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ABSTRACT. We consider the space D7 (M; E) of distributional sections of the smooth
complex vector bundle £ — M whose Sobolev wave front set of order r € R lies in
the closed conic subset L of T*M\0. We introduce a locally convex topology on it
to study the continuity of the pullback by smooth maps and generalise the result of
Hoérmander about the pullback on the space of distributions with C*° wave front set
in L. We employ an idea of Gérard [I8] to extend the Kolmogorov-Riesz compactness
theorem to D} (M; E) and we characterise its relatively compact subsets. We study
the continuity properties of pseudo-differential operators when acting on DY (M; E),
r € R, and we generalise the Rellich’s lemma. As an application of our results, we
extend the microlocal defect measures of Gérard and Tartar to sequences in DY (M; E)
and we show a microlocal variant of the compensated compactness theorem.
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1. INTRODUCTION

The Sobolev wave front set was first introduced and employed by Duistermaat and
Hormander in [I4] in their analysis of propagation of singularities of solutions of PDEs.
Together with the C* wave front set previously introduced by Hormander, it became
an indispensable tool for classifying the singularities of solutions of PDEs; see [22] [31],
59, [56] and the references therein for various generalisations and their applications.
In [28], Section 8.2] (see also [26l Subsection 2.5]) Hérmander introduced a notion of
convergence of sequences in the space D} (U) consisting of all distributions on U C R”
whose C* wave front set is contained in the closed conic subset L of U x (R™\{0})
and then showed that the pullback of smooth functions by a smooth map f: O — U
can be extended to a sequentially continuous map f* : Dy (U) — D}.,(O) whenever
f*L (the pullback of L) does not intersect the set of normals Ny of f. If one writes the
natural locally convex topology on D} (U) that induces this convergence of sequences
(see [13| Chapter 1]), it turns out that the pullback is not continuous: see [5] for a
counterexample. Recently, in [5], [§], the authors modified the topology so that the
pullback by a smooth map becomes continuous (and not just sequentially continuous).
Furthermore, they conducted an extensive analysis of the topological properties of
D, (U) and its dual. We also point out two arXiv preprints [6] [7] where the author
investigates the topological properties of spaces of distributions whose Sobolev wave
front sets of all orders are included in a fix conic set and the article [9] where the
authors study the Besov wave front set. An important problem to consider is what
happens with the pullback if one considers it as a map on the space D} (U) consisting
of distributions that have Sobolev wave front set of order » € R in L. Notice that thisis a
refinement of the result on D’ (U) because of the well-known algebraic identity D} (U) =
N,er PZ(U). One expects that there will be a loss of regularity since this happens in
the simplest examples when considering restrictions of H| . (the local Sobolev space of
order € R) to lower dimensional hyperplanes; see [29, Appendix B|. This is one of
our primary goals in the article. In fact, we will introduce a locally convex topology on
the spaces D (M), r € R, with M a smooth manifold and L a closed conic subset of
the cotangent bundle without the zero section T*M\0, and show the following:

(#) The pullback f* : D*(N) — D (M), with f : M — N smooth and satisfying
LNN; =0, is well-defined and continuous for appropriately chosen 75 and
r1. When f has constant rank, we show that the conditions on ro and r; are
essentially optimal.

(it) The algebraic identity D7 (M) = (),cg P7 (M) becomes topological when we
interpret the right hand side as the projective limit. The algebraic identities
Dy (M) = Hj,.(M) and D7\ o(M) = D'(M) also become topological.

(7i1) Given a properly supported pseudo-differential operator A of order rgy, the
linear map A : DY (M) — Dy~ "(M), which is well-defined by the results
of Duistermaat and Hormander [I4], becomes continuous. When A is ellip-
tic (or better yet, non-characteristic in (7*M\0)\L), we show a priori esti-
mates for A which reduce to the well-known a priori estimates for elliptic
A:H (M)— H  "™(M).

loc loc
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Inspired by ideas from [21) Chapter 7] and [8], we also identify the strong dual of
D} (M): it consists of all compactly supported Sobolev distributions of order —r (tech-
nically speaking, they are distribution densities) that have C> wave front set included
in {(p,&) € T*M\0|(p, =€) € L}. As a consequence of (iii), we also show continuity
properties of pseudo-differential operators when acting on these spaces.

In [18], Gérard introduced a wave front set associated with a sequence in L2 . which
contains the directions in the cotangent bundle where the sequence does not behave like
a relatively compact subset of L2 _ (see [11] for a related concept). The idea in [18] is to
define the complement as the directions where the sequence satisfies the Kolmogorov-
Riesz compactness criterium [23] for L2 .. In the context of the topology we introduce
on D} (M), we realised that this wave front set does something more. We define it for
any bounded subset of D’'(M) and, instead of the compactness criterium for L2, we

loc
employ the H . compactness criterium. Then we show that:

(7v) This wave front set with index 7 of a bounded set B in D’'(M) is the closed conic
subset L' of T*M\0 such that B is a relatively compact subset of D}, (M). In
effect, it gives a convenient and computational characterisation of the relatively
compact subsets of D} (M).

This generalises the Kolmogorov-Riesz compactness theorem to D7 (M) and it allows
us to show:

(v) A generalisation of the Rellich lemma for the spaces D} (M), r € R.

We point out that we show these results on general smooth complex vector bundles
over manifolds.

Our results give a robust parallel between DY (M) and H{ (M) when it comes down
to the characterisation of the compact sets and the continuity properties of pseudo-
differential operators so one can show microlocal variants of various results by em-
ploying similar convergence and continuity arguments as in the local Sobolev case.
Important such examples are some of the weak convergence methods employed in the
theory of nonlinear PDEs [16] [, We showcase the theory we developed by employing
it to improve two closely related such results: the microlocal defect measures and the
compensated compactness theorem.

The microlocal defect measures were independently developed by Gérard [18] [19]
and Tartar [53] who introduced them under the name H-measures. Nowadays they
are indispensable tool in the study of linear and nonlinear PDEs; see for example
[2, (10} 121 17, 20 46], 48] and the references therein. We also refer to the works of Lions
[39, 140, [4T], 42] where he introduced the related concentration-compactness method
for solving minimisation problems in the calculus of variations. Broadly speaking, for
a bounded sequence (uy)kez, in LE (U) which converges to u € L (U) in D'(U),
the microlocal defect measure associated to (ux)rez, is a positive Radon measure on
U x S"~! whose support contains the directions where {uy}rez, does not behave like a
relatively compact set in L2 (U). Our results naturally lend themselves for generalising
this to the case when one only knows that u,u, € DP(M), k € Zy, and {uy}rez, is
bounded in DP(M). In this case, the microlocal defect measure is only defined in the

IFor the reader familiar with the theory, we point out that one can always extract convergent
subsequence of a relatively compact sequence in DY (M) since we show that the bounded subsets of
DY (M) are metrisable although DY (M) in general is not.
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directions outside of L and we show that uy, — u in D}, (M) where L' is the union of
L and the directions in the support of the microlocal defect measure and (ug,);ez, is
a subsequence of (ug)kez, -

The second place where we are going to apply our results is in showing a microlocal
extension of the compensated compactness theorem. The theorem was first proved by
Murat [44], 45] and Tartar [52] (see also [24, 25]) and letter improved by Gérard [19].
Without going into details, the theorem states the following. Let u,uy, € L2, k € Z,
be as above but with values in CV and let A and Q be properly supported polyhomoge-
neous matrix valued ¥DOs of orders r and 0 and principal symbols a and q respectively.
If {Aug}rez, is relatively compact in H),| and ¢ satisfies a weak Legendre-Hadamard
condition ¢(z,&)z -z = 0 for those (x,€) and z € CV which satisfy a(z,&)z = 0, then
Quy - up — Qu - u as distributions. As before, our generalisation is that one can take u
and uy, to be in D). We point out that this is not a trivial generalisation since even the
products Quy - Uy and Qu - u are meaningless a priori; moreover, one can not employ
Hormander’s definition of products of distributions to defined them because we only
have information on the Sobolev wave front sets of v and u,. However, as a byproduct
of our results, we show that the sesquilinear map (vq, vy) — Qu;-T3 on smooth functions
uniquely extends to a hypocontinuous sesquilinear map on D7 if @ is of order —oco at
every point of L and then we show that Quy - U, — Qu - u as distributions. We prove
the compensated compactness theorem as well as our generalisation of the microlocal
defect measures on general smooth complex vector bundles. We point out that there
are variants of the compensated compactness theorem in the L setting [3] 32] 47], but
we leave their microlocalisations for future research.

The paper is organised as follows. We collect in Section 2] the notations and neces-
sary facts we are going to employ throughout the rest of the article. In Section [3], we
introduce the topology on D} and show several key results in open sets of R™. Sections
[l and [l contain our main results on the spaces D}, r € R, on general smooth complex
vector bundles as well as the continuity properties of pseudo-differential operators when
acting on these spaces. Section [(] is devoted to the applications. Finally, in Appendix
[Al we show the optimality of the loss in regularity in our theorem on the pullback by
smooth maps.

2. PRELIMINARIES

We fix the constants in the Fourier transform as Ff(§) = [o.e ™ f(x)dx, [ €
L'(R™). Throughout the article, B(x,r) will stand for the open ball with centre at x
and radius 7 > 0. As standard, (z) := (1 + |z|?)'/2, 2 € R™. For any open set O in a
topological space, K CC O means that K is compact and K C O. If B is any subset
of a topological space, we denote by 1p the indicator function of B, i.e. 15(z) = 1
if z € B and 1g(z) = 0 when x € B. For a C! map f : O — R", with O an open
set in R™, we denote by f’(z) the derivative of f at x € O and, when n = m, we set
|f'|(x) :== | det(f'(z))|, x € O. As standard, we denote R, := {t € R|t > 0} and, for
B CR", weset Ry B :={tx € R"|t >0, x € B}; clearly R, B is a cone in R". Given a
smooth manifold M, T*M\0 stands for the cotangent bundle 7*M without the image
of the zero section. A subset L of T*M\0 is said to be conic if it satisfies (p,&) € L,
§ € Ty M, implies (p, t§) € L, for all t > 0. Given a conic subset L of T*M\0, we denote
by L¢ the complement of L in T*M\0. When M is an open subset U of R" we will
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always canonically identify 7*U with U x R" and consequently, 7*U\0 = U x (R"\{0})
and, for a conic set L, L¢ = U x (R"\{0})\L. Furthermore, for a conic subset L of
T*M\0 (or of U x (R™\{0})), we denote L := {(p,&) € T*M\0| (p, =€) € L}.

Let U be an open set in R"™. The C* wave front set of u € D'(U) (as standard, we
will always abbreviate it as the wave front set) is the closed conic subset W F'(u) of
U x (R™\{0}) defined as follows: (z,£) € U x (R™"\{0}) does not belong to W F'(u)
if there are an open cone V' C R" containing & and ¢ € D(U) satisfying ¢(z) # 0
such that qu.,v(u) = [[(-)"F(pu)|[rey < 00, v > 0; see [28, Section 8.1]. Given
a closed conic subset L of U x (R™\{0}), set D, (U) := {u € D'(U) | WF(u) C L}.
Throughout the article D7 (U) will always carry the following locally convex topology
introduced in [§]: the topology defined by all continuous seminorms on D’'(U) together
with all seminorms q,., where ¢ € D(U) and V is a closed cone in R"™ such that
(supp ¢ x V)N L = ); we refer to [8, 5] for the topological properties of D} (U).

We denote by H"(R™) the standard Sobolev space of order r € R on R", i.e.
H™(R") := {u e S'(R") | (:)"Fu € L*(R")}.

Given two locally convex spaces X and Y (from now, always abbreviated as l.c.s.)
we denote by L(X,Y) the space of continuous linear operators from X into Y and
we denote by L£,(X,Y) this space equipped with the strong operator topology. When
X =Y, we simply write £(X) and £,(X). Of course, X’ is the dual of X and X]
stands for X’ equipped with the strong dual topology.

2.1. Distributions on manifolds. For later use, we collect standard definitions and
classical results about distributions on smooth manifolds; throughout the rest of the
section, we employ the Einstein summation convention.

Let M be a smooth m-dimensional manifoldd. The o-algebra of Lebesgue measur-
able sets on M can be unambiguously defined by declaring a set X to be Lebesgue
measurable if (X N O) is Lebesgue measurable for each chart (O, z); the notion of a
negligible set (nullset) in M is unambiguous since they are diffeomorphism invariant.

Let (E,mg, M) be a smooth complex vector bundle of rank k; all the vector bundles
throughout the article will be complex and smooth so we will never emphasise this -
the only exception to this are the tangent and cotangent vector bundles T'M and T* M
which are real and smooth. We denote by E, the fiber over p € M, i.e. E, := 75" ({p}),
and, for an open set O in M, Eq stands for the restriction of E to O. For [ € NU {o0},
we denote by I''(E) the Fréchet spaces of I-times continuously differentiable sections,
while I'.(E) stands for the space of compactly supported I-times continuously differ-
entiable sections equipped with its standard strict (LF')-space topology; when [ < oo,
[''(E) is in fact a strict (LB)-space. For K CcC M and | € N U {co}, we denote
I(E) = {p € TYE)| suppy C K} and recall that it is a closed subspace of both
I''(E) and of T'(E) and they induce the same Fréchet topology on it; when [ < oo,
I'Y(E) is in fact a Banach space. When | = oo, we will simply denote these spaces by
I'(E), I'.(EF) and 'k (E) respectively. Given another vector bundle (F,7p, M) of rank
ki, (L(E,F),7E,r), M) stands for the smooth complex vector bundle of rank kk;
whose fibres are L(E, F), :== L(E,, F},), p € M. We denote by E’ the dual bundle to £,
i.e. B’ := L(E,Cy) where Cy; := M x C is the trivial line bundle. As standard, DM
stands for the complex 1-density bundle over M with fibres DT, M, p € M. With E as

2Manifolds are always assumed to be second-countable.
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before, we denote by EV the functional dual bundle over M: it is the smooth complex
vector bundle with total space EY := L(FE, DM). Notice that (EY)" is canonically iso-
morphic with F. The space of distributional sections D'(M; E) of E is the strong dual
of T.(EY) and the space of distributions D'(M) on M is the strong dual of T'.(DM).
Similarly, the space of distributional sections with compact support £'(M; E) is the
strong dual of I'( EV) and the space of distributions with compact support (M) is the
strong dual of T'(DM). When F is the trivial k-bundle C%, := M x C* over M, (C%,)Y
can be identified with the Whitney sum bundle DM & ... & DM:

k
(Ch)y 2T (p,T(1,0,...,0),...,7(0,...,0,1)) € {p} x DT,M &...& DT,M .

k

Employing this identification, we have
D'(M;Cy) = D'(M) and, in general, D'(M;Ch,) = D'(M)* = D'(M) x ... x D'(M);

J/

~
k

analogously, &'(M;C%,) = £&'(M)*. The continuous inclusion L? (M;E) — D'(M; E)

1 < p < oo, is given by f > (f,-), with (f,¢) := [},[f,¢], ¢ € T(EY), where [f, @j

stands for the measurable section of DM given by [f, ], := ¢,(f,), a.a. p € M.

As standard, we denote by Hy, (M; E) and H{,,, (M; E) the spaces of local and com-
pact Sobolev sections of E of order r. We recall that H] (M; E) is a reflexive Fréchet
space, HJ,. (M;E) is a reflexive strict (LB)-space, the strong dual of Hf, (M;E) is

Hr (M;EY) and the strong dual of H. _(M;FE) is H [ (M;EY). For K CC M, we

comp comp loc
denote Hj.(M; E) := {u € H| (M; E)| suppu C K} and we recall that Hj.(M; E) is
a closed subspace both of H[ (M;FE) and of Hl,  (M;E), both of them induce the

comp
same topology on HJ(M; E) and with this topology H}(M; E) is a Banach space.
Furthermore, HY) (M; E) = L}, (M; E) and H), (M;E) = L2, (M;E).

If u e D'(M) and (O, x) is a chart on M then we define u, € D'(z(0)) by

(ug, @) = (u, (po2)A"), ¢ € D(x(0)), (2.1)
where A\ is the unique section of DO which satisfies )\x(%, ce &Cim) = 1; we will

always denote this section by A*. Let (O, x) be a chart in M and @, : 7,'(O) — OxCF a
local trivialisation of E over O. Denote by W, : w5},(0) — O xC the local trivialisation
of DM over O given by W,(2A7) = (p,2), p€ O, z € C. Let @, : E, — CF and ¥, :
DT,M — C, p € O, be the induced isomorphisms. We define the frame (o', ..., o")
for BV over O by (07), :== ¥, 0o ®,,, pe O, j=1,....k where ¢ : C¥ — Cis the
map € (2!,...,2%) = 29; we call (¢, ...,0") the induced frame by ®,. With its help,
for each u € D'(M; E), we can define uéz eD'(x(0)),j=1,...,k, by

(b, ®) = (u, (o 2)0’), ¢ € D(x(0)). (2.2)

Notice that (u,¢) = (u}_,;0a™Y), u € D'(M;E), p € T (ES) [ where ¢ = ;07 1f
(U,y) is another chart on M that has non-empty intersection with O and over which
E locally trivialises via @, : 75" (U) — U x C*, then

wp, = (7 oy Nwoy ™) uh, in D(HOND)), (2:3)

3(EV)o = (Eo)" and we denote it simply by E.
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where 7 = (7/);; : ONU — GL(k,C) is the transition map: it is the unique smooth
map that satisfies ®, 0 &1 (p,2) = (p,7(p)z), p€ ONU, 2 € CF. If (p',..., p¥) is the
frame for EY over U induced by ®,, it holds that

P =(yox " ox)rjo! on ONU. (2.4)

If N is another manifold and f : N — M a smooth map, f*FE stands for the pullback
bundle. It is a smooth complex vector bundle of rank k£ over NV with total space f*E :=
U,en{pP} X Ej() and equipped with the topology induced from N x E. The fibre over
pis {p} X Ey(p), the projection is mpg(p,e) = p, e € Ey), and the local trivialisations
are defined as follows. For each local trivialisation ® : 7,'(O) — O x CF of E define
a local trivialisation f*® : 7.5 (f71(0)) = f1(O) x CF, f*®(p,e) = (p, Pf(p)e). The
pullback map f* : T'(E) — T f*E), f*o(p) :== (p,po f(p)), p € N, is well-defined and
continuous for all I € NU {oo}.

2.2. Pseudo-differential operators. As standard, forr e R,0<d<p<1landd <
1, we denote by S} 5(R*") the Hérmander class of global symbols on R** [27]: it is the
Fréchet space of all a € C®°(R?") which satisfy supx,gew(f)_”p'a‘_é‘ﬁ'|8§8§a(1’,§)| <
o0, a, 8 € N". The pseudo-differential operator with symbol a € S;ﬁ(Rz”) is defined
by

Op(a)ole) == sz [ eale. OF ple)te. o € SE) (25

It is a continuous operator on S(R") and it extends to a continuous operator on &'(R™).
Furthermore, when 7 = 0, Op(a) is continuous on L*(R") and the mapping S} ;(R*") —
Ly(L*(R™)), a — Op(a), is continuous [38, Theorem 2.5.1, p. 110, and Theorem 2.3.18,
p. 100]. With only a few exceptions, we will mostly employ the case when p = 1 and
§ = 0 and we will always denote this space by S"(R*") for short.

We collect the notations and facts we need from the local theory of pseudo-differential
operators; we refer to [14] 26, 29] for the complete account. If U is an open set in R",
the local symbol space S]..(U x R™) is the Fréchet space of all a € C>°(U x R") which
satisfy

sup <g>—"+lauagafa(x,g)\ <oo, a,feEN'. KccU (2.6)

zeK, EeR™

(we will only use the variant when p = 1 and 6 = 0). Furthermore, S ,>°(U x R") :=
Mer Sioc(U x R™) equipped with its natural Fréchet space topology. More generally, if
V' is an open cone in R", we denote by S[ (U x V) the space of all a € C*(U x V)
which satisfy (Z€) but on K x V' for every K CC U and every cone V' C V such
that V' N S"! ccC V; when V = R”, this space coincides with the above definition
of S, (U x R™). As before, set S;;2°(U x V) := (), g Sloe (U x V). For r € RU {—o00}
and K CcC U, we denote Si (U x R") := {a € S (U x R")| suppa C K x R"};
it is a closed subspace of S/ (U x R") (and of S"(R?")). Furthermore, we denote
SIUXR") :=Ugccy Sk(UxR™) (SZ(U x R™) can be equipped with a natural (LF)-
space topology but we will not need this fact); clearly ST(U x R") C S"(R?"). For
a € 5] (U x R™), the operator Op(a) is defined as in (Z.H) but with U in place of
R? and ¢ € D(U). Then Op(a) : D(U) — C=(U) is well-defined and continuous and

it extends to a well-defined and continuous mapping Op(a) : £'(U) — D'(U). Every
continuous operator T : &'(U) — C*>(U) is called a regularising operator; in view of
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the Schwartz kernel theorem, these are the operators whose kernels are smooth on
U x U. The space of regularising operators on U is denoted by ¥~>°(U). A pseudo-
differential operator of order r € RU {—o0} is an operator A : D(U) — C>(U) of the
form A = Op(a) +T with a € S[,.(U x R") and T € W=>°(U); a is called the symbol
of A and is unique modulo S >°(U x R"). The kernel of any DO is always smooth
outside of the diagonal. The space of pseudo-differential operators on U of order r is
denoted by ¥ (U). For r € R, the operator A € U"(U) is said to be polyhomogeneous
of order r if some (or, equivalently any) symbol a of A has an asymptotic expansion
a~ Y 7 ya;, where a; € SI (U x R"), j € N, are positively homogeneous of degree
r—j when || > 1, ie. aj(z,t€) = t"aj(x,§), x € U, |§] > 1, t > 1. The space
of polyhomogeneous WDOs of order € R on U is denote by W7, (U). The space of
polyhomogeneous symbols of order r, i.e. the symbols that have asymptotic expansion
as above, is denoted by Sy, .. (U x R").

Let M be a smooth manifold of dimension m. A continuous operator A : D(M) —
C>(M) is said to be pseudo-differential operator of order r € RU {—oo} if its kernel
is smooth outside of the diagonal in M x M and for every p € M there is a coordinate
chart (O, z) containing p such that the operator A, : D(z(0)) — C>*(x(0)), As(¢) :=
A(poz)ox™!, belongs to ¥ (x(0)); when this is the case, one can show this holds for
all charts on M and this definition of DO coincides with the one above when M is
an open subset of R™. The space of all WDOs of order r € RU{—o0} on M is denoted
by W"(M). Finally, the space of symbols of order r € RU {—o0} on M is denoted by
ST(T*M) and it consists of all a € C>(T*M) such that for every chart (O, z) it holds
that (k7!)*a € S (z(O) x R™) where & is the chart induced total local trivialisation
of T*M over O:

K (0) = 2(0) x R™, k(p,&da?|,) = (x(p), &1, - ooy Em)- (2.7)

When M is an open subset of R™, this definition coincides with the one above.

Let E and F be two vector bundles over M of rank k and k' respectively. A con-
tinuous operator A : I'.(E) — I'(F) is said to be pseudo-differential operator of order
r € RU{—oo} if its kernel is smooth outside of the diagonal in M x M and if for
every p € M there is a coordinate chart (O, z) containing p over which both F and
F locally trivialise via ® : 7.'(0) — O x C* and @ : 7'(0) — O x C* and such
that the operators A} 4 ; @ D(O) = C*(0), Af 4 () = s"(Alpey)), 5 = 1,...,k,
l=1,...,k, belong to U"(O) where (eq, ..., e) is the local frame for £ over O induced
by ® and (s",...,s'*') is the local frame for the dual bundle F’ induced by ®'. When
this is the case, one can show this holds for all charts on M over which both E and
F locally trivialise and for any local trivialisations of £ and F'. This definition of a
WDO coincides with the one above on manifolds when F = F' = C,,. The space of all
pseudo-differential operators of order r € R U {—o0} between the bundles £ and F
is denoted by U"(M; E, F). Every A € U"(M; E, F') extends to a continuous operator
A:E(M;E) — D'(M;F). When A is properly supported (i.e., both projections from
the support of the kernel of A in M x M to M are proper maps), A : ['.(F) — [.(F)
is well-defined and continuous and it extends to a well-defined and continuous oper-
ator I'(E) — I'(F), &'"(M; E) — £'(M; F) and D'(M; E) — D'(M; F); furthermore,
it also extends to a well-defined and continuous operator H{ (M; E) — HL"(M;F)
and H7 (M;E) — HL-"(M;F), v € R.

comp comp
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For r € R U {—o0}, the space of symbols S[ .(T*M;E,F) consists of all a €
(75 L(E, F)) such that for every chart (O, z) over which E and F locally trivi-
alise via ® and ®’ as above, the functions al, e T"TO=Cog=1,.. kl=1..k,
defined by ajo = aly g ;7 (€7 @ s1) belong to SL.(T%0) Where (e’l,...,e’k) and
(s1,...,8) are the local frames for E’ and F over O induced by & and &' and
(e ps (€7 @ 81));4 1s the pullback local frame for 7., L(E, F) over T*O.

Let A € U"(M; E, F). For every chart (O, z) on M over which F and F locally triv-
ialise, there are @ € Sy (2(0) x R™) and T} € ¥==(z(0)), j=1,... .k, 1 =1,... K,
such that

(Ap)jo = Op(a )(go ox Noxs + fj(@j ox Noxs, ¢el(Ep), p=¢e,,

where (eq,...,e,) and (sq,...,s,) are the local frames over O for E and F' induced
by their local trivialisations respectively. We call {Zié»}u symbols of the coordinate
representation of A; for fixed chart and local trivialisations of E and F|, {aé}l,j are
unique modulo S ;>°(z(0O) x R™). The principal symbol of order r € RU {—o0} is a
surjective linear map o : W'(M; E,F) — S. (T*M;E,F)/S... (T*M; E, F) whose
kernel is W"~'(M; E, F). With {@}};; and (5. ,,(e” ® s;));, as above and & given by
21, a = K*(a@)m}. ) (7 ®s1) € SL.(T*0; Eo, Fp) and a € 6" (A)|+0. If Ais properly
supported and A’ € U (M; F, H) is properly supported with ' € RU {—oo} and H
a vector bundle over M, then A’A € W™+ (M; E, H), A’A is properly supported and
ot (AA) = o (A)a"(A).

Let r € R. We say that A € V" (M; E, F) is of order ' € RU {—o0}, ' < r, at
(p, &) € T*M\O if there are a chart (O, z) about p over which £ and F trivialise and an
open cone V C R™ containing (£(32|,), - - ., &(3%p)) such that @ € Sp (z(0) x V),
j=1,...,k,l=1... kK, where {Eié-hj are symbols of the coordinate representation of
A. The definition is independent of local coordinates, local trivialisations of F and F
and of the choice of {@}}; ;. We say that A is of order " in a conic subset L of T*M\0
if A is of order 7’ at every point of L; if L = T*M\0, then A € V"' (M; E, F). We
say that A € U"(M; E, F') is polyhomogeneous of order r if for every point there is a
chart (O, x) over which both E and F trivialise such that {a.},; € S .. (z(0) x R™)
where {a’}, ; are symbols of the coordinate representation of A. When this is the case,
this is valid on all charts on M over which both F and F' locally trivialise and for any
local trivialisations of £ and F'. The space of polyhomogeneous WDOs of order r is
denote by W, (M; E,F). If Aand A’ € T (M; F,H) are properly supported, then
AA € VT (M; E, H).

Assume now that E and F' have the same rank k and » € R. The operator A €
\IIT(M E, F) is said to be elhptlc if there is b € S.(T*M; F, E) such that ba — I €
S Y M; E E) and ab — I € St (M; F, F) for some (or, equivalently all) a € o”(A);
here I € F(?TT*ML(E E)) is given by Ig(p, &) := ((p,€),1d) € {(p, &)} x L(E,, E,) and
Ir is defined analogously. If in addition A is properly supported, then there exists a
properly supported A’ € W~ (M; F, E), called a parametrix for A, such that A’A—1d €
U=°(M; E,FE) and AA'—1d € ¥=°°(M; F, F) and A’ is unique modulo W~=°(M; F| E).
The operator A € W (M; E, F') is said to be non-characteristic at (p,&) € T*M\0 if
there is b € S;.7(T*M; F, E) such that both ba — I and ab — Ir are of order —1 in

loc

a conic neighbourhood of (p, £), for some (or, equivalently all) a € "(A). The set of

phg



10 S. PILIPOVIC AND B. PRANGOSKI

characteristic points of A is denoted by Char A4; it is a closed conic subset of T*M\0.
The operator A is elliptic if and only if Char A = (). We will need the following result;
its proof is analogous to the proof of [29, Theorem 18.1.24’) p. 88] and we omit it.

Lemma 2.1. Let A € V"(M; E, F) be properly supported and (p,&) ¢ Char A. Then
there is a properly supported A" € V="(M; F, E) such that both A’A —1d and AA" —1d
are of order —oo in a conic neighbourhood of (p,§).

3. SPACES OF DISTRIBUTIONS WITH SOBOLEV WAVE FRONT IN A FIXED CONIC
SET: TOPOLOGICAL PROPERTIES, CHARACTERISATION OF COMPACT SETS AND
PULLBACK BY SMOOTH MAPS

Let U be an open subset of R™. Following Hérmander [30], for u € D'(U), we define
the Sobolev wave front set WF"(u) of order r € R as follows. The point (z,§) €
U x (R™\{0}) does not belong W F"(u) if there are an open cone V' C R™ containing
§ and ¢ € D(U) satisfying p(x) # 0 such that ||(-)"F(ou)| 20y < oo; WF"(u) is a
closed conic subset of U x (R™\{0}) (see [30, Definition 8.2.5, p. 188, and Proposition
8.2.6, p. 189]). The original definition is due to Duistermaat and Hérmander [14] p.
201] and is via pseudo-differential operators but this amounts to the same thing in view
of [30, Proposition 8.2.6, p. 189]. Given a closed conic subset L of U x (R"\{0}), we
define

DI(U) :={ueD(U)|WF"(u) C L}. (3.1)
Notice that if L = (), then (31 is H.(U) and when L = U x (R™\{0}), B is the
whole D’(U). Our goal in this section is to introduce a useful locally convex topology on
D7 (U) which will make the pullback by smooth maps continuous, the above identities
topological and which will be compatible with the topology on D} (U) form [§] in the
sense that D} (U) = (), g D7 (U) topologically (the right hand side should be read as
a projective limit; see Proposition E.2T] below).

3.1. The Sobolev compactness wave front set and the topology of D} (U). Let
B be a bounded subset of £'(U); notice that |J,.supp u is relatively compact in U.
For r € R, we define the set 37 (B) C R"\{0} as follows. The point n € R™"\{0} does
not belongs to 37 (B) if there is an open cone V' C R™\{0} containing 7 such that

sup/ | Fu(&)2(€)*"dé — 0, as R — oo. (3.2)
u€B JEeV, [E|>R

Clearly, >7(B) is a closed cone in R"\{0}. Employing classical arguments as in the
proof of [28] Lemma 8.1.1, p. 253], it is straightforward to show the following result
(see the proof of Lemma [B.4] below for a similar type of argument).

Lemma 3.1. With r and B as above, it holds that X'(pB) C XL(B), ¢ € D(U).
Let now B be a bounded subset of D'(U). For every = € U, we define
Ya(B)= (] TieB). (3:3)
peD(U), ()70

Clearly, X7, (B) is a closed cone in R™\{0}. The compactness of the unit sphere together
with Lemma [B.1] yield the following result (cf. [28] p. 253]).
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Lemma 3.2. Letr € R, v € U and B a bounded subset of D'(U). If X7, (B) C'V for
some open cone V. C R™\{0}, then there ezists an open neighbourhood U C U of x
such that XL (pB) CV, ¢ € D(U").

Definition 3.3. Let r € R and let B be a bounded subset of D'(U). The Sobolev
compactness wave front set of order r of B is

WEL(B) = {(2,€) € U x (R"\{0}) [ £ € X .(B)}.

When r = 0, this was introduced by Gérard [18, Definition 1.1] as a bookkeeping
device to keep track of the frequencies where a weakly convergent sequence in L2 _(U)
fails to have a convergent subsequence. We will show that W F7(+) is an effective tool for
characterising the relatively compact subsets of D} (U) once we introduce the locally
convex topology on it. For the moment, we point out that W E!(B) is a closed conic
subset of U x (R"\{0}) in view of Lemma .2} and, if B has only one element u (i.e.,
B = {u}), then WEF(B) is exactly the Sobolev wave front set W " (u) of u of order
r; in this case we will also simply write > (u). Furthermore, Lemma 3] implies that
WFI(ayBy + asBs) C WEI(By) UWF!(By) for any ay,as € C*(U) and any bounded
subsets By and By of D'(U); if in addition By C By then WE!(B,) C WE!(Bsy).

Lemma 3.4. Let B be a bounded subset of D'(U) and let L be a closed conic subset of
U x (R"™\{0}). Then WE?(B) C L if and only if for every ¢ € D(U) and every closed
cone V. C R™ satisfying (supp ¢ x V)N L =0 it holds that

sup/ | Flou)(6))?(6)*dé — 0, as R — oo. (3.4)
V,|¢I>R

ueB

Proof. If L = U x (R™\{0}), then when ¢ € D(U)\{0} it holds that V' C {0} and
the claim in the lemma is trivial. Assume that L¢ = (). If ([3.4) is satisfied for every
¢ € D(U) and V as in the lemma, then clearly WF!(B) C L. Assume now that
WE!(B) C L and let ¢ € D(U)\{0} and the closed cone V' C R", V\{0} # 0, are
such that (suppe x V)N L = (). Set K := supp . For each (y,n) € K x V there is
©wm € DWU) with . (y) # 0 such that n & X7 () B). In view of Lemma BT}
we can assume that ¢, is nonnegative and ¢, ,)(y) = 1. There is an open cone

V(/y,n) C R™\{0} containing 1 such that

ueB

Sup/ | F(prmu)(©)()*dE — 0, as R — oo.
V(,y,n)’|§|>R

Pick an open cone V{,,) C R™\{0} such that n € V{,, and V{,,\{0} C Vi~ Since
V N S* ! is compact, we infer that for each y € K there are a finite number of open
cones Vy; := Vi oy, L = 1,..., ky, whose union covers V. For each y € K, set ¢, :=
Plym) -+ " Pyt and notice that ¢, € D(U) and ¢,(y) = 1. For every y € K,
denote by O, the open set {z € U|p,(x) > 1/2}. As K is compact, there are a finite
number of open sets O; := O,;), j = 1,...,m, whose union covers K. Set ©; := ¢ 0,
j=1,...,m,and ¥ = @1+...4+p,,. Clearly ¢» € D(U) and ¢ > 1/2 on a neighbourhood
of K. Hence ¢; := (p/v¥)p; € D(U) and ¢ = ¢y + ...+ . For each j € {1,...,m},

set k; = ki and additionally Vj; := Vi), V;’l = V(/yU),n(l)) and @;; = Py )
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l=1,...,k;. We infer

| F () (€)(€) > de sikZ F(u)(€)P(€) ¥ de "
V,I¢|>R =1 = Jl\g\>R

We show that for every j € {1,...,m}and [ € {1,...,k;},

sup / ) (©PE)de =0, as R — oo, (3.5)
i [E1>R

ueB JV,

which will complete the proof. Fix such j and I. Setf] Xj1 = (@/V) [z i € D(U)
and notice that ¢; = x;,p,:. There is ¢ € (0, 1) such that

{n € R"| 3¢ € V},; such that [§ —n| < c[¢]} V], (3.6)
Since F(¢;u) = (2m) " F(x;.1) * F(pju), the Minkowski integral inequality gives

1/2
< / IF(¢jU)(€)|2<€>2’"d§)
‘/j,h ‘S‘ZR

1/2
) ( | Feme 77)|2<€>2’"d€> I

‘7" 1/2
<2 . / |\ Fxia(m)] ()™ ( / | ‘5‘>R|‘7:(<Pj,lu)(f —n)|*(¢ —n)”d&) dn

(2m) n
< Q‘T‘(Qﬂ') n(]l + [2>7
with

1/2

]1 _ / |‘7:X]J(n)‘<n>"" / v, |‘/-'(g0j’ﬂ,L)(£ - 77)‘2@ - 7]>27“d£> dnu

n |€[>max{|n| /c,R}
1/2
I, — |‘/-'X]7l(7])‘<7]>‘r‘ cev,, ‘f(ﬁpj,lu> (é- - 77)‘2@ - n>2rd§) d’f]
Ry R<|¢|<[n| /e

We change variables in the inner integral in I; to obtain

1/2
L= [ 1Fmim” ( R f(wj,lu><f>2<f>2rdg) dn

R”
K |€+n|Zmax{[n|/c, R}

1/2
Fxaln) )" ( / - )R|f<wj,lu><f>|2<s>2’"ds> d

1/2
= 1M Fxgall oy ( /V o \f(%,lu)(g)P(g)%dg) ,

“Here and throughout the rest of the article we employ the principle of vacuous (empty) products;
. 0
Le., Hj:l q; = Hje(]) q = 1.
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where in the inequality we employed the fact

{§ € Vie = {n} 1€ + 0l = max{ln|/c, R}} C{S € V[ €] = (1 - )R} (3.7)
To verify it, first notice that (3.6) gives {£ € V;; — {n}| \5 +nl > |nl/c} €V}, When
¢ belong to the left-hand side of ([B.7), we have [{| > (¢ — 1)|n| and consequently

€l = R —[nl = R—cl¢]/(1—c), whence [{]=>(1-c)R,

which proves (8.7)). To bound I, notice that since B is bounded in D’(U) there are
C1,s > 0 such that |F(p;,u)(€)| < Ci(€)°, £ € R*, uw € B. Hence

1/2
pec [ mamion | [, €-na) g
Inl>cf Reiél<inl/e
<YL+ ) i [ 1 Fxalla
[n|>cR
These bounds for I; and I imply the validity of (B.5]) and the proof of the lemma is
complete. 0

Applying the lemma when B is a singleton, we deduce the following corollary.

Corollary 3.5. The distribution u € D'(U) belongs to DY (U) if and only if for every
v € D(U) and every closed cone V-C R™ satisfying (supp ¢ x V)N L =0 it holds that

/ | F(ou)(&)2(€)*dé < .

With the help of the corollary, we define the following set of seminorms on DY (U):

1/2
p’r‘spv (/ |f QDU >2rd€) ’

where ¢ € D(U) and V are as in Corollary 3.5l We equip D7 (U) with the locally convex
topology induced by all continuous seminorms on D'(U) together with all seminorms
Pr.ov where ¢ and V' are as in Corollary BEl Clearly, H| (U) C D} (U) C D'(U)
continuously.

Remark 3.6. If L = U x (R™\{0}), then D} (U) = D'(U) topologically since in this
case V' can only be {0} or () when ¢ is not the zero function and hence p,., = 0.
When L =0, Dy (U) = Hj, (U) topologically since one can take V' = R™ in this case.

loc

All of the important topological properties of D7 (U) will follow from the following
proposition. To set the stage, we need the following objects. Assume that L¢ # (). Pick
a countable dense subset {(z(),£9)};cz, of L¢ and denote w) := ¢W/|¢V)| € Sn—1)
j ez, Sef

s; = min{1, dist(z\9, 9U), dist((z), w?), L)} > 0.
Clearly, (B(z1),s;/2) x B(wW,s;/2))N L =0 and B(z",s;) C U, j € Z,. For each
g,k € Zy, we set:

Oy = B9 s,/ (5K)). Oy i= B0, s,/ (4k)). O = B(x),s,/(3K)):

SHere we employ dist(x, ) = oo, for any element z.
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Vik = Ry B@O), 53/ (5K)), Vi im Ry B, s,/ (48)),  Vly = R B, 5;/(35))
Notice that
05 x Vi © 05 x (Vi U0}, Opx Vi, € OFpx (Vi3U{0}), (07, xVinL =0.
For each j,k € Z,, pick ¢, € D(R") and @,k € C*(R"™) which satisfy the following
conditions:

(@) 0< ¢y <1and 0 < gy < 1

(b) ¢jx =1 0n O, and supp ¢, C O’ 1

(c) 5]-7;6 =1 on V;;\B(0,2) and supp 5]-,;@ C Vi \B(0,1);

(d) 10°s ]l o= (my < 00, o € N,
Proposition 3.7. Let L be a closed conic subset of U x (R"\{0}) satisfying L° # 0.
Let Ojx, O’y O, Vik, Vi, Vi, djx and qﬁjk be as above. Then the mapping

T:DfU) = D(U) x (LA(R™)2*%4) - T(u) = (u,f,), where

£.j, k) = () 0iuF (@ipu), Gk € Zy,
s a well-defined topological imbedding with closed image.

Proof. The proof that Z is a well-defined continuous injection is straightforward and
we omit it (cf. Corollary B.5]). We now prove that Z is open mapping onto its image. It
suffices to show that for each ¢ € D(U)\{0} and every closed cone V' C R", V\{0} # 0,
satisfying (supp ¢ x V)N L = (), there is a finite J C Z, X Z,, a continuous seminorm
p on D'(U) and C' > 0 such that

Propv(u) < Cp(u) +C D (Y OiuF(disn) 2@y, weDLU).  (38)
(. k)eT
Fix such ¢ and V. There is 0 < € < 1 such that
((supp ¢ + B(0,2)) x (VNS" )+ B(0,e)))NL=0 and suppy + B(0,¢) C U.
Define the closed cones V' and V" by
V=R (VNS +B(0,6)) U{0} and V' :=R,((VNS" )+ B(0,¢/15)) U{0}
and the compact sets K", K’ and K by
K" :=suppy+ B(0,¢), K':=suppy+ B(0,6/15) and K :=supp .
Notice that
KxVCK xV CK'"xV"CUxV" and (K'"xV"YNnL=04.
Set J := {(j, k) € Zy x Zy |k > 15/, (O, x B(wD, s;/(5k))) N (K x V) # 0}. We
claim that
J#0 and Kx(V\{0)C |J OuxVie € |J O x V[, CK xV'. (3.9)
(Gk)e] (.k)eJ

We show J # () and the first inclusion simultaneously. Let (z, &) € K x (V\{0}) and set
w:=&/|€] € VNS* 1 and s := min{1, dist(z, OU), dist((x,w), L)} > 0. Pick any integer
k > 15/¢ (the condition k£ > 15/¢ is important for the last inclusion in (3.9]) and the
subsequent part of the proof) and set m := 10k+4. Since (B(x, s/m)x B(w, s/m))NL =
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0, there is j € Z, such that |z—2")| < s/m and |w—&U)| < s/m. The second inequality
yields
1= €DV = l|lw| = [€9]] < Jw = V| < s/m
which implies || > 3/4. It also gives |[¢() | L—1| < s/(m|€YV)]) < 4s/(3m). Since
dist((2,w), L) < |(z,0) — (@9, w?)| + dist((z),w"), L) and
dist(x,0U) < |x — 29| + dlst(x ) oU),

we infer
s <o — 29|+ |w—w®] + 55 < > 4 |w— o +‘w(j) +s;
m €9 |€(J|
s |§(J —w| 4s
:E_'_ |€(]|‘ +Sj<E—|—8j

and hence s < ms;/(m —4). Consequently,
£0) 2s 2s; 55
‘\w\ \‘ AT w17
We deduce w/[£9)| € B(wW) ,sj/5k:) NV. We also have |z — 2| < s/m < s;/(5k) and
hence z € O;;, N K. Thus, J # (). The above considerations also immediately yield
(x,€) € Oj x V;j, which shows the first inclusion in (3.9]).

To prove the last inclusion in ([3.9), let (z,¢) € O—’k X V—’ for some (j, k) € J. Then
lz—20)| < s;/(4k) and there are t > 0 and ¢’ such that § = tg’ and |¢'—wW| < s;/(4k).
As (y ,k:) € J, there are T € K and € € V\{0} such that |27 — 29| < s; j/(5k) and
IE—wl)| < s, ;/(5k). Similarly as before, the last inequality immediately gives €] > 1/2.
These mequahtles also imply |z — 7| < s;/(4k) + 5;/(bk) < s;/(2k) < /30 and hence
z € K'. Similarly, |¢ — €] < £/30 and hence |¢'/|€| —€/|€]| < £/(30|€]) < £/15. We infer
¢ € V'. Consequently & € V' and the proof of the last inclusion in ([B.9) is complete.

Now, a standard compactness argument yields the existence of a finite Jy C J such
that

Ex(W\{op)c |J OuxVie€ |J O xV, CK xV"
(J,k)€Jo (G,k)ed
Set ¢ := 3 pyeso Pik € DU pyes, Ofx) and notice that ¢ > 1 on U e, O, 1. Hence
w/¢ € D(U). We also denote ;) 1= (go/qb)@k € D(0},), (4, k) € Jo, and notice that
Z(j,k)eJo Yir=p. As V\{0} C U (ko Viks we infer

Priov(u) <) F(pu)ll2s0,2) + Z ¢y kF (ou) || 2@\ B(0,2))
(4:k)€Jo
<Y Flewllawoy + D, 1Y 6F Wy p)ll 2@ sy (3-10)
(4:k)€Jo
(4',k"edo

Let (j,k), (7', k') € Jo be arbitrary but fixed. The last inclusion in (3.9) implies that
there is m € Z, such that (z(™ ¢™) € O x B(wY, s;/(5k)); hence

2 — o] < 5y (5K) < /75, |l — €] <5 /(Bk) <e/T5. (31)
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The second bound yields |1 — [£(™)]| < |wW) — £0™)| < £/75 and hence

- - (m) 2e
() _ )] < 1,0 _ g o | _ &7 | o € pem) _q) < %€ 219
We claim that
dist((z™, ™) L) > 6, with §:=67¢/150 € (0,1). (3.13)

Assume that ([3I3) does not hold. There is (y,7) € L such that |(z(™, £0)—(y,n)| < §
and hence

(29, W) — (?hﬁ)’ < ‘(x(j'),w(j)) — (™ g(m))‘ + (@™, €Y — (y,m)| < 2¢/75 + 6.

Consequently, |z — y| < 2¢/75 4 6 and |[w¥) — | < 2¢/75 + 6. Since zU) € K/,
the first inequality implies that y € K”. Pick £ € B(wY, s;/(5k)) NV (such ¢ exists
by the way we defined J ). Similarly as before, one easily shows that |§| > 1/2. As
1€ —n] <€ = w)|+|w) —p| < £/25+ 5, we infer

§

&l il
Thus, n € V. We deduce (y,n) € (K" xV"”)N L which is a contradiction. Hence, (8.13])
holds true. Analogously, assuming dist(x™),0U) < § leads to dist(2U"),0U) < ¢/2

which is in contradiction with K” C U; whence dist(z(™,9U) > §. Consequently
Sm > 0. We show that

< ° +i<§+%<a
_25|§~| |§~| 25 75

O‘;",k’ g Om71 and V]I,k g Vm72. (314)
The first inclusion follows from the following (cf. (3.11]))
2€0,,, = |r—a"™|<|z—a")|+ |20 — 2| < 55 /(4k) + /75 < £/30 < 5,/5.

To verify the second inclusion, it suffices to show that B(w', s;/(4k)) C B(w™, s,,/10).
Let £ € B(wY, s;/(4k)). In view of ([B.12), we infer

€ —w™| <€ — WD) + |wb) —wM| < s,/(4k) 4 2¢/75 < £/60 + 22/75 < 5,/ 10,

which yields that & € B(w™),s,,/10). The inclusions (3.14) imply qzjvk = 5j,k5m72 on
R™\B(0,2) and ¢/ jy = ¥y j 1 on R™. We infer

1) G5 F (Vg ) | 2@ 02y < 1) P F (W0 prSmrt) | 2@ so2yys  w € D (U).
Since V7, ,\{0} € Vj,..1, there is 0 < ¢ < 1 such that
{neR"|3 e Vr:1,2 such that | —n| < ¢|¢|} € V. (3.15)

Let uw € D} (U) be arbitrary but fixed. As F (¢ poman) = (27) " Fihjr jr % F(Pm1u),
the Minkowski integral inequality and a change of variables give

1) .2 F (Vjr 1 mat) || L2 e\ B(0,2))

< o L Pt ( /

m,2

1/2
| F(Gmau) (€ — n)\2<£>2rd£) dn
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olr| 2
< Fibir o 7| F - 2 2rd d
= Gy R;;I Vi (M) [{n) </g%y2_{n}| (Pm, 1) (E)[7(€) f) U
< 2llem)y~™(I, + L),
where
1/2
L= | @I | ey, ) F@nm)©FE7dE | dn,
R E+n[>In|/c
1/2
I = /R FU el A%_{n} FGmau)(©(©)7de | dn.
n |+l <In|/c

To estimate I, notice that ([3.15)) yields {£ € Vo — {n} || +n| > |n|/c} € V1 and
hence

1/2
I < ()M F gl ey ( /V |f<¢m,1u><£>|2<£>2"d£>

< W F g e £ ey <||<'>T]:(¢m,1U)||L2(B(0,2>) + ||<'>T5m,1f(¢m,1u)HL?(R”)> '

Since the mapping D'(U) — C>*(R"), u +— F(dm 1u), is continuous, there is a continu-
ous seminorm p on D’'(U) such that

I < Cip(u) + Coll () Gyt F (G 1) || L2 (any -

To estimate Iy, we make the following

Claim. Let f be a nonnegative measurable function on R™ which satisfies (:)"f €
LY(R™), for all v > 0. For each r € R, ¢t > 0 and x € D(U), the mapping

1/2
p:D'(U) — [0,00), p(U)Z/ f(n) (/ cemn If(XU)(§)|2<§>2’”d§) dn, (3.16)
R3 |+ | <tln]

is a well-defined continuous seminorm on D'(U).

We defer its proof for later and continue with the proof of the proposition. The
claim implies that I is bounded from above by a continuous seminorm on D'(U)
of the same type as ([B.I0). In view of (BI0) we conclude the validity of ([B.8]); notice
that the term [|(-)"F(¢u)| r2(B(0,2)) in (BI0) is a continuous seminorm on D'(U) (since
D'(U) — C*(R™), u — F(pu), is continuous). This completes the proof that Z is a
topological imbedding.

We now show that the range of 7 is closed. Let (u,).ca be a net in DY (U) such
that Z(u,) = (uu,f,,) converges to (u,g) € D'(U) x (L*(R")%*%+) in the topol-
ogy of D'(U) x (L*(R™)Z+*%+). Hence u, — u in D'(U) and, for each (j,k) € Z, x
Ziy () oinF(Pjru,) — gjr in L2*(R™). The former implies that ¢; F(¢;xu,) —
Gk F (¢ xu) in C>°(R™) and consequently (-)"¢; x F (¢, xu) = gjx € L*(R™). It is straight-
forward to show that this implies W F"(u) C L (cf. the proof of the first inclusion in
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(39)) and thus v € D} (U). This completes the proof that the range of Z is closed.

Proof of Claim. Set K := supp x. We show that p is well-defined and bounded on
bounded subsets of D'(U). Let B be a bounded subset of D'(U). Hence B is equicon-
tinuous (as D'(U) is barrelled) and consequently also equicontinuous as a subset of
L(Dg,C). Whence, there are C' > 0 and k € Z, such that |(u, )| < C'sup), <, [|0%¢]| Lo @n),
¢ € Djz, u € B. This implies

[Fxu)(©)] = [{u, xe™ )| < C2%&)" sup 0°X|[p~@n), £ €R", ueB.  (3.17)

| <k

For each n € R™, {£ e R" | |€ + 1| < t|n|} € B(0,(1+1¢)|n|) and thus

1/2
p(u) <G / f(n) ( / <s>2<"+’f>d§) dn < Col| (W™ £)| 1 gen
R7 £€B(0,(141)|n])

Hence, p is a well-defined seminorm on D’(U) and it is bounded on bounded subsets
of D'(U). Since D'(U) is bornological, p is continuous and the proof is complete. [

Remark 3.8. Employing the same arguments as in the proof of the first inclusion in
[39), one shows that L¢ = O, x Vj, for each fixed k € Z,.

JELy
Remark 3.9. Arguing as in Lemma [3.4] and employing similar reasoning as in the

proof of the above claim, one shows that the bilinear map C*(U) x DY (U) — DY (U),
(x,u) — xu, is well-defined and hypocontinuous.

Corollary 3.10. Let L be a closed conic subset of U x (R™\{0}). Then D7 (U) is
complete, semi-reflexive and a strictly webbed space in the sense of De Wilde.

Proof. The fact that D7 (U) is complete is an immediate consequence of the proposition
and it is semi-reflexive in view of [35, Theorem 5 and Theorem 6, p. 299]. Furthermore,
[36, Theorem 1, p. 61, and Theorem 6, p. 62] implies that D7 (U) is a strictly webbed
space in the sense of De Wilde (D’'(U) is strictly webbed in view of [36, Theorem 13,
p. 64]). O

The fact that D} (U) is a strictly webbed space allows one to employ De Wilde’s
closed graph and open mapping theorems (see [36, Chapter 35]) when considering
maps to and from D7 (U). As a consequence of Proposition B.7, we now derive the
following important characterisation of the relatively compact subsets of D} (U) which
we announced at the beginning of the subsection.

Corollary 3.11. Let L be a closed conic subset of U x (R"\{0}) and let B be a
bounded subset of D'(U). Then B is a relatively compact subset D7 (U) if and only if
WF!(B) C L.

Remark 3.12. The corollary can be viewed as a generalisation of the Kolmogorov-Riesz
compactness theorem [23]. Indeed, taking L = (), the corollary together with Lemma
B4 immediately give the following well known characterisation of relatively compact
subsets of H] .(U). A bounded subset B of D'(U) is a relatively compact subset of
H{ .(U) if and only if

loc
lim sup/ (&) F (pu)(6))?dE =0, for all p € D(U).
1§1>R
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Proof of Corollary[311. The claim is trivial when L = U x (R™\{0}) (since D'(U) is
Montel). Assume that L¢ # (. If B is relatively compact in D7 (U), Proposition B.7]

implies that for each (j, k) € Zy x Zy, {(-)"¢;xF (¢, xu) | u € B} is relatively compact
in L?(R™) and the Kolmogorov-Riesz compactness theorem [23, Theorem 5| yields

sup/ | F(pjru) ()2 (€)*dE — 0, as R — oo, foreach j k€ Z,.
ge‘/},kv‘s‘>R

ueB

It is straightforward to verify that the latter implies WF!(B) C L (cf. Remark B.8)).
Assume now WE!(B) C L; hence B C D} (U). In view of Lemma [3.4], we infer

sug sz,k(§)2|]:(¢j7ku)(§)|2(§)27’d§ —0, as R — oo, foreachjkeZ,.
ueB JI¢|>R

We claim that this implies that
{<'>T$j7kf(¢j7ku) |u € B} is relatively compact in L?(R™) for each j,k € Z,. (3.18)

Once we show (3.18) the claim in the corollary follows from Tychonoft’s theorem and
Proposition B (B is relatively compact in D'(U) since D'(U) is Montel). Since B is
bounded in D'(U), we immediately deduce that

sup 051 (€)2| F (. 4u) (€)2(€)¥dE < 00, forall R>0, jkeZ,,
ueB JI¢|<R

and hence the sets in (3.I8) are bounded in L*(R™). In view of the Kolmogorov-Riesz
compactness theorem [23, Theorem 5], to verify (3.18) it suffices to show that for each
j, k € Z, it holds that

Sup [{-47) G ) F(B350) () = (' Gy F (Bg00) ey = 0, s = 0. (3.19)
We Taylor expand (€ + 1)"¢;1(€ + n)F(d;u) (€ + 1) at € up to order 0 to infer
(€ + 1) djk(& +mF (&) (€ + 1) = (6)7 01k (&) F(¢51) ()]
<o Z [ 6 i€ 2B ) P € i)

+ (€ + ) Dk (€ + tn) F () (€ + tn)
+ (€ + )" Gin(€ + tn) O F (du) (€ + tn)|dt.
Set ¢; pa(x) == 119 6(x), L =1,...,n. We infer

(€ +0)" Gip(E + 1) F(D550) (€ + 1) — (€) () F(ds4u) (€]

1 ~
< nlrjn] / (€4 1) D€ + )| F(by0) (€ + )| dt

n 1 -
Ty / (& + t) 1035 (E + )| F (D) € + )]t
=1

n 1 B
Ty / (6 + 0 B3 (E + )| F () € + ).
=1
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Employing the Minkowski integral inequality, a change of variables and the property
(d) of ¢; we obtain

¢+ 1) Gia(- + 1) F(dy0) (- +1) — () b 1 F (05, k)| L2 ey
1/2
<olrlial [ ([ te+ = Gute+ PG+ )

1/2
+\m2 / (/ (€ + )20 (€ + )P |f<¢yku><£+tn>|2d§) d

1/2
el [ ([ o ate s o |f<¢]klu><5+m>|2ds) @

< Cllll¢)" F(@sxwlll 2y + [l Z 16" F (@) oy

I=1
Lemma [3.4] together with the fact that B is bounded in D’(U) implies that

sup ||<->r.7-"(¢j,ku)||L2(ka) < oo and sup ||<->T}"(¢j,k;lu)||L2(ka) <oo,l=1,...,n.
ueB 2 ueB B2

Consequently, the above estimates verify (3.19) and the proof is complete. O

We end this subsection with the following result on the existence of a sequence of
smoothing operators on D} (U) that approximate the identity operator on D7 (U).

Proposition 3.13. Let ¢; € D(U), j € Z, be such that 0 < ; <1, ¢; =1 on the
compact {x € U||z| < j, dist(z,0U) > 3/j} and supp; C {x € U] dist(z,0U) >
2/7}. Let X be a nonnegative function in D(R™) satisfying supp x C {z € R"||z| < 1}
and [p, x(x)dz =1 and set x;(z) == j"x(jz), x € R", j € Z. For each j € L., the
operators

P :D(U) = D), Pu=y; * (), (3.20)

are well-defined and continuous. Furthermore, for each r € R and each closed conic
subset L of U x (R™\{0}), {P;}jez, is a bounded subset of Ly(D7(U)) and P; —
Id in L,(D}(U)) (the index p stands for the topology of precompact convergence). In
particular, D(U) is sequentially dense in D7 (U).

Proof. Clearly, (8:20) are well-defined and continuous. It is a well-known fact that
P; — Id in L£,(D'(U)) (the index ¢ stands for the topology of simple convergence).
The Banach—Steinhaus theorem [50, Theorem 4.5, p. 85] together with the fact that
D'(U) is Montel implies that the convergence holds in L£,(D’(U)) and consequently
{P;};ez, is bounded in Ly(D'(U)). This proves the claim when L = U x (R™\{0}).
Assume that L° # (). Because of the above, to prove the boundedness of {P;};cz,
in L£,(D7(U)) it remains to show that for every bounded set B in D} (U) and every
seminorm P, v, it holds that sup;cz, Sup,epPrpv(Pju) < oo. Let B be a bounded
subset of D (U) and let ¢ € D(U)\{0} and the closed cone V- C R, V\{0} # 0, are
such that (suppy x V)N L = (). Employing a standard compactness argument, one
can find ¢ € D(U) satisfying ¢ = 1 on a neighbourhood of supp ¢ and a closed cone
V C R™ with V\{0} C int V" such that (supp o x V)N L = . There is jo € Z, such that



SPACES OF DISTRIBUTIONS WITH SOBOLEV WAVE FRONT IN A FIXED CONIC SET 21

uj = x; * (pu) € D(U), for all u € B, j > jo. There is j' > jy such that ¢; = ¢ =1
on supp ¢ + {z € R"||z| < 2/j}, for all j > j'. Consequently,

pPu— puj = p(x;* ((Y; —Pu)) =0, j=j, ueB.
Hence, it suffices to show that sup,.; sup,cpprpv(u;) < oo. Since [Fx;(§)| < 1,
¢ eR" j€Z,, weinfer (for j > j)

[ F(pu)(E)] = 2m) " [(Fp) * (F(x;)F (pu))(€)] < (271T)n /R | Feo(m|F(ou) (€ —n)ldn.

(3.21)

There is ¢ € (0, 1) such that
{n € R"| 3¢ € V\{0} such that |£ — 5] < ¢[¢]} Cint V. (3.22)

In the same way as in the proof of Proposition B.17 (and Lemma B.4) we employ the
Minkowski integral inequality together with (B.21)) to infer p,., v (u;) < 2I"(27)™"(1, +

]122/
R

1/2
L= [ 1Fomlm" </ v [F@UE - )€ — 7]>2rd£) dn.

Ri

1/2
[Fo ()| ()" (/gev If(ﬁu)(i—n)ﬁ(i—m%di) dn,

1&1=[nl/e

n
n

€l<[nl/c
Again, as in the proof of Proposition B.7, (3:22]) implies
{eeV—{llE+nl =/} CV (3.23)

which in turn yields that I; < ||(.)Irl}"gp||L1(Rn)pT;@7(u). Since B is bounded in D'(U)
(as it is bounded in DY (U)), there are C,l > 0 such that |F(pu)(&)] < C{€)!, £ € R™,
u € B. This immediately implies that I is uniformly bounded for all v € B. We
conclude sup;s ; SUP,ep Prip, v (1;) < 0o which completes the proof of the boundedness
of {P;}jez, in Ly(D}(U)).

It remains to prove that P; — Id in £,(D}(U)). Since P; — Id in L(D'(U)), it
suffices to show that for every precompact subset A of DY (U), every ¢ € D(U)\{0}
and every closed cone V' C R" V\{0} # (), satisfying (suppp x V)N L = (), it holds
that sup,cy pripv(Pju —u) — 0, as j — oo. Fix such A, ¢ and V. Let ¢, V, ¢ and
J' be as in the first part of the proof. Again, we denote u; = x; * (pu) € D(U),
Jj > 7', and point out that ¢ Pju = u;, j > j', u € A. Similarly as above, we have
pT;¢7v(f)]‘u — u) < 2|r|(27.(.)—n([1 + Ig) with

1/2
L= | |Femlm" (/ cev \ij(é—n)—1\2|f(¢u)(£—n)l2<£—n>2rd£> dn,

Rn
" [€1=Inl/c

1/2
L= [ |Femlmn" (/ ey (€ —m) = 1\2|f(¢u)(£—n)|2<£—n>2rd£> dn.

Rn
K €l<Inl/e

There are C;,1 > 0 such that |F(gu)(€)| < C1(€), € € R", u € A. Let € > 0 be
arbitrary but fixed. In view of Corollary BIIl WF!(A) C L and hence Lemma [B.4]
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yields that there is R > 1 such that

1/2
Sup (/N If(@)(f)|2<€>2’"d€) <&/ @M F ol 11 @m))- (3.24)

V,[€I>R
We choose R large enough so that we additionally have

/|>R Jesn) |f§0(77)|<n>2\7"+l+nd77 <eg- (2|T|+301(1 + ]-/C)‘TH_H_NH<‘>_n||L2(Rn))
ni=Re/(c+

-1

Since Fy; = Fx(-/j) and Fx(0) = 1, dominated convergence implies that there is
Ji > 7' such that

1(Fxs = DO 2oy < e/ (C22O)Fellp@ny), 5251

Let j > j; and u € A be arbitrary. To estimate I;, we change variables in the inner
integral and employ ([B.23)) to obtain (recall, || Fx;|ro@n) = 1)

1/2
I < Ifw(n)|<n>'r'(/v\fxy'(ﬁ)—1|2\f(<5U)(§)|2<£>2’“d£> dn

R3

1/2
< AW Fe ( / - \f(@u><§>|2<5>27”d5)

1/2
+ O Fellen ([ 1760 = 1P

S 6/2‘T‘+1.

(0,R

We estimate Iy as follows:

1/2
L [ e ( JALAYCE PIFGEPE ) dy

1/2
< [ 1Femion ( Lo P00 - PFGOEPEdE)

n
R”?

1/2
< [ 1Fem)m" ( /M 1PN - 1|2\f<@u><£>|2<§>2fd5) dn

R3

1/2
+ [ | Fe(n)|(m ( /R S | Fx;(€) — 1|2‘f@u>(§)|2<§>%d£) dn

Ri

1/2
< O F e ( / N OR 1|2(§)2("“'+”d§)

” ()2(rl+t+n) 1/2
+201/ | Fe(n)l{n) (/ R rra— df) dr
in[> Re/(c41) Rrelgl<ar1/ol (6)
9 r n —n r n €
< oo + 2011+ 1/ ) HLzoRn)/ [(Femlm T dy < o
Inl>Re/(c+1)

Combining these estimates for I; and I, we deduce sup,c 4 prp v (Pju—u) <€, j > ji,
which completes the proof of the proposition. O
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3.2. The dual of D} (U). Notice that (cf. Proposition B.13)

H] .(U) CDJ(U) CD'(U) continuously and densely (3.25)
and hence the dual of D} (U) is a space of distributions on U. In fact (8.23]) gives
D(U) C (DL (U)), € Hegpyp(U)  continuously. (3.26)

Our goal is to identify the space (D7 (U));. For this purpose, given an open conic subset
W of U x (R™\{0}), we define the space

Ew(U) :==A{u € Hlp,(U) | WF(u) € W}

To introduce a locally convex topology on it, we consider the following auxiliary space.
Let L be a closed conic subset of U x (R™\{0}) and K a compact subset of U satisfying
pry (L) € K, where pry stands for the projection on the first variable. We define

ELx(U) = {u € Hy(U)|WF(u) C L}

The distribution u € Hj(U) belongs to &7 (U) if and only if for every ¢ € D(U) and
every closed cone () #£ V' C R" satisfying (suppp x V) N L = ) it holds that (cf. [28]
Section 8.1])

Quip v (u) == iu‘]g/)(f)”|f(g0u)(§)| < oo, forallv>0.

We equip &7 (U) with the locally convex topology induced by the norm on Hy (U)
together with all seminorms q,., v where ¢, V and v are as above. Clearly, Dx C
Erx(U) € Hy(U) continuously.

Proposition 3.14. Let K CC U and let L be a closed conic subset of U x (R"\{0})
satisfying pry(L) C K. Let Oj, O}y, OFy, Vik, Vi, Vi, @ik and ¢jx be as in Propo-
sition[3.7. Then the mapping
ELg(U) = Hi(U) x (SR™) 5), u s (u,£,), where
fu(]> k) = gj,k'/—_.(gbj,ku)a ja k S Z-‘m

is a well-defined topological imbedding with closed image. Consequently, £ (U) is a
reflexive Fréchet space.

Proof. Clearly, the map is injective. The continuity follows from the estimate

()70 (.6 F (40)) | Loo (rny < CZ%;@,k,aij’,k(u), where ¢ 45(z) = 270, ().

BLa

The fact that the map is a topological imbedding with closed image can be shown in
the same way as in the proof of Proposition B.7] (to bound the appropriate variant of
I5, one employs the inequality |F(yu)(€)] < CE) )N FY|| 2@ ul ey, € € R,
Y € D(U), u € Hi(R")). From this, we immediately deduce that £7.;(U) is a reflexive
Fréchet space since the codomain of the map is a countable topological product of
reflexive Fréchet spaces. ([l

5The reason for the condition pr, (L) C K is the fact pry(WF(u)) = singsuppu C supp u.



24 S. PILIPOVIC AND B. PRANGOSKI

Notice that
Err(U) C

Given an open conic subset W of U x (R™\{0}), denote by 20 the set of all pairs
(L, K), where K is a compact subset of U and L a closed conic subset of U x (R™\{0})
satisfying L C W and pry(L) € K. Then (20, <) becomes a directed set with order
(LK) < (LK) if L € L and K C K. Notice that & (U) = U,y x)cap £ (U). We
define the locally convex topology on &f,(U) by

Ew(U) = lim &7, (U),
(L,K)ew

LK(U) continuously if L C Land K C K. (3.27)

where the linking mappings in the inductive limit are the continuous inclusions (3.27));
notice that the inductive limit topology on &y, (U) is indeed Hausdorff since £7 5 (U) C
HZ,. . (U) continuously. For any sequence (L;, K;)jcz, € 20 which satisfies

comp

Ly Cint Ly, K; Cint K, | JLy=w, |J K; =0, (3.28)

JEL+ JEL+

it holds that
Ev(U) = lg)n .k, (U)  topologically
j—o0

(one can always find such sequence, cf. [8, p. 1354]; when W = (), we can take L; = 0,
J € Z). Consequently, &1, (U) is an (LF')-space and thus it is barrelled and bornolog-

ical. Furthermore, we have the following continuous inclusions:

D(U) Q g{%ﬂ/(U) C H (U) and g‘/;/ll(U) Q (91/;/22([]), T1 Z T, Wl Q WQ, (329)

comp

Remark 3.15. Since the continuous inclusion Dy C & (U) is a bijection, the open
mapping theorem for Fréchet spaces yields that Eq’)t’K(U ) = Dk topologically. Conse-
quently, &/ (U) = D(U) topologically.

Similarly, since the continuous inclusion € g (oy).x (U) S Hi(U) is a bijection,
the open mapping theorem for Fréchet spaces shows that £ B\ {0)): (U) = Hi(U)
topologically. Consequently, EgX(Rn\ {0})(U ) = H . (U) topologically.

comp

Remark 3.16. The bilinear map C*(U) x £ (U) — ELx(U), (x,u) — xu, is well-
defined and continuous. Indeed, the fact that it is well-defined is trivial and a standard
closed graph argument implies that it is separately continuous since both spaces are
Fréchet. Now, [36, Theorem 1, p. 158] verifies its continuity. Consequently, [36, Theorem
5, p. 159] shows that C>*(U) x &}, (U) — &, (U), (x,u) — xu, is hypocontinuous.

The space &J},(U) satisfies similar approximation result to Proposition[B.13lfor D7 (U).

Proposition 3.17. Let yx;, ] € Z,, be as in Proposition [313. For every K, KCU
satisfying K CC int K and K CC U there is Jo € Zy such that x; * u € Dg for all
u € EL g (U), j > jo and L a closed conic subset of Ux (R"\{0}) satisfying prl(L) C K.
Furthermore x; *u — u in 5”" =(U) forallu e & (U).

If P;, j € Zy, are the opemtors from Proposition[3.13, then P; — 1d in L,(&},(U))

for (my open conic subset W of U x (R"\{0}). In partzcular D(U) is sequentially dense
in E(U).
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Proof. The proof of the first part is similar to the proof of Proposition and
we omit it. This implies P; — Id in £,(&}(U)) and, since &}, (U) is barrelled, the
Banach-Steinhaus theorem [50, Theorem 4.5, p. 85] yields that the convergence holds
in £,(£ (1)) -

We need the following preparatory lemma for the result on the duality (see the
preliminaries for the meaning of L).

Lemma 3.18. Let() # K cC U and let L and L be closed conic subsets of Ux (R™\{0})
satisfying L C L¢ and pry(L) C K.
(i) There are open subsets Uy, ..., U of U, closed cones V1, ...,V in R" and ¢; €
D(Uj), j =1,...,k, which satisfy the following conditions:

k
f(gUUj, U; x (=V;,)NL=0and (U; x RN\V,)NL=0, j=1,....k

(3.30)
2+ ...+ ¢? =1 on a neighbourhood of K . (3.31)

(i) If U;, Vj and ¢, 5 = 1,...,k, are as in (i), then F(¢;ju)F *(¢p;v) € L*(R"),
j=1,....k forallu € DI(U) and v € EZZ(U), and, for each v € £ =(U),
the linear functional 7 7

DI(U)—C, ur Z F($u)©)F (@) (€)dg, (3.32)

is continuous. Furthermore, when v varies in a bounded subset of 5'{%(U),
B32) becomes an equicontinuous subset of (D} (U))'.

Proof. To show (i), assume first L¢ # (. For o € pry(L), the compactness of the unit
sphere implies that there are an open set U’ C U that contains xq and an open cone
V' C R" such that (U' x (=V'))N L =0 and {£ € R"|(z9,€) € L} C V'. We claim
that there is an open neighbourhood Uy C U’ of z such that (Uy x (R™\V’)) N L = 0.
To verify that this is true, assume the contrary. Then there are 219) € U’ and n\¥) €
SN (R™\V"), j € Z,, such that 29 — x4 and (2, n)) € L, j € Z,. In view of the
compactness of the unit sphere, there is a subsequence (nU+))cz . which converges to
some 19 € S"'N(R™\V’). Hence (x9,7) € L and thus g € V’ which is a contradiction.
We showed that there are an open neighbourhood Uy C U of zy and a closed cone Vj
in R™ such that

(Uo x (=Vo))NL=0 and (Uyx (R"\V,))NL=0. (3.33)
When 2y € K\ pr,(L), we can take Vy := {0} and Uy := U\ pr,(L) for (BBEI) to be
satisfied. Now, a compactness argument verifies the existence of U; and V;, 5 = 1,.. ., k,

as in (¢) which satisfy (330). The existence of ¢; € D(U;), j = 1, ey k, Which satisfy
([B.37)) is straightforward. In the case when L¢ = (), (3.30) is satisfied by taking k = 1,

U; C U an open neighbourhood of K and Vi = {Oj; in this case, for (3.31]), we take
¢1 € D(Uy) which equals 1 on a neighbourhood of K.
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To prove (ii), let B be a bounded subset of S’Eflf{(U) and let U;, V; and ¢;, j =
1,...,k, beasin (¢). For v € B and u € D} (U), we estimate as follows (cf. (3.30)):

Rn\ﬂ@ﬂ)(&)lIf_1(¢jv)(£)\d£
S/_ If(cbjU)(f)lIF(¢jv)(—§)ld€+/ ) | F(0ju) () F (00)(=E)|dE

Vi R\(=V,
<y SN F @l +smp [ F 6 uOIF G ()l

We claim that
D'(U) = [0,00), fr— sup/ | F (05 /) ENF (@50)(=E)]dE,
"\ (=Vj)

veB
is a continuous seminorm on D’(U). This can be proven by showing that it is bounded
on bounded subsets on D'(U) by employing similar technique as in the prove of the
Claim in Proposition B (sup,cp Supgegny, [F(9;0)(§)[(§)” < oo, for all v > 0, in
view of ([B.30) and the boundedness of B); whence, it is continuous since D'(U) is
bornological. Now, all claims in (i7) immediately follow from the above estimate. [

Remark 3.19. Of course, we can always take ¢1,..., ¢, to be nonnegative.

Now, we are ready to show that the strong dual of Dy (U) is £;."(U). In the first
part of the proof, we employ some of the ideas used in [21 Proposition 7.6, p. 80] and
[8, Lemma 3 and Proposition 7] where the dual of D} (U) was identified. However, the
ideas from these results can not be applied in the second part of the proof: here we
employ pseudo-differential operator techniques and L?-estimates.

Theorem 3.20. Let L be a closed conic subset ofU X (]R"\{O}) and r e R.

(1) The bilinear map D(U) x C*(U) — C, (¢,¢) = [, o)
uniquely extends to a separately contmuous bilinear mappmg 5' () XD/T(U)
C, given by
Z F(ou)©F H(o0)()de,  weDE(U), v e EL(U),  (334)

with gbj, j=1,...,k, as in Lemmal3 I8 (7).
(#4) It holds that (D} (U)), = £;."(U) topologically and the duality (€7."(U), DF(U))
is given by (B34]).
Proof. We first address (7). In view of Lemma [B.I8 (i) and the density of D(U) in
D7 (U), the right-hand side in (3:34]) does not depend on any of the choices made in
Lemma BI8 (i), i.e. on L, K, Uj, Vi and ¢;; whence E77(U) x DE(U) — C is well-
defined. Notice that when v € D(U), the right-hand side in B34) is exactly the duality
(D(U),D'(U)) and thus coincides with [, v(x)u(z)dz when u € C*(U). Lemma
(i1) verifies the continuity of D} (U) — C, u +— (v, u), for each fixed v. When w is fixed,
Lemma[B.I8 (ii) shows that £ = (U) — C, v~ (v, u), maps bounded sets into bounded

sets and hence it is continuous since 8»’{_]%(U ) is Fréchet space (hence bornological). This

immediately implies the continuity of £;."(U) — C, v = (v,u), when u is fixed and
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the proof of (i) is complete.
We turn our attention to (i¢). In view of ([3.29) and Proposition 317, we infer

Hy, (U) € (£."(U)), € D'(U)  continuously. (3.35)

We are going to show
(&) =DL(U) and ;7 (U) = (DL (U))" algebraically and (3.36)
the identity mappings (£;."(U)), — Dy (U) and £;."(U) — (Df (U));, are continuous.
(3.37)

This would immediately give the continuous inclusions £;."(U) — (Df(U)), — (.7 (U))} ),
which, in view of the fact that the evaluation map into the strong bidual 5 (U ) —
((E:.7(U))y)p is a topological imbedding since £,7(U) is barrelled, would yield that
E."(U) — (DL (U)), is a topological 1mbedd1ngﬂ and hence £,"(U) = (D} (U));, topo-
logically. Thus we need to show (3.36) and (3.37).

STEP 1: £.."(U) = (Df(U))" and the continuity of £.."(U) — (D7 (U)),. The valid-
ity of £,."(U) C (D} (U)); immediately follows from (4). Its continuity is a consequence
of Lemma (71); indeed, the latter shows that the inclusion EZ. =(U) € (DL(U)),

maps bounded sets into bounded sets and hence it is continuous (as 5'{_;((U ) is Fréchet)
which, in turn, shows the continuity of £;."(U) C (Df(U));. To verify that £7."(U) =
(D (U)) as sets, let v € (D (U)). In view of [326), it suffices to show W F(v) C L¢.

There is C' > 0, a bounded subset By of D(U) and 1, ..., ¢ € D(U) and closed cones
Vi, ...,V in R™ satisfying (supp¢; x V;) N L =0, j =1,...,k, such that

k
(0, u)| S C Y Prag,v; (u) + C sup [(u, )|, w e DEU).
j=1 »€Bo
We are going to show that W F(v) C U?:l supp ¢; X (—V;\{0}); as the latter is a subset
of L°, this will complete the proof of E."(U) = (DE(U)). Let ¢ € D(U) and the closed
cone V' in R” be such that (supp¢ x V)N (U§:1 supp ¢; X (=V;\{0})) = 0. For ¢ € R™,
define ¢¢ := e~%¢p € D(U). Since F(Yv)(£) = (v, ¢¢), £ € R™, for v > 0, we infer

sup(§)"[F (gv)(6)] < OZsup "Priu,.v; (d¢) + C'sup sup (€)"[{ee, o).

Lev =1 Lev £eV peBy

Assume that VA{0} 7 0. As (¢¢, ) = F(¢)(€), we infer supeey supge, (€)"[(¢e; 91| <
0o. We only need to bound p,.y, v,(¢¢) when V;\{0} # 0. Notice that it is zero if

supp ¥ N supp; = 0. When supp ¢ Nsuppy; # 0, we have V N (=V;\{0}) = 0 and
thus there is ¢ > 0 such that |£/|¢] —n/In|| > ¢, € € V\{0}, n € —=V;\{0}. For such &
and 7, we have

€ —nl= E—WEI W—EH clgl = 1€l = Inll = cl€] — 1€ —nl,

"Here we employed the fact that if the continuous injections between topological spaces f : X1 — X5
and g : Xo — X3 are such that go f: X; — X3 is a topological imbedding, then so is f.
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and thus |§ —n| > ¢[£|/2; analogously, |£ —n| > ¢|n|/2. Consequently,

Eev Eev

1/2
SUD(E)" i 5 = SUD ( RGN 77)\26177) < o0

(as F(¥1h;) € S(R™)). We deduce supgcy-(§)”|F(¥v)(§)| < oo. Since this trivially holds
in the case when V\{0} = ), the proof of S’L_C’"(U) = (D7 (U))" is complete.

STEP 2: (€’L_C’"(U))’ = D7 (U) and the continuity of (€'L_C’"(U))§, — DY (U). Since DY (U)
is semi-reflexive (cf. Corollary B.I0), STEP 1 verifies the algebraic inclusion D} (U) C
(£.7(U))". Tt remains to show (£;."(U));, € Df(U) continuously. This is trivial when
L¢ = (. Assume that L° # (). We estimate the seminorm p,. y of the distribu-
tions in (€."(U))’, where ¢ € D(U)\{0} and V is a closed cone in R" such that
(supp ¥ x V)NL = ( and V\{0} # . Pick an open cone V' C R™ such that V\{0} C V’
and (supp ) x V') N L = (). We are going to show that for all u € (£7.7(U))’, the semi-
norm P, v(u) is bounded from above by a continuous seminorm on (£}."(U));, of v.
Since Pruy, v < Priyyvr, this would imply (€77(U)), € Df(U) continuously; in view of
(335) for every continuous seminorm p on D'(U), p(u) is bounded by a continuous
seminorm on (€}."(U));, of u.

Denoting K = supp ) and L := suppt X (=V\{0}), we infer L C [¢ and
pry(L) = K. Since V' is open, for u € (E7(U)), we have

V/

Pri,vr (u) = Sup{ f(?ﬂﬂ)(f)x(ﬁ)df‘ X € DV, G "Xl < 1} - (3:38)

For x € D(V’) satisfying ||(-) ~"x| r2(v) < 1, we infer

F(u)(€)x(§)dE
V/
Notice that ¢»Fx € £ Z(U). We claim that B = {¢Fx|x €DV, 1) "X 22y <
1} is a bounded subset of 5'{_;((U ). We have

f(wU)(f)x(Qdf‘ e FYlL (3.39)

R

WX aey = [ IF@FN©OFE de = [ |F (D) @Dy F () 0) ) de

n - r —r 2
— @) [{DY DY F( ) P
Since (D)~ "¢(D)" is a pseudo-differential operator with symbol in S°(R?"), it is con-
tinuous on L?(R™). Hence,
[oF XN -y < CIF() N 2@ny <€ x € DV), 1) "Xl 2y < 1.
Let ¢ € D(U)\{0} and the closed cone Vy C R", Vo\{0} # 0, be such that (supp ¢ x
Vo) N L = (. If supp ¢ Nsuppyp = 0, then q,.,.1,(B) = 0, for all v > 0. Assume that
supp ¢ Nsupp® # 0. Then Vo N (=V’\{0}) = 0. Similarly as before, this implies that

there is ¢ > 0 such that |£ — n| > ¢|¢| and |€ — 5] > d|n|, € € Vo\{0}, n € —V"\{0}.
For v > 0, we have

sup (§)"|F (et Fx)(§)] = sup

3%) eV

[ © Feue - mx(-nn
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<c [ el < G

for all x € D(V’) satisfying ||(-) " x|/ z2(v»y < 1. We conclude that B is a bounded subset
of Efi_[%(U) In view of (B.38) and (8.39), we deduce that p,.yv/(u) = sup g [(u, §)|.
This completes the proof of STEP 2 since the right-hand side is a continuous seminorm
on (617 (D)),

The fact that the duality (£;"(U), D7 (U)) is given by ([3.34) follows from (i). The
proof of the theorem is complete. O

3.3. Pullback by smooth maps. Following Hérmander [28, Section 8.2], [26, Sub-
section 2.5], given a smooth map f : M — N between the manifolds M and N, we
denote by N the following conic subset of 7% N

Ny = {(f(p);n) € T"N|n€T;, N, df;n=0¢€ T, M}. (3.40)
If L is a closed conic subset of 7% N\0 which satisfies L N ANy = 0, then
f*L = {(p,dfyn) € T"M | (f(p),n) € L} (3.41)

is a closed conic subset of 7*M\0. Given a smooth map g : M — M and diffeomor-
phisms ¢; : M — M and ¢ : N — N, it is straightforward to check that

(fog)'L=g"f"L, Nyoy=(3")'Ny and Ny, 1 =N (3.42)

When M and N are two open subsets O and U of R™ and R” respectively, employing
the canonical identifications, (3.40) and (B.41]) boil down to

Ny ={(f(z),n) €U xR"|z € O, "f'(x)n =0},
frL=A{(z,"f'(x)n) € O xR™|(f(z),n) € L}.

We are now ready to state and prove the result on the pullback by smooth maps.

Theorem 3.21. Let O and U be open subsets of R™ and R™ respectively, let f : O — U
be a smooth map and let L be a closed conic subset of Ux (R™\{0}) satisfying LON; = (.
The pullback f* : C*(U) — C>*(0), f*(u) = uo f, uniquely extends to a well defined
and continuous mapping f* : Dp*(U) — D7 (O) when ry —r1 > n/2 and ry > n/2.

If f has constant rank k > 1, then this is valid when ro — 1y > (n — k)/2 and
ry > (n —k)/2. When f is a submersion, f* : D*(U) — Dyl (O) is well-defined
and continuous even when ro > r1. Consequently, if f is a diffeomorphism, then f* :
D} (U) — DF.1(0) is a topological isomorphism for each r € R.

Remark 3.22. We consider the trivial case when f has constant rank 0 in Remark
below. Before we prove the theorem, we point out the following:

(1) When L = () the theorem states that the pullback is well-defined and continuous
map f*: H2(U) = H,.(O) with 7y and ry as in the theorem. If m <n, O =U NR™
viewed as an open subset of R™ and f : O — U the canonical imbedding, then f* is
just restriction and the theorem claims that f*: H2(U) — H| (O) is well-defined and
continuous when 7y > r1+(n—m)/2 and ro > (n—m)/2. Thus, we can view this case as
a local version of the Sobolev imbedding theorem for restrictions to lower dimensional
hyperplanes [I, Theorem 4.12, p. 85]; this case is also shown in [29, Appendix B, p.

476).
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(#7) In the constant rank case, the theorem can not be much improved. In Appendix
[Alwe give examples of maps with constant rank where the theorem fails if 7o < (n—k)/2
or ro — 11 < (n — k)/2. The only open problem is the case when ry = (n — k)/2 and
ro — 11 > (n — k)/2 which is equivalent to 7, = (n — k)/2 and r; < 0.

Proof of Theorem[3.21l. Throughout the proof, for y € U, we denote L, := {n €
R™\{0} | (y,n) € L}. Notice that L, is a closed cone in R"\{0} (which may be empty!).
We employ analogous notations for closed conic subsets of O x (R™\{0}).

We first make the following observations for a general smooth map f : O — U
satisfying L NNy = . Let 29 € O be arbitrary but fixed and set yo := f(zo) € U.
Let G be an open cone in R™\{0} such that (f*L),, = "f'(x0)L,, C G. The com-
pactness of "' N L,, implies that there are closed cones ¥V’ and V' in R™"\{0} such
that Ly, CintV’ C V' CintV and " f'(z0)V C G; consequently, ' f'(xo)n # 0, n € V
(when f’(xzg) = 0 the condition L N Ny = @ implies L,, = () and the above is sat-
isfied with V' = V' = ()). There is an open neighbourhood Uy C U of yg such that
Uyer L, C intV’'. To see that this is true, assume the contrary. Then there is a se-
quence (y¥);cz, which tends to yo such that for each j € Z, there is V) € Ly \int V'
and |nY)| = 1. The compactness of S"~! implies that there is a subsequence (nU%));cz,
which converges to some 1 € S" '\ int V’. Since (yU¥),nU¥)) € L, k € Z,, we infer
n € Ly, \ int V' which is a contradiction since the latter set is empty. Consequently, the
open neighbourhood Uy exists. The continuity of (z,n) — *f'(x)n together with the
compactness of V NS"~! yields that there is a relatively compact open neighbourhood
Oy of x such that Oy € O and 'f'(z)n € G, * € Oy, n € V. We take Oy small
enough so that f(Oy) C Uy. The fact !f'(z)n € G, x € Oy, n € V, together with the
continuity of the function (x,&,n) — 'f'(x)n — & implies that there is € > 0 such that
" f'(x)n — €| = € on the compact set Og x {(&,n) € (R™\G) x (VU{0}) [ [¢]+[n| = 1}.
Consequently

f@)n — &l = (€] +[nl), =€ 0o, § €R™G, neVU{0}. (3.43)
Given ¢ € D(0), we define

I, :R" = C, I,(n) = / e @My (1) dx,
o

]C:D :R™ xR" — C, ];(g,n) = / e @m=28) (1),

O
Clearly I, € Dy~(R"), I, € Dy (R™™) and I1,(0,7) = I,(n), n € R™. For u € D(U)
and ¢ € D(0) it holds that

* o 1 if (z)n _ 1
u) = g [ O Fuewyinds = o [ Fulrn)an.

CASE 1: f is smooth and satisfies L N Ny = (). We show that f*: C®(U) — C>(O)

uniquely extends to a well-defined continuous mapping f* : D7*(U) — D!, (0), when
rg —ry > n/2 and o > n/2. Let ¢ € D(O)\{0} and the closed cone ) # G; C R™
be such that (supp¢ x G1) N f*L = @ (when f*L = R™\{0}, we take G; = {0}). Set
G := R™\G;. Then G is an open cone in R™\{0} and ‘f'(z)Ls) C G, x € supp .
We apply the above construction for this G and each = € supp ¢ to obtain the open
neighbourhoods O, and U, of = and f(x) respectively having the above properties.
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As supp ¢ is compact there are finitely many such O; 7 =1,...,[, whose union covers
supp . We denote by Uj, j = 1,...,, the corresponding subsets of U and by Vj’ and V},
j=1,...,1, the corresponding closed cones in R™\{0} from the above construction. Let
Y; € D(0;),0<v; <1,5=1,...,1, be such that Zi 1 %; =1 on a neighbourhood of
supp . Pick ¢; € D(U;) such that ¢; = 1 on a neighbourhood of f(0;), j =1,...,L.
For u € C*>(U), we infer

l

Flofru)(€) = Z<f*<¢ju>, e E0) (3.44)
7=1
l
[ F (o)) (6 i = (2;“ S (L (6) + By (6)),
j=1
with
L(€) = / F(@50) )y, (E,m)dn,  Toy(€) = F(d5u) () Iy, (€, m)dn
v R™\V;
Hence,
l !
Progcn (F1) <D IO Tl + 3 6™ Lol 2. (3.45)
j=1 j=1

In view of ([B.43]), the stationary phase method [28, Theorem 7.7.1, p. 216] verifies that

for every N > 0 there is Cy > 0 such that |f¢j¢(§,n)| < On(+ €]+ )N, € € Gy,
neV;,j=1,...,1. Hence, employing the same technique as in the proof of the Claim
in the proof of Proposition 3.7, one shows that

D'(U) — [0,00), u /01 </v

J

1/2

<€>”|}"(¢ju)(77)||fw(€,77)|d77> g j=1,...,1

are continuous seminorms on D'(U). Hence, the first sum in ([8.45]) is bounded by a
continuous seminorm on D'(U) of u. To estimate the second sum in (3.45), first notice
that

1/2
12,5 (E)] < [[() F(dju) || L2mn ine vy (/ ()" Ty, (€ m)] d77>

R\V

and hence,

1) Loyj | L2y < Prosgy R int v; (W) (/R

Notice that z/,j@(g,n) = F(eOmp,p)(€), € € R™, np € R™ If r; < 0 then the last
integral in (B.46]) is bounded by

B 1/2
<€>2”<77>_2’"2|fwj¢(§,77)|2d€d77) - (3.46)

m oy R”

1/2
(/ <n>‘2"2IIf(elf(')”W)IIiz(Rmdn) = (2m)™2 |50l L2 1) "2 L2

which is finite since ro > n/2. Assume now that r > 0. As standard, denote || =
max{k € Z|k < ri} and pick k € N and | € Z; so that r; < |r1] + &/l and
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ro — |1 ] — k/l > n/2. We estimate as follows:
(€2 F (O 0) (€)1
< (L4 €Y F (e Oms0) (€)1

SO gjj ‘ (zm(j Lfiflflﬂm FE ) OF

< CHF (O P Y0 S () F (e Dp055) (6,

ol <t[r1]+k 8I<]al

for some ¢, 5, € D(O;). Hence

()| F (50 (8)]
gC{l/@l)(mmHk/l Z Z ‘f(eif(-)mpaﬁ’j)(g)‘l/l‘f(eif(-)nwj@(g)‘(l—l)/l_

lo|<U|r1]+k |B|<|e]

We employ the Holder inequality with p =1 and ¢ =[/(l — 1) to infer
1) F (O 0) || L2gmy

1/(2 r i 1/ i I-1)/1
< Ci /( )<77>L 1]+k/1 § : § : | F (e if ()n "aps) /(Rm | F (e if () Mo )HS;Z(Rré
lo|<U|r1]+k |B|<]|al

m 1/(2 r 1-1)/1 1/1 -
= (2n)™/2C /( )<77> 1J+k/l||%%0||(L2(Rv{L) Z Z ||<Paﬁy||L/2 gy < C () L/
laf<t[r1]+k |BI<]|al

(with the obvious modifications when [ = 1 and thus ¢ = oc). Consequently, the last
integral in (B.46]) is bounded by

1/2

1/2

Employing these bounds in (3.46]), the inequality (B:4%)) immediately gives

prlSDGl(f U) <p +C/Zp?“2 d’g R”\mtV( )7 uecoo(U)>

7j=1

where p is a continuous seminorm of D’(U); the summands are continuous seminorms
on D72(U) since (U; x (R"\int V;))NL=0,5=1,...,1

Next we show similar bounds for p(f*u) where p is an arbitrary continuous seminorm
on D'(0). Once we show this, we can deduce that f*: C>*(U) — C>(0) is continuous
when C®(U) and C*(O) are equipped with the topologies induced by D}?(U) and
D}’}L(O) respectively, which, in view of Proposition B.13] yields that f* uniquely ex-
tends to a well-defined and continuous map f* : Dy*(U) — Dy (O), when ro—ry > n/2
and ro > n/2. Let p be a continuous seminorm on D’(0); without loss in generality
we can assume that p = sup,cp (-, x)| for some bounded subset B of D(O). There
exists K CC O such that B is a bounded subset of Dg. In the same way as above,
we find open sets O; C O, j = 1,...,l, with compact closures in O which cover K
and corresponding open set U; C U and closed cones V}, V; in R"™\{0}, j = 1,...,!
(apply the above construction with G = R™\{0}). As above Y; € D(0;), 0 < @DJ § 1
j=1,...,1, denotes a partition of unity on a neighbourhood of K, and ¢; € D(U;) is
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such that ¢; = 1 on a neighbourhood of f(O;),j =1,...,l. Foru € C>®(U) and x € B,
we have

fux|<Z| u), x|

o~

)Ly ()

<Z / F 0oy |dn+2 / Il ()l

Employing GBEZ{I) with £ = 0 in the stationary phase method [28, Theorem 7.7.1, p.
216], one verifies that for every N > 0 there is Cy > 0 such that

[Ty (] < Cn{n)™, neVj, xeB. (3.47)
Hence, by employing the same technique as in the proof of the Claim in the proof of
Proposition 3.7 one shows that for each j € {1,...,1},
D) = 0o0). s sup [ IFGILdmlin
X€E

is a continuous seminorm on D’'(U). Furthermore, notice that

1/2
/R W |~F(¢]u)(n)||1¢ﬂ((n)|dn < pr2;¢j,R"\intVJ </ |ijx 27’2d77)

and the very last integral is uniformly bounded for all x € B since 5 > n/2 and
sup, e || Ly, x || Loy < 0o. This shows that sup, cp [(f*u, x)| is bounded by a continu-
ous seminorm on D7?(U) and the proof of CASE 1 is complete.

CASE 2: f is a local diffeomorphism. B We show that f* uniquely extends to a well-
defined and continuous mapping f* : DI (U) — D} (O) for each r € R. Notice that
n = m. By employing partitions of unity, one can easily show that f* uniquely ex-
tends to a continuous mapping f* : D'(U) — D’(O) (cf. |5, Subsection 5.2]). Hence, it
suffices to provide bounds for p,.,, ¢, (f*u) where ¢ € D(O)\{0} and the closed cone
) # G C R™ are such that (supp ¢ x G1)N f*L = (). We proceed the same as in CASE
1 to obtain (B.45]) (of course, with r in place of 1), but now in the construction of O;,
j =1,...,1, we make them sufficiently small so that f is a diffeomorphism from an
open neighbourhood of O; onto an open subset of U;. As before, the first sum in (3.45))
is bounded by a continuous seminorm on D’'(U) of u. We estimate the second sum as
follows. Fix 7 € {1,...,l}. We are going to show that

/m 12;1(5)X(5)d§‘ < O X2 @myPrigy oy it v (u), - x € D(R™); (3.48)

this immediately gives ()" Izl z2@m) < CPrig; R\ intv; (u) which completes the proof
of the existence, continuity and uniqueness of the extension f*: D7 (U) — DF..(O).
For simpler notations, set ¢; := ;0 € D(O;). Let x € D(R™) and set X := (-)"x €
D(R™). Notice that

[ e dg' F (o))

Rm\ int V;

/ I o () (€)drdE| dn
O . XR"”

8Tn this case Ny = f(O) x {0} and thus L NN} = for any L.
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- / IF () ()
R™\ int V}

Pick ibvj € D(0;) such that ibvj =1 on a neighbourhood of supp ¢; and write ¢;(D)" =
gpj(D)TQZj +¢;(D)"(1 —@Zj). There are a;, a}; € S.(O; x R™) so that Op(a;) = g0j<D>”Jj
and Op(a}) = ¢;(D)"(1 — @ZJ) By construction, the kernel of Op(a;) has compact
support in O; x Oj. Since pseudo-differential operators have kernels that are smooth
outside of the diagonal, Op(a}) € ¥~>°(0;); consequently, a} € S ;°(0; x R™) which
yields o € S7°°(0; x R™). Choose QZ; € D(0;) so that @Z; = 1 on a neighbourhood of

supp ¥; and notice that
5 1/2
< pr;qu;Rm\inth(u) (/ <77>_2T dﬁ)

) 1/2
+ pr;¢j;Rm\int‘/j (u) (/ (77>_2T d77> : (349)

In the first term we change variables y = f(xz). In view of [29, Theorem 18.1.17, p. 81],
Op(a) (F1FR) 0 f~ = Op(@,) (§F%) o /) with @ € S;(£(O;) x R™). We infer

9 1/2

( [ dn)

9 1/2
- ( R /f o, EMOP@NTFR) o FHWI ™ wldy dn)
= (2m)" ( | |7 (ov@) @ 0 £715) <n>\2dn) "
= ) (o) (157 100@) @ FD © ) L

< Cl“(%}"%) o f r2@my < Col FX| r2@my = (2m)™2Co||{-) "X || z2@m),

where the second to last inequality follows from the fact that (D)~"(|f~'| Op(d;)) is a
UDO with symbol in S°(R*™) (cf. [29, Theorem 18.1.17, p. 81]) and hence continuous
on L*(R™). It remains to show a similar estimate for the last integral in (3.49). Pick
k € Z, such that 4k + 2r > m. We change variables y = f(z) and infer

(/ ) 2 dn) )

/O ¢, (1) (DY Fx(x)de | dn.

J

[ ma©xee

/O 1 Op(ay) (8 FF) ()

J

| € Opla) (F) e

/O 16 Op(a) (8 F ) (2)d

J

/O ¢ Op(a!) (FF) (x)da

J
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| [

Id —A)* 10 F
(=) (17710p@)F) o 1) | o
< €4 sup [0 Op(a))(FX)ll=m < ChlIFRaegem) = (2m)™2C501() " Xllzaqem.

|| <2k

9 1/2

dn

/f(o‘)eiyn(ld—A)k (|f_ ()| Op(a))(FX)(f 'y ))> dy

<

where the last inequality follows from the fact that 9% Op(a}) is a pseudo-differential
operator with symbol in S;>°(R*™) for all « € N™. This completes the proof of (3.48).

CASE 3: f has constant rank & > 1 and satisfies L N Ny = (). Let ry, 72 € R be such
that ro—ry > (n—k)/2 and ro > (n—k)/2; when f is a submersion, we only assume that
ry > 1. For x € R™, we denote x = (2/,2"), with 2/ € R¥ and 2” € R™~*. Similarly,
for n € R™, we denote n = (1, n"), with ' € R¥ and " € R"~*. Furthermore, when it
is important but not clear from the context, we will denote by 0; the zero in R, [ € Z, .
By the constant rank theorem [37, Theorem 4.12, p. 81], for each (¥ € O there are
open neighbourhoods Oy € O of 2 and Uo C U of f(z9) and diffeomorphisms
K Og — Oy and 1 : Uy — U satisfying (@) = 0 € Oy and o(f(2@)) = 0 € U, such
that f(Op) C Uy and

fo(z) =10 flooo k™ Hz) = (2/,0,-), x=(/,2") € O: (3.50)

of course, when f is a submersion then k = n and fo(z) = o/, z = (2/,2") € O,. We
make the following

Claim. Let L be a closed conic subset of Uy x (R"\{0}) which satisfies L N N = 0.
Then the map f; : C(Uy) — C=(Oy) is continuous when g"o((}o) and C=(0,) are
equipped with the topologies induced by D%Z(UO) and D}TZ(OO) respectively.

0

Before we prove the claim, we show how CASE 3 follows from it. Let ¢ € D(O)\{0}
and the closed cone () # G; C R™ be such that (supp ¢ x G1) N f*L = (). Arguing as in
CASE 1, one can find open sets Oy, ...,0; C O each with compact closure in O, open
sets Uy, ...,U; C U and diffeomorphisms x; : O; — O; and ¢; : U — U], 7=1,...,1,
such that supp ¢ C U] 05, f(O;) C Uj and f] =150 flo, o K; O — U is given
by B50). Let ¢, € D(0;), 0 < ¢; < 1,7 =1,....1, be apartltion of unity on a
neighbourhood of supp ¢ and let ¢; € D(U ) be such that ¢; = 1 on a neighbourhood
of (O ) Set p; := b € D(0;), fj := fio, : O5 = U; and L; := LN (U; x (R™\{0})),
j=1,...,1. For u € C>(U), we have (since ¢p,u € D(U;))

l [
Flofru) = Zf(wjf*(cbju» = Zﬂsojn;f;gl*wju»

and consequently p,.., ¢, (f*u) < Zé—:l prwj,gl(/-fjfjn;l*(gbju)). Fix j e {1,...,l}. In
view of CASE 2, k] and Lj_l * uniquely extend to well-defined and continuous mappings

D}’:} . (0;) — D!, (0;) (notice that Ly NNy, = 0 and fj’-ij_l*Lj = k; " frLy)
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and ;' : ng (U;) = D™ L (U;). The Claim yields that f; uniquely extends to a well-
J
defined and continuous mapping f]’? : D:?l*Lj(Uj) — D}?L;“Lj(Oj) (LN ij =10
in view of (3.42))). Consequently, there are x;; € D(U,) and closed cones V;; C R",
j'=1,...,k (K depends on j) satisfying (suppx; x V) NL; =0, j/=1,...,k, a
continuous seminorm p on D'(U;) (whence, continuous on D'(U) as well) and C' > 0
such that
¥
Prisencn (517057 (951)) < Cp(d5u) +C Y Prapyvy (S50 (3.51)
=1

notice that each term on the right-hand side is a continuous seminorm on D7?(U) of u
(88 Pryiy,, vy (@51) = Prosx,ie,,v, (w)). It remains to show similar bounds for p(f*u), where
p is an arbitrary continuous seminorm on D’(0). Without loss of generality, we can as-
sume that p = sup, 5 |(-, x)| for some bounded subset B of D'(O). There is a compact
subset K of O such that B is a bounded subset of Dg. Now, as before, one applies
a partition of unity together with the Claim and CASE 2 to show analogous bounds
for p(u), u € C**(0), as in ([B.51]). This completes the proof of CASE 3 and the theorem.

Proof of Claim. Notice that

N, = {((2,00-1), (0k,0")) € Uy x R™ | 3" € R™7*, (2, 2") € Op}, (3.52)
FoL={((,2"), (0, 0m_1)) € Op x (R™{0})| 30" € R*, ((2/,00), (', n")) (e E}-)
3.93

Let Go be a closed cone in R™ and let ¢ € D(Op)\{0} be such that (supp exGo)NfiL =
(); since our goal is to estimate p,,.,q,(fiu), we can assume that Go\{0} # (. For
E = (¢,¢") € GynS™ 1 a standard compactness argument shows that there are

g¢ > 0 and an open set O C 60 with compact closure in 60 such that supp ¢ C O¢
and (O¢ x G¢) N fiL = 0 where G¢ C R™ is the open cone R, (B(¢,g¢) x B(",&¢));
furthermore, when £” # 0, we can take ¢ < [£”|/6. Of course, when k = m, G¢ =
R, B(§,e¢). We employ another compactness argument to find open cones
G =R (BEYV ) x BV ¢;)) and G, :=R(B(EY',3¢;) x B(D", 3¢;))

with ¢0) = (¢0) ¢@D") € GoNS™ ! and ¢; € (0,1/6), 5 =1,...,s, and an open set
51 - 50 with compact closure in 50 such that supp ¢ x Gg C 51 X szl G; and (51 X
Ui 5]) N fzL = 0. Furthermore, when £ = 0, it holds that g < [€9"]/6. Again,
when k =m, G; =Ry B(€,¢;) and éj =R, B(,3¢j). Write {1,...,s} = J;UJy where
Jy contains all indexes j such that £9)” £ 0 and J, = {1, .-y sf\Ji; when k = m, we
set Ji = 0. If Jy # 0, there is 0 < ¢ < 1/2 such that (J,,, G; € {(£',£") € R™ [[{"] >
el¢'|} =: Go; when J; = 0, we set Gy := 0. In view of (B.53), (O1xGo)NfiL = 0. When
J2 # 0, for each j € J,, define the open cones G; C G C R¥ as G := R, B(¢W)' ¢))
and é; =R, B(¢Y)’, 3¢;). Then G x R™ % and é; x R™* are open cones in R™ such
that G; C G x R™™" and, in view of ([B.53), we have (fo(O1) x é; x R+ N L =0,

j € Jo. Another compactness argument implies that there is an open set U; C Uy such
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that f(é_l) C U, and (U, xg R )AL = (. When k < n, since fo(supp @) x ({03} X
R"F) C N and N NL = @ an analogous compactness argument shows that there

are an open set U, C UO satisfying fo(supp ¢) C U, and points n® " c Skt
defining the open cones V; := R (B(0, ;) x B(n") )" e})) € R"™ with some e’:‘j € (0, 1/2),

j = 1,...,1, such that fo(supp ©) x ({0x} x (R"*\{0,_,})) C U; x (Uézlv}) and
(Uy % (U] L Vi)NL = 0. It is straightforward to verify that there is Cjy > 1 such that the
open cone Vo == {(1/,n") € R™| || > Co|n'|} satisfies Uy x (Vo\{0,}) C ﬁlx(Ul Vi).

Pick ¢ € D(U;) such that ¢ = 1 on fo(supp ¢); when k < n we choose ¢ such that
it also satisfies supp ¢ C U, NU,. For u € C>( Uo we compute

///

Fry U eifo(@n— ”5 U T
Flefn(©) = Flefiton)©) = g [ [ () F(6u) (n)dnds
S u i@ x
= 5 L Fen >/Ol ()i
- G | Flen@Fele ¢ an (3.54)
- (271r)k /Rkv(?—n’)ﬁp(n’,f”)dn’, (3.55)

where we denoted v(r) = (2m)™"™* [, F(ou)(n',n")dn"; when k = n, / = n and
we set v 1= F(¢u). We infer

R ) 1/2
Drvncn( i) < ( [ |f<sof;<¢u>><5>\2<5>2“d§)

Go

1/2
+Z(/ _— (¢f5(¢U))(£)\2<£>2’“1d£> . (3.56)

JE€J2

We first consider the integral over GO. We only look at the case k < m, since when
k =m, Gy = (). Notice that for every N > 0 there is C'y > 0 such that

[Fo(¢' =1, €| < On{E)MEN ™)™, (€,€") € Go, v € RY. (3.57)

When k = n, employing this bound together with (8.54]) and arguing as in the proof
of the Claim in the proof of Proposition B.7] it is straightforward to show that

_ ~ 1/2
D(T) = [0,00),  u s ( [ |f(<pfo*(¢U))(€)|2<€>2”d§) |

is a continuous seminorm on D’'(Up). When k < n, we employ (3.54) and write

1/2
( i \f(wa(GM))(&)|2<£>2”d£>

5 1/2
< ( L ([ 1Fenmizee —i.eieran) dg) (3.5%)
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+ (/@ < /Rn\% | F(6u) ()| Fe(&' —n', €M) 5>”d77)2 dg) 1/2.

Employing (3.57)), one again shows that

G

5 1/2
D/(T) = [0,00), ue ( L (L 1Fenmizae - el dg) ,

is a continuous seminorm on D' (U,). To estimate the term in (358), we employ (B57)
with N = |ri| + 72 +n+m + 1 and infer

</~ ( _ |]:(¢U)(77)||]:go(§’_n/’g,,)|<£>ﬁdn)2d£) 1/2

Go Vo

< / F () ()| ()

Vo
1/2
<o) ([ )< cp, o)

where the last inequality follows from 75 > (n—k)/2; notice that P,,.7, s a continuous
seminorm on D{sz (ﬁo) by the way we defined V, and ¢. We showed that the first term in

(350) is bounded by a continuous seminorm on Dgz(ﬁo) of u. Next, we bound each of

the summands in the second term in (3.56)). Fix j € J;. We employ (B.54]) and estimate
as follows:

1/2
< Lo |f(90fo*(¢U))(§)|2<€>2’"1d§>

GixRm=k \JG

,,
J

2
+ / (/ _ |J:(¢U)(77)I|J:<P(§/—n’,f")|<€>”dn> dg
G xRm =k (RF\G?)xRn—k

Denote the two terms by I and I} respectively. We first estimate I}. For the moment,
when k < n, denote 7 := max{ry,0} and, if £ = n, set r] := ;. We employ Hélder’s
inequality in the inner integral to obtain

, Pl — €Il
I < / J
T </G;.><Rmk (/ég_ank <n>27’2—r1 77)

1/2
| </ L Fu P Fele - n’,£”)|(£>”dn> d»g) .

1/2

If(ch)(n)llfso(S’—n@&”)l(&)”@) dg

xRn—k

1/2
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When k < n, we employ spherical coordinates and the fact 2ry — rj —n + k& > 0 (this
follows from ry > (n — k)/2 and 1y — 71 > (n — k)/2) to infer

8} n—k‘—ld 00 d
_2r2+r’1d m C/// 1Y 1Y : < C/// /—p
/Rlnk<77> =M 0 (1+|n/|+p)2r2—r1 — 1 L] p27‘2—r1—n+k+1

S Cé/ <77/> —2ro+ri+n—k

and, as 7o —r] > (n — k)/2 (again, this follows from ry > (n — k)/2 and ro — 1 >
(n—k)/2), we deduce

I e r1 I N 1 o \|r1] /ey T
/ [ Foo(& =1, §")[(€) dn < Cg/ |Fp(€ —n', ") — 1)) dn < CZ
G xRn—k R

<,r]>2r2—ri <n/>2r2—2ri—n+k

for all £ € R™. Notice that this bound also holds when k = n, since we assume ry > rq
in this case. Consequently

1/2
1<V ( L wenmpmn [ R - n’,S”)|<€>”d§d77>

1/2
<0y ([ IF(¢U)(77)I2<77>2”_’"/1/ Ifs0(€)|<§'>'”'<n'>’"3<€”>'”'d§dn>
G/ xRk R™
GPTW,@*;X]RH%(U)?
notice that P, 0.8 R is a continuous seminorm on D%’Q((}O) by the way we defined
é; x R[] We now turn our attention to I Let ' € (Rk\é;)\{ok} and ¢ € G be

arbitrary. Then |n//|n| — €9’ > 3¢; and there is A > 0 such that [¢//\ — 0| < ;.
Since |€U)'] =1 (as £€9)" = 0 and (¢U)',¢0)") € S™1), we have

y € ¢ : & & 1E Loy
'1_T < ‘fm — | <e¢j, hence G 2 E_X + 5y — €0 < 2¢;.
Consequently, |'/|n'| —&'/|€'|| > €; which gives
/A S SO /) S S I 1/ el 51 RSO A S8
4 A U S N R U T (T

Thus (' — &) > (¢;/2)(n') and similarly ( — &) > (¢;/2)(¢’); notice that these
inequalities are valid even when n’ = 0. These inequalities show that for every N > 0
there is C'y > 0 such that

Fo(€ —n', &) < Cn (&) ™M) ™)™, € e ¢ R i eRNG). (359)

When k& = n, these bounds yield that the integral I is a continuous seminorm on
D'(Up) of u. Assume that k < n. Write

9The bound for I J' can be also derived by employing the Schur test with weights; the above argu-
ments are essentially the proof of the test. We did not apply it merely to avoid additional unnecessary
notational complexity which would come from writing the kernel and the weights.
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2
pe|/ ( | NIF(ch)(n)IIF@(f’—77’,5”)|<€>”dn> d
Gyxrm=k \ J(RI\G)) xR =F\T

2
-/ ( J— If(<Z>U)(n)||f30(£’—n@&”)l(i)”dn) s
G xrm=k \ J(®\G)) xR —F)Th

In view of (359), the first integral is a continuous seminorm on D'(Up) of u. It remains
to bound the second integral; denote it for simplicity by I7". For ease in writing, we

denote the closed cone ((Rk\ég) x R"*) NV by Vi. Notice that, by construction,
P,,.s7; 1S & continuous seminorm on D%Q(UO). We infer

1/2

1/2

1/2
R A ( /G o [ T <77>‘2”2d?7d§> = "0 (W),

where we employed ([3.59) with N = |ri|+n+m+1 and the assumption 7 > (n—k)/2.
This completes the proof that p,,.. ¢, (fiu) is bounded by a continuous seminorm on
D%Q (Up) of u. To finish the proof of the claim, it remains to show such bounds for p( fju)

where p is an arbitrary continuous seminorm on D’ (50). Without loss of generality, we
can assume that p = sup, .5 |(-, x)| for some bounded subset B of D(Oy). There exists
a compact subset K of Oy such that B is a bounded subset of Dy. When k < n, in
the same way as above, one can find an open set U C (70 satisfying fo* (K) C Uy and

Cx > 1 such that Vi := {(f, ") € R ||| > Ck|n/|} satisfies (Ux x V)N L = 0.
Pick ¢y € D(Up) such that ¢y = 1 on fi(K); when k < n we choose ¢y so that
supp ¢y C Ug. For x € B, we denote Y(z') := Jam—e (', 2")dz" | ' € R¥; when k = m
we set Y := x. For every N > 0 there is Cy > 0 such that

\F'X()| < Cn(n)™N, n eRF, x € B. (3.60)
We infer
sup {01 = sup (5 o ) = sp | [ Fown)a) [ em’"’xmdzdn\
XEB Y€B xeB (2m)" | Jgn 3o
<sup [ 1F(@ou)m)l|F K0 dn.

XEB JRn

When k£ = n, the bound (B.60) shows that the very last quantity is a continuous
seminorm on D'(Uy) of u. Assume that £ < n and write

sup (fjw ) < sup [ Foon) )17 K00

XEB XEB

+ sup / \F (dote) ()| F K0 ) .

x€B \71(
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The bound (B60) shows that the first quantity is a continuous seminorm on D’'(Uy) of
u. We estimate the second quantity as follows:

1/2
(R IF‘li(n’)l2<n>‘2’”2dn) |

The integral is uniformly bounded for all x € B in view of (3.60) and the assumption
ro > (n — k)/2. This completes the proof of the claim. O

Remark 3.23. If f : O — U has constant rank £ = 0 then f* uniquely extends to a
continuous mapping f* : D} (U) — C*(0) when LNN; = () and r > n/2. To verify
this, we first point out that the connected components of O are open and at most
countably many. The assumption on f implies that it is constant on every connected
component of O. Hence, there are at most countably many pairwise disjoint open sets
0; C O, j € A, whose union is O and distinct points y; € U, j € A, such that f(z) = y;,
z € Oj, j € A (some of the O,’s may be unions of some of the components of O!).
Notice that Ny = (U;ca{y;}) X R™. Let K CC O. Denote Ak := {j € A[O;N K # 0};
clearly, Ay is finite. Choose ¢; € D(U), j € Ak, such that ¢; = 1 on a neighbourhood
of y; and (supp ¢; x R") N L = . For u € C>*°(U) we have f*u =Y ._, u(y;)1o, and
consequently, for [ € N, we infer

sup [|0°(f*u)llz=rey < D 105 (u)uly)l < Y ﬁ/ | F(d5u)(n)ldn
= .

|| <1 JEAK

sup [ |F(@an) 7 K0Pldn <, (wsu

X€B J Vi xXEB

JEA

<Y zz@ny Y Prigy e (w),
JEAK
which shows the claim. When u € D7 (U), the condition L N Ny = 0 implies that
for every j € A there is an open neighbourhood U; C U of y; such that u € C(U;);
indeed, for each j € A there is ¢; € D(U) as above such that ¢,u € H"(R™) C C(R").
Whence, in view of the above and Proposition B.13] we deduce f*u = iea u(y)1o;,
u € DI(U).

Applying the theorem with L := WE"(u) for u € D'(U) satisfying WF"(u) NNy =
(), we deduce the following result.

Corollary 3.24. Let O and U be open subsets of R™ and R"™ respectively and let
f O — U be a smooth map. Given ri,ro € R which satisfy ro —r; > n/2 and
ro > n/2, it holds that

WE™(f*u) C f*WE™(u), for allu € D'(U) satisfying WE™(u) "Ny = 0. (3.61)

If  has constant rank k > 1, then (B.61) holds true when ro —ry > (n —k)/2 and
ry > (n—k)/2. When f is a submersion, (3.61)) holds true for all ro > ry. In particular,
if fis a diffeomorphism then W EF"(f*u) = f*WF"(u) for all uw € D'(U) and r € R.

When B is a bounded subset of D'(U) satisfying W E!?(B) NNy = ), we can apply
the theorem with L := W F!?(B) together with Corollary BIT], to deduce the following
result.

Corollary 3.25. Let O and U be open subsets of R™ and R™ respectively, let f : O — U
be a smooth map and let B be a bounded subset of D'(U). Given ri,r9 € R which satisfy
ro — 11 >n/2 and ro > n/2, the following statement holds true:
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(x) if WE™(B)NN; = 0 then B is a relatively compact subset of D!? ( ), [*B

WF.2(B
is a relatively compact subset ofD?WFrQ( )(O) and WE (f*B) C f I/VFCT’2 (B).

If f has constant rank k > 1, then the statement (x) holds true when ro—ry > (n—Fk)/2
andry > (n—k)/2. When f is a submersion, (x) holds true for allre > 1. In particular,
if fis a diffeomorphism then WF!(f*B) = f*WFE!(B) for all r € R and all bounded
subsets B of D'(U).

Finally, we point out that one can consider a variant of Theorem [3.21] for the space
E(U), but we will not need such general facts. However, we will need the special case
when f is a diffeomorphism.

Corollary 3.26. Let r € R and let f : O — U be a diffeomorphism between the open
sets O and U in R". For any closed conic subset L of U x (R"\{0}) and any compact
subset K of U satisfying pry(L) C K, the pullback f* : D'(U) — D'(O) restricts to a
topological isomorphism f* : €7 (U) — €1 1 (O). Consequently, it also restricts
to a topological isomorphism f* : Ey(U) — Efyy, (O) for any open conic subset W of
U x (R™\{0}).

Proof. Since f*(Hy(U)) = Hj_1 ) (O) as sets, [28, Theorem 8.2.4, p. 263] implies that
[ ELU)) =EFp vy )(O) as sets. As f*: D'(U) — D'(0) is continuous, the closed
graph and the open mappmg theorems for Fréchet spaces imply that f*: £/ 5 (U) —
En )(O) is a topological isomorphism. The last part is an immediate consequence

f*L;f—1
of thls O

4. THE SPACES D] AND &Jj, ON MANIFOLDS AND VECTOR BUNDLES

The diffeomorphism invariance from Theorem [3.21] and Corollary allows us to
define D7 and &}, on smooth manifolds. Our goal in this section is to show a duality
result for these spaces and to characterise the relatively compact subsets of D} as in
the Euclidean case. At the very end, we will show more general version of Theorem
[B.21] for pullback by smooth maps of distributional sections of vector bundles.

From now and throughout the rest of the article, we will always employ the Einstein
summation convention. Furthermore, M will always stand for a smooth m-dimensional
manifold and we will consistently apply the notations from Subsection 2.1]

4.1. The Sobolev compactness wave front set and the topology of D7 on
manifolds and vector bundles. We start by recalling the Sobolev wave front set of
order 7 € R of u € D'(M). The definition we are going to give is in the same spirit
as in the Euclidean case; as we pointed out in Section [ the original definition of
Duistermaat and Hormander [I4] p. 201] is via pseudo-differential operators but one
can easily convince oneself that they are the same by going to a chart and noticing
that there they coincide in view of [30, Proposition 8.2.6, p. 189]. Pick a chart (O, x)
about p € M and, for u € D'(M), denote

Sy (u) = {gda’ |, € TEM | (&1, -+, 6m) € X (ua)

where u, is the distribution defined in (2.I)). Corollary [3.24] verifies that 37 (u) does not
depend on the chart (O, z) that contains p. The Sobolev wave front set of order r of
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u € D'(M) is defined by
WE"(u) == {(p,§) € T"M\O[§ € X (u)}. (4.1)

If 7 : E'— M is a vector bundle of rank k, then for a chart (O, z) about p € M over
which E has a local trivialisation ®, : 7,'(0) — O x C¥ and u € D'(M; E) define

Sy (u) = {&da’|, € TyM | (&1, -+ &m) € Ui Tig (ub,)},

where u}, ,...,uf € D'(z(0)) are the distributions defined in (2.2). Employing Corol-
lary [3.24] one can show that 37 (u) does not depend on the chart (O, x) nor on the
local trivialisation ®,. The Sobolev wave front set W F"(u) of u € D'(M; E) is defined
as in (&J). Notice that X7 (u) is a closed cone in TyM\{0} and WF"(u) is a closed
conic subset of T*M\0.

Let B be a bounded subset of D'(M) and (O, x) a chart on M. Denote B, := {u, €
D'(z(0)) | u € B} and notice that B, is bounded in D’'(z(0O)). For a chart (O, z) about
pE M, set

Ez,p(B) = {é-jdx”il’ S T;:M | (517 RS gm) S Zz,x(p)(Bw)}
In view of Corollary 3.25] ¥ (B) does not depend on the chart (O, x) that contains p
and, similarly as above, we define the Sobolev compactness wave front set of order r of
B by
WEI(B) = {(p,€) € T"M\0|€ € I, (B)}. (42)
Of course, this coincides with Definition B.3] when M is an open subset of R™.

Similarly, if F is a k-vector bundle over M and B a bounded subset of D'(M; E),
for any chart (O,z) over which E has a local trivialisation ®, : 7,'(O) — O x CF,
we denote Béz = {ufl,z € D'(z(0))|ue B}, j=1,...,k; of course, By, ,...,BE are
bounded in D'(z(0)). For any such chart (O, x) about p € M, we define

Zz,p(B) = {gde]|p S T;:M| (61’ cee 76771) € U?:l Z,m(p)(BgI)x)}
As before, employing Corollary B.23], one can show that X7 (B) does not depend on
the chart (O, z) that contains p nor on the local trivialisation ®,. We define the Sobolev
compactness wave front set of order r of B by ([A.2). Of course, ¥ (B) is a closed cone
in TyM\{0} and WF](B) is a closed conic subset of T*M\0. We point out that if
B={u®, ... u®} then WE"(B) = WF"(uM)U...UWF"(u"). Furthermore, as in
the Euclidean case, W F] (a1 Bi+a2By) C WF!(By)UW F!(By) for any ay,as € C*(M)
and any bounded subsets B; and By of D'(M; E) (or, of D'(M)); if in addition B; C By

Let L be a closed conic subset of 7*M\0 and E a k-vector bundle over M. For r € R,

we define

DI (M) :={ueD(M)|WF"(u) C L} and
D} (M;E) :={ueD'(M;E)|WF"(u) C L};
of course, when M is an open set in R™, DY (M) coincides as a set with D} (M) as
defined in (B.]) in the Euclidean setting. Our goal is to equip D} (M) and DJ (M; E)

with locally convex topologies. Let (O, ) be a chart on M. Let ¢ € D(O) and let V
be a closed cone in R™ such that

{(p,&da’|,) € T*O|p € supp g, (&,....&n) EVINL =0; (4.3)
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notice that the first set is the inverse image of supp ¢ X V' under the chart induced local
trivialisation of T*M over O (i.e., 77, (0) = O x R™, (p,&;dz?|,) = (p, &1, .-, Em))-
Then, when u € DY (M) we have (supp(¢ o z71) x V)N WF"(u,) = 0 and Corollary
yields that

Prpv (v (/wf poux” ud@ﬂ%@”%>w2<m% u € DI (M). (4.4)

We equip D} (M) with the locally convex topology induced by all continuous seminorms
on D'(M) together with all seminorms p7. - for all charts (O, r) and ¢ € D(O) and
V C R™ as above. It is straightforward to check that if u € D'(M) satisfies py. 1 (u) <
oo for all p7. 1 as above then u € D7 (M).

Analogously, given a chart (O, z) over which E trivialises via ®, : 7,'(0) — O x CF,
a function ¢ € D(O) and a closed cone V' C R™ which satisfy (4.3]), it holds that
(supp(p o x71) x V) N WFT(uéx) =0,7=1,...,k, u € Df(M;FE). Consequently,
Corollary 3.5 gives

' 1/2
o (u :—nmx</Wf o g@ﬂ%@”%) < oo, e DY(M;E).

1<j<k
(4.5)
We equip D} (M; E) with the locally convex topology induced by all continuous semi-
norms on D'(M; E) together with all seminorms pifo’v for all charts (O, z) over which
E locally trivialises via @, : 75'(0) — O xCF and all ¢ € D(O) and V C R™ as above.
Again it is straightforward to check that if u € D'(M; F) satisfies pifpvv(u) < oo for
all p o v as above then u € Dy (M; E).

Remark 4.1. Notice that Dr. (M) = D'(M) and Di. . o(M; E) = D'(M; E) topo-
logically. Also, it is straightforward to verify that Dy (M) = H|, (M) and Dy (M; E) =
H{ (M; E) topologically.

loc

The following result will allow us to transfer the topological properties we showed in
the Euclidean case to the case of manifolds and vector bundles. From now, we only state
and prove the claims in the vector bundle case since the manifold case can be viewed
as a special case of it (cf. Subsection [2.1]); we will keep both cases in the definitions for
better clarity.

Proposition 4.2. Let 7 : E — M be a vector bundle of rank k and let L be a closed
conic subset of T*M\O. Let {(O,, x,)}uea be a family of coordinate charts on M which
cover M such that E locally trivialises over each O, via ®,, : 75'(0,) = O, x C*,
we A Let k,, n € A, be the total local trivialisation of T*M over O,,:

K 71_“*1M(Ou) = 2,(Op) x R™, K, (p, gjd$j|p) = (zu(p); &1y -+ -5 6m)- (4.6)
Then for each bounded subset B of D'(M; E), WFI(B) C L if and only if for all p € A
and for all ¢ € D(O,) and closed cones V- C R™ which satisfy (A3]), it holds that

swmwﬂfRF@m%W@MM%W%%Q s R—ooo. (A7)

weB 1<i<k
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Furthermore, for each yu € A, L, = k,(m74,(0,) N L) is a closed conic subset of
2,(0,) x (R™\{0}) and the map
D} (M; E) — H 2 (2, (O ), ws £, where (4.8)
HEA

() = (ub . .oyub ) p € A,

is a well-defined topological imbedding whose image is closed and complemented in
HueA D,LTH (ZEu(Ou))k-

Proof. The proof that WF[(B) C L is equivalent to (L) is straightforward and we
omit it (cf. Lemma B.4]). For the proof of the second part, we denote u/, := uﬁpxu and

¢, =, , ncNucD(M;E),j=1,...,k The fact that L, is a closed conic subset
of £,(0,) x (R™\{0}) is trivial. The map (4.8)) is well-defined in view of the first part
(applied to a singleton) and the proof of its continuity is straightforward (recall that
D'(M; E) = D'(2,(0,)), u + u,, is continuous). Let (¢,)ea be a smooth partition of
unity subordinated to (O,)uea. A standard argument employing this partition of unity
immediately yields the injectivity of (AS8]).

To show that (48] is a topological imbedding whose image is complemented in
[1.ea D7, (2u(0y ))*, we consider the map

R: [ D'(2,(0.) = D'(M; E), R(f) =ug, where (4.9)
HEA
(Ufﬂﬂ) = Z<f(:u)]> (quwu,j) © z;l>> (NS Fc(Ev)a ¢|O“ = %MU,];,
HEA
and (0}, ...,0%) is the local frame for EV over O, induced by ®,,. It is straightforward

to Check that the map is well-defined and contlnuous We clalm that R restricts to a
well-defined and continuous map

R: [ DI, b DI'(M;E). (4.10)
HEA
Let (O, x) be a chart on M over which E locally trivialises via @, : 7,'(0) — O x CF.
Denote by x the total local trivialisation of T*M over O:
kol (0) = 2(0) x R™, k(p,&da?|,) = (2(p), &1y - - Em). (4.11)
Let ¢ € D(O)\{0} and the closed cone V' C R™ satisfy (4.3]). Let Ag C A be the finite
set for which it holds that supp ¢, Nsuppp # 0, 1 € Ag. Let £ € [] Dfu@u(Ou))k
and set v), := f(1)? € DY (v,(0,)), p € A, j € {1,...,k}. In view of ([2.4), we have
o/ = ([(xox, )| ox,)T Mlal on O,NO,

where (o', ...,0") is the local frame for EY over O induced by ®, and 7, = (7

J .
u,l)j,l .
0, N O — GL(k,C) is the transition map given by ®, 0 @, (p,2) = (p,7.(p)2), p €
0,N0, z€CF. Set ¢ :=e"¢(poa™) € D(x(0)), £ € R™, and notice that
Fl(pox ") ue)p, ) (€) = ((ur)p, de) = (ur, (¢¢ 0 x)0”)
=Y (v ((puri) 0 2, ) (¢ o wo )| (wo "))

nEAo
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= (@uox ) v, ((purh,) 0 "))
HEAQ
= F(((ppuri)) oz (wuox™) ")) (£).
HEAQ
This implies that

p“OV up) < 112;)22 Z ZP (ppur] Yoz =1 V(( 1>*UL)' (4.12)
nEAg I=1

For each p1 € Ay, we set
Lo = ku(mpiy (0, NO)NL) and EMO = k(13 (0, NO)N L.
Of course, L, o and LMO are closed conic subsets of x,(0, N O) x (R™\{0}) and

z(0,N0O) x (R™\{0}) respectively. It is straightforward to check that (z, 02 1)*L, o =
L, 0, whence Theorem B.21] yields that

(zp0a™)": D/LTH,O (2.(0, N 0O)) — D%%O (#(0,N0))

is well-defined and continuous. Hence, for each p € Ay and j,1 € {1,...,k}, there are
C > 0, a continuous seminorm p on D'(z,(0, N O)), b, ... 0y € D(z,(0,NO)) and
closed cones Vl, . VJ C R™ satisfying (supp gb]/ X ‘7]/) NL,o=0,7=1,...,J, (of
course, these depend on u, j and [) such that

pr;(wwﬁ,z)oflv‘/((x“ © x_l) ) < COp(y,) + CZ Pra b1 V/

J'=1
J
! I
va) +C Z Prg, v, (0,.)
Jj'=1

where p is a continuous seminorm on D’(z,,(0,,)) (since the restriction mapping D'(z,(0,,)) —
D'(x,(0,N0O)) is continuous). In view of (4.12)), this implies that (£.10) is well-defined
and continuous (the required bounds for p(ug), p a continuous seminorm on D'(M; E),
follow from the continuity of (£9])). It is straightforward to check that R(f,) = u,
u € D} (M; E); ie.,, R is a left inverse of (4.8]). This immediately implies that (4.8]) is
a topological imbedding and that its image is complemented in [, D’LT‘L(:):M(OM))’“.
The image of (48] is closed since complemented subspaces always are. U

Remark 4.3. In the proof, we showed that for any partition of unity subordinated
to (O,)uen, the mapping (ALI0) is well-defined continuous left inverse of (ES]). The
analogous mapping for D”’(M ) is

I17r. ) = Df(M), £ ug, where
HEA
(ue, ) ==Y (F(w), (euthu) 0w, "), ¥ € T(DM), Pio, = A"
HEA

Remark 4.4. The proposition immediately implies that v € D'(M; E) (resp., u €
D'(M)) belongs to D (M; E) (resp., Df (M)) if and only if the seminorms (4.3 (resp.,
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(44)) are finite when (O, x) runs through the charts of a fixed atlas of M such that F
locally trivialises over each of the charts. Similarly, the topology of D} (M; E) (resp.,
D} (M)) is given by the continuous seminorms on D'(M; E) (resp., D'(M)) together
with the seminorms (L35]) (resp., (£4])) when (O, z) runs through the charts of a fixed
atlas of M such that E locally trivialises over each of the charts. In particular, this
shows that when M is an open set in R™, the topology on D7 (M) is the same as the
one we defined in Section [3l

Remark 4.5. As a consequence of the proposition and Remark B.9] we infer that
C®(M) x Dy (M; E) — D} (M; E), (x,u) — xu, is well-defined and hypocontinuous.

Since we can take {(O,,x,)}.ea to be countable, the proposition together with
Corollary B0, [35, Theorem 5 and Theorem 6, p. 299] and [36, Theorem 1, p. 61, and
Theorem 6, p. 62] immediately yield the following result.

Corollary 4.6. The space D} (M; E) is complete, semi-reflexive and strictly webbed
(in the sense of De Wilde).

Employing the above proposition together with Corollary B.11] and Tychonoft’s the-
orem, we obtain the characterisation of the relatively compact sets in D} (M; E) we
announced in the introduction.

Corollary 4.7. Let L be a closed conic subset of T*M\O and let B be a bounded
subset of D'(M; E). Then WF?(B) C L if and only if B is a relatively compact subset
of DI (M; E).

Corollary 4.8. The bounded subsets of DY (M; E) are metrisable when equipped with
the induced topology. Consequently, if {u;};cz, is relatively compact in D} (M; E), then
there exists a subsequence (u;, )kez, which converges in D} (M; E).

Proof. 1t suffices to show the claim for D7 (O), for O an open set in R™, because of
Proposition (by taking the cover {(O,x,)}.ea to be countable). The claim for
D7 (0) immediately follows from Proposition B.7 in view of [50, Theorem 1.7, p. 128]
since the weak and strong topologies coincide on the bounded subsets of D'(O). O

Proposition 4.9. Let g : E — M be a vector bundle of rank k and {(O,,z,)} ez,
a countable family of coordinate charts on M which cover M. Assume that E locally
trivialises over each O, via ®,, : 75 (0,) = 0, xC*, neZy, and let (S,1,-- -, Suk),
p € Zv, be the local frame of E over O, induced by ®,,, pn € Z. Let (0,)uez, be a
smooth partition of unity subordinated to (O,) ez, - For each pn € Z, let (P, ,)nez, be
a sequence of operators in L(D'(x,(0,)),D(x,(0,))) which satisfies the properties as
in the conclusion of Proposition[3.13. Then the operators

P D'(M;E) 5 Tu(E),  Pu(u) =Y @u(Puntth, )0y, n€Zy, (413)
pn=1

are well-defined, continuous and P, — Id in L,(D'(M; E)). Furthermore, for any closed
conic subset L of T*M\0, the set { P, }nez, is bounded in Ly(DYf (M; E)) and P, — 1d
in L,(D}(M;E)). In particular, U.(E) is sequentially dense in D (M; E).

Proof. For simpler notation, denote u{L = uému and ®, =&, ,pu€Zy,ueD(ME),
j=1,... k. Let (U}L, . .,afj), p € Z., be the frame induced by ®, on EY over O,;
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notice that aﬁ(su,l) = 5{ A on O,. Denote by x, the coordinate induced total local
trivialisation (&8) of T*M over O, and set L, := r,(77},,(0,) N L). Clearly [ZI3)
is well-defined and its continuity follows immediately from the continuity of P, ; :
D'(x,(0,)) = D(x,(0,)), u,j € Zy. We show that for each fixed v € D'(M; E),
P,u — w in D'(M; E). Let B be a bounded subset of I'.(EY). There is a compact
subset K of M such that B is a bounded subset of I'x (EY). There is ng € Zy such
that supp ¢, N K = 0, p > ng. For ¢ € B, write Y0, = ¥,,;0%,. When n > ng + 1, we
have

n no
<Pnu - u, ¢> = Z«Pu,nui) OTuSp,j; quwu,j’ng - Z<u> %W
,u—l pn=1

—Z unuj %%])OZE 1)

Since {(@uthuz)ox, " | ¢ € B} is a bounded subset of D(2,(0,)), we deduce sup,,c g [{ Pou—
u,)| — 0 as n — oo. Hence P, — Id in the topology of simple convergence on
L(D'(M; E)). The Banach-Steinhaus theorem [50, Theorem 4.5, p. 85] together with the
fact that D'(M; E) is Montel now yield that P, — Id in £,(D'(M; E)). The latter im-
plies that { P, }nez, is bounded in £,(D'(M; E)). Hence, given a closed conic subset L of
T*M\O0, in order to prove that { P, },cz, is bounded in £,(D} (M; E)) it suffices to show
that the seminorms (A5]) are uniformly bounded when w varies in a bounded subset of
D] (M; E). Let B be a bounded subset of DY (M; E), let (O, x) be a coordinate chart on
M over which E locally trivialises via ®, : 7,'(0) — O x C*¥ and let ¢ € D(O) and the
closed cone V' C R™ satisfy (A.3]). We denote by 7, = (Til)jJ 15 (0,N0) — GL(k, C)
the transition map given by ®, o ®;'(p,2) = (p,7.(p)2), p € 0, N O, z € C*. Define
de = e S (poaTl), £ € R™; clearly ¢ € D(x(0)), £ € R™. There is nyg € Z, such
that supp ¢, Nsupp ¢ =0, p > ng. For n > ny+1 and u € B, we employ (2.4) to infer
F((po x_l)(Pnu)zbm)(g) = <(Pnu)zl>x> ¢§> = Z«PM,nUZ) O LuSput, (¢§ o x)§0u0]>

p=1

—Z Brsit) 0 248y, (90 2)(|(w 0 23,1 | 0 )73 0L
—Z i (00 0 2, ) (9 ) 0 ) (w0 2 )
—Z Y Bty de((0,m ) 0 7))

_Z}"( PouT, ) 0T 1)(%095_1)*@,11“2) (€)-

We deduce

no

k

E —1\* D l

pT’W/ )< lrgjaé p,, Wuf I*HV((‘% o) Pﬂv"uu)‘
p=1 =1
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With « as in (ZII)), we set L, o ::fau(W;}M(Ou NO)NL) and L, o = s(xpl,, (0, N
O)N L). Then (z, o2 ')*L,0 = L, o and Theorem B.21] yields that (x, o z71)* :
D, o (2u(0, N 0)) — D%u,o (x(O, N O)) is continuous. Since the map D} (M; E) —
D7 (2u(0y)), u = ul,, is continuous, the set {P,,ul, |u € B, n € Z,} is bounded in
D} (24(0,)) and consequently in Df (2,(0, N O)) as well. The above now implies

that sup,,,,, 11 SUPyep pf;; 1 (Pyu) < oo which completes the proof for the boundedness
of {P,}nez, in Ly(D}(M; E)). It remains to show that P, — Id in £,(Df(M; E)).
Since we show that the convergence holds in £,(D'(M; E)), it suffices to show that for
each precompact subset B of D} (M; E), sup,cp pi;,v(Pnu —u) — 0 where ¢ and V
are as above. Similarly as above, for all u € B and n > ng + 1, we have

Dy

—1I\*( D l l
pr;cp,V(Pnu - u < 1@?&2 ; pr (cpcp,fr Joz—1 V(( °x )*(Pﬂynu,u - u,u))
u=

Employing the same reasoning as before, one shows that sup,cp pi;V(Pnu —u) =0
which completes the proof. O

Remark 4.10. If for each p € Z, {ﬁu,n}n€Z+ are defined as in Proposition 3.13] then
it is straightforward to verify that for each v € T°(E), P,u — u in T°(E).

Remark 4.11. The density we just proved immediately shows that the following con-
tinuous inclusions are also dense:

Hy, (M) € Dp(M) CD'(M), Hy(M;E) CDp(M;E) CD'(M;E);  (4.14)
D7*(M) C D7 (M) and Dj*(M;E)C D' (M;E), whenry>ry. (4.15)
4.2. The dual of D7 (M; E). Our next goal is to find the strong dual of D7 (M) and

of DY (M; E). As in the Euclidean case, for an open conic subset W of T*M\0 and
r € R we define

Ew(M) :=={u € comp( )| WF(u) €W} and
Ev(M;E):={ue H] (M;E)|WF(u) CW}.
Additionally, for a closed conic subset L of T*M\0 and a compact set K C M satisfying
(L) C K, we define
Elg(M) :={uec Hg(M)|WF(u) C L} and
ELx(M;E) = {u € Hp(M;E)|WF(u) C L}.

comp

Of course, when M is an open subset of R™, £7.;-(M) and &, (M) coincide as sets with
their Euclidean counterparts we defined in Subsection As in the Euclidean case,
we first define locally convex topologies on £, (M) and EF,,(M; E) and then define
the topology on &f,(M) and &J},(M; E) as inductive limits of these spaces.

Let (O, ) be a chart on M. Let ¢ € D(O) and let ) # V C R™ be a closed cone such
that (Z3) holds true. When u € £7; (M), we have (supp(poz™') x V)N W F (u,) =0
and hence

s v (1) = 225<€>”|f((¢ o™ uy)(§)] < oo, u € EL(M), v >0. (4.16)
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We equip &7, (M) with the locally convex topology induced by (any) norm on Hy (M)
together with all seminorms qj,, , for all v > 0, all charts (O, z) and all ¢ € D(O)
and () #V C R™ as above. Analogously, given a chart (O, z) over which E trivialises
via @, : 7;'(0) — O x C*, a function ¢ € D(O) and a closed cone ) # V C R™
which satisfy ([@3), it holds that (supp(poz™') x V) NWEF(u}, ) =0, j = 1,...,k,
u € & (M; E), and thus

Gt (1) = max sup(€)1F (o 00 ) ()] < 00, u € Ef(M:E), v > 0. (4.17)

<j<k ¢ev

We equip &7, (M; E) with the locally convex topology induced by (any) norm on
Hi(M; E) together with all seminorms q,)7 1, for all v > 0, all charts (O, z) over which
E locally trivialises via ®, : 7' (0) — O x CF and all p € D(O) and ) # V C R™ as
above.

Proposition 4.12. Let g : E — M be a vector bundle of rank k, K CC M and L
a closed conic subset of T*M\O which satisfy mr«n(L) C K. Let {(Oy, ) }uen be a
finite family of coordinate charts on M which cover K such that E locally trivialises
over O, via ®,, : 75 (0,) = O, x C*, yu € A. Let k,, p € A, be the total local
trivialisation of T*M over O,, as in ([AG). Let o, € C*°(M), u € A, be nonnegative and
such that supp ¢, C O, and ZueA o, = 1 on a neighbourhood of K. For each |1 € A,
K, ==z, (KNsupp ¢,) is a compact subset of x,(0,) and L, = k, (732, (supp ¢, )N L)
is a closed conic subset of x,(0,) x (R™\{0}) which satisfies pr,(L,) € K,. The
distribution v € Hy (M; E) belongs to Ef ., (M; E) if and only if qifp‘jv(u) < oo for all
v >0, p €N and for all ¢ € D(O,) and closed cones V- C R™ which satisfy (£3).
Furthermore, the map

Erg(ME) = [ &8k, (@u(O0)F, wi £, where (4.18)
HEA
(1) = ((pu 02, Wb oo (o a ), € A,
is a well-defined topological imbedding whose image is closed and complemented in

HHGA 82;;[('“ (xﬂ(Oﬂ))k .

Proof. The proof is similar to the proof of Proposition L2l The only notable differences
are that instead of Theorem [B.21], one now employs Corollary [3.26land, instead of (4.10]),
one now shows that

H & x, (. (0 D)= ELx(M;E), f— ug, where (4.19)
HEA
<uf7 ¢> = Z(f(N)Ja w,u,j o .TL’;1>, ¢ c FC(E\/>7 ¢\OM = w,u,jo-zu
HEA
is a well-defined continuous left inverse of (Z.IS]). O

Remark 4.13. The proposition implies that the topology of £7, - (M; E) (vesp., E7, (M)
is given by (any) norm on Hy(M;E) (resp., Hj(M)) together with the seminorms
[@I7) (resp., (£16)) when (O,,z,), p € A, are as in the proposition. In particular, if
M is an open subset of R™, the topology on 7, (M) is the same as in the Euclidean
case (employ this with the global trivial chart).
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In view of Proposition B.14] we immediately deduce the following result.
Corollary 4.14. The space i (M; E) is a reflexive Fréchet space.

We define locally convex topologies on &f,(M) and &, (M; E) in the same way
as in the Euclidean case. Namely, first we notice that & (M) = U xyea €1k (M)
and & (M; E) = U yea €1k (M; E), where 20 is the set of all pairs (L, K) with
K CcC M and L a closed conic subset of T*M\0 satisfying L C W and 7« (L) C K
and then we define locally convex topologies on &f,(M) and &}, (M; E) by

Ew (M) = lim ELx(M) and Ey(M;E) = lim Erx(M; E);
(L, K)ew (L,K)ew
as before, 2 is a directed set by inclusion and the linking mappings in the inductive

limits are the canonical inclusions. As in the Euclidean case, one can find a sequence
(Lj, K;)jez, € 20 which satisfies ([3.28)) with M in place of U; whence
E(M) = lim Erx, (M) and &y (M;E) = lim EL,x,(M; E)  topologically
j—o0 j—o0

(arguing by contradiction, it is straightforward to check that if L C W is a closed
conic subset of T*M\0 such that 7p«y(L) is compact, then there is j € Z. such
that L C int L;). Consequently, &y, (M) and &jf,(M; E) are (LF)-spaces and thus both
barrelled and bornological. Of course, if M is an open subset of R™, then the topology
on &, (M) is the same as in the Euclidean case.

Remark 4.15. Arguing as in Remark[3.15] one shows the following topological identities:

Epx(M;E)=Tg(E) and &', AM;E)=Hp(M;E), forany K CC M,
; T pp (BEONO K

EY (M E) =To(E), Efupo(M; E) = Heypy(M; E).

comp

Remark 4.16. Analogously as in Remark [3.16] one shows that C**(M) x £, (M; E) —
ELx(M; E), (x,u) — xu, is continuous and C* (M) x &y, (M; E) — &y (M; E), (X, u) =
XU, is hypocontinuous.

As in the Euclidean setting, the identity operator on &}, (M; E') can be approximated
by regularising operators in the topology of precompact convergence.

Proposition 4.17. Let mg : E — M be a vector bundle of rank k.

(1) Let K and K be compact sets in M satisfying K C int K and let L be a
closed conic subset of T*M\O such that <y (L) C K. There are continu-
ous operators P, : . (M; E) — T (B, ), n € Zy, such that P, — Id in
LoE0wc(M: E), Er (M E)).

(ii) Let W be an open conic subset of T*M\O. There are continuous operators
P, E&L(M;E) — T'.(E), n € Zy, such that P, — Id in L,(E}(M; E)). In
particular, T'.(E) is sequentially dense in E,(M; E).

Proof. To prove (i), pick finite number of charts (O, z,), p = 1,...,1, which cover K

such that O, C int K and E locally trivialises over O, via ®,, : 75'(0,) = O, x CF,
p =1,...,0. For each p, let (s,1,...,5,%) be the frame of E over O, induced by

®,,. Choose nonnegative ¢, € D(O,), p = 1,...,1, such that ZL:1 v, = 1 on a
neighbourhood of K. Choose {xn}nez, € DP(R™) as in Proposition B.I3] and pick
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ng € Z4 such that supp x,, + z,(supp ¢,) C z,(0,), for all n > ng, p =1,...,1. For
n > ng, we define
!
Py gZ;K(M§ E) = T(EBy i), FPulu) = Z(Xn * ((pu o xll)uéw)) O LpSp,j-
pn=1
It is straightforward to check that P, is well-defined and continuous. In view of the
Banach-Steinhaus theorem, to verify that P, — Id in £,(E7x(M; E),ET ~(M; E)), it

PTLiK
suffices to show that for each u € & (M; E), Py(u) — win £ - (M; E). This can be
done similarly as in the proof of Proposition (cf. Proposition B.17).

We now address (ii). Let (O,,x,), p € Z., be relatively compact charts on M such
that E locally trivialises over O, via @,, : 75'(0,) = O, x C*, 2,(0,,) = B(0,2) and
0, = x;l(B(O, 1)), u € Z, cover M. Take a partition of unity (¢,).cz, subordinated
to (O, )uez, - Pick (L;, K;) € 8, j € Z,, which satisfy (3.28) with M in place of U.
For each j € Z., pick ¢; € D(int K;1;) such that 0 < ¢; < 1 and ¢); = 1 on a
neighbourhood of Kj. Let {xy}nez, € D(R™) be as in Proposition B.13] and notice
that supp x» + z,(supp ¢,) € ,(0,), for all n, u € Z,. We define

P,:D'(M;E) = T.FE), P,(u) := Z (Xn * (((wmpu) o x;l)uﬂpx)) xS, NE Ly.
WEL
It is straightforward to check that P,, n € Z,, are well-defined and continuous. Let
u € & (M; E) be arbitrary but fixed. There is jy € Z; such that u € EILZO;KJ-O(MQ E).
Set A, == {u € Z; | supp ¢, N K, # 0}; of course, Aj, is finite. For n > jo, it holds
that
Pa(u)= ) (xu* ((pu 02, s, )) © 248y,
HENjq
and, in view of the proof of (i), the right-hand side tends to u in €L ik, (M; E) as
Jo

n — oo where j| > jo is large enough so that Uue Ay O, C int Kj; (such jj exists
since the O,’s are relatively compact). We deduce that P, — Id in the topology
of simple convergence on L(&f,(M; E)) and, as &f,(M; E) is barrelled, the Banach-

Steinhaus theorem [50, Theorem 4.5, p. 85] verifies that the convergence also holds in
Ly(Ew(M; E)). O

Remark 4.18. Proposition .17 immediately shows that the following continuous inclu-
sions are also dense:

D(M) C &p(M) C Hy, (M), T(E) CEy(M;E) C Hlyp(M; E); (4.20)
EGF(M) CEGH(M) and &GP (M; E) C EgH(M; E), when ry > ry. (4.21)

Theorem 4.19. Let g : E — M be a vector bundle of rank k and let L be a closed
conic subset of T*M\O. Then

(DE(M)), = E.."(M; DM) and (Dy(M; E)), = E;.."(M; EY) topologically.

Proof. We only consider the bundle-valued case. In view of (L£I4), (D} (M;E)) C
Hn (M5 EY). First we show that (D7 (M; E)), is an (LF)-space. Proposition

together with Theorem B.20l imply that (D} (M; E)); is topologically isomorphic to a
complemented subspace of a countable locally convex direct sum of (LF')-spaces (the
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strong dual of a topological product is the locally convex direct sum of the strong duals;
see [35, p. 287]). Since a countable direct sum of (LF')-spaces is an (LF')-space and
a quotient of an (LF')-space by a closed subspace is again an (LF')-space, we deduce
that (D7 (M; E)), is an (LF)-space. Thus, in view of the open mapping theorem for
(LF)-spaces [36, Theorem 4, p. 43], to prove the desired result it suffices to show that
E(M; EY) = (Df(M; E))" as sets and the inclusion &"(M; EY) C (D] (M; E)); is
continuous. _

First we show that £"(M; EY) C (Df(M; E)), continuously. Let K CC M and

let L be a closed conic subset of T*M \O satisfying mp- M(E) - K and L C L. Pick

a finite number of relatively compact coordinate charts (O,,x,), p = 1,...,!, which
cover K and such that E trivialises over O, via ®,, : 715" (0,) = O, xCF, p=1,...,1L
Let (Su1,. -, 5uk) be the frame for E over O, induced by ®,, and let (0},,...,0%) be

the induced frame for EY over O,. For v € D'(M; EY), let v, ; € D'(x,(0,)) be the
distribution (v,,;, #) == (v, ¢ 0 ¥ys,,5), ¢ € D(2,(O,)). Pick nonnegative ¢, € D(0,),
u=1,...,1, such that Zu 1 ¢u = 1 on a neighbourhood of K. Let B be a bounded
subset of S/E;;{(M EY). Then,

l

I
= Z(v, Pl Su5) Z puox, oyl o), el (E),veB. (4.22)
pn=1

p=1

In view of Proposition BI2] B, ; = {(¢, o =, )Uw |v € B} is a bounded sub-
set of S/Z_?f( (z,(0,)), for every p and j with K and L as in Proposition 112
pwitlp

Theorem [B.20 and Lemma B.I§ (i7) show that B, ; is an equicontinuous subset of
(D1, (2,(0,)))" with L, as in Proposition Since I'.(E) is dense in D} (M; E) and
DI (M; E) = Df (2,(Op)), u — uéw, is continuous (cf. Proposition .2), (A22) verifies
that B is an equicontinuous subset of (D} (M; E))". Hence 8%‘}%(M, EY) C (DY (M; E)),
and the inclusion maps bounded sets into bounded sets; whence, it is continuous since
EXL(M; EY) is Fréchet. We deduce that £, (M; EY) C (D’T’(M E))j, continuously.

It remains to show that (D7 (M;E)) C £."(M; EY). For v € (D] (M;E))'\{0},
(A1) implies v € Hr (M; EY). For the compact set supp v, we choose (O, z,) and

comp
Yu, 0 =1,...,1, as above. We make the following

Claim. Let (O, x) be a chart on M over which E locally trivialises via ® : 7;'(0) —
O xCF and let (s, ..., sg) be the induced frame for E over O. Set Lo, := k(m5i,,(0)N
L) where & is the total local trivialisation of 7* M over O (cf. (£11])). For v € D'(M; EY)
and j € {1,...,k}, let vg ; be the distribution on z(O) defined by (ve j, ¢) = (v, P o
xs;), ¢ € D(x(0)). Then foreach j € {1,...,k} and ¢ € D(O), the map (D} (M; E)), —
(D1, . (x(0)))hs v (po 7' )vg j, is well-defined and continuous.

We first show how the Claim implies the desired result. The Claim together with

Theorem immediately imply that (¢, oz, )v.; € €7 (x,(0L)), = 1,...,1,
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j=1,... k, with L, as in Proposition L2 Set
= U x;l(supp((apu o x;l)vw)) and L := U K WF((apu o x;l)vu,j)).

] HJ

Then K = supp v and L is a closed conic subset of T*M \O satisfying L C L¢ and
mram(L) € K. Furthermore, (puox, vy € 5~ = (2,(0,)) with K and L as in
Proposition .12l Notice that (£.22]) is valid for v aﬁd the right-hand side is exactly
the map ([@I9) (with EVY in place of E); whence, the proof of Proposition implies
v E g'/i_}((M’ EY) and the proof is complete.

It remains to show the Claim. In the same way as in the proof of Proposition 4.2]
one shows that for each jy € {1,...,k}, the continuous map

D'(2(0)) = D'(M; E), u @ with (@) := (u, (¢j,)0n7"), ¥ € Te(EY), Yo = o7,

restricts to a well-defined and continuous map Dy, (x(0)) — DI (M; E) ((¢',...,0")
is the frame for EY over O induced by ®). It is straightforward to verify that its
transpose is the map in the Claim which implies the validity of the Claim. U

Later, we are going to need the following technical result. Its proof follows immedi-
ately by applying Theorem [A19, Lemma [B.1§ (ii), Proposition £.12] and Proposition
[.2] and we omit it.

Lemma 4.20. Suppose that K CC M and let the closed conic subsets L cmd L of
T*M\O satisfy wrp (L) € K and L C L¢. Then every bounded subset of &2 (M E)

is equicontinuous with respect to the duality (€7.(M; E), D" (M; EY)).

4.3. The topology of D} (M; F) is compatible with D} (M; E). We now show that
the Hormander space D} (M; E) := {u € D'(M;E)|WF(u) C L} is the projective
limit of the spaces D7 (M;E), r € R. The topology of D} (M;E) is given by the
continuous seminorms on D'(M; E) together with all seminorms qfifoy (see (4I7)) for
all v > 0, all charts (O, x) over which E locally trivialises via ®, : m,'(0) — O x C*
and all ¢ € D(0) and closed cones V' C R™ satisfying (A3)); we refer to [8, [5] for its
topological properties.

Proposition 4.21. Let L be a closed conic subset of T*M\0. Then D (M;E) =
Mver PE(M; E) and
Dy (M; E) = lim Dy (M; E)  topologically,

r—00

where the linking mappings in the projective limit are the canonical inclusions ([EIH]).

Proof. Denote the projective limit by B. Clearly, D} (M; E) C P continuously. To
show the opposite inclusion, it suffices to show that each seminorm qfifpy(u), u € B,
is bounded by a continuous seminorms on some D} (M; E). Employing a standard
compactness argument, we find relatively compact open sets Oq,..., 0, which cover
supp ¢ and satisfy O; C O, j = 1,...,¢, and for each O; we find open cones V;, :=
R, B(nUM e;4), h=1,..., u;, for some n") € §™~1 and ¢;;, > 0, such that V\{0} C

Vi and

h:1 .77h/

{(p>€ldxl|17) ET*OJ|(€1>--'a§m) em}mLZQa h':]-a---a,uﬁj:]-w"aQ'
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Pick nonnegative ¢; € D(0;), j = 1,...,q, such that > >7_,1; = 1 on a neighbour-
hood of supp ¢. Notice that qfifoy(u) < Do maXichcy, qf;fowj%h(u). The Sobolev
imbedding theorem [I, Theorem 4.12, p. 85| implies that there is C' > 0 such that

Tuiw, v (w) < Cmax max {07 (()7F (((pvy) 0o, )l

< / AV . l
< Clmax  max (17 F(s etz
where we denoted ¢; ,(t) = t*(p¢;)(z71 (), t € 2(0;),a € N™ [ Hence, qf;fwjyjyh (u)

<
C' max|q|<i4+m/2 pf;fbj,aox,vj,h (u) and the proof is complete. O

Remark 4.22. The proposition implies the well-known identity W F(u) = (J,cg W E" (u)\0,
u € D'(M; E). Indeed, the inclusion “O” is trivial and the opposite inclusion follows

by applying Proposition 21| with L := J,cg WE"(u)\O.

4.4. Pullback by smooth maps on vector bundles. We are now ready to show
our main result on the pullback.

Theorem 4.23. Let f : M — N be a smooth map between the manifolds M and N
with dimensions m and n respectively and let L be a closed conic subset of T*N\0
which satisfies LON; = 0.

(1) The pullback f*: C*(N) — C*(M), f*(u) =uo f, uniquely extends to a well-
defined and continuous mapping f* : Dj*(N) — Dl (M) when ry — 1 > n/2
and ro > n/2. If f has constant rank | > 1, then this is valid when ry —
r1 > (n—1)/2 and ro > (n —1)/2. When [ is a submersion, f* : D}*(N) —
D;Z}L(M) 1s well-defined and continuous even when ro > r1. Consequently, if f
is a diffeomorphism, then f* : Df(N) — DY (M) is a topological isomorphism
for each r € R.

(17) Let (E,7g,N) be a vector bundle of rank k. The pullback f*:T'(E) — I'(f*E),
f*(u)(p) = (p,uo f(p)), p € M, uniquely extends to a well-defined and con-
tinuous mapping f* : Di*(N; E) — Djl(M; f*E) when o — 1 > n/2 and
ro > n/2. If f has constant rank 1 > 1, then this is valid when ro—r1 > (n—1)/2
and ry > (n —1)/2. When f is a submersion, f* : D*(N; E) — Dyl (M; f*E)
is well-defined and continuous even when ro > r1. Consequently, if f is a diffeo-
morphism, then f*: Dy (N;E) — D (M; f*E) is a topological isomorphism
for each r € R.

Proof. We only show (ii) as the proof of (7) is similar. The uniqueness of the extension
follows from Propositiond.91 To show the existence, pick a cover of charts {(O,,, z,) }ea
of M and corresponding charts (U,,y,), i € A, in N such that f(O,) C U,, p € A,
and E locally trivialises over U, via @, : 7' (U,) — U, x C¥, u € A (of course U,,,
i € A, only cover f(M)). Denote, fu = Yo flo, © :13/;1 s 2, (0L) = yu(Uy), p € A
if f has constant rank [ then the same holds for fm i € A, as well. For each p € A,
denote by x, and ¢, the total local trivialisations of 7*M and T*N over O, and U,

0The choice of V;n was so that they satisfy the domain conditions for the Sobolev imbedding
theorem.
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induced by z, and y,, respectively (cf. ({8)). Set (f*L), = ru(msi,(0,) N f*L) and
L, = 1, (!5 (U,) N L) and notice that (cf. (3.42))

faly=(fL), and L,NN; =0, peA (4.23)

Let (U,,, Uv), v € O, be charts on N over which F locally trivialises and which cover
N\U,er Uy (0 = 0if N = U,y Up)- Lelll Ty : D*(N; E) = [y D2 (y(U,))" %

[Leo D'Tf (y,,(U,,))k be the map (L8] for N and the cover {(U,, yu)}ueAU{(Uy, ) }ueo-
Consider the map

F: ][22 wu@) x [ P2 @ (@) = T[] Difry, (a(O0)F,

HEA ve® HEA

F(£)(uy = fr(E(nf), neA, je{l,... k)

in view of Theorem B.21] and (4.23]), the map is well-defined and continuous. Pick a
partition of unity (¢,).eca subordinated to (O,),ea and denote by Ry the map (A.I0)
with f*L, f*E and ry in place of L, FF and r respectively. We infer that Ry, o FoZy :
Di*(N; E) — Dyl (M; f*E) is well-defined and continuous. It is straightforward to
verify that Ry oF oZy(u)(p) = (p,uo f(p)), p € M, for u € I'(E); whence, the desired
extension is f* =Ry o FoZy. ]

Remark 4.24. Assume the same as in Theorem [£.23 (i7). Let (O, x) and (U, y) be charts
on M and N such that E trivialises over U via ® : 7' (U) — U xCF and f(O) C U and
let k and ¢ be the total local trivialisations of T*M and T*N over O and U induced by x
and y respectively. Denoting Ly, := t(mpiy (U)F‘lL) (f*L)o. = k(r3h,(0)Nf*L) and
foy = yo fioox™ : x(0) — y(U), it holds that f yLuy = (f*L)o. and LUyF‘IN = 0.

Consequently, Theorem 32T implies that f,,, : D/erj,y (y(U) = Dy, (2(0)) is Well

defined and continuous. Furthermore
(f*u)%f*c})z = ;,y(uéy)’ u € DZ2(N7 E)a ] S {1771{:} (424)

It is straightforward to verify (424]) for v € T'(F) and the general case follows by
density.

Under the assumptions of Theorem [4.23 (), the analogous statement is that (f*u), =
fay(uy), w € DE2(N).

Remark 4.25. If f : M — N has constant rank 0, then we can argue as in Remark
to show that there are at most countably many pairwise disjoint open sets O; C M,
j € A, whose union is M and distinct points ¢; € N, j € A, such that f(p) = ¢,
p € Oy, j € A. Notice that Ny = J;ca({g;} x Ty N). If LON; =0 and 7 > n/2, we
can reason similarly as in Remark 3.23to show that f* uniquely extends to a continuous
mapping f* : DY (N; E) — I'(f*E). Furthermore, each v € D} (N; E) is continuous on
a neighbourhood around ¢; for every j € A and f*u(p) = (p,u(g;)), p € O;, j € A,
u € DI (N; E) (cf. Proposition .9 and Remark [L.10).

As a direct consequence of Proposition and Remark .10, we have the following
useful result.

HHere and throughout the rest of the article we employ the principle of nullary Cartesian product
A X Haew BO{ - A
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Lemma 4.26. Let f : M — N be a smooth map between the manifolds M and N
with dimensions m and n respectively, let L be a closed conic subset of T*N\0 and
let (E,7g,N) be a vector bundle. If f* : T'(E) — T'(f*E) extends to a well-defined
and continuous map f* : DI (N; E) — D'(M; f*E) for some r € R, then for any
uw e TYE)NDY(N; E) it holds that f*u € T°(f*E) and f*u(p) = (p,uo f(p)), p € M.

5. AcTION OF YDOS oN D7 (M; E) AND ITS DUAL

In this section, we study the continuity properties of pseudo-differential operators
when acting on the spaces Df (M; E), r € R.

Proposition 5.1. Let r,7’,rqg € R, ' > ro. Let L be a closed conic subset of T*M\0
and W an open conic subset of T*M\0. Let E and F be two vector bundles over M.
Let A € U (M; E, F) be properly supported, of order ry in L¢ and of order —co in W.
Then A : D} (M; E) — D i.(M; F) is well-defined and continuous. Furthermore, A
maps bounded subsets of DI (M; E) into relatively compact subsets of D y.(M; F) for
every r < r —rp.

Proof. The case when L = W¢ = T*M\0 is trivial. Assume this is not the case, i.e.
LNWe€ is not the whole T*M\0. Let E and F have ranks k" and k respectively. We first
prove the continuity of A. Since I'.(F) is dense in D7 (M; E), it suffices to show that
A:T.(F)— I'(F) is continuous when I'.(E) and I'(F') are equipped with the topologies
induced by D} (M; E) and D} % (M; F) respectively. As A : D'(M; E) — D'(M; F)
is continuous, to prove the latter, it suffices to show that every seminorm (3] of
Au € DJ5P(N; F), u € T.(E), is bounded by a sum of continuous seminorms on
Dy (M;E) of u. Let (O, x) be a chart over which F trivialises via ®, : 7,'(0) —
O x C* and let » € D(0)\{0} and the closed cone V' C R™, V\{0} # 0, be such
that L := {(p,&dat|,) € T*O|p € supp g, (&1,...,&n) € V} has empty intersection
with L N W¢ in view of Remark {4, we can assume that E also trivialises over O
via some @, : 75" (0) — O x C¥. We want to estimate p> roipv (Au), for u € Te(E).
Notice that LN L C W. Hence, we can employ a standard compactness argument to
find relatively compact open sets Oy, ..., O, which cover supp <p and satisfy O, C O,
g =1,...,n, and for each O, we find open cones V,, qh, qh CR™ h=1,...u,
such that V,, € V/, U{0}, Vq’ﬁ V., U{0}, ]Rm\Vq”h #0, V\{0} C UL, Van and at
least one of the following holds
(+) {(p, &da'|,) € T*O|p € Oy, (&1, -, &m) € VR \{0}} €W
(05) {(p. &da'],) € T°O | p € Oy, (€1, Em) € VMOV C L.

Let J,w be the set of all h € {1,..., p,} for which (%) holds true, while J,. . be the
set of all h € {1,..., u,} for which (*x) holds true; J,w and J, . may not be disjoint,
also, for each ¢ € {1,...,n}, one of these may be empty but can not be both. There
are {52}17] C S (x (O) x R™) and smoothing operators f]l : ENx(0)) — C>(z(0)),

loc

j=1,...,K,1l=1,... k, such that

(Ax)jo = Op(a )(X ox Noxs+THx ox ) ows, x=nx'e; €Tu(Ep),
where (e1,...,ep) and (s1,..., sy) are the local frames over O for £ and F' induced by
®, and &, respectively. Arguing by compactness, we see that {52}; ;<SP

loc( (O)X
‘/;/jh)’qzl » 12, hEJqLC and {a}l]gsl ( (Oq)x‘/:]/,/h)aq:]-a"'anah'e

ocC
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Jgw. Pick nonnegative 14, x, € D(0,), ¢ = 1,...,n, such that 3 ¢, = 1 on a
neighbourhood of supp ¢ and x, = 1 on a neighbourhood of ¢, ¢ = 1,...,n. Let
u € T(E); ujo = w’ej. Denote ul := u/ o x™! € C®(2(0)), ¢, := pox~! € D(z(0)),
Ve =Yg 027t € D(x(0,)), Xgu := Xq0 2+ € D(x(0,)). Notice that

o, 7 ' I
Py ooy (Au) < max I'(u) + Z max I (u) + Z Z max I, (u) + max I ,(u)),
9=

1<I<k 1<i<k ®h 1<I<k
qg=1 h=1
with
1/2
( [ )(5)\2<£>2“"‘°)d£> , (5.1)
£€V|§|<1
5 1/2
:( [ JF (et -, ) ©f @) L 52)
eV, [€1>1
1/2
7t () o= ( / FlgatrgT <xqmuﬂ>><5>\2<§>2<r—m>d5) , (5.3)
€€th\€\>1

1/2
i) = ( | 1t ona ><xqmuﬂ>><5>\2<§>2<’“—m>d§> SR
€E€Vy,n, \€\>1
Since A : D'(M;E) — D'(N;F) is continuous, it is straightforward to show that
D'(M;E) — [0, ) f — IY(f), is a seminorm on D'(M; E) which is bounded on
bounded subsets (cf. the proof of the Claim in Proposition B.7) and hence it is con-
tinuous since D’(M; E) is bornological. Since the kernel of A is smooth outside of the
diagonal, the operator v — ¥, A((1 — x4)v) has a smooth kernel and thus (5.2) is a
continuous seminorm on D'(M; E) of u. The operators T’Jl are smoothing and conse-
quently (5.3) is also a continuous seminorm on D'(M; E) of u. To estimate I}, (u), we
proceed as follows. Pick by, b .07, € C*°(R™) such that 1gm ® b, € S °(R*™),

q,h’ 7q,
1gm @b, ), € S7"(R*™) and 1gm ® b, € S"(R*") and they satisfy the following:
(1) 0<bgp < |77, 0<0,, <[-[Tand 0 < by, <|-[" on R™\{0};

(43) supp byn C V’h\B(O 1/2) and b, ,(€) = €]~ when & € V,;,\B(0,1);
(iii) suppt,,, € V., \B(0,1/2), supp !, C V/,\B(0,1/2) and both ¥, ,(¢) = |£|™"
and ¥ (€) = €7 when € € V7,\B(0, 1)
(e.g., take x, X € D(R™) such that 0 < x, X <1, x = Lon V,,NS™ ' and supp x C V.,

X = lon B(0,1/2) and supp X € B(0,1), and define b, ,(£) := (1—x(&))x(&/1E)|€]7;
b, , and b}, can be constructed analogously). Notice that

Iy (w) < (2m)™2217=70 by (D) OP(@athyn@y (1 — by by 1)) (Xat) [ 2emy — (5.5)
+ (2m)" 22770l [bg (D) O (0,0 )by 4 (D) (Xgaotd) [ z2@my. (5.6)

By construction, by (D) Op(@210g.a5(1=0, b7 ) is an operator with symbol in 5~ (R*™)
and hence it is a continuous mapping from &'(R™) into L*(R™). Whence the term in

(5.5 is a continuous seminorm on D' (M; E) of u. When h € Jyw, byn(D) Op(gomzﬂq 2050, )

is an operator with symbol in S~ (R*™). Consequently, by (D) Op(@atbq .50, )bl (D)
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is a continuous mapping from &'(R™) into L*(R™) which implies that (5.6) is a continu-
ous seminorm on D'(M; E) of u. When h € Jz¢, the operator by, (D) Op(@yty .asb, ;)
has symbol in S°(R?*™), hence it is continuous on L*(R™). This implies

||bq,h(D> Op(@#ﬁq,waéb:;,h)bg,h(l))(Xq,:vu?n) ||L2(R7”) < Cpi;q’m(u)-
Since h € J, e, the right-hand side is a continuous seminorm on D7 (M; E) and the
proof is complete.

To verify the second part, in view of the above, we only need to show that the
inclusion D} % (M; F) — D ye(M; F) maps bounded into relatively compact sets.
For a bounded subset B of D} %.(M; F) it is straightforward to show that WF7(B) C
L N We. Corollary A7 implies that B is relatively compact in D} .(M; F) and the
proof of the proposition is complete. O

Remark 5.2. If we only know that the WDO A is of order rq in L¢, then we can apply
the proposition with W = () to deduce that A : D (M; E) — D] (M; F) is well-
defined and continuous and A : DY (M; E) — D} (M; F) maps bounded into relatively
compact sets when 7 < r — rq.

Remark 5.3. The second part is a generalisation of the Rellich’s lemma to the spaces
DI (M;E), r € R. Indeed, taking L = W = () and E = F, one infers that the
inclusion mapping H,2(M; E) — H;}.(M;E), ro > r;, maps bounded into relatively
compact sets. Since the Banach space H;2(M; E), with K CC M, is a closed subspace
of H;2(M; E), its unit ball is bounded in H;%(M; E), and the proposition implies that

it is relatively compact in H| (M; E); this is exactly the Rellich’s lemma.

Corollary 5.4. Let A € V"(M; E, F) be properly supported and of order —oo in the
open conic subset W of T*M\O. Then A : D'(M; E) — Djy,.(M; F) is well-defined and
continuous. Furthermore, if L is a closed conic subset of T*M\0, then A : D} (M; E) —
D' we(M; F) is well-defined and continuous.

Proof. Since D'(M; E) = D&iM\O(M; E), ¥ € R, to show the first part we employ
Proposition Bl with L = T*M\0 and we deduce that A : D'(M; E) — Djy." (M; F)
is well-defined and continuous for all 7 € R. Now, the claim follows from Proposition
211 The proof of the second part is analogous and we omit it. U

Corollary 5.5. Let A € V™(M; E,F) be of order —oo in the open conic subset W
of T*M\0. Assume that the kernel of A has compact support in M x M and let K C

M be its projection on the first component. Then for every closed conic subset L of
T*M\O satisfying L CW and everyr € R, A: DY (M;E) — E7™ _, (M; F) is

Wenm e (K3 K
well-defined and continuous. Furthermore, A maps bounded subsets of DY (M; E) into
relatively compact subsets of 8")’[’/COW;M(K);K(M; F) for all7 < r —ry.

Proof. Denote L := W€ N w7k, (K). Proposition B verifies that A : DI (M; E) —
H{ " (M; F) is well-defined and continuous. Since supp Au C K and the topology of

loc

H;;7™(M;F) is the same as the one induced by Hy "(M;F), we deduce that A :
Dy (M;E) — Hy;"(M; F) is well-defined and continuous. This completes the proof
of the continuity of A when W = () (cf. Remark [£.1] and Remark [.T5]). Assume that

W # 0. As T.(F) is dense in D} (M; E), to show the continuity of A it remains to
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estimate qf;fpy(u), u € I'.(F), where ¢ € D(O)\{0} and the closed cone V' C R™,

V\{0} # 0, satisfy (3) with L in place of L and (O, z) is a chart on M over which £
and F' locally trivialise (we denoted by ®, the local trivialisation of F'). We employ a
standard compactness argument to find relatively compact open sets Oy, ..., O, which
cover supp ¢ and satisfy O, C O, ¢ = 1,...,n, and for each O, we find open cones
Von CR™ h=1,...p,, such that V\{0} C (U2, V,» and at least one of the following
holds

(*) {(p,&da'ly) € T*Og| (&1, - &m) € Vau\{0}} € W;
(**) {(p> &d{lfl|p) S T*Oq | (517 ce agm) € V:],h} N WE*lM(K) = @
Denote by J,w the set of all h € {1,...,pu,} for which (x) holds. Pick nonnegative
v, € D(O,), ¢ = 1,...,n, such that Z _, ¥, = 1 on a neighbourhood of supp ¢ and

notice that
Dy
qV%SDV Au < Z Z qugowq )

q=1 hEJqW
since q eTin (Au) = 0 when h ¢ J,w. Corollary 5.4 yields that A : D'(M; E) —
D{/VC(M F)is well-defined and continuous, and thus each term q e V. (Au) h e Jyw,

is bounded by a continuous seminorm on D} (M; E) of u which completes the proof of
the first part of the corollary.

To show the second part, let B be a bounded subset of D} (M; E). Proposition 5.1
shows that it is relatively compact in D} °(M; E) when 7 < r — rq (cf. Remark 5.2)).
Hence A(B) is relatively compact in 5’; «(M: F) in view of the first part of the corollary

and the proof is complete. O

Proposition 5.1l allows us to show the following improvement of [29] Theorem 18.1.31,
p. 90].

Proposition 5.6. Let r,ryg € R and L a closed conic subset of T*M\0. Let E and F
be vector bundles of rank k over M and let A € V™ (M; E, F) be properly supported
and satisfying Char A C L. For each uw € D'(M;E), u € D} (M;E) is equivalent
to Au € D}7"°(M; F). Furthermore, the topology of D} (M;E) is genemted by the
continuous seminorms on D'(M; E) together with all seminorms u pr ros SDV(Au),

with p € D(0) and (O,z) a chart on M over which F trivialises via ®, : 7' (0) —
O x C* and V a closed cone in R™ which satisfy ([E3J).

Remark 5.7. When A is as in the proposition, the fact u € D] (M; E) <= Au €
D77°(M; F) follows from [29, Theorem 18.1.31, p. 90]; the novelty in the proposition
is that one can generate the topology of D7 (M;E) as described. This is, in fact,
an a priori estimate for A: for every continuous seminorm p on DY (M; E) there are
v, € D(O,) and V,, CR™, p=1,...,l, as in the proposition, a constant C' > 0 and a
bounded subset B of I'.(EY) such that

Plu) < C'sup [(u, ¥ |+02p3’“;0 i (AW), w € DI(M;E).

When L = () and A is elliptic, this b011s down to the widely known fact about a priori
estimate for A: H .(M; E) — H] " (M; F).

loc loc
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Proof of Proposition[5.0. The claim is trivial when L = T*M\0. Assume that L¢ # ().
In view of Proposition 1] if u € DY (M; E) then Au € D7~ (M; F') and the seminorms
u pffro;%v(Au) are well defined and continuous on D} (M; E). Let u € D'(M; E) be
such that Au € D7 ™"°(M; F). Let (O, ) be a chart on M over which E trivialises via
D, : 75 (0) = O x C* and let p € D(O )\{0} and the closed cone V- C R™, V\{0} #
0, satisfy ([@3]). Our goal is to bound p“pv( u) by seminorms of u in D'(M; E) and
seminorms of Au as in the proposition; in view of Remark .4l we can assume that F also
trivialises over (O, ) via ®, : 7' (O) — O x C*. Lemma 2.1] together with a standard
compactness argument imply that there are open sets Of, ..., O! with compact closure
in O which cover supp ¢ and, for each j € {1,...,n}, open cones Vj;, V], C R™\{0},
h=1,...,u;, and properly supported WDOs A}, € V™" (M; F, E), h =1,..., u;, such
that Ty C V2, U{0}, VA{O} C UL, Vi W, = {(p.udall,) € T05 | (1, .. 1) €
V/},} does not intersect L and R, := A, A—Id € W*(M; E, E) is of order —oo in W,
h=1,...,u; Pick ¢; € D(0}), j = 1,...,n, such that 0 < ¢; < Land } 7 ¢; =1
on a neighbourhood of supp ¢. Notice that

T’SDV <Zzpr@@] Vin ]hu +Zzpr<p<pj ]hAu) (57)

j=1 h=1 j=1 h=1

Proposition L1l yields that R, : D'(M; E) — D{,’{/m (M; E) is well-defined and contin-
uous (apply it With L=T"M\0and W = W}, cf Remark@:[l) and thus D'(M; E) —

[0,00), u — pT o T(R}hu), is a continuous seminorm on D’'(M; E). Proposition [5.1]
also shows that D} " (M; F) — [0,00), v p®s

Ir—ro . E%c
norm on D} "(M; F). Hence P,
sum of seminorms of Au as in the proposition together with a continuous seminorm
on D'(M; E) of u. This shows that u € D} (M; E) and that the seminorms in the

proposition generate the topology of D} (M; E). O

(A ,v), is a continuous semi-
5095, Vih

(A, Au) is bounded from above by a finite

As a consequence, we show that the Sobolev compactness wave front set satisfies
analogous bounds as the Sobolev wave front set [29, Theorem 18.1.31, p. 90].

Corollary 5.8. Let r,rg € R. Let E and F be vector bundles over M of rank k, let
B be a bounded subset of D'(M; E) and let A € V™ (M; E, F) be properly supported.
Then

WE=(A(B)) C WF'(B) C WF(A(B)) U Char A. (5.8)

Proof. The first inclusion in (B.8) follows from Corollary E7 and Proposition G by
taking L = WF?(B). To show the second inclusion, set L := W FI""(A(B))U Char A.
Corollary 7] verifies that A(B) is a relatively compact subset of D} "(M; F') and
Proposition b.6l yields that B C D7 (M; E). In view of Corollary 7] it suffices to show
that B is relatively compact, i.e. totally bounded, in D} (M; E). Let U be a neighbour-
hood of zero in DY (M; E); in view of Proposition (.6l without loss in generality, we
can assume that

U={ueD[(ME)|p, . v(Au) <e,... (Au) <e,p(u) < e}

@,
’pr—ro;somV
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for some £ > 0, where pfﬁro;%vj, j=1,...,n, are seminorms on D} "°(M; F) of the
form (£5) and p is a continuous seminorm on D'(M; E). Since A(B) is a relatively
compact subset of D7 ™" (M; F), there are uy,...,u, € B such that for every u € B
there is u; so that max;<;<,, pfﬁmm,vl(Auj—Au) < ¢g/2.Since (u;+Up)NB,j=1,...,4q,
with Uy := {u € D} (M; E) | max;<;<,, p?ﬁmm% (Au) < €/2}, is a relatively compact
subset of D'(M; E) (as D'(M; E) is Montel), there is B; 1= {u; +u;1,...,uj +ujs; b C
(uj + Up) N B so that for each u € (u; + Uy) N B there is u; + u;; € Bj such that
p(u—w;—u;) <e. Set By :=JI_, Bj. It is straightforward to show that B C By + U
which completes the proof of the corollary. O

We end the section with the following consequence of the Hérmander’s construction
of a distribution with prescribed wave front set [28 Theorem 8.1.4, p. 255].

Lemma 5.9. Let O be an open set in R™. For every r € R and every closed conic
subset L of O x (R™\{0}), there exists u € D'(O) such that WF"(u) = WF(u) = L.

Proof. 1t suffices to show the claim when O = R™ and L C R™ x (R™\{0}) for
otherwise we can apply this case to the closure of L in R™ x (R™\{0}). For such L,
let u be the distribution constructed in the proof of [28, Theorem 8.1.4, p. 255] which
satisfies W F(u) = L. We claim that WF?" (u) = L. Clearly, is suffices to show that
L C WF2(u) (cf. Remark E22). By carefully examining the proof of [28, Theorem
8.1.4, p. 255], one sees that for every ¢ € D(R™) the smooth function F(iu) satisfies
F(Yu) € L*(R™) and for every (x¢,&) € L and x € D(R™) which equals 1 on a
neighbourhood of x, there is a sequence (x;,0;) € L, j € Z,, with 6; € S™ !, which
converges to (xg, &/ |&o|) and

| F(xuw)(k30;)| > k;™72/2, j € Zy, where k; € Zy and kjiq > k;.

Notice that the first property implies O,F (Yu) € L>*(R™), [ = 1,...,m, for all ¢ €
D(R™). Let (20,&) € L and assume that (zo,&) & WF?™ (u). There is x € D(R™)
which equals 1 on a neighbourhood of g and an open cone V' C R™ containing &, such
that ||(-)2m2]:(xu)||Lz(V) < oo. Let (z;,0;) € L, j € Z,, be as above. There is j; € Z,
such that B(k30;,k;™%) C V when j > j;. We Taylor expand F(xu) at k36; up to
order 0 and employ the above properties of F(yu) to deduce that

F () €) = Flxu) (0)] < mlé — 26| max |0F(xu) 1oy, € €R™, j €2

Hence, there is jo > j; such that |F(xu)(&)| > k:j_m_2/4 when ¢ € B(k36;, kj_m_?’), for
all 7 > 75. For any j > jo, we infer

(k] — 1)+ (K2 — 1)t
oo > [0 Flxa gy 2 e de= BT
L (V) 16]{:? +4 B(k?9j7k;m73) 16k‘;712+5m+4

where ¢q is the volume of the unit ball in R™. This is a contradiction since the right
hand side tends to oo as j — oo and the proof of WF?™(u) = L is complete. For
general r € R, pick properly supported and elliptic A € \IIQmQ_T’(Rm) and apply (0.8))
and [29, Theorem 18.1.28, p. 89] to deduce WF"(Au) = WEF?"*(u) = L = WF(u) =
WF(Au). O
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6. APPLICATIONS

We now showcase the theory we developed so far on two important and related con-
cepts in the theory of PDEs and microlocal analysis: the existence of microlocal defect
measures and the compensated compactness theorem. Our improvement primarily lies
in that we can consider distributions whose Sobolev regularity is known only in parts
of the cotangent bundle; of course, the results will provide information only in those
parts. Both results are intrinsically connected with the L2-inner product and we will
have to work with sesquilinear forms. Since we aim for geometric extensions, we need to
recall facts about anti-dual bundles. Most of these are widely known or easy to check,
but, to the best of our knowledge, there are no standard notations for hardly any of
them; we use the opportunity to fix the notation for the main results.

For a l.c.s. X, we denote by X* its anti-dual (i.e. conjugate dual): it is the space of
all continuous anti-linear (i.e. conjugate linear) functionals on X. As before, X will
stand for X* equipped with the strong dual topology.

Given two complex vector bundles E and F over M, we denote by L(E,F) the
complex vector bundle whose fibre at p is the space of anti-linear (conjugate linear)
maps L(E,, F,). We denote by E* the anti-dual bundle of E, i.e. E* := L(E,Cyy),
while E# stands for the functional anti-dual bundle of E, i.e. E# := L(E, DM). The
bundle F is canonically isomorphic to E## via the isomorphism e — (e* + e*(e)); we
will always identify these two bundles via this isomorphism (similarly as we identify £
with EVY). Given T € L(E, F),, we denote by T# the element of L(F#, E*), defined
by T#(f*)(e) = f*(Te), e € E,, f* € F¥. Employing the above identification, we have
T =T## For T € L(E, F),, we define T* € L(F*, E*), analogously, and, employing
the identifications £ = E** and F' = F** defined in the same way as above, we have
T =T.

There is a canonical anti-linear isomorphism ¢z : E — E#V = L(E# DM) given by
vp(e)(e*) == e*(e), e € E,, e* € E¥. (Although we will never use it, we point out that

the conjugate bundle E is canonically isomorphic to E# Y via e + (e* + e*(e)).) The
map tx induces an anti-linear topological isomorphism '.(E) — I'.(E#") by applying
it pointwise, which we again denote by ¢p. Its transposd™] wre:D(M;E*) — (T.(E));
is a linear topological isomorphism. We denote by (-,-) the sesquilinear form that
comes from the anti duality of I'.(F) and (I'.(E));; ie. (wr(u),e) = (u,tp(p)),
u € D'(M; E*), p € T.(E). It is straightforward to verify that

(LO,E(f>7SO) :/];/[ Ef,QOj, fELlloc(M;E#)7 SOEFC(E% Where Ef,@jp:: fp(@p)

Furthermore, ¢z uniquely extends to an anti-linear topological isomorphism tg : D'(M; E) —
D'(M; E#V): pick a countable family of charts {(O,, z,)} ez, as in Proposition L.2land
a partition of unity (p,)uez, subordinated to it and define (after identifying E# with

2If 7. X — Y is a continuous anti-linear map, then one can define two transposes: T} : Y/ — X*,
T1(y)(z) ==y (Tz), and Tp : Y* — X', To(y*)(x) := y*(Tx); both of them are linear and continuous
when the spaces are equipped with their respective strong topologies. Here, ¢ g is the first of these
transposes.
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(E#)VV as standard)

(ep(u) ) = D (uh, (puthuy) 0 a"), u€ D (M;E), ¢ € T(E?), ¥io, = 15,

WELy
where (G),...,d}) is the frame for E# induced by the trivialisation ®,, of E over
Oy, namely (&), == V! o0& o®,, , with &, , and ¥, , the linear isomorphisms

induced by the local trivialisations of E' and DM over O, and € the anti-linear map
CF = C, z — 27. A more elegant way to define the extension of ¢z is as follows. Notice

that g+ : E# — EV (we identify E##V with EV) is given by tz#(e*)(e) = e*(e),
e € E,, e* € E¥ (the conjugation comes from the identification of £ with E##) and
it induces an anti-linear topological isomorphism tz# : To(E#) — T.(EY). The de-
sired extension of v is (tg(u), V) = (u,tg+(¥)), ¥ € T(E¥), u € D'(M;E) (after
identifying E# with (E#)VV). In any case, tp restricts to an anti-linear topological
isomorphism ¢ : DY (M; E) — D (M; E#Y) for any closed conic subset L of T*M\0.
Hence, in view of Theorem H.I9, o g restricts to a linear topological isomorphism
we : E(M; E#) — (DF(M;E));. When F is a complexification of a real vector
bundle, £ has a natural operation of conjugation which induces conjugation on EV
and E# by €/(e) = ¢/(€) and e*(e) = e*(€) respectively which, in turn, allows us to
identify EY with E# via €’ — (e — €/(e) = €/(€)) (this is not the same as ¢}, since 1.},
is anti-linear!). This yields that ¢g is just conjugation in this case (since F = EVV);
furthermore for vo g we have (1o g(u),¢) = (u,) which implies that (-,-) is induced
by the standard L2-sesquilinear form. However, when FE is not a complexification of a
real vector bundle, E does not possess conjugation compatible with its almost complex
structure (see [43, Proposition 2, p. 39]) and one can not make these identifications.

If Ae U"(M; E,F) is properly supported, then its adjoint map with respect to the
sesquilinear forms from the respective anti-dualities is defined by Ay : (I'.(F)); —
(C(E))i, (Aou, ) = (u, Ap), u € (Fo(F));, ¢ € To(E). It is customary to in-
tertwine Ay with the tg-maps so it becomes a map on the distribution spaces, i.e.
A* DM F#) — D/(M; E#), A* := 1 Aoto,r, and call A* the adjoint of A in-
stead (the notation A* is also suggestive for this, although not precise since Ag is
the true adjoint); we will always employ this definition and notation for A* through-
out the rest of the article. Then A* € W"(M; F#, E#), A* is properly supported and
o (A*) = o"(A)#, where for v € T'(74. ,, L(E, F)), we denote v# € (75, L(F#, E¥)),
v (p, &) (f*)e = f*(v(p.&)e), e € B, f* € FFf;ie v¥(p,&) = v(p,&)* (of course, after
identifying 5., L(F#, E#),¢) = {(p,€)} x L(FF, E¥) with L(F?, E¥)). If in addi-
tion A € W7, (M; E, F) then A* € W, (M; F#, E¥).

For r € R and W an open conic subset of 7*M\0, we denote by I'nom (75 3, L(E, F)w)
the space of smooth sections a : W — 7., L(E, F)y which are positively homoge-
neous of degree r on W, i.e. pr(a(p,tf)) = t"pr(a(p,§)), (p,&) € W, t > 0, where pt
is the smooth bundle homomorphism pv : 7}, L(E, F) — L(E, F), pe((p,§),T) =T
for ((p,€),T) € 7y, L(E, F)pey = {(p, §)} X L(E,, F},). The principal symbol map o”
induces a surjective linear map " : W}, (M; E, F') = Dhom s (77 L(E, F)7+an\0); for
Ae V. (M;E,F),0"(A) is such that it becomes an element of o"(A) once we modify
it on (any) open neighbourhood U of the zero section in T*M such that U N7yt (K) is

relatively compact for every K CC M. The kernel of ¢" is \I/;;gl(M ; E, F). We denote
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by Wl (M; E, F) the space of all WDOs in W7, (M; E, F') which have compactly sup-
ported kernel. When 7 = 0, 3° induces a surjective linear map o : W3, (M; E, F) —
I'(m& L(E, F)), where mgspy : S*M — M is the cosphere bundle and the latter
space is the space of smooth sections S*M — w&.,,L(E,F) of the pullback vec-
tor bundle 7%.,,L(E, F). The kernel of ¢° is \If;}}g(M ; E, F). For properly supported
A e W, (M;E,F), it holds that 0°(A*) = 0°(A)¥ with the operation # defined
as above but now on wk.,,L(E, F). Notice that ¢° restricts to a surjective linear

map o° : WO (M;E,F) — To(n§yL(E, F)) whose kernel is W_,\ (M;E, F). If
A e U, (M;E,F)and B € W), (M;F,H) is properly supported, then BA also

has kernel with compact support and 6®(BA) = ¢%(B)c%(A); an analogous statement
holds true when composing operators in the other direction. When W is an open sub-
set of S*M, we denote by T.(7k«L(E, F)w) and T'%(7%.,,L(E, F)w) the spaces of
all smooth and continuous compactly supported sections W — 7&.,,L(E, F')y respec-
tively. These spaces are endowed with their respective strict (LF')- and strict (LB)-
space topologies. If A € W9, (M; E, F) is of order ' < 0 at (p,§) € T*M\0 (hence of
order || at (p, £)), then 6°(A) = 0 in a neighbourhood of (p, [£]) € S*M where (p, [£])
is the image of (p, &) under the natural map 7*M\0 — S*M. For an open conic subset
W of T*M\0 and r € R, we denote

Uhgew (M E,F) :={A eV, (M;E F)|Ais of order —o0 at every point of W*}.

phg,c

IfAew, w(M E F) then A* € W7, (M; F# E#). Notice that 0¥ restricts to
a well-defined linear map

0 Wy o (M B, F) — Dol L(E, Py (6.1)

here and throughout the rest of the article we denote by [L] the image of the conic
subset L C T*M\0 under the natural map 7*M\0 — S*M. We point out that (6.1])
is surjective. More generally, given a € I'(7§.,,L(E, F')) with suppa C [W], there is
a properly supported A € \Ifghg(M ; £, F) such that A is of order —oo on W€ and
0°(A) = a. The kernel of @) is W ., (M;E, F). If A € W, (M;E,F) and
B e W), (M; F, H) is properly supported then BA € W9, ., (M; E, H); an analogous
statement holds true when composing operators in the other direction. Notice that all
of the above holds even when W = () if we interpret I'o(7%.,,L(E, F')w)) as the space
of smooth sections with compact support in [W] = () which consists only of the zero
section.

6.1. Generalisation of the microlocal defect measures of Gérard and Tartar.
We devote this subsection to generalising the concept of microlocal defect measures
introduced by Gérard [19, Theorem 1] and Tartar [53, Theorem 1.1] to sequences in
the space DP(M; E) where L is a closed conic subset of T*M\0; i.e. sequences whose
elements are only known to be L2 outside of L. The two main ingredients that will
allow us to show this fact is the duality from Theorem .19, which we will constantly
tacitly apply it from now on, and the generalisations of the Rellich’s lemma we showed
in Section

Before we start, we point out the following consequence of the above considera-
tions. Given A € W9, .(M;E, E¥), Corollary implies that A : DP(M; E) —
ER.(M; E¥) is well-defined and continuous and thus (o g(Au),v), u,v € DP(M; E), is
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well-defined. Furthermore (1o z(A*u),v) = (10,5(Av),u), u,v € DP(M; E).
We need the following variant of [19, Lemma 1.2]; throughout the rest of the article,
M;,(C) stands for the space of k x k complex matrices.

Lemma 6.1. Let O be an open subset of R™ and L a closed conic subsets of O x
(R™\{0}). Let u,u, € DP(O;CF), n € Z, be such that {u,}nez, is bounded in
DP(O;CF) and u, — u in D'(O;CF). If A e WY, 1.(O;C* CF) is such that 0°(A) is
positive semi-definite at every point, then

nh_)rglo Im(A(u, —u),u, —u) =0 and li7£r_1>i£f Re(A(u, —u),u, —u) >0. (6.2)
Proof. The claim is trivial when L = O x (R™\{0}). Assume that L¢ # (). The proof
of the first equality is the same as in [19, Lemma 1.2], but, instead of the Rellich
lemma, one employs Corollary B.5l The proof of the second inequality is also similar
to the proof of [19, Lemma 1.2]; we point out only the notable differences. Denote
a = 0°(A) € D([L]; M(C)), and for arbitrary but fixed § > 0 set b := (61 +a)/? and
¥ := b— 2] with I being the identity matrix; notice that supp b’ = supp a. Pick B’ €
U9, g.c.ne(0; CF,CF) such that ¢°(B’) = /. The difference is that we define B as B :=
Ay(6'/21d +B') where we choose Ay € W0 .(O;C* C*) such that D([L]; M(C)) 3
0%(Ag) = agl with ay smooth, nonnegative and equal to 1 on a neighbourhood of
suppa. Of course B € W9, .(O;CF C*) and 0°(B) = agb = ao(dI + a)*/* and
consequently ¢°(B*B) = da2l + ada = 0a3l + a = o°(0A;Ay + A). Hence, there is
R e \If;ﬁquLC(O; C*,C*) such that B*B = §AjAq + A + R. In view of Corollary 5.5
A3 Ao, B*B : DY(0;CF) — EL.(O;CF) are well-defined and continuous. Notice that
(B*Bu,u) = (Bu,Bu) > 0, u € DP(0;C*). This trivially holds when @ € D(O;CF)
and the general case follows by density (as E%(O;CF) C DP(O;C*)); of course the
same holds with Ay in place of B. Employing this, in the same way as in [19] Lemma
1.2], we deduce the second inequality in the lemma. O

We denote by K(M;M;(C)) the space of continuous functions with compact sup-
port with values in My (C) and equipped with its standard (L B)-space topology; when
k =1 (the complex-valued case) we simply write (M). A Radon measure is a con-
tinuous functional on IC(M;My(C)) (cf. [4, Chapter 3]). The Radon measure 9 €
(IC(M;M;,(C)))" is said to be positive if (,4) > 0 for every ¢ € K(M; M;(C)) which
is positive semi-definite at every point. Every 9 € (K(M;Mj(C)))’ is a matrix of ele-
ments of (K(M))',i.ed = (9);,, 991 € (K(M))', and, for o = (1;,);1 € K(M; M (C)),
the dual pairing is (J,¢) = (99!, 1);,) (of course, it looks like the trace of the product
of ¥ with the transpose of ¢ since that is the dual pairing on the matrices). Each
¥ € (K(M;My(C))) can be viewed as an element of L(K(M), My(C)) by defining
I(p) = (9 ¢));1, ¢ € K(M), and this gives topological isomorphism between the
strong dual (C(M; M (C)));, and L,(K(M); M (C)); some author choose to define the
matrix valued Radon measures as L(K(M), M (C)) (see [19]). In this case, the mea-
sure is said to be positive if for every nonnegative ¢ € K(M), the matrix ((97!, ¢));; is
positive semi-definite (see [15, 19, [49]). Employing similar technique as in the proof of
[19, Proposition A.1], one can show that this definition of positiveness coincides with
the one we give above. We specifically choose to define (K(M;M(C)))" as the space
of matrix-valued Radon measures because it is better suited for a generalisation to
the vector bundle case; we intentionally put the indices in (¢¥%!);; up to hint at the
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geometrical picture given in the main theorem (if one thinks of the elements of E as
vectors, ¥ will be a 2-vector filed, instead of an (1, 1)-tensor field).

We first show our result on the existence of microlocal defect measures in the Eu-
clidean setting. The extensive analysis we have done in the previous sections will now
pay off by allowing us to mimic the main ideas of [19).

Proposition 6.2. Let O be an open set in R™ and L a closed conic subset of O x
(R™{0}). Let u,u, € DP(O;Ck), n € Zy, be such that {u,}nez, is bounded in
DP(0;CF) and u, — u in D'(O;CF). Then there is a subsequence (un,)jez, and a
positive Radon measure O € (K([L]; My(C)))" such that

JILIEO(A(UTL] o U), Up; — U) = <197 JO(A)>7 Ae \Ilphg ch(O; (Ckv Ck)u (63)
and ¥ satisfies (0,¢*) = (0,v), ¥ € K([L]; Mk(C)). Furthermore, 9 is unique in the
following sense: if 0" € (IC([L¢]; My (C)))" is such that (63) is valid for ', then 9" = 9.
Proof. The claim is trivial when L = O x (R™\{0}). Assume that L¢ # (). Since for
every a € D([L];My(C)) there is A € W9 .(O;CF ,C") such that 0°(A) = a, the
unlqueness follows from density. We show the existence. For brevity in notation, set
Uy = Up—u, n € Z,. One can find closed conic subsets L #0,7€Z,, of Ox (R™\{0})
such that prl(L-) is compact and L C int LJH, j € Zy, and ey, Lj = L (cf.

(3:28)). Hence [z]—], j € Z., are compact. Since the closure of D[Lﬁﬂ([LC];Mk((C))
in C[Zj+1]([LC];Mk(C)) contains C[Zj}([LC];Mk((C)), there is a countable dense sub-
set D; of D[Ej+1]([LC];Mk(C)) such that its closure in C[Eﬁﬂ([Lc];Mk(C)) contains

Ciz, ([L]; M(C)). Set D := Ujez, D; and denote D := span(D U {a|a* € D}).
Let a € D and pick A € W9 ;.(O;CF ,CF) such that 0°(A) = a. Since {v,}nez,
is bounded in DP(0;C*), sup,,cz, [(Avn,vn)| < 0o and hence there is a subsequence
(Un, )icz, such that (Av,,, vnl) converges to some Y(a) € C. In view of Corollary 5.5, the
same holds for any other A € U sere (O C*, CF) satisfying 00(;() = a. By employing
diagonal extraction, we can assume the subsequence (v, )icz, is the same for all a € D.
Employing linearity and involutions, we deduce the existence of a linear functional

0:D—C, )= lim (Avy,,vy,), with 0°(A) = a,

satisfying ¥(a*) = U(a). We equip D with the topology induced by IC([L]; Mg(C)). We
claim that 9 is continuous. For each j € Z,, set D = DﬂC i) ([L]; My (C)) and equip
it with the topology induced by Cjz | J([L9]; M (C)). By construction, C[Zj}([LC]; M, (C))
is contained in the closure of 5j+1 in C[Ej+1]([LC]; M, (C)) and [33, Corollary 1, p. 164]

implies that lim 5]- =D topologically; whence, it suffices to show that ¢ is continuous
Jj—00

on D; for each j € Z,. For every j € Z., pick nonnegative b; € D[Ej+1]([LC]) such

that b; = 1 on a neighbourhood of [L;] and choose BjNG WY, .c.ne(O; CF, CF) such that

0°(B;) = b;I, where I is the identity matrix. Let a € D; be self-adjoint at every point

and denote r, := HaHC[gﬂ([LC};Mk((C))- Pick A € W9, ;.(O;CF,CF) such that 0°(A) = a.

Lemma is applicable for r,B; — A € W9, ;.(0;C*,C¥), so we infer ¥J(a) < Cjr,
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with Cj := sup;cz, [(Bjvn,; vn,)| < 00 (of course, ¥(a) € R). Applying this with —a in
place of a, we deduce |¥(a)| < Cjr,. When a € 5]- is arbitrary, we apply the above
to (a+a*)/2 € 15]- and (a —a*)/(2i) € 15]- to conclude [¥(a)| < 2C;r,. Consequently,
¥ : D — C is continuous; whence ¢ € (K([L]; M4 (C)))'.

To show (6.3), let A € WY, ;.(O;C* CF). There is j > 2 such that a := 0°(A) €
D[L [([L]; M(C)). By construction, there are a; € Dj_1, | € Z, such that 4 — a
in Dz ([L7]; Mk(C)). Pick x € C*(R™) such that 0 < x < 1, x(§) = 0 when [¢] <
1/4 and x(&) = 1 when [¢] > 1/2. Define a(x, 5) = x(§a(x,&/|€]) and a(x, &) =
X&) ay(x, E)|ED, 1 € Zy, x € O, £ € R™. Of course, a,q; € S°(O x R™;C*,CF), 1 € Z,.
Notice that both { Bjv,, }hez. and {Bj}vn, thez, are bounded subsets of €’LOC(O; C*) and
thus also of L?*(R™) (see (A20)). Consequently

‘(BJ Op(a)ijnh, ’Unh> — (BJ Op(Zil)ijnh, Unh)‘
= |(Op(5—5l)BjUnt;Unh)| < C| ‘Sl|lgj‘ I|{- >\0l|a aﬁ(a al)||L0<>(R2m M)y 1yl € Ly,
ol+[B8|<q

and, as @, — a in S°(R?*™; C*, CF), we deduce

lim sup |(BJ Op(a)ijnm 'Unh) - (Bj Op(al)ijnh’ U”h)| =0.

l—00 heZ
For € > 0 there is I, € Z, such that for all h € Z, and [ > [. it holds that

Re(B; Op(a;)Bjvy, , vn,,) — € < Re(B; Op(a)Bjvy, , vy, ) < Re(B; Op(a;)B;vy, , Un,) + €,
Im(B; Op(a;) Bjvy,, , vp,) — € < Im(B; Op(a)Bjvy,, v, ) < Im(B; Op(a;)Bjvy,,, vn,) + €.

Since 0°(B; Op(a;) Bj) = a;, by what we proved above, we infer (B; Op(a;) Bjvy, , Un, ) —
(¥, a;), as h — oo, and consequently

Re(¥, a;) — e < hmmf Re(B; Op(a)Bjvy,, , Un,)
< hmsup Re(B; Op(a)Bjvy,,vn,) < Re(V,a;) +¢, 1>1.

h—o00

Im({¥,q;) —e < hmmfIm(B Op(a)B;vn, , Un,)
< limsup Im(B; Op(a) B;jvy, , vpn,,) < Im(,a;) +¢, 1> L..

h—o0
We take the limit as [ — oo. Since (¥, ;) — (¥,a) and as ¢ > 0 was arbitrary, we
deduce

hm (B Op(a)Bjvn, , vn,) = (¥, a).

As 0°(B; Op(a)B;) = a = 0°(A), we have B; Op(a)B; — A € ¥, ,.(0;CF,C*) and
Corollary B.5] yields that (Av,,,v,,) — (¥,a). Now, Corollary .5 also shows that
(A0, Un,) = (0, a) for any other A" € W9, ;.(O; (Ck, C*) satisfying 0%(A’) = a. This
completes the proof of (6.3).

Finally, (9,¢*) = (9,9), ¢ € K([L]; M(C)), holds true since it is true for ¢ € D.
Similarly, (9,1) > 0 holds true for all v € D([L¢]; My(C)) which are positive semi-
definite at every point in view of (6.3) and Lemma and the general case when
¥ € K([L]; M (C)) and it is positive semi-definite at every point follows by density. [
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We say that T’ € 7., L(E, E%), ) is positive semi-definite if T = T# and T'(e)(e) is
a nonnegative density on T,M for all e € E,, (of course, after identifying w&. ,,L(E, E#) 1) =
{(p, [E])} X L(E,, E¥) with L(E,, E¥)),i.e. T(e)(e)(v1,...,Vm) € [0,00) forall vy, ..., vy, €
T, M. The main result of the subsection is the following theorem.

Theorem 6.3. Let L be a closed conic subset of T*M\O and let u,u, € DP(M;E),
n € Zy. If {un}nez, is bounded in DP(M; E) and u,, — u in D'(M; E), then there is
a subsequence (un,)jez, and 9 € (LY(wgy L(E, E#)1)) such that

hm (LO,E(A(unj - U)), Un; — u) = <19> UO(A)>> A€ \ijhg c, LC(M; E> E#)> (64)
j—o0

and O satisfies (9,¢9%) = (9,¢), € TV (% L(E, E¥)1e), and (9,¢) > 0 if ¢ €
D7k L(E, E#)(1q) is positive semi-definite at every point. Furthermore, ¥ is unique
in the following sense: if [64) is valid for ¥ € (T L(E, E¥)(1e))) then ' = 9.

Proof. The proof of the uniqueness is the same is in Proposition [6.20 We show the
existence. For brevity in notation, set v, := u,, — u, n € Z,. Pick a countable locally
finite family of relatively compact coordinate charts (O, z,), i € Z,, that cover M
such that, for each p € Zy, E locally trivialises over O, via @, := ®,, : 75'(0,) —

O, x C*. We denote by (s,,1,...,5,) and (0, ...,0%) the local frames induced by @,
for E and E# over O, respectively; of course o7 (zs,;) = 20/ A", z € C. Denoting by
(sit,....s%) the frame for B’ dual to (sy1, .- ., Suk), we see that (s ®al,);u is a local
frame for L(E E#) over O; for e € E,, (s ®0l,),(e) = s (e)al,, € Ef. As standard,
(e ps (s @ 0l,));4 1s the pullback local frame for m§. ), L(E, E#) over mg.),(0,,). For
each p € Zy, set L, == k,(mri,,(0,) N L) with , as in (&8); L, is a closed conic
subset of 2,(0,) x (R™\{0}). Denote v} , := U, € DP (2,(0)), 5 = 1,...,k,
e ”Zy,, n € Z,; see Proposition Proposition is applicable to any subsequence
of Ty = (V)55 0% ,) € DP (2,(0,);CF), n € Zy, for each u € Z,. We apply
the proposition together with a standard diagonal argument to find a subsequence
(Un,, )nez, and positive Radon measures 9, = (9%7),; € (K([(L,)]; Mi(C)))', p € Zy,
such that

1 (A T) = D" (A)), A€ Wy 010,01 CT). (65)
We are going to glue together the 5“’8 to a continuous functional on I'Y(wk.\, L(E, E#)1)).
Choose a smooth partition of unity (x,).cz, subordinated to (O,)ucz, and, for each
p € Zy, pick nonnegative x; € D(O,) such that x;, = 1 on a neighbourhood of
supp X, For brevity in notation, we set X, := x, 0, " and |, := x}, 0z, Let &, be
the diffeomorphism

Fop s Tinr(Op) = 2u(0,) x S™ 74 R(p, [§d? 1)) = (24(p), &, 7ém>7 (6.6)
where &;da?|, € [¢;da?|,] is such that (&;,...,&,) € S™ ', We define

O TS L(E, E¥)(1q) — C, (9,9) = Z <1§L’j, Xp Ui © /%;1), where

HEZLL

(GRS FO(WS*ML(E E* )ize))s ¢|7r§1M(o @Duvlijg*M(Sg ® UL)-
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It is straightforward to verify that ¢ is well-defined and continuous (notice that supp (X, ¥,.,..;°

A1) cC [(L,)]). The fact (9,¢#) = (1,4) follows from the fact that o7 =

M IWEEM(OM)
Vi (s @0l,) and the corresponding fact about 9, from Proposition Further-
more, if ¢ is positive semi-definite at every point, then (9,¢) > 0 since ¥, p € Z,,

are positive Radon measures.

It remains to show that ¢ satisfies (6.4). Let A € W0 ;.(M;E; E#) and set
a = 0%(A) € To(nh L(E, E#)(1q). Fix an open neighbourhood U of the zero sec-
tion in T*M such that U N 7!, (K) is relatively compact for any K CC M and if
(p,§) € U, then (p,t€) U, for allt > 15 e.g. U == UMeZ+{(p> gldxup) SN AOM | Xu(p) >
0, 227", & < 1}. We modify the pullback of G under the natural map T*M\0 — S*M
in U so as to become a smooth section a : T*M — 7., L(E,E*). Then a €
Sp(T*M; E, E#) and a € 0°(A). For each j1 € Z.,, we have ajp-o, = H;(a“7l7j)71'}*M(Sg®
ol) with a,;; € SP.(2,(0,) x R™), 1,j = 1,... k, and (7., (s @ 0l,));, is the
pullback local frame for 7. ,,L(E, E*) over T*O,. Of course, a,,; is positively ho-
mogeneous of degree 0 outside of x,(m7},,(0,) NU). For each u € Z,, there are
{@,.;}; € SY.(2,(0,) x R™) such that @,,;, [,7 = 1,...,k, are of order —oc in a
conic neighbourhood of every point of L, and T),;; € ¥V~=>°(z,(0,)), l,j = 1,...,k,
such that
(AQO)\OM = Op(au7l7j)(90j oxll) oy UL ""Tu,l,j(goj Oxll) oy, Ufu Y= ijsu,j S FC(EO“)-
Then a,;;—a,.; € Spe(,(0,) x R™), which, in view of the properties of a,,, ;, implies
that a,;; = 0 in W,\k,(772,,(0,) NU) for some open conic neighbourhood W, of L,
in z,(0,) x (R™\{0}). We infer
(AQP)\OH = Op(an)(gpj Ox,jl) Oy U;Z + éu,m’(@pj Ox,jl) Oy U,lp p = (pjs,w- € FC(EOH)a
with @u,l,j € U Yz,(0,)) and @u,l,j is of order —oo in L,, [,7 =1,..., k. Denote

Ao :={p€Z|0,Nmgp(suppa) # 0 or O, Npr;(supp(kernel of A)) # 0};

Ao is finite. Notice that
(LO,E(A'UWL)> 'Umh) = Z (LO,E(XMA(X:/UWL))» 'Unh) + Z (L07E(XMA((1 - X;)Unh))a U"h)'
HEAo uEAo

Since the kernel of A is smooth outside of the diagonal, the operator ¢ — x,A((1 —
X},)¥) has smooth compactly supported kernel and thus it is a continuous map D'(M; E) —

['.(E#). Consequently, the second sum tends to 0 as h — oo. For the first sum, we
infer

Z (L07E(XMA(X:/U7UL))> ,Unh)

HEAo
= Z (Op(iualhl,])(%ruv%h,u)» ,U1l’Lh“u,) _I_ Z (%MQMJ,] (%:LUZL}“‘U,)7 ,U1l’Lh“u,)'
HEAo uEAo

In view of Corollary (.5, the second sum tends to zero as h — oo. There is b, ; €
S¢(x,(0,)xR™) such that Op(Xua,.,5)X), = Op(by.,;). Notice that Op(b,.;) € \I’ghg,c,(Lu)c(xu(Ou))-
Since Xutui; = Xului Xy € 0°(Op(buuy)), from the way we defined a, we infer
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o°(Op(byu1j)) = Xulyuj 0k, where @, ;5 € C(mgly(0,)) are defined by At (0, =

~ . % [ .
(1,55 pr (87 @ 0,). In view of (6.3)), we deduce

Bm Y (Op(Rutut ) (X, ) V) = D (7 Xy 0 i) = (9,4), (6.7)

HEAQ MWEZL
which verifies ([6.4]). This completes the proof of the theorem. O

Remark 6.4. Strictly speaking, v is not a measure because it acts on sections. However,
once we choose coordinates and a trivialisation of the bundle it becomes a measure. To
wit, the fact (¢,1) > 0 for all ¢ positive semi-definite at every point implies that any
coordinate representation of ¢ is a matrix-valued positive Radon measure: Let (z, O) be
any coordinate chart over which E trivialises via @ : 7,'(O) — O x C*, let (7%.,,(s” ®
c'));. be the local frame for 7%. ,, L(E, E*) over O induced by ® (defined as in the proof
of the theorem) and denote Lo := k(r7.t,,(0) N L) with  the total local trivialisation
of T*M over O. Then, ¥ := (% )i; is a matrix-valued positive Radon measure on
[(Lo)?), where 97 € (K([(Lo)<])) is defined by (049, ¢) := (4, ok iy (s @ol)) with
k as in

The support of ¥ contains all information about the directions in [L¢] in which the
convergence u,; — u is not in L?-sense.

Corollary 6.5. Let L, u and (up)nez, satisfy the assumptions in Theorem and
let ¥ and the subsequence (uy,)jez, be as in the claims of the theorem. Let LY be the
inverse image of supp ¥ under the natural map T*M\O0 — S*M. Then

LY CWE({un,}jez,) € LULY), (6.8)

LULY is a closed conic subset of T*M\O and w,, — u in DY o (M;E).

Remark 6.6. Since (by definition!) L) C L¢, (6.8) is equivalent to
LY = WF({un,}jez, )\ L. (6.9)

Although 9 carries similar information as the Sobolev compactness wave front set W F?,
it can be a convenient tool in practice as we show in the next subsection.

Proof of Corollary[6.3. Corollary .7 shows that {uy,};ez, is a relatively compact sub-
set of D,V?/FS({unj}je@)(M; E) and, since u,, — u in D'(M; E),

ue D{/(I]/Fc()({u7lj}j62+)<M; E) and Up; = u in D{/([)/Fg({unj}j62+)<M; E). (6.10)
Set L' := LU L™, The proof that L’ is closed in T*M\0 is straightforward. Once we
show (6.8), (6.10) would imply u,, — u in DY, (M; E).

First we show the second inclusion in (6.8). We may assume L'® = (). Let (po, &) € L,
§o # 0. There is a chart (O, x) about py over which E locally trivialises via @, :
75 (0O) — O x C* and open cones V, V' C R™ such that V C V' U {0}, R™\V" # (),

(p07£0) S {(p7 gldleD) S T*O‘ (517"'7£m) € V} and
{(p,&da'l,) € T*O| (&1, ..., &m) €V} C L. (6.11)

13This fact is not redundant since L(?) is closed in L¢ but not necessarily in T M \O.
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Pick ¢, ¢ € D(R™) such that 0 < ¢,¢ <1,¢=10on VNS™ ! suppp C V', ¢ =1 on
B(0,1/4) and supp ¢ C B(0,1/2). Define b(¢) := (1 — ¢(€))d(£/[€]): b is smooth with
support in V' positively homogeneous of order 0 when || > 1/2 and equal to 1 on
V\B(0,1/2). Pick nonnegative x,x’ € D(O) such that y = 1 on a neighbourhood of
po and X’ = 1 on a neighbourhood of supp y and define

k
A:To(E) = To(E*), Ap =Y xO0pd)((X'¢) oz )oza', peTuE), go=¢s,
=1

where (s1,...,s;) and (o', ..., 0%) are the local frames for E and E* over O induced
by ®,. Clearly, Ae L,C(M; E,E#) and (po, &) € Char A. We also define

phg,c,

k
A :To(E) 5 T(E), Ap:=> xOpd)((x'¢)oroxs, ¢eTlE) po=¢s.

Of course, A" € W), . 1..(M; E, E) and (po,&) ¢ Char A’. We claim that

(to.5(Av), A anox "Op(b) (X o &™) )72@my, v € DP(M;E), (6.12)

with vf € DP (2(0)) as in 22) and Lo as in Remark (cf. Proposition A.2]).
Both the left and the right hand side are well-defined in view of Corollary and the
continuous inclusions . (M; E) C L%, (M; E) C D} (M; E); notice that the right-
hand side is the square of a norm on L2, (M; E) of A'v € L2 (M; E). By plugging
in the definitions of A and A’, it is easy to see that (6I2)) hods true for v € T'.(F).
The general case follows from the fact that .(E) is sequentially dense in DP(M; E)
(Proposition [£9) and Corollary Denoting v,,; := u,; —u, j € Zy, Theorem

gives
(t0,5(Avn, ), A'vn,) = (0,6 (A™ Avy,), vn;) — (0,07 (A" A)) = (9,0 (A) 0" (A)) = 0

since supp 0°(A) Nsuppd = @ = supp o (A’) N supp¥. Employing (6.12), we deduce
that A'v,, — 0 in L2, (M; E) and thus WE?(A'({un, }jez,)) = 0 in view of Corol-
E/WO%E C}oroll;iry B8 now yields WE)({un,}jez.) € Char A and thus (po, &) &

Fc unj icZ. ).

To show Jthe+ first inclusion in 63), let (po,&) & WE?({un,}jez, ), & # 0. If
(po, &) € L, then (po, &) & L. Assume that (po, &) & L” := LUWF?({n, }jez, )- We
claim that (¢9,a) =0, a €T (WS*ML(E E#)ie); this would imply that (pg, &) ¢ LY
(by density). For a € To(mh y L(E, E¥)ne)), ple Ae W pwe(M; E, E#) such that
0°(A) = a. Corollary B3] together with (610) yield that Aw,, — Au in E..(M; E¥)
and Theorem [6.3] gives (0, a) = 0. O

Remark 6.7. When L =, (68) boils down to WE?({u, }jez,) = L™); this result was
shown in [I8]. Even in the case L = (), the corollary improves this result by identifying
that u,;, — u in wa) (M; E). In this case, the result is optimal in the following sense:
if u,, = uin D}),(M; E) for some closed conic subset L' of T*M\0, then Corollary E.7]
together with this result yield that L) C L.
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6.2. The compensated compactness theorem. We are now going to employ the
microlocal defect measures from Theorem to generalise the Gérard-Murat-Tartar
theorem on compensated compactness [44] 45, [51] T9]. We start with a technical lemma.

Lemma 6.8. Let L, u and (uy)nez, Satisfy the assumptions in Theorem[6.3 and let ¥
and (un,)jez, be as in the claims of the theorem. For every a € To(my L(E, E*)1e),
there exists a subsequence of (Un;)jez, , denoted again by (un,)jez, , such that for every
Ae W, (M; E,E¥) satisfying 0°(A) = a it holds that

lim (0, p(Au), un,) = (to,5(Au),u) and  lim (1o g(Aun;),un,) € C. (6.13)
Jj—o00 j—oo

Proof. Let a € Te(mguy L(E, E¥)1e) and pick A € W), .(M; E, E¥) so that ¢°(A) =
a. In view of Corollary 5.5] sup,,c, [(t0,2(Au), u,)| < oo and sup,,cz, |(o,£(Aun), un)| <
oo so there is a subsequence of (uy;)jez, from Theorem [6.3 which we again denote by
(Un;)jez, , such that both lim;_,(0,2(Aw), up,) and lim;_, (10,5 (Atn, ), uy,) exist in C.
If A€ W9, .1.(M; E, E#) is any other WDO satisfying 0°(A’) = a, then both of the
limits exist for A" with the same subsequence in view of Corollary employed with
A —AeV (M E,E*) (for (10,5(AUn,), un,), it is straightforward to show that
(t0,5((A" = A)un,), up,) — (0,6((A" — A)u),u)). It remains to show the first identity
in ([GI3). Take a sequence {¢;}iez, C I'.(E) which converges to u in DP(M; E) (cf.
Proposition [.9). Notice that

Re(to,p(Au), un,;) = Re(to,5(A(u — 1)), un;) + Re(o,z(AYr), un,)
< sup |(co,p(A(u = 1)), un)| + Re(o,p(Ah), un, ).
nesy
Hence lim; o Re(t0,(Au), tn;) < sup,cz, [(to,2(A(u—1)), un)|+Re(to,z(Ar), u) and
consequently (cf. Corollary [B.9]) lim; o Re(to,z(Au), un,) < Re(to,5(Au), u). Doing the
same for —A and Im(t g(+Au), un,), we deduce the first identity in (G.I3). O

For a closed conic subset L of T*M\0 and r € R, we define the l.c.s. H],,.(M; E) :=
H .(M;E)ND,(M;E) equipped with the topology induced by all continuous semi-
norms on Hj, (M; E) and D} (M; E). Clearly, Hy,,.(M; E) is complete. It is contin-
uously and densely included in both H| . (M; E) and D} (M; E) (since I'.(E) is dense
in both spaces) and Hy.ypo0.(M; E) = Hi (M; E) and Hg,  (M; E) = I'(E). For
X € T'.(DM) fixed, set K := supp x and notice that the following map is well-defined
and continuous:

Hjoo(M; E*) — gﬂﬂ;M(K);K(M;E#), U XU (6.14)

Proposition 6.9. Let r € R and let L and L be two closed conic subsets of T*M\0
which satisfy L C L°. Then

P HZ (M E) x Dy(M; E) = D'(M),  (P(u,v),x) = (xu.15()), x € L(DM),

where the last duality is (Ep."(M; E#),D'F(M; E#Y)), is well-defined hypocontinuous
sesquilinear map that restricts to the sesquilinear map

PE") xT(E) = C*(M),  (p,¢) = (p = (). (6.15)
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Proof. In view of ([G.14)), xu € E;."(M; E¥) and hence (xu, tg(v)) is well-defined since
vp(v) € DY (M; E#Y). To show the continuity of P(u,v) : To(DM) — C it suffices to
show that it maps bounded sets into bounded sets since I'.(DM) is bornological. Fix
a bounded subset B of I'.(DM). There is K CC M such that B is a bounded subset
of 'k (DM). Pick relatively compact charts (O,,z,), p=1,...,1, which cover K and
nonnegative ¢, € D(0,) such that ZL:1 ¢, = 1 on a neighbourhood of K and choose
¢, € D(O,) so that ¢, = 1 on a neighbourhood of ¢,. For x € B, write x|0, = X, A™,
Xu € C(0,), and notice that
I

sup [ (xu, ts(v))| < D sup [(pu A" u, @ xutn(v)))]- (6.16)

xEB =1 x€B
Since {(¢,x,)te(v) | x € B} is a bounded subset of D} (M; E#V) (cf. Remark BL5) and
(XA )u € Er."(M; E*), we infer that the right hand side of (6.I6) is finite. This
shows that P(u,v) € D'(M) and hence P is well-defined. To show that P is hypocon-
tinuous with respect to the first variable, fix a bounded subset By of DJ (M; E). Let
B be a bounded subset of I'.(DM). We want to estimate sup,cp, sup,cp [{xt, t5(v))|
by a continuous seminorm of u in HZ_;;OC(M ; E*). With the above notation, (6.10) is
valid for all u € HZ_;TOC(M; E*) and v € Bs. Since {(¢, X, )te(v)|x € B, v € By} is
bounded in D} (M; E#Y) (cf. Remark E3)), sup,ep, sup,ep [(@ A0, @), xute(v))] is a
continuous seminorm of @, A" u in E."(M; E#) and (6.14) implies that it is bounded
by a continuous seminorm of u in Hi;‘oc(M ; E*). To show the hypocontinuity of P
with respect to the second variable, fix a bounded subset B; of HZ_ ’I"OC(M ; E*). For a
bounded subset B of I'.(DM), we again write (6.16). We apply (6.14) and Lemma
to deduce that sup,cp, sup,cp [(opAru, LP;LXMLE(,U)>| < Cusupyep pu(‘PLXuLE(U))
with p, a continuous seminorm on DY (M; E#Y). Now, Remark .5 yields the desired
hypocontinuity. By direct inspection, one verifies that P restricts to (6.15]) and the
proof is complete. O

Remark 6.10. If Q € ¥°(M; E, E*) is properly supported and of order —oo in the
closed conic subset L of T*M\0, Proposition 5.1l and Corollary [5.4] imply that @ :
D;"(M;E)— H 7o (M; E*) is well-defined and continuous for some closed conic sub-

set L of T*M \0 satisfying LCILe Hence, Proposition shows that
D"(M; E) x DY (M; E) = D' (M), (u,v)+— P(Qu,v),
is well-defined hypocontinuous sesquilinear map that restricts to I'(E) x I'(E) —

C(M), (p,¥) = (p = (Qe)p(¥y))-

Remark 6.11. Proposition can be viewed as an extension of the multiplication to
distributions. To be precise, the proposition gives a sesquilinear product. The bilinear
version is the following: for any r € R and L and L two closed conic subsets of T* M \O
which satisfy LC L¢, the bilinear mapping

Po: H' (M:E') x DY(M; E) » D'(M), (Po(u,v),x) = {xu,v), x € [(DM),

’ E;loc
where the last duality is (£7."(M; EV), Df (M; E)), is well-defined and hypocontinuous
and it restricts to I'(E") x I'(E) — C>®(M), (¢,¢) — (p — ¢p(¢,)). This can be
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shown in an analogous way as in the proof of Proposition [6.91 Notice that this result is
neither weaker nor stronger than the Hormander theorem for product of distributions
[28, Theorem 8.2.10, p. 267], [5 Theorem 6.1], since one of the spaces is larger and
the other smaller when compared with the Hérmander theorem. It is passible that a
similar result can be obtained from our theorem on the pull-back (Theorem [£.23]) by
applying similar technique as in [28, Theorem 8.2.10, p. 267] and with that to obtain
information on the Sobolev wave front set of the product (cf. [30, Theorem 8.3.3, p.
190]). We leave this to the reader, as we are not going to need such result.

We are ready to show our generalisation of the compensated compactness theorem.
Our result on the microlocal defect measures together with the theory we developed
before, allows us to adjust the main idea from the proof of [19, Theorem 2] to our
needs.

Theorem 6.12. Let E and F' be two vector bundles over M of rank k and k', L a closed
conic subset of T*M\O satisfying L # T*M\O and a € Iyom (7 py L(E, F')1e) for some
r € R. Let {uy}nez, be a bounded subset of DY (M;E) such that (u,)nez, converges
in D'(M; E) to some u € DP(M; E). Assume that for every (p,&) € L¢ there is an
open conic set W C L° containing it and a properly supported A € VI, (M;E,F)
such that {Au,}nez, is relatively compact in D" (M; F) and 6" (A)w = aw. Let
b € D(mgp L(E, E*)) satisfies suppb C [L] and let B € W), (M; E, E*) be properly
supported, of order —oo in L and 0°(B) = b.

(1) Assume that b = b* and the following implication holds true:

V(p,§) € L, Ve € E,, a(p,§)(e) =0 = b(p,[¢])(e)(e) = 0.
Then, for x € I'.(DM) which is nonnegative at every point, it holds that

lim inf Re(P(Buy, u,), x) > Re(P(Bu,u), x), lim Im(P(Buy,u,), x) = Im(P(Bu,u), x).

(i) Assume the following implication holds true:

V(p,§) € L°, Ve € E,, a(p,§)(e) =0 = b(p, [¢])(e)(e) = 0.
Then P(Buy, u,) — P(Bu,u) in D'(M).

Proof. We start by pointing out that for all properly supported Q € \I/ghg(M B E*)
which are of order —oo in L and all x € [e(DM), we have xQ € W9, ., .(M; E, E¥).

We claim that (i7) follows from (7). To see this, set b := (b + b*)/2 and by :=
(b —b*)/(2¢) and pick properly supported By, By € \Ifghg(M; E, E*) which are of order
—oo in L and ¢°(B;) = b;, j = 1,2. In view of the assumption in (i), we can apply (7)
with +b; and +by. Applying it with b; and —b; we infer that for every x € I'.(DM)
which is nonnegative at every point it holds that

n—oo

When x € I'.(DM) is real-valued, pick x’ € I'.(DM) which is nonnegative at every
point and such that x’ — x is nonnegative at every point and apply (G.I7) with y’ and
X' — x to deduce that ([6I7]) is valid also for x. Employing this to the real and imaginary
part of general y € I'.(DM), we deduce P(Biuy, u,) — P(Byu,u) in D'(M) since every
weakly convergent sequence is strongly convergent in D'(M). Arguing analogously for
by, we deduce the claim in (i7) for By + iBs. Since for each x € I'.(DM), x(By +iBy —
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B) e \If;ﬁg,qLc(M; E, E*), we can invoke Corollary 5.5 to deduce the claim for B.

We now show (7). Since
I (P(Bug, un), x) = Im(t0,6(xBun), tn) = (20) 7" (10,6((xB — (xB)"Jun), tn)
and YB— (xB)* € ¥_! (M; E, E*), Corollary B.5] verifies the second identity in (7).

phg,c,L¢
To show the first inequality, pick a subsequence (u,,);ez, such that

lim inf Re(P(Bun, un), x) = lim Re(P(Buy,, ty,), X)-
n—00 j—oo
We apply Theorem to (tn,)jez, to find ¥ € (LY., L(E, E*)))) and Lemma
B.8to (un,)jez, and xb to extract a subsequence of it, still denoted by (un,);ez, , which
satisfies all of the properties stated in the lemmald. Since a((xB)*) = (xb)* = xb =
0%(xB) and (6.4)) is satisfied with yB, we infer
(9, xb) = Re(?, xb) = lim (Re(LQE(XBunj), Upn;) — Re(vo,z(XBu), ;)

j—o0

— Re (to,5((xB)*u), un,) + Re(to,p(xBu), u))
= ll)m Re(t0,2(XBun,), tn,) — Re(uo,z(xBu), u).
j—oo

Thus, it suffices to show that (¢, xyb) > 0; we show that this holds for all x € I'.(DM)
which are nonnegative at every point. By employing a partition of unity, we see that
it is enough to prove this only for such y which also satisfy supp y € O where (O, )
is a relatively compact chart over which £ and F locally trivialise via ® and ®’. Let
Lo be as in Remark [64] If (Lp)° = ), then the claim is trivial since xb = 0. Assume
thaj (Lo)® # 0. Write x := X 0 2 A%, ajpenr=0 = /@*(&’g)ﬁ}*M(ef ® s;) and b‘”;}M(O) =
K (brj)maepr (€7 @ et) with X € D(2(0)), a5 € C>*((Lo)¢) and by; € C*(x(0) x S™71)
and (ey,...,ex) and (s1,...,Sr) the local frames for F and F over O induced by
® and @ and (e,...,e*) and (e*!,...,e**) the corresponding dual and anti-dual
frames for E' and E* over O; of course, k and & are defined as in (2.7) and (6.6]). Set
@ := (a});; and b := (by;);; and let ¥ := (9"7), ; be as in Remark 6.4 Pick nonnegative

¥ € D([(Lo)?]) such that ¢ = 1 on a neighbourhood of (supp ¥ x S™) N supp b and
set ¢ 1= &*(¢) € D([L] N 7gly,(0)). By employing the assumption in (i), in the same
way as in the proof of [19, Lemma 2.3], one can show that for every & > 0 there is

C. > 0 such that
et [(Lo)] = My(C),  &.(t,.w) = b(t,w) + Ceailt, w) a(t,w) + e,

with [ the identity k x k matrix, is smooth and positive semi-definite at every point
of supp ¥. The properties of ¢ imply

0 < (0, X@.) = (9, xb) + C(0,@apx) + e(d, X¢I).

We claim that (J,a*aY) = 0. Once we show this, the inequality in (i) follows by
letting ¢ — 0T in the above inequality. We employ the assumption in the theorem to
find open conic sets W1, ..., W,y C L°‘NT*0 satisfying supp ¢ C UZ:l [W,] and properly

supported Ay, ..., Ag € VT, (M; E, F) such that a, := 5"(A,) coincides with a on W,,,

MWe point out that 9 depends on the subsequence chosen for the lim inf and hence it depends on
B and y, however, this will not matter since we will only work with the last extracted subsequence.
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p=1,...,d. Pick nonnegative 1, € D([W,]) such that Zﬁzl 2 =1 on supp ). For
each p1 € {1,... d}, define ¢, (t,€) := [¢| 7" 0 A7H(E, £/[E]), (¢, €) € 2(0) x (R™\{0}).
Notice that Zkl_l K () T (87 ®85) € Thom,—r (T g L(F, F)peap o) and pick properly
supported B, € W ' (M; F, F) such that 5" (B,) is this section; of course, (s, .. ., ™)
is the dual frame for F’ induced by ®’. Finally, choose By € \prhg@ 1o(M; F, F#) such
that o%(By) = Ef/ LT (87 ® 0) with (o!,...,0") the frame for F'# induced by
(I;; ;Fhen B,A, € U3 (M, E,F) and (B,A,)*Bo(B,A,) € W), . 1.(M; E, E¥). Notice
tha

phg

0(B,A,) = ¢Mai,l ok o kTl (" ®s;), where a, 000 = af;7l7r}*M(e'l ® ;).

Hence, denoting by (€, ..., ") the frame for E# induced by ®, we infer
0°((BuA,)* Bo(BuAu) = vy Y (aljal ) o k™" o fimy (e @ €).

The assumptions in the theorem together with Corollary[5.5limply that {(B,A,)* Bo(B,A.)tun }nez,
is relatively compact in EX.(M; E#) and consequently

d
0= i 3= (o (%0 (B, Bol By i, =) o, =)
d K k'
- ZZ< (R0 )2 (@al) o kmypy (e @ ) ) = S (I, Kdaar ) = (9, Xba"a),
i=1 h=1 h=1
This completes the proof of the theorem. O

We end the article with a typical application of the compensated compactness the-
orem to D’-sequential continuity of quadratic forms on the set of solutions of second
order PDEs; see [18| [19] 34, [54].

Example 6.13. As before, M is an m-dimensional manifold. Let Vy,...,V, € ['(T'M)
(they are real-valued by definition!). Let A;; € \prhg(M), j,l=1,...,n, and A; €
Ul (M) be properly supported. Let v, v®), f*) € D'(M), k € Z,, satisfy

Z VjAjJVl'U(k) +A40% = f® keZ,, and v —vin D'(M).

jl=1
Denote Ly := {(p,&) € T*M\0|£(V;(p)) = 0,5 = 1,...,n}; clearly Ly is a closed
conic subset of T*M\0. Let L; and Ly be closed conic subset of 7*M\0 which satisfy
WE({f®}yez,) C L1, v € DL (M) and {v™}4ez, is a bounded subset of D! (M).
Setting L := Lo U L U Ly, we clalm that for every properly supported By € \prhg(M )
which is of order —oo in L, it holds that

Z P(A;:Bo(Viv™), Vo) — Z P(A; 1 By(Viv),V;v), as k — oo in D'(M); (6.18)

Jil=1 g l=1

> P(BoAj(Viv™), Vo) — N " P(BoA;(Vw), Viv), as k — oo in D'(M). (6.19)

j,l=1 j,l=1
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Before we show the claims, we point out several things. First, if L = T*M\0, the claims
are trivial since in this case By is a properly supported DO in W~>°(M); of course
this always holds since we can always take L; = Ly = T*M\0, but the result is mean-
ingless! When this is not the case, L # T*M\0 imposes real restrictions on { fi}rez,
and {vg}rez, and the claims state that the convergence will hold once we employ a
UDO that removes the bad part of 7 M: the annihilators of the spaces spanned by the
vector fields at every poin (the set Ly), the place where {fi}rez, are too singular
or do not behave as a relatively compact subset of the Sobolev- —1 distributions (the
set Ly, cf. Corollary 7)) and the place where v and {vj}rez, are too singular or do
not behave like a bounded subset of the Sobolev- 1 distributions (the set Ls). Finally,
A;v™® is irrelevant since it can be absorbed in the right hand side in view of Remark
B2

Notice that (6I9) follows from (6I8]) in view of Corollary and the definition
of P since x(BoAji — AjuBo) € Vo . 1o(M;Car, DM), for all x € Te(DM). To
prove (G.I8)), as we pointed out, we may assume L # T*M\0. Set a;; := 0°(4;,) €
C>®(S*M). Let By be as in the claim and denote by := 0°(By) € C*(S*M). No-
tice that suppby C [L]. Set u® = (Vo® ... V,o®) € DO(M;Cy,), k € Z,,
and u := (Vyv,...,Vv) € DP(M;C%). Consider the properly supported ¥DO Ae
\Ifll)hg(M;C’M,Cg\?"("_l)m) defined as follows: the terms in the last row in the (1 +

n(n — 1)/2) x n matrix of A are > ViAo 205 VijAjn and all of the previ-
ous rows are (0,...,0,V;,0,...,0,=V,,0,...,0) where V; is on [-th place and —V) is
on j-th place, 1 < 1 < j < n. We are going to apply Theorem with this ;I,
a = o' (A) and b := (bpaj;)ju € C(S*M;M,(C)); clearly suppb C [L¢]. We check
that the conditions are satisfied. Notice that Avu(k is given as follows: the last entry is
f® — A;0®) | while the previous are Vi, V]o® 1 <1 < j < n. The assumptions to-
gether with Corollary [£.7] and Remarklmply that {f® — 40® } iz, is a relatively
compact subset of D} '(M). Since [V, V)] € Ul (M), Remark also implies that
{[V;, V" } ez, is relatively compact in D} ' (M). Consequently, {Au®} ez, is rela-
tively compact in D' (M;Cy" "% Let (p,€) € L and z = (zl, 2") € C™ be
such that a(p,§)z = 0 Pick a chart (O, x) about p and write V; = V! &vl andf &dml|p
Set ¢;(p,§) = le»(p)& and notice that a(p,{)z = 0 implies that ¢; (p, )2 = ¢(p, ),
j# L and Y77 a;(p, [§])e;(p, )zl = 0. At least one ¢;(p, &) # 0 since (p,&) & Lo.
Consequently, the first equations imply 2/ = (c¢j(p, &), j = 1,...,n, for some ¢ € C.
If ¢ # 0, plugging this in the last equation, we infer 77, a;,(p, [€])2'27 = 0 (recall,
ci(p,§) eR, j=1,...,n),ie b(p,[&])z-Z=0. When ¢ =0, we have z = 0 and hence
b(p, [£])z -z = 0. Thus, we can apply Theorem [6.12] to deduce (6.1]]).

In a similar way, one can apply Theorem to generalise other results where the
standard compensated compactness theorem plays a key role. We leave such investi-
gations for future research and conclude the article with the following consequence of
Example 613

I5Tf M has a (pseudo-)Riemannian metric, these can be identified with the orthogonal complements
of the spaces spanned by the vector fields.
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Example 6.14. Let (M, g) be a pseudo-Riemannian manifold. Let A € \Ifghg(M TM®
C,TM ® C) and A; € W!'(M) be properly supported and let v,v®, f&) ¢ D'(M),
k € Z., satisty

divy(A(grad, v®))) + Aj0® = f® k ez, and v® = vin D'(M).  (6.20)

Let L; and Ly be closed conic subsets of T*M\0 which satisfy W EY({f®} ez, ) C Ly,
v e DL (M) and {v®™}cz, is a bounded subset of D} (M). Setting L := Ly U Lo, we
claim that for every properly supported B € \I/ghg(M ;TM @ C,TM ® C) which is of
order —oo in L and such that 0°(B) = bIppyec with b € C*°(S*M), it holds that

P(BA(grad, o)), dv™) — P(BA(grad, v),dv), ask— ocoin D'(M).  (6.21)

Notice that all terms are well-defined elements of D'(M) in view of Proposition
(cf. Remark [6.10) since the anti-dual bundle of 7*M ® C is canonically identified with
TM ® C. As before, we may assume that L # T*M\0 since the claim is trivial if L =
T*M\0. Let B and b be as in the claim; clearly supp b C [L¢]. Pick properly supported
B' € WY, (M) such that ¢°(B') = b and is of order —oo in L. Let {(Oy, )} ez, be
a locally finite cover of M of relatively compact charts. Let (¢,)cz, be a partition
of unity subordinated to this cover and choose ), ¢) € D(O,) such that ¢/ =1
on a neighbourhood of supp ¢, and ¢;; = 1 on a neighbourhood of supp cpu Notice
that the operator B, : D(0,) — D(O,), Bj = ¢, B' (1), belongs to ¥, (0,)
and is of order —oo in 7%0, N L. Furthermore, the operator Au,l : D(0O,) — D(0O,),
Ai,l(w) = dxi(@&A(goZ@b%)) belongs to \I/phg (Oy). Write gjo, = gw,ld:cﬂ ® dxf“

|gu| = | det(g,.;1);1| and denote by (g7');; the inverse of (g,,;);. Notice that

div, (ap:LA(cpZ grad, v(k))) = divg(gpLA(gradg v(k))) — div, (gpLA((l — gpﬁ) grad, v(k))) )

The set {divy(¢, A((1 — ;) grad, v*¥)))}rez, is relatively compact in Dy (M) since
¢, A(1 — ¢}) has smooth compactly supported kernel. For u € D'(M;TM ® C), we
employ the notation u/, € D'(0,), (u),,¢) := (u, pdzl,), ¢ € I',(DO,). Notice that

0, - .
—£ (A(grad, U(k)))i + ¢!, divy(A(grad, ™)), on O,..

Oxy,

divg(goLA(gradg v(k))) =

Hence, in view of the assumptions and Remark[5.2] we conclude that {div, (), A(¢]; grad, V")) ez,
is a relatively compact subset of D{F_*lom .(0,,). Since

: / " a 8
leg(SDMA(QDM gradg U(k))) = | N| 1/2 81’ (|gﬂ|l/2 ‘ZLl (gzha h (k))) 9 on OU’
“w

we infer that -= (AJ (gl 8xhv(k))) is a relatively compact subset of D'T_IO AL(0L).
Hence, we can apply the claim (6.19) from Example 613 with B;, to deduce

0 0 0 0
P B A Lh (k)) ,— (k‘)) S P (B’ Al < Lh_Z_ ) ,— ) , in D'(0,).
< e, <g,u &L’ZU 82[‘{11) et g,u &L’ZU axﬂv m ( H«)

Consider the ¥DO B, : To(TO, ® C) — T,(TO, ® C), B,(x'-%) = B, (x’)5%. Of
course, it is in W9, (0,; 70, ® C,TO, ® C) and is of order —co in T*O,, N L. In view

phg,c
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of the definition of P, we infer

P (éu (apLA(ng grad, v(k))) ,gpLdv(k)> — P (Eu (gpLA(ng grad, v)) ,gpLdv) ., in D'(O,).
) ) (6.22)
Since 0°(¢,B) = ¢°(B,,) in T*O,,, we have ¢, B— B, € V! (0,;T0,®C,TO, ®C)

phg,c
and is of order —oo in 70, N L. Hence, Corollary 5.5 implies that (6.22) holds true but

with ¢, B in place of Eu- The operator ¢, B(1 — goL) has smooth compactly supported
kernel, whence

P(puBA(p), grad, o)), gpjidv(k)) — P(puBA(#), grad, v), p,dv), in D'(M).
Similarly, as ¢, BA(1 — @Z) has a smooth compactly supported kernel, we infer
P(puBA(grad, v™), ), dv®) — P(p,BA(grad, v),¢,dv), in D'(M).
In view of the definition of P, this immediately implies (6.21]).
In the special case when A = Id, (6.20) becomes

Ap® + AW = B Lez,. . and o® — v in D'(M), (6.23)
where A, = div, grad, is the geometric Laplacian. In this case the claim is
P(B(grad, ™)), do®) — P(B(grad,v),dv), ask — oo in D'(M). (6.24)

For real valued v, notice that P(grad,,dy) = g(grad,,grad, ). Hence, in the
special case of a 1 + 3 Lorentzian manifold, the quadratic form in (6.24) is a pseudo-
differential modification of the Lagrangian of v without an external potential.

APPENDIX A. THE OPTIMALITY OF THE CONDITIONS IN THEOREM [3.21]

Proposition A.1. Let n,m,k € Z, be such that kK < m and k < n and define the
following linear map of rank k:

f:R™=R",  f(z1,...,2m) = (21,...,2x,0,...,0).

(1) The map f* : C*(R™) — C*(R™) does not extend to a continuous mapping
[ HZ(R™) = D'(R™) for any ry < (n —k)/2.
(ii) The map f* : C*°(R") — C*(R™) does not extend to a continuous mapping
: — D= ro—r < (n— or any closed conic subset
*LH2(RY) = DIR™) § k)/2 y closed conic subset L

of R™ x (R™\{0}) which satisfies
({Om} X ((Rk X {Om—k})\{om})) \Z 7£ @ (A’l)

In particular, f* does not extend to a continuous mapping f* : D7*(R") —
D7 (R™) if rg =11 < (n—k)/2 for any closed conic subset L of R™ x (R™\{0})
which satisfies LN Ny = 0 and ({0,} x ({nj} x R"*)) N L = 0 for some
1o € RF\{0}.

Proof. Throughout the proof, for ¢ € Z, we denote by 9, the d-distribution on R?. We

first make the following preliminary observation. For s > 0, we claim that the tempered
distribution (D)~%¢, = F~1({-)7*) € §'(R?) is given by

]-"_1(<->_8)(y) - W /OOO t(s_q_z)/Qe_te_w‘Q/(‘lt)dt, y € R1\{0}. (A.2)
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Denote by u{” (y) the right-hand side of (A.2). We first show that u'? is smooth outside
of the origin. For |y| > & > 0, we have

ly|? ly|? ly|? ety
LA LA YLy 22 91 A3
a _8t+2+8t+2_8t+2+2 (A-3)

Since the derivatives with respect to y of the integrand in (A.2) are finite sums of
terms of the form Cy'tete~W*/U0 for some l e N, C;A € R, (A3) implies that
u? e C>*(R9\{0}); ([(A3) also yields that 0 < ul ( ) < C.e W2 |y| > . Notice that
(t,y) — t=1D2e~te=lv?/(40) helongs to L'(R, x RY) (integrate first with respect to
y). This yields u{ € L'(R9) and, in view of the fact F(e~I") = 79/2e~1*/4, we infer

‘/’.'(qu)>(£) — F(Sl/2) /OOO ts/2—16—(1+|§|2)tdt _ <£>—s7 ¢ e R,

which shows ([A.2)). Throughout the proof we continue to employ the notation ul? for
FH({-)7*). We claim that

oul? e S(RY) for any ¢ € Dy~ (RY) satisfying ¢ = 0 on a neighbourhood of 0.
(A4)

To verify it, notice that 80‘(g0u8 )) is a finite sum of terms of the form
C’ylaﬁgp(y)/ e te WP/ gt for some B < a,leN, C;\eR.
0

Hence, (A3) implies pu'? € S(RY). Finally, we point out that u{” € C(R?) when s > q.
Throughout the rest of the proof, for z € R™, we denote z = (2/,2"), with 2/ € RF
and z” € R™*. Similarly, for y € R®, we denote y = (y/,y"), with ¢/ € R* and
y" € R"*_ We first address (i). Pick any ¢ € D(R*)\{0}. By construction, p@u" E
H 2(R") since 5, < (n — k)/2. Choose nonnegative ¢» € D(R"*) such that (0) >
and [o. , ¥(y")dy"” =1 and define ¢;(y") = j" o (jy"), y" € R**, j € Zy. Clearly
e W xy) =5 o ufl P as j — oo in H™2(R™) and hence in H2(R") as well.
Notice that (2@ (10 » 45)) = (w3 x ) 0)p © Ln-v. Since

LR 1 —1 =t =1y 2/ (A852) )y (o m
* t dtd
n k w,?( ) F((n_ k)/2)2n_k7r(n_k)/2 //R+XRnk e e w(y ) Yy

and the sequence of functions in the integral is pomtw1se increasing with respect to 7,
we can apply monotone convergence to deduce u k ) 1;(0) — oo as j — oo. Hence

[ e ® (u fl . *1;)) does not converge in D'(R™) and the proof of (i) is complete.

We turn our attention to (ii). Assume that f* extends to a continuous mapping
f* HZ2(R") — Dgl (R™) for some 7y, ro and L as in (i7). Then (i) implies ro >

(n k)/2, which, in view of 7 — 1 < (n — k)/2, implies r; > 0. Pick 7}, > r5 such that

h—r1 < (n—k)/2. Clearly, u ,Zr p € H™ (R™). Let (1;);ez, be a d-sequence as before
but defined on R™ instead. Of course, 1 *xu ,in P u(ﬂrn Jo in H™(R™). We claim that

[ (Y *u ,+n/2) — cou(,irk nj2 ® Lgm-r in D'(R™) with

co :=T(ry/2+ k/2 — n/DT(ry/2 + n/4) 12k ngk=m)/2 5
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and, by assumption, in Dgl (R™) as well. Let ¢ € D(R™) be arbitrary and notice that

Y _ 1
<f (w U ’+n/2) §0> - F(Té/2 +n/4)2nﬂ-n/2

. /// t(ré_%_2)/2€_t€_‘xl‘z/(4t)6_|y”l|2/(4tj2)w(y)g0(l'/ + y,/j, l'”)dtd[lj'dy
Ry xR™ xR"™

It is straightforward to check that the integrand is dominated pointwise by a function
in LY(R, x R™™) for all j and hence we can apply dominated convergence to deduce

1 /_n /12
i — (ro—=5-2)/2 o=t ,—|2'|7/(4t)
}EEO(JC (%*u ’+n/2) ) T(rh/2 + n/4) 2772 //Ethmt e €€ p(x)dtdz.

This shows that f*(¢; * u ,+n/2) — cou(lflk nj2 @ 1gm-r weakly in D'(R™) and hence

also in the strong topology (since D(R™) is Montel | . We deduce uTZ)Jrk_n 1o ® lgm-x €
D'Z” (R™). We show that this leads to a contradiction. We only consider the case k <
m, since the case k = m can be treated analogously. There is & € S*7! such that
(O, &0y On—i) & L. Choose an open neighbourhood O of the origin in R™ and an open
cone V =R, (B(&),¢) X B(Op_p, €)) with 0 < & < 1/2 such that (O x V)N L = 0. We
can choose O = O x Oy with O and O, open balls both with radii g > 0 and centres
at the origins in R¥ and R™~*. Take ¢y € D(R) such that 0 < ¢y < 1, () = ¢o(—N),
$o =1 on [—2¢/2,e0/2] and supp ¢o C (—¢o, €0). Set p1(z') := do(|2’]), 2’ € R¥; clearly
©1 € D(RF) with supp 1 C O;. Pick s € D(R™*)\{0} with supp ¢ C O,. Let V| be
the open cone R, B(),£/2) in R* and notice that {¢" € V; | |€/] > 1} x B(0,,_1,2/2) C
V. Denoting ¢ := ¢1 ® ¢y, we infer (cf. Corollary B.5])

505 [ 1000 Tan ORI

> [ R, )€ / Fioa(€) e,
Vi, [€71>1 B(0,e/2)

Since @9 has compact support, Fp, is entire and hence the very last mtegral is strictly

positive. As ()" F(p1u ]flk ny2) € L2(B(0k, 1)), we deduce ()" F (¢ 1! ,+k n2) € L2(V1).
Notice that F(p 1u(]f)+k ) (PE) = }"(aplu(lflk w2 (&), & € R* & € O(k). Hence, the

above together with the compactness of the unit sphere yields that (-)™ F(¢oqu ,)Jrk ny2) €

L*(R¥). In view of (A4, the latter implies that ()Tlfu(lf% 2 € L*(R¥) which is
straightforward to check that it is not true.

Since H?(R™) C D7?(R") continuously, the second part of (i7) follows from applying
the first part with L := f*L; the conditions on L imply that f*L satisfies (A.I) in view
of (353). This completes the proof. O
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