arXiv:2203.00178v1 [math-ph] 1 Mar 2022

ESSENTIAL SELF-ADJOINTNESS FOR THE
KLEIN-GORDON TYPE OPERATORS ON
ASYMPTOTICALLY STATIC SPACETIME

SHU NAKAMURA AND KOUICHI TAIRA

ABSTRACT. Let X = Rx M be the spacetime, where M is a closed man-
ifold equipped with a Riemannian metric g, and we consider a symmetric
Klein-Gordon type operator P on X, which is asymptotically converges
to 0f — Ay as |t| — oo, where A, is the Laplace-Beltrami operator on
M. We prove the essential self-adjointness of P on C§°(X). The idea
of the proof is closely related to a recent paper by the authors on the
essential self-adjointness for Klein-Gordon operators on asymptotically
flat spaces.

1. INTRODUCTION

Let M be an n-dimensional closed Riemannian manifold with the metric
g, and let

X=RxM

be our spacetime. We consider a Klein-Gordon type operator corresponding
to a Lorentz metric on X, which we denote by P. Let p(t,x,7,&) be the
symbol of P on T* X, where (¢,7) € T*R =2 RxR, (z,£) € T*M. We suppose
p is nondegenerate quadratic form with respect (7,&) for each (¢,z), and it
has the form:

p(t,i]f,’T,E) = 7—2 - QO(x7£) + Q(t,ﬂi‘,T,E),
where

go(x,€) =Y g™ (1)
ik

is the standard cometric on T* M. We note the mass term is irrelevant to the
self-adjointness, and we assume the mass is zero without loss of generality.
We suppose

Assumption A. ¢(t,z,7,§) is smooth and there is p > 0 such that for any
multi-index o € Z} and k € Z,

|0k q(t, 2,7, 6)| < Cra(t) L+ 72+ |€).

We need a sort of nontrapping condition. Let exp(sH)) be the Hamilton
flow on T*X generated by the symbol p, and we denote a geodesic by

(t(s),2(s),7(s),£(s)) = exp(sHp)(to, %0, 70, o),

where (to,x0,70,&0) € T*X is the initial condition of the geodesic. A geo-
desic is called null if p(t(s),z(s),7(s),&(s)) = 0 (for some s, and hence for
all s). Then we assume the following:
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Assumption B. Any null geodesic satisfies either t(s) — +o0 as s — +o0
or t(s) — Foo as s — +o0.

Theorem 1.1. Suppose Assumptions A and B. Then P is essentially self-
adjoint on C§°(X).

We note the result is stable under bounded perturbations, and hence we
may add bounded potentials without changing the essential self-adjointness
(see, e.g., [10]).

One motivation to show the essential self-adjointness for Klein-Gordon op-
erators on spacetime is the construction of Feynman propagators on curved
spacetime, which is crucial in the construction of quantum field theory.
The Feynman propagator is formally constructed as a boundary value of
the resolvent for the Klein-Gordon operator on the spacetime, but the self-
adjointness of these Klein-Gordon operator had not been proved except for
the stationary cases. See papers by Dereziriski-Siemssen [1, 2, 3] and Gérard-
Wrochna [5, 6] about the background. The essential self-adjointness of Klein-
Gordon operators was conjectured in these papers, and it was proved for
asymptotically flat spacetime by Vasy [11] and Nakamura-Taira [8]. Re-
cently the authors obtained a simplified proof of this result [9], and this
paper employs closely related argument to solve the problem for asymptot-
ically static spacetime, which has been also conjectured and open so far.
For other motivations and related topics in scattering theory, we refer these
papers [11, 8, 9] and references therein.

We prove our main theorem in Section 2. The argument generally fol-
lows that of [9], and actually somewhat simpler, though there are several
significant differences, in particular, concerning the construction of escaping
operator B. A technical lemma is proved in Appendix A.

2. PROOF OoF THEOREM 1.1

We use the following notations throuout this paper. Let a be a symbol:
a(h;-,-) € C®(T*X), ¢ € C§°(X) and h > 0. Then we denote the Weyl
quantization with the semiclassical parameter h by Opp(a) on X. Namely,

Opp(a)p(t,z
(2mh) ™"~ 1// ke Qg (B2, 200 . €)o(s, y)dsdydrds

locally in € M, and globally in ¢ € R. We emphasis that our pseudo-
differential operator calculus is local in x € M, but global in ¢t € R. We
also denote Op(:) = Op;(-), i.e., the non-semiclassical Weyl quantization.
We refer, e.g., Dimassi-Sjostrand [4], or Zworski [12] for the semiclassical
pseudodifferential operator calculus.

For a pair of symbols a(t,z, 7,§) and b(t,z,7,§), we denote the Poisson
bracket by

Oa Z?b da 0b Qadb da Ib d
_ @S esr e v e H,
lobh =5 5 " 56 5 ator w0~ s P
Let Qo = Op(qo). Since Qo is the Laplace-Beltrami operator, it is well-

known that Q) is essentially self-adjoint on C§°(M). We denote the unique
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self-adjoint extension by the same symbol Qy. We may write

P=Di-Qo+Q. Q=O0p(q).
We denote X1(s) € C*°(R) such that X;(s) = 1 for s < —1, supp[X1] C
(—00,0], and X} (s) <0 for all s € R. We also denote X2 € C§°(R) such that
Xa(s) =1 for s € [—1,1], supp[Xa] C [—2,2], and sX}(s) <0 for all s € R.

2.1. The first reduction. By the basic criterion for the essential self-
adjointness, it suffices to show Ker(P* — z4) = {0} for 2z € C, £Imzy >0
( [10] Theorem X.1) We note (P* — z)1 = 0 is equivalent to (P — z)) =0
in the distribution sense, since the domain of P is D = C§°(X). Thus we
prove that if (P — z4)1 = 0 for ¢ € L*(X) in the distribution sense then
1 = 0. Here is a simple but useful condition to show ¢ = 0. We denote the
Sobolev space of order s on X by H*(X).

Lemma 2.1. Let 1 € L?(X) such that (P — z)y = 0 with z € C. If,
moreover, (t)~11 € HY(X), then ¢ = 0.

The proof is a simple commutator computation, and we omit it. See,
e.g., Appendix A of [9]. We also note that actually the condition (t)~%/2¢ €
H'/?(X) is sufficient, and this is used in [11] and [8], though our condition
is sufficient for our purpose and the proof is slightly more elementary.

In the following, we will show that if (P — 2z)1) = 0 with z € C, Imz > 0
then (t)7y € HY(X) with any v, N > 0. The case Imz < 0 is similar, and
we mostly concentrate on the case Imz > 0.

2.2. Remarks on microlocal regularities. We use the well-known semi-
classical characterization of the microlocal regularities. Let ¢ € D'(R™) and
(z0,&0) € R?™ with & # 0. Then (z¢,&) ¢ WF(v) if there is a € C§°(R??)
such that a(xg,&p) # 0 and

10pp(a)llL2 = la(z, hD2)¢| 2 = O(h™), as h =0,

where WF(¢)) is the wave front set of . It is also easy to show, under the
same notation, 1 is microlocally H® near (29, &) if ||Opy(a))||2 = O(h)
as h — 0 with some s’ > s. This characterization works globally also. For
example, suppose a € S?,o and a(z,&) > c¢g > 0 if ||£| - 1‘ < ¢ with 6 > 0,
and if ||Opy,(a)y]|2 = O(h*) as h — 0, then v € H* for s < .

We now consider our spacetime model. We note that away from the
characteristic set:

Char(P) = {(t,x,T, f) | p(tv‘rﬂ-? g) = O}’

the operator P is elliptic, and hence (P — 2)y = 0 and (tg,x0,70,&0) ¢
Char(P) imply (tg,x0,70,&0) ¢ WF()). We note moreover that, on the
conic set:

{(t.2,7,6) [ Ip(t,2,7,6)| > 6(r° + qo(2,€))}, 6> 0,

the operator P is uniformly elliptic, and hence ¢ € H* there with suitable
microlocal cut-off. Thus, in order to show the smoothness of 1, it suffices
to study microlocal smoothness in a neighborhood of Char(P).

We first consider the area [t| > 0. As |t| — oo, by Assumption A,
p(z,€) ~ 7% — qo(x, &), and hence 72 ~ qo(z,€) on Char(P). On the other
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hand, when we study the regularities of ¢ in a neighborhood of (¢, x,,¢&)
using the semiclassical method, we consider the area 72 + qo(z,&) ~ coh™2
with some cg > 0, e.g., cg = 2. Now, if 72 ~ qo(z, &) and 72 +qo(z, &) ~ 2h 72,
then we conclude 72 ~ h=2 and qo(z,&) ~ h=2. This informal argument
suggests that it suffices to study the behavior of ||Opy,(a(t, x,7,8))Y||2 as
h — 0 in order to obtain regularities for |t| > 0, where a is supported in
a neighborhood of {(t,x,T,f) ‘ 72 =1,q0(,¢) = 1}. We actually use the
following lemma;:

Lemma 2.2. Let § > 0, and suppose ) € L? with (P —z)y = 0. Then there
18 To > 0 such that the following holds: Let

a(0, Tst,x,7,6) = Xo(|7° = 1]/8)Xa(|qo(x, ) — 1|/8)X1 (1 — [¢]/T).
If |Opy, (a(6, T2 = OB as h — 0 with T > Ty, then ¢ € H5((R\
[T —1,T+1]) x M) for s <s'.

Intuitively, the claim is straightforward from the above observation. The
proof is elementary but slightly involved, and it is given in Appendix A.

2.3. Incoming observable. In this subsection, we construct an operator
B which is microlocally supported in the incoming region, and monotone
decreasing (non increasing) along the null geodesics in the support.

For T' > T in Lemma 2.2, we set

Gh() = Xa((Ft/T) + 1)

so that ¢E(t) = 1 if +t > 27 and (E(t) = 0 if £t < T

For 0 < § <« 1, we set

A(t) =26 —olt|",
for |t| > 1, where 0 < v < p. Note A(t) > 6 and A(t) — 20 as [t| — oo,
monotonically in (—oo, —1], and in [1, 00), respectively. We then set
G (t,m) = Xa((£7 — 1)/A®)).
We now set

B =B(5T) = Opy(tl¢FG)Xe(A\6) 7 (h*Qo — 1), h>0.
+

We note Xo(A(t)"1(R2Qo — 1)) is an h-pseudodifferential operator with the
principal symbol

Cg(t,l‘,é) = X2((QO($7£) - 1)/)‘(t))

Remark 1. Crucial property of B with this definition is that B commutes
with Qg. This property does not hold if we define B by straightforward
quantization of the principal symbol

bo(t, o, 7,6) = Y ¢ ¢ G

+

Lemma 2.3. Let B = B(4,T) as above. Then i[B, P] has a symbol f(t,z,7,§) €
S((t)771, go) as an h-pseudodifferential operator, where gy = dt*+dx®+dr?+
d€?. The principal symbol of i[B, P] is —h~ {72 + q,bo}, and it satisfies

(2.1) —{7? +q,bo} > colt| " bo
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with some constant cg > 0 if T > 0 is sufficiently large. Moreover, f is
supported in supplbo] modulo the O(h™) terms.

Proof. We note
i[B, P| =i[B, D} + Q] = ih™2[B, (hD;)? + Opy(q)]
=ih~2[0p,(|t¢F ), (hDy)? + Opy (@) Xa(A() ™1 (R2Qo — 1))
+ih20p (|t ¢TGP (AE) T (h*Qo — 1)), (hDy)? + Opy(9)]
since B commutes with Qg. We first compute i[Opy, ([t|7¢F¢Y), (RDy)?

Opy,(q)] as an h-pseudodifferential operator. Its principal symbol is given
by

—h{r® + q(t, 2, 7,), [t T ()¢5 (¢, 7))
It is easy to see
{72+ 4.t} = ~(@7 + Orq)ysen (Ol = 291t (7] + O(() 7))

on the support of ¢;F (t){;c (t,7), and this part gives us the positivity of the
commutator. It remains to show the contribution from other terms are non
negative.

As well as the above computation, we have

{7+ 0. (T (O} = F@r + 0T\ (/T) +1)
= 2T 4 ((Ft/T) + DI(|7] + O((8) =)
on the support of ¢ (t)¢ (¢, 7), which is nonnegative. Then, Using ' (t) =
sgn(t)ov|t|~17%, we compute
{7+ 0. G (67} = —(27 + 0,005 + D1a0- Czi

= 27 + 0 g G () £ o 0G5

= A_l(t)X'Q(iT( )1) ((27’ + 0rq)sgn(t)ov|t|” 1= ”(i)\(t 1) + Oq(t, x,§) )

= AN O X (S [ ovir |l [ St + o1 1)

on the support of (F(4)¢5 (t,7)C3(t, x, €), since sX,(s) < 0. Since v < p and
|7| ~ 1 on the support, we learn the right hand side is nonnegative on the
support provided T is chosen sufficiently large. Combining these, we have

(2.2) {7+ g GG = 296G

on the support of {ft(t)gét(t,T)C:g(t,l‘,g), provided T is chosen sufficiently
large.
We then compute

i0 (55572, D7) = —Dilan, Xa (507 — [0 Xa (M504 1,

using the functional calculus. We have

2 N 2
01 X (2957)] = -~ 35p (12Q0 — 1Y% (23

_sgn(t)5y|t|_1_V
A(t)?

(h2Q _ 1)X/ (hQ)C?((;) l).
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Now we consider this as an h-pseudodifferential operator with the sym-
bol in S(h=1(t)~1=¥(r), go). In particular, we note the principal symbol of
—i[Xo(A(t) "' (R*Qo — 1)), D7] is given by

_ 27 sgn(t)ov|t| 17V qo — 1 qgo— 1
h 1t = X .
Gt 2,7,8) 30 N0 o O] )
Noting that on the support of gfgzi, 7sgn(t) < 0, and that sX5(s) <0, we
learn (F¢¢s > 0.
Now the principal symbol of ih =1 [Xa(A(#) "1 (h2Qo — 1)), Op,,(q)] is given
by

0¢qo - 0xq — 0zqo0 - O _
o3} = = s (5w

A(t) At)
)‘/(t)(qo - 1) qo—1

- ()2 X5 ( ())aTq
(2:3) = X5 (%70) |- O )1t~ H).
Thus the principal symbol of ih= [Xa(A(t) "1 (h2Qq¢ — 1)), (hD;)? + Opy(q)]
is given by

2||dv QO 1-v 3pp—1—p y (9 —1

en (BB oume i ) o (B )|
on the support o ¢ (2 , and it is non negative provided T is chosen suffi-
ciently large. Combining (2.2),(2.3) and (2.4), we conclude (2.1). O

2.4. Incoming regularity. In this subsection, we follow the argument of
[9] §§3.2, and show the H~-regularity of ¢ € Ker(P* — z) in the incoming
region. We only sketch the argument, and refer [9 [ | §§3.2 for the detail.

Let § <6, T < T, and set B = B(6,T) and B = B(5,T). Then by the
sharp Garding inequality and Lemma 2.3, we learn there are ¢, > 0 such
that

(2.5) qBﬁapkz%wa4B—dwa*B—iﬁE
where |E|| = O(h™) as h — 0.
We set
<N < <d<kl, Top>T1>To>->Tw>0

and let B; = B(d;,T;). As in [9] we can naturally show that
ﬂE&ﬂz%E@*&—d%ﬁﬁ&H—@@
for each j with some c;,¢; > 0 and [|Ej|| = O(h*). Then this implies

Ci
(26) It Bjell® + 2(Im2) | By
2h _
< ?H<t>1/2Bj(P =20l + I T2 Bisaoll® + | Ejel.
J

If we suppose (P — 2)¢ = 0 where 1 € L?(X) and Im z > 0, then we use
the standard bootstrap argument to show ||Byy|| = O(h™Y) with any N as
h — 0. See the proof of Lemma 3.3 in [9] for the detail.
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Lemma 2.4. Suppose Assumptions A and B, (P — z)Y =0 with Imz > 0,
and let By as above. Then ||Bot||2 = O(RN) with any N as h — 0.

Now this implies that 1 is smooth in the incoming area. We set Cgt (1) =

X1(1 F 7) so that
1 if £7>1
+ _ - L
<5(7)_{0 if +7<0.

We then set
% = Op(¢i (1G5 (7) + GG (7)),

with 7" = T} so that II~ is a projection to microlocally incoming area (with
|t| > T), and II" is the projection to outgoing area. Here we use the usual
(non semiclassical) quantization by Op(-), i.e., the quantization with h = 1.
Recalling the symbol of by, we learn that Lemma 2.4 implies the regularity
of II7¢ by Lemma 2.2. More precisely, we have the following incoming
regularity:

Lemma 2.5. Under the same setting as above, (t)"TI~ ¢ € HN(X) with any
N. In particular, II"¢ € C(X).

2.5. Overall smoothness. Combining the result of the previous subsection
with the propagation of singularities theorem and Assumption B, we learn
1 is smooth on X. At first we need a simple lemma:

Lemma 2.6. Suppose Assumption A and let 0 < ¢; < 1. Then there is
Ty > 0 such that if p(t,z,7,§) = 0 and |t| > T}, then |27 — O:p(t,z, T,§)| <
c1|7|. In particular, T has the same sign as O.p(t,z,7,&) if |[t| > T1.

Proof. Tt suffices to show |27 — 0, p(t,x,7,&)| < ci|7] if p(t,z,7,§) = 0. In
fact, we then have
7(2 —er7/|7]) < Orp(t,x, 7,8) < 7(2+ er/|7]).

Since 2+¢17/|7T| > 2—c1 > 0, this implies 7 has the same sign as 0, p(t, x, T, £).

Using the condition p(t,z,7,&) = 0, we have 72 — qo(x, &) = q(t,z,T,§),
and hence, recalling the ellipticity of go(x, &), we learn

QO(x7£) = 7—2 - |q(t7$77—7 £)| < 7—2 + C<t>_l_u(7—2 + q0($7£))
This implies go(w, &) < 272 if [t| > 0. Now we have
|Orq(t, =, m,6)] < 17+ [€]) < ") ]

and this implies |27 — 9;p(t, x, 7, )| < c1|7|, provided [¢| > 0. O

Let (t(s),z(s),7(s),£(s))) be a null geodesics. We recall the velocity is
given by ({(s),4(s)) = (0rp, Jep). By Assumption B, there are s, < 0 such
that either ¢(s;) < —max(Tp, Ty) and #(sp) > 0, or t(sp) > max(Tp,T1) and
t(sp) < 0. These imply, by Lemma 2.6, |t(sp)| > Tp and t(sp)7(sp) < 0, i.e.,
incoming in the sense of the previous subsection. Hence, by Lemma 2.5,

(t(sp),x(sp),7(sp),&(sp))) & WF(¢). Now we use the propagation of singu-
larities theorem ([7] Theorem 23.2.9):, and we learn that

(t(s),2(s), 7(5),&(s))) & WE ()

for all s. Thus we have proved:
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Lemma 2.7. Let ¢ € L*(X) such that (P — 2)1 = 0 with Imz > 0, then
e C®(X).

2.6. Outgoing observable and the regularity. While we now have the

overall smoothness of v, we actually need Sobolev estimates. We already

have the Sobolev estimate for the incoming region, and it remains to show

the Sobolev estimate for the outgoing region. We employ observables which

are similar to those used in the incoming estimate, but somewhat different.
We redefine the function A(t) as follows:

A(t) = 6+t

for t > 1, where 0 < § < 1 and 0 < v < u as well as in the incoming
case. We note 6 < A(t) < 24, and A(t) — ¢ as |[t| — oo monotonically in
t € (1,00) and (—o0, —1), respectively. Then ¢i° and G are defined by the
same expression but with the above A(%), i.e.,

) =X ((Ft/T) +1), G (t,7) = Xo((FT — 1)/A(1))-

We now set

B=DB(5,T) =Y Op,([t| G ¢H)X2 (A1) (h*Qo — 1)),
+

where h > 0 is the small semiclassical parameter as before, and 7' > 0. We
write the principal symbol by by(t, z,7,§), i.e.,

bo(t, ,m,8) = Y G () (,7) Gt 3, 6),
+
where (3(t7 xz, 5) = Xg(((]o(!l?, 5) - 1)/A(t))
We have a symbol estimate for this operator B, anaogously to Lemma 2.3,
but slightly different.

Lemma 2.8. Let B = B(d, R) as above. Theni|B, P| has a symbol f(t,z,7,§) €
S((t)~7"1 go) as a h-pseudodifferential operator. The principal symbol of
i[B, P] is —h~ Y72 4 q,bo}, and it satisfies

{72+ q,bo} > colt| 'bo — f

with some constant cg > 0 if T > 0 is sufficiently large, where f(t,x,T, 5) €

S(1,g0) is supported in {(t,z,7,&) | T <t < 2T} Nsupp[by]. Moreover, f is
supported in supplbo] modulo the O(h™) terms.

Sketch of Proof. The proof is almost the same as that of Lemma 2.8, but
there are several differences, and we sketch them here.

At first, the Poisson bracket —{72 + g, Cli} is not necessarily nonnegative
on supp[(ligzi]. In fact, it is nonpositive, and hence we set

ft,z, ) ={r* + ¢, GG

to compensate it.

The other computations are almost the same except for the fact N (t) =
—sgn(t)dv|t| 7V~ i.e., the sign is opposite from the incoming case. However
it is consistent since t7 > 0 on supp[CfECQi], and almost the same computa-
tions are carried out with changes of several signs. We omit the detail. [
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We then proceed to show regularity in the outgoing region. As well as
in the incoming case, in particular as (2.5), we let § < 5, T < T, and set
B = B(5,T) and B = B(6,T). Then by Lemma 2.8 and the sharp Garding
inequality, we learn there are ¢y, ¢ > 0 such that

i[B*B, P] > %OB*(t)_lB —dB*)"'\B-E*'E~F

where F' = B*Opy,(f) + Op,(f)*B and ||E|| = O(h*™) as h — 0. As well as
(2.6), this implies,

€o _
o 1072 Bel|” + 2(Im2) | Be|
2h 122
< C—O\|<t>1/2B(P = 2)¢l® +1t) 2 Bol® + | EBpl® + (v, Fy)

for ¢ € C§°(X). This estimate is easily extended to 1 € L? with (P —z)y =
0, and we learn

;—;)lll(tYl/zB?ﬁll2 +2(Im2) | BY|* < ()72 BY|? + | EGI + (¢, Fy).

We observe ||Ev| = O(hY) with any N by the construction of E. We
now recall the support of the symbol of F' is contained in {7 < ¢ < 2T} N
supp|bp], and in particular, compactly supported in X. By this and the
global regularity, i.e., Lemma 2.7, we learn (1, FY)) = O(hY) with any
N. Thus we can use the same iteration procedure as in Subsection 2.4 to
conclude || Bot||p2 = O(hYY) with any N as h — 0 as well as Lemma 2.4.
Now we have the following outgoing regularity result as well as the incoming
case, i.e., Lemma 2.5:

Lemma 2.9. Suppose ¢ € L?>(X) and (P — z)¢ = 0 where Imz > 0. Then
()™ II+y € HN(X) with any N, provided T is sufficiently large.

2.7. Proof of Theorem 1.1. Let v € L?*(X) and (P — 2)i = 0 with
Imz > 0. Then, combining Lemmas 2.5, 2.7 and 2.9, we learn that (t)"7y €
HN (X) with any N. Then, by Lemma 2.1, we conclude ¢ = 0. Thus

we have proved Ker(P* — z) = {0}. By similar arguments, we can also
show Ker(P* — z) = {0} when Imz < 0. These implies the essential self-
adjointness of P on C§°(X) (see, e.g., [10] Theorem X.1). O

APPENDIX A. PROOF OF LEMMA 2.2

Let n(t, x,7,&) = Xo((T*+qo(x,£)—2) /) with v = §/4. Tt suffices to show
10Pn (M|l 125y = O(h*') as h — 0, where X = (R\ [T — 1,7 +1]) x M
with T > Ty. We choose Ty so that

la(t, @, 7,6)| < alr? + qo(x,€))  for [t| = To

with @ = /(4 + 0) (see Assumption A). By the assumption, we know
|Ops (n)Opy, (al(o, T))wHLQ(X) = O(h*"), and hence it remains to show

(A.1) 10PA(MOPA(L — a(6. 7))l 125y = O,

where T' > Tj. We note the symbol of Op;, (7)Op;, (1 —a(d,T)) is essentially
supported in the support of n(1—a(d,T)), and if P is elliptic on this support,
the property (A.1) follows from the equation (P — z)y = 0 by the standard
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elliptic estimate (with any s’ > 0). Thus, in order to prove (A.l), it is
sufficient to show p(t,z,7,£) > 0 > 0 on the support of n(1 — a(d,T)).
By the construction, we have

(A.2) |7'2 +qo — 2| <27 on supp(n].
We also have
(A3) gl <a(r?+q0) < (2+2y) on supply] N {Jt| > To}.

using the choice of Tp and (A.2).
On the other hand, we have

(A4) |72 = 1] >6 or |go—1|>d onsupp[l —a]N{|t| >T}.
If |72 — 1| > 6, then we have

lp| = |72 — g0 +q| > |7* — qo| — ||
> —2-1) -2y —a(2+2y)
=27 — 1| - 2y + a2+ 29) =2 — 1| =624,

where we have used (A.3) and (A.4) in the second inequality. We note
27+ (24 27) = 0 by our choice of constants «,~y. Similarly, if |go — 1| > 4,
then we have

bl =17* —qo+4ql = |7 — qo| — g
> (2 —=q0) — o] — 27 — a(2+2v)
=2lgo— 1| -2y +a(2+27)) =2|go— 1| =6 >,

using (A.3) and (A.4) again. These inequalities imply P is elliptic on
supp[n(1—a(4,T))|N{|t| > T}, and this completes the proof of Lemma 2.2.

O
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