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SEMI-CLASSICAL LOCALIZATION OF THE SCHRODINGER RESOLVENT
ON CLOSED RIEMANN SURFACES

SEBASTIEN CAMPAGNE

ABsTRACT. This paper investigates the localization properties of solutions to the semi-classical
Schrédinger equation on closed Riemann surfaces. Unlike classical studies that assume a smooth
potential, our work addresses the challenges arising from irregular potentials, specifically those
that are merely bounded. We employ a regularization technique to manage the potential’s lack of
smoothness and establish a local-to-global estimate. This result provides a quantitative measure
of how the local regularity of the potential influences the global concentration of the solution,
thereby bridging the gap between smooth and non-continuous regimes in semi-classical analysis.

1. INTRODUCTION

In this paper, we study the localization properties of solutions u € H? to the semi-classical
Schrédinger equation:

(1.1) (Py — B)u:= (—h*A+V -~ E)u=f,
where V is a real-valued, bounded potential defined on a closed Riemann surface M, £ € I C R
is an energy level varying in a compact set I, and f € L2(M ) is a source term.

It is well established that when V' is smooth, one can derive the following local-to-global estimate:
for any open subset U C M and for sufficiently small h, there exists a constant C' > 0 such that

(1.2) / luf? + [BVul2 < CeC/h </ \u\2+th2+/ m?).
M U M

This estimate relies on techniques from microlocal analysis, particularly semiclassical Carleman
estimates. Specifically, for R > 0 and E € I, there exists C' > 0 such that for all sufficiently small
h and all w € C§°(B(0, R)),

(1.3) / [l + [hVul? < ceC/h/ (Py — E)ul?,
B(0,R) B(0,R)

as proved by Dyatlov and Zworski (2019) (see, e.g., Theorem 2.32).
In the present work, the potential V' is not assumed to be smooth, precluding the direct applica-
tion of these classical results. We therefore develop alternative methods to address these challenges.

Recent studies have shown that Carleman-type estimates can be obtained under weaker regularity
assumptions on V. For instance, Klopp and Vogel (2019) established a semiclassical Carleman
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estimate for potentials V € L®°(R% R): for any R > 0 and E € I, there exists C' > 0 such that
for sufficiently small h and u € C§°(B(0, R)),

(1.4) / luf2 + [hVul? < C’ec/h4/3/ (Py — B)ul.
B(0,R) B(0,R)

Subsequently, Vodev (2020) refined this estimate by incorporating the Holder regularity of V:
for an a-Holder potential V', it was shown that

(1.5) / uf? + [AVuf2 < Cefh Y / |(Py — E)ul?.
B(0,R) B(0,R)

Inspired by Vodev’s approach, we establish the following result on closed Riemann surfaces as
opposed to the traditional Euclidean plan or non-compact hyperbolic surfaces:

Theorem 1. Let M be a closed Riemann surface, and let U C M be an open subset. Let E € I C R
and V€ L*(M,R). Then there exist constants C > 0 and hg > 0 such that for all 0 < h < hg
and u € H*(M),

(1.6) / lul? + |[RVul? < CeCPth) </ |u|2+|hVu|2+/ |(PV_E)uy2),
M U M
where
1
(17) B(h) =i sup  sup  [V(x) = V(zo)|'?,

20E€M 2 B(xo,h2/3k)

and k > 0 is a fired small constant.

The function B(h) quantifies the local regularity of the potential V. When V is a-Holder
continuous, we have
ﬂ(h) < Ctha/SHa,
and thus,

a—d
(1.8) / (uf2 + [hVul? < CeCh3 (/ |u2+|hVu|2—|—/ |(PV—E)u|2).
M U M

This recovers the classical smooth case when V' is Lipschitz, although our estimate is slightly
weaker than Vodev’s. Nevertheless, it also recovers the estimate of Klopp and Vogel for merely
bounded and non-continuous potentials V.

Our proof follows the general strategy of Vodev (2020), adapted to the geometry of closed
Riemann surfaces and the lower regularity of the potential V.

2. PROOF OF THEOREM 1

2.1. Reduction of the problem. Let M be a closed Riemannian surface. Thanks to the Poincaré
uniformization theorem, we know that M is conformally equivalent to a unique closed surface of
constant curvature. This surface is a quotient of one of the following covering surfaces by a free
action of a discrete subgroup of its isometry group:

e the Euclidean plane R2,
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e the sphere 52,
e the hyperbolic disk H?.

(see, for instance, the book of de Saint-Gervais (2016)).

Consequently, M can be viewed as a compact quotient of one of these three surfaces. These
three surfaces can be covered by M via the free action of the discrete subgroup. We can then view
the function u as a periodic function upey on the covering space, where wuper satisfies the following
periodic Schrédinger equation on the covering:

(2.1) (=h*A + Vier — E)tper = fper-
This reduces our analysis to just three cases:

e Case of the Euclidean plane R?: We can replace U by a small ball B(0, R) centered
at 0 inside M. It is sufficient to work in a larger ball B(0, Ry) containing M.

e Case of the hyperbolic disk H?: We can replace U by a small ball B(0, R) centered at
0 inside M. It is sufficient to work in a larger ball B(0, Ry) inside the disk. The Poincaré
disk is equipped with the metric

ds? — 43 dz}
(1-3527)%
so on B(0, Ry), the metric is equivalent to a Euclidean metric. Consequently, this case can
be treated similarly to the Euclidean plane case.

e Case of the sphere S?: We can replace U by a small ball B(0, R) centered at the south
pole of S? and consider M as S%. We then remove a smaller ball B(0, R/2) centered at the
south pole inside B(0, R). The perforated sphere can be unfolded onto a ball B(0, Ry), so
that B(0,R) \ B(0, R/2) becomes a ring A(0, Ry, Ro) at the edge of B(0, Ry), where the
metric becomes Euclidean.

(2.2)

Thus, in each case, we reduce our study to a ball B(0, Ry). However, we must still consider two
subcases: U is identified with a ball B(0, R) centered at 0 inside B(0, Ro), or U is identified with
an ring A(0, Ry, Ro) at the edge of B(0, Ry).

2.2. Carleman estimate on a ball. In view of the results from the previous section, let Ry > 0,
R >0, and Ry > 0 be such that R < Ry and Ry < Ry. Let Vpor € L(B(0, Ry)). As a preliminary
step, we construct a regularized version of the potential Vje:. To do so, we first extend Vper by 0
outside B(0, Ry) to the entire plane R?. Let ¢ € C§°(R?, R) be a regularizing kernel with compact
support in the ball B(0,1). We assume that ¢ satisfies the following properties:

e ¢ has total mass 1, i.e., [po ¢(x)dz =1,
o for i € {1,2}, 0;,¢ has total mass 0, i.e., [ps Or,0(x) dx = 0.

We then define the regularized potential as follows:

~ 1
(2.3) Vo(z) = /]R2 ﬁ‘/per(x - t)go(g)dt,where z € R? and 0 €]0,1]

Vp is a "smooth version" of V.
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Proposition 2.1. for 0 >0 and i € {1,2}:

(2.4) Vo = Vierl oo (B(0,Ro)) < wv(6)
and:
~ 1
(2.5) 1102, Vol| Lo (B(0,R0)) < gev(0)
with
(2.6) wy(f) ;= sup sup  |Viper(2o — t) — Vper(0)|

zo€B(0,Ro) te B(0,0)

Proof. Indeed for z € B(0, Ry):

|V9(w) - Vper(li)‘ < /RQ %“/per(x — t) - V;?ET’(JU)“O(g)dt

< sup  |Viper(z —t) = Vper(2))|
teB(0,0)

(2.7) < sup sup  |Viper(xo — t) — Vper(z0)| = wi ()

zo€B(0,Ro) t€ B(0,0)

As for the second property, for i € {1,2}:

- 1 t
07560 < [ GolVier@ =) = Vier @) 0,5l

1
<10z plipry sup [Vier(z = 1) = Vper(2))]
teB(0,0)

1
(2.8) < Vel 5ev(6)

0

If V is sufficiently regular (i.e., continuous), then Vy converges to Vper in the L norm as
0 — 0. However, this convergence cannot hold in general for V € L*: a smooth function can only

converge uniformly to a continuous function.

We therefore need to control the rate at which the derivative of V may diverge. Specifically,
unless Vjer is constant, the modulus of continuity wy (#) decreases at most as fast as 6 as 6 — 0.

Due to the extension of Vper by 0 outside B(0, Rp), wy may not tend to 0. To address this
issue, we exploit the periodicity of Ve and assume that Ve, is originally defined on a larger ball
B(0, Ry) with Ry > Ry, and then extended by 0 outside B(0, R;). For sufficiently small 0, wy

then depends solely on the regularity of Ve, within the ball B(0, Ryp).

Having completed the regularization of Vjer, we can now proceed to prove our main results. We

begin with the following theorem:
Theorem 2. Let (‘79)9 be the family of potentials defined in the equation 2.5. Then:
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e there is a function ¢ € C*°(R?,R) positive, hg > 0, 8y > 0 and C > 0, such that for all
h €10, hol, 6 €]0,00], u € C§°(B(0, Ro)):

wy (9)1/2

wy (0)/2 0
h/ o200 = i <u 2P+ —— WV u(z 2> dz
o |u(z)| WV(9)| (z)|

93/2 ~
O [ O IO L2, 1 () - Eju(o)Pdo
wy (0)32 Jp(0,Ry)
e there is a function ¢ € C°(R? R) positive and radially decreasing, hg > 0, 6y > 0 and

C > 0, such that for all h €0, hol, 6 €]0,60], u € C5°(B(0, Ro) \ B(0, R/2)):

(2.9) <C

wv(0>1/2

0
h/ e%(x) hol/2 <u )| + ——|hV,u(x 2> dzx
o) [u(z)] u}V(@)I ()]
93/2

(210) < CW /B(OR )€2¢($)wv(9)1/2/h91/2|(_h2AI + Vg(x) o E)u(x)|2d$
»410

In our goal to obtain estimates on Riemann surface, the decreasing case will be used for the
real plan and the Hyperbolic disk, the increasing will be used for the sphere.

Proof. In view of the results obtained previously on Vi (Eq 2.5), let be:

(2.11) Vy =

So its derivative is unlikely to diverge in infinite norms. If Vj., is not constant on B(0, Ry), the
quantity 0/wy () is bounded because wy (f) can’t decrease faster than 6 which reachs 0. In the
case of Vje, constant , we just take Vy = 0, wy = Id and replace E by E — V). Also, the quantity
wy () will be not 0 for § small enough for any Vje,.

On the same way, we replace E by:

0
(2.12) Ey := wV(Q)E

Let be u € C5°(B(0, Ro)) and let be ¢ € C>(R2,R), we can suppose Vy — Ey and V.V, small.
Indeed if we take § > 0 small and put h = hd, then:

(2.13) e (—R2A, + 52(Vy — Ep))e My = 622/ (—h2A, + Vy — Ep)e /"y
So we just have to replace ¢ by ¢/6 and C by C42 in the theorem 2.

In the following, we use e to denote the scalar product between vectors of R? and {, ) to denote
the usual scalar product of L?.

Let define the operator P:
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P =M (—h2A, + Vy — Eg)e /"
(2.14) = —h2A, +2hV,0 eV + hAp — Vaodp e Vot + Vy — Ey
and let show this small result on P:
Lemma 2.2. Let u € C§°(B(0, Rp)), Vh > 0:
%HPUH%Q > %<[(ewhpoe*wh)*,e¢/hpoe*¢/h )
(2.15) — 4|V Vs 0 Vid|looull7
Where Py = —h%A,.

Proof. Indeed:
(I1Pull® = [[P*ul®)

S

1
(2.16) EHPUHQ >

With P* the adjoint of P:

P* = —h?A, — (2hApd + 2RV 0 @ V) + hApdp — Vi @ Voo + Vg — Ey

(2.17)
So:
1 2 1 2 * 2
IPull® = 2 (I1Pull” = | Prull)
= %(!\(6¢/hPoe“f’/h)U\l2 — [[(e®/" Pye=¢/M) %)
+ %(Re((Vg — Eg)u, (2hVsi 8 Vo)) + Rel(Ve — Eg)u, (2hApd + 2hV 3 @ Vo )u))
_ %(«eqs/h Py /My (/1 Pye=/"), u) — (/" Pye /M) (/P Pye= MY u))
+ 4R6(<(V9 - EQ)“’? (Vw¢ i V:B)u> =+ <(V9 - E@)u, (Ax¢ +Vzpe vm)u>)
(2.18)

Because every terms are real, we don’t need to take the real part. By integration by part in
(Vo — Eg)u, (V.0 @ V,)u), we obtain finally:

IPuls > ([ Poe/)?, (e PoeoM)] )

(2.19) —4{(VVy @V 0)u,u)

>

and it is easy to see that:
((VaVa ® Vai)u,u) < [|VaV o Vad|lo|ul7:
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So with the lemma 2.2, we can focus on the commutator term:
[(ewh Poe=?/hy* @/ ppe=9/h]

As the same way to prove Carleman estimate, we would like to find d > 0, hg > 0 and Cy > 0
such that

(2.20) %( (e¢/hPoe_¢/h)*,e¢/hPoe_¢/h} u, u) + d|| (e Poe™¢/MYul| 2, > Colul|3

for 0 < h < hg. So in the same way as Carleman estimate, we construct ¢ such that it verify
the Hérmander condition:

(2.21) pe(r,&) = 0= {Repy, Impy}(x,£) >0

where pg is the principal symbol of Py := e®/h Pye=9/h.

(2.22) pg(@,€) = (€ +iVad(x))*.

We would like to construct ¢ as a radial function at 0. This would be easy when u has support
in B(0, Ro) \ B(0, R/2). But if the support can be in the whole B(0, Ry), ¢ would have a critical
point in 0 (Fig. 1). This point causes the cancellation of {Im py, Repgy} when py(0,€) = 0. So
there will be a difficulty here for the increase case. Let’s start by this one.

To solve this construction problem on ¢, we take two points z1 and xo of B(0, Ry) and pose:

(2.23) 2P@)/0 .= 201 (@)/hy 2 (1) 4 @20 (@)/h) 2 ()

where ¢z, (z) = cellP==ll ¢ (2) = cell*=#2l with ¢ > 0. x; is 0 on a ball By center on x; and
1 outside a ball By center on z1, likewise xo is0ona ball By center on x5 and 1 outside a ball By
center on xo. We take By and Bj such that By N Bs = () (Fig. 2).

So, instead of considering a Carleman inequality on the ball B(0, Ry), this interpolation leads
us to consider two inequalities on deformed rings.

To simplify the next calculations, we assume that we are now working on a ring A(0,71,r2)
centered in 0. Let ¢ be ¢(r) = ce”. In polar coordinate, the Laplacian is:

h2

1
(2.24) Py = —h?0? — ;hzar - 30

where Agi is the Beltrami’s laplacian on the circle S'. Its principal symbol is:

1
(225) pO(ra IO) = p2 + ﬁwza (Ta p) S [7’177’2] X R—‘,—
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¢ = constante

l

A
(]

»
»

FI1GURE 1. Critical point of a radial function: ¢ is a radial function at 0, so ¢ is
constant on circles centred at 0 and evolves orthogonally to these circles. Conse-
quently, in 0, the derivative vector should be 0.

FIGURE 2. Partition of the ball B(0, Ry) to construct ¢.

where w? > 0 is the principal symbol of —h?Ag:. By conjugating by e?/M we obtain the

following symbol:
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, 1
(2.26) po(r,p) = (p+i0,6(r))* + —Zw*
that is:

{ Re(py)(r,p) = p* — (0rd(r))? + Hw?
Im(p¢)(r, 10) = 2p (9”1)(7“)

And so the bracket takes the form:

1 w2
220 L{Rele ()} ) = 20E60) + (r0(r)220(r) + %5 ) 0,000
that is:
1 2 2 or W 2., .3
(2.28) Z{Re(p(b),lm(pd,)}(r, p) =cpe +ce" (c e’ + 1"3) >cp”+c
and so when ps = 0 (that is when p = 0 and w? = r29,¢), then:
1 3
(2.29) 7 (Re(pg), Im(py)}(r, p) 2 ¢
At the same time, we bound by below py when p >> 1:
(2.30) [po(r, p)* = | Re(pg) (. p)* = p
And so for d > 0 and ¢ > 0 large enough:
(2.31) 2{Re(ps), Im(py) } (r, p) + dlps(r, p)|> > C(p* +1)*

where C' > 0. It should be noted that
2h{Re(pg),Im(pgy)}(r, p) is the principal symbol of [P;, P¢] where P, = e?/" Pye=¢/h.

With symbolic algebra and Gérding inequality (see for instance Alinhac and Gérard (2007)),
we obtain:

1
h
where Cy > 0, u € C§°(A(0,r1,72)) and h small.

Now we need to add the residuals terms with Vp— Eg and V,Vpy. So we take u € C5°(A(0,r1,r2)).
By the lemma 2.2, we show:

(2.32) ([P, Po) w.u) + d|| Pou]> = Collull3
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HIPul + 24 Pull 2 3 ([P, Pa] w,u) + 24(| ol = | (Va = EoJul)?
AT o Vol
> ([(P5. Py) ) -+ 2 Pyl + 2] (Ve — Eg)ul”
— 4d| Pyul| (Vi — Eo)ull — 4|VVy o Vo]
> (P3P o) -+ d| Pl — 2 (Vi — Eyull?
— 4 V2V o Vool
(233) > Collullis — 4192V o Tadllollull® = 2411(Vy — Eg)| ]l

We've used the following inequality: 2|a|[b| < $|a|? + 2|b[2. We observe that the residual terms
are in the form Ojjy, | . 1v.vyllw. B, (D lu]l® . By the assumption that ||V — Eg||oo and ||V, Vo are
small enough (see eq: 2.13), we can absorb the residual terms in the H' norm of u. We therefore
deduce that on a ring A(0,r1,792), we have:

(2.34) CollPull* = Rllull7:

for 0 < h < hg and Cy > 0. This result adapts to the case of our deformed rings B(0, Ro) \ B;
and B(O, Ro) \ BQ.

Finally, we need to glue together the inequalities obtained on the two rings. To do this, replace
u by e?/"u with u € C°(B(0, Ro)) and by the definition of ¢ (2.23):

h/ 2@/ (|u(2) | + |hV gu(@)[?)do
B(0,Ro)

/ o 200 @3 () (|u(2)? + |V pu(x)[*)da
+h 2¢z2( z)/h 2( )(‘U( )‘2+‘hva($)‘2)d(p
0

,Ro)
/ 261 @032 ()| (~ WA, + V() () Pd
ORO
+ G / 26233 ()| (~h2 A, + Vi () () Pd
B(0,Ro)
/ ¢20m @/ (Co|[~h2Ag, x1Ju(@) 2 + [~V xa]u(2)|?)de

B(0,Rp)
2O (Col [ g () P+ |[—hT o, xolu() P
B(0,Rop)

(2.35)
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In the last two right-hand integrals, the terms |[~h2A,, x;]u(z)[? and |[=hV,, xiJu(x)|? are ma-
jorized by C;h2(|u|?+|hV zu|?) with C; > 0 and the integrations are done on the sets Supp(Vz ;) C
B; \ B;. ) )

By construction ¢ is smaller than ¢9 on By \ By and vice versa. And since By \ B1 C Supp(x2)
(respectively By \ By C Supp(x1)) the last two right-hand integrals can be absorbed by the first
two right-hand integrals for h sufficiently small:

[ G RA xau@) +[h ) P
B(0,Rp)

(2.36) =0, <h / ?P2 (@M 2(2) (Ju(z)]? + |thu(x)|2)d:z)
B(O,Ro)

| el Gl xau(w)? + [V e xolua) )

B(0,Rp)

(2.37) =0, <h / 2Px1 (@02 (1) (Ju(z)]? + |thu(x)|2)da:>
B(0,Ro)

Finally, there is hg > 0 and C > 0 such that for all 0 < h < hg and u € C§°(B(0, Rp)):

(2.38)

h/ OO (|u(z)* + [V pu(x)[*)da < C XM (—h2 A, + Vy(x) — Ep)u(w)|*dx
B(O,Ro) B(O,Ro)

If we replace h? by 0 h?/wy (6), we obtain:

h /Bm o O )4 T ) o (0)
,40

f3/2

(2.39) <C

/ e20(@v (O2 ROV p2A L T (2) — E)u(z)de
B(0,Ro)

for u € C§°(B(0, Rp)). which is the first part of the theorem 2.

For the second case, u has support in B(0, Ry) \ B(0, R/2) so we will be far from 0 and so we
can considerate a radial function for ¢ and start at the equation 2.24. Let’s take ¢ = r~!. So
when ps = 0 (that is when p = 0 and w? = r?9,¢), we have:

(2.40) {Re(py), Im(py)} =177 > Ry7 >0

The proof then proceeds in the same way as before on only one ring. So we obtain:
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" /B<o o) 2O O 2O (4 ()2 4 6|1V () 2 fwy (6)) da
, 40

93/2

(2.41) SC&;@EE

/ 20@v O[O (2N 4 V() — B)ulx)|*ds
B(0,Rp)

for h small enough and u € C§°(B(0, Ry) \ B(0, R/2)).

Building on Theorem 2, we now establish the following corollary for V.,

Corollary 2.3.

e There is a function ¢ € C®°(R2,R) positive, hg > 0 and C > 0, such that for all h € 10, ho,
u e C(B(0, Ro)):

/ AN ST ()2 + AV () [P
B(0,Ro)

(2.42) <ot

- 20(x) v (W2 /W3 p2A Ly EVul2d
oy (h)1/2h2/3 /B(ORO)e ( a1 Vper Jul~dx

with @y (h) = wv(h2/f’/£), k> 0.
e There is a function ¢ € C°(R% R) positive and radially decreasing, hg > 0 and C > 0,
such that for all h €10, hg], u € Cg°(B(0, Ro) \ B(0,R/2)):
/ €2¢~>(5E)03V(h)1/2/h4/3(‘u(x)‘Q+ \hvxu(x)\Q)da:
B(0,Rp)

(2.43) <ot

243(9:)&)‘/(/1)1/2/]14/3 _hZA V. — E 2d
oy (h)1/2h2/3 /B(Oﬁo)e I z + Vper Jul|“dz

with Gy (h) = wy (h?3k), Kk > 0.

Proof. Indeed from the theorem 2 we have:

o O @) 0T ) (0l
,410
63/ 2¢(z)wy (0)1/2/ho1/2 2 ¥ 2 2
»4T0

for u € C§°(B(0, Ryp)) (or u € C3°(B(0, Ry) \ B(0,R/2))), h €10, ho] and 6 € |0, 60y]. Then:
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h /Bm o O ua) O ) e (0l
» 40

§3/2 2 wur (0)1/2 /ho1/2
<20 o /B(OR )62‘”’ VOO RN 4V (o) — B)u(a)|?da
» 400
0°/° 26 () (6)/2 /1612 2
+ QCW Bk )6 |(Vo(2) = Vper(2))u(z)|"dz
s 400
63/ 26(x) wy (0)1/2/ROV2 |, 12 2
< 2CW i )6 |(=h"Ag + Vper(z) — E)u(z)|[*dx
» 40
(245) 4 2003/2wv(9)1/2 A(OR )62¢(x)WV(9)1/2/h01/2|U,($)|2d$
» 410

by definition of wy 2.1. We take § = h?/3k with s > 0 small enough such that the last terme
can be absorb by the first one. We obtain then:

/ AN I ()2 + AV () |2
B(0,Ro)

C

/ 2b@) oy (2N (2N Ly E)uf?da
B(0,Ro)

with C' > 0, h € ]0, ho, 0 € ]0,60], u € C*(B(0, Ry)) (or u € C(B(0, Ro) \ B(0, R/2)) in the

second case) and where @y (h) = wy (h¥?k), ¢(x) = ¢(x)/kY/2. The choice of x is necessary only
when V), is not continuous on B(0, Rp) (that is wy don’t decrease to 0 when h tend to 0).

0

In Equation (2.45), we initially choose 6 = h?/3k with k > 0. However, if V is a-Holder
continuous, this choice can be refined. Specifically, we require that

200° 2wy ()2 < h.

Given that V is a-Hélder continuous, we have wV(G)l/ 2 < 92/2. Consequently, it suffices to

ensure that
h 2/(a+3)
0 — .
< <2 C)

We thus set = h?/(@3) g where k > 0 is sufficiently small. As a result, we obtain the following
bound:
wy (0)'/2
hol/2
for some & > 0. This recovers the estimate established in Vodev (2020).

To extend these results to the periodic function uper, we must eliminate the assumption of
compact support. This naturally leads us to the following corollary:
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Corollary 2.4.

e There is a function ¢ € C>(R?,R) positive, hg > 0 and C > 0, such that for all h € ]0, hg),
u € H?(B(0, Ry)):

/ PS4 (2)2 1 WV () ) da
B(0,Ro)

1 TN~ 1/2 /34/3
< C 2¢($)wv(h) /h *h2AI Ve?“ —E 2d
< O /B o ( + Vyor — B)ulda

h4/3
(2.47) +C=

26(x) &y (h)1/2/pA/3 2 2
e u(x)|” + |hV u(x)|?)dx
wy (h)? /A(O,RO,RO) ()" +| @)

with @y (h) = wv(hQ/:fli), k >0 and A(0, Ro, Ry) is a ring centre on 0 with radius Ry < Ry.
e There is a function ¢ € C°(R?,R) positive and radially decreasing, hg > 0 and C > 0,
such that for all h €10, ho], u € H?(B(0, Ry) \ B(0, R/2)):

/ 2O v (2 ()2 4 |BV () 2 da
A(0,R1,Rz)

1 2K Gy (R) /2 /B3| 2 2
= va(h)1/2h2/3 /B(O Ro) L
h4/3 & 1/2 /14/3
BN ORE /B<o R) KOV (u(@) 2 + [hV pu(x)[*)de
n? 28(x) @y (W2 /43 (|, 02312 2
(2.48) + C&)y(h)l/z - e (|lu(x)|* + |hV pu(x)|*)dx
, 412,110

with &y (h) = wy (h*/3k), k >0, K > ¢ on A(0, R1, Ro), B, a small ball centre on 0 with
radius r and A(0, Ry, Rg) is a ring centre on 0 with radius R/2 < Ry < R < Ry < Ryp.

Proof. By density, of smooth functions in H?(B(0, Ry)), it is sufficient to show the result for
smooth functions. Let’s start with the first point. Thanks to the corollary 2.3 we know that for
u € C§°(B(0, Ryp)), we have for h small enough:

/ 2@ BN (4 () 2 + BV () 2) dx
B(0,Ro)

(2.49) <o !

26(x) v (W2 /W3 p2A Ly EVul?d
@y (h)1/2h2/3 /B(O,Ro)e I o Voer = BJufid

Let’s take u € C>°(B(0, Rp)) and let x be in C5°(B(0, Rp)). Then we can apply corollary 2.3 to
Xu:
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/ 20 @v (I (|3 ()2 4 | BV () [2) da
B(0,Ro)

(2.50) <o 1

26(x) v (W2 /W3 2 A LV EVyul?d
oy (h)L/2h2/3 /]3(07R0)6 It v+ Vper — E)xul"dx

So if we take x =1 on B(O,RO) with Ry < Ry and x > 0, then:

/ 2@ (22 4 WY u(z) P da
B(0,Ro)

1 s ~ 1/2 /p4/3
<C— 20(@) Gy (WV2/HYS) A Ly pyul?d
= Gy (h)Y/2h2/3 /B(OVRO)G I + Vb Ju|“dz
1 i " 1/2 /p4/3
2.51 C— 20(x) @y (W)V2/RAP T _p2 A 310124
231 ENYOREEE /B(O,Ro)e I Xulde

The support of Vy is in A(0, Ro, Ry) so the support of [—h2A,., x]u is also in A(0, Ry, Ry).
Moreover there is 5 > 0 such that:

(2.52) I[=h2A., xul? < h2B(|ul? + |hV ul?)

Thus we have

/ PS4 (2)2 1 WV () ) da
B(0,Ro)

- 1 7 ~ 1/2 /p4/3
<C 2¢(z) oy (k)2 /R —h2AI VeT‘ - E 2d
< wv(h)l/QhQ/g/B(&Ro)e (28 + Vyer — E)ulda
. RpA/3 -
(253) + C~71/2 / 62¢(x) wv(h)1/2/h4/3(|u(x)|2 + |hv:yU(,1‘)|2)dx
wv (h) A(0,Ro,Ro)

with C. Hence the first result.
For the second case, thanks to the corollary 2.3 we know that for u € C§°(B(0, Ro) \ B(0, R/2)),
we have for h small enough:

/ 2@ BN (4 () 2 4 BV () 2) dx
B(0,Ro)

(2.54) <o 1

26(x) v (W2 /W3 p2A L EVul?d
@y (h)1/2h2/3 /B(O,Ro)e I o Voer = BJufid

Let’s replace u by a smooth function and let x be in C§°(B(0, Rp) \ B(0, R/2)). Then we can
apply corollary 2.3 to yu:
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/ 20 @ (I (|3 ()2 4 | BV () [?) da
B(0,Ro)

(2.55) <o 1

26(x) v (W2 /W3 2 A L EVyul?d
oy (h)L/2h2/3 /B(O,Ro)e ( v+ Vper — E)xul"dx

Suppose that x =1 on A(0, R, R2) with R/2 < R < R < Ra < Ry and x > 0. Then:

/ 20 By (IR ()2 4 |V () |2 dar
A(0,R1,R2)

1 TN 1/2 /54/3
<C 2¢(x) wy (h)H2/h —hQAx V — Ful?d
< O |, RC (%8, +V — E)ulda
1 TN 1/2 /p4/3
2,56 C— 2¢(z) v (h)*/4/h —hZAz, 24
( ) T oy (h)1/2h2/3 /B(O,Ro)e Il x]ul"dz

The support of Vy is in A(0, Ry, Ry) U A(0,7/2, Ry) so the support of [~h2A., x]u is also in
A(0, Rg, Ry) U A(0, R/2, Ry). Moreover there is 8 > 0

(2.57) [=h2Ag, xJul® < h2B(|ul? + |hV pul?)

Thus we have

/A(OR R )e%(m)w(h)m/hm(|u($)|2 + |hV pu(z)[?)da
, 411,112

~ 1
S C(I}v(h)l/QhQ/?'

. pA/B
c——~
N wy (h)/2

_ hAS3
2.58 +C~/
(2.58) v (R)Y2 ] a0, /2,R))

with C' > 0. On A(0, Ry, Ro), ¢ < ¢(R;) =: K. Eventually, we obtain:

/ xe2P@ @V (2R (2N 4y By 2de

B(0,Ro)

/ 0@ WM (4 (1) 2 4 |V (@) ) da
A(0,R2,Ro)

2¢(z) wy (h)1/2 /n4/3 (Ju(z) ‘2 + |hVu(zx) |2)dx

Q
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2@ BN (4 () 2 + AV () [?) dx

A(0,R1,Rz2)
~ 1 ~ 1/2 /34/3
<C— 2K @y (h)Y2/h —thI V—-E 2d
= @y (h)/2n23 /B(O,Ro)e I " Jul*dz
- hY3 2K &y (h)Y/2/h4/3 2 2
HOr /Bre VORI ()2 4 RV () )
o 23 () Gy (h)/2/hA/3 2 2
(2.59) +C——7% e v (|u(x)]* + |hVu(x)|*)dz
@y (h)Y? JA0,R2,R0)

Hence the second result.
O

2.3. Conclusion. So from the beginning, we work on a closed Riemannian surface M and we
look at the equation:

(2.60) (~h*A+V —Eu=f onM

where V € L®(M,R), u € H*(M,R) and f € L?(M,R). Let U C M an open subset. In the
subsection 2.1, we have seen that we can reduce or study to only two cases on ball B(0, Ry) C R%:
with centre 0 and radius Ry > 0:

e U is replace by a ball B(0, }i) with radius 0 < R < Ry .
e U is replace by a ring A(0, Ry, Ro) with 0 < Ry < Ry.

u, V, f are replaced by "periodic" function uper, Vper, fper in the sense of transformation see in
the subsection 2.1:

(=h2A + Ver — E)tper = fper on B(0, Ry).

For the first case, we use the second statement of the corollary 2.4:

i) & 1/2 /34/3
/ 2@V O (o ()] 4 [V gt ()] e
A(0,R1,Rz2)

1 ~ 1/2 /1,4/3
<C 2K &y ()2 /h o (2)[2d
< O /B o | Fper () 2da

h4/3
07
+ ‘I)V(h)l/2

h4/3
@y (h)4/2

o 1/2 /p4/3
/B o SO g (4 Nty ()
(2.61) —|—C /A(OR ; )€2<1;(x)&v(h)1/2/h4/3(|uper($)|2 + |hszper($)|2)de‘
, 412,170

for h small enough, with qg(ac) a smooth positive and radially decreasing function, C' > 0, K > (B
on A(0, Ry, Rp) a ring centre on 0 with radius R/2 < R; < R < Ry < Ry and with
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1
(2.62) ov(h) = 77 sup sup  [V(x) = V(x0)["/?
h 20€B(0,Ro) x€B(x0,h?/3k)

Thanks to the "periodization" and the fact that ¢(z) is decreasing:
7 & 1/2 /p4/3
[ RO (@) (1 st ()
(0 RQ,RO)

b(z) & / 4/
(2.63) =0< / (OR)‘32¢() v (e ()| 4 [BV gty ( >|2>dx>
2

if 1 << Ry < Ry.

So we have for h small enough:

h4/3 5 & 1/2 /p4/3
Corti Jrommy & g )+ B )
1,412
h4/3 2va(h)1/2/h4/3 2
SCW (OR)G (|uper (z )| + |hV 2 tper () |°)d
i) & 1/2 /3,4/3
(2.64) T / oy OO e (2 4 D sty ()
1 2
Thus:
/ (ttper () + [0V stper () [2)
B(0,Ro)
< / [ (e @ ¥t (0)
/ ‘U‘per )‘2+‘hvxuper(x)‘2)dx
A(0,R1,R2)
/ (ttper ()2 + (WY sty (2)|2)
A(0,R2,R0)
1/2 /34/3
< GOBv I 2n / (ttper ()2 + [0V stper () [2)
B(0,R)
(2.65) + CeC v ()2 / | fper (z)2da
B(0,Ro)

with C' > 0 By periodicity, we can replace &y (h) by 8(h) = h4/3 SUP e M SUPe B(xo,h2/3x) |V (T) —
V (z0)|'/2. By the subsection 2.1, we can reduce the integral on B(0, Ry) to the integral on M and
replace Upe, and fper:
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(266) / |u|2+ ]hVu|2 < C«eéﬂ(h)l/2/h4/3 (/ |f|2+/(|u|2+ |hVu\2)>
M M U

This conclude the first case.

For the second one, we use here the first point of corollary 2.4:

3z o 1/2 /p4/3
Lo O (g (@ 4 st 2)
0

1 26(x) @y (1)} /h4/3 2
<0z oy (h)2h2/3 /(0 . | fper(2)|"dz
(2.67) +C—5 ng 3 / 0@ (4 ()] 4 (WY e ()2 dee
v (h)Y2 J A0, R0, Ro)

for h small enough, with é(x) a smooth positive function, C' > 0, A(0, Ry, Ro) is a ring centre
on 0 with radius 0 < Ry < Ry and with

1
(2.68) wy(h) =135 sup sup |V (x) = V(ao)["/2.
h*% 4 eB(0,Ro) € B(x0,h2/3k)

So:

/B o e @ R st ()]

07R0)
:/ . ‘“per(x)‘Q""hvw“per(x)‘Q‘i‘/ . ‘uper(x>‘2+|hv:vuper(x>‘2
B(0,Ro) A(0,Ro,Ro)
h4/3 YIRS 1/2 /p4/3
<(C- 1 / 20(x) Gy ()2 /h ()2 + |hV ey () %) daz
i oo nn (tper (2)]° + [HV g ()]
1 7 h)L/2 pA/3
C—— 2¢(z) @y (h)'/2/h o 24
+ @V(h)1/2h2/3/(oR)e [ fper (@)

< GO (@ 4 WV st (o))
A(0,Rg,Ro)
(2.69) 4 GeCav )2 mis? / | Fyer (2)|dac
B(0,Ro)
with C' > 0. By periodicity, we can replace &y (h) by B(h) = h4/3 SUPzoeM SUPze B(xg,h2/3k) V)~

V(20)|/2. Then by the subsection 2.1, we can reduce the integral on B(0, Rg) to the integral on
M and replace upe, and fper:
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(270) / |'U,’2+ ‘hvu|2 < éeéﬁ(h)1/2/h4/3 (/ |f’ +/(‘U|2+ |hvu’2)>
M M U

Which conclude the second case.
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