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EDGE OF THE WEDGE THEORY IN
HYPO-ANALYTIC MANIFOLDS

MICHAEL G. EASTWOOD AND C. ROBIN GRAHAM

ABSTRACT. This paper studies microlocal regularity properties of the
distributions f on a strongly noncharacteristic submanifold E of a hypo-
analytic manifold M that arise as the boundary values of solutions on
wedges in M with edge E. The hypo-analytic wave-front set of f in the
sense of Baouendi-Chang-Treves is constrained as a consequence of the
fact that f extends as a solution to a wedge.

1. INTRODUCTION

There is an extensive literature concerning the local extension of CR
functions from submanifolds of C™, beginning with the seminal paper
of H. Lewy [[]. Much of the theory is described in the books [B] and
IBER]], and is concerned with extension of CR functions defined in a
neighborhood of a given point in the submanifold. In [T4d], Tumanov
has extended his minimality criterion for wedge extendability to the
situation in which the CR function is itself defined on a wedge in the
submanifold. His criterion gives a general condition sufficient for ex-
tendability to a wedge in C™, but does not give information about
the direction of this wedge. Our work [EGZ] for hypersurfaces shows
that there are interesting phenomena associated to the directions of
the wedges: the classical edge of the wedge theorem may or may not
hold for CR functions on a Levi-indefinite hypersurface, depending on
directions of the wedges involved. In this paper we study the extension
problem from wedges in a general setting, with the intent of providing
a good description of the directions of the wedges.

The analytic wave-front set of a function (or distribution) on R™ pro-
vides a precise microlocal description of the directions of the wedges to
which the function extends holomorphically. An analogous microlocal
theory of hypo-analytic wave-front sets was developed in [BCT]| to de-
scribe extension of CR functions. Our results are formulated in terms
of this hypo-analytic wave-front set. The natural setting for this theory
is that of a manifold M with a hypo-analytic structure, a generalization
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of the intrinsic structure induced on a generic submanifold of C™. The
CR functions are replaced by the solutions of an involutive subbundle
Y C CT'M, and the holomorphic coordinate functions by a choice of a
maximally independent set of such solutions, fixed up to a biholomor-
phic change. The local theory of these structures is given in [[T1]; we
review the relevant parts of [IY] and [BCT] in §2.

Our setting is thus a wedge W in a hypo-analytic manifold M. We
assume that the edge E of W is a strongly noncharacteristic submani-
fold of M. If M is a generic CR submanifold of C™, this means exactly
that E' is also a generic submanifold of C™, which is contained in M.
We denote by tg : E < M the inclusion. Particular cases of interest
are the maximal case in which F is an open subset of M, the minimal
case in which F is maximally real, and the case in which F is a non-
characteristic hypersurface in M. For the latter, a wedge with edge
E is an open set in M having boundary F. If p € E, the interior of
the set of tangent vectors at p to curves in VW defines the direction
wedge I',(W), a linear wedge in T,,M with edge T,E. The interaction
between the geometry of the wedge W and the involutive structure V
is captured by defining a real subbundle V¥ C V| by

VE={LeV|p:ReL € TE}
and transferring the direction wedge to )V by defining
IYW) ={L eV’ :ImLeT(W)}.

Set also
(W) ={ReL:LecTYW)},
Then I'U(W) is a cone in T,E; in general I'(W) is contained in a
proper subspace of T, E.
The Levi form is a crucial ingredient in the theory. The set T of
characteristic covectors at p € M is defined by

1, ={oceT;M:0o(L)=0forall L €V}

The Levi form £, : V,xV, — Cfor o € T} is the Hermitian sesquilinear
form defined by

LalLisLe) = go((L. )

for any sections Ly, Ly of V. If L € V,, define L1 L, : V, = C by
(LaL,) (L) =L, (L', L).

We set L,(L) = L,(L, L) and we define the second Levi form

(11) £2(1) = o([L, (L T])

for L a section of V. If L1L, =0, then £2(L) depends only on L|,,.
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Now E inherits a hypo-analytic structure from that on M, so ac-
cording to [BCT]], we can consider the hypo-analytic wave-front set
WFE(f) c T*E \ {0} of a solution f € D'(E) of the involutive struc-
ture on E. Our results give constraints on W EZ(f) if f is the boundary
value of a solution on a wedge W C M. When M is a generic sub-
manifold of C™, such constraints imply that f may be written as the
sum of boundary values of holomorphic functions in certain wedges,
and in favorable circumstances, as the boundary value of a holomor-
phic function in a single wedge or even a full neighborhood of a point
of E.

If V is a vector space and C' C V is a cone, we define the polar C°,
a closed convex cone in V*\ {0}, by

Co={£eV"\{0}: &) >0forall veC}.
Our main results can be collected as follows.

Theorem 1.1. Let M be a hypo-analytic manifold, let E C M be a
strongly noncharacteristic submanifold, and let W be a wedge in M with
edge E. Suppose that f € D'(E) is the boundary value of a solution of
Y on W. Then we have:
1. WEE(f) c (TT(W))°.
2. If pe E and o € Ty is such that there is L € T} (W) so that one
of the following conditions holds:
(a) L,(L) <0
(b) L,(L)=0and L1L, #0
(¢) Lo(L) =0 and v/3|Im L2(L)| < Re L2(L),
then vyo ¢ WFE(f).

The second condition in (c) is interpreted in the sense that it should
hold for some extension of L as a section of V. However, because of
(b), we may as well assume in (c) that L1L, = 0, in which case L2(L)
is independent of the extension.

Part 1. in Theorem [[.1] is the wedge version of Theorem 3.3 of [BCT]],
which states that if £ is maximally real and f is the restriction of a
solution defined in a full neighborhood of E, then W FE(f) C 5, T°. Tt
follows from 1. that this same conclusion can be reached assuming that
f is the boundary value of solutions from two opposite wedges, which
gives a weak version of the classical edge of the wedge theorem in this
setting. It is always the case that «37° C (I'"(W))°, so 1. can never
be used to remove characteristic covectors, i.e. elements of ¢3,7°, from
WEE(f).

The conditions in Part 2. allow one to remove characteristic covectors
from WFE(f). Condition (a) is the hypo-analytic wedge version of the
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H. Lewy extension theorem, and generalizes Theorem 6.1 of [BCT]|
for solutions defined in a full neighborhood of p. Condition (b) is an
analogue for general hypo-analytic manifolds and wedges of a result of
[EGZ] for hypersurfaces in C™ and for maximally real edges. However,
the corresponding result (Remark 4.3) in [EGJ assumes instead of
L 1L, # 0 the weaker condition that £, is indefinite. It would be
interesting to determine if (b) holds with this weaker hypothesis in the
general case. Condition (c) is a wedge version of a theorem of Chang
[@], who proved the analogous result for solutions defined in a full
neighborhood under the hypotheses £, = 0 and £2(L) # 0 for some
L € V,. Our result is stronger than Chang’s even in this case, as we
replace the condition £, = 0 by the weaker hypothesis that £,(L) =0
for a section L of V for which L2(L) # 0.

All parts of Theorem 1.1 are proved using a characterization of [BCT|
of the complement of the wave-front set in terms of exponential decay
of an adapted version of the FBI transform on a maximally real sub-
manifold X of E. In all cases, the decay of the FBI transform is
established by a deformation of contour corresponding geometrically
to the choice of a submanifold Y, C W whose boundary is X. Even
though our results are more general, our arguments are simpler than
those of [BCT]] and [J]. We are able to achieve this by systematically
using a reduction introduced in [[J], which allows one to assume that
the involutive structure of M is a CR structure, and by choosing X
and Y, geometrically before introducing special choices of coordinates.
The changes of coordinates used in [BCT]| and [J] in the proofs of the
full neighborhood versions of (a) and (c) use the fact that the solution
is defined in an open set and cannot be applied in the wedge setting.

Background information and results are given in §2. In §3, we prove
Theorem [[1] and show how to use this to recover results of [EGJ] on
extension of CR functions from wedges in hypersurfaces of C™. In
84, we discuss the involutive structure on the blow-up of a manifold
with involutive structure along a strongly noncharacteristic submani-
fold; this is a construction intimately connected with the geometry of
wedges, which provides an alternative method of studying solutions on
a wedge.

2. HYPO-ANALYTIC STRUCTURES

We begin by summarizing some of the basic notions and main results
we will need about hypo-analytic manifolds. Some of this material is
covered in more detail in [T and [BCT]].
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A hypo-analytic structure on a smooth manifold M of dimension
n+m (with n > 0 and m > 1) consists of a choice in a neigh-
borhood of each point of M of m smooth complex valued functions
Ly Ly With dZq, ..., dZ,, everywhere linearly independent, deter-
mined in overlaps up to a local biholomorphism of C™. The number
m is sometimes called the dimension of the hypo-analytic structure
and n its codimension. A basic example is a generic CR submanifold
M of C™, or more generally of a m-dimensional complex manifold, in
which the functions Z; are taken to be the restrictions of the com-
plex coordinate functions. That M is a generic CR submanifold means
exactly that dZ,...,dZ,, are everywhere linearly independent when
restricted to T'M. A function f on a hypo-analytic manifold M is said
to be hypo-analytic if in a neighborhood of each point p € M it is
of the form f = h(Z,...,Z,,) for a holomorphic function h defined
in a neighborhood in C™ of ((Z1(p), ..., Zm(p)). Thus for generic CR
submanifolds of C™, the hypo-analytic functions are the restrictions to
M of holomorphic functions defined in a neighborhood.

The subbundle 7" ¢ CT*M spanned by dZ, . ..,dZ,, is independent
of the choice of hypo-analytic chart (71, ..., Z,,) and is called the struc-
ture bundle of the hypo-analytic structure. Its annihilator V = 7" is
a subbundle of CT'M of dimension n, and is involutive in the sense
that the space of its sections is closed under Lie bracket. The bundle
V is called the involutive structure underlying the hypo-analytic struc-
ture. We sometimes write 7"M and VM for T" and V. In general, an
involutive structure may underlie different hypo-analytic structures. A
distribution f on M is said to be a solution of V if L f = 0 for all smooth
sections L of V. The involutive structure is said to be a CR structure
if VNV = {0}. If a hypo-analytic structure has involutive structure
V which is CR, then the map Z = (Z;,... ,Z,,) defines a local diffeo-
morphism from M to a generic CR submanifold of C™, so locally the
hypo-analytic structures of CR type are exactly the structures induced
on generic submanifolds.

A real cotangent vector o € T M is said to be characteristic for the
involutive structure V if o(L) = 0 for all L € V,, and the space of
characteristic covectors at p is denoted 77 or T)M. The dimension d
of T7 need not be constant as p varies, so T° is not in general a vector
bundle. However, d is easily seen to be upper-semicontinuous.

A smooth submanifold E of M is said to be strongly noncharacter-
istic if CT,M =V, + CI,E for each p € E, and maximally real if
CT,M =V, ®CT,E. We will need two basic facts concerning solutions
of V near a strongly noncharacteristic submanifold £ of M. The first
(Proposition 1.4.3 of [I3)) is that if local coordinates for M are chosen
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near a point of E such that E is defined by the vanishing of a subset
of the coordinates, then any solution of ¥V near F is a smooth function
of the variables transverse to F valued in distributions in the vari-
ables along E. In particular, the restriction of any solution of V to any
strongly noncharacteristic submanifold is well-defined. The second fact
(Corollary I11.3.7 of [IY]) is the uniqueness result that if a solution of
V vanishes when restricted to a strongly noncharacteristic submanifold
E, then it must vanish in a neighborhood of F.

Observe that if F is a strongly noncharacteristic submanifold of a
hypo-analytic manifold M, there is an induced hypo-analytic structure
on F since dZ, . ..,dZ,, remain linearly independent when restricted to
TE. We denote by VE = VM NCTFE the induced involutive structure,
which for p € E satisfies dim¢ V,E/ = dim £ —m. It is a consequence of
the uniqueness result above that a (distribution) solution of the involu-
tive structure on M is hypo-analytic near a point p of E if and only if
its restriction to E is hypo-analytic near p for the induced structure. If
X C M is a maximally real submanifold and p € X, then V,X = {0};
whence every distribution on X is a solution.

If E C M is a strongly noncharacteristic submanifold and p € FE,
define

V¥ ={LeV,M:RelL € T,E}.

We sometimes write Vf M for Vf )

Lemma 2.1. VE is a real subbundle of VM| of rank = n+dim E—m.
The map Im which takes the imaginary part induces an isomorphism
VE/VE = TM|p/TE.

Proof. For p € E, the map Im : Vf — T,M induces a map Vf —
T,M/T,E which we claim is surjective. In fact, if v € T,M, then
since F is strongly noncharacteristic, we can find L € V,M and w €
CT,E so that iv = L + w. Taking the real part shows that L & Vf ,
whereupon taking the imaginary part shows that v = Im L + Imw
as desired. The kernel of the map V¥ — T,M/T,E is V,E, so there
is an induced isomorphism VF'/V,E = T,M/T,E. Hence dimV} =
dim7T,M — dim T, F + dimg V,EF = n + dim £/ — m is independent of p,
from which the lemma follows. O

Observe that ReV” = (ReV,M) N T,E. In general, the dimension
of this space as well as that of Im Vf C T,M may vary with p € E.
However, if the involutive structure of M is CR, then Re and Im are
injective on VM, so also on VF. Also, for general M, if X C M is
maximally real then V, X = {0}, so Lemma P.T] shows that in this case,
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Im defines an isomorphism from V)X to a n-dimensional subspace N,
of T}, M which is a canonical complement to 7, X in the sense that

(2.1) T,M =T,X ®N,.

We next show that there are special coordinates in a neighborhood
of a point p of a maximally real submanifold X in which both X and
the basic solutions 71, ..., Z,, have particularly nice representations.
To high order at p, these coordinates give a fine embedding for the
structure (in the sense of [I1]) adapted to X.

Let then X C M be a maximally real submanifold and p € X. Dual
to (BJ)) is the splitting Ty M = (T,X)* & N;". One has

N ={ImpB:B €T, and Rep € (T,X)"}

and a linear map J : N- — (T,X)* is defined by J(Im ) = — Re §3 for
B eT). Clearly, Ty C N;-. Set d = dimg T, and v = m — d. Choose a

basis {01, ... 04} for T and extend to a basis {o1,...,04,&1,..., &}
for /\/;)L. Set n; = J(&). Then {m,...,n,} is linearly independent
in (T,E)* and so we may extend to a basis {ni,... , 7,71, ... , Tn_p}

of (I,E)*. Thus, we have a constructed a basis {;,7;, 0%, 7} for T* M
in which one has

T3 = spang{oy} Ny ={or=¢ =0}
T, = spanc{ow, & +in;} T,E = {n; =7 =0}

Proposition 2.2. Let X be a maximally real submanifold of a hypo-
analytic manifold M and let p € X. For each integer N > 1 there
is a neighborhood U of p in M with local coordinates (x;,y;, sk, i) for
1<j<v,1<k<d, 1<I1<n-—v, and solutions Z1, ..., Z,, for the
hypo-analytic structure on U, so that (x,y,s,t) =0 at p and so that:

(22) Zj :I]+Zy]+l\lfj(l’, S) 1§j S v

(2.3) Zysr = Sk +1Pr(z,y, 5, 1) 1<k<d

where the U;(xz, s) and ®x(z,y, s,t) are smooth real functions satisfying
d®,(0) =0 and

(2.4) 9,2, 5)| = O((|2] + [s])™),  [®x(2,0,5,0)] = O((|z| + [s])™).
Proof. Let {&;,n;, 0r, 7} be the basis for T>M chosen above. For any
solutions 71, ..., Zy,, the fiber T is the span of {dZy,...,dZ,,}. Since
also T, = span{&; + in;,0r}, by replacing the Z’s by a linear com-
bination we can assume that dZ;(p) = & +in; for 1 < j < v and
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dZ,.1(p) = o) for 1 < k < d. Define an initial set of coordinates by
setting x; = ReZ; and y; = ImZ; for 1 < j < v, s, = ReZ, 4
for 1 < k < d, and by choosing functions ¢; for 1 < [ < n —v
such that ¢, = 0 on X and dt;(p) = 7. Since dZ,.x(p) = o} is
real, it follows that dZ,.x(p) = dReZ,1r(p) = dsk(p). Recalling
that 7,X = {n; = m = 0}, it follows then that in the coordinates
(%}, Y5, Sk, t1) we have Z; = z; +iy;, Zyrp = si + 1Py(z,y,s,t), and
X ={y; = V;(z,s),t;, = 0} for real functions ®x(z,y, s, t) and V;(z, s)
satisfying d®(0) = d¥,(0) = 0.

The Taylor expansions to order N at p of the ®; and ¥, may be
written ®x(x,y,s,t) = pr(x,y,s,t) + O((|z] + |y| + |s| + |¢])V) and
U;(z,s) = qj(x,s)+O((Jz] +]s])V), where the p; and ¢; are real poly-
nomials of degree at most N — 1 in their respective variables. Observe
that on X we have

Zj = xj +iy; = x; +igi(w, ) + O((|2] + [s])Y),

(2.5) ,
Zyir = Sk +ipe(x, q(x,5),5,0) + O((|z] + |s])V).

The polynomial map P : R™ — C™ given by
P(x,s) = (z+iq(z,s), s + ip(z, q(x, ), 5,0))

may be extended to C™ simply by allowing x and s to be complex.
Denote also by P : C™ — C™ this extension. Since dp(0) = dq(0) = 0,
it follows that dP(0) = I, so P is invertible near 0 as a map from C™
to C™. Define new solutions Zl, cee Z,, near p for the hypo-analytic
structure by (Z1,...,Zm) = P~Z4,...,Zy). It then follows from

() that on X we have Z; = z; + O((|z| + |s|)V) for 1 < j < v and
Zyir = s+ O((Jz] + [s|)N) for 1 < k < d.

Define new coordinates (%, 7, 3,%) on M near p by 7; = Re Zj, U =
Im Zj, s, = Re ZVHC, and #; = t;. Then in these coordinates we have
X ={y;, = \Ifj(i", §), 1, = 0} for functions \Ifj (7, ) satisfying \A:[}j(i', 5) =
O((|Z + 3)Y), and also Im Z,., = O((|Z| + |5))) on X. Finally,
replace § by 7 + Cf’(f, 5) but leave ,5,f unchanged. In these new
coordinates we have X = {§ = £ = 0} and the solutions Z have the
desired form. O

Remark 2.3. In [BCT], coordinates are used which satisfy the condi-
tions of Proposition P.3 but also for which ¥; = 0, 1 < j < v (see
IT (3.9), (3.10) of [BCT]]). However, such coordinates do not exist in
general-for example, if the structure is complex, the existence of such
coordinates implies that X is real-analytic. It is possible to correct
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the proofs of the Theorems in [BCT]| by using instead the coordinates
given in Proposition P.3.

Let E be a submanifold of a smooth manifold M. In a neighborhood
of a point of F we may introduce coordinates («’, ) for M with z’ € R"
and ” € R® in which F = {z” = 0}. By a wedge in M with edge F we
will mean an open set YW C M which in some such coordinate system
is of the form W = B x C, where B is a ball in R" and C C R® is
the intersection of a ball about the origin with an open convex cone in
R\ {0}. Of course, this representation of W is only local and depends
on the choice of coordinates, but we are interested in local properties
near a point of £ and a direction of W, so this will suffice for our
purposes. If p € E, we define the direction wedge I',(W) C T,M to be
the interior of {¢(0)|c:[0,1) — M is a smooth curve in M satisfying
c(t)y e Wiort > 0, ¢(0) = p}. Then I';(W) is a linear wedge in T, M
with edge T, F, and is determined by its image in T,M/T,E, an open
convex cone. We set I'(W) = Upepl,(W).

Suppose now that M has an involutive structure V and that W is a
wedge in M whose edge F is a strongly noncharacteristic submanifold of
M. According to Lemma P-1], Im induces an isomorphism : VE/VE —
TM|g/TE. Since the direction wedge I',(W) is determined by its
image in T,M/T,E, we can use Im to define a corresponding wedge in
Vf which carries precisely the same information as I',(W). For p € E,
define

DYOW)={LeV’:ImLeT,W)}
Then TY(W) is a linear wedge in V¥ with edge V,E. We also define
I"W)={ReL:LelY(W)}.

Since Re maps V) surjectively to (ReV,M)NT,E C T,E, it follows
that I'7(W) is an open cone in (ReV,M) N T,E. We set TV(W) =
UpGEF;}(W> and FT(W) - UpEEFZ(W)-

Let uw € D'(W) be a solution of V and let f € D'(F). Let (2/,2")
be a coordinate system in which £ = {z” = 0} and suppose that B is
a ball in R" and C the intersection of a ball about the origin with an
open convex cone in R* \ {0} such that B x C C W. As mentioned
previously, shrinking B and C if necessary, u defines a smooth function
on C with values in D'(B). We say that u has boundary value f, or
that f is the boundary value of u, and write bu = f, if in each such
coordinate system (z’, z”) and for each such B and C, when viewed as
a function on C with values in D'(B), u extends continuously to CU{0}
and equals f at x” = 0. Observe that this implies that f is a solution
of VE. We claim that if v has boundary value f, then u is actually
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C* up to z” = 0 with values in D’(B). In fact, since F is strongly
noncharacteristic, one may choose sections Lq,...,Ls of VM near FE
of the form L; = a:v;’ + > Gjr(',2") 0y With ¢j), smooth. Since
Lju = 0, it follows that axyu =—->, qﬁjk@m;u, so each axg_/u extends
continuously up to y = 0. The smoothness of u up to z” = 0 follows
upon iteration.

If the codimension of F is 1, a wedge W with edge F defines a mani-
fold with boundary. In Definition V.6.3 of [[[1f], Treves defines a notion
of distribution solution for locally integrable structures with nonchar-
acteristic boundary. It follows easily from Corollaries V.6.1, V.6.2, and
V.6.3 of [T}, that if W is a wedge with strongly noncharacteristic edge
of codimension 1 in a manifold with locally integrable involutive struc-
ture, then a distribution solution in the sense of [I1] is equivalent to
a solution whose boundary value exists in our sense. Thus the the-
ory in [I1] applies in our situation. As a consequence we deduce the
following.

Proposition 2.4. IfW is a wedge with strongly noncharacteristic edge
E in a manifold M with locally integrable involutive structure and u €
D'(W) is a solution of V on W with bu = 0 on E, then u vanishes
identically in a neighborhood of E (intersected with W ).

In fact, the corresponding statement for the codimension 1 case is
Corollary V.5.2 of [I1] (see the last sentence of §V.6); the proof given
there also yields an estimate on the size of the set on which u vanishes.
But the general case follows from this, since VW can be swept out near
E by submanifolds of dimension = dim £ + 1, which inherit locally
integrable involutive structures for which wu restricts to be a solution
with boundary value 0.

Next we recall the hypo-analytic wave-front set of [BCT]. To begin,
let X be a manifold of dimension m with a hypo-analytic structure
of codimension 0; X will often arise as a maximally real submanifold
in a larger hypo-analytic manifold. If p € X and Z = (Zy,...,Z,)
is a hypo-analytic chart in X near p, then Z is an embedding of a
neighborhood of p onto a maximally real submanifold of C™, which
of course is determined up to a local biholomorphism of C™. For the
purposes of the present discussion we may identify X near p with its
image under Z endowed with the hypo-analytic structure induced from
Cm. If f € D'(X) and o € T; X\ {0}, then f is said to be hypo-analytic
at o if there are nonempty acute open convex cones Cq,...,Cy in
T,X, satistying o(v) < 0 for all v € C;, 1 < j < N, and wedges
Wi, ... , Wy in C™ with edge X such that JC; C I',(W;), and for
each j there is u; holomorphic in W; such that bu; exists and such
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that f = bu; + --- + buy. The hypo-analytic wave-front set W EX(f)
of f is the complement in 7*X \ {0} of the set of points at which
f is hypo-analytic; it is a closed conic subset of T*X \ {0} whose
projection to X is the hypo-analytic singular support of f. We set
WEX(f) =Ty X N WFX(f).

Two results of [BCT]] about wave-front sets on manifolds with a
codimension 0 hypo-analytic structure are particularly relevant for us.
The first, Theorem 2.3 of [BCT]], provides a criterion for a distribution
on X to be expressible as the sum of boundary values of holomorphic
functions on specified wedges.

Proposition 2.5. Let Cy,... ,Cy be acute open convex cones in T, X
and let f € D'(X). The following two properties are equivalent:

1. WEX(f) € UY.,Cp°

2. Given for each 1 < j < N a nonempty acute open convex cone
C; in T,X whose closure is contained in C;, there are wedges W;
in C™ with edge X such that JC; C T,(W;), and holomorphic
functions u; on W;, such that f = buy + - - - + buy.

The special case N = 1 is especially important as it gives a necessary
and sufficient condition for f to be extendible as a holomorphic function
to a single wedge with specified direction.

Crucially important for us is Theorem 2.2 of [BCT]|, which gives a
criterion for microlocal hypo-analyticity in terms of the exponential
decay of a suitable FBI transform. Let X be a manifold with a hypo-
analytic structure of codimension 0 as above and let p € X. We may
choose our hypo-analytic chart Z such that Z(p) = 0 and Im dZ(p) = 0,
in which case we may take x; = Re Z;, 1 < j < m, as local coordinates
on X near p. These coordinates enable us to identify a neighborhood
of p in X with a neighborhood of 0 in R™ and Ty X with TyR™ = R™.
Set T = Im Z so that

(2.6) Z(x) =2 +1iY(z)

and dY(0) = 0. For z,¢ € C™ such that |Im(| < |Re(], set (¢) =
(C+...+¢2)Y? and [2]2 = 22 +...+ 22 If f is a compactly supported
distribution in a neighborhood U in R™ of 0 and s > 0, define

(2.7) FA(fi2,0) = / iR f 7,

U

where dZ = dZy\...\NdZ,, and the integral is interpreted as a distribu-
tion pairing. Then Theorem 2.2 combined with Remark 2.1 of [BCT]|
can be stated as follows.
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Proposition 2.6. There is an absolute constant A > 0 so that if K* =
ASUp,cpjaj=2 [0°T (2)|, then the following holds. Let o € R™\ 0 and
let f be a compactly supported distribution in U. Suppose that there
is a neighborhood V' of the origin in C™, an open cone C in C™ \ 0
containing o, and constants €,C' > 0 and k > k* such that

(28) [F*(fi2,Q] < Ceml
forallzeV and ¢ € C. Then o ¢ WEX(f).

The wave-front set for hypo-analytic structures of positive codimen-
sion is defined in terms of that in the codimension 0 case. Let E be
a hypo-analytic manifold, let f € D'(E) be a solution of VE, and
let p € E. The hypo-analytic wave-front set WEP(f) is defined as
a subset of T7E \ {0}. Choose a maximally real submanifold X of
E with p € X, and denote by tx : X — F the inclusion. As dis-
cussed above, the restriction f|yx € D/(X) is defined, and also X has
an induced hypo-analytic structure of codimension 0. Therefore we
may consider the wave-front set WEX(f|x) C T;X. Since X is max-
imally real, % : T°E — T X is injective. A covector o € T3 E \ {0}
is defined to be in WEF(f) if 5o € WEX(f|x). In [BCT] it is
shown that this condition is independent of the chosen maximally real
submanifold X containing p, and also that for any such X, one has
WEX(flx) C tx(T;E). Therefore, for any maximally real X C E
containing p, i : WEP(f) — WEX(f|x) is a bijection.

We next describe a procedure of introducing new variables which we
will use, following Chang [[d], to reduce results on general hypo-analytic
manifolds to the CR case. Let M have a hypo-analytic structure of
dimension m and codimension n and let p € M; recall that we write
d = dimT; and v = m —d. On a sufficiently small neighborhood
U of p we may choose coordinates (z1,...,Zm,Y1,---,Y,) and hypo-
analytic functions 73, ..., Z,, so that at p we have dZ; = dx; + idy;,
l1<j<vanddZ; =dz;, v+1<j<m. Set M =UxR",
and write (41, - -+ , Tman—y) for the coordinates in R"~”. The hypo-
analytic functions Z; for 1 < j < m pull back to M’ to be independent
of the new variables, and we define a hypo-analytic structure on M’ by
augmenting these Z;’s by the functions Z,, 11 = Tyqq + iy, 1 <1 <
n —v. At any point p’ of M’ with first component p, this structure on
M hasm' =m+n—v,n =n,d =d, and v/ = n =n'. For such
p,p, the map V,M 5 L — L' = L —iy " "(Lyy1:1)0s,,,, € VuM'is
an isomorphism. It follows that any solution of VM defines a solution
of VM’ which is independent of the new variables. Any characteristic
covector o € T7M may also be regarded as an element of T5M' =
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TyM @ {0}, and it is easy to see that if L, and L, are sections of

VM, then o([L}, L}]) = o([L1, Ls]), so that the Levi form of o on M’
may be identified with that on M. If E is a strongly noncharacteristic
submanifold of M containing p, then E' = E x R™" is a strongly
noncharacteristic submanifold of M’, for which Vf,/ ={L :LeV}
If W is a wedge in M with edge E, then W = W x R"” is a wedge
in M’ with edge E', and one has for the direction wedges, I'),(W') =
{L': L e TYOW)}. If f € D'(E), then we may view f € D'(E') as
independent of the new variables, and directly from the definition of the
hypo-analytic wave-front set one sees that WFp?/(f) D WEF(f)x{0}.

We close this section with a lemma asserting that for CR structures,
a suitable maximally real submanifold can always be chosen.

Lemma 2.7. Let M be a manifold with CR involutive structure V. Let
E C M be a strongly noncharacteristic submanifold, let p € E, and let
L € Vf. Then there is a maximally real submanifold X C E with

peX and L e VX

Proof. We first claim that spang Vf = V,M. (This does not use that
V is CR.) Note that spanc VI = VP +iV”. Using Lemma P71}, we have
dimg (V' +iV}) = 2dim V)’ — dimg V,E = 2n, so it must be the case
that VZ + iV = V,M as claimed.

To prove the lemma, we may assume that L # 0. Choose a set
{L,...,L,} C Vf which is a basis over C for V, M, and for which L, =
L. Next choose Vi, ...,V € T,E such that the cosets {[V4],...,[Vk]}
form a basis for T,E/(T,E N ReV,M). (If V is CR, it will be the
case that k& = d, but it is not necessary to argue this separately.)
Using that V is CR and E strongly noncharacteristic, it is easy to see
that {Re Ly,...ReL,,Vi,... ,V;} forms a basis for a maximally real
subspace of T,F. We may then take for X any submanifold of E near
p with T, X equal to this subspace. O

3. EDGE OoF THE WEDGE THEORY

Throughout this section we consider a distribution f on a strongly
noncharacteristic submanifold F in a hypo-analytic manifold M, such
that f is a solution of the involutive structure VE on E. We denote
by tg : E — M the inclusion. As discussed in the previous section, F
inherits a hypo-analytic structure from the hypo-analytic structure on
M. Our first result shows that the hypo-analytic wave-front set of f
is constrained if f extends to a wedge as a solution of the involutive
structure of M.
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Theorem 3.1. Let M be a hypo-analytic manifold, let E C M be a
strongly noncharacteristic submanifold, and let W be a wedge in M with
edge E. Suppose that f € D'(E) is the boundary value of a solution of
VM on W. Then WFE(f) C (TT(W))°. (Here the polar refers to the
duality between TE and T*E.)

Proof. Let p € E and let 0 € TSE \ 0 satisfy o ¢ (I (W))°; we must
show that ¢ ¢ WEP(f). Construct a new hypo-analytic manifold M’
by introducing new variables as described in §2. The pullback of o
satisfies at p’ € M’ the analogue of the condition o ¢ (I'J(W))°, so it
suffices to prove the result on M’. Therefore we may as well assume
that our original hypo-analytic structure on M has involutive structure
which is CR near p.

Since o ¢ (I''(W))°, there is L € Y (W) so that o(Re L) < 0. By
Lemma P.7, we can choose a maximally real submanifold X C E with
p € X and L € VY. Necessarily we have InL ¢ T,X. Choose a
submanifold Y of M such that X C Y and 7,,Y = span(7,X,Im L); in
particular dim(Y') = dim(X)+1. Since X is maximally real, Y inherits
near p a hypo-analytic structure of codimension 1 from that on M. The
involutive structure of Y is CR near p, V,)Y is spanned (over C) by L, X
is a maximally real submanifold of Y, and VXY is spanned (over R) by
L. We may assume that near p, Y\ X has two connected components,
the one of which lies on the side of X determined by Im L we denote
by Y. Since Im L € I',(W), it follows that Y, C W sufficiently near p.
Now Y, may be regarded as a wedge in Y with edge X. Considering
Y to be the background space, we have that I' ;’(YJF) consists of the
positive multiples of L.

The solution on W with boundary value f restricts to Y, and defines
there a solution of the involutive structure of Y having boundary value
flx on X. According to the definition of the wave-front set, the desired
conclusion o ¢ WEF(f) is equivalent to tjo ¢ WFX(f|x). Since the
hypothesis o(Re L) < 0 holds just as well when regarding L € V,Y and
replacing o by t%0, it follows that we can reach this same conclusion
if we prove the theorem on Y.

We therefore consider the situation in which X is a maximally real
submanifold in the hypo-analytic manifold Y whose structure satisfies
v=n=1latp e X,and W =Y, isoneside of X in Y. We choose local
coordinates (z1,y1, $1,- .. ,Sq) for Y near p as in Proposition B.9 taking
N = 2; in our situation we have d = m — 1. Set x = (x1,... ,2,) =
(x1,81,...,84) and y = y; and write 0 = (04, ... ,0,); We may assume
|o| = 1. Renormalizing the coordinates if necessary, we may arrange
that W = {y > 0}. Then L is a positive multiple of d,, + iJ, and the
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hypothesis o(Re L) < 0 says o; < 0. Upon relabeling, (2.3) and (R.3)
can be written as
(3.1)

Zy =z + iy + 1P (z,y), Zy = +1Pp(x,y), 2<k<m,

where ®,(z,y) = V(z) is independent of y. From Proposition B.Z, we
know that there is B > 0 so that

(3.2) (2, y)| < B(|l=* +y?)

on a fixed neighborhood of the origin.

Let U be a small open ball about the origin in R™ and dy > 0 be such
that there is a solution u of VY on U X (0, dy) with boundary value f.
We intend to use Proposition P.g to show that o ¢ W EFy(f). Introduce
the m-form w on Y, given by w = e %Z-m0E=2yd7. Since u is a
solution, w is closed. Let ¢ € C§°(U) satisty ¢ = 1 for |z| < r and
supp ¢ C {|z| < 2r}, where r > 0 will be chosen later. Setting y = 0
in (B-]) shows that Z(z,0) takes the form (B.§) with Y(x) = ®(z,0).
Define £* as in Proposition P.g and let £ > k* to be determined. Then
Stokes’ Theorem gives for any 0 < § < 4y,

F(¢f;2,¢) = _chw: _6¢w—/U(06)d¢/\w.

We shall show that if x is chosen sufficiently large and d, r sufficiently
small, then each of the two integrals on the right hand side of the above
equation satisfies an estimate of the form (2.§).

Set Q = Re{iC- Z +k(C)[z— Z]*}/|¢| and let Qo denote @ evaluated
at z = 0 and ( = 0. If we show that there is ¢ > 0 so that gy > ¢
for (z,y) € (supp ¢ x {d}) U (supp d¢ x [0,6]), then @ > ¢/2 for the
same (x,y) and for z near 0 and € in a conic neighborhood of o, and the
desired estimates on fy: sowand [ (0.5 40w then follow immediately
from seminorm estimates for w.

Now

Qo= lo1ly — o - @+ w(|z|* — y* — 2y®y — @)
> louly — 9]+ wlel? — 257 — 2/ )
which, using (B.2), is
> |ouly — B(lal* + %) + w(|2f* — 2% — 4B*(|2[* + "))
= (lo1| — By — 2ky — 4k B*y*)y + (k — B — 4 B*|z|?)|=|*.

First choose k so large and r so small that k > 4B and 8Br < 1, and
then choose § so small that Bd + 2k + 4kB*§* < |oy|/2. Then for
(z,y) € supp ¢ x [0,8] we have Qy > |o1|y/2 + k|z|*/2, from which
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we conclude that Qo > ¢ = min(|oy|6/2, kr?/2) on (supp ¢ x {6}) U
(supp d¢ x [0,6]) as desired. O

In considering Theorem B.I], recall that FZ(W) iIs an open cone in
(ReV,M)NT,E, which in general is a proper subspace of T, E. In fact,
it is easily seen that (ReV,M)NT,E = (1;TyM)", where here the L
refers to the duality between T,E and Ty F. Since tp : T°M — T*F
is injective, it follows that (ReV,M)NT,E is all of T, E if and only if
Ty M = {0}, i.e. the involutive structure on M is elliptic. Moreover, in
Theorem B, (I7(W))° always contains 5T,y M \ {0}, and is invariant
under translation by elements of 13,7y M. Elements of t3,7°M \ {0} are
referred to as the characteristic points in T*FE relative to the involu-
tive structure of M. Thus Theorem B.]] can never be used to remove
characteristic points from W EFE(f). If f is defined in a full neighbor-
hood of p, then Theorem B shows that WEF(f) C ¢;Ty M, which is
Theorem 3.1 of II of [BCT]. This same conclusion can also be obtained
from Theorem under weaker hypotheses as follows.

Corollary 3.2. Let M be a hypo-analytic manifold, let X C M be a
mazimally real submanifold, let p € X, and let W and W~ be wedges
in M with edge X whose directions are opposite: I',(WT) = —=I',(W™).
If f € D'(X) is the boundary value of a solution of VM on W+ and
also the boundary value of a solution of VM on W=, then WEX(f) C
Ty M.

Corollary @ follows immediately from Theorem B.]] and the fact that
(TEOWH)> N (TT(W))° C Ty M. If the structure on M is elliptic,
then Corollary @ reduces to the classical edge of the wedge theorem,
so may be regarded as a weak generalization of this theorem to the
hypo-analytic setting.

Our further results give conditions under which one can remove char-
acteristic points from the wave-front set of the boundary value of a
solution on a wedge. The first such result is the hypo-analytic wedge
version of the classical Lewy extension theorem.

Theorem 3.3. Let M be a hypo-analytic manifold, let E C M be a
strongly noncharacteristic submanifold, and let W be a wedge in M
with edge E. Let p € E and suppose o € T;M satisfies L,(L) < 0 for
some L € FZ(W). If f € D'(FE) is the boundary value of a solution of
VM on W, then vyo & WFE(f).

Proof. First construct a hypo-analytic manifold M’ by introducing new
variables as described in §2. If we can show that the result holds on
M’ we can conclude that it also holds on M. Therefore we may as well
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assume that our original hypo-analytic structure on M satisfies v = n
at p.

Next use Lemma .7 to choose a maximally real submanifold X C F
such that L € Vlf( . We then construct a submanifold ¥ D X and
wedge Y, as in the proof of Theorem B.J. Restriction to 7Y gives
an injection ToM — TPY. If o € T)M and Ly, Ly € V,Y, then the
value of the Levi form £, (L1, Ly) agrees when calculated either on M
or on Y, since Ly, Ly can be extended from p to remain tangent to Y
on Y. Thus all the hypotheses of Theorem .3 are satisfied on Y. Since
WEP(f) is defined in terms of WEX(f|x), if we can prove the theorem
for Y, it follows that it also holds for M.

Therefore consider the situation in which X is a maximally real
submanifold in the hypo-analytic manifold Y whose structure satis-
flesv =n=1at p € X, and W is one side of X in Y. Choose
local coordinates (x1,y1, $1, ... ,Sq) for Y near p as in Proposition B.3
taking N = 4, and such that W = {y; > 0}. Then L is a posi-
tive multiple of 0z = (0,, +i0,,)/2. As in the proof of Theorem B.],
set © = (z1,...,%Tm) = (21,51,...,84) and y = y;. The basic hypo-
analytic functions are again given by (B-1), and we have (B-2) and

(3-3) |@(x,0)] = O(|z[).

The characteristic covector o at p is in the span of the dx; with & > 2;
upon making a real linear transformation of these x;’s and correspond-
ing Z,’s we may assume that o = dx,.

According to (B-J), the second order terms in the Taylor expansion
of ®, take the form

Oa(x,y) = ay® +y Y _ by + O(|z* + o)
k=1

with a, b € R. The hypo-analytic function

~ 1 m
Zy = Zy — 51)1212 — 7 ;kak

satisfies dZ5(0) = dZ»(0) = dzy and Im Zy = ay® + O(|z|® + 4?). If
we introduce o = Re 22 and leave the remaining x;’s, Z;’s, and y
unchanged, then equations of the form (B.1]) continue to hold in the new
coordinates and (B.2) and (B.3) remain valid, possibly with a different
constant B. The relations X = {y = 0} and 0 = dx, still hold in
the new coordinates and L is still a positive multiple of &.. We may
therefore assume that in the coordinates (z,y), the basic hypo-analytic

functions (71, ..., Z,) are of the form (B.]]) and in addition to (B.2)
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and (B.J), we have for some C' > 0,
(3.4) |2, y) — ay®| < O(|z” +y°)

on some fixed neighborhood of the origin. It is easily seen that the
vector field

(3.5) 0:— iy (®;):F

is a section of V extending ds, where P; = Y " a0, and (aj;) =
(6 +i(®;)z,) " An easy calculation then shows that £,(95) = a/2,
so a < 0. Upon rescaling xy, y, and Z;, we may assume that a = —1.

Once again we intend to use Proposition P.§ to show that o = dx, ¢
WEy(f). Let U = {|z| < 3r}, and as in Theorem B.J], choose ¢ €
Ce(U) satistying ¢ = 1 for |z| < r and supp ¢ C {|z| < 2r}. By
(B-3), the constant x* defined in Proposition P.q satisfies x* = O(r?).
Choose r small enough that x* < 1/4 and take k = 1/4. Just as in
the proof of Theorem B.J], it suffices to show that we can choose r and
§ small enough that Qo = Re(io - Z + k[Z]?) satisfies Qp > ¢ > 0 for
(x,y) € (supp ¢ x {d}) U (supp d¢ x [0,]). Now

Qo =~ + k(|2 — y* - 2y®, — |
> — @, + ri(lz]* — 2y — 2 @),
which, using (B-2) and (B4), is
> 7~ Olfaf? +9) + (el — 27 — 4B (Jaf* + )
= (1/2 = Cy - B**)y* + (1/4 = Clz| — B?|z|*)|z]*.

If we choose & so small that Cd + B*0* < 1/4 and r so small that
2CT + 4B%*r? < 1/8, then we obtain Qg > y*/4 + |z|?/8, which yields
Qo > ¢ = min(6%/4,72/8) on (supp ¢ x {§}) U (supp d¢ x [0,d]) as
desired. 0

The special case in which the solution is defined in a full neighbor-
hood of p can be obtained by taking E to be an open set in M. This
recovers a result of [BCT].

Corollary 3.4. Let M be a hypo-analytic manifold, let p € M, let
o € T;, and suppose that L,(L) < 0 for some L € V,. If u is a
distribution solution near p, then o ¢ WEFM (u).

We next turn our attention to null directions for £,. Sometimes
null directions can be perturbed to directions where the Levi form is
negative. For instance, if there is Ly € Vf with £,(Lg) < 0, then
given a wedge W with the property that there is L € T’ ;,’(W) satisfying
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L,(L) = 0, one can perturb L to L' € TY(W) with L,(L') < 0, so
Theorem B.3 applies. However, it may happen that £, has a negative
eigenvalue as a form on V,M, yet L,(L;, Ly) = 0 for all Ly, L, € Vf;
the hypersurface Im 23 = x1ys — 22y, in C? has this property for £ =
R3 = {Im z = 0}. For this example, every direction in V¥ is null, so
Theorem B.3 does not apply. Further effort is required to handle such
situations.

Recall the second Levi form ([[.1)). The following is our main lemma
for null directions.

Lemma 3.5. Let Y be a hypo-analytic manifold of CR type whose
hypo-analytic structure is of codimension 1. Let X C'Y be a maximally
real submanifold and let Y, be one side of X inY. Let p € X and let
o € TYY be such that L,(L) =0 and v/3|Im L2(L)| < Re L2(L), where
L eTY(Yy). If f € D'(X) is the boundary value of a solution of VY
on Yy, then to ¢ WEX(f).

Proof. We first remark that I'}(Y,) consists of a single ray, so L is
determined up to a positive multiple. Also, the condition £,(L) = 0
implies £, = 0, so that the value of £2(L) is well-defined independent of
the extension of L from p. Choose coordinates (z,y) = (21, ..., Tm,y)
for Y near p as in the proof of Theorem B.J. Thus X = {y = 0}
and Y, = {y > 0}, the hypo-analytic functions 7, ..., Z,, are given
by (B]) where (B.3) and (B-3) hold, and ¢ = dxs and L is a positive
multiple of d-. We make the same quadratic change of variables to
obtain (B-4); this time the condition £,(L) = 0 implies that a = 0.
By (B3)), the cubic expansion of @, is of the form

(3.6)
Dy (x,y) = ay’® + 3bx1y® + 3caty + O(1'|(|=* + ) + O(|=[* + "),

where 2’ = (29, ... ,z,) and a,b, c € R. A straightforward calculation
using the extension (BH) gives £2(8) = 2i(P2).=(0) = —2(a+ c—1b).
Therefore our assumption is that v/3[b| < —(a + ¢).

Introduce Zo = Zs + uZ3, where 1 € R is to be determined. If we
set To = Re 22 and leave y and the other z; and Z; unchanged, then
all of our properties continue to hold in the new coordinates, except
that in (B.6), a is replaced by (a — p) and ¢ by ¢ + p. The inequality
V3[b| < —(a + ¢) is precisely the condition that one can choose u so
that the quadratic form (a — p)y? + 3bx1y + 3(c + p)z? be negative
definite. In fact, for 4 = (a — ¢)/2, its discriminant is 96> — 3(a + ¢)*.
Hence, after making this change of variables and a subsequent rescaling
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of 21, y, and Z;, we may assume in (B.6) that
(3.7) ay® + 3bx1y? + 3exty < —y?
for y > 0.

Next let A > 0 be small and introduce new variables
Fr=Mloy, g=Aly, Zi=X\1Z;
Lf‘g = >\_35L’2, 22 = >\_322
Ty = )\_2l’k, Zk = )\_2Zk, k> 3.
Observe first that if (Z,7) is in a fixed neighborhood of the origin and
Ao > 0 is chosen sufficiently small, then for all A with 0 < A < Ay, the
corresponding (z,y) will lie in the neighborhood of the origin in which
we have been working. This change of variables has the effect in (B.])
of replacing ® by new functions o given by
EIv)l(jv g) = )\_1(1)1(1’, y)
?2(‘%’ ?j) = )\_3®2(ZL’, y)
@k(:%,gj) = )\_2CI)k(1” y), k> 3.
We deduce that ®(Z, §) satisfies (B3) and (B3) in the new coordinates
with constants independent of A\ for 0 < A < X¢. Also, (B.§) is re-
placed by an analogous equation for 52 (Z,7) in which the error terms
O(|#'|(]z]?+3*)) and O(|Z|*+*) can both be bounded by CA(|Z|>+7?)
for a constant C' independent of \. Combining this observation with

(B77) and removing the tildes from the new coordinates, we see that in
addition to (B-2) and (B-]) we can assume that

(3.8) Cy(w,y) < =y + Oz +17°).

In order to apply Proposition B.6, let § > 0 to be chosen small, let
U = {|x| < 66}, and choose ¢ € C§°(U) satistying supp ¢ C {|z| < 5d}
and ¢ = 1 if |x| < 44. By (B3), we have k* = O(6?). Choose ¢ small
enough to ensure that * < §/16 and set Kk = 0/16. Choose A and
small enough that for all (z,y) € U x [0, 4] we have A\C(|z|* + 3?) <

63/4 and 4B*(Jz|* + y*) < 262 We shall show that if § is chosen
small enough, then Qy = Re(io - Z + k[Z]?) satisfies Qo > ¢ > 0 for

(z,y) € (supp ¢ x {d}) U (supp d¢ x [0, d]).
As in the proof of Theorem B3, we have Qo > —®y + x(|z|* — 2y* —

2|®|?), so by (B-3) and (B-§) we obtain
Qo = y* = OX|a’ +y°) + k(|2|* — 2y* — 4B*(|z[* + y*))
>y — 03 /4 + w(|z)? — 2% — 20%).
Therefore, if y = 6 and x € U, then
Qo > 0% — 6% /4 + k(—26% — 26%) = §%/2.
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If y € [0,0] and = € supp d¢, then
Qo > —6%/4 + K(166% — 26% — 20%) = §°/2.
Thus the desired inequality holds with ¢ = §3/2. O

We present two conditions which allow one to use null directions to
remove characteristic points from the wave-front set. The first is that
the null direction is not degenerate for the Levi form, and applies to
the hypersurface Im 23 = 212 — zoy; in C? mentioned above. For this
example, every direction L € V2 \ {0} is null and nondegenerate, so it
suffices to have an extension to any wedge.

Theorem 3.6. Let M be a hypo-analytic manifold, let E C M be a
strongly noncharacteristic submanifold, and let W be a wedge in M
with edge E. Let p € E and suppose o € T)M has the property that
for some L € TY(W), L,(L) =0 and L1L, # 0. If f € D'(E) is the
boundary value of a solution of VM on W, then tyo ¢ WEFE(f).

Proof. By introducing extra variables we may assume that M is of CR
type near p.

By Lemma P.7, we can choose a maximally real submanifold X C F
so that L € VI;X. According to the definition of the wave-front set, it
suffices to show that (50 ¢ WEX(f|x). The set W is also a wedge
with edge X, and the hypotheses of the Theorem continue to hold if
X is viewed as the edge. Therefore we may as well prove the theorem
with F replaced by X. .

If there is L € V, such that Re £,(L, L) # 0, then we can choose €

small and of the appropriate sign so that the vector L' = L + eL will
satisfy £,(L') < 0. But for sufficiently small €, we have L' € TY(W).
Therefore in this case the conclusion follows from Theorem .3. Hence
we may assume that Re £,(L, L) = 0 for all L € VX

Choose coordinates as in Proposition .4 with N large. Since M
is of CR type, we have v = n so there are no t variables. Now
VX = spang{0ds,,1 < j < n}, so we may make a real linear change of
coordinates and corresponding change of Z's to arrange that L = 0, .
Similarly we may take o = ds;. The hypothesis L 1L, # 0 is equiva-
lent to L£,(0,,0z;) # 0 for some j > 2; by reordering the coordinates
we may assume that j = 2. Finally, recalling our assumption that
Re L,(L,L) =0 for all L € V.¥, we conclude that £, (0s,,ds,) = i) for
some nonzero A € R.

It is straightforward to check using the form of the Z’s in Proposi-
tion B. that one may choose a basis {L;,1 < j < n} for VM near 0 of
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the form

Lj == (%j + Ajlﬁsl + Bjkﬁxk;
in fact, the equations L;Z; = 0 uniquely determine the coefficients Aj
and By, and one has that the Aj; vanish at 0 and Bj, = O((|2] +
[s)™ 7).

Define a submanifold Y C M by Y = {(z,y,s) : yo = az1y1,y3 =
... =y, = 0}, where a € R is to be determined. Define also Y, =
{(z,y,s) €Y :y; > 0}. Wehavethat X C Y, T,Y = span(7,X,Im L),
and since Im L € I',(W), it follows that Y, C W sufficiently near the
origin. Y inherits a hypo-analytic structure of codimension 1 and CR
type in which X is a maximally real submanifold. At each point of
Y, the space VY is spanned by a single complex vector of the form
L=1+ 2?22 c¢;L;; this normalization ensures that this extended L
agrees with the L we already have at the origin. The ¢; are determined
by the requirement that L should be tangent to Y. The condition
Ly; = 0 for 3 < j < n forces ¢; = 0 for these j. This leaves the one
condition L(y, — axyy;) = 0, which is satisfied by L = L; 4+ ¢ Lo for
6 = 0%+ O((J2] + |s)™). ) )

A direct calculation using o € T, o([L1, L1]) = 0, and o([L1, Ls]) =
—2X results in L2(L) = L£2(Ly) + 2Aa. Now L2(L,) is arbitrary, but
by suitable choice of o we can ensure that /3| Im £2(L)| < Re £2(L).
Therefore the result follows from Lemma B.5. O

Now Lemma B.J can be extended to general structures.

Theorem 3.7. Let M be a hypo-analytic manifold, let E C M be a
strongly moncharacteristic submanifold, and let W be a wedge in M
with edge E. Let p € E and suppose o € T)M has the property that
there is a section L of VM satisfying L|, € LY (W), L,(L) =0, and

V3| Im £2(L)| < Re L2(L).

If f € D'(E) is the boundary value of a solution of VM on W, then
o ¢ WEE(f).

Proof. By introducing extra variables, we may assume that M is of CR
type near p.

If LiL, # 0, then the conclusion follows from Theorem B.€. There-
fore we may assume that L 1L, = 0. In this case, the value of £L2(L)
is independent of the extension of L|,, so we may as well just consider
L as an element of T}(W).

As in the proof of Theorem B.3, choose a maximally real submanifold
X C FE such that L € Vlf( and a submanifold ¥ C M such that

X CY and T,Y = span(7,X,Im L). Then L spans VXY and satisfies
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L,(L) = 0and /3| Im L2(L)| < Re L2(L). The conclusion thus follows
from Lemma B.5. O

Taking E to be an open set in M, we obtain a strengthened version
of Chang’s Theorem for solutions defined in a full neighborhood.

Corollary 3.8. Let M be a hypo-analytic manifold, let p € M, let
o € T; and suppose that there is a section L of V near p such that
L,(L) =0 and L2(L) # 0. If u is a distribution solution near p, then
o ¢ WFM(y).

Of course, for a given f € D'(FE), one typically uses different of the
criteria established above at different points o € T*E\ {0} to constrain
WFE(f). If M is a generic submanifold of C™, one is interested in
knowing whether a CR distribution u on W extends as a holomorphic
function to a particular wedge in C™. Such results can be obtained via
Propositions P.4 and B.J by constraining the wave-front set of f = bu
appropriately. We illustrate this when M is a hypersurface and the
edge is maximally real. In this case dim7T° = 1; we denote by L the
Levi form of M, which is determined up to a nonzero real multiple.

Proposition 3.9. Let M be a hypersurface in C™ and let W C M be
a wedge with maximally real edge X and let p € X. Suppose that there
is L € TY(W) such that L(L) = 0 and L 3L # 0 (in particular, L is
indefinite). Ifu is a CR function on W with boundary value f € D'(X),
then there is a wedge W' in C™ with edge X such that L € T)(W') and

such that there is a holomorphic function v’ on W' with bu’ = f and
u'=uonWnNW.

Proof. Tt follows from Theorem B.] that WS (f) C (I'L(W))°. Theo-
rem B implies that WFX(f) N Ty M = §. From these two facts one
sees easily that there is an open acute convex cone C' C T,X \ {0}
such that Re L € C' and WE*(f) C C°. By Proposition B3, f is the
boundary value of a holomorphic function on a wedge W in C™ with
edge X with L € T’ ;’(W’ ). By Proposition R.4, this extension agrees
with w on W N W. O

From Proposition B.9 and the classical edge of the wedge theorem
for holomorphic functions (or directly using Corollary B3 and Theo-
rem B.4), one deduces the following edge of the wedge theorem for CR
functions.

Proposition 3.10. Let M be a hypersurface in C™ and let W* C M
be wedges with mazximally real edge X whose directions at p € E are
opposite: T,(W*) = —T,(W~). Suppose that there is L € TY(WT)
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such that L(L) =0 and LJ1L # 0. If u* are CR functions on W such
that bu™ = bu~, then there is a holomorphic function in a neighborhood
in C™ of p which extends u™.

In particular, Proposition B.I( implies that there is a CR function in
aneighborhood in M of p which extends u*. Thus this gives an intrinsic
version of the classical edge of the wedge theorem for CR functions.

Propositions B9 and B-I{] were proved in [EGZ] for continuous bound-
ary values using folding screens, however with the condition L 1L # 0
replaced by the weaker hypothesis that £ is indefinite. We remark
that it is also possible to use Theorem B.1 together with Theorem B.3
to prove a version of Proposition B.9 if instead of a null direction there
is L € IY(W) such that £(L) # 0. However, in this situation Theo-
rem B.3 only applies on one side of 77 M, so the wedge VW' obtained in
C™ must be tilted slightly and need not have Im L € I',(W'). There is
also a two-sided version when £(L) # 0; in that case W, (f) reduces
to a single characteristic ray so that the wedge W' given by Proposi-
tion .3 is arbitrarily close (in the conic sense) to a half space lying on
one side of T, M intersected with a neighborhood of p.

4. BLOW-UPS

The geometry of wedges in a manifold M with a given edge FE is
naturally encoded in a new manifold, the blow-up B of M along E. It
turns out that if M has an involutive or hypo-analytic structure and E
is strongly noncharacteristic, then B inherits a structure of the same
type which can be used to study solutions on wedges in M. As a natural
geometric way of constructing new structures from old, the construction
may be of more general interest. For example, in [EGI] the blow-up
in the case R” C C" is used to prove the classical edge of the wedge
theorem, but it is also pointed out there how the construction arises
in real integral geometry. In this section we describe the geometry of
the blow-up in the general case and indicate its relation to the wedge
regularity theorems of the previous section.

Let E be a submanifold of a manifold M and let ¥ — E denote
the projective normal bundle of F in M. As a set, the blow-up B
of M along E is obtained by replacing F with Y. It is naturally a
smooth manifold containing ¥ as a hypersurface, with a smooth blow-
down mapping b : B — M, which is the identity outside F and the
projection ¥ — E over E. If local coordinates (x,y), z € R, y € R,
are chosen on M such that E is given by {y = 0}, then the fibers
of ¥ can be identified with RP!~!, for which we can use usual affine
coordinates on a cell. The smooth structure on B near the subset of X
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corresponding to the first cell is defined by coordinates (z,y;,u) with
u € R in which ¥ = {y; = 0} and the blow-down map takes the
form
(.50, ) ¥ (.0, yru).

The image under b of an open set U in B intersecting > is a pair of
opposite wedges in M with edge E and conversely. A (one-sided) wedge
in M corresponds to the intersection of U with one side of ¥ in B. The
intersection U N X is the set of directions of b(U).

Suppose now that M has an involutive structure VM. Since b :
B\ X — M\ E is a diffeomorphism, the involutive structure of M pulls
back to an involutive structure on B\ X. We shall show that if £ C
M is strongly noncharacteristic, then this involutive structure extends
smoothly across 3. According to Lemma R, if p € E, then Im :
VE/V,E — T,M/T,E is an isomorphism. We shall use systematically
this isomorphism to represent the fiber ¥, as P(V) /V,E). We therefore
represent a point p € ¥ as a pair p = (p,£) with p = b(p) and ¢ €
P(VE/V,E). We choose L € VY representing ¢ and write £ = [L]. Of
course, L is unique only up to a nonzero real scale factor and up to
addition of an element of V, F.

Theorem 4.1. Let M have an involutive structure VM andlet E C M
be a strongly noncharacteristic submanifold. Let B be the blow-up of
M along E, let p € B, and set p =b(p). Define

(b)) V,M) ifp¢ X
VsB = { (b.)"M(CL®V,E) ifp=(p,[L]) € %,

where b, : CTI;B — CT,M is the differential of b at p. Then VB is a
smooth involutive structure on B.

Proof. 1t suffices to reason near p € Y. Elementary linear algebra
(cf. the discussion prior to Proposition B.2) shows that one can choose
coordinates on M near p € E of the form (z,y,s,t) for z,y € R,
s € RY t € R"7, where d + v = m, so that (z,y,s,t) =0 at p and so
that:

E:{yr-i-l:"':yuztp—i-l:"':tn—V:O}
for some r and p satisfying 0 <r < v, 0 < p < n — v, and such that
(4.1) T M = span{dz, + idy,, ...dz, + idy,, dsy, ... dsq}.

Write y = (y/7 y”) With y, = (yl? AR 73/7“)7 y” = (yT-l-lv AR 7y1/>7 and
t = (¢,t") with t' = (t1,....,t,), t" = (tp41,... ,tn—). The corre-
sponding coordinates on B are obtained as described above. We con-
sider the case in which p corresponds to a line in the normal space
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{(y",t")} which satisfies y,.1 # 0; the argument in other cases is sim-
ilar. Thus we introduce coordinates v = (uy2,...,u,) € R
v = (Vpt1,...,Un—p) € R"7? and obtain coordinates on B near p and
a formula for b:

b
(42) (ZL’, y/a Yr41, U, S, t,, U) = (ZL’, y/> Yr4+1, Yr+14, S, t/> yr+1v)~

The point (z,vy’,0,u, s,t',v) € ¥ corresponds to the direction [L] with

(4.3) L=20:,, 42> wi+i Yy ud, €V
l=r+2 k=p+1

The basis forms in (f]]) can be smoothly extended to sections of
T'M near p. Their pullbacks under b are certainly smooth, so the result
follows if we know that these pullbacks remain linearly independent at

p and have as common kernel the subspace V;B defined above. This is
straightforward to check using (), (£9), and (£3). O

Denote by V' C T the vertical bundle for b|y : ¥ — E, so that
V' = ker b,|7x. According to Theorem [L1], we have CV C VB|x. If
D= (p,[L]) € ¥, then it is straightforward to calculate from ([L.Z) that

b.(T;B) = RIm L & T, E;

this is also easily seen from the geometric interpretation of the blow-up.
Since L € Vf , it follows that

(4.4) b,(CT;B) = CL & CT,E.

If u is a C! solution of VM, then u o b is a solution of VB. (This
is also seen to make sense and hold for distribution solutions, using
the smoothness transverse to F.) If VM is locally integrable and
{Z1,...,Zy} are solutions with linearly independent differentials at
each point of some set, then it follows from b,.(CT;B) D CI,E, p € ¥,
and the fact that E is strongly noncharacteristic, that the differentials
of {Zy00,...,Z, 0b} are likewise linearly independent. Therefore, a
hypo-analytic structure for (M, VM) naturally lifts to a hypo-analytic
structure for (B, VB).

If p = (p,[L]) € X, we always have Re L € T,E. However, it may
or may not happen that ReL € ReV,E. We shall say that p is of
the first type if ReL ¢ ReV,FE, and that p is of the second type if
ReL € ReV,E. In terms of the coordinates introduced in the proof
of Theorem [.1], lines in {(y”,t")} correspond to points of the first or
second type according to whether " is not or is equal to 0. If VM is
CR, then all points of ¥ are of the first type.
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Consider next the characteristic set T5B at p = (p,[L]) € X. We
certainly have T2 B C (Vj)*. According to (f.4), any vector X € CT,E
can be lifted to a vector X € CT};B satistying bLX=X.Ifg e 15 B,

then &(X) is independent of the lift and vanishes if X € V,E, so
we obtain a map T3 B — T F, where, as in the previous sections, T°E
denotes the characteristic set for the induced involutive structure on F.
By (f4), this map is injective. We claim that its range is 79 EN(Re L)*.
Certainly the range is contained in this set. Now any o € TJF has a
unique extension to 7,/ @& RIm L annihilating Im L. This extension
annihilates L if o € (Re L)*. According to (f£4), this extension may be
pulled back under 0* to give the required element of 737 B, which with
some license we denote by b*o. We therefore have proved the following:

Proposition 4.2. The pullback b* induces as described above an iso-
morphism

TeB=T;EN(ReL)".
In particular, if p is of the first type, then 73 B is isomorphic to a
codimension 1 subspace of T7F, while if p is of the second type, then
TeB=T°E.

Since CL ® V,EE C V,M, immediately from the definition we see
that b* defines an injection T)M — TZB. Under the isomorphism of
Proposition [£.9, this corresponds to the subspace gLy M C T7EN
(Re L)* in the notation of the previous sections.

One can also easily describe invariantly much of the Levi form of
B at points of X. To do so, recall that if V is a real vector space and
¢ € P(V)is aline in V| then there is a canonical isomorphism 7,P(V) =
Hom(¢,V/¢). For v € T;P(V), the corresponding homomorphism &, €
Hom(¢,V/¢) is defined by &,(L) = © + ¢, where 0 # L € { and 0 €
TV =2V is any tangent vector with 7,(0) = v, and 7 : V\ {0} — P(V)
denotes the defining projection. Given p = (p, [L]) € X, we apply this
taking V = VF/V,E to obtain for v € V; a homomorphism &, : [L] —
VE/RL & V,E).

Recall from Proposition f.2 that every element of 77 B is of the
form b*c for some 0 € TyE N (ReL)*, and from Theorem [[] that
(bs)"Y(V,E) is a codimension 1 subspace of V;B. Direct calculation in
local coordinates gives the following:

Proposition 4.3. Let p = (p,[L]) € ¥ and let 0 € TyE N (ReL)*.
Then
1. Eb*o(Lla Lg) = Eg(b*Ll, b*Lg), Zf either
(a) Ly, Ly € (b)) (V,E), or
(b) o€ TpOM and Ly, Ly € VI}B
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2. Lyo(Ly,v) =10(Re&,(bsLy)), for
Ly € (b.) ' (RL®V,E) and v € Vj.

In 1.(a), the Levi form on the right hand side of 1. is that of F, while
in 1.(b) it is that of M. Observe that the right hand side of 1. is not
defined for general ¢ € TyE N (ReL)* and Ly, L, € V;B. On the
right hand side of 2., we view b,L; € [L] as usual as determined up
to addition of an element of V,E. Also, o denotes the induced linear
functional on Re(V?/(RL & V,E)) C T,E/(RRe L + ReV,E).

From either 1. or 2., one concludes that £5(L,,v) = 0 if ¢ € T3 B,
v € CVp, and Ly € (b)) Y(V,E). In particular, Ls(vy,v2) = 0 for
v1,v2 € CVj. (This latter is of course immediate from the fact that V/
is an integrable subbundle of T'Y.) Also, it follows from 1.(b) that for
o € TyM, one has Ly-;(Ly,v) = 0 for v € CV; and for all L, € V;B.
However, if & € T35 B\b*(T,) M), then from 2. one sees that L5(Ly,v) # 0
for some L; € V3B and v € Vj. Thus for any ¢ € T; B\ b*(T; M), it is
the case that L; is an indefinite Hermitian form on V;B.

The blow-up can be used to prove regularity theorems like those of
the previous section. The geometry is particularly nice when one has
solutions on two opposite wedges in M, with boundary values which
agree on the edge. The solutions lift to solutions on B defined on op-
posite sides of the hypersurface ¥, and the fact the boundary values
agree implies that one obtains a solution in a full neighborhood of a
point of ¥. Therefore the results of [BCT]] and [J can be applied on
B, and the conclusions then reinterpreted on M. Consider for example
Corollary B.2. The relevant fact on B is derived above: L; is an indefi-
nite Hermitian form on V;B for any 6 € T3 B\ b*(T; M). According to
Theorem 6.1 of [BCT], it follows that WF?F(u) C b*(Ty M) for any so-
lution v on B. This can be easily reinterpreted on M to give Corollary
B.2. Similarly, one can prove two-sided versions of Theorems and
B.g by passing to B. For Theorem B.3, one uses again Theorem 6.1 of
[BCT]], but now applied to & € b*(T; M). For Theorem B.6, one uses
Chang’s theorem on B. Observe that often the relevant information
on B is observed at one higher order than on M. Results for solutions
on one-sided wedges in M reduce to the case of a noncharacteristic
hypersurface boundary on B, for which Theorem [.1] can be applied.
However, for both one- and two-sided wedges it seems ultimately more
efficient to argue directly on M as in the previous sections of this paper.
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