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RADEMACHER FUNCTIONS IN NAKANO SPACES

SERGEY ASTASHKIN AND MIECZYSEAW MASTYLO

The closed span of Rademacher functions is investigated in Nakano spaces L?() on [0, 1] equipped with
the Lebesgue measure. The main result of this paper states that under some conditions on distribution of
the exponent function p the Rademacher functions form in L?() a basic sequence equivalent to the unit
vector basis in £5.

1. Introduction

We recall that the Rademacher functions on [0, 1] are defined by r¢ (r) = sign(sin 2K 1) for every ¢ € [0, 1]
and each k € N. It is well known that (r;) is an incomplete orthogonal system of independent random
variables. This system plays a prominent role in the modern theory of Banach spaces and operators (see,
e.g., [Diestel et al. 1995; Pisier 1986]). Special emphasis in this connection is placed on the study of local
theory of Banach spaces and especially on using the notions of (Rademacher) type and cotype, which
reflect the interplay between geometry and probability in these spaces. We mention here only a special
case of the famous result due to Maurey and Pisier [1976]; it states that a Banach space has type strictly
bigger than 1 (resp., finite cotype) if and only if it does not contain £7’s (resp., £7,’s) uniformly. For
more details and a precise quantitative version of this result we refer, for example, to [Diestel et al. 1995,
Chapter 14].

Rademacher functions play a significant role in the study of lattice and rearrangement-invariant
structures in arbitrary Banach spaces. This research was initiated in the memoir [Johnson et al. 1979] by
Johnson, Maurey, Schechtman and Tzafriri. By way of motivation let us also mention a classical result of
Rodin and Semenov [1975], which states that the sequence (ry ) is equivalent in a symmetric space X to
the unit vector basis in {5, that is,

o
Z axry
k=1

if and only if G C X, where G is the closure of L°°[0, 1] in the Orlicz space L 5[0, 1] generated by the
function N(t) = exp(t2) — 1 for all # > 0. When this condition is satisfied, the span [r] of Rademacher
functions is complemented in X if and only if X C G’, where the K6the dual space G’ to G coincides

o0 1/2
~(Xlat) . @t

k=1

X

(with equivalence of norms) with the Orlicz space Ly, [0, 1] generated by the Young conjugate N, which
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is equivalent at infinity to the function ¢ — tlogl/ 2¢. This was proved independently by Rodin and

Semenov [1979] and Lindenstrauss and Tzafriri [1979, pp. 134-138].

It is well known that (r) is a symmetric basic sequence in every symmetric space on [0, 1], however
this is not true in the case of nonsymmetric Banach function lattices. In particular, this phenomenon
takes place, for example, in the space of functions of bounded mean oscillation and as well as in Cesaro
function spaces (see [Astashkin et al. 2011; Astashkin and Maligranda 2010]); this motivates searching
for conditions under which Rademacher functions form a symmetric or an unconditional basic sequence
in Banach function lattices.

The main purpose of this paper is to investigate the behaviour of Rademacher functions in the Nakano
function spaces L?() on [0, 1]. These spaces (which are also called “variable exponent Lebesgue spaces”
in certain parts of the literature) are generalisations of the classical L?-spaces, where the exponent p is
allowed to vary measurably over a set of values in [1, 00).

Nakano spaces belong to the large family of Musielak—Orlicz spaces, and therefore many their basic
properties follow from general results (see [Musielak 1983]). There are several books related to Nakano
spaces, which cover some joint material, however, from somewhat different viewpoints. Let us mention
[Diening et al. 2011] and [Cruz-Uribe and Fiorenza 2013], in which the authors provide a presentation of
fundamentals of Nakano spaces and study whether certain principal results in modern harmonic analysis
have natural analogues in the Nakano space setting. In the last decades the investigation on this topic has
been also motivated by the modelling the so-called electrorheological fluids and some other applications
(see [Cruz-Uribe and Fiorenza 2013], and also the more recent [Cruz-Uribe et al. 2014], where interesting
connections between theory of Nakano spaces and strongly hyperbolic systems with time-dependent
coefficients were discovered).

It is worth noting that a number of results related to the spaces LPC) g proved under some smoothness
conditions on the exponent function p. Let us recall, as an example, a result of Sharapudinov [1986]
which states that the Haar system is a basis in a Nakano space L?() provided the exponent function p
satisfies the piecewise Dini—Lipschitz condition with exponent o > 1 (see also the above-cited [Diening
et al. 2011; Cruz-Uribe and Fiorenza 2013]). In contrast to that in this paper we impose conditions upon
distribution of p and investigate the problem whether they are sufficient or necessary for equivalence of
the Rademacher sequence (r¢) in L?(*) to the unit vector basis in £5.

2. Preliminaries

If (2, X, ) is a o-finite measure space, then, as usual, L? := L%(1) denotes the space of all real-valued
u-measurable functions. We say that (X, || - ||x) is a Banach function lattice (in short, Banach lattice) on
(2,3, ) if X is an ideal in L° and || f||x < |/g|lx whenever f.g € X and | f| < |g|. The Kéthe dual
space X’ of X is a collection of all elements g € L° such that

el :=sup{ /Q eldu: 1 flx <1 < oo,

The space (X', || - ||x~) is a Banach function lattice with the Fatou property. Recall that a Banach function
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lattice X is said to have the Fatou property if the conditions sup, - ||xX|lx < oo and x, — x a.e. imply
that x € X and || x||x <liminf, - ||Xn||x. It is well known that X has the Fatou property if and only if
the natural embedding of X into its second Kéthe dual X” is an isometric surjection.

Let f € L°(I,m), where I := [0, 1] is equipped with the Lebesgue measure m. The distribution
function of f is defined by dy(A) = u({t € I ; [ f(¢)| > A}), A > 0, and its decreasing rearrangement
by f*(t) = inf{s > 0;dr(s) < t}, t > 0. One says that functions f and g are equimeasurable if
f*(@)=g*(), 0<t <1, orequivalently, dr (1) = dg(A), A > 0.

Recall some definitions and auxiliary results from the theory of symmetric spaces (for more details see
[Bennett and Sharpley 1988; Krein et al. 1982]).

A Banach function lattice X on (1, m) is called a symmetric space if the conditions f* < g* a.e. on [
and g € X imply f € X and | f|lx < |lgllx- The fundamental function of a symmetric space X is given
by ¢x (t) = [ x[0,») llx forall # € I. In what follows we will use the following obvious inequality for any
symmetric space X on [,

1
ox (1)

Important examples of symmetric spaces are Orlicz, Marcinkiewicz and Lorentz spaces. Recall that

OR= Iflx.  feX, re.1] (H

® : [0, 00) — [0, o0) is called an Orlicz function if ®(0) = 0 and P is positive, nondecreasing, convex
and left-continuous on (0, o0). If ® is such a function, the Orlicz space L consists of all f € L°(m)
for which there exists A > 0 such that

/1 ®(|f1/A) dm < co.

It is a symmetric space equipped with the norm

||f||L¢=inf{x>o; /Icp('{—') dmfl}.

In what follows by Ly (resp., Las) we will denote the Orlicz space on [0, 1] generated by the function
N(t) = exp(t?) — 1 (resp., M(t) = exp(t? log(t + 1)) — 1) for all ¢ > 0.

Let ¢ : I — [0, 00) be a quasiconcave function, that is ¢(0) = 0, ¢(¢) > 0 for ¢ € I and both ¢ and
t > @(t) :=t/p(t) are nondecreasing functions on (0, 1]. The Marcinkiewicz space M(y) is defined to
be the space of all f € L%(m) equipped with the norm

1 S
1l = sup —— [0 () dr.

0<sel (P(s)

If ¢ : I — [0, 00) is an increasing concave function, ¢(0) = 0, the Lorentz space A(¢) consists of all
f € LY such that

1
1/ g = / £2(0) dg(t) < oo,

It is well known that L' and L are, respectively, the largest and the smallest symmetric spaces on
I; moreover, if X is a symmetric space on I with the fundamental function ¢, then ¢ is quasiconcave
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and the following continuous embeddings hold (see [Krein et al. 1982, Theorems II.5.5 and I1.5.7] or
[Bennett and Sharpley 1988, Theorem I1.5.13]):

A@) = X — M(9).

where @ is the least concave majorant of ¢. In what follows we will frequently use the well-known fact
that the Orlicz space L y generated by the function N(¢) = exp(t%)—1, t > 0, coincides up to equivalence
of norms with the Marcinkiewicz space M (¢) generated by the function ¢(¢) = ¢ logl/ 2(e/t), 0<t <1
(see [Lorentz 1951])).

Let (2, X, 1) be a o-finite measure space. Given a measurable function p : Q — [1, 00), we define
the Nakano space L?() (1) to be the space of all f € L°(uw) such that for some A > 0

p@)
P)L(f):/Q(lf)(f)') dp < oo.

L?() (1) becomes a Banach function lattice with the Fatou property when equipped with the norm

I/ L = 1 f llpcy :=inf{A > 0; pp (f/A) < 1}.

Throughout the paper a Nakano space defined on [0, 1] equipped with the Lebesgue measure m is
denoted for short L?¢"). Notice that L?(") is not a symmetric space unless the exponent p is a constant
function, and in this case we write || - ||, instead of | - |[L».

Further, we shall frequently use the following lemma which is an immediate consequence of Theorem 3
from [Fiorenza and Rakotoson 2007].

Lemma 2.1. Let f :][0,1] — [0,00) and p : [0, 1] — [1, 00) be two Lebesgue measurable functions. Then
1f Loy <AL Lpco-

3. Main results

In this section we shall prove the main results of the paper. We recall that L 5 and L are the Orlicz
spaces on [0, 1] generated by the functions N () = exp(t?) — 1 and M(t) = exp(t?log(t + 1)) — 1).

Theorem 3.1. Let p : (0, 1] — [1, 00) be a Lebesgue measurable function and let LP() be the Nakano
space generated by p. Each of the following conditions implies the next:

(i) Ly c LPO).
(ii) The Rademacher system (ry) is equivalent in the space LP () 1o the unit vector basis in £».

(iii) There is a constant C > 0 such that
m({r €[0,1; p(t) > A} <C*AH2 A=1.
(iv) Lp c LPO).

We start with the following distribution estimate, which will be useful for us in the sequel:
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Proposition 3.1. Suppose that for each k € N and m € N there exists £ > m such that
{+k
ri
i=L+1

< BVk,

Lr)

where B > 0 is independent of k and m. Then
m({t €[0.1]; p(t) > A}) <2(4B)*A™*2, A >1,
Proof. Let A > 1 be fixed. We put
E; :={t€[0,1]; p(t) > A}.

Without loss of generality, we can assume that m(E,) > 0. By the Sagher—Zhou local version of
Khintchine inequality for L! (see [Sagher and Zhou 1990, Theorem 1), it follows that there exists
n(1) such that for all n > n(1), every Rademacher sum R, = Y 7o, a ry and arbitrary (ag) € £, with
l(ax)lle, =1, we have

/ Ra(0)] dt = am(Ey),
E)

where o« > 0 is a universal constant. Since A > 1,

1/A
|Rn<z)|*dz) > Ra(0)] dt,

~m(Ey) JE,

( 1
m(Ey) JE,

and so

1/A
( /E |Rn<z)|xdr) > a(m(E)"™ @)

On the other hand, it is well known (in particular, it is a consequence of the above-cited Rodin—Semenov
theorem) that there exists a constant § > 0 such that

o0
Zakrk
k=1

where, as above, L is the Orlicz space generated by the function N(¢) = exp(¢2) — 1, ¢ > 0. Since the
fundamental function of Ly is given by ¢(¢) = 1/N~1(1/t) = log_1/2(1 +1/t) for all € (0, 1], it
follows by (1) and (3) that

(Z akrk)*(t) < ﬂlogl/z(l + ;) <B log1/2(§), t €(0,1],

n=1

. =B ll@lle,. (ar) € L2, 3

for all (ay) € €2 with |(ag)|l¢, < 1. Hence, for every § > 0 and E C [0, 1] with m(E) < §, we obtain

1/A 8 1/A 8 1/A
A * A A2 €
([E|Rn(t)| dz) 5(/0 R (1) dt) 5,6(/0 log (t)dt) )
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Choose § = §(A) > 0 so that

8
/ logx/z(é) dt < ,B_Aozlm(E;L).
0

Then, from the preceding inequality and (2), it follows that

1/ 1/A
([ |Rn<z)|*dr) sa(m(EA))Ws(/ |Rn<z)|*dr) . @
E E)

provided m(E) < § and |[(ag)|l¢, = 1.

We denote by I, the dyadic interval [(k — 1)27", k27"] for each v € Z and each 1 <k <2". Then
we can find a finite union of pairwise disjoint intervals F' = U;n=1 1 I:,J , 1<k; <2%,1<j <msuch
that

m(E, A F) <max {8, im(E;)}

(here, AAB := (A\ B)U(B\ A)). Hence, m(F)>m(E))—m(Ey, A F) > %m(E;L), and for each sum
Ry = Y g2, akrk with |[(ag) ¢, = 1, by (4), we obtain

1/ 1/A 1/A 1/A
(/ |Rn(r>|kdr) 5(/ |Rn(z>|*dr) +(/ |Rn<z>|ldr) 52(/ |Rn(r)|*dz) .
F E) E, AF E,

This implies that

1 A /A 1 N UV 1 R 1/A
(m(EA) . |Rn©)] df) 25(2m(F)/F|Rn<z)| dr) zz(mﬁmnw @)

Now, let a positive integer m > n(A) be such that all Rademacher functions r; with kK > m change

their sign at least once on each dyadic component of the set F'. Then for any (ag) € ¢»,

— ag re(t) a’t) = ag rx
m(F) Jr k=m k=m A
Combining this equality with the above estimate, we obtain
1 )L 1/A
Rn@dt) = HIRnl ®
(m(E/l) /EA " an

for every sum Ry, = Y g, a7k, ||(ax)|le, = 1 (m depends on A). Our hypothesis implies that for each
A >1 we can find £ > m such that

C+2]
ri
i={+1

< BVIAl (6)
Lr¢)

where, as usual, [x] is the integer part of x. In the opposite direction, we will use the following well-known
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inequality (see, e.g., [Blei 2001, Lemma VIIL.30, p. 167]):

k
213 rj| =k, keN,
j=1 [k
e+[A]
If Ry ¢:= D rj, thisinequality yields
i=L+1
[A]
2| Raelln =21 Raellpy =2 > | =207l
[2]

j=1

Let R .0 := Ry ¢/+/[A]. Then, from the latter inequality it follows that
| Riellpy =2V = VA,

_ o0
Moreover, it is easy to see that Ry ¢ = Y a; g, with [[(a})]l¢, = 1. Combining the preceding estimate

with inequality (5), we obtain k=m
1 _ A 1/A \/_
Rj (1) dt) > 1 V2,
(m(EA) /EA [Re® 4
or equivalently,
||EA,£ XEA”)LE%\/XW!(EA)IM. @)

where y g, is the characteristic function of the set E£,. On the other hand, in view of (6) we have
||I§;L,g||Lp(.) < B and so, setting E; = {t € Ej; |I§A,g(t)| > B}, by the definition of the norm in the
Nakano space L? (), we deduce

— A = A 5 A 1 B ()
Ry o(t R, o(t Ry 4(t Ry 4(t
/' 1,0(1) dtf/ 1,0(7) dt+/ 21.0(1) dtf/ 1,0(7) di+1<2. @)
E; B E E)L\E)l B 0
Therefore, from (7) it follows that
D A A/2
Ry (2 A
23/ BatOF gy > 22 (hy),
E; B (43)
whence m(E;) < 2(4B)*A~*/2_ This completes the proof. O

Proof of Theorem 3.1. (i) = (ii). First, by [Diening et al. 2011, Theorem 3.3.1], for any exponent p(-)
we have

1Sl <20 fllpocr. feLPO.

Combining this with the Khintchine inequality in L! (see [Szarek 1976]), we obtain

o0
> akr
k=1

1
>—|(a ,  (ag) €ls.
L2 - 2\/5 ”( k)”ﬁz ( k) 2
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Thus our hypothesis and (3) imply that there exists a constant C > 0 such that

00
D kT
k=1

The implication (ii) = (iii) follows from Proposition 3.1.

SC”(ak)”ZZ’ (Clk) EZZ-
LrC)

(iii) = (iv). Note that the Orlicz space Lz, where M(¢) = exp(t?log(1 +¢)) — 1 for all > 0, coincides
with the Marcinkiewicz space with the fundamental function ¢ := ¢y ,, given by

. log(e/t) —1/2
Pl) = (m) IENES

(see, e.g., [Lorentz 1951] or [Astashkin 2009, Lemma 3.2]). Hence, Ljs can be characterised as the set
of all measurable functions x on [0, 1] for which there exists a constant C > 0 such that

C
x*t)<—, 0<t<l.

o(1)’

Thus, since L?(*) is a Banach lattice, the embedding L7 () 5 Ly will be proved if we show that the
space LP () contains all functions equimeasurable with the function

Jo(t) =

1
—) O<t<1.
o(1)

By hypothesis and Lemma 2.1, it follows that we need only to check that for some A > 0

®
Al(@)g dt < oo, )

where g is a decreasing positive function on (0, 1] such that g(z) > 1 and
m({t € 0. 1]: g(1) > x}) =g~ (x) =C*x 72 x =1,

for some C > 1.
For x¢ > 1, which can be chosen later, we have

g7 (x0) fO(t) g) B 00 fO(Cxx—x/Z) X xox)2

_ /oo(fo(Cxx_x/z))xCxx_x/z log(C~1e!/2x1/2) 4.
xo A

If x¢ is sufficiently large, then for all x > x¢ we infer

log(eC ~*x*/2) )1/2 1 ( x log(C~*e2/*x) )1/2 12
= x!/2,
loglog(e2C —*xX/2) log x + log (3 log(C ~2e*/*x)) -

X, —x/2y_ —
Fo(Cxx¥12) ( e
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Therefore, the preceding inequality implies

g~ (x0) g(®) 0 x
/ (M) dt < / (g) log(C_lel/le/z) dx < oo,
0 A X0 A

provided that A > C. Clearly, we obtain (9).

Finally, implication (iv) = (i) is an immediate consequence of the obvious embedding Ly C Ly,
and the proof is complete. O

We do not know whether the distribution condition from (iii) implies the embedding Ly C L? ) or
the equivalence of Rademacher system in L?(*) to the unit vector basis in £,. However, the next result
can be treated as an approach to the solution of these problems. In its first part we prove that some
stronger condition on the distribution function of an exponent p(-) insures the embedding Ly C L? )
and in the second one we show that this result is in a sense sharp.

Theorem 3.2. Let p : (0, 1] — [1, 00) be a Lebesgue measurable function.

(a) If there exists a constant C > 0 such that
m({t € (0,1]; p(t) > x}) < C*(xlogx)*/2, x>1,

then Ly C LPC),

(b) If there exists an increasing differentiable function 6 such that limy_, o 6(x) = 00, the function
x> O(x)x"1/2 log_l/2 X is decreasing for large enough x, and liminfy o m({t € (0,1]; p(¢) >
x}O(x) ¥ x¥/21og¥/? x > 0,

then Ly ¢ LPC).

—X/2 decreases if x > xo, where

Proof. (a) It can be easily checked that the function x — C*(x log x)
xo > 1 is sufficiently large. Denote by ¢ the function inverse to it on the interval [0, 7], where ¢ (z9) = xo.
Then, from our hypothesis on p, it follows that p*(z) < ¢(¢) for all 0 < ¢ < ty. Recall that the space
L y coincides with the Marcinkiewicz space whose fundamental function is given by ¢ log_l/ 2(e/t),

t € (0, 1). Therefore, thanks to Lemma 2.1, we need only to check that for some A > 0

to 1 1/2 t q()
I, :=/ (ng(e/)) dt < oo.
0

In fact,

o0
I =— / (A log!/2(eC ™ (x log x)*/?))* d(C*(x log x)™*/?)
X

0

00 x/2
/ A‘x(g) logx/z(ez/xC_zxIOgX)-Cx(XIOgX)_x/z(log(C_zx10gx)+
X0

®rC\* 1 1
1 / (—) (log(x log x) + ﬂ) dx < o0,
xo \ A log x

provided A > C, and this completes the proof.

logx +1 J
—— ) dx
log x

N =

®

=
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(b) Tt is sufficient to show that for every A > 0 there exists a measure-preserving transformation w of
(0, 1] such that

1
/ (A log"2(e/w(t)))?” di = oo. (10)
0

In fact, from (10) it follows that 1og1/ 2(e/w) ¢ LPC). On the other hand, since » preserves measure, we

(logl/z(%)) (1) = logl/z(é), 1 €(0,1].

Combining this with the fact that Ly = M(p), where ¢(t) = tlogl/z(e/l), 0 <t <1, we infer
logl/ 2(e/w) € Ly and the desired result follows.
Let us prove (10). Without loss of generality, we can assume that

have

f(x) < logl/2 x, for large enough x (11
(otherwise, instead of (x) we can take the function min{f(x), 1og1/ 2 x}). Moreover, our hypotheses on
0 imply
0(x)* 2 10g—2 / 2
=x"“log"“ x(20"(x)0(x)xlogx —0<(x)(1 +1logx)) <0,
xlogx
and so

2x6(x) - 1 +log x
ox) — x

X > X, (12)

if xo > 1 is sufficiently large.
By assumption, there exists « € (0, 1) such that for all x > xo we have

mit € (0,1]; p(t) > x} > ay(x)~.
Hence, if g is the inverse function to the mapping x — oy (x)*, x > xo, we obtain
prW)=g(), 0<t<=t, (13)

for some #g € (0, 1]. If it is necessary, diminishing zo we can assume also, for a given A > 0, the inequality
logl/z(e/t) > A to be valid for all ¢ € (0, f9].

Let @ be a measure-preserving transformation of (0, 1] such that p(t) = p*(w(t)) (see [Bennett and
Sharpley 1988, Theorem 2.7.5]). From inequality (13) it follows that

p(t) =z g(w(@), tekE,

where E = 0~ 1([0, 79]). As a consequence,
I/\ = / (A—l 1Og1/2(€/a)(l‘)))p(t) d[ > / ()L_l 10g1/2(e/w(t)))g(w(t)) dl
E E

fo
:/ (A log!2(e/1))s® a1,
0
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and by letting x = g(¢), we obtain

Lz—af a1 x/z( )d x
3> a/g(to) og"l?( s ) dw ),

Together with the elementary calculations

(%) = (exp(—% log(6(x) 2 logx)))

1 D) x 0?4 2 /

=Y (x)* (——log(G(x) xlogx)—= ———07*(x)((1+log x)67(x)—26(x)6 (x)xlogx))
2 2 xlogx

1 X xlogx 1+1logx 2x6'(x)

=3/ (log 02(x) | logx  6(x) )

inequality (12) shows that

xlogx

0200 7

(W) <59 (0)* log

Combining this with the preceding inequality and (11), we obtain

x logx

2(x) dx

x
/ ogx/z(a_z/xez/XQ(x)_zx log x) 0(x)*x™*/210g™/2 x log
(t0)

S I\)IQ

> —/ (AV2)™*0(x)* log x dx.
2 Je o)

Since limy— o0 6(x) = 00, from the last estimate it follows that /; = oo, which implies (10).
The proof is complete. U

We conclude the paper with the result which can be treated as a complement to Theorem 3.1 showing
that equivalence of the Rademacher system in L9(") with arbitrary exponent ¢, which is equimeasurable
with a given p, to the unit vector basis in £, implies the embedding Ly C L? ),

Given a Lebesgue measurable function p : [0, 1] — [1, 00) we let Q2(p) to be the set of all functions
g € L°(m) which are equimeasurable with p.

Theorem 3.3. Suppose that for every q € Q(p) the Rademacher system is equivalent in the space L1(")
to the standard basis in {>. Then Ly C L1C) for every q € Q(p).

Proof. Our hypothesis yields that for any g € Q(p) there exits a constant C; > 0 such that for every
a=(ax) €2

o= Cq llalle, - (14)

We claim that there is a constant Cy > 0 such that for every measure-preserving mapping w : [0, 1] — [0, 1]
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and all a = (ay) € £, we have

= Collall,. (15)
Lr* @)

()
D Tk
k=1

To see this we define the linear operator T, : £, — L? ).

To(ap) =Y arr(@™"), (ax) € La,
k=1

generated by an arbitrary measure-preserving mapping o : [0, 1] — [0, 1]. Since for any A > 0

p*() 1|
dt = — t
[0 ()L 1c2=:1akrk()

and the function ¢ := p*(w) € Q(p), from (14) it follows that the operator T, is bounded from £, into
LP )

— Twpa(t)

I
0

A

p* (@)
) dt (16)

For a given sequence b = (by) € £, we let [ = }Z;il by rx } Applying Theorem 2.7.5 from [Bennett
and Sharpley 1988] once more, we can find a measure-preserving mapping v : [0, 1] — [0, 1] such that
f = f*(v). Since p*(v) € Q(p), by (14), we have

”f”Lp*(v) <K:= Cp*(v) ||b||ez-

Therefore,

[ (f*(t))”*(’) - (my"“) - (@)”*“(’” dr=1.
o K 0 K 0 K

whence, by Lemma 2.1,

@) - (1)
/1(@)17 t dt=/1(—f(w 1([)))1) Tar<s,
0 K 0 K

Combining the last inequality and equality (16), with a = b, we get

1Tobllppc) < 3K =3Cprw)lIblle,

where the constant C,«(y) does not depend on . Thus, the family of operators {7, },eq(p) i pointwise
bounded, and thanks to the uniform boundedness principle, we obtain

ITwallLpxcr < Collalle,

for some constant Cy independent of w. Clearly, inequality (15) is an immediate consequence of the
latter inequality and (16).

Let us continue the proof of Theorem 3.3. As above, G is the closure L*° in the Orlicz space Ly .
By [Astashkin and Seménov 2013, Theorem 4], for arbitrary x € G there exists a Rademacher sum
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Ji= Ziozl ayry such that
lalle, <CillxllLy and x*(2) < Ca(llalle, + f15(2)), te(0,1]. a17)

Take a measure-preserving mapping  : [0, 1] — [0, 1], for which | f1| = f*(®). Then, from (17) and
(15) it follows

12 Loy < Calllalle, + | fil@ D prer) = Calllalle, + | fill Lo*)
< Co(1+Cp) |lalle, < C1C2(1 + Co)|lx|Ly -

Furthermore, letting x, () = min {n, logl/2 (e/t)}, t €(0,1], we have x, = x; € G and ||xp |y <o :=
Ilog/?(e/ 1)L » for each n € N. Hence, from the previous inequality it follows that

lxnll; o) < C1C2(1+ Co)a, n eN.

Since the space L?” (") has the Fatou property and lim; s oo X (1) = logl/ 2(e/t), we infer that the function
> logl/z(e/t) lies in L2 (). Recall that Ly consists of all x € L°(m) such that x*(r) < C logl/z(e/t)
for all ¢ € (0, 1] and some constant C > 0. Therefore, by Lemma 2.1, we obtain Ly C L? O, Combining
this with the fact that L y is a symmetric space, we deduce Ly C L9() for arbitrary exponent ¢ € Q(p),
which completes the proof. O

Let us observe that, if a function p satisfies the conditions of Theorem 3.2(b), the Rademacher system
(rn) in L1¢) is not equivalent to the unit vector basis in £, for every g € Q(p) (otherwise we would
arrive to contradiction by Theorem 3.3); therefore, we obtain

Corollary 3.1. Suppose that a function p satisfies the conditions of Theorem 3.2(b). Then there exists a
function q € Q(p) such that the Rademacher system is not equivalent in L9C) 1o the unit vector basis
in .
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NONEXISTENCE OF SMALL DOUBLY PERIODIC SOLUTIONS
FOR DISPERSIVE EQUATIONS

DAVID M. AMBROSE AND J. DOUGLAS WRIGHT

We study the question of existence of time-periodic, spatially periodic solutions for dispersive evolution
equations, and in particular, we introduce a framework for demonstrating the nonexistence of such
solutions. We formulate the problem so that doubly periodic solutions correspond to fixed points of a
certain operator. We prove that this operator is locally contracting, for almost every temporal period, if
the Duhamel integral associated to the evolution exhibits a weak smoothing property. This implies the
nonexistence of nontrivial, small-amplitude time-periodic solutions for almost every period if the smooth-
ing property holds. This can be viewed as a partial analogue of scattering for dispersive equations on
periodic intervals, since scattering in free space implies the nonexistence of small coherent structures. We
use a normal form to demonstrate the smoothing property on specific examples, so that it can be seen that
there are indeed equations for which the hypotheses of the general theorem hold. The nonexistence result
is thus established through the novel combination of small-divisor estimates and dispersive smoothing
estimates. The examples treated include the Korteweg—de Vries equation and the Kawahara equation.

1. Introduction

In the absence of the ability to “explicitly” compute solutions of the Cauchy problem for a nonlinear
dispersive system by some specialized technique particular to the equation at hand (such as complete
integrability), coherent structures often form the backbone for both qualitative and quantitative descriptions
of the dynamics of the system. Such structures, be they traveling waves, self-similar solutions, time-
periodic solutions or some other sort of solution, give great insight into the short-time behavior of the
system and often provide possible states towards which solutions trend as time goes to infinity.

For dispersive equations in free space, many authors have proved scattering results; we cannot hope to
list all such results here, but a sampling is [Christ and Weinstein 1991; Ginibre and Velo 1986; Liu 1997,
Ponce and Vega 1990; Strauss 1974]. For instance, Strauss [1974] showed that for a generalized Korteweg—
de Vries (KdV) equation and for a nonlinear Schrodinger equation, all sufficiently small solutions decay to
zero. There is no generally agreed upon meaning for scattering on periodic intervals, and one cannot expect

Ambrose gratefully acknowledges support from the National Science Foundation through grant DMS-1016267. Wright gratefully
acknowledges support from the National Science Foundation through grant DMS-1105635.
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decay of solutions. However, decay of solutions implies the nonexistence of small-amplitude coherent struc-
tures, and the nonexistence of small coherent structures is a question which can be studied on periodic in-
tervals. In the present work, we study the nonexistence of small time-periodic solutions for dispersive equa-
tions on periodic intervals. We prove a general theorem, showing that the existence of sufficiently strong
dispersive smoothing effects implies the nonexistence of small doubly periodic solutions for almost every
temporal period; we then demonstrate the required dispersive smoothing for particular examples. We have
partially described the results of the present work briefly in the announcement [ Ambrose and Wright 2014].

One method of constructing doubly periodic solutions of dispersive equations is to use Nash—-Moser-
type methods. These methods typically work in a function space with periodic boundary conditions
in both space and time, so that the Fourier transform of the evolution equation can be taken in both
variables. Then, a solution is sought nearby to an equilibrium solution. The implicit function theorem
cannot be used due to the presence of small divisors. Instead, the small divisors are compensated for
by the fast convergence afforded by Newton’s method. A version of such arguments is now known
as the Craig—Wayne—Bourgain method [Bourgain 1994; 1995a; Craig and Wayne 1993; Wayne 1990],
which they used to demonstrate existence of doubly periodic solutions for a number of equations, such as
nonlinear wave and nonlinear Schrodinger equations.

Such methods have since been extended to other systems, such as the irrotational gravity water wave, on
finite or infinite depth, by Plotnikov, Toland, and Iooss [Plotnikov and Toland 2001; Iooss et al. 2005], or
irrotational gravity-capillary waves by Alazard and Baldi [2015]. Also, Baldi [2013] used such methods to
demonstrate existence of doubly periodic solutions for perturbations of the Benjamin—Ono equation. The
typical result of these small-divisor methods is the existence of small-amplitude doubly periodic waves
for the system under consideration, for certain values of the relevant parameters. One such parameter is
the frequency (or equivalently, the temporal period) of the solution; other parameters may arise in specific
applications, such as the surface tension parameter in [Alazard and Baldi 2015]. With these methods, the
parameter values for which solutions are shown to exist are typically in a Cantor set.

The most classical version of small-divisor theory is due to Kolmogorov, Arnold, and Moser (KAM).
KAM theory has been used by Kuksin [1988; 1998] to show that quasiperiodic solutions of the KdV
equation persist under certain perturbations; see also the book of Kappeler and Poschel [2003] and the
references therein. Our work is complementary to these approaches, as we offer a nonexistence theory.
That is, we give certain regions of frequency-amplitude space in which doubly periodic solutions cannot
exist, whereas KAM theory gives instead regions where such solutions do in fact exist. Furthermore, we
mention that the method of the present work requires no special structure on the equations; we only need
certain estimates to be satisfied to conclude nonexistence of small doubly periodic solutions, and these
are likely unrelated to any integrable or near-integrable structure.

For certain completely integrable equations, time-periodic waves can be shown to exist by producing
exact, closed-form solutions. This is the case, for instance, for the KdV equation [Dubrovin 1975] and the
Benjamin—Ono equation [Dobrokhotov and Krichever 1991; Matsuno 2004; Satsuma and Ishimori 1979].
The first author and Wilkening found that these time-periodic solutions of the Benjamin—Ono equation
form continuous families [Ambrose and Wilkening 2009; 2010; Wilkening 2008]; this is in sharp contrast
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to results proved by small-divisor methods, then. The small-divisor methods do not address the question
of whether such results are optimal; it is not possible at present to conclude whether or not time-periodic
solutions exist as continuous families for such equations.

Thus, we find it of significant interest to develop further tools to answer the questions of both existence
and nonexistence of doubly periodic waves for dispersive partial differential equations. In the present
contribution, we develop a framework by which the nonexistence of small-amplitude time-periodic waves
can be established. We do this by first using the Duhamel formula together with the time-periodic ansatz.
Then we rewrite this formula, factoring out the linear operator. The resulting equation yields the notion
of time-periodic solutions as fixed points of a new operator, which is the composition of the inverse of
the linear operator with the Duhamel integral.

We then prove a general theorem, showing that under certain conditions, this operator is contracting
in a neighborhood of the origin in a certain function space. Since the operator is the composition of two
operators, we prove estimates for these individual operators separately. We are able to prove that the inverse
of the linear operator acts like differentiation of order p for some p > 1. Of course, in order to have the
contracting property, the composition must map from some function space, X, to itself. We use Sobolev
spaces, so since the inverse of the linear operator acts like differentiation of order p, the Duhamel integral
must satisfy an estimate with some form of a gain at least p derivatives. In Theorem 4, then, we have a
general condition for the nonexistence of small-amplitude time-periodic waves for almost every possible
temporal period: if the Duhamel integral possesses a weak form of smoothing (with an associated estimate),
then the equation does not possess arbitrarily small doubly periodic waves for almost every period. The
results described thus far are the content of Section 2. We mention that we are aware of one other result in
the literature on nonexistence of small time-periodic solutions for almost every period; de la Llave [2000]
uses a variational method to demonstrate nonexistence of small doubly periodic solutions for nonlinear
wave equations. The methods of proof of the current work and of [de la Llave 2000] appear to be quite
different, since in the present work we rely on smoothing estimates which derive from the linear part
of the evolution; such smoothing estimates would not be expected to hold in the case of wave equations.

Clearly, we must address the question of whether there is an equation for which the truth of the
hypotheses of Theorem 4 can be demonstrated. We demonstrate the required smoothing for the Duhamel
integral associated to some dispersive evolution equations with fifth-order dispersion in Sections 3 and 4.1,
and with seventh-order dispersion in Section 4.2. For these equations, the Duhamel integral satisfies a
strong smoothing property: the Duhamel integral gains p > 1 derivatives, compensating for the loss of
derivatives from the inverse of the linear operator. Theorem 4 does not, however, require so strong a
smoothing property. In Section 5, we demonstrate that the Duhamel integral for the KdV equation satisfies
a weaker smoothing property, allowing Theorem 4 to be applied and demonstrating the nonexistence of
small doubly periodic solutions for almost every temporal period.

The estimates for the inverse of the linear operator (Lemma 1, Lemma 2, and Corollary 3 below),
in which we demonstrate that the inverse of our linear operator acts like differentiation of order p, are
proved by small-divisor techniques. In fact, these are versions of classical results, such as can be found,
for instance, in [Ghys 2007]. As with all small-divisor results, some parameter values are discarded;
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in the present case, the parameter is the temporal period of the solution. Thus, we arrive at a result
about nonexistence of small solutions for almost every possible temporal period. Even though such a
small-divisor argument is classical, we provide our own proof because the detailed information about the
set of temporal periods in the proof is helpful.

For our particular examples of dispersive equations, we prove smoothing estimates for the Duhamel
integral by following the lines of an argument by Erdogan and Tzirakis [2013]. By using a normal form
representation, they showed that the Duhamel integral for the KdV equation gains 1 — ¢ derivatives as
compared to the initial data, for any ¢ > 0. (We mention that a similar result has been demonstrated on
the real line by Linares and Scialom [1993].) For the equations with fifth-order dispersion which we
consider in Sections 3 and 4.1, we find a gain of two derivatives. This is in line with the usual, expected
gain of regularity from dispersion. In general, if the dispersion relation is of order r (say, for instance, the
linearized evolution equation is, in the Fourier transform, w, = i k" W), then one expects to gain (r —1)/2
derivatives in some sense [Kenig et al. 1991]; this is known as the Kato smoothing effect [1983]. With
fifth-order dispersion, this means the expected gain is two derivatives. Given the results of [Erdogan and
Tzirakis 2013] as well as the present work, it does appear that it is reasonable to expect the same order of
smoothing in the spatially periodic setting, for the Duhamel integral. In fact, in Section 4.2, we show that
for an evolution equation with seventh-order dispersion, the gain of regularity on the Duhamel integral is
four derivatives; thus, the smoothing effect in [Erdogan and Tzirakis 2013] and the present work is not
the same as Kato smoothing, but is still due to the presence of dispersion. To demonstrate our weaker
smoothing estimate for the KdV equation in Section 5, we begin with the same normal form as before,
but we estimate the terms differently.

We close with some discussion in Section 6.

2. Nonexistence of doubly periodic solutions

We begin with the evolution equation
osu = Au+ Nu, (D)

where A is a linear operator and N is a nonlinear operator. Then, the solution of (1) with initial data
u(-,0) = uy, if there is a solution, can be represented with the usual Duhamel formula,

t
u(-,t):eAtuO—i—/ eA(t_r)N(u(-,r))dr. 2)
0

A

Given a time ¢, we define the linear solution operator Sy (f) = ¢4’ and the difference of the solution

operator and the linear solution operator to be Sp(¢); thus, Sp is exactly the Duhamel integral:

t
Sp(ug = f AN (-, 1)) dr.
0
We work in the spatially periodic case, so we assume that solutions u of (1) satisfy

u(x +2m,t) =u(x,t) VxeR.
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We assume that (1) maintains the mean of solutions; that is, given any u in a reasonable function space,

/0271 u(x,t)dx = /271 uo(x)dx.

0

we have

For the remainder of the present section, we will assume that uq (and thus u( -, ¢)) has mean zero.
If ug is the initial data for a time-periodic solution of (1) with temporal period 7', then we have

uo = SL(T)uo + Sp(T)uo.

‘We rewrite this as
(I—SL(T)—SD(T))uO =0. 3)

Our goal is to demonstrate nonexistence of small-amplitude doubly periodic solutions of (3) for certain
temporal periods. We begin now to focus only on certain values of 7', and our first restriction on values
of T is to ensure that / — Sy (T') is invertible. For s > 0, define the space H{ to be the subset of the usual
spatially periodic Sobolev space H* such that for all /€ H{, the mean of f is equal to zero. We assume
that the operator Sy (¢) is bounded,

Sp(t): Hy — Hy VteR.
Then, we define the set W to be
W = {t € (0, 00) : ker(I — SL(t)) = {0}}.
For any 7' € W, we rewrite (3) by factoring out I — Sz (T'):
(I =SL(T)(I = (I =SL(T))~' Sp(T))uo = 0.

We see, then, that if u¢ is the initial data for a time-periodic solution of (1) with temporal period 7' € W,
then u¢ is a fixed point of the operator

K(T):= (I = SL(T)™"' Sp(T).

If we can show that this is (locally) a contraction on H$, then there are no (small) nontrivial time-periodic
solutions in the space Hj with temporal period 7. To establish this, we will need estimates both for
(I — Sp(T))~! and for Sp(T). In Sections 2.1 and 2.2, we establish estimates for (I — Sz (T"))~!;
the results are that the symbol can be bounded as |k|?, where k is the variable in Fourier space for
some p > 1, for certain values of 7'. Thus, the inverse of the linear operator acts like differentiation of
order p > 1. In Section 2.3, then, we will state a corollary of these estimates: if the operator Sp satisfies
a certain estimate related to a gain of p derivatives, then the operator K(7') is locally contracting, and
thus there are no small time-periodic solutions with temporal period T .

2.1. The linear estimate: the homogeneous case. We now prove our estimate for (I — Sz (7'))~! in the
case that the linear operator A has symbol

F(A)k)=ik" Vkez, 4)



20 DAVID M. AMBROSE AND J. DOUGLAS WRIGHT

with 7 being an odd integer. This estimate is the content of Lemma 1. We note that this is not, strictly
speaking, useful to us, as we will prove a version of the lemma for a more general class of operators A4 in the
following section. However, we include Lemma 1 because the simplicity of the form of (4) allows for clarity
of exposition. The proof of Lemma 2 below will build upon the proof of Lemma 1, which we now present.

We mention that the restriction that r is an odd integer is for two reasons, neither of which is essential.
First, since we are interested in equations of KdV-type, these are the natural values of r to consider.
Second, the restriction is for ease of exposition, since Lemma 1 would be equally true if we allowed the
symbol of A to be defined by

F(A)(k) =ilk|" k"™ )

for all k € Z, with r; € (0, 00) and r, € {0, 1}. The presentation, however, is slightly streamlined if we
use (4) instead of (5).

Lemma 1. Let the linear operator A be given by (4). Let 0 < T} < T be given. Let 0 < § < T, — T}
be given. Let p > 1 be given. There exists a set W, s C [Ty, T;] N W and there exists ¢; > 0 such that
the Lebesgue measure of W), s satisfies (W, g) > To — T — 6, and for all k € Z\ {0}, for all T € W), s,
we have

|FU = SL(T) ™ (k)| < erlk|?.

Proof. For the moment, we fix k € Z\ {0}. We need to estimate

|FU = SL(T) ™ (k)| = ’ (l —cos(k"T))~"/2. (6)

exp{zk’T}‘

Clearly, the symbol of the inverse operator is undefined if there exists n € N such that 7' = 27wn/|k|".
With the assumption that 7" € [T, T3], the associated values of n comprise the set

|k|"Ty |k|" T
= NN.
N [ 2r ' 2rm

We remove a small set of possible periods around each of these values; that is to say, we consider

2mn n
et U [37 -= 37+ "
neN

for some 0 < ¢ < 1 to be specified.
To start, we may notice that the collection of intervals [2Jrn /k|" —¢&2mn/|k|” + 8] do not overlap
for different values of n as long as, for all n € A/, we have

2nn o< 2r(n+1)
k| k|

This is satisfied as long as ¢ < 7r/|k|”. When we choose ¢, this condition will be satisfied.
A simple calculation shows that, on an interval of values of 6 which does not include an integer multiple
of 27, the value of (1 — cos 6) is minimized at the endpoints of the interval. Thus, the value of (6) is
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largest on our set of possible periods at the values T = 27n/|k|" &+ & for n € N'. At such values, we find

-1
A5G =) ool 1
" (1= (=)
V2 1 =cos| kr +Te
|k|”
B V2(1 = cos(£27n £ ek”))1/2 B V2(1 —cos(ekm))1/2

We will now perform a Taylor expansion for cosine, paying attention to the error estimates. For any 6 € R,

(®)

we have the formula
cosf =1—162+ Lsin(§)6?

for some & between 0 and 6. We notice that ‘% sin(£)603| < %92, as long as |0] < % Thus, for |0] < %
we have

|1 —cos 6] = |362 — Lsin(§)63| = 162 9

Combining (9) with (8), we find that for any T satisfying (7), if ¢|k|" < % then we have

1 _ 2
(V2)(Lelk|r) — elkl”

We choose & = co|k|~P~". This choice of ¢ immediately yields the claimed estimate for the symbol.

|F((I = S(T)) " (k)| < (10)

Recall that we have specified p > 1; the positive constant ¢ is to be specified. The conditions we have
placed on ¢ above are (1) e <7/ |k|" and (2) g|k|" < % These conditions are both satisfied as long as ¢g < %

For fixed k € Z\ {0} and for fixed n € N, we have removed a set of measure 2¢ = 2¢o|k|™" 72 from
the interval [T, T,]. Since N is the intersection of an interval with the natural numbers, we see that the
cardinality of N\ is less than |k|" (T, — T7) + 1, so for fixed k, we have removed a set of measure no more
than 2¢o(14+ T, —T})|k|™?. Summing over k, since we have chosen p > 1, the measure of the set we have
removed is finite. Taking c¢ sufficiently small, we can conclude that the measure of the set which is removed

has Lebesgue measure smaller than §. To be definite, we write the definition of the set W, 5, which is

2rn 2nn Co
— [T}, T5] ,
Wps = [T1, T2]\ U U |:|k|r |k|r+p | + |k|r+p]
kez\{0} neN

and also so that

8
20+ T2 —T1) Y geprioy [kI7P

where ¢ is chosen so that 0 < ¢y < 2,

co <

Finally, the constant c; is given by ¢; = v/2/co. This completes the proof. O

We note that we can see clearly the dependence of the constant ¢; on the parameters 74, 75, p, and §.
If we want a larger set of potential periods, we could take T, — T larger or § smaller; this would result
in a larger value of ¢;. Choosing smaller values of p > 1 also leads to larger values of c;.



22 DAVID M. AMBROSE AND J. DOUGLAS WRIGHT

2.2. The linear estimate: the nonresonant case. The estimate of Section 2.1 can be generalized to allow
operators which include lower-order terms, in some cases: there must not be a resonance between the
different terms, in the sense that we require F A (k) # 0 for any nonzero k € Z. To be very precise, we
consider linear operators 4 which satisfy the conditions (H), which we now describe.

(H) Let M € N be given, with M > 2. For each m € {1,2,..., M}, let r;, be an odd integer, with
these ry, satisfying ry >ry > --->rpr > 0. Forallm € {1,2,..., M}, let Z,; € R be bounded. Let
Z=Z\xZyx--xZp.Leta = (ag,as,...,apr). Assume there exists 1 > 0 and B, > 0 such that
for all @; € Z4,

lag| > B, (11)

and for all @ € Z, for all k € Z \ {0},

M

> amk™| = . (12)
m=1
Given & € Z, let the linear operator A be defined through its symbol as

M
F(A) k) =i ) amk™ VkeZ. (13)
m=1

We again remark that the condition that the r,, be odd integers is for ease of exposition and because these
are the relevant values for the KdV equation and for the other equations (such as Kawahara equations) which
we consider in the present work; as mentioned previously, this restriction can be relaxed with no difficulty.
We further remark that the condition (11) ensures that the equation is dispersive of order r; (i.e., the leading-
order term is of the same order for all @ € Z). The condition (12) ensures that the symbol never vanishes.

Lemma 2. Let the set Z and the linear operator A satisfy the hypotheses (H), so that in particular, A
is defined by (13). Let 0 < Ty < T, be given. Let 0 < § < Ty — Ty be given. Let p > 1 be given. There
exists a set Wy, 5 C [Ty, To] N W and there exists ¢y > 0 such that the Lebesgue measure of W), s satisfies
w(Wy ) > Tr — Ty — 8, and such that for all & € Z, for all k € Z\ {0}, for all T € W), 5, we have

|FU = SL(T) ™ (k)| < erlk|?.

Proof. The proof of Lemma 1 can be repeated, with k" replaced in every instance by ZSLI k™,
until (10); to be concise, we introduce the notation

M
M= amk™.
m=1

We choose & = ¢o|k|7P~"1, with ¢q to be specified.
Similarly to the previous case, we have the conditions (i) & < |Ag| ™!, and (ii) e|Ag| < % The relevant
product satisfies

M
<co Y lam| VkeZ\{0}.

m=1

M
|8)\k| = ¢ Z amkrm|k|—rl_l7

m=1
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Thus, recalling that the sets Z,, are bounded, we can clearly take ¢ sufficiently small to satisfy condi-
tions (i) and (ii).
We must revisit the estimate (10) in the present setting. We have

V2 V2 kP
el co [k

Since Ay is never equal to zero, we conclude that Ak ~"1 is also never equal to zero for k € Z \ {0}.
Furthermore, there exists K € N such that for all k € Z satisfying |k| > K, for all @ € Z, we have

M
> ok
m=2

This implies that for all k € Z with |k| > K, forall@ € Z,

|FUI—SL(T)~ k)| = ——

M
<|K>7 Y Jam| < 381
m=2

o0

k™ = e+ Y amk™ 1| = 18 >0,
m=2

k™| = a1+2a k=i < (Csup |aq]) + 1B
m=2 a1 €2y

Furthermore, for any k € Z \ {0} satistying |k| < K, we know

Ael

inf ——= = 1f|)\kr1|€(Ooo)
acz |k"|
Akl —r
sup o] = sup |Ak™"1| € (0, 00).
aezZ | | y4

Combining this information, we see that

inf inf |Agk™"1] € (0, 00),

kez\{0} acZ
sup sup [Axk "] € (0, 00).
kez\{0}aeZ
Our value of ¢ is therefore
V2 1
€= inf inf |Agk™"! )
! (keZ\{O} oceZ| k l)

In the current setting, for each & € Z, for each k € Z \ {0}, the set A/ is defined by

T T
N = [MM} AN
2 2

Thus, for all @ € Z, for all k € Z\ {0}, the cardinality of N satisfies
card(N) < (T — T1) Ak + 1 = (T2 = T)k| Ak ™" [ + 1

< (T, - T1)|k|”( sup  sup |Akk_’1|) +1.
kez\{0} acZz
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We then take the product 2¢ card(N), finding the estimate

2ecard(N) <2¢o(1+ (T, —T1) sup sup [Agk™"1|)|k|~7.
kez\{0}acZ
As in the proof of Lemma 1, we sum over k, and we find that we can take ¢q sufficiently small to satisfy
the remaining claims of the lemma. O

Lemma 2 allows for two kinds of uniformity: the same set W), 5 works for all & € Z, and the constant ¢/
is able to be used for all 7" € W), 5. The cost of this uniformity with respect to the constant ¢y is that the
set W, s does not have full measure. By sending § to zero, we can achieve an estimate for almost every
T €[Ty, T>], but then the constant will depend on the choice of T. In doing this, we are able to maintain
the uniformity with respect to the set Z. This is the content of the following corollary.

Corollary 3. Let the set Z and the linear operator A satisfy the hypotheses (H), with A given by (13).
Let p > 1 be given. Let 0 < Ty < T, be given. For almost every T € [T, T3], there exists ¢ > 0 such that
forall @ € Z and for all k € 7 \ {0}, we have the estimate

|F(( = SL(T) ) (K)| < clk]”.

Proof. For any § satisfying 0 < § < T, — T7, let the set W), 5 be as in Lemma 2. For any T € [Ty, T3], if
there exists a value of § such that 7" € W, s, then the desired estimate is satisfied. Let

o0
W, =\ Wo.ta-11)/n-
n=2
Then, for all 7" € W), the estimate holds. Since for all n > 2 we have Wy (Ts=T1)/n S Wp S [T1, T3], and
since (W (1,—1y)/n) = (T2 —T1)(1—1/n), we see that (W) = T> —T. This completes the proof. [

2.3. The general theorem. We are now able to state a general theorem which follows from the above
discussion. In Theorem 4, when we say that N is “as above”, this includes the property that the evolution
equation (1) preserves the mean value of the initial data. The theorem contains two statements about
nonexistence of small-amplitude time-periodic solutions. The first statement is for a given 6 > 0; for T in
the set W), s, we conclude that there is a uniform threshold for the amplitude of time-periodic solutions.
For the second statement, we conclude that for almost any 7' € [T, T»], there is a threshold for the
amplitude of time-periodic solutions; this second statement is not uniform. These results are conditional
on the existence of smoothing estimates. In Sections 3, 4.1, 4.2, and 5, we will demonstrate the required
smoothing estimate for particular equations.

Theorem 4. Let 0 < Ty < T, be given, and let 0 < § < Ty — T be given. Let the set Z and the operator A
satisfy the hypotheses (H), with A given by (13). Let the nonlinear operator N be as above. Assume there
exists p>1,p>0,g>0,5s>0,c>0,and n > 0 such that for all ug € Hgﬂ; with ||ug || gs+5 < 1, for
all @ € Z, the following estimate is satisfied:

IS (Tl grs+v = cllollmrs luoll Gy 5 (14)
H
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forall T € W), 5. Then, there exists ro > 0 such that if u is a smooth, nontrivial, mean-zero time-periodic
solution of (1) with temporal period T € W), s, then

inf  |ullgs+5 = ro. 15
b Wl s = 7o as)

Furthermore, if (14) holds for every T' € W), then for every T € W), there exists ro > 0 such that if u is
a nontrivial mean-zero time-periodic solution of (1) with temporal period T', then (15) holds.

Proof. The assumptions of the theorem, together with either Lemma 2 or Corollary 3, imply that there
exists C > 0 such that for all ug € Hy ' ¥ satisfying ||uol| g++5 <1,

IK(T)uollars = Clluollarslluollfyss -
If uq satisfies

0 < C|luol| <1,

q
Hs+p

then || K(T)uol|gs < ||uol| ms, and thus uo cannot be a fixed point of K(7"). Thus, the only fixed point
in a ball around zero is zero. O

Remark 5. In the announcement [Ambrose and Wright 2014], the version of this theorem which appeared
was restricted to the case p = 0. In this case, the inverse of the linear operator acts like differentiation
of order p > 1, and the Duhamel integral has a compensating gain of p derivatives. In Sections 3
and 4, we will give examples for which this smoothing property holds; these examples include the
Kawahara equation. However, as the estimate (14) shows, what is needed is actually much weaker than
the Duhamel integral gaining p derivatives; instead, it is only necessary that s + p derivatives of the
Duhamel integral satisfy a nonlinear estimate in which one factor involves only s derivatives. In Section 5,
we will demonstrate that the estimate (14) holds with p > 0 for the KdV equation.

3. Application to a fifth-order dispersive equation

In this section, we will apply the above results to a specific dispersive equation, with sufficiently strong
dispersion, with p = 0. We are using a version of the Erdogan—Tzirakis argument [2013] for the equation

¢il = 0241 — 2l Oxil + @ il (16)

(for any @ € R) to get the desired smoothing effect. As we have discussed, we consider the spatially
periodic case, with spatial period equal to 2r. We first rewrite (16) to remove the mean, and also to
remove the tildes.

We consider the initial condition #(x, 0) = g(x). Assume the mean of g is equal to g, which can be
any real number. Let u = &i — g. Since the evolution for & conserves the mean, the mean of u will equal
zero at all times. The evolution equation satisfied by u is

dru =8iu—2u OxU + w 0xil, 17

where w = @ — 2g. The initial data for (17) is g = g — g, which of course has mean zero.
We now discuss the appropriate existence theory for (17).
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3.1. Existence theory. The well-posedness of the initial value problem for (17) (or for (16)) has been

established in [Bourgain 1995b], in the space H*® for s > 0; a more general family of equations including
1
2
not concerned with demonstrating results at the lowest possible regularity, but instead in finding estimates

these was also shown to be well-posed in H* for s > 5 in [Hu and Li 2015]. In the present work, we are
which will work with the nonexistence argument. Towards this end, we will give a simple existence
theorem for the initial value problem for (17) in the space H®, as the resulting estimates will be useful. We
mention that the choice of H® as the function space is made so that the solutions are classical solutions.

Proposition 6. Let g € H® be given. There exists T > 0 and a unique u € C([0, T]; H®) such that u
solves the initial value problem (17) with data u( -, 0) = uy.

Proof. We begin by introducing a mollifier, [J¢, for € > 0. We use the mollifier to make an approximate
evolution equation,

du’ = T2 u — T Tet®)(Jeul))) + 0 T2ul.. (18)

When combined with the mollifier, all of the derivatives on the right-hand side have become bounded
operators, and thus solutions for the initial value problem for ©®, with initial data u®(-,0) = ge H 6
exist in C([0, T¢]; H®) by Picard’s theorem (see Chapter 3 of [Majda and Bertozzi 2002]).

In order to show that the interval of existence can be taken to be independent of &, we must make an
energy estimate. We let the energy functional be an equivalent version of the square of the H% norm:

2w
£(1) = %/0 W®)? + (35u®)? dx.

Taking the time derivative, we find

dE 2w
E =
For I, we plug in from the evolution equation, using the fact that J; is self-adjoint and commutes
with 0y:

2w
(u®)(9;u®) dx + (3%u®)(3,0%u®) dx =T +1L
0

27
I= / (Fott®) 93 (Tett®) — 2(Tet®)2 (Tett) + o(Tu®) (et dix.
0

All of these terms vanish upon integrating by parts and/or recognizing perfect derivatives; therefore, I = 0.
To study the term 11, it is helpful to first apply six spatial derivatives to (18). We use the product rule,
finding

6
0:0%u° =20, u* = Te (2 Tet®) (0, Teu™) +0 IZ 0 u* 27, ( > (;)(azjsue)(a;—mjsuS)). (19)
m=1
We can then write
=11 + 1, + I3 + I,

where each of these terms corresponds to one of the four terms on the right-hand side of (19). We will
now deal with these one at a time.



NONEXISTENCE OF SMALL DOUBLY PERIODIC SOLUTIONS FOR DISPERSIVE EQUATIONS 27

We again will frequently use the fact that 7, is self-adjoint and commutes with dx. To begin, we have

2w
th = [ @S @l ) dx.
0

After integrating by parts and recognizing a perfect derivative, we see that II; = 0.
For II,, we have

2r
=2 / (o) (0 Tou®) (3L To®) dix.
0

We recognize a perfect derivative and integrate by parts, finding

2w
I, = / (jgufc)(afcjgue)2 dx < c&312.
0

For II3, we have
2w

I; =w (08 Teu®) (3] Teuf) dx = 0.
0

As before, this integrates to zero because it is the integral of a perfect derivative over a periodic interval.
Finally, we treat II4. We have

6 2w
m=-2) (ni) / (88 Tott®) (9™ Tote®) (31 Tous®) dlx. 20)
0
m=1

Each of the integrals on the right-hand side of (20) can be bounded by £ 3/2,

We therefore conclude that there exists ¢ > 0 such that
d€ 3/2
¢ < o83/2,
dt — ¢
This can be rephrased as
d||u®|| o
dt

This estimate clearly indicates that the solutions ©#® cannot blow up arbitrarily quickly, and thus exist

2
< cllu® e

on a common time interval. So, we have shown that there exists 7" > 0, independent of &, such that for
all ¢ > 0, we have u® € C([0, T']; H®), with the norm bounded independently of &.

Since u? is bounded uniformly (in both ¢ and ¢) and since u® solves (18), we see that d,u° is uniformly
bounded in H', and thus in L®. By the Arzela—Ascoli theorem, there exists a subsequence (which we
do not relabel) and a limit, u € C([0, 27] x [0, T']), such that #, — u in this space. Standard arguments
(again, see Chapter 3 of [Majda and Bertozzi 2002], for instance) then imply that u belongs to the
space C ([0, T]; H®), that u obeys the same uniform bound as the ¢, and that u is a solution of (17).

Uniqueness of solutions (and, in fact, continuous dependence on the initial data) follows from a more
elementary version of the energy estimate. If we let u€C ([0, T']; H®) be a solution corresponding to initial
datauge H®, and if we let ve C([0, T']; H®) be a solution corresponding to initial data voe H®, then we can
estimate the norm of u—v. If E; = |lu—v|| 22, then a straightforward calculation, together with the uniform
bounds established previously, indicates %E 4 <cE. This implies that E; < E 4(0)e°’ for all ¢ for which
the solutions are defined. If uy = vg, then we see that # = v. This is the desired uniqueness result. [
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Remark 7. These estimates are uniform in w, since all of the terms in the energy estimate which involve @
are equal to zero.

3.2. Reformulation. In this section, we use a normal form [Shatah 1985] to rewrite the evolution equation
in a beneficial way.
Taking the Fourier transform, we let u; be the Fourier coefficients of #. We get the evolution equations

o0
deup =ik uy +iwkuy —ik Z, Up—jUj.
j=—00
We only consider k # 0 since we know already that d;u9 = uy = 0. The prime on the sum indicates that
j =0and j = k are excluded, as these modes are unnecessary since the mean of u is equal to zero. The
initial condition is
u(0) = g(k).

We bring the linear terms to the left-hand side:

o0

/
dpup —ikduy —iwkuy = —ik Z Up_jUj.

j=—00

We use an integrating factor, so we define vy through the equation

. 5 .
Uk(t) — uk(l)e ik>t la)kt.
This yields
o0

. / LS54 ; . _ 5 . _ . .5 ..
atvk ——ik Z e ik t la)ktez(k J)t+io(k j)l‘elj H_letvk_jvj.

j=—o0

The exponents simplify as the terms in the exponent related to the transport speed w all cancel. This
leaves us with

o
/ A S \5 ..5
0vr = —ik Z e k7t g1 k=)t i "ok_jvj.
j=—00

It will therefore be helpful to understand the quantity k> — (k — j)> — j°, as this appears in the exponent.
Elementary calculations show that, upon introducing the notation 0 = k2 — jk + j2, we have

k> —(k—j) = j* =5(k—j)jko.
Using this identity, we are able to write the evolution equation for the vy,
o /
v = —ik Y e eIk, Ly 1)

j=—00

We can then rewrite this, recognizing that the exponential is in fact the derivative of an exponential:

o —5i(k—j)jkot o —5i(k—j)jkot
/ e / e
0 = —ik | — v = ol —m—m M8 Vi
= j:Z_OO( ’(—Si(k—j)jko))”" 7Y .Zoo( ’( Stk—j)jo ))”" sY

J==
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Next, we “differentiate by parts”, moving the time derivative:

1 , e—SI(k—])jkat 1 ’ e—5l(k—J)JkUt
s vk =3t(— E +Uk—'v')—— ————— 0 (vk_jVj).
5 (k—j)jo 77 S.Z (k—j)jo 7

We define B through its Fourier coefficients, By (¢), as
1 ;e Sitk—j)jkat
By (1) = —¢ Z o Vk—jVj- (22)
5,55, k=jjo
We then are able to write the evolution equations as
1 , e—51(k—j)]k0’l‘
d¢[vg + Br] = ~3 Z [W}[(atvk—j)vj + vg—j (3:v))].

Jj=—0

Next, we substitute for d;vg_; and d;v;. We let 6 = j%— jl+£?; using (21), we have

o0
/ .. . ~
rvj =—ij Z PRl Z)avj_gve.
£=—00
We are then able, using a symmetry between k — j and j, to write

oo

dr[vk + Bi] = = Z/ Z/ [

e—Sit[(k—j)jka+(j—K)j€&]
5j=_Oo = (k—j)o

(We reiterate that k # j.) We give the name Ry to the right-hand side of (23), and we let R be the
function with Fourier coefficients equal to Ry for all k. So, we have d;[vy + Bx] = Ry. Integrating with

]vk_j Vj_gVg. (23)

respect to time, we have

t
0e(t) — v (0) = By (0) — Bi(r) + /0 Re(s) ds. (24)

We transform back to u by multiplying (24) by ek #+i®kt and we note that vg (0) = 1, (0). These
considerations yield

t
uk([) —elk5t+lwktuk(0) — elkst"r‘la)kt (Bk(O) _ Bk([) +/
0

Notice that (25) is the k-th Fourier coefficient of the Duhamel integral at time ¢, or F(Sp (¢)uo) (k).

Ry (s) ds). (25)

3.3. Estimates. We now estimate B and R and associated quantities, to demonstrate the smoothing
described in Theorem 4 for our equation with fifth-order dispersion.

Remark 8. It will be plain to see that all estimates made in the present section are uniform in w.
Lemma9. Ifs > 1 and v e HY, then B € H*T3, with the estimate
2 4
1Bl gs+3 = cllvllgs.

(We note that for our main theorem, we only actually need B € H**2, but it turns out that B € H513))
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Proof. We will show that 836B is in H®. We begin by taking three derivatives of B, which requires
multiplying (22) by (ik)?:
Py
N . .
(ik)" By = 3 Z E(k, j)

j=—o0

k3
Jk— (k2 —kj + j2) b

where E(k, j) represents the exponential, E (k, j) = e Sitik(k=i)o

We will demonstrate now that

k3
Jk = j)(k*—kj+j?)

is bounded by a constant. To begin, we consider

| = = ] [ =2
Jk—=J) Jk=7) 17 1J1 k=]
Next, we consider 0 = k% —kj + j2. We observe that
o=k + 30— +3J% (26)
so clearly o > %kz. Thus,
k2
—|<2. (27)
o
Thus, for any k& and any j, we have
k3
E(k, j)- . —| =4 (28)
' Jlke=j)(k>=kj+j?)

We give the name
k3

Ok, j)=Ek,j .
D=k DS har =i+

Of course, we have
. 2
19573 BI; 2 = || IkI* (k> Bi) | 2

We then have

1 oo oo o0

[KEGE Bl =5 D0 3 D @k Bl OK v vk

k=—00 j=—00 £{=—00
In light of (28), we have
. 2
Nkl k> B> < Z k> |ve—j 1 1vjl lve—el |vel. (29)
kﬂj 5e

Let V be the function defined through its Fourier coefficients as FV (k) = |vg| for all k. Note
that since v € HS, we have V € H®, with ||v||gs = ||V || gs. Since V € H® with s > 1, we can see
that V> € H®, with |V2| s < ¢|[v3;,. Notice that the right-hand side of (29) is equal to [|35.(V2)|12 ,.
This completes the proof. O
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The particular estimate we need for B follows from Lemma 9:

Corollary 10. Ifs > 1 andu € C([0, T); H®), and if t € [0, T'], then
]_——l(eikSt-i—iwkt(Bk(O) —Bk(t))) c HST3,
with the bound
|77 ( ™ (B (0) = Bie(t) | roes = clluliE o .10y

Proof. This follows immediately from Lemma 9, and from the fact that |¢’?| = 1 for any real 6. O

Having proved a satisfactory estimate for B, we turn to R.
Lemma 11. Ifs > 1 and v € H®, then R € H*12 with the estimate

IR 7512 = cllvligys.
Proof. Recall the formula for Ry,
21 >
s 2 Z (k = 7he jVj—eve) exp{(=5in)(kj(k — j)o + jL(j —0)5)},
Jj=—00f=—00

witho =k?—kj + j?and 6 = j2 — j{+£%. As we noted in the proof of Lemma 9, we have k2 /o < 2.
Following the lines of the proof of Lemma 9, we arrive at

2 pp2 2
105> R3, < ¢ Z k= lo—j v —el lvel [Vk—m]| [Vvm—n]vn].
k,jt.m,n

Letting V be as in the proof of Lemma 9, we see that the right-hand side is a constant times the square of
the L2 norm of 33.(V?). Thus, this is bounded by ||v||%s, as claimed. O

Lemma 11 implies the following, which is the estimate we need for R:

Corollary 12. If s > 1 andu € C([0, T]; H), and if t € [0, T], then

f_l (eik5t+iwkt /t Rk(S) dS) c HS+2,
0

“f_l (eik5t+ia)kt /t Rk(S) dS)
0

Proof. We begin by noting that, of course,

a.;‘c-l-Zf—l (eikst-i-ia)kt [t Rk(S) dS)
0

with

3
= cllulleqo,ryme-

‘Hs+2

2 2

(ik)s-i-ZeikSl‘-l-ia)kt /t Rk(S) ds
0

L2 L2

t 2
= H / KST2 Ry (s) ds
0

62

(e.¢]

t t
_ s+2 s+2p
= E (/0 KT Ry (5) ds) (/0 k Rk(r)dr).

k=—
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We use the triangle inequality:

8SX+2]:—1 (eik5t+ia)kl‘ /t Rk(S) dS)
0

2 o0

L2 L2
kS d k5 dt ).
sz 3_00(/0 | Ry (s)] S)(/OI Ry (7)| f)

k

By Tonelli’s theorem, we can exchange the sum and the integrals:

t 2 t pt X®
a;+2f—1(e"<5f+'wkf /0 Ry (s) ds) = /0 /0 > SR ()2 Ry (1) ds d.
L k=—o00

We then use the Cauchy—Schwarz inequality:

an+2F—1 (eikst-f‘ia)kt /t Rk(S) dS)
0

We then use Lemma 11, and the proof is complete. O

2 t et
e [ [ IRC DNyl R Olgosz ds d.
L2 0 JO

We are now in a position to show that the necessary estimate for the Duhamel integral holds for (17).

Theorem 13. Let 0 < Ty < T, be given. There exists y > 0 such that for any ug € H® such that
ol o < v, there is a unique solution of the initial value problem (17) with initial data uq, with the
solution u € C([0, T»]; H®). There exists ¢ > 0 and y € (0, y) such that for any T € [Ty, T»], and for any
Uy € H(? such that |\ug|| ge <y, we have

2
ISp(T)uoll s = clluollgs-

Proof. The formula (25) and the estimates of Corollaries 10 and 12 for B and R immediately imply

[Sp(T)uol s < C||“||ZC([0,T];H6)'

However, we are not yet finished because we need the bound to be in terms of the initial data, and not in
terms of the solution at positive times.
As discussed in Section 3.1 above, we have
d
dt
Let |lug||ge = 8/2. Then, as long as [[u®(-,1)|| gy <8 = 2||lugl|| g6, we have

2
w1l zre < cllu®llgs-

d
Lt o < 8l s,
and thus
€]l o < llutol| groe®” = L18ecdr.

cdt

This implies that ||u®|| e < 2||uo| ge as long as e®’ < 2. This is valid as long as ¢ < 1n(2)/cé; notice that

this bound goes to infinity as § vanishes (that is, the “doubling time” for solutions goes to infinity as the ini-
tial size of the solutions goes to zero). Taking the limit as € vanishes, then (along our subsequence), we find

leell e = 2l[uoll gre.

as long as ¢ < In(2)/c8.
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Given the set of potential temporal periods of interest, [T, 7>], we may choose § sufficiently small
so that as long as ||ug||ge < 8/2, for all t € [0, T3], we have ||u(-,1)|| g6 < 2||uol|l 6. We have shown

above that || Sp (T )uo| gs =< cllul| We now can bound this in terms of ||u|| g6, so that

2
C(0, T2} HO)
ISp(T)uoll s < 4elluollyye

for any T € [T}, T>] and for any u satisfying our smallness assumption. This is the desired bound. O

3.4. Completion of the example. In this section, we state a specific theorem on nonexistence of time-
periodic solutions, making use of the above. Consider the equation

O¢it = 0341 — 2l Oxil. (30)
Consider the initial data, iig € HS, with the mean of iy equal to «. As above, we define uy = iig — «,
and we let u = it — . The evolution equation satisfied by u, as discussed above, is

dru =8)5€u—2ot Oxt —2uU dxu. (31
If we let A = 95 — 2y, then we see that the symbol of 4 is
Ay =i (k® —2ak) = ik(k* - 2a). (32)

Thus, if 2o < 1, then there are no zeros of the symbol in Z \ {0}. Recalling the hypotheses (H), we have
M =2, andweletr; =5r,=1,Z;={1},and Z, = (—%, %) Letting o € Z; and o € Z;, we see
that we may take §; = % and f, = % Letting oy = —2«, we see that the hypotheses (H) are satisfied, and
Lemma 2 and Corollary 3 hold, with uniform estimates for « € (—%, %) Therefore, Theorem 4 applies
for o € (—%, %) Theorem 13 also applies, and in light of Remarks 7 and 8, we see that the constants in
Theorem 13 can be taken to be uniform with respect to . This implies that (31) does not possess small,
nonzero time-periodic solutions, uniformly in o € (—%, %)

Adding the mean « back to u, we get it = (ii—a )+, with u = i—a. We know that for o € (—%, %) U—a
does not possess small, nonzero time-periodic solutions with the associated periods (7" € W, s or T' € W),
as appropriate). Furthermore, we know that ||i|| 76 > || — o¢|| 6. This implies that the only small time-
periodic solutions of (30) with the given temporal periods are # = ««. Thus (30) does not possess small,

nonconstant time-periodic solutions with the given temporal periods. This proves the following corollary:

Corollary 14. Let 0 < Ty < T, be given. Let p € (1,2] be given. Let 0 < § < T, — Ty be given. Let
W,.5 S [T1.T2] be as in Lemma 2, with A given by (32) for |a| < %. There exists r1 > 0 such that for
all T € Wy s, if u is a smooth, nonconstant time-periodic solution of (30) with temporal period T', then

inf ||ul||ge > rq.
bl grs >

Let W, C [T}, T,] be as in Corollary 3. Let T € W), be given. Then there exists r, such that if u is a

smooth, nonconstant time-periodic solution of (30) with temporal period T', then

inf  ||ul||ge > 1.
dnt Ll > ra
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4. Further examples with p = 0

In this section, we provide a few other equations which can be treated similarly to the above. We do not
provide full proofs in this section, but instead point out the differences with the prior proof.

4.1. Nonresonant Kawahara equations. The Kawahara equation has been justified as a model for water
waves with surface tension [Diill 2012; Schneider and Wayne 2002]. It can be written as

Oytl = 0301 — 0 0341 — 24 Dl (33)

with 6 > 0. As before, we take this with initial data (-, 0) = i1o, and we assume that the mean of i is
equal to o. We again let u = &i — «, and we find that the equation satisfied by u is

oru =8)5€u—98)3€u—2a OxU —2u dxu. (34)

Our prior results extend to the Kawahara equation as long as the constant 6 is chosen to avoid resonance.
In particular, we must require k> — 0k3 # 0 for all k € Z \ {0}. Notice that this is the same as requiring

min |k° —6k3| > 0. (35)
kez\{0}

This implies that there exists a constant @ > 0 and a constant 8, > 0 such that for all @ € (—&, &), for all
k € Z\{0},
k> —0k> —2ak| > Bs.

We now verify (H), taking M =3. Weletry =5, =3,andrz3 = 1. Welet Z; = {1} and Z, = {0}.
We take oy = 1, ap = 0, and a3 = —2«, with Z3 = (=2, 2«). Then, (H) is satisfied, with 81 = %
This means that Theorem 4 applies, and all that must be done to conclude the nonexistence of small
doubly periodic waves for the nonresonant Kawahara equation is that the smoothing property must be
demonstrated. We are able to demonstrate the smoothing property with p = 0.
We take the Fourier transform of (34), finding

o0
deu = ik up +i0k up —2iokug —ik Y ug_ju;.

j=—00
As before, we use an integrating factor, defining
VE = Uy exp{it(—k5 —0k3 + 2ak)}.
We have the following evolution equation for vy:
> /
drve = —ik ) (vg—jvj) explit®(j.K)}.
j=—00

where the phase function, @, is given by

O(j. k) =—k>—0k> 420k + (k—j)° +0(k — j)> —2a(k — j)+ j°> + 6> —2aj.
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This simplifies, as all the terms with o cancel, and also since we previously computed k> — (k — j)° — j>.
We have not previously computed k3 — (k — j)3 — j3, but this is straightforward:

k2= (k=) = j° = 3jk(k = ).
These considerations imply
®(j. k) =Sjk(k - j)o+30jk(k —j)=Sjk(k — j)(o + 26).

The critical step in the proof of smoothing in Section 3 was inequality (27). We see that the corre-
sponding inequality in the present case is

k2

3

o+ g@

<2’

which follows immediately from (26) and the condition 6 > 0. The rest of the proof of Section 3 can be
repeated, establishing the following:

Corollary 15. Let 0 < Ty < T, be given. Let p € (1,2] be given. Let 0 < § < T, — T} be given. Let
0 > 0 satisfy (35), and let @ > 0 be as above. Let W), 5 C [Ty, T3] be as in Lemma 2, with A given by
F(A) =i(=k>—=0k3 +2ak) for |a| < &. There exists ry > 0 such that for all T € W,.s, if u is a smooth,
nonconstant time-periodic solution of (33) with temporal period T , then

inf  ||ul|ge > 1.
- [l e > r1

Let W, C [T}, T,] be as in Corollary 3. Let T € W), be given. Then there exists r, such that if u is a
smooth, nonconstant time-periodic solution of (33) with temporal period T', then

inf ||ul||ge > 7s.
ant lull gre > 12

Remark 16. Above, we appeared to use in a fundamental way the property 6 > 0. We assume 6 > 0
only because this appears to be a feature of the Kawahara equation as it exists in the prior literature.
If we instead had 6 < 0, our argument would still work. For a particular value of 6, if there exist
(j. k) e (Z\{0})? such that o + %9 = 0, then we treat such values of ( j, k) differently. The arguments
of Section 3 continue to apply whenever this quantity does not vanish. All that remains is to observe that,
as can be seen from (26), the set of (j, k) for which o + %9 does vanish is bounded for a fixed value
of @ (or for values of 8 in a bounded set), and that regularity is determined by behavior for large k.

4.2. Seventh-order equations. The proof of smoothing for the fifth-order equation above depended
on the factorization of k> — (k — j)°> — j>. With dispersion of seventh order, we must understand
k7 —(k—j)" — j7. By making elementary calculations, one may show that

k' —(k—j) —jT=1(k-j)jkt, (36)
where
t=dkt+ Lk -t + 1%
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note the similarity to (26). Clearly, we have the inequality

"‘74)=k74§2. (37)

We can then perform all of the calculations of Section 3 for the equation
Q=0 u—2udxu. (38)

Recall that B and R, defined in Section 3.2, were shown in Section 3.3 to gain two derivatives. This
property hinged on the inequality (27). In the present setting, the analogues of B and R would now gain
four derivatives because of (37). (As noted in the introduction, this allows one to see that the smoothing
mechanism we are using is different than Kato smoothing, as Kato smoothing would provide a gain of
three derivatives with seventh-order dispersion.) Following the argument of Section 3, but using (37), we
arrive at the following:

Corollary 17. Let 0 < Ty < T, be given. Let p € (1,4] be given. Let 0 < § < Ty — Ty be given. Let
W, s C[T1,T2] be as in Lemma 2, with A given by F(A) = i(—k7 +ak) for |a| < % There exists r1 >0
such that for all T € W), s, if u is a smooth, nonconstant time-periodic solution of (38) with temporal
period T, then

inf |lu > rq.
nf s > ry
Let W, C [T}, T,] be as in Corollary 3. Let T € W), be given. Then there exists r, such that if u is a
smooth, nonconstant time-periodic solution of (38) with temporal period T', then
inf ||u >713.
dnt Ll > ra
We note that a change from Corollary 17 as compared to Corollary 14 is that we are now using H®
instead of H®. The function space is chosen so that the solutions under consideration are classical
solutions; using the space H?3, the seventh derivative of u appearing on the right-hand side of (38) is
classically defined.

5. The KdV equation

We study the equation
0ril = —0301 — il Ol (39)

(This is not the most traditional choice of coefficients for the KdV equation, but the coefficients are
changeable by scaling, so it makes no difference.) The evolution equation (39) is taken with initial data
u(-,0) = g. We let the mean of g be denoted as «, and we define g = ¢ — . Then, noticing that (39)
preserves the mean of the solution, we define u = & — «, so that the mean of u is equal to zero, as long as
the solution @ of (39) exists. The evolution equation satisfied by u is

oru :—Biu—a OxU — U OxU. (40)
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We note that there are very many papers in the literature treating the well-posedness of the KdV equation.
For example, in [Bourgain 1993], global well-posedness for the periodic KdV equation with initial data
in H® for s > 0 is established, and in [Kappeler and Topalov 2006], global well-posedness is established
in H' for s > —1. Nevertheless, we remark that the simple well-posedness proof for (16) given in
Section 3.1 can be suitably and straightforwardly modified to the KdV equation, yielding the same results:
that classical solutions exist for arbitrarily long intervals of time if the initial data is sufficiently small,
and that the doubling time of such solutions goes to infinity as the size of the data vanishes.

We take the Fourier transform of (40):

o
/
dup =i(k* —akyug —i Y ug—;(juj).

j=—oc0

Since the mean of u is equal to zero, the values j = 0 and j = k are unnecessary; as before, the prime
indicates that these indices are excluded from the summation. We use an integrating factor, defining
Vg = ug exp{—it(k® —ak)}:

B =—i Y exp{—it (k> — (k= j)* = j)}ve_; (jvp).

j=—00

(Notice that the terms in the exponential involving « all canceled.) From Pascal’s triangle, we see that
k3 —(k—j)?—j3 =3kj(k — j). Thus, we may write

v = —1I Z/ exp{—3itkj(k —j)}vk_j(jvj). 41)

j=—o0
We now manipulate the exponential:

e—3itkj(k—j)

Oo/
drvg = —lj;m 3t(m)vk—j0 vj)-

We cancel the factor of —i, and we also “differentiate by parts™:

i —3itkj(k—j)
/e
8,vk = 8[( E

)

© _3itkj(k—j)
e

vk—j(jvj))— E —_—

iy 3kjke =)

0t (Vg—;(jvj)).

We can write this as
0t (v + Br) = Ry,
with
1 00 e—3itkj(k—j)
By =—— ——— k- (Jvj),
3 _Z kj(k—j) S
1 >, e 3itkj(k—j)

Ry = —gj;m Wat(vk—j(jvj))- 42)
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We continue to rewrite this, by applying the time derivative on the right-hand side of (42). Using (41), we

have
o0

divk—j =—i Y exp{=3it(k— jym(k — j —m)} v —m(mvm),

m=—00
> /

0rvj =—i Y exp{=3itjL(j —)}vj_g(Lvy).
{=—00

Using these, we write Ry = R}{ + R2, with

; >, X, —3it(k — j)(kj +mk — j —m)) .
R}c:li DD i ;cj(k]—j;” — }“k—f—m(ij)(mvm),

j=_00 m=—o0

| exp{=3itj(k(k —j)+L(j —L
=Ly v SRR DL ZOR, e,

j=—00 {=—00 kjk—7)

We further rewrite R,zc by writing j = j — £+ £:

b0 e exp{=3itj(k(k— j)+L(j —0)}
R=32 2 Kjtk—)

j=—00 £=—00

Vk—j ((j = Ovj_¢)(Lvg)

2
Vk—j Vj— (L7 vg).

L i/ i/ exp{—3itj(k(k —j)+€(j—)}
3 e s kjtk =)
Using the inequality
k2
e
kjk =)
and our previous arguments, we find the bounds
1Bl grs+2 = cllvllas vl s+
IR W grs+2 < cllvllas [0l 74
IR grs+2 < cllvllas (10l 3pms + I0las ol o).
If ||v|| grs+2 < 1, then the right-hand sides can all be bounded by

cllollasllvll s+

Following the arguments of the previous cases, we are able to conclude, for sufficiently small u¢ € Hg+2,

IS (T)uoll grs+2 = clluollmsluoll rs+2-

This is estimate (14) with p = p = 2 and ¢ = 1, so we see that the nonexistence result holds for the
KdV equation:
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Corollary 18. Let 0 < Ty < T, be given. Let p € (1,2] be given. Let 0 < § < T, — Ty be given. Let
W5 S [T1, Tz] be as in Lemma 2, with A given by

with |a| < % There exists ry > 0 such that for all T € W), s, if u is a smooth, nonconstant time-periodic
solution of (39) with temporal period T , then
inf |lullge >r;.
dntlullo > ry
Let Wy, C [T}, T»] be as in Corollary 3. Let T € W), be given. Then there exists ry such that if u is a
smooth, nonconstant time-periodic solution of (39) with temporal period T', then
inf  |u|l gs > 12.
nf s > ra
We note that the result of Corollary 18 is given for solutions in H°. This is because we take s = 4
so that we work with classical solutions, and we have p = 2. An application of Theorem 4 then gives a
restriction on the H*? = H% norm.

6. Discussion

We have developed a theoretical framework for the demonstration of nonexistence of small doubly periodic
solutions for dispersive evolution equations. The abstract theorem indicates that nonexistence follows
from the demonstration of dispersive smoothing estimates. In particular cases, we have demonstrated
that the required dispersive smoothing estimates hold. These results are an analogue of scattering results
for dispersive equations on the real line, since scattering implies the nonexistence of small-amplitude
coherent structures.

Other work to be done includes treating additional specific examples, and possibly proving a general
theorem about when the weak smoothing property (14) holds. For example, it should be investigated
whether the necessary properties can be shown to hold for other dispersive equations in one space dimension
(like the Benjamin—Ono equation) and in higher dimensions (such as Schrodinger equations). For equations
with sufficiently strong dispersion, the stronger smoothing estimate (corresponding to p = 0, in which
the Duhamel integral gains more than one derivative) will likely hold. A class of equations with strong
dispersion are fourth-order Schrédinger equations (see, e.g., [Fibich et al. 2002; 2003; Karpman and
Shagalov 2000]). Such equations are of the form

iVe+ AV + Y [P79 + eA®y =0,

with o0 > 0 and € > 0, and can arise by including higher-order corrections when deriving a Schrodinger
equation from the Maxwell equations. The above linear estimates, such as Lemma 2 and Corollary 3,
are valid in one spatial dimension. As pointed out to the authors by the referee of [Ambrose and Wright
2014], in n spatial dimensions, the result requires p > n rather than p > 1. Thus, in higher dimensions,
one would expect to need to use the weaker smoothing property (corresponding to p > 0) in order to
follow the strategy of the present paper.
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THE BORDERLINES OF INVISIBILITY AND VISIBILITY
IN CALDERON'’S INVERSE PROBLEM
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We consider the determination of a conductivity function in a two-dimensional domain from the Cauchy
data of the solutions of the conductivity equation on the boundary. We prove uniqueness results for
this inverse problem, posed by Calderdn, for conductivities that are degenerate, that is, they may not
be bounded from above or below. Elliptic equations with such coefficient functions are essential for
physical models used in transformation optics and the study of metamaterials, e.g., the zero permittivity
materials. In particular, we show that the elliptic inverse problems can be solved in a class of conduc-
tivities which is larger than L*°. Also, we give new counterexamples for the uniqueness of the inverse
conductivity problem.

We say that a conductivity is visible if the inverse problem is solvable so that the conductivity inside of
the domain can be uniquely determined, up to a change of coordinates, using the boundary measurements.
The original counterexamples for the inverse problem are related to the invisibility cloaking. This means
that there are conductivities for which a part of the domain is shielded from detection via boundary
measurements and even the existence of the shielded domain is hidden. Such conductivities are called
invisibility cloaks.

In the present paper, we identify the borderline of the visible conductivities and the borderline of
invisibility cloaking conductivities. Surprisingly, these borderlines are not the same. We show that between
the visible and the cloaking conductivities, there are the electric holograms. These are conductivities which
create an illusion of a nonexisting body. Such conductivities give counterexamples for the uniqueness
of the inverse problem which are less degenerate than the previously known ones. These examples are
constructed using transformation optics and the inverse maps of the optimal blow-up maps. The proofs of
the uniqueness results for inverse problems are based on the complex geometrical optics and the Orlicz
space techniques.
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1. Introduction and main results

Invisibility cloaking has been a very topical subject in recent studies in mathematics, physics, and material
science [Ammari et al. 2013; Alu and Engheta 2005; Greenleaf et al. 2007¢; 2003a; 2003c; Milton and
Nicorovici 2006; Leonhardt 2006; Liu 2013; Liu and Sun 2013; Pendry et al. 2006]. By invisibility
cloaking we mean the possibility, both theoretical and practical, of shielding a region or object from
detection via electromagnetic fields.

Counterexamples for inverse problems and the proposals for invisibility cloaking are closely related. In
2003, before the appearance of practical possibilities for cloaking, it was shown in [Greenleaf et al. 2003c]
that passive objects can be coated with a layer of material with a degenerate conductivity which makes the
object undetectable by electrostatic boundary measurements in such a way that the coated object appears
in all measurements the same as a body made of homogeneous material. These constructions were based
on blow-up maps and gave counterexamples for uniqueness of the inverse conductivity problem in the
three- and higher-dimensional cases. In the two-dimensional case, the mathematical theory of the cloaking
examples for the conductivity equation have been studied in [Kohn et al. 2008; 2010]. Besides for the
conductivity equation, these results can be applied for other physical models based on elliptic equations.

The interest in cloaking was raised in particular in 2006 when it was realized that practical cloaking
constructions are possible using so-called metamaterials which allow fairly arbitrary specification of
electromagnetic material parameters. The construction of Leonhardt [2006] was based on conformal
mapping on a nontrivial Riemannian surface. At the same time, Pendry et al. [2006] proposed a cloaking
construction for Maxwell’s equations using a blow-up map and the idea was demonstrated in laboratory
experiments [Schurig et al. 2006]. Cloaking for the conductivity equation has been demonstrated in labo-
ratory experiments by Yang et al. [2012]. In the now very large literature, there are also other suggestions
for cloaking based on negative material parameters [Alu and Engheta 2005; Milton and Nicorovici 2006].

In this paper, we consider both new counterexamples and uniqueness results for inverse problems. We
study Calder6n’s inverse problem in the two-dimensional case, that is, the question of whether an unknown
conductivity distribution inside a domain can be determined from the voltage and current measurements
made on the boundary of a simply connected domain  C R?; see [Borcea 2002]. Mathematically the mea-
surements correspond to the knowledge of the Dirichlet-to-Neumann map A, (or the quadratic form) asso-
ciated to o, i.e., the map taking the Dirichlet boundary values of the solution of the conductivity equation

V.o(x)Vu(x)=0 inQ (1-1)
to the corresponding Neumann boundary values,
Ay ZM|3QI—>V-O’VM|3Q. (1—2)

In the classical theory of the problem, the conductivity ¢ is bounded uniformly from above and below.
The problem was originally proposed by Calderén [1980]. Sylvester and Uhlmann [1987] proved the
unique identifiability of the conductivity in dimensions three and higher for isotropic conductivities which
are C*°-smooth, and Nachman [1988] gave a reconstruction method. In three dimensions or higher,
unique identifiability of the conductivity is proven in [Haberman and Tataru 2013] for C'-conductivities;
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for earlier studies on the topic, see [Greenleaf et al. 2003b; Piivirinta et al. 2003]. The problem has also
been solved with measurements only on a part of the boundary [Kenig et al. 2007].

In two dimensions, the first global solution of the inverse conductivity problem is due to Nachman
[1996] for conductivities with two derivatives. In this seminal paper, the 8 technique was used for the
first time in the study of Calderén’s inverse problem. The smoothness requirements were reduced in
[Brown and Uhlmann 1997] to Lipschitz conductivities. Finally, in [Astala and Paivirinta 2006] the
uniqueness of the inverse problem was proven in the form that the problem was originally formulated
in [Calder6n 1980], i.e., for general isotropic conductivities in L* which are bounded from below and
above by positive constants. Stability of this reconstruction is studied in [Alessandrini 1988; Barcel6
et al. 2001; 2007] and the numerical solutions in [Astala et al. 2011; Isaacson et al. 2004; Knudsen et al.
2007; 2009; Mueller and Siltanen 2012; Siltanen et al. 2000].

The Calderén problem with anisotropic, i.e., matrix-valued, conductivities that are uniformly bounded
from above and below, has been studied in two dimensions [Sylvester 1990; Nachman 1996; Lassas et al.
2003; Lassas and Uhlmann 2001; Astala et al. 2005; Imanuvilov et al. 2010] and in dimensions n > 3
[Lee and Uhlmann 1989; Lassas and Uhlmann 2001; Dos Santos Ferreira et al. 2009]. For example, for
the anisotropic inverse conductivity problem in the two-dimensional case, it is known that the Dirichlet-
to-Neumann map determines a regular conductivity tensor only up to a diffeomorphism F : @ — Q;
i.e., one can obtain an image of the interior of €2 in deformed coordinates. This implies that the inverse
problem is not uniquely solvable, but the nonuniqueness of the problem can be characterized. This makes
it possible, e.g., to find the unique conductivity that is closest to isotropic ones [Kolehmainen et al. 2005;
2010; 2013]. We note that this problem in higher dimensions is presently solved only in special cases,
when the conductivity is real analytic; see [Lassas et al. 2003; Lassas and Uhlmann 2001].

In this work, we will study the inverse conductivity problem in the two-dimensional case with degenerate
conductivities. Such conductivities appear in physical models where the medium varies continuously from
a perfect conductor to a perfect insulator or in high-contrast problems [Borcea et al. 1996; Borcea 1999].
As an example, we may consider a case where the conductivity goes to zero or to infinity near 0D, where
D C Q is a smooth open set. We ask what kind of degeneracy prevents solving the inverse problem; that
is, we study what is the border of visibility. We also ask what kind of degeneracy makes it possible to coat
an arbitrary object so that it appears the same as a homogeneous body in all static measurements; that is,
we study what is the border of the invisibility cloaking. Surprisingly, these borders are not the same. We
identify these borderlines and show that between them there are the electric holograms, that is, the conduc-
tivities creating an illusion of a nonexistent body (see Figure 1). These conductivities are counterexamples
for the unique solvability of inverse problems for which even the topology of the domain cannot be
determined using boundary measurements. Our main results for the uniqueness of the inverse problem are
given in Theorems 1.8, 1.9, and 1.11 and the counterexamples are formulated in Theorems 1.6 and 1.7.

The cloaking constructions have given rise to the design technique called transformation optics.
The metamaterials built to operate at microwave frequencies [Schurig et al. 2006] and near the optical
frequencies [Ergin et al. 2010] are inherently prone to dispersion, so that realistic cloaking must currently be
considered as occurring at a very narrow range of wavelengths. Fortunately, in many physical applications
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Figure 1. Left: tr(o) of three radial and singular conductivities on the positive x axis.
The curves correspond to the invisibility cloaking conductivity (red), with the singularity
o22(x,0) ~ (Jx] = 7! for |x| > 1, a visible conductivity (blue) with a log log-type
singularity at |x| = 1, and an electric hologram (black) with the conductivity having the
singularity o!'!(x, 0) ~ |x|~!. Right, top: All measurements on the boundary of the
invisibility cloak (left) coincide with the measurements for the homogeneous disc (right).
The color shows the value of the solution # with the boundary value u(x, y)|spp) = x
and the black curves are the integral curves of the current —o Vu. Right, bottom:
All measurements on the boundary of the electric hologram (left) coincide with the
measurements for an isolating disc covered with the homogeneous medium (right). The
solutions and the current lines corresponding to the boundary value u|yp(2) = x are shown.

(=]

the materials need to operate only near a single frequency. The cloaking-type constructions have also
inspired suggestions for possible devices producing extreme effects on wave propagation, including
invisibility cloaks for magnetostatics [GOomory et al. 2012], acoustics [Chen and Chan 2007a], quantum
mechanics [Greenleaf et al. 2007a, 2008; 2011a], field rotators [Chen and Chan 2007b], electromagnetic
wormholes [Greenleaf et al. 2007b], invisible sensors [Alu and Engheta 2009; Greenleaf et al. 2011b],
perfect absorbers [Landy et al. 2008], and cloaked wave amplifiers [Greenleaf et al. 2012]. We also note
that the differential equations with degenerate coefficients modeling cloaking devices have turned out
to have interesting properties, such as nonexistence results for solutions with nonzero sources and local
[Greenleaf et al. 2007c; Liu and Zhou 2011] and nonlocal [Lassas and Zhou 2011; Nguyen 2012] hidden
boundary conditions. For reviews on the topic, see [Greenleaf et al. 2009a; 2009b].

Finally, the classical assumption that the electromagnetic material parameters (i.e., the coefficient
functions in the elliptic equations) are uniformly bounded from below by positive constants is not valid in
the modern study of materials, e.g., on the optical frequencies [Capolino 2009]. Thus one of the aims of
this paper is to bring the mathematical study of elliptic equations and inverse problems closer to current
topics in optics and imaging methods in physics.
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The structure of the paper is the following. The main results and the formulation of the boundary
measurements are presented in the first section. The proofs for the existence of the solutions of the
direct problem as well as for the new counterexamples and the invisibility cloaking examples with
a nonsmooth background are given in Section 2. The uniqueness result for isotropic conductivities
is proven in Sections 3—4 and the reduction of the general problem to the isotropic case is shown in
Section 5. In Sections 3-5, the degeneracy of the conductivity yields that the exponentially growing
solutions, the standard tools used to study Calderén’s inverse problem, cannot be constructed using purely
microlocal or functional analytic methods. Because of this, we will extensively need the topological
properties of the solutions: By Stoilow’s theorem, the solutions are compositions of analytic functions
and homeomorphisms. Using this, the continuity properties of the weakly monotone maps, and Orlicz
estimates holding for homeomorphisms, we prove the existence of the solutions in the Sobolev—Orlicz
spaces. These spaces are chosen so that we can obtain the subexponential asymptotics for the families of
exponentially growing solutions needed in the 9 technique used to solve the inverse problem.

1A. Definition of measurements and solvability. Let Q C R? be a bounded simply connected domain
with a C*°-smooth boundary. Let ¥ = X (£2) be the class of measurable matrix-valued functions o : 2 — M,
where M is the set of generalized matrices m of the form

_ A0 /
m=U (0 kz) U,
where U € R?>*? is an orthogonal matrix, U~!'=U" and Ay, A, € [0, 00). We denote by W*P(€2) and
H* () = W*2(Q) the standard Sobolev spaces.
In the following, let dm(z) denote the Lebesgue measure in C and |E| be the Lebesgue measure of

the set E C C. Instead of defining the Dirichlet-to-Neumann operator for the above conductivities, we
consider the corresponding quadratic forms.

Definition 1.1. Let 7 € H'/?(dQ). The Dirichlet-to-Neumann quadratic form corresponding to the
conductivity o € X () is given by

Ls[h]l=inf Ay;[u], where As[u] = / o0 (2)Vu(z) - Vu(z) dm(z), (1-3)
Q

and the infimum is taken over real-valued u € L'(S2) such that Vu € L'(Q; R?) and u|yq = h. In the case
where L, [h] < oo and A, [u] reaches its minimum at some u, we say that u is a W1() solution of the
conductivity problem.

When o is smooth and bounded from below and above by positive constants, L[] is the quadratic
form corresponding the Dirichlet-to-Neumann map (1-2),

L(,[h]=/ hAshdS, (1-4)
Q2

where dS is the length measure on 0€2. Physically, L,[h] corresponds to the power needed to keep
voltage & at the boundary. For smooth conductivities bounded from below, for every 1 € H'/2(3Q), the
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integral A, [u] always has a unique minimizer u € H 1(Q) with u|yq = h, which is also a distributional

solution to (1-1). Conversely, for functions u € H'(Q), their traces lie in H 172(3Q). 1t is for this reason

1/2

that we chose to consider the H '/~-boundary functions also in the most general case. We interpret that the

Dirichlet-to-Neumann form corresponds to an idealization of the boundary measurements for o € X (£2).

1
loc*

unbounded, it is possible that L, [h] = co. Even if L [h] is finite, the minimization problem in (1-3) may

We note that the conductivities studied in the context of cloaking are not even in L As o is
generally have no minimizer and even if they exist, the minimizers need not be distributional solutions to
(1-1). However, if the singularities of o are not too strong, minimizers satisfying (1-1) do always exist.
To show this, we need to define suitable subclasses of degenerate conductivities.

Let o € X(2). We start with precise quantities describing the possible degeneracy or loss of uniform
ellipticity. First, a natural measure of the anisotropy of the conductivity o at z € Q is

A1(2)
A2(2)

where A1(z) and A, (z) are the eigenvalues of the matrix o (z) with A(z) > A,(z). If we want to simultane-

ko (z) =

ously control both the size and the anisotropy, this is measured by the ellipticity K (z) := K, (z) of 0(2),
i.e., the smallest number 1 < K (z) < oo such that
1
K (z2)

For a general, positive matrix-valued function o (z), we have at z € 2 that

> <&-0(x)E < K(z)|E]> forall £ € R%. (1-5)

K (2) = ko (z) max{(deto (z))"/2, (deto (2))""/?}. (1-6)
Consequently, we always have the following simple estimates.

Lemma 1.2. For any measurable matrix function o (z), we have
Hro@+ue@™) <K@ stro@+u@@ ™).

Proof. Let Amax and Amin be the eigenvalues of 0 = o(z). Then K(z) = max(A,,,, )Lr;iln). Since
tr o (z) = Amax + Amin and tr(o (z) ") =1-1 + A=} the claim follows. O

max min’
Due to Lemma 1.2, we use the quantity tr o (z)+tr(o (z) ') as a measure of size and anisotropy of & (z).

For the degenerate elliptic equations, it may be that the optimization problem (1-3) has a minimizer
which satisfies the conductivity equation but this solution may not have the standard ngcz regularity.
Therefore more subtle smoothness estimates are required. We start with the exponentially integrable
conductivities, and the natural energy estimates they require. As an important consequence, we will
see the correct Sobolev—Orlicz regularity to work with. These observations are based on the following
elementary inequality.

Lemma 1.3. Let K > 1 and A € R>*? be a symmetric matrix satisfying

LIEP <& AE <KIEP, &R
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Then for every p > 0,

4k a2 y
logle+ &%) Togle+ g ~ p° AETE)

Proof. Since K > 1 and ¢t — t/log(e 4 t) is an increasing function, we have

g K&-A
log(e + [€P) ~ log(e + K& - A8)

p \log(e+§ - Af)

< l(5-1455-1-6”[(),
p

where the last estimate follows from the inequality
ab §alog(e+a)+eb, a,b>0.

Moreover, as K is at least as large as the maximal eigenvalue of A, we have |A&|> < K& - A£. Thus we
see as above that

|AgI? K& - Af 1 o
log(e +|A&|?) = log(e + K& - A%) = p(g A& 4.

Adding the above estimates together proves the claim. U

Lemma 1.3 implies in particular that if o (z) is symmetric-matrix-valued function satisfying (1-5) for
ae.ze€Qand u € WH1(Q), then we always have

» / Vu@F ) < f Vu(z) o () V() dm(z) + f @ dm(2),
o log(e + |Vu(z)|?) ~Ja 2

/ o (2)Vu(2)?
o log(e + o (2)Vu(2)?)

(1-7)

dm(z) < f Vu(z) -0 (z2)Vu(z) dm(z) + f ePK@ dm(z).
Q Q

Note that these inequalities are valid whether u is a solution of the conductivity equation or not!
Due to (1-7), we see that to analyze finite energy solutions corresponding to a singular conductivity of
exponentially integrable ellipticity, we are naturally led to consider the regularity gauge

2

t
Q(t)zl()g(e—-i-l’)’ t ZO (1-8)

We say accordingly that f belongs to the Orlicz space W' 2(Q) (see the Appendix) if f and its first
distributional derivatives are in L'(€2) and

f Vi@P dm(z) < o0
o loge + |V f(2)]) '

The first existence result for solutions corresponding to degenerate conductivities is given as follows.
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Theorem 1.4. Let 0(z) be a measurable symmetric-matrix-valued function. Suppose further that for
some p > 0,

/ exp(p(tro(z) +tr(o(2)™)) dm(z) = Cy < <. (1-9)
Q

Then, if h € H'/?>(8Q) is such that Ly[h] < 0o and there is a unique w € W1(Q), w|yq = h such that
As[w] =inf{A,[v]:ve WH(Q), v|ye = h}. (1-10)
Moreover, w satisfies the conductivity equation
V.oVw=0 inQ (1-11)
in the sense of distributions, and it has the regularity w € W-2(Q) N C(RQ).

Note that if o is bounded near 92 then L, [h] < oo for all h € H'/2(32). Theorem 1.4 is proven in
Theorem 2.1 and Corollary 2.3 in a more general setting.

Theorem 1.4 yields that for conductivities satisfying (1-9) and equal to 1 near €2, we can define the
Dirichlet-to-Neumann map

Aot H'?0Q) — H™V2(3Q), Ay(ulaq) =v-0oVulsg, (1-12)

where u satisfies (1-1). Many inverse scattering problems (see [Colton and Kress 2013]) can also be
formulated in terms of A, .

The reader should consider the exponential condition (1-9) as being close to the optimal one, still
allowing uniqueness in the inverse problem. Indeed, in view of Theorem 1.7 and Section 1E below, the
most general situation where the Calderén inverse problem can be solved involves conductivities whose
singularities satisfy a physically interesting small relaxation of the condition (1-9). Before solving inverse
problems for conductivities satisfying (1-9), we discuss some counterexamples.

1B. Counterexamples for the unique solvability of the inverse problem. Let F: Q) — Q,, y=F(x), be
an orientation-preserving homeomorphism between domains €2, Q, C C for which F and its inverse F~!
are at least W' !-smooth and let o (x) = [0/¥ (x)]i w—1 € 2(£21) be a conductivity on €2;. Then the map F
pushes o forward to a conductivity (F,o)(y), defined on €2, and given by

1
[det DF (x)]

The main methods for constructing counterexamples to Calderén’s problem are based on the following

(Fro)(y) = DF(x)o(x) DF(x)", x=F'(y). (1-13)

principle.

Proposition 1.5. Assume that o, 6 € X(2) satisfy (1-9), and let F : Q — Qbea homeomorphism so that
F and F~! are W2 -smooth and C'-smooth near the boundary, and F|yq = id. Suppose that 5 = F,o.
Then Ly = L;.

This proposition generalizes the observation of L. Tartar expanded upon in [Kohn and Vogelius 1984]
to less smooth diffeomorphisms and conductivities and it follows from Lemma 2.4 proven later.
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1C. Counterexample 1: invisibility cloaking. We consider here invisibility cloaking in a general back-
ground o'; that is, we aim to coat an arbitrary body with a layer of exotic material so that the coated body
appears in measurements the same as the background conductivity o. Usually one is interested in the
case when the background conductivity o is constant, isotropic, and o = 1 - I. However, we consider
here a more general case and assume that o is an L°-smooth conductivity in B(R) = B(R), with R =2,
0(z) = col, co > 0. Here, B(p) is an open two-dimensional disc of radius p and center zero and B(p) is
its closure. Consider a homeomorphism

F:B(2)\ {0} = B(2)\K, (1-14)

where £ C B(2) is a compact set which is the closure of a smooth open set and suppose F and its
inverse F~! are C'-smooth in B(2) \ {0} and B(2) \ K, correspondingly. We also require that F(z) = z
for z € 9 B(2). The standard example of invisibility cloaking [Greenleaf et al. 2003c; Pendry et al. 2006]
is the case when K = B(1) and the map is given by

Fo(z) = (% + 1) < (1-15)

m.
Using the map (1-14), we define a singular conductivity

(Fio)(z) forzeB(2)\K,

1-16
n(z) forz e IC, ( )

o(z)= {
where 1(z) = [7/%(x)] is any symmetric measurable matrix on K satisfying ¢/ < n(z) < ¢ with
c1, ¢ > 0. The conductivity ¢ is called the cloaking conductivity obtained from the transformation map F
and background conductivity ¢ and 7(z) is the conductivity of the cloaked (i.e., hidden) object.

In particular, choosing o to be the constant conductivity o = 1, = B(1), and F to be the map Fj given
in (1-15), we obtain the standard example of the invisibility cloaking. In dimensions n > 3, it was shown
in [Greenleaf et al. 2003c] that the Dirichlet-to-Neumann map corresponding to H!(£2)-solutions for the
conductivity (1-16) coincide with the Dirichlet-to-Neumann map for o = 1. In 2008, the analogous result
was proven in the two-dimensional case in [Kohn et al. 2008]. For cloaking results for the Helmholtz
equation with frequency k # 0 and for Maxwell’s system in dimensions n > 3, see results in [Greenleaf
et al. 2007c]. We note also that John Ball [1982] has used the push-forward by the analogous radial
blow-up maps to study the discontinuity of solutions of partial differential equations, in particular the
appearance of cavitation in nonlinear elasticity.

In the sequel, we consider cloaking results using measurements given in Definition 1.1. As we have
formulated the boundary measurements in a new way, that is, in terms of the Dirichlet-to-Neumann
forms L, associated to the class W!!(Q), we present in Section 2D the complete proof of the following
proposition, extending [Greenleaf et al. 2003c, Theorem 3]:

Theorem 1.6. (i) Let o € L°°(B(2)) be a scalar conductivity, o (x) > ¢ > 0, KK C B(2) be a relatively
compact open set with smooth boundary and

F:B(2)\{0} - B@)\K
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be a homeomorphism. Assume that F and F~" are C'-smooth in B(2)\ {0} and B(2)\ K, correspondingly,
and F|yp2) = id. Moreover, assume there is Co > 0 such that

IDF~'(x)|| < Cy forall x € B(2)\ K.

Let & be the conductivity defined in (1-16). Then the boundary measurements for 6 and o coincide in the
sense that Ly = L.

(ii) Let 6 be a cloaking conductivity of the form (1-16) obtained from the transformation map F and the
background conductivity o, where F and o satisfy the conditions in (i). Then

tr(5) ¢ L' (B(2) \ K). (1-17)

The result (1-17) is optimal in the following sense. When F is the map Fp in (1-15) and o = 1, the
eigenvalues of the cloaking conductivity & in B(2)\ B(1) behave asymptotically as |z| — 1 and (|z] —1)~!
as |z| — 1. This cloaking conductivity has so strong a degeneracy that (1-17) holds. On the other hand,

r(&) e Ll (B(2)), (1-18)

weak

where Léveak is the weak-L! space. We note that in the case when o = 1, det(¢) is identically 1 in
B(2)\ B(1).

The formula (1-18) for the blow-up map Fyp in (1-15) and Theorem 1.6 identify the borderline of the
invisibility for the trace of the conductivity: Any cloaking conductivity & satisfies tr(¢) & L'(B(2)) and
there is an example of a cloaking conductivity for which tr(6) € Liveak(B(Z)). Thus the borderline of
invisibility is the same as the border between the space L' and the weak-L! space.

1D. Counterexample 2: illusion of a nonexistent obstacle. Next we consider new counterexamples for
the inverse problem which could be considered as creating an illusion of a nonexisting obstacle. The
example is based on a radial shrinking map, that is, a mapping B(2) \ B(1) — B(2)\ {0}. The suitable
maps are the inverse maps of the blow-up maps F; : B(2) \ {0} = B(2)\ B(1), which are constructed by
Iwaniec and Martin [2001] and have the optimal smoothness. Alternative constructions for such blow-up
maps have also been proposed by Kauhanen et al. [2003]. Using the properties of these maps and defining
a conductivity oy = (F 1_1)*1 on B(2) \ {0}, we will later prove the following result.

Theorem 1.7. Let y| be a conductivity in B(2) which is identically 1 in B(2)\ B(1) and zero in B(1) and
A [1, 00] = [0, co] be any strictly increasing positive smooth function with A(1) = 0 which is sublinear

A1)
/; t—zdt < 0. (1-19)

Then there is a conductivity o1 € X (By) satisfying det(o) = 1 and

in the sense that

/ exp(A(tr(o1) +tr(o; 1)) dm(z) < 00 (1-20)
B(2)

such that Ly, = L, , i.e., the boundary measurements corresponding to oy and y| coincide.
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We observe that, for instance, the function Ay(¢) = ¢/(1 + log 1)!+¢ satisfies (1-19) and for such a
weight function, we have oy € L' (By). The proof of Theorem 1.7 is given in Section 2D.

Note that y; corresponds to the case when B(1) is a perfect insulator which is surrounded with constant
conductivity 1. Thus Theorem 1.7 can be interpreted by saying that there is a relatively weakly degenerated
conductivity satisfying integrability condition (1-20) that creates in the boundary observations an illusion
of an obstacle that does not exist (see [Lai et al. 2009] for related results based on use of negative medium).
Thus the conductivity can be considered as “electric hologram™. As the obstacle can be considered as a
“hole” in the domain, we can say also that even the topology of the domain cannot be detected. In other
words, Calderén’s program to image the conductivity inside a domain using the boundary measurements
cannot work within the class of degenerate conductivities satisfying (1-19) and (1-20).

1E. Positive results for Calderon’s inverse problem. Let us formulate our first main theorem which
deals with inverse problems for anisotropic conductivities where both the trace and the determinant of the
conductivity can be degenerate.

Theorem 1.8. Let Q C C be a bounded simply connected domain with smooth boundary. Let 01,07 € ¥.(R2)
be matrix-valued conductivities in 2 which satisfy the integrability condition

f exp(p(tro () +u(o(2)™h)) dm(z) < oo
Q
for some p > 1. Moreover, assume that

/ E(gdeto;(z))dm(z) <oo for some g >0, (1-21)
Q

where £(t) = exp(exp(exp(t1/2+t_1/2))) and Ly, = L,. Then thereis a Wllo’c1 -homeomorphism F : Q2 —
satisfying F|yq = id such that
g1 = F*O’z. (1—22)

Equation (1-22) can be stated as saying that o] and o, are the same up to a change of coordinates; that
is, the underlying manifold structures corresponding to these conductivities are the same; see [Lee and
Uhlmann 1989; Lassas and Uhlmann 2001].

In the case when the conductivities are isotropic, we can improve the result of Theorem 1.8. The
following theorem is our second main result for uniqueness of the inverse problem. For the earlier
conjectures on the problem, see [Ingerman 2000].

Theorem 1.9. Let Q2 C C be a bounded simply connected domain with smooth boundary. If o1, 05 € £(2)
are isotropic conductivities, i.e., 0;(z) = y;(2)1, y;j(2) € [0, o] satisfying
/ exp(exp(q (yj () + L))) dm(z) < oo forsomeq >0, (1-23)
Q Y (@)
and Ly, = Lg,, then o1 = 03.

Let us next consider anisotropic conductivities with bounded determinant but more degenerate ellipticity

function K, (z) defined in (1-5), and ask how far can we then generalize Theorem 1.8. Motivated by the
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counterexample given in Theorem 1.7, we consider the following class: we say that o € ¥ (£2) has an (at
most) exponentially degenerated anisotropy with a weight A, denoted o € T 4 := L 4(Q), if 0 (z) € R?>*?

for a.e. z € Q and

/ exp(A(tro +tr(c™ 1)) dm(z) < cc. (1-24)
Q

In view of Theorem 1.7, for obtaining uniqueness for the inverse problem, we need to consider weights
that are strictly increasing positive smooth functions A : [1, co] — [0, oo], A(1) = 0, with

o
/1 % dt = 00 and tA(t) > oo ast— 00. (1-25)
We say that A has almost linear growth if (1-25) holds. The point here is the first condition, that is, the
divergence of the integral. The second condition is a technicality, which is satisfied by all weights one
encounters in practice (which do not oscillate too much); the condition guarantees that the Sobolev-gauge
function P(t) defined below in (1-26) is equivalent to a convex function for large ¢; see [Astala et al.
2009, Lemma 20.5.4].

Note, in particular, that affine weights A(¢) = pt — p, p > 0, satisfy the condition (1-25). To develop
uniqueness results for inverse problems within the class X 4, the first problems we face are to establish the
right Sobolev—Orlicz regularity for the solutions u of finite energy, A,[u] < 0o, and to solve the Dirichlet
problem with given boundary values.

To start with this, we need the counterpart of the gauge Q(¢) defined in (1-8). In the case of a general
weight A, we define

1 for0 <1 <1,

P@)= 2 (1-26)
—— fort>1,
A~ (log(t%))

where A~! is the inverse function of A. As an example, note that if A is affine, A(t) = pt — p for
some number p > 0, then the condition (1-24) takes us back to the exponentially integrable distortion of
Theorem 1.8, while P(¢) = tz(l +(1/p) log* (tz))fl is equivalent to the gauge function Q(¢) used in (1-8).

The inequalities (1-7) corresponding to the case when A is affine can be generalized for the following
result holding for general gauge A satisfying (1-25).

Lemma 1.10. Suppose u € Wl’l(Q) and A satisfies the almost linear growth condition (1-25). Then

loc

f (P(IVul) + P(loVul)) dm < 2/
Q

Ao+ ™D) gy 7y 4 2/ Vu-oVudm
o Q

for every measurable function of symmetric matrices o (z) € R**2,

Proof. We have, in fact, pointwise estimates. For these, note first that the conditions for A(¢) imply that
P (1) < 1* for every 1 > 0. Hence, if |Vu(z)|* < exp A(tro (z) + tr(c ~' (2))) then

P(IVu(@)]) <exp A(tro (2) +tr(o ™' (2))). (1-27)
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If, however, |Vu(z)|> > exp A(tro(z) +tr(o ! (z))), then

C Vu@P? Vu())?
PAVHED = oo o = oy S VM@ 0@V, (1-28)

Thus at a.e. z € 2, we have
P(IVu@))) <exp A(tro(2) +tr(c ™' (2))) + Vu(z) - 0 (2) Vu(z). (1-29)

Similar arguments give pointwise bounds for P (|o(z)Vu(z)]). Summing these estimates and integrating
these pointwise estimates over 2 proves the claim. (I

In the following, we say that u € WIL’CI(Q) is in the Orlicz space whP(Q) if

/ P(|IVu(2)|) dm(z) < oo.
Q

There are further important reasons that make the gauge P (¢) a natural and useful choice. For instance,
in constructing a minimizer for the energy A, [u], we are faced with the problem of possible equicontinuity
of Sobolev functions with A, [«] uniformly bounded. In view of Lemma 1.10, this is reduced to describing
those weight functions .A(¢) for which the condition P(|Vu(z)|) € LY() implies that the continuity
modulus of u# can be estimated. As we will see later in (3-14), this follows for weakly monotone functions u
(in particular, for homeomorphisms), as soon as the divergence condition

~Pay

is satisfied; that is, P(¢) has almost quadratic growth. In fact, note that the divergence of the integral
floo (.A(t)/tz) dt is equivalent to

/ H”mzlf Amm:lf AD 4 oo (1-31)
1 3 21 t 21 12

where we have used the substitution A(s) = log(tz). Thus the condition (1-25) is directly connected to
the smoothness properties of solutions of finite energy for conductivities satisfying (1-24).

We are now ready to formulate our third main theorem for uniqueness for the inverse problem, which
gives a sharp result for singular anisotropic conductivities with a determinant bounded from above and
below by positive constants.

Theorem 1.11. Let Q C C be a bounded simply connected domain with smooth boundary and
A :[1, 00) — [0, 00) be a strictly increasing smooth function satisfying the almost linear growth condi-
tion (1-25). Let o1, 0, € X (S2) be matrix-valued conductivities in Q2 which satisfy the integrability condition

/ exp(A(tra(z) +tr(a(z)_1))) dm(z) < oo. (1-32)
Q

Moreover, suppose that ¢ < det(0;(z2)) < c2, withz € 2, j =1, 2, for some c1,c2 > 0, and Ly, = L,.
Then there is a WIL’CI -homeomorphism F : Q — Q satisfying F|yq = id such that

o1 = F,o.
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‘We note that the determination of o from L, in Theorems 1.8, 1.9, and 1.11 is constructive in the
sense that one can write an algorithm which constructs o from A, . For example, for nondegenerate scalar
conductivities, such a construction has been numerically implemented in [Astala et al. 2011].

Let us next discuss the borderline of the visibility somewhat formally. Below we say that a conductivity
is visible if there is an algorithm which reconstructs the conductivity o from the boundary measure-
ments L., possibly up to a change of coordinates. In other words, for visible conductivities, one can use
the boundary measurements to produce an image of the conductivity in the interior of 2 in some deformed
coordinates. For simplicity, let us consider conductivities with deto bounded from above and below.
Then, Theorems 1.7 and 1.11 can be interpreted by saying that the almost linear growth condition (1-25)
for the weight function A gives the borderline of visibility for the trace of the conductivity matrix: If A
satisfies (1-25), the conductivities satisfying the integrability condition (1-32) are visible. However, if A
does not satisfy (1-25), we can construct a conductivity in €2 satisfying the integrability condition (1-32)
which appears as if an obstacle (which does not exist in reality) would have been included in the domain.

Thus the borderline of the visibility is between any spaces X 4, and X 4,, where 4, satisfies condi-
tion (1-25) and A, does not satisfy it. Examples of such gauge functions are A4, (¢) =t (1 4 log 1)~! and
Ax(t) =t(14+logt)~!'=¢ with & > 0.

Summarizing the results, in terms of the trace of the conductivity, we have identified the borderline
of visible conductivities and the borderline of invisibility cloaking conductivities. Moreover, these
borderlines are not the same and between the visible and the invisibility cloaking conductivities, there are
conductivities creating electric holograms.

2. Proofs for the existence and uniqueness of the solution of the direct problem
and for the counterexamples

First we show that under the conditions (1-24) and (1-25), the Dirichlet problem for the conductivity
equation admits a unique solution u with finite energy A, [u].

2A. The Dirichlet problem. In this section we prove Theorem 1.4. In fact, we prove it in a more general
setting than it was stated.
Theorem 2.1. Let 0 € X 4(2), where A satisfies the almost linear growth condition (1-25). Then, if
h e HY?(3RQ) is such that Ly[h] < 00 and X = {v € WHI(Q) : v|yq = h), there is a unique w € X
satisfying (1-10). Moreover, w satisfies the conductivity equation

V.oVw=0 inQ 2-1)
in the sense of distributions, and has the regularity w € W (Q).

Proof For N > 0, define Qy = {x € Q: lo@®)|| + o (x)"!|| < N}. Let w, € X be such that
lim A [w,]=Co=inf{As[v]:ve X} =Ls[h] <0

n—oo

and A,[w,] < Co+ 1. Then by Lemma 1.10,

/P(Ian(X)I)dm(X)+/ P(lo (x)Vw, (X)) dm(x) =2(C1 +Co+1) = C, (2-2)
Q Q
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where
Ci =/ e AKQ@) dm(z).
Q

By [Astala et al. 2009, Lemmas 20.5.3, 20.5.4], there is a convex and unbounded function @ : [0, co) — R
such that

O(1) < P(t) +co =29(1)

with some ¢ > 0 and moreover, the function ¢ — ®(#>/8) is convex and increasing. This implies that
P(t) > c118/% — ¢, for some ¢; > 0, ¢; € R. Thus (2-2) yields that for all 1 < g < 8/5,

IVwnllpeq) < C3=C3(q, Co, C1) fornelZy.
Using the Poincaré inequality in L9 (2) and that (w, — w)|sq = 0, we see that
lwn —willa¢q) = C4Cs.

Thus, there is Cs such that [|w, || y1.4(q) < Cs for all n. By restricting to a subsequence of (w,);2 ;, which
we denote in the sequel also by w,, we see, using the Banach—Alaoglu theorem, that w,, converges as
n — oo to a limit in W'9(2). We denote this limit by w. As W4 (Q) embeds compactly to H*(2) for
s <21 —q‘l), we see that |w, — w| g5 — 0asn — oo forall s € (%, ?T) Thus w, |y — wyq in
H*~12(3Q) as n — oo. This implies that w|yn = h and w € X. Moreover, for any N > 0,

1 |Vw,,()c)|2 dm(x) < / Vw,(x) -ocx)Vw,(x)dm(x) < Cy+ 1.

N QN QN

This implies that Vw,|q, are uniformly bounded in L?(Qy). Thus by restricting to a subsequence,
we can assume that Vw,|q, converges weakly in L?(Qy)? as n — oo. Clearly, the weak limit must

1/2
Vi (/ V-chdm)
Qy

in L2(Qn)? is weakly lower semicontinuous, we see that

be Vw|gq, . Since the norm

/ Vw(x) -o(x)Vw(x)dm(x) < liminf/ Vw,(x) -ocx)Vw,(x)dm(x) < Cy.
Qn n—oo Jo.

As this holds for all N, we see by applying the monotone convergence theorem as N — oo that (1-10)
holds. Thus w is a minimizer of A, in X.

By the above, 0 Vw,, — o Vw weakly in L*(Qy) as n — oo for all N. As noted above, there is a
convex function @ : [0, co) — R such that

D)< P@{)+co<2d(t), co>0,

and ®(¢) is increasing for large values of ¢. Thus it follows from the semicontinuity results for integral op-
erators, [Attouch et al. 2006, Theorem 13.1.2], Lebesgue’s monotone convergence theorem, and (2-2) that
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/(CI>(|Vw|)+d>(|an|)) dm(x) < lim liminf/ (d>(|an|)+CI>(|Uan|)) dm
Q N—oo n—>o0 Qv

< lim liminf/ (P(IVwn)) + P(loVwy|)) dm + 2¢o |
Qy

N—oo n—>0o0
< Car+2¢0|€2.

It follows from the above and the inequality P(t) > ¢ 1873 — ¢5 that o (x) Vw(x) € L'(R2). Consider next
peCP(RQ). Asw+tgp e X, t €R, and as w is a minimizer of A, in X, it follows that

dt

This shows that the conductivity equation (2-1) is valid in the sense of distributions.

iAU[w +1¢l|,_, = 2f Vo (x)-o@x)Vw(x)dm(x) =0.
Q

Next, assume that w and w are both minimizers of A, in X. Using the convexity of A, we see that then
the second derivative of  — A, [tw + (1 —t)w] vanishes at = 0. This implies that V(w — w) = 0 for a.e.
x € Q. As w and w coincide at the boundary, this yields that w = w and thus the minimizer is unique. [J

The fact that the minimizer w is continuous will be proven in the next subsection.

2B. The Beltrami equation. It is natural to ask if the minimizer w in (1-10) is the only solution of finite
o-energy A, [w] to the boundary value problem

V.-oVw=0 1in L,
(2-3)
wlye = h.

It turns out that this is the case and to prove this we introduce one of the basic tools in this work, the
Beltrami differential equation.
To this end, recall the Hodge-star operator *, which in two dimensions is just the rotation

. 0 —1
~\1 0/
Note that V - (*Vw) = 0 for all w € WH1(Q) and recall that Q C C is simply connected. If o (x) =
[ajk(x)]i i1 € Z.4(R), where A satisfies (1-19), and if u € W!!(Q) is a distributional solution to the
conductivity equation

V.o(x)Vu(x) =0, (2-4)

then by Lemma 1.10, we have P(Vu), P(cVu) € L'(Q) and thus in particular cVu € LY(DQ). By (2-4)
and the Poincaré lemma, there is a function v € W'!(Q) such that

Vv =x%x0(x)Vu(x). (2-5)
Then
V.o*(x)Vuv=0 in&, oF(x)=xo(x) "« . (2-6)
In particular, the above shows that u, v € W' (Q). Moreover, an explicit calculation (see, e.g., [Astala
et al. 2009, Formula (16.20)]) reveals that the function f = u + iv satisfies

Of=pnd f+vo.f, (2-7)
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where
o2 gl _2jg!2 1 —det(o)

T+ tr(o) +det(o)’ "7 +tr(o) +det(o)’

7 (2-8)
and 9z = $(dx, +1i0y,) with 9, = 1(dx, — i y,). Note that |uu(z)| + |[v(z)| < 1 for a.e. z. Summarizing,
for o € £ 4(€2), any distributional solution u € WL1(Q) of (2-4) is the real part of a solution f of (2-7).
Conversely, the real part of any solution f € W!!(Q) of (2-7) satisfies (2-4), while the imaginary part is
a solution to (2-6) and as o € X 4(R2), (2-4)—(2-6) and Lemma 1.10 yield that u, v € WLP(Q), and hence
fewhP(Q).

Furthermore, the ellipticity bound of o (z) is closely related to the distortion of the mapping f. Indeed,
in the case when o (z9) = diag(A1, A2), a direct computation shows that

1

and K, (z) is the ellipticity of o (z) defined in (1-5). Using the chain rule for the complex derivatives,

which can be written as
dwoF)=(v)o F-0F 4+ (dv)o F-3F, (2-10)

d(voF)=(0v)oF-0F + (dv)o F-9F, (2-11)

we see that |1 (z)| and |v(z)| do not change in an orthogonal rotation of the coordinate axis, z +— @z,

where @ € C, || = 1. Since, for any z¢ € Q2 there exists an orthogonal rotation of the coordinate axis so

that matrix o (z¢) is diagonal in the rotated coordinates, we see that the identity (2-9) holds for all zg € Q.
Equation (2-7) is also equivalent to the Beltrami equation

If(2) =[(2) 3f (z) inQ, (2-12)

with the Beltrami coefficient

—
() = {M(Z)+V(Z) 9z f (x)(9z f (x)) %f 9 f(x) #0, (2-13)
n(z) if 9, f(x) =0
satisfying |f1(z)| < |u(z)| + |v(z)| pointwise. We define the distortion of f at z to be
K, )= K@ = 2D g o), zeq. (2-14)
1 —|a(z)]

Below we will also use the notation K (z, f) = K ¢(2).
In the sequel we will use frequently these different interpretations of the Beltrami equation. Note that

1+ a(2)]

K ’ = T <,

@ D=1
so that .
3 3

K. ) 1+10

S afl—1afl
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As ||Df11? = (|af| + 10 f)? and J(z, f) = |3f|> — |8 f|?, this yields the distortion equality (see, e.g.,
[Astala et al. 2009, Formula (20.3)])

IDf@I? =Kz /I f) forae zeQ. (2-15)

We will use extensively the fact that if a homeomorphism F : Q@ — @/, F € Wh(Q), is a finite
distortion mapping with the distortion Kr € L'(€2) then by [Hencl et al. 2005] or [Astala et al. 2009,
Theorem 21.1.4] the inverse function H = F~! : @ — Qs in Wh2(Q) and its derivative DH satisfies

I DHI| 20y < 21K F Il (2-16)

(DN

We will also need a few basic notions (see [Astala et al. 2009]) from the theory of Beltrami equations.
As the coefficients u, v are defined only in the bounded domain €2, outside 2 we set u(z) =v(z) =0
and o (z) = 1, and consider global solutions to (2-7) in C. In particular, we consider the case when 2 is
the unit disc D = B(1). We say that a solution f € W,"'(C) of (2-7) in z € C is a principal solution if

loc

(1) f:C — Cis a homeomorphism of C and
(2) f2)=z+0(/z) as z — o0.

The existence of principal solutions is a fundamental fact that holds true in quite wide generality. Further,
with the principal solution one can classify all solutions, of sufficient regularity, to the Beltrami equation.
These facts are summarized in the following version of Stoilow’s factorization theorem (see [Astala et al.
2009, Theorem 20.5.2] for the proof).

Theorem 2.2. Suppose 1 (z) is supported in the unit disk D, | (z)| < 1 a.e. and

1+ |p(2)]
1= pn@)l
where A satisfies the almost linear growth condition (1-25). Then the equation

/DCXP(A(KM(Z))) dm(z) <oo, Ku(z)=

AP (z) = u(z) 9d(z), zeC, (2-17)
D) =z4+01/z) asz— o0, (2-18)

has a unique solution in ® € WLI(C). The solution ® : C — C is a homeomorphism and satisfies

loc
(OIS WlI)LP (©). Moreover, when 21 C C is open, every solution of the equation

If () =n@df(2), zeQi, (2-19)

with the regularity f € Wla’CP(Q 1), can be written as f = H o ®, where ® is the solution to (2-17)—(2-18)
and H is a holomorphic function in Q) = ®(L2).

Below we combine this result with the Poincaré lemma to analyze the solutions of the conductivity
equation in the simply connected domain €2.

Corollary 2.3. Let o € T 4(R), where A satisfies (1-25), and u € W,.;! () satisfy

V-oVu=0 inQ and /Vu(x)-a(x)Vu(x)dm(x) < 0. (2-20)
Q
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Then there exists a homeomorphism ® : C — C, @ € Wlf)’cp (©), and a harmonic function w, defined in the
domain Q' = ®(RQ), such that u = w o ®. In particular, u : Q — R is continuous.

Proof. Let v € Wl:)’cl (€2) be the conjugate function of u, described in (2-5), and set f = u + iv. Then by
Lemma 1.10, we have f € WP (Q), and Theorem 2.2 yields that f = H o ®, where ® : C — Cis a
homeomorphism with ® € Wlt’CP (C) and H is holomorphic in ®(£2). Thus the real part u = (Re H) o ®
has the required factorization with w = Re H. O

Theorem 2.1 and Corollary 2.3 yield Theorem 1.4.

2C. Invariance of the Dirichlet-to-Neumann form under coordinate transformations. In this section,
we assume that o € ¥ 4(2), where A satisfies (1-25). We say that F : Q — Q' satisfies the condition N/
if for any measurable set £ C 2, we have |E| =0 = |F(E)| = 0. Also, we say that F satisfies the
condition A"~ ! if for any measurable set E C 2, we have |F(E)| =0 = |E| =0.

Let o0 € £ 4(C) be such that o is constantly 1 in C\ Q2. Let

_ O’ll(Z)—O'ZZ(Z)+2iO']2(Z)
~ ol(2) +02(2) +2/deto (2)

be the Beltrami coefficient associated to the isothermal coordinates corresponding to o; see, e.g., [Sylvester
1990; Astala et al. 2009, Theorem 10.1.1]. A direct computation shows that K;(z) = K (z) and thus

a(z)

(2-21)

exp(A(K)) € Lj.(C),

and by Theorem 2.2, there exists a homeomorphism F : C — C satisfying (2-17)—(2-18) with the Beltrami
coefficient ft such that F € WIL’CP (©). Due to the choice of i, the conductivity F, o is isotropic; see, e.g.,
[Sylvester 1990; Astala et al. 2009, Theorem 10.1.1]. Let us next consider the properties of the map F.
First, as

exp(A(K)) € Lj.(C),

it follows from [Kauhanen et al. 2003] that the function F satisfies the condition A/. Moreover, the fact
that Kr = Kj € LlloC (C) implies by (2-16) that its inverse H = F ~lisin WIL’CZ(C). This yields by [Astala
et al. 2009, Theorem 3.3.7] that F~! satisfies the condition V. In particular, the above yields that both F
and F~! are in Wli’cp (C).

The following lemma formulates the invariance of the Dirichlet-to-Neumann forms in the diffeomor-

phisms satisfying the above properties.

Lemma 2.4. Assume that 2,  C C are bounded, simply connected domains with smooth boundaries
and that o € L 4(2) and 6 € & A(ﬁ), where A satisfies (1-25). Let F : Q2 — Qbea homeomorphism so
that F and F~' are W'-* -smooth and F satisfies conditions N and N'~'. Assume that F and F~' are
C'-smooth near the boundary and assume that p = F|yq is C2-smooth. Also, suppose & = F,o. Then

Ls[h] = Lo[hop]

forall h € H'/2(3).
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Proof. As F has the properties A" and N'~!, we have the area formula
/~ H(y)dm(y) = / H(F(x))J(x, F)dm(x) (2-22)
Q Q

for all simple functions H : Q— C, where J (x, F) is the Jacobian determinant of F at x. Thus (2-22)
holds for all H € L'(2).

Leth e Hl/z(afi) and assume that L [fz] <o0. Letii: Q2 — R be the unique minimizer of As[v] in
X = {ve Wl’l(ﬁ) (Uyy = h}. Then ii is the solution of the conductivity equation

V.-6Vi=0, iilys=h. (2-23)

QN

We define h = ho Flygandu =iio F : Q — C.

By Corollary 2.3, i can be written in the form & = w o 5, where w is harmonic and G € WIL’CI (C)isa
homeomorphism G:C—C.

By the Gehring—Lehto theorem (see [Astala et al. 2009, Corollary 3.3.3]), a homeomorphism F e WIL’CI(Q)
is differentiable almost everywhere in €2, say in the set Q2 \ A, where A has Lebesgue measure zero.
Similar arguments for G show that G and the solution i are differentiable almost everywhere, say in the
set 2\ A’, where A’ has Lebesgue measure zero.

Since F has the property N’ ™!, we see that A” = A’UF~!(A’) C Q has measure zero, and for x € Q\ A”,
the chain rule gives

Du(x) = (Du)(F(x)) - DF (x). (2-24)

Note that the facts that F' is a map with an exponentially integrable distortion and that # is a real part of a
map with an exponentially integrable distortion, do not generally imply, at least according to the knowledge
of the authors, that their composition u is in WIL’CI (€2). To overcome this problem, we define for m > 1,

G = |y € @ IDF' W+ IDF(F OD + 16 W)l + IVEM)| < m)

and 2, = F~1(Q,). Then Vulg € L(RQ,,) and ||o|| < m> in Q,,; see (1-13).

m

Now for any m > 0,

[ V)60V dmy) < Asli) < . (2:25)
Qp
Due to the definition of 6 = F, o, we see by using formulae (2-22) and (2-24) that

/QVM(JC)-O(X)VM(X)dm(X)=/S~2 Vi(y) -6 (y)Vi(y) dm(y). (2-26)

m

Letting m — oo and using the monotone convergence theorem, we see that
/ Vu(x)-o(x)Vu(x)dm(x) = /~ Viu(y) -6 (y)Vi(y)dm(y) = As[u] < oo. (2-27)
Q Q

By Lemma 1.10, this implies that u € W' (Q) c WH1(Q).
Clearly, as p = F|yq is C2-smooth, h :=ho F € H'/2(3Q) and u|yq = h. Thus

ueX={wewh ' (Q):wlyq =h.
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Since u is a minimizer of A; in X, and u satisfies

Ao lul < Aslit) = Ls (h),
we see that
L,[h] < L[h].

Changing the roles of 6 and o, we obtain an opposite inequality, and prove the claim. U

In particular, if 0 € X 4(R2),6 € & A(ﬁ) and F are as in Lemma 2.4 and in addition to that, o and & are
bounded near 92 and 9 respectively and p = Flyq: 092 — 9% is C2-smooth, then the quadratic forms
L, and L; can be written in terms of the Dirichlet-to-Neumann maps A, : H'/ 20Q) - H V2(3Q) and
As: Hl/z(aﬁ) — H—l/z(as’z) as in formula (1-4). Then, Lemma 2.4 implies that

As = oo, (2-28)
where p, A, is the push-forward of A, in p defined by

(e Do) () = j - (Ao (R0 p))op™)

forh € H1/2(88~2), where j(z) is the Jacobian of the map ol IR — Q.

2D. Counterexamples revisited. In this section we give the proofs of the claims stated in Section 1B.
We start by proving Theorem 1.6. Since the change of variables used in the integration is singular, we
present the arguments in detail.

Proof of Theorem 1.6. (i) Our aim is first to show that we have L,[h] < Ls[h] and then to prove the
opposite inequality. The proofs of these inequalities are based on different techniques due to the fact
that & is not even in L' (B(2)).
LetO <r <2 and
K@) = KU F(B(r)).

Moreover, let 6, be a conductivity that coincides with & in B(2) \ (r) and is zero in (7). Similarly,
let o, be a conductivity that coincides with o in B(2) \ B(r) and is zero in B(r). For these conductivities,
we define the quadratic forms A” : WLL(B(2)) = R4 U{0, oo} and A" WL (B(2)) = R U{0, 0o},

Ar[v]=/ ~ Vv-oVvdm(x), A’[v]:f Vv-oVvdm(x).
B()\B(r) B2)\K(r)

If we minimize A’ [v] over v € W1 (B(2)) with v, B(2) = h, we see that minimizers exist and that the
restriction of any minimizer to B(2) \ K(r) is the function i, € W12(B(2) \ K(r)) satisfying

V.oV, =0 in B(2)\ K(r), Uurlap) = h, V-0 Vi) = 0.

Analogous equations hold for the minimizer u” of A”. As ¢ in B(2) \ B(r) and ¢ in B(ZTIC(;’) are
bounded from above and below by positive constants, we see using the change of variables and the chain
rule that

Lo [h]=Ls [h] forh e H/*(dB(2)). (2-29)
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As o(x) > o,(x) and 6 (x) > 6,(x) for all x € B(2),
Lo[h] = Lo,[h], Lslh]l= Lg,[h]. (2-30)

Let us consider the minimization problem (1-3) for o. It is solved by the unique minimizer u €
WU1(B(2)) satisfying
V.-oVu=0 in B(Z), M|aB(2)=h.

As 0,071 € L®(B(2)), we have u € W"2(B(2)) and Morrey’s theorem [1938] yields that the solution u
is C%“-smooth in the open ball B(2) for some o > 0. Thus u| B(R) 18 in the Royden algebra

R(B(R)) = C(B(R)) N L*(B(R)) N W"*(B(R))

for all R < 2; see [Astala et al. 2009, p. 77].

By, e.g., [Iwaniec and Martin 2001, p. 443], for any 0 < R < 2, the p-capacity of the disc B(r) in
B(R) goes to zero as r — O for all p > 1. Using this, and that u € W12(B(2)) C L4(B(2)) for g < 0o,
we see that (see [Kohn et al. 2008] for explicit estimates in the case when o = 1)

lil‘% Lo, [h] = Ls[h];

that is, the effect of an insulating disc of radius r in the boundary measurements vanishes as » — 0. This
and the inequalities (2-29) and (2-30) yield Ls[h] > L,[h]. Next we consider the opposite inequality.

Letii =uoF~'in B2Q)\K. As Fisa homeomorphism, we see that if x — 0 then d(F(x), ) - 0
and vice versa. Thus, as u is continuous at zero, we see that i € C(B(2) \ K'™) and i has the constant
value u(0) on K. Moreover, as F~! € C!(B(2) \ K), we have | DF~!|| < Cyin B(2) \ K and u is in the
Royden algebra R(B(R)) for all R < 2; we have by [Astala et al. 2009, Theorem 3.8.2] that the chain
rule holds implying that Dit = ((Du) o F~')- DF ' a.e.in B(2) \ K. Let 0 < R’ < R” < 2. Then

|Du(z)| < CollDu|| forz € F(B(R"))\ K.

C(B(R")

As F and F~! are C'-smooth up to d B(2), we have it e W1 (B(2)\ B(R’)). These give it € W1 (B(2)\K).
Let o € WI1(B(2)) be a function that coincides with & in B(2) \ K and with «(0) in K.

Again, using the chain rule and the area formula as in the proof of Lemma 2.4, we see that A’ [§] = A" [u]
for r > 1. Applying the monotone convergence theorem twice, we obtain

Lz[h] < Az[v] = lin}) AT[D] = lin}) A"[u] = L,[h]. (2-31)

As we have already proven the opposite inequality, this proves the claim (i).

(i1) Assume that ¢ is a cloaking conductivity obtained by the transformation map F and the background
conductivity o € L>*(B(2)), o > c¢1 > 0, but that opposite to the claim, we have tr(¢) € L'(B(2) \ K).
Using formula (1-6) and the facts det(6) = det(c o F' ~1) is bounded from above and below by strictly
positive constants and tr(5) € L' (B(2) \ K), we see that

tr(6~Y) = tr(6)/det(6) € L' (B(2) \ K).
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Hence by Lemma 1.2, K; € L'(B(2)\K). Let G : B(2)\ K — B(2) \ {0} be the inverse map of F. Using
the formulas (1-5), (1-13), and (2-15), we see that

IDF(x) -0 (x) - DFQ)'Il IDF@)I>  Krx)

_ —1
J(x, F) 2 e hKm - Ko Yo FO

loIl =
As Kg = Kr o F~! (see [Astala et al. 2009, Formula (2.15)] and le VIl < Kz(y)), the above yields
K € L'(B(2) \ K). Hence, we see using (2-16) that F = G~! is in WH2(B(2) \ {0}) and

IDF| <2[|Kcl

(B\{0}) (B\K)

By the removability of singularities in Sobolev spaces (see [Kilpeldinen et al. 2000]), this implies that
F: B(2)\ {0} = B(2)\ K can be extended to a function F**': B(2) — C, F**' ¢ WL2(B(2)). As the distor-
tion Ky of the map F is finite a.e., the map F' is also a finite distortion map; see [Astala et al. 2009, Defi-
nition 20.0.3]. Thus, as F*' ¢ WIL’CZ(B (2)), it follows from the continuity theorem of finite distortion maps
[Astala et al. 2009, Theorem 20.1.1] or [Manfredi 1994] that F**': B(2) — C is continuous. Let yo = F(0).
Then the set F*'(B(2)) = (B(2) \ K) U {yo} is not closed as dK contains more that one point and thus it
is not compact. This is a contradiction with the fact that F**' is continuous. This proves the claim (ii). [J

Next we prove the claim concerning the last counterexample.

Proof of Theorem 1.7. Let us start by reviewing the properties of the Iwaniec—Martin maps. Let
Ajp 1 [1, oo] — [0, oo] be a strictly increasing positive smooth function with A (1) = 0 which satisfies the
condition (1-19). Then by [Iwaniec and Martin 2001, Theorem 11.2.1], there exists a Wl’l—horneomorphism
F : B(2)\ {0} — B(2)\ B(1) with Beltrami coefficient y satisfying

1+ |p(2)]
1—|u@!

The function F can be obtained using the construction procedure of [Astala et al. 2009, Section 20.3]

/ exp(Al(KM(z))) dm(z) < oo, where K, (2) := (2-32)
B(2)\{0}

(see [Iwaniec and Martin 2001, Theorem 11.2.1] for the original construction) as follows: Let S(¢) be
solution of the equation

A(S@) =1+1logt™"), 0<t<1. (2-33)

Then S : (0, 1] — [1, o0) is a well-defined decreasing function, S(1) = 1 and with suitably chosen c¢; > 0,

the function
z Sodt
F(z) = E,O(IZI), p(s)=1+c (GXP(/O m) - 1), (2-34)

is a homeomorphism F : B(2)\ {0} — B(2)\B(1). We say that F is the Iwaniec—Martin map corresponding
to the weight function A4, (¢).

Next let A : [1, oco] — [0, oo] be a strictly increasing positive smooth function with .4(1) = 0 which
satisfies the condition (1-19) and let F; be the Iwaniec—Martin map corresponding to the weight function

Ai(t) = A(4r).
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Using the inverse of the map Fi, we define o1 = (F| 1)*1 on B(2) \ {0} and consider this function as
an a.e. defined measurable function on B(2). Using the definition of push-forward, (2-32), we see that
det(oq) =1 and

Ko (2) = K(F ' (2), FT1) = K (2).

Thus Lemma 1.2 and the fact that F satisfies (2-32) with the weight function A, (¢) = .A(4t) yield that o
satisfies (1-20) with the weight function A(?).

Recall that the conductivity y; is identically 1 in B(2) \ B(1) and zero in B(1). Next, we consider the
minimization problem (1-3) with the conductivities y; and oy. To this end, we make analogous definitions
to the proof of Theorem 1.6. For 1 < r < 2, let y, be a conductivity that is 1 in B(2) \ B(r) and is zero
in B(r). Similarly, let o, be a conductivity that coincides with o in B(2)\ B(r —1) and is zero in B(r —1).

As in (2-29) and (2-30), we see for h € H'/>(3B(2)) and r > 1, that

Lcr, [h] = Ly, [h]v La, [h] =< LU] [h], Ly, [h] =< Ly1 [h] (2‘35)

Let h € H/2(3B(2)). For 1 <r < 2, the solution of the boundary value problem

Aw, =0 in B(2)\B(r), wrlapR) = h, dhwrlypr) =0
. _ 2 . .
satisfies L, [h] = ||Vwr||L2(B(2)\E(r)) and it is easy to see that
lim Ly, [h] = Ly, [h] for € H'2(3B(2)). (2-36)

Let w = w;. Note that w € W'2(B(2) \ B(1)).
Let us consider the function v = w o F;. As F; is C'-smooth in B(2) \ {0} and the function w is
C'-smooth in B(R)\ B(1) forall 1 < R < 2, we have by the chain rule that

Dv(x) = (Dw)(Fi(x)) - DF1(x)
for all x € B(2) \ {0}. As Dw € L>(B(2)\ B(R)) and Dw € L®¥(B(R) \ B(1)) forall 1 < R <2, and

p(x0)

DF(x) = ]

(I = P(x)+p'(IxDP(x),

where

P(x):yr |x|72(x-y)x

is the projector to the radial direction at the point x, using (2-34) we see that | DF;(x)|| < C|x|~! with
some C > 0 and

Dve LP(B()\{0}) forany pe(1,2). (2-37)

Thus ve W7 (B(2)\{0}) with any p € (1, 2) and by the removability of singularities in Sobolev spaces (see,
e.g., [Kilpeldinen et al. 2000, Theorem 4.6 and p. 241]), the function v can be considered as a measurable
function in B(2) for which v € W!?(B(2)). Thus v is in the domain of definition of the quadratic form A, .
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Asw e CY(B(R)\ B(1)) forall 1 < R <2 and F; is C'-smooth in B(2) \ B(1)), we can again use
the chain rule, the area formula, and the monotone convergence theorem to obtain

Ly [h] < Ag [v] = lim lim Vv-o1Vvdm(x)
R=2p=0JB(R)\B(p)

= lim lim _ Vw-yVwdm(x) = Ly, [h]. (2-38)
R—=>2p=>0JF (B(R)\B(p))

Next, consider the inequality opposite to (2-38). We have by (2-35) and (2-36) that
Lo [h] > 1irr} Lo [h] = lirr% L, [h]l=L,[h]. (2-39)

The above inequalities prove the claim. ([l

3. Complex geometric optics solutions

In what follows, we assume that A satisfies the almost linear growth condition (1-25).

3A. Existence and properties of the complex geometric optics solutions. Let us start with the observa-
tion that if oy € X (€2¢) is a conductivity in a smooth simply connected domain g C C, and o is a
conductivity in a larger smooth domain €2; which coincides with o in €9 and is 1 in €1 \ o, then L,
determines L, by the formula

Lm[h]=inf{/ Vo> dm(2) + Loy [vlag,] | v e W1\ Q) v|agl=h}-
Q1\&0

This observation implies that we may consider inverse problems by assuming that the conductivity o is
the identity near 02 without loss of generality. Also, we may assume that 2 = D, which we do below.
We note that boundary values of the isotropic conductivity can also be directly determined from A, ; see
[Alessandrini 1990].

The main result of this section is the following uniqueness and existence theorem for the complex
geometrical optics solutions.

Theorem 3.1. Let 0 € X 4(C) be a conductivity such that o (x) = 1 for x € C\ Q. Then for every k € C,
there is a unique solution u( -, k) € Wlf)’cp (C), where P is given in (1-26), for

V.- 0(z2)V,u(z,k)=0 in C, (3-1)
u(z, k) = eikz<1 —i—O(%)) as |z| = oo. (3-2)

We point out that the regularity u € WIL’CP (C) is optimal in the sense that the standard slightly stronger
assumption u € Wli)’cz((C) would not be valid for the solutions; see [Astala et al. 2009, Section 20.4.6].

We prove Theorem 3.1 in several steps. Recalling the reduction to the Beltrami equation (2-7), we
start with the following lemma, where we define

B4(D) = {M € L¥(0)

supp(u) C D, 0 < u(x) < 1 ae., and / exp(A(K,(z)))dm(z) < oo}.
D
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Lemma 3.2. Assume that u € BAo(D) and f € WIL’CP (C) satisfies

3f(2) = u(z)df (2) fora.e. 7 €C, (3-3)
f@=pe*(1+0(2)) forlzl = oo, (-4)

where B € C\ {0} and k € C. Then
f@) =B, (3-5)

where & € WI’P((C) is a homeomorphism ® : C — C, AP (z) = 0 for|z| > 1, K(z, ®) = K(z, f) for

loc
a.e. z€C,and

D) =1+ 0(%) for 2] = oo (3-6)
Proof. By Theorem 2.2, we have for f the Stoilow factorization f = h o ®, where h : C — Cis a
holomorphic function and & is the principal solution of (3-3). This and the formulae (3-4) and (3-6) imply

hO@) [

Beik®@ . Beik®@) — 1 when |z| = o0.

Thus, h(¢) = Be'*s for all ¢ € C, and f has the representation (3-5). The claimed properties of ® follow
from the formula (3-5) and the similar properties of f. U

Next we consider case where 8 = 1. Below we will use the fact that if ® : C — C is a homeomorphism
such that ® € W, (C), we have ®(z) —z =o0(1) as z — oo and that if ® is analytic outside the disc B(r),

loc

r > 0, then by [Astala et al. 2009, Theorem 2.10.1 and (2.61)],
|®(2)] <|z|+3r forzeC and |®(z) —z| <r for|z| > 2r. (3-7)
In particular, the map ® defined in Lemma 3.2 satisfies this with r = 1.

Lemma 3.3. Assume that v, u : C — C are measurable functions satisfying

w(@) =v()=0 forzeC\D, (3-8)
@]+ |v@)| <1 forae zeD, (3-9)

and that K, ,,(z) defined in (2-9) satisfies
f exp(A(K,,,(2))) dm(z) < oo. (3-10)
D

Then for k € C, the equation
O:f =po.f+vo.f, zeC, (3-11)

. 1,P . p
has at most one solution f € W . (C) satisfying

£ =e”<2(1 +O<%)) for |z] — 0. (3-12)
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Proof. Observe that we can write (3-11) in the form
dOzf=pnof, zeC, (3-13)

where the coefficient fi is given by (2-13). Since |ft(z)]| < |u(z)| 4 [v(2)|, we see that 1 € B4 (D).
Next, assume (3-13) has two solutions f; and f, having the asymptotics (3-12). Let ¢ > 0 and consider
the function

fe(@) = fiz) = (1 +¢) fa(2).

Then, f, € WI’P(C), the function f; satisfies (3-11), and

loc

fol2) = —eeikz(l —i—(’)(%)) for |z| — oo.
By Lemma 3.2 and (3-7), there is ®.(z) such that

fo(@) = fi(@) — (1 +¢) fo(z) = —gek®@

and |®,(z)| < |z| + 3. Then for any z € C, we have that
f1@) = fald) = sh_r)% fe(z) =0.
Thus f] — f2- O

3B. Proof of Theorem 3.1. In the following, we use general facts for weakly monotone mappings, and
to this end, we recall some basic facts. Let Q C C be open and u € W!!(Q) be real-valued. We say
that u is weakly monotone if both of the functions u(x) and —u(x) satisfy the maximum principle in the
following weak sense: for any a € R and relatively compact open sets Q' C €2,

max(u(z) —a,0) € WOI’] () implies that u(z) < a for a.e. z € Q';

see [Iwaniec and Martin 2001, Section 7.3]. We remark that if f € Wli)’cl(Q pand f: Q) > Qpisa
homeomorphism, where 2, 2 C C are open, the real part of f is weakly monotone. By [Astala et al.
2009, Lemma 20.5.8], if f € W11(Q) is the solution of the Beltrami equation d f = 1 3f with a Beltrami
coefficient pu satisfying | (z)| < 1 for a.e. z € C, then the real and the imaginary parts of f are weakly
monotone functions. An important property of weakly monotone functions is that their modulus of
continuity can be estimated in an explicit way. Let M (1) = Mp(¢) be the P-modulus, that is, the function
determined by the condition: for M = M (¢t), we have

1/t ds
/ P(sM)—3=P(1) for all ¢ € [0, o0);
1 s

see (1-30) and [Iwaniec and Martin 2001, Section 7.5]. The function Mp : [0, oo) — [0, 00) is continuous
at zero and Mp(0) = 0. Then by [Iwaniec and Martin 2001, Theorem 7.5.1], it holds that if 7/, 7 € Q
satisfy B(z,r) C Q,r < 1,and |7/ —z| <r/2,and f € WLP(Q)isa weakly monotone function, then for



70 KARI ASTALA, MATTI LASSAS AND LASSI PATVARINTA

almost every z, 7 € B(z, r), we have

(&)= £ = 3277 | DF oy M ( s '>, (3-14)

where

IV flleen =inf{% ‘)\ >0, Lz/ P(Df ()] dm(2) < P(l)}.
wr? Jp

(z,r)

As we will see, this can be used to estimate the modulus of continuity of principal solutions of Beltrami
equations corresponding to u € B4 (D).
Below, we use the unimodular function e; given by

er(z) = ol (katk?) (3-15)
The following result shows the existence of the complex geometric solutions for degenerated conductivities.

Lemma 3.4. Assume that ju and v satisfy (3-8)—(3-10) and let k € C\ {0}. Then (3-11) has a solution
fe Wll)’cp (C) satisfying the asymptotics (3-12). Moreover, this solution can be written in the form

fz) =@, (3-16)

where ¢ : C — C is a homeomorphism satisfying the asymptotics ¢(z) =z +O(z~"). Moreover, for R > 1,
/ P(IDg(x)]) dm(x) < C4(R) exp(A(K v (2))) dm(2), (3-17)
B(R) B(R)

where C 4(R) depends on R and the weight function A. In addition,

_ k _
09(z) = n(z) 09(z) — %v(z)e_k(go(z)) dp(z) fora.e. z €C. (3-18)
Proof. Let us approximate the functions p and v with functions
11(2) if |u@)|+ @] <1-1,
mn(2) =" N | (3-19)
LG (1= 1) i p@) + @) > 1 -1,
v(z if [u(@)|+ v <1-1
by(2) = U((Z)) o ln()|+ v(2)] " (3-20)
S -b i @+ @l > 1- 1
where n € Z.. Consider the equations
0 fu(2) = tn(2)8fn(2) + v (2)3fu(z) forae. zeC, (3-21)
_ ikz l _
fu@) =e (1+0<Z)) for |z] — oo. (3-22)

By Lemma 3.3, equations (3-21)—(3-22) have at most one solution f;, € WIL’CP (C). The existence of
the solutions can be seen as in the proof of [Astala et al. 2005, Lemma 3.5]; by [Astala et al. 2005,
Lemma 3.2], solutions f, for (3-21)—(3-22) can be constructed via the formula f,, = h o g, where g is the
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principal solution of dg = f1dg, constructed in Theorem 2.2, and 4 is the solution of

dh=(og Yok, h(z)= eikz<1 + o(%))
constructed in [Astala and Piivirinta 2006, Theorem 4.2], where v = (1 +v,) 1, and @ = u,, (1 + D), and
moreover, it holds that f, € Wli)’cz((D).

Let us now define the coefficient i according to formula (2-13), and define an approximative coef-
ficient [i,, using formula (2-13), where u and v are replaced by u, and v, and f by f,. We can write
(3-21) in the form

0 fu(2) = in(2) 8fu(z) forae.zeC, (3-23)

where |fi,] <1—n"".

By (3-22), (3-23), and Lemma 3.2, the function f,, can be written in the form
fa@) =@, (3-24)
where ¢, is a homeomorphism, 5(,0,, (z) =0for |z] > 1, K(z, ;) = K(z, f,) for a.e. z € C, and

on(2) =2 +0(1> for |z] — oo. (3-25)
Z
Then
19 ()] = |t (D)1 18f ()] < 12| 13fn(2)]-

Let us consider next a, b > 0 and 0 <1 < (ab)'/?. Using the definition (1-26) of P(t), we see that

P(t) <exp(A(a)) for 1> < eA@,
ab

P — for 2 A(a)

)= A~(logexp(A(a))) b fort”>e™,

which imply the inequality P(t) < b+ exp(A(a)). Due to the distortion equality (2-15), we can use this
fora = K(z, ¢n), b= J(z, ¢s), and t = | D¢, (z)| and obtain

P(IDgy(2)]) < J(z, ¢n) + exp(A(K (2, ¢n))). (3-26)

Then, we see using (3-7) and the fact that ¢, is a homeomorphism that

/ P(IDwn(z)l)dm(z)sf J(z,wn)dm(z)+/ eAK@E) g (2)
B(R) B(R) B(R)

< mpa(B(R))) + fB L SPAK ) dm )

<n(R+3)%+ / exp(A(K(2))) dm(2) (3-27)
B(R)

is finite by the assumption (3-10). We emphasize that the fact that ¢, is a homeomorphism is the essential
fact which together with the inequality (3-26) yields the Orlicz estimate (3-27).

The estimate (3-27) together with the inequality (3-14) implies that the functions ¢, have uniformly
bounded modulus of continuity in all compact sets of C. Moreover, by (3-7), |¢,(z)| < |z| + 3.
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Next we consider the Beltrami equation for ¢. To this end, let ¥y € C;°(C) and R > 1 be so large
that supp(y) C B(R). Since the family {¢,}°2 , is uniformly bounded in the space W' ¥ (B(R)) and

WP (B(R)) C W4 (B(R)) for some g > 1, we see that there is a subsequence ¢, that converges weakly
in W4(B(R)) to some limit ¢ when j — oo. Let us denote

k k
Kkn(2) = v (De—k(pu(2)), «(2)= —§v(z)efk(<p(z))-

Moreover, functions ¢, are uniformly bounded and have a uniformly bounded modulus of continuity
in compact sets by (3-14) and thus by the Arzela—Ascoli theorem, there is a subsequence, denoted also
by @n;> that converges uniformly to some function ¢’ in B(R) forall R > 1. As ®n; converges in C (l_? (R))
uniformly to ¢’ and weakly in W4 (B(R)) to ¢, we see using convergence in distributions that ¢’ = ¢.
Thus, we see that

jlggo e—(¢pn;(2)) = e—x(¢(z)) uniformly for z € B(R),

and by the dominated convergence theorem «x, — « in L?(B(R)), where 1/p+1/q = 1.
As ¢, : C — C is a homeomorphism and ¢, € Wllo’cl (C), we can use chain rules (2-10) a.e. by the

Gehring-Lehto theorem (see [Astala et al. 2009, Corollary 3.3.3]) and see using (3-21) and (3-24) that

) i o
090, (2) = 1n(2) 09, (2) — %Vn (2)e—k(9n(2)) 09u(2) forae. z € C. (3-28)

Recall that there is a convex function & : [0, co) — [0, oo) such that ®(¢) < P(t) + co < 2P(¢). By
[Attouch et al. 2006, Theorem 13.1.2], the map

N O(|Dp(x)|) dm(x)
B(R)

is weakly lower semicontinuous in W11 (B(R)). By (3-27), the integral of ® (] D¢, |) is uniformly bounded
inn € Z, over any disc B(R). In particular, this yields that ¢ € WLP(B(R)) for R > 1 and that (3-17) holds.
Furthermore, as |¢(z)| < |z| + 3, this yields that

f(z) =@ e WP (C). (3-29)

loc

Next define ¢, (00) = ¢(00) = 00. As ¢, and ¢ are conformal at infinity, we see using the Cauchy formula
for (pn(1/2) — (ﬂ(O))71 that
0@ =2+0(1) forlz| - oo. (3-30)

As Dg,; converges weakly in LY (B(R)) to Dy and their norms are uniformly bounded, we have

/@ (09— dp—r 3p)y dm(2)|= lim ‘ /@ (pn, = Dpn; —1c 0, ) r dm (2)

< lim ‘/i((un,—u)3<pn,.+(xn,-—/<)i%)wdm(1)
C

J—>00

=< /li)ngo(HMnj_M||L17(B(1))+||Knj —K ||Lp(3(1))) ||8§0n,- ||Lq(3(1)) K% ||Loc(3(1)) =0.

This implies that ¢(z) satisfies (3-18).
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Next we show that ¢ is a homeomorphism As K(z) =K, , € Ll (C), wehave K (z; ¢,) € LL_(C); thus

loc loc

by (2-16), the inverse maps ¢, ' satisfy ¢! € W,1%(C; C) and for all R > 1, the norms [|¢; ! w12 Ry,

loc
n € Z, are uniformly bounded. Thus by the formula (3-14), the family (¢, 1)202 | has a uniform modulus

of continuity in compact sets. Hence, we see that there is a continuous function i : C — C such that
@, ! — v uniformly on compact sets when n — 0o. As ¢, are conformal at infinity, we see, using again
the Cauchy formula, that Pn, ' — 4 uniformly on the Riemann sphere S? as j — oo. Then,

Yop@) = lim ¢, (p(2) = lim ¢, (¢, (2) ==,

which implies that ¢ : S* — S? is a continuous injective map and hence a homeomorphism.

As ¢ : C — C is a homeomorphism and ¢ € WIL’Cl (C), we can, by the Gehring—Lehto theorem, use
chain rules (2-10) a.e. and see using (3-18) that f(z) = ¢'*¥? satisfies (3-11). By (3-30), f(z) satisfies
the asymptotics (3-12). This proves the claim. U

The above uniqueness and existence results have now proven Theorem 3.1.

4. Inverse conductivity problem with degenerate isotropic conductivity

In this section, we consider exponentially integrable scalar conductivities o. In particular, we assume
that o is 1 in an open set containing C \ D and its ellipticity function K (z) = K, (z) of the conductivity o
satisfies an Orlicz space estimate

f exp(exp(¢K (x))) dm(x) < Cy for some Co, g > 0, 4-1)
B(Ry)
with R; = 1. Note that by the John—Nirenberg lemma, (4-1) is satisfied if

exp(gK(x)) e BMO(D) for some g > 0. 4-2)
As noted before, we may assume without loss of generality that €2 is the unit disc D.

4A. Estimates for principal solutions in Orlicz spaces. et us consider next the principal solution of
the Beltrami equation

D (z) = u(z) 9d(z), zeC, (4-3)
P(z)=2z+ 0(%) when |z| — oco. (4-4)
To this end, let Ry > 1,
Bg(p’N(B(RO))z{M:CeC' |i(z)] <1 for a.e. z, supp() C B(Rp) and /B(Ro)exp(pl(ﬂ(z))dm(z)fN}

and

B, (B(Ro)) = |_J BL, v(B(Ro)).
N>0

The reason that we use the radius Ry is to be able to apply the obtained results for the inverse function
of the solution of the Beltrami equation satisfying another Beltrami equation with modified coefficients;
see (4-45).
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Assume that p > 2 and u € Bé;p(B (Rp)). Then by [Astala et al. 2010, Theorem 1.1], we have the
L?-estimate

1S)" 1ll 2y < C(p, Bym P/ / exp(pK,(2))dm(z), 2<pB<p, (4-5)
B(Ro)
where

1 Oy
$0) = [ 22 dmw,

is the Beurling operator. Below, we use the operator Spr,)¢ = S@|p(r,). In particular, as ® satisfies
AP =0(P—2)=pud(@®—2)+u=uSo(®—2)+pu=nuSdd+u,
(4-5) yields

o
00 =) (uS)"w, (4-6)
m=0
where the series converges in L?(C). To analyze the convergence more precisely, we need a refinement of
the L”-scale. In particular, we will use the Orlicz spaces X/4(S), j € Z,, q €R, S C C that are defined by
ue Xj’q(S) if and only if / M; ,(u(x))dm(x) < o0, 4-7)
s
where

M; ) = |t log? (e + |t]). (4-8)

We use shorthand notations X7(S) = X>9(S) and M, (t) = M> ,(t). Although (4-7)—~(4-8) do not define
a norm in X/+9(S), there is an equivalent norm

lullxiacsy = Sup{/S lu(x)v(x)| dm(x)

fDGJ-,q<|v<x>|>dm<x> < 1}, 4-9)

where G , () is such a function that (M; 4, G; ;) are a Young complementary pair (see the Appendix)
and, in particular, the following lemma holds.

Lemmad4.1. Let j=1,2,...,and g > 0.

(i) We have
/B(RO)Mj,q(u(x))dm(x) < 2||u||§(j.q(B(R0)) log? (e + el )
(i1) For
o) =17 (1+2logl(e +17'7)),
we have

lell xia(B(Ry)) < ¢></ M;.q(u(x)) dm(X))
B(Ry)

Proof. (i) Let us denote M (¢) = M; ,(t). For this function, we use the equivalent norms ||u|| 5 and [[u|| ()
defined in the Appendix. To show the claim, we use the inequality

log(e +st) <2log(e+s)log(e+1¢), t,s>0. (4-10)
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Let us consider the function w € X/9(B(Ry)). By (4-10) we have, for k > 0, that

/ M; ,(kw)dm =k’ / lw|’ log? (e + k|w|) dm
B(Ry) B(Ro)
<2k’ logq(e—i-k)/ M; 4(w)dm. (4-11)
B(Ro)

A function u € X/*9(B(Ry)) can be written as u = kw, where k = le||(ary and ||w]lary = 1. Then by

(A-5)—(A-6), we have
/ M;,(w)ydm =1,
B(Ro)

and hence (4-11) and (A-4) yield the claim (i).
(i1) Using (4-11) and the definition (A-2) of the Orlicz norm, we see that for all k > 0,

1
NullxiaB(ry)) < Z (1 + M; 4 (ku) dm)

B(Ro)
1

< (1 +2k/ log? (e + k) Mj,q(u)dm)

=

B(Ro)
Let T = fB(RO) M; ,(u) dm. Substituting k = T~/ above, we obtain (ii). O

Theorem 4.2. Assume that | € Bé;p(B (Rp)), 2 < p < 00. Then the equations (4-3)—(4-4) have a unique
solution ® € W“(C) which, for 0 < q < p/4, satisfies

loc

9P € X9(0) 4-12)

and the series (4-6) converges in X4(C). The convergence of the series (4-6) in X49(C) is uniform for
uwe Bé;p’N(B(RO)) with any N > 0. Moreover, for . € Bepxva(B(Ro)), the Jacobian J(z) of @ satisfies

ol x1aBRy)) < C, (4-13)
where C depends only on p, q, N, and Ry. Moreover, let s > 2 and assume that |4, 1, € Bé;p’N(B(RO))
and 0 < g < p/4. Then we have the following implication:

im [t — fmlls By =0 = lim |8®,, — D, xec) =0, (4-14)
m— 00 m— 00

where ®,, and &Dm are the solutions of (4-3)—(4-4) corresponding to [y, [Lm, respectively.

Proof. Let ®*(z), where || < 1, z € C, be the principal solution corresponding to the Beltrami
coefficient A, that is, the solution with the Beltrami equation (2-17)—(2-18) with coefficient Ax. These
solutions, in particular ®* = &', exist and are unique by Theorem 2.2. It follows from [Astala et al. 2010,
Theorems 1.1 and 5.1] that the Jacobian determinant J ®”(z) of ®* satisfies

/ J®* log? (e + J ) dm(z) < C < o0, (4-15)
B(Ro)

where C is independent of A and u € Bepxp’ ~(B(Rp)) and depends only on N, p, and g. Thus (4-13)

follows from Lemma 4.1(1i).
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We showed already that when p > 2, we have d® e L?(C) and that the series (4-6) converges in L?(C).
To show the convergence of (4-6) in X7 (C) and to prove (4-14), we present a few lemmas in terms of
Orlicz spaces X9(B(Ry)) and the function M, defined in (4-8). Note that as p vanishes in C\ B(Ry),

||(MS)”LL||X,,(C) = ”(ILS)HI'L”xq(B(RO))'

Lemmad3. LetNeZ,.,2<2qg<B < p,and € Bepxp’N(B(Ro)). Then

My (Y (x)) dm(x) < en™ P~ <en™, (4-16)
B(Ro)

where ¥, = (uS)" 1 and ¢ > 0 depends only on N, p, B, and q.

Proof. Let E,, ={z € B(Ro) : |Y¥,(2)| > A"}, where A > 1 is a constant to be chosen later. By (4-5),

1¥nll 25 ereyy < CN.ppn P72 (4-17)
Thus
|En| < C/%/,ﬂ,pA_Z”n_ﬂ. (4-18)
Using (4-17), we obtain
/ Y2 10g” (e + [Ynl) dm < |Ynll2s g gy 1087 (e + A") < Crn~PH9, (4-19)
B(Ro)\E,

where Cy = szv,,g,p log?(e + A).
The principal solution corresponding to the Beltrami coefficient Ay can be written in the form

2 H
<I>A(z)=z+l/ 97 (w) dm(w), AD* = (I —auS)~'(apw).
T Jc wW—Z2%

Expanding 3, " (z) as a power series in A, we see that by (4-6) we can write, using any 0 < p < I,

1 o -

X @ = 5 [ @80 @
L Jial=p

This gives

(n+2)

sup | Xz, 0: Pl xa (8(ro)- (4-20)

IXE,nll xaBrey <P~
[Al=p

Using the facts that || = p and that the Beltrami coefficient ®” is bounded by |A|, we have, by the
distortion equality (2-15), that
8.0 ) < p*(1 = p*) 1T P (2).

Hence,

_ 102 ,02 1/2
1 ::/ Mq(azd)}‘(z)) dm(z) < / J o log?{ e + J o dm.
E, 1—p? JE, 1—p?
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Next, let C denote a generic constant which is a function of N, 8, p, g and p but not of A. The above
implies by (4-10), (4-15), and the inequality log(e +¢'/?) < 1 +1log(e +1), t > 0, that

I< 6/ J&*(2)(1 +log(e + J ™) dm(z)
En

1/2

IA

R 1/2
c< / Jcp*(z)dm(z)) (/ JdJ’\(z)(l+log(e+]d>k(z)))2qdm(z)>

. 1/2
§C<f J@(z)dm(z)) )
E,

By the area distortion theorem from [Astala 1994], as formulated in [Astala et al. 2009, Theorem 13.1.4],
we have
/ J®*(2) dm(z) < |®*(E,)| < C|E,|"M < CA~2/M,

En

where M = (1 +p)/(1 —p) > 1, and thus I < CA—"/M, By Lemma 4.1(ii), we also have the estimate
IxE, 89" |y < CA™M.

Taking p > e~/ and A = eM, we see using (4-20) and Lemma 4.1 again that
| Myt dmo) < Ce
E)l

for sufficiently large n € Z. Thus the assertion follows from (4-19). (I

Lemmas 4.1(ii) and 4.3 and the fact that u vanishes outside B(Ry) yield that for ¢ > 1 and p > 2gq,
there is an N > 0 such that the series (4-6) converges in X¢(C), and moreover, convergence of the

series (4-6) is uniform for p € Be’;p’ ~ (B(Rp)). Thus to prove Theorem 4.2 it remains to show (4-14).

Lemmad.d4. Let2<2g<p,N>0,2<B<p,s>2,U,VE Bg(p’N(B(Ro)), and B, = (uS)"u—(vS)"v.
Then

sup/Mq(Bn(x))dm(x)fa 4-21)
()

neZy
where C > 0 depends only on N, p, and q. Moreover, there is T > 1 such that
1Bl 2c) < CNoppos,t Min(RT" 11 =Vl s gropy 2~ 777)- (4-22)
Proof. Lemmas 4.1 and 4.3 yield (4-21). Next, let us observe that for z € C,
n
By(2) = (u8)"'u— (vS)"v= A;(). A;j(2)=uS) (1t —v)(SV)" xp(ry)-
j=0

As |[v]lp~ < T and [|S|ly := lISllLec)—rLe(c) < 00 for 1 < g < 0o, we have that

/C 1A (@7 dm(z) < (IS’ /B (@)= @17 1((SV)" ™ xB(Ry) (DI dm(2)

(Ro)

) 1/p . ) 1/p
< ISl ( f IM(Z)—v(Z)I‘”’dm(Z)> ( / (59" X)) D1 dm(z)> ,
B(Ry) B(Ro)
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where p~ '+ (p')"'=1and 1 < p < co. Thus
14 @l ooy = S 1=Vl o oy USTED IV

where ||v||Lqp/(B(RO)) < JTR(%. Thus by choosing ¢ =2 and p so that s = gp > 2 yielding gp’ =2s/(s —2),
we obtain

1(S)" 1t = WS)"Wll ey < (4 DT> RG4S N y5-29)" 11 =Vl 18R -
This and (4-5) show that (4-22) is valid. O
Now we are ready to prove (4-14), which finishes the proof of Theorem 4.2. Let
Bum = (UmS)" tom — (fim $)" fm.-
By the Schwarz inequality, we have that (4-21), (4-22) and Lemma 4.1 yield

M, (Bym(2)) dm(2) < / |Bu P 10g% (e + | Bm]) dm(2)

B(Ro) B(Ro)

1/2
=< < MZq (Bn,m(z)) dm(z)) ”Bn,m”LZ(B(RO))
B(Ro)

S len(nTn”//Lm _ﬂm”Ls(B(RO)), I’l—ﬁ/z), (4_23)

where C depends only on ¢, p, B,s, T, and N.
Let ¢ > 0. As u,, and [i,, vanish outside B(Ry),

o0
19 — 3Pl o) = 13Pm — 8Pl xaBryy < D | Bumllxa(ry))-
n=0

Thus by (4-23) and Lemma 4.1(ii), we can take ng € N so large that for all m,

o
&
Z 1Bum |l x4 (BRo) = 5-

n=ny
Applying again (4-23) and Lemma 4.1(ii), we can choose é§ > 0 so that

no—1

& ~
Z 1Bn.mllxaBro) = 5 when ||wm — ol s (p(ry)) < 9-
n=0

This proves Theorem 4.2. U

Lemma 4.5. Assume that K, corresponding to p supported in D satisfies (4-1) with g, Co > 0and Ry = 1.
Let @ be the principal solution of the Beltrami equation corresponding to ju. Then for all 8, R > 0, the
inverse function W = &1 : C — C of ® satisfies

f exp(BK (¥ (2))) dm(z) <C,
B(R)

where C depends only on q, Cy, B, and R.
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Proof. Since @ satisfies the condition A by [Astala et al. 2010, Corollary 4.3], we may change variable
in integration to see that

[B(R)CXP(ﬂKM(‘IJ(Z))) dm(z) = f exp(BK(w))Jo(w) dm(w). (4-24)

V(B(R))

Using (3-7) for the function ® and R > 3, we see that W(B(R)) C B = B(R), R = R+ 1. By (4-1),
exp(K,(z)) € Lq(1§) for all ¢ > 1 and thus by (4-13), Jop € X"4(B(R)) for R > 0.

Let us next use properties of Orlicz spaces and the notations discussed in the Appendix using a Young
complementary pair (F, G), where

F(t) =exp(t'/P) — 1

and G(z) satisfies G (1) = Cpt(log(1 + Ct))? for t > T, with suitable C,, T), > 0; see [Krasnosel’skii
and Rutickii 1961, Theorem 1.6.1].
By using u(z) =exp(BK,(z)) and v = Jo(z), we obtain from Young’s inequality (A-7) the inequality

/ exp(BK,.(¥(2))) dm(z)
B(R)
S/BF(eXp(ﬁKu(w)))dm(w)-i-/éG(Jq>(w))dm(w)
5feXp((eXp(ﬁKu(W)))l/”)dm(w)+/~CpJq>(w)(10g(1+CpJq>(W)))p dm(w). (4-25)
B B

We apply this by using p > /g, so that

(exp(BK . (w)))"” < exp(g K, (w)).
Thus

/~ exp((exp(ﬂKﬂ(w)))l/p) dm(w) < / exp(exp(qKM(w))) dm(w) < 0.
B B
The last term in (4-25) is finite by (4-15), and thus the claim follows. U

4B. Asymptotics of the phase function of the exponentially growing solution. Let u € Bé;p(B(RO)),
k € C\ {0} and A € C satisfy |A| < 1. Then using Lemmas 3.3 and 3.4, with the affine weight A(t) = pt —p
corresponding to the gauge function Q, we see that the equation

0. fe(@) = (@) 3. fiz)  forae.zeC, (4-26)
fi@=e*(14+0(1)) aslzl > oo, (4-27)
has the unique solution fj € Wllo’cQ (C). Moreover, this solution can be written in the form

fi(z) = @, (4-28)
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where ¢ : C — C is a homeomorphism satisfying
_ Ak I
I (2) = =~ 1(@)e—k(pr(2)) dgi(z)  forae.z €C, (4-29)

o(2) =2+ 0(%) as |z] — 0o, (4-30)

Below, we set fy(z) = f(z, k) and ¢;(z) = ¢(z, k) and estimate the next functions ¢y in the Orlicz
space X9(C). The following lemma is a generalization of results of [Astala and Piivirinta 2006] to the
Orlicz space setting.

Lemma 4.6. Assume that v € Bé;p(B(Ro))for all 0 < p < o0o. Fork € C\ {0}, let &, € W1 (C) be the
solution of

ADy(z) = —%v(z)e_k(z) 0Dy (z) fora.e. z €C, (4-31)
o) =2+0(2). (4-32)

Then for all ¢ > 0, there exists Cy > 0 such that 3, Py (z) = g (z) + hi(z), where gi, hy € X9(C) are
supported in B(Ry) and

sup |lhkllxq <, (4-33)
keC\{0}
sup |lgkllxs < Co, (4-34)
keC\{0}
lim g (§) =0, (4-35)
k— 00

where for all compact sets S C C, the convergence in (4-35) is uniform for & € S.
Proof. Let us define
Ui (2) = —kk~ v (z)

for k € C\ {0}. Note that then for any p > 0, there is N > O such that U (-, k)e_,(-) € Bé;p’N(B(RO))
for all k € C\ {0}. By Theorem 4.2,

o0
lim H 0D — Y (Tre_iS)" (Tre—r) =0
n—00 = X4(C)
uniformly in k € C\ {0}. For m € Z, we define
m
gc(@) = g" (@) ==Y (Te_S)" (Fre_).
n=0
o
he(@=h" @) == Y (BetS)" (Trer).
n=m+1

For given ¢ > 0, we can choose m so large that (4-33) holds for all k € C\ {0}, and then using Lemma 4.3,
choose Cy so that (4-34) holds for all k € C\ {0}.
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Next, we show (4-35) when ¢ and m are fixed so that (4-33) and (4-34) hold. We can write

m Ig n+1
gk(z)z—;e_nan, an(z) VS, (kv - - vS) (k)v,

where S; (k) is the Fourier multiplier

(Sj(k)p)" (&) =m(& + jK)p(E), m(E) =

e | Ve

The proof of [Astala and Pdivérinta 2006, Lemma 7.3] for n > 1 and the Riemann—Lebesgue lemma for
n = 0 yield that for any &€ > 0, there exists R(n, &) > 0 such that, for n < m,

Ga(®)] < (n+ Dc"&  for [§] > R(n, &),
where x = ||v||z~ < 1. Thus for n <m,
|6n(g)| <(m+1)e for|&|> Ry ={1n<an)1(R(n, &), n=0,1,2,...,m. (4-36)
As
(e-kGn)"(§) = G(§ —nk),

we see that for any L > 0, there is kg > O such that if |k| > kg then j|k| — L > Ry for 1 <n <m. Then it
follows from (4-36) that if |k| > ko, then

sup 181 (8)] < (m + 1)?&.
<L

This proves the limit (4-35), with the convergence being uniform for £ belonging in a compact set. [J
Proposition 4.7. Assume that v € Bé;p(B(Ro)) with p > 4 and ©1(2) is the solution of (4-31)—(4-32).

Then
klim ®(z) =z uniformly for z € C. (4-37)
—00

Proof. Step 1: We will first show that for all ¢ with 4 < g < p, we have 9,®;(z) — 0 weakly in X7(C)
as k — o0o. Let n € X79(C) and &; > 0. By Theorem 4.2, there is C; > 0 such that
sup 8@l xs =< C1.
k

Since C;°(C) is dense in X ~9(C) (see [Krasnosel’skii and Rutickii 1961, Section II.10]), we can find a
function g € C;°(C) such that

Iln —nollx-« <min(1, e1/Cy).
Then
[(n, 3P} = [(n0, 3P|+ 11 — 10l x-4(c) 10 Pl x4 (c)» (4-38)

where the second term on the right-hand side is smaller than &;. Moreover, by Lemma 4.6, we can write
Dy = hy + gk
so that (4-33)—(4-35) are satisfied for € = &, (||n||x-« + 1)~! and some Cy > 0. Then |(ng, k)| < 1.
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Since 7 is a rapidly decreasing function, g (&) is uniformly bounded for & € C and k € C\ {0} by
Lemma 4.6, and g; — 0 uniformly in all bounded domains as k — oo, we see that

(no, k) = (flo, &) = 0 as k — oc. (4-39)

Combining these, we see that (1o, dd;) — 0 as k — oo, and thus E_)Zcbk(z) — 0 weakly in X7(C) as
k — oo.

Step 2: Next we show the pointwise convergence
lim 9,®;(z) = 0. (4-40)
k—o00

To this end, we observe that the function

n.(w) = XB(RO)(w)

_
m(w—z)
satisfies , € X~9(C) for ¢ > 1. Since ®;(z) —z = O(1/z) and Dy is supported in B(Rp), we have
1 1 = -
O(z)=z——= (w—2)7" 3y Pi(w) dm(w) =z — (1, IDy). (4-41)
T JB(Ro)

As d®; — 0 weakly in X9(C), we see (4-40) holds for all z € C.

Step 3: By (3-14) and (3-17), we see that the family {®;(z)}kec\ o) of homeomorphisms has a uniform
modulus of continuity in compact sets. Moreover, since

sup 19kl 1 ¢y < SUP 19Dkl xa (g (ryy) = C2 < 0,
k k
we obtain by (4-40), for |z| > Ro + 1, that

_ Cc - ccC
[P = 2] = 1012, 9P| = 110wl ) < 2 (4-42)

Z| lz|
Thus, as the functions {®;(z)}iec\joy are uniformly equicontinuous in compact sets, (4-42) and the
pointwise convergence (4-40) yield the uniform convergence (4-37). (I

4C. Properties of the solutions of the nonlinear Beltrami equation. Let A € C, |A] <1 and u(z) be
supported in B(Rp), Ro > 1, and assume that K = K, satisfies (4-1) with g, Cp > 0 and R = 1. Motivated
by Lemma 3.4, we consider next the solutions ¢ of the equation

_ k -
0:¢:.(z, k) = —kEM(Z)e—k(w (z,k)) 0;93.(z, k), z€C, (4-43)
iz, k) =z + 0(%) as |z| = oo. (4-44)
Let (-, k) =¢i(-, k)~! be the inverse function of (-, k). A simple computation based on differenti-
ation of the identity ¥, (¢, (z, k), k) = z in the z-variable shows that

- k
9. (2, k) = —)»EM(%(Z, k))e—i(z) 9:¥3(z, k),  z€C, (4-45)

Uiz, k) =2+ O(%) as |z| — oo. (4-46)
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Define

k
v(z) = —)»Eu(z)
and consider the equations (4-43) and (4-45) simultaneously by defining the sets
B, = {((p, ) :|v] < |u| a.e. and ¢ : C — C is a homeomorphism with d¢ = vy, ¢(z) =z + O(Zfl)}
and, for Q defined by (1-8),
Gu=1{geWol(C):dg=wop g, g)=2+0G""), (p,v) € B,}.

Now exp(exp(¢K,)) € L'(B(Rp)) with some 0 < g < oo and |v| < |u| almost everywhere. Then

K,(z) < K, (z) almost everywhere. Let
dp=vd¢ inC, e(x)=z4+ 0@z,

so that 9 = D d¢ with |¥(z)| = |v(z)|. Then for ¢ = ¢~ !, we have K (z, ¥) = K, (¥ (2)); see (2-14).
Thus by Lemma 4.5, we have

sup | exp(BK (- @)1 pry = SUP | exp(BKyo @ I peay) < 00 (4-47)
8€Gu (p,v)EB,
forall 8 > 0and R > 0. Using this and Theorem 2.2, we see that the functions g € G,, are homeomorphisms.
Moreover, recall that u € Be’;p(B(R)) for all p € (1, oo). Thus for g € G,,, the condition g € Wlf)’CQ (C) s
equivalent to (see (4-7) and (4-8)) Dg € X - (C). Furthermore by (4-13), we have

loc

sup [yl xrapry) <0 (4-438)
(p,v)EB,

for all g > 0.
Lemma 4.8. The set G, is relatively compact in the topology of uniform convergence.
Proof. Let (¢, v) € B, and ¢ = ¢~ !and

0= oy i, g =z+0G7.

As p is supported in B(Rp), the function ¢ is analytic outside B(Ry); we see using (3-7) for the
function ¢ that for R > 0, we have ¢(B(R)) C B(R + 3Ry), v (B(R)) C B(R + 3Rp), and that i is
analytic outside B(4Ry).

Thus (3-7) and the same arguments which we used to prove the estimate (3-27) yield that for R > 0,

1QUDED N1 (g ry < (R +3R0)*+ /B w0 exp(g K, (¥ (w)) — q) dm(w)
<7 (R+3Ry)>+ / exp(q K, (2) — q)Jy(2) dm(2), (4-49)
B(R+3Ry)

where Q(1) = |t|>/log(|t| + ¢). We will next use Young’s inequality (A-7) with the admissible pair
(F, G), where (see [Krasnosel’skii and Rutickii 1961, Chapter 1.3])

Fty=e" —t—1, G@)=1+1t)log(1+1)—1. (4-50)
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By Young’s inequality, we have

/ exp(q K, (2) — q)Jp(2) dm(z) <
B(R+3Ry)

/ exp(exp(q K, (w) — q)) dm(w) + f (1 + Jy(w)) log(1 + J (w)) dm (w).
B(R+3Rp) B(R+3Ro)

This, (4-1), (4-48), and (4-49) show that there is a constant C(R, ) such that for g € G,,,

As g € G, are homeomorphisms, this, (3-14) and (A-1)—(A-3) imply that functions g € G, are equicontinu-
ous in compact sets of C. As supp(vor) C B(4Ry), functions g € G,, are analytic outside the disc B(4R)
and the inequality (3-7) yields, for R > 0 and g € G,,, that

g(B(R)) C B(R+ 12Ry).

By the Arzela—Ascoli theorem, these imply that the set {g|p(r) : g € G} is relatively compact in the
topology of uniform convergence in B(R) for any R > 0. Thus by using a diagonalization argument, we
see that for an arbitrary sequence g, € G, n = 1,2, ..., there is a subsequence g,, which converges
uniformly in all discs B(R), R > 0. Finally, by Young’s inequality (see the Appendix), we get using the
same notations as in (4-41) that for |z| > 4Ro+ 1,

8e(2) — 2l = ‘% /m (=97 Buge(w) dm(w)

1

< TTE=AR) Sy, (QUBw8x @)D + Go(D) dmw). (4-52)

where Q(¢) and Gy (¢) = |t|? log(|]t| 4+ 1) form a Young complementary pair. Thus

CM
—7| < ———— f 4Ry + 1.
|8x(2) —z| = ZI—4R, °F |z > 4Ro +

Using this and the uniform convergence of g,; in all discs B(R), R > 0, we see that g, has a subsequence
converging uniformly in C. ]

Theorem 4.9. Let A, k € C\ {0}, |A| = 1. Assume that ¢, (z, k) satisfies (4-43)—(4-44) with u supported
in D which satisfies (4-1) with g > 0 and Ry = 1. Then

lim ¢, (z,k) =z
k— 00
uniformly in z € C and |\| = 1.
Proof. Let ¥, (-, k) be the inverse function of ¢, (-, k). It is sufficient to show that
lim ¥ (z,k) =z
k— 00

uniformly in z € C and |A| = 1.
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Then, ¥, (-, k) is the solution of (4-45)—(4-46). Define
v(z) = —rkk ™' u(z)
and note that |v(z)| = | (z)|. Hence
(@.(- k). () er(+)) € By

and ¥, (-, k) € G,,. Moreover, as ¢, ( -, k) is homeomorphism in C and analytic outside of B(1), it follows
from (3-7) with r =1 that ¢, ( -, k) maps the ball B(1) into B(4) and moreover, its inverse ¥, ( -, k) maps
the disc B(4) into B(5) and C\ B(4) into C\ B(1).
It follows from Lemma 4.8 that if the claim is not valid, there are sequences (1,);2 |, [A,| =1, and
(kp)22 ,, ky, — 00, such that
Voe(@) = lim ¥, (2 k), (4-53)

where the convergence is uniform, z € C, and ¥ (z) is not equal to z. Thus, to prove the claim, it is

enough to show that any limit of form (4-53) satisfies ¥/~ (z) = z. Note that by considering subsequences,

we can assume that A,, — A and lE,,kn_1 — B as n — oo, where |A| = |B]| = 1. Next define vy(z) = —ABu(z).
Let us consider the solution of

3, D5 (2, k) = vo(Yoo(2)) e—k (2) 3, D1 (z, k), (4-54)
O, (2, k) =z + 0(%) as |z] = oo. (4-55)

We note that here vo(V¥so(z)) = 0 for |z| > 4 as vy is supported in B(1) and /o, maps C\ B(4) into
C\ B(1). By Proposition 4.7, ®;(z, k) — z as k — oo uniformly in z € C. Since for every z € C, the
function n; : w — xp@)(w)(z — w)~ ! is in X79(C) for ¢ > 1, we obtain, using (4-41), that

1V, (2, kn) — Pz, k)| = %

/ (w—2)" dw (¥, (W, ky) — P (w, ky)) dm(w)
B(®)

< m2ll-o |8, C k) = ol k) | xapeayy- (4-56)

Let us next assume that we can prove that
lim |10y, (- kn) = 0 Yoo (- kn)
n—oo

If this is the case, let p € (4¢q, 00). By assumption (4-1) and Lemma 4.5, there is N such that the Beltrami

coefficients of functions v, ( -, k,,) are in Bg(p, y(D) foralln € Z and p > 4. By Theorem 4.2 and (4-57),

nli)n;oné(lmn( “kp) — @5, kn))“xq(C) =0.

As lim,,_, o ®;.(z, k,) = z uniformly in z € C, this and (4-56) show that ¥/, (z) = z.

Thus, to prove the claim it is enough to show (4-57). First, as ¥, (-, ky) = ¥oo(-) uniformly as
n — oo and as ¥, (-, k,) maps C\ B(3) into C\ B(2), we see using the dominated convergence theorem
that the formula (4-57) is valid when u is replaced by a smooth compactly supported function. Next,
let (F, G) be the complementary Young pair given by (4-50) and Er(B(R)) be the closure of L°°(B(R))
in Xr(B(R)). By [Adams 1975, Theorem 8.21], the set C;°(D) is dense in E (D) with respect to the

L@ = 0 for some s > 2. (4-57)
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norm of X r. Thus when u is a nonsmooth Beltrami coefficient satisfying the assumption (4-1) and ¢ > 0,
we can find a smooth function 6 € C3°(DD), |||l < 2 such that ||u — 6| r < &. Then, since | — 0] is
supported in D and bounded by 3, we have

| £ovs, (- k) =60V, (-, ky)

SLS(C):/I;D|/’L(Z)_9(Z)|SJgn (2)dm(z)

ssH( /D F(IM(Z)—G(Z)I)dM(Z)> ( /D G(Jgn<z>>dm<z>>v (4-58)

where g, is the inverse of the function ¥, (-, k). Then,

f G(Jg,)dm = Cll g, ll 11502,
D

and by (4-48), || Jg, |l x1.1(py 18 uniformly bounded in n. Using (4-58) and (A-5), we see that (4-57) holds
for all u satisfying the assumption (4-1) and thus claim of the theorem follows. U

4D. 2_)-equations in k-planes. Let us consider a Beltrami coefficient u € Bé;p(lD) and approximate u
with functions u, supported in D for which

nlingoﬂn(z):,u(z) and  |[inlloo <cn < 1

see, e.g., (3-19). Let f,.(-, k) € WIL’CQ (C) be the solution of the equations
. fulz, k) = () 8, fu(z, k) forae.zeC, (4-59)

fu(z, k) =eikz(1 +(’)k<1

E)) for |z| — oo, (4-60)

and f,, (-, k) € W]L’CQ (C) be the solution of the similar equations of Beltrami coefficients u, and u; see
Lemma 3.4. Here Oy (h(z)) means a function of (z, k) that satisfies |Or(h(z))| < C(k)|h(z)| for all z
with some constant C (k) depending on k € C. Let

Qu(z. k) = (k)" log(fu(z. k), @u, (2. k) = (k)" log(f(z. k)
see (3-5). Then by (3-7), we have
lop, (2, D) =zl +3,  leu(z, k)| < |z|+3. (4-61)

By the proof of Lemma 3.4, we see that by choosing a subsequence of u,, n € Z, which we continue to
denote by 1, we can assume that

lim ¢, (z,k) =¢,(z, k) uniformly in (z, k) € B(R) x {ko} for all R > 0 and ko € C. (4-62)
n—oo
Let us write the solutions f,,, and f, as

f,un (z,k) = eikwun (z.k) — eikZMan (z, k),
fulz, k) = "R = *ep, (2, k).
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Similar notations are introduced when p is replaced by —u etc. Let

P (@) = 3 (fu, @ ) + fop, (2. K)),
1)@ k) = 3i(fy @ B = [, G K)),

and
ul(z, k) =hD @z, k) —ih )z k),
@ — =) i, ()
u, (2, k) =—h, (z,k)+ih, (z, k).

Then by (4-61), h,(j;) (z, k) and h,(fn)(z, k) are uniformly bounded for (z, k) € B(R;) x B(R,) for any
R1, Ry > 0. By (4-62), we can define the pointwise limits

lim A0 k) =hP k), im el ) =@k, =12 (4-63)
The above formulae imply
@ k) =iu k) and uPV(z, k) = —iu® (2, k) (4-64)
HoA RS iz ’ —p e B
Moreover, for
T, () = 5 (1, (0) = 120, (), T, (k) = 5 (1, (0) = 1241, (K).

and

i i
0= 5 [ Ma Gz =5 [ Mo
we see using the dominated convergence theorem that lim,,_,  #,,, (k) =1, (k) for all k € C, and hence

lim 7,, (k) =1,(k) forallkeC. (4-65)
n—oo

Then, as |u,| < c, <1 correspond to conductivities o, satisfying o,, o, I e L>°(D), we have by [Astala
and Piivirinta 2006, Formula (8.2)] the d-equations with respect to the k-variables,

B (2. k) = —ity, (ujl) (2. k), keC, j=12; (4-66)
see also [Nachman 1988; 1996] for a different formulation of such equations. For z € C, functions u,({n) (z,-),
n € Z., are uniformly bounded in B(R) for all R > 0; the limit (4-63) and the dominated convergence
theorem imply that uﬁ{n) (z,) — uff)(z, -)yasn — ooin L?(B(R)) for all p < oo and R > 0. Since the
functions |z, (k)|, n € Z,, are uniformly bounded in compact sets, the pointwise limits (4-63), (4-65)

and the equation (4-66) yield that

uP(z. k) = —it (ul’ ), keC, j=1,2, (4-67)

holds for all z € C in the sense of distributions and uf,f)(z, -) € WIL’Cp (C) for all p < oo.
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4E. Proof of uniqueness results for isotropic conductivities.

Proof of Theorem 1.9. Let us consider isotropic conductivities o, j =1, 2. Due to the above proven results,
the proof will go along the lines of Section 8 of [Astala and Piivérinta 2006], where L°°-conductivities are
considered, and its reformulation, presented in Section 18 of [Astala et al. 2009] in a quite straightforward
way, when the changes explained below are made. The key point is the following proposition.

Proposition 4.10. Assume that u € Bé;(p([]])) and let fi,(z, k) satisfy (4-59)—(4-60) with the Beltrami
coefficients £u. Then fi,(z, k) = eiZkMiM (z, k), where

M+M(Zv k)

>0 (4-68)
M_,(z, k)
forevery z,k € C.

Proof. Let us consider the Beltrami coefficients u,(z), n € Z4, defined in Section 4D that converge
pointwise to p(z) and satisfy |u,| < ¢, < 1. By Lemma 3.2, the functions M, (z, k) do not attain the
value zero anywhere. By [Astala and Péivérinta 2006, Proposition 4.3], the inequality (4-68) holds for the
functions M, (z, k). Then, fi,, (2, k) = f+.(z, k) asn — oo for all k, z € C, and thus we see that

My, (z, k M Kk
+,u(Z )—lim Re +u,,(Z )>

Re = >
M_,(z, k) n—oo M—un(z’k)

(4-69)

To show that the equality does not hold in (4-69), we assume the opposite. In this case, there are z and kg
such that
M, (0, ko) = it M— (20, ko) (4-70)

for some ¢ € R\ {0}. Then
(2 ko) = ™% (M, (2, ko) — it M (2, ko))

is a solution of (4-59) and satisfies the asymptotics
fz ko) = (1 — it)e""OZ(l +o(

By using (2-13) to write (4-59) in the form (3-13) and applying Lemma 3.2, we see that the solution

1

—>) for |z| — oo.
Z

f(z, ko) can be written in the form
f(@ ko) = (1 —ine!¥,
This is in contradiction with (4-70), which would be implied by f (zo, ko) = 0, and thus proves (4-68). [J

Let f1,(z, k) be as in Proposition 4.10 and use below for the functions defined in (4-63) the shorthand
notation u,(})(z, k) =u;(z, k) and u,(f) (z,k) =u>(z, k). Then u;(z, k) and u,(z, k) are solutions of (4-67).
A direct computation shows also that

V.oVu (-, k)=0 and v%wz(-,k)zo,
where
0(z)=1—-p)/0+ n@)
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is the conductivity corresponding to . Note that the conductivity 1/0(z) = (1 4+ u(z))/(1 — u(z)) is the
conductivity corresponding to — .

Generally, the near field measurements, that is, the Dirichlet-to-Neumann map A, on 9€2, determines
the scattering measurements, in particular the scattered fields outside €2; see [Nachman 1988]. In our
setting, this means that we can use Lemma 5.1 and argue, e.g., as in the proof of Proposition 6.1 in [Astala
and Piivirinta 2006], that A, determines uniquely the solutions f4,(zo, k) and 74, (k) for zo € C\ D
and k € C. We note that a constructive method based on integral equations on 9D to determine f., (zo, k)
from A, is presented in [Astala et al. 2011].

Asu;(z,-), j=1, 2, are bounded and nonvanishing functions which satisfy (4-67), we have du iz, ) e
L (C). This implies that

du;(z,+) € BMOjc(C) C L (C) forall p < oo

loc

(see, e.g., [Astala et al. 2009, Theorem 4.6.5]), and hence u;(z, -) € Wl1 ’Cp (C).

O
Let us now consider the isotropic conductivities o and ¢ in 2 = D which are equal to 1 near dD and

satisfy (1-23). Assume that A, = A;. Then, by the above considerations, 7+, (k) = 74 (k) for k € C.
Let

p=>0-0)/(4+0) and ji=(-6)/(1+5)

be the Beltrami coefficients corresponding to o and &.
By applying Lemma 3.3 with k = 0, we see that f,,(z,0) =1 for all z € C and hence u(z, 0) = 1. By
Lemma 3.2, the map z — f,(z, k) is continuous. Thus

upeXxX?, 1<p<oo,

where X7 is the space of functions v(z, k), (k, z) € C? for which v(z,-) € Wli)’cp (C) and v(z, -) are
bounded for all z € C and the function v( -, k) is continuous for all k € C. These properties are crucial in
the following lemma, which is a reformulation of the properties of the functions u(z, k), with z, k € C,
proven in [Astala and Piivirinta 2006] for L°°-conductivities.

Lemma 4.11. (1) The functions u(z, k) with k # 0 have the z-asymptotics
ui(z, k) =exp(ikz +v(z; k)), 4-71)
where C (k) > 0 is such that |v(z, k)| < C(k) for all z € C.
(i1) The functions u(z, k) have the k-asymptotics
ui(z, k) =exp(ikz + ke, (k; z)), k#0, (4-72)

where for each fixed z, we have g, (k; z) — 0 as k — oc.

(iii) Let 1 < p < oo. The ui(z, k) given in (4-63) is the unique function in X? such that u(z, k)
is nonvanishing, uy(z,0) = 1 for all z € C, and u,(z, k) satisfies the 5-equation (4-67) with the
asymptotics and (4-71) and (4-72).
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Proof. (i) Let us omit the (z, k)-variables in some expressions and define u(z, k) = u1, f.(z, k) = fu,
etc. By the definition of u,

AN
fut fop+ fu—f-i f(l—l— I+, (4-73)
( 13 13 ) 123 f,u + f— fu, + f—y,
where each factor is nonvanishing by Proposition 4.10. Thus (4-60) yields (4-71).
(ii) Let
Fi(z, k)= e_i’/z(fu(z, k) cos % +if_,(z, k)sin %) treR.

Then _ _
0. F(z,k) = u(z)e "0, F;(z, k) forzeC,

F(z,k) =1+ 0rz7") asz— oo.

Thus F;(z, k) = exp(kg;(z,k)), where A = e~" and ¢, (z, k) solves (4-43). Note that fulz k) =
exp(kgy,(z, k)), where Ag = 1. Then

fumSou i 2¢"F explkpn(z b)) 2" 474)
f#+f—u fu+f—u exp(kwxo(z,k)) 1+M—M(Z,k)/M;L(Z’k)
By Theorem 4.9, we have, for z € C and k € C\ {0}, that
e MO < My (2. )] < 90, (4-75)
and
oMe® < o | FP*R @R | eXPRLE KD | kiean) 4-76)
=1 exp(k@ny (2, k) | T =11 explkpi, (2, k) | —

where ¢ (k) — 0 as k — oo. Since Re(M_, /M,,) > 0, estimates (4-74) and (4-75) yield for z € C, k #0,

that
|f,u f | —eilkla(k)

Ju=Jn f” > e Ke®  apd <1

JutS- u B | fu+ f=ul
This and (4-73) yield the k-asymptotics (4-72).

inf
teR

(iii) As observed above, the function u(z, k) given in (4-63) satisfies the conditions stated in (iii).
Next, let u(z, k) and it (z, k) be two functions which satisfy the assumptions of the claim. Let us
consider the logarithms

81(z, k) =logu(z. k), 81(z, k) =logii;(z,k), k,zeC.

Asui(z, ) € W1 "P(C) for some p < oo and u(z, -) is a bounded and nonvanishing function, we see
that 8, (z, -) € WP (C). As u)(z, 0) = 1, we have

81(z,0) =0 forzeC. 4-77)
Moreover, z — §1(z, k) is continuous for any k. Let k # 0 be fixed. Then by (4-71),
81(z, k) =ikz+v(z, k), ze€C, (4-78)

where v(-, k) is bounded and we see using elementary degree theory [O’Regan et al. 2006, Corol-
lary 1.2.10] that the map Hy : C — C, H(z) = 8:(z, k), is surjective.



THE BORDERLINES OF INVISIBILITY AND VISIBILITY IN CALDERON’S INVERSE PROBLEM 91

The function &, (z, k) has the same above properties as §;(z, k). Next we want to show that §;(z, k) =
8 (z,k) for all z € C and k # 0. As the map H : z — §1(z, k) is surjective for all k£ 7~ O, this follows if
we show that

w#zand k£0 = §(w, k) #38,(z, k). (4-79)

To this end, let z, w € C, z # w. Functions u; and | satisfy the same equation (4-67) with the
coefficient 7(k) = 7,(k). Subtracting these equations from each other, we see that the difference
glk; w, z) = 81 (w, k) — 81 (z, k) satisfies

etk;w,z) =y w,z)glk; w,z), keC,

(4-80)
y(k; w, 2) = —it(k) exp(i Im 8 (k; w, 2)) E (i Im g (k; w, 2)),

where
E(@t)= (e — 1)/t.

Here, y (-; w, 2) is a locally bounded function. As w # z, the principle of the argument for pseudoanalytic
functions (see [Astala and Pidivérinta 2006, Proposition 3.3]), (4-80), the boundedness of y, and the
asymptotics

glk;w,z) =ik(w—2z)+kelk, w,z),

where (k, w, z) — 0 as k — oo, imply that k — g(k; w, z) vanishes for one and only one value of k € C.
Thus by (4-77), g(k; w, z) = 0 implies that k = 0, and hence (4-79) holds. Thus §,(z, k) = 81 (z, k) and
u1(z, k) =1(z, k) for all z € C and k # 0. [l

Remark 4.12. Note that 74, (k) is determined by A,. Thus Lemma 4.11 means that u;(z, k) can
be constructed as a unique complex curve z — uj(z, ), z € C, in the space of the solutions of the
5—equation (4-67) which has the properties stated in (iii).

When u;(z, k) and u(z, k), j =1, 2, are functions corresponding to w and /i, the above shows that
u1(z, k) =u1(z, k). Using 7_,, instead of 7, and (4-64), we see by Lemma 4.11 that u>(z, k) = u>(z, k)
for all z € C and k # 0.

Thus fi,(z,k) = f+;(z, k) for all z € C and k # 0. By [Astala et al. 2009, Theorem 20.4.12], the
Jacobians of fi, € Wllo’CQ (C) are nonvanishing almost everywhere. Thus we see using the Beltrami
equation (4-59) and the fact that fi,(z, k) = f1;(z, k) for all z € C and k # O that 4 = 1 almost

everywhere. Hence o0 = ¢ a.e. This proves the claim of Theorem 1.9. (I

5. Reduction of the inverse problem for an anisotropic conductivity to the isotropic case

In this section, we assume that the weight function A satisfies the almost linear growth condition (1-25).
Let 0 =0 /% € ¥ 4(C) be a conductivity matrix such that o (z) = 1 for z in C\  and in some neighborhood
of 092.

Let zg € 9€2, and define

HG(Z):/ (Ao (ulse))(2) ds(2), (5-1
Nz
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where 7, is the path (oriented in the positive direction) from zg to z along 9€2. This map is called the
o-Hilbert transform, and it can be considered a bounded map

Ho, : H2(39) - H'Y?(9%)/C.

As shown in beginning of Section 2C, there exists a homeomorphism F : C — C such that F () = Q,
& = F, o is isotropic (i.e., a scalar function times the identity matrix), F and F~! are W' ¥ -smooth, and
F(z) =z+ O(1/z). Moreover, F satisfies conditions N and N —1. Also, as 0 = 1 near the boundary, we
have that F and F~! are C*-smooth near the boundary.

By the definition of 6 = F, 0, we see that

det(5 () = det(a (F~'(y))) (5-2)

for y € Q. Thus under the assumptions of Theorem 1.11, where det(o), det(o)~! € L®(R), we see that
the isotropic conductivity & satisfies 6,5 ~! € L®(Q).

Let us next consider the case when the assumptions of Theorem 1.8 are valid and we have A(¢) = pt — p,
with p > 1. Then, as F satisfies the condition A/, the area formula gives

1
I = / exp(exp (q (& )+ —)) dm(y)
& o(y)

1
= /g exp <exp (q (det(a N2+ W))) Jrp(x)dm(x). (5-3)

In the case when A(¢) = pt — p, with p > 1, [Astala et al. 2010, Theorem 1.1] implies that
Jrlogf(e+ Jp) e LY(Q)

for 0 < B8 < p. Then, Young’s inequality (A-7) with the admissible pair (4-50) implies that

1
/Q exp (exp(q (det(a x)N'? + W))) Jr(x) dm(x)

1
< (/Q exp(exp(exp(q (det(o)l/2 + W)))) dm) (/;2(1 + Jr) log(l+ JF) dm), (5-4)

and if conductivity o satisfies (1-21), we see that [ is finite for some g > 0.
Thus under assumptions of Theorem 1.8, we see that /; is finite for the isotropic conductivity &.
Let p = F|yq. It follows from Lemma 2.4 and (2-28) that p, A, = As. Then,

Hsh=Hy(hop™")
for all h € H'/2(32).
Next we seek a function Gq(z, k), with z € C\ @, k € C, that satisfies
9.Ga(z,k)=0 forzeC\SQ, (5-3)
Galz. k) =1+ 0k(z™")) asz— oo, (5-6)
ImGa(-, k) lse=Hs(ReGal(-,k)lse). (5-7)
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To study it, we consider a similar function Gg (-, k) : C\ Q—>C corresponding to the scalar conductivity &,
which satisfies in the domain C\ Q the equations (5-5)—(5-6) and the boundary condition

ImGg(-, k) =HsReGg(-,k)) onzeds.
Below, let 1 = (1 —&)/(1 + &) be the Beltrami coefficient corresponding to the conductivity &.
Lemma 5.1. Assume that o € £ 4(2) is 1 near dQ2. Then for all k € C,
(i) Forke Cand z € C\ S=2 we have Gg(z, k) = W(z, k), where W(-,k) € WI’P(C) is the unique

loc
solution of

3. W(z, k) = fi(z)0.W(z, k) forz € C, (5-3)
Wz, k) =e*(14+0z™") asz— oo. (5-9)

(ii) The equations (5-5)—(5-7) have a unique solution Gq( -, k) € C*°(C\Q) and Go(z, k) =Gg(F(2), k)
forze C\ Q.

Proof. The definition of the Hilbert transform #s implies that any solution Gg(z, k) of (5-5)—(5-7) can

be extended to a solution W(z, k) of (5-8). On other hand, the restriction of the solution W (z, k) of

(5-8)—(5-9) satisfies (5-5)—(5-7). The equations (5-8)—(5-9) have a unique solution by Theorem 3.1. As

the solution W (-, k) is analytic in C \ supp(c), the claim (i) f_ollows.

The claim (ii) follows immediately as F : C\ Q — C\ Q is conformal, F (z) =z+4+0(/z), and
Hsh =Hy(hop) forall h e HY/2(3Q). O
Lemma 5.2. Assume that Q2 is given and that 0 € X 4(Q2) is 1 near 02. Then the Dirichlet-to-Neumann
form L, determines the values of the restriction F|c\q, the boundary 32, and the Dirichlet-to-Neuwmann
map A of the isotropic conductivity 6 = F,0 on Q.

Proof. When o = 1 near 0€2, the Dirichlet-to-Neumann form L, determines the Dirichlet-to-Neumann
map A,. By Lemma 3.4, we have W(z, k) = exp(ikg(z, k)), where by Theorem 4.9,

lim sup|¢(z, k) —z| =0. (5-10)

0 zeC

For k # 0, we choose the branch of the logarithm of G(z, k) = W(F(z), k) so that it is a continuous
function of z € C\ 2 and
lim (log G(z, k) —ikz) =0.
—> 00
Then,
lim (ik)_llog G(z,k) = lim ¢(F(z), k) = F(z). (5-11)
k— 00 k— 00

By Lemma 5.1, G(z, k) can be constructed for any z € C \ Q2 by solving the equations (5-5)—(5-9).
Thus the restriction of F to C\ Q2 is determined by the values of the limit (5-11). As Q= C\F(C\Q)
and As = (Flsq)« s, this proves the claim. O

Above we saw that if the assumptions of Theorem 1.8 for ¢ are satisfied then for the isotropic conduc-
tivity 6 = F,o, we have 7, 6 le L"O(’SVZ). Also, under the assumptions of Theorem 1.8 for o, the integral
I} in (5-3) is finite for some g > 0. Thus Theorems 1.8 and 1.11 follow by Theorem 1.9 and Lemma 5.2.



94 KARI ASTALA, MATTI LASSAS AND LASSI PATVARINTA

Appendix: Orlicz spaces

For the proofs of the facts discussed in this appendix, we refer to [Adams 1975; Krasnosel’skii and
Rutickif 1961].

Let F,G : [0,00) — [0, 00) be bijective convex functions. The pair (F, G) is called a Young
complementary pair if

F()y=f@t), Gu)=gt), g=rf"

In the following, we will consider also extensions of these functions defined by F, G : C — [0, o0) by
setting F'(t) = F(|t|) and G(¢) = G(|t|). By [Krasnosel’skii and Rutickii 1961, Section 1.7.4], there are
examples of such pairs for which

F(t) = l[p loga t, G(t) — ll’q log—a t,
p q

where p,q € (1,00), p~'+¢~ ! =1 and a € R. We define that u : D — C, where D C R?, is in the
Orlicz class Kg (D) if

/ F(lu(x)])dm(x) < oo. (A-1)
D

The Orlicz space X (D) is the smallest vector space containing the set Kz (D). For a Young comple-
mentary pair (F, G), one can define for u € X (D) the norm

||u||F=sup{/D|u(x)v(x)|dm(x) /I)G(u(x))dm(x)fl}. (A-2)

There is also a Luxenburg norm
/ F(@) dm(x) < 1}, (A-3)
D

which is equivalent to the norm ||«|| r, and one always has

lull ) =inf{t >0

lullry < lullp < 2||ull(F). (A-4)

By [Adams 1975, Theorem 8.10], Lx (D) is a Banach space with respect to the norm ||u||ry. Moreover,
it holds that (see [Krasnosel’skii and Rutickii 1961, Theorems 11.9.5 and 11.10.5])

lull(py <1 = /DF(M(X))dm(X)SIIMIIF, (A-5)

il =1 = /D Fux)) dm(x) = ulle. (A-6)

We also recall Young’s inequality [Krasnosel’skii and Rutickii 1961, Theorem 11.9.3], uv < F(u) + G (v)
for u, v > 0, which implies

/ u(x)v(x)dm(x)
D

< lullrllulc- (A-7)

The set Kr(D) is a vector space when F satisfies the A;-condition, that is, there is k£ > 1 such that
FQ2t) <kF(t) for all t € Ry; see [Adams 1975, Lemma 8.8]. In this case, X (D) = Kr(D).
We will use functions

My q(@) =t|P(log(1 +[t]))?, 1<p<oo, geR,
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and use for F (1) =M, ,(t) the notations X (D) = XP9(D) and ||u|| r = ||ull xr.a(p). For p =2, we define
My (1) = My(t), X*9(D)=X(D).
Note that if D is bounded, 1 < p <ooand 0 <& < p — 1, then
LP*¢(D) c XP9(D) Cc LP~(D).
Finally, we note that the dual space of X9(D) is X~4(D) and

/u(x)v(x)dm(x) < llullxapy IVIIx-4(D)- (A-8)
D
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A CHARACTERIZATION OF 1-RECTIFIABLE DOUBLING MEASURES
WITH CONNECTED SUPPORTS

JONAS AZZAM AND MIHALIS MOURGOGLOU

Garnett, Killip, and Schul have exhibited a doubling measure p with support equal to R? that is 1-
rectifiable, meaning there are countably many curves I'; of finite length for which M(Rd \U F,-) =0. In
this note, we characterize when a doubling measure p with support equal to a connected metric space X
has a 1-rectifiable subset of positive measure and show this set coincides up to a set of y-measure zero
with the set of x € X for which liminf, o u(Bx(x,r))/r > 0.

1. Introduction
Recall that a Borel measure p on a metric space X is doubling if there is C,, > 0 so that
w(Bx(x,2r)) < C,u(Bx(x,r)) forallx € X andr > 0. (1-1)

Garnett, Killip, and Schul [Garnett et al. 2010] exhibit a doubling measure u with support equal to R”,
n > 1, that is 1-rectifiable in the sense that there are countably many curves I'; of finite length such that
,u([R{" \U F,-) =0. This is surprising given that such measures give zero measure to smooth or bi-Lipschitz
curves in R?. To see this, note that, for such a curve I' and for each x € I, there are r, §, > 0 so that
for all r € (0, ry) there is Bra (yx,r, 0x7) € Bre(x, 7)) \ I', so by the Lebesgue differentiation theorem,
u() =0. If I' is just Lipschitz and not bi-Lipschitz, however, we only know this property holds for
every point in I" outside a set of zero length. The aforementioned result shows that Lipschitz curves of
finite length can in some sense be coiled up tightly enough that this zero-length set accumulates on a set
of positive doubling measure.

The notion of rectifiability of a measure that we are using is not universal. In [Azzam et al. 2015],
a measure y in Euclidean space being d-rectifiable means u < % and supp u is d-rectifiable. In our
setting, however, we don’t require absolute continuity of our measures. To avoid ambiguity, we fix our
definition below, which is the convention used in [Federer 1969, §3.2.14].

Definition 1.1. If u is a Borel measure on a metric space X, d is an integer, and £ C X a Borel set,
we say E is (u, d)-rectifiable if M(E \ U?i] I"i) =0 where I'; = fi(E;), E; C R4, and fi Ei— Xis
Lipschitz. We say u is d-rectifiable if supp u is (u, d)-rectifiable.

A set E C R" of positive and finite 2 -measure is d-rectifiable if it is (¢, d)-rectifiable (see [Mattila
1995, Definition 15.3] and the few paragraphs preceding it). This is also equivalent to being covered up

The authors were supported by the ERC grant 320501 of the European Research Council (FP7/2007-2013).
MSC2010: primary 28A75; secondary 28A78.
Keywords: doubling measures, rectifiability, porosity, connected metric spaces.
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to set of .#%-measure zero by Lipschitz graphs [Mattila 1995, Lemma 15.4]. The example from [Garnett
et al. 2010], however, shows that being almost covered by Lipschitz graphs versus Lipschitz images are
not equivalent definitions for rectifiability of a measure.

Since this example was published, it has been an open question to classify which doubling measures
on RY are rectifiable. Very recently, Badger and Schul have given a complete description. First, for a
general Radon measure in R4 and A compact with w(A) > 0, define

1 2. dist(x, L) zd,u(x)
Py . 4) _HLlf/;< diam A ) w(A)

where the infimum is taken over all lines L C R?.

Theorem 1.2 [Badger and Schul 2015b, Corollary 1.12]. If i is a Radon measure on R? such that
liminf,_ ¢ ﬂél)(u, Bga(x, 7)) > 0 for u-almost every x € R?, then i is 1-rectifiable if and only if

diam Q
> <00 p-ae. (1-2)
reo u(Q)
L)<l

where the sum is over half-open dyadic cubes Q.

It is not hard to show that, if u is a doubling measure with supp u = R4, d > 2, then there is ¢ > 0
depending on the doubling constant such that ,851)(#, B) > ¢ > 0 for any ball B € R?, so the above
theorem characterizes all 1-rectifiable doubling measures with support equal to all of R?.

In this short note, we take a different approach and provide a complete classification of 1-rectifiable
doubling measures not just with support equal to R? but with support equal to any topologically connected
metric space. It turns out that the rectifiable part of such a measure coincides up to a set of yu-measure
zero with the set of points where the lower 1-density is positive, where for s > 0 we define the lower
s-density as

D’ (u, x) := liminfM.
r—0 rs
Theorem 1.3 (main theorem). Let u be a doubling measure whose support is a topologically connected
metric space X, and let E C X be compact. Then E is (u, 1)-rectifiable if and only if D' (i, x) > 0 for

u-a.e. x € E.

Note that there are no other topological or geometric restrictions on X: the support of © may have
topological dimension two (like R? for example), yet if D'(u, x) > 0 p-a.e., then u is supported on a
countable union of Lipschitz images of R. Also observe that the condition D'(u, x) > 0 is a weaker
condition than (1-2). An interesting corollary of the main theorem and Theorem 1.2 is the following.

Corollary 1.4. If u is a doubling measure in R? with connected support such that

lim inf BV (1, Bga(x, 7)) >0

and D' (u, x) > 0 u-a.e., then (1-2) holds.
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2. Proof of the main theorem: sufficiency

When dealing with any metric space X, we will let Bx (x, r) denote the set of points in X of distance
less than » > O from x. If B = Bx(x,r) and M > 0, we will denote M B = Bx(x, Mr). For a Borel set
A C X, we define the (spherical) 1-Hausdorff measure as

o0 oo
A3 (A) = infiz 2ri: A C U Bx(xi,ri), xi € A, r; € (0, 5)}
i=1 i=1
and ' (A) = infs-0 7' (A).
For A, B C X, we set
dist(A, B) =inf{|lx —y|:x € A, y € B}

and, for x € X, dist(x, A) = dist({x}, A).

Remark 2.1. By the Kuratowski embedding theorem, if X is separable (which happens, for example,
if X = supp u for a locally finite measure ), X is isometrically embeddable into C(X), where C(X)
is the Banach space of bounded continuous functions on X equipped with the supremum norm | f| =
sup,cx|f(x)|. Thus, we can assume without loss of generality that X is the subset of a complete Banach
space, and we will abuse notation by calling this space C(X) as well so that X € C(X).

The forward direction of the main theorem is proven for general measures in Euclidean space by Badger
and Schul [2015a, Lemma 2.7], who in fact prove a higher-dimensional version. Below we provide a
proof that works for metric spaces in the one-dimensional case.

Proposition 2.2. Let i be a finite measure with X := supp u a metric space, and suppose | is 1-rectifiable.
Then D'(i, x) > 0 for p-a.e. x € supp pu.

Proof. Let
F={xesuppu:D'(u,x)=0},

and let ¢, § > 0. Since pu is rectifiable, there are Lipschitz functions f; : A; — X, where A; C [0, 1] are
compact Borel sets of positive measure and i =1, ..., N, so that

N
M(E\U ﬁ(A») <s.
i=1
We can extend each f; affinely on the intervals in the complement of A; to a Lipschitz function
fi :10,1] - C(X). Let d = min;—;__ y diam f; ([0, 1]) so that r € (0,d) and x € G := UzN:1 fi ([0, 1D
implies 7 ! (Bcx)(x,r)NG) > r (simply because now the images of the f; are connected).
For each x € FNG, there is ry € (0, d/5) so that u(Bx (x, 5ry)) < ery. By the Vitali covering theorem
[Heinonen 2001, Lemma 1.2], there are countably many disjoint balls B; = Bx (x;, r;) with centers in F'
so that [ J5B; 2 F. Thus,

WFNG) <Y uGB)<e ri<ey A (Beeir)NG) < ex(G).
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Thus,
w(F) <8+ e4(G).

Keeping § (and hence G) fixed and sending ¢ — 0, we get u(F) < 6 for all § > 0 and thus w(F) =0. U

3. Proof of the main theorem: necessity

What remains is to prove the reverse direction of the main theorem, which we summarize in the next
lemma.

Lemma 3.1. Let u be a doubling measure with constant C,, > 0 and support X, a topologically connected
metric space. Then {x € X : D' (u, x) > 0} is (u, 1)-rectifiable.

To prove Lemma 3.1, it suffices to show the following lemma.

Lemma 3.2. Let u be a doubling measure and support X a topologically connected complete metric
space. If E C X is a compact set for which E C Bx (&g, ro/2) for some &y € X, rg > 0, and

w(Bx(x,r)) =2r forallx € E andr € (0, ry), (3-1)

then E = f(A) for some A C R and Lipschitz function f : A — X.

Proof of Lemma 3.1 using Lemma 3.2. First, note that, if we define Z(A) = u(A N X), then i is a
doubling measure on X, where the closure is in C(X) (recall Remark 2.1). Moreover, the closure X
is still topologically connected but now is a complete metric space since C(X) is complete. Thus, for
proving Lemma 3.1, we can assume without loss of generality that X is complete.

Let F:={x e X :D'(u,x) > 0}. For j, ke N, let

Fir={xeF:uBx(x,r)>r/jfor0<r <k_1}.

Then F = Uj’keN F; k. Furthermore, we can write F;; as a countable union of sets {F; x ¢}¢en With
diameters less than 1/(3k). It suffices then to show that each one of these sets is 1-rectifiable. Fix
J. k, £ € N. Then the measure ju and the set F; ;¢ satisfy the conditions for Lemma 3.2 with rg = k!
except that F; ; ¢ is not necessarily compact. However, F j.k,¢ 1s aclosed set still satisfying these conditions,
it is totally bounded since p is doubling, and since X is complete, the Heine—Borel theorem implies
F“j,k,g is compact. Thus, we can apply Lemma 3.2 to get that Fj,k,g is rectifiable. Since F' = Uj,k,z Fjke
we now have that F' is also rectifiable. (Il

The rest of the paper is devoted to proving Lemma 3.2, so fix u, E, &, and rg as in the lemma.

Proof of Lemma 3.2. We will require the notion of dyadic cubes on a metric space. This theorem was
originally developed by David [1988] and Christ [1990], but the current formulation we take from Hytonen
and Martikainen [2012].

Theorem 3.3. Let X be a metric space equipped with a doubling measure 1. Let X, be a nested sequence
of maximal p"-nets for X where p < 1/1000, and let co = 1/500. For each n € Z, there is a collection 2,
of “cubes”, which are Borel subsets of X such that:
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(1) Foreveryn, X =|Jpcq A.
Q) IfFANeD=UDnand ANAN # D, then A A or A" C A.

(3) For A € 9, let n(A) be the unique integer so that A € 2, and set L(A) = 5p"D). Then there is
Za € X, so that

Bx(Za, col(A)) € A C Bx(La, £(A))
and
Xn={§A CA e@n}~

It is not necessary for there to exist a doubling measure but just that the metric space is geometrically
doubling. Moreover, Hytonen and Martikainen [2012] use sequences of sets X,, slightly more general
than maximal nets.

Let X,, be a nested sequence of maximal p"-nets for X where p < 1/1000 and Z the resulting cubes
from Theorem 3.3. By picking our net points X, appropriately, we may assume that £ C Ay € 2.

Lemma 3.4 [Azzam 2014, §3]. Let pu be a C,-doubling measure and 9 the cubes from Theorem 3.3 for
X = supp u with admissible constants co and p. Let E C Ag € 9 be a Borel set, M > 1, and § > 0, and set

P ={ACAg: ANE # O, there exists £ € Bx({a, MU(A)) such that dist(&, E) > §£(A)}.

Then there is Cy = C1(M, 8, C,,) > 0 5o that, for all A" C A,

Y w(A) = Ciu(a), (3-2)

ACA'
Ae?

The theorem is stated in [Azzam 2014] in slightly more generality. For the reader’s convenience, we
provide a shorter proof in the Appendix.

Let M, > 0, to be decided later, and let &2 be the set from Lemma 3.4 applied to our set E. Our
goal now is to construct a metric space Y containing X, then a curve I' C Y that contains E as a subset,
and then show it has finite length. We will do this by adding bridges through Y between net points
around cubes in & since these are the cubes where E has large holes and thus potentially has big gaps or
disconnections. We don’t need the endpoints of these bridges to be in E, but their union plus the set E
will be connected. We now proceed with the details.

Let X =|J X,,, and equip C(X) @RX*X (where R**X =T, .5, ¢ R; see [Munkres 1975, p. 112-117]
for the notation) with norm |a & b| = max{|a|, |b|}, where the norm on [R}? xX is the £% norm.

Forx,y e X , let [x, y] denote the straight line segment between them in C(X) & [RE)? X , €(x,y) is the
unit vector corresponding to the (x, y) coordinate in RYxX , and define

[, y1*:= [x, (x, lx = Ylee ) U [ys 0, 1x = Ylew ) JU [ 1x = ylew, ), (7, 1x — ylew.y) ]
C C(X) ®R¥X,

The set [x, y]* is two segments going straight up from x and y, respectively, in the e(, ) direction
and a segment connecting the endpoints, thus giving a polygonal curve connecting x to y that hops out
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of C(X). Let
Y=XU U [x, yI*,

x,ye)?
and define a metric on Y (also denoted by |- |) by setting
N
x =yl =inf ) |x — x; 1]
i=1

where x; = x, xy1 =y, and for each i, {x;, x;31} € X or {x;, x; 11} C [x/, y']* for some x', y' € X. Itis
easy to check that the resulting metric space Y is separable and X is a metric subspace in Y. Moreover,
the following lemma is immediate from the definition of Y.

Lemma 3.5. Let F C X be compact and x,y € X. Then
dist([x, yI*, F) = dist({x, y}, F).

We will let
Ba := By (¢a, £(A)) 2 Bx(Ea, £L(A)).

For A € 9, let
Fa =iyl ccx) @R X i x,y € Xy N MB,)

where ng is an integer we will pick later. Note that "4 is connected and contains .
Now define

r=EU U TA.
AeP
Lemma 3.6. 21 () < 0.
Proof. We first claim that
A (E) < 10u(E). (3-3)

Indeed, let 0 < § < rg. Take any countable collection of balls centered on E of radii less than 4 that
cover E. Since u is doubling, we can use the Vitali covering theorem [Heinonen 2001, Theorem 1.2]
to find a countable subcollection of disjoint balls B; with radii r; < § centered on E so that E C | J5B;.
Then

JGNE) <Y 10, < 103" (By) < 10p({x € X : dist(x, E) < 8}).

Since (). ofx € X : dist(x, E) < §} = E, sending § — 0, we obtain AV (E) < 10 (E), which proves
the claim.
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With this estimate in hand, we have

AN < A E+ Y AT L 0B +C Y Ua)
AeP AeP

3-1) (3-2)
< 10u(E)+C Z n(A) < 10u(E) + Cu(Ag) < o0
AeP

where C here stands for various constants that depend only on 8, M, ng, p, and the doubling constant C,,. []
Lemma 3.7. T" is compact.

Proof. To see this, let x,, € I' be any sequence. If x,, € ' infinitely many times for some A € Z orisin E
infinitely many times, then since each of these sets are compact, we can find a convergent subsequence
with a limit in I". Otherwise, x,, visits infinitely many I"'a. Let Xn; be a subsequence so that Xn; € La,
where each A; € &7 is distinct. Then £(A;) — 0, and since AN E # & for all A € &, dist(x,;, E) — 0.
Pick x;, € ENA;. Since E is compact, there is a subsequence x convergmg to a pointin E, and x,

will have the same limit. We have thus shown that any sequence in I has a convergent subsequence,
which implies I" is compact. O

Lemma 3.8. A compact connected metric space X of finite length can be parametrized by a Lipschitz
image of an interval in R; that is, X = f ([0, 1]) where f : [0, 1] — X is Lipschitz.

A proof of this fact for Hilbert spaces is given in [Schul 2007, Corollary 3.7], but the same proof works
in our setting, so we omit it. Hence, to show that I' (and hence E) is rectifiable, all that remains to show
is that I is connected.

Lemma 3.9. The set I" is connected.

Proof. Suppose for the sake of a contradiction that there exist two open and disjoint sets A and B that
cover I',and set 'y ="M A and I'p = I' N B. Suppose without loss of generality that I'a, € I"4, which

we may do since I'a, is connected. We sort the proof into a series of steps.
(a) 'p S 2Bx,. To see this, suppose instead that there is z € I'g \ 2Bx,,. Then z € [x, y]* € T'a for some
A € Z. Moreover, dist(z, {x, y}) <2|x —y| <4ML(A) since x,y € MBa. Since ¢p € A C Ag and
X € M B, we get
2(Ao) <dist(z, Bay) < |z — x| +dist(x, Ba,) <4ML(A) + ML(A)
=5ML(A).
For ng large enough so that 5Mp"° < 1, this implies £a € X, 40, "M Ba, and so 'aNI"a, # . Hence,

I'p € I'4 since I'a is connected, contradicting that z € I'g. This proves the claim.

(b) The open sets A’ = AU (4Ba,) and B’ = BN 2By, are disjoint and cover I". First, observe that

A'NB ' =(ANBN2Bx,) U((4Ba,) N BN2By,)
C(ANB)U((4Bp)) N2Bp) =2



106 JONAS AZZAM AND MIHALIS MOURGOGLOU

Moreover, by part (a),
F'N(A'UB) DT U(gN2Bp,) =TaUlg =T,

which completes the proof of this step.

(c)SetT'y» =T NA"and 'y ="' N B’. These sets are disjoint by part (b), and hence, they are compact
since I' was compact. We define new open sets

A"=(@4Ba)U | By dist, T'p)/2)
Eel'y

and
B"= | By, dist(s. Ta)/2).
SGFB/
We claim these sets are disjoint. Suppose there is z € A” N B”. Then z € By (&, dist(&, "'4/)/2) for
some & € I'p:. If we also have z € By (¢/, dist(§’, 'p/)/2) for some &' € "4/, then

dist(g, ) | dist(’, T)
2 + 2 '

max{dist(§, T'p), dist(§", Ta)} < 1§ —&'| < [§ —z| + 1z — & <

which is a contradiction, so we must have z € (4Bx,)¢. Since & € I'g, we know & € 2B, by part (a),
and ¢a, € I'a, € I'4r implies dist(§, I'4r) < 2€(Ap). Hence,

By (§,dist(§, T'4)/2) S By (§, £(Ao)) S By (8ay, 3¢(Ap)) = 3Bx,,

which proves the claim.

(d) Note that X \ (A” U B”) is nonempty since X is connected and A” and B” are disjoint open sets.
Moreover, X\ (A”"UB") C4Bx, and hence a bounded set; since X is a doubling metric space, X \ (A”"UB")
is in fact totally bounded and thus compact by the Heine—Borel theorem. This implies we can find a point

z€ X\ (A"UB") C4Bx,

of maximal distance from the compact set I.

(e) Let & € E be the closest point to z and A the smallest cube containing & so that z € 5Bx; since
z € 4B, € 5Bx,, this is well defined. We claim A € &2. If A denotes the child of A that contains &,
then z € 5Ba,, and so

dist(z, E) = 1§ —z| = |z = {a) | = 18, — &1 = 5E(A1) — £(AY)
=4pl(A). (3-4)

Thus, for M > 10, Bx(z,4p€(A)) S MBA\ E, soif § <4p, then A € &, which proves the claim.

(f) Since A € 2, X,,(A)4n, 1S @ maximal pA)F10_pet,

P AT < pIOP(A) < £(A),



A CHARACTERIZATION OF 1-RECTIFIABLE DOUBLING MEASURES WITH CONNECTED SUPPORTS 107

and z € 5B, we can find

¢ € Xu(ay+ny N Bx (z, p" A H10) (3-5)
C Xp(a)tng N Bx(Za, SL(A) 4 p"A)Hm)
C Xn(a)+no N Bx(a, 6€(A)) CTa, (3-6)

where the last containment follows if we assume M > 6.
Since I', is connected and A’ and B’ are disjoint open sets, we may without loss of generality suppose
a4 2T A and let ¢’ € T be the closest point to ¢. Then

lz—¢l= ¢ —¢'|/2=dist(¢, Tp)/2 (3-7)

since otherwise would imply z € By (¢, dist(Z, I'p)/2) € A”, contradicting that z € X \ (A” U B”).

We may assume ¢’ € ['ar for some A’ € &2, and we assume A’ is the largest such cube for which this
happens. Note that this implies 'as € I'p since ¢’ € 'y NT'ar and T'a’ is connected. By Lemma 3.5
with F = {¢}, we can assume ¢’ € X, and so ¢’ € X, (a)4n, " M Ba'.

(g) We claim that n(A) + 1 < n(A’) < n(A) + 2. Note that, since
5p" AT < £(A)p™ < pl(A) < (D), (3-8)

we have

(3-6)
, , 37 35 o (Ao (3-8)
1" =Cal = 18 =8I+ =8l < 2 —2z[+66(A) < 2p +66(A) < 86(A). (3-9)

Thus, for M > 8, we must have n(A’) > n(A); otherwise, since £ € A C Ba, we would have
¢" € Xp(ay+no N8BA S Xy(A)y4ng NYMBA S TA

so that 'y NT'ar # &, which implies 'y N T"'p: # &, a contradiction. Thus, £(A") < £(A), which proves
the first inequality in the claim.
Note this implies £(A") < pl(A). Let &’ € A’ N E (which exists since A" € ). Since ¢’ € M By,

G4 ,

4pl(A) < dist(z, E) < &' —z| < | = ¢arl +1ea =S +18" — ¢l +1¢ — 2]
(3-7) , , / n(A)+no
< UAY+MUAY+2|E —z|+ ¢ —z] < (M +1)e(A)+3p

(3-3)
< (M + DA +pt(A)

and so

3P Ay < eeah
M+1 - )

Thus, p <3/(M + 1) implies p2l(A) < £(A"), and so n(A’) < n(A) + 2, which finishes the claim.
(h) Now we’ll show that 'y NT"ar # &. Observe that

(3-9)
1Ea —Eal S 18a =&+ 18" = Sarl < 8L(A) + MEA') < (84 Mp)L(A) < ME(A) (3-10)
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if ,0_1 > M > 9. Since n(A’) <n(A)+2, we have that o € X,(A)4n, "M Ba for ng > 2 and so {ar € Ta.
But ¢ar € Xpary4ng "M Bar € T pr; thus, F'a N T Ar # &, which proves the claim.

This gives us a grand contradiction since 'y € I'ys and 'y € I'pr, and we assumed these sets to be
disjoint. O

Combining Lemmas 3.6, 3.7, 3.8, and 3.9, we have now shown that E is contained in the Lipschitz
image of an interval in R. This completes the proof of Lemma 3.2. O

Appendix: Proof of Lemma 3.4

For A € 9, define BA = Bx(¢a, £(A)). For A € &, let Eo € M Ba be such that dist(§, E) > §¢(A). Let
# be the collection of maximal cubes for which 2B C E€ and A € . be the largest cube containing £x .
Then if A denotes the parent cube of A, 2B x NE # @, and so

~ 4 .
3e(A) < dist(éa, E) <diam2Bj, < 4£(A]) =—L(A). (A-1)
P
Moreover,

. 2M
L(A) < —L(A), (A-2)
co

for otherwise A D coBz 2 MBA 2 A, and since AN E # &, this means 2Bz N E # <, contradicting
our definition of A.
Let N be such that
Vool (A) > 2ME(A) > 2V57Tepl(A). (A-3)
AMe(A)
——,80
col(A)

Na < log2<

Then 2NACQBA D MBp, and 2Vs <

4ML(A) ) | A

col(A)

Thus, )
p@A) _ pleoBg) (40 p(@McoBy) A w(MBy)
p(Ad) T ow)y Ty Tl

A\ log, C, log, C
A-4 n(A-1 u
0 clozscosamn <5(A)> LD clogs cof @ (4) . (ASS)

(A) B P
Since u is doubling and A and A’ are always of comparable sizes by (A-1) and (A-2), there is b

depending on M, §, p, co, and C,, such that at most b many cubes A € .# with A = A’ for some fixed A’
Hence, for A’ C Ay with ANE # &,

Y E Y aud= Y Y= Y abua)

ACA ACA’ ANest ACA ANen
Aez Aez ACMBAy AeP ACM B,
A=A’
(1-1)
< abu(MBa,\ E) < abu(MByy) < abCp®™ ! 1u(coBay) < abCi® ™ u(ay).
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This finishes the proof of Lemma 3.4.
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CONSTRUCTION OF HADAMARD STATES
BY CHARACTERISTIC CAUCHY PROBLEM

CHRISTIAN GERARD AND MICHAL. WROCHNA

We construct Hadamard states for Klein—Gordon fields in a spacetime M, equal to the interior of the
future lightcone C from a base point p in a globally hyperbolic spacetime (M, g).

Under some regularity conditions at the future infinity of C, we identify a boundary symplectic space
of functions on C, which allows us to construct states for Klein-Gordon quantum fields in M from states
on the CCR algebra associated to the boundary symplectic space. We formulate the natural microlocal
condition on the boundary state on C, ensuring that the bulk state it induces in M|, satisfies the Hadamard
condition.

Using pseudodifferential calculus on the cone C, we construct a large class of Hadamard states on the
boundary with pseudodifferential covariances and characterize the pure states among them. We then show
that these pure boundary states induce pure Hadamard states in M.

1. Introduction

Hadamard states are widely accepted as physically admissible states for noninteracting quantum fields on
a curved spacetime, one of the main reasons being their link with the renormalization of the stress—energy
tensor, a basic step in the formulation of semiclassical Einstein equations. Furthermore, they are nowadays
considered a necessary ingredient in the perturbative formulation of interacting (nonlinear) theories (see
the recent review articles [Khavkine and Moretti 2015; Hollands and Wald 2015]).

For Klein—Gordon fields, the construction of Hadamard states amounts to finding bisolutions of the
Klein—Gordon equation (called in this context two-point functions and denoted here by A*) with a specified
wavefront set (that is, verifying the microlocal spectrum condition) and satisfying additionally a positivity
property [Radzikowski 1996].

There exist several ways to construct Hadamard states for Klein—Gordon fields: the first method
relies on the Fulling—Narcowich—Wald deformation argument [Fulling et al. 1981], which reduces the
construction of Hadamard states on an arbitrary spacetime to the case of ultrastatic spacetimes, where
vacuum or thermal states are easily shown to be Hadamard states.

The second approach, worked out in [Junker 1995; Junker and Schrohe 2002; Gérard and Wrochna
2014], uses pseudodifterential calculus on a fixed Cauchy surface X in (M, g) and relies on the construction
of a parametrix for the Cauchy problem on . To use pseudodifferential calculus, some restrictions
on X and on the behavior of the metric g at spatial infinity are necessary. On the other hand, the method

MSC2010: 35S05, 81T20.
Keywords: Hadamard states, microlocal spectrum condition, pseudodifferential calculus, characteristic Cauchy problem, curved
spacetimes.
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produces a large classes of rather explicit Hadamard states, whose covariances, expressed in terms of
Cauchy data, are pseudodifferential operators.

Another method, initiated by Moretti [2006; 2008] applies to conformal field equations, like the
conformal wave equation, on an asymptotically flat vacuum spacetime (Mo, go). By asymptotic flatness,
there exists a metric gg, conformal to gp, and a spacetime (M, g) such that (M, go) can be causally
embedded as an open set in (M, g) with the boundary C = d My of M, being null in (M, g). States on the
boundary symplectic space, containing the traces on C of solutions of the wave equation in M, naturally
induce states inside M.

This method has been successfully applied in [Moretti 2006; 2008] to construct a distinguished
Hadamard state for asymptotically flat vacuum spacetimes with past time infinity and then extended to
several other geometrical situations in [Dappiaggi et al. 2009; 2011; Brum and Jords 2015]. Further
results also include generalizations to Maxwell fields [Dappiaggi and Siemssen 2013] and linearized
gravity [Benini et al. 2014].

In the present paper we rework the above strategy systematically in terms of the associated characteristic
Cauchy problem in order to construct a large class of Hadamard states (instead of a preferred single one)
and to characterize the pure ones. For the sake of clarity, we do not impose geometrical assumptions
on M that allow one to correctly embed it in a larger spacetime M.

Instead we go the other way around and work in an a priori arbitrary globally hyperbolic space-
time (M, g), fix a base point p and consider the interior of the future lightcone

C =3 (P\{p)

as the spacetime M, of main interest, that is, My := I (p), where I (p) (resp. J"(p)) is the timelike
(resp. causal) shadow of p; see [Wald 1984, Section 8.1].
We make the following assumption on the geometry of C.

Hypothesis 1.1. We assume that there exists f € C° (M) such that:

(1) CC 710D, Vaf #00n C, Vaf (p) =0 and VY f(p) = —28ap(p).
(2) The vector field V¢ f is complete on C.
Using Hypothesis 1.1 one can construct coordinates (f, s, &) near C such that C C {f =0} and

glc =—=2df ds +h(s, 6) d6>,

where h(s, 8) d6? is a Riemannian metric on S¢~!.

This choice of coordinates allows one to identify C with C:=R x S?"!. A natural space of smooth
functions on C is then provided by 9¢(C) — the intersection of Sobolev spaces of all orders, defined using
the standard metric m(0) d0” on S¢~ 1.

We consider the Klein—-Gordon operator P = —[, +r(x) (with r(x) € C*°(M) real-valued) and its
restriction on My, denoted by Py := P[y,. The bulk-to-boundary correspondence can be expressed in
this setup as follows. For an appropriate choice of 8(s, 8) € C°°(Mp), the restriction map

pg =B 'P)lc, ¢ e CZ(My),
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is a monomorphism' between the symplectic space of smooth, space-compact solutions of Py (endowed
with the usual symplectic form induced by the causal propagator) and 3‘6(5 ), equipped with the symplectic
form

§1ﬁcgzi=/ GRS d;82)Im|"?(0) ds do, g1, g2 € #(C). (1-1)
RxS4—

Thus, a quasifree state on (%(5), o¢) with two-point functions A* induces a unique quasifree state on
the usual symplectic space associated to Py.

Product-type pseudodifferential operators. In [Gérard and Wrochna 2014] we constructed Hadamard
states whose two-point functions on a Cauchy surface ¥ are pseudodifferential operators. In the present
case, the obvious difference is that on the cone C the coordinate s is distinguished both from the point of
view of the microlocal spectrum condition (from now on abbreviated (usc)) and in the expression (1-1)
for the symplectic form. This suggests that one should rather consider product-type pseudodifferential
operators W7! ’PZ(G ) with symbols satisfying estimates

|05 8 952 912 a(s, 6, 0, m)| € O (o)1~ il () P21z

in the covariables & = (o, n) relative to the decomposition C=RxS ! Actually, to cope with the issue
that o¢ is defined using an operator Dy :=i~'d; whose spectrum is not separated from {0} (analogously
to the infrared problem in massless theories), we need to introduce a larger class Up 1“”2(5) that includes
some operators whose symbol is discontinuous at n = (0. Namely, we set

UP1P2(C) i= WP (C) + B~°WP2(C),

where B~°WP2(C) is the class of pseudodifferential operators of order p, (in the 6 variables) with values
in operators on R that infinitely increase Sobolev regularity. Then, for instance, |Ds| ® 1y € CI}LO(E )
although it is not in the pseudodifferential class \111’0(5 ).

Summary of results. Our main results can be summarized as follows. We always assume Hypothesis 1.1.
If E and F are topological vector spaces, we write 7 : E — F tomean T : E — F is linear and continuous.

(1) For pairs® of two-point functions A* on C satisfying A* : #(C) — #(C), we give in Theorem 5.3
conditions on WF(AF) that guarantee that the corresponding two-point functions on M satisfy (usc).
This is essentially an adaptation of the results of [Moretti 2008] to our framework.

(2) In Theorem 7.4 we construct a large class of Hadamard states by specifying their two-point functions
At € UO9(C) on the cone.

(3) In Theorem 8.2 we characterize the subclass of Hadamard states constructed in (2), which additionally
are pure on the symplectic space (%(5 ), o¢c) on the cone. It turns out that they can be parametrized
by a single operator in \TI_OO’O((NT).

]By monomorphism of symplectic spaces we mean an injective linear map that intertwines the symplectic forms.
2We work with charged fields, in which case it is natural to associate a pair of two-point functions to a quasifree state; see
Section 3B1. The charged and neutral approaches are equivalent.
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Figure 1. The Cauchy surface X in the future of p.

(4) In Theorem 8.4 we prove that if dim M > 4 then the pure states considered in (3) induce pure states
in the interior M of the cone.

In Section 2C we argue that Hypothesis 1.1 covers the case when M is an asymptotically flat vacuum
spacetime with future time infinity, after a conformal transformation. Thus, our result (4) solves an open
question of Moretti [2008] for dim M > 4.

Characteristic Cauchy problem. The proof of our main result (4) relies on rather standard results on the
characteristic Cauchy problem (also called the Goursat problem in the literature) in appropriate Sobolev
spaces.

Let X be a Cauchy surface for (M, g) in the future of {p} and Xy := X N My. We set

My :=1"(Zop; M)NMy and Coy:=(J (Zo; M)NC)U{p};

see Figure 1. M is relatively compact in M with dM| = Xy U Cy, Xg and Cp are compact in M with
smooth boundary d Xy = dCy. We denote by H(} (Zo) and HO1 (Co) the respective restricted Sobolev spaces
of order 1, i.e., the spaces of distributions in H 1(2) and H'(Cy) that vanish on the boundary.

If fe HO1 (20) ® L*(Zo) is a pair of Cauchy data, we denote by e, f its extension by 0 to ¥ and by
u = Uy, f the restriction to M; of the solution of the Cauchy problem

Pu=0 in M,
pu=ex,f on X,

where pu = (ulx ,i~'9,uly ). By standard energy estimates one obtains that

Us, : H} (Z0) ® L*(Zo) — H' (M)

is continuous.
In Section 8C we prove the following result.

Theorem 1.2. The map
T : Hy(Z0) ® L*(Z9) — Hy(Co), [+ (Usyf)lcos

is a homeomorphism. Moreover, if dim M > 4 then T (C§°(Zo) ® C§°(Xo)) is dense in | D, |_1/2L2(6).
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The first part of Theorem 1.2 is equivalent to the existence and uniqueness of solutions in M| of the
characteristic Cauchy problem

{Pu:O in M],
ulc,=¢, @€ HJ(Co).

The proof proceeds by reduction to a case already considered by Hormander [1990b], namely when
the characteristic surface is the graph of a Lipschitz function defined on a compact domain. Beside
[Hormander 1990b] there is a considerable literature on the characteristic Cauchy problem for the Klein—
Gordon equation, for example [Bir and Wafo 2015; Cagnac 1981; Dossa 2002; Nicolas 2006]; let us also
mention related works on the Dirac equation [Nicolas 2002; Hifner and Nicolas 2011; Joudioux 2011].
The first part of Theorem 1.2 could actually also be deduced from [Bér and Wafo 2015, Theorem 23].

The second part of Theorem 1.2 asserts that there is no loss of information on the level of purity of
states when going from the cone C to its interior My. The precise form of the statement comes from the
fact that the one-particle Hilbert space associated to our Hadamard states, namely, the completion of
%(5) for the inner product (- | (AT + A7) -), equals | Dy |_1/2L2(5). The validity of this result appears
to be very delicate; it would be for instance problematic for | D; |_°‘L2(5 ) with @ < % instead of o = %
and we do not know whether it holds for d < 3. The generalization of Theorem 1.2 to other geometrical
situations is thus an interesting open problem, particularly relevant for the quantum field theoretical
bulk-to-boundary correspondence.

Plan of the paper. In Section 2 we fix the geometric setup and outline the construction of null coordinates
near the cone C. In Section 3 we briefly review the Klein—Gordon field in M and the definition of
Hadamard states. Section 4 is devoted to the so-called bulk-to-boundary correspondence, i.e., to the
definition of a convenient symplectic space (%(5 ), oc) of functions on C, containing the traces on C of
space-compact solutions in M.

In Section 5, we formulate the Hadamard condition on C, that is, the natural microlocal condition on
the two-point functions of a quasifree state on (%(5 ), o¢c) that ensures that the induced state in My is a
Hadamard state.

Section 6 is devoted to the pseudodifferential calculus on R x S?~!, more precisely to the “product-type”
classes associated to bihomogeneous symbols. We also describe more general operator classes, which are
pseudodifferential only in the variables in S¢~.

In Section 7 we construct large classes of Hadamard states on the cone, whose covariances belong
to the operator classes introduced in Section 6. In Section 8 we characterize pure Hadamard states and
show that they induce pure states in M. Finally in Section 9 we discuss the invariance of our classes of
Hadamard states under change of null coordinates on C. Various technical results are collected in the
Appendix.

2. Geometric setup

In this section we describe our geometrical setup and construct null coordinates near the cone C.
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2A. Future lightcone. We consider a globally hyperbolic spacetime (M, g) of dimension dim M =d +1.
If K C M, then I*(K; M) and J*(K; M) denote the future/past timelike and causal, respectively, shadow
of K in M; see, e.g., [Wald 1984, Chapter 8] or [Bir et al. 2007, Section 1.3] for more details. If the
spacetime M is clear from the context these sets will simply be denoted by I (K) and J*(K).

As outlined in the introduction, we fix a base point p € M and consider

C=9J (p)\{p} and Mo=1I"(p),

so that C is the future lightcone from p, with tip removed, and My is the interior of C. From [Wald 1984,
Section 8.1] we know that M is open, with

Mo=J%(p), dMy=0dJ"(p)=CU{p}.
We assume Hypothesis 1.1, i.e., that there exists f € C°°(M) such that:

(1) CC 710D, Vaf #00n C, Vo f (p) =0and V,Vi f(p) = =28 (p).
(2) The vector field V¢ f is complete on C.

It follows that C is a smooth hypersurface, although C is not smooth. Moreover, since C is a null
hypersurface, V¢ f is tangent to C.

2B. Causal structure. We now collect some useful results on the causal structure of My and M.

Lemma 2.1. Let K C My be compact. Then:

JT(K)YNJT(p) is compact, 2-1)
JHKYNC =0. (2-2)

Proof. Equation (2-1) follows from [Bir et al. 2007, Lemma A.5.7]. Moreover, if V C My is open
with K C V, we have JT(K) C I (V) C M. Since dJ~(p) = dM, and My is open, this implies (2-2).
O

The following lemma is due to Moretti [2006, Theorem 4.1(a)]. If K C M, the notation J (K Mp)
or J¥(K; M) is used in place of J¥(K) to specify which causal structure one refers to.

Lemma 2.2. The Lorentzian manifold (M, g) is globally hyperbolic. Moreover,
JYK; My)=JY(K; M) and J (K;My)=J (K;M)NMy forall K C M. (2-3)
The next proposition is also due to Moretti [2008, Lemma 4.3].

Proposition 2.3. Let K C My be compact. Then there exists a neighborhood Uy of p in M such that no
null geodesic starting from K intersects C N Uy.
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2C. Asymptotically flat spacetimes. In what follows we explain the relation between Hypothesis 1.1 and
the geometrical assumptions met in the literature on Hadamard states [Moretti 2006; 2008; Dappiaggi
and Siemssen 2013; Benini et al. 2014].

Let us consider two globally hyperbolic spacetimes (My, go) and (M, g), where My is an embedded
submanifold of M. One introduces the following set of assumptions:

Hypothesis 2.4. Suppose the spacetime (M, g) is such that
(1) there exists 2 € C®(M) with 2 > 0 on My and g[y, = 2%, gos
(2) there exists i~ € M such that J*(i~; M) is closed and

My=J"G"; MO\OJT(i™; M),
(3) go solves the vacuum Einstein equations at least in a neighborhood of
I =9 MY,
4) =0anddQ#0o0n.#7,dQ2(")=0and V,V,Q(7) =28, "),
5) if n? .= g“beSZ, then there exists w € C°(M) with w > 0 on MyU .#~ and

(@) Vi(w*n*)=0o0n .7,
(b) the vector field w™'n is complete on .7 ~.

Above, the symbols V, refer to the metric g.
One says that (Mo, go) is an asymptotically flat vacuum spacetime with past time infinity i ~ if there
exists a spacetime (M, g) such that M is an embedded submanifold of M and Hypothesis 2.4 is satisfied.?

Lemma 2.5. Suppose (My, go) is an asymptotically flat vacuum spacetime with past time infinity i ~ and
let (M, g) satisfy Hypothesis 2.4. Then Hypothesis 1.1 is satisfied for p :=i~ and f = oS.

Note that actually only conditions (1), (2), (4) and (5b) in Hypothesis 2.4 are needed in Lemma 2.5.

In the present paper we construct Hadamard states for the Klein—-Gordon operator P = —Lg +r(x)
in (Mo, gl m,) for any smooth, real-valued r. In the special case of the conformal wave operator P =
—0g 4+ (n —2)/(4(n — 1)) R (with R the scalar curvature) this yields, however, also Hadamard states
on (Mo, go), since the two metrics are conformally related; see Appendix A2.

2D. Null coordinates near C. For later use it is convenient to introduce null coordinates near C. The
construction seems to be well known; we sketch it for the reader’s convenience. Note however the
estimates in Lemma 2.6, which will be useful later on.

We first choose normal coordinates (y°, y) at p such that C = {(y°, ) | ") = |3|> =0, y* > 0} on
a neighborhood of p.

Set

_ _ y _
vi=y0+ 15, wi=y'—3, Y= eSS (2-4)

|1
3Note that we consider here only globally hyperbolic spacetimes; see [Moretti 2008, Appendix A] for a more general
definition.
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so that on a neighborhood of p one has C = {w =0, v > 0}. Abusing notation slightly, we denote by
V!, ..., %! coordinates on S~! and use the same letter for their pullback to local coordinates on M
near p. We set

S:={w=0, v=e¢p}, (2-5)

where €y > 0 will be chosen to be small enough. Note that S C C is diffeomorphic to S¢~!.

Lemma 2.6. (1) There exists a unique solution s € C*°(C) of

{(V“fVaS)fc =-1,
S[szo.

(2) There exists unique solutions 0 e C®(C), 1< j<d-—1,of
{(V“fvaef)rc =0,
0/ls =y’
(3) Moreover, there exists 0 < €y < €1 and k, 6J e C®(]—e€y, €11 x S 1) such that
s, ) =1In@) +k@,¥) and 6/, ¥) =07, v¥) on10,el xS
Proof. The proof is given in Appendix A4. U

It remains to extend s and #/ to smooth functions on a neighborhood of C.

We argue as in [Wald 1984, Section 11.1]: for s¢ € R, the submanifold S, = {s = so} C C is spacelike,
of codimension 2 in M. At a given point of S, the orthogonal to its tangent space is two-dimensional
and timelike, and hence contains two null lines. One of them is generated by V¢ f; the other is transverse
to C. We extend (s, 8) to a neighborhood of C by imposing that (s, ) are constant along the above
family of null geodesics, transverse to C.

Lemma 2.7. The functions (f, s, 0) constructed above are a system of local coordinates near C with
Cc{f=0}and
glc =—2df ds+h;;(s,0)do" do’, (2-6)

where h;j(s, 0) dé' do’ is a smooth, s-dependent Riemannian metric on S~ 1.

Proof. The proof will be given in Appendix A3. ]

2E. Estimates on traces. In this subsection we derive estimates, in the coordinates (s, &) on C constructed
above, for the restriction to C of a smooth, space-compact function in M. These estimates will be applied
later to traces on C of solutions of the Klein—Gordon equation in M.

We recall that C (M) denotes the space of smooth space compact functions, i.e., the space of
¢ € C®°(M) such that supp¢ C J*(K)U J~(K) for some compact K C M.

We will slightly abuse notation by writing ¢ (x, . . ., x¢) for the function ¢ expressed in some coordinate
system (x°, ..., x%) near p. We will similarly write, for example, ¢ (v, ¥) or ¢ (s, 6) for ¢ € C*(C).

By Lemma 2.1 we see that supp ¢ N C is compact in C if ¢ € C(M). This means that it suffices to
control the derivatives in (s, 6) of ¢[¢ (s, 8) near s = —oo0, that is, of ¢[¢ (v, ¥) near v = 0. Clearly
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the only task is to control what happens near p, that is, when s — —oo. We first derive estimates in the
coordinates (v, ¥) introduced in (2-4) in a neighborhood of v = 0. If ¢ € C (M) we denote by &, y)
the function ¢ expressed in normal coordinates at p, which is defined on a neighborhood of 0. We then
set

(v, ¥) = ¢(Lv, Joy) € C®(I—e1, e[ x S for some €; > 0,
so that

A

dlc = Pl>0;-

We denote by SO the space of functions u(v, ¥) € C*°(]—ey, €[ x S4=1) which are bounded with all
derivatives.

Lemma 2.8. (1) If¢ € C2(M) then (v, ) belongs to S°.
(2) Let |h| = det[h;;]. Then |h|(v, ¥) = v*@=Vro(v, ¥) for ro, ry ' € S°.

Proof. Considering the map x : S*~! — R?, ¢ — , and still denoting by v some coordinates, on S~
we have

dp=10y0p—y-05¢) and dyid = Tvdyix’ 050

From this we obtain (1). To prove (2) we need to express h;; = (9pi | g0yj) on C. An easy computation
using the estimates in Lemma 2.6 shows that on C we have

By =al (v, ¥) By +vro(v, )by,
where a/, ro € S and [a/](v, ¥) is invertible. Plugging this into (A-9), we obtain
[hif) (. ) = v2("la] 1w, ¥)mi 1) [a] 10, %) + vibifl (v, ),
where b;; € S°. This implies (2). 0

Later we will also need the following lemma. We denote by m;;(6) d6' d6/ the standard Riemannian
metric on S¢~! and set
B(s, 0) :=m|/*@)|n| 74 (s, ), (2-7)

Lemma 2.9. Let
$(s,0):= B (s,0)¢lc(s,0), ¢eCZ(M).

Then for all 51 € R one has
3%l pc 0@ D), sel-oco,s1], forall a,p.

Proof. We note that ,3_1 = v(d_l)/zro(v, Yr), for ry, ro_] € SY. From this and Lemma 2.8, it follows that
if ¢ € C°(M) then d(v, ¥) € v@ /289 1t remains to estimate the derivatives of ¢ with respect to s
and 6. By a standard computation we obtain, for u € C*(]—ey, €[ x S}

Opiut = aij(v, V) dyju~+vri(v, ¥)dyu, and dsu = v(l+vro(v, ¥))dyu + vbj(v, V) oyju

for rg, ri, b/, aij € S% and [aij ] invertible. From this point on the lemma is a routine computation. |
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3. Klein—Gordon fields inside the future lightcone

3A. Klein—-Gordon equation in M. We fix a smooth real function r € C°°(M) and consider the Klein—
Gordon operator on (M, g)

P(x,Dy)=—-VV,+r(x) actingon C*(M).

We denote by Ey in 9'(M x M) the retarded and advanced Green’s functions for P,by E = E, — E_
in @'(M x M) the Pauli-Jordan commutator function and by Sols.(P) the space of smooth, complex-
valued, space-compact solutions of

P(x,Dy)p=0 in M.

Recall that we have set in Section 2A

Moy :=1"(p)

and, by Lemma 2.2, we know that (M, g) is globally hyperbolic.
We denote by Py = —V*V, +r(x) the restriction of P to My, by Eo € 9'(My x My) the Pauli-Jordan
function for Py and by Solg.(Pp) the space of smooth, complex-valued, space-compact solutions of

P()(x, Dx)¢0 =0 in M().

By the global hyperbolicity of (M, g) we know that Sols. (Py) = Eq@(My). From (2-3) and the uniqueness
of Eg+ we obtain that Eo+ = E4 [, xm,; hence,

EO = ErMoxMo .
It follows that any ¢ € Sols.(Pp) uniquely extends to ¢ € Sol.(P); in fact,
o= Eofo, fo€D(My) = o= Efolnm,- (3-1

As usual we equip Sols.(Pp) with the symplectic form
p100h2 = f Vahi¢ — ¢1Vagon® doy, (3-2)
%o

where X9 C M) is a Cauchy hypersurface for (Mo, g) (see Appendix Al for notation). It is well known
that

Eo : (C5°(My)/ PoCy°(My), Eo) — (Solsc(Py), 00)

is a symplectomorphism.

3B. Hadamard states in M. We first briefly recall some standard facts and refer, for example, to [Gérard
and Wrochna 2014, Section 2] for details and notation.
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3B1. Covariances of a quasifree state. If (¥, o) is a complex symplectic space, the complex covariances
A* € LY, Y*) of a (gauge-invariant) quasifree state w on CCR(%, o) (the polynomial CCR *-algebra
of (Y, o)) are defined by

oW DY) =i 1 ATy, o@* )Y ()= (1| A7y), yi.yeY.

From the CCR we obtain that AT — A~ =io =: ¢, and the necessary and sufficient condition for A* to
be the complex covariances of a (gauge-invariant) quasifree state is that A* > 0.

If (¥, 0)=(C5°(Mo)/ PCy°(My), Eop), the complex covariances of a state w are induced from two-point
functions, still denoted by A¥, such that

AT €' (Mo x My), PAT=ATP=0,

where we identify operators on C3°(My) with sesquilinear forms using the scalar product
(u|v) :=/ wvdpg, u,veCy(M).
My

3B2. Hadamard condition. We now recall the Hadamard condition for quasifree states. We denote
by T*M the cotangent bundle of M and by Z = {(x, 0)} C T*M the zero section. The principal symbol
of Pis p(x, &) =&, (x)&; the set

N:={(x,§) e T"M\Z : p(x,§) =0}

is called the characteristic manifold of p.

The Hamilton vector field of p will be denoted by H,, whose integral curves inside N are called
bicharacteristics.

We will use the notation X = (x, &) for points in T*M\Z and write X| ~ X, if X; = (x1, &) and
X5 = (x2, &) are in N and X and X lie on the same bicharacteristic of p.

Let us fix a time orientation and denote by V.4 C Ty M for x € M the open future/past lightcones
and V', the dual cones

ViE ={EeT'M:&-v>0 forall ve V. with v#0}.
The set N has two connected components invariant under the Hamiltonian flow of p, namely
NE={XeN:Ee V™).
Definition 3.1. A quasifree state @ on CCR(C5°(Mo)/PC3°(My), Eo) with two-point functions At
satisfies the microlocal spectrum condition if

WE(AT)Y c NE x N, (usc)

Quasifree states satisfying (usc) are called Hadamard states.

This form of the Hadamard condition was shown in [Sahlmann and Verch 2001] to be equivalent
to older definitions [Radzikowski 1996]; we refer the reader to [Sanders 2010; Wrochna 2013] for a
discussion on equivalent formulations of the microlocal spectrum condition.
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4. Bulk-to-boundary correspondence

4A. Boundary symplectic space. We equip C with the coordinates (s, ) constructed in Section 2D and
hence identify C with
C:=RxS*! (4-1)

We denote by H k (5 ), k € N, the Sobolev space
H*(C) := {ge@/(RXSd_l):/|8;’8§g|2|m|1/2dsd9<oo, a+|ﬂ|§k},

and extend the definition of H*(C) to k € R in the usual way. The space H 0(C) will be denoted simply
by L2(5). We set also

%(C) = ﬂ H*(C) and %'(C):= U H*(O),
keR keR

equipped with their canonical topologies.
We set

§10c8 = / PRCHTEE d;82)lm|"?(0)ds do, g1, g2 € #(C). (4-2)
RxS4—
Introducing the charge q := ioc we have

81982 =2(g1 1 Dsg2) 2 81+ 82 € H(O),
where D; = i~!9; is selfadjoint on Lz(a) on its natural domain. Clearly (%(5), oc) is a complex
symplectic space.
4B. Bulk-to-boundary correspondence.

Definition 4.1. Let 8 € C 00(5 ) be as defined in (2-7). We set
p:Solse(Pp) = CP(R xS, ¢ B (s, 0)0lc(s,6).

Proposition 4.2. (1) p maps Sols.(Py) into 3‘6(5 ).
(2) p:(Soly(Py), o) — (%(5), oc¢) is a monomorphism, i.e.,

pProcpdr=d1ody  forall 1, ¢, € Solse(Py).

Proof. Let ¢ and ¢ be as in (3-1). By Lemma 2.1 and the support properties of E, we see that supp ¢ N C
is compact in M. Therefore the restriction of ¢ to C equals the restriction of a smooth, compactly
supported function to C. By Lemma 2.9 and the fact that p¢y is supported in ]—o0, s;[ x S?~! for
some s, we obtain that p¢g € %(5 ), which proves (1).

We now prove (2). Let ¢; o € Solsc(Pp), i = 1, 2, be restrictions to My of ¢; € Sol,c(P). We fix a
Cauchy surface X for (M, g) such that supp ¢; o N X9 C K € M. We can find a Cauchy surface X for
(M, g) such that ¥ N K = ¥y N K. Denoting by

Ja( @1, $2) := d1 Va2 — Va1 92,



CONSTRUCTION OF HADAMARD STATES BY CHARACTERISTIC CAUCHY PROBLEM 123

the conserved current, we have
$1,00002,0 = $10¢2,

where

Progy = —/ Ju(P1, p2)n” doy,
>

is the symplectic form on Sols.(P). We now apply Stokes formula in the form (A-6) to the domain
U C M bounded by XN K, C and 3JT(ZNK), using that V,J%(¢1, ¢2) = 0. The boundary term on
Y NK yields —¢10¢o; the boundary term on 8J+ (X N K) vanishes. To express the boundary term on C,
we use the coordinates (f, s, ) constructed in Section 2D. We formally obtain the quantity

§168 = / (358182 — §10,82) |12 (s, 0) ds db
RxS-1

for gi = (¢;))[c. This equals pdiocp¢, by an easy computation.

To justify the use of Stokes formula, we need to take care of the fact that C is not smooth at p. This
can be done as follows: for 0 < € < 1, we denote by U, some e-neighborhood of p. We replace C by a
smooth hypersurface Ce, obtained by smoothly gluing C\ Uk to a piece of a Cauchy surface X passing
through U,. The contribution of the integral on X is written using (A-4) and converges to 0 when € — 0,
using that ¢; are smooth functions. The contribution of the integral on C\U, converges to p¢iocpps,
using that p¢; € %(5 ). This completes the proof of the proposition. O

4C. Pullback of states from the boundary. Since
p 2 (Solye(Po), 00) = (H(C), o¢)

is a monomorphism, we can pull back a quasifree state wc on CCR(%((NT), o¢) to a quasifree state wy on
CCR(C§°(My)/ PoCS°(My), Ep) by setting

wo(Y ()Y (u2)) :=wc (Y(po Eou)y*(po Eou)), ui,us € Cy°(My). (4-3)

If At € Lh(%(g ), %(5 )*) are the complex covariances of wc¢, then the complex covariances of wy are
(formally) given by

AT :=(po Ey)*orT o (po Ey). (4-4)
5. Hadamard condition on the cone

In this section we formulate the natural boundary version of the bulk Hadamard condition (usc).

5A. Preparations. We recall that p(x, &) denotes the principal symbol of the Klein—Gordon operator P
(or Py).

Let C C M be the forward lightcone introduced in Section 2A. We denote by N*C C T*M\Z the
conormal bundle to C, namely,

N*C:={(x,6) e T*"M\Z :x € C and £ =0 on T,C}.
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The fact that C is characteristic is equivalent to
N*C C N, (5-D

where N is the characteristic manifold of p. Since N*C is Lagrangian, it is well known that (5-1) implies
that N*C is invariant under the flow of H,. The projections on M of bicharacteristics starting from N*C
are (modulo reparametrization) characteristic curves, i.e., integral curves of the vector field v* = V? f if
f € C*®(M) is some defining function of C, thatis, f =0and df #0on C.

We will use the coordinates (f, s, #) introduced in Section 2D, which, for ease of notation, will
be denoted by x = (r,5,y) € R x R x S?=1. The dual coordinates are denoted by & = (o,0,n),
elements of T*M will sometimes be denoted by X = (x, £) and elements of 7*C will be denoted by

Y =((s,y), (o,m)).
In the above coordinates, we have

C—{r=0} and N*C={r=0,0=y=0]
and, from (2-6), we obtain that

p(x,8)c =—200 +h(s,y,n), (5-2)

where we set h(s, y,n) = h"(0, s, y)n;n;. Note that h(s, y, n) is elliptic, that is, h(s, y, n) > coln|*
for co > 0, locally in (s, y), since h;; dy’ dy’ is Riemannian.

For later use let us extend the notation X| ~ X, introduced in Section 3B2. For Y = (s, y, 0, n) €e T*C
and X = (x, &) e T*M, we will write Y ~ X if

o#0 and ((0,s,y), (20) 'h(s, y,n). 0. n) ~ X. (5-3)
Recall also that the positive/negative energy components N+ of N were defined in Section 3B2.
Lemma 5.1. Let Y| = (s1, y1, 01, n1) € T*C and X, = (x2, &) € T*M with x, € C. Then:

(1) There exists o1 € R such that

X1:= (0,51, y1), (01, 01, 11)) ~ (x2,62) =1 X
if and only if o1 # 0, in which case 01 = (201) "' h(s1, y1, 11) and Yy ~ X».
(2) If Y1 ~ Xo, then X, € N* if and only if £o1 > 0.
Proof. Let X1 = ((0, s1, y1), (01,01, n1)) € N. By (5-2) we have
—20101 + h(s1, y1,m) =0.

If o1 = 0 then A(sy, y1, 1) = 0, hence n; = 0 by ellipticity of h. Therefore oy = 0 implies X; € N*C.
Since X, ~ X1 and N*C is invariant under the flow of H),, we also have X, € N*C, which contradicts the
hypothesis that x, & C. Therefore, necessarily o1 # 0, and hence o = Qo) h(sy, y1,11) and Y1 ~ X».
This proves (1).
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To prove (2) we have to show that
+o1 >0 < (0,51, 1), (2o) " h(si, yi,m), o1, m)) € N (5-4)

Let us fix (y1, n1) € 7*S%~! and o € R. Since N* are the two connected components of N, it suffices,
by connectivity, to prove (5-4) for s; in a neighborhood of —o0, i.e., in a neighborhood of p in M. Recall
that we introduced Gaussian normal coordinates (y°, y) near p with dy0 future oriented. Let « be the
one-form (201) " 'h(sy, y1, n1) dr + o1 ds +ny dy. Then

(0, 51, y1), ((2o1) " h(s1, y1, m), 01, m)) € NF = Fla | g™ dy?) > 0.

Since it suffices to check the sign of (o | g~! dy®) near p, we can, by a simple approximation argument
(see, e.g., (A-9)) replace g by the flat metric at p. We then have — see Lemma 2.6 and recall that s = u
andr = f—

y0=v+w, v=e’, w=e’r,
hence
Fla| g dy?) = £2(e o1 +e" 201)  hlst, yi. m))
has the same sign as o, which proves (5-4). U

Recall that E € 9’ (M x M) is the Pauli-Jordan commutator function for P and p : @(M) — C*® (5 ),
u — ulc, is (modulo a smooth, nonzero multiplicative factor) the operator of restriction to C, defined in
Definition 4.1.
Let us recall some notation: identifying 7* (M| x M) with T*M| x T*M,, we write (T*M| xT*M,)\Z
for the image of 7*(M; x M)\ Z under this identification. If I' C (T*M; x T* M)\ Z, one sets
D= {(x1, &) 1 (x1, &1, x2,0) €T for some xp} C T*M\Zy, s
FMZ ={(x2,&):(x1,0,x2,&) €I' for some x;} C T*Mz\Zz, ©-2)

where Z; is the zero section of 7*M;.
Proposition 5.2. Let x € C°(M) with supp x C M\C and € C8°(5). Then:

(1) WE(Ypo Ex) C{(Y1, X3):y1 €suppy, xa € supp x, Y1 ~ X»}, where the notation Y ~ X is as
defined in (5-3).

2) YpoEyx :9(M) — 92)(5) extends continuously as ypo Ey : @' (M) — @/(5).
Proof. 1t is well known that

supp E C {(x1, x2) : x1 € J(x2)},

(5-6)
WF(E) ={(X1, X2) e N x N: X| ~ Xz}

On the other hand, the distributional kernel of p equals

8(r2) ®8(s1, y1, 82, y2) B~ (51, y1) € D' (C x M).
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It follows that

WE(p) = {(Y1, X2) : 12 =0, (s1, y1) = (52, y2), (01, m) = (02, m2), (02, m2) # (0, 0)}. (5-7)
Since E : B(M) — €(M), we see that Yypo Ex : D(M) — @(6). Moreover, there exists x; € C{°(M)
such that Yp o Ex = ¥ p o x1 E x. We then have

cWEF(p) = WF(E)), =
and it follows from [Hormander 1990a, Chapter 8] and (5-6)—(5-7) that
WF(Ypo Ex) C WE(p) o WR(Ex)'
C {1, X2) : (0, 51, y1), (€1, 01, m)) ~ X» for some g1, x> € supp x}.
Using that supp x N C = & and Lemma 5.1(1), this implies (1). Moreover, (1) implies that

WFWpo Ex)y =92. (5-8)

Again by [Hormander 1990a], this implies that yp o Ex = (M) — @(5 ) extends continuously as
YpoEx : %' (M) — %' (C). O

5B. Hadamard condition on the cone. Recall from Section 4B that we can associate to a quasifree state
wc on CCR(%(&), oc) a quasifree state wy on CCR(C{°(Mo)/PCy° (M), Ep). In this subsection we
give natural conditions on the covariances A* of w¢ which ensure that the induced state wy satisfies the
microlocal spectrum condition (usc).

Recall that we denote by Y = ((s, y), (o, )) the points in T* C. We also denote by A the diagonal in
T*C x T*C and we will use the notation ¢I' and I'x introduced in (5-5).

Theorem 5.3. Let A* : %(5) — %(5) and

AT :=(poEy)*orTo(poEp).
Then:
(1) AT e @' (My x My).
@) If
(i) WEQE)Y N{(Y1,Y2) : o1 <00r 0y <0} =@,
(il)) WEAT — A7) N{(Y1,Y2) : 01 and 02 #0} C A,
then
(iii) WEQE)Y N{(Y1, Y») : +01 >0 and +o0, > 0} C A.
(3) Assume moreover that A% : 5¢(C) — %(C) and sWF(E) = WF()\i)é = @&. Then, if (i) and (iii) in
(2) hold, A* satisfy (usc).
Proof. To prove (1) it suffices to check that po Eqy : D(My) — %76(5). If x € C3°(My) then, by Lemma 2.1,
poEgx =poxiEx for some x; € C°(M). Since E : H(M) — €(M) and p : D(M) — %(5) are
continuous, this proves (1).
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To prove (2) we write
WELE)Y N{+o; > 0, +05 > 0}
C (WFOF)Y N{xo; >0, £0r > 0) U(WF(AT —17) N{to; > 0, +05 > 0})
Cc (WF(.FY N{xo; > 0, £0r > 0}) U(WFQT — A7) N{oy, 02 # 0)).

The first set in the last line is empty by (i), and the second is contained in A by (ii).

To prove (3) we follow an argument due to Moretti [2008]. We treat only the case of A™, the case of A~
being similar, and omit the + superscript. Let x; € C5°(Mo), i = 1, 2. By Proposition 2.3 there exists
Y; € Cg°(C) (and hence ; = 0 near p) such that any null geodesic starting from supp x; intersects C
in {¢; = 1}. We have:

xXiAx2=x1(po EY*Yrioroyn(poE)xa+ xi(poE)*Y1oro(1—vn)(poE)xa
+x1(po EY*(1 =yr)oroyn(poE)xa+ xi(po E)* (1 —y1)oro (1l —yn)(po E)x2
= A1+ A2+ Az + Ag.

By the properties of y; and v;, we can find x; € C3°(M) supported near p such that
@ (I=yi)(poE)xi = =vi)po xiExi,
(b) no null geodesic from supp y; intersects supp x;-.
It follows from (b) and (5-6) that x; E x; has a smooth, compactly supported kernel, hence
KEXi : 9" (M) — D(M).
Since (1 —¥;)p : B(M) — H(C), we see that
(1= ¥)po Exi : 3'(M) — #(C), (5-9)

hence
Xxi(po EY (1 =) : %' (C) — D(M). (5-10)

It remains to examine the properties of ¥; (o o E) x;. By Proposition 5.2, ¥;(p o E) x; : @' (M) — %/(5).
Since €/(C) C #/(C) continuously, we have

Yi(po E)xi 1 D' (M) — %' (C), (5-11)
hence

xi(p o E)*y; : H(C) — D(M). (5-12)

From (5-9)—(5-12) and the assumption that A : %(6) — %(5) it follows that A; : &' (My) — D(My),
which hence has a smooth kernel for i =2, 3, 4, and WF(x1A x2)' = WF(A)'.
To bound WF(A )" we choose 1}1‘ e Cy° (5 ) such that 1}1‘ Y; = ; and write

A1 = (x1(po E)Yri) o (Yiayn) o (Ya(po E)r) = Kfod o Ky,
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where K; = Y;(po E) x; € ¢/ (M x 5) and d = 1/71c1/~/2 € %’(5 X 5). The distributions K, K, and d have
compact support. Moreover, we have

WF(d)5 =¢ WF(d) = WF(K1)), =y WF(K3) = 2.

In fact, the first two equalities follow from the corresponding hypothesis on WF(c)’ and the last two
from (5-8). We can then apply the results in [Hormander 1990a, Chapter 8] on the composition of kernels
and obtain that K3 od o K is well defined and

WF(K}od oK) C WE(K}) o WE(d) o WE(K,) .

Now we apply Proposition 5.2(1), the fact that WF(d)" € WF(A)" and Lemma 5.1(1). We obtain that,
if (X1, X2) € WF(A)/, necessarily X, X» € Ny and X; ~ X5, which is exactly condition (usc). [l

6. Pseudodifferential calculus

In this section we collect rather standard results on the pseudodifferential calculus on C=RxS".
We will however need to consider bihomogeneous symbols on R x S9!, i.e., symbols having different
homogeneities in the covariables o and 7, dual to s and 6.

The reason for this is that the charge ¢ = —2D; is not an elliptic differential operator in the usual sense
(considered on C), hence operators like (¢ — z)~! for z € C\R are not in the usual pseudodifferential
classes.

For k, k' € R, we denote by H k([R{) and H¥ (Sd_l) the Sobolev spaces on R and S-1 of orders k
and k’ and by || - ||x and | - ||x their respective norms. Furthermore, we denote by H** (R x S4~!) the
Sobolev space on R x S4-1 of biorder (k, k'), that is, the completion of C§°(R x S4-1) for the norm

1 lex := (D) (Da) 2.
We set also, for p € R,
BP(R) =) B(H'(R), H* 7 (R)),
keR

equipped with its natural topology.

6A. Pseudodifferential operators on R x R¢~1,
Definition 6.1. Let p;, p> € R.
(1) We denote by §P-72(R x R?~1) the space of symbols a € C®°(T*R x T*R?~") such that

|81 971 852 952al € O (o) Pl P21y, By €N, o, pr e NTTL
(2) We denote by B SP2(R x S¢1) the space of a € C*®°(T*R?~!, BP'(R)) such that
1852 052all p, 1y € O(MP> 7PN, @, pr e NI,

where || - || p, x, is any seminorm of a in B! (R).
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Using the Weyl quantization on R x R?~!, we obtain a map
SPEP2(R x RN — B(CP(R xR, C® (R x R™Y),  a > Op(a),

whose range, denoted by W”1-72(R x R¢~1), is the space of pseudodifferential operators on R x R?~! of
biorder (pi, p»). Similarly, using the Weyl quantization on R~!, we obtain a map

BP' SR x RHB(CE R x R, C¥(R x R*™)),  a > Op(a),
whose range will be denoted by B”' W72 (R x RY™1).

6B. Pseudodifferential operators on C. Let A: cg°<5) — Coo(a). If y € C®(S? 1), i =1, 2, are
cutoff functions supported in chart open sets 2; C S9! and ¢;i 1 Q2 — R4-! are coordinate charts, then
drox1Ax200; * i CPR x R — C®R x R,

Definition 6.2. (1) We denote by W/ .P2(C) the space of operators A : C§° (C) — C®(C) such that, for
any x; and ¢; as above, ¢} o xjAxa 0 ¢, * € WPLP2(R x R,

(2) We denote by B?! lIﬂ"z((~?) the space of operators A : C{° (5) — C°°(5) such that, for any x; and ¢;
as above, ¢F o x1Ax2 0, * € BPWP2 (R x R,

(3) We set

w2 (C)= () wP(C) and BTWP(C)= () BP P (O).
P1ER P1€ER

(4) We set
{i}Ph}h(&) — \_ppl,Pz(&“) + B—Ooqﬂ)z(a).

Note that if one defines, analogously, q/_oo’m(G) = ﬂpleR @PI’P2(6), then actually ITI_OO’I’Z(G) =
B_OO\IJPZ(G ). Moreover, it is easy to check that

CI}PLPZ(G) o W42 (6) c CI}P1+P2,Q1+Q2(6)_

We refer the reader to [Rodino 1975; Borsero and Schulz 2014; Ruzhansky and Turunen 2010] and
references therein for more details on the pseudodifferential calculus on products of manifolds.*

6C. The Beals criterion. Let us denote by W”(S9~!) the classes of standard pseudodifferential operators
on S¢~!. Tt is well known that W7 (S?~!) can be characterized by the Beals criterion, namely an operator
A:C®(S4 — (S 1) belongs to WP (S~ 1) if and only if

ady, ---ady ady, -- ady, A: H*(S"™") — HF 789N, n.meN, kez, (6-1)

forany f; € C % (S9-1) and smooth vector fields X j on sdé-1 [Ruzhansky and Turunen 2010]. Moreover,
one can find a finite set of such f; and X ; such that the topology on W? (S=1) given by the collection of
the norms of the multicommutators is equivalent to the standard topology on W”(S¢~1), given by the

4Note however that the literature discusses mostly the case when both manifolds are compact.
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symbol space topologies of the pullbacks ¢ o x;Ax; o ¢; in Definition 6.2, for a fixed covering of sd-1
by chart neighborhoods U;.

These characterizations immediately carry over to the classes B?! wP2(C). In fact it is easy to see that
A € BPSP2(C) if and only if

ady, ---ady ady, ---ady, A: H¥(C) - H--PK=—pinsd=h  py meN, kK eZ. (62
This result can be deduced from the previous one by considering the operators
(1] ® lgi-1) 0 Ao (Juz) ® Lea-1) : C(S™1) — Cc®(S7 1)

for u; € H=*P1(R) and u, € H*(R), which belong to W72 (S471Y if (6-2) holds. Applying the result re-
called above about the equivalence of the standard topology and the topology given by the multicommutator
norms, one obtains that A € B! \IJI’Z(G) if (6-2) holds.

In the usual case one can deduce from the Beals criterion standard results on the functional calculus
for pseudodifferential operators, for example on complex powers of elliptic pseudodifferential operators
[Bony 1997]. These results are easy to extend to the classes BP'\W 72 (5). We will need only a very
simple one, which we now state. Recall that \TI_OO’O(g) = B_Oolllo(g) C B(Lz(ﬁ)), The spectrum of
b € B(L%(C)) is denoted by spec(b).

Proposition 6.3. Let b € ‘TI_OO’O(E: ) and let be F holomorphic near spec(b) with F(0) = 0. Then
F(b) € U=0(C).

Proof. The proof consists of expressing F'(b) as a contour integral and applying the Beals criterion to the
resolvent (b —z)~ L. O

6D. Essential support. We denote by \Illfh([R{), p € R, the class of global pseudodifferential operators
on R with polyhomogeneous symbols.

Definition 6.4. The essential support of a € WP 1:22(C), denoted by ess supp(a) C T*R\Z, is defined by
(so, 00) € esssupp(a) if there exists b € llfgh([R) that is elliptic at (sg, 0g) such that boa € 11:—00’1’2(5).

Clearly ess supp(a) is a closed conic subset of T*R\ Z. Moreover, one can equivalently require that
aob e \If_oo’pz(g) for some b € \Ilgh([RR) that is elliptic at (s, 09)-

6E. Wavefront set of kernels. For N =R, S’~!, RxS?~!, we denote by Ay the diagonal in T*N x T*N
and by Zy the zero section in T*N.

For an operator a € WPP2(R x S4-1 it is in general not true that WF(a)’ is contained in the full
diagonal A, g1 (as would be the case for an operator in W7 (R x S?~!)). Instead one has the following
estimate, which can be thought as a natural generalization of the usual estimate for the wavefront set of
tensor products of distributions (in this case Schwartz kernels) [Borsero and Schulz 2014].

Lemma 6.5. Let a € WPP2(R x S4=1). Then
WF(a) C Ar x Agi-1 UAR X (Zgi-1 X Zga-1) U (Zr X ZR) X Aga-1.

Less precise estimates are valid for the @pl’pz(R x §471) classes:
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Lemma 6.6. (1) Leta € B~°WP2(C). Then
WF(a) N{(Y1,Y2):01 #0 or 0y #0} = 2.

(2) Leta € WP-r2(C). Then
¢WF(a)' = WF(a)z = @.

The proof is given in Appendix AS.

6F. Toeplitz pseudodifferential operators on C. We recall that %(C) = (mer H" (C)= (Mker H kk(C).
Let us set

L2.(C) := 1pe(Dy) L*(C)

and denote by iy : Li(&) — L2(5) the corresponding isometric injection, so that w4 :=i+i} = 1p+(D;)
is the orthogonal projection on Li(a ) in L2(5 ). We also set

%+ (C) =it %#(C) C #(C). (6-3)

We will see in Section 7 that this provides a useful setup for the discussion of the positivity condition
A% > 0 for the two-point functions of a Hadamard state.
Writing 1+ = x 1g+ + (1 — x)1g=+ for a cutoff function x € C3°(R) equal to 1 near 0, we see that

7y € U00(C). (6-4)

For «, B € {+, —} and p1, p» € R, we set
GIP(C) = iq 0 WP (C) 0.

By (6-3) we see that qué’m (5) ¥ (5) — %a(é). Moreover, if we set

Rap : WP (C) - WIEP(C), av>ifoaoip
then, using (6-4), we see that R.g has right inverse

Tup : U7 (C) > WP (C),  ar>igoaoi},
which allows us to identify \Tlof/;’p 2(C) with Ran Tup C U P1r2(C). From (6-4) we also have

IP(C) 0 WL (C) € BLIHN-P+e(C), (6-5)
7. Construction of Hadamard states on the cone

From the discussion in Section 5B, in particular Theorem 5.3, we are led to the following definition:
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Definition 7.1. A pair of maps A% : %(C) — %#(C) is called a pair of Hadamard two-point functions on
the cone C if

cWFO*) = WFOH) % =2, (Had-i)

WFGE) N{(Y), Y2) i 01 <0 or +03 <0} =2, (Had-ii)
At —AT =2D;, (Had-iii)

AT >0 on %#(C). (Had-iv)

As the name suggests, if A* are Hadamard two-point functions on C in the sense of the above definition,
then A* defined in (4-4) are Hadamard two-point functions on M (as follows from Theorem 5.3).

We now discuss in more detail the various conditions in (Had-1)—(Had-iv). It is natural to consider
pseudodifferential two-point functions, i.e., to assume that A € Wr1-r2(C). Moreover to analyze conditions
(Had-iii)-(Had-iv) it is convenient to reduce oneself to A* of the form

AT = QIDs)2cE@2IDs )2, where ¢F e UPrP2(C), (7-1)

for p1, p2 € R. Note that, writing (2| Dy])!/? as x (Dy) 2| Ds])'/> + (1= x (D)) 2| Ds )/ for x € C*(R)
equal to 1 near 0, we see that (7-1) implies that A* € CI3f’l+l’f”2((~/’).

7A. Wavefront set. We first analyze conditions (Had-i)—-(Had-ii).

Proposition 7.2. Assume that
AME=at 4, aTewr2(C), rFeT > ([C), (RxRF)Nesssuppla®)=2.  (7-2)
Then A* satisfies conditions (Had-i)—(Had-ii).

Proof. The fact that A* satisfy (Had-i) follows from Lemma 6.6(2). Also, since, by Lemma 6.6(1),
r* satisfy (Had-ii) we can assume that A* = a®. We treat only the case of A and use the notation in the
proof of Lemma 6.6. Let 171, ?2 € T*G\Z with 61 # 0 or 67 # 0. Let us assume that 67 % 0, the case
07 # 0 being similar, using the remark after Definition 6.4.

Since (R x RT™) N ess supp(at) = &, we can find a cutoff function x; with x;(51) # 0, a neighborhood
Vi of 61 and some m; € \I!gh([R) elliptic at (51, 1) such that (1 —m)(s, Ds)vgs € O((A)~°) in all
H*(R) and m (s, Dy)oa € \INJ_OO’I’Z(G). The fact that (171, ?2) € WF(a)' then follows from the same
arguments as in the proof of Lemma 6.6. O

In terms of ¢* appearing in (7-1), a natural condition implying (7-2) is
1g=(Dy)c* € U77(C), (resce)
which clearly implies that AT satisfy (7-2).
Lemma 7.3. Let AT be given by (7-1) and such that (uscc) holds. Then

¢ = 1= (D) + U™12(C).
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Proof. In terms of ¢*, (Had-iii) becomes ¢t — ¢~ = sgn(Dy). Let xT € C*®(R) be cutoff functions equal
to 1 near 00 and to 0 near FFoo. From (usc¢) and pseudodifferential calculus we obtain that

ct = xE (D) xF(Dy) + T2 (C). (7-3)
Using successively (7-3) and ¢t — ¢~ = sgn(Dy), we obtain
Ci — Xicixi + {I\}—OO,]JZ(E:)
= xE(F £sgn(D) x =+ T >2(C)
= xFcTxE + xExE+U(0)
= xExFFx T+ xF T (C)
=x*+ TR0
= 1ps (D) + T 7P2(C). O

7B. Positivity. We now discuss conditions (Had-iii)—(Had-iv). In terms of ct they become

t ™ =sgn(Dy), (7-4-iii)
¢t>0 on #(C). (7-4-iv)

c

To analyze (7-4-iii)—(7-4-iv) we use the framework of Section 6F. We denote ¢ simply by ¢ and set

Cap =iyocoipg, a,Bef{+, -},

so that
c= Y iacCapi}. (7-5)
apel+.~)
Then (7-4-iii)—(7-4-iv) is equivalent to
_ -1 _ o~ ~
(C++ c+ ) >0 and (C++ C+ ) >0 on %.(C)®J_(0), (7-6)
Cop C__ c.y c—_+1

which is equivalent to
(i) c4y>0,cc_>landc_y =7 _.

(g | cpu)| < (uy | coqu) P feo_u)'’?,
|t | ermu)| < e | (e = Dus) P | oo+ Du)',

Condition (ii) above is implied by

(ii) uy € %4 (C).

|y | epmu)] < g ey = Du) P feou)'?, us € %#2(0).

We are now in position to prove the following theorem, which is the analog of [Gérard and Wrochna 2014,
Theorem 7.5] in the present situation. It provides a rather large class of Hadamard two-point functions
on C and hence, by Theorem 5.3, of Hadamard states on M.
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Theorem 7.4. Assume that
cry=1+4alay, c._=a‘a., ci_=c' =alda_

foray € W7%C), a- e W2(C), d € BY(C) with |1d|| gp2 & 12 @) < 1.

Let ¢ be given by (7-5), At = (2| Ds|)'2c(2| Ds)V/? and >~ = AT —2Dy. Then A* is a pair of Hadamard
two-point functions on the cone.
Proof. We set, as before, At = (2| D, |)!/?c* (2| D)% € {171’0(5), so that ¢t = c and ¢~ = ¢ — sgn(Dy).
Conditions (7-4-iii)—(7-4-iv) follow from the above discussion. It remains to check condition (uscc). We

embed the spaces qlﬁép 2(C) into WP1-P2(C) as explained at the end of Section 6F and we have
ct=alay+alda_+a*d*a, +a*a_ + 1g+(Dy),

c = aia+ + aida, +a*d*a, +a*a_+ 1g-(Dy),

hence _ _
1p-(Dy)ct = aja, +ajda_ e U0,
1g+(Dg)c™ =a‘d*a; +a*a_ € T—20(C),
and condition (uscc) is satisfied. ]

Remark 7.5. The special choice of vanishing a,, a_ and d in Theorem 7.4 gives two-point functions
AT = £21p+(Dy) D;.
In the setting of asymptotically flat spacetimes with past time infinity i —, these correspond to the Hadamard
state found and further studied in [Moretti 2006; 2008].
8. Pure Hadamard states

In this section we first characterize pure Hadamard states on the cone C. We then prove that any pure
Hadamard state w¢ on C induces a pure Hadamard state wg in M.

8A. An abstract criterion for purity. Let (¥, o) a complex symplectic space and w a gauge invariant
quasifree state on CCR(%, o), with complex covariances A*.
Let Y°P! the completion of Y for the norm

I¥llo:=G-ATy+5-2"»"2 (8-1)

Let us introduce the hermitian form g = io € Ly (%, ¥*). Clearly ¢ and A* extend uniquely to Y°P',
Then, by [Araki and Shiraishi 1971/72], w is pure if and only if

(1) ¢ is nondegenerate on ayepl

(2) there exists an involution « : Y°P! — P! such that k*gk = g, gk > 0 and A* = %q(/c +1).

From this discussion we immediately obtain the following lemma:
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Lemma 8.1. Let (Y;, 0;),i =1, 2, be two complex symplectic spaces and p : ¥, — N, an injective map
such that p*opp = 1. Let wy be a pure, gauge-invariant quasifree state on CCR(¥;, 03). Let w; be the
gauge-invariant, quasifree state on CCR(¥1, 01) defined by the complex covariances

)Lf = p*)»écp.
Then, if pN is dense in Y, for the norm || - ||, defined in (8-1), the state w, is pure on CCR(¥1, o1).

8B. Pure Hadamard states on the cone. The following theorem is the exact analog of [Gérard and
Wrochna 2014, Theorem 7.10]. In what follows we will use the notations introduced in Section 6F.

Theorem 8.2. Let A™ be the two-point functions of a state wc on (%(5 ), o¢) of the form (7-1) and
satisfying (usce). Then wc is pure if and only if there exists a € \Tl:io 0(C) such that

o= 1+a*a a*(L+aa*)'/?
“\(1+4aa*)"?a aa* '

Proof. We consider the pair ¢* obtained from A*, write as before ¢t for ¢ and identify ¢ with the matrix

Cyq Cq—
C_4 C——

Arguing as in the proof of [Gérard and Wrochna 2014, Theorem 7.10], we obtain that the state wc on
(%(5 ), o¢) with covariances A7 is pure if and only if
1+a*a a*(1+aa*)'/?
_ 8-2
¢ ((1 +aa*)'?a aa* (8-2)
for some a : Li(&) — Lz_(g). This proves the “if”.
Let us now prove the “only if”. Since we assumed that cte \AI;O’O(&) satisfy (uscc), we obtain that

a*a e U;%C), (L+aa*)PaeV=2°C). (8-3)
We claim that
(1+aa*)™V? e 14+U-2%C). (8-4)

Let us prove (8-4). We use the operators R,g and T, defined at the end of Section 6F. We first embed
aa* into U=0(C), i.e., consider b = T__(a*a). Then b > 0 on L2(C) and, applying Proposition 6.3 to
F(z) = (142)'/2 =1, we obtain that (L +b)~1/2—1 € U~°9(C). Writing b as a 2 x 2 matrix acting on
L2(C)® L2 (C) we see that R (1 + b)'/2) = (1 + aa*)'/2, which proves (8-4). From (8-4) and (8-3)
we obtain that a € U~>°(C). O

In the next lemma we identify the completion of %(5) for the norm (8-1) associated to any Hadamard
state considered in Theorem 8.2.

Let us first fix some notation. For a : L%r (5 ) —> L2_(5 ) we denote by ¢ (a) the operator defined
in (8-2) and set ¢~ (a) = ¢™ (a) — sgn(Dy) and

AE(a) = 2IDs ) *cF(a) (21 Ds )2, (8-5)
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If 7€ is a Hilbert space and /& > 0 is a selfadjoint operator on J¢ with Ker 4 = {0}, we denote by i1 the
completion of Dom h=1 (the range of &) for the norm = uel| 9.

Lemma8.3. Leta: Li(a) — LE(G). Then the completion of%(ff)for the norm (-| (A (a)+1"(a)) -)1/?
equals |Ds|_1/2L2(5).

Proof. By (8-5) and the definition of | D; |~V 2L2(5), it suffices to prove that the completion of %(5) for
the norm (u | (ct(a)+ c‘(a))u)l/2 equals LZ((NT). Let

_ (A +aa*)'? a
u@) = a* 1+a*a)'/?

and note that
u(@)*cT(0)u(a) = c*(a). (8-6)

Moreover, using the identity af(a*a) = f(aa*)a, valid for any Borel function f, we obtain that
u(a)~! = u(—a), hence u(a) : L2(5) — LZ(G) is boundedly invertible. By (8-6), it suffices to treat the
case a = 0, which is obvious since ¢ (0) + ¢~ (0) = 1. O

8C. Pure Hadamard states in M,. Our main result concerns the purity of the states induced in the bulk.
We postpone the introduction of the key technical ingredients of the proof to Section 8D for the sake of
self-consistency of our results on the characteristic Cauchy problem.

Theorem 8.4. Assume that dim M > 4. Let w¢ be a pure Hadamard state on CCR(%(5 ),0¢) as in
Theorem 8.2. Then the state w induced by wc on CCR(C{°(My) /PC{°(My), Eo) is a pure state.

Proof. The proof relies on Lemma 8.1 and on some results on the characteristic Cauchy problem
in My, proved below in Section 8D. Recall that the map p : Soly.(Py) — %(5 ) was introduced in
Definition 4.1. By Lemmas 8.1 and 8.3 it suffices to check that p(Sols.(Fp)) is dense in |DS|_1/2L2(5).
Since Cj°(R x S4=1) is dense in |DS|_1/2L2(5), it suffices, for w € C5°(R x S=1), to find a sequence
én € Soly(Py) such that pg, — w in |Dy|~/2L2(C).

We will use freely the notation introduced in Section 8D. We first fix a Cauchy surface ¥ in (M, g) as
in Section 8D2 to the future of supp w. Note that, since w vanishes near s = —oo, we know that w belongs
to the space I-~IO1 (50) introduced in Proposition 8.8. By Theorem 8.7 and Proposition 8.8, there exists f in
the energy space €y (%) such that w = Ro T f. Since C§°(Xo) ® C§°(Xo) is dense in €o(Xo), there exists
a sequence f, € C§°(Xo) ® C§°(Xo) such that f, — f in €o(Xo). By Theorem 8.7 and Proposition 8.8
we have RoTf,, — w in 1:18 (50), hence also RoTf,, = w in |DS|_1/2L2(5), by Remark 8.9.

Let ¢, € Solg.(Py) be the solution with Cauchy data f,, on ¥g. Then p¢, = RoTf, — w in
|Dg| 7Y 2L2(5 ), which completes the proof of the theorem. O

8D. A characteristic Cauchy problem in My. From Lemma 8.1 we see that, to deduce purity of the bulk
state from the purity of the boundary state, the range of p in %(5) should be sufficiently large. One way
to ensure this is to solve a characteristic Cauchy problem in My, that is, to construct an inverse for p.
If M has a compact Cauchy surface, the characteristic problem was shown to be well posed in energy
spaces by Hormander [1990b]. With some care those results can be used in our situation.
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8D1. Characteristic Cauchy problem for compact Cauchy surfaces. We recall an important result of
[Hormander 1990b] on the characteristic Cauchy problem in energy spaces, whose framework is as
follows:

One considers a spacetime (M , &) for M =R x £, where ¥ is a smooth compact manifold and
g =—B(t,x)dt? +ﬁij(t, X) dx' dx/. One also fixes a real function 7 € COO(M).

If S isa Cauchy hypersurface in (M, g), we will denote by

Uz, : C¥(E) @ C™(E1) - CX(M)

the Cauchy evolution operator for —L; + 7, so that ¢ = ﬁg [ solves

—z¢ +7¢p =0,
o, = 1O
n"Vugls, = f.
A hypersurface C of the form
C={(F(x),x):x€ %}, F Lipschitz, (8-7)

is called spacelike (resp. weakly spacelike) if

sup(—B~"(F(x), X) + 0 F(x)h" (F(x), X)9; F(x)) <0 (resp. <0).

XEX

If F is smooth then of course C is spacelike (resp. weakly spacelike) if and only if all tangent vectors at
each point of C are spacelike (resp. spacelike or null).

Since ¥ is compact and F L1psch1tz the Sobolev space H! (C ) and of course L2(C ) are well defined,
for example by identifying C with ¥ and using the Riemannian metric ;; (0, x) dx' dx/ on T to equip C
with a density dvg.

One also needs the measure

dvi = (B~ —h 8 Fd;F)dvg,

which vanishes if C is a null hypersurface.
We now set

€(C):=H"(C)® L*(C. dvd). (8-8)
Note that if C is spacelike (i.e., a Cauchy hypersurface), then %(5 y=H'! (5 ) B LZ(G ).

Theorem 8.5 [Hormander 1990b]. Let &, be any Cauchy hypersurface in M and let C be weakly spacelike
of the form (8-7). Then the map

T:¢E) —€0), fr (Usg Hlg B8z Ole),

is a homeomorphism.

Note that, if C is characteristic, then Lz(g, dv%) = {0} and %(5) = H1(6), so one obtains as a
particular case the solvability of the characteristic Cauchy problem in energy spaces.
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Figure 2. The modified cone C.

8D2. Embedding My into M. We will use Hormander’s result, recalled above, to solve a characteristic

Cauchy problem in M in an arbitrary neighborhood of p. The first task is to locally embed M into a

spacetime M as above.

We fix a Cauchy hypersurface X to the future of p and identify M with R x X equipped with

g =—B(t,x)dt* + hi;(t,x)dx" dx.

We set Xy = X N My and fix an open, precompact set U such that J~(Zg)NJ 1 (p) C U.
The following lemma shows that, over U, C can be parametrized by X.

Lemma 8.6. There exists a bounded, Lipschitz function F defined on ¥ such that
CNU ={(t,x):t=FX}NU.

Proof. The proof is given in Appendix A6.

O

We next embed X into a smooth compact manifold $. We consider the spacetime M=Rx % and

extend F to a Lipschitz function Fon £ and g to a metric g as in Section 8D1. We set

C=(t=Fx)}cM
and define
Co:=(J (Zo; M)NC)U{p}.

Cy is an open subset of C, with C compact in M and

020 = 0Cp.

We claim that we can choose the embedding ¥o C T and the extensions F and g so that

J=(E\Eg; M)NCo =2,
C is weakly spacelike in M.

(8-9)

(8-10)

(8-11)
(8-12)

This is clearly possible by modifying ¥, F and g only outside a large open set U and using that the

embedding of (M, g) into (M, g) is causally compatible; see (2-3).

The situation is summarized in Figure 2. Identification symbols (a single and double bar) are used to

stress that 3 is compact.
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8D3. Sobolev spaces. We now recall some well-known facts about Sobolev spaces. If €2 is a relatively
compact open set in a compact manifold X with smooth boundary 92, then HO1 (2) —defined as the
closure of C{°(£2) in H'(Q) —can also be characterized as HOI(Q) ={ue H(Q) : ulyo = 0}. The
restriction operator rg : H'(X)— H'(Q)is surjective from HalQ X)={ue H (X):ulyo =0} to HO1 (2),
with right inverse e : HO1 (Q) —> H{}Q (X) equal to the extension by 0 in X\€2.

We set €0(£2) := H| () & L*(R) and €yo(X) = H]o(X) & L*(X). We will still denote the operator
ro®rq 1 €ya(X) — €0(R) by rq and eq @ eq : €0(2) — €y (X) by eq.

We will use these facts for Q2 = X, Cp and X = f), C.IfQ= Co, then we use the notation in (8-8),
i.e., é9(Cop) = H(} (Co) ® {0} ~ HO1 (Cyp), since Cy is characteristic.

8D4. Characteristic Cauchy problem. In the theorem below, we denote by Uy, the operator Us: o ex,,
that is, the Cauchy evolution operator (in M ) for Cauchy data in €¢(Xp) (extended by 0O in i\EO).

Theorem 8.7. The map
T :€0(Zo) — €0(Co), [+ (Us, ey

is a homeomorphism.

Proof. We will prove the theorem by reducing ourselves to Theorem 8.5. We first claim that
T=rc,0T oes,. (8-13)

In fact this follows from the fact that ey, : €o(Xo) — %(i) is the extension by 0.
By Theorem 8.5, this implies that T : €y(Zg) — €(Co). Moreover, by finite speed of propagation, if
f e C3P (X)) @ Cy°(Xo) then T f vanishes near dCo, hence T maps continuously €o(X¢) into €o(Co).
We next claim that S = rzoof_ oec, is aright inverse to T'. In fact, let g € €¢(Cp) and f T-! oec,8 =
(f0 f ) € %(2) Since 90Xy = dCy, we have f lox, = &lac, = 0, hence ey, o rzof € %(E) Since
f— ex, ory, f vanishes on ¥, we obtain by (8-11) and finite speed of propagation that

rcoof(f—ezoorzof) =0
hence T o Sg =r¢, 0 T f= rc, o ec,g& = & This completes the proof of the theorem. (I
8E. Sobolev space on the cone in null coordinates. Let us set
R:C®(C) —» C®Rx S, g B7lg(s,0).

The goal in this subsection is to describe more precisely the image of H(} (Co) under R.

We will denote by Co C R x S ! the image of Cy under the map g — (s(g), 6(q)) for g € C, where
the coordinates (s, ) are as constructed in Lemma 2.6. Using that dCy = 9 X is spacelike and included
in C, we easily obtain from Lemma 2.7 that Co is of the form

Co=1{(s,0) e Rx S ':5 < 50(0))

for some smooth function sy. To simplify notation, the measure |m|'/2(8) d9 on S¢~! will be simply
denoted by d6. We also set r =¢*.
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Proposition 8.8. Assume d =dim M — 1 > 3. Then the image of H(} (Co) under R equals the completion
of Cgo((NTo) under the norm

2
Iyl == (f oy P +r M opy P+ ) ds de) :
Co
We will denote this space by ﬁol (50).
Remark 8.9. Since r < ry on Cy, we see that ﬁol (50) injects continuously into | Dj |712L2(R x S471).

Proof. We recall that (v, ¥) (see (2-4)) are coordinates on C such that the topology in H(} (Cp) is given
by the norm

1

2
( (|v|d—1|aug|2+|v|"—3|awg|2+|v|d—1|g|2)dvdw>.
Co

Recall that we have set r =e*. A function g € HO1 (Cp) expressed in the coordinates (s, 6) or (r, 8) will
still be denoted by g. Similarly, the image of Co under the map (s, 6) — (e*, 0) will still be denoted
by 50.

From Lemma 2.6(3) and a routine computation, we see that an equivalent norm on H(} (Cyp) is

1

2
( TN g P 0P+ gl P dr d@)) : (8-14)
Co

Since d =dim M — 1 > 3, Hardy’s inequality —A > C |x|~2 holds on L2(R?). Considering (r, 8) as polar
coordinates on R?, we obtain that

/~ r o, g2 + 193 pg 1 dr dO > C/ ri=Igldrde, g e Hy(Co).
Co

Co

4=3|¢|? under the integral in (8-14) yields an equivalent norm on H(} (Co).

d—1),2
8]

Therefore, adding a term r
Since r is bounded on Co, this term dominates the term r and we finally obtain that the topology

of H'(Cy) is given by the norm

1

2
( 5 (rd—1|arg|2+r"—3|aeg|2+ard—3|g|2>drd9) ,
Co

where the constant & > 0 can be chosen arbitrarily large. Going back to coordinates (s, 6), we obtain the
norm '

2
( 20,87+ 1772198+ ar? 2 gD ds d@) . (8-15)
Co

For two functions m, n € C*(Co) we write m ~ n if m = ron for some ro, 7, ¢ 89, where the class S°
is as defined in Section 2E. We have B ~ r~©@=1/2_ hence

dB, 9B~ r—4=D/2, (8-16)
Setting = Rg = B~ !g, we have

058 =By +(3:;8)Y and dpg =By + (B)Y.
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Then, using (8-16) and choosing o >> 1 in (8-15), we obtain that (8-15) is equivalent to

1

( TNy T 00y P+ ) dsde)Q- (8-17)

Co

This completes the proof of the proposition. O

9. Change of null coordinates

The map p : Solg.(Py) — %(5 ) introduced in Definition 4.1 depends on the choice of the null coordinates
(s,0) on C, i.e., on the choice of the initial hypersurface S used in Lemma 2.6 to construct (s, ). In this
section we discuss how our class of Hadamard states depends on the above choice.

9A. New null coordinates. We fix a reference hypersurface S in C, yielding null coordinates (s, 6)
near C such that g[¢ is given by (2-6) and S = {f = s =0}.
We choose another hypersurface S transverse to V f in C, hence

S={f=0, s=b(®)} forsome beC®S*). (9-1)
Since V¢ f]¢ = d,, we obtain that the new coordinates (5, 5) obtained from Lemma 2.6 with S replaced
by S are given by
6=0, 5(s,0)=s—b®). 9-2)
We then have
glc =—2dfd5+h;5,0)do' do’

and a standard computation shows that |k|(s, 8) = |h|(s, ), hence B, 0) = B(s, 0). Denoting by p the
analog of p in Definition 4.1 for the new coordinates (5, ) we then have

pp=Up¢, ¢ € Solsc(P), (9-3)
where
U:H(C)— #H(C), gr>Ugl(s,0)=g(s+b(0),0).
The map U is symplectic on (%(5), oc) and unitary on L2(5) with U*D;U = D;.
Proposition 9.1. If A € U=°P(C) then UAU ' € U—P(C).

Remark 9.2. The above invariance property does not hold for the classes W"-? (5) since, for example,
the classes W7 (R x R4~1) are not even preserved by linear changes of variables (s, y) — (s + Ay, y).
Proof. We will use the Beals criterion explained in Section 6C, which implies that B € §—.7(C) if and

only if, for any functions gy, ... g, € C > (S4=1) and smooth vector fields X1, ..., X,, on S?~! and any
N e N, k, k' € R, one has

ady, - --ady, adg, - --adg, B : H*¥(C) — HMNK=rn((C), (9-4)

m

To simplify notation, we rewrite (9-4) as

ad? adg B : H¥(C) — H¥NK+p+BI(C), (9-5)
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denoting by X and g an arbitrary n-tuple of vector fields and m-tuple of functions, respectively.
If g is a function on SY~!, considered as a multiplication operator, and X is a vector field on S?~!, we
have

U'gU=g, U'XU=X+(X-db)dy,, U '9,U =0,. (9-6)

Now let A € =P (5 ). For ¢ € C®°(S471 xS, let us denote by Ay the operator with distributional
kernel A(sy, s2, 81, 82)¥ (61, 62). By the well-known properties of the pseudodifferential calculus on sS4,
we know that if =1 in some neighborhood of the diagonal then A — Ay, € {IVJ_°°’_°O(5) or, equivalently,
maps H** (C) into H**N¥+N(C) for any k, k' and N. Using (9-6) this implies that U(A — A,)U ™!
has the same property, hence belongs to (&)

Therefore we can replace A by Ay and assume that the kernel of A is supported in R x R x €2, where
Q is an arbitrarily small neighborhood of the diagonal in S?~! x §?~!. Introducing a smooth partition of
unity 1 = Z?’I xi on S?71, we see that we can replace A by x Ay, where x € C®(S?™!) is supported in a
small neighborhood of a point 6 € S4-1 We pick local coordinates 61, . .., 85— near 6y and rewrite (9-5)
as

(35) T (39)* PP ad, adf A(85) ™ (39) " € BAL(C)). 07

We now set A’ = U AU ~!. Note first that if the kernel of A is supported in R x R x € then so is the kernel
of A’, hence by the above discussion it suffices to check that A’ satisfies (9-7). Let us set U ™' XU = X’
if X is a vector field on S?~! and, in particular, 85 =U"'9yU = 9y + 39pbd,. Then an easy computation
yields

(3TN (3p)¢ =P TP ad? ad? U AU (35) ™ (89)
= U (0,)F N (9~ 1Pl ad?, adg/? Ay k@ FuTt. (9-8)
Using (9-6) and the fact that A € J—oo.p (5 ), we obtain that
ad?,adf A € B=P7I(C) and ()" (3p)* PP ad%, ad? A(d,)" (39)F € B(L*(C))

for any N € N. It follows that the left-hand side of (9-8) belongs to B(L2(5 )) if, for any s € R, there
exists N € N such that

(05) N (35 (86)°, (35) N (Bp)°(95) " € B(LX(C)). (9-9)

Let us now prove (9-9). The first statement of (9-9) is easy to check for s € N, using that 9, = 3y + dpb 9;.
Conjugation by U gives the second statement for s € N. By duality and interpolation, we then obtain
(9-9) for arbitrary s, which completes the proof of the proposition. |

From Proposition 9.1 and the fact that U* D;U = D,, we immediately obtain the following result:

Proposition 9.3. The classes of Hadamard states obtained in Theorems 7.4 and 8.2 are independent of
the choice of the null coordinates (s, 0).
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Appendix

Al. Stokes formula. Let (M, g) an orientable, oriented pseudo-Riemannian manifold of dimension #.
We denote by d Vol, € /\"(M) the associated volume form and by d ., = |d Vol,| the associated density.
Let ¥ C M a smooth submanifold of codimension 1 and ¢ : ¥ — M the natural injection, which
induces ¢* : A(M) — /A(X). From the orientation of M and a continuous transverse vector field v € Ts M,
we obtain an induced orientation of X. If ¥ C dU for an open set U C M with piecewise smooth
boundary dU, we choose v pointing outwards.
Ifwe N'(M)and X € TM, then Xow € N~ (M) and one sets

Chw = (Xow) e NH(ED).

Similarly, if 1 = |w| is a density on M, we set (4 := |[txw|, which is a density on X.
If V, is the Levi-Civita connection associated to g then

VoX“d Vol, = d(X sd Vol,),

which, applying Stokes formula

/ do =/ Fo, weNT(M), (A-1)
U U
to w = ¢y d Vol, yields
/ V,X“dVol, = / ty d Vol . (A-2)
U U

Noncharacteristic boundaries. Assume first ¥ C dU is noncharacteristic, that is, the one-dimensional
space

T, (X)) CcT.M*

is not null (the superscript “ann” denotes the annihilator). It follows that the metric & := (*g on &
is nondegenerate (in the Lorentzian case, one typically assume that X is spacelike; then h = (*g is
Riemannian). Let n € Tx M be the unit, outward-pointing normal vector field to o. Then

dVol, =¢,dVol, and (% d Vol, = X“n,d Vol,, (A-3)

hence

ft}dVolg ::f X%, doy,.
> >

If all of U is noncharacteristic, then from (A-2) we obtain Gauss’s formula

/VaX“dung X%, doy, (A-4)
U b

where doy, = |d Voly|.
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Characteristic boundaries. Assume now that ¥ is characteristic. Then there is no normal vector field
anymore. To express the right-hand side of (A-2), one chooses a defining function f for X, i.e., such that
f=0anddf #0on X, and completes f with coordinates y!, ..., y"~! such that df Ady' A---Ady""!

is positively oriented. Then, computing in the coordinates f, yl, R y"‘l, one sees that

Uy dVolg = XV, flg|"?dy' A--- Ady™ ",
hence
ft}dVolg=/ X Verigl?dy' Ave o Ady™! (A-5)
) )i

In the general case we can, for example, split 0U as X U X, where X is noncharacteristic and X, is
characteristic, and obtain

fvax“dung X”nadcrh—i—/ X VeIl ?dy' Ao ndy™ L. (A-6)
U o p]

A2. Conformal transformations. In this section we briefly discuss conformal transformations of a
globally hyperbolic spacetime (M, g). Let w € C°°(M) be strictly positive and consider the conformally
related metric

g =w’s.
Set
n—2
P=-V,+—R,
4n—1)

where R is the scalar curvature. For this special choice of the lower-order terms, the conformal transfor-
mation g — g’ amounts to
P = w—n/Z—IPwn/2—1

This entails that the causal propagators are related by E' = ™"/t Ew"/?*!. One concludes that

—n/2+1

multiplication by w induces a symplectic map

(Solye(P), o) 255 (Solw(P'), o), (A7)

where o and ¢’ are defined as in (3-2) using the respective volume densities.
We apply this discussion to (M, g) and the conformally related spacetime with metric g’ = w?g. In
the setting of Section 4A, there is a monomorphism of symplectic spaces

(Soly(Py), 00) > (#(C), o¢).
By (A-7) we also have a monomorphism
B n/2—1 ~
(Solee(Py), o) LX— (#(C), oc).

Therefore, one can construct states for the conformally related spacetime using the bulk-to-boundary

correspondence with a modified trace map p’ = p o ™/>~1.
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A3. Proof of Lemma 2.7. We fix a point ¢ € C and complete the coordinate x” = f by local coordinates
x=' ..., x% near q. The functions s and 6 defined on C are denoted by s(x) and 6;(x), since x are
local coordinates on C. We denote by /(x) the restriction of g~! to 7*C. Note that the fact that C is null
implies that g?°(0, ) = 0 and that from Lemma 2.6 we have

gO®ds(®) =—1, ¢ 86(x) =0. (A-8)
If X is a null vector, orthogonal to C N {s(x) = s(g)} and transverse to C, we obtain that
gX = A(%Visvis, Vis), reR.

Let us denote for the moment by § and 6 the extensions of s and 6 outside C, which are constant along
the flow of X. We obtain that, on C,

ds = (3ds-hds,ds), db=(ds-hdb,dby).
Using also df = (1,0, ..., 0) and (A-8), a routine computation leads to the following identities on C:
df g7 'df =ds-g7'ds=df - g7 'dby =d5- g ' db; =0,
df g 'ds=ds-g7'df = —1,
dOy - g db) = 3;00h 3,6,
This implies that g is of the form (2-6) on C.

A4. Proof of Lemma 2.6. Since (y°, ¥) are normal coordinates, we have
gle = —dvdw+ 3v°mi;(¥) dy' dy’ + g, (A-9)

where m;; (V) d V! di/ is the standard Riemannian metric on S~! and g is a smooth pseudo-Riemannian
metric in the arguments dv, dw and v dy'.

We start by expressing f in the normal coordinates (y°, ¥). By Malgrange’s preparation theorem
[Hormander 1990a, Theorem 7.5.6] one can write

FO° 5 =mO% OGN = 151D +a@)y° +b()

for m near (0, 0) and a, b € C™ near 0. Since C C f~!({0}), we obtain that 5(¥) = a(y)|y| and, since
b e C®([RY), necessarily a € O (]|y|*°). Moreover, from the Hessian of f at p we obtain that m (0, 0) = 1.
Going to coordinates (v, w, ¥), we obtain

S, w, ) =m, w, y)vw+wa(v, w, ¥)
for a € O(|lw — v|*°). Using also that m (0, 0, ¥) = 1, it follows that

A f(,0,¥) =0y f(v,0,¥)=0 and 9, f(v,0,¥)=v+r(v, V)

for r € O(|v]?). Using (A-9) to express (g~ !)[¢, we obtain after an easy computation that

Ve =—2v((1 +va’(v, ¥)) 3y + va' (v, ¥) dy1), (A-10)
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where ¢ and @' are smooth, bounded functions near v = 0.
Let us now prove (1). Using (A-10) we obtain the equation near p

(v +v2a’ (v, ¥)) d,s +v2a’ (v, V) dyis = %
for smooth functions a° and a’. We set s = % In(vh(v, ¥)) and obtain after an elementary computation
(14 va®) 3,k +a’h + va' (v, ) dyih =0,

which we can uniquely solve on [—e1, €] x S?~! by fixing 4(0, ). We may fix /(0, /) > 0 to ensure
that s(eg, ) = 0. We obtain s = %lnv + % Inh(v, ¥) for h € C®([—ey, €1] x ST, h > 0.

It remains to extend s globally to C. To do this it suffices to check that, for any g € C, the integral
curve of V¢ f through g crosses S at one and only one point. By [Wald 1984, Corollary to Theorem 8.1.2]
we know that g can be joined to p by a null geodesic y. Locally, a null geodesic on C is, modulo
reparametrization, an integral curve of V¢ f. Since V“ f is complete, the whole y\{p} is an integral curve
of V¢ f. Hence the integral curve of V¢ f through ¢ crosses S. Choosing €y in (2-5) small enough, we
can ensure that V¢ fV,v > 0 on §, hence the integral curve through g crosses S at only one point. We
can hence extend s globally to C as a C* function.

The proof of (2) is similar. We obtain the equation near p

(w+v%a’ (v, ¥)) 3,07 +v?a’ (v, ) 3,0/ =0
or, equivalently,
(1 +va’(, ¥)) 3,07 + va' (v, ¥) 3,07 =0,

which we can solve in ]—¢1, €[ x S?~! by imposing 6/ (g, ¥) = ¥ /. The estimate (3) on 6/ is immediate.
We extend 6/ to all of C by the same argument as before.

AS. Proof of Lemma 6.6. We use the characterization of the wavefront set of kernels using oscillatory
test functions, which we now recall.
Let (5,7) € C and A > 1. We set, for (o, ) € R x R,

Von () = x()e* N e CRMR) and  wy (1) =Y (-)e*t M e c®(sITh), (A-11)

where y e Cj°(R) and Y € C °°(S49=1) are supported near § and ¥, respectively. We set (s, ) .1 = Vo, @ Wy ;.-
Note that if V and W are small neighborhoods of & € R and 7 € R¢~!, respectively, then for n_. = max(n, 0)
we have, uniformly on U =V x W,

O ((n)kethey,
o .2llen € § OUNETEY) if a9 #0, (A-12)
O((ME+K) i g #£0.
Let Y;, Yo € T*C. Then (Y, Y2) ¢ WF(a)' if there exist cutoff functions x; and v; with x; (5;), ¥i (5;) #0
and neighborhoods U; = V; x W; of (6;, ;) such that

(M(Ul.m),}» | au((fz,nz),)u)Lz(C) € 0(()\>_OO) uniformly for (O’i, T]i) € U,'. (A-13)
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We first prove (1). Let a € B~*°WP2(C) and 171, ?2 € T*C such that 61 # 0 or 67 # 0. Then (A-13)
follows from (A-12) and the fact that a : HK1-%2 — Hki+mk+p2 for any m > 0.

We now prove (2). If a € WP1-P2(C) the statement follows from Lemma 6.5. It remains to consider the
case a € B~>°WP2(() and to prove that (A-13) holds if (61, 771) = (0, 0) and (62, 2) # 0 or vice versa.
If 61 # 0 or &, # 0, we have already proved (A-13).

Assume now that 7; = 0 and 77, # 0, the other case being similar. Then we can find cutoff functions
gi € Cy° (R4-1 supported near 7; with disjoint supports such that (1 — g; (A_lDy))u(m,m),k € 0(A™™)
in all H*K uniformly for (o;, ;) € U. It follows that

W | QUiarn ) 12c) = WUioyn i | 1A Dy)aga(W ™ D)oy i) 2y + O (M) ™)
uniformly for (o;, ;) € U;. By pseudodifferential calculus on S4~1, we know that g1 (At Dy)ag> (r! Dy)
isin O({A)~*) in B(Hk’k/) for any k, k¥’ € R. Combined with (A-12), we obtain (A-13) also if 7; =0
and 7, # 0. This completes the proof of the lemma.

A6. Proof of Lemma 8.6. Set yx = {(s, x) :s <0} for x € X. To prove that C is the graph of a function F
over ¥ we have to show that y, intersects C at one and only one point for each x € . Then we have

F(x) =inf{s <0:(s,x) € IT(p)).

If F(x) =—o0 then y, C IT(p)NJ~((0,x)) C J*(p)NJ((0, x)). This last set is compact by global
hyperbolicity, which is a contradiction. Hence yy intersects C. Moreover, if (11, x) € C then (s, x) € J~( p)
for all #; < s < 0. This shows that yy intersects C at only one point, hence the function F is well defined,
and bounded.

Let (T2, x°) be the coordinates of p. For x # x?, C is smooth near (F(x), x) and 9; is transverse to C.
By the implicit function theorem this implies that F' is smooth near x. Moreover, if K| C X is a compact
set then d F is uniformly bounded on K\ {x°}. To prove this it suffices to introduce normal coordinates
at p such that, near p, C becomes a neighborhood of the tip of the flat lightcone.
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GLOBAL-IN-TIME STRICHARTZ ESTIMATES ON
NONTRAPPING, ASYMPTOTICALLY CONIC MANIFOLDS

ANDREW HASSELL AND JUNYONG ZHANG

We prove global-in-time Strichartz estimates without loss of derivatives for the solution of the Schrodinger
equation on a class of nontrapping asymptotically conic manifolds. We obtain estimates for the full set of
admissible indices, including the endpoint, in both the homogeneous and inhomogeneous cases. This
result improves on the results by Tao, Wunsch and the first author and by Mizutani, which are local in time,
as well as results of the second author, which are global in time but with a loss of angular derivatives. In
addition, the endpoint inhomogeneous estimate is a strengthened version of the uniform Sobolev estimate
recently proved by Guillarmou and the first author. The second author has proved similar results for the
wave equation.
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1. Introduction

Strichartz estimates are an essential tool for studying the behaviour of solutions to nonlinear Schrédinger
equations, nonlinear wave equations and other nonlinear dispersive equations. In particular, global-in-time
Strichartz estimates are needed to show global well-posedness and scattering for these equations. The
purpose of this article is to prove global-in-time Strichartz estimates for the Schrodinger equation on
asymptotically conic, nontrapping manifolds.

Let (M°, g) be a Riemannian manifold of dimension n > 2 and let / C R be a time interval. Strichartz
estimates are a family of dispersive estimates on solutions u(¢, z) : I x M° — C to the Schrodinger
equation

i+ Agu=0, u0)=uo(2), (1-1)

MSC2010: primary 35Q41; secondary 58J40.
Keywords: Strichartz estimates, asymptotically conic manifolds, spectral measure, Schrodinger propagator.
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152 ANDREW HASSELL AND JUNYONG ZHANG
where A denotes the Laplace-Beltrami operator on (M°, g). The general Strichartz estimates state that
|lue (2, Z)”L?L;(IxMO) < C||”O||HS(M°),
where H* denotes the L?-Sobolev space over M° and (g, r) is an admissible pair, i.e.,
2 n_n
r

2 < < = ———
_q7r_oov q+ 25

It is well known that (1-1) holds for (M°, g) = (R", §) withs =0 and I = R.
In this paper, we continue the investigations carried out in [Hassell et al. 2005; 2006] concerning

(g,r,n) #(2,00,2). (1-2)

Strichartz inequalities on a class of non-Euclidean spaces, that is, smooth, complete, noncompact,
asymptotically conic Riemannian manifolds (M°, g) which satisfy a nontrapping condition. Here,
“asymptotically conic” means that M° has an end of the form (rg, 00), x Y, with metric asymptotic
to dr?+r2h as r — oo, where (Y, h) is a closed Riemannian manifold of dimension n — 1 (a more precise
definition is given below). Hassell, Tao and Wunsch [Hassell et al. 2006] established the local-in-time
Strichartz inequalities

it A
lle" g”OHL?Lg([o,UxMo) < Clluoll2(m)- (1-3)

Here, we establish the same inequality on the full time interval R. To treat an infinite time interval, the
method of [Hassell et al. 2006] no longer works and we take a completely new approach (see Section 1C).
Although phrased in terms of asymptotically conic manifolds, we emphasize that our results apply in
particular to

» Schrodinger operators A + V on R" with V suitably regular and decaying at infinity;

 nontrapping metric perturbations of flat Euclidean space with the perturbation suitably regular and
decaying at infinity.

1A. Geometric setting. Let us recall the asymptotically conic geometric setting, which is the same
as in [Guillarmou et al. 2013a; 2013b; Hassell and Wunsch 2005; Hassell et al. 2006]. Let (M°, g)
be a complete, noncompact Riemannian manifold of dimension n > 2 with one end, diffeomorphic
to (0, 00) x Y, where Y is a smooth, compact, connected manifold without boundary. Moreover, we
assume (M°, g) is asymptotically conic, which means that M° can be compactified to a manifold M
with boundary dM =Y such that the metric g becomes a scattering metric on M. That is, in a collar
neighbourhood [0, €), x dM of M, g takes the form

_ dx? N h(x) dx? 4 > hji(x, y)dyl dy*

ST T X2 ’ (-

where x € C*°(M) is a boundary defining function for dM and / is a smooth family of metrics on Y.
Here we use y = (v, ..., y,—1) for local coordinates on ¥ = d M and the local coordinates (x, y) on M
near dM. Away from oM, we use z = (z1, . . . , Z,) to denote the local coordinates. Moreover, if every
geodesic z(s) in M reaches Y as s — £00, we say M is nontrapping. The function r := 1/x near x =0
can be thought of as a “radial” variable near infinity and y = (yy, ..., ¥,—1) can be regarded as n — 1
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“angular” variables. Rewriting (1-4) using coordinates (r, y), we see that the metric is asymptotic to the
exact conic metric dr? + r2h(0) on (ry, 00), X Y as r — 00.

The Euclidean space M° = R", or any compactly supported perturbation of this metric, is an example
of an asymptotically conic manifold with ¥ equal to $"~! endowed with the standard metric.

Let (M°, g) be an asymptotically conic manifold. The complex Hilbert space L2(M°®) is given by the
inner product

(i o) = /M i@ A ds(),

where dg(z) = ,/g dz is the measure induced by the metric g. Let A, = V*V be the Laplace—Beltrami
operator on M our sign convention is that A, is a positive operator. Let V be a real potential function
on M such that

V e C¥(M), V(x,y)=0((x% as x — 0. (1-5)

We assume that » > 3 and that one of two conditions hold: either
H := A;+V has no zero eigenvalue or zero-resonance, (1-6)
or the stronger condition
H := A, +V has no nonpositive eigenvalues or zero-resonance. 1-7)

By a zero-resonance we mean a nontrivial solution u to Hu = 0 such that # — 0O at infinity. Notice that
the second assumption, (1-7), implies that H is a nonnegative operator, so that we can define +/ H. These
assumptions allow us to use the results of [Guillarmou et al. 2013a; 2013b].

1B. Main results. Now we consider the Schrodinger equation
idu+Hu=0, u,-)=uyeL*(M). (1-8)

The main purpose of this paper is to prove the following results. Notice that the endpoint estimate (g = 2
and g = 2) is included in both cases.

Theorem 1.1 (long-time homogeneous Strichartz estimate). Let (M°, g) be an asymptotically conic,
nontrapping manifold of dimension n > 3. Let H = Ay + V satisfy (1-5) and (1-7) and suppose u is the
solution to (1-8). Then

lu(t, DI Lo 1r @xmey = Clluoll 2o (1-9)
provided the admissible pair (q, r) € [2, 00]? satisfies (1-2).

Theorem 1.2 (long-time inhomogeneous Strichartz estimate). Let (M°, g) and H be as in Theorem 1.1.
Suppose that u solves the inhomogeneous Schrodinger equation with zero initial data

ioju+Hu=F(,z), u,-)=0. (1-10)
Then the inhomogeneous Strichartz estimate

et g 1@y < CUF gy enre (1-11)
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holds for admissible pairs (q, 1), (¢, 7).

Remark 1.3. If we make the weaker assumption (1-6), then the statements above still hold, provided
that ug and F (¢, -) lie in the positive spectral subspace of H, or in other words that ug = 1j0,c0) (H ) (u0),
and similarly for F (¢, - ) for almost every ¢.

Remark 1.4. We restrict to n > 3 since the results of [Guillarmou and Hassell 2008] only apply to that
case. More recently, Sher [2013] has extended these results to n = 2; using his results, one could treat the
case n =2 also (noting that the endpoint estimates fail in dimension 2, due to a logarithmic divergence in
the resolvent at zero energy occurring in dimension 2). For space reasons, we have not attempted to treat
this case in the present paper.

1C. Strategy of the proof. Our argument here extends to long time and to the endpoint Strichartz
estimates of Hassell et al. [2006], who constructed a “local” parametrix for the propagator ¢/'# based
on the parametrix from [Hassell and Wunsch 2005]. In that paper, Schrodinger solutions e/’ ug were
obtained by applying the parametrix to ug and then correcting this approximate solution using Duhamel’s
formula, using local smoothing estimates to control the correction term. This approach works well on a
finite time interval, but cannot be expected to work on an infinite time interval as the errors accumulate
over time; certainly they cannot be expected to decay to zero as t — 0o, as would be required to prove
L4 estimates in time on an infinite interval.

The main new idea in the current paper is to express the propagator e/’

exactly, using the spectral
measure d E s (A), exploiting the very precise information on the spectral measure for the Laplacian on
asymptotically conic, nontrapping manifolds that has recently become available from the works [Hassell
and Vasy 1999; Hassell and Wunsch 2008; Guillarmou et al. 2013a].

After expressing the propagator in terms of an integral of the multiplier eith?

against the spectral
measure, our strategy is to use the abstract Strichartz estimate proved in [Keel and Tao 1998]. Thus,
with U () denoting the (abstract) propagator, we need to show uniform L? — L? estimates for U (t),
and a L' — L type dispersive estimate on the U (1)U (s)* with a bound of the form O (|t — s|7"%). In
the flat Euclidean setting, the estimates are obvious because of the explicit formula for the propagator.
But in our general setting it turns out to be more complicated. It follows from [Hassell and Wunsch
2005] that the propagator U ()(z, z’) fails to satisfy such a dispersive estimate at any pair of conjugate
points (z, z) € M° x M° (i.e., pairs (z, z') where geodesics emanating from z focus at z'). Our geometric
assumptions allow conjugate points, so we need to modify the propagator such that the failure of the
dispersive estimate at conjugate points is avoided.

This is possible due to the T T* nature of the estimates required by the Keel-Tao formalism. Recall
that the dispersive estimate required by Keel and Tao is of the form

IU@U()* 11 p < Clt —s| 72 (1-12)

If U(¢) is the propagator ¢/’ then the operator on the left-hand side is ¢/ ~H However, nothing in
the Keel-Tao formalism requires the U(¢) to form a group of operators. Hence we are free to break up

et — > j U;(t) and prove the estimate (1-12) for each U;. Our choice of U (¢) (sketched directly below)
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means that U;()U;(s)* is essentially the kernel ¢!"=9H Jocalized sufficiently close to the diagonal that
we avoid pairs of conjugate points, and hence can prove the dispersive estimate.
itH

Our method of decomposing €' =" ; Uj(1) is motivated by a decomposition used in the proof in

[Guillarmou et al. 2013b] of a restriction estimate for the spectral measure, that is, an estimate of the form

- 2(n+1)‘
n+3

1dE /550 Lo ageys Lo aey < CAHP7HPOZL 1 <

In [Guillarmou et al. 2013b], it was observed that, to prove a restriction estimate for d E ﬁ(k), it
suffices (via a TT* argument) to prove the same estimate for the operators Q;(A) dE vaM) Q F ()%,
where Q(}) is a partition of the identity operator in L?(M°). The operators Q ;j(A) used in [Guillarmou
et al. 2013b] are pseudodifferential operators (of a certain specific type) serving to localize dE ;7 (1)
in phase space close to the diagonal. Guillarmou et al. [2013b] showed that the localized operators
QM) dE ;7 () Q;(1)* satisfy kernel estimates analogous to those satisfied by the spectral measure for
\/Z on flat Euclidean space:

QN dE (1) 0,00z )] = CA (4 2d(z, )"V, TeN, (1-13)

where d E%(A) is the /-th derivative in A of the spectral measure and d is the Riemannian distance
on M°.

The authors of [Guillarmou et al. 2013b] hoped that (1-13) could be used as a “black box” in applications
of their work. Unfortunately, (1-13) seems inadequate for our present purposes. This is because, in order

’

to obtain the dispersive estimate, we need to efficiently exploit the oscillation of the “spectral multiplier’
¢, and particularly the discrepancy between the way this function oscillates relative to the oscillations
(in A) of the Schwartz kernel of the spectral measure. The second main innovation of this paper is to
improve the estimate (1-13) on the localized spectral measure. We show:

Proposition 1.5. Let (M°, g) and H be as in Theorem 1.1. Then there exists a A-dependent operator
partition of unity on L>(M)

N
d=Y"0;(),

J=1

with N independent of A, such that for each 1 < j < N we can write
(Q;(WAE 50 Q50)) (2, 2) =" (Z Mg (12,2 + b, 2, z/)), (1-14)
+

with estimates

10%as (h, 2, 2)| < Corh™ (1 +2d(z, 7))~ D/2) (1-15)
109D (A, 2, 2)| < Comr™ (1 +2d(z,2)" X forany K. (1-16)

Here, d( -, -) is the Riemannian distance on M°.
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Remark 1.6. The estimates (1-15)—(1-16) are easily seen to imply (1-13) (using Lemma 2.3 to estimate
the A-derivatives of the operators Q;(1)). However, (1-15)—(1-16) also capture the oscillatory behaviour
of the spectral measure, which is crucial in obtaining sharp dispersive estimates in Section 6.

We now define localized (in phase space) propagators U, (t) by

Uj(t)Z/ e"f“Qj(,\)dEﬁ(,\), I1<j<N. (1-17)
0

Then the operator U;(¢)U,(s)* is given, at least formally, by (see Lemma 5.3)

Ui()Uj(s)" = f é 00 dE sz (h) Q;(V* (1-18)

However, there are subtleties involved in spectral integrals such as (1-17)—(1-18) containing operator-
valued functions. Even to show that (1-17) is well-defined as a bounded operator on L2(M°®) is nontrivial.
The third main innovation of this paper is to give an effective method for analyzing spectral integrals such
as (1-17)—(1-18) with operator-valued multipliers. We use a dyadic decomposition in A and a Cotlar—Stein
almost orthogonality argument to show the well-definedness of (1-17) and prove a uniform estimate on
lU; ()l 2— 2, as required by the Keel-Tao formalism.

Having made sense of (1-18), we exploit the oscillations both in the multiplier ¢ —s)?

and in the
localized spectral measure (as expressed by (1-15)—(1-16)) to obtain the required dispersive estimate
for U;(t)U;(s)*. The homogeneous Strichartz estimate for eltH
each U; and summing over j.

then follows by applying Keel-Tao to

Next we consider the inhomogeneous Strichartz estimates. As is well known, the non-endpoint cases
of the inhomogeneous estimate follow from the homogeneous estimate and the Christ—Kiselev lemma.
The endpoint inhomogeneous estimate requires an additional argument and, in particular, in this case
we require estimates on U; (1)U (s)* for i # j. This estimate turns out to be very similar to the uniform
Sobolev estimate (on asymptotically conic, nontrapping manifolds) of Guillarmou and Hassell [2014]. We
use the techniques of that paper, in particular a refined partition of the identity operator. This resemblance
to their proof is more than formal: as pointed out to us by Thomas Duyckaerts and Colin Guillarmou,
the inhomogeneous endpoint Strichartz estimate implies the uniform Sobolev estimate; we sketch this
argument in Section 8. Thus, this part of the paper can be regarded as a time-dependent reformulation of
the proof in [Guillarmou and Hassell 2014], leading to a more general result.

1D. Previous literature. Now we review some classical results about the Strichartz estimates. In the
flat Euclidean space, where M° = R" and g = J jx, one can take I = R; see [Strichartz 1977; Ginibre
and Velo 1985; Keel and Tao 1998] and references therein. The now-classic paper [Keel and Tao 1998]
developed an abstract approach to Strichartz estimates, which has become the standard approach in
most subsequent literature, including this paper. Strichartz estimates for compact metric perturbations
of Euclidean space were proved locally in time by Staffilani and Tataru [2002] and subsequently for
asymptotically Euclidean manifolds by Robbiano and Zuily [2005] and Bouclet and Tzvetkov [2007], and
in the asymptotically conic setting by Hassell et al. [2006] and Mizutani [2012]. In these works, either



GLOBAL-IN-TIME STRICHARTZ ESTIMATES ON NONTRAPPING, ASYMPTOTICALLY CONIC MANIFOLDS 157

the metric is assumed to be nontrapping, or the theorem holds outside a compact set. Burq et al. [2010]
proved that Strichartz estimates without loss hold on an asymptotically conic manifold with hyperbolic
trapped set. Strichartz estimates have also been studied on exact cones [Ford 2010] and on asymptotically
hyperbolic spaces [Bouclet 2011].

There has also been work on Strichartz estimates on compact manifolds and on manifolds with boundary.
In the compact case, Strichartz estimates usually are local in time and with some loss of derivatives s
(i.e., the right-hand side of (1-9) has to be replaced by the H® norm of ug). Estimates for the standard
flat 2-torus were shown by Bourgain [1999] to hold for any s > 0. For any compact manifold, Burq
et al. [2004a] showed that the estimate holds for s = 1/¢ and that the loss of derivatives, as well as the
localization in time, is sharp on the sphere. Manifolds with boundary were studied in [Blair et al. 2008;
2009; 2012; Ivanovici 2010].

Global-in-time Strichartz estimates on asymptotically Euclidean spaces have been proved by Bouclet
and Tzvetkov [2008] (but with a low energy cutoff), Metcalfe and Tataru [2012], Marzuola, Metcalfe and
Tataru [Marzuola et al. 2008] and Marzuola, Metcalfe, Tataru and Tohaneanu [Marzuola et al. 2010].

The second author has obtained global-in-time Strichartz estimates for the wave equation on asymptot-
ically conic nontrapping manifolds [Zhang 2015b] and for the Schrédinger equation [Zhang 2015a].

As already noted, Strichartz estimates are an essential tool for studying the behaviour of solutions to
nonlinear dispersive equations. There is a vast literature on this topic, and it is beyond the scope of this
introduction to review it, so we refer instead to Tao’s book [2006] and the references therein.

1E. Organization of this paper. We review the partition of the identity and properties of the microlocal-
ized spectral measure for low energies in Section 2 and for high frequency in Section 3. In Section 4, we
prove Proposition 1.5 based on the properties of the microlocalized spectral measure. Section 5 is devoted
to the construction of microlocalized propagators and the proof of the L? estimates. The dispersive
estimates are proved in Section 6. Finally, we prove the homogeneous Strichartz estimates in Section 7
and the inhomogeneous Strichartz estimates in Section 8.

2. Spectral measure and partition of the identity at low energies

The spectral measure for the operator H for low energies was constructed in [Guillarmou and Hassell
2008] on the “low energy space” M,i - Here we recall the low energy space M,f, » and the associated
space M ,f’sc. The latter space is needed in order to define the class of pseudodifferential operators in
which our operator partition Q () from Proposition 1.5 lies.

2A. Low energy space. The low energy space M,f’ »» defined in [Guillarmou and Hassell 2008] (based
on unpublished work of Melrose and S4 Barreto), is a blown-up version of! [0, 1g] x M?. This space is
illustrated in Figure 1. More precisely, we define the codimension-3 corner Cz = {0} x dM x d M and the
codimension-2 submanifolds

Cor={0}xOM x M, Cor=1{0}xM xdM, Coc=I0,1]xdM x IM.

!1n [Guillarmou and Hassell 2008], the spectral parameter was denoted by k rather than A, hence the subscript “k” in M]% b
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Figure 1. The manifold M ,f »- Arrows show the direction in which the indicated function
increases from 0 to oo.

Without loss of generality, we assume Ao = 1. The space M kz » 18 defined by
Ml?,b =[[0, 11 x M?; C3, Ca.r, Ca,1, Ca.C]

with blow-down map Sy : M,i p»— [0, 1] x M 2. Here the notation [X; Y], where X is a manifold with
corners and Y a p-submanifold of X ,2 indicates that Y is blown up in X in the real sense; as a set, [X; Y]
is the disjoint union of X \ Y and the inward-pointing spherical normal bundle SN™Y of Y. Moreover,
[X; Yy, Ya, ... ] indicates iterated blow-up. See [Melrose 1994, Section 18] for further details.

The new boundary hypersurfaces created by these blow-ups are labelled by

rb = clos B, ([0, 1] x M x dM), Ib=clos B, ([0, 1]1x M x M), zf=clos B ({0} x M x M),
the “b-face” bf = clos /Bb_l (C2,¢\ C3) and

bfo =B, (C3), thy=clos ;' (Car\ C3), by =clos By (Car \C3).

ZWe say that ¥ is a p-submanifold of X if, near every point p € Y, there are local coordinates x1, ..., x;, Y1, ..., Yn—I>
where x; >0, y; € (—€,€) and p=(0, ..., 0), such that Y is given locally by the vanishing of some subset of these coordinates.
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Figure 2. The manifold M %,SC; the dashed line is the boundary of the lifted diagonal Ay .

The closed lifted diagonal is given by diag, = clos B ([0, 1] x {(m, m); m € M°}) and its intersection
with the face bf is denoted by dyr diag,. We remark that zf is canonically diffeomorphic to the b-double
space

ME=[M?* oM x dM], (2-1)

as is each section M,f’b N{x = A} for fixed 0 < A, < 1.

We further define the space M ,3 « to be the blow-up of M, ,f » at dprdiag,. This space is illustrated in
Figure 2. The sections M ,isc N{x = A,} for fixed 0 < A, < 1 are all canonically diffeomorphic to the
2., which is the blow-up of Mg at the boundary of the lifted diagonal

scattering double space M¢,,

MZ = [ME; § diag,].

To avoid excessive notation, we denote the diagonal in Mg and in M,f’ ,» by the same symbol diag,. We
similarly define diag, to be the closure of the interior of diag, lifted to M2 (or M ,fysc).

2B. Coordinates. Let (x,y) = (x, y1,..., y»—1) be local coordinates on M near a boundary point, as
discussed in Section 1A. We define functions x and y on M,?’ , by lifting from the left factor of M
(near M), and x" and y’ by lifting from the right factor of M; and similarly z and 7’ (away from dM).
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Letp=x/A, p'=x"/Aand o0 = p/p’ = x/x’. Then we can use coordinates (y, y’, o, o', ) near bf and
away from rb, while (y, y’, 0 ~!, p, A) near bf and away from Ib.

Next we consider local coordinates on the scattering double space Mszc. The only difference between
this space and Mg is at the boundary of the diagonal. In local coordinates, near dys diag;, a boundary
defining function for bf is given by x /A and the diagonal is given by o = 1, y = y’. Therefore, coordinates
on the interior of the new boundary hypersurface, denoted by sc, created by this blow-up are

AMo—1)  Ay—y)
X ’ X ’

Ay

We also need to consider coordinates on phase space. As emphasized by Melrose [1994], the appropriate
phase space for analyzing the Laplacian with respect to a scattering metric is the scattering cotangent
bundle. This is the dual space of the scattering tangent bundle **TM, which is the bundle whose sections are
the smooth vector fields over M which are uniformly of finite length with respect to g. Near the boundary,
due to the form of the metric (1-4), they are spanned over C°°(M) by the vector fields x2 9, and x 0y, -
Dually, the scattering cotangent bundle is spanned near the boundary by vector fields dx /x> = —d(1/x)
and dy; /x; away from the boundary, it is canonically diffeomorphic to the usual cotangent bundle. Thus,
a point in the scattering cotangent bundle can be expressed as a linear combination

n—1

1 dy;
M| — A — 2-2
v <x)+§ i (2-2)

near the boundary, or

Y Midz (2-3)
i=1

away from the boundary, which defines linear coordinates (i, v) or ¢ on each fibre of the scattering
cotangent bundle. Notice that we have introduced a scaling by the spectral parameter A; as A = 1/ k, this
is essentially the semiclassical scaling, appropriate to our operator A — A% = A2(h?A — 1), although in
this low energy case, we are looking at the limit # — oo, rather than 4 — 0 as in the high energy case in
Section 3.

The appropriate “compressed cotangent bundle” over M ,3 » 1s discussed in [Guillarmou et al. 2013a,
Section 2.3]. Here, we only describe this for A > 0 plus a neighbourhood of the boundary hypersurface bf.
In this region, it is given by the lift of the bundle **T*M x **T*M to M? x [0, 1] and then to M,ib. In
particular, we use coordinates (u, v) lifted from the left factor of M and (u/, v’) lifted from the right
factor of M in a neighbourhood of bf. We remark that these coordinates remain valid in a neighbourhood
of bf even at A = 0, which follows from the fact that (2-2) can be written in the form

n—1

1 dyi
vd| — ) + wi —.
()2

The following lemma will be useful in our estimates in Section 4.
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Lemma 2.1. Let w = (wy, ..., wy,) denote a set of defining functions for diag, C Mkz’b; that is, the
differentials dw; are linearly independent and diag, = {w = 0}. For example, near bfy or bf, we can
take w = (o —1,y1 =y, ..., Yo—1 — ¥,,_1)- Then |w|/x is comparable to d(z, z') in a neighbourhood of
diag,. Equivalently, |w|/p is comparable to \d(z, 7).

Proof. Away from bfyUbf, |w|? is a quadratic defining function for diag, and so is d(z, z')?, hence they are

comparable. Now consider what happens near bfy or bf. In coordinates w = (o0 —1, y;— yi R yr’l_l),
we have )
|w| o—1 —
wi - n y—y .
X X by

Write r = 1/x; then this is
lr—r'|+rly—y1.

Given that the metric takes the form drZ + r2h (x, y,dy), where h is positive definite, we see that this is
comparable to d(z, 7). O

Remark 2.2. In the case M° = R”", with Euclidean coordinates z = (z1, ..., Z,), we can take w =
(z1 =2 s 2n —2p)-

2C. Pseudodifferential operators on the low energy space. We use the class of pseudodifferential oper-
ators W' (M Q}C/ ,3 Yon M ,isc introduced by Guillarmou and Hassell [2008]. By definition, these operators

have Schwartz kernels which are half-densities conormal to the diagonal diag,., smooth on M7

from the diagonal, and rapidly decreasing at all boundary hypersurfaces not meeting the diagonal, i.e.,

away

at Ibg, rbg, Ib and rb. In addition, we will only consider those operators with kernels supported where
p, p' < C < oo. In this setting we can write the kernel in the form

M / (=G oy vy dpdv \dg dg)2, (2-4)

where a is a classical symbol of order m in the (u, v) variables, smooth in (A, p, y) and supported

where p < c. If we write this in the form A(z, z’, 1) |dg dg’|'/?, then the action on a half-density f |dg|"/?
is given by
( / Az, 2, M f(@) dg(z/)) ldg(2)|'"2.
Given that we have a canonical half-density factor, namely the Riemannian half-density |dg|'/?, we will
usually omit the half-density factors below.
From the representation (2-4) it is easy to see the following:
Lemma 2.3. If A € V" (M; Q,lc’/s) then (1. 9,)N A is also a pseudodifferential operator of order m, i.e.,

o)V A € WP (M; ).

Proof. Tt suffices to prove this for N = 1 and use induction. If A 0 hits the function a in (2-4), then
a is still a symbol of order m in the (u, v) variables, smooth in (X, p, y) and supported where p < c.
(Notice that p = x /A depends on A as well.) On the other hand, if A 9, hits the phase, this is the same as
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v 9, + u 9, hitting the phase, as it is homogeneous of degree 1 in both A and (v, u). Integrating by parts,
we obtain another symbol a of order m. This completes the proof. (I

Lemma24. If A= A(z,7/,A) |dgdg'|'/? € v (M; Q,i’/bz) and m < —n, then A satisfies a kernel bound
|A(z, 2/, W < 2" (1 +2d(z, )N (2-5)
forany N € N.

Proof. If the order m is less than —n, then the integral (2-4) is absolutely convergent, showing that the
kernel of ™" A is uniformly bounded. Next, we note that the differential operator

1— 85 - Zi 821‘
14+ 22(x2(c = 1)2+x2|y —y'|?)

leaves the exponential in (2-4) invariant. By applying this N times to the exponential and then integrating

by parts, we see that the integral is bounded by
Crv(14+22(6 720 = D2 +x 2y =y ) "

for any N. Finally, as in the proof of Lemma 2.1, the square of the Riemannian distance on M is
comparable to

@D ly=yP
x2 * xz
so the integral is bounded by Cy (1 +Ad(z, 7))~V for any N. ]

Corollary 2.5. If A € V" (M; Qli,/lf) and m < —n, then A is bounded L>(M°) — L*(M°) uniformly

as » — 0. The same is true for (1 9,)™ A for any N.

Proof. This follows from the kernel bound in Lemma 2.4, the volume estimate cr” < V(z,r) < Cr" for
the volume V (z, r) of the ball of radius r centred at z € M°, and Schur’s test. O

2D. Low energy partition of the identity. Recall that, in Proposition 1.5, we employ a partition of the
identity. We use essentially the same partition of the identity as in [Guillarmou et al. 2013b]. To define it,
we specify the symbols of these operators, which must form a partition of unity on the phase space. We
point out that, in our approach, it is crucial to be able to localize in phase space (and hence necessary to
use pseudodifferential operators) in order to eliminate difficulties with conjugate points.

For low energies and for a given small positive €, this partition is defined as follows. We first form an
open cover GoU - - -U Gy, of the phase space **T*M. The set G consists of all points away from the
boundary, that is, the points with x > €. The next set G| consists of points near the boundary, say x < 2e,
but away from the characteristic variety, that is, satisfying |M|;21 +1? < % or |u|i +v?2 > % We then break
up the set {x < 2e, |M|%l +vle [é—lt, 2]} into a finite number of sets G», ..., Gy, such that, for each set G,
the value of v lies in some interval of length < §, where § is taken to be sufficiently small.

We then form a partition of unity subordinate to this open cover and take these as the principal symbols
of pseudodifferential operators QI;’W in the class \Il,?(M ; Q,lc/ lf ) described above. More precisely, we
choose a function x € C*®°(R) of a real variable with x(f) =0 for t <€ and x(t) = 1 for t > 2¢. We
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define Q%)OW (1) to be multiplication by the function 1 — x (p) (recall p = x/1). Next, we choose Q' ()
such that its (full) symbol is equal to O for % <|ulf+v* < % and equal to 1 outside § < |u|? +v* <2.
Then we define QllOW = x (p) Q). This means that the symbol of Id — Qg’w — QllOW is supported where p is
small and close to the characteristic variety Iuli +v?=1. We then decompose this as 120w 4+ + Qlli’,l"v
so that the symbol of each Qlj"w, J =2 in supported in G j, hence supported where v is contained in an
interval of length < 8.

2E. Localized spectral measure. The main result of [Guillarmou et al. 2013a] was that the spectral
measure for the Laplacian on an asymptotically conic manifold is, for low energies, a Legendre dis-
tribution associated to a pair of Legendre submanifolds, the “propagating Legendrian” L' and the
“incoming/outgoing Legendrian” L¥. We now explain very briefly what this means. We first have to
introduce the contact manifold in which these Legendre submanifolds live. Consider the bundle <I>T*Mg,
obtained by lifting S°T*M x *T*M (viewed as a bundle over M?) to Mg. This bundle carries a symplectic
structure, but the symplectic form degenerates at the boundary. Nevertheless, it determines a contact
structure on this bundle restricted to the boundary hypersurface bf,> which we denote by @ Tb*fMg. We give
this contact structure in local coordinates (y, y’, o, u, u’, v, V) for <I>Tb"‘fM§, where o = x/x', (u, v) are
as in (2-2) and, as above, the unprimed/primed coordinates are lifted from the left/right copies of **T*M.
In these coordinates, the contact form has an expression

dv—p-dy+o(dv —pu -dy).

A Legendrian submanifold is, by definition, an 27 —1-dimensional submanifold of this 4n—1-dimensional
space on which the contact form vanishes. The Legendre submanifold L* is easy to define: it is the
submanifold

(.Y, o, vV)lu=p =0 v=r'"=1}.

The other Legendre submanifold, L', is more interesting. It encodes the geodesic flow on the cone
over (0M, h) where h = h(0) is the metric in (1-4). Let (y, ) be an element of the cosphere bundle
S*dM of T*dM and let y (s) = (y(s), n(s)) be the geodesic with (y(0), 7(0)) = (y, n). Then L' is given
by the union of the leaves y2 = y2(y, 1),

2 / X / / / / . / A /
y =clos{(y,y,a=;,u,,u,v,v) 'y:y(s), Yy =y(s), u=n(s)sins, u' =—n(s’)sins’,

sin s
v=—coss, vV =coss’, 0 =——, (5,5) € (0,7[)2} (2-6)
sin s
as (y, n) ranges over S*d M. We note that this closure includes the sets
T:t = {(y’ y/7 g, I’Lv I’L/’ v, l)/) | y = y/v o€ Rv I’L = ,bL/ :07 V= —U/ = :l:l}v (2'7)

corresponding to the limits s, s' — 0 and s, s — 7.

3We denote the new boundary hypersurface of M, 2 created by the blow-up (2-1), by bf. This is slightly at odds with the way
bf is used as a boundary hypersurface of M,? ;, — here it really corresponds to taking a section of M,% » atfixed Ay > 0—but
hopefully no confusion will be caused.
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The statement that the spectral measure is a Legendre distribution with respect to the pair of Legendre
submanifolds (L', L) means that the Schwartz kernel of the spectral measure can be expressed as
an oscillatory function or oscillatory integral, with a phase function that “parametrizes” the Legendre
submanifold. We now state what “parametrizes” means, first in the case of a Legendre submanifold L that
projects diffeomorphically to the base bf, in the sense that the projection from ‘DTb*fMg to bf restricts to a
(local) diffeomorphism from L to bf. In this case, there exists a function @ : bf — R such that (locally)
L is the graph of the differential of the function ®/x or, in coordinates,

L={u=dy®(,y,0), ' =0 'dy®(,y,0), v=0(,y,0)—0 ds®(y, y,0), vV =ds D(y, y', 0)}.

We say that ®, or more accurately ®/x, (locally) parametrizes L. In the general case, there always exist
(nonunique) functions ®(y, y’, o, v), depending on extra variables (v, .. ., v), that locally parametrize L
in the sense that

L= {[L =dy®(y,y,0,v), u' = o~! dy®(y,y', 0,v),
V=>(y,y,0,0) —0d, P(y, ¥, 0,0), vV =d, P(y, Y, 0,0) | dy® =0}. (2-8)
Observe that, if we take the union of the points of (2-6) with s = s’, over all (y, n) € S*dM, then we

get a codimension-1 submanifold of L, which is also a codimension-1 submanifold of the conormal
bundle of the diagonal N* diag,, given by

N*diag, = {(y, ¥, 0, i, /s v, V) [y =y, o =1, p=—p/, v=—1'}.

Claim. In a deleted neighbourhood of N* diag, LY projects in a 2:1 fashion to the base bf, i.e.,
L\ N*diag, consists of 2 sheets, each of which projects diffeomorphically to the base bf, that are
parametrized by the function tdopic, Where deonic 1S the distance function on the cone over d M.

The conic metric deonic has an explicit expression when dyp (v, y)) < w. Writing » = 1/x and
r'=1/x" = o/x, it takes the form

deonic(y, ', 1, 1) = \/r2 +r'2 = 2rr' cosdyp (v, ') = r\/l +02—20cosdypy(y,y). (2-9)

Note that deonic (v, Y, 7, ') /r indeed has the form ®(y, y’, o) /x and is smooth provided that cos dj; (v, y')
is smooth, i.e., dyp (v, ¥') is less than the injectivity radius on (M, h).

We next explain why we consider the localized (or more precisely microlocalized) spectral measure,
by which we mean any of the operators Q (1) dE /(%) Q(\)*, where Q(A) is a member of our partition
of the identity. The reason is, as shown in [Guillarmou et al. 2013b, Section 5], these terms are also
Legendre distributions, but associated only to part of the Legendrian, namely to the subset

{3,y o, v, v) e L | (v, w,v), (¥, 1w, v') € WF'(Q)),

where WF'(Q) is the support of the symbol* of Q. This is localized close to N* diag, UTy (that is, those
points in (2-6) corresponding to s = s”) if WF'(Q) is well localized. We can then use the Claim above to

4The relevant symbol here is the scattering symbol, or boundary symbol, in the scattering calculus, which is a function
on <I’Tt;"fMg; see [Melrose 1994].
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write this piece of the spectral measure using the conic distance function, except near N* diag,, itself,
where we can express it as an oscillatory integral using a slightly more complicated form of phase function
(as in Proposition 2.6(ii)).

We summarize the information we need from [Guillarmou et al. 2013a; 2013b] concerning the spectral
measure:

Proposition 2.6. Let QlJf’W (X) be a member of the partition of the identity defined above. Let n > 0 be
given. Then, for j, k=0, 1, QIJQW(A) dE /z(0) Q}("W()\)* satisfies the estimates on the right-hand side
of (1-16) and QIJQW(A) dE /7 (0) QIJQW(A)*, J = 2, can be written as a finite sum of terms of two types:

(i) An oscillatory function of the form

)Ln—leii)»dcomc(y,y',1/xs0/x)a(y, v, 0, x, ), (2-10)

where a is supported in x, x’ <n and dyy (v, y') < n and satisfies estimate (1-15).

(i1) An oscillatory integral of the form
At / POV OVPG(y N o v, p, M) dv, (2-11)
Rn—1

where a is smooth in all its arguments and supported in a small neighbourhood of a point (yo, yo, 1, vg, 0, 0)
such that d,® (o, Yo, 1, vg) = 0. Moreover, writing w = (wy, ..., wy) for a set of coordinates defining
diag, C M,ib, le,w=(y—y,0—1)andv= (v, ..., v,), one can rotate in the w variables so that the
function ® = ®(y, w, v) has the properties

dy, ® =w;+ O(wy), (2-12a)
n
= "v;dy,®+ 0w, (2-12b)
j=2
dy @ =wiAj, (2-12¢)
@ 1 .
L = tdeonc (.. 1. %) if dy@ =0, (2-12d)

where A ji is nondegenerate for all (y, w, v) in the support of b. Here dconic is as in (2-9).

Proof. The statement about Qlj"W M) AE 7z (0) Q}{OW (A)* for j, k =0, 1, follows from the microlocal
support estimates in [Guillarmou et al. 2013b, Section 5]. In fact, Q})"W (1) has empty wavefront set, while
Qll"w(k) has wavefront set disjoint from the characteristic variety of H — A2, which contains the microlocal
support of dE sz (A). It follows that the operators Q]j9w(k) dE /75 (A) Q}COW (M)*, for j, k=0, 1, vanish
rapidly at bf, Ib and rb. Also, as shown in [Guillarmou et al. 2013a], dE ;7 (}) is polyhomogeneous at
the other boundary hypersurfaces of M ,? »» namely zf, Iby, rby and bfy, vanishing to order n — 1 at each
of these faces. Since the Qljf’w (1) are pseudodifferential operators of order zero, the same is true of the
composition Qlj"w()L) dE ;g (}) Q}:’W()\)* for j, k =0, 1 (see [Guillarmou et al. 2013b, Lemma 5.2]). To
translate this into an estimate, we observe that A is a product of boundary defining functions for zf, Ibg, rbg
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and bfy, while a product of boundary defining functions for bf, Ib and rb is O((1 + Ad(z, 7’ )™, The
estimate (1-16) follows directly.

We next discuss (i) and (ii). Everything in this statement has been proved in [Guillarmou et al. 2013b,
Lemma 6.5 and Proposition 6.2] except for the statement that & is given by the conic distance function
when d,® = 0. To see this, we use the explicit formula (2-9) for the conic distance function, the
relation (2-8) and the description of the Legendre submanifold L' in (2-6). From (2-8), it follows that
® = v +ov'. Writing v and v’ in terms of s and s’, using (2-6), we see that

dy®=0 = ®=—coss+ocoss’.

If we square this then we get

2

dy®=0 = ®>=cos’s+0o’cos’s’ —20 cosscoss’.

We can write the right-hand side in the form

1 —sin?s +02(1 —sin’s") — 20 (cos(s —s') — sin s sin s”).

2

Noting that sin’ s + o2 sin s’ = 20 sin s sins’, using the expression for o in (2-6), we see that

dy®=0 = ®>=1+0%—20cosdypu(y,y). O

Remark 2.7. It might help to give an example to show how (2-12) works. In Euclidean space, the
Schwartz kernel of the spectral measure d E /5 (1) of VA is given by

n—1

A P ’
dE«/K()\’;Z,Z/) — (27_[)" /; | elk(z—z )-¢ dé’

and one can find the phase function (z — z) - ¢, where ¢ € S"~!. Locally near ¢ = (1,0, ..., 0), we
can write ¢ = (/1 —|v|%, va, ..., v,). Write x = |z|~' and w = (z — z’)/|z|. Then the phase function
becomes ,
d>:w1\/1—v§—---—v,2l+2wjvj,
j=2

and we can check that properties (2-12) hold in this case.

3. Spectral measure and partition of the identity at high energies

In the previous section we recalled the partition of the identity operator and the structure of the localized
spectral measure for low energy, i.e., 0 < A < Ag. We now do the same for high energies, A € [Ag, 00).
For the sake of convenience, we introduce the semiclassical parameter 7 = A~ (which should not be
confused with 4 in the metric g), so that we pay our attention to the range & € (0, hol, where hg = A I
The spectral measure of the operator H for high energy was constructed in [Hassell and Wunsch 2008]
on the high energy space X. Our main task is to adapt each of the main results in the previous section to
the high energy setting.
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3A. High energy space. The high energy X, introduced in [Hassell and Wunsch 2008], is defined by
X = [0, ho] x M2, where M} = [M?; M x 9M] is as in (2-1). We label the boundary hypersurfaces
in X by rb, Ib, bf and mf, according as they are the lifts to X of the faces

[0, hol x M x dM, [0, ho] x OM x M, [0,ho]l x 9M x dM or {0} x M>

of [0, ho] x M?, respectively. The labelling of boundary hypersurfaces is consistent with the notations
defined in the low energy space, since when A € (C~!, C) (where A = 1/ h) the spaces both have the form
(C7 1, 0) x Mg. Recall o = x/x’; we can use coordinates (y, y', o, x’, h) near bf and away from rb, and
coordinates (y, y/, o~!, x, h) near bf and away from Ib. We use coordinates (z, z’, h) away from bf, rb
and lb.

3B. Semiclassical scattering pseudodifferential operators. We recall the space W:ﬁik (M;5®Q1'/?) of
semiclassical scattering pseudodifferential operators, introduced by Wunsch and Zworski [2000] based on
Melrose’s scattering calculus [1994]. Such operators are indexed by the differential order m, the boundary
order / and the semiclassical order k. One can express this space in terms of the space with / = k =0 by

lp;z:il’k(M, A‘CDQ]/Z) — xlh—kq’;z:g,O(M; SCDQl/2)'

The Schwartz kernel of semiclassical pseudodifferential operator A € ID;Z:Z’O(M :5PQ1/2) takes the

following form on X: near the diagonal diag;, C Mﬁ and away from bf, it takes the form
h" / gz e hyde |dgdg'|'?,  n=dim M, (3-1)
while near the boundary of the diagonal, diag, Nbf, it takes the form
pn / O it e=IV ) g (o u by dpdy |dg dg' | (3-2)

Here, a is a symbol of order m in the variable ¢ or (5, v) variables and is smooth in the remaining
variables. Finally, away from diag,, the kernel of A is smooth and vanishes to all orders at bf, Ib, rb
and mf.

Lemma 3.1. IfA € W;Z:g’o(M; S®QU/2) then (h 3,)N A is also a pseudodifferential operator of order m,
iie., (ho)VA e WO (M;+2Q!2).

Proof. Away from the diagonal, the result is trivial, as the kernel is smooth and O (h*°). So, consider
the representations (3-1)—(3-2). The proof is parallel to the argument in Lemma 2.3. By induction, we
only need to consider N = 1. If hdj, hits the function a in (3-2), then a is still a symbol of order m in the
(n, v) variables, smooth in (4, x, y) and supported in x4 < c¢. On the other hand, if / d;, hits the phase,
this is the same as vd, + 1 - 9,, hitting the phase, as it brings a factor which is homogeneous of degree —1
in & and degree 1 in (v, ). Integrating by parts, we obtain another symbol a of order m. The argument
for (3-1) is analogous. This completes the proof. O

Lemma3.2. [f A= A(z,7, h)|dgdg'|'/? e W;Z:g’o(M; S®QU2)y and m < —n, then A satisfies the kernel
bound (2-5) (with A = h™") for any N € N.
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Proof. This estimate is straightforward away from the diagonal, as the Schwartz kernel of A vanishes
rapidly at all boundaries away from the diagonal. This follows from the nonvanishing of the differential
of the phase away from the diagonal. On the other hand, the right-hand side is a positive multiple of
W= "pft\)/ p{)\t’ ,orlg away from the diagonal.

Near the diagonal, we have the representations (3-1)—(3-2). The argument in the case (3-2) is the same

as in Lemma 2.4. In the interior case (3-1) we note that the differential operator

1+ A
1+h2z -7
leaves the exponential in (3-2) invariant. Applying this differential operator N times and integrating by
parts, we see that the integral is bounded by

Cn(l+h72z—7 )N

for any N. In the interior, the square of the Riemannian distance on M is comparable to |z — z’|?, so the
integral is bounded by Cy (1 4+h~'d(z, /)" for any N. (I

Corollary 3.3. IfA € W:Z:g’o(M; S®QU2Y and m < —n, then A is bounded L*(M°) — L*(M°®) uniformly
as h — 0. The same is true for (hd,)" A for any N.

Proof. This follows from the kernel bound (2-5) and Schur’s test, since there is a uniform volume estimate
cr < V(z,r) < Cr" for the volume V (z, r) of the ball of radius r centred at z € M°. O

3C. High energy partition of the identity. We now describe the partition of the identity used in Proposition
1.5 for high energies. Similar to before, these operators are obtained by quantizing symbols which form
a partition of unity (independent of /) in the scattering cotangent bundle 7*M. We modify the open
cover Go, ..., G N1 from Sectlon 2D by replacmg Gy by a smaller set Go given by the points satisfying
x >e¢€and ¢ |2 5 or ¢ |§, > j, i.e., the set GO is disjoint from the characteristic variety. Then we cover
the compact set {x > €, |C |2 [3. 2]}, which contains Gy \ Go, by a finite number Gy,41, ..., Gy, of
open sets of sufficiently small diameter.

As before, we form a partition of unity subordinate to this refined open cover and take these as the
principal symbols of operators Q?i in the class \IJO OhO(M s®Q1/2) microsupported in G; (or G in the

case j = (0). We will assume that Qh]gh(k) Qlj"w(k) for intermediate energies A ~ 1 and 1<j<N,.

3D. Localized spectral measure. Hassell and Wunsch [2008] showed that the spectral measure for the
Laplacian on this setting is, for high energy, a Legendre distribution associated to a pair of Legendre
submanifolds L and L*. We briefly explain the meaning of this statement. The Legendre submanifold L*
has already been defined in Section 2E; it lives in the contact manifold q’Tb*fMg, living over the boundary
hypersurface bf. The new Legendre submanifold L encodes the geodesic flow on 7*M°. It is a submanifold
of R x ‘I’T*le, which has a natural contact form, described as follows. We write « for the contact form
on **T*M induced by the inclusion of 7*M?° into **T*M, and « and «’ for the lift of this contact form to
CI>T*Mg by the left and right projections, respectively. Writing t for the coordinate on the R-factor in
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R x ‘DT*Mg, the contact form on this space takes the form
a+ao —dr.

Then L is given as follows: Let ¥ denote the characteristic variety of h2A ¢ — L, given in local coordinates
by {I¢l¢(;) = 1} in the interior or {|M|i(x’y) +v? = 1} near the boundary. Then L is given in terms of the
geodesic flow G, by

L={(q.9".7)1q.9 €%, g=G.(¢")} (3-3)

(this follows from [Guillarmou et al. 2013b, Equation 7.9] and the discussion following). In R x q’T*Mﬁ,
L can be restricted to R x ‘bTb’}le, i.e., restricted to lie over bf, then, forgetting the T component, we
obtain the Legendre submanifold L from Section 2E.

As in Section 2E, the statement that an operator is Legendrian with respect to L means that its Schwartz
kernel can be expressed as an oscillatory function or oscillatory integral using a phase function that locally
parametrizes L. In the interior of X, this means a function W(z, z’, v) such that, locally, using coordinates
(z,¢,2,¢',7) on R x ®T* M2, we have

L={(z,d.V,7,dy¥, V)| d, ¥V =0}.

In particular, 7 is equal to the value of the phase function when d,W = 0. If there are no v variables,
the condition d, W = 0 is omitted and then L is (essentially) the graph of the differential of W. Near the
boundary bf, we use local coordinates (x, y, ¥/, o, u, v, i/, v/, ) and then a local parametrization of L
is given by a function W (x, y, ', o, v)/x such that

L={(x,y,Y,0,d,¥, ¥ —xd, V¥, —0d,V,0 " dyV,d, ¥, W) |d,¥ =0}.

We give some consequences of this result for the localized spectral measure needed in this pa-
per. As in the low energy case, the localized spectral measure refers to any operator of the form
ML) dE /(1) QMM ()* where QMER (1) is a member of the partition of the identity operator from
Section 3C. As above, we write h = 1/A.

Proposition 3.4. Let Q?igh()») be a member of the partition of the identity defined above. Then, for
high

Jr k= 0.1, the operator Q"*" () dE (%) Q" (A)* satisfies the estimates on the right-hand side of
high high

(1-16) and Qj (A) dEﬁ(A) Qj (M)*, j =2, can be written as a finite sum of terms of the following
three types:
(1) An oscillatory function of the form

R0 HACDG (7 by, (3-4)
where a satisfies estimate (1-15).

(ii) An oscillatory integral supported in x, x' > € of the form

h—(n—”/ | VTV (z 2 v, h) dv, (3-5)
Rn=

SThe relation between the various Legendre submanifolds is explained in detail in [Hassell and Wunsch 2008, Part 1].
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where b is smooth in all its arguments and supported in a small neighbourhood of a point (zo, zo, vo, 0)
such that d, ¥ (z9, 20, vo) = 0. Moreover, writing w =z — 7' and v = (v, ..., v,), one can rotate in the
w variables so that the function WV = W(z, w, v) has the properties

dvj\IJ:wj—i-O(wl), (3-6a)
W= "v;d, ¥+ 0w, (3-6b)

j=2
dfjvktll =wiAj, (3-6¢)
U(z,z,v)=+d(z,7) if d, ¥ =0, (3-6d)

where A ji is nondegenerate at (2, 20, vo) and d(z, 7') is the Riemannian distance function on M° x M°.

(iii) An oscillatory integral supported near x = x' = 0 of the form
p==D f VY e x B0y g x, v, h) dv, 3-7)
Rn—1

where b is smooth in all its arguments and supported in a small neighbourhood of a point (yy, yo, 1, 0, vg, 0)
such that d,¥ (yg, yo, 1, vg) = 0. Moreover, writing w = (wy, ..., w,) for a set of coordinates defining
diag; C M2, e, w= (y—y',o—1)andv = (vy,...,v,), one can rotate in the w variables so that the
function ¥ = W (y, w, x, v) has the properties

dy, W = w; + O(wy), (3-8a)

V=Y "v;d, ¥+ 0w, (3-8b)
j=2

dy Y =wiAj, (3-8¢)

V/x ==d(z,7) if d,¥ =0, (3-8d)

where A i is nondegenerate at (yo, yo, 1,0, vo, 0).
Remark 3.5. Since L = 1/ A, this is an analogue of Proposition 2.6 for the case X = [0, hg] x Mg.

Proof. The proof is analogous to the proof of Proposition 2.6, with the main difference being that the
computation takes place over the whole of M]f (including the interior), not just at the boundary as in
the low energy case. We prove (ii), i.e., we work in the interior of M, 2 using coordinates (z, z'), with
z a coordinate on the left copy of M° and z’ on the right copy. The proof for (iii) is only notationally
different.

As in the low energy case, the Legendre submanifold L has the property that it intersects N* diag; in
a codimension-1 submanifold and, in a deleted neighbourhood of N* diag,, it projects in a 2:1 fashion
down to the base, mf = Mg, so that the two sheets are parametrized by the phase functions +d(z, z’).

We now apply [Guillarmou et al. 2013b, Lemma 7.6 and (ii) of Lemma 7.7]. This tells us that, for any
high
J

L projects diffeomorphically to the base Mg or the point lies at the conormal bundle to the diagonal, i.e.,

point in the microlocal support of Q}}igh (A dE VH (X) Q= (M)*, either there is a neighbourhood in which



GLOBAL-IN-TIME STRICHARTZ ESTIMATES ON NONTRAPPING, ASYMPTOTICALLY CONIC MANIFOLDS 171

z =7 and ¢ = —¢’. In the former case, the function +d(z, z’) can be used directly as the phase function
and we obtain the statement (i) in the proposition. In the latter case, a phase function W depending on
n — 1 variables vy, ..., v, can be constructed following the general approach of [Guillarmou et al. 2013b,
Proposition 7.5]. Since this was not written down explicitly in the coordinates (z, z') valid in the interior
of M%, we sketch briefly how this is done. It follows from the proof of Lemma 7.6 of [Guillarmou et al.
2013b] that we can rotate coordinates so that w1, {2, ..., &, 2 give coordinates on L locally. (The proof
of Lemma 7.6 shows that one can take (7, £2, ..., &, 2') but, since it is also shown that dz;/9t # 0, one
can substitute z; for t and then substitute w; = z; — Z’1 for z;.) One can therefore express the functions
w2, ..., w, and T on L as smooth functions W; (w1, &2, ..., &, ') and T(wy, &2, ..., &y, ') of these
coordinates. Then the function

Y(w, 7, v) = Z(wj —Wiwi, 8, G, DDV +T (Wi, &, .., G0y 2)
=2

satisfies the requirements of (3-6) and parametrizes L locally. This is shown by adapting the argument
of [Guillarmou et al. 2013b, Proof of Proposition 6.2] in a straightforward way (which itself is a minor
variation on [Hormander 1985, Theorem 21.2.18]), so we omit the details. This establishes part (iii) of
the proposition. When working close to x = x" = 0, we need to use coordinates as in [Guillarmou et al.
2013b, Proposition 7.5] and apply [Guillarmou et al. 2013b, Lemma 7.6 and (i) of Lemma 7.7], and we
end up with the statement in part (ii). O

Remark 3.6. The Lagrangian L is smooth up to the boundary when viewed as a submanifold in the
“scattering-fibred cotangent bundle” described in [Guillarmou et al. 2013a]. The boundary at bf is naturally
isomorphic to L' in Proposition 2.6. Correspondingly, we find that the distance function d(z, z’) on le
satisfies

1 o
d(Z’ Z/) - dconic (y7 y/a ;7 ;) = e(Zv Z,)
is a bounded function on Mg or, more precisely, on that part of Mg where x, x’ <npand dyy(y, y) <n
for sufficiently small n (see [Hassell et al. 2005, Lemma 9.4]). From this we see that the results of
Propositions 2.6 and 3.4 are compatible, as the factor exp (i1e(z, z’)) — which is the discrepancy between

(2-10) and (3-4) and between (2-12d) and (3-6d) — can be absorbed in the symbols a and b, respectively.

Remark 3.7. The results of this paper could be extended to long-range scattering metrics, as treated
in [Hassell et al. 2006]. However, this would require an extension of the results of [Hassell and Vasy
2001; Hassell and Wunsch 2008; Guillarmou et al. 2013a] to Lagrangian submanifolds which are only
conormal, rather than smooth, at the boundary. If this were done, then the discrepancy e(z, z’) between
the distance function and the conic distance function would no longer be smooth or even bounded, but
rather conormal at the boundary with a bound of the form (x +x/)~!*¢ at the boundary of M2, i.e., a
bit smaller than the distance functions themselves. In this case, the correct description of the localized
spectral measure would be with the true distance function d(z, z’) as phase function, rather than (2-10),
which is only true in the short-range case.
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The assumption on the potential could also be weakened; for example, one could assume that V only

2t€ a5 x — 0, and is only conormal, rather than smooth, as x — 0, instead of (1-5). However,

decays as x
if one assumes only O(x?) decay then it is not clear whether Theorem 1.1 will hold. For example,
if Ve x2C®(M) and Vj := x~2V|su takes values in the range (—}‘(n —2)?, 0), then it follows from
[Guillarmou et al. 2013a, Corollary 1.5] that the L! — L° norm of the propagator is at least a constant
times r~ D as t — 0o, where v02 is the smallest eigenvalue of Agp + Vo + ;ll(n —2)2. Under the above
assumption on the range of V), we see that vy < %n — 1. This implies that the dispersive estimate (1-12)
will no longer be valid as |t —s| — oco. However, the implications of that for the global-in-time Strichartz
estimates are not clear; in the case of inverse-square potentials on R”, global-in-time Strichartz estimates
hold despite the fact that the dispersive estimate is not known to hold for negative inverse-square potentials
[Burq et al. 2004b] (for positive inverse-square potentials, the dispersive estimate is proved in [Fanelli
et al. 2013]).

The problem, however, is only with the long-time Strichartz estimates; for estimates on a finite time
interval, the decay condition on V as x — 0 could be weakened considerably.

4. Proof of Proposition 1.5

We now prove Proposition 1.5. We define our partition of unity Q; by combining the low-energy and
high-energy partitions. We choose a cutoff function x (A) supported in [0, 2] such that 1 — x is supported
in [1, o0) and define

Q1) = x()(QFY + Q™) + (1 = x () (Qp ™" + Q1)
Q) =x MY+ (1= x()) Q" for2 < j <Ny, @-1)
Q;(1) = (1-x()Q}*" for Nj+1<j <N.

We first note that the term with Q(X) satisfies (1-14) (with only the “b” term present) and (1-16),
according to Propositions 2.6 and 3.4. (In the case of low energies we also need to use Remark 3.6, which
tells us that we can replace the distance function by the conic distance function dgopic in (1-14) without
affecting the estimates on the amplitudes a..)

Next we prove the proposition for low energies, i.e., for A <2, and j > 2. Consider the second type
of representation, (2-11), in Proposition 2.6. We break the estimate into various cases. We first observe
that estimates of the form (1-15) and (1-16) are unaffected by multiplication by a cutoff function of the
form x (Ad(z, 7)), where x € C2°(R). Therefore, we may treat the cases Ad(z,z') < 1and Ad(z,2') 2 1
separately. Consider first the case Ad(z, ') < 1 or, equivalently, |w| < p. In this case, we show that (2-11)
has the form (1-14), where only the “b” term is present, satisfying (1-16). Thus, we need to show that

(r 3)" f e"my’w’”/’c&(x, f, v, wi, v) dv
Rnfl

is uniformly bounded. For o = O this is obvious. So consider the effect of applying A d,. This is
harmless when it hits a. When it hits the phase, it brings down a factor iA®/x. We have A®/x = d/p =
v-dy®/p+ O(wy/p) and, since |w| < p, the O(w;/p) is harmless. To treat the v - d, O/ p term, we can
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write, using (2-12b),
v-d,®
P

and integrating by parts we see that this term is O (1) after integration. Repeated applications of 1d, are

PP = —jy.dye®r,

treated similarly.

Second, suppose that [w| > Cp for some large C but that |w;| < p. For large enough C, this means
that dv/. ® £ 0 for some j > 2 since, by (2-12a), we have dvj ® =w; — O(wy). So, by choosing j so that
|w;| is maximal and then C large enough, we have |d,; ®| > c|w|. Then we can write

N
S0P — pdy, Si0/p
id,,®

and integrate by parts. Each integration by parts gains us a factor of p/|w|. Thus we can estimate (2-11)
by (1+|w|/p)~ % = (1 +1d(z, 7))~ X for any K. Estimating the terms for > 0 is done just as in the
first case above.

Third, suppose that |w| > C|w;| for some large C and that |w;| > p. Then we can integrate by parts
and gain any number of factors of (1 4+ Ad(z, 7))~ ! as in the second case above.

Finally we come to the case where |w;| > p and |w;| is comparable to |w|. In this case, we have
removed a neighbourhood of N* diag;, from the microlocal support of the localized spectral measure. As
discussed in Section 2, in this region the Lagrangian L is a union of two sheets, each of which projects
diffeomorphically to the base bf and is parametrized by the phase function £d i (in terms of the phase
function @ as in (2-11)—(2-12), this simply corresponds to the sign of w;). We can thus split this case
into two parts, according to the sign of wi, which give rise to the “+” terms in (1-14).

In this case, the key is to exploit property (2-12c). Define

D(x, y, w, v) = |wi| " (@(y, w, v) Fxd(z, 7)) (4-2)
and let w = |w;|/p; then we need to estimate

o) A~ ~
A d%a(r, z,7) = —wﬁ/ 1 e OPEYWIQPY 87 GY (A, p, ¥, wi, v) dv.
Rn—

Letbh =AY 8{&; then |8{l;| < C,A77. Thus, noting @ > 1, it suffices to show that, for any 0 < 8 < «,

/ eia)&(x,y,w,v)(was)ﬂg()\’ P, v, wi, v)dv| < Cow~=D/2 4-3)
Rn—1

To proceed, we fix (x, y, w) with w # 0 (and hence w; # 0 due to our assumption that |w| is comparable
to |{w|). We use a cutoff function Y to divide the v integral into two parts: one on the support of Y, in
which |dU<T>| > %g’ and the other on the support of 1 — T, in which |dv5| < €. On the support of T, we
integrate by parts in v and gain any power of w ™!, proving (4-3). On the support of 1 — Y, we make the
variable change

W2s o p) = (Bar. ., 0,), 0, =d,®, i=2,....,n.
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Note that, by property (2-12c),

00; )

Tor =d, , d==%Aj.
The nondegeneracy of A j; shows that this change of variables is locally nonsingular provided € is
sufficiently small. Thus, for each point v in the support of 1 — Y, there is a neighbourhood in which we
can change variables to 6 as above. Using the compactness of the support of b in (2-11), we see that there
are a finite number of neighbourhoods covering the intersection of the support of YT and the v-support
of b. For simplicity of exposition, we assume that there is only one such neighbourhood U below.

Let Bs := {0 : |0| < &} and choose a C* function xg,(0) which equals 1 on the set %s but equals 0

outside %B,s, with bounds on the derivatives given by

IV xa, (0) < C5.

Here § is a parameter to be chosen later (depending on w). Consider the integral (4-3) after changing
variables and with the cutoff function xg, (¢) inserted (note that 1 — Y = 1 on the support of xg, (6),
provided § < %é):

d

L~ ~ o~ 0
e Py (Db, p, v, w1, 0) xa (9)—'.
'/ AT (y, w, 0)

Using property (2-12d), we see that ® = 0 when 6 = 0. Also, due to our choice of 6, we have dy® = 0
when 6 =0, so ® = O(|6/?). Hence,

< C(w8?)Psm 1.

of / OB COEBEG oy wi, 6) xa, ©)

A= (y, w, 0)]

It remains to treat the integral with cutoff 1 — xg, (6) inserted. Notice that |d9CT>| is comparable to ||
since dgED =0 when 6 =0, and

k.l

is nondegenerate when 6 = 0. We define the differential operator L by

_ —idy®- B
wldg P
Then the adjoint operator is given by

. ~ 2 B A
fL:_L i < A9¢ 2d9./9kq3d9jq)d9kq>)

w\|dy®]> \dy D[*

Since Le'®® = ¢/“®, we integrate by parts N times to obtain

‘/ P00 WB) b1, p, v, wi, 0)(1 — xa, 0)(1 - T) dQ‘

< C/|<fL>N(<w<T>)ﬂE(A, P, v, wi, 0)(1— xa,©)(1 —1))|db.
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Inductively, we find that
[N ((0@)Ph(1 — xg,)(1 — 1))| < Co™ VP max{|g|?#=2V, |9~ Vs~ N).

Choosing N large enough, we get

‘ / P00 WBYB(, p, v, wi, 0)(1—x3,)(1—1) d6

< a)N+ﬁ/ (|9|2ﬂ72N+|9|2/37N87N) 4o
10]=6
< Ca)—N+f382/3—2N8n—l.
Choose 8 = @~ !/? to balance the two parts of the integral (with xg, and with 1 — xg,). We finally obtain
[ @B 1 .y, 01 = 1) | < om0

which proves (4-3), as desired.
We next sketch how to prove (1-16) in the high-energy case i > N;. In terms of Proposition 3.4,
consider a term of type (iii); it suffices to show

a(h,z,7) = eFdED/h / YOSy x y, wy, v) dv,
Rnfl
satisfies
n—1

-
|(hdp)¥a(h, z,2)| SCa(1+M> :
xh

Notice that A = 1/h and ¥ has the same properties (2-12a)—(2-12d) as ®. Therefore the low energy
proof works verbatim, with the argument x of W acting as a smooth parameter, and leads to the desired
conclusion. The proof in case (ii) works in exactly the same way, with w given by z — 7'.

Remark 4.1. To illustrate this theorem, consider the case of the spectral measure on flat R®, which is

dE 03z 2) = 1 xzsin/\|z—z/|dA
VAR )= 0 Az =7 '

We decompose this, using the cutoff function x as in (4-1), according to the size of A|z — z'|. Where
Alz—7| > 1, that is, more than one wavelength from the diagonal, we split the sine factor into exponential
terms. Within O (1) wavelengths of the diagonal, however, we keep the sine factor as is, to exploit the
cancellation in the difference et/412=%'| — ¢=142=Zl \when A|z — 7’| is small. This gives us an expression

2

. ’ H / .
e M=l e M=l sinA|z — 2’|
272

l—0Rz— N -0 =)z =N+ x Az =2

(( Oz =D g = (1= 0 Gle =2 D5+ x Gl = D=

This is a decomposition into “£” and “b” terms as in (1-14), where the amplitudes satisfy (1-15) and (1-16).
So, we can think of the b term as the near-diagonal term and the other terms as related to the two sheets of
the Lagrangian L or L, which are separated away from the diagonal. The function of the microlocalizing
operators Q ;(A) (which are not required in the case of flat Euclidean space) is to remove parts of the

Lagrangian that do not project diffeomorphically to the base.
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5. L2 estimates

In this section, we prove L? — L? estimates on microlocalized versions of the Schrodinger propagator,
using the operator partition of unity Q; described at the beginning of the previous section, based on
[Guillarmou et al. 2013b].

We begin by defining microlocalized propagators. First we give a formal definition. It is not immediately
clear that the formal definition is well defined, so our first task is to show this. We do so by showing that
each microlocalized propagator is a bounded operator on L?. This serves both to show the well-definedness
of each microlocalized propagator and to establish the L? — L? estimate needed for the abstract Keel-Tao
argument.

We define, as in the introduction,

U = /0 ¢ 0,0 dE (1), 5-1)

where Q; is the decomposition defined in (4-1).
Our first task is to make sense of this expression. We do this by showing that each U;(¢) is a bounded
operator on L%*(M°). We have:

Proposition 5.1. For each j, the integral (5-1) defining U;(t) is well defined on each finite interval and
converges on Ry in the strong operator topology to define a bounded operator on L*>(M°). Moreover, the
operator norm of U;(t) on L?*(M°) is bounded uniformly for t € R. Finally, we have

Y Ui =€, (5-2)
J

Proof. Suppose that A()) is a family of bounded operators on L?(M°), compactly supported and C'
in A € (0, 00). Integrating by parts,

/0 AN E /700

is given by
(,¢]
d
—/O (55AG))E (3 di.

In view of Corollaries 2.5 and 3.3, we can take A(A) to be a smooth function of A with compact support
i g (). This means that the integral (5-1) is well defined over any compact
interval in (0, c0). We need to show that the integral over the whole of Ry converges in the strong

in (0, co) multiplied by e

operator topology. To do so, we introduce a dyadic partition of unity on the positive A axis by choosing
¢ e Cf’o([% 2]), taking values in [0, 1], such that

E d)(—k ) =1
meZ 2
We now define

© d 2 A
U (0) = — /O = (e”* ¢>(2—m) 0 jm) E /(). (5-3)
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We next show that the sum over m of the operators U; ,,(¢) in (5-3) is well defined. For this we use
the Cotlar—Stein lemma, which we recall here (we use the version in [Grafakos 2009, Chapter 8]):

Lemma 5.2 (Cotlar—Stein lemma). Suppose that {A} is a sequence of bounded linear operators on a
Hilbert space H such that

IA% Apllgon < (y(m—n))?, | AnAlln—n < (y(m —n))?, (5-4)

where {y (m)} ez is a sequence of positive constants such that C =Y,y (m) < oo. Then, forall f € H,
the sequence Zlml <~ Am [ converges as N — oo to an element Af € H. The operators A = > Am and
=), A% so defined (in the strong operator topology) satisfy

IAlh—n <C, NA*ln—n <C. (5-5)

Moreover, the operator norms of » Ay and )’ A} are bounded by C for any finite subset J of

meJ meJ

the integers.
We also use the following lemma:

Lemma 5.3. Suppose that A;(A) for | =1, 2 is a family of operators compactly supported in )\ in the
open interval (0, 0o) with A;(A) and 0, A;(A) uniformly bounded on L?(M°). Define

Bl:/Al(A)dEﬁ(k).
Then
BIB;:/AI()L)dEﬁ()L) Ar(W)*,

where by definition the last expression is equal to

d
f (—d—kAl(A)>E JAMNA0) — A|WE f(/\)< Az(k)) (5-6)

Proof. We compute
d
miss= [ ( Alm) Eﬂx)Eﬂu)( A ) drdp

d *
B /,/xgu(d_AAl()‘)> Eﬁ@)(@f\z(u) ) drdp
d d
i / f (JAI(M) Em(u)(—Az(u)*) didp
H=A

d d
—/(dkAl(/\)>Ef(k>( Ay (V)" )dk+/( Al(u))Ef(u)< Az(u))
= (5-6). (5-7)

This concludes the proof. U
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Now we show that the sum in (5-3) is well defined. We first note a simplification: since the Q (1) are
a partition of the identity, we have

N
52 A
Vm (t) = Z Uj,m(t) = / elt}\ X()L)¢<2—m> dEm(k),
j=1

which is clearly bounded on L?(M°) with operator norm bounded by 1 using spectral theory. Moreover,
the sum of any subset of the V), converges strongly to an operator with norm bounded by 1. Due to this,
we may ignore the case j = 1 and prove the L> boundedness only for j > 2.

We have, by Lemma 5.3,

A A
Ujm@OUjn()" = /X(k)2¢<2—m>¢(2—n> QW dE ;g(M) Q;(M)*

d s (AN (A .
- / d7<x<x> ¢<2—m)¢(2—n) Q,(A))Eﬁ(x)gjm
- xmzqs(i)«p(i) 0;WE z0 0,0 (58)
om on HY gy =

We observe that this is independent of 7 and is identically zero unless |m —n| <?2. When |m —n| <2, we
note that the integrand is a bounded operator on L2, with an operator bound of the form C/, where C is
uniform, as we see from Corollary 2.5 and the support property of ¢. The integral is therefore uniformly
bounded, as we are integrating over a dyadic interval in A.

We next consider the operators U; n(OU; (0, justin the case r = 0. This has an expression

d A L d I
/ / Em<x>d7(¢(2—m) 0,0 )ﬁ(Q ,~<u>¢(2—n>> E /() dhdy.

It is clear that each of these operators is uniformly bounded in m, n in operator norm. To apply Cotlar—
Stein, we show a estimate of the form C2~"~"! for the operator norm of this term. Write ij’ (M) and
Q () for the operators in parentheses above. Consider first the case 2 < j < N;, in which Q; has
Schwartz kernel supported near the boundary of the diagonal. For convenience of exposition, we assume
that A, u < 2 (or, equivalently, m, n < 1). Then, by the construction of Q; for 2 < j < N; (see Section 2D
and (4-1)), the scattering pseudodifferential operators ij’m()») and Q; ,(u) are smooth and compactly
supported in x’/A and x’/u, respectively, and are microlocally supported near the characteristic set. More
precisely, we see the composition of the two scattering pseudodifferential operators for j > 2 takes the
form

o ()L)an(lu)=/ei/\((yy’)-n+(aI)V)/X’eiu((y’y”)~n’+(a’I)V’)/X’
j.m s

/'x/ /'x/ / / / / / /
X qjm )\,y,x,n,v qjn ,u,y,;,n,v dx"dy"dndvdn dv,

where 0 = x'/x and ¢’ = x'/x”, and ¢, ,, and g; , are smooth and polyhomogeneous in A and x and
compactly supported in x’/A, x’ /¢ and y’. In addition, we have v + |n|*> > % and V2 + || > % on the
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support of g; »q; . By symmetry, we assume A > u without loss of generality. Let us introduce the
operator
E=i[A(vP + DI @ 8y — v 90);

then Le MOV nHE=DV)/X" — o=iMG=y)nte=Dv)/X' By ysing & to integrate by parts, we gain the
factor A~! since |v|> 4 |n|? is uniformly bounded from below; we incur a factor y if the derivative falls
on /MO =)@ =DV)/X' o g factor of x” or x'*/u if the derivative falls on qjm Or qj,. Since x" <
on the support of g, ,,, we have an overall gain of /A ~ 2-Im=nl The L? boundedness of the spectral
projection gives |U%, (0)U; ,(0)ll 2, 12 < C271"="],

A similar argument works if one or both of m and n are at least 1.

A similar estimate is true in the case N; 4+ 1 < j < N, in which case we are automatically in the
high-energy case, and with Schwartz kernels supported in the interior of M° x M°. The argument is also
almost exactly the same as the previous case. We can write the composition

d A ¢ d . i
a(¢(2—]> Q;( ))@(QJ(M)¢(?)>

)\‘nﬂn /// ei}\(z_Z”).CCIj,m (Z//, g, )“)ei'u(Z”_z,).{,qj,n(Z//’ é‘/v w)dg dé‘/ dZ//, (5-9)

in the form

where g; ,, is supported where A ~ 2" and |¢ |> ~ 1, and is such that DY quj,m is bounded by CA ™.
Assume without loss of generality that m > n, i.e., A > u on the support of the integrand. We note that
the differential operator

00y

MR

leaves ¢'*=¢")'¢ invariant, so we can apply it to this phase factor in the integral (5-9). Integrating by
parts, the 9, derivative either hits the other phase factor ¢! ~2)¢" in which case we incur a factor of L,
or it hits one of the symbols ¢; ; or g; x, in which case we incur no factor. Thus, we gain a factor of
either j/A ~ 27177k or 1/A— which is even better since 1 > 1 on the support of g; ,(z", ¢, ). This
completes the Cotlar—Stein estimates for U; (0).

It now follows from the Cotlar—Stein lemma that U;(0)*, j =2, ..., N, is well-defined as the strong
limit of the sequence of operators
Z Uj,m (0)*
Im|<l

Consider the sequence Zlml <1 Ujm(1)*. We claim that this sequence converges strongly and define U; ()"
to be this limit. To prove this claim, choose an arbitrary f € L?(M°). We have shown that

lim sup
=00 [+

> UimO*f

2
=0.
I<|m|<L 2

This is equivalent to

— 00
L=Ly<m) imr <L
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But we saw in (5-8) that U; ,(0)U; v (0)* = U, (1)U, (¢)*. Hence we have

lim sup Z (UimOUjm @) f, f) =0,

o
T Ll < <L
which implies that

lim sup

2
=0.
[— 00 L>1 2

> Uim®*f

I<|m|<L

Hence the sequence Zlmlsl U;jm(t)* f converges for every f € L*(M°) as | — oo, i.e., the sequence
Z\ml <1 Ujm ()" converges strongly. We see from this that the integral

f e dE 700 Q00"

converges in the strong topology, hence defines U (¢)*. Finally we show that the operator norm of U (¢)*
is bounded uniformly in ¢. Since Zlm\ <1 Ujm(1)* converges in the strong operator topology, we have

' D Uim®*
|

1U;@)*|l < sup

[—o00 ml<l
But we have
2 2
DU =] > Uj,,n<z)Uj,,nf(z>*" = H D Upn O w0 | = ” > Um0
Im|<l Im]|,|m’|<I lm],lm’|<I Im|<l

and the operator norm of Z‘ m<t Uj,m(0)* is bounded uniformly in / by the estimates proved above using
the Cotlar—Stein lemma.
This completes the proof of Proposition 5.1. (]

Remark 5.4. This argument allows us to avoid using a Littlewood—Paley-type decomposition in this
setting. Littlewood—Paley-type estimates were established in [Bouclet 2010] for asymptotically conic
manifolds in the form of

Ifllee S (Z ||¢<2—2kAg>f||%p)2 +

k>0

D s HANSf

k<0

Lr

6. Dispersive estimates

In this section, we use stationary phase and Proposition 1.5 to establish the microlocalized dispersive
estimates.

Proposition 6.1 (microlocalized dispersive estimates). Let Q;(A) be as defined in (4-1). Then, for all
integers j > 1, the kernel estimate

/O ¢ (Q; (W dE (1) Q5(W) (2. 2) dA| < Clr| (6-1)

holds for a constant C independent of points z, 7 € M°.
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Proof. The key to the proof is to use the estimates in Proposition 1.5. We first consider j = 1. Since the
term with Q1(X) satisfies (1-14) with only the “b” term, then we can use the estimate (1-16) to obtain

<CyA" "N forall N eN. (6-2)

d N
‘(d_x) Qi) dE /7 (3) Q1(0))(z, )

Let § be a small constant to be chosen later. Recall that we chose ¢ € C2° ([% 2]) with) ", o, ¢Q27"N)=1;
we write ¢o(A) =D, #(27"1). Then

0o 8
/ ¢ (01 dE 7 (1) 00z, Z)(ﬁo(%) dk‘ < C/ Aldr < Cs".
0 0

We use integration by parts N times to obtain, using (6-2),

> it}»Z )\' * /
/0 e qu(%)(le dE 500 QT ()=, ) d
m=>0

<

/1 9\ 2 A . /
/0 <——> (e )d)(M)(Ql(/\)dEﬁ(/\)Ql(k))(z,z)dk

m>0
2m+15

S CN|t|_N Z/ )\n—l—sz)\’
2

mzo m—l(g

< CN|[|_N8n_2N.

Choosing 8 = |t|~'/2, we have thus proved

< Cylt|™>. (6-3)

| e @i dE o) Qion ey an

0

Now we consider the case j > 2. Let r = d(z, z’) and 7 = rt~'/2. In this case, we write the kernel
using Proposition 1.5 as

/0 e"“z(Qj(x)dEm(x) QW) (z, 2) da

(o.¢] oo
— Zf eltkze:tlr)n)\‘n—lai()\" z, Z/) d)\-+/ eltkz)\‘n—lb()\" z, Z/) d
— /o 0

o0 o0
=123 / eiM i n=ly =12 2 Y+ / A0, 2, ) dh, (6-4)
= Jo 0

where a4 satisfies
0% (A, 2,2)| < Cod™ (1 4 Ad(z, 7))~ "D,
and therefore
10% (ax (t 7120, 2, 2))| < CorA ™ (1 4 477) "= D/2, (6-5)

By (1.16), the above term with b(A, z, z’) can be estimated by using the same argument as for Q. Now
we consider first term in the right-hand side of (6-4). We divide it into two pieces using the partition of
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unity above. It suffices to prove that there exists a constant C independent of r such that

I:I: —

§C7

oo
/ el)\ze:tlr)n)\‘l’l—la:t(t—l/zk,Z’ Z/)¢O()\,) d)\.
0

Z/ l)\z :tlr)\,)\‘l’l 1 (_1/2)\,,Z, Z/)¢<2im) d)\,

m=>0

<C.

The estimate for I* is obvious, since A < 1. For II'", we use integration by parts. Notice that

—i 0

L+(eix2+m) — ML+ =
’ 20 +7 9A

Writing

lA +ira __ (L+)N( ia2 —Hrk)

and integrating by parts, we gain a factor of A2V thanks to (6-5). Thus II* can be estimated by

A~2m

m=>0

To treat /I, we introduce a further decomposition, based on the size of rA. We write II™ =1l + 11,
where (dropping the — superscripts and subscripts from here on)

> / e a0 2, z>¢( )¢o(4r)»)d)»

m=>0

1= ‘ / ¢ e N a7 0, 2, 2) (1 — go()) (1 — po(4FA)) dx‘.

1, =

Let CD(A 7) = A2 — FA. We first consider II;. Since the integral for II; is supported where A < (47)~!
and A > 5 L, the integrand is only nonzero when 7 < 1 1 . Therefore, |0, ®| =21 —r > %A. Define the operator
L= L(k, 7) = (21 —7)~! 3. By (6-5) and using 1ntegrat10n by parts, we obtain, for N > %n,

m=y

/ M eI =1y =12y o z)¢( * >¢0(4rk)dk‘

m=>0
. - A
:Z ‘/L]V(e’(’lzm)[k”1 (=122, z, z)¢< >¢o(4r)»)] dk’
m=>0
m=>0 A]~2m

<Cp.
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Finally, we consider /I5. Here, we replace the decomposition ) ,, ¢ (27" 1) with a different decomposition,
based on the size of 9, ®

Il < ‘/ e i1 0 (723 2 Y (1 — o (W) o2 — 7)(1 —¢0(4FA))dA‘

2

m>0

=11y +115.

/ei)\ze—ifk)tn—l (t -1/2 o z)(1—¢0()»))¢( _>(1—¢0(4rk))d)»‘

If < 10, then for the integrand of 11 é to be nonzero we must have A < 10, due to the ¢ factor. Then it is
easy to see that II% is uniformly bounded. If 7 > 10, we have r ~ A since |2A — 7| < 1. Hence, using (6-5)
with ¢ =0,

1 < f AT+ g < .
[2—F|<1

Now we consider the second term. Integrating by parts, we show by (6-5) that

13 < Z

r)(l - ¢0(4fk))dk'

2 —
/ 22 g=ifdyn=lg (1 =1/2) o z’)(1—¢o(/\))¢( )\‘zm

m=>0
N i(G2=FN | yn=1  —1/2 / 20 —r1 _
=Z L™ (e A a0, 2, 2) (1 = go(A) ¢ o (1 —o(4ra))|dr
m=>0
<Cy)y 2 mN/ AT A 4702 g
v 2A—F|~2m

If 7 < 2™*+! then A < 2™%2 on the support of the integrand. The m-th term can then be estimated by
Cn27™N2m+2n which is summable for N > n. Otherwise, we have A ~ 7, which means the integrand
is bounded and we estimate the m-th term by C N2V 2™ which is summable for N > 1. Therefore, we
have completed the proof of Proposition 6.1. U

7. Homogeneous Strichartz estimates

We use the L? estimates and the microlocalized dispersive estimates to conclude the proof of Theorem 1.1.
By Proposition 5.1, we have, for all # € R and all ug € L?,

1U;@®)uollr2mey S Nuollz2(pe)-

By Lemma 5.3,
Ui U () f = /O TN QW dE sz (h) Q500 f.

Hence we have the decay estimates, by Proposition 6.1,

1)U @) fllee Sle—=sI721 f I
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As a consequence of the Keel-Tao abstract Strichartz estimate [1998], we have

|U; () uollLow: - meyy S ol L2eae) (7-1)

where (g, r) is sharp %—admissible, thatis, g, r >2, (g, r, n) #(2,00,2) and §+§ = % By the definition
of U;(t) based on the construction of Q ;, we see that

N
M =>"U;@). (7-2)
j=1
Combining (7-1) and (7-2) proves the long-time homogeneous Strichartz estimate.

8. Inhomogeneous Strichartz estimates

In this section, we prove Theorem 1.2, including at the endpoint (¢, ) = (g, 7) = (2, 2n/(n—2)) for n > 3.
Let U(t) = /"M : L - L?. We have already proved that

10U @uollpo; S lluollz2

holds for all (g, r) satisfying (1-2). By duality, the estimate is equivalent to

Hf U)U*(s)F(s)ds SIFEIa s
R LiLr 1
where both (¢, r) and (g, 7) satisfy (1-2). By the Christ—Kiselev lemma [2001], we obtain, for ¢ > ¢’,
| vovoredas) <iFlg,. (8-1)
s<t L?LZ (4

Notice that ¢’ < 2 < g; therefore, we have proved all inhomogeneous Strichartz estimates except the
endpoint (¢,7) = (g, ) = (2,2n/(n — 2)). To treat the endpoint, we need to show the bilinear form
estimate

|T(F, G)| = ”F”L,ZL;’ ”G”L?Lg’a (8'2)
where r =2n/(n —2) and T (F, G) is the bilinear form
T(F,G)= // (UU*(s)F(s), G(t)) 2 ds dt. (8-3)
s<t

Theorem 1.2 follows from:

Proposition 8.1. There exists a partition of the identity Q (1) on L%(M°) such that, with U ;(t) defined
as in (5-1), there exists a constant C such that, for each pair (j, k), either

/f (UjOUE($)F (), G@) 2 dsdt < C|Fl 201G 2,0 (8-4)

or f/ (UiU()F(s), G())2dsdt < CIF 200 Gl 2 (8-5)
s>t - -
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Proof of Theorem 1.2 assuming Proposition 8.1. We have proved that, forall 1 < j < N,

1Uj(Duoll2pr S Nluoll 2

hence it follows by duality that, forall 1 < j, k < N,

|00 F ). G ds dr < CUF iz, 16 (8-6)

Subtracting (8-5) from (8-6) shows that (8-4) holds for every pair (j, k). Then, by summing over all j
and k, we obtain (8-2). [l

To prove Proposition 8.1 we use the following lemma, proved in [Guillarmou and Hassell 2014,
Lemmas 5.3 and 5.4].

Lemma 8.2. The partition of the identity Q;(A) can be chosen so that the pairs of indices (j, k),
1 <j,k <N, can be divided into three classes,

{1, ey N}2 = Jnear U Jnot—out U Jnot—inCs
such that
o if (j, k) € Jnear, then Q (1) dEﬁ(k) O (V\)* satisfies the conclusions of Proposition 1.5;

o if (j, k) € Jnon-inc» then Q ;(X) is not incoming-related to Qy(A), in the sense that no point in the
operator wavefront set (microlocal support) of Q ;(A) is related to a point in the operator wavefront
set of Qi (A) by backward bicharacteristic flow;

o if (j, k) € Jnon-out» then Q j(X) is not outgoing-related to Qi (1), in the sense that no point in the

operator wavefront set of Q () is related to a point in the operator wavefront set of Qix(A) by
forward bicharacteristic flow.

We exploit the not-incoming or not-outgoing property of Q ;(A) with respect to QO () in the following
two lemmas.

Lemma 8.3. Let Q (1) and Qi (X) be such that Q ; is not outgoing-related to Qy. Then, for . <2, as a
multiple of |dg dg’ll/2 |dA| the Schwartz kernel of Q (1) dEﬁ(k) Or(A)* can be expressed as the sum
of a finite number of terms of the form

n—1_k
/ A A /
P / ey o) /x <x_) ? 2a()», v,y o, x_’ v) dv (8-7)
Rk )\. )\.
o0 N5 /
. , x X
or A1 / / M e0Ony ’“”"””(—) s"2q (A, v,y, 0, —,v, s> ds dv (8-8)
RrRk-1 J0 )\.S A
in the regiono =x/x' <2, x' /A <2, or
x/
A”_la<k, v,y o0, I) (8-9)

in the region o0 = x/x' <2, x'/A > 1, where, in each case, ® < —€ < 0 and a is a smooth function,
compactly supported in the v and s variables (where present), such that |(1 3;)Na| < Cy forall N € N.
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In each case, we may assume thatk <n — 1;if k =0in (8-7) or k =1 in (8-8) then there is no variable v
and no v integral. The key point is that, in each expression, the phase function is strictly negative.

If, instead, Q; is not incoming-related to Qy, then the same conclusion holds with the reversed sign:
the Schwartz kernel can be written as a finite sum of terms with a strictly positive phase function.

Remark 8.4. For o > % the Schwartz kernel has a similar description, as follows immediately from the
symmetry of the kernel under interchanging the left and right variables.

Proof. The statement that the Schwartz kernel has the indicated forms above follows immediately from the
description of the spectral measure in [Guillarmou et al. 2013a, Theorem 3.10] as a Legendre distribution
in the class I’”’P‘”b'rrb(M,f’b, (LY, L%, Qi{;), where m = —%, p= %(n —2)and ry = rp = %(n —1).
The bound on k follows from the fact that k can be taken as the drop in rank of the projection from L to
the base (3 M)? x (0, 00),,, which is the front face (that is, the face created by blow-up) of Mg. We claim
that the drop in rank is at most n — 1, which proves that we may assume that k < n — 1. To prove this
claim, we show that the differentials dyy, ...dy,— and at least one of do, a’yi, R a’y,’l_1 are linearly

independent on L. This can be seen from the description of L as the flowout from the set

(Do, 1, i, =, v, =) [V +h(p) = 1), (8-10)

using the coordinates of (2-6), by the flow of the vector field V., which is the vector field given by x~!

multiplied by the Hamilton vector field of the principal symbol of A acting in the right variables on M ,f b
In fact, V, = sins’ dy in the coordinates (s, s’) on the leaves y2 of (2-6) and takes the form (see [Hassell
and Vasy 2001, Equation (2.26)] or [Guillarmou et al. 2013a, Equation (3.5)])

0 0 0 oh’ 0 on’ 0 iy
2 / __2 / /‘ h/_ 7 , h/:h /’ / — hlj / / /.‘
e v hs (Bu/ 3y 3y 8#’) o u) ; O
It is clear that dyy, ..., dy,— are linearly independent at the initial set (8-10). Moreover, their Lie

derivative with respect to V, vanishes, so they are linearly dependent on all of L. Also, since 4’4 v’ =1
on LY, either the 9, or the dy component of the vector field V, does not vanish, unless o = 0, showing
that either do or one of the dy] do not vanish at each point of LY for o # 0. But it was shown in [Hassell
and Vasy 2001] that L' is transversal to the boundary at ¢ = 0, which means that do # 0 on L' when o
is small. This proves the claim.

We next show that @ can be taken to be strictly negative. We use the microlocal support estimates from
[Guillarmou et al. 2013b]. Applying [Guillarmou et al. 2013b, Corollary 5.3], we find that the microlocal
support of Q;(A)dE ﬁ(k) Qr(A)* is contained in that part of LY where, in the notation of (2-6), s < s’
(since the initial set (8-10) corresponds to s = s’, and d; and dy move in the outgoing and incoming
directions, respectively, along the flow). Repeating the calculation following (2-6), we see that the value
of ® “on the Legendrian” is ® = — cos s + o cos s’ = (sins’) ~! sin(s — s’), which is strictly negative. By
restricting the support of the amplitude a in (8-7)—(8-9), we can assume that ¢ is negative everywhere on
the support of the integrand. U
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Lemma 8.5. Let Q (M) and Qi () be such that Q ; is not outgoing-related to Qy. Then, for > > 1, and
as a multiple of |dg alg/ll/2 |dA|, the Schwartz kernel of Q (L) dEﬁ(k) O (AM)* can be written in terms
of a finite number of oscillatory integrals of the form

/ ei}\CD(y,y’,a,x,v)/x)\n—1+k/2x(n—l)/2—k/2a()‘" y, y/,O’,X, 'U) dv (8-11)
Rk
0o , (n—1)/2—k/2
or / / AP0y "”x’”’s)/x)»"_Hk/z(;—c) s"2a(x, v,y ,0,x,v,8)ds dv (8-12)
R-1 Jo

in the regiono = x/x' <2, x <6, or
/ @Ik 2 2 vy d (8-13)
Rk

in the region x > 8, x' > 8, where, in each case, ® < —¢ < 0 and a is a smooth function compactly
supported in the v and s variables (Where present) such that |(A 9,)Na| < Cn. In each case, we may
assume thatk <n —1;ifk =0in (8-11) or (8-13), or k = 1 in (8-12), then there is no variable v and no v
integral. Again, the key point is that, in each expression, the phase function is strictly negative.

If, instead, Q; is not incoming-related to Qy, then the same conclusion holds with the reversed sign:
the Schwartz kernel can be written as a finite sum of terms with a strictly positive phase function.

Proof. The proof is essentially identical to that of Lemma 8.3. The form of the oscillatory integrals
comes from the fact that the spectral measure, for high energies, is a Legendre distribution in the
class [P (X (L, L?); Q'*QY/?), where the Lagrangian L is given by (3-3). The non-outgoing
relation implies, via the microlocal support estimates of [Guillarmou et al. 2013b, Section 7], that
QM) dE ;g () Qk(2)* is microsupported where 7 < 0 in the coordinates of (3-3). Since ® =t when
dy® =0, this implies that ® < 0 when d,® = 0. By restricting the support of the amplitude close to the
set where d,® = 0, we can assume that ® < 0 everywhere on the support of the integrand. O

Lemma 8.6. We have the following dispersive estimates on U;(t)U(s)*:
e If (j, k) € Jnear, then for all t # s we have
IU;OUES 1o < Cle =72, (8-14)
o If (j, k) is such that Q ; is not outgoing-related to Qy, and t < s, then
U O U ()11 g < Cle =572, (8-15)
e Similarly, if (j, k) is such that Q ; is not incoming-related to Qy and s < t, then
IU;(OUE )11 < Cle =572, (8-16)

Proof. The estimate (8-14) is essentially proved in Proposition 6.1, since we can use Proposition 1.5.
Assume that Q; is not incoming-related to Qy and consider (8-16). By Lemma 5.3, U, (1) Uy (s)* is given
by

fo U0, () dE f(0) 0FON . 7). (8-17)
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Then we need to show that, for s < ¢,

/’eWﬂM%QﬂMdEﬁAMQﬂﬂﬂaﬂﬁﬂwSCV—ﬂﬂﬂ~ (8-18)
0

Case 1: t —s > 1. We introduce a dyadic partition of unity in A. Let ¢ € C2° ([%, 2]) be as in Section 5
with ) ¢ 27"/t —si) = 1, define

Po(WT—sM) =D Q"I =52)

m=<0
and insert
1=go(WT=5M)+ Y dn(VT=51). ¢n(d) =02 7"1),
m>1

into the integral (8-17). In addition, we substitute for Q; (1) dE vaAM) Q7 (1) one of the expressions in
Lemmas 8.3 and 8.5. Since t — s > 1, for the ¢y term only the low energy expressions are relevant. The
estimate follows immediately from noticing that these expressions are pointwise bounded by CA"~!,
using the fact that k <n — 1 in these expressions.

To treat the ¢, terms for m > 1, we again substitute one of the expressions in Lemmas 8.3 and 8.5.
For notational simplicity we consider the expression (8-13), but the argument is similar in the other cases.
We scale the A variable and obtain the expression

00
/ / ez(z—s)kzezkd>(z,z ’v)k”_l"'kﬂa(k, 2,2, 0)Pm (V1 —sAh) dvdr
0 JRK

— (t _s)fn/sz/ﬁl /W/‘ ei(}_»2+)_»d>(z,z’,v)/«/ts);’nl+k/2a( ¢m()_") dv d)_h, (8-19)
0 JRK

T ) /’ g, U)
r— Y,y
where A = /7 —sA. We observe that the overall exponential factor is invariant under the differential
operator
—i -0
L = —= = )\—_
2024+ AD/t —s A

The adjoint of this is

L+ — _i —i 4_5\2+5¢/\/m.

224 A/t —s QA2+ LD/t —5)?
We apply LY to the exponential factors and integrate by parts N times. Since ® > 0 according to
Lemma 8.5, and since we have an estimate | (A ;)M a| < Cy, each time we integrate by parts we gain a factor
2"2~272m Tt follows that the integral with ¢(2_’”)_\) inserted is bounded by (r — §) /2 —mCN—n—k/2)
uniformly for t —s > 1. Hence we prove (8-16) by summing over m > 0. The argument to prove (8-15)

L'=—

is analogous.

Case 2: t —s < 1. In this case, we use a dyadic decomposition in terms of the original variable A. We
consider the integral (8-17), insert the dyadic decomposition

1=2"¢u),

m=>0
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and substitute for Q;(A) dE VEX) Q7 () one of the expressions in Lemmas 8.3 and 8.5.

For the case m = 0, the estimate follows immediately from the uniform boundedness of (8-7)—(8-9).
For the cases m > 1, we use the expressions in Lemma 8.5 and observe that the overall exponential factor
is invariant under the differential operator

—i 0
L= A—.
2(t —$)A2+ 1D A

The adjoint of this is

i A=A+ AD

L'=—L — .
P QU=+ )

We apply L to the exponential factors N times and integrate by parts. Since ® > € > 0 according to
Lemma 8.5, and since we have an estimate |(A 3,)Va| < Cy, each time we integrate by parts we gain
a factor A=! ~ 27 It follows that the integral with ¢ (27"1) inserted is bounded by 2~"(N="=k/2)
uniformly for  —s < 1. Hence we prove (8-16) by summing over m > (0. The argument to prove (8-15)
is analogous. (Il

Remark 8.7. Notice that, in the cases (8-15) and (8-16), there is a lot of “slack” in the estimates. This is
because the sign of + — s has the favourable sign relative to the sign of the phase function, so that the
overall phase in integrals such as (8-19) are never stationary. Then integration by parts give us more
decay than needed to prove the estimates. This is important because it overcomes the growth of the
spectral measure as A — oo at conjugate points: at pairs of conjugate points we have k > 0 and we see
from, say, (8-13) that the spectral measure will not obey the localized (near the diagonal) estimates of
Proposition 1.5, by a factor A*/2. The geometric meaning of k is the drop in rank of the projection from
L down to Mg, hence is positive precisely at pairs of conjugate points.

We now complete the proof of Theorem 1.2 by proving Proposition 8.1.

Proof of Proposition 8.1. We use a partition of the identity as in Lemma 8.2. In the case that (j, k) € Juears
we have the dispersive estimate (8-14). This allows us to apply the argument of [Keel and Tao 1998,
Sections 4-7] to obtain (8-4). In the case that (j, k) € Jhon-out» We obtain (8-4) following the argument in
[Keel and Tao 1998] since we have the dispersive estimate (8-16) when s < ¢. Finally, in the case that
(J, k) € Jnon-inc» We obtain (8-5) since we have the dispersive estimate (8-15) for s > ¢. ]

Remark 8.8. The endpoint inhomogeneous Strichartz estimate is closely related to the uniform Sobolev

estimate
2n

IH =)y =€ r=-m, (8-20)
where C is independent of « € C. This estimate was proved by [Kenig et al. 1987] for the flat Laplacian
and by [Guillarmou and Hassell 2014] for the Laplacian on nontrapping asymptotically conic manifolds (it
was also shown in [Guillarmou and Hassell 2014] that (8-20) holds for r € [2n/(n +2),2(n+1)/(n +3)]
with a power of « on the right-hand side). In fact, it was pointed out to the authors by Thomas Duyckaerts

and Colin Guillarmou that the endpoint inhomogeneous Strichartz estimate implies the uniform Sobolev
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estimate (8-20). To see this, we choose w € C°(M°) and x(¢) equal to 1 on [—T, T'] and zero for
|t| > T +1andlet u(t, z) = x (t)e'“ w(z). Then

(8 +Hu=F(t,2), F(t 2):=x0e" (H—-awe) +ix' 0" w().
Applying the endpoint inhomogeneous Strichartz estimate, we obtain
lull 2 < CIF 2y
From the specific form of u and F' we have
lull 20y = V2T wll e+ O, IFll2p, = V2T IH —)wl 1+ O(1),
Taking the limit 7 — oo we find that
lwll,» < ClI(H —a)wlzr,

which implies the uniform Sobolev estimate.
In the other direction, suppose that the uniform Sobolev estimate holds. If u and F' satisfy (1-10), then
taking the Fourier transform in ¢ we find that

(H — )i, 7) = F(a, 7). (8-21)

Suppose for a moment that the following statement were true: ‘“Fourier transformation in ¢ is a bounded
linear map from L2(R,; LP(M°)) to L%*(Ry; LP(M°)) for p =r’, r”. Using this and the uniform Sobolev
inequality, applied to (8-21), we would obtain the inhomogeneous Strichartz estimate. Unfortunately,
the statement in quotation marks is known to be false, so this argument is purely heuristic. Nevertheless,
it illustrates the close relation between the two estimates. It would be interesting to know if there are
general conditions under which the two estimates are equivalent.
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LIMITING DISTRIBUTION OF ELLIPTIC HOMOGENIZATION ERROR
WITH PERIODIC DIFFUSION AND RANDOM POTENTIAL

WENIJIA JING

We study the limiting probability distribution of the homogenization error for second order elliptic equa-
tions in divergence form with highly oscillatory periodic conductivity coefficients and highly oscillatory
stochastic potential. The effective conductivity coefficients are the same as those of the standard periodic
homogenization, and the effective potential is given by the mean. We show that the limiting distribution of
the random part of the homogenization error, as random elements in proper Hilbert spaces, is Gaussian and
can be characterized by the homogenized Green’s function, the homogenized solution and the statistics
of the random potential. This generalizes previous results in the setting with slowly varying diffusion
coefficients, and the current setting with fast oscillations in the differential operator requires new methods
to prove compactness of the probability distributions of the random fluctuation.

1. Introduction

In this article we study the limiting distribution, in certain Hilbert spaces, of the homogenization error for
second order elliptic equations in divergence form with highly oscillatory periodic diffusion coefficients
and highly oscillatory random potential.

More precisely, we consider the following Dirichlet problem on an open bounded subset D C R", with
homogeneous boundary condition and a source term f € L?(D),

_Bixi(aij (%)%uj(x,w)) —I—q(%,a))us(x,a)) = f(x), xeD, (L1
ué(x) =0, x € aD.

The conductivity coefficients (ai j (E)) and the potential q(g a)) are highly oscillatory in space, and
0 < ¢ <« 1 indicates the small scale on which these coefficients oscillate. We assume that the conductivity
coefficients are deterministic and periodic, and the potential is a stationary random field on some
probability space (€2, F, [?). More precise assumptions are given in Section 2. It is well known that,
under mild assumptions like stationary ergodicity of g (x, w), the equation above homogenizes; i.e., u®
converges, almost surely in §2, weakly in A 1(D) and strongly in LZ(D) to the solution of the deterministic
homogenized problem

_ d%u )
—aij W(X) +qu(x)= f(x), xeD, 12)
u(x) =0, x € dD.

MSC2010: primary 35R60; secondary 60B12.
Keywords: periodic and stochastic homogenization, random field, probability measures on Hilbert space, weak convergence of
probability distributions.
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Here, the effective conductivity coefficients (a;;) are constants defined by

_ axk
aij = | a8k + -0 )dy, (1-3)
Td ij
where T4 =0, 1]¢ denotes the unit cell and the correctors X, with k =1, ..., d, are given by the unique
solution of the corrector equation
9 dx*
—= (a0 e+ =0))) =0 on T, (1-4)
8xl~ ox %

with the normalization condition de )(k dy = 0; ej, above is the k-th standard unit basis vector of Re.
We note that this formula for (a;;) is exactly the classic periodic homogenization formula for effective
conductivity. The effective potential g in (1-2) is given by the constant

q = [Eq(()?w)v (1'5)

where [ denotes the mathematical mean with respect to P.

In this paper we study the law (probability distribution) of the homogenization error u® — u, viewed as
random elements in certain Hilbert spaces. We split this error into two parts: Fuf—u and u®—Eu?®. In view
of the deterministic oscillations in the diffusion coefficients, we expect that the periodic homogenization
error, in the replacement of (aij (E)) to (a;;), makes significant contributions to the deterministic error
Eu® — u. Indeed, we show later that this error is essentially of order O(g), the same as periodic
homogenization. On the other hand, the effect of the random potential ¢ (g a)) becomes visible in the
random fluctuation u® — Eu?®, in which the (large) mean is removed. We are interested in characterizing
the size and the law of this random fluctuation, and the answers depend on finer information of the random
potential g, such as the decay rate of the correlations in ¢ and higher-order moments of g; see Section 2
for notations and definitions.

We find that, when ¢(x, w) has short-range correlations, the random fluctuation u® — Eu® scales
like £4/2/2 in the LY(Q, L2(D))-norm, and scales like £¢4/2 when integrated against a test function.
Moreover, the law of the scaled random fluctuation £~4/2(u® — Eu®) in L2(D) for d = 2,3 and in
H~Y(D) for d = 4,5 converges to Gaussian distributions as follows (see Theorem 2.4 for details):

u® —Eu®
Jed
Here, W(y) is the standard multiparameter Wiener process, and hence the law of the right-hand side above

defines a Gaussian probability measure on LZ(D) or H (D). This Gaussian distribution is determined
by G(x, y), which is the Green’s function associated to the homogenized problem (1-2), u(y), which is

distribution U/DG(X,Y)”(y)dW(y)'

the homogenized solution, and o, which is some statistical parameter of the random potential g(x, w).
We also consider the case when g (x, w) = ®(g(x, w)) is constructed as a function of a Gaussian random
field g(x, w), and g has long-range correlations that decay like |x|™%, with 0 < a < d. Then the random
fluctuation scales like £€%/222 in the L!(2, L%(D))-norm, and scales like £%/2 when integrated against a
test function. Moreover, the law of the scaled random fluctuation e~%/2(u® —Eu®) in L2(D) ford =2,3
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and in H (D) for d =4, 5 converges to a Gaussian distribution that can be written as a stochastic integral
as above, but with d W replaced by W¢ dy, where W is a centered Gaussian random field with correlation
function |x — y|™%, and o is replaced by some other statistical parameter; see Theorem 6.2 for details.

The study of the limiting distribution of the homogenization error goes back to [Figari et al. 1982],
where the Laplace operator with a random potential formed by Poisson bumps was considered. General
random potential with short-range correlations was considered recently in [Bal 2008], and in [Bal and Jing
2010; 2011] for other nonoscillatory differential operators with random potential. Long-range correlated
random potential was considered in [Bal et al. 2012]. When oscillatory differential operators were
considered, the limiting distribution of homogenization error was obtained in [Bourgeat and Piatnitski
1999] for short-range correlated elliptic coefficients, and in [Bal et al. 2008] for the long-range correlated
case, all in the one-dimensional setting. The main results of this paper show that the general framework
developed in [Bal 2008; Bal and Jing 2011; Bal et al. 2012], in order to characterize the random fluctuation
caused by the random potential, applies even when there are oscillations in the differential operators, as
long as these oscillations are not statistically related to those of the random potential.

Our approach is as follows: we introduce an auxiliary problem with periodic diffusion coefficients
and homogenized potential; let v® be the solution. Then the deterministic homogenization error Eu® —u
is essentially characterized by v® — u, which amounts to classical periodic homogenization theory. The
random fluctuation u® — Fu? is then the same as (u® — v®) — E(u® — v?), which can be represented as
a truncated Neumann series. The first term X? in this series contributes to the limiting distribution.
By Prohorov’s theorem, we need to show that the probability measures of {X ¢} are tight in the proper
Hilbert space, and that their characteristic functions converge. The latter is essentially the convergence
in distribution of the integration of X ¢ against test functions; in view of the uniform-in-¢ estimates of
the Green’s functions associated to the oscillatory diffusion, this step is the same as the earlier setting
with nonoscillatory diffusion. The role of oscillations in the diffusion, however, becomes prominent
in the step of proving tightness of the measures of {X¢}. The simple and natural method used in [Bal

et al. 2012] fails completely; see Section 7 for details. New ideas are needed: we obtain tightness of the
1.
5’
similarly, we get tightness in H ~1(D) by controlling the mean square of the H ~*-norm with % <s<l1.

measures of {X¢} in L?(D) by controlling the mean square of the H-norm of {X*} for some 0 < s <

The constraints on the spatial dimension d arise naturally in the proof of such controls.

Our analysis relies on uniform estimates of the Green’s function associated to the periodic homoge-
nization problem; we refer to [Avellaneda and Lin 1987; 1991] for the classical results, and to [Kenig
et al. 2012; 2014] for recent development in this direction. We refer to [Armstrong and Smart 2014;
Armstrong et al. 2015; Marahrens and Otto 2015; Gloria and Otto 2014] for recent results on uniform
estimates of the Green’s function for equations with highly oscillatory random diffusion coefficients in
spatial dimension higher than one. We remark also that in the random setting, the limiting distribution of
the corrector function and that of the full random fluctuation u® — Eu?, in negative Holder space, were
obtained in [Mourrat and Nolen 2015] and [Gu and Mourrat 2015] respectively, in the discrete setting;
see also [Mourrat and Otto 2014]. Such results are apparently more challenging to obtain, and the proofs
require delicate calculus in the (infinite-dimensional) probability space.
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The rest of this paper is organized as follows: In Section 2 we make precise the main assumptions on
the parameters of the homogenization problem, in particular on the properties of the random potential,
and state the main results in the short-range correlation setting. Homogenization of (1-1) and some useful
results on periodic homogenization theory are recalled in Section 3. Sections 4 and 5 are devoted to
the proofs of the main results, where we characterize how the random fluctuation scales in the energy
norm and in the weak topology, and determine the limiting distribution of the scaled fluctuation. We
present new methods to prove the tightness of the probability measures of the random fluctuations. In
Section 6, we state and prove the corresponding results in the long-range correlation setting. We make
some comments and further discussions in Section 7 and prove some technical results, such as tightness
criteria for probability measures, in the Appendix.

2. Assumptions, preliminaries and main results

2A. Assumptions on the coefficients. Throughout this paper, we assume that the domain D in (1-1) is
an open bounded set of R? with C!-!-boundary. The coefficients a;; (%) and ¢(%, ) are the scaled
versions of a;;(x) and ¢(x, w). We make the following main assumptions on a;; and q.

Periodic diffusion coefficients. For the functions (a;;), we assume:

(A1) (periodicity) The function 4 := (a;;) : RY — R9*4 ig periodic. That is, for all x € R4, k € 74 and
i,j=12,...,d, we have
a,-j(x-l—k):aij(x). 2-1)

(A2) (uniform ellipticity) For all y € T¢, the matrix A(y) = (a; 7(y)) is uniformly elliptic in the sense
that, for all £ € R4, one has

d
MEPP <ETA(E= D Eay(0E < AE[ (2-2)
i,j=1
(A3) (smoothness) For some y, M with y € (0, 1] and M > 0, one has
[Allcy(ray = M. (2-3)
We henceforth refer to the above assumptions together as (A).
Random potential. For the random field ¢(x, w) on the probability space (€2, F, ?), we assume:

(P) (stationarity and ergodicity) There exists an ergodic group of P-preserving transformations (7x ), epe
on €2, where ergodicity means that £ € F and

wE=E forallx e R?

imply that P(E) € {0, 1}. The random potential ¢(y, w) is given by g(tyw), where g : 2 — Ris a
random variable satisfying

0<jw)<M forallweQ. (2-4)
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Further assumptions on q. The above assumptions are sufficient for proving the homogenization result.
However, to estimate the size of the homogenization error and to characterize the limiting distribution of
the random fluctuation, more assumptions on the random field ¢( -, w) are necessary.

To simplify notations, we write in the sequel

q(x,0) =g +v(x, ),

where g is the mean of g and v is the fluctuation. Note that g is a deterministic constant and v is a mean zero
stationary ergodic random field. The autocorrelation function R(x) of ¢ (and hence v) is defined as

R(x) = [E(v(x —i—y,a))v(y,a))), o?:= /[Rd R(x)dx. (2-5)

By Bochner’s theorem, R(x) is a positive definite function and 62 > 0. We assume that o > 0. When R

is integrable on Rd, ie., 02

< 00, we say that g has short-range correlations; we say ¢ has long-range
correlations if otherwise. We state and prove the main results in the setting where g has short-range

correlations, and mention the corresponding results for the long-range correlation setting in Section 6.

Short-range correlated random fields. In this case, we make an assumption on the rate of decay of the
correlation function. We denote by C the set of compact sets in [Rd, and for two sets K1, K5 in C, the
distance d (K1, K>3) is defined to be

d(Ki,Kz)= min |x—y]|

xeK1,yeK>

Given any compact set K C C, we denote by Fx the o-algebra generated by the random variables
{g(x) : x € K}. We define the “maximal correlation coefficient” g of ¢ as follows: for each r > 0, o(r) is
the smallest value such that the bound

E(¢1(@)p2(q)) < o(r) \/ E(p? (@) E(@3(9)) (2-6)

holds for any two compact sets K, K, € C such that d(Ky, K») > r and for any two random variables

of the form ¢; (¢), with i = 1,2, such that ¢; (¢) is Fk,-measurable and Eg; (g) = 0. We assume that

(S) The maximal correlation function satisfies 01/2 € LY (R, r~1dr); that is,

oo 1
/ 02(Nrildr < .
0

Assumptions on the mixing coefficient ¢ of random media have been used in [Bal 2008; Bal and Jing
2011; Hairer et al. 2013]; we refer to these papers for explicit examples of random fields satisfying the
assumptions. We note that the autocorrelation function R(x) can be bounded by g. For any x € R4,

|R(x)| = |E(q(x) —Eq)(¢(0) —Eq)| < o(|x|) Var(g).

By (2-4), ¢, and hence its variance, is bounded. In view of (S) and the fact that one can assume o € [0, 1]
(hence ¢ < ,/0), we find that R is integrable. Therefore, (S) implies that ¢(x,w) has short-range
correlations. In fact, (S) is a much stronger assumption, and not necessary for the main results of this
paper to hold. In Section 7, we will provide alternative and less restrictive assumptions that are sufficient.
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However, using the assumption (S) and Lemma 4.3 below, we can simplify significantly certain fourth-
order moment estimates of the random potential v(x, ®); such estimates appear often in the study of the
limiting distribution of the homogenization error.

Notations. Throughout the paper, by universal parameters we refer to A, A,y and M in the assump-
tions (A), the autocorrelation function R, 02, and the mixing coefficients o, the domain D and its
boundary dD, and the dimension d. If a constant C depends only on these parameters, we say either C
depends on universal parameters or C is a universal constant. For the random potential v(x, w) and the
functions o(x), R(x), etc. which are related to v, we use V%, o, R, etc. to denote the scaled versions.
For instance, v¥(x, w) is shorthand notation for v(%) We use the notation H¥(K), with s > 0, for the
Sobolev or the fractional Sobolev space W*2(K) on some domain K C R?; when K is bounded, we use
H{ (K) for the subspace that consists of functions having trace zero at dK’; note that H ] (R9) = HS(RY).
We denote by H ~*(K), with s > 0, the dual space (H§(K))’. For any Hilbert space #, we denote the
inner product in by (-, - )3; when H# = L2(D), we very often omit the subscript and write (-, -) instead.
We use ( f, g) whenever the formal integral [, fg makes sense. We typically use 14 for the indication
function of a set A C R¥, or if A is a statement, the indication function of A being true. Finally, for two
real numbers a and b, we use a A b as a shorthand notation for min{a, b}, and a v b means max{a, b}.

2B. Probability distribution on functional spaces. We view the random fluctuation u® — Eu® in the
homogenization error as random elements in certain functional spaces, and aim to find the limit of its law
in that space. It turns out that the choice of functional spaces depends on the spatial dimension d.
When d = 1, one can choose the space C(D) of continuous functions. In fact, convergence in
distribution in C(D) was proved in [Bal 2008] for random diffusion coefficient a(x, w) with random
potential ¢ (x, w), both having short-range correlations. In this paper, we prove that for d = 2, 3, the
space can be chosen as L2(D) and for d = 4, 5, the space can be chosen as H~!(D). Note that both
choices are Hilbert spaces. We recall some facts concerning weak convergence of probability measures
on Hilbert spaces. We refer to the books of Billingsley [1999] and Parthasarathy [1967] for more details.

Probability distributions on a Hilbert space. Let H be a separable Hilbert space, and let X(w) be

an 7-valued random element on the probability space (2, F,[P). Then X determines a probability

measure PX on (H, B(H)), where B(H) denotes the Borel o-algebra generated by open sets in H, by
PX(S)=P(X €8) forany S € B(H). (2-7)

We say a family {X®}.¢(9,1) of random elements in #H converges in probability distribution (or in law),
as ¢ — 0, to another random element X on 7, if the probability measures PX° converge weakly to PX;
i.e., for any real bounded continuous functional f : H — R,

/ F(g)dP¥" (g) - / £(g) dPX(g).
H H

In particular, any probability measure P on a separable Hilbert space H is determined by its characteristic
function ¢© : H — C,

6P (h) = /H 9% 4p(g). 2-8)
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Moreover, the following result holds:

Theorem 2.1 [Parthasarathy 1967, Chapter VI, Lemma 2.1]. Let {X®},¢(0,1) and X be random elements
in H, possibly defined on different probability spaces. Then X¢ converges to X in law in H, as ¢ — 0, if
the family of probability measures { PX* Yee(0,1) IS tight and for any h € H,

lim ¢ () = 67 (). 2-9)

Remark 2.2. Let H = L2(D), which is a separable Hilbert space, and let X be a random element in
L?(D) defined on the probability space (2, F, P). The characteristic function of PX can be calculated
as follows: for any & € L?(D),

¢PX(h)=/eiZ dPX({(h,g) > 2}) =/ei2dP({(h,X(a)))>z}) = Ee! X, (2-10)
R R

Therefore, to prove that X converges in distribution to X as L2-paths, it suffices to show that { P X} is
tight and that for any & € L?(D),

(h, XS) distribution (h, X); (2-11)
that is, the random variables (&, X¥) converge in distribution to the random variable (%, X).

In Theorem A.1 in the Appendix, we provide a tightness criterion for {PX°} on L2(D), with the
assumption that {X*(-, )} is in Hg(D) for certain s > 0. The criterion is sufficient but by no means
necessary. Nevertheless, it is very handy for our analysis since the random fields X ¢ that we are dealing
with come from solutions of (1-1), and hence are naturally in H3 (D).

2C. Main results. We now state the main results of the paper under the assumption that g (x, @) has short-
range correlations. Analogous results for the long-range correlation setting will be presented in Section 6.
The first main theorem concerns how the homogenization error scales.

Theorem 2.3. Let D C R? be an open bounded CV' domain, u® and u be the solutions to (1-1) and
(1-2) respectively. Suppose that (A), (P) and (S) hold, f € L>(D) and 2 < d < 7. Then, there exists
positive constant C, depending only on the universal parameters, such that

Eu®—ull> = Cell fllL. (2-12)
Moreover,
Ce2MS if d #4,
E uf —Fufl|2 < e 047 (213)
Ce?|loge|> || fllL> if d = 4.
Furthermore, for any ¢ € L?(D),
d
E|@®—Eu®,9)2| < Ce2 @l [ f L2 (2-14)

This theorem provides L!(2, L?(D))-estimates of u® —u and its random part, and its proof is detailed
in Section 4. We note that the size of the full homogenization error is much larger than that of its random
part. This is because the oscillations in the diffusion coefficients cause some deterministic fluctuation in
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the solution of size O(g), as in standard periodic homogenization. The additional random fluctuation

caused by the short-range correlated random potential scales like gldrd)/2

dj2

in the energy norm, and scales
like £/~ in the weak topology. These results agree with the case of nonoscillatory diffusion coefficients;
see [Bal 2008; Bal and Jing 2011]. The next result exhibits the limiting law of the rescaled random
fluctuation e~%/2(uf — Eu®).

Theorem 2.4. Suppose the assumptions in Theorem 2.3 hold. Let o be defined as in (2-5) and G(x, y) be
the Green’s function of (1-2). Let W(y) denote the standard d-parameter Wiener process. Then

(1) Ford =2,3,as & — 0,
ué —tu®
*/Sd

(ii) Ford = 4,5, as ¢ — 0, the above holds as convergence in law in H~1(D).

distribution o/ G(x, y)u(y)dW(y) in L*(D). (2-15)
D

The proof of item (i) above can be found on page 217 and that of item (ii) is on page 220.

Remark 2.5. The integral on the right-hand side of (2-15) is understood, for each fixed x, as a Wiener
integral in y with respect to the multiparameter Wiener process W(y). Let X denote the result. Ford =2, 3,
because the Green’s function G(x, y) is square integrable, X is a random element in L2(D). Ford =4, 5,
X is understood through the Fourier transform of its distribution: given #* € H~1(D), ¢© X (h*) is defined
tobe E exp(io [ (G(-,y).h*(-))u(y) dW(y)), where E is the expectation with respect to the law of W

Remark 2.6. We expect that the scaling factor for the random fluctuation, with respect to the weak
topology, should be ¢~4/2 in all dimensions. More precisely, for any ¢ € L?(D), we expect that
e4/2(uf —Eu®, ¢) should converge in distribution for all dimensions. However, in this paper we control
this term only for d < 7. This constraint is not intrinsic, and is mainly due to the fact that we stopped at
second order iteration in the series expansion (4-11). In fact, if higher- (than six or more) order moments
of the random field are under control, we can iterate as many times as we need in (4-11) until the last
term is small, and use higher-order moments to estimate the terms in between; see Remark 4.6 below.
The spatial dimension plays an intrinsic role on the choice of topology that one should use for the
limiting distribution of the random fluctuations. Indeed, for the term X¢ = —e74/2G,vEp% to converge in
law in L2(D), it is necessary that [ || X ¢ ||i2 is controlled uniformly in &. In view of the singularity of the

Green’s function, namely, of order |x — y| =912

near the diagonal, we expect to control [ || X || iz only
for d < 3, and similarly, we expect to have convergence in law in H~! only for d < 6. Nevertheless,
we expect that convergence in law in H ~¥(D), for certain k > 0 increasing with respect to d, could be
proved, provided more controls on the random field are available.

Finally, we remark that other topologies, e.g., those in [Bal et al. 2012; Gu and Mourrat 2015], can be
considered for the law of the random fluctuation as well. In particular, tightness criteria in the Holder
space C%, with o possibly negative, were established in [Mourrat 2015]. By a formal scaling argument,
the short-range noise v belongs to the Holder class C%~ and the Green’s function is in C2~¢. The
convergence of X ¢, which is essentially a convolution of the Green’s function with the noise and then

divided by ¢4/2 should take place in C%, for o < —% + 2. In fact, this agrees with the constraint that
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convergence in L? can be expected only for d < 4, and convergence in H~! for d < 6. It would be
interesting to pursue this direction of studies further.

3. Homogenization and periodic error estimates

The following homogenization result for (1-1), without the random potential ¢°(x, w), is well known.
The effect of the presence of ¢° turns out to be minor for homogenization; nevertheless, we include a
proof here for the sake of completeness.

Theorem 3.1. Assume (A1), (A2) and (P) hold. Then there exists Q1 € F such that P(21) = 1, and for
all w € Q1, the solution u® of (1-1) converges to the solution u of (1-2) weakly in H'(D) and strongly in
L?(D) forany f € H1 (D).

Let £, denote the differential operator

—(%i(aij (%)%) +q, (3-1)

and let £%® be the differential operator L, + v(%, ). We remark that £, has highly oscillatory but
deterministic coefficients while £5® has, in addition, a highly oscillatory and random potential. Let G&®
and G, be the solution operator of the Dirichlet boundary problems associated to £® and L. Owing
to the conditions (2-2) and (2-4), G®® is well-defined for any w € Q. Moreover, we have the standard
estimate, for any w € €2 and ¢ > 0,

1G%° fla oy = CILf la-1(D)- (3-2)

with some constant C that depends on the universal parameters, and neither on @ nor €. By the same
token, G, is well-defined and shares the same estimate above.

Proof of Theorem 3.1. Step 1: For each w € €2, the solution u® of (1-1) is given by G=® f, which satisfies
the standard estimates
1w g oy + 1A° VUl L2y + 1165 (x, @)u® | L2(py < C,

where C depends the universal parameters and f and is uniform in € and w. As a result, due to the
compact embeddings H!(D) < L?(D) < H~!(D), through a subsequence ¢; (@) — 0, which by an
abuse of notation is still denoted by &, we have
Vil (-, ) L Vo (-, o), A(Z) V(- o) Lt ),
e—0 e e—>0
L2 . et (3-3)
W 0) Zpv(ie) q(20)ut (o) o p(-.0)

for some function v(-, ) € H'(D) and some vector-valued function £(-,w) € [L%(D)]4.

Step 2: Recall that { )(k }g _, are the correctors defined in (1-4), and we can extend them periodically to
functions defined on R?. Since A(y)(ex + V¥ (»)) is periodic, we have that

A (e T(E) 2 [ A0 e + Vo ) dy = e, 64)
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For the same reason and the fact fw V¥ dy =0, we have

e+ (TA(2) L [ et ity = e (3-5)

Now fix an arbitrary function ¢ € C§°(D). For each fixed w € 2, let (w) — 0 be the subsequence in
Step 1. Consider the integral

/;)A( )Vue(x ) - V{xk +eyx ( )}(p(x)dx

On one hand, in view of the third item in (3-3), (3-5), and the facts that div(A*Vu®) = — f + ¢°u®
converges in H™! (to — f + p(-, ), where p is defined in (3-3)) and that e + (V x¥)(x/¢) is curl-free,
by the div—curl lemma [Jikov et al. 1994, Lemma 1.1], the above integral satisfies

lim DA( )Vua(x w)- V{xk+e)( ( )}go(x)dx—/ E(x,w)-erp(x)dx.

e—>0

On the other hand, in view of the first item in (3-3), (3-4), and the facts that div(4%(ex + V y* (x/¢)))
converges in H ™! (they are all equal to zero) and that Vu?® is curl-free, by the div—curl lemma, we have

lim A A(%)Vua(x,a)}V{xk +8)(k<§>}go(x) dx = L VvA-epp(x)dx.

e—0
The two limits above must be equal, and it follows that £(-, ) = AVv(-,®) in distribution.

Step 3: Recall that the stationary random potential ¢(x, @) can be written as ¢ (txw), where § is an essen-
tially bounded random variable on 2. By the Birkhoff ergodic theorem [Jikov et al. 1994, Theorem 7.2],
there exists 21 € F with P(21) = 1, and for each w € 21,

~ L RY) _

4(3-0) = a0 B2 =Eg0.0) (3-6)
for any a € (1, 00). From the weak formulation of u®, for any w € Q21 and for any ¢ € C5°(D), we have
/ A(ﬁ)Vug(x, w)-Vo(x)dx +/ q(ﬁ, a))us(x)cp(x) dx = / f(x)p(x)dx.

D ¢ D & D

Passing to the limit along the subsequence ¢(w) found in Step 1, we have

/ AVv- Vgo—l—/ gu(x)e(x) dx—f f(x)go(x)dx—llm[ (u® —v)p(x)dx.

The first term on the left follows from (3-3) and the fact that £ = AVv; the second term on the left is
due to (3-6). Finally, the last term on the right-hand side is zero since ¢ is uniformly bounded and u® — v
converges to zero strongly in L2(D). Consequently, the above limit shows that v solves the homogenized
equation (1-2). By uniqueness of the homogenized problem, we must have that v =u and v is deterministic.

Finally, for each w € Q1, by the weak compactness in H (D) and the uniqueness of the possible limit,
the whole sequence u® converges to u. This proves the homogenization theorem. O

Remark 3.2. We remark that the same proof works in the case when (a;;) is not symmetric; indeed, it suf-
fices to replace )(k above by the solution of the adjoint corrector equation. The same idea of proof can also
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be carried out in the case when (a;; ) are stationary ergodic random fields; indeed, the corrector equation in
that case is much more involved but, by now, its solution and analogs of (3-4) and (3-5), are well known.

3A. Decomposition of the homogenization error. To separate the fluctuations in the homogenization
error u° — u that are due to the periodic oscillations in the diffusion coefficients from those due to the
random potential, we introduce the function v® which solves the following deterministic problem:
0 x\ 0 ¢ ) - &

_ v A A = eD

o7 ("”(g)axj” o))+ quilx.e)=7(x). xeD. (3-7)
ve¥(x) =0, x € dD.

Here, the potential field is already homogenized, and we expect that v — u filters out the effect of the

random potential. The problem above is well-posed and its solution v¢ is given by G, f.
The standard periodic homogenization theory yields that v converges weakly in H (D) and strongly in
L%(D)tou forany f € H~!(D). Using this function, we can write the homogenization error for (1-1) as

u® —u =W —v°)+ (v° —u). (3-8)
The deterministic part of the homogenization error is
Eu® —u =Ew®—v®) + (v¥—u), (3-9)
and the random fluctuation part of the homogenization error is
u® —Eu® = (u® —v®) —E@u® —v%). (3-10)

The deterministic part of the homogenization error hence contains two parts, the mean of u® —v? and the
periodic homogenization error v® —u. Estimates for the second part amount to the convergence rate of peri-
odic homogenization, and we recall some of the well-known results below, together with uniform-in-¢ esti-
mates of the Green’s function associated to G.. We postpone the estimates for E(u#° —v?) to the next section.

Theorem 3.3 (estimates in periodic homogenization). Ler D C R be an open bounded C'-'-domain,
and v& and u be the solutions to (3-7) and (1-2) respectively. Let G¢(x, y), with x,y € D, be the Green’s
function associated to the Dirichlet problem of (3-7). Assume (A) holds. Then there exists positive
constant C, depending only on the universal parameters, such that

() forany f € L?>(D), we have |[v¢ —u|;2 < Cel| f|| 2.
(i) ford = 2 and for any x,y € D, x # y, we have that G¢(x, y) satisfies

Clx—y>4 if d #2,

G D= 14 floglx—yll) =2

(3-11)
and
IVGe(x.y)| < Clx—y|' 2. (3-12)

The O(g)-error estimates in L2 were proved in [Moskow and Vogelius 1997] for d = 2, and in [Griso
2006] for general C L1_domains; see also [Kenig et al. 2012]. The uniform-in-¢ estimates on the Green’s
function and its gradient can be found, e.g., in [Avellaneda and Lin 1987; 1991; 2015]. In particular,
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(3-11) was proved in [Avellaneda and Lin 1987, Theorem 13]; the estimate (3-12) follows from an interior
Lipschitz estimate, e.g., [Avellaneda and Lin 1987, Lemma 16], if the distance between x and y is smaller
compared with their distance from the boundary, and it follows from a boundary Lipschitz estimate, e.g.,
[Avellaneda and Lin 1987, Lemma 20], if otherwise; see also the proof of [Armstrong and Shen 2015,
Theorem 1.1].

The homogeneities in these bounds are the same as those for the Green’s function associated to
constant coefficient equations, namely the Laplace equations. The striking fact that these bounds still
hold for oscillatory equations is due to the fact that the problem (3-7) homogenizes to constant (smooth)
coefficient equations. Periodicity or other structural assumptions on the coefficients are crucial. We
remark also that it is to obtain such pointwise estimates that the Holder regularity of the diffusion matrix,
1.e., assumption (A3), is needed.

4. Estimates for the homogenization error

In this section, we estimate the size of the homogenization error #® —u. In view of the decomposition (3-8),
(3-9), (3-10) and the error estimates in Theorem 3.3, it suffices to focus on the intermediate homogenization
error u® — v¥, with v& = G, f defined in (3-7).

We introduce the function w® which solves

Lew® = —vgvf, (4-1)
with homogeneous Dirichlet boundary condition. With the notations G, and G®? introduced earlier, w? is
given by —G.v.v®. It follows that

Ea,a)(us vt — w&‘) — _vswa’

and u® — v® — w? vanishes at the boundary. Hence we have u® — v® — w® = —G%“v,w?. Due to the
assumptions (A), G&® is uniformly (in & and ) bounded as a linear operator L? — L?; we have

u® —v¥|L2 < Cllw®||L2. (4-2)
An estimate of u® — v¥ thus follows from this result:

Lemma 4.1. Let v8 = G, f and w?® be as above. Under the same conditions of Theorem 2.3, there exists
a universal constant C and

. Ced™| £1I2, if d #4,
[EHU) ||L2(D) = 4 2 . (4'3)
Celloge||| fll;. if d =4.
Proof. Using the Green’s function G, we write
w0 = [ Gutrom(L ). (44

The L2-energy of w? is then

ool = [ GutronGatr2w(2)o(2 ) o0t @y dz .
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Taking the expectation and using the definition of the autocorrelation function R of ¢, we have

y—z

ol = [ GG ar(2E Jront @ dydzax. @)

Integrate over x first. Apply the uniform estimates (3-11) and the fact (see, e.g., Lemma A.1 of [Bal
and Jing 2011]): forany y #z,0<a, B <d,

J C ifao+p>d,

'x .

/D|x—y|d—a|x—z|d—ﬂf C(1+[logly —zl)) ifa+p=d (4-6)
Cly —z|*tP—d ifa+pB<d.

We get
Cly —z|7(@=Dr0) i g £ 4,

. 47
C(l+logly—z|) ifd=4.

f 1Go(x, )G (x, )] dx <
D

Hence, if d > 2 and d # 4,

o e (0)* ()]
Ellws (-, @)]12 SC/DZ ot

R(y_z)’dydzdx.
€

When d = 4, the term (|y — z|@~V09)~1 should be replaced by 1 + ‘log |y —z| | In any case, the above
yields a bound of the form

Ellw®(-,0)ll7. <C /Rd D WI(K® *0°)(y) dy. (4-8)

Here, #° = v®1p and 1p denotes the indicator function of the set D, K*(y) = R(2)[y|4~D"01p (y)
if d #4and K°(y) = R(2)(1+ 1B, (y)|log|y||) if d = 4. Here, B, is the ball centered at zero with
radius p and p is the diameter of D. We check that, when d # 4,

d
: N RO oa
K5 ler = /Rd'R(&‘)' y@=ave Y = a=ave /Rd y@—avo = e @49

where in the last inequality we used R € L% N L'(R%). Similarly, when d = 4,

KO = /B

R(%)‘(l—i—]logw”)dy:g“/l? |R(y)|(1+|10g|8y|\)§Cs4|logg|, (4-10)

0 o/e

To get the last inequality, we evaluate the integral on By and B/, \ By, and bound ‘log ley |‘ by ‘log |8p|‘
for the second part. Applying Holder’s and then Young’s inequalities to (4-8), we get

2 2 2
Ellwillz. = CIK I 0°ll72 = CHK N I 1 2

Combining this with the estimates in (4-9) and (4-10), we complete the proof of the lemma. O



206 WENIJIA JING

4A. Scaling of the energy in the random fluctuation. Now we estimate the L?(D)-norm (the energy) of

the random fluctuation u® —Fu?® which, in view of (3-10), is the same as the fluctuation u® —v®—E(u®—v?).
Using the first-order corrector w? defined by (4-1), and following the approach of [Bal 2008; Bal and Jing

2011], we can derive an expansion formula for u® —v? as follows. Rewrite the equations (1-1) and (3-7) as

Leu® = f —veub, L = .

Then it follows that u® — v® = —Gv,u® = —Gv,v® — GV (u® — v?). Iterate this relation another time;
we get the truncated Neumann series

ut —vf = —nggvs + ngggsvgvg + gsvsgsvs(ue - Us)- (4-11)
In particular, the fluctuations in u® — v® can be written as
u® —Eu® = —Govgv® + (GeveGevev® — EGeveGevev®) + (GeveGeve(u® — v°) — EGeveGeve (u® — v°)).

The first term above is exactly w®, which has mean zero and its energy was estimated in Lemma 4.1. The
next lemma provides an estimate for the energy of the second term in the above expansion.

Lemma 4.2. Suppose that the assumptions of Theorem 2.3 are satisfied. Then there exists a constant
C > 0, depending only on the universal parameters and f, such that

Ce2d if d =2,3,
[EHggvegsvsva — [Egs‘)eggvevauiz(D) < C88| 10g8|2 lf d = 4, (4-12)
Ce8 if5<d<7.

Let 15 denote the left-hand side of (4-12); it has the expression
2
I5=FE / ( / Ge(x. 9)Ge(y. 2) (v° ()v(2) — Eve(y)v(2))v°(2) dz dy) dx
D\JD2
= / Gelx,y)Gil(x, YNGe(y,2)Ge(y'. 2 )0 ()08 (2)
D
/ / _ I
(PP C) )+ (o)) oo asaran
e € e € e €
It is then evident that we need to estimate certain fourth-order moments of v(x, @), namely, the function

W, (x, y,1,8) == Ev(x)v(n)v(0)v(s) — (Ev(x)v(y)) (Ev(t)v(s)). (4-13)

Were v a Gaussian random field, its fourth-order moments would decompose as a sum of products of

pairs of R. This nice property does not hold for general random fields; however, the following estimate
for p-mixing random fields provides almost the same convenience.

Lemma 4.3. Suppose v(x, w) is a random field with maximal correlation function o defined as in (2-6).
Then
Wy (x. 2, y.8) = O (lx =2 (|y — s + D (Ix —sDD(|y —1]). (4-14)

where 9(r) = (Ko(r/3))"/2, with K = 4||v|| Lo (@xD)-
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We refer to [Hairer et al. 2013] for the proof of this lemma. Estimates of this type based on mixing prop-
erties already appeared in [Bal 2008]. We refer to [Bal and Jing 2011] for an alternative way to control terms
like W,,, and to Section 7 for some comments on the connection of condition (S) with the lemma above.

Proof of Lemma 4.2. Integrate over x in the expression of /5, and apply the estimates (3-11), (4-7) and
(4-14). We find, for d > 3,

1 1 _ 1 ! & E(~/ o/ _ -/
D &

4 |y_y/l(d—4)v0|y_Z|d—2|y/_Z/|d—2 P

1+ Lg—aflog |y — /|| v (2)ve 2/ —\o (7Y
+/ (14 1g=4]log|y — y'l|)[v*(2)v /(ZN ﬁ(y Z)ﬁ(z y)dz/dy'dzdy).
b | -2 e &

aly—y'|@=HVO|y —z|d=2|y/ — 7

For d = 2, the terms |y —z|~@=2 and |y’ — z/|~@=2) above should be replaced by 1 + |log |y —z||
and 1 + ‘log |y —z' |‘ respectively. Let I3, and I3, denote the two terms on the right-hand side of the
estimate above. In the following, we set p to be the diameter of D.

Estimate of 15,. We use the change of variables

/ /
y=>y Z—z / ’ / / /
Y, >z, V-Z'ey, ez
& &

Then the integral in /5, becomes, for d > 3,

Ce2d 1+ 14=4|log|ey||)[v®(z")v®(z" + &z)|
(d—4)v0/ dy dZ/ dy// dz/( (d—4)vL / ) =2 1od— Y@
e B2 B, ~Jo |yl [y +e(y =221yl

We integrate over y’ first and apply (4-6), then integrate over z’ and obtain

15 < C ot 2y e2d-2—ovo [ (15 Lazallogley {1+ Lamaflog sy 2O I,
21 — L2 B2 |y|(d 4)v0|y_Z|(d 4)v0

p/e

ydz.

When d = 3, the integral above is bounded because 9 € L!(R¢) thanks to assumption (S), and we
have I, < C ¢24 When d = 2, the situation is similar; after the integral over y’, there is again no
singularity in the denominator. Hence, 15, < C g4,

When d > 5, by the Hardy-Littlewood—Sobolev inequality [Lieb and Loss 2001, Theorem 4.3], we
have, for p,r € (1, 00),

/ (z?(y)/|y|d—4>z9<z> H 3 ()
RZd

=z ¥4

1 d—4 1
191l Lr @y —+—d +-=2.
L7 [R4) p r

Take p =d /(4+8) and r = d/(d —§) for any (d —8) V0 < § < d —4. Then because ¥ € LN L1 (R%)
and |y|*~¢ € L?(B)), the above is finite and we have I35, < Ce8.
When d = 4, we need to control the integral

/1;2 (1+ |logley]])(1+ [log le(y — 2)I|) 9 (»)¥(2) dy dz,

/e
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where D* ={y—y ' —z+7z:y,y’,z,z/ € D} is some bounded region formed by certain combinations
of points in D. As a result, the logarithmic terms are bounded away from the poles. Hence, the above
integral is bounded by O(|loge|?), and 1§, < C&8|loge|?.

Estimate of 15,. We apply the change of variables

y—z' y -z

Y, =y, z—Z'—z, 7.

Then the integral in /5, becomes, for d = 2,

C82d
B2

o/e

dy dy//D dz’/B dz|v® (2 (2" + 2)| (1 + [log |z — ey [|) (1 +log |z — ey' NI (») P (¥").

Integrate over z’, z and then over y’ and y. We find that 15, < C ¢24_ For d > 3, the same change of
variables transforms /5, to

L+ Lg—g|log|z —e(y —y))I|) [v* (2o (2" +2)|
ngd[ dy dy// a’z/ a4 | a0 Dd_z ——= (D).
2 B, Jp  |z—e(y—y)@HVO0|z —ey|d72|z +ey|

/e

After an integration over z’, we only need to control

1+ 1g=4llog|z—e(y —y)l|)
et [ iy [, ar] IO,
Bj) g B, |z—e(y—y)|@=DVO|z—gy|d=2|z +y’|d72 Y

When d = 3, an integration over z removes the singularities in the denominator. Then integrating
over y and y’ yields that /5, < C g4

When d > 5, we need to control the integral; after another change of variables, e~ 1z — (y — ') > z
and —y — y, we have

C20(y)9(y)) Ce¥K(2)|?
dy dy' d = | d——"
Y P e P T R R Pl
with K(z) = (|y|~@=2 % 9)(z). Since ¥ € L' N L°(R?), we have
B(y)dy V(y)dy [ Loo dy
Kol=[ SO IO [ P smaysc
Bi(2) 12—l RI\B; (z) |2 — Y| Bi(2) |y — | R4\ B (2)

Moreover, by the Hardy—Littlewood—Sobolev inequality, we have that
i—2 S o
1K llz2ay = [1Y1792 %900 2y < CI9 p2ariasorguay < CIP 1L 191,57

Now we show that K € L*° N Lz(Rd). It follows that the integral to be controlled is finite and we have
15, <C &8.
When d = 4, after the same change of variables as in the case of d > 5, we are left to control

1 1 ]9 19 / d d /d
88/ dydy’/ dz( + [log |ez]|) 2(y) (y/)2 ydy'd:z
B2 B |Z—y| |Z_y|

= 88/ (1 + [loglez||)(K(2))? dz.
B3p/£

/e 3p/e
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where K(z) = (1p,,, (y)|y]|72 % 9)(z). We verify again that K € L N L2785 (R9) for any § € (0, 1).
Estimate the integral again by breaking it into pieces inside and outside B1; we find 15, < C e8| log g|.

Combining these estimates above, we have proved (4-12). O

Moving on to the last term in the series (4-11), we observe that it cannot be controlled in the same
manner as above. Indeed, the term u® — v® is random and depends on v(x, @) in a nonlinear way. As a
result, when we move the expectation into the integral representation, like in step (4-5), we cannot get a
simple closed form in terms of R.

We hence choose not to address the interaction between u® — v® and the random fluctuation v® in the
potential directly. Instead, by an application of Minkowski’s inequality, we have

|EGeveGeve (u® =) 12y < E[[Gev®Gev® (u® —1) | 1 py).
Thus, we use the trivial bound on the L (2, L?(D))-norm of the fluctuations in GgvG, v (uf —u):
ry = [EHgsvsgsve(ug —u)— ([E Gev®Geve(u® — u)) HLZ(D) <2 [EHggvsggvs(ua —u) HL2(D)’
and only control the energy of the last term in (4-11) itself, as contrast to its variance.

Lemma 4.4. Suppose that the assumptions of Theorem 2.3 are satisfied. Then there exists some con-
stant C, depending only on the universal parameters and f, such that

Cef ifd =2,3,
E|Gev®Gev® (u” = v°) | 2y = | Ce*llogel? if d = 4. (4-15)
Ceo% if d > 5.

To prove this result, we estimate the operator norm of Gzv¥G,, which is random since v¢ depends on w,
and combine it with the control of u¢ — vé, which was obtained earlier.

Lemma 4.5 (mean value of the operator norm |Gev®Ge||;2_,12). Under the same assumptions of
Theorem 2.3, there exists some universal constant C such that

Cef ifd =2,3,
ElGeveGellZ>_, ;> < Ce*llogsl® if d = 4, (4-16)
Ced34 if d >5.

Proof. For any h € L?(D), we have
2
160Gt = [ ([ Guteo Gty b dzay ) .
Note that for almost every fixed x € D,

[ Gex 1G5, 2y <

[J Ge(x, ) (3)Ge(, ) dy

L2
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It then follows that
2
60 Gelon @ = [ ([ Getxmntoo06er 21y ) dzax
Taking the expectation, we find
160Gl = [ Gxon)Gate 0 R(2 ") 6o, 20601, 2) dy dndz d.

Integrate over z- and x-variables first. Using (3-11) and (4-6), we find that the integrals over x- and
z-variables are estimated as in (4-7). Then we have

(1 + 14-4logly — nl})2

y—n
|y —n|@=4HVvo R( € )‘dy 4.

Change variables in the above integral and carry out the analysis as before. We find that (4-16) holds.

2
E10:v°Gelf 2 = C [

Note that the estimates become useless for d > 8. O

Proof of Lemma 4.4. For each o € 2, we have
ngvsge‘)a(us —°) ”Lz <M||Gev¥Gellp2sp2 U —v°| 2,

where M is the uniform bound on the random potential in (2-4). Take the expectation and then the desired
estimate follows from (4-16), (4-2) and (4-3). O

4B. Scaling factor of the random fluctuations in the weak topology. In this section we aim to find the
correct scaling factor such that the random fluctuation u® — E u®, normalized properly according to this
factor, converges with respect to the weak topology. For that purpose, we fix an arbitrary ¢ € L?(D)
with unit norm, and estimate E(u® — E u®, ¢)2.

Using the series expansion formula (4-11), we have

u® —Eu®, @) = —(Gevev®, @) + (g8v8g8v8v8 —E(Gev¥Gevo0%), (p)
+ (ngeggvg(ug —0°) —E(Gev°Gev® (u® — %)), 9).

Since the operators G, and Gz1G, are self-adjoint on L2(D), we can move them to ¢. Set ¥ = Gz¢.
The above expression becomes

W — Eu®, ) = (00, ¥°) + (1 Gevv°, YF) — B Gev®o?, ¥©)
+ (0 ® = v®), Gev®y®) — (W (u® —v°), Gevy©))
= I 4 (If —EIf) + (I§ —EI5). 4-17)

The aim now is to control the variances of [ jg ,with j =1,2,3.
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Estimate for I{. For I], which is mean-zero, we have

2 f—
[E([f)zz[E( | vg(x)vg(st(x)dx) -/ ZR(xgy )vs(x)v*?(y)w(x)wy)dxdy

:/Rd[Rs*(vs(Y)l/fs(J’)lD()’))](x) v¥(x)yY¥(x)1p(x) dx

< ClIR® |1 ey VY 112 -

Here, R®(y) = R(%) is a shorthand notation. To obtain the last inequality, we applied Holder’s and
Young’s inequalities. Note that || R®|1gay = Ed”R”Ll(Rd). Note also that f,¢ € L?(D) implies
that v®, ¢ € H?(D), which is embedded in L*(D) for all 2 < d < 7. As a result, we conclude that
E|If] < Ced/2,

Estimate for Var(I5). Before calculating the variance of 15, we first check that ||/5]|12(q) can have size
larger than £4/2 for d > 4. By direct computation, for d > 3,

(092 = [ R(F22)R(FE )66ty W o 6 g ) e dy

&
xX—y x' =y \ [P DvEY) Y ()P (x)]
5/1)4R( : )R( : ) x Y2y a2

For d = 2, the last integral above should be replaced by

Jo

After the change of variables

dy' dx"dy dx.

(4-18)

&

R(x_y)R(x ;y )Us()’)vs(y/)ws(x)‘/’s(x/)(l+‘log|x—y|‘)(1+‘log|x/_y/|‘) dy'dx'dy dx.

X—y|_) X =y
& &

—x, y—=y, VvV =y,

the integral to be controlled, for d > 3, becomes

84/ / |R(x)R(x/)|{vs(y)wg(y+8x)v8(y,)wg(y,+8x/)| dy' dy dx’ dx.
sz)/a D2

|x|d—2 |x’|d_2

Integrating over y and y’ and then over x and x’, we find that the integral above is finite. Hence, E(/ 2'9)2

is of order ¢* when d > 3. When d = 2, the change of variables in the logarithmic functions yields

&

the term | log £|%, and we have [E(12)2 is of order £*|log &|2. This shows that the second term in (4-11),

i.e., 15, is larger than or comparable to /2 for d > 4.
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We show next that the variance of 128 , however, is smaller than £4/2 in all dimensions. Using the
definition of W), in (4-13) and the estimate in Lemma 4.3, we bound E(/§ — [Elz‘a)2 = Var(I5), ford >3, by

e e g ¢

SC/ ﬁ(x—x/)ﬁ(y—y’) [v* () )Y ) Yo ()] dx' dy' dx dy
D4

P |x—y|d_2|x/—y/|d_2

+C/m7}(x—€y')ﬁ(y—x')!v@(y)v*’?(y/)w‘f(x)wx/)\ dx' dy' dx d.

P |x—y|d_2|x’—y’|d_2

Var(1§)=/l;4 L —)Ga(x,y)Gs(X’,y’)vg(y)vs(y’)ws(X)wg(X') dx'dy"dx dy

The second integral above is essentially the same with the first one if we interchange x” and y’. Hence,
we focus only on the first one. After the change of variables

’ /
X—X —
X, y—Jy
&

=y, y—x'=>x, Yy,
the first integral becomes

8 +en)v° (PO =X +ex+e) Y (v —x'+ey)|
|x’—ex|4=2|x"—gy|9—2 '

ce? dx dy f dx’ f dy' 9 (x)d(»)
B, D

R2d

Integrate over y’ first and use the fact that ||[v®|| 4+ < C and [|[¥®||L4(p) < C. Then the above integral is
bounded by

Ce24 dy' _ / Ce2d=@=DVO0y ()9 (y)dx' dx dy
ey|4-2 R3d

dx dy /Bp F(x)P(y) X y| @O

R2d |x/—8x|d_2|x’—

for d # 4, where we integrated over x’ and used (4-6) to have the inequality. The resulting integral is
clearly finite. Hence we conclude that Var(/5) < C €24 for d = 3 and that it is of order ¢4 for d > 5.
When d = 2, there is only logarithmic singularity to start with in the expression of Var(/5), and we

find Var(/5) < Ce2d.
When d = 4, the integral that remains after we integrate over x” has a term of the form
(log |8()C - y) |) 18(x—y)€B2p .

It follows then that Var(/$) < C&8|loge|.
To summarize, for d > 2, we have E|1§ —E I5| < E|I]|. That is, when the series expansion is integrated
against test functions and the mean is removed, the second term is much smaller than the leading term.

Estimate for I5. For the last term, we control it by the crude estimate E(/§ —E §)2 <2E( §)2. From
the expression 15 = (v&¥(u® —v®), G.v®¥®), we have

1
EIZ5] < E(Iv¥llzoe llu® = v® )2 [1Gev® ¥ L2) < C (Ellu® —v® |- ElGevy®l7,)?

since G.v¥? is exactly of the form of w? defined in (4-1). Owing to (4-2) and Lemma 4.1, we conclude
that E|/5] is of order ¥ for d = 2,3, of order £*|log ¢| for d = 4, and of order * for d > 5. Hence, for
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all 2 < d <7, the truncation term in the Neumann series, with respect to the weak topology, has a scaling
factor that is smaller than that of the leading term (which is of order g4/ 2).

Remark 4.6. We find that for 2 < d < 7, the random fluctuation u€ —F u¢ scales like £€2/2 when integrated
against test functions, and the leading term is the dominating one. We do not expect the dimension
constraint d <7 to be intrinsic. Firstly, it is related to the fact that we stopped at the second-order iteration
in the Neumann series, and had to control the last term by the crude estimate given by the Minkowski
inequality (not taking advantage of removing the mean). Secondly, it is also needed when we claim that
V& = G is in L*(D). In general, if we assume a stronger condition, namely f € C(D), then v® is
always bounded, and we only need ¢ € L?(D), which holds in all dimensions if ¢ € L2(D).

We conclude this section by collecting the facts obtained above to give a proof of Theorem 2.3.

Proof of Theorem 2.3. Let v be as defined in (3-7). In view of (3-10) and the Minkowski inequality, we
have
Ellu® —Eu®l|7, < EQ2u® —v®|7, + 2 [E@® —v®)[72) < 4E|u® —v°)7..

Owing to (4-2) and Lemma 4.1, we have (2-13).
In view of (3-8), (4-2), Lemma 4.1 and Theorem 3.3, we have

Ellu® —ullp2 <Eflu® —v®[p2 + lv° —ullp2 < Cell fllL2.

This proves (2-12).

Finally, to estimate E|(u® — Eu®, ¢); 2| for an arbitrary field ¢ € L?(D), without loss of generality we
can assume ||¢| ;2 = 1. Then this term is precisely what was studied immediately above. With /¥, where
j =1,2,3, defined earlier, we have showed that for 2 < d <7, we have [ | 2/3':1([; —E If)| <(Cgd/2,
which is precisely (2-14). O

S. Limiting distribution of the random fluctuation

In this section, we study the limiting distribution of the scaled random fluctuation, g4/ 2(148 — Eu?®),
in functional spaces. As mentioned earlier, the choice of space depends on dimension. When d = 1,
convergence in law in C(D) of the random fluctuation was proved in [Bourgeat and Piatnitski 1999; Bal
2008]. We prove Theorem 2.4 below, which establishes convergence in law of the random fluctuation in
L?(D) ford =2,3 and in H~Y(D) ford = 4,5.

—d/2

Multiplying & to the series expansion (4-11), we obtain the following expression for the scaled

random fluctuation:

_ GeveV® | GeveQevsv® —EGeveGevsv® | Geveleve(u® —v°) — EGeveGeve(u® —v°)
Our strategy, as in [Bal 2008; Bal and Jing 2011], is to prove that the leading term X & = —s~4/2G,vev®
contributes and converges in law to the right distribution depicted by Theorem 2.4, and show that the other

(5-1)

terms converge in stronger mode to the zero function and hence have no contribution to the limiting law.
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At the purely formal level, all these steps are the same as in the setting of nonoscillatory diffusion
coefficients. Indeed, we already established controls for the second and last terms above in the previous
section. Moreover, the e-dependence in G, and v? is not a problem, as we will see later, for the convergence
of the characteristic functions of X ¢, thanks to the fact that G.¢ — G in L? for any ¢ € H~'(D). This
dependence, however, does impose difficulty on showing the tightness of the measures of {X¢}.. As
discussed in Section 7, the old approach for tightness in [Bal et al. 2012] fails and new ideas are needed.

Our new approach is to use some nonoptimal but convenient tightness criteria, described in Theorems A.1
and A.2, for probability measures on H* (D) that are induced by processes in HX+5(D), with k = —1,0
and s > 0. Since we do need s to be fractional in (0, 1), we recall some definitions regarding fractional
Sobolev spaces; see [Di Nezza et al. 2012] for reference. Given an open set K C [Rd, the fractional
Sobolev space Hj(K), for s € (0, 1), is the closure of C§°(K) in the norm

2 (12 |u(x) —u(y)[?
”uHHS(K) = ||u||L2(K) +/](2 mdx dy.

When K = R?, an equivalent norm for u € H*(R%) is

sy = [ 1+ 1620 [Bul©) . 52)

Moreover, for s € (0, 1), the space H~*(K) is defined to be the dual space (H{(K))’, and in particular
when K = R?, the above norm for H 5 (R?) is still valid.

5A. Limiting distribution in L?(D) for dimensions two and three. For d = 2,3, we prove that the
leading term X in (4-11) converges in law in L?(D) and show that the other terms vanish in the limit.
The next lemma, together with Theorem A.1, yields tightness of X ¢, which is the key step.

Lemma 5.1. Suppose that the conditions of Theorem 2.3 are satisfied. Assume further that d =2, 3. Then
for any se(O, %) there exists a constant C, depending only on the universal parameters and s, such that

Elle™%Gev®v® |3, < C. (5-3)

Proof. For each fixed w € 2 and ¢ > 0, we know that e=4/2G pEyE belongs to HOl (D) and hence also to
H§(D) for any s € (0, 1). In particular, its H*-seminorm has the expression

£,,& _ £,,8 2
1 / |(Gev®v®)(x) — (Gev®v®) ()| dy dx.
D2

d
s_fg Uavs 2 ‘ -
[ € ]H?(D) od |x—y|d+25

Taking the expectation and using the L*-bounds of v®, we have

C (Ge(x,2) = Gs(1.2)) (Gs(x.§) = Ge(v. §))| ‘R(Z;S) ' dEdz dy dx.

d
-5 £,,612 -
Ele™2Gev v ]HS(D)_gd D4 |x — y|d+2s

We claim: there exists C, depending only on the universal parameters and s, such that for all £,z € D,

/ [(Ge(x,2) = Ge(1,2)) (Ge(x, §) = Ge (1, §)) |
D2

|x_y|d+2s

dydx <C. (5-4)
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Figure 1. Decomposition criteria of the domain of integration based on the relative
position between four points. Left: (x, y) € D?; middle: (x, y) € D%; right: (x,y) € D%.

We decompose the integration region D? into three parts DJ?, with j = 1,2, 3, as follows: in D?, one of
the points in {z, £}, namely £ without loss of generality, lies outside B,(x) U B,(y), where p = |x — y|;
in D%, one of the points, namely z without loss of generality, lies in B,(x) and satisfies |z —x| < |z — y|
and at the same time £ € B,(y) and |§ —y| < | —x|; in D2, we have that £ and z cluster around one of the
points in {x, y}; without loss of generality, assume this pointis x, so z, & € B,(x) N{n: |n—x| < |n—y|}.
In Figure 1, the relative positions between {x, y, z, £} are illustrated for each case.

Let I; be the integral over DJ? of the integrand in (5-4). We estimate /;, with j = 1,2, 3, separately
and we focus on the case of d = 3. Tt is clear that when d = 2, the only change is that the Green’s
function has logarithmic bound, and the analysis below can be adapted.

On D%, without loss of generality, we assume that |z — x| < |z — y| (if otherwise, we would switch the
roles of x and y). Hence |G¢(x, z) — G¢(y, z)| < C|x —z|*~¢. By the mean value theorem,

|Ge(x,6)— G (¥,8)| <|VGe(n,&)||x —y| for some n between x and y.

By the gradient bound (3-12) and the fact that |[n —&| > |y —&|/2, we have

C Clx—y|
< , hence |G.(x,&)—Ge(y,8)| < .
—g[471 T |y —gla-! ) ’ |y — g9t

IVGe(n,8)| <
1

As a result, we have,

I </ C 1 1 dxd
1= d+2s— - a—1
D} [x—y|4H257h [x —z|472 |y — g4

Integrate over x first and then over y, using (4-6) in each step; we find that as long as 0 < s < &, we have

2 9
I < C for some C that only depends on the universal parameters and s.
On D%, we have |G¢(x,z) — G:(y,2)| < Clx —Z|2_d and |G.(x,&)—G.(y,&)| <Cly —§|2_d. At
the same time, |[x —z| < |x — y| and |y — &| < |x — y|, so we may split the singularity into the integrals
over x and y so that each of them is essentially not singular. That is,

I </ ! ! dxd
2= V.
D%|x—z|%+s|y—§|%+s |x Z|d 2y E|d 2
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We note that the integral above can be separated, and as long as 0 < s <2 — % = % each integral is finite
and hence I, < C.
On D%, we assume without loss of generality that z and £ cluster around x. Then we have

Ge(x, ) — Ge(y,m)| < Clx —n|*4

for n € {z, £}. At the same time, |x — y| > |y — z|. As a result, we have

C 1 1
I3 < dxdy.
3 —/Dg ly— 2[4 x — 2|57 [x—z]d2 |x—gd2 Y

We choose t > 0 so the integral over y is uniformly bounded. The integral over x is also bounded as
long as 2s +t < (4—d) A2 =1, and we have I3 < C. We note that for any s € (O, %), there exists
T € (0,1 —2s) satisfying the constraint 2s + v < 1.

The above bounds are uniform in §. Therefore, taking the limit § — 0, we prove (5-4). Integrate
over z and £ in the integral expression of E[¢~4/ 2gav€v8]§p; in particular, integrating R(- /&) yields a
factor of ¢ that cancels the one in the denominator. We conclude that E[s~%/2G,1® V€)%, < C for each
fixed s € (0, 3). Combining this with £ ||<9_“'/Zggu'9v8||i2 < C, which is due to (4-1) for d =2, 3, we
prove (5-3). O

Remark 5.2. The key step in the proof above is to derive (5-4), which concerns only the Green’s
function G, and hence is obtained from a purely deterministic argument. Indeed, the scaling factor g=d/2
plays a role only afterward when we integrate against R®, and it disappears in the final estimate because it
is the right scaling for integrals of R®. In Section 6, where we consider the case of long-range correlated
random potential ¢ (x, w), the scaling in X* will be different, but the tightness of (the measures of) X¢,

with the right scaling, is obtained in the same way as above.

Next we address the convergence of the characteristic function of the measure of X¢. In view of
Theorem 2.1, this amounts to proving this:

Lemma 5.3. Assume (S) holds. For any fixed ¢ € L?(D), we have

1
Ved

Proof. Moving the operator G, to ¢, we have

(GeVEV®, @) o ~distribution . Ar(q), 03), where 05 :=02/ u?(x)(Ge)?(x) dx. (5-5)
D

1 £ e _ 1 X\ & €
v /D o(Z )o@t dx,

where ¢ = Ge. Let I{[¢] denote the random variable above. Set ¥ = Gg and introduce

itpli= === [ o(E)ucov s, (5-6)
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Since v(x, ) is a stationary ergodic random field that has short-range correlation, uy € L2(D), we
apply the well-known functional central limit theorem (see, e.g., [Bal 2008, Theorem 3.8]) and obtain

s, gy i=o [ Gmmawone) ~x(0.07 [ woworta). ¢
L
The last relation ~ above means equal in law. We note that

2
E}Jf[sa]—lf[sol}2=gidrE(/Dv(g)(vswa—Mde) < Cl e —uy |2,

and from periodic homogenization theory, we have v¥ — u in L2, ¥* — v in L2, as ¢ — 0; moreover,
v® and ¢ are bounded in L™ since H?(D) is embedded in L>°(D) for d = 2,3. As a consequence,
the right-hand side above converges to zero as € — 0. As a result,

Ilpl = J{lel + U] — J{ 0]

is the sum of a term that converges in distribution to /1[¢] and a term that converges to zero in L?(2).
The desired result follows immediately. O

Finally, we collect the facts obtained above to give a proof of Theorem 2.4(i).

Proof of Theorem 2.4(i). Owing to Lemma 4.2 and Lemma 4.4, for d = 2, 3, we have
4 4 d

[EHS 2 (gsvsgeV8U8 - [Egsvsgsvevg) +e 2 (gsvsgeve(us —0°) —EGeveGeve (u® — Us)) HLz =e&2.
By Chebyshev’s inequality, these two terms, as random elements of L2 (D), converge in probability to the
zero function. It follows that the limiting distribution of £ ~%/2(u® — E u®) is given by that of the leading
term X (w) 1= —e~4/2G 1808,

Let X be the right-hand side of (2-15). It is a random element of L2(D) defined on some probability
space (Q, F, [IS) on which the Wiener process W(y, @) is defined. Let the distribution of X be PX and its
characteristic function be ¢* ¥ We note that, for any ¢ € L2(D), the inner product (X, ¢) has Gaussian
distribution A/ (0, (7(%), with a(g defined in (5-5). Indeed,

EP¥ (X.¢) = o EP” / ( / G(x,y)<p(x)dx)u(y)dW(y):0,
D D

and

2
[EPX(X,¢>2=02[EP"( / ( [ G(x,y)¢<x)dx)u(y)dW<y)) _ 2 / Go)2u? dy.
D D D

This shows (X, ¢) ~ N (0, 05) in law. By Lemma 5.3, for any fixed ¢ € L?(D), the random variable
(X%, @) converges in distribution to N (0, cr(%). This shows that, as mentioned in Remark 2.2, the char-
acteristic function of the law of X ¢ converges to that of X. In view of Lemma 5.1 and Theorem A.1,
the distribution of {X®},¢(o,1) in L?(D) is tight as well. Consequently, by applying Theorem 2.1, we
complete the proof of Theorem 2.4(i). O
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5B. Limiting distribution in H=1(D) for dimensions four and five. For dimension d > 4, we do not
expect € ~4/2(uf —E u?) to converge in distribution in L2(D), because as shown in (2-13), the fluctuations
scale like £2|log e|'/2 for d = 4, and scale like &2 for d > 5. In both cases, the scaling is much stronger

4/2 Nevertheless, we prove that convergence in law in H~1(D) holds.

than ¢
As before, the key step is to show that the probability measure in H~!(D) of the scaled leading term
(X%} := —~9/2G,v¥0¢ in the expansion (4-11) is tight, and to show that the characteristic function of
this measure converges.
Let us first address the characteristic function ¢X °. We note that L?(D) is naturally embedded to
H~Y(D). For any f € L2, the linear form Ly HO1 (D) — R given by L () = (f.¥) is clearly an
element of H~1(D), and

ILrll 1Dy = sup L) =<\ fllL2-
veH; (D), |1¥ly1<1
We henceforth identify Ly € H~1(D) with f when f € L?(D). For any { € H~!(D), let [ be the
element in H, 01 (D) that is related to £ by a Riesz representation. Then we have

(S Or-1(py=Lr() = (£ 1]).

That is, the H~1(D) inner product of f € L?(D) with £ is the same as the L? inner product of f
with /. As a result, Remark 2.2 applies for distribution on H~1(D): to show ¢* X converges to ¢ ¥ as
characteristic functions of distributions in H ~!(D), it suffices to prove (X¢, ) — (X, h) in distribution
as random variables for each fixed h € L?(D).

Now we address the tightness of the measures of {X¢}. Our strategy is to control the mean of
| X®||g—s(py for some s € (0, 1) and then apply Theorem A.2. To this purpose, we first observe that
X¢ e L?(D) and hence X¢ € H5(D) if we set

X®:Hy(D)—>R by X°h)= / X%(x)h(x)dx. (5-8)
D

For any h € Hy (D), the above clearly defines a continuous linear functional. Moreover, if we identify the
function X ¢ with its extension to R? by zero outside D, the above also defines an element in H~* ([F\Rd ).
Since dD is regular (as a matter of fact, a C %!-boundary is sufficient), any & € H{(D) can be extended
continuously to Eh € H*(R%), which satisfies | Ehll grsway < Thllgs(p)y; see [Di Nezza et al. 2012,
Theorem 5.4]; by duality, H 5 (R?) is continuously embedded in H ~5 (D). If fact, we have

X+ 0y = swp (X% w)p = swp  (X°Ew)pa
weH (D),llwlgspy<1 wEHS(D),IIwIIHg(D)EI
< sup (XS,U)L2 < T”XSHH—S(Rd). (5-9)

UGHS(R(I):"U"HS(Rd)ST

We note that || X®|| g—sgay can be calculated using the formula (5-2).
Consider, for each fixed y € D, the Green’s function G¢( -, y) for the Dirichlet problem (3-7). Extend
Ge(-,y)to R4 by zero outside D, and let G denote the extended function. Then G defines naturally a
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linear form on H*(R?) by
. d
G): H*(R?) - R,

h G} (h):= / G)Y (x)h(x)dx = / Ge(x, y)h(x)dx,
R4 D

provided the integral is finite. Since G is self-adjoint and by the Green’s function representation,
w(y) := G (h) is the solution to the Dirichlet problem L;w = & on D, with zero boundary condition.
Note that the restriction of # on D is in H*(D). Invoking elliptic regularity, we find that w is bounded
in H*12(D). Lets € (0,1)ifd =4 and s € (%, 1) if d = 5; then by the embedding theorem of fractional
Sobolev spaces, H¥T2(D) c C%¥(D) witha =5 +2—% € (0, 1); see [Grisvard 1985, Theorem 1.4.4.1].
As aresult, |GY (h)| < C||h||gs, where C only depends on the universal constants and the index s. We
hence proved the following fact:

Lemma 5.4. Assume (A) holds and g > 0. Identify G¢(-, y), for each fixed y € D, with the element in
H 5 (R%) defined above. Suppose s € (0, 1) ford = 4 and s € (% 1)f0r d = 5. Then there exists C > 0,
depending only on universal parameters and s, such that

1Ge(-. M -5 ®ay = C. (5-11)

Using this fact and the Fourier transform formula for the H ~* (R4)-norm, we can prove the following
control of || X®|| g—s(ga) which, together with Theorem A.2, yields the tightness of {X¢}.

(5-10)

Lemma 5.5. Suppose that the conditions of Theorem 2.3 are satisfied. Assume further that d = 4,5. Let
s€(0,1)ifd =4ands € (%, 1) if d = 5. Then there exists a constant C > 0, depending only on the
universal parameters and on s, such that

ENlX®F—s(py < C- (5-12)

Proof. We identify X¢ with the element in H (D) C H5(R?) defined earlier. In view of (5-9), we
have

1 -
XNy = CIX sy = =g [ 19X @R +16P)~ d.

where F X ¢ denotes the Fourier transform of the (extended) function X ¢. Using the integral representation
of X¢, we rewrite the above as

1X°0 s = / dE(1+]E11)™° / dxdy | dzdte’ O Gy(x,2)Ge(y. )V (2)0 (2)vE (1)v* (1),
& R4 R2d D2

where the Green’s functions are extended by zero to R¥ for their first variables. Take the expectation in
this formula; we have

1 e ECNGo(x,2)Ge(y, 1) z—t
en2 _ & 9’ & El & £
EI XN g—s = el /de (/RM a1 EP) dx dy dé)R(—g )v (z)ve(@)dtdz.

We claim that for any z and # in D,

[ el E N Gy(x,2)Ge (1, 1)
R3d (14 €17

dxdydé‘fC. (5-13)
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Indeed, we recognize the quantity inside the absolute value sign to be

FGZ () FGE(6) e 2 z_s)%( s 2_3)
/Rd (1+ ]2 d§ = (/Rd |FGg (§)7(1+[€]%) /Rd IFGLE))?(1 + |E]?)

The term on the right-hand side is precisely |G || g—s ga) |l G|l s (rd)- In view of Lemma 5.4, we can

1
2

apply (5-11) to get an upper bound for the quantity above and prove (5-11). Then (5-13) follows, which
in turn completes the proof. O

Finally, we conclude this section by collecting the facts above and proving Theorem 2.4(ii).

Proof of Theorem 2.4(ii). Step 1: Limiting distribution of the leading term. In view of Theorem A.1 and
Lemma 5.5, the probability measures on H ~!(D) induced by { X ¢} are tight. To check the limit of the char-
acteristic functions of {PX"}, it suffices to prove (2-11). This is done in Lemma 5.3. By Theorem 2.1, we
conclude that X¢ — X in distribution on H~1(D), where X is defined to be the right-hand side of (2-15).

Step 2: Convergence to zero of the higher-order terms. By Lemma 4.2, and d = 4,5, we see that the
second term in u® — Eu®, i.e., Gev®Gvev® — E G, vEG.v¥v?, converges in LZ(Q, L2(D)) and hence in
L?(2, H~(D)) to the zero function. Similarly, the remainder term Ggv®Go v (U —v¢)—EG, v GevE(Us—0?)
converges to the zero function in L1(2, H~1(D)). These convergence results are stronger than the mode
of convergence in distribution in H~!(D). The proof of Theorem 2.4(ii) is thus complete. O

6. The long-range correlated setting

In this section, we consider the setting where ¢ (x, ) has long-range correlations. In this setting, the
general central limit theorem (Lemma 5.3) does not hold, and we hence restrict to the special case where ¢
is constructed as a function of Gaussian random fields. Limiting theorems in the spirit of Lemma 5.3 are
then obtained from Gaussian computations; see, e.g., [Bal et al. 2008; 2012].

Long-range correlated potentials constructed from Gaussian fields. Let g(x,w) =g+ v(x,w) with g a
nonnegative constant; we assume:

(LD v(x,w) = ®(g(x)), and g(x, w) is a centered stationary Gaussian random field with unit variance.
Furthermore, the correlation function of g(x, ) has heavy tail. That is, for some positive constant kg
and some real number « € (0,d),

Rg(x):=E{g(y. 0)g(y +x,0)} ~kg|x|™* as|x] — oo. (6-1)
(L2) The function ® : R — R satisfies —q < ® < M — g, and has Hermite rank one, i.e.,
/RCID(s)e_S22 ds=0, Vi:= /[RSQD(s)e_SZ2 ds # 0. (6-2)
(L3) The Fourier transform ® of the function ® satisfies
/Rlé(s)l(HlsP) < o0, (6-3)

We henceforth refer to the above conditions together as (L).
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The assumption (L.2) makes v(x,®) = ®(g(x,w)) mean zero, and the bounds on ® ensure that
0<gq(x,w) <M, whichis (2-4). From the above construction, we check that v(x, w) is stationary ergodic
and has a long-range correlation function that decays like «|x|™%, where x = Vlzlcg; see Lemma A.3 for
the details. Assumption (L3) allows one to derive a (nonasymptotic) estimate (see Lemma A.4 in the
Appendix) for the fourth-order moments of v(x, ). Universal constants in the long-range correlation
setting may depend on o, Rg, kg, ® and k.

For the scaling of the homogenization error, we have the following analogue of Theorem 2.3. We focus
on the error ué — Eu® because, as seen earlier, the main contribution to the deterministic error Eué —u
comes from the periodic oscillation in the diffusion coefficients, and Theorem 3.3(i) holds independent of
the correlation length of v(x, w).

Theorem 6.1. Let D C R? be an open bounded C V' -domain, u® and u be the solutions to (1-1) and
(1-2) respectively. Suppose that (A), (P) and (L) hold and f € L*(D). Then, there exists positive
constant C, which depends only on the universal parameters, such thatif 2 <d <5and 0 <o <d or
6<d<T7and0<ua <6,

Ce3™2||fl2 ifd #4,

Eflu® —Eu®ll2 < o (6-4)
Ceflifl:  ifd=4.
Moreover, for any ¢ € L*>(D), with2 <d <7Tand0<a <d,
E|(u® —Eu®,¢)2] < Ce2lgl 2]l fllL2- (6-5)

This result shows that the random fluctuation u® — Fu? caused by the long-range correlated random

potential scales like £(@/4)/2 /2

in the energy norm, and scales like ¢*/~ with respect to the weak topology.
Since o < d, we note that the random fluctuation in this setting is larger than the case of short-range
correlated potential. We mention that if & < 2, then the random fluctuations dominate the deterministic
fluctuation caused by the periodic diffusion.

The next result exhibits the limiting law of the rescaled random fluctuation £~%/2(u® — Eu?). In the
presentation, we define formally W2 (dy) as W¥(y) dy; here W¥(y) is a centered stationary Gaussian
random field with covariance function E (W (x)We( ¥)) =k|x—y|™%, where E denotes the expectation

with respect to the distribution of W, Here, k = Kg V12 > 0, where kg and V7 are defined in (6-1) and (6-2).

Theorem 6.2. Suppose that the assumptions in Theorem 6.1 hold. Let k be defined as in (6-2) and G(x, y)
be the Green’s function of (1-2). Let W*(dy) be defined as above. Then

(i) Ford =2,3,as & — 0,

ug —E{ue} dise

(2) Ford = 4,5, as € — 0, the above holds as convergence in law in H~1(D).

o VK fDG(x,wu(y)W“(dy) in L*(D). 6-6)

Remark 6.3. The right-hand side of (6-6) is an integral with respect to the multiparameter Gaussian
random processes W¢; we refer to [Khoshnevisan 2002] for the theory. Let X denote the result of
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the integral. When d < 4, o < 4, the Green’s function G(x,-) is in L4/®@~2/2) and X is a random
element in L2(D). In general, X is understood through the Fourier transform of its distribution. Given
h* € H~1(D), the function ¢PX (h*) is defined to be E exp(i vk [ (G (-, y).h*(-))u(y)W(dy)). In
particular, for any fixed positive integer N and functions {¢; : 1 <i < N} in L?(D), the random variables
Ii = (X, 0;) = Vi [p{G(-.y), 0i (:))u(y)W*(dy), with i =1,..., N, are joint Gaussian, centered
and have covariance matrix X;; := E (/;I;) given by

WGe) WG o 4 (6-7)
D2 ly —z[* '

Eij =K

We will not present the proofs of the results above here, but they can be found in a longer version
of this paper [Jing 2015]. The proofs are again based on the expansion formulas (4-11) and (4-17):
the leading term has mean zero and contributes to the limiting law; the other terms have larger mean
but smaller variance and, after the mean is removed, do not contribute to the limiting law. The main
difference in the analysis of the long-range correlation setting is as follows. Firstly, to estimate integrals
of R¢(x), because R(x) is not integrable, we cannot expect to gain a factor of ¢ by scaling the variable
in R®. Instead, we gain a factor of £% by using the asymptotic of R outside a (T'¢)-ball; see Lemma A.3.
Secondly, to control fourth-order moments of v, Lemma 4.3 is no longer useful and we use the estimate in
Lemma A.4 instead. In fact, this estimate is less restrictive and, even in the short-range correlation setting,

1/2 in the stronger assumption (S) by o. Last but not least, as mentioned earlier,

it could be used to replace o
general central limit theorems, e.g., Lemma 5.3, are not available for the limiting law of the first term

in (4-17), and we need to appeal to limit theorems that are special for functions of Gaussian processes.

7. Further discussions

7A. An alternative condition for (S). In the short-range correlation setting for v(x, w), we assumed the
condition (S). Upon applying Lemma 4.3, we can bound the (partial) fourth-order moment ¥,, by the
sum of two terms, each consisting of the product of a pair of functions ¥ € L N L1 (R¢). However, as
remarked earlier, (S) essentially requires the mixing coefficient o(r), and hence R(|x|), to behave like
o(r~24) at infinity, which is much stronger than R(x) being integrable.

We remark that (S) is assumed mainly to simplify the presentation and the o(r_Zd) decay of o is not
necessary. In fact, an alternative assumption used in [Bal and Jing 2011] to control fourth-order moments
is: there exists ¥ : R? — Ryin LN L°°([R{d) such that (A-6) holds. This is clearly a much more general
assumption, and it is satisfied if v(x, w) = ®(g(x, w)), with ® satisfying (L2) and (L.3), and g(x,w) a
centered stationary Gaussian random field with correlation function Rg = o(|x|7?) as |x| — oo.

The conclusions of Theorem 2.4 still hold if (S) is replaced by the above alternative assumption. Indeed,
we only need to modify the control of W, in the proof of Lemma 4.2 and in Section 4B. For instance,
in the first inequality in the proof of Lemma 4.2, we have more but finitely many integrals instead of
two on the right-hand side. Nevertheless, in all of these integrals, at most one of the functions ¢ has the
same variable as one of the Green’s function, and all of them can be controlled. We refer to [Jing 2015,
Section 6] for the details.
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7B. Comparison with the case of nonoscillatory diffusion. The main results of this paper show that the
framework developed in [Bal 2008; Bal and Jing 2011; Bal et al. 2012], in the setting of a nonoscillatory
differential operator with oscillatory random potential, applies even when the differential operator is also
oscillatory, as long as we have uniform-in-¢ control of the Green’s functions and their gradients, i.e.,
(3-11) and (3-12), and provided that there is no random correlation between the diffusion coefficients
and the potential. At the formal level, there is no difference in the proof, and the usual strategy using
(truncated) series expansion applies. However, the role played by the oscillatory diffusion coefficients
becomes prominent in getting the tightness of the measures of {X?¢}.

Let us recall the previous method used for tightness in the setting of a nonoscillatory differential
operator. Set

- 02 _

L:i=— iJXZ:I ajj —3)61'8)(]' +q,
and consider the Dirichlet problem (£ + v®)u® = f in D with zero boundary condition. Then u®
homogenizes to u, the solution of (1-2). As in [Bal et al. 2012], the limiting distribution of g4/ 2(u"3 —Eu?®),
say, in the short-range correlation setting, is characterized by that of X¢ = —e~4/2GyEy. To prove tightness
of the measures {X?} in L?(D), the strategy of [Bal et al. 2012] is to use the spectral representation

of L?(D). Note that £ is formally self-adjoint and its inverse, i.e., G, is compact on L?(D). Hence, £
admits real eigenvalues {Ax}2 , such that,

0<g<Ai <A<+, Ap—00 as k— oo,

and eigenfunctions {¢z }p— |, with ||¢x || 2 = 1, such that

Lo =Agpx in D,
or =0 on aD.

Moreover, {¢y } form an orthonormal basis of L?(D) and we have the following representation of the space
H°(D) = L?(D) and the Sobolev space H!(D) = HO1 (D); see [Evans 1998, Section 6.5]: for s =0, 1,

o0 o0
WD) = | £ eCD) : S (fpofi <oof and Iolfi= Y (fdfade (oD
k=1 k=1
A natural criterion for tightness of (the measures of) {X?} is that their measures do not scatter to
higher and higher modes. More precisely, let Py denote the projection operator in L2(D) to the space
Wn :=span{¢q, ..., ¢n} spanned by the first N modes. Then {X*} is tight if E|| X?||;2 < C and

lim sup E||X®—PyX®|2=0. (7-2)
N—00¢¢(0,1)
Using the representation formula in (7-1), and the fact that G = (1)~ !¢y, we have

oo o0

1 1
BIX® =Py X*lfo=— D E@vu.g0)’=— 3

1

2

— E(vu, ¢p)”.
k=N+1 k=N+1"k
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As in Section 4B, we have sup,¢(g,1) Supx E(vu, ¢k )2 < C. In view of Weyl’s asymptotic formula for
the eigenvalues, A = k2/4 for k large, we conclude that

00 1 00
sup E|X°—PyX*IL.S D) 35S Z s
£€(0,1) k=N-+1 k k=N kd

Hence, for d = 2, 3, we obtain tightness of {X?°} for free, as byproduct of the analysis in Section 4B.

In the setting of this paper, £ above is replaced by L, defined in (3-1). The above approach for
tightness fails completely. On the one hand, if we replace the eigenpairs (A, ¢x)x by (AL, ¢7 )k, where
the latter solve the eigenvalue problems associated to L, then instead of (7-2), we obtain

lim sup E|X®—PyxX°®|;2=0,
N—00 ¢5¢(0,1)

where Py; is the projection to Wy, := span{¢7, ..., ¢} }. This is useless because, a priori, the basis (¢7 )k
changes with ¢, and it is not clear that the union (over ¢ € (0, 1)) of unit balls in Wy, is still compact for
all N. On the other hand, if we fix a spectral representation, say, using (A, ¢ ) defined before, then we
no longer have the relation Gepy = (Ax)~¢x. It is not difficult to check that || VGe¢y |12 ~ l/m and
this estimate is sharp. An application of the Poincaré inequality yields that ||Geg |12 < C//Ax ~ k=14,
with C uniform in € and k. It is not clear at all how to improve this estimate. Consequently, in view of
the estimate on / f in Section 4B, we have

wp E|X-PyXIf= D E0uG’s Y Cldly 3 Tx D
£€(0.1) k=N+1 k=N+1 k=N+1 k=N+1K7

This fails to show (7-2) or the tightness of {X ¢}, even for d = 2.

In view of the analysis above, we find that the above approach for tightness, which is natural for
nonoscillatory differential operators, fails completely in the presence of fast oscillations in the diffusion
coefficients. The new approach used in Section 5 is necessary and more stable.

Appendix: Some technical results

Tightness criteria for probability measures in functional spaces. We first present a tightness criterion
for the probability measures { P X ‘ Yee(0,1) ON L?(D) induced by {X?(-, )} that are random elements in
H§(D) C L*(D), with s € (0, 1].

Theorem A.1 (tightness in LZ(D)). Let {X*(-, w)}ee(0,1) be a family of random fields on the probability
space (2, F,P), with X*( -, w) € H3 (D) for some 0 <s < 1, for each fixed ¢ € (0, 1) and w € Q. Suppose
there exists C > 0, independent of ¢ and w, such that

ENlX*as = C. (A-1)

Then the family of probability measures {PXg Yee(0,1) ON L?(D) is tight.
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Proof. By assumption, PX ° concentrates on the subspace Hg (D). For any fixed § > 0, set Mg = C §1
and define

As ={f € HJ(D) : || flms < Ms}.

Clearly, Ay is closed and bounded in Hy (D). In light of the fact that the embedding H(D) — L?*(D)is
compact [Palatucci et al. 2013], we note that A; is a compact set of L?(D). Now for any fixed ¢ € (0, 1),
applying Chebyshev’s inequality, we find
PX"(A5) = P({X° € H3(D). | X® 1> < Ms}) = 1 =PI X°lirs > M5})
&
_ E[XE] A _— C

>1 > — =1-4.
M; M;
Since § and ¢ are arbitrary, the above shows that { PX* Yee(0,1) 18 tight. O

Next we give a similar tightness criterion for probability measures { PX"} ec(0,1) on H ~1(D) induced
by {X?(-, w)} which belong to a smoother space.

Theorem A.2 (tightness in H~1(D)). Let {X?(-, w)}ee(0,1) be a family of random fields on the proba-
bility space (2, F,P), with X8(-,w) € H™5(D) for some 0 < s < 1, for each fixed € € (0, 1) and w € Q.
Suppose there exists a constant C > 0, independent of ¢ and w, such that

E|Xé||g-s <C. (A-2)
Then the probability measures { PX* Yee(0,1) ON H~Y(D) are tight.

Proof. Since D is a bounded open set with regular boundary, the embedding HO1 (D) < Hy (D), for any
0 <s < 1, is compact [Grisvard 1985, Theorem 1.4.3.2]. By duality, the embedding H (D) < H (D)
is also compact. The rest of the proof is exactly the same as in the proof of the theorem above. O

Functions of long-range correlated Gaussian random fields. Here we record some results for the ran-
dom potential v(x, w) = ®(g(x, w)) that is constructed in (L). In particular, we express the asymptotic
behavior of its correlation function R(x), and derive a (partial) fourth-order moment for v.

Autocorrelation function of the long-range model.

Lemma A.3. Assume (1) and (L.2) hold and let v(x, w) be as constructed there. Set V1 = E{go®(go)},
where gx is the underlying Gaussian random field in (L). Then there exist constants T, C > 0, depending
only on the universal parameters, such that the autocorrelation function R(x) of q satisfies

|R(x) = VP Rg (x)| < CR(x) forall |x|>T, (A-3)
where Rg is the correlation function of g. Further,
[E{g(»)q(y +x)} = ViRg (x)| < CRZ(x) forall |x| > T. (A-4)

The proof of this result can be found in [Bal et al. 2008; 2012]. It says that v(x, @) inherits the heavy
tail from the underlying Gaussian random field. The next result describes estimates on the integrals of R,
possibly against some potential function that has singularity at the origin.
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Fourth-order moments of v(x, ). Finally, we present a nonasymptotic estimate for the four-moments of
v(x, w) constructed in (L1) and (L.2), with the additional assumption (L.3). In the following, we denote
by U the collections of two pairs of unordered numbers in the set {1, 2, 3, 4},

U:={p={(p1).p2).(p3). p(A)}: p(i) €{1,2,3,4}, p(1) # p(2). p3) # p(4)}.  (A-5)

As members in a set, the pairs (p(1), p(2)) and (p(3), p(4)) are required to be distinct; however, the two
pairs can have one common index. There are three elements in U/ that collect all four numbers. They
are precisely {(1,2), (3,4)}, {(1,3),(2,4)} and {(1,4), (2, 3)}. Let Uy denote the subset formed by these
three elements, and let /* be its complement.

Lemma A.4. Assume (L) holds and let v(x, w) be as constructed there. Then there exists U : RY — R4,
bounded and satisfying ¥(x) ~ |x|™% as |x| — 0o, and some C > 0, depending only on the universal
parameters, such that for any four points {x; € RE:1<i< 43,

<C Y ) —%p@)? (Xp(3) —Xp(a))- (A-6)
pEU*

4
‘[E [Tven— D" RO —xp@) R(p3)—Xp@)
i=1 DPEUx

We refer to [Bal and Jing 2011, Proposition 4.1] for the proof of this result. In particular, ¢ above can
be chosen as the autocorrelation function R(x) of v(x, w). As discussed earlier, (A-6) can be viewed as
an alternative for the estimates in Lemma 4.3.
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BLOW-UP RESULTS FOR A
STRONGLY PERTURBED SEMILINEAR HEAT EQUATION:
THEORETICAL ANALYSIS AND NUMERICAL METHOD

VAN TIEN NGUYEN AND HATEM ZAAG

We consider a blow-up solution for a strongly perturbed semilinear heat equation with Sobolev subcritical
power nonlinearity. Working in the framework of similarity variables, we find a Lyapunov functional
for the problem. Using this Lyapunov functional, we derive the blow-up rate and the blow-up limit of
the solution. We also classify all asymptotic behaviors of the solution at the singularity and give precise
blow-up profiles corresponding to these behaviors. Finally, we attain the blow-up profile numerically,
thanks to a new mesh-refinement algorithm inspired by the rescaling method of Berger and Kohn. Note
that our method is applicable to more general equations, in particular those with no scaling invariance.

1. Introduction

We are concerned in this paper with blow-up phenomena arising in the nonlinear heat problem
0 = A+ |u|PYu + h(u),
u(-,0) =ug € L*°(R"),
where u(t) : x > u(x,t) € R for x € R” and A stands for the Laplacian in R”. The exponent p > 1 is
subcritical (which means that p < (n 4 2)/(rn—2) if n > 3) and / is given by
|27~z
log?(2 + z2)
By standard results, the problem (1-1) has a unique classical solution u(x, ¢) in L°°(R"), which exists

at least for small times. The solution u(x, ¢) may develop singularities in some finite time. We say that
u(x,t) blows up in a finite time 7" if u(x, ¢) satisfies (1-1) in R” x [0, T") and

(1-1)

h(z) = with a>0, u eR. (1-2)

1' t oo (R = .
Jlim, |14 (2)]| Loo(mr) = +00

T is called the blow-up time of u(x, 7). In such a blow-up case, a point b € R" is called a blow-up point
of u(x, t) if and only if there exist (x,, ;) — (b, T') such that |u(x,, t,)| = +00 as n — +o0.
In the case u = 0, the equation (1-1) is the semilinear heat equation

O = Au+ |ul|Ptu. (1-3)

Zaag is supported by the ERC Advanced Grant no. 291214, BLOWDISOL and by the ANR project ANAE ref. ANR-13-BSO01-
0010-03.

MSC2010: primary 35K10; secondary 35K58.
Keywords: blow-up, Lyapunov functional, asymptotic behavior, blow-up profile, semilinear heat equation, lower-order term.

229


http://msp.org/apde/
http://dx.doi.org/10.2140/apde.2016.9-1
http://dx.doi.org/10.2140/apde.2016.9.229
http://msp.org

230 VAN TIEN NGUYEN AND HATEM ZAAG

Problem (1-3) has been addressed in different ways in the literature. The existence of blow-up solutions
has been proved by several authors (see [Fujita 1966; Levine 1973; Ball 1977]). Consider a solution
u(x, t) of (1-3) which blows up at a time 7. The very first question to be answered is the blow-up rate,
i.e., there are positive constants C; and Cj such that

Co(T = 1) 7T < ||u(t)|| poogny < Co(T —1) 7T forall ¢ € (0, T). (1-4)

The lower bound in (1-4) follows by a simple argument based on Duhamel’s formula (see [Weissler
1981]). For the upper bound, Giga and Kohn [1987] proved (1-4) for 1 < p < (3n +8)/(3n —4) or for
nonnegative initial data with subcritical p.

Later, the estimate (1-4) was extended to all subcritical p without assuming nonnegativity for initial
data uy by Giga, Matsui and Sasayama [Giga et al. 2004a]. The estimate (1-4) is a fundamental step to
obtain more information about the asymptotic blow-up behavior, locally near a given blow-up point b.
Giga and Kohn [1989] showed that, for a given blow-up point beRn,

lim (7 0y tu(b+ T —1,1) = +«,
t—

where k = (p — 1)~/ (=1 _uniformly on compact sets of R”.

This result was specified by Filippas and Liu [1993] (see also [Filippas and Kohn 1992]) and Veldzquez
[1992; 1993] (see also [Herrero and Veldzquez 1992a; 1992c; 1993]). Using the renormalization theory,
Bricmont and Kupiainen [1994] showed the existence of a solution of (1-3) such that

(T =7 Tu(h + 2 /(T — 1) log(T — ). 1) — fo() |l Loomy — 0 as  — T. (1-5)
where )
@ =(1+ 2 0:2) (1-6)
4p

Merle and Zaag [1997] obtained the same result through a reduction to a finite-dimensional problem.
Moreover, they showed that the profile (1-6) is stable under perturbations of initial data (see also
[Fermanian Kammerer et al. 2000; Fermanian Kammerer and Zaag 2000; Masmoudi and Zaag 2008] for
related results).

In the program developed by those authors in the case p = 0, the invariance of (1-1) under the scaling
transformation

> 1 (£, 7) = AT u(AE, A27)

played a crucial role. Indeed, this property is responsible for having an autonomous equation in similarity
variables defined in (1-10) below (see (1-11) below when p = 0), which helps a lot.
A similar situation is available for the equation

0su = Au +e"

(see [Herrero and Veldzquez 1993; Bebernes and Bricher 1992; Bressan 1990; 1992]).
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With more general nonlinearities, namely with
diu=Au+ f(u) (1-7)

with f(u) # |u|?~'u and f(u) # €%, no result is available on the blow-up behavior. The first example
available in the literature goes back to Giga and Kohn [1987], who considered (1-1) with a “weak”
perturbation, namely

lh(@) =M (2|7 + 1), qe€ll p). (1-8)

They could extend various results from the case & = 0.

In our paper, we aim at doing better, by considering “strong” (in comparison with (1-8)) perturbations,
namely the case mentioned in (1-2). The resulting nonlinearity is so close to the power law |u|?~ 1y that
it is not a priori clear if the perturbation is able to modify the blow-up behavior of the solution. A subtle
point is the following:

When p = 0, the similarity variables’ version of the PDE is autonomous (see (1-11) below with & = 0),
and classical energy methods a la [Levine 1973] give a Lyapunov functional (see (1-16) below) whose
role was crucial in the blow-up analysis performed by Giga and Kohn [1987; 1989] and later authors.

When p # 0, it is still possible to use the similarity variables, however, the resulting equation is not
autonomous (see (1-11) below). Moreover, the size of the perturbations introduced by the / term is larger
than in the “weak” case (1-8) and, more importantly, it is a priori larger than the correction computed
for the solution when p = O(1/5%) with 0 < a < 1 as shown in Lemma 2.1, versus 1/s in the generic
case when . = 0. New ideas are crucially needed, in particular to find a perturbed Lyapunov functional
(see Theorem 1.1 below), and to go beyond the too-large perturbation term 1/s? (we linearize around ¢
defined in (1-21)—(1-22) instead of «).

Because of those difficulties and thanks to our new ideas, we believe that our paper gives a new
framework to the study of blow-up for semilinear heat equations of the type (1-7) when the nonlinearity
f(u) could lack any scale invariance (exact, or approximate as in this case) at all.

In the case when the function / satisfies

|z1”

1< (o

+ 1) with a>1 1-9)
and M > 0, the first author derived the existence of a Lyapunov functional in the similarity variables (1-10)
for the problem (1-1), which is a crucial step in deriving the estimate (1-4). He also classified all possible
blow-up behaviors of the solution when it approaches to singularity. Here, we aim at extending the results
of [Nguyen 2015] to the case a € (0, 1]. As we mentioned above, the first step is to derive the blow-up
rate of the blow-up solution. As in [Giga et al. 2004a; Nguyen 2015], the key step is to find a Lyapunov
functional in similarity variables for (1-1). More precisely, we introduce for all b € R” (b may be a
blow-up point of u or not) the following similarity variables:

B x—>b
d VT —t

, s=—log(T —1t), wpr= (T—t)ﬁu(x,t). (1-10)
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Hence wy, 7 satisfies, for all s > —log 7" and all y € R",

w s s
dswp,T = /l)diV(/)vwb,T) - LTI + Jwp,7|P wp,r + e_ﬁh(eﬁwb,T), (1-11)
p_
where
1\2 _wi2
= - .
p(y) (4n) e (1-12)
and
__ps_ 5 C()
le"P=Th(e?=Tz)| < —(|z]P +1) forall zeR (1-13)
S

for some Cy > 0.
Following the method introduced by Hamza and Zaag [2012a; 2012b] for perturbations of the semilinear
wave equation, we introduce

Fa[w)(s) = Elw](s)ea" " + 0577, (1-14)
where y and 6 are positive constants, depending only on p, a, ; and n, which will be determined later,
and

E[w] = Eo[w] + F[w], (1-15)

where

_ 1 2 1 21 p+1 )
Golule) = [ (5190 + 5ol = gl )pdy (1-16)
and
_EDg s z
Iwl(s) = —e~ 1% | H(e™Tw)pdy, H(E) = | h(E)dE. (1-17)
R” 0

The main novelty of this paper is to allow values of a in (0, 1], which is possible at the expense of
taking the particular form (1-2) for the perturbation /. We aim at the following:

Theorem 1.1 (existence of a Lyapunov functional for (1-11)). Let a, p, n and p be fixed; consider w a
solution of (1-11). Then there exist 5o = So(a, p,n, ) > so, 6o = Op(a, p,n, ) and y = y(a, p,n, i)
such that, if 0 > 0y, then $4 satisfies the following inequality for all s, > s1 > max{5y, —log T'}:

1 [
Jalul(s2) = galwlon) = =3 [ [ @wpay s (1-18)
s1 JR?
As in [Giga et al. 2004a; Nguyen 2015], the existence of the Lyapunov functional is a crucial step for
deriving the blow-up rate (1-4) and then the blow-up limit. In particular, we have the following:
Theorem 1.2. Let a, p, n and |1 be fixed and let u be a blow-up solution of (1-1) with a blow-up time T

(i) Blow-up rate: There exists 51 = §1(a, p,n, u) = 8o such that, for all s > s’ = max{s;, —log T'},

lwp, 7 (¥, $)|lLoo@ny < C., (1-19)

where wy, T is as defined in (1-10) and C is a positive constant depending only on n, p, p and a
bound of ||wp, 1 (50) || Loe-
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(ii) Blow-up limit: If d is a blow-up point, then
NN .
lim (T —t)r—Tu(@+ yvT —t,t)= lim w;r(y,s)==x« (1-20)
t—T §—>+00 ’

holds in Lf) (Lf) is the weighted L* space associated with the weight p of (1-12)) and also uniformly
on each compact subset of R".

Remark 1.3. We will not give the proof of Theorem 1.2 because its proof follows from Theorem 1.1 as
in [Nguyen 2015]. Hence, we only give the proof of Theorem 1.1 and refer the reader to [Nguyen 2015,
Section 2] for the proofs of (1-19) and (1-20).

The next step consists in obtaining an additional term in the asymptotic expansion given in Theorem
1.2(ii). Given b a blow-up point of u(x, ¢), and up to changing uo by —u¢ and 2 by —h, we may assume
that wp 7 — « in Lf) as s — +00. Asin [Nguyen 2015], we linearize wp, 7 around ¢, where ¢ is the
positive solution of the ordinary differential equation associated to (1-11),

¢ =—%+¢”+e‘vpslh(el’sl¢) (1-21)

such that
¢(s) >k as s — 4o00; (1-22)

see [Nguyen 2015, Lemma A.3] for the existence of ¢, and note that ¢ is unique. For the reader’s
convenience, we give in Lemma A.1 the expansion of ¢ as s — +o00.

Let us introduce vp 7 = wp 1 — ¢(s); then ||Ub,T(J’»S)||Ll2) — 0 as s — +o0 and vp 1 (or v for
simplicity) satisfies the equation

dsv = (L4 w(s))v+ F(v)+ H(v,s) forall y eR", s e€[—logT, +00),

where & = A—%y-V+1anda), F and H satisty

“)(S):@(Sal.H) and  [F(v)|+|H(v,5)| = 0(|v|*) as s — +oo,

(see the beginning of Section 3 for the proper definitions of w, F and G).
It is well known that the operator & is self-adjoint in L%(R”). Its spectrum is given by

spec(¥) = {1 — %m | m e N},

and it consists of eigenvalues. The eigenfunctions of & are derived from Hermite polynomials:
For n = 1, the eigenfunction corresponding to 1 — 1m is

2
m/2]
i () = mZ My ymek (1-23)
mV) = £ K (m—2K)! yeo

For n > 2, we write the spectrum of & as

spec(¥) = {1 — 1|m| | [m| =my+-+myu, (my,....my) € N"}.
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For m = (mq, ..., my) € N", the eigenfunction corresponding to 1 — %|m| is

Hpu(y) = hmy (y1) -+l (V). (1-24)

where /i, is as defined in (1-23).
We also denote ¢, = ¢m,Cm, * ** Cm,, and p™ :y;"‘ygnz---y,',"” for any m = (my,...,my) € N" and

=1,...,yn) €R™
In this way, we derive the following asymptotic behaviors of wp 7(y,s) as s — +oo:

Theorem 1.4 (classification of the behavior of wj 1 as s — +00). Consider a solution u(t) of (1-1)
which blows-up at time T and b a blow-up point. Let wp 1(y, s) be a solution of (1-11). Then one of the
following possibilities occurs:

1) wp,r(y,s) =d(s).

(ii) There exists [ € {1,...,n} such that, up to an orthogonal transformation of coordinates, we have

wp.T(y,5)=¢ (s)——(ZyJ—ZI)—i-@( )—i—@(k;%s) as § — +0oo.

(iii) There exist an integer m > 3 and constants cy not all zero such that

w7 (y.5) = () —e TNy Hy(y) +0(e™27D%) as s > +oo.

lo|=m
The convergence takes place in Lf) as well as in C@{f)’cy for any k > 1 and some y € (0, 1).

Remark 1.5. In [Nguyen 2015], we were unable to get this result in the case where / satisfies (1-9)
with a € (0, 1]. Here, by taking the particular form of the perturbation (see (1-2)), we are able to overcome
technical difficulties in order to derive the result.

Remark 1.6. From Theorem 1.2(ii), we would naturally try to find an equivalent for w —« as s — +o0.
A posteriori from our results in Theorem 1.4, we see that, in all cases, |w — k]| 2~ C/s% with
@’ = min{a, 1}. This is indeed a new phenomenon observed in our (1-1) and which is different from
the case of the unperturbed semilinear heat equation, where either w —«x = 0 or ||w —«|| 2"~ C/s or
lw—«ll 3 ~ Ce1=m/Ds for some even m > 4. This shows the originality of our paper. In our case,
hnearlzmg around « would keep us trapped in the 1/s scale. In order to escape that scale, we forget the
explicit function «, which is not a solution of Equation (1-11) and linearize instead around the nonexplicit
function ¢, which happens to be an exact solution of (1-11). This way, we escape the 1/s scale and reach
exponentially decreasing order.

Using the information obtained in Theorem 1.4, we can extend the asymptotic behavior of wy 7 to
larger regions. Particularly, we have the following:
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Theorem 1.7 (convergence extension of wy, 7 to larger regions). For all Ko > 0:

(1) If Theorem 1.4(ii) occurs, then

1 logs
sup |wp 7 (E/s,5)— f1(§)| = @(—a) —i—@( £ ) as s — 400, (1-25)
|EI=Ko S S
where ,
-1 -
fl(g):;c(ler—Zéf) i forall & e R" (1-26)
4p =1
with [ given in Theorem 1.4(ii).
(1) If Theorem 1.4(iii) occurs, then m > 4 is even and
sup |wb,T(§e(%_$)s,s) —Ym&)] =0 as s— +oo, (1-27)
|EI<Ko
where )
-1
Ym (&) = K(l +xP Z caéo‘) i forall £ e R", (1-28)

la|=m
where cy is the same as in Theorem 1.4 and the multilinear for Z|a|=m ca &Y is nonnegative.

Remark 1.8. Note that Theorem 1.7 is analogous to the result obtained in [Veldzquez 1992] for problem
(1-1) without the perturbation. In particular, we follow the method of [loc. cit.] and care about the speed
of the convergence, which was not given in that paper. Note also that the asymptotic profiles described in
Theorem 1.7 are exactly the same as the ones deri