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ESTIMATES ON THE NUMBER OF
SCATTERING POLES NEAR THE REAL AXIS
FOR STRICTLY CONVEX OBSTACLES

by J. SIOSTRAND & M. ZWORSKI

0. Introduction.

In this paper we consider scattering by strictly convex obstacles and
study the angular density of scattering poles near the real axis. We obtain
optimal estimates on the rate at which this density decays as the angle
goes to zero. This answers a question suggested by our work on the angular
density of poles conducted in a more abstract setting ([SZ2], Corollary 1.3).
The presentation in this paper is essentially self contained but the method
of proof follows some ideas first developed in [S].

Let © C R™ with n odd be an open bounded set with a smooth
strictly convex boundary. Let —P denote the Dirichlet Laplacian on R™\O.
In other words, P is the Friedrichs extension of —A = —282], defined
on C§°(R™\0). Following the standard terminology, we then define the
scattering poles as the poles of the meromorphic extension of (P—k?)~! :
C*(R™\O) — C®°(R"\O) from {k € C;Imk > 0} to C. Global bounds
on the number of poles in the case of odd n were first obtained by R.
Melrose [M1], [M2]. More general results (for general compactly supported
perturbations of the Laplacian) were obtained by the present authors [SZ1]
and later by Vodev [V].

Key words : Resonance — Scattering pole — Complex scaling — Semi-classical.
A.M.S. Classification : 35P20 — 35515 — 35P25 — 47A20.
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If for 6 €]0,80] with & > 0 small and fixed, we let Ns()\) denote the
number of poles in {k € C; 0 < |k| < A\, 0 < —argk < 6}, then it follows
from the general result in [SZ2] that

(0.1) Ns(A) < £(8)A™, A > A(6),

for some positive function A = A(§) and with a constant £(6) that tends to
zero when § tends to zero, and we were able to estimate (&) by 62/5. On the
other hand, in the case when O is a ball, the poles can be expressed as zeros
of special functions, in which case (see [0]) we can take (§) = O(6%/2) and
in fact this estimate is optimal. In the present paper, we shall prove :

THEOREM. — There exist a constant Cy > 0 and a positive contin-
uous function A = \(6) on 10, 8], such that

(0.2) Ns(X) < Co83/2A\", for 0 < 6 < 69, X > A(6).

Remark. — In the above result we assumed that n is odd. It will
be clear from the proof (and the techniques of [SZ1], [SZ2]) that the same
result holds for even n if §y <  and we replace Ns()) by Ns()), the number
of scattering poles in {k € C;1 < |k| < A, 0 < —argk < 6}.

We remark that if suffices to prove the theorem for some sufficiently
small &y, since the estimate (0.2) for § bounded from below by some fixed
constant follows from the result of Melrose (and from the method of proof
of [SZ1] in the case of even dimensions).

As in [SZ2], the proof is based on the method of complex scaling,
but contrary to the method of that paper, where a more abstract situation
was considered, we now scale all the way up to the boundary, and work
explicitly with the corresponding (scaled) elliptic boundary value problem.
We were led to the particular scaling by applying the point of view of escape
functions in [S].

Many open problems remain. One would be to understand the geo-
metric meaning of the best constant Cj in (0.2), another problem is to get
also some estimates in certain parabolic neighborhoods of the real axis. The
methods of this work could certainly give some results about the second
problem at the expense of some technical complications (*).

The plan of the paper is the following :

(*) Added in proof : Progress on this problem has now been achieved and will appear
elsewhere.
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In section 1 we review complex scaling outside a strictly convex set
and add some considerations which become necessary by the fact that we
scale all the way up to the boundary. In section 2 we study ellipticity
properties of certain scaled boundary problems. In section 3, we construct
asymptotic parametrices of these boundary value problems. In section 4,
we study the trace of functions of a certain self-adjoint operator, and finally
in section 5, we end the proof, in the same spirit as in [S], [SZ1], [SZ2].

1. Complex scaling up to the boundary.

The convexity of the obstacle allows us to scale all the way to the
boundary. When studying characteristic values of the scaled operator this
will avoid additional contributions present when the more abstract situation
was considered in [SZ2].

The function d(z) = dist(z, O) belongs to C*°(R™\O) and d"’(x) > 0,
Ker d”(z) is generated by the normal of O which passes through z. For large
x we also know that d’(z) restricted to the orthogonal space of the normal
direction is bounded from below by 1/(C|z|) and from above by C/|z|. For
z in some large ball shaped neighborhood of O, we put f(z) = d(z)?/2.
Then f'(z) = d(z)d'(z), f"(z) = d(z)d"(z)+d'(z) ® d'(z), so outside any
fixed neighborhood of O, we know that f” > 1/C. We may extend f to
a function in C*°(R™\0O) in such a way that the above properties remain
valid and so that f(z) = |z|?/2 for large |z|. As in [SZ2], we let § > 0 be
small but fixed, and put :

(1.1) Ly ={z =z+i0f (z); z € R"\O}.
We let Py denote —Ar,, equipped with the domain (Hg N H?)(I'), where
[y is identified with R™\O by means of (1.1). The principal symbol pg of
Py is then of the form :
(1.2) po(,€) = ((1+i0f" (z)) '€, (1+i0f" (2))1€)

= <(1—(9f”(1,'))2£, £>_220<f”(x)£a {)7
with € = (1+(0f"(x))?)"'¢, and we may notice that p_g = pg. Here we

assume that 6 > 0 is sufficiently small so that :

(1.3) 16f" ()| <2712,
Writing
(14) Do :a'9(x7€)_ib0(x7£)7
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we conclude that ag(x, &) ~ &2, and that by ~ £2 outsidgv any neighborhood
of O. Near the boundary we also see that by > C~!(d(x)¢2+€2) >

C~(d(x)E24£2), with &, = (d'(z),£), &n = (d'(z),£). Near any boundary
point, we can choose local (normal geodesic) coordinates y = (¥, yn)
such that y, = d(y) and such that (Vy,,Vy;) = 0,1 < j < n-1.
Then the principal symbol of —A = P, becomes py = n2+r(y,n') =
((9y/dz)n, (dy/dx)n). We also notice that (dy/dz o '0y/dz);x vanishes
for <k =n and for kK < j = n and is equal to one for j = k = n. For
yn = 0, we have

f"(x) = (y/dx)m,8y/0x = (f"(x))?,
where 7, is the orthogonal projection on the n:th canonical basis vec-
tor. We also notice that dy/0zf"'0y/0x = m,. Then (1+iff"(z))~! =
(1—(i0/(1+440)) f") and a simple calculation gives :
(1.5) po(’,0,8) = ((1+i0f")~" (dy/0x)n, (1+i0f")~" (dy/dx)n)

= (1+i0) 202 +r(y’,0,7).

PROPOSITION 1.1. — Choosing first >0 and then 69>0 sufficiently
small, the spectrum of the operator py in the sector {k € C; 0 < —argk <
8o}, consists only of isolated eigenvalues of finite algebraic multiplicity, and
moreover these eigenvalues coincide with the squares of the scattering poles
in the same sector.

In what follows, the squares of the scattering poles will be called
resonances.

Proof. — 1t suffices to link our new scaling to the scaling away from
the obstacles in [SZ1], [SZ2] by means of the following local result :

LEMMA 1.2. — There exists an 6y > 0 such that for all xo € 00
and all A € C, we have the following : Let u € C®(R"\O) satisfy
(=A=Xkou = 0, 0%uppq = e € C®(89Q) in a neighborhood of .
Then there exists a complex neighborhood W of xy such that u extends
holomorphically to an open neighborhood of W N Ujg<g, (Interior of I'y)
and such that ug = ur, is smooth up to O and satisfies (—A—X)*oug =0,
Bau(;‘ape = Uq in 9 N W. Moreover, in the above result, we may replace
R"™\O by any fixed T',, with |n| < 6.

Proof of the lemma. — Let xg € 00, and assume that u is of class
C*(R™\0O) in a neighborhood of zg, and satisfies :

(1.6) (—=A-N)koy =0,
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for some ko € {1,2,3,...}. We have to show that u extends holomorphically
sufficiently far so that up = ujr, can be defined, that this restriction is of
class C*(T'y) (near zg, where we work), and finally that the boundary
values of ug (i.e. the restriction to 00) and of its derivatives, coincide with
the corresponding boundary values of u.

In order to prove this, we take some boundary point z; close to xg
and make the change of variables :

(1.7) Ty, T=xitey.
Here € > 0 is a parameter that will tend to 0, so that we are “blowing-up”

a neighborhood of zo. We now restrict the attention to the region |y| < 2.
The equation (1.7) becomes :

(1.8) (=Ay—e2X\)Foy = 0.

Let yo with |yo] = 1 be close to the normal to the boundary through
y = 0. (We now express everything in the y-variables.) Let T’y ;, . be
the image in (the complexified) y-space of 'y, parametrized by z =
y+ibe ! f'(z1+ey) = y+i00y(fee,(v), fewi(y) = e 2f(z14¢€y). Notice
that 0 fez, = O(Jy|?~1el), for |a| < 2 and = O(el*l=2), for |a| > 2.
Let x € C§°(B(yo,1/2)) be equal to 1 on B(yo,1/4) and consider the
intermediate contour fg,xhe, defined by z = y+i00y(X fe.zy (¥)). We let
Q0, Q1,09 C 1:0,1.175 be the images of the balls B(yo,1/4), B(yo,1/2) and
B(yo,3/4) respectively, so that Qy C I'g 5, » and Q2\Q; C R™.

If 6 is not too large, then we have uniformly with respect to x; and ¢ :

k
(1.9) lvllo, < CUI(=Ay=*N)*vlla, +[vlla,a,);
for smooth functions, defined on §2,. Here A, indicates the restriction of
the Laplace operator to the intermediate contour and || - ||, is the L*-

norm over §2;. The inequality (1.9) is a consequence of the ellipticity of the
restriction of the Laplace operator and of the strong uniqueness property
of (—Ay—eZ)\)*0, see the appendix for more details.

By a non-characteristic deformation, u extends to a holomorphic
solution of (1.8) over a family of contours which are intermediate between
B(yo,3/4) NR™ and Ty 4, ., and in particular, u satisfies (1.8) on 5.

Let @(xz1) be the boundary value of u at z; (when u is considered as
a function on the original real domain). From (1.8), we get :

(1.10) (=Ay =2\ (u—1(z1)) = — (=2 N)Fou(z;)
and applying (1.9), we get :
(1.11) lu=a(z1)lle, < C(E2N) |a(z1)|[+u—a(z1)llo0,)-
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We can also combine (1.8), (1.9) directly and get :

If we use (1.12) with suitable z; and ¢ and go back to the original
coordinates, we see that up, is well defined in L? (we still only discuss the
situation locally near xp). Since u|r, satisfies a non-characteristic equation
(deduced from (1.8)), we see that up, has a boundary value w € D'(90)

and we shall show that w coincides with @, the “real” boundary value of u.
By (1.11), we have

(1.13) (vol Qo)_lllu—ﬁ(avl)[[?,2 =o0(1), € —0,

uniformly with respect to x;, when z; varies in a compact set of the
boundary and where we now write u instead of up,. Notice that the
statement (1.13) is independent of whether we take L?-norms with respect
to the z or the y-coordinates. It is the y-coordinate version which most
clearly follows from (1.11). Choosing yo and the coordinates z = (z’, z,,) in
Iy conveniently, we may assume that yo corresponds to (z',¢), z1 = (z/,0).
Using the continuity of @(z') we then deduce from (1.13) that

(1.14) e lu(@)~u(z) By eye/cy — 05 € =0,

uniformly with respect to y’. From this we deduce that the boundary value
w coincides with @(z’) in the following way : We know that u € C([0,¢e0(;
D'(R™!)) and we want to show that u(0,z’) = #u(z’). We replace u by
u(z)—u(z’) so that (1.14) becomes

(*) 6—nl]u||28((y’,s);s/0) — 0.

Let xn € CP(R), X/'(2') € C(R™!) be non-negative functions with
support close to 1 and O respectively, and with [ xn(zn) dz, = 1,
[ X'(z') dz’ = 1. For ¢ € C§°(R™ 1), we have

(u(z',0), p)pr(rn) = Iim /u(m)s_lxn(xn/a)go(:c’) dx
~ lim / / (@)xXn(@n /)X (&' —¥) [)p(a") do dy

e—0

since ™" [ u( Xn(ivn/E) "((z'=y")/e)p(z’) dz has a uniformly compact
support with respect to ¥’ and tends to zero (uniformly in y') by Cauchy-
Schwarz and (x).

In the same way we can show that the boundary values of 05u (with
being the original coordinates) along R™\ O and along I'y coincide. In fact,
we just have to repeat the above arguments for the differentiated equation

(1.15) (=A=X\)*(D%) = 0.
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Finally, we notice that in the above proof, we can replace R™\O by
I',, for any fixed n with || < 6. This concludes the proof of the lemma
and of the proposition. ]

As in [S], [SZ1], [SZ2] the strategy now is to choose wy € C with
Rewp, Imwy > 0, and to study the following two problems when h — 0 :

1) get a lower bound for (h2Py—wp)*(h%Py—wy),

2) estimate the number of eigenvalues smaller than (Imwp+6)? of the
same operator.

The final step in the proof will be to apply some inequalities of H. Weyl.

2. Ellipticity properties of Q.

We put
(2.1) Q = Qg = (thg—wo)*(thg—u.)o).

The domain of (h2Py—wp) is Hi N H? (using the global parametrization
(1.1)) and the same is true for (h2Py—wp)*. The natural domain of Q is
then {u € H*(T'9);ujp0 = ((h*Ps—wo)u)jpo = 0} and we notice that the
domain does not change if we replace the second boundary condition by
h2P9u|ao = 0. Using the next result, we can verify that @ is selfadjoint
with the domain just indicated.

PROPOSITION 2.1. — If 6 > 0 is small enough, then the problem
(2.2) Qou=v, wpo =vo, ((K2Py—wo)u)po =v1

is an elliptic boundary value problem in the classical sense.

Proof. — This property only concerns the principal symbols in the
classical sense and we may assume that h = 1. The classical principal
symbol of Q is gg = pe(x, )pe(x, &) = ag(x, &) +bg(x, )2, which is elliptic
since ag is. (This also follows more easily from the fact that 6 is small.)
Recall also that pg = p_g.

We now work near a boundary point and choose local coordinates
in Ty, so that 'y becomes the half-space x, > 0 (locally) and so that
(1.5) holds. The symbol pg(z’,0;¢’, &) has the roots &, = A+ g(2',£’) with
+Im Ay g(z',€") > 0, when ¢ # 0 is real. Notice that A_ g # Ay ¢ When

0 # 0 so in this case g has the four distinct roots At ¢ and S\i,g =Ag,_g.
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In order to show that (2.2) is elliptic, it suffices to show that for all
real x’, & with & # 0, there are no bounded non-trivial solutions of the
problem :

(2.3) go(2’,0;¢, Dy, )u =0, zn >0, u(0) =0, py(z’,0;¢’, Dy, )u(0) = 0.

We also recall that the bounded solutions of the first equation in (2.3) are
exponential solutions which are decaying near infinity. We first notice that
if v is a bounded solution of p_g(2’,0,¢’, D, )v =0, z,, > 0, with v(0) = 0,
then v = 0. Since go(2’,0;¢', D,,,) = p—g(2’,0,&’, Dy, )po(2',0,&', D, ), we
conclude then from (2.3) that pg(z’,0,¢’, D, )u = 0, u(0) = 0, and hence
that u = 0. O

The next problem is to determine when (2.3) is an elliptic boundary
value problem in the natural semi-classical sense.

The semi-classical principal symbol of Q—z is (Pg—&g)(pg—wo)—2 =
|po—wo|>~2. Since py takes its values in the lower half plane, we have

|po—wo|? > (Imwp)?. It follows that Q—z is elliptic in the semi-classical
sense, when 2 € C\[(Imwy)?, 0o].

In the following discussion we may choose the coordinates so that
(1.5) holds and we assume that z € C\[(Imwp)?, oo[. Let

(p—@(ml, Oa €,7 fn)-a)o)(pg(.’l,'l, O; 6,7 gn)'—wO)—z =0

have the roots A4 1, A4 2 in the upper half plane and the roots A_ 1, A_
in the lower half plane. We are interested in knowing whether

(2.4) (p—o—@0)(po—wo)(2',0;', Dy, )—2)u = v, Tp, >0
’LL(O) =9
po(x’,0;2', Dy, )u(0) = vq

is elliptic for all real £ in the sense that the corresponding homoge-
nous problem (v = 0, v; = 0) admits no non-trivial bounded solu-
tions. In the case Ay 1 # Ay ellipticity is equivalent to the fact that
po(2’,0;&", Ay 2)—po(a’,0;€', A4 1) # 0 which is clear from (1.5) since we
obviously cannot have Ay o = —A4 1. In the case A ; = Ay 2 the ellipticity
of (2.4) amounts to (0¢,pe)(z’,0;&’, A1 1) # 0, which holds by (1.5), since
Ay #0.

Summing up, we have verified that for z € C\[(Imwp)?, oo,

(2.5) (Qo—2)u=v, wupo =vo, (hK*Po—wo)ujpo =1,
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is an elliptic boundary value problem in the sense that |pg—wo|?—2z # 0
everywhere and that for every (2',£') € T*00O, the problem (2.4) with v,
vg, v1 all equal to zero, has non non-trivial bounded solutions on z,, > 0.

In the next two sections we will also need to consider slightly degen-
erate cases, and we will then have to verify the ellipticity of our boundary
value problems differently.

3. A semi-classical parametrix.

The main work will be local near some fixed point of the boundary and
we shall concentrate on that case. Our constructions will be “elliptic” and
in the absence of propagation phenomena we shall simplify the arguments
by never writing explicitly the partitions of unity required to build a global
parametrix. Choose the coordinates near a boundary point of I'g, so that
Ty is given by z,, > 0. We let z vary in a compact set in C\[(Imwp)?, oo|.
To start with, we let this set be independent of h and later we will also
have to consider the slightly degenerate case when the distance from z to R
may tend to zero, but remains > h® for some fixed sufficiently small € > 0.

We recall that the semi-classical principal symbol of Q—z is :
3.1) q—2 = |pg—wo|*~2,
and that ¢(z;&',&,)—2 = 0 has the roots §, = A4 ;, j = 1,2 in the open
upper half-plane and the roots &, = A_ ;, = 1,2 in the open lower half-
plane (when &’ is real and when z,, is sufficiently small). For large |¢'| we
have [Im Ay ;| ~ [¢'], [A+,;] ~ [£'| and to the leading order (in &) Ay ; are
homogeneous of degree 1 and independent of wy and z.

If V.C Ry x Rf is open and conic with respect to £ for large &, we
let S™k(V) = S;n’k(V) be the space of functions a(z,&;h) on Vx]0, he]
for some hg > 0 which are C* with respect to (z,&) € V, and such that
for all a, 3 € N™ and all closed sets V' C V with compact projection in
R” x S’g_l and with (z,€) € V! = dist((z, &), 0V) > (£)/ Const, there is
a constant C = Cy g,y such that

(3.2) 020 al < Cagh™™(€)* forall (z,6) €V’
Our symbols may also depend on z or some other parameters, and it is

then understood that the constants in (3.2) should be independent of those

additional parameters. If a; € S™9F~J we say that a ~ $a; (in S™F) if
N-1
a— Y aj € SMNA-N for every N € N.
0
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The standard elliptic construction gives us a symbol R(z,&, z;h) of
class §%~* defined for x in a neighborhood of 0, and for £ € R™, such that

(3.3) (@-2)#nrR~1, R#n(Q—2)~1 in S,

where #j indicates compositions of symbols of h-pseudodifferential oper-
ators (using the classical and not the Weyl quantization). For the corre-
sponding operators (that we shall denote by the same letters), this means
that

(3.4) (Q—2)oR=1+K;, Ro(Q—z2)=I+K>,
where the distribution kernels Kj;(z,y) of K; satisfy :
(3.5) 10208 K (2, 2 b)) < Cagh™

for all o, 3, N.

In order to treat boundary value problems, we notice that we can
choose R with a holomorphic extension in the &,-variable, still of class
S%~4 in the obvious sense, to the domain {(z,£) ; = € neigh(0), & € R*71,
g’n € Qz,g’,z} with Qz,{’,z = {gn eC ; lgnl < €_l<§,>7 lgn_/\j,kl > €<£l>)
j =+,—, k=1,2}, for an arbitrary but fixed ¢ > 0. Let v = v(z’,¢') C
Qe e . N{&n € C; ImE, > e(¢')} be a suitable simple loop, which encircles

A1 and Ay2 in the positive sense. We can then define (locally) the
operators II; : C°(R"™1) — Cm(ﬁi), Jj = 0,1 (with R% denoting the
half-space z,, > 0) by :
66) W@ = [ [ R mneaE)
Rn—l ¥ )
(d¢'/(2mh)""1) dén/(2mi),

where 4(¢/) = [e ¢ /my(z’) da’ is the natural semi-classical Fourier
transform. Notice that

ju = (i/h)R(u ® (hDy,)* bz,=0)+Kju,

where K; has a kernel Kj;(z,y';h) satisfying 6;"85,,K = O(h®). (See the
explanation following (3.19).)

It is easy to see that the distribution kernel II;(z,v’, z; h) satisfies
(3.7) 028011, = O(h™)

for all o, 8, N, uniformly in any compact set disjoint from {(z,y’); zn, = 0,
z’' = y'}. Further,
(3.8)

(Q—2)Iju = / / e/ (Q—2)#nR)EFU(E) déy dE'(2mh) =D (2mi) 2,
vy
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and using that (3.3) extends to complex &,, we get :
(3.9)  (Q—2)II; = 0 modulo an operator with kernel satisfying :
0205, K = O(h™) for all o, B, N

Let you(z’,0) = u(2’,0) (boundary value from z,, > 0). Let B(x’,&; h)
be of class S™* and polynomial in &. Then,

B(a',hD)Lu(a’) = (2rh)~ ("~ (2mi)~! ia'¢!/h
Y0B(@', AD)u(z’) = (2rh)~("=1 (2ri) //
(3.10) X (B(x',&)#nR(x, &, 2; h))z, =02 dEpa(E’) dE'
= C(2',hDy; h)u(z'),
where
(3.11) C(w',E’;h)=(27Ti)‘1/ (B(z',&)#nR(x, &, 25 h))z, =02
En €Y .
dén c Sm,k+2]—3.

We have R = (qg—2z) 'mod S5~ and if we assume that B = b
mod S™~1*=1 then

(3.12) C = cmod §m~LA+2i—4

where

(3.13) (o €) = (2mi) ! / b(a', )2 (g(a',0,6)~2)"" dt,.
Y

If Ap 1 # Ay 2, we get

(3.14) 2, 6) = > b, & A ) (A )P /B, q(a, 0,6 M1 ).

v=1,2
If )‘+,1 (xla 07 fla z):)‘+,2(x/$ 0’ 5/, Z) we write q(wla O, 5)_220'(5")(671_/\4-,1)2
(with a defined only for certain values of z’,¢’, z), and we get :

(3.15) (', &') = B, (b(x', )€ /@), =x, 1 (27 0,62

We shall now take By = id, B; = h%P, for which we know that the
problem Qu = v, y9Bou = vy, YoBiu = v; is an elliptic boundary value
problem in the semi-classical sense. (See the discussion of (2.4).) We want

to find tangential h-pseudodifferential operators A; » with symbols of class
§0:3-2-2k gych that

(3.16) (o B;l)(Ajx) =1

in the sense of 2 x 2-matrices of operators and modulo operators with
distribution kernels K satisfying Bg,Bg,K = O(RN) for all a,3,N. Of



780 J. SIOSTRAND & M. ZWORSKI

course there will be a unique (up to “ =”) such choice, if we check that
(70B;11k)o<j k<1 is an elliptic matrix of h-pseudodifferential operators.

1) In the case when Ay 1(2,0,¢) # A 2(2',0,£), the principal
symbol of this matrix (in the natural semi-classical sense) becomes

(3 50w Os)™ /(0e,a001.0)))

v=1,2
_ (bo(h,l) bo(/\+,2)> (1/3§nQ(/\+,1) 0 ) (1 /\1,1)
C\bi(A41) bi(Ag2) 0 1/0¢,q(0+2) ) \1 Ai,)°
Here the first factor is invertible since our boundary value problem is
elliptic, and clearly so are the other two.

0<5,k<1

2) We now assume that Ay 1 = Ay 2 = A. The principal symbol of
€
(70B;IIk)o<j k<1 becomes
(8§n(b0/a)§n=/\ 35n(§§bo/a)sn=x)
¢, (b1/a)e,=x O, (Eab1/a)e,=x
which has the same determinant as
Be br 20y )

Since by = 1, ¢, bi1(A\) # 0, this determinant is non-vanishing, and this
concludes the verification that we do have unique A; satisfying (3.16).

Put
Go = IlpAp,0+111 A1 0
G1=1pAp,1+111 A1
so that
(3.17) (Q—2)C; =0, 70B;Gx = 8;41, 0< j,k < 1.

IfueCge (I_{Z_) (with support in a neighborhood of the origin, since our
whole discussion is local), we let @ denote the zero extension of u to R",
and we define Ru = Ru. Put

(3.18) E = R—Go’)’oBoR—Gl’)’oBlR.

We have (Q—2)R = I modulo an operator with kernel K(z,y;h)
in Cm(ﬁf), satisfying 9300 K = O(R") for all a,f3,N. Moreover,
(Q—2)GjvBjR = [= 0] o v9B;jR. The kernel of this operator is of the
form

(3.19) / f k(z,2'; h)elC VMg (B R)(2,0,€; h) dE' d2,
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where 6;"85,14: = O(h*®). For any N € N, we can write the symbol of
BjR as p(2',& h)+rn(2,& h), where ry € S™N2=4=N and where p is
holomorphic in &, and of class $%2/~4 in the domain given by 2/, ¢’ € R*1,
|n—Av,+(2',&")] > €(¢'). The contribution from 7y in (3.19) is of the form
K (z,y;h) with 9308 K = O(hM) for |a|+|B] < M, where M = M(N)
tends to infinity when N tends to infinity. In the contribution from p, we
may change the contour of integration to the negatively oriented boundary
of {&, € C 5 Imé&, <0, [£,] < e71(¢')} for some sufficiently small € > 0.
Applying repeated integrations by parts, we then see that this contribution
is of the form K(z,y;h), with 6;"051( = O(hM) for all o, 3, M, and finally
we conclude that the kernel (3.19) has the same property. Summing up we
have proved

(3.20) (R—2)E(z) = 1.

Using (3.17), we also prove (as above) that

(3.21) 7B E(z) =0, j =0,1.

Modifying E(z) by an operator = 0, we may even achieve that
(3.21") YB;E(z) = 0.

We shall next extend the above constructions to the case when z
varies in some compact set in C and satisfies the additional restriction

(3.22) |Im z| > h*,

for some sufficiently small but fixed € > 0. To do that, we reexamine the
preceding constructions. If V- C R7 x R¥ has the same properties as in the
definition of S™*(V), and if 0 < § < 1, we let S;’Zg"/’k(V) be the space
of a(x,&;h) € C*®(V) which are of class S™F for ¢ outside some fixed
bounded set, and which satisfy :

(3.23) 18208a] < Ca,p,rch™™ ~0Uel+18D,

for (z,€) € K, for all o, f € N™ and all compact subsets K of V. We may
remark that these spaces are semi-classical analogues of the Hérmander
spaces ST" s 5, and we have a corresponding analogy on the quantized level.

Under the assumption (3.22) with 0 < e < 1/2, we can still construct
R as in (3.2), now of class S)"°7*. Again we have (3.3), (3.4).

€

We next look at the holomorphic extension of R with respect to the
&n-variable. When |¢/| > Const, this works as before. When [¢/| < Const,
we first observe that (3.22) implies

(3.24) |Im Ay j(z,&,2)| > h°/C,
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and that R has a holomorphic extension with respect to &, which is of
class §2:7%, Tt is defined for &, as after (3.5) when |¢/| > Const and for
€] < Const in a region :

{lénl < C, Im&, > 0}

N({Im&, < h*/CYU{Im&, = h*/C and [6n—As | > C7L, j=1,2})
for an arbitrarily large but fixed C. Choosing +y suitably for |¢/| < Const
(and as before when |£’| > Const), we can still define II; by (3.6), and we

still have (3.7--3.11), now with C in (3.11) of class ST ***2=3 Instead
of (3.12), we have :

(3.12') C = cmod §]* b iRe kA2
with ¢ given by (3.13).

For the study of the ellipticity at the boundary, we shall follow
a method which is slightly different from the one of section 2. Let
p(x’, &, D,,) = pe(x',0,&, Dy, )—wo. We first give another proof of the ab-
sence of L2-solutions u to the homogeneous version of (2.4), when Im z # 0.
Recall that p(D,,) = aD? +3, a,3 € C, a # 0 (by (1.5)). In general for
u, ug € C§°([0, +00[) :

(3.25) (p(D)u1|uz) = a(Ourtie—u102)(0)+(uy [p(D)*us),

where (-|-) is the standard L? inner product on the half line. If u(0) = 0,
p(D)u(0) = 0, we have :

(3.26) ((p*p—2)ulu) = —z[lu*+[|pul?,

and taking imaginary parts, we get :

(3.27) | Tm 2| [Jul| < [|(p"p—2)ul,

which easily implies :

(3.28) [ulla < (C/Imz2|) [|(p*p—2)ul| (when u(0) = pu(0) = 0),
where || - ||4 is the norm in the standard Sobolev space H*([0, +o0l).

Now consider u € C§°([0, +o0]) satisfying :
(3.29) (pp—z)u=v, w(0)=vo, pu(0)=rvy,
which essentially is the same as (2.4). Let Hy, H; € C§°([0, +o0) be fixed
functions with Hy(0) = 1, pHo(0) = 0, H1(0) = 0, pH1(0) = 1. Put
@ = u—voHo—v1 Hy, so that (p*p—z)t = v—(p*p~2)(voHo+v1H1) = v,
with ||9]] < [[v][+C(|vo|+]|v1]|). Applying (3.28), we get

(3.30) [ulla < (C/ Tm z])(||v]|+|vol+]v1 ).



POLES FOR STRICTLY CONVEX OBSTACLES 783

Let (p*p—2)~! denote the inverse for temperate distributions on the whole
Tp-axis. For j =0,1,2, the distribution u; = (p*p—2)~1(D?(§)), satisfies :

(3:31) Uiys0 = 1)1 [ €0 (g=2)718] deo,

v
with the contour 7 as in the definition of II;. We denote this restriction
by u;. Put
bo,o = uo(0), bog = u2(0)
bio =puo(0), b1y =puz(0)
(with the natural boundary value from the right). Then, B = (b;x) =
O(|Im 2|™1) (when z’,¢’ are fixed), and we want to estimate its inverse.
Let ag,a; € C, and put u = agug+ajus, so that
(3.33)  (p'p—2)u =0, u(0) = booao+bo1a1, pu(0) = b1 pao+by,1a:.
From (3.30), we get :
(3.34) llulla < (C/Imz|)||Ballcz, with a = (a;,a2).
On the other hand, u = i, >0, where @& = (p*p—z)~*(aé+a, D2 §), so
(p*p—z)u = agb+a1 D2 6, and using that @ is even :
(3.35) laos+a1D3 6l|-4 < Clla]| < 212Clul < 2/2C|lulls.

However, ||agd+a1 D2 _6||—4 is of the same order of magnitude as [|al|c2, so
combining this with (3.34), we get with a new constant C' :

(3.32)

(3.36) 1B~ < C/|Tm 2.
We also recall that,
(3.37) 1Bl < C/|Imz|.

The symbol of yoB;II; is in SO e 342742k and s congruent to
bj x mod Sy "2 2H2E where the new b;  is given by

(3.38) bjk = (2mi)~! /(po(fv',O, £)—wo)’ €2 /(a(a’,0,€)~z) dé,

and differs from the earlier one by a constant factor (independent of
z,j,k,2’,&’). Using (3.36), (3.37), we see that if (ajx) = (bjx)”"!, then
ajk € .5'1’6’*3 212k We then get A; . satisfying (3.16) with

(3.39) Ajg € SO e 3-2j=2k Ajp—ajp € S(I)fga—l,.’i—2j—2k—l,

provided that € < 1/6. We define Gy, G; as before. Then (3.20), (3.21)
hold, and again we may modify E by an operator = 0 in order to have
(3.21).
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4. The trace of f(Q).

The function f which will be applied to the operator @ will belong
to C§°(]—o0, (Imwp+6)?[) for some sufficiently small § > 0. Before starting
the actual computations, we shall localize the problem in such a way that
certain operators will be of trace class.

Let Rez < (Imwp+6)?, and z in a fixed compact set. If x € C§°(Ty)
is equal to 1 in a neighborhood of the boundary, and é > 0 is sufficiently
small, then Q—z is a semiclassical elliptic operator in a neighborhood of
the support of 1—y, in view of (1.4) and the properties of ag, bg. We can
therefore find Ey(z) depending holomorphically on z and such that

(4.1)  (Q@—2)Eo(z) = I-x+Ko(2), 10BjEe(2) =0, j=1,2,

when h is sufficiently small, and where the trace class norm of Ky is O(h*).
Near the boundary we can further construct a symbol R of class S~ as
in the preceding section, provided that we let |¢'| > Const > 0. We then
have the corresponding F;(z), depending holomorphically on z, such that :

(4.2) (Q—2)E1(2) = I-x1(2',hDy )+ K1(2), v0B;Ei(z) =0,

where x1(z’,&’) vanishes for large £’ and the trace class norm [K;(z)] of
Ki(z) is O(hN) for every N. Patching Ey and E; together by means of
a partition of unity, we get F»(z) depending holomorphically on z, such
that :

(4.3) (Q—2)Eq(2) = I—x2(x,hDy)+Ka(2), v0B;E2(2) =0,

where o is supported in a region with z, small and with & bounded.
Moreover, [Ks] = O(h®). If we add the assumption that Im z # 0, we get :

(4.4) (2—Q) 7" = (2-Q) 'xa(z, hDy)—(2—Q) "' Ka(2)— Ex(2).
Let f € C&(]—o0,(Imwo+6)3[), and let f € C° ({z € C; Rez <
(Imwp+6)?}) be an almost analytic extension. Using the formula

(4.5) £(Q) =~ / 5F(2)(z—Q) ' L(d2),

with L(dz) = d(Re z)d(Im z), and the fact that E is holomorphic, we get :
(4.6)

£(Q) = -7t / 87(2)(2—Q) \xa(e, Do) L(d2)+Ks, (K] = O(h).

We shall see that (2—Q) 'x2(x,hD,/) is of trace class and give
some (weak) estimate on its trace class norm. Let 2y € C satisfy
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Imzy # 0, Rezp < (Imwp+6)?, and consider first (20—Q) *x2(z, hDy).
Let E = E(z) be the corresponding parametrix, defined by (3.18), so
that (Q—z0)E = I+ K4 where the trace class norm of Ky is O(h*). Then
(20—Q)~! = —E+Kj, where the trace class norm of K5 = (Q—z) 'Ky
is O(h®). If follows that (20—Q) !x2(z,hDy) = —E(20)x2(x, hDy )+ Kg
with [Kg] = O(h®). In order to study FE(zo)x2, we use (3.18). The
first contribution is then R(z,hDg;h)x2(x, hDy). This composition is an
h-pseudodifferential operator with the leading symbol (g—z0) *x2(z,&’),
where we now give up gains in powers of (£) in the calculus and consider
symbols a(z,&) satisfying a;;aé’a(x,g) = O((&)™(¢')¥) for suitable m, k
independent of «, 8. Using a criterion of D. Robert [R] (Théoréme II-
49), we see that Ry is of trace class and that the corresponding norm
is O(h™™). The other two contributions to —E(z¢)x2(z, hD;) are of the
form, Gjv0BjRx2 = (Ilpaxo,j+111 A1 j)v0B;jRx2. Here we recall that A 1,
A, ; are h-pseudodifferential operators on the boundary. From (3.6) it fol-
lows that II; has a distribution kernel of the form :

(47 ey = @mh)~"D / eI i (a,y €) e,
with
(48) 102007 (hDx,)'ri(z,y',€)]
< Ca,ﬁ,ﬁ,,k<§r>~3+2j+k—|v’|e—x"(g')/Ch.
Similarly, 7o B;R has a distribution kernel of the form
(4.9) ki(e',y) = (2mh) ™" / ey (o y, ') d
up to an error which can be estimated as (3.19), with
(4.10)  |8%/00 8 (hDy, ) b (', y,€)|
< Ca,’ﬁ,ﬁ,’k(g’)-3+2j+k—l7'le—yn(E’)/Ch‘

If we view all our operators as h-pseudodifferential operators in z’, we
conclude that G;v9B;Rx2 has a distribution kernel of the form

(4.11) ¢i(z,y;h) = (2mh) ™" / @V e (2, y,€) de
where
(412) 192887 (hDy,)*(hDy,) ¢;(w,9,€)
< Corpr et N (E) ™ exp(—(2n+yn) /Ch)+O (™).
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It follows that £; is smooth with
(413) 1030} (hDs, )" (hDy,)t;(x,y; )
< Co kg eh e Entun)/Ch L O (),
We conclude that GjvoB;Rx2 is of trace class and that
(4.14) [Giv0B;jRxa] = O(h~ ),
for some fixed value of Nj.

We have then proved that (20—Q)~!xo is of trace class and that the
corresponding norm is O(h~0). Returning to (4.6), we write

(4.15) (2=Q)'xa(@, hDor)=(I+(20~2)(2~Q) ™")(20~Q) ' x2(, hDx),

so for z in some fixed compact set in C and with Im 2z # 0, we conclude
that (z—Q)~!x2 is of trace class and that

(4.16) [(2—Q) *xa(z,hDy)] < C|Im 2| 1A~ No,

Since df(z) = O(|Im z|N) for every N it follows from this estimate and
(4.6) that for every € > 0 :

@) s@=-n [ 87 Q) el hD ) L) K

with [K.] = O(h®®). We now recall that f € C§°(]—oo, (Imwy+8)?[), so we
may further restrict z to Rez < (Imwp+6)? in (4.17). We can then apply
the constructions of the end of section 3. Let E(z) be the parametrix of
(2—Q). As after (4.6), we see that (2—Q)~! = E(2)+K with [K] = O(h™),
when |Imz| > A%, Rez < (Imwy+6)?, 2 € compact, and using this in
(4.17), we get :

(4.18)

$@=rt[ OBl kDo) L) K [KI00)

Here we substitute (3.18), where now R(z,§,z;h) = (g(x,€)—2)" ! mod
Sy 127 b= 1t follows that, 7! flImz|zhE 0f(2)R(z)L(dz) is an h-pseudo-
differential operator with symbol f(gq(z,&))mod 51_—136_1’—47 so the com-
position of this operator with x2(x, hD,/) to the right is of trace class and

the trace of the composition is

(419) Cn) [ [ fta(e.€)) ds deroi=2em).

Here we also use that x2(z,£’) =1 on the support of f(q(z,£)).
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The slightly degenerate calculus in the second half of section 3
now shows that (4.14) remains valid with zp replaced by 2 and that the
distribution kernel £;(x,y; h) of Gjv0B;jRx2 satisfies

(4.20)  |4;(z,y; h)| < Ce~ MM z@ntyn)/Chpy=n=3c 4 i)(poo).
In particular,

(4.21) tr Gj70B;jRxe = O(h'~"~%).
Returning to (4.18) we get :

@2 wf@=em [ [ 1) do deroni)

A minor additional effort would certainly give a complete asymptotic
expansion for tr f(Q) in powers of h, and in particular, one would be able
to improve the error in (4.22) to O(h~"*1).

5. End of the proof.

For 6 > 0 small enough, let f € C§°(]—o0, (Imwp+26)2[;[0,1]) be
equal to 1 on [0, (Imwy+6)?], and consider f(q(z,&)) = f(|po(z,&)—wol?).
On the support of f o g, we have |pg(x,€)—wo| < Imwy+26, which implies
that with pg = ag(z,§)—ibe(z, ) :

(5.1)  by(x,€) < C6, |ag— Rewo| < ((Imwo+26)2—(Imwp)?)*/2 ~ §'/2,

In section 1, we showed that ap ~ €2, by > C71(£2+d(z)£2), so we see that
the volume of this set is O(62). From (4.22), it then follows that the number
M (§; h) of eigenvalues of |h?Py—wq| smaller than Im wq+§ satisfies :

(5.2) M(6;h) < C8h™, h < h(6),

for some h(6) > 0. Let 0 < p3 < pg < --- be an enumeration of these values
(followed by an infinite repetition of inf o(|h? Pp—wp|) in the case there are
only finitely many eigenvalues).

From the fact that (h?Py—wp)*(h?Ps—wp)—2 is given by an elliptic
boundary value problem when 2 < (Imwyg)?, it follows that

(5.3) 1 > Imwp—o(1), h — 0.

Let A1,...,An, N = N(§; h) be the eigenvalues of h? Pp—wq with 0 < |A\;| <
-+« < |AN| £ Imwp+6. We claim that

(5.4) N(6;h) < C862h™™, h < h(d),
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when h(6) > 0 is sufficiently small.

If N(6;h) < M(26;h), there is nothing to prove. If not, we use the
Weyl inequality,

(5.5) pi-opn < A [ A,

with N = N(8;h), which implies (with M = M (26;h)) :
(5.6) pM(Imwe+28)V "M < (Imwp+6)V,

or equivalently,

(5.7) [(Imwp+26)/(Imwo+6))N < [(Im wo+26) /pa]™.

For some constant C' > 0 we have
(Imwo+26)/(Imwo+98) > 146/C, (Imwe+26)/u1 < 14+C$,

when 6, h are sufficiently small, and hence (14(§/C))Y < (1+C&)™, so
N < M(log(1+C%6))/(log(14+6/C)) < CM, and again we get (5.4).

By a scaling argument, it is then clear how to complete the proof as
in [SZ1], [SZ2].

Appendix.

We outline here the proof of (1.9). Let P be an m:th order differential
operator with holomorphic coefficients on some open set in C™. Let I" be a
totally real connected smooth submanifold of maximal dimension, such that
P is defined in some neighborhood of I'. Let Pr be the natural restriction
of P to I" (see [SZ1]), and assume that Pr is elliptic. We then have the
following strong uniqueness property :

(A.1) IfueD/(T), Pru=0onT and u(z) is 0 in a neighborhood of some
point zg € T', then u is identically 0.

In fact, if u is as above, then by Lemma 3.1 of [SZ1], u is the restriction
of a function @ which is holomorphic in some neighborhood of I'. On the
other hand u and all its derivatives vanish at zo, and hence be the unique
continuation property for holomorphic functions, we have @ = 0 everywhere
in a neighborhood of T'.

Let Q¢ CC Q1 cC Q22 CC T be open sets. Then
(A.2) There exists a constant C' > 0 such that for all u € H™(Qy) :

lull gm0,y < CUIPul| o,y +lull o (@a\00))-
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In order to prove this we assume the contrary. Then there is a sequence
u, € H™(Q2) with

| Py || o (02,) +ww | 7o (22\020) — 0, ¥ — o0,

|y || gm0,y = 1. Let E be a properly supported parametrix of P in Q5.
Then uy|q, = EPu,|q, +Kuy|q,, where K has C* kernel and is properly
supported. Since {u,} is bounded in L?(€) and L*(Q2) 3 u — Kuq, €
H™(Qy) is compact, and since EPu,|q, — 0 in H™(Q;), we obtain after
passing to a subsequence, that u, — uo in H™(Q1), where |uo|[gm(q,) = 1.
Also ug vanishes in 2;\Qg and Pug = 0. This contradicts the uniqueness
property (A.1).

Our final remark is that if P, ', Qg, 21, Q22 depend continuously on
an additional parameter p which varies in some compact set, then we still
have (A.2) with a constant C' which is independent of u. This is proved in
the same way be taking also sequences in the set of domains and operators.
The estimate (1.9) follows from this observation.
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