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SPACES OF DISTRIBUTIONS WITH SOBOLEV WAVE FRONT IN

A FIXED CONIC SET: COMPACTNESS, PULLBACK BY SMOOTH

MAPS AND THE COMPENSATED COMPACTNESS THEOREM

STEVAN PILIPOVIĆ AND BOJAN PRANGOSKI

Abstract. We consider the space D′r
L (M ;E) of distributional sections of the smooth

complex vector bundle E → 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
Hörmander about the pullback on the space of distributions with C∞ wave front set
in L. We employ an idea of Gérard [18] to extend the Kolmogorov-Riesz compactness
theorem to D′r

L (M ;E) and we characterise its relatively compact subsets. We study
the continuity properties of pseudo-differential operators when acting on D′r

L (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 inD′0

L (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
Hörmander in [14] in their analysis of propagation of singularities of solutions of PDEs.
Together with the C∞ wave front set previously introduced by Hörmander, it became
an indispensable tool for classifying the singularities of solutions of PDEs; see [22, 31,
55, 56] and the references therein for various generalisations and their applications.
In [28, Section 8.2] (see also [26, Subsection 2.5]) Hörmander introduced a notion of
convergence of sequences in the space D′L(U) consisting of all distributions on U ⊆ Rn

whose C∞ wave front set is contained in the closed conic subset L of U × (Rn\{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 ∗ : D′L(U) → D′f∗L(O) whenever
f ∗L (the pullback of L) does not intersect the set of normals Nf of f . If one writes the
natural locally convex topology on D′L(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, 8], 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′L(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′rL (U) consisting
of distributions that have Sobolev wave front set of order r ∈ R in L. Notice that this is a
refinement of the result onD′L(U) because of the well-known algebraic identity D′L(U) =⋂
r∈R D

′r
L(U). One expects that there will be a loss of regularity since this happens in

the simplest examples when considering restrictions of Hr
loc (the local Sobolev space of

order r ∈ 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′rL(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:

(i) The pullback f ∗ : D′r2L (N) → D′r1f∗L(M), with f :M → N smooth and satisfying
L ∩ Nf = ∅, is well-defined and continuous for appropriately chosen r2 and
r1. When f has constant rank, we show that the conditions on r2 and r1 are
essentially optimal.

(ii) The algebraic identity D′L(M) =
⋂
r∈RD

′r
L (M) becomes topological when we

interpret the right hand side as the projective limit. The algebraic identities
D′r∅ (M) = Hr

loc(M) and D′rT ∗M\0(M) = D′(M) also become topological.

(iii) Given a properly supported pseudo-differential operator A of order r0, the
linear map A : D′rL (M) → D′r−r0L (M), which is well-defined by the results
of Duistermaat and Hörmander [14], becomes continuous. When A is ellip-
tic (or better yet, non-characteristic in (T ∗M\0)\L), we show a priori esti-
mates for A which reduce to the well-known a priori estimates for elliptic
A : Hr

loc(M) → Hr−r0
loc (M).
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Inspired by ideas from [21, Chapter 7] and [8], we also identify the strong dual of
D′rL (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, ξ) ∈ T ∗M\0 | (p,−ξ) 6∈ 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
loc which

contains the directions in the cotangent bundle where the sequence does not behave like
a relatively compact subset of L2

loc (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

loc. In the context of the topology we introduce
on D′rL (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

loc, we
employ the Hr

loc compactness criterium. Then we show that:

(iv) This wave front set with index r 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′rL′(M). In
effect, it gives a convenient and computational characterisation of the relatively
compact subsets of D′rL (M).

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

(v) A generalisation of the Rellich lemma for the spaces D′rL (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 D′rL (M) and Hr
loc(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] 1. 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, 12, 17, 20, 46, 48] and the references therein. We also refer to the works of Lions
[39, 40, 41, 42] where he introduced the related concentration-compactness method
for solving minimisation problems in the calculus of variations. Broadly speaking, for
a bounded sequence (uk)k∈Z+ in L2

loc(U) which converges to u ∈ L2
loc(U) in D′(U),

the microlocal defect measure associated to (uk)k∈Z+ is a positive Radon measure on
U ×Sn−1 whose support contains the directions where {uk}k∈Z+ does not behave like a
relatively compact set in L2

loc(U). Our results naturally lend themselves for generalising
this to the case when one only knows that u, uk ∈ D′0L (M), k ∈ Z+, and {uk}k∈Z+ is
bounded in D′0L (M). In this case, the microlocal defect measure is only defined in the

1For the reader familiar with the theory, we point out that one can always extract convergent
subsequence of a relatively compact sequence in D′r

L (M) since we show that the bounded subsets of
D′r

L (M) are metrisable although D′r
L (M) in general is not.
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directions outside of L and we show that ukj → u in D′0L′(M) where L′ is the union of
L and the directions in the support of the microlocal defect measure and (ukj)j∈Z+ is
a subsequence of (uk)k∈Z+.

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, uk ∈ L2

loc, k ∈ Z+,
be as above but with values in CN and let A and Q be properly supported polyhomoge-
neous matrix valued ΨDOs of orders r and 0 and principal symbols a and q respectively.
If {Auk}k∈Z+ is relatively compact in H−rloc and q satisfies a weak Legendre-Hadamard
condition q(x, ξ)z · z = 0 for those (x, ξ) and z ∈ CN which satisfy a(x, ξ)z = 0, then
Quk · uk → Qu · u as distributions. As before, our generalisation is that one can take u
and uk to be in D′0L . We point out that this is not a trivial generalisation since even the
products Quk · uk and Qu · u are meaningless a priori; moreover, one can not employ
Hörmander’s definition of products of distributions to defined them because we only
have information on the Sobolev wave front sets of u and uk. However, as a byproduct
of our results, we show that the sesquilinear map (v1, v2) 7→ Qv1 ·v2 on smooth functions
uniquely extends to a hypocontinuous sesquilinear map on D′0L if Q is of order −∞ at
every point of L and then we show that Quk · uk → 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 Lp 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′rL and show several key results in open sets of Rn. Sections
4 and 5 contain our main results on the spaces D′rL , r ∈ R, on general smooth complex
vector bundles as well as the continuity properties of pseudo-differential operators when
acting on these spaces. Section 6 is devoted to the applications. Finally, in Appendix
A 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(ξ) =
∫
Rn e

−ixξf(x)dx, f ∈
L1(Rn). Throughout the article, B(x, r) will stand for the open ball with centre at x
and radius r > 0. As standard, 〈x〉 := (1 + |x|2)1/2, x ∈ Rn. For any open set O in a
topological space, K ⊂⊂ O means that K is compact and K ⊆ O. If B is any subset
of a topological space, we denote by 1B the indicator function of B, i.e. 1B(x) = 1
if x ∈ B and 1B(x) = 0 when x 6∈ B. For a C1 map f : O → Rn, with O an open
set in Rm, we denote by f ′(x) the derivative of f at x ∈ O and, when n = m, we set
|f ′|(x) := | det(f ′(x))|, x ∈ O. As standard, we denote R+ := {t ∈ R | t > 0} and, for
B ⊆ Rn, we set R+B := {tx ∈ Rn | t > 0, x ∈ B}; clearly R+B is a cone in Rn. Given a
smooth manifold M , T ∗M\0 stands for the cotangent bundle T ∗M without the image
of the zero section. A subset L of T ∗M\0 is said to be conic if it satisfies (p, ξ) ∈ L,
ξ ∈ T ∗pM , implies (p, tξ) ∈ L, for all t > 0. Given a conic subset L of T ∗M\0, we denote
by Lc the complement of L in T ∗M\0. When M is an open subset U of Rn we will
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always canonically identify T ∗U with U×Rn and consequently, T ∗U\0 = U×(Rn\{0})
and, for a conic set L, Lc = U × (Rn\{0})\L. Furthermore, for a conic subset L of
T ∗M\0 (or of U × (Rn\{0})), we denote Ľ := {(p, ξ) ∈ T ∗M\0 | (p,−ξ) ∈ L}.

Let U be an open set in Rn. 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 WF (u) of
U × (Rm\{0}) defined as follows: (x, ξ) ∈ U × (Rn\{0}) does not belong to WF (u)
if there are an open cone V ⊆ Rn containing ξ and ϕ ∈ D(U) satisfying ϕ(x) 6= 0
such that qν;ϕ,V (u) := ‖〈·〉νF(ϕu)‖L∞(V ) < ∞, ν > 0; see [28, Section 8.1]. Given
a closed conic subset L of U × (Rn\{0}), set D′L(U) := {u ∈ D′(U) |WF (u) ⊆ L}.
Throughout the article D′L(U) will always carry the following locally convex topology
introduced in [8]: the topology defined by all continuous seminorms on D′(U) together
with all seminorms qν;ϕ,V where ϕ ∈ D(U) and V is a closed cone in Rn such that
(suppϕ× V ) ∩ L = ∅; we refer to [8, 5] for the topological properties of D′L(U).

We denote by Hr(Rn) the standard Sobolev space of order r ∈ R on Rn, i.e.
Hr(Rn) := {u ∈ S ′(Rn) | 〈·〉rFu ∈ L2(Rn)}.

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 Lb(X, Y ) this space equipped with the strong operator topology. When
X = Y , we simply write L(X) and Lb(X). Of course, X ′ is the dual of X and X ′b
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 manifold2. The σ-algebra of Lebesgue measur-
able sets on M can be unambiguously defined by declaring a set X to be Lebesgue
measurable if x(X ∩ O) is Lebesgue measurable for each chart (O, x); the notion of a
negligible set (nullset) in M is unambiguous since they are diffeomorphism invariant.

Let (E, πE ,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 TM and T ∗M
which are real and smooth. We denote by Ep the fiber over p ∈ M , i.e. Ep := π−1E ({p}),
and, for an open set O in M , EO stands for the restriction of E to O. For l ∈ N∪{∞},
we denote by Γl(E) the Fréchet spaces of l-times continuously differentiable sections,
while Γlc(E) stands for the space of compactly supported l-times continuously differ-
entiable sections equipped with its standard strict (LF )-space topology; when l <∞,
Γlc(E) is in fact a strict (LB)-space. For K ⊂⊂ M and l ∈ N ∪ {∞}, we denote
ΓlK(E) := {ϕ ∈ Γl(E) | suppϕ ⊆ K} and recall that it is a closed subspace of both
Γl(E) and of Γlc(E) and they induce the same Fréchet topology on it; when l < ∞,
ΓlK(E) is in fact a Banach space. When l = ∞, we will simply denote these spaces by
Γ(E), Γc(E) and ΓK(E) respectively. Given another vector bundle (F, πF ,M) of rank
k1, (L(E, F ), πL(E,F ),M) stands for the smooth complex vector bundle of rank kk1
whose fibres are L(E, F )p := L(Ep, Fp), p ∈M . We denote by E ′ the dual bundle to E,
i.e. E ′ := L(E,CM) where CM := M × C is the trivial line bundle. As standard, DM
stands for the complex 1-density bundle over M with fibres DTpM , p ∈M . With E as

2Manifolds are always assumed to be second-countable.



6 S. PILIPOVIĆ AND B. PRANGOSKI

before, we denote by E∨ the functional dual bundle over M : it is the smooth complex
vector bundle with total space E∨ := L(E,DM). Notice that (E∨)∨ is canonically iso-
morphic with E. The space of distributional sections D′(M ;E) of E is the strong dual
of Γc(E

∨) and the space of distributions D′(M) on M is the strong dual of Γc(DM).
Similarly, the space of distributional sections with compact support E ′(M ;E) is the
strong dual of Γ(E∨) and the space of distributions with compact support E ′(M) is the
strong dual of Γ(DM). When E is the trivial k-bundle Ck

M :=M ×Ck over M , (Ck
M)∨

can be identified with the Whitney sum bundle DM ⊕ . . .⊕DM︸ ︷︷ ︸
k

:

(Ck
M)∨p ∋ T 7→ (p, T (1, 0, . . . , 0), . . . , T (0, . . . , 0, 1)) ∈ {p} ×DTpM ⊕ . . .⊕DTpM︸ ︷︷ ︸

k

.

Employing this identification, we have

D′(M ;CM) = D′(M) and, in general, D′(M ;Ck
M) = D′(M)k = D′(M)× . . .×D′(M)︸ ︷︷ ︸

k

;

analogously, E ′(M ;Ck
M ) = E ′(M)k. The continuous inclusion Lploc(M ;E) → D′(M ;E),

1 ≤ p ≤ ∞, is given by f 7→ 〈f, ·〉, with 〈f, ϕ〉 :=
∫
M
[f, ϕ], ϕ ∈ Γc(E

∨), where [f, ϕ]
stands for the measurable section of DM given by [f, ϕ]p := ϕp(fp), a.a. p ∈M .

As standard, we denote by Hr
loc(M ;E) and Hr

comp(M ;E) the spaces of local and com-
pact Sobolev sections of E of order r. We recall that Hr

loc(M ;E) is a reflexive Fréchet
space, Hr

comp(M ;E) is a reflexive strict (LB)-space, the strong dual of Hr
loc(M ;E) is

H−rcomp(M ;E∨) and the strong dual of Hr
comp(M ;E) is H−rloc (M ;E∨). For K ⊂⊂ M , we

denote Hr
K(M ;E) := {u ∈ Hr

loc(M ;E) | supp u ⊆ K} and we recall that Hr
K(M ;E) is

a closed subspace both of Hr
loc(M ;E) and of Hr

comp(M ;E), both of them induce the
same topology on Hr

K(M ;E) and with this topology Hr
K(M ;E) is a Banach space.

Furthermore, H0
loc(M ;E) = L2

loc(M ;E) and H0
comp(M ;E) = L2

comp(M ;E).
If u ∈ D′(M) and (O, x) is a chart on M then we define ux ∈ D′(x(O)) by

〈ux, φ〉 := 〈u, (φ ◦ x)λx〉, φ ∈ D(x(O)), (2.1)

where λx is the unique section of DO which satisfies λx( ∂
∂x1
, . . . , ∂

∂xm
) = 1; we will

always denote this section by λx. Let (O, x) be a chart inM and Φx : π
−1
E (O) → O×Ck a

local trivialisation of E over O. Denote by Ψx : π
−1
DM (O) → O×C the local trivialisation

of DM over O given by Ψx(zλ
x
p) = (p, z), p ∈ O, z ∈ C. Let Φx,p : Ep → Ck and Ψx,p :

DTpM → C, p ∈ O, be the induced isomorphisms. We define the frame (σ1, . . . , σk)
for E∨ over O by (σj)p := Ψ−1x,p ◦ ǫ

j ◦Φx,p, p ∈ O, j = 1, . . . , k, where ǫj : Ck → C is the

map ǫj(z1, . . . , zk) = zj ; we call (σ1, . . . , σk) the induced frame by Φx. With its help,
for each u ∈ D′(M ;E), we can define ujΦx

∈ D′(x(O)), j = 1, . . . , k, by

〈ujΦx
, φ〉 := 〈u, (φ ◦ x)σj〉, φ ∈ D(x(O)). (2.2)

Notice that 〈u, ϕ〉 = 〈ujΦx
, ϕj ◦ x−1〉, u ∈ D′(M ;E), ϕ ∈ Γc(E

∨
O),

3 where ϕ = ϕjσ
j. If

(U, y) is another chart on M that has non-empty intersection with O and over which
E locally trivialises via Φy : π

−1
E (U) → U × Ck, then

ujΦy
= (τ jl ◦ y

−1)(x ◦ y−1)∗ulΦx
in D′(y(O ∩ U)), (2.3)

3(E∨)O = (EO)
∨ and we denote it simply by E∨

O.



SPACES OF DISTRIBUTIONS WITH SOBOLEV WAVE FRONT IN A FIXED CONIC SET 7

where τ = (τ jl )j,l : O ∩ U → GL(k,C) is the transition map: it is the unique smooth
map that satisfies Φy ◦ Φ

−1
x (p, z) = (p, τ(p)z), p ∈ O ∩ U , z ∈ C

k. If (ρ1, . . . , ρk) is the
frame for E∨ over U induced by Φy, it holds that

ρj = (|(y ◦ x−1)′| ◦ x)τ jl σ
l on O ∩ U. (2.4)

If N is another manifold and f : N → M a smooth map, f ∗E stands for the pullback
bundle. It is a smooth complex vector bundle of rank k over N with total space f ∗E :=⋃
p∈N{p} ×Ef(p) and equipped with the topology induced from N ×E. The fibre over

p is {p}×Ef(p), the projection is πf∗E(p, e) = p, e ∈ Ef(p), and the local trivialisations
are defined as follows. For each local trivialisation Φ : π−1E (O) → O × Ck of E define
a local trivialisation f ∗Φ : π−1f∗E(f

−1(O)) → f−1(O)× Ck, f ∗Φ(p, e) = (p,Φf(p)e). The

pullback map f ∗ : Γl(E) → Γl(f ∗E), f ∗ϕ(p) := (p, ϕ◦f(p)), p ∈ N , is well-defined and
continuous for all l ∈ N ∪ {∞}.

2.2. Pseudo-differential operators. As standard, for r ∈ R, 0 ≤ δ ≤ ρ ≤ 1 and δ <
1, we denote by Srρ,δ(R

2n) the Hörmander class of global symbols on R2n [27]: it is the

Fréchet space of all a ∈ C∞(R2n) which satisfy supx,ξ∈Rn〈ξ〉−r+ρ|α|−δ|β||∂αξ ∂
β
xa(x, ξ)| <

∞, α, β ∈ Nn. The pseudo-differential operator with symbol a ∈ Srρ,δ(R
2n) is defined

by

Op(a)ϕ(x) :=
1

(2π)n

∫

Rn

eixξa(x, ξ)Fϕ(ξ)dξ, ϕ ∈ S(Rn). (2.5)

It is a continuous operator on S(Rn) and it extends to a continuous operator on S ′(Rn).
Furthermore, when r = 0, Op(a) is continuous on L2(Rn) and the mapping S0

ρ,δ(R
2n) →

Lb(L2(Rn)), a 7→ 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 ρ = 1 and
δ = 0 and we will always denote this space by Sr(R2n) 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 Rn,
the local symbol space Srloc(U ×Rn) is the Fréchet space of all a ∈ C∞(U ×Rn) which
satisfy

sup
x∈K, ξ∈Rn

〈ξ〉−r+|α||∂αξ ∂
β
xa(x, ξ)| <∞, α, β ∈ N

n, K ⊂⊂ U (2.6)

(we will only use the variant when ρ = 1 and δ = 0). Furthermore, S−∞loc (U × R
n) :=⋂

r∈R S
r
loc(U ×Rn) equipped with its natural Fréchet space topology. More generally, if

V is an open cone in Rn, we denote by Srloc(U × V ) the space of all a ∈ C∞(U × V )
which satisfy (2.6) but on K × V ′ for every K ⊂⊂ U and every cone V ′ ⊆ V such
that V ′ ∩ S

n−1 ⊂⊂ V ; when V = R
n, this space coincides with the above definition

of Srloc(U × Rn). As before, set S−∞loc (U × V ) :=
⋂
r∈R S

r
loc(U × V ). For r ∈ R ∪ {−∞}

and K ⊂⊂ U , we denote SrK(U × Rn) := {a ∈ Srloc(U × Rn) | supp a ⊆ K × Rn};
it is a closed subspace of Srloc(U × Rn) (and of Sr(R2n)). Furthermore, we denote
Src (U ×R

n) :=
⋃
K⊂⊂U S

r
K(U ×R

n) (Src (U ×R
n) can be equipped with a natural (LF )-

space topology but we will not need this fact); clearly Src (U × Rn) ⊆ Sr(R2n). For
a ∈ Srloc(U × Rn), the operator Op(a) is defined as in (2.5) but with U in place of
R
n
x and ϕ ∈ 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) : E ′(U) → D′(U). Every
continuous operator T : E ′(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 × U . The space of regularising operators on U is denoted by Ψ−∞(U). A pseudo-
differential operator of order r ∈ R ∪ {−∞} is an operator A : D(U) → C∞(U) of the
form A = Op(a) + T with a ∈ Srloc(U × Rn) and T ∈ Ψ−∞(U); a is called the symbol
of A and is unique modulo S−∞loc (U × Rn). The kernel of any ΨDO is always smooth
outside of the diagonal. The space of pseudo-differential operators on U of order r is
denoted by Ψr(U). For r ∈ R, the operator A ∈ Ψr(U) is said to be polyhomogeneous
of order r if some (or, equivalently any) symbol a of A has an asymptotic expansion
a ∼

∑∞
j=0 aj , where aj ∈ Sr−jloc (U × Rn), j ∈ N, are positively homogeneous of degree

r − j when |ξ| > 1, i.e. aj(x, tξ) = tr−jaj(x, ξ), x ∈ U , |ξ| > 1, t > 1. The space
of polyhomogeneous ΨDOs of order r ∈ R on U is denote by Ψr

phg(U). The space of
polyhomogeneous symbols of order r, i.e. the symbols that have asymptotic expansion
as above, is denoted by Srloc,phg(U × Rn).

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 ∈ R ∪ {−∞} if its kernel
is smooth outside of the diagonal in M ×M and for every p ∈M there is a coordinate
chart (O, x) containing p such that the operator Ax : D(x(O)) → C∞(x(O)), Ax(φ) :=
A(φ ◦ x) ◦ x−1, belongs to Ψr(x(O)); when this is the case, one can show this holds for
all charts on M and this definition of ΨDO coincides with the one above when M is
an open subset of Rm. The space of all ΨDOs of order r ∈ R∪{−∞} on M is denoted
by Ψr(M). Finally, the space of symbols of order r ∈ R ∪ {−∞} on M is denoted by
Srloc(T

∗M) and it consists of all a ∈ C∞(T ∗M) such that for every chart (O, x) it holds
that (κ−1)∗a ∈ Srloc(x(O)× Rm) where κ is the chart induced total local trivialisation
of T ∗M over O:

κ : π−1T ∗M(O) → x(O)× R
m, κ(p, ξjdx

j |p) := (x(p), ξ1, . . . , ξm). (2.7)

When M is an open subset of Rm, 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 : Γc(E) → Γ(F ) is said to be pseudo-differential operator of order
r ∈ R ∪ {−∞} if its kernel is smooth outside of the diagonal in M ×M and if for
every p ∈ M there is a coordinate chart (O, x) containing p over which both E and
F locally trivialise via Φ : π−1E (O) → O × Ck and Φ′ : π−1F (O) → O × Ck′ and such
that the operators AlΦ,Φ′,j : D(O) → C∞(O), AlΦ,Φ′,j(ϕ) := s′l(A(ϕej)), j = 1, . . . , k,
l = 1, . . . , k′, belong to Ψr(O) where (e1, . . . , ek) is the local frame for E over O induced
by Φ and (s′1, . . . , s′k

′

) is the local frame for the dual bundle F ′ induced by Φ′. 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 E and F . This definition of a
ΨDO coincides with the one above on manifolds when E = F = CM . The space of all
pseudo-differential operators of order r ∈ R ∪ {−∞} between the bundles E and F
is denoted by Ψr(M ;E, F ). Every A ∈ Ψr(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 ×M to M are proper maps), A : Γc(E) → Γc(F )
is well-defined and continuous and it extends to a well-defined and continuous oper-
ator Γ(E) → Γ(F ), E ′(M ;E) → E ′(M ;F ) and D′(M ;E) → D′(M ;F ); furthermore,

it also extends to a well-defined and continuous operator Hr′

loc(M ;E) → Hr′−r
loc (M ;F )

and Hr′

comp(M ;E) → Hr′−r
comp(M ;F ), r′ ∈ R.
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For r ∈ R ∪ {−∞}, the space of symbols Srloc(T
∗M ;E, F ) consists of all a ∈

Γ(π∗T ∗ML(E, F )) such that for every chart (O, x) over which E and F locally trivi-
alise via Φ and Φ′ as above, the functions alΦ,Φ′,j : T

∗O → C, j = 1, . . . , k, l = 1, . . . , k′,

defined by a|O = alΦ,Φ′,jπ
∗
T ∗M(e′j ⊗ sl) belong to Srloc(T

∗O) where (e′1, . . . , e′k) and
(s1, . . . , sk′) are the local frames for E ′ and F over O induced by Φ and Φ′ and
(π∗T ∗M(e′j ⊗ sl))j,l is the pullback local frame for π∗T ∗ML(E, F ) over T

∗O.
Let A ∈ Ψr(M ;E, F ). For every chart (O, x) on M over which E and F locally triv-

ialise, there are ãlj ∈ Srloc(x(O)×Rm) and T̃ lj ∈ Ψ−∞(x(O)), j = 1, . . . , k, l = 1, . . . , k′,
such that

(Aϕ)|O = Op(ãlj)(ϕ
j ◦ x−1) ◦ x sl + T̃ lj(ϕ

j ◦ x−1) ◦ x sl, ϕ ∈ Γc(EO), ϕ = ϕjej ,

where (e1, . . . , ek) and (s1, . . . , sk′) are the local frames over O for E and F induced
by their local trivialisations respectively. We call {ãlj}l,j symbols of the coordinate

representation of A; for fixed chart and local trivialisations of E and F , {ãlj}l,j are

unique modulo S−∞loc (x(O) × R
m). The principal symbol of order r ∈ R ∪ {−∞} is a

surjective linear map σ
r : Ψr(M ;E, F ) → Srloc(T

∗M ;E, F )/Sr−1loc (T ∗M ;E, F ) whose
kernel is Ψr−1(M ;E, F ). With {ãlj}l,j and (π∗T ∗M(e′j ⊗ sl))j,l as above and κ given by

(2.7), a := κ∗(ãlj)π
∗
T ∗M(e′j⊗sl) ∈ Srloc(T

∗O;EO, FO) and a ∈ σ
r(A)|T ∗O. If A is properly

supported and A′ ∈ Ψr′(M ;F,H) is properly supported with r′ ∈ R ∪ {−∞} and H
a vector bundle over M , then A′A ∈ Ψr+r′(M ;E,H), A′A is properly supported and
σ
r′+r(A′A) = σ

r′(A′)σr(A).
Let r ∈ R. We say that A ∈ Ψr(M ;E, F ) is of order r′ ∈ R ∪ {−∞}, r′ ≤ r, at

(p, ξ) ∈ T ∗M\0 if there are a chart (O, x) about p over which E and F trivialise and an
open cone V ⊆ Rm containing

(
ξ( ∂

∂x1
|p), . . . , ξ(

∂
∂xm

|p)
)
such that ãlj ∈ Sr

′

loc(x(O)× V ),

j = 1, . . . , k, l = 1 . . . , k′, where {ãlj}l,j are symbols of the coordinate representation of
A. The definition is independent of local coordinates, local trivialisations of E and F
and of the choice of {ãlj}l,j. We say that A is of order r′ in a conic subset L of T ∗M\0

if A is of order r′ at every point of L; if L = T ∗M\0, then A ∈ Ψr′(M ;E, F ). We
say that A ∈ Ψr(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 {ãlj}l,j ⊆ Srloc,phg(x(O)×Rm)

where {ãlj}l,j are symbols of the coordinate representation of A. When this is the case,
this is valid on all charts on M over which both E and F locally trivialise and for any
local trivialisations of E and F . The space of polyhomogeneous ΨDOs of order r is
denote by Ψr

phg(M ;E, F ). If A and A′ ∈ Ψr′

phg(M ;F,H) are properly supported, then

A′A ∈ Ψr′+r
phg (M ;E,H).

Assume now that E and F have the same rank k and r ∈ R. The operator A ∈
Ψr(M ;E, F ) is said to be elliptic if there is b ∈ S−rloc(T

∗M ;F,E) such that ba − IE ∈
S−1loc (M ;E,E) and ab − IF ∈ S−1loc (M ;F, F ) for some (or, equivalently all) a ∈ σ

r(A);
here IE ∈ Γ(π∗T ∗ML(E,E)) is given by IE(p, ξ) := ((p, ξ), Id) ∈ {(p, ξ)}×L(Ep, Ep) and
IF is defined analogously. If in addition A is properly supported, then there exists a
properly supported A′ ∈ Ψ−r(M ;F,E), called a parametrix for A, such that A′A−Id ∈
Ψ−∞(M ;E,E) and AA′−Id ∈ Ψ−∞(M ;F, F ) and A′ is unique modulo Ψ−∞(M ;F,E).
The operator A ∈ Ψr(M ;E, F ) is said to be non-characteristic at (p, ξ) ∈ T ∗M\0 if
there is b ∈ S−rloc(T

∗M ;F,E) such that both ba − IE and ab − IF are of order −1 in
a conic neighbourhood of (p, ξ), for some (or, equivalently all) a ∈ σ

r(A). The set of
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characteristic points of A is denoted by CharA; it is a closed conic subset of T ∗M\0.
The operator A is elliptic if and only if CharA = ∅. 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 ∈ Ψr(M ;E, F ) be properly supported and (p, ξ) 6∈ CharA. Then
there is a properly supported A′ ∈ Ψ−r(M ;F,E) such that both A′A− Id and AA′ − Id
are of order −∞ in a conic neighbourhood of (p, ξ).

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 Rn. Following Hörmander [30], for u ∈ D′(U), we define
the Sobolev wave front set WF r(u) of order r ∈ R as follows. The point (x, ξ) ∈
U × (Rn\{0}) does not belong WF r(u) if there are an open cone V ⊆ Rn containing
ξ and ϕ ∈ D(U) satisfying ϕ(x) 6= 0 such that ‖〈·〉rF(ϕu)‖L2(V ) < ∞; WF r(u) is a
closed conic subset of U × (Rn\{0}) (see [30, Definition 8.2.5, p. 188, and Proposition
8.2.6, p. 189]). The original definition is due to Duistermaat and Hörmander [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 × (Rn\{0}), we
define

D′rL(U) := {u ∈ D′(U) |WF r(u) ⊆ L}. (3.1)

Notice that if L = ∅, then (3.1) is Hr
loc(U) and when L = U × (Rn\{0}), (3.1) is the

whole D′(U). Our goal in this section is to introduce a useful locally convex topology on
D′rL (U) which will make the pullback by smooth maps continuous, the above identities
topological and which will be compatible with the topology on D′L(U) form [8] in the
sense that D′L(U) =

⋂
r∈R D

′r
L (U) topologically (the right hand side should be read as

a projective limit; see Proposition 4.21 below).

3.1. The Sobolev compactness wave front set and the topology of D′rL(U). Let
B be a bounded subset of E ′(U); notice that

⋃
u∈B supp u is relatively compact in U .

For r ∈ R, we define the set Σrc(B) ⊆ R
n\{0} as follows. The point η ∈ R

n\{0} does
not belongs to Σrc(B) if there is an open cone V ⊆ Rn\{0} containing η such that

sup
u∈B

∫

ξ∈V, |ξ|>R

|Fu(ξ)|2〈ξ〉2rdξ → 0, as R → ∞. (3.2)

Clearly, Σrc(B) is a closed cone in R
n\{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 3.4 below for a similar type of argument).

Lemma 3.1. With r and B as above, it holds that Σrc(ϕB) ⊆ Σrc(B), ϕ ∈ D(U).

Let now B be a bounded subset of D′(U). For every x ∈ U , we define

Σrc,x(B) :=
⋂

ϕ∈D(U), ϕ(x)6=0

Σrc(ϕB). (3.3)

Clearly, Σrc,x(B) is a closed cone in Rn\{0}. The compactness of the unit sphere together
with Lemma 3.1 yield the following result (cf. [28, p. 253]).
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Lemma 3.2. Let r ∈ R, x ∈ U and B a bounded subset of D′(U). If Σrc,x(B) ⊆ V for
some open cone V ⊆ R

n\{0}, then there exists an open neighbourhood U ′ ⊆ U of x
such that Σrc(ϕB) ⊆ V , ϕ ∈ 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

WF r
c (B) := {(x, ξ) ∈ U × (Rn\{0}) | ξ ∈ Σrc,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

loc(U)
fails to have a convergent subsequence. We will show thatWF r

c (·) is an effective tool for
characterising the relatively compact subsets of D′rL (U) once we introduce the locally
convex topology on it. For the moment, we point out that WF r

c (B) is a closed conic
subset of U × (Rn\{0}) in view of Lemma 3.2, and, if B has only one element u (i.e.,
B = {u}), then WF r

c (B) is exactly the Sobolev wave front set WF r(u) of u of order
r; in this case we will also simply write Σrx(u). Furthermore, Lemma 3.1 implies that
WF r

c (a1B1 + a2B2) ⊆WF r
c (B1) ∪WF r

c (B2) for any a1, a2 ∈ C∞(U) and any bounded
subsets B1 and B2 of D′(U); if in addition B1 ⊆ B2 then WF r

c (B1) ⊆WF r
c (B2).

Lemma 3.4. Let B be a bounded subset of D′(U) and let L be a closed conic subset of
U × (Rn\{0}). Then WF r

c (B) ⊆ L if and only if for every ϕ ∈ D(U) and every closed
cone V ⊆ Rn satisfying (suppϕ× V ) ∩ L = ∅ it holds that

sup
u∈B

∫

V, |ξ|>R

|F(ϕu)(ξ)|2〈ξ〉2rdξ → 0, as R → ∞. (3.4)

Proof. If L = U × (Rn\{0}), then when ϕ ∈ D(U)\{0} it holds that V ⊆ {0} and
the claim in the lemma is trivial. Assume that Lc 6= ∅. If (3.4) is satisfied for every
ϕ ∈ D(U) and V as in the lemma, then clearly WF r

c (B) ⊆ L. Assume now that
WF r

c (B) ⊆ L and let ϕ ∈ D(U)\{0} and the closed cone V ⊆ Rn, V \{0} 6= ∅, are
such that (suppϕ × V ) ∩ L = ∅. Set K := suppϕ. For each (y, η) ∈ K × V there is
ϕ(y,η) ∈ D(U) with ϕ(y,η)(y) 6= 0 such that η 6∈ Σrc(ϕ(y,η)B). In view of Lemma 3.1,
we can assume that ϕ(y,η) is nonnegative and ϕ(y,η)(y) = 1. There is an open cone
V ′(y,η) ⊆ Rn\{0} containing η such that

sup
u∈B

∫

V ′

(y,η)
, |ξ|>R

|F(ϕ(y,η)u)(ξ)|
2〈ξ〉2rdξ → 0, as R→ ∞.

Pick an open cone V(y,η) ⊆ Rn\{0} such that η ∈ V(y,η) and V(y,η)\{0} ⊆ V ′(y,η). Since

V ∩ Sn−1 is compact, we infer that for each y ∈ K there are a finite number of open
cones Vy,l := V(y,η(l)), l = 1, . . . , ky, whose union covers V . For each y ∈ K, set ϕy :=
ϕ(y,η(1)) · . . . · ϕ(y,η(ky)) and notice that ϕy ∈ D(U) and ϕy(y) = 1. For every y ∈ K,

denote by Oy the open set {x ∈ U |ϕy(x) > 1/2}. As K is compact, there are a finite
number of open sets Oj := Oy(j), j = 1, . . . , m, whose union covers K. Set ϕj := ϕy(j) ,
j = 1, . . . , m, and ψ = ϕ1+. . .+ϕm. Clearly ψ ∈ D(U) and ψ > 1/2 on a neighbourhood
of K. Hence ψj := (ϕ/ψ)ϕj ∈ D(U) and ϕ = ψ1 + . . . + ψm. For each j ∈ {1, . . . , m},
set kj := ky(j) and additionally Vj,l := Vy(j),l, V

′
j,l := V ′

(y(j),η(l))
and ϕj,l := ϕ(y(j),η(l)),
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l = 1, . . . , kj. We infer

(∫

V, |ξ|>R

|F(ϕu)(ξ)|2〈ξ〉2rdξ

)1/2

≤
m∑

j=1

kj∑

l=1

(∫

Vj,l, |ξ|>R

|F(ψju)(ξ)|
2〈ξ〉2rdξ

)1/2

.

We show that for every j ∈ {1, . . . , m} and l ∈ {1, . . . , kj},

sup
u∈B

∫

Vj,l, |ξ|≥R

|F(ψju)(ξ)|
2〈ξ〉2rdξ → 0, as R → ∞, (3.5)

which will complete the proof. Fix such j and l. Set4 χj,l := (ϕ/ψ)
∏

l′ 6=l ϕj,l′ ∈ D(U)

and notice that ψj = χj,lϕj,l. There is c ∈ (0, 1) such that

{η ∈ R
n | ∃ξ ∈ Vj,l such that |ξ − η| ≤ c|ξ|} ⊆ V ′j,l. (3.6)

Since F(ψju) = (2π)−nF(χj,l) ∗ F(ϕj,lu), the Minkowski integral inequality gives
(∫

Vj,l, |ξ|≥R

|F(ψju)(ξ)|
2〈ξ〉2rdξ

)1/2

≤
1

(2π)n

∫

Rn
η

|Fχj,l(η)|

(∫

Vj,l, |ξ|≥R

|F(ϕj,lu)(ξ − η)|2〈ξ〉2rdξ

)1/2

dη

≤
2|r|

(2π)n

∫

Rn
η

|Fχj,l(η)|〈η〉
|r|

(∫

Vj,l, |ξ|≥R

|F(ϕj,lu)(ξ − η)|2〈ξ − η〉2rdξ

)1/2

dη

≤ 2|r|(2π)−n(I1 + I2),

with

I1 :=

∫

Rn
η

|Fχj,l(η)|〈η〉
|r|



∫

ξ∈Vj,l
|ξ|≥max{|η|/c,R}

|F(ϕj,lu)(ξ − η)|2〈ξ − η〉2rdξ




1/2

dη,

I2 :=

∫

Rn
η

|Fχj,l(η)|〈η〉
|r|



∫

ξ∈Vj,l
R≤|ξ|<|η|/c

|F(ϕj,lu)(ξ − η)|2〈ξ − η〉2rdξ




1/2

dη.

We change variables in the inner integral in I1 to obtain

I1 =

∫

Rn
η

|Fχj,l(η)|〈η〉
|r|



∫

ξ∈Vj,l−{η}
|ξ+η|≥max{|η|/c,R}

|F(ϕj,lu)(ξ)|
2〈ξ〉2rdξ




1/2

dη

≤

∫

Rn
η

|Fχj,l(η)|〈η〉
|r|

(∫

V ′

j,l
, |ξ|≥(1−c)R

|F(ϕj,lu)(ξ)|
2〈ξ〉2rdξ

)1/2

dη

= ‖〈·〉|r|Fχj,l‖L1(Rn)

(∫

V ′

j,l
, |ξ|≥(1−c)R

|F(ϕj,lu)(ξ)|
2〈ξ〉2rdξ

)1/2

,

4Here and throughout the rest of the article we employ the principle of vacuous (empty) products;

i.e.,
∏0

j=1 qj =
∏

j∈∅
qj = 1.
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where in the inequality we employed the fact

{ξ ∈ Vj,l − {η} | |ξ + η| ≥ max{|η|/c, R}} ⊆ {ξ ∈ V ′j,l | |ξ| ≥ (1− c)R}. (3.7)

To verify it, first notice that (3.6) gives {ξ ∈ Vj,l − {η} | |ξ + η| ≥ |η|/c} ⊆ V ′j,l. When

ξ belong to the left-hand side of (3.7), we have |ξ| ≥ (c−1 − 1)|η| and consequently

|ξ| ≥ R− |η| ≥ R− c|ξ|/(1− c), whence |ξ| ≥ (1− c)R,

which proves (3.7). To bound I2, notice that since B is bounded in D′(U) there are
C ′1, s > 0 such that |F(ϕj,lu)(ξ)| ≤ C ′1〈ξ〉

s, ξ ∈ Rn, u ∈ B. Hence

I2 ≤ C ′1

∫

|η|>cR

|Fχj,l(η)|〈η〉
|r|



∫

ξ∈Vj,l
R≤|ξ|<|η|/c

〈ξ − η〉2(s+|r|)dξ




1/2

dη

≤ C ′1(1 + c−1)s+|r|c−n‖〈·〉−n‖L2(Rn)

∫

|η|>cR

|Fχj,l(η)|〈η〉
2|r|+s+ndη.

These bounds for I1 and I2 imply the validity of (3.5) and the proof of the lemma is
complete. �

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

Corollary 3.5. The distribution u ∈ D′(U) belongs to D′rL(U) if and only if for every
ϕ ∈ D(U) and every closed cone V ⊆ Rn satisfying (suppϕ× V ) ∩ L = ∅ it holds that

∫

V

|F(ϕu)(ξ)|2〈ξ〉2rdξ <∞.

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

pr;ϕ,V (u) :=

(∫

V

|F(ϕu)(ξ)|2〈ξ〉2rdξ

)1/2

,

where ϕ ∈ D(U) and V are as in Corollary 3.5. We equip D′rL(U) with the locally convex
topology induced by all continuous seminorms on D′(U) together with all seminorms
pr;ϕ,V where ϕ and V are as in Corollary 3.5. Clearly, Hr

loc(U) ⊆ D′rL(U) ⊆ D′(U)
continuously.

Remark 3.6. If L = U × (Rn\{0}), then D′rL(U) = D′(U) topologically since in this
case V can only be {0} or ∅ when ϕ is not the zero function and hence pr;ϕ,V = 0.

When L = ∅, D′r∅ (U) = Hr
loc(U) topologically since one can take V = Rn in this case.

All of the important topological properties of D′rL (U) will follow from the following
proposition. To set the stage, we need the following objects. Assume that Lc 6= ∅. Pick
a countable dense subset {(x(j), ξ(j))}j∈Z+ of Lc and denote ω(j) := ξ(j)/|ξ(j)| ∈ Sn−1,
j ∈ Z+. Set

5

sj := min{1, dist(x(j), ∂U), dist((x(j), ω(j)), L)} > 0.

Clearly, (B(x(j), sj/2) × B(ω(j), sj/2)) ∩ L = ∅ and B(x(j), sj) ⊆ U , j ∈ Z+. For each
j, k ∈ Z+, we set:

Oj,k := B(x(j), sj/(5k)), O′j,k := B(x(j), sj/(4k)), O′′j,k := B(x(j), sj/(3k));

5Here we employ dist(x, ∅) = ∞, for any element x.
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Vj,k := R+B(ω(j), sj/(5k)), V ′j,k := R+B(ω(j), sj/(4k)), V ′′j,k := R+B(ω(j), sj/(3k)).

Notice that

Oj,k×Vj,k ⊆ O′j,k×(V ′j,k∪{0}), O′j,k×V
′
j,k ⊆ O′′j,k×(V ′′j,k∪{0}), (O′′j,k×V

′′
j,k)∩L = ∅.

For each j, k ∈ Z+, pick φj,k ∈ D(Rn) and φ̃j,k ∈ C∞(Rn) which satisfy the following
conditions:

(a) 0 ≤ φj,k ≤ 1 and 0 ≤ φ̃j,k ≤ 1;
(b) φj,k = 1 on Oj,k and supp φj,k ⊆ O′j,k;

(c) φ̃j,k = 1 on V j,k\B(0, 2) and supp φ̃j,k ⊆ V ′j,k\B(0, 1);

(d) ‖∂αφ̃j,k‖L∞(Rn) <∞, α ∈ Nn.

Proposition 3.7. Let L be a closed conic subset of U × (Rn\{0}) satisfying Lc 6= ∅.

Let Oj,k, O
′
j,k, O

′′
j,k, Vj,k, V

′
j,k, V

′′
j,k, φj,k and φ̃j,k be as above. Then the mapping

I : D′rL (U) → D′(U)× (L2(Rn)Z+×Z+), I(u) = (u, fu), where

fu(j, k) := 〈·〉rφ̃j,kF(φj,ku), j, k ∈ Z+,

is a well-defined topological imbedding with closed image.

Proof. The proof that I is a well-defined continuous injection is straightforward and
we omit it (cf. Corollary 3.5). We now prove that I is open mapping onto its image. It
suffices to show that for each ϕ ∈ D(U)\{0} and every closed cone V ⊆ R

n, V \{0} 6= ∅,
satisfying (suppϕ× V )∩L = ∅, there is a finite J ⊆ Z+ ×Z+, a continuous seminorm
p on D′(U) and C > 0 such that

pr;ϕ,V (u) ≤ Cp(u) + C
∑

(j,k)∈J

‖〈·〉rφ̃j,kF(φj,ku)‖L2(Rn), u ∈ D′rL (U). (3.8)

Fix such ϕ and V . There is 0 < ε < 1 such that
(
(suppϕ+B(0, ε))× ((V ∩ S

n−1) +B(0, ε))
)
∩ L = ∅ and suppϕ+B(0, ε) ⊆ U.

Define the closed cones V ′ and V ′′ by

V ′′ := R+

(
(V ∩S

n−1)+B(0, ε)
)
∪{0} and V ′ := R+

(
(V ∩S

n−1)+B(0, ε/15)
)
∪{0}

and the compact sets K ′′, K ′ and K by

K ′′ := suppϕ+B(0, ε), K ′ := suppϕ+B(0, ε/15) and K := suppϕ.

Notice that

K × V ⊆ K ′ × V ′ ⊆ K ′′ × V ′′ ⊆ U × V ′′ and (K ′′ × V ′′) ∩ L = ∅.

Set J̃ := {(j, k) ∈ Z+ × Z+ | k ≥ 15/ε, (Oj,k × B(ω(j), sj/(5k))) ∩ (K × V ) 6= ∅}. We
claim that

J̃ 6= ∅ and K × (V \{0}) ⊆
⋃

(j,k)∈J̃

Oj,k × Vj,k ⊆
⋃

(j,k)∈J̃

O′j,k × V ′j,k ⊆ K ′ × V ′. (3.9)

We show J̃ 6= ∅ and the first inclusion simultaneously. Let (x, ξ) ∈ K×(V \{0}) and set
ω := ξ/|ξ| ∈ V ∩Sn−1 and s := min{1, dist(x, ∂U), dist((x, ω), L)} > 0. Pick any integer
k ≥ 15/ε (the condition k ≥ 15/ε is important for the last inclusion in (3.9) and the

subsequent part of the proof) and setm := 10k+4. Since (B(x, s/m)×B(ω, s/m))∩L =
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∅, there is j ∈ Z+ such that |x−x(j)| < s/m and |ω−ξ(j)| < s/m. The second inequality
yields

|1− |ξ(j)|| = ||ω| − |ξ(j)|| ≤ |ω − ξ(j)| < s/m

which implies |ξ(j)| > 3/4. It also gives ||ξ(j)|−1 − 1| < s/(m|ξ(j)|) < 4s/(3m). Since

dist((x, ω), L) ≤ |(x, ω)− (x(j), ω(j))|+ dist((x(j), ω(j)), L) and

dist(x, ∂U) ≤ |x− x(j)|+ dist(x(j), ∂U),

we infer

s ≤ |x− x(j)|+ |ω − ω(j)|+ sj ≤
s

m
+

∣∣∣∣ω −
ω

|ξ(j)|

∣∣∣∣+
∣∣∣∣ω

(j) −
ω

|ξ(j)|

∣∣∣∣+ sj

=
s

m
+

∣∣∣∣1−
1

|ξ(j)|

∣∣∣∣+
|ξ(j) − ω|

|ξ(j)|
+ sj <

4s

m
+ sj

and hence s < msj/(m− 4). Consequently,
∣∣∣∣
ω

|ξ(j)|
−

ξ(j)

|ξ(j)|

∣∣∣∣ <
s

m|ξ(j)|
<

2s

m
<

2sj
m− 4

=
sj
5k
.

We deduce ω/|ξ(j)| ∈ B(ω(j), sj/5k) ∩ V . We also have |x− x(j)| < s/m < sj/(5k) and

hence x ∈ Oj,k ∩ K. Thus, J̃ 6= ∅. The above considerations also immediately yield
(x, ξ) ∈ Oj,k × Vj,k which shows the first inclusion in (3.9).

To prove the last inclusion in (3.9), let (x, ξ) ∈ O′j,k × V ′j,k for some (j, k) ∈ J̃ . Then

|x−x(j)| ≤ sj/(4k) and there are t ≥ 0 and ξ′ such that ξ = tξ′ and |ξ′−ω(j)| ≤ sj/(4k).

As (j, k) ∈ J̃ , there are x̃ ∈ K and ξ̃ ∈ V \{0} such that |x̃ − x(j)| < sj/(5k) and

|ξ̃−ω(j)| < sj/(5k). Similarly as before, the last inequality immediately gives |ξ̃| > 1/2.
These inequalities also imply |x− x̃| ≤ sj/(4k) + sj/(5k) < sj/(2k) ≤ ε/30 and hence

x ∈ K ′. Similarly, |ξ′− ξ̃| < ε/30 and hence |ξ′/|ξ̃|− ξ̃/|ξ̃|| < ε/(30|ξ̃|) < ε/15. We infer
ξ′ ∈ V ′. Consequently ξ ∈ V ′ and the proof of the last inclusion in (3.9) is complete.

Now, a standard compactness argument yields the existence of a finite J0 ⊆ J̃ such
that

K × (V \{0}) ⊆
⋃

(j,k)∈J0

Oj,k × Vj,k ⊆
⋃

(j,k)∈J̃

O′j,k × V ′j,k ⊆ K ′ × V ′.

Set φ :=
∑

(j,k)∈J0
φj,k ∈ D(

⋃
(j,k)∈J0

O′j,k) and notice that φ ≥ 1 on
⋃

(j,k)∈J0
Oj,k. Hence

ϕ/φ ∈ D(U). We also denote ψj,k := (ϕ/φ)φj,k ∈ D(O′j,k), (j, k) ∈ J0, and notice that∑
(j,k)∈J0

ψj,k = ϕ. As V \{0} ⊆
⋃

(j,k)∈J0
Vj,k, we infer

pr;ϕ,V (u) ≤ ‖〈·〉rF(ϕu)‖L2(B(0,2)) +
∑

(j,k)∈J0

‖〈·〉rφ̃j,kF(ϕu)‖L2(Rn\B(0,2))

≤ ‖〈·〉rF(ϕu)‖L2(B(0,2)) +
∑

(j,k)∈J0
(j′,k′)∈J0

‖〈·〉rφ̃j,kF(ψj′,k′u)‖L2(Rn\B(0,2)). (3.10)

Let (j, k), (j′, k′) ∈ J0 be arbitrary but fixed. The last inclusion in (3.9) implies that
there is m ∈ Z+ such that (x(m), ξ(m)) ∈ Oj′,k′ × B(ω(j), sj/(5k)); hence

|x(j
′) − x(m)| < sj′/(5k

′) ≤ ε/75, |ω(j) − ξ(m)| < sj/(5k) ≤ ε/75. (3.11)
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The second bound yields |1− |ξ(m)|| ≤ |ω(j) − ξ(m)| ≤ ε/75 and hence

|ω(j) − ω(m)| ≤ |ω(j) − ξ(m)|+

∣∣∣∣ξ
(m) −

ξ(m)

|ξ(m)|

∣∣∣∣ ≤
ε

75
+ ||ξ(m)| − 1| ≤

2ε

75
. (3.12)

We claim that

dist((x(m), ξ(m)), L) ≥ δ, with δ := 67ε/150 ∈ (0, 1). (3.13)

Assume that (3.13) does not hold. There is (y, η) ∈ L such that |(x(m), ξ(m))−(y, η)| < δ
and hence∣∣∣(x(j′), ω(j))− (y, η)

∣∣∣ ≤
∣∣∣(x(j′), ω(j))− (x(m), ξ(m))

∣∣∣ +
∣∣(x(m), ξ(m))− (y, η)

∣∣ < 2ε/75 + δ.

Consequently, |x(j
′) − y| ≤ 2ε/75 + δ and |ω(j) − η| ≤ 2ε/75 + δ. Since x(j

′) ∈ K ′,

the first inequality implies that y ∈ K ′′. Pick ξ̃ ∈ B(ω(j), sj/(5k)) ∩ V (such ξ̃ exists

by the way we defined J̃). Similarly as before, one easily shows that |ξ̃| > 1/2. As

|ξ̃ − η| ≤ |ξ̃ − ω(j)|+ |ω(j) − η| ≤ ε/25 + δ, we infer
∣∣∣∣∣
ξ̃

|ξ̃|
−

η

|ξ̃|

∣∣∣∣∣ ≤
ε

25|ξ̃|
+

δ

|ξ̃|
<

2ε

25
+

67ε

75
< ε.

Thus, η ∈ V ′′. We deduce (y, η) ∈ (K ′′×V ′′)∩L which is a contradiction. Hence, (3.13)
holds true. Analogously, assuming dist(x(m), ∂U) < δ leads to dist(x(j

′), ∂U) < ε/2
which is in contradiction with K ′′ ⊆ U ; whence dist(x(m), ∂U) ≥ δ. Consequently
sm ≥ δ. We show that

O′j′,k′ ⊆ Om,1 and V ′j,k ⊆ Vm,2. (3.14)

The first inclusion follows from the following (cf. (3.11))

x ∈ O′j′,k′ ⇒ |x− x(m)| ≤ |x− x(j
′)|+ |x(j

′) − x(m)| < sj′/(4k) + ε/75 < ε/30 < sm/5.

To verify the second inclusion, it suffices to show thatB(ω(j), sj/(4k)) ⊆ B(ω(m), sm/10).
Let ξ ∈ B(ω(j), sj/(4k)). In view of (3.12), we infer

|ξ − ω(m)| ≤ |ξ − ω(j)|+ |ω(j) − ω(m)| < sj/(4k) + 2ε/75 ≤ ε/60 + 2ε/75 < sm/10,

which yields that ξ ∈ B(ω(m), sm/10). The inclusions (3.14) imply φ̃j,k = φ̃j,kφ̃m,2 on
Rn\B(0, 2) and ψj′,k′ = ψj′,k′φm,1 on Rn. We infer

‖〈·〉rφ̃j,kF(ψj′,k′u)‖L2(Rn\B(0,2)) ≤ ‖〈·〉rφ̃m,2F(ψj′,k′φm,1u)‖L2(Rn\B(0,2)), u ∈ D′rL (U).

Since V ′m,2\{0} ⊆ Vm,1, there is 0 < c < 1 such that

{η ∈ R
n | ∃ξ ∈ V ′m,2 such that |ξ − η| ≤ c|ξ|} ⊆ Vm,1. (3.15)

Let u ∈ D′rL (U) be arbitrary but fixed. As F(ψj′,k′φm,1u) = (2π)−nFψj′,k′ ∗ F(φm,1u),
the Minkowski integral inequality and a change of variables give

‖〈·〉rφ̃m,2F(ψj′,k′φm,1u)‖L2(Rn\B(0,2))

≤
1

(2π)n

∫

Rn
η

|Fψj′,k′(η)|

(∫

V ′

m,2

|F(φm,1u)(ξ − η)|2〈ξ〉2rdξ

)1/2

dη
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≤
2|r|

(2π)n

∫

Rn
η

|Fψj′,k′(η)|〈η〉
|r|

(∫

ξ∈V ′

m,2−{η}

|F(φm,1u)(ξ)|
2〈ξ〉2rdξ

)1/2

dη

≤ 2|r|(2π)−n(I1 + I2),

where

I1 :=

∫

Rn
η

|Fψj′,k′(η)|〈η〉
|r|



∫
ξ∈V ′

m,2−{η}

|ξ+η|≥|η|/c

|F(φm,1u)(ξ)|
2〈ξ〉2rdξ




1/2

dη,

I2 :=

∫

Rn
η

|Fψj′,k′(η)|〈η〉
|r|



∫
ξ∈V ′

m,2−{η}

|ξ+η|<|η|/c

|F(φm,1u)(ξ)|
2〈ξ〉2rdξ




1/2

dη.

To estimate I1 notice that (3.15) yields {ξ ∈ V ′m,2 − {η} | |ξ + η| ≥ |η|/c} ⊆ Vm,1 and
hence

I1 ≤ ‖〈·〉|r|Fψj′,k′‖L1(Rn)

(∫

Vm,1

|F(φm,1u)(ξ)|
2〈ξ〉2rdξ

)1/2

≤ ‖〈·〉|r|Fψj′,k′‖L1(Rn)

(
‖〈·〉rF(φm,1u)‖L2(B(0,2)) + ‖〈·〉rφ̃m,1F(φm,1u)‖L2(Rn)

)
.

Since the mapping D′(U) → C∞(Rn), u 7→ F(φm,1u), is continuous, there is a continu-
ous seminorm p̃ on D′(U) such that

I1 ≤ C1p̃(u) + C2‖〈·〉
rφ̃m,1F(φm,1u)‖L2(Rn).

To estimate I2, we make the following

Claim. Let f be a nonnegative measurable function on Rn which satisfies 〈·〉νf ∈
L1(Rn), for all ν > 0. For each r ∈ R, t > 0 and χ ∈ D(U), the mapping

p : D′(U) → [0,∞), p(u) =

∫

Rn
η

f(η)

(∫

ξ∈Rn

|ξ+η|<t|η|

|F(χu)(ξ)|2〈ξ〉2rdξ

)1/2

dη, (3.16)

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 I2 is bounded from above by a continuous seminorm on D′(U)
of the same type as (3.16). In view of (3.10) we conclude the validity of (3.8); notice
that the term ‖〈·〉rF(ϕu)‖L2(B(0,2)) in (3.10) is a continuous seminorm on D′(U) (since
D′(U) → C∞(Rn), u 7→ F(ϕu), is continuous). This completes the proof that I is a
topological imbedding.

We now show that the range of I is closed. Let (uµ)µ∈Λ be a net in D′rL (U) such
that I(uµ) = (uµ, fuµ) converges to (u, g) ∈ D′(U) × (L2(Rn)Z+×Z+) in the topol-
ogy of D′(U) × (L2(Rn)Z+×Z+). Hence uµ → u in D′(U) and, for each (j, k) ∈ Z+ ×

Z+, 〈·〉rφ̃j,kF(φj,kuµ) → gj,k in L2(Rn). The former implies that φ̃j,kF(φj,kuµ) →

φ̃j,kF(φj,ku) in C∞(Rn) and consequently 〈·〉rφ̃j,kF(φj,ku) = gj,k ∈ L2(Rn). It is straight-
forward to show that this implies WF r(u) ⊆ L (cf. the proof of the first inclusion in
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(3.9)) and thus u ∈ D′rL(U). This completes the proof that the range of I is closed.

Proof of Claim. Set K̃ := suppχ. 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(DK̃ ,C). Whence, there are C > 0 and k ∈ Z+ such that |〈u, ϕ〉| ≤ C sup|α|≤k ‖∂

αϕ‖L∞(Rn),
ϕ ∈ DK̃ , u ∈ B. This implies

|F(χu)(ξ)| = |〈u, χe−i · ξ〉| ≤ C2k〈ξ〉k sup
|α|≤k

‖∂αχ‖L∞(Rn), ξ ∈ R
n, u ∈ B. (3.17)

For each η ∈ Rn, {ξ ∈ Rn | |ξ + η| < t|η|} ⊆ B(0, (1 + t)|η|) and thus

p(u) ≤ C1

∫

Rn
η

f(η)

(∫

ξ∈B(0,(1+t)|η|)

〈ξ〉2(|r|+k)dξ

)1/2

dη ≤ C2‖〈·〉
|r|+k+nf‖L1(Rn).

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
(3.9), one shows that Lc =

⋃
j∈Z+

Oj,k × Vj,k for each fixed k ∈ Z+.

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)×D′rL (U) → D′rL(U),
(χ, u) 7→ χu, is well-defined and hypocontinuous.

Corollary 3.10. Let L be a closed conic subset of U × (Rn\{0}). Then D′rL (U) is
complete, semi-reflexive and a strictly webbed space in the sense of De Wilde.

Proof. The fact that D′rL(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 D′rL(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]). �

The fact that D′rL(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 D′rL(U). As a consequence of Proposition 3.7, we now derive the
following important characterisation of the relatively compact subsets of D′rL (U) which
we announced at the beginning of the subsection.

Corollary 3.11. Let L be a closed conic subset of U × (Rn\{0}) and let B be a
bounded subset of D′(U). Then B is a relatively compact subset D′rL(U) if and only if
WF r

c (B) ⊆ 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
3.4 immediately give the following well known characterisation of relatively compact
subsets of Hr

loc(U). A bounded subset B of D′(U) is a relatively compact subset of
Hr

loc(U) if and only if

lim
R→∞

sup
u∈B

∫

|ξ|>R

〈ξ〉2r|F(ϕu)(ξ)|2dξ = 0, for all ϕ ∈ D(U).
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Proof of Corollary 3.11. The claim is trivial when L = U × (Rn\{0}) (since D′(U) is
Montel). Assume that Lc 6= ∅. If B is relatively compact in D′rL(U), Proposition 3.7

implies that for each (j, k) ∈ Z+ × Z+, {〈·〉rφ̃j,kF(φj,ku) | u ∈ B} is relatively compact
in L2(Rn) and the Kolmogorov-Riesz compactness theorem [23, Theorem 5] yields

sup
u∈B

∫

ξ∈Vj,k, |ξ|>R

|F(φj,ku)(ξ)|
2〈ξ〉2rdξ → 0, as R → ∞, for each j, k ∈ Z+.

It is straightforward to verify that the latter implies WF r
c (B) ⊆ L (cf. Remark 3.8).

Assume now WF r
c (B) ⊆ L; hence B ⊆ D′rL (U). In view of Lemma 3.4, we infer

sup
u∈B

∫

|ξ|>R

φ̃j,k(ξ)
2|F(φj,ku)(ξ)|

2〈ξ〉2rdξ → 0, as R → ∞, for each j, k ∈ Z+.

We claim that this implies that

{〈·〉rφ̃j,kF(φj,ku) | u ∈ B} is relatively compact in L2(Rn) for each j, k ∈ Z+. (3.18)

Once we show (3.18) the claim in the corollary follows from Tychonoff’s theorem and
Proposition 3.7 (B is relatively compact in D′(U) since D′(U) is Montel). Since B is
bounded in D′(U), we immediately deduce that

sup
u∈B

∫

|ξ|≤R

φ̃j,k(ξ)
2|F(φj,ku)(ξ)|

2〈ξ〉2rdξ <∞, for all R > 0, j, k ∈ Z+,

and hence the sets in (3.18) are bounded in L2(Rn). 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
u∈B

‖〈·+η〉rφ̃j,k(·+η)F(φj,ku)(·+η)−〈·〉rφ̃j,kF(φj,ku)‖L2(Rn) → 0, as η → 0. (3.19)

We Taylor expand 〈ξ + η〉rφ̃j,k(ξ + η)F(φj,ku)(ξ + η) at ξ up to order 0 to infer

|〈ξ + η〉rφ̃j,k(ξ + η)F(φj,ku)(ξ + η)− 〈ξ〉rφ̃j,k(ξ)F(φj,ku)(ξ)|

≤ |η|
n∑

l=1

∫ 1

0

|r(ξl + tηl)〈ξ + tη〉r−2φ̃j,k(ξ + tη)F(φj,ku)(ξ + tη)

+ 〈ξ + tη〉r∂lφ̃j,k(ξ + tη)F(φj,ku)(ξ + tη)

+ 〈ξ + tη〉rφ̃j,k(ξ + tη)∂lF(φj,ku)(ξ + tη)|dt.

Set φj,k;l(x) := xlφj,k(x), l = 1, . . . , n. We infer

|〈ξ + η〉rφ̃j,k(ξ + η)F(φj,ku)(ξ + η)− 〈ξ〉rφ̃j,k(ξ)F(φj,ku)(ξ)|

≤ n|r||η|

∫ 1

0

〈ξ + tη〉r−1φ̃j,k(ξ + tη)|F(φj,ku)(ξ + tη)|dt

+ |η|
n∑

l=1

∫ 1

0

〈ξ + tη〉r|∂lφ̃j,k(ξ + tη)||F(φj,ku)(ξ + tη)|dt

+ |η|
n∑

l=1

∫ 1

0

〈ξ + tη〉rφ̃j,k(ξ + tη)|F(φj,k;lu)(ξ + tη)|dt.
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Employing the Minkowski integral inequality, a change of variables and the property

(d) of φ̃j,k we obtain

‖〈·+ η〉rφ̃j,k(·+ η)F(φj,ku)(·+ η)− 〈·〉rφ̃j,kF(φj,ku)‖L2(Rn)

≤ n|r||η|

∫ 1

0

(∫

Rn

〈ξ + tη〉2r−2φ̃j,k(ξ + tη)2|F(φj,ku)(ξ + tη)|2dξ

)1/2

dt

+ |η|
n∑

l=1

∫ 1

0

(∫

Rn

〈ξ + tη〉2r|∂lφ̃j,k(ξ + tη)|2|F(φj,ku)(ξ + tη)|2dξ

)1/2

dt

+ |η|
n∑

l=1

∫ 1

0

(∫

Rn

〈ξ + tη〉2rφ̃j,k(ξ + tη)2|F(φj,k;lu)(ξ + tη)|2dξ

)1/2

dt

≤ C|η|‖〈·〉rF(φj,ku)‖L2(V ′

j,k
) + |η|

n∑

l=1

‖〈·〉rF(φj,k;lu)‖L2(V ′

j,k
).

Lemma 3.4 together with the fact that B is bounded in D′(U) implies that

sup
u∈B

‖〈·〉rF(φj,ku)‖L2(V ′

j,k
) <∞ and sup

u∈B
‖〈·〉rF(φj,k;lu)‖L2(V ′

j,k
) <∞, l = 1, . . . , n.

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

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

Proposition 3.13. Let ψj ∈ D(U), j ∈ Z+, be such that 0 ≤ ψj ≤ 1, ψj = 1 on the
compact {x ∈ U | |x| ≤ j, dist(x, ∂U) ≥ 3/j} and suppψj ⊆ {x ∈ U | dist(x, ∂U) >
2/j}. Let χ be a nonnegative function in D(Rn) satisfying suppχ ⊆ {x ∈ Rn | |x| ≤ 1}
and

∫
Rn χ(x)dx = 1 and set χj(x) := jnχ(jx), x ∈ R

n, j ∈ Z+. For each j ∈ Z+, the
operators

Pj : D
′(U) → D(U), Pju = χj ∗ (ψju), (3.20)

are well-defined and continuous. Furthermore, for each r ∈ R and each closed conic
subset L of U × (Rn\{0}), {Pj}j∈Z+ is a bounded subset of Lb(D

′r
L (U)) and Pj →

Id in Lp(D′rL (U)) (the index p stands for the topology of precompact convergence). In
particular, D(U) is sequentially dense in D′rL (U).

Proof. Clearly, (3.20) are well-defined and continuous. It is a well-known fact that
Pj → Id in Lσ(D′(U)) (the index σ 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 Lb(D′(U)) and consequently
{Pj}j∈Z+ is bounded in Lb(D′(U)). This proves the claim when L = U × (Rn\{0}).

Assume that Lc 6= ∅. Because of the above, to prove the boundedness of {Pj}j∈Z+

in Lb(D
′r
L (U)) it remains to show that for every bounded set B in D′rL (U) and every

seminorm pr;ϕ,V , it holds that supj∈Z+
supu∈B pr;ϕ,V (Pju) < ∞. Let B be a bounded

subset of D′rL (U) and let ϕ ∈ D(U)\{0} and the closed cone V ⊆ Rn, V \{0} 6= ∅, are
such that (suppϕ × V ) ∩ L = ∅. Employing a standard compactness argument, one
can find ϕ̃ ∈ D(U) satisfying ϕ̃ = 1 on a neighbourhood of suppϕ and a closed cone

Ṽ ⊆ Rn with V \{0} ⊆ int Ṽ such that (supp ϕ̃×Ṽ )∩L = ∅. There is j0 ∈ Z+ such that



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

uj := χj ∗ (ϕ̃u) ∈ D(U), for all u ∈ B, j ≥ j0. There is j′ ≥ j0 such that ψj = ϕ̃ = 1
on suppϕ+ {x ∈ Rn | |x| ≤ 2/j}, for all j ≥ j′. Consequently,

ϕPju− ϕuj = ϕ(χj ∗ ((ψj − ϕ̃)u)) = 0, j ≥ j′, u ∈ B.

Hence, it suffices to show that supj≥j′ supu∈B pr;ϕ,V (uj) < ∞. Since |Fχj(ξ)| ≤ 1,
ξ ∈ Rn, j ∈ Z+, we infer (for j ≥ j′)

|F(ϕuj)(ξ)| = (2π)−n|(Fϕ) ∗ (F(χj)F(ϕ̃u))(ξ)| ≤
1

(2π)n

∫

Rn

|Fϕ(η)||F(ϕ̃u)(ξ − η)|dη.

(3.21)
There is c ∈ (0, 1) such that

{η ∈ R
n | ∃ξ ∈ V \{0} such that |ξ − η| ≤ c|ξ|} ⊆ int Ṽ . (3.22)

In the same way as in the proof of Proposition 3.7 (and Lemma 3.4) we employ the
Minkowski integral inequality together with (3.21) to infer pr;ϕ,V (uj) ≤ 2|r|(2π)−n(I1+
I2) with

I1 :=

∫

Rn
η

|Fϕ(η)|〈η〉|r|

(∫

ξ∈V
|ξ|≥|η|/c

|F(ϕ̃u)(ξ − η)|2〈ξ − η〉2rdξ

)1/2

dη,

I2 :=

∫

Rn
η

|Fϕ(η)|〈η〉|r|

(∫

ξ∈V
|ξ|<|η|/c

|F(ϕ̃u)(ξ − η)|2〈ξ − η〉2rdξ

)1/2

dη.

Again, as in the proof of Proposition 3.7, (3.22) implies

{ξ ∈ V − {η} | |ξ + η| ≥ |η|/c} ⊆ Ṽ (3.23)

which in turn yields that I1 ≤ ‖〈·〉|r|Fϕ‖L1(Rn)pr;ϕ̃,Ṽ (u). Since B is bounded in D′(U)

(as it is bounded in D′rL(U)), there are C, l > 0 such that |F(ϕ̃u)(ξ)| ≤ C〈ξ〉l, ξ ∈ Rn,
u ∈ B. This immediately implies that I2 is uniformly bounded for all u ∈ B. We
conclude supj≥j′ supu∈B pr;ϕ,V (uj) <∞ which completes the proof of the boundedness
of {Pj}j∈Z+ in Lb(D′rL (U)).

It remains to prove that Pj → Id in Lp(D
′r
L (U)). Since Pj → Id in Lb(D

′(U)), it
suffices to show that for every precompact subset A of D′rL(U), every ϕ ∈ D(U)\{0}
and every closed cone V ⊆ Rn, V \{0} 6= ∅, satisfying (suppϕ × V ) ∩ L = ∅, it holds

that supu∈A pr;ϕ,V (Pju − u) → 0, as j → ∞. Fix such A, ϕ and V . Let ϕ̃, Ṽ , c and
j′ be as in the first part of the proof. Again, we denote uj := χj ∗ (ϕ̃u) ∈ D(U),
j ≥ j′, and point out that ϕPju = ϕuj, j ≥ j′, u ∈ A. Similarly as above, we have
pr;ϕ,V (Pju− u) ≤ 2|r|(2π)−n(I1 + I2) with

I1 :=

∫

Rn
η

|Fϕ(η)|〈η〉|r|

(∫

ξ∈V
|ξ|≥|η|/c

|Fχj(ξ − η)− 1|2|F(ϕ̃u)(ξ − η)|2〈ξ − η〉2rdξ

)1/2

dη,

I2 :=

∫

Rn
η

|Fϕ(η)|〈η〉|r|

(∫

ξ∈V
|ξ|<|η|/c

|Fχj(ξ − η)− 1|2|F(ϕ̃u)(ξ − η)|2〈ξ − η〉2rdξ

)1/2

dη.

There are C1, l > 0 such that |F(ϕ̃u)(ξ)| ≤ C1〈ξ〉l, ξ ∈ Rn, u ∈ A. Let ε > 0 be
arbitrary but fixed. In view of Corollary 3.11, WF r

c (A) ⊆ L and hence Lemma 3.4
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yields that there is R > 1 such that

sup
u∈A

(∫

Ṽ , |ξ|≥R

|F(ϕ̃u)(ξ)|2〈ξ〉2rdξ

)1/2

≤ ε/(2|r|+3‖〈·〉|r|Fϕ‖L1(Rn)). (3.24)

We choose R large enough so that we additionally have
∫

|η|≥Rc/(c+1)

|Fϕ(η)|〈η〉2|r|+l+ndη ≤ ε ·
(
2|r|+3C1(1 + 1/c)|r|+l+n‖〈·〉−n‖L2(Rn)

)−1
.

Since Fχj = Fχ(·/j) and Fχ(0) = 1, dominated convergence implies that there is
j′1 ≥ j′ such that

‖(Fχj − 1)〈·〉|r|+l‖L2(B(0,R)) ≤ ε/(C12
|r|+2‖〈·〉|r|Fϕ‖L1(Rn)), j ≥ j′1.

Let j ≥ j′1 and u ∈ A be arbitrary. To estimate I1, we change variables in the inner
integral and employ (3.23) to obtain (recall, ‖Fχj‖L∞(Rn) = 1)

I1 ≤

∫

Rn
η

|Fϕ(η)|〈η〉|r|
(∫

Ṽ

|Fχj(ξ)− 1|2|F(ϕ̃u)(ξ)|2〈ξ〉2rdξ

)1/2

dη

≤ 2‖〈·〉|r|Fϕ‖L1(Rn)

(∫

Ṽ , |ξ|≥R

|F(ϕ̃u)(ξ)|2〈ξ〉2rdξ

)1/2

+ C1‖〈·〉
|r|Fϕ‖L1(Rn)

(∫

B(0,R)

|Fχj(ξ)− 1|2〈ξ〉2(|r|+l)dξ

)1/2

≤ ε/2|r|+1.

We estimate I2 as follows:

I2 ≤

∫

Rn
η

|Fϕ(η)|〈η〉|r|
(∫

|ξ+η|<|η|/c

|Fχj(ξ)− 1|2|F(ϕ̃u)(ξ)|2〈ξ〉2rdξ

)1/2

dη

≤

∫

Rn
η

|Fϕ(η)|〈η〉|r|
(∫

|ξ|<(1+1/c)|η|

|Fχj(ξ)− 1|2|F(ϕ̃u)(ξ)|2〈ξ〉2rdξ

)1/2

dη

≤

∫

Rn
η

|Fϕ(η)|〈η〉|r|
(∫

|ξ|<min{(1+1/c)|η|,R}

|Fχj(ξ)− 1|2|F(ϕ̃u)(ξ)|2〈ξ〉2rdξ

)1/2

dη

+

∫

Rn
η

|Fϕ(η)|〈η〉|r|
(∫

R≤|ξ|<(1+1/c)|η|

|Fχj(ξ)− 1|2|F(ϕ̃u)(ξ)|2〈ξ〉2rdξ

)1/2

dη

≤ C1‖〈·〉
|r|Fϕ‖L1(Rn)

(∫

B(0,R)

|Fχj(ξ)− 1|2〈ξ〉2(|r|+l)dξ

)1/2

+ 2C1

∫

|η|≥Rc/(c+1)

|Fϕ(η)|〈η〉|r|
(∫

R≤|ξ|<(1+1/c)|η|

〈ξ〉2(|r|+l+n)

〈ξ〉2n
dξ

)1/2

dη

≤
ε

2|r|+2
+ 2C1(1 + 1/c)|r|+l+n‖〈·〉−n‖L2(Rn)

∫

|η|≥Rc/(c+1)

|Fϕ(η)|〈η〉2|r|+l+ndη ≤
ε

2|r|+1
.

Combining these estimates for I1 and I2 we deduce supu∈A pr;ϕ,V (Pju− u) ≤ ε, j ≥ j′1,
which completes the proof of the proposition. �
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3.2. The dual of D′rL (U). Notice that (cf. Proposition 3.13)

Hr
loc(U) ⊆ D′rL (U) ⊆ D′(U) continuously and densely (3.25)

and hence the dual of D′rL(U) is a space of distributions on U . In fact (3.25) gives

D(U) ⊆ (D′rL(U))
′
b ⊆ H−rcomp(U) continuously. (3.26)

Our goal is to identify the space (D′rL(U))
′
b. For this purpose, given an open conic subset

W of U × (Rn\{0}), we define the space

E ′rW (U) := {u ∈ Hr
comp(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× (Rn\{0}) and K a compact subset of U satisfying
pr1(L) ⊆ K, where pr1 stands for the projection on the first variable. We define

E ′rL;K(U) := {u ∈ Hr
K(U) |WF (u) ⊆ L}.6

The distribution u ∈ Hr
K(U) belongs to E ′rL;K(U) if and only if for every ϕ ∈ D(U) and

every closed cone ∅ 6= V ⊆ R
n satisfying (suppϕ × V ) ∩ L = ∅ it holds that (cf. [28,

Section 8.1])

qν;ϕ,V (u) := sup
ξ∈V

〈ξ〉ν|F(ϕu)(ξ)| <∞, for all ν > 0.

We equip E ′rL;K(U) with the locally convex topology induced by the norm on Hr
K(U)

together with all seminorms qν;ϕ,V where ϕ, V and ν are as above. Clearly, DK ⊆
E ′rL;K(U) ⊆ Hr

K(U) continuously.

Proposition 3.14. Let K ⊂⊂ U and let L be a closed conic subset of U × (Rn\{0})

satisfying pr1(L) ⊆ K. Let Oj,k, O
′
j,k, O

′′
j,k, Vj,k, V

′
j,k, V

′′
j,k, φj,k and φ̃j,k be as in Propo-

sition 3.7. Then the mapping

E ′rL;K(U) → Hr
K(U)× (S(Rn)Z+×Z+), u 7→ (u, fu), where

fu(j, k) := φ̃j,kF(φj,ku), j, k ∈ Z+,

is a well-defined topological imbedding with closed image. Consequently, E ′rL;K(U) is a
reflexive Fréchet space.

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

‖〈·〉ν∂α(φ̃j,kF(φj,ku))‖L∞(Rn) ≤ C
∑

β≤α

qν;φj,k,β ,V ′

j,k
(u), where φj,k,β(x) = xβφj,k(x).

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 3.7 (to bound the appropriate variant of
I2, one employs the inequality |F(ψu)(ξ)| ≤ C〈ξ〉|r|‖〈·〉|r|Fψ‖L2(Rn)‖u‖Hr(Rn), ξ ∈ R

n,
ψ ∈ D(U), u ∈ Hr

K(R
n)). From this, we immediately deduce that E ′rL;K(U) is a reflexive

Fréchet space since the codomain of the map is a countable topological product of
reflexive Fréchet spaces. �

6The reason for the condition pr1(L) ⊆ K is the fact pr1(WF (u)) = sing suppu ⊆ suppu.



24 S. PILIPOVIĆ AND B. PRANGOSKI

Notice that

E ′rL;K(U) ⊆ E ′r
L̃;K̃

(U) continuously if L ⊆ L̃ and K ⊆ K̃. (3.27)

Given an open conic subset W of U × (Rn\{0}), denote by W the set of all pairs
(L,K), where K is a compact subset of U and L a closed conic subset of U × (Rn\{0})
satisfying L ⊆ W and pr1(L) ⊆ K. Then (W,≤) becomes a directed set with order

(L,K) ≤ (L̃, K̃) if L ⊆ L̃ and K ⊆ K̃. Notice that E ′rW (U) =
⋃

(L,K)∈W E ′rL;K(U). We

define the locally convex topology on E ′rW (U) by

E ′rW (U) = lim
−→

(L,K)∈W

E ′rL;K(U),

where the linking mappings in the inductive limit are the continuous inclusions (3.27);
notice that the inductive limit topology on E ′rW (U) is indeed Hausdorff since E ′rL;K(U) ⊆
Hr

comp(U) continuously. For any sequence (Lj , Kj)j∈Z+ ⊆ W which satisfies

Lj ⊆ intLj+1, Kj ⊆ intKj+1,
⋃

j∈Z+

Lj = W,
⋃

j∈Z+

Kj = U, (3.28)

it holds that

E ′rW (U) = lim
−→
j→∞

E ′rLj ;Kj
(U) topologically

(one can always find such sequence, cf. [8, p. 1354]; when W = ∅, we can take Lj = ∅,
j ∈ Z+). Consequently, E ′rW (U) is an (LF )-space and thus it is barrelled and bornolog-
ical. Furthermore, we have the following continuous inclusions:

D(U) ⊆ E ′rW (U) ⊆ Hr
comp(U) and E ′r1W1

(U) ⊆ E ′r2W2
(U), r1 ≥ r2, W1 ⊆W2, (3.29)

Remark 3.15. Since the continuous inclusion DK ⊆ E ′r∅;K(U) is a bijection, the open

mapping theorem for Fréchet spaces yields that E ′r∅;K(U) = DK topologically. Conse-

quently, E ′r∅ (U) = D(U) topologically.
Similarly, since the continuous inclusion E ′rK×(Rn\{0});K(U) ⊆ Hr

K(U) is a bijection,

the open mapping theorem for Fréchet spaces shows that E ′rK×(Rn\{0});K(U) = Hr
K(U)

topologically. Consequently, E ′rU×(Rn\{0})(U) = Hr
comp(U) topologically.

Remark 3.16. The bilinear map C∞(U) × E ′rL;K(U) → E ′rL;K(U), (χ, u) 7→ χu, 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)× E ′rW (U) → E ′rW (U), (χ, u) 7→ χu, is hypocontinuous.

The space E ′rW (U) satisfies similar approximation result to Proposition 3.13 forD′rL (U).

Proposition 3.17. Let χj, j ∈ Z+, be as in Proposition 3.13. For every K, K̃ ⊆ U

satisfying K ⊂⊂ int K̃ and K̃ ⊂⊂ U there is j0 ∈ Z+ such that χj ∗ u ∈ DK̃ for all
u ∈ E ′rL;K(U), j ≥ j0 and L a closed conic subset of U×(Rn\{0}) satisfying pr1(L) ⊆ K.
Furthermore χj ∗ u→ u in E ′r

L;K̃
(U) for all u ∈ E ′rL;K(U).

If Pj, j ∈ Z+, are the operators from Proposition 3.13, then Pj → Id in Lp(E
′r
W (U))

for any open conic subset W of U×(Rn\{0}). In particular, D(U) is sequentially dense
in E ′rW (U).
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Proof. The proof of the first part is similar to the proof of Proposition 3.13 and
we omit it. This implies Pj → Id in Lσ(E ′rW (U)) and, since E ′rW (U) is barrelled, the
Banach-Steinhaus theorem [50, Theorem 4.5, p. 85] yields that the convergence holds
in Lp(E ′rW (U)). �

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

Lemma 3.18. Let ∅ 6= K̃ ⊂⊂ U and let L and L̃ be closed conic subsets of U×(Rn\{0})

satisfying L̃ ⊆ Ľc and pr1(L̃) ⊆ K̃.

(i) There are open subsets U1, . . . , Uk of U , closed cones V1, . . . , Vk in Rn and φj ∈
D(Uj), j = 1, . . . , k, which satisfy the following conditions:

K̃ ⊆
k⋃

j=1

Uj , (Uj × (−Vj)) ∩ L = ∅ and (Uj × (Rn\Vj)) ∩ L̃ = ∅, j = 1, . . . , k,

(3.30)

φ2
1 + . . .+ φ2

k = 1 on a neighbourhood of K̃. (3.31)

(ii) If Uj, Vj and φj, j = 1, . . . , k, are as in (i), then F(φju)F−1(φjv) ∈ L1(Rn),
j = 1, . . . , k, for all u ∈ D′rL (U) and v ∈ E ′−r

L̃;K̃
(U), and, for each v ∈ E ′−r

L̃;K̃
(U),

the linear functional

D′rL(U) → C, u 7→
k∑

j=1

∫

Rn

F(φju)(ξ)F
−1(φjv)(ξ)dξ, (3.32)

is continuous. Furthermore, when v varies in a bounded subset of E ′−r
L̃;K̃

(U),

(3.32) becomes an equicontinuous subset of (D′rL (U))
′.

Proof. To show (i), assume first Lc 6= ∅. For x0 ∈ pr1(L̃), the compactness of the unit
sphere implies that there are an open set U ′ ⊆ U that contains x0 and an open cone

V ′ ⊆ Rn such that (U ′ × (−V ′)) ∩ L = ∅ and {ξ ∈ Rn | (x0, ξ) ∈ L̃} ⊆ V ′. We claim

that there is an open neighbourhood U0 ⊆ U ′ of x0 such that (U0 × (Rn\V ′)) ∩ L̃ = ∅.
To verify that this is true, assume the contrary. Then there are x(j) ∈ U ′ and η(j) ∈
S
n−1∩ (Rn\V ′), j ∈ Z+, such that x(j) → x0 and (x(j), η(j)) ∈ L̃, j ∈ Z+. In view of the

compactness of the unit sphere, there is a subsequence (η(jk))k∈Z+ which converges to

some η0 ∈ Sn−1∩(Rn\V ′). Hence (x0, η0) ∈ L̃ and thus η0 ∈ V ′ which is a contradiction.
We showed that there are an open neighbourhood U0 ⊆ U of x0 and a closed cone V0
in R

n such that

(U0 × (−V0)) ∩ L = ∅ and (U0 × (Rn\V0)) ∩ L̃ = ∅. (3.33)

When x0 ∈ K̃\ pr1(L̃), we can take V0 := {0} and U0 := U\ pr1(L̃) for (3.33) to be
satisfied. Now, a compactness argument verifies the existence of Uj and Vj , j = 1, . . . , k,
as in (i) which satisfy (3.30). The existence of φj ∈ D(Uj), j = 1, . . . , k, which satisfy
(3.31) is straightforward. In the case when Lc = ∅, (3.30) is satisfied by taking k = 1,

U1 ⊆ U an open neighbourhood of K̃ and V1 = {0}; in this case, for (3.31), we take

φ1 ∈ D(U1) which equals 1 on a neighbourhood of K̃.
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To prove (ii), let B be a bounded subset of E ′−r
L̃;K̃

(U) and let Uj , Vj and φj, j =

1, . . . , k, be as in (i). For v ∈ B and u ∈ D′rL (U), we estimate as follows (cf. (3.30)):∫

Rn

|F(φju)(ξ)||F
−1(φjv)(ξ)|dξ

≤

∫

−Vj

|F(φju)(ξ)||F(φjv)(−ξ)|dξ +

∫

Rn\(−Vj )

|F(φju)(ξ)||F(φjv)(−ξ)|dξ

≤ pr;φj ,−Vj(u) sup
v∈B

‖〈·〉−rF(φjv)‖L2(Rn) + sup
v∈B

∫

Rn\(−Vj )

|F(φju)(ξ)||F(φjv)(−ξ)|dξ.

We claim that

D′(U) → [0,∞), f 7→ sup
v∈B

∫

Rn\(−Vj)

|F(φjf)(ξ)||F(φjv)(−ξ)|dξ,

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 3.7 (supv∈B supξ∈Rn\Vj

|F(φjv)(ξ)|〈ξ〉ν < ∞, for all ν > 0, in

view of (3.30) and the boundedness of B); whence, it is continuous since D′(U) is
bornological. Now, all claims in (ii) immediately follow from the above estimate. �

Remark 3.19. Of course, we can always take φ1, . . . , φk to be nonnegative.

Now, we are ready to show that the strong dual of D′rL (U) is E ′−r
Ľc (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′L(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 L2-estimates.

Theorem 3.20. Let L be a closed conic subset of U × (Rn\{0}) and r ∈ R.

(i) The bilinear map D(U) × C∞(U) → C, (ϕ, ψ) 7→ 〈ϕ, ψ〉 =
∫
U
ϕ(x)ψ(x)dx,

uniquely extends to a separately continuous bilinear mapping E ′−r
Ľc (U)×D′rL (U) →

C, given by

〈v, u〉 =
k∑

j=1

∫

Rn

F(φju)(ξ)F
−1(φjv)(ξ)dξ, u ∈ D′rL(U), v ∈ E ′−r

L̃;K̃
(U), (3.34)

with φj, j = 1, . . . , k, as in Lemma 3.18 (i).
(ii) It holds that (D′rL(U))

′
b = E ′−r

Ľc (U) topologically and the duality 〈E ′−r
Ľc (U),D′rL (U)〉

is given by (3.34).

Proof. We first address (i). In view of Lemma 3.18 (ii) and the density of D(U) in
D′rL (U), the right-hand side in (3.34) does not depend on any of the choices made in

Lemma 3.18 (i), i.e. on L̃, K̃, Uj , Vj and φj; whence E ′−r
Ľc (U) × D′rL(U) → C is well-

defined. Notice that when v ∈ D(U), the right-hand side in (3.34) is exactly the duality
〈D(U),D′(U)〉 and thus coincides with

∫
U
v(x)u(x)dx when u ∈ C∞(U). Lemma 3.18

(ii) verifies the continuity of D′rL(U) → C, u 7→ 〈v, u〉, for each fixed v. When u is fixed,
Lemma 3.18 (ii) shows that E ′−r

L̃;K̃
(U) → C, v 7→ 〈v, u〉, maps bounded sets into bounded

sets and hence it is continuous since E ′−r
L̃;K̃

(U) is Fréchet space (hence bornological). This

immediately implies the continuity of E ′−r
Ľc (U) → C, v 7→ 〈v, u〉, when u is fixed and
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the proof of (i) is complete.
We turn our attention to (ii). In view of (3.29) and Proposition 3.17, we infer

Hr
loc(U) ⊆ (E ′−r

Ľc (U))′b ⊆ D′(U) continuously. (3.35)

We are going to show

(E ′−r
Ľc (U))′ = D′rL (U) and E ′−r

Ľc (U) = (D′rL (U))
′ algebraically and (3.36)

the identity mappings (E ′−r
Ľc (U))′b → D′rL (U) and E ′−r

Ľc (U) → (D′rL(U))
′
b are continuous.

(3.37)

This would immediately give the continuous inclusions E ′−r
Ľc (U) → (D′rL (U))

′
b → ((E ′−r

Ľc (U))′b)
′
b,

which, in view of the fact that the evaluation map into the strong bidual E ′−r
Ľc (U) →

((E ′−r
Ľc (U))′b)

′
b is a topological imbedding since E ′−r

Ľc (U) is barrelled, would yield that

E ′−r
Ľc (U) → (D′rL (U))

′
b is a topological imbedding7 and hence E ′−r

Ľc (U) = (D′rL (U))
′
b topo-

logically. Thus we need to show (3.36) and (3.37).
STEP 1: E ′−r

Ľc (U) = (D′rL (U))
′ and the continuity of E ′−r

Ľc (U) → (D′rL (U))
′
b. The valid-

ity of E ′−r
Ľc (U) ⊆ (D′rL (U))

′
b immediately follows from (i). Its continuity is a consequence

of Lemma 3.18 (ii); indeed, the latter shows that the inclusion E ′−r
L̃;K̃

(U) ⊆ (D′rL(U))
′
b

maps bounded sets into bounded sets and hence it is continuous (as E ′−r
L̃;K̃

(U) is Fréchet)

which, in turn, shows the continuity of E ′−r
Ľc (U) ⊆ (D′rL (U))

′
b. To verify that E ′−r

Ľc (U) =

(D′rL (U))
′ as sets, let v ∈ (D′rL (U))

′. In view of (3.26), it suffices to show WF (v) ⊆ Ľc.
There is C > 0, a bounded subset B0 of D(U) and ψ1, . . . , ψk ∈ D(U) and closed cones
V1, . . . , Vk in Rn satisfying (suppψj × Vj) ∩ L = ∅, j = 1, . . . , k, such that

|〈v, u〉| ≤ C

k∑

j=1

pr;ψj,Vj (u) + C sup
ϕ∈B0

|〈u, ϕ〉|, u ∈ D′rL (U).

We are going to show thatWF (v) ⊆
⋃k
j=1 suppψj×(−Vj\{0}); as the latter is a subset

of Ľc, this will complete the proof of E ′−r
Ľc (U) = (D′rL (U))

′. Let ψ ∈ D(U) and the closed

cone V in Rn be such that (suppψ×V )∩ (
⋃k
j=1 suppψj× (−Vj\{0})) = ∅. For ξ ∈ Rn,

define φξ := e−iξ ·ψ ∈ D(U). Since F(ψv)(ξ) = 〈v, φξ〉, ξ ∈ Rn, for ν > 0, we infer

sup
ξ∈V

〈ξ〉ν|F(ψv)(ξ)| ≤ C
k∑

j=1

sup
ξ∈V

〈ξ〉νpr;ψj ,Vj (φξ) + C sup
ξ∈V

sup
ϕ∈B0

〈ξ〉ν|〈φξ, ϕ〉|.

Assume that V \{0} 6= ∅. As 〈φξ, ϕ〉 = F(ψϕ)(ξ), we infer supξ∈V supϕ∈B0
〈ξ〉ν |〈φξ, ϕ〉| <

∞. We only need to bound pr;ψj ,Vj (φξ) when Vj\{0} 6= ∅. Notice that it is zero if
suppψ ∩ suppψj = ∅. When suppψ ∩ suppψj 6= ∅, we have V ∩ (−Vj\{0}) = ∅ and
thus there is c > 0 such that |ξ/|ξ| − η/|η|| > c, ξ ∈ V \{0}, η ∈ −Vj\{0}. For such ξ
and η, we have

|ξ − η| ≥

∣∣∣∣
ξ

|ξ|
−

η

|η|

∣∣∣∣ |ξ| −
∣∣∣∣
η

|η|
−

η

|ξ|

∣∣∣∣ |ξ| > c|ξ| − ||ξ| − |η|| ≥ c|ξ| − |ξ − η|,

7Here we employed the fact that if the continuous injections between topological spaces f : X1 → X2

and g : X2 → X3 are such that g ◦ f : X1 → X3 is a topological imbedding, then so is f .
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and thus |ξ − η| > c|ξ|/2; analogously, |ξ − η| > c|η|/2. Consequently,

sup
ξ∈V

〈ξ〉νpr;ψj ,Vj = sup
ξ∈V

(∫

−Vj

〈ξ〉2ν〈η〉2r|F(ψψj)(ξ − η)|2dη

)1/2

<∞

(as F(ψψj) ∈ S(Rn)). We deduce supξ∈V 〈ξ〉
ν|F(ψv)(ξ)| <∞. Since this trivially holds

in the case when V \{0} = ∅, the proof of E ′−r
Ľc (U) = (D′rL (U))

′ is complete.

STEP 2: (E ′−r
Ľc (U))′ = D′rL (U) and the continuity of (E ′−r

Ľc (U))′b → D′rL(U). SinceD
′r
L(U)

is semi-reflexive (cf. Corollary 3.10), STEP 1 verifies the algebraic inclusion D′rL(U) ⊆
(E ′−r
Ľc (U))′. It remains to show (E ′−r

Ľc (U))′b ⊆ D′rL (U) continuously. This is trivial when
Lc = ∅. Assume that Lc 6= ∅. We estimate the seminorm pr;ψ,V of the distribu-
tions in (E ′−r

Ľc (U))′, where ψ ∈ D(U)\{0} and V is a closed cone in Rn such that
(suppψ×V )∩L = ∅ and V \{0} 6= ∅. Pick an open cone V ′ ⊆ Rn such that V \{0} ⊆ V ′

and (suppψ× V ′)∩L = ∅. We are going to show that for all u ∈ (E ′−r
Ľc (U))′, the semi-

norm pr;ψ,V ′(u) is bounded from above by a continuous seminorm on (E ′−r
Ľc (U))′b of v.

Since pr;ψ,V ≤ pr;ψ,V ′ , this would imply (E ′−r
Ľc (U))′b ⊆ D′rL (U) continuously; in view of

(3.35) for every continuous seminorm p on D′(U), p(u) is bounded by a continuous
seminorm on (E ′−r

Ľc (U))′b of u.

Denoting K̃ := suppψ and L̃ := suppψ × (−V ′\{0}), we infer L̃ ⊆ Ľc and

pr1(L̃) = K̃. Since V ′ is open, for u ∈ (E ′−r
Ľc (U))′, we have

pr;ψ,V ′(u) = sup

{∣∣∣∣
∫

V ′

F(ψu)(ξ)χ(ξ)dξ

∣∣∣∣

∣∣∣∣∣χ ∈ D(V ′), ‖〈·〉−rχ‖L2(V ′) ≤ 1

}
. (3.38)

For χ ∈ D(V ′) satisfying ‖〈·〉−rχ‖L2(V ′) ≤ 1, we infer
∣∣∣∣
∫

V ′

F(ψu)(ξ)χ(ξ)dξ

∣∣∣∣ =
∣∣∣∣
∫

Rn

F(ψu)(ξ)χ(ξ)dξ

∣∣∣∣ = |〈u, ψFχ〉|. (3.39)

Notice that ψFχ ∈ E ′−r
L̃;K̃

(U). We claim that B̃ := {ψFχ |χ ∈ D(V ′), ‖〈·〉−rχ‖L2(V ′) ≤

1} is a bounded subset of E ′−r
L̃;K̃

(U). We have

‖ψFχ‖2H−r(Rn) =

∫

Rn

|F(ψFχ)(ξ)|2〈ξ〉−2rdξ =

∫

Rn

∣∣F
(
〈D〉−r(ψ〈D〉rF(〈·〉−rχ))

)
(ξ)
∣∣2 dξ

= (2π)n
∥∥〈D〉−r(ψ〈D〉rF(〈·〉−rχ))

∥∥2
L2(Rn)

.

Since 〈D〉−rψ〈D〉r is a pseudo-differential operator with symbol in S0(R2n), it is con-
tinuous on L2(Rn). Hence,

‖ψFχ‖H−r(Rn) ≤ C ′‖F(〈·〉−rχ)‖L2(Rn) ≤ C ′, χ ∈ D(V ′), ‖〈·〉−rχ‖L2(V ′) ≤ 1.

Let ϕ ∈ D(U)\{0} and the closed cone V0 ⊆ Rn, V0\{0} 6= ∅, be such that (suppϕ ×

V0) ∩ L̃ = ∅. If suppϕ ∩ suppψ = ∅, then qν;ϕ;V0(B̃) = 0, for all ν > 0. Assume that
suppϕ ∩ suppψ 6= ∅. Then V0 ∩ (−V ′\{0}) = ∅. Similarly as before, this implies that
there is c′ > 0 such that |ξ − η| > c′|ξ| and |ξ − η| > c′|η|, ξ ∈ V0\{0}, η ∈ −V ′\{0}.
For ν > 0, we have

sup
ξ∈V0

〈ξ〉ν|F(ϕψFχ)(ξ)| = sup
ξ∈V0

∣∣∣∣
∫

Rn

〈ξ〉νF(ϕψ)(ξ − η)χ(−η)dη

∣∣∣∣
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≤ C1

∫

−V ′

〈η〉−r−n|χ(−η)|dη ≤ C2,

for all χ ∈ D(V ′) satisfying ‖〈·〉−rχ‖L2(V ′) ≤ 1. We conclude that B̃ is a bounded subset
of E ′−r

L̃,K̃
(U). In view of (3.38) and (3.39), we deduce that pr;ψ,V ′(u) = supφ∈B̃ |〈u, φ〉|.

This completes the proof of STEP 2 since the right-hand side is a continuous seminorm
on (E ′−r

Ľc (U))′b.

The fact that the duality 〈E ′−r
Ľc (U),D′rL (U)〉 is given by (3.34) follows from (i). The

proof of the theorem is complete. �

3.3. Pullback by smooth maps. Following Hörmander [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 Nf the following conic subset of T ∗N :

Nf := {(f(p), η) ∈ T ∗N | η ∈ T ∗f(p)N, df
∗
pη = 0 ∈ T ∗pM}. (3.40)

If L is a closed conic subset of T ∗N\0 which satisfies L ∩Nf = ∅, then

f ∗L := {(p, df ∗pη) ∈ T ∗M | (f(p), η) ∈ L} (3.41)

is a closed conic subset of T ∗M\0. Given a smooth map g : M̃ → M and diffeomor-

phisms ι1 :M → M̃ and ι2 : N → Ñ , it is straightforward to check that

(f ◦ g)∗L = g∗f ∗L, Nι2◦f = (ι−12 )∗Nf and Nf◦ι−1
1

= Nf . (3.42)

When M and N are two open subsets O and U of Rm and Rn respectively, employing
the canonical identifications, (3.40) and (3.41) boil down to

Nf = {(f(x), η) ∈ U × R
n | x ∈ O, tf ′(x)η = 0},

f ∗L = {(x, tf ′(x)η) ∈ O × R
m | (f(x), η) ∈ 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 Rm and R
n respectively, let f : O → U

be a smooth map and let L be a closed conic subset of U×(Rn\{0}) satisfying L∩Nf = ∅.
The pullback f ∗ : C∞(U) → C∞(O), f ∗(u) = u ◦ f , uniquely extends to a well defined
and continuous mapping f ∗ : D′r2L (U) → D′r1f∗L(O) when r2 − r1 > n/2 and r2 > n/2.

If f has constant rank k ≥ 1, then this is valid when r2 − r1 ≥ (n − k)/2 and
r2 > (n − k)/2. When f is a submersion, f ∗ : D′r2L (U) → D′r1f∗L(O) is well-defined
and continuous even when r2 ≥ r1. Consequently, if f is a diffeomorphism, then f ∗ :
D′rL (U) → D′rf∗L(O) is a topological isomorphism for each r ∈ R.

Remark 3.22. We consider the trivial case when f has constant rank 0 in Remark 3.23
below. Before we prove the theorem, we point out the following:

(i) When L = ∅ the theorem states that the pullback is well-defined and continuous
map f ∗ : Hr2

loc(U) → Hr1
loc(O) with r1 and r2 as in the theorem. If m < n, O = U ∩ R

m

viewed as an open subset of Rm and f : O → U the canonical imbedding, then f ∗ is
just restriction and the theorem claims that f ∗ : Hr2

loc(U) → Hr1
loc(O) is well-defined and

continuous when r2 ≥ r1+(n−m)/2 and r2 > (n−m)/2. Thus, we can view this case as
a local version of the Sobolev imbedding theorem for restrictions to lower dimensional
hyperplanes [1, Theorem 4.12, p. 85]; this case is also shown in [29, Appendix B, p.
476].
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(ii) In the constant rank case, the theorem can not be much improved. In Appendix
A we give examples of maps with constant rank where the theorem fails if r2 < (n−k)/2
or r2 − r1 < (n − k)/2. The only open problem is the case when r2 = (n − k)/2 and
r2 − r1 ≥ (n− k)/2 which is equivalent to r2 = (n− k)/2 and r1 ≤ 0.

Proof of Theorem 3.21. Throughout the proof, for y ∈ U , we denote Ly := {η ∈
Rn\{0} | (y, η) ∈ L}. Notice that Ly is a closed cone in Rn\{0} (which may be empty!).
We employ analogous notations for closed conic subsets of O × (Rm\{0}).

We first make the following observations for a general smooth map f : O → U
satisfying L ∩ Nf = ∅. Let x0 ∈ O be arbitrary but fixed and set y0 := f(x0) ∈ U .
Let G be an open cone in Rm\{0} such that (f ∗L)x0 = tf ′(x0)Ly0 ⊆ G. The com-
pactness of Sn−1 ∩ Ly0 implies that there are closed cones V ′ and V in Rn\{0} such
that Ly0 ⊆ int V ′ ⊆ V ′ ⊆ int V and tf ′(x0)V ⊆ G; consequently, tf ′(x0)η 6= 0, η ∈ V
(when f ′(x0) = 0 the condition L ∩ Nf = ∅ implies Ly0 = ∅ and the above is sat-
isfied with V = V ′ = ∅). There is an open neighbourhood U0 ⊆ U of y0 such that⋃
y∈U0

Ly ⊆ int V ′. To see that this is true, assume the contrary. Then there is a se-

quence (y(j))j∈Z+ which tends to y0 such that for each j ∈ Z+ there is η(j) ∈ Ly(j)\ intV
′

and |η(j)| = 1. The compactness of Sn−1 implies that there is a subsequence (η(jk))k∈Z+

which converges to some η ∈ Sn−1\ int V ′. Since (y(jk), η(jk)) ∈ L, k ∈ Z+, we infer
η ∈ Ly0\ int V

′ which is a contradiction since the latter set is empty. Consequently, the
open neighbourhood U0 exists. The continuity of (x, η) 7→ tf ′(x)η together with the
compactness of V ∩ Sn−1 yields that there is a relatively compact open neighbourhood
O0 of x0 such that O0 ⊆ O and tf ′(x)η ∈ G, x ∈ O0, η ∈ V . We take O0 small
enough so that f(O0) ⊆ U0. The fact tf ′(x)η ∈ G, x ∈ O0, η ∈ V , together with the
continuity of the function (x, ξ, η) 7→ tf ′(x)η − ξ implies that there is ε > 0 such that
|tf ′(x)η− ξ| ≥ ε on the compact set O0×{(ξ, η) ∈ (Rm\G)× (V ∪ {0}) | |ξ|+ |η| = 1}.
Consequently

|tf(x)η − ξ| ≥ ε(|ξ|+ |η|), x ∈ O0, ξ ∈ R
m\G, η ∈ V ∪ {0}. (3.43)

Given ϕ ∈ D(O), we define

Iϕ : Rn → C, Iϕ(η) :=

∫

O

eif(x)ηϕ(x)dx,

Ĩϕ : Rm × R
n → C, Ĩϕ(ξ, η) :=

∫

O

ei(f(x)η−xξ)ϕ(x)dx.

Clearly Iϕ ∈ DL∞(Rn), Ĩϕ ∈ DL∞(Rm+n) and Ĩϕ(0, η) = Iϕ(η), η ∈ Rn. For u ∈ D(U)
and ϕ ∈ D(O) it holds that

〈f ∗u, ϕ〉 =
1

(2π)n

∫

O

∫

Rn

eif(x)ηFu(η)ϕ(x)dηdx =
1

(2π)n

∫

Rn

Fu(η)Iϕ(η)dη.

CASE 1: f is smooth and satisfies L ∩ Nf = ∅. We show that f ∗ : C∞(U) → C∞(O)

uniquely extends to a well-defined continuous mapping f ∗ : D′r2L (U) → D′r1f∗L(O), when
r2 − r1 > n/2 and r2 > n/2. Let ϕ ∈ D(O)\{0} and the closed cone ∅ 6= G1 ⊆ Rm

be such that (suppϕ× G1) ∩ f ∗L = ∅ (when f ∗L = Rm\{0}, we take G1 = {0}). Set
G := R

m\G1. Then G is an open cone in R
m\{0} and tf ′(x)Lf(x) ⊆ G, x ∈ suppϕ.

We apply the above construction for this G and each x ∈ suppϕ to obtain the open
neighbourhoods Ox and Ux of x and f(x) respectively having the above properties.
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As suppϕ is compact there are finitely many such Oj j = 1, . . . , l, whose union covers
suppϕ. We denote by Uj , j = 1, . . . , l, the corresponding subsets of U and by V ′j and Vj,
j = 1, . . . , l, the corresponding closed cones in Rn\{0} from the above construction. Let

ψj ∈ D(Oj), 0 ≤ ψj ≤ 1, j = 1, . . . , l, be such that
∑l

j=1 ψj = 1 on a neighbourhood of

suppϕ. Pick φj ∈ D(Uj) such that φj = 1 on a neighbourhood of f(Oj), j = 1, . . . , l.
For u ∈ C∞(U), we infer

F(ϕf ∗u)(ξ) =

l∑

j=1

〈f ∗(φju), e
−i · ξψjϕ〉 (3.44)

=
1

(2π)n

l∑

j=1

∫

Rn

F(φju)(η)Ĩψjϕ(ξ, η)dη =
1

(2π)n

l∑

j=1

(I1;j(ξ) + I2;j(ξ)),

with

I1;j(ξ) :=

∫

Vj

F(φju)(η)Ĩψjϕ(ξ, η)dη, I2;j(ξ) :=

∫

Rn\Vj

F(φju)(η)Ĩψjϕ(ξ, η)dη.

Hence,

pr1;ϕ,G1(f
∗u) ≤

l∑

j=1

‖〈·〉r1I1;j‖L2(G1) +

l∑

j=1

‖〈·〉r1I2;j‖L2(Rm). (3.45)

In view of (3.43), the stationary phase method [28, Theorem 7.7.1, p. 216] verifies that

for every N > 0 there is CN > 0 such that |Ĩψjϕ(ξ, η)| ≤ CN(1 + |ξ|+ |η|)−N , ξ ∈ G1,
η ∈ Vj , j = 1, . . . , l. 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,∞), u 7→



∫

G1

(∫

Vj

〈ξ〉r1|F(φju)(η)||Ĩψjϕ(ξ, η)|dη

)2

dξ




1/2

, j = 1, . . . , l,

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

|I2;j(ξ)| ≤ ‖〈·〉r2F(φju)‖L2(Rn\ intVj)

(∫

Rn\Vj

〈η〉−2r2|Ĩψjϕ(ξ, η)|
2dη

)1/2

and hence,

‖〈·〉r1I2;j‖L2(Rm) ≤ pr2;φj ,Rn\ intVj (u)

(∫

Rm×Rn

〈ξ〉2r1〈η〉−2r2|Ĩψjϕ(ξ, η)|
2dξdη

)1/2

. (3.46)

Notice that Ĩψjϕ(ξ, η) = F(eif(·)ηψjϕ)(ξ), ξ ∈ Rm, η ∈ Rn. If r1 ≤ 0 then the last
integral in (3.46) is bounded by

(∫

Rn

〈η〉−2r2‖F(eif(·)ηψjϕ)‖
2
L2(Rm)dη

)1/2

= (2π)m/2‖ψjϕ‖L2(Rm)‖〈·〉
−r2‖L2(Rn)

which is finite since r2 > n/2. Assume now that r1 > 0. As standard, denote ⌊r1⌋ =
max{k ∈ Z | k ≤ r1} and pick k ∈ N and l ∈ Z+ so that r1 ≤ ⌊r1⌋ + k/l and
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r2 − ⌊r1⌋ − k/l > n/2. We estimate as follows:

〈ξ〉2lr1|F(eif(·)ηψjϕ)(ξ)|
2l

≤ (1 + |ξ|2)l⌊r1⌋+k|F(eif(·)ηψjϕ)(ξ)|
2l

= |F(eif(·)ηψjϕ)(ξ)|
2(l−1)

∑

|α|≤l⌊r1⌋+k

(l⌊r1⌋ + k)!

(l⌊r1⌋+ k − |α|)!α!
|F(∂α(eif(·)ηψjϕ))(ξ)|

2

≤ C ′1|F(eif(·)ηψjϕ)(ξ)|
2(l−1)

∑

|α|≤l⌊r1⌋+k

∑

|β|≤|α|

〈η〉2|β||F(eif(·)ηϕα,β,j)(ξ)|
2,

for some ϕα,β,j ∈ D(Oj). Hence

〈ξ〉r1|F(eif(·)ηψjϕ)(ξ)|

≤ C
′1/(2l)
1 〈η〉⌊r1⌋+k/l

∑

|α|≤l⌊r1⌋+k

∑

|β|≤|α|

|F(eif(·)ηϕα,β,j)(ξ)|
1/l|F(eif(·)ηψjϕ)(ξ)|

(l−1)/l.

We employ the Hölder inequality with p = l and q = l/(l − 1) to infer

‖〈·〉r1F(eif(·)ηψjϕ)‖L2(Rm)

≤ C
′1/(2l)
1 〈η〉⌊r1⌋+k/l

∑

|α|≤l⌊r1⌋+k

∑

|β|≤|α|

‖F(eif(·)ηϕα,β,j)‖
1/l

L2(Rm)‖F(eif(·)ηψjϕ)‖
(l−1)/l
L2(Rm)

= (2π)m/2C
′1/(2l)
1 〈η〉⌊r1⌋+k/l‖ψjϕ‖

(l−1)/l
L2(Rm)

∑

|α|≤l⌊r1⌋+k

∑

|β|≤|α|

‖ϕα,β,j‖
1/l
L2(Rm) ≤ C ′2〈η〉

⌊r1⌋+k/l

(with the obvious modifications when l = 1 and thus q = ∞). Consequently, the last
integral in (3.46) is bounded by
(∫

Rn

〈η〉−2r2‖〈·〉r1F(eif(·)ηψjϕ)‖
2
L2(Rm)dη

)1/2

≤ C ′2

(∫

Rn

〈η〉−2r2+2⌊r1⌋+2k/ldη

)1/2

<∞.

Employing these bounds in (3.46), the inequality (3.45) immediately gives

pr1;ϕ,G1(f
∗u) ≤ p(u) + C ′

l∑

j=1

pr2;φj ,Rn\ intVj (u), u ∈ C∞(U),

where p is a continuous seminorm of D′(U); the summands are continuous seminorms
on D′r2L (U) since (Uj × (Rn\ int Vj)) ∩ L = ∅, j = 1, . . . , l.

Next we show similar bounds for p(f ∗u) where p is an arbitrary continuous seminorm
on D′(O). Once we show this, we can deduce that f ∗ : C∞(U) → C∞(O) is continuous
when C∞(U) and C∞(O) are equipped with the topologies induced by D′r2L (U) and
D′r1f∗L(O) respectively, which, in view of Proposition 3.13, yields that f ∗ uniquely ex-

tends to a well-defined and continuous map f ∗ : D′r2L (U) → D′r1f∗L(O), when r2−r1 > n/2
and r2 > n/2. Let p be a continuous seminorm on D′(O); without loss in generality
we can assume that p = supχ∈B |〈·, χ〉| for some bounded subset B of D(O). There
exists K ⊂⊂ O such that B is a bounded subset of DK . In the same way as above,
we find open sets Oj ⊆ O, j = 1, . . . , l, with compact closures in O which cover K
and corresponding open set Uj ⊆ U and closed cones V ′j , Vj in Rn\{0}, j = 1, . . . , l
(apply the above construction with G = Rm\{0}). As above, ψj ∈ D(Oj), 0 ≤ ψj ≤ 1,
j = 1, . . . , l, denotes a partition of unity on a neighbourhood of K, and φj ∈ D(Uj) is
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such that φj = 1 on a neighbourhood of f(Oj), j = 1, . . . , l. For u ∈ C∞(U) and χ ∈ B,
we have

|〈f ∗u, χ〉| ≤
l∑

j=1

|〈f ∗(φju), ψjχ〉| ≤
1

(2π)n

l∑

j=1

∫

Rn

|F(φju)(η)||Iψjχ(η)|dη

≤
l∑

j=1

∫

Vj

|F(φju)(η)||Iψjχ(η)|dη +
l∑

j=1

∫

Rn\Vj

|F(φju)(η)||Iψjχ(η)|dη.

Employing (3.43) with ξ = 0 in the stationary phase method [28, Theorem 7.7.1, p.
216], one verifies that for every N > 0 there is CN > 0 such that

|Iψjχ(η)| ≤ CN〈η〉
−N , η ∈ Vj, χ ∈ B. (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, . . . , l},

D′(U) → [0,∞), u 7→ sup
χ∈B

∫

Vj

|F(φju)(η)||Iψjχ(η)|dη,

is a continuous seminorm on D′(U). Furthermore, notice that
∫

Rn\Vj

|F(φju)(η)||Iψjχ(η)|dη ≤ pr2;φj ,Rn\ intVj (u)

(∫

Rn

|Iψjχ(η)|
2〈η〉−2r2dη

)1/2

and the very last integral is uniformly bounded for all χ ∈ B since r2 > n/2 and
supχ∈B ‖Iψjχ‖L∞(Rn) < ∞. This shows that supχ∈B |〈f ∗u, χ〉| is bounded by a continu-

ous seminorm on D′r2L (U) and the proof of CASE 1 is complete.
CASE 2: f is a local diffeomorphism. 8 We show that f ∗ uniquely extends to a well-

defined and continuous mapping f ∗ : D′rL (U) → D′rf∗L(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 pr;ϕ,G1(f

∗u) where ϕ ∈ D(O)\{0} and the closed cone
∅ 6= G1 ⊆ Rm are such that (suppϕ×G1)∩f ∗L = ∅. We proceed the same as in CASE
1 to obtain (3.45) (of course, with r in place of r1), but now in the construction of Oj,
j = 1, . . . , l, we make them sufficiently small so that f is a diffeomorphism from an
open neighbourhood of Oj onto an open subset of Uj. 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 j ∈ {1, . . . , l}. We are going to show that

∣∣∣∣
∫

Rm

I2;j(ξ)χ(ξ)dξ

∣∣∣∣ ≤ C‖〈·〉−rχ‖L2(Rm)pr;φj,Rm\ intVj(u), χ ∈ D(Rm); (3.48)

this immediately gives ‖〈·〉rI2;j‖L2(Rm) ≤ Cpr;φj ,Rm\ intVj (u) which completes the proof
of the existence, continuity and uniqueness of the extension f ∗ : D′rL (U) → D′rf∗L(O).
For simpler notations, set ϕj := ψjϕ ∈ D(Oj). Let χ ∈ D(Rm) and set χ̃ := 〈·〉−rχ ∈
D(Rm). Notice that
∣∣∣∣
∫

Rm

I2;j(ξ)χ(ξ)dξ

∣∣∣∣ ≤
∫

Rm\ intVj

|F(φju)(η)|

∣∣∣∣∣

∫

Oj×Rm

eif(x)η−ixξϕj(x)χ(ξ)dxdξ

∣∣∣∣∣ dη

8In this case Nf = f(O)× {0} and thus L ∩Nf = ∅ for any L.
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=

∫

Rm\ intVj

|F(φju)(η)|

∣∣∣∣∣

∫

Oj

eif(x)ηϕj(x)〈D〉rF χ̃(x)dx

∣∣∣∣∣ dη.

Pick ψ̃j ∈ D(Oj) such that ψ̃j = 1 on a neighbourhood of suppψj and write ϕj〈D〉r =

ϕj〈D〉rψ̃j+ϕj〈D〉r(1− ψ̃j). There are aj , a′j ∈ Src (Oj×Rm) so that Op(aj) = ϕj〈D〉rψ̃j

and Op(a′j) = ϕj〈D〉r(1 − ψ̃j). By construction, the kernel of Op(aj) has compact
support in Oj × Oj. Since pseudo-differential operators have kernels that are smooth
outside of the diagonal, Op(a′j) ∈ Ψ−∞(Oj); consequently, a

′
j ∈ S−∞loc (Oj × R

m) which

yields a′j ∈ S−∞c (Oj × Rm). Choose ψ̃′j ∈ D(Oj) so that ψ̃′j = 1 on a neighbourhood of

supp ψ̃j and notice that
∣∣∣∣∣

∫

Rm

I2;j(ξ)χ(ξ)dξ

∣∣∣∣∣

≤ pr;φj ;Rm\ intVj (u)



∫

Rm

〈η〉−2r

∣∣∣∣∣

∫

Oj

eif(x)η Op(aj)(ψ̃
′
jF χ̃)(x)dx

∣∣∣∣∣

2

dη




1/2

+ pr;φj ;Rm\ intVj (u)



∫

Rm

〈η〉−2r

∣∣∣∣∣

∫

Oj

eif(x)η Op(a′j)(F χ̃)(x)dx

∣∣∣∣∣

2

dη




1/2

. (3.49)

In the first term we change variables y = f(x). In view of [29, Theorem 18.1.17, p. 81],

Op(aj)(ψ̃
′
jF χ̃) ◦ f

−1 = Op(ãj)((ψ̃
′
jF χ̃) ◦ f

−1) with ãj ∈ Src (f(Oj)× Rm). We infer



∫

Rm

〈η〉−2r

∣∣∣∣∣

∫

Oj

eif(x)η Op(aj)(ψ̃
′
jF χ̃)(x)dx

∣∣∣∣∣

2

dη




1/2

=



∫

Rm

〈η〉−2r

∣∣∣∣∣

∫

f(Oj)

eiyη Op(ãj)((ψ̃
′
jF χ̃) ◦ f

−1)(y)|f−1
′

(y)|dy

∣∣∣∣∣

2

dη




1/2

= (2π)m
(∫

Rm

〈η〉−2r
∣∣∣F−1

(
Op(ãj)((ψ̃

′
jF χ̃) ◦ f

−1)|f−1
′

|
)
(η)
∣∣∣
2

dη

)1/2

= (2π)m/2
∥∥∥〈D〉−r

(
|f−1

′

|Op(ãj)((ψ̃
′
jF χ̃) ◦ f

−1)
)∥∥∥

L2(Rm)

≤ C1‖(ψ̃
′
jF χ̃) ◦ f

−1‖L2(Rm) ≤ C2‖F χ̃‖L2(Rm) = (2π)m/2C2‖〈·〉
−rχ‖L2(Rm),

where the second to last inequality follows from the fact that 〈D〉−r(|f−1
′

|Op(ãj)) is a
ΨDO with symbol in S0(R2m) (cf. [29, Theorem 18.1.17, p. 81]) and hence continuous
on L2(Rm). 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(x) and infer



∫

Rm

〈η〉−2r

∣∣∣∣∣

∫

Oj

eif(x)η Op(a′j)(F χ̃)(x)dx

∣∣∣∣∣

2

dη




1/2
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=



∫

Rm

〈η〉−2r−4k

∣∣∣∣∣

∫

f(Oj)

eiyη(Id−∆)k
(
|f−1

′

(y)|Op(a′j)(F χ̃)(f
−1(y))

)
dy

∣∣∣∣∣

2

dη




1/2

≤ C ′1

∥∥∥(Id−∆)k
(
|f−1

′

|Op(a′j)(F χ̃) ◦ f
−1
)∥∥∥

L∞(f(Oj))

≤ C ′2 sup
|α|≤2k

‖∂αOp(a′j)(F χ̃)‖L∞(Rm) ≤ C ′3‖F χ̃‖L2(Rm) = (2π)m/2C ′3‖〈·〉
−rχ‖L2(Rm),

where the last inequality follows from the fact that ∂αOp(a′j) is a pseudo-differential

operator with symbol in S−∞c (R2m) for all α ∈ Nm. This completes the proof of (3.48).
CASE 3: f has constant rank k ≥ 1 and satisfies L ∩Nf = ∅. Let r1, r2 ∈ R be such

that r2−r1 ≥ (n−k)/2 and r2 > (n−k)/2; when f is a submersion, we only assume that
r2 ≥ r1. For x ∈ Rm, we denote x = (x′, x′′), with x′ ∈ Rk and x′′ ∈ Rm−k. Similarly,
for η ∈ R

n, we denote η = (η′, η′′′), with η′ ∈ R
k and η′′′ ∈ R

n−k. Furthermore, when it
is important but not clear from the context, we will denote by 0l the zero in Rl, l ∈ Z+.
By the constant rank theorem [37, Theorem 4.12, p. 81], for each x(0) ∈ O there are
open neighbourhoods O0 ⊆ O of x(0) and U0 ⊆ U of f(x(0)) and diffeomorphisms

κ : O0 → Õ0 and ι : U0 → Ũ0 satisfying κ(x(0)) = 0 ∈ Õ0 and ι(f(x(0))) = 0 ∈ Ũ0 such
that f(O0) ⊆ U0 and

f̂0(x) := ι ◦ f|O0 ◦ κ
−1(x) = (x′, 0n−k), x = (x′, x′′) ∈ Õ0; (3.50)

of course, when f is a submersion then k = n and f̂0(x) = x′, x = (x′, x′′) ∈ Õ0. We
make the following

Claim. Let L̃ be a closed conic subset of Ũ0 × (Rn\{0}) which satisfies L̃ ∩ Nf̂0
= ∅.

Then the map f̂ ∗0 : C∞(Ũ0) → C∞(Õ0) is continuous when C∞(Ũ0) and C∞(Õ0) are

equipped with the topologies induced by D′r2
L̃
(Ũ0) and D′r1

f̂∗0 L̃
(Õ0) respectively.

Before we prove the claim, we show how CASE 3 follows from it. Let ϕ ∈ D(O)\{0}
and the closed cone ∅ 6= G1 ⊆ R

m be such that (suppϕ×G1)∩ f
∗L = ∅. Arguing as in

CASE 1, one can find open sets O1, . . . , Ol ⊆ O each with compact closure in O, open

sets U1, . . . , Ul ⊆ U and diffeomorphisms κj : Oj → Õj and ιj : Uj → Ũj , j = 1, . . . , l,

such that suppϕ ⊆
⋃l
j=1Oj, f(Oj) ⊆ Uj and f̂j := ιj ◦ f|Oj

◦ κ−1j : Õj → Ũj is given

by (3.50). Let ψj ∈ D(Oj), 0 ≤ ψj ≤ 1, j = 1, . . . , l, be a partition of unity on a
neighbourhood of suppϕ and let φj ∈ D(Uj) be such that φj = 1 on a neighbourhood
of f(Oj). Set ϕj := ψjϕ ∈ D(Oj), fj := f|Oj

: Oj → Uj and Lj := L∩ (Uj × (Rn\{0})),
j = 1, . . . , l. For u ∈ C∞(U), we have (since φju ∈ D(Uj))

F(ϕf ∗u) =
l∑

j=1

F(ϕjf
∗(φju)) =

l∑

j=1

F(ϕjκ
∗
j f̂
∗
j ι
−1 ∗
j (φju))

and consequently pr1;ϕ,G1(f
∗u) ≤

∑l
j=1 pr1;ϕj ,G1(κ

∗
j f̂
∗
j ι
−1 ∗
j (φju)). Fix j ∈ {1, . . . , l}. In

view of CASE 2, κ∗j and ι
−1 ∗
j uniquely extend to well-defined and continuous mappings

κ∗j : D
′r1
f̂∗
j
ι−1 ∗

j
Lj
(Õj) → D′r1f∗j Lj

(Oj) (notice that Lj ∩ Nfj = ∅ and f̂ ∗j ι
−1 ∗
j Lj = κ−1 ∗j f ∗j Lj)
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and ι−1 ∗j : D′r2Lj
(Uj) → D′r2

ι−1 ∗

j Lj
(Ũj). The Claim yields that f̂ ∗j uniquely extends to a well-

defined and continuous mapping f̂ ∗j : D′r2
ι−1 ∗

j Lj
(Ũj) → D′r1

f̂∗j ι
−1 ∗

j Lj
(Õj) (ι

−1 ∗
j Lj ∩ Nf̂j

= ∅

in view of (3.42)). Consequently, there are χj′ ∈ D(Uj) and closed cones Vj′ ⊆ Rn,
j′ = 1, . . . , k′ (k′ depends on j) satisfying (suppχj′ × Vj′) ∩ Lj = ∅, j′ = 1, . . . , k′, a
continuous seminorm p on D′(Uj) (whence, continuous on D′(U) as well) and C > 0
such that

pr1;ϕj ,G1(κ
∗
j f̂
∗
j ι
−1 ∗
j (φju)) ≤ Cp(φju) + C

k′∑

j′=1

pr2;χj′ ,Vj′
(φju); (3.51)

notice that each term on the right-hand side is a continuous seminorm on D′r2L (U) of u
(as pr2;χj′ ,Vj′

(φju) = pr2;χj′φj ,Vj′
(u)). It remains to show similar bounds for p(f ∗u), where

p is an arbitrary continuous seminorm on D′(O). Without loss of generality, we can as-
sume that p = supχ∈B |〈·, χ〉| for some bounded subset B of D′(O). There is a compact
subset K of O such that B is a bounded subset of DK . 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∞(O), as in (3.51). This completes the proof of CASE 3 and the theorem.

Proof of Claim. Notice that

Nf̂0
= {((x′, 0n−k), (0k, η

′′′)) ∈ Ũ0 × R
n | ∃x′′ ∈ R

m−k, (x′, x′′) ∈ Õ0}, (3.52)

f̂ ∗0 L̃ = {((x′, x′′), (η′, 0m−k)) ∈ Õ0 × (Rm\{0}) | ∃η′′′ ∈ R
n−k, ((x′, 0n−k), (η

′, η′′′)) ∈ L̃}.
(3.53)

LetG0 be a closed cone in Rm and let ϕ ∈ D(Õ0)\{0} be such that (suppϕ×G0)∩f̂ ∗0 L̃ =

∅; since our goal is to estimate pr1;ϕ,G0(f̂
∗
0u), we can assume that G0\{0} 6= ∅. For

ξ = (ξ′, ξ′′) ∈ G0 ∩ Sm−1, a standard compactness argument shows that there are

εξ > 0 and an open set Oξ ⊆ Õ0 with compact closure in Õ0 such that suppϕ ⊆ Oξ

and (Oξ × Gξ) ∩ f̂ ∗0 L̃ = ∅ where Gξ ⊆ Rm is the open cone R+(B(ξ′, εξ)× B(ξ′′, εξ));
furthermore, when ξ′′ 6= 0, we can take εξ < |ξ′′|/6. Of course, when k = m, Gξ =
R+B(ξ, εξ). We employ another compactness argument to find open cones

Gj := R+(B(ξ(j)
′

, εj)× B(ξ(j)
′′

, εj)) and G̃j := R+(B(ξ(j)
′

, 3εj)×B(ξ(j)
′′

, 3εj))

with ξ(j) = (ξ(j)
′

, ξ(j)
′′

) ∈ G0 ∩ Sm−1 and εj ∈ (0, 1/6), j = 1, . . . , s, and an open set

Õ1 ⊆ Õ0 with compact closure in Õ0 such that suppϕ×G0 ⊆ Õ1×
⋃s
j=1Gj and (Õ1×

⋃s
j=1 G̃j) ∩ f̂ ∗0 L̃ = ∅. Furthermore, when ξ(j)

′′

6= 0, it holds that εj < |ξ(j)
′′

|/6. Again,

when k = m, Gj = R+B(ξ, εj) and G̃j = R+B(ξ, 3εj). Write {1, . . . , s} = J1∪J2 where
J1 contains all indexes j such that ξ(j)

′′

6= 0 and J2 = {1, . . . , s}\J1; when k = m, we

set J1 = ∅. If J1 6= ∅, there is 0 < ε < 1/2 such that
⋃
j∈J1

G̃j ⊆ {(ξ′, ξ′′) ∈ R
m | |ξ′′| >

ε|ξ′|} =: G̃0; when J1 = ∅, we set G̃0 := ∅. In view of (3.53), (Õ1×G̃0)∩ f̂ ∗0 L̃ = ∅. When

J2 6= ∅, for each j ∈ J2, define the open cones G′j ⊆ G̃′j ⊆ Rk as G′j := R+B(ξ(j)
′

, εj)

and G̃′j := R+B(ξ(j)
′

, 3εj). Then G
′
j ×Rm−k and G̃′j×Rm−k are open cones in Rm such

that Gj ⊆ G′j × Rm−k and, in view of (3.53), we have (f̂0(Õ1) × G̃′j × Rn−k) ∩ L̃ = ∅,

j ∈ J2. Another compactness argument implies that there is an open set U1 ⊆ Ũ0 such
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that f̂(Õ1) ⊆ U1 and (U1×G̃′j×Rn−k)∩L̃ = ∅. When k < n, since f̂0(suppϕ)×({0k}×

Rn−k) ⊆ Nf̂0
and Nf̂0

∩ L̃ = ∅, an analogous compactness argument shows that there

are an open set Ũ1 ⊆ Ũ0 satisfying f̂0(suppϕ) ⊆ Ũ1 and points η(1)
′′′

, . . . , η(l)
′′′

∈ S
n−k−1

defining the open cones Vj := R+(B(0k, ε
′
j)×B(η(j)

′′′

, ε′j)) ⊆ Rn with some ε′j ∈ (0, 1/2),

j = 1, . . . , l, such that f̂0(suppϕ) × ({0k} × (Rn−k\{0n−k})) ⊆ Ũ1 × (
⋃l
j=1 Vj) and

(Ũ1×(
⋃l
j=1 Vj))∩L̃ = ∅. It is straightforward to verify that there is C0 > 1 such that the

open cone Ṽ0 := {(η′, η′′′) ∈ Rn | |η′′′| > C0|η′|} satisfies Ũ1×(Ṽ0\{0n}) ⊆ Ũ1×(
⋃l
j=1 Vj).

Pick φ ∈ D(U1) such that φ = 1 on f̂0(suppϕ); when k < n we choose φ such that

it also satisfies supp φ ⊆ Ũ1 ∩ U1. For u ∈ C∞(Ũ0) we compute

F(ϕf̂ ∗0u)(ξ) = F(ϕf̂ ∗0 (φu))(ξ) =
1

(2π)n

∫

Rn

∫

Õ1

eif̂0(x)η−ixξϕ(x)F(φu)(η)dxdη

=
1

(2π)n

∫

Rn

F(φu)(η)

∫

Õ1

e−ix(ξ
′−η′,ξ′′)ϕ(x)dxdη

=
1

(2π)n

∫

Rn

F(φu)(η)Fϕ(ξ′− η′, ξ′′)dη (3.54)

=
1

(2π)k

∫

Rk

v(ξ′ − η′)Fϕ(η′, ξ′′)dη′, (3.55)

where we denoted v(η′) := (2π)−n+k
∫
Rn−k F(φu)(η′, η′′′)dη′′′; when k = n, η′ = η and

we set v := F(φu). We infer

pr1;ϕ,G0(f̂
∗
0u) ≤

(∫

G̃0

|F(ϕf̂ ∗0 (φu))(ξ)|
2〈ξ〉2r1dξ

)1/2

+
∑

j∈J2

(∫

G′

j×R
m−k

|F(ϕf̂ ∗0 (φu))(ξ)|
2〈ξ〉2r1dξ

)1/2

. (3.56)

We first consider the integral over G̃0. We only look at the case k < m, since when
k = m, G̃0 = ∅. Notice that for every N > 0 there is CN > 0 such that

|Fϕ(ξ′ − η′, ξ′′)| ≤ CN〈ξ
′〉−N〈ξ′′〉−N〈η′〉−N , (ξ′, ξ′′) ∈ G̃0, η

′ ∈ R
k. (3.57)

When k = n, employing this bound together with (3.54) and arguing as in the proof
of the Claim in the proof of Proposition 3.7, it is straightforward to show that

D′(Ũ0) → [0,∞), u 7→

(∫

G̃0

|F(ϕf̂ ∗0 (φu))(ξ)|
2〈ξ〉2r1dξ

)1/2

,

is a continuous seminorm on D′(Ũ0). When k < n, we employ (3.54) and write
(∫

G̃0

|F(ϕf̂ ∗0 (φu))(ξ)|
2〈ξ〉2r1dξ

)1/2

≤

(∫

G̃0

(∫

Ṽ0

|F(φu)(η)||Fϕ(ξ′− η′, ξ′′)|〈ξ〉r1dη

)2

dξ

)1/2

(3.58)
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+

(∫

G̃0

(∫

Rn\Ṽ0

|F(φu)(η)||Fϕ(ξ′− η′, ξ′′)|〈ξ〉r1dη

)2

dξ

)1/2

.

Employing (3.57), one again shows that

D′(Ũ0) → [0,∞), u 7→

(∫

G̃0

(∫

Rn\Ṽ0

|F(φu)(η)||Fϕ(ξ′− η′, ξ′′)|〈ξ〉r1dη

)2

dξ

)1/2

,

is a continuous seminorm on D′(Ũ0). To estimate the term in (3.58), we employ (3.57)
with N = |r1|+ r2 + n +m+ 1 and infer

(∫

G̃0

(∫

Ṽ0

|F(φu)(η)||Fϕ(ξ′− η′, ξ′′)|〈ξ〉r1dη

)2

dξ

)1/2

≤ C ′1

∫

Ṽ0

|F(φu)(η)|〈η′〉−r2−n−1dη

≤ C ′2pr2;φ,Ṽ0
(u)

(∫

Rn

〈η〉−2r2〈η′〉−2r2−2n−2dη

)1/2

≤ C ′3pr2;φ,Ṽ0
(u),

where the last inequality follows from r2 > (n−k)/2; notice that p
r2;φ,Ṽ0

is a continuous

seminorm on D′r2
L̃
(Ũ0) by the way we defined Ṽ0 and φ. We showed that the first term in

(3.56) is bounded by a continuous seminorm on D′r2
L̃
(Ũ0) of u. Next, we bound each of

the summands in the second term in (3.56). Fix j ∈ J2. We employ (3.54) and estimate
as follows:

(∫

G′

j×R
m−k

|F(ϕf̂ ∗0 (φu))(ξ)|
2〈ξ〉2r1dξ

)1/2

≤



∫

G′

j×R
m−k

(∫

G̃′

j×R
n−k

|F(φu)(η)||Fϕ(ξ′− η′, ξ′′)|〈ξ〉r1dη

)2

dξ




1/2

+



∫

G′

j
×Rm−k

(∫

(Rk\G̃′

j
)×Rn−k

|F(φu)(η)||Fϕ(ξ′− η′, ξ′′)|〈ξ〉r1dη

)2

dξ




1/2

.

Denote the two terms by I ′j and I
′′
j respectively. We first estimate I ′j. For the moment,

when k < n, denote r′1 := max{r1, 0} and, if k = n, set r′1 := r1. We employ Hölder’s
inequality in the inner integral to obtain

I ′j ≤

(∫

G′

j×R
m−k

(∫

G̃′

j×R
n−k

|Fϕ(ξ′ − η′, ξ′′)|〈ξ〉r1

〈η〉2r2−r
′

1
dη

)

·

(∫

G̃′

j×R
n−k

|F(φu)(η)|2〈η〉2r2−r
′

1 |Fϕ(ξ′ − η′, ξ′′)|〈ξ〉r1dη

)
dξ

)1/2

.
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When k < n, we employ spherical coordinates and the fact 2r2 − r′1 − n + k > 0 (this
follows from r2 > (n− k)/2 and r2 − r1 ≥ (n− k)/2) to infer

∫

Rn−k

〈η〉−2r2+r
′

1dη′′′ ≤ C ′′1

∫ ∞

0

ρn−k−1dρ

(1 + |η′|+ ρ)2r2−r
′

1
≤ C ′′1

∫ ∞

1+|η′|

dρ

ρ2r2−r
′

1−n+k+1

≤ C ′′2 〈η
′〉−2r2+r

′

1+n−k

and, as r2 − r′1 ≥ (n − k)/2 (again, this follows from r2 > (n − k)/2 and r2 − r1 ≥
(n− k)/2), we deduce
∫

G̃′

j×R
n−k

|Fϕ(ξ′ − η′, ξ′′)|〈ξ〉r1

〈η〉2r2−r
′

1
dη ≤ C ′′3

∫

Rk

|Fϕ(ξ′ − η′, ξ′′)|〈ξ′ − η′〉|r1|〈ξ′′〉|r1|

〈η′〉2r2−2r
′

1−n+k
dη′ ≤ C ′′4

for all ξ ∈ R
m. Notice that this bound also holds when k = n, since we assume r2 ≥ r1

in this case. Consequently

I ′j ≤
√
C ′′4

(∫

G̃′

j×R
n−k

|F(φu)(η)|2〈η〉2r2−r
′

1

∫

Rm

|Fϕ(ξ′ − η′, ξ′′)|〈ξ〉r1dξdη

)1/2

≤ C ′′5

(∫

G̃′

j×R
n−k

|F(φu)(η)|2〈η〉2r2−r
′

1

∫

Rm

|Fϕ(ξ)|〈ξ′〉|r1|〈η′〉r
′

1〈ξ′′〉|r1|dξdη

)1/2

≤ C ′′6pr2;φ,G̃′

j
×Rn−k

(u);

notice that p
r2;φ,G̃′

j×R
n−k

is a continuous seminorm on D′r2
L̃
(Ũ0) by the way we defined

G̃′j × Rn−k.9 We now turn our attention to I ′′j . Let η
′ ∈ (Rk\G̃′j)\{0k} and ξ′ ∈ G′j be

arbitrary. Then |η′/|η′| − ξ(j)
′

| ≥ 3εj and there is λ > 0 such that |ξ′/λ − ξ(j)
′

| < εj.
Since |ξ(j)

′

| = 1 (as ξ(j)
′′

= 0 and (ξ(j)
′

, ξ(j)
′′

) ∈ Sm−1), we have
∣∣∣∣1−

|ξ′|

λ

∣∣∣∣ ≤
∣∣∣∣ξ

(j)′ −
ξ′

λ

∣∣∣∣ < εj , hence

∣∣∣∣
ξ′

|ξ′|
− ξ(j)

′

∣∣∣∣ ≤
∣∣∣∣
ξ′

|ξ′|
−
ξ′

λ

∣∣∣∣+
∣∣∣∣
ξ′

λ
− ξ(j)

′

∣∣∣∣ < 2εj.

Consequently, |η′/|η′| − ξ′/|ξ′|| > εj which gives
∣∣∣∣
η′

|η′|
−

ξ′

|η′|

∣∣∣∣ ≥
∣∣∣∣
η′

|η′|
−

ξ′

|ξ′|

∣∣∣∣−
∣∣∣∣
ξ′

|ξ′|
−

ξ′

|η′|

∣∣∣∣ > εj −
||η′| − |ξ′||

|η′|
≥ εj −

∣∣∣∣
η′

|η′|
−

ξ′

|η′|

∣∣∣∣ .

Thus 〈η′ − ξ′〉 > (εj/2)〈η′〉 and similarly 〈η′ − ξ′〉 > (εj/2)〈ξ′〉; notice that these
inequalities are valid even when η′ = 0. These inequalities show that for every N > 0
there is CN > 0 such that

|Fϕ(ξ′ − η′, ξ′′)| ≤ CN〈ξ
′〉−N〈ξ′′〉−N〈η′〉−N , ξ′ ∈ G′j , ξ

′′ ∈ R
m−k, η′ ∈ R

k\G̃′j . (3.59)

When k = n, these bounds yield that the integral I ′′j is a continuous seminorm on

D′(Ũ0) 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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I ′′j ≤



∫

G′

j×R
m−k

(∫

((Rk\G̃′

j)×R
n−k)\Ṽ0

|F(φu)(η)||Fϕ(ξ′− η′, ξ′′)|〈ξ〉r1dη

)2

dξ




1/2

+



∫

G′

j×R
m−k

(∫

((Rk\G̃′

j)×R
n−k)∩Ṽ0

|F(φu)(η)||Fϕ(ξ′− η′, ξ′′)|〈ξ〉r1dη

)2

dξ




1/2

.

In view of (3.59), the first integral is a continuous seminorm on D′(Ũ0) of u. It remains
to bound the second integral; denote it for simplicity by I ′′′j . For ease in writing, we

denote the closed cone ((Rk\G̃′j) × Rn−k) ∩ Ṽ0 by Ṽ1. Notice that, by construction,

pr2;φ,Ṽ1 is a continuous seminorm on D′r2
L̃
(Ũ0). We infer

I ′′′j ≤ pr2;φ,Ṽ1(u)

(∫

G′

j×R
m−k

∫

Ṽ1

|Fϕ(ξ′ − η′, ξ′′)|2〈ξ〉2r1〈η〉−2r2dηdξ

)1/2

= C ′′pr2;φ,Ṽ1(u),

where we employed (3.59) with N = |r1|+n+m+1 and the assumption r2 > (n−k)/2.

This completes the proof that pr1;ϕ,G0(f̂
∗
0u) is bounded by a continuous seminorm on

D′r2
L̃
(Ũ0) of u. To finish the proof of the claim, it remains to show such bounds for p(f̂ ∗0u)

where p is an arbitrary continuous seminorm on D′(Õ0). Without loss of generality, we

can assume that p = supχ∈B |〈·, χ〉| for some bounded subset B of D(Õ0). There exists

a compact subset K of Õ0 such that B is a bounded subset of DK . When k < n, in

the same way as above, one can find an open set ŨK ⊆ Ũ0 satisfying f̂ ∗0 (K) ⊆ ŨK and

CK > 1 such that ṼK := {(η′, η′′′) ∈ Rn | |η′′′| > CK |η′|} satisfies (ŨK × ṼK) ∩ L̃ = ∅.

Pick φ0 ∈ D(Ũ0) such that φ0 = 1 on f̂ ∗0 (K); when k < n we choose φ0 so that

supp φ0 ⊆ ŨK . For χ ∈ B, we denote χ̃(x′) :=
∫
Rm−k χ(x

′, x′′)dx′′, x′ ∈ Rk; when k = m
we set χ̃ := χ. For every N > 0 there is CN > 0 such that

|F−1χ̃(η′)| ≤ CN〈η
′〉−N , η′ ∈ R

k, χ ∈ B. (3.60)

We infer

sup
χ∈B

|〈f̂ ∗0u, χ〉| = sup
χ∈B

|〈f̂ ∗0 (φ0u), χ〉| = sup
χ∈B

1

(2π)n

∣∣∣∣
∫

Rn

F(φ0u)(η)

∫

Õ0

eix
′η′χ(x)dxdη

∣∣∣∣

≤ sup
χ∈B

∫

Rn

|F(φ0u)(η)||F
−1χ̃(η′)|dη.

When k = n, the bound (3.60) shows that the very last quantity is a continuous

seminorm on D′(Ũ0) of u. Assume that k < n and write

sup
χ∈B

|〈f̂ ∗0u, χ〉| ≤ sup
χ∈B

∫

Rn\ṼK

|F(φ0u)(η)||F
−1χ̃(η′)|dη

+ sup
χ∈B

∫

ṼK

|F(φ0u)(η)||F
−1χ̃(η′)|dη.
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The bound (3.60) shows that the first quantity is a continuous seminorm on D′(Ũ0) of
u. We estimate the second quantity as follows:

sup
χ∈B

∫

ṼK

|F(φ0u)(η)||F
−1χ̃(η′)|dη ≤ p

r2;φ0,ṼK
(u) sup

χ∈B

(∫

Rn

|F−1χ̃(η′)|2〈η〉−2r2dη

)1/2

.

The integral is uniformly bounded for all χ ∈ B in view of (3.60) and the assumption
r2 > (n− k)/2. This completes the proof of the claim. �

Remark 3.23. If f : O → U has constant rank k = 0 then f ∗ uniquely extends to a
continuous mapping f ∗ : D′rL (U) → C∞(O) when L ∩ Nf = ∅ 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
Oj ⊆ O, j ∈ Λ, whose union is O and distinct points yj ∈ U , j ∈ Λ, such that f(x) = yj,
x ∈ Oj, j ∈ Λ (some of the Oj’s may be unions of some of the components of O!).
Notice that Nf = (

⋃
j∈Λ{yj})×Rn. Let K ⊂⊂ O. Denote ΛK := {j ∈ Λ |Oj ∩K 6= ∅};

clearly, ΛK is finite. Choose φj ∈ D(U), j ∈ ΛK , such that φj = 1 on a neighbourhood
of yj and (suppφj × R

n) ∩ L = ∅. For u ∈ C∞(U) we have f ∗u =
∑

j∈Λ u(yj)1Oj
and

consequently, for l ∈ N, we infer

sup
|α|≤l

‖∂α(f ∗u)‖L∞(K) ≤
∑

j∈ΛK

|φj(yj)u(yj)| ≤
∑

j∈ΛK

1

(2π)n

∫

Rn

|F(φju)(η)|dη

≤ ‖〈·〉−r‖L2(Rn)

∑

j∈ΛK

pr;φj,Rn(u),

which shows the claim. When u ∈ D′rL (U), the condition L ∩ Nf = ∅ implies that
for every j ∈ Λ there is an open neighbourhood Uj ⊆ U of yj such that u ∈ C(Uj);
indeed, for each j ∈ Λ there is φj ∈ D(U) as above such that φju ∈ Hr(Rn) ⊆ C(Rn).
Whence, in view of the above and Proposition 3.13, we deduce f ∗u =

∑
j∈Λ u(yj)1Oj

,

u ∈ D′rL (U).

Applying the theorem with L := WF r2(u) for u ∈ D′(U) satisfying WF r2(u)∩Nf =
∅, we deduce the following result.

Corollary 3.24. Let O and U be open subsets of R
m and R

n respectively and let
f : O → U be a smooth map. Given r1, r2 ∈ R which satisfy r2 − r1 > n/2 and
r2 > n/2, it holds that

WF r1(f ∗u) ⊆ f ∗WF r2(u), for all u ∈ D′(U) satisfying WF r2(u) ∩Nf = ∅. (3.61)

If f has constant rank k ≥ 1, then (3.61) holds true when r2 − r1 ≥ (n − k)/2 and
r2 > (n−k)/2. When f is a submersion, (3.61) holds true for all r2 ≥ r1. In particular,
if f is a diffeomorphism then WF r(f ∗u) = f ∗WF r(u) for all u ∈ D′(U) and r ∈ R.

When B is a bounded subset of D′(U) satisfying WF r2
c (B) ∩ Nf = ∅, we can apply

the theorem with L := WF r2
c (B) together with Corollary 3.11, to deduce the following

result.

Corollary 3.25. Let O and U be open subsets of Rm and R
n respectively, let f : O → U

be a smooth map and let B be a bounded subset of D′(U). Given r1, r2 ∈ R which satisfy
r2 − r1 > n/2 and r2 > n/2, the following statement holds true:
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(∗) ifWF r2
c (B)∩Nf = ∅ then B is a relatively compact subset of D′r2

WF
r2
c (B)

(U), f ∗B

is a relatively compact subset of D′r1
f∗WF

r2
c (B)

(O) andWF r1
c (f ∗B) ⊆ f ∗WF r2

c (B).

If f has constant rank k ≥ 1, then the statement (∗) holds true when r2−r1 ≥ (n−k)/2
and r2 > (n−k)/2. When f is a submersion, (∗) holds true for all r2 ≥ r1. In particular,
if f is a diffeomorphism then WF r

c (f
∗B) = f ∗WF r

c (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 ′rW (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 Rn. For any closed conic subset L of U × (Rn\{0}) and any compact
subset K of U satisfying pr1(L) ⊆ K, the pullback f ∗ : D′(U) → D′(O) restricts to a
topological isomorphism f ∗ : E ′rL;K(U) → E ′rf∗L;f−1(K)(O). Consequently, it also restricts

to a topological isomorphism f ∗ : E ′rW (U) → E ′rf∗W (O) for any open conic subset W of
U × (Rn\{0}).

Proof. Since f ∗(Hr
K(U)) = Hr

f−1(K)(O) as sets, [28, Theorem 8.2.4, p. 263] implies that

f ∗(E ′rL;K(U)) = E ′rf∗L;f−1(K)(O) as sets. As f
∗ : D′(U) → D′(O) is continuous, the closed

graph and the open mapping theorems for Fréchet spaces imply that f ∗ : E ′rL;K(U) →
E ′rf∗L;f−1(K)(O) is a topological isomorphism. The last part is an immediate consequence

of this. �

4. The spaces D′rL and E ′rW on manifolds and vector bundles

The diffeomorphism invariance from Theorem 3.21 and Corollary 3.26 allows us to
define D′rL and E ′rW 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′rL as in
the Euclidean case. At the very end, we will show more general version of Theorem
3.21 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 D′rL on

manifolds and vector bundles. We start by recalling the Sobolev wave front set of
order r ∈ 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 3, the original definition of
Duistermaat and Hörmander [14, 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

Σrp(u) := {ξjdx
j |p ∈ T ∗pM | (ξ1, . . . , ξm) ∈ Σrx(p)(ux)},

where ux is the distribution defined in (2.1). Corollary 3.24 verifies that Σrp(u) does not
depend on the chart (O, x) that contains p. The Sobolev wave front set of order r of
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u ∈ D′(M) is defined by

WF r(u) := {(p, ξ) ∈ T ∗M\0 | ξ ∈ Σrp(u)}. (4.1)

If πE : E →M is a vector bundle of rank k, then for a chart (O, x) about p ∈ M over
which E has a local trivialisation Φx : π

−1
E (O) → O × Ck and u ∈ D′(M ;E) define

Σrp(u) := {ξjdx
j|p ∈ T ∗pM | (ξ1, . . . , ξm) ∈ ∪kj=1Σ

r
x(p)(u

j
Φx
)},

where u1Φx
, . . . , ukΦx

∈ D′(x(O)) are the distributions defined in (2.2). Employing Corol-
lary 3.24, one can show that Σrp(u) does not depend on the chart (O, x) nor on the
local trivialisation Φx. The Sobolev wave front set WF r(u) of u ∈ D′(M ;E) is defined
as in (4.1). Notice that Σrp(u) is a closed cone in T ∗pM\{0} and WF r(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 Bx := {ux ∈
D′(x(O)) | u ∈ B} and notice that Bx is bounded in D′(x(O)). For a chart (O, x) about
p ∈M , set

Σrc,p(B) := {ξjdx
j |p ∈ T ∗pM | (ξ1, . . . , ξm) ∈ Σrc,x(p)(Bx)}.

In view of Corollary 3.25, Σrc,p(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

WF r
c (B) := {(p, ξ) ∈ T ∗M\0 | ξ ∈ Σrc,p(B)}. (4.2)

Of course, this coincides with Definition 3.3 when M is an open subset of Rm.
Similarly, if E is a k-vector bundle over M and B a bounded subset of D′(M ;E),

for any chart (O, x) over which E has a local trivialisation Φx : π−1E (O) → O × Ck,

we denote Bj
Φx

:= {ujΦx
∈ D′(x(O)) | u ∈ B}, j = 1, . . . , k; of course, B1

Φx
, . . . , Bk

Φx
are

bounded in D′(x(O)). For any such chart (O, x) about p ∈M , we define

Σrc,p(B) := {ξjdx
j |p ∈ T ∗pM | (ξ1, . . . , ξm) ∈ ∪kj=1Σ

r
c,x(p)(B

j
Φx
)}.

As before, employing Corollary 3.25, one can show that Σrc,p(B) does not depend on
the chart (O, x) that contains p nor on the local trivialisation Φx. We define the Sobolev
compactness wave front set of order r of B by (4.2). Of course, Σrc,p(B) is a closed cone
in T ∗pM\{0} and WF r

c (B) is a closed conic subset of T ∗M\0. We point out that if

B = {u(1), . . . , u(l)} then WF r
c (B) = WF r(u(1)) ∪ . . . ∪WF r(u(l)). Furthermore, as in

the Euclidean case,WF r
c (a1B1+a2B2) ⊆WF r

c (B1)∪WF r
c (B2) for any a1, a2 ∈ C∞(M)

and any bounded subsets B1 and B2 of D′(M ;E) (or, of D′(M)); if in addition B1 ⊆ B2

then WF r
c (B1) ⊆WF r

c (B2).
Let L be a closed conic subset of T ∗M\0 and E a k-vector bundle overM . For r ∈ R,

we define

D′rL(M) := {u ∈ D′(M) |WF r(u) ⊆ L} and

D′rL (M ;E) := {u ∈ D′(M ;E) |WF r(u) ⊆ L};

of course, when M is an open set in R
m, D′rL(M) coincides as a set with D′rL(M) as

defined in (3.1) in the Euclidean setting. Our goal is to equip D′rL (M) and D′rL (M ;E)
with locally convex topologies. Let (O, x) be a chart on M . Let ϕ ∈ D(O) and let V
be a closed cone in Rm such that

{(p, ξjdx
j |p) ∈ T ∗O | p ∈ suppϕ, (ξ1, . . . , ξm) ∈ V } ∩ L = ∅; (4.3)
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notice that the first set is the inverse image of suppϕ×V under the chart induced local
trivialisation of T ∗M over O (i.e., π−1T ∗M(O) → O × Rm, (p, ξjdx

j |p) 7→ (p, ξ1, . . . , ξm)).
Then, when u ∈ D′rL(M) we have (supp(ϕ ◦ x−1) × V ) ∩WF r(ux) = ∅ and Corollary
3.5 yields that

pxr;ϕ,V (u) :=

(∫

V

|F((ϕ ◦ x−1)ux)(ξ)|
2〈ξ〉2rdξ

)1/2

<∞, u ∈ D′rL (M). (4.4)

We equip D′rL (M) with the locally convex topology induced by all continuous seminorms
on D′(M) together with all seminorms pxr;ϕ,V for all charts (O, x) and ϕ ∈ D(O) and
V ⊆ Rm as above. It is straightforward to check that if u ∈ D′(M) satisfies pxr;ϕ,V (u) <
∞ for all pxr;ϕ,V as above then u ∈ D′rL(M).

Analogously, given a chart (O, x) over which E trivialises via Φx : π
−1
E (O) → O×Ck,

a function ϕ ∈ D(O) and a closed cone V ⊆ Rm which satisfy (4.3), it holds that
(supp(ϕ ◦ x−1) × V ) ∩ WF r(ujΦx

) = ∅, j = 1, . . . , k, u ∈ D′rL(M ;E). Consequently,
Corollary 3.5 gives

pΦx

r;ϕ,V (u) := max
1≤j≤k

(∫

V

|F((ϕ ◦ x−1)ujΦx
)(ξ)|2〈ξ〉2rdξ

)1/2

<∞, u ∈ D′rL (M ;E).

(4.5)
We equip D′rL(M ;E) with the locally convex topology induced by all continuous semi-
norms on D′(M ;E) together with all seminorms pΦx

r;ϕ,V for all charts (O, x) over which

E locally trivialises via Φx : π
−1
E (O) → O×Ck and all ϕ ∈ D(O) and V ⊆ Rm as above.

Again, it is straightforward to check that if u ∈ D′(M ;E) satisfies pΦx

r;ϕ,V (u) < ∞ for

all pΦx

r;ϕ,V as above then u ∈ D′rL (M ;E).

Remark 4.1. Notice that D′rT ∗M\0(M) = D′(M) and D′rT ∗M\0(M ;E) = D′(M ;E) topo-

logically. Also, it is straightforward to verify that D′r∅ (M) = Hr
loc(M) and D′r∅ (M ;E) =

Hr
loc(M ;E) topologically.

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 πE : E → M be a vector bundle of rank k and let L be a closed
conic subset of T ∗M\0. Let {(Oµ, xµ)}µ∈Λ be a family of coordinate charts on M which
cover M such that E locally trivialises over each Oµ via Φxµ : π−1E (Oµ) → Oµ × Ck,
µ ∈ Λ. Let κµ, µ ∈ Λ, be the total local trivialisation of T ∗M over Oµ:

κµ : π−1T ∗M(Oµ) → xµ(Oµ)× R
m, κµ(p, ξjdx

j |p) = (xµ(p), ξ1, . . . , ξm). (4.6)

Then for each bounded subset B of D′(M ;E), WF r
c (B) ⊆ L if and only if for all µ ∈ Λ

and for all ϕ ∈ D(Oµ) and closed cones V ⊆ Rm which satisfy (4.3), it holds that

sup
u∈B

max
1≤j≤k

∫

V, |ξ|>R

|F((ϕ ◦ x−1µ )ujΦxµ
)(ξ)|2〈ξ〉2rdξ → 0, as R→ ∞. (4.7)
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Furthermore, for each µ ∈ Λ, Lµ := κµ(π
−1
T ∗M(Oµ) ∩ L) is a closed conic subset of

xµ(Oµ)× (Rm\{0}) and the map

D′rL (M ;E) →
∏

µ∈Λ

D′rLµ
(xµ(Oµ))

k, u 7→ fu, where (4.8)

fu(µ) := (u1Φxµ
, . . . , ukΦxµ

), µ ∈ Λ,

is a well-defined topological imbedding whose image is closed and complemented in∏
µ∈Λ D

′r
Lµ
(xµ(Oµ))

k.

Proof. The proof that WF r
c (B) ⊆ L is equivalent to (4.7) is straightforward and we

omit it (cf. Lemma 3.4). For the proof of the second part, we denote ujµ := ujΦxµ
and

Φµ := Φxµ , µ ∈ Λ, u ∈ D′(M ;E), j = 1, . . . , k. The fact that Lµ is a closed conic subset
of xµ(Oµ)× (Rm\{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′(xµ(Oµ)), u 7→ ujµ, is continuous). Let (ϕµ)µ∈Λ be a smooth partition of
unity subordinated to (Oµ)µ∈Λ. A standard argument employing this partition of unity
immediately yields the injectivity of (4.8).

To show that (4.8) is a topological imbedding whose image is complemented in∏
µ∈Λ D

′r
Lµ
(xµ(Oµ))

k, we consider the map

R :
∏

µ∈Λ

D′(xµ(Oµ))
k → D′(M ;E), R(f) = uf , where (4.9)

〈uf , ψ〉 :=
∑

µ∈Λ

〈f(µ)j , (ϕµψµ,j) ◦ x
−1
µ 〉, ψ ∈ Γc(E

∨), ψ|Oµ
= ψµ,jσ

j
µ,

and (σ1
µ, . . . , σ

k
µ) is the local frame for E∨ over Oµ induced by Φµ. It is straightforward

to check that the map is well-defined and continuous. We claim that R restricts to a
well-defined and continuous map

R :
∏

µ∈Λ

D′rLµ
(xµ(Oµ))

k → D′rL (M ;E). (4.10)

Let (O, x) be a chart on M over which E locally trivialises via Φx : π
−1
E (O) → O×Ck.

Denote by κ the total local trivialisation of T ∗M over O:

κ : π−1T ∗M(O) → x(O)× R
m, κ(p, ξjdx

j |p) = (x(p), ξ1, . . . , ξm). (4.11)

Let ϕ ∈ D(O)\{0} and the closed cone V ⊆ Rm satisfy (4.3). Let Λ0 ⊆ Λ be the finite
set for which it holds that suppϕµ ∩ suppϕ 6= ∅, µ ∈ Λ0. Let f ∈

∏
µ∈Λ D

′r
Lµ
(xµ(Oµ))

k

and set vjµ := f(µ)j ∈ D′rLµ
(xµ(Oµ)), µ ∈ Λ, j ∈ {1, . . . , k}. In view of (2.4), we have

σj = (|(x ◦ x−1µ )′| ◦ xµ)τ
j
µ,lσ

l
µ on Oµ ∩O,

where (σ1, . . . , σk) is the local frame for E∨ over O induced by Φx and τµ = (τ jµ,l)j,l :

Oµ ∩ O → GL(k,C) is the transition map given by Φx ◦ Φ−1µ (p, z) = (p, τµ(p)z), p ∈

Oµ ∩ O, z ∈ Ck. Set φξ := e−i · ξ(ϕ ◦ x−1) ∈ D(x(O)), ξ ∈ Rm, and notice that

F((ϕ ◦ x−1)(uf)
j
Φx
)(ξ) = 〈(uf)

j
Φx
, φξ〉 = 〈uf , (φξ ◦ x)σ

j〉

=
∑

µ∈Λ0

〈vlµ, ((ϕµτ
j
µ,l) ◦ x

−1
µ )(φξ ◦ x ◦ x

−1
µ )|(x ◦ x−1µ )′|〉
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=
∑

µ∈Λ0

〈(xµ ◦ x
−1)∗vlµ, ((ϕµτ

j
µ,l) ◦ x

−1)φξ〉

=
∑

µ∈Λ0

F
(
((ϕϕµτ

j
µ,l) ◦ x

−1)(xµ ◦ x
−1)∗vlµ

)
(ξ).

This implies that

pΦx

r;ϕ,V (uf ) ≤ max
1≤j≤k

∑

µ∈Λ0

k∑

l=1

pr;(ϕϕµτ
j
µ,l

)◦x−1,V ((xµ ◦ x
−1)∗vlµ). (4.12)

For each µ ∈ Λ0, we set

Lµ,O := κµ(π
−1
T ∗M(Oµ ∩O) ∩ L) and L̃µ,O := κ(π−1T ∗M(Oµ ∩O) ∩ L).

Of course, Lµ,O and L̃µ,O are closed conic subsets of xµ(Oµ ∩ O) × (Rm\{0}) and
x(Oµ∩O)×(Rm\{0}) respectively. It is straightforward to check that (xµ◦x−1)∗Lµ,O =

L̃µ,O, whence Theorem 3.21 yields that

(xµ ◦ x
−1)∗ : D′rLµ,O

(xµ(Oµ ∩ O)) → D′r
L̃µ,O

(x(Oµ ∩O))

is well-defined and continuous. Hence, for each µ ∈ Λ0 and j, l ∈ {1, . . . , k}, there are

C > 0, a continuous seminorm p on D′(xµ(Oµ ∩ O)), φ̃1, . . . , φ̃J ∈ D(xµ(Oµ ∩ O)) and

closed cones Ṽ1, . . . , ṼJ ⊆ Rm satisfying (supp φ̃j′ × Ṽj′) ∩ Lµ,O = ∅, j′ = 1, . . . , J , (of
course, these depend on µ, j and l) such that

pr;(ϕϕµτ
j
µ,l

)◦x−1,V ((xµ ◦ x
−1)∗vlµ) ≤ Cp(vlµ) + C

J∑

j′=1

pr;φ̃j′ ,Ṽj′
(vlµ)

≤ Cp̃(vlµ) + C
J∑

j′=1

pr;φ̃j′ ,Ṽj′
(vlµ),

where p̃ is a continuous seminorm onD′(xµ(Oµ)) (since the restriction mappingD′(xµ(Oµ)) →
D′(xµ(Oµ∩O)) is continuous). In view of (4.12), this implies that (4.10) is well-defined
and continuous (the required bounds for p(uf), p a continuous seminorm on D′(M ;E),
follow from the continuity of (4.9)). It is straightforward to check that R(fu) = u,
u ∈ D′rL(M ;E); i.e., 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

∏
µ∈Λ D

′r
Lµ
(xµ(Oµ))

k.

The image of (4.8) is closed since complemented subspaces always are. �

Remark 4.3. In the proof, we showed that for any partition of unity subordinated
to (Oµ)µ∈Λ, the mapping (4.10) is well-defined continuous left inverse of (4.8). The
analogous mapping for D′rL (M) is

∏

µ∈Λ

D′rLµ
(xµ(Oµ)) → D′rL (M), f 7→ uf , where

〈uf , ψ〉 :=
∑

µ∈Λ

〈f(µ), (ϕµψµ) ◦ x
−1
µ 〉, ψ ∈ Γc(DM), ψ|Oµ

= ψµλ
xµ.

Remark 4.4. The proposition immediately implies that u ∈ D′(M ;E) (resp., u ∈
D′(M)) belongs to D′rL(M ;E) (resp., D′rL(M)) if and only if the seminorms (4.5) (resp.,
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(4.4)) are finite when (O, x) runs through the charts of a fixed atlas of M such that E
locally trivialises over each of the charts. Similarly, the topology of D′rL (M ;E) (resp.,
D′rL (M)) is given by the continuous seminorms on D′(M ;E) (resp., D′(M)) together
with the seminorms (4.5) (resp., (4.4)) when (O, x) 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 Rm, the topology on D′rL (M) is the same as the
one we defined in Section 3.

Remark 4.5. As a consequence of the proposition and Remark 3.9, we infer that
C∞(M)×D′rL (M ;E) → D′rL (M ;E), (χ, u) 7→ χu, is well-defined and hypocontinuous.

Since we can take {(Oµ, xµ)}µ∈Λ to be countable, the proposition together with
Corollary 3.10, [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′rL(M ;E) is complete, semi-reflexive and strictly webbed
(in the sense of De Wilde).

Employing the above proposition together with Corollary 3.11 and Tychonoff’s the-
orem, we obtain the characterisation of the relatively compact sets in D′rL (M ;E) we
announced in the introduction.

Corollary 4.7. Let L be a closed conic subset of T ∗M\0 and let B be a bounded
subset of D′(M ;E). Then WF r

c (B) ⊆ L if and only if B is a relatively compact subset
of D′rL(M ;E).

Corollary 4.8. The bounded subsets of D′rL(M ;E) are metrisable when equipped with
the induced topology. Consequently, if {uj}j∈Z+ is relatively compact in D′rL (M ;E), then
there exists a subsequence (ujk)k∈Z+ which converges in D′rL (M ;E).

Proof. It suffices to show the claim for D′rL(O), for O an open set in Rm, because of
Proposition 4.2 (by taking the cover {(Oµ, xµ)}µ∈Λ to be countable). The claim for
D′rL (O) immediately follows from Proposition 3.7 in view of [50, Theorem 1.7, p. 128]
since the weak and strong topologies coincide on the bounded subsets of D′(O). �

Proposition 4.9. Let πE : E → M be a vector bundle of rank k and {(Oµ, xµ)}µ∈Z+

a countable family of coordinate charts on M which cover M . Assume that E locally
trivialises over each Oµ via Φxµ : π−1E (Oµ) → Oµ ×Ck, µ ∈ Z+, and let (sµ,1, . . . , sµ,k),
µ ∈ Z+, be the local frame of E over Oµ induced by Φxµ, µ ∈ Z+. Let (ϕµ)µ∈Z+ be a

smooth partition of unity subordinated to (Oµ)µ∈Z+ . For each µ ∈ Z+, let (P̃µ,n)n∈Z+ be
a sequence of operators in L(D′(xµ(Oµ)),D(xµ(Oµ))) which satisfies the properties as
in the conclusion of Proposition 3.13. Then the operators

Pn : D′(M ;E) → Γc(E), Pn(u) :=

n∑

µ=1

ϕµ(P̃µ,nu
j
Φxµ

) ◦ xµsµ,j, n ∈ Z+, (4.13)

are well-defined, continuous and Pn → Id in Lb(D′(M ;E)). Furthermore, for any closed
conic subset L of T ∗M\0, the set {Pn}n∈Z+ is bounded in Lb(D′rL (M ;E)) and Pn → Id
in Lp(D

′r
L (M ;E)). In particular, Γc(E) is sequentially dense in D′rL(M ;E).

Proof. For simpler notation, denote ujµ := ujΦxµ
and Φµ := Φxµ , µ ∈ Z+, u ∈ D′(M ;E),

j = 1, . . . , k. Let (σ1
µ, . . . , σ

k
µ), µ ∈ Z+, be the frame induced by Φµ on E∨ over Oµ;
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notice that σjµ(sµ,l) = δjl λ
xµ on Oµ. Denote by κµ the coordinate induced total local

trivialisation (4.6) of T ∗M over Oµ and set Lµ := κµ(π
−1
T ∗M(Oµ) ∩ L). Clearly (4.13)

is well-defined and its continuity follows immediately from the continuity of P̃µ,j :
D′(xµ(Oµ)) → D(xµ(Oµ)), µ, j ∈ Z+. We show that for each fixed u ∈ D′(M ;E),
Pnu → u in D′(M ;E). Let B be a bounded subset of Γc(E

∨). There is a compact
subset K of M such that B is a bounded subset of ΓK(E

∨). There is n0 ∈ Z+ such
that suppϕµ ∩K = ∅, µ > n0. For ψ ∈ B, write ψ|Oµ

= ψµ,jσ
j
µ. When n ≥ n0 + 1, we

have

〈Pnu− u, ψ〉 =
n∑

µ=1

〈(P̃µ,nu
j
µ) ◦ xµsµ,j, ϕµψµ,j′σ

j′

µ 〉 −
n0∑

µ=1

〈u, ϕµψ〉

=

n0∑

µ=1

〈P̃µ,nu
j
µ − ujµ, (ϕµψµ,j) ◦ x

−1
µ 〉.

Since {(ϕµψµ,j)◦x−1µ |ψ ∈ B} is a bounded subset ofD(xµ(Oµ)), we deduce supψ∈B |〈Pnu−
u, ψ〉| → 0 as n → ∞. Hence Pn → 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 Pn → Id in Lb(D′(M ;E)). The latter im-
plies that {Pn}n∈Z+ is bounded in Lb(D′(M ;E)). Hence, given a closed conic subset L of
T ∗M\0, in order to prove that {Pn}n∈Z+ is bounded in Lb(D′rL (M ;E)) it suffices to show
that the seminorms (4.5) are uniformly bounded when u varies in a bounded subset of
D′rL (M ;E). Let B be a bounded subset of D′rL (M ;E), let (O, x) be a coordinate chart on
M over which E locally trivialises via Φx : π

−1
E (O) → O×Ck and let ϕ ∈ D(O) and the

closed cone V ⊆ Rm satisfy (4.3). We denote by τµ = (τ jµ,l)j,l : π
−1
E (Oµ∩O) → GL(k,C)

the transition map given by Φx ◦ Φ−1µ (p, z) = (p, τµ(p)z), p ∈ Oµ ∩ O, z ∈ Ck. Define

φξ := e−i · ξ(ϕ ◦ x−1), ξ ∈ Rm; clearly φξ ∈ D(x(O)), ξ ∈ Rm. There is n0 ∈ Z+ such
that suppϕµ ∩ suppϕ = ∅, µ > n0. For n ≥ n0+1 and u ∈ B, we employ (2.4) to infer

F((ϕ ◦ x−1)(Pnu)
j
Φx
)(ξ) = 〈(Pnu)

j
Φx
, φξ〉 =

n∑

µ=1

〈(P̃µ,nu
t
µ) ◦ xµsµ,t, (φξ ◦ x)ϕµσ

j〉

=

n0∑

µ=1

〈(P̃µ,nu
t
µ) ◦ xµsµ,t, (φξ ◦ x)(|(x ◦ x

−1
µ )′| ◦ xµ)ϕµτ

j
µ,lσ

l
µ〉

=

n0∑

µ=1

〈P̃µ,nu
l
µ, (φξ ◦ x ◦ x

−1
µ )((ϕµτ

j
µ,l) ◦ x

−1
µ )|(x ◦ x−1µ )′|〉

=

n0∑

µ=1

〈(xµ ◦ x
−1)∗P̃µ,nu

l
µ, φξ((ϕµτ

j
µ,l) ◦ x

−1)〉

=

n0∑

µ=1

F
(
((ϕϕµτ

j
µ,l) ◦ x

−1)(xµ ◦ x
−1)∗P̃µ,nu

l
µ

)
(ξ).

We deduce

pΦx

r;ϕ,V (Pnu) ≤ max
1≤j≤k

n0∑

µ=1

k∑

l=1

pr;(ϕϕµτ
j
µ,l

)◦x−1,V ((xµ ◦ x
−1)∗P̃µ,nu

l
µ).
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With κ as in (4.11), we set Lµ,O := κµ(π
−1
T ∗M(Oµ ∩ O) ∩ L) and L̃µ,O := κ(π−1T ∗M(Oµ ∩

O) ∩ L). Then (xµ ◦ x−1)∗Lµ,O = L̃µ,O and Theorem 3.21 yields that (xµ ◦ x−1)∗ :
D′rLµ,O

(xµ(Oµ ∩ O)) → D′r
L̃µ,O

(x(Oµ ∩ O)) is continuous. Since the map D′rL (M ;E) →

D′rLµ
(xµ(Oµ)), u 7→ ulµ, is continuous, the set {P̃µ,nulµ | u ∈ B, n ∈ Z+} is bounded in

D′rLµ
(xµ(Oµ)) and consequently in D′rLµ,O

(xµ(Oµ ∩ O)) as well. The above now implies

that supn≥n0+1 supu∈B pΦx

r;ϕ,L(Pnu) <∞ which completes the proof for the boundedness
of {Pn}n∈Z+ in Lb(D′rL(M ;E)). It remains to show that Pn → Id in Lp(D′rL (M ;E)).
Since we show that the convergence holds in Lb(D′(M ;E)), it suffices to show that for
each precompact subset B of D′rL (M ;E), supu∈B pΦx

r;ϕ,V (Pnu − u) → 0 where ϕ and V
are as above. Similarly as above, for all u ∈ B and n ≥ n0 + 1, we have

pΦx

r;ϕ,V (Pnu− u) ≤ max
1≤j≤k

n0∑

µ=1

k∑

l=1

pr;(ϕϕµτ
j
µ,l

)◦x−1,V ((xµ ◦ x
−1)∗(P̃µ,nu

l
µ − ulµ)).

Employing the same reasoning as before, one shows that supu∈B pΦx

r;ϕ,V (Pnu − u) → 0
which completes the proof. �

Remark 4.10. If for each µ ∈ Z+, {P̃µ,n}n∈Z+ are defined as in Proposition 3.13, then
it is straightforward to verify that for each u ∈ Γ0(E), Pnu→ u in Γ0(E).

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

Hr
loc(M) ⊆ D′rL(M) ⊆ D′(M), Hr

loc(M ;E) ⊆ D′rL (M ;E) ⊆ D′(M ;E); (4.14)

D′r2L (M) ⊆ D′r1L (M) and D′r2L (M ;E) ⊆ D′r1L (M ;E), when r2 ≥ r1. (4.15)

4.2. The dual of D′rL(M ;E). Our next goal is to find the strong dual of D′rL (M) and
of D′rL (M ;E). As in the Euclidean case, for an open conic subset W of T ∗M\0 and
r ∈ R we define

E ′rW (M) := {u ∈ Hr
comp(M) |WF (u) ⊆W} and

E ′rW (M ;E) := {u ∈ Hr
comp(M ;E) |WF (u) ⊆W}.

Additionally, for a closed conic subset L of T ∗M\0 and a compact setK ⊆M satisfying
πT ∗M(L) ⊆ K, we define

E ′rL;K(M) := {u ∈ Hr
K(M) |WF (u) ⊆ L} and

E ′rL;K(M ;E) := {u ∈ Hr
K(M ;E) |WF (u) ⊆ L}.

Of course, when M is an open subset of Rm, E ′rL;K(M) and E ′rW (M) coincide as sets with
their Euclidean counterparts we defined in Subsection 3.2. As in the Euclidean case,
we first define locally convex topologies on E ′rL;K(M) and E ′rL;K(M ;E) and then define
the topology on E ′rW (M) and E ′rW (M ;E) as inductive limits of these spaces.

Let (O, x) be a chart onM . Let ϕ ∈ D(O) and let ∅ 6= V ⊆ Rm be a closed cone such
that (4.3) holds true. When u ∈ E ′rL;K(M), we have (supp(ϕ ◦ x−1)× V )∩WF (ux) = ∅
and hence

qxν;ϕ,V (u) := sup
ξ∈V

〈ξ〉ν|F((ϕ ◦ x−1)ux)(ξ)| <∞, u ∈ E ′rL;K(M), ν > 0. (4.16)
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We equip E ′rL;K(M) with the locally convex topology induced by (any) norm on Hr
K(M)

together with all seminorms qxν;ϕ,V , for all ν > 0, all charts (O, x) and all ϕ ∈ D(O)
and ∅ 6= V ⊆ Rm as above. Analogously, given a chart (O, x) over which E trivialises
via Φx : π−1E (O) → O × Ck, a function ϕ ∈ D(O) and a closed cone ∅ 6= V ⊆ Rm

which satisfy (4.3), it holds that (supp(ϕ ◦ x−1) × V ) ∩WF (ujΦx
) = ∅, j = 1, . . . , k,

u ∈ E ′rL;K(M ;E), and thus

qΦx

ν;ϕ,V (u) := max
1≤j≤k

sup
ξ∈V

〈ξ〉ν|F((ϕ ◦ x−1)ujΦx
)(ξ)| <∞, u ∈ E ′rL;K(M ;E), ν > 0. (4.17)

We equip E ′rL;K(M ;E) with the locally convex topology induced by (any) norm on

Hr
K(M ;E) together with all seminorms qΦx

ν;ϕ,V , for all ν > 0, all charts (O, x) over which

E locally trivialises via Φx : π
−1
E (O) → O × Ck and all ϕ ∈ D(O) and ∅ 6= V ⊆ Rm as

above.

Proposition 4.12. Let πE : E → M be a vector bundle of rank k, K ⊂⊂ M and L
a closed conic subset of T ∗M\0 which satisfy πT ∗M(L) ⊆ K. Let {(Oµ, xµ)}µ∈Λ be a
finite family of coordinate charts on M which cover K such that E locally trivialises
over Oµ via Φxµ : π−1E (Oµ) → Oµ × Ck, µ ∈ Λ. Let κµ, µ ∈ Λ, be the total local
trivialisation of T ∗M over Oµ as in (4.6). Let ϕµ ∈ C∞(M), µ ∈ Λ, be nonnegative and
such that suppϕµ ⊆ Oµ and

∑
µ∈Λ ϕµ = 1 on a neighbourhood of K. For each µ ∈ Λ,

Kµ := xµ(K∩suppϕµ) is a compact subset of xµ(Oµ) and Lµ := κµ(π
−1
T ∗M(suppϕµ)∩L)

is a closed conic subset of xµ(Oµ) × (Rm\{0}) which satisfies pr1(Lµ) ⊆ Kµ. The

distribution u ∈ Hr
K(M ;E) belongs to E ′rL;K(M ;E) if and only if q

Φxµ

ν;ϕ,V (u) < ∞ for all
ν > 0, µ ∈ Λ and for all ϕ ∈ D(Oµ) and closed cones V ⊆ Rm which satisfy (4.3).
Furthermore, the map

E ′rL;K(M ;E) →
∏

µ∈Λ

E ′rLµ;Kµ
(xµ(Oµ))

k, u 7→ fu, where (4.18)

fu(µ) := ((ϕµ ◦ x
−1
µ )u1Φxµ

, . . . , (ϕµ ◦ x
−1
µ )ukΦxµ

), µ ∈ Λ,

is a well-defined topological imbedding whose image is closed and complemented in∏
µ∈Λ E

′r
Lµ;Kµ

(xµ(Oµ))
k.

Proof. The proof is similar to the proof of Proposition 4.2. The only notable differences
are that instead of Theorem 3.21, one now employs Corollary 3.26 and, instead of (4.10),
one now shows that∏

µ∈Λ

E ′rLµ;Kµ
(xµ(Oµ))

k → E ′rL;K(M ;E), f 7→ uf , where (4.19)

〈uf , ψ〉 :=
∑

µ∈Λ

〈f(µ)j , ψµ,j ◦ x
−1
µ 〉, ψ ∈ Γc(E

∨), ψ|Oµ
= ψµ,jσ

j
µ,

is a well-defined continuous left inverse of (4.18). �

Remark 4.13. The proposition implies that the topology of E ′rL;K(M ;E) (resp., E ′rL;K(M))
is given by (any) norm on Hr

K(M ;E) (resp., Hr
K(M)) together with the seminorms

(4.17) (resp., (4.16)) when (Oµ, xµ), µ ∈ Λ, are as in the proposition. In particular, if
M is an open subset of Rm, the topology on E ′rL;K(M) is the same as in the Euclidean
case (employ this with the global trivial chart).



SPACES OF DISTRIBUTIONS WITH SOBOLEV WAVE FRONT IN A FIXED CONIC SET 51

In view of Proposition 3.14, we immediately deduce the following result.

Corollary 4.14. The space E ′rL;K(M ;E) is a reflexive Fréchet space.

We define locally convex topologies on E ′rW (M) and E ′rW (M ;E) in the same way
as in the Euclidean case. Namely, first we notice that E ′rW (M) =

⋃
(L,K)∈W E ′rL;K(M)

and E ′rW (M ;E) =
⋃

(L,K)∈W E ′rL;K(M ;E), where W is the set of all pairs (L,K) with

K ⊂⊂ M and L a closed conic subset of T ∗M\0 satisfying L ⊆ W and πT ∗M(L) ⊆ K
and then we define locally convex topologies on E ′rW (M) and E ′rW (M ;E) by

E ′rW (M) = lim
−→

(L,K)∈W

E ′rL;K(M) and E ′rW (M ;E) = lim
−→

(L,K)∈W

E ′rL;K(M ;E);

as before, W 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 , Kj)j∈Z+ ⊆ W which satisfies (3.28) with M in place of U ; whence

E ′rW (M) = lim
−→
j→∞

E ′rLj ;Kj
(M) and E ′rW (M ;E) = lim

−→
j→∞

E ′rLj ;Kj
(M ;E) topologically

(arguing by contradiction, it is straightforward to check that if L ⊆ W is a closed
conic subset of T ∗M\0 such that πT ∗M(L) is compact, then there is j ∈ Z+ such
that L ⊆ intLj). Consequently, E ′rW (M) and E ′rW (M ;E) are (LF )-spaces and thus both
barrelled and bornological. Of course, if M is an open subset of Rm, then the topology
on E ′rW (M) is the same as in the Euclidean case.

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

E ′r∅;K(M ;E) = ΓK(E) and E ′r
π−1
T∗M

(K)\0;K
(M ;E) = Hr

K(M ;E), for any K ⊂⊂M ;

E ′r∅ (M ;E) = Γc(E), E ′rT ∗M\0(M ;E) = Hr
comp(M ;E).

Remark 4.16. Analogously as in Remark 3.16 one shows that C∞(M)×E ′rL;K(M ;E) →
E ′rL;K(M ;E), (χ, u) 7→ χu, is continuous and C∞(M)×E ′rW (M ;E) → E ′rW (M ;E), (χ, u) 7→
χu, is hypocontinuous.

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

Proposition 4.17. Let πE : E →M be a vector bundle of rank k.

(i) Let K and K̃ be compact sets in M satisfying K ⊆ int K̃ and let L be a
closed conic subset of T ∗M\0 such that πT ∗M(L) ⊆ K. There are continu-
ous operators Pn : E ′rL;K(M ;E) → Γc(Eint K̃), n ∈ Z+, such that Pn → Id in
Lp(E ′rL;K(M ;E), E ′r

L;K̃
(M ;E)).

(ii) Let W be an open conic subset of T ∗M\0. There are continuous operators
Pn : E ′rW (M ;E) → Γc(E), n ∈ Z+, such that Pn → Id in Lp(E

′r
W (M ;E)). In

particular, Γc(E) is sequentially dense in E ′rW (M ;E).

Proof. To prove (i), pick finite number of charts (Oµ, xµ), µ = 1, . . . , l, which cover K

such that Oµ ⊆ int K̃ and E locally trivialises over Oµ via Φxµ : π−1E (Oµ) → Oµ × Ck,
µ = 1, . . . , l. For each µ, let (sµ,1, . . . , sµ,k) be the frame of E over Oµ induced by

Φxµ . Choose nonnegative ϕµ ∈ D(Oµ), µ = 1, . . . , l, such that
∑l

µ=1 ϕµ = 1 on a

neighbourhood of K. Choose {χn}n∈Z+ ⊆ D(Rm) as in Proposition 3.13 and pick
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n0 ∈ Z+ such that suppχn + xµ(suppϕµ) ⊆ xµ(Oµ), for all n ≥ n0, µ = 1, . . . , l. For
n ≥ n0, we define

Pn : E ′rL;K(M ;E) → Γc(Eint K̃), Pn(u) :=

l∑

µ=1

(χn ∗ ((ϕµ ◦ x
−1
µ )ujΦxµ

)) ◦ xµsµ,j .

It is straightforward to check that Pn is well-defined and continuous. In view of the
Banach-Steinhaus theorem, to verify that Pn → Id in Lp(E ′rL;K(M ;E), E ′r

L;K̃
(M ;E)), it

suffices to show that for each u ∈ E ′rL;K(M ;E), Pn(u) → u in E ′r
L;K̃

(M ;E). This can be

done similarly as in the proof of Proposition 4.9 (cf. Proposition 3.17).
We now address (ii). Let (Oµ, xµ), µ ∈ Z+, be relatively compact charts on M such

that E locally trivialises over Oµ via Φxµ : π−1E (Oµ) → Oµ × Ck, xµ(Oµ) = B(0, 2) and
O′µ := x−1µ (B(0, 1)), µ ∈ Z+, cover M . Take a partition of unity (ϕµ)µ∈Z+ subordinated
to (O′µ)µ∈Z+ . Pick (Lj , Kj) ∈ W, j ∈ Z+, which satisfy (3.28) with M in place of U .
For each j ∈ Z+, pick ψj ∈ D(intKj+1) such that 0 ≤ ψj ≤ 1 and ψj = 1 on a
neighbourhood of Kj. Let {χn}n∈Z+ ⊆ D(Rm) be as in Proposition 3.13 and notice
that suppχn + xµ(suppϕµ) ⊆ xµ(Oµ), for all n, µ ∈ Z+. We define

Pn : D′(M ;E) → Γc(E), Pn(u) :=
∑

µ∈Z+

(
χn ∗

(
((ψnϕµ) ◦ x

−1
µ )ulΦxµ

))
◦ xµsµ,l, n ∈ Z+.

It is straightforward to check that Pn, n ∈ Z+, are well-defined and continuous. Let
u ∈ E ′rW (M ;E) be arbitrary but fixed. There is j0 ∈ Z+ such that u ∈ E ′rLj0

;Kj0
(M ;E).

Set Λj0 := {µ ∈ Z+ | suppϕµ ∩Kj0 6= ∅}; of course, Λj0 is finite. For n ≥ j0, it holds
that

Pn(u) =
∑

µ∈Λj0

(χn ∗ ((ϕµ ◦ x
−1
µ )ulΦxµ

)) ◦ xµsµ,l,

and, in view of the proof of (i), the right-hand side tends to u in E ′rLj0
;Kj′

0

(M ;E) as

n → ∞ where j′0 > j0 is large enough so that
⋃
µ∈Λj0

Oµ ⊆ intKj′0
(such j′0 exists

since the Oµ’s are relatively compact). We deduce that Pn → Id in the topology
of simple convergence on L(E ′rW (M ;E)) and, as E ′rW (M ;E) is barrelled, the Banach-
Steinhaus theorem [50, Theorem 4.5, p. 85] verifies that the convergence also holds in
Lp(E ′rW (M ;E)). �

Remark 4.18. Proposition 4.17 immediately shows that the following continuous inclu-
sions are also dense:

D(M) ⊆ E ′rW (M) ⊆ Hr
comp(M), Γc(E) ⊆ E ′rW (M ;E) ⊆ Hr

comp(M ;E); (4.20)

E ′r2W (M) ⊆ E ′r1W (M) and E ′r2W (M ;E) ⊆ E ′r1W (M ;E), when r2 ≥ r1. (4.21)

Theorem 4.19. Let πE : E → M be a vector bundle of rank k and let L be a closed
conic subset of T ∗M\0. Then

(D′rL (M))′b = E ′−r
Ľc (M ;DM) and (D′rL(M ;E))′b = E ′−r

Ľc (M ;E∨) topologically.

Proof. We only consider the bundle-valued case. In view of (4.14), (D′rL (M ;E))′ ⊆
H−rcomp(M ;E∨). First we show that (D′rL(M ;E))′b is an (LF )-space. Proposition 4.2
together with Theorem 3.20 imply that (D′rL (M ;E))′b 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 (D′rL(M ;E))′b 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 ′−r
Ľc (M ;E∨) = (D′rL (M ;E))′ as sets and the inclusion E ′−r

Ľc (M ;E∨) ⊆ (D′rL (M ;E))′b is
continuous.

First we show that E ′−r
Ľc (M ;E∨) ⊆ (D′rL (M ;E))′b continuously. Let K̃ ⊂⊂ M and

let L̃ be a closed conic subset of T ∗M\0 satisfying πT ∗M(L̃) ⊆ K̃ and L̃ ⊆ Ľc. Pick
a finite number of relatively compact coordinate charts (Oµ, xµ), µ = 1, . . . , l, which

cover K̃ and such that E trivialises over Oµ via Φxµ : π−1E (Oµ) → Oµ×Ck, µ = 1, . . . , l.
Let (sµ,1, . . . , sµ,k) be the frame for E over Oµ induced by Φxµ and let (σ1

µ, . . . , σ
k
µ) be

the induced frame for E∨ over Oµ. For v ∈ D′(M ;E∨), let vµ,j ∈ D′(xµ(Oµ)) be the
distribution 〈vµ,j , φ〉 := 〈v, φ ◦ xµsµ,j〉, φ ∈ D(xµ(Oµ)). Pick nonnegative ϕµ ∈ D(Oµ),

µ = 1, . . . , l, such that
∑l

µ=1 ϕµ = 1 on a neighbourhood of K̃. Let B be a bounded

subset of E ′−r
L̃;K̃

(M ;E∨). Then,

〈v, ψ〉 =
l∑

µ=1

〈v, ϕµψ
j
µsµ,j〉 =

l∑

µ=1

〈(ϕµ ◦ x
−1
µ )vµ,j, ψ

j
µ ◦ x

−1
µ 〉, ψ ∈ Γc(E), v ∈ B. (4.22)

In view of Proposition 4.12, Bµ,j := {(ϕµ ◦ x−1µ )vµ,j | v ∈ B} is a bounded sub-

set of E ′−r
L̃µ;K̃µ

(xµ(Oµ)), for every µ and j with K̃µ and L̃µ as in Proposition 4.12.

Theorem 3.20 and Lemma 3.18 (ii) show that Bµ,j is an equicontinuous subset of
(D′rLµ

(xµ(Oµ)))
′ with Lµ as in Proposition 4.2. Since Γc(E) is dense in D′rL (M ;E) and

D′rL (M ;E) → D′rLµ
(xµ(Oµ)), u 7→ ujΦxµ

, is continuous (cf. Proposition 4.2), (4.22) verifies

that B is an equicontinuous subset of (D′rL (M ;E))′. Hence E ′−r
L̃;K̃

(M ;E∨) ⊆ (D′rL(M ;E))′b
and the inclusion maps bounded sets into bounded sets; whence, it is continuous since
E ′−r
L̃;K̃

(M ;E∨) is Fréchet. We deduce that E ′−r
Ľc (M ;E∨) ⊆ (D′rL(M ;E))′b continuously.

It remains to show that (D′rL(M ;E))′ ⊆ E ′−r
Ľc (M ;E∨). For v ∈ (D′rL (M ;E))′\{0},

(4.14) implies v ∈ H−rcomp(M ;E∨). For the compact set supp v, we choose (Oµ, xµ) and
ϕµ, µ = 1, . . . , l, as above. We make the following

Claim. Let (O, x) be a chart on M over which E locally trivialises via Φ : π−1E (O) →
O×Ck and let (s1, . . . , sk) be the induced frame for E over O. Set LO,x := κ(π−1T ∗M(O)∩
L) where κ is the total local trivialisation of T ∗M over O (cf. (4.11)). For v ∈ D′(M ;E∨)
and j ∈ {1, . . . , k}, let vΦ,j be the distribution on x(O) defined by 〈vΦ,j, φ〉 := 〈v, φ ◦
x sj〉, φ ∈ D(x(O)). Then for each j ∈ {1, . . . , k} and ϕ ∈ D(O), the map (D′rL(M ;E))′b →
(D′rLO,x

(x(O)))′b, v 7→ (ϕ ◦ x−1)vΦ,j, is well-defined and continuous.

We first show how the Claim implies the desired result. The Claim together with
Theorem 3.20 immediately imply that (ϕµ ◦ x−1µ )vµ,j ∈ E ′−r

Ľc
µ
(xµ(Oµ)), µ = 1, . . . , l,
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j = 1, . . . , k, with Lµ as in Proposition 4.2. Set

K̃ :=
⋃

µ,j

x−1µ (supp((ϕµ ◦ x
−1
µ )vµ,j)) and L̃ :=

⋃

µ,j

κ−1µ (WF ((ϕµ ◦ x
−1
µ )vµ,j)).

Then K̃ = supp v and L̃ is a closed conic subset of T ∗M\0 satisfying L̃ ⊆ Ľc and

πT ∗M(L̃) ⊆ K̃. Furthermore, (ϕµ ◦ x−1µ )vµ,j ∈ E ′−r
L̃µ;K̃µ

(xµ(Oµ)) with K̃µ and L̃µ as in

Proposition 4.12. Notice that (4.22) is valid for v and the right-hand side is exactly
the map (4.19) (with E∨ in place of E); whence, the proof of Proposition 4.12 implies
v ∈ E ′−r

L̃;K̃
(M ;E∨) 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 j0 ∈ {1, . . . , k}, the continuous map

D′(x(O)) → D′(M ;E), u 7→ ũ with 〈ũ, ψ〉 := 〈u, (ϕψj0)◦x
−1〉, ψ ∈ Γc(E

∨), ψ|O = ψjσ
j ,

restricts to a well-defined and continuous map D′rLO,x
(x(O)) → D′rL(M ;E) ((σ1, . . . , σk)

is the frame for E∨ over O induced by Φ). It is straightforward to verify that its
transpose is the map in the Claim which implies the validity of the Claim. �

Later, we are going to need the following technical result. Its proof follows immedi-
ately by applying Theorem 4.19, Lemma 3.18 (ii), Proposition 4.12 and Proposition
4.2 and we omit it.

Lemma 4.20. Suppose that K̃ ⊂⊂ M and let the closed conic subsets L and L̃ of

T ∗M\0 satisfy πT ∗M(L̃) ⊆ K̃ and L̃ ⊆ Lc. Then every bounded subset of E ′r
L̃;K̃

(M ;E)

is equicontinuous with respect to the duality 〈E ′rLc(M ;E),D′−r
Ľ

(M ;E∨)〉.

4.3. The topology of D′rL (M ;E) is compatible with D′L(M ;E). We now show that
the Hörmander space D′L(M ;E) := {u ∈ D′(M ;E) |WF (u) ⊆ L} is the projective
limit of the spaces D′rL (M ;E), r ∈ R. The topology of D′L(M ;E) is given by the
continuous seminorms on D′(M ;E) together with all seminorms qΦx

ν;ϕ,V (see (4.17)) for

all ν > 0, all charts (O, x) over which E locally trivialises via Φx : π−1E (O) → O × Ck

and all ϕ ∈ D(O) and closed cones V ⊆ Rm satisfying (4.3); 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′L(M ;E) =⋂
r∈R D

′r
L(M ;E) and

D′L(M ;E) = lim
←−
r→∞

D′rL(M ;E) topologically,

where the linking mappings in the projective limit are the canonical inclusions (4.15).

Proof. Denote the projective limit by P. Clearly, D′L(M ;E) ⊆ P continuously. To
show the opposite inclusion, it suffices to show that each seminorm qΦx

ν;ϕ,V (u), u ∈ P,
is bounded by a continuous seminorms on some D′rL (M ;E). Employing a standard
compactness argument, we find relatively compact open sets O1, . . . , Oq which cover
suppϕ and satisfy Oj ⊆ O, j = 1, . . . , q, and for each Oj we find open cones Vj,h :=
R+B(η(j,h), εj,h), h = 1, . . . , µj, for some η(j,h) ∈ S

m−1 and εj,h > 0, such that V \{0} ⊆⋃µj
h=1 Vj,h and

{(p, ξldx
l|p) ∈ T ∗Oj | (ξ1, . . . , ξm) ∈ Vj,h} ∩ L = ∅, h = 1, . . . , µj, j = 1, . . . , q.
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Pick nonnegative ψj ∈ D(Oj), j = 1, . . . , q, such that
∑q

j=1 ψj = 1 on a neighbour-

hood of suppϕ. Notice that qΦx

ν;ϕ,V (u) ≤
∑q

j=1max1≤h≤µj q
Φx

ν;ϕψj ,Vj,h
(u). The Sobolev

imbedding theorem [1, Theorem 4.12, p. 85] implies that there is C > 0 such that

qΦx

ν;ϕψj ,Vj,h
(u) ≤ C max

1≤l≤k
max

|α|≤1+m/2

∥∥∂α
(
〈·〉νF

(
((ϕψj) ◦ x

−1)ulΦx

))∥∥
L2(Vj,h)

≤ C ′ max
1≤l≤k

max
|α|≤1+m/2

‖〈·〉νF(φj,αu
l
Φx
))‖L2(Vj,h),

where we denoted φj,α(t) = tα(ϕψj)(x
−1(t)), t ∈ x(Oj), α ∈ Nm.10 Hence, qΦx

ν;ϕψj ,Vj,h
(u) ≤

C ′max|α|≤1+m/2 p
Φx

ν;φj,α◦x,Vj,h
(u) and the proof is complete. �

Remark 4.22. The proposition implies the well-known identityWF (u) =
⋃
r∈RWF r(u)\0,

u ∈ D′(M ;E). Indeed, the inclusion “⊇” is trivial and the opposite inclusion follows

by applying Proposition 4.21 with L :=
⋃
r∈RWF r(u)\0.

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 L ∩Nf = ∅.

(i) The pullback f ∗ : C∞(N) → C∞(M), f ∗(u) = u ◦ f , uniquely extends to a well-
defined and continuous mapping f ∗ : D′r2L (N) → D′r1f∗L(M) when r2 − r1 > n/2
and r2 > n/2. If f has constant rank l ≥ 1, then this is valid when r2 −
r1 ≥ (n − l)/2 and r2 > (n − l)/2. When f is a submersion, f ∗ : D′r2L (N) →
D′r1f∗L(M) is well-defined and continuous even when r2 ≥ r1. Consequently, if f
is a diffeomorphism, then f ∗ : D′rL (N) → D′rf∗L(M) is a topological isomorphism
for each r ∈ R.

(ii) Let (E, πE, N) be a vector bundle of rank k. The pullback f ∗ : Γ(E) → Γ(f ∗E),
f ∗(u)(p) = (p, u ◦ f(p)), p ∈ M , uniquely extends to a well-defined and con-
tinuous mapping f ∗ : D′r2L (N ;E) → D′r1f∗L(M ; f ∗E) when r2 − r1 > n/2 and
r2 > n/2. If f has constant rank l ≥ 1, then this is valid when r2−r1 ≥ (n−l)/2
and r2 > (n− l)/2. When f is a submersion, f ∗ : D′r2L (N ;E) → D′r1f∗L(M ; f ∗E)
is well-defined and continuous even when r2 ≥ r1. Consequently, if f is a diffeo-
morphism, then f ∗ : D′rL (N ;E) → D′rf∗L(M ; f ∗E) is a topological isomorphism
for each r ∈ R.

Proof. We only show (ii) as the proof of (i) is similar. The uniqueness of the extension
follows from Proposition 4.9. To show the existence, pick a cover of charts {(Oµ, xµ)}µ∈Λ
of M and corresponding charts (Uµ, yµ), µ ∈ Λ, in N such that f(Oµ) ⊆ Uµ, µ ∈ Λ,
and E locally trivialises over Uµ via Φµ : π−1E (Uµ) → Uµ × Ck, µ ∈ Λ (of course Uµ,

µ ∈ Λ, only cover f(M)). Denote, f̂µ := yµ ◦ f|Oµ
◦ x−1µ : xµ(Oµ) → yµ(Uµ), µ ∈ Λ;

if f has constant rank l then the same holds for f̂µ, µ ∈ Λ, as well. For each µ ∈ Λ,
denote by κµ and ιµ the total local trivialisations of T ∗M and T ∗N over Oµ and Uµ

10The choice of Vj,h was so that they satisfy the domain conditions for the Sobolev imbedding
theorem.
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induced by xµ and yµ respectively (cf. (4.6)). Set (f ∗L)µ := κµ(π
−1
T ∗M(Oµ) ∩ f ∗L) and

Lµ := ιµ(π
−1
T ∗N(Uµ) ∩ L) and notice that (cf. (3.42))

f̂ ∗µLµ = (f ∗L)µ and Lµ ∩Nf̂µ
= ∅, µ ∈ Λ. (4.23)

Let (Ũν , ỹν), ν ∈ Θ, be charts on N over which E locally trivialises and which cover
N\
⋃
µ∈Λ Uµ (Θ = ∅ if N =

⋃
µ∈Λ Uµ). Let

11 IN : D′r2L (N ;E) →
∏

µ∈Λ D
′r2
Lµ
(yµ(Uµ))

k ×
∏

ν∈Θ D′r2Lν
(ỹν(Ũν))

k be the map (4.8) for N and the cover {(Uµ, yµ)}µ∈Λ∪{(Ũν , ỹν)}ν∈Θ.
Consider the map

F :
∏

µ∈Λ

D′r2Lµ
(yµ(Uµ))

k ×
∏

ν∈Θ

D′r2Lν
(ỹν(Ũν))

k →
∏

µ∈Λ

D′r1(f∗L)µ
(xµ(Oµ))

k,

F(f)(µ)j = f̂ ∗µ(f(µ)
j), µ ∈ Λ, j ∈ {1, . . . , k};

in view of Theorem 3.21 and (4.23), the map is well-defined and continuous. Pick a
partition of unity (ϕµ)µ∈Λ subordinated to (Oµ)µ∈Λ and denote by RM the map (4.10)
with f ∗L, f ∗E and r1 in place of L, E and r respectively. We infer that RM ◦F ◦ IN :
D′r2L (N ;E) → D′r1f∗L(M ; f ∗E) is well-defined and continuous. It is straightforward to
verify that RM ◦F◦IN (u)(p) = (p, u◦f(p)), p ∈M , for u ∈ Γ(E); whence, the desired
extension is f ∗ = RM ◦ F ◦ IN . �

Remark 4.24. Assume the same as in Theorem 4.23 (ii). Let (O, x) and (U, y) be charts
onM and N such that E trivialises over U via Φ : π−1E (U) → U×Ck and f(O) ⊆ U and
let κ and ι be the total local trivialisations of T ∗M and T ∗N over O and U induced by x
and y respectively. Denoting LU,y := ι(π−1T ∗N(U)∩L), (f

∗L)O,x := κ(π−1T ∗M(O)∩f ∗L) and

f̂x,y := y◦f|O◦x
−1 : x(O) → y(U), it holds that f̂ ∗x,yLU,y = (f ∗L)O,x and LU,y∩Nf̂x,y

= ∅.

Consequently, Theorem 3.21 implies that f̂x,y : D
′r2
LU,y

(y(U)) → D′r1(f∗L)O,x
(x(O)) is well

defined and continuous. Furthermore

(f ∗u)j(f∗Φ)x
= f̂ ∗x,y(u

j
Φy
), u ∈ D′r2L (N ;E), j ∈ {1, . . . , k}. (4.24)

It is straightforward to verify (4.24) for u ∈ Γ(E) and the general case follows by
density.

Under the assumptions of Theorem 4.23 (i), the analogous statement is that (f ∗u)x =

f̂ ∗x,y(uy), u ∈ D′r2L (N).

Remark 4.25. If f :M → N has constant rank 0, then we can argue as in Remark 3.23
to show that there are at most countably many pairwise disjoint open sets Oj ⊆ M ,
j ∈ Λ, whose union is M and distinct points qj ∈ N , j ∈ Λ, such that f(p) = qj ,
p ∈ Oj, j ∈ Λ. Notice that Nf =

⋃
j∈Λ({qj} × T ∗qjN). If L ∩ Nf = ∅ and r > n/2, we

can reason similarly as in Remark 3.23 to show that f ∗ uniquely extends to a continuous
mapping f ∗ : D′rL (N ;E) → Γ(f ∗E). Furthermore, each u ∈ D′rL(N ;E) is continuous on
a neighbourhood around qj for every j ∈ Λ and f ∗u(p) = (p, u(qj)), p ∈ Oj, j ∈ Λ,
u ∈ D′rL (N ;E) (cf. Proposition 4.9 and Remark 4.10).

As a direct consequence of Proposition 4.9 and Remark 4.10, we have the following
useful result.

11Here and throughout the rest of the article we employ the principle of nullary Cartesian product
A×

∏
α∈∅

Bα = 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, πE , N) be a vector bundle. If f ∗ : Γ(E) → Γ(f ∗E) extends to a well-defined
and continuous map f ∗ : D′rL (N ;E) → D′(M ; f ∗E) for some r ∈ R, then for any
u ∈ Γ0(E)∩D′rL (N ;E) it holds that f ∗u ∈ Γ0(f ∗E) and f ∗u(p) = (p, u ◦ f(p)), p ∈M .

5. Action of ΨDOs on D′rL (M ;E) and its dual

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

Proposition 5.1. Let r, r′, r0 ∈ R, r′ ≥ r0. 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 ∈ Ψr′(M ;E, F ) be properly supported, of order r0 in Lc and of order −∞ in W .
Then A : D′rL(M ;E) → D′r−r0L∩W c(M ;F ) is well-defined and continuous. Furthermore, A
maps bounded subsets of D′rL (M ;E) into relatively compact subsets of D′r̃L∩W c(M ;F ) for
every r̃ < r − r0.

Proof. The case when L = W c = T ∗M\0 is trivial. Assume this is not the case, i.e.
L∩W c 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 Γc(E) is dense in D′rL (M ;E), it suffices to show that
A : Γc(E) → Γ(F ) is continuous when Γc(E) and Γ(F ) are equipped with the topologies
induced by D′rL (M ;E) and D′r−r0L∩W c(M ;F ) respectively. As A : D′(M ;E) → D′(M ;F )
is continuous, to prove the latter, it suffices to show that every seminorm (4.5) of
Au ∈ D′r−r0L∩W c(N ;F ), u ∈ Γc(E), is bounded by a sum of continuous seminorms on
D′rL (M ;E) of u. Let (O, x) be a chart over which F trivialises via Φx : π−1F (O) →
O × C

k and let ϕ ∈ D(O)\{0} and the closed cone V ⊆ R
m, V \{0} 6= ∅, be such

that L̃ := {(p, ξldxl|p) ∈ T ∗O | p ∈ suppϕ, (ξ1, . . . , ξm) ∈ V } has empty intersection
with L ∩ W c; in view of Remark 4.4, we can assume that E also trivialises over O

via some Φ̃x : π−1E (O) → O × Ck′. We want to estimate pΦx

r−r0;ϕ,V
(Au), for u ∈ Γc(E).

Notice that L̃ ∩ L ⊆ W . Hence, we can employ a standard compactness argument to
find relatively compact open sets O1, . . . , On which cover suppϕ and satisfy Oq ⊆ O,
q = 1, . . . , n, and for each Oq we find open cones Vq,h, V

′
q,h, V

′′
q,h ⊆ Rm, h = 1, . . . µq,

such that Vq,h ⊆ V ′q,h ∪ {0}, V ′q,h ⊆ V ′′q,h ∪ {0}, Rm\V ′′q,h 6= ∅, V \{0} ⊆
⋃µq
h=1 Vq,h and at

least one of the following holds

(∗) {(p, ξldxl|p) ∈ T ∗O | p ∈ Oq, (ξ1, . . . , ξm) ∈ V ′′q,h\{0}} ⊆W ;

(∗∗) {(p, ξldxl|p) ∈ T ∗O | p ∈ Oq, (ξ1, . . . , ξm) ∈ V ′′q,h\{0}} ⊆ Lc.

Let Jq;W be the set of all h ∈ {1, . . . , µq} for which (∗) holds true, while Jq;Lc be the
set of all h ∈ {1, . . . , µq} for which (∗∗) holds true; Jq;W and Jq;Lc may not be disjoint,
also, for each q ∈ {1, . . . , n}, one of these may be empty but can not be both. There

are {ãlj}l,j ⊆ Sr
′

loc(x(O) × Rm) and smoothing operators T̃ lj : E ′(x(O)) → C∞(x(O)),
j = 1, . . . , k′, l = 1, . . . , k, such that

(Aχ)|O = Op(ãlj)(χ
j ◦ x−1) ◦ x sl + T̃ lj (χ

j ◦ x−1) ◦ x sl, χ = χjej ∈ Γc(EO),

where (e1, . . . , ek′) and (s1, . . . , sk) are the local frames over O for E and F induced by

Φ̃x and Φx respectively. Arguing by compactness, we see that {ãlj}l,j ⊆ Sr0loc(x(Oq) ×

V ′′q,h), q = 1, . . . , n, h ∈ Jq;Lc, and {ãlj}l,j ⊆ S−∞loc (x(Oq) × V ′′q,h), q = 1, . . . , n, h ∈
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Jq;W . Pick nonnegative ψq, χq ∈ D(Oq), q = 1, . . . , n, such that
∑n

q=1 ψq = 1 on a
neighbourhood of suppϕ and χq = 1 on a neighbourhood of ψq, q = 1, . . . , n. Let
u ∈ Γc(E); u|O = ujej . Denote ujx := uj ◦ x−1 ∈ C∞(x(O)), ϕx := ϕ ◦ x−1 ∈ D(x(O)),
ψq,x := ψq ◦ x−1 ∈ D(x(Oq)), χq,x := χq ◦ x−1 ∈ D(x(Oq)). Notice that

pΦx

r−r0;ϕ,V
(Au) ≤ max

1≤l≤k
Ĩ l(u) +

n∑

q=1

max
1≤l≤k

Ĩ lq(u) +
n∑

q=1

µq∑

h=1

(max
1≤l≤k

Ĩ lq,h(u) + max
1≤l≤k

I lq,h(u)),

with

Ĩ l(u) :=

(∫

ξ∈V, |ξ|<1

|F(ϕx(Au)
l
Φx
)(ξ)|2〈ξ〉2(r−r0)dξ

)1/2

, (5.1)

Ĩ lq(u) :=

(∫

ξ∈V, |ξ|≥1

∣∣∣F
(
ϕxψq,x (A((1− χq)u))

l
Φx

)
(ξ)
∣∣∣
2

〈ξ〉2(r−r0)dξ

)1/2

, (5.2)

Ĩ lq,h(u) :=

(∫

ξ∈Vq,h, |ξ|≥1

|F(ϕxψq,xT̃
l
j(χq,xu

j
x))(ξ)|

2〈ξ〉2(r−r0)dξ

)1/2

, (5.3)

I lq,h(u) :=

(∫

ξ∈Vq,h, |ξ|≥1

|F(ϕxψq,xOp(ãlj)(χq,xu
j
x))(ξ)|

2〈ξ〉2(r−r0)dξ

)1/2

. (5.4)

Since A : D′(M ;E) → D′(N ;F ) is continuous, it is straightforward to show that

D′(M ;E) → [0,∞), f 7→ Ĩ l(f), is a seminorm on D′(M ;E) which is bounded on
bounded subsets (cf. the proof of the Claim in Proposition 3.7) 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 7→ ψqA((1 − χq)v) has a smooth kernel and thus (5.2) is a

continuous seminorm on D′(M ;E) of u. The operators T̃ lj are smoothing and conse-

quently (5.3) is also a continuous seminorm on D′(M ;E) of u. To estimate I lq,h(u), we

proceed as follows. Pick bq,h, b
′
q,h, b

′′
q,h ∈ C∞(Rm) such that 1Rm ⊗ bq,h ∈ Sr−r0(R2m),

1Rm ⊗ b′q,h ∈ S−r(R2m) and 1Rm ⊗ b′′q,h ∈ Sr(R2m) and they satisfy the following:

(i) 0 ≤ bq,h ≤ | · |r−r0, 0 ≤ b′q,h ≤ | · |−r and 0 ≤ b′′q,h ≤ | · |r on Rm\{0};

(ii) supp bq,h ⊆ V ′q,h\B(0, 1/2) and bq,h(ξ) = |ξ|r−r0 when ξ ∈ Vq,h\B(0, 1);

(iii) supp b′q,h ⊆ V ′′q,h\B(0, 1/2), supp b′′q,h ⊆ V ′′q,h\B(0, 1/2) and both b′q,h(ξ) = |ξ|−r

and b′′q,h(ξ) = |ξ|r when ξ ∈ V ′q,h\B(0, 1)

(e.g., take χ, χ̃ ∈ D(Rm) such that 0 ≤ χ, χ̃ ≤ 1, χ = 1 on Vq,h∩Sm−1 and suppχ ⊆ V ′q,h,

χ̃ = 1 on B(0, 1/2) and supp χ̃ ⊆ B(0, 1), and define bq,h(ξ) := (1−χ̃(ξ))χ(ξ/|ξ|)|ξ|r−r0;
b′q,h and b′′q,h can be constructed analogously). Notice that

I lq,h(u) ≤ (2π)m/22|r−r0|‖bq,h(D) Op(ϕxψq,xã
l
j(1− b′q,hb

′′
q,h))(χq,xu

j
x)‖L2(Rm) (5.5)

+ (2π)m/22|r−r0|‖bq,h(D) Op(ϕxψq,xã
l
jb
′
q,h)b

′′
q,h(D)(χq,xu

j
x)‖L2(Rm). (5.6)

By construction, bq,h(D) Op(ϕxψq,xã
l
j(1−b

′
q,hb
′′
q,h)) is an operator with symbol in S−∞(R2m)

and hence it is a continuous mapping from E ′(Rm) into L2(Rm). Whence, the term in
(5.5) is a continuous seminorm onD′(M ;E) of u. When h ∈ Jq;W , bq,h(D) Op(ϕxψq,xã

l
jb
′
q,h)

is an operator with symbol in S−∞(R2m). Consequently, bq,h(D) Op(ϕxψq,xã
l
jb
′
q,h)b

′′
q,h(D)
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is a continuous mapping from E ′(Rm) into L2(Rm) which implies that (5.6) is a continu-
ous seminorm on D′(M ;E) of u. When h ∈ Jq;Lc , the operator bq,h(D) Op(ϕxψq,xã

l
jb
′
q,h)

has symbol in S0(R2m), hence it is continuous on L2(Rm). This implies

‖bq,h(D) Op(ϕxψq,xã
l
jb
′
q,h)b

′′
q,h(D)(χq,xu

j
x)‖L2(Rm) ≤ CpΦ̃x

r;χq,V ′′

q,h

(u).

Since h ∈ Jq;Lc, the right-hand side is a continuous seminorm on D′rL(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′r−r0L∩W c(M ;F ) → D′r̃L∩W c(M ;F ) maps bounded into relatively compact sets.
For a bounded subset B of D′r−r0L∩W c(M ;F ) it is straightforward to show that WF r̃

c (B) ⊆
L ∩W c. Corollary 4.7 implies that B is relatively compact in D′r̃L∩W c(M ;F ) and the
proof of the proposition is complete. �

Remark 5.2. If we only know that the ΨDO A is of order r0 in Lc, then we can apply
the proposition with W = ∅ to deduce that A : D′rL(M ;E) → D′r−r0L (M ;F ) is well-
defined and continuous and A : D′rL (M ;E) → D′r̃L (M ;F ) maps bounded into relatively
compact sets when r̃ < r − r0.

Remark 5.3. The second part is a generalisation of the Rellich’s lemma to the spaces
D′rL (M ;E), r ∈ R. Indeed, taking L = W = ∅ and E = F , one infers that the
inclusion mapping Hr2

loc(M ;E) → Hr1
loc(M ;E), r2 > r1, maps bounded into relatively

compact sets. Since the Banach space Hr2
K (M ;E), with K ⊂⊂M , is a closed subspace

of Hr2
loc(M ;E), its unit ball is bounded in Hr2

loc(M ;E), and the proposition implies that
it is relatively compact in Hr1

loc(M ;E); this is exactly the Rellich’s lemma.

Corollary 5.4. Let A ∈ Ψr(M ;E, F ) be properly supported and of order −∞ in the
open conic subset W of T ∗M\0. Then A : D′(M ;E) → D′W c(M ;F ) is well-defined and
continuous. Furthermore, if L is a closed conic subset of T ∗M\0, then A : D′L(M ;E) →
D′L∩W c(M ;F ) is well-defined and continuous.

Proof. Since D′(M ;E) = D′r̃T ∗M\0(M ;E), r̃ ∈ R, to show the first part we employ

Proposition 5.1 with L = T ∗M\0 and we deduce that A : D′(M ;E) → D′r̃−rW c (M ;F )
is well-defined and continuous for all r̃ ∈ R. Now, the claim follows from Proposition
4.21. The proof of the second part is analogous and we omit it. �

Corollary 5.5. Let A ∈ Ψr0(M ;E, F ) be of order −∞ in the open conic subset W
of T ∗M\0. Assume that the kernel of A has compact support in M ×M and let K ⊆
M be its projection on the first component. Then for every closed conic subset L of
T ∗M\0 satisfying L ⊆ W and every r ∈ R, A : D′rL (M ;E) → E ′r−r0

W c∩π−1
T∗M

(K);K
(M ;F ) is

well-defined and continuous. Furthermore, A maps bounded subsets of D′rL (M ;E) into
relatively compact subsets of E ′r̃

W c∩π−1
T∗M

(K);K
(M ;F ) for all r̃ < r − r0.

Proof. Denote L̃ := W c ∩ π−1T ∗M(K). Proposition 5.1 verifies that A : D′rL (M ;E) →
Hr−r0

loc (M ;F ) is well-defined and continuous. Since suppAu ⊆ K and the topology of
Hr−r0
K (M ;F ) is the same as the one induced by Hr−r0

loc (M ;F ), we deduce that A :
D′rL (M ;E) → Hr−r0

K (M ;F ) is well-defined and continuous. This completes the proof
of the continuity of A when W = ∅ (cf. Remark 4.1 and Remark 4.15). Assume that
W 6= ∅. As Γc(E) is dense in D′rL(M ;E), to show the continuity of A it remains to
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estimate qΦx

ν;ϕ,V (u), u ∈ Γc(E), where ϕ ∈ D(O)\{0} and the closed cone V ⊆ Rm,

V \{0} 6= ∅, satisfy (4.3) with L̃ in place of L and (O, x) is a chart on M over which E
and F locally trivialise (we denoted by Φx the local trivialisation of F ). We employ a
standard compactness argument to find relatively compact open sets O1, . . . , On which
cover suppϕ and satisfy Oq ⊆ O, q = 1, . . . , n, and for each Oq we find open cones
Vq,h ⊆ Rm, h = 1, . . . µq, such that V \{0} ⊆

⋃µq
h=1 Vq,h and at least one of the following

holds

(∗) {(p, ξldxl|p) ∈ T ∗Oq | (ξ1, . . . , ξm) ∈ Vq,h\{0}} ⊆W ;
(∗∗) {(p, ξldxl|p) ∈ T ∗Oq | (ξ1, . . . , ξm) ∈ Vq,h} ∩ π

−1
T ∗M(K) = ∅.

Denote by Jq;W the set of all h ∈ {1, . . . , µq} for which (∗) holds. Pick nonnegative
ψq ∈ D(Oq), q = 1, . . . , n, such that

∑n
q=1 ψq = 1 on a neighbourhood of suppϕ and

notice that

qΦx

ν;ϕ,V (Au) ≤
n∑

q=1

∑

h∈Jq;W

qΦx

ν;ϕψq,Vq,h
(Au)

since qΦx

ν;ϕψq,Vq,h
(Au) = 0 when h 6∈ Jq,W . Corollary 5.4 yields that A : D′(M ;E) →

D′W c(M ;F ) is well-defined and continuous, and thus each term qΦx

ν;ϕψq,Vq,h
(Au), h ∈ Jq,W ,

is bounded by a continuous seminorm on D′rL (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′rL (M ;E). Proposition 5.1

shows that it is relatively compact in D′r̃+r0L (M ;E) when r̃ < r − r0 (cf. Remark 5.2).
Hence A(B) is relatively compact in E ′r̃

L̃;K
(M ;F ) in view of the first part of the corollary

and the proof is complete. �

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

Proposition 5.6. Let r, r0 ∈ 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 ∈ Ψr0(M ;E, F ) be properly supported
and satisfying CharA ⊆ L. For each u ∈ D′(M ;E), u ∈ D′rL (M ;E) is equivalent
to Au ∈ D′r−r0L (M ;F ). Furthermore, the topology of D′rL (M ;E) is generated by the
continuous seminorms on D′(M ;E) together with all seminorms u 7→ pΦx

r−r0;ϕ,V
(Au),

with ϕ ∈ D(O) and (O, x) a chart on M over which F trivialises via Φx : π−1F (O) →
O × Ck and V a closed cone in Rm which satisfy (4.3).

Remark 5.7. When A is as in the proposition, the fact u ∈ D′rL(M ;E) ⇐⇒ Au ∈
D′r−r0L (M ;F ) follows from [29, Theorem 18.1.31, p. 90]; the novelty in the proposition
is that one can generate the topology of D′rL (M ;E) as described. This is, in fact,
an a priori estimate for A: for every continuous seminorm p̃ on D′rL (M ;E) there are
ϕµ ∈ D(Oµ) and Vµ ⊆ Rm, µ = 1, . . . , l, as in the proposition, a constant C > 0 and a
bounded subset B of Γc(E

∨) such that

p̃(u) ≤ C sup
ψ∈B

|〈u, ψ〉|+ C

l∑

µ=1

p
Φxµ

r−r0;ϕµ,Vµ
(Au), u ∈ D′rL (M ;E).

When L = ∅ and A is elliptic, this boils down to the widely known fact about a priori
estimate for A : Hr

loc(M ;E) → Hr−r0
loc (M ;F ).
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Proof of Proposition 5.6. The claim is trivial when L = T ∗M\0. Assume that Lc 6= ∅.
In view of Proposition 5.1, if u ∈ D′rL (M ;E) then Au ∈ D′r−r0L (M ;F ) and the seminorms
u 7→ pΦx

r−r0;ϕ,V
(Au) are well defined and continuous on D′rL (M ;E). Let u ∈ D′(M ;E) be

such that Au ∈ D′r−r0L (M ;F ). Let (O, x) be a chart on M over which E trivialises via

Φ̃x : π
−1
E (O) → O × C

k and let ϕ ∈ D(O)\{0} and the closed cone V ⊆ R
m, V \{0} 6=

∅, satisfy (4.3). Our goal is to bound pΦ̃x

r;ϕ,V (u) by seminorms of u in D′(M ;E) and
seminorms ofAu as in the proposition; in view of Remark 4.4, we can assume that F also
trivialises over (O, x) via Φx : π

−1
F (O) → O×Ck. Lemma 2.1 together with a standard

compactness argument imply that there are open sets O′1, . . . , O
′
n with compact closure

in O which cover suppϕ and, for each j ∈ {1, . . . , n}, open cones Vj,h, V
′
j,h ⊆ Rm\{0},

h = 1, . . . , µj, and properly supported ΨDOs A′j,h ∈ Ψ−r0(M ;F,E), h = 1, . . . , µj, such

that Vj,h ⊆ V ′j,h ∪ {0}, V \{0} ⊆
⋃µj
h=1 Vj,h, W

′
j,h := {(p, ξldxl|p) ∈ T ∗O′j | (ξ1, . . . , ξm) ∈

V ′j,h} does not intersect L and R′j,h := A′j,hA−Id ∈ Ψ0(M ;E,E) is of order −∞ inW ′
j,h,

h = 1, . . . , µj. Pick ϕj ∈ D(O′j), j = 1, . . . , n, such that 0 ≤ ϕj ≤ 1 and
∑n

j=1 ϕj = 1
on a neighbourhood of suppϕ. Notice that

pΦ̃x

r;ϕ,V (u) ≤
n∑

j=1

µj∑

h=1

pΦ̃x

r;ϕϕj ,Vj,h
(R′j,hu) +

n∑

j=1

µj∑

h=1

pΦ̃x

r;ϕϕj,Vj,h
(A′j,hAu). (5.7)

Proposition 5.1 yields that R′j,h : D
′(M ;E) → D′rW ′c

j,h
(M ;E) is well-defined and contin-

uous (apply it with L = T ∗M\0 and W = W ′
j,h; cf. Remark 4.1) and thus D′(M ;E) →

[0,∞), u 7→ pΦ̃x

r;ϕϕj,Vj,h
(R′j,hu), is a continuous seminorm on D′(M ;E). Proposition 5.1

also shows that D′r−r0L (M ;F ) → [0,∞), v 7→ pΦ̃x

r;ϕϕj ,Vj,h
(A′j,hv), is a continuous semi-

norm on D′r−r0L (M ;F ). Hence pΦ̃x

r;ϕϕj ,Vj,h
(A′j,hAu) is bounded from above by a finite

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′rL (M ;E) and that the seminorms in the
proposition generate the topology of D′rL (M ;E). �

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, r0 ∈ 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 ∈ Ψr0(M ;E, F ) be properly supported.
Then

WF r−r0
c (A(B)) ⊆WF r

c (B) ⊆WF r−r0
c (A(B)) ∪ CharA. (5.8)

Proof. The first inclusion in (5.8) follows from Corollary 4.7 and Proposition 5.1 by
taking L =WF r

c (B). To show the second inclusion, set L := WF r−r0
c (A(B))∪CharA.

Corollary 4.7 verifies that A(B) is a relatively compact subset of D′r−r0L (M ;F ) and
Proposition 5.6 yields that B ⊆ D′rL (M ;E). In view of Corollary 4.7, it suffices to show
that B is relatively compact, i.e. totally bounded, in D′rL (M ;E). Let U be a neighbour-
hood of zero in D′rL (M ;E); in view of Proposition 5.6, without loss in generality, we
can assume that

U = {u ∈ D′rL(M ;E) | pΦ1
r−r0;ϕ1,V1

(Au) < ε, . . . , pΦn

r−r0;ϕn,Vn
(Au) < ε, p(u) < ε}
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for some ε > 0, where p
Φj

r−r0;ϕj ,Vj
, j = 1, . . . , n, are seminorms on D′r−r0L (M ;F ) of the

form (4.5) and p is a continuous seminorm on D′(M ;E). Since A(B) is a relatively
compact subset of D′r−r0L (M ;F ), there are u1, . . . , uq ∈ B such that for every u ∈ B

there is uj so that max1≤l≤n p
Φl

r−r0;ϕl,Vl
(Auj−Au) < ε/2. Since (uj+U0)∩B, j = 1, . . . , q,

with U0 := {u ∈ D′rL (M ;E) | max1≤l≤n p
Φl

r−r0;ϕl,Vl
(Au) < ε/2}, is a relatively compact

subset of D′(M ;E) (as D′(M ;E) is Montel), there is Bj := {uj +uj,1, . . . , uj +uj,tj} ⊆
(uj + U0) ∩ B so that for each u ∈ (uj + U0) ∩ B there is uj + uj,l ∈ Bj such that
p(u− uj − uj,l) < ε. Set B0 :=

⋃q
j=1Bj . It is straightforward to show that B ⊆ B0 +U

which completes the proof of the corollary. �

We end the section with the following consequence of the Hörmander’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 Rm. For every r ∈ R and every closed conic
subset L of O × (Rm\{0}), there exists u ∈ D′(O) such that WF r(u) = WF (u) = L.

Proof. It suffices to show the claim when O = R
m and L ⊆ R

m × (Rm\{0}) for
otherwise we can apply this case to the closure of L in Rm × (Rm\{0}). For such L,
let u be the distribution constructed in the proof of [28, Theorem 8.1.4, p. 255] which

satisfies WF (u) = L. We claim that WF 2m2
(u) = L. Clearly, is suffices to show that

L ⊆ WF 2m2
(u) (cf. Remark 4.22). By carefully examining the proof of [28, Theorem

8.1.4, p. 255], one sees that for every ψ ∈ D(Rm) the smooth function F(ψu) satisfies
F(ψu) ∈ L∞(Rm) and for every (x0, ξ0) ∈ L and χ ∈ D(Rm) which equals 1 on a
neighbourhood of x0, there is a sequence (xj , θj) ∈ L, j ∈ Z+, with θj ∈ S

m−1, which
converges to (x0, ξ0/|ξ0|) and

|F(χu)(k3jθj)| ≥ k−m−2j /2, j ∈ Z+, where kj ∈ Z+ and kj+1 > kj.

Notice that the first property implies ∂lF(ψu) ∈ L∞(Rm), l = 1, . . . , m, for all ψ ∈
D(Rm). Let (x0, ξ0) ∈ L and assume that (x0, ξ0) 6∈ WF 2m2

(u). There is χ ∈ D(Rm)
which equals 1 on a neighbourhood of x0 and an open cone V ⊆ Rm containing ξ0 such
that ‖〈·〉2m

2
F(χu)‖L2(V ) < ∞. Let (xj , θj) ∈ L, j ∈ Z+, be as above. There is j1 ∈ Z+

such that B(k3jθj , k
−m−3
j ) ⊆ V when j ≥ j1. We Taylor expand F(χu) at k3j θj up to

order 0 and employ the above properties of F(χu) to deduce that

|F(χu)(ξ)− F(χu)(k3jθj)| ≤ m|ξ − k3jθj | max
1≤l≤m

‖∂lF(χu)‖L∞(Rm), ξ ∈ R
m, j ∈ Z+.

Hence, there is j2 > j1 such that |F(χu)(ξ)| ≥ k−m−2j /4 when ξ ∈ B(k3j θj, k
−m−3
j ), for

all j ≥ j2. For any j ≥ j2, we infer

∞ > ‖〈·〉2m
2

F(χu)‖2L2(V ) ≥
(k3j − 1)4m

2

16k2m+4
j

∫

B(k3j θj ,k
−m−3
j )

dξ = c0
(k3j − 1)4m

2

16km
2+5m+4

j

,

where c0 is the volume of the unit ball in R
m. This is a contradiction since the right

hand side tends to ∞ as j → ∞ and the proof of WF 2m2
(u) = L is complete. For

general r ∈ R, pick properly supported and elliptic A ∈ Ψ2m2−r(Rm) and apply (5.8)

and [29, Theorem 18.1.28, p. 89] to deduce WF r(Au) = WF 2m2
(u) = L = WF (u) =

WF (Au). �



SPACES OF DISTRIBUTIONS WITH SOBOLEV WAVE FRONT IN A FIXED CONIC SET 63

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∗b 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(Ep, Fp). We denote by E∗ the anti-dual bundle of E, i.e. E∗ := L(E,CM),
while E# stands for the functional anti-dual bundle of E, i.e. E# := L(E,DM). The

bundle E is canonically isomorphic to E## via the isomorphism e 7→ (e∗ 7→ e∗(e)); we
will always identify these two bundles via this isomorphism (similarly as we identify E
with E∨∨). Given T ∈ L(E, F )p, we denote by T# the element of L(F#, E#)p defined
by T#(f ∗)(e) = f ∗(Te), e ∈ Ep, f

∗ ∈ F#
p . Employing the above identification, we have

T = T##. For T ∈ L(E, F )p, we define T ∗ ∈ L(F ∗, E∗)p analogously, and, employing
the identifications E = E∗ ∗ and F = F ∗ ∗ defined in the same way as above, we have
T ∗ ∗ = T .

There is a canonical anti-linear isomorphism ιE : E → E#∨ = L(E#, DM) given by
ιE(e)(e

∗) := e∗(e), e ∈ Ep, e
∗ ∈ E#

p . (Although we will never use it, we point out that

the conjugate bundle E is canonically isomorphic to E#∨ via e 7→ (e∗ 7→ e∗(e)).) The
map ιE induces an anti-linear topological isomorphism Γc(E) → Γc(E

#∨) by applying
it pointwise, which we again denote by ιE . Its transpose

12 ι0,E : D′(M ;E#) → (Γc(E))
∗
b

is a linear topological isomorphism. We denote by (·, ·) the sesquilinear form that
comes from the anti duality of Γc(E) and (Γc(E))

∗
b ; i.e. (ι0,E(u), ϕ) = 〈u, ιE(ϕ)〉,

u ∈ D′(M ;E#), ϕ ∈ Γc(E). It is straightforward to verify that

(ι0,E(f), ϕ) =

∫

M

❁ f, ϕ ❂, f ∈ L1
loc(M ;E#), ϕ ∈ Γc(E), where ❁ f, ϕ ❂p:= fp(ϕp).

Furthermore, ιE uniquely extends to an anti-linear topological isomorphism ιE : D′(M ;E) →
D′(M ;E#∨): pick a countable family of charts {(Oµ, xµ)}µ∈Z+ as in Proposition 4.2 and
a partition of unity (ϕµ)µ∈Z+ subordinated to it and define (after identifying E# with

12If T : X → Y is a continuous anti-linear map, then one can define two transposes: T1 : Y ′ → X∗,
T1(y

′)(x) := y′(Tx), and T2 : Y ∗ → X ′, T2(y
∗)(x) := y∗(Tx); both of them are linear and continuous

when the spaces are equipped with their respective strong topologies. Here, ι0,E is the first of these
transposes.
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(E#)∨∨ as standard)

〈ιE(u), ψ〉 :=
∑

µ∈Z+

〈ujΦxµ
, (ϕµψµ,j) ◦ x

−1
µ 〉, u ∈ D′(M ;E), ψ ∈ Γc(E

#), ψ|Oµ
= ψµ,j σ̃

j
µ,

where (σ̃1
µ, . . . , σ̃

k
µ) is the frame for E# induced by the trivialisation Φxµ of E over

Oµ, namely (σ̃jµ)p := Ψ−1xµ,p ◦ ǫ
j ◦ Φxµ,p with Φxµ,p and Ψxµ,p the linear isomorphisms

induced by the local trivialisations of E and DM over Oµ and ǫj the anti-linear map

Ck → C, z 7→ zj . A more elegant way to define the extension of ιE is as follows. Notice
that ιE# : E# → E∨ (we identify E##∨ with E∨) is given by ιE#(e∗)(e) = e∗(e),
e ∈ Ep, e

∗ ∈ E#
p (the conjugation comes from the identification of E with E##) and

it induces an anti-linear topological isomorphism ιE# : Γc(E
#) → Γc(E

∨). The de-

sired extension of ιE is 〈ιE(u), ψ〉 := 〈u, ιE#(ψ)〉, ψ ∈ Γc(E
#), u ∈ D′(M ;E) (after

identifying E# with (E#)∨∨). In any case, ιE restricts to an anti-linear topological
isomorphism ιE : D′rL (M ;E) → D′r

Ľ
(M ;E#∨) for any closed conic subset L of T ∗M\0.

Hence, in view of Theorem 4.19, ι0,E restricts to a linear topological isomorphism
ι0,E : E ′−rLc (M ;E#) → (D′rL (M ;E))∗b . When E is a complexification of a real vector
bundle, E has a natural operation of conjugation which induces conjugation on E∨

and E# by e′(e) = e′(e) and e∗(e) = e∗(e) respectively which, in turn, allows us to

identify E∨ with E# via e′ 7→ (e 7→ e′(e) = e′(e)) (this is not the same as ι−1
E# since ι−1

E#

is anti-linear!). This yields that ιE is just conjugation in this case (since E = E∨∨);
furthermore for ι0,E we have (ι0,E(u), ϕ) = 〈u, ϕ〉 which implies that (·, ·) is induced
by the standard L2-sesquilinear form. However, when E 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 A ∈ Ψr(M ;E, F ) is properly supported, then its adjoint map with respect to the
sesquilinear forms from the respective anti-dualities is defined by A0 : (Γc(F ))

∗
b →

(Γc(E))
∗
b , (A0u, ϕ) := (u,Aϕ), u ∈ (Γc(F ))

∗
b , ϕ ∈ Γc(E). It is customary to in-

tertwine A0 with the ι0-maps so it becomes a map on the distribution spaces, i.e.
A∗ : D′(M ;F#) → D′(M ;E#), A∗ := ι−10,EA0ι0,F , and call A∗ the adjoint of A in-
stead (the notation A∗ is also suggestive for this, although not precise since A0 is
the true adjoint); we will always employ this definition and notation for A∗ through-
out the rest of the article. Then A∗ ∈ Ψr(M ;F#, E#), A∗ is properly supported and
σ
r(A∗) = σ

r(A)#, where for v ∈ Γ(π∗T ∗ML(E, F )), we denote v
# ∈ Γ(π∗T ∗ML(F

#, E#)),
v#(p, ξ)(f ∗)e := f ∗(v(p, ξ)e), e ∈ Ep, f

∗ ∈ F#
p ; i.e. v#(p, ξ) = v(p, ξ)# (of course, after

identifying π∗T ∗ML(F
#, E#)(p,ξ) = {(p, ξ)} × L(F#

p , E
#
p ) with L(F#

p , E
#
p )). If in addi-

tion A ∈ Ψr
phg(M ;E, F ) then A∗ ∈ Ψr

phg(M ;F#, E#).
For r ∈ R andW an open conic subset of T ∗M\0, we denote by Γhom,r(π

∗
T ∗ML(E, F )W )

the space of smooth sections a : W → π∗T ∗ML(E, F )W which are positively homoge-
neous of degree r on W , i.e. pr(a(p, tξ)) = trpr(a(p, ξ)), (p, ξ) ∈ W , t > 0, where pr

is the smooth bundle homomorphism pr : π∗T ∗ML(E, F ) → L(E, F ), pr((p, ξ), T ) = T
for ((p, ξ), T ) ∈ π∗T ∗ML(E, F )(p,ξ) = {(p, ξ)}×L(Ep, Fp). The principal symbol map σ

r

induces a surjective linear map σ̃r : Ψr
phg(M ;E, F ) → Γhom,r(π

∗
T ∗ML(E, F )T ∗M\0); for

A ∈ Ψr
phg(M ;E, F ), σ̃r(A) is such that it becomes an element of σr(A) once we modify

it on (any) open neighbourhood U of the zero section in T ∗M such that U ∩π−1T ∗M(K) is
relatively compact for every K ⊂⊂ M . The kernel of σ̃r is Ψr−1

phg (M ;E, F ). We denote
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by Ψr
phg,c(M ;E, F ) the space of all ΨDOs in Ψr

phg(M ;E, F ) which have compactly sup-

ported kernel. When r = 0, σ̃0 induces a surjective linear map σ0 : Ψ0
phg(M ;E, F ) →

Γ(π∗S∗ML(E, F )), where πS∗M : S∗M → M is the cosphere bundle and the latter
space is the space of smooth sections S∗M → π∗S∗ML(E, F ) of the pullback vec-
tor bundle π∗S∗ML(E, F ). The kernel of σ0 is Ψ−1phg(M ;E, F ). For properly supported

A ∈ Ψ0
phg(M ;E, F ), it holds that σ0(A∗) = σ0(A)# with the operation # defined

as above but now on π∗S∗ML(E, F ). Notice that σ0 restricts to a surjective linear
map σ0 : Ψ0

phg,c(M ;E, F ) → Γc(π
∗
S∗ML(E, F )) whose kernel is Ψ−1phg,c(M ;E, F ). If

A ∈ Ψ0
phg,c(M ;E, F ) and B ∈ Ψ0

phg(M ;F,H) is properly supported, then BA also

has kernel with compact support and σ0(BA) = σ0(B)σ0(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 Γc(π

∗
S∗ML(E, F )W ) and Γ0

c(π
∗
S∗ML(E, F )W ) the spaces of

all smooth and continuous compactly supported sections W → π∗S∗ML(E, F )W respec-
tively. These spaces are endowed with their respective strict (LF )- and strict (LB)-
space topologies. If A ∈ Ψ0

phg(M ;E, F ) is of order r′ < 0 at (p, ξ) ∈ T ∗M\0 (hence of

order ⌊r′⌋ at (p, ξ)), then σ0(A) = 0 in a neighbourhood of (p, [ξ]) ∈ S∗M where (p, [ξ])
is the image of (p, ξ) under the natural map T ∗M\0 → S∗M . For an open conic subset
W of T ∗M\0 and r ∈ R, we denote

Ψr
phg,c,W (M ;E, F ) := {A ∈ Ψr

phg,c(M ;E, F ) |A is of order −∞ at every point of W c}.

If A ∈ Ψr
phg,c,W (M ;E, F ), then A∗ ∈ Ψr

phg,c,W (M ;F#, E#). Notice that σ0 restricts to
a well-defined linear map

σ0 : Ψ0
phg,c,W (M ;E, F ) → Γc(π

∗
S∗ML(E, F )[W ]); (6.1)

here and throughout the rest of the article we denote by [L] the image of the conic
subset L ⊆ T ∗M\0 under the natural map T ∗M\0 → S∗M . We point out that (6.1)
is surjective. More generally, given a ∈ Γ(π∗S∗ML(E, F )) with supp a ⊆ [W ], there is
a properly supported A ∈ Ψ0

phg(M ;E, F ) such that A is of order −∞ on W c and

σ0(A) = a. The kernel of (6.1) is Ψ−1phg,c,W (M ;E, F ). If A ∈ Ψ0
phg,c,W (M ;E, F ) and

B ∈ Ψ0
phg(M ;F,H) is properly supported then BA ∈ Ψ0

phg,c,W (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 Γc(π

∗
S∗ML(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 D′0L (M ;E) where L is a closed conic subset of T ∗M\0; i.e. sequences whose
elements are only known to be L2

loc outside of L. The two main ingredients that will
allow us to show this fact is the duality from Theorem 4.19, which we will constantly
tacitly apply it from now on, and the generalisations of the Rellich’s lemma we showed
in Section 5.

Before we start, we point out the following consequence of the above considera-
tions. Given A ∈ Ψ0

phg,c,Lc(M ;E,E#), Corollary 5.5 implies that A : D′0L (M ;E) →

E ′0Lc(M ;E#) is well-defined and continuous and thus (ι0,E(Au), v), u, v ∈ D′0L (M ;E), is
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well-defined. Furthermore (ι0,E(A
∗u), v) = (ι0,E(Av), u), u, v ∈ D′0L (M ;E).

We need the following variant of [19, Lemma 1.2]; throughout the rest of the article,
Mk(C) stands for the space of k × k complex matrices.

Lemma 6.1. Let O be an open subset of Rm and L a closed conic subsets of O ×
(Rm\{0}). Let u, un ∈ D′0L (O;C

k), n ∈ Z+, be such that {un}n∈Z+ is bounded in
D′0L (O;C

k) and un → u in D′(O;Ck). If A ∈ Ψ0
phg,c,Lc(O;Ck,Ck) is such that σ0(A) is

positive semi-definite at every point, then

lim
n→∞

Im(A(un − u), un − u) = 0 and lim inf
n→∞

Re(A(un − u), un − u) ≥ 0. (6.2)

Proof. The claim is trivial when L = O × (Rm\{0}). Assume that Lc 6= ∅. The proof
of the first equality is the same as in [19, Lemma 1.2], but, instead of the Rellich
lemma, one employs Corollary 5.5. 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 := σ0(A) ∈ D([Lc];Mk(C)), and for arbitrary but fixed δ > 0 set b := (δI+a)1/2 and
b′ := b− δ1/2I with I being the identity matrix; notice that supp b′ = supp a. Pick B′ ∈
Ψ0

phg,c,Lc(O;Ck,Ck) such that σ0(B′) = b′. The difference is that we define B as B :=

A0(δ
1/2 Id+B′) where we choose A0 ∈ Ψ0

phg,c,Lc(O;Ck,Ck) such that D([Lc];Mk(C)) ∋
σ0(A0) = a0I with a0 smooth, nonnegative and equal to 1 on a neighbourhood of
supp a. Of course B ∈ Ψ0

phg,c,Lc(O;Ck,Ck) and σ0(B) = a0b = a0(δI + a)1/2 and

consequently σ0(B∗B) = δa20I + a20a = δa20I + a = σ0(δA∗0A0 + A). Hence, there is
R ∈ Ψ−1phg,c,Lc(O;Ck,Ck) such that B∗B = δA∗0A0 + A + R. In view of Corollary 5.5,

A∗0A0, B
∗B : D′0L (O;C

k) → E ′0Lc(O;Ck) are well-defined and continuous. Notice that
(B∗Bũ, ũ) = (Bũ, Bũ) ≥ 0, ũ ∈ D′0L (O;C

k). This trivially holds when ũ ∈ D(O;Ck)
and the general case follows by density (as E ′0Lc(O;Ck) ⊆ D′0L (O;C

k)); of course the
same holds with A0 in place of B. Employing this, in the same way as in [19, Lemma
1.2], we deduce the second inequality in the lemma. �

We denote by K(M ;Mk(C)) the space of continuous functions with compact sup-
port with values in Mk(C) and equipped with its standard (LB)-space topology; when
k = 1 (the complex-valued case) we simply write K(M). A Radon measure is a con-
tinuous functional on K(M ;Mk(C)) (cf. [4, Chapter 3]). The Radon measure ϑ ∈
(K(M ;Mk(C)))

′ is said to be positive if 〈ϑ, ψ〉 ≥ 0 for every ψ ∈ K(M ;Mk(C)) which
is positive semi-definite at every point. Every ϑ ∈ (K(M ;Mk(C)))

′ is a matrix of ele-
ments of (K(M))′, i.e ϑ = (ϑj,l)j,l, ϑ

j,l ∈ (K(M))′, and, for ψ = (ψj,l)j,l ∈ K(M ;Mk(C)),
the dual pairing is 〈ϑ, ψ〉 = 〈ϑj,l, ψj,l〉 (of course, it looks like the trace of the product
of ϑ with the transpose of ψ since that is the dual pairing on the matrices). Each
ϑ ∈ (K(M ;Mk(C)))

′ can be viewed as an element of L(K(M),Mk(C)) by defining
ϑ(φ) = (〈ϑj,l, φ〉)j,l, φ ∈ K(M), and this gives topological isomorphism between the
strong dual (K(M ;Mk(C)))

′
b and Lb(K(M);Mk(C)); some author choose to define the

matrix valued Radon measures as L(K(M),Mk(C)) (see [19]). In this case, the mea-
sure is said to be positive if for every nonnegative φ ∈ K(M), the matrix (〈ϑj,l, φ〉)j,l 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 ;Mk(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 (ϑj,l)j,l 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, ϑ 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 Rm and L a closed conic subset of O ×
(Rm\{0}). Let u, un ∈ D′0L (O;C

k), n ∈ Z+, be such that {un}n∈Z+ is bounded in
D′0L (O;C

k) and un → u in D′(O;Ck). Then there is a subsequence (unj
)j∈Z+ and a

positive Radon measure ϑ ∈ (K([Lc];Mk(C)))
′ such that

lim
j→∞

(A(unj
− u), unj

− u) = 〈ϑ, σ0(A)〉, A ∈ Ψ0
phg,c,Lc(O;Ck,Ck), (6.3)

and ϑ satisfies 〈ϑ, ψ∗〉 = 〈ϑ, ψ〉, ψ ∈ K([Lc];Mk(C)). Furthermore, ϑ is unique in the
following sense: if ϑ′ ∈ (K([Lc];Mk(C)))

′ is such that (6.3) is valid for ϑ′, then ϑ′ = ϑ.

Proof. The claim is trivial when L = O × (Rm\{0}). Assume that Lc 6= ∅. Since for
every a ∈ D([Lc];Mk(C)) there is A ∈ Ψ0

phg,c,Lc(O;Ck,Ck) such that σ0(A) = a, the
uniqueness follows from density. We show the existence. For brevity in notation, set

vn := un−u, n ∈ Z+. One can find closed conic subsets L̃j 6= ∅, j ∈ Z+, of O×(Rm\{0})

such that pr1(L̃j) is compact and L̃j ⊆ int L̃j+1, j ∈ Z+, and
⋃
j∈Z+

L̃j = Lc (cf.

(3.28)). Hence [L̃j ], j ∈ Z+, are compact. Since the closure of D[L̃j+1]
([Lc];Mk(C))

in C[L̃j+1]
([Lc];Mk(C)) contains C[L̃j ]

([Lc];Mk(C)), there is a countable dense sub-

set Dj of D[L̃j+1]
([Lc];Mk(C)) such that its closure in C[L̃j+1]

([Lc];Mk(C)) contains

C[L̃j ]
([Lc];Mk(C)). Set D :=

⋃
j∈Z+

Dj and denote D̃ := span(D ∪ {a | a∗ ∈ D}).

Let a ∈ D and pick A ∈ Ψ0
phg,c,Lc(O;Ck,Ck) such that σ0(A) = a. Since {vn}n∈Z+

is bounded in D′0L (O;C
k), supn∈Z+

|(Avn, vn)| < ∞ and hence there is a subsequence
(vnl

)l∈Z+ such that (Avnl
, vnl

) converges to some ϑ(a) ∈ C. In view of Corollary 5.5, the

same holds for any other Ã ∈ Ψ0
phg,c,Lc(O;Ck,Ck) satisfying σ0(Ã) = a. By employing

diagonal extraction, we can assume the subsequence (vnl
)l∈Z+ is the same for all a ∈ D.

Employing linearity and involutions, we deduce the existence of a linear functional

ϑ : D̃ → C, ϑ(a) = lim
l→∞

(Avnl
, vnl

), with σ0(A) = a,

satisfying ϑ(a∗) = ϑ(a). We equip D̃ with the topology induced by K([Lc];Mk(C)). We

claim that ϑ is continuous. For each j ∈ Z+, set D̃j := D̃∩C[L̃j ]
([Lc];Mk(C)) and equip

it with the topology induced by C[L̃j ]
([Lc];Mk(C)). By construction, C[L̃j ]

([Lc];Mk(C))

is contained in the closure of D̃j+1 in C[L̃j+1]
([Lc];Mk(C)) and [33, Corollary 1, p. 164]

implies that lim
−→
j→∞

D̃j = D̃ topologically; whence, it suffices to show that ϑ is continuous

on D̃j for each j ∈ Z+. For every j ∈ Z+, pick nonnegative bj ∈ D[L̃j+1]
([Lc]) such

that bj = 1 on a neighbourhood of [L̃j ] and choose Bj ∈ Ψ0
phg,c,Lc(O;Ck,Ck) such that

σ0(Bj) = bjI, where I is the identity matrix. Let a ∈ D̃j be self-adjoint at every point
and denote ra := ‖a‖C

[L̃j ]
([Lc];Mk(C)). Pick A ∈ Ψ0

phg,c,Lc(O;Ck,Ck) such that σ0(A) = a.

Lemma 6.1 is applicable for raBj − A ∈ Ψ0
phg,c,Lc(O;Ck,Ck), so we infer ϑ(a) ≤ Cjra
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with Cj := supl∈Z+
|(Bjvnl

, vnl
)| < ∞ (of course, ϑ(a) ∈ R). Applying this with −a in

place of a, we deduce |ϑ(a)| ≤ Cjra. When a ∈ D̃j is arbitrary, we apply the above

to (a + a∗)/2 ∈ D̃j and (a − a∗)/(2i) ∈ D̃j to conclude |ϑ(a)| ≤ 2Cjra. Consequently,

ϑ : D̃ → C is continuous; whence ϑ ∈ (K([Lc];Mk(C)))
′.

To show (6.3), let A ∈ Ψ0
phg,c,Lc(O;Ck,Ck). There is j ≥ 2 such that a := σ0(A) ∈

D[L̃j ]
([Lc];Mk(C)). By construction, there are al ∈ Dj−1, l ∈ Z+, such that al → a

in D[L̃j ]
([Lc];Mk(C)). Pick χ ∈ C∞(Rm) such that 0 ≤ χ ≤ 1, χ(ξ) = 0 when |ξ| ≤

1/4 and χ(ξ) = 1 when |ξ| ≥ 1/2. Define ã(x, ξ) = χ(ξ)a(x, ξ/|ξ|) and ãl(x, ξ) =
χ(ξ)al(x, ξ/|ξ|), l ∈ Z+, x ∈ O, ξ ∈ Rm. Of course, ã, ãl ∈ S0

c (O×Rm;Ck,Ck), l ∈ Z+.
Notice that both {Bjvnh

}h∈Z+ and {B∗j vnh
}h∈Z+ are bounded subsets of E ′0Lc(O;Ck) and

thus also of L2(Rm) (see (4.20)). Consequently

|(Bj Op(ã)Bjvnh
, vnh

)− (Bj Op(ãl)Bjvnh
, vnh

)|

= |(Op(ã−ãl)Bjvnh
, B∗j vnh

)| ≤ C sup
|α|+|β|≤q

‖〈·〉|α|∂αξ ∂
β
x (ã−ãl)‖L∞(R2m;Mk(C)), h, l ∈ Z+,

and, as ãl → ã in S0(R2m;Ck,Ck), we deduce

lim
l→∞

sup
h∈Z+

|(Bj Op(ã)Bjvnh
, vnh

)− (Bj Op(ãl)Bjvnh
, vnh

)| = 0.

For ε > 0 there is lε ∈ Z+ such that for all h ∈ Z+ and l ≥ lε it holds that

Re(Bj Op(ãl)Bjvnh
, vnh

)− ε ≤ Re(Bj Op(ã)Bjvnh
, vnh

) ≤ Re(Bj Op(ãl)Bjvnh
, vnh

) + ε,

Im(Bj Op(ãl)Bjvnh
, vnh

)− ε ≤ Im(Bj Op(ã)Bjvnh
, vnh

) ≤ Im(Bj Op(ãl)Bjvnh
, vnh

) + ε.

Since σ0(Bj Op(ãl)Bj) = al, by what we proved above, we infer (Bj Op(ãl)Bjvnh
, vnh

) →
〈ϑ, al〉, as h→ ∞, and consequently

Re〈ϑ, al〉 − ε ≤ lim inf
h→∞

Re(Bj Op(ã)Bjvnh
, vnh

)

≤ lim sup
h→∞

Re(Bj Op(ã)Bjvnh
, vnh

) ≤ Re〈ϑ, al〉+ ε, l ≥ lε

Im〈ϑ, al〉 − ε ≤ lim inf
h→∞

Im(Bj Op(ã)Bjvnh
, vnh

)

≤ lim sup
h→∞

Im(Bj Op(ã)Bjvnh
, vnh

) ≤ Im〈ϑ, al〉+ ε, l ≥ lε.

We take the limit as l → ∞. Since 〈ϑ, al〉 → 〈ϑ, a〉 and as ε > 0 was arbitrary, we
deduce

lim
h→∞

(Bj Op(ã)Bjvnh
, vnh

) = 〈ϑ, a〉.

As σ0(Bj Op(ã)Bj) = a = σ0(A), we have Bj Op(ã)Bj − A ∈ Ψ−1phg,c,Lc(O;Ck,Ck) and
Corollary 5.5 yields that (Avnh

, vnh
) → (ϑ, a). Now, Corollary 5.5 also shows that

(A′vnh
, vnh

) → (ϑ, a) for any other A′ ∈ Ψ0
phg,c,Lc(O;Ck,Ck) satisfying σ0(A′) = a. This

completes the proof of (6.3).

Finally, 〈ϑ, ψ∗〉 = 〈ϑ, ψ〉, ψ ∈ K([Lc];Mk(C)), holds true since it is true for ψ ∈ D̃.
Similarly, 〈ϑ, ψ〉 ≥ 0 holds true for all ψ ∈ D([Lc];Mk(C)) which are positive semi-
definite at every point in view of (6.3) and Lemma 6.1 and the general case when
ψ ∈ K([Lc];Mk(C)) and it is positive semi-definite at every point follows by density. �
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We say that T ∈ π∗S∗ML(E,E
#)(p,[ξ]) is positive semi-definite if T = T# and T (e)(e) is

a nonnegative density on TpM for all e ∈ Ep (of course, after identifying π
∗
S∗ML(E,E

#)(p,[ξ]) =
{(p, [ξ])}×L(Ep, E#

p ) with L(Ep, E#
p )), i.e. T (e)(e)(v1, . . . , vm) ∈ [0,∞) for all v1, . . . , vm ∈

TpM . The main result of the subsection is the following theorem.

Theorem 6.3. Let L be a closed conic subset of T ∗M\0 and let u, un ∈ D′0L (M ;E),
n ∈ Z+. If {un}n∈Z+ is bounded in D′0L (M ;E) and un → u in D′(M ;E), then there is
a subsequence (unj

)j∈Z+ and ϑ ∈ (Γ0
c(π
∗
S∗ML(E,E

#)[Lc]))
′ such that

lim
j→∞

(ι0,E(A(unj
− u)), unj

− u) = 〈ϑ, σ0(A)〉, A ∈ Ψ0
phg,c,Lc(M ;E,E#), (6.4)

and ϑ satisfies 〈ϑ, ψ#〉 = 〈ϑ, ψ〉, ψ ∈ Γ0
c(π
∗
S∗ML(E,E

#)[Lc]), and 〈ϑ, ψ〉 ≥ 0 if ψ ∈
Γ0
c(π
∗
S∗ML(E,E

#)[Lc]) is positive semi-definite at every point. Furthermore, ϑ is unique
in the following sense: if (6.4) is valid for ϑ′ ∈ (Γ0

c(π
∗
S∗ML(E,E

#)[Lc]))
′ then ϑ′ = ϑ.

Proof. The proof of the uniqueness is the same is in Proposition 6.2. We show the
existence. For brevity in notation, set vn := un − u, n ∈ Z+. Pick a countable locally
finite family of relatively compact coordinate charts (Oµ, xµ), µ ∈ Z+, that cover M
such that, for each µ ∈ Z+, E locally trivialises over Oµ via Φµ := Φxµ : π−1E (Oµ) →
Oµ×Ck. We denote by (sµ,1, . . . , sµ,k) and (σ1

µ, . . . , σ
k
µ) the local frames induced by Φµ

for E and E# over Oµ respectively; of course σjµ(zsµ,l) = zδjl λ
xµ , z ∈ C. Denoting by

(s′1µ , . . . , s
′k
µ ) the frame for E ′ dual to (sµ,1, . . . , sµ,k), we see that (s′jµ ⊗ σlµ)j,l is a local

frame for L(E,E#) over Oµ; for e ∈ Ep, (s
′j
µ ⊗σ

l
µ)p(e) = s′jµ,p(e)σ

l
µ,p ∈ E#

p . As standard,

(π∗S∗M(s′jµ ⊗ σlµ))j,l is the pullback local frame for π∗S∗ML(E,E
#) over π−1S∗M(Oµ). For

each µ ∈ Z+, set Lµ := κµ(π
−1
T ∗M(Oµ) ∩ L) with κµ as in (4.6); Lµ is a closed conic

subset of xµ(Oµ) × (Rm\{0}). Denote vjn,µ := vjn,Φxµ
∈ D′0Lµ

(xµ(O)), j = 1, . . . , k,

µ ∈ Z+, n ∈ Z+; see Proposition 4.2. Proposition 6.2 is applicable to any subsequence
of ṽn,µ := (v1n,µ, . . . , v

k
n,µ) ∈ D′0Lµ

(xµ(Oµ);C
k), n ∈ Z+, for each µ ∈ Z+. We apply

the proposition together with a standard diagonal argument to find a subsequence

(vnh
)h∈Z+ and positive Radon measures ϑ̃µ = (ϑ̃l,jµ )l,j ∈ (K([(Lµ)

c];Mk(C)))
′, µ ∈ Z+,

such that

lim
h→∞

(Ãṽnh,µ, ṽnh,µ) = 〈ϑ̃µ, σ
0(Ã)〉, Ã ∈ Ψ0

phg,c,(Lµ)c(xµ(Oµ);C
k,Ck). (6.5)

We are going to glue together the ϑ̃µ’s to a continuous functional on Γ0
c(π
∗
S∗ML(E,E

#)[Lc]).
Choose a smooth partition of unity (χµ)µ∈Z+ subordinated to (Oµ)µ∈Z+ and, for each
µ ∈ Z+, pick nonnegative χ′µ ∈ D(Oµ) such that χ′µ = 1 on a neighbourhood of

suppχµ. For brevity in notation, we set χ̃µ := χµ ◦ x−1µ and χ̃′µ := χ′µ ◦ x
−1
µ . Let κ̂µ be

the diffeomorphism

κ̂µ : π−1S∗M(Oµ) → xµ(Oµ)× S
m−1, κ̂µ(p, [ξjdx

j |p]) := (xµ(p), ξ̂1, . . . , ξ̂m), (6.6)

where ξ̂jdx
j |p ∈ [ξjdx

j |p] is such that (ξ̂1, . . . , ξ̂m) ∈ Sm−1. We define

ϑ : Γ0
c(π
∗
S∗ML(E,E

#)[Lc]) → C, 〈ϑ, ψ〉 :=
∑

µ∈Z+

〈ϑ̃l,jµ , χ̃µ ψµ,l,j ◦ κ̂
−1
µ 〉, where

ψ ∈ Γ0
c(π
∗
S∗ML(E,E

#)[Lc]), ψ|π−1
S∗M

(Oµ)
= ψµ,l,jπ

∗
S∗M(s′jµ ⊗ σlµ).
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It is straightforward to verify that ϑ is well-defined and continuous (notice that supp(χ̃µ ψµ,l,j◦

κ̂−1µ ) ⊂⊂ [(Lµ)
c]). The fact 〈ϑ, ψ#〉 = 〈ϑ, ψ〉 follows from the fact that ψ#

|π−1
S∗M

(Oµ)
=

ψµ,j,lπ
∗
S∗M(s′jµ ⊗σ

l
µ) and the corresponding fact about ϑ̃µ from Proposition 6.2. Further-

more, if ψ is positive semi-definite at every point, then 〈ϑ, ψ〉 ≥ 0 since ϑ̃µ, µ ∈ Z+,
are positive Radon measures.

It remains to show that ϑ satisfies (6.4). Let A ∈ Ψ0
phg,c,Lc(M ;E;E#) and set

â := σ0(A) ∈ Γc(π
∗
S∗ML(E,E

#)[Lc]). Fix an open neighbourhood U of the zero sec-

tion in T ∗M such that U ∩ π−1T ∗M(K) is relatively compact for any K ⊂⊂ M and if
(p, ξ) 6∈ U , then (p, tξ) 6∈ U , for all t > 1; e.g. U :=

⋃
µ∈Z+

{(p, ξldxlµ|p) ∈ T ∗Oµ |χµ(p) >

0,
∑m

j=1 ξ
2
j < 1}. We modify the pullback of â under the natural map T ∗M\0 → S∗M

in U so as to become a smooth section a : T ∗M → π∗T ∗ML(E,E
#). Then a ∈

S0
loc(T

∗M ;E,E#) and a ∈ σ
0(A). For each µ ∈ Z+, we have a|T ∗Oµ

= κ∗µ(aµ,l,j)π
∗
T ∗M(s′jµ⊗

σlµ) with aµ,l,j ∈ S0
loc(xµ(Oµ) × R

m), l, j = 1, . . . , k, and (π∗T ∗M(s′jµ ⊗ σlµ))j,l is the

pullback local frame for π∗T ∗ML(E,E
#) over T ∗Oµ. Of course, aµ,l,j is positively ho-

mogeneous of degree 0 outside of κµ(π
−1
T ∗M(Oµ) ∩ U). For each µ ∈ Z+, there are

{ãµ,l,j}l,j ⊆ S0
loc(xµ(Oµ) × Rm) such that ãµ,l,j , l, j = 1, . . . , k, are of order −∞ in a

conic neighbourhood of every point of Lµ and T̃µ,l,j ∈ Ψ−∞(xµ(Oµ)), l, j = 1, . . . , k,
such that

(Aϕ)|Oµ
= Op(ãµ,l,j)(ϕ

j ◦x−1µ ) ◦xµ σ
l
µ+ T̃µ,l,j(ϕ

j ◦x−1µ ) ◦xµ σ
l
µ, ϕ = ϕjsµ,j ∈ Γc(EOµ

).

Then aµ,l,j− ãµ,l,j ∈ S−1loc (xµ(Oµ)×Rm), which, in view of the properties of aµ,l,j, implies
that aµ,l,j = 0 in Wµ\κµ(π

−1
T ∗M(Oµ) ∩ U) for some open conic neighbourhood Wµ of Lµ

in xµ(Oµ)× (Rm\{0}). We infer

(Aϕ)|Oµ
= Op(aµ,l,j)(ϕ

j ◦x−1µ )◦xµ σ
l
µ+ Q̃µ,l,j(ϕ

j ◦x−1µ )◦xµ σ
l
µ, ϕ = ϕjsµ,j ∈ Γc(EOµ

),

with Q̃µ,l,j ∈ Ψ−1(xµ(Oµ)) and Q̃µ,l,j is of order −∞ in Lµ, l, j = 1, . . . , k. Denote

Λ0 := {µ ∈ Z+ |Oµ ∩ πS∗M(supp â) 6= ∅ or Oµ ∩ pr1(supp(kernel ofA)) 6= ∅};

Λ0 is finite. Notice that

(ι0,E(Avnh
), vn,h) =

∑

µ∈Λ0

(ι0,E(χµA(χ
′
µvnh

)), vnh
) +

∑

µ∈Λ0

(ι0,E(χµA((1− χ′µ)vnh
)), vnh

).

Since the kernel of A is smooth outside of the diagonal, the operator ψ 7→ χµA((1 −
χ′µ)ψ) has smooth compactly supported kernel and thus it is a continuous mapD′(M ;E) →

Γc(E
#). Consequently, the second sum tends to 0 as h → ∞. For the first sum, we

infer
∑

µ∈Λ0

(ι0,E(χµA(χ
′
µvnh

)), vnh
)

=
∑

µ∈Λ0

(Op(χ̃µaµ,l,j)(χ̃
′
µv

j
nh,µ

), vlnh,µ
) +

∑

µ∈Λ0

(χ̃µQ̃µ,l,j(χ̃
′
µv

j
nh,µ

), vlnh,µ
).

In view of Corollary 5.5, the second sum tends to zero as h → ∞. There is bµ,l,j ∈
S0
c (xµ(Oµ)×Rm) such that Op(χ̃µaµ,l,j)χ̃

′
µ = Op(bµ,l,j). Notice that Op(bµ,l,j) ∈ Ψ0

phg,c,(Lµ)c
(xµ(Oµ)).

Since χ̃µaµ,l,j = χ̃µaµ,l,jχ̃
′
µ ∈ σ

0(Op(bµ,l,j)), from the way we defined a, we infer
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σ0(Op(bµ,l,j)) = χ̃µâµ,l,j ◦ κ̂−1µ , where âµ,l,j ∈ C∞(π−1S∗M(Oµ)) are defined by â|π−1
S∗M

(Oµ)
=

âµ,l,jπ
∗
S∗M(s′jµ ⊗ σlµ). In view of (6.5), we deduce

lim
h→∞

∑

µ∈Λ0

(Op(χ̃µaµ,l,j)(χ̃
′
µv

j
nh,µ

), vlnh,µ
) =

∑

µ∈Z+

〈ϑ̃l,jµ , χ̃µâµ,l,j ◦ κ̂
−1
µ 〉 = 〈ϑ, â〉, (6.7)

which verifies (6.4). This completes the proof of the theorem. �

Remark 6.4. Strictly speaking, ϑ 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 〈ϑ, ψ〉 ≥ 0 for all ψ positive semi-definite at every point implies that any
coordinate representation of ϑ is a matrix-valued positive Radon measure: Let (x,O) be
any coordinate chart over which E trivialises via Φ : π−1E (O) → O×Ck, let (π∗S∗M(s′j⊗
σl))j,l be the local frame for π∗S∗ML(E,E

#) over O induced by Φ (defined as in the proof
of the theorem) and denote LO := κ(π−1T ∗M(O)∩L) with κ the total local trivialisation

of T ∗M over O. Then, ϑ̃ := (ϑ̃l,j)l,j is a matrix-valued positive Radon measure on

[(LO)
c], where ϑ̃l,j ∈ (K([(LO)

c]))′ is defined by 〈ϑ̃l,j , φ〉 := 〈ϑ, φ◦ κ̂ π∗S∗M(s′j⊗σl)〉 with
κ̂ as in (6.6).

The support of ϑ contains all information about the directions in [Lc] in which the
convergence unj

→ u is not in L2-sense.

Corollary 6.5. Let L, u and (un)n∈Z+ satisfy the assumptions in Theorem 6.3 and

let ϑ and the subsequence (unj
)j∈Z+ be as in the claims of the theorem. Let L(ϑ) be the

inverse image of suppϑ under the natural map T ∗M\0 → S∗M . Then

L(ϑ) ⊆WF 0
c ({unj

}j∈Z+) ⊆ L ∪ L(ϑ), (6.8)

L ∪ L(ϑ) is a closed conic subset of T ∗M\0 and unj
→ u in D′0

L∪L(ϑ)(M ;E).

Remark 6.6. Since (by definition!) L(ϑ) ⊆ Lc, (6.8) is equivalent to

L(ϑ) =WF 0
c ({unj

}j∈Z+)\L. (6.9)

Although ϑ carries similar information as the Sobolev compactness wave front setWF 0
c ,

it can be a convenient tool in practice as we show in the next subsection.

Proof of Corollary 6.5. Corollary 4.7 shows that {unj
}j∈Z+ is a relatively compact sub-

set of D′0WF 0
c ({unj

}j∈Z+
)(M ;E) and, since unj

→ u in D′(M ;E),

u ∈ D′0WF 0
c ({unj

}j∈Z+
)(M ;E) and unj

→ u in D′0WF 0
c ({unj

}j∈Z+
)(M ;E). (6.10)

Set L′ := L∪L(ϑ). The proof that L′ is closed in T ∗M\0 is straightforward13. Once we
show (6.8), (6.10) would imply unj

→ u in D′0L′(M ;E).
First we show the second inclusion in (6.8). We may assume L′c 6= ∅. Let (p0, ξ0) 6∈ L′,

ξ0 6= 0. There is a chart (O, x) about p0 over which E locally trivialises via Φx :
π−1E (O) → O × C

k and open cones V, V ′ ⊆ R
m such that V ⊆ V ′ ∪ {0}, Rm\V ′ 6= ∅,

(p0, ξ0) ∈ {(p, ξldx
l|p) ∈ T ∗O | (ξ1, . . . , ξm) ∈ V } and

{(p, ξldx
l|p) ∈ T ∗O | (ξ1, . . . , ξm) ∈ V ′} ⊆ L′c. (6.11)

13This fact is not redundant since L(ϑ) is closed in Lc but not necessarily in T ∗M\0.
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Pick φ, φ̃ ∈ D(Rm) such that 0 ≤ φ, φ̃ ≤ 1, φ = 1 on V ∩ Sm−1, supp φ ⊆ V ′, φ̃ = 1 on

B(0, 1/4) and supp φ̃ ⊆ B(0, 1/2). Define b(ξ) := (1 − φ̃(ξ))φ(ξ/|ξ|); b is smooth with
support in V ′, positively homogeneous of order 0 when |ξ| ≥ 1/2 and equal to 1 on
V \B(0, 1/2). Pick nonnegative χ, χ′ ∈ D(O) such that χ = 1 on a neighbourhood of
p0 and χ′ = 1 on a neighbourhood of suppχ and define

A : Γc(E) → Γc(E
#), Aϕ :=

k∑

l=1

χOp(b)((χ′ϕl) ◦ x−1) ◦ xσl, ϕ ∈ Γc(E), ϕ|O = ϕlsl,

where (s1, . . . , sk) and (σ1, . . . , σk) are the local frames for E and E# over O induced
by Φx. Clearly, A ∈ Ψ0

phg,c,L′c(M ;E,E#) and (p0, ξ0) 6∈ CharA. We also define

A′ : Γc(E) → Γc(E), A
′ϕ :=

k∑

l=1

χOp(b)((χ′ϕl) ◦ x−1) ◦ x sl, ϕ ∈ Γc(E), ϕ|O = ϕlsl.

Of course, A′ ∈ Ψ0
phg,c,L′c(M ;E,E) and (p0, ξ0) 6∈ CharA′. We claim that

(ι0,E(Av), A
′v) =

k∑

l=1

‖χ ◦ x−1 Op(b)((χ′ ◦ x−1)vlΦx
)‖2L2(Rm), v ∈ D′0L (M ;E), (6.12)

with vlΦx
∈ D′0LO

(x(O)) as in (2.2) and LO as in Remark 6.4 (cf. Proposition 4.2).
Both the left and the right hand side are well-defined in view of Corollary 5.5 and the
continuous inclusions E ′0L′c(M ;E) ⊆ L2

comp(M ;E) ⊆ D′0L′(M ;E); notice that the right-
hand side is the square of a norm on L2

suppχ(M ;E) of A′v ∈ L2
suppχ(M ;E). By plugging

in the definitions of A and A′, it is easy to see that (6.12) hods true for v ∈ Γc(E).
The general case follows from the fact that Γc(E) is sequentially dense in D′0L (M ;E)
(Proposition 4.9) and Corollary 5.5. Denoting vnj

:= unj
− u, j ∈ Z+, Theorem 6.3

gives

(ι0,E(Avnj
), A′vnj

) = (ι0,E(A
′∗Avnj

), vnj
) → 〈ϑ, σ0(A′∗A)〉 = 〈ϑ, σ0(A′)#σ0(A)〉 = 0

since supp σ0(A) ∩ supp ϑ = ∅ = supp σ0(A′) ∩ supp ϑ. Employing (6.12), we deduce
that A′vnj

→ 0 in L2
comp(M ;E) and thus WF 0

c (A
′({unj

}j∈Z+)) = ∅ in view of Corol-

lary 4.7. Corollary 5.8 now yields WF 0
c ({unj

}j∈Z+) ⊆ CharA′ and thus (p0, ξ0) 6∈
WF 0

c ({unj
}j∈Z+).

To show the first inclusion in (6.8), let (p0, ξ0) 6∈ WF 0
c ({unj

}j∈Z+), ξ0 6= 0. If

(p0, ξ0) ∈ L, then (p0, ξ0) 6∈ L(ϑ). Assume that (p0, ξ0) 6∈ L′′ := L∪WF 0
c ({unj

}j∈Z+). We

claim that 〈ϑ, a〉 = 0, a ∈ Γc(π
∗
S∗ML(E,E

#)[L′′c]); this would imply that (p0, ξ0) 6∈ L(ϑ)

(by density). For a ∈ Γc(π
∗
S∗ML(E,E

#)[L′′c]), pick A ∈ Ψ0
phg,c,L′′c(M ;E,E#) such that

σ0(A) = a. Corollary 5.5 together with (6.10) yield that Aunj
→ Au in E ′0L′′c(M ;E#)

and Theorem 6.3 gives 〈ϑ, a〉 = 0. �

Remark 6.7. When L = ∅, (6.8) boils down to WF 0
c ({unj

}j∈Z+) = L(ϑ); this result was
shown in [18]. Even in the case L = ∅, the corollary improves this result by identifying
that unj

→ u in D′0
L(ϑ)(M ;E). In this case, the result is optimal in the following sense:

if unj
→ u in D′0L′(M ;E) for some closed conic subset L′ of T ∗M\0, then Corollary 4.7

together with this result yield that L(ϑ) ⊆ L′.
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6.2. The compensated compactness theorem. We are now going to employ the
microlocal defect measures from Theorem 6.3 to generalise the Gérard-Murat-Tartar
theorem on compensated compactness [44, 45, 51, 19]. We start with a technical lemma.

Lemma 6.8. Let L, u and (un)n∈Z+ satisfy the assumptions in Theorem 6.3 and let ϑ
and (unj

)j∈Z+ be as in the claims of the theorem. For every a ∈ Γc(π
∗
S∗ML(E,E

#)[Lc]),
there exists a subsequence of (unj

)j∈Z+, denoted again by (unj
)j∈Z+, such that for every

A ∈ Ψ0
phg,c,Lc(M ;E,E#) satisfying σ0(A) = a it holds that

lim
j→∞

(ι0,E(Au), unj
) = (ι0,E(Au), u) and lim

j→∞
(ι0,E(Aunj

), unj
) ∈ C. (6.13)

Proof. Let a ∈ Γc(π
∗
S∗ML(E,E

#)[Lc]) and pick A ∈ Ψ0
phg,c,Lc(M ;E,E#) so that σ0(A) =

a. In view of Corollary 5.5, supn∈Z+
|(ι0,E(Au), un)| <∞ and supn∈Z+

|(ι0,E(Aun), un)| <
∞ so there is a subsequence of (unj

)j∈Z+ from Theorem 6.3, which we again denote by
(unj

)j∈Z+, such that both limj→∞(ι0,E(Au), unj
) and limj→∞(ι0,E(Aunj

), unj
) exist in C.

If A′ ∈ Ψ0
phg,c,Lc(M ;E,E#) is any other ΨDO satisfying σ0(A′) = a, then both of the

limits exist for A′ with the same subsequence in view of Corollary 5.5 employed with
A′ − A ∈ Ψ−1phg,c,Lc(M ;E,E#) (for (ι0,E(A

′unj
), unj

), it is straightforward to show that
(ι0,E((A

′ − A)unj
), unj

) → (ι0,E((A
′ − A)u), u)). It remains to show the first identity

in (6.13). Take a sequence {ψl}l∈Z+ ⊆ Γc(E) which converges to u in D′0L (M ;E) (cf.
Proposition 4.9). Notice that

Re(ι0,E(Au), unj
) = Re(ι0,E(A(u− ψl)), unj

) + Re(ι0,E(Aψl), unj
)

≤ sup
n∈Z+

|(ι0,E(A(u− ψl)), un)|+ Re(ι0,E(Aψl), unj
).

Hence limj→∞Re(ι0,E(Au), unj
) ≤ supn∈Z+

|(ι0,E(A(u−ψl)), un)|+Re(ι0,E(Aψl), u) and
consequently (cf. Corollary 5.5) limj→∞Re(ι0,E(Au), unj

) ≤ Re(ι0,E(Au), u). Doing the
same for −A and Im(ι0,E(±Au), unj

), we deduce the first identity in (6.13). �

For a closed conic subset L of T ∗M\0 and r ∈ R, we define the l.c.s. Hr
L;loc(M ;E) :=

Hr
loc(M ;E) ∩ D′L(M ;E) equipped with the topology induced by all continuous semi-

norms on Hr
loc(M ;E) and D′L(M ;E). Clearly, Hr

L;loc(M ;E) is complete. It is contin-
uously and densely included in both Hr

loc(M ;E) and D′L(M ;E) (since Γc(E) is dense
in both spaces) and Hr

T ∗M\0;loc(M ;E) = Hr
loc(M ;E) and Hr

∅;loc(M ;E) = Γ(E). For

χ ∈ Γc(DM) fixed, set K := suppχ and notice that the following map is well-defined
and continuous:

Hr
L;loc(M ;E∗) → E ′r

L∩π−1
T∗M

(K);K
(M ;E#), u 7→ χu. (6.14)

Proposition 6.9. Let r ∈ R and let L and L̃ be two closed conic subsets of T ∗M\0

which satisfy L̃ ⊆ Lc. Then

P : H−r
L̃;loc

(M ;E∗)×D′rL (M ;E) → D′(M), 〈P(u, v), χ〉 := 〈χu, ιE(v)〉, χ ∈ Γc(DM),

where the last duality is 〈E ′−rLc (M ;E#),D′r
Ľ
(M ;E#∨)〉, is well-defined hypocontinuous

sesquilinear map that restricts to the sesquilinear map

Γ(E∗)× Γ(E) → C∞(M), (ϕ, ψ) 7→ (p 7→ ϕp(ψp)). (6.15)



74 S. PILIPOVIĆ AND B. PRANGOSKI

Proof. In view of (6.14), χu ∈ E ′−rLc (M ;E#) and hence 〈χu, ιE(v)〉 is well-defined since
ιE(v) ∈ D′r

Ľ
(M ;E#∨). To show the continuity of P(u, v) : Γc(DM) → C it suffices to

show that it maps bounded sets into bounded sets since Γc(DM) is bornological. Fix
a bounded subset B of Γc(DM). There is K ⊂⊂ M such that B is a bounded subset
of ΓK(DM). Pick relatively compact charts (Oµ, xµ), µ = 1, . . . , l, which cover K and

nonnegative ϕµ ∈ D(Oµ) such that
∑l

µ=1 ϕµ = 1 on a neighbourhood of K and choose

ϕ′µ ∈ D(Oµ) so that ϕ′µ = 1 on a neighbourhood of ϕµ. For χ ∈ B, write χ|Oµ
= χµλ

xµ,
χµ ∈ C∞(Oµ), and notice that

sup
χ∈B

|〈χu, ιE(v)〉| ≤
l∑

µ=1

sup
χ∈B

|〈ϕµλ
xµu, ϕ′µχµιE(v)〉|. (6.16)

Since {(ϕ′µχµ)ιE(v) |χ ∈ B} is a bounded subset of D′r
Ľ
(M ;E#∨) (cf. Remark 4.5) and

(ϕµλ
xµ)u ∈ E ′−rLc (M ;E#), we infer that the right hand side of (6.16) 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 B2 of D′rL(M ;E). Let
B be a bounded subset of Γc(DM). We want to estimate supv∈B2

supχ∈B |〈χu, ιE(v)〉|
by a continuous seminorm of u in H−r

L̃;loc
(M ;E∗). With the above notation, (6.16) is

valid for all u ∈ H−r
L̃;loc

(M ;E∗) and v ∈ B2. Since {(ϕ′µχµ)ιE(v) |χ ∈ B, v ∈ B2} is

bounded in D′r
Ľ
(M ;E#∨) (cf. Remark 4.5), supv∈B2

supχ∈B |〈ϕµλxµu, ϕ′µχµιE(v)〉| is a

continuous seminorm of ϕµλ
xµu in E ′−rLc (M ;E#) and (6.14) implies that it is bounded

by a continuous seminorm of u in H−r
L̃;loc

(M ;E∗). To show the hypocontinuity of P

with respect to the second variable, fix a bounded subset B1 of H−r
L̃;loc

(M ;E∗). For a

bounded subset B of Γc(DM), we again write (6.16). We apply (6.14) and Lemma
4.20 to deduce that supu∈B1

supχ∈B |〈ϕµλxµu, ϕ′µχµιE(v)〉| ≤ Cµ supχ∈B pµ(ϕ
′
µχµιE(v))

with pµ a continuous seminorm on D′r
Ľ
(M ;E#∨). Now, Remark 4.5 yields the desired

hypocontinuity. By direct inspection, one verifies that P restricts to (6.15) and the
proof is complete. �

Remark 6.10. If Q ∈ Ψ0(M ;E,E∗) is properly supported and of order −∞ in the
closed conic subset L of T ∗M\0, Proposition 5.1 and Corollary 5.4 imply that Q :
D′−rL (M ;E) → H−r

L̃;loc
(M ;E∗) is well-defined and continuous for some closed conic sub-

set L̃ of T ∗M\0 satisfying L̃ ⊆ Lc. Hence, Proposition 6.9 shows that

D′−rL (M ;E)×D′rL (M ;E) → D′(M), (u, v) 7→ P(Qu, v),

is well-defined hypocontinuous sesquilinear map that restricts to Γ(E) × Γ(E) →
C∞(M), (ϕ, ψ) 7→ (p 7→ (Qϕ)p(ψp)).

Remark 6.11. Proposition 6.9 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 L̃ two closed conic subsets of T ∗M\0

which satisfy L̃ ⊆ Ľc, the bilinear mapping

P0 : H
−r

L̃;loc
(M ;E ′)×D′rL (M ;E) → D′(M), 〈P0(u, v), χ〉 := 〈χu, v〉, χ ∈ Γc(DM),

where the last duality is 〈E ′−r
Ľc (M ;E∨),D′rL(M ;E)〉, is well-defined and hypocontinuous

and it restricts to Γ(E ′) × Γ(E) → C∞(M), (ϕ, ψ) 7→ (p 7→ ϕp(ψp)). This can be
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shown in an analogous way as in the proof of Proposition 6.9. Notice that this result is
neither weaker nor stronger than the Hörmander 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 Hörmander theorem. It is passible that a
similar result can be obtained from our theorem on the pull-back (Theorem 4.23) 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 overM of rank k and k′, L a closed
conic subset of T ∗M\0 satisfying L 6= T ∗M\0 and a ∈ Γhom,r(π

∗
T ∗ML(E, F )Lc) for some

r ∈ R. Let {un}n∈Z+ be a bounded subset of D′0L (M ;E) such that (un)n∈Z+ converges
in D′(M ;E) to some u ∈ D′0L (M ;E). Assume that for every (p, ξ) ∈ Lc there is an
open conic set W ⊆ Lc containing it and a properly supported A ∈ Ψr

phg(M ;E, F )

such that {Aun}n∈Z+ is relatively compact in D′−rL (M ;F ) and σ̃r(A)|W = a|W . Let
b ∈ Γ(π∗S∗ML(E,E

∗)) satisfies supp b ⊆ [Lc] and let B ∈ Ψ0
phg(M ;E,E∗) be properly

supported, of order −∞ in L and σ0(B) = b.

(i) Assume that b = b∗ and the following implication holds true:

∀(p, ξ) ∈ Lc, ∀e ∈ Ep, a(p, ξ)(e) = 0 =⇒ b(p, [ξ])(e)(e) ≥ 0.

Then, for χ ∈ Γc(DM) which is nonnegative at every point, it holds that

lim inf
n→∞

Re〈P(Bun, un), χ〉 ≥ Re〈P(Bu, u), χ〉, lim
n→∞

Im〈P(Bun, un), χ〉 = Im〈P(Bu, u), χ〉.

(ii) Assume the following implication holds true:

∀(p, ξ) ∈ Lc, ∀e ∈ Ep, a(p, ξ)(e) = 0 =⇒ b(p, [ξ])(e)(e) = 0.

Then P(Bun, un) → P(Bu, u) in D′(M).

Proof. We start by pointing out that for all properly supported Q ∈ Ψ0
phg(M ;E,E∗)

which are of order −∞ in L and all χ ∈ Γc(DM), we have χQ ∈ Ψ0
phg,c,Lc(M ;E,E#).

We claim that (ii) follows from (i). To see this, set b1 := (b + b∗)/2 and b2 :=
(b− b∗)/(2i) and pick properly supported B1, B2 ∈ Ψ0

phg(M ;E,E∗) which are of order

−∞ in L and σ0(Bj) = bj , j = 1, 2. In view of the assumption in (ii), we can apply (i)
with ±b1 and ±b2. Applying it with b1 and −b1 we infer that for every χ ∈ Γc(DM)
which is nonnegative at every point it holds that

lim
n→∞

〈P(B1un, un), χ〉 = 〈P(B1u, u), χ〉. (6.17)

When χ ∈ Γc(DM) is real-valued, pick χ′ ∈ Γc(DM) which is nonnegative at every
point and such that χ′ − χ is nonnegative at every point and apply (6.17) with χ′ and
χ′−χ to deduce that (6.17) is valid also for χ. Employing this to the real and imaginary
part of general χ ∈ Γc(DM), we deduce P(B1un, un) → P(B1u, u) in D′(M) since every
weakly convergent sequence is strongly convergent in D′(M). Arguing analogously for
b2, we deduce the claim in (ii) for B1 + iB2. Since for each χ ∈ Γc(DM), χ(B1+ iB2 −
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B) ∈ Ψ−1phg,c,Lc(M ;E,E#), we can invoke Corollary 5.5 to deduce the claim for B.
We now show (i). Since

Im〈P(Bun, un), χ〉 = Im(ι0,E(χBun), un) = (2i)−1 (ι0,E((χB − (χB)∗)un), un)

and χB− (χB)∗ ∈ Ψ−1phg,c,Lc(M ;E,E#), Corollary 5.5 verifies the second identity in (i).
To show the first inequality, pick a subsequence (unj

)j∈Z+ such that

lim inf
n→∞

Re〈P(Bun, un), χ〉 = lim
j→∞

Re〈P(Bunj
, unj

), χ〉.

We apply Theorem 6.3 to (unj
)j∈Z+ to find ϑ ∈ (Γ0

c(π
∗
S∗ML(E,E

#)[Lc]))
′ and Lemma

6.8 to (unj
)j∈Z+ and χb to extract a subsequence of it, still denoted by (unj

)j∈Z+ , which

satisfies all of the properties stated in the lemma14. Since σ0((χB)∗) = (χb)# = χb =
σ0(χB) and (6.4) is satisfied with χB, we infer

〈ϑ, χb〉 = Re〈ϑ, χb〉 = lim
j→∞

(
Re(ι0,E(χBunj

), unj
)− Re(ι0,E(χBu), unj

)

− Re
(
ι0,E((χB)∗u), unj

)
+ Re(ι0,E(χBu), u)

)

= lim
j→∞

Re(ι0,E(χBunj
), unj

)− Re(ι0,E(χBu), u).

Thus, it suffices to show that 〈ϑ, χb〉 ≥ 0; we show that this holds for all χ ∈ Γc(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 χ which also satisfy suppχ ⊆ O where (O, x)
is a relatively compact chart over which E and F locally trivialise via Φ and Φ′. Let
LO be as in Remark 6.4. If (LO)

c = ∅, then the claim is trivial since χb = 0. Assume
that (LO)

c 6= ∅. Write χ := χ̃ ◦ xλx, a|Lc∩T ∗O = κ∗(ãlj)π
∗
T ∗M(e′j ⊗ sl) and b|π−1

S∗M
(O) =

κ̂∗(̃bl,j)π
∗
S∗M(e′j ⊗ e∗ l) with χ̃ ∈ D(x(O)), ãlj ∈ C∞((LO)c) and b̃l,j ∈ C∞(x(O)× Sm−1)

and (e1, . . . , ek) and (s1, . . . , sk′) the local frames for E and F over O induced by
Φ and Φ′ and (e′1, . . . , e′k) and (e∗ 1, . . . , e∗ k) the corresponding dual and anti-dual
frames for E ′ and E∗ over O; of course, κ and κ̂ are defined as in (2.7) and (6.6). Set

ã := (ãlj)l,j and b̃ := (̃bl,j)l,j and let ϑ̃ := (ϑ̃l,j)l,j be as in Remark 6.4. Pick nonnegative

ψ̃ ∈ D([(LO)
c]) such that ψ̃ = 1 on a neighbourhood of (supp χ̃× Sm−1) ∩ supp b̃ and

set ψ := κ̂∗(ψ̃) ∈ D([Lc] ∩ π−1S∗M(O)). 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 ε > 0 there is
Cε > 0 such that

ϕ̃ε : [(LO)
c] → Mk(C), ϕ̃ε(t, ω) := b̃(t, ω) + Cεã(t, ω)

∗ã(t, ω) + εI,

with I the identity k × k matrix, is smooth and positive semi-definite at every point

of supp ψ̃. The properties of ϑ̃ imply

0 ≤ 〈ϑ̃, χ̃ψ̃ϕ̃ε〉 = 〈ϑ, χb〉+ Cε〈ϑ̃, ã
∗ãψ̃χ̃〉+ ε〈ϑ̃, χ̃ψ̃I〉.

We claim that 〈ϑ̃, ã∗ãψ̃χ̃〉 = 0. Once we show this, the inequality in (i) follows by
letting ε → 0+ in the above inequality. We employ the assumption in the theorem to
find open conic setsW1, . . . ,Wd ⊆ Lc∩T ∗O satisfying suppψ ⊆

⋃d
µ=1[Wµ] and properly

supported A1, . . . , Ad ∈ Ψr
phg(M ;E, F ) such that aµ := σ̃r(Aµ) coincides with a onWµ,

14We point out that ϑ depends on the subsequence chosen for the lim inf and hence it depends on
B and χ, however, this will not matter since we will only work with the last extracted subsequence.
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µ = 1, . . . , d. Pick nonnegative ψµ ∈ D([Wµ]) such that
∑d

µ=1 ψ
2
µ = 1 on suppψ. For

each µ ∈ {1, . . . , d}, define φµ(t, ξ) := |ξ|−rψµ ◦ κ̂−1(t, ξ/|ξ|), (t, ξ) ∈ x(O)× (Rm\{0}).

Notice that
∑k′

j=1 κ
∗(φµ)π

∗
T ∗M(s′j⊗sj) ∈ Γhom,−r(π

∗
T ∗ML(F, F )T ∗M\0) and pick properly

supported Bµ ∈ Ψ−rphg(M ;F, F ) such that σ̃−r(Bµ) is this section; of course, (s
′1, . . . , s′k

′

)

is the dual frame for F ′ induced by Φ′. Finally, choose B0 ∈ Ψ0
phg,c,Lc(M ;F, F#) such

that σ0(B0) =
∑k′

j=1 ψπ
∗
S∗M(s′j ⊗ σj) with (σ1, . . . , σk

′

) the frame for F# induced by

Φ′. Then BµAµ ∈ Ψ0
phg(M ;E, F ) and (BµAµ)

∗B0(BµAµ) ∈ Ψ0
phg,c,Lc(M ;E,E#). Notice

that

σ0(BµAµ) = ψµa
j
µ,l ◦ κ

−1 ◦ κ̂ π∗S∗M(e′l ⊗ sj), where aµ |T ∗O\0 = ajµ,lπ
∗
T ∗M(e′l ⊗ sj).

Hence, denoting by (ǫ1, . . . , ǫk) the frame for E# induced by Φ, we infer

σ0((BµAµ)
∗B0(BµAµ)) = ψψ2

µ

k′∑

h=1

(ahµ,ja
h
µ,l) ◦ κ

−1 ◦ κ̂ π∗S∗M(e′l ⊗ ǫj).

The assumptions in the theorem together with Corollary 5.5 imply that {(BµAµ)
∗B0(BµAµ)un}n∈Z+

is relatively compact in E ′0Lc(M ;E#) and consequently

0 = lim
j→∞

d∑

µ=1

(
ι0,E

(
(χ̃ ◦ x)(BµAµ)

∗B0(BµAµ)(unj
− u)

)
, unj

− u
)

=
d∑

µ=1

k′∑

h=1

〈
ϑ, (χ̃ ◦ x)ψψ2

µ(ã
h
j ã

h
l ) ◦ κ̂ π

∗
S∗M(e′l ⊗ ǫj)

〉
=

k′∑

h=1

〈
ϑ̃j,l, χ̃ψ̃ãhj ã

h
l

〉
= 〈ϑ̃, χ̃ψ̃ã∗ã〉.

This completes the proof of the theorem. �

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 V1, . . . ,Vn ∈ Γ(TM)
(they are real-valued by definition!). Let Aj,l ∈ Ψ0

phg(M), j, l = 1, . . . , n, and A1 ∈

Ψ1(M) be properly supported. Let v, v(k), f (k) ∈ D′(M), k ∈ Z+, satisfy
n∑

j,l=1

VjAj,lVlv
(k) + A1v

(k) = f (k), k ∈ Z+, and v(k) → v in D′(M).

Denote L0 := {(p, ξ) ∈ T ∗M\0 | ξ(Vj(p)) = 0, j = 1, . . . , n}; clearly L0 is a closed
conic subset of T ∗M\0. Let L1 and L2 be closed conic subset of T ∗M\0 which satisfy
WF−1c ({f (k)}k∈Z+) ⊆ L1, v ∈ D′1L2

(M) and {v(k)}k∈Z+ is a bounded subset of D′1L2
(M).

Setting L := L0 ∪ L1 ∪ L2, we claim that for every properly supported B0 ∈ Ψ0
phg(M)

which is of order −∞ in L, it holds that
n∑

j,l=1

P(Aj,lB0(Vlv
(k)),Vjv

(k)) →
n∑

j,l=1

P(Aj,lB0(Vlv),Vjv), as k → ∞ in D′(M); (6.18)

n∑

j,l=1

P(B0Aj,l(Vlv
(k)),Vjv

(k)) →
n∑

j,l=1

P(B0Aj,l(Vlv),Vjv), as k → ∞ in D′(M). (6.19)
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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 B0 is a properly supported ΨDO in Ψ−∞(M); of course
this always holds since we can always take L1 = L2 = T ∗M\0, but the result is mean-
ingless! When this is not the case, L 6= T ∗M\0 imposes real restrictions on {fk}k∈Z+

and {vk}k∈Z+ and the claims state that the convergence will hold once we employ a
ΨDO that removes the bad part of T ∗M : the annihilators of the spaces spanned by the
vector fields at every point15 (the set L0), the place where {fk}k∈Z+ are too singular
or do not behave as a relatively compact subset of the Sobolev- −1 distributions (the
set L1, cf. Corollary 4.7) and the place where v and {vk}k∈Z+ are too singular or do
not behave like a bounded subset of the Sobolev- 1 distributions (the set L2). Finally,
A1v

(k) is irrelevant since it can be absorbed in the right hand side in view of Remark
5.2.

Notice that (6.19) follows from (6.18) in view of Corollary 5.5 and the definition
of P since χ(B0Aj,l − Aj,lB0) ∈ Ψ−1phg,c,Lc(M ;CM , DM), for all χ ∈ Γc(DM). To

prove (6.18), as we pointed out, we may assume L 6= T ∗M\0. Set aj,l := σ0(Aj,l) ∈
C∞(S∗M). Let B0 be as in the claim and denote b0 := σ0(B0) ∈ C∞(S∗M). No-
tice that supp b0 ⊆ [Lc]. Set u(k) := (V1v

(k), . . . ,Vnv(k)) ∈ D′0L (M ;Cn
M), k ∈ Z+,

and u := (V1v, . . . ,Vnv) ∈ D′0L (M ;Cn
M). Consider the properly supported ΨDO Ã ∈

Ψ1
phg(M ;Cn

M ,C
(1+n(n−1)/2)
M ) defined as follows: the terms in the last row in the (1 +

n(n − 1)/2) × n matrix of Ã are
∑n

j=1 VjAj,1, . . . ,
∑n

j=1 VjAj,n and all of the previ-

ous rows are (0, . . . , 0,Vj, 0, . . . , 0,−Vl, 0, . . . , 0) where Vj is on l-th place and −Vl is

on j-th place, 1 ≤ l < j ≤ n. We are going to apply Theorem 6.12 with this Ã,
ã := σ̃1(Ã) and b := (b0aj,l)j,l ∈ C∞(S∗M ;Mn(C)); clearly supp b ⊆ [Lc]. We check

that the conditions are satisfied. Notice that Ãu(k) is given as follows: the last entry is
f (k) − A1v

(k), while the previous are [Vj ,Vl]v(k), 1 ≤ l < j ≤ n. The assumptions to-
gether with Corollary 4.7 and Remark 5.2 imply that {f (k)−A1v

(k)}k∈Z+ is a relatively
compact subset of D′−1L (M). Since [Vj,Vl] ∈ Ψ1

phg(M), Remark 5.2 also implies that

{[Vj,Vl]v
(k)}k∈Z+ is relatively compact in D′−1L (M). Consequently, {Ãu(k)}k∈Z+ is rela-

tively compact in D′−1L (M ;C
1+n(n−1)/2
M ). Let (p, ξ) ∈ Lc and z = (z1, . . . , zn) ∈ Cn be

such that ã(p, ξ)z = 0. Pick a chart (O, x) about p and write Vj = V lj
∂
∂xl

and ξ = ξldx
l|p.

Set cj(p, ξ) := V lj(p)ξl and notice that ã(p, ξ)z = 0 implies that cj(p, ξ)z
l = cl(p, ξ)z

j,

j 6= l, and
∑n

j,l=1 aj,l(p, [ξ])cj(p, ξ)z
l = 0. At least one cj(p, ξ) 6= 0 since (p, ξ) 6∈ L0.

Consequently, the first equations imply zj = ζcj(p, ξ), j = 1, . . . , n, for some ζ ∈ C.

If ζ 6= 0, plugging this in the last equation, we infer
∑n

j,l=1 aj,l(p, [ξ])z
lzj = 0 (recall,

cj(p, ξ) ∈ R, j = 1, . . . , n), i.e. b(p, [ξ])z · z = 0. When ζ = 0, we have z = 0 and hence
b(p, [ξ])z · z = 0. Thus, we can apply Theorem 6.12 to deduce (6.18).

In a similar way, one can apply Theorem 6.12 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 6.13.

15If 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 ∈ Ψ0
phg(M ;TM⊗

C, TM ⊗ C) and A1 ∈ Ψ1(M) be properly supported and let v, v(k), f (k) ∈ D′(M),
k ∈ Z+, satisfy

divg(A(gradg v
(k))) + A1v

(k) = f (k), k ∈ Z+, and v(k) → v in D′(M). (6.20)

Let L1 and L2 be closed conic subsets of T ∗M\0 which satisfyWF−1c ({f (k)}k∈Z+) ⊆ L1,

v ∈ D′1L2
(M) and {v(k)}k∈Z+ is a bounded subset of D′1L2

(M). Setting L := L1 ∪ L2, we
claim that for every properly supported B ∈ Ψ0

phg(M ;TM ⊗ C, TM ⊗ C) which is of

order −∞ in L and such that σ0(B) = b ITM⊗C with b ∈ C∞(S∗M), it holds that

P(BA(gradg v
(k)), dv(k)) → P(BA(gradg v), dv), as k → ∞ in D′(M). (6.21)

Notice that all terms are well-defined elements of D′(M) in view of Proposition 6.9
(cf. Remark 6.10) since the anti-dual bundle of T ∗M ⊗C is canonically identified with
TM ⊗ C. As before, we may assume that L 6= 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 ⊆ [Lc]. Pick properly supported
B′ ∈ Ψ0

phg(M) such that σ0(B′) = b and is of order −∞ in L. Let {(Oµ, xµ)}µ∈Z+ be
a locally finite cover of M of relatively compact charts. Let (ϕµ)µ∈Z+ be a partition
of unity subordinated to this cover and choose ϕ′µ, ϕ

′′
µ ∈ D(Oµ) such that ϕ′µ = 1

on a neighbourhood of suppϕµ and ϕ′′µ = 1 on a neighbourhood of suppϕ′µ. Notice

that the operator B′µ : D(Oµ) → D(Oµ), B
′
µψ := ϕµB

′(ϕ′µψ), belongs to Ψ0
phg,c(Oµ)

and is of order −∞ in T ∗Oµ ∩ L. Furthermore, the operator Ajµ,l : D(Oµ) → D(Oµ),

Ajµ,l(ψ) := dxjµ(ϕ
′
µA(ϕ

′′
µψ

∂
∂xlµ

)), belongs to Ψ0
phg,c(Oµ). Write g|Oµ

= gµ,j,ldx
j
µ ⊗ dxlµ,

|gµ| := | det(gµ,j,l)j,l| and denote by (gj,lµ )j,l the inverse of (gµ,j,l)j,l. Notice that

divg
(
ϕ′µA(ϕ

′′
µ gradg v

(k))
)
= divg(ϕ

′
µA(gradg v

(k)))− divg
(
ϕ′µA((1− ϕ′′µ) gradg v

(k))
)
.

The set {divg(ϕ′µA((1 − ϕ′′µ) gradg v
(k)))}k∈Z+ is relatively compact in D′−1L (M) since

ϕ′µA(1 − ϕ′′µ) has smooth compactly supported kernel. For u ∈ D′(M ;TM ⊗ C), we

employ the notation ujµ ∈ D′(Oµ), 〈ujµ, ϕ〉 := 〈u, ϕdxjµ〉, ϕ ∈ Γc(DOµ). Notice that

divg(ϕ
′
µA(gradg v

(k))) =
∂ϕ′µ

∂xjµ

(
A(gradg v

(k))
)j
µ
+ ϕ′µ divg(A(gradg v

(k))), on Oµ.

Hence, in view of the assumptions and Remark 5.2, we conclude that {divg(ϕ
′
µA(ϕ

′′
µ gradg v

(k)))}k∈Z+

is a relatively compact subset of D′−1T ∗Oµ∩L
(Oµ). Since

divg(ϕ
′
µA(ϕ

′′
µ gradg v

(k))) = |gµ|
−1/2 ∂

∂xjµ

(
|gµ|

1/2Ajµ,l

(
gl,hµ

∂

∂xhµ
v(k)
))

, on Oµ,

we infer that ∂

∂xjµ

(
Ajµ,l(g

l,h
µ

∂
∂xhµ

v(k))
)

is a relatively compact subset of D′−1T ∗Oµ∩L
(Oµ).

Hence, we can apply the claim (6.19) from Example 6.13 with B′µ to deduce

P

(
B′µA

j
µ,l

(
gl,hµ

∂

∂xhµ
v(k)
)
,
∂

∂xjµ
v(k)
)

→ P

(
B′µA

j
µ,l

(
gl,hµ

∂

∂xhµ
v

)
,
∂

∂xjµ
v

)
, in D′(Oµ).

Consider the ΨDO B̃µ : Γc(TOµ ⊗ C) → Γc(TOµ ⊗ C), B̃µ(χ
j ∂

∂xjµ
) = B′µ(χ

j) ∂

∂xjµ
. Of

course, it is in Ψ0
phg,c(Oµ;TOµ⊗C, TOµ⊗C) and is of order −∞ in T ∗Oµ ∩L. In view
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of the definition of P, we infer

P
(
B̃µ

(
ϕ′µA(ϕ

′′
µ gradg v

(k))
)
, ϕ′µdv

(k)
)
→ P

(
B̃µ

(
ϕ′µA(ϕ

′′
µ gradg v)

)
, ϕ′µdv

)
, in D′(Oµ).

(6.22)

Since σ0(ϕµB) = σ0(B̃µ) in T
∗Oµ, we have ϕµB− B̃µ ∈ Ψ−1phg,c(Oµ;TOµ⊗C, TOµ⊗C)

and is of order −∞ in T ∗Oµ∩L. Hence, Corollary 5.5 implies that (6.22) holds true but

with ϕµB in place of B̃µ. The operator ϕµB(1− ϕ′µ) has smooth compactly supported
kernel, whence

P(ϕµBA(ϕ
′′
µ gradg v

(k)), ϕ′µdv
(k)) → P(ϕµBA(ϕ

′′
µ gradg v), ϕ

′
µdv), in D′(M).

Similarly, as ϕµBA(1− ϕ′′µ) has a smooth compactly supported kernel, we infer

P(ϕµBA(gradg v
(k)), ϕ′µdv

(k)) → P(ϕµBA(gradg v), ϕ
′
µdv), 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

∆gv
(k) + A1v

(k) = f (k), k ∈ Z+, and v(k) → v in D′(M), (6.23)

where ∆g = divg gradg is the geometric Laplacian. In this case the claim is

P(B(gradg v
(k)), dv(k)) → P(B(gradg v), dv), as k → ∞ in D′(M). (6.24)

For real valued ψ, notice that P(gradg ψ, dψ) = g(gradg ψ, gradg ψ). 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 k ≤ m and k < n and define the
following linear map of rank k:

f : Rm → R
n, f(x1, . . . , xm) = (x1, . . . , xk, 0, . . . , 0).

(i) The map f ∗ : C∞(Rn) → C∞(Rm) does not extend to a continuous mapping
f ∗ : Hr2

loc(R
n) → D′(Rm) for any r2 < (n− k)/2.

(ii) The map f ∗ : C∞(Rn) → C∞(Rm) does not extend to a continuous mapping

f ∗ : Hr2
loc(R

n) → D′r1
L̃
(Rm) if r2 − r1 < (n − k)/2 for any closed conic subset L̃

of Rm × (Rm\{0}) which satisfies
(
{0m} × ((Rk × {0m−k})\{0m})

)
\L̃ 6= ∅. (A.1)

In particular, f ∗ does not extend to a continuous mapping f ∗ : D′r2L (Rn) →
D′r1f∗L(R

m) if r2− r1 < (n−k)/2 for any closed conic subset L of Rn× (Rn\{0})

which satisfies L ∩ Nf = ∅ and
(
{0n} × ({η′0} × Rn−k)

)
∩ L = ∅ for some

η′0 ∈ Rk\{0}.

Proof. Throughout the proof, for q ∈ Z+, we denote by δq the δ-distribution on Rq. We
first make the following preliminary observation. For s > 0, we claim that the tempered
distribution 〈D〉−sδq = F−1(〈·〉−s) ∈ S ′(Rq) is given by

F−1(〈·〉−s)(y) =
1

Γ(s/2)2qπq/2

∫ ∞

0

t(s−q−2)/2e−te−|y|
2/(4t)dt, y ∈ R

q\{0}. (A.2)
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Denote by u
(q)
s (y) the right-hand side of (A.2). We first show that u

(q)
s is smooth outside

of the origin. For |y| ≥ ε > 0, we have

|y|2

4t
+ t ≥

|y|2

8t
+
t

2
+

|y|2

8t
+
t

2
≥
ε2

8t
+
t

2
+

|y|

2
. (A.3)

Since the derivatives with respect to y of the integrand in (A.2) are finite sums of

terms of the form Cyltλe−te−|y|
2/(4t) for some l ∈ N, C, λ ∈ R, (A.3) implies that

u
(q)
s ∈ C∞(Rq\{0}); (A.3) also yields that 0 < u

(q)
s (y) ≤ Cεe

−|y|/2, |y| ≥ ε. Notice that

(t, y) 7→ t(s−q−2)/2e−te−|y|
2/(4t) belongs to L1(R+ × Rq) (integrate first with respect to

y). This yields u
(q)
s ∈ L1(Rq) and, in view of the fact F(e−|·|

2
) = πq/2e−|·|

2/4, we infer

F(u(q)s )(ξ) =
1

Γ(s/2)

∫ ∞

0

ts/2−1e−(1+|ξ|
2)tdt = 〈ξ〉−s, ξ ∈ R

q,

which shows (A.2). Throughout the proof we continue to employ the notation u
(q)
s for

F−1(〈·〉−s). We claim that

ϕu(q)s ∈ S(Rq) for any ϕ ∈ DL∞(Rq) satisfying ϕ = 0 on a neighbourhood of 0.
(A.4)

To verify it, notice that ∂α(ϕu
(q)
s ) is a finite sum of terms of the form

Cyl∂βϕ(y)

∫ ∞

0

tλe−te−|y|
2/(4t)dt, for some β ≤ α, l ∈ N, C, λ ∈ R.

Hence, (A.3) implies ϕu
(q)
s ∈ S(Rq). Finally, we point out that u

(q)
s ∈ C(Rq) when s > q.

Throughout the rest of the proof, for x ∈ R
m, we denote x = (x′, x′′), with x′ ∈ R

k

and x′′ ∈ Rm−k. Similarly, for y ∈ Rn, we denote y = (y′, y′′′), with y′ ∈ Rk and

y′′′ ∈ Rn−k. We first address (i). Pick any ϕ ∈ D(Rk)\{0}. By construction, ϕ⊗u(n−k)n−k ∈
Hr2(Rn) since r2 < (n − k)/2. Choose nonnegative ψ ∈ D(Rn−k) such that ψ(0) > 0
and

∫
Rn−k ψ(y

′′′)dy′′′ = 1 and define ψj(y
′′′) = jn−kψ(jy′′′), y′′′ ∈ Rn−k, j ∈ Z+. Clearly

ϕ ⊗ (u
(n−k)
n−k ∗ ψj) → ϕ ⊗ u

(n−k)
n−k as j → ∞ in Hr2(Rn) and hence in Hr2

loc(R
n) as well.

Notice that f ∗(ϕ⊗ (u
(n−k)
n−k ∗ ψj)) = (u

(n−k)
n−k ∗ ψj)(0)ϕ⊗ 1Rm−k . Since

u
(n−k)
n−k ∗ ψj(0) =

1

Γ((n− k)/2)2n−kπ(n−k)/2

∫∫

R+×Rn−k

t−1e−te−|y
′′′|2/(4tj2)ψ(y′′′)dtdy′′′

and the sequence of functions in the integral is pointwise increasing with respect to j,

we can apply monotone convergence to deduce u
(n−k)
n−k ∗ ψj(0) → ∞ as j → ∞. Hence

f ∗(ϕ ⊗ (u
(n−k)
n−k ∗ ψj)) does not converge in D′(Rm) and the proof of (i) is complete.

We turn our attention to (ii). Assume that f ∗ extends to a continuous mapping

f ∗ : Hr2
loc(R

n) → D′r1
L̃
(Rm) for some r1, r2 and L̃ as in (ii). Then (i) implies r2 ≥

(n− k)/2, which, in view of r2 − r1 < (n− k)/2, implies r1 > 0. Pick r′2 > r2 such that

r′2− r1 < (n− k)/2. Clearly, u
(n)

r′2+n/2
∈ Hr2(Rn). Let (ψj)j∈Z+ be a δ-sequence as before

but defined on Rn instead. Of course, ψj ∗u
(n)
r′2+n/2

→ u
(n)
r′2+n/2

in Hr2(Rn). We claim that

f ∗(ψj ∗ u
(n)
r′2+n/2

) → c0u
(k)
r′2+k−n/2

⊗ 1Rm−k in D′(Rm) with

c0 := Γ(r′2/2 + k/2− n/4)Γ(r′2/2 + n/4)−12k−nπ(k−n)/2 > 0
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and, by assumption, in D′r1
L̃
(Rm) as well. Let ϕ ∈ D(Rm) be arbitrary and notice that

〈f ∗(ψj ∗ u
(n)
r′2+n/2

), ϕ〉 =
1

Γ(r′2/2 + n/4)2nπn/2

·

∫∫∫

R+×Rm×Rn

t(r
′

2−
n
2
−2)/2e−te−|x

′|2/(4t)e−|y
′′′|2/(4tj2)ψ(y)ϕ(x′ + y′/j, x′′)dtdxdy.

It is straightforward to check that the integrand is dominated pointwise by a function
in L1(R+ × Rm+n) for all j and hence we can apply dominated convergence to deduce

lim
j→∞

〈f ∗(ψj∗u
(n)
r′2+n/2

), ϕ〉 =
1

Γ(r′2/2 + n/4)2nπn/2

∫∫

R+×Rm

t(r
′

2−
n
2
−2)/2e−te−|x

′|2/(4t)ϕ(x)dtdx.

This shows that f ∗(ψj ∗ u
(n)
r′2+n/2

) → c0u
(k)
r′2+k−n/2

⊗ 1Rm−k weakly in D′(Rm) and hence

also in the strong topology (since D(Rm) is Montel)16. We deduce u
(k)

r′2+k−n/2
⊗ 1Rm−k ∈

D′r1
L̃
(Rm). 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 ξ′0 ∈ Sk−1 such that

(0m, ξ
′
0, 0m−k) 6∈ L̃. Choose an open neighbourhood O of the origin in Rm and an open

cone V = R+(B(ξ′0, ε)×B(0m−k, ε)) with 0 < ε < 1/2 such that (O × V ) ∩ L̃ = ∅. We
can choose O = O1×O2 with O1 and O2 open balls both with radii ε0 > 0 and centres
at the origins in Rk and Rm−k. Take φ0 ∈ D(R) such that 0 ≤ φ0 ≤ 1, φ0(λ) = φ0(−λ),
φ0 = 1 on [−ε0/2, ε0/2] and supp φ0 ⊆ (−ε0, ε0). Set ϕ1(x

′) := φ0(|x
′|), x′ ∈ R

k; clearly
ϕ1 ∈ D(Rk) with suppϕ1 ⊆ O1. Pick ϕ2 ∈ D(Rm−k)\{0} with suppϕ2 ⊆ O2. Let V1 be
the open cone R+B(ξ′0, ε/2) in Rk and notice that {ξ′ ∈ V1 | |ξ′| ≥ 1}×B(0m−k, ε/2) ⊆
V . Denoting ϕ := ϕ1 ⊗ ϕ2, we infer (cf. Corollary 3.5)

∞ >

∫

V

|F(ϕ(u
(k)
r′2+k−n/2

⊗ 1Rm−k))(ξ)|2〈ξ〉2r1dξ

≥

∫

V1, |ξ′|≥1

〈ξ′〉2r1 |F(ϕ1u
(k)
r′2+k−n/2

)(ξ′)|2dξ′
∫

B(0,ε/2)

|Fϕ2(ξ
′′)|2dξ′′.

Since ϕ2 has compact support, Fϕ2 is entire and hence the very last integral is strictly

positive. As 〈·〉r1F(ϕ1u
(k)
r′2+k−n/2

) ∈ L2(B(0k, 1)), we deduce 〈·〉r1F(ϕ1u
(k)
r′2+k−n/2

) ∈ L2(V1).

Notice that F(ϕ1u
(k)

r′2+k−n/2
)(Φξ′) = F(ϕ1u

(k)

r′2+k−n/2
)(ξ′), ξ′ ∈ Rk, Φ ∈ O(k). Hence, the

above together with the compactness of the unit sphere yields that 〈·〉r1F(ϕ1u
(k)
r′2+k−n/2

) ∈

L2(Rk). In view of (A.4), the latter implies that 〈·〉r1Fu(k)r′2+k−n/2
∈ L2(Rk) which is

straightforward to check that it is not true.
Since Hr2

loc(R
n) ⊆ D′r2L (Rn) continuously, the second part of (ii) follows from applying

the first part with L̃ := f ∗L; the conditions on L imply that f ∗L satisfies (A.1) in view
of (3.53). This completes the proof. �
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and Their Applications, Birkhäuser Verlag, Basel, 68, 85-110, 2006.

[18] P. Gérard, Compacité par compensation et régularite 2-microlocale, Sémin. Équations Dériv.
Partielles (1988-1989), Exp No. 6, 18p.

[19] P. Gérard, Microlocal defect measures, Commun. Partial Differ. Equations 16(11) (1991), 1761-
1794.

[20] P. Gérard, Oscillations and concentration effects in semilinear dispersive wave equations, J.
Funct. Anal. 141(1) (1996), 60-98.
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