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A direct energy estimates for effectively
hyperbolic operators

Tatsuo Nishitani*

Abstract

This paper is devoted to a simpler derivation of energy estimates,
compared to previously existing ones, for effectively hyperbolic operators.
One of main points is no use of general Fourier integral operators and
another point is an efficient use of the Weyl calculus of pseudodifferential
operators associated with several different metrics.

1 Introduction
Consider
(1.1) P = —D? 4+ Ay(t,z, D) + Ao(t,z,D)D; + Ay (t,z, D)

where A;(t,z, D) are classical pseudodifferential operators of order j on R
depending smoothly on ¢. Denote the principal symbol of P by

plt, @, 7,8) = —7° +alt, 2,6

where a(t, z, ) is positively homogeneous of degree 2 in ¢ which is assumed
to be nonnegative for any (t,z,£) € U x R? with some neighborhood U of
(0,0) € R4 a necessary condition for the Cauchy problem for P to be O
well-posed near the origin.

In [5], Ivrii and Petkov proved that if the Cauchy problem for P is C'*
well-posed for any lower order term then the Hamilton map F} has a pair of
non-zero real eigenvalues at every singular point of p = 0 ([5, Theorem 3]). A
singular point of p = 0 is called effectively hyperbolic ([2]) if the Hamilton map
has a pair of non-zero real eigenvalues there. In [6], Ivrii has proved that if every
singular point is effectively hyperbolic, and p admits a factorization p = ¢142
nearby with real smooth symbols ¢;, then the Cauchy problem is C'*° well-posed
for every lower order term, reducing P to another with controllable lower order
terms, by operator powers of operator.

If a singular point (¢, z, 7, £) is effectively hyperbolic then 7 is a characteristic
root of multiplicity at most 3 ([5, Lemma 8.1]) and every multiple characteristic
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root is at most double, the conjecture has been proved in [7, 8], [11]. In [7, §]
the idea of the proof is to reduce P to a perturbation of that treated in [6] by
operator powers of operator of which symbol is found applying the Nash-Moser
implicit function theorem. On the other hand in [11] (see also [13]) the proof
is based on weighted energy estimates with pseudodifferential weights of which
symbol stems from a geometric characterization of effectively hyperbolic singu-
lar points, after some preliminary transformations by Fourier integral operators.
For the Cauchy problem for operators with triple effectively hyperbolic charac-
teristics, where p cannot be smoothly factorized, see [15] and the references
given there.

In this paper, though we follow [13] mainly, we derive energy estimates using
only changes of local coordinates = and the Weyl calculus of pseudodifferential
operators, which makes much simpler the arguments to derive local existence
of solution to the Cauchy problem (Theorem 3.2 below) from microlocal energy
estimates. On the other hand, in [14] we gave another way to obtain microlocal
energy estimates without use of Fourier integral operators where, in spite of
C problem, we need a calculus of Gevrey pseudodifferential operators in the
(t,x)-space and a technical verification of support of solutions.

In Section 3 we derive (microlocal) weighted energy estimates and prove
local existence result for the Cauchy problem. In Section 2 several lemmas and
propositions required in Section 3 are stated without proofs, of which proofs
are given in Sections 4. In the last section 5 we give a proof of Proposition 2.1
below for the sake of completeness.

2 Preparations for direct energy estimates

First recall [12, Lemmas 3.1, 3.2] (see also [13, Section 2.1]).

Proposition 2.1. Assume that (0,0,0,€) is effectively hyperbolic. One can

choose a local coordinates x with & = eq and smooth function ¥ (x,£) such that
either dip = d&; or dy = edxy + cdzg at (0,eq) where ¢ € R, e =0 or 1, and
smooth £(t,z,£), q(t,z,£) > 0 vanishing at (0,eq), positively homogeneous in &
of degree 1, 2 respectively such that

p(t,a, 7€) = =72+ C(t2,€) +q(t,2,6),  q(t,z,€) > et — )¢
with some ¢ > 0 on a conic neighborhood of (0,eq) where

(21) |{€,1/)}(0,6d)| < 17 {¢7{¢7Q}}(and) =0.

Note that the change of coordinates can be extended to a diffeomorphism on
R? which is a linear transformation outside a neighborhood of = 0. According
to dyp = d&; or dip = ex1 + cxg at (0,eq) one can write

(22) ¢($a§) 251/|€|+T‘(£L‘,§), ¢($a§) :€x1+cxd+r(x,§)
where dr(0,eq) = 0. Note that {1, {¢,¢}}(0,eq) = 0 implies that
(2.3) 8§1q(0, eq) =0 if dyp = dé&q, 8§1q(0, eq) =0 if dip = edxy + edzg.



We call (a) the coordinates change which leads to dy = d&; and call (b) which
leads to di) = edx1 + cdxg.

2.1 Localization of symbols

After making a change of coordinates in Proposition 2.1 we localize such ob-
tained symbol (operator) to a neighborhood of (0,e4). We first localize co-
ordinates functions. Let x(s) € C*°(R) be equal to s on [s| < 1, |x(s)| is
constant for |s| > 2 and 0 < dx(s)/ds = xM(s) < 1 everywhere. Define

y(z) = (y1(2), ..., ya(x)) and n(&) = (m(£), - .., na(§)) by
yi(x) = M~ x (M), n;(§) = M~ 'X(M(&()5" — 6ja))

for j =1,2,...,d with (£), = (v +|¢]?)"/? where d;; is the Kronecker’s delta
and M, v are large positive parameters constrained

(2.4) v > M
It is easy to see that (1 — CM 1) (&), < |(n+ ea)(€),| < (1 +CM~1)(£).,, and
(2.5) ly(x)] < CM™, |ne)]| < CM™Y,  (2,6) € RY x R?

with some C' > 0 so that (y(x),n(§) + eq) is contained in a neighborhood of
(0, eq), shrinking with M. Note that (y,(n + eq)(§)y) = (z,£) on the conic
neighborhood Wiy - of (0,eq);

(26) Wiz, = {(2,6) | 2] < MY, [€/[€] —eal < M71/2, |€] 2 yM'/?}
because if (z,§) € War,, then

|€/(€)y — eal < [€/4€)y — €/IEI| +1€/1€] — ea] < M1 /2

+([(€)r — 1€l /(€)y < MTH/24+ 92T +1EN T < ML

In what follows we assume that the range of ¢ is constrained such that
(2.7) lt| < ToM ' =6

with some fixed T > 0.

Let f(z,€) € S! (W) where W is a conic neighborhood of (0,e4). We
define the localization of f by fas(x,€) = f(y(z), ((€)+ea)(€)~) which depends
also on < and coincides with the original f in Wy, if M is large. Denote
the coordinates change in Proposition 2.1, extended to R, by x + s(x) and
(Tu)(t,z) = u(t, k(z)) then the localized symbol of T~ PT is written as

—72 4+ OByt 3,€) + qur(t, @, &) + bi(t,2,€) + bo(t, 2, )T

which we denote by P from now on. All symbols (operators) with which we
work in this paper are obtained making two different coordinates changes in
Proposition 2.1. To clarify which coordinates change is employed we write

assertion, (a) (respectively (b))



which means that the assertion holds when the coordinates change (a) is chosen
(respectively when (b) is chosen). If the assertion contains e we mean that the
assertion corresponding to € holds when we choose the coordinates change (e),
€ = a,b. If the assertion contains neither (a), (b) nor e, it means that the
assertion holds for both coordinates changes (a) and (b).

Let

G = M?|dx[* + M?(€)72|dg[* = M?(|dx]* + (€)77]d€ ).

Lemma 2.1. Let f(z) be a smooth function in a neighborhood of Z and let
zj(2,€) € S(M™Y,G) and far(,€) = f(2(x,€)+2). Then fu(x,§) € S(M™",G)
if 02 f(2) =0 for 0 < |a| < r. In particular fur(x,€) — f(2) € S(M~L,G).

It is easy to see y(z) € S(M~',G) and n(¢) € S(M~,G). Indeed y; €
S(M~1 G) is clear while we see

00O 2 > MTIXD(ME(©)5 = )l
|ai|>1
x[OEH (M (&5(€)5" — 650)| -+ 08 (M (&5 = )
3> M) el 3 M tlel(g) e
s<|al

so that n; € S(M~!,G) where A 3 B means that A < CB with some C > 0
independent of M and ~.

Lemma 2.2. We have 01;/06, — 6V (M& (€):1)(€)1 € S(M-1(8):1,G)
for1<j<d-1.

By Lemma 2.1 we have ¢ (x,€) = ¥(y(z),n(&) + eq) € S(M~1,G) which
we denote by ¥(x, &) dropping M to simplify notation. Denoting
(28) Z(t,:v,f) = g(tay(w)ﬂ?(f) +ed)7 Cj(t,x,f) = Q(tvy(x)vn(g) +ed)

we have (yr = U(t, x,€)(€), and qn = q(t, x,€)(€)2 which we denote by £(t,z, £)
and q(t,z,€) dropping M again. Note that £ € S(M~',G) and § € S(M~2,G)
in view of Lemma 2.1 and Proposition 2.1 shows that

(2.9) Gt 2,6 > c(t —v(x,€)*
Lemma 2.3. We have g € S(M~2(€)2,G). There exists C > 0 such that

|00,q| < CMTY2/q (&), [00,q| < CVE(E)y, 7#1, (a),
|0c,q < CM™YV2/q, j=1,d, |0e,q| <CVa, j#1,d, (b).
Lemma 2.4. We have v € S(M~,G) and
P(x, &) — M (MEL(E)T) € S(M2,G) } @
00/ 0&k — dux D (M&(€)F)E)F! € SMTHET,G) ’
P(x,8) —eM '\ (Mzy) — cM ™' x(Mxg) € S(M2,G), )
o) dxy, — eb1px P (May) — cdgpxV (Mzg) € S(M™L,G)



Proposition 2.2. We have |{q,¢}| < CM_l/Q\/ﬁ@);l
Proof. The proof is clear from Lemmas 2.3 and 2.4. O
Thanks to Lemma 2.4 one sees

Lemma 2.5. We have {£,¢}+rx™ (Max)xM (M, (€)5") € S(M~1,G) where
k= 05,0(0,eq), (a) or k = —0¢,£(0,eq), (b)and |k| <1 by (2.1).

2.2 Approximate square roots and pseudodifferential weights
Introducing a parameter A > 1 we denote
1/2
b= (g+ M7
so that b= (€),b = (g + \&),)/? where X is constrained
(2.10) A<yM~2, A>1

such that A(¢)7' < M~2. In the end of this section A will be fixed. Introducing

(211) w=((t=1)?+ (67"
where <§>;1/2 <w < CM~! and taking (2.9) into account one has
b= (a+Me))""" = (et = () + A©)3) "

(2.12) > cw™ME), ((t — )% + w67
> cw e, (It - vl* + (©7%)" > (e/ V) ()

because w® > (€)7'. Introduce the metric
g = (€)yldaf® + (€)7 " |de]”

which is one of basic metrics with which we work. Note that S(m,G) C S(m, g)
because M1o+8l(g) 718 < (M3(¢); ylat81/2 )|l =1BD/2 5 nq M?(€);! < 1. The
metric g is o temperate umformly in v > M* > 1 which will be checked later.

Lemma 2.6. We have b € S(b,g) and 8;3‘855 € S(A‘1/2<§>9a‘7‘ﬁ|)/2 b,g) for
o+ 8] =1.

From this lemma it follows easily

Lemma 2.7. We have 8;‘8? b e S(/\’1/2<§>(Ia‘ BD/2 =1 5) for la+ 8| = 1.

Lemma 2.8. We have 8;‘8?1_) € S{&)~ ‘Bl,g) for la+ B =1.

Proposition 2.3. b is an admissible weight for g and b € S(b, g).



Since b and b~! are admissible weights for g we have
b#b L =1—7

where r € S(A71, ) which follows from Lemmas 2.6 and 2.7. Therefore choosing
A > 1 suitably large we have |[op(r)||z(z2,r2) < 1 so that (I —op(r))~! exists
which is given by (I — op(r))~! = op(7) with 7 € S(1,g) (see [1], [9]). Thus we
have b#(b~'#7) = 1 and (b~ '#7)#b = 1 where b = b~ 47 € S(b~',3). We

summarize

Proposition 2.4. One can find A > 1 independent of M and ~y such that there
exists b € S(b™1,g) satisfying b#b = b#b = 1.

From now on we fiz such a A\ = A while M and v remain to be free with the
constraints (2.4) and (2.10).

Lemma 2.9. We have g € S({£)~ 12y ,g). Moreover 0,,q € S(M~2b,3), (a)
and 8§]q€S( 1/2<€> 1b g) fOT.]_lad) (b)

Corollary 2.1. We have 0y,b € S(M~1/2,3), (a) and d¢;b € S(M~/2(¢)71,9)
for 5 =1,d, (b).

Corollary 2.2. We have 9;b € S(1,3). Moreover 8,,0;b € S(M~Y/2(¢)X/? g),
(a) and 9, 0:b € S(M=Y2(6)5'2 §) for j =1,d, (b).

Define ¢, the symbol of weight for energy estimates, by

o=\t —)2+ (7 +t-v=wtt—1
and note that
(2.13) ME)71/C < (€7 /(2w) < 6 < CM.
Introduce two metrics g., € = a, b associated to the case (a) and (b);
(2.14) ge = M2 () [daf? + M=% (€)1 |de|?

where d. = 1 if € = ¢’ and 6. = 0 otherwise. The metric g, is o temperate
uniformly in v > M? > 1 which is checked later. Note that

M\a+ﬁl<§>;\ﬁl < (M4<§>;1)\a+ﬁl/2Mfe(aﬁ)<§>g|a\f\ﬁl)/2.
so that S(m,G) C S(m, g.) where
e(, B) = |aldca + |B|0cp-
Proposition 2.5. We have w® € S(w*, g.) and ¢* € S(¢*, g.). Moreover
aaaﬂws € S(M (e, 8) —1<§>7 1/2 <§>(Ia\ 181)/2 s L ge),
6$6§¢S € (Ml %‘1@% V2|2, g

forla+ g > 1.



Lemma 2.10. We have 9;;¢ € S(M~'w™ (€)' ¢, 9a), O¢;w® € S(M 1w (€)1, ga)
1

Jor j # 1, (a) and a6 € S(M 1w 1€)716, 90), Oyw® € S(M 1w 1(€)7, gn)
for j # 1,d, (b).

Proposition 2.6. w, ¢ are admissible weights for both g. and g.

2.3 Some bounds of pseudodifferential operators
We start with

Lemma 2.11. Let m be admissible for g and p € S(m, gc) satisfy p > cm with
some constant ¢ > 0. Then p~' € S(m™1,g.) and there exist k,k € S(M~*, g.)
such that

p#p  #A+k) =1, A+k)#p#p ' =1, p " # (1 +k)#p =1,
plHpH#(L+R) =1, (L+k)#p #p=1, p#Q+k)#p ' =1

Lemma 2.12. Let q € S(1,g.) satisfy ¢ > ¢ with a constant ¢ independent of
M. Then there is C > 0 such that

(op(g)u, u) > (¢ = CM~V2)|u]*.
Lemma 2.13. Let g € S(1, gc) then there is C > 0 such that
lop(q)ull < (sup lg| + CM~/2)|[ul.
Lemma 2.14. Let m > 0 be admissible for g. and m € S(m, g.). Then
(op(m)u,u) > (1 — CM~?)[lop(v/m)ul|*.
If g € S(m, g.) then there is C > 0 such that
|(op(a)u, w)| < (sup (lal/m) +CM~Y2) Jop(v/m Jul|*.

Lemma 2.15. Let m; > 0 be admissible for g and assume that m; € S(m;, g)
and mo < Cmy with C > 0. Then there is C' > 0 such that

Jop(ma)u] < ¢ op(rms |-

3 Direct energy estimates

3.1 Direct energy estimate for localized operators

Let
L= Op(é)v B= Op(b)

Since £ € S(M ™€), G) then 8397 € S(M~1+1e+8l(g)} 1P g) for [a+ 6] = 2
hence (#0 — (> € S(M?,g.) C S(M~2(£),, gc) because of (2.4), that is

(3.1) op(f?) = L? +op(r), 7€ S(M2(),,g.).



On the other hand we have b#b = b? + 7 = ¢ + A(£), + 7 with 7 € S((£),,9)
thanks to Lemma 2.8. Thus

(3.2) op(q) = B* —op(r), 7 =X\¢)y +7 € 5((£)5.9)-
Taking (D; — i0)e~% = e~ D, where § > 0 into account consider

By = —A? + L%(t,x, D) + B%(t,x, D) + By(t,z, D)D; + Bi(t,x, D)
with A = D; — i where B; = op(b;) and b; € S((€),9). Since

P(t,x,7,6) = =77 + C(t,2,€) + qlt, 2, £) + bi(t,2,£)(E)y + bo(t,2,&)7
= 72 + C(t,3,8) + b (t, 2, &) + (b1 (t, 3,€) — N)(€) + bo(t, z,&)T

where b; = b;(t,y(x),n(€) + eq) hence by contains M\(€), but X has been fized.
Recall that P(t, z,7,£) coincides with the symbol of T7'PT in Wy .

Definition 3.1. We set

& =op(p™"), P = 0p(w1/2¢_"), P = op(w_1/2¢_")

here and in what follows to simplify notation the power n is not indicated in @,
@”, d' which depends on n of course.

In this section it is assumed that all constants ¢, ¢, ¢, ¢; are independent of n,
M, v and 6 and every constant C', may change from line to line, is independent
of M, v and 6 while may depend on n.

Assume K* = K (actually we take K = L or K = B) then it is easy to see

2Am(PK %u, DAu) = 0,||PKul|® + 20||PKul|?
(3.3) +2Im(P[A4, K|u, PKu) + 2Im([A, | Ku, PKu)
+2Im([®, K| Au, PKu) 4 2Im(PAu, [K, P Ku).
Note that [A, ®] = inop(w™ ¢~ ™) and hence
2lm([A, ®|Ku, PKu) = 2nRe(op(w ™ ¢™™)Ku,op(¢p~ ™) Ku).

Consider op(¢™")op(w™'¢™") = op(¢~"#(w™'¢™")). Since ¢ "##(w 1o7") =
wlp™ 4+ with r € S(M~! _1¢_2",ge) in view of Proposition 2.5 then
thanks to Lemma 2.14 one has |(op(r)u, u)| < CM~!||@*u|?. Thus Lemma 2.14
again gives

(3.4) 2Am([A, B|Ku, DKu) > 2n(1 — CM~Y)||d* Kul|®.
Note that (#¢™" — ¢ "#L = —i{l,¢ "} + r with r € S(M¢ ™™, g.) since
020{ ™" € S(MPu1(e) () [TV Eg=n g.) for |-+ | = 2 by Propo-

sition 2.5 and 929¢¢ € S(M ' H5+el(g)) 71 g) for |a+p| = 2 and w > (€)5 /7.
Note that

{607} = ~inw LY o™ +inw L, (€)7o



where w™{(, ()71 ¢! € S(¢7", gc) in view of (2.13). Therefore we have
(#d " —¢ "#l = in{l,p}w 1o " +r withr € S(M¢~™, g.). Thanks to Propo-
sition 2.5 one has ¢~ "#({{,pIw =t —{l,Y}w tp72" € S(M~tw™1p™2" g.)
since {¢,¢} € S(1,g.). Thus one can write

O HUHOT — o7 H#O) = in{l, P} wT YT f oy 1o
where 71 € S(M~'w™'¢7?" g.) and ro € S(M¢~2", g.). Write
(1+ K)o ({6 w1672 (w! 2" # (L + ) = 7

with k, k € S(M~', g.) such that (w= /2= #r#(w=/2¢~") = {{,9}w 1o~
where r — {{,%} € S(M~1,g.) is clear. Recalling Lemma 2.5 and applying
Lemma 2.14 we obtain

(DA, [L, ®]Lu)| < n(|x| + CM )| $* Aul|||#* Lu|| + CM||® Aul|||@Lul.
Since |([®, L]Au, ®Lu)| can be estimated in the same way we have

2|(PAu, [L, D) Lu)| + 2|([®, L) Au, PLu)|
(3.5) < 2n(|k| + CM 1) (||* Au||? + || 2" Lu||?)
+CM (||@Au|]* + || PLul?).

Note that [A, L] = —iop(0¢) and 0L € S({£)~,G). Write
(3:6) (14 hn)#(w! /20" o™ "#0"#(O#(E)5 #(w™ 20" # (1 + ko) =7
such that (w™Y2¢ ") #r# (W27 )#(E), = ¢ "#¢ "#(0:() where it is clear
that r — 9,£(6);' € S(M~', gc). Noting (2.8) and the constraint of the ¢ range
(2.7) we have

[(€)5 1 0ul(t, 2, &) < co+CM™, o = [0,(0,eq)].
Then it follows from Lemma 2.13 that
(3.7) (B[4, Lju, SLu)| < (co + CM=1)| & (D) yul |6 Lul.
From (3.3), (3.4), (3.5) and (3.7) it follows that

Lemma 3.1. We have

2im(PL*u, Au) > Oy||PLul|* + (20 — CM)||®Lul|?
+2n(1 — |K| — co/2n — OCM~Y)||®* Lu||® — 2n(|k| + O M ~1)||d* Aul|?
—(co + CM ™| & (D) ul|> — CM|| D Aul|>.

Note that from Corollary 2.1 and Lemma 2.8 we have

0707b € S} 9), la+pl=1,

(3.8)
0z, b € S(M71/2<€>7,§>, (a)v 85].1) € S(Mil/zag)a J=1.4d, (b)



From Proposition 2.5 and Lemma 2.10 it follows that
020 (w™?¢7) € ST P167" go), la+ Bl =1,
(39) O, (W VP e S(MTIWTRO6T" ga), AL (a)
O, (W™ P97™) € S(M w297, gy),  j#1,d, (b).

Since g. < g and w and ¢ are g admissible weights thanks to Proposition 2.6
one concludes from (3.8) and (3.9) that

(3.10) (W27 — b (w™267) € S(MTH(E) w297 g)
where we have used w? > (¢ >,7 1. Thus an application of Lemma 2.14 shows
(3.11) |9* Bul| > || B&*ul| — CM~'2||@*(D)-ull.

Let B = op(b) where b is given in Proposition 2.4 such that B- B = 1 and
BB =1. In view of (2.12) one sees b e S((€)5'w™", g) hence ((€),w)#b €
S(1,3). Therefore writing (€),w = ((€),w)#b#b there is ¢ > 0 such that

(3.12) lop((€)yw)ull < [IBull/c.
Writing ((€),w)#(w™2¢7™) = (1 + k)#(w'/2¢7™)#(£), it results
(3.13) (1= CM )| (D)sull < [lop((€),w) P ull.

Replacing u by ®*u in (3.12) we obtain from (3.11) and (3.13) that

Lemma 3.2. There are ¢ > 0, C' > 0 such that

(3.14) é(1 — CM~V2)|#(D).ul| < |4 Bul.
Denoting ¢”° = op(w¢ ™) the same argument shows that

(3.15) 61 — CM~Y/2)|@7 (D). | < |#Bul.

It is clear that b#¢™" — ¢ "#b € S(M~/2¢ w1, g) from the same argument
proving (3.10). Write

(1+ k) # (W' 2™ # " #(bHO™ — ¢ "#b)H#(w 2™ H# (1 + k) =7

such that (w™'/2¢™™)#r#(w 1/2¢™") = ¢ "#(b#d™™ — ¢~ "#b) where r €
S(M~'/2,g). Therefore one has

|(@Au, [B, @] Bu)| < || Aul[||op(r)P* Bull
< OM~V2(|| 9" Au|? + ||®* Bul|?).
Repeating the same arguments again we have
|(®Au, [B, §|Bu)| + |([@, B]Au, PBu)|
< CM 72 (| 98 Aul* + & Bul|?).

Write (14 k)##(w!/ 20" )30~ 40" #(0D)# ()5 " #(w™ /26" )#(1+ k) = r such
that (w120~ )#r# (W20~ )F#(E), = ¢ " #d "#(0;b). Here we note

(3.16)

10



Lemma 3.3. Notations being as above we have r — (£)7'0;b € S(M~12 g).
Proof. Write (1+k)#(w!/2¢™)#¢ ™ "#¢™" = w/2¢ "+l with | € S(M~'w'/2¢=", g.)

and (€)1 (w2 #(1+k) = (£) w YV 2¢ "+l with € S(M L&) w1 /29", go)

such that r = (w'/2¢~" + l)#(@tb)#(<§>;lw’1/2¢" +1). Thanks to Corollary
2.2 and (3.9) it follows that

(W2 ™) #(0eb) — (D)W 297" € S(MTH2 () w297, g)
hence we have
(3.17) 1= (Ob)H#(WPoTMH#(( w2") + R= (ib)#(6); + R

where R € S(M~1/2,g). Since (9;b)#(£)5" — (€)5'0b € S(M~1/2,5) the proof

is completed. O

Since (£);'9;b € S(1,9) in view of Corollary 2.2 from the L? boundedness
theorem there are ¢ > 0 and ! € N such that

_ _ l
(3.18) lop({€); aub)ull < cl(€)7 0|, llull = ealull.

Then from (3.17) it follows that
(3.19) |(@n[A, Blu, ®Bu)| < (e1 + CM~'/2)|[9* Bul[|#° (D) yul .
From (3.3), (3.4), (3.14), (3.16) and (3.19) we have
Lemma 3.4. We have

2Im(@B*u, ®Au) > 9| ®Bul|® + 20| @B, ||”

+n(e—ci/n— CM~Y2)||9(D)yul®
+n(1 — ¢ /n— CM~Y?)||®* Bu||? — CM~Y/2||®* Aul2.
Since
—2lm(PAu, Pu) = 0;||Pul|* + 20||Dul|* + 2Im([A, D]u, Pu)
replacing u by Au it follows from (3.4) that
(3.20) —2lm(PA*u, Au) > 0;||PAul|* + 20||PAul|?
+2n(1 — CM~Y/2)||®* Au|?.
Then from Lemmas 3.1 and 3.4 we conclude
Proposition 3.1. We have
2Im(&(—A% + L? + B*)u, ®Au) > 9 (|| OLul|® + || @Bu||® + ||PAul|?)
+(20 — CM) (|| ®Lul]* + || @Bul|® + | PAul|*)
+2n(1 — |k| = co/2n — CM~1/2)|| & Lu||?
+2n(1 — |k| — CM~Y/?)|| &% Au||?
+n(é —co/n —c1/n — CM~Y?)||®" (D), ul|?
+n(1 — ¢ /n — CM~Y/?)||®* Bul|?.
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Since —2(PAu, Pu) > 0y ||Pul|? + 20||Pul|? if CM~1/2 < 1 then
(3.21) |®Au||?> > 00, || Du|® + 67| Dul|®.
Consider the lower order term ByoD; + B; = BoA + By + i0By. Write
(L4 R)#(w'20m) g0 "o "1 #(€)) (w2 (L + k) =

with 7 € S(1,7) such that (w12~ ™) #r# (W20 ")H#(E), = ¢ "#¢ " #b;.

We make a closer look at 7.

Lemma 3.5. Notations being as above we have r — (f);ll;l € S(M—12g).

Proof. First note that by = dy — 7 with some d; € S((€)-,gc) and 7 given in
(3.2). Since 7 = b#b — b? thanks to Corollary 2.1 it follows that

090F 0z, b € S(M2()(I71AD/2 g) - (a),
0200065 € S(U2(8) 71 Y11/, g) j =14, ()
which together with Lemma 2.8 proves that 0,,7 € S(M_1/2<§)§/2, g), (a) and

O,T € S(M_1/2<§>#/2, g) for j = 1,d, (b). Applying the same arguments proving
Lemma 3.3 we conclude the assertion. O

Since 0p(<§>;1l~)1) is L? bounded, denoting the bound by &, we have

(3.22) lop((€)5 b1)ull < e|lul
hence
(3.23) 2|(DByu, PAu)| < (¢ + CM~2)(||8* Au||? + ||8° (D) ul)?).

Writing ¢~ "#ro#¢d ™" = ¢~ "H#d " #bo with ro € S(1,7) it results
(3.24) 2(@BoAu, DAu)| < CM ||DAul>.

Similarly one has

(3.25) 20|(PBou, PAu)| < CM(6%/2||dul|? + 01/2|| D Aul?).
It is also easy to see that

2(B(— A2 + L + B )u, DAu)| < M'/?||8°(— A% + L + B?)u|?
+ MY+ MY D¢ Au?.
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Therefore from Proposition 3.1 and (3.21) we arrive at
M2\ Pyul? > 0y (||@Lul|? + |@Bul]® + || Au|* + 6||@ul?)
+0(1 — CM?07 — CMO~?)(||®Lu|? + ||PBul|* + || 0 Au?)
+6%(1 — CMO~Y?)||Pu)?
+2n(1 — |k| — co/2n — CM~Y/?)|| & Lu||?
+2n(1 — |k| — ¢/2n — CM~1/?)||®* Au)?
+n(é — co/n — c1/n — &/n— CM~Y?)||®" (D) ul|?
+n(l — ¢ /n— CM~Y/?)||®* Bul|?.
Here writing (w'/2¢™™)#(€)y = (1+ k)#(w'/2(€)y )6 #(6)Y" and noting
w/2()* > 1 one has by Lemma 2.13
|2°(D)ul| > (1 — CM )| B(D)3/ ul.
Similarly we see [|@” (D) ul| > (1 — CM~1)||#(D)3/*u||. Thus we first choose
n such that
1—1|k|=co/2n >0, 1—|k|—¢/2n>0,
é—cy/n—ci/n—¢/n>0, 1—c;/n>0

and fiz such a n. Next we choose M such that the above inequalities remain
to be positive after subtracting C M ~'/2 from each inequality and fiz such a M
then choose 7 such that v > M* and v > AM? and fiz v, still € is assumed to
be free. Once M and + are fixed we have

9o/C <G < Cgo, (£)°/Cs <(§)5 < Cs(§)”

where go = |dz|* + (£)7?|d¢]?. Now summarize what we have proved
Proposition 3.2. There exist C > 0, ¢ > 0 and 6y > 0 such that

C||®" Pyul* > 0, (||PLu||* + |@Bul|® + |@Au|? + 6||Dul?)

+c0(|2Lull? + |9 Bul|? + |2 Au]® + | 2(D)*ul® + 6]|Pul®)
+e (|9*Lul)? + [|9° Aul® + | 8* Bul|* + ||&(D)* *ul|?)
for 8 > 0.
Next we estimate (D)u. Since (D)*Py = Py(D)* + [(D)*, P] we study

[(D)*, L?]. Since (#(¢ — (2 € S(1, go) is clear then

(E) HHL — LHLH(E)° — ()2 #2 — LH(6)°) € S((E)*, 90)-

It is also easy to see that (€)5#¢2 — (2#(£)* = al + r where a € S((£)*, go)
and r € S({£)°,go). Since one can write al = (a(§)™°)F#L#()* + 7 with 7 €
S({€)*, go) we conclude that

|(@[(D)*, L*Ju, PA(D) u)| < C(||PAD) ul*

(3.26) , )
+HPL(D) ul|* + [|#(D)"u]]*).
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Lemma 3.6. We have
[(®[(D)*, B*Ju, PA(D)*u)| < C||®A(D)*ul|||®B(D)*ul.

Proof. Note that [(D)*, B = [(D)*, B]|B+ B[(D)*, B]. From Lemma 2.8 we see
(&)°#b —b#(£)® € S((€)*,g). Thanks to Proposition 2.3 one has r = (({)°#b—
b#(£)*)#b € S(b(£)®, g). Applying Proposition 2.4 one can write

((6)° b — b#()*)##b = r#(6) ~*#b#b#(€)®

where r#(£)7*#b € S(1,7). Then writing ¢~ "#(r#(&) " 5#b) = F#¢~" with
7 € 5(1,g) we conclude

|(@[(D)*, B]Bu, $A(D)*)| < C||9B(D)*ull||SA(D)*ul|.
Repeating the same arguments to B[(D)*, B] we end the proof. O
For commutators coming from lower order term it is easy to see
(@(D)". Bo] Au, BA(D)w)| < CI|2A(D) ]
(P[(D)*, Bolu, PA(D)*u)| < C||9(D)*ul[[|PAD);ul,

(3.27) |
[(@[(D)*, Bilu, BA(D)*u)| < C||&(D)***/?ul||@A(D)*ul.

It follows from (3.26), (3.27) and Lemma 3.6 that |($[(D)*, Plu, A(D)*u)| is
controlled by the second term on the right-hand side of Proposition 3.2 with
(D)*u in place of u, choosing 6 suitably large.

Recalling Ae=% = e~%* D, one has from Proposition 3.2 that

(3.28) Ce™ || #°(D)* Pul|* > g™ (|L{D)*ul® + | 2B(D)*ul
+||®(D)* Dyul? + 0]|&(D)*ul?).
Here we note

Lemma 3.7. Let n > 1. There is C > 0 such that C||®Bv| > |[(D)v].

Proof. Since ¢ < 2w and w¢™" > 27 "w "t > (2C)7"*1/2. Thus the proof
follows from (3.15) and Lemma 2.15. O

Similarly from (2.13), using Lemma 2.15, we have
(3.29) loll/C < l|@v], 1870l < CIDY"oll, n>1/2.

Definition 3.2. We denote ||u||s = ||(D)*u|| and by H* = H*(R?) the L? based
Sobolev space of order s. Denote by H_j, 5(01,92) the set of all f such that
(t — 61)"F(D)* f € L*((61,02) x RY).

Assume Dgu € H_gs+2-;(01,02), 7 = 0,1,2. From this one sees that
lim; 5, | DJu(t)||ss1—j, j = 0,1 exists which is 0 for k& > 0. Using this we
see lim;_, 45, (t — 61) || Diu(t)||sy1-; = 0, j = 0,1. Let 7 be any point with
|7| < &. Multiply (3.28) by (t — 7)~2* and integrate in ¢ from 7 to ¢ we obtain

14



Proposition 3.3. For any s € R there is C' such that
(t = 7)1 Deu()lI2 + [lu()]|211)

(5.50) + [0 =D (D) + I )ar
<0 [0 =27 IPur) 2t

for any u with Dgu € H_kmtsta—;(T,0), 5=0,1,2.

_ Consider the adjoint P* of P. Denoting & = op(¢™), " = op(w'/2¢™) and
Pt = op(w_l/ 2¢™) a repetition of the same argument gives

Ce?|| 8 (D)*P*ul|® > —8;e* (| SL(D)*ul® + |#B(D)*ul|?

3.31 3 3
&30 +@(D)* Deul|* + 0] S(D)*ul?).

Since 2¢w > (£)7 ! repeating similar arguments one has
(3.32)  [(D)™"0ll/C < [|@vl]l < Clloll,  [KD)™" " o] < C||@Bvl|, n > 1.
Multiply (3.31) by (t — 7)?**! and integrate in I = (7,J) we have

Proposition 3.4. For any s € R there is C' such that
=P UDOI s+ ) )t
<C [Pl we G xR,

3.2 Local existence theorem

From Proposition 3.4 we have

1/2 1/2

!/f,dﬂ / %wn+ﬁﬁﬂﬂ/(ﬂa T Y
1/2 " 1/2

sdﬁ( >%meﬂHw/(ﬂa PP B2y gdt)”

for any v € C§°(I x R?) and f € H_gpnikts+1(I). Using the Hahn-Banach
theorem to extend the anti-linear form in P*v;

(3.33) Pro— /z(f’ v)dt

we conclude that there is some u € H_,_1/2 2n4k+s+2(f) such that
/(f,v)dt = /(u,ﬁ*v)dt, v e CP(I xRY),
I I
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This implies that Pu= f. Since u € Ho ontktst2(I) and f € Ho ptrts+1(l) it
follows from [4, Theorem B.2.9] that DJu € Ho pikisrsj(I) for 5 =0,1,2,....
Thus with w; = (D)""5+2=7 Dy one has Diw; € L*(I x RY) for i =0, ...,k +
1 hence Diw;(7) exists in L?(R%) which is 0 for i = 0,...,k since w; €
H_r—1/2,0(I). Thus one can write w;(t) = f:(t — 7)o w;(T)dr /K. Thus
one concludes that D{u € H_p—1/2,n4s42—; (1) for 0 < j < 2 then (3.30) holds
for this u. Now let f € H_gnts(I). Take a rapidly decreasing function p(&)
with p(0) = 1 then f. = p(eD)f € H_k 2n+kts+2(I) and fe — fin H_g nys(D).
As just proved above there is u, satisfying Pu. = f. and (3.30). Therefore
choosing a weakly convergent subsequence {u. } one can conclude

Theorem 3.1. For any s € R and any f € H_knts(I) there exists a unique u
with D{u € H_y_1/2.541-;(I), j =0,1,2, satisfying Pu = f and (3.30).
Thanks to Theorem 3.1 one can define the solution map

GA(%) : H7k1n+s(l) > f = u e H_k_1/275+1(1), I = (72,5)

We shall keep 7 fixed in the following discussion and therefore we write G
dropping 7. This solution operator G verifies

(330 2;/ DI sy <O [ =IOl

and has (microlocal) finite propagation speed. We state this property without
proof (for a proof see [13]).

Proposition 3.5. Notations being as above and letT; (i = 1,2,3) be open conic
sets in R? x (R%\ {0}) with relatively compact basis such that Ty € Ty € T'3
and hi(z,€) € S(1,g0) = S with supp h1 C 'y, supphe C 'z \ I'a. Then there
exists &' = §'(T';) > 0 such that for any r, s one can find C > 0 such that

1
Z/ —2k— 1||Op(h2)DtGop(h1) (T)Hg—de

j=0"T

t
SC/XT—ﬂ”ﬂuvmwn LS4l feH (74,

Recall (Tu)(t, z) = u(t, 5(z)). Let Rg = P—TPT~* then with G¢ = TGT~*
we have

PGgZ I+R5Gg

where it is clear that Gg verifies (3.34). Since Rg = T(Z2 Laj(t,z, D)D;/)T~1
with a; € S9N S7°° (W) applying the description of the wave front set of
Tu (e.g.[3, Theorem 8.2.4]) one can find a conic neighborhood Wy of (0,€) such
that for any h(z, &) € S° supported in We we have

(3.35) [Rgop(h)ullp 3 (1Deullg—1 + [[ullg),  Vp,q€R.
It is not difficult to prove that G has (microlocal) finite propagation speed.
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Theorem 3.2. Assume that every singular point of p(0,0,7,&) = 0 is effectively
hyperbolic. Then there exist § > 0, n > 0 and a neighborhood U of x = 0
such that for every f € H_j s(7,0) with || < & there exists u with Diu €
H_k,—ntst1—5(7,0), 3 =0,1, satisfying Pu= f in (7,0) x U.

Proof. Recall that we have proved that for any |n| = 1 one can find a conic
neighborhood W, of (0,7), a positive constant §,, > 0 and a solution operator
G, (7) with (microlocal) finite propagation speed satisfying (3.34) such that

PG, =1+ R,G,, |t <6,

where R, satisfies (3.35) for h € S° with supph C W,,. We can choose a finite
number of 7; such that U;W,, D U x (R4 \ {0}), where U is a neighborhood
of # = 0. Now take another open conic covering {V;} of U x (R4 \ {0}) with
V; € W,,, and a partition of unity {a;(z,£) € S°} subordinate to {V;} so
that >, ai(x,§) = a(zr) where a(x) is equal to 1 in a neighborhood of z = 0.
Denoting

G = Z G,op(ai)

we have PGf =), PGyop(a;)f = a(z)f — Rf with R= -3, R, Gy, 0p(a;).
Now choosing x; € S° supported in W,, such that V; € {x; = 1} and writing
R, Gr,0op(ci) = Ry, (op(x:) +0p(1 — x:))Gn,0p(ay) it follows from (microlocal)
finite propagation speed and (3.35) that there exists ¢’ > 0 such that

t

[ (r — #) Ry (r)|2dr < C / (r — )| 7 () |2dr

for 7 <t <7+ ¢. Choosing 0 < d; < ¢ such that 6;C < 1/2 one has

¢ 1t
(r—#) | Rf(7)|2dr < 5/ (r—=#) | f ()| 2dr

for f € Hops(7,7+d1). With S = > po R we have Sf € H_ (7,7 + 61)

and

[a=ar sl <2 [ =2 ).

Let v(z) € C§°(R?) be equal to 1 near z = 0 such that suppy € {a = 1}. Since
v(a = R)S =~(I — R)S =~ we have y(z) PGS f = ~(z)f, that is P(GSf) = f
on {y(z) = 1}. With u = GSf one has

t t
[ =2 DI i < C [ TS s0) R

-

(=)

Jj=

which proves the assertion. O
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4 Proof of propositions and lemmas

4.1 Proof of lemmas in Section 2.1

Proof of Lemma 2.1: By the Taylor formula one can write

@8 +2)= Y 2e@O @+ 1) Y [Lew e

laj=r |a|=r+1
1
— )" 9% f(0 Z)d#
x/o<1 92 £(0=(2. ) + 2)d0]

where z(x,£)* € S(M ™", Q) for |a] = r. Since |2(z,£)| < CM~! the integral be-
longs to S(1, G) hence the second term on the right-hand side is in S(M =", G)
thus the assertion. O

Proof of Lemma 2.2: Let j # d. Note that
On;/0&; = XD (MEETNETT — M2 D (ME(E)THME (€))% (65!
where XD (M&;(€)51)(ME;(€)51)? € S(1,G). If k # j then

O /06, = =M~ x W (ME€) T ME; )T (&€ O

Since M (M¢; (€);1)(Me;(€)5) € S(1,G) the assertion is clear. O
Proof of Lemma 2.3: Writing ¢(t,y,n + eq) = §(y,n) one sees

~ 1 o (6% ~ 1 o
q(y,n) = E Y Wﬁay 85Q(070) 3 E [—y 775
alp! alp!
lo+p]=2 la+5]=3

1
></ (1—9)26365(1(9%977)%}
0

where E‘a +8]=2 y®n® contains no 7y because of the Euler’s identity. For the
case (a) from 97 G(0,0) = 0 the term 2ot pl=2 y“n? contains no y; because
q is nonnegative. Therefore 82 ¢ € S(M~',G) and 8§jq € S(1,G) by Lemma
2.1. Now the assertion follows from the Glaeser’s inequality. For the case (b)
from 9¢,q = O0n,G(y, M) + 34 Oni@(y, )i Where r € S5, G) and ry, €
S(M~Y&)TE, G) we have |dg,q| < CM~Y2,/g. Since 92 4(0,0) = 0 it results

‘6n1cj(y,77)| < CM~Y2,/4(y,n) which shows |851q‘ < CM_1/2\/§ because

O, @ = O, @y, m) {xM(MEHEOTNET + 715}

+ Z 3%@(% 77)7"2k + 877dq(y7 n)aﬁd/a@a ] 7£ d
k#j,d
where ry, € S(M (€)1, G) in view of Lemma 2.2. O
Proof of Lemma 2.4: Noting that |n(&) + eq|? = Ej;ll e+ ma+1)?=1+k
with k € S(M~1,G) we see easily 1/|n(¢) + eq| = 1+ k with k € S(M~',G)
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hence 11 (€)/[n(€) + ea| —m (&) € S(M™,G). Since ¢(x, §) —=m(§)/ () +edl €
S(M~2,G) by Lemma 2.1 this together with Lemma 2.2 proves the case (a).
The proof for the case (b) is similar. O

Proof of Lemma 2.5: Write £(t,y,n + eq) = £(y,n) then
7 1 e a By 1 o
lym) = > o n’05070(0,0)+2 > [—a!ﬁ!y "’
lat+8]=1 la+B|=2

1
></ (1-9)5;352(9%977)@]
0

Since |, 4 5=1 y*n? contains no 74 hence d,,0(y,n) € S(M~',G). Then 9, ¢ €
S(M~Ye)71, G). Since dgy € S(M™',G), (a) and 3¢y € S(1,G), (b) for

’Y )
|a] = 1 the rest of the proof follows from Lemma 2.4. O

4.2 Proof of Proposition 2.3

Write z = (2,&) and w = (y,n). Let g be either g or g. in (2.14). Note that if
(M < (€)7/2v2 then [€—n| > (v+[€])/2 > (§)/2 hence [E—n|* ()7 > 7(§)-/2

and if (), > 2v/2(¢), then [£ —n| > (y+|n])/2 > (n)-/2 hence 1€ —nl*(n)52 >
v(n)~/16. Therefore we have

/My + M/ (€)y < CA+7 %€ —nl"), &neR™

Since g, (= — w) > M~2(n);1|¢ = nf2 > 7~ /2(n); | — nf? for v > M* one has

(4.1) €0/ (M) + (M) /(E)y < C(1+ gunlz — w))”
hence
(4.2) g=(X)/gu(X) + 9 (X)/g:(X) < C(1 + gu(z —w))?, 0#£X € R x RY

in particular g is o temperate uniformly in v > M* (see [4, Chapter 18]). Note
that (4.2) implies

(4.3) grrw(z) < C(1+ gu(2))”.

In this paper we call a positive o, g temperate function (see [4, Chapter 18]) an
admissible weight for g. It is clear from (4.1) that ()5, s € R is an admissible
weight for g.

In this section A = B means that A < CB with some C independent of A,
M and v with constraint (2.10).

Proof of Lemma 2.6: Since ¢ € S(M 2, G) the Glaeser’s inequality shows
(4.4) 020al 34©5°Va, e+ Bl =1.
Together with b > A/2(¢)5/? and /7 < b this proves that

(4.5) 0207b] 2 AH2(g)=18D2h a4+ Bl = 1.

19



Assume (4.5) holds for 1 < |a+ 8| < n. Since b° = q + €)' then for
o+ 8| >n+12>2 we see

bosalb= > .00l 02 0l b+ 000lq+ Nasal(€); .
la/+B'|>1
Here note that
0507 q) 3 M2 Hetlig) T1el
(4.6) < 52,\*1M*2+\a+ﬁ|<§>;(\a+ﬁ|72)/2<§>§Y|a\f\ﬁl)/2

72\ — — « — al— 72y — al—
< BATL(M2(E) 1) ok B1=2/2 g (el =18D/2 < 2 \=1(g) (lal=181)/2

~

since l_)z/\’1<§>,y >1and M?(€);" < 1. On the other hand we have

_ i -3, _ _
ENMETT I MO 3B A 2(g)h2 1
=3, _ —(la+Bl— al— -2 al—
<A 1/2<§>V(\ +8| 1)/2<§>g| \ \ﬁl)/ij A 1/2<§>(V\ [—=181)/2

for b < CM~! from which we conclude (4.5) for any |a+/3| > 1 by induction. O
Proof of Lemma 2.8: Note that

0207b = (0507 q + NSO (€)71)/2b.
Repeating a similar argument proving (4.6) we obtain

|3§¢+u3§+l’q| =< M—lM\H"FV\<€>;(\H+V\—1)/2<§>;1/2—|ﬂ\<€>$H\—\V|)/2
27\ =1\ (lptv|=1)/2 ¢\ —1/2—|8 —v])/2
2 (M) y(utvi=1)/ 3% /2= I<§>gylu| v/
ATV b() Dt B =1

for |+ v| > 1. This together with (4.4) shows 838?(}/1_) € S(({};Im,g) for
|+ 8] = 1. On the other hand it is easy to see '

0 METT AT 3T S B (g I

from which we conclude the assertion. O

Proof of Proposition 2.3: Note that |8§‘8§B| =3 <§>;|5‘ for |a + 8] =1 in view of
(4.4). Assume || < ¢ (&), hence

(4'7) <§ + 5"7>7/C < <§>7 < C<§ + 377>7
where C' is independent of |s| < 1. Thus one has

[b(z +w) — b(2)| < C(ly| + ()5 nl) < C(€); /251 (w) < Ch(2)gL/*(w)
hence

(4.8) b(z +w) < Ch(z)(1 + g, (w))/?
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When |n| > ¢(£), then g, (w) > ¢*(£)., hence
bz +w) < C < Ch(2)A™/2(€))/? < C'b(z) (1 + g (w) '/

thus (4.8). Taking (4.3) into account we see that b is an admissible weight for
g hence so is b. Noting (&) € S((§)3,g) the proof is completed. O

Proof of Lemma 2.9: It is clear from (4.4) that |8§‘8§(j| = <§>;1/2<§>$°‘|7|5W25
for |a+ 8| = 1. For |a + 8] > 2 one sees

0200 q) 5 M~ 2Hle+8l(g) 19l
j <§>;1(MQ<§>;1)(|0¢+5‘*2)/2<§>’(Y|a\*‘ﬁ|)/2 j <§>;1/2 B<§>’(Y|a‘f‘ﬁ|)/2

which proves the first assertion. In view of Lemma 2.2 it follows from the proof
of Lemmas 2.1 and 2.3 that 8,,7 € S(M~2,G), (a) and 9¢,q € S(M2(¢)51, G),

vy )
j=1,d, (b). Repeating the same arguments proving the first assertion we have

|8§8§811¢j| jM72+\a+ﬁl<§>;\ﬁl < M715<§>(V\a|7|6\)/2, (a)
10908 0g,q| 3 M2HHB G T 2 () TN G = 1,d, (b)

for |a+ 8| > 1 with together with Lemma 2.3 completes the proof. O

Proof of Corollary 2.2: The first assertion is clear from Lemma 2.8. A repetition
of the same arguments proving Lemma 2.9 shows ;¢ € S(b, 7). Noting

020206 = 00020,q/(2b) — 829 8:q/(4D), |+l =1
and b > <§>;1/2 the assertion follows from Lemma 2.9 taking 9,,0:q € S(M 1, G),
(a) and 0,8, € S(M~(£);",G) for j = 1,d, (b) into account. O
4.3 Proof of Proposition 2.5

Lemma 4.1. We have 85‘8?@[1 € S(<§>71/2 —elo )<§>(‘°‘| 181)/2 ge) for |a+
B| > 1. Hence 8;1851/1 € S(wM @B () 1=1BD/2 0y for o + ﬁ| =1.

Proof. Recall that v = m(§) + 7, (a) or ¢ = Eyl(x) + cya(z) + r, (b) with
r € S(M~2,G) in view of Lemma 2.4. Let |3| > 1 then

|3§¢| = M71766b+\ﬁ|<§>;\/3| < <§>;1/2(M266b <§>7)*|5\/2(M2+266b <§>;1)(|5\*1)/2_
Let |a| > 1 then |02¢| 3 M ~'~%atlal which is bounded by
(652 (M2 (€))7,
Let |a| > 1 and |8] > 1, recalling e(«, 8) = deqla| + den| 8| < | + B, we have
020 w] 3 MRl ) W
S €7 A () e/ (Mg g) ) IOl ) k12
€52 (), el (e ) ) IV -2
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Since M*(£);! <1 by (2.4) the assertion follows. The second assertion is clear
because <§>;1/2 <w. O

Lemma 4.2. We have agagws c S(w571<§>;1/2M*6(0¢,5)<§>g’|a‘_‘6|)/27gE) fO’I’
|+ 8| > 1. In particular w® € S(w?, gc).

Proof. First show the assertion for s = 2. Since w® = (t — ¢)* 4 ()5 noting
w(f)l/z > 1 one sees for |5] > 1

|ng2‘ = wM_1_65b+|ﬂ‘<§>;|ﬂ‘ 4 M_2_265b+‘6|<§>;‘6| 4 <§>;1—\3|
S (€)M (), ) /(0225 (6 1) (P12
Fw(€)3 VA (M0 (€))7 (2200 (6) T IBIZ2/2 () T1/2(6) 111
where the second term M_2_25€b+‘5|<§>;m| on the right-hand side is absent
when 8] = 1. Let |a] > 1 then we see
0807] S w1l 4. pg—2-2hte
S {5 2 ()2 (M2 () 1) 1112

~ v

Hu(€)7 /2 (M2Bea (g). /2 (N2 2ea ) 1) (el =2)/2

where if |a| = 1 then the term M ~2~20«atlel on the right-hand side is absent.
Let |a| > 1 and || > 1. Then one sees that
|0007w?| 3 |wdgofr| + M—+H1etBl(g) 1Al
< wM72+\a+ﬁl<§>;\ﬁl +wM*4+|“+5‘<§>}/2*|5‘
= w<§>;1/2(M—26m <§>V)\a|/2(M26€b<§>7)—\BI/2(M4<§>;1)(Ia+ﬂ\—l)/2

+w<§>;1/2(M_266a <§>’Y)|a‘/2(M255b <§>'Y)_I,8‘/2(M4<§>;1)(‘a+6|_2)/2-

Since M*(£);! < 1 we have the first assertion for s = 2. Since (5);1/2 <w it
is clear that w? € S(w?, g.) from which it is easy to see w® € S(w*, g¢) for any
seR. (|

Lemma 4.3. We have ¢ € S(¢, g).
Proof. Let |a+ 8] = 1 and write

—020L b 0202 (&)5
w 2w

(4.9) 0207 ¢ = = ¢ap® + Vap-

Since w™! € S(w™!, gc) by Lemma 4.2 then

020 (as) | 3 w1 )y M e ) Jeum T 2 g) Thekol/2
j ¢M—e(a+u7,@+1/) <§>$a+ﬂ‘—\6+l’|)/2
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in view of <§>§‘O‘+ﬁ|/2 < M~<(@8) and (2.13). On the other hand thanks to
Lemmas 4.1 and 4.2 it follows that

1010 bas| 3 M elotp,B+y) <§>Ey\0t+u\—\3+l/|)/2,

Hence using (4.9) the assertion is proved by induction on |a + 3. O

Lemma 4.4. We have

020¢¢ € S(w MR IO, o), ot Bl > 1.

Proof. One has ¢, € S(wilM’e(o"ﬁ)@Hl/Q<§>Sy|a‘_‘6|)/2,ge) for |a+ ] > 1 by
Lemma 4.1 . From Lemma 4.2 it follows that

‘355§(¢a3)’ = w*1<§>;1*\ﬁlM*E(u7V) <§>g|ulflu\)/2

for o+ ] > 1 because 82‘8?(@;1 € S((f);l_wl,ge) is clear. Since Cp(£) > 1
and <§>;|ﬂ\ < Mfe(a,ﬁ)<§>g|a\—\3|)/2 hence

Yap € S(WTIM @B ) T2\ [al=IBD/2g gy a4 6] > 1.

Since ¢ € S(¢, gc) by Lemma 4.3 we conclude the assertion from (4.9). O

Proof of Lemma 2.10: Assume (a). Since d¢;¢ € S(M (€)1, G) for j # 1 by
Lemma 2.4 then the assertion follows from (4.9). The assertion for the case (b)
is proved similarly. O

4.4 Proof of Proposition 2.6

We start with showing
Lemma 4.5. There is C' > 0 such that
w(z +w) < Cw(z)(1+ge2(w)), ¢(z+w) < CP(2)(1+ ge,z(w))
Proof. First recall that (€)% < w < CM~1. Assume |n| > ¢(€), hence
Ge,z(w) > M 2(&), > c2M_2<§>#/2<§>}/2 > <§>}/2. Therefore

(4.10) wz+w) <CM™ < CM Y w(z) < Cw(z)(1 + ge,-(w)).

Assume |n| < ¢ (). Denote f =t —1 and h = (5);1/2 so that w? = f2 + h?.
Note that

w(z +w) — w(z)| = (2 + w) — w?(2)|/|w(z + w) + w(z)|

(4.11) <2lf (2 +w) — f(2)] + 2lh(z + w) — h(2)|

because |f(z4+w)+ f(2)|/|w(z+w)+w(z)| and |h(z+w)+h(z)|/|w(z+w)+w(z)]
are bounded by 2. It is assumed that constants C' may change from line to line
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but independent of v > M? > 1. Noting |f(z +w) — f(2)| = [¥(z + w) — ¥(2)]
it follows from Lemma 4.1 that

(2 + w) = f(z)] < CM |yl + M~ (& + sm) 3 |n])
< C(OFHM ()} y| + M0 (€)1 |n]) < Cw(2)gl/? (w).
Similarly we see |h(z +w) — h(2)| < C(€)5 gt (w) < C(€)5?w(z)gt. There-

fore (4.11) gives |w(z +w) —w(z)| < Cw(z)g 1/2(w) hence w(z +w) < Cw(z)(1+

Gex(w))'/2.
Turn to ¢. If [n| > (£),/2 then g .(w) > M~2(&),/4 hence, taking into
account (2.13) we have

(4.13) (2 +w) < OM™1 < CM7*E)10(2) < CH(2)(1 + e, (w)).
Assume || < (£),/2 so that (4.7) holds. Note that ¢(z + w) — ¢(z) is equal to

(f(z+w) = f(2)(9(z + w) + ¢(2)) + P*(z + w) — h*(2)
w(z +w) +w(z) '

(4.12)

(4.14)

for ¢ = w+ f. From (4.12) it results that |f(z +w) — £(2)| < C(€)5 /2 g2 (w).

It is easy to see that |h%(z + w) — h%(2)] < CM(£)5 3/2961/22(10). Taking these
into account (4.14) yeilds

- (¢ ;1/2
6=+ w) ~ ()] < O (6= +w) + 6(2))

w(z4+w) +w(z)
Mgy
w(z +w) +w(z)

(4.15)
)(1 + ge(w))/2.

Since ¢(z) > M(£);'/C we have

—1/2
6 +0) = 0] < O (00 +u) +002)

w(z +w) + w(z)

—1/2

©5"?

= C(¢(z +w) + 2¢<Z>>m

(1+ ge,Z(w))l/Q-

I (€)5 2 (1 + ge(w)/2 ) (w(z + w) ( )) < 1/3 then it follows
’gb z+w)/P(z —1’ d(z+w)/Pp(z) +2)/3
from which we have 2¢(z + w)/5 < ¢(z ) <4o(z+ w) If
(4.16) OF2(1 + ge2(W) 2 (w(z + w) +w(2) > 1/3
we have, noting ¢(z) > (£)7'/(2w(z)), from (4.16)
18(1 + g2 (w)) > 4(§)sw(z +w)w(z) > d(z +w) /()
in view of an obvious inequality 2w(z + w) > ¢(z + w). Thus (4.13). O
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4.5 Proof of lemmas in Section 2.3

Proof of Lemma 2.11: Note that g. < g = g% < ¢7. In this proof every constant
is independent of v > 1 and M. It is clear that p~t € S(m~!,g.). Write
p#p ' =1—1r where r € S(M~1,g.). Since

Y= sup (©)pl=leh2gepbel < cyM—
S(1,9) |a+ﬂ\§l,(m,£)eR2d| ol 13 ‘

from the L?-boundedness theorem (see [4, Theorem 18.6.3]) we have [lop(r)|| <
CM~1. Therefore for large M there exists the inverse (1—op(r))~! in £(L?, L?)
which is given by 1+ Y, r#¢ € S(1,5). (see [1], [10], [9] ). Denote k =
oo, r#t € S(1,9) and we will prove k € S(M 1, g.). It can be seen from the
proof (see, e.g. [10], [9] ) that for any I € N one can find C; > 0, independent
of v, such that

k51,5

because |I€|(Slz1 4) depends only on [, |r|g;)1 g) With some I =1(l) and structure
constants of § which is independent of 7. Note that k satisfies (1—r)#(14+k) = 1,

that is

)SOZ

(4.17) k=r+r#k.
Since r € S(M 1, g.) and g. < g it follows from (4.17) that ‘k‘gzl H S /Mt
Assume that ’
. sup h < Cop M7 ela,B) >
4.18 (W\ﬁl |0“)/28§‘8§k CopM 1-1 3 I

for 0 <1 <w. Let ¢(cr, ) > v + 1 and note that
0200k = 0000r + > C..(0" 0 r) (02 0] k)
where o + o = a and ' + f” = B. From the assumption (4.18) we have

8;“'6?% c S(M_l—u<§>(v\a’\*\ﬁ’|)/27g) if E(O/,BI) > v+ 1 and if E(CM/,BI) < v we
have ag/af'k € S(M-1=<@" 80 ()0 1=1FD/2 oy Since r € S(M~1, g.) ome has

(asuag//r)#(as/a?/k) c S(M—lf(yﬁ»l) <€>$a|7|5‘)/27g)

which implies that (4.18) holds for 0 </ < v+1 and hence for all v by induction
on v. This proves that k € S(M~!,g.). The proof of the assertions for k is
similar. O

Proof of Lemma 2.12: One can assume ¢ = 0. We see that q(z, &) +M~/? is an
admissible weight for g and (q + M~Y/2)/2 € S((q + M~/2)1/2 g). Moreover
858?((] + M-Y2)Y2 e g(M12(6)(*171BD/2 Gy for |o 4 8] = 1. Therefore

G+ MV = (g MO s MOV 4 e S(Mg)
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which proves the assertion. O

Proof of Lemma 2.14: First note that m*!/? are admissible weights and m*/2

S(m*/2 g.). Since m = m'/?#m!/? —r with r € S(M~2m, g.) write
P = (1+k)#Em 2 rgm 241+ k) € S(MY g0

such that m!/2#7#m'/? = r. Therefore one has m = m'/2#(1 + 7)#m'/? and
the first assertion follows from Lemma 2.13. Write

G= 1+ k)#m V24q#m V2 # 1 + k) € S(1, g¢)

where m!/2#(1 + k)#m~1/2 =1 and m~'/24(1 + k)#m'/? = 1 such that
m!4qHm!? = q.

Since k, k € S(M~,g.) one can write § = gm~" + r with 7 € S(M~1, g.).
Thanks to Lemma 2.13 we have [op(gm~1)v|| < (sup (|g|/m) + CM~/2)||v|
hence

|(op(q)u, u)| < |(op(gm™)op(m'/?)u, op(m'/?)u)| + CM~/2||op(m'/?)u|?

proves the second assertion. O

Proof of Lemma 2.15 Write mq = mg#mfl#(l + k) such that mq = mao#m,
with k € S(M~1, g.). Since ms € S(1, gc) one has

[lop(ma)ul| = [lop(mz)op(ma)ul < C’[lop(m1)ull

which proves the assertion. O

5 Proof of Proposition 2.1

5.1 Geometric characterization of effectively hyperbolic
singular points

In this subsection, for typographical reason, we write zg, & instead of ¢, T

respectively and x = (2o, 2') = (zo,21,...,24), § = (£0,¢) = (§0,&1,---,&a) s0
that p(x,&) = —&2 + a(x,&). Let p = (0,€) be a singular point of p = 0 and
hence £, = 0. We denote p' = (0, £'). Consider the Hamilton equation

AT TE R Lot ol PR R

where [ is the identity matrix of order d+1. We linearize the Hamilton equation
at p. It is clear that the linearization is dX/ds = J V?p(p)X with X = !(z,£)
where V2p(p) is the Hesse matrix of p at p. The coefficient matrix JV?p(p),
denoted by Fj,(p), is called the Hamilton map of p at p. Therefore denoting the

26



quadratic form defined by the Hesse matrix by Q(X,Y) = (X, VZp(p)Y) it is
clear that
QX,Y) = (JX, F(p)Y) = a(X, F(p)Y)

because 'JJ = 442 where o(X,Y) = (JX,Y) is the symplectic two form on
V = R x R From the definition we see p(p + €X) = €2Q(X)/2 + O(€?)
as € = 0 and @ has the signature (r,1) with some r > 0 because a(z,£’) > 0.
Since a(x,&’) is nonnegative near p’ the Morse lemma (see, e.g. [4, Lemma
C.6.2] shows that one can find ¢1,...,¢, and g vanishing at p’, homogeneous
of degree 1, 2 in &’ respectively, C* in a conic neighborhood of p’ such that
Vé1,...,Ve, are linearly independent at p’, g > 0, V3g(p’) = O and

(5.1) a(w. ) =Y _ (@€ + g(.€).

With ¢ = & it is clear Q(X, Y) = —(Vao, X)(Veo, V)31, (Ve;, X)(V;, V).
Noting (V¢;, X) = o(X, Hy,;) where JV¢; = Hy_, it follows that

QX,Y) =0(X,F,Y) =0(X,—0(Y,Hy,)Hy, + > (Y, Hy,)Hy,)

j=1
and hence F,Y = —o(Y, Hy,)Hp, + 35—, 0(Y, Hy; )Hy,. In particular we see
(5.2) ImF, = span(Hy,, Hy,, ..., Hgp,).
It is clear that
KerF, ={X eV |o(X,Hy,) =0, =0,...,r} = (Im Fp)’.

Note that if F, X4+ = £AX1 with A # 0 then X4 € Im F), so that X in the
proof of Lemma 5.1 is a linear combination of Hy,, j = 0,1,...,r. Denote by T
the connected component of § = —H,, = —JVzo in {X € V | Q(X) # 0} then

(5.3) D={X=(z,8 & > (Vo;(p),X)? & > 0}

j=1

which is an open cone in V. In what follows for X € V we denote by (X)
the subspace spanned by X and C = {X € V | o(X,Y) < 0,Y € T'} and
A = Ker F),. Here recall [2, Corollary 1.4.7]:

Lemma 5.1. If F,(p) has a nonzero real eigenvalue then I' N A% # {0}.

Proof. Let A # 0 be a real eigenvalue. Show that —A is also an eigenvalue of Fj,.
Let F,X = AX, X # 0. Then from 0 = o((F, — M) X,Y) = o(X, (- F, — V)Y,
Y € V we see that I}, + X is not surjective proving that —\ is also an eigenvalue.
Let Fp, X+ = £2X4, X1 # 0 then X4 € ImF, = A?. Note that the signature
of @ is (r,1) with r > 1 otherwise Q(X) would be —¢&2 and hence F), has no
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nonzero eigenvalues. Write V' =V @ KerF,, (direct sum) and consider @ on Vj.
Since @ is nondegenerate on V{) then @ is of Lorenz signature. We may assume
Xy € Vo. If o(X4,X_) =0 then, since o is anti-symmetric, () vanishes on the
2 dimensional subspace in Vj spanned by X and X_ which is a contradiction.
Thus (X4, X_) #0. With X = aX, + X_ € A% we have

Q(X)=0(aX; + BX_, AaX; — ABX_) = —2aBMo(X4+, X_).

Then choosing «, 3 such that afAo(X;, X_) > 0 we conclude either X or —X
isinI". O

Lemma 5.2. The following three conditions are equivalent;
(i) I'n A7 #{0},

(ii) there is a subspace H C V of codimension 1 such that H N C = {0} and
A+(0) C H,

(iili) TN A7 N (0)7 # {0}.

Proof. (i) = (ii). First assume 6 € A + A% so that § = X; + X5 with X; € A
and X5 € A°. Then 0 # Xy € I'since ’'NA =0 and '+ A C I". Tt is clear that
0 € (X2)? and A C (X3)?. Suppose (X3)?° N C contains some X # 0. Since
I' is open then Xo +Y € T if |V is small hence o(Xs + Y, X) = o(Y,X) <0
for X € C which is a contradiction. Thus H = (X3)? is a desired subspace.
Next consider the case 8 ¢ A + A and hence (A + A%) N (#) = {0}. Take
0 # Z € I' N A7 then recalling I is open we have

(5.4) Ac(Z), (Z)°nC ={0}.
Thus denoting T' = (Z)? N (A + A7) we see
(5.5) ACT, TNC=/{0}.

Noting that C C A for T+A C I' it follows from (5.4) that A+A% ¢ (Z)?. This
proves that dim 7T = dim(A+A%)—1. Write V = (A+A%)@dW; and 0 = Y1 +Y>
with ¥; € A+A% and 0 # Y, € Wy and Wy = (Y2)@Ws. Then H = T+ (0)+ Wy
is of codimension 1. From (5.5) and C' C A% we see H N C = {0} and hence H
is a desired subspace.

(ii) = (iii). Choose 0 # Y € V such that (Y) = H° then (Y) C A° N (6)°.
Show that Y or —Y belongs to I'. If not we would have (Y) NT" = (). Then by
the Hahn-Banach theorem there is 0 # Z € V such that 0(Z,X) < 0,VX € T
and 0(Z,X) > 0,vX € (Y). This shows that Z € C and Z € (Y)? = H which
is a contradictin.

(ili) = (i) is trivial. O
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5.2 Proof of Proposition 2.1

In this subsection we return to the original notation and write ¢ for z¢, * =
(x1,...,2q4) and 7T for &, & = (&1,...,&q). After a suitable linear change of
local coordinates x we may assume that &€ = (0,...,0,1) = eq. We write p =
(0,0,e4) € R x R? and p' = (0,e4) € R? x R%. Thanks to Lemma 5.2 one
can take 0 # X € TN AN (A)?. From X € A%, in view of (5.2), X is a
linear combination of Hy, (p) such that X =377, a;Hg, (p) + aoHg,(p). Since

X € (0)° we have og = 0. We set
flt,z,€) = 0ye;(t2,6)/I€].
j=1

Since Hy(p) = X € T, noting (5.3), it is clear that 9f/0t < 0 at p therefore one
can write f(t,z,€) = e(t,x,&)(t — ¥(x,&)) where e(p) < 0. It follows from (5.1)

(5.6) a(t,z,€) > c(t — (=, €))*[¢|?
with some ¢ > 0. Since —H;_y(p) € I' we see from (5.3) that

T

1> (Vo;(p), Hi—y(p))* =D _(Voi(p), IVt —)(p)* =Y {e;, 4} (p)
j=1 j=1

j=1
from which, taking (5.1) and V2g(p) = O into account, we conclude that
(5.7) {w, {¥,a}}(p)| < 2.

The next lemma is well known.

Lemma 5.3. Assume diy # 0 and not proportional to dzq at p’. Then one can
find a system of local coordinates x = (x1,...,x4) such that either dip = d&; or
dyp = dxy + edxg with some ¢ € R at p'.

Proof. Since 9¢,¢(p') = 0 by the Euler’s identity one can write 1(z,§) =
(@' &) + (V' a") + bgrg + r(x,§) where & = (&1,...,24-1) and r vanishes at
p' of order 2. Consider the following change of local coordinates z. If a’ = 0
hence b’ # 0 the assertion follows by a linear change of coordinates z’. If a’ # 0
one can assume (a’,&’) = & +- - -+ & renumbering z;, 1 < j < d—1. Replacing
the coordinate z4 by x4 — 2?21 bjx3/2 we can assume (b, ) = Z;l:kﬂ
Replacing again the coordinate x4 by x4 — 1 Z?:kﬂ bjr; we can assume b = 0.
Then after a linear change of coordinates (z1, ..., xx) the assertion is clear. O

bjCCj.

In Lemma 5.3 we used coordinates change such that y = 24 ¢(x) where ¢(x)
is a quadratic form in z. If we cut ¢(z) off outside a neighborhood of z = 0
it is clear that the resulting change of coordinates satisfies the requirements in
Proposition 2.1.

Proof of Proposition 2.1: If diy = 0 or proportional to dz at p’ it suffices to take
¢ =0 and ¢ = a because 8§da(p) = 0 by the Euler’s identity. Assume di)(p’) # 0
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and not proportional to dry. Thanks to Lemma 5.3 we may assume dy = d&;
or dip = dzy + cdzg. Assume dip = d&; at p/. If 02 a(p) = 0 it suffices to take
¢ =0 and b = a. Otherwise thanks to the Malgrange preparation theorem one
can write

a(t,z,&) = e(t,z,&)((z1 — h(t,2',€)* + g(t,2',€)), 2’ = (z2,...,7q)

where e > 0 and h, g are of homogeneous of degree 0 vanishing at p. Choose

f(t,x,f) = 61/2(t,x,§)($1 - h(tvxlvg))v Q(tvxvg) = e(t,x,ﬁ)g(t,x’,{“)

and set 1 (t,2’,&) = Y(h(t,2',€),2’,&) then diy; = dip at p’. From (5.6) it
follows that
gt 2,) = elt —vn(t, ', €)*[¢)”

with some ¢ > 0. Since 91 /0t = 0 at p’ one can write

t— 1/)1(15733/75) = 6/(t,$/,§)(t - 1/)2(17/75))'

Since dipy = dipy at p’ then {12, {12, q}}(p) = 0 hence it follows from (5.7) that
{€,9}2(p) < 1. Thus 15 is a desired one. When di) = dx; + cdzy the proof is
similar. O
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