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ABSTRACT. We analyze the semiclassical limit of spectral theory
on manifolds whose metrics have jump-like discontinuities. Such
systems are quite different from manifolds with smooth Riemann-
ian metrics because the semiclassical limit does not relate to a clas-
sical flow but rather to branching (ray-splitting) billiard dynamics.
In order to describe this system we introduce a dynamical system
on the space of functions on phase space. To identify the quantum
dynamics in the semiclassical limit we compute the principal sym-
bols of the Fourier integral operators associated to reflected and
refracted geodesic rays and identify the relation between classical
and quantum dynamics. In particular we prove a quantum er-
godicity theorem for discontinuous systems. In order to do this we
introduce a new notion of ergodicity for the ray-splitting dynamics.

1. INTRODUCTION

Many questions about spectra and eigenfunctions of elliptic oper-
ators are motivated by Bohr’s correspondence principle in quantum
mechanics, asserting that a classical dynamical system manifests itself
in the semiclassical (as Planck’s constant h — 0) limit of its quan-
tization. When the quantum system is given by the Laplacian A on
the Riemannian manifold M (describing a quantum particle on M in
the absence of electric and magnetic fields) the corresponding classi-
cal system is the geodesic flow G* on M, so in the high energy limit
eigenfunctions should reflect the properties of the geodesic flow.

One of the most studied question concerns limits of eigenfunctions.
To an eigenfunction ¢; with A¢; = A;¢; one can associate a mea-
sure duj on M with the density |¢;|?; its phase space counterpart is a
distribution dw; on the unit cosphere bundle S*M, projecting to du;.
It can be defined as follows: given a smooth function a on S*M (an
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observable), we choose a “quantization,” a pseudodifferential operator
A = Op(a) of order zero with principal symbol a, and let

(L1) (a, duw;) = /£{c4¢y><x>a5155dars— (Ads, 65).

The definition of the measures dw; depends of course on the choice
of the quantization map a — Op(a), but any two choices differ by
an operator of a lower order, and that does not affect the asymptotic
behaviour of (A¢;, ¢;). The measures dw; are sometimes called Wigner
measures.

A natural problem is to study the set of weak™ limit points of w;-s; it
follows from Egorov’s theorem that any limit measure is invariant under
the geodesic flow, but the limits are quite different for manifolds with
integrable and ergodic geodesic flows. If M has completely integrable
geodesic flow G*, sequences of dw;-s concentrate on Liouville tori in
phase space satisfying the quantization condition.

Let

N(A) = #{\ <N}
be the the counting function of the Laplacian (as usual, we enumerate
eigenvalues taking into account their multiplicities). Recall that, by
the Weyl formula,

N(A) = X'(27)"n Vol (S*M) + o(\"), A = 400.

If G* is ergodic, the following fundamental result (sometimes called
quantum ergodicity theorem) holds.

Theorem 1.1. Let M be a compact manifold with ergodic geodesic
flow, and let A be a zero order pseudodifferential operator with principal
symbol 4. Then

> <A¢j7¢j>—/ o4 dw

st S*M

2

= o(N(\), A— oo,

or, equivalently,
N

) 1
Jim >

J=1

2
=0

<A¢j7¢j> —/ crAdw

S*M

where dw s the normalized canonical measure on S*M .

The theorem shows that for a subsequence ¢;, of eigenfunctions of
the full density, dw;, — dw, and after projecting to M we find that
? — 1 (weak*). In other words, almost all high energy eigenfunctions
become equidistributed on the manifold and in phase space. Various



SEMICLASSICAL THEORY OF DISCONTINUOUS SYSTEMS 3

versions of Theorem were proved in [CV] [HMR] [Shn74! [Shn93, [Z1]
73| by Shnirelman, Zelditch, Colin de Verdiere and Helffer-Martinez—
Robert, as well as in other papers. Quantum ergodicity has been es-
tablished for billiards in [GLL [ZZ] by Gerard-Leichtnam and Zelditch—
Zworski.

Important further questions concern the rate of convergence in ([1.1)),
quantum analogues of mixing and entropy. Rudnick and Sarnak conjec-
tured that on negatively curved manifolds, the conclusion of Theorem
holds without averaging, or equivalently dw; — dw for all eigen-
functions; this is sometimes called quantum unique ergodicity (QUE).
This conjecture has been proved for some arithmetic hyperbolic man-
ifolds by Lindenstrauss, with further progress by Soundararajan and
Holowinsky. On the other hand, A. Hassell ([Ha]) has shown that on
the Bunimovich stadium billiard, there exist exceptional sequences of
eigenfunctions concentrating on the “bouncing ball” orbits, so the ana-
logue of the QUE conjecture does not hold for all billiards.

The aim of this paper is to identify the correct semiclassical dy-
namics corresponding to quantum systems with discontinuities. More
precisely, we are looking at manifolds (possibly with boundary) whose
metrics are allowed to have jump discontinuities across codimension
one hypersurfaces. Such manifolds model situations in physics where
waves propagate in matter that consists of different layers of materials.
In the simplest case we would have two isotropic materials touching at
a hypersurface. The metric in each layer is then given by g; = n;(z)?ge.,
where n;(z) is the refraction index in layer ¢ and g, is the Euclidian
metric on the tangent bundle. Wave propagation in these media is
described by the wave equation

82
(55 + A)olz.1) = 0,
where A is the Laplace operator with respect to the metric g; and trans-
missive boundary conditions are imposed on the solutions. The high
energy limit of such a systems shows properties that do not remind of
classical mechanics: singularities of solutions travel on geodesics un-
til they hit the discontinuity. Then they are reflected and refracted
according to the laws of geometrical optics. Consequently, there is no
classical flow on phase space that describes the high energy limit. More-
over, the naive generalization of Egorov’s theorem fails in this situation.
If A is a pseudodifferential operator on the manifold supported away
from the discontinuity then the quantum mechanical time-evolution
U(t)AU(—t) of A will in general fail to be a pseudodifferential opera-
tor. Thus, on the algebraic level of observables the quantum-classical
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correspondence fails. We will show that after forming an average over
the eigenstates the quantum dynamics relates to a certain probabilis-
tic dynamics that takes into account the different branches of geodesics
emerging in this way. Our main result establishes a quantum ergodicity
theorem in the case where this classical dynamics is ergodic.

Our proof relies on a precise symbolic calculus for Fourier integral
operators associated with canonical transformations (see Section [4]) and
on a local Weyl law for such operators (Theorem . We construct a
local parametrix for the wave kernel consisting of a sum of such Fourier
integral operators (Section and apply to them the above results.

The usual proof of quantum ergodicity is based on the consideration
of the positive operator obtained by squaring the average of the time-
evolution of a pseudodifferential operator. Egorov’s theorem plays an
important role in this construction. Since it does not hold in our set-
ting, the standard proof cannot be directly applied. Instead we use
the local Weyl law for an operator that is not necessarily positive but
whose expectation value with respect to any eigenfunction is positive.
We then apply the symbolic calculus to obtain an explicit formula for
the leading asymptotic coefficient.

The proof of the main result is presented in full detail in Section[§] Tt
should be mentioned that local Weyl laws of the type given in Theorem
[6.2] are very powerful and have many applications. In particular, a less
explicit but similar result was recently stated and used in [TZ1] and
[TZ2] to prove quantum ergodic restriction theorems.

Ray splitting not only occurs in the quantum systems we consider
but also happens in situations described by systems of partial differ-
ential equations and higher order equations. Moreover, ray-splitting
occurs in a natural way in quantum graphs. Our results carry over in
a straightforward manner to these situations.

Ray-splitting billiards have been studied extensively in the Physics
literature, see e.g. [BYNK|, BAGOPI, BAGOP2, BKS, [COA| KKB|
TS1|, [TS2] and references therein. The emphasis has been on spectral
statistics, trace formulae, eigenfunction localization (“scarring”), and
the behaviour of periodic orbits. In the mathematical literature, the
emphasis has been on the propagation of singularities [Iv1] and spectral
asymptotics [Iv2, [Sa2].

Quantum ergodicity has not previously been considered for ray-
splitting (or branching) billiards. Our results fill an important gap in
the semiclassical theory of such systems. It is our hope that our results
will serve as a motivation to further study a probabilistic dynamical
system that we introduce.
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FIGURE 1. Domain in R? with boundary

2. SETTING: MANIFOLDS WITH METRIC DISCONTINUITIES ALONG
HYPERSURFACES

Following Zelditch and Zworksi [ZZ], we say that M is a compact
manifold with piecewise smooth Lipschitz boundary if M is a compact
subset of a smooth manifold M such that there exists a finite collection
of smooth functions fi,..., f; such that

(1) dfj|f]f1(o) # 0,
(2) M has Lipschitz boundary and f;*(0) N fj_l(O) is an embedded

submanifold of M.
B)M={xeM:V1<j</l:fi(x)>0}
A Riemannian metric on M is assumed to be the restriction of a Rie-
mannian metric on M. We will denote the regular part of the boundary
OM of M by OM,; and the singular part by 0Mgg.

Suppose that X is a compact manifold with piecewise smooth Lips-
chitz boundary and Y C X is a co-dimensional one piecewise smooth
closed hypersurface in X such that Y € 0X. We will also assume that
the completion of X'\Y with respect to the inherited uniform struc-
ture is again a manifold M with piecewise smooth Lipschitz boundary.
Thus, cutting X open along Y results in M and we obtain a part N of
the boundary OM with a two-fold covering map N — Y.

Example 2.1. In the simplest case X 1s oriented, Y s a closed hyper-
surface that separates X into two parts X1 and Xo. Then M will be
the disjoint union of X; and X,, N is the disjoint union of two copies
of Y, and the deck transformation simply interchanges these two copies

of Y.

A smooth metric on M defines a metric on X\Y. Since we do not
require that the covering map ¢ be an isometry, this metric can in
general not be continued to a metric on X but has a jump discontinuity
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FiGURE 2. Closed manifold with metric discontinuity

at Y. Manifolds X with a metric of this form on X'\Y can be thought
of as Riemannian manifolds with metric jump discontinuities at Y.
Note that the construction ensures that the metric can be continued
smoothly up to Y on either side of Y in local coordinates (although
the continuations from the left and from the right need not coincide).

The gluing construction defines a map T*M|y — T*X|y which is
again a two-fold covering map that lifts the original covering map. Note
that the deck transformation of this cover does not in general preserve
the length of covectors.

Since N has zero measure, functions in LP(M) can also be understood
as functions in LP(X'). Moreover, functions in C'(M) can be understood
as functions in L*°(X) which are smooth away from Y and can have
a jump discontinuity along Y. For the sake of notational simplicity,
in the following we will not distinguish between the spaces LP(M) and
LP(X) and understand C'(M) as a subspace of L>(X).

We will assume that D is either the Sobolev space H'(X) or the
space HJ (Xiy) of H'-functions vanishing on X . We define the Laplace
operator A on X as the self-adjoint operator defined by the Dirichlet
quadratic form

2.1) 1(6,9) = /X Vo g(a) de

with domain D, where g is the standard Riemannian density, g(x) dx is
the volume element and |V¢(z)| is the Riemannian norm of the covector
V¢. The domain of the unique self-adjoint operator generated by this
quadratic form coincides with

{f € H¥(M)(H'(X) : (V[,nx) = —(Vf.nn), flox =0}
in the case D = H}(Xiy), and with
{f € B*(M)(VH'(X) : (V].,ny) = —(Vf,ny), (Vf,nox) =0}

in the case D = H'(X). In both formulae ny and ngx are the out-
ward pointing unit normal vector fields at Nyez and 0.X,, respectively,

and 6? is the deck transformation of Vf. Thus, in the former case
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the operator is subject to Dirichlet boundary conditions at dX and
transmissive boundary condition at N. In the latter case the operator
is subject to Neumann boundary conditions at 0X and transmissive
boundary conditions at V.

Let H*(M) be the Sobolev space. Since these boundary conditions
are elliptic, we have

dom(A*?) ¢ H*(M)

for any s > 0. Moreover, if s > n/2 4+ k then

dom(A*/?) ¢ CH(M) [ C(X).

For technical reasons, it is more convenient to consider operators
acting in the space of half-densities on X rather than in the space of
functions. Further on, if H(-) is a function space, we shall denote by
H(-, 2/?) the corresponding space of half-densities.

The operator g'/? A g~/? with domain

{f e LX(X,QY?) . g ¥2f € dom(A)}

is said to be the Laplacian in the space of half-densities. Clearly, it is a
self-adjoint operator whose spectrum coincides with the spectrum of A.
Moreover, f is an eigenfunction of A if and only if the half-density g'/? f
is an eigenvector of g'/? A g=1/2 corresponding to the same eigenvalue.

We shall denote the Laplacian in the space of half-densities by the
same letter A specifying, when necessary, in what space we consider
the operator.

3. RAY-SPLITTING BILLIARDS

3.1. Reflection and refraction. If z € X \ Y, let {¢"(z)} be the
Riemannian metric on 77 X and g(z,€) := Y7, ¢7(2) & &;. I € Vieg
then the two-fold covering map N — Y induces two natural metrics on
T>X. Locally the normal bundle of Y., is trivial and, therefore, there
exists a connected open neighbourhood O of x in X such that O\Y
is the disjoint union of two connected components O, and O_. After
making such a choice, the two natural metrics {g7(z)} and {g”(x)} on
T X are obtained by passing to the limit in O, and O_ respectively.
Let g+(z,&) be the corresponding quadratic forms, and let n* be the
g+-unit conormal vectors oriented into the g.-sides.

If (y,n) € T(X\OM), where y € X\OM and n € T;X, let de-
note by (2'(y,n),&'(y,n)) the Hamiltonian trajectory generated by the
Hamiltonian /g(z, &) and starting at (z°(y,n), &%y, n)) :== (y,n). Its
projection ' onto X is the geodesic emanating from the point y in the
direction 7. Clearly, z' and &' are positively homogeneous functions of
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n of degree 0 and 1 respectively. Furthermore, if (y,77) € S*M then
(' (y,7),&(y,n)) € S*M and the geodesic x' is parametrised by its
length.

The Hamiltonian trajectory (z,£") is well defined until the geodesic
2" hits the boundary 9M, i.e., either the set Y or the boundary of
X. In the former case, according to the laws of geometrical optics, it
splits into two geodesics. One of them is obtained by reflection, and
the other is the refracted trajectory which goes through Y but changes
its direction. In the latter case there is only the reflected trajectory.
More precisely, there are the following possibilities.

Assume, for the sake of definiteness, that the trajectory

Y (t) = (2" (y,m), & (y.m))

approaches Y from the g, -side and meets Y, at the time ¢*. Let

. hI*Il (xt(yv 77)7 gt(% 77)) = (‘T*’ 5*) )
—t*—0
so that 2* € Y and g, (z%,&*) = g(y,n). Denote by & the g.-
orthogonal projections of £* onto the cotangent space 77.Y'.
Clearly, &* = &F — 7 n* where

T+ = \/g+(I*,§*) - g+(x*,§;§) :

By definition, the reflected trajectory is the Hamiltonian trajectory

¥4+ (t) originating from the point (z*,& + 7 n') at the time ¢* and

going into the g-side of X. If 7. = 0 then the geodesic z* hits Ve at

zero angle. In this case the reflected trajectory is not well defined.
Assume that g_(2*,&,) < g4+ (2", &) and denote

o= \Jg(an &) —g-(a Ey).

Obviously, g_(z*,&y £ 7-n7)) = g4 (2*,&*). The Hamiltonian trajec-
tory 4_(t) originating from the point (z*,&, + 7_n~) at the time ¢*
and going into the g_-side is called the refracted trajectory. Note that
in this case 4_(t) is the reflection of the trajectory v_(t) coming from
the g_-side to the point (z*,&, — 7-n"). The corresponding refracted
trajectory coincides with 7, (t), so that v, (¢) and v_(¢) have the same
pair of reflected and refracted trajectories.

If g_(2*,&) > g4 (z*, &) then there is no refraction. In this case one
says that (x*,£*) is a point of total reflection. If g_(z*, &) = g4 (a*, &)
then the angle of refraction is zero and the refracted trajectory may
not be well defined.
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If the geodesic hits a point 2* € 0X,e then (2%,&") is reflected in
the same way as above. Namely, the reflected trajectory is the Hamil-
tonian trajectory originating from (x*, &5, — &) where & and & are
tangential and normal components of £*.

3.2. Billiard trajectories. The trajectory obtained by consecutive
reflections and/or refractions is called a billiard trajectory. In general,
there are infinitely many billiard trajectories originating from a given
point (y,n) € T*(X\OM); moreover, the set of these trajectories is
typically uncountable. We shall denote them by (z%, "), where & is an
index specifying the type of trajectory (see below). Each billiard tra-
jectory (xf,&L) consists of a collection of geodesic segments (z}, ;, &L ;)
which are joined at Y and 0.X.
Following [Sall, we shall suppose that & is a ternary fraction

O./illig ey

where k,, = 0 or k = 2 for all m, so that x is a point of the Cantor set
in [0,1]. More precisely, we say that the trajectory has type s if the
following is true.

e If the (m + 1)st segment of the trajectory is obtained by re-
flection and there exists the corresponding refracted ray then
Km = 0.
e if the (m+ 1)st segment of the trajectory is obtained by refrac-
tion then k,, = 2,
e If the trajectory has only m segments or the mth segment ends
at 0X or at a point of total reflection then either k,, = 0 or
Km = 2.
The last condition implies that a billiard trajectory may have different
types k. Roughly speaking, the equality &, = 2 means that (m + 1)st
segment is obtained by refraction whenever it is possible.

3.3. Dead-end and grazing trajectories. A billiard trajectory is
not well-defined if

e the trajectory hits OM infinitely many times in a finite time,

e or the angle of incidence or the angle of refraction is equal to
Z€ero,

e or the trajectory hits a point in 0Mgp,.

Trajectories of the first type are called dead-end, trajectories of the
second type are said to be grazing, and we call trajectories of the third
kind singular. Let Oq, O, and Oy be the sets of starting points of the
dead-end, grazing and singular trajectories, respectively. Clearly, Oy,
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k1 = (0,0,0,...)
Ko = (2,0,2,...)
k3 = (0,0,2,2,...)
ks =(0,0,2,0,...)
ks = (2,0,0,...)

Fi1GURE 3. Ray-splitting trajectories

O,, and Oy are conic subsets of 7%(X \ OM). Throughout the paper
we shall suppose that the following assumption holds.

Assumption 3.1. The conic set Oq|J O |J Os has measure zero in the
cotangent bundle.

This assumption means the set of starting points of “bad” trajecto-
ries is of measure zero or, in other words, that the billiard trajectories
(2t (y,m), &L (y,m)) are well-defined for all k, all ¢ > 0 and almost all
(y,m) € T*X.

Remark 3.2. One can easily show that Og | O is a set of measure zero
(see, for instance [Sall, [SV1] or [SV2]). However, there are reasons
to believe that Oq()S*M may have a positive measure. In [SVI] the
authors constructed such an example for a similar branching billiard.

Let Or be the set of points (y,n) € T*(X \ M) such that all the
billiard trajectories (z%(y,n),&L(y,n)) are well defined for t € [0, 7]
and z% (y,n) € OM. Clearly, Or are open conic subset of T*(X \ dM).
Assumption implies that their intersection Oy := (o, Or is a set
of full measure in 7" X.

Note that the mapping . : (y,n) — (2%, &) defined on Or is a ho-
mogeneous canonical transformation in the sense in symplectic geome-
try for each fixed ¢ € [t,T] and k. It preserves the canonical symplectic
I-form & - dz on T*X and the standard measures on 7*X and S*M
(see, for instance, [Sall] or [SV2]).

4. FOURIER INTEGRAL OPERATORS

Further on we shall abbreviate the words ‘Fourier integral operator’
and ‘pseudodifferential operator’ to FIO and DO, respectively. We
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shall always be assuming that their symbols and amplitudes belong to
Hérmander’s classes Sp, (see, for instance, [H2, Chapter 18]). Recall
that the conic support conesupp p of a function p € S, is defined as
the closure of the union | ; supp p;, where p; are the positively homo-
geneous functions appearing in the asymptotic expansion p ~ > iDj

4.1. Definition. Let @ : (y,n) — (2*(y,n),£*(y,n)) be a smooth ho-
mogeneous canonical transformation in 7% M defined on an open conic
set D(®) C T*M, and let V : C°(M,QY?) — C=(M,Q'/?) be an op-
erator with Schwartz kernel V(z,y) (that is, Vu(x) = (V(z,-), u(-))).

The operator V is said to be a FIO of order m associated with ® if
V(z,y) can be written as an oscillatory integral of the form

(4.1) (2m)™" / UMy, n) [det pu(z, y,m)|"? s(z,y,m) dy
T M

modulo a half-density from C*®(M x M,Q'?). Here ¢, ¢ and p are
smooth functions on M x T*M satisfying the following conditions.

(a;) < is an arbitrary cut-off function, which is positively homoge-
neous of degree 0 for large 7, is identically equal to 1 in a small
neighbourhood of the set {x = 2*(y,n)} and vanishes outside
another small neighbourhood of the set {z = 2*(y,n)}.

(az) p is an amplitude from a class Sp} . with conesuppp C D(®);

(a3) ¢ is positively homogeneous in 7 of degree 1 with Im ¢ > 0.

(a1) plz,y,m) = (x—2%) - &+ O0(lz —2**) as v — 2"

(as) det pu,(z,y,m) # 0 for all (z,y,n) € supps and = = z* is the
only solution of the equation ¢, (x,y,n) = 0 on supps.

Note that

e o, (z*,y,n) = 0 because ® preserves the 1-form z-d§. Therefore
the condition (as) is fulfilled whenever det ., (z*,y,n) # 0 and
supp is small enough.

e The right hand side of behaves as a half-density with re-

spect to x and y and, consequently, the corresponding operator
acts in the space of half-densities;

Remark 4.1. The above definition of a FIO was introduced in [LSV]
(see also [SV2, Chapter 2]). It is equivalent to the traditional one,
which is given in terms of local real-valued phase functions parametriz-
ing the Lagrangian manifold

(42)  A{ly,m=z,8 eD(®) xT*M : (x,8) = (" (y,n). & (y, 1))}
(see, for example, [HI1] or [Tx]).
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Remark 4.2. By [LSV] Theorem 1.8|, the Schwartz kernel of a FIO
can be represented by an integral of the form (4.1)) with any phase func-
tion @ and cut-off function < satisfying the above conditions.

Remark 4.3. One can define a FIO using with an amplitude
p(x,y,m) € S, depending on x instead of p(y,n). These two defini-
tions are equivalent. Indeed, since (x — x*)e'? = BV, €' with some
smooth matriz-function B, one can always remove the dependence on
x by expanding p into Taylor’s series at the point x = x*, replacing
(z — x*)e' with BV, e and integrating by parts. In particular, this
procedure shows that with an x-dependent amplitude p(z,y,n) de-
fines an infinitely smooth half-density whenever p = 0 in a conic neigh-
bourhood of the set {x = x*}.

One can find all homogeneous terms in the expansion of the am-
plitude p(y, n) by analysing asymptotic behaviour of the Fourier trans-
forms of localizations of the distribution . This implies that p(y,n)
is determined modulo a rapidly decreasing function by the FIO and
the phase function ¢. It is not difficult to show that the conic support
cone supp p does not depend on the choice of ¢ and is determined only
by the FIO V itself (see, for instance, [SV2, Section 2.7.4]). We shall
denote it by conesupp V.

Remark 4.4. By [SV2, Corollary 2.4.5], if a phase function satis-
fies (a3), (a4) and the matriz Imp,,(x*,y,n) is positive definite then
det g (x*,y,m) # 0. One can deduce from this that the set of phase
functions ¢ satisfying (ag)—(as) is connected and simply connected.

4.2. The Keller—Maslov bundle. Let Dz(®) be the Z-principal bun-
dle over D(®) on which the multivalued function arg det®p,,(z*,y,n)
becomes a single valued continuous function of y,n depending contin-
uously on ¢. The fibre at the point (y,n) can be thought of as the
set of equivalence classes of pairs (¢, a), where ¢ is a phase function
satisfying (asz)—(as), a is an integer, and the equivalence relation is
(QD’ a) ~ (957d) iff

2m(a — @) — arg det’p,, (2%, y,m) + arg det* 3., (z*, y,n) € (=, 7],
where the branch of the argument in the right hand side is chosen to
be continuous along any path in the set of phase functions satisfying
(az)—(as). Then argdet®y,,(z*,y,n) can be defined as a continuous
single valued function on the principal bundle Dz(®) determined by

arg det’o,, (2%, y, 0, [(¢, a)]) € (=7 + a, 7 + a).

Locally real phase functions provide local trivializations of Dz(®) de-
termining the topology on the total space.
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In the following we will often suppress the argument [(¢,a)] and
think of the function argdet’p,,(z*,y) as a multivalued function on
D(®) understood as a continuous single valued function on Dyz(®P).
Factoring out 47Z C Z one obtains a Z4-principal bundle which we
denote by Dy, ().

The complex line bundle associated with the representation

Zy—C*, a—1°

is called the Keller-Maslov line bundle. Our definition here is equiva-
lent to the one given in the literature (see, for instance, [H1] and [Tt])
because if ¢, (z*,y,n) and @z, (x*,y,n) are real then (¢, a) ~ (¢, a) is
equivalent to

- 1 * 5 *
0 — =~ (sgny(a",y,m) — sgn@yy(v", y,m))

Sections of the Keller-Maslov line bundle can be understood as func-
tions f(y,n,a) on Dz, (P) satisfying the equivariance condition

(4.3) fly,m,a+n)=1i"f(y,n,a),

where a = [(¢,a)] denotes the variable in the fibre on which the Z-
action is defined by [(¢,a)] + n = [(¢,a + n)]. For the purpose of this
article we will think of them in this way.

The situation simplifies when the bundle Dz (®) is topologically triv-
ial. This is equivalent to the existence a branch of arg(det® ¢, (z*, y,1))
which is continuous on the set D(®). Clearly, such a branch exists
whenever D(®) is simply connected.

4.3. The index function Og. Let C' = C] + 1C5 be a symmetric
n X n-matrix with a nonnegative (in the sense of operator theory) real
part C7, and let IIo be the orthogonal projection on ker C'. We shall
denote det; C' = det(C + Ilg). Furthermore, we define the function
arg det C' in such a way that it is continuous with respect to C' on the
set of matrices with a fixed kernel and is equal to zero when Cy = 0.
In particular, if C; = 0 then argdet, C' = 7 sgn Cy where sgn C is the
signature of Cy (see [H2l, Section 3.4]).
The following is [LSV], Proposition 2.3].

Proposition 4.5. The function

1 *
(44) Ooly,m) = - arg det?o,, (z*, y, 1)

1 . 1 .
— —argdety (pgy(a”,y,n)/1) + 5 ranka;(y,m)
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as a function on Dz (P) does not depend on v and local coordinates. The
Junction ©g is continuous along any path on which rank x; is constant.

Definition 4.6. If v : [a,b] — D(®) is a path in D(P) let 7 : [a,b] —
Dy(®) be any continuous lift. Og(F(b)) — Os(Y(a)) is independent of
the lift and called the Maslov index of .

The above definition was introduced in [LSV] (the idea goes back to
[Ar]). If the path is closed then it coincides with the Maslov index de-
fined in [H2] via a Cech cohomology class associated with parametriza-
tions of the Lagrangian manifold by families of local real-valued
phase functions. The index function ©¢ allows one to extend this no-
tion to non-closed paths.

4.4. The principal symbol of a FIO. Choosing ¢ with a sufficiently
small support, we can rewrite (4.1]) in the form

—-n ipo(x 1/4
(4.5) (2m) / @ gy n) (det? gz, y,m) " s (2, y,m) dn,
T;M

where ¢ is the section of the Keller—Maslov bundle obtained from the
amplitude ¢(z,y,n) = p(y,n) e 1(ars(det®oan(z.y.m) by the procedure de-
scribed in Remark . Clearly, ¢ belongs to the same class S”7, and

phg
—i(arg(de 2(,096 x*
(46) %(ya 77) - pO(y7 T]) € 3 (arg(det”pen (@™y.m)) )

where go and pg are the leading homogeneous terms of the amplitudes
q and p.

By construction, (det2 Pan(T,y,1)) Y4 is well defined for « sufficiently
closed to z* as a continuous function on Dy, (P) satisfying the equiv-
ariance condition

(4.7) fly,n,a+n)=14"f(y,n,a),

where a is a variable for the fibre of Dz, (®). Therefore it is a sec-
tion in the dual of the Keller-Maslov bundle. Since the product of
q(y,n) (det2 309677(x,y,77))1/4 is single valued, ¢(y,n) is a section of the
Keller-Maslov line bundle. We shall call it a full symbol of the corre-
sponding FIO.

The following is [SV2, Theorem 2.7.11].

Theorem 4.7. Let V' be a FIO whose Schwartz kernel is given by
(4.5). Then the leading homogeneous term qo of the amplitude q is
uniquely determined by the operator V.

Remark 4.8. By Theorem [4.7], the leading homogeneous term qo does
not depend on the choice of local coordinates and does not change when
we change the phase function ¢ in the representation (4.5)).
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Remark 4.9. Theorem was proved in [SV1] only for canonical
transformations associated with billiards. However, the same proof
works in the general case.

In the following we will denote the leading homogeneous term g
of the symbol of a FIO V by oy and think of it as a multivalued
function on D(P) or as a single valued function on Dy, (P) respectively,

that satisfies (4.3). Note that the product i®*cy is single valued by
construction as

(48) 7:@@0.‘/ — i(rank:Jc;;)/2f(argdet+(gonn/i)7r Do

where pyq is the leading homogeneous term of the amplitude p from (4.1
and argdet, (p,,/1) is evaluated at = = z*(y,n).

Example 4.10. If ® is the identical transformation then @, (x*,y,n) =
I and the corresponding FIO V is a ¥ DO (see, for example, [Shl The-
orem 19.1]). If we put arg(det? Yen) = 0 then the principal symbol of
V' (in the sense of the theory of pseudodifferential operators) coincides
with the leading homogeneous term qq.

If the bundle Dz, (®P) is trivial we can globally fix a branch of

arg(det® ., (z,y, 1)

for a fixed phase function. Note, that in general there will be no pre-
ferred branch. In case V is a ¢¥yDO we shall however suppose that
arg(det® ¢,,) = 0, so that in this case oy coincides with the traditional
principal symbol.

4.5. Symbolic calculus for FIOs. In what follows, in order to avoid
‘boundary effects’ when considering compositions of various FIOs and
1¥»DOs on M, we shall have to assume that supports of their Schwartz
kernels are separated from the boundary. Namely, we shall deal the
following classes of operators.

e A{ is the class of operators V' whose Schwartz kernels V(z,y)
vanish in a neighbourhood of the set OM x M.

e A is the class of operators V whose Schwartz kernels V(zx,y)
vanish in a neighbourhood of the set M x dM.

o Ay := AN A

e A is the class of operators that can be written in the form
cl + Ay where Ay € A,.

The following results are in principle well-known. However, we need
explicit formulae for the principal symbols, which are not obvious
(partly, due to the fact that there are many possible definitions of the
symbol). Therefore we have included a simple direct proof of Theorem
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in Appendix . In the rest of this section b = b(y,n,as,as) or
b = b(y,n,a) will denote a map between the fibres of the Z4-bundles
that depends only on the involved canonical transformations. A con-
struction of this map is implicitly contained in the proofs of the state-
ments but is not needed for our purposes.

Theorem 4.11. Let V; be FIOs of order m; associated with canonical
transformations ®;, where j = 1,2. Assume that either Vi € A} or
Vo € Aj. Then the composition V3V is a FIO of order my 4+ my asso-
ciated with the canonical transformation ® = ®;' o &1 with principal

Symb()l equal to Ovy*i (y7777 b) =0y (y777a al) UVQ((b(y777)a a2) such that
conesupp (V5'V;) C <cone supp Vi ﬂ @~ (cone supp V2)> )

Recall that the inner product in the space of half-densities L?(M, Q/?)
is invariantly defined, and so are the adjoint operators. Taking V; = I
in Theorem [4.11] we obtain

Corollary 4.12. LetV be a FIO of order m associated with a canonical
transformation ®. If V € A then the adjoint operator V* is a FIO of
order m associated with the inverse transformation ®~1 with principal
symbol equal to oy«(y,n,b) = oy (P~Yy,n),a) such that

cone supp V* C ®(conesupp V).
Theorem {4.11] and Corollary immediately imply

Corollary 4.13. Let Vi, Vi be as in Theorem[A.11]. Assume that either
Vi, Vo € Ay orVy € Ag. Then Vo Vi is a FIO of order my+mqy associated
with the transformation ® = &y o &1 with principal symbol equal to
ovya (Y51, 8) = ov; (Y, 1, 1) v, (@1 (y, m), a2) such that

conesupp (VaV1) C (cone supp V; ﬂ ®, ! (cone supp Vg)) :

Remark 4.14. In simple words, the above formulae for principle sym-

bols mean that o=y, (y,n) = i* oy, (y,n) ov,(®(y,n)), ov-(y,n) =
2oy (27 y,m)) and ovii(y,m) = " ov(y,m) ov,(P1(y.n)) . where
k; are integers which are uniquely determined by the canonical trans-

formations.

It is well known that FIOs can be extended to the space &'(M \ OM)
of distributions with compact supports in M \ dM (see, for instance,
[Sh] or [Tt]). Theorem and standard results on ¥ DOs imply that
a FIO of order m lying in A, is bounded from H*(M) to H*~"(M).

Let A,B € Ay be ¥yDOs, and let V be a FIO associated with a
canonical transformation ®. Then, by Corollary AV B is a FIO
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associated with ® such that conesupp (AV B) is a subset of
cone supp B m conesupp V ﬂ ®~(conesupp A).

The above inclusion implies that WE (Vu) C & (WF (u)) for all dis-
tributions w € &' (M \ OM), where WF (-) denotes the wave front set.
Roughly speaking, this means that singularities of a distribution are
moved by the map ® under the action of the associated FIO V.

The following is a refined version of Egorov’s theorem.

Theorem 4.15. Let Vi and Vs, be FIOs of orders my and ms associated
with a canonical transformation ®. If A € Ay is a YDO of order m
then
(1) the composition B := V;AVy is a ¥vDO of order m 4+ my + my
such that

conesupp B C conesupp Vi ﬂ ®~!(conesupp A) ﬂ cone supp Vs;

(2) on(y,n,a) =ov(y,n,a) ca(®(y,n)) ov,(y, n, b)

(3) if Vi = Vo then og(y,n) = oa(®(y,n)) lov; (y, n)|*.
Proof. The first two statements are obtained by applying Corollary [4.13]
to the composition AV; and then Theorem to the composition of
this operator with V5.

If Vi, = Vs then op(y,n) coincides with o4(®(y,n)) lov, (y,n)* as
the principal principal symbol of a FIO, that is, modulo a factor i*
with £ € Z,. If A is a non-negative self-adjoint operator then so is
B =V AV;. It follows that op > 0, which implies that £ = 0. Since
op continuously depends on A, the same is true for all ¥DOs A. [

5. THE UNITARY GROUP e~ tAY?

In this section and further on we shall denote
Ut) = e~ 1tAY?

Since A is self-adjoint, the operators U(t) form a strongly continuous
unitary group in the space of half-densities in L?(M, Q/2).

5.1. Representation by FIOs. In the following theorem ¥~> de-
notes the class of operators whose Schwartz kernels are infinitely smooth
on [0,7] x M x M up to the boundary.

Theorem 5.1. Let A and B be ¥DOs in the space of half-densities on
M such that A € A, B € A}, and conesupp B C Or. Then, on the
time interval [0, T], we have AU(t)B = 3_, . AU, ;(t)B modulo U=,
where the sum is finite and U, ;(t) are parameter-dependent FIOs such
that
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(1) each FIO U, ;(t) is associated with the canonical transformation

& (y,m) — (2 (y,n), & ;(y.m)), where (y,m) € conesupp B

and (zy, ;, &) ;) is a billiard segment defined in Subsection '

(2) each FIOs U, ;(t) satisfies the equation O}U, ;(t) — AU, ;(t) = 0
modulo W~°°;

(3) the FIO U, (t) associated with the first segment (which starts
at t = 0) satisfies the initial condition U o(0) = I, for all other
segments U, ;(0) = 0;

(4) the phase functions corresponding to the incoming, reflected and
refracted trajectories coincide on the set {x € Y |JOX}, and so
do the arguments arg(det® p,,);

(5) the principal symbols oy, ;) are (locally) independent of t.

The theorem is proved using the standard technique, which goes back
to [Ch]. For a usual elliptic boundary value problem with branching
billiards, it is discussed in detail in [SV2]. For the operator defined in
Section [2] a sketch of proof was given in [Sall.

Remark 5.2. The same arguments show that a similar result holds
for negative times. More precisely, Theorem remains valid for t €
[—T,0] under the assumption that conesupp B C O, 1, where O 1s
the set of starting points of billiard trajectories going in the reverse
direction which are well defined on the time interval [=T,0]. One can
easily show that (y,n) € Of if and only if (y, —n) € Op.

5.2. Principal symbols of the FIOs U, ;(t). Following [SV2l Sec-
tion 2.6.3], let us fix branches of arg(det®,,) for the FIOs U, ;(t)
assuming that
o for the FIO U, o(t) associated with the first segment of billiard
trajectories, arg(det? SOIn)‘t:o oy = 0;
e the branches corresponding to the incoming, reflected and re-
fracted trajectories coincide on the set {z € Y |J0X}.
In view of the parts (3) and (4) of Theorem [5.1] these two condi-
tions can be satisfied. Clearly, they uniquely determine the branch of
arg(det’® ¢,,) for all the FIOs U, ;(t) for all times ¢. It follows that
the bundles Dz(®7, ;) over conesupp B associated with the transforma-
tions (IDfi’ ; are trivial. This allows us to consider the principal symbols
0..(t;y,m) of FIOs U, ;(t) as single-valued functions on Ry x T*M.
In particular, Theorem (5) implies that the principal symbol oy, )
associated with the first segment is identically equal to 1.
Let O, be the conic set of points (y,n) € Or such that all the
billiard trajectories (zt (y,n), £ (y,n)) experience at most m reflections
and refractions for ¢ € [0,T]. The sets O, r are open, and their union



SEMICLASSICAL THEORY OF DISCONTINUOUS SYSTEMS 19

over m contains Or. Since the intersection S*M (1) cone supp B is com-
pact, the conic support conesupp B is covered by a finite collection of
connected components of O,, v with a sufficiently large m. Assume, for
the sake of simplicity, that cone supp B lies in one connected component
of O, 1, and let U, ;(t) be one of the FIOs introduced in Theorem 5.1
Since there are no dead-end, grazing or singular trajectories of length
t € [0,T] originating from O,, 7, for each fixed x and j there are two
possibilities :

(i) all segments (7, ;(y,n), &L ;(y,n)) with (y,n) € conesupp B end
at the points of T*M |Yreg which do not belong to the set of total
reflection;

(ii) all segments (z, ;(y,n), &L ;(y,n)) with (y,n) € conesupp B end
at the points of total reflection in T M|y, oo

(iii) all segments (. ;(y,n),£). ;(y,m)) with (y,1) € conesupp B end
at T*M|8Xreg.

In the first case, in order to satisfy the boundary condition, one has
to add to U, ;(t) two FIOs Uy, j+1(t) and Uy, j+1(t), corresponding to
the reflected and refracted trajectories, respectively.

In the second case, the FIO U, j1+1(t) corresponding to the reflected
trajectories is chosen is such a way that the Schwartz kernel of the sum
Uy ;j(t) + Uk j+1(t) has singularities only at the points (¢,z,y) with
x €Y. After that one can satisfy the boundary condition by adding a
‘boundary layer term’ whose singularities are also located at the points
(t,z,y) with z € Y (see [SV2], Section 3.3.4] for details). Since A € Ajf),
the boundary layer terms do not appear in the sum representing the
operator AU(t)B.

Finally, in the third case, the Dirichlet or Neumann boundary con-
dition is satisfied by adding only a FIO Uy, j+1(t) corresponding to the
reflected trajectories.

Let 0.(t;y,m), 0k j+1(t;y,m) and oy, j+1(t;y,n) be the principal
symbols of the FIOs U&j (t), U,€07j+1(t) and Unl,j-‘rl (t)

Lemma 5.3. Assume that the trajectory (z), ;(y,n),£). ;(y,1) approaches

Yieg from the g, -side and hits Yoy at the time t*(y,n) at the point
(‘T*ag*) = lim (mfi,j<y7n)7ffti,j(y’n) '

t—t*(y,m)—0

Let 1 be as in Subsection , and let 7 = /|gs (v*, %) — g_(2*,&5)|
if (x*,&*) is a point of total reflection. Then

(5.1) Oroit1(T50.M) = Tugjr1(¥, M) 0k (t59,m),
(52) O-Hl,j-l-l(t*; Y, 77) = Tk1,j+1 (yv 77) O-R,j(t*; Y, 77) 5
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where
. . — 2. /T 7=
_Ty—T— _ VT
(i) in the first case Tuy 41 = o and Te g = D
(i) in the second case Ty i1 = T

If the trajectory hits the boundary 0X,eg then we have (5.1)) with

(iii) 7wy, j41 = 1 for the Neumann boundary condition, and
Tro,j+1 = —1 for the Dirichlet boundary condition.

Clearly, if the geodesics approaches Y;e, from the g_-side, then the
coefficients 7., ;41 and 74, ;41 are defined by the formulae which are
obtained from the above equalities by swapping + and —.

Remark 5.4. Note that (7., j11)° + (Teyjo1)” = 1 in the case (i), and
|Twoj+1| = 1 in the cases (ii), (iii).

Part (iii) of Lemma/[5.3)is a particular case of [SV2, Corollary 3.4.7].
The formulae (i) and (ii) can be deduced from [Sall Proposition 3.3],
which states the same result but for principals symbols defined in a
different way. However, the proof of Proposition 3.3 in [Sal] is very
sketchy and is not easy to reconstruct. Therefore in Appendix [B| we
outline a direct proof, which uses the technique developed in [SV2].

5.3. The index function of billiard transformations. In this sub-
section we shall briefly recall some results from [SV2, Section 1.5] and
[SV2, Appendix D.6]. Strictly speaking, they were proved in [SV2] only
for billiards obtained by reflections. However, the same technique of
matching phase functions is applicable to refracted trajectories, and
the proofs remain exactly the same.

Let us denote the index functions of the transformations @ ; by
©..,(t;y,n). Theorem (4) implies that the index functions corre-
sponding to two consecutive billiard segments coincide at the points of
reflection and refraction. This allows us to define the index function
©.(t;y,m) associated with the transformation @ : (y,n) — (zf,&L).

Consider the matrix of the first derivatives (%), (y,n). Since 2, is
positively homogeneous in 7 of degree zero, rank (z%), is not greater
than n — 1. If rank (x7), < n — 1 for some s > 0 then the point z;
is said to be a conjugate point of the billiard trajectory z*(y,n), and
the number n — 1 — rank (z7), is called its multiplicity. At the points
of reflection and refraction, rank (%), is the same for the incoming,
reflected and refracted trajectories. Thus the notions of a conjugate
point and its multiplicity are well defined for all (y,n) € Or and all
s € 10,77

The following statement is an immediate corollary of [SV2, Lemma
1.5.6] and [SV2, Theorem D.6.8].
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Proposition 5.5. If (y,n) € Or then every billiard trajectory =t (y,n),
t € [0,T), has only finitely many conjugate points. The number of its
conjugate points counted with their multiplicities is equal to —©,(T;y, n).

6. LocAL WEYL ASYMPTOTICS

The operator A is self-adjoint and has compact resolvent and there-
fore there exists an orthonormal basis (¢;) ey in L*(M, Q2) such that

Agj = Moy,

where 0 < A\ < A < ... — 0.
Given an L2-bounded operators A, let us define

Na(A) == (Ady, 6).
A <A2
The Weyl asymptotic formula for N(\) implies that
Na(A) < A N(A) < const [[A[| A"
We shall denote

whenever the limit exists. Formulae giving the value of A(A) in terms of
other characteristics of the operator A (such as its symbol or Schwartz
kernel) are usually called local Weyl laws.

Remark 6.1. Since A(K) = 0 whenever the operator K is compact,
A(A) depends only on the image of A in the Calkin algebra.

Clearly, Na()\) is a function with locally bounded variation, whose
derivative N/; is the sum of d-functions located at the points )\;/ ? with
coefficients (A¢;, ¢;). For every smooth rapidly decreasing function p
on R we have

(61) D p(A =2 (A0 6)) = prNI(N) = o/ Na(V),

j=1
where * denotes the convolution. In many cases it is easier to investi-
gate the asymptotic behaviour of p x Nj(\). After that, a local Weyl

law can be obtained by applying a suitable Tauberian theorem.
If A€ Ay and its Schwartz kernel A(z,y) satisfies the condition

(C) (z,&y,0) € WF (A) for all (z,) € T*M and y € M
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then the trace Tr (AU(t)) exists as a distribution in ¢. Indeed, the
above condition implies that AU(¢)(1 + A)~™ is an operator with a
continuous kernel Uy ,,, (¢, z, y) for all sufficiently large positive integers
m, so that we can define

Tr (AU(t)) = (1— j—é) /MZ/{A,m<tvy>y)dy-

In this case

(62) p* Ny(A) = F, (Z ety A%%))

J=1

= Fo L (0(0) T (AU(0) = Fiy (p(0) T (U(1)A))

where p is the Fourier transform of p and F,!, is the inverse Fourier
transform.

Let V € Aj be a FIO of order zero associated with canonical trans-
formations ®. By [H2, Theorem 8.1.9], the wave front of the Schwartz
kernel of V' is a subset of

(@, &y, —n) € T"M xT*M : (z,§) = P(y,m)},

Therefore V' satisfies the condition (C).
Further on

dy dn
o dw(y,n) = VOIEJT?W is the normalised measure on S*M

e Fix(®) = {(y,n) € S*M : ®(y,n) = (y,7)} is the set of fixed
points of a transformation ¢ lying in S*M.

The following two results are proved in Appendix [C|

Theorem 6.2. If V € Ay is a FIO of order zero associated with a
homogeneous canonical transformations ® then the limit A(V') exists
and

(6.3 s = o) ety ).

Lemma 6.3. If V; € Ay are FIOs of order zero associated with ho-
mogeneous canonical transformations ®; and let V- = V5'Vi and ¢ =
O, o ®y. Then

i oy = (i%%10y,) (i7" ay;)

almost everywhere on the set Fix(P).

Theorems [4.11], [6.2], and Lemma [6.3] immediately imply
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Corollary 6.4. If V; € Ay are FIOs of order zero associated with
canonical transformations ®; then the limit A(V5'V1) exists and coin-
cides with

A(‘/Q*‘/l) - / ieqh @) 0wy (y7 77) Z’—@q>2 D) OV, (y7 ﬁ) dw(:y? f/) )
Fix(®)

where ® = &5 0 @,

Applying Theorem with ® = I and the Weyl formula for the
counting function, we obtain the following well known result.

Corollary 6.5. If A € A is a DO of order zero then the limit A(A)
exists and is equal to [q., oa(y,7) dw(y, 7).

Remark 6.6. A theorem similar to Theorem[6.2] was stated and proved
under a clean intersection condition in [Z2]. Note that the formula for
A(V) given in [Z2] differs from (6.3)), as it does not contain the factor
i®®. This is due to the fact that the author used an implicitly defined
notion of “scalar principal symbol”. An explicit definition of this object
would have involved the index function or an analogue.

7. CLASSICAL DYNAMICS OF BRANCHING BILLIARDS

7.1. Definitions. Let Or be the conic subsets of the cotangent bundle
T*(X \ OM) defined at Subsection [3.3] By Assumption 3.1 Or is an
open set of full measure for each 7" > 0.

If (y,n) € Or then all the billiard trajectories (z%(y,n),&5(y,n))
originating from (y,n) are well defined for ¢ € [0,7] and experience
only finitely many reflections and refractions. It follows that, for each
fixed (y,n) € Op and t € [0, T}, the set of end points of the trajectories
(2% (y,n),& (y,n)) is finite. Let us denote it by ®'(y,n).

Remark 7.1. Note that £ (y,n) is not uniquely defined if the trajec-
tory hits the boundary at the time t*. For the sake of definiteness, we
shall be assuming that in this situation £ (y,n) = lim;_p_o & (y,n).

Remark 7.2. Recall that the shifts along billiard trajectories ®% :
(y,m) — (2%, &) are homogeneous canonical transformations in T*X.
One can consider the branching billiard system as a family of multi-
valued canonical transformations ®*, mapping (y,n) € T*X into the

set Dt (y,m) = U, DL(y,n).

Suppose that a billiard trajectory (xf(y,n), &5 (y,n)) is well defined
and hits the boundary at the times 0 < ti(y,n) < t5(y,n)... For
each t7(y,n) we have the associated coefficient 7, ;11(y,7) calculated
in Lemma [5.3, where j + 1 is the order number of the next segment.
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More precisely, in the notation of Lemma [5.3] 7,41 1= 7,41 if the
next segment is obtained by reflection, and 7, j+1 := 7,, j+1 if the next
segment is obtained by retraction.

Let us define
1 if 0 <t<ti(y,m),
T(t;y,m) = 11 ly,m) it (y,n) <t
t;(y,n)<t Tn,]Jrl y,n 1 1 y,n .
In view of Remark [5.4]
(7.1) > Ity ) =1
(zk.E5)
for all (y,n) € Or and t € [0,7], where the sum is taken over all
distinct billiard trajectories of ‘length’ ¢ originating from (y, n).

Remark 7.3. We call the number |1,.(t;y,n)|? the weight of the trajec-
tory (z2(y,n),&2(y,m)), s € [0,t]. It can be thought of as the proportion
of energy transmitted along the billiard trajectory, or the probability for
a particle to travel along this trajectory.

If (z,€) € ®'(y,n), let us denote

Wi (Gym) == > Ity ),
(at. £2)
. . 2
whetiyom = | 3 % n(tyn) [
(at,.€2)

where 7, (t;y,n) are as above, O, are the index functions introduced in
Subsection [5.3] and the sum is taken over all distinct billiard trajecto-
ries of ‘length’ t originating from (y,n) and ending at (x, ).

In view of Assumption [3.1] the following definition makes sense for
all p € [1,00] and ¢t > 0.

Definition 7.4. The classical transfer operators =f and the diagonal

transfer operators Z¢ in the space LP(S*M,dw) are defined for times
t > 0 by the equalities

ENwm) = Y whglty.d) flx,8)),
(z,£)€Pt(y,7)
ENwi) = D wheltyd) f(@,€),
(z,£)€Pt(y,7)
where (y,n) € S* (M \ OM)\ O;.

The difference between =4 and =° is in the contributions from re-

combining billiard trajectories, that is, the billiard trajectories such
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that (z%,&L) = (28,,&%) but (25,£5) # (25,,&,) for some s € (0,t). If
the set of initial points that admit recombining billiard trajectories has
measure zero then = and £, coincide.

Example 7.5. Let X: be the unit 2-dimensional sphere and Y be a
great circle, splitting X into the union of two hemispheres X, and X _.
Let us provide Xy with the metrics c+ g, where g is the standard met-
ric on X and cy are positive constants, and consider the Riemannian
manifold X = X |JX_. In this situation, the billiard trajectories are
formed by the great semicircles lying either in X, or X_, whose length
1s equal to mcy and wce_, respectively. If micy = m_c_ with some
positive integers my and t > 4dmm_cy then for every billiard trajectory
(2t (y,7),E(y, 7)) there exists a distinct trajectory (at,(y,7), &L (y, 7))
with the same end point, which is obtained from (zt(y,7),& (y, 7)) by
replacing 2m, great semicircles in X with 2m_ great semicircles in
X_ or the other way round. If cy and c_ are rationally independent
then there are no recombining trajectories.

7.2. Results. The following theorem reveals the link between the di-
agonal transfer operators and local Weyl asymptotics.

Theorem 7.6. Let B,C € Ay be YvDOs of order zero in the space of
half-densities on M such that conesupp B |Jconesupp C C Or. Then,
for all YDOs A € A of order zero and all t € [0,T],

NCUWATWB) = [ oo(i) Zoa)v.7) oa(y.7) oty ).

Proof. If A is the multiplication by a constant then the theorem follows
from Corollary[6.5] Thus we can assume without loss of generality that
Ac A.

Then, by Theorem U(t)B and U(t)C* can be represented as
finite sums of IOFs }__ U, ;(t)B and 3_,, Uy j(t)C*. It follows that

(7.2) CU(AU()B = Y CUL ;(t)AU,;(t)B,

1l
A2V

Corollaries and imply that (CUY ;)" = Uy yC* and AU, () B
are FIOs associated with canonical transformation ®f, ;, and @} ; with
principal symbols

o w(Yn) ocly.n) and  oa(®) ;(y,n) o, 0 (Y1) oy n),

respectively. Clearly, the set of fixed points of the mapping (@Z,J,)*l@; j
consist of (y,n) € T*M such that

(2 (o m), & (o)) = (@ 5o (y, ), € i (y,m)).-
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Now the required result is obtained by calculating the principal symbols
of U, ;(t) and Uy j(t) with the use of Lemma applying Corollary
and summing up over all segments of the billiard trajectories. [

Corollary 7.7. If (y,n) € Or and 0 <t < T then

> whgltym) =1 and o whgltym)=1.

(z,£)€Pt(y,m) (z,£)€P(y,n)

Proof. The first equality is an immediate consequence of ([7.1)). The
second is proved by applying Theorem to A = I and comparing the
obtained result with Corollary [6.5] O

7.3. Properties of the transfer operators. Clearly,
e =7 and Ef are positivity preserving operators.
Corollary [7.7] implies that

e the operators =¢ and Z¢ are continuous in all spaces LP(S* M, dw)
with p € [1,00] and their operator norms in these spaces are
bounded by 1,

e =¢ and = are isometries in the space L'(S*M, dw).

Note that the operators Z¢ form a semigroup, whereas Z¢ Z¢ may not
coincide with =, .

Definition 7.8. Let =; be either =5 or Z3. We say that Z; is ergodic
if for all f € L*>°(S*M, dw)

vy o | /Ot(Esf)(yﬁ)dsdt S fwdely )

S*M
as T — 400 almost everywhere in S*M.

In view of Corollary [7.7] and Lebesgue’s dominated convergence the-
orem, if =; is ergodic then

4 e[ ) / (B dsat (S*Mf(y,ﬁ)dw(y,ﬁ)>1

in all spaces LP(S*M,dw), where 1 is the function identically equal to
one.

Remark 7.9. Changing the order of integration, one can rewrite the
condition (7.3) in the following equivalent form

o772 [ =) G s < [ i dti).
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Remark 7.10. The traditional definition of ergodicity assumes that

(7.5) o ‘Ehds = [ f i) delni)

S*M
as t — +oo almost everywhere. It is easy to see that implies
but, generally speaking, the converse is not true. However, if the
left hand side of does converge to a limit for all f (as in the
von Neumann ergodic theorem) then, by , the limit coincides with
Jens f.7) dw(y, 1) and, consequently, the dynamics is ergodic in the
classical sense. In our scenario this happens when Y = & and there
are no branching trajectories.

8. CLASSICAL ERGODICITY IMPLIES QUANTUM ERGODICITY

The purpose of this section is to prove the following theorem which
is the main result of this paper.
Theorem 8.1. Suppose that Assumption [3.1] is fulfilled and that the
diagonal dynamics Z¢ is ergodic. Then quantum ergodicity holds, that
is, for any YyDO A € A of order zero we have
X
lim —
oy 2

J=1

(50 = [ ol oty | = 0.

Proof. The proof proceeds in several steps.

Step 1. We can assume without loss of generality that

(5.1 | oate g dutni) = 0

simply by subtracting the constant .., oa(y,7) dw(y,7) from A. Thus
it is sufficient to prove that, under the assumption (8.1)),

hmsup—Z| Ad;, d;)| =

N—oo

Step 2. If Q) is an L*-bouned operator, let us denote
| N
AN(Q) = N Z<Q¢]a ¢]> )
j=1

so that A(Q) = limy_ An(Q) whenever the limit exists. By the
Cauchnychwarz inequality,

1 1 &
(82) NZ Qo0 < 52000 < (n(@Q)'”.
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Let us define 4, := U(—t)AU(t) and Ay := T~ fo t)AU (t)dt .
Here and further on integrals of operator-valued functlons are under-
stood in the weak sense,

Since U(t)p; = e ™" ¢; and U(—t) = U*(t) for all t € R, we have

(Arg;, ;) = (Awgj ¢5) = (Ad;, &;)
for all positive integers j,t € Rand T > 0. Therefore, by ,
1/2
hmsup—Z\ Agi 05| < <limsupAN(fl*TflT)> )
N—o00 N—oo

Thus it is sufﬁ(nent to show that
(8.3) limsup Ay (A5Ar) = 0.

N—oo

Remark 8.2. Note that, generally speaking, the operators A, and Ar
are not FIOs and do not belong to Ay. Therefore we cannot directly
apply Theorem or Corollary to evaluate the upper limit (8.3)).

Step 3. Clearly,

(8.4) Az, = T2 / / (U(~) AU (£)g, U(—r) AU(r) ;) dr dlt
_2/T/TFA7j(t—T)drdt,
where

Faj(s) = e 7N (U(=s)Agy, Ags) = (AU (=) AU (5)5, ;) -

Since Fy j(— ) FAJ( ) and || Az¢;||? is real, the integral on the right
hand side of ( coincides with

27T~ //FA]t—T Ydrdt =2T" //FA] )dsdt.

Thus it follows that
T t

(8.5) (Apdros,é5) = |Ares|? = 277 / / (A" Ay, 65) ds dt.
0 0

Step 4. Let Op(x) be the operator of multiplication by a real-valued

function x € C§°(M \ OM) such that 0 < y < 1, and let B € Ay be a

DO of order zero. Since ||A*Aq|| < ||A]|? and ||Op(x)|| < 1, we have
[(A"As05, 050 — (Op(X)A™Asd;, 05| = [{Op(1 — X)A" A0, ¢;)]
= [{(A"A;,0p(1 = x)¢)| < [[AI*IOp(1 = X)&;l r2qary
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where Op(1 — ) is the multiplication by 1 — y, and

[(Op(x) A" Asdj, ¢5) — (Op(x)A"AsB;, ¢5)]
= [(Op()A" A = B)g.6;)| < [AIP (1 = B)gjllzaqary

These inequalities and (8.5 imply the estimate

B B T t
\<A*TAT¢]-,¢]-> —or [ <Op<x>A*AsB¢j,¢j>dsdt'
0 0
< 1A 100(1 = )65z + IAIZ T = B)ésllzzan

Now, applying the second inequality (8.2)), we see that

(86) |[An(A5Ar) — 2772 /0 ' /0 (Ax(Op(x)A*ALB) dsdt‘

< JJAIP (Ax((Op(1 —x))%) " + A2 (Ax((I = B)*(I - B)))"?
forall N =1,2,...

Step 5. Let us fix an arbitrary e > 0. In view of (8.1]), ergodicity of
the diagonal dynamics implies that there exists 7' > 0 such that

T t
(8.7) HzT2 / / 2o, dsdt
0 0

Let us fix such a positive T" and choose the nonnegative function x €
C(M \ OM) and the DO B € Ay of order zero such that

(a) [[(1 - X)H%Q(S*M,dw) <e?,
(b) conesupp B C Or, |op| < 1 and |1 = 057250 pra) < €°
Note that (b) can be satisfied because, by Assumption Or has full

measure.

In view of Corollary the limits A((I — Op(x))?) and A((1 —
B)*(I — B)) exist and are smaller than ¢*. Therefore

(%) the right hand side of is estimated by 2¢||A||? for all suf-
ficiently large V.

By Theorem [7.6] the limit A(Op(x)A*A;B) also exits and is equal

to

< €.
L1(S*M,dw)

83 [ X7l 2 i) ) oty
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The Lebesgue dominated convergence theorem implies that

(8.9) hm 27 / / (AN(Op(x)A*AsB)dsdt

= 2772 /O /O (A(Op(x)A*A,B)ds dt.

Substituting (8.8)), integrating over s and ¢, and taking into account
(8.7) and (a), (b), we see that the absolute value of is smaller
than esup |o4|. Consequently,
(+x) the integral in the left hand side of is estimated by
esup |o4| for all sufficiently large N.

Applying the estimates (x) and (xx) to (8.6)), we obtain
limsup Ay (A5Ar) < 2¢||A||> + esup|oa].

N—oo

Since € can be chosen arbitrarily small, this implies ({8.3]). O

APPENDIX A. PROOF OF THEOREM [£.11]

In this and next sections, if f = (f1,..., f,) is a vector-function of
n-dimensional variable § = (64,...,0,), we denote by fp the n x n-
matrix function with entries (f;)g,, where j enumerates elements of the
1th row.

Let
A1) Dy (y,m) = (20(y,m), ¢V(y,m),
' Dy : (2,8) = (2P(2,€),¢P(2,9)),
and
(A.2) D=y 0@y (y, ) = (z*(y,m), & (v, m)) -
Note that
(A3) ()72 = ()T = ()P - () = o,
(A () = ENTEY = (Y - () =
(A5) ()¢ = (z)7¢® = 0,
(A.6) ()¢ =mn and (2)7¢" =¢

for all (y,n) and (z,£) in any local coordinates because the transfor-
mations ®; preserves the 2-form dz A d¢ and the 1-form ¢ - dz.
The proof proceeds in several steps.
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A.1. Part 1. Assume that ®1(yo,70) = P2(z0,&0) = (20,(o). Then
there exists a local coordinate system z = (zy,...,2,) in a neighbour-

hood of 2 such that det C,gl)(yo, no) # 0 and det CE(Q)(Q:O, &) # 0.
Indeed, let Z be arbitrary coordinates in a neighbourhood of zy. One
can easily show that under a change of coordinates Z — z the matrices

le) and Cf) transform in the following way

g’r(]l) = (gz)T‘z:z(l) 57(]1) + C(l) (22)_1|z:z(1) 27(71) ’
2 F(2 2:)" 73
Cf( ) = ( Z)T‘ZZZ(Q) CE( ) + 0(2) (ZZ) 1|z=z(1) Zé ) !

where CV, C® are symmetric matrices with entries

"L 0%,
SO =W
m=1

(A7)

AN

n

0w =y g n

¢ m 8,21 8zk

8zi 8Zk

1 2=z () 2=2(2)

(see, for instance, [SV2], Section 2.3]). Clearly, one can choose coordi-
nates z in such a way that

(2z)|z:z(1)(y07770) = (EZ)‘z:z(Z)(;UO7§O) = I

and CW(yg,nm0) = CP(wy,&) = cI, where ¢ is an arbitrary real
constant. Then (A.7) turn into

C}(,I)(Z/o,no) = 57(71)(190,770) +057(71)(yo,770),
Cg(2)(370>§o) = 55(2)(550750) +C§§2)($0,§0)~

In view of (A.3)), 5731) and 55(2) map the kernels of the matrices 25,1)

and 2§2) into the orthogonal complements of their ranges. This implies

that the matrices in the right hand sides of the equalities (A.8)) are
non-degenerate for all sufficiently large c.

(A.8)

A.2. Part 2. Let (yo,n0), (z0,&0) and (20,(p) be as in Part 1, and let
z be an arbitrary local coordinate system such that det le)(yo, no) # 0
and det (5(2) (20, &0) # 0.

Assume first that cone supp V] lies in a sufficiently small conic neigh-
bourhood O; of the point (yo, 7o) such that det ¢\ (y,n) # 0 for all

(y.n) € O; and det ¢V (x,€) # 0 for all (z,€) € &1(Oy). If

Wiz, y,m) = (z=2Vwn)-(MVy.n),

(A9) (2,
' 90(2)(273:75) = (2—2(2)<1',§)) C(Q)(xvg)
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then, by ,
oW (zym) = (z=20(y,n) - PMy,m),
soé”(z 7,8 = (z—29(2,6) ((z.9),

cpzn =(y M and <pz = C . Therefore the phase functions ¢@) satisfy
the conditions (a3) (a5) of Subsection [4.1] for all (y,n) € Oy, (x,€) €

®1(0;) and z sufficiently closed to z.

Since WF (Viju) C ®1(0;) for all distributions w, we may assume
without loss of generality that conesupp Vo C ®1(0;). Then, in view
of the above, the Schwartz kernels V;(z,y) and Vy(z, z) of the FIO V;
can be represented by oscillatory integrals

-n i (2
(2m) / eV (g ) [det V| 6 (2,9, m) dn,
T*M
(A.10) y y
-n i) (2.2
(2r) / PPy (r, €) |det ¢ (2,2, €) d
T M

of the form (4.1) with the phase functions (A.9)). The Schwartz kernel
of the composition V;V; coincides with

(A.11) / / / I, € 2.y ) i (s ) ol €) d e de
- / / / Il eI 0 Inle, 2y, ) py(ys ) Do (e, TH]E) d dz dé

where the integrals are taken over Ty M x M x Ty M,
iﬂ(l', £ 2,9, 77) = (Z - Z(l)<y7 77)) ’ C(l)(ya 77) - (Z - 2(2)(1', 5)) ’ C(Q)(xa 6)

and
b(l" 57 Z? y7 Tl)

—9n 1/2 1/2
= (2m) 2 |det ¢V (y,m)|"* |aet (P (2. )] iz ym ez 2.€)

Now we are going to apply the stationary phase method to the in-
tegral with respect to the variables z and &, considering |n| as a large
parameter. A rigorous justification of the stationary phase formula
for non-convergent integrals of this type can be found, for instance, in
[SV2, Appendix C].

The equations ¢ = 0 and v, = 0 are equivalent to

(A.12) z=2(,6) and (P(z,6) =(W(y,n)

respectively. Since (@ (z0,&) = (W (yo,10) and det C( (z0,&) # 0, in
a neighbourhood of (g, Yo, 70), the second equation ({A.12)) has a unique
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&-solution é(w,y,n) such that f(xo,yo,no) = &. Thus the stationary
point is (z,&) = (2@ (z,€), ). It is unique and non-degenerate because

(2)
TS 0 G
A n) =
( 13) (wnz wnn> (CS(Z))T wnn

By the stationary phase formula, the integral (A.11)) coincides mod-
ulo a smooth function with

(A.14) (2m)™" / ety
where
(A15) p(x,y,n) == (2, & 2P (x,8),y,m)

= (@@, = D.m) - (O

det (2 (x,€)

-1
‘ p(x,y,n)dn,

and p is an amplitude of class Sg;f;m with the leading homogeneous
term

(27T)2n b(ZE, f, 2(2) (ZL’, 5)7 Y, 77) P <y7 77) pQ(xa f)
such that

conesuppp C {(z,y,m) : (y,n) € conesupppi, (z,&) € conesupp pa}

(we have used the fact that the signature of the Hessian (A.13)) is equal
to zero).

Clearly, £(z*(y,m),y,m) = £*(y,n) and 2@ (2*,&*) = 2V (y, 7). Thus
o(z*,y,n) = 0. Since

/IZJZ(:E? é? Z(Z) (:E’ é)? y’ n) = ¢Z(x7 g’ 2(2)('2:7 é)? y7 /)7) = O
for all x,y,n, we also have
o, 9,1) = Va2, &, 2P (2,€),y,m) = (2P (2, €))" (P (x,€) .

Now the second equality (A.6) implies that ¢, (z,y,n) = &(z,y,7).
Substituting x = z*, we obtain

(A.16) pula® y,m) = (2P (27, )T (D7, €)= ¢
Similarly,
o, y,m) = Uy(z, &, 22 (x,€),y,7m)
=V, (2= 2w,m) - (V)| e -
This equality and imply that
en(@,y,m) = (22 (2,8) — 2D (y,m) - D(y,m),
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and, consequently,

som(:v,y,n)=< ) ¢y, m) .

Differentiating the identity ¢ (z, &) = ¢ (y, n), we obtain

gg (x,f)fx - _CxQ)( 5)

From the above two equalities it follows that

1 T
oy, y,m) = (Zf)—zf) <C§2)) Cg(f)) G

where 2 = 2" (y,m), ¢ = G (y.m), and =7, 57, G, G are
evaluated at (z*,£*).

In view of (A.3)) and (A.4]),

= (1) (@ - e = (i)

Consequently,
-1
(A.17) Pan(T™,y,m) = (Cf)(aﬁ*,f*)) M y,m)

and

(A.18) |det @up(z™,y.m)|"* = |det (D (y,n)] ‘detééz)(fc L&)

Since det ng ) £ 0, the above equality and (A.16) imply that the

phase function (|A.15)) satisfies the conditions of Subsection This
shows that (A.14)) defines the Schwartz kernel of a FIO associated with

the canonical transformation ®. Applying the procedure described in
Remark [4.3] we can remove the dependence on z and rewrite it in the
form

(A.19)  (2m)™" / @) p(y ) |det o (z*, y, )| < (x,y,m) dn

where ¢ is a cut-off function satisfying the conditions of Subsection

and p(y,n) is an amplitude of class Sg}f;m such that
conesuppp C {(y,n) € conesuppp; : (z*,£") € conesuppps} .

Clearly, the leading homogeneous term py of the amplitude p is given
by the formula

(A.20) po(y,m) = pro(y,n) P20 (P(y, 1)),

where p; are the leading homogeneous terms of the amplitudes p;.

-1/2
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A.3. Part 3. Consider now general F10s V; associated with the canon-
ical transformations ®;. Splitting V; into sums of FIOs with simply
connected conic supports, we see that it is sufficient to prove the the-
orem assuming that the bundles Dy(®;) are topologically trivial and
the Schwartz kernels of V; are given by oscillatory integrals Z; of the
form (4.5)) with phase functions ¢; and full symbols g;.

If the conic supports of g; are sufficiently small then, choosing suit-
able local coordinates and transforming ¢; into the phase functions
(A.9), we can rewrite the corresponding oscillatory integrals in the
form (A.10) with p; = i*iq;, where k; is an integer determined by the
choice of branch of arg(det®(;).,). In this case, by Part 2, the com-
position V;'V; is a FIO given by the oscillatory integral with
the local phase function and an amplitude p € ngfgm with the

leading homogeneous term

Z'kl—k‘g

po(y,n) = q10(y.1) g20 (2(y, 7)) -

Let ¢ be an arbitrary global phase function associated with the trans-
formation ®. Since D(®) = D(P,) is simply connected, the bundle
Dy(®) is also trivial. Let us fix a continuous branch of arg(det?(@,,).
Transforming the phase function ¢ given by into ¢, we see that
coincides with an oscillatory integral of the form

—_n io(x ko~ ~ 1/4
(2m) / vk Gy n) (det? Gy, y,m) ' (2, y,m) dn,
T_JM

where ¢ € ngﬁ;mz is another amplitude with the same leading homo-

k1—k2

geneous term i ¢1.0(Yy,m) g2.0 (P(y,n)) and k is the integer such that
km

br — arg(det®¢,,) turns into arg(det®3,,) under continuous transfor-
mation of the phase functions ¢ — ¢ (see Remark .
Thus have proved that, for V; with small conic supports, the com-

position V5V is a FIOs of order my + my with principal symbol

MRk gy (y, ) o, (P(y, )

such that

cone supp (V5'V;) C (Cone supp V1 ﬂ @~ (cone supp Vg)) )

Obviously, the integer k; — ko — k is uniquely defined by the choice
of branches of arg(det?(p;).,) and arg(det*(¢,,). Therefore, using a
partition of unity on T*M, we see that the same result holds for all
FIOs V;. Since the principal symbols are defined modulo a factor ™
with an integer m, this completes the proof. O
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APPENDIX B. SKETCH OF PROOF OF LEMMA [5.3((i) AND (ii)

Let the FIOs corresponding to the incoming, reflected and refracted
trajectories are given by the oscillatory integrals with phase func-
tions ¢, T, ¢~ and symbols ¢, g7 and g~ respectively. The first two
are standard oscillatory integrals defined in Section 4] In the case (i),
the third is also a standard oscillatory integral. In the case (ii), it is a
boundary layer oscillatory integral given by the same expression (4.5))
but with a complex-valued phase function satisfying the conditions of
[SV2, Section 2.6.4].

Substituting the sum of the integrals into the boundary conditions
and equating to zero the sum of leading terms at t = t* and © = z*,
we obtain the following equations,

(B.1) ot 2% y,m) = ot 2% y,n) = T (" 2" y.n),
(B2) (u&j dSO + Ukg,j+1 dtp+>|t:t*,x:x* = (/U/Klvj"'_l d¢7>|t:t*,x:x*
and

(B.3)  (tny dyp O @ + g j1 dipt 80" )|
= = (uﬁlvj+1 d‘P7 8”:('0_) |t:t*,x:x*

t=t*, r=x*

where dy, 1= (det2 wxn) 1/4 and 8,? denote the inward gi-normal deriva-
tives.
The condition (a4) implies that

_ 9+ ‘ _ ot +} _
an(pt:t*,:p:x* 8n(,0 t=t*, x=x* T+ -

Similarly, in the case (i), 9, ¢ |,_p ,—,» = 7. In the case (ii), by
[SV2, (2.6.23)], we have 0, @7 [,_yu oy =07
From the equalities (B.1]), [SV2, (2.5.3%)] and [SV2, (2.6.25)] it fol-

lows that at the point t = t*, x = «*

7_ detp,, in the case (i),

+ det @y + det @y, {ﬁ_ det ¢, in the case (ii).

(cf. [SV2] (2.6.14)]). Consequently, dyl,_. ,_,. = dp+|,_ ,_,. and
VT /T- dy in the case (i),
Ao |impr pmar = -~ \1/2 . .
’ (r4/i7-)'% d, in the case (ii),

1/2

where (7, /i7_)"'" is a continuous branch of the square root.



SEMICLASSICAL THEORY OF DISCONTINUOUS SYSTEMS 37

In view of the above equalities, the equations (B.2)), (B.3)) imply that

Uk j+ Ungjr1 = \To/To Uy i1,

=Ty Uk + Ty Ukg,j+1 = AT T— Uy jit1

in the case (i), and

Unj + Ung i1 = (/i7" U g
_ - 2172
T Ukj T T U b1 = —1T- (7-+/Z 7-—) Upy,j+1

in the case (ii). Solving these equations with respect to g j+1, U, j+1 5
we obtain the required formulae for the coefficients 7., 11, 7w, j+1-

APPENDIX C. PROOFS OF THEOREM AND LEMMA

C.1. Proof of Theorem Without loss of generality we shall be
assuming that conesupp V lies in a sufficiently small neighbourhood of
a fixed point (yo,m0) € T*(M \ OM).

Let t € (—6,6) with a sufficiently small §. If § is smaller than the
geodesic distance from the support of the Schwartz kernel of V' to the
boundary OM then, in view of Theorems [5.1 Corollary and Re-
mark [5.2] VU(t) is a FIO associated with the canonical transformation
Pf, := ® o ®' with principal symbol oy (y,n) = ov(®'(y,n)), where

" (ym) = (@' (ym), & (y,m)
is the shift along geodesics in M \ M. Denote

O(y,n) = (" (y,n), Ew,m) ,  Pu(y,n) = (z"(y,n),"(y,m)) -

Assume that 0 and conesupp V' are small enough. Then the union
Ute(—a,a) cone supp V() is also small and, for ¢ € (—4,0), the Schwartz
kernel of VU(t) can be represented (modulo smoothing operators) by
an oscillatory integral

—-n ) T 1/2
(C.1) (27 / e p(ty, ) |det Gy, m)| sty y,m) dy,
TJM

with a phase function given by the equality

(C.2) o(t,z,y,m) = (z—2"(y,m)-C(y,n)

in a local coordinate system such that det ¢} (y,n) # 0, an amplitude p
with small conic support, and a cut-off function ¢ satisfying the condi-
tions of Subsection (see Appendix |A)).
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Lemma C.1. Let X5(®) be the set of points (y,7) € S*M such that
O (y,7) = (y,7) at some time t* = t*(y, 7)) € (=9,9). If the Schwartz
kernel of VU(t) is given by (C.1)) and p € C5°(—9,6) then

(C.3) Fon (p() e (VU(1)))

= (2m) A ! / e p(t") po(t; y,7) dy dij + o(A™ )
5(®P)

=y
=l

?

as A — 400, where t* = t*(y,n) and pg is the leading homogeneous
term of the amplitude p.

Proof. Clearly, z* = a* (2*(y,n), &' (y,n)). Therefore
d . d . d
azt = xy($t7£t) aﬂ?t + l.n(xt’gt) aft
Since ® preserves the 1-form ¢ - dx, we have
* T * T 4x
(252" €)) ¢ = (252", €))" €@"¢) = ¢,
* T * T s
(z(=",€")) ¢ = (a(a",€") €' ¢) =0
and, consequently, (' - &2! = ¢ . dg!. By Euler’s identity for homo-
geneous functions, &'+ Lol = ¢ he(a!,€') = h(a', &) where h(z,§) =
g(x, ). Now, differentiating (C.2)), we see that

(CA) pi(t;z,y,m) = —/g(@', &) + (m—zt(y,n))-%é“t(y,n) #0

for all (¢, z,y,n) € supp¢ provided that suppg is small enough.
Let

(C.5) Bltiy.n) = ) p(tsy.m) |det Cy. )| (e, v, y,m)
Then
Fion (p(t) Te (VU (1))

=m0 sy dydp e+ OO).
;M

Changing variables n = Ar7), where r € [0, +00) and 7 are coordinates
on the cosphere S; M, we obtain

(C.6) F 5\ (p(t) T (VU()Op(x)))
= (27) " A // / eMERYI) 5ty \rfp) dy diy dr dt + O(A™),

with
U(t;ry,n) = ro(ty,y,n) +t.
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Now we are going to apply the stationary phase formula with respect
to t and r (see [SV2, Appendix C] for justification of this procedure).

In view of ,
der (U b) = o # ¢

on suppp. Thus all stationary points of v lying in supp p are non-
degenerate. They are given by the equations

(C.7) o(t;y,y,m) =0 and 7y (t;y,y,7) =1.

By (/C.4)), the first equation either does not have any solutions, or has
a unique solution t*(y,n) smoothly depending on (y, 7). Here we have
used the implicit function theorem and assumed that ¢ is small enough

so that t*(y,n) is defined on supp p.
In the first case (C.6) is a rapidly decreasing function of A\ and

2Y(y,m) # y for all (t;y,n) € suppp, which implies that @ (y,n) #

(y,m) for all (y,n) € suppp and t € supp p.
In the second case, by the stationary phase formula,

(C.8) Fiox (p(t) T (VU(1)))

= m [Ny ) dydi o)
oM

as A\ — +oo, where r* = r*(y,7) == |@:(t*;y,9,7)|"". One can easily
show that the right hand side of (C.8)) coincides with

©9) 0 [y ) dydi+ o),
Q

where
Q = {(y,n) € "M : t;(y,n) = t,(y,7) = 0}
is the set of stationary points of the function t*.

Differentiating the identity ¢(t*,y,y,7) = 0 and taking into account
(C.4), we see that € consists of the points (y,7) such that

ent Y.y, = (y— 2" (y,7) -G (y,7) = 0

and
QOy(t*, v Y, ﬁ) = ([_ th; (y7 ﬁ))TCt* (ya ﬁ) + (y_ Zt* (y7 ﬁ)) ’ Cgi* (ya f}) = 0.

The first equation implies that y = 2" (y,n). Since ®!, preserves the
1-form - dz, the vector-function 2/ (y,7))"¢"" (y,n) in the second equa-
tion is identically equal to 7. Therefore the second equation yields

¢y, ) = 1.
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Thus We see that (y,7) € Q if and only if ®%(y,7) = (y,7). From
here and it follows that r*(y,7) = 1 for all (y,m) € . Recall
that

for every C*°-function the set of zeros of infinite
(C.10)

order has full measure in the set of all its zeros.

In particular, this implies that V,(¢" (y,n) —7) = ¢/’ (y,n) — I = 0
on a set of full measure in Q2. Now, substituting (C.5)) into (C.9)) and
removing lower order terms of p, we obtain the required result. 0

Let Op(x) be the operator of multiplication by an arbitrary func-
tion x € C{°(M \ 0M) such that V = Op(x)V = V Op(x). Then
S i ViV, =V and, consequently, Ny(\) = 30 _ ™ Nyxy, (M),
where V,,, := 3 (V +i™Op(x)). Note that V2V, are linear combina-
tions of FIOs lying in Ay. Applying Lemma to these FIOs and
taking into account , we see that

px Niny, (\) = F, (b() Te (ViVU(1) = O™, A= oo,
whenever supp p C (—6,6) for a sufficiently small §. Assume, in addi-
tion, that the function p is even and nonnegative, and p(0) = 1. Then,

since the functions Ny v, are nondecreasing, standard Tauberian the-
orems imply that

|Nvv, (A) = p* Nyay, (N = O™, A= 400,

(see, for instance, [Sa2, Theorem 1.3]).
Clearly, the same estimate holds for the function Ny. Applying (6.2)

and integrating ((C.3]), we obtain

(C.11) Ny(\) = p* Ny(X / Sl () Te (VU(E)) dpe
= (2m)™" ) po(t*;y,n) dydndp + o(A").
(2m) /0 /MD p(t*) po(t™;y, 1) dy dij dp + o(A")

If e >0 and 35.(P) := {(y,7) € Bs(P) : |t*(y,n)| > e} then

/ / p(t*) ot y, 1) dydipdp = O(A"™).
0 255(‘I>
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Since E5(P) \ (U.oq Ts.-(P)) = Bo(®) = Fix(®), letting &€ — 0 we see
that the right hand side of (C.11)) coincides with

(27m)~ / n 1/ 0(0;y,7) dydidu + o(A™)
Fix(®

- <27r>-"n-1v [ mlomydn + o).
Fix(®)

In view of (C.10)), Ty = Punlpee = 0 on a set of full measure in
Fix(®), where @ is the phase function Now (4.8)) implies that
po(0;y,7) = i®*WDay(y,7) on a set of full measure, and follows
from the Weyl asymptotic formula for the counting function N(A).

C.2. Proof of Lemma . Let 1) and ¢ be arbitrary functions

associated (in the sense of Subsection |4.1) with the transformations
(A.1) and (A.2)). The condition (as) and (C.10)) imply that

(012) (L’;; = 27(71) - 27(72) =0 and 907777|x=x* = (807(717) - S07(7%7)) |:L‘:x* =0

on a set of full measure in Fix(®).

Let V; and V' be arbitrary FIOs given by the integrals with
the phase functions ¢ and ¢, and let po,; and py be the leading
homogeneous terms of corresponding amplitudes. In view of and
(C.12), we have

.0 .Op. —O _ _
(C.13) i*oy = po and i *i "*20y, 0y, = PoiPos

on a set of full measure in Fix(®). In particular, this shows that the
restrictions of py and pg; P2 to this set do not depend on the choice
of the phase functions.

Assume now that the FIOs V; have sufficiently small conic supports,
the phase functions pU) are given by , and V = V;Vi. Then, as
was shown in Subsection |A.2] V' is represented by the integral
with the phase function (A.15) and an amplitude with leading homo-

geneous term pj o(y,n) p_2;0 (®(y,n)). From here and ((C.13) it follows
that i®¢ 0y = i9%1i79%2 gy, 5y, on a set of full measure in Fix(®).

Acknowledgements. The authors would like to thank Steve Zelditch
for useful discussions and comments. D.J. and Y.S. thank the Fields
Institute in Toronto and all of the authors are grateful to the CRM in
Montreal for the hospitality.



42

[Ar]

[BAGOP1]

[BAGOP2]
[BKS]

[BYNK]

[Ch]

[HMR]

[Ivl]

[Iv2]
[KKB

ILSV]

[Sal]

[Sa2]

D. JAKOBSON, Y. SAFAROV, AND A. STROHMAIER

REFERENCES

V. Arnol’d. On a characteristic class entering into conditions of quanti-
zation, Funktsional. Anal. i Prilozhen. 1 (1967), no. 1, 1-14 (Russian);
English translation Functional Anal. Appl. 1 (1967), 1-13.

R. Bliimel, T. M. Antonsen, B. Georgeot, E. Ott and R. E. Prange.
Ray Splitting and Quantum Chaos. Phys. Rev. Lett. 76, No. 14 (1996),
2476.

R. Bliimel, T. M. Antonsen, B. Georgeot, E. Ott and R. E. Prange. Ray
Splitting and Quantum Chaos. Phys. Rev. E 53, No. 4 (1996), 3284.
R. Bliimel, P.M. Koch and L. Sirko. Ray-Splitting Billiards. Founda-
tions of Physics 31, No. 2 (2001), 269-281.

V. G. Baryakhtar, V. V. Yanovsky, S. V. Naydenov and A. V. Kurilo.
Chaos in Composite Billiards. Jour. of Exper. and Theor. Physics 103
No. 2 (2006), 292-302.

J. Chazarain, Construction de la paramétriz du probleme mizte hyper-
bolique pour l’équation des ondes, C. R. Acad. Sci. Paris Ser. A-B. 276
(1973), 1213-1215.

L. Couchmann, E. Ott and T. Antonsen. Quantum chaos in systems
with ray splitting. Phys. Rev. A 46 (1992), 6193-6210.

Y. Colin de Verdiere. Ergodicité et fonctions propres du laplacien.
Comm. Math. Phys. 102, 497-502, (1985)

J. Duistermaat and V. Guillemin, The spectrum of positive elliptic op-
erators and periodic bicharacteristics, Invent. Math. 29 (1975), 39-79.
P. Gérard and E. Leichtnam. Ergodic properties of eigenfunctions for
the Dirichlet problem. Duke Math. J. 71 (1993), no. 2, 559-607.

L. Hormander, Fourier integral operators, Acta Math 127 (1971), 79—
183.

L. Hérmander, The Analysis of Linear Partial Differential Operators.
Springer-Verlag, New York, 1984.

A. Hassell. Ergodic billiards that are not quantum unique ergodic. With
an appendix by A. Hassell and L. Hillairet. Annals of Mathematics 171
(2010), 605 — 618.

B. Helffer, A. Martinez and D. Robert. FErgodicité et limite semi-
classique. Comm. Math. Phys. 109 (1987), no. 2, 313-326.

V. Ivrii. Wawve fronts of solutions of boundary-value problems for sym-
metric hyperbolic systems II. Systems with characteristics of constant
multiplicity. Siberian Math. Jour. 21 No. 4 (1980), 527-534.

V. Ivrii. Microlocal analysis and precise spectral asymptotics. Springer
Monographs in Mathematics. Springer-Verlag, Berlin, 1998.

A. Kohler, G. H. M. Killesreiter and R. Blimel. Ray splitting in a class
of chaotic triangular step billiards. Phys. Rev. E 56, no. 3 (1997), 2691.
A. Laptev, Y. Safarov and D. Vassiliev. On global representation of
Lagrangian distributions and solutions of hyperbolic equations, Comm.
Pure Appl. Math. 47 (1994), no. 11, 1411-1456.

Y. Safarov. On the second term of spectral asymptotics of the transmis-
sion problem, Acta Appl. Math. 10 (1987), no. 2, 101-130.

Y. Safarov. Fourier Tauberian theorems and applications. J. Funct.
Anal. 185 (2001), no. 1, 111-128.



SEMICLASSICAL THEORY OF DISCONTINUOUS SYSTEMS 43

[Shn74] A. I. Shnirelman. Ergodic properties of eigenfunctions. Uspehi Mat.
Nauk 29, 181-182, (1974).

[Shn93] A. 1. Shnirelman. On the asymptotic properties of eigenfunctions in the
regions of chaotic motion. In V. Lazutkin KA M theory and semiclassical
approximations to eigenfunctions. Ergebnisse der Mathematik und ihrer
Grenzgebiete (3), 24. Springer-Verlag, Berlin, 1993.

[Sh] M. Shubin, Pseudodifferential operators and spectral theory, Nauka,
Moscow, 1978 (Russian). English transl. Springer-Verlag, 1987.
[SV1] Y. Safarov and D. Vassiliev. Branching Hamiltonian billiards, Dokl.

Akad. Nauk SSSR 301 (1988), no. 2, 271-275 (Russian); English trans-
lation Soviet Math. Dokl. 38 (1989), no. 1, 64-68.

[SV2] Y. Safarov and D. Vassiliev. The Asymptotic Distribution of Eigenval-
ues of Partial Differential Operators. American Mathematical Society,
Providence, RI, 1997.

[TS1) G. Tanner and N. Sgndergaard. Chaos in the elastic disk. Phys. Rev.
E 66 (2002), 066211.

[TS2] G. Tanner and N. Sgndergaard. Wave chaos in acoustics and elasticity.
Jour. Physics A 40 (2007), R443-R509.

[TZ1] J. Toth and S. Zelditch, Quantum FErgodic Restriction Theorems. I:

Interior Hypersurfaces in Domains with Ergodic Billiards, Ann. Henri
Poincaré 13 (2012), no. 4, 599-670.

[TZ2] J. Toth and S. Zelditch, Quantum Ergodic Restriction Theorems. II:
manifolds without boundary, arXiv:1104.4531

[Tr] F. Treves. Introduction to Pseudodifferential and Fourier Integral Op-
erators. Plenum Press, New York and London, 1980.

[Z1] S. Zelditch. Uniform distribution of eigenfunctions on compact hyper-
bolic surfaces. Duke Math. J. 55, 919-941 (1987)

[Z2] S. Zelditch, Kuznecov sum formulae and Szego limit formulae on mani-
folds., Comm. Partial Differential Equations 17 (1992), no 1-2, 221-260.

[Z3] S. Zelditch. Quantum ergodicity of C* dynamical systems. Comm.
Math. Phys. 177 (1996), 507-528.

[Z7) S. Zelditch and M. Zworski, Ergodicity of eigenfunctions for ergodic

billiards, Comm. Math. Phys. 175, no 3 (1996), 673-682.

DEPARTMENT OF MATHEMATICS AND STATISTICS, MCGILL UNIVERSITY, 805
SHERBROOKE STR. WEST, MONTREAL QC H3A 0B9, CANADA.
E-mail address: jakobson@math.mcgill.ca

DEPARTMENT OF MATHEMATICS, KING’S COLLEGE LONDON, STRAND, LLON-
DON, WC2R 2LS, UNITED KINGDOM
E-mail address: yuri.safarov@kcl.ac.uk

DEPARTMENT OF MATHEMATICAL SCIENCES, LOUGHBOROUGH UNIVERSITY,
LOoUGHBOROUGH, LEICESTERSHIRE, LE11 3TU, UK
E-mail address: a.strohmaier@lboro.ac.uk



	1. Introduction
	2. Setting: Manifolds with metric discontinuities along hypersurfaces
	3. Ray-splitting billiards
	3.1. Reflection and refraction
	3.2. Billiard trajectories
	3.3. Dead-end and grazing trajectories

	4. Fourier integral operators
	4.1. Definition
	4.2. The Keller–Maslov bundle
	4.3. The index function 
	4.4. The principal symbol of a FIO
	4.5. Symbolic calculus for FIOs

	5. The unitary group e-it 1/2
	5.1. Representation by FIOs
	5.2. Principal symbols of the FIOs U,j(t)
	5.3. The index function of billiard transformations

	6. Local Weyl asymptotics
	7. Classical dynamics of branching billiards
	7.1. Definitions
	7.2. Results
	7.3. Properties of the transfer operators

	8. Classical ergodicity implies quantum ergodicity
	Appendix A. Proof of Theorem 4.11
	A.1. Part 1
	A.2. Part 2
	A.3. Part 3

	Appendix B. Sketch of proof of Lemma 5.3(i) and (ii)
	Appendix C. Proofs of Theorem 6.2 and Lemma 6.3
	C.1. Proof of Theorem 6.2
	C.2. Proof of Lemma 6.3

	References

