as h — 0,

[9CH), flol] ;2 = O—").

Since it requires some auxiliary estimates, we postpone the proof of Proposition 2.6 to the end of this
Section.

For the second step, going from ¥(H)1g_(H) to II, we need the following estimates for the eigenvalue
counting function on microscopic scale. The proof follows the reasoning from [30, Theorem 4]. We emphasize
that the argument is similar in spirit, albeit technically much more straightforward, to the application of
the stationary phase method we will use to prove Theorems 1 and 4.

Lemma 2.7. Uniformly for A € [—c, ],

tr 1{|H — \| < h} = O(h'™™).
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Proof. First observe that it follows directly from Proposition 2.2 with ¢ = 0 that for any smooth function
¥ : R — Ry supported on (—oo, (],

19(E) | = /[R I(H)(z, 2)dz — (27T1h)n /b(o,x,x,g)dxdg +OE®) = O ™). (2.5)

Here, we used that the operator ¥(H) > 0 is trace-class so that ||¢(H)||;1 = tr9(H).
Let H(z, &) := V(z) + €2 for (z,€) € R?™. Using the Notation of Section 2.1, with oy := 9 - (8 * ps) for

p € S(R,Ry) and ¥ a cutoff equal to 1 on [—c/2,¢/2], one has p(=52) = hoy + O(h®Y) if A € [—¢/2,¢/2].
Then, by Proposition 2.2 and (2.5),

p(E2) : (z,y) —

1/27 jPtz8)—yE—tr o
(27/Th)n/ " b(t,x,y,)dEdt + Oy (h™)

where (t,z,£) — b(t,x,z,£) is supported on ¢t € [—7, 7] and a small neighbourhood of {H(z,£) = A}, and
the error term is independent of A € [—¢/2,¢/2]. In addition, this holds for any p € S(R, R4 ), not necessarily
a probability density. Thus,

1
trp(f52) <

(2mh)"
We now estimate the previous integral using the stationary phase method. Observe that according to
(2.2), the phase is t(H(x,&) — X\ + O(t)) and, by Assumptions 1, the sets {H(z,&) = A} for A\ € [—¢,¢]
are diffeomorphic to spheres. In particular, letting n = H(z, ), we can make a (non-degenrate) change of
coordinates (z,¢) € R?® — (n,w) € R x $2"~! such that

co(t,x,§)—z-E—tA
/eZ R b(t, z, x, §)dadédt]| + (B°).

co(t,x,§)—z-E—tA Hw(t,nw)—N)
/e’ A b(t,x,x,&)dedt = /el h a(t,n,w)dwdndt

where w(t,n,w) = n + O(t) with a smooth error and the amplitude a € S!'(R?***!) is supported in
{t € [-7,7]}. Now, we apply the stationary phase method in the variable (¢,7), keeping w € S"~! fixed.
There is a unique critical point (¢,7) = (0,\) and the Hessian is the identity at the critical point. By
Proposition A.1, we obtain

co(t,x,§)—z-E—tA
‘/el D b(t,x,x,f)dm(ﬁdt‘ = O(h)

where the error term is uniform for {\ € [—c,c]}. By positivity, we conclude that there is a constant C' so
that
tr 1{|H — \| < b} < trp(Z2) < Ot O

We are now ready to finish the proof of Proposition 2.5.
End of the proof of Proposition 2.5. By Proposition 2.6, since the operator H is bounded from below
[T, 1] = [9(EDIL, 1] + [(1 — 9(H)IL o] = (H)IL, Tg] + Oy (A7),

Recall that that 3 := ¢ - (x1gr_ * p;) where the mollifier p is a Schwartz function and ¥, x are appropriate
cutoffs. By construction, for every k& € N, there is a function yj : R — [—1, 1], smooth with compact support
so that

e =01g_ + xp(h~ 1) + O(FFD).

Consequently, by Lemma 2.7 (see also (2.5)),
#(H) = 9(H)+ On(h'")
By (2.4), this concludes the proof. O
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It remains to prove Proposition 2.6. We start with the following estimate from [20], formula (9.2): Let
K € L'(R?) be an integral kernel, then the corresponding operator satisfies

1[5 < .o 108, Kllnigen). (2.6)
a€N™:|o|<2n+1

Lemma 2.8. Let ¥ : R — R be smooth and supported in (—oo,c] and let f : R™ — R with compact support
and || fllgr < 1. Then, as h — 0,
[V(H), f] = Op(r"").

Proof. By Proposition 2.2 with ¢ = 0, there is a € S'(R3") so that

' 1 &=y ~
I(H) : (z,9) = (%h)n/e o a(w,y, €)dE + Op (A%). (2.7)

Hence,

£ (z—y)
[ﬂ(H)7f] =K+ 0On (hoo)’ K: (x,y) = (27T1h)n /eZg h a(x,y,{)(f(x) - f(y))d§

Up to a unitary scaling (changing = < xh), which fixes the J'-norm, the kernel K is equivalent to

K : (o) = o [ €00 o, by, €) (7 (he) — ()€ = alhe, by, x =) (f(ha) = f ()

(2m)
where a(z,y, -) denotes the Fourier transform (appropriately normalized) of ¢ + a(z,y, €) for (x,y) € R?" —
in particular, a € S(R*") with norms independent of A.

Hence, if || f]jl¢1 < 1, we can bound for any k € No,

= i (h)lz — y|
K <h
| (xay)|— 1+|:c—y|k

where ¢ € S(R™). This estimate implies that H%HLl(R%) = O(ht—m).
In addition, observe that by a similar computation for any index o € N3" and k € No,

= tﬂk(hx)\lw—y\)
ay K = Oy h——"——7—
x,y (x7y) Oé( 1+‘x_z‘k
Thus, using (2.6), this shows that |[K||;1 = O(k!™"), which completes the proof. O

In order to prove Proposition 2.6, we need a similar estimates for (smooth) function which are constant
except on a h-neighborhood of the boundary 0f). Let w be as in Notation 5.1 below; this includes functions
of the type f = x(h~!'w) with x : R — R, is smooth and compactly supported.

Lemma 2.9. Let ¥ : R — R be smooth and supported in (—oo,c]. Let f € S*(R™) and suppose that f is
constant on {x € R" : w(z) > ch} and constant on {x € R" : w(x) < —ch}. Then, as h — 0,

I[9(H), flllj = O(R'™™).

Proof. Let A := {xz € R" : |w(hz)| < ch} be a rescaled fi-neighborhood of 92. In particular, since Q2 is a
smooth compact set, |A| = O(A!™™). Let f(x) := f(hx) so that all the norms || f||4+ are all controlled inde-
pendently of A; since f € S"(R"). Like in the proof of Lemma 2.8, one has ||[[(H),f]||;1 = | K |31 + O(h—™)
where the operator K has kernel

K : (z,y) = a(hz, hy,x — y){f(z) — f(y)}

13



where @ € S(R?") with norms independent of h. In particular, by a simple volume estimate
1Kl = [ IR @y)ldyda+ O(AD, |4l = O@E").
JAC AN

Then, by assumptions, for z,y € A®=R"/A,
f(z) — ()| < W{w(z) = ch, —w(y) = ch} + 1{w(y) = ch, —w(z) = ch}.

If |(2)] < for z € R™, k € N, using that w(z) =< dist(z, 9Q), we also have

Ch
(1+1z])2*
/ Uw(he) > ch,—w(hy) > chys(z — y)dady < C|A| = O(R™).
Since |a(z,y, 2)| < x(z) for (z,y,2) € R?" with » as above, this shows that
[ IRG@.y)layds = o),
VAL YA

This establishes that || K|[;1 = O(h}~"). In addition, since all derivatives of K are controlled independently
of i, we can similarly bound for any o € N, [|0g, K| 11(ren) = O4(R'™") using the same argument. By
(2.6), we conclude that ||K||;1 = O(h!™™). O

Remark 2.10. The same argument shows that if f is constant on {x € R™ : |w(z)| > ch}, without any
smoothness condition (such as f € S"),

IO, 115 = I1KI72(gzny = O(R' ™).

Indeed, there is no need to differentiate the kernel K in order to obtain this estimate. In particular, this
shows that
I9(H), La]|52 = OR ™).

Equipped with these estimates, we are ready to proceed to prove Proposition 2.6.

Proof of Proposition 2.6. Recall that € R be a smooth compact set and let x € C2°(R). Let f = x(h~'w)
where x : R — [0, 1] smooth, compactly supported, so that f satisfies the assumptions Lemma 2.9. The first
step is to expand

[0(H), Lo] = 9(H)La(1 —9(H)) = (1 - J(H))Lad(H)
=f9(H)lo(l-9(H)) — (1 —9(H))Lov(H){+ (1 — )9(H)1aq(1 —9(H)) — (1 —9(H))1oI(H)(1 — ).
Let h = (1 — f)1o. The function h also satisfies the assumptions of Lemma 2.9 so that
(), Ly, 1[CH), blfl 50 = ORI™™).
Hence, we have

(1 = H(H)o(l —J9(H)) — (1 —I(H))Lod(H)(1 - 1)
= J(H)h(1 —d(H)) — (1 = J(H))hd(H) + [J(H),{]L1a(l — I(H)) + (1 — I(H))Lao[d(H), ]
= [9(H),h] + Oy ([9(H), 1])
= Op(n'™").
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Moreover, we can decompose 1o = k + 6 where k satisfies the assumptions of Lemma 2.9 with k = 0 on
supp(f) and 6 is discontinuous, supported in a h-neighborhood of 0. In particular, [|f[|2,,[|6]|2, = O(h)
and ||[[9(H),K]||; = O(R'™™) so that

f9(H)1o(1 —9(H)) = f0(H)k(1 — 9(H)) + f9(H)O(1 — 9(H))
= f[9(H),k|(1 — 9(H)) + f(H)[I(H), 0] + f(H)*0

where ¢ = /9(1 — ) — ¢ € €°(R). By Proposition 3.1 and Remark 2.10,

EOCH)[O(H), O3 < |[E9(H) 32 |[(H), 0]l 12 = O(RY> "] 12) = O(A' ™)

and
£ (H)?0 50 < |fp(H)||y2 |09 (H) |l 2 = O(h~"|[£ ]| 12[10]|2) = O(A'™™).
This shows that
I69(HY Lo (1 — () |0 < IO(H), Kl + O(B—") = ORI,

Similarly, ||(1 — 9(H))1oY(H)f|[;1 = O(h~™), so we conclude that ||[¢(H),]||;1 = O(RF™"). O

3 Hilbert-Schmidt estimates for mild spectral functions

This section is devoted to preliminary estimates that we will use in the proof of Theorem 4: these estimates
are Hilbert-Schmidt norms of products or commutators between spectral functions of Hy and multiplication
operators, with relatively small supports: the spectral functions will be supported on small neighbourhoods
of 0, and the multiplication operators will be supported on small neighbourhoods of 9f2.

Even though they are relatively independent, these estimates also serve as a warm-up for Section 4 where
we will compute the limit of the Hilbert-Schmidt norm of the “full” commutator [II, 1] for Theorem 2.
The same kind of stationary phase arguments are used in both cases and they are simpler to apply in the
context of this section.

Recall the notations from Section 2.1 and assume that ¢ € €°°(R) is supported in [—¢,c].

Proposition 3.1. Let f,g: L>®(R,R), be two functions supported in [—c,c|. For every h € (0,1], for every
n,e € [h,1], ~
£y (H)ge (w)52 + | fo(H) g=(w) |72 < CR™"ne. (3.1)

Let f,g,k € C(R) be supported in [—c,c]. For every h € (0,1], for every n,e € [h,1] with ne > h,

- n—2
I g < €7 (32

~ n—4
L7 ), 92w ke ) < €. (33

Observe that fn is a smooth function in the class S"(R), according to Definition 2.1, then using Corol-
lary 2.4, one can replace (up to a negligible error) E(H ) by a Fourier integral operator whose amplitude is
in St{%%f X S;Z. This allows us to apply the stationary phase method (Appendix A) in order to prove the
above Hilbert-Schmidt estimates. The proof of Proposition 3.1 occupies the rest of this section and it is
organized as follows.
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o In Section 3.1, we proceed with the estimate for ||!}"’v77(H)g6 (w)||%,. This quantity is given (up to a negligible
error) by the oscillatory integral (3.4). After an appropriate change of coordinates, we can simplify (3.4)
by a stationary phase argument. This reduces the problem to the computation of another oscillatory
integral (3.10), with a mild amplitude, but with the classical phase (z,§) — x -&. This method is
important and we will use variants of it throughout the rest of this article. Then, we can deduce a similar
estimate for || f,,(H)g=(w)||%: by monotonicity.

e In Section 3.2, we adapt the method from Section 3.1 to estimate the Hilbert-Schmidt norms of the
commutators (3.2) and(3.3), if the spectral scale n is smaller than hi. Some difficulty comes from
controlling the support of the amplitude after a first application of stationary phase. Note that the proofs
of (3.2) and (3.3) are analogous.

o In Section 3.3, we prove (3.2) and (3.3) in the complementary regime where the spectral scale 7 is larger
than %iz. The proof relies on the fact that in this regime, f,(H) is (up to a negligible error) a pseudo-

differential operator (Proposition 3.2). Then, using again the stationary phase method in a more direct
way, we complete the proofs of (3.2)—(3.3).
3.1 Hilbert-Schmidt norm of products; proof of (3.1)

This subsection focuses on the proof of (3.1). Starting from Corollary 2.4, we have

;Yo (%,9,81,82,t1,t2,A1,\2)
h

. 1
| fo(Hp)ge(w)|52 = (@nh)2i? /6 Bo(z,y,&1,82, 11, 12)

X fo(A1) fr(A2)ge (w(x))?dt1dtad A dAgd€rdéadady + O (™)

(3.4)

where the error is independent of (7, ¢), the amplitude By belongs to S'(R***2), and we have introduced
the phase

ot (2,y,&1,82,t1,t2, A1, A2) = @(t1,2,61) — (2, 2,82) —y - (&1 — &2) — t1d1 + ta)a. (3.5)
The amplitude
BO : (x7y7§17§27t17t2) = b(tlaxayagl)b(t27x7y7§2)X(x7y) (36)

where y is a smooth cutoff supported in Q2. We can introduce this cutoff since g.(w) is supported in
{lw|] < ¢} and b is supported in |z — y| < £ with £ < c. In particular, according to (2.1), the amplitude By
is supported in

{titr € [r.1],2,y € X |z —y[ < L&, [&] > ¢}

This allows to make the following change of coordinates in the integral (3.4):

_ ottt EEDYE DY _ &ité : -1
{t— 1252, A= 2gm2 5—51252—7&1 with r» > 0, w € S . (3.7)
s=t1—ty, o=X—A, (=& &
We write
\IIO(xayagla£2)tlat2,)‘la)‘Q) — \Ill(xayarat>)‘aw’<>8) + ot
so that W is independent of o and
~ 2 1 i\P1(m,y,r,t,)\,w,<,s)+Ut
an(Hﬁ)g&‘(w)HJQ = W/e h Bl(x7y7C7w7T787t) (38)

X foX+ ) fo(X = $)ge(w(x))?dyd¢drdsdwdtdodAdz + O(h™).

16



At this stage, we apply the stationary phase method to the previous integral in the variable (y, (,r, s) keeping
(t,w,o, A\, z) fixed. The equations for the critical point(s) are (using the notation (3.7))

9,U1 =0 =0

0¥, =0 — y = 5(0cp(tr, ,&1) + Ocp(ta, 1, £))
0, =0 0= %w (Oep(tr,z,&1) — Oep(te, x,&2))
0¥ =0 A= %(Btap(tl,m,fl) + Opp(ta, ,&2)).

The first equation is equivalent to & = & = rw with r > cy. Then, using that dep(t1,2,€) = z +t&+ O(?)
and Oyp(t, z,€) = V() + |£]? + O(t), these equations reduce to (uniformly in w,o, A, )

(=0 (=0

y=x+ O(rt) - y=x+ O(rt)

0= sr+ O(st) s=0

A= Opp(t,z,rw) r=+A=V(z)+O().

Since we restrict our attention to |t|,|s| < z, there is a unique critical point (y,(,7,s) = (y«, 0,74,0). At the
critical point, ¥; = 0 and

0 I 0 0

Hess Uy (1 £, \, ) = I * * 0 ; ro(z, t, \,w) = VA=V (z) + Ot) (3.9)
0 * 0 2r, + O(t) Ye(z, t, A w) = x + O(t)
0 0 2r,+0(t) 0

In particular det Hess¥U; = 4(A — V(z)) + O(t) is non-degenerate. As far as the phases are concerned, we
are in position to apply stationary phase, and y,, rx are smooth functions of w, g, A, .
Since B belongs to S!, by Proposition A.1, there exists a symbol By € S*(R?"+2) such that

1 Uy (@15t A w,6,5)
(2 h)nJrl /61 h Bl(ﬂf,y,Q,W,T,S,t)dydCdeS = B2($,W,>\,t).
T

Let Bs: (z, A\, t) — Bs(z,w, A\, t)dw, so that Bs € S1(R"*2). We have simplified (3.4) into
gn—1

7o (g 00) B = s [ Ba(a A 00+ D — Dgew(a) PdtdodXda + O().  (3.10)

(2mh)

Now, we compute the integral (3.10) by applying the stationary phase method in the variables (¢, o) keeping
(z,A) as parameters. Note that the amplitude is in S} x S7 with 7 > & and it satisfies

| Balw A0Sy A+ $) £y (3 = §)ge(w(a))Pddde = Ogy55 ()

since ||g€(W)H%2(Rn) = O(e) and an”%?([R) = O(n). Hence, by Corollary A.7, we conclude that

1fo (H) g (W)l = O(h™" ).

This proves the first estimate in (3.1). To deduce the second estimate, we can assume that f,g > 0 and
we choose the function ¥ € C2°(R — R4 ) so that f5 > fs. Then, as operators, for any » : R” — R4 bounded

with compact support, N
sefy(Hp)?5¢ > s¢fn(Hp)? 5.

With s = /g-(w), taking traces on both sides, we conclude that Hﬁz(Hﬁ)ge(w)H?Q > || fy(Hp)ge(wW)||3.. O
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3.2 Hilbert-Schmidt norm of commutators; proof of (3.2)—(3.3) at small spectral scales

This section is devoted to the proof of (3.2) and (3.3) under the assumption that the spectral scale 7 is
smaller than /2. The arguments follow the strategy from the proof of (3.1) in the previous section, but they
rely on the stationary phase with mild symbols (Proposition A.4); the hypotheses will be satisfied because
en > h and in particular € > h%, since we have assumed that n < h%.

We begin with (3.2). Introducing a dyadic sequence of open sets

O := {|w| < &} with g, = 2%¢ for k >0,

since without loss of generality supp(g) C [—1,1], one has supp(ge(w)) C Up.
As in (3.4)—(3.8), our starting point is the change of variables (3.7) leading to the expression

/[: \pl (m7y7r7t7>\7w7<7s)+0t
h

I .9 = oo e B, G, 5,1)

X foA+ 9) fo(A = $)dydCdrdsdwdtdodrdz + O(h%).

(3.11)

Here
B175($,y, C,w,, Sat) = Bo(xaya C,w, T, s,t)(gg(w(x)) - gE(W(y)))2

The change of coordinates (3.7) is still well-defined, and as in the previous subsection, with respect to the
variables (y, (,r,s), there is a unique critical point (y4, 0,4, 0), satisfying (3.9). The amplitude B, . belongs

to S (R*"2) with ¢ > h%, so we can apply the stationary phase method to the integral (3.11), with respect
to the variables (y,(,,s), the other variables being treated as parameters. All in all, by Proposition A.4,
there exists a symbol Bz, € S°(R"*?) such that (integrating also over w € 3" 1)

1 W (2,y,m,t,Aw,,8)
/eZ h By (z,y,( w,r,s,t)dyd¢drdsdw = Bs . (z, A, t).

(2mh)ntt
Moreover, this symbol has the following properties: Bs. is supported in {z € Q},
Bs.(2,),0) = O(he™?) (3.12)
and, for any fixed ¢ € N, there is a small constant ¢ > 0 so that for every k > 2,

Bs o(z, A\ 1) = (’)Sts((i)z), for x € (Uk \ Ug_1), |t| < cep, [N < c. (3.13)

EEL

Here, (3.12) follows directly from (A.3) with £ = 1, using that L° is a multiplication operator and yy|i—o = .
Then, (3.13) follows from (A.4). Indeed, since y,(z,t,A\,w) = x + O(t) and we assume that d,w # 0 on
{w = 0}, we have for every k > 2,

dist(y«(x, t, \,w), o) > ek, for z € (Up \ Up_1), |t] < cep, [N < ¢, we 5L

By (3.11), this computation implies that

~ 1 .ot
U720, 0132 = gy [ €T Bocw MDA+ §)fy(A — §)dtdodrdz + O(R). (3.14)

Since |U1]| < Ce and anH%Q(R) = O(n), we have
Ly B A DI+ 51150 = §)A0dr = Oty ).
x 1
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thus by Corollary A.7 (with ¢ = 2),

1

.ot
_— T B - .,
27h J{zevy} c 3,22, A ) fy(A+ §) fr(A — F)dtdodAdz

= Bae(2,A,0) f,(\)2dzd\ + O(E2). (3.15)
{z€U1} K

Here, we used that the amplitude of the previous integral is in S§ x S with en > h, that B3 . is independent
of o, and that o — f,(A+ ) f;(A— %) is a odd function. Then, by (3.12), the previous integral is O(he~1n).
Since by assumption n? < h, we conclude that

ot
/]l{x € U1}€Z h B3,5($7 )\7t)fn()‘ + %)fn()‘ B %)dtdad)\dx - 0(2—2)

In addition, according to (3.13), by Corollary A.8, for every ¢ > 2,

.to
/ 1{w € B\ B} Bao(a, A, 1) fy(A+ §) fy(A = §)dtdodrdz = O(157)

£
nmeg

using that |Oy| < Ceg and (A, 0) = f(A + §)fy(A — §) is in S7 and supported in {|A|,|o| < Cn}. Since

Bs . is supported in {z € Q} and > ;- et = 0(e7"), we deduce

to
[ 10 BT Bocw A D10+ 5100~ §)dtdodAds = O(457).
Going back to (3.14), by combing these estimates, we obtain
re LZ—n
11y (Hp), 9= ()] 52 = O

This completes the proof of (3.2) in the case where the spectral scale 7 is smaller than hs.
Now, we turn to the proof of (3.3) in the same regime. The Hilbert-Schmidt norm of the double
commutator [|[[f,(Hp),gs(w)], k=(w)]||% is expressed as in (3.11) with, instead of B ., the symbol

~ 2 2
Bie(z,y,¢,w,m,5,t) = Bo(2,y,C,w,7,5,1) (9:(w(x)) — ge(w(y)))” (ke (w(2)) — ke(w(y)))".
We can again apply the same stationary phase method; the amplitude E’Lg belongs to S¢(R**+2) with
€> h%, so by Proposition A.4, there exists a symbol E375 € S°(R"*2) such that

I ), g2 ) e 1B = 5 [ € B A 0y A+ )y (A — $dtdodAda + O(),

(2mh)

and Bs also satisfies (3.12)-(3.13). In particular, using (3.13) and Corollary A.8 as above, for any fixed
e N,

.to ~
[ 1o ¢ BT Bocw A D10+ 5100~ §)dtdodAds = 0457,

In fact, §375 satisfies stronger estimates than (3.12). Since y4|=0 = =, we have for any smooth differential

operator L = L, ¢ s of degree 2,

Lél,&(xay7<7w7r737t =0

)’(y,{,r,s):(y*,o,r*,O),t:0
so that, according to (A.3) with ¢ = 2,

Bs.(z,),0) = O(h%e™).
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Similarly, by (A.3) with ¢ =1,
O Bse(w, A t)|,_, = O(he™™).

Hence, instead of (3.15), we apply Corollary A.7 (with ¢ = 4), and obtain
1 ot ~
- / 1{z € B1YelT Bso(, A 6) fy (A + 2) /(A — 2)dtdodAdz
2 h\2 92 7(\)\2 " nt
:/]1{;5 € B1}{(Bye(w, 2,00 f, (V2 + (£5) 0 Bs.<(2, X, 0) (V)2 = /(N f5(V) )dzdr + O(Fhs).
Since 7? < h in this regime and vagj)H%Q([R) = Oj(n) for j € N, we conclude that

/]l{x S Ul}e’%t By (2, M\ 1) fyN+ 9) fy(A = $)dtdoddz = O(n’;—;).
By combining the previous estimates, we conclude that
[LF (En), o ()], ke (w32 = O ().
This completes the proof of (3.3) in the case where the spectral scale 7 is smaller than hz.

3.3 Hilbert-Schmidt norm of commutators; proof of (3.2)—(3.3) at large spectral scales

This section is concerned with the proof of (3.2) and (3.3) under the assumption that n > h2. In this regime,
fn(Hp) is a pseudodifferential operator with symbol in S7 and small support.

Proposition 3.2. Let H(x,¢) := V(x) + [£]? for (z,€) € R?™ and x : R® — [0,1] be a smooth function with
compact support, and equal to 1 on the ball of radius £. Let f77 be as in Proposition 3.1 forn € [\/_ 1]. Then
there exists a symbol p, € S"(R*") such that

~ €T — (z—y)
fo(Hp) : (z,y) = % /el 7 gpn(x,f)df + Oy (h™)

and for any § € [n, 1],
Py = Osn((n—%)m) uniformly on {|H(z,&)| > Cd}. (3.16)

In particular, HanLéngo =0(n) .
Proof. Recall that according to Proposition 2.2,

1 p(t,2,6) —y-E—tA
FalHi) ) o ey [ €7 T a9, 6 )AANGE + O ()

We define

D(t, )\ J:,f
This oscillatory integral satisfies the hypotheses of Proposition A.4: the amplitude belongs to .S}’ )\([RQ), the
phase ® has a unique critical point (¢, \) = (0, V(z) + |£|?), and the Hessian at this point is non-degenerate.
Moreover, the amplitude is in S;, the phase is independent of y. Consequently, there is a symbol b € S;Z,5 X S;
such that

b satisfies (A.8) with A = {(z,¢) € ﬂ?Qn’fn(V(x) + ‘5’2) # 0},
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and we have

) e0) = gy [ €5 b, 036 + O3 07,

Observe also that since a is supported in a neighborhood of size £ of the diagonal {z = y}, we can freely
include the cutoff x(z — y) in the previous kernel. Now, it remains to eliminate the fact that b depends on
y. To this end, let 3¢ : R™ — [0, 1] be a smooth cutoff, with a fixed compact support, such that »(£) =1 on
a neighborhood of B := U, ,)er2n SUpp (& — b(z,y,€)), and introduce

#(£)
(2mh)™

u-C
po 0,6 = o [T b €+ Q) dudd.
Note that we introduce the cutoff s simply so that p, has a fixed compact support. Then, applying again
Proposition A.4, p, € S7(R*") and, according to Remark A.5, p, satisfies (3.16). Finally, by Proposition A.6
(the saddle point is (z,&) = (y,()), since b(x, z,{) (&) is in Sgg X Sgg, we obtain for any y € R™,

[ e e = o [ b 2, O dzazac

= [ bw,0.0) + Ogy (199}

where we used that »(£) = 1 on B, so that 8?%(5) = 0 for every k > 1 on the support of b. In particular,
the error (times the cutoff x(z — y)) is a kernel in Ogn, (h*>°). Using the estimate (2.6), this corresponds to
an operator Oy (h*>°) as claimed.

Finally, to estimate HanLéngo = O(n), we observe that by assumption, 0, ¢H # 0 for x € {H = 0}, so

that |€ € R™ : |H(z,£)] < C8| = O(d) for any 0 < 6 < ¢ for some small constant ¢. Then, by considering
dyadic scales 8 = n2F for k > 0, we deduce from the estimate (3.16) that uniformly for z € R”,

[tz 610 =0(n+ X ) =0t

E>1
since h?n~* < 1. This concludes the proof. U

From Proposition 3.2, by applying the stationary phase for mild symbols (in the form of Proposition A.6),
one can prove the relevant commutator estimates when the spectral scale 7 is larger than h%, in which case
we only need to assume that en > h. We focus on (3.2).

Since f,,(Hp) and ge(w) are self-adjoint, from the expression of the kernel of f,(Hj) in Proposition 3.2,
we obtain

H[f??(Hh),ge(W)]H%Q

= i | ¢ B O Ox(@ — ) (g (v() = g2 (v(0) PGy + O(H). (319

We split this integral in two parts by introducing a cutoff. Let x; : R — [0,1] be a smooth compactly
supported function, let y. := x(¢~!'w) and x! := 1 — x. be such that x! - g.(w) = 0. We have

[ fo(H), ge (W) = ﬁ /pn(% 5)< /wp (%C)Q(ﬂ:,y)d(dy)dxdg
+ ﬁ /pn(y,C)gs(W(y))QR(y, ¢)d¢dy + O(h™®)  (3.19)
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where

Q: (, )Hx(cv—y)zxs( )(9:(w(@)) = g-(w(y)))?

i E=)-(€=¢) y) (= C)
R:(y,¢) —

27Th w e — y)?py(, )xL(x)dadé.

The relevant property is that, with ¢ = 2,
(y,¢) — eilpn(y, Q) / Q(z,y)dr is in S, x Sg with en > h and (3';/?62(:r3,y)|y:m =0 for k < £. (3.20)

Then, applying Corollary A.7 with ¢ = 2, we obtain (uniformly for £ € R™)

1
(2mh)"

(@=9) (=0 ;
/e’ (0, OQ(, y)d¢dyde = O ().

Since

sup / Ipy (2, €)[dE = O(n),
reR™

this implies that (3.19) = (9(52_”).

ne

Then, the amplitude of the integral R is in S x S" with 6 = min{e, n}, so applying either Proposition A.6
in case 0 = ¢ or Lemma A.2 in case 6 = n with n > h2 (here, xI(z) = 0 for € B(y,e) if y € {g-(w) # 0}),we

obtain in both cases
R(y,¢) = O((5)7)

with the required uniformity. Thus, this implies that the second line of (3.19) is O((U—Z)Ooh_"ne). Combining
these estimates, this concludes the proof of (3.2).
Now, we turn to the estimate (3.3); the argument being the same. Using Proposition 3.2, we also have

L ()00 R (e = gz [l ©)( [ 2500, 0@ ) acay ) dnag
* (2771h)n /Pn(y, )9 (W(y)) ke (w(y))* Ry, ()d¢dy + O(h™)  (3.21)

where
Q: (z,y) = x(@ — 1)*Xxe(@) (9 (w(2)) — ge(w(y)))? (ke (w(z)) — ke(W(y)))?

R (1.0 = g [ ¢ — )@ O @)

Now @ satisfies the condition (3.20) with £ = 4. Thus, the first term of the right-hand-side of (3.21) is
pad—n

O(W) and the integral involving R is again O((U—Z)Ooh_"ne). This yields the estimate (3.3).

4 Hilbert-Schimdt norm of commutators: Proof of Theorem 1.

Throughout this section, we use the notation from Section 2.1. In particular, Q € D is a fixed relatively
compact open subset of the bulk with smooth boundary, f € C*°(R"), and we denote flg = flg (this
function is also viewed as a bounded operator on L?(R")). Using Proposition 2.5, we focus on analysing the
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commutator [ﬁ, fla] where the regularized kernel II is given by the oscillatory integral (2.3). Then, with
the phase (3.5), one has

AO(xayagla£2,tlat2) >‘15 A?)

~ 2 ~ ~ Yo (2,y,€1,82,t71,t2,21,72)
I, Fle)l 3 = b (1L flal[fle, 1)) = [

I
(2mh)2n+2
(fla(@) = flo@))* 1y, <ulry<pdiydiad A dAod€ déadady,

(4.1)

where the amplitude Ay belongs to S'(R6"*+4) and its principal part at (¢y,t2,y) = (0,0,z) is given by
Ag(@,2,61,£,0,0, A1, M) |n=o = I(V (2) + [&[1)I(V (2) + €&2*)x (A1) x(A2)- (4.2)

Moreover, since 2 € {V < 0}, the function (z,y) — (f|o(x) — flo(y))?1{|z —y| < £} is supported in O’ x O
where ' C {V < —2¢} is a neighbourhood of € in the bulk. Consequently, by (2.1), Ay is supported in

{t S [—I,I],(.%’,y) € Q/ X Q/a ‘.%' - y’ < £7 ’51‘7 ’52‘ > G, ’)‘1’7 ‘)‘2‘ < £} (43)

for small constants 7 < £ < c.

The proof consists of the following steps.
e In Section 4.1, we gather some preliminary estimates for singular integrals with discontinuous amplitudes.

e In Section 4.2, using the stationary phase method, we perform a series of reductions to write the oscillatory
integral (4.1) as

I, flol||% = ﬁ /ei(’”’é’)'gp(x,y,g)(fm(x) — fla(y))2dedzdy + OF™). (4.4)

where the function F has compact support, is smooth on R?*\ {¢ = 0} and |F(z,v,¢)| < C|¢|.

o In Section 4.3, we study integrals of the form (4.4) in the particular case where the set Q is C*°-
diffeomorphic to the ball B = {x € R" : |z| < 1}. After a change of variables and further reduction steps,
we show that

1 Emy)E n

(14) = e [ T (5, 1 ()1 (y)dEdady + O™,
(2mh)2n

where g is smooth on R?* \ {¢ = 0} and g(v,&) = [¢|R(v) + O(|¢[*) as € — 0. Using the asymptotics of

the Fourier transform 15, which is related to Bessel functions, we obtain that the leading term of (4.4)

is given by (2rh)!-" gL r R(4) £(£)2dé.

s

e Finally, in Section 4.4, we use a partition of unity type argument to conclude the proof of Theorem 1
without the topological assumption.

e In Section 4.5, we prove Theorem 2. The Gaussian asymptotic fluctuations for counting statistics is a
direct consequence of Theorem 1 (the variance of X(£2) diverges for any smooth set §2) and we only
need to estimate covariances. Using the off-diagonal decay of the regularized kernel (Proposition 4.17),
we argue that for two smooth sets 1,Q9 € D such that |09 N Iy = 0, the covariance satisfies
tr ([I1, 1g, |[1q,, ]) = o(log(A~1)At™") as A — 0.
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4.1 Preliminary estimates

In this section we gather several estimates that will be important for the proof of Theorem 2.

Lemma 4.1. There exists a constant C, such that the following is true: let @ € R™ be a bounded open set
with a smooth boundary. Denote by |02 the (n—1)-Hausdorff measure of the smooth, compact hypersurface
0. Then for every h > 0 sufficiently small,

1 -1 2
/ [La(r) = Ta(y) dxdy:/ Lo(z)lge(y)dady ~ Cp,|0Q| AT
|z—y|<h 2 je—y|<h

For any s : R?™ — [0, 1] with compact support,

Lo(@) - La()" _ [le@lacw) o o
/ 2w — y[n (w,y)dxdy_/ o=y »x(x,y)dedy < oo. (4.5)

Moreover, given Y : R™ — [0,1] smooth such that X(x) =0 for |z| < c, there exists a constant C' so that for
any h > 0,

2 — 2
/Y(”C—;y)mﬂ;u)_ jﬁfﬁ’)' dxdyz/%(x—;y)%d dy < C/h. (4.6)

Proof. Let
Qp = {x € Q: dist(z,00) < h}

be an Ai-neighborhood of 0f) inside 2. Since 0f2 is smooth and compact, if & is small enough, then the
following change of variables is well defined

Q= 90 x (0,1)

x> (2,t) = (argmin|q — z|*, A~ dist(z, Q)).
q€eEIN

This corresponds to the (orthogonal) projection of x € Q onto 92 and the volume form dz ~ hAdtdZ as
h — 0 where dZ denotes the volume measure on 9€). Hence, as h — 0

/ﬂﬂ(x)]l|mfy|§h]l§lc(y)dxdy ~h (/ 1|@htug(f)y|gndy>dﬂ5dt
20x(0,1) \ Jae

where vq(2) denotes the (exterior) unit normal vector at & € Q.
For a fixed € 02 and t > 0,

/Qc Lj—htvg—y|<ndy ~ A" (ye1>0} Ly ttey)<1dy

which follows by rescaling and using normal coordinates around Z. This shows that there exists a constant
C,, so that as h — 0,

/ 1o(z)lge(y)dady ~ C,i" [ da.
lz—y|<h o0

To obtain (4.5), observe that for s € Ry

/M%(x,y)dmdy < Y (h2k)*s/ Lo(z)lgc(y)dedy

T — S _ k+1
|~y kezZ:28<C/h |z—y|<h2
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where the constant C' depends only on s. The pervious argument shows that the integrals on the RHS are

O((h2F)"*1) so that
/ ]IQ(.%')]IQCS(:I/) %(:U,y)d:cdy < Chn+1_8 Z 2k(n+1—8) — 0(1)
|z =y keZ:28<C/h

provided that s < n 4+ 1; in which case the sum is geometrically growing. On the other hand, for s > n + 1,
upon adding a different cutoff to exclude that diagonal, we obtain

1 Tqe
/ y(ﬂc—gy)M dedy < 37 (h2%)~ / Lo(z)lge(y)dzdy < CHVT—S
|$ - | keNg | —y|<h2k+1
since the series is convergent. This completes the proof of (4.6). U

Lemma 4.1 has the two following consequences.

Proposition 4.2. Let Q € R™ be a relatively compact open set with a smooth boundary, f € C*°(R"™) and
recall that flo = flq. For any »: R*" — [0, 1] with compact support,

[flo(z) = fla(y)?
/ 2]35 — gyl #(z,y)dady < oo.

Moreover, for any cutoff x € C

[ X lal@) = Flalw)Pdady = O(). (47)
Proof. We have
fla(@) = o) = (F@) = F0) (fla() — Fla)) + F@)F ) (1a(@)1a-b) + Lo @)a).

Then according to Lemma 4.1 (4.5),

/ floe ) - ;\ﬂ D o )dady — / (f(x) - f(y’); ({|Z‘(nx) T0W) L s o),

)

Since f is smooth, the first term is controlled by / - |n Tdady < oo.

Similarly, by Cauchy-Schwarz’s inequality,

[ XE Flat@) - flo)*dedy

\// x(54H)(f (@) dedy\// (fla(z) — fla(y))?dzdy + O(A™ 1)

= \/0(h"+2) / X578 (Fla(z) = fla(y))*dzdy + O(R")

where we used that [ x(52)(f(x)— f(y))*dzd = O(h"*?) for f Lipchitz-continuous. This inequality implies

(4.7), (ZD) (fla(z) = fla(y))?dzdy we obtain a contradiction.
Let us also record that by (4.6) and an analogous argument, given a cutoff X, we have

—z—y\ o) — fla(y) |f(z y)I? |f| fla(y)l? -
/X(Ty) Q|9;:“E—y|"f2 d = \// |9L“—Z/|"Jr2 dd \// ) Q|:E—y|"f2 dzdy + O(h™").
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_ 2
Since / dedy < 00, we conclude that
|$ _ y|n+2

) — 2
/y(w—gy) |f|ﬂ|(x)_y‘|’;|f§y)| dzdy = O(h™1). (4.8)

O

Lemma 4.3. Let Q21,99 @ R” be two relatively compact open sets with smooth boundary such that the
(n — 1)-Hausdorff measure of the intersection 9y N Oy is zero. Then as h — 0,

(Lo, () — Lo, (1) (Lo, (2) — Lo, W), - )
/ (h+ |z — y|)n+ dzdy = o(log(h™")). (4.9)

If in fact there exists 3 < n — 1 such that HP (9 N 98) < +o0, then

‘(]191 (x) — ]lﬂl (y))(]lﬂQ (x) - ]192 (y))’ _
/ CEn P dzdy = O(1). (4.10)

Proof. We claim that as 7 — 0, the integral
/ < (Lo, () = Lo, (1)) (L, (2) — Lo, (y))dedy = o(n™ ™). (4.11)
z—y|<n

Indeed, since the integrand is supported on {x € R™ :, dist(x, 9Q; N 9NQs) < n} and H" 1 (00 N 9Qs) = 0,
by a volume estimate we obtain

{(z,y) € R*™ : dist(z, 0Q1 N 0Ny), dist(z,y) < n}| = o(n'*").

Moreover, for every hy > 0,

(Lo, (#) — Lo, (1)) (L, (2) — Lo, (y))
/|my|>no |z — gyt dzdy < C/ho

The result follows directly form these estimates by a dyadic decomposition; one has for i < Ay,

e ¥ (L9, (@) — B, (1) (L () — 10, (9))

dzdy + (9(}71)
k<log(1/h) /h2k_lﬁ$y§h2k ’1- _ y’nJrl 0

Using (4.11), with i = h2*, these integrals are all o(1) uniformly for k < log(h™1), h < hg, as ho — 0. This
shows that (4.9) = o(log(h~1)) by choosing fg sufficiently small.
Under any positive improvement on the Hausdorff dimension of 9€2; N 022, one has instead, for some
e >0,
[{(z,y) € R* : dist(z, 0 N ONy), dist(z,y) < n}| = o(n*T"+e),

and now the estimates of the dyadic decomposition form a convergent series. This concludes the proof. [
As we already alluded to, the following class of functions plays a key role when bounding the integral (4.1).
Definition 4.4 (Class F). Let m,n € N, define the class

F(R™ R") = {f:R™ x R" — R continuous with compact support; z — f(z,) is smooth for £ € R",
and for every j,k € No, H@f@%f{x,ﬁ)” < Cj7k|£|17k for all (z,£) € R™ x R"}.

We record the following two lemmas without proofs as they are direct consequences of this definition.
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Lemma 4.5. Functions in F are Lipschitz continuous with respect to & and there are smooth on R™\ {0}.
If g € C°(R™ x R" x R) with g(x,£,0) =0, then f(z,€) = g(x,&,|£]) is in the class F. We also emphasize
that the class F is stable under smooth change of variables on R™ x R™ which coincide with the identity
outside of a compact set.

Lemma 4.6. Let a € F(R™,R"™). For any cutoff x € C2(R"), as h — 0,

/x &)|a(z,&)|d¢da = O(R™).
The last lemma is complemented by the following claim on the zone {|{| > h}.

Lemma 4.7. Let n,k € N with k <n+2. Let b: R3 — R have compact support, smooth with respect to &
on R™\ {0} and such that for every j € Ny, and £ € R™,

10b(z, y, &) Lk n
Let x € C®(R3™) be such that, for every z,y,& € R",

Lig<1 < x(@,9,6) < Lig<a-

Then as h — 0,

[ 1 = xay $)bl. v, dedady = O,

Proof. We will prove this claim by decreasing order of the value of k: at £k = n + 2, the claim follows from
the simple fact that, for any fixed R > 0, as A — 0, one has

[ t=ow.
R<|€I<R

Suppose now that the claim holds for some value of k and let us prove it for k — 1; to this end we integrate
by parts

/e’iﬂ—xm%%%m%@%®®

- '8b”£
_m/ u%@ﬁ”jaéﬁy)%mw
z—y —1y)b
—g/d()i%mwyé>@jélﬁff%wum

Note that the first term in the equation is exactly of the form given before, where now B = (@=y)-Ocblz,y.€)

lz—yl?
satisfies (4.12); thus
— - O:h
ih / (@ y, ) y’)x _fy’(f Y28 gedady = O(AT2H).

It remains to bound

R CEINE z —y)b(z,y,§ - nt1—

i[5 000§ T gy o ([ jept) ok,

|z —yl? h<lel<2h

This concludes the proof. ]

27



Finally, we also need an estimate for the commutator between a pseudodifferential operators with smooth,
compactly supported symbols and a function with jump discontinuities. This is to be compared with
Proposition 2.6, albeit simpler.

1 £ (z—y)
Lemma 4.8. Let f € C®(R"), a € SY(R*™) and K : (x,y) R /eZ noa(x,y,&)dE. Then, for any
T

bounded open set 2 € R™ with smooth boundary,
2 —n

Proof. By definition, the Hilbert-Schmidt norm,

Il KU = G [ & Ulate) = Slaw) e (.9, 6) 8 (0.2, ) derdtadady,

We make a change of variable £ = & — & and ( = &+§2 so that

H[f\Q,K]HiQ = W/em—;)-s (fla(x) = fla®)?b (x,y,€,¢) déd¢dzdy

where b € S1(R*"). Using the bound (4.7), up to an error O(A!~™), we can introduce a cutoff excluding the
diagonal in the previous integral. Then, we perform integrations by parts with respect to £; we obtain for
any k € Ny

(m - y)®k : 8?1) (xayaga C)
|z — y|?

(z—y)-€

ih)* :
10, KIIG = g | XD (flae) - fla(n)?

déd¢dady + O(h).

We can bound for (z,v,&,¢) € R* with k =n + 2,

(2= 9)** kb (r,y.6.C1)| _ (£,0)
]w—y\% — ’x_y’n+2

where 3 € C°(R?*"). Thus, by (4.8), we conclude that ] K]Hi2 = O(R'™). 0

4.2 Reduction to an oscillatory integral

Starting from the expression (4.1), using the stationary phase method and certain well-chosen changes of
variables, we can prove the following result.

Proposition 4.9. Under the assumptions from Section 2.1, there is a symbol F € F(R?*",R") (independent
of Q) such that as h — 0,

2

. - (z—y)-
L Flall3e = g [ €7 P O la(o) — Slas) *dedady + O,

Moreover, the principal part of F' satisfies uniformly as & — 0,
n—1
F(z,2,6)h=0 = ca1 ]|V ()| 2 + O(I€) (4.13)
with the constant c,_1 as in Theorem 1 for n € N.

Starting from formula (4.1), let us explain the main steps of the proof of Proposition 4.9.

28



o Step 1. As in Section 3.1, we perform a change of coordinates similar to (3.7)

AL
{)\: 1322, §1 =rw

with 71,79 > ¢, wy,ws € 8771 (4.14)
o=2X— A, & =rows

This is justified because of the support condition (4.3), which ensures that & and & are bounded away
from zero. Observe that 1,<olx,<0 = 1|5j<—2) under this change of variables. Then, we can perform
a stationary phase with respect to the variables (t1,r1,%2,72), keeping (z,y,wi,ws, A, o) fixed, and we
obtain an integral of the type

1 W (z,y,w],wo,\,0)
W/e’ s (fla(z) _f‘Q(y))QAl(xayawlyw%)\aU)]l{\a\g—ZA}dxdydwldWQd)\dU (4.15)

where the amplitude A; € S*(R4"*+2) is also supported in {t € [, 1], (z,y) € V2, |z —y| < £, |\ < £}.

o Step 2. We study the phase W;. This phase vanishes along the diagonal {x = y} and it can be factorised
into
Uy (z,y,wy,we, A\, o) = (x —y) - ((z,y, w1, wr, A\, 0)
where ¢ € R**2 — R" is smooth and approximated by ¢ ~ /A — V(z)(w; — ws) for x — y small. This
allows us to show that for wy € S" 1 z € ', |z — y| < £ fixed, the map (wz,0) — ( is a (smooth)
diffeomorphism from a neighborhood of (w7,0) in S*~! x R onto {¢ € R" : |[¢| < &}, where § can be
chosen much larger than £ and much smaller than c.

We will justify in step 4 that the main contribution to the integral (4.15) comes from this region. Hence,
by a change of coordinates, the main term in [|[II, f|q]||3. is

_-1
(2mh)?n

where Ay € SL (R o : R+ — R is smooth and o ~ 2,/\ — V(z) ¢ - w.

(a—g)
/6Z o (flal@) = fla®)? Aa(@, v, w0, ¢ N L {lo.con)>—2rs0y drdyd¢dwdA

o Step 3. At this stage, we argue that symbols of the type

(xa Y, 5) = Sn—1yR Az (x, y,w,§, >‘)]l{|0(x,y,§,w,>\)|>—2)\>0}dwd>‘

are in the class F and we prove (4.13).

o Step 4. It remains to show that the remaining part of the integral (4.15),

(z—y)¢(z,y,w1,w1,\,0)
ﬁ /el o (1= x5) ({2, y, w1, w1, A, 0)) (flax) = flay))? (4.16)

As(,y, w1, wa, A, 0) L j5)<—2xydodydwidwsdAdo,

is O(h'™™). Here, as usual x;(-) = x(¢-), and the function y : R — [0, 1] is smooth, equal to 1 on B(0, 3)
and to 0 outside B(0,9).

If |x — y| < £ with £ small with respect to J, then the oscillating phase (4.16) has no stationary point.
Thus we expect (4.16) to be rather small. The issue is that the amplitude is not smooth with respect
to (z,y). Nevertheless, we can integrate by parts twice, once with respect to x and once with respect to
y, and this reduces (4.16) (up to an error O(h'~™)) to an integral over the (smooth) boundary of Q. It
remains to bound an integral of the type

1
(27h)2(n—1) /{ﬁ,geaﬂ}x{wl,ougeaB}

. (i_g)C(ivyA?wl ;W1 7)\70)
e’ h Xo(w — w2))Az(Z, 9, w1, w2, A, 0)dZdydwdws

29



where A3 € S1(R*"*2). To complete the proof, we argue that for a & € 9Q, the phase has non-singular
Hessian in one of the pair (§,w;) or (§,w2). Hence, by a stationary phase argument, this integral is at
most of order O(h'~"). This completes the proof.

4.2.1 Step 1: Stationary phase

We make the change of coordinates (4.14) (the Jacobian of this change of variable is (ry72)"~! for n > 1)
and study the critical point of the phase ¥y in the variables (¢1,r1,t2,7r2). According to (3.5) and (2.2), we
verify that

O W1 (z,y, &1, o, 1, t2, M, A2) = Dep(ty, 2, &1) — M = V(z) + 78 — A\ + O(ty)
O V1 (z,y,€1,&,t1,ta, M, A2) = wi - (Oep(ty, 2,&1) —y) = wi - ((x —y) + Ot3)) + 217

and similarly for 0y, V1, 0,, V1 switching 1 < 2 and the sign.

Let us first study the first line of (4.17). Since |[t;| < 7 < ¢ < XA — 0/2 — V(x), for every t;
there exists a unique r{ solving the first equation, it is a smooth function of all other parameters, and
r$lt,=0 = VA + /2 — V(x). In particular, 7§ > c¢. Now we turn to the second line of (4.17): with r; = r§
bounded away from below, for every |z — y| < £ < ¢ there exists at most one solution for ¢; such that
|t1] < z; moreover at y = x this solution exists and is equal to 0.

All in all, for  — y small there exists a unique stationary point given by

(4.17)

= A+ 0/2-V(e)+O(lz — y))

o wi(@—y)
Y2 AT o2— V(o)

(4.18)
+O0(x =y

and similarly for (r§,t5) replacing (A + o) <= (A — o) and w; < wo. Differentiating (4.17) again, we obtain
that the Hessian of ¥y with respect to (t1,71,t2,72) is of the form

* r1+0(t1) 0 0

9 <T1+(9(t1) t1+0(82) 0 0 )
0 0 * —r2+0O(t2) :
0 0 roa+0O(t2) ta+0O(83)

For ri,ry > ¢/4 and |t1],|t2] < 7, this Hessian is non-degenerate and its determinant, evaluated at the
critical point (4.18), is given by

J(:C,y,wl,wg,a, >‘) = 16(()‘ - V(x))Q - 02/4) + O(|£C - y|) (419)
We introduce a new phase

Uy (z,y,wi,w2, A, 0) = Wo(z,y, 11, 15, riwr, rowe, A+ §,A — §)

R=R(z,\) :=/A=V(z). (4.20)
By (4.18), if z = y and 0 = 0 one has R = r{§ for j € {1,2} as well as J = (2R)*.

We are in position to apply Lemma A.1 to the integral (4.1), with the variables (z,y,w1,ws, A, 0) as
parameters. There is an amplitude A; € S'(R4"*2) so that

and we denote

[T, Flo)|I

1 iqll(x,y,wl,wg,)\,a)
= (2rh)2n /e h (fla(x) — f|Q(y))2A1(l“,y,wl,w2,)\,0)]l{|g|g_2)\}dxdydw1dw2d0d)\. (4.21)
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Moreover, the principal symbol of A; is given as follows, in terms of (4.18) and (4.19),

(rirs)"~

VAl

The factor (r{r$)" ! comes from the Jacobian of the change of coordinates. In particular, according to (4.2),

at (y,0) = (x,0),

A1($,y,w1,wz,>\a0)|h=0 - AO(CC y,lel,T2w2,t1,t2,)\—|— )‘ %)

R2n72A0(1’, Z, Rwh Rw27 07 07 )‘7 )‘)
v R4
= R2"2)g(\) /4, € NER,wy,wp €57, (4.22)

Al(x’xawI,WQa)‘?O) = = RQn_419(V('r) +R2)2X()\)2/4

where R is given by (4.20) and g := 9?y? satisfies g(0) = 0. Moreover, A; is supported in

{(z,y) e U x U, |z —y| <L, |\ < £}

4.2.2 Step 2: Study of the phase W,

By (4.18), =0 if x = y, then with §; = rjw;, we have on the diagonal

\I’l($,$,W1,W2, A,O-) = QD(O;:U;EI) - 90(07‘T>£2) - (51 - 52) L=
Thus there exists a smooth function ¢ : R?**2 — R” such that we can write
\I’l(ﬂ?, Y, w1, w2, >‘a U) = (:C - y) : C(xa Y, w1, w2, >‘a U)' (423)

Moreover, the original phase ¥ is anti-symmetric with respect to the exchange £; <> &2, t1 <> to, A1 <> Ao.
From the critical point equation, this implies that (r§,t{) = (r§,t5) = (r¢,t°) if (w1, 0) = (w2,0) so that

Uy (x,y,w,w, A\, 0) = Uo(x,y, tt rw, r’w, A\, A) =0

Hence
(2, y,w,w, \0) =0, on {(z,y) € x @, e —y| <L IA < L},

In particular, with Z(z,w1,ws,0,\) = {(x, 2, w1, ws, 0, A),

(@ y,w1, w2, 0, A) = Z(z,w1,w2,0,0) + Oy wr = waf? + |02z — ). (4.24)
Recall that |z — y| < £ in the integral in questions, so we first study Z instead of (. Note that

Z(m,wl,wg, g, )\) = _83/@1‘3/::1: = —8y\1f0| (425)

y=z,t1=t2=0,r1 :rf,rg:rg :

Here we used the property of the critical point for which d;, U e

177”17 7"5 = arj ‘tl,T‘l,tc - O fOI'j e {17 2}
and t§ =0if x = y. Since 9,V = & — &, by (4.18), thls yields
Z(x,wy,wa,0,\) = 1{wi — rows = Wiy /A = V(x) + § —wa /A =V (z) - 5. (4.26)

Linearizing this function for small o (here, |o| < 2£), we obtain
Z(w,w1,w2,0,A) = (w1 — w2) (R + O(0%)) + (w1 + wa) 5 (1 + O(c?))

with R > ¢ as in (4.20).
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We now consider the equation Z(z,wr,ws, 0, A) = & for fixed (z,wy,\) € & x 5"~ x [—£,£] and & € R™.
We have
(,UQ(R — ﬁ%) = wl(R + ﬁ%) - f + 0(0'2).

To solve this equation, we decompose wy = aw; + v where v € wi- and o = /1 — [V[2 > 0, we obtain

a:l—{—#— REZLR —|—O(0‘2), where 51 :5-&)1
v= —RJL—L—{—O(JQ), where & = & + ¢4,
4R

In particular, we have
2
l=o’+ =1+ (R—E‘/le)? TR R72§}4R +0(0?).
Since 0 < ¢ < R, the last equation determines o for |£| < ¢, and
o = 2R + O(|€]%) and then wo =w; —ET/R+ O(E]).

To summarize, choosing a small parameter § with £ < § < ¢, given (z,wi,\) € @ x S"7! x R and
¢ € 8By, the equation Z(z,w,ws, 0, A) = ¢ has a unique smooth solution (o, ws) € R x 5"~ 1. Moreover, by
(4.26), we also compute

0 Z = 2 1+ O(o(wr —w2)), 0w Z = R, +0(0),

where I,, denotes the identity matrix. These derivatives are non-degenerate in a neighbourhood of the
previous solution, so according to (4.24), the equation ((x,y, w1, ws, 0, \) = &, given (x, w1, A) € Q' xS xR
and (y,£) € R?" with |z — y| < £, |¢] < §, also has a unique smooth solution (o,ws) € R x S"~! with the
expansions:

{a = 2R + O([E1(€] + |z — w)

: = (&,6Y), 6 =€ w1, R= /A= V(). 4.27
w2ZW1—§J‘/R+O(\§](]§‘+’x_y’)) £=(5,6), & =& w () ( )

Hence, we can make a change of variable £ € 0B,, — (0, ws2), after which the phase becomes
Uiz, y,wi,w2,0,0) = (z —y) - €.

To use this, we must split the integral (4.21) in two parts by introducing a cutoff in Z (equivalently in
¢ after the change of coordinates):

H[ﬁ7 f‘Q]H§2 =hLip+ 1oy

where

1 ;Y1 (z.y,w1,w2,0,4) 2 41
/ h (fla(z) = fla())? A (2, y, w1, w2, 0, M1 {j< 2z dzdydwidwadod),

PGk
L = W/e o (fla(@) = fla)? Az(@, 1,01, & A1 o6 o)) <22 dodydw dEdA.

(4.28)
We tune a smooth cutoff so that

o the amplitude A} belongs to S*(R"*+2) with A/ (z,y,w1,ws,0,A) = 0 on the set {|Z(z,wy,ws,0,\)| < &}
and A) is supported on the set (z,\) € ' x [—£,£] and |z — y| < £ with £ < §.
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« the amplitude A5 € SY(R**1) and it is supported in

(z,\) € U xR, (y,6) €R™, Jy —z| + |\ + | <20 < c.

Finally, the principal part of Ay satisfies on the diagonal z = y and at £ = 0 (where Z = 0 also)

dod
Ag(:ﬂ,x,O,wl,)\)|h:0:Al(az,x,wl,wl,)\,())( g w2)

dgdé+

y=,§=0
since (o, ws) = (0,w1) when (y,&) = (z,0), cf. (4.27). Moreover, we compute the Jacobian

2R ... 0
dodws

dédeL|,_, .,

=l|det | o 1, .,/r = 2R

Hence, by (4.22) with R(z,0) = |V (x)|*/?, we obtain
Ag(z,x,0,w,0) = R(z,0)"2g(0)/2 = |V (2)|"/*>71/2, re,wes™ (4.29)
4.2.3 Step 3: the main symbol is in the class F

We now prove the following fact.

Proposition 4.10. The symbol

F (%%f) € R¥™ x (0’ 1] = s IAH%(xayagawa)‘)]l{\a(a},y,{,w,)\)\>—2>\>0}de)"
n—1x

is in the class F(R®*",R™) (cf. Definition 4.4) and it satisfies (4.13).

According to (4.28) and the previous definition, we can rewrite

A e 2p dzdyd K]|2
on = W/e (fla(z) = fla)*F(x,y, §)dzdyds + ||[fla, K]

where

K :(x,y) —~

1 (z—y)-€
(27Tﬁ)" /el R a(m,y,g)dxdydf and a: R — /AQ(x,y,£,W,>\)]l{,\<0}d)\dw-

The amplitude a belongs to S*(R*") (||al/4+ are bounded uniformly in A by differentiating under the integral).

Consequently, by Lemma 4.8, ||[f|q, K]||> = O(R'™™)

We will show in the next section (Proposition 4.11) that the integral I, = O(h'™™) as h — 0. This
allows to conclude that

~ (z—y)-€
I, flal|[% = ﬁ/ez W (flo(@) — flo@)? F, y,€)dadydé + O(R™)

which completes the proof of Proposition 4.9.

33



Proof of Proposition 4.10.
First observe that according to (4.27), there exist two smooth functions v : (z,v, £, w, \) € R+ — gl
and 7 : (x,9,& w,A\) € R — R, such that

o=2rv-§, (r,v) = (R,w)+ O(lz —y| + [£])- (4.30)

Then, we claim that for {(z,y,£) € R : 2 € |z — y|,|{] < 20}, we can make a (smooth) change of
coordinates
(A, w) E[RXS"_ln—>(g,u) eR x 8" L, c=—\/r

in the integral F. We denote by J : (x,%,£,v,¢) € R+ — R, the corresponding Jacobian. Observe that
if (y,€) = (2,0), ¢ = =A//A — V(x) and, by solving this quadratic equation and choosing the appropriate

root, we obtain
A= —¢y/—V(z) + O(?), W= .

J(x,z,0,v,6) =1/=V(z) + O(). (4.31)

Thus, in this case,

Generally, |s| < c (asr > ¢ for z € Q" and |y — z|,|A|,|¢] < 20 with § < ¢), so a similar computation
using (4.30) shows that J(z,y,&, v, <) is non-degenerate. Hence, this change of coordinates is admissible and
there is an amplitude B € S'(R*"*1) so that

F= B(wayagaya g)]l{|l/-£‘>§>0}dyd§' (432)
Sn—1xR

Moreover, by (4.30), the principal part of B is given by, if (y,&,5) = (2,0,0) with x € ', v € S*~1,
B(z,z,0,v,0)|p=0 = A2(x,2,0,v,0)|p=0J(z,x,0,v,0)

n—1 (433)

=|V(z)|= /2

using (4.29) and (4.31).
Using spherical coordinates, writing ¢ = R with (R,6) € Ry x 5" ! and making a change of variable
s + Rg in (4.32), we obtain for (z,y,£) € R3"

F(z,y,¢) = R/S B,y &, Bl 1y.9)>>0p dvds. (4.34)
n—1y
Then, since B is smooth, by (4.33), the principal part of F satisfies on the diagonal {z = y},

F(z,z,§) =R (B(z,x,0,v,0) + O(R))]l{‘,,_qg|>g>0}dydg

Sn—1xR

WG (s oge))

n—1
= co1fél|V(2)[ 7 + O(¢)
uniformly for z € Q'. Here, we used that for n > 2,
1 ‘Sn72‘
2 Jor Ity = = 1B
given the relationship between the volume of the unit sphere S"~! = 9B,, and the unit ball B,, C R" (in

particular, |S°| = |B;| = 2). In dimension n = 1, the situation is special as v € {#1}, so that ¢y = 1. This
establishes (4.13).
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For § € 8" !, let Rp : S~ ! — S"! be the rotation so that R}(f) = e; (the first coordinate vector in
R™). By (4.34), using the invariance under rotation of the Haar measure dv on the sphere S"~!, we obtain

F(xayag) = R/S lBR(xa?%gaRGVa Rg)]l{|ul\>g>0}dydga §= R0, (R’a) € Ry x S (435)
n—1x

This function is clearly smooth in (z,y,&) € R*® x {R™\ 0}. In fact, for any k € Ng, as R(£) — 0,
10 Roe)| = Ok(RT),  |OER(E)|| = Ok(R'F).

Indeed, § € S"~! > Ry is smooth, with d¢R(£) = 0(€) for £ # 0 and ||(9§9(£)|| = Op(R7%). Thus, by
differentiating (4.35) under the integral. we conclude that for any & € N, H(?é“F(x,y,f)H = OR(R'7F). as
R(£) — 0. This completes the proof that F' € F(R?*",R"). O

4.2.4 Step 4: Control of I

At this stage, it remains to show that I; , = O(h'™"), where we recall that Iy 5, is given by (4.28). By (4.28),
we can work with (o, ) fixed and it suffices to obtain the following bounds (We drop the dependency of
Uy, Z, etc on (o, \) for notational convenience. The proof of Proposition 4.11 relies on the stationary phase
as formulated in Proposition A.1 which allows to deal with the parameters (o, \) in a uniform way.).

Proposition 4.11. Let (U1, Z) be as in Section 4.2.2 and assume that A € S1(R*™) is supported on the set
{x e |z—y| <L |Z(x,wi,w2)| >} withl << 1. Then, as h — 0,

1 Z,\Ill(x,y,wl,wg) —-n
e [ e T lalo) - Fla(w) P Al o o) dodydinds = O,
w1,w2ES™

Proof. Expanding the square, we need to deal with two integrals of the type

1 Y (zywiw2)
(2rh)2n /e g Aq(7,y, w1, w2) g (z)drdydwdws (4.36)

! gl To(2)To(y)dzdydund 437
W/e 2(2,y, w1, w2)Lo(2)Lo(y)dedydw dws (4.37)
where the amplitudes A;, A3 belong to S*(R*?). There is a minus sign, but we do not expect a cancelation
in this regime.

According to (4.25),

Oy V1 (7, y,w1,wse) = —Z(x,w1,w2) + Oz — y). (4.38)

Hence, if A € S*(R*") is supported in {|z —y| < £,|Z(z,w1,ws)| > 6} with £ < § < ¢, 8,¥; does not vanish
on supp(A) and we can write

A(xay’wl’w2) = %J(:ﬂayawl’ua) : ayllll(xay’wlaWQ)’

where J : R — R is also in S' with the same support as A.
In these circumstances, we can repeat this procedure and integrate by parts with respect to y arbitrarily
often in (4.36), and obtain
(4.36) = O(h™).

For (4.37), we integrate by parts once and find that there are By, By € S*(R*"?) so that

1 Z,\Ill(fl',g,wl,wg) R .
(4.37) = (e /{QE@%} h Bi(z,§,w1,w2)lg(x)dedgdw dws (4.39)
1 iqfl(x7y7w17w2)
+ W/e h Bs(x,y, w1, w2)lq(z)lq(y)dedydw dws. (4.40)
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Here, B1(-) = va(y) - J(-)A2(-) where vq is the exterior normal to Jf2, and we integrate the variable § with
respect to the volume measure over 9€2 — it is worth remembering here that 2 has a smooth boundary.

The integral (4.40) has the same form as the original integral (4.37) with an extra power of h. Thus, if
we show that (4.39) = O(A~"*1), by induction, we can conclude that also (4.37) = O(h~"*1).

Then we consider the integral (4.39). Similarly to (4.25), the phase 0,¥; does not vanish on supp(Bj).
Thus, integrating by part with respect to x, we obtain

139)= — S N dédjdwrduy + 2 441
(4. )_W/{M@%} 5(2, 9, w1, wa)didgdwidws + o— (4.41)

where B3 € Sl([R‘m) and @ is an integral of the same type as (4.39). Thus, by the same reasoning as above,
it suffices to show that the boundary integral in (4.41) is O(h'™") to conclude that the original integral is
also of order O(h1™™).

In dimension n = 1, obviously (4.41) = O(1), so this reasoning already shows that the integral in question
is bounded, as required.

In what follows, we assume that n > 2 and focus on the boundary integral (4.41) for a fixed & € 09.
Recall that the amplitude B3 belongs to S and it is supported on {Z,§ € 90 : |£—§| < £,|Z(2, w1, w2)| > d}.
Let II; denote the orthogonal projection on T;(92). On the above set (£ is small),

(2= §) =Ms(& - ) + O(12 — §)
then, by (4.23), the phase satisfies
\Ill(i.7g7w17w2) :('@_ﬁ)'z('@awlaw?)—i_o(‘@ ‘2)

Y (4.42)
= I;(2 - §) - M Z2(2, w1, w2) + O

—9%).

We split the integral (4.41) in several parts depending on IT3 (w;) for j € {1,2}. Let

8>

Sipi={we s £z (w) > £}
and X%g : 8" 1 [0,1] for j € {0,+, —} be smooth cutoffs such that
Loz, <Xig<lgg, Xo4+ Xz + X2, = Lgn-i.

We first consider the integrals
Wy (2,9,w1,w2)

. 1 i o .
(Z,wa) = W/xiﬁ(wl)e h Bs (2,9, w1, w2)dgdw;. (4.43)

Since the map S"~! 3 w + I;w is a diffeomorphism from ngﬁtg to its image, we can make a change of
variables B

g—>u:H@(gj—9ﬁ), w1 —>U:H@(w1),
in (4.43). We obtain
1 i\Ijg(fi',UJQﬂL,'U) .
(443) == W /6 h B4(:c,w2,u,v)dudv

where the amplitude By belongs to S' and the new phase ¥, satisfies, by (4.42) and (4.26),
Uy(2,wa,u,v) = u- (Ryv — R_Mz(w2)) + O(u?), Ry = /A—-V(i)+to.
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Any critical point of Wy with respect to (u,v) satisfies u = 0 and the Hessian is non-degenerate with
determinant R_2i_(n71) and R+ > ,/c (there is at most one critical point given by v = Il;(w2)R_ /R, ). Thus,
by Proposition A.1 with d = 2(n — 1), one has the following estimate, uniformly in (£, ws) € 99 x S"~! (as
well as the auxiliary parameters (o, \) € R?):

(4.43) = O(h" ).

By the same argument, with the same uniformity,
+ Z-‘I’l(i,l?,wl,WQ) ~ A ~ n—1
Xz o(wa)e R Bs(#,9,wy,w2)dgdws = O(R" 7).

Hence, we are left to deal with the integral

1 U (2,9,w],wa)

T Gahpe D / X, o(@D)XG p(wa)e' ™ 7 By (%, §, wi, wa)djdwidws.

Since & +— I3 is smooth (we assume that 02 is smooth) and 9y = Il3(9y) + O(x — y), according to (4.38),
OyW1(2, 9, w1, w2) =z Z(&, w1, w2) + O)  for {§ € 00 : |§ — 2| < L}

Thus, on the support of the previous integral, {|TI(wy)], [TIE (w2)]
Since Z is a linear combination of (wy,ws), see (4.24), we have II; Z(
then

</, | (&, w1, wa)| > 0} with £ < 6.
T, wi,we) = Z(T,wi,wz) + O¢) and

|05V 1 (2,9, w1, wa)| > 6/2.

This shows that the phase has no critical point in the previous integral. Hence, by Lemma A.1 (non-
stationary phase version), we conclude that uniformly in & € 90 (as well as the auxiliary parameters
(o,\) € R?),

0 0 @ gwiws) R -
/Xj,g(wl)xj,g(m)e ho Bs(#, 9w, wo)dgdwydwy = O(A).

Altogether, this establishes that the integrals (4.41), (4.39) as well as the original integral are all O(h!™")
with the required uniformity in (o, A) € R?. Going back to (4.28), we conclude that I, , = O(h'™") and this
also finalizes the proof of Proposition 4.9. U

4.3 Case of a contractible open set

It remains to study integrals of the form given by the right-hand-side of Proposition 4.9. We first do so in
the case where € is topologically simple: if it is diffeomorphic to the unit ball, then we can proceed by a
change of variables.

We denote B = B, = {x € R" : |z| < 1}.

Proposition 4.12. Let 0 € R™ be a bounded open set with a smooth boundary; suppose that there is a
C>-diffeomorphism ¢ : R" — R™ with =1 (Q) = B. Let F € F(R?*",R") according to Definition 4.4 and
assume that as r — 0,

F(z,z,rw) = rR(z) + O(r?) (4.44)

uniformly for (z,w) € ' x "L, Let f € C®(R") and denote f = flq. Then, as h — 0,

log ™t

[ ¢S Py ) (flat) - fla(w)*dedady = (2 R(#)[ (@)% +00) )

—2 90

where d& denotes the volume measure on the boundary OS2.
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Without loss of generality, we assume that ¢ =T on R™ \ Q'. Throughout this section, we denote

Li= [ ¢5F5 Flay, ©)(fla(@) = flay)*dédady. (4.45)
The proof of Proposition 4.12 will be divided in three steps.

o In Section 4.3.1, using the map ¢ as a change of coordinates, we show that we can reduce (4.45) to the
case where ) = B.

o In Section 4.3.2, we obtain the asymptotics of (4.45) when Q = B by using the expression of the Fourier
transform 1p in terms of a Bessel function, cf. Lemma 4.16.

e Combining these results, we complete the proof in Section 4.3.3.

These computations rely importantly on the estimates from Section 4.1 for integrals involving 1q.

4.3.1 Change of variables
Proposition 4.13. Under the assumptions of Proposition 4.12, define a map

©: (2,9,6) € R = (p(2), 0(y), Dp(T54)7*¢)
and let G :=Jp FFo®. Then G is also in the class F and, as h — 0,

[P0 (o) - fla@)*dédedy = [ 760y, (en(x) - () *dedady + O()

where gg = flo(p) = f(p)ls.

Proof. By construction, the map ® : R? — R3" is a C*°-diffeomorphism and it is straightforward to check
that G is also in the class F, cf. Definition 4.4 (since ¢ = I on R™\ ', G has compact support). In particular,
for every k € Ng with & < n + 3,

10£ Gz, y, )| < I€]'F5a1(€) (2, ) (4.46)

where 31 € C2°(R™) and s, € C°(R?").
By a Taylor expansion, we have for (z,y,&) € R3?,

(p(@) = ¢(y)) - Dp(HH) "¢ = (x —y) - £+ Q(HE, @ — y)é
where @ : R?" — R" is C%° and vanishes at zero along with its two first derivatives:
Q(v,u)| < Cluf’. (4.47)
Let us denote

G o=y, =Glr,y,€),  and  T(5 2 —y) = (gs(z) — 85(v))"
Let x € C°(R™) be equal to 1 near 0. By a change of variable using ®.

[ wEEQE
h

/ T F (. €) (fla(@) — flaly)) dédady = / ¢ G(v, u, T (v, u)d€dvdu (4.48)

(z—y)-€

= [ Gy ) (@) - ealy) dedady
+ I + O(R"
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where
Q(v Qv,u)€

= [(= x(§)e (%

Here, we used Lemma 4.6 together with the fact that G € F to introduce the cutoff 1 — X(%) in the integral
(4.48), up to an error O(A"1).

Now, our goal is now to show that I = O(A"*!) as i — 0. The argument is similar to the proof of
Lemma 4.7, albeit the induction process is more technical. We Wlll integrate by parts repeatedly in the

— 1)é(v,u,§)F(v,u)d§dvdu.

variable u, stopping every time a derivative hits either X(g) or e 7. To this end, we introduce the following
integrals for k € Ng with £ <n + 2:

‘ ‘ 2k 9EG (v, u, €)
Iy jug ¢ ZQ(U,u)E u 13 v, U,
Jin = 22/6 hy - ng(ﬁ)(e b 1) |u[2(R+D)

: &k 9EG (v, u, &)
- £y juereewe Q(v, u)u U G (v, u,
Ik,h - /(1 - X(ﬁ))e h ‘u!Q ’u‘% P(u,v)dgdudv.

['(u,v)dédudv,

Provided we can show that all these integrals are finite, one has

= z'h/eiuTE u\ugg {(1 - X(%))(&M — 1)é(v,u,§)} I'(u,v)dédudv

eICRN SN 9eG(v,u, €)

= z’h/(l - X(%))eiT( v)dédudo — Io — Jon

Quuwe 1) u®? . 85261(%%5)

= (2h)2 /(1 — X(%))e 7 (e 7 P I'(u,v)dédudv — Iop — Jon — ih(L1h + J1p)

®(n+3) . 8n+3é( 5) n+2
. n Zu_f iQ(U,u)E U U? u? .
= (ih)"+3 / (1= x(§))e' (e R 1) ’u‘f(n = T(u,v)dédudo — 3 (ih)* (I + Jion)-
k=0
(4.49)
Let us first bound the Jj 5 integrals. Using (4.46 e 1| < Elul3|¢| for (u,v) € R?™, for any
b h
ke N with £ <n+4 2,
||3kG (v, u, )]
| Jenl < — /|£|}8§ ‘k 5 I'(u,v)d¢dudv

< o+ [ jaexo na2ﬁgﬁ)y%ﬁniqmwm@mm

where we rescaled % < ¢ since |O¢x| has compact support in R™ \ {0}. By Proposition 4.2, these integrals
are finite so that for every k € Ng with k < n + 2,

Jkn = O(ﬁl+n_k). (4.50)

To estimate Iy 5, we reverse the change of variables ®, and obtain

I pn = /(1 —x(2e ’y)g))

(#,5,8)(fla(z) = fla(y))*dedydé (4.51)
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where A : R"*" — GL,, is a smooth map, and L, is the image by ®~! of the function

ac—l—yx_ T — T — ®k-8kéx,,
< : |z _j|)2( y)( y)|x §|2’“( ! 5)‘D(ﬁ(x)HD(ﬁ(y)’det(A(x,y))fl.

Using (4.46) and (4.47), together with the fact that ® maps the diagonal x = y to itself, we verify that for
every j € N,

(x,y,6) € R3" s

0L L (2, y,)] < Cla —y* F g+ (2, ).
where s is compactly supported in a neighbourhood of x = y. Hence, by Proposition 4.7, for every k > n+2,
Ik,h — O(hlJrnfk).

Going back to (4.49) and using the previous estimates with & = 0, we obtain

Ih _ 7/h/ % Q(vhu)f _ 1) %ﬁ;}’u’g)r(u,v)dgdudv + O(hl+n)
u

The leading term is of the form as Iy, so we can repeat the process. By induction, after & € N integrations
by part, we obtain

— (ih)" / (§)e' (¢

The error terms are all controlled as above. Hence, taking kK = n + 3, we obtain

Qe 173G (v, u, )|
o ‘ |u[n+3

ok | gk
Qv.u)e u®r - 97 G (v, u,§)
S 1) |£u|2k T(u, v)dédudv — Y " (ih)’ (I + Jjn).-

j<k

e

I < W3 / X(E)e' T(u, v)dédudv + O(R™)

(fla(z) = fla))?

oy e@y)dedyde + O(ht*™)
—y

<Chn+2/X%‘§’ 1-n
= O(h'*™)

where we used again Proposition 4.2 to bound the last integral.
In the end, going back to formula (4.48), we conclude that

[ @y 9 (fla) ~ flaw)Pdédady = [ G w,,€)(en(@) - galy)dgdady + O(*)

as claimed. O

4.3.2 Asymptotics in case of the ball

The goal of this section is to obtain the following asymptotics.

Proposition 4.14. Let f € C®°(R"), F € F(R**,R") and denote
1
q(r) = - F(w,w,w) f(w)?dw, r > 0. (4.52)
gn—1

This function is continuous on Ry, with compact support, and we assume that q(r) — Q as v — 0 and that

/1 q(r) - Q
0

,
Ly = —4h™ 1 ((2m)" 1 Qlog h™! + O(1)).

dr < oo. (4.53)

Then, by (4.45) with Q = B,
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We first simplify the integral L; of (4.45), using the estimates from Section 4.1
Lemma 4.15. Let f € C°(R"), F € F(R*™ R") and g(x,¢&) = F(x,z,€)f(x)? for (z,£) € R*™. Then
g€ FR",R") and

(@y)E "
Ly = =2 [ ¢ (52, O p(0) L p(y)dedady + O(™H).
Proof. By symmetry of the integral in question, we can assume that
(z=y)-€
Ly =2 [ ¢35 Fa,y,)(a(@) = o) (a)dédady.
Then, we can write
Ly PCEINE

Ez/efiF@%QW@—ﬂMbM%mw (4.54)
G, y, ) p(x)1pe(y)dédady (4.55)

o[

where G(z,y,£) := F(z,y,£) f(2)f (y)-
We begin by showing that (4.54) is negligible. Since (z,y) — F(z,y,£) is C°(R*™) for £ € R™, by a
(@ =) a(*5,€) +b(z,y,9)

Taylor expansion,
(f(z) = f(w) F(2,y,8)

where a € F, b € F and
a(z,€) = f (@) F(z,2,€),  blx,y,£) = O(|z —yl*).

In particular, the function (x,y,&) — b(x,y,§)fp(z) satisfies the assumptions of Lemma 4.7. This implies

2 Ofp(z)dédady + O(R™)

that e
(4.54) zz/ei—rﬁ’ ( —y) - a(Z

Then, we perform an integration by part with respect to £ and a change of variables
B €t () dédrdy

2 v, (z—y) « u,

we obtain
£, ©)ta(e)dédady = (1) [ e

[ @ -y -,
(ih)/ei%a'(v,f)fg(v + 5)d¢dudv

where a' = dive a is L with compact support. Using the Fourier transform, computing the integral over

“ ! (v, ) (%) dédv

u, and then over v, we obtain
e

(z—y) - a(EHE, O)fp(x)dedady = ih(2m) 2

#
nen) [ (5. (F)ae

(4.56)
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Since a € F, ( — c?’((,g) is in the Schwartz class for £ # 0 and & — c?’((,g) is L*°. In the end, by scaling
and Cauchy-Schwarz,

[ @608 = O 2+ 5 12).
and we conclude that (4.54) = O(A"*1).
Going back to (4.55), we have
G(2,9,6) = g(Z52,€) + e(2,5,6)  where g€ F, e € F and e(x,y,€) = O(|z — y[?),

so that the function
(z,9,€) = e(z,y,§)1p(x)lpe(y)

satisfies the assumptions of Lemma 4.7 — the condition (4.12) for j < n + 2 follow directly from (4.5) with
) = B. Altogether, this implies that

o [T G, 15 (0)1 e (y)decdady + O, (4.57)

Moreover, as in (4.56), we have

[ gt p@pdgdady = o [ 55,0 Ta()de

where for ((,€) € R?" — §(¢, €) satisfies |§(¢, €)| < [€]5(¢) where 5 is in the Schwartz class; since g € F.
Using this bound and the fact that 1g € L, we obtain

[ g5 1 p(@)dgdady = O ).

Hence, the claim follows from (4.57). O
The proof relies on the following explicit asymptotics.

Lemma 4.16. Let J,, denote the Bessel function of the first kind for v € Ry. As £ — 400,

_— _ Jn/?(’f‘) . QCOS(‘Q +cn) + O(‘g’fl)
15(§) = |E|n/2 o V2m|€|(nt1)/2 . (4.58)

Proof. The relationship between Bessel functions and the Fourier transform of 15 where B is the unit ball
in R™ is classical: see e.g. [19], formula (A.5). The asymptotics of Bessel functions are also classical, see [49,
formula (10.17.3)]. O

Proof of Proposition 4.14.
Starting from Lemma 4.15 and making a change of variables x—;y — v, (r —y) < u, we have

Ln=—2 / e g(v, €)Lp(v + D)1 5(v — B)dédudy + O,

Since g € F, by Lemma 4.6, we can introduce a cutoff X(%) in the previous integral, up to an error O(R"*1).

Moreover, computing this Fourier transform as a convolution (with our convention, (27)zuv = u * v for
functions u,v € L?(R")),

o~

iws u u n —2iv-(q - T —iv-Cq
/e Flp(v+ $lpv — %)du =2 /e 2 <1B(g+%)13(%—g)d<:/e Ap(§5+ 5)1a(

[\S]7aN

£)d¢
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This implies that
Ln = =2 [ X)) g0, ) Ta(§ + HITn(§ - §dvdcd + O™,

This integral is well-defined since 1z € L?(R") and g has compact support on R?®. Moreover we can take
the Fourier transform of the smooth function v € R" — g(v,§) for a fixed £, we obtain

2(2r)% /X (3¢ OT(§ + HTH(§ — §)dcde + O™+
where for k € N, ( € R, r > 0,

Ck
sup |9(C,é)| < ———— and su g+, rw < Cvr. 4.59
S 19601 < T em s 96wl (4.59)

Now, using the asymptotics (4.58), for every ¢ € R?, ¢ = rw with (r,w) € Ry x S asr — oo,

Ip(C+ 91— = 2eos(r +w-C+cn) C:’Ti(;: w-C+e) + 007

cos(2r + 2¢,,) + cos(2¢ - w) + O(r—1)
arntl :

The error term is uniform for |¢| < r® for any 0 < a < 1 and w € "1, so by (4.59), we can substitute
these asymptotics into the previous formula for Ly (up to a negligible error). This yields 3 terms,

Ly = —%@nh)" " (Iup + Lo + Isp) + O(R™) (4.60)

where

L= ()8 [ X ) cos( ) e

Loy = (2m) __/X G(¢,rw) cos(2r/h + 2cy,) gdde

and L3 j, is controlled using (4.59) as

R dr _pndr
Lyn= O(h/Y(%) sup [|g(,rw)l| . 3) = O(h/X(ﬁ)_Q)'
wesn—1 r

Then, since fy(r)j}—;" < 00,
L = O(1). (4.61)

We now turn to the highly oscillating term Lo j that we can rewrite (by Fourier’s inversion formula)
(%) dr
Lyp = [ X(5)9(0,rw cos(27"/h+2cn) dw.
Let j(r) := [ ¢(0,rw)dw, which we may view as an even function in F(R). So

27’ dr
Lop = ( 226”/9( )

and we can make an integration by parts,

h

L e 2wn a E 1 Z2_7;d
oh = 2\s {x(%)J )Tg}e r).
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Then, we control L j as follows,

[oxtpitrarl <¢ [N <o,

similarly
r

p [ Rt < on (x5 =0 [x0)5 <
and
h/ ‘Y(%)j’(r)r_Z‘dr < C’/X(T)% < o0.

We conclude that
Ly = O(1). (4.62)

We finally turn to the main L; ; which we compute using Fourier’s inversion formula,

0 dr
Lun= [ Mgl rw) Syddw

where we used the invariance of the Haar measure dw on $"~1. Using the notation (4.52), this yields

dr
-

Lun= [ X()atr)

Since ¢q(r) — @ as r — 0, if @ # 0, this integral cannot be bounded as & — 0. However, it diverges
logarithmically under the assumption (4.53). Indeed, we can split if C' > 0 is sufficiently large (depending
only on the cutoff),

=0 [ L+ [TxpL) + [T a0 [

The last three terms are O(1) since foc X(r)4 < 00, ¢ € C, and (4.53) holds. This shows that

q(r) — @ ’ dr)

r

Lip=Qlogh ™t +0(1).
Combining this asymptotics with (4.61), (4.62) into (4.60), we conclude that as i — 0,
Ly =—%2rh)" T (Qlogh™! + O(1)). O

4.3.3 Proof of Proposition 4.12

We now put together the different steps of the proof of Proposition 4.12. Recall that ¢ : R® — R™ is a
C*>°-diffeomorphism such that ¢~!(Q) = B. First by Proposition 4.13 with g = f(¢)

Ly = /ei(z?{F(ﬂ%y,g)(sz(ﬁﬂ) — fla(y))?dédady

= [5Gy O ln) — gl () Pdedady + O

and on the diagonal,
G(z,z,€) = F(p(x), p(x), Dp(x) ") Jp(z),  (z,€) € R™™

Here we used that by construction, Jg(z,y,£) = Jw(x)J¢(y)J;1($Tﬂ’).
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Then, as G € F(R?",R"), by Proposition 4.14, we obtain
Ly = (27h)" (5 Qlog k™! + O(1))

where, if it exists,

1
=l - G(w,w, 2q >
Q 7"—1>%1+ <r - (W, w,Tw)g(w)*dw
It remains to argue under the assumption (4.44) this limits is well-defined and (4.53) holds. We have as
r — 0,

G(w,w,rw) = rR(p(w))Jp(w)| Dp(w) w| + O(?)

= rR(p(w))Jg(w) + O(r?)

where the map ¢ : 0B — 09 is the C'°°-diffeomorphism induced by ¢ on the boundary and the errors
are controlled uniformly over w € 9B. To obtain (4.63), note that for any w € 9B, we can decompose
T,(R") = T,,(0B) & Rw and, with & = ¢(w), Tz(R™) = T3(02) & Rv(&) where v(Z) is the (unit) normal to
0Q at 2. In this decomposition, since ¢ ~!(€2) = B the matrix of the differential Dy of the map ¢ has the
following from

(4.63)

* (0%

Dy = <D¢) O) , where a(w) =v(2)  Do(w)w, &= p(w). (4.64)
In particular @ > 0 on 0B and, by taking determinants, this implies that for w € 9B,
Jo(w) = Jp(w)a(w) (4.65)
Moreover by definition of v, for any w € OB and v € T,,(0B) = wt,
0=v(pw)) - Do(w)u,
which shows that Do(w)*r(¢(w)) is proportional to w. According to (4.64), this implies that for w € 0B,
Diplw) () = a(w)w
and since |v(p(w))| =1, we conclude that
1= a(w)[Dyp(w) " w|

Combined with (4.65), this proves formula (4.63). Then, we deduce from this expansion that

Q= [ RBW)f(@W)Jpw)dw= [ R(2)f(£)*dz
OB o0

by a change of variable. In addition, we have

-

which guarantees that the condition (4.53) holds. This completes the proof. O

G- .rw) =PRI < o
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4.4 Partition of unity; Proof of Theorem 1.

We now combine our previous results, with a decomposition using a partition of unity, to prove Theo-
rem 1. Recall that @ € D is an open set with a smooth boundary and, according to Proposition 4.9,
(2mh)™ 1 |[LL, f’ﬂ]”ig = Q(f)+ O(1) as h — 0 where Qq is the quadratic form

-1 (x—y)-§

: i 2
Qo+ f o ey [ @5F P, €)(Flale) — fla(y))*dgdrdy
acting on smooth functions.

Moreover, by Proposition 4.12 and (4.13), in case € is contractible (C°°-diffeormorphic to B,,), one has
Qa(f) =log A~ 'V(f) + O(1) as h — 0 where V is the quadratic form

n—1

Vaifo 25t [ i) ks (4.66)

acting on smooth functions.

We claim that there is a smooth partition of unity (x;)i<;j<s such that
* Xjla = xjlo, where Q; is a contractible set, for j € [J].
o (xi +x5)le = (xi + x5)le,,; where ©Q;; is a contractible set, for i,j € [J].
These sets are arbitrary smooth contractible sets. The condition x|q = X\Qj is equivalent to
QN (supp x) = ©; N (supp x),

so we can always choose a partition sufficiently fine so that these conditions hold. This partition is finite
since €2 is compact.
Thus, it follows that

Qa(1) = Qu(X)o1xg) = 37 121Qa(x; + xi) — Y71 Qalx;)
= 3752190, (x5 + xi1) — 27190, (x;)
=log ™! (S22 Ve, (4 + 1) — SmVe, () + O(1)
Using that Va,;(x; + xi) = Va(x; + xi) and Vo, (x;) = Va(x;) for 4,5 € [J], we conclude that
Qq(1) =log i Vo (X7_1x;) + O(1).

Similarly, we have for any f € C®(R"), Qqa(f) =logh =2 Va(f) + O(1) as h — 0.
According to Proposition 2.5, this shows that for any open set ) € D with smooth boundary and any
f e C>®(Rm),
n— 2 n—11|17 2 _
()" [ flo] % = @) fla]|f + O(1) = logh™Va(f) + O(1)  as h— 0.

This completes the proof (with 4 =0 and V(z) < 0 for z € Q).
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4.5 Central limit theorem; Proof of Theorem 2.

The Gaussian fluctuations of the counting statistics, after rescaling, are due to the determinantal structure
of the free fermions point process X and the fact that for a non-trivial smooth set €2, var X(2) — oo as
h — oo. In the random matrix context, this observation is due to [13] and it has been extended to general
determinantal processes in [63]. By [63, Thm 1], we deduce from Theorem 1 that for any open set Q € D
with smooth boundary and any f € C*°(R"), (in distribution) as & — 0,

X(fle) — EX(flo)]
V—2rh)I="log h

= NMova(f)-

In particular, if 2 has disjoint components {Qq,--- ,Qx}, Vo = le Vq, according to (4.66), then

X() —EX()]  X(92) — E[X(24)] Y
V—@rh)Inlogh’ ' \/—(2mh)""logh 0,5

where ¥ = diag (Va,, -+, Va,)-

Note that this argument cannot be directly applied to a collection of sets §y,---,Qr € D (open,
with smooth boundaries) with intersecting boundaries. However, we can use the off-diagonal decay of the
regularized kernel II and the estimates from Lemma 4.3 to show that the cross terms are negligible.

Lemma 4.17. Let Q € D be open. The kernel (2.3) satisfies for (z,y) € Q2

Chl-m
(h + |z —y|)m+!

(z,y)* <

Proof. Let x : R" — [0,1] be a smooth cutoff such that x = 1 on Q and x = 0 on Q' where Q' is a
neighborhood of € in D. We proceed as in Section 4.2.1, we make a change of variable £ = rw with r > ¢
(cf. (2.1)), w € S ! and we apply the stationary phase method to the integral (2.3) in the variables (,7)
with (x,y,w, A) fixed. The critical point is non-degenerate, given by (4.18) with o = 0, so we obtain

_ 1 i\Ill(x,x—y,w,)\)
x(x)(z,y)x(y) = W/e h b(z,y,w, \)I{A < 0}dwdA (4.67)

where b € S1(R3"1) is supported on {|A|, |z — y| < £}, and the phase ¥; vanishes on the diagonal {z = y}.
This already implies the following saturated bound, locally uniformly in the bulk:

T(z,y)| < CH ™.

Then, we can write
Uy (z,u,w,\) =u-((x,u,w, \)

where the map ¢ : R3+! — R” is smooth on supp(b) and make a change of coordinates (A, w) — ((z,u,w, \)
in (4.67). As in Section 4.2.2 (albeit using a simpler analysis), we claim that

C(x,u,w,\) = R(x, \)w + O(u), R=\/A=V(x)

and the error is smooth, so the matrix

o
ow T O
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is non-degenerate since R > ¢ on supp(b) and £ < c. Hence, there is g € S1(R3"), supported on {|z—y| < £},
so that

(z=y)-C
(467) = gy [ gl LA, < 0

where the map A : R3 — R is smooth with on the diagonal {z = y},
Aa,z,¢) = ¢ + V().

By perturbation, Hess¢A(z, y, €) is positive-definite for x € ', |z —y| < £so that {¢ € R" : A(z,u,() < 0} is
a strongly convex body. Thus, by [31, Corollary 7.7.15], if u € R™ +— A(z,y, u) denotes the Fourier transform
of ¢ € R" — 1{\(z,y,() < 0}, then
C
sup [A(z,y,u)| £ ——7-
zye 1+ |u|™2

This is to be compared with the case of a ball (Lemma 4.16). This implies that

X(x)H(x> y)X(y) = hinA(x> Y, ) * /g\(CC, Y, )|9U_gy

where u € R" — g(x,y,u) is a Schwartz function. We conclude that

n+1

Ix(@)II(z, y)x(y)| < CF T |z — y|~ "%

which is the appropriate away from the diagonal. O

Remark 4.18. The bound from Lemma 4.17 corresponds to [TI(z, )| < Ch~"1{- < L&) | for (z,y) € Q2
(inside the bulk). This is consistent with the scaling limit of the regularized kernel I1. Namely, we showed
in [19] that for 2 € D, h"II(z + hu, = + hw) — K (u — v) where K = C,1{- < ¢,,} for some constants Cy,, ¢,,
depending only on the dimension n.

Given two open sets 2, Qo € D with smooth boundary such that |0Q; N0Qs| = 0, Lemmas 4.17 and 4.3
imply that as h — oo,

‘tr([ﬁa Lo, (1T, lo,))| < Chl*n/ (2g, (2) _(]lhﬂj_(iygj)iﬂjiii)l —1o,W)l dzdy = o(log(h~1)A*™™).

Then, expanding the square, under the assumptions of Theorem 2, it holds for o € R¥,

11, Z?:l Oék]lﬂk]H§2 ; Oék[ﬁ, 1%]”32

(2rh)y»T(logh~1) ]Zl (2rh)"1(log h—1)

+o(1) as h — 0.

Replacing Il by the projector II using Proposition 2.5, we conclude by Theorem 1 that as A — 0,

I 5 anlo ]I} &
(zwh)i_l(log L) Jz::l arVao, (1) +o(1).

Again, applying Soshnikov’s result [63, Thm 1], by the Cramér—Wold argument, this completes the proof of
Theorem 2.
One has the following more precise covariance estimate in the case of a relatively non-singular intersection.

Remark 4.19. If H? (091 N ONy) < 400 for some B < n — 1, then the last covariance bound improves to
Cov(X(La,), X(1g,)) = O(A'™")
using the second part of Lemma 4.3. At this scale, we cannot use the regularised projector from Proposition

2.5 to compute the limit of the covariance. This difficulty already appears in the variance estimates in [19].
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5 Trace norm of commutators & entropy estimates

5.1 Proof of Theorem 4: Multi-scale argument

The goal of this section is to prove Theorem 4, that is, to show that for any open set ) € D with a smooth

boundary
[, La]|| ;= O(R'"|log h[?). (5.1)

We begin by a simple truncation step.

Lemma 5.1. Let ¥ : R — [0,1] be any smooth function which equal to 1 on [—c/2,¢/2]. Let 'y =91, (H)
and O4 = V1R, (w). It holds

I, o]l < T-O4T10 |y +[T40:T-O_ |51 +[T10-T_O |y +[T-O-T1 O + O(R'™).

Proof. First observe that since the operator H and the map w are bounded from below

{H:F+f1(H) {19=9+f1(w) (5.2)

1-T=T1+1- fo(H) 1-T=04 +1— fa(w)

where f; : R — [0,1] are smooth functions, supported in (—oo,c| with fi1g, = 0 and (1 — f3)Ig_ = 0.
Second, observe that

[H, ]lQ] = lqcdllg — 1olllge.
=1l II1q + (1 — H)]chH]lQ — (1 — H)]lQH]ch — 1ol ge.

Then, using that 1olge = 0, we can change the first and fourth terms as follows:
[H, ]].Q] = —H]lgc(l — H)]lQ + (1 — H)]chH]lQ — (1 — H)]lQH]ch + H]lg(l — H)]lgc. (5.3)

Every term on the RHS of (5.3) can be handled in the same way, so we focus on the last one. Using
(5.2), since fi(H)(1 —II) =0 and I'_(1 — f2(H)) = 0, one has

According to Proposition 2.6, both ||[f;(H), 1a]||;1 = O(R'™™) for j € {1,2}, so
Mlg(l — Mg =T 1ol 1ge + Oy (A177).

Similarly,
I 1olilge =T_O0_T104 +I'_[fi(w),[1]lge + T_O_[['}, 1 — fo(w)].

Observe that according to Lemma 2.9 and (1.10),

[f(w), D] = [fu(w), f5(H)] = [fi(w), 1] = Op (B 7).

Thus, we conclude that
gl —Mlge =T _O_T,.0, + Oy (h'™"). O

Again, every term in the bound from Lemma 5.1 can be handled in the same way. We proceed using a
dyadic argument to isolate the contributions from different scales that we will estimate based on Proposi-
tion 3.1. To setup the dyadic decompositions, on top of the notations from Section 2.1, we use the following
convention throughout this section.
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Notations 5.1.

e Let w : R” — R be a smooth function such that @ = {w < 0} € D and J,w(xz) # 0 for all
x € 00 = {w = 0}. In particular, we assume that d,w # 0 on {|w| < c} by choosing the constant
¢ sufficiently small.

e Let ¥ : R — [0,1] supported in [—c,c] and equal to 1 on [—¢/2,¢/2]. Let x : R — [0, 1] supported in
[—1,1] and equal to 1 on [—¢,c].

o Let L := |logy(h)| and let n, := h2F for k € N.y.

e Let xo:= x(h™!-) and
Xk iz X027 ) — x0(2'Fx), ke N

We also let x, : 2 — x(2) — x0(2'"L2). We use a similar notation for (95)E_,.
o We use the shorthand notation, le = xx1gr, for k € [0, L]; similarly for (19%)%20.

o We let ¢;,t =9 (Xf*ph) for k € [1, L], as in the Notation of Section 2.1. In particular, X;t, 1/)2[ :R—1[0,1]
are in S for k € [1, L].

o For ke l,L], let 5‘% be in S" such that

XE=XiExE,  xixh =0,  fork,me[l, L] (5.4)

This yields a dyadic decomposition of the operators appearing in Lemma 5.1.

Lemma 5.2. Using the notation 5.1, we have O4 = S p_Ux(w) and T = S r_, Xi (H) + Y+ where the
errors satisfy
1Tl = O(R™) ITtllp2r2 < 1.

Proof. The decomposition of © is obvious, so we focus on the decomposition of I'y (I'_ is handled similarly).
By construction Zﬁ:o er = 1g, on [—c,c]. So, since p is a Schwartz mollifier, we claim that for every m € N,
there is 5¢,, : R — [—1, 1], smooth with compact support so that

SE XS *pn = Ig, + s (1) + O(R™) with a smooth error on [—c,¢|.
By Lemma 2.7, this implies that Z£:1 )Zf (H) =T4 + Y, where the operator T satisfies

1Tl = OF) ITtllz2—r2 < 1.

We are now ready to proceed to obtain the estimate (5.1).

Proof of Theorem 4. According to Lemma 5.1, it suffices to show that [T, 0,T_0_||;1 < CA'™"L?; since
the other terms are handled similarly. By Lemma 5.2,

0,0.0-0_= 3 Y S (H)} (W) (H)9,, (w) + Oy (517

i,k>1§,m>0

where the indices range up to L. The idea is to split this sum in two parts:

L= Y XT(H)I (WX, (H),,(w) and  I:= > X (H) (w)x;, (H)9,,(w)
i,k>1;5,m>0 i,k>1;5,m>0
i+j<k+m i+j>k+m
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Both sums will be handled in a similar way, so we focus on I for now. Using (5.4), one has
X (H)OT (W)X, (H )0, (w) = X (H)OF (w)[[X5, (H), 95 (w)] 07 (w)].

Then, we can bound

IS )95 00 ()00l < IKF 95 0 {1 U L =

’ [ (HD), 9 (0], O ()] [l 3o 3 1 > B
According to Proposition 3.1, there exists a constant C' > 0 so that for any k € [1, L] and m € [0, L],

{H [ (H), 05 (w)], 05 (w)] [} < OBy 202 = Ch-lom2m200m) i, > 1,
IGE(H)IE (W) 2 S B |95 (w) |22 < Ch ™y, = CR22k+m,

~

Here we used that |0 (w)[|2, < nm for m € [0, L]. Altogether, this implies that

W< >0 1K E)IF (W)X (H) 95 (w)

1,k>1;5,m>0
i+j<k+m
i+j+k+ 1 i+j
§02<52—n Z 2%+h5—n Z 2%—(k+m)>.
i+j<k+m i+ji<k+m
h2ktm<y 1<p2kt+m

Since all indices range up to L, these sums are controlled by

ititk+m it m 1
St <2 Y 2m<on 'L’ and SooBt e <12 N 97 % <opif?,
i+j<k+m hom<1 i+j<k+m hom>1
ﬁzk+m§1 1§ﬁ2k+m

Hence, we conclude that

Iy = O(L2R1"). (5.5)
We have a similar control for II, which we expect by symmetry. Let us first record that
2
S S0 0 Ol (0, e = (X IRE G050 e )
i,k>15,m>0 E>1,m>0
and, as above (by Proposition 3.1),

> H[%Z(H),%(W)]HpSC(hl‘% S 2t Y 2—“2'”):0(th‘7”).

k>1,m>0 h2k+m <1 h2k+m>1

This estimate shows that

M= Y 0f (WX (B (w0)X; (H) + Op (PR,
i,k>1;5,m>0
i+j>k+m

Now, using that

9%

07 (WX (H), (W)X, (H) = [07 (W), [0 (W), X (H)]]0,,, (W)X, (H)

we can proceed exactly as above to show that ||II||;1 = O(L?h!~"). This completes the proof. O
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5.2 Bounds for the entanglement entropy: Proof of Theorem 3

The estimates of Theorem 3 for the (entanglement) entropy follow by interpolation from the bounds for the
Hilbert-Schmidt and trace norm of the commutator [II, 1] of Theorems 1 and 4. Our goal is to prove the
following general inequalities.

Lemma 5.3. Let X be a determinantal process on a Polish space X associated with a (self-adjoint) operator
0 < II <1 locally trace-class. Then, for any open set Q) € X with smooth boundary,

1,1
2010 0], < $0X) < 41, 1 1o (120 ).
) J2

Since we establish that ||[IL, Lo]||3. ~ ch'~"log(h™!) for some constant ¢ > 0 if & € D is an open set
with smooth boundary and [|[I, Lo]||;1 < C'log(h™Y)[|[II, 1o]||%. as & — 0, Theorem 3 follows directly from
Lemma 5.3. We now turn to its proof.

Let s : [0,1] — Ry, given by s : A — —Alog(A)—(1—X)log(1—)) . Recall that for a general determinantal
point process X, defined on a Polish space S and associated with a locally trace-class operator 0 < II < 1,
the (entanglement) entropy of any open set 2 € X with smooth boundary is

Sa(X) = s(An), (5.6)

neN
where {\,,} denote the non-trivial eigenvalues of operator II|g = 1olllg — {A,} is a countable sequence in
(0,1] by the spectral theorem for locally compact operators.

The main step of the proof is to describe the relationship between the spectra of II1 oIl and the square-
commutator —[II, 1q]?. This follows from a general result.

Lemma 5.4. Let P,Q be two self-adjoint projections on a separable Hilbert space. The non-negative opera-
tors PQP, —[P,Q)? commute. The spectral data of —[P,Q]?, on the orthogonal of its kernel, consists exactly
of the eigenpairs (A(1 — X),u) and (A(1 — ), [P, QJu), where (A, u) is an eigenpair of PQP with A > 0.
Thus, given f : [0, %] — Ry continuous with f(0) =0 and g: X € [0,1] = f(A(1 — X)), one has

tr f(~=[P,QJ*) = 2tr g(PQP). (5.7)
Proof. Using that P2 = P and Q? = @, we simply compute
P[P,Q]* = [P,Q)>*P = PQPQP — PQP = PQP(PQP —1). (5.8)
So (P, —[P,Q]?) commute. Then, using that (P, —[P,Q]?) and (Q, —[P, Q]?) commute, we also have
[PQP,[P,QJ’] = PQ[P,Q*P — P[P,Q]’QP = P[Q,[P,QJ*|P = 0.

Thus (PQP, —[P,Q]?) also commute as claimed.

Since (P, —[P, Q]?) commute, the spectral data of —[P, Q]? can be decomposed into the spectral data of
—P[P,Q]*P and —(1 — P)[P,Q]*(1 — P). Then, (5.8) shows that any eigenpair (\,u) of PQP with A > 0
gives an eigenpair (A(1 — \),u) of —P[P,Q]?P. This means that for 0 > 0, the eigenspace of —P[P, Q]*P
associated with o is F, = ker(PQP — \) if 0 = A(1 — A). By the spectral theorem, this gives the complete
spectral data of —P[P,Q]?P, on the orthogonal of its kernel.

Now, let o > 0 be an eigenvalue of —(1 — P)[P,Q]*(1 — P) and let E, the associated eigenspace and
T :=[P,Q)]. Since E, C ker(P), one has for u € E,,

Tu = PQu, —[P,Qu = ou and — P[P, Q)*P(Tu) = —PQ|P,Q)*u = 0 PQu = cTu
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using the commutation relations. This shows that (o, Tu) is an eigenpair of —P[P,Q]>P. Moreover,
T? = —olon E,, so that T : E, — F, is 1-1.

In conclusion, ker(—[P,Q])? — o) = span{u, Tu : u € ker(PQP — \)} if o = A\(1 — \) with A > 0 so that
choosing an orthonormal basis {(Ag, ux) }ren of eigenfunction of PQP, by the spectral theorem (PQP > 0),
for any f: Ry — R4, continuous with f(0) = 0, one has

tr f(=[P,QI") =2 ) fW(1 =) =2trg(PQP)
A >0

where g(A) = f(A(1 — X)). Note that since PQP < 1, one can consider only test functions f defined on
[0, i], both sides of (5.7) are non-negative and possibly infinite. O

Remark 5.5. Considering Widom’s conjecture, in light of Lemma 5.4, the spectral asymptotics of Conjec-

ture 1 are equivalent to, given f : [0, %] — R4 continuous with f(0) =0,

tr f(—[IL, Ta]?) f(o)
(2rh)1—" log A1 —8Ca /[O’i] amda'

We now turn to show the inequalities for the entropy.
Proof of Lemma 5.3. Considering (5.6), the map s = f(A(1 — \)) where f : [0, 1] — Ry is given by

1—v1—4c0 17\/1740) 1+v1—-4c 1 1++/1—40
2 2 - 2 og(=5—").

fio——

log(

This function is continuous with f(0) = 0 (one has f(o) ~ —olog(c) as ¢ — 0) so that, according to
Lemma 5.4, we can rewrite

Sa(X) = tr f(—[IT, 1o]?).
The proof is based on the basic inequalities, for o € [0, %],
co < f(o) < —20logo. (5.9)

Observe that these function are all smooth, increasing, concave on (0, l) and take the values 0, respectively
log 2 at the endpoints; so the inequality (5.9) follows from the fact that f/'(c) ~ log(1/0) as o — 0.
Thus, by monotonicity, with g : ¢ — —20 log o, we obtain

||[IL, La]|ff: < Sa < trg(~[IL 1o?).

We now relate the upper-bound to the trace-norm of the commutator [II,1g]. We can assume that
[[[IT, Lo]|| ;1 < oo, otherwise there is nothing to prove, in which case [|[II, 1o]||3, = 32,cp 0n < 00 where {7y, }

denotes the non-zero eigenvalues of —[II, 1]?. Then, by convexity of o — log(c~/2) on R, and Jensen’s
inequality,
—1/2 Snenon
Ynenonlog(o, /%) < (Enenon) log | Z25——
2 neNOn
or equivalently,
1 2 2 [[[IL, Lo} |2
strg(—[IL, 1o]%) < ||[IL, Lq]|| 3, lo (7 .
This completes the proof. O
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A Stationary phase with mild amplitudes

We first recall a standard version of the stationary phase method where the amplitude is controlled in €%,
independently of semiclassical parameter A, and the integral depends on a parameter z € U. We refer for
instance to theorem 7.7.5 in [31] or to our previous work [19, Proposition A.15].

Proposition A.1 (Stationary phase lemma). For d,q € N, let Q@ € R? and U € R? be open. Let
®:QxU — R be a smooth function® such that 0,®(x,z) = 0 has a unique solution (r,,z) € Q x U
with ®(z,2) = 0 and the Hessian V2®(z,, z) is non-degenerate for z € U. Let a € ST (2 x U) be classical
symbol. Then, there exists another classical symbol b € S*(U) so that

®(,2) d
/ e h a(x,z)dx = (27h)2b(z, h)
Q

and the principal part of b is given by bo(z) = ag(z,,2)/\/det V2®(x,, z) for z € A.
On the other hand, if © — ®(x,z) has no critical points in ), then

D(z,2)
/eZ ha(z, z)de = O(R™)
Q

where the error term is controlled in S*(V).

The goal olf this section is to generalize the above expansion when the symbol a € S? is sufficiently
regular (0 > h2) with an explicit control of the error. We begin by the simple case where the phase ® has
no critical point within the support of the symbol a.

Lemma A.2. For d,q € N, let Q € R? and U € R? be open. Let ® : Q x U — R be a smooth function
such that 0,®(z,2) = 0 has a unique solution (v,,z) € Q x U and the Hessian V2®(x,, z) is non-degenerate

for all z € O. Let 6 > h and a € C.(Q x U) with a € SO and suppose that for z € U, a(zx,z) = 0 for
x € B(x,,€) for some € > 0. Then, for every k € N,
i k
<Cpl|l—=—1] .
<a(y)

In particular, if a € S°(Q x U) with § > h% and €5 > h, then as h — 0

_d Z.cb(x,z)
sup |h 2/6 nooa(x, z)dx

z€0

P(x,2)
/eZ hoa(z, z)dr = Ogoeo (R™). (A.1)

Proof. To ease notation, we treat the case without parameter: U =0, ® : Q@ — R is a smooth function with
a unique non-degenerate critical point x5 € Q and a € S°(Q2) with a = 0 on B(xg,¢) with € > ¢ > i!/2. By
% is a smooth function, so that integrating by parts, we have
 2(2) . 2@ a(x)V(x) + Va(z) - V()
elhaxdx:zh/ezh dx
[t Vo)

where U : 2 +— A®(z) + |[VO(2)|>?V®(x) - V|VP(z)|~2 is also smooth on 2. We can perform this operation
k times, and we obtain differential operators L/* of degree < j (taking values into symmetric j-tensors)
whose coefficients are smooth functions (depending on ®) so that

Bz 9 x)®7 . kg (x
/eZ (h)aﬁ(x)dx: (ih)k/el% Z V(@)™ - L7 a( )dx. (A.2)

assumptions, x —>

2In fact, it is not necessary to assume that the phase ® and the symbol a are smooth with respect to the parameter z € U;
continuity suffices.
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Since zy is the unique non-degenerate critical point of ®, |V®(z)| < |z — zp| for z € 2, so we have the
following estimates, for every 0 < j < k:

[VO(2)® - LV*a(z)]
Vo ()|

Then, using that a = 0 on B(xgp,€) with € > §, we obtain for every k& > d and for every 0 < j < k,

< ORI |a — ag| 72N, x € Q.

®J Jik ) )
/‘VCD ‘vq) L’2k ( )’dl' < Ck5_]€_2k+]+d < Ck(s_kﬁ_k—‘rd.

We conclude that for every k > d,

e
/e noa(z)dx
Q

which proves the claim in case U = §) using the condition § > %'/2. The argument remains the same if (®,a)
depend continuously on a parameter z € U and the estimates are uniform provided that U is relatively
compact. In particular, if €d > h, we obtain uniformly for z € U,

(V]9

)

k—d [31/2\ ¢
< Cphik—d/25—he—ktd _ o (;) (h(; )
€

. P(x,2)
/e’ noa(z, z)de = O(R™).

If we apply 9% to the LHS, we obtain a similar integral with another symbol a, € S times hlel) so this
proves (A.1). O
Proposition A.2 already implies that such oscillatory integrals are uniformly bounded.

Corollary A.3. Let ® satisfy the assumptions of Lemma A.2. Then, for any a € S%(Q x U) with § > h%,
as h — 0,

d <I>(x,z)
2

h~ hoa(z, z)de = Ogs(1).

Q
Proof. By a change of variable, we can assume without loss of generality that z, =0 for z € U and § = B3,
Let x € C®(R?) be a cutoff with xy = 1 on the unit ball and we split
d .@(m,z) P(z,2)

P(z,2) P(
h2 D a(w,z)dx:h*%/ e a(x,z)x(x/(S)dx—i—h*%/ e’ h bz, z)dx
0 Q Q

where b : (2,2) = a(z,2)(1 — x(67 1)) is also in S°. Hence, by Lemma A.2, the second integral is O(1),
while the first integral is also O(1) by a direct volume estimate. O

Then, we can improve this a-priori estimate by giving the asymptotic expansion of such oscillatory
integrals using the stationary phase method with precise estimates on the error term.

Proposition A.4. Ford,q € N, let Q € R? and U € RY be open. Let & : Q x U — R be a smooth function
such that 0,®(z,2) = 0 has a unique solution (z,,z) € Q x U with ®(z,,2) = 0 and the Hessian V2®(x,, z)
is non-degenerate for z € U. Let a € S(Q x U) with § > h. Then for every £ € Ng, as h — 0,

®(2,2)
(2ih) / T a(w,2)de = Y WIia(as, ) + Ogs (h62)) (A.3)
0<j<t

where, for j € No, L. is a differential operator (acting on ) of degree 2j whose coefficients depend only on
the phase ®. In addition, if supp(a) C A, then for every £ € No and € € [§,1], as h — 0,

d <I>(a:,z) ¢
(2mih)~2 / Th a(x,2)dz = Ogs ((5—2) ) uniformly on {z € U : dist ((x,,2),4) >€}.  (A.4)
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Proof. To compute the integral (A.3), we apply Morse lemma (with parameters) to the phase ®, see [31,
p502]. By Lemma A.2 applied with a fixed €, we can assume that a is supported on an arbitrary small
neighborhood U C R4*? of the critical point (z,2), up to a negligible error (in the sense of (A.1)). Then,
by a C*° diffeormorphism ¢, there is coordinate system such that the critical points are (0, z) and the phase

_z-Hx (Ii—a O
O(x,2) = 5 H-( 0 _Ia>,

where a € [0, d] is the Morse index, that is, the number of negative eigenvalues of the non-degenerate matrix
matrix V2®(z,,2) — by continuity « is constant (independent of z € U and so is the phase ® in this new
coordinate system). Moreover, the symbol b = a(p) € S° with the same J. Consequently, it suffices to show
that the integral

on_d [ jaHe
Ry : z v+ (2mih)™ 2 /eZ 2n b(z, z)dx

has an expansion of the type (A.3) as h — 0. First, by Corollary A.3, since the phase is independent of z,
by differentiating under the integral, Ry € S°(U) and it satisfies (A.4), by Lemma A.2.

Let L :=i(V, - HV,) and by := §°Lb. Observe that if we integrate by parts twice, for any A > 0,
d [ jazHz d_g [ iz
—0y [ A2 /e 2h b(x, z)dz| = hA2 /e 2h Lb(x, z)dzx. (A.5)
Moreover, by the standard stationary phase (Proposition A.1 — for a fixed i with b independent of \):

li A\ NS do =i “b(0
Amsto <2m'h> /e bz, z)dz = i770(0,2) (A.6)

=i det V2®(x, 2)| "V ?a(s, 2)

going back to the original coordinate system. We have b; € S°, so by Corollary A.3,

= 0(1)

sup

_d.d [ jpzHz
h 2)\2/6 2h by (x, z)dx
z€U,A>1

and

0 L xHx
Ri(z) == (2m'h)_%/ )\g_z{/e’)‘wbl(:c,z)dx}d)\
1

is also in S° (just like the symbol b; by differentiating under the integral). Thus, integrating both sides of
(A.5) for A € [1,00), by (A.6), we obtain

Ro(2) =i7°b(0,2) + hd 2Ry (2).

This proves the claim for £ = 1 with Ly = i~* (in this coordinate system). The general expansion follows
by induction: for ¢ € N, let b, := §%¢L‘b and

Re(z) == (2mh)*%/1°° )\%2gg()\){/ei)‘%bg(x,z)dx}d)\ (A7)

with g = 1 and for £ € N, gp11 : [1,00) — [0, 1] is the solution of

g1V =A"2g(N),  gera(1) =0.
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In particular, gy is non-decreasing and gy(0co) = lim)_,, g¢(A) exists for every ¢ > 2. By an integration by
parts, using (A.5)—(A.6),

(VoW

Re(2) = g (00)ibi(0.2) - 2mit) 4 [~ gaon{ad [V o, 2)de far

= g041(00)i b0, 2) + hd 2 Ryy1(2).

1 o0 1
/ gg gy 1 L gi1(o )do'—— so we conclude

By induction, gg41(co T =1, ot 7k

that for £ € N,
Ro(z) =i %o (ho ™)Kk (0, 2) /k! + (162 R4 (2).

Since by = 62 LFb for k € Ny, this proves (A.3) with LF = z_o‘w in this coordinate system. Going
back to the original coordinates, L* are differential operators of degree 2k whose coefficients depend only
on the phase ® with L = i~%| det Vi@|_1/2 as a multiplication operator. U

Remark A.5. We give a slight generalization of Proposition A.4. Let g : Q x U — R, C!, such that Vg # 0
on {|g| < 1}. Let a € S%(Q x U) with § > h2, assume that supp(a) C {|g| < 1} and 1t holds for ¢ € N,
€ € [0,1],

a= (99((%)[) uniformly on {|g(z, )| > €}. (A.8)

Then, setting f(z) := Cg(z,, z) for z € U and some constant C > 1, it holds for £ € N,e € [0, 1],

D(z,2) h ¢
(271171)_% / T a(x,z)dr = Ogs ((E) ) uniformly on {|f(z)| > €}.
This follows directly by splitting the integral

D(x,2)

(2m'h)%{/eicp(:f‘z,Z)a(x,z)Xe(g(:c,z))dx +/6Z hoa(x, z){1 —Xe(g(x,z))}dx}

where x : R — [0, 1] is a smooth cutoff supported in B; and equals to 1 on a neighborhood of 0. In particular,
since € > §, both symbols are in S° and the first integral satisfies (A.4) with A = {|g(z, 2)| < €}. Moreover,
since g is not degenerate,

{z€U:|f(z)] > €} C {z €U :dist ((x;,2),A) > €}

if C is sufficiently large. By Lemma A.2, the second integral is also O((L)*).

In the case of the “standard” phase ®(z,£) = x - £, which is relevant for pseudo-differential calculus,
we can also perform a stationary phase even in the case Where the scalings in z,£ are different and the
amplitude does not necessarily belong to S‘S([RQ”) with § > h3 . Adapting the proof of Proposition A.4, we
obtain the following statement.

Proposition A.6. Let a : R*™ — R with a € S5! x Sg? x S with e1,e9,m € [h,1] and assume that
€169 > h. Then for every £ € Ng, as h — 0,

o€
(271-171)71 /eZ h a’(m7§7 Z)d.%'df = Z kj' (Zha aﬁ) (.%',5, Z)’aC:g:O +OSW((%)Z) (AQ)

0<k</t
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Proof. First, we record from the proof of Proposition A.4 that if the phase is (independent of z) and given
by ®: X — % where H is a constant non-degenerate matrix (det H # 0), then the operator

. HV)
k._ —a —1/2 (iV - )
LY :=i %(det H) 1 ,

for k € Np.

Moreover, in the special case H = (10,1 I(?) and X = (z,€) for n € N (so that ®(X) = z-¢, if e1,e9 > v/}, then
the expansion (A.9) follows directly from Proposition A.4. Note that by differentiating under the integral,
since a € S7, the error term is controlled in the class S".

We deal with the general case by a change of variable. Without loss of generality, we assume that 1 > e
and that the symbol a is independent of the parameter z. Let (v, 0) = (\/e2/e1, /E1€2), let x € €°(R™,[0,1])

be such that xy = 1 on B, and, let 6%(¢) = 1|£T<2(‘“)§®k for £ € No. Note that v, 6 € [V/h, 1] and let x, = x(-/7)
and 6% = 6%(- /). We split

/ &7 oz, €)dzdg = / T 0, €)x (€)dadé + / ei%awwﬂﬁdwdé

—ih&-0z z ﬁf

A
We can perform repeated integration by parts in the second integral (writing €] e'h ), we obtain

for any k£ € N,

[ ol g)arde = [ a(e, x (€)dwde + % [T w8 dh©)ands

where a, = €¥0Fa is in S°1 and €1y = §. Since a;, is uniformly bounded and compactly supported and
HH’;({)HLl = Ok(1) if k > n, this shows that

[T ate,drde = [ 6T ale, &) (€)dwde + O(),

Then, by rescaling (the phase and measure are invariant under this change of variables), letting

a(x,§) == alz/v,6v)x(§),

we have @ € S%(R?") (in particular this symbol has a fixed compact support and § > v/A) and

x-€ z-§
! /eZTa(:c,é)dxdg _ m/ ¢z, €)dzde + O()

(2mih)™
S wrRae,e)| o+ O((h6~2)")
0<k</t
by applying Proposition A.4. Since LFag = LFa = %(ih@m . (35)]“(1 in this case, this completes the proof. [
More specifically, we also need the following consequence of Proposition A.6.
Corollary A.7. Let n,m € N. Let a : R?™™ — R, bounded with compact support, and assume that
(x,§) — /a(:c,g,z)dz is in S5 x 522 for some e1,e9 € [h,1] with eyeo > h. Then for every £ € Ny, as
h— 0,

(27715)"/ U a6, 2)dadedz = Y kl/ma 00 a(r,6,2)],_e_odz + O((25)").

0<k</t
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Proof. By assumption, we can apply Proposition A.6 to the symbol (x,&) — / a(z, €&, z)dz. This yields the

required expansion. Note that since a is smooth with a fixed compact support, one can differentiate under
the integral with respect to z. O

Corollary A.8. Let m,¢ € N and €1,e9,0 € [h,1] with e1 < 0 and 169 > h. Let (t,0,z) — a(t,o,z) be in
SPH(R) x S22(R) and supported in {z € U} with B € R™ open (U is allowed to depend on the scales e1,¢€3,9).
Assume that a(t,o,z) = (’)Stslxsiz ((%)Z) uniformly fort € [—0,0],0 € R,z € U, then as h — 0,
1
2mih

z‘t—g [V .
e'ha(t,o,z)dtdodz = (’)(\U](e—(g) ), e = min(eq, €9).

Let g : R® — R, C!, such that {|g| < 1}, 0.2 # 0 on {g = 0} is compact, and a € S;*(R) x S2(R) is
supported in {|g| < 1}. In particular, if it holds for £ > 2 and ¢ € [e1,1]

a(t,o,z) = OS:IXSgQ ((Er_g)f) uniformly for t € [—0,0],0 € R,z € {|g| > 0}
then

1
2mwih

/ei%a(t,a, z)dtdodz = (’)((i)z).

€€l

Proof. We simply introduce a smooth cutoff x : R — [0,1] such that y = 0 on R\ [~1,1] and xT =1 —x

satisfies I = 0 on [—%, %] Then, by repeated integrations by part, it holds for z € U,

.to .to . .to
/elfa(t,a, z)dtdo = /elfx(t/&a(t,a, z)dtdo + (;—g)k/ezfﬁlfg/)i)nkaﬁa(t,a, z)dtdo

By assumption, both symbols (¢,0) — x(t/d)a(t,o,z) and (t, o) — X (1/9) n*oka(t, o, 2) are OStElXS;Q ((!—g)k)

(t/5)k
uniformly for z € U, hence Proposition A.6 shows that the first integral is O(h(!—g)k) and the second is O(h)
uniformly for z € U. Then, by integrating over z € U, this completes the proof. O
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