arXiv:math/0012020v1 [math.AP] 4 Dec 2000

Fredholm Properties of Elliptic Operators on R”

Daniel M. Elton
November 13, 2018

Abstract

We study the Fredholm properties of a general class of elliptic differential operators on R™.
These results are expressed in terms of a class of weighted function spaces, which can be locally
modeled on a wide variety of standard function spaces, and a related spectral pencil problem on
the sphere, which is defined in terms of the asymptotic behaviour of the coefficients of the original
operator.

1 Introduction

In this paper we consider systems of differential operators on R"™ whose coefficients have certain
asymptotic properties as |x| — oo. These elliptic operators define continuous maps between weighted
function spaces on R™ which are locally modeled on Sobolev, Holder or other types of spaces, but
which contain a derivative dependent weight that controls behaviour as |z| — co. In this setting we
obtain results of the following type which parallel those of the standard theory for elliptic operators
on compact manifolds;

e A priori estimates for solutions.

e Regularity results relating solutions in different weighted spaces.

e The Fredholm property for operators acting between certain weighted spaces.
e Dependence of the Fredholm index on the weighted spaces.

In order to avoid a large number of lengthy definitions in the introduction we presently restrict our
attention to the formulation of our results for the case of scalar operators acting on weighted function
spaces modeled on Sobolev spaces of integral order. At the end of the introduction we indicate where
the corresponding results for the general case can be found.

For the purpose of defining our class of elliptic operators we introduce the following symbol classes
(see Section [L.]] for basic notation).

Definition 1.1. For any 8 € R define Sc® to be the set of those functions p € O, for which there
exists a € C®(S"!) and ¢ € C2 satisfying the following conditions.

(i)  Writing € RY in polar coordinates as x = (r,w) we have
p(z) = aw)r=? +q(z)
whenever |z|=r > 1.
(i)  For any multi-index o we have an estimate of the form

D¢q(z) = o(|:z:|_’8_|°“) as |z| — oo.
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The function a(w)r~" defined on R? will be called the principal part of p.

Let A(z, D,) be a differential operator on R™ of order m. Thus we can write

Ax.D,) = 3 p*(a) DS (1)

laj<m

where p* € CfX, for each multi-index o with |o| < m. We say that A is an admissible elliptic operator
provided p® € S 1% for each |a] <'m and A is uniformly elliptic on R™ in the sense that

> p(x)Ee

|laj=m

= Ol (2)

for all z,& € R™ (where C' is some positive constant). Examples of admissible elliptic operators include
the Laplacian —A and the Schrédinger operator —A 4+ V whenever V' € Sc?; in particular V must
decay at least as quickly as |z|~2.

In order to define the function spaces on which A shall act we need to introduce the weight function
A defined on R™ by A(z) = (1 + |z|>)'/2.

Definition 1.2. For p € [1,00), k € Ng and 8 € R define a norm ||-[| ;;».» on C§° by
i

IIUHI’;S,k = > /Ap(‘”'a)(w)|D§U($)|”d”:v,

la| <k

and let H g’k denote the Banach space obtained by taking the completion of C§° with respect to this
norm.
For p € (1,0), k € Z\Ny and § € R let ¢ € (1,00) be given by 1/p+ 1/¢ = 1 and define Hg’k to

be the Banach space obtained by taking the dual of H 3; * with respect to the L? pairing on R™.

If A is an admissible elliptic operator of order m then A defines a continuous map H gf;m - H g’k
for any p € (1,00), k € Ny and g € R. We obtain the following regularity result relating solutions of
the equation Au = f for some different values of p, k and S.

Theorem 1.3. Let p,q € (1,00), k,l € Z, 8,7 € R and suppose we either have 3 +n/p <~y +n/q or
B+n/p<~y+n/qandp>q. If Au € Hg’kﬁHg’l for some u € Hgitnm then we also have u € Hgf:;m
Furthermore

el gy < C(lAullpi + ol e

for all such u.

In order to proceed with further regularity results and Fredholm properties for the map A :
Hgf;m — Hg’k we must eliminate a countable set of values of 5. These values are related to the
eigenvalues of an associated spectral problem which we now introduce.

Suppose A is an admissible elliptic operator of order m given by ([l). We define the principal part
of A to be the operator Ag on R? given by

Ao(z,D;) = Z a®(w)rlel=m po,

laj<m

where, for each |a| < m, a®(w)r!®="™ is the principal part of p®. It is easy to see that the ellipticity
estimate ([) for A implies Ay is elliptic on R?.



The principal part of A can be rewritten in the form

Ao(@, Da) = DA™ (w, D) (rDr) (r7™),
§=0

where, for j = 0,...,m, A/(w, D) is a differential operator on S™~! of order at most j. Associated
to A we now define an operator pencil B4: C — L (H™(S" 1), L2(S"71)) by

Ba(A) = > A" (w,Dy) N
j=0

for each A € C. The spectrum of this operator pencil is the set
o(Ba) = {ANeC|Ba(N): H™(S") — L*(S"') is not invertible}.

The geometric multiplicity of A\g € o(B4) is just dim Ker B 4(\g), whilst the algebraic multiplicity
can be defined as the sum of the lengths of a set of maximal Jordan chains corresponding to Ay (see
Section B.3 or for more details).

Using the ellipticity of Ay it can be shown that o(25 4) consists of isolated points of finite algebraic
multiplicity and that any strip of finite width parallel to the real axis contains at most finitely many
points of o(B4) (see Theorem 5.2.1 in [KMR] or Theorem 1.2.1 in [NPZ] for example).

The projection of o(B 4) onto the imaginary axis is of particular importance and will be denoted
by T'(A); that is

I'(A) = {ImA|Xxeo(Ba)} C R

In particular, the above discussion implies I'(A) consists of isolated points and, given v € T'(A), the
total algebraic multiplicity of all those A € o(28 4) with Im A = ~ is finite.

The Fredholm property for A is related to the spectrum of the associated operator pencil through
the set I'(A) as follows.

Theorem 1.4. Letp € (1,00), k € Z and B € R. If f+n/p ¢ T'(A) then the map A : Hgf:;m — Hg’k
1s Fredholm.

We also obtain a I'(4) dependent regularity result complementing Theorem [I.3.

Theorem 1.5. Let p,q € (1,00), k,l € Z, B,7 € R and suppose 5+ n/p and v+ n/q belong to the
same component of R\T'(A). If Au € Hg’k NHY for some u € Hgf;m then we also have u € Hgf;m
Furthermore

Hu”Hgf;rlm < C(”Au”Hgk + Hu”Hgifnm)

for all such u.

As a consequence of Theorems [[.4 and [[.§ we also obtain a stability result for the Fredholm index
of A.

Theorem 1.6. Let p,q € (1,00), k,l € Z, B,7 € R and suppose 5+ n/p and v+ n/q belong to the
same component of R\T(A). Then the Fredholm maps A : Hgf;m — Hg’k and A : Hgi;m — HY
have the same index.

If the parameter § is varied so that 5+ n/p moves between components of R\I'(A) then the index
of the corresponding map will change. This change is related to more detailed information about the
spectrum of the operator pencil B 4.



Theorem 1.7. Let p € (1,0), k € Z and $1,P2 € R with f1 < o and B; +n/p ¢ T'(A) fori=1,2.
Set ¥ ={X€o(®B)| ImA € [51, 5]} and, for each A € X, let my denote the algebraic multiplicity of
A. Then we have

Index AP = Index A2 + Z my,
AEX

where AP denotes the map A : Hgﬁ:mm — ngk fori=1,2.

Let A*(x, D) denote the differential operator obtained by taking the formal adjoint of A(z, D)
(with respect to the standard Lebesgue measure on R™). Using the definition of the symbol classes
Sc” it is straightforward to check that A* is also an admissible elliptic operator. Furthermore we have

T(A*) = (n+m)—T(A). (3)

In the case that A is formally self-adjoint we can determine the Fredholm index entirely from
knowledge of the spectrum of the operator pencil B 4.

Theorem 1.8. Letp € (1,00), k € Z and, for any~y € R, let AO) denote the map A : Hf‘;_k;m — Hf’;’k.
Now suppose A is formally self-adjoint. Then I'(A) is symmetric about (n+m)/2 and, for any f € R
with B+ n/p ¢ T'(A), we have

Index Atm=6-2n/p) — _ [ndex AP,

In particular we either have (n 4+ m)/2 ¢ T(A), in which case Index A™/2+7/2=n/P) — 0 or we have
(n+m)/2 € T(A), in which case the sum of the algebraic multiplicities of those A € o(B4) with
Im A\ = (n+m)/2 is even (say 2d for some d € N) and

IndeX A(m/2+n/2—n/p—a) — d — — Index A(m/2+n/2—n/p+a)

for all sufficiently small € > 0.

The paper is arranged as follows. In Section [] we define the general class of weighted function
spaces on which our elliptic operators act, as well as related weighted function spaces for the associated
“model operators”. The majority of this Section is devoted to establishing the basic properties of these
spaces that are necessary in order to work with them. In particular Section gives details of how
some previously defined weighted function spaces (including the weighted Sobolev spaces of Definition
[.9) arise in this general setting.

The full class of elliptic operators on R™ to which our results apply is introduced at the beginning to
Section [ (see Definition [E.3)). This class is basically a generalisation of the class of (scalar) admissible
elliptic operators introduced above to cover the case of systems with Douglis-Nirenberg type ellipticity.
The generalisations of Theorems [L.d to are given in Theorems (.12, .22, {.18, 4.19, §.23 and §.24
respectively (Remarks and provide the details needed to derive the results given above from
their counterparts in Section ). Additionally it is shown that the finite dimensionality of the kernel
implied by Theorem (or Theorem [.22) remains valid without restriction on the parameter 3 (see
Theorem [.17). Finally, at the end of Section |, we give some index formulae for elliptic operators
whose principal part is homogeneous with constant coefficients (see Theorems and [£:29).

The main results are established from results for “model operators” on II" and R?. These operators
provide the necessary generalisation of the operators Ag and B 4 introduced above and are dealt with
in Section J. The isomorphism results contained in Sections B.4 and B.j (for II" and R respectively)
are also of interest in their own right.




There appear to be at least two independent areas of research related to the results presented
here. One of these areas has involved the detailed study of homogeneous constant coefficient elliptic
operators on R™. Theorem was established for the spaces E = HPF p € (1,00), k € Ny in a
series of papers culminating with [CM]. In the same Theorem was given for scalar operators and
the spaces E = C*7, 1 € Ny, 0 € (0,1). The approach used in these papers is based on establishing
mapping properties for an explicit class of related convolution operators. This approach seems to be
well suited to problems involving constant coefficient operators and allows for the computation of the
index and the characterisation of kernels and cokernels; on the other hand, this approach does not
appear to generalise easily to cover operators with variable coefficients.

Operators with variable coefficients have been considered in another area of research. In [BK]
Theorem was established for scalar operators and the spaces E = H¥, k € Ny, whilst Theorem
was given for scalar operators and the spaces E = LP, p € (1,00) when 3 = n/p. The possibility of
generalisation to systems of operators was also observed in [BK]. Our method for obtaining Theorem
from results for the “model operators” is essentially similar to the method used in with the
exception that our consideration of more general classes of weighted function spaces allows us to use
a duality argument in going from the semi-Fredholm property to the Fredholm property (i.e. from
Theorem to Theorem [.22; a regulariser is used for the corresponding step in [BK]).

Since the paper [BK]] work on operators with variable coefficients appears to have been concentrated
on the closely related problem of elliptic operators on domains whose boundaries contain conical
singularities. For this related problem many results similar to those of Section f] have been established
in the case of weighted LP Sobolev spaces of integer order and weighted Holder spaces (see [KMR] or
[NPJ] for an exposition of this theory). The presumed existence of parallel results for elliptic operators
on R™ has been remarked upon by several authors (see in particular Remark 4.1.5 in [NPJ]) — however
a detailed study of this problem does not appear to have been carried out as of yet.

The problem of elliptic operators on R™ and that of elliptic operators on domains with boundaries
containing conical singularities both give rise to the same type of “model operators” on cylindrical and
conical domains (which, in our case, are II" and R} respectively). Furthermore the arguments used
to go from results for the “model operators” to results for the actual problems are similar in many
aspects. Important developments in the study of the relevant “model problems” include [Kd] where the
case of scalar operators on weighted L? Sobolev spaces of non-negative integral order was considered,
and [NPI] where generalisations were made to systems of operators on weighted LP Sobolev spaces
of integer order and weighted Holder spaces. Weighted L? Sobolev spaces of fractional order were
considered in [0 (see [KMR] for more details about the historical development of this theory and
references to further results). These results are obtained in Section B using a different approach based
on a characterisation of pseudo-differential operators given in [[B]. The advantage to this approach is
that it enables the systematic consideration of a much more general class of weighted function spaces;
perhaps the most important of the new types of spaces to be considered include weighted LP Sobolev
spaces of arbitrary real order and non-separable weighted Holder spaces (rather than the separable
subspaces of these spaces which were considered previously). It should be possible to extend these
methods to give more general results for the case of elliptic operators on domains with boundaries
containing conical singularities, although no attempt to do this is made here.

One application of the results presented here is to the study of zero modes (or zero energy bound
states) of the Dirac-Weyl operator o.(D — A) on R3 (here o is the vector of Pauli matrices and A4 is a
real vector potential); this will appear in [H].

1.1 Notation

In this section we introduce some (not necessarily standard) notation and conventions that will be
used throughout the paper.
We define Ny = N U {0} to be the set of non-negative integers; thus a multi-index « is simply an



element of N{j with |a| :=aq + -+ + .

The sets R™\0 and Rx.S"~! are denoted by R” and II" respectively. The letter w is used to denote
a point on S"~!, whilst (r,w) and (t,w) denote polar coordinates on R” and cylindrical coordinates on
II" respectively. When necessary S"~!, R” and II" will be considered as Riemannian manifolds with
the obvious choice of Riemannian metrics (i.e. that given by the standard embedding into R™ as the
unit sphere for S”~!, the restriction of the Euclidean metric for R? and the product metric for I1").

For i € {1,...,n} we use D; to denote the differential operator —id/dx; on R"™. By D, we mean
the vector differential operator (Dq,...,D,,) whilst D, and D, are used to denote the differential
operators —i0/0r and —id/0t on Rt and R respectively. Finally, the notation A(w, D) is used to
mean that A is a differential operator on S,

For any manifold M with volume measure dM let (-,-)p; denote the L? pairing on M; that
is (u,v)p = f 2y wvdM for all appropriate v and v. The associated sesquilinear pairing is then
{(u,v)ar = (u,7)pr. We use these pairings with M given by R”, S?~!, R” or II". In all cases dM is the
volume measure induced by our choice of the Riemannian metric; in particular the volume measures
on R”, R” and II" are d"x (the Lebesgue measure), d"z = r" ' dr dS™~! and dt dS™ ! respectively,
where dS"™~! is the standard volume measure on S™~! inherited from its embedding into R™ as the
unit sphere.

Let 2’ denote the set of distributions on R™ and 2'(M) the set of distributions on an arbitrary
manifold M (see Section 6.3 of [l for further details). The pairing (u,v)ys can be defined for all
ue C§(M) and v € Z'(M); in particular this pairing can be viewed as a way of identifying elements
of 2'(M) with distributional densities on M.

If EC 2'(M) for some manifold M we use Fj,. to denote the set of u € 9'(M) with ¢u € E for
all ¢ € C§°(M). On the other hand, for open U C M, E(U) denotes the set of (equivalence classes
of) restrictions of elements u € E to U. If ¢ € C§°(U) and u € E(U) we can extend ¢u by 0 outside
U to enable us to consider it as an element of E.

We use A to denote the weight function defined on R” by A(z) = (1 + |z[>)'/2. Let . and .7’
denote respectively the locally convex spaces of Schwartz class functions on R™ and its dual, the set
of tempered distributions on R™. The topology of the former is provided by the semi-norms

p(w) = 3 sup Al()|D2u(a)]
ol <! r€R™

for any [ € Ny, whilst we choose the weak dual topology for the latter.
For any | € Ny we use C! to denote the set of I-times bounded continuously differentiable functions
on R", provided with the norm

luller = 7 sup Dgu()].

laj<t TR

We put C* = mleNO C' and provide this set with the locally convex topology induced by the collection
of semi-norms {||-||c1 |1 € No}. The set of smooth functions on R™ (without restrictions on growth at
infinity) is then denoted by Cp*.. We also use Cg° for the set of smooth functions on R™ with compact
support.

For p € [1,00] and s € R we use HP® to denote the Sobolev space on R" of “functions with s
p-integrable derivatives”. This notation will be simplified to H?® in the case p = 2 and L? in the case
s = 0. Other spaces appearing as examples include the Holder spaces C'*7 for | € Ny and o € [0,1)
(n.b. we set C'*0 = C!) and the Zygmund spaces C° for s € R*. A detailed account of all these spaces
can be found in [[T]].

Let BS denote the set of R-valued functions { € C'™ which are constant in a neighbourhood of 0
and co. We also use BSj; to denote the subset of BS containing those ¢ with ( = 0 in a neighbourhood
of 0 and ¢ =1 in a neighbourhood of co.



If x1 and y2 are R-valued functions we write x1 < x2 (or, alternatively, x2 = x1) provided x2 = 1
on supp(x1). If x1 < x2 it clearly follows that x1x2 = x1-

We use C to denote any positive real constant whose exact value is not important but which may
depend only on the things it is allowed to in a given problem (i.e. parameters defining function spaces
but not the actual element of the space under consideration etc.). Constants depending on something
extra are indicated with appropriate function type notation whilst subscripts are added if we need to
keep track of the value of a particular constant (e.g. C1(u) etc.).

We use the notation k(u) < p(u) to indicate the quantities x(u) and p(u) satisfy the inequalities
Ck(u) < p(u) < Ck(u) for all relevant u (possibly including parameter values). Generally x and p
will be norms of some description.

2 Function spaces

In this section we introduce classes of weighted function spaces for our elliptic operators and associated
‘model’ operators. In order to define these spaces and establish the basic results necessary to work
with them, we use general constructions and arguments applied to specific ‘model spaces’.

Definition 2.1. A model space E is a Banach space of functions satisfying the following properties.

A1) We have continuous inclusions . — F — .#’.

A2) Multiplication defines a continuous bilinear map C*° x £ — F.

A3) The norm ||-||g is translationally invariant.

(
(
(
(A4

)
)
)
) If ¢ is a diffeomorphism on R™ which is linear outside some compact set then the pull
back ¢* : . — .’ restricts to give an isomorphism on E.

Throughout this paper the letters E, F' and G are used to denote model spaces.

Remark 2.2. Examples of model spaces include the Sobolev spaces HP® for p € [1,00] and s € R,
the Holder spaces C*7 for k € Ny and o € [0,1) and the Zygmund spaces C* for s € RT. Clearly
if F is a model space and Ej is the separable subspace of E formed by taking the closure of . (or,
equivalently, of C§°), then Ej is also a model space.

Lemma 2.3. Suppose ¢ : U — V is a diffeomorphism between open subsets of R™ and x € C§°(V).
Then ||v*(xu)||g =< ||xullg for allu € E(V).

Proof. Any point z € U has a neighbourhood in U outside of which ¢ can be extended linearly to
give a diffeomorphism of R™. Choose an finite collection of such neighbourhoods {U;};c; which cover
¥~ (supp(x)) and, for each i € I, let v; : R* — R" denote a diffeomorphism which is linear outside a
compact region and satisfies ¥;(z) = ¢(x) for all z € U;. Thus {¢;(U;) }ier U{R™\supp(x)} is an open
cover of R™. Choosing any partition of unity {¢; }ier U{¢oo} subordinate to this cover we clearly have
> icr @i = 1 on supp(x). Conditions (A2) and (A4) now give

I (xw)lle < YW (gixalls = D 195 (dixu)lle

iel iel
< OY |l¢wxulle < Csupldixuls < Cllxulg
il el
for all uw € E(V). Symmetry completes the result. [ |



Definition 2.4. Suppose F is a model space and [ € Ny. We define the space E' to be the set of all
u € &' satisfying D%u € E for each multi-index o with |«| < [, equipped with the norm

lllg = Y IDgulE.

| <l

Remark 2.5. Tt is straightforward to check that E' is again a model space. Furthermore the differential
operator D2 clearly defines a continuous map E' — E whenever |a| < I.

Definition 2.6. For any model space E¥ we define Ej to be the separable subspace of E obtained by
taking the closure of .¢ in F.

Remark 2.7. Tt is straightforward to check that Ej is again a model space. Furthermore C§° is a dense
subset of .7 (see Proposition VI.1.3 in [[Y] for example) so Ey = C1(.#) = CI(C§°); in particular . is
dense in E (i.e. E = Ey) iff C§° is dense in E.

2.1 Weighted function spaces on II"

For any chart (1,U) on S"~! we can define a corresponding chart (¥,R x U) on II" by setting
U(t,w) = (t,Y(w)) € Rxyp(U) € R™ for all (t,w) € R x U. Now suppose {(1;,U;)}icr is a finite
atlas for S"~! and let {(¥;,R x U;) };es be the corresponding atlas for II". Choose a partition of unity
{Xi}ier which is subordinate to the cover {U;};cs of S"~1. We also consider {x;}icr to be a partition
of unity subordinate to the cover {R x U; };er of II" by regarding each y; as a function on II" which
is independent of ¢.

Let £ and F be model spaces on R” and R"~! respectively. We define E(II") to be the set of
u € 2'(T1") with (¥;1)*(x;u) € E for each i € I. On this set we define a norm

lull gy = D (T (aw)| - (4)

el

We define the normed space F(S"~!) in a similar fashion with W; replaced by ;. Standard calcu-
lations using Conditions (A2) and (A4) show that E(II") and F(S™ 1) are Banach spaces which are
independent of the choice of atlas {(1;, U;) }icr and partition of unity {x;}ics (up to equivalent norms);
the next result is a somewhat more general statement of this fact for the space E(IT").

Lemma 2.8. Suppose {(¢j,V})}jes is a finite atlas for S"™1 and {(;};es is a collection of functions
in C>°(S"~1) with supp(¢;) C V; for each j € J and |ZjeJ G| =C>00nS"t. Let {(®;,RxV})}jes
be the corresponding atlas for 1™ and consider ¢; as a function on II" which is independent of t. Then
u € E(II") iff ue 2'(11") and (P} Y*(¢ju) € E for each j € J. Furthermore

lull ey = Z (@) (Gw]| -

jeJ

Proof. For each i € I choose x; € C3°(U;) with x/ > x;. Then, for each j € J, set Zij = (¢x) oWt €
C® (here we are considering (;x} to be a function on II" which is independent ¢ and extending (;; by
0 outside R x v;(U;) ). For u € E(II") and j € J

(@) (Gu) = D@7 (Gxixiu) = D (W0 @71 (G (U7 (xaw)).-
iel iel
Lemma .3 (with the obvious minor modification) and Condition (A2) now give (®; Y*(¢u) € E and

@7 (G, < @Y )|, < Cllulsam)-

iel



Our assumption on the (;’s implies ¢ := (ZjeJ Cj)_l € C>(S"1). Using the partition of unity
on S"~1 given by {¢ (j}jes, the remainder of the result can be completed with an argument similar to
that above. |

Remark 2.9. We note the following technically useful consequence of Lemma P.§. For each i € T
choose x; € C§°(U;) with X} > x;. Then

lullpary = D@ )l = D 1@ Odw |-

iel i€l

for all u € E(II").

Lemma 2.10. Suppose (¢, U) is a chart for S*=! and let (¥,R x U) be the corresponding chart for
IT". Also suppose x € C§°(U) (considered as a function on II"™ which is independent of t) and define
X =xoVU "t eC® Then xue E(II") iff (¥~1)*(xu) € E whilst |xull pany = [|[(¥~1)*(xu)l|lz. On
the other hand xv € E iff V*(xv) € E(II") whilst ||[xul|g < [[¥*(Xu)|| ) -

Proof. The first part of this result follows easily from Lemma P.§ applied to the atlas {(v,U)} U
{(i,U;)} for S»~! and any partition of unity {¢} U {(;i}ies which is subordinate to the covering
{UY U {U;\supp(x) }ier of S~ ! (n.b. {x = x and (;x = 0 for each i € I in this case).

Choose x' € C§°(U) with x' = y and set Y’ = x'o ¥~ € C°°. The second part of the result follows
from the first part by taking u = U*(Y¥'v). [ |

Remark 2.11. Suppose K is a locally convex space which satisfies Conditions (A1), (A2) and (A4). By
applying (f]) to individual semi-norms we can obviously define a new locally convex space K (II") C
2'(I1"). In particular we shall need the locally convex spaces .« (II"), ./(II") and C°(II"). It is
straightforward to check that Condition (A1) gives us continuous inclusions .#(II") — E(II") <
&'(lT") for any model space E. Tt is also clear that C*°(II") = (), C!(IT™) whilst the topology on
C*°(II") is that induced by the collection of semi-norms {{|||ct ()|l € No}.

Lemma 2.12. For any model space E multiplication defines a continuous bilinear map C°°(II") x
E™) — E(II™).

Proof. Condition (A2) for E means we can find | € Ny such that
lpulle < Cllgllelulle
for all ¢ € C* and u € E. With the notation of Remark P.9 it follows that
17D (aow)ll g = [[(27H)* 0ue) (27 (Gl < Ol (6o | o 107 ()

for any ¢ € C°°(II") and u € E(II"). Combining this with Remark P.9 and the fact that I is finite,
we then get

H¢U\|E(Hn) < CZ“(‘I';I)*(Xi¢U)“E

el
< CY I Cad) oo 1027 (G| 5 < Clldllorny Il sy
iel
for all ¢ € C*°(II") and w € E(II"). This completes the proof. [ |



Given a model space E and 8 € R we define ZgE to be the set of u € 2'(II") with e’'u € E(II").
On this set we define a norm

Jullz,e = Nl ull pamm)- (5)
Clearly ZgF is a Banach space and ZgE C E(II")joc.

Remark 2.13. As an easy consequence of Lemma, we have that multiplication defines a continuous
bilinear map C*°(II") x ZgE — ZgE for any model space E and 3 € R.

Remark 2.14. With K as in Remark it is clear that we can define a locally convex space ZgK C
2'(11") for any B € R. It is straightforward to check that Condition (A1) gives us continuous inclusions
23 — LgE — 723" for any model space E and 3 € R.

In order to work with the spaces ZgE (and other spaces to be defined below) we need to introduce
a set of auxiliary functions. Choose ¢g € C*°(R) with ¢9 = 0 on (—o0,—2/3], ¢p = 1 on [—1/3,00)
and Ran ¢g = [0, 1]. For any i,j € Z U {do0} with j > i define ¢;; € C*°(II") by

ij(t,w) = ¢o(t—1) — go(t—j—1).
Therefore ¢;; is non-negative, supp(¢;;) C (i—1,j+1)xS""! and ¢;; = 1 on [i, j]x S"~1. We also set
Gi = Qico SO Qij = Qi1 — Gi

Remark 2.15. Suppose ¢ € C*(II") satisfies supp(¢) C [i, 5] x S"~! for some i,j € Z U {00} with
1 < j. Then we have

J

> drrou

k=i

for all u € E(II")joc. On the other hand {¢xk}rez is a bounded subset of C*°(II") so Remark
implies

lpullze =

J
< ldrndullzye
P

Z4E

sup |[redullz,e < Clldullz,e
i<k<j

for all u € E(II")joc.

For any k € Z we can write eft = ePkeB(l=k) where e#(—F) and its derivatives can be bounded
independently of k € Z on supp(¢rx) C (k — 1,k + 1). Lemma then gives

I brrtllzoe = €| oprull parm) , (6)

where the equivalence constants are independent of k.

2.2 Weighted function spaces on R} and R™

Let © : II" — R? denote the diffeomorphism defined by ©(t,w) = (r,w) where r = ¢’. Under the pull
back ©* we clearly have

r—e, rD,— Dy and rldr— dt. (7)

Now ©* defines an isomorphism 2'(R?) — 2'(II"). For any model space E and § € R we define
YsE C 2'(R?) to be the preimage of ZgE under ©* with the induced norm. Therefore the restricted
map

©" : YgEl — ZgE is an isomorphism (8)
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and

ullv,e = |©%ullz,e  for any u € YgE. (9)

Choose 0 € BSp; with 8 =1 on {|z| > 2}, # = 0 on {|z| < 1} and Ranf = [0, 1]. For any model
space E and € R we define XgE to be the set of u € 2’ with (1 — 0)u € E and 6u € YgE. On this
set we define a norm

ullxsz = [1(1=0)ulle + [|0ullv,e-

Straightforward calculations show that XgE C Ejo., XgF is a Banach space and the definition is inde-
pendent of the choice of 8 (up to equivalence of norms). These and other observations are summarised
in the following result.

Lemma 2.16. Suppose 3 € R, ( € BSp1 and n € C§° is a non-negative function for which n+ ¢ is
bounded away from 0. Then u € XgE iff nu € E and Cu € YgE. Furthermore, all such u satisfy an
estimate of the from

ullx,z2 = lInulle + [ICullv,e-

Also, for u € E(R})joc we have Cu € XgE iff Cu € YgE whilst all such u satisfy an estimate of the
form |[Cullx,e = [ICully,e-

Remark 2.17. Suppose f € C™ is constant on a neighbourhood of 0 and satisfies fo® € C*°(II") (we
could take f € BS for example). For any § € R, Remark and (§) then imply that multiplication
by f defines a continuous map YgFl — YgFE. Coupling this observation with Lemma and the fact
that f is constant on a neighbourhood of 0, it follows easily that multiplication by f also defines a
continuous map Xg&l' — XgFE.

Remark 2.18. Suppose 8,7 € R and ¢ € BSp;. Making straightforward applications of Lemma .16
(with n =1 — ¢) we can obtain the following.

(1) If Cu € XyE for some u € XgE then we also have u € X, E.

(i) If Cu € Y,E and u = 0 in a neighbourhood of 0 for some u € YgE then we also have
u €Y, E.

For each 4,j € Z U {Foo} with j > ¢ define (;,(;; € C° by ¢; = ¢; o O~ and Gij = ¢ij 0 o1
(n.b. there are no problems with smoothness at 0 since ¢; and ¢;; are constant in a neighbourhood of
—00 X S"_l). Also set 17; = (—o0i—1. Therefore ¢; € BSo1, n; € C§° and n; + (; = 1. The next result
follows from Lemma with ¢ = (9, 7 = np and the observation that (y(; = (;, n0(; = 0 for any
1€ N,

Lemma 2.19. Given i € N we have |[Gullx,z < ||Gulv,e for any u € XgE, where the equivalence

constants are independent of 1.

2.3 Basic properties
2.3.1 Isomorphisms

Proposition 2.20. Suppose E is a model space and 3,y € R. Then multiplication by €', r7 and A7
defines isomorphisms Zg FE — ZgE, Yg  F — YgE and Xz, FE — XgE respectively.

11



Proof. The first isomorphism is an immediate consequence of () whilst the second then follows from
([1) and (§). Now define a smooth function f on R™ by f = (yAr™7. It follows that f o © is a
smooth function on II" with f(O(t,w)) = 0 for t < —1 and f(O(t,w)) = (1 + e 2)7/2 for t > 1.
Hence fo® € C°(II"), so multiplication by f defines a continuous map YzE — Y3E by Remark P.17.
Combining this observation with Lemma .16, the identity (;AY = f{ir7 and the second part of the
present result, we now have

A ullx,e < C(ImA ulle + [ farullv,e) < ClmA ulle + [Gully,,,z) < Cllullx,,.z

for all u € Xg\E (n.b. mAY € C§° is non-negative whilst 17;AY 4 (; is bounded away from 0). A
similar argument for A~7 now completes the result. |

2.3.2 Inclusions
Remark 2.21. 1t is easy to see that any continuous inclusion E < F' between model spaces E and F
induces continuous inclusions ZgFE < ZgF', YgEl < YgI" and XgE — XgF for any 8 € R.

By a local inclusion Ejoe — Floc we mean that Ejo. C Fio and, given ¢ € C°, ||¢u|r < C||¢ullp
for all u € Fjye (where C' may depend on ¢).

Remark 2.22. We have a local inclusion HP!™ < H{”** whenever pi,ps € [1,00) and s1,52 € R
satisfy s1 > s9 and s; — n/p; > s9 —n/py. The additional condition p; < po is needed in order to get
a continuous inclusion HP1:5t < HP252  We also have continuous inclusions HP»%! <« C%2 whenever
s1—mn/pp > s9 >0 and HPLS1 — C* whenever k € Ny satisfies s1 — n/p1 > k. Further details can be
found in Sections 2.3.2, 2.7.1 and 3.3.1 of [[T1].

Obviously a continuous inclusion E < F leads to a local inclusion Ejy. <> Flo.. Although the
converse does not hold in general we can obtain the following related results, the first of which is an
easy consequence of the compactness of S™~ L.

Lemma 2.23. A local inclusion Eie < Fioe for model spaces E and F on R™™! induces a continuous

inclusion E(S"1) «— F(S"1).

Lemma 2.24. Suppose we have a local inclusion Eoe — Floe for some model spaces E and F. If
BER,e>0,1€Z and ¢+ € C(IT") with supp(¢p+) C £[l, +00) x S"7L, then

H(b:tu”ZBF < C(Evl) |’¢iu|’ZBiEE
for any u € E(IT")1oc. Furthermore C(e,l) can be chosen independently of ¢ .

Proof. Clearly Condition (A3) implies the norm |[|-|| p(rny is invariant under translations with respect
to the first variable of II". With the help of (f) it follows that the local inclusion Ejye < Fioc leads
to an estimate

orevlizor < CeF|drrvlzy, .6 (10)
for any k € Z and v € E(II")o., where C is independent of k. On the other hand Zkzl o = 1 on
supp(¢4). Combined with Remark and ([[J) we now get

psulzer <Y lomrdrullzar < CY e Fldrrdsulz,,.m

k>l k>l

< CE e=F (supllprrdrullzy,.2) < Clotullzy,.p
k>l
>l 2

for any u € E(II"))pc. Clearly a similar argument can be used for ¢_. |
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Remark 2.25. If ¢4 are as in the previous lemma it is easy to check that multiplication by ¢4 defines
continuous maps Zg.¥ — Zgx.. and 2" — Zgz..” for any B € R and € > 0.

Proposition 2.26. Suppose we have a local inclusion Fioe — Fioc for some model spaces E and F.
If B,y € R with B < then we have a continuous inclusion X E — XgF'.

This result obviously implies that we have a continuous inclusion
X E — XgE  for f <. (11)
Proof. Let u € XyE. Therefore u € Ejpc C Fioc. Now Lemma P.16| gives
lullx,r < C(llmullr + ICrully,F)- (12)
However () and Lemma (with ¢4 = ¢1) combine to give
[Cullv,r = llg10%ullz,r < Cll¢10%ullz,e = [|CGully,z-
Together with the definition of local inclusion and ([[J) we now have
lullx;r < C(llmulle + [Gullv,e) < Cllullx,z,

the last inequality following from a further application of Lemma R.16. |

We finish this section with some results which are direct consequences of Conditions (A1) to (A3)
for model spaces. We will make use of the collection of semi-norms {p; |l € Ny} for .# introduced in
Section [[.T}; in particular we observe that py(u) < p;(u) whenever 0 <1’ <.

Lemma 2.27. We have C’lloc — FEioc for all sufficiently large | € Ny.

Proof. The continuous inclusion .¥ < E given by Condition (Al) simply means that we can find
! € Ny such that |lul|g < Cpp(u) for all u € .. Now let | € Ny with > I'. Also let ¢ € C§°
and choose ¢1 € C§° with ¢1 > ¢. Therefore DI (pu) = ¢1 DS (¢u) for any multi-index a whilst
Ay € Cg°. Hence

lpule < Cpi(gu) = C Y ING1D(Gu)llL= < C Y IDF(¢u)llr= = Cllgullcs

| <t ol <l

for all w € .. The result now follows from the fact that if u € C' then we can approximate ¢u
arbitrarily closely (in the C! norm) by ¢u’ for some v’ € .7. [ |

Lemma 2.28. Suppose L is a locally convex space whose topology is given by a countable collection
of semi-norms {q; |l € N}. Also suppose X and Y are Banach spaces and T : L x X — 'Y is a bilinear
mapping which is continuous in each variable. Then we can findl € N and a constant C such that

l
IT(a,2)lly < Cllallx ) aia) (13)
i=1
for all (a,z) € L x X.
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Proof. Without loss of generality we may assume that the semi-norms are defined so that ¢; < g; for
all 7,7 € N with ¢ < j. Therefore ([J) can be rewritten as

1T (a, 2)lly < Cllzllx ala)

for all (a,x2) € L x X. Suppose an estimate of this form is not valid. It follows that we can find a
sequence {a; }ien in L such that ¢;(a;) < 1 and || T(a;, )| #(x,y) — o0 as i — oo. Now the continuity of
the map T'(-,z) : L — Y gives us j € N and a constant C such that ||T(a;,x)|y < Cg;(a;) for all i € N,
It follows that the set {T'(a;,x)|i € N} is bounded in Y (by the maximum of Cgj(a1),...,Cq;(aj-1)
and C). The Uniform Boundedness Theorem (see Section IL.1 in [[{]] for example) then implies
{7 (ai, )|l #x,y)|i € N} must also be bounded. The result now follows by contradiction. [ |

Lemma 2.29. We have E' < C° for all sufficiently large | € Ny.

Proof. Using the inclusion F < .’ and the dual pairing .¥ x ./ — C we can define a continuous
bilinear map . x E — C by (¢, u) — (¢, u)gn. By Lemma we can thus find j € N and a constant
C such that

(&, wre| < Cllullep;(4)

for all ¢ € . and u € E. Now suppose x € C5° and choose x1,x2 € C§° with x2 > x1 > x. Thus
D%(x1¢) = x2D%(x1¢) and Ay € C§° so

pi(x16) = Y INx2DE(x19) = < Clxadles < Cligllpsen

|al<j

for all ¢ € ., where we have used the continuous inclusion H/*" < C7 in the last inequality.
Therefore

(6, xwrn| = [(x160, xwrn| < Clixull 6]l s

for all u € F and ¢ € .. Now let | € Ny with [ > 2n + j. Choose I’ € 2Nj so that 2n + j <1’ <.
Now the Fourier multiplier A~ (D) defines an isomorphism on . whose inverse is simply the constant
coefficient differential operator AY (D) of order I’ (recall that I’ is even). Therefore

(@ xwrn| = |[(A"(D)AT(D)¢, xu)pa|

|(A™"(D)g, A"(D)(x)) g |

ClIA" (D) (xw) || £ [A™" (D)l

Clixull gl - (14)

for all u € E' and ¢ € .#, where the last inequality follows from Remark R.j, the fact that A_l/(D)
defines an isomorphism H7T"~" — HIi+" and the inequality j+n—1’ < —n. Since .¥ is dense in H ™™,
([4) implies that for any u € E' we have yu € H™ (the dual space of H~™) with a corresponding norm
estimate. Since we have a continuous inclusion H" < C° whilst x € C§° was arbitrary, we finally

. . . l 0
arrive at a local inclusion Ej . — CY .

Let {x1}rez» be a partition of unity of R" where x¢ € C§° and, for each I € Z", x1(x) = xo(z—1I).
Using Conditions (A2) and (A3) we thus have ||x u|| g1 < C||u|| g for all u € E!, where C is independent
of I € Z". On the other hand it is clear that ||ul|co < Csupreznl|/xrul/co (where for C' we can take
#{I € Z"|supp(xo) Nsupp(xs) # 0}). The fact that we have a continuous inclusion E! — C° now
follows from the existence of a local inclusion. [ |

IA A

Clearly a continuous inclusion £ < F' for model spaces £ and F' leads to a continuous inclusion
E' < F! for any | € Ny. Coupling this observation with Lemmas and we immediately get
the following.

Corollary 2.30. For any model spaces E and F we have a local inclusion E!

loc = Floc for all suffi-
ciently large | € Ny.
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2.3.3 Derivatives

For each i € {1,...,n} we can write
D; = r~'(bj(w)(rD;) + P(w, Dy,)) (15)

where b;(w) = x;/r € C®(S"!) and P;(w, D,,) is a first order differential operator on S"~!. Now
any first order differential operator A on S"~! we can be written as a (not necessarily unique) linear
combination

n
A= qq —I-Z a; P;
=1

where ag,...,a, € C®(S"1). On the other hand b2 + --- + b2 = 1 while by P, + - + b, P, = 0.
Defining differential operators B; on II" by B; = b;(w)Dy + P;(w, D,,) for i = 1,...,n we thus arrive
at the following result.

Lemma 2.31. If A(w, D, Dy) is a first order differential operator on II"™ whose coefficients do not
depend upon t then we can write

n
A= ag+ Z a;B
i=1
for some ag, . ..,a, € C®(S"1).

Lemma 2.32. Suppose E be a model space and 3 € R. Then

n
lulz,er = llullzee + ) 1Biulz,e
i=1

for all w € 2'(11") (where we define the norm of a function not belonging to the relevant space to be
+00). In particular B; defines a continuous map ZBE1 — ZgE fori=1,...,n

Proof. Consider the notation of Remark B.9 and let i € T and j € {1,...,n}. Now (¥; })*y; B;x| ¥} is
a first order differential operator on R™ whose coefficients are contained in C* (in fact the coefficients
do not depend upon the first variable and are compactly supported with respect to the rest). Thus
we have

1027 "X (B; + i8bj)x;¥ vl < Cllvllp
for any v € 2’. On the other hand e’!Bju = (B; + ifb;)e’tu so
(O xie™ Bju = (U7 xa(By +iBby)xi 7 (¥ 1) x;eu

for any i € I, j € {1,...,n} and u € Z'(II"). Since we clearly have ||lu[|x,r < C|lullx,p1, the above
results combine to give

n
lullzor + ) IBiullz,e < Cllullzym
i=1
for all u € 2'(1I").
Let i € I. Using Definition P.4 we get

(%5 xae™ull g < (07 xae ﬁtUIIEJrZHD T e ullg
7j=1
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for all w € 2'(I1"). On the other hand we can write
D () xie™u = (7) e Ajju

where A;; = X/U*(D; — iB6;1)(V1)*x; is a first order differential operator on II" whose coefficients
are independent of t. By Lemma R.10, Remark P.9 and (f)) we thus have

n
lullzyer < Clullzee + >3 IAgulz,n)
el j=1

for all uw € 2'(II"). On the other hand, using Lemma and the fact that multiplication by an
element of C*°(S"~!) defines a continuous map on ZgE (see Remark P.13), we get

n
|Aijullz,e < C(HUHZBE +> HBJ'UHZBE)
=1

for all u € 2'(I"). Clearly the last two estimates complete the result. [ |

For any i € {1,...,n}, () and ([8) give us D; = r~1(©71)*B;0*. With the help of (§) and
Proposition R.20, Lemma now implies that

n
lully,m = ullvae + Y I Dsullvy,, (16)

i=1
for all u € ' (RY).

Proposition 2.33. Let E be a model space, | € Ny and 8 € R. Given u € 2’ we have u € XBEl iff
Dgu € Xgi o E for all multi-indices a with |a| < 1. Furthermore

HUHXBEZ = Z ”D?uHXgHQ‘E

laf<l

for allu € XﬁEl. In particular the differential operator DS defines a continuous map XﬁEl — XgplaE
whenever |af <.

Proof. Induction clearly reduces the proof to the case [ = 1. Now let i € {1,...,n} and u € 2’. Since
Dim = —D;(1 € C°(RY) and multiplication by such functions defines continuous maps on E and

Y3E (see Remark P.17), Lemma gives us

[(Dim)ulle + 1(Di¢1)ullv, e
= [[(Dim)naull & + [(Di¢1)Coullv,e < Cllnulle + Soullv,e) < Cllullxys -

Combining this with Definition .4, Lemma and ([[6) we thus have

C(llmDulle + I Divlly,, &)
C(I1Di(mw)lle + 1 Di(¢1w) vss e + lullxs2)
C(llmullgr + Gully,er + lullxse)
Cllullx, e

| Diullx s,k

ININ IA A
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and

Jullx,z0 < C(lmuller + 1Crullv,er)
< C'<||771"LL||E +1Gullvse + Y (I1Di(mw) |z + HDz‘(ClU)HYgﬂE))
i=1
< O(Jlullxgs + Y- (ImDiullp + |G Diw)llv,, 1) )
=1
< O(lulx,p + )| Divlix,. 0
=1
for all w € 2’. The result follows. [ |

2.3.4 Separable Subspaces

Suppose E is a model space and let Ey denote the separable subspace obtained by taking the closure
of C§° (see Definition P.q and Remark R.7).

Lemma 2.34. For any 3 € R, ZgEy is the closure of C3°(I1") in ZgE, YgEy is the closure of C3°(RY)
in YgE and XgEy is the closure of C§° in XgE.

Proof. For any 8 € R it is easy to check that C§°(II") C ZgE whilst the isometric inclusion Ey — E
leads to an isometric inclusion ZgEy — ZgE. Since ZgEy is complete it thus remains to show that
C&e(I1) is dense in ZgEy. In turn, using the isomorphism e : ZgEy — Eo(II") (see (f)) and the

definition of the norm on FEy(II"), it is clear that the first part of the result is completed by the
following.

Claim: Suppose (¥,R x U) and x are as in Lemma B.10. If u € Eo(II") and € > 0 then there exists
ue € Eo(I1") with ||xu — uel|gyriny < €. Choose x1 € C§°(U) with x1 > x and set x1 = x1 o ¥~ €
C*. Now Lemma gives us (U~1)*(xu) € Ep so, given any § > 0, we can find vs € C§° with
[(T=H*(xu) — vs]|g < 6. On the other hand X1 € C* so Condition (A2) implies

1T (xw) = Xavslle = [ (B (xw) = v5) || p < C6

where C is independent of §. Setting us = W*(x1vs5) € C§°(II") we thus get |[xu — us||gam) < Co by
Lemma R.10, where C is again independent of . This completes the claim.

The second part of the result follows from (F) and the fact that ©*(C§°(R?)) = C§°(1I").

Arguing as above it is clear that XgFy is a closed subspace of XgFE which contains C§°. Now
let u € XgEy. By Lemma R.16 mu € Ey and (iu € YgEy so, given 6 > 0, we can find v € C§°
and w € CF°(RY) with [|nu —v|[g, [[Giu —w|v,e < 8. Thus nov + (ow € Cg°. On the other hand
Condition (A2) gives

[mu—mevlle = |[n20mu—v)|[le < C4, (17)
whilst from Remark we have
[Gu = Cwllve = Co(Gu—w)lyv,e < CO. (18)

Combining ([7), ([[§) and Lemma we get

[u— (n2v + Cow)llxse < [[mu —n2vllx,e + [Gu — Cowllx,z
< C(lmu—mnoolle + [|Gu — Gowlly,e) < C0.
The fact that C' is independent of 6 completes the result. |
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2.3.5 Equivalent Norms for Some Model Spaces

In this section we consider some equivalent norms on the spaces XgE when E is either a Sobolev Space

of positive integral order or a Holder space. In particular this will allow us to identify the spaces H Pk
given in Definition [. in the Introduction with XgE for appropriate 8 and E.

Proposition 2.35. Suppose 5 € R, p € [1,00) and k € Ny. Given u € 9" we have u € XBHp’k iff
D% is a measurable function for all multi-indices o with |a| < k and
/Ap<ﬁ+al “(2) | DSu()|P d"r < +o0. (19)

la|<k

Furthermore the quantity on the left hand side of ([9) is equivalent to Hu”x Hok

Remark 2.36. Let 3 € R, p € [1,00) and k € Ny. Since the Sobolev space HP* contains C§° as a dense
subset, Lemma and Proposition immediately imply that the space H g’k given in Definition
[ in the Introduction is simply XB4n /pHp’k (up to equivalent norms).

Proof of Proposition [2.33. Propositions and reduce our task to proving the result under the
assumptions that § =0 and k = 0.

Let I, v;, U;, U; and x; be as given in the introduction to Section R.J. Now the pull back of the
density d"z on R x ¢;(U;) € R" is a density on R x U; C II" so we can write (¥;)*(d"z) = J; dt dS"
for some positive function J; defined on R x U;. In particular

/(@;1)*1)61% = /uJ,- dtds™!

for any measurable function v which is supported on R x U;. Now J; is independent of ¢ whilst
supp(x;) C U; is compact. Therefore J; is bounded and bounded away from 0 on R x supp(y;). Hence
we have

H(\Ifl_l)*(xlu)uip = /|(\I’;1)*(Xiu)‘pd”x = /‘Xiu‘in dtds"! = /‘Xiu|pdtd5”_1

for any measurable function u on II". From the definition of ZoL? (see () and (f])) and the finiteness
of I it follows that

ullz,rr = /(Z\xzu\) dtdsm—* /\uypdtdsn 1

el

where we have used the identity

S bl = Jul (20)

iel
(recall that {x;}ies is a partition of unity). From ([]) we have
O Y dtdS"' = rldrds™!t =y drdS™T! = x|V d e

so (f) now gives
= [107uPdtas™ = [lur @) (atas™t) = [lal"ap da
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for all measurable functions v on R}. Finally Lemma gives

lal o = il + Gl .
= / (@) + 2] 7(¢o (@) ) fu(e) [P d" / A~(@) Ju(z) P "

for all measurable functions u on R", where the last line follows from the existence of constants
C1,Cy > 0 such that

CiA™(z) < Ino(@)[P + |z 7"|¢o(@)[P < CoA™"(2)
for all x € R™. |
A simpler version of the previous argument can be used to find an equivalent norm for the spaces
XﬁCl when 8 € R and [ € Np.

Proposition 2.37. Suppose B € R and | € Ny. Given u € 2" we have u € XBCl iff u is I times
continuously differentiable and

S sup AMOl(@)[D3u(e)] < +oo. (21)
VﬂSlIERn

Furthermore the quantity on the left hand side of (1) is equivalent to l[ullx et

Proof. Once again Propositions and reduce our task to proving the result in the case 8 =0
and [ = 0.
In u is a continuous function on II" then () and (f) give

lullzgco = > sup  [Oaw) (¥ (@) < sup Y |(xiu)( = sup Ju(t,w)],

icl TERXY;(Us) (tw)el™ ;o7 (t,w)elln

where we have used the finiteness of I and (R(Q) in the second last and last steps respectively. From
(@) we now get

lullyoco =< sup |u(O(t,w))| = sup |u()],
(t,w)elln xER?

for all continuous functions u on R”, whilst Lemma finally gives
[ullxgco = sup |no(@)u(z)| + sup [Co(z)u(z)]

zeER™ TER™
= sup (|no(z)u(x)] + [¢o()u(x)]) = sup |u(z)]
zER™ reR”™

for all continuous functions v on R"™. [ |

It is clear from the proof of Proposition that we have

lully,oo = Y~ sup |71 | Du(a)| (22)
kﬂglmeR?

for any # € R and | € Ny. This observation will be useful below.

For any | € Ng and o € (0,1) the Holder space C'*° can be defined as the collection of all those
functions u € C for which

> S“ﬂgl\D?U(w)\ + > su%n\Dg‘u(x)—Dgu(y)Hx_y‘—o < +oo.
lal<t 7 fol=t "2y

We can use this sum to define the norm ||-||ci+o on C!F9.
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Remark 2.38. Suppose V' C R™ is open and {B;}.cv is a collection of open subsets of V' for which
there exists a constant £ > 0 such that VN {y||z—y| <k} C B, for all z € V. It is straightforward
to check that

[ullcore =< sup |u(z)] + sup |u(z) —u(y)|lz—y[™7
zeV zeV
yeBL\{z}

for all continuous functions u with supp(u) C V.

As was the case for the model spaces HP* and C! we can obtain an explicit description of the
space XzC!to.

Proposition 2.39. Suppose 8 € R, | € Ny and o € (0,1). Given u € 9" we have u € XgCH"’ iff u is
[ times continuously differentiable and

sup (A7 D) ()|

AR
+ > Su%nKABHJFUDg‘u)(x)—(ABHJ“’D?u)(y)H:E—yrU < +oo. (23)
laf=1 xﬁ/{iy

Furthermore the quantity on the left hand side of (B3) is equivalent to ||-[|x ,ct+o-

The proof of Proposition will be proceeded by some technical results for which we introduce
the following notation; if u is a continuous function on R” let |lu||, denote the left hand side of (BJ)
when 8 =0 and [ = 0.

Lemma 2.40. For continuous functions u on R™

lulle =< sup |u(z)] + sup  A7(z)|u(@)—u(y)|lz—y[7.
zeR" xz,yeR™
0<|z—y|<A(x)

Proof. Since o € (0,1) we have 1 —t7 < 1—t < (1—t)? for all t € [0,1]. It follows that
[A7(z) =A% (y)] < [A2)=A)|” < [z—yl” (24)
for all z,y € R™. If u is any continuous function on R™ we thus have
‘ [(A7u)(2) = (A7u)(y)| — A7 (@) Ju(@) —u(y)]| < [A7(z)=A7W)]|u)] < |z -yl |uly)]
for all z,y € R". Hence

lulle =< sup |u(z)] + sup A%(z)[u(z) —u(y)|lz—y|~°.
zeR? x,yeR™
TFY

On the other hand |z —y|™7 < A~%(z) whenever |z —y| > A(z). Therefore

sup  A7(2) |u(z) —u(y)|[z—y["7 < 2sup |u(z)],
z,yeR™ rER"
lz—y|>A(z)

completing the result. |

Lemma 2.41. We have ||uv||, < Cllullx,c1||v]le for all u € XoC' and continuous functions v on R™.
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Proof. For any u € XoC! Proposition gives us
lu(@)] < Cllullx,en (25)
and
|Diu(z)| < Cllullx,cn A Yz), i=1,...,n, (26)

for all z € R™. Now suppose z,y € R" with 0 < |x—y| < A(y). Thus x and y both belong to the

(]

ball of radius 2A(y) centred at the origin. Combining this observation with () and the fact that
A (y)|z —y['=7 < 1 we then get

A7 (y) u(z) —u(y)|le—y|77 < CA7()la =y~ Jlullxyor A (%) < Cllullxen-
On the other hand, if z,y € R™ with | —y| > A(y) then A?(y)|z—y|7 < 1so
A% (y) Ju(z) —u@)] e —y[~7 < Cllullxyer
by (B§). Combining the above estimates we thus get
A7 (y) () —u(y)|[x —y| ™" < Cllullxyer (27)

for all x,y € R™ with x # y.
Suppose v is a continuous function and z,y € R” with = # y. Using (B3) and (27) we thus have

|(A7uv)(z) — (A7uv) (y)] [ — |~

< Ju@)][(A70)(2) = (A7) ()| |z =917 + ()| A7 (y) [u(z) —u(y)| |2 —y|~
< Cllullxeer ([(A70) (@) = (A70) ()| |z =y~ + [v(y)])-
The result now follows from the definition of ||-||,. [ |

Proof of Proposition [2.39. Propositions and reduce our task to proving the result in the case
B=0and [ =0.

Consider the notation introduced in the first paragraph of Section R.J and let © be as given
in Section P2 Now, for each i € I, define open sets V;,W; C R"™ by V; = (0,00) x ;(U;) and
W; = @(\Pl_l(V,)) Thus the map ®; := O o \I/i_l : Vi = W; is a diffeomorphism. Also define a
function p; by pi(z) = C1(2)xi(®; () for z € W; and p;(x) = 0 for z ¢ W;. Tt is easy to see that
pi is smooth and independent of |z| for sufficiently large |z|; it follows from Proposition that
pi € XoCL. Finally set V = {|z| < 3} CR", so 1 € C§°(V) C XoC*.

Since {x;}ier is a partition of unity on II" we have ny + > ,c;pi = m + (1 = 1. Together with
Lemma and the fact that I is finite we then get

lulle = fmulle + > lloiwlls
el
for all continuous functions u on R™. On the other hand, the definition of XqC°T° means we have
[ullxocore =< [mulcoss + > 185 (pi)l|cora
el
for all u € XoC%t?. The following claims thus complete the result.

Claim(i): We have ||v||go+e < |[v||s for all continuous functions v with supp(v) C V. This is a
straightforward consequence of Remark P.3§, Lemma P.40 and the fact that A(z) < 1 for z € V
(n.b. V is bounded).
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Claim(ii): If i € I then ||®}v|co+e < ||v]ls for all continuous functions v with supp(v) C V;. If we
write y € R” in the form y = (t,w) with t € R and w € R""! then ®;(y) = e'¢); *(w) (where we are
considering S™~! to be the unit sphere in R"). Thus, for all y1,y2 € V; with |y; — yo| < 1,

[@i(y1) — Pily2)] = e (|1—e=7 oo (wi)| + [ (wr) — b (wa)|)
= eht (|t1—t2| + |w1—w2|)
= A(Pi(y1)) lyr —v2l, (28)

where the inequalities |t; —ta| < |y1 —y2| < 1 and |®;(y1)| = €'* > 1 have been used in the second last
and last lines respectively. For each y; € V; set

By, = {2 € Vi | [®i(y1) — Pily2)| < A®(11))}

Estimate (2§) implies there exists £ > 0 such that V;N{y2 | |y1 —y2| <k} C By, for all y; € V;. Further
use of (R§) together with Remark and Lemma then gives

[@Fv]|co+e =< sup [v(®i(y))| + sup  |o(Pi(y1)) —v(Ri(y2))| lyr —ya| 7

yeV; y1€V;
y2€By,\{v1}
< sup fu(z)] +  sup  A%(21) v(z1) — ()| |21 — 227
zeW; z1,22€W;
0<|z1—z2|<A(21)
= vl
for all continuous functions v with supp(v) C V;. [ |

Remark 2.42. Let f € R, 1 € Ny and o € (0,1). Using Proposition it can be seen that XBC’HU
coincides with the space C’EH(R") defined in [B{]. Also, using Proposition .20, Lemma and the
obvious modification of Proposition for the spaces YgCH"’, it can be seen that YgCéJ”’ coincides
with the space AIB’L +o(RY) defined in Section 3.6.4 of [NPJ] (here CL™ denotes the separable subspace
of C'*7 obtained by taking the completion of C§°). The non-separable space YgCH"’ contains elements
which behave as O(|z|~?) for |z| — 0,00 and is strictly larger than YsCt7 (see Section for a

related discussion).

2.3.6 Dual spaces

Suppose E is a model space. By definition .# is dense in Ey so any element in the dual of Ej is
uniquely determined by its action on .. We can thus uniquely identify elements of the dual of Fjy
with tempered distributions on R"; i.e. elements of .. Furthermore a norm can be defined on Ej by
the expression

lollgy = sup W00l gy ()], (29)

otues lulle ozuccg  |lullm

where the second equality follows from the density of C§° in Ey (see Remark B.7). Applying standard
duality arguments to Conditions (A1) to (A4) we obtain the following.

Lemma 2.43. If E is a model space then so is Ef.

If £ and F are model spaces we shall write Fj = F' provided these spaces agree as subsets of
<" and ||| is equivalent to the norm given by (B9). In other words Ej = F iff there are constants
C1,Cy > 0 such that the following hold.

(D1) For each uw € C§° and v € F we have |(u,v)rn| < Ci|lu||g|lv] F.
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(D2) For each v € F' there exists 0 # u € C§° with |(u, v)rn| > Co||lul|g||v] F.

Suppose F is a model space and 8 € R. Using Lemma and an argument similar to that above,
we can identify the dual spaces (ZgEp)*, (YpEp)* and (XgEp)* with subspaces of 2'(II"), 2'(RY) and
2’ respectively. The pairings (-, ), (-,-)rr and (-, -)r» then allow us to define norms on these dual
spaces (as in the second part of (R9)) and compare them with existing spaces.

Remark 2.44. For any B € R the pairing (-,-)r» on II" extends to a dual pairing Zg.’' x Z_g — C.

Lemma 2.45. If E is a model space and B € R then (ZgEy)* = Z_g(Ep).

Here ‘equality’ is understood in the sense of equivalent norms; that is, we have expressions similar
o (D1) and (D2) above.

Proof. Let F = Ej and consider the notation of Remark P.9. Now, for i € I, the pull-back under \I'i_l
of the density x% dt dS™~! is a smooth density on R”. Thus we can write (\Ill_l)*(xg dtdS" 1) = J;d"x
where J; € C*° (in fact J; is independent of ¢ and compactly supported in the remaining variables).
It follows that we have

(uxv)me = (ixie™u, xie P) g, = (L) (i), (U7 * (xie ")) gu

for all u € C§°(II") and v € 2'(II"). Using (D1), (A2) (to deal with J;), Remark P. and (), we
therefore have

(w0 <Y (s xg0)e |

i€l

< CZHJ i W) | (27 (e ™ )|
el

< O (e wllp DI a0
i€l i€l

< Cllullizselvlz_sr

for all w € C§°(II") and v € Z_gF.
Now let v € Z_gF'. By definition

lollz_pr = D@7 Oae™ )|

el
Hence we can find ¢ € I such that
ollz_yr < Cal|(T;7)* (xie™""0) | 5

n.b. ¢ may depend on v but C; does not (we can define C'; to be the number of elements in I). Using
(D2) we can now choose 0 # ¢ € C§° such that

(8, (T (xie ")) | = Calldlle|[|[(T7)* (e "), = CT'Calldllellvliz_pp- (30)

Define J! € C®(II") by x'Wi(d"z) = J/dtdS™ ' and set u = x;Jle P Wi¢p € C(I"). Using (),
Lemma P-10 and Condition (A2) (n.b. (¥;1)*(y;J!) € C*), it follows that

lullz,e = Ixidi¥ ol pmmy < CIYTY (i) dlle < Cslléle- (31)
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On the other hand the definition of J! gives us
(U,U)Hn = (Jz/XZe_ﬁt\I,z((ba U)Hn = (J{\I’jqﬁa Xie_gtv)nn = (¢7 (\Ili_l)*(xie_ﬁtv))Rn' (32)
Combining (B{), (B1) and (BF), we then get
[(w, )| > CT'CollgllE vllz_sr > C7'CoCs ullzae vz yp-
This completes the result. |

Under the pull back induced by the diffeomorphism © : II" — R” (from Section P.J) we have
O*d"x = e™dtdS" 1. Tt follows that (u,v)re = (O*u, e"O*v)n for any u € CP(R?) and v €
2'(R?). Now suppose E is a model space and 3 € R. With the help of () and (§), Lemma then

gives

|(w, €O v)rn |

vlly, sz = ll€™O%v|lz_yme = sup
s(Eg) o(E§) 0AweCSe (1In) HwHZBE
_ (0%u, %) | (a0 _
ey 6%l " orctln Tule I
0uECE (RY) Z5E ofueCE ®y) NUIYE

for all v € Y,,_g(E{); that is, we have

(YsEo0)" = Yn—p(Ep). (33)

Proposition 2.46. If E is a model space and € R then (XgEy)* = X,—g(E])-

Proof. Let F' = Ej and choose 0 # v € X,,_gF. Now mn; =n1, (o¢1 =C and a2 +C >m + ¢ =1
so, for any u € C§°,

(u, v)rRn = (2w, Mmv)re + (Cou, C1V)RY
while
lullx,e < lImeulle + Coullv,e  and  |lvllx,_zr =< [Imollr + [Golly, 47, (34)

by Lemma R.16. Together with (B3) we then get

|(new, mv)re | + [(Cou, C1v)rn
C(llmullelmullr + Goulv,elcivly, ,r)
C(lln2ulle + oulvse) (Imolle + 1oy, _47)
Cliulixsellvlix, sr

[ (1, V)mn |

VAN VANRRVANVAN

for any u € C§°.
By the second part of (B4) we have

vlx,_sr < Cl(||771U||F+ ||ClU||Yn,5F)-

Consider the following cases.

Case (i): [[v][x,_sr < 2C1||mv|p. Using (D2) choose w € C§° with [Jw|[g = 1 and [[v[[x,_;r <
4C1[(w, mv)rn|. Set u = mw so u € C§°, ||[v||x,_,r < 4C1|(u,v)rn| and

lullx,e2 < C(llnulle + I¢ullv,e) = Cllmw|s < Co,
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by Lemma P.16, where C5 is independent of u and v.
Case (ii): |vllx,_sr < 2C1[[Civlly,_sr-  Using B3) choose w € Cg°(RY) with |lw|ly,z = 1 and

||’U||Xn7BF < AC |(w, (1v)re]|. Set uw = Gw so u € CF°, ||’U||Xn76F < 4Cq|(u,v)grn| and

lullx,z2 < C(llnoulle + ISoullvse) = CllGwly,e < Cs,

by Lemma P.1q, where C5 is independent of u and v.
By combining the 2 cases it follows that we can find 0 # v € C§° with

ullx,z vlx,_sr < 4C1Ca|(u, v)Rn].

This completes the result. |

2.3.7 Multiplication

Proposition 2.47. Suppose multiplication defines a continuous bilinear map E x F — G for some
model spaces E, F' and G. Then multiplication also defines continuous bilinear maps ZgE x Z,F —
251G, YgE X Y, F — Yg .G and XgE' x X\ F' — Xg G for any 3,7 € R.

Proof. We can prove multiplication defines a continuous bilinear map E(IT") x F(II") — G(II") by
an argument identical to that given for Lemma P.19 The first two parts of the result now follow from
(B) and (§) respectively.

Now nom1 = m and (1o = ¢1 s0 Gruov = Guv and naumv = Guv. However iz + C1,m + Go > 1,
so Lemma and the continuity of multiplication as a map E x F' — G and as a map YgE' X Y, F' —
Y54,G give

Juv|xs,. ¢ < C(llmuvla +1Guvlly,, @)
< C(lmullslmollr + 1Gullv,elidovlly, )
< CO(llmulle + lIGullvse) (lmolle + [1Covlly, #)
< Cllullxzellvlix,F
for any u € XgE and v € X, F'. |

Remark 2.48. Suppose multiplication defines a continuous bilinear map E x ' — G for some model
spaces E, F and G. As a straightforward consequence of Definition P.4 and the Leibniz rule we
immediately have that multiplication also defines a continuous bilinear map E' x F! — G! for any
l € Np.

Let E’ denote the closure of £ N C in E with the induced norm (n.b. we have £y C E'CFE
although both inclusions could be strict in general). If v € ENC. and v € Gj then (uv, f)rn =
(v, fu)re and ||uf||q < Cllul|g||f]|F for all f e C5°. Using (29) we thus get

uv, n v,u n
fuvligy = sup WD o gy g 200
oxrecee I fllr rece ufla

uf#0

= Cllullelvlie;-

Taking completions we finally have that multiplication defines a continuous bilinear map E' x G§ — F{.

For any model space E, Condition (A2) ensures that multiplication defines a continuous bilinear
map C*°x E — E. Now the topology on C* is defined by the collection of semi-norms {||-||c: | € No}.
Using Lemma we can thus find | € Ny and a constant C such that ||¢ul|lg < Cl¢||lci|ullz <
C||9llci+1||ullg for all u € E and ¢ € C*®. The fact that the closure of C* in C? includes C**! now
completes the following result.
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Lemma 2.49. For all sufficiently large | € No, multiplication defines a continuous bilinear map C* x
E—FE.

We conclude this section with an immediate consequence of Proposition P.47 and Lemma P.49
which will be used later in dealing with symbols.

Proposition 2.50. Suppose E is a model space and B,y € R. Then, for all sufficiently large I € Ny,
multiplication defines continuous bilinear maps ZVCI X ZgE — Zg F, YVCI X YgE — Y E and
X,YCI X XBE — XB'F’YE‘

2.3.8 Compactness

Let £/ and F' be model spaces. We say E s locally compact in F' if multiplication by any ¢ € C§°
defines a compact map E — F'; in particular it follows that we have a local inclusion Ejy. < Floc.

Proposition 2.51. Suppose E, F' and G are model spaces with E locally compact in G and for which
multiplication defines a continuous bilinear map E x F' — G. Let 3,7 € R and v € X\ Fy. Then
multiplication by v defines a compact map XgE — Xg1,G.

Proof. Initially suppose v € C3°. Let {u;}ien C XgE be a bounded sequence. By Lemma P.16
it follows that {vu;};eny is a bounded sequence in E. By local compactness we can thus find a
subsequence {vui(j)}jeN which is convergent in G. Lemma then implies this subsequence must
also be convergent in Xg,,G. It follows that multiplication by v defines a compact map XgFE — Xg1,G.

Now let v be an arbitrary element of X Fy. Let ¢ > 0 and, using Lemma .34, choose v. € C§°
with [|[v —vel|x,» < e. Proposition then implies multiplication by v — v, defines a map in
2L (Xgl, X34,G) with norm at most Ce, where C' is independent of €. The result now follows from
the fact that the set of compact maps in .Z(XgE,Xg4,G) is closed (see Theorem II1.4.7 in [Kd| for
example). [ |

2.3.9 Some results relating to symbols

Let I € Ng. Clearly ¢g € C>(II") c CY(II"), whilst ¢; is simply a translation of ¢g for any i € Z.
Condition (A3) for C!(II") = ZoC" then implies ||¢;||z,c: is independent of i € Z. However (; = ¢;00~!
(by definition) so (f) now implies ||¢;||y,cu is also independent of i € Z. Since 1 € XoC' (by Proposition
R.37) Lemma now completes the following result.

Lemma 2.52. Let | € Ng. Then |G|y, and ||Gl[x,ct are bounded uniformly for i € N.

Proposition and the fact that multiplication defines a continuous bilinear map C* x C* — C'
shows that multiplication also defines a continuous bilinear map XoC? x XBC’l — XBC'l for any 5 € R.
Given u € XgC!, Lemmas and now imply ||Gullx,cr and [[Giully,ci are bounded uniformly
for ¢ € N.

Lemma 2.53. Letl € Ny, 5 € R and u € XBC’Z. Then the following are equivalent.
(i) ||<iu||xﬁcl =0 asi— 0.
(i) [|Gully,cr — 0 as i — oo.
(iii)  D%u(zx) = o(|z|~P~1*) as x — oo for each |a| <.

Proof. The equivalence of (i) and (ii) follows from Lemma .19
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(iii) = (ii). Let i € Np. Using (P2) and the Leibniz rule we have

IGiully,er < €Y sup [« DG (Gu) ()]

MER

< c(Z sup |:c|a'|D§<i<x>|>(Z sup |x|ﬁ+“'|D::u<x>|>
la|<l TERY la|<l xesupp((;)

< Clalve S sup [Pl DSu(a)],

o<1 TESUPP(G)
where the constants are independent of . With the help of Lemma and the fact that supp(¢;) C
{|z| > =1} we now get (iii) = (ii).

(ii) = (iii). Suppose (iii) is not satisfied. Thus we can find some multi-index « with |a| <[ and a
sequence of points {z;} ey with z; — oo such that

;1% | DY (2;)| > ¢ > 0 for all j € N. (35)

Choose a sequence {j(i)}ieny with j(i) — oo as i — oo and |z > e'. Therefore ¢; = 1 on
neighbourhood of ;) so (B3) gives

IGiuly,eo > C D s;ﬂgl|x|5+|“‘ 1D (Gu) (@) = Claip) | DS ula;)]-
o<t T

The fact that (ii) is not satisfied now follows from (Bg). [ |

By Lemma we know that, for any 8 € R, XBC’(I) is the separable subspace of XBC’I obtained by
taking the closure of C§° with respect to norm ||-||x sct- Elements of X5Ch can be given an alternative
characterisation as follows.

Proposition 2.54. Suppose | € Ng, 3 € R and u € XgC!. Then u € XgCl iff D2u(x) = of|x|~#~1al)

as x — oo for each multi-index o with |af < 1.

Remark 2.55. 1t follows that A=% € XgC(l] for any | € Ng and 3,5 € R with 8 < s.

Proof. By Lemma it suffices to show u € XgC} iff [Giullxycr — 0 as i — oo.

Let u € XgC} and & > 0. Thus we can find u. € C§° with ||u — Ue||x 40t < €. Now suppose i € N is

sufficiently large so that supp(u:) C {|z| < e~'}. Since ¢; = 0 on the latter set we have (;u = (;(u—u,).
Lemma and the continuity of multiplication as a bilinear map XoC! x XﬁCl — XﬁCl now imply
[Giullxsct < Ce for some C' which is independent of e. It follows that [|Giullx,ct — 0 as i — oo.

On the other hand, suppose ||Gul[x,ct — 0 as @ — oo. Let € > 0 and choose I € N so that
[¢rullxycr < €. Now Lemma gives us a constant C; such that

[nr+1vllxzcr < Cillnrsavlles (36)

for all v € XgCl. Since nyu € C! with supp(nru) C {|z| < e} we can find u. € C§° with
supp(ue) C {|z| < el ™'} and ||nru — ue|| ot < €/C1. Tt follows that 0y 1 (nru — ue) = nru — ue so (B)
gives [[nru — uellx,c1 < &. However u = nyu + (ru so ||u — uellx o1 < 2¢, completing the result. [ |

From Definition [[.1 and Proposition it is clear that we have
Sc7 C X,C" (37)

for any v € R and [ € Ny. Together with Proposition we then get the following.
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Proposition 2.56. If E is a model space and 3,7 € R then multiplication by any p € Sc7 defines a
continuous map XgE — Xg  E

Remark 2.57. Suppose v € R and p € Sc¢” with principal part r~7a(w). For any f € BS define a
function py by

ps(x) = fl@)p(x) + (1-f(@))rVa(w).

If f =1 on a neighbourhood of 0 it is clear that py € Sc” with the same principal part as p. On the
other hand, if f = 0 on a neighbourhood of 0 then Lemma and (P2) imply p; is contained in Y,C!
for any [ € Np.

Finally, Condition (ii) of Definition [[.]] and Lemma P.5J give the following result.
Lemma 2.58. Suppose v € R and p € Sc¥ with principal part r—Ya(w). Then, for any | € Ny,

Jim |G (p = ey, = 0 = Jim lG(p = a@)r™) ki

2.4 Admissible spaces

Definition 2.59. For any m € R let Sym™ denote the set of functions on a € C% (R" xR") which
satisfy estimates of the form

1D2DE a(2,6)| < CowA™1I(€) (38)

for all multi-indices o and o’. The best constants in (B§) provide Sym™ with a collection of semi-norms
making it into a locally convex space.

For any a € Sym™ we shall use a(z, D,) to denote the pseudo-differential operator defined by the
symbol a(z,£). The set of all pseudo-differential operators of order m (i.e. the set of all operators
defined by symbols in Sym™) shall be denoted by WOp™.

Remark 2.60. For any m € R the pairing (a,u) — a(x, D;)u defines a continuous bilinear map Sym" x
& — . and a bilinear map Sym™ x ./ — ./ which is separately continuous in each variable. If
m,l € R it can also be shown that the composition of operators in WOp™ and WOp' gives an operator in
WOp™*t, whilst the adjoint of an operator in YOp™ is again in WOp™. Furthermore the corresponding
symbol maps Sym™ x Sym! — Sym!™™ and Sym™ — Sym™ are continuous bilinear and continuous
anti-linear respectively. Further details can be found in Section 18.1 of for example.

If a € Sym™ for some m € R then we can write

a(z,Dy)u = /Ka(w,y)U(y) d"y (39)

for all w € &', where K, € %'(R" x R") is the Schwartz kernel of a(z,D,); that is, K,(x,y) =
(2m)~™a(x,y — x) where @ is the Fourier transform of a(x,&) with respect to the second variable (see
Section 18.1 of [HJ for example).

Lemma 2.61. We have K, € (R" x R") iff a € S (R™ x R™). Furthermore, in this case a(x, D)
defines a continuous map " — & .

Proof. The first part of the result follows from the fact that the Fourier transform defines an isomor-
phism . — .. Now suppose K, € .%(R" x R") and choose any multi-index a and s € R. Then (B9)
gives

‘As(x)Dg‘a(:E,Dw)u‘ < ‘(AS(:E)DgKa(x,-), u)

(40)

for all uw € .". The assumption that K, € . (R" x R™) immediately implies A*(x)D$ K, (z,-) forms
a bounded subset of . as x varies over R". The second part of the result now follows from (fIJ) and
the continuity of the dual pairing of . and .. |

R
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As a corollary of this result we have the following.

Corollary 2.62. Let s € R and ¢1,¢ps € C* with supp(¢1) N supp(p2) = O and either ¢; € C§°
or ¢o € C§°. Then the pseudo-differential operator ¢i(z)A*(Dy)p2(x) defines a continuous map
S = S

Proof. The Schwartz kernel of the operator ¢1(z)A®(D;)p2(x) is

K(z,y) = 2m) " ¢1(2)Y(y — v)p2(y)

where ¢ € .’ is the Fourier transform of A*. By standard properties of the Fourier transform of
symbols (see Proposition VI.4.1 in [§ for example) ¢ is smooth and rapidly decaying away from 0,
along with all its derivatives. On the other hand ¢; and ¢9 have disjoint supports, at least one of
which is compact. It follows that K € . (R" x R"). Lemma now completes the result. [ |

Using the mapping properties of pseudo-differential operators we can now single out a special class
of model spaces which will provide the natural function space setting for our main results.

Definition 2.63. An admissible space is a model space E satisfying the following additional condi-
tion.

(B) We have a continuous bilinear map Sym® x E — E which sends (a,u) to a(z, D, )u.

Remark 2.64. Condition (A2) for a model space is a special case of Condition (B).

Ezample 2.65. A rich class of admissible spaces is provided by the Besov spaces B, for s € R and
p,q € [1,00], and the Triebel-Lizorkin spaces F, for s € R and p,q € [1,00] with ¢ # 1 if p = oo;
see [[[1]] and [T for the definitions of these spaces and the justification Conditions (A1) to (A4) and

B
The class of Besov spaces and Triebel-Lizorkin spaces include a large number of the ‘standard’
function spaces as follows (see [L'1]).

Fj, = HP® (the Sobolev or Bessel-potential spaces) for s € R and p € (1, 00).
F192 = hy (the local Hardy spaces) for p € [1,00).

FY, = bmo (the inhomogeneous version of BMO).

BS . = C® (the Zygmund spaces) for s > 0.

B, = F;, = W (the Slobodeckij spaces) for s € R*\N and p € [1,00).

By, = A, (the Lipschitz spaces) for s > 0, p € [1,00) and ¢ € [1, 00].

The most notable omissions from this list are the spaces C! for I € Ny; these spaces do not satisfy
Condition (B) (n.b. although the Zygmund space C° coincides with the Hélder space C'T° whenever
1 € Ng, 0 €(0,1) and s = [ + o, we only have a strict inclusion C' C C! when [ € N).

Definition 2.66. Suppose E is an admissible space and let s € R. We define E® to be the set of u € .9’
for which A*(D,)u € E. Furthermore we give this set a norm ||-||gs defined by ||u||gs = ||[A*(Dy)u||g.

n the cited literature the continuity of the bilinear map in Condition (B) is only explicitly established for the second
variable. However the full continuity of this map can be easily obtained from the proof of the relevant result (Theorem
6.2.2 in @]) by using symbol norms of a to make simple estimates of the constants appearing therein.
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Remark 2.67. If E = HP* for some s € R and p € (1,00) then E¥ = HP5 for any s’ € R. Likewise,
if E = C*® for some s > 0 then E¥ = C*t% for any s’ € R, provided s 4+ s’ > 0.

Proposition 2.68. Suppose s,m € R. Then the assignment (a,u) — a(z, D;)u defines a continuous
bilinear map Sym™ x E* — ES™™_ In particular, given any s € R and multi-indezx o, the differential
operator DS defines a continuous map Estlel  ps.

Proof. Given a € Sym™ define a new symbol b € Sym® as the symbol of the pseudo-differential op-
erator b(x, D) = A>"™(D,)a(z, D, )A~*(D,). Standard results on the calculus of pseudo-differential
operators (see Remark P.60) imply that the assignment a — b defines a continuous map Sym” — Sym”.
On the other hand A*™™(Dy)a(xz, Dy)u = b(x, Dy)A*(Dy)u for any u € .’. The result now follows
from Definition and Condition (B) on the admissible space E. |

Proposition 2.69. Any admissible space(s) E (and F') satisfy the following properties.
(i)  If s € R then E® is again an admissible space.
(i) Ifs,s’ €R then (E%)" = E5+5,

(iii) Ifs=1¢€ Ny then E* = E' up to equivalent norms (where E' is as given by Definition
Ed.

(iv)  We have a continuous inclusion E — F' iff we have a continuous inclusion E* — F* for
any s € R.

(v) We have a local inclusion Eoe — Floc iff we have a local inclusion ES < F?°  for any

loc loc
s eR.
(vi)  The spaces Eqy and its dual E§ are admissible spaces.
(vii) Ifs € R then (E®)y = (Eo)® and (E§)* = (Ej)~°.

Proof. Part (i). The only non trivial Conditions are (B) and (A4) (n.b. Condition (A2) is covered
by Condition (B)). The former is established in Proposition whilst the latter uses the fact that
conjugation of a pseudo-differential operator by a diffeomorphism which is linear outside a compact
region gives another pseudo-differential operator of the same order (see Theorem 18.1.17 in [HJ)] for
examplef]).

Part (7). This is an easy consequence of the identity A®(D,)A* (D,) = A*t¥'(D,).

Part (iii). Suppose u € E* and let a be a multi-index with |a| <1 =s. Thus A%(D,)u € E whilst
£2A75(€) defines a symbol in Sym® so D¥A~%(D,,) defines a continuous map on E (by Condition (B)
for the admissible space F). Hence D{u = DYA™*(D,)A*(D,)u € E and we have a norm estimate of
the form

[1Dzulle < CIA(De)ulle = Cllullgs -

The existence of a continuous inclusion E* < E' now follows from the definition of E.

On the other hand we can write

A»(D,) = A(D,) = (1+Zn:D§)l = Y @ DeDg (41)
i=1

laf<l

2Technically this only gives a local version of what we need; however it is easy to see how the proof can be modified
to give the conjugation result as stated.
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for some constants a® € C. Now suppose u € E'. Therefore D{u € E with | D%ullp < C1ollulm
(see Remark B-§) whilst A=%(£)é* € Sym® so A=%(D,)DS defines a continuous map on E. Hence
A=5(D,)D2 D% € E and

AT (D2) Dy Dyulle < Caallullp-
With the help of ([]) if follows that

A (Dy)u = Y a®A~*(D,)DIDSu € E

o<l
and |lul|gs = ||A*(Dg)ullg < Cl|ul|gi. This completes the proof of part (iii).

Part (iv). The fact that a continuous inclusion £ < F' induces a continuous inclusion E® — F* is
trivial. Part (ii) now gives the converse.

Part (v). Let ¢ € C§° and choose ¢1,¢2 € C§° with ¢1 > ¢ and ¢2 = 1 on a neighbourhood of
supp(¢1). Setting ¢3 = 1— ¢y it follows that ¢3 € C° and supp(¢1) Nsupp(¢3) = 0. Now let u € Ef .

Therefore ¢pu € E* or, equivalently, A*(D,)¢u € E. Using the local inclusion Ej,. < Floc it follows
that ¢oA(D,)ou € F and

|62A°(Da)dul| o < Cillul|p:, (42)

where C; may depend on ¢ (through ¢2) but not on w. On the other hand Corollary implies
¢3A\*(D,)¢py defines a continuous map .’ — .. Condition (A1) for the model spaces E* and F' then
shows that ¢3A°(D,)¢; defines a continuous map E* — F. Therefore ¢3A*(D,)du = ¢p3A*(D,)d1 pu €
F and

|65A°(Da)ul| o < Collul|p:, (43)

where C] may depend on ¢ (through ¢; and ¢3) but not on u. Since ¢g + ¢3 = 1, () and (i)
combine to establish the existence of a local inclusion Ef < F? . Part (ii) now gives the converse.

Part (vi). Condition (B) for Ej follows from the same Condition for E and the fact that pseudo-
differential operators preserve the set . (which is dense in Ey). For the dual space we can use Lemma
and the fact that the map which sends a pseudo-differential operator a(z, D,) € ¥Op' to its
adjoint induces an (anti-linear) isomorphism on Sym® (see Remark 2.60).

Part (vii). Clearly (Ep)® C E*® whilst A*(D,) : (Ep)® — Ep is an isomorphism which preserves
the set .. The fact that . is dense in Ey now implies the same is true for (Ep)®, with the first

identity following immediately. The second identity can be obtained from (R9) and the expression

(u, v)rr = (A*(Dy)u, A_S(Dm)v)Rn which is valid for all u € . and v € .. [ |

For the proofs of the next three results let 1) denote a choice of function in C§° with ¢ = 1 in a
neighbourhood of 0 and Ran = [0, 1]. Also, for each j € N, define 9; € C§° by ¥;(x) = ¢ (z/7).

Lemma 2.70. Suppose f € E for some admissible space E. Then we can find a sequence {f;j}jen C
Nser E° with f; — f in E=% for any 6 > 0.

Proof. For each j € N set f; = 1;(D;)f. Since ¢;(£) € Sym™ for any m € R, Proposition gives
f;j € E* for any s € R. On the other hand, a straightforward check shows A=°(£)y;(&) — A™°(€) in
Sym? for any § > 0. Condition (B) for the admissible space E then implies A=%(D,)f; — A~°(D,)f
in E for any 0 > 0; by definition this means f; — f in E-9, |

Although the space XgE need not contain C§° as a dense subset for a general admissible space E,
Lemma leads to the following slightly weaker result.
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Lemma 2.71. Suppose f € XgE for some admissible space £ and 3 € R. Then we can find a
sequence { fi}ien C C3° such that fi — f in Xg_.E™ for any €,6 > 0.

Proof. Claim: Given f € ZgE we can find a sequence {fj}jen C (ser ZsE° with fj — f in ZgE_‘S
for any & > 0. Since multiplication by e’ defines an isomorphism ZgE® — ZoE® = E*(II") for any
s € R, we may prove the claim assuming 8 = 0. Consider the notation of Remark P.9 and define
Xi = xi oWt € O for each i € I. Now Lemma implies g; := (¥; 1)*(xif) € E so Lemma P70
gives us a sequence {gi;}jen C [Nyer £° with g;; — ¢g; in E~9 for any § > 0. Condition (A2) and the
fact that X! = x; then give X.g;; — X.g; = g; in E~? for any 6 > 0. Setting

fi =Y YiXigi)

iel

for any j € N, Lemma implies {f;}jen C ser £°(I1") whilst

i — Y W => xif = f

iel iel
in E7(TI") for any § > 0. This completes the claim.

Let f € XgE. By Lemma we have nof € E and (of € YgE so Lemma and the above
Claim (coupled with (§)) give us sequences {gj}jen C (yer £° and {hj}jen C e YsE® with
g; — nof in E~9 and hj = Cof in YﬁE“s for any § > 0. For any j € N define further functions by
fi =mgj+(-1h; and f; = ¥; f;. Another application of Lemma now shows {fi}jen C (\,er XpE*
and fj{ — (mno +¢-1o)f = f in XBE_‘S for any 0 > 0.

By Remark and Lemma we can find k& € Ny so that we have a continuous inclusion
XgE*+t — X5C! for all | € Ny. It follows that {fi}Yien € Nien XC! C C.. Therefore {fj}jen C C§°.
Now let €,8 > 0. A straightforward application of Proposition shows 1; — 1 in X_.C! for any
l € Ng. Proposition and the convergence f]/ — fin XBE“S then implies f; — f in Xﬁ_eE_‘;. |

Lemma 2.72. The set C§° is dense in both . and ..

Proof. For the density of C§° in . see Proposition VI.1.3 in [{]. Now let f € .’ and, for each j € N,
set f; = ¢¥j(x)Y;(Dy)f. Thus f; has compact support (contained in supp(;)) whilst the symbol
j(x);(€) is contained in CG°(R"™ xR™) so Lemma gives f; € 7. Therefore {f;};en C Cg°.

A straightforward check shows A~!(z)i;(x);(D;) — A~'(z) in Sym® so Remark gives
AYz)f; — A~Ya)f in . Since the operator (of multiplication by) A(z) defines a continuous
map on ./ we now get f; — f in .. [ |

The next result follows from Lemma and an argument similar to that used to prove the Claim
in the Proof of Lemma P.71].

Lemma 2.73. For any 3 € R the set Zg. is dense in Zg.s".

The compactness results given in Section P.J can be refined for admissible spaces. We begin with
two technical lemmas, the first of which is essentially the Ascoli-Arzela Theorem (see Section III.3 of

[I¥]))-

Lemma 2.74. Any bounded subset of .7 is pre-compact.

Lemma 2.75. If E is an admissible space and s > 0 then E® is locally compact in E.
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Proof. Let ¢ € C3° and choose a sequence {9;}ieny C C§° such that ¢; — A™% in XoC® (which is
possible by Remark since s > 0). It follows that the sequence of symbols ¢(x)1;(§) converges
to ¢(x)A™%(€) in Sym? and so the pseudo-differential operator ¢(z)y;(D,) converges to ¢(xz)A~%(D,)
in Z(E,E) (by Condition (B) for the admissible space E). However the map E®* — E given by
multiplication by ¢ can be written as ¢(z)A™*(D,)A*(D,) where A®*(D,) acts as an isomorphism
E® — E. Using the fact that the set of compact operators is closed in .Z(F, E) it therefore suffices to
show that the operator ¢(x);(£) defines a compact map E — E for any i € N.

Now ¢(z)¢i(§) € CPR™ x R") C Z(R™ x R") so Lemma implies ¢(z)1;(D,) defines a
continuous map ./ — .. On the other hand Condition (A1) for the admissible space E gives us
continuous inclusions £ < %" and . < E. By composing these maps and using Lemma it
follows that ¢(x)y;(D,) defines a compact map E — FE. [ |

Lemma and Proposition (with B, F and G replaced by E°, F and E respectively)
immediately leads to the following useful result.

Proposition 2.76. Let 5,7v,s € R with s > 0 and suppose, for an admissible space EE and a model
space F', multiplication defines a continuous bilinear map ExF — E (or, more generally, ESXF — E).
Then multiplication by any ¢ € X, Fy defines a compact map XgE® — Xg E.

Corollary 2.77. Suppose E be an admissible space and 3,7v,s € R with v > 8 and s > 0. Then the
inclusion X E* — XgE' is compact.

Proof. By Lemma we know that multiplication defines a continuous map E x C! — E for all
sufficiently large | € Ny. Furthermore 8 —vy < 0so 1 € Xg_ﬁ,Cé by Remark P.55. The result now

follows directly from an application of Proposition R.74. [ |
For any admissible space E, 8 € R, k € N and vector of non-negative integers k = (K1, ..., ki), we

define the following product spaces;

k k
E* = [[E™, Z3E = []ZsE™,
=1 1=1

k k
Y5E = [[Yo-rE™ and X5E = [[Xs—nE™.
i=1 i=1

Let r** denote the matrix operator given as multiplication by diag(r®*,... r*%). Thus (§) and
Proposition imply that we have an isomorphism

k
* —K K r rk; ©OF K

O r~* : Y5E ~— [[YsE™ — Z§E (44)

i=1

with inverse
e T .
r(O N ZE — [[YsE™ > YIE. (45)
=1

Finally let 7w, denote the projection defined on any of the above product spaces by

u; ifk;>0
(Tru); = .
0 ifk;=0.

Clearly 7, commutes with multiplication by a scalar or a diagonal matrix.
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2.5 Elliptic operators

Unless otherwise stated we shall assume that the coefficients of any differential operator on R" are
contained in C*°. In particular, Condition (A2) and Remark R.5 imply that any differential operator
A(z, D,) on R™ of order m defines a continuous map E™ — E for any model space E.

Definition 2.78. Let A(x, D,) be a kxk system of differential operators on R™ with entries A;;(z, D,,)
fori,j7 =1,..., k. We say that A is elliptic on some open set U C R" if the following conditions are
satisfied.

(1) There exist vectors p = (p1,...,u,) and v = (v1,...,v,) of non-negative integers such
that ord A;; = p; — v; (with A;; = 0 whenever p; — v; < 0). Furthermore min; v; = 0.

ii Let a;;(x, &) denote the principal symbol of A;i(x,&) (so a;;(x,&) is a homogeneous poly-
j j j
nomial of degree p; — v; in £) and define det4(z,€) to be the determinant of the k x k
matrix with entries a;j(z,€). Then deta(x,&) # 0 for any (z,£) € U x R}.

We say that A is uniformly elliptic on U if Condition (ii) can be replaced by the following stronger
condition.

(il)  Set [u—v] = Zle(,ui —v;) and let det 4(x, &) be defined as in Condition (ii) above. Then
|det 4(x, €)| > C|¢[*=] for all (z,€) € U x R™.

We shall refer to the pair (u, ) as the order of A.

In the case of scalar operators (i.e. when k = 1) this definition of ellipticity clearly reduces to the
usual one. Furthermore v; = 0 and g1 = m, the usual order of the operator. On the other hand, if A
is elliptic on some open set U then A is uniformly elliptic on any bounded open set V' with C1(V') C U.

Remark 2.79. If n > 3 ellipticity implies that [u—v] is even (say 2l) and the polynomial equation
det4(x,&+tn), £,n € RY, has exactly [ roots with Im¢ > 0 (and hence exactly [ roots with Im¢ < 0).
These conditions need not be satisfied when n = 2 and must be imposed as extra assumptions when
working with boundary value problems. However we do not need to impose such assumptions here.

Remark 2.80. Suppose A and B are k x k systems of differential operators of order (u,v) on U C R™.
Furthermore suppose the coefficients of B are bounded (pointwise on U) by some function b(x). Then
we have

‘detAJrB(a:,f) — detA(x,g)‘ < C(b(az) + bk(az)) \5][”_”]

for all (z,£) € U x R™, where C' may depend on A but not on B, b or (z,¢). It follows that if A is
uniformly elliptic on U and b is bounded by a sufficiently small constant (depending on A) then A+ B
is also uniformly elliptic on U.

Suppose A is an operator of order (u, ) which is uniformly elliptic on an open set U C R"™. Clearly
A defines a continuous map E# — EY for any admissible space E. Condition (B) for admissible spaces
and the calculus of pseudo-differential operators also allows us to derive the following regularity result
and elliptic estimates.

Theorem 2.81. Suppose A is a k x k system of differential operators on R™ of order (u,v) which
is uniformly elliptic on some open set U C R™. Suppose further that x1,x2 € C* with x1 < x2 and
supp(x1) C U. Ifu € " satisfies x2Au € EY and m,xou € (E~1)* for some admissible space E, then
we also have x1u € E*. Furthermore

Ixiullee < C(|Ix2Aullpr + [[mux2ull(g-1y0)

for any such u.
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Proof. Without loss of generality we may assume x2 = 1 on a neighbourhood of supp(x1) (if this were
not the case we could simply replace xo with x3x2 where x3 € C° is chosen so that y3x2 = 1 on
X5 1(1/2,400)). Tt follows that we can find x € C°° with y; < x < x2 and supp(x) C U.

For each i,j € {1,...,k} let A;;(x, D;) denote the ijth entry of A(x, D,) and A;j(x,&) € SymHi—"
its (full) symbol. Also let A(xz,&) denote the k x k matrix with entries A;;(z,§) and A(z,§) the
determinant of this matrix; in particular A(x, &) € Sym™ where m = [u—v|. Now, by the definition of
uniform ellipticity, we can find B(z,£) € Sym™™ such that x; (z) A(z, £) B(z,€) = x1(2) (mod Sym™1).
Let Agj(x,f) denote the ijth cofactor of the matrix A(z,§). Hence A}Lj (x,€) € Sym™#it¥i Also set
Bij(z,§) = (—1)i+jB(m,§)A;i(m,§) € Sym""Hi define B;j(x,D;) € WOp”~# to be the pseudo-
differential operator with symbol B;;(x,£) and let B denote the k x k system of pseudo-differential
operators with entries B;;.

If 7,7,0 € {1,...,k} the differential operator Bjx1A4;; is contained in WOp~#i and has symbol
x1(2) By (x,€)Ajj(2,€) (mod Sym#s~#i~1). Therefore the ijth entry of Bx1.A is contained in WOp#s i
and, modulo an element of Sym* ~#~! has symbol

k
> xa@)Bale, ) Ay(2,€) = xi(2)d;Alw, §)B(,€) = xa(2)d;.
=1

Hence
BxiA = xy1+C (46)

where C is a k x k matrix of pseudo-differential operators whose ijth entry is contained in WOpts —Hi~1,
In particular B and C define continuous maps

B:EY— E* and C:(E"'Y)" — EM (47)

Using the assumption of uniform ellipticity on A4 we can choose & € R™ so that A(x,&) =
det A(z, &) is bounded away from 0 uniformly for « € U. For each i,j € {1,...,k} set D;j(x) =
(—1)i+jx(a:)A;r-i(a:,50)/A(x,§0) € C* and let D denote the k x k matrix of multiplication operators
whose ijth entry is given by

Dij(x) if p; =0 (48)
0 if u; > 0.

Now, as matrices, D(x)x(z)A(x, &) = x(x)({ —m,) (where 7, is simply the diagonal matrix with a 1 in
the ith position if y; > 0 and 0 otherwise). Since (I—m,)? = I—m, while A(z,£)(I—m,) is independent
of & (n.b. if pj = 0 then A;; is a zeroth order differential operator) we have Dx A(I —7,) = x(I —7,) as
differential operators. Coupled with the relation xy < x2 and the fact that A is a differential operator
we then get

X = XTu+DxAI —7,) = xmux2 + Dxx2A — DxAmuxo. (49)

On the other hand, Condition (A2), (i§) and the fact that v; > 0 clearly imply D defines a continuous
map

D: (BN — (E~H~ (50)

Using () and (fJ), the relations y; < x < X2 and the fact that A is a differential operator, we
get

x1 = BxiAx —Cx = Bxix2A — Cxmux2 — CDx x2A + CDX AT, Xo2- (51)
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We also observe that A defines a continuous map
A (EHH = (E7HY. (52)

The first part of the result now follows if we apply (f1) to u and use Condition (A2), the continuous
inclusion F < E~! and the mapping properties given by (1), (50) and (). On the other hand we
can combine norm estimates for the various continuous maps to get

Ixiullee < C(llxeAullmr + |muxzull g1y
+ [IDx x2Aull (g-1y + [IDXATu X2l (p-1y1)
< O(llxeAull g + Imuxaull g1y + lIx2Aullg-1yv + AT Xull(5-1y)
< O(llxeAull g + |lmuxoull(z-1y)
for all such u. u

Suppose v is a diffeomorphism on R™ which is linear outside some compact set. By considering the
standard rules for transforming principal symbols of differential operators it is clear that a system of
differential operators A is elliptic on an open set U iff the operator (1)~1)* Ay* is elliptic on the open
set ¥(U). It follows that the definition of ellipticity can be applied to systems of differential operators
on a smooth manifold. The next result is used to justify a later remark (n.b. S"~! can be replaced by
any compact manifold without boundary).

Theorem 2.82. Suppose A is a k x k system of differential operators on S~ of order (u,v). If
A is elliptic and uw € 9'(S™Y) satisfies Au € EV(S™ 1) N F*(S™™1) and m,u € FA(S™) for some
admissible spaces E and F (on R"™1) then we also have u € E#(S™™1). Furthermore

ull pu(gn-1y < C(IAull go(gn-1) + lImpull pu(gn-1))

for all such u.

Proof. We can obtain the result with ' = E~! by applying Theorem on coordinate charts and
patching the conclusion together with the help of observations similar to Lemma .1(0| and Remark
R.9. Induction, Lemma .23, Corollary and Proposition then complete the result for general
F. |

3 Model problems

3.1 Elliptic operators on II™ and a priori estimates

Definition 3.1. A differential operator B = B(t,w, Dy, D,,) on II" is said to be uniform if its coeffi-
cients are contained in C'°*°(II").

Suppose B is a uniform scalar operator on II" of order m and E is an admissible space. Using
Lemma .32 and Proposition R.5( (n.b. C*°(II") = (;cy, ZoC') it is clear that B defines a continuous
map ZgE™ — ZgE for any 3 € R. We also have that

e’ B(t,w, Dy, D,) = B(t,w,D; +i8,D,)(* ") (53)

for any 8 € R, where B(t,w, Dy + if3, D,,) is once again a uniform operator on II". This observation
essentially allows us to take 8 = 0 when studying the properties of the map B : ZgE™ — ZgFE for a
uniform operator B.

Let B be a uniform operator on II" of order (u,r) with entries B;; for i,j € {1,...,k}. As above
let detg(z,&) denote the determinant of the k x k matrix formed from the principal symbols of the
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operators B;;. We shall say that B is a uniform elliptic operator on II" if we can find C' > 0 such
that |detg(z,§)| > C\g[%‘;”] for all (z,§) € T*II", where |-|ii» denotes the norm on the fibres of the
cotangent bundle T*II" given by the Riemannian metric on II".

Fori,j € {1,...,k}, Bjj is a uniform scalar operator on II" of order p; —v;, so the above discussion
implies that B;; defines a continuous map ZgEHi — ZgE" for any 3 € R. It follows that B defines
a continuous map ZgE — ZgE. We shall denote this map by BEB) or B®) when we need to make
clear the spaces B is acting between.

Lemma 3.2. Suppose E is an admissible space and § € R. If Bu € ZEE for some u € ZZE_l then
we also have u € ZgE. Furthermore

lullzze < C(IBulzye + Imuullzep-1)
for all u € ZZE'

Proof. Suppose x1 € C*°(S" 1) with supp(x1) # S™~!. Thus we can choose a chart (¢,U) of S"!
with supp(x1) C U. Let (U,R x U) be the corresponding chart of II" and choose further functions
X2, X3 € C§°(U) with x5 = x2 = x1. Also define X; € C* by X; = x; 0 U~! (extended by 0) for
i=1,2,3.

Using the transformation properties of the principal symbol of a differential operator under dif-
feomorphisms (see Section 18.1 in [HJ] for example) it is straightforward to check that the operator
(T=1)*x3Bx3¥* is uniformly elliptic on the open set Xz '(1/2,00). Theorem then gives us the
following; if X2(¥U~1)*x3Bx3¥*v € E¥ for some v € (E~1)* then v € E* and we have an estimate of
the form

IX1vllee < C(IN2(T ™) xsBxs ¥ | v + [[muXavll (m-1y).-
Putting v = (¥71)*(x3u) and using the fact that B is a differential operator we get
X2 (U xaBxs ¥ o = (W) xaxsBxiu = (V1) x2Bu.

Combining these observations with Lemma we now get the following; if xoBu € ZjE for some
u € ZHE~! then xju € ZjE and we have an estimate of the form

Ix1ullzeg < C(lIxeBullzge + [muxeullzeg-1) < C(IBullzge + lImuullzeg-1),

the second inequality coming from Remark and the fact that xo € C°°(II"). The result now
follows by allowing x1 to vary of the elements of a suitable partition of unity on S™1. |

We need to make a couple of general observations before we proceed to the next regularity result.

Remark 3.3. By Proposition multiplication defines a continuous bilinear map ZoC* x IgF — /K
for all sufficiently large I € Ng. Using the translational invariance of the norm on ZoC! = C*(II") and
the fact that ¢;; = ¢j411 — ¢ we can bound ||¢;;]|z,ct independently of i, j € Z U {£oo} with i < j. If
follows that multiplication by ¢;; defines a continuous map ZgE — ZgFE whose operator norm can be
bounded independently of 4, j.

Remark 3.4. Suppose B is a model operator on II" of order (u,v) and ¢ € C*°(II"). Then the ijth
entry of the commutator [B,¢| is the scalar model operator [B;;,¢] of order at most p; — v; — 1;
in particular [B;j, ¢] = 0 whenever v; > p; whilst [B,¢] defines a continuous map ZZE_I — Z3E.

Furthermore the operator norm of this map can be estimated by the ZoC" norm of ¢ and the coefficients
of B for some sufficiently large I € Nj.
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Lemma 3.5. Suppose E is an admissible space, B € R, i,j € Z U {f+oo} with i < j and | € Ny.
If $i—ijuiBu € ZZE and ¢i—yjiu € ZgE_l for some uw € Z'(II") then we also have ¢;ju € ZgE.
Furthermore

Ipijullzsr < C(\|¢z’—lj+llgu\|ng+ ||7Tu¢i—lj+lu||ng*l)
for all such u, where C is independent of i, j.

Proof. Induction clearly reduces the result to the case [ = 1. Now suppose we have ¢;_1 ;11Bu € ZgE
and ¢;_1 j41u € ZZE_l for some u € 2'(I1"). Therefore ¢;;u € ZZE_l whilst ¢;; < ¢i—1,41 and B is
a differential operator so

Boiju = ¢ijdi—1j+1Bu+ B, ¢ijldi—1 j11u. (54)

By Remark B.3 we know that multiplication by ¢;j defines a continuous map ZEE — ZEE with norm

bounded independently of i,j. On the other hand Remark B.4 implies [B, ¢i;] maps ZgE_1 — LZE
continuously with operator norm bounded independently of 7, j. Combining these observations with
(b4) and our original hypothesis we thus get Be;ju € ZZE with a norm estimate of the form

1Béijullzye < C(lli-1j11Bullzye + [mudi1jrrullzep-1),
where C' is independent of i, j. Lemma B.9 (applied to ¢iju) now implies ¢;;u € ZgE and
I$ijullzse < C(l¢i-1j11Bullzse + Imudi1jirullzep—1 + [mudijullzsp-1),

where C' is independent of i, j. A further application of Remark B. clearly completes the result. B

3.2 Adjoint operators

Suppose B be a uniform elliptic operator on II" of order (u,v) with entries B;; for 4,5 € {1,...,k}.
Let B* denote the formal adjoint of B (with respect to the volume measure dt dS"~! on II"); that is
B* is the k x k system of differential operators with entries

*

(B*)ij(t7w7Dt7Dw) = (Bji(t7w7Dt7Dw)) (55)
fori,j =1,...,k. Define m € Ny and vectors of integers 7 and 7 by
m=maxy; and G, =m-—v;, Vi=m-—pu; fori=1,... k. (56)

Therefore min; 7; > min; 7; = 0 (n.b. if the first inequality was not valid then we would have an i such
that u; —v; < 0for all j € {1,...,k}; the ith row of B would then be 0, contradicting the assumption
that B is elliptic). Furthermore

ord (B*)ZJ = OI‘dBjZ' = W —V; = ﬁj —U;

whilst it is easily seen that detg«(x,&) = detg(x,&) for all (x,£) € T*II". It follows that B* is a
uniform elliptic operator on II" of order (&, 7).

Let E be an admissible space and set I' = Ej. By Propositions and we know that F'is
also an admissible space whilst

k k
(ZhEo)* = [[Z-sF " = Z7sF™™ and (Z4Eo)* = [[Z-sF " = ZF ;5
=1 =1

for any 3 € R. Therefore the adjoint of the map B(E0:A) . ZgEo — ZgEo is the map

(BEA)" = (B)FTH) L ZE P 5 27 gF™ where F = Ej.
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3.3 Operator pencils

Definition 3.6. A model operator on II" is a differential operator B = B(w, Dy, D,,) on II" whose
coefficients are independent of ¢. If B is also elliptic we shall refer to it as a model elliptic operator on
I,

Clearly any model operator on II" is a uniform differential operator whilst any model elliptic

operator is also a uniform elliptic operator. Now let B be a model elliptic operator on II" of order
(u,v). Fori,j € {1,...,k} we can write the ijth entry of B in the form

Hj—Vi
Bij(w,Dy,D,) = Y BT
=0

“w, D) D! (57)

where le-j (w, D) is a differential operator on S™~! of order at most .
For each A € C let B()\) denote the differential operator on S™~! given by B()\)(w,D,) =
B(w, A, D,,); that is B(\) is the k x k system of differential operators with entries given by

Hj—Vi

Bij(w, A\, Dy) Z BT (w, D) N (58)

Given an admissible space E on R™ !, the operator ij defines a continuous map Ei(S"~1) —
EVi(S" 1) for 1 =0,... ,1tj — v;. Thus B defines an operator valued function (or operator pencil)

B:C— L(EHS"Y, EY(S"). (59)

The spectrum o(*B) of the operator pencil ‘B is defined to be the set of all A € C for which B(\) :
E#(S" 1) — EY(S™1) is not an isomorphism. Suppose A\g € o(8). Any non-zero element in the kernel
of B(Ao) is called an eigenfunction of B and the dimension of the kernel is the geometric multiplicity
of A\g. A collection of functions ¢y,...,¢r—1 € E*(S"1) is called a Jordan chain corresponding to
Ao € o(B) iff ¢p is an eigenfunction corresponding to Ag and the meromorphic function ®(\) defined
by

M-1
(60)
]Z:;) A— )\0
satisfies
BA)P(N) = O(1) as A — Ao (61)

It can be seen that this is equivalent to the condition

Mo
D = {BN) dar—j = 0 (62)
=07’

for M’ =0,..., M —1. The functions ¢1, ..., ¢p;_1 are called generalised eigenfunctions. The algebraic

multiplicity of Ao is defined to be the dimension of the space of all functions of the form (B0) which
satisfy (61).

Remark 3.7. Tt is straightforward to check that B(\) is an elliptic operator of order (u,v) on S*!
for any A € C (n.b. the principal symbol of each entry of 9B()\) is independent of ). Standard
elliptic regularity results (see Theorem P.83) then imply the spectrum, eigenfunctions and generalised
eigenfunctions of the operator pencil (§9) are independent of the admissible space E. Furthermore
the eigenfunctions and generalised eigenfunctions are all contained in C*°(S"~1).
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Using the a priori estimates for the elliptic operator B on II" and general results for Fredholm
operator pencils we can obtain general information about the structure of the spectrum of 8. The
following result was obtained in [AN] (see Chapter V) and [[AV]] for scalar operators, and appears in
Section 1.2.1 of [NPJ for systems of operators (see also [GGK] or Appendix A to [KM] for details
about the algebraic multiplicities of the isolated points in o(8)).

Theorem 3.8. The spectrum of B consists of isolated points of finite algebraic multiplicity. Further-
more there exists constants C1,Co > 0 such that

o(B) € {AeC|[ReA| < CiImA|+ Co}.

Remark 3.9. Theorem B.§ implies Im o (B) (the projection of o(*B) onto the imaginary axis) consists of
isolated points. Furthermore, given v € Im o(*B), the total algebraic multiplicity of all those A € o(B)
with Im A = + is finite.

A system of Jordan chains

{6j0,- s djm—1 | G=1,...,J} (63)
is called canonical if {¢1,...,¢0} forms a basis for Ker B(\g) (i.e. the geometric eigenspace of Xg),
My >--->Mjand My +---+ My = M, the algebraic multiplicity of A\g. It follows that J is simply
the geometric multiplicity of Ag whilst My,..., My are known as the partial algebraic multiplicities

of \g. It is well known (see [GGK] or Appendix A to [KM] for example) that a canonical system of
Jordan chains exists for any Ao € o(B) of finite algebraic multiplicity.
Define functions u;,, € C*(II")1oc by

u]mtw = MOtle Zt ]ml ) (64)

forj=1,...,J, m =0,...,M; — 1. This collection of functions forms a basis for the set of ‘power-
exponential’ solutions of the equation B(\g)u = 0.

Let B* denote the operator pencil associated to the model elliptic operator B* (the formal adjoint
of B). For any A € C and ¢,j € {1,...,k} the ijth entry of B*()\) is thus given by (B*);(w, A, Dy),
where (B*);;(w, Dy, D,,) is the operator given by (B5). On the other hand, by taking formal adjoints
of (F7) and (B§) (on II" and S™~! respectively) we have

(B")ij(w,\, Dy) = (Bji(w, X\, D))"

Therefore B*(A) = (B(X))", the formal adjoint of the operator B(X) on S"~1. It follows that Ao €
o(B) iff \g € o(B*) with full agreement of geometric, algebraic and partial algebraic multiplicities. In
fact, given a canonical system of Jordan chains () corresponding to Ao € o(B) we can find a unique
canonical system of Jordan chains

{0, -1 |i=1,...,J} (65)

corresponding to \g € o(B*) which satisfy the biorthogonality conditions

m/

ZZ l—i—l,—i-l al+l/+1%()‘0)¢],m l,% m/— l’>Sn 1 6,]’5M —1—m,m/’ (66)
=0 l’:0

for j,j/ =1,...,J, m = 0,...,M; —1 and m' = 0,...,M; — 1 (see [GGK]] or Appendix A to
[KM] for example; n.b. using (p2) and a similar expression for the t;,,’s it is possible to rewrite the
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biorthogonality conditions in a number of different ways — in particular, it is enough to consider (ff)
form=M;—1,47=1,...,J and m' =0,...,M; —1).

As above, the power exponential solutions of B*(A\g)v = 0 can be expanded in terms of a basis
given by the functions

iXo 1
vim(tw) = €M S (it) moa(w) (67)
1=0 "
forj=1,...,J,m=0,...,M; — 1.

3.4 Isomorphisms

The study of Fredholm properties of a certain class of elliptic operators on R™ (to be introduced in
Section [L.1]) can be largely reduced to the study of model elliptic operators on II". Theorems .10
and provide the key results concerning the latter. These (or closely related) results have been
established by a number of authors, at least for the admissible spaces E = HP*F with p € (1,00) and

k € Z, and E = C§ with s € RT\N (in particular see [AN], [AV], [Kd] and [NP1]; see also [KM]

where such results are obtained as part of a general theory of differential equations with operator
coefficients). Below we give a general argument to derive Theorems and for an arbitrary
admissible space E from the case E = L?.

Theorem 3.10. Let E be an admissible space, let B be a model elliptic operator on II" of order
(u,v) and define B to the associated operator pencil. If f € R\Imo(B) then B : ZgE — ZLE is an
isomorphism.

Theorem 3.11. Let E, B and B be as in Theorem [3.10. Suppose By, 2 € R\Im o (B) with £ < Pa.
Set ¥ = {)\ € o(B)| Im A\ € [B1, 2]} and, for each A € X, let {¢30="'=¢?,Mw—1 lj=1,...,Jx} and

{1/)] 01> Y5 MM—l |7 =1,...,J )} be canonical systems of Jordan chains corresponding to \ € o(B)

and X\ € o(B*) respectwely, which satisfy the biorthogonality condition (6d). Define u;‘m and v]’-\m
to be the corresponding power exponential functions given by (B4) and (57) respectively. Now let
fe ZEﬁE N ZgQE and let ul) € ZZZE be the corresponding solutions of Bu = f for i =1,2. Then we
have

Iy My ;-

uV(t,w) - -y Z Cary 1 mt0) (68)

Aex j=1 m=0

where the coefficient functions are given by

A <A
Cj,m(f) = <f7 Zvj,m>1‘[n (69)
foraeX, j=1,....,Jy and m=0,..., M, ; —
We begin by using a straightforward regularity argument to obtain Theorem for the spaces
H? s € R from the case s = 0.
Proposition 3.12. Theorem holds with E = H*® for any s € R.

Proof. Theorem is known to hold for E = L? = HY; see Theorem 3.1.1 in [NPJ] for example.
Duality and induction now reduce our task to proving that if Theorem holds for £ = H®, s € R,
then it also holds for E = H**° where § € [0, 1].

Denote the maps B : ZgHS — ZZH® and B : ZgHSJF‘S — ZEHSJF‘S by By and Bj respectively,

and assume By is an isomorphism. Since ZgH s+0 C ZgH $. Bs must also be injective. Now let f &
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Z‘B‘HSJF‘S C ZLH® and set u = (Bo)~' f. Therefore u € ZZH*® C ZgHSJF‘s_1 whilst Bu = f € ZjH"*.
Lemma B9 then implies u € ZgH 519 thereby establishing the surjectivity of Bs. The Open Mapping
Theorem now shows that B is an isomorphism. |

Let 0% denote the set of scalar differential operators on II" of order 0 or 1 whose first order
coefficients are independent of ¢ and whose zeroth order coefficients are linear in ¢. In what follows we
use the notation [P, Q] = PQ — QP for the commutator of operators P and Q.

Remark 3.13. (i) If P € 0% and y € C*°(S™™!) then [P, x] € C°°(S"1); that is, the operator [P, x]
is given as multiplication by some function in C'*°(II") which is independent of ¢.

(ii) If m € Nand P,..., Py, € 0% then B' := [P1,...,[Pn,B]...] is a k x k matrix of differential
operators on II"™ whose coefficients are independent of ¢ and whose 7jth entry has order at most
pj — v; —m' where

in: 1 —ord Py).

k=1
It follows that B’ defines a continuous map ZgE — ZgEm, for any admissible space E and § € R.

Let 8 € R\Imo(*B) and define C to be the continuous map Zg.¥ — Zz.¥’ obtained by taking the
restriction of the inverse of the isomorphism B : ZgL2 — ZgLQ. For any m € Ny let 07" denote the
set of operators obtained by taking finite sums of operators of the form

x1€Q1CQs...CQAICx2 (70)
where x1,x2 € C®(S" 1), 1 € Ng and, for i = 1,...,1, we can write
Qi = [Pu,...,[Pim,;,B]...]
for some m; € Ng and Pj1,..., Py, € 0% with

l

Zi 1—ord Py) < m.

i=1 k=1

Remark 3.14. For any s € R, Lemma and Proposition imply that C has a unique extension
to a continuous map ZZH* — ZZH $. This observation can be coupled with Remark B.1J(ii) to show
that the operator given by the formal expression ([f(J) defines a continuous map ZgH 5 ZZH stm
for any s € R. Taking linear combinations it follows that any element of 07 has similar mapping
properties.

Lemma 3.15. Let x1,x2 € C*®(S" '), meN and P,..., P, € 0%'. Set
= > (1—ordP) € No.
k=1

Then the operator
[Pl,... N [Pm,xchQ] ] (71)

has a unique extension to a continuous map ZgHS — Z‘B‘Hﬁm, for any s € R.

The operator C defines a continuous map Zg.¥ — Zg." whilst any P; defines continuous maps
25 — g and Zg — Zg'. It follows that the operator ([[I)) can be initially defined as a
continuous map Zg. — Zg.&"’.
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Proof of Lemma [3.13. By Lemma and Remark it suffices to prove that the operator ([1) is
contained in ﬁg”’. Since we obviously have y1Cx2 € ﬁg the following claim completes the result.

Claim: If R € O and P € 0% then [P,R] € 0777°"4F  Clearly it suffices to prove the claim
assuming R is given by (0). Then

+1
[P,R] = [Px1]CQi...QCx2 + Y x1€Q1...Qi1[P,C]Q; ... QCxo
=1
l
+ > x1CQ1...CIP,QIC... QCx2 + x1CQ1... QC[P, xa]. (72)

1=1

Now, by Remark B.13(i), [P, x1] = x} and [P, x2] = x4 for some x/, x5 € C®(S™!). On the other
hand [P,C] = —C[P, B|C. Therefore each term in ([7J) is contained in ﬁg’”l_ordp . [ |

Suppose (¢, U) is a chart for S"~! and let (¥,R x U) be the corresponding chart for IT1". Also
choose x1,x2 € C§°(U); we shall use the same letters to denote the extensions of these functions to
II" which are independent ¢. Define a k x k matrix of operators by D := (¥~1)*eSy1Cxoe 1 ¥,

Remark 3.16. Suppose R is a scalar operator on II" which is supported on R x U (in the sense that
R = xRx for some x € C°(U)). If E and F are admissible spaces then Lemma and ([j) show
that R defines a continuous map R : ZgE — ZgF iff (U71)*ef Re=P!U* defines a continuous map
E — F. Clearly similar statements hold when E or F is replaced by . or ./, or when R is replaced
by a matrix of operators.

Lemma 3.17. For eachi,j € {1,...,n}, the ijth entry of the operator D is contained in WOP*i ~Hi,

Proof. Since we know that D defines a continuous map .# — .’ (see Remark B.16) we can apply a
characterisation of pseudo-differential operators given in [B]. Let m € N and suppose, for k = 1,...,m,
Qy, is either the operator D; or (multiplication by) x; for some i € {1,...,n}. Let m’ € Ny be the
number of Q) which are of zero order. Choose xg € C*°(U) with xo > X1, x2 and define x; € C* by
Xi = Xi o U1 (extended by 0) for i = 0,1,2. Now the fact that Q1,...,Q,, are differential operators
implies

[@Q1,...,[Qm,D]...] = [XoQ1X0;--- [X0@mX0,D] -..]. (73)
For k =1,...,m set P, = e P'U*YoQrXo(¥1)*e’. Therefore P, € 6% whilst ([3) gives
[Q1,. ., [Qm,D]...] = (T Y P, ... [Pn,x1Cx2]...]e P10,

Combining this with LemmaB.1] and Remark it follows that the ijth entry of [Q1, ..., [Qm,D]...]
defines a continuous map H*t" — H5 i+ for any s € R. Theorem 2.9 in [B] now completes the
result. |

Proof of Theorem [3.10. Let {x;}ic; be a finite partition of unity for S"~! such that supp(x;) U
supp(x;) # S™~! for any i,j € I. Thus we can write

i,j€l

Now let i,j € I and choose a chart (1, U) of S"~! with supp(x;) Usupp(x;) C U. Let (¥,R x U)
be the corresponding chart of II". Set D;; = (U=1Y*eBly1Cxoe P W*, initially defined as a continuous
map . — .’. By Lemma D;; € YOp"”~# so D;; defines a continuous map . — . which
extends to give continuous maps ./ — ./ and E¥ — E* for any admissible space E. Furthermore
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any two of these extensions agree on functions common to their domains. Using ([4) and Remark
it follows that C defines a continuous map C*) : 73 — 2% which has continuous extensions
¢ . 25" — 75" and cE) . ZLE — ZZE for any admissible space E. Furthermore

B f =cYf forany f € Z4E. (75)

From the definition of C it clearly follows that the compositions C&)B) and B)C) are both equal
to the identity on Zg.#; that is, B) is an isomorphism with inverse C¢). On the other hand B¢
and C”") are extensions of B() and C*) so the compositions C* B and BL)C”") must also
give the identity map when restricted to Zg.’. Lemma then implies B ) is an isomorphism with
inverse C"). Now let E be any admissible space. Using () and the obvious fact that BE)y, = By
for any u € ZZE, we finally have that B%) is an isomorphism with inverse C(¥). |

We now turn our attention to Theorem B.11], firstly establishing that the coefficient functions c;:m
given by (F9) are in fact well defined.

Lemma 3.18. Consider the notation of Theorems d and and let X € 3, j € {1,...,J\} and
m € {0,..., M), j—1}. Then the function c 'm given by (@) defines a continuous map Zg,."' NZg,"" —

C. Using the continuous inclusions Z”JE — 253,7 for j = 1,2 (see Remark [2.1), it follows that cim
also defines a continuous map L5 ENZGE — C.

The topology on ZV LN Z” L is smallest making the inclusion ZglE N Zg2E — ZZ%]»E continuous
for 7 =1,2. A similar remark applies to Zg,.”" N7,

Proof. Using (B7) we can write

1
A
Ujm Z I (it) 1/11 m—1(®),
1=0
where 1/)] 0 ,w;‘,m € C°°(S™ 1) (the fact that these functions are C* valued is unimportant in what

follows and won’t be mentioned explicitly). Now, by assumption, Im A € (81, B2) so Re(iX — B2) < 0
and Re(iX — 1) > 0. Since supp(¢o) C (—1,+00) and supp(1 — ¢) C (—o0, 1) it follows that

b0 € 2o’ and (1=60)v}, € 247
On the other hand, for any f € Zg,.' N Zp,.”’, ((9) can be rewritten as

C;\,m(f) = <f7 9o U;'\,m>1—[n + <f7 Z‘(1_(ﬁo)vj)'\,m>1‘[n

The result now follows from the continuity of the dual pairings Zg,.% " x Z_ 3 — Clorj=1,2 (see
Remark P.44). |

Proof of Theorem [3.11. From the proof of Theorem we know that, for ¢ = 1,2, the inverse of
BE:8i) is the restriction of the inverse of B8 to ZZE. It therefore suffices to prove the result with
E replaced by .#’. Now Theorem holds with E = L?; see Theorems 3.1.4 and 3.2.1 in [NP]
for example. It follows that (6§) is valid for all f € Zg, . N Zg,.”. Lemma together with the
following claim thus completes the proof.

Claim: The set Zg,. NZg,." is dense in Zg,."' NZp,"". Let f € Zp,."' NZp,”". Thus (1 —¢o)f =
G—oc0f € 2, and ¢of € Zp,”'. By Lemma we can then find sequences {fji}ien C Zg;”
for j = 1,2 such that fi; = ¢_of in Zg,.”" and fo; — ¢of in Zp,.”’. Remark then gives
G—oor1f1i € L, NLp,” and ¢_oo1 f1i = P—co1P—oc0f = P—oc0f in Zg, 7' NZp,.". Similarly ¢_; fo; €
Zgly N Zﬁry and ¢_1fo; — ¢of in Zﬁly/ N 2525”. Setting f; = ¢_oo1f15 + @1 f2; for each i € N, it
follows that {fi}ien is a sequence in Zg,. N Zg,.# which converges to f in Zg,.' N Zg,.". |
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3.5 Model problems on R}

Definition 3.19. A scalar differential operator A(z, D,) on R? of order m will be called uniform if
we can write

A(z,D,) = r~™O© Y*B(t,w, Dy, D,)0* = r~™B(Inr,w,rD,, D,) (76)

for some uniform scalar operator B(t,w, D¢, D,,) on I1".
Suppose A(z, D,) is a k x k system of differential operators on R} of order (u,v). We will call A
a uniform (elliptic) operator on RY if we can write

A(z,D,) = (O Y)*B(t,w,D;, D,)0*r * = r*B(nr,w,rD,, D,)r " (77)

for some uniform (elliptic) operator B(t,w, Dy, D,,) on II" (where r¥ and r~# are the isomorphisms
defined at the end of Section P.4).

Remark 3.20. 1f B(t,w, Dy, D,,) is a differential operator on II" and m € R then () and () give

(O Y B(t,w, Dy, D,)O* = (0 YHY*e ™ B(t,w,D;,D,,)0*
= (O Y*B(t,w, Dy —im, D,,)0* ™. (78)

Now suppose A is a uniform operator on R? of order (u,v) and let B be the associated uniform
operator on II" given by (7). Then, for each i,j € {1,...,k}, the ijth entries of A and B satisfy the
relationship

Aij(z,Dy) = (O Y Byj(t,w, Dy, D,)O r™Hi = r¥imHi(Q@71)*By;(t,w, Dy + iuj, D,)O*.
Therefore A;; is a uniform scalar operator on RY of order u; — v;.

Suppose A is a uniform scalar operator on R” of order m. Using (§), Proposition and the
mapping properties of uniform scalar operators on II" (see Section B.1)), it is clear that A defines a
continuous map YgE™ — Yg_,, E for any admissible space E and 3 € R. On the other hand, if A is a
uniform operator on R” of order (u,v), (f4), (1) and the mapping properties of uniform operators on
II"™ imply that A defines a continuous map A : Yﬁ“E — YgE for any admissible space E and § € R. We

shall denote this map by A5 or A®) when we need to make clear the spaces A is acting between.

Proposition 3.21. A scalar differential operator A on RY of order m is uniform iff the coefficient of
D¢ is contained in Ym_|a‘C’l for alll € Ng and multi-indices o with |a < m.

Proof. 1t is straightforward to check that the set of uniform scalar operators on II" can be generated
from C*°(II") and the set of first order model operators by taking linear combinations of products.
With the help of Lemma and the fact that scalar differential operators commute to leading order,
we can thus write any uniform scalar operator B of order m on II" in the form

B(t,w,Dy, Do) = Y falt,w)(Bi(w, Dy, D))" ... (By(w, Dy, D)) ™"
la]<m
= Z ga(t,u))e‘o‘“(e_tBl(w,Dt,Dw))o‘1 ...(e_tBn(w,Dt,Dw))a”
ja|<m

where, for each multi-index a with || < m, fa, ga € C®(II"). However g € C=(II") iff go O~ € YoC!
for all [ € Ny, whilst D; = (0~ Y*e"tB;0* for i = 1,...,n. Proposition and () thus complete
the result. |
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Proposition 3.22. Suppose A is a kx k systems of differential operators on R?. Then A is a uniform
elliptic operator iff A is a uniform operator which is uniformly elliptic on R} in the sense of Definition
R.74.

Proof. Let B be the uniform operator on II" given by (f4). Using Proposition we thus have to
show that

det4(xz,€)] > ClE|F] for all (z,£) € R? x R™ (79)
is equivalent to
|detp(y,n)| > C\n[%ﬂ_u] for all (y,n) € T*1I", (80)

(where |-|» denotes the norm on the fibres of the cotangent bundle T*II" given by the Riemannian
metric on II").

For each 4,7 € {1,...,k} let a;; and b;; denote the principal symbols of the ijth entries of A and B
respectively. Using ([77) and the transformation properties of principal symbols under diffeomorphisms
(see Section 18.1 in [HJ] for example) we have

ai;(©(y),&) = r" " bij(y, (DO(y))*E)

for all y € II" and ¢ € R™, where r = |O(y)| and (DO(y))* denotes the adjoint of the linear map
DO(y) : T,II" — R". By taking determinants of the k x k matrices with entries a;; and b;; we now
get

det4(O(y),6) = r~ " dets(y, (DO(y))*€) = dets(y,r~(DO(y))*€) (81)

for all y € TI" and ¢ € R”, where we have made use of the fact that detp(y,n) is homogeneous of
degree [ —v] in 1. On the other hand, the definition of © gives

rH(DOW)) €. = ]
for all y € II" and & € R™. The equivalence of ([[9) and (B() follows from this identity and (81). M

The relationship between A and B given by ([77), in combination with (f4) and (), allows us to
obtain results for uniform elliptic operators on R? from results for uniform elliptic operators on II".
The next result comes directly from Lemma B.§ (with j = 400 and [ = 1).

Lemma 3.23. Suppose A is a uniform elliptic operator on RY of order (u,v), E is an admissible
space, B € R and i € ZU {—oo}. If (i1 Au € YJE and (;—1u € YEE_1 for some v € 2'(R?) then we
also have (u € YéfE. Furthermore

IGiullvee < ClIGi-1Aullvye + [mulirullyrp—1)
for all such u, where C is independent of i.

We also need to transfer the results of Section B.4 from II" to R?. With this in mind we firstly
make the following definitions.

Definition 3.24. We say that a uniform scalar operator A on R} is a model scalar operator on R
if the operator B given by ([7§) is a model scalar operator on II" (i.e. the coefficients of B do not
depend on t). Likewise, we say that a uniform elliptic operator A on R} is a model elliptic operator
on R” if the operator B given by ([(7) is a model elliptic operator on II" (i.e. the coefficients of B do
not depend on t). We shall denote the associated operator pencil by B 4 and put

T(A) = Imo(B4). (82)
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Theorem can be immediately rewritten as follows.

Theorem 3.25. Let E be an admissible space and let A be a model elliptic operator on 11" of order
(u,v). If € R\I'(A) then A : Yé‘E — YZE is an isomorphism.

Finally Theorem can be coupled with basic properties of the power-exponential solutions given
by their explicit form (see (f4)) and Remark B.7 to give the following results.

Theorem 3.26. Let E and A be as in Theorem and define B 4 to the associated spectral pencil.
Suppose 1, B2 € R\I'(A) satisfy 1 < P2. Set X =4{N € o(B4)| Im\ € [B1, 52]} and let M denote the
sum of the algebraic multiplicities of all the A € ¥. Then there exists a vector space Xx, C CL2(R})

such that;
(i)  For each f € Yy ENYj E we have (A(Bl))_lf — (A(Bz))_lf € Xy.
(i) dimXy =M and Au=0 for each u € Xx.

(i)  Given any u € Xx; and { € BSp1 we have (u € YL E and (1 —Ju € Yy E.
Corollary 3.27. If [B1, 82) NT(A) = 0 then (APV)T'f = (ABD)T'f for all f € Y5 ENYLE.

4 Main results

4.1 The class of operators

Definition 4.1. Let A(x,D,) be a scalar differential operator on R™ of order m. We call A an
admissible operator if we can write

Alw,Dy) = Y p*(x)Dg, (83)

laj<m
where p® € S¢™1°l for each multi-index a with |a| < m.

Suppose A be an admissible operator of order m. By Propositions and it is clear that
A defines a continuous map Xg_,,E™ — XgE for any admissible space ' and f € R. As in the
Introduction, we define the principal part of A to be the operator on R} which is given by

Ap(2,D;) = > rlma®(w) DY,

laj<m

where a® € C*®(S™!) is the principal part of p® for each multi-index o. We can rewrite Ag in the
form

Ao(z,Dy) = 1™ AP (w,Dy,) (rDy )
j=0

where, for j = 0,...,m, Aé(w, D,,) is a differential operator on S™"~! of order at most j. It follows
that Ag is a model operator on RY.

Remark 4.2. Suppose A is a scalar admissible operator with principal part Ag. For any f € BS set
Ay = fA+ (1 — f)Ap. If f =1 on a neighbourhood of 0 then Remark implies Ay is a scalar
admissible operator with the same principal part as A. On the other hand, if f = 0 on a neighbourhood
of 0 then Remark and Proposition imply A; is a uniform scalar operator on RY.
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We now define the class of elliptic differential operators on R™ which we would like to consider.

Definition 4.3. Let A be a k x k system of differential operators on R™ of order (u,r). We call A
an admissible elliptic operator on R™ if it satisfies the following conditions.

(1) For 4,5 € {1,...,k} the ijth entry of A is a scalar admissible operator on R™ (of order
fj = Vi)-

(i) A is a uniformly elliptic operator on R™ (in the sense of Definition .79).

For i,5 € {1,...,k} let (Ap);; denote the principal part of the ijth entry of A. By the principal part
of A we mean the k x k system of differential operators on R} with entries (Ag);j; this operator will
be denoted by Ag. By the operator pencil associated to A we mean B 4,; this will also be denoted by
B 4. Finally, define I'(A) C R by

T(A) = T(Ay) = Imo(By).

Suppose A satisfies Condition (i) of Definition [.d and, for i,5 € {1,...,k}, let A;; denote the
ijth entry of A. From the discussion after Definition [[.1] we know that A;; defines a continuous map
Xg—p, EM — Xg_, BV for any admissible space £/ and 8 € R. It follows that A defines a continuous

map XgE — X’L’;E. We shall denote this map by AEB) or AP) when we need to make clear the spaces
A is acting between.

Remark 4.4. Suppose A satisfies Condition (i) of Definition 1.3 For any f € BS set Ay = fA+
(1 — f)Ao. Using Remark [L.9 it is straightforward to check that A is a uniform operator on R} if
f = 0 on neighbourhood of 0 whilst A satisfies Condition (i) of Definition [[.J provided f =1 on a
neighbourhood of 0 — in this case, the principal part of A is simply Ap.

Remark 4.5. Suppose A satisfies Condition (i) of Definition .. Using Condition (ii) of Definition
[[.] we can find a bounded non-negative function b on R™ with b(z) — 0 as |z| — oo such that the
coefficients of all the entries of the operator A — Ay are bounded by b(x) when |z| > 1. If f,g € BS
then Ay — Ay = (f — g)(A — Ap) so Remark now leads to the estimate

| deta, (2, €) — deta, (@,€)| < Cb(x)|(f —g)(x)| €]
for all |x| > 1 and £ € R™, where C' may depend on .4 and Ay but not on (z,£).

Remark 4.6. If an operator A satisfies Condition (i) of Definition .3 then Condition (ii) is equivalent
to the following.

(ii)’ A is an elliptic operator on R"™ whilst Aj is a model elliptic operator on R”.

In order to see this first observe that Condition (ii) means
ldeta(z, )] > ClEI for all (z,€) € R” x R™.

On the other hand A is a model operator (by Condition (i) and the discussion proceeding Remark
E.9) so Proposition implies Aj is a model elliptic operator on R? iff A4 is uniformly elliptic on
R” in the sense of Definition P.7§. Thus Condition (i)’ means det4(x, &) # 0 for any (z,£) € R® x R?
and

det 4, (2,€)] > ClE|FY for all (z,€) € R? x R™.
The equivalence of Conditions (ii) and (i)’ now follows from Remark [L.] (with f =1 and g = 0) and

the fact that det4,(z, &) is homogeneous of degree 0 in x.
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Remark 4.7. If A is an admissible elliptic operator, the associated operator pencil B 4 can be equiva-
lently defined using the expression

BaANG(w) = 7727 Ao (rrtg(w)) (84)

for any A € C and function (or distribution) ¢ on S"~!. In order to see this let B(w, D, D,,) denote
the model elliptic operator on II" associated to A by (7q) (see also Remark [I.§]). Thus

Ao(z,Dz) = r"B(w,rD,, D,)r *
and so
AV A (ri)‘r“qﬁ(w)) - r‘”‘B(w, rD,, Dw)(riA (w)) = B(w, \, Dy)d(w).
However B 4(\)(w, D) = B(w, A\, D,,) by definition.
For the remainder of this section we suppose that A is an admissible elliptic operator on R™ with

principal part Aj.

Remark 4.8. By Remark [[.4 we know that A, is a uniform operator on R? for all ¢ € N. On the other
hand, Condition (ii)’ for Ay and Remark f.J (with f = 0 and g = ¢;) imply Ay, is uniformly elliptic
on R? for all sufficiently large ¢ € N. Coupled with Proposition it follows that A¢, is a uniform
elliptic operator on R? for all sufficiently large ¢ € N.

Remark 4.9. By Remark [1.4 we know that A, satisfies Condition (i) of Definition [.3 for all i € N.
On the other hand, Condition (ii) for A and Remark [L.H (with f = 1 and g =7, = 1—¢;) imply A,, is
uniformly elliptic on R™ for all sufficiently large ¢ € N. Thus A, is an admissible elliptic operator on
R™ for all sufficiently large i € N. Furthermore the coefficients of A,, and Ag agree on a neighbourhood
of co. It follows that the principal part of A,, is simply Ao, the principal part of A.

Suppose E is an admissible space and 8 € R. Then, for any 7 € N, the operator A, — Ay defines a
continuous map Yé‘E — YZE (see Remark [.g) whilst A,, — A defines a continuous map XgE — XGE
(see Remark [£.9).

Lemma 4.10. We have || A, —Ao\\g(YgE,yéfE), [l A, _A|’$(XgE,XgE) — 0 as i — oc.

Proof. If A is a scalar admissible operator of order m on R” then ([[f), Propositions and .50,
and Lemma give

ZE}% ||<Z(A - AO) ||$(Y6,M1Em1 ,YB,sz"Q) =0= 7,11>I20 HCZ(A - AO) ||$(X57m1Em1 ,Xﬂfng’”Q) (85)
for any mqy, mg € Z with m = my — mqy (n.b. the operator (;(A — Ap) can be interpreted as acting on
either Yg_p,,, E™ or Xg_p,, E™ using Lemma and the expression (;(A — Ag) = G;(A — Ap)Ci—1)-
On the other hand, we have

A — Ao = GA-Ay) = A-A,,.

The result follows by applying (Bj) to the individual entries of ¢;(A — Ap). [ ]

4.2 General estimates and some regularity

In this section we give some general estimates and regularity results for the admissible elliptic operator
A; here ‘general’ refers to the fact that these results hold without restriction on 8 (the index appearing
in the weighted spaces XgFE).
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Proposition 4.11. Suppose E is an admissible space, | € N and § € R. If we have Au € XEE for
some u € XZE_I then we also have u € XgE. Furthermore

lullxsr < C(IlAulxye + Imuulixsp-1) (86)
for all such u.

Proof. Using induction it clearly suffices to prove the result in the case I = 1. Now, by Remark [L.g,
we can choose I € N sufficiently large so that the operator A¢, , is a uniform elliptic operator on
RY. However (;—1A¢, ,u = (7—1Au whilst Lemma gives us (7_1Au € YgE and (;j_qu € YéLE_l.
Lemma, then implies (;u € YgE and

ISrullyie < CIG-1Aullvye + Imulraullyigs-1)-

On the other hand A is an elliptic operator (on R™) whilst Lemma gives us nry1Au € EY and
nry1u € (E~HH. Theorem then implies nyu € E* and

Inrullee < C(llnrerAullpe + llmunipiullg-1ym)
(n.b. 97 < nr41). The result now follows from Lemma P.16. [ |

The next result gives the strongest form of the elliptic regularity which can be achieved for an
arbitrary S € R.

Theorem 4.12. Let E and F' be admissible spaces and B,~v € R. Suppose that either 8 <y or <~y
and there exists a continuous inclusion F' < E for some | € Ny. If we have Au € XEE NXLE for
some u € XyF' then we also have u € XgE. Furthermore

lullxse < C(lAulxye + lImuullx:r) (87)
for all such u.

Proof. Using the hypothesis, Corollary and Proposition P.69, we can choose [ € N sufficiently large
so that we either have § < v and a local inclusion Fj,. — El_oi or 8 = v and a continuous inclusion
F — E~L. Proposition or Remark then gives us a continuous inclusion XyF < X§E~!. The
result now follows from Proposition [.11. [ |

4.3 A semi-Fredholm property, further regularity and stability of the index

Throughout this section A is an admissible elliptic operator on R™. Let Ay and 25 4 denote the
principal part of A and the associated operator pencil respectively. We start with a result which
provides a key step for both Fredholm properties and further regularity results for A.

Proposition 4.13. Suppose E is an admissible space and p1, 82 € R satisfy 51 < B2 and [B1, F2] N
L(A) = 0. If Au € X3 ENXYE for some u € X E then we also have u € Xjy E. Furthermore
||U‘|xg g < CH“HXZ g for all such u.

2 1

For the proof of this result we make use of the operators A;, = GA+ (1 — (;)Ap for i € N. In
particular Lemma implies A;;, — Ag in £ (YL’fE, Yé’E) as i — 0o. Since the set of invertible

elements in & (Yé‘E ) YL,?/E) is open, Theorem B.25 immediately implies the following result.

Lemma 4.14. If 3 € R\I'(A) then A, : Yé‘E — YZE is an isomorphism for all sufficiently large
1€ N.
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Using Neumann series we can also obtain the following extension to Corollary B.27.

Lemma 4.15. If 31,32 are as in Proposition then (.Ac(iﬁl))_lf = (Aéf2))_1f forall f € Yy EN
Yg, B and sufficiently large i € N.

Proof. From Lemma we know that for all sufficiently large ¢ € N we have

1

H-AQ - AOHX(Y&EY@E) < 5“A0“$(YL§‘J_E,Y@E)

for j = 1,2. Choose 7 € N for which this is true and set P = A;, — Ap. It follows that we have a
Neumann series expansion

(AP = (AP R (A 9

I
M8

l

Il
o

which is convergent in .Z(Y} E, Y} E) for j = 1,2.
Let f € Yy ENYg E and set u = (.A(B1 ) 'f. Then
u= (AP = (A7 e YiENYLE
by Corollary B.27. Now let [ € Ny and suppose
(AN TP = (AP)7'P)u € YL ENYLE. (89)
Therefore
P(ASN'P) ' = P((AP))'P)u € YLENYLE

so Corollary implies (BY) also holds with I replaced by I + 1. The result now follows from (B§)
and induction. [

Proof of Proposition [[.13. Choose I € N so that the conclusion of Lemma holds with 2 = I. Now
suppose Au € X5 ENXgE for some u € XglE. Set v = (yu and g = A¢,v. By Lemma we have

v E Yéfl FE and thus g € Yé/lE (by the mapping properties of uniform operators on RY; see also Remark
f.4). On the other hand g = 0 on a neighbourhood of 0 whilst

Cr+19 = Cre1(CGA+(1=¢)Ao)Cru = (i Au € Y5 ENYLE

by the hypothesis on Au and Lemma P.16. Remark thus gives g € Yé’lE ﬂYng and so (ju =v =
(.Ag 1))_1 g= (Ag 2))_1 g by Lemma [l.1§. Using the fact that Agj ) is an isomorphism for j = 1,2 we
also get a norm estimate of the form

HCIUHY;E < C||CIU||Y;E-
2 1

Lemma now completes the result. [

The next result establishes a slightly weaker form of the Fredholm property for A in which ‘Fred-
holm’ is replaced with ‘semi-Fredholm’; by the latter we mean an operator which has a closed range
and for which either the kernel or the cokernel is finite dimensional. The key steps in establishing this
semi-Fredholm property are provided by Corollary R.77, Proposition and Proposition f.13,

Theorem 4.16. Let E be an admissible space and B € R\T'(A). Then the operator A : XgE — XZE
is semi-Fredholm with a finite dimensional kernel.
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Proof. Choose I € N so that the conclusion to Lemma holds for ¢+ = I. Now suppose we have a
sequence satisfying

{ui}ieN C XgE, ”uZHXgE =1, Au; —0in XEE (90)

Let ¢ € N. Lemma gives us (rAu; € Y5E so A&l(CI.Aui) € YgE. Setting v; = C]A&l(CIAu,') we
then have v; € XZE . Furthermore, by combining norm estimates given by Lemma and the fact
that A, : YB“E — YZE is an isomorphism, we get

[illxsr < CllAuillxye < Clluillxs g - (91)
Also, (741 < (1 80 (r+1AC¢r = (r+1.A¢, and hence

(Ao = CrpA(Cr A (CrAw)) = CrnAe (AL (CrAw)) = G Au. (92)

Now define w; by w; = u; — v; for all ¢ € N. By the second inequality in (PT) {w;}ien is a bounded
sequence in XgE whilst (P2) gives us (;+1.Aw; = 0 for all i € N. Choose v > 3 so that [3,7] N
I'(A) = (. Using Remark and Proposition it follows that {w;}ien is a bounded sequence in
XYE. However X§F — XZE_1 is a compact map by Corollary R.77, so we can choose a subsequence
{wj(;)}jen which is convergent in XgE_l. On the other hand, the last part of (Bd) and the first
inequality in (O1) imply u; — w; = v; — 0 in XgE. Since XgE — XgE_1 continuously we then get
the convergence of {u;(;y}jen in XgE_l. By combining Proposition and the last part of (PQ) it
follows that {u,(;)}jen is convergent in XgE.

Summarising, we have shown that any sequence satisfying (P0) has a subsequence which is con-
vergent in XgE. A standard argument (see Proposition 19.1.3 in [H3] or Theorems IV.5.9, IV.5.10

and IV.5.11 in [Kd]) shows this implies A : XZE — X% E has a finite dimensional kernel and a closed
range. |

If we are only interested in the kernel of the map AE:B) the restriction on 8 in Theorem can
be dropped.

Theorem 4.17. For any admissible space E and § € R the map A : XgE — XgE has a finite
dimensional kernel.

Proof. Choose v € R\T'(A) with v < 8. By ([I]) we have a continuous inclusion X3 E < X5E so
Ker A®) C Ker A®). On the other hand v € R\T(A) so Ker A®) must be finite dimensional by
Theorem [£16. |

We complete this section with two further consequences of Proposition [L.1J, the first of which gives
a stronger form elliptic regularity than Theorem [.1] but under some restrictions on £.

Theorem 4.18. Suppose E and F' be admissible spaces and let 5, € R belong to the same component
of R\T'(A). If Au € Xy ENXYF for some u € X4F then we also have u € XgE. Furthermore

lullxse < C(lAulxye + lImuullx:r)
for all such u.

Proof. Choose any A € R which lies in the same component of R\T'(A) as 8 and ~, and satisfies
A < B,7. Now u € X§F and Au € XGENXYE so we also have Au € X E and [[Aulxy g < CHAUHXEE

by ([[1)). Theorem then gives v € X E and

lullxes < C(lAullxge + Imuullxer) < C(IMullxye + Imuullxeg)-
Applying Proposition (with 1 = X and 3 = () now gives u € XgE and ||u||XgE < Cllullxe g,
completing the result. |
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For a semi-Fredholm map we can define a Z U {00} valued index; in particular we have that a
semi-Fredholm map is Fredholm iff its index is finite (something which will be established for A in
Theorem [1.24). The next result establishes the stability of this index over particular ranges of the
weighted spaces on which A is acting; in fact Theorem (below) shows these ranges to be maximal.

Theorem 4.19. Suppose E and F' be admissible spaces and let 5, € R belong to the same component
of R\T(A). Then the semi-Fredholm maps A : XuE — XRE and A : XiF — XYF have the same
index.

Proof. We get Ker AF#) = Ker AF7) as a direct consequence of Theorem E.1§. Tt therefore remains to
show codim (Ran AEB), XgE) = codim (Ran AF) XLF ) By symmetry, Corollary .30, Proposition
D69 and the obvious inclusion E! < E for any [ > 0, it suffices to prove this equality under the
assumption that either 8 > v and we have a local inclusion Ejo. < Floe, or § > v and we have a
continuous inclusion £ < F. Combining this assumption with Remark and Proposition R.26, we
get a continuous inclusion XgFE «— X, F.

Suppose V is a subspace of XgE with V' N Ran AEH) = 0.

Claim (i): We have V NRan A7) =0. If f € V NRan AP C XGENXYF then f = Au for some
u € X§F. Theorem then gives u € XZE and so f = Au € V N Ran AEA) = 0, completing the
claim.

If codim(Ran AEB), XgE) = oo then codim(Ran AF7) X,’;F) = oo by an easy application of
Claim (i). Now suppose codim(Ran AEB), XEE) < oo and choose a finite dimensional space V' C XgE
which satisfies

V+Ran AFH) = X4E and VNRan AFH = o (93)

Claim (i), (PJ) and the inclusions V' C X3 E C XV F give

V +Ran AP C XLF  and V NRan AP = 0. (94)

The following claim thus completes the proof.

Claim (ii): We have X5 F C'V + Ran AFY - Let f e XY F and choose A < v so that A and v lie in
the same component of R\T'(4). By Lemma we can find a sequence {f;}ien C C§° such that
fi — f in X{F~L. Now (B3) and the inclusions XgE C X4F C XKF~ give

fi € C& C X3E = V+Ran APH) C V4 Ran A", (95)

However Theorem implies Ran AF Y is a closed subspace of XY F~1 whilst V C XGE C XY FL
Thus V + Ran AF 'Y is also a closed subspace of XKF‘I, so (P3) implies f € V 4 Ran AFETN I
turn this means we can find g € V and u € X‘/\‘F_1 which satisfy f = Au +g. Since f —g € XJF
Theorem then gives u € X4F. Therefore f € V + Ran AFY | completing the claim. |

4.4 Adjoint operators and the Fredholm property

Suppose A is an admissible elliptic operator on R™ of order (u,v) and let A* denote the formal adjoint
of A (with respect to the Lebesgue measure on R"). Also let m, 77 and 7 by defined as in (B6). It follows
easily from the definition of an admissible operator that A* is a kxk system of differential operators on
R™ or order (77, 7) which satisfies Condition (i) of Definition [.J. Furthermore det 4+ (2, &) = det 4(z, €)
for all (z,&) € R" x R™, from which it is clear that A* also satisfies Condition (ii) of Definition [.3.
Hence A* is an admissible elliptic operator on R"™ of order (&, 7).
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Let Ay denote the principal part of A and let B(w, Dy, D,,) denote the model elliptic operator on
II" associated to Ag by ([[7); that is

Ao(z,D,) = r"B(w,rDy, D,)r * (96)
whilst B 4, the operator pencil associated to A, is defined by
sB.%\()‘)((“J’Dc‘)) = B(w7>\7Dw)' (97)

Now it is straightforward to check that the principal part of A* is simply A{, the formal adjoint
of Ay (with respect to the Lebesgue measure on RY}). Let B* denote the formal adjoint of B (with
respect to the measure dtdS™~' on II"). Since the Lebesgue measure on R” can be written as
dz = r" 1 drdS™ !, we have

(rD;)* = (" H7'D. (") = rD, —in
with respect to this measure. Combined with (7§) and (g) we now get

Ay(x,Dy) = r #B* (w,rDT - in,Dw)r”
= " *B*(w,rDy —i(n 4 m), Dy)r~ "

= "B*(w,rDy —i(n+m),Dy,)r *.

Thus the model operator on II" associated to A} by (T1) is B*(w, D¢ — i(n +m), D), and so the
operator pencil associated to A* is given by

B 4+ (N)(w, Dyy) = B*(w, A —i(n+m),Dy). (98)
Taken together (97) and (P§) complete the proof of the following result.

Proposition 4.20. The operator pencils B 4 and B 4~ associated to A and A* respectively satisfy the
relationship

Ba(A) = (Ba(X+i(n+m))"

for all X € C, where the right hand side denotes the formal adjoint of the operator B 4( X +i(n +m))
on S"L. It follows that A € o(B+) iff A +i(n +m) € o(B4) with full agreement of geometric,
algebraic and partial algebraic multiplicities. In particular

I'A*) = (n+m)—-T(A).

Let E be an admissible space and set F' = Ej. By Propositions and we know that F is
also an admissible space whilst

k
(XgEO)* = HXn—ﬁ-HMF_M = Xlrlz—l—m—BF_m
i=1

k
and  (X4Eo)* = [[Xn—pan P = XI Fm

n+m—_
=1

for any 3 € R. Therefore the adjoint of the map AF0:#) XgEo — X3 Ep is the map

(A(Eo,ﬁ))* = (AF)FTTndm=p)  xH

imgE T = X gF T, F = E§. (99)
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Remark 4.21. Let B € R. By Theorem we have that A(P0#) is semi-Fredholm provided 3 ¢ T'(A)
and (A*)F~"n4m=0) j5 semi-Fredholm provided n +m — 8 ¢ T'(A*). These conditions can be seen
to be equivalent by Proposition [.20, which is expected since the maps AE08) and (.A*)(F ~"ndm—p)
are each others adjoints.

Theorem 4.22. Suppose A is an admissible elliptic operator on R™ of order (u,v), let E be an
admissible space and choose B € R\I'(A). Then the map A : XgE — X3ZE is Fredholm.

Proof. Since Theorem shows that the map A¥#) is semi-Fredholm we simply have to establish
that Index A®#) is finite. Furthermore, Theorem shows this index to be stable under changes in
E. Tt thus suffices to prove the result for a particular admissible space E; we take this to be E = L?
so B = FEy = Ej.

By (B9) we have (AEA)* = (4*)(E""n+m=05) Furthermore Proposition implies n+m — (3 ¢
I'(A*). Theorem then shows the maps AF#) and (.A(E ’ﬁ))* are both semi-Fredholm with finite
dimensional kernels. However we have the general identity

codim (Ran A X4E) = dimKer(AF#))"
for semi-Fredholm operators (see Theorem IV.5.13 in [@] for example). Therefore

Index A% = dim Ker AFH) — codim (Ran AEB) X3E)
= dim Ker AP — dim Ker(A*)E " mm=0),

which is finite. [ |

4.5 The change in index formula

This section is devoted to establishing the following result which shows how the index of the Fredholm
map A : XbE — XgE varies when we change § and F over a greater range than is permitted in
Theorem

Theorem 4.23. Suppose E is an admissible space and 31, B2 € R\I'(A) with f1 < [By. Set ¥ ={\ €
o(B4)| ImA € [B1,52]} and, for each X\ € X, let m) denote the algebraic multiplicity of A\. Then we
have

Index AP = Index. AP + Z my.
AeX

By Remark .9 and Lemma A can be approximated arbitrarily closely (simultaneously in
< (ngE, ng E) for j = 1,2) by another admissible elliptic operator A" whose coefficients agree with
those of Ay on a neighbourhood of co. Since the set of Fredholm operators of a given index is open
(in operator norm) and B 4, is the spectral pencil associated to both A and A’, it suffices to prove the
result assuming the coefficients of A and Ag agree on a neighbourhood of co. Choose I € N so that

Cr(A—Ap) = 0. (100)

Set M = 3, cs,my and let {wy, ..., wy } denote any basis of the vector space Xy, given by Theorem
for the operator Ay.
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Lemma 4.24. Let f € Xg2E and suppose Au = f for some u € XglE. Then

M
u = U+C12zjwj (101)
j=1

for some v € ngE and z1,...,zy € C.

Proof. By Lemma (r-1u € Yé‘l E. Setting g = Ap(Cr—1u) it follows that g € Yi Eand g =0on a
neighbourhood of 0. On the other hand ([00) gives

Crg = CAo(Cr—1u) = (GAu = (1 f.

Thus Lemma and Remark imply g € Y, E.
For i =1,2 set u; = (Aéﬁi))_lg € Ygi E. By Theorem it follows that

M
up —uy = Z Zjw; (102)

j=1
for some z1,...,2 € C. Now ug € Yé;E so, setting v = nyu + (rug, we get v € ngE by Lemma
R.16. On the other hand u; = (;_ju (this follows from the definition of g) so (ju1 = (;¢r_1u = (u.
Combining this with the definition of v and ([[02) we get ([L01]). |
We have 1 < ffa so X} E C X E (see ([)) and hence Ker AB2) € Ker APV, Since both kernels
are finite dimensional we can therefore choose d € Ny and uq, ..., uy € Ker AP ¢ XglE such that

Ui, ..., uq are linearly independent over ngE and

Ker APV = Ker AP + Spfuy, ... ug}. (103)

In particular
dim Ker A = dim Ker A + d. (104)

By Lemma [£.24 we can find z;; € C for i € {1,...,d} and j € {1,..., M} such that

M
u; = QZzijwj (mod ngE)
j=1

for i =1,...,d. Furthermore, using the linear independence of u1, ..., uq over Xg2E, the dx M matrix
with entries z;; must have rank d. Therefore d < M and we can choose the basis {w1,...,wy} of Xx
so that

uj = (rw;  (mod Xj; E) (105)
fori=1,...,d. We will stick to such a choice of {wy,...,wys} for the remainder of this section.

Let Y = Ran AP N XYy E.

Lemma 4.25. The space Y is closed in X3 E' and satisfies

codim(Y, X%, E) = codim(Ran AP X5, E).
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Proof. Since ngE C XglE we get Ran AP2) C Y C X%, E. However Ran AP2) s closed in X5, E with
finite codimension (by Theorem [£.29) so the same must be true for Y. Now choose a finite dimensional
space V C Xg2E so that XEQE =V4+YandVNY =0.

Claim: XglE = V 4+ Ran AP, The inclusion V C ngE C XglE immediately gives the reverse
inclusion. Now let f € Xj E. Put v = C]_l(Aéﬁl))_l(C]f) € XglE and g = f—Av € Xj E
(n.b. Lemma and Theorem ensure that v is well defined). With the help of ([[00) we thus
have
(B1)y—1
Cr419 = Cra1f — G Ao(G—1(AgY) (& f)) = 0.

Hence g € Xg2E by Remark P.1§. On the other hand, by the definition of V, g = Aw + h for some
w E XglE and h € V. Setting u = v +w € XglE we then have

f=g+Av = h+Av+ Aw = h+ Au € V + Ran APV,

Therefore XglE C V 4+ Ran AP, completing the claim.
Now V C ngE SO

VNRan AP = VA X4 EnRanA®) = vny = 0.
Combined with the above claim this now completes the result. |

From Lemma and the observation that Ran A(%2) C Y C X%, we get

codim(Ran A1), 5 ) = codim(Y, Xj, E)
= codim(Ran A2, X3, E) — codim(Ran APy, (106)

Proof of Theorem [[.23. For i = 1,...,M — d set f; = A(Crwirq) € Ran A% C X5, E. Since

Cr1A(Gwira) = Cri1Aowirg = 0 (by ([I00) and Theorem B.2G; recall that w44 € Xx) we imme-
diately get f; € X%, E using Remark R.18. Now let W = Sp{f1,...,fu—qt C Y.

Claim (i): fi,..., far—a are linearly independent over Ran AW2) - Suppose

M—d

Z Zi—i—dfi = Au

i=1
for some u € ngE and zg11,...,2pm € C. Thus

M—d

Cr Z ZivdWiva — u € Ker APV
=1

and so, by ([[03), there exists v € Ker A%2) and z,..., z4 such that

d M—d
Zziui + (1 Z ZitdWitd = U+ .
i=1 i=1
Now u +v € Xj E so ([05) implies (w € X, B where w = M ziw;. Lemma then implies
Crw € Yé;E. On the other hand w € Xy so (1—()w € YngE and Agw = 0 by Theorem B.26. However

A : YB’; E — Yg E is an isomorphism by Theorem .25 Thus w = Zf‘i 1 ziw; = 0. The fact that
{wr,...,wp} is a basis for X5; now completes Claim (i).
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Claim (ii): Y = W + Ran A2 The inclusion W + Ran A%2) C Y is trivial. Now let f € Y so
feXy,Eand f= Au for some u € XglE. By Lemma and ([[0J) we can thus find v € Xg2E and
z1,...,2pm € C such that

d M—d
u = v+ Zzz'ui + Z Zitd CIWisd -
i—1 i—1

Using the fact that ui, ..., uq € Ker A1) we then get

M—d M—d
f = Au = A?}+ Z Zi+dA(CIwi+d) = .A?}—l— Z Zi—l—dfi c Ran_A(BZ) + W.
i=1 i=1

Hence Y C W + Ran A2 completing Claim (ii).

By Claim (i) we have dim W = M —d and W NRan A®2) = 0. Combined with Claim (ii) it follows
that

codim(Ran AP V) = M —d. (107)

By combining ([[04)), ([[0§) and ([[07) we finally get

Index AP = dim Ker AV — codim(Ran APV, X5, E)
= dimKer A + d — codim(Ran A%, X5, E)+ M —d
= Index. A" 4+ M,

completing the result. |

4.6 Self-adjoint operators

Let A be an admissible elliptic operator on R™ of order (u,v). If we can determine the set o(B4)
together with the algebraic multiplicities of each point A € o(8B 4) Theorems and allow us
to compute the change in the index of the map A : XgE — XgE whenever we change the admissible
space E or the parameter § within the set R\I'(A). In turn this allows us to compute the actual
index for any such pair (E, ) provided we know the index for one pair. In general this requires
further computation; however if A is formally self-adjoint we can use symmetry to compute the index
of AE) from knowledge of the spectrum of B 4 alone.

Theorem 4.26. Suppose A is a formally self-adjoint admissible elliptic operator of order (u,v). Then
I['(A) is symmetric about (n+m)/2. Furthermore, if E is an admissible space and € R\I'(A), then

Index A=A — _Index AP, (108)

In particular we either have (n +m)/2 ¢ T'(A), in which case Index A™/2+™/2) =0, or (n +m)/2 €
I'(A), in which case the sum of the algebraic multiplicities of those A € o (B 4) with Im A = (n+m)/2
is even (say 2d for some d € N) and

Index AM®/2+m/2—¢) — 7 — _Ipdex AM/2+m/2+e)
for all sufficiently small € > 0.

Proof. For the sake of convenience we set | = (n + m)/2. The symmetry of I'(A) about [ follows
directly from Proposition [£20. Now let E be an admissible space and 8 € R\I'(A). Using (9) and
the assumption A* = A, we have that the adjoint of the map AF0:H) ig AF"2=5) where F = Ej.
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Using Theorem together with the fact that the index of a Fredholm map changes sign when we
take its adjoint (see Corollary IV.5.14 in [Kd]| for example) we now get

Index AP2=F) = Index AT ™2 = _Index AP0#) = _Index A(E’B),

which establishes ([L0§).

If | ¢ T(A) then we get Index AY) = 0 by setting 3 = [ in ([[0§). Now suppose [ € T'(A). Since
I'(A) consists of isolated points (see Remark B.9) it follows that we can find some § > 0 such that
(I,1+6) NT'(A) = 0. Theorems and together with ([[0§) then imply the existence of d € Z
such that

Index A=) = d = —Index AU+
for all 0 < ¢ < §. By Theorem we also know

2d = Index A9 — Index A0+e) = Z my,
AEX

where . = {)\ € (B A)| Im\ = l} and my is the algebraic multiplicity of a given A € ¥. This
completes the result. |

4.7 Homogeneous operators with constant coefficients

Let A be a k x k system of differential operators on R™ of order (u, ). We say that A is a homogeneous
constant coefficient operator if, for each i,5 € {1,...,k}, the ijth entry of A is a constant coefficient
scalar differential operator which is homogeneous of order ;1; — v; (or equal to 0 if u; —1v; <0).

Remark 4.27. Suppose A is an elliptic homogeneous constant coefficient operator on R™ of order (u, v).
It follows immediately that A is uniformly elliptic on R™. On the other hand A;;(z, D,), the ijth
entry of A, is a constant coeflicient scalar differential operator which is homogeneous of order j; — v;.
Thus A;j(z, D) is an admissible scalar operator with principal part A;;(z, D;) (see Definition [I]]).
It follows that A is an admissible elliptic operator on R™ with principal part Ay = A.

A straightforward application of Theorems and allows us to generalise an index formula
given in [LM] to cover arbitrary admissible spaces. Before giving the result we need to introduce the
following notation. For any 5 € R let P,(/3) denote the dimension of the set of polynomials in n
variables whose degree does not exceed § (with P,(3) = 0 when 5 < 0). Thus

P,(1) if pell,l+1) for some | € Ny,

0 if 8 <0. (109)

For any u,v € Nf and 3 € R we set

k

PEMB) = > (Pu(=B+ 1) — Pa(=B+vs) — Po(B —v; —n) + Po(B — pi — 1))

i=1
It is clear from ([l09) that the function P4"" is constant on the components of R\Z.

Theorem 4.28. Suppose A is an admissible elliptic operator on R™ of order (u,v) whose principal
part is a homogeneous constant coefficient operator. Then T'(A) = {ﬁ eR | PMB™) # P#’V(ﬁJr)} CZ

and Index AFB) = PEY(B) for any admissible space E and 3 € R\'(A). In particular T'(A)N(m,n) = 0
and Index AEP) =0 for any B € (m,n), where m = max; ;.
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Proof. By Theorems 3 and 4 in [LM] and Remark R.3¢ above we know that AL%B) ig a Fredholm map
with index P}""() whenever 8 ¢ Z. On the other hand I'(A) is a discrete subset of R (see Remark B.9)
whilst Theorems and imply the function 8~ Index A®+%) is independent of the admissible
space E, is constant on the components of R\I'(A), and satisfies

Index AZF7) £ Index AP

for all B € T'(A). It follows that I'(A) is precisely the set of points at which P} is discontinuous,
whilst Index AF#) = PY() for any admissible space E and 3 € R\I'(A).

If v; > m for some i then the ith row of the matrix operator A would be 0. As this contradicts
the assumption that A is elliptic we get max; ; < m. Coupled with ([09) and the fact that u and v
are vectors of non-negative integers, it is clear that all the terms in the sum defining P}""(3) are equal
to 0 when 3 € (m,n). This completes the result. |

Theorem H.24 can be made more explicit for several special classes of operators; these classes
include Dirac type operators and the Laplacian.

Theorem 4.29. Suppose A is an admissible elliptic operator on R™ of order (u,v) whose principal

part is a homogeneous constant coefficient operator. Also suppose n > 2, v1 = --- = v, = 0 and
pp = -+ = pr = m for some m € {1,2}. Then I'(A) = Z\{m +1,...,n — 1} (with T'(A) = Z if
n < m+2). Furthermore, for any admissible space E and € R\T'(A),
k n—1
Index A T (1—1) H Il — 4| (110)
j=2
ifm=1 and
Index AEH — ___* (2z—n—1)ﬁ|z— | (111)
 (n—1)! - /

if m = 2, where |l € Z is chosen so that 8 € [I,1 + 1) and the product terms are defined to be equal to
1ifn =2. In particular, Index A5 =0 for any B € (m,n).

Remark 4.30. The special form of p and v means the domain and codomain of the map AFH) are
given as

k k
= [[Xs-mE™ and X4E = [[XsE
respectively.

Proof of Theorem [[.29. We have P;(l) =1+ 1 for any | € Ny and P,(0) = 1 for any n € N. On the
other hand, the set of polynomials in (n + 1) variables which are homogeneous of degree [ can be seen
to have dimension P, (1). Hence P,4+1(1) = Pp11(l—1)+ P, (1) for all n,l € N. The resulting recurrence
relations have the unique solution

(I +n)!
n!l!

for all n € N and I € Ng. A straightforward calculation using ([09) and ([[12) now shows that if
B € (I,1+1) for some | € Z then P)""(j3) is given explicitly by right hand side of ([[10) or ([[11]) when
m = 1 or 2 respectively. The result then follows from Theorem {.28 and the fact that right hand
sides of ([[10) and ([[11)) are non-increasing functions of I € Z which are strictly decreasing outside
{m+1,...,n—1}. [ ]

P,(l) = (112)
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