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ABSTRACT. — We generalize the analysis of [14] and develop a singular pseudodif-
ferential calculus. The symbols that we consider do not satisfy the standard decay
with respect to the frequency variables. While in [14], the remainders in the symbolic
calculus were seen to be merely bounded operators on L2, whose norm was measured
with respect to some small parameter, we show here a smoothing property for the
remainders. Due to a nonstandard decay in the frequency variables, the smoothing
effect takes place in a scale of anisotropic, and singular, Sobolev spaces. Our analysis
allows to extend the results of [14] on the existence of highly oscillatory solutions to
nonlinear hyperbolic problems by dropping the compact support condition on the data.
The results are also used in our companion works [7, 9] to justify nonlinear geometric
optics with boundary amplification, which corresponds to a more singular regime than
the one considered in [14]. The analysis is carried out with either an additional real
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720 J.-F. COULOMBEL, O. GUES & M. WILLIAMS

or periodic variable in order to cover problems for pulses or wavetrains in nonlinear
geometric optics.

REsuME (Calcul pseudodifférentiel singulier pour les trains d’ondes et les pulses)

Nous généralisons 1’analyse de [14] et construisons un calcul pseudodifférentiel sin-
gulier pour des symboles ne vérifiant pas les hypothéses classiques de décroissance fré-
quentielle. Les résultats de [14] montraient que les restes du calcul symbolique étaient
des opérateurs bornés sur L2, dont la norme d’opérateur était controlée par rapport a
un petit paramétre. Nous démontrons ici un effet régularisant pour ces restes dans une
échelle d’espaces de Sobolev anisotropes. Notre analyse permet d’étendre les résultats
de [14] sur D’existence de solutions hautement oscillantes de problémes hyperboliques
non-linéaires en s’affranchissant de ’hypothése de support compact des données. Nos
résultats sont aussi utilisés dans les articles compagnons [7, 9] pour justifier un régime
d’optique géométrique non-linéaire avec amplification sur le bord. L’analyse est menée
ici avec une variable rapide réelle ou bien périodique de maniére & traiter des problémes
d’optique géométrique pour des pulses ou des trains d’ondes.

1. Introduction

Nonlinear geometric optics is devoted to the construction and the analy-
sis of highly oscillatory solutions to some partial differential equations. In the
context of hyperbolic partial differential equations, one of the main issues is
to prove existence of a solution to the highly oscillatory problem on a time
interval that is independent of the (small) wavelength. Such uniform existence
results cannot follow from a naive application of a standard existence result in
some functional space, say a Sobolev space H?, because the sequence of initial
and/or boundary data does not remain in a fixed ball of H*. A now classical
procedure for proving uniform existence results is to work on singular problems
with additional variables and to prove uniform energy estimates with respect
to the singular parameter. This strategy was used in [12] for the hyperbolic
Cauchy problem and adapted in [14] to hyperbolic initial boundary value prob-
lems. Energy estimates in [14] are much more difficult to obtain than in [12]
and are proved by using a singular pseudodifferential calculus(®). The operators
are pseudodifferential in the singular derivative 0, + %". The calculus of [14] is
adapted to boundary value problems that satisfy a maximal energy estimate,
that is an L? estimate with no loss derivative. In particular, remainders are
bounded operators on L? whose norm is controlled with respect to some pa-
rameter . This parameter arises from a Laplace transform with respect to the

(1) The calculus is used partly to diagonalize the equations microlocally, and perform energy
estimates on each coordinate. As detailed in the introduction of [14], symmetry arguments
as in [12] are usually of no help in the study of boundary value problems.
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SINGULAR PSEUDODIFFERENTIAL CALCULUS FOR WAVETRAINS 721

time variable. Such terms of order 0 can be absorbed in the energy estimates
by choosing v large enough.

In [6], two of the authors have studied and justified geometric optics expan-
sions with an amplification phenomenon for a certain class of linear hyperbolic
boundary value problems. For linear problems, uniform existence is no source
for concern. In the companion article [7], we extend the result of [6] to semi-
linear problems in the weakly nonlinear regime. Namely, we study solutions to
the following boundary value problems

d
<6‘t + ZAj Bj> ve + D(eve)ve =0  in {z4 > 0},

j=1

l-
B(ev.) v, :aG<x’,$5ﬂ

> on {z4g = 0},

where the source term G and the solution v, vanish for ¢ < 0. One major
issue in [7] is to prove that the amplification phenomenon exhibited in [6]
combined with the nonlinearity of the zero order term D(e v.)v. does not rule
out existence of a solution on a fixed time interval. Our strategy in [7] is to
study a singular problem for which we need to prove uniform estimates. As in
[6], the linearized problems in [7] satisfy a weak energy estimate with a loss
of one tangential derivative.(?> Such estimates with a loss of derivative were
originally proved in [5] and are optimal, as shown in [6]. The amplification of
oscillations is more or less equivalent to the loss of derivatives in the estimates.
Compared with [14], we now need to control our remainders by showing that
they are smoothing operators, otherwise we can not absorb these errors in the
energy estimates. Moreover, since the nonlinear problems of [7] are solved by a
Nash-Moser procedure where we use smoothing operators (typically frequency
cut-offs), it is crucial to extend all the results on the singular calculus of [14]
by including the following features:

— The symbols should not be assumed to be independent of the space vari-
ables outside of a compact set. Otherwise, we would face a lot of difficulties
with the smoothing procedure in the Nash-Moser iteration.

— The remainders in the calculus of [14] should be smoothing operators
when they were merely bounded operators on L? with a small (O(y~1),
~ large) norm in [14]. Moreover, we desire more systematic and easily
applicable criteria than in [14] for determining the mapping properties of
remainders.

As far as we checked, it seems that showing the smoothing property could be
achieved with the techniques of [14]. However, these techniques heavily use

(2 More precisely, the loss in [7] is a loss of a singular derivative 85 + 8 670.
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722 J.-F. COULOMBEL, O. GUES & M. WILLIAMS

the fact that the symbols are independent of the space variables outside of a
compact set, and a major goal here is to get rid of this assumption. We thus
adopt a different strategy that is based on a careful application of the Calderon-
Vaillancourt Theorem. Our motivation for doing so is that our symbols lack
the standard isotropic decay of pseudodifferential symbols, and this makes the
classical proofs inapplicable. The situation is even worse because some results
on adjoints or products of singular pseudodifferential operators seem not to
hold. For instance, asymptotic expansions of symbols do not hold beyond the
first term, and even the justification of the first term in the expansion depends
on the order of the operators. Our final results are thus in some ways rather
weak, but they seem to be more or less the best one can hope for in such a
singular scaling. Fortunately, the calculus is strong enough to be applicable
to a variety of geometric optics problems for both wavetrains and pulses, see,
e.g., [7].

We thus review the results of [14] by improving them along the lines de-
scribed above. For practical purposes, we have found it convenient to first prove
general results on L2-boundedness of pseudodifferential and oscillatory integral
operators. The calculus rules are then more or less “basic” applications of the
general results. We have also found it convenient to include in the same article,
the results for both the whole space and the periodic framework. Results in
the case of the whole space are used in [9] to deal with pulse-like solutions to
hyperbolic boundary value problems, while the companion article [7] is devoted
to wavetrains.

PART I

SINGULAR PSEUDODIFFERENTIAL CALCULUS FOR WAVETRAINS

2. Functional spaces

In all this article, functions may be valued in C, CV or even in the space
of square matrices My (C) (or CVN*¥). Products have to be understood in the
sense of matrices when the dimensions agree. If M € MUy (C), M* denotes the
conjugate transpose of M. The norm of a vector z € CV is |z| := (z* z)/2.
If 2,y are two vectors in CV, we let z - y denote the quantity > TjYj, which
coincides with the usual scalar product in RY when z and y are real.
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2.1. Functional spaces on R%. — The Schwartz space J(R?) of € functions
with fast decay at infinity is equipped with the family of semi-norms:

VJeN, |lullgre,s:= sup sup (1 + |z|?)7/? |02u (z)].
a€Nd |a|<J zeR4

When equipped with this topology, J(R?) is a Fréchet space. We shall say that
a sequence (uy)rez in J(RY) has fast decay if for all polynomial P, the sequence
(P(k) ug)rez is bounded in J(R?).

The Fourier transform on (R%) is defined by

VIR, YeeR! o) [ o @)

In particular, the Fourier transform is a continuous isomorphism on J(R%). It
is extended to the space of temperate distributions ' (R%) in the usual way.

For s € R, we let H*(R?) denote the Sobolev space
HY (R = {ue JRY) /(1 +|6)*/?T € L*(RY)} .

It is equipped with the family of norms

1
V1 Yue HURY, k= g [ 07+ O de
(2)
The norm | - ||o,4 does not depend on ~ and coincides with the usual L?-norm
on R?. We shall thus write || - [|o instead of || - ||o,, for the L?-norm on R?. For

simplicity, we also write ||-||s instead of |- ||,1 for the standard H®-norm (when
the parameter 7 equals 1).

2.2. Functional spaces on R? x T. — We now extend the previous definitions to
functions that depend in a periodic way on an additional variable §. We shall in
some sense “interpolate” between Fourier transform and Fourier series. Let us
begin with the definition of the Schwartz space. The Schwartz space J(R? x T)
is the set of ¢ functions f on R? x R, that are 1-periodic with respect to the
last variable, and with fast decay at infinity in the first variable, that is:

Va,feN?, VjeN, ((x,@) eRdeHxaafagf(x,H)) e L°(R? x R).

Using the periodicity of f with respect to its last argument 6, one can replace
equivalently L= (R¢ x R) by L>(R? x [0, 1]). The Schwartz space J(R¢ x T) is
equipped with the family of semi-norms

VIEN fly@exm,r = sup sup  (1+|of2)7/2 (02 9] f (x,0)].
(a,j)eN?xN (z,0)€R?x[0,1]
loe|+5<T
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724 J.-F. COULOMBEL, O. GUES & M. WILLIAMS

When equipped with this topology, J(R? x T) is a Fréchet space. We
let '(R? x T) denote its topological dual, that is the set of continuous linear
forms on J(R? x T).

The “Fourier transform” on f(R¢ x T) is defined by considering Fourier series
in 0 and Fourier transform in x. More precisely, we introduce the k-th Fourier
coefficient:

1
ViecJRIxT), VkeZ, VzeRY ck(f)(:c)::/e_zmkef(xﬂ)dﬁ.
0

For all integer k, the Fourier coefficient ¢ (f) belongs to the standard Schwartz
space J(R?). We can therefore define its Fourier transform c(f). In all what

follows, the sequence (m)kez is called the Fourier transform of f. When
we only consider Fourier series in 6, we use the notation c; to denote the k-th
Fourier coefficient. When we only consider Fourier transform with respect to the
first variable 2 € R?, we use the classical “hat” notation introduced previously.

The reader can check that the Fourier transform (c?(\f))kez of a function
f € JRY x T) is a sequence in J(RY) with fast decay. The inverse Fourier
transform is defined through the formula:

F@,0) =3 T e(f)) (@) ik,

keZ

where 7" stands for the inverse Fourier transform in J(R%). To summarize,
the Fourier transform is an isomorphism between J(R¢ x T) and the sequences
(gk)rez in J(R?) with fast decay.

Let us now extend the Fourier transform to the set of temperate distributions
J'(R? x T). For u € J'(R? x T), the Fourier coefficients ci(u) € J'(R?%) are
defined by the formula

VkeZ, VgeJRY,

— —2imk6
(ck(u),gm (Re),J(R2) - <u,g(fL‘)e >(/j"(Rd><’I[‘),</J’(]Rd><T).

It is straightforward to check that there exist a constant C' and an integer J
such that for all k£ € Z, there holds the continuity estimate

VgeJRY, |(ck(u), 9) s maygma| < C A+ [k gllyway.s-

The Fourier transform of u is the sequence (cx(u))xrez in J'(R%). For an appro-
priate constant that is still denoted C and a possibly larger integer that is still
denoted J, there holds the continuity estimate

(1) VgeJRY, |(ce(u), )y @ gma] < CQA+I1k) gl ymay,s
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The continuity estimate (1) is uniform with respect to k¥ € Z in the following
sense: the constant C' and the integer J are independent of k. Moreover, the
Fourier transform

u€ ' (R x T) — (e (u))kez € ' (RYZ,

is an isomorphism between J'(R? x T) and the sequences in ' (R?) that satisfy
a uniform estimate of the type (1). The inverse Fourier transform is defined as
follows: for a given sequence (uz)rez in  (R?) satisfying a uniform continuity
estimate with respect to k, we define an element v of ¢J'(R% x T) by the formula

VIEJRYXT), (v,f)ymaxt) Jrixt) = Z (u_r, g_l(ck(f))M/(Rd),(/j(Rd),
kez

where 7" denotes the inverse Fourier transform in J(RY). Indeed the reader
can check first that v is well-defined, that it is a continuous linear form with

———

respect to the topology of J(R% x T) and that ci(v) equals uy for all k € Z.

For s € R, the Sobolev space H*(R¢ x T) is defined by
H%Rdxwy:{ue¢%Rdxm/@%m»%ZeH%R%Z

and Z/Rd(l + k% + |€%)® |07(;)(£)|2d§ < —l—oo}.

kEZ

It is equipped with the family of norms
Vy>1, Yuec H(RYxT),

2 . 1 2, 12 2v8 |7 (o) |2
Il = e 2 [0+ K 1) )] de.

keZ

The norm | - ||o,, does not depend on v and coincides with the usual L?-norm
on R% x T. We shall thus write ||-||o instead of ||-||o -, for the L?-norm on R?x T.
More precisely, if f € L2(R? x T), then the Fourier coefficient

ex(f) () = / e=257k0 () do

is well-defined for almost every x € R%, and cx(f) belongs to L?(R?) (use
Cauchy-Schwarz inequality). The Parseval-Bessel equality and Plancherel’s
Theorem give

Loy @O dz0 =3 [ (@ dz = 1113

kEZL
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726 J.-F. COULOMBEL, O. GUES & M. WILLIAMS

In what follows, we always identify the space L?(R? x T) and Fourier series
in € R whose coefficients belong to ¢(Z; L?>(R?)). For simplicity, we also
write || - ||s instead of || - ||s,1 for the standard H*-norm on R% x T.

REMARK 1. — Observe that our notation for the norm ||-||s, is consistent with
the notation for functions that are defined on R%. More precisely, ifu € H*(R?),
then one can also consider u as an element of H*(R% x T) that does not depend
on 0, meaning that only the 0-th harmonic in 6 occurs (co(u) = u and cx(u) =0
if k # 0). The norms of u in H*(R?) and H*(R? x T) coincide. This is the
reason why we omit to write the underlying space R% or R x T in the definition
of the norms || - ||s,~-

We now introduce the “singular” Sobolev spaces that we shall widely use in
this article. From now on, we consider a vector 8 € R?\ {0} that is fixed once
and for all. For s € R and € €]0, 1], the anisotropic Sobolev space H*¢(R¢ x T)
is defined by

H SR xT) = {ue f (R x T) /Vh €2, culu) € Lo (R)

and Z/ (1+’£+ 2W€kﬂ‘2)s|@(£)|2d§<+00}.

kEZ

It is equipped with the family of norms

(2) Vy>1, Yue H*(R?xT),

21k B|?
lullZre.e ., = dZ/ ( '5+ Wgﬂ ) o () (€)] .

keZ

Let us observe that the definition of the space H** depends on ¢, and there is
no obvious inclusion H®¢* C H**2 if e; < g4 or €1 > €5. However, for a fixed
e > 0, the norms || - ||gs< , and || - ||gs< , are equivalent. In particular, (2)
defines a norm on the space H*(R? x T) defined above. When m is an integer,
the space H™*(R? x T) coincides with the space of functions u € L?(R¢ x T)
such that the derivatives, in the sense of distributions,

<8Z1+ﬁ1 ) (azd+ﬁd ) u, ai+-+ag<m,

belong to L%(R? x T). In the definition of the norm || - || grm.c ,, one power of v
counts as much as one (singular) derivative.

In what follows, we shall also make use of the spaces & (R¢ x T), n € N:
these are the spaces of continuous and bounded functions on R? x R that are
1-periodic with respect to their last argument, whose derivatives up to the order
n exist, are continuous and bounded.
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SINGULAR PSEUDODIFFERENTIAL CALCULUS FOR WAVETRAINS 727

3. The main L? continuity results

Our goal is to develop in Section 4 a singular symbolic calculus on R? x T.
This Section will give the basic results to achieve this goal. As in [14], the sym-
bols that we shall consider do not satisfy the standard decay estimates in the
frequency variable. Consequently, it will be more difficult to show that remain-
ders in the symbolic calculus are smoothing operators. As a matter of fact, this
property will hold only in the framework of anisotropic Sobolev spaces defined
above. A more problematic consequence of this non-decay is that there seems
to be little hope for developing a paradifferential version of the calculus below.
More precisely, in the paradifferential calculus theory (see, e.g., [13]), symbols
have a fixed, say W, regularity in x. To cope with this small regularity, one
introduces an isotropic frequency cut-off in the space variable. The regular-
ized symbol belongs to the class ST and satisfies a suitable spectral condition,
which yields continuity results for the associated pseudodifferential operator.
This strategy applies when symbols are &°° in ¢ with the standard decay prop-
erty (each derivative in £ yields one negative power of |£|). However, when this
frequency decay does not hold or when it holds only in an anisoptropic way,
the smoothing procedure yields symbols in the class Sg" where derivatives in z
are not balanced anylonger by derivatives in £. For such symbols, even with an
appropriate spectral condition, there seems to be very little hope for continuity
results in Sobolev spaces.

The remarks above are the main reason why we base our approach on re-
peated applications of the Calderdén-Vaillancourt Theorem [2]. More precisely,
we shall prove continuity results on L?(R? x T) with symbols satisfying W*>
bounds (no decay in the frequency variable is needed, see Theorem 1 below).
This is the same strategy as in [14]. However we shall use more elaborate tools
in order to get refined estimates. Our goal is to get rid of the compact support
assumptions in [14], and to lower the regularity required on the symbols when-
ever this is possible. We refer the reader to [4, 3, 1, 11] for some background on
the Calderon-Vaillancourt Theorem and some generalizations. Here we clarify
how these results can be adapted to a mixed situation where part of the space
variables lie in R¢ while the other space variables lie in the torus T. As far as
we know, all previous versions were restricted to the case of R? or to the case
of the torus. Our first continuity result is:

THEOREM 1. — Leto : R4 x Ty ng X Zy, — CN*N be a continuous function®

that satisfies the property: for all o, 3 € {0,1} and for all j € {0,1}, the

(3) Here and in all what follows, a function o that is defined on © x Z is said to be continuous
if for all k € Z, o(-, k) is continuous on ©. The set ©) will represent either R?, or R? x T or
analogous sets. We adopt the same convention for differentiability properties.
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728 J.-F. COULOMBEL, O. GUES & M. WILLIAMS

derivative (in the sense of distributions) 0 Bg 8?0 belongs to L= (R? x T x
RY x 7).
For u € J(RY x Tg; CN), let us define

V(z,0) € R x T,

—

Op()u(2.0) = sy 3 [ e 0(a,0, ) u)(€) de

keZ

Then Op(c) extends as a continuous operator on L2(R¢ x T;CN). More pre-
cisely, there exists a numerical constant C, that only depends on d and N, such

that for all u € J(R? x T; CYN), there holds
3) 10p(a) ulo < Cllol llullo,

with ||of| ;=  sup sup ‘
a,8€{0,1}¢ j€{0,1}

J 58
> Oy O UHL‘X’(R"[XTXRdXZ) '

The proof of Theorem 1 below is analogous to the proof of [11, Theorem 2].
We emphasize that in the assumptions on the symbol o, no finite difference
with respect to the index k € Z appears. This is in sharp contrast with, for
instance, the paradifferential calculus on the torus developed in [10]. The fact
that we do not need to estimate finite differences in & will be helpful in Section 4
when we consider singular pseudodifferential operators.

Of course, the classical version of the Calderén-Vaillancourt Theorem in R?
now appears as a particular case of Theorem 1 (apply Theorem 1 with a symbol
o containing only the 0-harmonic and that is independent of # and similar
test functions u), see [3, page 18] and [11]. In the proof of Theorem 1, no
finite difference w1th respect to k£ appears because there is no need to gain
integrability for the Wigner transform U with respect to the variable 6 (because
the torus has finite measure). An even more direct explanation is that for
a bounded sequence, the iterative finite differences are also bounded so the
assumption would be redundant.

Proof of Theorem 1. — The proof of Theorem 1 combines two ingredients.
First, the main estimate (3) holds when o is smooth, say &>, with compact
support in all variables. Second, it is possible to approximate a symbol o satis-
fying the assumptions of Theorem 1 by a sequence (o,)pen of smooth symbols
with sup,, [|op|| controled by [|o||. The corresponding pseudodifferential opera-
tors Op(o,) converge in a weak sense towards Op(o).

For smooth symbols with compact support, integration by parts and deriva-
tion under the integral show that Op(c)u belongs to J(R¢ x T) if u does. In
particular, Op(c)u belongs to L?(R% x T). This integrability property is not
so clear under the general assumptions of Theorem 1.
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SINGULAR PSEUDODIFFERENTIAL CALCULUS FOR WAVETRAINS 729

Let us state more precisely our first point.

LEMMA 1. — Let o € 6" (R x Ty x RE x Zy; CN*N), that is:
(i) o(-,-, -, k) =0 except for a finite number of integers k,
(i) a(-,-, -, k) is a € function on R? x T x R? for all k € Z, with compact
support in its first and third variables.
Then for all u € J(R? x T;CN), Op(c)u belongs to J(R? x T;CN) and the

estimate (3) holds with a numerical constant C that is independent of o and u.

Proof of Lemma 1. — We make the proof in the case N = 1. When o takes its
values in the space of matrices CV*¥ | the result applies for each component.
Following [11], it is sufficient to prove an estimate of the form

@ |, o0t deds] < Tt ulo ol
ax

for all u,v € J(R? x T;C). We define a function ¢ on R? by the formula:

d
Vy=(y,---,va) €ERY oy) =[x +iy)™"

j=1

In particular, ¢ belongs to L?(R%). Applying Fubini’s Theorem, we have
I:= / Op(o) u(z, 0) v(z,0) dx dd
R4XT

1 i (x—y)- i
= Gl /Rd ] id(me)gez " o(x,0,¢ k) e, (u)(y) v(z, 0) dz df dy d€.
keZ X 1'X X

Starting from the relation

d
o'V = oo —y) [T+ 8g,) et 0%,

j=1

and integrating by parts, we obtain
(5) .

I= @i %Z/me e 2Tkl 5y (20,6, k) U(x, &, k) v(x,0) dz df de,
where we have used the notation

d
7= [T0-0c)0. U6k i= [ "€l —y)eulwlo) do
j=1

We use the expression

1 Txm 29T SR
v(x,Q)ZW;;/Rde €570 5, (0 (n) dn
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730 J.-F. COULOMBEL, O. GUES & M. WILLIAMS

in (5) and apply Fubini’s Theorem again. Then we use the relation

ei z-(€+n) e2 im (k+£) 6

p(€+n) ¢
=———"— ((1+0p) (1+0,, i@ (E4m) 240w (k+£) 0
1+2in (k+0) { + 06 1;[ + }e e :

and integrate by parts. These operations yield

6) I= > >«

ae{0,1}4,j€{0,1} o' <o

/ TR 9r ) 0y (2,0,6, k) 7 U (2,6, k) V(x, 0,6, k) dw df dg,
keZ REIXTXR

where the x coefficients denote some harmless numerical constants that only
depend on «, o/, j, and where we have used the notation®

o iz (P(f‘i"f]) - im0
V(z,0,&,k) := KEZZ (/Rd e ™ m(%(v)(n) dﬂ) e’ .

The result of Lemma 1 follows by applying Cauchy-Schwarz inequality to
each integral in (6) (here the integral also includes the sum with respect to the
index k € Z). Each derivative 85‘*“/ ag oy that appears in the right-hand side
of (6) can be estimated in L*°-norm by a harmless constant times the quantity
lloll defined in (3). We thus get (here and from now on, C denotes a positive
numerical constant that may vary from line to line)

Peclel (S S [ jevenf drde

d d
acf{0,1}d kez ' RIXR

Z/ IV (2,0,¢, k)| dz do de.
R xTxRE

kEZ

Each term on the right-hand side is estimated by using the Parseval-Bessel
equality and Plancherel’s Theorem (see [11] for the case of R?, here the incor-
poration of the additional periodic variable is almost straightforward):

> [ jev@enf ards <o Y w3 < Clulk,
R x R4

kEZ kEZ
S [ WeenPdrasds <l
kez Y RIXTXRE
The proof of Lemma 1 is thus complete. O

(4) The function U, resp. V, represents the Wigner transform of u, resp. v, and ¢.
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To complete the proof of Theorem 1, it is sufficient to prove the following
approximation result:

LEMMA 2. — Let 0 : R x T x R% x Z — CNXN satisfy the assumptions of
Theorem 1. Then there exists a sequence (op)pen in €g° (RIx T xR x Z; CN*N)
such that:

(i) supey llopll < Cllo|| for some numerical constant C' that does not depend
on o,

(ii) for all u,v € J(R? x T), there holds

lim Op(op) u(z, 0) v(z,0)dxdd = / Op(o) u(x,0) v(z,0) dz do.
P+ JRayT R4 xT

The proof of Lemma 2 follows by the classical truncation-convolution argu-
ment. We leave the details to the reader. The convergence property (ii) follows
from the dominated convergence Theorem.

Combining Lemma 1 and Lemma 2, we obtain the main estimate (4) not
only for smooth symbols with compact support but also for the more gen-
eral class of symbols that satisfy the assumptions of Theorem 1. In particular,
the Riesz Theorem shows that Op(o)u coincides almost-everywhere with an
element of L2(R? x T), and the conclusion of Theorem 1 follows. O

It is useful to observe that in the proof of Lemma 1 above, we do not need
the symbol o to have compact support with respect to the space variable x.
As a matter of fact, compact support with respect to the dual variables (&, k)
is sufficient to justify all the calculations. This observation will be used in the
proof of Lemma 3 below.

Applying formally Fubini’s Theorem to the definition of Op(o) u, we have
(7) Op(o)u(z,0)

= % Z / gl (z—y)€ g2imk (0-w) o(x,0,€, k) u(y,w) dé dy dw.
(2m) bez V REXRIXT

The latter formula is rigorous, e.g., for smooth symbols with compact support
in (£, k). In order to prepare the results of symbolic calculus, our next goal is
to obtain L? continuity results for oscillatory integral operators as in (7) with
more general amplitudes o; namely we should allow o to depend on (z,8) but
also on the additional variables (y,w), see [14, page 144]. Such symbols with
additional space variables arise for instance when computing the adjoint of a
pseudodifferential operator, see, e.g., Propositions 8 and 10. Our second main
continuity result is the following:
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THEOREM 2. — Let o : Rg x Ty x RZ x T, ng X Zi, — CNXN pe g con-
tinuous function that satisfies the property: for all a, 3 € {0,1}¢, for all 5,1 €
{0,1} and for all v € {0,1,2}9, the derivative (in the sense of distributions)
02 93 95 0, 0¢ o belongs to L (R x T x R? x T x R? x Z). Let x1 € 65°(R)
and x2 € G5 (R?) satisfy x1(0) = x2(0) = 1.

Then for all u € J(R? x T;CN), the sequence of functions (Ts)s>o defined
on R? x T by

1 , .
8 T ,0) = Sk / i(x—y)-€ 2imk (0—w)
X2(5 5) U(m7 97 Y, w, 55 k) u(y’ w) d‘f dy dw’
converges in J (R? x T), as & tends to 0, towards a distribution (/)\f)(a)u €
L?(R? x T). This limit is independent of the truncation functions x1,Xx2. More-

over, there exists a numerical constant C, that only depends on d and N, such
that there holds

9 [[Ob(o)ul], < O Iollams lullo
with ol amp =

sup sup sup
a,8€{0,1}4 j,1€{0,1} v€{0,1,2}4

a af I qu
% % 85 0. O UHLOO(RdedexTdexZ) ’
The proof of Theorem 2 splits in several steps. The first point is to show that
the conclusion holds for smooth symbols with compact support in (&, k). In this
case, the convergence of the oscillatory integral as § tends to 0 follows from the
dominated convergence Theorem, and the proof of the continuity estimate (9)
relies on some arguments that are similar to those used in the proof of Lemma, 1.
This first part of the proof of Theorem 2 is achieved in Lemma 3 below. The
end of the proof of Theorem 2 consists in justifying the convergence of the
oscillatory integral for an arbitrary amplitude and in showing that (9) still
holds. This part of the proof relies on a regularization process as for Lemma 2.
The process used in Theorem 2 that consists in introducing cut-off functions
in the frequency variables and in passing to the limit will be systematically
used in what follows in order to define oscillatory integral operators and to
show some properties on such operators. To highlight the difference between
standard pseudodifferential operators and oscillatory integral operators (for
which the integrals do not converge in a classical sense), we always use the
notation 61/) for oscillatory integral operators. In that case, the representation
by a convergent integral only takes place when the amplitude is integrable with
respect to the frequency variables (for instance, when it has compact support
with respect to these variables).
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The proof of Theorem 2 is based on the following generalization of Lemma 1.

LEMMA 3. — Leto € 6;° (RS x Ty x RZ x T, % Rg X Zy; CN*NY have compact
support with respect to (€,k), that is, there exists an integer Ko and a positive
number Ry such that o(z,0,y,w,&,k) =0 as long as |k| > Kg or || > Ry.

Then all the conclusions of Theorem 2 hold and the oscillatory integral
65(0) u coincides with the function

(m&)eRde

27r)d Z/ e RO (a0, y, 0,6, k) u(y,w) dE dy dw.
RIxRIxT

Proof of Lemma 8. — Our strategy follows closely the proof of Lemma 1 but
requires some modifications because we cannot isolate the Wigner transform U
as in the proof of Lemma 1. We keep however the same notation for the rational
function ¢ on R%, and we make the proof in the case N = 1 for simplicity.

First of all, since o has compact support in (£, k) and is bounded, the se-
quence (T5)s=o defined by (8) is bounded in L>(R? x T). Moreover, the domi-
nated convergence Theorem shows that T converges pointwise, as § tends to 0,
towards

T(x,0) @l Z/ H@=y)€ g2imk (0=w) 5(2 0y, w, &, k) u(y, w) d€ dy dw.
) rez V REXREXT

There is no ambiguity in the definition of the latter integral since the function
to be integrated has compact support in £ and fast decay at infinity in y (the
sum with respect to k only involves finitely many terms). Applying again the
dominated convergence Theorem, (T5)s>0 converges towards 7' not only point-
wise but also in J'(R? x T). It thus only remains to estimate the function T
in L? in order to complete the proof of Lemma 3. We emphasize that the proof
below does not assume compact support of ¢ in z or y, which will be useful in
Section 4.

For v € J(R? x T;C), let us define the integral
I ::/ T(z,0)v(x,0)dzdd
Rde
— / Hemn) € 2imk (079) (.0, y, w, &, k) u(y, w) v(z, 0) d¢ dz df dy dw,
(2m) wez Y REXREXTXREXT

where we have applied Fubini’s Theorem. We first expand v as a Fourier series
in 6:

o(e,0) = 3 co(v) (z) 2771,

LEL
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apply Fubini’s Theorem, and integrate by parts with respect to 6 using the
relation 1

247 (k+£)0 _ 148 2i7r(k+€)€‘

¢ T+ 2in(hrp LT
We apply a similar manipulation for u, and we obtain the relation
(10)
I= Z e @Y E2imk (0=w) 5 (10, y, w, €, k) Uy, w, k) D(x, 0, k) d¢ dz df dy dw,

kez ’ REXREIXTXREXT
where we have introduced the notation
op:=(1-09y) (1—-0,)0,

’l’Z w . ( )( ) 2imlw
(11) (y,w, k) := Z1+2m( k) ’
(z

~ L ( ) ) 29
v(z,0,k) .—éme Lo,

The latter manipulations are justified by the fact that both sequences (¢¢(u))secz
and (c(v))ez have fast decay in J(RY).

Let us now transform the expression of I in (10) by integrating by parts
with respect to £&. More precisely, we use the relation

d
@ — oz —y)?2 T+ 9¢,)% e (z=y)&
j=

=

integrate by parts with respect to £ in (10) and obtain

(12) I = Z/ ol (@=1)§ g2imk (6-w)
kez Y REXRIXTXREXT

X O'b(xvavyawasa k) <P(95 - y) ﬂ(yawak) QO(.’E - y) ’?7(:1;79,]{:) dé.dCL' dadydw,

where we have used the notation
d d

oy = [J (1= 0¢,)? oy = [](1 - 0¢,)* (1 — 3p) (1 - B.,)o
j=1 j=1
A crucial observation for what follows is that the new term ¢(z — y)? in (12)
yields integrability with respect to either x or y.
Now we follow the argument already used in the proof of Lemma 1. We use
Fourier’s inversion formula, and write

~ 1 iz
’U(.'E,G,k): W Ad " (7779 k)dn’

where for each k € Z, the partial Fourier transform 5(, -, k) with respect to
belongs to the Schwartz space /(R? x T). Then we apply Fubini’s Theorem
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n (12), and integrate by parts with respect to z. As observed above, applying
Fubini’s Theorem has been made possible thanks to the new factor ¢(z — y)?
which makes the integral in x converge. We make the symmetric operation with
u instead of v and integrate by parts with respect to y. Eventually, we obtain
a formula of the form

(13)
7= Z Z Z . Z/ ei (z—y)-& e2i7rk (0—w)
0,Be{0,1}¢ a'+a"Sa fr4A" <P kel ” BOXRIXTXRIXT
x 927" 9P 5 (2,0,y,w,&, k)
x (0947 p(z—y)) Uy, w, &, k) (0" p(z—1)) V(z,0,¢, k) d€ dz d dy dw,
where the * coefficients only depend on d, o, &', &/, 3, 3', 3", and where we have
used the notation

1

U(ya w, ‘57 k) = W /]Rd eiy~7] @(77 - f) 5(777“)» k) dna

V(@ 0.6K) = g [ el +9) 30,0, dn.

Let us now observe that each derivative 8;"_‘1/_“” 85 —p'=B" o, that appears in
(13) can be bounded in L*®-norm by C ||o||amp, Where the quantity ||o||amp is
defined in (9). Eventually, we apply the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality on (R? x
T)2 x R? x Z in (13), and we thus need to estimate integrals of the form

Ct/ ’ 2
>/ 0% o — ) [U (g, £, k) d dz 4B dy d,
keZ RIxREXTXxREXT

and symmetric expressions in V. The latter integral is computed by first inte-
grating with respect to (z, ). Then we apply Plancherel’s Theorem for trans-
forming the integral in y into an integral in 7. Applying Fubini’s Theorem, we
can get rid of the integral in £ (see the above definition of U in terms of 12;) and
we are left with estimating a quantity of the form

Z/ |a(y, w, k)| dy dw,
ez /RIXT

where ¥ is defined by (11). The latter quantity is estimated by using Parseval-
Bessel’s equality and Fubini’s Theorem again. Eventually, we obtain

Ot/ ’ 2 2
Z/ 0 oz — )|" |U(y,w, & k)| dé dz df dy dw < C [lul|3,
keZ RexRIXTXxREXT
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and a similar estimate holds for V' in terms of ||v]|o. We have thus proved that
there exists a numerical constant C such that there holds

11| < Cllollamp llullo v]o-

In particular, this yields the bound (9) when the amplitude o is smooth with
compact support. O

Actually, the proof of Lemma 3 even shows the following stronger result
which is encoded in the Formula (13).

COROLLARY 1. — Let 0 € G (RE x Ty x RE x T, x RE x Zy; CV*N) have
compact support with respect to (&, k). Let {Z1,...,Zm} denote the set of all

derivatives 0% 8; a8 dl, ¢ that appear in the Definition (9) of the norm ||-|| amp-

Then there exist some continuous bilinear mappings
Liyo Pt JREXT) x JRY x T) — LY (RE x To x RY x Ty, x RE x Zy),
which are independent of o, that satisfy a continuity estimate of the form
Vm=1,...,M, [[ZLm(u,v)|lp®ixTxrixTxRIxzZ) < Cllf|o [v]lo,

and such that for all u,v € J(R? x T), there holds

(14) /]Rd T65(0) u(z,0) v(v,0)dzxdo

M
Z Z/ (Z 0) Lo (u,v) dz df dy dw dE,
1 ke R

dxTxREXTxRE
where the expression of the function (/31/)(0') u s given in Lemma 8.

Let us now turn to the proof of Theorem 2.

Proof of Theorem 2. — For a general amplitude o satisfying the assumptions
of Theorem 2, we need to define the limit, as § tends to 0, of the truncated
oscillatory integrals (8). The goal is to show that Formula (14), which holds
for smooth amplitudes with compact support in (&, k), also holds for the more
general class of amplitudes satisfying the assumptions of Theorem 2.

Let therefore o satisfy the assumptions of Theorem 2, and let us define the
truncated amplitude o5, 6 > 0, by

06(1‘707yaw7§7k) = Xl(dk) X2(6§) U($a67y7w7€’k)'

The truncated amplitude o5 has as many derivatives as o in L*°. Moreover,
there exists a constant C, that only depends on x := (1, x2) such that

(15) V4 €]0,1], |||06|||Amp < Cy |||U|||Amp-
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Let us now consider a nonnegative function p € €5 (R?) with integral 1. We
then define the regularizing kernels

VneN, pu(z):=m+1)%p((n+1)x).
We also consider the Féjer kernel

1 (sin((n+ 1) 7o)

Fn(6) = n+1 sin(m 6)

2
) , Fo(0):=n+1,

that belongs to §°°(T) and whose integral over T equals 1. Then we define the
regularized amplitude

(16> Utg,"(x’evy?wagvk)
pn(w - xl) Fn(e - 61) pn(y - yl) Fn(w - WI) pn(§ - é./)

cos(z', 0,y W' € k) dz’ A6’ dy’ dw’ d¢'.

/Rdx'll‘x]Rdede

It follows from the classical Theorems of calculus that for all § > 0 and for all
integer n € N, 05, belongs to &;° (R% x Ty x Rz x T, X Rg X Zy; CNXNY and
has compact support in (&, k). Differentiating under the integral, we also have
the bound

(17) VneN, |osnllamp < lloslamp-
Moreover, since s is continuous, the sequence (U(;m)neN converges pointwise

towards os.

For all u,v € J(R? x T), let us define the integral
Is = / Ts(z,0) v(zx,0)dz dé,
RExT

where the function Ty is defined by (8). Applying Fubini’s Theorem, we have
(18)
1 ‘ .
= /e“w—y)f 21Tk (0=w) 5o (2.0, y,w, &, k) u(y, w) v(z, 0) dz df dy dw dé.
(2m) kez Y REXTXREXTXRY

We also define the quantity Is ,, that is the analogue of (18) with the amplitude
os.n instead of 5.

The sequence (055 )nen is bounded in L (R% x Tg x R% x T, x Rg x Zy) and it
is supported in a fixed compact set with respect to (£, k). We can thus apply the
dominated convergence Theorem and obtain that (I5,)nen converges towards
Is as n tends to +oo. Moreover, we can apply Lemma 3 to the amplitude o5,
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and derive the bound

Tsnl = | [ Ob(osn)u(a,0) v(,60) 4z 6| < Closallams lullo ol
RaxT

< Cxllollamp llullo llolo,

where we have used (17) and (15). Passing to the limit as n tends to +oo, we
obtain the uniform bound

(19) 15| < Cx llollamp llullo f[0]lo-

If we can prove that (I5)s>o has a limit as J tends to 0, and that this limit
is independent of the truncation function x, then we shall have shown that
the sequence of functions (T)s>o converges in ' (R x T) towards some limit
65(0) u. Moreover, the estimate (19) will show that this distribution coincides
with a function in L2(R? x T) satisfying (9). (If the limit of (I5)s>o is indepen-
dent of x, then the constant in (9) is given by passing to the limit in (19) with
one particular choice of x.) It therefore only remains to prove that (I5)s>o has
a limit and that this limit is independent of x.

Since the amplitude o5y, is smooth with compact support in (&, k), we can
apply Corollary 1. We obtain that I5, can be written under the form

M
(20) I5,n = Z Z

m=1 k€Z

/ (Zm 05,n) Lm(u,v) dedf dy dw dE.
R4 XTxR®xT xR

We wish to pass to the limit in (20). We first observe that the derivative Z,, o5,
is obtained by differentiating under the integral sign in (16), that is

Zm Ué,n(xa 07 Y, w, gv k)
:/ pn(x_xl)Fn(g_el)pn(y_y/)Fn(w_wl)pn(é._fl)
ReXTxRExTxRE
Zmos(x', 0,y W' & k)dr' 40’ dy’ dw’ d¢’.
Consequently, the right-hand side of (20) is a finite sum of terms of the form

/r(gn xh)(v) f(v)dv, T :=RZIxTyxREx T, x RE,

with h € L®(Y), f € L*(Y), and g, is the corresponding regularizing kernel.
(Recall that the sum with respect to k in (20) involves finitely many terms,
where the number of terms only depends on § and not on n.) Applying Fubini’s
Theorem, we can make the convolution kernel p,, act on f rather than on h.
This only replaces p,, by 0, with

én(fﬂ, 0, Y,w, g) = Qn(_xa _07 -y, —w, _5)
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Then we use the convergence of g, * f towards f in L! (this is a classical result
of convolution that is unfortunately false in L> and this is the reason why we
need to switch the regularization kernel from one function to the other). Hence
we can pass to the limit as n tends to +o00 in (20), and obtain

(21)

M
nl{r}kloo Ig’n =15 = Z Z

m=1 k€Z

/ (Zm 05) Lo (u,v)dzdf dy dw d€.
RdxTxRExTxRe
In other words, we have extended Formula (14) to the truncated amplitude cs.
It is now straightforward to pass to the limit as § tends to 0. Indeed each
derivative Z,, o5 can be decomposed under the form
M
Zmo =x100k)X2(6€) Zim o+ D €mms(6) X1(6 k) X2sm,m (§€) Zon 0,
m’/=1
where Xom.m € €5 (R?) and &, (5) tends to 0 as § tends to 0. We can
therefore apply the dominated convergence Theorem in (21), and obtain the
expression
M
lim I, = » ) / (Zm 0) Lo (u,v) dz df dy dw d€,
60 m—1 kez ” RIXTXRIXTxRA
from which it is clear that the limit is independent of x. The proof of Theorem 2
is complete. O

The proof of Theorem 2 even shows that the Formula (14) still holds under
the more general assumptions of Theorem 2, and that it actually defines the
function Op(c)u € L?(R? x T) in a unique way:

COROLLARY 2. — Let o : R% x Ty x R x T, x IR{g X Zp — CNXN pe g
continuous function satisfying the differentiability assumptions of Theorem 2.
Let the bilinear operators Ly, m = 1,...,M be as defined in Corollary 1.
Then for all u € J(R? x T;CN) and for all v € J(R? x T;C), the function
(/)\f)(o) u € L2(R? x T) satisfies (14).

REMARK 2. — Let us assume now that in Theorem 2, the truncation func-
tions x1,Xx2 do not necessarily satisfy x1(0) = x2(0) = 1. Then the cor-
responding sequence of functions (Ts)sso converges in ' (R x T) towards
x1(0) x2(0) Op(o) w.

Let us observe that for an amplitude o that only depends on (z,6,¢&, k)
and not on (y,w), then the oscillatory integral 6{)(0) u coincides with Op(o) u.
This can be checked directly by applying Fubini’s Theorem and the dominated
convergence Theorem. In that case, the convergence of the sequence (T5)s>0
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in '(R? x T) is much easier to obtain. Since we shall use this argument in
what follows, we state the result in a precise way.

PROPOSITION 1. — Let o : R% x Ty x RY x Ty, x Rg X Zp — CNXN pe o
continuous function that satisfies the differentiability assumptions of Theorem 2
and that is independent of its third and fourth variables: o(x,0,y,w,&, k) =
5(x,0,&,k). Then for all u € J(R? x T), 6?)(0)u coincides with the function
Op(&) u defined in Theorem 1.

For simplicity, a function defined on Rg x Ty x Rz x T, X Rg X Zj, that is
independent of its third and fourth variables is equally considered as a function
on Rg x Tg X Rg X Zy,, that is we use from now on the same notation for o and &
in Proposition 1. We hope that this does not create any confusion. The following
result is a more precise comparison between oscillatory integral operators and
pseudodifferential operators. It contains Proposition 1 as a special trivial case.
It is also the starting point for the pseudodifferential calculus developed in the
following section.

PROPOSITION 2. — Let & € G, (RE x Ty x RE x T, x Rg X Zig; CNXNY be an
amplitude, and let the symbol o € G°(RE x Ty x RE x Zy; CN*N) be defined
by

0'(1‘, 0,¢, k) = 5(1‘3 0,z,0,¢&, k)
Then the operator 6?)(5) — Op(o) coincides with 6?)(1"), where the amplitude
r€ Gy (RE x Ty x RE x T,y x RE x Zy; CN*N) is decomposed as
T(I,Q,y,w,ﬁ,k) = Tl(xaeaya‘*)ag?k)+R2(m707y7w7£ak+1)_R2(I707yawa§)k)a
with
1

d
1
ri(z,0,y,w,& k) = = Z/ Oy, O¢,0 (L‘ 0,1—t)z+ty,w,é, k)
i
(m 971.7(‘)75’]{:_)2_ 0-((w_’60)7$767£’k)7 ifw#o’
Rg(x,a,y,W,f,k‘) = 1 l—e LT
— 0,0(z,0,z,0,¢, k), if w=20.
29w

We observe that the amplitude Rs does not depend on y but it depends
on w, so it does not enter the framework of Proposition 1. Proposition 2 gives
an approximation of the oscillatory integral operator (’)\f)(&) by the pseudodiffer-
ential operator Op(o). It amounts to performing a first-order Taylor expansion
of the amplitude 61:/)(5). The remainder 6f>(7') is indeed a remainder provided
that the derivatives of the amplitude o with respect to the frequency variables
have additional decay properties compared with o. This will be the case in the
framework of Theorem 3 below.
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Proof of Proposition 2. — Let us first assume that the amplitude ¢ has com-
pact support in (&, k). In that case, the symbol o has compact support in (¢, k),
and we can apply Proposition 1 and Lemma 3:

Op() u(z,8) — Op(0) u(z,8) = Op(& — o) u(z, )

1 Z / el (z—y)-€ eZiﬂ'k(efw)
R4 xTxR?

e
: (5(3779’97%5, k) - 5(1‘,9,{[},(—0,5, k)) ’U,(y,W) dy dw d§
1

+ / ei (x—y)-€ eQiﬂ'k(G—w)
(2m)? ;Z R4 X TxR?

- (5(x,0,2,w,6,k) — 5(x,0,2,0,&,k)) uly,w) dy dw €.

Let us start with the first term on the right-hand side. Applying Taylor’s for-
mula, we get

o(z,0,y,w,&, k) —o(z,0,z,w,&,k)

1
%Zz /0 6yj5(:(:,9,(1—t)x+ty,w,§,k)dt
j=1

then we integrate by parts with respect to £ and we already obtain

Z/ ei(z—y)-f e2i7rk:(€—w)
kez Y REXTxR?

. (5(:1:, 0,y,w, &, k) —o(z,0,z,w,¢, k)) u(y,w) dy dw d¢
= 61/)(7'1) u(z, 0).

1
@)

All manipulations are made possible by the compact support assumption with
respect to (£, k) and the fact that u belongs to J(R? x T).

Let us now study the second term in the decomposition of 61/)(5 — o) u.
By standard results of calculus, the function R, defined in Proposition 2 is
1-periodic with respect to # and w, and is smooth (namely, G}~ ) with respect
to all its arguments. (The reason why we divide by 1 — e 217 (@=9 and not
by w — @ in the definition of Ry is to keep the periodicity with respect to both
0 and w. However, this is of little consequence, and Rs basically counts as one
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w-derivative of the amplitude o.) We apply Abel’s transformation and obtain

1

E i(z—y)€ 2imk(0—w)
e (§]
(2 W)d keZ /Rdx’ﬂ“de

((2,0,2,w,6,k) = 5(2,0,2,0,¢,k)) u(y,w) dy dw dg

1 / i(o—y)€ (2imk(0—w) _ 20 (k+1) (0—w)
= — e e —e
(2m)¢ kez Y REXTxRE ( )
~R2(x,0,w,f,k) u(y,w) dyd‘*)dg
1 / i(x—y)€ 2imk(0—w)
= — e e
(2m)d Z R4 x Tx R4

kEZ
' (RQ(m707wa€7 k+ 1) - RQ(ZL‘,H,LU, 57 k))u(yaw) dy dw df

We have thus proved the result announced in Proposition 2 under the additional
assumption that the amplitude o has compact support in (&, k).

When the amplitude & does not necessarily have compact support in (¢, k),
we approximate ¢ by a sequence g5, 6 > 0, as in Theorem 2. We leave as an
exercise to the reader the verification that for the corresponding sequence of
amplitudes (75)sc10,1], there holds

Vue JR!xT), lim Op(rs)u = Op(r) u,

where the limit is understood in the sense of ¢J'(R? x T) (use Remark 2). This
completes the proof of Proposition 2. O

We have only proved Proposition 2 for very smooth amplitudes. In the fol-
lowing Section, we shall extend this decomposition to amplitudes with finite
regularity by the standard smoothing procedure. At this stage, we feel free to
shorten some of the arguments in the proof when they are completely similar
to what we have already explained.

4. Singular calculus I. Definition of operators and action on Sobolev spaces

4.1. Singular symbols and singular pseudodifferential operators. — Following [14],
we now introduce the singular symbols and their associated operators. The
classes of symbols are defined by first considering the following sets.

DEFINITION 1. — Let ¢ > 1, and let © C RY be an open set that contains
the origin. Let m € R. Then we let S™(0) denote the class of all functions
o: 0 xR x [1,+00[— CV*N such that

(i) forally > 1, a(-,-,7) is € on O x R?,
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(i) for all compact subset K of O, for all « € N? and for all v € N%, there
exists a constant C,, , K satisfying

sup sup sup (72 + |¢[2)~(m—I¥D/2 |05 0¢ o (v,€,7)] < Cax-
vEK ¢eRd v>1

Let us now define the singular symbols.

DEFINITION 2 (Singular symbols). — Let m € R, and let n € N. Then we
let S]* denote the set of families of functions (ac)ec)o,1],4>1 that are con-

structed as follows:
(22)

V(z,0,6,k) ERIXTXRIXZ, a.,(z,0,6,k) =0 (sV(x,O),§+

2wk )
”7 )
€

where o € S™(0), V belongs to the space &y (R% x T) and where furthermore
V' takes its values in a convex compact subset K of 0 that contains the origin
(for instance K can be a closed ball centered round the origin).

In Definition 2, we ask the function V to take its values in a convex compact
subset K of ©) so that for all € €]0, 1], the function £ V takes its values in the
same convex compact set K. This property is used in several places below to
derive uniform L* bounds with respect to the small parameter e. We emphasize
that we consider a weak dependence of a. , on the space variables (z,6), namely
v is a placeholder for € V(z,6) and not V(x,#). This is linked to the fact that
the companion articles [7, 8, 9] study weakly nonlinear geometric optics.

For simplicity, we shall not mention that S™ depends on the open set ©.
(It will be convenient from time to time to let ) denote various possible open
sets.) With a slight abuse in the terminology, we shall refer to the elements
of S] as symbols rather than as families of symbols. We hope that this does
not create any confusion.

To each symbol a = (a: )z€)0,11,y>1 € S5 given by the Formula (22), we
associate a singular pseudodifferential operator Op®”(a), with € €]0,1] and
v > 1, whose action on a function u € J(R? x T;C¥) is defined by

(23) Op™7(a)u(z,0)

_ . k —
= S [ et (cvie.e+ 2T 5) Guie) e
kEZ

3

Let us briefly note that for the Fourier multiplier o(v,&,v) = i&;, the cor-
responding singular operator is 0;, + (61/€) 0p. This is the kind of singular
operators arising when one studies geometric optics for hyperbolic systems.
We now wish to describe the action of singular pseudodifferential operators on
Sobolev spaces. As can be expected from the latter simple example, the natural
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framework is provided by the spaces H** defined in Section 2. The following
result is a direct consequence of Theorem 1.

PROPOSITION 3. — Letn > d+1, and let a € SI* with m < 0. Then Op*”(a)
in (23) defines a bounded operator on L*(R% xT): there exists a constant C > 0,
that only depends on o and V in the representation (22), such that for all
€ €10,1] and for all v > 1, there holds

. C
VueJR xT), [Op™(a)ul, < ml [[ullo-

Let us observe that if we compare Proposition 3 with [14, Proposition 1.1],
we obtain the same result with slightly less regularity on V, and above all
without the compact support assumption on the function V. The constant C
in Proposition 3 depends uniformly on the compact set in which V takes its
values and on the norm of V in i?f“. Even when we do not state it so clearly,
all constants in the results below will depend uniformly on a finite number of
derivatives of the symbols (or amplitudes).

Proof of Proposition 8. — We wish to apply Theorem 1, so the only thing to
check is that the symbol a. ., defined by (22) satisfies a bound of the form

Co,V
For instance, the proof of the L> bound follows from Definitions 1 and 2. Let us

recall that for all e €]0, 1], € V takes its values in a fixed convex compact subset
K C © (because K has been assumed to contain the origin, see Definition 2),

so we have
2>m/2 C
S -

ylml”
The L*° bounds for the derivatives of a. ., follow by applying the Faa di Bruno
formula for the composition of functions. We omit the details. O

Veelo,1], Vv 21, flac,l <

2w kp

2mkp ’Y>

)
3

o (5 V(z,0),&+

< Coo,x (72 + ‘f +

REMARK 3. — The result of Proposition 8 does not rely on the scaling of the
substitution in the representation (22). More precisely, the same result would
hold with the substitution V(x,0) instead of e V(x,8). The only important point
in the proof is the fact that the function substituted in the v-variable takes its
values in a compact subset of O that is independent of €, and that sufficiently
many of its deriwatives belong to L*°. This fact will be used several times in
what follows.

There is no great difficulty in extending Proposition 3 to symbols of positive
degree.
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PROPOSITION 4. — Letn > d+1, and let a € ST with m > 0. Then Op*”(a)
defines a bounded operator from H™*(R% x T) to L?(R? x T) with a norm that
is independent of e,: there exists a constant C > 0, that only depends on o
and V in the representation (22), such that for all € €]0,1] and for all v > 1,
there holds

Vue JRExT), 007 (@)ully < Cllulsme,.

Proof of Proposition 4. — It is sufficient to write the symbol a. , as
—m/2 2\ ™/2
2k B\ 21k
O (,0,€, k) (72+ L ) (72+‘§+ ﬂgﬂ ) ,

to observe that the symbol
2k

2) —-m/2

belongs to S, and eventually to observe that the Fourier multiplier with symbol

2 m/2
<72 + '£+ )

is an isometry from H™¢(R? x T) - equipped with the norm | - || gm. -
to L2(R4 x T). O

(20,6, k) —> . (2,0,, k) (72 + 's ;

2k

The result of Proposition 3 can be made more precise when the degree m
of the symbol is negative. We shall not deal with the general case m < 0 since
in what follows, the case m = —1 will be our main concern. Our result is the
following.

PROPOSITION 5. — Let n > d + 2, and let a € S;;*. Then Op®7(a) defines
a bounded operator from L?*(R? x T) to HY*(R? x T) with a norm that is
independent of €,~y: there exists a constant C > 0, that only depends on o and
V in the representation (22), such that for all € €]0,1] and for all v > 1, there
holds

Vue SR XT), [0p* (@) ull ., < C lullo.

Let us observe that the smoothing effect of Proposition 5 requires an addi-
tional space derivative on the symbol compared with the L2-bound of Proposi-
tions 3 and 4. This is the first occurence in this article of the general principle
that “symbolic calculus (and not only boundedness of operators) requires more
spatial regularity”. Here, we study the action of the composition

(8%. + %89) Op®7(a).
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Proof of Proposition 5. — We first observe that Proposition 3 already gives
the estimate

. C
Vue JR xT), [0p™7(a)ul, < 5 [[ullo-

Using the Definition (2) of the norm || - || g1 ,, we see that it only remains to
prove the bounds
(24)

Vi=1,...,d, YueJ®RxT), H(amj + %%) 0p*"(a) u

< Cllulo,
0

with a constant C that is independent of €, v, u. We prove such a bound in the
case j = 1 (this is only to simplify the notation).

We can differentiate under the integral sign in the definition of Op®”(a) u,
see (23), obtaining

<8m1 + % 89) Op“"(a)u(z,0) = (Th + To + T3)(z, 0),

where we use the notation

kEZ

-0 <6V(x70)7§+ 27T6k5a’7> @(g)dgy

1 . )
T 9) := ix-& 2imk0
2(‘7:’ ) (27T)d ];Z/]Rlde €
2n kB
g

[ (v 064 2752 5) co., vie )] atwie

B iz 2imk0
T5(z,0) := @) Z/Rde e?

kEZ

—_

2TEB ) 00 (e.0)] extui(e) de.

9

. {6‘00 (5 V(z,0),€+

The terms T; and T3 fall into the framework of Proposition 3. Indeed, the
function
Ub(v’§a7) =18 0(07677)7

belongs to S°, since o belongs to S~!. Consequently, the term T reads
Op®7(ay) u where the singular symbol a, belongs to S, n > d+ 2. In the same
spirit, the term T reads Op®7(ay) v where the singular symbol ay belongs
to S;1, n—1>d+1 (use the substitution (¢ V,e W) with W := 8,,V in the
symbol 9,0(v,&,7) - w). We can thus apply Proposition 3 to estimate 7; and
Ty in L2(R? x T).
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The remaining term T3 does not fall directly into the framework of Propo-
sition 3 since there is an ¢ missing in front of dy V', so we do not exactly have
a singular pseudodifferential operator as defined in (23). However, we can still
apply Theorem 1 (see Remark 3) to the symbol

2k
€

(m7‘97€7k)’—)8u0 <5V($ﬂ0)7€+ 7'7) ) V(J"?e)

Since V belongs to &, (R% x T) with n > d + 2, the latter symbol is bounded
and it has exactly as many derivatives in L™ as required in order to apply
Theorem 1, and the L bounds on the symbol are independent of £ € ]0, 1] and
v > 1. We can therefore apply Theorem 1 in order to estimate T3 in L?(R% x T).
The estimates of T7,T» and T3 yield (24), so the proof of Proposition 5 is
complete. O

REMARK 4. — It would be tempting to extrapolate from Propositions 8 and 5
that symbols in ST, m € N and n sufficiently large, define pseudodifferential
operators that act from L? to H™*¢. This is true indeed, but unfortunately the
operator norm seems to blow up with € as soon as m is larger than 2 (as soon
as m is larger than 2, one faces a derivative (0g/€)? and the factor e=2 is too
large when acting on the function € V). We thus need to pay special attention
and check carefully each result one by one in order to prove uniform bounds.

The proof of Proposition 5 can be adapted without any difficulty to show that
singular pseudodifferential operators with symbols of degree 0 act boundedly
on H'* and not only on L?. We feel free to omit the proof of this result which
will be useful later on.

LEMMA 4. — Let n > d + 2, and let a € S2. Then Op®7(a) acts boundedly
on HY¢(RY x T) with a norm that is independent of €,~: there exists a constant
C > 0, that only depends on o and V in the representation (22), such that for
all € €]0,1] and for all v > 1, there holds

Vue JR xT), 00" (@) ullyr., < Cllulane

4.2. Singular amplitudes and singular oscillatory integral operators. — The result
of Proposition 3 can be generalized to singular amplitudes by using Theorem 2
instead of Theorem 1. More precisely, let us first define the classes of singular
amplitudes.
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DEFINITION 3 (Singular amplitudes). — Let m € R, and let n € N. Then we
let A7 denote the set of families of functions (acy)eejo,1],y>1 that are con-
structed as follows:

(25) V(z,0,y,w,6,k) ERXx T xR x T x RY x Z,

2wk )
77 )

ey (2,0,y,w,6, k) :==0 (6 Viz,0),e W(y,w), &+ 5

where ¢ € S™(0y x 03), V and W belong to the space Gy (R? x T), and where
furthermore V', resp. W, takes its values in a convex compact subset Ky, resp.
K, of 1, resp. Os, that contains the origin.

To each amplitude @ = (Gc,4)cc]0,1),4>1 € Aj' given by the Formula (25), we

wish to associate a singular oscillatory integral operator 6{)677 (@), that would
be defined (formally at first) by

Veelo,1], ¥y>1, Op (@) := Op(de.,),

and the oscillatory integral operator 65 is introduced in Theorem 2. The prob-
lem is that, at this point of the analysis, the operator 6{) has only been defined
for bounded amplitudes that have sufficiently many derivatives in L*°, see The-
orem 2. We can therefore only define 6{)5’7(5) for nonpositive degrees m. The
following result generalizes [14, Proposition 2.2]. The proof follows exactly that
of Proposition 3 above, except that we use Theorem 2 instead of Theorem 1.

PROPOSITION 6. — Letn > d+ 1, and let @ € A}' with m < 0. Then for
all € €]0,1] and for all v > 1, the amplitude a. ., satisfies the assumptions of

Theorem 2. Moreover 6{)677(5) defines a bounded operator on L?(R%x T): there
exists a constant C' > 0, that only depends on o, V and W in the representation
(25), such that for all € €]0,1] and for all v > 1, there holds

Vued® x ), 00" @u|, < = lulo
v

The derivatives 9% 35 0y o, Bg G~ are computed in the classical sense and
all of them are continous bounded functions on Rg x To x RZ x T, X Rg X L.
These derivatives are obtained by applying the Faa di Bruno formula.

Remark 3 still applies, meaning that the result of Proposition 6 would still
hold if we had made the substitution (v,w) — (V(z,0),W(y,w)) instead
of (v,w) — (eV(x,0),e W(y,w)). Here, the small parameter ¢ is not crucial
in order to derive the uniform L°° bound on the symbol.

In the same way as we proved a smoothing effect for singular pseudodiffer-
ential operators with symbols of negative order, we can prove the analogous
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result for singular oscillatory integrals operators when the amplitude has neg-
ative order and is sufficiently smooth.

PROPOSITION 7. — Let n > d + 2, and let a € A,'. Then the oscillatory
integral operator 6{)5’7(5) is bounded from L*(R? x T) to H»¥(R?% x T). More
precisely, there exists a constant C' > 0, that only depends on o, V and W in
the representation (25), such that for all e €]0,1] and for all v > 1, there holds

Vue @ xT), [0 @uf,, < Clulo

Moreover, the derivatives of 61/)‘5’FY (@) u are computed by differentiating formally
under the integral sign.

The proof of Proposition 7 follows the same lines as that of Proposition 5,
except that we go back to the functions Ts defined in Theorem 2, then we
differentiate under the integral sign and we pass to the limit § — 0. The details
are left to the reader.

Extending the definition of 6{)6’7(5) to the case m > 0 does not seem so
clear at first sight. The trick of Proposition 4 does not apply anylonger since
the composition 61/)577 (@) 6{)67(5) is no longer exact when (f)\I/)E”Y (b) is a Fourier
multiplier®®. We thus need another argument that we detail now. Due to the
application that we have in mind, see the companion article [7], we restrict
to the case of amplitudes of degree 1, meaning that the growth at infinity is
O(|¢] + |k|). We do not claim that our criterion in Lemma 5 below is sharp. As
a matter of fact, there is some hope that refined methods may yield a similar
result with less regularity on the amplitude, but this is not our main concern
here. We simply note that using sufficiently many derivatives to integrate by
parts enables us to justify the convergence of the truncation process without
the compact support assumption of [14].

LEMMA 5. — Leta € AL, n >3(d+1). Let x1 € 65°(R) and x2 € G5 (R?)
satisfy x1(0) = x2(0) = 1. Then for allu € J(R%xT), the sequence of functions
(Ts)s>0 defined by (8) with the amplitude G, ., converges in ' (R? x T), and the
limit is independent of the truncation functions x1, X2-

NE7 ~ . .
Asin the case @ € A%, we let Op W(a) denote the oscillatory integral operator
associated with @ € AL. At this stage, this operator maps  into J.

(®) Compare with the case of pseudodifferential operators for which Op(o1)Op(o2) =
Op(o1 02) if o2 only depends on (¢, k).
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Proof of Lemma 5. — As in the proof of Theorem 2, our goal is to show that
for all u,v € J(RY x T), the integral I; defined by

Is = / Ts(z,0)v(zx,0)dz dé,
RexT

with T5 defined by (8) (just replace the general amplitude ¢ in (8) by @, ),
has a limit as ¢ tends to 0, and that the limit is independent of the truncation
functions x1, x2. Applying Fubini’s Theorem, we have (let us ignore from now
on the powers of 27 that do not play any role):

=Yl [ @ 56 (e, 0) Ule, 0.6 R do 0 de,

keZ Re x Tx R4

with
Ule,0,6,k) = / eVEC 2T G (0 6y w6 k) uly,w) dy dw.
RAxT

It is sufficient to prove an estimate of the form

d
~ 1 1

< I I
|U(ZL‘,9,£,]€)| = 0(5777047 ’LL) 1+ k2 b 1 +§J27

and the convergence of Is will follow from the dominated convergence Theorem
(the constants may depend in a very bad way on ¢ but this is no concern for us
since we are only interested in the convergence of the integral for every fixed
value of ). The L* bound for U is obtained by multiplying by the factor

d
(1—-2imk)® H (1—ig;)3,

and by integrating by parts. Observing that @ € Al with n > 3(d + 1), the
amplitude a. , is seen to satisfy the following bounds for each fixed value of

the parameters ¢, v:
~ 1/2
105 0 ey (2,0, 9,0,6,K)] < C (L+ 6P +5)"%, (8] +£<3(d+1),

and we thus get

d
(1—2imk)y [ -i&)*Uz,0,¢,k)| < C (1 + e +52)"?,
j=1

which gives the result. O

In the following paragraph, we shall see how the oscillatory integral operator
defined in Lemma 5 for amplitudes in Al acts on singular Sobolev spaces.
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4.3. Comparison between singular oscillatory integrals operators and singular pseu-
dodifferential operators. — Theorem 3 below extends the result of [14, Propo-
sition 2.3] to our framework in the case of bounded symbols, and is the main
ingredient in Section 5 to prove the symbolic calculus results.

THEOREM 3. — Leta € AY

0 n>2(d+1), be given by (25), and let a € SO be
defined by

V(z,0,6,k) eREx T x RY x Z,

acr(z,0,6,k) =0 (5 V(z,0),e W(z,0),€+ 27;’“[3,7) .

Then there exists a constant C > 0 such that for all e €]0,1] and for all vy > 1,
there holds

—ey . C
(26)  VueJ®R' xT), [Op ”(a)u—Opﬂ(a)uuos;nuno.

If n > 2d+ 3, then for another constant C, there holds

(@7)  Vued® xT), [0p@u-0p(a)u|| < Clulo,
xE’PY
uniformly in € and ~y.
Proof of Theorem 3. — The proof relies mainly on Proposition 2, which gives

the expression of the difference 658’”(5) u — Op®7(a) u. As a matter of fact,
Proposition 2 holds for very smooth amplitudes but using the standard con-
volution procedure, the result of Proposition 2 can be extended to amplitudes
for which the remainder r defined in Proposition 2 satisfies the assumptions of
Theorem 2. In what follows, we are going to verify that under the assumptions
of Theorem 3, the remainder r can be estimated in the norm | - ||amp and we
shall feel free to apply Proposition 2 in this finite regularity framework.

Let us recall that the remainder r can be split as » = r; + ro with
also defined in Proposition 2 and rs is a finite difference in &k (the amplitude
ro does not depend on y). Here we consider the amplitude @, . We are first
going to estimate the amplitude 71, and then r5. Eventually, we shall prove the
regularization estimate (27).

e The amplitude r; reads

27Tk,3,’y)

d 1
1
(28) 7«1:22/ dwo'j<5V($,0),€W((1—t):v—i—ty,w),f—i— .
j=1"0
anJW((l—t).T—Fty,w)dt,

with o := 0¢, 0 € S~1. To prove that 65(r1) is bounded on L?, we are going
to apply Theorem 2 and we are thus going to control ||r1[amp- For instance,
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the L°-norm of r; is estimated by using the decay of o; with respect to the
frequency variables and we obtain

|T‘1(x,9,y,w,§,k)| < %

When estimating derivatives, the worst case occurs when the derivative with
respect to w, the d derivatives with respect to x and the d derivatives with
respect to y all act on the term 9,, W((1 —t) z +ty,w). This requires having a
bound for the first 2 d+ 2 derivatives of W in L>°. Derivatives with respect to &
are harmless since they only add decay with respect to the frequency variables.
Under the assumption of Theorem 3, we thus get a bound of the form

Iribame < <5
1A = ")
which is even better than what we aimed at in (26).

e The estimate of the term r, is more delicate and requires some attention.
We first use the trick that appears repeatedly in [14], namely we write

27rkﬂ’7>

€

i =0 (Vi 0),06+
2n kB

)W)

where oy still belongs to S°. The first term on the right-hand side does not

oy (V0. e W) et

contribute to the difference (’)\I/)EW (@) u — Op®7(a) u, see Proposition 1. We can
therefore focus on the second term for which we have an extra e factor. To
avoid introducing some new notation, we still use a. ., to denote the second

term on the right-hand side. Then we have ro = R(-,k + 1) — R(-, k) with
Qe (2,0, 2,w,8, k) — Qe o (x,0,2,0,§, k)

R(z,0,w,6,k) =1{ 1—e 2im(w=0) '
i 0wl ~(2,0,2,0,8, k), ifw=20.

Considering k as a real variable (and not only an element of Z), there holds

|T2($797w)£ak)|s sup |akR(1"79’wa‘5ak+/{’)|
]

Kk€(0,1

ifw#0,

<C sup |8w akasﬁ,y(a:,e,mw,ﬁ,k—f—m)’.
0,w,k€[0,1]

The k-derivative of @, , introduces a factor 1/¢ times a frequency derivative of
the symbol oy. The 1/¢ factor is compensated by the ¢ factor in the term e W
and the frequency derivative of the symbol yields a decay of the form

(1 +]es 220me) ™

3
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We thus obtain a bound

C

S

The estimate of the derivatives of ro follow the same strategy. Here there is no
y-derivative to control, and the worst case occurs when we take d derivatives
in x, one derivative in 6, and one derivative in w. This requires having d + 3
derivatives of the functions V, W in L*°. Since d+3 < 2 (d+ 1), we thus derive
a bound of the form

|’I"2(£C,0,w,§,k)| <

|||7“2|||A S .
mp 7

Combining with our estimate of r; and applying Theorem 2, we already get
(26).

Before going on and proving (27), we make an important remark. In our
estimate of ro, we have taken into account the finite difference with respect
to k in order to make a frequency derivative appear, to the price of a 1/¢ but
gaining a 1/v. We could have also estimated each term of ro, meaning the terms
R(-,k + 1) and R(-, k), separately. If we had adopted such strategy, we would
not have gained a 1/ but there would have been no trouble with the 1/¢ term.
More precisely, the amplitude ro satisfies a bound of the form

(29) Ir2llamp < Ce.

e Our goal is now to prove (27). Following Propositions 5 and 7, the deriva-
tive

(@;1 + % ae) 6\F/>(7”1)U

is computed by differentiating under the integral sign provided that the am-
plitude has sufficiently many derivatives in L*°, and similarly for r5. We show
how to estimate such derivatives under the assumption n > 2d+ 3. Let us start
with the terms involving 71, which are actually easier. There holds

(3901 + % 30) Op(r1)u

— 2ik — —
=Op (<i§1 + %ﬂﬂl) rl) u~+ Op(0z,71) u+ Op <% 897‘1> u.

We recall that the amplitude r; is given by (28). To control d,, 71 in the norm
Il | Amp, one just needs an extra space derivative than in the previous step. The
same argument holds for dyr;. Consequently, under the assumption n > 2 d+3,
we get

— — C
[Op(0..ra)u+Gp (2 o) | < S pale

0
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In order to estimate the amplitude

. 2ikm
fic,+ 25)
€
we use the decomposition (28), where we recall that the o;’s belong to S™1.
Compared to the previous step, this amounts to working with the symbols
i&1 04, which belong to S°, and we thus get uniform L bounds in O(g).

Eventually, we have obtained the bound

H <<9z1 + A 39) Op(r1) u

g

1
<C <f —|—5> Ilzllo-
0 v

The remaining task is to control the analogous expression with the amplitude
r9 instead of 71. To control the terms that involve 9,75 or (81 /€) Opra, We use
the argument with which we derived the estimate (29). More precisely, we
estimate each term with R(-,k+ 1) and R(-, k) separately, keeping the ¢ factor
to cancel the singular term (1 /e. This requires only one more derivative on the
functions V, W since we take one more 1 or  derivative of the amplitude. The
most tricky term corresponds to

<Z€1 + 21k;1’ﬂ1>

2.

For this final term, we use the decomposition

(g0 + 2E700) gy = (s + 2R DTA) R gy

2'Lk7‘(’ﬁ1) 22.7Tﬁ1
3 9

~ (e R(,K) R+ 1),
The last term R(-,k + 1)/e has already been estimated at the previous step,
see (29), and satisfies an O(1) bound in the norm || - ||amp. What remains is a
finite difference in k which corresponds to the symbol £ o instead of o (and
then making the substitution with the singular frequency & + 2kw 3/¢). We
apply the same strategy as in the previous step to make a frequency derivative
appear, to the price of a 1/¢. Since the ¢-derivatives of i £ o belong to S° and
thus satisfy uniform L°° bounds, we end up with the estimate

(0. + 2 00) Gorayu| <l

0

which completes the proof of (27). O

The following result extends Theorem 3 to the case of amplitudes with degree
1. In particular, it makes the action of singular oscillatory integral operators
on Sobolev spaces precise.
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THEOREM 4. — Letd € Al

L n>3d+4, be given by (25), and let a € S} be
defined by

V(z,0,6,k) eRYx T x RY x Z,

27rk‘ﬂ77).

ae(2,0,6,k) =0 (5 Viz,0),e W(x,0),&+ 5

Then the operator 656W (@) — Op®7(a) is bounded on L%, namely there exists
a constant C' > 0 such that for all € €10,1] and for all v > 1, there holds

(30)  Vued® xT), [[0p@u-0p"(@)u| < Clulo.

In particular, 613677(5) maps HY¢ into L? and there exists a constant C > 0
such that for all € €]0,1] and for all v > 1, there holds

Vue J® xT), |00 @ul, < Clullie -

Proof of Theorem 4. — Let u € J(R? x T). Then we know that 6{)677(5) u is
the limit in J'(R? x T), as d tends to 0, of the sequence (T}), with (ignore from
now on the powers of 27):

Ts5 (z,0) := Z x1(0 k) / et (B=y) € g2imk (0-w)
keZ ReXRExT
* X2 (5 5) 5577(15, 97 Y, w, ga k) u(y’ LU) d‘f dy dw.
Using the result of Proposition 2 (with a finite regularity, which can be justified
by the standard convolution procedure), we decompose as usual
Ts=T15+ 61/)(7'1,6) u+ 65(7“2,5) u,
with
Tis5(x,0) = Z x1(6 k) / el (B—y)€ g2imk (0-w)
kez RIxRIxT
* X2 (5 5) 65,1 (.’E, 0) z, 07 5; k) 'Il,(y, W) d§ dy dwy
and 715, 72,5 are as in Proposition 2, but are obtained by considering the
truncated amplitude x1(d k) x2(0 &) Qe -

It is easy to show that the sequence 17 ; converges in J (and even in a
stronger sense) towards Op®”(a)u, because one can first integrate in (y,w)
and use the decay of the Fourier transform of u. (This is the same argument as
in Proposition 1.) We are now going to compute the limit as ¢ tends to 0 of

Op(r1,5) u + Op(ra,s) u.
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Using the general formula of Proposition 2, we have

r1,6 = X1(0 k) x2(0 &) r1

& Yoo
+;le<ak>8@><2<6£>/ By, e (2,0, (1= D)z + ty,w,& k) dt,
0

j=1
1!
= Z/o 0y, 0¢,Gc ~(2,0,(1 —t)x +ty,w,§ k) dt.
j=1

Since O¢, ac - is a bounded amplitude, we can apply Theorem 2 for the conver-
gence of the term 65()(1(6 k) x2(d&) 1) u. More precisely, we have 9, 0¢,a €
A% ., m—12> 3d+ 3, and we therefore know that the limit of this term
is 65(7‘1) u. Moreover, the operator 65(7"1) acts boundedly on L2, uniformly
in €,7.

We now deal with the remaining term in 7 5. Since the remainder r; s —
X1(0 k) x2(8 ) r1 has an extra § factor, it is sufficient to prove that the singular
oscillatory integral associated with the amplitude

1
X1 (6 %) e, x2(5€) / By, e (2,0, (1 — £) 2+ ty,w, €, k) dt,
0

has a limit in ¢’ as & tends to 0. The limit exists because the amplitude 0,,a
belongs to AL_;, n—1 > 3d + 3, so we can apply Lemma 5. We have thus
shown that the limit of 65(7“175) uin ' is 6;/)(7'1) u, and this term is controlled
in L? uniformly with respect to ¢, 7.

The analogous term with 73 5 is dealt with in a similar way. The finite dif-
ference with respect to k plays the role of the £ derivative and we can prove
uniform bounds on the amplitude in the norm || - ||amp by using the same ar-
guments as in the proof of Theorem 3. We feel free to skip the details. The
action of 6{)677(6) on H'¢ is obtained by combining (30) with the result of
Proposition 4 for Op*7(a). O

5. Singular calculus I1. Adjoints and products

5.1. Adjoints of singular pseudodifferential operators. — Our results on adjoints
are very easy consequences of all the preliminary results in Section 4. Let us
start with the case of bounded symbols.

PROPOSITION 8. — Leta € S2, n > 2(d+1), and let a* denote the conjugate
transpose of the symbol a. Then there exists a constant C > 0 such that for all
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€ €]0,1] and for all v > 1, there holds
€ * £ * c
Vue JR xT), [0p™(a)" u—Op™(a")ully < 5 [[ullo-

If n > 2d+ 3, then for another constant C, there holds
Vue JRIxT), [0p*7(a)" u—Op™7 (@) ull g, < Cllulo,
uniformly in € and .

Recall that Op®”(a) and Op®”(a*) act boundedly on L? under the assump-
tions of Proposition 8 (use Proposition 3), so Op®”(a)* is also bounded on L2.

Proof of Proposition 8. — As in [14, Proposition 2.4], it is sufficient to observe
that if a. - is defined by (22), the adjoint operator Op®”(a)* coincides with the

singular oscillatory integral operator 6567(7)') associated with the amplitude

27k )*
Y-
€

(B1) B (,0,0,0,6.8) = e, (0.0, 6,K) = 0 (£ V(w,), € +

Then we apply Theorem 3 and the conclusion follows. O

Proposition 8 can be extended to symbols of degree 1 up to an additional
regularity in the space variables (this high regularity is mainly required to give
a precise meaning to oscillatory integral operators).

PROPOSITION 9. — Let a € SL, n > 3d + 4, and let a* denote the conjugate
transpose of the symbol a. Then Op®7(a) and Op®”(a*) map H¢ into L? and
there exists a family of operators R®" that satisfies

— there exists a constant C > 0 such that for all € €]0,1] and for all v > 1,
there holds

Vue R xT), RV uly < Cllullo,
— the following duality property holds
Vu,v € J(RYx T), (Op™(a)u,v)r> — (u,0p™ (a*) v)p2 = (R®Y u,v) 2.
In particular, the adjoint Op®”(a)* for the L? scalar product maps H'¢

into L2.

Proof of Proposition 9. — The proof is quite similar to that of Proposition 8.
First of all, the regularity assumption n > 3 (d+1) allows to pass to the limit in
the standard truncation process and to show that the adjoint (with respect to
the L? scalar product) of the operator Op®"”(a) coincides with the oscillatory
integral operator 6{)877 (E) associated with the amplitude ZE,,Y defined in (31).
Then we apply Theorem 4 and the conclusion follows. O
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Let us observe that we only have proved a symbolic calculus "at the first
order", meaning that we have not proved that the adjoint operator Op®”(a)*
admits an asymptotic expansion with more and more smoothing operators.
Even in the case of §°° regularity for the substituted function V, it is not so
clear that the second order expansion holds with a uniformly bounded remain-
der in the scale of spaces H**<. This bad behavior is more or less the same as
in Remark 4 (consider for instance the case of differential operators of order 2).

5.2. Products of singular pseudodifferential operators. — We still follow [14] and
begin with a special case of products.

PROPOSITION 10. — Leta,b € S2, n > 2(d+1). Then there exists a constant
C > 0 such that for all £ €]0,1] and for all v > 1, there holds

€ € * € * C
Vue JRYxT), [Op™7(a)Op*?(b)* u—O0p*7(ab*)ull, < 5 l[ullo-

If n > 2d+ 3, then for another constant C, there holds
VueJR xT), [[0Op™7(a) Op™7(b)* u— Op™7(ab®) ull g.c ., < C lullo,

uniformly in € and .

Let a € Sp,b € S ora e S2,b e S, n> 3d+ 4. Then there exists a
constant C' > 0 such that for all £ €]0,1] and for all v > 1, there holds

Vue JRxT), [Op*7(a)Op™"(b)* u— Op™(ab*) ully < Cllullo.

Proof of Proposition 10. — In each of the three possible cases, the main point
is to observe that the operator Op®”(a) Op®” (b)* coincides with the oscillatory

integral operator (f)\f)aﬁ(E) associated with the amplitude

’5577(56,0,2/,(4),5, k) = a’f—:,'v(xa 9a§7 k) bs,’y(yaw’fa k)*

The result is well-known for amplitudes with a sufficient decay with respect
to the frequencies, and it holds in a more general framework provided that
all oscillatory integrals can be defined (which is the case under the regularity
assumptions stated in Proposition 10). The conclusion then follows from either
Theorem 3 or 4. O

A main improvement with respect to [14] is that we can now deal with all
kinds of products by the classical x* argument. This improvement has been
made possible because we have already shown a smoothing property for some
remainders in the calculus (compare with [14, Propositions 2.6, 2.7]).

TOME 142 — 2014 — N° 4



SINGULAR PSEUDODIFFERENTIAL CALCULUS FOR WAVETRAINS 759

PROPOSITION 11. — Leta,b € S2, n > 2(d+1). Then there exists a constant
C > 0 such that for all £ €]0,1] and for all v > 1, there holds

€ >4 € C
Vu e SR xT), [[Op*7(a)Op™"(b)u— Op*7(ab)ul, < 5 l[ullo-

If n > 2d+ 3, then for another constant C, there holds
Vue JRxT), [[0p™7(a) Op*7(b)u — Op™(ab) ull g1, < C lullo,

uniformly in € and .
Leta € S,b € S orae S0,b € S, n>3d+4. Then there exists a
constant C' > 0 such that for all £ €]0,1] and for all v > 1, there holds

VueJR xT), [Op7(a) Op™(b)u — Op*7(ab) ully < Clullo.

Proof of Proposition 11. — Let us deal for instance with the case a,b € S2,
n > 2d+ 3. Then we have

Op*(a) Op*7 (b) = Op"(a) Op"”(b**) = Op*"(a) (Op*(b")* + R*7 ),

where we have applied Theorem 3 to the symbol b* and denoted R%] the
smoothing remainder (mapping L? into H'¢). Thanks to Lemma 4, we know
that Op®”(a) acts continuously on H¢, uniformly with respect to ¢,~, so the
product Op®7(a) R®] can be rewritten as a remainder of the form R®]. The
product Op®”(a) Op* " (b*)* is dealt with by applying Proposition 10. We end
up with

0p*(a) Op™ (8) = Op* (ab) + R*].

The only other interesting case is a € S}, b € S, n > 3d+4. Then we write
again

Op*(a) Op*" (b) = Op""(a) (Op*"(b°)" + R,

and we observe that the product Op®”(a) R*] acts boundedly on L?, uniformly
with respect to €, (use Theorem 4). The product Op®”(a) Op®7 (b*)* is dealt
with by applying again Proposition 10. We leave all remaining cases to the
interested reader. O

A surprising fact is that the ** argument also applies for products of operators
with degree —1 and 1. We feel free to skip the proof that is entirely similar to
that of Proposition 11.

PROPOSITION 12. — Leta € S;1,b € S., n > 3d+4. Then Op*”(a) Op*7 (b)
defines a bounded operator on HY¢ and there exists a constant C > 0 such that
for all e €]0,1] and for all v > 1, there holds

Vu e J(RYx T), |[Op*7(a)Op™7(b)u— Op™"(ab)ullgi.e , < Cllullo.
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The analogue of Proposition 12 seems unfortunately untrue when the prod-
uct is taken the other way round, meaning when the operator of order +1 acts
on the left. This can be seen for instance by choosing for the left operator the
singular derivative 0, + (f1/€) 0p. We are then reduced to showing a bound
in H'¢ for the terms Ty, T3 appearing in the proof of Proposition 5. Such a
bound is available for 75 but not for the last term T5. This fact gives rise to a
special treatment of +1, —1 products in the companion article [7].

5.3. Elliptic estimates. — The exact same arguments as in [14, page 155] apply
to prove the weak Garding’s inequality without any compact support assump-
tion on the symbols. We just need slightly more regularity on the symbols in
order to apply Propositions 8 and 11 above.

THEOREM 5. — Let 0 € S° satisfy Reo(v,£,7) > Cx > 0 for all v in a
compact subset K of O). Let now a € S§, n > 2d + 2 be given by (22), where
V' is valued in a conver compact subset K. Then for all § > 0, there exists 7
which depends uniformly on V, the constant Cx and §, such that for all v > g
and all u € J(R? x T), there holds

Re (Op*7(a) usu)2 > (Cx — 0) [|ull3.

5.4. Extended singular pseudodifferential calculus. — Following [14, page 153],
we can extend all the above results on boundedness/adjoints/products to the
larger class eS™ of functions o : @, x Rg X Rgd x [1,4+oo[— CN*N such that

(i) forally > 1, o(-,-,-,7) is €= on O, x R x R3?,
(i) for all compact subset K of @, for all o € N? and for all v € N3¢ there
exists a constant C, , x satisfying

sup sup sup (y2 + |¢[?)~(m—IvD/2 |og O ;o (v,¢, ¢,7)| < Capk-
veK (£,0)eRIxR24 [¢]<[¢| v21

For such symbols, we use the substitution v — eV (z,0), £ — €+2mk B/, ( —
(&,27k B/¢e), which gives rise to extended singular pseudodifferential operators
of the form

eOp®"(a) u(x,0)
. ﬁ Z/Rd i€ Q2imko (aV(m,H),f-i-

kEZL

3

ZrEs cx()(€) de.

2nkp ) —
B Y

We can also define extended singular amplitudes and compare the extended
oscillatory integral operators with the above extended pseudodifferential opera-
tor. All results in Sections 4 and 5 are proved in the same way for this extended
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class because we have always relied on general boundedness result such as The-
orem 1 or Theorem 2 and these results can handle symbols or amplitudes in
the extended class.

The main interest of defining this extended class is to be able to consider
pseudodifferential cut-offs of the form

X <€V(m79)7D377@’7> )

where y is supported in the region |(1| < |(2| (here ¢; is the placeholder for &,
and (s is the placeholder for 27k 3/¢). Such cut-offs are useful to microlocalize
near the specific frequency 8. We again refer to [7] for further applications of
these techniques.

PART 11

SINGULAR PSEUDODIFFERENTIAL CALCULUS FOR PULSES

In this second part, we explain how the results of the Part I can be adapted to
the case where the additional space variable 6 and associated singular frequency
k lie in R. In the proofs below, we focus mainly on the differences with respect
to Part I, which are due to the fact that the domain of 6 is now not compact.
This forces us to take Ok-derivatives of singular symbols and amplitudes, and
one must handle the extra factors of 1/e that arise. We shall use the same
notation to denote new classes of symbols, amplitudes and so on, in order to
highlight the similarities between Part I and Part II. We hope that this will
not create any confusion.

The variable in R%*! is denoted (z,6), 2 € R?, 0 € R, and the associated
frequency is denoted (&, k). In this new context, the singular Sobolev spaces
are defined as follows. We still consider a vector 8 € R?\ {0}. Then for s € R
and € €]0, 1], the anisotropic Sobolev space H®*¢(R*1!) is defined by

Ho (R = {u e J R™) /7 € L3, (RH)

loc

and / <1 + ‘5 + kb
Rd+1 e
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Here 2 denotes the Fourier transform of u on R4, The space H*¢(R+1!) is
equipped with the family of norms

Vy>1, Yue HS(RI,

1 k3
2 — 2
HUHHS’E”Y ' (27T)d+1 /Rd+1 (7 ’f €

When m is an integer, the space H™(R%*!) coincides with the space of func-
tions v € L?(R*!) such that the derivatives, in the sense of distributions,

<8w1+61 ) (8wd+ﬂd ) u, a1+---+ag<m,

belong to L?(R%*1). In the definition of the norm || - || grm.c ,, one power of y
counts as much as one derivative.

) |a(e, k)|” de dk.

6. The main L2 continuity results

We begin with two results in which we simply assume good control

of Op-derivatives. The first result is the standard Calderén-Vaillancourt
Theorem.
THEOREM 6. — Let o : R?"'% R?g;) — CNXN be a continuous function that
satisfies the property: for all o, 8 € {0,1}¢ and for all j, £ € {0,1}, 8 8g 8?3,‘; o
belongs to L= (RI*! x R*Y) where the derivative is understood in the sense
of distributions.

For u € (R4, CN), let us define

Y (x,0) € R4

Op(o) u(z,0) := !

@2m)dt /Rw o CTHED 5 (2,0, k) U(E, k) dE dk.

Then Op(o) extends as a continuous operator on L?(R4T1; CN). More precisely,
there exists a numerical constant C, that only depends on d and N, such that
for all u € J(R4Y;CN), there holds

10p(a) ullo < Cllal{lullo,

with |o|| :== sup  sup ‘x%@faﬁa”

a,8€{0,1}¢ j,te{0,1} Lo° (Ré+1 xRd+1)

We now consider the case of oscillatory integral operators associated with
amplitudes defined on R?:é) R‘(’l;'i) R‘(? ,i We feel free to skip the proof of

the following Theorem, which is a slight adapta,tion of the proof of Theorem 2.
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THEOREM 7. — Let o : R‘(i::;) X R‘(i;:i) X ]R‘(ig:;) — CNXN be g continuous
function that satisfies the property: for all a, 8 € {O,Al}d“, for all j € {0,1,2}
and for all v € {0,1,2}%, there holds 8,05 , 8¢ 90 belongs to L™= (R x
R+ x R, Let x € 657 (RIHY) satisfy x(0) = 1.

Then for all u € J(RIHL), the sequence of functions (Ts)s>o defined on R4H1

by

1 )
Ts (z,0) :== i (& (z—y)+k (0-w))
0 (l‘ ) (27T)d+1 /Rd+1XRd+1 ¢
x(0&,6k)o(z,0,y,w,§ k) u(y,w) d§ dk dy dw,
converges in f (R¥1), as § tends to 0, towards a distribution (’)\f)(a)u €
L2?(R¥*Y). This limit is independent of the truncation function x. Moreover,

there exists a numerical constant C, that only depends on d and N, such that
there holds

|Gp() ], < € lollamy lullo

with [lof|amp :=

sup sup sup 0z 0 857w o¢ 8Z O’H

a,Be{0,1}4+1 je{0,1,2} ve{0,1,2}4 Loo (RIF1 xRA+1 xRA+1)

Of course, when the amplitude o in Theorem 7 does not depend on its third
and fourth variables, we are reduced to the case of pseudodifferential operators.

7. Singular calculus I. Definition of operators and action on Sobolev spaces

Let us first define the singular symbols.

DEFINITION 4 (Singular symbols). — Let m € R, and let n € N. Then we
let S denote the set of families of functions (ac)cejo,1),y>1 that are con-
structed as follows:

k
(32) V¥ (2,0,6 k) € R X B™L 0 (2,0,68) =0 (V@06 + 20 5)

where o € S™(0), V belongs to the space €y (RT) and where furthermore V
takes its values in a convex compact subset K of O that contains the origin (for
instance K can be a closed ball centered round the origin).

To each symbol a = (ac y)ee0,1],4>1 € Sy given by the Formula (32) with
values in CNV*¥ | we associate a singular pseudodifferential operator Op®7(a),
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with e €]0,1] and v > 1, whose action on a function u € J(R4*!; CV) is defined
by

(33) Op*(a)u(a,)
—— # Z(Ez k0) @ R
o /Rd+1 ¢ " g (E V(JZ,@),£+ c ”Y) U(&,k) dé dk.

(2 m)d+1

Let us briefly note that for the Fourier multiplier o(v,§,v) = &1, the corre-
sponding singular operator is 8., + (81/€) 8p. The main difference with respect
to (23) is that now the singular frequency k lies in all R and no longer in a
discrete set. This modification will be significant in the comparison between
oscillatory integral operators and pseudodifferential operators. Following Part
I, we wish to describe the action of singular pseudodifferential operators on
Sobolev spaces. The following result is a rather direct consequence of Theo-
rem 6.

PROPOSITION 13. — Letn > d+1, and let a € SI* withm < 0. Then Op®7(a)
in (33) defines a bounded operator on L?(R¥*1): there exists a constant C' > 0,
that only depends on o and V in the representation (32), such that for all
€ €10,1] and for all v > 1, there holds

. C
Vu e JR?"),  [|0p™(a)ull, < il [[ullo-

The constant C' in Proposition 13 depends uniformly on the compact set in

which V takes its values and on the norm of V in &j 1.

Proof of Proposition 13. — As in [14], we use an expansion in €. We write
k k
ey =0 <07§+ ?ﬂ,’y> + oy <s Viz,0),&+ ?ﬂ,'y> -eV(x,0).

Boundedness on L? for the Fourier multiplier is trivial, and as far as the second
part is concerned, we can apply Theorem 6 because taking only one k-derivative
is harmless for the second term since it contains an extra e factor. O

The analogue of Proposition 4 works in exactly the same way.

PROPOSITION 14. — Letn > d+1, and leta € SI* withm > 0. Then Op®”(a)
in (33) defines a bounded operator from H™*(RI*1) to L2(R*1Y): there exists
a constant C > 0, that only depends on o and V in the representation (32),
such that for all € €]0,1] and for all v > 1, there holds

Vue SR, [0p" (@) ully < Cllullzme,y.

There is also a smoothing effect in the case m < 0 that is analogous to the one
proved in Proposition 5 for wavetrains.
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PROPOSITION 15. — Letn > d + 2, and let a € S;;*. Then Op®7(a) in (33)
defines a bounded operator from L%*(R4t1) to HLE(RIHL): there exists a con-
stant C' > 0, that only depends on o and V in the representation (32), such
that for all € €]0,1] and for all v > 1, there holds

Vu e JRM), 0™ (a) ullg.c, < Cllullo.

Proof. — We follow the proof of Proposition 5 and decompose the singular
derivatives

((%j + % 89) Op*"(a)u

as the sum of three terms 77,75, T3, see the proof of Proposition 5, where we
now integrate with respect to k € R rather than summing with respect to k € Z,

and c?(u\)(f) is now replaced by u(¢, k).

As in the proof of Proposition 5, the terms T3, T5 fall into the framework of
Proposition 13, and the corresponding pseudodifferential operators are bounded
on L? uniformly in &, v. The only difficulty lies in the term T3 whose symbol
we decompose as

k k
Oyo (E V(z,0),€+ ?ﬁ,’y> -0p V(z,0) = 0yo (0,§+ g,v) -0 V(z,0)

+ oy (EV(:::,H),f-I- ?,7) - (eV,00V)(z,0) =: A+ B.

The operator associated to the symbol A (say Ap, for short) is bounded on L2
since it reads as the composition of a Fourier multiplier with the multiplication
by the bounded function 8y V. The operator Bp is also bounded on L? since
we can apply Theorem 6 (thanks to the factor € in ¢V and we only need to
control one k-derivative). O

The arguments used in the proof of Proposition 15 yield the analogue of
Lemma 4.

LEMMA 6. — Letn > d+ 2, and let a € SO. Then Op®7(a) acts boundedly
on HVE (R with a norm that is independent of €,~: there exists a constant
C > 0, that only depends on o and V in the representation (22), such that for
all £ €]0,1] and for all v > 1, there holds

Vue JRMY), [0 (@) ull e, < C lullire
We can extend the above results to singular amplitudes which are defined
in the following way.
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DEFINITION 5 (Singular amplitudes). — Let m € R, and let n € N. Then we
let A7 denote the set of families of functions (acy)eejo,1],y>1 that are con-
structed as follows:

(34) V(z,0,y,w,& k) € RIFE x RIFL  RIFL
~ k
as,ﬁ(maeayawaf»k) =0 (5V(x,0),6W(y,w),§ + ?ﬁf}/) )

where o € S™(0y x 0), V and W belong to the space €, (R1), and where
furthermore V', resp. W, takes its values in a convexr compact subset Ky, resp.
K>, of O, resp. O, that contains the origin.

Our continuity results of Propositions 6 and 7 extend to the case of pulses.
For a € A}, our goal is to define, whenever the formula makes sense, the sin-
gular oscillatory integral operator acting on functions u € J(R4*1) as follows:

(35) Op ' (a)u(z,0)

__ 1 / o (6-(z—y) +h (0-w))
(2 7r)d+1 RA+1 xRd+1

.o (5 Viz,0),e W(y,w), &+ %,’y) u(y,w) d€ dk dy dw.

We have the following result for bounded amplitudes. The integral in (35) has
to be understood as the limit in ¢f'(R%+!) of a truncation process in (¢, k).

PROPOSITION 16. — Letn > d+1, and leta € A" withm < 0. Then 61/)€ﬁ(?i)
in (35) defines a bounded operator on L?(R*1): there exists a constant C > 0,
that only depends on o, V and W in the representation (34), such that for all
e €10,1] and for all v > 1, there holds

Vue Jr, [0 @, < S lul.

Proof of Proposition 16. — Keeping in mind that V = V(z,0) and W =
W (y,w), we use the decomposition

k k
iy =0 (V0,64 2 0) o (cvioe+ B2 5) ew

k
+ o9 (eV,sW,§+ 76,’Y>'(6W,6W)
=:A+B+C.

Boundedness on L? for the operator Ap follows from Proposition 13, since
we deal here with a singular pseudodifferential operator. The operator Bp is
bounded on L2, since it is the composition of multiplication by ¢ W (a bounded
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function) followed by a bounded operator on L?. Finally, we can apply Theo-
rem 7 to Cp, since we can control two k-derivatives of C' uniformly in e. [J

Next we consider the smoothing effect for amplitudes of degree —1.

PROPOSITION 17. — Letn > d+2, and let a € A,;'. Then (/)\IJ)E’W(E) in (35)
defines a bounded operator from L?(R¥*1) into HY(R¥*1): there exists a con-
stant C > 0, that only depends on o, V and W in the representation (34), such
that for all € €]0,1] and for all v > 1, there holds

vue @), [|0p” @, <Clull.

1

Proof of Proposition 17. — Proposition 16 already gives a control of 7 times
the L? norm so it only remains to estimate the singular derivatives. We follow
the proof of Propositions 5 and 7, and decompose the singular derivative

(azl + % a(,) Op  @)u

as the sum of T7,7T5,T5 (here we consider for simplicity that the truncation
with respect to the frequencies has already been pushed to its limit § — 0). The
terms T7,T» fall into the framework of Proposition 16 since they correspond
to singular amplitudes in the sense of Definition 5. The remaining term T3
corresponds to the amplitude

0o (sV(m,G),sW(y,w),§+ g,'}) -0 V(z,0).

Consequently the term T3 reads as the composition of the singular oscillatory
integral operator with amplitude

kB
ava (E V(%G)aEW(y>W),§ + 777) )

followed by multiplication by the bounded function 85 V. Uniform L? bounds
are provided by Proposition 16 and the conclusion of Proposition 17 follows. [l

The argument of Lemma 5 based on integration by parts still works for
amplitudes of degree 1, and we have

LEMMA 7. — Leta € AL, n>3(d+1). Then /OY)EW(E) in (35) is well-defined
from J(RH1) into J' (RIH1) as the limit of the operators associated with the
amplitude x(0€,6k)a, x € 65 (R4,
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Singular oscillatory integral operators and singular pseudodifferential opera-
tors are closely linked. The results below are the direct extensions of Theorems 3
and 4. There is a new technical difficulty which arises because the set of §-fre-
quencies is no longer discrete and we thus really need to take derivatives while
we had to deal with finite differences in Part I. Furthermore, Theorem 7 re-
quires two k-derivatives in L* for L?-boundedness and this leads us to using
a new argument in the proof of Theorem 8 below.

THEOREM 8. — Leta € A%, n > 2(d+ 1), be given by (34), and let a € S° be
defined by
Y (z,0,6,k) € RIFE x RIFL

a677(x’67£ak) —U(€V(m 9) 5W(g§ 9) §+ﬁ >

We also assume

d+1
(36) W e H* (R¥Y) for some sq > % + 1.

Then there exists a constant C' > 0 such that for all € €]0,1] and for all v > 1,
there holds

Vue d@), 007 @u - 0p @)l < = ful.
If n > 3d + 3, then for another constant C, there holds
Vu € JRI), HE)Y)E,W@U — Opm(a)uHHm,y < Cfullo,
uniformly in € and ~y.

The reason why we need 3 d+ 3 derivatives on the symbol for the smoothing
effect (rather than 2 d+3 as in Theorem 3) will be explained in the proof below.
We do not claim however that the assumptions in Theorem 8 are optimal.

REMARK 5. — 1. Letting W(n,ﬁ) denote the Fourier transform of W (y,w),
we observe that (36) implies

(37) aa W e LYRY) for o] <1,

a fact we use in the next proof.

2. In applications of the pulse calculus, we verify the hypotheses that W €
6y (RL) and satisfies (36) by showing W € H*(RI*!) for some s >
9tL 4 n, where n > 1 (see [8, 9]). This functional framework seems con-
venient for applications to pulses since it does not require any polynomial
decay with respect to the additional variable 6.
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Proof of Theorem 8. — Let us first observe that when the amplitude a does
NE) o~

not depend on (y,w), there is no error in the difference Op v(a) u—0p®7(a)u,

so we can restrict to the case where @ has the form

N k
ey (2,0,y,w,6,k) =0 (6 V(z,0),e W(y,w),&+ 7[}7) eW(y,w),

where o (v, w1,£,7) - we acts linearly on ws.

e Following the ideas of Proposition 2, we can decompose the difference
~87 ~ ~87 NE’ . . o .
Op W(a) — Op®7(a) as Op 7(7"1) + Op 7(1"2)7 with r; as in Proposition 2, and

1 1
ry im ;/ B Oitic (2,60, 2, (1 — 1) 6+ tw, €, k) dt.
0

The amplitude r; reads

d 1
k
rl:j;j_zl/o Uj (€V(m’9)’EW((1—t)x‘f‘tyaw)?f"f_?ﬁv’)/)

0y W((1—t)z+ty,w)dt
14 k8
+f2/ duwo; <5V(x,9),€W((1—t)x+ty,w),§+—,y)
b =o €

(e 0y, W,e W]((1 = t) z + ty,w)dt,
:= Ry + Ry, with 0 := 9, 0 € S™!. We will show
(a) ||Ra,p ullo < ¢ lullo formn>2d+2
(38) a,D 0= v 0 = )
(b) |Ra,p ull ey < Cllullo  forn>2d+3,

and the same for Ry p (this term is actually simpler to deal with since it
contains an extra factor of €). Suppressing the respective points (z,6) and
((1 —t)z + ty,w) where V and W are evaluated, we write

0j (8V,5VV,§+ %,’y) €0y, W =o0; (8V,0,§+?,’7) €0, W

+ oy (5V,€W,§+¥,v)-(emeaij) = A+ B.

Theorem 7 implies that Bp is bounded on L? since we can control two k
derivatives of the symbol B (the same is true for R}) ; this uses n > 2d + 2.
Next consider Ap. Using (37) we have (ignoring factors of 2m)

8y, W ((1 — t)z + ty,w) = / i (1=Dn ity mtiwl § Y7 () dn de.

Rd+1
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Let A, ¢ p be the operator associated to the amplitude

0j <E V((L’, 6)) 07 E + ?ﬂ, ’y) el(l_t)x"’? elty'ﬂ-i-ud,

and observe that

1
(39) Ap = / At 0,0 € Oy, W(n,£)dndl dt.
0 JRd+1
We have
(40) At,n,Z,D = Mei(l—t)z-n oOTp © Meity«n+iw2,

where M denotes multiplication and 7p is the singular pseudodifferential op-
erator associated to the symbol o;(eV(z,6),0, X, ). The expression (40) and
Proposition 15 imply that

Ke
|AtnenllLe—r2 < R

where K can be taken independent of (¢,7,£). With (39) this implies a bound
of type (38)(a) for Ap, and thus for R, p.

The L? bound for (8., + @)B p is proved by considering the usual T3 +
T3+ T3 decomposition (see Proposition 5). In the T3 term, we just have an addi-
tional multiplication by the bounded function 9y V', but otherwise we can apply
Theorem 7. The terms T; and T, also fall into the framework of Theorem 7.
To treat the singular derivative (9., + ﬂleﬂ) Ap, we again use a 11 + 15 + T3
decomposition. Each of these terms can be estimated by the arguments used
above to treat Ap (use inverse Fourier transform to decompose the operator
as a sum of singular pseudodifferential operators). Since R, p can be estimated

just like R, p, this finishes the estimation of 61/)6)7(7"1).

e Let us now look at the operator (’)\f)aﬁ(rg), which is more complicated. We
compute

d 1
vy — % Z/O B;0; <EV(:C73)7EW($,(1—t)@—l—tw),f-i— %7)
j=1
C0LW(z,(1—1)0+tw)dt

1<t &
+z;/0 8; dyo; (eV(x,H),sW(x,(l—t)0+tw),§+ ?ﬂ,7>

[0 W, W](z, (1 — 1) 8 + tw)dt,
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=: R, + Ry, with again 0 := 0¢, 0 € S—1. We will show

C
a) |[Re,puflo < — |lullo  forn>2d+ 2,
" (@) [Repulo < = [l

(0) [|Re,p ul|pre v < Clullo  for n>3d+3,
and the same for Ry p.
To prove (41)(a), recalling that W is evaluated at (z, (1 —t) 0+t w) we write

(42) o (EV, eW, €+ %,7) om 4

=0 (aV,O,f + ?7) oW + oy (sV, 0,&+ ?ﬁ (eW,0,W)
kB
+ o, é‘V,EW,f-i—?,’)’ (eW,eW,0,W)=: A+ B+ C.

Observe that the operator Cp can be estimated by applying Theorem 7 since
we have two factors of e available (this is the same argument as the one used
to treat Bp in the proof of (38)(a)), while Ap and Bp can be estimated
by the argument used for the term Ap in the first term ry, with the defini-
tion of A, p modified in the obvious way.(®¥) This gives a uniform bound
s

for v[[Op  (r2)llz2— 1o

In order to prove the smoothing effect (41)(b), we need to control the first

order singular derivatives of the difference (’)\f)aﬁ(ﬁ) u — Op®7(a) u. If we stick
to the above decomposition 71 + ro and use (42) again, we encounter trouble,
for example, with the T3 term in the decomposition of (9, + ﬂleﬂ)A D- Instead,
we use another decomposition of the amplitude and write

Op (@ u—O0p™(a)u=0p  (r)u+O0p  (ray)u,

where r; is the same amplitude as above (for which we have already proved the
smoothing effect), and 724 denotes the amplitude

(43) ray =0 (V(,0),cW(a0),6+ 2 1)

eW(z,w)—o (5 Viz,0),e W(z,0),&+ %,’y) -eW(z,90),

where each expression on the right-hand side has degree 0 with respect to the
frequencies.

(®) The factor of ¢ on 8y, W in r1 was not needed for the L? bound on Ap in proving (38)(a).
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Consider the singular derivative of the term 61/35”Y (ro4) u

(&El + ﬂl) 656,7(7‘241)’[1,

& B1 ~—

. k
_ Op <’L (61 + %) T‘2)ﬁ> u+ Op (87517“2 ﬁ) u—+ — Op (607'2’;1) u

There is a subtletly here because the first amplitude on the right-hand side has
degree +1 with repect to the frequencies, and this is the reason why we need
n > 3d+ 3 in Theorem 8 (in order to give a precise meaning to this quantity).
For this first term, we use the Taylor formula and integrate by parts to get

Op ( <§1 + ﬂ) m,n) u= ﬁ /Rdﬂdeﬂ e (&-(@—v)+k(0-w))
</ 0w Ok be (2,0, 2, (1 —t) 0+ tw, &, k) dt) u(y,w) d¢ dk dy dw,
0
with
be v (2,0,y,w, &, k)
(51 + ﬂ) o (5V(x,9),5W(y,w),§+ ?,7) e W(y,w).
With W evaluated at (z, (1 — t)0 + tw) we thus have

(44)
kB
O O be v (z,0,2,(1 —t) 0 +tw,&, k) =71 | eV (x,0),eW, €+ ~ ,Y ) - 0L W

b (Vi onew e+ 22 5) camm),

where the 7; have degree zero. The L? boundedness of the operator associated
to each term on the right-hand side of (44) can now be shown by an A+ B+C
decomposition as in (42).

The terms 61/)6’7(32317“2’11) u and By /¢ 6{)6’7(897"27”) u are estimated by using
the expression (43) and A + B + C decompositions as in (42). We observe
that the second term in the right-hand side of (43) is independent of (y,w),
S0 it gives rise to a genuine pseudodifferential operator which admits a simpler
treatment. O

In the same spirit as Theorem 4, we have the following result in the case of
pulses.
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THEOREM 9. — Leta € AL, n > 3d+ 4, be given by (34), and let a € S} be
defined by

k
V(@ 0.68) € R xRS, acy(o,0,68) = (V@ 0). e W(a0) 6+ o)

where W € H* (R*) for some so > 441 + 1. Then the operator 6{)6’7(5) -
Op®”(a) is bounded on L%, namely there exists a constant C > 0 such that for
all € €]0,1] and for all v > 1, there holds

Vu € JRITD), ((656’”(5)u - opM(a)uHO < C lulo.

In particular, 6{)6’7(5) maps HY¢ into L? and there exists a constant C > 0
such that for all € €]0,1] and for all v > 1, there holds

vued®*Y), [Op7@uf, < Cllullme.

The proof is very similar to that of Theorem 4, with suitable modifications as
in Theorem 8. For instance, the amplitudes o; appearing in the definition of ry
in the proof of Theorem 8 are now of order 0 instead of order —1, and one can
repeat the arguments used to show (41)(a) to show ||6I/)E”Y(r2)||Lz_,Lz <C.

8. Singular calculus I1. Adjoints and products

The same results as in Section 5 hold in the context of pulses. We just

state the corresponding results without proof in view of a future application
to nonlinear geometric optics problems (we have already seen in Section 7 that
we have the same results for pulses as for wavetrains and the only thing is to
combine these estimates with the ** argument as in Section 5). The two first
results deal with adjoints of singular pseudodifferential operators while the last
two deal with products.
PROPOSITION 18. — Let a = o(eV,€ + %,’y) € S% n > 2(d+ 1), where
V € H*(R¥1Y) for some sg > %—}-1, and let a* denote the conjugate transpose
of the symbol a. Then there exists a constant C > 0 such that for all € €]0, 1]
and for all v > 1, there holds

C
Vu e JRM),  [|Op™7(a)*u — Op™7(a*) ull, < - l[llo-
If n > 3d+ 3, then for another constant C, there holds

Vu e JRIY),  ||0p*7(a)* u — Op™"(a") ullgr.c , < Cllullo,

uniformly in € and ~y.
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PROPOSITION 19. — Let a = o(eV, € + %,’y) €S, n>3d+4, whereV €
H*o(R¥H1L) for some sy > % +1, and let a* denote the conjugate transpose of
the symbol a. Then Op®7(a) and Op*7(a*) map H> into L? and there erists
a family of operators R®" that satisfies

— there ezists a constant C > 0 such that for all e €]0,1] and for ally > 1,
there holds

Vue JR?), R ully < Cllullo,
— the following duality property holds
Vu,o € JRMY),  (0p™7(a) u,v) 12 — (u,0p™7(a") v) 12 = (R*7 u,0) 2.
In particular, the adjoint Op®”(a)* for the L? scalar product maps H'¢

into L2.

PROPOSITION 20. — Let a,b € S%, n > 2(d + 1), and suppose b =

o(eV, &+ %,’y) where V. € H* (R for some so > 442 + 1. Then there

exists a constant C > 0 such that for all € €]0,1] and for all v > 1, there holds

€ € € C
Yu € JRH), [|Op™7(a) Op™” (b) u — Op™"(ab)ull, < 5 l[uflo-

If n > 3d+ 3, then for another constant C, there holds
Vu e R, [|Op™7(a) Op™7 (b)) u — Op™"(ab) ul . ., < C |lullo,

uniformly in € and ~y.

Letae St,be S% orae S0, be S, n>3d+4, and in each case suppose
b=o(eV, £+ %,7) where V € H* (RH1) for some so > %EL + 1. Then there
exists a constant C > 0 such that for all € €]0,1] and for all v > 1, there holds

Vue JRM™Y),  [|Op™(a) Op™7(b) u — Op™(ab) ully < C lullo-
PROPOSITION 21. — Let a € S;',b € S n > 3d+ 4, and suppose
b = a(gV,E—i—%,fy) where V. € H* (R for some sg > 4L + 1. Then

Op®7(a) Op®7(b) defines a bounded operator on HYS and there ezists a
constant C' > 0 such that for all £ €]0,1] and for all v > 1, there holds

Yue JR),  [[0p™(a) Op™” (b) u — Op™ (ab) ul 1. , < Clullo.
Our final result is the expected elliptic estimate (or weak Garding’s inequality).

THEOREM 10. — Let 0 € S° satisfy Reo(v,€,7) > Cx > 0 for all v in a
compact subset K of O. Let now a € S§, n > 2d + 2 be given by (32), where
V € H*(R¥*Y) for some so > % + 1 and s valued in a conver compact
subset K. Then for all 6 > 0, there exists vo which depends uniformly on V,
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the constant Cx and &, such that for all v > vy and all u € J(RIHY), there
holds

Re (Op™”(a) u;u)rz > (Ck — 6) ||ull3.

There is of course an extended version of the singular calculus that allows
for pseudodifferential cut-offs just as in the wavetrains case.
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