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Abstract
We prove results on the propagation of Gevrey and analytic wave

front sets for a class of C'*° hypoelliptic equations with double char-
acteristics.

1 Introduction

It is well known that a (pseudo — differential) operator with semi — defi-
nite principal part and at most double characteristics is not, in general, C*°
hypoelliptic; however if the lower order terms satisfy some supplementary
assumptions then there is C'* hypoellipticity (see e.g. [ vol. IIL, [{]).

As far as analytic hypoellipticity is concerned, the situation is more in-
volved. There are in fact examples of operators being C'* hypoelliptic (i.e.
whose lower order terms satisfy the “Levi” conditions) but not analytic hy-
poelliptic and, at the same time, it has been proved that if the operator’s
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principal part vanishes exactly of order 2 on a manifold ¥ in the cotangent
bundle, if its lower order terms satisfy the C*° hypoellipticity conditions and
if ¥ is symplectic (i.e. the symplectic form o = d¢ A dr has maximal rank
on T'Y) then there is analytic hypoellipticity (see e.g. [I0], [[4], [L6], [L3]).

The situation becomes more involved if the symplectic form has not max-
imal rank or if it can degenerate on a submanifold (subset) of the double
characteristic manifold. It has been proved by Métivier ([[Z], [F]) that ac-
tually there is propagation of the analytic singularities on the leaves of the
characteristic manifold if the operator satisfies the conditions for C'* hy-
poellipticity with loss of one derivative. Essentially Métivier constructs null
microlocal null solutions for certain microlocal models having a non empty
analytic wave front set. Moreover analizing the same micolocal model he
proved a theorem of propagation of the analytic regularity.

A much deeper analysis has been carried out by Sjéstrand, [[3, using
F.B.L.S. transform with Lipschitz Lagrangiean manifold, considering also the
case in which the rank of the fundamental matrix of the pricipal symbol
may degenerate on a submanifold of the double characteristic manifold. In
particular he gave another proof of Métivier’s theorem on the propagation of
the regularity.

The purpose of the present paper is to give another proof of those microlo-
cal hypoellipticity results for operators with double characteristics satisfying
the conditions for C'™° hypoellipticity with loss of one derivative. A first
result essentially states that the Gevrey wave front set W F; (or rather its
complementary, i.e. the set of points of G* - regularity), s > 1, propagates
along the leaves of the characteristic manifold ¥ (in particular for symplectic
manifolds we get analytic hypoellipticity). The second result says that an
operator in the above mentioned class is actually G* hypoelliptic if s > 2.
This second result, using different techniques, has been obtained by Kajitani
— Wakabayashi in [f].

Our technique is to deduce a priori G°* bounds moving from the starting
point of a prior: hypoellipticity estimates in the C'** case. To do this we need
a careful microlocalization procedure in the directions tangent to 3. This is
accomplished by a technique due to the second author, [[4], [[7], and already
used to give an alternative proof of Métivier’s theorem [L{], although the full
details are still unpublished. We feel that this technique can be useful in
more generality and in degenerate situations.

The first five sections of the paper are devoted to establishing the nota-
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tion, introducing the microlocalization and proving the first theorem. The
sixth section is concerned with the proof of the second thorem. An appendix
collects some general - purpose material used throughout the paper.

Finally the first author would like to take this opportunity to thank the
Department of Mathematics of the University of Illinois at Chicago, where
he stayed for three weeks during the preparation of the final version of this
paper: this allowed him to enjoy lots of mathematics and to short cut the
clumsiness of e-mail!

2 Preparations and Statement of Results

Let P(z,D,) = Pyn(z,D;) + Py_1(x,D,) + - - be a classical G* (pseudo) —
differential operator of order m, s > 1, and denote by p,,—; the symbols of
the P,,_;, which are (positively) homogeneous of degree m — j with respect
to £&. We shall make the following assumptions:

(H1) (a) pm(z.&) =0, for every (z,£) € T*R™ \ {0}
(b) Let ¥ = {pm(z,&) = 0}. Then X is a real G*manifold in 7*R"™\ {0}.

(¢) pm vanishes on 3 exactly of order 2, i.e. p,,(x,&) > Const d%(z, ),
where dy(z, ) denotes the distance of the point (z, &) € T*R™\ {0}
from 3.

(d) Let F, (x0,&) denote the Hamilton map of p,, at (x¢,&) € %,
defined by

1
<Fpm(x0? go)t? d(p> = §<t? d(Hpm(p) (zo? €O)>’
where t € Ty, .¢)(T*R™ \ {0}) and ¢ is a smooth function. Then
dim ker F}, (z0,&o) = dim T{5, ¢) 2

and
o)x has constant rank.

Without any loss of generality we shall suppose henceforth that m = 2, the
general case being recovered multiplying by an elliptic pseudo — differential
factor.
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Denote by p3(z, ) the subprincipal symbol of P, defined by

o
pi(z,§) = pi(x,§) +2Z apz 55]07

it is invariantly defined at points (z, £) belonging to ¥. Furthermore we shall
denote by

T By, (2,§) = Z H-

WESP Fpm (SE,E)
u>0

Since we are interested in micolocal results we shall always work in a mi-
crolocal neighborhood, U, of (zg,&) € 2.
We make the following assumption on the lower order terms:

(Hg) If (LL’(), 50) € > then p‘f (LL’(), 50) + T1"+ FP2 (LL’(), 50) ¢ R__

Because of (H;) and (Hy) we can find a canonical G* transformation, ®,
defined in U, such that

P(z0,%0) = (0, €n); (2.1)

it (y,n) =08, y=@y"y")erTTH, (2:2)

2k being the rank of o)y, ¢ = dim Im F),,(z,§) — 2k
Moreover in the coordinates (y,n), P can be written as

k kL
Z (Y, m) X X5 + ZZ (bisys m) X5Ys + 03, (y, M) X Y5 (2.3)
] et

A k k
+ > ey, Y Yo+ iy, n) + D oy, m) + > o (y,n) X

r,s=1 7j=1 j=1

L
+ Z Bs(yv 77)1/; +ﬁ0(y7 7])7

s=1

where, denoting by A(y,n) = [ai;(y:n)]; ;1. w0 CW:n) = lers(ys )], o1
and B(y,n) [b5(y, 7])]Ji ks the matrix

A B
B* C
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is a self-adjoint, positive definite matrix of pseudo — differential operators
of order 0; pi(y,n) is a first order pseudo differential operator such that

ﬁl(ya 77)\2 = (pi(l', 5) + TI'+ Fp2)|2; Oé;—, O‘;/> ] = 1a Tty ka /88? s = ]-7 t '7& and
po are pseudo differential operators of order 0; moreover

\/§X = Dyl - 7;y/|Dyn

. Y =Dy

Using Métivier’s technique of addition of variables and making another
analytic canonical transformation we can write the operator in (.3) as

uae | 3V P eeo] ¥ hraeoraee. @

where
Xj =g —mDel. 15 <k
0 .
Xppj = T 1<y <k, (2.5)
__ 0
Y:s—m 1 <5<,

X =Xy, o, Xey Xoat, -, Xop), Y = (Y7,...,Y)), Ais a self adjoint posi-
tive definite matrix, of size 2k + ¢, of pseudo — differential operators of order
0, and L is a (complex) 2k + ¢ dimensional vector of pseudo — differential
operators of order 0.

If (z0,&) € X, we denote by P, ¢ (7, D;) the pseudo — differential op-
erator obtained by freezing the coefficients of (B.4) at (o, &o):

Pargin (. Do) = (Alzo. &) [ o ] , [ P ]> (2.6)

+(L(z0, o), [ iig: gz)) ]) + p1(20,€0)T + Po(zo; o),

where T' = 5?7_
Due to (H,) it is easy to get an a priori estimate for P, ¢\ (%, Dy):

> Il 3 VPN + [l (2.7)

|| <2 <2

< C (I1Paoso) (@ De)ul? + [ull?),  weC,
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where C' > 0 is independent of u, o € Z2*, 3 € z% are multiindices and | - ||
means the microlocal H® norm near (zo,&p).

By Assumption (H;), (b)—(d), we know that ¥ is canonically foliated with
leaves of dimension £. If (29, &) € ¥ let us denote by I, ¢, the leaf through
(w0, &0) and by Tizg,0) L (@o,0) its tangent space at (xo,&). Since we work in
a neighborhood of (z¢, &) in T*R™ \ {0}, in the sequel we will identify I" and
its tangent space.

We are ready to state our results:

Theorem 2.1 Let P be as above, verifying (Hy) and (Hs). Let (xq,&) € 2
and W be a neighborhood of (x¢,&y). Suppose 1 < s < 2 and that (z9,&) ¢
WEF(Pu); then if Ty c0) V(W \ { (20, &0) }) "W Fy(u) = @ we have (x9,&) ¢
W Fy(u).

Theorem 2.2 Under the same assumptions as in Theorem B.4. Let s > 2
and (xg,&) & WFy(Pu). Then (xg,&) ¢ WFs(u), i.e. P is G°—microhypo-
elliptic.

Remark 2.1 When s = +oo Theorem .3 is the well known result of Hor-
mander [G], Boutet — Grigis — Helffer [3]. When s = 1 Theorem .1 is due
to Métivier [I7].

3 Technical Considerations

Definition 3.0.1 We say that (xo,&) ¢ WFs(u), uw € D', s > 1, if there
exists an open conic neighborhood of (xg, &), Vo X Iy, and a constant C' > 0,
such that for every N € N there exists vy € E', vy = u in Vy, with

1/s -N
log (&) < CN (1 + %) , £eT. (3.0.1)

In order to prove Theorems B.] and .2 we shall use the estimate (B.6) and
some microlocalizations of high derivatives with respect to characteristic di-
rections.
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3.1 The Localizing Functions

The definition of W F; given in (B.0.1]) refers to a fixed conic neighborhood
Vo x Ty of (xg, &), valid for all N, and we shall prove (B.0.1]) for u and Vj x Ty,

given (B:0.)) for Pu and Vj x T, with Vy € V and I’y € T In doing this we
shall need to nest many such neighborhoods, using carefully chosen cut—off
functions, ¢(z), ¥(z). In fact, once the definition of W F; has been rewritten
in terms of L? norms, (B-7) will allow us to estimate derivatives of order
< N in Vj x [y in terms of those of order < N/2 without changing cut—off
functions; at this point we switch to a new pair for the reduction to order
N/4 etc., requiring log, N pairs in all. Actually it is helpful to have two pairs
for each step, with two additional pairs initially.

Thus we shall use 2log, N+2 pairs of functions {¢,1'}: {¢;,¥;}, {¢}, V51,
j=-1,0,1,... log, N, satisfying the following properties:

v; (Y) =1 near suppy; (supp ¢¥;), j=0,1,...,log, N. (3.1.1)

p1=1 near Vo, ¢;(¢))eC5e(V), V. (3.1.2)
1 =1 near ToyN{[¢| >2N} and (3.1.3)
Y1 =0 for [¢] < N.

vi(©) (¥©)=0  for  [¢ <N/, (3.1.4)
Y e Cg° (f) for every j > 1.

D} ()| < (KjN/Qj)m’ laf <3N/2', j=—1,0,....log, N. (3.1.5)

D)) < (KN/ (1) Jal <3N/, j=-1,0,....log, N.
(3.1.6)

logy N .
[T k7% <c™. (3.1.7)
j=—1
All the constants K;, C' are independent of N and depend only on Vj.
(3.1.8)
, more adapted to the geometry involved
" x,) denote a partition of the

We shall also need a form for the gog-/)
in our problem. If x € R", let x = (2/, 2", x
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variables according to (B), i.e. 2/ € R?*, 2” € RY, 2" € R"2*~*~1_ Then for
every j

o) (@) = @ (@) (2! 2", x). (3.1.9)

The construction of the gpg-/)(x) and w](-/)(f) is easy; moreover these pairs of
functions have been used by the second author before ([[4]), although the
idea of using cut—off functions which behave in an analytic fashion up to a
given order is due to L. Ehrenpreis and has been exploited by L. Hérmander,
K.G. Andersson and others ([{], [[]). We give here a sketch of the construc-
tion. Let W,;(t) =0 for [t| < N;, ¥,;(t) = 1 for |t| > 2N; and satisfy

|DYW; ()| < Ol for a < 3N, (3.1.10)

where N; = N/2¢, ¥; € C*°(R") and the constant C' is independent of N and
1. Such a function is obtained by convolving the characteristic function of
{|t| < 3N;/2} with 3N; identical non—negative functions of integral one and
support in {|t| < 1/6}. )
Let Uy CC V_; CC VI, CC Vp CC ... CC Vi, v CC V, with
max {dist (V;, V/{"™) dist (V/, V™)) = di,
such that
d; = do/2". (3.1.11)

Without loss of generality we may take each of the above mentioned nested
open sets in product form: Vj(/)# X f/j('), where Vj(')# C R, f/j(/) C R,
Then we construct @E/)#(:c” ), oV (', 2" x,) (and hence oV (x)) just as we
did W,(t), but scaling by a factor d;N; (any positive order derivative of ¥,
had support on a set of size N;; now this distance is dy/2%).

The @Di(') (&) are similarly defined by nesting open cones I'y CC I, C
C le cC ... CC f{og2 Ny CC T, with separations on the unit sphere of

e; = €9/2". Thes repeating on the unit sphere the construction of the gog/) —

but disregarding the product form — we construct the 1;2-(/); we then extend
the %(/) to be homogeneous of degree zero and then take the product with

W;([¢])-
Note that the functions thus obtained, but not the constants, depend on

N.
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3.2 Constants

A note on the use of constants. Any use of the letter C' denotes a constant
different from line to line, depending only on the dimension of the space and
the operator P, but independent of N and w.

The constants K; or K; will be reserved for constants satisfying (B1.7)
and, like C, may change from line to line.

3.3 Underlining

Often we will be interested in the number of terms of a given form which
appear in an expansion. This is denoted by underlining a coefficient, and
may denote an upper bound rather than the exact count :

e = ()

c<max{a,b}

— Z w xb—Cf(a—c) (SL’)

c<max{a,b}
Another example, proved in the Appendix and often used below is
a ﬁl a ﬁr a 5_5
ar [ Y e _ OBl |16l pe=d [ =
! <8:c> ! <8:c> 6<Zaﬁ e Ox ’

where «;, ; are multiindices, |o| = a =Y a4, |5 =5 =3 b

3.4 Pseudo — differential Operators

We shall use the Gevrey s pseudo — differential operators (G® pdo’s) of Boutet
de Monvel and Krée ([[]); i.e. if v € C§°(R™),

pla. D)o() = [ e Sp(a, i(€)de,

where d€ = (27T)_nd§a p(xag) ~ kak(zag) and p(xag) (pk(zag)) is real
analytic in  x (R" \ {0}), Q C R" open, and the p(z,§) are positively
homogeneous of degree r — k with respect to £ and satisfy the following:
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VK cC ), K compact, there exist constants C, A such that for any integer
k, any a, B € 2" and any x € K we have

| DS DY pi(w, €)| < CARH Ptk 4 |a))1*| B! (34.1)

and in addition, for any integer N we have

N-1
|D§D§ (P(DE,Q - Z pk($,§)> | < CAN+|O¢+B\|€|T—N—\B|(N+ )3
k=0

(3.4.2)
(with [¢]"=N=IAl replace by (1 + |¢])"~N-1Flif r — N —|3| > 0). Here D, =
20/0x and D¢ = 19/0¢.

4 Gevrey Hypoellipticity

4.1 Preliminary remarks
Proposition 4.1.1 To prove (5.0.1) for u it suffices to show that for p <
nont 1
3 2
IT%)_1(D)p-(z)ul| < CCN NP2,

In other words it suffices to show that for p < N, |[\| < N,
|70 (D)o (w)ul| < CONNEHD (4.1.1)

and that

Byn(u) = |77 (¢-1(D)¢—1(x)— > %(Dﬁw—l)(fﬁ)@?w—l)(D)) ul

[A<N 7T

< (CK_)V NP (4.1.2)
where K_y satisfies (5.1.§).

Proof. First we show that (B.0.0]) is implied by the first estimate

s N n—+1
|770-2 (D)oo (@)ul] < COVNP* p < — + ==
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In fact, replacing uy by ¢_1(x)u - we may assume that (zg, &) = (0, e,) and
that uy = w in the open neighborhood of 0, Uy, with compact support there
- we have the relation that

1/s
(O] < oV(1+ L)
is equivalent to
N
Ehin ()] < CVN® Lk < — (4.1.3)

This is easy to show since, possibly adjusting the constant C, c[¢| < |£,]| <
d|€] in a small cone near (0, e,). The last inequality allows us to show that

1 (©pa(z)ul < CYNT k< ==, i [¢] = 2.
When |£| < 2N we have:

€k [ e-amyile —mn| < O+ [y -sup [+ nl)* s (o)

< CNN(k-i-M)scM-‘rn-‘rlNM-l-n-l-l < CNNkS,

where, by the Paley-Wiener theorem, |i(n)| < C(1+|n[)*, M > 0 depending
on n. The insertion of a converging factor (1 + |£])™™~! together with the
above remark that || ~ || yields the first assertion of the Proposition.

Let us now turn to the second part of the Proposition. It suffices to prove
({1.2), since then (E.I1.1) will follow by general arguments of the calculus of
pdo’ s. We have

1
Y1 (Dg)p-1(x) ~ Op ( > a%“%ﬂ?wﬂx))
la>0
1
Z _| 1(a)(Dx) + ¢—1(Dx)¢—l(x) - {w—l © QO_l}N(ZL', Dx)a
<
Where we used the notation

foropdn(n &= Y —DN(@dv  (414)

0<]al<N
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Thus

TP 1 (Da)p-1(x)ul| 2
1
< X j||Tp¢—1(x>($)¢91)(Dx)u||L2+RLN(“)’

0<IASN

where Ry y(u) is given by ([E1.3). It is then enough to show that N < CV !
for some positive constant C', and for |A\| < N.
This completes the proof of the Proposition. [ |

Proposition 4.1.2 Using the same notation of Proposition [[.1.1, we have
that the estimate ({-1.3) holds.

Proof. Recalling Lemma of the Appendix we have that
[ Ry, (w)]] 2
1
= | (w_lwmo_l(x) - X e <x>w<ﬁ’<Dx>) e

0<[BI<N
= S| fer ([ raten mn) ity

where ¢; takes the values specified below and

A+ -
re(2,m,6) = Y —a ° f(S0—1(s+c1+b2)) (n)
le|=N '

) (/01 PENE+ pm) (& + p)en (1 — p)c1+€|dp> ;

here |by + by| = n+ 1, ¢4 < pe, + by, and we have to study the symbol
[re,(z,m,&)dn. Now DFr,, has a similar expression where (g0_1(€+cl+b2))A is
replaced by n# (g0_1(€+cl+b2))A, which is rapidly decreasing in 7 by the Paley-
Wiener theorem. Furthermore the part under the integral sign is bounded
by

sup |096"_61+b1¢(_?(0)| < CN NI
oER" |e|=N
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by (B-I-3) and (B-1.6). Hence we consider
S [ 1Dk vy (en, ) dady

lul<n+1

2\(n+1)/2| Hp
= Y [ G+ R . €l
la|<n+1

it is easily seen that integrating by part with respect to n we get an absolutely
convergent integral. We may then conclude that the symbol [ro,dn is Lo
continuous; thus

[Ruw ()2 < CV [luflz2 N (415)
where C' = C"K;, K given by (B.LH) - (B.1.§). ]

To deduce the microlocal Gevrey regularity of u we shall obtain an up-
per bound for a slightly more complicated expression. First some notation.
Recalling the definition () let us denote by X = (X', X”) the symplectic

vector ﬁelds X=X = m] :L"JJFkawn, X! = Xj = 8%“’ j=1, .k
Y, = am% 1 <s<U, T = ai We shall also denote by Z either an X — or

an Y — vector field.

If I € 72+ is a multi-index, the expression Z/ means X{* X3*.. X
)@I,fﬁl . Y;,fﬂe, and similarly X, I € 72, means X" ... X;?*. Analogously
we write X', X" etc, for o/ " € zk.

In the proof of the microlocal regularity the quantity in (L.1.1) will be
replaced by

sup || 27Ty ) (@) (Do), < CVFINCHA A < N, p < N. (4.1.6)

J]<2 -

To proceed further a more effective microlocalization will be needed.

4.2 Effective localization of powers of T'

Definition 4.2.1 For any p(x), ¥(D,), p > 0 set

—1)lal
(TP)pp = Y. (a,g‘ X" XPTretBl o qd, adya (o),  (4.2.1)
jatpl<p XF
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where X" has been defined above,

Cl,dOX{Zl(W) = [Xz [Xz ceey [XZ,W]H

a; times

and ads, (W) = ad$, ady (W).

Remark 4.2.1 Recalling the definition (B.1.9) of ¢;, we have

(T)gy0, = £ (") (TP) 510, (4.2.2)

Definition 4.2.2 We shall write Z¥ for Z' with |I| = p and X? for X7/,
|J| = p and so on. Analogously ady means ad%, |a| = p ete. If F is an
operator we shall write

F=,0 (4.2.3)
if

1

F=C? — XP ad% (o) (4.2.4)

p!

where C' is a universal constant. The index p will be dropped if there is no

possibility of misunderstanding.

Proposition 4.2.1 We have the following properties of the microlocaliza-

tions ([.21):

(X5, (T7)eu] = 5 0, 1<j<k (4.2.5)
X (M) o] = X (T Dty 1<G<ks (426)
Y5 (T")oe] = (T")aty o 15 <L (42.7)

Proof. By a calculation. ([.2.7) is almost obvious since the vector field
Y; commutes with all the X', X”. Thus we are left with the verification of

([E2]) and (E2:4). As for (E25) we have

X5, (TP)py] = [X5, S AU Bas(ev)),

la+B|<p
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where - )
(p) 1 o 18 \a+6|
Aaﬁ ol ~— X" xeTrT
Bas(pt) = adSpad ().
Now
—1)le=el
XA = _ DY e, xoqu-tanes+a
G Aag] (@ =1
= _Aa e; B
(X}, Bag(09)] = ady: ™ adn(9) = Bare, 5(20),
so that
X5, (M) = = 3 ABBare, (o¥)
la+8]<p—1
+ Y AYBare, s(e0)
la+3]<p
= > AggBa—i-ej s(p¥) =, 0
la+B|=p

Let us now turn to (f.2.q). This time

[X// A(p)] — (_1)|a\ X//aX/B ejTp— |a+B—ejl
el al(B —e)!
_ (
- Aapﬁ ej

and since adxrady, (v) = adadxy (v) — ajady, 7 adr(v),

(X}, Bap(p¥)] = adSady” (pv) — ajads,” ad%,adr (o),

15

so that
XL (M) = — Y ADB.pee(o) + Y ABBq s, (00)
\a+ﬁ|<p 1 le+B|<p
N Z ‘Cll 6]‘ X//X//a e]X/ﬁTp 1—-|a— 63+5‘
\a+6|<p e]) B!

o adS, “ad%,adp(py)
=p X;‘,(Tp_l)adT(AWM
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which proves the assertion. [ |

Proposition [l.2.]] can be iterated giving
Proposition 4.2.2 We have, forr, p € Z,

r - (T r —
)] = S l(g)x () iy (1.28)
1
+ Tzlrzécp Z )Xp—l—r {—k— ladp—l—k—l—l((pw)’
£=0 k=0

where ad ;(v) = aditad(v), ki + ky = k. When X7 = X", the first term
on the right hand side of ({.2.8) is missing.

Proof. By induction with a direct calculation. ({.2.§) is obviously true when
r = 1. Suppose ({£.2.§) holds for a certain value of r and that every X = X",
Then

(XTI pu] = X[

X717,
g —1(T r — r -
- gz<—1>€ ()X O iy + X i
=1

r T
_Z ) 1< )X +1(r—t- l)ad“l(w)

)+ X (T7) gy ] X7

rer 1

_ Z Z CP 1- Z — 6) Xp+r_£_k_1ad§(—|:1]f+l((plp)
£=0 k=0
r—1r—¢

+ cr- Z = xptr—tk dp+k+1(80?/f)
RN

1 1
+QPZ;X”+Tad’;<“<w> — OO XX adi (pu)]
Now taking into account that

X i o) = Y1) ()X ),
k=1

we get the conclusion. [ |
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4.3 Using suitably microlocalized norms

The next step will be to replace T' pgp_l(A)@b(_)‘l) in (.I.1) by the localization

(Tp)%wO'
Recall that g = 1 on a neighborhood of supp ¢_; and that i)y = 1 near

supp ¢¥_1; then we may write:

p ’
20800 = 3 (D)2 DI (43)

p'<p
! A /
oy ( )( ) P10 p—p/+I-0) (T )27 T
p'<pJ'<J
where ©_10ppras(®) = Z77TTPP o 1) (x). From now on we shall

often denote like a derivative of ¢_; such a blend of derivatives of ¢_;.
Using the above notation we have

Proposition 4.3.1 In order to prove the estimate ({.1.4) it suffices to show
that

SUp ([0 -1 p-pr—) ()0 (D) 27 (T7) gl 2 (4.3.2)

p'<p
J'<J

< ONHLNseHRIHID

where |J| <2, |A\| < N, p<N.
Proof. ;From ({.3.1) we obtain

Z7TP 015 ()0 (D,) (4.3.3)
= > > < >< ><P 1 tp—p/ - (T )(@D(A( )27 TP
p'<p J<J

+27 8 (DT
oy < )( )@ 1otpprtd—n (@)Y (D) Z7 (TP gy

p'<pJ'<J

=S ( )( )go insppsd () (BD)Z” (17— (7))

' <p
J'<J

+ (27,0 (D))
- Al + A2 + A3



18 A. Bove and D. Tartakoff

Clearly (33-3) means that Ay < CNTIN<G+HATD which, in turn, implies
({ET2g) provided we show that

A; < CNFINsHRAEID -y — 9 3, (4.3.4)

Let us start considering As. Modulo constants bounded by C¥, the generic
term appearing in the sum contained in As has the form

/

P10 (@) 27 T (4.3.5)

where ); is a suitable multi-index. The term in (f:3:3) can be rewritten as
(see Equation ([A-]) for the definition of {-},/)

= [pr00 @9 (D) 0 27~ {pion @R (D) 0 27} |77

Applying this operator to a smooth function u, by lemma ([A7]]) we obtain
that the result can be expressed as

e [ e [, (o,n, () de,

where o
ey (2,1,6) = D (14 |n|) "1 27 ettt (n, €)'

le|+1

: /01 Y100 (@)U (€ + on) (€ + on)P 1 (1 — o)l *eldp.

SOIIE\eXplanation is in order here: |by +bo| = p' +n+ 1,¢4 < by and by
7' (etbater) () €) we denoted the Fourier transform with respect to X of the
(e+by+c) - derivative of the symbol Z7'(z, €) of the J'—th power of X or Y.
It is worth noting that this Fourier transform could give a derivative of the
d—distribution in the n—variable, since the X’s have polynomial coefficients.
On the other hand, going back to ([E1.§), since Z7T? are local operators and
o™ () has compact support contained in V_;, we may think of smearing out
each Z7 by premultiplying it by a smooth function with compact support
being identically 1 in a neihborhood of supp ¢_1, e.g. by ¢’ ; in such a way
we obtain symbols Z7' (x, &) which are polynomials with respect to & and

compactly supported in z. Thus Z7/'(etb2te1)(p €) is a plynomial in £ of order
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< |J'| with rapidly decreasing coefficients in the 7 variables. Hence r¢, is
given by a sum of terms of the form:

1
iz « Ate —c ci+e
e x(n) & /0 P10 (@A €+ o) (€ + on)" 7 (1 — o) ¥ldp, (4.3.6)
where |a| < |J'|. Writing £ = £ 4+ on — on we may write ([.3.6) as a sum,
modulo constants of the strength C¥, of terms of the form

e X (Mn’ o100 (2) (4.3.7)

1
' /0 GO (€ + on) (€ + on) e A (1 — g)letel olfldy

where || < |a| < |J'| < |J|. The term under the integral sign in ([£.3.7)
can be estimated by N*®*TA+/) modulo the N—th power of a constant and
since ¢_; has compact support the symbol [ 7., (z,n,£)dn is L? continuous,
thus yielding the desired conclusion. Next we show the estimate in ({.3.4)
when i = 2. Again applying the generic term of Ay in ([3.3) to a smooth
function u we have to estimate the L? norm of a sum of terms of the type

)sﬁowo)(u) (4'3'8)

Recalling the definition of (7%'),,y,, modulo N—th power of a suitable con-
stant, the quantity in (f.3.§) is a sum of terms of the form

/

)\ ! /
Y 10tpp g (WX (D) 27 (TP — (TP

1 '—r 4+ J! T
7l W—I(A+p—p’+J—J’)(x)w(—xl)(Dw)Tp zm7 ad’y (1 — wotho)u, (4.3.9)

where r < p’ < p < N. Denote by h,(x,£) the symbol of the operator
7" adl (1 — poibg). Then supp h,(2,€) C C(Vy x T'y), while

by
SUPD P 1(ntppr+d—a1) ()Y (€) G Int[Vo x D).
hence the quantity in ([.3.9) can be rewritten as

1
F @—1(A+p—p’+]—]’)(z) [?ﬂ(_Af(Dx), hr(x> Dx)} U,

since

Y 10tppra—y (@), DYYR (D,) = 0.
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Now by the same argument on the support of h and ¢_11_; we have that
A
P_1(\+p—p/+T—J") U([@D(_l) (D,), h,(z, D,)])

= P-1+p—p'+J-J) O <¢(—>\1)(Dm) hT(x, Dm)

1
— E@D(_Afﬁ '(D.) hes(a, D:c))
1Bl<N P

since
1

P—1(A+p—p/+J—J) Z w(ffﬁ)(ﬁ) h(ﬁ)(%f) =0.

|
1<|B|<N o

The conclusion then follows using Lemma [A]] in the Apendix and arguing
as above. [

Corollary 4.3.1 In order to prove ([{.3.3) it suffices to show that
sup || Z7(T7) ppuott|| 2 < CNTE N*P. (4.3.10)

|J]<2

Proof. ;From (B.I.7) and (B.I1.§) we have that
Iy (@)wllzz < KR N[

and
A A
[0 ()w] 2 < CPl K22 ]| 12

The assertion then follows combining these two estimates. [ |

Actually we shall need to estimate more general derivatives of the mi-
crolocalizing functions, due to the interactions of the vector fields Z with the
cut-off functions. First some notation:

Definition 4.3.1 Let Z be a vector field on T*R™. We denote by Z, a map
from OpS™(R™) — OpS™(R™) defined by

Zgh(x, Dy) = Op(Z(h(x, £)))(z, D) (4.3.11)
when h(z,&) € S™(R™)
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Remark 4.3.1 We have

adx: (h) = X}, h, 1<j <k,

where i 9 9 5
Xj= oz, — Tjtk 8—:6”+£" 06,

adxr(h) = X}, h, 1<j <k,

where 9
X;/ - X]” a Oxjyy’

and .

adx,(h) =Ys h, 1<s<k,
where ) 9

o ax2k+s

Remark 4.3.2 By the preceding remark we have

ady ady, adl, (h) =Y X! X" (h)

and in particular

Bas(py) = adys adn(o¥) = X1 X2P(00).

Equation (4.5.14) can be rewritten as

ady(h) = Z% h.

21

(4.3.12)

(4.3.13)

(4.3.14)

To define our generalized derivatives we shall need the following vector fields:

Definition 4.3.2 Write

0 ) .
Wi = E 1<j<k,2k<j<n,
j
0 0
= —z— 1<j<k,
itk 0Ttk i 0y, =7 =
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W' = &, L 1<j<k.,2k<j<n,
J § agﬁ_k J J
W — (W/,W//>
0
= = —, 1<j<n-1
J 85]’ J n
- 9 & 0
:n = —-— VA X,
agn ]gl ]agk-i-]
Note that span [W,Z] = span [Z, 21 and span [E] = span [8%]. Moreover
(Wi, Zi] = 0, (4.3.15)
so that
WijoBag(py) = Bag(Wjo(py)) (4.3.16)

Bags(
5' oBap(eh) = Bap(Ej0(p¥))
© Bas(pt) = Bag(Wjo (ev))
where the notation W; o h(x, D,) means the usual composition of (pseudo)

differential operators.

Definition 4.3.3 Using the fields W; and Z;, denote by (gog»/)zb](-/))(s) any sum
of C* operators of the form
(@0)" (x, Ds) (4.3.17)
= (29N)" =W (W o oy0) (2, Da),
where s = |ry 4+ r3|, |ra| < |r1], C is a universal constant and the operations

Es, Wo and W'o may occur in any order; in this sense Equation ([{-3-17) is
a formal equation.

Proposition 4.3.2 For any multi—indices a, b and for any s, such that |a+
bl +s < 277N we have

27N

10908 (p3065) D (, €)| < C(CK)I*+H+=(277 \)lal+ < .

b
) . (4.3.18)

i=0,1,...
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Proof. For sake of brevity put N; = 277N. The quantity on the left hand
side of ({.3.1§) can be written as a sum of terms of the form

OLOENT 2 EN WIS (W20) (0595) (w, D).

Let us take a look at the symbol of this operator: since W’ has a symbol
containing either &; or x;¢, we see that W' o h has a symbol of the form

o rtl =y Dt arQ’ré/7£a:"'2"Z§Té' ;éh, so that if we apply =™ to this symbol
and remark that =, means either a £ — derivative or a £ — derivative multiplied

by an z;, we obtain that
L= (W'0)h
= 2 2 Ghapemw€ OO,

r'é+7“g:r'2 P1,52
egrg

provided so < 11 4+ b, sy < 7. Analogously, applying 02W3 to the above
symbol, we obtain

a”rrg b—r1 ”7/7“2

am o 8 —o ( O)h’
- } : } : } : ri4+r3+rl—0—si1—p1— rl! —so qr1+b—ss qQrl +a+rz—s
— C T 1 3 2 1—pP1 035 2 285 axg 3 lh,’

rh+ri=rg P1,52 3,51
2<rl)

where s1 < 1) 4+ r3 + a and sy has the same bounds as above. Roughly

speaking we may say that the quantity in the left hand side of ({.3.1§) can
be written as a sum of terms of the form

ri—ro (ri+r3+r—s1)= #rll—so qri+b—sa arl +a+rz—s1
N[l N S Ao ok (515,

where so < 1y +0b, so <1l 51 < rh+rs+a, ry+r) =1y |ro| < |ry| and
(r)S = integer that can be bounded by 7.

Now taking into account (B.I1.3) — (B.I.G), since ro < ry, |{] > N; on
the support of ¢;, and || < 2N, on the support of any derivative of ;, we
obtain that the latter term can be estimated by

N r1+b—rf
K\r1+b—sz+r’2+a+r3—sl| < j) |r14r3+al
; !

E J
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and this can be estimated by

[o]
Kj\_a—i-b\—l—lea\-‘rs <&> :

’ N
thus proving the assertion. [ |
Corollary 4.3.2 Let s < 2N, w € L*(R"); then
1(0595)" (2, Do)wl| 2 < C(CEG) NG ]| o, (4.3.19)

Proof. By Theorem 18.1.11" in [4], if H(x, D,) is a pseudo differential oper-
ator of order 0 whose symbol has z — support contained in a fixed compact
set €2 of R™, we have

|8 (2. D)l 2z < O vol(©) sup [0¢h(z€)].

z,
[pl<n+1

This fact, together with the preceding proposition give the assertion. [ |

5 The a priori estimate

5.1 Preparations

Let us write, using (2-4),

P(e,&) = Y au(z,€)2° + bz, )T (5.1.1)
o] <2
and
P($0,50)<x7 5) = Z aa<$07 §o)Za + b(l’o, go)T. (5.1.2)
o] <2

Then by (B.1) we have the a priori estimate with frozen coefficients:

SN2l + v} < € (1| Prag.eo)(z, DYl + [[v]?) (5.1.3)
[J]1<2
Where Y;<0 |1 Z70]* = ¥ j1<2 (HXJ’UH2 + ||YJ’U||2). We may also allow x
to vary in a suitable small open set, e.g. supposing v € C§°(R") with small
support:

SNZ70 + [0]12 < € (I Py (2 D)ol + [[0]1?) (5.1.4)

[7]<2
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where
P(x{o)(xv 5) = Z aa(xa go)Za + b(x7 go)T- (5.1.5)

|| <2
We have
| Plago) (, D)ol < ||P(x, D)v|| + [[(P — Pugo(, D)i(x, D))ol (5.1.6)
<e Y Nz +C >Nz (1 - (D))l + || P(z, D),
[J]<2 |J]<2

where we used the fact that a,(z,&) — ao(z, D) has small L? norm when
applied to ¢ (D)v, provided cone supp 1.(£) is small enough.
Our purpose will be to deal with a function r of the form

v =Z"T" (T7) () U (5.1.7)

Lemma 5.1.1 Letr < 2N;, N;=N 27 |I'| + q+p < N; and w € L*(Q).
Then

MoNZ7A = (D) Z T (TP) (o wll L2(0) (5.1.8)

|J]<2

S C KZ]\Q NJI"+p+q+T||wHL2(Q)'
Proof. By Proposition [A.4 we may write :
Z7(1 = (D) Z" T (T7) (0w
_ CHIFITHR N1 — (D)) g+ ot

/ " _ 1 s+’
' +J"+a+p—t ﬁ (Q,Oi@bi)( +p') w,
where J' '+ J" = J, p' <p, { <|I'+ J"|+ |p| (note that the increase of s has
been obtained from the definition of (y;4;), the definition of (1) (i)
and Equation ( ). The last quantity equals

C\Jl—i—\l’\-ﬁ-p Nf(l _wz{(D))(J’) z\l’—i—J”\-ﬁ-p—Z . D\I’+J”\+q+p—é i/' (Spiwi)(s—i_pl) w
p:
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1

_ C\J+I’\+P N I+ 4p—t=t' pI'+J" | +a+p— —_
3 p/'
(1= ¢)D)H ) (pih) ] w,
where ¢/ < |I'+ J"| +p—£. Thus in order to prove the Lemma it suffices to

prove that
IDZ ™, (o) ™| < KN NP ],

when |7 + 70 + 73] < 2 N;. Since ¢} is a function of £ only and due to the
definition of the conical support of 1;, ¢} we must actually estimate

(5.1.9)

T T T ]_ - -
D} {1/1/1(, 2)(%%)( 3) _ Z E(@iwi)( 3+ﬁ)wll( 2+B)] ull
|BI<N; 7°

This is the same quantity of Lemma [A.]], where now cone supp f(z,¢) has
compact cosphere sections (f = 1¢!). Using the notation of Lemma [A1], we
remark that

C a2 al 1—C1 £ 2TC1
[ res(m Oldn < < sup £ (@, o) 0| (W () ) |

the supremum being taken over all €, || = M, a;+as = a, |by+bo| = |b|+n+1,
C1 S ay + bl.

If f has compact x — support or if f is a function of £ only, we obtain
that, using again the notation of Lemma [A.]]

De(FoH —{FoH},)Dhw (5.1.10)

C\a-}—b\-‘rn (a2) \ . R
< 7M' |£S|EIJ)V[ ‘f(e)2 (x’a)aal—i- 1—¢1 | (h(s—i- 2+Cl)(777£)> |Hw||
|b1-+b2|=[b|+n+1
c1<a1+b1
al1+tas=a

Applying (£.1.10) to (B.1.9) and taking into account the properties (B.1.1])
~ (BI.8), we get that (5.1.9) can be estimated by KN N{""™)||y||, and this
ends the proof of the Lemma. [ |

Applying Lemma [p.I]] and the a priori inequality (p-1.3) allows us to
deduce:

S 2T ZETUTP) (ol 2(e) (5.1.11)
|7]<2
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< C(IRZ"TUT?) ool ) + 127 TUT?) oy ull 2y
+KN N |Jquerrr||U||L2(Q)) :
where P; is defined by

Py(z, D,) (5.1.12)
= Di(z)an(x, Dy)Pi(D)Z + @i(x)b(x, Dy)3i(D)T

= Goi(2, Dy) 2% + b;(x, D,)T,

where ®;(z) = 1 in a neighborhood of 2, ®; € C(Q), Q cC ' and
|De®;(z)] < (ON;)lif o] < 3N; (see e.g. (B1.J)). We point out that the
introduction of such a function ®; is always possible since the L? norms in
(F-I-10) are actually L*(€2) — norms.

5.2 The use of the a priori estimate

Let now u € C§°(€2). Assume that ¢ = 0 and apply (b.1.11]) for i = 0 with
q=0=r,|I' =0:

Z ||ZJ(Tp)sooon||L2(Q) (5.2.1)
[7]<2

< O ([IPo(, D) (TP oot 20 + [(T?) oo tull 220
+ K N [lull2(@)) -

Our purpose is to iterate (5.2.1) in the following sense: we must estimate the
term || Po(T?) gy ul]; in order to do this we write Po(TP)pgpott = (T7)pgpe Lot
+[Fo, (T?) gy )u. The first term is known and hence it will be a good term in
our estimate; on the other hand the commutator generates a certain number
of terms according to Proposition .2.1. In particular new X’s and Y”s appear
causing the number of 7"s and the index r to increase as p decreases. Now in
the final step of the first iteration there is a term with p = 0 ; since basically
a commutator of two X's generates a T vector field, at this point ¢ may be as
large as the original p divided by 2. We are then allowed to reboot another
iteration procedure by introducing the next pair of cut off functions @11,
and use (p.I.T1]) over and over.
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Hence our main task will be to commute P, with Z!" TUTP) (i) -
Hence

[Py, Z" TYTP) 0]
= [P, Z"TY(T") (prpyr + Z"TUTP) )0
Recalling that, from (£.1.19), Pi(z, D) = ¥ |4<2 Gai(7, D) Z% + bi(z, DT, we
may write
[Py, Z"TUTP) () (5.2.2)
= 3 | [foi, 2T Z(T) g0

lof <2
+ @il 2%, Z" | TUT?) gy
+ Z8 T i, (TP) gy | 2
+ 2" T4 2%, (T i) |

+ [bi, Z" TN T(T) (o + O[T, ZV TN (TP)
+ ZIT[bi, (T) (0] T
+ ZV T[T, (TP)W 6]

- ¥ ey

la|<2 j=1

where @, b are defined in (F1.19). We deal first with the A—terms; the B's
will then be easy. First of all we point out that if X is a fixed vector field we
have the identity (easily proved by induction)

[Gai, XM = > <:>adX g XFF (5.2.3)

1<k/<k

Iterating (p.2.3) and using the multi-index notation we have

A9 — - ¥ 1T\ (@) g0+ (5.2.4)
al lIHlS‘III Mal
q'<q

|I”|—|—_q’21
. I'—1"+armg—q' p
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where we denote by
al)(x,D,) = ady, ...ady, (de(z, D,)) (5.2.5)

Zis .. Z;, being vector fields belonging to a "fixed” finite set of analytic
vector fields (e.g. all the vector fields used until now, i.e. the Z’s, the W’s
and the =’s may build such a family).
Next ,

AS = [ ii 222 TN (TP e (5.2.6)

where this term is missing if |I’| = 0 and by Z!**17'1=2 we denote an expression
of the form Z?, with |8] = |a| + |I'| — 2; note that this term is also missing
if no commutator between X'-type and X”-type field is involved.
Furthermore using (.2.§) and making again the same conventions as above
we obtain:

o ’
i — « ! g ~ _
48 = Y (-1 1(' ! ')zf TO0s(T7) g0t (5.2.7)
=1
lo/[=11]a’|-¢
— Z Z ort ZI’Tq~mXp+\a\ —l—k— 1(¢¢)(T+p+k+1)<pﬁ(a—a’)
=0 k=1 (p— E)

We point out explicitly that in the above equation Z* has been decomposed
as Yo X (X equals either X’ or X”) and the Y vector fields act on
(TP) 4y according to (.2.7) - see also Remark f.2.7 - whereas we applied
(E.2.8) only to the X vector fields (see also (B.1.9)).

S (A9 + AU 4+ 49) (5.2.8)
|| <2
25 e
lo|<2 £=0 |I"|<|I'| 11" \¢' 14
q'<q
17| 4q'>1
I T
' |Z || [1) i 22T (TP) o
<2

>S5y (1)t
lal<2 =1 k=0 |1"[<|T ") \¢) (p = O)!
o' <a q'<q

[1"|4+q'>1
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_d((l\if”l-irfl') ZII'=1"| x|’ |+p—t—k=1pq—q' (¢i¢i)(r+p+k+1)(pﬁ(a—a’) '

Proposition 5.2.1 Assume a.; is a G° pdo of order zero and assume that
aﬁf,? entails only x—derivatives of the symbol d((fi)(x,f). Then if u € L*(Q) N
£'(Q),

1% (2, Da)ul| 12) < CH05||ul| L2 (5.2.9)
Here s > 1.

Proof. Since
18%) (2, Dy )ull 20

< C sup || D2o(@l))(x, )|l llull 2,

the conclusion follows at once from (B:42]]) and the definition of G, in (p-I.17).
]

Assembling the estimates for the terms in (5.2.§) and (5.I.11) we obtain:

e 127 2" THT) gyl 2 (5.2.10)

S C{HZI/Tq(Tp)(@Z_wi)(r)(I)Z'P'LLHLQ(Q)

HNZ"TUT) (g0 (PP — P)ul| 120y
+HZI(TQ(TP)(%-@)(T)u||L2(Q) + KZ]VZNZ'I |+p+q+7‘HuHL2(Q)

\I”H-q’ (‘[”H_q/)s I’—I”—i—a q_q/ p—f
+ sup CETEN 1Z T gy ul 2@
i
q'<q
|| +q¢'>1

+ ‘Slllp |I,| ||ZQ+I/_2Tq+1(Tp)(gom)(r-)uﬂm(m
<2

o osup Ok N L
la|<l, o/ <a (p — 6)'
1<t<|a|—1
0<k<|a|—¢

q'<q, [I"|<|I'|
[1"|+q'>1
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(|2 PR () D = | o

+ SU.p ’|Aa3uHL2(Q }

| <
for [I'| +p+q+2 < N;.
Lemma 5.2.1 Let |[I'|+p+q+2<N,;, r <2N;; then
||ZIITq(Tp)(%wi)(r)((I)ip — Pz)u||L2(Q)
< KZ+Ni+2N;+‘II‘+p+qHUHL2(Q)7
p, q, I' and r being defined as above.

Proof. Recalling formula (A.4]) and remarking that ¢;(£) = 1 on the support
of 1;, we may write that

ZTITP) gy (8P — ) (5.2.11)
/! 7,,/ 7,,// / —7”/ 1 r 7
= X N ([ M) )

' +7<|I'|+p+q
<2, |a|<2

DY PR [@ia, (1= 47)(D)] D O(|a] ),

where D¥ means a derivative with respect to z of order k. The first order
term in 7" in the expression of P receives a completely analogous treatment
(even simpler!). Denoting by ¥ (§) a cut-off symbol of order zero such that
supp ¥ C {¢} = 1}, ¢! = 1 on the support of 1, |¢7| < 1, we easily see
that, due to Corollary it suffices to show that

17 (D) D} [®ia, (1 —4i(D)] DPwllr2e)  (5.2.12)

(3

< KNl ago
whenever |1 + 7| < 2N;, 7, T suitable multi-indices. Note that since
supp ! C {¢] =1}, we have
¥/ D3 [@ia, (1 —4i(D))] (5.2.13)
¥} D7 ®;a(1 — (D))
= D'[Y] , ®a] (1 — (D))
1

D} @b;'cbia—lﬁgNEOp (¥i(s) (@) D) | (1 = ¢(D)).
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As a consequence we must estimate

Vi ia— Y !

— (5.2.14)
|B|<N; B'

Op (W(m(@ia)(m)] (1 —4;(D))DPw

12(@)
< KNNTT | ),

and the estimate in (p.2.14)) follows from Lemma [A-]] arguing along the same
lines of Lemma p.1.1]. ]

5.3 Estimate of the term containing Agf%

We will estimate in this section terms of the form [G(x, D), (17)(p,p0) )

modeling those which build the A((j% But first we need a suitable formula for
the commutator of two pseudo — differential operators.

Lemma 5.3.1 Let G(x,D), H(x,D) be two pseudo — differential operators
with symbol g(x, &), h(x, &) respectively and let

g3 (x,6) = 08 Dg(x,€), (5.3.1)
(G (x,€) = g3 (2, €), (5.3.2)
for any multi-indices o, 8. Also define, for a positive integer M,
1
o({GoH}y)= ) 59(6) (2, E)he) (2, §), (5.3.3)
o<s<m 9

1.€e.
{GoHyy=GoH - (G o H = Op( 3 50,y 5))) . (534)
o<s<mM ©-

where, as usual, Op(q(x,&)) denotes the pseudo-differential operator with
symbol q(x,&). Then for any M non — negative integer,

—1)18l

ol B! {H((g)) OGEE?}M_MM. (5.3.5)
1<|atBl<m P
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Corollary 5.3.1 For any M we have

[G H]_ Z ﬂH(a)OG(O‘)_‘_R
’ N 1<|a+B8|<M Oé'ﬁ' ) ) (G, H],M
where

Riemm =[G, H| —({GoH}y —{HoM}y)

D e | A @ o @
T §53<M g (UG @ G harctass = HEG) GG

Corollary p.3.1] is just a restatement of Lemma [p.3.0]
Proof of Lemma [.3.3]. By the general calculus we have

1
o([G H]) ~ > 5(9(%(6) ~ %)
[y[>1 7"
Using the identity
)
1= (_1)v< )
16/>1 g
v<I4|
we obtain thet
1 (—1)h
__h(5)g(5) = 7;1(7)(5—7)9(4{)(5_“0’
ot 1<gia 1O =)
so that .
5
- Z ﬁh( )g(a) - Z U({H(ﬁ/) © Gy) a—py)-
1<ls|<M 7 1<h|<M
Since 1 1
5 5 5
hog® = > @h( go = > 50,
0<|g|<M—|s| P 1<|gl<m—1s) &°

using the same identity on the second term we obtain

1 1
> 59(‘”}1(5): > 5‘7({H(6>OG(6)}M—‘5|)

1<lsl<m O 1<|s|<M

)

33

(5.3.6)

(5.3.7)
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—1)hl
D VIR D S0 Rter) )

[~/
1<loent 1<pi<ar—g 0!

which proves the Lemma. [ ]

Our purpose is now to give an estimate of the last term in (£.2.10). We
use the convention that H(x, D) denotes the operator

H(x, D) = &;(z)H (z, D)¥;(D),

where ¢; = 1 near Q and |D®;| < (CN;)lel) for |a] < N;. It will also be
useful to make a small change in the previous notation; namely we set

(=1
M= 3 g Ads - Bl (5.38)
o >p
where
ATy = XX Irlet s (5.3.9)
BY) = adSad,(p) = Bas(p) = Bag. (5.3.10)

Using the general formula

and Corollary p.3.1], we may write:

(5.3.11)

[(Tp>(4piwi)(r)’ G] - R[(Tp)(Wiiﬁi)(T)’éLNi

o [A\ (B p—|a+5|>~(~y)
_ 1\l
s I e

o'<a,B8'<B
T+|a+B|<p
1<|y+6 ]+’ +8'|+7

(p—lo/+8'|-7) @ L
Aa_a/75_5/ Ba,ﬁ(((pl,gb’l) )('y) a'ﬁ',yl(sl

~ 1 ~ 2 ~
()Gl Ni + Em’,G + Er,i,G"

= B,
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where

_ oy (D
R[(Tp)mwm,cl,m - QJ%‘@T@ (5.3.12)

NAYUBYLG — (BP0 GYn,) — APUGBY), — {G o BY)},)

—_1)IAl
» ( 1) () ( ( (\) (P)(w)
+Aap,/3 1<>\+Z<N Alp! ({G(u © Bp 5 }N —[Atpl — G(u) oB 5@)) ’
<IN

G 5105 (@, D) = adsady,adi (G (w, D)) (5.3.13)
and where X, » and X2, . denote the sums over [y + 0| < p— o'+ 8| — 7
and |y + 9 > p— \oz + B | — 7 respectively. Here G(a -5 has order —[y|
and Ba s((pihi)™) ) has order —|d|.
In ¥}, 5 we want to decrease the number of derivatives in APl 5 iy B|’ " in
order to bring G( ' 575 and Ba s((gihy)™) ) up to order zero: when possible
we do this exploiting excluswely powers of T (grouping these terms in Eim )
fmd ;Vit})l a mixture of 7" and X derivatives otherwise (grouping these terms
in Em o)

21

_ 1 2
T, G Er,i, E

2 o (5.3.14)

where

1 el [ @ ﬁ)(p—|a+5|>
E &= MSP_X;/%_T( 1) (m) <ﬁ, _ (5.3.15)

[y 46| +|o/+8 | +7>1

a'<a, B'<B
A | AP0/ +B| =T —Iy+3) 8] 1
Glap " Aazargop T Bap((pite))() 7 ol B151]

and

el /g e
Eia= 2 o(z!ﬁgw (a) (5) <p |T+ﬁ|> (5.3.16)

|y+o|<p—|a/+B'| -7
|[v+6+a’+8|+7>1
o'<a B'<B

—|a'+B'|—-7— Yo
0) oy ZPX O 20 B ()
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where in (p-3.16) Z means either an X or a T" derivative. That is, if there are
any T vector fields remaining after bringing @E or B ﬁ(' up to have order
zero in Zl & they appear explicitely in expressions containing A or B.

As for 22 & we recall that we actually want to estimate the norm of

vires? o vE

applied to u. Our strategy will be to fully exhaust A(p o’ ﬁ+ g ﬁl, ™) and bring in
additional derivatives as well from the vector fields preceding and following
22 " Here, with a change in the notation used in the preceding sections,
we denoted by V either a derivative along the X — i.e. X’ X”—direction or
along the Y direction.

Thus we may write
viTes?, v* (5.3.17)

B} s s S r (6)
= ot G(a prssZ 472 ady (Baﬁ ((%%’)( ))(W))

where 30, s; = | + K| +p+q—|o/ + | — 7, and, unless s3 = 0, we may
take |so| = |v|, |s4] = [0]. In any case |so| < |v], |s4] < |0] and we may
choose to include first any T’s present in Z%2, Z%, then, when the 7T’s are
exhausted we include the possible Y's present in Z°2, Z%4; only when these
are not available we may include X'’s in the Z%2, Z%. At the end of this
process we are left with a term Z%* of the form Z%* = T"V?® where, as
above, V' denotes either an X or a Y derivative, b; < ¢ provided ¢ > 0. We
sum up what we did up to now in the following equality:

vIiTe {(Tp)(%lpi)(r), é} VK (5.3.18)

= VIT'R g Ve
[(Tp)mwi)W’G}’Nl
_'_ZVIT[] (Erl’zé rzG) VK
1
N; Q0] 82 7783 178
+C Z Of‘ﬁ‘ '5'G(a/76/77—75731)z ez

T+’ +8'|<p
[v+3|<N;

. NG
ead (Baﬁ (o) ))w))
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where 7% = TV b < qifq¢>0and Y0, s = |[[+K|+p+q—|a'+5|—T,
|sa] < |7], |sa] < |9] (equalities hold unless s3 = 0).

Before proceeding we want to bring all the 68 to the left; writing & =
a—do, =p8—78 we get

viTi {(Tp)(%%)(r), é} vE (5.3.19)

= VITR 4 VK
{(Tp)(wwn(” ’G} ANi

' BY (I (4) Am
+ _1a<a>< GO
1<|O‘/+B/+Z’Y+5+T<p( ) o )J\BJ\|I'|) \¢ )~ (@A mella)

I'<I, ¢'<q
. ThiyI=I'pa=d
Z (_1)\64 (p_ ‘O‘/+ﬁ,| o |O~‘+B‘>
|G+ Bl <p— o+ 8| ~7—|y+4] T

1 p—|a/+B' |~ —|y+6| 3] ™\ 1K
a!ﬁw!é!Adﬁ T Bt prp (((plwﬂ )(’Y)V

by seE()(G)( )

p—7—|y+é|<|a+B|<p—T I'<I
o'<a,f'<p '<aq
1<|a/+B"+v+68|+7<p

HAYEATE e
|[/| q/ a'ﬁ'f}/‘é' (O‘lvﬁlv‘r?é?ul‘?ql)

o 7/ ) / _ (6)
x 7 pa=d =1 tp=lo' 5yl -T 7ol p b)) VK
5 (o))
1 -
+CNi > —— G
181181 (@57 m8,51)
alH o+ + ST K g+ 7] @O0 1

o' <a,B'<B, |/ +B'[+7<p
bi1<q if ¢>0

Z\’Y\TblvszaB ((¢i¢i)(7))

(9)
)
1 -
N; ()
+C Z G(Zz’,ﬁ’,ﬂ',&sl)

131~151
|s2+s4|<[y+3|<N; alflylo!
|s1+s2+sa|<|I+K|+p+g—|a'+B|—T

S S T (5)
A 2+ 4Baﬁ ((@zwz)( ))(’y) .
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The second term on the right needs rewriting if it is to be brought into a
form where the EA&BBQ,JF&,B,JFB((%M)(T))ﬁ(p_|°‘ tars +B‘) have the right
balance, as in ({.2.1]). First we write

(p— |o/+§+6’+ﬁ|> a0
— o'+ @] =0\ (la+ ]
_ (—1)e<p o + ) ( )
ZSEBLT Tt ¢
_ |O/ + 5/| .y a B
- (_1)£<p ) ( //)( //)'
a’<a,8"<p

Proposition 5.3.1 Any expression of the form

V° adit (ad? Bug(adi? (p2) 7)) VX
may be written as a sum of CP!l terms, |pi| = |0 + X7 + 7| + | K|, each of
the form

7P B[Ll;((gpw)ﬂplH-T))7
where |p1] < |p1| = [0 + X + 9] + | K|

Remark 5.3.1 This is where the precise form of the vector fields introduced
in Definition [{.3.3 is needed. In particular any x— or {— derivative of a
symbol can be thourh of as the action of a Z, field on the symbol itself. We
point out explicitely that tge W, and =, derivatives may be commuted with
Ba and go directly onto their argument, see e.g. ([{.3.16).

The Proposition is very easy to prove.

Proof. Is a repeated use of Lemma [A.J. An expression of the form V?° o
f(z,D) may be written as C° terms of the type 29W? o f(z,D), &' < 4.
Using the definition of the vector fields in Definition and Lemma [A.3
we prove the result. [ |
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Using the argument of Proposition p.3.] we may write

1) )\ (6)
T (Ba+a',5+5/((%¢z’)( ))(v)) (5.3.21)

- |y+64+a/+8'| .0 o . b\ (T F6+a’+6]) ©)
e ' By (i) )w)
where |p/| < |v+ 5+ + 7.
Let us focus our attention on the second term of (5.3.19) and keep into

account (5.3.20): the coefficient (a‘sf,) ( 5,,)&%@ = Wﬁ”'@’ where a = & — o,

B = — ", makes it appear that a, # should be the running indices, not &,
5. Well,
Agjﬁ}) = X”a”XNgX/gX/B”Tm—Ia”+B”I—\Q—ﬁ\’ (5.3.22)

but now the vector fields X’#" are in the wrong position. To manage this
type of terms, where, if we maintain the balance needed for iteration, then
the vector fields are in unadmissible locations, we have found it helpful to
write

(T™) (5.3.23)

X7 2'0,ad7,,, (1))

(_1)|o¢1| o T ~ T\ (r
- | BZ al’ﬁl’ Af(ilﬁ)lX/ I,padX’BOq& ((@@b)( )) :
a1+pB1|<p1 R

thus the second term on the right of (5.3.19) becomes

, 1\ (q) ~
_pet () (O () G o 5.3.24
ISa/_l_ﬁ/_l_Z,y_i_é_‘rTSp( ) <a/> <5, |I,| q/ (a 76 77—7571 q ) ( )

I'<Iq'<q

/ /
Ty I=1"pa—=d Z (_1>£ <p — o'+ B — f)
"+ |=t<|a+B|,7 Tt
a”Sd,B”SB

(_ 1) |OCH| / ! "
) |[v+0+a’+p8 |X//a
ATl —
p=la 48| ~lo’+B" |~ +3] K
X (T )X/ﬂ” e’ ,adg(',' ,((QOH/%‘)(T‘H'Y+5+o/+ﬁ’+ﬁ"\)) Ve,

where |p'| < |y +d+ o + F'].
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First of all let us now deal with the X"?":

(1) xror ' ad?l) ((@9)™) (5.3.25)

— 18" TP p " gt X/Bé,
C _( )Xlﬁl (I,p,),ad;,+ﬁ2 ,((@123)(7‘))

where Y- 8 = 3”. Now
" / 1" 1 !/ __ Rl 0
XBU (") = | pf|PY O1PY g maxdp’ =570}
and, as above

o’ B” ~ IN(r o " ~ I\(r
ady, (Bgﬁ ((W/J)( ))) = (! +52‘x”’23gg ((WP)( +|ﬁ|)) ;
where |po| < | + B, [V] < |o” + B5]. Hence

(Tpl)X,Bi,’wlﬂl,[ld?(,/,,((Q)Diwi)(r+‘7+6+a/+6/+ﬁ”‘)) (5326)

= la”"+B51| 18] (1 18
- C ‘p | (T )m,p//+p2’((piwi)(r+\—Y+5+a/+5/+ﬁ//‘+‘a//+5g‘))X 5

where Y 5 = 5".

JFrom the definition we have

(Tpl)XJ/_/’(ww)(r) - l’;/ (Tpl)(gow)(r) + (Tpl_l)adX/,(gow)(T) (5327)
= 2{(T™) (o + 2T ) x (o0

p1

= 3 I )y
k=0
and
(Tpl)XJ’.,(cpw)(T) - l’;(Tpl)((pw)(r) + (Tpl_l)(sm/})(rjtl) (5328)
so that, for several X’s, with > k; = k, we obtain
(TP") x= (o) (5.3.29)
p1 p1—ki pr—k1— =K1
- ST Y e ()
k1=0 ko=0 k‘g‘:o

o el+k—-1\ o,
- ZCk<| | k )I (™ k)<sow><f-+k>’
k=0
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where |¢'| < |e|. Furthermore, since
p_|a/+ﬁl|_‘a//+ﬁll‘ 1
r— |O// + 5//| a8
C( T )(p_‘o/_'_ﬁ/‘_|a//_'_ﬁ//|)!

ﬁ \Oé”—l-ﬁ”\ (p—|o/+ﬁ’|—7’)!
‘7__‘0//_,’_5//‘
<o
Tl

we may estimate (5.3.24)) applied to u in L?*-norms by:

sup O Ho+a/ +8' |+ +k+q'+|I'] (5.3.30)
1</ +B" 4y +6|4+7<p
I'<I,q'<q,|a"+p"|<T
o' |<]a/ +B" +y+4]
1§P_|OCI+BI+OC”+BN+’Y+6‘_7'
a”ga’,z Bl(/:ﬁngﬁ/
N

]

X
NE(g + 7+ + B+ + 3 +|1])!
() V|1 I-I'+a" qrg—q .0 +a +B"
X HG(a’,ﬁ’J,\I'Lq’)T V T X

— | +B' 4+ B 4+ —T—k VLK
(TP lo/ 45" +a" + 8" +y+8| -7 )(soiwi)(dﬁ”")vﬁg U

Y

where d3 =7+ k+|[y+o+o + 5+ + 8" +|I'|+4¢ — | + 84| and
dy = |y +d+a + 08+ + 5"+ 5)|. We have written out ds, do since
dy is the number of new derivatives on (p;7);) and ds is the net loss of free
derivatives; we point out that ds > 1. Bringing the powers of x to the left of
V=l +a" a4’ will not alter the form of (5.3.30) substantially: it merely adds
to the supremum the condition |p"| < |I —I' + &”|, |p' + & + 5"|, replaces
VI=I+e” by yI=I'+e”=" ‘moves every z’s to the left of V/=I"+2" and adds a
factor C1P"+e"+8"IN*" in front. Thus (F-3:30) is bounded by

(CNi)AI+Aq+AK+Ap

_sup. RFIEEAL (5.3.31)
I,K,G<q,p<p il Ll
p/2,8/2,|d1+v|<AI+Aq+AK+Ap
AT+Ag+HAK +Ap>1,0>0

X "G&Z)Th‘xpvqu(Tﬁ)(%‘%‘)”*S)XKU

Y

where Al = |I| = |I|, Ap=p—p, Ag=q— G, AK = |K| — |K]|.
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Remark 5.3.2 From now on we shall occasionally include a numerical mul-
tiple by N; as a derivative of a localizing function when this will be enough
for our purposes. Thus (o)@*®) could refer to N*(i)®).

Moreover we shall restrict ourselves to the analytic type of estimates, since
this will be enough for the propagation of reqularity theorem.

Using the fact that
<p— \a+5|> <N
T 7!
(| 4+ B 45+ 6| + |I') + ¢)! < Ol HFF R (1514151 ) )
and applying Proposition .3.3, the third term in (§.3:.19) is bounded by
NAI+Aq+p

chi su —_—
| N7ldy + ]!

[T +G<|I|+q+p
S<Nj,|di+v|<N;,Ag>0

x |G 2TV ()

(5.3.32)

)

again with AI = |I| — |I|, Ap = p — p, Aq = q — §, all non negative in this
case.

The last two terms in (5.3.19) are similarly treated: for the next to last
we get the bound

AI+|K|+Aq+
N- |K| qTp

e sup o (5.3.33)
i a<erp  Nild+]!
S<Ny,|di+v|<N;
< ||Glah 2P TV i)
As for the last term, using also Remark [.3.9, we have the bound
N]“/|—\S2\NK 1
¢t sup Z : (5.3.34)

sl NN TR oI G)
|d1 41,1y <N;

|s|<N;

A K
: HGE%ZS?(@Z-W(”*S’V “H
|I|+|K[+p+q

< N sup i [7[—Is2]

= X 7
jsal<hls<n; NP dn + !
|d1+v|<N;

e

Y
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where the factor N/71*2! will later go with G‘Egz)Z”.

To bring 683)28/7 |s'| < |v], out of the L?-norm we must recall that the
symbol of G has been cut-off to be zero for €| < N;:

o (Gi) (2,6 = 907 (@(x)g(x, ) W(E))
= g @ OO+ X g @ Ow(e),

1<l

when z € €, since ®(x) = 1 in a neighborhood of Q.
Since Z* is at most C1! (“,SY;D |v'|! < CMI|'|! terms of the form D* =" 257",
for some +' < ¢, we may write

0D (903, (2, )i()) D

< sup g, (@ O W) w]
|p|<n+1

€]
"=l
< s [c'dﬁpﬂ(dﬁp)!wuul ol

\p\glrlwrl (1 + [
¢

< cclhtl di!(y — s')ls'!

= N

so that

< CClh N (dy + 5! (5.3.35)

L2—L? —

10D (g (2, ©Wi(©))

if w has support in a compact set (so |z|'* = < ¢l < Chl) and ¢
may be taken to lie in T;, which we will be able to do since w will contain
it Again, for sake of simplicity we are assuming that g (and thus P) has
“analytic coefficients”.

As for the case |y;| > 1 (i.e. when some derivatives land on W(&)) the

expression g((ﬁ’ )71)(x W (£)¢5'=7" has E-support in {N; < |¢] < 2N;} and

sup  |0f (g™ (2, V()6 )
lp|<n+1
N; <|€|<2N;
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|5/~
ldi+ryl+ntl g (14 — IL
< \p\sﬁﬂlc (| ’Yl|‘l’|p|)-(1+|§|)‘7_W1|X{N¢S\5\S2Ni}
€l

di!(ly =l +p])!
< cchhl sup | |_|s/+ ',_')|
pl<nt+iy<s (1 [

N;<|¢|<2N;
dy!
< colhl
- Ni\’Y —s/|
so that for |y| > 1, due to the fact that |”’|“3,“ <1,
Ni
|0 (gian™ (@, T () 2w (5.3.36)

< O HIg N sup HOp (X{Nig\g\gm}) :L"s/_”/wH .
v <s’

Since in our case w = TIV! (gﬂﬂpi)(ws)vkq, so that the conic support of w
lies in I';, we write ¥~V TV (g;h;) "tV E with all the Vs at the left:
xs’—’y’Ttivf((piwi>(r+s)VK' _ C_f( xs'—“/Tfin-l-K'(Qpiwi)(r-l'sﬂk—K'D7
for some K’ < K, and each of these terms is bounded by
NP DI =0 g = LI = (4 K=K
with p/ < min{q+ 1:+~K’, s —~"+ f—iiK’}. Similarly, using the definition of
(T%) () r+9)» a:p'T‘iVI(Tp)(wwi)ws) VE is at most CVi terms, each less then
N’ terms of the form
1

alp!

for some «, 8, p/, K’ with |a + 3| < p, K’ < K and

G+I+p+K'—p' p+p+K+I1—p/ o+ Bl+r+s+|K—K'
G+I+p p P tD P (%‘wi)(' Bl \ )

)

| < min{G+ 1] +p+ |K'|, |p| + |I| + 5+ | K|}
Thus

[xtvcigzomaa™ TV (i) VR

G+|I+K'
< sup NI

K'<K

(%M)(HSHR—K'DUH
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and

HX{Ni§|£|§2Ni}xquVI(Tp)(%qpi)(ws)VKUH (5.3.37)
< N sup Nid+ﬁ+|f+K’|—\a+B| H(SOﬂ/Jz‘)GJFSHR_K,HWFBD“H-
ap

K/'<K

Let us now use (p.3.39), (b-3:37) in (5-3.31)) — (b:3:32). Thus (p.3.31)) can be
bounded by

C(C NI K=Kl +p=pta—Gtoldi+]
N'SN'Ile’_’y'
g1/ 1 (TP K
) {HTqV (Tp)(%wi)(r“)v UH

(5.3.38)

4 CN gup NIFPHIHK-latd H(W/}i)(r+s+|f<_z<f\+|a+m>uH
jarpl<p

(CN;) - II+1E=Kl+p—pta—q
- S
N;
N; A7+ K|4++pt-q+r
C™N;

HTqu(Tf’)(%wi)ws) VKuH

s el

Next, (p-3-39) or the third term in (p-3:19) is similarly bounded by

N\I—f\+IK—K’\+p+q—q+|~r|—s’
N; * Vi

C

jd1+]
N NS+ (5.3.39)

. {HTqvf(wlwz)(r-i-s)vf(uH + CNZ-N;]+\I~+K’\

NI-THIE =K [4pte—q N
R e

KA
|I|+|K|+p+q+r
N;

(i) 1K=y |

+ sup H(SM/%)(TJFS/)UH -

|s/|<2N;

d

NI

Thus (p.3.19) may be rewritten, using (5.3.11]) and taking into account the
bounds under the suprema in (5.3.31) - (£.3.34), as
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Proposition 5.3.2 Let |I|+p+q < N;, | K| <2; then
VITT[(T7) (s G V4 (5.3.40)

<

VITIR o VEy
| |

Al a7lA Irgp L
+C sup C! |NZ-‘ |HV Tq(Tp)(%wi)(rﬂ)V uH
Ag+Ap+AI+AK>1
Ap>0
s<2(AI+A+Ap+Aq)
—AL=|L|-|K|<Ap

N; A TG r+s L
+C sup N}& HV T () 9V Ly
$=0,Aq+p>0
AT+AL+Aq+Ap>1
s<N;

Y

where AI = |I| — |I|, AL = |K|—|L|, Ap = p—p, Aqg = q— G, A =
Al + AL+ Ap+ Aq, |A| = |AI + |AL| + |Ap| + |Agq].

We remark that L may be large and hence AL may be negative.
We have

Proposition 5.3.3 We may take L = 0 on the right hand side of (5.5.40).

Proof. The idea is to commute the V' fields behind (1%) ) ¢+5; We need
only to be concerned with the X vector fields; in fact the result of commuting
back a Y vector field will give a term analogous to the last in (5-2.§). These
terms contain (positive order) derivetives of ¢ and will be estimated easily
exploiting the assumption on the WF of u in the leaves of the characteristic
manifold.

As for the X vector fields, it suffices to make the following two remarks:
a) for a bounded number of X’s we may commute them back to the left of
(T7) (¢ Introducing a new constant and replacing p by p — £ and s by
s+ £, ¢ less or equal than the number of commuted fields. Doing so we do
not alter anything else except the C' in C™i| since the second term in (.2.8)
(Proposition [I.2:3) is readily absorbed in the next to last term of (5-3-40).

b) For more X’s (there are at least |5f| < [B”| < p of them) we use
Proposition fl.2.] ensuring that only terms free of (T7),,y,)m, p > 0, occur
when we commute X’* with (T P) ey and these terms are readily absorbed
in the next to last term of (5.3:40). |
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Let us now go back to (p-3-19); we claim, for the remainder term, that

VEu| < (CK;)N NIFeratr (5.3.41)

VITQR[(TP)(W”(T), @]Ni

provided that |I| +p+¢ < N;, 7 < 2N;.

Recall that o(G)(z,§) = ®i(z)g(z, §)Wi(§), where ®;(z) =1 in a neigh-
borhood of Q and satisfies the inequalities |D*®;(x)| < (C'N;)1*l, |a| < 3N;.
We have the
Lemma 5.3.2 Let aqp ((gpﬂbi)(s)) =0 (Bag ((¢i¢i)(s))). Then

}(aﬁ) (aes (:60)) <x,s>} (5.3.42)

9]
~ N;
< (CKi)s—ira+6+p+v+5|Ni5+|a+B+p+V<‘£‘> ‘

Proof. We may write
P
(%) (aaﬁ ((sz @Di)(s)))ii))

o r+p P 6
- > (%) <0_§> adyady, ((%’@bz’)(s))

r<|a+B],|p+7l
o r+p P §
— S CletAIny <_> (_) plotBl=r ((%wi)(sﬂwm—ﬂ)
r<la+l o+ O o
(0% T 8 ’ (0% T S (0% -r
— 3 Clatstenl g <8_§> LlotBl ((%%)( +otB+p+9] ))’
r<|o+B8],|p+l
and the result follows from Proposition [.3.8. |

To estimate the remainder term, we write

VITIR 4 V%
[(Tp)(mwi)“)’ G|
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N; arr+r’

_ oy N cinersaplitepear
B 181~14!
T a!Bly!o!

' <|J|

) Y 3 24

! !
DI gy,

where either
() Fls, =GR, Hlss = (Baslpith)®)
or o
. I\ ~
(ii) Fgﬁ,w = (Baﬁ(Wi¢i>( ))(5)’ H(ZB,& = G%)’
with & = 8 = 0 in case (ii). In all cases p+ ¢+ |I| < N;, s < N; and
|y + 0| < Ny, |a+ 5] < p.
The claim is proved by an application of Lemma [A.T. ]

()
OF

Summing up we have achieved the proof of the result of this section:

Proposition 5.3.4 Assume that u verifies the hypotheses of Theorem [.]
(with s = 1 for sake of simplicity). Let G(x,D,) be an analytic pseudo —
differential operator of degree 0, |I'| +p+q < N;, r < Ny, |J| < 2. Then
there exists a positive constant C' = C(G’), independent of N, such that

VT (1) puyers GV (5.3.43)

A>0,Ap>0,0q20 N7
s<2A,|I1-|I'|[<Ap

+ON1 sup  NATE
Ag>0,A>1
SSNZ

Vqu(SOiwi)(r—l—s)UH
+CCNiN]I/|+p+q+TKNi+T||u||
where A = AI + Ap+ Aq, AL = |I'| + |J]| — |f|, Ap=p—p, Aq=q—q,

|A| = |AI| + |Aq| + Ap and V' denotes, as usual in this section, a derivative
either in the X or in the Y directions.
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5.4 Reducing the order by half and the end of the proof
of Theorem 2.1

Combining (5.2.10), Lemma p.2.1 and Proposition p.3.4 we obtain the esti-

mate

sup HZITq(Tp)(%W)(r)U||L2(Q) (5.4.1)
I=I'+J
|J|<2

S C ||ZI,Tq(Tp)(%¢i)(T-) @,’PUHLz(Q)

+ sup  CRINATYZITUT) sl oy
AqZAO;AIPZO

s<2A
+CNi sup NZ-A_S||ZITq(SOiwi)(HS)UHL?(Q)

Ag>0,Ap=p
s<N;

1 T 1Z7 T (T?) (pypprull 2o ¢
q"=q+1

where Z denotes as usual either a X — or a Y — derivative.
We point out explicitly that in deriving (5.4.1]) we used the assumption that
@igpg(a)u is analytic, if |« > 0, near our base point p.

Now starting with i = g =r = I' = 0, p = pg we use estimate (5.4.1])
with ¢ = 0 repeatedly. Each time we resubject the 2nd, 3rd and 5th terms in
(-41)) to (5.4.1]) to reduce |I| + p + ¢ (in the 3rd term p = 0 and it cannot
be subjected to (5.4.1) again).

The aim is to obtain only the first four terms in the right hand side of
(b.4.1)), which will happen eventually. That is, we claim that the last term
in (B.4.1) will eventually disappear. To see this, observe what happens after
each iteration: in the last term ¢ has risen by 1, but || has dropped by 2.

After at most % iteration, every term will either contain Pu or, we claim,

have p = 0 and have at most 1 free Z, with ¢ at most equal to @. To

see that this is the case, note that in Proposition p.3.4, p decreases in each
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term on the right, while in (5:2:§), p may keep it value. Now these terms
arise only if |I'| + ¢ > 0. Thus a given application of Proposition p.3.4 may
reduce |I'| or p or ¢, but once |I'| + g reaches 0, p must decrease.

The value of ¢ need not decrease, and may rise (via [X, X| =T) to one half
the original value of |I'| + 2+ p or 2222 (new Z's arise in Proposition -
first term on the right hand side - only by a corresponding decrease of p).
Thus we have proved:

Proposition 5.4.1 Forp < N,,

sup |27 (T%) gyl 12(0) (5.4.2)
|J]<2

< CNi{ sup N2 ZITUTP) g, )0 @i Pul| 20
+ sup NPT Z7(0inh) Tl 2y

$<2N;,2A
|J]<2

+ NP RN

u||L2(Q)}>
where K; satisfies the bounds (B11) - (B1.8) and A =p—p+q+ G —|I|.

Lemma 5.4.1 For |[I|+p+q < N;,s <2N;
1 . .
S IXTT) g0 @i Pl 20y < CFF RN N7

Proof. Clear due to the assumptions of Theorem R.] and by Proposition

£3.3 n

For the second term on the right in Proposition p.4.]] we pass to a new
pair of localizing functions, ;,1;, where ¢’ is the largest integer such that

q+2 < Ny (so that ¢!=1) < CNiN; .
Proposition 5.4.2 Let |J| <2 and s < 2N;, § < N;; then

1 o L
127 () U TT = (T7) gy Jul 2y < CMFINT. (5.4.3)
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Proof. Arguing exactly as in the proof of Proposition [.:3.]]. [ |
Proposition 5.4.3 For S < 2N,,
sup 1127 (i) (T gpup)ul o/ N;
< OMENsup <ol Z7 (T%) gy Jull 12

Proof. Is a consequence of the bounds (B-I1]) - (B-I.§) and the bounds on
(1)) (Proposition [£3.2). .

Thus we have shown:

Proposition 5.4.4

sup (| Z7(T7) gyt p2(0) (5.4.4)
|J]<2
p<N;

S CNZKZNl NZPHUHLQ(Q) + sup Nlp_pl||ZJ(Tp1)4p;¢2UHL2(Q)
p1<(N;i+2)/2
|J]<2

+CNNPK
Iterating log, N times (p.4.4)), starting with i = 0, p < N, we obtain

sup HZJ(Tp)goodonHH(Q) (5.4.5)
p<N

|J]<2

CN(HKi]Vi)NN{||u||L2(Q) + C}V}

cN NI,

IAIA

thus proving Theorem B.]] .

6 Proof of Theorem 2.2

To prove Theorem B.9 we prove a slightly more general result.
We denote by @ a pseudodifferential operator of order zero whose symbol
has small conic support (to be used soon to microlocalize), and by D any of
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the partial derivatives %, j < n. And our starting point in terms of estimates
. J
is

> IIXGvlZe + [Ivll5 < C{Re (Pv,v) + [[v]l7:}, (6.1)

=1

where ¢ is a real number, 0 < § < 1 and the operator P has the form

P=Y arX;+ibXo.

<2

Theorem 6.1 If (zo, &) ¢ WF(f = Pu) for some distribution u, and some
s > 1/9, then (x9,&y) & W Fs(u).

Proof. Assuming the solution u belongs to C'°, we need to obtain reasonable
estimates for D*Qu of the form

\DaQu| < C|a\+1a!s
or, what amounts to the same thing,

| D*Qu 2 < ClOFINSlel o] < N.

Now in view of the maximality and subellipticity of P, we shall profit from
all aspects of thea priori estimate and apply it to v = D*Qu :

DI D Qull + 1 D*Qull§ <
1

< C{Re (PD“Qu, D*Qu) 1> + ||D*Qul|7} (6.2)
< C{IID*QPull7: + || D*Qul[72 + Re ([P, D*Qlu, D*Qu) 2}

The essential work is to commute P with D*(), and we write this as follows.
Schematically writing P = (aX;)(aX}y), (the first order term with X, will
not pose a problem) we write

Re ([P, D*Qlu, DQu) 12 = (aXad,x (D“Q)u, D*Qu) 2+ (6.3)

+(ad? (D*Q)u, D*Qu) 12
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- E1 +E2

If we write

S = ad)x(S)

for any pseudo-differential operator S, and F; then consists of terms with
an X free, which may be integrated by parts (modulo zero order terms).
A weighted Schwarz inequality is used on such terms, with the right hand
member being absorbed on the left hand side of the inequality. Thus:

1 - (0% — (0%
|Eq| < 52 1%, D Qu72 + ClIATI(DQ) M ull3. (6.4)
In much the same way, F» may be estimated
1 — «
|Ba| < SID*Qullf + ClIATH(D*Q) P ulf3.

Thus using (6.9), using the above estimates for the errors £, and Es, and
iterating |«|/|0] times we have:

> IX;D*QullZ: + [ D*Qu5 <
j=1

<O sup[[I(ATPE(DQ)) Pul
> ag<lal/ls|

1<), <2

+ o osup [T (AT(DQ) I ul |
% POEE ‘\5\ +1
1<) <2
What has happened, as can already be seen in the first step, is that for every
derivative that lands on D*(@) as a bracket, there is a 'gain’ of |J| derivatives.
Thus either multiple iterations with the same Q are required, (or one could
perhaps replace the ) with another QQ after each such gain, although this
has not seemed to be any simpler). In any case, estimating the behavior, in
L? or in HP! of these very high order commutators of pseudo — differential
operators is very far from simple. However we have already carried out an
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extremely precise analysis of each such bracket in (p:3.1]) and what follows
(6:3:11)). While that analysis is for the carefully balanced operators required
to localize TP, the present situation requires no such balance and is thus
essentially simpler. We do not carry out the full details since we would be
repeating much of the analysis following (5.3.11)).

7 Appendix

In this Appendix we gather some general-purpose results, mostly well known,
which are used and referenced throughout the paper. Sometimes we shall
prove statements a bit more general than needed at a specific point.

Lemma A.1 Let F(z,D,) € L™(R?), H(z,D,) € L™ (R?) be pseudo dif-
ferential operators with (full) symbol f(x,§), h(z,&) respectively. Denote by
h(n,€) = [ e ™h(z, )dx the Fourier transform of h with respect to x. Then
for any multi-indices a, b € 2", VM € 7, Yw € C§(R") we have

D& (F(x,D,) o0 H(x,D,) — {FoH}, (z,D,)) Dbw (A1)
= gt [ ([ (e, €)an) ae)de,

where
,rcl (:I;7 777 5)
_ (1+|77|)_n_1 (e+ba+ec1)\ ~ iz
- |E§M el (h o ) .
1
: </0 JE (@ &4 pm) (€ + pp) e (1 - p)“*a'dp) :
and where )
{FOH}M (I,f) = Z af(a)(x>€)h(a)(za§)a (AQ)
lo|<M —°

f((f)) (x,&) = 8?fo(x,§) and €, a1, as, by, by, c1 € Z1 are multi—indices such
that
|bl—|—bg|:|b|—|—n—|—1 and 01§a1+bl.
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Proof. By a direct calculation:

D3 (F(x, D) o H(x, Dy) = {F o H}y, (x, Dy)) Diw

— // i~ (&+n) { . E+n) = Y. fio ﬁ(n,f)ﬁbw(ﬁ)d‘nd‘ﬁ

le|<M

a n T a M —n—
= gt [ e e gyt S 21+ fgf) !

le|=M
A g )= )ldp (), €€t

where a; + as = a, |by + ba| < b+ n+ 1. The latter can be written as a sum
(over ¢; < aj + by) of expressions of the form

glsttin [ e ([, (@, €)dn) o(€)de,

where
Tcl(x7n7£)
1 —n—1 (7 (e+ba+c1)) ~ izm
= % L () e

lej=n1
- (/01 FE2 G pn) €+ o)™ (1= ) ldp)

Here we wrote £ + 17 =&+ pn+ (1 — p)n. And this completes the proof of

the Lemma.

Lemma A.2 Let o, $ € ZI} be multi—indices. Then

o’ = Y (;‘) <§>5!xﬁ—5a§—5; (A.3)

i<a,p
agB _ o () (B 55 .a—8
%0, = Y (1) o102z, (A.4)

S5 s 5)\9

Proof. ([A.3) is proved by Leibniz’ formula:
Friu= 3 (‘“)/M — D (B4 D)2,
6<a,f 0

whereas ([A-4)) can be proved taking the Fourier transform of ([A733).
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Lemma A.3 Let o, §; € Z' be multi-indices, j = 1,...,r. Denoting by
a =3y, =737 05; we have that

g0 g = 3 OFlalllpeT09l0 (A.5)
5Sa7/5

Proof. Using (A.J) we want to move the last group of z’s in (A.5), i.e. 2o,
to the left. This yields:

P! 051 %2 852 e 857‘

Br-1 o 1t _
Z < :5 )‘ar‘5r|xa1851 .. 857722601771‘1'0!7‘ 57‘857“714‘57‘ 57"
or<ar T

(5r§57«71

Iterating this procedure, i.e. moving x®—1+% =% to the left and using again

(A.3) we obtain

ot 851 %2 852 oo 857‘

Or<ar,fr-1 r—1
Or—1<ar+ar_1—0r,8r_2

Ol 81 . Br—3 (. Qr+ar—1+ar—2—0r—0r—1 9Br—2+Br—1+Br—0r—06r—1
290 . s g rbe1 g rd:

s=1

=0 O <Br—j1 Or—st1
57‘7]’ SZZ:O(arfl_érflfl)

and this proves the assertion since [];_, ((f:jl) =l

Proposition A.1 If X7 means XJ"--- X2* where the X’s are the same
vector fields of Section [[.1, then

X =N |9l (A.6)

J'<J

Proof. This is an application of Lemma [A.3.
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