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Abstract

We obtain a central limit theorem for bulk counting statistics of free fermions in smooth domains of
Rn 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 Schrödinger 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 ~

−n+1 log(~) as the semiclassical parameter ~ 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 Schrödinger operators
on the other hand. Consider a Schrödinger operator on L2(Rn):

H~ := −~2∆ + V,

where ∆ is the standard (negative) Laplacian on Rn, ~ > 0 plays the role of the Planck constant, and
V : Rn → R is bounded from below. The operator H~ is essentially self-adjoint with domain

H2(Rn) ∩ {u ∈ L2, V u ∈ L2}.

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

PN [dx] =
1

N !

∣∣∣ det
N×N

[vk(xj)]
∣∣∣
2
, (x1, . . . , xN ) ∈ R

n×N , (1.1)

where (λk, vk)1≤k≤N are the N lowest eigenvalues, and associated orthonormal eigenfunctions, of H~. Even
though it is not emphasized, this spectral data and the measure PN depend on the semiclassical parameter ~.
We are interested in a joint limit where ~ → 0 and N → +∞, while keeping fixed the Fermi energy µ. To
this end, we fix µ ∈ R and choose

N = N(~) := max
{
k ∈ N : λk(~) ≤ µ}.

We work under the following assumptions on the external potential V :

Assumptions 1. Fix µ ∈ R and assume that V ∈ L1
loc(R

n) with −∞ < inf(V ) < µ. We assume
that D := {V < µ} is relatively compact, V is C∞ on a neighborhood of D, and ∂xV (x) 6= 0 for all
x ∈ ∂D = {V = µ}.
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The probability measure (1.1) gives rise to a determinantal point process X :=
∑N

j=1 δxj on Rn associated
with the integral kernel (also denoted Π~,µ) of the spectral projection

Π~,µ = 1(−∞,µ](H~). (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 Π both in the bulk and at the boundary of the droplet (see also [14]) and give applications
to the (real) random variables X(f) =

∑N
j=1 f(xj) for certain smooth functions f.

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

ρN,k(x1, · · · , xk) = det
k×k

[
Π~,µ(xi, xj)

]
, k ≤ N.

Moreover, for any f ∈ L∞(Rn), the random variable X(f) =
∑N

j=1 f(xj) has the following Laplace transform:

E[exp X(f)] = det(1 + (ef − 1)Π~,µ) (1.3)

where the right-hand side is a Fredholm determinant on L2(Rn), since Π~,µ is a finite-rank projection with
tr Π~,µ = N(~).

In [19], we showed that with overwhelming probability, as ~→ 0, one has weak-∗ convergence of proba-
bility measures

N−1X→ d̺ := Z−1(µ− V )
n
2
+

dx, (1.4)

where dx denotes the Lebesgue measure on Rn, and

Z =

∫
(µ− V )

n
2
+dx

N(~) ∼ |Bn|Z
(2π~)n

as ~→ 0,

(1.5)

where |Bn| is the volume of the Euclidean ball Bn = {x ∈ Rn : |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

∫
fdρ

for f ∈ C∞
c (Rn). In [18, 19], we also studied the fluctuations of X(f) and we obtain a central limit theorem

as ~ → 0 with the variance being at most of order ~
−n+1 ≍ N~. Moreover, in dimension 1, [57, 18] the

variance converges and its limit is described by a weighted H1/2 Sobolev seminorm.

This article focuses instead on the case where f = 1Ω is the indicator function of an open, relatively
compact subset Ω of the droplet D with a smooth boundary. The counting statistics X(Ω) 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 Ω ⋐ Rn, one can define its von Neumann entanglement entropy SΩ which measures the correlations
between the state restricted to Ω 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 ~

n−1|∂Ω| where ~ 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(~−1) factor. This has been demonstrated for critical quantum
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systems [5, 38, 21]; for one-dimensional models, conformal field theory methods predict that the leading
behavior of the entanglement entropy is universal and

SΩ ∼ c
3 log(~−1) 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 Ω, the entropy SΩ is of order
~

1−n log(~−1). 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(Ω) and the entanglement
entropy, independent of the dimension:

SΩ ∼
N→+∞

π2

3 varX(Ω). (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 (Schrödinger) free Fermion model defined above by using techniques from semiclassical analysis. In
particular, we obtain an equivalent for varX(Ω) which is consistent with Widom’s conjecture (Theorem 1)
and deduce a central limit theorem for X(Ω) (Theorem 2). We also obtain lower and upper bounds for the
entanglement entropy (Theorem 3) which match up to log log(~−1).

1.1 Statement of results

We first compute an equivalent for the variance varX(Ω) for an open set Ω ⋐ 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 (J2-norm – see [56] for some background on Schatten
norms) of the commutator [Π~,µ,1Ω].

Theorem 1. Suppose that Assumptions 1 hold. Let Ω ⋐ D be an open set with a smooth boundary and let
f ∈ C∞(Rn). Then as ~→ 0,

var X(f |Ω) = 1
2

∥∥[f |Ω,Π~,µ]
∥∥2

J2 = (2π~)1−n(CΩ,f log(~−1) +O(1)
)

where

CΩ,f =
cn−1

2π2

∫

∂Ω

(
µ− V (x̂)

)n−1
2

+
f(x̂)2dx̂, (1.8)

dx̂ is the volume measure on the boundary ∂Ω, and cn = π
n
2

Γ( n
2

+1) for n ≥ 0 (in particular cn = |Bn| for

n ≥ 1).

We expect that these asymptotics also hold for arbitrary sets Ω ⋐ Rn 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, Ω1, · · · ,Ωk ⋐ D be a collection of open sets with
smooth boundaries. Let CΩ = CΩ,1 be as in (1.8). Assume that for all 1 ≤ i, j ≤ k, if i 6= j, |∂Ωi ∩ ∂Ωj | = 0
for the (n− 1)-Haussdorff measure. Then, one has in distribution as ~→ 0,

(
X(Ω1)− E[X(Ω1)]√

(2π~)1−n log(~−1)
, · · · , X(Ωk)− E[X(Ωk)]√

(2π~)1−n log(~−1)

)
⇒ N0,Σ

where the limit covariance matrix is
Σ = diag

(
CΩ1 , · · · , CΩk

)
.
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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(Ω) is the entanglement entropy defined as follows. Let
s : λ ∈ [0, 1] 7→ −λ log(λ)− (1− λ) log(1− λ) – this function is continuous with s(0) = s(1) = 0, and s(λ) is
the entropy of a Bernoulli random variable Bλ with parameter λ.

Given Ω ⋐ Rn, we now define
SΩ(X) = tr s(Π|Ω) =

∑

n∈N

s(σn), (1.9)

where σn are the eigenvalues of operator Π|Ω = 1ΩΠ~,µ1Ω. In particular, 0 ≤ Π|Ω ≤ 1 as operators so that

σn ∈ [0, 1]. Formula (1.9) comes from the fact that X(Ω)
law
=
∑

n∈N Bσn where (Bσn)n∈N 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 ρΩ = trH(Ωc)(Π~,µ) which comes
from the decomposition of the fermionic Fock space H(Rn) = H(Ω)⊗H(Ωc) where H(Ω) =

∧
L2(Ω). Indeed,

using the canonical decomposition of the state Π~,µ, one verifies that tr
(
ρΩ log ρΩ

)
=
∑

n∈N s(σn): 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(x) ≥ x(1− x).
Hence, Theorem 1 yields a lower-bound for the entanglement entropy of Ω. We prove a complementary
upper bound of the same order up to a factor log log(~−1).

Theorem 3. Suppose that Assumptions 1 hold. Let Ω ⋐ D be an open set with a smooth boundary, there
exists constants CΩ, cΩ > 0 so that

cΩ~
1−n log(~−1) ≤ SΩ ≤ CΩ~

1−n log(~−1) log log(~−1).

The upper estimate is proved by interpolation between Theorem 1 and the following estimate on the
trace-norm (J1-norm) of a commutator.

Theorem 4. Suppose that Assumptions 1 hold. Let Ω ⋐ D be an open set with a smooth boundary. Then
as ~→ 0, ∥∥[Π~,µ,1Ω]

∥∥
J1 = O(~1−n log2

~
)
.

From the Widom conjecture (Conjecture 1 below), we expect that as ~ → 0, SΩ ∼ π2

3 varX(Ω) and∥∥[Π~,µ,1Ω]
∥∥

J1 ∼ πvarX(Ω) so that the magnitude of the entropy is expected to be captured by our lower
bound.

The more trivial estimate ∥∥[Π~,µ,1Ω]
∥∥

J1 = O(~−n)

leads via the same interpolation to the upper-bound SΩ = O(~1−n log2(~)) 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.
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Proposition 1. Let f ∈ C∞
c (Rn) and suppose that

∫ |t||f̂(t)|dt <∞. Under the Assumptions 1,

∥∥[Π~,µ, f ]
∥∥

J1 = O
(
~

1−n
∫
|t||f̂(t)|dt

)
(1.10)

where the implied constant depends only on (V, µ).

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 Szegő 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 Schrödinger operators and we review the main
progress on this conjecture.

As in our previous work [18, 19], our methods to study the commutator [Π~,µ,1Ω] rely on the semiclassical
machinery, in particular, on an approximation of the projection Π~,µ by a Fourier Integral operator. Under
Assumptions 1, this approximation holds modulo an error of order ~

1−n in trace-norm, which is negligible
in this context. In Section 2, we regroup the main notations and results from the literature on semiclassical
Schrödinger operator H~ 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 H~ 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 Π~,µ and 1Ω 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] ⊂ D, Theorem 1 states that, with N the particle number,

var X([a, b]) ∼ 1
π2 logN.

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 : x ∈ R 7→ x2 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 7→ X((−∞, b]) as a Gaussian log-
correlated field regularized on scale ~ ≍ N−1 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 β-ensemble1 (normalised

1The Gaussian β-ensemble corresponds to a fermionic model with Calogero-Sutherland type interaction for β 6= 2 and the
O(1)-term has been conjectured in [58]. This term has been computed in the classical cases β ∈ {1, 2, 4}.
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so that D = (−1, 1)), with Z(b) :=
X((−∞,b])− 2

π

∫
λ≤b

(1−λ2)
1/2
+ dλ

√
log N

, one has (uniformly) for b1, . . . , bk ∈ D such

that Σ exists,

(
Z(b1), · · · ,Z(bk)

)⇒ N0,Σ where Σij =
1

π2β
lim

N→∞

(
1

logN
log+ min

{
N(1− b2

j)3/2,
1− b2

j

|bi − bj |

})
. (1.11)

(1.11) is due to [29] for GUE (β = 2) and also holds for general Wigner matrices [50, 48] and β-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 β-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 Π~ = 1(−~2∆S1 ≤ 1). In contrast to the
Schrödinger model, Toeplitz determinants with a smooth symbol, as well as their continuous counterpart
with 1(−~2∆R ≤ 1), can be analyzed by a miscellany of different techniques and the (Gaussian) behavior
of such determinants are known as Szegő 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 logN 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 Schrödinger
propagator, we reduce the problem of computing the logN 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 (x) = |x|q with q > 0 and µ = 1). According to (1.8), writing
V (x) = v(r), for a disk Ω = {|x| ≤ r} within the bulk (v(r) < µ),

CΩ =
cn−1|∂Bn|

2π2
rn−1(µ− v(r)

)n−1
2 =

ncn−1cn

2π2
rn−1(µ− v(r)

)n−1
2 =

1

π2Γ(n)

(
2πr

)n−1(
µ− v(r)

)n−1
2

since cn−1cn = 2 (2π)n−1

Γ(n+1) by Legendre duplication formula. Hence, we obtain as ~→ 0,

var X(rBn) =
~

1−n
(

log ~−1 +O(1)
)

π2Γ(n)

(
r
√

1− v(r)
)n−1

7



which is consistent with [57], formula (4) with µ ← 1/~. 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(Π~|Ω) where g : [0, 1] → R+ is continuous, Π~ is a semiclassical (self-adjoint) projection on
L2(Rn), Ω ⋐ Rn be open and let Π~|Ω = 1ΩΠ~1Ω. The case where g(0) = g(1) = 0 is of special interest. For
instance, with g : t 7→ t(1− t),

g(Π~|Ω) = 1Ω(Π~ −Π~1ΩΠ~)1Ω

so that
tr g(Π~|Ω) = tr((Π~ −Π~1ΩΠ~)1Ω) = −1

2 tr[Π~,1Ω]2,

which corresponds to the case of Theorem 1; see more generally Lemma 5.4.
The model case where Π~ = 1(−∆ < ~

−2) in dimension 1 and Ω is an interval has been studied in [43]
using the Mellin transform and the results were generalised to pseudodifferential operators with discontinuous
symbols (replacing Π~ by Op~(a) where the amplitude a : R2 → 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 : λ 7→ λ(1− λ)), as well as an upper estimate on the entropy (using a cruder bound on the J1-norm)
of the form SΩ ≤ C~

1−n log(~)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 Π~,µ be as in (1.2) and let Π~|Ω = 1ΩΠ~,µ1Ω. Let g : [0, 1] → R

be continuous with g(0) = g(1) = 0 such that either g ≥ 0 or t 7→ g(t)
t(1−t) is in L1. Then, as ~→ 0,

tr g(Π~|Ω)

(2π~)1−n log ~−1
→ 2CΩ

∫

[0,1]

g(λ)

λ(1− λ)
dλ

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

Lemma 5.4 gives a relationship between Schatten-like norms of [Π~,µ,1Ω] and traces of spectral functions
of Π~|Ω. In particular, Conjecture 1 contains as a particular case the asymptotics of ‖[Π~,µ,1Ω‖J1 , 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 = H~,Π = Π~,µ, and that
functions, depend on the semiclassical parameter ~. In particular, we will consider a class Sδ of functions
(symbols) which depend on a small scale δ(~).

Definition 2.1. Let d ∈ N and δ = δ(~) ∈ [~, 1]. Given Ω ⋐ Rd open and bounded, we define the following
class of functions:

Sδ(Ω) =
{
a ∈ C

∞
c (Ω) : ‖a‖C k ≤ Ckδ

−k for every k ∈ N0

}
.

We also use the notations a ∈ Sδ(Rd), or a ∈ Sδ, if a ∈ Sδ(Ω) for some Ω ⋐ Rd bounded.
For Θ = Θ(~) ∈ (0, 1], we also write a = OSδ(Θ) if a/Θ ∈ Sδ.

In particular, a ∈ S1(Rd) if it is C∞
c (Rd), supp(a) ⊆ Ω with Ω bounded, and Ω, ‖a‖C k are independent

of ~ for all k ∈ N.

If a symbol depends on several variables, e.g. (x, z) ∈ Rn×m, with different regularity exponents, say
ǫ, δ ∈ [~, 1], we will denote a ∈ Sǫ

x × Sδ
z if for every indices α ∈ Nn

0 , β ∈ Nm
0 with |α|+ |β| ≤ k,

sup
x,z

∣∣∂α
x ∂

β
z a(x, ξ)

∣∣ ≤ Ckǫ
−|α|δ−|β|.

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

We declare right now the following objects and conventions, which we fix for the rest of the article.

1. Replacing V with V − µ, we assume that µ = 0. The droplet is D = {V < 0}.

2. Ω ⋐ D is a fixed relatively compact open set, with a smooth boundary. w : Rn → R is a smooth, tends
to +∞ at ∞, such that Ω := {w < 0} and ∂xw 6= 0 on ∂Ω = {w = 0}. Ω′ ⋐ {V < 0} is an open
neighbourhood of Ω inside the droplet.

3. τ , ℓ, c are small positive constants. The constant ℓ is chosen much smaller than c, and the constant τ
is chosen much smaller than ℓ, and all constants are small, in a way which depends on V and Ω. In
particular, we assume that V is C∞ on {V < 2c}, that ∂xV (x) 6= 0 for all x ∈ {|V | ≤ c}, and that
Ω′ ⊂ {V ≤ −2c}.

4. ρ ∈ S(R,R+) is even with
∫
R
ρ(λ)dλ = 1. Its Fourier transform ρ̂ is supported inside [−τ , τ ].

5. Given f ∈ L∞(Rd), for δ ∈ (0, 1], we denote fδ : x 7→ f(δ−1x). This notation admits one exception: we
will denote ρ~ : u 7→ ~

−1ρ(~−1u), that is, ρ is scaled as a density rather than a function.

6. Given ϑ ∈ C ∞
c (R) and given κ ∈ L∞(R) with compact support, we define κ̃ := ϑ · (κ ∗ ρ~). Note that if

κ ∈ Sη with η ∈ [~, 1] (see Definition 2.1), then κ̃ ∈ Sη.
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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 ϑ(H)e−i tH
~ where ϑ ∈ C ∞

c (R) and t ∈ 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 µ = 0 and c > 0 is a small constant such that V ∈ C ∞ on {V < c}.
Proposition 2.2. Let ϑ ∈ C ∞

c ((−∞, c]). There exists a smooth function ϕ : R2n+1 → R (independent of ~)
and s ∈ S1(R3n+1), such that, uniformly for t ∈ [−τ , τ ],

ϑ(H)ei tH
~ : (x, y) 7→ 1

(2π~)n

∫
ei

ϕ(t,x,ξ)−ξ·y
~ s(t, x, y, ξ)dξ +OJ1(~∞).

For every t ∈ [−τ , τ ], the amplitude s is supported in a neighbourhood of

{|x− y| ≤ ℓ, ϑ(V (x) + |ξ|2) 6= 0}.
Moreover, its principal part is given on the diagonal by, at t = 0,

s(0, x, x, ξ)|~=0 = ϑ(|ξ|2 + V (x)), (x, ξ) ∈ R
2n.

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

∂tϕ(t, x, ξ) = V (x) + |∂xϕ(t, x, ξ)|2 ϕ|t=0 : (x, ξ) 7→ x · ξ.
Remark 2.3. Note that s silently depends on ~; in fact it can be taken to be a smooth function of ~ on
[0,~0]. Usually, s is represented by its Taylor expansion at ~ = 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 ~.

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

Corollary 2.4. Let ϕ be the phase from Proposition 2.2. Let ϑ ∈ C ∞
c ((−∞, c]), let κ ∈ L∞(R) with compact

support and let κ̃ = ϑ · (κ ∗ ρ~) as in the notations of Section 2.1. Then, there exists a ∈ S1(R3n+1) so that

κ̃(H) : (x, y) 7→ 1

(2π~)n+1

∫
ei

ϕ(t,x,ξ)−y·ξ−tλ
~ b(t, x, y, ξ)κ(λ)dξdtdλ+OJ1(~∞).

The amplitude b is supported in
{
t ∈ [τ , τ ], |x− y| ≤ ℓ} and on a small neighbourhood of

{(x, ξ) : ϑ(V (x) + |ξ|2) 6= 0}.
Up to a negligible error, controlled in the trace-norm, the kernel of the operator κ̃(H) is given by an

oscillatory integral. In fact, this kernel can be further simplified if κ ∈ Sη with η ≥ ~
1
2 ; see Proposition 3.2.

Let us also record two important observations regarding the support of the amplitude and the approximation
of the phase.

Since τ is much smaller than ℓ, which itself is much smaller than c, we obtain that, if ϑ is supported in
[−c, c], one has

x ∈ Ω′, y ∈ Ω′, (t, x, y, ξ) ∈ supp(a) =⇒ |ξ| ≥ c. (2.1)

Moreover, using the Hamilton-Jacobi equation, the phase has the following expansion as t→ 0,

ϕ(t, x, ξ) = x · ξ + t(V (x) + |ξ|2) +O(t2) (2.2)

uniformly over the support of a, with a smooth error term, so that ∂tϕ(t, x, ξ) = V (x)+ |ξ|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 [Π, f |Ω] where
Π = 1R−(H) is a spectral projector and Ω ⋐ D a subset of the droplet. A preliminary step to prove

Theorem 1 consists in replacing Π by a Fourier integral operator Π̃, up to a negligible error when computing
[Π, f |Ω]. This operator is obtained by regularizing Π on scale ~ using Proposition 2.2.

Proposition 2.5. Let ϕ be as in Proposition 2.2 and let f ∈ C∞(Rn). There exists a ∈ S1(R3n+2) such
that

[Π, f |Ω] = [Π̃, f |Ω] +OJ1(~1−n)

where Π̃ is a trace-class operator with a kernel

Π̃ : (x, y) 7→ 1

(2π~)n+1

∫
ei

ϕ(t,x,ξ)−y·ξ−tλ
~ a(t, x, y, ξ, λ)1{λ ≤ 0}dξdtdλ. (2.3)

The amplitude a is supported in
{
t ∈ [−τ , τ ], |x − y| ≤ ℓ, |V (x) + |ξ|2| ≤ c, |λ| ≤ ℓ}, satisfies (2.1) and its

principal part satisfies at t = 0,

a(0, x, x, ξ, λ)|~=0 = ϑ(|ξ|2 + V (x))χ(λ).

We expect the error OJ1(~1−n) 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 Π̃ being constructed using
Corollary 2.4 with κ = χ1R− and two cutoffs:

• ϑ : R→ [0, 1] supported in [−c, c] and equal to 1 on [−c/2, c/2].

• χ : R→ [0, 1], compactly support in [−ℓ, ℓ] and equal to 1 on a neighborhood of 0.

Then, we have
κ̃(H) = ϑ(H)(χ1R− ∗ ρ~)(H) = Π̃ +OJ1(~∞) (2.4)

where Π̃ is the Fourier integral operator (2.3) and the amplitude a : (t, x, y, ξ, λ) 7→
√

2πρ̂(t)s(t, x, y, ξ)χ(λ)
with s as in Proposition 2.2. This yields both the support condition for a and its principal part.

It remains to relate κ̃(H) to the true projection Π = 1R−(H). The first (simple) step is to replace Π by
ϑ(H)1R−(H) where ϑ ∈ C ∞

c (R) is supported in an arbitrary small neighbourhood of µ = 0.

Proposition 2.6. Let ϑ : R→ R be smooth and compactly supported in (−∞, c]. Let Ω ⋐ Rn be a set with
a smooth boundary and f ∈ C ∞(R), then as ~→ 0,

∥∥[ϑ(H), f |Ω]
∥∥

J1 = O(~1−n).

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 ϑ(H)1R−(H) to Π̃, 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 λ ∈ [−c, c],

tr1{|H − λ| ≤ ~} = O(~1−n).
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Proof. First observe that it follows directly from Proposition 2.2 with t = 0 that for any smooth function
ϑ : R→ R+ supported on (−∞, c],

‖ϑ(H)‖J1 =

∫

Rn
ϑ(H)(x, x)dx =

1

(2π~)n

∫
b(0, x, x, ξ)dxdξ +O(~∞) = O(~−n). (2.5)

Here, we used that the operator ϑ(H) ≥ 0 is trace-class so that ‖ϑ(H)‖J1 = trϑ(H).

Let H(x, ξ) := V (x) + |ξ|2 for (x, ξ) ∈ R2n. Using the Notation of Section 2.1, with δ̃λ := ϑ · (δλ ∗ ρ~) for
ρ ∈ S(R,R+) and ϑ a cutoff equal to 1 on [−c/2, c/2], one has ρ( ·−λ

~
) = ~δ̃λ + O(~∞ϑ) if λ ∈ [−c/2, c/2].

Then, by Proposition 2.2 and (2.5),

ρ
(H−λ

~

)
: (x, y) 7→ 1/2π

(2π~)n

∫
ei

ϕ(t,x,ξ)−y·ξ−tλ
~ b(t, x, y, ξ)dξdt +OJ1(~∞)

where (t, x, ξ) 7→ b(t, x, x, ξ) is supported on t ∈ [−τ , τ ] and a small neighbourhood of {H(x, ξ) = λ}, and
the error term is independent of λ ∈ [−c/2, c/2]. In addition, this holds for any ρ ∈ S(R,R+), not necessarily
a probability density. Thus,

tr ρ
(H−λ

~

) ≤ 1

(2π~)n

∣∣∣∣
∫
ei

ϕ(t,x,ξ)−x·ξ−tλ
~ b(t, x, x, ξ)dxdξdt

∣∣∣∣+ (~∞).

We now estimate the previous integral using the stationary phase method. Observe that according to
(2.2), the phase is t(H(x, ξ) − λ + O(t)) and, by Assumptions 1, the sets {H(x, ξ) = λ} for λ ∈ [−c, c]
are diffeomorphic to spheres. In particular, letting η = H(x, ξ), we can make a (non-degenrate) change of
coordinates (x, ξ) ∈ R2n → (η, ω) ∈ R× S2n−1 such that

∫
ei

ϕ(t,x,ξ)−x·ξ−tλ
~ b(t, x, x, ξ)dξdt =

∫
ei

t(̟(t,η,ω)−λ)
~ a(t, η, ω)dωdηdt

where ̟(t, η, ω) = η + O(t) with a smooth error and the amplitude a ∈ S1(R2n+1) is supported in
{t ∈ [−τ , τ ]}. Now, we apply the stationary phase method in the variable (t, η), keeping ω ∈ Sn−1 fixed.
There is a unique critical point (t, η) = (0, λ) and the Hessian is the identity at the critical point. By
Proposition A.1, we obtain

∣∣∣∣
∫
ei

ϕ(t,x,ξ)−x·ξ−tλ
~ b(t, x, x, ξ)dxdξdt

∣∣∣∣ = O(~)

where the error term is uniform for {λ ∈ [−c, c]}. By positivity, we conclude that there is a constant C so
that

tr1{|H − λ| ≤ ~} ≤ tr ρ
(H−λ

~

) ≤ C~
1−n.

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

[Π,1Ω] = [ϑ(H)Π,1Ω] + [(1− ϑ(H))Π,1Ω] = [ϑ(H)Π,1Ω] +OJ1(~1−n).

Recall that that κ̃ := ϑ · (χ1R− ∗ ρ~) where the mollifier ρ is a Schwartz function and ϑ, χ are appropriate
cutoffs. By construction, for every k ∈ N, there is a function χk : R→ [−1, 1], smooth with compact support
so that

κ̃ = ϑ1R− + χk(~−1·) +O(~kϑ).

Consequently, by Lemma 2.7 (see also (2.5)),

κ̃(H) = ϑ(H)Π +OJ1(~1−n)

By (2.4), this concludes the proof.
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It remains to prove Proposition 2.6. We start with the following estimate from [20], formula (9.2): Let
K ∈ L1(R2n) be an integral kernel, then the corresponding operator satisfies

‖K‖J1 ≤
∑

α∈N2n
0 :|α|≤2n+1

‖∂α
x,yK‖L1(R2n). (2.6)

Lemma 2.8. Let ϑ : R → R be smooth and supported in (−∞, c] and let f : Rn → R with compact support
and ‖f‖C 1 ≤ 1. Then, as ~→ 0,

[ϑ(H), f ] = OJ1(~1−n).

Proof. By Proposition 2.2 with t = 0, there is a ∈ S1(R3n) so that

ϑ(H) : (x, y) 7→ 1

(2π~)n

∫
ei

ξ·(x−y)
~ a(x, y, ξ)dξ +OJ1(~∞). (2.7)

Hence,

[ϑ(H), f ] = K +OJ1(~∞), K : (x, y) 7→ 1

(2π~)n

∫
ei

ξ·(x−y)
~ a(x, y, ξ)(f(x) − f(y))dξ.

Up to a unitary scaling (changing x← x~), which fixes the J1-norm, the kernel K is equivalent to

K̃ : (x, y) 7→ 1

(2π)n

∫
ei(x−y)·ξa(~x,~y, ξ)

(
f(~x)− f(~y)

)
dξ = â(~x,~y, x − y)

(
f(~x)− f(~y)

)
.

where â(x, y, ·) denotes the Fourier transform (appropriately normalized) of ξ 7→ a(x, y, ξ) for (x, y) ∈ R2n –
in particular, â ∈ S(R3n) with norms independent of ~.

Hence, if ‖f‖C 1 ≤ 1, we can bound for any k ∈ N0,

|K̃(x, y)| ≤ ~
ϕk(~x)||x − y|
1 + |x− y|k

where ϕk ∈ S(Rn). This estimate implies that ‖K̃‖L1(R2n) = O(~1−n).
In addition, observe that by a similar computation for any index α ∈ N2n

0 and k ∈ N0,

∂α
x,yK̃(x, y) = Oα

(
~
ϕk(~x)||x− y|

1 + |x− z|k
)

Thus, using (2.6), this shows that ‖K‖J1 = O(~1−n), which completes the proof.

In order to prove Proposition 2.6, we need a similar estimates for (smooth) function which are constant
except on a ~-neighborhood of the boundary ∂Ω. Let w be as in Notation 5.1 below; this includes functions
of the type f = χ(~−1w) with χ : R→ R+ is smooth and compactly supported.

Lemma 2.9. Let ϑ : R → R be smooth and supported in (−∞, c]. Let f ∈ S~(Rn) and suppose that f is
constant on {x ∈ Rn : w(x) > c~} and constant on {x ∈ Rn : w(x) < −c~}. Then, as ~→ 0,

‖[ϑ(H), f]‖J1 = O(~1−n).

Proof. Let △ := {x ∈ Rn : |w(~x)| ≤ c~} be a rescaled ~-neighborhood of ∂Ω. In particular, since Ω is a
smooth compact set, |△| = O(~1−n). Let f(x) := f(~x) so that all the norms ‖f‖C k are all controlled inde-
pendently of ~; since f ∈ S~(Rn). Like in the proof of Lemma 2.8, one has ‖[ϑ(H), f]‖J1 = ‖K̃‖J1 +O(~1−n)
where the operator K̃ has kernel

K̃ : (x, y) 7→ â(~x,~y, x− y)
{
f(x)− f(y)

}
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where â ∈ S(R3n) with norms independent of ~. In particular, by a simple volume estimate

‖K̃‖L1 =

∫

△c×△c
|K̃(x, y)|dydx+O(|△|), |△| = O(~1−n).

Then, by assumptions, for x, y ∈ △c = Rn/△,

∣∣f(x)− f(y)
∣∣ ≤ 1{w(x) ≥ c~,−w(y) ≥ c~}+ 1{w(y) ≥ c~,−w(x) ≥ c~}.

If |κ(z)| ≤ Ck

(1+|z|)2k for z ∈ Rn, k ∈ N, using that w(x) ≍ dist(x, ∂Ω), we also have

∫
1{w(~x) ≥ c~,−w(~y) ≥ c~}κ(x− y)dxdy ≤ C|△| = O(~1−n).

Since |â(x, y, z)| ≤ κ(z) for (x, y, z) ∈ R3n with κ as above, this shows that

∫

△c×△c
|K̃(x, y)|dydx = O(~1−n).

This establishes that ‖K̃‖L1 = O(~1−n). In addition, since all derivatives of K̃ are controlled independently
of ~, we can similarly bound for any α ∈ Nn

0 , ‖∂α
x,yK̃‖L1(R2n) = Oα(~1−n) using the same argument. By

(2.6), we conclude that ‖K̃‖J1 = O(~1−n).

Remark 2.10. The same argument shows that if f is constant on {x ∈ Rn : |w(x)| > c~}, without any
smoothness condition (such as f ∈ S~),

‖[ϑ(H), f]‖2J2 = ‖K̃‖2L2(R2n) = O(~1−n).

Indeed, there is no need to differentiate the kernel K in order to obtain this estimate. In particular, this
shows that

‖[ϑ(H),1Ω]‖2J2 = O(~1−n).

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

Proof of Proposition 2.6. Recall that Ω ⋐ Rn be a smooth compact set and let χ ∈ C∞
c (R). Let f = χ(~−1w)

where χ : R→ [0, 1] smooth, compactly supported, so that f satisfies the assumptions Lemma 2.9. The first
step is to expand

[ϑ(H),1Ω] = ϑ(H)1Ω(1− ϑ(H))− (1− ϑ(H))1Ωϑ(H)

= fϑ(H)1Ω(1− ϑ(H))− (1− ϑ(H))1Ωϑ(H)f + (1− f)ϑ(H)1Ω(1− ϑ(H))− (1− ϑ(H))1Ωϑ(H)(1− f).

Let h = (1− f)1Ω. The function h also satisfies the assumptions of Lemma 2.9 so that

‖[ϑ(H), f]‖J1 , ‖[ϑ(H),h]‖J1 = O(~1−n).

Hence, we have

(1− f)ϑ(H)1Ω(1− ϑ(H))− (1− ϑ(H))1Ωϑ(H)(1− f)

= ϑ(H)h(1− ϑ(H))− (1− ϑ(H))hϑ(H) + [ϑ(H), f]1Ω(1− ϑ(H)) + (1− ϑ(H))1Ω[ϑ(H), f]

= [ϑ(H),h] +OJ1

(
[ϑ(H), f]

)

= OJ1(~1−n).
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Moreover, we can decompose 1Ω = k + θ where k satisfies the assumptions of Lemma 2.9 with k = 0 on
supp(f) and θ is discontinuous, supported in a ~-neighborhood of ∂Ω. In particular, ‖f‖2L2 , ‖θ‖2L2 = O(~)
and ‖[ϑ(H), k]‖J1 = O(~1−n) so that

fϑ(H)1Ω(1− ϑ(H)) = fϑ(H)k(1 − ϑ(H)) + fϑ(H)θ(1− ϑ(H))

= f[ϑ(H), k](1 − ϑ(H)) + fϑ(H)[ϑ(H), θ] + fψ(H)2θ

where ψ =
√
ϑ(1− ϑ) – ψ ∈ C ∞

c (R). By Proposition 3.1 and Remark 2.10,

‖fϑ(H)[ϑ(H), θ]‖J1 ≤ ‖fϑ(H)‖J2‖[ϑ(H), θ]‖J2 = O(~1/2−n‖f‖L2) = O(~1−n)

and
‖fψ(H)2θ|J1 ≤ ‖fψ(H)‖J2‖θψ(H)‖J2 = O(~−n‖f‖L2‖θ‖L2) = O(~1−n).

This shows that
‖fϑ(H)1Ω(1− ϑ(H))‖J1 ≤ ‖[ϑ(H), k]‖J1 +O(~1−n) = O(~1−n).

Similarly, ‖(1 − ϑ(H))1Ωϑ(H)f‖J1 = O(~1−n), so we conclude that ‖[ϑ(H),Ω]‖J1 = O(~1−n).

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 H~ 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 ∂Ω.

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 [Π~,1Ω] 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 ϑ ∈ C ∞
c (R) is supported in [−c, c].

Proposition 3.1. Let f, g : L∞(R,R), be two functions supported in [−c, c]. For every ~ ∈ (0, 1], for every
η, ε ∈ [~, 1],

‖f̃η(H)gε(w)‖2J2 + ‖fη(H)gε(w)‖2J2 ≤ C~
−nηε. (3.1)

Let f, g, k ∈ C∞
c (R) be supported in [−c, c]. For every ~ ∈ (0, 1], for every η, ε ∈ [~, 1] with ηε ≥ ~,

‖[f̃η(H), gε(w)]‖2J2 ≤ C ~
n−2

ηε
(3.2)

‖[[f̃η(H), gε(w)], kε(w)]‖2J2 ≤ C ~
n−4

η3ε3
. (3.3)

Observe that f̃η is a smooth function in the class Sη(R), according to Definition 2.1, then using Corol-

lary 2.4, one can replace (up to a negligible error) f̃η(H) by a Fourier integral operator whose amplitude is
in S1

t,x,y,ξ × S
η
λ. 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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• In Section 3.1, we proceed with the estimate for ‖f̃η(H)gε(w)‖2J2 . 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 (x, ξ) 7→ x · ξ. 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 ‖fη(H)gε(w)‖2J2 by monotonicity.

• 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 η is smaller than ~

1
2 . 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.

• In Section 3.3, we prove (3.2) and (3.3) in the complementary regime where the spectral scale η is larger

than ~
1
2 . The proof relies on the fact that in this regime, f̃η(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

‖f̃η(H~)gε(w)‖2J2 =
1

(2π~)2n+2

∫
ei

Ψ0(x,y,ξ1,ξ2,t1,t2,λ1,λ2)
~ B0(x, y, ξ1, ξ2, t1, t2)

× fη(λ1)fη(λ2)gε(w(x))2dt1dt2dλ1dλ2dξ1dξ2dxdy +O(~∞)

(3.4)

where the error is independent of (η, ε), the amplitude B0 belongs to S1(R3n+2), and we have introduced
the phase

Ψ0 : (x, y, ξ1, ξ2, t1, t2, λ1, λ2) 7→ ϕ(t1, x, ξ1)− ϕ(t2, x, ξ2)− y · (ξ1 − ξ2)− t1λ1 + t2λ2. (3.5)

The amplitude
B0 : (x, y, ξ1, ξ2, t1, t2) 7→ b(t1, x, y, ξ1)b(t2, x, y, ξ2)χ(x, y) (3.6)

where χ is a smooth cutoff supported in Ω′2. We can introduce this cutoff since gε(w) is supported in
{|w| < c} and b is supported in |x− y| ≤ ℓ with ℓ≪ c. In particular, according to (2.1), the amplitude B0

is supported in {
t1, t2 ∈ [τ , τ ], x, y ∈ Ω′, |x− y| ≤ ℓ, |ξ1|, |ξ2| ≥ c

}
.

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

{
t = t1+t2

2 , λ = λ1+λ2
2 , ξ = ξ1+ξ2

2 = rω with r > 0, ω ∈ Sn−1

s = t1 − t2, σ = λ2 − λ1, ζ = ξ1 − ξ2

. (3.7)

We write
Ψ0(x, y, ξ1, ξ2, t1, t2, λ1, λ2) = Ψ1(x, y, r, t, λ, ω, ζ, s) + σt

so that Ψ1 is independent of σ and

‖f̃η(H~)gε(w)‖2J2 =
1

(2π~)2n+2

∫
ei

Ψ1(x,y,r,t,λ,ω,ζ,s)+σt
~ B1(x, y, ζ, ω, r, s, t)

× fη(λ+ σ
2 )fη(λ− σ

2 )gε(w(x))2dydζdrdsdωdtdσdλdx+O(~∞).

(3.8)

16



At this stage, we apply the stationary phase method to the previous integral in the variable (y, ζ, r, s) keeping
(t, ω, σ, λ, x) fixed. The equations for the critical point(s) are (using the notation (3.7))





∂yΨ1 = 0

∂ζΨ1 = 0

∂rΨ1 = 0

∂sΨ1 = 0

⇐⇒





ζ = 0

y = 1
2

(
∂ξϕ(t1, x, ξ1) + ∂ξϕ(t2, x, ξ2)

)

0 = 1
2ω ·

(
∂ξϕ(t1, x, ξ1)− ∂ξϕ(t2, x, ξ2)

)

λ = 1
2

(
∂tϕ(t1, x, ξ1) + ∂tϕ(t2, x, ξ2)

)
.

The first equation is equivalent to ξ1 = ξ2 = rω with r ≥ c2. Then, using that ∂ξϕ(t1, x, ξ) = x+ tξ+O(t2)
and ∂tϕ(t, x, ξ) = V (x) + |ξ|2 +O(t), these equations reduce to (uniformly in ω, σ, λ, x)





ζ = 0

y = x+O(rt)

0 = sr +O(st)

λ = ∂tϕ(t, x, rω)

⇐⇒





ζ = 0

y = x+O(rt)

s = 0

r =
√
λ− V (x) +O(t).

Since we restrict our attention to |t|, |s| < τ , there is a unique critical point (y, ζ, r, s) = (y⋆, 0, r⋆, 0). At the
critical point, Ψ1 = 0 and

HessΨ1(x, t, λ, ω) =




0 I 0 0
I ∗ ∗ 0
0 ∗ 0 2r⋆ +O(t)
0 0 2r⋆ +O(t) 0


 ;

{
r⋆(x, t, λ, ω) =

√
λ− V (x) +O(t)

y⋆(x, t, λ, ω) = x+O(t)
. (3.9)

In particular det HessΨ1 = 4(λ − V (x)) + O(t) is non-degenerate. As far as the phases are concerned, we
are in position to apply stationary phase, and y⋆, r⋆ are smooth functions of ω, σ, λ, x.

Since B1 belongs to S1, by Proposition A.1, there exists a symbol B2 ∈ S1(R2n+2) such that

1

(2π~)n+1

∫
ei

Ψ1(x,y,r,t,λ,ω,ζ,s)
~ B1(x, y, ζ, ω, r, s, t)dydζdrds = B2(x, ω, λ, t).

Let B3 : (x, λ, t) 7→
∫

Sn−1
B2(x, ω, λ, t)dω, so that B3 ∈ S1(Rn+2). We have simplified (3.4) into

‖f̃η(H~)gε(w)‖2J2 =
1

(2π~)n+1

∫
ei

σt
~ B3(x, λ, t)fη(λ+ σ

2 )fη(λ− σ
2 )gε(w(x))2dtdσdλdx+O(~∞). (3.10)

Now, we compute the integral (3.10) by applying the stationary phase method in the variables (t, σ) keeping
(x, λ) as parameters. Note that the amplitude is in S1

t × Sη
σ with η ≥ ~ and it satisfies

∫
B3(x, λ, t)fη(λ+ σ

2 )fη(λ− σ
2 )gε(w(x))2dλdx = OS1

t ×Sη
σ

(
ηε
)

since ‖gε(w)‖2L2(Rn) = O(ε) and ‖fη‖2L2(R) = O(η). Hence, by Corollary A.7, we conclude that

‖f̃η(H~)gε(w)‖2J2 = O(~−nηε
)
.

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 ϑ ∈ C∞

c (R→ R+) so that f̃δ ≥ fδ. Then, as operators, for any κ : Rn → R+ bounded
with compact support,

κf̃η(H~)
2
κ ≥ κfη(H~)

2
κ.

With κ =
√
gε(w), taking traces on both sides, we conclude that ‖f̃η(H~)gε(w)‖2J2 ≥ ‖fη(H~)gε(w)‖2J2 .
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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 η is

smaller than ~
1
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

εη ≥ ~ and in particular ε ≥ ~
1
2 , since we have assumed that η ≤ ~

1
2 .

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

℧k := {|w| < εk} with εk = 2kε for k ≥ 0,

since without loss of generality supp(g) ⊂ [−1, 1], one has supp(gε(w)) ⊂ ℧0.
As in (3.4)–(3.8), our starting point is the change of variables (3.7) leading to the expression

‖[f̃η(H~), gε(w)]‖2J2 =
1

(2π~)2n+2

∫
ei

Ψ1(x,y,r,t,λ,ω,ζ,s)+σt
~ B1,ε(x, y, ζ, ω, r, s, t)

× fη(λ+ σ
2 )fη(λ− σ

2 )dydζdrdsdωdtdσdλdx+O(~∞).

(3.11)

Here
B1,ε(x, y, ζ, ω, r, s, t) = B0(x, y, ζ, ω, r, s, t)

(
gε(w(x))− gε(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, ζ, r, s), there is a unique critical point (y⋆, 0, r⋆, 0), satisfying (3.9). The amplitude B1,ε belongs

to Sε(R4n+2) with ε ≥ ~
1
2 , so we can apply the stationary phase method to the integral (3.11), with respect

to the variables (y, ζ, r, s), the other variables being treated as parameters. All in all, by Proposition A.4,
there exists a symbol B3,ε ∈ Sε(Rn+2) such that (integrating also over ω ∈ Sn−1)

1

(2π~)n+1

∫
ei

Ψ1(x,y,r,t,λ,ω,ζ,s)
~ B1,ε(x, y, ζ, ω, r, s, t)dydζdrdsdω = B3,ε(x, λ, t).

Moreover, this symbol has the following properties: B3,ε is supported in {x ∈ Ω},

B3,ε(x, λ, 0) = O(~ε−2) (3.12)

and, for any fixed ℓ ∈ N, there is a small constant c > 0 so that for every k ≥ 2,

B3,ε(x, λ, t) = OSε
t

((
~

εεk

)ℓ)
, for x ∈ (℧k \ ℧k−1), |t| ≤ cεk, |λ| ≤ c. (3.13)

Here, (3.12) follows directly from (A.3) with ℓ = 1, using that L0 is a multiplication operator and y⋆|t=0 = x.
Then, (3.13) follows from (A.4). Indeed, since y⋆(x, t, λ, ω) = x + O(t) and we assume that ∂xw 6= 0 on
{w = 0}, we have for every k ≥ 2,

dist(y⋆(x, t, λ, ω),℧0) ≥ εk, for x ∈ (℧k \ ℧k−1), |t| ≤ cεk, |λ| ≤ c, ω ∈ S
n−1.

By (3.11), this computation implies that

‖[f̃η(H~), gε(w)]‖2J2 =
1

(2π~)n+1

∫
ei

σt
~ B3,ε(x, λ, t)fη(λ+ σ

2 )fη(λ− σ
2 )dtdσdλdx+O(~∞). (3.14)

Since |℧1| ≤ Cε and ‖fη‖2L2(R) = O(η), we have

∫

{x∈℧1}
B3,ε(x, λ, t)fη(λ+ σ

2 )fη(λ− σ
2 )dλdx = OSε

t ×Sη
σ

(
ηε
)
,
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thus by Corollary A.7 (with ℓ = 2),

1

2π~

∫

{x∈℧1}
ei

σt
~ B3,ε(x, λ, t)fη(λ+ σ

2 )fη(λ− σ
2 )dtdσdλdx

=

∫

{x∈℧1}
B3,ε(x, λ, 0)fη(λ)2dxdλ+O(~2

ηε

)
. (3.15)

Here, we used that the amplitude of the previous integral is in Sε
t ×Sη

σ with εη ≥ ~, that B3,ε is independent
of σ, and that σ 7→ fη(λ+ σ

2 )fη(λ− σ
2 ) is a odd function. Then, by (3.12), the previous integral is O(~ε−1η

)
.

Since by assumption η2 ≤ ~, we conclude that
∫

1{x ∈ ℧1}ei
σt
~ B3,ε(x, λ, t)fη(λ+ σ

2 )fη(λ− σ
2 )dtdσdλdx = O(~3

ηε

)
.

In addition, according to (3.13), by Corollary A.8, for every ℓ ≥ 2,
∫

1{x ∈ ℧k \ ℧k−1}ei
tσ
~ B3,ε(x, λ, t)fη(λ+ σ

2 )fη(λ− σ
2 )dtdσdλdx = O(~ℓ+2

ηℓεℓ
k

)

using that |℧k| ≤ Cεk and (λ, σ) 7→ fη(λ + σ
2 )fη(λ − σ

2 ) is in Sη and supported in {|λ|, |σ| ≤ Cη}. Since

B3,ε is supported in {x ∈ Ω} and
∑

k≥2 ε
−ℓ
k = O(ε−ℓ), we deduce

∫
1{x /∈ ℧1}ei

tσ
~ B3,ε(x, λ, t)fη(λ+ σ

2 )fη(λ− σ
2 )dtdσdλdx = O(~ℓ+2

ηℓεℓ

)
.

Going back to (3.14), by combing these estimates, we obtain

‖[f̃η(H~), gε(w)]‖2J2 = O(~2−n

ηε

)
.

This completes the proof of (3.2) in the case where the spectral scale η is smaller than ~
1
2 .

Now, we turn to the proof of (3.3) in the same regime. The Hilbert-Schmidt norm of the double
commutator ‖[[f̃η(H~), gε(w)], kε(w)]‖2J2 is expressed as in (3.11) with, instead of B1,ε, the symbol

B̃1,ε(x, y, ζ, ω, r, s, t) = B0(x, y, ζ, ω, r, s, t)
(
gε(w(x))− gε(w(y))

)2(
kε(w(x))− kε(w(y))

)2
.

We can again apply the same stationary phase method; the amplitude B̃1,ε belongs to Sε(R4n+2) with

ε ≥ ~
1
2 , so by Proposition A.4, there exists a symbol B̃3,ε ∈ Sε(Rn+2) such that

‖[[f̃η(H~), gε(w)], kε(w)]‖2J2 =
1

(2π~)n+1

∫
ei

σt
~ B̃3,ε(x, λ, t)fη(λ+ σ

2 )fη(λ− σ
2 )dtdσdλdx+O(~∞),

and B̃3,ε also satisfies (3.12)–(3.13). In particular, using (3.13) and Corollary A.8 as above, for any fixed
ℓ ∈ N, ∫

1{x /∈ ℧1}ei
tσ
~ B̃3,ε(x, λ, t)fη(λ+ σ

2 )fη(λ− σ
2 )dtdσdλdx = O(~ℓ+2

ηℓεℓ

)
.

In fact, B̃3,ε satisfies stronger estimates than (3.12). Since y⋆|t=0 = x, we have for any smooth differential
operator L = L(y,ζ,r,s) of degree 2,

LB̃1,ε(x, y, ζ, ω, r, s, t)
∣∣
(y,ζ,r,s)=(y⋆,0,r⋆,0), t=0

= 0

so that, according to (A.3) with ℓ = 2,

B3,ε(x, λ, 0) = O(~2ε−4).
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Similarly, by (A.3) with ℓ = 1,
∂2

t B3,ε(x, λ, t)
∣∣
t=0

= O(~ε−4).

Hence, instead of (3.15), we apply Corollary A.7 (with ℓ = 4), and obtain

1

2π~

∫
1{x ∈ ℧1}ei

σt
~ B̃3,ε(x, λ, t)fη(λ+ σ

2 )fη(λ− σ
2 )dtdσdλdx

=

∫
1{x ∈ ℧1}

(
B3,ε(x, λ, 0)fη(λ)2 +

(
~

2η

)2
∂2

tB3,ε(x, λ, 0)
(
f ′

η(λ)2 − f ′′
η (λ)fη(λ)

))
dxdλ+O( ~4

η3ε3

)
.

Since η2 ≤ ~ in this regime and ‖f (j)
η ‖2L2(R) = Oj(η) for j ∈ N, we conclude that

∫
1{x ∈ ℧1}ei

σt
~ B̃3,ε(x, λ, t)fη(λ+ σ

2 )fη(λ− σ
2 )dtdσdλdx = O( ~5

η3ε3

)
.

By combining the previous estimates, we conclude that

‖[[f̃η(H~), gε(w)], kε(w)]‖2J2 = O( ~4

η3ε3

)
.

This completes the proof of (3.3) in the case where the spectral scale η is smaller than ~
1
2 .

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 η ≥ ~
1
2 . In this regime,

fη(H~) is a pseudodifferential operator with symbol in Sη and small support.

Proposition 3.2. Let H(x, ξ) := V (x) + |ξ|2 for (x, ξ) ∈ R2n and χ : Rn → [0, 1] be a smooth function with
compact support, and equal to 1 on the ball of radius ℓ. Let f̃η be as in Proposition 3.1 for η ∈ [

√
~, 1]. Then

there exists a symbol pη ∈ Sη(R2n) such that

f̃η(H~) : (x, y) 7→ χ(x− y)

(2π~)n

∫
ei

(x−y)·ξ
~ pη(x, ξ)dξ +OJ1(~∞)

and for any δ ∈ [η, 1],
pη = OSη

((
~

ηδ

)∞)
uniformly on {|H(x, ξ)| > Cδ}. (3.16)

In particular, ‖pη‖L1
ξ
×L∞

x
= O(η) .

Proof. Recall that according to Proposition 2.2,

f̃η(H~) : (x, y) 7→ 1

(2π~)n+1

∫
ei

ϕ(t,x,ξ)−y·ξ−tλ
~ a(x, y, ξ, t)fη(λ)dtdλdξ +OJ1(~∞).

We define

b : (x, y, ξ) 7→ 1

2π~

∫
ei

Φ(t,λ,x,ξ)
~ a(x, y, ξ, t)fη(λ)dtdλ, Φ(t, λ, x, ξ) := ϕ(t, x, ξ) − x · ξ − tλ. (3.17)

This oscillatory integral satisfies the hypotheses of Proposition A.4: the amplitude belongs to Sη
t,λ(R2), the

phase Φ has a unique critical point (t, λ) = (0, V (x) + |ξ|2), and the Hessian at this point is non-degenerate.
Moreover, the amplitude is in S1

y , the phase is independent of y. Consequently, there is a symbol b ∈ Sη
x,ξ×S1

y

such that
b satisfies (A.8) with A = {(x, ξ) ∈ R

2n, fη(V (x) + |ξ|2) 6= 0},
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and we have

f̃η(H~)(x, y) =
1

(2π~)n

∫
ei

(x−y)·ξ
~ b(x, y, ξ)dξ +OJ1(~∞).

Observe also that since a is supported in a neighborhood of size ℓ of the diagonal {x = y}, we can freely
include the cutoff χ(x− y) in the previous kernel. Now, it remains to eliminate the fact that b depends on
y. To this end, let κ : Rn → [0, 1] be a smooth cutoff, with a fixed compact support, such that κ(ξ) = 1 on
a neighborhood of B :=

⋃
(x,y)∈R2n supp

(
ξ 7→ b(x, y, ξ)

)
, and introduce

pη : (x, ξ) 7→ κ(ξ)

(2π~)n

∫
e−i

u·ζ
~ b(x, x+ u, ξ + ζ) dudζ.

Note that we introduce the cutoff κ simply so that pη has a fixed compact support. Then, applying again
Proposition A.4, pη ∈ Sη(R2n) and, according to Remark A.5, pη satisfies (3.16). Finally, by Proposition A.6
(the saddle point is (z, ξ) = (y, ζ)), since b(x, z, ζ)κ(ξ) is in S0

z,ξ × S
η
x,ξ, we obtain for any y ∈ Rn,

∫
ei

(x−y)·ξ
~ pη(x, ξ)dξ =

1

(2π~)n

∫
ei

(x−y)·ξ+(x−z)·(ζ−ξ)
~ b(x, z, ζ)κ(ξ)dzdξdζ

=

∫
ei

(x−y)·ζ
~

{
b(x, y, ζ) +OSη

x,ζ
(~∞)

}
dζ

where we used that κ(ξ) = 1 on B, so that ∂k
ξ κ(ξ) = 0 for every k ≥ 1 on the support of b. In particular,

the error (times the cutoff χ(x− y)) is a kernel in OSη
x,y

(~∞). Using the estimate (2.6), this corresponds to
an operator OJ1(~∞) as claimed.

Finally, to estimate ‖pη‖L1
ξ
×L∞

x
= O(η), we observe that by assumption, ∂x,ξH 6= 0 for x ∈ {H = 0}, so

that
∣∣ξ ∈ Rn : |H(x, ξ)| ≤ Cδ

∣∣ = O(δ) for any 0 < δ ≤ c for some small constant c. Then, by considering
dyadic scales δk = η2k for k ≥ 0, we deduce from the estimate (3.16) that uniformly for x ∈ Rn,

∫
|pη(x, ξ)|dξ = O

(
η +

∑

k≥1

~
2

η2δk

)
= O(η)

since ~
2η−4 ≤ 1. This concludes the proof.

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 η is larger than ~
1
2 , in which case

we only need to assume that εη ≥ ~. We focus on (3.2).
Since fη(H~) and gǫ(w) are self-adjoint, from the expression of the kernel of fη(H~) in Proposition 3.2,

we obtain

‖[fη(H~), gε(w)]‖2J2

=
1

(2π~)2n

∫
ei

(x−y)·(ξ−ζ)
~ pη(x, ξ)pη(y, ζ)χ(x− y)2(gε(w(x)) − gε(w(y)))2dζdydxdξ +O(~∞). (3.18)

We split this integral in two parts by introducing a cutoff. Let χ1 : R → [0, 1] be a smooth compactly
supported function, let χε := χ(ε−1w) and χ†

ε := 1− χε be such that χ†
ε · gε(w) = 0. We have

‖[fη(H~), gε(w)]‖2J2 =
1

(2π~)2n

∫
pη(x, ξ)

(∫
ei

(x−y)·(ξ−ζ)
~ pη(y, ζ)Q(x, y)dζdy

)
dxdξ

+
1

(2π~)n

∫
pη(y, ζ)gε(w(y))2R(y, ζ)dζdy +O(~∞) (3.19)
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where

Q : (x, y) 7→ χ(x− y)2χε(x)(gε(w(x))− gε(w(y)))2

R : (y, ζ) 7→ 1

(2π~)n

∫
ei

(x−y)·(ξ−ζ)
~ χ(x− y)2pη(x, ξ)χ†

ε(x)dxdξ.

The relevant property is that, with ℓ = 2,

(y, ζ) 7→ ε−1pη(y, ζ)

∫
Q(x, y)dx is in Sε

y × Sη
ζ with εη ≥ ~ and ∂k

yQ(x, y)|y=x = 0 for k < ℓ. (3.20)

Then, applying Corollary A.7 with ℓ = 2, we obtain (uniformly for ξ ∈ Rn)

1

(2π~)n

∫
ei

(x−y)·(ξ−ζ)
~ pη(y, ζ)Q(x, y)dζdydx = O( ~2

η2ε

)
.

Since

sup
x∈Rn

∫
|pη(x, ξ)|dξ = O(η),

this implies that (3.19) = O(~2−n

ηε

)
.

Then, the amplitude of the integral R is in Sδ
x×Sη

ξ with δ = min{ε, η}, so applying either Proposition A.6

in case δ = ε or Lemma A.2 in case δ = η with η ≥ ~
1
2 (here, χ†

ε(x) = 0 for x ∈ B(y, ε) if y ∈ {gε(w) 6= 0}),we
obtain in both cases

R(y, ζ) = O(( ~

ηε

)∞)

with the required uniformity. Thus, this implies that the second line of (3.19) is O(( ~

ηε

)∞
~

−nηε
)
. 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

‖[[fη(H~), gε(w)], kε(w)]‖2J2 =
1

(2π~)2n

∫
pη(x, ξ)

(∫
ei

(x−y)·(ξ−ζ)
~ pη(y, ζ)Q̃(x, y)dζdy

)
dxdξ

+
1

(2π~)n

∫
pη(y, ζ)gε(w(y))2kε(w(y))2R̃(y, ζ)dζdy +O(~∞) (3.21)

where

Q̃ : (x, y) 7→ χ(x− y)2χε(x)(gε(w(x))− gε(w(y)))2(kε(w(x)) − kε(w(y)))2

R̃ : (y, ζ) 7→ 1

(2π~)n

∫
ei

(x−y)·(ξ−ζ)
~ χ(x− y)2pη(x, ξ)χ†

ε(x)dxdξ.

Now Q̃ satisfies the condition (3.20) with ℓ = 4. Thus, the first term of the right-hand-side of (3.21) is

O(~4−n

η3ε3

)
and the integral involving R̃ is again O(( ~

ηε

)∞
~

−nηε
)
. 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, Ω ⋐ D is a fixed relatively
compact open subset of the bulk with smooth boundary, f ∈ C∞(Rn), and we denote f |Ω = f1Ω (this
function is also viewed as a bounded operator on L2(Rn)). Using Proposition 2.5, we focus on analysing the
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commutator [Π̃, f |Ω] where the regularized kernel Π̃ is given by the oscillatory integral (2.3). Then, with
the phase (3.5), one has

∥∥[Π̃, f |Ω]
∥∥2

J2 = tr
(
[Π̃, f |Ω][f |Ω, Π̃∗]

)
=

1

(2π~)2n+2

∫
ei

Ψ0(x,y,ξ1,ξ2,t1,t2,λ1,λ2)

~ A0(x, y, ξ1, ξ2, t1, t2, λ1, λ2)

(f |Ω(x)− f |Ω(y))2
1λ1≤µ1λ2≤µdt1dt2dλ1dλ2dξ1dξ2dxdy,

(4.1)

where the amplitude A0 belongs to S1(R6n+4) and its principal part at (t1, t2, y) = (0, 0, x) is given by

A0(x, x, ξ1, ξ2, 0, 0, λ1, λ2)|~=0 = ϑ(V (x) + |ξ1|2)ϑ(V (x) + |ξ2|2)χ(λ1)χ(λ2). (4.2)

Moreover, since Ω ⋐ {V < 0}, the function (x, y) 7→ (f |Ω(x)−f |Ω(y))2
1{|x−y| ≤ ℓ} is supported in Ω′×Ω′

where Ω′ ⊂ {V < −2c} is a neighbourhood of Ω in the bulk. Consequently, by (2.1), A0 is supported in

{
t ∈ [−τ , τ ], (x, y) ∈ Ω′ × Ω′, |x− y| ≤ ℓ, |ξ1|, |ξ2| ≥ c, |λ1|, |λ2| ≤ ℓ}. (4.3)

for small constants τ ≪ ℓ≪ c.

The proof consists of the following steps.

• In Section 4.1, we gather some preliminary estimates for singular integrals with discontinuous amplitudes.

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

‖[Π̃, f |Ω]‖2J2 =
−1

(2π~)2n

∫
ei

(x−y)·ξ
~ F (x, y, ξ)(f |Ω(x)− f |Ω(y))2dξdxdy +O(~1−n). (4.4)

where the function F has compact support, is smooth on R3 \ {ξ = 0} and |F (x, y, ξ)| ≤ C|ξ|.

• In Section 4.3, we study integrals of the form (4.4) in the particular case where the set Ω is C∞-
diffeomorphic to the ball B = {x ∈ Rn : |x| < 1}. After a change of variables and further reduction steps,
we show that

(4.4) =
1

(2π~)2n

∫
ei

(x−y)·ξ
~ g(x+y

2 , ξ)1B(x)1B(y)dξdxdy +O(~1−n),

where g is smooth on R2n \ {ξ = 0} and g(v, ξ) = |ξ|R(v) +O(|ξ|2) as ξ → 0. Using the asymptotics of
the Fourier transform 1̂B, which is related to Bessel functions, we obtain that the leading term of (4.4)

is given by (2π~)1−n log ~−1

π2

∫
∂B R(x̂)f(x̂)2dx̂.

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

• 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(Ω) diverges for any smooth set Ω) 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 Ω1,Ω2 ⋐ D such that |∂Ω1 ∩ ∂Ω2| = 0, the covariance satisfies
tr
(
[Π,1Ω1 ][1Ω2 ,Π]

)
= o(log(~−1)~1−n) as ~→ 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 Cn such that the following is true: let Ω ⋐ Rn be a bounded open set
with a smooth boundary. Denote by |∂Ω| the (n−1)-Hausdorff measure of the smooth, compact hypersurface
∂Ω. Then for every ~ > 0 sufficiently small,

∫

|x−y|≤~

|1Ω(x)− 1Ω(y)|2
2

dxdy =

∫

|x−y|≤~

1Ω(x)1Ωc(y)dxdy ∼ Cn|∂Ω|~n+1.

For any κ : R2n → [0, 1] with compact support,

∫ |1Ω(x)− 1Ω(y)|2
2|x− y|n κ(x, y)dxdy =

∫
1Ω(x)1Ωc(y)

|x− y|n κ(x, y)dxdy <∞. (4.5)

Moreover, given χ : Rn → [0, 1] smooth such that χ(x) = 0 for |x| ≤ c, there exists a constant C so that for
any ~ > 0, ∫

χ(x−y
~

)
|1Ω(x)− 1Ω(y)|2

2|x− y|n+2
dxdy =

∫
χ(x−y

~
)
1Ω(x)1Ωc(y)

|x− y|n+2
dxdy ≤ C/~. (4.6)

Proof. Let
Ω~ = {x ∈ Ω : dist(x, ∂Ω) < ~}

be an ~-neighborhood of ∂Ω inside Ω. Since ∂Ω is smooth and compact, if ~ is small enough, then the
following change of variables is well defined

Ω~ 7→ ∂Ω× (0, 1)

x 7→ (x̂, t) =
(
arg min

q∈∂Ω
|q − x|2,~−1 dist(x, ∂Ω)

)
.

This corresponds to the (orthogonal) projection of x ∈ Ω~ onto ∂Ω and the volume form dx ∼ ~dtdx̂ as
~→ 0 where dx̂ denotes the volume measure on ∂Ω. Hence, as ~→ 0

∫
1Ω(x)1|x−y|≤~1Ωc(y)dxdy ∼ ~

∫

∂Ω×(0,1)

(∫

Ωc
1|x̂−~tνΩ(x̂)−y|≤~dy

)
dx̂dt

where νΩ(x̂) denotes the (exterior) unit normal vector at x̂ ∈ Ω.
For a fixed x̂ ∈ ∂Ω and t > 0,

∫

Ωc
1|x̂−~tνΩ−y|≤~dy ∼ ~

n
∫

{y·e1≥0}
1|y+te1|≤1dy

which follows by rescaling and using normal coordinates around x̂. This shows that there exists a constant
Cn so that as ~→ 0,

∫

|x−y|≤~

1Ω(x)1Ωc(y)dxdy ∼ Cn~
n+1

∫

∂Ω
dx̂.

To obtain (4.5), observe that for s ∈ R+

∫
1Ω(x)1Ωc(y)

|x− y|s κ(x, y)dxdy ≤
∑

k∈Z:2k≤C/~

(~2k)−s
∫

|x−y|≤~2k+1
1Ω(x)1Ωc(y)dxdy
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where the constant C depends only on κ. The pervious argument shows that the integrals on the RHS are
O((~2k)n+1

)
so that

∫
1Ω(x)1Ωc(y)

|x− y|s κ(x, y)dxdy ≤ C~
n+1−s

∑

k∈Z:2k≤C/~

2k(n+1−s) = O(1)

provided that s < n+ 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

∫
χ(x−y

~
)
1Ω(x)1Ωc(y)

|x− y|s dxdy ≤
∑

k∈N0

(~2k)−s
∫

|x−y|≤~2k+1
1Ω(x)1Ωc(y)dxdy ≤ C~

n+1−s

since the series is convergent. This completes the proof of (4.6).

Lemma 4.1 has the two following consequences.

Proposition 4.2. Let Ω ⋐ Rn be a relatively compact open set with a smooth boundary, f ∈ C∞(Rn) and
recall that f |Ω = f1Ω. For any κ : R2n → [0, 1] with compact support,

∫ |f |Ω(x)− f |Ω(y)|2
2|x− y|n κ(x, y)dxdy <∞.

Moreover, for any cutoff χ ∈ C∞
c ,
∫
χ(x−y

~
)(f |Ω(x)− f |Ω(y))2dxdy = O(~n+1). (4.7)

Proof. We have

|f |Ω(x)− f |Ω(y)|2 =
(
f(x)− f(y)

)(
f |Ω(x)− f |Ω(y)

)
+ f(x)f(y)

(
1Ω(x)1Ωc(y) + 1Ωc(x)1Ω(y)

)
.

Then according to Lemma 4.1 (4.5),

∫ |f |Ω(x)− f |Ω(y)|2
|x− y|n κ(x, y)dxdy =

∫ (
f(x)− f(y)

)(
f |Ω(x)− f |Ω(y)

)

|x− y|n κ(x, y)dxdy +O(1).

Since f is smooth, the first term is controlled by

∫
κ(x, y)

|x− y|n−1
dxdy <∞.

Similarly, by Cauchy-Schwarz’s inequality,
∫
χ(x−y

~
)(f |Ω(x)− f |Ω(y))2dxdy

≤
√∫

χ(x−y
~

)(f(x)− f(y))2dxdy

√∫
χ(x−y

~
)(f |Ω(x)− f |Ω(y))2dxdy +O(~n+1)

=

√
O(~n+2)

∫
χ(x−y

~
)(f |Ω(x)− f |Ω(y))2dxdy +O(~n+1)

where we used that
∫
χ(x−y

~
)(f(x)−f(y))2dxd = O(~n+2) for f Lipchitz-continuous. This inequality implies

(4.7), otherwise upon dividing by
√∫

χ(x−y
~

)(f |Ω(x)− f |Ω(y))2dxdy we obtain a contradiction.

Let us also record that by (4.6) and an analogous argument, given a cutoff χ, we have

∫
χ(x−y

~
)
|f |Ω(x)− f |Ω(y)|2
|x− y|n+2

dxdy ≤
√∫ |f(x)− f(y)|2

|x− y|n+2
dxdy

√∫
χ(x−y

~
)
|f |Ω(x)− f |Ω(y)|2
|x− y|n+2

dxdy +O(~−1).
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Since

∫ |f(x)− f(y)|2
|x− y|n+2

dxdy <∞, we conclude that

∫
χ(x−y

~
)
|f |Ω(x)− f |Ω(y)|2
|x− y|n+2

dxdy = O(~−1). (4.8)

Lemma 4.3. Let Ω1,Ω2 ⋐ Rn be two relatively compact open sets with smooth boundary such that the
(n− 1)-Hausdorff measure of the intersection ∂Ω1 ∩ ∂Ω2 is zero. Then as ~→ 0,

∫ |(1Ω1(x)− 1Ω1(y))(1Ω2(x)− 1Ω2(y))|
(~ + |x− y|)n+1

dxdy = o(log(~−1)). (4.9)

If in fact there exists β < n− 1 such that Hβ(∂Ω1 ∩ ∂Ω2) < +∞, then

∫ |(1Ω1(x)− 1Ω1(y))(1Ω2(x)− 1Ω2(y))|
(~ + |x− y|)n+1

dxdy = O(1). (4.10)

Proof. We claim that as η → 0, the integral
∫

|x−y|≤η
(1Ω1(x)− 1Ω1(y))(1Ω2(x)− 1Ω2(y))dxdy = o(η1+n). (4.11)

Indeed, since the integrand is supported on {x ∈ Rn :,dist(x, ∂Ω1 ∩ ∂Ω2) < η} and Hn−1(∂Ω1 ∩ ∂Ω2) = 0,
by a volume estimate we obtain

∣∣{(x, y) ∈ R
2n : dist(x, ∂Ω1 ∩ ∂Ω2),dist(x, y) < η}

∣∣ = o(η1+n).

Moreover, for every ~0 > 0,

∫

|x−y|>~0

(1Ω1(x)− 1Ω1(y))(1Ω2(x)− 1Ω2(y))

|x− y|n+1
dxdy ≤ C/~0

The result follows directly form these estimates by a dyadic decomposition; one has for ~ ≤ ~0,

(4.9) ≤
∑

k≤log(1/~)

∫

~2k−1≤|x−y|≤~2k

|(1Ω1(x)− 1Ω1(y))(1Ω2(x)− 1Ω2(y))|
|x− y|n+1

dxdy +O(~−1
0 )

Using (4.11), with η = ~2k, these integrals are all o(1) uniformly for k ≤ log(~−1), ~ ≤ ~0, as ~0 → 0. This
shows that (4.9) = o(log(~−1)) by choosing ~0 sufficiently small.

Under any positive improvement on the Hausdorff dimension of ∂Ω1 ∩ ∂Ω2, one has instead, for some
ǫ > 0, ∣∣{(x, y) ∈ R

2n : dist(x, ∂Ω1 ∩ ∂Ω2),dist(x, y) < η}
∣∣ = o(η1+n+ǫ),

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 ∈ N0, define the class

F(Rm,Rn) =
{
f : R

m × R
n → R continuous with compact support;x 7→ f(x, ξ) is smooth for ξ ∈ R

n,

and for every j, k ∈ N0,
∥∥∂k

ξ ∂
j
xf(x, ξ)

∥∥ ≤ Cj,k|ξ|1−k for all (x, ξ) ∈ R
m × R

n}.

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 ξ and there are smooth on Rn \ {0}.
If g ∈ C∞

c (Rm × Rn × R) with g(x, ξ, 0) = 0, then f(x, ξ) = g(x, ξ, |ξ|) is in the class F . We also emphasize
that the class F is stable under smooth change of variables on Rm × Rn which coincide with the identity
outside of a compact set.

Lemma 4.6. Let a ∈ F(Rm,Rn). For any cutoff χ ∈ C∞
c (Rn), as ~→ 0,

∫
χ( ξ

~
)|a(x, ξ)|dξdx = O(~n+1).

The last lemma is complemented by the following claim on the zone {|ξ| ≥ ~}.

Lemma 4.7. Let n, k ∈ N with k ≤ n+ 2. Let b : R3n → R have compact support, smooth with respect to ξ
on Rn \ {0} and such that for every j ∈ N0, and ξ ∈ Rn,

∫ ‖∂j
ξb(x, y, ξ)‖
|x− y|n+2−k

dxdy ≤ |ξ|1−j−k, for ξ ∈ R
n. (4.12)

Let χ ∈ C∞(R3n) be such that, for every x, y, ξ ∈ Rn,

1|ξ|≤1 ≤ χ(x, y, ξ) ≤ 1|ξ|≤2.

Then as ~→ 0, ∫
ei

(x−y)·ξ
~ (1− χ(x, y, ξ

~
))b(x, y, ξ)dξdxdy = O(~n+1−k).

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 ~→ 0, one has

∫

~≤|ξ|≤R
|ξ|−n−1 = O(~−1).

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

∫
ei

(x−y)·ξ
~ (1− χ(x, y, ξ

~
))b(x, y, ξ)dξdxdy

= i~

∫
ei

(x−y)·ξ
~ (1− χ(x, y, ξ

~
))

(x − y) · ∂ξb(x, y, ξ)

‖x− y‖2 dξdxdy

− i
∫
ei

(x−y)·ξ
~ (∂ξχ)(x, y, ξ

~
) · (x− y)b(x, y, ξ)

|x− y|2 dξdxdy

Note that the first term in the equation is exactly of the form given before, where now B =
(x−y)·∂ξb(x,y,ξ)

‖x−y‖2

satisfies (4.12); thus

i~

∫
ei

(x−y)·ξ
~ (1− χ(x, y, ξ

~
))

(x− y) · ∂ξb(x, y, ξ)

|x− y|2 dξdxdy = O(~n+2−k).

It remains to bound

i

∫
ei

(x−y)·ξ
~ (∂ξχ)(x, y, ξ

~
) · (x− y)b(x, y, ξ)

|x− y|2 dξdxdy = O
(∫

~≤|ξ|≤2~
|ξ|2−k

)
= O(~n+1−k).

This concludes the proof.
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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.

Lemma 4.8. Let f ∈ C∞(Rn), a ∈ S1(R3n) and K : (x, y) 7→ 1

(2π~)n

∫
ei

ξ·(x−y)
~ a(x, y, ξ)dξ. Then, for any

bounded open set Ω ⋐ Rn with smooth boundary,

∥∥[f |Ω,K]
∥∥2

J2 = O(~1−n).

Proof. By definition, the Hilbert-Schmidt norm,

‖[f |Ω,K]
∥∥2

J2 =
1

(2π~)2n

∫
ei

(x−y)·(ξ1−ξ2)
~ (f |Ω(x)− f |Ω(y))2a (x, y, ξ1) a (y, x, ξ2) dξ1dξ2dxdy.

We make a change of variable ξ = ξ1 − ξ2 and ζ = ξ1+ξ2

2 so that

‖[f |Ω,K]
∥∥2

J2 =
1

(2π~)2n

∫
ei

(x−y)·ξ
~ (f |Ω(x)− f |Ω(y))2b (x, y, ξ, ζ) dξdζdxdy

where b ∈ S1(R4n). Using the bound (4.7), up to an error O(~1−n), we can introduce a cutoff excluding the
diagonal in the previous integral. Then, we perform integrations by parts with respect to ξ; we obtain for
any k ∈ N0

‖[f |Ω,K]
∥∥2

J2 =
(i~)k

(2π~)2n

∫
χ(x−y

~
)ei

(x−y)·ξ
~ (f |Ω(x)− f |Ω(y))2

(x− y)⊗k · ∂k
ξ b (x, y, ξ, ζ)

|x− y|2k
dξdζdxdy+O(~1−n).

We can bound for (x, y, ξ, ζ) ∈ R4n with k = n+ 2,

∣∣∣∣∣
(x− y)⊗k · ∂k

ξ b (x, y, ξ, ζ,~)

|x− y|2k

∣∣∣∣∣ ≤
κ(ξ, ζ)

|x− y|n+2

where κ ∈ C∞
c (R2n). Thus, by (4.8), we conclude that

∥∥[f |Ω,K]
∥∥2

J2 = O(~1−n).

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(R2n,Rn) (independent
of Ω) such that as ~→ 0,

‖[Π̃, f |Ω]‖2J2 =
−1

(2π~)2n

∫
ei

(x−y)·ξ
~ F (x, y, ξ)(f |Ω(x)− f |Ω(y))2dξdxdy +O(~1−n).

Moreover, the principal part of F satisfies uniformly as ξ → 0,

F (x, x, ξ)|~=0 = cn−1|ξ||V (x)|n−1
2 +O(|ξ|2) (4.13)

with the constant cn−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.
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• Step 1. As in Section 3.1, we perform a change of coordinates similar to (3.7)
{
λ = λ1+λ2

2 , ξ1 = r1ω1

σ = λ2 − λ1, ξ2 = r2ω2

with r1, r2 > c, ω1, ω2 ∈ S
n−1. (4.14)

This is justified because of the support condition (4.3), which ensures that ξ1 and ξ2 are bounded away
from zero. Observe that 1λ1≤01λ2≤0 = 1|σ|≤−2λ under this change of variables. Then, we can perform
a stationary phase with respect to the variables (t1, r1, t2, r2), keeping (x, y, ω1, ω2, λ, σ) fixed, and we
obtain an integral of the type

1

(2π~)2n

∫
ei

Ψ1(x,y,ω1,ω2,λ,σ)
~ (f |Ω(x)− f |Ω(y))2A1(x, y, ω1, ω2, λ, σ)1{|σ|≤−2λ}dxdydω1dω2dλdσ (4.15)

where the amplitude A1 ∈ S1(R4n+2) is also supported in
{
t ∈ [−τ , τ ], (x, y) ∈ Ω′2, |x− y| ≤ ℓ, |λ| ≤ ℓ}.

• Step 2. We study the phase Ψ1. This phase vanishes along the diagonal {x = y} and it can be factorised
into

Ψ1(x, y, ω1, ω2, λ, σ) = (x− y) · ζ(x, y, ω1, ω1, λ, σ)

where ζ ∈ R4n+2 → Rn is smooth and approximated by ζ ≃
√
λ− V (x)(ω1 − ω2) for x − y small. This

allows us to show that for ω1 ∈ Sn−1, x ∈ Ω′, |x − y| ≤ ℓ fixed, the map (ω2, σ) 7→ ζ is a (smooth)
diffeomorphism from a neighborhood of (ω1, 0) in Sn−1 × R onto {ζ ∈ Rn : |ζ| ≤ δ}, where δ can be
chosen much larger than ℓ 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 ‖[Π̃, f |Ω]‖2J2 is

−1

(2π~)2n

∫
ei

(x−y)·ζ
~ (f |Ω(x)− f |Ω(y))2A2(x, y, ω, ζ, λ)1{|σ(x,y,ζ,ω,λ)|>−2λ>0}dxdydζdωdλ

where A2 ∈ S1(R4n+1), σ : R4n+1 → R is smooth and σ ≃ 2
√
λ− V (x) ζ · ω.

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

(x, y, ξ) 7→
∫

Sn−1×R

A2(x, y, ω, ξ, λ)1{|σ(x,y,ξ,ω,λ)|>−2λ>0}dωdλ

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

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

1

(2π~)2n

∫
ei

(x−y)·ζ(x,y,ω1,ω1,λ,σ)
~ (1− χδ)

(
ζ(x, y, ω1, ω1, λ, σ)

)
(f |Ω(x)− f |Ω(y))2

A2(x, y, ω1, ω2, λ, σ)1{|σ|≤−2λ}dxdydω1dω2dλdσ,

(4.16)

is O(~1−n). Here, as usual χδ(·) = χ(δ·), and the function χ : Rn → [0, 1] is smooth, equal to 1 on B(0, δ
2)

and to 0 outside B(0, δ).

If |x − y| ≤ ℓ with ℓ small with respect to δ, 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 (x, 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(~1−n)) to an integral over the (smooth) boundary of Ω. It
remains to bound an integral of the type

1

(2π~)2(n−1)

∫

{x̂,ŷ∈∂Ω}×{ω1,ω2∈∂B}
ei

(x̂−ŷ)·ζ(x̂,ŷ,ω1,ω1,λ,σ)
~ χδ(ω − ω2))A3(x̂, ŷ, ω1, ω2, λ, σ)dx̂dŷdω1dω2
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where A3 ∈ S1(R4n+2). To complete the proof, we argue that for a x̂ ∈ ∂Ω, the phase has non-singular
Hessian in one of the pair (ŷ, ω1) or (ŷ, ω2). Hence, by a stationary phase argument, this integral is at
most of order O(~1−n). 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 (r1r2)n−1 for n ≥ 1)
and study the critical point of the phase Ψ0 in the variables (t1, r1, t2, r2). According to (3.5) and (2.2), we
verify that

∂t1Ψ1(x, y, ξ1, ξ2, t1, t2, λ1, λ2) = ∂ξϕ(t1, x, ξ1)− λ1 = V (x) + r2
1 − λ1 +O(t1)

∂r1Ψ1(x, y, ξ1, ξ2, t1, t2, λ1, λ2) = ω1 ·
(
∂ξϕ(t1, x, ξ1)− y) = ω1 ·

(
(x− y) +O(t21)

)
+ 2t1r1

(4.17)

and similarly for ∂t2Ψ1, ∂r2Ψ1 switching 1← 2 and the sign.
Let us first study the first line of (4.17). Since |t1| ≤ τ ≪ c ≤ λ − σ/2 − V (x), for every t1

there exists a unique rc
1 solving the first equation, it is a smooth function of all other parameters, and

rc
1|t1=0 =

√
λ+ σ/2− V (x). In particular, rc

1 ≥ c. Now we turn to the second line of (4.17): with r1 = rc
1

bounded away from below, for every |x − y| ≤ ℓ ≪ c there exists at most one solution for t1 such that
|t1| ≤ τ ; moreover at y = x this solution exists and is equal to 0.

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

rc
1 =

√
λ+ σ/2− V (x) +O(|x− y|)

tc1 = − ω1 · (x− y)

2
√
λ+ σ/2− V (x)

+O(|x− y|2)
(4.18)

and similarly for (rc
2, t

c
2) replacing (λ + σ)← (λ− σ) and ω1 ← ω2. Differentiating (4.17) again, we obtain

that the Hessian of Ψ1 with respect to (t1, r1, t2, r2) is of the form

2




⋆ r1+O(t1) 0 0

r1+O(t1) t1+O(t2
1) 0 0

0 0 ⋆ −r2+O(t2)

0 0 r2+O(t2) t2+O(t2
2)


 .

For r1, r2 ≥ c/4 and |t1|, |t2| ≤ τ , this Hessian is non-degenerate and its determinant, evaluated at the
critical point (4.18), is given by

J(x, y, ω1, ω2, σ, λ) = 16
(
(λ− V (x))2 − σ2/4

)
+O(|x− y|). (4.19)

We introduce a new phase

Ψ1 : (x, y, ω1, ω2, λ, σ) 7→ Ψ0(x, y, tc1, t
c
2, r

c
1ω1, r

c
2ω2, λ+ σ

2 , λ− σ
2 )

and we denote
R = R(x, λ) :=

√
λ− V (x). (4.20)

By (4.18), if x = y and σ = 0 one has R = rc
j for j ∈ {1, 2} as well as J = (2R)4.

We are in position to apply Lemma A.1 to the integral (4.1), with the variables (x, y, ω1, ω2, λ, σ) as
parameters. There is an amplitude A1 ∈ S1(R4n+2) so that

∥∥[Π̃, f |Ω]
∥∥2

J2

=
1

(2π~)2n

∫
ei

Ψ1(x,y,ω1,ω2,λ,σ)
~ (f |Ω(x)− f |Ω(y))2A1(x, y, ω1, ω2, λ, σ)1{|σ|≤−2λ}dxdydω1dω2dσdλ. (4.21)
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Moreover, the principal symbol of A1 is given as follows, in terms of (4.18) and (4.19),

A1(x, y, ω1, ω2, λ, σ)|~=0 =
(rc

1r
c
2)n−1

√
J

A0(x, y, rc
1ω1, r

c
2ω2, t

c
1, t

c
2, λ+ σ

2 , λ− σ
2 ).

The factor (rc
1r

c
2)n−1 comes from the Jacobian of the change of coordinates. In particular, according to (4.2),

at (y, σ) = (x, 0),

A1(x, x, ω1, ω2, λ, 0) =
R2n−2A0(x, x,Rω1, Rω2, 0, 0, λ, λ)√

R4
= R2n−4ϑ(V (x) +R2)2χ(λ)2/4

= R2(n−2)g(λ)/4, x ∈ Ω′, λ ∈ R, ω1, ω2 ∈ S
n−1, (4.22)

where R is given by (4.20) and g := ϑ2χ2 satisfies g(0) = 0. Moreover, A1 is supported in

{
(x, y) ∈ Ω′ × Ω′, |x− y| ≤ ℓ, |λ| ≤ ℓ}.

4.2.2 Step 2: Study of the phase Ψ1

By (4.18), tc1 = tc2 = 0 if x = y, then with ξj = rc
jωj, we have on the diagonal

Ψ1(x, x, ω1, ω2, λ, σ) = ϕ(0, x, ξ1)− ϕ(0, x, ξ2)− (ξ1 − ξ2) · x = 0.

Thus there exists a smooth function ζ : R2n+2 → Rn such that we can write

Ψ1(x, y, ω1, ω2, λ, σ) = (x− y) · ζ(x, y, ω1, ω2, λ, σ). (4.23)

Moreover, the original phase Ψ1 is anti-symmetric with respect to the exchange ξ1 ↔ ξ2, t1 ↔ t2, λ1 ↔ λ2.
From the critical point equation, this implies that (rc

1, t
c
1) = (rc

2, t
c
2) = (rc, tc) if (ω1, σ) = (ω2, 0) so that

Ψ1(x, y, ω, ω, λ, 0) = Ψ0(x, y, tc, tc, rcω, rcω, λ, λ) = 0

Hence
ζ(x, y, ω, ω, λ, 0) = 0, on

{
(x, y) ∈ Ω′ × Ω′, |x− y| ≤ ℓ, |λ| ≤ ℓ}.

In particular, with Z(x, ω1, ω2, σ, λ) = ζ(x, x, ω1, ω2, σ, λ),

ζ(x, y, ω1, ω2, σ, λ) = Z(x, ω1, ω2, σ, λ) +O
(√
|ω1 − ω2|2 + |σ|2|x− y|

)
. (4.24)

Recall that |x− y| < ℓ in the integral in questions, so we first study Z instead of ζ. Note that

Z(x, ω1, ω2, σ, λ) = −∂yΨ1

∣∣
y=x

= −∂yΨ0

∣∣
y=x,t1=t2=0,r1=rc

1,r2=rc
2
. (4.25)

Here we used the property of the critical point for which ∂tj Ψ1|tc
1,rc

1,tc
2,rc

2
= ∂rj Ψ1|tc

1,rc
1,tc

2,rc
2

= 0 for j ∈ {1, 2}
and tc1 = tc2 = 0 if x = y. Since ∂yΨ1 = ξ1 − ξ2, by (4.18), this yields

Z(x, ω1, ω2, σ, λ) = rc
1ω1 − rc

2ω2 = ω1

√
λ− V (x) + σ

2 − ω2

√
λ− V (x)− σ

2 . (4.26)

Linearizing this function for small σ (here, |σ| ≤ 2ℓ), we obtain

Z(x, ω1, ω2, σ, λ) = (ω1 − ω2)
(
R+O(σ2)

)
+ (ω1 + ω2) σ

4R

(
1 +O(σ2)

)

with R ≥ c as in (4.20).
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We now consider the equation Z(x, ω1, ω2, σ, λ) = ξ for fixed (x, ω1, λ) ∈ Ω′× Sn−1× [−ℓ, ℓ] and ξ ∈ Rn.
We have

ω2
(
R− σ

4R

)
= ω1

(
R+ σ

4R

)− ξ +O(σ2).

To solve this equation, we decompose ω2 = αω1 + ν where ν ∈ ω⊥
1 and α =

√
1− |ν|2 ≥ 0, we obtain





α = 1 + σ
2R2 − ξ1

R− σ
4R

+O(σ2), where ξ1 = ξ · ω1

ν = − ξ⊥

R− σ
4R

+O(σ2), where ξ = ξ1 + ξ⊥.

In particular, we have

1 = α2 + |ν|2 = 1 + |ξ|2
(R−σ/4R)2 + σ

R2 − 2ξ1

R−σ/4R +O(σ2).

Since δ ≪ c ≤ R, the last equation determines σ for |ξ| < δ, and

σ = 2Rξ1 +O(|ξ|2) and then ω2 = ω1 − ξ⊥/R +O(|ξ|2).

To summarize, choosing a small parameter δ with ℓ ≪ δ ≪ c, given (x, ω1, λ) ∈ Ω′ × Sn−1 × R and
ξ ∈ δBn, the equation Z(x, ω1, ω2, σ, λ) = ξ has a unique smooth solution (σ, ω2) ∈ R× Sn−1. Moreover, by
(4.26), we also compute

∂σZ = ω1+ω2
4R +O(σ(ω1 − ω2)

)
, ∂ω2Z = RIn +O(σ),

where In denotes the identity matrix. These derivatives are non-degenerate in a neighbourhood of the
previous solution, so according to (4.24), the equation ζ(x, y, ω1, ω2, σ, λ) = ξ, given (x, ω1, λ) ∈ Ω′×Sn−1×R

and (y, ξ) ∈ R2n with |x − y| < ℓ, |ξ| < δ, also has a unique smooth solution (σ, ω2) ∈ R × Sn−1 with the
expansions:

{
σ = 2Rξ1 +O(|ξ|(|ξ|+ |x− y|))

ω2 = ω1 − ξ⊥/R +O(|ξ|(|ξ|+ |x− y|))
, ξ = (ξ1, ξ

⊥), ξ1 = ξ · ω1, R =
√
λ− V (x). (4.27)

Hence, we can make a change of variable ξ ∈ δBn 7→ (σ, ω2), after which the phase becomes

Ψ1(x, y, ω1, ω2, σ, λ) = (x− y) · ξ.

To use this, we must split the integral (4.21) in two parts by introducing a cutoff in Z (equivalently in
ξ after the change of coordinates): ∥∥[Π̃, f |Ω]

∥∥2

J2 = I1,~ + I2,~

where

I1,~ =
1

(2π~)2n

∫
ei

Ψ1(x,y,ω1,ω2,σ,λ)
~ (f |Ω(x)− f |Ω(y))2A′

1(x, y, ω1, ω2, σ, λ)1{|σ|≤−2λ}dxdydω1dω2dσdλ,

I2,~ =
1

(2π~)2n

∫
ei

(x−y)·ξ
~ (f |Ω(x)− f |Ω(y))2A2(x, y, ω1, ξ, λ)1{|σ(x,y,ξ,ω1,λ)|≤−2λ}dxdydω1dξdλ.

(4.28)
We tune a smooth cutoff so that

• the amplitude A′
1 belongs to S1(R4n+2) with A′

1(x, y, ω1, ω2, σ, λ) = 0 on the set
{|Z(x, ω1, ω2, σ, λ)| ≤ δ}

and A′
1 is supported on the set (x, λ) ∈ Ω′ × [−ℓ, ℓ] and |x− y| ≤ ℓ with ℓ≪ δ.
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• the amplitude A2 ∈ S1(R4n+1) and it is supported in

(x, λ) ∈ Ω′ × R, (y, ξ) ∈ R
2n, |y − x|+ |λ|+ |ξ| ≤ 2δ ≪ c.

Finally, the principal part of A2 satisfies on the diagonal x = y and at ξ = 0 (where Z = 0 also)

A2(x, x, 0, ω1, λ)|~=0 = A1(x, x, ω1, ω1, λ, 0)

(
dσdω2

dξ1dξ⊥

)∣∣∣∣
y=x,ξ=0

since (σ, ω2) = (0, ω1) when (y, ξ) = (x, 0), cf. (4.27). Moreover, we compute the Jacobian

dσdω2

dξ1dξ⊥

∣∣∣∣
y=x,ξ=0

=

∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣
det




2R ... 0 ...
...

. . .
0 In−1/R

...
. . .




∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣
= 2R2−n.

Hence, by (4.22) with R(x, 0) = |V (x)|1/2, we obtain

A2(x, x, 0, ω, 0) = R(x, 0)n−2g(0)/2 = |V (x)|n/2−1/2, x ∈ Ω′, ω ∈ S
n−1. (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 : (x, y, ξ) ∈ R
3n × (0, 1] 7→

∫

Sn−1×R

A2(x, y, ξ, ω, λ)1{|σ(x,y,ξ,ω,λ)|>−2λ>0}dωdλ.

is in the class F(R2n,Rn) (cf. Definition 4.4) and it satisfies (4.13).

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

I2,~ =
−1

(2π~)2n

∫
ei

(x−y)·ξ
~ (f |Ω(x)− f |Ω(y))2F (x, y, ξ)dxdydξ + ‖[f |Ω,K]‖2

where

K : (x, y) 7→ 1

(2π~)n

∫
ei

(x−y)·ξ
~ a(x, y, ξ)dxdydξ and a : R

3n 7→
∫
A2(x, y, ξ, ω, λ)1{λ<0}dλdω.

The amplitude a belongs to S1(R3n) (‖a‖C k are bounded uniformly in ~ by differentiating under the integral).
Consequently, by Lemma 4.8, ‖[f |Ω,K]‖2 = O(~1−n)

We will show in the next section (Proposition 4.11) that the integral I1,~ = O(~1−n) as ~ → 0. This
allows to conclude that

∥∥[Π̃, f |Ω]
∥∥2

J2 =
1

(2π~)2n

∫
ei

(x−y)·ξ
~ (f |Ω(x)− f |Ω(y))2F (x, y, ξ)dxdydξ +O(~1−n)

which completes the proof of Proposition 4.9.
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Proof of Proposition 4.10.
First observe that according to (4.27), there exist two smooth functions ν : (x, y, ξ, ω, λ) ∈ R4n+1 7→ Sn−1

and r : (x, y, ξ, ω, λ) ∈ R4n+1 7→ R+ such that

σ = 2rν · ξ, (r, ν) = (R,ω) +O(|x− y|+ |ξ|). (4.30)

Then, we claim that for
{
(x, y, ξ) ∈ R3n : x ∈ Ω′, |x − y|, |ξ| < 2δ

}
, we can make a (smooth) change of

coordinates
(λ, ω) ∈ R× S

n−1 7→ (ς, ν) ∈ R× S
n−1, ς = −λ/r

in the integral F . We denote by J : (x, y, ξ, ν, ς) ∈ R4n+1 → R+ the corresponding Jacobian. Observe that
if (y, ξ) = (x, 0), ς = −λ/

√
λ− V (x) and, by solving this quadratic equation and choosing the appropriate

root, we obtain

λ = −ς
√
−V (x) +O(ς2), ω = ν.

Thus, in this case,

J(x, x, 0, ν, ς) =
√
−V (x) +O(ς). (4.31)

Generally, |ς| ≤ c (as r ≥ c for x ∈ Ω′ and |y − x|, |λ|, |ξ| ≤ 2δ with δ ≪ c), so a similar computation
using (4.30) shows that J(x, y, ξ, ν, ς) is non-degenerate. Hence, this change of coordinates is admissible and
there is an amplitude B ∈ S1(R4n+1) so that

F =

∫

Sn−1×R

B(x, y, ξ, ν, ς)1{|ν·ξ|>ς>0}dνdς. (4.32)

Moreover, by (4.30), the principal part of B is given by, if (y, ξ, ς) = (x, 0, 0) with x ∈ Ω′, ν ∈ Sn−1,

B(x, x, 0, ν, 0)|~=0 = A2(x, x, 0, ν, 0)|~=0J(x, x, 0, ν, 0)

= |V (x)|n−1
2 /2

(4.33)

using (4.29) and (4.31).

Using spherical coordinates, writing ξ = Rθ with (R, θ) ∈ R+ × Sn−1 and making a change of variable
ς ← Rς in (4.32), we obtain for (x, y, ξ) ∈ R3n

F (x, y, ξ) = R

∫

Sn−1×R

B(x, y, ξ, ν,Rς)1{|ν·ϑ|>ς>0}dνdς. (4.34)

Then, since B is smooth, by (4.33), the principal part of F satisfies on the diagonal {x = y},

F (x, x, ξ) = R

∫

Sn−1×R

(
B(x, x, 0, ν, 0) +O(R)

)
1{|ν·ϑ|>ς>0}dνdς

=
|ξ||V (x)|n−1

2

2

{∫

Sn−1
|ν1|dν +O(|ξ|)

}

= cn−1|ξ||V (x)|n−1
2 +O(|ξ|2)

uniformly for x ∈ Ω′. Here, we used that for n ≥ 2,

1

2

∫

Sn−1
|ν1|dν =

|Sn−2|
n− 1

= |Bn−1|

given the relationship between the volume of the unit sphere Sn−1 = ∂Bn and the unit ball Bn ⊂ Rn (in
particular, |S0| = |B1| = 2). In dimension n = 1, the situation is special as ν ∈ {±1}, so that c0 = 1. This
establishes (4.13).
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For θ ∈ Sn−1, let Rθ : Sn−1 → Sn−1 be the rotation so that R∗
θ(θ) = e1 (the first coordinate vector in

Rn). By (4.34), using the invariance under rotation of the Haar measure dν on the sphere Sn−1, we obtain

F (x, y, ξ) = R

∫

Sn−1×R

B(x, y, ξ,Rθν,Rς)1{|ν1|>ς>0}dνdς, ξ = Rθ, (R, θ) ∈ R+ × S
n−1. (4.35)

This function is clearly smooth in (x, y, ξ) ∈ R2n × {Rn \ 0}. In fact, for any k ∈ N0, as R(ξ)→ 0,
∥∥∂k

ξRθ(ξ)

∥∥ = Ok(R−k),
∥∥∂k

ξR(ξ)
∥∥ = Ok(R1−k).

Indeed, θ ∈ Sn−1 7→ Rθ is smooth, with ∂ξR(ξ) = θ(ξ) for ξ 6= 0 and
∥∥∂k

ξ θ(ξ)
∥∥ = Ok(R−k). Thus, by

differentiating (4.35) under the integral. we conclude that for any k ∈ N0,
∥∥∂k

ξF (x, y, ξ)
∥∥ = Ok(R1−k). as

R(ξ)→ 0. This completes the proof that F ∈ F(R2n,Rn).

4.2.4 Step 4: Control of I1,~

At this stage, it remains to show that I1,~ = O(~1−n), where we recall that I1,~ is given by (4.28). By (4.28),
we can work with (σ, λ) fixed and it suffices to obtain the following bounds (We drop the dependency of
Ψ1,Z, etc on (σ, λ) 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 (σ, λ) in a uniform way.).

Proposition 4.11. Let (Ψ1,Z) be as in Section 4.2.2 and assume that A ∈ S1(R4n) is supported on the set{
x ∈ Ω′, |x− y| ≤ ℓ, |Z(x, ω1, ω2)| > δ

}
with ℓ≪ δ ≪ 1. Then, as ~→ 0,

1

(2π~)2n

∫

ω1,ω2∈Sn−1
ei

Ψ1(x,y,ω1,ω2)
~ (f |Ω(x)− f |Ω(y))2A(x, y, ω1, ω2)dxdydω1dω2 = O(~1−n).

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

1

(2π~)2n

∫
ei

Ψ1(x,y,ω1,ω2)
~ A1(x, y, ω1, ω2)1Ω(x)dxdydω1dω2 (4.36)

1

(2π~)2n

∫
ei

Ψ1(x,y,ω1,ω2)
~ A2(x, y, ω1, ω2)1Ω(x)1Ω(y)dxdydω1dω2 (4.37)

where the amplitudes A1, A2 belong to S1(R4n). There is a minus sign, but we do not expect a cancelation
in this regime.

According to (4.25),
∂yΨ1(x, y, ω1, ω2) = −Z(x, ω1, ω2) +O(x− y). (4.38)

Hence, if A ∈ S1(R4n) is supported in
{|x−y| ≤ ℓ, |Z(x, ω1, ω2)| > δ

}
with ℓ≪ δ ≪ c, ∂yΨ1 does not vanish

on supp(A) and we can write

A(x, y, ω1, ω2) = 1
2πJ(x, y, ω1, ω2) · ∂yΨ1(x, y, ω1, ω2),

where J : R4n → Rn is also in S1 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(~∞).

For (4.37), we integrate by parts once and find that there are B1, B2 ∈ S1(R4n) so that

(4.37) =
1

(2π~)2n−1

∫

{ŷ∈∂Ω}
ei

Ψ1(x,ŷ,ω1,ω2)
~ B1(x, ŷ, ω1, ω2)1Ω(x)dxdŷdω1dω2 (4.39)

+
1

(2π~)2n−1

∫
ei

Ψ1(x,y,ω1,ω2)
~ B2(x, y, ω1, ω2)1Ω(x)1Ω(y)dxdydω1dω2. (4.40)
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Here, B1(·) = νΩ(ŷ) · J(·)A2(·) where νΩ is the exterior normal to ∂Ω, and we integrate the variable ŷ with
respect to the volume measure over ∂Ω – it is worth remembering here that Ω has a smooth boundary.

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

Then we consider the integral (4.39). Similarly to (4.25), the phase ∂xΨ1 does not vanish on supp(B1).
Thus, integrating by part with respect to x, we obtain

(4.39) =
1

(2π~)2(n−1)

∫

{x̂,ŷ∈∂Ω}
ei

Ψ1(x̂,ŷ,ω1,ω2)
~ B3(x̂, ŷ, ω1, ω2)dx̂dŷdω1dω2 +

Q~

2π~
(4.41)

where B3 ∈ S1(R4n) and Q~ 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(~1−n) to conclude that the original integral is
also of order O(~1−n).

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 x̂ ∈ ∂Ω.
Recall that the amplitude B3 belongs to S1 and it is supported on

{
x̂, ŷ ∈ ∂Ω : |x̂−ŷ| ≤ ℓ, |Z(x̂, ω1, ω2)| > δ

}
.

Let Πx̂ denote the orthogonal projection on Tx̂(∂Ω). On the above set (ℓ is small),

(x̂− ŷ) = Πx̂(x̂− ŷ) +O(|x̂− ŷ|2)

then, by (4.23), the phase satisfies

Ψ1(x̂, ŷ, ω1, ω2) = (x̂− ŷ) · Z(x̂, ω1, ω2) +O(|x̂− ŷ|2)

= Πx̂(x̂− ŷ) · Πx̂Z(x̂, ω1, ω2) +O(|x̂− ŷ|2).
(4.42)

We split the integral (4.41) in several parts depending on Π⊥
x̂ (ωj) for j ∈ {1, 2}. Let

S±
x̂,ℓ :=

{
ω ∈ S

n−1 : ±Π⊥
x̂ (ω) > ℓ

}

and χj
x̂,ℓ : Sn−1 → [0, 1] for j ∈ {0,+,−} be smooth cutoffs such that

1S±
x̂,2ℓ
≤ χ±

x̂,ℓ ≤ 1S±
x̂,ℓ

χ0
x̂,ℓ + χ−

x̂,ℓ + χ+
x̂,ℓ = 1Sn−1.

We first consider the integrals

(x̂, ω2) 7→ 1

(2π~)2(n−1)

∫
χ±

x̂,ℓ(ω1)ei
Ψ1(x̂,ŷ,ω1,ω2)

~ B3(x̂, ŷ, ω1, ω2)dŷdω1. (4.43)

Since the map Sn−1 ∋ ω 7→ Πx̂ω is a diffeomorphism from S±
x̂,ℓ to its image, we can make a change of

variables
ŷ → u = Πx̂(ŷ − x̂), ω1 → v = Πx̂(ω1),

in (4.43). We obtain

(4.43) =
1

(2π~)2(n−1)

∫
ei

Ψ2(x̂,ω2,u,v)
~ B4(x̂, ω2, u, v)dudv

where the amplitude B4 belongs to S1 and the new phase Ψ2 satisfies, by (4.42) and (4.26),

Ψ2(x̂, ω2, u, v) = u · (R+v −R−Πx̂(ω2)
)

+O(u2), R± =
√
λ− V (x̂)± σ.
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Any critical point of Ψ2 with respect to (u, v) satisfies u = 0 and the Hessian is non-degenerate with

determinant R
2(n−1)
+ and R± ≥

√
c (there is at most one critical point given by v = Πx̂(ω2)R−/R+). Thus,

by Proposition A.1 with d = 2(n− 1), one has the following estimate, uniformly in (x̂, ω2) ∈ ∂Ω× Sn−1 (as
well as the auxiliary parameters (σ, λ) ∈ R2):

(4.43) = O(~n−1).

By the same argument, with the same uniformity,
∫
χ±

x̂,ℓ(ω2)ei
Ψ1(x̂,ŷ,ω1,ω2)

~ B3(x̂, ŷ, ω1, ω2)dŷdω2 = O(~n−1).

Hence, we are left to deal with the integral

x̂ 7→ 1

(2π~)2(n−1)

∫
χ0

x̂,ℓ(ω1)χ0
x̂,ℓ(ω2)ei

Ψ1(x̂,ŷ,ω1,ω2)
~ B3(x̂, ŷ, ω1, ω2)dŷdω1dω2.

Since x̂ 7→ Πx̂ is smooth (we assume that ∂Ω is smooth) and ∂ŷ = Πŷ(∂y) +O(x− y), according to (4.38),

∂ŷΨ1(x̂, ŷ, ω1, ω2) = Πx̂Z(x̂, ω1, ω2) +O(ℓ) for
{
ŷ ∈ ∂Ω : |ŷ − x̂| ≤ ℓ}.

Thus, on the support of the previous integral,
{|Π⊥

x̂ (ω1)|, |Π⊥
x̂ (ω2)| ≤ ℓ, |Z(x̂, ω1, ω2)| > δ

}
with ℓ ≪ δ.

Since Z is a linear combination of (ω1, ω2), see (4.24), we have Πx̂Z(x̂, ω1, ω2) = Z(x̂, ω1, ω2) + O(ℓ) and
then ∣∣∂ŷΨ1(x̂, ŷ, ω1, ω2)

∣∣ ≥ δ/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 x̂ ∈ ∂Ω (as well as the auxiliary parameters
(σ, λ) ∈ R2), ∫

χ0
x̂,ℓ(ω1)χ0

x̂,ℓ(ω2)ei
Ψ1(x̂,ŷ,ω1,ω2)

~ B3(x̂, ŷ, ω1, ω2)dŷdω1dω2 = O(~∞).

Altogether, this establishes that the integrals (4.41), (4.39) as well as the original integral are all O(~1−n)
with the required uniformity in (σ, λ) ∈ R2. Going back to (4.28), we conclude that I1,~ = O(~1−n) and this
also finalizes the proof of Proposition 4.9.

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 Ω is topologically simple: if it is diffeomorphic to the unit ball, then we can proceed by a
change of variables.

We denote B = Bn = {x ∈ Rn : |x| < 1}.

Proposition 4.12. Let Ω ⋐ Rn be a bounded open set with a smooth boundary; suppose that there is a
C∞-diffeomorphism ϕ : Rn → Rn with ϕ−1(Ω) = B. Let F ∈ F(R2n,Rn) according to Definition 4.4 and
assume that as r → 0,

F (x, x, rω) = rR(x) +O(r2) (4.44)

uniformly for (x, ω) ∈ Ω′ × Sn−1. Let f ∈ C∞(Rn) and denote f = f1Ω. Then, as ~→ 0,

∫
ei

(x−y)·ξ
~ F (x, y, ξ)(f |Ω(x)− f |Ω(y))2dξdxdy = (2π~)n+1

(
log ~−1

−π2

∫

∂Ω
R(x̂)f(x̂)2dx̂+O(1)

)

where dx̂ denotes the volume measure on the boundary ∂Ω.

37



Without loss of generality, we assume that ϕ = I on Rn \Ω′. Throughout this section, we denote

L~ :=

∫
ei

(x−y)·ξ
~ F (x, y, ξ)(f |Ω(x)− f |Ω(y))2dξdxdy. (4.45)

The proof of Proposition 4.12 will be divided in three steps.

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

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

• 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 1Ω.

4.3.1 Change of variables

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

Φ : (x, y, ξ) ∈ R
3n 7→ (

ϕ(x), ϕ(y),Dϕ(x+y
2 )−∗ξ

)

and let G := JΦ F ◦ Φ. Then G is also in the class F and, as ~→ 0,
∫
ei

(x−y)·ξ
~ F (x, y, ξ)(f |Ω(x)− f |Ω(y))2dξdxdy =

∫
ei

(x−y)·ξ
~ G(x, y, ξ)(gB(x)− gB(y))2dξdxdy +O(~n+1)

where gB = f |Ω(ϕ) = f(ϕ)1B.

Proof. By construction, the map Φ : R3n → R3n is a C∞-diffeomorphism and it is straightforward to check
that G is also in the class F , cf. Definition 4.4 (since ϕ = I on Rn\Ω′, G has compact support). In particular,
for every k ∈ N0 with k ≤ n+ 3,

∥∥∂k
ξG(x, y, ξ)

∥∥ ≤ |ξ|1−k
κ1(ξ)κ2(x, y) (4.46)

where κ1 ∈ C∞
c (Rn) and κ2 ∈ C∞

c (R2n).
By a Taylor expansion, we have for (x, y, ξ) ∈ R3n,

(
ϕ(x)− ϕ(y)

) ·Dϕ(x+y
2 )−∗ξ = (x− y) · ξ +Q(x+y

2 , x− y)ξ

where Q : R2n → Rn is C∞
c and vanishes at zero along with its two first derivatives:

|Q(v, u)| ≤ C|u|3. (4.47)

Let us denote

Ğ(x+y
2 , x− y, ξ) = G(x, y, ξ), and Γ(x+y

2 , x− y) = (gB(x)− gB(y))2.

Let χ ∈ C∞
c (Rn) be equal to 1 near 0. By a change of variable using Φ.

∫
ei

(x−y)·ξ
~ F (x, y, ξ)(f |Ω(x)− f |Ω(y))2dξdxdy =

∫
ei

u·ξ+Q(v,u)ξ
~ Ğ(v, u, ξ)Γ(v, u)dξdvdu (4.48)

=

∫
ei

(x−y)·ξ
~ G(x, y, ξ)(gB(x)− gB(y))2dξdxdy

+ I~ +O(~n+1)
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where

I~ =

∫
(1− χ( ξ

~
))ei uξ

~

(
ei

Q(v,u)ξ
~ − 1

)
Ğ(v, u, ξ)Γ(v, u)dξdvdu.

Here, we used Lemma 4.6 together with the fact that G ∈ F to introduce the cutoff 1−χ( ξ
~
) in the integral

(4.48), up to an error O(~n+1).
Now, our goal is now to show that I~ = O(~n+1) as ~ → 0. The argument is similar to the proof of

Lemma 4.7, albeit the induction process is more technical. We will integrate by parts repeatedly in the

variable u, stopping every time a derivative hits either χ( ξ
~
) or ei Q

~ . To this end, we introduce the following
integrals for k ∈ N0 with k ≤ n+ 2:

Jk,~ = 2i

∫
ei uξ

~ u · ∂ξχ( ξ
~
)
(
ei

Q(v,u)ξ
~ − 1

)u⊗k · ∂k
ξ Ğ(v, u, ξ)

|u|2(k+1)
Γ(u, v)dξdudv ,

Ik,~ =

∫
(1− χ( ξ

~
))ei

uξ+Q(v,u)ξ
~

Q(v, u)u

|u|2
u⊗k · ∂k

ξ Ğ(v, u, ξ)

|u|2k
Γ(u, v)dξdudv .

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

I~

= i~

∫
ei uξ

~

u · ∂ξ

|u|2
{

(1− χ( ξ
~
))
(
ei

Q(v,u)ξ
~ − 1

)
Ğ(v, u, ξ)

}
Γ(u, v)dξdudv

= i~

∫
(1− χ( ξ

~
))ei uξ

~

(
ei

Q(v,u)ξ
~ − 1

)u · ∂ξĞ(v, u, ξ)

|u|2 Γ(u, v)dξdudv − I0,~ − J0,~

= (i~)2
∫

(1− χ( ξ
~
))ei uξ

~

(
ei

Q(v,u)ξ
~ − 1

)u⊗2 · ∂2
ξ Ğ(v, u, ξ)

|u|4 Γ(u, v)dξdudv − I0,~ − J0,~ − i~(I1,~ + J1,~)

= · · ·

= (i~)n+3
∫

(1− χ( ξ
~
))ei uξ

~

(
ei

Q(v,u)ξ
~ − 1

)u⊗(n+3) · ∂n+3
ξ Ğ(v, u, ξ)

|u|2(n+3)
Γ(u, v)dξdudv −

n+2∑

k=0

(i~)k(Ik,~ + Jk,~).

(4.49)

Let us first bound the Jk,~ integrals. Using (4.46) and that
∣∣∣ei

Q(v,u)ξ
~ − 1

∣∣∣ ≤ C
~
|u|3|ξ| for (u, v) ∈ R2n, for any

k ∈ N with k ≤ n+ 2,

|Jk,~| ≤
C

~

∫
|ξ|
∣∣∂ξχ( ξ

~
)
∣∣‖∂

k
ξ Ğ(v, u, ξ)‖
|u|k−2

Γ(u, v)dξdudv

≤ C~
n+1−k

∫
|∂ξχ(ξ)||ξ|2−k (gB(x)− gB(y))2

|x− y|k−2
κ2(x, y)dξdudv.

where we rescaled ξ
~
← ξ since |∂ξχ| has compact support in Rn \ {0}. By Proposition 4.2, these integrals

are finite so that for every k ∈ N0 with k ≤ n+ 2,

Jk,~ = O(~1+n−k). (4.50)

To estimate Ik,~, we reverse the change of variables Φ, and obtain

Ik,~ =

∫
(1− χ(A(x,y)ξ

~
))ei

(x−y)·ξ
~ Lk(x, y, ξ)(f |Ω(x)− f |Ω(y))2dxdydξ (4.51)
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where A : Rn×n → GLn is a smooth map, and Lk is the image by Φ−1 of the function

(x, y, ξ) ∈ R
3n 7→ Q(x+y

2 , x− y)(x− y)

|x− y|2
(x− y)⊗k · ∂k

ξ Ğ(x, y, ξ)

|x− y|2k
|Dφ(x)||Dφ(y)|det(A(x, y))−1.

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

ξLk(x, y, ξ)
∣∣ ≤ C|x− y|2−k|ξ|1−k−j

κ(ξ, x, y).

where κ is compactly supported in a neighbourhood of x = y. Hence, by Proposition 4.7, for every k ≥ n+2,

Ik,~ = O(~1+n−k).

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

I~ = i~

∫
χ( ξ

~
)ei uξ

~

(
ei

Q(v,u)ξ
~ − 1

)u · ∂ξĞ(v, u, ξ)

|u|2 Γ(u, v)dξdudv +O(~1+n).

The leading term is of the form as I~, so we can repeat the process. By induction, after k ∈ N integrations
by part, we obtain

I~ = (i~)k
∫
χ( ξ

~
)ei uξ

~

(
ei

Q(v,u)ξ
~ − 1

)u⊗k · ∂k
ξ Ğ(v, u, ξ)

|u|2k
Γ(u, v)dξdudv −

∑

j<k

(i~)j(Ij,~ + Jj,~
)
.

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

|I~| ≤ ~
n+3

∫
χ( ξ

~
)ei uξ

~

∣∣∣ei
Q(v,u)ξ

~ − 1
∣∣∣
‖∂n+3

ξ Ğ(v, u, ξ)‖
|u|n+3

Γ(u, v)dξdudv +O(~1+n)

≤ C~
n+2

∫
χ( ξ

~
)|ξ|−1−n (f |Ω(x)− f |Ω(y))2

|x− y|n κ2(x, y)dxdydξ +O(~1+n)

= O(~1+n)

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

(x−y)·ξ
~ F (x, y, ξ)(f |Ω(x)− f |Ω(y))2dξdxdy =

∫
ei

(x−y)·ξ
~ G(x, y, ξ)(gB(x)− gB(y))2dξdxdy +O(~n+1)

as claimed.

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∞(Rn), F ∈ F(R2n,Rn) and denote

q(r) =
1

r

∫

Sn−1
F (ω, ω, rω)f(ω)2dω, r > 0. (4.52)

This function is continuous on R+, with compact support, and we assume that q(r)→ Q as r → 0 and that

∫ 1

0

∣∣∣∣
q(r)−Q

r

∣∣∣∣dr <∞. (4.53)

Then, by (4.45) with Ω = B,
L~ = −4~n+1((2π)n−1Q log ~−1 +O(1)

)
.
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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∞(Rn), F ∈ F(R2n,Rn) and g(x, ξ) := F (x, x, ξ)f(x)2 for (x, ξ) ∈ R2n. Then
g ∈ F(Rn,Rn) and

L~ = −2

∫
ei

(x−y)·ξ
~ g(x+y

2 , ξ)1B(x)1B(y)dξdxdy +O(~n+1).

Proof. By symmetry of the integral in question, we can assume that

L~ = 2

∫
ei

(x−y)·ξ
~ F (x, y, ξ)(fB(x)− fB(y))fB(x)dξdxdy.

Then, we can write

L~

2
=

∫
ei

(x−y)·ξ
~ F (x, y, ξ)

(
f(x)− f(y)

)
fB(x)dξdxdy (4.54)

+

∫
ei

(x−y)·ξ
~ G(x, y, ξ)1B(x)1Bc(y)dξdxdy (4.55)

where G(x, y, ξ) := F (x, y, ξ)f(x)f(y).

We begin by showing that (4.54) is negligible. Since (x, y) 7→ F (x, y, ξ) is C∞
c (R2n) for ξ ∈ Rn, by a

Taylor expansion, (
f(x)− f(y)

)
F (x, y, ξ) = (x− y) · a(x+y

2 , ξ) + b(x, y, ξ)

where a ∈ F , b ∈ F and

a(x, ξ) = ∂f(x)F (x, x, ξ), b(x, y, ξ) = O(|x− y|3).

In particular, the function (x, y, ξ) 7→ b(x, y, ξ)fB(x) satisfies the assumptions of Lemma 4.7. This implies
that

(4.54) = 2

∫
ei

(x−y)·ξ
~ (x− y) · a(x+y

2 , ξ)fB(x)dξdxdy +O(~n+1)

Then, we perform an integration by part with respect to ξ and a change of variables x+y
2 ← v, (x− y)← u,

we obtain
∫
ei

(x−y)·ξ
~ (x− y) · a(x+y

2 , ξ)fB(x)dξdxdy = (i~)

∫
ei

(x−y)·ξ
~ a′(x+y

2 , ξ)fB(x)dξdxdy

= (i~)

∫
ei u·ξ

~ a′(v, ξ)fB(v + u
2 )dξdudv

where a′ = divξ a is L∞ with compact support. Using the Fourier transform, computing the integral over
u, and then over v, we obtain

∫
ei

(x−y)·ξ
~ (x− y) · a(x+y

2 , ξ)fB(x)dξdxdy = i~(2π)
n
2

∫
e−i v·ξ

~ a′(v, ξ)f̂B(2ξ
~

)dξdv

= i~(2π)n
∫
â′( ξ

~
, ξ)f̂B(2ξ

~
)dξ (4.56)

where for (ζ, ξ) ∈ R2n with ξ 6= 0,

â′(ζ, ξ) =
1

(2π)
n
2

∫
e−iv·ζa′(v, ξ)dv = divξ

(
1

(2π)
n
2

∫
e−iv·ζa(v, ξ)dv

)
.
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Since a ∈ F , ζ 7→ â′(ζ, ξ) is in the Schwartz class for ξ 6= 0 and ξ 7→ â′(ζ, ξ) is L∞. In the end, by scaling
and Cauchy-Schwarz, ∫

â′( ξ
~
, ξ)f̂B(2ξ

~
)dξ = O(~n‖a′‖L2×L∞‖fB‖L2

)
,

and we conclude that (4.54) = O(~n+1).

Going back to (4.55), we have

G(x, y, ξ) = g(x+y
2 , ξ) + e(x, y, ξ) where g ∈ F , e ∈ F and e(x, y, ξ) = O(|x− y|2),

so that the function
(x, y, ξ) 7→ e(x, y, ξ)1B(x)1Bc(y)

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

L~

2
=

∫
ei

(x−y)·ξ
~ g(x+y

2 , ξ)1B(x)1Bc(y)dξdxdy +O(~n+1). (4.57)

Moreover, as in (4.56), we have

∫
ei

(x−y)·ξ
~ g(x+y

2 , ξ)1B(x)dξdxdy = (2π)n
∫
ĝ( ξ

~
, ξ)1̂B(2ξ

~
)dξ

where for (ζ, ξ) ∈ R2n 7→ ĝ(ζ, ξ) satisfies |ĝ(ζ, ξ)| ≤ |ξ|κ(ζ) where κ is in the Schwartz class; since g ∈ F .
Using this bound and the fact that 1̂B ∈ L∞, we obtain

∫
ei

(x−y)·ξ
~ g(x+y

2 , ξ)1B(x)dξdxdy = O(~n+1).

Hence, the claim follows from (4.57).

The proof relies on the following explicit asymptotics.

Lemma 4.16. Let Jν denote the Bessel function of the first kind for ν ∈ R+. As ξ → +∞,

1̂B(ξ) =
Jn/2(|ξ|)
|ξ|n/2

=
2 cos(|ξ|+ cn) +O(|ξ|−1)√

2π|ξ|(n+1)/2
. (4.58)

Proof. The relationship between Bessel functions and the Fourier transform of 1B where B is the unit ball
in Rn is classical: see e.g. [19], formula (A.5). The asymptotics of Bessel functions are also classical, see [49,
formula (10.17.3)].

Proof of Proposition 4.14.
Starting from Lemma 4.15 and making a change of variables x+y

2 ← v, (x− y)← u, we have

L~ = −2

∫
ei u·ξ

~ g(v, ξ)1B(v + u
2 )1B(v − u

2 )dξdudv +O(~n+1).

Since g ∈ F , by Lemma 4.6, we can introduce a cutoff χ( ξ
~
) in the previous integral, up to an error O(~n+1).

Moreover, computing this Fourier transform as a convolution (with our convention, (2π)
n
2 ûv = û ∗ v̂ for

functions u, v ∈ L2(Rn)),

∫
ei u·ξ

~ 1B(v + u
2 )1B(v − u

2 )du = 2n
∫
e−2iv·ζ

1̂B(ζ + ξ
~
)1̂B( ξ

~
− ζ)dζ =

∫
e−iv·ζ

1̂B( ζ
2 + ξ

~
)1̂B( ζ

2 −
ξ
~
)dζ
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This implies that

L~ = −2

∫
χ( ξ

~
)e−iv·ζg(v, ξ)1̂B( ζ

2 + ξ
~
)1̂B( ζ

2 −
ξ
~
)dvdζdξ +O(~n+1).

This integral is well-defined since 1B ∈ L2(Rn) and g has compact support on R2n. Moreover we can take
the Fourier transform of the smooth function v ∈ Rn 7→ g(v, ξ) for a fixed ξ, we obtain

L~ = −2(2π)
n
2

∫
χ( ξ

~
)ĝ(ζ, ξ)1̂B( ζ

2 + ξ
~
)1̂B( ζ

2 −
ξ
~
)dζdξ +O(~n+1)

where for k ∈ N, ζ ∈ Rn, r > 0,

sup
ξ∈Rn

|ĝ(ζ, ξ)| ≤ Ck

(1 + |ζ|2)k
and sup

ω∈Sn−1

∥∥ĝ(·, rω)
∥∥

L1 ≤ Cr. (4.59)

Now, using the asymptotics (4.58), for every ζ ∈ Rn, ξ = rω with (r, ω) ∈ R+ × Sn−1, as r →∞,

1̂B(ζ + ξ)1̂B(ζ − ξ) =
2 cos(r + ω · ζ + cn) cos(r − ω · ζ + cn) +O(r−1)

πrn+1

=
cos(2r + 2cn) + cos(2ζ · ω) +O(r−1)

πrn+1
.

The error term is uniform for |ζ| ≤ rα for any 0 < α < 1 and ω ∈ Sn−1, so by (4.59), we can substitute
these asymptotics into the previous formula for L~ (up to a negligible error). This yields 3 terms,

L~ = − 1
π2 (2π~)n+1(I1,~ + I2,~ + I3,~

)
+O(~n+1) (4.60)

where

L1,~ = (2π)− n
2

∫
χ( r

~
)ĝ(ζ, rω) cos(ζ · ω)

dr

r2
dζdω

L2,~ = (2π)− n
2

∫
χ( r

~
)ĝ(ζ, rω) cos(2r/~ + 2cn)

dr

r2
dζdω

and L3,~ is controlled using (4.59) as

L3,~ = O
(
~

∫
χ( r

~
) sup

ω∈Sn−1

∥∥ĝ(·, rω)
∥∥

L1

dr

r3

)
= O

(
~

∫
χ( r

~
)
dr

r2

)
.

Then, since
∫
χ(r)dr

r2 <∞,
L3,~ = O(1). (4.61)

We now turn to the highly oscillating term L2,~ that we can rewrite (by Fourier’s inversion formula)

L2,~ =

∫
χ( r

~
)g(0, rω) cos(2r/~ + 2cn)

dr

r2
dω.

Let j(r) :=
∫
g(0, rω)dω, which we may view as an even function in F(R). So

L2,~ = ℜ
(
e2icn

∫
χ( r

~
)j(r)ei

2r
~

dr

r2

)
.

and we can make an integration by parts,

L2,~ = −~

2
ℑ
(
e2icn

∫
∂r

{
χ( r

~
)j(r) 1

r2

}
ei

2r
~ dr

)
.
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Then, we control L2,~ as follows,

∣∣∣∣
∫
∂rχ( r

~
)j(r)r−2dr

∣∣∣∣ ≤ C
∫
|χ′(r)|dr

r
<∞,

similarly

~

∫ ∣∣∣χ( r
~
)j(r)r−3

∣∣∣dr ≤ C~

∫
χ( r

~
)
dr

r2
= C

∫
χ(r)

dr

r2
<∞

and

~

∫ ∣∣∣χ( r
~
)j′(r)r−2

∣∣∣ dr ≤ C
∫
χ(r)

dr

r2
<∞.

We conclude that
L2,~ = O(1). (4.62)

We finally turn to the main L1,~ which we compute using Fourier’s inversion formula,

L1,~ =

∫
χ( r

~
)g(ω, rω)

dr

r2
dζdω

where we used the invariance of the Haar measure dω on Sn−1. Using the notation (4.52), this yields

L1,~ =

∫
χ( r

~
)q(r)

dr

r
.

Since q(r) → Q as r → 0, if Q 6= 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),

L1,~ = Q

(∫ 1

C~

dr

r
+

∫ C~

0
χ( r

~
)
dr

r

)
+

∫ ∞

1

q(r)

r
dr +O

(∫ 1

0

∣∣∣∣
q(r)−Q

r

∣∣∣∣ dr
)

The last three terms are O(1) since
∫ C

0 χ(r)dr
r <∞, q ∈ Cc and (4.53) holds. This shows that

L1,~ = Q log ~−1 +O(1).

Combining this asymptotics with (4.61), (4.62) into (4.60), we conclude that as ~→ 0,

L~ = − 1
π2 (2π~)n+1(Q log ~−1 +O(1)

)
.

4.3.3 Proof of Proposition 4.12

We now put together the different steps of the proof of Proposition 4.12. Recall that ϕ : Rn → Rn is a
C∞-diffeomorphism such that ϕ−1(Ω) = B. First by Proposition 4.13 with g = f(ϕ)

L~ =

∫
ei

(x−y)·ξ
~ F (x, y, ξ)(f |Ω(x)− f |Ω(y))2dξdxdy

=

∫
ei

(x−y)·ξ
~ G(x, y, ξ)(g|B(x)− g|B(y))2dξdxdy +O(~n+1)

and on the diagonal,

G(x, x, ξ) = F
(
ϕ(x), ϕ(x),Dϕ(x)−∗ξ

)
Jϕ(x), (x, ξ) ∈ R

2n.

Here we used that by construction, JΦ(x, y, ξ) = Jϕ(x)Jϕ(y)J−1
ϕ (x+y

2 ).
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Then, as G ∈ F(R2n,Rn), by Proposition 4.14, we obtain

L~ = (2π~)n+1( 1
π2Q log ~−1 +O(1)

)

where, if it exists,

Q = lim
r→0+

(
1

r

∫

Sn−1
G(ω, ω, rω)g(ω)2dω

)
.

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(ϕ(ω))Jϕ(ω)|Dϕ(ω)−∗ω|+O(r2)

= rR(ϕ̂(ω))Jϕ̂(ω) +O(r2)
(4.63)

where the map ϕ̂ : ∂B → ∂Ω is the C∞-diffeomorphism induced by ϕ on the boundary and the errors
are controlled uniformly over ω ∈ ∂B. To obtain (4.63), note that for any ω ∈ ∂B, we can decompose
Tω(Rn) = Tω(∂B) ⊕ Rω and, with x̂ = ϕ(ω), Tx̂(Rn) = Tx̂(∂Ω) ⊕ Rν(x̂) where ν(x̂) is the (unit) normal to
∂Ω at x̂. In this decomposition, since ϕ−1(Ω) = B the matrix of the differential Dϕ of the map ϕ has the
following from

Dϕ =

(
Dϕ̂ 0
⋆ α

)
, where α(ω) = ν(x̂) ·Dϕ(ω)ω, x̂ = ϕ(ω). (4.64)

In particular α > 0 on ∂B and, by taking determinants, this implies that for ω ∈ ∂B,

Jϕ(ω) = Jϕ̂(ω)α(ω) (4.65)

Moreover by definition of ν, for any ω ∈ ∂B and v ∈ Tω(∂B) = ω⊥,

0 = ν(ϕ(ω)) ·Dϕ(ω)u,

which shows that Dϕ(ω)∗ν(ϕ(ω)) is proportional to ω. According to (4.64), this implies that for ω ∈ ∂B,

Dϕ(ω)∗ν(ϕ(ω)) = α(ω)ω

and since
∣∣ν(ϕ(ω))

∣∣ = 1, we conclude that

1 = α(ω)|Dϕ(ω)−∗ω|

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

Q =

∫

∂B
R(ϕ̂(ω))f(ϕ̂(ω))2Jϕ̂(ω)dω =

∫

∂Ω
R(x̂)f(x̂)2dx̂

by a change of variable. In addition, we have

∫ 1

0

∫

Sn−1

∣∣∣∣
G(w,w, rw) − rR(ϕ̂(ω))Jϕ̂(ω)

r2

∣∣∣∣g(ω)2drdω <∞.

which guarantees that the condition (4.53) holds. This completes the proof.
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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 Ω ⋐ D is an open set with a smooth boundary and, according to Proposition 4.9,
(2π~)n−1

∥∥[Π̃, f |Ω]
∥∥2

J2 = Q(f) +O(1) as ~→ 0 where QΩ is the quadratic form

QΩ : f 7→ −1

(2π~)n+1

∫
ei

(x−y)·ξ
~ F (x, y, ξ)(f |Ω(x)− f |Ω(y))2dξdxdy

acting on smooth functions.
Moreover, by Proposition 4.12 and (4.13), in case Ω is contractible (C∞-diffeormorphic to Bn), one has

QΩ(f) = log ~−1V(f) +O(1) as ~→ 0 where V is the quadratic form

VΩ : f 7→ cn−1

π2

∫

∂Ω
|V (x̂)|n−1

2 f(x̂)2dx̂ (4.66)

acting on smooth functions.

We claim that there is a smooth partition of unity (χj)1≤j≤J such that

• χj|Ω = χj|Ωj where Ωj is a contractible set, for j ∈ [J ].

• (χi + χj)|Ω = (χi + χj)|Ωi,j where Ωi,j is a contractible set, for i, j ∈ [J ].

These sets are arbitrary smooth contractible sets. The condition χ|Ω = χ|Ωj is equivalent to

Ω ∩ (suppχ) = Ωj ∩ (suppχ),

so we can always choose a partition sufficiently fine so that these conditions hold. This partition is finite
since Ω is compact.

Thus, it follows that

QΩ(1) = QΩ
(∑J

j=1χj
)

=
∑J

i,j=1QΩ(χj + χi)−
∑J

j=1QΩ(χj)

=
∑J

i,j=1QΩij (χj + χi)−
∑J

j=1QΩj (χj)

= log ~−1
(∑J

i,j=1VΩij (χj + χi)−
∑J

j=1VΩj (χj)
)

+O(1)

Using that VΩij (χj + χi) = VΩ(χj + χi) and VΩj (χj) = VΩ(χj) for i, j ∈ [J ], we conclude that

QΩ(1) = log ~−1VΩ

(∑J
j=1χj

)
+O(1).

Similarly, we have for any f ∈ C∞(Rn), QΩ(f) = log ~−1 cn−1

π2 VΩ(f) +O(1) as ~→ 0.
According to Proposition 2.5, this shows that for any open set Ω ⋐ D with smooth boundary and any

f ∈ C∞(Rn),

(2π~)n−1
∥∥[Π, f |Ω]

∥∥2

J2 = (2π~)n−1
∥∥[Π̃, f |Ω]

∥∥2

J2 +O(1) = log ~−1VΩ(f) +O(1) as ~→ 0.

This completes the proof (with µ = 0 and V (x) < 0 for x ∈ Ω).
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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 Ω, var X(Ω) → ∞ as
~→∞. 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 Ω ⋐ D
with smooth boundary and any f ∈ C∞(Rn), (in distribution) as ~→ 0,

X(f |Ω)− E[X(f |Ω)]√
−(2π~)1−n log ~

⇒ N0,VΩ(f).

In particular, if Ω has disjoint components {Ω1, · · · ,Ωk}, VΩ =
∑k

j=1 VΩj according to (4.66), then

(
X(Ω1)− E[X(Ω1)]√
−(2π~)1−n log ~

, · · · , X(Ωk)− E[X(Ωk)]√
−(2π~)1−n log ~

)
⇒ N0,Σ

where Σ = diag
(VΩ1, · · · ,VΩk

)
.

Note that this argument cannot be directly applied to a collection of sets Ω1, · · · ,Ωk ⋐ D (open,
with smooth boundaries) with intersecting boundaries. However, we can use the off-diagonal decay of the
regularized kernel Π̃ and the estimates from Lemma 4.3 to show that the cross terms are negligible.

Lemma 4.17. Let Ω ⋐ D be open. The kernel (2.3) satisfies for (x, y) ∈ Ω2,

|Π̃(x, y)|2 ≤ C~
1−n

(~ + |x− y|)n+1

Proof. Let χ : Rn → [0, 1] be a smooth cutoff such that χ = 1 on Ω and χ = 0 on Ω′ where Ω′ is a
neighborhood of Ω in D. We proceed as in Section 4.2.1, we make a change of variable ξ = rω with r > c
(cf. (2.1)), ω ∈ Sn−1 and we apply the stationary phase method to the integral (2.3) in the variables (t, r)
with (x, y, ω, λ) fixed. The critical point is non-degenerate, given by (4.18) with σ = 0, so we obtain

χ(x)Π̃(x, y)χ(y) =
1

(2π~)n

∫
ei

Ψ1(x,x−y,ω,λ)
~ b(x, y, ω, λ)1{λ ≤ 0}dωdλ (4.67)

where b ∈ S1(R3n+1) is supported on
{|λ|, |x− y| ≤ ℓ}, and the phase Ψ1 vanishes on the diagonal {x = y}.

This already implies the following saturated bound, locally uniformly in the bulk:

|Π̃(x, y)| ≤ C~
−n.

Then, we can write
Ψ1(x, u, ω, λ) = u · ζ(x, u, ω, λ)

where the map ζ : R3n+1 → Rn is smooth on supp(b) and make a change of coordinates (λ, ω)→ ζ(x, u, ω, λ)
in (4.67). As in Section 4.2.2 (albeit using a simpler analysis), we claim that

ζ(x, u, ω, λ) = R(x, λ)ω +O(u), R =
√
λ− V (x)

and the error is smooth, so the matrix

∂ζ

∂λ∂ω
= R−1In +O(u)
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is non-degenerate since R ≥ c on supp(b) and ℓ≪ c. Hence, there is g ∈ S1(R3n), supported on
{|x−y| ≤ ℓ},

so that

(4.67) =
1

(2π~)n

∫
ei

(x−y)·ζ
~ g(x, y, ζ)1{λ(x, y, ζ) ≤ 0}dζ

where the map λ : R3n → R is smooth with on the diagonal {x = y},
λ(x, x, ζ) = |ζ|2 + V (x).

By perturbation, Hessζλ(x, y, ζ) is positive-definite for x ∈ Ω′, |x− y| ≤ ℓ so that {ζ ∈ Rn : λ(x, u, ζ) ≤ 0} is
a strongly convex body. Thus, by [31, Corollary 7.7.15], if u ∈ Rn 7→ Λ(x, y, u) denotes the Fourier transform
of ζ ∈ Rn 7→ 1{λ(x, y, ζ) ≤ 0}, then

sup
x,y∈Ω′

|Λ(x, y, u)| ≤ C

1 + |u|n+1
2

.

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

χ(x)Π̃(x, y)χ(y) = ~
−nΛ(x, y, ·) ∗ ĝ(x, y, ·)|x−y

~

where u ∈ Rn 7→ ĝ(x, y, u) is a Schwartz function. We conclude that

|χ(x)Π̃(x, y)χ(y)| ≤ C~
− n−1

2 |x− y|− n+1
2 .

which is the appropriate away from the diagonal.

Remark 4.18. The bound from Lemma 4.17 corresponds to |Π̃(x, y)| ≤ C~
−n
∣∣1̂{· ≤ 1}(x−y

~
)
∣∣ for (x, y) ∈ Ω2

(inside the bulk). This is consistent with the scaling limit of the regularized kernel Π̃. Namely, we showed
in [19] that for x ∈ D, ~nΠ̃(x+ ~u, x+ ~v)→ K(u− v) where K = Cn1̂{· ≤ cn} for some constants Cn, cn

depending only on the dimension n.

Given two open sets Ω1,Ω2 ⋐ D with smooth boundary such that |∂Ω1∩∂Ω2| = 0, Lemmas 4.17 and 4.3
imply that as ~→∞,

∣∣ tr([Π̃,1Ω1 ][Π̃,1Ω2])
∣∣ ≤ C~

1−n
∫ |(1Ω1(x)− 1Ω1(y))(1Ω2(x)− 1Ω2(y))|

(~ + |x− y|)n+1
dxdy = o

(
log(~−1)~1−n).

Then, expanding the square, under the assumptions of Theorem 2, it holds for α ∈ Rk,

[Π̃,
∑k

j=1 αk1Ωk
]‖2J2

(2π~)n−1(log ~−1)
=

k∑

j=1

αk[Π̃,1Ωk
]‖2J2

(2π~)n−1(log ~−1)
+ o(1) as ~→ 0.

Replacing Π̃ by the projector Π using Proposition 2.5, we conclude by Theorem 1 that as ~→ 0,

‖[Π,∑k
j=1 αk1Ωk

]‖2J2

(2π~)n−1(log ~−1)
=

k∑

j=1

αkVΩk
(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 Hβ(∂Ω1 ∩ ∂Ω2) < +∞ for some β < n− 1, then the last covariance bound improves to

Cov(X(1Ω1),X(1Ω2)) = O(~1−n)

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 Ω ⋐ D with a smooth
boundary ∥∥[Π,1Ω]

∥∥
J1 = O(~1−n| log ~|2). (5.1)

We begin by a simple truncation step.

Lemma 5.1. Let ϑ : R→ [0, 1] be any smooth function which equal to 1 on [−c/2, c/2]. Let Γ± = ϑ1R±(H)
and Θ± = ϑ1R±(w). It holds

‖[Π,1Ω]‖J1 ≤ ‖Γ−Θ+Γ+Θ−‖J1 + ‖Γ+Θ+Γ−Θ−‖J1 + ‖Γ+Θ−Γ−Θ+‖J1 + ‖Γ−Θ−Γ+Θ+‖J1 +O(~1−n).

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

{
Π = Γ− + f1(H)

1−Π = Γ+ + 1− f2(H)

{
1Ω = Θ− + f1(w)

1−Π = Θ+ + 1− f2(w)
(5.2)

where fj : R → [0, 1] are smooth functions, supported in (−∞, c] with f11R+ = 0 and (1 − f2)1R− = 0.
Second, observe that

[Π,1Ω] = 1ΩcΠ1Ω − 1ΩΠ1Ωc

= Π1ΩcΠ1Ω + (1−Π)1ΩcΠ1Ω − (1−Π)1ΩΠ1Ωc −Π1ΩΠ1Ωc .

Then, using that 1Ω1Ωc = 0, we can change the first and fourth terms as follows:

[Π,1Ω] = −Π1Ωc(1−Π)1Ω + (1−Π)1ΩcΠ1Ω − (1−Π)1ΩΠ1Ωc + Π1Ω(1−Π)1Ωc . (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 f1(H)(1 −Π) = 0 and Γ−(1− f2(H)) = 0, one has

Π1Ω(1−Π)1Ωc = Γ−1ΩΓ+1Ωc + [f1(H),1Ω](1−Π)1Ωc + Γ−[1Ω, 1− f2(H)]1Ωc

According to Proposition 2.6, both ‖[fj(H),1Ω]‖J1 = O(~1−n) for j ∈ {1, 2}, so

Π1Ω(1−Π)1Ωc = Γ−1ΩΓ+1Ωc +OJ1(~1−n).

Similarly,
Γ−1ΩΓ+1Ωc = Γ−Θ−Γ+Θ+ + Γ−[f1(w),Γ+]1Ωc + Γ−Θ−[Γ+, 1− f2(w)].

Observe that according to Lemma 2.9 and (1.10),

[f1(w),Γ±] = [f1(w), fj(H)]− [f1(w),Π] = OJ1(~1−n).

Thus, we conclude that
Π1Ω(1−Π)1Ωc = Γ−Θ−Γ+Θ+ +OJ1(~1−n).

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.

• Let w : Rn → R be a smooth function such that Ω = {w < 0} ⋐ D and ∂xw(x) 6= 0 for all
x ∈ ∂Ω = {w = 0}. In particular, we assume that ∂xw 6= 0 on {|w| ≤ c} by choosing the constant
c sufficiently small.

• Let ϑ : R → [0, 1] supported in [−c, c] and equal to 1 on [−c/2, c/2]. Let χ : R → [0, 1] supported in
[−1, 1] and equal to 1 on [−c, c].

• Let L := ⌊log2(~)⌋ and let ηk := ~2k for k ∈ N<L.

• Let χ0 := χ(~−1·) and
χk : x 7→ χ0(2−kx)− χ0(21−kx), k ∈ N<L.

We also let χL : x 7→ χ(x)− χ0(21−Lx). We use a similar notation for (ϑk)L
k=0.

• We use the shorthand notation, χ±
k = χk1R± for k ∈ [0, L]; similarly for (ϑ±

k )L
k=0.

• We let ψ±
k := ϑ·(χ±

k ∗ρ~) for k ∈ [1, L], as in the Notation of Section 2.1. In particular, χ±
k , ψ

±
k : R→ [0, 1]

are in Sηk for k ∈ [1, L].

• For k ∈ [1, L], let ϑ̆±
k be in Sηk such that

χ±
k = χ±

k χ̆
±
k , χ∓

k χ̆
±
m = 0, for k,m ∈ [1, 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 Θ± =
∑L

k=0 ϑk(w) and Γ± =
∑L

k=1 χ̃
±
k (H) + Υ± where the

errors satisfy
‖Υ±‖J1 = O(~1−n) ‖Υ±‖L2→L2 ≤ 1.

Proof. The decomposition of Θ± is obvious, so we focus on the decomposition of Γ+ (Γ− is handled similarly).
By construction

∑L
k=0 χ

+
k = 1R+ on [−c, c]. So, since ρ is a Schwartz mollifier, we claim that for every m ∈ N,

there is κm : R→ [−1, 1], smooth with compact support so that

∑L
k=1 χ

+
k ∗ ρ~ = 1R+ + κm(~−1·) +O(~m) with a smooth error on [−c, c].

By Lemma 2.7, this implies that
∑L

k=1 χ̃
±
k (H) = Γ+ + Υ+ where the operator Υ+ satisfies

‖Υ±‖J1 = O(~1−n) ‖Υ±‖L2→L2 ≤ 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 ‖Γ+Θ+Γ−Θ−‖J1 ≤ C~
1−nL2; since

the other terms are handled similarly. By Lemma 5.2,

Γ+Θ+Γ−Θ− =
∑

i,k≥1

∑

j,m≥0

χ̃+
i (H)ϑ+

j (w)χ̃−
k (H)ϑ−

m(w) +OJ1(~1−n)

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

I :=
∑

i,k≥1;j,m≥0
i+j≤k+m

χ̃+
i (H)ϑ+

j (w)χ̃−
k (H)ϑ−

m(w) and II :=
∑

i,k≥1;j,m≥0
i+j>k+m

χ̃+
i (H)ϑ+

j (w)χ̃−
k (H)ϑ−

m(w)
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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

χ̃+
i (H)ϑ+

j (w)χ̃−
k (H)ϑ−

m(w) = χ̃+
i (H)ϑ+

j (w)
[[
χ̃−

k (H), ϑ−
m(w)

]
, ϑ̆−

m(w)
]
.

Then, we can bound

‖χ̃+
i (H)ϑ+

j (w)χ̃−
k (H)ϑ−

m(w)‖J1 ≤ ‖χ̃+
i (H)ϑ+

j (w)‖J2

{
‖χ̃−

k (H)ϑ−
m(w)‖J2 if ηkηm ≤ ~∥∥[[χ̃−

k (H), ϑ−
m(w)

]
, ϑ̆−

m(w)
]∥∥

J2 if ηkηm > ~
.

According to Proposition 3.1, there exists a constant C > 0 so that for any k ∈ [1, L] and m ∈ [0, L],

{∥∥[[χ̃±
k (H), ϑ±

m(w)
]
, ϑ̆±

m(w)
]∥∥2

J2 ≤ C~
3−nη−2

k η−2
m = C~

−1−n2−2(k+m) if ηkηm > ~,

‖χ̃±
k (H)ϑ±

m(w)‖2J2 . ~
−nηk‖ϑ±

m(w)‖2L2 ≤ C~
−nηkηm = C~

2−n2k+m.

Here we used that ‖ϑ±
m(w)‖2L2 . ηm for m ∈ [0, L]. Altogether, this implies that

‖I‖J1 ≤
∑

i,k≥1;j,m≥0
i+j≤k+m

‖χ̃+
i (H)ϑ+

j (w)χ̃−
k (H)ϑ−

m(w)‖J1

≤ C2

(
~

2−n
∑

i+j≤k+m
~2k+m≤1

2
i+j+k+m

2 + ~
1
2

−n
∑

i+j≤k+m
1≤~2k+m

2
i+j

2
−(k+m)

)
.

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

∑

i+j≤k+m
~2k+m≤1

2
i+j+k+m

2 ≤ L2
∑

~2m≤1

2m ≤ 2~−1L2 and
∑

i+j≤k+m
1≤~2k+m

2
i+j

2
−(k+m) ≤ L2

∑

~2m≥1

2− m
2 ≤ 2~

1
2L2.

Hence, we conclude that
‖I‖J1 = O(L2

~
1−n). (5.5)

We have a similar control for II, which we expect by symmetry. Let us first record that

∑

i,k≥1

∑

j,m≥0

∥∥[χ̃+
i (H), ϑ+

j (w)
]∥∥

J2

∥∥[χ̃−
k (H), ϑ−

m(w)
]∥∥

J2 =

( ∑

k≥1,m≥0

∥∥[χ̃+
k (H), ϑ+

m(w)
]∥∥

J2

)2

and, as above (by Proposition 3.1),

∑

k≥1,m≥0

∥∥[χ̃+
k (H), ϑ+

m(w)
]∥∥

J2 ≤ C
(
~

1− n
2

∑

~2k+m≤1

2
k+m

2 + ~
− n

2

∑

~2k+m≥1

2− k+m
2

)
= O(L~ 1−n

2
)
.

This estimate shows that

II =
∑

i,k≥1;j,m≥0
i+j>k+m

ϑ+
j (w)χ̃+

i (H)ϑ−
m(w)χ̃−

k (H) +OJ1

(
L2

~
1−n).

Now, using that

ϑ+
j (w)χ̃+

i (H)ϑ−
m(w)χ̃−

k (H) =
[
ϑ̆+

j (w),
[
ϑ−

j (w), χ̃−
i (H)

]]
ϑ−

m(w)χ̃−
k (H)

we can proceed exactly as above to show that ‖II‖J1 = O(L2
~

1−n
)
. This completes the proof.
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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 [Π,1Ω] 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 < Π ≤ 1 locally trace-class. Then, for any open set Ω ⋐ X with smooth boundary,

2
∥∥[Π,1Ω]

∥∥2

J2 ≤ SΩ(X) ≤ 4
∥∥[Π,1Ω]

∥∥2

J2 log

(‖[Π,1Ω]‖J1

‖[Π,1Ω]‖2J2

)
.

Since we establish that ‖[Π,1Ω]‖2J2 ≃ c~1−n log(~−1) for some constant c > 0 if Ω ⋐ D is an open set
with smooth boundary and ‖[Π,1Ω]‖J1 ≤ C log(~−1)‖[Π,1Ω]‖2J2 as ~→ 0, Theorem 3 follows directly from
Lemma 5.3. We now turn to its proof.

Let s : [0, 1] → R+, given by s : λ 7→ −λ log(λ)−(1−λ) log(1−λ) . Recall that for a general determinantal
point process X, defined on a Polish space S and associated with a locally trace-class operator 0 < Π ≤ 1,
the (entanglement) entropy of any open set Ω ⋐ X with smooth boundary is

SΩ(X) =
∑

n∈N

s(λn), (5.6)

where {λn} denote the non-trivial eigenvalues of operator Π|Ω = 1ΩΠ1Ω – {λn} 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 Π1ΩΠ and the square-
commutator −[Π,1Ω]2. 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]2 commute. The spectral data of −[P,Q]2, on the orthogonal of its kernel, consists exactly
of the eigenpairs (λ(1 − λ), u) and (λ(1− λ), [P,Q]u), where (λ, u) is an eigenpair of PQP with λ > 0.
Thus, given f : [0, 1

4 ]→ R+ continuous with f(0) = 0 and g : λ ∈ [0, 1] 7→ f(λ(1− λ)), one has

tr f(−[P,Q]2) = 2 tr g(PQP ). (5.7)

Proof. Using that P 2 = P and Q2 = Q, we simply compute

P [P,Q]2 = [P,Q]2P = PQPQP − PQP = PQP (PQP − 1). (5.8)

So (P,−[P,Q]2) commute. Then, using that (P,−[P,Q]2) and (Q,−[P,Q]2) commute, we also have

[PQP, [P,Q]2] = PQ[P,Q]2P − P [P,Q]2QP = P [Q, [P,Q]2]P = 0.

Thus (PQP,−[P,Q]2) also commute as claimed.

Since (P,−[P,Q]2) commute, the spectral data of −[P,Q]2 can be decomposed into the spectral data of
−P [P,Q]2P and −(1 − P )[P,Q]2(1 − P ). Then, (5.8) shows that any eigenpair (λ, u) of PQP with λ > 0
gives an eigenpair (λ(1 − λ), u) of −P [P,Q]2P . This means that for σ > 0, the eigenspace of −P [P,Q]2P
associated with σ is Fσ = ker(PQP − λ) if σ = λ(1− λ). By the spectral theorem, this gives the complete
spectral data of −P [P,Q]2P , on the orthogonal of its kernel.

Now, let σ > 0 be an eigenvalue of −(1 − P )[P,Q]2(1 − P ) and let Eσ the associated eigenspace and
T := [P,Q]. Since Eσ ⊂ ker(P ), one has for u ∈ Eσ,

Tu = PQu, −[P,Q]2u = σu and − P [P,Q]2P (Tu) = −PQ[P,Q]2u = σPQu = σTu
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using the commutation relations. This shows that (σ, Tu) is an eigenpair of −P [P,Q]2P . Moreover,
T 2 = −σI on Eσ, so that T : Eσ → Fσ is 1-1.

In conclusion, ker(−[P,Q]2 − σ) = span{u, Tu : u ∈ ker(PQP − λ)} if σ = λ(1 − λ) with λ > 0 so that
choosing an orthonormal basis {(λk, uk)}k∈N of eigenfunction of PQP , by the spectral theorem (PQP ≥ 0),
for any f : R+ → R+, continuous with f(0) = 0, one has

tr f(−[P,Q]2) = 2
∑

λk>0

f(λk(1− λk)) = 2 tr g(PQP )

where g(λ) = f(λ(1 − λ)). Note that since PQP ≤ 1, one can consider only test functions f defined on
[0, 1

4 ], both sides of (5.7) are non-negative and possibly infinite.

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, 1

4 ]→ R+ continuous with f(0) = 0,

tr f(−[Π,1Ω]2)

(2π~)1−n log ~−1
→ 8CΩ

∫

[0,
1
4 ]

f(σ)

σ
√

1− 4σ
dσ.

We now turn to show the inequalities for the entropy.

Proof of Lemma 5.3. Considering (5.6), the map s = f(λ(1− λ)) where f : [0, 1
4 ]→ R+ is given by

f : σ 7→ −1−
√

1−4σ
2 log(1−

√
1−4σ
2 )− 1+

√
1−4σ
2 log(1+

√
1−4σ
2 ).

This function is continuous with f(0) = 0 (one has f(σ) ∼ −σ log(σ) as σ → 0) so that, according to
Lemma 5.4, we can rewrite

SΩ(X) = tr f(−[Π,1Ω]2).

The proof is based on the basic inequalities, for σ ∈ [0, 1
4 ],

cσ ≤ f(σ) ≤ −2σ log σ. (5.9)

Observe that these function are all smooth, increasing, concave on (0, 1
4) and take the values 0, respectively

log 2 at the endpoints; so the inequality (5.9) follows from the fact that f ′(σ) ∼ log(1/σ) as σ → 0.
Thus, by monotonicity, with g : σ 7→ −2σ log σ, we obtain

c‖[Π,1Ω]‖2J2 ≤ SΩ ≤ tr g(−[Π,1Ω]2).

We now relate the upper-bound to the trace-norm of the commutator [Π,1Ω]. We can assume that
‖[Π,1Ω]‖J1 <∞, otherwise there is nothing to prove, in which case ‖[Π,1Ω]‖2J1 =

∑
n∈N σn <∞ where {σn}

denotes the non-zero eigenvalues of −[Π,1Ω]2. Then, by convexity of σ 7→ log(σ−1/2) on R+ and Jensen’s
inequality,

∑
n∈Nσn log(σ−1/2

n ) ≤ (∑n∈Nσn

)
log

(∑
n∈N σ

1/2
n∑

n∈N σn

)

or equivalently,

1
4 tr g(−[Π,1Ω]2) ≤

∥∥[Π,1Ω]
∥∥2

J2 log

(‖[Π,1Ω]‖J1

‖[Π,1Ω]‖2J2

)
.

This completes the proof.
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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 C k,
independently of semiclassical parameter ~, and the integral depends on a parameter z ∈ ℧. 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 Ω ⋐ Rd and ℧ ⋐ Rq be open. Let
Φ : Ω × ℧ → R be a smooth function2 such that ∂xΦ(x, z) = 0 has a unique solution (xz, z) ∈ Ω × ℧

with Φ(xz, z) = 0 and the Hessian ∇2
xΦ(xz, z) is non-degenerate for z ∈ ℧. Let a ∈ S1(Ω × ℧) be classical

symbol. Then, there exists another classical symbol b ∈ S1(℧) so that

∫

Ω
ei

Φ(x,z)
~ a(x, z)dx = (2π~)

d
2 b(z, ~)

and the principal part of b is given by b0(z) = a0(xz, z)/
√

det∇2
xΦ(xz, z) for z ∈ A.

On the other hand, if x 7→ Φ(x, z) has no critical points in Ω, then

∫

Ω
ei

Φ(x,z)
~ a(x, z)dx = O(~∞)

where the error term is controlled in S1(℧).

The goal of this section is to generalize the above expansion when the symbol a ∈ Sδ is sufficiently
regular (δ ≥ ~

1
2 ) with an explicit control of the error. We begin by the simple case where the phase Φ has

no critical point within the support of the symbol a.

Lemma A.2. For d, q ∈ N, let Ω ⋐ Rd and ℧ ⋐ Rq be open. Let Φ : Ω × ℧ → R be a smooth function
such that ∂xΦ(x, z) = 0 has a unique solution (xz, z) ∈ Ω×℧ and the Hessian ∇2

xΦ(xz, z) is non-degenerate

for all z ∈ ℧. Let δ ≥ ~
1
2 and a ∈ Cc(Ω × ℧) with a ∈ Sδ

x and suppose that for z ∈ ℧, a(x, z) = 0 for
x ∈ B(xz, ǫ) for some ǫ ≥ δ. Then, for every k ∈ N,

sup
z∈℧

∣∣∣∣~
− d

2

∫
ei

Φ(x,z)
~ a(x, z)dx

∣∣∣∣ ≤ Ck

(
~

δǫ

)k

.

In particular, if a ∈ Sδ(Ω × ℧) with δ ≥ ~
1
2 and ǫδ ≫ ~, then as ~→ 0

∫
ei

Φ(x,z)
~ a(x, z)dx = OC ∞(~∞). (A.1)

Proof. To ease notation, we treat the case without parameter: ℧ = ∅, Φ : Ω→ R is a smooth function with
a unique non-degenerate critical point x∅ ∈ Ω and a ∈ Sδ(Ω) with a = 0 on B(x∅, ǫ) with ǫ ≥ δ ≥ ~

1/2. By

assumptions, x 7→ a(x)
|∇Φ(x)|2 is a smooth function, so that integrating by parts, we have

∫
ei

Φ(x)
~ a(x)dx = i~

∫
ei

Φ(x)
~

a(x)Ψ(x) +∇a(x) · ∇Φ(x)

|∇Φ(x)|2 dx

where Ψ : x 7→ ∆Φ(x) + |∇Φ(x)|2∇Φ(x) · ∇|∇Φ(x)|−2 is also smooth on Ω. We can perform this operation
k times, and we obtain differential operators Lj;k of degree ≤ j (taking values into symmetric j-tensors)
whose coefficients are smooth functions (depending on Φ) so that

∫
ei

Φ(x)
~ a~(x)dx = (i~)k

∫
ei

Φ(x)
~

∑

0≤j≤k

∇Φ(x)⊗j · Lj;ka(x)

|∇Φ(x)|2k
dx. (A.2)

2In fact, it is not necessary to assume that the phase Φ and the symbol a are smooth with respect to the parameter z ∈ ℧;
continuity suffices.
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Since x∅ is the unique non-degenerate critical point of Φ, |∇Φ(x)| ≍ |x − x∅| for x ∈ Ω, so we have the
following estimates, for every 0 ≤ j ≤ k:

|∇Φ(x)⊗j · Lj;ka(x)|
|∇Φ(x)|2k

≤ Ckδ
−j |x− x∅|−2k+j , x ∈ Ω.

Then, using that a = 0 on B(x∅, ǫ) with ǫ ≥ δ, we obtain for every k ≥ d and for every 0 ≤ j ≤ k,

∫ |∇Φ(x)⊗j · Lj;ka(x)|
|∇Φ(x)|2k

dx ≤ Ckδ
−jǫ−2k+j+d ≤ Ckδ

−kǫ−k+d.

We conclude that for every k ≥ d,

∣∣∣∣~
− d

2

∫

Ω
ei

Φ(x)
~ a(x)dx

∣∣∣∣ ≤ Ck~
k−d/2δ−kǫ−k+d = Ck

(
~

δǫ

)k−d
(
~

1/2

δ

)d

which proves the claim in case ℧ = ∅ using the condition δ ≥ ~
1/2. The argument remains the same if (Φ, a)

depend continuously on a parameter z ∈ ℧ and the estimates are uniform provided that ℧ is relatively
compact. In particular, if ǫδ ≫ ~, we obtain uniformly for z ∈ ℧,

∫
ei

Φ(x,z)
~ a(x, z)dx = O(~∞).

If we apply ∂α
z to the LHS, we obtain a similar integral with another symbol aα ∈ Sδ times ~

−|α|, so this
proves (A.1).

Proposition A.2 already implies that such oscillatory integrals are uniformly bounded.

Corollary A.3. Let Φ satisfy the assumptions of Lemma A.2. Then, for any a ∈ Sδ(Ω × ℧) with δ ≥ ~
1
2 ,

as ~→ 0,

~
− d

2

∫

Ω
ei

Φ(x,z)
~ a(x, z)dx = OSδ (1).

Proof. By a change of variable, we can assume without loss of generality that xz = 0 for z ∈ ℧ and δ = ~
1
2 .

Let χ ∈ C∞
c (Rd) be a cutoff with χ = 1 on the unit ball and we split

~
− d

2

∫

Ω
ei

Φ(x,z)
~ a(x, z)dx = ~

− d
2

∫

Ω
ei

Φ(x,z)
~ a(x, z)χ(x/δ)dx + ~

− d
2

∫

Ω
ei

Φ(x,z)
~ b(x, z)dx

where b : (x, z) 7→ a(x, z)(1 − χ(δ−1x)) is also in Sδ. Hence, by Lemma A.2, the second integral is O(1),
while the first integral is also O(1) by a direct volume estimate.

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. For d, q ∈ N, let Ω ⋐ Rd and ℧ ⋐ Rq be open. Let Φ : Ω× ℧→ R be a smooth function
such that ∂xΦ(x, z) = 0 has a unique solution (xz, z) ∈ Ω×℧ with Φ(xz, z) = 0 and the Hessian ∇2

xΦ(xz, z)

is non-degenerate for z ∈ ℧. Let a ∈ Sδ(Ω ×℧) with δ ≥ ~
1
2 . Then for every ℓ ∈ N0, as ~→ 0,

(2πi~)− d
2

∫
ei

Φ(x,z)
~ a(x, z)dx =

∑

0≤j<ℓ

~
jLj

xa(xz, z) +OSδ

(
(~δ−2)ℓ) (A.3)

where, for j ∈ N0, Lj
x is a differential operator (acting on x) of degree 2j whose coefficients depend only on

the phase Φ. In addition, if supp(a) ⊆ A, then for every ℓ ∈ N0 and ǫ ∈ [δ, 1], as ~→ 0,

(2πi~)− d
2

∫
ei

Φ(x,z)
~ a(x, z)dx = OSδ

((
~

δǫ

)ℓ)
uniformly on

{
z ∈ ℧ : dist

(
(xz, z),A

) ≥ ǫ}. (A.4)
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Proof. To compute the integral (A.3), we apply Morse lemma (with parameters) to the phase Φ, see [31,
p502]. By Lemma A.2 applied with a fixed ǫ, we can assume that a is supported on an arbitrary small
neighborhood U ⊂ Rd×q of the critical point (xz, z), up to a negligible error (in the sense of (A.1)). Then,
by a C∞ diffeormorphism ϕ, there is coordinate system such that the critical points are (0, z) and the phase

Φ(x, z) =
x ·Hx

2
, H =

(
Id−α 0

0 −Iα

)
,

where α ∈ [0, d] is the Morse index, that is, the number of negative eigenvalues of the non-degenerate matrix
matrix ∇2

xΦ(xz, z) – by continuity α is constant (independent of z ∈ ℧ and so is the phase Φ in this new
coordinate system). Moreover, the symbol b = a(ϕ) ∈ Sδ with the same δ. Consequently, it suffices to show
that the integral

R0 : z 7→ (2πi~)− d
2

∫
ei xHx

2~ b(x, z)dx

has an expansion of the type (A.3) as ~ → 0. First, by Corollary A.3, since the phase is independent of z,
by differentiating under the integral, R0 ∈ Sδ(℧) and it satisfies (A.4), by Lemma A.2.

Let L := i(∇x ·H∇x) and b1 := δ2Lb. Observe that if we integrate by parts twice, for any λ > 0,

−∂λ

[
λ

d
2

∫
eiλ

xHx
2~ b(x, z)dx

]
= ~λ

d
2

−2
∫
eiλ

xHx
2~ Lb(x, z)dx. (A.5)

Moreover, by the standard stationary phase (Proposition A.1 – for a fixed ~ with b independent of λ):

lim
λ→+∞

(
λ

2πi~

) d
2
∫
eiλ

xHx
2~ b(x, z)dx = i−αb(0, z)

= i−α|det∇2
xΦ(xz, z)|−1/2a(xz, z)

(A.6)

going back to the original coordinate system. We have b1 ∈ Sδ, so by Corollary A.3,

sup
z∈℧,λ≥1

∣∣∣∣~
− d

2λ
d
2

∫
eiλ

xHx
2~ b1(x, z)dx

∣∣∣∣ = O(1)

and

R1(z) := (2πi~)− d
2

∫ ∞

1
λ

d
2

−2
{∫

eiλ
xHx
2~ b1(x, z)dx

}
dλ

is also in Sδ (just like the symbol b1 by differentiating under the integral). Thus, integrating both sides of
(A.5) for λ ∈ [1,∞), by (A.6), we obtain

R0(z) = i−αb(0, z) + ~δ−2R1(z).

This proves the claim for ℓ = 1 with L0 = i−α (in this coordinate system). The general expansion follows
by induction: for ℓ ∈ N, let bℓ := δ2ℓLℓb and

Rℓ(z) := (2πi~)− d
2

∫ ∞

1
λ

d
2

−2gℓ(λ)

{∫
eiλ

xHx
2~ bℓ(x, z)dx

}
dλ (A.7)

with g1 = 1 and for ℓ ∈ N, gℓ+1 : [1,∞)→ [0, 1] is the solution of

g′
ℓ+1(λ) = λ−2gℓ(λ) , gℓ+1(1) = 0.
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In particular, gℓ is non-decreasing and gℓ(∞) = limλ→∞ gℓ(λ) exists for every ℓ ≥ 2. By an integration by
parts, using (A.5)–(A.6),

Rℓ(z) = gℓ+1(∞)i−αbℓ(0, z) − (2πi~)− d
2

∫ ∞

1
gℓ+1(λ)∂λ

{
λ

d
2

∫
eiλ

xHx
2~ bℓ(x, z)dx

}
dλ

= gℓ+1(∞)i−αbℓ(0, z) + ~δ−2Rℓ+1(z).

By induction, gℓ+1(∞) =

∫ ∞

1

g′
ℓ(σ)

σ
dσ =

∫ ∞

1

gℓ−1(σ)

σ3
dσ = · · · = 1

(ℓ− 1)!

∫ ∞

1

g1(σ)

σℓ+1
dσ =

1

ℓ!
, so we conclude

that for ℓ ∈ N,
R0(z) = i−α∑ℓ

k=0(~δ−2)kbk(0, z)/k! + (~δ−2)ℓ+1Rℓ+1(z).

Since bk = δ2kLkb for k ∈ N0, this proves (A.3) with Lk = i−α (i∇·H∇)k

k! in this coordinate system. Going
back to the original coordinates, Lk are differential operators of degree 2k whose coefficients depend only
on the phase Φ with L0 = i−α|det∇2

xΦ|−1/2 as a multiplication operator.

Remark A.5. We give a slight generalization of Proposition A.4. Let g : Ω×℧→ R, C1, such that ∇g 6= 0
on {|g| < 1}. Let a ∈ Sδ(Ω × ℧) with δ ≥ ~

1
2 , assume that supp(a) ⊂ {|g| < 1} and it holds for ℓ ∈ N,

ǫ ∈ [δ, 1],

a = OSδ

((
~

δǫ

)ℓ)
uniformly on {|g(x, z)| > ǫ}. (A.8)

Then, setting f(z) := Cg(xz, z) for z ∈ ℧ and some constant C ≥ 1, it holds for ℓ ∈ N,ǫ ∈ [δ, 1],

(2πi~)− d
2

∫
ei

Φ(x,z)
~ a(x, z)dx = OSδ

((
~

δǫ

)ℓ)
uniformly on {|f(z)| > ǫ}.

This follows directly by splitting the integral

(2πi~)− d
2

{∫
ei

Φ(x,z)
~ a(x, z)χǫ(g(x, z))dx +

∫
ei

Φ(x,z)
~ a(x, z)

{
1− χǫ(g(x, z))

}
dx

}

where χ : R→ [0, 1] is a smooth cutoff supported in B1 and equals to 1 on a neighborhood of 0. In particular,
since ǫ ≥ δ, both symbols are in Sδ and the first integral satisfies (A.4) with A = {|g(x, z)| ≤ ǫ}. Moreover,
since g is not degenerate,

{
z ∈ ℧ : |f(z)| > ǫ

} ⊂ {z ∈ ℧ : dist
(
(xz, z),A

) ≥ ǫ}

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

δǫ

)∞)
.

In the case of the “standard” phase Φ(x, ξ) = x · ξ, which is relevant for pseudo-differential calculus,
we can also perform a stationary phase even in the case where the scalings in x, ξ are different and the
amplitude does not necessarily belong to Sδ(R2n) with δ ≥ ~

1
2 . Adapting the proof of Proposition A.4, we

obtain the following statement.

Proposition A.6. Let a : R2n+m → R with a ∈ Sε1
x × Sε2

ξ × Sη
z with ε1, ε2, η ∈ [~, 1] and assume that

ε1ε2 ≥ ~. Then for every ℓ ∈ N0, as ~→ 0,

1

(2πi~)n

∫
ei

x·ξ
~ a(x, ξ, z)dxdξ =

∑

0≤k<ℓ

1

k!
(i~∂x · ∂ξ)ka(x, ξ, z)

∣∣
x=ξ=0

+OSη

((
~

ε1ε2

)ℓ)
. (A.9)
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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 Φ : X 7→ X·HX

2 where H is a constant non-degenerate matrix (detH 6= 0), then the operator

Lk := i−α(detH)−1/2 (i∇ ·H∇)k

k!
, for k ∈ N0.

Moreover, in the special case H = ( 0 In
In 0 ) and X = (x, ξ) for n ∈ N (so that Φ(X) = x ·ξ, if ε1, ε2 ≥

√
~, then

the expansion (A.9) follows directly from Proposition A.4. Note that by differentiating under the integral,
since a ∈ Sη

z , the error term is controlled in the class Sη.
We deal with the general case by a change of variable. Without loss of generality, we assume that ε1 ≥ ε2

and that the symbol a is independent of the parameter z. Let (γ, δ) = (
√
ε2/ε1,

√
ε1ε2), let χ ∈ C ∞

c (Rn, [0, 1])

be such that χ = 1 on Bn and, let θk(ξ) = 1−χ(ξ)
|ξ|2k ξ⊗k for ℓ ∈ N0. Note that γ, δ ∈ [

√
~, 1] and let χγ = χ(·/γ)

and θk
γ = θk(·/γ). We split

∫
ei

x·ξ
~ a(x, ξ)dxdξ =

∫
ei

x·ξ
~ a(x, ξ)χγ(ξ)dxdξ +

∫
ei

x·ξ
~ a(x, ξ)θ0

γ(ξ)dxdξ.

We can perform repeated integration by parts in the second integral (writing −i~ξ·∂x

|ξ2| ei
x·ξ
~ = ei

x·ξ
~ ), we obtain

for any k ∈ N,

∫
ei

x·ξ
~ a(x, ξ)dxdξ =

∫
ei

x·ξ
~ a(x, ξ)χγ(ξ)dxdξ +

(i~)k

(ε1γ)k

∫
ei

x·ξ
~ ak(x, ξ) · θk

γ(ξ)dxdξ.

where ak = εk
1∂

k
xa is in Sε1 and ε1γ = δ. Since ak is uniformly bounded and compactly supported and∥∥θk

γ(ξ)
∥∥

L1 = Ok(1) if k > n, this shows that

∫
ei

x·ξ
~ a(x, ξ)dxdξ =

∫
ei

x·ξ
~ a(x, ξ)χγ(ξ)dxdξ +O(~∞).

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

ã(x, ξ) := a(x/γ, ξγ)χ(ξ),

we have ã ∈ Sδ(R2n) (in particular this symbol has a fixed compact support and δ ≥
√
~) and

1

(2πi~)n

∫
ei

x·ξ
~ a(x, ξ)dxdξ =

1

(2πi~)n

∫
ei

x·ξ
~ ã(x, ξ)dxdξ +O(~∞)

=
∑

0≤k<ℓ

~
kLkã(x, ξ)

∣∣
x=ξ=0

+O((~δ−2)ℓ)

by applying Proposition A.4. Since Lkã = Lka = 1
k!(i~∂x · ∂ξ)ka 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 : R2n+m → R, bounded with compact support, and assume that

(x, ξ) 7→
∫
a(x, ξ, z)dz is in Sε1

x × Sε2
ξ for some ε1, ε2 ∈ [~, 1] with ε1ε2 ≥ ~. Then for every ℓ ∈ N0, as

~→ 0,

1

(2πi~)n

∫
ei

x·ξ
~ a(x, ξ, z)dxdξdz =

∑

0≤k<ℓ

1

k!

∫
(i~∂x · ∂ξ)ka(x, ξ, z)

∣∣
x=ξ=0

dz +O
((

~

ε1ε2

)ℓ)
.
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Proof. By assumption, we can apply Proposition A.6 to the symbol (x, ξ) 7→
∫
a(x, ξ, 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.

Corollary A.8. Let m, ℓ ∈ N and ε1, ε2, δ ∈ [~, 1] with ε1 ≤ δ and ε1ε2 ≥ ~. Let (t, σ, z) 7→ a(t, σ, z) be in
Sε1

t (R)×Sε2
σ (R) and supported in {z ∈ ℧} with ℧ ⋐ Rm open (℧ is allowed to depend on the scales ε1, ε2, δ).

Assume that a(t, σ, z) = OS
ε1
t ×S

ε2
σ

((
~

εδ

)ℓ)
uniformly for t ∈ [−δ, δ], σ ∈ R, z ∈ ℧, then as ~→ 0,

1

2πi~

∫
ei

tσ
~ a(t, σ, z)dtdσdz = O

(
|℧|( ~

εδ

)ℓ)
, ε = min(ε1, ε2).

Let g : Rn → R, C1, such that {|g| ≤ 1}, ∂xg 6= 0 on {g = 0} is compact, and a ∈ Sε1
t (R) × Sε2

σ (R) is
supported in {|g| ≤ 1}. In particular, if it holds for ℓ ≥ 2 and δ ∈ [ε1, 1]

a(t, σ, z) = OS
ε1
t ×S

ε2
σ

((
~

εδ

)ℓ)
uniformly for t ∈ [−δ, δ], σ ∈ R, z ∈ {|g| ≥ δ}

then
1

2πi~

∫
ei

tσ
~ a(t, σ, z)dtdσdz = O(( ~

εε1

)ℓ)
.

Proof. We simply introduce a smooth cutoff χ : R → [0, 1] such that χ = 0 on R \ [−1, 1] and χ† = 1 − χ
satisfies χ† = 0 on [−1

2 ,
1
2 ]. Then, by repeated integrations by part, it holds for z ∈ ℧,

∫
ei

tσ
~ a(t, σ, z)dtdσ =

∫
ei

tσ
~ χ(t/δ)a(t, σ, z)dtdσ +

(
i~
ηδ

)k ∫
ei

tσ
~

χ†(t/δ)
(t/δ)k η

k∂k
σa(t, σ, z)dtdσ

By assumption, both symbols (t, σ) 7→ χ(t/δ)a(t, σ, z) and (t, σ) 7→ χ†(t/δ)
(t/δ)k η

k∂k
σa(t, σ, z) are OS

ε1
t ×S

ε2
σ

((
~

εδ

)k)

uniformly for z ∈ ℧, hence Proposition A.6 shows that the first integral is O(~( ~

εδ

)k)
and the second is O(~)

uniformly for z ∈ ℧. Then, by integrating over z ∈ ℧, this completes the proof.
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