DIFFRACTION OF SINGULARITIES FOR THE WAVE
EQUATION ON MANIFOLDS WITH CORNERS

RICHARD MELROSE, ANDRAS VASY, AND JARED WUNSCH

ABSTRACT. We consider the fundamental solution to the wave equation
on a manifold with corners. If the initial pole of the solution is appro-
priately situated, we show that the singularities which are diffracted by
the corners (i.e., loosely speaking, are not propagated along limits of
transversely reflected rays) are smoother than the main singularities of
the solution. More generally, we show that subject to a hypothesis of
nonfocusing, diffracted wavefronts of any solution to the wave equation
are smoother than the incident singularities.
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1. INTRODUCTION

1.1. The problem and its history. Let Xy be a manifold with corners, of
dimension n, i.e., a manifold locally modeled on (RT)f*1 xR"~/~1 endowed
with an incomplete metric, smooth and non-degenerate up to the boundary.
We consider the wave equation

(1.1) Ou = Dfu— Au =0 on My =R x Xy,

where Dy = 171(9/0t) and A is the nonnegative Laplace-Beltrami operator;
we will impose either Dirichlet or Neumann conditions at 0Xg. As is well
known, by the classic result of Duistermaat-Hormander! (see [4]), that the
wavefront set of a solution u propagates along null-bicharacteristics in the
interior. However, the behavior of singularities striking the boundary and
corners of My is considerably subtler.

Indeed the propagation of singularities for the wave equation on mani-
folds with boundary is already a rather subtle problem owing the the diffi-
culties posed by “glancing” bicharacteristics, those which are tangent to the
boundary. Chazarain [1] showed that singularities striking the boundary
transversely simply reflect according to the usual law of geometric optics
(conservation of energy, tangential momentum, hence “angle of incidence
equals angle of reflection”) for the reflection of bicharacteristics. This result
was extended in [23] and [24] by showing that, at glancing points, singu-
larities may only propagate along certain generalized bicharacteristics. The
continuation of these curves may fail to be unique at (non-analytic) points
of infinite-order tangency as shown by Taylor [31]. Whether all of these
branches of bicharacteristics can carry singularities is still not known.

As was shown initially in several special examples (namely those amenable
to separation of variables) the interaction of wavefront set with a corner
gives rise to new, diffractive phenomena, in which a single bicharacteristic
carrying a singularity into a corner engenders singularities releasing from
the corner along a whole family of bicharacteristics. For instance, a ray
carrying a singularity transversely into a codimension-two corner will in
general produce singularities on the entire cone of rays reflected in such
a way as to conserve both energy and momentum tangent to the corner
(see Figure 1) The first diffraction problem to be rigorously treated was
that of the exterior of a wedge,? which was analyzed by Sommerfeld [30];

IThis result, viewed in the context of hyperbolic equations, built on a considerable
body of work prior to the introduction of the wavefront set; see especially [12], [15].
2This is not in fact a manifold with corners, but is quite closely related.
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FIGURE 1. A ray carrying a singularity may strike a corner of
codimension two and give rise to a whole family of diffracted
singularities, conserving both energy and momentum along
the corner.

subsequently, many related examples were analyzed by Friedlander [5], and
more generally the case of exact cones was worked out explicitly by Cheeger-
Taylor [2], [3] in terms of the functional calculus for the Laplace operator
on the cross section of the cone. All of these explicit examples reveal that
generically a diffracted wave arises from the interaction of wavefront set
of the solution with singular strata of the boundary of the manifold; this
has long been understood at a heuristic level, with the geometric theory of
diffraction of by Keller [11] describing the classes of trajectories that ought
to contribute to the asymptotics of the solution in various regimes.

Subsequent work has been focused primarily on characterizing the bichar-
acteristics on which singularities can propagate, and on describing the strength
and form of the singularities that arise. The propagation of singularities on
a wide class of manifolds including manifolds with boundary was first under-
stood in the analytic case by Lebeau [13], [14]. In the C*° setting employed
here, the special case of manifolds with conic singularities was studied by
Melrose-Wunsch [26] and on edge manifolds (i.e., cone bundles) by Melrose-
Vasy-Wunsch [25]. Vasy [34] obtained results analogous to Lebeau’s in the
case of manifolds with corners, and it is the results of this work that directly
bear on the situation studied here.

While the foregoing results characterize which bicharacteristics may carry
singularities for solutions to the wave equation, they ignore the question of
the regularity of the diffracted front. In general, we expect a singularity
measured microlocally with respect to Sobolev spaces an so in WF? to prop-
agate strongly, i.e. certain “geometric” bicharacteristics through that point
are also in WF?; in simple cases, these are known to be those which are
locally approximable by bicharacteristics that miss the corners and reflect
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FIGURE 2. Geometric optic rays hitting a corner F', emanat-
ing from a point 0. The rays labelled G are geometric at F',
while those labelled NG are non-geometric at F'. The left-
most geometric ray is a limit of rays like the unlabelled one
shown on the figure that just miss F. The blown up version
of the picture, i.e. where (r, ) are introduced as coordinates
at the origin, is shown on the right. The front face (i.e., the
lift of the corner) is denoted ff. The reflecting line indicates
the broken geodesic of length 7 induced on ff given by r = 0,
0 € [0,6p]. The total length of the three segments shown
on ff is 7r; this can be thought of as the sum of three angles
on the picture on the left: namely the angles between the
incident ray and the right boundary (corresponding to the
first segment), the right and left boundaries, finally the left
boundary and the emanating reflected ray.

transversely off boundary hypersurfaces. More generally, we can define geo-
metric bicharacteristics as follows: To begin, we blow up the corner, i.e.
introduce polar coordinates around it; this serves to replace the corner with
its inward-pointing normal bundle, which fibers over the corner with fiber
given by one orthant of a sphere, S/ N (R*)/*1. We will define geometric
broken bicharacteristics passing through the corner as those that lift to the
blown-up space to enter and leave the lift of the corner at points connected by
generalized broken geodesics of length 7 with respect to the naturally defined
metric on S7N (R*)f +1 undergoing specular reflection at its boundaries and
corners.® (The fiber metric depends on the ambient metric and will not in
general be the standard metric on the sphere). Bicharacteristics that enter
and leave the corner at points in a fiber that are not at distance-m in this
sense are referred to as “diffractive.” See Figure 2.

It turns out that subject to certain hypotheses of nonfocusing, the singu-
larities propagating along diffractive bicharacteristics emanating from the
corner will be weaker than those on geometric bicharacteristics. In particu-
lar, the fundamental solution satisfies the nonfocusing condition, hence one
consequence of our main theorem is as follows:

3The actual definition is considerably complicated by the existence of glancing rays,
and is discussed in detail in §3.4.
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Theorem 1.1. Consider the fundamental solution u, to the wave equation,
with pole o sufficiently close to a corner, W, of codimension k with a corre-
spondingly short geodesic from o to'Y meeting each boundary face containing
Y transversally. While u, lies microlocally in * H"/241-0 Gt s less sin-
gular by (k —1)/2 derivatives along diffractive bicharacteristics emanating
from W, that is it lies microlocally in H("Hk+1-0)/2

A more precise version of this result (with “sufficiently close...” eludicated)
appears in Corollary 9.6.

A more general theorem on regularity of the diffracted wave subject to
the nonfocusing condition is the central result of this paper. See §1.2 for a
rough statement of the nonfocusing condition and §6 for technical details;
the main theorem is stated and proved in §9.

There are a few related results known in special case. Gérard-Lebeau
[7] explicitly analyzed the problem of an analytic conormal wave incident
on an analytic corner in R?, obtaining a 1/2-derivative improvement of the
diffracted wavefront over the incident one. The first and third authors [26]
obtained the results for manifolds with conic singularities, which the authors
subsequently generalized to the case of edge manifolds [25].

1.2. The hypothesis. We now describe the nonfocusing hypothesis in more
detail, in the context of the simplest geometric situation to which our results
apply.

It is easily seen from the explicit form of the fundamental solution that
it is not in general true that diffracted rays are more regular than incident
singularities. For example, take A to be the Dirichlet Laplacian in a sectorial
domain {r € [0,00),0 € [0,6]} in R?, and consider the solution

sintv A
VA

where ¢ € C°((0,6p)) is supported close to some value €. This solution is
manifestly locally in H'/270 by energy conservation. On the other hand one
may see from the explicit form of the propagator in [2], [3] after convolution
with ¢(0) that a spherical wave of singularities emanates from the corner at
time ¢ = rg, with regularity H'/270, hence the same as the overall Sobolev
regularity of the solution. The bicharacteristics along which singularities
propagate are, for short time, just the lifts of the straight lines r = ry £+ ¢,
0 € supp ¢, hence travelling straight into or out of the vertex. Perturbing
these slightly to make them miss the vertex, we see that in fact there are two
“geometric” continuations® for each bicharacteristic, depending on whether
we approximate it by geodesics passing to the left or to the right of the
vertex (see Figure 2). Thus, the geometric continuations of the rays on which

(1.2) ¢(0)d(r — 7o),

4Here and henceforth we emply the notation s — 0 to mean s — ¢ for all € > 0.

5What a geometric continuation of a bicharacteristic is in general will be elucidated in
§3.4.
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singularities strike the vertex are close to the two possible continuations of
the single ray 6 = 6’, hence do not include all points on the spherical wave.
So we have an example in which there are “non-geometric” singularities of
full strength.

The nonfocusing condition serves exactly to rule out such situations. The
above example has the property that applying negative powers of (Id —i—Dg)
does not regularize the short-time solution (or the initial data) as it is already
C® in the 0 direction. In this simple example, the nonfocusing condition says
precisely that the solution is regularized by negative powers of (Id +D3), or,
equivalently, that it can be written

(I1d+DHNv, v € H?

for some s exceeding the overall Sobolev regularity. For instance, the fun-

damental solution

sin t\/Z 5
VA

looks, after application of a sufficiently negative power of (Id+Dj3), like a

distribution of the form

(r—1"8(0 — 6"

sin t\/Zé
VA

with f € CM, M >> 0, hence we can write
ue (Id+DH)NH?>0,

(r—r)f(0)

for some N > 0, at least locally, away from the boundary. We also observe
that the example (1.2) enjoys a property which is essential dual to the non-
focusing condition, to whit, fixed regularity under repeated application of
Dy. We refer to this property as “coisotropic regularity” (the terminology
will be explained in §6) and it plays an essential role in our proof.

The nonfocusing condition and coisotropic regularity in a more general
setting are subtler owing to their irreducibly microlocal nature: the operator
Dy has to be replaced by a family of operators characteristic along the
flowout of the corner under consideration.

1.3. Structure of the proof. We now describe the logical structure of the
proof, as it is somewhat involved. The heart of the argument is a series of
propagation of singularities results, obtained by positive commutator meth-
ods. In order to be able to distinguish between “geometric” and “diffractive”
bicharacteristics at a corner of M, we begin by performing a blowup of the
corner, i.e. introducing polar coordinates centered at it, to obtain a new
manifold with corners M. The commutants that we employ in our com-
mutator argument almost lie in a calculus of pseudodifferential operators,
the edge-b calculus, that behaves like Mazzeo’s edge calculus [16] near the
new boundary face introduced by the blowup (henceforth, the edge) and
like Melrose’s b calculus [19, 21, 22] at the remaining boundary faces. The
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complication, as in the previous work of Vasy [34] on propagation of singu-
larities, is that in order to control certain error terms we in fact must employ
a hybrid differential-pseudodifferential calculus, in which we keep track of
certain terms involving differential operators normal to the boundary faces
other than W.

Even this propagation result alone is insufficient to obtain our result, as
it does not allow regularity of greater than a certain degree to propagate out
of the edge, with the limitation in fact not exceeding the a priori regularity
of the solution. What it does allow for, however, is the propagation of
coisotropic regularity of arbitrarily high order, suitably microlocalized in
the edge-b sense. This allows us to conclude that given a ray v leaving
the edge, if the solution enjoys coisotropic regularity along all rays incident
upon the edge that are geometrically related to v, then we may conclude
coisotropic regularity along v as well. (If some of these incident rays are
glancing, i.e. tangent to the boundary, we require as our hypothesis actual
differentiability globally at all incoming glancing rays rather than coisotropic
regularity, which no longer makes sense; the version of the commutator
argument that deals with these rays is the most technically difficult aspect
of the argument.) In particular, then, global coisotropic regularity together
with C*° regularity at glancing rays implies global coisotropic regularity
leaving the edge away from glancing. We are then able to dualize this result
to show that the nonfocusing condition propagates as well.

Consequently, we show that subject to the nonfocusing condition, in the
model case of the sector considered above, if v is an outgoing ray such that
the solution is C*° along all incoming rays geometrically related to it,

u € (Id+Dg)N H* along 7,

where s = (—n 4+ k +1)/2 — 0 for the fundamental solution near a general
codimension-k corner on an n-manifold, i.e. is 1/2 —0 for our sector. On the
other hand the microlocal propagation of coisotropic regularity shows that

Dku € H® for all k along v

where sg is the overall regularity of the solution (—n/2 + 1 — 0 for the
fundamental solution). An interpolation argument then yields

u e H*Y along 7,

proving the theorem.

The authors acknowledge the support of the National Science Foundation
under grants DMS-0408993 (RM), DMS-0733485 and DMS-0801226 (AV)
and DMS-0700318 (JW). The second author was also supported by a Cham-
bers Fellowship from Stanford University. All three authors are grateful to
MSRI for both support and hospitality in the fall of 2008, during which the
bulk of this manuscript was written.
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2. GEOMETRY: METRIC AND LAPLACIAN

Let Xy be a connected n-dimensional manifold with corners. We work
locally, near a given point in the interior of a corner Y of codimension f + 1.
Thus, we have local coordinates x1,...,Zf41,91,...,Yn—f—1 in which Y is
given by x1 = ... = xy1; = 0. Suppose that gp is a smooth Riemannian
metric on Xy, non-degenerate up to all boundary faces. We may always
choose local coordinates in which it takes the form

(21) go = Zai]’ dl‘l dl‘j +Zb” dyl dyj +226ij da:l dyj
with ¢;j]y = 0. This can be arranged by changing the y variables to

v =+ > oYk

while keeping the x; unchanged. The the cross-terms then become

2 Z cij dx; dy;- +2 Z bi; Yik dyg dxp,

which can be made to vanish by making the appropriate choice of the Y}y,
using the invertibility of {b;;}.

Let X = [X;Y], be the real blowup of Y in Xg (see [21, 20]) and let ¥
denote the front face of the blowup, which we also refer to as the edge face.
Recall that the blow-up arises by identifying a neigborhood of Y in Xy with
the inward-pointing normal bundle N1'Y of Y in Xy and blowing up the
origin in the fibers of the normal bundle (i.e. introducing polar coordinates
in the fibers). Since the normal bundle is trivialized by the defining functions
of the boundary faces, a neighborhood of Y in X is globally diffeomorphic
to

[0,00) X Y x Z, where Z = S/ N[0,00)/ L.

We use coordinates zi,...,2y in Z; near a corner of Z of codimension k,
these are divided into 21,...,z;, € [0,00) and 2, ,,...,27 € R. There is

significant freedom in choosing the identification of a neighborhood of Y
and the coordinates on the fibers of the normal bundle but the naturality
of the smooth structure on the blown up manifold, [Xo; Y], corresponds to
the fact that these are smoothly related.

The metric gg identifies NY as a subbundle of Ty Xy. This corresponds
to coordinates (x;,y;) as above with the dy; orthogonal to dz; at Y. In
the blow-up polar coordinates are introduced in the x; but the y; are left
unchanged. It is convenient to think of these as polar coordinates induced
by Zij a;j dx; dzj. In particular, we choose

z = ( Z aij (0,y)z;25) 1/2
5]

as the ‘polar variable’ which is the defining function of the front face. With
this choice, the metric takes the form

(2.2) g = dz* + h(y,dy) + 2°k(x,y, z,dz) + zk/ (z,y, 2, dz, dy, z dz).
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FIGURE 3. A manifold Xy with corners of codimension two
(below) and its blowup X (top). A geodesic hitting the
codimension-two corner is shown, together with its lift to
the blown-up space X, which then strikes the front “edge”
face of the blowup.

More generally, one can simply consider the wider class of manifolds with
corners with metrics of the form (2.2), we refer to these as ‘edge metrics’ for
brevity. Note, however, that there are no results currently available in this
wider setting that limit propagation of singularities to generalized broken
bicharacteristics. Despite this, the results in §7 remain valid in this more
general context.

Now, set

M=R;xX, My=Rx Xy, W=RxY,

where W now represents the space-time “edge.”

Let Diff 3 (X) denote the filtered algebra of operators on C*°(X') generated
by those vector fields that are tangent to the fibers of the front face Y
produce by the blow up; zD,, xDy;, D,; form a local coordinte basis of
these vector fields. See §3 and §5 for further explanation of this algebra and
of our terminology. The same definition leads to the algebra of operators
Diff3, (M) on C*°(M) with local generating basis Dy, xDy, xD,., D.;.
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Lemma 2.1. The Laplace operator A € x~2Diff2(X) on X is of the form
f

1T

1
AeD2+ =D, + —4z+ Ay + z ! Diff% (X)
where Ay is the Laplace operator in Z with respect to the metric h (and
hence depends parametrically on x and y) and Ay is the Laplacian on'Y
with respect to the metric k.

In particular, 0 = D? — Ax € x~2 Diff2,(M).

3. BUNDLES AND BICHARACTERISTICS

In this section, we discuss several different geometric settings in which
the propagation problem for [J on My may be viewed. Somewhat loosely,
each of these corresponds to a choice of a Lie algebra of vector fields with
different boundary behavior; these then lead to distinct bundles of covectors,
with the corresponding descriptors used as section headings here. The first,
the “b”-bundle, can be considered either on My or M. Indeed, the bundle
of b-covectors on My is the setting for the propagation results of [34]: these
results are, as will be seen below, necessarily global in the corner, and do not
distinguish between diffractive rays and geometric subset of them as defined
below. In order to discuss the improvement in regularity which can occur for
propagation along the geometric rays, two more bundles of covectors, lying
over the blown-up space M, are introduced. These, the “edge-b” and “edge-
smooth” bundles, keep track of local information in the fibers of the blowup
of W in My, and allow us to distinguish the diffractive rays from geometric
ones. The distinction between the edge-b and edge-smooth bundles comes
only at the boundary of W, and the tension between the two presentations
of the problem gives rise to reflection of singularities off boundary faces,
uniformly up to the edge W.

In order to alleviate some of the notational burden on the reader, a table
§3.5 is include in which the various bundles, their coordinates, their sections,
and some of the maps among them are reviewed. The standard objects for
a manifold with corners, (), correspond to uniform smoothness up to all
boundary faces, so V(@) denotes the Lie algebra of smooth vector fields,
TQ, the tangent bundle, of which V(Q) forms all the smooth sections, 7@
is its dual, etc.

3.1. b-Cotangent bundle. Let V,(Q) C V(Q) denote the Lie subalgebra
of those smooth vector fields on the general manifold with corners ¢, which
are tangent to each boundary face. The local vector fields

xlﬁxl,...,xf+18xf+1,8yl,...,8%7#1;

form a basis over smooth functions, so V},(Q) is the space of C*°-sections of
a vector bundle, denoted

b1Q.
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The dual bundle PT*Q therefore has sections spanned by
dry - drpn

PRI 7dy17°°°7dyn—f—1~
1 Lf+1

The natural map
(3.1) Teop 1 TFQ — PT*Q

is the adjoint of the bundle map ¢ : PTQ — TQ corresponding to the
inclusion of V(@) in V(Q).

Canonical local coordinates on T* M correspond to decomposing a cov-
ector in terms of the basis as

75 dt + an dy; + Z&j dx;,
J J
and elements of PT* My may be written
b dx;
T dt—l—ZT]] dy]+Z§ x'J,
so defining canonical coordinates. The map (3.1) then takes the form

WSHb(:C? y? t? 587"7877_8) = (x7 y7 t? :Cgb?’r]b?,rb) = ('/E7 y? t? xgs?/rls77_s)7

with x€° = (11€5,. .. ,$f+1§jc+1).

The setting for the basic theorem on the propagation of singularities in
[34] is PT* My. In particular, generalized broken bicharacteristics, or GBB ’s,
are curves in PT* My. In order to analyze the geometric improvement, spaces
that will keep track of finer singularities are needed. Before introducing
these, we first recall the setup for GBB's . Note that at W, ms_p|y maps
N*W onto the zero section over W, and is injective on its complement, so
we may make the identification

sy (N W) = T*W.

We also recall that it is convenient to work on cosphere bundles. Since it
is linear, ms_}, intertwines the RT-actions, but it does not induce a map on
the corresponding cosphere bundles since it maps part of 7% M \ o into the
zero section of PT* M. However, on the characteristic set of [J this map is
better behaved. Let

po = 02(1) € C>(T" My \ o)
be the standard principal symbol of 00 € Diff?(Mp); it is of the form
ZAJ’C@ &+ Z Bjgnimg, + 22 Cir&ing)
with Ajku jkaCjk € C>®(My), Ajk = Akj and Bj = By;, jk|x=0 = 0. Let
(3:2) "o =y ({0})/RY C S* My

be the spherical image of the characteristic set of [1. This has two connected
components, *¥¢ 4, corresponding to 7° 2 0 since {7° = 0} N*3y = (). Now,
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N*W C {7% =0}, so WNp~1(0) = ), meaning W is non-characteristic for
0. Since N*W is the null space of 7., there is an induced map on the
sphere bundles Ty, : X — PS*Mj; the range is denoted

(3.3) "Xy = eon(p~H(0))/RT C P5* M.

Again, PY has two connected components corresponding to the sign of
7% in *3g and hence the sign of 7P, These will be denoted bZo,i.

We use 75, resp. 7%, to obtain functions homogeneous of degree zero on
T* My \ o inducing coordinates on S*My near 5% :

zy.t, & =8/ 7 =1/,
Note also that these coordinates are global in the fibers of S* MyN*Xg+ — My
for each choice of sign +.
75 =sgn7®
lifts to a constant function +1 on *¥g 4. There are similar coordinates on
bS* My near PX.
In these coordinates,
(3.4)
Y0NSy My = {(2,y,£,6%,9%) : 2 =0, & =0, > By < 1} € S*W.

We also remark that with H,, denoting the Hamilton vector field of po,
He = 7" Hy,

is a homogeneous degree zero vector field near py *({0}), thus can be regarded
as a vector field on S*M,.
Now we define the b-hyperbolic and b-glancing sets by

(3.5) Gwp = {q € "Siy My : |(ms—p) " (g) NBo| = 1}
and
(3.6) Hwp = {q € "Sjy My : |(ms—1) " (q) N5%0| > 2},

These are thus also subsets of S*W. In local coordinates® they are given by
(3.7)

Gwp = {(@,9,4,7°,8% ")+ =0, #> e {1}, &2 =0, > Buafip = 1}

Hwp = {(z,y,t,7°, " 0") : 2 =0, " € {£1}, &> =0, Y Bjibip < 1}.
Note tAhat for q € bS{';VMO, at the unique point g in (ms_p) " (q) N 5o, we
have £* = 0, and correspondingly Hs(qo) is tangent to W, explaining the

“glancing” terminology.
Now we discuss bicharacteristics.

6The discrete variable 7 is not, of course, part of the coordinate system, but serves to
identify which of two components of the characteristic set we are in.
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Definition 3.1. A generalized broken bicharacteristic, or GBB | is a continu-
ous map v : I — P¥ such that for all f € C>°(*S* M), real-valued,

(3.8) i 2 V6) = (F 2 9)(50)

5—s0 s — 8o
(3.9) > inf{Hy (i £)(a) g € 721y (7(50)) N *So}.
Remark 3.2. Replacing f by —f, we deduce that the inequality
(f o7)(s) = (f 2 ¥)(s0)

(3.10) lim sup

s—80 S — 80
(3.11) < sup{Hy(m_p £)(@) : 4 € 721 (1(s0)) N*So -
also holds.

We recall an alternative description of GBB's , which was in fact Lebeau’s
definition [14]. (One could use this lemma as the defining property of GBB ;
the equivalence of these two possible definitions is proved in [32, Lemma 7].)

Lemma 3.3. (See [32, Lemma 7].) Suppose v is a GBB . Then
(1) If v(s0) € Gwp, let qo be the unique point in the preimage of v(so)
under Ts_1, = Tg_plss,. Then for all f € C>®(PS*My) real valued,
f o~ is differentiable at sy, and

d(fov)
ds

(2) If v(s0) € Hwp, lying over a corner given in local coordinates by
zj =0,j=1,...,f+1, there exists € > 0 such that z;(vy(s)) =0
for s € (so—¢€,80+¢€) if and only if s = sg. That is, v does not meet
the corner {x1 = ... = xy41 = 0} in a punctured neighborhood of sg.

‘s:so = Hsﬂ':—>bf(q0)-

Remark 3.4. Tt also follows directly from the definition of GBB (by combin-
ing (3.8) and (3.10)) that, more generally, if the set

(3.12) {Hs(m_pf)(@) = a € 72, (v(s0)) N %o}

consists of a single value (for instance, if 7!, (7(s0)) N*%y is a single point),

then f o~ must be differentiable at sg, with derivative given by this value.
This is indeed how Lemma 3.3 is proved. The first part of the lemma
follows because 7,1, (¥(s0)) N*%y is a single point, giving differentiability.

On the other hand, the second half follows using f = Zé}’, for which the
single value in (3.12) is —(1 — ZBijﬁ}’ﬁ;?) < 0, for v(s0) € Hwp. Thus,
f is locally strictly decreasing. Since f(¢') = 0 if ¢’ € bSﬁvMo N b%g, in
particular at y(sg), it is non-zero at y(s) for nearby but distinct values of
s—so in particular for such s, v(s) ¢ bSﬁvMo NPy, showing that ~ leaves
W instantaneously. In fact, this argument also demonstrates the following
useful lemma.
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Lemma 3.5. Let U be a coordinate neighborhood around some p € W,
K a compact subset of U. Let eg > 0. Then there exists an 6 > 0 with
the following property. Suppose that v is a GBB and ~(so) € PSiMy. If

ST E((s0) > 0 and 1 — h(y(y(s0),1°(v(s0)) > €0 then Y|isgso4e) N
bSWMo =0, while if >-141 € (v(s0)) < 0 and 1 — h(y(v(s0),1"(7(s0)) > €0
then |[sg—s,s0] N bSﬁ/Mo = 0.

Proof. Let Uy C U be open such that K C Uy, U; C U. GBB's are uniformly
Lipschitz, i.e. with Lipschitz constant independent of the GBB , in compact
sets (thus are equicontinuous in compact sets), so it follows that there is
an §; > 0 such that v(sg) € PSi My implies that v(s) € bS(*hMO for s €
[so — 01,80 + 01]. Now the uniform Lipschitz nature of the function 1 —
h(y(~y(s)),A°(v(s))) shows that there exists d, € (0, d1] such that for [s—sg| <

82, 1= h(y(¥(5)),°(7(s))) > €0/2. Now let f =3 £€>. Then
H ( s~>bf s¥o — ZAljfz 5] +Z$]F1] _ZBijCAZ'bC}))"i'ijF%,

with Fy;, Fo; € C*°(S*My), so there exist d3 > 0 and ¢ > 0 such that if z; <
03 for j =1,..., f + 1, then Hy(n¥_, f)lss, < —c. Now if z;(y(s0)) > d3/2
for some j, the uniform Lipschitz character of z; oy shows the existence
of 0/ > 0 (independent of v) such that x;(vy(sg)) # 0 for |s — so| < ¢'.
On the other hand, if x;(vy(so) < d3/2 for all j, then the uniform Lipschitz
character of z o~y shows the existence of " € (0, d2] such that z;(v(sg)) < d3
for |s — sg| < ¢”, so f(v(s)) is strictly decreasing on [sg — 6”,s0 + 0”].
In particular, if f(y(sg)) > 0, then f(y(s)) > 0 for s € [sog — 8", 5¢], so
v(s0) ¢ "Siy Mo, and if f(y(s0)) < 0, then f(y(s)) < 0 for s € [sp, so + "],
so y(so) ¢ bS;‘;VMO again. This completes the proof of the lemma. O

We now recall the following statement, due to Lebeau.

Lemma 3.6. (Lebeau, [14, Proposition 1]) If v is a generalized broken
bicharacteristic, so € I, qo = y(so), then there exist unique G+,G— € X
satisfying ms—y(G+) = qo and having the property that if f € C>("S*Mj)
then f o~y is differentiable both from the left and from the right at sg and

d
(%) 170 leos = Her @)

Definition 3.7. A generalized broken bicharacteristic segment v, defined on
[0,50) or (—s0,0], ¥(0) = q € Hy, is said to approach W normally as s — 0

if for all j,
i 06D
s—0+ S

this limit always exists by [14, Proposition 1].

Remark 3.8. If v approaches W normally then there is s; > 0 such that
v(s) € S*Mg for s € (0,s1) or s € (—s1,0) since z;(y(0)) = 0, and the
one-sided derivative of x; o 7 is non-zero.
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While the actual derivatives depend on the choice of the defining functions
x; for the boundary hypersurfaces, the condition of normal incidence is
independent of these choices.

3.2. Edge-smooth cotangent bundle. We now discuss another bundle,
ultimately in order to discuss the refinement of GBB's that allows us to
obtain a diffractive improvement. Let 3 : M — My be the blow-down map.

Let Ves(M) denote the set of vector fields that are tangent to the fibers

of Bz : W — W (hence to W). This is a C>°(M)-module, with sections
locally spanned by

x(?;c, ZCay]., 8Z;, azg_/.

(In fact, one can always use local coordinate charts without the 2” variables
in this setting.) Under the blow-down map 3 : M — My, elements of V(M)
lift to vector fields of the form z='V, V € V (M), where x is a defining

function of the front face, W. Conversely, 2~ Ves(M) is spanned by the lift
of elements of V(Mj) over C>*(M), i.e.

(3.13) 2™ Wes (M) = C%(M) ®coo (1) BV(M).

Let ®T'M denote the “edge-smooth” tangent bundle of M, defined as the
bundle whose smooth sections are elements of Ves(M); such a bundle exists
by the above description of a local spanning set of sections. Let “T*M
denote the dual bundle. Thus in the coordinates of §2, sections of “T™*M
are spanned by

d
(3.14) ey g d
X - X - X - -

By (3.13), taking into account that dt? — gg is a Lorentz metric on My, we
deduce that its pull-back g to M is a Lorentzian metric on = 1*T*M, i.e.
that £72¢ is a symmetric non-degenerate bilinear form on *TM with sig-
nature (+,—,...,—). Correspondingly, the dual metric G has the property
that 22G is a Lorentzian metric on ®T*M. Note that G is the pull-back of
Gy = 02(00) € C°(T*My\ 0). We thus conclude that oo(0J) € C>°(T* My \ 0)
lifts to an element of x=2C°(*T*M \ 0); let

P = Oes2(x?0) € C®(ST*M \ 0)
be such that = 2p is this lift, so
Pla=o =72 = (£ + h(y, 1) + k(y, 2,Q))-
Let % C ®S*M denote the characteristic set of z20J, i.e., the set
<% =p ' ({0})/R = {06s,2(2°0) = O} /R
Thus, using the coordinates

(3.15) z,y.t,25,8=¢/1z|, i=n/lz], {=¢/Iz], e =z,
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on ®T*M, valid where 7 # 0, hence (outside the zero section) near where
p = 0, and dropping ¢ to obtain coordinates on *S*M,

es es Q* PN 22 ~ P
(3.16) ®XN=SHM = {(z =0,t,y,2,,1,0) : § +h(y,7)+k(y,2,¢) = 1}.
The rescaled Hamilton vector field
Hes = |Z‘_1HP

is homogeneous of degree 0, and thus can be regarded as a vector field on
¢5* M which is tangent to ®“¥X. (Note that while Hes depends on the choice
of z, and the particular homogeneous degree —1 function, |7|~!, used to
re-homogenize H,, these choices only change Hes by a positive factor, so its
direction is independent of the choices—though our choices are in any case
canonical.)

With the notation of [25, Section 7] (where it is explained slightly dif-
ferently, as the underlying manifold is not a blow-up of another space),
corresponding to the edge fibration

B:W—W=Y xRy,
there is a natural map
Wes eST;%/]W — T*W.

In fact, in view of (3.13), the bundle 7 '*TM (whose sections are x 1

times smooth sections of *“T'M) can be identified with S*T My, so one has
a natural map £ 'TM — TM,. Dually, 2°T*M can be identified with
B*T* Mgy, so one has a natural map z®T*M — T*M,. Multiplication by
x maps ®T*M to z*T*M, and ms_p : T*My — PT*Mj restricts to the
quotient map Ty, My — T*W = T*My/N*W over W, so wes is given by the
composite map
CTHM 3 a—za € 2T M — Bi(za) € Ty My
— [za] € T*W c PT* My,

which in local coordinates (3.14) is given by

wes(x =0,y.t, Z>§>ﬂ717£> = (y,taﬂ,l)-

The fibers can be identified with R¢ x T*Z. In view of the R*-action on *Y,
this gives rise to a map wes : X — S*W, which is a fibration over Hyyy,
(where 1 — h(y,nP) > 0) with fiber

w;sl(y7 t7 ﬁb) = {($ = 07 y7 t? Z7§7ﬁ7 g) : = ﬁb7

| ‘2 + k(y? Z?é) =1- h‘(y?ﬁb)};

the fibers degenerate at Gy . Then He is tangent to the fibers of wes. In
fact, as computed in [25, Proof of Lemma 2.3] (which is directly valid in our

[ | 3>
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setting), using coordinates (3.15) on “T*M,

(3.17)
- %Hes = _%QHp
N . iis s A 1 0K . .
= E(20r — 005 — ¢ 0p) + KY¢,0: + KVC,C.0: — 5 oo 6% + zH',

with H’ tangent to the boundary, hence as a vector field on ®S* M, restricted
to esS;T/M, Hes is given by

1 . ol ’L]A ’L]A o ].8.[('7/‘7A i
(3.18) —§Hes = —g% + KY¢.0., + K £Z£J8§ =3 o gzgjﬁgk
It is thus tangent to the fibers given by the constancy of y,t,7). Notice also
that Hes is indeed tangent to the characteristic set, given by (3.16), and in
QSS"'}VM , it vanishes exactly at ¢ = 0. We let

Res = {q € “TNSSE M ¢ Hesq) = 0} = {(t,,2,6,7,() € X : { =0}

be the es-radial set.

3.3. Edge-b cotangent bundle. Finally, we construct a bundle PT*M
over M that behaves like PT*M away from W, and behaves like ®T™* M near
the interior of . Before doing so, we remark that the pullback of PT™* M
to M is PT*M, so 8 : M — My induces a map

By : PT*M — PT* My,
such that
Beloear — bTE(w)M()a we M,
is an isomorphism. It commutes with the RT-action, hence induces a map
Bﬁ :PS*M — PS* My,
such that
Biloss v — bS}(w)Mo, w e M,
is an isomorphism.

More precisely, ®°T* M arises from the lift of vector fields on My which are
tangent to all faces of My and vanish at W. (The set V of such vector fields
is a C*°(Mp)-module, but is not all sections of a vector bundle over My—
unlike its analogue, V(Mp), in the construction of Ves(M); locally z;0,,,

Jj=1....,f+1Land 2;0y,, i =1,....,f+1,j=1,....n— f—1, give a
spanning list.)

Definition 3.9. Let Vop, (M) consist of vector fields whose sections are tangent
to all of OM and to the fibers of W.
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This is again a C°>°(M )-module, and locally 20,, 0y, z;-az; and 823/ give
a spanning set; in fact
Ven (M) = C®(M) @coo(r15) BV

Thus, there is a vector bundle, called the “edge-b” tangent bundle of M,
denoted ®TM, whose sections are exactly elements of Ve, (M). Let PT*M
denote the dual bundle. Thus in the coordinates of §2, sections of **T*M
are spanned by

dt 5_ + ZC _|_ CH dZ//

In particular, we point out that the lift of E xjDy,; from My to M by 3
is 2D, up to Ve, (M), hence considering their prln(:lpal symbols gives

Y g =cata=0
J

Dividing by 8*|7?| = 17| yields
(3.19) N B =a +0(?), £=¢/Ir-
J

There exists a natural bundle map
7Tes—>eb . eST*M N ebT*M,

analogous to the bundle map 7.y, : T*My — PT*Mjy of (3.1). In canonical
coordinates, this maps
(Z7§7ﬂ’£/’£//) — (7— — 17 é‘ = §7 ’]7 = ﬂ7 C’L/ — _,/L'Z'gu C// — Ql/).
This map commutes with the RT-action of dilations in the fibers, and maps
p~1({0}) C T*M \ o into the complement of the zero section of ®®T* M, so
it gives rise to a map
7@ Sesy ebS*M
Let
ebz — 7@(682) C ebS*M

In coordinates

z,yt, 2,6 =&/Ir|, A =n/lrl, ¢ =/,

n ®S* M, and analogously defined coordinates on ®S* M

~ ~ ~l

S A Al oAl A N A A
Wesaeb(qf‘ay)tazaéaﬂ)g NG ) = (xvyata z,§=¢§, 0= 1, Cz/ = Qz% C” = Q )7

so for w € W, 7(w) = ... =z, (w) =0, 2z, (w) #0,..., z.(w) # 0, with
p=1
L NG M = {(§n,{) ePSEM: ({=...=( =0,

12 €4+ () + k(02 (0,0, Gro o, .
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We again also obtain a map wep, : X N ebS;T/M — S*W analogously to
wes Which is a fibration over Hyyp; in local coordinates (on S*W near the
projection of ®Y, (y,t,7) are local coordinates, 7 = n/|T|)

(3.20) @eb (0,4, t,2,£,1,C) = (y, t,7 = ).

More invariantly we can see this as follows. As discussed in [25, Section 7]
in the setting where the fibers on W have no boundaries, one considers the
map

xe PT*M — PT*M
given by multiplication of the covectors by z away from W, which extends
to a C* map as indicated, namely

dt d d dz!
T T xr z

/
d dz!
o rdt + 2L fpdy + g xCZ/—Zf + " - d".
xr Zi

Note that at x = 0, this gives

z- (o) =7dt +ndy,
3.21 dt d d dz, =
(3:21) a:T—+§—x+n-—y+zg—zf+§”~dz"EebT:;M,wEW.
x x x 2
In particular, as the image under (z-) o Tegs_ep of p~1({0}) C ST*M \ 0 is
disjoint from the zero section, and since multiplication by « commutes with
the RT-action in the fibers, B4 o () descends to a map

Web - ebZ — bZO,

and away from W it is given by the restriction of the natural identificantion

of ebSX/[\WM with bS]*V[O\WMO, while at W, as (3.21) shows, is given by

(3.20), where we consider S*W C S* My, cf. (3.4).

We now introduce sets of covectors that are respectively elliptic, glancing,
and hyperbolic with respect to the boundary faces of My meeting at the
corner W; these sets are thus of covectors over the boundary of W :

=G M\ Y ={qge S M\o: (Fes—en) '(q) = 0},
G ={q €S M\o: [fasar  (q)] =1},
H={q €L S5 M\o: [Feen  (9) > 2},

so °¥ N engWM =GUMH.
In coordinates, note that, for instance, for

weW, zj(w) =...=z,(w) =0, 2,1 (w) #0,..., z(w)#0,
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with p > 1,
(3.22)
ENPSEM = {3j, 1<j<p, {j#0}

UL < & hy) + bl 2, (0, 0,Goo GLCN),

gnPsyM={{=...=¢ =0,
1 :£2+h‘(y?ﬁ) +k’(y,2, (07"'aové],)+1>"'>§]/c)>§/,)}v
HAPS,M ={{{=...=( =0,

1> 52 + h‘(y’ﬁ) + k(yaza (07 s aoaé;,)-f—la s a&é)»ill)}'

Remark 3.10. The set Gy, defined in (3.5) represents rays that are glancing
with respect to the corner W, i.e., are tangent to all boundary faces meeting
at W, while G defined above describes the rays that are glancing with respect
to one or more of the boundary faces meeting at W (see Figure 4). The
sets Gy, and Hyyp, live in S*W C bSﬁvMo. This can be lifted to *S*M by
B (since PT*M = B*T*My), but in this picture Gy}, and Hyy, are global
in the fibers of f, i.e., live over all of W, not merely over its boundary.

3.4. Bicharacteristics. We now turn to bicharacteristics in ®*Y, which will
be the dynamical locus of the geometric improvement for the propagation
result. Taking into account that Hes is tangent to the fibers of wes, one
expects that over W, these bicharacteristics will lie in a single fiber of the
related map weyp, i-e. y,t, 7 will be constant along these. The fibers of weg
and we, have a rather different character depending on whether they are
over a point in Gy, or in Hy,. Namely, over Gy, the fibers of weg resp.
Wel, are éb =0, éb =0 resp. £ = 0,¢ = 0 i.e. they are the zero section. By
contrast over o = (t,¥,7) € Hw,, the fiber of weg is

& no es Qi e g A
HeSHa,b = {(tayvzaéaﬂ = 777£) € “S"M :§ + k(y? Z?ﬁ) =1- h‘(y?ﬂ)}
while that of oy, is
Heb—>a,b - {(t7?/7 Z7£7TA}7 é) € ebS*M : CA{ ... = éll) - 07
52 + k(y? Z, (Oa e aov ég/erla e agllc)a 6//) S 1-— h(yvﬁ)}

The geometric improvement will take place over Hyyy, so from now on
we concentrate on this set. Now, for a = (t,y,7) € Hwp

A .~ « ~2 R
Res ﬂ,Hes—w:z,b = {(t7y7 Z,§,ﬂ = TIaQ = 0) €“S"M : § =1- h(y,g)},
hence has two connected components which we denote by
7—‘)’es,oz,I/O = {(tvyv zvévﬁ = ﬁvé = O) € “S*M : é = isgn(Z) 1- h(yvﬁ)}v

with sgn(r) being the constant function +1 on the two connected compo-
nents of *3.
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FIGURE 4. Glancing rays. The ray depicted at top, in M
(projected down to X), terminates at a point in G. The ray
depicted at bottom, in My (projected down to Xj), termi-
nates at a point in Gyyy,.

Here the labels “I/O”, stand for “incoming/outgoing.” This is explained
by
1

_§Hest = -1, _§Hesx = él‘,

so in a neighborhood of Res o, 1, Hest and Hesx have the opposite signs, i.e.
if ¢ is increasing, x is decreasing along Hes, just as one would expect an
‘incoming ray’ to do; at outgoing points the reverse is the case.

We also let

—

Reb,a,1/0 = Tes—eb(Res,a,1/0)
= {(t,y,2,6,7,C = 0) € P M : £ = £sgn(7)y/T— h(y, i)},
and
Reb,s,1/0 = UacsReb,a,1/0

for S C HW,b-
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Definition 3.11. An edge generalized broken bicharacteristic, or EGBB | is a
continuous map v : I — °*Y such that for all f € C*(°PS* M), real-valued,

L (Fen)(s) = (f o))
(3.23) 5750 §— 80
> inf{Hes (Tes—eb (@) : ¢ € Tes—ab  (Y(50)) N5},
Lemma 3.12. (1) An EGBB outside ebS%/M is a reparameterized GBB
(under the natural identification Ofbs}\%\WMO with ebS}‘}\WM), and

conversely.

(2) If a point q on an EGBB lies in ebS;T/M, then the whole EGBB lies
in ebS"'}VM, n w;)l(web(q)), i.e. in the fiber of wey, through q.

(3) The only EGBB through a point in Rep o,1/0 is the constant curve.
(4) For a € Hwp, an EGBB in Heb—ab \ Reb,a,1/0 Projects to a repa-
rameterized GBB in PT*Z, hence to geodesic of length m in W.

Proof.

(1) As Hg and Heg differ by an overall factor under the natural identifi-

cation ¢ : S&O\WMO — es.S’;\"/[\WM, namely

txHg = |TS‘_1 ‘I‘ x_QHes = $_1He57

we obtain this immediately.

(2) The tangency of Hes to the fibers of wes means that if we set f equal
to any of £y;, +t, £7?, Hesf = 0. By (3.23), then (f07)'(so) = 0 for
all sg, and for each of these choices. This ensures that + remains in
the fiber.

(3) Hes vanishes at the unique ¢ € 7egoah  (Y(50)) N =X if v(s) €
Reb,a,1/0- Moreover the function fo v is in C1, as

Hel = 2K (5,1, 2,0) = 201 — h(y, 7)) — &)

on ®¥. Thus, (3.23) entails that if§ = +,/1 — h(y,7) at some point

on an EGBB | then it is constant.

(4) This follows from a reparameterization argument, as in [25], taking
into account that Heg is tangent to the fibers of T’ ;}VM , hence can
be considered as a vector field on Ré x T*Z. (In fact, a completely

analogous argument takes place in [33, Section 6] in the setting of
N-body scattering.) O

Suppose now that 7 : [0, 5] — PXg is a GBB with v(0) = o € Hyyp,. Thus,
assuming Jp > 0 is sufficiently small, by Lemma 3.5, v[(g,s,] N bS{';VMo = 0.

Since bS&O\WMO is naturally diffeomorphic to ebS]*V[\WM , we can lift /(g 5]

to a curve 7 : (0,80] — S*M in a unique fashion. It is natural to ask
whether this lifted curve extends continuously to 0, which is a question we
now address.
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The following is easily deduced from Lebeau, [14, Proposition 1] (stated
here in Lemma 3.6) and its proof:

Lemma 3.13. Suppose that o € Hyyy,. There ewists o9 > 0 with the follow-
1ng property.

Suppose v : [0,8] — PS*My is a GBB with v(0) = . Let 7 : (0,80] —
b S* M be the unique lift of Yl(0,50] to S*M. Then 7 (uniquely) extends to
a continuous map 7 : [0,0] — PS* M, with 7(0) € Reb,a,0-

In addition, ~ approaches W normally if and only if

7(0) ¢ 83 M N Reba,0 = G N Reb a0

The analogous results hold if [0, d¢] is replaced by [—dp,0] and Rep a0 is
replaced by Reb,a.1-

Remark 3.14. The proof in fact shows that dy can be chosen independent of
« as long as we fix some K C Hy, C bSﬁvMo compact and require o € K.

Remark 3.15. The special case of a normal GBB segment ~, which lifts
to a curve 4 : [0,80] — °*S*M starting at W°, follows directly by the
description of geodesic in edge metrics from [25], since normality implies
that for sufficiently small 69 > 0, v/ 5,) has image disjoint from z; = 0 for
all j, i.e. the boundaries can be ignored, and one is simply in the setting of
[25]. This argument also shows that given o € Hyyp, and p € Repa,0 \ G,
for sufficiently small dy > 0, there is a unique GBB v : [0, dg] — PS* My with
~v(0) = a such that the lift 4 of v satisfies v(0) = p.

Proof. Let a = (yo,to,Mg). First, by Lemma 3.5, Yl(0,60) N bSﬁvMo = () for
do > 0 sufficiently small, hence the lift | 5, exists and is unique. Lebeau
proves in [14, Proof of Proposition 1] (with our notation) that

. d
tim €(3() = /1~ Ao, ) and PO o /i g ) > 0

This implies that

—

sup{|¢(@)| : ¢ € (T=5) "' ((5))} — 0 as s — O+,

since

. 2 a2
D Kij(y,2)¢, ¢, =1—hy, i) =& +2G < 1—h(y,7) — & +Ca

on %, and 1 — h(y(7(s)), 2(7(s))) = £(7(s))* + Cz(5(s)) — 0. It remains
to show that the coordinates z; have a limit as s — 0. But by Lemma 3.6,
(daj 0 7/ds)]s—o = 2€5(0) exists, and 3 A;E(0)E(0) = 1 — h(yo,a) > 0.
Thus, considering z;(y(s)) = x;(v(s))/x(v(s)), L’Hospital’s rule shows that
limg_o4 2j(7(s)) = é;(O)/\/l — h(yo,Mg) exists, finishing the proof of the
first claim. The second claim follows at once from the last observation
regarding lims_,o4 2;(Y(s)). O
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We also need the following result, which is a refinement of Lemma 3.13,
insofar as Lebeau’s result only deals with a single GBB emanating from the
corner W of My : the following lemma extends Lemma 3.13 uniformly to
GBB's starting close to but not at the corner. For simplicity of notation, we
only state the results for the outgoing direction.

M

and p, — p in ®S*M. Suppose &y > 0 is sufficiently small (see following
remark). Let 7y, : [0,60] — PS*My be GBB such that ,(0) = p,. Forn
sufficiently large, let 7y, : [0,00] — °S*M be the unique lift of v, to a map
[0,00] — ¢*S*M. Then for N sufficiently large, {¥n}n>N s equicontinuous.

Lemma 3.16. Suppose that o« € Hwyp, P € Reb,0,ar Pn € ebg

Remark 3.17. As p, — p, f(pn) — é(p) > 0, so there exists N > 0 such that

f+1

> & (pn) = (pn)é(pn) + Oz (pn)?) > 0
j=1

for n > Nj cf. (3.19). Thus, by Lemma 3.5, there exists g > 0 such that
Ynljo,60) N bS# My = ) for n > N—this is the &y in the statement of the
lemma. Hence, for n sufficiently large, 7, has a unique lift 4, to ®S*M,
since ®*$* M and S* My are naturally diffeomorphic away from W, resp. W
as previously noted.

Proof. Note first that {v,}nen is equicontinuous by Lebeau’s result [14,
Corollaire 2] (see also the proof of [14, Proposition 6])—indeed, this fol-
lows directly from our definition of GBB . This implies that {7, }nen is
equicontinuous at all so € (0,dg], for given such a s, there exists Ky C M
compact disjoint from W such that 'yn\[sm(;o} has image in bS}‘(OMO, which
is canonically diffeomorphic to ebSE_l ( KO)M . Thus, it remains to consider
equicontinuity at 0.

For sufficiently large n, all v, have image in bS}}MO where K is compact
and K C O for a coordinate chart O on Mj. Thus, by the equicontinuity of
Yn, the coordinate functions

Zj O Yn, tj ©Yns Y5 © Tn, 5}3 © Yn, 77}3 ©Yn
are equicontinuous. We need to show that for the lifted curves, 7,, the
coordinate functions
l‘o’?ﬂn t] o’?ﬂn Yj o’?ﬂn i O';/nu fo’?m ﬁo:yna C] O;Yn
are equicontinuous at 0. By the above description, and y; o ¥, = y; © Y,
tjoY, =tjoy, and 0%, = f/}? o, are equicontinuous, as is x oy, in view
of x = (3 ajjwiz;)' /2. Thus, it remains to consider £0Fn, zj 04y, and fj 0.
Let p = (0, yo, 20, &0, 70, 0), and write . = &y > 0. Thus,

p= /1~ "h(yo, 7o)
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Let €1 > 0. One can show easily, as in the proof of Lebeau’s [14, Proposi-
tion 1], that for all n sufficiently large (so that p, sufficiently close to p) and
so > 0 sufficiently small,

(3.24) s €[0,50] = EoFn(s) € [ — e, p+ €1l

Indeed, Hsf =2z 1 ZKZ]§Z§] + F with F' smooth, so Hsé > —(C over the
compact set K, hence

(3.25) £ 0n(s) = &(pn) — Cos.

On the other hand, on 3,

A2

& =1-h(y,m) — Y Kijly,2)¢,; +2G < 1 h(y,7) + Crz,

hence on ¢*¥,
& <1-h(y,9) + Ciz.
Let

xyn \/1— by + Ch;

this is thus a Lipschitz function on a nelghborhood of a in PS* My, hence
there is s, > 0 such that ® o ’Yn|[0,s6] is uniformly Lipschitz for n sufficiently
large. Thus,

€G3 ()] < @((s)) < () + [@(pn) — D(a)] + [@(7a(s5)) — B (pn)]

< V1= h(yo,io) + [@(pn) — B(a)| + C's.

Thus, for sufficiently large n (so that p, is close to p),

(3.26) £ ()] < /1 = h(yo, M) + €1/2 4 C's.
Combining (3.25) and (3.26) gives (3.24).
Now consider the function
©=1- h(yvﬁ) - 527
$0 T Olssons iy = D Kwéléj This satisfies

HO = —26HE + i = —4o €Y Kyl L+ Fo = 4o (O + Fy
with F; smooth. Now,
z(pp) + (1 —€1)s < zoYp(s) < z(pp) + (1 + €1)s,

SO

d N
—Qony, +4z7 O < C
ds

implies that

d A(p —

Lo, + <)

ds z(pn) + (1 +€1)s
where we write ©, = © o v,. Multiplying through by

(2(pn) + (1 + €1)s) B/ (wter)

O, < C,
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gives

(3.27) %((m(pn) + (u+ 61)3)4(“—61)/(u+61)@n)
< C(z(pn) + (1 + 61)8)4(“761)/(H+61).
Integration gives
(3.28)
(2(pn) + (i + €1)s) )/ (te) @ (5) — z(p, )/ (te) g, (o)
< O ((@(pn) + (1 + €1)s) FHE—eD b)) _ g Y= G,
Thus,

(3.29) @n<> < (1+ (u+e)s/a(pn) 000, (0)
C'((@(pa) + (1 + €1)s) = 2(pa) (1 + (u+ e1)s/a(py)) W7 0FD),

Since
(14 (i + e1)s/a(py)) e/ bre) g
this yields

(3.30) On(s) < 0,(0) + C'(z(pn) + (1 + €1)s)

On the other hand, as on %Y,, © = ZKUQQJ + zF', with F smooth, so
© > —Cx, we deduce that

On(s) = =C(z(pn) + (1 + €1)s).
Thus,

_C(J:(pn) + (H + 61)5) < @n(S) < @n(o) + Cl(x(pn) + (H + 61)8)'
Suppose now that € > 0 is given. As p, — p, there is an N such that
for n > N, Cz(pn) + ©,(0),C"z(p,) < €/2. Moreover, let sg > 0 such
that C(u + €1)s0,C' (1w + €1)so < €/2. Then for n > N, s € [0,50], —¢ <
O,(s) — 6,(0) < ¢, giving the equicontinuity of ©,, at 0 for n > N. In view
of the definition of ©,, and the already known equicontinuity of y o 4, and

1) © Ay, it follows that (£ o 4,)?, hence & o 7, are equicontinuous. As on ¥,
I{|* < C|8] + C'z, we also have [(|* < C|O| 4 C'z there, so

10 An(s) = Ca)l < 1C(PR)] + G 0 An(8)] < [¢(pn)] + C[On(s)| + C'z(Fn(s)).
Given € > 0, by the equicontinuity of ©,, and x 0%, there is s¢ such that for
s € [0, 0], C|On(s)] + C'x(Fn(s)) < €/2. As {(pn) — 0 due to p, — p, for
n sufficiently large, IE(pn)] < €/2, so for n sufficiently large and s € [0, so],
\C o An(s) — (pn)| < ¢, giving the equicontinuity of ¢ o 7, at 0.

It remains to check the equicontinuity of Z, = z o 4,,. But

4Zn < Csup{z(q)~ 1\§(q)| 1 q €%, mb(q) =T(s)},
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and for such ¢, by (3.29),
x72\§\2 < Ca:fQ(\@\ + )
< Ca(pa) + (1= @)s) 2(1+ (u+e)s/a(pa) " 0,(0)
+C(x(pa) + (1 + €1)s),
SO
2
< Ca(pn) + (1= €)s) " (14 (u+ e)s/a(pa)) 000, (0)172
+CVa(pn) + (n+e)s
< Calpa) T (14 (1= @)s/a(py)) " 2TV T, (0)1/2
+CVa(pn) + (1 +e)s.
Thus, integrating the right hand side shows that

|Zu(s) = Za(0)] < C'©n(0)'/? ((1 + (1 — €1)s/a(py)) W e 1)
+ C/S\/J:(pn) + (,U + 61)5
< C,@”(O)I/Q + C's\/x(pn) + (1 + €1)s.

An argument as above gives the desired equicontinuity for n sufficiently
large, completing the proof of the lemma. O

Corollary 3.18. Suppose that o € Hwp, P € Reb,0,as Pn € ebS]*\/[\WM, and

pn — p in ®S*M. Let v, : [0,00] — PS*My be GBB such that v,,(0) = py.
Then there is a GBB 7 : [0,80] — *S*My and ~, has a subsequence, {yn, },
such that vn, — 7 uniformly, the lift 7 : [0,80] — ®S*M of v satisfies
7(0) = p, and the lift Ay, of yn, converges to 7 uniformly.

Proof. As p, — p, it follows that there is a compact set Ko C My such
that ~,(s) € bS}‘(OMO for all n and all s € [0,0p]. Then by the com-
pactness of the set of GBB's with image in "S- My in the topology of
uniform convergence, [14, Proposition 6], v, has a subsequence, 7, , uni-
formly converging to a GBB « : [0,d9] — PS*My. In particular, y(0) =
limg v, (0) = limg, @eb (Pn,) = web(p) = @. By Lemma 3.13, ~ lifts to a
curve 7 : [0, 80] — ®S*M. We claim that 7(0) = p—once we show this, the
corollary is proved.

Let 4y, : [0,80] — 2S*M be the lift of ,. By Lemma 3.16, {7, }xen is
equicontinuous. Since for ¢ > 0 7y, [(5,5,) — 7 uniformly, and these curves
all have images in bS}‘(l My for some K compact, disjoint from W, where
bS}"(lMo and ebSE,l(Kl)]W are canonically diffeomorphic, we deduce that
Y lis,80) = V5,8,) uniformly; in particular {p, |55} is a Cauchy sequence
in the uniform topology.
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Let d be a metric on ®*S* M giving rise to its topology. Given e > 0 let
d > 0 be such that for 0 < s < § and for all n, one has d(3,(s),7,(0)) =
d(An(s),pn) < €/3—this 0 exists by equicontinuity. Next, let N be such
that for k,m > N, d(pn,,Pn,,) < €/3 and for k,m > N, 6 < s < dp,
d(Yn,, (8); Ynm (8)) < €/3; such a choice of N exists by the uniform Cauchy
statement above, and the convergence of {p,}. Thus, for k,m > N and
0<s<é,

AV, (8)s Y (8)) < d(Any, (8), Pny.) + A(Pny s Pr) + A(Pri > Y (8)) < €

Since we already know the analogous claim for § < s < dg, it follows that
{An, } is uniformly Cauchy, hence converges uniformly to a continuous map
4 :[0,30] — S*M. In particular, 4(0) = limy, 7y, (0) = limg p,, = p. But
Vg \[5,60) = V5,50 uniformly for 6 > 0, so ¥|(5.5,] = Y550 The continuity
of both 4 and 4 now shows that ¥ = 4, and in particular 4(0) = p as
claimed. (]

Now we are ready to introduce the bicharacteristics that turn out in
general to carry full-strength, rather than weaker, diffracted, singularities.

Definition 3.19. A geometric GBB is a GBB v : (—sq, s0) — "X with ¢ =
v(0) € Hw,p such that there is an EGBB p: R — ebTijVM with

lim p(s) = lim A_(¢),
§——00 t—0~

li = lim A4 (¢
Jim p(s) = lim 5, (¢),
with 44, resp. 7, denoting the lifts ][ 5,], resp. V[[—s0,0], d0 > 0 sufficiently
small, to ®PS*M.

We say that two points w,w’ € PYg are geometrically related if they lie

along a single geometric GBB .
Let T be a large parameter, fixed for the duration of the this paper.

Definition 3.20. For p € Hyy, the flowout of p, denoted fg‘f p» 18 the union
of images 7((0,7]) of GBB's 7 : [0,T] — "X with v(0) = p.

For p € Hwy, the reqular part of the flowout of p, denoted fgfmeg, is
the union of images v((0,s¢)) of normally approaching (or regular) GBB's
7 : [0, 80) — Pg with (0) = p and (s) € T*M° for s € (0, sp).

The regular part of the flowout of a subset of Hyy, is the union of the

regular parts of the flowouts from the points in the set.

We let

W
F O psing

denote the union of images v(0,7] of non-normally-approaching GBB's ~,
i.e. those GBB's v with 7(0) € G N Rep.

Incoming flowout and its regular part are defined correspondingly and
denoted

W W
ff,p’FI,p,reg‘
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We let '7:1“/70 denote the union of the flowouts of all p € Hyyp.

We also need to define the flowout into or out of a single hyperbolic point
q € Reba,1/0 (i.e. for p € Hy, as above, we will consider the flow in/out
to a single point in a fiber ¢ € Rep, p 1/0). By Remark 3.15, given such a g,
there is a unique EGBB v(s) with lims_,_~ v(s) = q.

Definition 3.21. For q € RebJ‘/O\ebsg‘;VM, let F7,0,4 denote the image
7((0,T]) where 7 is the unique EGBB with lims ., +00 7(s) = . Let F1/0 g reg
be defined as the union of v((0, sg)) with y(s) € T*M?° for all s € (0, sg). Ad-
ditionally, let F7,0 denote the union of all flowouts of ¢ € Rey, 1 /O\ebS:;WM ,
and let F = Fr U Fo.

One needs some control over the intervals on which normally approaching
GBB do not hit the boundary of M:

Lemma 3.22. Suppose K C We is compact, KK C Hwp s compact, €9 > 0.
Then there is 8y > 0 such that if v : [0,¢9] — PS*My a GBB with lift 7,
7(0) € Reb a0 NPSiM for some a € K, then 7((0,d0)) NPS%, M = 0.

Remark 3.23. Another proof could be given that uses the description of the
edge bicharacteristics in [25], since the GBB covered are normally incident.

Proof. First, by Lemma 3.5 there is a ¢ > 0 such that any GBB ~ with
7(0) € K satisfies 7|(g5) disjoint from b S, M.

Suppose now that there is no dy > 0 as claimed. Then there exist GBB's
v [0, 60] — bS*M(), p;- € ebS}}M ﬂReb’aﬁo, aj € K, and 5j > 0, (Sj — 0,
such that v;(d;) € ij;MOMO, and the lift 4; of v; satisfies 7;(0) = pj;. We
may assume that §; < €g/2 and &; < &, for all 5, hence 7;(5;) ¢ PSyy,Mo. By
passing to a subsequence, using the compactness of K and of K, hence of
ebS}}M N Reb,k,0, We may assume that {«;} converges to some o € K, and
{p;} converges to some p € ®S%M N Rep 0. Using the continuity of 7;
for each j, we may then choose some 0 < €; < §; such that p; = ;(¢;) — p
as well; note that p; ¢ ebS"'}VM . (We introduce €; to shift the argument of
v; by €;, namely to ensure that v;(. + ¢;) at s = 0 is outside bS{';VM, SO
Corollary 3.18 is applicable.) Thus, we can apply Corollary 3.18 to conclude
that v;(.+¢;) : [0, €0/2] — PS* Mo has a subsequence vy, such that vy, (.+€,,)
converges uniformly to a GBB v, the lifts 7, (. +¢,,) also converge uniformly
to the lift 4, and 5(0) = p. Thus, Yp;((dn; — €n;) + €n;) — 7(0) = p since

On; — €n; — 0. As F,((6n; — €n;) +€n;) € ebS;M\WM and ebS;M\WOM
. . b o .. b ax .
is closed, it follows that p € © SaM\VVOM’ contradicting p € “*S7 M. This
proves the lemma. O

Corollary 3.24. Suppose U C W° is open with U C W° compact, U C
Hw,p is open with U C Hywp compact. Then there is dg > 0 such that the
set O of points p € *S*M for which there is a GBB ~ with lift 5 such that
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7(0) € ebS(*]MﬂRebMo and y(s) = p for some s € [0,dp) is a C* coisotropic
submanifold of *S* M transversal to ebS;-VM.

Proof. By Lemma 3.22, with K = U, K = U, there is a §y > 0 as in the
lemma, hence the set O consists of points p for which the GBB ~ only meet
OM at s = 0, so (taking into account part (2) of Lemma 3.12 as well) O
is a subset of the edge flow-out studied in [25] (e.g. by extending the edge
metric g smoothly across the boundary hypersurfaces other than W) In
particular, the properties of the flowout of such an open subset being C*,
coisotropic” and transversal to ebS%/M follow from Theorem 4.1 of [25]. O

We now turn to properties of the singular flowout.

Lemma 3.25. The singular flowout, Fng, 1s closed in ebS}‘Z\WM.

Proof. Suppose p, € Fging, and let ~y, be such that the lift 7, of -, satisfies
An(0) € G N Rep, and v, (sn) = pp, sn € (0,T]. Suppose that p, — p €

ebS]*\/[\WM . Then there exists a compact subset K of M such that ~,(s) €

bS*. M for all n and all s € [0,7]. By passing to a subsequence we may
assume that s, — s; as p ¢ ebS;}VM, s # 0. By passing to yet another
subsequence we may also assume that v,(0) — ¢ € G N Rep. Let €, > 0,
€n — 0, 80 Y (€) & ebS"'}VM and v, (€,) — ¢. By Corollary 3.18 we conclude

that v, (. +€,) : [0,T] — PS* My has a subsequence 7y, such that v, (. +€,,)
converges uniformly to a GBB v, the lifts 7, (.+¢,,) also converge uniformly
to the lift 4, and 7(0) = ¢. In particular, as vy, ((8n; —€n;)+€n;) = Yn,; (Sn;) =
Pn; — P, and s, — €y, — 8, Y(8) = p, 50 p € Fing as claimed. O

Lemma 3.26. Suppose K C W° is compact, K C Hw,, ts compact. Then
K has a neighborhood U in M and there is g > 0 such that if v : [0, €] —
bS* My is a GBB with lift 7, 7(0) € Reb.0 NG, 7(0) € K then F(s) ¢ ebS(*]M
for s € (0,¢€p].

Proof. Let €9 > 0 be such that any GBB v with v(0) € K satisfies ¥|(g¢]
disjoint from bS%Mg; such ¢p exists by Lemma 3.5.

Now suppose that no U exists as stated. Then there exist GBB ~,, and
sp, € (0, €p] such that the lifts 4, of -, satisfies 7,,(0) € Ren0o NG, 1(0) € K
and 7(3,(sn)) — ¢, ¢ € K, where 7 : ®*S*M — M is the bundle projection.

By the compactness of K and the compactness of UncicReb,0,a NG We
may pass to a subsequence (which we do not indicate in notation) such that
7r(0) converges to some « € K and 7,(0) converges to some p € Rep,0 N G.

"In [25], being coisotropic is considered as a property of submanifolds of a symplectic
manifold, °*T* M \ o, M being an edge manifold. Conic submanifolds of *T*M \ o can be
identified with submanifolds of ©S*M, and conversely, thus one can talk about subman-
ifolds of °S*M being coisotropic. Alternatively, this notion could be defined using the
contact structure of °S™ M, but for the sake of simplicity, and due to the role of symplectic
structures in classical microlocal analysis, we did not follow this route in [25], necessitating
making the connection via homogeneity here.
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We may further pass to a subsequence such that s, — sg € [0, €], and still
further (taking into account the compactness of the fibers of ®*S*M — M)
that 7,(s,) — p € S M. Choose® ¢, € (0,s,) sufficiently small such
that €, — 0 and v,(€,) — p. By Corollary 3.18 7, (. + €,) has a convergent
subsequence 7, such that v, (. + €,, ) converge uniformly to a GBB v and
the lifts 4, (. + €y, ) converge uniformly to the lift ¥ and §(0) = p. Thus,
Ay, (Sny, + €ny) = F(80), 50 Y(s0) = p € S5 M. But by the definition of e,
v(s0) & PS5, Mo if s > 0, while 5o = 0 is impossible as 7(0) = p € engWM,
while K € W°. This contradiction shows that the claimed U exists, proving
the lemma. (]

Corollary 3.27. Suppose K C W° is compact, K C Hw, is compact. Then
K has a neighborhood U in M and there is €9 > 0 such that if o € U\ W
and vy is a GBB with v(0) € PS*Mjy then for s € [—eg,0], v(s) € K implies
v 18 normally incident.

In particular, if g € W°, a € Hw,p and vy is a GBB with v9(0) = o and
lift 50(0) € Sy M then there is 6y > 0 such that s € (0,6], y0(s) € "Si My
implies that every GBB ~ with v(0) € PS:My, v(s) = a, s € [—e,0], is
normally incident.

Proof. Let U and ¢y be as in Lemma 3.26. If o € U, ~ is a GBB with
7(0) € PSxMy, so € [—€0,0], ¥(s0) € K and v is not normally incident,
then the lift 4 of ~ satisfies ¥(s9) € Reb,0 NG by Lemma 3.13. Thus, with
Yo(s) = v(s — s0), 50 H0(0) € Reb,0 NG, 70(0) € K, Lemma 3.26 shows that
Fo(s) & S5 M for s € (0, €], contradicting Jo(—so) € PSE M.

The second half follows by taking K = {a}, K = {¢}. O

3.5. A summary. The following table summarizes a number of the most
useful facts about the bundles that we have introduced above.

| Manifold || My | My | M | M |
Bundle b S eb es
Vector fields || ;0z,,0y, | O, 0y, | ©0x, 20y, zgazg, 8Z;,/ x0y, 0y, 0z,
Dual coords 5 ]79,77'7[? &n, ¢, ¢" £n,¢
Char. set b% %0 by sy

(We have omitted time coordinates and their duals, as they behave just
like y variables, and the notation follows suit.)

8Again, we do this so that Corollary 3.18 is applicable; cf. the proof of Lemma 3.22.
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We also employ a number of maps among these structures, the most
common being:

Tep @ T* My — PT* My,
Tes—eb esE T ebT*M,
Wes eST;}VM — T*W,
@ep, : T M — T*W.

Recall that hats over maps indicate their restrictions to the relevant char-
acteristic set.

4. EDGE-B CALCULUS

Recall from Definition 3.9 that Vg, (M) is the space of smooth vector fields
that are tangent to all of M and tangent to the fibration of W C M given
by blowdown. Thus, in local coordinates, Ve, (M) is spanned over C*° (M)
by the vector fields

20y, 0, x0y, 20,1, O
1

Definition 4.1. The space Diff} (M) is the filtered algebra of operators over
C>°(M) generated by Ve, (M).

Recall also that Ve, (M) = C®(M;*T M), and ®T*M is the dual bundle
of ®*T'M. In Appendix B the corresponding pseudodifferential operators are
constructed.

Theorem 4.2. There exists a pseudodifferential calculus W}, (M) microlo-
calizing Diff7, (M).

The double space M, gb on which the kernels are defined is such that the
quotient x/z" of the same boundary defining function on the left or right fac-
tor, lifts to be smooth except near the ‘old’ boundaries at which the kernels
are required to vanish to infinite order. It follows that x/z’ is a multiplier
(and divider) on the space of kernels. This corresponds the action by con-
jugation of these defining fucntions, so it is possible to define a weighted
version of the calculus. Set

il -
U (M) = 27" (M),
Proposition 4.3. U';*(M) is a bi-filtered calculus.

Now, ¥ (M) has all the properties (I-VII) of [25, Section 3], where V in
[25, Section 3] is replaced by eb . Since the multiplier /2 is identically equal
to one on the lifted diagonal, the symbol is unaffected by this conjugation
and hence the principal symbol map extends to

NS - *
Oeb,m,l ‘l’:; (M) -z lSﬂém(ebT M),
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with the standard short exact sequence — see properties (III-IV). There are
edge-b-Sobolev spaces, H3, (M), defined via the elliptic elements of W5 (M),
and on which the elements define bounded maps
AeVE(M) = A: H} (M) — H}™(M).

see property (VII).

The symbol of the commutator of A € \IJ:;’Z(M) and B € U} Y is
given by

Oebm+m/—11+1 (1A, B]) = Heb ooy, 1 1(4) (Tebmr i (B))-

In local coordinates the edge-b Hamilton vector field becomes

of of of of of 8)“
aga_(a +n- 8)a+ 88+(8§ - ay) oy

of 8f
+Z(8C/Z;a/_ Ja/aC’ +Z ac// - 8}')'

(4.1) Hepp=

In particular,

(4.2) l‘ikHebwka = kaag + Heb,a'

In the space-time setting, where one of the y variables, ¢, is distinguished
(and we still write y for the rest of the base variables), it is useful to rewrite
this using the re-homogenized dual variables i = n/|7|, &€ = ¢/|7], ¢ = {/|7],
o = |7|7!, valid near °*¥, this becomes

O o (20 ¢ 0y O

4, “IH,, s =
(4.3) 0" Hepp = € oz oo aAa

of . 9f  ;0f  ; 9f of

BRI TR R L e GRS
0 0

+:138—J;-(U@U—Fﬁ-aﬁ—kfaA—i-(-@A)—xa—i'877

of af
+Z (aé/ Z;8Z] _ZJW C/ +Z 8 // Z;'/ o ;/aC”)

This is tangent to the fibers of wep : °X N e'DS;T/M — S*W, in fact to

its natural extension to a neighborhood of ¢*¥ N ebS;}VM in ebS;-VM , so if

b e Coo(ebS%/M ) with blebgs 5, constant along the fibers of this extension,
w

then o#1He, b € xC>®(*S* M) for f homogeneous degree .

The fact that the operators are defined by kernels which are conormal
means that there is an operator wave front set WF., for the eb-calculus,
i.e. for A € U (M), WF, (A) C ®*S* M, with the properties (A)-(F) of [25,
Section 3|, so in particular algebraic operations are microlocal, see proper-
ties (A)-(B), and there are microlocal parametrices at points at which the
principal symbol is elliptic, see property (E). These parametrices have error
terms with which are smooth on the double space, but they are not compact.
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As is the case for the b-calculus, V% (M) has the additional property
that the radial vector fields V; for all boundary hypersurfaces {p; = 0}
other than W, [A,V;] € p, U7 (M) if A € U3 (M), i.e. there is a gain of
pj over the a priori order. This follows from the analysis of the normal
operators, see [25, Section 3]. In local coordinates a radial vector field for

z; = 0 is given by 2} 0./; V; being a radial vector field for 27 = 0 means that
J

Vi — z; 8%_ € 2jVen(M). This latter requirement can easily be seen to be
defined independently of choices of coordinate systems.

5. DIFFERENTIAL-PSEUDODIFFERENTIAL OPERATORS

5.1. The calculus. We start by defining an algebra of operators which
includes 0. First, recall that Ves(M) is the Lie algebra of vector fields that
are tangent to the front face and to the fibers of the blow down map restricted
to the front face, 3|y, : W — W (but are not required to be tangent to
other boundary faces). Thus, elements V of Ves(M) define operators V :
C®(M) — C>®(M) and also V : C®(M) — C>®(M).

Definition 5.1. Let Diff (M) be the filtered algebra of operators (acting
either on C®(M) or C>°(M)) over C°(M) generated by Ves(M).

We also let Diff%!(M) = 2! Diff% (M); this is an algebra of operators
acting on C* (M), and also on the space of functions classical conormal to
W, Userz—5C>®(M).

Remark 5.2. Note that the possibility of the appearance of boundary terms
requires care to be exercised with adjoints, as opposed to formal adjoints.
See for instance Lemma 5.18.

We also remark that Diff% (M), hence z~* Diff%, (M), is closed under con-
jugation by =" where x is a defining function for W. This follows from the
fact that Diff (M) is so closed; the key property is that

2" (20,)x™" = (20,) — r € DiffL (M).

We will require, for commutator arguments that involve interaction of
singularities with dM \W, a calculus of mixed differential-pseudodifferential
operators, mixing edge-b-pseudodifferential operators with these (more sin-
gular) edge-smooth differential operators.

Definition 5.3. Let
Diff}, WL (M) = {) | AaBg : A € DiffE (M), Bg € U (M)}
Proposition 5.4. Uy, Diff%, U™ (M) is a filtered C*°(M)-module, and an

algebra under composition; it is commutative to top eb-order, i.e. for P €
Diffk, W (M), Q € Diff¥, 7' (M),

[P, Q] € Dt gm+m'=1(jp).

The key is the following lemma.
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Lemma 5.5. If A€ V(M) and Q € Ves(M), then
(5.1) => QA+ B, [A,Q =) AQ;+ B
where B, B’ € ‘I’Zﬁ( ), Aj, Aj € ‘I’:fj_l( ) and Qj, Q% € Ves(M).

Proof. As both Ves(M) and W (M) are C°°(M)-modules, we can use a

partition of unity, and it suffices to work locally and with a spanning set of

vector fields. Since xD,, xDy;, D.» € Ve,(M), the conclusion is automatic
J

for Q chosen from among these vector fields since then B = [A, Q] € VT (M).

Thus it only remains to consider the @ = D,, where z;» is a defining function
J

for one of the other boundary faces. Then for Q = 2Q = z;-DZ; € Diff}, (M),
[A,Q] € Vi (M)). The normal operator at z; = 0 satisfies N;([A,Q]) =
[N;(A), N;(Q)], and N;(Q) is scalar, and hence commutes with N;(A). Thus
N;([A,Q]) = 0, so [A, Q] € 2, ¥ (M). Consequently,

(5:2) —[4,Q] = [Q, 4] = () '@, Al + ()", Al)(z) ' Q,
with the first term on the right hand side in W[} (M), the second of the form

AQ, A e \IIZIZD_I(M ). This proves the first half of the lemma. The other part
is similar. O

Proof of Proposition 5.4. The algebra properties follow immediately from
the lemma. It only remains to verify the leading order commutativity.

As the bracket is a derivation in each argument, it suffices to consider
P, Q lying in either Ves(M) or W} (M). If both operators are in W (M),
the result follows from the symbol calculus. If P, Q € Ves(M), we have
[P,Q] = R € Vos(M). We need to write R as a sum of elements of Diff2 (M)
times elements of W '(M). To this end, let A be an elliptic element of
U2 (M) given by a sum of square of vector fields in Ve, (M), e.g. in local
coordinates

A= (20,)" + (x0)* + D _(20,)° + D (£0.)° + .

We write A =) Vj2 for brevity. Let T € \IJ;OQ(M ) be an elliptic parametrix
for A. Then we may write

Id=>Y Vi(V;T)+E,
with E' € W_>°(M). Now since Vep,(M) C Ves(M), we certainly have V; €
Ves(M) for each j, hence RV; € Diff%(M). Moreover V;Y € W ' (M). Thus,
R =) (RV;)(V;Y)+ RE,
and we have shown that R € Diff2, ¥ ! (M).

Finally, if P € Ves(M) and @ € W7} (M) (or vice-versa) then using the
lemma (and its notation) we may write

P.Ql=) Q;A;+B.
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Using the same method as above to write B = ) RV;(V;Y) + BE we find
that [P, Q] € Diff& W7 (M). O

The above proof also yields the following useful consequence
Lemma 5.6. For allm,l € R, and k € N,
Diff Wl (M) C DIt wl ok ().
We note the following consequence of (5.2):
Lemma 5.7. Let A€ W} (M), a = 0ebm(A). Then
z[x_lDZ;,A] = Ala:_lDZ§ + 24,
where Ay € U (M), Ay € O H(M),

Oa Oda  Oa

Oeb,m(Ao) = P Oebm—1(A1) = ac + %
J J

Note that this is exactly what one would expect from computation at the
level of edge-b symbols: the Hamilton vector field of ¢ /(xz;) is (¢j/(22])) (9 +

O¢) + x_lﬁzl/_.
Proof. This follows immediately from writing
[27' Dy, Al = [z A]D, + 27 Dy, Al

We then use (5.2) together with the following principal symbol calculations
in W} (M), see (4.1):

warm([Q', A)) = 20,0,

web,m_l([(z;»)_l,A]z;) = 8§J/_a,

web’m,l([:v_l, A)) = a:_l@ga,

as well as [!WF (M), 2V UK (M)] C x”l/\llgj'kl_l(M), which allows one to
exchange factors after the previous steps without affecting the computed
principal symbols. U

We now define the edge-smooth Sobolev spaces. It is with respect to these
base spaces that we will measure regularity in proving propagation of edge-b
wavefront set.

Definition 5.8. For s > 0 integer,
HE=UTIR (M) = {u € 2'L3(M) : A € Diffi (M) = Au € z'L2(M)}.
The norm in Hess’lf(f +b/ 2(M ), up to equivalence, is defined using any finite

number of generators A; for the finitely generated C*°(M )-module Diff (M)

by
1/2

—1
‘|U||Hesélf(f+l)/2(M) = Z Hx AJ”H%?(M)
J
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The space Hs’l_(f+1)/2(M) is the closure of C*°(M) in Hess’l_(f+1)/2(M).

es,0

Remark 5.9. The orders above are chosen so that setting s = 0, [ = 0, we

obtain L2(M) = HE™YV2(ar). Thus 2 +D/2L2(M) = L2(M, 2~ U+ dg)

is the L2-space corresponding to densities that are smooth up to all boundary
hypersurfaces of M except W, and that are b-densities at the interior of W,
meaning that z(z~(/+1) dg) is actually a smooth non-degenerate density on
M. This convention keeps the weights consistent with [25].

Note also that the subspace C of C*°(M) given by

C =2x*C>*(M)
—(f+1)/2(M)

for all s and [; one could even require sup-

ports disjoint from W. Thus, the difference between Hss’fa (172 (M)

. . s,l
is dense in Hgg
and

Hess’l_(f 0/ 2(M ) corresponds to the behavior at the boundary hypersurfaces
of M other than W, i.e. those arising from the boundary hypersurfaces of
My, where the boundary conditions are imposed. Thus, this difference is
similar to the difference between H*() and H{(2) for domains Q with
smooth boundary in a manifold.

The boundedness of U9, (M) on gL-ur/ 2(]\4 ) is an immediate conse-
quence of the commutation property in Lemma 5.5.

Theorem 5.10. W9 (M) is bounded on both Hgs’l_(fﬂ)ﬂ(M) and on the
Hl’l_(f'i‘l)/?(M)‘

closed subspace H

Remark 5.11. The more general case of Hels’l_(f +1)/2 (M) with arbitrary [
follows from the case of [ = 1 using 27! Ax! € VO (M) for A € VO, (M).

In fact, reduction to | = 0 would make the proof below even more trans-
parent.

The case of Ha ~U 1/ 2(M ) can be proved similarly, but we do not need
this here.

Proof. As W9 (M) : C®(M) — C®(M), the second statement follows from
the first and the definition of H;S”lo_(ﬂrl)/2 (M).
As above, let C be the subspace of C*°(M) consisting of functions van-

ishing to infinite order at W, which is thus dense in gLy (M). Let
Ae Wl (M). As W2 (M) :C — C, and A is bounded on LZ(M), one merely
needs to check that for Q € Diffl (M) there exists C' > 0 such that for
u € C,

Iz QAul g < Cllull 11172y

But
e QAu = (271, Alz)(x 7' Qu) + 27 1Q, Alu + Az~ Qu).
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By Lemma 5.5, [Q, A] = Y>> A;Q; + B, B € 99, (M), A; € V1 (M), Q; €
Diffl (M), hence :L'*l[Q Al = Z(xilA-x)(mlej) (a:le:c)afl,

7 1QAu = ([z71, Alz) (z7 1 Qu) + Z “Ajz) (27 Qju)
+ (271 Bx)(z~ u)—i—A(m*lQu),

so the desired conclusion follows from
HQ«“_IQUHLg(M)a ||$_1qu||Lg(M)a ||$_1U||L3(M) < CHU||H61531—(f+1)/2(M)> u €C,

and additionally [z71, Alz, 27 4;2 € ¥ (M) C ¥Y (M) (which are thus
bounded on LZ(M), just as A, 2! Bx € W2 (M) are). O

We can now define the eb-wave front set relative to a given Hilbert (or even
Banach) space, which in practice will be either the Dirichlet form domain or
a weighted edge-smooth Sobolev space serving as a stand-in for the Neumann
form domain.

Definition 5.12. Let X denote a Hilbert space on which operators in ¥%, (M)
are bounded, with the operator norm of Op(a) depending on a fixed semi-
norm of a.

Let ¢ € ®°S*M, u € X. For m > 0,r < 0, we say that ¢ ¢ WFg";(u)
if there exists A € W"" (M) elliptic at ¢ such that Au € X. We also define
q ¢ WFG % (u) if there exists A € WO (M) elliptic at g such that PAu € X
for all P € Dift}, (M).

There is an inclusion
m,r
WEF 36u c WET” b 36 u
if
m<m, r<r.

Remark 5.13. We could alter this definition to allow w a priori to lie in the

larger space
> A%)

with A; € \Ilgf)’O(M ); this would allow us to give a non-trivial definition of
WFgégeu even for m < 0.

The restriction to r < 0 is more serious: operators in \Il:,’DO(M ) would in
general fail to be microlocal with respect to a putative WFZ];;(M ) with
r > 0.

Note also that if X’ is a closed subspace of X, with the induced norm, and
if elements of WY, (M) restrict to (necessarily bounded) maps X’ — X', then
for u € X',

(5.3) WEP(u) = WEG" (u).
In particular, this holds with X = HS' (M) and X' = H"!

es,0

(M).

The eb-wave front set captures eb-regularity:
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Lemma 5.14. If u € X, r < 0, m > 0 and WF}";.(u) = 0, then u €
S

H:g:;,loc(M>; i.e. fOT all A

Au e X.

0,
\IJZZ)’T( ) with compactly supported kernel,

Proof. This is a standard argument (see e.g. [34, Lemma 3.10]): For each
g € ®S*M there is By € W' (M) elliptic at ¢ such that Byu € X. By
compactness, ®*S*M can be covered by | J ; ell(By;) for finitely many points
q;. Now choose @ € W™ ™" (M) elliptic, and set B = > QB; By;. Then
B is elliptic and Bu € X. As B has a parametrix G € ¥ ™" (M) with
GB—1d € ¥;>°(M),

Au = AG(Bu) + (A(Id —=GB))u, and A(Id —GB) € ¥_>" (M) c 9% (M),
shows the claim. O

Pseudodifferential operators are microlocal, as follows by a standard ar-
gument:

Lemma 5.15. (Microlocality) If B € \I/zbl(M) then for r,r —1 <0, u € X,
WE} 5" (Bu) € WF'(B) N WE(w).

e

In particular, if WF'(B) N WEF(u) = 0 then Bu € Hng;,;;c—l(M)

Proof. We assume m > s and m > 0 in accordance with the definition above;
but the general case is treated easily by the preceeding remarks.

It g € *S*M, g ¢ WF'(B), let A € U~ %" /(M) be elliptic at ¢ such that
WEF/(A)NWF'(B) = ). Thus AB € W_>" (M) C ¥%°(M), hence ABu € X,
soq ¢ WF:%;’T_Z(Bu).

On the other hand, if ¢ € ®®S*M, q ¢ WFZLb;(u), then there is C €
W (M) elliptic at ¢ such that Cu € X. Let G be a microlocal parametrix
for C, so G € U™ " (M), and ¢ ¢ WF'(GC —1d). Let A € U/} > be
elliptic at ¢ and such that WF'(A) N WF'(GC —1d) = ). Then

ABu = ABGCu+ AB(Id —-GC)u,

and AB(Id —GC) € ¥, (M) % (M) since WF'(A) "WF'(Id —~GC) =
(), so the second term on the right hand side is in X. On the other hand,
Cu € X and ABG € \IIS{DO(M), so ABG(Cu) € X as well, proving the wave
front set containment.

The final claim follows immediately from this and Lemma 5.14. (]

There is a quantitative version of the lemma as well. Since the proof is
similar, cf. [34, Lemma 3.13], we omit it.

Lemma 5.16. Suppose that K C ®S*M is compact, U is a neighborhood
of K, K € M compact.

Let Q € \Ilzl’al(M) elliptic on K with WF'(Q) C U and the Schwartz kernel
of Q supported in K x K.
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If B is a bounded family in \I/z{; (M) with Schwartz kernel supported in

K x K and with WF'(B) C K then for r,r —1 <0, there is C > 0 such that
for u € X with WF:ﬁLb;(u) NU =10,

[Bullx < C([lullx + [[Qullx).

5.2. Dual spaces and adjoints. We now discuss the dual spaces. For
stmplicity of notation we suppress the loc and ¢ subscripts for the local spaces
and compact supports. In principle this should only be done if M is compact,
but, as this aspect of the material is standard, we feel that this would only
distract from the new aspects. See for instance [34, Section 3| for a treatment
where all the compact supports and local spaces are spelled out in full detail.

Recall now from Appendix A that if X is a dense subspace of LZ, equipped
with an inner product (.,.)x in which it is a Hilbert space and the inclusion
map ¢ into Lf] is continuous, then there is a linear injective inclusion map
Lg — X* with dense range, namely

F=idojoc:H—x*

where o : (L;(M))* — X* is the standard adjoint map, j : LE(M) —
LE(M )* the standard conjugate-linear identification of a Hilbert space with
its dual, and ¢ is pointwise complex conjugation of functions. In particular,
one has the chain of inclusions X C Lf](M ) C X*, and one considers X*,
together with these inclusions, the dual space of X with respect to Lg(M ).

Definition 5.17. For s > 0, the dual space of Hessl(M) with respect to the
Lg(M) inner product is denoted Hefss’flf(fﬂ)(M).
For s > 0, the dual space of the closed subspace
7l — L )
Hss,O(M) = Hessl(M)
is denoted He_ss’_l_(fﬂ)(M); this is a quotient space of He_ss’_l_(fﬂ)(M).
We denote the quotient map by

p: He_ssﬂ_l_(f'f'l) (M) N He_ssﬂ_l_(f'f'l) (M)

The standard characterization of these distribution spaces, by doubling
across all boundary faces of M except W, is still valid—see [10, Appen-
dix B.2] and [34, §3]. Note that for all s,[, elements of He_ss’_l_(f+1)(M)
are in particular continuous linear functionals on C, which in turn is a dense
subspace of Hgsl(M ). In particular, they can be identified as elements of the
dual C’' of C. Thus, were it not for the infinite order vanishing imposed at
W for elements of C, these would be “supported distributions”—hence the
notation with the dot. On the other hand, elements of He_ss’_l_(f+1)(M) are
only continuous linear functionals on C*°(M) (rather than on C), though by
the Hahn-Banach theorem can be extended to continuous linear functionals
on C in a non-unique fashion.
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If P € 27" Diff% (M), then it defines a continuous linear map
P:HL (M) — HE" (M),
Thus, its Banach space adjoint (with respect to the sesquilinear dual pairing)
is a map
(5.4)
P (HETT (M) = Hyr U (M) — (HE (M)* = H BV,
(P*u,v) = (u, Pv), ue HY U)o e HE(M).

In principle, P* depends on [ and r. However, the density of C in these
spaces shows that in fact it does not.

There is an important distinction here between considering P* as stated,
or as composed with the quotient map, p o P*.

Lemma 5.18. Suppose that P € x~" Diff® (M). Then there exists a unique
Q € z7" Diff* (M) such that po P* = Q. However, in general, acting on C,
P*#£Q.

If, on the other hand, P € x~"Diff¥ (M), then there exists a unique
Q € 27" Dift¥ (M) such that P* = Q.

Proof. For the first part we integrate by parts in (u, Pv) using u,v € Co(M)
(noting that C>(M) is dense in H fé,lo(M )). Thus, one can localize. In local

coordinates the density is dg = Jaf dxdydz, with J € C®(M), so for a
vector field V' € Ve(M), noting the lack of boundary terms due to the

infinite order vanishing of v and v, one has (with the first equality being the
definition of V*)

(V*u,v) = (u, Vo) = /uWJ:Uf dx dy dz
= /(JleVT(fou)) v Ja! dx dy dz,
where for V = a(xD;) + > bj(xD,,) + > ¢;D.;, with a,bj, c; € C*(M),
Vi =Dyaa+ ) aD,b;+ ) D. ¢ € Diff (M).
Conjugation of V1 by Ja/ still yields an operator in DiffL (M). This shows
the existence (and uniqueness!) of the desired @, namely
Q=J e/ vijal

The density of C*°(M) in HSJ‘Z‘U“)(M) now finishes the proof of the
first claim when P =V € Vs (M), since this means that (P*u,v) = (Qu,v)
for all u € Hggril*(fﬂ)(M), v € Hfle(M) The general case follows by
induction and adding weight factors (recalling Remark 5.2).

The same calculation works even if u,v € C provided that V' € Ve, (M):
in this case D, is replaced by vector fields tangent to all boundary faces, i.e.
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2 and z’-D z for which there are no boundary terms—in the second case

due to the vanlshlng factor 27. This proves the claim if P € 27" Diff%, (M).
Note, however, that this calculatlon breaks down if u,v € C and V e
Ves(M): the Dz;, terms gives rise to non-vanishing boundary terms in gen-

eral, namely

Z / ()G uT Ja! dx dy dz; = Z(—wes’l(V)(da:j)u, V)H;,
i i
where Hj is the boundary hypersurface 2 = 0, dz; shows that dz} is dropped

from the density, and on H; one uses the density induced by the Riemannian
density and dz;-. This completes the proof of the lemma. O

We now define an extension of Diff (M) as follows.

Definition 5.19. Let ™" lefes (M) denote the set of Banach space adjoints

of elements of =" Diff* (M) in the sense of (5.4).
Also let 22" Diff?¥ ﬁ( ) denote operators of the form

> Q;P;, Py e x " Difff (M), Q; € Diffk, (M),

For M non-compact, the sum is taken to be locally finite.

Thus, if P € 22" lefesu( ), Pj, Q; as above, and Q; = R:, R; €
x~" Diff¥ (M), then

N
(Pu,v) ZPuRv

We are now ready to discuss Dirichlet and Neumann boundary conditions
for P € 272" lefesﬁ( ).

Definition 5.20. Suppose P € z72" lefesﬁ( ). By the Dirichlet operator
associated to P we mean the map

poP: H"!

es,0

(M) — HM2r (M),

where p : He™'"2"(M) — Heg™'"2"(M) is the quotient map. For f €
He_sk’l_QT(M) we say that u € HfSlO(M) solves the Dirichlet problem for
Pu = fif po Pu= f. We also say in this case that Pu = f with Dirichlet
boundary conditions.

Similarly, for f € He"'"*" (M) we say that u € HE'(M) solves the Neu-
mann problem for Pu = f if Pu= f. We also say in this case that Pu = f
with Neumann boundary conditions. Correspondingly, for the sake of com-

pleteness, by the Neumann operator associated to P we mean P itself.
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Remark 5.21. As noted in Lemma 5.18, when considering the action of
Diff (M) on C®(M), Diff (M) is closed under adjoints (which thus map
to C™>°(M), i.e. extendible distributions), so one can suppress the subscript
§ on Diff;,(M). Thus, the subscript’s main role is to keep the treatment
of the Neumann problem clear—without such care, one would need to use
quadratic forms throughout, as was done in [34].

We now turn to the action of WZE’Z(M ) on the dual spaces. Note that any
A € U (M) maps C to itself, and that ¥"}"'(M) is closed under formal
adjoints, i.e. if A € W (M) then there is a unique A* € U (M) such that
(Au,v) = (u, A*v) for all u,v € C —cf. Diff ;, (M) in Lemma 5.18. We thus
define A : ¢’ — C’ by (Au,v) = (u, A*v), w € C', v € C. Since C is (even
sequentially) dense in C" endowed with the weak-* topology, this definition
is in fact the only reasonable one, and if u € C, the element of C’ given by
this is the linear functional induced by Au on C.

Next, for subspaces of C' we have improved statements. In particular,
most relevant here, dually to Theorem 5.10, any A € \Ilgb(M ) is bounded on
Ha"' (M) and on He™'(M).

We now turn to an extension of Diff W, (M). First, taking adjoints in
Lemma 5.5, we deduce:

Lemma 5.22. If A € U7 (M) and Q € DiffL (M), then [A,Q] = > Q;A;+

es,T
B, Be VN (M), Aj € VN (M), Q; € Diff +(M). 1
Similarly, [A,Q] = X A\Q + Bl, B' € W5 (M), A, € WY (M), Q' €
Diff}, . (M).

Proof. The proof is an exercise in duality; we only spell out to emphasize
our definitions. We have for u € C’, v € C,

([4, Qlu,v) = ((AQ — QA)u,v) = (u, (Q"A" — A*Q")v) = (u, [Q", A"]v)
where Q* € Diffl (M), A* € WM. Thus, by Lemma 5.5 (applied with
Ves(M) replaced by Diffl (M)), there exist A; € W1 (M), B € U (M),
Q; € DiffL (M) such that [Q*, A*] = —[A*,Q*] = 3. Q,A; + B. Thus,
with A% € U~'(M), B* € U7 (M), Q% € Diff (M). This proves the

es,T
second half of the lemma. The first half is proved similarly, using the second

half of the statement of Lemma 5.5 rather than its first half. O
In fact, the analogue of Lemma 5.7 also holds with ng_ replaced by D7, €
J
Diff}, . (M):

Lemma 5.23. Let A € W' (M), a = ooy m(A). Then
iz 1DY Al = Ay DY + a2 Ag
J J
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where A()E‘I/le)( ), Ay € U™ Lo,

da da  Oa

Ueb,m(AO) = Wy Oeb,m— l(Al) 8<., + 6_5
J

We thus make the following definition:
Definition 5.24. Let

FaVR (M) ={> AuBg: A, € DiffE, ,(M), By € UL(M)}.

Using Proposition 5.4 and duality, as in the previous lemma, we deduce
the following:

Diff*

Proposition 5.25. lefesﬁ U (M) is a WO, (M)-bimodule, and

P € Difff, , v} VLM, A e UST(M) =

(5.5)
PA, AP € Difff, , w7 (M), [P, A] € Diff®

m+sfl,l+r(M)'

esﬁ

5.3. Domains. In this section, we discuss the relationship between Dirichlet
and Neumann form domains of A and the scales of weighted Sobolev that
we have introduced. First, we identify the Dirichlet quadratic form domain
in terms of the edge-smooth Sobolev spaces.

The Friedrichs form domain of A with Dirichlet boundary conditions on
Xo is

Hé (XO)a

also denoted by H'(Xjy) (see [10, Appendix B.2]); we may also view this
space as the completion of C2°(Xp) in the H'(X)-norm,

||UHH1(X0) = ||UHL§O(X0) + ||du||LgO(X0;T*X0)-

Equivalently in terms of “doubling” X across all boundary hypersurfaces,
H}(Xp) consists of H!-functions on the “double” supported in Xj.

Lemma 5.26. On C®(X) = *C>(Xy), the norms
2 2 \1/2
ol oy = (. + ldul; )V
and
||UHH81;1_(f+1)/2(X)
are equivalent.

Proof. Multiplication by elements of C*°(Xy) is bounded with respect to
both norms (with respect to HE' (f+1)/2( X) even C*°(X) is bounded), so
one can localize in Xy, or equivalently in X near a fiber 3=(p), p € W, of
W, and assume that u is supported in such a region.
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Elements of V(Xp) lift under 3 to span 2~ Ve(X) as a C*°(X)-module
by (3.13). In particular, merely since 3*V(Xg) C 27 Ves(X), we obtain’
(5.6) el a7z (xo) S el aa-cremre iy w € C(X).

We now prove the reverse inequality. By the spanning property, we have
(5.7) 2~ Aull 2 S Nl xo)

for any A € Ves(X) as C*°(X) is bounded on L(X) = L7 (X). As Ve(X)
together with the identity operator generates Diffés(X ), we only need to
prove

\|$71U\|L3(X) S lullmr(xo)s

for u € C*°(X) supported near a fiber 371 (p), p € Y, of Y. However, this
follows easily from identifying a neighborhood of 31 (p) with [0, €), X Oy X Z,
where O € R" /=1 and using the Poincaré inequality in Z, namely that

lu(z.y. )2 (z) < Cldzu)(@,y, 22y w € CF(Xo).
Multiplying the square of both sides by 2%/ and integrating in z, y, yields
‘|x71u($7?/7-)”L§(X) < C||(3371dzu)($7?/7-)HLg(X) < C/HUHH(}(X)
by (5.7). O

In view of the definition of Hl’l_(f+1)/2(X) as the closure of C*(X) in

es,0

gL-un/ 2(X ), we immediately deduce:
Proposition 5.27. The Dirichlet form domain of A is given by
(58) H&(XO) _ Hl,l*(f+1)/2(X)

es,0

in the strong sense that the natural (up to equivalence) Hilbert space norms
on the two sides are equivalent. In particular, for u € H}(Xo), we have

2™ Qull L2 < Cllull g1 (xo)
for all Q € Diff(X).

For Neumann boundary conditions the quadratic form domain is H'(Xj),
whose lift is not quite so simple in terms of the edge-smooth spaces. How-
ever, we have the following lemma, which suffices for the edge-b propagation
results below (with a slight loss).

Lemma 5.28. We have HY' "YUV (x) c HY(X,) ¢ HL VV2(X), with
all inclustons being continuous.

9We use the notation that a < b if there exists C' > 0 such that a < Cb. Usually a and
b depend on various quantities, e.g. on u here, and C is understood to be independent of
these quantities.
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Proof. The first inclusion is an immediate consequence of (5.6) holding for
u € C, C as in Remark 5.9 (thus dense in HE™ (f+1)/2( X) for all ), using
again that elements of V(X)) lift under 3 to span (and in particular lie in)
71V (X) as a C°°(X)-module by (3.13).

For the second inclusion, we need to prove that [[Aul|z2(x) < Cllull 1 (xy)
for A € Diff(X). As this is automatic for A € C>°(X), we are reduced to
considering A € Ves(X). But (5.7) still holds for u € C, so ||AuHL§(X) <
C’||:L‘*1Au||Lg < Ollull g1 (x,) for A € Ves(X). This finishes the proof of the
lemma. (]

(M). For f € C,

5.4. The wave operator as an element of z 2 Diff?
in local coordinates,

df = (0,f) ——i—fo)y]f +Z 9., f) dz;.

es,fi

Thus, the exterior derivative satlsﬁes
d € Diffl (M;C,*T* M),

with C denoting the trivial bundle. As the dual Riemannian metric is of
the form 272G, where G is a smooth fiber metric on *7*X, and A = d*d,
we deduce that 0 € z72 Dlﬁesﬁ( ). However, we need a more precise
description of [ for our commutator calculations.

So suppose now that U is a coordinate chart near a point ¢ at W with
coordinates (x,y,2’,2") centered at ¢, and recall from (2.2) that the Rie-
mannian metric has the form
(5.9) g = dz® + h(y,dy) + 2°k(x,y, z,d2) + ok (z,y, 2z, dz, dy, © dz).

By changing 2" if necessary (while keeping x,y, 2’ fixed), cf. the argument
of § 2 leading to (5.10), we can arrange that the dual metric K of k have
the form

(5.10)

k f
0 'Y, % Z kl z] 0 Y, 2 ;Q; + Z Z k3,1](07y72)£;£;/

+ > k2509, 2)C/ ¢, ksle =0.
i,j=k—+1
We deduce the following lemma:
Lemma 5.29. Let U be a coordinate chart near a point with x = 0 and
2 =0, and suppose that we have arranged that at
C={x=0, 2 =0},
the vector spaces

sp{dz{, i =1,...,k} and sp{dz], j=k+1,...,f}
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are orthogonal with respect to K. With Q; = l‘_lDzl{, the wave operator
satisfies

(5.11)  O=> QiriQ;+ > (27 'MQi+ Qjz ' M) + 2 >H on U
@] i

with
Kij € C°(M), M;, M| € Diffl, (M), H € Diff% (M)

Oeb 1 (M;) = m; = oap 1 (M]), h = ae,a(H),

f
1
(5.12) Kijlyi = —k1ii (Y, 2), mylc =0, m4ly = —3 E ks3,i; ¢,
j=ht1

!
hly =12 =& —hly,m) — Y kaujly, 2)C'¢.
i,j=k+1

We next note microlocal elliptic regularity.

Proposition 5.30. Letu e X = Hels’l(M), and suppose that
Oue H VM 2(M) =9
with Dirichlet or Neumann boundary conditions. Then

WER % (1) € 8 UWF Y (Ou).

In particular, if Ou = 0, then WF:{;%(U) C by,

Proof. The proof goes along the same lines as Proposition 4.6 of [34] and
Theorem 8.11 of [25]; we thus provide a sketch. An essential ingredient the
top-order commutativity of ! Diffgs,ﬁ U (M), which allows us to treat all
commutators as error terms. The key estimate is stated in Lemma 5.31
below.

Given the lemma, one proceeds by an inductive argument, showing that if
WF;:’;/Q’O(U) c ey uy WFZ];%/ZO(DU) (which is a priori known for s = 1/2,
starting our inductive argument) then WFZ{OOX(U) c T u WFZ{OO@(Du). In
order to show this, one takes A € \Ifzg+(f_1)/2(M), with WF/(4) NPy = 0,
WE'(A) NWEF3 o (Ou) = 0. A, uniformly bounded in Wgi(M), v € (0,1],

with A, € W "Y(M) for all ,
0eb,00(Ay) = (L +(EP + |7 + [n* + [¢*)

so A, = A,A is uniformly bounded in \Ilzlb’H(f*l)/Q(M) and A, — A
in \IIZZ)M’HU*U/Q(M) (0 > 0 fixed) as v — 0. One then concludes by
Lemma 5.31 that for all € € (0,1],

(O Ayu, O Ayu) — (dx Ayu, dx Ayu)| < €||A’Yu||i11,l—(f+1)/2 +Ce,

(M)
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with C' uniformly bounded, independent of . The microlocal ellipticity of
the Dirichlet form, i.e.

||A7u||§{;§1—(f+1)/2(x) < C'(0kAyu, OpAyu) — (dx Ayu, dx Ayu)l,

now gives that for sufficently small e € (0,1], 6HAVU||§{1’“(H1)/2(M) o

: ~1 2
be absorbed in (C”) HA,YUHH;SJ_(HI)/Q(M), and then one concludes that

”AVUHHQ;I’““)/?(M) is uniformly bounded independent of v. As A, — A

strongly, one concludes by a standard argument Au € H;s’lf(f +1/ 2(]\4 ).
Thus, 20 -1/2 4y € HL (M), hence (as X = HE' (M)

ell(4) N WFZbO’x(u) =0,
completing the iterative step. O

As already mentioned, the key ingredient is the following lemma.

Lemma 5.31. For Neumann boundary conditions, let X = HE'T (M), 9 =
H""Y(M); for Dirichlet boundary conditions let ¥ = HY (M), 9 =

es,0
Hi"'"Y(M). Let K C ®S*M be compact, U C S*M open, K C U.
Suppose that A is a bounded family of ps.d.o’s in \IJ:;O’H(HI)/Q(M) with

WF'(A) C K, such that for A€ A, A€ ‘I’QZ:LH(HU/Q(M) (but the bounds

for A in \I/Zﬁbbfuﬂfﬂ)/2 (M) are not necessarily uniform in A!). Then there
exist G € UV, G e UM with WF' G, WF' G C U and Co > 0
such that for e >0, A € A, one has in both the Neumann and the Dirichlet

case, with the respective spaces X and %),

we X, WEL /() nU =0, WERLS(Ow)nU =0 =
[0y Au, 0y Au) — (dx Au, dx Au)|

(5.13
< €||AUHZ;S,1—(H1)/2

any + Collullk + [Guly

+ G_IHDUH% + e_l\|(~}DuH2@).

Remark 5.32. Recall that v € Hés’lf(fﬂ)/Q(M) is equivalent to dxu €
L2(M), du € LZ(M) and z~'v € LZ(M), so EHAUHZQ;F(”””(M) on the

right hand side of (5.13) is comparable to the terms (9;Au,d;Au) and
(dx Au,dx Au). However, if A is supported away from °°Y, the Dirichlet
form is microlocally elliptic, so this term can be absorbed into the left hand
side, as was done in Proposition 5.30.

The hypotheses in (5.13) assure that the other terms on the right hand
side are finite, independent of A € A.

Proof. Again, this follows the argument as Lemma 4.2 and 4.4 of [34] and
Lemma 8.8 and 8.9 of [25], so we only sketch the proof. We sketch the
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Neumann argument; the Dirichlet case needs only simple changes. We have
(Opu, OpA™ Au) — (dxu,dx A Au) = (Ou, A* Au)

for all u € X and A € ‘I/le)_l’lﬂf_l)ﬂ(M) since A*Au € Hels’_l_(f_l)(M),

which is mapped by O into He_sl’_l_(f+1)(M) = (Hésl(M))* Modulo com-
mutator terms, one can rewrite the left hand side as

(OpAu, 0y Au) — (dx Au, dx Au),

which is the left hand side of (5.13). The commutator terms can be estimated
by the second and third terms (which do not depend on €) on the right hand
side of (5.13). The other terms on the right hand side arise by estimating

(using that the dual of HQSZ(M) is Hefsl’flf(fﬂ)(M))

[(Ou, A* Au)| < HADuHHe_Sl,—1—(f+1)/2(M) HAUHHQS’I_(HD/Q(M)

< 6_1HADUHZE—SL—1—(f+1)/2 + 6‘|Au||z;§1,—l—(f+1)/2

(M) (M)

= 671 ‘|x*l*(f+1)/2A|:|’u,||f,{e_sl’l_1(M) + GHA’LLHze,sL,l,(erl)/g(M),
and as 2~=(/+1/2 4 is uniformly bounded in W/7"°(M), with wave front set in
K, Hx*l*(fH)/ZADuH% can be estimated by a multiple of HDUH%—F HGDuH%
in view of Lemma 5.16. This completes the proof. U

The following is analogous to Lemma 7.1 of [34] and Lemma 9.8 of [25] and
states that near G the fiber derivatives x_lDzl/_ of microlocalized solutions
Au to the wave equation can be controlled by a small multiple of the time
derivative, modulo error terms (note that G is lower order than A by 1/2).
The theorem mentions a d-neighborhood of a compact set K C G (for § < 1);
by this we mean the set of points of distance < ¢ from K with respect to
the distance induced by some Riemannian metric on ®*S*M. Note that if
d and d' are the distance functions of two such Riemannian metrics, then
there is a constant ¢ > 0 such that every é-neighborhood of K with respect
to d is contained in a cd-neighborhood with respect to d’, and vice versa,
with ¢ independent of § (as § — 0), so up to possibly rescaling, the choice
of the Riemannian metric is not important. In particular, G is defined by
2=0,2=01-h(y,n) — & —k(y, 2, =0,") =0, so the set given by

T < 0/5’ |Z/‘ < 0/5? ‘1 - h‘(y’ﬁ) - 52 - k(y? Z, {./ = 07 é//)| < 0/57
is contained in a C"”§-neighborhood of G for some C” > 0, with C" indepen-
dent of ¢ (as long as C” is bounded).

Lemma 5.33. For Dirichlet or Neumann boundary conditions let X and Q)
be as in Lemma 5.51.
Let K € G. There exists §y € (0,1) and Cy > 0 with the following property.
Let 0 < § < &g, and § > 0, and let U be a d-neighborhood of K in
b S* M. Suppose A is a bounded family of ps.d.o’s in Wg’l+(f+1)/2(M) with

WEF/(A) C U, such that for A € A, A € ‘I’SZ:LH(HU/Z(M). Then there
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exist G € WV, G e OTO(M) with WF G, WF' G C U and C =
C(6) > 0 such that for A € A, one has in both the Neumann and the
Dirichlet case, with the respective spaces X and ), that

we X, WEL 20w nU =0, WFLS(Ou)nU =0

implies

2
¥
< Codl| DeAulf* + C (|[ull% + |Gullx + |Dully + |GTu|3).-

Proof. This is an analogue of Lemma 7.1 of [34] and Lemma 9.8 of [25],
so we only indicate the main idea. By Lemma 5.31 one has control of the
Dirichlet form in terms of the second through fifth terms on the right hand

2
side, so it suffices to check that ) Hx_lDzz/AuH can be controlled by the

Dirichlet form and § | D;Aul|*. This uses that K € G, Dy is elliptic on P,
and (H Au, Au) is small as WF’'(A) C U; see the aforementioned Lemma 7.1
of [34] and Lemma 9.8 of [25] for details. O

Corollary 5.34. For Dirichlet or Neumann boundary conditions let X and
) be as in Lemma 5.31. Let K € G, 6 > 0.
Then there exists a neighborhood U of K in ®S*M with the following

property. Suppose that A is a bounded family of ps.d.o’s in Wg’l+(f+1)/2(M)

with WE'(A) C U, such that for A € A, A € Wgo_l’l+(f+1)/2(M). Then
there exist G € ‘I’:;UZ’O(M), G e Wgo’o(M) with WF' G, WF'G c U and
C = C(6) > 0 such that for A € A, one has in both the Neumann and the
Dirichlet case, with the respective spaces X and ), that

we X, WEI 20w)nU =0, WFLS(Ou)nU =0

implies

e

< 8[| DeAull* + C (Jullk + | Gulk + 1B0ullg) + [1GOul3).

Proof. Fix a Riemannian metric on ®®S*M. Let §y, Cy be as in Lemma 5.33,
and let &' = min(dp/2,/Cp). Applying Lemma 5.33 with ¢’ in place of &
gives the desired conclusion, if we let U be a §’-neighborhood of K. O

Recall now that C'= {z = 0, 2’ = 0} denotes one boundary face of W in
local coordinates, and that as a vector field on *T*M tangent to W (but
not necessarily the other boundary faces), restricted to eST;‘-VM , Hes is given
by

1 1 0K . »

AU tad _ fod. — £0O- iHr g iir g .
g Hes = &y — 00 = £00; + KL 0., + K90 = 57500,
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see (3.17)-(3.18). We can expand the K% terms by breaking them up into 2’
and z” components at C, using (5.10). This becomes particularly interesting
at a point ¢ € *% which is the unique point in the preimage of p € e]DSEJW ng
under Teg_op. At such points é g 0, so many terms vanish. One thus obtains

2 Hos() = £ 00y~ 0o il O s 80— S,

2 a //
Pushing forward under 7 _ap, We obtain
(7®*He )( ) = 25.1‘0 + 2506 + 25{”6 "
. " Oko
- 2k2,ij€z{/8z§’ - 2k2,ij§f’§j 9¢ + 3, ,fJC CH@C”

Below, this appears as the vector field ||V}, and will give the direction of
propagation at glancing points in Theorem 7.7.

Lemma 5.35. Let Q; = :L‘*lng, Kij, Mg, h be as in Lemma 5.29. For
A Vgl (M),
(5.14)  o[0,A*A] = QL@+ Y _(x 'LiQi + Qfx ' L}) + 22 Ly,
with
Li; € 2V Ly, L e W2 (M), Lo € W22 (M),
eb,2m—1(Lij) = 2aVija, where Vij = kij(0c + O¢r + 20¢) + Hep sy,

Oeb,2m(Li) = Ocb, 2m(L ) = 2aV;a, where

1 1
(515) ‘/z = Zlil]az; + 5(771185 + Heb,mi) + §ml(a§ + 8@/),
J

Oeb2m+1(Lo) = 2aVoa, Vo = 2h0e + Hop i + Z m;0,
WEe, (Lij), WFe (Li), WF e (L7), WEG, (Lo) € WE, (A).
In particular, for f € C*(*S*M) with [l = @k ¢ for some ¢ € S*W,

Moreover, as smooth vector fields tangent to e]OT;‘T/M (but not necessarily
tangent to the other boundaries),

(5.17)
Volo = =26 28, — 2(6% + Zk:g G ¢ O — 26(T 0- + 1 0y)

—2ka<z”a DI CFLI

l,i,9

‘/ij‘C = —kil,ij(ag + 8@/ + 285 + Z zé’kl,ij)ag’y Vl|C = - Z kl,ijazé.u
L J
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and
(5.18)
(|T‘VO§ = _QZkZ 2] 0 Y,z
(|T‘V§ Zk3 Z] O Y, )C]? (‘T|‘/Z]€)| = _le,ij(ouyvz)7

(IT\’S’lx*’%(\TI%’”))IW = =2(r + )&, (7|27 Vi(|[*2")|y = O,
(= ™V (I7*2") |y = 0,

Remark 5.36. This is the main commutator computation that we use in the
next section. We stated explicitly the results we need. First, equation (5.16)
shows that functions of the “slow variables” do not affect the commutator
to leading order at W, hence they are negligible for all of our subsequent
calculations.

Next, (5.17) gives the form of the commutator explicitly at C'; this is what
we need for hyperbolic or glancing propagation within W, i.e. at points of
‘H, resp. G away from radial points. These are sufficiently local that we only
need the explicit calculation at C, rather than at all of W.

Finally, (5.18) contains the results we need at radial points in G: there
the construction is rather global in W, so it would be insufficient to state
these results at C' only. On the other hand, localization in é is accomplished
by localizing in é , the “slow variables” and the characteristic set, so fewer
features of Vj;, etc., are relevant.

Proof. By Lemma 5.29,
[0, A*A] = Z([Qf, A" Alki;Qj + Qi rij|Qj, A Al + Qf [k, A" A]Q;)

+Z TIMG[Qi, ATA] + [ M, AT AJQ;

+[Qr, A Alx™ M) + Q} [z~ M], A* A])
+ [z72H,A*A] on U.

The three terms on the first line of the right hand side are the only ones
contributing to L;;; in the case of the third term, via

Zaeb,mel([Hija A*A]) = Heb,ﬁija2 = 2aHeb,l€ija7

while in the case of the first two terms by evaluating the commutators using
Lemma 5.7 and taking only the Aj-terms, with the notation of the lemma.
The Ag-terms of the first two commutators on the first line of the right
hand side (with the notation of Lemma 5.7) contribute to L; or L,, as do
the second and fourth terms on the second line and the Aj-term of the first
and third terms on the second line. Finally, the expression on the third
line, as well as the Ag-term of the first and third terms on the second line
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contribute to Lo. We also use (4.2) to remove the weight from Hgy, -1y,
and Heb’x,%, e.g. xQHeb,r% = —2h0¢ + Heb,iy

The computation of the Hamilton vector fields at C' then follows from
Lemma 5.29 and (4.1) (recalling that ¢ is one of the y-variables). O

6. COISOTROPIC REGULARITY AND NON-FOCUSING

In this section we recall from [25] the notion of coisotropic regularity
and, dually, that of nonfocusing. We will be working microlocally near Feq
and in particular, away from the difficulties of the glancing rays in Fiyg.
Consequently all the results in this section have proofs identical to those in
[25, Section 4], where the fiber Z is without boundary.

Let K be a compact set in Ry} . By Lemma 3.25, there exists an open set
U cS*M such that K c U and UNF C Freg- Recall from Corollary 3.24
that in this case F N U is a coisotropic submanifold of ®*S* M —recall from
Footnote 7 that a submanifold of ®S* M is coisotropic if the corresponding
conic submanifold of ®T*M \ o is such.

In what follows, we let U be an arbitrary open subset of ®S* M satisfying
UNFCcC Freg, thus U N F is a C*° embedded coisotropic submanifold of
¢bS* M ; the foregoing remarks establish that such subsets are plentiful.

Definition 6.1. Given U as above, let M denote the module (over \IIS;JO(M))
of operators A € \Ili{DO(M ) such that
e WF'ACU,
® 0ob,1(A)| 7 = 0.
Let A be the algebra generated by M with A* = AN ‘III;’DO(M ).
Let X be a Hilbert space on which \IJS{DO(M ) acts, and let K C U. We

say that'® u has coisotropic reqularity of order k relative to X in K if there
exists Q) € ‘Ilg];O(M), elliptic on K, such that

AFQu € x.

We say that u satisfies the nonfocusing condition of degree k relative to
X on K if there exists QQ € \IJE}QO(M), elliptic on K, such that

Qu e AF(%).

We say that u is nonfocusing resp. coisotropic of degree k relative to X
on an arbitrary open subset S of F if for every open O C S with closure
disjoint from Fgpg, it is nonfocusing resp. coisotropic on O of degree k£ with
respect to X.

Remark 6.2.

10Note that our choice of U containing K does not matter in the definition.
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(1) w is coisotropic on K if and only if u is coisotropic at every p € K,
i.e. on {p} for every p € K. This can be seen by a partition of unity
and a microlocal elliptic parametrix construction, as usual.

(2) The conditions of coisotropic regularity and nonfocusing should be,
loosely speaking, considered to be dual to one another; a precise
statement to this effect appears in the proof of Theorem 9.4 below.

(3) Coisotropy and nonfocusing are only of interest on Freg itself: off of
this set, to be coisotropic of order k& with respect to X means merely
to be microlocally in Hfb,x while to be nonfocusing means to be
microlocally in H ;O]fx

(4) Certainly, away from W, o(0J) vanishes on Freg, as the latter lies in
the characteristic set 3 by definition. Splitting > into component
according to the sign of 7, and letting Il be pseudodifferential op-
erators over M° microlocalizing near each of these components, we
thus have

Ol =Q+AL + R
with Ay in M, Q4 elliptic of order 1, and R smoothing.

As a consequence of coisotropy, we have:

Lemma 6.3. The module M is closed under commutators, and is finitely
generated, i.e., there exist finitely many A; € WO with oeb1(Ai)|Fey = 0
such that

N
M={Ac Wy (U): 3Q; € VYU), A= QiA}.
=0

Moreover we may take Ay to have symbol |7 oep2,0(x20) and Ay = Id.
We thus also obtain

N
(6.1) AR =33 Qu [T A Qo € U2,(U)
lo|<k 1=l
where o runs over multiindices o : {1,..., N} — Ny and |o| = a1 +---+an.

Corollary 6.4. If u is coisotropic of order k on K relative to X then there
exists U open, K C U such that for Q € \IIS{DO(M), WF'(Q) C U implies
QAO‘u € X for |a| <k.

Conversely, suppose U is open and for Q € \IJS{OO(M), WF’(Q) C U implies

QAYu € X for |of < k. Then for K C U, u is coisotropic of order k on K
relative to X.

Proof. Suppose first that u is coisotropic of order k on K relative to X. By
definition, there exists @ elliptic on K such that A*Qu C %. Let U be
such that @ is elliptic on U, K C U, and let S € \IJS{DO(M) be a microlocal
parametrix for Q, so WF'(R) N U = () where R = SQ — Id.
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We prove the corollary by induction, with the case k = 0 being immediate
as one can write Qu = QSQu + QRu, QS € ‘I/(Q;JO(M) is bounded on X,
Que X, QR ¢ ‘I’;bOO’O(M) (for they have disjoint WEF'), so QRu € X.

Suppose now that k£ > 1, and the claim has been proved for £ — 1. By
Lemma A.1, applied with @, = @ (i.e. there is no need for the subscript n,
or for uniformity),

A"Q=QA"+ ) (A
18<]e|—1
Thus, for |a| =k,
QA% = QSQA® + QRAu
and
QSQA* =QSA*Q— > QSCzA”
1BI<|al-1
together with the induction hypothesis (due to which and to QSCg €
\pgf(M) with WF'(QSCs) € U, QSCsA%u € X) and QR € W_>"(M)
imply QA%u € X, providing the inductive step.
The proof of the converse statement is similar. O

We now specialize to the case
9= LI x Xo)

where [ is a compact interval. We additionally introduce another Hilbert
space X C 9, given by HE (I x Xg) or HY(I x X) with I an interval and the
0 denoting vanishing at I x 0Xgy. Note that Id +A : X — X* is an isometry.

Suppose K is compact. For N > k + r we let Y denote the subspace of
9

VD ={uecX: WF{X&* (u) C K, wu is coisotropic of order k w.r.t.
Hyp x on K}.
Let
3k = {¢ € X : u is coisotropic of order k w.r.t. Hy ¢ on K}.

Lemma 6.5. Suppose that K C O, K compact, O open with compact clo-
sure, and Q € WO(M) such that WF'(Id —Q) N K =0, WF'(Q) C O. Let

(6.2) PVD={uveX: Ty(Id—Q)u e X", |a| <k=T,AQu e X*}

and

(6.3) 3={ueX: |a|<k=TAQue X}
Then

Dk CY C V5
and

3k C3C 35
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Proof. If u € Yk, then WF[ ¢ (u) C K implies that Ty (Id —Q)u € X*.
Moreover, since w is coisotropic on K, it is coisotropic on a neighborhood
O’ of K; we construct Q' € ¥O(M) with WF Q' c O, WF(Id —Q')N K = ().
Then

T,A%Qu = T, A°Q'Qu + T, A% (Id —Q") Qu,
and the first term is in X* by coisotropy of v on O while the latter is in X*

by the wavefront condition on wu.

On the other hand, if u € ), we have Ty (Id —Q)u € X* hence WF{XW (u)N
ell(Id —Q) = 0, so in particular, WF{X&* (u) C OF¢, since Id —Q must be
elliptic on O°. It remains, given p € O, to check coisotropic regularity at p.
If p € ell(Id —Q), it again follows from the wavefront set condition, hence
it suffices to consider p € ell@ D [ell(Id —Q)]¢; at such points coisotropic
regularity follows from 7, A*Qu € X*.

The proof for 3 works analogously. O

Corollary 6.6. Suppose K = N;0;, O; open with compact closure, ﬁ C
Oj. LetQ;j, 3; be given by (6.2), (6.3) where Q; satisfies WF'(Id —Q;)NK =
0, WF/(Qj) C O. Then Px = N;Y;, 3k = N;3k-

In particular, YPr and 3k become Fréchet spaces when equipped with the
P, 3; norms.

Remark 6.7. Tt is easy to see that the Fréchet topology is independent of
the choice of the particular O;.

Proof. The fact that Px C N;Y; follows from Lemma 6.5. For the reverse
inequality, note that u € NY; C ﬂ@o—j has WF}, g+«(u) C NO; = K. On
the other hand, as u € Y1, |o| < k = A%Q u € X and @ is elliptic on K.
Thus, v € Yk

The same holds for 3k. O

We now note the following functional-analytic facts:

Lemma 6.8. Let QQ be as above, and again let
(6.4) PD={uecX: InId-Q)uec X", |a| <k=T,A%Qu € X"},
and
3={ueX: |a|<k=TAQue X}

Then the dual of Y with respect to the space $) (see Appendix A) is

VD ={u: u=v9+Ty(Id—-Q)v; + Z T, A%Quq, vo,v1,04 € X},

|| <k
and the dual of 3 with respect to §) is
3 ={u: u=w+ Y T,AQua, v0,v0 € X'},

jal<k
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Proof. First consider the dual of 3 with respect to $. We apply the dis-
cussion of Appendix A leading to (A.7). More precisely, with the notation
of the Appendix, we take = L2(I x Xp), and X = H'(I x X), resp.
X = H}(I x Xy), as set out earlier. We also let D = C>°(I x Xj), resp.
D = C®(Ix Xy) (with the dot indicating infinite order vanishing at I x 9Xg).
We define the operators By in (A.6) as follows: we take By, k =1,...,N,
to be a collection of C*> vector fields on Xy which span V(X) over C*(X),
By =1d, and define the X-norm on D by
N
(6.5) Jul = [ Boull3 + 3 1 Biull3,
k=1
cf. (A.4); then X is the completion of D. Then we take the collection of A;
in defining the space ) in Appendix A, with the norm (A.3), to be T, A,Q,
|la] < k. Then our claim about 3* follows from (A.7) and (A.1l), taking
into account that the principal symbol of the conjugate a pseudo-differential
operator by complex conjugation is the complex conjugate of the principal
symbol of the original operator, so its vanishing on e is unaffected.
We now consider the dual of ), with Q) given by (6.4). AsId+A: X — X*
is an isomorphism, the norm on X* is given by
N
lulle = 10 +8) " ulx = 3 | B(ld +4) 1w,
k=0
with By, as in (6.5), we are again in the setting leading to (A.7) with X in the
Appendix given by our X*, the By in the Appendix given by Bj(Id +A)~!,
the space 2 in the Appendix being our space 9) in (6.4), and the A; in the
appendix given by Tn(Id —Q) and T,,A%Q, |a| < k. Then our claim about
9* follows from (A.7) and (A.1). O

Now let
Vi = {u € Tn(X) : u is nonfocusing of order k w.r.t. Hy % on K},
3k = {u € X*: wis nonfocusing of order k w.r.t. Hy % on K}
Lemma 6.9. Define ), 3 as above. Then
VD CV* C Vg
and _ _
3k C 3" C 35
The proof follows that of Lemma 6.5 closely, using the characterization
of P* and 3* from Lemma 6.8.

We remark that away from W, we may always (locally) conjugate by an
FIO to a convenient normal form: being coisotropic, locally F can be putin a
model form ¢ = 0 by a symplectomorphism @ in some canonical coordinates
(y,2,1m,¢), see [10, Theorem 21.2.4] (for coisotropic submanifolds one has
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k=mn—I,dimS = 2n, in the theorem). We may moreover arrange the (z, ()
coordinates (i.e. apply a further symplectomorphism) so that o(OJ)o® = ¢(;
for some symbol g elliptic in a small open set. We now quantize ® to a FIO
T, elliptic on some small neighborhood of a w € Fyeg, which can be arranged
to have the following properties:

e TO = QD,, T+ R where Q € W!(M°) is elliptic near ®(w) and R is
a smoothing operator.

e u has coisotropic regularity of order k (near w) with respect to H*®
if and only if DITu € H® whenever |a| < k.

e 1 is nonfocusing of order k (near w) with respect to H® if and only
if Tu € Y4 <) DIH®.

Let G € U=1(M°) be a parametrix for Q. As a consequence of the above
observation, Ou = f implies that D, Tu — GT'f € C* microlocally near
®(w), and if f is coisotropic of order k relative to H*~!, then DGTf € H*
for |a] < k (with an analogous statement for non-focusing) hence we have
now sketched the proof of the following:

Proposition 6.10. Suppose u is a distribution on M°, Ou = f. If f is
coisotropic of order k, resp. mnonfocusing of order k, with respect to H*™1
then the coisotropic reqularity of order k, resp. non-focusing reqularity of
order k, with respect to H?, is invariant under the Hamilton flow over M°.

In particular, for a solution to the wave equation, coisotropic reqularity
of order k with respect to H® and nonfocusing of order k with respect to H®
are invariant under the Hamilton flow over M°.

(We remark that one could certainly give an alternative proof of this
proposition by positive commutator arguments similar to, but much easier
than, those used for propagation of edge regularity in the following section.)

Corollary 6.11. Suppose that f is coisotropic, resp. non-focusing, of order
k relative to H™ ', supported in t > T. Let u be the unique solution of
Ou = f with Dirichlet or Neumann boundary conditions, supported in t >
T. Then u is coisotropic, resp. non-focusing, of order k relative to H™ at
p € S*M?° provided every'' GBB ~ with 4(0) = p has the property that there
exists so such that t(v(so)) < T, and for s € [0, s0] (ors € [s0,0], if so <0),
v(s) € S*M°.

The analogous statements hold if f is supported in t < T, and w is the
unique solution of Ou = f supported int < T, provided we replace t(y(sp)) <
T by t(3(s0)) > T

Proof. This is an immediate consequence of Proposition 6.10, taking into
account that u is coisotropic, resp. non-focusing, in ¢ < T, by virtue of
vanishing there. O

HThe restriction of this GBB to [0, s0], if so > 0, or [s0,0] if so < 0, is unique under
these assumptions.
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If K C M° is compact, then there is § > 0 such that if p € S3 M° and vy
is a GBB with 7(0) = p, then for s € (=6, 9), v(s) € M°. As s is equivalent
to t as a parameter along GBB , we deduce the following result.

Corollary 6.12. Suppose K C M° is compact. Suppose that f is co-
isotropic, resp. non-focusing, of order k relative to H™™ ', supported in
t > T. Let u be the unique solution of Ou = f with Dirichlet or Neu-
mann boundary conditions, supported in t > T. Then there exists og > 0
such that u is coisotropic, resp. non-focusing, of order k relative to H™ at

p €S M if t(p) < T+ &.

Of course, what happens to coisotropic regularity and nonfocusing when
bicharacteristics reach W is of considerable interest, and will be discussed
below.

7. EDGE PROPAGATION

This section contains a series of theorems that will enable us to track
propagation of regularity into and back out of the edge. They are as follows:

e Theorem 7.1, which governs propagation of regularity into and out of
the interior or W as well as the microlocal propagation of coisotropic
regularity there (i.e. iterated regularity under application of opera-
tors in A).

e Theorem 7.3, which governs propagation of regularity into 1174 along
glancing rays, tangent to one or more of the boundary faces meeting
at R x Y (in the blown-down picture).

e Theorem 7.6, which governs the propagation of edge regularity at
non-radial hyperbolic points at the boundary of the edge W.

e Theorem 7.7, which governs the propagation of edge regularity at
glancing points at the boundary of the edge W.

These theorems will then be assembled (together with the propagation over
the interior of the edge, which we may simply quote from [25]) to yield the
propagation of coisotropic regularity into and out of the edge in Theorem 8.1,
and this result is the key ingredient in proving the “geometric” improvement
in regularity on the diffracted wave.

7.1. Radial points in the interior of the edge. The following theorem
enables us to track edge wavefront set entering and leaving the edge at radial
points over its interior.

Theorem 7.1 (Propagation at radial points in the interior of the edge).
(See [25, Theorem 11.1]) Let u € HEN (M) solve Ou = 0 with Dirichlet or
Neumann boundary conditions.

(1) Let m > 1+ f/2. Given a € Hwp,, and p € Rebar if (Frp\oM) N

WE™ Au =0, for all A € A¥ then p ¢ WE™" Bu for all ! <1 and
all B € A",
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2) Let m <1+ f/2. Given a € Hyp,, p € R? , if a neighborhood U
) eb,a,0

of p in ©S*|gnr M is such that WE ™ (Au)NU C 8Fp for all A € A*
then p ¢ WE"'(Bu) for all B € A*.

This theorem is literally the same theorem as [25, Theorem 11.1] as we
are restricting our attention to the interior of the fibers, hence the presence
of a fiber boundary in our setting is irrelevant. We thus refer the reader to
[25] for the proof.

Remark 7.2. In fact, we could take u € Hg™'(M) here, but the restriction
on regularity will be necessary in later theorems to maintain the boundary
condition at the side faces z, = 0, and we prefer to keep a uniform hypothesis.
Moreover, the boundary conditions are irrelevant; again, they are stated for
the sake of uniformization.

7.2. Propagation into radial points over the boundary of the edge.
We now turn to the question of propagation into the edge at glancing points,
i.e. at points over the boundary of the fibers of M. Note that the hypotheses
of this theorem are global in the boundary of the fiber: we do not attempt
to distinguish different points in the fiber boundary.

Theorem 7.3 (Propagation into radial points over the boundary of the

edge). Let u € X = HY(M) solve Ou = 0 with Dirichlet or Neumann
boundary conditions (see Definition 5.20).

Letm > 1+ f/2—1 withm >0, I’ < 0. Suppose that ¢ € Hy1, and there
exists a neighborhood U of

Reb ,q,1 N ebS* oM = 7zeb,q,] ng

in *®S* M such that {x > 0}NUNW ehx W= 0. Then ebS* MﬁVVFeb 3€u =
0 for all I < 0.

Proof. Choose local coordinates on W, and let ¢ = (yo,to,To € {£1},7) €
Hw,p. Choose & such that €2 =1 — h(y, o) with sgn & = sgn 7o (this is the
incoming point).

One of the central issues in proving the theorem is to construct a symbol
that is localized in the hypothesis region that is sufficiently close to being
flow-invariant. To begin, we will need a localizer in the fiber variables. Fix
any K € W° and fix a small number ex > 0. Let

TSk (M ﬁ{‘C|/‘§|<6K}—>Z
be locally defined by

/ Sgn%
T(q)= z(expz ¢ SooHes), 800 = ‘— arctan

o>

|

¢

Kq
where ¢’ € ®S% (M) has “edge-smooth” coordinates (¢,y, z,7,&,1,() (we are
using the canonical identification of ¢S*M with ®S*M away from oM\W).
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This map is well-defined provided e is chosen sufficiently small (so that the
flow stays away from OW) The map simply takes a point over the boundary
to its limit point in the fiber variables along the forward bicharacteristic flow,
hence on W, we certainly have T, (Hes) = 0.

We now employ T to create a localizer away from OW. Fix

K'cUCK cUCKcW®
with K, K', K compact and U’,U open such that
(1) a € =S, M and \g(a) /g(a)\ < e imply Tr(a) € W\ K7,
(2) a € 8%, M and \g(a) /g(a)( < ex imply T (a) € U'.

Now let y € C®(W) be equal to 0 on W\K’ and 1 on U’. For e sufficiently

small, yoY g vanishes on eSS}*(\UM , hence can be extended as 0 to BSS%/\UM
to define a C*° function. Thus, this extension of x o T g is well defined and

smooth on
{‘é/g‘ <e€r, T <€} UQSS;V\UM C ®S*M;

it equals 0 on the fibers over W\U and 1 on those over K”. But

{‘é/é‘ <y, v < e} UQSS;'}V\UM - {‘é/é‘ <€, T<Eg} UeSS;T/\UM

for €}, > 0 sufficiently small as on U,

| s |ésé
away from 0 there. Due to the vanishing near W, we can equivalently

regard this extension of xy o Tx as a C* function p on the following subset
of the edge-b cosphere bundle:

{‘&/é( < T < EFUPST, M.

, since |2/| are all bounded

The resulting function satisfies

(7.1) Hes(p) = O(x) on {‘é/é‘ < e'K, r < e’K} UebS;V\UM.

and

(7.2) p=0on ebsgv\UM.

It is convenient to extend p to all of ®*S* M by defining it to be an arbitrary
fixed positive constant, say 1, where it is not previously defined. Note
that by (7.2), when we need to calculate derivatives of p in a commutator
calculation, we may always assume that we are away from OW, hence use
the edge-calculus Hamilton vector field result.

Now consider the function

w = |7 — 70> + |y — yol> + p> + [t — to]*.

(Note that keeping w, |£ — &| and z sufficiently small on 3, automatically
means that ¢ is small as well.)
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We now identify some appropriate neighborhoods in which to localize.
First, choose €p, €1 < 1 such that

P < e, x<er, w<er, [€— &P <ea = |(/E] < /2.

Second, choose €5 < €1 such that

Sep N {z < e} N{w < e} N{[{ = &f” < e} C {|{]° < %0}.

Let

E={r<e}niv<ealn{f-&P <e}n{cf <)

Next, given § > 0, which will depend on K, let U = Us be as in Corol-

lary 5.34. Finally, given any 5 > 0 (to be specified below) we will choose
e =¢(3,9) so that

(7.3) €, (14 5) < e,
and so that
Ki={z<e w<el+p), [£—&*<e [(]*<e}CU=Us.

(Note that K. ¢ K by (7.3).)
Let ¢ € C([0,€)), o € C°([0,¢€p)), identically 1 on [0,€0/2], Y1 €
C°([0,¢€)), identically 1 on [0,€/2], 1 € C°((—00,€)), all non-increasing,

a=ac = 7[>z p(w — Br)r (1€ — &) d(x)vo(IC1%)
Thus,
r<e w<el+08), E—&f? <e |CP < eoon suppa.

We usually suppress the e-dependence of a below in our notation. Equa-
tion (7.3) ensures that (1 + 3) < 1 on suppa, so p < 1, and thus (7.1)
holds. We have also arranged that

‘(A/é‘ < €% /2 on suppa

and that 10(|¢|?) = 1 on supp(¢(w — Bx)d ()1 (|€ — £o|?)) N Bep- This latter
observation means that we need never consider derivatives falling on the g
term when computing the action of the Hamilton vector field on a. (The
cutoff 1[)0(6 ) is therefore not necessary for correct localization of a, as that is
achieved by the cutoffs in w, é and zx if we restrict our attention to Xy ; rather
this is necessary to make a a symbol, which it would not be if independent
of ¢.)

We quantize a to A € U (M), ie. take any A with oep s(4) = a. By
Lemma 5.35,

(7.4) O, AA] =) QiLyQ;+ Y (¢ 'LiQi + Qfz'Lj) + 2L,
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with
Li; € W2~V (M), L € U2 (M), Lo € W2 (M),
(7.5)  Oeb2s—1(Lij) = 2aVija, oep25(Li) = 2aVia, oep25+1(Lo) = 2aVoa,
WF, (Lij), WEq, (Li), WFe, (Li), WFg, (Lo) € WE, (A),
with V;;, Vi and V) smooth vector fields tangent on eb N f tangent to 4%
and such that for f € C>®°(°S*M) with fl;;, = @, ¢ for some ¢ € S*W,
(7.6) Viiflw =0, Vifliy =0, Vofly =0.
In view of Corollary 5.34, we are led to regard the L;; and L; terms as negli-
gible, provided that their principal symbol is bounded by a constant multiple

of oep s+1(Lo) times the appropriate power of |7| (to arrange homogeneity
of the same degree). Also by Lemma 5.35,

(7.7)
(I7IVod) |y = —2Zk2 ij(0,y,2
(I7IVid)l Z’me 0,5,2)¢}, (IT[Vi)lyir = —2k1,4;(0,, 2),

(L Vot Dl = 207+ £, (o= V2" Dl =,
(I~ e Vi (|7 2"™)) = 0,
In particular, with s’ = 0, v/ = 1, |7|"'Vpz = —2¢x, while Viz,Vijx are
O(x?).
In computing Va for various homogeneous degree p — 1 vector fields V
n ®®T* M, we will employ the following arrangement of terms:

Va =¢(w — Bz)¢(x)to (I} 1 (1€ = &)V (|7°2™")
+ [ o (1) b (@) (I = &) (w — Bz)(Vw — V)
+ [l (w = Ba)yo(ICP)n (1€ — o)V (6(x))
+ ' (w = Ba)yo(ICP)(@)V (91 (1€ — o)
+ [7*2 Y (w — Br)d(2)er (€ — &)V (o (IC)).

As |7|"Wor = —2€x while |7| 'Vow = xf for some f € C®(®PS*X), and
|€| is bounded below on K (which is a compact subset of ®*S* M), it follows
that there exists 3 > 0 such that —(sgn 7o) |7|~*(Vow — 8Voz) > x on K, and
thus

(7.8) —(sgn7o)|7| " (Vow — AVoz) = ac3

for some smooth positive function ¢s defined on K, hence on a neighborhood
of suppa in ®*S* M. Moreover,

Vo (1€ — &ol?) = —4(€ — &)1 (1€ — &ol) ZkZ,ij(Ouyvz) e

ij
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Similar computations hold for the V; and V;; terms, with result shown below
n (7.9).
We start by discussing the terms in (7.4)-(7.5) in which the vector fields
Vo, Vi, Vi; differentiate ¢1(|§ 50\ ). These terms altogether have the form

Z Qi Lij1Q; + Z(l“_leQi +Qfx'Li ;) + 2 ? Loy, where

Oeb,2s—1(Lij1) iy = —(sgno)aik1,q;(0,y, 2),

1
Oeb,2s(Li) iy = Oeb2s(Li 1)y = 2(SgIlTo a1zk‘3 (0,9, 2)C;

Oeb,2s+1(Lo,1) |y, = —(sgn7o)as Zk2,ij anvz)gz(/ 'k
]
with a1 = 8a(sgn70) (£ — &) |7[*= ™" (w — Ba)tho(IC1*) e ()¢ (1€ — &of?)-
On K N suppl/)l(|£ &) NPy, € — & has sign —sgnéy = —sgn o, sO
(sgn70)(€ — &) < 0 there. Thus, noting that the right hand side on the last

line is a square for z sufficiently small in view of ¢, < 0 when (sgn 7o) (o —
€) > 0, it has the form

(7.10) (—sgn7o)dya 'CiCox~ dy + Ey + E) + Fy,
Co € W57 (M), Eo, E} € Diff?,, w21 2()

- 1/2
Oens1/2(Co) = (H (s 70)(& - 5>>¢<x>a1) ,
WE,(Ep) NP% = 0, WF,,(Eo) C {z > 0} Nsuppa,

Fy € Diff2 , >~ (M), WF., (E}), WFL,(Fo) C suppa,
where H is the Heaviside step function (recall that 1] = 0 near the origin,
and ¢’ < 0) and ¢ € C°([0,€2)) is identically 1 near 0 and has sufficiently
small support.

Next, the terms in (7.4)-(7.5) in which the vector fields Vp, V;, Vi; differ-
entiate ¥(w — Bx) have the form

Z Qi Lij2Q; + Z($_1Li72Qi + Q;FJJ_IL;Q) + 2 ?Lg g, where
Oebs—1(Lij2) = a5 fij2, Oebs(Lig) = Oebs(Lis) = a3 fia,
Oeb.si1(Lo2) = —(sgno)ascs, c2 as in (7.8)

a3 = —2zal7[* a7y (w — Br)eo (IC17)d()ir (1€ = o),

with fi;2, fi2 smooth. Moreover, terms in (7.4)—(7.5) in which the vector

fields Vj, Vi, Vi differentiate ¥o(|C|?) have wave front set disjoint from Y as
already discussed, while the terms in which these vector fields differentiate
¢(x) are supported in suppa N {z > 0}, where we will assume the absence
of VVFS]O 3é u (the weight is indicated by an asterisk as we are away from

esﬁ

x =0, so it is irrelevant).
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Finally, the terms in (7.4)—(7.5) in which the vector fields Vo, Vi, Vi;
differentiate |7|°z~" have the form

Z Qi Lij3Q; + Z(ﬂflLi,3Qi + Qe ' Li3) + 7L, where

Oebs—1(Lij3) = @’ fij3, Oebs(Lis) = ens(Li3) = a°xf;3,
Teb,s+1(Lo3) = —a*(sgnmo)|7[2(s — )3,
where 3|7, = 4(sgn 70)€ > 0.
Finally, recall that terms with 1y derivatives are supported in the elliptic
set of [.
We are now ready to piece together the above information to compute
the commutator [[J, A*A]. First we choose a family of operators convenient
for adjusting orders: pick

T, € OA(M), e, (T,) = |7]” near K.
Thus, T, are simply weights, for |7]" is elliptic of order v on a neighborhood
of K.
Adding all the terms computed above, and rearranging them as needed,

noting the top order commutativity in eb-order of Diff  , ¥, (M), we finally
deduce that

—1(sgn )|, A*A]
=A5(C5272Co+ Y (27 FoQi + Qia 'Flo) + Y Q1 Fj2Q;) As

tj

es,fi

(711) T ATy (C52(s —1)27°C3 + Z(l‘_lﬂ‘,:aQi + Qi Fy)

+ Z Qsz‘j,ian)TlﬂA
]
+dyr'CiCoxdy + E+ E' + R”
with
(1) Ay € UV 7V2(M), 0 g1/0(A2) = a2, WFy(A2) C suppa
(2) Co,C3 € U (M); Fip, Fly, Fis, Fly € U (M) and Fyjp, Fyjs €
W (M);
(3) On K, 0eb,0(Ca) # 0 and o 0(Cs) = (sgn1o)é # 0,
(4) Co e ¥, 1/27’( M), WF., (Cp) C suppa,
() £, € lefesu wh L (),
E 1 1.e. 18 lower order C suppa,
6) R" Di Hesﬁ 28 22T+2 M) (i is1 d WF/ R"
(7) W E C {x > O} N suppa (our hypothesis reglon)
(8) W NePY = @, WF., (E') C suppa.

When we pair both sides of this equation (suitably regularized) with a solu-
tion to the wave equation the terms E, E’ and R” will be controlled respec-
tively by the hypothesis on » in # > 0, microlocal elliptic regularity, and
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an inductive hypothesis in the iterative argument in which we improve the
order by 1/2 (or less) in each step. The remaining terms on the right hand
side are either positive, or involve @);, and the latter terms are controlled by
the former, by Corollary 5.34. Thus, save for the need to mollify to make
sure that we can actually apply this commutator to v and pair it with u,
and also be able to rewrite the commutator as the difference of products,
this would give our positive commutator result, controlling ||z ~!7} 1203 Au||.

We do, however, need to mollify. Let o > 0 (typically we take o = 1/2,
always o € (0,1/2]) Ay € ¥_7(M) for v > 0, such that {A, : v € (0,1]}
is a bounded family in ¥ (M), and A, — Id as v | 0 in U (M), for
all € > 0. Let the principal symbol of A, considered a bounded family in
WO, (M), be (1+7|7[>)~7/2 on a neighborhood of K. Let A, = A, A. We now
have A, € U2 7" (M) for v > 0, and A, is uniformly bounded in W2 (M),
A, — Ain 5T (M). Moreover,

(7.12) 0, AT A,) = A0, AT AJA, + A%, AZA)A + R,

with R uniformly bounded in Diffg&ﬁ ngiZ’QTJFQ(M ) (hence lower order).

Now, for a vector field V on *T*M,
V(1L +717) 772 = =(o/27(1 + 17?7V

Applying this, the general formula (7.4)—(7.5) with A, in place of A and
(7.7) with ' =0, s’ = 2, we deduce that
—(sgn 7o) A% [, AJA,JA
= A*Ai; 1*/2[\,4;( - 200;.%7203 + Z(.’EilFiAQi + Qfl‘leilA)
(7.13) i
+ Z Qi Fij4Q;) Ty oAy A A+ R,
]
with Fijq € U 2°(M), Fu,Fl, € v, "°(M), A, uniformly bounded in
\112{00 (M) with principal symbol

< 1\ 1/2
oan(Ay) = (TP + A1) < 1,
Cy € W%0(M) and Ty jy € WH*O(M) as in (7.11) and R!, uniformly bounded
in Diff7, , W2 =222 (M), hence lower order. Note that this commutator has
the opposite sign from (7.11), which limits our ability to regularize. However,

as long as ¢/ — o > 0, we can write

20'1d —20A* A, = B:B,
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with B, uniformly bounded in \IJSBO(M ). Thus, if s —r > o, taking ¢’ such
that o < 0/ < s —r, we deduce that

—1(sgn 7o) (1, AT A, ]

=45 (C5272Co+ ) (a7 ' FoTiQiT-y + T1Q; Tiz ' F,)
7

+) T 1QiQFijaTh) Asy
]
+ ATV, (C32(s —r —o')x™2C3

(7.14)
+ 3 (@ s QT + T Qi Ty F )
7

+ Z T1Q;Q;Fij5T1) Ty 2 A,
ij
+ AVTY ), C3 By By CsT ;2 A
+dya ' AL CiCoMya dg + E + E + RY,
with the terms as in (7.11), in particular Fj; s, FZ/J5 as Fjj 3, etc., there, and
Ay = AsA,, etc. Here we rewrote the terms in (7.11) somewhat, inserting
Ty and T_1 in places (recall that 7371 differs from Id by an element of
\Ife_bl’O(M ) on K, and this difference can be absorbed in RY) in order to be
able to use Corollary 5.34 directly below. Applying both sides of (7.14) to

u and pairing with u, we claim we may integrate by parts for any v > 0 on
the right hand side of the resulting expression to obtain

(7.15)
—1(sgn 7o) ([, AT A5 Ju, u)

=llz™ Co A yull* +2(s — 7 = o') |27 Ca Ty o Aru|?
+) (Q)FijaTiAg yu, QT Ay yu)
tj

+ Z ((QinlAMuv fleF{szz,M + <3371T1ﬂ/,2A2,v“7 QinlAMu»

+ Z (QiT1Ty jp Aqu, " T 5T jo Ay

+ <1‘_1T1ﬂ/,5T1/2A«yU, QiT_ 1Ty /2 A\u))
+ Z<QjT1Fij,5T1/2A'yua QT Ty Ayu)
]
+ || By C3Ty o Aull® + || CoAya™ dzu||® + ((Ey + EL, + R)u, u),
and that we may similarly expand the left side by using
(7.16) ([0, AZ A Ju,u) = (AL Ayu, Ou) — (Ou, AT Ayu),

so that pairing with a solution to the wave equation yields identically zero.
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We begin by justifying these two integrations by parts, after which we
will read off the consequences. We start with the Dirichlet case. Note that

the L2-dual of 9) = Helle(M) is Hog" " (A1) (where as usual the z/+!
factor derives from the difference between the metric density used in the
pairing and the “edge-density” used to define the norm on H_ ,(M)). We

es,0
have

22 Diff2, (M) 5 0: 9 — Hg ' 2(M) = 22H0HD-2()*,

es,f
Here we suppressed the quotient map p : Hes ' 2(M) — He ' 2(M), ie.
the stated mapping property is, strictly speaking, for p o J. Furthermore,
the dual of Hsbr@(M) is

(Hapg(M))" = Ho oyt (M)
Equation (7.16) makes sense directly and naively for v > 0 if the products

of O with A7 A, € W27 (M) map HJy(M) to its dual, H* " (M).

We thus require
Tt —s',—r'=21—(f+1)+2
AZA,  HY (M) — Hyly " U2 )
which holds if
s—o < s’,
r<r'+1+(f+1)/2-1

Following the same line of reasoning shows that if we are willing to settle
for just (7.15), by contrast, we only require the milder hypotheses

s—o<s+1/2,

r<r'+l+(f+1)/2-1
In fact, we claim that (7.18) suffices for both (7.15) and (7.16), with the
latter being obtained via the following subtler regularization.

This is best done by replacing u in the second slot of the pairing by a
separate factor A,u, where A, is constructed just as A, but with the greater
degree of regularization ¢ = 1. Thus we have a replaced the lost half of an
edge derivative (on each factor) which obtains from assuming (7.18) instead
of (7.17) and may again integrate by parts to obtain, for v,~7" > 0,

(10, AL Ay Ju, Ayru) = (AZ Ay u, OAyu) — (Ou, AZ AL Au)
= (AJ A u, Ay Ou) + (AJAu, [0, Ay fu) — (Ou, AZAL A )

(7.17)

(7.18)

(7.19)

Now, A — Id strongly (but not in norm) on H;;%(M ) and on H, s};%* for all
s',r'; this takes care of the first and third terms. Furthermore, [0, A ] — 0

. /7 / /4}17 !
strongly (but not in norm) as a map from Hj % (M) to Hjb,Hegl’l(M)(M)'
Thus, letting 4/ — 0 shows (7.16) just under the assumption s—o < s'+1/2,

r<r' —1+1+(f+1)/2
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The Neumann case is completely analogous, except that then L;—dual of
X = HE (M) is Hs"""Y™ (). We have
c72Diff2 (M) > 0: X — H M 2(M) = 22U+ =25,

es,ff

Furthermore, the dual of Hg"y(M) is
(Hyx(M)" = Hylx " (M).

The rest of the argument proceeds unchanged.

Having justified our integrations by parts, we now show that we can ab-
sorb the @;-terms in (7.15) in the positive terms (uniformly as v | 0) by
using Corollary 5.34. Thus, given § > 0, let U be as in Corollary 5.34; for
sufficiently small € > 0, suppa C U. For instance, by Cauchy-Schwarz,

{QjEyjoT1 Ao qu, QiT* 1 Ag yu)| < ||QiT* 1 Ag yul|* + ||Qj FyjoTi As ul?
< 6|1 DT Az ull® + || Dy Fij 2Ty Az %)

+ F(||U\|Z;S,r+1/2—(f+1)/2(M) + HGu‘|§{;s,r+1/2—(f+l)/2(M))7

s—1,0 2 .
where G € ¥_ ~"(M). The the HGuHH;S,TH/Q_(HI)/Q(M) term can be esti-

mated as (RJu,u) since

(7.20) IGUl 1272 4y = 2= 2 dar Gl 32 (a1, n 00

(M)

and (z7"12dyG)* (27" 2dyG) € Diff2 w2~ >*" (M), hence in fact a
little better than R;’ , which has weight 2r + 2. Now, for F ¢ > 0 sufficiently

large, depending on K but not on € > 0 (as long as e satisfies (7.3) and
suppa C U, i.e. € > 0 is sufficiently small), we have

Teb,0,1(DiFyj2T1) < FoOen0,1(2 1 Co)
on a neighborhood of K. Thus,
| Dy Fij 2T1 Ag ul®
<2f ofla~ ! CaAg yul?

+ F’(||1‘_T_IUHZelér+1/2—(f+1)/2(M) + HG/u‘|§{elér+1/2—(f+l)/2(M))7

with G’ € ‘I’Z;l’O(M) (so the last term behaves like (7.20)). Thus, if we
choose § > 0 such that 8f gn?6 < 1, the first term (for all i,5) can be ab-
sorbed in [|z71Cy Az ul/?, while the last two terms are estimated as (Ru, u).
Essentially identical arguments deal with all the other terms with @; and
Q;. In the case where @; is present on one side of the pairing only, we write,
for instance,

HQiT-1A2 yu, i‘flekF:zAMUH
<6 V2 QIT 1 Ag yul* + 62| T Fy Ag .
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Using Corollary 5.34 on the first term, we have an estimate as above after
possibly reducing § > 0.
Recall that uniform finiteness of H:z:_103T1 /QA,YUH as v | 0 will give ab-

sence of WFZ;;/Q’T_Z_(]CH)MU Nell A (as always the contribution to the
weight of (f 4+ 1)/2 comes from the metric weight while [ comes from the
weight in the definition of the base space, X). Similarly evaluating the other
terms in the pairing, we take the extreme values of s/, allowed by (7.18)
to obtain

Wle;lx/Zfa,TJrlflf(erl)/Z UNWF A = @7

and WES Y2702y qaWE AN {2 > 0} =,
and s >r+o, o€ (0,1/2]

— WES, 2RO qena = g,

(7.21)

or, relabeling,
WF xu NWEF' A =0, WFE Y unWF AN {z >0} =0,
(7.22) s>r+1+f/2-1,
— WE Y uneld=0.
Recall here that a = a, and
(7.23) 0<e<e=WF(A)NPE Cell Ax NP,

Finally, we show how to use (7.22) iteratively, together with an interpo-
lation argument, to finish the proof of the theorem. A priori we have u € X,
ie.

00 . _
WFeb,x u = (b’

If 0> 1+ f/2 -1, we may iteratively apply (7.22) (shrinking ¢ > 0 by an
arbitratily small amount, using (7.23) to estimate the lower order error terms
Rlvl) starting with s = 0 and always keeping r = 0, to obtain the conclusion
of the theorem. (We choose o = 1/2 at every stage in this process, until we
are applying (7.22) with s such that s 4+ 1/2 > m, at which point we finish
the iteration by choosing ¢ = m — s so as to retain our estimates on the
wavefront set in the hypothesis region.)

However if 0 <[+ f/2—1, we may not apply (7.22) directly owing to the
lack of positivity of the commutator, and we must employ an interpolation
argument as follows. Applying (7.22) iteratively, this time with r =79 < 0
chosen sufficiently negative that we recover 0 > ro+ [+ f/2 — 1, shows that
we obtain

(7.24) WFZ]ZD%O unS =10,
with S = WF’ A, for some € > 0, A, constructed as above. Let

L = sup{r’: WFg’guﬂ S=0, r <0}
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Note that the set on the right hand side is non-empty by (7.24). We aim to
show that L = 0. To this end, note that if L < 0, then for any r’ < L
’ _ 0,0 _
WFRunS =WF, NS =0.
An interpolation then yields, for § € (0, 1),
WET0un s = 0.

Note that for any 6 € (0,1) fixed, the compactness of S implies that for
some € > e,

WELL P u N WE Ag =0
still holds. If 6 € (0,1) in addition satisfies
(7.25) mé >r'd+1+f/2—1
then by iterating (7.22), shrinking €’ in each step (but keeping it larger than
€), we conclude that

WELL un S =9,

providing a contradiction with the definition of L if
(7.26) 5> L.

It remains to check whether § € (0,1) satisfying both (7.25) and (7.26)
exists. This is evident from Figure 5, but a proof is as follows: we have
I+ f/2—1 > 0 by assumption (otherwise we are in the preceding case);
moreover m > 0 (so that the theorem is not vacuous), and [+ f/2—1<m
by hypothesis. Thus, for any r’ < 0,

§l+f/2_1< m

0 : <1
m—r m—r
Setting
I+ f/2—-1
do(r') = % €[0,1)

we see that (7.25) is an equality with § = dp(r) and that taking 6 € (dp(r'),1)
yields (7.25). In particular, (7.25) is satisfied by 6 = 0(r', \) = do(')(1 + \)
for any A > 0 sufficiently small. If L < 0, we have do(L) < 1, hence the
function of ' and A given by

r'5(r',N) = 'S (r') (1 + N)

is strictly greater than L for ' = L, A\ = 0. Hence increasing \ slightly and
decreasing 1’ slightly preserves this relationship by continuity, and these
choice of r’ and ¢ yield r’6 > L as desired.

O

In order to verify the hypotheses of Theorem 7.3, which are stated at
points over the edge, we will employ the following geometric result.

First note that if ¢ € Hy,, then Rep, 4,1 has a neighborhood O in ebg* N f
and there is a 09 > 0 such that any GBB 7 with v(0) € O; N {x > 0}
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: s=r+l+f/2-1

FIGURE 5. The interpolation argument. The figure shows
the (s,7) plane, where we plot the values for which with
have absence of WF Zg;(u) (i.e. microlocal regularity of this
order holds). We have a priori regularity of order (0,0) and
wish to conclude regularity of order (m,!’) with I’ < 0. By
(7.22) we may take a step to the right of length o for any
o € (0,1/2] provided that our starting regularity is below the
line s = r+1+ f/2—1 and that our endpoint is on s < m. If we
know (m, ') regularity, we know regularity by interpolation
on the whole line connecting this point to the origin; then
starting on the interpolation line just below its intersection
with s = r+1+ f/2—1 allows us to achive (m,r'd) regularity
by moving to the right, thus improving the optimal weight
for which we have our estimate.

satisfies v|[_s,,0 N bSﬁvMo = (). Indeed, we simply need to take a coordinate
neighborhood

O1={p€PSM:&(p) < —/1-h(a)/2, (p) < e1, |y(p) - y(g)| < e,
[t(p) — t(a)] < e, [(p) —7°(g)] < e},
€1 > 0 sufficiently small, since on its intersection with {z > 0} (where ¢S* M
is naturally identified with ®S*My), 3 5;? < 0, hence Lemma 3.5 gives the

desired dp (cf. the argument of Remark 3.17). Thus, such GBB v can be
uniquely lifted to curves 7 in **S* M.
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Lemma 7.4. Suppose that ¢ € Hywy,. There exists g > 0 with the following
property.

Suppose that 0 < €1 < €9, and U is a neighborhood of fly,[f],sing Nn{t =
t(q) —e€1}. Then there is a neighborhood O of Rep q1NG in ebS* M such that
for every (mazximally extended) backward GBB ~y with v(0) € O N {x > 0}
there is an so < 0 such that y(so) € U, y(s) ¢ PSi- My for s € [s0,0].

Proof. It follows from the discussion preceeding the statement of the lemma
that there is a neighborhood O; of Rep, 4,1 and dg > 0 such that every GBB
7 defined on [—dp, 0], with 7(0) € Oy N {z > 0} satisfies v(s) ¢ PS5 My for
5 € [~60,0]. As t(vy(s)) — t(y(0)) = 27P((0))s, this implies that there is an
€0 > 0 such that for t(y(s)) € [t(q) — €0, t(q)], ¥(s) & P Siy- M.

Suppose now for the sake of contradiction that there is no neighborhood O
of Rebg.r NG in ®®S*M such that for every (maximally extended) backward
GBB v with v(0) € O N {x > 0}, there exists s < 0 with v(sg) € U.
As Reb,gr NG is compact, we conclude that there is a sequence of points
pn € O C ®S*M with 2(p,) > 0 (so p, can be regarded as a point in
bS*My) and GBB 1, such that

i 'Yn(o) = Pn,

e the image of v, disjoint from U,

® pp —pE Reb,q,[ N g
By Corollary 3.18, {v,} has a subsequence {,, } converging uniformly to
a GBB « such that the lift 5 of v to ®®S*M satisfies 7(0) = p. Thus, by
Lemma 3.13, v is not normally incident, so the image of ~ is in fm’sing, and
thus intersects f}/z’singﬁ {t = e1}. As v, — 7 uniformly, for large enough k,
Y, intersects U, providing a contradiction. Thus, there exists O such that
for every (maximally extended) backward GBB ~ with v(0) € O N {z > 0},
there exists sg < 0 with v(sg) € U. We may assume that O C Op by
replacing O by O N Oy if needed.

To finish the proof, we note that, provided ¢y > 0 is sufficiently small, if
7(0) € O C Ox, t(1(s)) € [t(q) — €0, t(q)] implies y(s) ¢ Sy, Mo. O

Theorem 7.3 and this lemma immediately give the following Corollary.

Corollary 7.5. Let u € X = Helsl(M) solve Ou = 0 with Dirichlet or
Neumann boundary conditions.
Let m > 1+ f/2—1 with m > 0, I" < 0. Suppose that ¢ € Hwy, and

FIV ing VWE S = 0. Then 8% - M N WF 5 u =0 for all I < 0.

Proof. Let ¢g > 0 be as in Lemma 7.4. As WFZZ)}u is closed, f%7singﬁ {t =
t(q) — €0/2} has a neighborhood U disjoint from WF:}Z’; u. By Lemma 7.4,
Reb,g,1 NG has a neighborhood O such that every backward GBB v with
7(0) € ON {z > 0} intersects U and is disjoint from S}, My. By the
propagation of singularities, [34], WF:%’;(U) NOoN{x >0} = WF?;(U) N
O N {x > 0} = 0. Note that this uses the fact that every backward GBB v
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with v(0) € ON{x > 0} intersects U and is disjoint from S}, Mo, for we do
not assume that w lies in a b-derivative of X as we allow arbitrary weights
at W. Thus, by Theorem 7.3, ebS* MN WFeb xu = forall I’ < 0. O

7.3. Propagation at hyperbolic points within the edge. Now we con-
sider propagation within ebS;T/M , away from the radial points. The propa-
gation away from oW is given by the results in [25]: on the edge cosphere
bundle over W°, we find that WFe, u = WFep,x u (with, say, X = Hels’l(M),
for Dirichlet boundary conditions, X = Helslo( ) for Neumann boundary

conditions—though this is irrelevant since we are working away from 8W)
given by is a union of integral curves of Hegles Sz M) given by (3.18), i.e

L 1 9K
gHes = ~£C0; + K¢ 0, +K”CC8—— CCM,

where, as beforehand, hats denote variables divided by \ T |, hence coordinates
in the edge-smooth cosphere bundle (which over W° is canonically identified
with the edge cotangent bundle). This leaves open only the question of how
bicharacteristics reaching z’ = 0 interact with those leaving 2z’ = 0, i.e. the
problem of reflection/diffraction from the boundary faces and corners of Z.
Since the propagation over the interior of W can be considered as a special
case of propagation at G \ Rep, see Theorem 7.7 (with no 2’ variables, i.e.
with & = 0 in the notation of this theorem), we do not state the interior
propagation result of [25] here explicitly.
Let us thus begin by considering a hyperbolic point ¢ € 'H given by

(727) .1‘:0, t:t()v Y = Yo, 2/207 Z//:ng gzé(b "7:7707 5/:()) CA(/]la

in edge-b canonical coordinates. Thus, in addition to ¢’ = 0, we have

1> 52 + h(y()vﬁ()) + k(y()azl = 0) Z(l)lvé, = 0) {-(/),)

In the special case that 2’ is a variable in R, i.e. if ¢ lies on a codimension-
one boundary face of eb, then two points in ebS%/(M ) lie above ¢ and two
edge bicharacteristics in ebS"'}VO(M ) contain ¢ in their closures; we denote
them v with the £ given by sgn(¢® - 2); we will take v+ to be only the
segments of these bicharacteristics in |2/| < € < 1 in order not to enter into
global considerations. Our sign convention is such that v+ tends toward ¢
under the forward resp. backward bicharacteristic flow. What we will show
in this case is that if u € X = H'(M) and Ou = 0 with Dirichlet or
Neumann boundary conditions then

v_ ﬂWFmXU—(Z):’ijﬂWF:%’gEu:@ for any m.

More generally, we have the following result, which via standard geometric
arguments (see [24]) implies the propagation along EGBB’s through p :
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Theorem 7.6. For Neumann boundary conditions, let X = HE' (M), 9 =
Ha"""2(M); for Dirichlet boundary conditions let X = Hels’fO(M), 9 =
Hz""2(0r).

Let uw € X solve Ju = f, f €. Let p € H be given by (7.27). Let U be
an open neighborhood of p in ebS%/(M) let m € R, " <0, and suppose that

WERSY (f)NU = 0. Then

UN{> > 00 nWETL  (u) = 0 = p ¢ WET (w).

Thus, the hypothesis region of the theorem, in which we make a wavefront
assumption lies within the points with at least one 2] non-zero, i.e. away from
ebng , where C' = {z = 0, 2/ = 0}, and with momenta directed toward
the boundary 2’ = 0.

Proof. As usual, one needs to prove that if in addition to the hypotheses
above p ¢ WF:E;/ 2 (u) then p ¢ WFg’lx(u), with a slightly more con-

trolled (but standard) version if m = co. So we assume p ¢ WF:Z);/ 2’l/(u)

from now on.
For a constant (3 to be determined later, let

(7.28) o= {+pw
where
= [Pl = A PH[E = G| Hy = wol+1e — toP+a2 i — ol +E - &
Then for § sufficiently small, we have
7] Hpe > 0.

Now let xo € C*(R) with support in [0,00) and xo(s) = exp(—1/s) for
s> 0. Thus, x4(s) = s~ 2x0(s). Take x1 € C>*(R) to have support in [0, 00),
to be equal to 1 on [1,00) and to have x} > 0 with x| € C°((0,1)). Finally,
let x2 € C2°(R) be supported in [—2¢y,2¢1] and be identically equal to 1 on
[—c1,c1]. Pick 6 < 1. Set

a = |’ xo(M(1 = ¢/8))x1 (D &/3 + Dxa(IC').
Note that on the support of a, we have
(7.29) > > =6,

hence we also obtain

(7.30) 0<w< 2%.

Thus, by keeping § and ¢/ both small, we can keep the support of a within
any desired neighborhood of ¢/ =0, w = 0.



76

RICHARD MELROSE, ANDRAS VASY, AND JARED WUNSCH

We now quantize a to A € ;" (M). We claim that

(7.31) [0, A*A]

=B*()_D;CyDy + Ro+ Y (RiD + DyR})+ Y D.RijD.s)B
+ A WA+R'"+E+ F'

where

(1) B € US> (M) has symbol

|\/|1/27_3—1—1/21,—7’—1(5—1/2X1X2 /XOX6

(2) Cy5 € ‘I/e_bZO(M), and the symbol-valued quadratic form o(Cjj) is
strictly positive definite on a neighborhood of WF, B

(3) R, Ri, R, Ryj are in WO'(M), W "O(M), 0 X0(M), and 0> (M)
respectively and have (unweighted) symbols bounded by multiples
of VA3 1 1/3)

(4) R" € Diff% , w_>°(M), E, E' € Diff%, , W, *(M),

(5) Eis mlcrosupported where we have assumed regularity,

(6) W € DiffZ , W_ (M),

(7) E’ is supported off the characteristic set.

These terms arise as follows. Applying Lemma 5.35, we have (with @Q; =
-1
T DZ{)

(7.32) [0, A*A] = QrLiQ; + Y (¢ 'LiQi + Q' L}) + 22 Ly,

with

Li; € 2~Y2(M), Ly, L, € W22 (M), Lo € W07 (M),
Ueb,Qm—l(Lij) = QCLVZ‘J’CL Vij = Iiij(agl{ + 8<]/ + 285) + Heb,nijy
Oeb 2m(L ) — Oeb 2m(L ) = 2aVa,

1
(7.33) V= ZHU 2+ mzaé+Heme)+2mz(ag+a<,)

Ueb,?m—f—l(LO) = 2aVoa, Vo = 2}385 + Heb,iz + Zmiazé’
7

WG, (Lij), WFG, (Li), WFe, (L), WE, (Lo) € WE,(A).
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with
(7.34)
Volo = =26 28, — 2(£2 + Z/@ 350 — 26(T 0= + 1 0y)

—QZkQUC a//+z rk245)C] Oy

43,5
Viile = _kl,ij(aq + 8@, +20¢) + Z Z;Z//fl,z'j) ¢l Vile = —Zkl,z’jaz;.y
14 J
First we evaluate the terms in L;; coming from terms in which V;; hits

Xo(M(1 — ¢/9)). The main contribution will be from the derivatives falling
on (', with the rest controlled by shrinking ; in particular,

Vij(0/6) = —2ky 5 + 145
with
|ri5] < const(fBvw + Vw);

on the support of a, this is in turn controlled by a multiple of

B\V6/B +

Thus, from these two terms, we obtain corresponding terms in 2[(J, A*A] of

the forms
B*() D:CiyD.)B

B*() Dy Ry;D.)B
respectively.

Similarly, terms with V; and V} hitting xo go into the R; and Ry terms
in (7.31) respectively.
The terms arising from

and

ACIOINTLEY))

are supported on the hypothesis region, {> C}’ < 0}, hence give commutator

terms of the form z—2E above.
The terms arising from

Ve (x2(IC1%))

lie off of the characteristic set, hence give commutator terms of the form
x72E" above.

The term arising from differentiating |7|°z~" gives the commutator term
A*W A.

As we are interested in edge-b wavefront set, the term D7, Cijng_ is slightly
inconvenient, but we note that owing to strict positivitgf of C;; we may
replace it by a multiple of A.//2? plus another positive term. Rewriting
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A, /2% = (A, /2% + 0) — O, and noting that the first of these terms is in
x 72 Diffgb(M ) and elliptic on the hyperbolic set, we see that we in fact have
(7.35) 2[A*A,0) = R"O+ B*(C*C + ) _ D;{éijDzé + Ry

+Y DYR;+ RD,, + AWA+ ) DLR;jD.)B+R'+E+E'
where Cy; € \IISBZ(M ) is a positive matrix of operators (this is a priori true

only at the symbolic level, but we may absorb lower-order terms in R;;).
Following [34], we find that for any F > 0,

(7.36)  [(Row,w)| < C(VO)(VB + 1/v/B)wl® + || Ryw|* + r ]|,

where R, € \Il;; has the same microsupport as Ry, and is one order lower.

Here we have employed L? boundedness of \112,’30(M ), or more specifically,
the square-root argument used to prove it (cf. [34] for details, specifically
the treatment following (6.18)). By the same token, we can estimate

(1:37) (RiDow,w) < COVB)/B+1VB(|T-1Dgu]| + ]
wof fuwl? + | RDgul|

where R; € \IfgbZ’O(M ) has the same microsupport as R;, and is one order
lower. We also compute

(7.38)
() O3 0]+ o
+ 2F(HT,1Dz§_wH2 + HT,lng_wHQ) +2f [|w]|?
~ 2 ~ 2
R

where R;;, R;] € \Ifgb?’(M ) have the same microsupport as R;;, and are one
order lower. Although the argument is identical to that in [34], [25], we
reproduce the derivation of (7.38) for the convenience of the reader; (7.36)
and (7.37) follow by similar (easier) arguments. To begin, we note that
Ty R;; € W (M) has symbol bounded by C(v/§)(v/B+1/v/B), hence by the

Hormander square-root argument
~ 2
(739) T Ryul® < CVOWE +1/VB)ull® + | R

with Rij as described above. Now write Dzé_w = T1T_1DZ§w — FDzéw; this
permits us to expand

(BijDw. Dogw) = (T RiyDogw. T Dyw) — ( RyyDogw, FDyw).

The first term on the right may be controlled, using (7.39) and Cauchy-
Schwarz, by the RHS of (7.38); the second term may also be so estimated



DIFFRACTION ON MANIFOLDS WITH CORNERS 79

2
by again applying Cauchy-Schwarz and absorbing HF Dzé,wH into a term

HRQJ'D%U)HZ with appropriately enlarged R;]

Now we turn to making our commutator argument. Let u be a solution
to

Ou=f

with Dirichlet or Neumann boundary conditions. Choose A, € \I/e_bl (M)
converging to the identity as v | 0 as in §7.2. Note that by making A, €
U 1(M), we are combining the roles of the regularizer A, € ¥_?(M) in
§7.2, required for obtaining an improvement over the a priori assumptions,
and the regularizer /~\,Y/ used to justify the pairing argument, see (7.19). Let
A, = Ay A with A constructed as above. As before, we have

(7.40) 0, A2 AL] = A%[0, A*AJA, + A% [0, A% A A + R,

with R uniformly bounded in Diffgsm \Ifz]i*Z’QHZ (M) (hence lower order), and
where
[0,A%A,] € DiffZ , W 12(M)
is uniformly bounded, and in fact
[O,AZA] = AZW, A,

with W, uniformly bounded in DiffZ, , W_"*(M), cf. (7.13).

Now we pair A7 A, with u. Letting B, = BA,, provided integrations by
parts can be justified, we have

(7.41) (AOu, Ayu) — (A, AyOu)
— (A3, D) = [CByulP + 37 (Cy Dy By, Dy Byl
+ (RoByu, Byu) + > (Do By, RiByu) + ( RiByu, Doy Byu)
+ > (Day Ry Byu, Dy By + (W5 A, Ayu) + (R + B + Ef Ju, u)

where W, is uniformly bounded in Diffg&ﬁ \Il;b1’2(M ) and comprises both the
W term from above and the term containing [[J, AZA,]. The integrations by

parts may by justified, for any v > 0, if
(7.42) WES S u N WE A =0
whenever

s—1<s, r<lU+1+ -1

(f+1)
2

since then the products of [J with A5A, map Hs};l;E(M ) to its dual (as
required in the Neumann setting), as well as mapping Hesb’l@(M ), Y =
H (elé,lo(M ), to its dual (as required in the Dirichlet setting). We take s’ =

m—1/2, hence s =m+1/2, and r = l’+l+@ — 1 here, and note that it
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suffices to have the microlocal assumptions (7.42) rather than global assump-

tions in view the microlocality of W M), see Lemma 5.15 and Lemma 5.16.

We now examine the terms on the RHS. The first two are positive. To the
third, we apply (7.36), with w = Byu: if 6, /0, and F are sufficiently small,
we may absorb the first and third terms on the RHS of (7.36) in ||CByul|,
while the lower-order second is uniformly bounded by our wavefront as-
sumptions. Likewise, applying (7.37) and (7.38), we may choose F, 0, so

as to absorb terms involving f and (V§)(v/B + 1/4/B) in HxilCBwuHQ;

the f~! terms, as they are lower order, remain bounded. Moreover, as
Xh(s) = s72e71/% for s > 0 and vanishes for s <0,

M?(1 = ¢/8)*xp(M(1 = ¢/8)) = xo(M(1 — ¢/4)).
Thus,

|T\1/2x*1a

= 22 ML = 0/8) /X0 (M(L — 6/8))xh (M(L - 6/3))

1O &/6+ xa(IC'P)
= MY2612(1 — ¢/8)b < 2MY/251/2p

as ¢ > Zé{ > —¢ on suppa. We deduce that HTl/ga:*lA«,uH can be esti-
mated by 4M1/2§1/2 ||C Byu|| plus lower order terms, and hence, for M chosen

sufficently small, we may absorb the W, term in ||CB.ul|.
Finally we consider the LHS of (7.41). We have

(7.43)
(A, D, Ayu)| < (T 1) Ay Dl | T4 o™ Ayl + (@A, D, 2~ F A

< P Ty p2) 2 Ay Oul)® + F 1| Ty o™ Agul)® + (2 Ay DOu, 2 F Al

with F € \Ifgbl’O(X), hence 27! F A, uniformly bounded in \Ilzgl’TH(M),
s,r—1

xA, uniformly bounded in W (M), so as s =m +1/2, and r =" +1 +
(fQLl) — 1, the last term is uniformly bounded by the a priori assumptions.
Similarly, [[(7_1/2)*rA,Oul| is uniformly bounded, as (T~1/2)*z A, is uni-
formly bounded in @2;1/2,%1(]\4)’ while || T} o2~ Ayul|* can be absorbed in
|CBul|? (for 1 sufficiently small) as discussed above.

The net result is that

e CBu, |
remains uniformly bounded as v | 0. Noting that CB, — CB strongly (cf.
the proof of Lemma A.3), CB € \IIZS'I/Q’TH(M) is elliptic at ¢, s = m+1/2,

and r =0'"+1+ @ — 1, X = H& (M), we can complete the proof in the
standard manner. (]
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7.4. Propagation at glancing points within the edge. Let ¢ € G\ Ry,
be given by

=0, t=ty, y=yo, £ =0, 2’ =2, E=Eo, H=10, (=0, " =(.
Asqeg, X R R
6(2] + h(y07 770) + k(?/? Z, CI = 07 C(/)/) =
As q ¢ Reb> .
& + h(yo, o) < 1,
SO 56’ # 0, and h(yo, 7o) < 1, s0 web(q) € Hw,p. We will let IT locally denote
the coordinate projection onto the variables

(€2",¢");
Let W be a homogeneous vector field equal to Vy (from (5.17)) at ¢, and
extended in local coordinates to a constant vector field in (§, 2", ¢").

Theorem 7.7. For Neumann boundary conditions, let X = Helsl( M), =
He_sl’l_Q( M); for Dirichlet boundary conditions let X = esO( ), 9 =
o2 (M).

Let u € X solve Ou = f, f €. Let g € G\Rep be as above, and suppose
thatm € R, ' <0, and ¢ ¢ WET L (#).

eb,)
There exists 69 > 0 and Cy > 0 such that for all 6 € (0,09) and €

(0057 ]‘)}
(7.44)
(¢' € Sen, [T(q) —I(q) —6W| < 83 and |2'(¢)| < 03 = ¢ ¢ WE ' u)

:>q§éWFebxu

Proof. Below we will choose dg > 0 sufficiently small so that VVFmJrl u (f)is

disjoint from a dyp-neighborhood of ¢ (see the discussion before Lemma 5.33).
Let k£ be the codimension of the face over which q lies. Let ps,_or be the
degree-zero homogeneous function with

pan—2kliir = 7 2R,
with % as in Lemma 5.29; note that pay,_ox(¢q) = 0 by (3.22) and dpay,_or(q) #
0 since at least one of the deH( ),---»dC}(q) components of dpa,—2x(q) is
non-zero, in view of the quadratic nature of 72(1 — pg,_9x) in the fibers of
the cotangent bundle and (3.22) and (J # 0 as observed above. We remark
that, with Vj as in (5.17),
Vopan—aklyi = 0.

Note that ®*S*M has dimension 2(n+1) — 1 = 2n + 1, thus, with C = {z =
0,2/ =0}, GN S5 M has dimension 2n + 1 — 2k — 2 = 2n — 2k — 1 in view
of (3.22). We proceed by remarking that by (5.16),

(Wa)[5 =0, (Wy;)lyi =0, (W)l =0, (Wi;)]5 =0,
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so t, y;, N; give 1 +2(n — f — 1) = 2(n — f) — 1 homogeneous degree
zero functions on *®T*M (or equivalently C* functions on ®®S*M) whose
restrictions to gnebng have linearly independent differentials at q. We let
p2,- .-, Pan—2f be given by these functions, and let p; = x. We next remark
that, in the notation of (5.10),

Wf(q) = —2ks(z = 0,y0,2" =0, 2(), A(l)') <0

as (o # 0, hence W(q) # 0. Further, we let pj,j=2n—-2f+1,...,2n —
2k — 1, be degree-zero homogeneous functions on *®T*M (or equivalently
C> functions on ®®S* M) such that d(palg),. .., d(pan_2r_1|g) have linearly
independent differentials at ¢, and such that

Wpj(q) = 0.
Such functions p; exist as G N ebSEM has dimension 2n 4+ 1 — 2k — 2 =
2n—2k—1, so the 2n—2f —1 functions pa, ..., p2,—2¢ can be complemented
by some functions po,—2¢41,.-.,p2n—2k—1 to obtain 2n — 2k — 1 functions
whose pullbacks to G N ebS(*J]W have linearly independent differentials and
which are annihilated by W at ¢, for the space of such one-forms is 2n —
2k — 2 dimensional. Thus, by dimensional considerations (using W(q) # 0),
{dpjlg(q) : j = 2,...,2n — 2k — 1} spans the space of one-forms on G

annihilated by W(q), and dpa, ..., dpan—ok—1 together with d(é|g — éo) span

T*G. Let
In—2k—1

E 2,
wo = p]a
Jj=1

then keeping in mind that |z| < w(l)/Q, and with Vp, V5, Vi; as in (5.17),
71 [Vowol S v@o(v/eo + [€ = ol + |2']),
Viwo| S vwor <wo,  [7]|[Vijwol S Vo,
by (5.17) and (5.15). Note also that
|77 Vol P| S 1211 + )
VilZ'PI S 1L I7l|Vigle P S 1P
Let w = wp + |2'|?. Then
(7.45)
T Vow| S VeV +IE=bl), Vel SV, 7l [Viw| S Ve
Let o 1
p=E&—& + %w
By (5.18),
|I7~ Vol + QZ o,iiCl! Aﬂ Sa <w?
(7.46) i
Vil S (121 +2) Sw'? 7l Viél S 1.
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In particular, as CA(’)’ # 0,
17171 Vo€ < —co + Clw!/2,

for some ¢y > 0, C] > 0.
Set

a ="z xo(M(2 = ¢/8))x1((§ — &0+ 6)/86 + Dxa(|{')-
We always assume for this argument that § < 1, so on suppa we have
¢ <25 and £ — & > —B6— 6 > —20.

Since w > 0, the first of these inequalities implies that é — éo < 26, so on
supp a

(7.47) 1€ — éol < 26.

Hence,

(7.48) w < B76(20 — (€~ &) < 46°5%.
Moreover, on supp dx1,

(7.49) §—&oe[-6—p6,—0], w/? <25,

so this region lies in the hypothesis region of (7.44) after 5 and § are both
replaced by appropriate constant multiples.

We now quantize a to A € U}’ (M). By Lemma 5.35,
(7.50) o[, A*A] = Z QiLi;Q; + Z(aflLiQi + Qi L) + 272,
with
Li; € W2~V (M), L, L, € W22 (M), Lo € O35 (M),
Oeb2s—1(Lij) = 2aVija,

(7.51) ,
Ueb,2s(Li) = Ueb,2s(Lz‘) = 2aV;a, Ueb,2s+1(L0) = 2aWya,
WEe, (Lij), WFep (Li), WF G, (L7), WFG, (Lo) C WEF(,(A),
with Vj;, Vi and Vj as above, given by (5.17). Thus, we obtain
(7.52) [0, A*A]

= B*(C*C+ ) DyCyjD. + Y (RiDy + Dy R) + ) D% Ri;D.s)B

+ A WA+R'"+E+ F'

where

(1) B € U512 (M) has symbol

M1/2\7'|8+1/233_T_15_1/2X1X2\/ X0X0

(2) C € \IJSBO(M ), has strictly positive symbol on a neighborhood of
WF’, B, given by (—Vy$)'/2 near WF/, B,
(3) Cij € \Ife_bzo(M)7 (Cyj) positive semidefinite,
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(4) R;, R}, Ryj ave in W_"O(M), W "0(M), and ¥_>°(M) respectively
and have (unweighted) symbols r;, ., r;; with

(7.53) 7| [rsl, [ ] 7], |72 Jrag) < 1/,
. —1,-2
W € DiffZ , O " (M),

es,f

5)
) R" € Diff2, , _>°(M), E, E' € Diff2 , v_ (M),
)

(
(6 es,f es,ff

(7) E is microsupported where we have assumed regularity,

(8) E’ is supported off the characteristic set.

These terms arise as follows. By (7.45), (7.46), (7.47), and (7.49),

Voo = V(€ — &) + %Vow

< —co+ Clw'/? + %C{’wlﬂ(wlm +1€ - &)

< —co+2(Cy+ CY) (6 + %) < —¢p/4 < 0.

provided that § < W, % > w, i.e. that ¢ is small, but 4/ is
not too small—roughly, § can go to 0 at most as a multiple of § (with an
appropriate constant) as § — 0. Recall also that § < 1, so there is an upper
bound as well for 8, but this is of no significance as we let 6 — 0. Thus,
we define C' to have principal symbol equal to the product of (—Vpe)!/?
times a cutoff function identically 1 in a neighborhood of supp a, but with
sufficiently small support so that —Vp¢ > 0 on it. Thus, the Lo-term of
(7.50) gives rise to the C*C term of (7.52), as well as contributing to the
E and E' terms (where x1 and x» are differentiated), W (where the weight
|7|°2~" is differentiated) and the lower order term R”.

Similarly, the L;, L, and L;; terms in which V; or Vj; differentiates x; or
X2 contribute to the E and E’ terms, while those in which they differentiate
the weight contributes to the W term, so it remains to consider when V; and
Vi; differentiate xo. As we keep 8 < 1,

Vig| < |[Vi€| + [Viw| S 1+ (8%0) w2 S 1+ 871 <878 |Vigol S 871

which thus proves the estimates on the terms arise this way, namely R;, R},
Rij, above.

We now employ Lemma 5.33 to estimate the ng terms as in the proof of
Theorem 7.3. Note that we are using the finer result, Lemma 5.33, rather
than its corollary here (unlike in Theorem 7.3), to obtain better control over
the constant in front of the D, terms as we shrink 6 and 8. The important

fact is that G N ebng is defined by po,—or =0, 2 =0, 2/ =0, and
P2an—2k, L, ‘Z,| ,S, w1/2 S 25ﬁ

on the wave front set of Cyj;, R;, R}, R;j. Thus, we can apply Lemma 5.33
for a C16d-neighborhood of a compact subset of G. Noting that zD,T_1 €
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\IISBO(M ), we conclude that, with B, = BA,, and for Neumann boundary
conditions,

S|P Boa|” < Coci 8Byl + CQ(w, Gu, Gu)

(7.54) Q(u, Gu, Gu) = [[ul3 1, s-12 Gl e

(M (M)

+ HDUHZe—Sl,r—(Hs)/z + HGDUHZE—SI,T—(H-@/%

where G € \IIZBO(M), G e \Ifz;rl/Q’O(M) (independent of ) with wave front
set in a neighborhood of supp a. For Dirichlet conditions we simply replace
(f— Lr—(f—1)/2
HE U= by 1D ()
and '
H V=20 by HV—UH2(0r),
Note that by (7.53) we have for all w € L?,
Iy Riwl| < CoB ™ |lwl| + | Rawl, Ri € Uy (M),

with R; having the same microsupport as R;. But

[(RiD; Byu, Byu)

< |<RiT1Dzl’.Tle'yu7 B’YUH + ‘(Rz [Tl, DZ;]T,leu, B’YUH

< | Doy Ty Byul| | T§ Ry Byull + |(RiByu, Byu)|, Ry € Diffy, W(M),

and \(Rtiu, Byu)| can be estimated by the inductive hypothesis, while
1D T2 Byl |17 R} Byul|
< (CoCrB0) 2 CoB || Byul® + CM2Q(u, Gu, Gu) V2| By
< Co(CoCh6/B) 2| Byul® + 1~ CQ(u, Gu, Gu) + I || Byul .
As F > 0 is freely chosen, the main point is that if §/3 is sufficiently small,
the first term can be absorbed into ||C B, u||?, for the principal symbol of C' is
bounded below by (co/4)'/? on suppa. Since the R} term is analogous, and
the R;; term satisfies better estimates (for one uses (7.54) directly, rather

than its square root, as for R;), the proof can be finished as in Theorem 7.6.
O

Finally, applying arguments that go back to [24] we may put together
Theorems 7.6 and 7.7 to obtain propagation of edge-b wavefront set along
EGBB's over the edge face:

Theorem 7.8. For Neumann boundary conditions, let X = Hels’l(M), 9 =
H"'""2(M); for Dirichlet boundary conditions let X = H«elé,lo(M); 9 =
He_sl’l_Q(M)-

Let u € X solve Ou = f, f €. Then for all s € RU{o0}, I' <0,

((WF;’j:x(u) \WFZ;;%’Z/( £NPSEM) € Px
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is a union of mazimally extended EGBB's in ¥\ WFZglg’)l/(f)

8. PROPAGATION OF FIBER-GLOBAL COISOTROPIC REGULARITY

We now state a microlocal result on the propagation of coisotropy. The
result says that coisotropic regularity propagates along EGBB’s provided
that we also have infinite order regularity along all rays arriving at radial
points in G.

Theorem 8.1 (Microlocal propagation of coisotropy). Suppose that u €

HEY (M), Ou = 0, with Dirichlet or Neumann boundary conditions (see
Definition 5.20), p € Hwy. Suppose also that

(i) q € (Heb—>p,b N 7zeb,O) \engWMy
(ii) w has coisotropic regularity of order k € N relative to H™ on the
coisotropic f%eg in an open set containing all points in f}/};’regﬁ{o <
x < 8} that are geometrically related to Fo q.
(iil) WFb(u) N F)Y ng = 0-

Then u has coisotropic reqularity of order k relative to H m' for all
m' < min(m, [ + f/2)
on fgfreg, in a neighborhood of Fo g reg-

Proof. The second numbered assumption and propagation of WF, through
incoming radial points, Theorem 7.1 part (1), implies that along EGBB's in

the backward flow of ¢ which pass through R, 7\G there is no WF Zf)’l, with
[ =min(l,m — f/2—0).

In view of Theorem 7.3, the third assumption gives the same along EGBB's
in the backward flow of ¢ which pass through R, 1NG. Thus, near g, but on

the EGBB's in the backward flow of ¢, there is no WFgO’l at all. Propagation

of singularities through ¢ (Theorem 7.1 part (2)) then gives no WF ™!,
m = min(m,l + f/2 — 0), on the flow-out. Substituting in I, we see that

m = min(m,l + f/2 — 0), giving no WFZ;;’Z. Thus in z > 0, near the flow
out, there is no WFm/, which gives the case k = 0.

We now turn to the general case, k # 0. To begin, note that assumption ii
and Theorem 7.1 imply that in fact we have coisotropic regularity of order

k relative to H:g’l at all ¢’ € Reb,p,r that are connected to ¢ by an EGBB .
This in turn yields absence of VVF;';%)HC’I~ in a neighborhood of each such ¢ in
ebS;—VM , as the operators in A are all characteristic only at the radial points
over W. By Theorem 7.8 followed by the second part of Theorem 7.1, we

then achieve coisotropic regularity of order k relative to H¢" at q, hence in
a neighborhood as well. O
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Corollary 8.2. Suppose that u € Hels’l(M), Ou = 0, with Dirichlet or Neu-
mann boundary conditions, p € Hwy,, k € N. Suppose also that

(i) w has coisotropic reqularity of order k relative to H™ on the co-
isotropic flvzeg in a neighborhood of Fr p reg,

(il) WF(u) N ) e = 0

Then u has coisotropic reqularity of order k relative to H m’ for all
m' < min(m, [ + f/2)
on fgfreg in a netghborhood of fg‘fpwg.

Finally, we prove that the regularity with respect to which coisotropic
regularity is gained in the above results is not, in fact, dependent on the
weight [ :

Corollary 8.3. Suppose that u € H' (M), Ou = 0, with Dirichlet or Neu-
mann boundary conditions, p € Hwyp, k € N, € > 0. There exists k' (de-
pending on k and €) such that

(i) u has coisotropic reqularity of order k' relative to H® on the co-
1sotropic flvzeg in a neighborhood of f}’gmeg,

(il) WFy(w) N F)Y e = 0

implies that u has coisotropic regularity of order k relative to H*~¢ on fgreg
in a neighborhood of fgmeg.

Proof. Consider Dirichlet boundary conditions first. Then
L1—(f+1)/2
u € Hes,O (e (M)

Thus, by Corollary 8.2, u has coisotropic regularity of order & relative to'?
H™™ ¢, m < min(s,1/2) on Fo reg n€ar Fo preg, strictly away from oM.

On the other hand, by the propagation of singularities, [34, Corollary 8.4],
u is in H?® along fgf - Hence the theorem follows by the interpolation result
of the following lemma, Lemma 8.4.

Consider Neumann boundary conditions next. Then u € HEY~ WD/ (M)
so by Corollary 8.2, u has coisotropic regularity of order k' relative to H™ ¢,
m < min(s,—1/2) on Fgfreg near Fgfmeg, strictly away from OM.

Proceeding now as in the Dirichlet case, using [34, Corollary 8.4], we
complete the proof. O

9

Lemma 8.4. Suppose that u is in H® microlocally near some point q away
from OM , and it is coisotropic of order N relative to H™ near q with s > m.
Then for e > 0 and k < Sij\fn, u is coisotropic of order k relative to H®™¢
near q.

12An improved version of the argument, using the time derivative to shift the domain,
gives coisotropy of order k' relative to H*~ /2~
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In particular, if u is in H® microlocally near some point q away from OM
and u is coisotropic (of order occ) relative to H™ near q with s > m, then u
is coisotropic relative to H*=¢ for all € > 0.

Proof. If Q € WO(M) and WF'(Q) lies sufficiently close to ¢, then the hy-
potheses are globally satisfied by u/ = Qu. Moreover, being coisotropic,
locally F can be put in a model form ¢ = 0 by a symplectomorphism
® in some canonical coordinates (y,z,7,(), by [10, Theorem 21.2.4] (for
coisotropic submanifolds one has k = n — [, dim S = 2n, in the theorem).
Further reducing WF'(Q) if needed, and using an elliptic Oth order Fourier
integral operator F' with canonical relation given by ® to consider the in-
duced problem for v = Fu' = FQu, we may thus assume that v € H®, and
D% € H™ for all a, i.e. (D,)Nv € H™. Considering the Fourier trans-
form o of v, we then have (n,¢)*0 € L2, (n,{)™(¢)No € L2. But this
implies (n, ¢)0+s(1=0)((\N0j ¢ [2 for all § € [0,1] by interpolation (in-
deed, in this case by Holder’s inequality). In particular, taking 6 = —*

s—m’
(n, )=k e L2 if k < ]ffn, and the lemma follows. O

S

9. GEOMETRIC THEOREM

The final essential ingredient in the proof of the geometric theorem is the
dualization of the coisotropic propagation result, Corollary 8.3. We now
prove such a result.

Theorem 9.1. Letu € H, 7\ (M) satisfy the wave equation with Dirichlet
“loc

or Neumann boundary conditions. Let p € Hy,, and w € fgmeg.

Suppose k € N and € > 0. Then there is k' € N (depending on k and €)
such that if WFy(u) N f}’gmng =0 and u is non-focusing of order k relative
to H® on a neighborhood of Fm,reg mn flvzeg then u is non-focusing of order
k' relative to H5 ¢ at w.

Proof. We assume s < 0 to simplify notation; we return to the general case
at the end of the argument.

Let T = t(p), and choose Ty < T < T) sufficiently close to T. Let x
be smooth step function such that x = 1 on a neighborhood of [T, c0] and
X = 0 on a neighborhood of (—oo,Tp]. We find that

V= XU

satisfies v = f with f = [0, x]Ju, and v vanishes on a neighborhood of
(=00, Tp] x X. Thus, we write

Djrlf = .

By propagation of singularities, [34], only singularities of f on ‘7:}/}; affect
regularity at w, i.e. if ‘7:}/}; N WF;}}_I(MO)(f) = () then w ¢ WF} 131 (w),
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hence in particular w is non-focusing of order 0 relative to H**!. Thus,

Qo € UP(My), WF'(Id—Qo) N Ff', N"S:, My=0

supp dx
= w ¢ WFy, 1100y (37 ((Id —Q0) ),

so it suffices to analyze DII(QO f). We choose WF'(Q) sufficiently small
such that

q € WF'(Qq) = either ¢ ¢ WF,(f) or
f is non-focusing of order k at g relative to H*™!;

this is possible by our hypotheses. We may thus replace f by fo = Qof,
assume that fp is the sum of a distribution that is non-focusing of order
k relative to H*~! and is supported in Mg plus an element of Hp%p (Mo)?

and show that Djrl fo is non-focusing at w of order k' (for some k' to be
determined) relative to H~¢.
Let
T)<Ty<Ty <Ty.
We regard [Tp,T1] as the time interval for analysis, but we enlarge it to
[T}, T}] in order to be able to apply some b-ps.d.o’s with symbol elliptic for
t € [Ty, T1] to elements of our function spaces. (The ends of the interval
would be slightly troublesome.) We define a Hilbert space X to be X =
H([T§,T]] x Xo) in the case of Neumann conditions, or X = H} ([T}, T]] x
Xp) in the case of Dirichlet conditions, where 0 indicates vanishing enforced
at [T}, T{] x 0Xy (but not at the endpoints of the time interval). Let X* be
the Lg—dual of X.
We further let
(i) )
To<To<ty<to<T <ty <ty <Ty
such that suppdx C (to, 7). i
(i) xo € C*°(R) such that supp(1—xo) C (T, +00), supp xo C (—00,tp).
(iii) Up be an open set with Uy C {t € (4, T)}, Uo N Fj',, = O and
WF, %+ (fo) C Uo. o o
(iv) Uy be a neighborhood of w with Uy C {t € (T,t})} and U ﬂ]:gfsing =
0.
(V) By, B € ‘I/g(M) with

WF'(B;) C U;, w ¢ WF'(Id —By), WF'(Id —By) N WFy, 2+ (fo) = 0,

and with Schwartz kernel supported in (¢, ])? x X2.

(vi) A;,i=1,..., N, denote first-order pseudodifferential operators, gen-
erating M as defined in §6, but now locally over a neighborhood of
Uy U, in M°, and with kernels compactly supported in M°.

(vii) T, € ¥y (M) with elliptic principal symbol on [Ty, T1] x Xo with
Schwartz kernel supported in (T3, 77)% x (Xo)?. Thus, T, can be
applied to elements of X and X*.
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Now suppose that we are given r and ¢ > 0. Then, with k as in the
statement of the Theorem, Corollary 8.3 gives a k' = k'(r, €, k) using s = r in
the notation of that corollary. We let ) be a space of microlocally coisotropic
functions on ell(B;) relative to X* which are in addition extremely well-
behaved elsewhere (they will be finite-order conormal to the boundary) in
{t >t }, but are merely in Hb 2+ for t near Tp: Let N > r > 14 € and set

={yYeX:
[T (Id =By — x0)¥ |3 + | T1x0¢]

ot Y T A B3 < oo}

|| <K
Thus,
€Y = WFp 5. (¥0) € WF'(B1) U S0 o Mo,
and
(9.1) Hl/}HHlx* Sl

for 1) supported in [Ty, T1] x Xo (where the T are elliptic).
Also, let 3 be the space of microlocally coisotropic functions on ell(By)
relative to X (and just in X elsewhere):

3={pcX: > [Tr1A"Byo|} < oo}
o<k
Note that as discussed in Section 6 (in particular, Lemma 6.8)
3 =X+ Y Tr1 A*BoX",
lo| <k

so by our assumption on fy, fo € 3%, provided —(r —1—¢) —1<s—1, i.e.
provided!3 » > —s 4+ 1 + €. Moreover, if vg € 9*, then
(9.2) vy € X 4+ T(Id =By — x0)X + Ty xoX + Z T, A B X.

|| <K’
In particular, as w ¢ WF'(Id —B; — xo) U S

Supp xo
at w of order k' relative to H"+!, hence relative to H*~¢, if we actually

choose r = —s+ 1 +e.
For I C [Ty, Ti], let Dy denote the subspace of Hp%y consisting of functions

My, vy is non-focusing

supported in I x X, & denote the subspace Hf)ox* consisting of functions

supported in I x X, so O : D; — &; is continuous, Dy C 3, & C ) are
dense with continuous inclusions. Also let D =Dy, £ =& for I = (To, Th).
Finally we also let 37 be space of restrictions of elements of 3 to I, and
analogously for 2);. Then, as we will prove in Lemma 9.2'4, Corollary 8.3

L3Note that for such r, r > 1+ € as required above, since s < 0.

e only reason for Corollary 8.3 combined with Corollary 6.11 not yielding the
result immediately is that Corollary 8.3 is stated for the homogeneous wave equation.
This suffices for our purposes as we only require inhomogeneities that are very regular
near the boundary, hence the propagation result of [34] is adequate.
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implies that
(9.3) ¢ €D = [lgll; < CI0¢|y,

where vanishing for ¢ near 73 is used. In fact, we prove a somewhat more
precise statement:!?

Lemma 9.2. For 7 € [Ty, T1), 7’ > T,
(9.4 peD = 6ll3,, 1, < Cl06l, 1.

PROOF OF LEMMA: Recall first that by standard energy estimates (taking
into account the vanishing of ¢ near T7)

95) €D =l SO0
Thus, we only need to prove that for |o| < ¥/,
1T -1-cABodllx,. 1) S 1Bl 7,

If ¢ is supported away from 9M, then this follows from Corollary 6.11
and Corollary 8.3. In general, let Q € W°(M) be such that WF'(B1) N
WEF'(Id —Q) = (), and Q has compactly supported Schwartz kernel in (M °)2.
Then QU¢ has support away from dM, so

0.6)  |Tr-1-cA* B0~ Q0 I, 1, S 10069y, 1) < 100l

where 0”1 denotes the backward solution of the inhomogeneous wave equa-
tion. On the other hand,

104 =)0 ... vy S 1Bl 5
so by propagation of b-regularity [34],
07 (1 -Q)06) |y () S 106y,
hence the much weaker statement
0.0 T A" BO~ (14 -Q)06) |z, 1., < 06l -

also holds. Combining (9.6) and (9.7) proves (9.4). This concludes the proof
of Lemma 9.2, and hence of (9.3) as well.

In particular, recalling that D = D(T()’Tl), (9.3) shows that for 1) € Ranp O
there is a unique ¢ € D such that ¢ = O¢; we denote this by ¢ = O~ 1.
Thus,

+ [1D:8¢| 2

[7, Ty

] N HDQbHQJ[T,Tl]‘

xFT»Tl]

IO~ %5 < Cllvlly, ¥ € Rang O,
Now consider the linear functional on Rang, [ given by

¥ (fo,07 1), ¥ € Rany, O,
which satisfies

[(fo, 07 ) < [ foll3- 107 " ll5 < Cllfoll<1¥llp, ¥ € Rang, O,

L5Notice that ¢ is merely supported in (7o, 71) here; not in (7,71), which would be
(9.3) on [1,Th], except for the loss of going from 7’ to T.
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This has a unique extension to a continuous linear functional £ on Rang, [,
the closure of Rang [ in 2).

If we used the Hahn-Banach theorem at this point to extend the linear
functional ¢ further to a linear functional vy on all of ), we would obtain a
solution of the wave equation Ovy = fo on (Tp, T1), as ((vg, ¢) = (vo, Hop) =
(fo, @) for ¢ € D, which is indeed non-focusing at w, but we need not just
any solution, but the forward solution, Djrl fo- So we proceed by extending
the linear functional ¢ to a continuous linear functional L on

(9.8) RanD(To,t@ O+ E(TO%),

first, in such a manner that the extension is ¢ on the first summand and
vanishes on the second summand. If we actually have such an extension,
then we can further extend it to all of ), then vanishing on the first summand
shows that it solves the wave equation on (7p,t}), while vanishing on the
second summand shows that it vanishes on (7j, (), so its restriction as a
distribution on (Ty, t{,) is indeed D:Ll fo. In order to obtain such an extension
we show:

Lemma 9.3.
(i) ¢ vanishes on the intersection of the two summands, so L is well-
defined as a (not necessarily continuous) linear map,
(ii) The subspace (9.8) of Q) is closed, and given an element 1+ p in the
sum, there is a representation' @z +p of v+ p as a sum of elements
of the two summands such that one can estimate the )-norm of 1[1
and p in terms of ¥ + p.

Proor orF LEMMA: We start with the statement regarding intersection of
the summands in (9.8). Thus, we claim that if

SuprO C [t07t1] X X7
then
(9.9) (VNS RanD[TO . O and supp v C (Tp, ty) = £(v) = 0.
71

To see this let 15 — ¢ in 9, ¢; = O¢;, ¢; € Dy ). Then {¢h;} is Cauchy
in ), hence {¢;} is Cauchy in 3 by (9.3), hence converges to some ¢ € 3.
By the support condition on ¢;, supp ¢ C [Tp,t}]. As O¢; — O¢ in X* (for
O: X — X* is continuous), and O¢; = ¢; — 1 in ), hence in X*, we deduce
that ¢ = O¢, i.e. O¢ is supported in (T, t,). Thus, V5l 1) — 0 in the
2) topology hence ¢;|(;, ;) — 0 in the 3 topology using (9.4) with 7 = g,
7/ = ty, so, by the support condition on f,

[{(fo: 8301 <\l follzs, , NDill300.0, = 05

[to:t1]

so we deduce that (fy, ¢) = 0 as claimed.

16Gince the intersection of the summands is non-trivial, this can only be true for some
representation, not all representations!
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Next we turn to the closedness of the sum in (9.8). First, we claim that if
Y e RanD(TO’t,l) U, p € 1,4 then there exist ¢ € RanD(TO!ta) 0, pe E(To,To)
such that
Y+ p=1+pand [[¥]ly S 1P+ olly-
Indeed, let x4 € C*°(R) such that

supp x+ C (To, +00) and supp(l — x1) C (—o0, Tp).

Let O~ (¢ + p) denote the backward solution of the inhomogeneous wave
equation; i.e. the unique solution of OJa = 1) + p which vanishes on (¢1,7}).
Then let

¥ =0O(x+0Z (¥ + p)) € Rany,

Y
(To.t))

SO
p=v+p—t=1—-x)@+p) - [O.x4]02' W +p) € Egy 1)

Moreover,

(9.10) ¥ = x4+ +p) + [0, x40 (@ + p)
satisfies

1Vl S 1Y+ plly,

as follows by inspecting the two terms on the right hand side of (9.10): for
the first this is clear, for the second this follows from |[¢+p|| g1 < [[¥+plly,

b,x* ™
see (9.1), hence one has a bound in X for 0! () 4+ p) by (9.5), and then
supp|[l, x+] C suppdx+ C (Tp,To) gives the desired bound in ). This
concludes the proof of Lemma 9.3.
Thus, if ¥; € Ranp, . L, p; € 5(T07T~O) and 1; + p; converges to some

( )
v € 2 then defining 1; and p; as above, we deduce that due to the Cauchy
property of {¢; + p;}, {¢;} is Cauchy in ), hence so is {p;}, thus by the

completeness of ) they converge to elements in 1 € Ranb(T . L1, resp.
0]

p € S(To,To) with ¢ + p = v. This shows that RanD(TO, 0+ g(To,To) is

t’l)

closed, and indeed gives an estimate!” that if v € Ranb( /
To.t)

O+ E(TmTO)

then there exists 1) € RanD(T /) Oand p € E’(TO ) such that ¥+ p = v and
07t1 ’

(9.11) [Pl + llelly < [l

As mentioned earlier, this construction allows us to define a unique con-
tinuous linear functional L on

Rang, : O+ S(To,tg))u

(To.t}

17This estimate follows from the open mapping theorem, given that the sum is closed,
but the direct argument yields it anyway.
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in such a way that it is £ on the first summand and it vanishes on the second
summand: uniqueness is automatic, existence (without continuity) follows
from (9.9), as the two functionals agree on the intersection of the two spaces,
while continuity follows from (9.11). Then we extend L by the Hahn-Banach
theorem to a linear functional vy on ).

Then vy € P* solves Ty = fp on (Tp, t}), since for ¢ € D(T(),t/l)

(Owo, @) = (vo,dd) = (fo, P),

and v vanishes on (7p, 1), for it vanishes on D(To,to), i.e. on test functions
supported there, so it is the restriction of the forward solution of the wave
equation to (7p,77). We have thus shown that if fy € 3* is supported
in [to,t1], which holds if fj satisfies the support condition, is microlocally
non-focusing on Uy, and is conormal to the boundary elsewhere, then the
forward solution of Oug = fp is in Y* (cf. Lemma 6.9), hence by (9.2) it is in
particular microlocally non-focusing of order k' relative to H*¢ at w. This
completes the proof of the theorem if s < 0.

If s > 0, one could use a similar argument relative to slightly different
spaces: the only reason for the restriction is that elements of ) lie in X* and
a larger space (which would thus have a smaller dual relative to L?) would
be required to adapt the argument. However, it is easy to reduce the general
case to s < 0: replacing u by @ = (1+ D?)Nu, N > s/2, @ is non-focusing of
order k relative to H*~2N on a neighborhood of f}/};,reg and solves the wave
equation, hence it is non-focusing of order &’ relative to H*72N=¢ at w by
the already established s < 0 case of this theorem, and then the microlocal
ellipticity of (14 D?)" near the characteristic set (recall that w is over the
interior of M) shows that u itself is non-focusing of order &’ relative to H5~¢
at w, as claimed. O

As a consequence of the proposition of nonfocusing, we are now able to
prove our main theorem:

Theorem 9.4. Let u € H}. (M) satisfy the wave equation with Dirichlet
or Neumann boundary conditions. Let p € Hyp, and w € fgp,reg'
Assume

(i) w satisfies the nonfocusing condition relative to H® on an open neigh-
borhood of FV mn f%eg,

I,p,reg
(i) WFPun {u' € f}/};,reg cw',w are geometrically related} = (),
(iil) WFb(u) N F)Y ng = 0-
Then
w ¢ WF*™9(u).

Proof. By using a microlocal partition of unity (cf. the argument at the
beginning of Theorem 9.1), we may arrange that (ii) is strengthened to

(9.12)  WF®un{w € F}/zmeg ', w are geometrically related} = (),

for if a microlocal piece @ is in H® near .7-'}/‘;, then it is also such at w.



DIFFRACTION ON MANIFOLDS WITH CORNERS 95

Let 7 < s. On the one hand, by conditions (i) and (iii), u satisfies the
non-focusing condition (of some, possibly large, order k') relative to H" at
w due to Theorem 9.1. On the other hand, by Theorem 8.1, (9.12) and
condition (iii), u is microlocally coisotropic at w, i.e. there exists S € R such
that!'® microlocally near w

(9.13) A% e H® Vo

We can interpolate non-focusing and (9.13) as discussed in [25] to conclude
that microlocally near w, u € H"°. Since r < s is arbitrary, this proves the
result. 0

Corollary 9.5. Let u be a solution to Ou = 0 with Dirichlet or Neumann

boundary conditions, and let p € Hwp. Suppose that for some ey > 0, in

a neighborhood of .7:}/};(60) mn bSLO\WMO’ u 1s a Lagrangian distribution

of order s with respect to L C T*Mgy, a conic Lagrangian such that £ N

f}/ZD,Sing = () and the intersection of L and F}/Keg 1s transverse at f}’gmeg.
Then if w € fg‘freg is not geometrically related to any point in L,

w ¢ WF*S*W,/‘H’(]C*D/Q*O u= @
where k is the codimension of W.

The a priori regularity of such a solution is H~5""/470 g0 this represents
a gain in regularity along the diffracted wave of (k —1)/2 — 0 derivatives.
Corollary 9.5 follows immediately from Section 14 of [25] and Theorem 9.4.

Corollary 9.6. Let v : (—ep,0] — P be a GBB normally incident at W,
7(0) = o € Hwp, and let 7 be its projection to MS. Given o € F((—eo,0)),
let u, be the forward fundamental solution of 01, i.e. u, = DIFI(SO.

There exists € > 0 such that if o € J((—¢,0)) then for all w € fgfamg,
such that w is not geometrically related to point in ®S* My N X,

w ¢ WF(7H+I€+1)/270 Uy
where k is the codimension of W.

Note that this represents a gain of (k—1)/2 — 0 derivatives relative to the
overall regularity of the fundamental solution, which lies in H~"/2+1-0,

Proof. The hypotheses on the location of o ensure that, with £ denoting the
flowout of bS;‘Mo NPy, £ is disjoint from F}V. in view of Corollary 3.27.

I,a,sing
Thus, the microlocal setting is the same as that of [25], hence the hypotheses
of Corollary 9.5 are satisfied. O

18The particular choice of S is dependent on the background regularity of the solution,
which in turn can be low, depending on the order of nonfocusing relative to H?®.
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APPENDIX A. SOME FUNCTIONAL ANALYSIS

We often encounter the following setup. Suppose that ), ) are Banach,
resp. locally convex, spaces, and

LY — 9

is a continuous injection with dense range (so one can think of %) as a
subspace of $ with a stronger topology). Let $', )’ denote the spaces
of linear functionals on £, P with the norm, resp. the $-weak and )-weak
topologies (which is the weak-* topology in the Banach space setting). Then
the adjoint of ¢ is the map

Joo -, ) = lw), Le s,

and ¢! is continuous in the respective topologies. The injectivity of ¢ implies
that «f has dense range, while the fact that « has dense range implies that ¢f
is injective. Thus, one can think of £’ as a subspace of 2), with a stronger
topology.

If 9 is a Hilbert space with inner product (.,.)s C-linear in the first
argument, there is a canonical (conjugate-linear) isomorphism jg : § — $’
given by jg(u)(v) = (v,u)g. Suppose also that there is a canonical conjugate
linear isomorphism

cy:H — 9, g =1d, (u,cqv) = (v, cou);

if § is a function space, this is usually given by pointwise complex conjuga-
tion. Thus,

Ty =jnocy:H— 9
is a linear isomorphism. Thus, if A : ) — $ is continuous linear, then
At . $' — 9’ continuous linear, and

A=Al ojgocy:H—
is continuous and linear. In particular, letting A be our continuous injection,
P =ilojgocy:H—Y

is linear, injective with dense range, so $) can be considered a subspace of
%)’ (with a stronger topology). In particular,

Loy 9 -
is also injective with dense range. One considers the triple (', $,t¢) the
$H-dual of 9); we will denote this either simply by 2)’,or by 2* if we want to
emphasize the inclusion of 9) into )’ via §, in what follows. Note that if )
is also a Hilbert space with a canonical conjugate linear isomorphism?!’ c,

Locy =cgolL, c%:Id,

lgAgain, pointwise complex conjugation on function spaces is a good example.



DIFFRACTION ON MANIFOLDS WITH CORNERS 97

then we have the canonical linear isomorphism Ty = jyocy : Y — Y,
and it is important to keep in mind that Ty is (usually) different from
LbLZLTOTf)OLI

Ty(u)(v) = (v, cyu)y,

LbL(u)(U) = (w, (cg o t)u)g = (w, (Lo cy)u) g,
for u,v € 9. A simple example, when X a compact manifold with a smooth
non-vanishing density v is obtained by 2 = C*>°(X) (a Fréchet space) and
9 = L2(X) with respect to the density v, with ¢ : ) — X the inclusion.
Then ¢’ : C®(X) — C~*°(X) is the standard inclusion of Schwartz functions
in tempered distributions: (1 (¢) = [ fov.

In fact, we shall always consider a setting with D a dense subspace of §,
with a locally convex topology, with respect to which the inclusion map is
continuous (i.e. which is stronger than the subspace topology), so using the
linear isomorphism jg o cg :  — $’, we have continuous inclusions, with
dense ranges,

DcoH=9 —-D.

Suppose now that A : D — D, hence A" : D' — D’ and suppose that A
maps D, i.e. more precisely the range of :°¢ (with ¢ : D — $ the inclusion),
to itself, and let

A= (L)AL D — D.
Then for f,¢ € D
(16,1Af)5 = (P1epAf)(8) = (epr’tAf) (@) = (ep AT 1f)(9)
(A1) = (A1Puf)(epg) = (Puf)(Acpg) = (tep f, LAcpg)
= (icpAcpo, uf),
so A is the formal adjoint of ¢pAcp with respect to the § inner product.

Given a Hilbert space $) as above, hence an inclusion of D into D', we

shall also have to consider subspaces X of D’ with a locally convex topology,

which contain the image of D in D’ (under the $-induced inclusion map),
and such that the inclusion maps

D—oX—D

are continuous, with dense range, hence one has the corresponding sequence
of adjoint maps, which are continuous, with dense range, when all the duals
are equipped with the weak topologies. As (D’)' = D, one obtains

D—X —7D.
If further
D—X—>H—D
continuous, with dense ranges, then
D<—>,‘7)/E,‘7)<—>%’<—>D’,

and similarly if one had the reverse inclusion between X and $.
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One way that subspaces such as ) arise is by considering a a finite number
of continuous linear maps A; : D — D, such that there exist continuous
extensions A; : D' — D’ (which are then unique by the density of D in
D’), hence A; : X — D', j=1,...,k. Then, in what essentially amounts to
constructing a “joint maximal domain” for the A;, and writing txp : X — D’
for the inclusion, let

(A.2) P={uecX: VjAjucRanixp}
with
(A-3) lallgy = lull% + D e Ajul,

where the injectivity of txpr was used. If {u,} is Cauchy in ), then it is such
in X, so converges to some u € X, and thus Aju, — Aju € D'. Moreover,
if {u,,} is Cauchy in Q) then L;;‘),Ajun is Cauchy in X so converges to some
v; € X, hence Aju,, — txpv; in X. Thus, Aju = txprvj, so Aju € Rantxpr,
and Aju, — Aju in X, proving that 9) is a Hilbert space. We will simply
write A; for Ajlg : Y — X. Note that D C ), so Q) is dense in X. However,
D is not necessarily dense in ).

An example is given by X = L?(X) on a compact manifold with or without
boundary, g a Riemannian metric, A; be a finite set of C* vector fields
which span all vector fields over C*°(X), D either C*°(X) or C*®(X); then
9 = HYX). If D = C>®(X), then D is dense in ), but if D = C®(X),
then this is not in general the case: it fails if the boundary of X is non-
empty. Other examples are given coisotropic distributions, where the A;
are products of first order ps.d.o’s characteristic on a coisotropic manifold;
see a general discussion below for spaces given by such ps.d.o’s.

Another way a subspace like ) might arise from continuous linear maps
Aj : D — D is the following. In a “joint minimal domain” construction, one
can define

(A.4) lullyy = llullz + D I4ul%,

as above, and let @ be the completion of D with respect to this norm, so @
is a Hilbert space. Moreover, the inclusion map tpx : D — X as well as A;
extend to continuous linear maps

ipx =ty Aj D — X,
and i3, has dense range (for D canonically injects into the completion).

In addition, with ) as above, the inclusion map tpy : D — 2 extends
continuously to a map

5099
which is an isometry, and is in particular injective. This in particular shows
that the inclusion map from 2 to X is also injective, with a dense range.
For X a manifold with boundary and D = C*°(X), A; vector fields as above,
one has 9 = H}(X); with D = C*(X), one has 9 = H*(X).



DIFFRACTION ON MANIFOLDS WITH CORNERS 99

_ Note that the closure of D in ) is QNJ, so D is dense in P if and only if Y =
2 (i.e. % is surjective). From this point on we assume that ) = ). This

is true, for instance, if one is given By,...,B, € \Ifé{DO(M), and Aq,..., A
are up to s-fold products of these, as shown below in Lemma A.3. Thus,
2’ C D’ (i.e. the inclusion map is injective).

Using the inclusion map tpx we can now identify the dual of 9 with
respect to §). We start with the case ) = X. By the Riesz lemma, 9’ = T2
and Ty is unitary, where

Tyv(u) = (u, cyv)y.

But

Toy(v) (1) = (u, cqyv)y = (Layeyti, L)y + Y _(Aju, Ajemu)g
j

= Jslyscyv(tpau) + ij)AjCQJ'U(AjU).
J

Thus,
Ty(v)(u) = ((ng)ﬁbg)ﬁ + Z Az-c;jAjc@)v) (u).

We conclude that

Ty = (1ygign + ) Ajesdjey)v,
and
(A.5) D = (L"@ﬁ@yj + Z A?-%Ajc@)@.
This also shows that

2* = Ran L%ﬁ + Z Ran A},

for O follows from the definition of +T, etc., while C follows from (A.5). We
recall here that by (A.1), A;- is the formal adjoint of cpAjcp.
More generally, we do not need to assume X = §); rather assume that

(A.6) (u,0)x = Y (Byu, Byv)sg,
k



100 RICHARD MELROSE, ANDRAS VASY, AND JARED WUNSCH

where By, : X — § are continuous linear maps (and there is no assumption
on the relationship in the sense of inclusions between X and $)). Then

Ty(v)(u) = (u, cyu)y = (Lyxu, tyxcyv)x + Z(Aju,Ajc@wx
J

= Z <Bkngu, B]&@xC@U%ﬁ + Z<BkAjuv BkAjC@U>yj
k J

= Z JoBriyxegu(Brigxu) + ZjﬁBkAjC@U(BkAj’u,)
Kk J

— Z ((BkL@x)ng,BkL@x + Z(Bk;Aj)bcf)BkAj)cfy/U (u),
k J

so we conclude as above, using (BkAj)b = ATBZ, ete., that

* T 1.
(A7) V" = Rantye+ ) A}
J
note that the same computation as in (A.1) with factors of + omitted shows
that A;- is the formal adjoint of cpAjcp.
We now prove the density lemma mentioned above. We start by commut-
ing bounded families of operators through products of first order ps.d.o’s.

Lemma A.1. Let r > 1. For s € N, let Js be the set of maps {j :
{1,...,8} = {1,...,r}.
Suppose that Aq,..., A, € \Ifito(M), and for s € N and j € Js, let
Aj= Ay AL
Then for k € N, j € Ji and {Qy} a uniformly bounded family in \IIS{DO(M),
AjQn = QnAj + Z Z CinAs,

s<k—1i€eJs

with {Cyy, : n € N} uniformly bounded in \IJSBO(M ), and the uniform bounds
are microlocal (so in particular WF'({Ci, : n € N}) € WF'({Qn : n €
N})).

Moreover, for e >0, if Qn — Id in \IJ;?(M) then Cip, — 0 in \IJ;?(M) as
n — oo.
Remark A.2. We do not need the microlocality of the uniform bounds below,
but it is useful elsewhere.

Proof. We proceed by induction, with k = 0 being clear.
Suppose £ > 1, and the statement has been proved with k replaced by
k — 1. Then for j € Jg,

Aan = QnAj + [Aju Qn]Ajz s Ajk +..t Ajl s Ajk—l[Ajk’ Qn]
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Note that [A4;,.,Qn] € \IJS{DO(M ) uniformly, and in a microlocal sense (and
(4, Qn] — 0in UG (M) if Q,, — Id in %2(M)). Thus, the first two terms
are of the stated form. For the others, there are [ < k — 1 factors in front
of the commutator, which is bounded in \IJS{DO(M ) (and converges to 0 in

S (M) if Q, — Id in ¥ (M), so by the inductive hypothesis
Ajy o Ay (A5 Qnl
can be rewritten as ngl > icg. Cs.inAi, hence
Ajy o A A Qnl Ay, - A
is rewritten as CyinAi ... A Ajy, ... Aj, with s+ (k= (1 +1)) <1+ k -
(I+1) = k — 1 factors of the A’s, hence is of the stated form. O
Lemma A.3. Suppose that Bq,...,B, € \IJ;’OO(M), and let X be a Hilbert
space on which \IJS{DO(M) acts, with operator norm on X bounded by o fixed
‘Ilgto(M)—seminorm, and suppose that D C X a dense subspace with a locally
convez topology, and with all @ € \I/(:bOO’O(M), Q : X — D continuous, while
for all Q € \IJZIZ)’O(M), Q : D — X is continuous, with bound given by a fixed
‘I’ZE’O(M) seminorm and a fized seminorm on D.
For k e N, let

PD={uveX: Vs<k, VjeJ,AjueX}

lallgy = Il + D D 1Az

s<k jeds

with

Then D is dense in ).

Proof. We start by observing that if @, is a uniformly bounded family in
v30(M), Q € TH(M) and Q, — Q in UG)(M) for € > 0, then Q, — Q
strongly on X. Indeed, @, is uniformly bounded on X by the assumptions
of the lemma, so it suffices to prove that for a dense subset of X, which we
take to be D, u € D implies Q,u — Qu in X. But this is immediate, for
Q, — Q in \Il;i) (M), hence as a map D — X, by the assumptions of the
lemma.

Now let A, € ‘I/(:bOO’O(M ) uniformly bounded in ‘Ilggo(M ) and A, — Id in
\IJ;?(M) for € > 0, so A, — Id strongly on X. We claim that for s < k,

(A.8) weQ, je = AjAu— Ajuasn — oo in X.

Since A,u € D, this will prove the lemma. Note that A,u — u in X.
By Lemma A.1, for j € Jg,

AjAn = AnAJ + Z Z CmAza
I<s—1ieJ;

with {Cyy, : n € N} uniformly bounded in \IJS{DO(M), Cin, — 0in \II;?(M) for
e > 0. Correspondingly, {C;, : n € N} is uniformly bounded as operators
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on X, and Cj, — 0 strongly on X. Since Aju € X and A;u € X for ¢ € Jj,
[ <s, we deduce that AjA,u — Aju in X, completing the proof. (]

APPENDIX B. THE EDGE-B CALCULUS

Let M be, for this section, a general compact manifold with corners and
let W be one of its boundary hypersurfaces. In the body of the paper
above, M is obtained by the blow up of a boundary face Y of a manifold
with corners My and W is the front face of the blow up, i.e. the preimage
of Y under the blow-down map. In fact the discussion is mostly local in
the interior of Y and hence we could assume that Y has locally maximal
codimension, so that it, and hence W has no boundary. We shall not make
this assumption here and include the setting obtained by blow-up without
actually restricting the discussion to it. Instead, we shall suppose that W
is equipped with a fibration

(B.1) Z—W

f

Since the manifolds here may have corners, this is to be a fibration in that
sense, so the typical fiber, Z, is required to be a compact manifold with
corners, the base, Y, is a manifold with corners and ¢ is supposed to be
locally trivial in the sense that each p € Y has a neighborhood U over which
there is a diffeomorphism giving a commutative diagram

(B.2) »~1(U) UxZ
N A

Mainly for notational reasons we will also assume that Y is connected.

Let Ven(M) C Vu(M) be the Lie subalgebra of all those smooth vec-
tor fields on M which are tangent to all boundary (hypersur-)faces and in
addition are tangent to the fibers of ¢ on W. The calculus of edge-b pseu-
dodifferential operators will be constructed in this setting, it is determined
by M and ¢ and microlocalizes Ve, (M).

In case the ¢ has a single fiber, i.e. Z = W, corresponding to the case
that W is not blown up at all, the Lie algebra Ve, (M) reduces to Vy(M)
and the desired microlocalization is just the algebra of b-pseudodifferential
operators on M as a manifold with corners. The construction of this algebra
is discussed in [19], [22] and of course W is in no way singled out amongst
the boundary hypersurfaces. The pseudodifferential operators are described
in terms of their Schwartz kernels, which are the conormal distributions
with respect to the resolved diagonal in a blown-up version of M?, with the
additional constraint of vanishing rapidly at boundary faces which do not
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meet the lifted diagonal. The resolved double space in this case is
(B.3) M2 =[M?*B], B={B x B; B € M{(M)}.

Here, in generality, M, (M) is the collection of all connected boundary faces
of codimension p of the manifold with corners M. It is of crucial importance
that the lift to Mg of the diagonal, is a p-submanifold — the lift in this case
is the closure (in M) of the inverse image of the interior of the diagonal:

(B.4) Diagy, = cl(Diag(M) Nint(M?)).
Then the operators on functions correspond to the kernels
(B.5) V™M) ={AeI™(MZ; 3 Qr); A= 0 at OM; \ f(3)}

where ff(3) is the collection of boundary faces produced by the blow-ups
defining the combined blow-down map 3 : Mg — M2,

The composition properties of these operators, including the fact that
the ‘small calculus’ is an algebra, can be obtained geometrically from the
corresponding triple space

(B.6) M = [M3;B% 8%, B®={B3 Bc M(M)},
B*={M xBxB, BxMxB, BxBxM;B&c M;(M)}.

There is considerable freedom in the order of blow-ups here and this is
sufficient to show that the three projections, mo, from M3 to M? lift to
‘stretched projections’ mo 1, : Mg’ — Mg, O = S5,C, F, corresponding to the
left, outer and right two factors respectively; these maps are b-fibrations
and factor through a product of le and M in each case.

As already noted, it is crucial for the definition (B.5) that the lifted diag-
onal Diag}, be a p-submanifold, meaning that it meets the boundary locally
as a product. This also turns out to be essential in the construction of M, eQb
below.

There is another extreme case in which the microlocalization of the Lie
algebra Vep, is well-established, namely when W is the only boundary hy-
persurface, so M is a manifold with boundary; this is the case of an ‘edge’
alone, with no other boundaries. The construction of a geometric resolution
in this case can be found in [16] and [17]. It is quite parallel to, and of course
includes as a special case, the b-algebra on a manifold with boundary. In
the general edge case when the fibration ¢ is non-trivial (but W itself has
no boundary) the centre blown up in (B.3), which would be W2, is replaced
by the fiber diagonal

B D= {(p.1') € W2 6(p) = ¢(0)} = (¢ x ¢)~" (Diag(F))
' M3 = [M?;Diag,).

Similarly, the triple space is obtained by blow-up of the triple fiber product
(B.8)
Diag} = {(p,p’,p") € W?;0(p) = ¢(p) = ¢(p")} = (¢ x ¢ x ¢) " (Diag?(F))
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and then the three partial fiber diagonals, the inverse images, Diagg, 0 =
S, C, F of Diag, under the three projections 7o : M3 — M?:

(B.9) M3 = [M?; Diag}; Diag}, Diag$ , Diag)].
Again the three projections lift to b-fibrations

TF,¢
—_—

3 7S¢ 7 r2

The microlocalization of Vep, is accomplished here by the combination of
these two constructions. The diagonal, even for a manifold with boundary,
is not a p-submanifold — does not meet the boundary faces in a product
manner — and as already noted this is remedied by the b-resolution. Since
the fiber diagonal in W2 is the inverse image of the diagonal in Y it too is not
a p-submanifold in case Y has boundary, but then the partial b-resolution
of M resolves it to a p-submanifold which can then be blown up.

More explicitly, the boundary hypersurfaces of M, other than W itself, fall
into three classes according to their behavior relative to ¢. Namely there may
be some disjoint from W; these are relatively unimportant in the discussion
below. Otherwise the intersection of W and such a boundary hypersurface,
B, is a boundary hypersurface BNW of W. The remaining two cases corre-
spond to this being the preimage under ¢ of a boundary hypersurface of Y
or, if this is not the case, then BNW is the union of boundary hypersurfaces
of the fibers of ¢, corresponding to a fixed boundary hypersurface of Z. In
brief, the boundary hypersurfaces B € M (M) \ {W} which meet W corre-
spond either to the boundary hypersurfaces of Y or of Z. Let B', B(Z) and
B(Y) € M1(M) denote the three disjoints subsets into which M (M )\{W}
is so divided.

To define the double space on which the kernels are conormal distributions
with respect to the lifted diagonal, just as in both special cases discussed
above, we make one blow up for each of the boundary hypersurfaces. For
those other than W, this is the same as for the b-double space for M, which
is to say the corners, B x B, are to be blown up for all B € M;(M)\ {W}.
Since these submanifolds are mutually transversal boundary faces within
M? they may be blown up in any order with the same final result. For W
we wish to blow up the fiber diagonal, Diagy, in (B.7). This is certainly
a manifold with corners, since it is the fiber product of W with itself as
a bundle over Y, given by ¢. However, as noted, it is not embedded as a
p-submanifold if Y has non-trivial boundary. If z; and y; are respectively
boundary defining functions and interior coordinates near some boundary
point of Y, and 2/, ¢/, 2", 3 are their local lifts to W? under the two copies
of ¢, then Diag, C W? is the ‘diagonal’ 2’ = 2, 3y = y". Near a boundary
point of Y this is not a p-submanifold.

Lemma B.1. The fiber diagonal Diag,, lifts to a p-submanifold of [MZ%;B(Y))].
We will still denote the lifted submanifold as Diag, .
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Proof. Since Diag, C W? and this is the smallest boundary face of M? with
this property, under the blow up of other boundary faces of M?, Diag,, lifts
to the subset (always a submanifold in fact) of the lift of W?2 under the blow
up of the intersection of W? with the boundary face which is the center
of the blow up. That is, to track the behavior of Diagy we need simply
blow up the intersections of the elements of B(Y) with W2, inside W?2. This
corresponds to exactly the ‘boundary resolution’ of Y2 to Yb2 as discussed
briefly above. So the diagonal in Y lifts to be a p-submanifold. Since ¢
is a fibration over Y, it follows easily from the local description that Diag,
lifts to a p-submanifold of the blow up, [W?2; B(Y) N W?2] and hence to a
p-submanifold of [M?; B(Y)] as claimed. O

Thus blowing up the elements of B(Y) in M? resolves Diagy to a p-
submanifold, by resolving the diagonal in Y2. The defining functions of the
elements of B(Z) restrict to defining functions of boundary faces of the lift
of Diag, so all the remaining boundary faces, in B'UB(Z) are transversal to
this lift. Such transversality is preserved under blow up of boundary faces,
so we may define the eb-double space in several equivalent ways as regards
the order of the blow-ups and in particular:-

M3, =[M?; 8%, Diag |

(B.11) =[M?; B(Y)?, Diagy, B(2)%, (8)?,

where the ‘squares’ mean the set of self-products of the elements and the
ordering within the boundary faces is immaterial.

The fibration ¢ restricts to a fibration, ¢, of BNW for each B € B(Z),
over the same base Y. For each B € B(Y) instead ¢ restricts to BN W
to a fibration, again denoted ¢p, over Y (B), the corresponding boundary
hypersurface of Y. Thus considering B € B(Z) or B € B(Y) as manifolds
with corners on their own, each inherits a fibration structure as initially
given on W C M on the intersection BNW € M;(B). For the elements of
B’ there is a corresponding trivial structure with no W.

Lemma B.2. The diagonal in M? lifts to a p-submanifold of be and the
‘front faces’ of be, those boundary hypersurfaces produced by blow up, are
of the form B% x[0,1], corresponding to each B € B = My (M)\ {W} with
its induced fibration structure, and that corresponding to Diag, is the pull-
back of the bundle [W?; (B(Z) N (W))?], defined by blowing up the diagonal
corners of the fibers, to a (closed) quarter ball bundle over Y.

Proof. These statements are all local and follow by elementary computations
in local coordinates. U

Thus, the definition of the ‘small’ calculus of edge-b pseudodifferential
operators is directly analogous to (and of course extends in generality) (B.5):

(B.12) m (M) = {A € I™(M2; B"Qr); A= 0 at OMZ\ f£(5))
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where the particular fibration ¢ is not made explicit in the notation. The
fact that these kernels define operators on C>(M) and C*°(M) reduces to
the fact that push-forward off the right factor of M, which is to say under
the left projection, gives a continuous map

(B.13) (Tr.6)s : Yep (M) — C>(M).

The principal symbol map is well-defined at the level of conormal distribu-
tions, taking values in the smooth homogeneous fiber-densities of the non-
zero part of the conormal bundle to the submanifold in question. In this
case N* Diag,, = ®®T*M is a natural identification and the density factors
cancel as in the standard case so

(B.14) Om : U (M) — C®(*S*M; N,,)

where N,, is the bundle of functions which are homogeneous of degree —m.

The structure of the front faces leads directly to the ‘symbolic’ structure
of the (small) algebra of pseudodifferential operators. Namely, there are ho-
momorphisms to model operator algebras corresponding to each boundary
face of M. For those other than W the model is a parameterized (‘sus-
pended’) family of edge-b (or for those boundary faces not meeting W plain
b-) operators corresponding to the fibrations of boundary hypersurfaces of
W and for W the model is

The corresponding triple space can be defined by essentially the same
modifications to the construction of Mg’ as correspond to obtaining MeQb in
place of Mg.

Lemma B.3. Under the blow-down map for the partial triple b-product
(B.15) BF: ME=[M*B(Y)%B(Y)*B(2)% (B B(2)% (B')?] — M°
the triple fiber diagonal and the three partial fiber diagonals

Diag) = {(p.p’,p") € W 6(p) = ¢(p) = ¢(p")},

(B.16) .0 P
Diag; = (7o) " (Diag,), O = S,C, F,

all lift to p-submanifolds.

Proof. This reduces to the same argument as above, namely that the triple
and three partial diagonals in Y3 are resolved to p-submanifolds in Yg’ and
the effect of the first two sets of blow-ups in (B.15) on Y3 is to replace it by
Yb3 and hence to resolve the submanifolds in (B.16). Under the subsequent
blow-ups of boundary faces any p-submanifold lifts to a p-submanifold. [J

Thus we may define the edge-b triple space to be

(B.17) M3 = [Ml%7 Diagz’); Diagg; Diagg; Diag(l;].
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Proposition B.4. The three partial diagonals lift to b-submanifolds inter-
secting in the lifted triple diagonal and the three projections lift to b-fibrations
TF,eb

TS,eb 2
3 )
(Blg) Meb m‘qu

where o ep 15 transversal to the other two lifted diagonals.

Proof. The existence of the stretched projections as smooth maps follows
from the possibility of commutation of blow-ups. For the sake of definiteness,
concentrate on 7, the projection onto the right two factors.

After the blow up of the triple fiber diagonal in (B.17), the three partial
fiber diagonals are disjoint so the other two can be blown up last. When it
is to be blown up, the triple fiber diagonal is a submanifold of Diagg so the
order can be exchanged, showing that there is a composite blown-down map

(B.19) Mg, — [M2; Diag)).

The manifold with corners M3 is the b-resolved triple product where the
boundary hypersurface W is ignored. The commutation arguments showing
the existence of a composite blow-down map Mg’ — M x Mg carry over
directly to give an alternative construction

3 _ 2.
(B.20) Mg = [M x Mg; F]

where F consists of those boundary faces in (B.15) which involve a defin-
ing function on the first factor of M2 — so all the triple products and the
double products with boundary hypersurface in the first factor. These are
all transversal to Diagg , realized as a p-submanifold of M x MB% so can be

commuted past it in the blow up, giving the map 7p4 in (B.18). That it
is a b-submersion follows from its definition as a composite of blow-downs
of boundary faces, together with the corresponding fact for the edge case.
That it is a b-fibration follows from the fact that the image of a boundary
hypsersurface is either a boundary hypersurface or the whole manifold since
this is true locally in the interior of boundary hypersurfaces. O

These facts together show that the small calculus of edge-b pseudodiffer-
ential operators, as defined in (B.12) is a filtered algebra. It also follows
directly that the symbol (B.14) is multiplicative as in the standard case.
The extension to operators on sections of bundles is essentially notational.
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