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Chapter 1

Introduction

Integration is a fundamental aspect of analysis, initially as the “inverse” of differentia-
tion. With time aspiring mathematicians learn there is not a single notion of integral,
but several interrelated ones. The purpose of this course is to compare classical inte-
grals, most notably the Riemann and Lebesgue integrals, with oscillatory integrals. Let
us quickly review the first two before we proceed to the third.

1.1 The Riemann integral

The first notion of integral students of mathematics typically encounter is the so-called
Riemann integral. It defines the integral of a function f as the limit of upper or lower
sums, provided both limits exist and coincide; we will briefly review Riemann integra-
tion and its shortcomings in Chapter 2.

The price to pay for the simplicity of definition of Riemann integration (at least on R
and cubes on RY) is that only a relatively small class of functions is Riemann integrable.
Requiring that limits of upper and lower sums exist and agree puts a strong constraint
on the variation of the function.

1.2 The Lebesgue integral

That is the main motivation to introduce the second notion of integration, the Lebesgue
integral, which approaches integration from the measure theoretic end. Not only does
this generalize the notion of integrability beyond integration of suitable subsets on R,
rougher functions are integrable. Just like with sums, to be able to declare the sum of



1 Introduction

the integrals as the integral of the sum of the integrands,

[t+[a=[u+a.

we need to work with absolutely integrable functions, i. e. those from
LY RY) = {f : R — C measurable | /Rd dr |f(x)] < oo}.
Similarly, for p € [1, c0) we can define the notion of p-integrable functions,
LP(R?) = {f : R” — C measurable | /]Rd dz|f(z)|P < oo}.

These form vector spaces that can endowed with a seminorm

1/;0
£l co(ray = (/Rd dxlf(x)p) .

Once we identify functions f ~ g which coincide almost everywhere, we obtain the
Banach spaces L”(R?) that commonly used in analysis and functional analysis.

There exist a lot of theory for this type of integrals. For example, Fubini’s Theo-
rem (cf. [LLO1, Theorem 1.12]) tells us under what circumstances we are allowed to
exchange the order of integration. Monotone and Dominated Convergence Theorems
give us sufficient conditions when we are allowed to exchange limits and integration.
These are the basis for things like parameter-dependent integrals and exchanging dif-
ferentiation and integration.

1.3 Oscillatory integrals

To motivate why a third notion of integral is useful, we use an example that comes
from operator theory. Here, one wants to define a so-called pseudodifferential operator
via the integral

{0, 0p(f)p) := ﬁ /Rd dz /Rd dy g dne W= o(z) f(L(z +y),n) Y(y).
(1.3.1)

The functions ¢, € C®(RY) C L?(R?) are smooth functions with compact support
and f € Cl‘fopol(Rd x R%) is a smooth, polynomially bounded function whose derivatives



1.3 Oscillatory integrals

are bounded by a polynomial of fixed order. An example coming from physics would
be the semirelativistic Hamilton function

z,6) =vm?2+ &2+ V(zx), m > 0.

The associated operator Op(f) is then called the Weyl quantization of f.
After picking an orthonormal basis {¢,, },en of L?(R?), the matrix elements

((% Op(f)wn>>

J,meN

uniquely determine the operator Op(f), the so-called Weyl quantization of f [H6r79;
Fol89; Rob87]. In fact, the diagonal elements (,,, Op( )¢, ) suffice to define the op-
erator uniquely.

At closer inspection, the integral (1.3.1) is not well-defined as an absolutely conver-
gent integral. For simplicity, let us consider the constant function f(z,£) = 1 first. At
the end, we would like to show that Op(1) = id 2 (g« is the identity operator. Assuming
©, 1 # 0, we start by taking absolute values of the right-hand side of

1 ) N
Io0) 1= s [ do [y [ dne 0 GG uy)

and pulling it into the two inner integral gives an integrand that is independent of the
first integration variable 7,

1

—in-(y—x)
e / ay [ ae v (>w<y)]s (1.3.2

o /Rddy/wd”) = S ()
Z ‘(/ dy\w(y)|>/Rddn
)” ¢||L1(Rd)&in=oo.

=00

<oo

Consequently, the integral I(y, ) does not exist as an absolutely convergent integral.
We may try to remedy this by integrating with respect to n last, but that is not of
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much help either. While for ¢, 1) € C>°(R?) the estimate

oy

<

/ do [ dye 0 G v
Rd

o /Rdx/ dy |e 70— Sy ()
G 4 [ dulet@] o)

(2 ) UNellp gy 1911 ray < o0

is finite as our functions have compact support, the right-hand side is independent of

71, and therefore cannot be integrable with respect to the last, remaining variable 7.
Another approach that takes a step in the right direction is to keep the oscillating

phase factor around. Formally, we can reorder the integrals, split the phase factor

efirr(yf:v) —e— e—inz e —in-y

in two and distribute it amongst the factors to obtain

Ho) = g [ 4o [ du [ dnermame o)
= (Fo, Fy).

Here, F : L?(R%) — L?(R?), is the Fourier transform on L?(R9). This is known to be
a unitary [Lei20, Theorem 6.2.15], i. e.

I(p,) = (Fo, Fp) = (p,9) < <.

That seems to work as advertised and we were able to circumvent the problems above,
correct? Not quite. The issue is that we have reordered the integral with the help of
Fubini’s Theorem [LLO1, Theorem 1.12], and we were only allowed to do so if we know
a priori that the original integral, where we integrate with respect to 7 last, is absolutely
integrable. But our first estimate (1.3.2) tells us it is not. The second problem concerns
the integral formula for the Fourier transform. We can write F as the integral

(FONE) = s [, doe 7 p(@)

(2m)2
only when the function ¢ we want to Fourier transform is integrable. Given that there
are functions ¢ € L?(R?) that are square integrable, but not integrable, ¢ ¢ L'(R?),
the integral above need not exist. Furthermore, the Fourier transform F : L'(R%) —
Coo(R?) C L% (RY) of absolutely integrable functions gives a function that is not nec-
essarily integrable or square integrable. Indeed, defining the Fourier transform as a
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isometric map on L?(R?) is tricker and requires us to take various limits (cf. e. g. [LLO1,
Chapter 5.4] or [Lei20, Chapter 6.2.3]).

The last nail in the coffin is that our integral only nicely splits into a product of
two integrals for certain “nice” functions such as f(z,£) = const., f(z,§) = K(§) or
f(x,&) = V(x). Perhaps we could deal with different functions on a case-by-case basis,
but obviously a more general integration theory would be very desirable. These are
oscillatory integrals.

What is nice is that all these formal manipulations, which are strictly forbidden with-
out proper justification are completely ok if one works with oscillatory integrals. The
purpose of this lecture is to contrast and compare the different types of integration
and to show their utility with the example of a special class of operators, so-called
pseudodifferential operators.

2020.10.07
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Chapter 2

Classical integration theory

To better understand how oscillatory integrals differ from the integrals that have been
introduced prior, we shall review “classical” integration theory, i. e. the Riemann and
the Lebesgue integral. They differ in how we slice up the integral: to define the Rie-
mann integral, we partition the domain and compare upper and lower sums. For a func-
tion to be Riemann integrable, its variation needs to be “well-behaved”. In contrast,
the Lebesgue integral looks at the level sets and measures their “volume”. Lebesgue in-
tegrability allows the function to be less nicely behaved, but the price we have to pay is
that the level sets need to be “nice” (measurable). Fortunately, this price is worth pay-
ing, since not only are “more” functions Lebesgue integrable than Riemann integrable,
the Lebesgue integral plays nicer with limits.

2.1 The Riemann integral and its shortcomings

The starting point of the Riemann integral is a partition of the domain. While we
can introduce Riemann integrals over R?, we shall stick to the one-dimensional case
for simplicity. Suppose we are given a real-valued function f : [a,b] — R over an
interval, and we would like to define
b
[
a

The idea of the Riemann integral is to divvy up the interval

n—1

[a, b] = U [mkaxk—i-l]

k=0



2 Classical integration theory

Figure 2.1.1: Upper and lower sums approximate the area under the curve from above
and below. Unlike indicated in this picture, upper and lower sums need
not converge to the same value, though.

into a finite collection of smaller intervals, where x;, < zj.1 to avoid that intervals
reduce to a single point and the endpoints z¢ = a and x,, = b are the endpoints of the
original interval. We call such a finite sequence P = (z)}_, = (a = 2o, 21,..., 2, = b)
of points, thought of as an ordered set, a partition of [a, b]. To each partition P we define
upper and lower sums

n—1

U(f,P):= Z sup  f(2) (xgp+1 — k), (2.1.1a)
k—0 TE[Tk, Th41]
n—1

L(f,P):=>_ inf  f(z)(zkr1 —2p). (2.1.1b)
o TE[Tk,Tk41]

We say the partition P is finer than a second partition P’, or P < P’ for short, if and
only if all zj, from P are also contained in /', i. e. 7 = z; forallk = 0,...,n and some
index j. Pictorially, the finer partition P is a subdivision of the coarser subdivision P’.

Note that we need not be able to compare two partitions: P < P’ implies all that
all beginning and endpoints of the sub intervals of P’ are beginning and endpoints of
intervals of P. That is why the set of partitions forms a partially ordered set, i. e. a
relation P < P’ that satisfies the following axioms:

(a) P < P (reflexivity)
(b) P < P'and P’ < P implies P = P’ (antisymmetry)
(c) P < P and P’ < P" implies P < P” (transitivity)



2.1 The Riemann integral and its shortcomings

Figure 2.1.2: Partitions are ways to subdivide the interval [a, b] we integrate over into
smaller subintervals. Partitions can be refined by subdividing some of
the subintervals into even smaller subintervals. However, two arbitrary
partitions are usually not refinements of one another.

Even though we may not be able to compare P and P’, there exists a partition () such
that P < Q and P’ < Q. The smallest such partition is P Vv P’ where we take all the
ry, and 2, order them by size and discard duplicates to obtain another partition. This
last property, makes the set of partitions into a directed set.

(d) For any two partitions P and P’ there exists another partition (Q with P < Q and
P’ < Q (existence of an upper bound).

Another way to quantify the size of a partition is to look at the length of the largest
interval it contains, i. e. the mesh or norm,

Pl = — .
[Pl k:g}f‘ﬁ_l(xkﬂ k)
The value of the upper sum
U(f,P) <U(f, P VP <P

can only go down if we refine the partition, i. e. in this sense U( f, P) is non-increasing.
Similarly, the lower sum is non-decreasing,

L(f,P) > L(f, P') WP < P
Putting all inequalities together, we can summarize the situation as

L(f,P') < L(f,P) <U(f,P) < U(f, P) VP < P (2.1.2)
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Evidently, if f is bounded from above and below on this interval, then this would mean
that upper and lower sums are bounded from below and above,

(b—a) inf f(z) <L(f,P)<U(f,P)<(b—a) sup f().
z€[a,b] z€la,b]

Now if we could formalize the limit

lim U(f,P
I1Pl|—0 (f: P)

for the upper sum, we know this limit had to exist: non-increasing sequences that are

bounded from below must have a limit. However, the notion of sequence is not general
enough to make our ideas mathematically rigorous. Instead, we need to notion of

Definition 2.1.1 (Net) (1) Let B be a directed set, i. e. a set whose elements satisfy
(a)-(d) above, and X a topological spacel. Any function f : 8 — X is a net.

(2) We say a net f convergesto g € X,
lim f(P) = g,
if and only if for every neighborhood U of g € X the net f(P) is eventually in U, i. e.
f(PyeU VP < R.

Example (Sequences are a special case of nets) (1) To see that nets are a general-
ization of the notion of sequence, we need to check that sequences are nets. A
sequence (f,)nen in a space X' can be thought of as a function f : N — X. The
natural number come equipped with a partial order through the usual <, although
here the order is total (since for two positive integers a # b we either have a < b
orb<a).

(2) A sequence f,, — g converges if and only if for any neighborhood U of g there
exists NV so that f,, € U holds for all n > N. (Note that perhaps confusingly, >
plays the role of < in the above definition. The reason is that we have adopted
notation for nets that imitates the limit € — 0 rather than the limit n — oco.)

With this definition in hand, we can define Riemann integrability.

1A topology defines the notion of open or, equivalently, the notion of closed sets. In metric spacers, the
topology that is usually considered is generated by open balls. We will make this precise later in Defini-
tion 2.2.5.

10



2.1 The Riemann integral and its shortcomings

Definition 2.1.2 (Riemann-integrability) (1) We call a non-negative function f : [a,b] —

[0, o] Riemann-integrable if and only if the limits of the nets

U(f) = limU(/, P),
L(f) = Hm L(f, P),

exist and agree, U(f) = L(f). In that case we write

b
/ f=U(f) = L(f)

for the (Riemann) integral of f.

(2) A real-valued function f : [a,b] — R is called Riemann-integrable if and only if its
positive part f := max{f,0} and its negative part f_ := max{— f,0} are Riemann-
integrable.

(3) A complex-valued function f : [a,b] — C is called Riemann-integrable if and only if
its real and imaginary part are Riemann-integrable in the sense of (2).

Given that L and U are monotonous, equation (2.1.2), we can replace the limits of the
nets with

L(f) = ;ggL(f, P),

U = jnf U(S.P).

So when f is a bounded function on [a, b] the limits of upper and lower sum always
exist; and when f is not, then U(f) = +o0 and L(f) may or may not be finite. That
frees us from having to establish the existence of the limits that define L(f) and U(f).

Example (Integrating f(z) = x2 on [0, 1] by hand) From calculus we already know
how to integrate fol ™ = 1/n. But we would like to confirm fol x® = 1/4 by hand, us-
ing upper and lower sums. Given that f(z) is strictly monotonous on R, maxima are
attained on the upper end of each interval and minima on the lower end,

sup  f(z) = f(2r41) = x%+17
TE[Tk,Tht1]

inf  f(z) = f(zr) = 2}

TE[Tk, Tht1]

11



2 Classical integration theory

Consequently, upper and lower sums are

n—1

U(f,P)= sz-i—l (Tht1 — 1),

ot
= O

L(f,P) =)} (wr1 — k).
k=0

Without loss of generality, we may assume that we are using equipartitions P,, i. e. xx =
k/n. Then the interval width is a constant xy; — x; = 1/n, and upper and lower sums
then simplify to

n—1 3
U(faPn) = Z %7

k=0
n—1
k3
L(f,P,) = —.
Py =35
These sums can be evaluated explicitly,
n—1 n
k41 =k =
k=0 k=1 4

and in the limit as n — oo the upper sum gives

. . ont 4203 +n? 1
Aim U(f, P) = lim ———— =7
Since upper and lower sum only differ by U(f, P,,) — L(f, P,) = n/n* = 1/n® — 0, the
lower sum attains the same limit.
While choosing an equipartition P,, was arbitrary, since a subnet of a convergent net

must approach the same limit, we deduce fol 2% = 1/4 as expected.?

The Riemann integral has a few fundamental properties that make it useful:

Proposition 2.1.3 (1) The Riemann integral is linear, i. e. if f and g are integrable
functions and p € R, then f+ i g is a Riemann integrable function, and the Riemann

integral is given by
b b b
/(f+ug)=/ f+u/g-

2The mathematical definition of a subnet is a bit more delicate since properties (a)—(d) must still hold for
the subset of the directed set and must be big enough to accommodate the limit. But for our purposes it
suffices to say that subnets generalize the notion of subsequence.

12



2.1 The Riemann integral and its shortcomings

(2) For any Riemann-integrable function f and a < ¢ < b the Riemann integral splits

/abf=/:f+/cbf.

(3) Continuous functions f € C([a, b], R) are Riemann-integrable.

(4) Functions that are continuous everywhere on [a, b except for a finite number of points
are Riemann-integrable.

(5) Non-decreasing and non-increasing functions are Riemann-integrable.

Proof We leave the proofs of (1)-(2) as an exercise to the readers.

To see that continuous functions are Riemann-integrable, item (3), we note that
continuous functions on the compact interval [a, b] are uniformly continuous. So by
definition of uniform continuity, given any £ > 0 we can find a § > 0 so that |f(x) —
f(y)] <easlongas |z —y| <d.

Solet P be a partition whose mesh || P|| < ¢ is fine enough. Then on each subinterval,
the difference between

sup f(z)— inf f(z)= max f(z)— min f(x)

TE[Tk Tht1] €Tk, T41] TE[Tk,Tht1) TE[Tk, Tht1]
= max [f(z) - f(y)| <e
xz,y€la,b]

is at most €. Consequently, the difference between upper and lower sums is also
bounded by ¢,

VP - L P =3 s f@) = inf f@) (@ — o)

b—0 TE€[zK,Trt1] €[k, Th41]

5l

n—1
< ZE(%H —xi) =€ (b—a),
k=0

since the sum is telescoping and only the first and last term survive. Seeing ase > 0
can be chosen arbitrarily small, upper and lower sums converge to the same limit.

We leave the modifications to allow for finitely many discontinuities, item (4), to the
readers.

Lastly, for item (5) we pick any partition P and estimate the difference between up-
per and lower sums. It suffices to treat only the non-decreasing case, the non-increasing
case is analogous. Owing to the non-decreasing nature of the function, minima are

13
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attained on the left of any interval while maxima are necessarily on the right. Conse-
quently, the difference reduces to a telescoping sum,

(f7 Z karl xk)) (-"17}9+1 — ,%‘k)
= <Pl
=17 Z (@) = @) = IP] (F®) = fa)) =50

The right-hand side goes to 0 as we make the mesh finer and finer, and hence, the
difference of upper and lower sums converges to 0. Given that lower (upper) sum are
non-decreasing (non-increasing) as || P|| — 0 and bounded from above (below), upper
and lower sums themselves converge. Therefore, f is Riemann-integrable. O

Example (1 is not Riemann-integrable) The assumption that f has only finitely many
discontinuities in item (4) is essential. A classical counterexample is the indicator func-
tion on the rationals

f@) = 1@@):{; jig\(@.

Given that all subintervals contain both, countably infinite rational and uncountably
infinite irrational numbers, the lower sum is always 0 while the upper sum is always 1,

L(1g,P)=0+#U(lg,P) = 1.
So this function is not Riemann-integrable. It is, however, Lebesgue-integrable.

The Riemann integral can be extended in a variety of ways. For example, rather than
looking at intervals [a,b] C R of the real line, we can look at compact subsets of R9.
In that case, cubes [a, b] := H;l:l [a;,b;] take the place of intervals. We can also define
integrals of C-valued functions by viewing any complex number z = x + iy € C ~
R? as the sum of real and imaginary part. Similarly, extensions to R” and C" are
straightforward. The definition of improper integrals, e. g. integrals over over [0, co)
or the entire real line R = (—o0, +00), is more subtle, but possible.

2.2 The Lebesgue integral

Riemann integration starts by slicing up the domain of integration “vertically” into
subintervals (d = 1) or cubes (d > 1). The definition of the Riemann-integrability asks

14



2.2 The Lebesgue integral

N~N—
4 } b
a b

Figure 2.2.1: The Riemann integral corresponds to carving up the area under the curve
vertically. Lebesgue proposed to slice horizontally and approximate the
area under the curve by layers. Because of the resemblance, this is usually
called the layer cake representation.

us to control the variation of the function. At the end of the day that places very strong
restrictions on the class of functions that are Riemann-integrable.

What we would instead like to do now is slice our region of integrability “horizon-
tally” and approximate the integral by a “layer cake”. For simplicity, let us consider a
f : R — [0,00) be a non-negative function. Then we would like to approximate the
integral by finitely many layers via e. g. an upper sum of the form

n—1
ZVOI({x € R¢ | yr < fz) < yk+1}) Ykt1 ~ / dz f(z).
k=0 R

Here, Vol(Q2) measures the volume of the set Q@ C R?; ford = 1 and Q = [a,}] the
natural choice is to use the interval length Vol([a,b]) = b — a. That almost looks like
a Riemann integral for good reason, but at the same time clearly illustrates the trade-
off: (1) we will need to find a “volume” function. And (2) the preimages of f need to
produce “nice” sets that have a volume associated with them.

Mathematically, the idea of a volume map is implemented by a so-called measure and
since the reader will likely encounter more general forms of measures in their career,
we will give a short primer on measure theory.

15



2 Classical integration theory

2.2.1 A primer on measure theory

Assigning a “volume” to sets is not as easy as it looks at first glance, for example, it will
turn out that not all sets can be measured. That is encapsulated in the so-called Banach-
Tarski Paradox, which shows how to decompose a ball Bg := {z € R? | |z| < R}
into a finite number of (disjoint) pieces and reassemble them only to get two spheres.
Put another way, this procedure doubles the volume. The resolution of this paradox
is simple: our geometric intuition is betraying us, since the pieces we have cut the
sphere into do not have a volume associated with them. So the cutting and reassembly
procedure is “discontinuous” with respect to the volume measure.

2.2.1.1 Essential definitions

The starting point is the definition of o-algebra and measurable space. In the following,
we shall always assume that X is a set and J3(X) is the power set, i. e. the set of all
subsets of X.

Definition 2.2.1 (o-algebra and measure space) A c-algebra ¥ C PB(X) is a set of
subsets of X with the following three properties:

(a) Pex

(b) ¥ is closed under countable intersections, i. e. if Z is a countable index set and
{Aj}tjer C %, thenalso ;e Aj € X

(c) X is closed under complements, i. e. A € ¥ implies A°:= X \ A€ X.

Elements of Y. are called measurable sets and the pair (X, Y) is a measurable space.

Remark 2.2.2 We could have equivalently replaced (b) with the assumption that

(b’) X is closed under countable unions.

Example (The power set is a o-algebra) Itis an easy exercise to show that the power
set is a g-algebra. In fact, it is always the largest o-algebra for a given set X.

(a) 0 € P(X) is contained in the power set.

(b) Countable intersects of subsets give another subset, which by definition is con-
tained in P(X).

(c) The complement of a set A is just another subset of X, and as such, an element of

PBX).

16



2.2 The Lebesgue integral

At this point we could ask: why do we need to introduce o-algebras in the first place,
why not work on the power set instead? Even for the Lebesgue measure, we cannot
work on the power set, though. Even though I have not defined what a measure is at
this point, the following theorem holds true:

Theorem 2.2.3 The only measure u : B(X) — [0,00] on the power set P(R) that
satisfies

(@ 1([0,1)) < oo and
(b) p(xz+ A) = u(A) (invariance under translations)

is the trivial measure p = 0.

The proof is part and parcel of any course on measure theory worth its salt. For the
purpose of this course, more important than the (rather instructive) proof is its content,
namely that in general we cannot assign a volume to all subsets, only sufficiently nice
ones. That is why we need to deal with o-algebras. One nice fact about o-algebras is
as follows:

Theorem 2.2.4 The intersection of any family of o-algebras is again a X-algebra.

That little factoid allows us to characterize o-algebras by generating sets .S C (X)) as
the o-algebra

»(8) == N N
SCP(X) o—algebra
scx

as the intersection of all o-algebras containing S.

2.2.1.2 Comparison between o-algebras and topology

It is useful and necessary to contrast and compare the notions of o-algebra with the
notion of topology.

Definition 2.2.5 (Topology) A topology O C B(X) is the collection of sets which are by
definition open, i. e. it is a set of subsets with the following properties:

(A 0,Xe€O

(b) O s closed under finite intersections, whenever Oq, ..., O,, € O, then also ﬂ;;l 0; €
0.

(c) O is closed under arbitrary unions, i. e. for any O’ C O we have UOeO’ O e0.

17



2 Classical integration theory

The pair (X, O) is called a topological space.

Remark 2.2.6 (1) We have characterized a topology in terms of open sets. Equiva-
lently, we could have singled out closed sets, neighborhoods or e. g. used Kura-
towski’s closure axioms.

(2) Certain sets like () and X are closed and open (sometimes abbreviated with clopen)
at the same time.

There is a huge zoology of topological spaces, e. g. Hausdorff spaces and Polish spaces,
but we will not get into this here. One important fact is that a topology gives rise to
a notion of convergence. A neighborhood of a point is a set that characterizes what is
happening in the vicinity of the point.

Definition 2.2.7 (Neighborhoods) Let (X, O) be a topological space. A neighborhood
of a point x € X is any set U so that

(a) v €U and
(b) there exists an open set O € O with O C U.
With that settled, we define convergent sequences as follows:

Definition 2.2.8 (Convergent sequences on topological spaces) Let (X, O) be a topo-
logical space. Then a sequence (x,,)nen is said to converge to x € X if and only if for every
neighborhood U of x there exists N € N so that z,, € O for all n € N.

Convergent nets are defined in an analogous fashion.
o-algebras and topologies create very different structures. For example, functions
which are compatible with respect to o-algebras are called measurable.

Definition 2.2.9 (Measurable function) Suppose f : X — Y is a function between
two measurable spaces (X,¥x) and (Y,Xy). We call f measurable if and only if preim-
ages of Yy-measurable sets are ¥ x-measurable,

Ay €Yy == f_l(Ay) € Xx.
Functions which are compatible with respect to topologies are continuous:

Definition 2.2.10 (Continuous function) Suppose f : X — Y is a function between
two topological spaces (X, Ox) and (Y, Oy ). We call f continuous if and only if preimages
of neighborhoods in Y are neighborhoods in X,

neighborhood Ny of f(x) == f~(Ny) neighborhood of x.

18



2.2 The Lebesgue integral

For e. g. metric spaces, this definition is equivalent to sequential continuity defined
as follows: if (z,)nen is a sequence in X converging to z € X, then (f (xn))n oy is a
convergent sequence in Y that converges to f(z),

ILm f(xn) = f( le Tn).

For general topological spaces, sequential continuity need not be the same as continuity,
though.

Very often, though, (X, O) is a topological space on which we would like to define
a o-algebra that is compatible with the topology. In that case, we pick the so-called
Borel o-algebra.

Definition 2.2.11 (1) Let (X, O) be a topological space. Then the Borel o-algebra B(X) :=
3(0) is the o-algebra generated from the open (or equivalently, the closed) sets.

(2) The measurable space (X, O, B(X)) is called a Borel space.

(3) Measurable functions between Borel spaces are Borel functions.

Remark 2.2.12 We will frequently work with R and C. Unless explicitly stated other-
wise, we will always use the corresponding o-algebras B(R) and B(C).
2.2.1.3 Measures

A measure is a non-negative function on the X-algebra that is compatible with the
structure of a o-algebra.

Definition 2.2.13 (Measure and measure space) Let (X, X)) be a measurable space. A
measure is a function

X — [0,00]
with the following properties:

(@ () =0

(b) pis o-additive, i. e. for a countable collection {A;};ez C ¥ of mutually disjoint sets,
we have

M(U Aj) = u(4;)

JjeT JjeT

The triple (X, X, u) is then called a measure space.
Furthermore, we distinguish between the following types of measures:
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(1) We call p trivial if and only if u = 0.
(2) We call  finite if and only if u(X) < oo.

(3) We call p o-finite if and only if there is a countable cover {X,};cz, T C N, such that
X; € Xand pu(X;) < oo forall j € I.

(4) We call i a probability measure if and only if u(X) = 1.

Example (The Dirac measure on R) Let 3 C P(R) be any o-algebra and define the
Dirac measure at 0 as

1 04

,uDirac(A) = {0 0 € A

for any A € ¥ that is measurable. Let us check whether upi,. satisfies the axioms of a
measure.

(a) NDirac(@) =0as0 ¢ @

(b) Let {A;},cz be a countable collection of mutually disjoint sets, where the index

set is either finite, Z ~ {1,...,n} or countably infinite, Z ~ N. Since the sets are
mutually disjoint, then 0 lies in at most one of the sets.
When 0 ¢ (J,c7 A;, then the o-additivity condition amounts to 0 = 0.

In the other case, when 0 € |J
o-additivity reduces to 1 = 1.

ez Aj, then 0 € A, lies in exactly one A,,. Now

> could be any c-algebra, including the entire power set.

c-additivity of measures has some powerful implications.
Theorem 2.2.14 Let (X, X, 1) be a measure space. Then the following holds true:

(1) A C Bimplies u(A) < p(B) for any A, B € ¥ (monotonicity).

(2) w(A,) = p(A)if A, /A (continuity from below), where A,, ,* A means we are
given a non-decreasing sequence of nested sets A, C Ap 1 with A =J,,c An.

(3) u(A,) = p(A) if A, \ A (continuity from above), where A,, \, A means we are
given a non-increasing sequence of nested sets A, O A, 11 with A = (1, .y An.

What is often used to construct measures is that they are uniquely determined on a
“sufficiently large” set, which generates the o-algebra.

Theorem 2.2.15 (Uniqueness of measures) Let S C ¥ be a collection of sets with the
following properties:
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2.2 The Lebesgue integral

(a) S generates ¥ = X(95).
(b) S is closed under finite intersections.

(c) S contains a sequence of increasing sets X,, ,/* X of finite measure, u(X,) < oc.

Then y is uniquely determined by its values on S.

The proof is a not difficult, but requires the notion of Dynkin system, which is defined
just like a o-algebra, but o-additivity is only assumed to hold for countable collections
of mutually disjoint sets. Premeasures are “measures on Dynkin systems”, meaning
they satisfy the exact same axioms as measures, just on Dynkin systems rather than
c-algebras. Other collections of sets enter in measure theory, e. g. semialgebras and
algebras.

But within this context the purpose is always the same: suppose we are given a map
i : & — [0,00] on some suitable set of sets ¥ C 9B(X). Under what circumstances
does there exist a unique extension of jz to a bona fide measure p : ¥ — [0, 00| on
a o-algebra = D X? This way it often suffices to specify measures on smaller gen-
erating sets. For example, the Lebesgue measure can be constructed from such an
“almost-measure” on e. g. semiopen cubes of the form [a,b) := ]_[;l:l[aj, b;), where
a=(ai,...,aq),b=(b1,...,bq) € R? and a; < b; is assumed for all j = 1,...,d. That
is, specifying

d
Mla.b) = [T (b — ay)

Jj=1

completely suffices.

The constructions are not difficult, but require us to keep track of the subtle differ-
ences between premeasures, outer measures and measures. Given the time constraint,
I refer the interersted reader to [Tes19, Chapter 8].

A particularly important role are sets of measure 0.

Definition 2.2.16 Let (X, X, u) be a measure space.

(1) A null set or set of measure 0 is a set N € ¥ with u(N) = 0. The set of null sets is
denoted with N.

(2) We say a condition holds u-almost everywhere if the set of exceptions is a null set.
In case the measure can be implied from the context, we will shorten it to “almost
everywhere”. If u is a probability measure, we will also say “almost surely” or “with
probability 1”.

(3) The measure y is complete if any subset N’ C N of a null set N is again measurable
and hence, a null set.
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These sets are important, because they allow us to quantify how often exceptions occur.
Probably one of the better known ones is equality of functions, which will play a crucial
role when we introduce LP-spaces.

Example Later on we will identify functions f ~ g that agree almost everywhere if
there exists a null set N so that

fx) =g(x)
holds for all z € X \ N.

2.2.2 Integration with respect to measures

Measures determine a notion of volume, and we are almost in a position to make the
layer cake representation rigorous. So in what follows, (X, >, ) is a measure space,
that we will frequently abbreviate with X when there is no risk of confusion as to what
the o-algebra and measure p are. The starting point of introducing the integral is to
define it for simple function. Moreover, R and C shall always be endowed with their
standard Borel o-algebras.

We will start with the smallest building block, the characteristic function

1 zeA
La(@) = {0 i ZA

associated to a measurable set A € ¥. This defines a measurable function (the proof is
left as homework to the readers); to be precise, the target space of 14, : X — R, C is
either R or C endowed with the Borel o-algebra.

The integral of characteristic functions is just the volume of the measurable set A,

LLszédM@M@%ZMM~

Given that we want our integral to be linear, we can extend this definition to simple
functions

n

f(x)zzcklAk($), ck €C, Ay €S Vk=1,...,n,
k=1

that are finite linear combinations of characteristic functions and set

[ duto) @)= 3 enmtan)
X k=1
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2.2 The Lebesgue integral

However, as innocent as this may look, this definition has a serious flaw: what happens
if some of the ;1(Ax) = oo have infinite measure? In the simplest case we have to decide
what 4 - co — 3 - 0o is without running afoul of o-additivity. Moreover, looming on the
horizon is the topic of limits of simple functions. Essentially, we are presented with
two options:

(1) We can restrict ourselves to simple functions where all ;(Ag) < co.

(2) We can consider only simple functions where the coefficients ¢, > 0 are non-
negative.

Initially, either way may work, but once we want a lasting definition that is compat-
ible with limits, we quickly see that the second option is much more tractable. In
essence, we just have to worry about the summability of non-negative sequences, i. e. it
is straightforward to declare what

> ek p(Ar)
h=1

is even when the sum diverges to oo for one reason or another.

That definition also allows us to extend the definition of the Lebesgue integral to R-
and C-valued functions: we merely require that | f| is Lebesgue-integrable in the sense
of non-negative functions. Behind the scenes, we are using the fact that even in the
limit absolutely convergent sums retain linearity.

So for the moment, let us assume that s : X — [0,00] is a non-negative simple
function and A € ¥ be some measurable set. Then we can define the integral as

/ dus:= ch M(Aj N A). (2.2.1)
A =

We use the previously used conventions n + co = 0o, n - 00 = co and set 0 - oo := 0.
The extension of this definition to a broader class of functions will give us the Lebesgue
integral. So let us collect some properties first:

Lemma 2.2.17 Let ¢ > 0 and s, s1, 82 > 0 be non-negative, simple functions. Then the
Lebesgue integral (2.2.1) has the following properties:

M /Adus=/xdu(1,48)

(2) If {A;};ez be a countable collection of disjoint sets, the integral is o-additive,
dus = / du s.
/U A Z Aj

jex i JET
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2 Classical integration theory

3) /d,ucs:c/dus
A A

“4) /du(lersQ):/duler/dusQ
A A A
(5) AgBimplies/d,usg/ du s.
A B

(6) s1 < s9 implies/ dp s < / du so.
A A

All these properties follow directly from the definition properties of measures, o-algebras
and simple functions.

Definition 2.2.18 (Lebesgue integral of non-negative functions) Let f : X — [0, 00]
be a non-negative, measurable function on the measure space (X, 3, u). The Lebesgue in-
tegral is defined as

/ du f := sup / dps. (2.2.2)
X s simple function J X

s<f
When the supremum on the right is finite, we say the function is (Lebesgue-)integrable.

So of course, we can understand this limit in terms of nets, but we shall not spell out
the details. It pays off that we are dealing with non-negative sequences, since then
only two things can occur: either the supremum in (2.2.2) is oo or it is finite. To prove
that we can really use the picture of level sets being added up, and approximating f
by simple functions point-wise.

Moreover, all parts of Lemma 2.2.17 whose proofs do not make use of infinite sums
under the hood, i. e. everything except for items (2) and (4), extend immediately to
non-negative, measurable functions.

Corollary 2.2.19 Lemma 2.2.17 (1), (3) and (5)-(6) extend to non-negative, measur-
able functions.

To be sure, (2) and (4) are still correct, but we need the Monotone Convergence The-
orem 2.2.20 in the proofs.

Theorem 2.2.20 (Monotone convergence/Beppo Levi) Let f,, be a monotone non-
decreasing sequence of non-negative measurable functions and f,, ,/ f. Then f is mea-
surable and we can exchange limit and integration,

n— oo

lim d,ufn:/du lim f,.
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2.2 The Lebesgue integral

Proof The measurability of the limit function f = lim,_, f, = sup,cy fn follows
from the fact that liminf, lim sup, inf and sup of sequences of measurable functions
give measurable functions [Tes19, Lemma 8.19]. The idea is that

77 (a,00)) = (sup £)  ((ao0))

neN

= U f ((a7oo]) ex

N
ne s

is again measurable as a countable union of measurable sets. Given that we can recover
all other Borel sets as countable unions or intersections of such half-open intervals, this
extends to all Borel sets.

The proof uses a combination of Lemma 2.2.2 and a sequential squeeze of the form

T/d,u lim f, < lim /d,ufng/du lim f,
where 7 € (0,1) can be chosen arbitrarily close to 1.
Lemma 2.2.2 (6) extends to non-negative, measurable functions, because s < f,, < f

implies s < f as well. Consequently, I,, := [, du f, is a monotone, non-decreasing
sequence,

I, <Lyt < | dp lim f, = / dp f,
A n—o00 A

which therefore converges to some number. When 7,, — oo diverges, then the integral
over f must also be oo, and equality holds in this case.

Hence, we may assume [,, — [, < oo converges to some finite, non-negative value,
and we only need to show the second estimate in our sequential squeeze argument. So
pick a simple function s < f and a constant 7 € (0,1). We define the sets

Ap={zeA | 7s< fo(2)}.

Since the limiting function f,,(x) — f(x) is defined pointwise, these sets for a non-
decreasing sequence A,, A that exhausts A from the inside. By definition of the set
A,, and Lemma 2.2.2 (3) and (6), we obtain the estimates

T/ dusﬁ/ dufnﬁ/dufn.
An An A

Seeing as the left-hand side only involves limits of simple functions, Lemma 2.2.2 (2)
applies directly, which allows us to take lim,,_, ., on both sides.

T/dusg lim du fr
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2 Classical integration theory

and after taking the supremum over simple functions with s < f gives us the second
equality in our sequential squeeze. O

Corollary 2.2.21 All of Lemma 2.2.17extends to non-negative, measurable functions.

Example We can now construct a monotone sequence of simple functions (s,)nen,
which converges pointwise to f. The convergence is even uniform if f is bounded. For
any n € N we set

n2
k
Sn(x) := Z 271f*1(Ak)<$)’
k=0

where up until y = n we split the y-axis into 2" equally sized intervals,

A= [0 57,

and subsume anything larger than that into the preimage of
An 2n 1= [Tl, OO)

Example Extending Lemma 2.2.2 (2) and (6) to non-negative, measurable functions
Since these involve infinite sums, we need monotone convergence. We leave these as
exercises to the readers.

Now we are in a position to extend Lebesgue integration to complex-valued functions

Definition 2.2.22 (Integrable functions and £'(X, du)) Suppose f = (fre,+—fre,~ )+
i(fim,+— fim,—) is the decomposition of a complex-valued function into four non-negative
functions, and that fre + and fim + have finite Lebesgue integral. Then we define the
Lebesgue integral of f to be

/duf::/dufRe,+*/ dufRe,_H/ duflm,+fi/ dpt fim —
X JX X X X

The set of all complex-valued integrable functions is denoted with
LYX,dp) = {f : X — C measurable | / du(z) | f(2)| < oo}.
X

When the implied measure is clear, we may also write £1(X) instead. Further, we write

introduce the seminorm?

17l = 111 ey = /X du(x) |f(2))

3We have yet to define what a seminorm is and to prove that this is one. We will postpone this.
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2.2 The Lebesgue integral

In a similar fashion, we can introduce the notion of p-integrable functions.

Definition 2.2.23 (p-integrable functions and £P(X,du)) Let 1 < p < oco. Then
LP(X) = LP(X,du) is the set of p-integrable functions, i. e.

LP(X,dp) = {f : X — C measurable | /Xdp(x) |f(z)|P < oo}.

The corresponding seminorm is

l/p
Nuﬂﬂwmm:(AjWMﬂmﬂ

Let us collect a few important facts about the integral.

Lemma 2.2.24 (1) The Lebesgue integral on £ (X, dp) is linear.

aﬁﬁw@ﬂm<ﬁwwﬂm

(3 If +glls <[ fllx + llgllx (triangle inequality)
(4) ||f|]1 = 0 implies f(x) = 0 y-almost everywhere.

(5) Suppose f,g € LY(X,du) differ only on a set of measure 0. Then their integrals
coincide, [ duf = [y dpg.

Proof We will leave some of the proofs as an exercise for the readers. O

2.2.3 Fundamental facts on Lebesgue integrals

To study properties of £P(X,du) spaces and the L?(X,du) spaces we will introduce
below, one fundamental question is under what circumstances limits and integration
commute. We have already gotten to know one of these theorems that played a crucial
role when extending the definition of the integral to arbitrary, non-negative, measur-
able functions, namely the Monotone Convergence Theorem 2.2.20. Another one is

Theorem 2.2.25 (Fatou’s Lemma) If A € X is a measurable set and f,, is any sequence
of non-negative, measurable functions, then for the lim inf we have the estimate

dp liminf f,, <lim inf/ dp f-
A n—oo n—oo A

Proof We define the sequence g,, := infi>, fi; by definition of liminf, the sequence
(gn)nen converges to

lim g, = lim inf f; = liminf f,
n— 00 n—oo k>n n—00
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and is monotone non-decreasing.
Clearly, g,, < f,, is dominated by f,,, which implies

/dugnﬁ/dufm
A A

and that the integral on the left is non-degreasing as well.

(2.2.3)

Taking liminf,, .., on the left yields with the help of the Monotone Convergence

Theorem 2.2.20

liminf [ dpg, = lim [ dug,

n—oo A n—roo A

dp lim g,

A n—oo

= [ dp liminf f,,.

A n— oo

So taking liminf,, _, ., on both sides of (2.2.3) yields the claim.

Fatou’s Lemma has a generalization that will be useful when proving one of the staples

of classical analysis, the Dominated Convergence Theorem 2.2.27.

Corollary 2.2.26 (Generalized Fatou’s Lemma) Suppose A € ¥ is a measurable set
and (fn)nen is a sequence of R-valued measurable functions and g € £'(X,du). Then

the following holds true:

(1) If f,, > g is a uniform lower bound, then we have
dp liminf f,, <lim inf/ du frn.
A n—oo n—oo A

(2) If f,, < gis a uniform upper bound, then we have

dp limsup f,, > lim sup/ du fn-
A A

n—oo n—oo

(3) If | fu| < g is a uniform lower bound, then we have

dp liminf f,, <lim inf/ dp f,, <lim sup/ dp frn < [ dul

n—oo

Proof We leave the proof to the readers as an exercise.
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2.3 LP spaces

Item (3) allows for a very compact proof of

Theorem 2.2.27 (Dominated Convergence) Let (f,),cn be a convergent sequence in
LY(X) of measurable functions with limit f := lim,,_,... Suppose there exists a measur-
able function so that |f,(x)| < g(x) holds everywhere but possibly on a set of measure
zero. Then f € L(X) is integrable and we can exchange limit and integration,

lim [ duf, = / du lim f,. (2.2.5)
A A n— oo

n—oo

Proof First of all, the assumptions of Corollary 2.2.26 (3) are satisfied. Moreover, since
we assume that f,, — f converges pointwise, lim inf and lim sup coincide. Therefore,
equation (2.2.4) is a sequential squeeze that directly implies (2.2.5). O

A classical example that shows the power of the Dominated Convergence Theorem is
in the proof of the Riemann-Lebesgue Lemma, which states that the Fourier transform

N re w8 f(x
FNE = s [ dre = 1)

maps £!(R?) into Co, (R?), the continuous functions on R¢ that vanish at cc.

This is just one case of showing the continuity of parameter-dependent integrals in
said parameter. Similarly, it is used to establish C™-regularity of parameter-dependent
integrals since derivatives are also defined as limits.

2.3 L spaces

There is one deficiency in the integral, namely that a lot of properties are determined
only up to a set of measure 0. For example, if we use the integral to define the “distance”

Ar9)=f =gl = | dula) /@)= g(o)
between two functions. Moreover, this notion of distance is compatible with the linear

structure of £P(X,du), and these are examples of a

Definition 2.3.1 (Normed space) Let X be a vector space. A mapping ||| : X —
[0, +00) with properties

(@) ||z|| =0ifand only if x = 0,
() [lezx|| = |a| |||, and
© |z +yl|l < |lz| + |ly|| (triangle inequality),
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for all vectors x,y € X and scalars o € C, is called norm. The pair (X, |-||) is then
referred to as normed space.

Strictly speaking, we have only shown the triangle inequality for p = 1; for all other
1 < p < oo this is known as Minkowski’s inequality (cf. e. g. [Tes19, Corollary 10.8]).
However, in view of Lemma 2.2.24 (5) we can only ensure that

fl@) =g(x) p-almost everywhere

can have exceptions of a set of measure 0. It turns out, this is an incurable inaccuracy
inherent in the integral norm. What we do now is simply forget about that difference
“by force”: we first define the set of functions

N(X.dp) := {J : X — C measurable | /X du(a) /() =0}
={feL(X,dp) | £l =0}
= [/ X — C measurable | /Xdu(a:) Il =0}
={feLr(X,dp) | Ifll, =0}

that have integral 0. Clearly, f and g agree almost everywhere exactly when the dif-
ference f — g € N has integral 0. Importantly, we have shown in the homework
assignments that this condition defines an equivalence relation, and the well-known

(X, dp) := LP(X, du)/N (X, dp)

are obtained as the quotient of the £P(X,du) spaces. Its elements are equivalence
classes of functions that agree almost everywhere. Strictly speaking, it makes no sense
towritee *" € L! (R?) since x > e~ isa function or to claim thata particular element
f € LY(RY) is continuous. However, in practice the distinction between functions
and equivalence classes of functions is almost never made. For example, the claim
“f € L*(R?) is continuous” is automatically translated to “f € L!(R?) has a continuous
representative”.

The LP(X,du) spaces can be shown to be complete, the Riesz-Fischer Theorem (see
e. g. [Tes19, Theorem 10.12]), and therefore are one of the prototypical Banach spaces.

Definition 2.3.2 (Banach space) A complete normed space is a Banach space.

Example The space X = C([a,b],C) of complex-valued, continuous functions on the
interval [a, b] has a norm, the sup norm

[flle = sup [f(2)].

z€[a,b]

Since C([a,b], C) is complete, it is a Banach space.
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For the special case p = 2 we can introduce a notion of geometry through a scalar
product

(f.g) = /X du(z) T@) (),

which is well-defined for f,¢g € £2(X,du) and f,g € L?(X,du) (with the aforemen-
tioned abuse of notation). These are then examples of a

Definition 2.3.3 (Pre-Hilbert space and Hilbert space) A pre-Hilbert space is a com-
plex vector space H with scalar product
(-, ):HxH—C,
i. e. a mapping that satisfies
(@) {(p,¢) > 0and (p,p) =0 implies p = 0 (positive definiteness),
() {(p,a) 4+ x) = a{p,¥) + (p, x) (linearity in the second argument), and

(© {(p,v) = (¥, ) (antilinearity in the first argument)

forall p,v, x € Hand o € C. This induces a norm ||p|| := \/{p, ¢) and metric d(p,¢) :=
|l — || that measures the distance between @, € H. If H is complete with respect to
the induced metric, it is a Hilbert space.

Example (1) C? with the Euclidean scalar product

d
(z,w) := Z Zn Wh,
n=1

is a d-dimensional complex Hilbert space. In fact, every d-dimensional complex
Hilbert space is isomorphic to it.

(2) C([-1,+1],C) with scalar product
+1
(f.9) = dz f(x) g()
—1
is just a pre-Hilbert space, since it is not complete.

Consider for example the sequence of continuous functions

0 zel-1,0]
falz) :==q¢nz z€(0,/n),
1 x e [1/71, 1]
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T T T nzi

1} n=2

n=3

n=4

n=>5
0.5 | i
0 .
—-0.5 0 0.5 1 1.5 2

Figure 2.3.1: A sequence of continuous functions that converge pointwise to the step

function.

whose graph looks like a ramp of ever increasing steepness (cf. Figure 2.3.1),
connecting y = 0 with y = 1. We can check by hand that indeed (f,,),en forms
a Cauchy sequence in C([—1,+1],C). Moreover, away from z = 0 the pointwise
limit exists,

. 0 z<0
f(2) = lim fu(a) = .
1 2>0
But no matter how we define f at 0, though, it can never be continuous — and
therefore, the limit of this particular sequence lies outside of the pre-Hilbert space
C([-1,+1],C).

We will give a few fundamental inequalities without proof:

Theorem 2.3.4 (1) Let p,q,r € [1,00) such that /p + 1/q¢ = 1/p. Then there exists a

constant C,, , , depending only on these three real numbers such that for all f €
LP(X,dp) and g € L9(X,du) Hoélder’s Inequality holds true,

1f gllr < Cp.ar[1f1l5 llglla-

(2) On the Hilbert space L*(X,du) the Cauchy-Schwartz inequality holds,

32

(e )] < Nl 19 l2-



2.3 LP spaces

There are plenty of other inequalities (see e. g. [LL0O1]), which are relevant in analysis.
To name but one, Young’s Inequality is roughly analogous to Holder’s Inequality, but
involves the convolution.
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2 Classical integration theory
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Chapter 3

Bounded Linear Operators and
Linear Functionals

Operators are generalizations of the concept of matrices to infinite-dimensional spaces,
and it is therefore natural to try and extend ideas from linear algebra to functional
analysis. A lot of physical theories, e. g. quantum mechanics and many classical wave
equations, are formulated in terms of operators. Well-known examples are the quan-
tum mechanical Schrédinger equation

10(t) = (A + V) y(t), ¥(0) = vy € L*(RY), (3.0.1)
and the heat equation

o(t)=—(-A+V)y(@), ¥(0) = 9o € L*(RY), (3.0.2)

which are both defined in terms of the Laplace operator —A := — ijl 8§j and a

potential V : RY — R.

Mathematically speaking, operators T : X — ) are continuous functions between
normed vector spaces that are compatible with the linear structure. Compatible with
the linear structure means that for any x1,x2 € X and o € C we have

T(z1 + axe) = Tax1 + aTzs. (3.0.3)

3.1 Bounded operators

The simplest class of operators are bounded.
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3 Bounded Linear Operators and Linear Functionals

Definition 3.1.1 (Bounded operator) Let X and ) be normed spaces. A linear operator
T : X — Y is called bounded if there exists M > 0 so that

[Ty < M ||z|x -

The set of bounded linear operators is denoted with B(X,)). When initial and target
space are the same, X = Y, we abbreviate B(X,X) = B(X).

A special case of bounded operators are linear functionals where

Definition 3.1.2 (Bounded linear functional) A bounded linear functional L : X —
C is a linear operator where the target space is C. The set of bounded linear functional is
denoted with X' := B(X,C).

For normed spaces, continuous and bounded are synonymous.

Theorem 3.1.3 Let T : X — ) be a linear operator between two normed spaces X and
V. Then the following statements are equivalent:

(1) T is continuous at xg € X.
(2) T is continuous.
(3) T is bounded.

Proof (1) < (2): This follows immediately from the linearity.

(2) = (3): Assume T to be continuous. Then it is continuous at 0 and for ¢ = 1, we
can pick 6 > 0 such that

[Tz, <e=1
for all z € X with ||z||,, < d. By linearity, this implies for any 2’ € &\ {0} that
s __s
|’T(2\|z’\|xx/)uy = . HTx/Hy <L
Hence, T is bounded with bound 1/s,
172l < 2]

(38) = (2): Conversely, if T is bounded by M > 0,

||Tx1—T.132Hy§M||JZ1—$Q||X V.T,‘l,JZQEX.
This means, T is continuous: for ¢ > 0 we pick 6 = ¢/2nm and verify that

||Tgc1—Tx2Hy§MHx1—x2||X§Mﬁ<€ 0

holds for all z1,z, € X that satisfy ||z — 2|, < ¢/2Mm.
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3.1 Bounded operators

Next, we introduce the operator norm, which leads to a notion of convergence for
sequences of operators:

Definition 3.1.4 (Operator norm) Let T : X — ) be a bounded linear operator be-
tween normed spaces. We define the operator norm of T as

I71 = 1Tl = sup [Ty (3.1.1)

lzll=1

The space of all bounded linear operators between X and ) is denoted by B(X,Y). When
the initial and target spaces X = Y coincide, we will use the abbreviation B(X) :=
B(X,X).

One can show that the operator norm ||7'|| coincides with
inf {M >0 | [|Tz|y < M|z, Vo e X} =|T]|.

The product of two bounded operators T' € B(),Z) and S € B(X,)) is again a
bounded operator whose norm can be estimated from above by

TSI < TSI

When Y = X = Z, this implies that the product is jointly continuous with respect to
the norm topology on X.

Let T', S be bounded linear operators between the normed spaces X and ). Once we
define addition,

(T + S)x:=Tx+ Sz,
and scalar multiplication,
ATz == Nz,

the set of bounded linear operators forms a vector space. Once endowed with the
norm (3.1.1), we obtain a normed vector space.

Proposition 3.1.5 The vector space B(X,Y) of bounded linear operators between normed
spaces X and Y with operator norm (3.1.1) forms a normed space. If ) is complete,
B(X,Y) is a Banach space.

Proof Let (T},)nen be a Cauchy sequence in B(X,)), i. e. a sequence for which

n,k— o0

1T = Tkl g,y — 0.
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3 Bounded Linear Operators and Linear Functionals

We have to show that (7},),en converges to some T' € B(X,)). For any ¢ > 0, there
exists N(g) € N such that we have

170 — Thllgxpy <€

for all n,k > N(g). This also implies that for any = € X, the sequence (T,(z))
converges as well,

neN

| Tnz — Trz||y, < T = Tillscx,y) llellx <ellzll-

The field of complex numbers is complete and (Tn(m))n oy converges to some T’z € V.
We now define

Ty := lim T,z €)Y
n—oo
for any © € X. Clearly, T inherits the linearity of the (7},),cn. The map T is also
bounded: for any ¢ > 0, there exists N (¢) € N such that || T}, — Ty [| 5 x,y) < € is small
when k,n > N(e). Then for n > N(¢) the estimate

H(T - Tﬂ)xHB(X,y) = klirgo"(Tk - Tn)wHy < klggo”Tk — Tallsxy) lzllx
< el

holds true. Since we can write T"as T' = T,, + (T' — T;,), we can estimate the norm of
the linear map 7' by ||T||px,y) < [|TnllB(x,y) +¢ < co. This means T is a bounded
linear operator mapping X to ). O

Note that many linear operators are not bounded, i. e. they need not necessarily be
defined on the entire normed space X, but only on a dense subspace D C X,

T:D(T)C X — V.

Borrowing terminology from the analysis of functions, D is referred to as domain. An
example of an unbounded operator is the Laplacian —A from above. Without specifying
a domain, the definition of an unbounded operator is incomplete. Unless specifically
mentioned otherwise, we shall always assume that 7" is densely defined.
There are also cases where it is initially easier to define an operator on a dense
subspace, even though the operator is bounded. An example is the Fourier transform
1 )
F =—— | dze ¢ , 3.1.2
(FANE) = oy |, dre™™ T (3.1.2)
on L?(R?). A priori this integral only makes sense for integrable functions, i. e. on
L'(R9). However, there are integrable functions, which are not square integrable and
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3.1 Bounded operators

vice versa; that is, we neither have the inclusion L'(R¢) ¢ L?(R?) nor the opposite
L*(RY) ¢ L'(R?). Fortunately, the intersection L'(R?) N L?(R%) is dense in L?(R9)
and F is bounded on that dense subset. Consequently, the following theorem tells
us the Fourier transform F : L?(R?) — L?(R?) defines a bounded operator, which
extends (3.1.2) to all of L?(R?).

Theorem 3.1.6 Suppose we are given a densely defined, bounded linear operator T :
D(T) C X — Y between a normNed space X and a Banach space ). Then there exists a
unique bounded linear extension T : X — Y and

- [T|
1T =Tl := sup >

(3.1.3)
zepvior lzllx

Proof We construct 7" explicitly: let z € X be arbitrary. Since D is dense in X, there
exists a sequence (z,),en in D which converges to x. Then we set
Tz := lim Tx,.
n—roo

First of all, we note 7' inherits the linearity from T'. It is also well-defined: (T'z},)nen
is a Cauchy sequence in the target space ),

n,k— oo

||T$n — T.’EkHy < ”THD ||(En — xk”){ —_— 0,

where the norm of T is defined by the right-hand side of equation (3.1.3). This Cauchy
sequence in ) converges to some unique y € ) as the target space is complete. Let
(2!, )nen be a second sequence in D that converges to x and assume the sequence
(T'z),)nen converges to some y' € ). We define a third sequence (z,,)nen Which alter-
nates between elements of the first sequence (z,, ),y and the second sequence (2, ) e,
ie.

2n—1 = Tn

I
Zon ‘= Ty,

for all n € N. Then (z,).en also converges to = and (Tzn)" N forms a Cauchy se-
quence that converges to, say, ( € ). Subsequences of convergent sequences are also
convergent, and they must converge to the same limit point. Since the limits of the
sequence and its even and odd subsequences converge to the same limit, we conclude
that
(= lim Tz, = lim Tz, = lim Tz, =y
n—oo n—oo n—oo

= lim Tzy,_1 = lim Tz, =y
n—oo n—oo
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3 Bounded Linear Operators and Linear Functionals

all agree. Consequently, Tz does not depend on the particular choice of sequence
which approximates x in D. It remains to show the equality of the norms | T|| = ||T||p:
we can calculate the norm of 7" on the dense subset D and use that T'|p = T to obtain

. - Tx Tx
17 = sup [Fol = sup 10— 72|
weX zex\(oy 1zl zepvgoy 7l
|z]=1
sup Ly
sep\fo} |1Zll P

This means the norm of the extension 7 is equal to the norm of the original operator
T. This completes the proof. O

3.2 The spectrum of an operator

One of the fundamental characteristics an NV x N matrix A possesses are its eigenvalues.
These are obtained as the zeros of the characteristic polynomial

X(A) :=det (A= A) = T[] (A= )™,
j=1

and their collection o(A4) := {p1,...,un} is the spectrum of the matrix A. At these
zeros, the eigenvalue equation

Av = pjv

must have a non-trivial solution, and we may instead view o(A) as the set of eigenval-
ues of A. Note that due to the potential presence of Jordan blocks, the dimensionality
of the eigenspace to each of the zeros p; of the characteristic polynomial x(\) may be
smaller than the algebraic multiplicity n;.

The generalization to infinite dimensions is more delicate, and here not all elements
of the spectrum need to be due to eigenvalues.

Definition 3.2.1 (Spectrum) Let T' € B(X') be a bounded linear operator on a Banach
space X. We define:

(1) The resolvent set of T is the set p(T) := {z € C | T — z is bijective}.
(2) The spectrum o(T") := C\ p(T) is the complement of p(T) in C.

(3) The set of all eigenvalues is called point spectrum

op(T) :={z € C | T — zis not injective}.
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3.3 The adjoint operator

(4) The continuous spectrum is defined as

oeont(T) := {z € C | T — zis injective, im (T — z) C X dense}.

(5) The remainder of the spectrum is called residual spectrum,

ores(T) := {2 € C | T — zis injective, im (T — z) C X not dense}

The spectrum motivates the introduction of the resolvent operator
(Tiz)il GB(X)7 ZGP(T),

that plays a central role in many results of functional analysis.

As the inverse of a continuous bijection, the operator (T — z)~! is necessarily con-
tinuous, thus, bounded by the Inverse Mapping Theorem [RS72, Theorem III.10]; the
latter is a consequence of the Open Mapping Theorem [RS72, Theorem III.11].

The resolvent z — (T — z)~! is analytic on the resolvent set: for any zg € p(T) the
power series

oo

(T —2)"' = (T —z)™* Z(z —20)" (T — 20)_1)n

n=0

of the resolvent at z converges on a small disc
{zeC | =2l < |(@ - 2)7|I} S p(T),

centered around z,. Note that as usual we have set ((T' — z)‘l)O := id in the above
power series. That extends the invertibility of T' — zo from the point 2z, to a small
disc of positive radius; consequently, the resolvent set is open and its complement, the
spectrum o (7T") C C, is closed. In fact,

o(T)C{zeC | |2l <|TIl},
is contained in a closed disc by [RS72, Theorem VI.6], and as a bounded, closed subset
of C it is compact.
3.3 The adjoint operator

For a normed space X we have previously introduced X", the space of bounded linear
functionals on X'. Then an operator T : X —> ) between two normed spaces naturally
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3 Bounded Linear Operators and Linear Functionals

defines an operator between their duals, the adjoint operator T : ' — X', via the
prescription

(T'L)(z) :== L(Tx), Vee X, Le). (3.3.1)

In case of Hilbert spaces, one can associate the Hilbert space adjoint. We will almost
exclusively work with the latter and thus drop “Hilbert space” most of the time and just
speak of the adjoint.

Definition 3.3.1 (The Hilbert space adjoint) Let H be a Hilbert space and A € B(H)
be a bounded linear operator on the Hilbert space H. Then for any ¢ € H, the equation

(AY, ) = (b, 9) Vi) € D(A)

defines a vector ¢. For each ¢ € H, we set A*p := ¢ and A* is called the (Hilbert space)
adjoint of the operator A.

The Banach space adjoint A’ is related to the Hilbert space adjoint
A*=cCtAC

via conjugation with the antilinear map

In the physics literature the adjoint of the operator A is usually denoted with A rather
than A*, because z* is reserved for complex conjugation on C. The map C : |¢)) — (9|
implements the duality between kets and bras, which is how physicists refer to vectors
of and functionals on a Hilbert space.

Example (The adjoint of a rank-1 operator) Suppose we pick two arbitrary vectors
0, %o € H and define the rank-1 operator

T = |1o) (wol ¥ = (@0, ) Yo.

The Cauchy-Schwartz inequality ensures the boundedness of T',

T = sup [Ty
PEH
leli=1
< sup ([loll lloll 1411) = lloll Ioll-
Hﬁﬁz{l
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3.3 The adjoint operator

Rank-1 operators are often expressed in the eminently useful bra-ket notation, which
makes computing the adjoint particularly simple. Indeed, we can verify

T = (|¢o><<ﬁo\)* = |o) (o]

from a straightforward computation that starts from first principles,

(T, 1) = ({0, 9) Y0, ) = (1, p0) (Y0, ¥)
= (i, (o, ¥)p0) = (&, T*Y).

Let us collect some facts about adjoints of bounded operators.

Proposition 3.3.2 Let A, B € B(H) be two bounded linear operators on a Hilbert space
‘H and « € C. Then the following holds true:

(1) (A+ B)* = A* + B*

2) (aA)* =a A*

(3) (AB)* = B*A*

@ (A = |l A]

(5) A=A

©6) A% A] = A 4%] = | A

(7) ker A= (im A*)*, ker A* = (im A)*

Proof Properties (1)-(3) follow directly from the definition of the adjoint.
To show (4), we note that || A|| < ||A*|| follows from

A *
46l = |y Ae)| = sup IL(AQ)
= sup [(A"yr, )| < A" el

ll¥rli=1

where in the step marked with x, we have used that we can calculate the norm from
picking the functional associated to ﬁ: for a functional with norm 1, | L||, = 1, the
norm of L(Ay) cannot exceed that of Ay

|L(Ag)| = [(Wr, Ap)| < [vrllAell = [ Ag].

Here, v, is the vector such that L = (¢, -) which exists and is unique by virtue of
Theorem ??. This theorem also ensures || L||, = |||
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3 Bounded Linear Operators and Linear Functionals

On the other hand, from

l470r ]| = || L.

.= sup [{(A0r,0)|

llell=1
< sup [[9p | [|Agll = AL, = [[A[ 4Ll
llell=1
we conclude || A*|| < ||A||. Hence, the norms coincide, ||A*| = ||4]|.

(5) is clear. For (6), we rewrite the square of the operator norm in terms of the scalar
product and estimate from above,

14)* = sup ||A¢l|* = sup (p, A" Ap)

leli=1 leli=1
< sup [[A"Ap| = [|A7Al.
leli=1

But the right-hand side can be estimated from above by the lower bound || A|%,
1AI* < A=Al < JAT| Al = [14]7,

i. e. ||A||> = ||A* A| necessarily agree. Combined with (4), we obtain the same type of
squeezing estimate

1AII* = 1A% < A A™] < Al A7 = |1A]7,

that yields ||A A*|| = || A||*> = || A*A]|.
(7) is left as an exercise. O

We next give a simple zoology of bounded operators:

Definition 3.3.3 Let # be a Hilbert space and A € B(H). Then A is called

(1) normal if A*A = A A%,

(2) selfadjoint (or hermitian) if A* = A,

(3) unitary if A* = A~1,

(4) an orthogonal projection if A2 = A and A* = A, and

(5) positive semidefinite (or non-negative) if and only if (o, Ap) > 0 for all ¢ € H and

positive (definite) if the inequality is strict.

The notions of selfadjoint and non-negative operators generalize to unbounded oper-
ators; we will detail some of the technical minutie later in this chapter.
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3.4 Continuous operators between Fréchet spaces

3.4 Continuous operators between Fréchet spaces

A norm is one way to define a notion of distance between vectors; and this notion of
distance d(z1,x2) = |1 — x2|| defines a topology that is generated by open balls

By (z0) :=={zx € X | d(z,x0) <r}.

And once we have a topology in hand, we can define a notion of continuity (cf. Defi-
nition 2.2.10). But there are other ways to define a topology, and hence, continuity.
A topological vector space is a vector space with a topology such that the vector space
operations are compatible with the given topology.

Definition 3.4.1 (Topological vector space) A topological vector space is a linear space
X equipped with a topology T (cf Definition 2.2.5) so that

(a) vector addition (z1,x2) — x1 + x2 and
(b) scalar multiplication (o, x) — ax

are continuous (cf. Definition 2.2.10).

A common way to define a topology is with the help of a family of seminorms.

Definition 3.4.2 (Seminorm) Let X be a linear space. A seminormp : X — [0,00) is
a function that satisfies
(@) plax) = |a|p(x) and
(b) p(z1 + x2) < p(x1) + p(x2) (triangle inequality)
forall o € Cand z, 21, x5 € X.
In case p: X — [0, 00) is only a seminorm, but not a norm, then “Cauchy sequences”
with respect to this seminorm need not converge. That is because p(z) = 0 does not
imply z = 0.

A locally convex space is a topological vector space equipped with a family of semi-
norms, which in aggregate ensure convergence.

Definition 3.4.3 (Locally convex space) Let X be a topological vector space whose topol-
ogy is defined by a family of seminorms p € P. Then X is called a locally convex space if
and only if the intersection

N{ze | p) =0} = {0}

pEP

is trivial.
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3 Bounded Linear Operators and Linear Functionals

The condition says that while individual seminorms are not positive definite (in the
sense of Definition 2.3.1 (a)), their collection is. This condition implies locally convex
spaces are Hausdorff, i. e. we can separate points by neighborhoods: for any two distinct
points z1,z, € X, there are open neighborhoods U;,Us € T of these points with
Uy N Uy = (. Equivalently, there exists a seminorm p with p(z; — x2) = € > 0, and we
may pick

Uj={zeX | p(z —x;) <2} (3.4.1)

as our open neighborhoods. You may picture them as “pancakes” in the vector space
that are semi-infinite in the indeterminate directions (“where p(z) = 0”) and e-thin in
the other.

There are now three cases to consider:

(1) The collection of seminorms is uncountable.

(2) When the collection of seminorms is finite, the locally convex space can be made
into a normed space by summing up all (finitely many) seminorms,

=] ==Y p(x).
peEP

Consequently, we are dealing with just another normed vector space, which is
covered by the previous sections in this chapter.

(3) The third case is when the family of seminorms is countably infinite. While there
exists no norm, the space is still metrizable:

o0

. 1 plzr —x9)
d(zy,x0) = ;) Tt plor— 23)" (3.4.2)

Clearly, d(x1,x2) = 0 holds if and only if the two points ©; = x5 agree. Per-
haps somewhat unusually, no two points are further than distance 2 apart, since
d(l‘l,l‘g) < ZZO:O 27" = 2.

Metrizable spaces have many very nice characteristics, which is why one defines the
notion of

Definition 3.4.4 (Fréchet space) A topological vector space X with a family of semi-
norms P is a Fréchet space if and only if the following three conditions are satisfied:

(a) X is a locally convex space.
(b) Its topology can be induced by a countable family of seminorms.

(c) X is complete with respect to the family of seminorms.
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3.4 Continuous operators between Fréchet spaces

Note that one can also define a countable family of seminorms once a basis for the
topology is given.

A common example are the Schwartz functions and tempered distributions, which
will be treated in Chapter ??. Another standard example are the smooth functions.

Example (CS°(R?, C)) The space C*>°(R? C) of smooth, bounded, complex-valued
functions with bounded derivatives to any order is a Fréchet space. The family of
seminorms is just the sup norm,

I£1l, == sup |05 f ()]

z€Rd

where a = (a1,...,aq) € N§ is a multiindex and 97 := 92! - -- 92¢ a partial derivative
of order |a| :=a; + ... + aq.
Equivalently, we can define the family of seminorms via

1£1l,, == max||f]la
la]=n
or
pu(f) = max |l

Convergence with respect to || f||,. ensures the continuity and boundedness of all the
nth order derivatives of the function f. Convergence in p, controls continuity of the
function and all of its derivatives up to nth order.

A continuous operator between topological vector spaces is just a continuous function
in the sense of Definition 2.2.10 that is also linear. Given that topologies are closed
under finite intersections, continuity means we need to control finitely many seminorms
at a time. In the context of C2°(R¢, C) this means that we do not need to have uniform
control of all derivatives simultaneously, just finitely many at a time. Consequently, a
continuous linear operator 7' : X — ) between Fréchet spaces is a linear operator
for which we can estimate the nth seminorm in Y via

ITelly,, < Cu Yzl
JET

where C,, > 0is a constant that only depends on n and 7 is a finite collection of indices.
Of course, we have assumed without loss of generality that the index set is either N or
a subset thereof.

When the target space is a normed space, then we only need to find one such esti-
mate. A special case iswhen ) = C is just the complex numbers and the only seminorm
is the absolute value, i. e. the case of linear continuous functionals.
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Chapter 4

Schwartz Functions &
Tempered Distributions

Schwartz functions S(R?) are a space of test functions, i. e. a space of “very nicely
behaved functions”, on which many operations such as Fourier transform and differ-
entiation are well-defined and very well-behaved. Tempered distributions S’(R¢) make
up the dual to this space of test functions (analogous to Definition 3.1.2). The concept
of adjoint operator (cf. Chapter 3.3) then allows us to extend Fourier transform and
derivatives to objects which may not even be functions.

Test functions and distributions are covered in every good text book on Fourier anal-
ysis, e. g. in [SS03, Chapter 5] or [Fol09, Chapter 9] to name just two.

4.1 Schwartz functions

Our class of test functions S(R?) has three defining properties:

(1) S(RY) C C>=(R?) forms a vector space.

(2) Stability under derivation, 9¢S(R?) C S(R%): for all multiindices o € N¢ and
f € S(RY), we have 92 f € S(RY).

(3) Stability under Fourier transform, FS(RY) C S(R?): for all f € S(R?), the Fourier
transform

FEf e W /Rd dze™®¢ f(z) € S(RY) (4.1.1)

is also a test function.
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4 Schwartz Functions & Tempered Distributions

These relatively simple requirements have surprisingly rich implications:

(1) S(RY) C LY(R?) forms a subset of L!(R?) since the Fourier transform of Schwartz
functions is assumed to exist.

(2) Stability under derivation, 02S(R¢) C S(R?) implies not just f € S(R?), but that
all of its derivatives are integrable functions as well.

(3) F:S(RY) — S(R?) acts bijectively.

(4) For all a € N¢, we have F((i0,)* f) = 2* F f € S(R?).

(5) Hence, for all a,a € N¢, we have 2792 f € S(R?).

(6) Translations of Schwartz functions are again Schwartz functions; this follows from

Ff(- —x) =e € Ff € S(R?) for all 2y € R™

The only thing we are missing to a proper mathematical definition is to endow S(R%)
with a suitable topology:

Definition 4.1.1 (Schwartz functions) The space of Schwartz functions
SR?) = {f € C®(R?) | Va,a €Ng: |[fl,q < o0}
is defined in terms of the family of seminorms® {||-||,, }, ,cxa indexed by a,a € Ng,
;&g

[fllae = sup |85 f(x)]- (4.1.2)
zeRd

The family of seminorms defines a so-called Fréchet topology: put in simple terms,
to make sure that sequences in S(R?) converge to smooth functions that decay faster
than polynomially (often referred to as rapid decay), we need to control infinitely many
derivatives as well as their decay. This is also the reason why there is no norm on S(R<)
which generates the same topology as the family of seminorms. However, |/ f||,, =0
for all a,a € N¢ ensures f = 0, all seminorms put together can distinguish functions in
S(R9). Crucially, the notion of topology gives rise to a notion of continuity: to ensure
continuity of linear functionals on S(R?%) we need to control finitely many seminorms
(cf. Proposition 4.2.2) rather than just one for normed spaces (cf. Chapter ??).

Example Two simple examples of Schwartz functions in d = 1 are

f(z) = e, a>0,

LA seminorm has all properties of a norm except that || f|| = 0 does not necessarily imply f = 0.
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4.1 Schwartz functions

and

o
glz) =4°¢ et 2] <1
0 lx] > 1

The second one even has compact support.

The first major fact we will establish is completeness.

Theorem 4.1.2 The space of Schwartz functions S(R?) endowed with the seminorms (4.1.2)
and the metric

< If — gl
d(f.q) = 9" max 7 _Ilaa
(f g) Z la|+|al=n 1+ ||f - g”aa

n=0

is complete, i. e. it is a Fréchet space.

Proof Evidently, d is positive and symmetric. It also satisfies the triangle inequality as
x + 11 is concave on [0, oo) and all of the seminorms satisfy the triangle inequality.
Hence, (S(R?),d) is a metric space.

To show completeness, take a Cauchy sequence (f,,),cn With respect to d. By defi-
nition and positivity, this means (f,,)nen is also a Cauchy sequence with respect to all
of the seminorms |-|| . Each of the (2292 f")n ¢y COnverge to some g, as the space
of bounded continuous functions Cy,(R?) endowed with the sup norm is complete.

It remains to show that the limits of the derivatives are the derivatives of the limits,
i. €. gaa = x*0%goo. Clearly, only taking derivatives is problematic. We will initially
prove this for |o| = 1, i. e. the case of a single derivative and proceed by induction.

aa*®

Assume we are interested in the sequence ((’)wk f")n en of derivatives where k €
{1,...,d}. We denote the associated multi index oy, := (0,...,0,1,0,...) € N¢ and
introduce the kth canonical basis vector e := (0,...,0,1,0,...) € R% The Fundamen-

tal Theorem of Calculus connects f,, to its derivative,

fo(@) = fule —xrer) + /OM ds@mkfn(er (s — k) ek).

Taking the limit n — oo on both sides and exchanging limit and integral via a Domi-
nated Convergence argument yields

Tk
go0() = gool — zx ex) + / d5 oo (2 + (5 — 71 k),
0

since f, — goo and O, fn, — goa, converge uniformly in z. Comparing these two
and reading the Fundamental Theorem of Calculus in reverse allows us to conclude
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goo € C*(R?), and that the derivative ., goo = goa, € L>°(R?) indeed coincides with

ooy,
We then proceed by induction to show ggo € Cp° (R9). This means d(f,, goo) — 0 as
n — oo and S(R?) is complete. O

What makes Schwartz functions so versatile is that they automatically lie in a whole
host of other spaces, most notably all the L?(R9) spaces. And importantly, the embed-
dings are continuous since the L?(R?) norm of each element in S(R¢) can be dominated
by a finite number of Fréchet seminorms.

Lemma 4.1.3 Let f € S(R?). Then for each 1 < p < oo, the LP norm of f can be
estimated by a finite number of seminorms,

||f||Lp(]Rd) < C1(d) | fllgp + C2(d) ‘a‘ggﬁd) [1f1la0 (4.1.3)

where the constants Cy(d),Co(d) € RT and n(d) € Ny only depend on the dimension of
R<. Consequently, the Schwartz functions S(R%) — LP(R%) continuously embed into all
the LP(R?) spaces.

Proof We split the integral on R? into an integral over the unit ball centered at the
origin and its complement, and then estimate both separately:

p . Yp
4 dz z)|P dx z)|P
ey < ([ doliar) +</| @)
1/p 1/p
2n p 1
< 1flloo (/Md“) *(/de"m' £(@)| |x)

l/p
o) 1
< Vol (B1(0)) " oo + max 1flL </| (o |znp> 0
aj=zn x|>

|x

If we choose n = n(d) large enough, |z|~>"? is integrable away from the singularity
at z = 0 and its integral can be computed explicitly. Therefore, we get the desired
estimate (4.1.3). As indicated the minimal power n(d) and the constants C(d) and
C5(d) only depend on the dimension d.

Lemma 4.1.4 The smooth functions with compact support C°(R%) are dense in the space
of Schwartz functions S(R?).

Proof Take any f € S(R?) and choose

gy = e TP <
0 lz| > 1"
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Then f,, := g(+/n) f converges to f in S(RY), i. e.
Jim ([ fn = fl oo =0
holds for all multi indices a,a € Ng. O

The LP-norm estimate from Lemma 4.1.3 and the density of C2°(R?) in LP(R?), Lemma ??,
combine with the previous lemma to give us

Corollary 4.1.5 S(R?) continuously embeds into LP(R?).

Next, we will show that F : S(R?) — S(R?) is a continuous and bijective map from
S(RY) onto itself.

Theorem 4.1.6 The Fourier transform F as defined by equation (4.1.1) maps S(R?) con-
tinuously and bijectively onto itself. The inverse F~! is continuous as well. Furthermore,
forall f € S(R?) and a, o € N¢, we have

F(2%(=10,)* f) = (+i0)"¢"F f. (4.1.4)

Proof We need to prove F(z%(—id,)*f) = (+i0¢)*¢*F f first: since 2“9 f is inte-
grable, its Fourier transform exists and is continuous by Dominated Convergence. For
any a,a € N&, we have

1

g L, Qo€ (0. @)

(Fat(-io)f) ) ©) =

= oy |, de (400" (<i0,)" )

*

* 1 : a T —ix-& (s af(y
_7(27T)d/2(+185) /Rdd e (=i0,)% f(z).

In the step marked with x, we have used Dominated Convergence to interchange in-
tegration and differentiation. Now we integrate partially |«| times and use that the
boundary terms vanish,

@ (4+i0¢)* . da (+i8,)e ¢ f(x)

1 : a o —iz-
(27T)d/2 (+18§) /Rd dzr e ¢ f($)
= ((+10¢)*¢*F f)(€)-

(Fa*(=i0.)1)) () =
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To show F is continuous, we need to estimate the seminorms of F f by those of f: for
any a, o € N¢, it holds

[FFl,o = sup| (€02 F 1) ()] = sup |(F (052" ) ) (@)
£ERE £eRd
1
= @ 152 11l s ey

In particular, this implies F f € S(R?). Since 922 f € S(R?), we can apply Lemma 4.1.3
and estimate the right-hand side by a finite number of seminorms of f. Hence, F is
continuous: if f, is a Cauchy sequence in S(R?) that converges to f, then Ff,, has to
converge to Ff € S(R?).

To show that F is a bijection with continuous inverse, we note that it suffices to prove
F~LFf = f for functions f in a dense subset, for example C>°(R%): pick f so that the
support of is contained in a cube [—n, +n]¢ with sides of length 2n. We can write f on
[—n, +n]? as a uniformly convergent Fourier series,

fn(x) = Z fn(f) eiw{’
ge(m)?
which is computed from the Fourier components

£ _ 1 —ix-&
fn(g) - VOI([*’I”L, +7’L}d) »/[n7+n]d dze f(ﬂf)

(271—)0[/2 1 —ix-
T @2n)? (21)7 /R dwe™* f(2).

The second equality holds if n is large enough so that supp f fits into the cube [—n, +n]%.
Hence, f, can be expressed as

7d .
@) = Y e (FH©

£e(52)¢
which is a Riemann sum that converges to

@) = o= [ dee™ € (Fp)O = (FIFF)@)
(2m) R
as Ff € S. This concludes the proof. O

The stability of S(R?) under the Fourier transform was one of the defining properties
that we posited Schwartz functions to have in the beginning of this chapter. The other
defining property is item (1) of the next
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4.1 Schwartz functions

Proposition 4.1.7 The Schwartz functions have the following properties:

(1) For all a,a, the map f +— z*O¢ f is continuous on S(R?).

(2) With pointwise multiplication of functions - : S(R%) x S(R?) — S(R?) and com-
plex conjugation, S(R?) forms a Fréchet x-algebra, i. e. multiplication and complex
conjugation are continuous.

(3) For any x € RY, the map 7, : f — f(- — zo) continuous on S(R?).

(4) For any f € S(R?), L (7se,f — [) converges to 8y, f as s — 0 where ey, is the kth

S

canonical base vector of R

The proofs are left as an exercise to the readers.

Theorem 4.1.8 S(RY) is dense in LP(R%), 1 < p < oo.

The fact that we can approximate any L”(R?) function arbitrarily well by test func-
tions comes in handy when dealing with operators. For example, some of them have
a “nice” definition on a dense subset such as C>(R?) or S(R?) and then we can ex-
tend their definition by density to larger sets of functions. One such example was the
Fourier transform on L?(R?): while we could settle this question using a combination
of Monotone and Dominated Convergence (cf. [LLO1, Chapter 5]), the path was quite
thorny and involved subtle arguments involving Dominated and Monotone Conver-
gence. Schwartz functions allow for a much simpler and non-technical approach.

Theorem 4.1.9 For all f, g € S(R?), we have

do (FN)(@) (@) = [ do f(@) (Fo)(o).

Rd

This implies (Ff,g) = (f,F~'g) and (Ff, Fg) = (f,g) where (-, -) is the usual scalar
product on L*(R9).

Proof We start by writing out the Fourier transform on the left-hand side. Thanks to
Fubini’s Theorem we are free to reverse the order of integration,

1 —iz-
[ (Fp@ae) = [ do o [ ace < )0

_ 1 —iz-&
=/, d¢ f(€) 7(270(1/2 /Rd dxze g(x)

- [ 41 (Fa)(e).
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To prove the second part, we remark that compared to the scalar product on L?(R9),
we are missing a complex conjugation of the first function. Furthermore, Ff = F~'f
holds. From this, it follows that (Ff,g) = (f, F 'g), and upon replacing g with Fg,
that (Ff, Fg) = (f,F ' Fg) = (f,9)- O

The previous statement gives another avenue to define the Fourier transform on L?(R9).
Given that Schwartz functions are dense in L?(R?) (Theorem 4.1.8), we immediately
deduce

Corollary 4.1.10 The Fourier transform on L?(R%) is the unique continuous extension
of F : S(RY) — S(RY).

Since we know that the Fourier transform intertwines the convolution and the point-
wise product of functions, Theorem 4.1.9 also implies that the convolution defines a
commutative multiplication on the Schwartz functions:

Corollary 4.1.11 The convolution * : S(R%) x S(R?) — S(R?) defines a commutative
product that is continuous in both arguments.

Proof Let f, g € S(R?). Because Schwartz functions are also integrable, f * g exists in
L'(R?) and satisfies F(f * g) = (21)*F f Fg. This means we can rewrite

fxg=2n)PF Y (FfFg) (4.1.5)

as the Fourier transform of a product of Schwartz functions, and thus, f * g € S(R?).
Equation (4.1.5) also makes the commutativity f * g = g * f evident.

The continuity follows from the continuity of the Fourier transform (Theorem 4.1.7)
and the continuity of the pointwise product of Schwartz functions in the Fréchet topol-
ogy (Proposition 4.1.7 (2)). O

4.2 Tempered distributions

After a thorough discussion of our space of test functions, we can now proceed to
distributions, namely linear continuous functionals on S(R?).

Definition 4.2.1 (Tempered distributions) The space of tempered distributions S'(R%)
is comprised of continuous linear functionals on S(RY). When working with tempered
distrubtions, we will often use duality bracket

(L, f) :== L(f) VL € 8'(RY), f e SRY).
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4.2 Tempered distributions

Example (1) The ¢ distribution defined via

(2)

€))

6(f) = f(0)
is a linear continuous functional on S(R%).
Let g € LP(R%), 1 < p < oo, then for f € S(R?), we define

Ly(f) = | dzg(z) f(z) = (9, ])- (4.2.1)

Rd
As f € S(RY) ¢ LY(R?) and 1/p + 1/q = 1, by Hélder’s inequality, we have

(95 DI < N9l Lo ay 171 aray -

Since | f||, can be bounded by a finite linear combination of Fréchet seminorms of
[, the linear map L, is continuous, and the inclusion map ¢ : LP(R?) — S'(R9) is
continuous.

Equation (4.2.1) is the canonical way to interpret many “less nice” functions as dis-
tributions: we identify a suitable function g : R — C with the distribution L,.
For instance, polynomially bounded smooth functions (think of g(z) = z2) define

continuous linear functionals in this manner since for any g € Clggl(Rd), there exists

n € Ny such that /T + 22 " g(z) is bounded. Hence, for any f € S(R%), Holder’s
inequality yields

@01 = [ desto) 10
[ e (VT o) (ViTa )|

Rd
<|[V1+a? - g(x)HLOO(]Rd) V1 +x2nf(x)||Ll(Rd).

Later on, we will see that this point of view, interpreting “not so nice” functions
as distributions, helps us extend operations from test functions to much broader
classes of functions.

Similar to the case of normed spaces, we see that continuity in Fréchet spaces implies
boundedness in the following precise sense:

Proposition 4.2.2 A linear functional L : S(R?) — C is a tempered distribution
(i. e. continuous) if and only if ’L( f )| can be estimated by finitely many seminorms. More
precisely, there exist constants C' > 0 and N € Ny such that

ZNO<C > Nfllaa

lal,la|<N

holds true for all f € S(R?).
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4 Schwartz Functions & Tempered Distributions

Even though we will not reproduce a proof here, let us at least sketch its idea: because
one has no control over the growth or decay of the seminorms || f|,.,, maxima or sums
of seminorms are finite if and only if only finitely many of them enter the bound.

As mentioned before, we can interpret suitable functions g as tempered distributions.
In particular, every Schwartz function g € S(R?) defines a tempered distribution so
that

(09 £) = | de0,gl0) f(@) == | degla) o, @)

R4

holds for any f € S(RY). In fact, the right-hand side extends the definition of the
derivative to tempered distributions.

Definition 4.2.3 (Weak derivative) For o € N& and L € S'(R?), we define the weak
or distributional derivative of L as

2L, f) = (L, (=nazf) VfeSRY).

Example (1) The weak derivative of § is

(2) Letg € ngl(Rd) Then the weak derivative coincides with the usual derivative: by

partial integration, we can push J,, to the right,
(09 1) = (9. 00.0) == | doo@) 20, 1(2)
= —|—/ dz 0;, 9(z) f(z).
Rd

Similarly, the Fourier transform can be extended to a bijection S’(R%) — S'(R%).
Theorem 4.1.9 tells us that for g, f € S(R?) the Fourier transform in the duality bracket
can be pushed to the other side,

(Fg. f) = (9. Ff).

If we replace g with an arbitrary tempered distribution, the right-hand side again serves
as definition of the left-hand side:

Definition 4.2.4 (Fourier transform on S’ (Rd)) For any tempered distribution L €
S’(R4), we define its Fourier transform to be

(FL, f) == (L, Ff) Vf e S(RY).
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4.2 Tempered distributions

Example (1) The Fourier transform of the Dirac distribution ¢ is the constant function
Fé = (2m)~2,

1
(Fo,f) = (6, Ff) = FF(0) = W/R da f (x)
_ (em" . ).

(2) The Fourier transform of =2 makes sense as a tempered distribution on R: z2 is a
polynomially bounded function and therefore defines a tempered distribution via
equation (4.2.1):

(Fat. 1) = (a*.Ff) = [ doa? % /R dee=¢ ()

_ 1 292 i€
= o= [ e [ aniroze o g

=17 1) [ de (e [aree) i)
— /R de V3 6(€) 2£(€)
= —V2r 02f(0) = (V2r5, —02f) = (—=V2rd", f)
This is consistent with what we have shown earlier in Theorem 4.1.6,
F(2%f) = (+i0¢)*F f = —0; F f.

We have just computed Fourier transforms of functions that do not have Fourier trans-
forms in the usual sense and to tempered distributions that are not functions at all.
Extending other operations to tempered distributions works in the same way: we first
start with a continuous linear operator on S(R%) and then use the adjoint to extend
it to tempered distributions. Before we can make that precise, though, we need to
introduce the appropriate notion of continuity on the tempered distributions S’ (R%).

Definition 4.2.5 (Weak-+ convergence) Let S be a metric space with dual S’. A se-
quence (L,,) in 8’ is said to converge to L € 8’ in the weak-x sense if

La(f) == L(f)
holds for all f € S. We will write w-lim,, . L, = L.

This notion of convergence implies a notion of continuity and clarifies how to think of
continuity for the adjoint operator.
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Theorem 4.2.6 Let A : S(RY) — S(R?) be a linear continuous map. Then for all
L € 8'(RY), the map A’ : S'(RY) — S'(RY)

(A'L, f) = (L, Af), f e SRY, (4.2.2)
defines a weak-* continuous linear map.

Put in the terms of Chapter 3.3, A’ is the adjoint of A.

Proof First of all, A’ is linear and well-defined, A’L maps f € S(R?) onto C. To show
continuity, let (L,,),cn be a sequence of tempered distributions which converges in the
weak-x sense to L € S'(R?). Then

(A'Ly, f) = (Ln, Af) === (L, Af) = (A'L, f)
holds for all f € S(R?) and A’ is weak- continuous. O

As alast consequence, we can extend the convolution from * : S(R?)xS(RY) — S(R?)
to the case where one of the factors is a distribution,

% : 8'(RY) x S(RY) — S'(RY),
% : S(RY) x S'(R?) — S'(RY).

For any f, g, h € S(R?), we can push the convolution from one argument of the duality
bracket to the other,

(f*g,h)z(g*f,h)z/ﬂgddy(f*g)(y)h(y)
- / dy [ dz f(x) gy — ) h(y)
R4 Rd
= [ dof@) o= )= W) @) = (7 gl=) < B).

That computation now tells us how to define the convolution of a tempered distribu-
tion and a Schwartz function. To remain consistent with how we have defined the
convolution of two functions, we need to apply spatial inversion = — —x to one of the
factors, though.

Definition 4.2.7 (Convolution on 8’(R%)) Let L € S'(R%) and f € S(R?). Then the
convolution of L and f is defined as

(Lxf,g):= (L, f(—")xg) Vg € S(RY). (4.2.3)
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4.2 Tempered distributions

By Theorem 4.2.6, this extension of the convolution is weak-* continuous. Moreover,
the convolution has a neutral element in S’(R?), the delta distribution § = dy: starting
from the above definition and two Schwartz functions f,g € S(R?), we move the
convolution to the second argument of the duality bracket, apply the definition of the
Dirac distribution and write the resulting integral as a duality bracket again,

(0% F.9) = (0, f(=)xg) = (f(= ) *g)(0)
/ dy f(—=(0-v)) 9(y) = (f.9).
Put succinctly, we have just verified

S+ f=f. (4.2.4)

In view of this, we can better understand why approximate identities are also re-
ferred to as Dirac sequences: equation (4.2.1) allows us to view any Dirac sequence
(in L*(R%)) as a sequence of tempered distributions. And because J. * f converges to
f € S(RY) c LP(R?) in LP norm, the continuity the inclusion map+ : LP(R?) — S'(R%)
(Example 14 (2)) tells us that 1(J. = f) converges also in S'(R?) to f. Therefore, 4.
converges to the Dirac distribution § in the distributional sense (but not in L*(R%) as
§ & LY(R?Y)).
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Chapter 5

Oscillatory Integrals

The example (1.3.1) that we started this lecture out with is the matrix element

(0. OPU0) 1= s [ do [ dy [ dne 0G0 £ (3t w).n) o)

of the pseudodifferential operator Op(f). We know that if we can make sense of the
integral on the right and give suitable L? estimates, this defines a bounded operator
on L?(R%). We will postpone the second part until later and focus on making sense of
this integral first.

Clearly, when f is nice enough, e. g. f € S(R??), this double integral makes sense as
an absolutely convergent integral:

(1) The invertible linear transformation (z,y) — (3(z + y),y — ) maps Schwartz
functions to Schwartz functions in a continuous fashion.

(2) The partial Fourier transform continuously maps Schwartz functions onto Schwartz
functions, and the latter are absolutely integrable.

But of course, we would like to extend this integral to cases where f is not absolutely
integrable.

Let us have a look at another instructive example that encapsulates the adjective
“oscillatory” in its purest form, the Fourier transform. Formally, we can verify that the
inverse Fourier transform F~! is obtained by flipping the sign of ¢ or z in the Fourier
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transform,

dee™ [ dye ¢
@) e 3 L f(y)

= (271r)d /Rd dy (/}Rd dfe_if'(y_m)) f()

a7 [, @06 =) ) = fa),

Only the term at y = z contributes, because, heuristically speaking, at this point the
phase is constant and equal to 1 independently of our choice of £. The integral does
not oscillate whatsoever. Whenever y # z, though, the phase factor oscillates quickly
for large |¢| and intuitively it makes sense that these then average out to 0.

This equation points to a path to make this formal manipulation rigorous for func-
tions which need not be absolutely integrable — we apply the theory of distributions.
Many functions F' : R? —; C define a tempered distribution via

()= | do f(a) g(o) g€ SR,

Two examples that come to mind are functions in f € L?*(R%) C S'(RY) orin f €
fj}opol(Rd) C &'(R4), which indeed can be thought of as tempered distributions. For
instance, the Fourier transform of the constant function f(x) = 1 is (27)%?(x), the
delta distribution centered at = = 0.
Before we proceed, let us extract the essential features of these two oscillatory inte-

grals: simply put, we are dealing with a double integral
Io(f, ) = / d¢ [ daxetV@O fa, &) p(x) (5.0.1)
n Rd

that contains a phase factor ¢ : RY x R” — R, a function f € C>°(R? x R") and a test
function ¢ € S(R?).

5.1 Definition of oscillatory integrals

One simple solution to define oscillatory integrals is by means of a limit. For example,
if x € S(R™) is a test function with x(0) = 1, then

fo(2,€) == x(€) f(x,€) =% f(x,£)
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converges pointwise to f(z,¢) for all (z, ¢) € R?xR™. For a wide range of functions the
prefactor x(££) makes f. absolutely integrable in £. Likewise, the absolute integrability
of ¢ then makes the product

(z,8) = fe(z,8) P(z)

absolutely integrable in ¢ and z. This function is often called a cutoff function; you can
picture it as a function x € C*(R", [0, 1]) that takes values in [0, 1] for simplicity and
equals 1 in a neighborhood of the origin. The latter conditions are not necessary, of
course, we will only rely on x(0) = 1.

That suggests to define the oscillatory integral as the limit of the regularized integrals

L?(faaw)-

Definition 5.1.1 (Oscillatory integral) An oscillatory integral is defined through the
limit

I(£,0) = Iim T(f0) = lim [ de [ dee™ @€\ (e) f(, ) w(e),  (5.1.1)

e—0 R Rd

where x € S(R™) is any Schwartz function with x(0) = 1 and provided that the limit
exists for all 1 € S(R?) is independent of the choice of cutoff function x.

Basically we are exploiting that taking limits and integration in general do not com-
mute. For if they did, then the right-hand side would frequently be co: the integrand of
the regularized integral converges pointwise to e™(®:€) f(x, £)(z), which is usually
not absolutely integrable.

A few words on the structure: the reason we only regularize in ¢ is that the presence
of the Schwartz function « helps control the integral in z. So f and its derivatives need
to be polynomially bounded in x. Key for the integrability in ¢ is the phase factor e*”
and the regularization via the cutoff function .

On the basis of these considerations, we extract three necessary conditions on f:

(a) f must be such that for any x € S(R™) with x(0) = 1 the function (z,§) —
fe(z, &) Y(z) € L' (R? x R™) is integrable for all 1) € S(R).

(b) f must be such that the limit (5.1.1) exists, which also places conditions on the
phase factor .

(c) This limit must be independent of our choice of function .
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5 Oscillatory Integrals

5.1.1 Instructional example: the double Fourier transform

Before we develop the general theory, let us check whether we can verify F=! Ff = f
on the basis of definition (5.1.1). More precisely, we will be looking at

Tt (1) = o [ de [ do [ dye 07 py)uga).

The space of functions we shall be interested in for the sake of argument are the smooth,
uniformly polynomially bounded functions C7,; (R?). They consist of smooth functions
f € C>°(RY) that satisfy the estimate

0% F(X)| < Coa (X)™ 1= Caa V1 + X2

for some m > 0 and all multiindices « € Nf and X € RY. The point here is that
the power of growth of f and all its derivatives is at most of mth degree. Compared
with | X|™ the prefactor (X) has the added advantage that we do not have to make
separate estimates for | X| < R (near the origin where | X|™ vanishes) and |X| — occ.
By considering

S?pol(Rq) = U Cr?lo,pol(Rq)
meR

as the union of smooth functions bounded by polynomials of mth degree, we can endow
this space with the so-called inductive limit topology [cite].

Furthermore, we can show that C75,(R?) C S'(R?) defines a tempered distribution
via the integral (4.2.1).

The polynomial growth also tells us that f. is a Schwartz function, hence, integrable
for all e > 0: choosing a cutoff function y and m = 2n large enough and even, we
verify that

fe(@,y,8) () = x(e€) x(ey) f(y) ¥ ()

is a Schwartz function, hence, absolutely integrable in z, y and £. Comparing this
with equation (5.1.1), we see that (y, ) play the role of ¢ and = plays the role of «.
Moreover, we chose a cutoff function that factors into a product.

Now let us verify that I¢.(,_,)(f,4) = (f,%) by hand. Our arguments just showed
that f. is a Schwartz function. Therefore, we can actually change the order of integra-

66



5.1 Definition of oscillatory integrals

tion and integrate it up to

Tetwm (o) = g [ € [ dn [ aye €00 3(e0) x(ew) ) via)

:(273)%/ dy x(ey) f / de e y(€) ( 5 d/2/ da et Ty (z ))
- [ duxten 1w (W [ dee e 7).

The inner integral just concerns Schwartz functions, and we can show that
1 i €
Uely) = g [ €€ (F ) S viy)
(2m)Y2 Jpa

converges to v (y) pointwise for all y € R?. Indeed, as a product of two Schwartz
functions, & — x(g€) (F~19)(€) is again a Schwartz function and we can bound their
product independently of ¢ by the integrable function

() F10)(©)] < Il |(FTw)(©)]

Therefore, Dominated Convergence applies and we can exchange limit and integration
to invoke Theorems 4.1.6 and 4.1.9,

lim 5 [ dee e (Fu(e)

= gy [, dee = (limn(e0) (F o))
- ﬁ /]R dee ¥ (F)(€) = ¥(y). (5.1.2)

Note that the convergence of this integral is not just pointwise, but also in S(R9): the
limit of the integrand

€ x(e€) (F1y)(€) =% F 1y € S(RY)

follows from straightforward Fréchet seminorm estimates: derivatives in £ give factors
of e* < 1, which are harmless. And for the 00-seminorm we exploit that Schwartz
functions decay faster than any polynomial towards co. So once we pick some § > 0,
we may replace 1. with ),

[ dvxten) 1) v = [ duxten) 1) 60| < 1l o [0 = 0] e
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Thanks to Lemma 4.1.3 we can estimate the L' norm in terms of Fréchet seminorms.
The existence of the limit lim._,y . = 1 in the Schwartz functions implies we can
make the right-hand side smaller than ¢, provided we choose ¢ small enough,

‘ [ e 16 - [ dyxien) 1) viw)| < u
R4 Rd

The argument for the convergence of the integral of x(cy) f(y) ¢(y) is even easier:
once again the limit

e—0

y = x(ey) W) v(y) = fv € S(RY)

exists in S(RY) we can invoke Lemma 4.1.3 to estimate the right-hand side of

[ nxten 160000 - [ du s v)] < N = 1) £l

R4

by finitely many Fréchet seminorms.
Putting everything together yields the existence of the limit

|I§~(x—y) (fv 1/1) - If~(x—y)(fsv ¢)| <
0
< I flloo lIxlloo HQ/JE - wHLl(Rd) + H(X(E) - 1) f¢HL1(Rd) = 0.
The limit is evidently independent of our choice of cutoff function.
That was a lot of work for very simple statement of fact, and it is clear why it is
preferable to develop a general theory rather than having to do these estimates again

and again for each integral we encounter.
Before we do that, let us extract a few lessons from this example:

(1) The definition of the oscillatory integral involved a regularization procedure via a
“cutoff function”.

(2) We used Fubini’s Theorem in several places and Dominated Convergence, which
suggests that we can use Fubini’s Theorem and Dominated Convergence in oscil-
latory integrals.

(3) Very often we are actually not interested in Iy(f, ), but in the distribution

L:pe Iy(f, ).

And in the cases we are interested in L = L, is given in terms of a function, namely

L) = (9,¢) = | dzg(z)y(w).

Rd
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5.1 Definition of oscillatory integrals

5.1.2 The method of L operators

The above showed how cumbersome it is to deal with the definition of oscillatory in-
tegrals directly. Fortunately, if we restrict ourselves to a smaller class of admissible
functions and make some assumptions on the phase function ¢ more explicit, there
exists another way that is frequently used in applications. The class of functions fre-
quently used are called Hormander symbols.

Definition 5.1.2 (Hormander symbols) Let m € Rand0<d<p<lorp=0=1;
m is referred to as the degree and (p, ¢) as the type. Then the space of Hormander symbols
is

Sy = STS(RY X R™) i= {f € C®(R? x R™) | |[fllm,aa < oo Va € N§, a € N3},

where the Fréchet seminorms are given by

[flmae = sup (@7l g20g f(2,6)), @€ NG a €N
(z,€)€RE XR™

When p = 1 and 6 = 0, we abbreviate Hérmander classes with S™ = S™(R¢ x R") :=
(R x R™).
Evidently, Hormander symbol classes are subclasses of Cl‘fpol(Rd x R™) C §'(RY x R™),
and therefore can be considered as tempered distributions via the identification (4.2.1).
The reason Héormander classes are useful is that derivatives in £ will improve its decay
properties, and they improve faster than derivatives in = will worsen it (§ < p by
assumption). Moreover, for fixed ¢ they are bounded functions in z.
A simple example of a Hérmander symbol is a polynomial in &,

f(w7§) :Z Z ca §°.

k=0 aeN{
|| =k

Since this function is independent of z, for fixed ¢ this is indeed trivially a bounded
function of z. Each derivative in £ will reduce the degree of the polynomial by 1, and
therefore, we conclude f € ST’ (R? x R").

As indicated in the definition, Hérmander symbols form a Fréchet space; in par-
ticular, it is complete with respect to Cauchy sequences defined with respect to the
metric (3.4.2).

What is more, Hormander classes are nested in several ways. When m < m/, then

!
m m
ps0 < ps0
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5 Oscillatory Integrals

is naturally contained in the Hérmander class for the larger m’. Similarly, when p’ < p
or &’ > §, we have the inclusion

m m
S5 © Sy s

as e. g. p’ < p relaxes conditions on the growth of derivatives of symbols. The above
polynomial, for example, is contained in any S}'s where p and § are arbitrary.

Products of Hérmander symbols are Hormander symbols whose degree is the sum
of the two degrees, i. e. the pointwise product of functions (f,g) — f ¢ defines a
continuous map

mi m2 mi+ma
Sp,é X Sp,ti Sp,6 :

The space of bounded smooth functions with bounded derivatives C°(R¢ x R") =
SS’O(Rd x R™) is another frequently used symbol class. All of these properties explain
why bookkeeping the decay properties is much easier with Hormander symbols. We
will need one more property of Hérmander symbols:

Lemma 5.1.3 Suppose f € S} and x € S(R") is a test function with x(0) = 1. Then
the functions f-(z,§) := x(g€) f(,§) form a sequence (f:)->o in S, 5° that converges to
f in the Fréchet topology of degree m’ > m,

fo S fe Sy,
Proof We abbreviate the scaled cutoff function with y(e£) =: x.(§). Evidently, f.
decays faster than any polynomial in £ thanks to the prefactor x. and f. € S;J;m‘ for
anym < 0and 0 <6 < p < 1lorp=0=4J. Moreover, f. converges pointwise to f,
and all we need to show is convergence in Fréchet topology.
The proof rests on the idea that while

1= Xellggo = sup  [1-x()|= sup [1—x(9)
(z,&)ERA XR™ (z,&)ERA XR™
= ||1 - X||0,00 #0

never goes to 0, once we introduce m > 0 we actually do know that

_ —m _ e—0
= Xellpm.00 = (m,g)il]g;an«O It X(s§)|> =250

Il

as & — (£) "C(R™) vanishes at infinity. Making ¢ large enough, we can make £ —
(€)™™ (1—x(£€)) as small as we like since either the first or the second factor becomes
small.
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5.1 Definition of oscillatory integrals

Now on to the other seminorms: when a # 0 € N, then ||1 =0
vanishes identically as the function only depends on &.

The remaining seminorms are those where ¢ = 0 and o # 0 € Nj. In view of

(0e,xe) () = € O¢, x(ex)

derivatives in £ product factors of ¢, which implies that these seminorms also vanish in
the limit e — 0.

— Xe ||m’—m,aoc

e—0
||1 - XeHm,Ooz = [Ixellm,0a = el [Xlm,00 — 0.
These arguments establish that xy. — 1 € S5 converges to the constant function in
the Fréchet topology of any Hérmander symbol class of strictly positive order m > 0.
The fact that f. converges to f in S;”’, m’ > m, follows from the continuity of
pointwise multiplication of two Hormander symbols. Alternatively, we may estimate
Fréchet seminorms directly. The 00-seminorm in S5, m’ > m can now be estimated
by
e—0
”.f - f5||m/700 < H]- - XEHm’—m,OO ||f||m,00 E— 07
which converges to 0 by the above.
Introducing derivatives in x is trivial, because x. only depends on £. Derivatives in
¢ distribute amongst the two factors,

Hf - szm,aa S Z Hl - XEHm/—m,aﬁ ||me,a’y

B,vENG
B+y=a

e—0

— 0. O

The utility of Hérmander symbols reveals itself in the simple observation that if m —
|alp < —n the Hérmander symbol

ogfe syl
becomes absolutely integrable in £. Consequently, the product
(2,€) = 02 f(z,€) ¥(x) € L (RT x R")

becomes absolutely integrable. But how do we add derivatives to f in Iy(f, ) without,
well, simply considering a very different integral?

Let us take some inspiration from a simple phase factor, ©# = x - £&. Since the phase is
a simple exponential, the operator

i
L=--0,
3
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5 Oscillatory Integrals

satisfies the eigenvalue equation
Letiz€ — gtizg,

Of course, there are plenty of other choices of operators. To avoid (ultimately harmless)
singularities around 0, another common choice is

L: <§>71 V I_A.L

or its square L? = (¢)72(1 — A,). Such operators are often called “L operators” in
the literature. They are highly non-unique, and choosing “wrong” ones like L = —i O
(where the roles of z and £ are reversed) can lead to dead ends.

The idea is now to use partial integration: formally, we can introduce the factor L?*
free of charge in the integral,

L) = [ do [ de(1em) f(a.€) (o)
= [ o [ deet g (1= A0 F.6) via).

This does two things, and we start with the bad news: the function (1-A,)* f € S;”; 2ko
actually has worse growth in ¢ as || — oo. However, this is more than compensated
for by the factor (¢)~2*: because § < 1 by assumption, the product

_92k k m—2k(1-4) m—2k(p—9)
O (1 -4 fes,; S

is a Hormander symbol of strictly lower degree. So as soon as m — 2k(1 — J) < —n,
the above becomes absolutely integrable in £. Given that the presence of i) ensures
integrability in x, we can use the right-hand side

L.e(f) = /R de [ deet (€)= (1 - A0 (.6) ()

to define the oscillatory integral — provided we can show that the right-hand side
agrees with Definition 5.1.1. Of course, this can be established once we specify the
phase factor.

Theorem 5.1.4 Suppose the phase function ¢ admits an L operator,

Le+i19 — e+i19

with coefficients g; € S, and g, r € Sié of the form

d n
L= 00+ qr0u, +r.
j=1 k=1
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5.1 Definition of oscillatory integrals

Then for all f € S}, 0 <6 < p < 1, the absolutely convergent integral on the right

L) = [ do [ deet e @y () i) (519

agrees with the oscillatory integral (5.1.1), where the transpose of the L operator

d n
It = 2938@. —s—Zq;a@c +
j=1 k=1

has the coefficients
95 = —9j,
q; = — gk,

d n
r=r— Zafigj - Z@mqu.
j=1 k=1

Proof The prefactors of the adjoint operator L' can be deduced by formally partially
integrating; the name transpose stems from the connection between the (bilinear) du-
ality bracket and the sesquilinear scalar product — the transpose is the complex con-
jugate of the “Hilbert space” adjoint operator. Another avenue, which justifies calling
L= (L) " the transpose operator at the same time, is to rewrite I (f, ) as a sesquilin-
ear form akin to a scalar product and then define the transpose operator as the complex
conjugate of the adjoint.

The derivatives of L' (which acts on f 1)) distribute to the two factors, f. and 1. But
importantly, f is either derived with respect to £, which lowers the degree by p, or it
is multiplied by a symbol in S, 3, which lowers the degree by 1. The terms with the
worst behavior are those with g, 9,, f- € S™~ (179,

For example, we have

LtfgS;Tguv p:min(p,l—(S),

is a Hormander symbol of strictly smaller degree. Choosing k € Ny large enough so that
m — ku < —n makes the right-hand side of (5.1.3) an absolutely convergent integral.
The other mixed terms are treated analogously.

It remains to show that this indeed coincides with the fundamental definition (5.1.1)
of oscillatory integrals. Let x € S(R™) be a cutoff function with x(0) = 1 and x.(¢) :=
x(€§) its e-scaled version. Then by Lemma 5.1.3 the renormalized symbol f. = x. f
converges to f in S;’?(; as long as m’ > m.
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5 Oscillatory Integrals

What is more, f. is integrable in £ and vanishes at co. Therefore, the boundary terms
vanish when we integrate

Ly(fert)) = / A R A CRAC)
_ / A [ de (LR 69) fuan€) p()
_ / de R dz et (L)F (f.(,€) d(x))

by parts after introducing the L operator.

The above arguments on the existence of the integral as an absolutely convergent
integral still apply verbatim after replacing f with f.. And thanks to Lemma 5.1.3 we
can exploit the convergence of f. and its derivatives to f and its derivatives in the
Fréchet topology of Sm —kn

What is more, we can bound (L')*(f(z, ) ¢(z)) (with €) in absolute value inde-
pendently of ¢ in terms of the absolute values of the terms of (L')*( f(z, &) ¢(z)) (same
term without ¢).

Choosing k large enough makes all of the terms absolutely integrable, and we can
invoke Dominated Convergence to exchange limit and integration,

Io(f,) = lim Ip(/-. )

=lim [ d¢ [ dze@O f (2 &) ()
Rd

e—0 Rn

=1lim [ d¢ [ dzet®O (LY*(f.(z,€) v(x))

e—0 Rn Rd

= [ e [ dnet e tim (I (1.0, vi)

= [ e [ dwet O @ () vie).

This not only shows that the existence of the oscillatory integral and that the value
is independent of our choice of y, but also that it equals the right-hand side of equa-
tion (5.1.3). This finishes the proof. O

Example Let us evaluate the oscillatory integral (1.3.1) from the introduction for the
special case f(z, &) = ¢2? and d = 1.Since an operator is uniquely defined by its matrix
elements (cf. Sheet 06, Problem 22), the integral (p, Op(f)v) serves as a definition for
the operator Op(f).

To set our expectation we use formal manipulations to show that Op(¢£?) = —92 isjust

the Laplacian. The function ¢ — &2 € Cg opol(R) is smooth and polynomially bounded.
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5.1 Definition of oscillatory integrals

Therefore, it defines a tempered distribution via the prescription (4.2.1).The Fourier
transform of the tempered distribution £? is perfectly well-defined and computes to

(FE)(z —y) = —V2m 928(x — y).

The delta distribution eliminates one of the integrals, e. g. fRd dy, takes the second
derivative of v in y and sets y = =,

(0, 0p(E%))

dw/dy/dne =2 S n? (y)

E/Rdx/Rdyw(m) (Fn?)(y — =) ¥(y)

1 TN 2
- / dz / dy p(z) (—V2r) 826(y — ) $(y)
- [ doela) (<e2u(w) = (. —0%0).

Making these considerations mathematically precise is very easy once we introduce the
right L operator, namely

L= <77>_1\/1_Ay~

Given that we are in d = 1, the decay for large |n| must be faster than 1/|5|, which can
be achieved by applying L four times,

{,0p(%)y /dx/dy/dn (1= Ay)2e " =2)) o) n? 4(y)
:—/dx/dy/dne =) Sl ()~ (1 A,)%0) ().

Hence, (p,0p(£2)1) exists as an oscillatory integral. As we shall see in what follows,
this suffices to make the above formal manipulations rigorous.
For example, the factor of n? can be obtained from deriving the phase factor,

nte v = —6§e_i’7'y.
These derivatives in y can be pushed over to ¢ by partial integration,
o [de [ay [ ane 0 GG )t (1 - a,2000) ).
R R R
Note that all integrals have remained integrable since 1) € S(R%) and 1 + (1)~ decays

even more rapidly.
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5 Oscillatory Integrals

The proof shifts the difficulty from proving the existence of the limit (5.1.1) and show-
ing it is independent of our choice of cutoff function y to finding an L operator.

Proposition 5.1.5 Suppose the phase 9(x, &)

(a) is real-valued,

(b) positively homogeneous of degree 1 with respect to &,
(c) 9 €C= for £ £0, and

(d) ¥ has no critical points with £ # 0.

Then there exists an L operator with the properties enumerated in Theorem 5.1.4.

Corollary 5.1.6 Under the above hypotheses on i the oscillatory integral (5.1.1) exists
forall f€ S5, 0<d<p<1

Proof By hypothesis the function

n d
0= 3 (05,0)" + Y (90,9)°
j=1 =

k=1

is homogeneous of degree 2 in ¢ and # 0 when ¢ # 0. Consequently, ¢! is homoge-
nous of degree —2 in £ and C* away from & = 0.

To deal with the potential singularity of the derivative at £ = 0, we pick out a cutoff
function x € C*(R™) with x(x) = 1 in a neighborhood of ¢ = 0.

With that we propose to use the L operator,

n d
L= Zajagj +Zbkaxk +c,
j=1 k=1
whose coefficients

1= X(8)) @(,6) 71 € 0, 0(w,€) € 87,
i(1 = x(€)) (2, €)™ 02, 9(x, ) € Spp,
)

are defined in terms of the cutoff function and ¢. The presence of 1 — x in the first
two terms avoids singularities in the derivatives and ensures that a; and b, are smooth
functions on all of R? x R™.

Furthermore, for large |¢| where 1—x (&) = 1 the a;s remains bounded: the quadratic
growth caused by ¢? is compensated for by the presence of p~! that decays like |£]|72.
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5.2 Basic properties of oscillatory integrals

And each derivative in ¢ improves decay by a factor of |¢|': derivatives of a; are sums
of products of polynomials in &, inverse powers of ¢ and derivatives of . Derivatives
in ¢ improve the decay of each of these terms, so the claim a; € S? , follows from the
product rule.

Similarly, the bys decay like |¢|~! as the linear growth of d,,, ¥ is balanced out by the
|¢]72 decay of . The fact that each derivative in ¢ improves decay follows from the
same arguments as before.

Lastly, ¢ = x is smooth and has compact support; therefore, it belongs to S7", for any
m € R, positive or negative, including m = —1.

Consequently, the prefactors satisfy the conditions enumerated in Theorem 5.1.1. It
remains to show that LetV = et which follows from direct computation: the first

two terms combine to give ¢ and in aggregate cancel the factor ¢!,

d
Let? = —i(1—x) oz, &)~ | Zag (+1) e, 0 + > 0,9 (+1) 9 0 | € 4

=1
+yet?

=(1-x) ¢ 'pet™ 4 yets =etiv.

This concludes the proof. O

5.2 Basic properties of oscillatory integrals

With classical integrals we had to be careful when exchanging limits and integrals
or exchanging the order of integration, it was not automatic that we were able to
do that without changing the value of the integral. The nice thing about oscillatory
integrals is that the necessary conditions are baked right into the definition. Additional
assumptions are unnecessary. We could make very precise mathematical statements,
but we opt to give a “meta theorem” instead.

Theorem 5.2.1 For oscillatory integrals we are free to

(1) change the order of integration (Fubini’s Theorem),
(2) exchange limits and oscillatory integration, and

(3) integrate by parts. 2021.01.06

The important thing is that we may use these techniques to make sense of an oscillatory
integral, to define it.
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5 Oscillatory Integrals

Remark 5.2.2 (“Meta corollary”) The validity of this theorem leads to a few more
consequences: under the conditions we ordinarily place on the phase ¢ and the func-
tion f, the following holds true:

(1) For oscillatory integrals we are free to derive under the integral sign.

(2) If the phase 9, and f) depend on a parameter \ in a k times continuously differ-
entiable fashion, then so does the oscillatory integral.

The formulation may be vague, e. g. it does not stipulate with respect to which topol-
ogy A — [y is continuous. Nevertheless, they are consequences of us being able to
exchange limits and oscillatory integrals.

On the other hand, the proof below explains why: properties of the regularized integral
extend to the oscillatory integral. And while for a generic sequence of integrals, the
limit need not exist, here it does by assumption.

Proof (1) The proofs of all these statements just go back to the definition: the reg-
ularized integral exists as an absolutely convergent integral, so for fixed ¢ > 0
Fubini’s Theorem applies and we may exchange the order of integration, e. g.

/ dfl/ dé; doetie(®€0:82) (e e6y) f(x, &1, ) Y(a) =
R™1 R”2 ]Rd
- / de; / de; / do eHPEE) (6 cby) Fl,61,62) ().
Rn2 R™1 ]Rd

For any sequence ¢, — 0 as k — oo the sequences computed from the original
order of integration and the alternate order of integration are identical. And the
limit ¢ — 0 is assumed exist as we are dealing with an oscillatory integral. Con-
sequently, the integral with the reversed order of integration is also an oscillatory
integral that converges to the same limit.

(2) That follows from applying the Dominated Convergence Theorem to the regular-
ized integral; since the limit exists by assumption, this then extends as above to
the oscillatory integral. Note that if the limit of the integrand is not oscillatorily
integrable, the same holds for the limit of the oscillatory integrals.

(3) Also here, if we can integrate the regularized integral by parts, then this is inherited
by the oscillatory integral. O

To illustrate how to deal with parameter-dependent oscillatory integral, we turn back
to (1.3.1) from the introduction.
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5.2 Basic properties of oscillatory integrals

Example (Weyl quantizations associated with f € S7";) Equation (1.3.1) defines the
matrix elements of the operator Op(f). The question is whether there exists a more
direct way to define

OP()i(e) = gz [, 4 [ dne =) F((o +y).) (o)

as an oscillatory integral, where we regard = € R as a parameter, and study its proper-
ties. An obvious question is whether Op(f)y € S(R?) is a Schwartz function whenever
1 € S(R?) is, and whether Op(f) : S(R?) — S(RY) is a continuous map. We will not
answer all these questions at once and just start with one.

Existence for x € R%. Evidently, the integrand depends on z in a C* fashion, and for
fixed x the function

(y.m) = f(5(z+y).n) € 5]

is still a Hormander symbol of the same order and type as f. Moreover, taking deriva-
tives in x is the same as taking derivatives in y, and the supremum in y to compute the
the seminorms is independent of x. Putting this together shows what the z-dependent
linear coordinate transformation

(z,9) = 5(x+y)

can be viewed as a continuous map on S}';. The same is true for the phase, which
depends linearly on z, y and 7.
We can apply the method of L operators. Here, it is convenient to choose

L:={n)"1y/1-A,.

Each time we add L, we improve decay by /|| for large 7. Derivatives with respect to
y worsen decay by § < 1, but that is more than made up for by the factor (n) 1.

We could have picked derivatives with respect to z instead, but those would dis-
tribute amongst e %' (¥=%) and f rather than f and 1.

This L operator does not fit into the scheme of Theorem 5.1.4 directly, we can nev-
ertheless use the exact same arguments as in the proof. In fact, the L operator above is
probably amongst the most common choices, not least because the transpose operator
L' = L coincides with L itself. Choosing k large enough, we can make the integrand

absolutely integrable,

g [, 0 [ () S (o ) i) =

= ﬁ /Rd dy o dn e~ iny gtine <77>—2k (1 - Ay)k(f(%(x + y)777) w(y)>
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5 Oscillatory Integrals

A more detailed argument would involve a regularizing cutoff function, which can be
inserted and then removed with the help of Lemma 5.1.3.

The derivatives with respect to y distribute. But for our arguments it suffices to
identify the term with the worst behavior. Derivatives of Schwartz functions remain
Schwartz functions, so taking derivatives of ¢ is harmless. Each derivative of f with
respect to y worsens decay by §. Therefore, the term with the worst behavior is the
one where all the derivatives act on f. The assumption f € S7; implies that the term

(ym) = () "2F AFF (L +y),m) € Spry2H0?)
is in a symbol class of order strictly smaller than m. Choosing & so that
m—2k(1 —¢) < —d

holds makes the integral absolutely integrable in 7.

The nesting of Hormander classes ensures that also the better-behaved terms with
less derivatives in y belong to the same symbol class.

Consequently, we conclude that the oscillatory integral exists. Furthermore, it is
continuous and uniformly bounded in the parameter z. The latter follows from the
fact that we can estimate the integrand

|07 02 (1 + ). ) Db (w)| < Cat)™ 202 Bbuy)|

independently of x, which shows that we can estimate the supremum in x from above
by finitely many seminorms,

[op(NYllg <€ > ¥ loas

la|<n(d,m,é)

where n(d, m,d) is a constant that only depends on the dimension of R¢, the order of
the symbol m and § < 1.

Furthermore, the oscillatory integral inherits the continuity of the integrand in the
parameter x. We will continue with this example later on to derive similar estimates
for all seminorms of S(R?).

Put another way, our example above shows that

Op(f)¢ : ¢ — (Op(f)v,¢)

is not just a tempered distribution, but is also a continuous bounded function of .
Proving smoothness can (and will be) done with explicit arguments later, but as usual
in mathematics it tends to be better to extract more general statements.
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5.3 Functions defined by oscillatory integrals and the abbreviated L operator method

5.3 Functions defined by oscillatory integrals and the
abbreviated L operator method

Almost always we are not interested in the oscillatory integral itself, but in functions
that are defined by them. Let us be more precise: we usually would like to know
whether

L= Iy(f,4)

defines a tempered distribution. Not only that, typically this tempered distribution is

defined through a smooth, polynomially bounded function ¢ € C;gl(Rd),

Is(f,9) = (L, ¥) = (9,¢) vy € S(RY).

Proposition 5.3.1 Under the assumptions of Theorem 5.1.4 the map
Ly Iy(f9) € S'(RY)
defines a tempered distribution.

Proof Theorem 5.1.4 tells us that Iy(f, 1) exists as an oscillatory integral for all ¢ €
S(RY).
Therefore, it remains to show that we can estimate

(L) < Y Caa[¢laa

maeNg

in terms of finitely many Fréchet seminorms. These terms come from writing out the
finite sum

(LY (f(z, &) ¥(2)) = ((LH* f(,€)) ¢(z) + lower order (5.3.1)
= > cabal@,§) 0800 f(x,) (), (5.3.2)
aﬁENg
aeNy
lal+lal+BI<k

where the coefficients ¢, o are functions of « and ¢ that can be computed from the
coefficients of the L' operator and their derivatives. Revisiting the arguments from the
proof of Theorem 5.1.4 and exploiting that Hérmander classes are nested, we see that
each of the terms belongs to

Carba OLOEf € S;’fg’““
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5 Oscillatory Integrals

where ¢ = min(p, 1 — §). Put another way, we may estimate this term by

Ca(, ) 020 F(@,8)| < Copa (€7 (5.3.3)

By our choice of k, this term on the right is integrable. Consequently, we may estimate
the oscillatory integral by

[Io(f,0)| < Z Capo Cr,a 05| L1 (ray

aeN(
la]+[b]+|a|<N

for some appropriate choice of N € Ny. Estimating |05 || 1 (re) by Fréchet seminorms
via Lemma 4.1.3 now yields the claim. O

Very often, we would like to know more, not only that L is a tempered distribution, but
a tempered distribution defined in terms of function g. In that case we abuse notation
and also call

g(z) = [ deet@8) f(z €) (5.3.4)

R’Vl
an oscillatory integral. As usual it is implied that g is related to the original oscillatory
integral (5.0.1) via

(9,%) = Ly(f,9) v € S(RY). (5.3.5)

This was precisely the strategy spelled out in Chapter 5.1.1: we constructed an oscil-
latory integral of the form (5.0.1) by writing out the definition of

FFf=feS R
on the level of distributions, i. e.

(FYFf,9) = (f.0) Vi € S(RY).

In the business of oscillatory integrals, one would then like to establish properties of g.
Typically, g € ng’l(Rd) is a polynomially bounded, smooth function g, e. g. a Hormander
symbol. For the instructional example it was really easy to verify that F~1Ff = f €
;gl(Rd) since 7' F = id g/ (re) reduces to the identity. Consequently, we may read off
directly that f is smooth and polynomially bounded.
But normally, we need to estimate Fréchet seminorms in order to show that (5.3.4)
belongs to some class of functions (e. g. some Héormander symbol class). The default
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5.3 Functions defined by oscillatory integrals and the abbreviated L operator method

strategy is to employ the method of L operators in an abbreviated form. Looking at
the proof of Theorem 5.1.4, we arrive at the integral

fo(fo) = [ dé [ doet@O (L) (7(2,6)v(o)

Rd

where repeated application of the transpose L operators gives us a finite sum

(LY (f(z, &) v(x)) = ((LY* f(2,€)) ¥(z) + lower order. (5.3.6)

We see that the worst term is the first one where the L' operators all act on f. In
the context of that theorem, the critical question is whether we can pick & € Ny large
enough so that

dg e O (LY" f(x,€)
Rr
exists as an ordinary Lebesgue integral. In that case the answer was yes.
This generalizes to many situations where the term with the worst behavior is the
one where Lt acts only on f, and showing the existence of the oscillatory integral from
Theorem 5.1.4 is equivalent to proving that for k € Ny large enough

zrrg(z) = [ dget@O (LY f(z,€) € C(RY)
Rn
exists as an ordinary, absolutely convergent integral. Our assumptions on f further
guarantee that we may use a Dominated Convergence argument to commute the limit
x — x¢ and the integral in ¢ for any x( € R?; this shows that the integral is continuous
in . What is more, the estimate (5.3.3) is uniform in z, which means that we may
bound the supremum of ¢ in = by summing up the terms.
Under assumptions (a)—(c) (excluding (d)) from Proposition 5.1.5 we can show that
derivatives in = and the integral commute: at least on the open set

Xy = {2z € R? | £~ 9(z,€) has no critical points for £ # 0}

the oscillatory integral is smooth, i. e. g € C*°(Xy). So when we add assumption (d),
then Xy = R? and g € C(R?) is smooth everywhere.

Corollary 5.3.2 Suppose the phase function satisfies the assumptions in Proposition 5.1.5
and the function f € S}'s is a Hormander symbol of order m with 0 < § < p < 1. Then
the tempered distribution

L= Iy(f, ) = (9,%) € S'(RY)

defined by the oscillatory integral is a smooth, bounded function g € C>(R?) (but need
not have bounded derivatives).
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5 Oscillatory Integrals

There are situations where we need to estimate other seminorms, e. g. to prove g € 5.
In the abstract, the strategy looks as follows: suppose we would like to prove that the
function g € S C ngl(Rd) defined by (5.3.4), where S is some Fréchet space; the
seminorms are typically suprema of derivatives of g times some polynomially bounded
function (e. g. (x)).

(1) Use the (abbreviated) L operator method to show that (5.3.4) exists as long as
k € Ny is chosen large enough. Note that it is sometimes useful to choose L
operators that are of a different form, a common choice is

L={"11-A,.

Estimate the integrand (at least locally) uniformly in x; then Dominated Conver-
gence proves continuity in z.

(2) Write out the seminorms for g, which are typically of the form z* 92 g. Repeat the
above arguments for this function. Note that sometimes you need to convert x®
to derivatives of f by exploiting that monomials of = can be obtained by deriving
the phase function,

2% et V(@8) — ¢(q) 8?6“19(“"’5), a € N, c(a) € C,

and partially integrating (which you may by definition according to Theorem 5.2.1).
This is not always possible, of course, but often phase functions take simple forms
like ¥(z,&) =z - €.

5.4 Asymptotic expansions

Very often oscillatory integrals cannot be computed exactly, and it is useful to develop
some systematic approximation techniques. The idea is to expand certain functions

F=Y fa
n=0

into an infinite sum. The symbol = emphasizes that the sum on the right need not
converge in any sense — we are speaking of asymptotic expansion.

In the context of Héormander symbols, the terms f,, need to be better and better
behaved. More precisely, there must exist a non-increasing sequence m(n) — —oo that
diverges to —oo, which

(a) captures the decay of the terms in &,

fu € ST,
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5.4 Asymptotic expansions

(b) and correctly predicts the symbol class of the remainder
= f ka € Sm(n+1 .

Very often we need to include a small perturbation parameter e that orders the term
“by size”,

(o]
f= Z e fn.

n=0
Taylor expansions are a good example of an asymptotic expansion: we can expand any
smooth function in terms of its Taylor series. But a priori we have no idea whether
the Taylor series converges. This is only the case for analytic functions — and smooth
functions need not be analytic. Here, the distance ¢ := |z — x| from the expansion
point plays the role of the small parameter, and e. g. in d = 1 we may write

Zkl 0) (z — z0)" + O((z — o)™ ™)

But there are cases where f # 0 even though all derivatives vanish in a point such as

1

{e‘m? z e (~1,+1)

at x = £1. For these functions the remainder R,,(z) = f(z) coincide with the original
function for all n € Ny. Such functions are evidently not analytic and the terms of the
Taylor expansion do not allow us to approximate the behavior of the function near the
expansion point.

In that case, the function f(z) = O((x — )>°) meaning

f(@)=0((x — z0)") Vn e Ny.

Asymptotic expansions of Hormander symbols are inherently non-unique, the best we
can hope for is

F=Y fesSs
n=0

where S, 5 = Nmer s is the space of smoothing symbols. Its elements belong to
any of the symbol classes Spls-

We may also read this i 1n reverse: given an asymptotic expansion y - f, we can
find a symbol f, which agrees with the infinite series up to a smoothing symbol.
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5 Oscillatory Integrals

Proposition 5.4.1 (Proposition 1.1.9 in [H6r71]) Suppose we are given a series of sym-
bols (fn)nen, of decreasing order (my,)neng, Mn — —00 asn — oco. Then for each k € Ny

’
m
E

we can find a symbol f € S 0 of order my, := maXyen, Mk SO that the remainder
k !
F=> fneS
n=0

belongs to the Hormander symbol class of order m) := maxy<; m;.
The function f is uniquely determined modulo S, 5 and has the same property relative
to any rearrangement of the series f =< > fp.

Up until now everything was fairly abstract, so let us get to an example. Consider the
Weyl product

! HE(y+2) @iz (1) @i (n-5—1C) |
(). i [ v [ o [ e [ dce e c
(Foh)y,m) (Fg)(z,¢)  (5.4.1)

of two suitable functions f, g : R? x R? — C, where

1 I /
Fof)o€) = g [ o' [ agerer =) par g

is a convenient variant of the Fourier transform that is its own inverse, 72 = id. We
will not show how to obtain an asymptotic expansion of the Weyl product from rather
elementary considerations.

Proposition 5.4.2 Suppose f € S5 and g € S"; are two Hormander symbols. Then
their Weyl product ftg € S;’fg ™2 has an asymptotic expansion to any order;

flg =" (f19) ) + "' Ra, (5.4.2)

k=0
where each of the terms lies in symbol class S™ +™2~2"r=9) and is explicitly given by
i* 1 k
(fﬂg)(k)($7£) = 9k 7 (V,, "V, =V, VC) f(y;m) g(z,¢) Eyﬂgigw,g (5.4.3)

The remainder R,, € S™1+m2=2(n+1)(=9) js of O(1) in e.

Because the purpose of this section is to study asymptotic expansions, we will factor
out one important statement:
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5.4 Asymptotic expansions

Lemma 5.4.3 For each my,ms € Rand 0 < § < § < 1 the Weyl product is a continuous
map f: S x S — ST,

Even though we can prove it with the method of L operators from Chapter 5.1.2, we
will postpone that until Chapter 6.

Proof First off, by Lemma 5.4.3 the Weyl product is well-defined as an oscillatory in-
tegral and maps Hormander symbols onto Hérmander symbols.
To obtain the asymptotic expansion, we Taylor expand the “twister” term

n

ezl =) "k 2k- k;'Tl'Z—y'C)’“+s”“rn(y,mza0
k=0

up to nth order in ¢; for the explicit form of the remainder, we may pick e. g. the integral
form of the remainder of Taylor series,

(Y, 1,2,C) = ey n'/ dr (1 ngrtle|

u=i§ (n-2—y-C)

1intt n+1 n  Tis(n-z—y-¢) _
n'2”+1(n z—y-C) dT (I—7)"e™'2 = O(1).

The kth order term of the Taylor expansion yields the kth-order term of the asymptotic
expansion,

1 . )
(f89) () (2:€) =533 / dy / dn / dz | dgeti@te) emivlnt).
(277) R4 R4 R4 R4

i* 1
or g 1y OF

(Fof)y,m) (Fg)(2,C)

and the remainder term is defined in terms of the remainder of the Taylor expansion,

1 . .
fnl )= (2m)2d /]Rd dy /Rd dn /Rd d R dC et et (3,1, 2,0) -
(Fo )y, n) (Fg)(z, Q).

The kth-order term can be computed explicitly: up to constants, which are not impor-
tant for the existence, (ffig) ) the the linear combination of monomials in y, 1, z and ¢,
which can be converted into derivatives with respect to 7, y, ¢ and z (position variables
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5 Oscillatory Integrals

become momenta and vice versa),

1 e .
W/Rddy/RddT]/Rddz Rddgeﬂ&(?ﬂr)e iz-(1+C) o, n® b ¢

(Fo s n) (Fg)(2,() =

1 ) .
_ E-(y+z) p—iz- q
e /Rd dy/Rd d"/Rd dz . dcett (y+2) g—iz-(n+¢)

. (_i)\alﬂbl (+i)|a\+|6| .
(Fr0500 )y, n) (FOL029) (2, Q).

Of the four multiindices, only two are independent. When taking powers of

d
ny—y-C=> (mz—2G)

Jj=1

we get monomials for which the multiindices a = 8 and b = « are necessarily the same.
A nice side benefit is that the prefactor

(_i)|a|+|a\ (_,_i)\alﬂal - (_i2>\al+|a| =1.

is always 1.
Refactoring the phase factors we see that this oscillatory integral becomes the Fourier
transform of the Fourier transform,

1 . .
= +i(§y—x- +i(&z—z-¢
N W/Rddy/wdn/wdz Rdd(e et -

(Fo05 0, F)(y,n) (FOLO¢ 9)(2,€)
= 070¢ f(x,€) 070 9(,€)

which in this case just reduces to the identity. Consequently, according to our ar-
guments in Chapter 5.1.1 the oscillatory integral reduces to the pointwise product of
derivatives of f and g.

All that remains is to insert the proper coefficients and sum up. That gives us the
claimed form of the kth-order term. Moreover, as pointwise products of Hormander
symbols, (ftg)) is again a Hormander symbol; counting derivatives, we indeed con-
firm that

(fﬁg)(k) c S;g+m2_2k(p_6)

is a symbol of order that is 2k(p — ) lower than the Oth-order term.
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5.4 Asymptotic expansions

We postpone a proof that the remainder belongs to the correct symbol class. But we
can already see that this integral can be brought into the same form as the original Weyl
product, save for an extra integral over 7 — we merely have to convert the monomial
into derivatives and identify ¢ with 7e.

The integral over T does not change the story since we may estimate the integrand
in absolute value by 1.

Invoking the auxiliary Lemma 5.4.3 and counting the number of derivatives with
respect to x and £ once more yields

mi1+mo—2(n+1 —0
RnESszl 2=2(n+1)(p—0)

This concludes the proof. O

Let us reiterate the utility of this proof: the asymptotic expansion allows us to compute
ftg order-by-order up to an error of higher order, and it turns out that the oscillatory
integral reduces to the pointwise product of functions,

flg=>_ Y cla,b)dsolf 0btg.
k=0 q,beNd
|a|+|b|=2k

Here, c(a,b) € C is just a collection of complex coefficients.

When it comes to deriving asymptotic expansions, choosing a suitable formula for
the oscillatory integral is very important. For instance, with a little bit of algebra we
can verify that we may equivalently write the Weyl product as

(f9)(@,&) =
L —i2((n=8)-(z—z)—(y—x)-({—
= i [0 [ a0 [ 0= [ acen OO 00 sy

by writing out the Fourier transforms and integrating out the right variables. This
second formula for the Weyl product is less conducive to an asymptotic expansion —
although it is not impossible.
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Chapter 6

Pseudodifferential operators and
Weyl calculus

The name “pseudodifferential operators” stems from the desire to define and under-
stand operators like

V1—-A,

and fractional derivatives like |V, |"/2. While these simple operators can be defined via
functional calculus for the so-called momentum operator

P =—ieV,

on L%(RY), pseudodifferential theory allows us to connect properties of certain asso-
ciated functions to properties of the resulting operator. We introduce the parameter
already here in anticipation of the asymptotic expansions we will study in Chapter 6.3.

There is also a second motivation that comes from the so-called quantization prob-
lem from physics: the idea is to generate quantum mechanical observables, selfadjoint
operators on a Hilbert space, from classical observables, functions on phase space.
Observables are mathematical representations of quantities that can be measured in
experiment.

In the cases we are considering here, the relevant Hilbert space is L?(R¢) and phase
space is R? x RZ. For simple classical observables such as classical angular momentum

I(q,p) = q % p,

we can replace position ¢; by the position operator

Qj o (Qip)(x) =z p(2)
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6 Pseudodifferential operators and Weyl calculus

and classical momentum p; by P; = —icV;. For brevity, we will skip over technical
complications that arise due to the unboundedness of ); and P;; these can be solved.
This heuristic procedure only works for very simple classical observables, e. g. those of
the form f(q,p) = k(p) + V(q) or polynomials of low order. The quantum mechanical
angular momentum operator

L=1Q,P)=QxP=L"

is of this category, once we insist that suitable real-valued functions are mapped onto
selfadjoint operators, this mapping should be unique.

This is how quantum hamiltonians (the energy observable) can by systematically
“guessed” from classical hamilton functions; these are particularly important, because
the energy observable generates the time evolution. While the quantization of the
non-relativistic Hamilton function

h(g:p) = 50" +V(q)
is unambiguous and yields the Schrédinger operator

H=h(Q,P)= 5P+ V(Q)
<\5\2

= A + V(2),

o Bz +V(2)

there are physical systems where this is not obvious. An example is the Hamilton

function for a semirelativistic particle in a magnetic field,

h(q,p) = \/m2 +(p— A@)* +V(a).
That is because the operators () and P do not commute,
i[Q;,Qr] =0 i[P;,P,] =0 i[P}, Qx] = edji.

To extend this prescription to more general functions, we will use a variant of the
Fourier transform called the symplectic Fourier transform,

Foh)X) = g [ dX7 € f(x0)

defined with the help of the so-called symplectic form

o(X,Y) :=0o((2,6),(y,n) =& y—z-n

that has the advantage that it is its own inverse, F2 = id. To simplify notation, we will
label phase space coordinates such as X = (z,&) € R x R4, Y = (y,n) and Z = (z,()
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6.1 Weyl calculus on S

with capital letters, positions with small letters (z, y and z) and momenta with greek
letters. These pairings makes it easier to understand integrals.

Now we propose the solution

1 .
F(Q,P):=0p(f) i= 5= [ dXe W@ (F, f)(X) (6.0.1)
(27T)d R2d

which formally just corresponds to writing out 72 f and “evaluating it” at (Q, P). Of
course, () and P are operators, so the expression on the right actually defines f(Q, P).

Note that we already know to make sense of the integral on the left at least when
f € L'(R??) and its symplectic Fourier transform are integrable: the operator

W(X) = e—io(X.(Q.P) (6.0.2)

turns out to be unitary and therefore has norm 1. Consequently, the integral on the
right-hand side of equation (6.0.1) is a Bochner integral (cf. Sheet xyz, Problem xyz).

The purpose of this section is to extend Weyl quantization (6.0.1) in a systematic
fashion from Schwartz functions to more general functions such as h(q,p) = p*>. We
do this by duality as in Chapter 4. Then we will show how to use the theory of oscilla-
tory integrals when we discuss pseudodifferential operators associated to Hérmander
symbols.

6.1 Weyl calculuson S

* Derive explicit expression for f € S(R? x R?) rigorously
* Introduce the operator kernel

* Explain the other option: matrix elements approach

* Derive Weyl product

We will first develop Weyl quantization on S(R¢ x R?). As already mentioned for
Schwartz functions we can define Op(f) as a Bochner integral. However, this approach
is a dead end if we intend to extend it to functions that are not Schwartz functions
(or are integrable with an integrable Fourier transform). This is in anticipation of
extending it to S’(R? x R?) by duality.

6.1.1 The Weyl system

The first step is to study the action of the Weyl system W (X) on L? functions. Instead
of working with . and P, each of which defines a selfadjoint operator on its maximal
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6 Pseudodifferential operators and Weyl calculus

domain
D(Qe) = {v € L*(R?) | Qo0 € L*(RT)} D S(RY)
D(P) = {¢ € L*(R?) | Py € L*(RY)} D S(RY),
we work with the corresponding evolution groups, namely translations in momentum
V(n) :=e % (V(n)p)(x) = e " p(x), p € L*(RY),
and position
Uly) :=e " (Uly)p)(x) = p(z —ey), p € L*(RY).

These are not one-parameter groups, but strongly continuous d-parameter groups: one
can check that

hold as all the different components of position and momentum commute. But what
about combinations of U and V'? Clearly the origin of the fact

UWVne) (@) = (Vn)e) (@ —cy) = e @ Wp(z — ey)
#e Moz —ey) = (V(nU(y)p)(z)

can be traced back to the noncommutativity of the generators of U and V. Instead, we
have just shown

Uy)V(n) = etV (nU(y) vy € R, n e R

It turns out that picking an operator ordering can be rephrased into picking an ordering
of U and V. Since we would like real-valued functions to be quantized to potentially
selfadjoint operators, we choose the “symmetrically” defined

Definition 6.1.1 (Weyl system) For all X € T*RY, we define
W(X) = e*l(EstzP) = e*iO’((m,é%(QEJD))
where o(X,Y) =€y —x-n.

We note that the small parameter ¢ is contained in the definition of the operators Q.
and P. The next Lemma tells us how this operator acts on wave functions:
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6.1 Weyl calculus on S

Lemma 6.1.2 Forall Y € T*R? and ¢ € L2(R%), (W (Y)p)(z) = e M @+39) (2 + ey)
holds. The map Y — W (Y') is strongly continuous.

Proof We use the Trotter product formula ([RS72, Theorem VIII.31]) to write W (Y)
as
. _i i,.p\"
s-hm(e W Qegtuy ) =
n— o0
— s-lim(e’%”'QseJr%y'Pe*%”‘Qfe*%y'P . e*%n-Qse+%y-Pe*%n<Qse+%y-P)
n—oo
— s-lim (e*%U-Qae+%y-Pe*%n~Qaefiy-PeH%y-Pe*%U-Qaefi%y-PeJri%yP .
n—o0

n—1

o e Y P o= EnQe g —int y-Pe+i%y»P> .

The terms can be simplified using
(e“%y'Pe*%”'Qfe*i%y'P@ (z) = (e*%"'Qfe*i%y'Pgo) (z +eky)
o i, + k _ikqy.P k
= e w7 @teny) (7P o) (z 4 eky)
= e W @Ry (g) = (e_iﬂ'(Qe‘FE%y)(p) (z)
where k € {0,1,...,n — 1}. This means the above expression can be rewritten as

) 1 . _ .
s-lim(e_l%”'QfeﬂE"'(Q”E%y) . e—l%n~(Qs+E%y)e+ly~P) —

n—oo

. n—1 : .
— s-lim e—l%n-zkzo (Qetefy) gty P
n—oo

The sum in the exponential is a Riemann sum that converges to

n—1 1

1 n (o]

EE (sc—i—a%y)% Ods(;v—l—ssy):x—i—%y
k=0

so that we get
W)= e~ (Qe+5y) o tHiy-P

The strong continuity of Y — W(Y") follows from the strong continuity of y — U(y)
and n — V(n). O

Remark 6.1.3 Another way to see this is via the Baker-Campbell-Hausdorff formula:
formally, we have

. . . 2 . . e
W(Y) = e i Qe—yP) _ o=inQecotiy-Po—"53[nQec,—y-P] _ o=inQecotiy-Po—isny
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6 Pseudodifferential operators and Weyl calculus

However, it is a bit tricky to rigorously control commutators of unbounded operators
[RS72, Chapter VIIL.5].

The Weyl system combines translations in real and reciprocal space. If one of the two
components is 0, then W reduces to U or V,

W(z,0) = U(-z) =U(z)",
W(0,8) = V(&)

The Weyl system completely encodes the commutation relations:

Proposition 6.1.4 Let Y, Z € T*R?. Then, the Weyl system obeys the following compo-
sition law:

WY)W (Z) =e"27 D W (Y + Z)

This contains the commutation relations: if we combine a translation along e, in real
space and e; in reciprocal space,

W (ex, 0)W(0,¢;) = e 15% W ey, e;),
then the extra factor reduces to the exponential of half of [Q.,, P;] = —iedy;.

Proof This follows from direct calculation: for all ¢ € L%(R?), we have
(WY)W (Z)p)(x) = e T30 (W(Z)@) (w + ey)

= e i@H5Y) nei(@teyt52)C (g 4 ey 4 €2)

— e+i%(—y~c+zw)e—i(w+%(y+2))'(77+C)(p(x +e(y + Z))
=e"2°M D (W(Y + Z)p)(2).

Hence, the claim follows. O

6.1.2 Weyl quantization

To define the Weyl quantization, we first introduce a convenient variant of the Fourier
transform, the symplectic Fourier transform on T*R¢

Fe)X) = g [ Ve O ), fes@RY,
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6.1 Weyl calculus on S

F» has the nice property of being an involution, i. e. 2 = ids. If we pretend for a
moment that (). and P are variables and not operators, we have

_ 2 _ 1 i0((Q.,P),X) L io(X.,Y)
F(QeP) = (F21)(Qe.P) = 5z /T*Rd dxXet o /md dy eHr(XY) f(y)
_ 1 —i0(X,(Q.,P))
o /T X (F ) (X)e
_ 1 / dx [ dyereXY—@.P) fy) = / Ay (Y — (Q., P)) F(Y)
-~ (2m)2d Jpuga T+RA  Jpega - .

Even though the above does not make sense if (). and P are operators, it gives an
intuition why we define Weyl quantization the way we do:

Definition 6.1.5 (Weyl quantization) Let f € S(T*R?). Then the Weyl quantization
of f is defined as

1

Op(f)e = ra [ AX(FNXW(X)p  VeeSEY),

Lemma 6.1.2 essentially already tells us how Op(f) acts on wave functions:

Proposition 6.1.6 Let f € S(T*RY) and ¢ € L?(R%). Then Op(f) defines a bounded
operator on L?(R%) and its action on ¢ is given by

(OP(f)SD) (z) = # /Rd dy y dne~iv=2)m f(%(x +v), 817) o(y) (6.1.1)

@ o dye ! (F2f)(3(z +y), 2Z7) @)

= 2m) 72 Jpa dy K¢(z,y) p(y) = (Int(Kp)p)(x).

Proof Let ¢ € S(RY) ¢ L?(R9). Then we can bound Op(f)y by

op(Hel < o [ X IENCONWEOR = (ra [ ax1F00]) el

(2m)
= 2m) " | Fo fll ey Il -

The L'-norm of F,f is certainly bounded as F, f is a Schwartz function and thus
integrable. Hence, Op(f) defines a bounded operator on S(RY) c L?(R?). Since the
Schwartz functions are dense in L?(R?) by Lemma ??, we invoke Theorem 3.1.6 which
ensures the existence of a unique extension of Op(f) to all of L?(R9).
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6 Pseudodifferential operators and Weyl calculus

Equation (6.1.1) follows from direct computation and Lemma 6.1.2: for any ¢ €
L%(R%), we have

(0PN = g [ & [ 4z2em0) 1(2) (W(v)e) @)

_ 1 Hi(n-z—y-) .
= Gy fL, 8 [ [ 0= [ ace 1z 4)
e @5 o (2 4 ey)

27r @my2d /Rd dy/Rd d”/Rd 4 L. d¢etim a2 (=)< f(4 ) p(y)

If we integrate over 7, we get a § that can be used to kill the integral with respect to z.

(Op(f) 27 YOWRVY /Rd dy/Rd dz y d¢ (2n)? ( %(az—i—y)) e~ ty—a)<C,
f(z:0) e(y)
1 vz
= gt [, [ 4Ce O (G .0 et)

Identifying the integral with respect to ¢ as partial Fourier transform, we get the second
line of equation (6.1.1). A variable substitution 3 := ey yields the first line. O

Example Although we cannot justify this example rigorously yet, we will only do a
quick sanity check whether the quantization of h(z,§) = 5-¢* + V() gives the ex-
pected result. By linearity, we can consider each of the terms in turn: we have already
computed the Fourier transform of ﬁ@ in the distributional sense in Chapter ??, for
all p € S(R?)

(0D (o)) () =

) /Rd dy % (FE*) (y — 2) o(y)
11

o % (27T)d/2 Rd
= L ((HPEDuba0) = g (0P Aniplw) = — 5 Aripl(a)

holds. We see that this calculation hinges on ¢ being a test function. The other term
can also be calculated using Fe 't = (27)4§, where 6, (f) := f(z) is the shifted Dirac
distribution,

(0p(V)2)(@) = G [ W F D=2V (3 +1) 2w

- <27r1>d/2 [ @05y =)V (5 +9) #ly) = V(@) pla).

dy (2m)"7*(+)*e* A, 8(y — ) o (y)
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6.1 Weyl calculus on S

Hence, the quantization of h yields

Op(h) = 55 (—ieVy)* + V(@) = 5. P* + V(Qe),

2m

exactly what we have expected. We see that it was crucial for this argument to work
that ¢ € S(R?) and we have to work to extend the integral formula to other ¢ €
L?(R9)\ S(R?). If V is bounded, for instance, then Op(V) = V(Q.) defines a bounded
operator and we can use Theorem 3.1.6 to extend it to all of L?(R?). P2, however,
is an unbounded operator and thus does not extend to a bounded operator on all of
L*(RY)
In Proposition 6.1.6, we have introduced the notion of operator kernel: the operator
kernel is a function or distribution that tells us how the operator acts on wave functions.
It can be useful in calculating things, e. g. if one wants to compute a trace.

Every bounded operator and many unbounded ones have a distributional operator

kernel. In general, it is not a function, but only distribution on R? x R¢. The operator
kernel of —id,, is +i(27)¥?0,,6(x — y) since for all ¢ € S(R?) c L?*(R?)

(*187190)(117) = ((4’1)6'6157'5 90) - (27'[-71)(1/2 /]Rd dyZ(Qﬂ')d/z(?Tl(;(‘T - y) ga(y)
= (3nt(+i(2ﬂ)d/2azl5(l’ - y))<p) ()

holds. Similarly, the operator kernel associated to T' = 1) {¢| = (@, ) ¥, v, € S(RY)
is

(T0)(@) = {¢.6) ) = / dy (2m)"* (9, 6) 5z — ) ¥(0)
- / v [ de(2m" () () e =) vlo)

~ s |, (e / dy " (2)8a ) ¥(0) ) 92
=: (27T)d/2/Rd dz Kp(z, 2) ¢(2).

Hence, even this well-behaved operator has a distributional operator kernel!
To get back to the properties of quantization procedures: Weyl quantization is linear,
i.e.

Op(f + ag) = Op(f) + aOp(g)
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6 Pseudodifferential operators and Weyl calculus

holds for all f, g € S(T*R%) and o € C. Furthermore, we can compute the quantization
of the constant function 1 to be

—d
(OP(NR)) = s [ (B +1).552) ¢l1)
e d 4
= W - dy e (2m) & 6(y — ) e(y)

= ¢(z) = (idr29) ().
In the tutorials, we will show that Weyl quantization intertwines complex conjugation
and taking adjoints,
Op(f*) = Op(f)".
This fact has the important consequence that real-valued functions are potentially

mapped onto selfadjoint operators.

Theorem 6.1.7 Weyl quantization is linear, maps the constant function 1 to id; 2 and in-
tertwines complex conjugation with taking adjoints in the sense of operators, i. e. Op(f*) =
Op(f)* holds for all f € S(T*R?).

6.1.2.1 The Weyl product

The Weyl product f emulates the operator product on the level of functions on phase
space, i. e. it satisfies

Op(ftg) = Op(f) Op(y)
for suitable f, g : T*R? — C. It can be derived from the composition law of the Weyl
system (Proposition 6.1.4).

Theorem 6.1.8 For f,g € S(T*RY), the distribution ftg which satisfies Op(ftg) =
Op(f)Op(g) is a Schwartz function given by

(F0)(X) = gz [ AV [ azero VD 5o 050 (7, 1) (1) (Frg)(2)

(6.1.2)
1 2
= —— dy dZ e 2o XX 1) g(2).
(7T€)2d /T*]Rd T*Rd f( )g( )
Before we can prove this statement, we need an auxiliary result: take two operators T'
and S whose operator kernels K7 and K are in S(R? x R?). Then the operator kernel
of T'S is given by

(Kr o Kg)(x,y) := (2?1)‘1/"‘/]1@ dz Kp(x,2) Ks(z,y).
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6.1 Weyl calculus on S

Lemma 6.1.9 Forany K1, Ks € S(R?xR%), the product K70 Ky is also in S(RY x RY),
i.eo:SRYxRY x S(RY x RY) — S(R? x RY).

Proof We need to estimate the seminorms of KoK g: leta, a, b, 3 € Nd be multiindices
and for simplicity define ® : (z,y,2) — (27)~? K7 (z,2) Ks(z,y). Then ® € S(R? x
R? x RY) is a Schwartz function in all three variables. First, we need to show we
can exchange differentiation with respect to x and y and integration with respect to z,
i. e. that for fixed x and y

1
xayba:?ag[j(KT <>K5)(x,y) = xaybagag (27T)d/2 R dz KT(J:?Z) KS(Zvy)
1 a, baa a, baa
= 7(27T)d/2 /Rd dz x%y 8x85(KT(x,z) KS(z,y)) = y dz z%y 3x35<1>(x,y,z)

(6.1.3)

holds. We will do this by estimating |2°y*039®(x, y, z)| uniformly in = and y by an
integrable function G(z) and then invoking Dominated Convergence. For fixed « and
y, we estimate the L' norm of xaybagag ®(z,y,-) from above by a finite number of
seminorms of ®(z,y, -) with the help of Lemma ??,

| @ lastozogate. . o) = a0 0]0(0.1.) 1 e
< C; sup \x“ybagaﬁ(a:,% z)| + Cy max sup ]xaybagafé(%y, z)‘
zERd ) le|=2n ,cRa
=C Hq;aybagag(b<x,y7 ')HOO + Cs lgljéb“xaybagaZ?@(x,y’ .)HCO-

Now we interchange sup and integration with respect to z,

sup / dz|xayb8§85¢($,y,z)‘§ dz sup ’xaybagagé(x,y,z)‘
z,yc€R4d JR4 ’ R4 z,y€R

sup [2y"020] @(x.y, )|
z,y€R?

L1(R4)’

which can be estimated from above by

sup [a%y'020] 0 (a,y, )|
z,y€R?

<(C; sup supl|z®y?0c0l®(x,y, 2)|+
L' (R%) — la:,yelﬂjwzeﬂgJ v % @9 )|

+C, max sup sup |z®y*050)®(x,y, 2)|
le[=2n z,y€RY zeR4

+Cy max ||o||

|e|=2n

= Cu 2]

< 00.

aabB00 aabBcO
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6 Pseudodifferential operators and Weyl calculus

Here {[|[luabser f oo 5.c.ena i the family of seminorms associated to S(R xR x RY)
,&,0,0,C, 0
which are defined by

|2/l gappey = SUP |2y’ 2°0500 07 @ (x, y, 2)|.

[ A i
z,y,2ERE

This means we have found an integrable function

G(z):= sup |2%"050,®(z,y,2)|
z,yeR4
which dominates z%y"0539) ®(x,y, z) for all z,y € R?. Hence, exchanging differen-
tiation and integration in equation (6.1.3) is possible and we can bound the ||-[|,,;5
seminorm on S(R¢ x R%) by

| K7 o KSHaab,B = sup |2*y’0530) (K1 o Kg)(x,y)|
z,y€R
< Cl H(I)Haabﬁ()o + 02 |gl=a§$LHq>Haabﬁco < 00.
This means K7 o Kg € S(R? x R?). 0

Proof (Theorem 6.1.8) Using the definition of Op, we get
1
Op(f)Op(g) = W/T*Rd dY/T*Rd dZ (Fo (V) (Fog)(Z2) W(Y) W(2)
-1 +i5o(v,2)
o [ [ aZEnm) Fa)@)e SO Wy + 2
- ! 1 if0(v,2-Y) B
= ) 4 (@w)d | @y s I (F ) ()2 Y>) w(z).

We recognize the inner integral as (,(f#g))(Z) and thus we add a Fourier transform
to obtain the first of the two equivalent forms of the product formula:

(Fte)(X) = Fo ((271r)d /T*Rd dy e™5oC YN (F (V) (Fog) (- — Y)) (X)
- @ / i /TR dY et iX2) 4500 ZY) (F, f)(Y) (Fog)(Z — V)

1 ic ifo
:W/W dy | dzetrXH e (7, (1) (Fo9)(2).

It remains to show that ffig is a Schwartz function: from Remark ??, we know that
the Weyl kernels K; and K, of f and g are in S(R? x R?). Hence, we can write the
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6.1 Weyl calculus on S

operator product of Op(f) and Op(g) in terms of the associated integral kernels,
1

1
(0P(NOPW)) () = s [ dv [ ds e Ky 2) K)o

- W /Rd dy (Kt o K,)(x,y) ¢(y) = Op(ftg)-

By Lemma 6.1.9, K; o K, € S(R? x R?). We use the inverse of Weyl quantization,
Proposition ??, to conclude
ftg =0p~'(Op(f)Op(9)) = e W(K o K,) € S(T"R)

as YW maps S(R? x R?) bijectively onto S(T*R%).

To show that the first form of the Weyl product, equation (6.1.2), is equivalent to
the second, we have to write out all Fourier tranforms and collect the exponentials
properly to obtain

1 i e - N ,
(fﬁg) (X) _ - / dY/ dy// dZ/ dz’ e+lo’(X,Y+Z)e+150'(Y,Z)e+lo'(Y,Y )e+10'(Z,Z ).
(2m) *R4 T*Rd R4 T*R4

f(Y)9(Z)
_ (2 1 4d/ dy dy// dZ/ dz’ e-‘rio’(Y,Y/—X)e-‘riU(Z,Z/—X—%Y) f(Y/) g(ZI)
71') T*Rd T*Rd T*Rd *Rd
27)2d . ,
_ EQZ;M [oav [ av [ aze Y sz x - 5y) fv) 9(2)
T*R4 T*R4 T*R4
1 e
N (27T)2d / R4 v R4 v’ e—HU(KY o f(Y/> g(X + %Y)
T* T*

Making one last change of variables, Z := X + 5Y, we get the second form of the Weyl
product,

224 i .
(90)(X) = Gz [ 42 [ dv/ermGE0Y) pyyg(2)
T*Rd *Rd
1 —i2o(X— -
N (7T€)2d /T*]Rd ¥ T*Rd dzeler AT 1Y) g(2).
This concludes the proof. O

Example Let us compute z{¢ which we then Weyl quantize using problem 23 (i). Since
neither x nor ¢ are Schwartz functions, we will dispense with mathematical rigor for
now: in the distributional sense, we see from

1 i 1E
(&ifzr)(z,€) = ) /T - dy . dz etioXY+2)etizoV2) (F_p\(Y) (F,2)(Z)
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6 Pseudodifferential operators and Weyl calculus

that we need to compute the symplectic Fourier transforms of the factors. As distribu-
tions, their Fourier transforms exist and for the first, we get

1 o ’ 1 5 ’ ’
- NY) = dy”’ +io(Y.Y') f / d // dr' 1’ +i(n-y'—yn")
(]: 771)( ) (2’/T)d /T*R'i e m (2’/T)d Rd Y Ra nme
1 H ’ ’
— ; +i(ny —y- — d
— i [, [ & (100, e~ 210, 507,

Similarly, we calculate the second Fourier transform to be (F,2])(Z) = —i (27)? 0;,6(Z).
Plugged into the product formula, we obtain

1 : ie .
(&ftzy) (x,€) = W/ . dy ) dZ etio(X.Y+2) o +i50(Y,2) (_22) (27T)2d ayl(s(y) %5(2)
T*R T*R

S / dy dza,, (e+i“<XvY+Z>e+i%”<YvZ>) 5(Y) 0,6(2)
T*Rd T*Rd

_ _|_/ dy dz o, ((ifl — Q) e+ia(X,Y+Z)e+igo(Y,Z)> 5(Y)(2)
T*Rd T*Rd

= / dy dz ((—z’Q)(gl —2G) (m+ Su) - z%) e HO(X,Y+2) o +i50(Y.2),
T*Rd T+*Rd
0(Y)6(2)
= (& —50) (v + £0) —et =2 & — ek

By problem 23 (i) and Op(1) = id;2, we can compute the Weyl quantization of this
function explicitly,

Op({ﬂx) =0p(z-§) —5d% idye
:Q5~P—Ed%idL2 —Ed%idL2
:Q6~P—€d7:idL2 :PQE

2009.12.22 This is exactly what we have expected.

The Weyl product has the following useful properties which can be easily proven:

Proposition 6.1.10 (Properties of Weyl product) Let f,g,h € S(T*R?) and o € C.
Then the Weyl product has the following properties:

() The Weyl product is bilinear, i. e. (f + ag)th = fth + a(gth) and fi(g + ah) =
Fig + a(fth) hold.
(i) The Weyl product is associative, i. e. (fig)th = f4(gth).

(i) If f = f(z) and g = g(x) are functions of position, then the Weyl product reduces to
the pointwise product, ftg = f g.
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6.2 Extending Weyl calculus by duality

(iv) If f = f(&) and g = g(§) are functions of momentum, then the Weyl product reduces
to the pointwise product, ftg = f g.

The proofs are left as an exercise.

6.2 Extending Weyl calculus by duality

6.3 Studying the Weyl product with oscillatory integral
techniques

. ogmi mo mi+ma
o Sp,é X Sp-,é Sp,6

* Asymptotic expansion

6.3.1 The Weyl product of two Hérmander symbols

6.3.2 Asymptotic expansion

The most important reason why physicists should care about Weyl calculus is that there
is an asymptotic expansion of the product, i. e. we can write

flg =" (f19)m)
n=0

where all the terms (ffg)(,) are known explicitly. In general, this expansion does not
converge to any function, but instead for any NV € N, we can write

N N
Tg =D <" (Thg) + T R = 3 <" (fhg)y + O™,

n=0 n=0

As ¢ — 0, the remainder converges to 0 at least as fast as eV *!. Expansions that do
not converge are the rule rather than the exception, e. g. when one sums up Feynman
diagrams of different processes, they are often sorted by powers of some small coupling
constant, « ~ 1/137, for instance. One has no reason to believe that summing over all
terms, one gets something finite! This is where optimal truncation comes into play:
instead of summing all terms, one stops at some N (c) where the error is minimal.
Before we state the main theorem of this section, we will introduce the Landau symbols
(“little and big O notation”).
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6 Pseudodifferential operators and Weyl calculus

Definition 6.3.1 (Landau symbols) Let f,g : R? — C. We say f(z) = O(g(z)) as
x — xg if and only if

lim sup |f(@)]

< 0
z—zo  |9(T)]

or quivalently if there exist M > 0and 6 > Osuch that |f(z)| < M |g(x)|forall |z — zo| <
J.
We say f(z) = o(g(z)) as  — x if and only if

lim f(@)

=0.
a0 g(x)

Example We have 2> = O(z) and x = O(z) as  — 0. However z # o(z), but
2

x* = o(x) as x — 0 since
2
. T .
lim — = lim z = 0.
x—0 I x—0

Let us now formulate the main theorem of this section:

Theorem 6.3.2 Let f,g € S(T'*R?) and ¢ < 1. Then the Weyl product can be expanded
asymptotically in ¢, i. e. for any N € Ny we have

N N
fig =" " (f1g)m) + ¥ T Ry =" (ftg)n) + O(NT). 6.3.1)
n=0 n=0

All the terms of the expansion are Schwartz functions, (f1g) ) € S(T*R?) for all n € Ny,
and are known explicitly,

14"

(J29)m (X) = — 2 (V- Ve = V- V)" F(Y) 9(2)

(6.3.2)

Y=X=2
The remainder Ry € S(T*R?) as given by equation (6.3.4) is also a rapidly decreasing
function. The first two terms are given by
flg=fg—cei{f.g} +0(?) (6.3.3)
where {f,g} = 2?21 (Oe, f Ou,9 — Ou, [ O¢,g) is the Poisson bracket.
Proof Step 1: Expanding the twister. Let N € Nj be arbitrary, but fixed. Then we
can expand the twisting factor in they Weyl product,
Noo1am
iso(Y,Z) _ n-~ v n D
e's =) ¢ o (o(Y,2))" + Rn(Y, Z),

n=0
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6.3 Studying the Weyl product with oscillatory integral techniques

where

1
Ry(Y,Z) = %(i%o(y’, Z))NJrl / ds (1 — 5)N etis5o(n2)
. 0

N+1

14
— N1

1

N+1 N ,+is50(Y,2)

o(Y,2) / ds(1—s)" ™ .
NI oN+1 ( ) 0

is the remainder of the Taylor expansion. If we plug this into the product formula,

(f19)(X) = ﬁ /T L4z eHr Y4 (S e L 8 (o(Y, 2))" + B (Y, 2))-
: (]:af)(y) (‘Fag)(Z)
N
=Y "(f19) (n)(X) + N T Ry (X), (6.3.4)

n=0
we can define the nth order terms and the remainder.

Step 2: Treating (ffig)(,). First of all, we note that

: . DM s
(e 2)" =(n-2=y Q)= > ~—n"y"s%C

lal+]b|=n
is just a polynomial in y, , z and ¢. Since f € S(T*R%), by Theorem ??
b, a _ . b . a *mpd
Y (Fof) = Fo((=idy )" (+idy )" f) € S(T*R?)

holds for all multiindices a, b € N¢ and similarly for g. This means, the integral expres-
sion for (ffg) ) exists for all X € T*R? and reduces to

_ Lan (_1)“)‘ 1 +io(X,Y+2)

: nayb(]:af)(y) Zacb(]:ag)(z)

= lﬁ Z (_1)|b‘ 1 / dY/ d7Z etio(X,Y+2),
n' AL ‘a|+‘b|—n a'b' (27T)2d T*Rd T*Rd

(Fo((=i0y) ity ) 1)) 00 (Fo (=i0e) (+i021)19) ) (2).

The remaining integral is nothing but the symplectic Fourier transform in Y and Z.
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6 Pseudodifferential operators and Weyl calculus

The symplectic Fourier transform is its own inverse, hence we get expression (6.3.2),

i _1\Ib]
:%27 3 (Jﬁ; (F2((=i0)" (+i0y ) ) ) (X) (F2((=ic)* (+i0.0)"g) ) (X)

la|+|b|=n
" —1)ll
= %; > %«—iadbwax)“f) (X) ((—i0)" (+i04)"g) (X)
la|+|b]|=n
- %;%(vy V=V V) M)

Since each of the factors consists of derivatives of Schwartz functions, (f1g)mn) €
S(T*R?) is also a Schwartz function.

Step 3: Treating the remainder Ry. If we combine Theorem 6.1.8, ftig € S(T*R?)
with Step 2, (ftg)n) € S(T*R?), we conclude that the remainder is also a Schwartz
function,

N

Ry = ftg— Y " (f19)(n) € S(T*RY).

n=0

From the explicit expression for the remainder, equation (6.3.4), we also see that it is
indeed of order O(sV+1!). This concludes the proof. O

Example In the previous section, we have calculated £fz. If we use the asymptotic
expansion — which in this case is exact, we can obtain this result with much less work.
Pluggin in equation (6.3.3), we get

. d
(¢tz)(z, &) =€z —¢ % Z{&,xl} +0(e?)
=1

.o d
=x-&— 5% Z (65j§l (%Ejml — 8%.51 85],331) + 0(62)

1j=1
i & :
:x£—6§I‘72215U+0(52):I6-5d%+0(52)

The remainder, however, is exactly 0: the factor (o(Y, Z ))2 is a polynomial of second
order in y - ¢ and 7 - z and leads to two derivatives with respect to position and mo-
mentum. But x and & are linear so their second and higher-order derivatives vanish
identically. Hence, we have shown

{ﬁx:&x—sd%.
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6.3 Studying the Weyl product with oscillatory integral techniques

Generally, if one of the factors is a polynomial of kth degree, the asymptotic expansion
terminates after finitely many terms and is exact.

In Chapter ??, we have emphasized the importance that the the Moyal commutator
9], = flg — gtf
vanishes as ¢ — 0. Using equation (6.3.3), we immediately get
[£,9], = —ie{f.g} + O().

The error is of third order as all contributions from even powers vanish. This can be
traced back to

(0(v,2))% = (=o(2,Y)* = (0(2,7))*" Vk € No

and the commutativity of multiplication in C. We mention the latter explicitly as we
will quantize matrix-valued functions in the next section. There, it is not at all clear
that even the Oth order vanishes.

e 2 lectures max

* Keep it short and sweet
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Chapter 7

The Stationary Phase Method:

Oscillatory Integrals of Another
Kind
* Asymptotic formulas for oscillatory integrals ~~ evaluation of oscillatory, high-
dimensional integrals (which are way too difficult to do numerically)
* Reference: non-linear Maxwell equations (Babin & Figotin?!)
* Stein, Chapter VIII
* Taylor expand phase ~» which order is the first non-degenerate order?

* Outline applications

There is another type of integral that is commonly referred to as an oscillatory integral,
namely those of the form

I(e) := /d:z: e:?(@) Y(x) ~ Ze”(k) ak
k

where ¢ < 1 is small, but non-zero. Unlike the oscillatory integrals we have gotten to
know in Chapter 5, the function ¢ can be integrable. Although it is certainly possible
to combine the ideas from Chapter 5 with those developed now.

Add example from non-linear condensed matter physics/non-linear electroma-
tism
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7 The Stationary Phase Method: Oscillatory Integrals of Another Kind

7.1 Extracting the essential features from a simple
one-dimensional example

To avoid having to deal with unnecessary technical complications, suppose we are in
one dimension and want to integrate over some compact interval [a, b]. Both, the phase
¥ € C*([a, b]) and the function ¢ € C*°([a, b]) are smooth, which automatically makes
the latter and all of its derivatives integrable. Moreover, we suppose that the support

supp ¢ := {x € [a,b] | ¥(z) # 0} < (a,b)

is a proper subset of (a, b), which frees us from having to deal with boundary terms.

As in the case of oscillatory integrals from Chapter 5, the idea is that we will only
get appreciable contributions to the integral in regions where J(z) ~ 0, everything
else will average out to 0. More precisely, we in addition need to require that « has no
critical points. Indeed, this is correct in our simple setting.

Proposition 7.1.1 Let ¢,v € C*°([a, b]) be smooth functions on a compact interval, and
assume that supp v C (a,b) is contained in the interior of the interval. Then if ¥'(x) # 0
for all x € [a,b], the oscillatory integral

I(e) = / 9 () = O()

vanishes to infinite order. That is, for each k € N we have I(g) = O(").

Proof The proof uses the L operator

for the phase et:?(®) = Let:9(*) Clearly, the existence of the L operator hinges on
our assumption that the phase ¥'(x) # 0 vanishes nowhere in the interval.

Given that supp+ is contained in the interior of the interval, ¢ and all its deriva-
tives vanishe at the boundary. Therefore, the boundary terms after repeated partial
integration are all zero, and we conclude that the integral is O(¢*),
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7.1 Extracting the essential features from a simple one-dimensional example

That is because each application of the transpose operator

o)) e o () =00

adds a factor of €. Note that by assumption ¥'(x) # 0 is bounded away from 0 and
therefore ¥/’ € C*°([a, b]) is again a smooth function.
As k € N can be chosen arbitrarily large, this proves I(e) = O(e®). O

This proof illustrates that even though this notion of oscillatory integral is different
from that in Chapter 5, some of the methods are very similar.

Let us proceed in our discussion. Suppose ¥’ has a single isolated point zy € (a,b)
where ¢'(xg) = 0; this is a critical or stationary point — hence the name, stationary
phase method. Then we can find a smooth resolution of the identity

1=x(z)+ (1-x(2),

which we will use to isolate the contribution by the stationary point. More precisely, the
function x : [a,b] — [0, 1] is smooth, its support is a neighborhood of zy and x(z) = 1
in some smaller neighborhood of z, say, a small open interval (xg — p, z¢ + 1) around
Zo.

Inserting the resolution of the identity into the integral gives us two integrals,

a

one of which satisfies the assumptions of Proposition 7.1.1. Consequently, the integral
away from xy can be neglected and only the region near the critical point matters.

Clearly, we can generalize this argument to deal with finitely many stationary points.

Note that x(z) = 1 in a neighborhood of the stationary point, so derivatives 07 x(z) =
0 on (zg — p, xo + u) all vanish and only the behavior of the function « will matter —
up to O(e*>°), of course. And the question becomes: what is the contribution by the
stationary point xy. Seeing as the phase } is a smooth function, we may Taylor expand
it around the point z( to any order n,

n

d(z) = %8’;19(:50) (x — 20)* + R (z).

k=0

The stationarity assumption ¥(z) = 0 means that the first term has to vanish. More-
over, Proposition 7.1.1 shows us that as long as ¥’ () # 0 (along with it being non-zero

113



7 The Stationary Phase Method: Oscillatory Integrals of Another Kind

everywhere else), the oscillatory integral vanishes to any order. In the context of the
example of the introduction, the first condition is the frequency matching condition,
the second one the group velocity matching condition.

So the first potentially non-zero term is quadratic,

I(x) = 5039(wo) (x — w0) + O((x — z0)°),

although it could be even higher-order.

The intuition tells us that the higher the order of the first non-zero term, the stronger
the contribution will be. That is because ¥(z) ~ 0 will remain small for longer near .
Indeed, this is correct.

Let us assume that ¢ only vanishes to finite order at x, i. e. there exists k so that
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Outline

Chapter 8

Syllabus

(1) Introduction

PDEs ~- differential operators (e. g. H = —A, + V(z))

Generalization: simple case v/m? — A, via Fourier transform

More general operators: pseudodifferential operators

Give formula

Question: how to interpret this formula? ~ | not absolutely convergent
Notion of oscillatory integral: fast oscillation of integrand = [ ~ 0

Give strategy for simple example (phase = e~¢'%): L operators

== Make sense of ¥ f when f € C3%,(R?), but not in L' (R?)

Extract math problems: S, S’, LP-spaces, symbol spaces

(2) Ordinary integrals

contrast and compare with oscillatory integrals
L'(RY)

LP(R%) ~~ Banach spaces

L?(R%) ~~ Hilbert spaces

Dominated and Monotone Convergence
Fourier transform

Riemann-Lebesgue Lemma
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8 Syllabus

* Be quick!
(3) Oscillatory integrals
* Schwartz functions
* Tempered distributions
* Rigorous definition of oscillatory integrals
* Frechét topology
(4) Primer on operator theory
* Bounded operators
* Continuous operators (in case we consider Frechét topologies)
* Zoology of bounded operators
* Unbounded operators
* Be quick!
(5) Pseudodifferential operators
* Definition of Op
* Extension to Hormander classes
* Follow Mantoiu & Purice
* Define product

* Define Wigner transform
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