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Abstract. We extend the estimates proved by Donnelly and Fefferman and by
Lebeau and Robbiano for sums of eigenfunctions of the Laplacian (on a compact
manifold) to estimates for sums of eigenfunctions of any positive and elliptic pseudo-
differential operator of positive order on a compact Lie group. Our criteria are
imposed in terms of the positivity of the corresponding matrix-valued symbol of the
operator. As an application of these inequalities in the control theory, we obtain
the null-controllability for diffusion models for elliptic pseudo-differential operators
on compact Lie groups.
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1. Introduction

1.1. Outline. Let (M, g) be a compact C∞-Riemannian manifold. In the late 1980
H. Donnelly and C. Fefferman in their celebrated Inventiones’ paper [14] proved the
doubling property

sup
B(2R)

|φ| ≤ eC1λ+C2 sup
B(R)

|φ| (1.1)

for any eigenfunction of the Laplacian ∆g on M, that is, −∆gφ = λ2φ, where B(2R)
and B(R) represent concentric balls (associated to the geodesic distance) where the
constants C1 and C2 are independent of R > 0, and depending only on M. The
estimate in (1.1) remains valid for sums of eigenfunctions of ∆g. In this work we extend
such an estimate for sums of eigenfunctions of any positive elliptic pseudo-differential
operator A when M is a compact Lie group. Even, we consider the general case where
A has positive real order and belongs to the global (ρ, δ)-Hörmander classes.

If this inequality holds in the complete range 0 ≤ δ < ρ ≤ 1 was an open problem
prior to this work. The fact of considering the setting of compact Lie groups is justi-
fied since on general compact manifolds the principal symbol of a pseudo-differential
operator is invariantly defined only if 0 ≤ δ < ρ ≤ 1 and ρ ≥ 1 − δ, see Hörmander
[27]. Here, we introduce a new approach, different from the one via Carleman es-
timates as developed by Donnelly and Fefferman in [14]. A reason to introduce a
new approach comes from the lack of Carleman estimates in the case of non-local
operators. To do this, looking for criteria on the operator A that allow the validity
of the doubling property in (1.1) for the sums of its eigenfunctions, we connect this
problem with the representation theory of a compact Lie group G. In order to present
our main Theorem 1.1 let us introduce the required notation.

1.2. Main result. Indeed, by writing the elliptic operator A : C∞(G)→ C∞(G) in
the convolution form

Af(x) =

∫
G

RA(x, xy−1)f(y)dy, f ∈ C∞0 (G), (1.2)

where the distribution RA ∈ C∞(G,D ′(G)) is associated via the Schwartz kernel

theorem, one can associate a global symbol σA : G × Ĝ → ∪`∈NC`×` to A. Here,

Ĝ denotes the unitary dual of G, formed by the set of all continuous, unitary and
irreducible representations ξ : G → Hom(C`) of G. Recall that dξ := ` is usually
called the dimension of the representation ξ. Then, the global symbol σA of A is
defined by the group Fourier transform of the distribution KA(x, ·), which is given by

σA(x, ξ) =

∫
G

RA(x, z)ξ(y)∗dy, [ξ] ∈ Ĝ. (1.3)

Then, the Fourier inversion formula allows the Fourier representation of the operator
A as follows

Af(x) =
∑
[ξ]∈Ĝ

dξTr[ξ(x)σA(x, ξ)f̂(ξ)], f ∈ C∞(G), (1.4)
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with f̂(ξ) =
∫
G

f(y)ξ(y)∗dy denoting the Fourier transform of a test function f at the

representation ξ. Above dy denotes the Haar measure on G. This quantisation was
consistently developed in [44], and we recall some of its relevant properties.

The Hörmander classes of pseudo-differential operators Ψm
ρ,δ(G) can be charac-

terised in terms of the global matrix-valued symbols σA obtained in the construction
above. That A ∈ Ψm

ρ,δ(G) means that in any local coordinate system the operator
has the form (by identifying local coordinates systems in G with the corresponding
Euclidean open subsets)

Aφ(x) =

∫
Rn

e2πix·θσ(x, θ)φ̂(θ)dθ, φ ∈ C∞0 (Rn),

where φ̂ denotes the Euclidean Fourier transform of φ and where the symbol σ asso-
ciated to each chart satisfies growing estimates of (ρ, δ)-type, that is

|∂βx∂αθ σ(x, θ)| ≤ Cα,β(1 + |θ|)m−ρ|α|+δ|β| (1.5)

uniformly on compact subsets of the chart. Indeed, there are required certain relations
between ρ and δ, to have the classes Ψm

ρ,δ(G) invariant under changes of coordinates,
namely that

0 ≤ δ < ρ ≤ 1, ρ ≥ 1− δ. (1.6)

Under this assumptions it was proved in [45], that A ∈ Ψm
ρ,δ(G) if and only if its

matrix-valued symbol σA satisfies the symbol estimates

‖∂βxDασA(x, ξ)‖
End(Cdξ )

≤ Cα,β〈ξ〉m−ρ|α|+δ|β|, (x, ξ) ∈ G× Ĝ. (1.7)

The weight 〈ξ〉 := (1 + λ[ξ])
1
2 is defined in terms of the spectrum {λ[ξ]}[ξ]∈Ĝ of the

positive Laplacian LG. Observe that the unitary dual of G is a discrete set and
the difference operators Dα in (1.7) play the role of “derivatives” acting on func-

tions/distributions defined on the unitary dual Ĝ.
An important feature of the description above for the Hörmander classes of pseudo-

differential operators Ψm
ρ,δ(G), m ∈ R, 0 ≤ δ < ρ ≤ 1, and ρ ≥ 1 − δ is that still,

when ρ < 1− δ, one can define the classes

Ψm
ρ,δ(G× Ĝ) := {A : C∞(G)→ C∞(G) : σA satisfies (1.7)} (1.8)

allowing a well-defined class of pseudo-differential operators in the complete range
0 ≤ δ < ρ ≤ 1. The classes in (1.8) become effective in handling certain classes of
operators, for example resolvent operators for vector fields on a compact Lie group G

which belong to the class Ψ0
0,0(G×Ĝ) or in parametrices of Hörmander sub-Laplacians

that have symbols in the class Ψ−1
1
2
,0

(G×Ĝ). See [45] for this and for other examples of

the appearance of different symbol classes as parametrices for hypoelliptic operators
which cannot be handled by the standard theory in view of the restriction in (1.6).

The following Donnelly-Fefferman type inequality for elliptic pseudo-differential
operators on a compact Lie group is the main theorem of this work.

Theorem 1.1. Let 0 ≤ δ < ρ ≤ 1. Let A ∈ Ψm
ρ,δ(G× Ĝ) be a positive elliptic pseudo-

differential operator of order m > 0. Assume that σA(x, ξ) ≥ 0 for all (x, [ξ]) ∈ G×Ĝ.
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Let (ej, λ
m
j ), λj ≥ 0, be the corresponding spectral data of A, determined by the

eigenvalue problem Aej = λmj ej with the eigenfunctions ej being L2-normalised. Then
the following spectral estimates are valid:

• For any non-empty open subset ω ⊂ G, we have

‖κ‖L2(G) ≤ C1e
C2λ‖κ‖L2(ω), κ ∈ span{ej : λj ≤ λ}, (1.9)

with C1 = C1(ω) and C2 = C2(ω) depending on ω, but not on κ.
• For any R > 0 let B(x,R) be a ball defined by the geodesic distance, of radius
R > 0 and centred at x. Then,

sup
B(x,2R)

|κ| ≤ eC
′
1λ+C′2 sup

B(x,R)

|κ|, κ ∈ span{ej : λj ≤ λ}, (1.10)

with C ′1 = C ′1(R) and C ′2 = C ′2(R) depending only on the radius R > 0 but
not on κ.

Remark 1.2. In Subsection 3.5 we give an application of this result to the control
theory. More precisely, we use Theorem 1.1 to prove that the heat equation{

ut(x, t) + Aγu(x, t) = g(x, t) · 1ω(x), (x, t) ∈ G× (0, T ),

u(0, x) = u0,
(1.11)

associated to the fractional diffusion operatorAγ is null-controllable at any time T > 0
provided that γ > 1/m. The condition γ > 1/m is sharp if one considers the case of

the powers A = Lm/2T on the torus G = T, see Miller [40]. For the terminology and
for the basic aspects related to the control theory we refer the reader to Subsection
2.3 and for the null-controllability result for the model (1.11) see Theorem 3.10 of
Subsection 3.5.

Remark 1.3. The analysis of growth estimates for eigenfunctions of the Laplacian and
of other elliptic differential operators is still a problem of wide interest. In particular
for its relation with the geometric analysis of nodal sets. For classic references on the
subject we refer the reader to Sunada [48], Atiyah, Donnelly and Singer [1], Borel
and Garland [2], Jerison and Lebeau [28], Donnelly and Fefferman [13, 14, 15, 16],
Donnelly and Garofalo [17, 18], and Lin [36]. As for recent works on the subject we
refer the reader to Apraiz, Escauriaza, Wang, and Zhang [3], Blair and Sogge [6],
Cavalletti and Farinelli [9], Enciso and Peralta-Salas [21], Georgiev [25], Kenig, Zhu,
and Zhuge [29], Logunov [30, 31], Logunov, Malinnikova, Nadirashvili, and Nazarov
[32], Tian and Yang [50] and Toth and Zelditch [51] just to mention a few. About
the applications of spectral inequalities to the control theory we refer to Benabdallah
and Naso [4], Fu, Lü, and Zhang [24], Lebeau and Robbiano [34], Lebeau and Zuazua
[35], J.-L. Lions, [37], Micu and Zuazua [39], Miller [40, 41], Rousseau and Lebeau
[42], Cardona [7], Rousseau and Robbiano [43], and the extensive list of references
therein.

1.3. Structure of the work. In Section 2 we survey the rather extensive analytical
backgrounds about the theory of pseudo-differential operators on compact Lie groups
with the calculus based on the matrix-valued quantisation and on compact manifolds
(with the notion of a symbol in the (ρ, δ)-class defined by local coordinate systems)
in Section 2. We do a particular emphasis that these two points of view agree when
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ρ ≥ 1 − δ and when 0 ≤ δ < ρ ≤ 1. We then use the global theory of pseudo-
differential operators and the matrix-valued quantisation to prove in Section 3 the
Donnelly-Fefferman/Lebeau-Robbiano spectral inequalities in Theorem 1.1. Finally,
our application to the control theory of diffusion problems on compact Lie groups is
addressed in Theorem 3.10 of Subsection 3.5.

2. Preliminaries

In this section, we present the preliminaries about the theory of pseudo-differential
operators on compact Lie groups as well as the matrix-valued quantisation. For our
further applications, we recall some results about the control theory of heat equations
on Hilbert spaces. The following standard notation will be employed during this work.

• For two Hilbert spaces H1 and H2, we denote by B(H1,H2) the family of
bounded and linear operators T : H1 → H2.
• The spectrum of a densely defined linear operator A : Dom(A) ⊂ H1 → H1

will be denoted by σ(A) and its resolvent set by Resolv(A) := C \ σ(A).
• We write A . B if A ≤ cB where c > 0 does not depend on A and B. If
A . B and B . A we write A � B.
• G is a compact Lie group and LG denotes its corresponding Laplace-Beltrami

operator.

2.1. Pseudo-differential operators on compact Lie groups. To define pseudo-
differential operators, the main tool is the Fourier transform. On compact Lie groups
the Fourier transform is defined in terms of the representations of a group. Only irre-
ducible and unitary representations are needed to have the Fourier inversion formula.
We define these objects as follows.

2.1.1. The Fourier analysis of a compact Lie group. The Lp-spaces Lp(G) = Lp(G, dx)
will be associated with the Haar measure dx. The Hilbert space L2(G) will be en-

dowed with the inner product (f, g) =
∫
G

f(x)g(x)dx. We will see that the spectral

decomposition of L2(G) can be done in terms of the entries of unitary representations
on a compact Lie group G.

A continuous and unitary representation of G on C` is any continuous mapping
ξ ∈ Hom(G,U(`)), where U(`) is the Lie group of unitary matrices of order ` × `.
The integer number ` = dimξ is called the dimension of the representation ξ since it
is the dimension of the representation space C`.

A subspace W ⊂ Cdξ is called ξ-invariant if for any x ∈ G, ξ(x)(W ) ⊂ W, where
ξ(x)(W ) := {ξ(x)v : v ∈ W}. The representation ξ is irreducible if its only invariant
subspaces are W = ∅ and W = Cdξ , the trivial ones. On the other hand, any unitary
representation ξ is a direct sum of unitary irreducible representations. We denote it
by ξ = ξ1 ⊗ · · · ⊗ ξj, with ξi being irreducible representations on factors Cdξi that

decompose the representation space Cdξ = Cdξ1 ⊗ · · · ⊗ Cdξj .
Two unitary representations ξ ∈ Hom(G,U(dξ)) and η ∈ Hom(G,U(dη)) are equiv-

alent if there exists a linear mapping F : Cdξ → Cdη such that for any x ∈ G, Fξ(x) =
η(x)F. The mapping F is called an intertwining operator between ξ and η. The set
of all the intertwining operators between ξ and η is denoted by Hom(ξ, η). In view of
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the 1905’s Schur lemma, if ξ ∈ Hom(G,U(dξ)) is irreducible, then Hom(ξ, ξ) = CIdξ
is formed by scalar multiples of the identity matrix Idξ of order dξ.

The relation ∼ on the set of unitary representations Rep(G) defined by: ξ ∼ η if
and only if ξ and η are equivalent representations, is an equivalence relation. The
quotient

Ĝ := Rep(G)/∼
is called the unitary dual of G. It encodes all the Fourier analysis on the group.
Indeed, if ξ ∈ Rep(G), the Fourier transform FG associates to any f ∈ C∞(G) a
matrix-valued function FGf defined on Rep(G) as follows

(FGf)(ξ) ≡ f̂(ξ) =

∫
G

f(x)ξ(x)∗dx, ξ ∈ Rep(G).

The discrete Schwartz space S (Ĝ) := FG(C∞(G)) is the image of the Fourier trans-
form on the class of smooth functions. This operator admits a unitary extension from

L2(G) into `2(Ĝ), with

`2(Ĝ) = {φ : ∀[ξ] ∈ Ĝ, φ(ξ) ∈ Cdξ×dξ and ‖φ‖`2(Ĝ) :=

∑
[ξ]∈Ĝ

dξ‖φ(ξ)‖2
HS

 1
2

<∞}.

The norm ‖φ(ξ)‖HS is the standard Hilbert-Schmidt norm of matrices. The Fourier
inversion formula takes the form

f(x) =
∑
[ξ]∈Ĝ

dξTr[ξ(x)f̂(ξ)], f ∈ L1(G), (2.1)

where the summation is understood in the sense that from any equivalence class [ξ]
we choose one (any) a unitary representation. The sum is independent of such choice.

2.1.2. The quantisation formula. Let A : C∞(G) → C∞(G) be a continuous linear
operator with respect to the standard Fréchet structure on C∞(G). The Schwartz
kernel theorem associates to A a kernel KA ∈ (C∞(G),D ′(G)) such that

Af(x) =

∫
G

KA(x, y)f(y)dy, f ∈ C∞(G).

The distribution defined via RA(x, xy−1) := KA(x, y) that provides the convolution
identity

Af(x) =

∫
G

RA(x, xy−1)f(y)dy, f ∈ C∞(G),

is called the right-convolution kernel of A. By the Schwartz kernel theorem, one

can associate a global symbol σA : G × Ĝ → ∪`∈NC`×` to A. Indeed, in view of
the identity Af(x) = (f ∗ RA(x, ·))(x), and after taking the Fourier transform with
respect to x ∈ G, we get

Âf(ξ) = R̂A(x, ξ)f̂(ξ).
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Then, the Fourier inversion formula gives the following representation of the operator
A in terms of the Fourier transform,

Af(x) =
∑
[ξ]∈Ĝ

dξTr[ξ(x)R̂A(x, ξ)f̂(ξ)], f ∈ C∞(G). (2.2)

In view of the identity (2.2), from any equivalence class [ξ] ∈ Ĝ, we can choose one
and only one irreducible unitary representation ξ0 ∈ [ξ], such that the matrix-valued
function

σA(x, [ξ]) ≡ σA(x, ξ0) := R̂A(x, ξ0), (x, [ξ]) ∈ G× Ĝ, (2.3)

such that

Af(x) =
∑
[ξ]∈Ĝ

dξTr[ξ0(x)σA(x, [ξ])f̂(ξ0)], f ∈ C∞(G). (2.4)

The representation in (2.4) is independent of the choice of the representation ξ0 from

any equivalent class [ξ] ∈ Ĝ. This is a consequence of the Fourier inversion formula.
In the following quantisation theorem we observe that the distribution σA in (2.4)
is unique and can be written in terms of the operator A, see Theorems 10.4.4 and
10.4.6 of [44, Pages 552-553].

Theorem 2.1. Let A : C∞(G) → C∞(G) be a continuous linear operator. The
following statements are equivalent.

• The distribution σA(x, [ξ]) : G × Ĝ → ∪`∈NC`×` satisfies the quantisation
formula

∀f ∈ C∞(G), ∀x ∈ G, Af(x) =
∑
[ξ]∈Ĝ

dξTr[ξ(x)σA(x, [ξ])f̂(ξ)]. (2.5)

• ∀(x, [ξ]) ∈ G× Ĝ, σA(x, ξ) = R̂A(x, ξ).

• ∀(x, [ξ]), σA(x, ξ) = ξ(x)∗Aξ(x), where Aξ(x) := (Aξij(x))
dξ
i,j=1.

Remark 2.2. In view of the quantisation formulae (2.4) and (2.5), a symbol σA can

be considered as a mapping defined on G× Ĝ or as a mapping defined on

G× Rep(G)

by identifying all the values σA(x, ξ) = σA(x, ξ′) = σ(x, [ξ]) when ξ′, ξ ∈ [ξ].

Example 2.3 (The symbol of a Borel function of the Laplacian). Let X = {X1, · · · , Xn}
be an orthonormal basis of the Lie algebra g. The positive Laplacian on G is the sec-
ond order differential operator

LG = −
n∑
j=1

X2
j . (2.6)

The operator LG is independent of the choice of the orthonormal basis X of g. The
L2-spectrum of LG is a discrete set that can be enumerated in terms of the unitary

dual Ĝ,

Spect(LG) = {λ[ξ] : [ξ] ∈ Ĝ}. (2.7)



8 D. CARDONA, J. DELGADO, AND M. RUZHANSKY

For a Borel function f : R+
0 → C, the right-convolution kernel Rf(LG) of the operator

f(LG) (defined by the spectral calculus) is determined by the identity

f(LG)φ(x) = φ ∗Rf(LG)(x), x ∈ G. (2.8)

This kernel satisfies the identity

R̂f(LG)([ξ]) = f(λ[ξ])Idξ . (2.9)

Then the matrix-valued symbol of f(LG) can be determined e.g. using Theorem 2.1
as follows

σf(LG)(x, ξ) = R̂f(LG)([ξ]). (2.10)

Since the operator f(LG) is central the symbol σf(LG)(ξ) = σf(LG)(x, ξ) does not
depend of the spatial variable x ∈ G. Of particular interest for us will be the Japanese
bracket function

〈t〉 := (1 + |t|)
1
2 , t ∈ R. (2.11)

In particular the symbol of the operator 〈LG〉 is given by

σ〈LG〉([ξ]) := 〈ξ〉Idξ , 〈ξ〉 := 〈λξ〉. (2.12)

2.1.3. Hörmander classes of pseudo-differential operators on compact Lie groups. In
this section we denote for any linear mapping T on C` by ‖T‖op the standard operator
norm

‖T‖op = ‖T‖End(C`) := sup
v 6=0
‖Tv‖e/‖v‖e,

where ‖ · ‖e is the Euclidean norm.
For introducing the Hörmander classes on compact Lie groups we have to measure

the growth of derivatives of symbols in the group variable, for this we use vector

fields X ∈ T (G). To derivate symbols with respect to the discrete variable [ξ] ∈ Ĝ
we use difference operators. Before introducing the Hörmander classes on compact
Lie groups we have to define these differential/difference operators.

So, if {X1, · · · , Xj} is an arbitrary family of left-invariant vector fields, we will
denote by

Xα
x := Xα1

1,x · · ·Xαn
n,x

an arbitrary canonical differential operator of order m = |α|. Also, we have to take
derivatives with respect to the “discrete” frequency variable ξ ∈ Rep(G). To do this,
we will use the notion of difference operators. Indeed, the frequency variable in the
symbol σA(x, [ξ]) of a continuous and linear operator A on C∞(G) is discrete. This

is since Ĝ is a discrete space.
If ξ1, ξ2, · · · , ξk, are fixed irreducible and unitary representation of G, which do not

necessarily belong to the same equivalence class, then each coefficient of the matrix

ξ`(g)− Idξ` = [ξ`(g)ij − δij]
dξ`
i,j=1, g ∈ G, 1 ≤ ` ≤ k, (2.13)

that is each function q`ij(g) := ξ`(g)ij − δij, g ∈ G, defines a difference operator

Dξ`,i,j := FG(ξ`(g)ij − δij)F−1
G . (2.14)

We can fix k ≥ dim(G) of these representations in such a way that the corresponding
family of difference operators is admissible, that is,

rank{∇q`i,j(e) : 1 6 ` 6 k} = dim(G).
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To define higher order difference operators of this kind, let us fix a unitary irre-
ducible representation ξ`. Since the representation is fixed we omit the index ` of the
representations ξ` in the notation that will follow. Then, for any given multi-index

α ∈ N
d2ξ`
0 , with |α| =

∑dξ`
i,j=1 αi,j, we write

Dα := Dα11
1,1 · · ·D

αdξ`
,dξ`

dξ`dξ`

for a difference operator of order m = |α|. Now, we are ready for introducing the
global Hörmander classes on compact Lie groups.

Definition 2.4 (Global (ρ, δ)-Hörmander classes in the whole range 0 ≤ δ, ρ ≤ 1).

We say that σ ∈ Smρ,δ(G× Ĝ) if the following symbol inequalities

‖Xβ
xDασ(x, ξ)‖op 6 Cα,β〈ξ〉m−ρ|γ|+δ|β|, (2.15)

are satisfied for all β and γ multi-indices and for all (x, [ξ]) ∈ G × Ĝ, where 〈ξ〉
denotes the Japanese bracket function at λξ defined in (2.12).

The class Ψm
ρ,δ(G× Ĝ) ≡ Op(Smρ,δ(G× Ĝ)) is defined by those continuous and linear

operators on C∞(G) such that σA ∈ Smρ,δ(G× Ĝ).
In the next theorem we describe some fundamental properties of the global Hörmander

classes of pseudo-differential operators ([44]).

Theorem 2.5. Let ρ, δ ∈ [0, 1] be such that 0 6 δ 6 ρ 6 1, ρ 6= 1. Then Ψ∞ρ,δ(G) :=
∪m∈RΨm

ρ,δ(G) is an algebra of operators stable under compositions and adjoints, that
is:

- the mapping A 7→ A∗ : Ψm
ρ,δ(G) → Ψm

ρ,δ(G) is a continuous linear mapping
between Fréchet spaces.

- The mapping (A1, A2) 7→ A1 ◦ A2 : Ψm1
ρ,δ (G) × Ψm2

ρ,δ (G) → Ψm1+m2
ρ,δ (G) is a

continuous bilinear mapping between Fréchet spaces.

Moreover, any operator in the class Ψ0
ρ,δ(G) admits a bounded extension from L2(G)

to L2(G).

Remark 2.6. The L2-boundedness result in Theorem 2.5 is the global version of the
Calderón-Vaillancourt theorem for compact Lie groups. Moreover, if A ∈ Ψ0

ρ,δ(G) is
such that 0 ≤ δ ≤ ρ ≤ 1, ρ 6= 1, then

‖A‖B(L2) . sup{Cα,β : |α|+ |β| ≤ `}, (2.16)

where

Cα,β := sup
(x,[ξ])∈G×Ĝ

〈ξ〉ρ|α|−δ|β|‖∂βxDασA(x, ξ)‖op

and ` ∈ N0 is large enough.

2.1.4. Hörmander classes of pseudo-differential operators on compact manifolds. Next,
we shall present the basics related to the classes of pseudo-differential operators
on a compact manifold without boundary (closed manifold) by using charts, see
Hörmander [27] and M. Taylor [49].
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Definition 2.7 (Symbol classes on open sets). Let U ⊂ Rn be an open subset.
The symbol a ∈ C∞(U × Rn,C) belongs to the Hörmander class Smρ,δ(U × Rn), with
0 6 ρ, δ 6 1, and m ∈ R, if for every compact subset K ⊂ U and for all α, β ∈ Nn

0 ,
the inequalities

|∂βx∂αξ a(x, ξ)| 6 Cα,β,K(1 + |ξ|)m−ρ|α|+δ|β|, (2.17)

hold true uniformly in (x, ξ) ∈ K × Rn.

Remark 2.8 (Pseudo-differential operators on Euclidean open subsets). A continuous
linear operator A : C∞0 (U)→ C∞(U) (with respect to the standard Fréchet structure
of C∞0 (U) and of C∞(U), respectively) is a pseudo-differential operator of order m,
and of (ρ, δ)-type, if there exists a symbol a = a(x, ξ) in the class Smρ,δ(U × Rn) such
that

∀f ∈ C∞0 (U), ∀x ∈ Rn, Af(x) =

∫
Rn

e2πix·ξa(x, ξ)(FRnf)(ξ)dξ,

where

(FRnf)(ξ) :=

∫
Rn

e−2πix·ξf(x)dx

is the Euclidean Fourier transform of f at ξ ∈ Rn. We denote the family of pseudo-
differential operators with symbols in the class Smρ,δ(U × Rn) by Ψm

ρ,δ(U).

Now, let us extend the definition of the Hörmander classes on Euclidean topological
subspaces to closed manifolds as follows.

Remark 2.9 (Pseudo-differential operators on compact manifolds). Given a closed
manifold M, a continuous linear operator A : C∞(M) → C∞(M) is a pseudo-
differential operator of order m, and of (ρ, δ)-type, when

ρ > 1− δ and 0 ≤ δ < ρ ≤ 1,

if for every coordinate patch ω : Mω ⊂M → Uω ⊂ Rn, and for every φ, ψ ∈ C∞0 (Uω),
the operator

Tu := ψ(ω−1)∗Aω∗(φu), u ∈ C∞(Uω),

is a pseudo-differential operator with symbol aT ∈ Smρ,δ(Uω × Rn). Here, ω∗ and

(ω−1)∗ are the pullbacks associated to the mappings ω and ω−1, respectively. All the
operators A with this property determines the family A ∈ Ψm

ρ,δ(M).

Remark 2.10 (The principal symbol of a pseudo-differential operator). The symbol
defined by localisations of a pseudo-differential operator A is unique as an element
in the quotient Ψm

ρ,δ(G)/Ψm
ρ,δ(G). We call to this class the principal symbol of A. We

denote it by
am(x, ξ), (x, ξ) ∈ T ∗M. (2.18)

The symbol is a well-defined section of the co-tangent bundle T ∗M if and only if

ρ > 1− δ and 0 ≤ δ < ρ ≤ 1.

Then, the main feature of the principal symbol of a pseudo-differential operator is
that it remains invariant under changes of coordinates.

In the next result, we summarise some fundamental properties of the calculus of
pseudo-differential operators as defined by Hörmander ([27]).
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Theorem 2.11. Let 0 6 δ < ρ 6 1, be such that ρ ≥ 1 − δ. Then Ψ∞ρ,δ(M) :=
∪m∈RΨm

ρ,δ(M) is an algebra of operators stable under compositions and adjoints, that
is:

- the mapping A 7→ A∗ : Ψm
ρ,δ(M) → Ψm

ρ,δ(M) is a continuous linear mapping
between Fréchet spaces.

- The mapping (A1, A2) 7→ A1 ◦ A2 : Ψm1
ρ,δ (M) × Ψm2

ρ,δ (M) → Ψm1+m2
ρ,δ (M) is a

continuous bilinear mapping between Fréchet spaces.

Moreover, any operator in the class Ψ0
ρ,δ(M) admits a bounded extension from L2(M)

to L2(M).

Remark 2.12. The L2-continuity statement of Theorem 2.11 is the microlocalised
version of the celebrated Calderón-Vaillancourt theorem, see the classical reference
[11]. Also, if A ∈ Ψ0

ρ,δ(Rn) is such that 0 ≤ δ ≤ ρ ≤ 1, ρ 6= 1, then ones has the

estimate from above for the L2-operator norm of A

‖A‖B(L2) . sup
|α|+|β|≤[n

2
]+1

Cα,β, (2.19)

where

Cα,β := sup
(x,ξ)∈R2n

(1 + |ξ|)ρ|α|−δ|β||∂βx∂αξ a(x, ξ)|.

Remark 2.13. If U ⊂ M is an open subset and the dimension of M is n, for all
f ∈ C∞0 (U), by microlocalising A ∈ Ψ0

ρ,δ(M) when 0 ≤ δ < ρ ≤ 1, and ρ ≥ 1− δ, one
has

‖Af‖L2 .U sup
|α|+|β|≤[n

2
]+1

Cα,β,U‖f‖L2(G), (2.20)

where

Cα,β,U := sup
(x,ξ)∈U×Rn

(1 + |ξ|)ρ|α|−δ|β||∂βx∂αξ a(x, ξ)|,

by making the identification of U with an open subset of Rn.

Remark 2.14 (Elliptic pseudo-differential operators). A pseudo-differential operator
A ∈ Ψm

ρ,δ(M) is elliptic of order m, if in any local coordinate system U , there exists
R = RU > 0, such that the symbol a = aU of A associated to U satisfies uniformly
on any compact subset K ⊂ U the growth estimate

C1(1 + |ξ|)m ≤ |a(x, ξ)| ≤ C2(1 + |ξ|)m, |ξ| ≥ R, (2.21)

uniformly in (x, ξ) ∈ K×Rn. One of the main aspects of the spectral theory of elliptic
pseudo-differential operators is that their spectra are purely discrete sets ([27]).

Remark 2.15. The global Hörmander classes on compact Lie groups can be used to
describe the Hörmander classes defined by local coordinate systems. We present the
corresponding statement as follows.

Theorem 2.16 (Equivalence of classes in the range 0 ≤ δ < ρ ≤ 1, ρ ≥ 1−δ, [44, 45]).
Let A : C∞(G)→ D ′(G) be a continuous linear operator and let 0 ≤ δ < ρ ≤ 1, with

ρ ≥ 1− δ. Then, A ∈ Ψm
ρ,δ(G) if and only if A ∈ Ψm

ρ,δ(G× Ĝ).
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2.1.5. Complex powers of an elliptic pseudo-differential operator on a compact Lie
group. By using the Dunford-Riesz functional calculus, to any sector Λ ⊂ C, of the

complex plane we will associate a class class of elliptic operators Ψm
ρ,δ(G × Ĝ; Λ) as

developed by the third author and J. Wirth in [46]. There, one extended for any
0 ≤ δ < ρ ≤ 1 the global functional calculus on compact manifolds due to Shubin
[47] under the restrictions 0 ≤ δ < ρ ≤ 1 and 0 ≤ δ < ρ ≤ 1.

In practice, Λ will be any angle with the vertex at some complex number z0 ∈ C.
Now we will introduce the definition of parameter-elliptic global symbols as in [46].

Definition 2.17 (Parameter-ellipticity with respect to a sector Λ). Let

a = a(x, [θ]) : G× Ĝ→
⋃

[ξ]∈Ĝ

Cdξ×dξ

be a matrix-valued symbol. For m ∈ R+, we say that a is parameter-elliptic with
respect to Λ, if the following conditions are satisfied:

• ∀λ ∈ Λ, a(x, [θ])− λIdθ ∈ GL(dθ,C) is an invertible matrix.
• The symbol inequality

‖(a(x, [θ])− λIdθ)−1‖op 6 C(1 + 〈θ〉+ |λ|
1
m )−m,

holds uniformly in x ∈ G, for all [θ] ∈ Ĝ and all λ ∈ Λ. In the case where
Λ = {0} is the trivial singleton, we just will say that the symbol a(x, [θ]) is
elliptic.

The following shows that we can use the notion of parameter-ellipticity in the
construction of parametrices for the resolvent of an operator. The theorems below
were proved in [46] and their corollaries are their immediate consequences. The proof
of Lemma 2.21 below can be found in [8, Section 7.2].

Theorem 2.18. Let m > 0, and let 0 6 δ < ρ 6 1. Let a(x, [θ]) be a parameter
elliptic symbol with respect to a sector Λ. Then there exists a parameter-dependent
parametrix of the resolvent A− λI, with matrix-valued symbol a−#(x, θ, λ) satisfying
the estimates

sup
λ∈Λ

sup
(x,[θ])∈G×Ĝ

‖(|λ|
1
m + 〈θ〉)m(k+1)〈θ〉ρ|α|−δ|β|∂kλXβ

xDαa−#(x, θ, λ)‖op <∞,

for all α, β ∈ Nn
0 and k ∈ N0.

As a consequence of the previous theorem, we have an efficient classification of the
symbol of the resolvent of an operator in the global Hörmander classes, see [46].

Corollary 2.19. Let m > 0, and let a ∈ Smρ,δ(G × Ĝ) where 0 6 δ < ρ 6 1. Let us

assume that Λ is a subset of the L2-resolvent set of A, Resolv(A) := C \ Spec(A).
Then A − λI is invertible on D ′(G) and the symbol of the resolvent operator Rλ :=

(A− λI)−1, R̂λ(x, ξ) belongs to S−mρ,δ (G× Ĝ).

Remark 2.20 (Functional calculus of global pseudo-differential operators). Let a ∈
Smρ,δ(G× Ĝ) be a parameter elliptic symbol of order m > 0 with respect to the sector
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Λ ⊂ C. For A = Op(a), we will define the operator F (A) by the (Dunford-Riesz)
complex functional calculus

F (A) = − 1

2πi

∮
∂Λε

F (z)(A− zI)−1dz, (2.22)

where

(A1): Λε := Λ ∪ {z : |z| 6 ε}, ε > 0, and Γ = ∂Λε ⊂ Resolv(A) is a positively
oriented path in the complex plane C.

(A2): F is an holomorphic function in C \ Λε, and continuous on its closure.
(A3): We will assume decay of F along ∂Λε in order that the operator (2.22) will

be densely defined on C∞(G) in the strong sense of the topology on L2(G).

Now, we will compute the matrix-valued symbols for operators defined by this
complex functional calculus.

Lemma 2.21. Let a ∈ Smρ,δ(G × Ĝ) be a parameter elliptic symbol of order m > 0
with respect to the sector Λ ⊂ C. Let F (A) : C∞(G)→ D ′(G) be the operator defined
by the analytical functional calculus as in (2.22). Under the assumptions (A1), (A2),
and (A3) of Remark 2.20, the matrix-valued symbol of F (A), σF (A)(x, ξ) is given by,

σF (A)(x, ξ) = − 1

2πi

∮
∂Λε

F (z)R̂z(x, ξ)dz,

where Rz = (A − zI)−1 denotes the resolvent of A, and R̂z ∈ S−mρ,δ (G × Ĝ) is its
symbol.

The decay assumption on F will be clarified in the following theorem saying that
the global calculus of pseudo-differential operators is stable under the action of the
global complex functional calculus.

Theorem 2.22. Let m > 0, and let 0 6 δ < ρ 6 1. Let a ∈ Smρ,δ(G × Ĝ) be
a parameter elliptic symbol with respect to Λ. Let us assume that F satisfies the
estimate |F (λ)| 6 C|λ|s uniformly in λ, for some s < 0. Then the symbol of F (A),

σF (A) ∈ Smsρ,δ (G× Ĝ) admits an asymptotic expansion of the form

σF (A)(x, ξ) ∼
∞∑
N=0

σBN (x, ξ), (x, [ξ]) ∈ G× Ĝ, (2.23)

where σBN ∈ S
ms−(ρ−δ)N
ρ,δ (G× Ĝ) and

σB0(x, ξ) = − 1

2πi

∮
∂Λε

F (z)(a(x, ξ)− z)−1dz ∈ Smsρ,δ (G× Ĝ).

Moreover,

σF (A)(x, ξ) ≡ −
1

2πi

∮
∂Λε

F (z)a−#(x, ξ, λ)dz mod S−∞(G× Ĝ),

where a−#(x, ξ, λ) is the symbol of the parametrix to A− λI, in Corollary 2.18.
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Now, we present the construction of the complex powers Az, z ∈ C.

Corollary 2.23 (Complex powers of elliptic operators on compact Lie groups). Let

ε>0. Let A ∈ Ψm
ρ,δ(G× Ĝ) be a parameter-elliptic pseudo-differential operator of order

m > 0 with respect to a sector Λ of the complex plane C. Let Λε := Λ ∪ {z : |z| 6 ε},
ε > 0, and assume that Γ = ∂Λε ⊂ Resolv(A) is a positively oriented curve in the
complex plane C. Then, the mapping

z ∈ C 7→ Az := − 1

2πi

∫
∂Λε

λz(A− λI)−1dλ ∈ Ψ
Re(z)m
ρ,δ (G). (2.24)

An immediate consequence of Theorem 2.23 is the construction of inverses for
positive pseudo-differential operators. We record it in the following way.

Corollary 2.24 (Inverse of positive pseudo-differential operators). Let Let A ∈
Ψm
ρ,δ(G× Ĝ) be a positive elliptic pseudo-differential operator of order m > 0. Define

Az via the contour integral (2.24) where Λ is an acute angle centred at the origin 0,
with its interior containing the interval (−∞, 0]. Let E0 := Ker(A) and let E ′0 be its
orthogonal complement in L2(G). Then,

• Az(E0) = {0}, and Az(E ′0) ⊂ E ′0.
• For any z, w ∈ C, Az+w = AzAw.
• If P0 : L2(G)→ E0 is the orthogonal projection on E0, then A0 = I −P0, and
A−1 is the inverse of the operator A restricted to E ′0.

2.2. Global and local classes of pseudo-differential operators on the torus.
Let us consider the torus Tn ∼= Rn/Zn, T ∼= S1. Different from the case of an arbitrary
compact Lie group, here the local and the global Hörmander classes agree for all
(ρ, δ) ∈ [0, 1]2 such that 0 ≤ δ ≤ 1, 0 < ρ ≤ 1. We will present the required
preliminaries in order to give the statement of this equivalence.

We will use the standard notation for this family of periodic pseudo-differential
operators taken from [44].

Definition 2.25 (Discrete Schwartz space). The Schwartz space S(Zn) on the lattice
Zn is defined by the discrete functions φ : Zn → C verifying the inequality

∀M ∈ R,∃CM > 0, |φ(ξ)| ≤ CM(1 + |ξ|)M . (2.25)

Definition 2.26 (The Fourier transform on Tn). The toroidal Fourier transform is
defined for any test function f ∈ C∞(Tn) by

f̂(ξ) :=

∫
Tn

e−i2π〈x,ξ〉f(x)dx, ξ ∈ Zn.

Here, dx stands for the normalised Haar measure on the torus.

Remark 2.27 (The Fourier inversion formula). The Fourier inversion formula is given
by the representation of any function f ∈ L1(Tn) in its Fourier series

f(x) =
∑
ξ∈Zn

ei2π〈x,ξ〉f̂(ξ), x ∈ Tn.
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Definition 2.28 (Hörmander classes on the torus). The toroidal Hörmander class
Smρ,δ(Tn × Rn), 0 ≤ ρ, δ ≤ 1, are defined by those functions a = a(x, ξ) which are
smooth in (x, ξ) ∈ Tn × Rn and which satisfy the inequalities

|∂βx∂αξ a(x, ξ)| ≤ Cα,β(1 + |ξ|)m−ρ|α|+δ|β|. (2.26)

Remark 2.29. Note that symbols in Smρ,δ(Tn × Rn) are symbols in Smρ,δ(Rn × Rn)
(see [44]) of order m which are 1-periodic in x. Then, if a ∈ Smρ,δ(Tn × Rn), the
corresponding pseudo-differential operator is defined by the quantisation formula

a(X,Dx)f(x) =

∫
Tn

∫
Rn

ei2π〈x−y,ξ〉a(x, ξ)f(y)dξdy. (2.27)

Definition 2.30 (Hörmander classes on the torus II). The class Smρ,δ(Tn × Zn), 0 ≤
ρ, δ ≤ 1, consists of those functions a(x, ξ) which are smooth in x ∈ Tn, for all ξ ∈ Zn
and which satisfy the symbol inequalities

∀α, β ∈ Nn,∃Cα,β > 0, |∆α
ξ ∂

β
xa(x, ξ)| ≤ Cα,β(1 + |ξ|)m−ρ|α|+δ|β|. (2.28)

The operator ∆ is the standard difference operator defined in Zn, [44]. In this case
for any α ∈ N0, ∆α = Dα. The toroidal operator with symbol a is defined as

a(x,D)f(x) =
∑
ξ∈Zn

ei2π〈x,ξ〉a(x, ξ)f̂(ξ), f ∈ C∞(Tn). (2.29)

Remark 2.31. We denote the corresponding toroidal class of operators associated
with toroidal symbols in Smρ,δ(Tn×Zn) (resp. Smρ,δ(Tn×Rn)) by Ψm

ρ,δ(Tn×Zn), (resp.
Ψm
ρ,δ(Tn × Rn)).

There exists a process allowing the interpolation of the second argument of the
symbols defined on Tn × Zn in a smooth way to get a smooth symbol defined on
Tn × Rn. It leads to the following toroidal equivalence-of-classes-theorem.

Theorem 2.32. Let (ρ, δ) ∈ [0, 1]2 be such that 0 ≤ δ ≤ 1, 0 < ρ ≤ 1. Then the
symbol a ∈ Smρ,δ(Tn×Zn) if only if there exists an Euclidean symbol a′ ∈ Smρ,δ(Tn×Rn)
such that a = a′|Tn×Zn . Moreover, we have

Ψm
ρ,δ(Tn × Zn) = Ψm

ρ,δ(Tn × Rn). (2.30)

Moreover, any A ∈ Ψ0
ρ,δ(Tn × Zn) is bounded on L2(Tn), and

‖A‖B(L2) . sup
|α|+|β|≤[n/2]+1

sup
(x,ξ)

〈ξ〉ρ|α|−δ|β||∆α
ξ ∂

β
xa(x, ξ)|. (2.31)

Proof. The proof of (2.30) can be found in [44]. The proof of the L2-estimate in
(2.31) can be found in [12]. �

2.3. Null-controllability of diffusion problems on Hilbert spaces. This sec-
tion is dedicated to presenting the functional analysis related to the control theory of
fractional problems for self-adjoint linear operators on Hilbert spaces, we will follow
Miller [40]. We use the following notation/fact:

• the norm of a Hilbert space H will be denoted by ‖·‖ without using subscript.
In general H1, H2, etc. denote Hilbert spaces. In what follows, any Hilbert
space will be identified with its topological dual in the canonical way.
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Remark 2.33 (Observation operator and Control operator). Let H be a separable
Hilbert space and let A : Dom(A) ⊂ H → H be a positive self-adjoint operator with
dense domain Dom(A) ⊂ H. Consider H1 the Hilbert space obtained by choosing on
the domain Dom(A) the graph norm. We extend {e−tA : t > 0} to a semigroup on
the dual space H∗1 . Let S be an observation operator from H to a Hilbert space of
inputs U, and let us consider the control operator B = S∗ ∈ B(U,H∗1 ).

Assume the following properties on S and B.

Assumption 2.34. Let S ∈ B(H,U) be an observation operator and let us consider
its adjoint (the control operator) B = S∗ ∈ B(U,H∗1 ). Assume that, for some T > 0
(and hence, for any T > 0), the following estimates hold.

• There exists KT > 0, such that

∀v0 ∈ Dom(A),

T∫
0

‖Se−tAv0‖2 ≤ KT‖v0‖2. (2.32)

• We have

∀u ∈ L2
loc(R, U), ‖

T∫
0

e−tABu(t)‖2dt ≤ KT

T∫
0

‖u(t)‖2dt. (2.33)

The assumptions (2.32) and (2.33)identify the necessary hypotheses for the exis-
tence and uniqueness of the solution of the model

φt + Aφ = Bu, φ(0) = φ0 ∈ H, u ∈ L2
loc(R, U). (2.34)

We summarise this in the following result.

Proposition 2.35. Under the hypothesis (2.32) and (2.33), for any input u ∈
L2

loc(R, U), there exists a unique solution u ∈ C(R+
0 , U) to (2.34) such that

φ(t) = e−tAφ0 +

T∫
0

e(s−t)Bu(s)ds. (2.35)

We precise the notion of null-controllability in the following definition.

Definition 2.36. The model (2.34) is null-controllable in time T > 0, if for any
initial state φ0 ∈ H, there exists an input function u ∈ L2

loc(R
+
0 , H) such that its

solution (2.35) satisfies φ(T ) = 0.

Remark 2.37. Let us consider the adjoint model to (2.34) without the source term,
that is

vt + Av = 0. (2.36)

Since B = S∗ the null-controllability of (2.34) is equivalent to the following observ-
ability inequality: there exists CT > 0, such that

∀v0 ∈ H, ‖e−TAv0‖ ≤ CT‖Se−tAv0‖L2((0,T ),U). (2.37)
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The smallest constant CT > 0 is called the cost of controllability in time T > 0. Note
that by the duality argument, the cost of controllability in time T > 0, is the smallest
constant CT > 0 satisfying that

∀φ0 ∈ H,∃u in Definition (2.36) such that ‖u‖L2((0,T ),U) ≤ CT‖φ0‖. (2.38)

Remark 2.38 (Spectral inequalities and null-controllability). Theorem 2.39 says that
a spectral inequality for the power Aγ which is defined by the functional calculus
of the operator A, is a sufficient condition for the null-controllability of the model
(2.34). Next, we give the precise statement. Here, ET

λ := ET (0, λ) : H → H denotes
an arbitrary projection of the spectral measure {ET

λ }λ>0 associated to a positive and
densely defined linear operator T : H → H.

Theorem 2.39 (Miller [40], 2006). Assume that for some γ ∈ (0, 1), the fractional
operator Aγ satisfies the spectral inequality

∀λ > 0, ∀u ∈ EAγ

λ (H),∃d1, d2 > 0, ‖v‖ ≤ d1e
d2λ‖Sv‖. (2.39)

Then, the problem (2.34) is null-controllable in time T > 0. Moreover, the controlla-
bility cost CT over short times T, satisfies the inequality

∀β > γ

1− γ
, ∃C1, C2, ∀T ∈ (0, 1), CT ≤ C1e

C2T−β . (2.40)

3. Donnelly-Fefferman inequalities on compact Lie groups

In this section we prove our main Theorem 1.1. We employ the following notation.

- We denote by ω 6= ∅ an open non-empty subset in G, and a generic compact
subset in M will be denoted by K.

- For any T > 0, let us consider the space-time manifold

GT := G× [0, T ],

and the Sobolev space Hs(GT ) of order s ∈ N, is defined by the norm

‖f‖2
Hs(GT ) =

∑
0≤j≤s

T∫
0

∫
G

[∣∣∂jt f(x, t)
∣∣2 + |(1 + LG)

j
2f(x, t)|2

]
dxdt <∞, (3.1)

where LG is the positive Laplace-Beltrami operator on G.

Remark 3.1 (A topological construction). For our further analysis we will make a
topological construction. We do it by the following steps.

• Step 1. Let us consider the cylinder GT = G× [0, T ]. See Figure 1.
• Step 2. We fix a parameter ε > 0 and we extend the cylinder GT in the

time-variable t until obtaining a new cylinder GT,ε = G× [−T − ε, T + ε], and
we identify its lateral boundaries G×{−T − ε} ∼ G×{T + ε}. See Figure 2.
• Step 3. After the identification G × {−T − ε} ∼ G × {T + ε} the lateral

boundaries of the manifold GT,ε = G × [−T − ε, T + ε] can be glued until
obtaining the Lie group G× T(T, ε) where T(T, ε) is the flat torus

T(T, ε) := R/2(T + ε)Z ∼= [−(T + ε), T + ε].

The manifold G × T(T, ε) can be seen as a “torus” where any transversal
section is a copy of G. See Figure 3.
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Remark 3.2 (The operator −∂2
t + A

2
m on G × T(T, ε)). Let A ∈ Ψm

ρ,δ(G × Ĝ) be
a positive elliptic matrix-valued pseudo-differential operator of order m > 0. The
operator −∂2

t became, up to a constant, the (positive) Laplace-Beltrami type operator
on T(T, ε).

Note that −∂2
t ∈ Ψ2

1,0(T(T, ε)) is a positive and elliptic differential operator of

second order on T(T, ε). Indeed, let us consider the orthogonal basis of L2(T(T, ε))
formed by the exponential functions

t ∈ T(T, ε) 7→ ẽεk(t) = exp

(
2πitk

2(T + ε)

)
, k ∈ Z, (3.2)

and let us consider the L2-normalised system of 2(T + ε)-periodic eigenfunctions

eεk := ẽεk/
√

2(T + ε),

of the Laplacian −∂2
t . The global symbol of −∂2

t is given by

σ−∂2t (k) =
4π2k2

4(T + ε)2
=

(
πk

T + ε

)2

, k ∈ Z.

The ellipticity of −∂2
t follows from the following inequality

∃C1, C2 > 0, ∀k ∈ Z, C1|k|2 ≤ |σ−∂2t (k)| ≤ C2|k|2. (3.3)

Note that the constants C1 and C2 are independent of ε > 0 if ε ∈ (0, 1). Note that

A(x, t,D, ∂t) = −∂2
t + A

2
m ∈ Ψ2

1,δ(G× T(T, ε))

is also a positive and elliptic pseudo-differential operator on the Lie group G×T(T, ε).
Note that GT can be viewed as an open sub-manifold of the Lie group

G× T(T, ε) ∼= G× T.

Figure 1. Step 1: To consider the space-time manifold GT = G× [0, T ].

Our analysis starts with the spectral inequality in Proposition 3.3 below that cor-
responds to the spectral inequality (1.9) in Theorem 1.1 in the case where A satisfies
the lower bound A ≥ cI, for some c > 0. Then, the proof of (1.9) in Theorem 1.1 will
be deduced from this particular situation.
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Figure 2. We extend the cylinder GT in the time-variable t until
obtaining a new cylinder GT,ε = G × [−T − ε, T + ε], and we identify
its lateral boundaries G× {−T − ε} ∼ G× {T + ε}.

Figure 3. We have constructed the Lie group G × T(T, ε) where
T(T, ε) is the flat torus T(T, ε) := R/2(T + ε)Z ∼= [−(T + ε), T + ε].
This closed manifold is a compact Lie group.

Proposition 3.3. Let A ∈ Ψm
ρ,δ(G × Ĝ) be a positive elliptic pseudo-differential op-

erator of order m > 0. Assume that σA(x, ξ) ≥ 0 for all (x, [ξ]) ∈ G × Ĝ. Moreover,
assume that for some c > 0, A ≥ cI in L2(G), and that σA(x, [ξ]) ≥ cIdξ on every
representation space.

Then, for any non-empty open subset ω ⊂ M, any aj ∈ R, and all λ > 0, the
following spectral inequality holds∑

λj≤λ

a2
j

 1
2

≤ C1e
C2λ

∥∥∥∥∥∥
∑
λj≤λ

ajej(x)

∥∥∥∥∥∥
L2(ω)

, (3.4)

where C1 > 0 and C2 > 0 may depend on ω but not on aj, λ > 0 or on the eigen-
functions ej.

We postpone the proof of Proposition 3.3 for a moment. Indeed, for our further
analysis we require the following interpolation inequality. It is formulated in the case
of the compact Lie groups but it is still valid in the case of a compact Riemannian
manifold (M, g), see e.g. [35].

Lemma 3.4. Let us consider the operator L(x, t,D, ∂t) = −∂2
t +LG ∈ Ψ2

1,0(GT ) with
GT = G× (0, T ). Let ω be a non-empty open subset in M.
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Then, for any T > 0 and all α ∈ (0, T/2), there exists δ ∈ (0, 1) such that

‖φ‖H1(G×(α,T−α)) ≤ C‖φ‖δH1(GT )

(
‖L(x, t,D, ∂t)φ‖L2(G×(0,T )) + ‖∂tφ‖L2(ω)

)1−δ
, (3.5)

for all φ ∈ H2(G× (0, T )) such that φ = 0 in G× {0}.
We refer the reader to Rousseau and Lebeau [42] for extensions of this result even,

for second-order elliptic operators with Lipchitz coefficients. In the following section
we describe the approach that we introduce for the proof of Proposition 3.3.

3.1. Sketch of the proof of Proposition 3.3. As it was proved by Jerison and
Lebeau [28], the interpolation inequality (3.5) can be used to prove the inequality
(3.4) for the Laplacian LG (or even for the Laplacian −∆g on an arbitrary compact
Riemannian manifold (M, g)). From the point of view of the pseudo-differential
calculus the operators

L(x, t,D, ∂t) = −∂2
t + LG and A(x, t,D, ∂t) = −∂2

t + A
2
m

are similar. They are elliptic pseudo-differential operators of order 2. So, in order to
prove (3.4), we will construct a suitable function φ ∈ H2 in terms of the eigenfunctions
ej, were the index j is such that λj ≤ λ, and from the inequality in (3.5), we will
deduce an inequality of the form

‖φ‖H1(G×(α,T−α)) ≤ C‖φ‖δH1(GT )

(
‖A(x, t,D, ∂t)φ‖L2(G×(0,T )) + ‖∂tφ‖L2(ω)

)1−δ
, (3.6)

and by following the strategy by Jerison and Lebeau in [28] from the inequality in
(3.6) we will deduce the inequality (3.4).

Now, observe that the interpolations inequalities (3.5) and (3.6) are essentially
similar. Indeed, they differ just by the L2-norms

‖L(x, t,D, ∂t)φ‖L2(G×(0,T )) and ‖A(x, t,D, ∂t)φ‖L2(G×(0,T )).

Informally, if we were able to compute the inverse of the operator A(x, t,D, ∂t), then
observe that the composition

L(x, t,D, ∂t)A(x, t,D, ∂t)
−1

would be a pseudo-differential operator of order zero. Then, an application of a
suitable “Calderon-Vaillancourt” theorem would provide the L2-boundedness of the
operator L(x, t,D, ∂t)A(x, t,D, ∂t)

−1. All this informal argument is constructed under
the pseudo-differential philosophy, indeed, the L2-boundedness of such an operator
would give the following estimate

‖L(x, t,D, ∂t)φ‖L2 = ‖L(x, t,D, ∂t)A(x, t,D, ∂t)
−1A(x, t,D, ∂t)φ‖L2

. ‖A(x, t,D, ∂t)φ‖L2 .

Then, if all this works, from (3.5) we could obtain (3.6). So, the main difficulty in

computing the inverse of the operator A(x, t,D, ∂t) = −∂2
t + A

2
m is that it is acting

on distributions defined in the cylinder GT = G× [0, T ]. This is a compact manifold
whose lateral boundaries are G×{0} and G×{T}, and the global pseudo-differential
calculus in [44] does not allow the construction of parametrices and inverses on this
kind of manifold. However, inspired a little bit by the topological constructions by
Donaldson in [19], we will fix a parameter ε > 0 and we will embed the cylinder

GT = G× [0, T ]
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into the manifold
G× T(T, ε)

that was constructed in Remark 3.1, (see Figures 1, 2 and 3). Our strategy will

be to construct the inverse/parametrix of the operator A(x, t,D, ∂t) = −∂2
t + A

2
m

on the compact Lie group G × T(T, ε), and then by using the calculus in [44] and
the parameter-ellipticity notion developed in [46] we will prove an inequality of the
form (3.6). The dependence of the parameter ε will be eliminated forcing it to go to
zero and showing that the auxiliary inequality that we get is stable under this limit
procedure. Moreover, the inequality that we obtain will be given for the manifold
G× [−T, T ] but a symmetry property in the auxiliary function φ (that we construct
later) will give us the required interpolation inequality on the interval [0, T ]. To do
this, we force the function φ = φ(x, t) to be odd with respect to the time variable, that
is φ(x, t) = −φ(x,−t). Summarising, the proof of Proposition 3.3 will be constructed
by following three steps:

• Step 1: To compute the inverse of the operator A(x, t,D, ∂t). We do this in
Subsection 3.2.
• Step 2: To establish the L2-theory for the operator (−∂2

t +LG)A(x, t,D, ∂t)
−1.

This will be done in Subsection 3.3.
• Step 3: To use the Steps 1 and 2 in the proof of Proposition 3.3. This will be

presented in Subsection 3.4.

3.2. Computing the inverse of A(x, t,D, ∂t). According to the hypothesis in
Proposition 3.3, let us consider the operator A ≥ cI. We will analyse the invert-
ibility of the operator

A(x, t,D, ∂t) = −∂2
t + A

2
m : H2(G× T(T, ε))→ L2(G× T(T, ε)).

Note that we have embedded the manifold GT (with lateral boundary ∂GT =
(G×{0})∪ (G×{T})) on the compact Lie group G×T(T, ε). In the next lemma we
prove that A(x, t,D, ∂t) is parameter elliptic with respect to a suitable angle of the
complex plane.

Lemma 3.5. Let us consider the operator A ≥ cI of Proposition 3.3. Then, it is
parameter-elliptic with respect to the sector

Λ = {λ+ iλ′ : |λ′| ≤ −λ, λ ≤ 0}. (3.7)

Proof. In order to prove that A is parameter elliptic with respect to the sector in (3.7),
see Figure 4, we have to prove that the matrix-valued symbol a(x, θ) = σA(x, [θ]) of
A satisfies the following estimate

‖(a(x, [θ])− zIdξ)−1‖op 6 C(1 + 〈θ〉+ |z|
1
m )−m,

uniformly in x ∈ G, for all [θ] ∈ Ĝ and all z ∈ Λ. Note that A is elliptic and then,
we have the estimate

‖a(x, [θ])‖op ≥ C〈θ〉m, [θ] ∈ Ĝ. (3.8)

In some basis of the representation space, in view of the positivity of its symbol
a(x, [θ]) ≥ 0, we can write it in diagonal form, that is

a(x, [θ]) ≡ a(x, θ) = diag[λ11(x, θ), · · · , λdθdθ(x, θ)], λii(x, θ) ≥ 0, 1 ≤ i ≤ dθ. (3.9)
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Figure 4. The sector in (3.7)

Then, using that the order of A is m and (3.8) we have that

‖a(x, [θ])‖op = sup
1≤i≤dθ

λii(x, θ) � 〈θ〉m. (3.10)

Note that the positivity hypothesis a = σA(x, [θ]) ≥ cIdθ in Proposition 3.3, implies
the invertibility of the matrix-valued symbol a = a(x, [θ]) in any representation space.
Then, the the symbol

a(x, [θ])−1

is elliptic of order −m. In particular it satisfies the inequality

∀[θ] ∈ Ĝ, ‖a(x, [θ])−1‖op = sup
1≤i≤dθ

λii(x, θ)
−1 � 〈θ〉−m.

Then we have that

inf
1≤i≤dθ

λii(x, θ) � 〈θ〉m. (3.11)

Note that (3.10) and (3.10) imply that for any z = λ+ iλ′ ∈ Λ we have

‖(a(x, [θ])− zIdξ)−1‖op 6 sup
1≤i≤dθ

|λii(x, θ)− z|−1 = sup
1≤i≤dθ

|λii(x, θ)− λ− iλ′|−1

. sup
1≤i≤dθ

(λii(x, θ)− λ+ |λ′|)−1

. (〈θ〉m − λ+ |λ′|)−1

� (〈θ〉+ (−λ+ |λ′|)
1
m )−m

� (〈θ〉+ |z|
1
m )−m,

as desired. The proof of Lemma 3.5 is complete. �

Remark 3.6 (Complex powers of A(x, t,D, ∂t)). Let us consider the sector in (3.7),
see Figure 4. Let c > 0 be the lower bound in the condition on the operator A ≥ cI
in Proposition 3.3. If

0 < ε <
c

2
m

1000
,

consider the complex sector Λε = Λ ∪ {z ∈ C : |z| ≤ ε} in Figure 5 below.
Note that any z ∈ Λ belongs to the resolvent of A(x, t,D, ∂t). Indeed, the lower

bound A ≥ cI, c > 0, implies that the spectrum of A is contained in the infinite
interval [c,∞). Moreover, the spectral mapping theorem implies that the spectrum
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Figure 5. The new sector Λε = Λ ∪ {z ∈ C : |z| ≤ ε}.

of A
2
m is contained in [c

2
m ,∞). Since −∂2

t is a positive operator on L2(T(T, ε)) and
λ = 0 belongs to its spectrum, we have that

A(x, t,D, ∂t) = −∂2
t + A

2
m

is positive on L2(G× T(T, ε)) with its spectrum contained in [c
2
m ,∞). This analysis

proves the inclusion Λε ⊂ Resolv(A(x, t,D, ∂t)).
In view of Lemma 3.5 and of Theorem 2.23 we have that

z ∈ C 7→ Gz := A(x, t,D, ∂t)
z, (3.12)

is a holomorphic family of pseudo-differential operators, that maps any z ∈ C into

the class Ψ
2Re(z)
ρ,δ (G× T(T, ε)), where

Gzf(x) = − 1

2πi

∫
∂Λε

λz(A(x, t,D, ∂t)− λI)−1f(x)dλ, f ∈ C∞(G× T(T, ε)). (3.13)

In particular, with z = −1, we have the inverse G−1,

G−1f(x) = − 1

2πi

∫
∂Λε

λ−1(A(x, t,D, ∂t)−λI)−1f(x)dλ, f ∈ C∞(G×T(T, ε)), (3.14)

of A(x, t,D, ∂t) on the orthogonal complement of its kernel. This is, if P0 is the or-
thogonal projection on the subspace Ker(A(x, t,D, ∂t)), G

−1G = I−P0, see Corollary
2.24. In view of the lower bound A ≥ cI, we deduce that P0 is the null operator.

Moreover, we have the following property.

Proposition 3.7. Let 0 < ε < 1, and let us consider the operator norm

Bε = ‖A(t, x,D, ∂t)
−1‖B(L2(G×T(T,ε)),H2(G×T(T,ε))).

Then
B := sup

0<ε<1
Bε ≤ 1 + 1/c, (3.15)

where c > 0 in the constant is the positivity condition A ≥ cI of Proposition 3.3.

Proof. Let us consider the orthogonal basis of L2(T(T, ε)) formed by the exponential
functions

t ∈ T(T, ε) 7→ ẽεk(t) = exp

(
2πitk

2(T + ε)

)
, k ∈ Z, (3.16)
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and let us consider the L2-normalised system of 2(T + ε)-periodic eigenfunctions

eεk := ẽεk/
√

2(T + ε),

of the Laplacian −∂2
t . The corresponding eigenvalues of −∂2

t are given by

µk,ε =
4π2k2

4(T + ε)2
=

(
πk

T + ε

)2

, k ∈ Z.

Since {eεk⊗ ej} is a basis for L2(G×T(T, ε)) the spectrum of the operator −∂2
t +A

2
m

is determined by the sequence

µk,ε + λ2
j =

(
πk

T + ε

)2

+ λ2
j , k ∈ Z, j ∈ N0.

Since A ≥ cI, we have the eigenvalue inequality λk ≥ c, and then for any f ∈
L2(G× T(T, ε)) we have that

‖A(t, x,D, ∂t)
−1f‖2

H2 =

∥∥∥∥∥∑
k,j

(µk,ε + λ2
j)
−1(f, eεk ⊗ ej)eεk ⊗ ej

∥∥∥∥∥
2

H2

=
∑
k,j

(1 + µk,ε + λ2
j)

2(µk,ε + λ2
j)
−2|(f, eεk ⊗ ej)|2

≤
(

1

c
+ 1

)2∑
k,j

|(f, eεk ⊗ ej)|2 =

(
1

c
+ 1

)2

‖f‖2
L2 .

From the previous analysis we deduce that B ≤ 1 + 1
c

as desired. �

3.3. L2-theory for the operator (−∂2
t +LG)A(x, t,D, ∂t)

−1. The global Calderón-
Vaillancourt theorem is a sharp L2-estimate for pseudo-differential operators. We will
apply it in the proof of our spectral inequality. Indeed, let us consider the operator
A ≥ cI of Proposition 3.3. Observe that

(−∂2
t + LG) ∈ Ψ2

1,0(G× T(T, ε)× Ĝ× 2(T + ε)Z),

belongs to the Hörmander class of order 2. Also, we have that

A(x, t,D, ∂t) = −∂2
t + A

2
m ∈ Ψ2

1,δ(G× T(T, ε)× Ĝ× 2(T + ε)Z),

and for the inverse of A(x, t,D, ∂t) we have

A(x, t,D, ∂t)
−1 ∈ Ψ−2

1,δ(G× T(T, ε)× Ĝ× 2(T + ε)Z).

The pseudo-differential calculus implies that

F (x, t,D, ∂t) := (−∂2
t + LG)A(x, t,D, ∂t)

−1 ∈ Ψ0
1,δ(G× T(T, ε)× Ĝ× 2(T + ε)Z).

The global Calderón-Vaillancourt theorem implies that F (x, t,D, ∂t) is a bounded

operator on L2(G × T(T, ε) × Ĝ × 2(T + ε)Z). Note that the global quantisation
allows writing the operator F (x, t,D, ∂t) as follows

F (x, t,D, ∂t)u(x, t) =
∑
k∈Zn

∑
[ξ]∈Ĝ

dξTr[(ξ ⊗ e
i2π(·,k)
2(T+ε) )(x, t)σ(x, t, ξ, k)û(ξ, k)], (3.17)
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where, for any u ∈ C∞0 (G× T(T, ε)), the Fourier transform of u at

(ξ, k) ∈ Ĝ× T(T, ε) ∼= Ĝ× 2(T + ε)Z,
is defined by

û(ξ, k) =

∫
T(T,ε)

∫
G

e−
i2π(t,k)
2(T+ε) ξ(x)∗u(x, t)dxdt, k ∈ Z, [ξ] ∈ Ĝ. (3.18)

For the toroidal variable, we have used the toroidal calculus, see Subsection 2.2 or
[44] for details. From now, ∆k denotes the difference operator on a lattice. Note
that the matrix-valued symbol σF (x, t, ξ, k) of the operator F (x, t,D, ∂t) admits an
asymptotic expansion of the form

σF (x, t, ξ, k) ∼
∞∑
j=0

σm−j(x, t, ξ, k), (x, t, ξ, k) ∈ G× T(T, ε)× Ĝ× 2(T + ε)Z,

in the sense that

∀N ∈ N, σF (x, t, ξ, k)−
N∑
j=0

σm−j(x, t, ξ, k) ∈ Sm−(N+1)(1−δ)(G×T(T, ε)×Ĝ×2(T+ε)Z).

Let a(x, ξ)
2
m denote the matrix-valued symbol of A

2
m , (defined by the functional

calculus of matrices). The matrix-valued component σF of higher order of the quotient
operator

F (x, t,D, ∂t) := (−∂2
t + LG)A(x, t,D, ∂t)

−1

is given by

σF (x, t, ξ, k) = σεF (x, t, ξ, k) :=

((
πk

T + ε

)2

+ 〈ξ〉2
)((

πk

T + ε

)2

Idξ + a(x, [ξ])
2
m

)−1

.

(3.19)

Since the ellipticity of A
2
m , implies that

C1〈ξ〉2 ≤ ‖a(x, ξ)
2
m‖op ≤ C2〈ξ〉2, [ξ] ∈ Ĝ,

the symbol σF is elliptic of order zero, satisfying the inequality

C̃1 ≤ ‖σF (x, t, ξ, k)‖ ≤ C̃2,

with C1 and C2 independent of ε ∈ (0, 1). In view of the positivity hypothesis
σA(x, [ξ]) ≥ cIdξ on every representation space, the family

[0, 1] 7→ σF (x, t, ξ, k) = σεF (x, t, ξ, k) (3.20)

is a smooth function from the unit interval [0, 1] to the class

S0
1,δ(G× T(T, ε)× Ĝ× 2(T + ε)Z),

endowed with its natural Fréchet structure. As a consequence the supremum

sup
ε∈[0,1]

sup
(x,t,[ξ],k)

(1 + |k|+ 〈ξ〉)|α|+|γ|−δ|β|‖∂βx,tDα∆γ
kσ

ε
F (x, t, ξ, k)‖op <∞,

is bounded. This implies that σF satisfies inequalities of the type

‖∂βx,tDα∆γ
kσF (x, t, ξ, k)‖op 6 Cα,β,γ(1 + |k|+ 〈ξ〉)−|α|−|γ|+δ|β|,
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where the constants Cα,β,γ are independent of the parameter ε ∈ [0, 1]. Since the
Calderón-Vaillancourt estimates the L2-boundendess of F in terms of the constants
Cα,β,γ and of C̃2, (see Remark 2.13) that is, for any u ∈ C∞0 (T(T, ε)× Ũ),

‖F (x, t,D, ∂t)u‖L2 ≤

(
sup

|α|+|β|+|γ|≤`
{Cα,β,γ, C̃2}

)
‖u‖L2 , (3.21)

where ` ∈ N is big enough. As a consequence of this discussion we have proved the
following lemma.

Lemma 3.8. Let 0 < ε < 1, and let us consider the operator norm

Cε = ‖(−∂2
t + LG)A(t, x,D, ∂t)

−1‖B(L2(G×T(T,ε))).

Then
C := sup

0<ε<1
Cε <∞. (3.22)

Moreover, there is ` ∈ N0 large enough such that

C .

(
sup

|α|+|β|+|γ|≤`
{Cα,β,γ, C̃2}

)
‖u‖L2 . (3.23)

3.4. Proof of Proposition 3.3. We shall reduce the proof of this proposition to an
interpolation inequality. We explain this strategy as follows.

Remark 3.9. Let us consider a spectra parameter λ > 0. Let κ ∈ Im(Eλ). Then, κ
can be written as linear combinations of the eigenfunctions ej, where λj ≤ λ, that is

κ(x) =
∑
λj≤λ

ajej(x). (3.24)

We note that for the proof of (3.4), is enough to show that

F (x, t) :=
∑
λj≤λ

sinh(λjt)

λj
ajej(x), (x, t) ∈ GT := G× [0, T ], (3.25)

satisfies the interpolation inequality

‖F‖H1(G×(α,T−α)) ≤ C‖F‖κH1(GT )‖κ‖1−κ
L2(ω). (3.26)

Indeed, by the Parseval theorem we have that

‖F‖2
H1(G×(α,T−α)) ≥ C‖F‖2

L2(G×(α,T−α))

=

T−α∫
α

∫
G

∣∣∣∣∣∣
∑
λj≤λ

sinh(λjt)

λj
ajej(x)

∣∣∣∣∣∣
2

dx dt

=
∑
λj≤λ

|aj|2
T−α∫
α

∣∣∣∣sinh(λjt)

λj

∣∣∣∣2 dt
≥
∑
λj≤λ

|aj|2
T−α∫
α

t2dt
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= Cα
∑
λj≤λ

|aj|2.

Observing that

∂tF (x, 0) =
∑
λj≤λ

ajej(x), (3.27)

and that

‖F‖2
H1(GT ) . e2Tλλ2

∑
λj≤λ

|aj|2

we deduce the inequality

Cα
∑
λj≤λ

|aj|2 .α,T

e2Tλλ2
∑
λj≤λ

|aj|2
κ ∥∥∥∥∥∥

∑
λj≤λ

ajej(x)

∥∥∥∥∥∥
2(1−κ)

L2(ω)

. (3.28)

Hence ∑
λj≤λ

|aj|2
1−κ

. e2κTλλ2κ

∥∥∥∥∥∥
∑
λj≤λ

ajej(x)

∥∥∥∥∥∥
2(1−κ)

L2(ω)

,

and consequently∑
λj≤λ

|aj|2
 1

2

. eκTλ/(1−κ)λκ/(1−κ)

∥∥∥∥∥∥
∑
λj≤λ

ajej(x)

∥∥∥∥∥∥
L2(ω)

,

proving (3.4). Note also that we can estimate eκTλ/(1−κ)λκ/(1−κ) . eC2κTλ/(1−κ) for
some C2 > 0.

Proof of Proposition 3.3. In view of Remark 3.9 we proceed with the proof of the
inequality (3.26). Note that, by normalising κ on L2(G) we can assume without loss
of generality that ‖κ‖L2(G) = 1.

3.4.1. An auxiliar interpolation inequality on [0, T + ε). Let ε ∈ (0, 1) be a positive
parameter whose conditions will be imposed later. Firstly, by replacing in Lemma 3.4
the open interval IT := (0, T ) by IT+ε := (0, T + ε), and with G̃T+ε := G× (0, T + ε),
we shall make use of the following interpolation inequality:

For any T > 0 and all α ∈ (0, T/2), there exists κ ∈ (0, 1) such that

‖φ‖H1(G×(α,T−α)) ≤ C‖φ‖κH1(GT+ε)

(
‖(−∂2

t + LG)φ‖L2(GT+ε) + ‖∂tφ(x, 0)‖L2(ω)

)1−κ

(3.29)
for all φ ∈ H2(GT+ε) such that φ = 0 in G× {0}.
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3.4.2. Construction of a suitable function φ: Let us apply (3.29) with φ defined as
follows. Consider ψ ∈ C∞(G× [0, T + ε]) satisfying that

ψ(t) :=

{
C, t ∈ [0, T ], x ∈ G,
0, t ∈ [T + 3ε

4
, T + ε], x ∈ G,

(3.30)

where 0 < C ≤ ε. Assume that there exists M0 > 0, independent of ε such that

‖ψ(i)‖L∞ ≤M0, (3.31)

for all i ∈ {1, 2, 3, 4}. We construct a function with this characteristics in Lemma 4.1.
Then, by considering the function

F (x, t) :=
∑
λj≤λ

sinh(λjt)

λj
ajej(x), (x, t) ∈ GT := G× [0, T ], (3.32)

and its extension to the set IT+ε = [0, T+ε] by the constant function equal to F (x, T ),
that is

F (x, t) =

{∑
λj≤λ

sinh(λjt)

λj
ajej(x), (x, t), t ∈ [0, T ], x ∈ G,

F (x, T ), t ∈ [T, T + ε], x ∈ G,
(3.33)

we consider
φ(x, t) := F (x, t)ψ(t), (x, t) ∈ GT+ε. (3.34)

Note that φ(x, 0) = F (x, 0) = 0 = φ(x, T + ε) = 0. Note also that φ is an extension
of F from GT to GT+ε.

Now, let us consider the odd extension of φ to the whole interval [−(T + ε), T + ε],
that is,

φ(x, t) = −φ(x,−t) = −ψ(−t)F (x,−t), −(T + ε) ≤ t ≤ 0. (3.35)

3.4.3. The norm ‖∂tφ(x, 0)‖L2(ω). Note that ψ has been defined on [0, T + ε] and it
has been extended to [−(T + ε), 0] using its odd extension, that is, the one defined
via ψ(−t) = −ψ(t), for t ∈ [0, T + ε].

The Leibniz rule gives for any t in a neighborhood of t = 0, the identity

∂tφ(x, t) = ψ′(t)F (x, t) + ψ(t)∂tF (x, t).

By evaluation both sides of this identity at t = 0 we have

∂tφ(x, 0) = ψ′(0)F (x, 0) + ψ(0)∂tF (x, 0) = ψ(0)∂tF (x, 0), (3.36)

from which we have the identity

‖∂tφ(x, 0)‖L2(ω) = |ψ(0)| × ‖∂tF (x, 0)‖L2(ω) = |ψ(0)| × ‖κ‖L2(ω). (3.37)

3.4.4. Embedding of GT in a closed manifold G×T(T, ε), T(T, ε) ∼= S1: Now, we will
proceed with a topological construction.

It is clear that in the variable t ∈ [−(T + ε), T + ε] the function φ can be extended
in the periodic way to the whole line R, or in other words, we can identify φ with a
distribution on the dilated torus

T(T, ε) = R/(2(T + ε)Z) = [−(T + ε), T + ε], (3.38)

where in the resulting manifold [−(T +ε), T +ε] we identify the endpoints −(T +ε) ∼
T + ε. This construction allows the manifold T(T, ε) to be diffeomorphic to the circle
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S1, and in consequence the function φ ∈ D ′(G × T(T, ε)) is smooth on the product
space G × T(T, ε) which is a compact manifold of C∞-class without boundary. In
particular, we have the inclusion: ∀T, ε > 0, GT ⊂ G× T(T, ε).

3.4.5. Proof of the interpolation inequality. Now, we are ready for the proof of the
interpolation inequality (3.26)

‖F‖H1(G×(α,T−α)) ≤ Cs0,s00‖F‖κH1(GT )‖κ‖1−κ
L2(ω).

In the identity (3.42) below, we will prove that with φ defined in (3.34), we have that

‖(−∂2
t + LG)φ(x, t)‖L2(GT+ε) = 1/

√
2‖(−∂2

t + LG)φ(x, t)‖L2(G×T(T,ε)).

The positivity condition

A ≥ cI, c > 0,

and the spectral mapping theorem applied to A gives the lower bound

A
2
m ≥ c

2
m I, c > 0,

which gives the invertibility of the pseudo-differential operator

A(t, x,D, ∂t) = −∂2
t + A

2
m : H2(G× T(T, ε))→ L2(G× T(T, ε)).

Then the operator

A(t, x,D, ∂t)
−1 : L2(G× T(T, ε))→ H2(G× T(T, ε))

is bounded, see Lemma 3.7. Moreover,

‖(−∂2
t + LG)φ(x, t)‖L2(G×T(T,ε)) ≤ C‖(−∂2

t + A
2
m )φ(x, t)‖L2(G×T(T,ε)),

where the constant C is independent of ε > 0. Now, let us use the identity

‖(−∂2
t + LG)φ(x, t)‖L2(G×T(T,ε))

= ‖(−∂2
t + LG)(−∂2

t + A
2
m )−1(−∂2

t + A
2
m )φ(x, t)‖L2(G×T(T,ε)).

From Lemma 3.8, the operator (−∂2
t +LG)(−∂2

t +A
2
m )−1 belongs to the class Ψ0

1,δ and

the matrix-valued Calderón-Vaillancourt theorem gives its boundedness on L2, with
its operator norm bounded by a constant C > 0, independent of ε > 0. Consequently,

‖(−∂2
t + LG)(−∂2

t + A
2
m )−1(−∂2

t + A
2
m )φ(x, t)‖L2(G×T(T,ε))

≤ C‖(−∂2
t + A

2
m )φ(x, t)‖L2(G×T(T,ε)).

In what follows we estimate the norm:

Z1 := ‖(−∂2
t + A

2
m )φ(x, t)‖L2(G×T(T,ε)),

and let us keep in mind that the partial analysis above gives us the inequality

‖φ‖H1(G×(α,T−α)) . ‖φ‖κH1(GT+ε)
(Z1 + |ψ(0)|‖κ‖L2(ω))

1−κ, (3.39)

in view of the identity

ψ(0)κ = ∂tφ(x, 0) = ψ(0)∂tF (x, 0) = ψ(0)
∑
λj≤λ

ajej(x).
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Indeed, we recall that for every t ∈ [0, T ], we have that

∂tF (x, t) =
∑
λj≤λ

sinh(λjt)ajej(x),

∂2
t F (x, t) =

∑
λj≤λ

sinh(λjt)λjajej(x).

3.4.6. Estimate of Z1. By the spectral properties of A we have

A
2
mF (x, t) =

∑
λj≤λ

sinh(λjt)

λj
ajA

2
m (ej)(x) =

∑
λj≤λ

sinh(λjt)

λj
ajλ

2
jej(x)

= ∂2
t F (x, t),

for all t ∈ [0, T ]. Since φ(x, t) = ψ(t)F (x, t) on [0, T ], and ψ is constant on [0, T ] we
have that

∀x ∈ G, ∀t ∈ (0, T ), (−∂2
t + A

2
m )φ(x, t) = 0. (3.40)

First, note that the following symmetry property is valid due to the identity φ(x, t) =
−φ(x,−t),

‖(−∂2
t + A

2
m )φ(x, t)‖2

L2(G×T(T,ε)) = 2‖(−∂2
t + A

2
m )φ(x, t)‖2

L2(GT+ε)
. (3.41)

Moreover, once proved (3.41), we have in the particular case (where A = +LG) of
the Laplacian, the following inequality.

‖(−∂2
t + LG)φ(x, t)‖2

L2(G×T(T,ε)) = 2‖(−∂2
t + LG)φ(x, t)‖2

L2(GT+ε)
. (3.42)

Indeed, for the proof of the identity of norms in (3.41) observe that

‖(−∂2
t + A

2
m )φ(x, t)‖2

L2(G×T(T,ε))

=

∫
G

0∫
−T−ε

|(−∂2
t + A

2
m )φ(x, t)|2dt dx+

∫
G

T+ε∫
0

|(−∂2
t + A

2
m )φ(x, t)|2dt dx

=

∫
G

0∫
−T−ε

|(−∂2
t + A

2
m )(−φ(x,−t)|2dt dx+

∫
G

T+ε∫
0

|(−∂2
t + A

2
m )φ(x, t)|2dt dx

=

∫
G

0∫
−T−ε

|φtt(x,−t)− A
2
mφ(x,−t)|2dt dx+

∫
G

T+ε∫
0

|(−∂2
t + A

2
m )φ(x, t)|2dt dx

=

∫
G

T+ε∫
0

| − φtt(x, t) + A
2
mφ(x, t)|2dt dx+

∫
G

T+ε∫
0

|(−∂2
t + A

2
m )φ(x, t)|2dt dx

= 2

∫
G

T+ε∫
0

|(−∂2
t + A

2
m )φ(x, t)|2dt dx.
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Taking into account (3.40), the symmetry property φ(x, t) = −φ(x,−t), and the

positivity of the operator (−∂2
t +A

2
m ) on L2(G×T(T, ε)) (that is, making use of the

self-adjointness of (−∂2
t + A

2
m )) imply that

‖(−∂2
t + A

2
m )φ(x, t)‖2

L2(GT+ε)
=

1

2
‖(−∂2

t + A
2
m )φ(x, t)‖2

L2(G×T(T,ε))

=
1

2
|((−∂2

t + A
2
m )φ), (−∂2

t + A
2
m )φ)L2(G×T(T,ε))|

=
1

2
|((−∂2

t + A
2
m )2φ), φ)L2(G×T(T,ε))|

≤
∫
G

∫
[0,T+ε)

|(−∂2
t + A

2
m )2φ(x, t)||φ(x, t)|dxdt

=

∫
G

∫
[T,T+ε)

|(−∂2
t + A

2
m )2φ(x, t)||φ(x, t)|dxdt.

Therefore, we have the estimate

‖(−∂2
t + A

2
m )φ(x, t)‖2

L2(GT+ε)
≤
∫
G

∫
[T,T+ε)

|(−∂2
t + A

2
m )2φ(x, t)||φ(x, t)|dxdt

≤
∫
G

∫
[T,T+ε)

|φ(x, t)|dxdt× ‖(−∂2
t + A

2
m )2φ‖L∞

= I × II,

where

I =

∫
G

∫
[T,T+ε)

|φ(x, t)|dx dt, II = ‖(−∂2
t + A

2
m )2φ‖L∞(G×[T,T+ε)).

Now, we will estimate each one of these norms.

3.4.7. Estimate for I. Note that

I ≤ Vol(G)× ε× ‖φ‖L∞(G×[T,T+ε]) = Vol(G)× ε‖ψ(t)‖L∞[T,T+ε]‖F (x, t)‖L∞ .

Now, and for any t fixed, and for all s0 ∈ N observe that

|F (x, t)| ≤ sup
0≤s≤s0

‖(1 + A)
s
mF (·, t)‖L∞(G). (3.43)

In view of the Sobolev embedding theorem, any s00 > n/2 satisfies that

sup
0≤s≤s0

‖(1 + A)
s
mF (·, t)‖L∞(G) ≤ sup

0≤s≤s0
‖(1 + A)

s+s00
m F (·, t)‖L2(G)

≤ sup
0≤s≤s0+s00

‖(1 + A)
s
mF (·, t)‖L2(G).
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The spectral properties of the operator (1 + A)
s
m give the estimates

‖(1 + A)
s
mF (·, t)‖2

L2(G) =

∥∥∥∥∥∥
∑
λj≤λ

sinh(λjt)

λj
(1 + λmj )

s
majej(x)

∥∥∥∥∥∥
2

L2(G)

=
∑
λj≤λ

∣∣∣∣sinh(λjt)

λj

∣∣∣∣2 (1 + λmj )
2s
m |aj|2

.
∑
λj≤λ

∣∣∣∣sinh(λjt)

λj

∣∣∣∣2 λ2s
j |aj|2 .

∑
λj≤λ

eλjtλ2s−2
j |aj|2

.s0,s00 e
CλT

∑
λj≤λ

|aj|2

= eCλT‖∂tF (·, 0)‖2
L2(G),

for some C > 1. So, we deduce the inequality

∀s ∈ [0, s0], ∀s00 > n/2, ‖(1 + A)
s
mF‖L∞ .s0,s00 eCλT/2‖∂tF (·, 0)‖L2(G), (3.44)

as well as the Sobolev inequality

∀s00 > n/2, ∀s ∈ [0, s0 + s00], ‖(1 + A)
s
mF‖L2 .s0,s00 e

CλT/2‖∂tF (·, 0)‖L2(G). (3.45)

With s0 = 0, we have that ‖F‖L∞ .s0,s00 eTλ/2‖∂tF (·, 0)‖L2(G). Putting all these
estimates together we have the inequality:

I . Vol(G)×ε‖ψ(t)‖L∞[T,T+ε]e
CλT/2‖∂tF (·, 0)‖L2(G) = Vol(G)×ε‖ψ(t)‖L∞[T,T+ε]e

CλT/2.
(3.46)

In the last line we have used the identity ‖∂tF (·, 0)‖L2(G) = ‖κ‖L2(G) = 1. Summaris-
ing, we have the inequality

I ≤ C ′Vol(G)× ε‖ψ(t)‖L∞[T,T+ε]e
CλT/2,

for some C ′ > 0 independent of ε > 0.

3.4.8. Estimating II: To estimate the second term, we start by observing the in-
equality

II = ‖(−∂2
t + A

2
m )2φ‖L∞(G×[T,T+ε)) = ‖(−∂2

t + A
2
m )2[ψ(t)F (x, T )]‖L∞(G×[T,T+ε)).

Since

(−∂2
t + A

2
m )2[ψ(t)F (x, T )] = (−∂2

t + A
2
m )(−∂2

t + A
2
m )[ψ(t)F (x, T )]

= (−∂2
t + A

2
m )[−ψtt(t)F (x, T ) + ψ(t)A

2
mF (x, T )]

= ψ(4)(t)F (x, T )− 2ψtt(t)A
2
mF (x, T )

+ ψ(t)A
4
m (F (x, T )),

for s0 ≥ 4, and with s00 > n/2, the Sobolev inequality in (3.44) implies that

‖(−∂2
t + A

2
m )2[ψ(t)F (x, T )]‖L∞(G×[T,T+ε))

≤ ‖ψ(4)‖L∞[T,T+ε]‖F (x, T )‖L∞
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+ 2‖ψtt‖L∞[T,T+ε]‖A
2
mF (x, T )‖L∞ + ‖ψ‖L∞[T,T+ε]‖A

4
mF (x, T )‖L∞

≤ ‖ψ(4)‖L∞[T,T+ε]‖F (x, T )‖L∞

+ 2‖ψtt‖L∞[T,T+ε]‖(1 + A)
s00+2
m F (x, T )‖L2

+ ‖ψ‖L∞[T,T+ε]‖(1 + A)
s00+4
m F (x, T )‖L2

.s0,s00 e
Tλ/2‖∂tF (·, 0)‖L2(G)(‖ψ(4)‖L∞[T,T+ε] + 2‖ψtt‖L∞[T,T+ε] + ‖ψ‖L∞[T,T+ε])

= eTλ/2(‖ψ(4)‖L∞[T,T+ε] + 2‖ψtt‖L∞[T,T+ε] + ‖ψ‖L∞[T,T+ε]).

3.4.9. Estimate for Z1. In view of the estimates for I and II above, we have that

‖(−∂2
t + E(x,D)

2
ν )φ(x, t)‖2

L2(GT+ε)

. Vol(G)× ε‖ψ(t)‖L∞[T,T+ε]e
Tλ(‖ψ(4)‖L∞[T,T+ε] + 2‖ψtt‖L∞[T,T+ε] + ‖ψ‖L∞[T,T+ε]).

3.4.10. Final Analysis. The estimates above for Z1 lead to the following inequality
in view of the interpolation inequality (3.39)

‖φ‖H1(G×(α,T−α))

. ‖φ‖κH1(GT+ε)
((Vol(G)× ε‖ψ(t)‖L∞[T,T+ε]e

Tλ(‖ψ(4)‖L∞[T,T+ε] + 2‖ψtt‖L∞[T,T+ε] + ‖ψ‖L∞[T,T+ε]))
1
2

+ |ψ(0)|‖κ‖L2(ω))
1−κ.

Now, dividing both sides of this inequality by |φ(0)| and using that ψ(0) = ψ(T ) =
ψ(t), 0 ≤ t ≤ T, we get

‖F (x, t)‖H1(G×(α,T−α)) =

∥∥∥∥ψ(t)F (x, t)

ψ(0)

∥∥∥∥
H1(G×(α,T−α))

.

∥∥∥∥ψ(t)F (x, t)

ψ(0)

∥∥∥∥κ
H1(GT+ε)

× 1

|ψ(0)|1−κ
((Vol(G)× ε‖ψ(t)‖L∞[T,T+ε]e

Tλ(‖ψ(4)‖L∞[T,T+ε] + 2‖ψtt‖L∞[T,T+ε] + ‖ψ‖L∞[T,T+ε]))
1
2

+ |ψ(0)|‖κ‖L2(ω))
1−κ

=

∥∥∥∥ψ(t)F (x, t)

ψ(0)

∥∥∥∥κ
H1(GT+ε)

× (

(
Vol(G)× εeTλ

‖ψ(t)‖L∞[T,T+ε]

|ψ(0)|

(
‖ψ(4)‖L∞[T,T+ε]

‖ψ(0)|
+

2‖ψtt‖L∞[T,T+ε]

|ψ(0)|
+ 1

)) 1
2

+ ‖κ‖L2(ω))
1−κ

=

∥∥∥∥ψ(t)F (x, t)

ψ(T )

∥∥∥∥κ
H1(GT+ε)

× (

(
Vol(G)× εeTλ

‖ψ(t)‖L∞[T,T+ε]

|ψ(T )|

(
‖ψ(4)‖L∞[T,T+ε]

|ψ(T )|
+

2‖ψtt‖L∞[T,T+ε]

|ψ(T )|
+ 1

)) 1
2

+ ‖κ‖L2(ω))
1−κ.
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and taking the limit when ε → 0+ in both sides of this estimate we conclude the
expected inequality,

‖F‖H1(G×(α,T−α)) ≤ Cs0,s00‖F‖κH1(GT )‖κ‖1−κ
L2(ω), (3.47)

where we have used that ψ(t)/ψ(0) = ψ(t)/ψ(T ) = 1, 0 ≤ t ≤ T, the smoothness of
ψ, the following identities (see proposition 4.1)

lim
ε→0+

‖ψ(4)‖L∞[T,T+ε] = ψ(4)(T ) = lim
ε→0+

‖ψtt‖L∞[T,T+ε] = ψtt(T ) = 0,

and the following facts

lim
ε→0+

‖ψ(t)/ψ(T )‖L∞[T,T+ε] = 1, (3.48)

and

lim
ε→0
‖ψ(t)F (x, t)/ψ(0)‖H1(GT+ε)

= ‖F (x, t)‖H1(GT ). (3.49)

For the proof of (3.49) note that for ψ̃ := ψ(t)/ψ(0), and using that F (x, t) = F (x, T )
if 0 ≤ t ≤ T + ε, we have

lim
ε→0
‖ψ(t)F (x, t)/ψ(0)‖2

H1(GT+ε)
= lim

ε→0

∑
j=0,1

T+ε∫
0

‖∂(j)
t (ψ̃(t)F (x, t))‖2

H1(G)dt

= lim
ε→0

∑
j=0,1

T∫
0

‖∂(j)
t (ψ̃(t)F (x, t))‖2

H1(G)dt+ lim
ε→0

∑
j=0,1

T+ε∫
T

‖∂(j)
t (ψ̃(t)F (x, t))‖2

H1(G)dt

=
∑
j=0,1

T∫
0

‖∂(j)
t (F (x, t))‖2

H1(G)dt+ lim
ε→0

∑
j=0,1

T+ε∫
T

‖ψ̃(j)(t)F (x, T )‖2
H1(G)dt

= ‖F (x, t)‖2
H1(GT ),

where we have used that when t → T, ψ̃(j)(t) → 0. Now, from (3.47) we can follow
the standard Lebeau-Robbiano argument that has been described at the beginning
of the section to conclude the proof of the spectral inequality. Having proved (3.4),
the proof of Proposition 3.3 is complete. �

Proof of Theorem 1.1. Let µ, c > 0 be two positive parameters and assume that 0 <
c < µm. Define

Ẽ(x,D) = A+ c.

Note that Ẽ(x,D) ≥ cI. Since a(x, [ξ]) ≥ 0, the global symbol

Ẽ(x, [ξ]) = a(x, [ξ]) + cIdξ ,

satisfies the positivity condition

∀[ξ] ∈ Ĝ, Ẽ(x, [ξ]) ≥ cIdξ .

On the other hand, if {µj := λmj , ej} are the corresponding spectral data

Aej = λmj ej, λj ≥ 0,
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of A, then {µj + c := λmj + c, ej} are the corresponding spectral data

Ẽ(x,D)ej = (λmj + c)ej, λj ≥ 0

of the operator Ẽ(x,D). Let λ := (µm + c)
1
m . From Proposition 3.3 we deduce the

spectral inequality ∑
(λmj +c)

1
m≤λ

a2
j


1
2

≤ C1e
C2λ

∥∥∥∥∥∥∥
∑

(λmj +c)
1
m≤λ

ajej(x)

∥∥∥∥∥∥∥
L2(ω)

. (3.50)

Note that (λmj + c)
1
m ≤ λ becomes equivalent to the inequality λj ≤ µ and since

0 < c < µm, then λ < 2µ. Thus, we have proved the spectral inequality∑
λj≤µ

a2
j

 1
2

≤ C1e
2C2µ

∥∥∥∥∥∥
∑
λj≤µ

ajej(x)

∥∥∥∥∥∥
L2(ω)

. (3.51)

In consequence the proof of (1.9) is complete. For the proof of (1.10) we can use
(1.9) and the Sobolev embedding theorem. Indeed, let R > 0 and let us consider
s ∈ R such that s > n/2. For the proof of (1.10) we can use (1.9) and the Sobolev
embedding theorem. Indeed, let R > 0 and let us consider s ∈ R such that s > n/2.
With ω = B(x,R) a ball of radius R > 0 we have that

‖κ‖L∞(B(x,2R)) ≤ ‖κ‖L∞(G). (3.52)

Now, the Sobolev embedding theorem and the inequality in (1.9) imply that

‖κ‖L∞(G) . ‖(1 + A)
s
mκ‖L2(G) . (1 + λ)s‖κ‖L2(G)

. (1 + λ)sC1,Re
C2,Rλ‖κ‖L2(B(x,R)).

By using (3.52) and (1.9) we conclude this analysis with the inequality

‖κ‖L∞(B(x,2R)) . ‖κ‖L∞(G) ≤ eC
′
2,R+C′1,Rλ‖κ‖L2(B(x,2R)) ≤ eC

′
2,R+C′1,Rλ‖κ‖L∞(B(x,2R)),

for some C ′1,R > C1,R and C ′2,R > C2,R. The proof of Theorem 1.1 is complete. �

3.5. Applications to control theory: Null-controllability for diffusion mod-
els. Now, we give a consequence of Theorem 1.1 which we present in the following
way.

Theorem 3.10. Let A be a positive and elliptic pseudo-differential operator of order

m > 0 in the Hörmander class Ψm
ρ,δ(G× Ĝ) and let u0 ∈ L2(G) be an initial datum.

Then, for any α > 1/m, the fractional diffusion model{
ut(x, t) + Aαu(x, t) = g(x, t) · 1ω(x), (x, t) ∈ G× (0, T ),

u(0, x) = u0,
(3.53)

is null-controllable at any time T > 0, that is, there exists an input function g =
g(x, t) ∈ L2(G) such that for any x ∈ G, u(x, T ) = 0.
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Proof. The spectral inequality in (3.4) allows us to make use of Theorem 2.39 with
A = Aα and with B = S = M1ω being the multiplication operator by the char-
acteristic function 1ω. Note that M1ω is bounded on H = L2(G). Observe that

Aγ = Aαγ = A
1
m satisfies (3.4) (that is, the inequality (2.39) holds) for αγ = 1/m.

Because γ ∈ (0, 1) if an only if α > 1/m, Theorem 2.39 guarantees that this in-
equality on the fractional order α is a sufficient condition in order that (3.53) will be
null-controllable in time T > 0. The proof of Theorem 3.10 is complete. �

In the following result we analyse the controllability cost of the model (3.53) when
the time is small.

Corollary 3.11. The controllability cost CT for the fractional heat equation (3.53)
over short times T ∈ (0, 1) satisfies

CT ≤ C1e
C2T−β , (3.54)

where β > 1/(αm− 1).

Proof. For the proof, note that Aγ = Aαγ = A
1
m , satisfies (3.4) for αγ = 1/m. Then,

from Theorem 2.39 we have the estimate CT ≤ C1e
C2T−β for any β > γ/(γ − 1) =

1/(αm− 1). The proof of Corollary 3.11 is complete. �

4. Appendix: Construction of the cut-off function ψ

In this appendix we construct the regularising function ψ used in the proof of
Proposition 3.3. For any ε ∈ (0, 1), let a := 3ε/4. We summarise the analysis above
and some their straightforward consequences in the following lemma.

Lemma 4.1. The function ψ as defined in (4.5) satisfies the following properties.

A. 0 < ψ(0) < ε.
B. ψ(i)(T ) = 0, for i ∈ {1, 2, 3, 4}.
C. For i ∈ 1, 2, 3, 4, ψ(i) ∈ C∞(0, T + ε),

and there is a constant M0 > 0, independent of ε ∈ (0, 1), such that

‖ψ(i)‖L∞ ≤M0, (4.1)

for all i = 1, 2, 3, 4.

Proof. We do this by the following steps.

Step 1. Define the function

E(t) =

{
e
− 1
a2−t2 (a2 − t2)10, t ∈ [0, a],

0, t ∈ [a, ε].
(4.2)

Step 2. By straightforward computation one can show that for any t ∈ [0, a],

1. Et(t) = 2t exp(−1/(a2 − t2))(a2 − t2)8(−10a2 + 10t2 − 1).

2. Ett(t) = −2 exp(−1/(a2− t2))(a2− t2)6(10a6 + a4(1− 210t2) + a2(390t4−
38t2)− 190t6 + 37t4 − 2t2).
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3. E (3)(t) = 4t exp(−1/(a2−t2))(a2−t2)4(270a8+a6(54−2520t2)+a4(5940t4−
594t2 + 3)− 54a2(100t6 − 19t4 + t2) + t2(1710t6 − 486t4 + 51t2 − 2)).

4. E (4)(t) = 4 exp(−1/(a2−t2))(a2−t2)2(270a12−54a10(190t2−1)+3a8(22470t4−
954t2+1)−12a6t2(14370t4−1581t2+25)+6a4t2(35235t6−6714t4+371t2−
2)−2a2t4(62730t6−17415t4+1782t2−68)+t4(29070t8−10710t6+1635t4−
124t2 + 4)).

These explicit formulae, allow us to write the first fourth derivatives of ψ in
the form

E (i)(t) = exp(−1/(a2 − t2))(a2 − t2)10−2iPi(t, a), i ∈ {1, 2, 3, 4}. (4.3)

where the functions Pi(t, a) ∈ C[t, a] are polynomials in two variables. By
evaluating the functions E (i), i ∈ {0, 1, 2, 3, 4}, at t = 0, we get

5. E(0) = a20e−1/a2 .
6. E ′(0) = 0.
7. E (3)(0) = 0.

8. E (4)(0) = 4a4(270a12 + 54a10 + 3a8)e−1/a2 .
Now, consider the function

η̃(t) := E(t)(1− Bt2 + Ct4), 0 ≤ t ≤ a, (4.4)

where B and C are real parameters. Then, straightforward computation shows
that when

9. B = (E (2)(0)− E(0))/2;
10. C = (6(E (2)(0)− E(0))E (2)(0)− E (4)(0))/12E(0),

the function η̃ satisfies the following properties

η̃(0) = E(0), η(i)(0) = 0, i = 1, 2, 3, 4.

Let T > 0.

The analysis above shows that the function

ψ(t) :=


E(0)η̃(t− T ), t ∈ [T, T + a],

E(0)η̃(0), t ∈ [0, T ],

0, t ∈ [T + a, T + ε],

(4.5)

satisfies the required properties of the lemma. �
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