SPECTRAL ESTIMATES ON HYPERBOLIC SURFACES AND A
NECESSARY CONDITION FOR OBSERVABILITY OF THE HEAT
SEMIGROUP ON MANIFOLDS

ALIX DELEPORTE, MARC ROUVEYROL

ABSTRACT. This article is a continuation of [Rou24]. We study the concentration properties
of spectral projectors on manifolds, in connection with the uncertainty principle. In [Rou24],
the second author proved an optimal uncertainty principle for the spectral projector of the
Laplacian on the hyperbolic half-plane. The aim of the present work is to generalize this
condition to surfaces with hyperbolic ends. In particular, we tackle the case of cusps, in
which the volume of balls of fixed radius is not bounded from below. We establish that
spectral estimates hold from sets satisfying a thickness condition, with a proof based on
propagation of smallness estimates of Carleman and Logunov-Malinnikova type. We also
prove the converse, namely the necessary character of the thickness condition, on any smooth
manifold with Ricci curvature bounded from below.
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1. INTRODUCTION AND MAIN RESULT

1.1. Main result.

1.1.1. Notation and main results. On a non-compact Riemannian manifold (M, g) without
boundary, endowed with a smooth metric g, consider the Laplace-Beltrami operator —A,
with domain CZ°(M). The corresponding quadratic form is g : D(q) — R given by

D(q) = H'(M) = {u € LA(M),Vyu € L* (M)}, qlu) = /M 1V gul2d vol,

We denote by —A, (with the convention Ay < 0) the Friedrichs extension of (—Ay, C°(M)),
with domain D(—A,) = {u € H'(M),Ayu € L*(M)}. We refer to [RS80] and [Lew22| for
spectral-theoretic considerations.

The Laplace—Beltrami operator is non-negative and self-adjoint, so that its square root
\/—A, is well-defined and admits a spectral measure dmp. Any function u € L2(M) can be

decomposed against this spectral measure and /—A, admits a functional calculus:

+oo

“+oo
(1.1) u:/o dmyu, ¢(/—Ag)u= ; d(N)dmyu
+o0o

(P =Ag)u, o(\/ —=Ag)u) r2(pr) = ; d(N)p(N){dmyu, u)
for any u € L2(M), ¢, € L2(RT). We then define the spectral projector on the frequency
window [0, A], A > 0, by

A
(1.2) Myu = ]l\/_—Ag<Au:/0 dmyu,
so that

(1.3) lo(v/=Ag)Haull L2y < sup [S(M)[ITaullr2(ar)-

A€[0,A]

The present article aims at studying uncertainty principles for spectrally localized functions
in Ran(IIy), in the specific case where M is a hyperbolic surface, or a surface with hyperbolic
ends. It is a natural sequel of the article [Rou24| by the second author, which dealt with the

dz?+dy?
H, =5
by suitable isometry groups. To avoid diluting the main theorems in geometric discussions, we

next state the results of the article, and postpone definition of the precise geometric framework
to the next subsection.

The uncertainty principle we prove takes the form of an inequality in the spirit of Logvinenko
and Sereda’s spectral projector estimates [LS74, Kov00, Kov01]. Precisely, we say that a Borel
subset w C M satisfies a spectral estimate if there exists some constant C'(w), independent of
u and the frequency threshold A, such that

case of the hyperbolic half-plane M =

), for hyperbolic surfaces are quotients of H

(Spec) Yu € L*(M),VA > 0, [Taull 2y < CeCAHHAuHLz(w).

In [Rou24]|, we proved that in the case M = H, the spectral estimate is equivalent to the
so-called thickness condition:
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Definition 1.1. — Let R > 0. We say that w C M s thick at scale R (or R-thick) if there
exists some volume ratio 6(R) > 0 such that

(Thick)

vol(B,(R) Nw) -

VZEM,W_

We shall say that w is thick if there exists some R > 0 such that w is R-thick.

The first of our results states that thickness of w is sufficient for a spectral estimate to hold:

Theorem 1. — Assume M is a surface with hyperbolic ends. Take w a Borel subset of M. If w
satisfies (Thick) for some parameters (R, 0), then w satisfies (Spec) for some constant C(w).

Section 2 is dedicated to the proof of Theorem 1. The next theorem states that the converse
of Theorem 1 also holds, namely that the thickness assumption is also necessary for a spectral
estimate to hold. Only a Ricci curvature lower bound is required, making the assumptions on
M much weaker.

Theorem 2. — Let (M,g) be a complete, boundaryless, smooth Riemannian manifold, not
necessarily compact, of arbitrary dimension, with Ricci curvature bounded from below:

(1.4)

Ric > -Kg, K >0.

in the sense of quadratic forms. If w satisfies (Spec), then w is thick at scale R for some
sufficiently large R > 0.

Theorem 2 is proved in Section 3. A complete bibliographical discussion of previous similar
results and of elements of proof will come in the next subsections of this introduction, but we

already

make some comments about our main results. They are the object of the following

remarks.

Remarks

(1)

(2)

As explained in the next subsection, surfaces with hyperbolic ends do satisfy the Ricci
curvature lower bound Ric > —Kg, K > 0. Consequently, Theorem 2 implies that the
converse of Theorem 1 holds.

In both Theorem 1 and Theorem 2, the metric g is assumed to be smooth. It is likely
that this assumption could be weakened in Theorem 2, as the natural framework in
which the assumption

Ric(g) + Kg>0

is well-defined is that of Lipschitz metrics (with a distributional definition of the Ricci
tensor). Ric(g)+ Kg would then be a positive measure, implying no gain of regularity
on g even in harmonic charts. However, the proof of Theorem 2 relies on heat kernel
estimates which have only been proved for smooth metrics, to the best of the authors’
knowledge.

One interesting feature of surfaces with hyperbolic ends is that the denominator
vol(B,(R)) which appears in the denominator of (Thick) can tend to zero, in the
asymptotic in which z is sent to the end of a cusp. Thus, unlike in preceding works
[BM21, Rou24|, there is no uniform lower bound for the volume of w inside a given

ball of radius R.
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(4) In a recent article [LBM24], Kévin Le Balc’h and Jérémy Martin prove an equivalent
of Theorem 1 for operators of the form —div(A(z)V) + V(z),V € L, on the full
flat space. Their proof, like ours, is based on Logunov—Malinnikova estimates for
the gradients of solutions to elliptic equations [LM18b], in the spirit of Burq and
Moyano [BM21, BM23]. It would be interesting to combine the two techniques to
treat operators of the form —A, +V, with V' € L*(M).

(5) The following volume doubling estimate holds on any Riemannian manifold with Ricci
curvature bounded from below and is a consequence of the Bishop—Gromov inequality
[CGT82, GHLO4|: there exists a constant Cp > 0 such that for any z € M, R > 0,

vol(B.,(2R)) < Cpe’PTvol(B.(R)).

The doubling constant C'p depends only on the dimension of the manifold and the
curvature lower bound. The e“PF factor is obtained by comparison theorems between
the growth of balls on manifolds with Ricci curvature bounded from below and on the
hyperbolic space with constant curvature equal to the lower bound, on which it is the
correct asymptotic for large R. Since the critical mass ratio & of Assumption 1.1 is
allowed to depend on R, Rg-thickness of w for some Ry > 0 implies R-thickness for
any R > Ry.

(6) In a manifold with infinite diameter, a thick set cannot be compact.

(7) By the volume doubling estimate above, if w is R-thick and K is a compact subset of
w, then w \ K remains thick (typically at scale diam(K') + 2R).

1.1.2. Hyperbolic surfaces and hyperbolic ends. We now give all the relevant definitions related
to the geometry of hyperbolic surfaces and surfaces with hyperbolic ends. The key elements
are the classification of hyperbolic ends given in Theorem 3 and the realizations of funnels and
cusps as quotients of appropriate subsets of the hyperbolic half-plane (depicted in Figure 1).
The presentation follows Chapter 2 of David Borthwick’s excellent book on the topic [Bor16],
keeping only information relevant to the article. For complementary material on spectral
theory of hyperbolic surfaces, we refer to [Borl6, Berl1] and the references therein.

The hyperbolic upper half-plane will be denoted H = {(x,3) € R?,y > 0}. The hyperbolic
metric on H is gy = LW. The corresponding Riemannian measure is dvolyg = dzgly and
the Laplace—Beltrami operator on H is given by

A =y* (2 +0).

Geodesics for the metric gy are vertical straight lines and arcs of circles centered on the z-axis.
Geodesic balls are Euclidean balls with center shifted upwards with respect to the hyperbolic
center. Precisely, given a point z = (z,y) € H and a radius R > 0, we have

(1.5) BY(R) = BE™ ooy (v 5inh(R)).

where BH denotes a geodesic ball and B%“¢ denotes a Euclidean ball.

The group of isometries of (H, gi), known as Mobius transformations, is isomorphic to the
group of 2 x 2 real matrices with determinant 1, quotiented by {£I5}. The common notation
for this group is PSLy(R). Given a matrix

r(: Y
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FIGURE 1. Left: fundamental domain for a funnel (delimited by three ge-
odesic arcs, the top one of length 1) in the hyperbolic half-plane H and its
images by the corresponding cyclic Fuchsian group. Right: fundamental do-
main [0,1] x [a,+oo[ for a cusp in the hyperbolic half-plane H and its images
by the Fuchsian group (z — z + 1).

in PSLs(R), the corresponding isometry is the complex function

az +b

cz+d

Discrete subgroups of PSLs(R) are called Fuchsian. They are exactly the groups of isometries
acting properly discontinuously on H.

We call a hyperbolic surface any complete, 2-dimensional Riemannian manifold with Gauss-
ian curvature constant equal to —1. As a consequence of Hopf’s theorem on the classification
of manifolds with constant sectional curvature [Lee97, Theorem 11.12 and Corollary 11.13|,
any hyperbolic surface X is isometric to a quotient of H by some Fuchsian group I'.

In [Rou24], the second author proved the equivalence between (Thick) and (Spec) for Ag.
A main contribution of the present work is to generalize this to geometrically finite hyperbolic
surfaces, the definition of which we now give. A fundamental domain F C H for a Fuchsian
group I is a closed subset satisfying

UTF=H vTel\{I}nt(F)ulnt(TF) = 2.
Ter
We say that a Fuchsian group is geometrically finite if it admits a fundamental domain which
is a geodesically convex polygon with a a finite number of sides. This is equivalent to the
hyperbolic surface I \ H having finite genus (number of holes) and a finite number of ends.
The structure of geometrically finite hyperbolic surfaces is well-understood. H and its
quotients by cyclic Fuchsian groups are called elementary surfaces. The classification result

for non-elementary geometrically finite hyperbolic surfaces is the following [Borl6, Theorem
2.23]:

z=T 41y —

Theorem 3 (Classification of hyperbolic ends). — Any non-elementary, geometrically finite
hyperbolic surface M admits a compact region K such that M \ K is a finite, disjoint union
of cusps and funnels.

Namely, (non-elementary, geometrically finite) hyperbolic surfaces can be decomposed as a
disjoint union of elements of the three following type:

e a compact core, known as the truncated Nielsen region;
o funnels;
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® cusps.

Here, given a hyperbolic cylinder (z +— elz) \ H, where [ > 0 is the length of its delimiting
geodesic {z € H,Im(z) = 0}, a funnel is a half-cylinder, namely a connected component of
the cylinder minus the geodesic.

Given a parabolic cylinder (z — z+ 1) \ H, a cusp is “the small end” of the cylinder. More
precisely, Denoting S} = Z \ R the circle of length 1, cusps are isometric to S}) x (a,400), for
some a > 0 depending on the cusp, endowed with the metric M.

We depict fundamental domains for funnels and cusps in Figure 1. Note that the local
injectivity radius at a point (the largest radius of a geodesic ball centered on that point and
onto which the exponential map is injective) goes to zero asymptotically at the end of a cusp
but grows to infinity in a funnel. In particular, the volume of balls of fixed radius centered at
a given point tends to 0 towards the end of a cusp but is asymptotically constant towards the
end of a funnel.

In the article, funnels will be denoted F' or F}; and cusps will be denoted C or C;.

From now on, we will always imply that the geometric finiteness property holds when
mentioning hyperbolic surfaces.

The nature of the compact core does not intervene in the proof of our results. Thus, though
we are motivated by hyperbolic surfaces, our main result is stated for surfaces with hyperbolic
ends. The precise framework for Theorem 1 is thus the following.

Definition 1.2. — We say that a two-dimensional Riemannian manifold M endowed with a
smooth metric g is a surface with hyperbolic ends if there exists some compact region K C M,
still called the compact core, such that M \ K is a finite union of funnels and cusps.

We insist on the fact that in this definition, no geometric assumption is made in the compact
core K.

We end this overview by recalling the behavior of the spectrum of the Laplace-Beltrami
Ay on a hyperbolic surface. Note that cusps have finite volume while the volume of a funnel
is infinite. For compact hyperbolic surfaces, like on any compact manifold, the spectrum is
made of discrete eigenvalues and there exists an orthonormal basis of eigenvectors in L2(M).
We shall not discuss this case further as it was covered by Burq and Moyano in [BM23], in the
case of Dirichlet or Neumann boundary conditions, W?2° manifolds and Lipschitz metrics.
For non-compact, finite-volume hyperbolic surfaces (meaning they have no funnels and a
finite number of cusps), the Laplace—Beltrami operator has absolutely continuous spectrum
[%, 00), a discrete spectrum consisting of finitely many eigenvalues in [0, %), and may have up
to infinitely many embedded eigenvalues in [}, 00) [Borl6, Theorem 3.12]. These embedded
eigenvalues are very unstable, in the sense that they are destroyed by certain deformations of I"
[PS85]. There are no such embedded eigenvalues in the infinite-area case [Borl6, Proposition
7.5].

Lastly, we emphasize that Theorem 1 for hyperbolic surfaces cannot be deduced immediately
from the main result of [Rou24| on the full half-plane H, as the I'-periodic extension of a
function in L?(I' \ H) \ {0} does not belong to L?(H). Should there exist a strategy based
on spectral inequalities on the full half-plane and periodic extensions from I' \ H to H, we
believe that our local-to-gobal, chart-based method for proving Theorem 1 is more robust in
the perspective of generalizations to a larger class of manifolds.

1.2. Context. This bibliographical overview is divided into two parts. First, we present a
hopefully not too partial history of spectral estimates and their applications, with an attempt
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to cover the most recent advances in the field. Next, we cover some bibliography on the prop-
agation of smallness inequality toolbox that is used throughout the article and its connection
to spectral estimates.

1.2.1. Spectral estimates on manifolds, motivations and applications. The study of spectral
estimates of the form (Spec) from thick sets goes back at least to Logvinenko—Sereda and
Kacnel’son [LS74, Kac73], in connection with uncertainty principles for the Fourier transform.
Their methods are complex-analytic and were improved by Nazarov and Kovrizhkin, among
others [Naz93, Kov00, Kov01, Kov03]. In particular, Kovrizhkin made explicit the dependence
of the constant C'e“® appearing in (Spec), in terms of the thickness parameters § and R.

In their seminal article [LR95|, Lebeau and Robbiano established that spectral estimates
allowed to prove controllability results for the heat equation on compact manifolds, both
with and without boundary. In the boundary-free case, they proved exact null-controllabilty
of the heat equation for L? initial data and arbitrarily short time when the sensor set w is
open. The equivalence between controllability and observability and the link with spectral
estimates were developed in an abstract setting by Miller [Mil10], with explicit dependence
of the controllability and observability costs. Unlike in [LR95]|, where exact controllability is
shown directly and observability is given as a corollary, most recent controllability results for
the heat equation in the spirit of Lebeau and Robbiano now prove observability directly. The
telescoping series method of Phung and Wang [PW13| provides a robust proof that spectral
estimates imply observability from positive-measure time sets via appropriate interpolation
estimates. Subsequent developments of this method for Borel sensor sets w on the flat space
include [AE13, AEWZ14]|. The sharp character of the thickness condition for observability of
the heat equation on the flat space R? was proved simultaneously and independently in [EV18]
and [WWZZ19|. For additional results on spectral estimates and controllability of parabolic
equation from thick sets in non-compact subdomains of the flat space we refer to [ES21], the
review article [ENST20] and the references therein.

The Lebeau—Robbiano strategy for controllability generalizes to other parabolic equations
beyond heat, including linear thermoelasticity systems [L.Z98, BN02], the Kolmogorov equation
[LRM16], and parabolic equations involving quadratic (possibly non-self-adjoint) operators
[BJPS21, MPS23]. The explicit dependence in § of the constant appearing in (Spec) provided
by Kovrizhkin [Kov01] has also allowed to prove controllability results for weakly dissipative
parabolic equations, typically involving fractional Laplacians with exponents smaller than %
[AK24]. The thickness condition on w required for controllability of weakly dissipative equa-
tions involves thickness at asymptotically small scales (see [AK24, Definition 3]). In a recent
article [BT24], Kovrizhkin’s spectral estimate with explicit dependence of the constant was
generalized to Banach-space valued functions, opening up possible applications to parabolic
systems and parabolic equations with a parameter.

Propagation of smallness (typically Carleman inequality-based) and spectral inequalities
have also proved key to controlling the [0, A] frequency range of Schrodinger [Mil04b, SSY25]
and wave [BJ16] equations for arbitrarily large thresholds A. Controllability in the high-
frequency asymptotic regime is then provided by other methods, typically of semiclassical
nature.

Since the original article by Lebeau and Robbiano [LR95], the theory of spectral estimates
on manifolds has encountered numerous developments, with applications to both controlla-
bility results and spectral geometry. In [JL99|, the authors provide a spectral estimate from
open sensor sets on compact manifolds, both with and without boundary, and use it to obtain
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bounds on the (d — 1)-Hausdorff measure of nodal sets of sums of eigenfunctions of the Lapla-
cian in the spirit of [DF88, DF90|. Like in [LR95], the proof of the spectral inequality is based
on interior and boundary Carleman estimates (the latter when the sensor set w is a subset of
the boundary). In recent years, the spectral estimates of [LR95, JL99| have been generalized
to the case where w is merely a Borel subset of the interior of the compact manifold, on the
sphere [DV24] and on general compact manifolds with or without boundary [BM21]. In the
latter, Burq and Moyano use Logunov and Malinnikova’s propagation of smallness estimates
for gradients of harmonic functions [LM18b, Theorem 5.1| as a replacement for previously
Carleman-based propagation of smallness to derive controllability properties from Borel and
zero-measure sets on compact Riemannian manifolds with W2 metrics. The passage from
the boundary-free case to the case of Dirichlet or Neumann boundary conditions is performed
using a double-manifold reflection argument.

The present article is part of a program aiming at generalizing spectral estimate results from
thick sets to non-compact geometric settings by adapting the strategy first introduced by Burq
and Moyano. Miller [Mil05a, Mil05b] was the first to tackle that problem using the Lebeau—
Robbiano method and to provide a necessary condition for spectral estimates on non-compact
manifolds with Ricci curvature bounded below. The next steps in that direction focused on
the full space R? endowed with analytic [LM19] and bounded [BM23| perturbations of the
flat metric. The first instance of a result on non-compact, non-flat manifolds was provided
by Rose and Tautenhahn [RT24]|, using different, Brownian-motion and heat-kernel based
methods, in a general geometric framework (Ricci curvature bounded from below, namely the
assumption of Theorem 2). Their result holds for frequency ranges [0, A] below a frequency
threshold constrained by the curvature lower bound, thus not allowing to control the heat
equation. The first high-frequency result for spectral estimates from thick (Borel) sensor sets
on a non-compact, non-flat Riemannian flat was provided by the second author in the specific
case of the hyperbolic half-plane H [Rou24|. In that article, the spectral estimate is deduced
from (Thick) by adapting the approach of Burq and Moyano [BM23, BM21]| on a suitably
defined covering of the manifold, while the necessary character of the thickness condition is
shown using heat kernels in the spirit of [WWZZ19]. The present article can be seen as a
continuation of [Rou24|. The main contributions made here and absent from [Rou24| are the
following;:

(1) in Sections 2.2 and 2.3, we tackle the fact that the denominator vol(B,(R)) (with R
fixed) can go to zero on a manifold with null global injectivity radius (in our case,
when z tends to the end of a cusp). In H, that denominator was constant with respect
to z and included in the §(R) parameter. We hope that the periodic lifting argument
provided may be generalized to a larger class of manifolds, relaxing the constant-
curvature assumption.

(2) in Section 2.4, we prove that controllability of the heat equation on a manifold with
ends only requires a sensor set w active in the ends. The idea of that section is to use
Carleman-based propagation of smallness estimates to propagate smallness from any
end to the compact core.

(3) in Section 3, we generalize the idea of combining observability estimates and heat
kernel bounds on manifolds developed in [Rou24, Section 2.3] to manifolds with smooth
metric and Ricci curvature bounded from below. Again, attention must be paid to
recovering the small denominator vol(B,(R)) which could be ignored on H.
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We now mention two questions which which we deem interesting but chose not to address
in the article. The first one concerns the dependence of the constant Ce“” in (Spec) on the
geometry and the thickness parameters (R, ¢), which has applications of its own as discussed
earlier. On compact manifolds, this (more specifically, the dependence of the observability
cost for the heat equation) was studied by Miller [Mil04a|. The results were refined by Lau-
rent and Léautaud [LL21] in the case where the sensor set w is a ball of decreasing radius.
Concerning the behavior of observability and control costs for the heat equation as a function
of the constants appearing in the spectral estimate, we refer to [WWZZ19, NTTV20] and the
references therein. Lastly, Theorem 5.1 of [RT24] gives an explicit dependence of the spectral
estimate constant in terms of the Ricci curvature lower bound and the thickness parameters
for frequencies smaller than a specific (and again, explicit) threshold. Note that the thickness
parameters used in [RT24| are not exactly those of the present article: the (R, p)-thickness
condition used in [RT24|, under which the sensor set w must contain a ball of radius p inside
every ball of radius R, is similar to (Thick) in spirit but strictly implies it.

The other main question that we chose not to tackle in the present article is that of the
sensitivity of the thickness condition to potentials. Understanding spectral estimates for the
operator —A 4V opens up applications to controllability of the heat equation with a potential
(see for example [BJPS21, MPS23] in the harmonic case) and random Schrédinger operators
[RMV13, Klel3]. On the full space R?, it has been proved [LBM24| that spectral estimates
from sets satisfying (Thick) still hold for —div(A(z)Vu) + V with V an L* potential and
A uniformly elliptic with Lipschitz entries. Like that of Theorem 1, their proof is based on
the Logunov—Malinnikova propagation of smallness estimate for gradients. Previous results
in the case of bounded potentials used an analytic framework [LM19] or a decay assumption
at infinity [Zhu24, Theorem 2|. In the case of unbounded, polynomially growing potentials of
the full space, it has been shown that spectral estimates hold from sets of decaying density
[AS23, DSV24, Wan24, Zhu24]. The idea in that case is to combine propagation of smallness
arguments with frequency-quantitative decay (Agmon) estimates for eigenfunctions [Agm82,
Alp24]. We hope to study Agmon estimates on non-compact manifolds and decaying thickness
conditions in presence of a potential in forthcoming work.

1.2.2. About propagation of smallness inequalities and their application on manifolds. We con-
clude this bibliographical overview by covering the propagation of smallness tools used to prove
Theorem 1. Precise statements of the corresponding theorems can be found in Appendix A.
Because the proof of Theorem 2 is of a different, geometric-analytic nature, discussion of the
tools used to prove that result is postponed to Section 3.

The main propagation of smallness tool used in the article is the result by Logunov and
Malinnikova [LM18b, Theorem 5.1| for gradients of harmonic functions. The proof is a com-
bination of estimates for the critical sets of solutions of elliptic equations [CNV15], properties
of the doubling index of these solutions and combinatorial lemmas, which were used by the
same authors to obtain results on nodal set bounds [LM18a, Logl8a, Logl8b|. The estimate
holds on subdomains of the Euclidean space and the constant involved depends on the Lips-
chitz and ellipticity constants of the metric as well as the Hausdorff measure § of the set from
which smallness is propagated. For these reasons, we need to apply the Logunov—Malinnikova
estimate in charts satisfying at least the following properties:

(1) the charts must contain a ball of radius R so that the thickness assumption (Thick)
may allow to recover a uniform mass of the sensor set w inside the chart;
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(2) the atlas is locally uniformly finite, meaning each point of the manifold lies at the
intersection of a uniformly bounded number of charts;

(3) the domain of the charts must be uniform, and the metric must be controlled in terms
of ellipticity and Lipchitz constants in the corresponding coordinate system.

In the way it is used in the present article, the Logunov—Malinnikova estimate can be
thought of as a replacement for Carleman-estimate based propagation of smallness (see for
example [JL99, Lemmas 14.4, 14.5]). One major improvement in the former is that it requires
only very mild assumptions on the set from which smallness propagates (positivity of some
(d — 1 — €) Hausdorff content), while the Carleman method requires open sets — or open sets
of the boundary, allowing for propagation of smallness from a (d — 1)-dimensional set. The
usual proof of Carleman estimates relies on pseudodifferential calculus with a large parameter
and a commutator estimate based on the Garding inequality. This gives a weighted unique
continuation estimate (the Carleman inequality), and a good choice of the weight function
allows to deduce propagation of smallness results (see [LR95, Section 3| or [JL99, Sections
14.3, 14.4]). A comprehensive overview of Carleman estimates and their applications to control
problems is the book of Le Rousseau, Lebeau and Robbiano [LRLR22a, LRLR22b|. For a
shorter introduction (in French), we refer the reader to [Lebl15].

1.3. Strategy of proof. The proof of the sufficient condition consists in applying propaga-
tion of smallness inequalities in charts, to a harmonic function which contains all relevant
information on IIpu. To that end, we introduce the harmonic extension

A gin
(1.6) va(t,-) = //\:0 wd

which satisfies

(1.7) vA(t=0,-) =0, Owa(t=0,-)=Tuu, VQUA(t =0,-) =0, 8152 + Agup = 0.

mxu,

K

A

FIGURE 2. Sketch of a hyperbolic surface of genus 1 with two cusps. In purple
dashed lines, the decomposition into its compact core and cusps M = K1LIC;LICs.
In blue full lines, the regions C1, Cy where we prove propagation of smallness
estimates, and the compact region K overlapping C; and Cs.
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The proof of Theorem 1 adapts Burq and Moyano’s strategy for Lipschitz metrics on the
full space RY [BM21] (itself inspired by the pioneering work of Jerison and Lebeau [JL99]).
The general idea is to apply propagation of smallness results for the harmonic extension vy
in local charts and to derive (Spec) from summing these estimates together. We now describe
the steps of the proof of Theorem 1 and how they differ from [BM23, BM21| and the second
author’s previous work [Rou24].

The first step is to apply Logunov and Malinnikova’s propagation of smallness inequality
[LM18b]| for gradients in a suitably chosen rectangle of the hyperbolic half-plane H. We refer
to section 1.2.2 for a quick bibliographical overview of this result. This is essentially the
only step where the explicit expression of the metric is used, as it allows to construct charts
appropriate for applying the Logunov—Malinnikova estimate with uniform constants. The
inequality obtained (Lemma 2.1) and its proof are close to those used in [Rou24|.

We then decompose the surface with hyperbolic ends into its cusps C;, funnels F}, and
a compact core K. The propagation of smallness inequality for rectangles in H is extended
to funnels and cusps using periodic lifting arguments based on their respective structure (see
Figure 1). Specifically, the surface is decomposed as depicted in Figure 2: we prove propagation
of smallness from the intersection of w with slightly smaller subsets F S éj of the funnels and
cusps, respectively.

We then denote K an open, relatively compact enlargement of K that intersects every F,C.
In that relatively compact set, we use Carleman-based propagation of smallness results from
[LRLR22b] and [JLI9] to reduce the question of the compact core to propagation of smallness
inequalities in the ends. We finish by patching together estimates in every tilded subset to
obtain the spectral estimate.

The proof of Theorem 2 is inspired by a similar result from [WWZZ19| on the flat space.
Indeed, the spectral estimate implies an observability inequality for solutions of the free heat
equation as stated in Lemma 3.4. The thickness inequality can then be recovered by testing
this observability inequality for short times with a well-chosen heat kernel. Key elements
of the proof are heat kernel bounds and volume doubling estimates that hold on manifolds
with smooth metrics and Ricci curvature bounded from below. As remarked earlier, we hope
that the regularity assumption on the metric g can be weakened, but we believe that a lower
bound on Ricci curvature is a crucial condition in Theorem 2. Indeed, there are examples of
ill-behaved heat kernels when that assumption is dropped.

The plan of the article is the following. In Section 2, we prove Theorem 1. The proof
is divided into four subsections. In the first, we prove a propagation of smallness result for
rectangles in the hyperbolic half-plane. In subsections 2.2 and 2.3, we show how this result
extends to funnels and cusps using periodic lifting arguments. We finish Section 2 by showing
propagation of smallness from an end to the compact core and patching estimates on funnels,
cusps and the compact core together to deduce the spectral estimate. Section 3 is dedicated to
the proof of Theorem 2. The Appendix contains statements and comments on the propagation
of smallness inequalities used throughout Section 2.

Notation. Throughout the rest of the article, we denote by z a generic element in the manifold
M, dg4(z,2") the geodesic distance between two points z,z’ € M and dvol, the Riemannian
measure corresponding to the metric g. B,(R) denotes a geodesic ball of center z and radius
R.

The symbol < means that the left-hand-side is bounded by the right-hand-side up to an
implicit multiplicative constant which is independent of relevant quantities. The dependence
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of implicit constants is specified as an index when deemed necessary. A ~ B means that both

A < Band B < A hold.
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est of studying spectral estimates on surfaces with cusps, and Nicolas Burq and Luc Robbiano
for interesting discussions about the topic of this article. M.R. acknowledges funding from a
CDSN PhD grant of ENS Paris-Saclay, via the Hadamard Doctoral School of Mathematics.
A.D. acknowledges funding by the ERC-2022-ADG grant GEOEDP (project 101097171).

2. THICKNESS OF w IMPLIES THE SPECTRAL ESTIMATE

2.1. Propagation of smallness on a rectangle of the hyperbolic half-plane. As ex-
plained in the introduction, we aim to obtain propagation of smallness estimates on both
funnels and cusps. These estimates will in turn derive from an inequality localized on rect-
angles of the hyperbolic half-plane, the proof of which is borrowed from [Rou24]. These
estimates will be applied with w and u equal to appropriate periodic liftings to H of vy and
ITpu, respectively. The statement is the following:

Lemma 2.1. — Fiz some R’ > 0 and denote, for any positive k,

o3\
Ry = (=K, k) X </€2_R K <§> > ,
y
3

(2.1) .
R = (~(1 s, (14 ). x ((1 - (14 (3) ) ,
Y

rectangles of the hyperbolic half-plane (H, %).

Let u: Ry — R and w: Ry x Ry — R satisfy
(2 4+ Am)w =0, Qw(t=0)=u, Vgw(t=0)=0.
Consider a subset © C R, satisfying volg(w) > 6. Then for any n > 0, there exist a constant
C(R',n,0) > 0, an exponent a(R') € (0,1), both independent of (A, k), and a fized integer
l such that

(22) ”u”m(m < )”u”m

C(R
. -«
(Z (—28) w2y + 1 Va0 (—Aw) w72 TT)XR”) '

Besides, the same bound holds with HathL?((—%,%)xR,i) in the left-hand-side.

Proof. In this proof only, L? indices indicate norms integrated against the Lebesgue measure,
while LIQHI indices denote norms taken against the hyperbolic measure dvoly = dzgy or the

measure M when also integrating over the auxiliary variable ¢.

We perform the change of variables

(X’Y) = QSH(x?y) = /{_1(5177:'4)
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so that (X,Y’) spans the rectangle R; = (—1,1)x x ((%)R/ , (%)R/>Y when (z,y) spans R,.
This change of coordinates preserves the hyperbolic Laplacian:
Ay = y?(9? + 85) = RAY?2(k20% + 2r720%) = Y2 (0% + 0%).
We then define W#(t, X,Y) = w(t, ¢ *(X,Y)), which satisfies
(02 + Y2 Axy)WH(t, X,Y) = (02 + Ag)w(t,z,y) =0, teR,(X,Y) € Ry.
Multiplying by %, we get

1
(8tﬁat + Axy)W" =0 over Ry,

It is clear that for any 7" > 0, A is uniformly elliptic with Lipschitz coefficients over the box
(-T.7) x Ry = (-T,7) x (—1,1)x X <(%)R ,(%)R)Y, and its ellipticity and Lipschitz
constants are independent of T, k.

Fix 0 < Ty < T5. We denote

(2.3) K = (—Tl,Tl) X Rl,Q = (—TQ,TQ) X 73717,17,i = (ﬁ,i((:)),E,i = {0} X FH.

Then by the assumption on @,

/ dx;ly :/ dX(iY > .
s Y be@ Y

N 1)
(24) VOleuc(¢H(w)) > Wa

the right-hand-side of which we still denote 6. By Logunov and Malinnikova’s theorem [LM18b,
Theorem 5.1|, the statement of which is recalled in Appendix A, we get

(2.5) sup Ve xy W5 < Csup |V x,y WF|* sup ]Vt,XyW“\l_a.
K E. Q

Thus,

The constants C' > 0,0 < o < 1 depend on § but do not depend on u, A, or k.
We change the L norms to L? norms using a trick taken from [BM21, Section 2|. Assume
that VIW*|x is not identically zero and let

_ (s [VexyW"|
supg [V x,y Wr[t =

)a o Fe=A{(XY) € B Ve xy Wr(t = 0,X,Y)| < a}.

Let El, = {0} x F.. One necessarily has vole,.(F.) < $. Indeed, otherwise, the Logunov—
Malinnikova estimate (2.5) holds with identical constants but replacing E, with EJ.. This
gives

(2.6) Sllép Ve xy W < Ca® Sl(lzp |Vt,X7yW’{|1_O‘ < C’es%p Ve xy W5

For Ce < 1, we obtain that V; x yW"|x is identically zero, hence a contradiction.
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As a consequence,

(2.7) / VixyWe(t=0,X,Y)2dXdYy > / IVW"(t =0,X,Y)?dXdY
. F\F,

2
20 5<6 supg |V x,y W"| >a
2

> a > —
T 27 2\ supq [Vex,y WrltTe
wo gyt
0
Since V¢ x yW"(t = 0) = ) , denoting U* = uo ¢!, we get
0

/ U"(X,Y)]?dXdY <  sup / \VixyWr2dXdY
R1 te(=T1,T1) JR1

S Sllép Vixy W

(2.8) 2 o -

< ( / Vexy WAt =0, X,Y)| dXdY> sup [V xy WEP20
Q

K

5(/ ]U“(X,Y)]QdXdY> sup |V x y WH 22,
K Q

The implicit multiplicative constant in the last inequality depends only on d,¢,T1,Ts, R',n
and numerical constants, and does not depend on A, u, k.
Recall that since y is roughly of size s over R,, we have for any function f € L?(Ry),

[ wenpaxar = [ o outePaiy= [ 170 ouan) P,
Ri1 R R y

Applying this to f = U} and f = Uf1ly, (z), we get

(2.9) 1URN 2Ry =~ ull L2 (ryy>  1URNL2(F) = [0l L2 @)-
Hence,
(2.10) il () < Iull7S @) Sup!Vt,XyW“P—M-

We now adapt the Sobolev injection process of [Rou24, Section 2.2|, itself inspired by
[BM23], to bound supg, |V x,y W*|?. Recall that

Q= (—TQ,TQ) X ’le?
By the Sobolev injection in dimension 3, we have

sup [ Ve, xy W < XV Wl o)

with x a smooth cutoff function supported in

QW) = (=13, 73) x R}
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and equal to 1 over Q, for some T3 > T5. We can then apply elliptic regularity (see [Eva22,
Section 6.3]) to the operator — (87 + Y2Ax y), which is uniformly elliptic over Q(!); to obtain

211) Voo Wl gy S L = 2 = Y2 A0 )X Ve Wo g
S =07 = Y2 Axy)XOW |72 gy + (1 = 0 = Y2 Axy )XV xy W72 )y
The first term is bounded up to some multiplicative constant by
(212) [0 s, + 12W s g, + W 20 g,
+ HVX,YatW”H%Z(ml)) + H(YQAX,Y)@W“HQLQ(Q(D)
and the second term by

(2.13)
IVxy W72 gy + IV 8W [ 72 gy + IV Xy W22 ) + Y2V y W 22 )

+ HY2V§(,YWHH%2(Q(1)) + HYAX7YWH||%2(Q(1)) + ||VX,Y(Y2AX,YWH)||iz(g<1>)

where for the last four terms we used the identity
0
VEALTS) = YAAVS + VIV < XAf () + XV OAL)

Here V2f denotes the Hessian matrix of a function f. We again swell Q) by 7 in the (X,Y)
variables to bound the Hessian of W* (in the (X,Y) variables) by its Laplacian and lower
order terms:

va(,YWHH%Z(Q(I)) S HWHHiQ(Q(?)) + HVX,YWH”;(Q&)) + HAX,YWHH%Z(Q(Q))

with Q%) = (=T3,T3) x Ri’n and an implicit multiplicative constant independent of (k, A).
Switching back to coordinates (x,y) and using (2.9), we deduce the following estimates,
which allow to conclude the proof:

YO 2oy = N2 (i (Lm) € {0.1,2)?,

Y Axy W22 o = | Arwl] Le{l,2},

2

L2 ((~T5,T5)xR")?

HVX,Y(YQAX,YWH)”2Lz(Q(2)) = ”yvx,y(y2A:c7yw)Hiﬁ((_T&T@Xnin)
~ ”VHAHwHL%ﬂ((—Tg,Tg)XR?’)’

Note that in inequality (2.8), ||8tW“H%2(K) is bounded by the right-hand-side of the second

line, so that the inequalities we have proved for U” (resp. u) in the rest of the proof also hold
for 9,W* (resp. Ow). This implies the second part of the result. O

2.2. Propagation of smallness in a funnel. This subsection and the next are dedicated
to proving that the propagation of smallness result of Lemma 2.1 extends to funnels and
cusps as long as w satisfies the thickness condition (1.1). In the simpler case of a funnel, the
proof consists in covering the funnel (up to a compact remainder) with rectangles R,. The
rectangles may spill on a finite number of images of the funnel by elements of its corresponding
Fuchsian group, as depicted in Figure 3.

The following lemma is easily checked using that B(x7y)(R) C H is the Euclidean ball with
center (z,ycosh(R)) and radius ysinh(R):
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Lemma 2.2. — Consider R’ defined by the one-to-one relation

(2.14) tanh(R) = min <1 — 2 (;) " 1) ,

Let j, k € Z be two integers and denote

(2.15)

Rik = Rjp(R) = (2875 2R 2R )4 oR7) (2R U= 3R 5 oR -1y = R, +287 (’g) :
a horizontal translation of Ryrr;. Then

(2.16) B.(R) C Rk

where z = (2R’j/€7 %) In particular, by (Thick),

vol(wNRj ) > vol(wN B, (R) > 6 vol(B.(R)).

Since the volume of any ball in a funnel is bounded from below independently of z, we can
make the assumption that the intersection of w with each rectangle R; ; has measure bounded
from below by some constant which we still denote §. Since there is a finite number of funnel
ends in the surface M, this § can still be chosen independent of the funnel.

Consider a funnel F' and the domain isometric to F' that is symmetric with respect to the
y-axis, delimited by three geodesic arcs and the z-axis (see the colored domain in Figure 3).
In the proof of Theorem 4, we will identify F' and this fundamental domain. The images of
the funnel by its corresponding hyperbolic element of PSLy(R) (which has fixed points A and

B € {y = 0} and preserves the geodesic arc AB) are depicted as the white domains of Figure
3. We now prove the following result

Theorem 4 (Propagation of smallness in a funnel). — Let D > 0. There exists F some
complement in F of a relatively compact set of M such that the following inequality holds for
some constant C >0 and any D > 0:

2-20
(2.17) Hat”/\”i%(_%%)xﬁ) < CO(R,9) <e 2o DAHHAUH%Q(FQW)

!
+e P Z (Haf(—Ag)qvA”2L2((—T,T)xF) + vaaf(—Ag)qvA”2L2((—T,T)xF)> >
p,q=0
Note that all the compact remainder sets that are not dealt with in the left-hand-side of
(2.17) will be tackled in subsection 2.4 when studying propagation of smallness from the ends
to the compact core.

Proof. Denote by v € PSLy(R) the isometry of H for which F' (or rather, its projection if H
as depicted in Figure 3) is a fundamental domain.

We fix some jo € Z such that for every j < jo, the projection of the rectangle R,r/; onto I’
does not self-overlap. Such a jg exists as in a funnel, the local injectivity radius at some point
(x,y) tends to infinity as y tends to zero. We fix

F={(x,y) e Fy <3 x 20U~y
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Y

A B

FIGURE 3. The fundamental domain of a funnel (in orange), see Figure 1.
Apart from a compact neighborhood of its geodesic boundary, we cover the
funnel with rectangle rectangle horizontal translations of some R, for various
k (in purple), adapted to the thickness condition at scale R and the hyperbolic
scaling. For better legibility, we have drawn the rectangles as not overlapping
each other, though each of them overlaps a finite, bounded uniformly number
of others.

In Figure 3, F' is the intersection of F' (identified with the colored domain) with the surface
spanned by the purple rectangles.

We then choose a family of rectangles (R; ) with the k; large enough to ensure

7<g0,1kI<k;”
that
FclJ U Riw
J7<jo |k|<k;

and small enough to guarantee that Ujgjo U|k\gkj Rj is contained in F'U~vyF U v~ 'F. This
is the situation depicted in Figure 3 (the union of all rectangles is a subset of F' and the two
fundamental domains for + that neighbor it). Such a family of rectangles exists as long as j
is chosen small enough.

We lift ITpu|p to the domain of H delimited by the z-axis and the geodesic arc AB, setting
Mau(vyz) = Hpu(z). We still denote this extension by ITpu in order not to multiply notation.
We apply the same procedure to its harmonic extension v. Since the lifted I1pu is y-invariant,
the lifted vy remains harmonic with respect to 2 + Ay in each of the rectangles R k-

One can also check that each set R ; intersected with w U~ywU~~'w has measure at least 6.
Since every R is a horizontal translation of R,r/; and the hyperbolic metric in invariant by
horizontal translation, Lemma 2.1 applies to (w,u) = (vp,IIpu) in each rectangle and Young’s
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inequality a?*b>2% < C(a? + b?) yields

2 2
Hatv”LQ((_%7%)Xﬁ') < Z Z ”&tvuL?((—%,%)xRLk)

J<jo |k|<k;
l
2 2
S Z ”HAUHL%(Rj,km(wuwuwflw)) X ( Z (Haf(_Ag)qUA”L2((—T,T)x72;?k)
j.k p,q=0 ’

11—«
+ ||Vgaf(_Ag)q’UAH%Z((—T,T)XR;?JC)) >

2—2a DA 2
< Z (e %o HHAUHLZ(Rj,km(wquUv*W))
ik

e L P ACT VRN AP
e PNV (- g) aun e rryr,)

Here, R;?,k denotes the rectangle

i (k
R
Ry +277 <0>.

For jg and n small enough, we have

U R c(FuyFuy'F).
7<jo,|k|<k;

The result then derives from this property, the y-invariance of the L? norm, and the fact that
each point is covered by a finite, uniformly bounded number of rectangles R? . O

2.3. Propagation of smallness in a cusp. Recall that a given cusp C is isometric to

do? + dy?

<Sé X (@, +00)y, ———5——
Y

for some a > 0 and S} = R/Z. The strategy to obtain a propagation of smallness result on
this cusp is similar to that developed on funnels, with the additional difficulty that the volume
of balls is not bounded from below. Specifically, the volume of some ball B(97y)(R) is of order
é (times an R-dependent multiplicative constant) when y goes to infinity. Thus, the thickness
condition in a cusp becomes
1)
Yy
for some positive §. To recover a uniform lower bound on the measure of the 2-dimensional
set and uniform constants in the Logunov—Malinnikova estimate, we thus need to periodically
lift the cusp C, and to consider rectangles covering a number of periods that depends on their
y coordinate.

VOl(B(ay)(R) Nw) >
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Y

R; Rpamiy

J n
Rpany

FIGURE 4. A rectangle 7%]- in a cusp, its periodic extension RD RI31) and their
enlargements by 7. See Figure 1 and Section 1.1.2 for explanations on the
representation of a cusp in H?.

Theorem 5. — There exists C some complement in C of a relatively compact set such that the
following inequality holds for some constant C > 0 and any D > 0:

2-2a
(2.18) Hath”sz((_%%)Xé) SC(R’,5) (e 2a DAHHAU”%z(me)

l
+am§:@%P%WM@WMWQHW@%AMmﬁmJ®MO>

p,q=0

Proof. The main difference with the proof for funnels is that the projection of a rectangle
R i onto the cusp self-overlaps for large j, specifically for any j such that 2'j+1 5 1. Fix
Jo > [logy (—%ﬂ and denote for j > jg

(2.19) Ry =7 (Rppm ) =S x ([2F]27F, [2jR/1(3/2)Rl)y=

me: (z,y) € H— (x mod 1,y) € C.

Jo is defined so that the 7€j are horizontal bands inside the cusp C. Like before, we also denote
for n > 0,

) =8 x (1 =mP T2, a2 162"
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Besides, it is possible to increase jg so that the (7@?) .y overlap vertically a finite, bounded
J>jo

(n-dependent) number of times. From now on, we assume jj satisfies this property and denote
C =8} x (2891 1o0) = | J Ry,
J>Jjo
the complement in C of which is a relatively compact set. There hold the norm inequalities
(2.20) LQ(C = Z H ”L2 R;) < Z ” ” R’? N77 ” ”L2
Jzjo Jzjo

We now lift C ~ S} x (a, +00), periodically to a subset R, x (a, +00), of the hyperbolic half-

plane H. We extend periodically in 6 the metric g, the function IIpu, its harmonic extension
da? +dy?
y2

vp and the thick set w, and will denote the extensions g = gy = yHpau, vp,w

By the thickness property, the measure of w inside each band 7~€j of the cusp is bounded
from below with decaying bound:

1
~ T2RI)

Indeed, one can check similarly to Lemma 2.2 that

B (0 R )(R) CR;

voly(wNR;) >

> cosh(R)

where R’ is defined by (2.14). Thus,

Ry = [277] [(_1,1) X <<%>R @)R)]

contains exactly [2le1 copies of w N 7~€j, and volg, (gﬂRmmj]) is bounded from below

uniformly in j. This procedure is illustrated in Figure 4.
We now apply Lemma 2.1 for rectangles RDR/J-] and the set w, yielding

2.21) [|yua S .
( ) H tU—A|’L2((—%7%)XR’_2 ” AUHL2<WORQR'1)

p,q=0 [2Rj1 r2R'j7

11—
(Z 196 (= Ae* UAH (( T,T)xR" )+HVHQ{)(_AH)%_AH;((—TI) R7 )) '

By periodicity and fixing n < 1, it is possible to bound the left-hand-side from below and

right-hand-side from above to get
(2.22) 2 x [QR'j—|||8t'L)AHiZ( T TR,) < (2[2%9))* Myl ig(mﬁj) X (4[2777)1-o

l1—o
( Z 107 (—Ag)Tvall7, 12((-1r)xRY) T ”Vgaf(_Ag)qvAHi2((—T,T)><7é;7)> '

p,q=0

The [2%77 constants simplify, hence we get a bound for H(‘)tUAHiQ (-T1)xR
7, ;

independent constant. The rest of the proof consists in applying Young’s inequality, summing
over j, and using bound (2.20) to derive (2.18), similarly to the case of funnels. O

) with j-
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2.4. General surface with hyperbolic ends. Carleman on the compact core + good de-
composition + sections 2.2, 2.3.

The last preliminary propagation of smallness result needed to conclude the proof consists
in bounding the harmonic extension 0,vs on the compact core of the manifold.

As noted in the introduction, the thickness assumption on w is unchanged when removing a
relatively compact subset from w, up to increasing the thickness scale R. Thus, the intersection
of the compact core of the manifold (in which we do not assume hyperbolicity properties) with
the sensor set is allowed to be empty under our assumptions. What we show is propagation
of smallness from an end (in which the sensor set is active) to the compact core. A physical
interpretation of the following result is that to control the heat equation on a non-compact
manifold, one only need to control what happens at infinity.

Theorem 6 (Propagation of smallness in the ends is sufficient). — Let U, V' be open subsets of
a smooth manifold M with U CC V. Let X be an open subset of U, then for any T > 0, there
exist some constant C(U,V,X,T) > 0 and some 6 € (0,1) such that

(2.23) HatUA”m((_g%)XU) < C”atUA”?qt{ —~T,T)xV) ”HAU”Lz(X

This result is inspired by Theorem 9.1 of [LRLR22b]|, but the authors obtain a bound by
the L? norm of the full harmonic extension of IIyu (G;va in our case) rather than ITpu itself.
We combine their statement with an adaptation of a Jerison and Lebeau’s propagation of
smallness results from the boundary [JL99, Lemma 14.5] to our setting.

Proof of Theorem 6. The first step of the proof is to propagate smallness for the harmonic
extension Oyvp(t,z) from a small enough chart inside X to U (times appropriate intervals
in the t variable). This is a standard procedure in Carleman inequality-based propagation
of smallness estimates. A general statement, proofs and generalizations can be found in
[LRLR22b, Chapter 9]. We state a version of their result suited to our setting in Theorem 8

of Appendix A. Set m = M > 0, which is positive by the relative compactness property

of U. Applying Theorem 8 with Ry =0, f =0, U = (—%, %) xU,V = (-T,T) x Uy, with

T >0, Uy = U,y B-(m), and the solution w = dyvp of
(07 + Ag)w =0,
we get
(224) HatUAHH( Z.DyxU) < C\|8th\|2 2ﬁ( T,T)xUp) HatUAHL?( T,T)xX)"

The second step is to apply Jerison and Lebeau’s propagation of smallness from the bound-
ary (see Theorem 9 of Appendix A for statement and comments) to bound [|va[;2(_z 1), x)
272

by |[TIaul[z2(xy)- We do so with F' = vy, on both sides of the {t = 0} surface, with B a ball
such that BN {t =0} = {t =0} x X. We get

(2.25) HatUAHi%(_%%)XX) < O[O (t = O)HiZ(X HUI\H2 27( T, T)xV)"

The result then follows from injecting (2.25) in (2.24) and shrinking X, m appropriately. The
exponent 6 of the theorem corresponds to vy € (0,1). O

From there on, the proof consists in summing all the propagation of smallness estimates in
patches (the compact core, funnels and cusps) and deriving the spectral estimate from Young
and functional calculus inequalities, in the spirit of [BM21]| and [Rou24].
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We apply Theorem 6 with U = K defined in the introduction, V = M, and X an open set
that is contained in the intersection of K with one of the ends F or C' defined in Sections 2.2,
2.3. That end will be denoted Fy. In what follows, P (for patch) will denote either a funnel
F or a cusp C and P will denote the domains F', C' of Theorems 4 and 5. This yields

2 2y 2 2«,
||8tUA||L2((_%,%)X o S HHAUH HatUAH (=T, T)x M)

(2.26) _ay DA
<e > ”HAUHL2 (Po) t+e |’8tUAHH1 (=T, T)xM)"

Recall that, by Theorems 4 and 5, the following estimate holds on any funnel or cusp P:

2—=2a pA
227) 1100ala_x 1)) Sho ( = PN g3 ey

- Z <||3p UA||L2( r1xp) T IIVgd) (—A )qvA||%2((—T,T)><P)>>‘

p,q=0
By the statement of Lemma 2.1 with u in the left-hand-side, this inequality also holds when
replacing ”8tUA”L2( ) P) by HHAuHi2 B
In inequalities (2. 26) and (2.27), D is a fixed, large positive constant which will be specified

at the very end of the proof. We now sum (2.26) and (2.27) over all funnels and cusps P to
obtain (Spec). First of all, by positivity of the projector-valued measure, we have for all t € R

A A
Iyl ) = / (dmu, ) < / cosh(\t)2{dmau, u) = |0 (t, s
0 0

Integrating over t € (—%, %) gives
(2.28) IMAul[r2(ar) ST ||atUA||L2((_%,§)XM)-

We now decompose ||5tUA||2L2( M) 38 the sum over funnels, cusps and the compact core. Note
that funnels and cusps are disjoint from one another, so that

HatUAHiz((_% T)x ( Z HatUAHLz (-Z,Z)x > + ||8tUAHL2 (-L.D)xK)
end P
Using (2.26), we bound the norm over the compact core:
2 —DA 2
HatUAHLz((_Z T ( Z HatUAHLz _T T ) +e HatUAHHtlz((_Tj)XM)
27 2 endP 27 2 s
—|—e 2'y ||HAU||L2 _Z Z)XPO)

We apply propagation of smallness in funnels and cusps as given by (2.27) to bound the sum
by L? norms on the entire manifold: we get for some constant K > 0 independent of D

(229) \\Gth|]2LQ( _% %)XM) < eKDAHHAu”LQ(w

oy (108 (= 8) 7022 _ryar) + 17908 (= Bg) 7022 ryan)) -
P,g=0
The term ||8151)A||H1 (—T.T)x M) 18 absorbed in the sum.
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We now bound the gradient terms: for a given function h € D(—A,). Ignoring the time
integral for now, one has for fixed ¢

1
1950320y = (=B roary < 5 (101200 + 1l = AghlEaan)) -

Thus, the sum in (2.29) can be replaced by

+1
(2:30) S (190 (=20 0n 32 rpan) -

p,q=0

This step simplifies the method developed in [Rou24], in which gradient term bounds were
performed locally by defining appropriate cutoffs in charts.
Recall that

A
(2.31) W ((—Ay)Tvp) = / P20 6inh @) (\t)dmyu, p,q € N.
0

Thus, using the functional calculus bound (1.3) and the bound
APF2(sinh(AT) + cosh(AT)) < effoA

for some sufficiently large K, we get

I+1

>~ (10829l e rryenn) < €M IMaulFaquy K1 > 0.
P,q=0

Using (2.28), (2.29) and (2.30), we obtain
(2.32) Al Z2gpy < O™ PHMaulla () + e =P aulfFayy)-

Fixing D = 2K7, we obtaln the desired spectral inequality for A larger than some Ay such
that CeK1ho = % For A € [0, Aq], we apply the result to IIn,IIpnu = IIyu. This ends the
proof of Theorem 1.

3. SPECTRAL ESTIMATES IMPLY THICKNESS

In this section, we prove that thickness is necessary to spectral estimates on manifolds with
Ricci curvature bounded from below. Theorem 2 generalizes the necessity of Logvinenko and
Sereda’s thickness condition [LS74| (see for example [HJ95, Chapter 3.4]). The proof is a
generalization of those of [WWZZ19, Lemma 2.5| and [Rou24, Section 2.3]. It is based on
the fact that spectral estimates imply an observability inequality for solutions of the heat
equation. The idea is then to test this observability inequality with heat kernels. The Ricci
curvature lower bound implies Gaussian estimates from above and below for the heat kernel
as well as estimates on the volume of balls, both of which are used in the proof.

We start with a few key inequalities on manifolds with Ricci curvature bounded from below.
The first one is a volume doubling property which is a consequence of [CGT82] (see also [Heb96,
Theorem 1.5|, [GHLO04, Theorem 4.19]):

Lemma 3.1 (Volume doubling). — There exists a positive constant Cp(n,K) > 0 such that
for any z € M and every r > 0, one has

(3.1) vol(B.(2r)) < CpefP" vol(B.(r)).
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Iterating (3.1) gives for any n € N:
(3.2) vol(B,(2"r)) < (Cp)"exp (Cp(2" — 1)r) vol(B,(r)).
The following is a consequence of the volume doubling estimate:

Lemma 3.2 (Quotient of Gaussian integrals). — Consider two positive numbers o, 3. Then

T e~0d(z20)” g vol (z)
3.3 f
(3:3) ZélelM [oy € P20 dvol(z)

Proof of Lemma 3.2. The idea of the proof is to compare the integral of a Gaussian centered

around a point zp with the volume of the ball B, (1). We start by bounding the numerator
from below:

/ e_ad(z’z‘))zdvol(z) > e”*vol(By,(1)).
M

We now bound the denominator from above by decomposing the integral on a sum of
integrals over annuli and using the volume dilation estimate (3.2):

/ e‘gd(z’zo)deol(z)
M
2 = 2
é/ e~ Pd(z,20) dvol(z) + Z/ e~ Pd(z,20) dvol(z)
Bz (1) B

=07 Bzo (2"T1)\Bx, (27)

< vol(B,, (1)) + Z e 4" vol (B, (2"1h))

<vol(B,, (1)) + (Z exp (2"t1Cp — 4"B) (CD)n—i-l) vol(B,,(1)).

n=0
The sum converges, so that we get the zp-independent lower bound:
fM e‘ad(z’ZO)zdvol(z) > e @

[y e B dvol(z) = 1+ (2755 exp (27F1Cp — 4f) (Cp)™+1)

This proves Lemma 3.2. Note that the numerator only needs to be an integral of a non-
negative, radially decaying function, rather than of a Gaussian. O

Lower bounds on Ricci curvature also ensure the following Gaussian (in terms of the geodesic
distance) upper and lower bounds on the heat kernel [Bau22, Theorem 2.35]:

Lemma 3.3 (Gaussian bounds for the heat kernel). — Denote p(t,z,zo) the heat kernel of
M at time t between two points z, zg in M. There exist constants C1,Co depending only on
(n, K) such that the following estimates hold:

Cq

(3.4) p(z, 20,t) < m

5 2)2
exp <—d(57t) + Co(t + d(z, 20) )> ,

d(Z, Z0)2

> m exp <—T - 02(t + d(Z, Z0)2)> .
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For proof of these geometric inequalities, we refer to [Bau22| and the references therein, in
particular [LY86, Gri09|.
We now consider a Borel subset w C M satisfying the spectral estimate, which we recall:

(3.6) Vue L2 VA >0, |Haulpzn < Ce“ [Tl o)

The spectral estimate (3.6) implies the following final-time observability estimate from
(0,T) xw (see [Mill0, PW13, WWZZ19, BM23| for proof and refined statements, in particular
concerning the time set):

Lemma 3.4 (Observability). — Assume w satisfies the spectral estimate property (3.6) and
consider u(t, z) a solution of the heat equation
Ou — Agu =0 in R x M,

(3.7) .
’LL|t:0 = Upg N M.

for some ug € L>(M). For any T > 0, there exists some constant Cops(T) > 0 such that

(3.8) / (T, 2)2dvol(z) < Copa(T / /|u 5, 2)2dvol(z)ds

A proof of (a stronger version of) Lemma 3.4 on the flat space can be found in [WWZZ19,
Lemmas 2.3 and 2.4|. It adapts easily to the manifold case, as explained in [Rou24, Appendix
BJ.

Fix tg > 0 a time such that

2
—Br = _5t— + 20y < —4Cp,

for example tg = m. Note that tx depends only on the dimension and curvature

bound of the manifold M. We fix some zy € M and apply the observability inequality (3.8)
at time T' = %‘f for the initial condition

(3.9) ug(z) =p <z,z0, %) , z€M.

By the semi-group property for the heat equation, we get

(3.10) u(s,z)zp(z,zo,s—l—%{), $s>0,z€ M,
thus

dvol(z)ds.

(3.11) / Ip (2, 20, ti) [2d vol (z) < Cobs/ /w

We bound the left-hand-side from below using (3.5):

2
P (z 20, — + s>
[ ezt dvol(z) i [ exprscatenatean g
Mo vol(Bs, (VEK))? Jur

mK —agd(z,20)?
> K d
> S L ulz)

with mg and ag = 2 <C’2 + ﬁ) two constants depending on the dimension and the curvature

v

lower bound. In the rest of the proof, constants indexed by a K are only dependent on those
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geometric features. They do not depend on zy or the parameter R that will be introduced
later on.

We now bound the right-hand-side from above using the Gaussian upper bound (3.4). We
then introduce some radius R > 0, which will be fixed independently of zy at the end of the
proof. We split the integral over w into its B,,(R) and B,,(R)¢ parts:

tK/Q
/ / Ip (2, 20, t + )[* dvol(z)ds

0

ti /2 2
. /K/ / C? eCa(tict28) gy =Bred(::20) ol (z)
0
ol

(- (/5

2,2Cst
Cfe*2tx / e Brd(z20)? g yol () +/ e Prd(z20)° ol (z)
wNBz (R) wNBz, (R)°

o= ()

IN

M
< K 5 <vol(w N B, (R)) + AR / e_ﬁTKd(Z’ZO)Zdvol(z)>
(o (VB
My PK p2

8
< 5 <Vol(w NB.(R))+e 2 /M e_TKd(Z’ZO)Zdvol(z)> .
vol <BZO < %))
Plugging the lower and upper bounds in (3.11) yields
BK Rp2

(3.12) / e~ oK d(=20) 4 (7) < M, <v01(w NB;(R))+e 2 / e_%(d(Z’ZO)deol(z)> .
M M

where

, _ Mg su vol(Bs, (VK))®

K mr zoeMm 2
vol (Bzo <«/%K>>

can be chosen independently of zp thanks to the volume doubling estimate (3.1).
We conclude the proof of Theorem 2 using Lemma 3.2. By the lemma, for « = ax and
8= BTK, it is possible to find some R = Rg > 0 such that

—Q Z,2 2
_BK 2 <1 nf fMe K d(2,20) dvol(z)

e )
2 zoeM Iy G_ﬂTKd(Z’ZO)Zdvol(z)

For such an R, (3.3) yields

(3.13) / e~k d=20)° 4y(2) < 2M (vol(w N By (R)))
M
hence we recover the thickness condition
(3.14) dvol(B,,(R)) < vol(w N B,,(R))
for
0 ! e~ oK R

~2My
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Kcca
E C {0} x R?

QO cR?

FIGURE 5. An example of setting where the Logunov—Malinnikova inequality
allows to propagate the smallness of gradients from a 2—dimensional set E to
a larger 3—dimensional box K. The auxiliary ¢ introduced in the paper can be
interpreted as the horizontal variable.

6 depends only on R, the dimension n of the manifold, and the curvature lower bound.

We finish this section by noting that the proof that observability implies a thickness as-
sumption may generalize to other semigroups e *. The only assumptions needed are the
volume doubling estimate, which depends on the metric rather than the operator considered,
and an integral kernel of the propagator satisfying a Gaussian pointwise bound from above
and a positive radially decaying bound from below.

APPENDIX A. STATEMENT OF PROPAGATION OF SMALLNESS INEQUALITIES USED IN THE
PAPER

The goal of this appendix is to recall the different propagation of smallness inequalities
that are used throughout the paper. We first present the Logunov—Malinnikova theorem on
propagation of smallness for gradients of harmonic functions [LM18b, Theorem 5.1], which is
used crucially in charts in Section 2.1.

Theorem 7 ([LM18b]). — Consider Q a bounded domain in R¥1. There exists a constant
c € (0,1) that depends only on the dimension such that the following holds: take any u solution
of an elliptic equation in divergence form

(A1) div(AVv) =0 over Q

where A = (a; j(x))i; is a symmetric, uniformly elliptic matriz with Lipschitz entries:
ATHC? < CAG Q) < MICP,  aig(x) — aij(y)] < Agfx —y].

Let m, 9, p be positive numbers, and assume sets E, K C € satisfy

CLH(E) > m,  dist(E,090) > p,dist(KC, 9Q) > p.
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Then there exist C,~y > 0 depending only on m,§, p, A1, Ao, Q such that
sup |Vo| < C'sup |Vu|? sup |[Vo|' 7.
K E Q

In particular, the result holds for 6 = ¢ ie if F is a set of Hausdorff dimension d. An
illustration of this result is presented if Figure A in the case d =2, = c.

In Section 2.4, which is dedicated to bounds on the compact core of a manifolds, we use
Carleman-inequality based propagation of smallness from open sets in the spirit of Lebeau
and Robbiano [LR95]. The first of these results can be found in the textbook [LRLR22b,
Theorem 9.1] (see also [LRLR22a, Lemma 5.3| for the underlying result applied in charts).
The proof is based on interior Carleman estimates applied in ordered local charts along paths
connecting a finite number of points in the compact core to a point in the observation set. We
state it in the specific case [ = 0:

Theorem 8 (|[LRLR22b|). — Let (M, g) be a d-dimensional, possibly non-compact Riemannian
manifold. Consider the operator P = —Ay + Ry with Ry a first-order differential operator
on M. Let U,V be two open subsets of M such that U is connected, U N OM = @ and
Uccyccm.

Let X be an open subset of U. There exist C >0 and B € (0,1) such that

(A2) il @y < Clwllnly (Fllzw) + lwll@)”
for any w, f € H*(V) x L*(V) satisfying Pw = f.

We apply this result to the harmonic extension w = 0;v,, which is a solution of an elliptic
equation. However, to get a bound by IIyu = dyva(t = 0) in the right-hand side, propagation
of smallness from the boundary is also needed. This the object of the next theorem. We
take the statement from [JL99, Lemma 14.5]. The idea of the proof is to apply a boundary
Carleman estimate (itself coming from [LR95, Rob95|) to the harmonic extension multiplied
by appropriate cutoffs localizing in concentric sectors of a half-ball BN{t > 0}. The statement
is the following:

Theorem 9 ([JL99]). — Denote Xp = [-T,T] x M for T > 0. Let B be a ball in Xo centered
centered on 0 x M. Let BT = {(t,z) € B,t > 0}. Suppose that V C B™, and F is a solution
of (87 + Ay)F = 0 satisfying F(0,x) = 0. There exist v € (0,1) and C depending only on V,
B and M such that

(A.3) 1F N2y < CIOF(E = Ol gy 1F it

Note that though the work of Jerison—Lebeau deals with compact manifolds with boundary,
this lemma and its proof are local and avoid the boundary. The proof given in [JL99]| deals
with the flat Laplacian. As noted in [LR95, Section 3.A], the inequality for any operator of
the form 67 + A,.
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