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Bounded H_.-Calculus for Differential Operators
on Conic Manifolds with Boundary

S. Coriasco, E. Schrohe, and J. Seiler

ABSTRACT. We derive conditions that ensure the existence of a bounded H -calculus in weighted
Lp-Sobolev spaces for closed extensions Ap of a differential operator A on a conic manifold with
boundary, subject to differential boundary conditions T'. In general, these conditions ask for a
particular pseudodifferential structure of the resolvent (A — AT)*1 in a sector A C C. In case of
the minimal extension they reduce to parameter-ellipticity of the boundary value problem (?)

Examples concern the Dirichlet and Neumann Laplacians.
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1. Introduction

Establishing the existence of a bounded H.-calculus is an important tool in the modern analysis
of nonlinear partial differential equations. The H-calculus was introduced by McIntosh in [T8].
We refer the reader to Denk, Hieber, Priiss [5] or Kunstmann, Weis [I7] for recent and extensive
surveys.

Let A: D(A) CY — Y be a closed and densely defined operator in a Banach space Y. In the
sequel, A = A(#) will denote a sector

(1.1) A=AB)={A=re”|r>0,0<p<2r—0}, 0<O<m,

in the complex plane. By H = H () we denote the space of all holomorphic functions C\ A — C

for which |f(A\)| < c(|A]° + |A|79)~! for some § > 0. If A\ {0} is contained in the resolvent set of
1
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A and |AMX— A)~!| z(y) is uniformly bounded on A\ {0}, then

1

(1.2) f(A) = i o TN —=A)"1a), feH,

converges absolutely and defines an element in £(Y'). By definition, the operator A has a bounded
H-calculus with respect to C \ A, if

(1.3) If(Alleyy <M flle  VSeH

with a constant M not depending on f € H (here, ||f]lc denotes the supremum norm of f). The
name H-calculus originates from the fact that (IL3) then allows the definition of f(A) in L(Y)
for any bounded holomorphic function f on C\ A. In particular, the choice of f(\) = A\ ¢t € R,
implies the boundedness of purely imaginary powers, A* € £(Y), and ||A*| < Melt? for all t € R.
Establishing ([L3) requires a thorough understanding of the resolvent of A that goes well beyond
proving the boundedness of [[A(A — A) 7| z(v).

In view of its importance for nonlinear parabolic equations, there is a vast literature concerned
with the question of the existence of a bounded H,-calculus for operators A in quite different
contexts. For example, Amann, Hieber, Simonett [I] treat differential operators on R™ and on
compact manifolds with little regularity in the coefficients; Duong in [8] considers boundary value
problems on smooth manifolds, extending Seeley’s work [24] on bounded imaginary powers; Denk,
Dore, Hieber, Priiss, and Venni [6] then investigate boundary value problems of little regularity;
in [9], Escher and Seiler consider the Dirichlet-Neumann operator for domains of low regularity;
[3] shows boundedness of the imaginary powers for differential operators on manifolds with conical
singularities.

In the present paper we study realizations (i.e. closed extensions) A, of a u-th order cone differential
operator A subject to lower order differential boundary conditions 7' on a manifold ID with conical
singularities, where the boundary value problem (é) is assumed to be Shapiro-Lopatinskii elliptic.
More precisely (for an explanation of the following notation see Section B), we consider A as an
unbounded operator in a weighted L,-space 7—[277(ID), E) of sections of a vector bundle E, initially
defined on a space of smooth sections that vanish under the boundary condition 7. In general, A
will have a large number of closed extensions with domain contained in H»7(D, E)r, the space of
sections of smoothness p vanishing under 7. We let A} denote one of these extensions. All closed
extensions can be described explicitly, cf. [4].

In Theorem EZl we show that A, admits a bounded Hso-calculus provided the resolvent of A;

has the structure of an element of (a version of) the parameter-dependent cone calculus for pseu-

A
dodifferential boundary value problems. In Section B we next establish conditions on (T) which
are more easily verified and guarantee that the resolvent of the minimal extension A7 iy has the

desired structure. In essence, these conditions ask for the invertibility of all parameter-dependent

principal symbols associated with ( T ), for then the cone calculus developed by Schulze (see
e.g. [I5] for a presentation) allows the construction of a parametrix which yields the resolvent to
A7 min. Based on the results on resolvents of closed extensions of cone differential operators in
[10], [1T] by Gil, Krainer, and Mendoza, in [16] by Krainer, and in [22], we expect to obtain such
natural conditions also for extensions different from the minimal one. This analysis, however, is

not the focus of the present paper.
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In Section @ we apply these results to the minimal extension of the Laplacian on a manifold with
straight conical singularity, subject to Dirichlet or Neumann conditions. We find conditions on the
dimension of D and on the weight v such that Ap min and Ay min in 7—[277(11))) satisfy all the above
assumptions. As a consequence, we derive maximal regularity for the associated initial boundary
value problem.

2. Differential operators on smooth manifolds with boundary
In this section we want to recall classical results of [23], [24] and [8] on the resolvent of differential
operators on manifolds with boundary and their H.-calculus.
In the following let A be a differential operator of positive order i € N on a smooth manifold with
boundary X, acting on sections into a vector bundle F,
A: C*°(X,E) — C®(X,E).
Moreover, let T' = (Tp,...,T,—1) be a tuple of (normal) boundary conditions, i.e.
Tj = Y0 © Bj : COO(X, E) — C°°(6X, Fj);

here, the B; are differential operators of order 1 — j acting from sections into F to sections into
some hermitian vector bundle F; and g is the operator of restriction to the boundary of X. It is
allowed that some of the F}; are zero dimensional, i.e. the corresponding boundary condition T} is
void.

For a function space F on X let us set
Fr={ueF|Tu=0},

provided application of T to elements of F makes sense. Let us now consider A as the unbounded
operator

(2.1) A: C(X,E)r C Ly(X,E) — Ly(X, E)

with (a fixed) 1 < p < oo. If the boundary value problem (?) is (Shapiro-Lopatinskii) elliptic,
the closure Ar of this operator can be shown to be defined by the action of A on the domain

(2.2) D(Ar) = H'(X, E)r.

2.1. Elements of Boutet de Monvel’s calculus for boundary value problems. In [2]

Boutet de Monvel introduced a pseudodifferential calculus on manifolds with boundary which al-

. . e A . .
lowed the construction of parametrices to elliptic problems (T) . This calculus has a corresponding
parameter-dependent version, some of whose elements we describe now. For a short presentation
see for example [4].

Let ¥ C C be a closed sector with vertex in the origin. We recall the definition of the space
B"9(X;%, E), v € R, of operator-families on X,

(2.3) A(n) = Py(n) + G(n),

depending on 7 € ¥ as parameter. The first term is a pseudodifferential operator

Py(n) =ry P(n) ey;
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here, e : C*°(X,E) — C*(2X,2F) denotes the operator of extending sections on X by zero to
sections on the double 2X (or any other smooth closed manifold containing X as submanifold),
while 71 : C*(2X,2E) — C*(X, E) is the operator of restriction. P(n) is a classical, parameter-
dependent pseudodifferential operator of order v on 2X. Furthermore it is required that P(n)
satisfies the transmission condition with respect to 0X. Since differential operators as well as their

parametrices always satisfy the transmission condition, we shall skip the details.

The second term on the right-hand side of (23)) belongs to BE’O(X;E,E), the space of (sin-
gular) Green operators. Modulo reqularizing operators, i.e. integral operators having a kernel in
S(3,C° (X x X)), each Green operator is localized in a collar neighborhood of the boundary. By
standard use of a partition of unity on X, this localized part is determined by operators on the
half space R? = {(z',2,,) | 2’ € R"™!, z,, > 0} of the form

op'(d)(1) : C2Xp (B, C7) — (R}, CY), g =dimE,

defined by

(2.4) (o @) (wt) = [ &5, )(F, ) €9 dsde
with a symbol kernel

(2.5) d(x, & m; 5,t) = d(, & n; [§, m)s, (€, m]t),

where d is a (¢ X g)-matrix whose components are symbols
(2.6) dij(z,&,m;5,t) € SETH R xR x 8, S8Ry x Ry)).

In Z3) and the sequel, [£,7)] denotes a smoothed norm function, i.e. a smooth positive function in
(&,7) that coincides with |(&, n)| outside the unit ball. Roughly speaking, op’(d) acts as an integral
operator with smooth kernel in the direction normal to the boundary, while it is a pseudodifferential
operator of order v in the tangential direction.

Both Bé’O(X; ¥, E) and B*9(X; X, E) are Fréchet spaces in a natural way, since the spaces of local

symbols and symbol kernels as well as the regularizing operators carry Fréchet topologies.

2.2. Parameter-ellipticity and the resolvent of Ap. Let A = A(f) be a sector in C as
introduced in (). We shall call Ap, cf. @) and &3), (parameter-)elliptic with respect to A if
two conditions are satisfied. First, the principal symbol of A has no spectrum in A for non-zero

covariables, i.e. in local coordinates,

(2.7) det (A — 0% (A)(2,€) £0 VO # (£, € RE x A.

The second condition is the invertibility of the boundary symbol of ( TA); in local coordinates
(2’, ) near the boundary of X this means that, for fixed (z/,£’, \),

A~ oh(A).0.€. Dy,) o S®+C)
i : S(R,CY — &)
(700 03(B,)".0.€'.Ds,)) e
7=0,...,p0—1 Cmo @...@Cm“_l
is an isomorphism whenever (¢',A) # 0. Here, m; = dim F; and -y denotes evaluation at 0 of
functions on R,. Now let

(2.8) Y =%0,un) = {n =5 | 5>0,
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Then ¥ is a sector and A = {n* | n € B} for A as in ([TJ).
THEOREM 2.1. Let At be elliptic with respect to A. Then
A= Ar: HY(X,E)p C Ly(X, E) — Ly(X, E)

is invertible for large X\ € A and there exists an operator-family Py (n) + G(n) € B~*%(X;3, E)
such that, for large n € 3,
(" = Ar) ™ = Pi(n) + G(n).

This theorem was essentially proven by Seeley [23] but without using the ‘language’ of Boutet de

Monvel’s calculus. For other proofs we refer to [12] and [13].

COROLLARY 2.2. If Ay is elliptic with respect to A then there exists a constant ¢, > 0 such that
for all large A € A

1
-1
[(A= A7) L, x.p) < cp B
Using the above resolvent structure, [24] shows the existence of bounded imaginary powers, while

8] proves a bounded H.-calculus:

THEOREM 2.3. If At is elliptic with respect to A then there exists a constant ¢ > 0 such that Ar+c
has a bounded H o -calculus with respect to C\ A (simultaneously for all 1 < p < 00).

3. Boundary value problems on conic manifolds

The main objective of this section is the description of boundary value problems on a manifold
with conical singularities and of a parameter-dependent Boutet de Monvel calculus adapted to this

situation. For simplicity we shall confine the description to the case of one conical singularity.

3.1. Cone differential operators. Let int D be an (n+ 1)-dimensional riemannian manifold
with boundary having a cylindrical end, i.e. there exists a compact subset C' such that int D\ C is
isometric to the product ]0,1[ x X for a smooth compact (not necessarily connected) riemannian
manifold X with boundary. We fix the coordinate in ]0, 1] in such a way that every neighborhood
of C in intD has nonempty intersection with |1,1[ x X. We complete int D with the help of the
riemannian metric. If D is the resulting space, then D\ C can be identified with [0, 1] x X. We next
denote by int B the boundary of int D and by B its completion in the metric inherited from int D.
Then B\ C' can be identified with [0,1] x 0X and B itself is a smooth manifold with boundary.
In the sequel, a vector bundle over D will be a smooth hermitian vector bundle over int D such
that Ejo1[xx is isometric to the pull-back under the canonical projection ]0,1[ x X — X of a
hermitian bundle Ey over X.

That we call D a manifold with conical singularity is due to the class of differential operators
we consider on it. A p-th order differential operator A on intD with smooth coefficients, acting

between sections of F, is called a cone differential operator if
2 , ;
(3.1) A=t"">"a;(t)(—td), a; € C*([0,1[, Dift" 7 (X; Ep)),
§=0

on ]0,1[ x X; here we use the canonical coordinates (¢, ) with 0 < ¢ < 1, z € X, and Diff*(X; E)
denotes the space of k-th order differential operators on X with smooth coefficients, acting between

sections of Ey.
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3.2. Function spaces. We first introduce some function spaces on D (the corresponding
spaces on B are obtained analogously). Patching together two copies of I, we obtain a smooth
manifold with boundary 2D containing D). Let w be an arbitrary fixed cut-off function on D (ex-
tended by 1 to 2DD).

DEFINITION 3.1. Let v € R. Then C*Y(D) denotes the space of all smooth functions u for which
(1 —w)u € C>*(2D) and

(3.2) ¢t 7 (log t)* (t0y) (wu)(t, )
is a bounded function on 0, 1[ with values in C*°(X) for all k,l € Ng. Moreover, we set

¢==(D) = ,="(D).

DEFINITION 3.2. For s € No, v € R, and 1 < p < oo, we let H,V (D) be the space of all functions
u such that (1 —w)u € Hy(2D) and

2 (10,) 0% (wu) (t,2) € Lp(J0,1[ x X, %dz)  Vi+|a| <s,

where dx refers to some metric on the manifold with boundary X .

These definitions naturally extend to sections into F and to real numbers s (however, we shall only
need the case of nonnegative integers). Then we write C>*7(DD, £), C***>°(D, E), and H3" (D, E).

3.3. Elliptic boundary value problems. Let A be a p-th order cone differential operator
on D as described in the introduction,

A: C®(D,E) — C>*>(D, E),
and T' = (Ty,...,T,—1) be a tuple of (normal) boundary conditions, i.e.
(33) Tj =70 © Bj : COO’OO(D, E) — COO’OO(B, Fj)

with cone differential operators B; of order j, and 7o being the operator of restriction to the
boundary B of D. Setting F' = Fy @ ... ® F,—1 we thus have

" Co (D, E)
(3.4) <T> L %D, E) —  ® .
Co (B, F)

A
Let us shortly sketch what D-ellipticity of (T) means; for details we refer to Section 3.2 of [M].
First, A is elliptic on intD in the standard sense, i.e. the principal symbol cer(A) is everywhere
(i.e. for non-zero covariables) invertible. In the splitting of coordinates (¢, z) € ]0,1] x X near t = 0

we have
ol (A)(t,x,7,8) =t é}ag*j(aj)(t,x,g)(—m)j.

Observe a characteristic “degenerate” structure: There is the singular factor ¢~# and the covariable
7 appears only in the form ¢7. Removing this degeneracy and freezing the coefficients in t = 0 we
obtain the so-called rescaled symbol

ay, (A)( xTﬁzZZ: 0,2, 6)(—iT).
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We require this symbol to be invertible for all x and (7, &) # 0. Since (?) is a usual boundary value
problem on int D, we may associate with it the standard principal boundary symbol. Ellipticity asks
the invertibility of this symbol. Since the boundary conditions are also given by cone differential
operators, the boundary symbol again has a degenerate structure. Removing the degeneracy and
freezing coefficients in ¢ = 0 yields the rescaled boundary symbol which is also required to be
invertible.

3.4. Realizations of A with respect to T'. For a function space F on D we use again the
notation Fr = {u € F | Tu = 0}. Let us now consider the unbounded operator

(3.5) A: Co®(D,E)r C 1)V (D,E) — HY'(D, E)

with v € Rand 1 < p < oo (it would be more precise to write A, ;, but for convenience we exclude
. A\ . e .
~ and p from the notation). We shall assume that (T) is D-elliptic in the sense of Section

We write A7 min for the closure of A and define A7 max by the action of A on the space
D(Armax) = {u € Hi (D, E)r | Au € 1) (D, E)}.

By abuse of notation, A7 max is not the true maximal extension of A, but it is the largest one that
still ‘feels’ the boundary condition T'. The closed extensions between the minimal and the maximal
are usually called the realizations of A with respect to T. In [4], Theorem 5.12, we have shown:

THEOREM 3.3. There exists a finite dimensional space € = Ear C C°Y(D, E) of smooth functions
on intD such that

D(A7max) = D(A7,min) & €.
As a consequence, any realization A} is determined by a subspace £ of &, i.e.
D(Ar) = D(Ar,min) ® €.
In [] we also have characterized the domain of the closure, namely
D(Agmin) = {u € O HETH=5(D, E)r | Au € HY7 (D, E) }.

In particular, HiY (D, E)p C D(A7,min) C HiYT#5(D, E)r for any € > 0. If in addition Ay is
conormally elliptic with respect to the weight v + p, see (E3) in Section [l for an explanation, we
even have

(3.6) D(Armin) = HETH(D, E)r.

3.5. Parameter-dependent operators. A generalization of Boutet de Monvel’s calculus to
boundary value problems on manifolds with conical singularities was introduced in [20] and [21].
A corresponding parameter-dependent version can be found e.g. in [I5]. We give here a somewhat
simplified presentation of some of the elements of this calculus, focusing on the structures that
are necessary for the description of resolvents. For convenience, we shall assume E = C, since the
general case is a straightforward extension of this situation.
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3.5.1. Green operators. With X := R, x X and for v € R let us set
(3.7) HOV(XN) = Ly(X" 15 0P de gy — 7=555 [ (X", L),
(3.8) Sy (XM ={ueC®(X") | wu e C®?(D) and (1 — w)u € S(R,C>®(X))}.
The latter is a Fréchet space in a natural way.

Let X be a closed subsector of C with vertex in 0 and v,y € R. Then we denote by RZ;’O(XA; 2.7)
the space of all operator families G(7), n € X, such that

(Gmu)(t,2) = (k(n t,2), W) 00y n =/XA k(nst, o, ¢/, 2" )u(t', )t dt' da

where the integral kernel k has the form

(3.9) k(n;t,z,t' ") = k(n; [n)t, , [n]t’, ")
with
(310) f];(’f], ta €T, tlv ZE/) € SV+1’L+1 (Zv Sg+€ (X(/;,w)) ®ﬂ' SO—’Y"‘E (X(/;/@/)))

for some € > 0 (depending on G).

3.5.2. Mellin pseudodifferential operators. For 8 € Rlet I's = {z € C | Rez = }. We denote
by MBV’O(X; ¥), v € R, the space of all functions h: 'y x ¥ — B*%(X) such that

h(B+it,n) € B"°(X;R, x %)

(cf. Section Tl with parameter space R x ¥ instead of ¥). A Mellin symbolis a function h = h(t, 5+
1_

iT,m) € C®(Ry, M[';’O(X; Y)); it induces the Mellin pseudodifferential operator opZ, " (h)(n) :

Coomp(X") = C(X") by

oo

(op3; (h)(m)u) (1) = / EPTh(t, B + i) (Mu)(B + i) dr:

— 00

here we have identified C*°(X") with C*°(R4,C*(X)), and M denotes the Mellin transform, i.e.
(Mu)(z) = / t7u(t) & for z € C.
0

3.5.3. The full class and a norm estimate. We define C*'°(D;X,~) with v < 0 and v € R as
the set of all operator-families A(n) of the form

(311) AW =00 {7 op}; ¥ (M)(m) +G0) | o1 + (1= 03) Pn) (1 = 0) + G (),

where 0 € C,,,,([0, 1]) are cut-off functions and

a) h(t,z,n) = E(t, z,tn) with he CO"(EJN Mﬁiv(X; %)), cf. Section B0
b) P(n) € B»°(2D;X), cf. Section 211
c) G(n) € RZO(XA; 3, 7), cf. Section BRTl

d) Gy € S(E,E(H;’V(D),HEIW(D))) foralll1 <p<ooands,s € R with s> -1+ %.
Initially, each such operator is defined on smooth functions, i.e. A(n) : C,,,(int D) — C*°(int D),

comp

where multiplications by o1 and og are viewed as operators Co,,,(intD) — CZ5,,(X") and

CoSmp (X)) = Coomp(int D), respectively. Similarly, 1 — o3 and 1 — 04 act between smooth functions

on D and 2D.
Let A(n) € C*°(D; %, ~) as in BII). We deduce from (Z3) that there is a decomposition of & as

(3.12) h(t, 25+ — v + i) = pe(t,7,m) + g(t, 7,m)
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where ¢t — p(t, 7,7n) is a smooth (up to ¢ = 0) family of parameter-dependent pseudodifferential op-
erators of order v on 2X with parameter space R x 3, while g(¢, 7, 1) belongs to C*®(R., Bé’O(X; R x

¥)). In local coordinates,

(3.13) By (.7, m) = op, (@)(t,7.m) with @(t,,7,€,m) € S4(Ey x R x RET x %)

and! §(t,7,7m) is defined via a symbol kernel

(3'14) d(tv xlv T, Slv 5 U, U) = d(tv xlv T, 5/7 Uk [7—7 5/’ 77]“, [7—7 5/7 77]”)
with
(3.15) d(t, ', 7, myu,v) € ST Ry x R X RE, oy x B8Ry x Ry)).

The non-local, smoothing terms arising are as above in d).

THEOREM 3.4. Let A(n) € CYO(D;%,7), v < 0. Then A(n) extends for each n to a bounded

operator in HB’V(D) and there exists a constant ¢, > 0 such that
”A(n)HL(Hg”(D)) <cp ()" Vel

PROOF. The proof is a combination of that for the boundaryless case (cf. Proposition 1 in [3])
and the results of [T4] on the L,-continuity of operators from Boutet’s calculus. To give an idea, we
shall derive the desired norm estimate for the operator oot~ op,, * () o1 with g(t,7,m) = g(r, )
as in (BI2) (the t-independence of g can always be reached by a tensor product argument). By
conjugation with t-powers, it is no restriction to assume that v = (n+1)(3 — %) With this choice
of v, we have H)7(X") = L,(X",t"dtdx) and the operators

Ko € E(HS’V(XA)), defined by (k,u)(t, z) = g%lu(gt,x),
provide bijective isometries for each ¢ > 0. Moreover, defining (Su)(r,z) = e(z2 =V u(e~", z) for
functions u on X”\, we obtain an isometric isomorphism

S HP(X") — Ly(R x X, drdz).
Thus we are done if we can prove that
(m™ ||S"$<:,1> ™ opas 2 (9)() Ky ST e, ®xx,drdz)) < Cps

uniformly in 7). Now note that conjugation of opXJ% (9)(n) by K,y amounts to replacing g(t, z, 1) by
g(#, 2,1), and conjugation with S transforms a Mellin operator on X”* with symbol h(t, "TH —v+
i7) into a pseudodifferential operator on R x X with symbol a(r, 0) = h(e™", "TH —7v+1ip). Passing
to the local situation, cf. (BId) and ([BIH), we have to show that ||op’(do)(n)
the symbol kernel

HL(L,,(@K“)) < ¢, for

dO(ra xl? TJ 6/7 77; u? U) = erlld(xlﬂ TJ 6/7 ei’r(;’:]]_>; [TJ 6/7 ei’r%]u? [TJ 6/7 eir%]”)?

see ([Z4) for the definition of op’. By a straightforward calculation,
[ Do DL DI DI DY Desdo(r, ', 7,6 50, 0)| 2z i) < € (€)1

1By definition, S} (Ry x R? x szg) x X) denotes the space of all functions b that are smooth on Ry x R? x
(o3

R!*™ % 3 satisfy there uniform estimates \8%858(7_ ¢ n)b(t’ z,7,&,m)| < c(T,&,n)Vﬁ\a‘ for any order of derivatives

(7,8)
and that have asymptotic expansions into components that are positively homogeneous in (7, &, 7).
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uniformly in (r,2’,7,&,n). Now Theorem 4.1.(5) in [I4] gives the continuity of op’(dp)(n) in
L, (EZH), with operator norm uniformly bounded in 7. O

The local symbols a in I3) are defined for (7,£,1) € R x . The symbols that arise in the
analysis of resolvents extend — holomorphically in 1 — to larger subsets of C. We shall need this
property in particular for the principal part and define a corresponding class:

DEFINITION 3.5. For co > 0 let Qr ¢y = {n € C| |n| > co(1,£)}. The set CK:)?(D;E,’V) consists
of all operator-families A(n) € C*°(D;X%,v) such that the local symbols a from BILJ) admit a
decomposition a = ag + a1 with the following properties:

a) ao extends holomorphically to n € Q;¢) (for some co) and satisfies the estimates
(3.16) 0108808 Go(t, x, 7, €,m)| < ¢ (r &,myr~F 11
uniformly in (1,€) € R¥™ and n € Qr.e) UX for any order of derivatives,

b) ai(t,z,7,&,m) € SRy x R? x Réjg) X X,).

For the pseudodifferential symbols of P(n) in BII) we require the corresponding structure.

4. H.,-calculus of cone differential operators

The aim of this section is to prove the following theorem:

THEOREM 4.1. If the resolvent set of the realization Ap contains {\ € A | |\| > R} for some R > 0
and there exists an A(n) € C~*0(D; X, v) such that

(" —Ap) ' =A(m) V|| >RV,

then there exists a constant ¢ > 0 such that ¢ + Ap admits a bounded H-calculus with respect to
C\ A (simultaneously for all 1 < p < 00).

Before going into details, let us give an outline of the proof. In large parts it follows the proof of
Theorem 5.1 in [3], where we showed the existence of bounded imaginary powers for operators on

conic manifolds without boundary.

By replacing from the very beginning the differential operator A by ¢+ A we can assume that the
resolvent set contains all of A and

An) = (n* — Ap) "t € CTHO(D; B, ).

We then show that A, itself has a bounded H-calculus. Let us remark that, for f € H,
flr) = | SO =)A= [ FOr) Al do

Inserting the explicit formula for A(n), cf. (BI), we obtain four integrals over the boundary of
Y which have to be estimated from above by M||f||s with a constant M independent of f € H,

cf. (C3).

Obviously, the integral associated with G (n) can be estimated as desired, since n* LGy (n) is

f
oA

reapidly decreasing in 7, hence integrable.

For the integral associated with (1 — o)P(n)(1 — 1) we can apply Theorem E33 since away from
the singularity the Sobolev spaces and operator classes coincide with the usual ones on the smooth
manifold with boundary 2ID.
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In Propositions EE3 B2l and we shall treat the term
(A1) oo [ Jarytropy; Fmyn dnoy = oy f (oot [ f) h(n) T dn)on.

o5 o5

First, however, we shall study the term induced by G(n). To this end note that multiplication
by a cut-off function o € €5,,([0,1[) induces continuous operators H37(D) — Ho7(X") and
H) V(X)) = H) (D), cf. B). Thus it suffices to show the following:

PROPOSITION 4.2. Let G(n) € R (X";%,~) and Gy = 00/ fMGm)n"~tdnoy for f € H.
%
Then Gy € L(H)Y(X™)), and there exists a constant M, > 0 such that

(4.2) Gt zaom (xry) < Mpllflle ¥V f € H.

PROOF. By conjugation with ¥ we can assume that v = 0. Due to the symmetry of 9% and
the fact that n*~1G(n) is integrable on compact parts of 9%, we may confine ourselves to the
integration over the set

Cz{gem|1§g<oo}.

According to Section BRIl G(n) is an integral operator (with respect to the scalar product in
HS’O(X N)). Suppressing, for notational simplicity, the dependence on the variables z, 2/, the kernel
of G(n), In| > 11is k(n,t,s) = k(n,|n|t, |n| s), where, for some € > 0,

E(n,t,s) € STHHU(E) @, S5H(XM) @ S5(XM).
Then Gy the an integral operator with kernel

(4.3) k¢(t,s) = oo(t) or(s /f k(n,t,s)n" " dn.

Writing k(n,t,s) = (x(£) + (1 — x)(£)k(n,t,5)(x(s) + (1 — x)(s)) with the characteristic function
x of [0,1], the proposition will be true, if we can show that in each one of the four cases

(4.4) ki t.5) = 20001 () | 1 Vel Okt 5)xal )

(45) kp(ts) = oolt) o (s /f Xl Ok(n.t,5) (1 = X) (| s) =" di
(4.6) ks (t:9) = oo(®) 1 (s) [ £ =0l Okt 5ol )
(4.7) ky(t.5) = 2001 () [ 1)1 =) Okl 5)(1 =)l ) "

the associated integral operators satisfies ([E2). To begin with case [Ed]) we use the fact that, for

some fixed € > 0,
n+1

(1,8, 8)| < el 2 e
uniformly in n € C and ¢,s > 0, cf. (B8) and Z). Then

_ntl _nt1 <
ks (. 5)| < cllflloc o0(t) on(s)t™ > 55772 +E/ 0~ x(et)x(es) de
1

2e
c . 11 _n#l _nl
< ||f||oo2—5 min (?;) oo(t)o1(s)t™ 2 teg— o te,
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Since the factor o= ao(t) 1(s) can be estimated from above by a constant, it remains to consider the
kernel ¢~ +5~ "3+ min(L, 112, Because this kernel is symmetric in s and ¢, indeed it suffices
to treat

_ndl__ _ng1
t— 2 “fsT =2 tf s <t

(4.8) k(t,s) =
0 15>t

Recalling the Hardy inequality

/OOO (/Otg(S)dS)pt_l‘r dt < (2)” /OOO g dt,

which holds for any non-negative function g on Ry and r > 0 (cf. [26], Lemma 3.14, page 196),
and denoting by G the integral operator with kernel ), we have

o0 o0 P niy1 o0 t n—1 p
n 5=p—1 _ —5—t¢ —1—pe
Ul g0 < /O (/O K(t.s)|u(s)] s7ds) dt /O (/O S ()| ds) 1 d
2\’ = 1 Pl IP
<(&) | WP = () el 0

which completes the proof for the case Q). The proofs for the cases [EX), L) and ) can be
obtained similarly, cf. [3]. O

Let us now turn our attention to the analysis of (). We make use of the structure of h as
described in (B13), BId), BIH), and Definition Then we have to handle two terms involving
ap and a1, and a term coming from the symbol kernel d.

Let us recall that any Mellin symbol h € MSY(Ry x R™ x I'g x R™), i.e. any smooth function
satisfying, for any order of derivatives,

|(604) k02 DL O h(t, m, B+ iT, €)| < e (r, €)7o,
induces continuous operators from H;’HTH_B(RJF xRY) to Hp _B(RJr x R}).
PROPOSITION 4.3. Let a; € ST 1Ry x R™ x R1™ x X)) be compactly supported in (t,z) and
hyltoo, 25t =y ar ) =t | f") @t 27 & tm) " d

with f € H. This defines a symbol hy € MS™H(Ry x R™ x FnT-H_,Y x R™) and the symbol estimates
of | fIzt hy are uniform in 0 # f € H. Consequently,

||OpX/;70p+(hf)||L(Hg‘“’(]R+ xR%)) < Mp[[fllso VfeH

for a suitable constant M, > 0.

PrOOF. Without loss of generality, we consider the case v = ”T“ We have to show that
(4.9) 107 (600)* 02 07 hp (¢, i, €)] (7, )| £
is uniformly bounded for t > 0, x € R™, 7 € R and 0 # f € H. Observing that t0;t* = ut* and

tat (Zil (ta z, iTa 57 tn)) = (tatal)(ta Zz, 7;7—7 57 7577) + (nanal)(ta Zz, 7;7—7 57 7577);



H..-CALCULUS FOR CONE DIFFERENTIAL OPERATORS 13

we see that the totally characteristic derivative gives rise to terms of the same type as a;. Since
the derivatives with respect to x, 7 and £ can be taken under the integral sign, we may assume
from the beginning that @; € S~ 177(Ry x R™ x R+ x %) and show that

g (t, 2,07, €)] < (T &) 7 || flloo
uniformly in ¢ > 0, z € R"® and f € H. By hypothesis, we have
+o0 .
|hy(t,z,im, €] < Cllflloot“/ (r,&t0) " ¢ do,
0

The transformation ¢ = t~1(7, £)o together with the identity (7,&, (,€) o) = (1,€) (o) yields

\hy(t,z,im,6)| < ¢ flloo /0 m (r, &) T ()T T () ot (7€) do

. ptoo
<elfle 87 [ (o) o
This finishes the proof. O

PROPOSITION 4.4. Let ag € S™H(Ry x R® x R'™ x X)) be as described in Definition with
compact (t, z)-support. Define

hy(t, o, 252 —y +ir, &) =t* [ f(n")ao(t,, 7,& tn)n* " dn
ox

with f € H. Then hy € MSY(Ry x R" x Fopr ) R™), and the symbol estimates of || f||2 hy are
uniform in 0 # f € H. Therefore, for a suitable constant M, > 0,

”OpX;iOp-i-(hf)”L(Hgv‘*(uhxﬁi)) < My ||flloo VfeH.

Proor. It is sufficient to show the symbol estimate for hy; the estimates for derivatives of h
are obtained similarly, arguing as in the proof of Proposition BZ1 The change of variables  + t~1n
yields

(4.10) hy(t,w, 2t =y +im, &) = | ft™ n")ao(t, @, 7,&m) "~ dn.
0%

Let us now denote by C(;¢) the natural parametrization of the boundary of {n € C\ X | || <
co (1,€)}, where ¢q is associated with @ as in Definition BEHl As the integrand in {I0), for fixed
(t,x,7,&), is holomorphic in 7 outside X U {|n| < co (7,€)} and decays there as || =1~ for some
e > 0 (recall the decay property of functions in H), we may replace the integration over 9% in
[ETD) by integration over C,¢) and obtain

sty @, 22—y +i7,€)] < ¢ flloo length(Cir)) (1,6) 7" (1, )" < cl|f]loo

since the length of C(; ¢) is less than (2 + 27)co (7, ). O

PROPOSITION 4.5. Let d be a symbol kernel as in BI), BIH), with compact support in (t,z').
Define, for f € H, the symbol kernel

hy(t, o', 25—y +i7, &5 u,0) = t* s f)d(t, 2 7, & u,0)n~ dn.
Then there exists a constant My, > 0 such that

(4-11) HOP’](;iOp/(hf)||L(H2v‘*(]g+><ﬁi)) < M, ||f||oo VfeH.
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PROOF. Without loss of generality, y = %41 — 2. For this choice H)"7 (R ¢ xR}) = Ly(Ry xR?).

We are now going to show that

<7_, €/>—k—\0¢|

k 5o 198 N I
(4.12) 10708/ (10:) 0, by (L, 2", 5 + i1, &5 u,v)| < cf[ flloo o

for any k,l € Ng and o, 5 € Ngil. It is enough to consider the case k =1 =0 and a = 8 = 0, since
the terms for higher order derivatives are of the same kind, cf. the proof of Proposition

Inserting the explicit form of d, cf. BId), we obtain
hyt, o), 2 i, u) =t | fop)d(a, & s [€, 7 tnlu, [, 7, o) ()"~ dn.
0%

Since [-] ~ (-) and d is rapidly decreasing in (u,v), hence in u + v, we can estimate
hy(t, 2, 2 4 im, & u,0)] < el flloo / (o)~ ((u+v) (€, 7, 0t)) ™" (€', 0t) " tdo
0

= CIIflloo/Ooo o' {(u+v) (1,€) (o)) 7 ()T (7€) do

for the last identity we made use of the change of variables o = t~! (7, ¢’) 0. The change of variables
r=(u+v)(r,&) (1 + o) then yields

[hs(t ', 5 +im & u0)| < CIIflloo/O o' {(u+0) (1,€) (140)) 7 (@) 7" (7,€) do

u

1 RaRR
<elflogms [ 07 ar

i.e. @IJ). Using the continuity of the Hilbert transform,

u|—>Hu:/ @ds tLp(Ry) — Lp(Ry),
o T8

and the L,(R™)-continuity of standard zero order pseudodifferential operators, assertion (I is
obtained as follows: Let us write for short y = (¢, ") and op, = 0Py £ 0P, Then, for ¢ = p(u,y) €
(650 (R+ X Rﬁ),

comp

(op};  on/ (hy)e) () = / ™ (opy (g (s 0))0) (0,) do,

and therefore

o0 (b)) < [ [ ([ lomythstuoo)uslar)” dyc

0
< [T ([ 1ovgthstuope) e ag) ") au

The second estimate is due to Minkowski’s inequality for integrals. Thus

oo oo 1 p
oo (el cmgy <€l [ (| g ool ny o)

p p _ D P
<Al | eI, oy ne ) 0= I g

This finishes the proof. O
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5. Parameter-ellipticity of the minimal extension

In Theorem ETl we showed the existence of a bounded Hoo-calculus for a closed extension Arp,
assuming that the resolvent exists in the sector A and has a suitable structure. An obvious problem
is now to find conditions on A and 7" which are more easily checked and which ensure all the required
assumptions on Ar. In this section we shall give such conditions for the case A = A7 min. In fact,
these conditions are obtained by combining the concept of parameter-ellipticity in Schulze’s cone

calculus and the observations from Section 3.2 of [].
As described in Section B3 D-ellipticity of (%) is characterized by the invertibility of the principal
symbol o7 (A), the rescaled symbol &} (A), the boundary symbol o (%) , and the rescaled boundary

_u(A . . o .
symbol ¢4 (T) We shall now pose stronger conditions, which we call parameter-ellipticity with

respect to the sector A. The first condition is an analog of condition [Z7):

(E1) Both oy (A) and o,,(A) pointwise do not have spectrum in A (for non-zero covariables).

For (;) as in (B3 we consider the boundary symbol and rescaled boundary symbol

S(R-H E/) S(R-H E”)
w4 - S(R..E u [A) | o 1
99 SRy, EY) — S ) 0y :SR4,E") — oy ,
T Jad T Jal

where E', E” and F', F" are the corresponding pull-backs of E and F to T*intB and T*0B,
respectively. We require that

(E2) Both (8) —af (?) and (8) —af (?) are pointwise invertible on (T*intB x A) \ {0}

and (T*0B x A) \ {0}, respectively.

A
Mainly to ensure the identity (B), we pose a condition on the so-called conormal symbol o'y, <T> (z) =

oh (A)(2)
o (T)(2)
in the following way: Using the representation of A as in BII),

) . This is a holomorphic family in z € C of boundary value problems on X obtained

ot (A)(2) = ; a;(0)=

is a holomorphic family of differential operators on X. Similarly, using the notation from B3), one
defines o/, (T) = (09,(Tv), .., "(Tu_1)) by

o3 (Tj)(2) = 70 © 04 (B;)(2).

It can be shown that o, (?) is meromorphically invertible in case (?) is D-elliptic (in the sense
of Section B3)). Then the condition is that
A C*(X,E)
(E3) o, (T) (2) : C*(X,E) — & is invertible for each z with Re z = L —y — 1.
C®(0X,F)
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REMARK 5.1. The invertibility of the conormal symbol from (E3) is equivalent to that of
Hpy (X, E)

A
ot <T> (2): Hy(X.E) — 619/
© By’ P(0X, Fy)
7=0

for s >0 and 1 < p < oo. In fact, according to a result of Grubb [12, Theorem 1.12], invertibility
for one choice of s and p implies that the inverse also is an element in Boutet de Monvel’s calculus
and thus infers the invertibility for every other choice. Equivalence with the invertibility on spaces
of smooth functions then follows from the fact that the kernel and the cokernel of an elliptic operator
consist of smooth functions.

For A as in ), we define the so-called model cone operator A on X" =R, x X as
~ H )
A=1t""3"a;(0)(—td).
7=0

Similarly, we define T = (fo, . .,fu,l) by fj = o ﬁj, cf. B3), where now 7o denotes the
restriction to X" = R, x 0X. For the analysis of ﬁ, one uses a special scale of Sobolev spaces
K7 (X7) on X with s € R and 1 < p < oo, namely

Ky (X7) ={u € Hp oo (X") | wu € Hy'(D) and (1 —w)u € Hy ono(X")};

here w is a cut-off function located near ¢ = 0, and the subscript ‘cone’ indicates that we do not
consider X" with its product structure, but as an SG-manifold, cf. Section 4.2 in |21] for more
details. If E” is the pull-back of E|x to X under the canonical projection X" — X this definition
also extends to sections, i.e. we may define C>7 (X", EM).

Analogously to Section B4l we then consider A as an unbounded operator
(5.1) A S®(XMNEMN; € KOY(XN EN) — KOV(XM BN,

where 8 (X", EM) are the smooth sections of E” that vanish rapidly for ¢ — oo and vanish to
infinite order in ¢ = 0. The main ingredients for the analysis of the closed extensions of A are:

i) T has a right-inverse that belongs to the cone calculus for boundary value problems for

the infinite cone (cf. for example [15]).

A—A
ii) For a fixed 0 # Ao € A, ( Oj; ) is an elliptic element in the cone calculus and one can

construct a parametrix (E K ) inverting it modulo finite rank operators and such that
TR=0.
For the analysis of closed extensions of A on D both the corresponding right-inverse as well as the
parametrix were constructed in Lemma 3.4 and Propositions 3.3, 3.7 of H] relying on results of

[12] for boundary value problems on smooth manifolds. Both constructions extend to X”.

THEOREM 5.2. Under conditions (E1) to (E3) the following statements hold:
a) S®(X", E")4 is a dense subspace of K37(X", EM)z for any 1 < p < oo and 5,7 € R
withs>u—1+%.
b) The domain of the closure of A from B, which we denote by ﬁf min: COtnCides with
Kbt (XA, EN) 4.
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PROOF. a) Using i) above, we obtain a projection P : K57 (X", EM) — IC37 (X7, E/) 4 within
the cone calculus on the infinite cone X" (cf. Section 2.2.3 in [15]). Then one argues as in the

proof of Corollary 3.10 in [4].

~

b) The continuity of A together with a) implies that Kpati(X7, EN) 4 € D(Ag in)- The reverse

T ,mi

inclusion follows as in the proof of Proposition 4.2 in [d] with the special parametrix from ii). O

Our next — and final — requirement is that

(E4) A does not have spectrum in A\ {0}.

T ,min

., is automatically a conical subset

As A and T are invariant under dilations, the spectrum of jf i

o~

of C. The next proposition shows that the spectrum of Az . ~does not depend on the choice of
1<p <o

PROPOSITION 5.3. Assume that conditions (E1) to (E3) hold and fix a Ao # 0. Let us denote, for
the moment, by A, the minimal extension of Ao — A subject to T in ICg"Y(X’\,E’\). Suppose that

for some 1 < py < oo the operator A,, is invertible. Then A, is invertible for all 1 < p < oo.

PROOF. By Theorem L2 the domain of A, is 47T+ (X", E)4. Then the invertibility of A,
is equivalent to the invertibility of
0,
. Ky (X7, EN)
A= (AO 1A> KX BN — @
T ’ e —j—1/2 ’
Bri=l/poatu—j=1/ XN, F
]6290 pp ( J )
see e.g. Corollary 7.2 in [4]. Since A is an elliptic element in the cone calculus on X”, we find a
parametrix B to A such that
(5.2) AB=T+TRy and BA=1I1+TR,,

where Ry and Ry are operators of order —oo and types 0 and u, respectively. They have the

following mapping properties:
K37 (XN EN) SYXN EN)
Rq: u—1 4 & _ — p—1 @
D Bs+u—1—1/p,v+u—1—1/2 OXN, FN @ Srtu—i=1/2 OXN, FI
=0 pp ( J ) =0 ( J )
forany1<p<ooands>—1+%,and
Ry : KyTHH(XN EN) — STHH(XN BN, l<p<oo, s>pu—1+ %.

In fact, in Section 2.1.6 of [I5] these mapping properties are shown for the case p = 2; for the
extension to arbitrary p we use [14]. In case p = po, multiplying (£2) by A~! yields that

(5.3) A\il =B+ BRy — RQALlRl.
For each 1 < p < oo the right hand side extends to a bounded map
ICS’V(XA, EM)
@ — KETH(XN BN
p—1 . . ’
Bri=1/pytu—j=1/2 OXN, FN
]6290 pp ( J )
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and moreover restricts to a continuous map
Sy (X" EM)
) © — STTH(XN, BN,

-1
y+u—j—1/2
16:90 SO (8XA’ FJ'A)

By density, the right hand side of ([E3) therefore furnishes an inverse to A for arbitrary p. O

THEOREM 5.4. Let (?

Afmin : HETHH(D, E)p € H)Y(D, E) — HY' (D, E)

) satisfy the conditions (E1) to (E4). Then

fulfills the assumptions of Theorem Bl Hence there exists a ¢ > 0 such that ¢ + Armin has a
bounded H . -calculus with respect to C\ A.

PROOF. Let us choose parameter-dependent order reductions in the cone algebra on B,

where the F}j are the bundles from B3) and § € N is arbitrary. Let R(n) = diag(Ro(n), ..., Ru—1(n)).
Now the conditions (E1) to (E4) are chosen in such a way that

1 0 nt—A\ _ (nt—-A ) . -
A(n) = (O R(U))( T >_<R(77)T>EC (D, 35y + u,7,0; E; E,F)

with F':= Fy @ ... ® F,,_; is a parameter-elliptic element the cone calculus for boundary value
problems. It follows that there exists a parametrix B(n) = (B(n) K (77)) and that, for p = 2,

Hy?'(D, E)
(5.4) A(n) : HE (D, E) — ®

1

By (B, F)

is bijective for sufficiently large |n|, and the inverse coincides with the parametrix. Also it follows
that B(n) € C~*9(D,;~; E) in the sense of Section As we shall show below even B(n) €
Ci (D, 2;4; E). Next, we note that invertibility of ) is equivalent to the invertibility of

(5.5) nt —A:HETH(D, E)p — H) (D, E);

the inverse of (BH) is just B(n). By Theorem B4l we can conclude that the invertibility of (B

then also is true for arbitrary 1 < p < oo, and the inverse again coincides with B(n).

Now let B(n) be as in (II)). Decomposing h as in (FIZ) and @I3) yields local symbols @ €
ST (Ry x R? x RM™ x ¥). By parametrix construction, the leading term is given by inversion
of the parameter-dependent principal symbol, i.e. @ = ag + a1 with a1 (¢t,z,7,&,7n) € 5’;“71(@+ X
R? x R x %) and

(m:8)
ao(t, @, 7 &n) = x(I(r, &) (" — Gl (A)(t,2,7,6) 7",

where y is a 0-excision function. By ellipticity assumption (E1), (p* =&}, (A)(t, z, T, €))~ ! is defined
for 0 # (7,£,m) € R x 3. By homogeneity, it is clear that

spec(Gl, (A)(t, 2, 7,€)) C{A € C | (1. < |A] < col (7, )"}
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for a suitable constant co > 1. Thus (" — &} (A)(t, =, T, €)1 is defined on

Q:={(1,&n) | (1,6,1) € R x £)\ {0} or [n] > colT, €[}

As (" =y (A)(t, z, T, €))~! is positively homogeneous of degree —p in (n, 7, &) € Q, and QNAU;(0)
is compact (U1(0) denoting the unit ball), the estimates [BI6) with v = —u follow. O

6. Example: The Dirichlet and Neumann problems for the Laplacian

We equip D with a straight conical metric, i.e. a metric that coincides with dt? +t%g on ]0,1[ x X
for a fixed metric g on X. The associated scalar Laplacian —A is a Fuchs-type operator. Near t = 0
it can be written in the form

(6.1) A= 72 {(t0,)% + (n— Dtd, + Ax},  n=dimX,

where Ay denotes the Laplacian on X with respect to g. We let

AD = —a and .AN = le
Yo = m

be the Dirichlet and Neumann boundary value problems for —A, respectively. We denote by —Ap
and —Ay the unbounded operators in HJ7 (D), acting as —A on the domains C>*>°(D),, and
C>*°(ID),, respectively. In the sequel we will write —Ap,y to address both operators. It is easy
to see that both satisfy the ellipticity conditions (E1) and (E2).
Given a function space F we will use the notation Fp and Fy in place of F,, and F,, to denote
the closed subspace of F where 7y and -1, respectively, vanish.

6.1. Closed extensions of the Dirichlet and Neumann Laplacians on D. According

to the definition in Section Bl the principal conormal symbols of Ap and Ay are

224+ (n—1)z—Ax —z2—|—(n—1)z—Ax>

Yo it

o3 (Ap)(z) = ( ) and o3, (An)(z) = (

They are invertible, unless —z% + (n — 1)z = \; for one of the eigenvalues A9 > A1 > ... of the
boundary problems Ax ., and Ax ., respectively (recall that Ay < 0 for the Dirichlet problem,
while Ay = 0 for the Neumann problem). This is the case for z = q;f or z = q; with

g = /(%) - J € No.
We shall now study the minimal extension of Ap,/y in 7—{277(]1)). We shall require that

(6.2) 1=/ (252)% = X <7 < —1+1/(252)" = o

Of course, this only makes sense, if

(6.3) (252)% = a0 > 1.

THEOREM 6.1. Assume @2) and @3). For 1 < p < oo, the minimal and mazimal extensions
coincide both for the Dirichlet and the Neumann Laplacians on ’Hg"y(]D), and their domain is

H2IP2(D) . In case v =0 and p = 2, the (minimal) extension is self-adjoint.
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PRrROOF. This is an immediate consequence of Proposition 6.1 of 4], since condition (G2
implies that the conormal symbols of both Ap and Ay are invertible for all z with ”TH —v=2<

Rez < "TH — 7. The self-adjointness is a consequence of Theorem 4.5 in [4], since the adjoint

—-A —-A i
problems of Ap and Ay are (—i"/o) and (—it*lﬁyl)’ respectively. O
REMARK 6.2. (a) Assumption ([@2) implies that both —Ap and —Ay, considered as un-

bounded operators on ’Hg”(ID)), satisfy the ellipticity condition (E3).

(b) In the Dirichlet case, condition B3) is always true for n > 3; depending on Ao (i.e. on
X and g), it might also hold for n =1 or n = 2. In the Neumann case, condition ([E3)
only holds for n > 3.

6.2. Domains of the model cone operator. Recall that AD/N,min denotes the closure in
K27(X") of the model cone operator KD/N considered with domain §>°(X")p,n, while
D(_AD/N7max) = {U, € ICZQ;’Y(XA)D/N | - Au’ € Kg”y(XA)}
defines the closed operator ﬁD/N,min. Note that always IC?;V” (XMpn C D(—ﬁD/N,min).

LEMMA 6.3. Under the assumptions of TheoremBl, the minimal and maximal extensions coincide
both for the model Dirichlet and Neumann Laplacians on ng’V (X") and

ID(_AD/N,min) = D(_AD/N7max) = ’C;Q;"HQ(XA)D/N-

PROOF. For 1 € D(—Ap max) we have u € K27 (X")p and ~Au € K97 (X™). Then (1 —
w)u € K2°°(X")p, and ~A(l —w)u € K> (X"). Hence, (1 —w)u € D(—&D,max), thus wu €
D(—ﬁp,max). As we may consider wu as an element of H>?(DD), and since A and A have the
same form close to t = 0, we also have wu € D(—Ap max). By Theorem BTl wu € D(—Ap min) =
H272(D)p. Therefore, u = wu + (1 — w)u € K27H(X")p C D(=Ap min). We conclude that
D(—ﬁp}min) = D(—ﬁpmax) = ICZ%’VJr2 (X™)p, and the proof of the statement for ~Apis complete.
The argument for “A N 1s the same. O

COROLLARY 6.4. Fory=0 and p = 2 the closure Ap/n min 18 self-adjoint.

PRrROOF. Let A r denote the Friedrichs extension of A p/N- By construction, one has
D(Ap N min) € D(Ar) C D((Ap/xmin)").
Let u € D((ﬁ D/N,min)") be given. Using the special parametrix R from ii) in Section H (for
A= —ﬁ, T = D/N, and Ao = —1), and the fact that R*(ﬁD/N,min)* C (AD/NR)*, we deduce
that u € ICg’O (X™). Then, arguing as in the proof of Theorem 4.5 in [4] to verify there the identity
(4.5), we conclude that u € D(AD/N’maX). It follows from Lemma B3] that ﬁp = AD/N,min. O

THEOREM 6.5. Assume @2)) and @3). Then, for 1 < p < oo, both the Dirichlet and Neumann
Laplacian fulfill the ellipticity conditions (E1) to (E4) of Section Bl

PROOF. It was noted above that (E1), (E2), and (E3) hold for —Ap/y. It remains to check
(E4). By spectral invariance, cf. Proposition B3 we may assume p = 2.
For v = 0, the Laplacians —ﬁD/N,min are self-adjoint with domain IC§’2(XA)D/N. For A ¢ R, we

therefore conclude that

(6.4) —Ap)n =X K3H(X My — KSO(XH)
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is invertible. Clearly, [@4)) shows the injectivity of —AD/N —Aon IC%"HZ(XA)D/N C ng’Q(XA)D/N
for v > 0.

Next suppose v < 0, u € K§’7+2(XA)D/N and u € ker{—ﬁD/N—)\: K§’7+2(XA)D/N — K (XM}
Then « is in the maximal domain of —ﬁD /N — A, considered as an unbounded operator on
K972 (X ). Since condition (E4) holds, u also is in the associated minimal domain, which is
ngAJW (XA)D/N. We can iterate this argument j times, until v 4+ 25 > 0. Then, we conclude that
u = 0, by the previous step. Thus —AD/N — A is injective on K§’7+2(XA)D/N for all v satisfying
the hypotheses and A ¢ R, . Finally, we note that the adjoint of

_AD/N — A ’Cg’WQ(XA)D/N — K37(X")
with respect to the scalar product of Ky°(X") is
_AD/N - ’Cg’_WH(XA)D/N — Ky 7(XM).
Hence, also the adjoint is injective for A ¢ R,, so —AD/N — ) is bijective, as claimed. [l
6.3. Maximal L, regularity of the Cauchy problem for Dirichlet and Neumann

Laplacians. As a consequence of Theorem [E5 we get the following result on the solvability of the
Cauchy Problem for the Dirichlet and Neumann Laplacians.

THEOREM 6.6. Let A be the Laplacian as described above, 1 < p < 0o, and assume @A) and [E3).

Then the initial boundary value problems
(6.5) w'(1) — Au(r) = f(1), 0<7<T; uw(0) =0, ~ju=0,
7 =0,1, have a unique solution

ue W} ([0,T],Hy (D)) N Ly ([0, 7], H27*(D) p,n)

for each
fel, ([O,T],H%W(D)D/N) ) 1<r <.

Furthermore, u, u', and Au depend continuously on f.

PRrOOF. Solving (1) is equivalent to solving v'(7) — (Ap/n — c)v(r) = e f(7), v(0) = 0,
vjv = 0, for some ¢ > 0.
The operators —Ap/y are closed with minimal (and maximal) domain equal to H27+?(D)px.
According to Theorem B3 they satisfy conditions (E1)-(E4) for each sector A not containing R...
Applying Theorem B4, we deduce that —Ap,y + ¢ has a bounded H-calculus for sufficiently
large ¢, and Theorem immediately follows from Dore and Venni’s theorem, cf. Theorem 3.2 in
I. O

Nazarov [19] has studied the Dirichlet and the Neumann problem for the Laplacian on infinite
cones and wedges in Euclidean space. He shows results on maximal regularity in weighted Sobolev
spaces using the explicit Green’s function. He obtains restrictions on the weight which are similar
to (E2). They do not coincide, however, since he works on a different scale of spaces.
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