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0.1. INTRODUCTION 1

0.1. Introduction

One of the origins of scattering theory is the study of quantum mechanical
systems, generally involving potentials. The simplest ‘free space’ system reduces
to the study of the spectral theory for the flat Laplace operator on Euclidean
space. This is briefly recalled here and in particular the relevance of the plane
wave solutions, to the corresponding flat wave equation, is illustrated. In the later
chapters of this book, the scattering theory for perturbations of the flat Laplacian
is discussed with the initial approach being via the solution of the Cauchy problem
for the corresponding perturbed wave equation. An outline of the material can be
found towards the end of this Introduction.

On Euclidean space, R”, let x1,...,x, be the standard coordinates. We shall
denote by C*(R™) the space of all infinitely differentiable functions u : R® — C.
The Laplacian is a differential operator which gives a linear map A : C*(R") —
C>°(R™) where

2u
(0.1) Au(z) = —%: > D}=I|DP

1<j<n I 1<j<n
Here we have used the notation which is convenient in dealing with the Fourier
transform:
10
0.2 D,=—-—.
( ) J iafj

The fact that A has constant coefficients, i.e. is a polynomial in the operators
Dj, allows its invertibility properties to be investigated directly using the Fourier
transform. In place of C*°(R™) consider the subspace of Schwartz functions

(0.3) S(R™) = {u € C®(R"); sup |2*Du(z)| < ooV a,f € N”} .
rER™

Here we have used multiindex notation, * = ' ...2%* and D? = Dlﬁ1 ...DBn.
The Fourier transform

(0.4) Fu(é) =a(¢) = / e " tu(z)dx
defines an isomorphism from S to itself, with the inverse transform being

u(x) = ! e q(x)de
05) (@) = gz [, et

Directly from (0.4) and (0.5) the action of the Laplacian on S can be written
1 - N
e L e lePalede

This represents Au as a union of the plane waves exp(iz-£) which are eigenfunctions
in the sense that

(0.7) Ae'® s = |g|2etrE

(0.6) Au(z) =

although they are never elements of the space S. If |[¢] = Aw with w € S"71, s0 ||
is the square root of the eigenvalue, then these plane waves corresponding to the
eigenvalue \? are the exp(iAz - w).
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For 0 # ) € R these plane waves span, as w varies in S" 1, the space of tempered
eigenfunctions. Certainly averaging against a smooth function h € C*°(S"~1) gives
an eigenfunction

(0.8) u(z) = /SH e (w)dw

which is bounded. In fact the principle of stationary phase allows its precise as-
ymptotic behaviour, as x| — oo, to be described. For x # 0, set x = |z|f with
6 € S*~1. Introducing these polar coordinates into (0.8) gives

(0.9) w(lz]f) = /S P ),

As a function of w € S"~! the function € - w is a (or really the prototypical) Morse
function. It has non-vanishing gradient except at the two critical points w = +6 at
which it takes its maximum and minimum values, 1 and —1 respectively. Moreover
these critical points are non-degenerate with the Hessian matrix being positive-
definite at the minumum and negative-definite at the maximum. Thus

U(TQ) ~ ei)\r(é)%(n—l)e—%ﬂ-(n—l)iﬂ,%(n+l) Z r—jh;- (9)

(0.10) ' =
+e—m(%)%<n—1>eiw<n—1>iﬂé<n+1> S Ih(6)

This expansion implies in particular that the w in (0.8) is of the form

(0.11) u(z) = e”‘z'IxI‘%“‘”f(%) + e—”'fwxr%m—”g(%) +u/, o € L*(R")

where

(0.12) 9(0) = Ao f(0) = "1 f(=0).

In fact, as discussed in Chapter 11, given f € C°°(S"~1), there is a unique solution
of (A — A?)u = 0 of the form (0.11) and then the coefficient g is given by (0.12).

The operator Ag in (0.12) can be viewed as the absolute scattering matrix
for Euclidean space; it is generally normalized away. The stationary approach to
scattering theory proceeds by showing (generally using perturbation theory) that
the perturbed equation, for example that obtained by adding a potential to the
Laplacian, again has a unique solution of the form (0.11) for each f € C*(S"~!) but
with the replationship (0.12) altered. Rather than use this stationary approach we
shall use a hyperbolic approach in which these solutions are constructed uniformly
in A, rather than separately for each A. The advantage of this approach is that it
gives directly the asymptotic behaviour of the scattering matrix for large A.

The hyperbolic, or dynamical, approach to scattering theory is based on the
fact that the plane wave eigenfunctions of the Laplacian can be obtained by inverse
Fourier transformation of the distributions 6(t — z - w) :

(0.13) AT — / et —x - w).
R

The ‘travelling’ or ‘progressing’ wave 0(t — = - w) is a solution of the wave equation
for Euclidean space:

(0.14) (D? — A)§(t —x-w) = 0.
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Here ¢ is the one-dimensional Dirac § distribution, so by definition

(0.15) (0t—z w),¢)= o(z - w,z)dr, ¥ ¢ € C(R™T).
R’n

The first part of this book deals with the construction of the forward funda-
mental solution to the perturbed wave operator, D? — A — V, and to the existence
and elementary properties of the scattering kernel. Various concepts from microlo-
cal analysis, in particular that of a conormal distribution, are interwoven into this
discussion.

In Chapter 1 we start the construction of perturbed progressing waves which
are to be solutions of the wave for A + V, where V is a potential, similar to this
solution, §(t — = - w), of the free equation. Initially we construct solutions modulo
smooth errors. In Chapter 2 the Radon transform is introduced, this is used later
as an effective tool in the study of solutions of the wave equation. In Chapter 3 a
more general study of distribution with regularity properties analogous to those of
0(t — z - w) is begun, this is a first step towards microlocal analysis. In Chapter 4
the approximate plain wave solutions obtained in Chapter 1 are combined to give a
parametrix for the Cauchy problem for the perturbed wave operator. This involves
an integration over the angular parameters and in Chapter 5 the related general
operations of pull-back and push-forward on the conormal distributions of Chapter 3
are described. In Chapter 6 an iterative argument is used to obtain the forward
fundamental solution of the wave operator from the parametrix constructed in
Chapter 1; this finally allows the existence of the perturbed wave solutions to
be shown. Again in Chapter 7 computational aspect of the general operations,
analogous to those by which the forward fundamental solution is obtained from the
perturbed plain waves, are considered. The wave group, Lax-Phillips transform and
hence the scattering kernel are examined in Chapter 8. The latter is an example of
a conormal distribution associated to a hypersurface of codimension greater than
1, i.e. not a hypersurface, and these are considered more generally in Chapter 9.
In Chapter 10 the more traditional scattering amplitude is introduced and studied.

In the second part of the book various questions related to the scattering matrix
and amplitude are examined. Initially, in Chapter 11 the dynamical approach to
scattering theory of the first part is related to more traditional stationary scattering
theory. As a consequence of the dynamical approach the high-frequency behaviour
of the scattering amplitude is discussed and in particular it is shown that the
scattering amplitide determines the potential perturbation. In Chapter 12 the
more refined (but less constructive) result that the scattering amplitude at any fixed
positve energy determines the potential is deduced. In Chapter 13 the degree to
which the backscattering determines the potential is also considered. In Chapter 14
the two trace formule of scattering theory, relating the regularized trace of the
wave group on the one hand to the determinant of the scattering matrix and on
the other to the poles of the analytic continuation of the scattering matrix are
derived. Estimates on the distribution of the these scattering poles can be found
in Chapter 15.

In the third part of the book we turn to a discussion of the more geometric
problem of scattering by a metric perturbation of Euclidean space. Much the same
approach is used as for the potential perturbation treated initially, with the empha-
sis being on the extra geometric problems. In Chapter 16 Hamilton-Jacobi theory
is introduced, to allow geodesics for the perturbed metric and bicharacteristics for
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the perturbed wave equation to be investigated. In Chapter 17 the fundamental
problem of the parametrization of Lagrangian submanifolds is treated and used in
Chapter 18 to develop the theory of Lagrangian distributions. This theory is then
used to show that the wave group for the Laplacian of the perturbed metric is a
Fourier integral operator, i.e. has a Lagrangian distribution as its Schwartz kernel.
This in turn is used in Chapter 19 to show that the scattering kernel in this case is
a Lagrangian distribution with singularities corresponding exactly to the geometric
scattering of geodesics; related inverse problems are also discussed.

More on aims and philosophy at the beginning
Where are pseudodifferential operators?



Part 1

Potential scattering






CHAPTER 1

Progressing waves

If V e C°(R™) is the (possibly complex-valued) potential then we wish to find
a solution to the continuation problem:
) Pyu = (D? — A —V)u(t,r;w) = 0 in R, x R? x S~ !
u(t,r;w) =6t —x-w)int < —p.
Here the constant p is such that supp(V') C {|z| < p} from which it follows that
(1.2) t—z-w<0if z €supp(V) and t < —p.

Of course if V' = 0 then (??) shows that §(t — z - w) is itself a solution to this
problem.

Once we have shown the existence and uniqueness of the solution to (1.1),
subject to (1.2), (this will take some time) it will be used, in Chapter 10 to define
the scattering kernel as follows. From the methods we use to solve (1.1) it follows
that u(t,z;w) can itself be represented as a superposition of plane waves:

(1.3) u(t,z;w) = / 0(s—x-0)ay(t,s,d;w)dsdw.
RxSn—1
The distribution ay (¢t — s, s,0;w) turns out to be independent of s in s > p. The
most important part of ay is therefore
(1.4) Ky (t,0,w) = ay(t — p,p,0;w) € CT°(R x S ! x §*1);

ky is called the scattering kernel (of V). It is the main object of study below.
Clearly, in case the potential vanishes identically, there is a trivial representation
(1.3):

V=0=
aO(tv S, 67("')) = 6<t - 5)50.1(0)’ H’O(ta 0? w) = 5(t)6w(0)

as one would expect. Although it is not completely obvious from (1.3), the scatter-
ing kernel is determined by the wu(¢, z;w) in the exterior region, |z| > R for any R.
In fact it can be recovered from these plane wave solutions by a limiting process at
spatial infinity, in terms of Friedlander’s radiation field:

(1.5)

(1.6) ky (t,0,w) = lim T%atu(t +r,r0;w).

Thus the difference, kv (¢,6,w) — §(t)d,,(6) represents the ‘far-field’ effect of the
potential. This and related matters are discussed in Chapter 11.

Our first step towards solving (1.1) is to construct a solution up to smooth
errors. In fact, in order to subsequently remove these smooth error terms, it is
convenient to solve a more general problem, allowing initial data of plane wave
type on the initial surface ¢ = tg. Since the analysis required to solve the general

7
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initial value problem is only a slight extension of that for the continuation problem
we shall deal with (1.1) first.

In case V=0, u = §(t — 2 - w) solves (1.1) and can be thought of as a plane
wave moving in the direction w. We therefore look for a solution of (1.1) of the
form:

(1.7) u=0t—z -w)+Hlt—z w)g(t,z,w),
where H is the Heaviside function
1 r>0
1.8 H(r) = -
(18) ) {0 r<0

and g € C®(R x R" x S"~1) is a smooth function. The presence of the Heaviside
factor in (1.7) means that the ‘wave’ is only non-zero after the initial front, repre-
sented by §(t — = - w), has passed i.e. in t > x - w. Of course the Heaviside term
introduces singularities into u and the idea is that these additional singularities
should account for the perturbation of the plane wave produced by the potential V.

PROPOSITION 1.1. Suppose V€ C°(R"™), then a function g € C°(R x R™ x
S"=1) can be so chosen that u, defined by (1.7), satisfies

(1.9) Pyu= Diu— Au—Vu=fecCRxR"xS" 1)
and the continuation condition

u=0(t—x-w)int < C where
1.10
(1.10) C = inf{z - w;x € supp(V),w € S"1}.

PRrROOF. The first step is to compute the form of Pyu, when u is defined by
(1.7) for some C* function g. Of course

(1.11) Pyt —z-w)=-Vi(t—z- w).
Using Leibniz’ formula the additional terms are:
PyH(t —2-w)g =(PoH) g
(1.12) +2{DtH-Dtg—kaH-Dkg}JrH-PVg,
k=1
where H = H(t — x - w). Since PoH = 0 this can be rewritten
(1.13) PV[H(t‘fx~w)g(t,:E,w)]
= —2i{w-Dyg+ Dig}é(t —x-w)+ H(t — 2 -w) - Pyg.

To cancel off the §-term in (1.13) we must choose g to satisfy

(1.14) 2i{w-Dyg+ Digt=-Vont=z-w.
Once (1.14) is satisfied we have

(1.15) Pyu=H(t—xz w)Pyg.

This is a C* function precisely when the smooth coefficient, Py g, of the Heaviside
function vanishes with all its derivatives on the surface ¢t = x - w. Clearly this is a
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condition on the Taylor series of g at this surface. Indeed if we consider the Taylor
series of g :

(1.16) i

k=0

| —

|(t7$'w)kgk(z7w)7 gk:afg(x'wasz)

-

then the Taylor series of Py g is just

Z E(t —z-w) hg(z,w),

k=0 """

hy = —2iw - Dygir1 — (A+V)ge V k> 0.

(1.17)

Thus to make Pyu in (1.15) smooth we need to solve the recursive equations
(1.18) 2iw - Dygr, = —(A+V)gr—1, for k > 1.

Notice that, in terms of the Taylor series (1.16), the first equation, (1.14), also
takes the form (1.18) for k = 0 provided that we set g_1 = 1i.e. (1.14) is equivalent
to

(1.19) 2iw - Dygo(z,w) = =V (z).

We also need to satisfy the continuation condition (1.10). This certainly implies
that

(1.20) gr(z,w)=0inz-w<C, Vk>0.

Taken together the equations (1.18) and (1.20) have a unique solution. Since
g—1 = 1 the first equation is just
(1.21) 2w-0zg0=-V, go=0inz-w<C.

This can be integrated directly to give
1 xTr-w

(1.22) go(z,w) = —3 / V(z+ (r—o-ww)dr.
—o0

Similarly the higher order equations (1.18), for k£ > 1, can be integrated using the
initial conditions (1.20):
1 T-w
(1.23) gk (z,w) = —3 / (A+V)gp—1(z+ (r —z - w)w,w)dr, k> 1.
—oo
With these choices of the g we conclude that the Taylor series in (1.17) is

trivial. Now, Borel’s Lemma allows us to choose g € C°(R x R™ x S"~1) with the
Taylor series (1.16), with the g; given by (1.22) and (1.23).

LEMMA 1.1. (E.Borel) If {gr} with g € C(RP) is an arbitrary sequence of
C> functions then there exists g € C*°(RP*!) such that

(1.24) O 19(2,0)=gi(v) YEkeN.

p

ProoF. Although this is a standard result we give a proof since ‘completeness’
results of this type are important later as well. We start with the simple case where
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p = 0 so the sequence g, is a sequence in C and we need to construct a C* function
g € C*(R) with

drg
dz*

To construct g choose a cut-off function p € C°(R) with 0 < p(z) < 1, p(x) =1
if |#| < § and p(z) = 0 if |z| > 1. Then for any sequence €; > 0 with €; | 0

(1.25) (0) =gk, k=0,1,....

(1.26) g(x) = S IeP(z/er)
k=0

defines a C* function in x # 0. Indeed if  # 0 only a finite number of the terms in

(1.26) are non-zero. We shall show that an appropriate choice of the e; makes the

series converge uniformly in |z| < 1, with all its derivatives, to a solution of (1.25).
Differentiating (1.26), in x # 0, gives

(1.27) il ZZ L kp(j)(l.‘/ek)—th(x)

J
dx? k>m<p —p+j)! €

where h,(z) is C*°. Each derivative of p is uniformly bounded, [p")(s)| < C,, and
|z| < ex on the support of pi9)(x/e;) so

|S|k_j |p(j)(x/€k)| 1 _k— ’
(1.28) 3 _ TR < crehorof = 0,
G-p+i) 4 A

J<p

Thus the series in (1.27) converges uniformly, by comparison with a geometric series,
provided

(1.29) FP|gr] <27%if k> p.

For each value of k, (1.29) represents only a finite number of conditions:

9~k 1/(k—p)
(1.30) €r < min () .
p<k |gk| +1

Since the minimum is positive for each k the sequence €, can be chosen so that (1.30)
holds, and hence each of the series (1.27) converges absolutely and uniformly. This
proves that (1.25) holds.

Returning to the general case of the lemma it is enough to assume that all the
gr. have supports in a fixed ball, since the general construction can proceed using
a partition of unity. Note from (1.30) that the e can be chosen so that (1.27)
converges as desired uniformly even when the g vary in a bounded set for each
k (possibly depending on k). This allows the ¢ to be chosen so that all the z,44
derivatives of

(1.31) (2’ zpi1) Z Iljlgk p(xpi1/en), o' = (21,...,2p)

converge uniformly and absolutely. The same type of argument shows that €; can be
chosen so that (1.31) converges as a series in C*°(RP*!) to a solution of (1.24). O
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FIGURE 1. Plane wave initial data

Now to construct g we need to ‘sum’ the power series at ¢ = x - w. To do this
using Lemma 1.1, introduce s = t — ¢ - w and z,w as independent variables and
choose

(1.32) h e C® (R x §" 1) with 9¥h(0, z,w) = gr(z,w) V k.

By construction all terms in the Taylor series vanish in z-w < C so h can be chosen
to vanish there too. Then set g(¢t,z,w) = h(t — 2 - w, z,w) and consider u defined
by (1.7). Clearly this is a solution of the continuation problem (1.9), (1.10). O

More generally we consider the initial value problem on the initial surface t = #.
We shall drop the assumption that V' has compact support and also allow it to
depend on the time variable t. We wish to find a solution to

Pyu € C°(Ry x R” x Ry, x Ry x S*1) with
(1.33) uli—t, € CP(R™ x R x R x §"71) and
Diulimgy — (s —x-w) €ECP(R" x R x R x S"71).
Thus the variables tg, s and w are parameters as far as the differential equation is
concerned. Even in the case V' = 0, s = 0 there is no solution to (1.33) corresponding

to a single progressing wave as in (1.7), rather we need to consider two plane waves
passing through s = z - w at t = tg. Thus we look for a solution in the form

u(t, x, tg, s,w) = H(t —tg+ s — x - w)g4 (¢, z, to, 8, w)
(1.34) +H(t—to—s+x- -w)g_(t z,tg,s,w)
with g+ € C*(R x R" x R x §"71).
The coefficients g+ are to be chosen so that (1.33) holds. For the differential
equation we can use (1.13) on each term:
Pyu=—2i{w-D,ygy + Digy}6(t —tg+ s —x - w)
—2i{w - Dyg— + Dig_}o(t —tg— s+ z-w)
+H(t—-to+s—z-w)Prgs
+H({t—ty—s+x-w)Pyg_.

(1.35)

Thus the conditions on g4 imposed by the differential equation in (1.33) are just
conditions on the Taylor series at t = tg F (s — x - w) respectively:

tw- ngi,o =0

:l:w'ng:t,k: =
(1.36) _ L1
i _
— 1A _ 1
5 [A9+k-1F > ( ¢ )Vi,k 1-£9+,¢
(<k—1
where
z,to, 5, w) = gy (t s—z-w),x,ty,s,w), k=0,1,...
(1.37) g+.k(, to ) 19+ (to F ( ) 0 )

Vi p(z,to,8,w0) =0V (tg F (s —z-w),z), p=0,1,....
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The only difference between (1.37) and (1.18), apart from the fact that there are
two terms with an obvious sign change, is that V is allowed to be t-dependent.

The initial conditions in (1.33) translate to initial conditions on the Taylor
series. The smoothness of u|;—¢, just corresponds to the absence of jumps in the
derivatives. Thus

uli—t, € CP(R" x R x R x §"71) <=
(1.38) 9+ (to, x, to, s,w) = g—(to, z, to, s,w)
in Taylor series at x - w = s.

That is,

ng,k(xath Saw) = (_]—)kgf.,k(xath S,W)

(1.39)
onz-w=sVk=0,1,....

Similarly the condition on the first derivative in (1.33) becomes

g+.0(x, to, s,w) +g-o(z,tp,5,w) =ionz -w=s
(1.40) g k(@ to, s,w) + (=1)Fg_ x(z,to,8,w) =0
onzx-w=svVk=12....
Combining these two sets of conditions gives
v
2’
grr=0onz-w=sfork=1,2,....

(141) g+,0 =

With these initial conditions the equations (1.36) have unique solutions
i

g+,0 = 53

g+,1 = i / Vitox(s—r),z+ (r— 2 ww)dr

(1.42) i e
J+.k = 5 / bpr(x+ (r—x w),s,w)dr, k>1

b:l:,k(x7 S, W) :Agzl:,k—l(xa S, CU)

+ Z Vi k—1-e9+,0(z, s, w).
<k-1

Summing these Taylor series as before gives a solution to the initial value
problem (1.33) with C* error terms in all variables.

PROPOSITION 1.2. For V € C*®(R"*!) there exist g+,h € C°(R"T3 x §"71)
such that
u(t,x,tg, s,w) = H({t —tog+s—x- w)gy(t,z, to,s,w)

1.43
( ) +H(t—tg—s+x- w)g—(t z,to,s,w) + h(t,x,to, s,w)
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satisfies the strengthened form of (1.33):
Pyu=f € C®(Ry x R? x Ry, x Ry x S™71)
(1.44) Ulp=t, = 0, Diuli=t, = (s —z - w)
with DF f(to, z,to,s,w) =0Y k=0,1,....

ProoOF. By adding the C* term h we need to remove the C* errors in the
initial values of v and the Taylor series of Pyu at t = ty. This in fact just fixes the
Taylor series of h at t = t. Thus if «’ is the solution to (1.33) just constructed and
hiy = DFh at t = to we simply need to choose

(145) ho = Ul|t:to, ]’Ll = Dtu’|t:t0 — 5(8 — - w),

and

) k
hita = —DF[Pyu/]|i=t, + Ahy + g < )szhe VE>0
Y4
(1.46) <k

where V; = D{V |i—y, .
0

We shall show below that for (1.1), and similarly for the initial values problem,
there is a solution and it differs from the solution with C* error terms we have
constructed by a C*° function, just as one might expect. To remove the C* error
terms in the continuation problem and actually solve (1.1), or similarly to remove
the errors in the initial value problem (1.44), we need to find a forward funda-
mental solution for the perturbed wave operator. We shall look for a distribution
E(t,x;t',2") € C*°(R*2) such that

PyE(t,z;t',2") =0
(1.47) E({t',x;t',2') =0
D:E{  z;t',2') = 6(x — 2').

Of course there is in principle a problem with the meaning of the restrictions of
the distribution to the surface ¢ = ', however this will resolve itself during the
construction. The main idea is to produce a close approximation to E (a parametrix
for the Cauchy problem) by the superposition of the solutions to (1.44) and then to
remove the error term by iteration. The first step in this is to find a way of writing
the delta distribution in (1.47) in terms of the plane wave delta distributions in
(1.44). To do so we introduce the Radon transform.






CHAPTER 2

Radon transform

As noted above, to construct a parametrix for the Cauchy problem, we need
to decompose the Dirac delta function into plane waves. We shall use the Radon
transform to do this.

For each s € R and direction w € S"~! consider the hyperplane in R™ given by

(2.1) HS(s,w)={z e R"z-w=s}

with normal w € S"~! and distance |s| to the origin. On HS(s,w) we define the
measure dH, so that

(2.2) dH, Nds = dx.
If we choose j, with 1 < j < n so that w; # 0 then x1,...,2j_1,%j41,..., %, give
global coordinates in HS(s,w) and
(2.3) dH, = |wj| " dzy A Adzj_y Adzjiq A Aday).
ProproSITION 2.3. The Radon transform, defined by
(2.4) Rf(s,w) = / f(x)dH,.
HS(s,w)

is a continuous linear map
(2.5) R:C(R™) — C(R x S™1).

PrOOF. This follows directly from the fact that the integral in (2.4) is over a
bounded domain which varies smoothly with s and w. O

The Schwartz kernel of R, which we again write as R, is simply
(2.6) R(s,w,z) =0d(s —x - w).

This is closely related to distributions we have been already been dealing with. We
proceed to compute the formal transpose of R. Suppose g € C°(R x S"~!) and
f € C(R™) then

(2.7) [ s@attgsedsio = [ [ f@gtew.w)duds
RxS§n—1 z-w=s g1

where dw is the standard measure on the sphere S"~ 1. From (2.6) it follows that

(2.8) R":C®(R x S"™ 1) — C(R™)

is given by

(2.9) Rlg(z) = / g(x - w,w)dw.
S§n—1
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Notice that for every g € C°(R x S*~1), R!g is a superposition of plane waves.
Obviously R! can be extended as a continuous linear map

(2.10) R':C™®(R x S" 1) — C>(R")

since the integral in (2.9) is over a compact domain. It is not the case that R'g
always has compact support whenever g € C°(R x S"~1). However if g vanishes
near s = 0 then R'g vanishes near the origin:

PROPOSITION 2.4. Suppose g € C°(R x S"1) and g = 0 for |s| < R then
Rtg(x) =0 for |z| < R.

PROOF. From (2.9) the integrand vanishes in |z| < R, since if w € S"~! then
|z w| < |z] <R. O

The Schwartz kernel of R is
(2.11) R'(z,s,w) =6(s —x - w),
which is the same distribution as the Schwartz kernel of R with the order of the

variables changed. Using (2.5) and (2.10) we can extend R and R’ to spaces of
distributions by duality.

DEFINITION 2.1. The action of the Radon transform on compactly-supported
distributions R : C;®°(R x S"71) — C7°°(R x S"7!) is defined by R(u)(¢) =
u(R'p) for ¢ € C°(R x S"!) and similarly the action of the transpose Radon
transform R! : C~°(R x S"~1) — C~°°(R") is defined by R'u(¢) = u(R¢) where
¢ € C°(R™).

Both R and R’ are continuous, linear maps extending (2.5) and (2.10) respectively.

The Radon transform is closely related to the Fourier transform and properties
of the latter give very useful properties of the former. Let F,(g) denote Fourier
transform of g € C2°(R x S™~1) in the s-variable and let f be the full n-dimensional
Fourier transform of f € C°(R™) :

(212) Fug)ow) = [ e gls,wds
(2.13) fo) = [ (wyia,
PROPOSITION 2.5. For any f € C°(R™)
(2.14) FoRf(p,w) = f(pw), p € R,we S L.
PRrROOF. Using the definition of the Radon transform we find
(215) FRNpw) = [ [ fa)ads
R T-w=s

Interchanging the variables and using dH, A ds = dz the identity (2.14) follows
since

(2.16) PR (p.) = [ =0 fa)da.
O

As a very useful consequence of Proposition 2.5 we deduce next that the Radon
transform intertwines the n-dimensional and the one- dimensional Laplacians.
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PROPOSITION 2.6. For any n > 2
(2.17) RAf = D’Rf V feC®R").

ProOF. Taking the partial Fourier transform in the s-variable of RAf, and
using (2.14) we get

(2.18) FoRAf)(p,w) = Af (pw) = p*f(pw).

Also

(2.19) Fo(DRf)(p,w) = p*Fo(Rf)(pyw) = p*f(pw)

givin (2.17). O

We shall now prove the Radon inversion formula that allows us to write any
compactly supported function (or distribution) as a superposition of plane waves.

THEOREM 2.1. For anyn > 2 and any f € C(R"™)

1
2.20 — 7Rt Dg nflR
(220) I = s RUD T R)
where
(2.21) |D |n—1g: Dyl A for n odd and
ﬁ fooo ePg(pw)|p|"~tdp  for n even

for any g € C°(R x S*~1).

PROOF. The Fourier inversion formula is

(222) @) = oy [ €SS €)ae

Changing to polar coordinates gives

(2.23) 1@) =g | [ e iw oy
0 sn-1

SO

(224) @) = e Flo(a)

S ~
where g(s,w) = [ € f(pw)p" 1dp. In the case that n is odd we can write
0

oo

225)  glsw) =5 [ P flp) o= S F D I ERD) = DY RS

— 00

where we have used the fact that Rf(—s, —w) = Rf(s,w). This proves the theorem
in that case. For n even

1
(2.26) g(s,w) = §|DS\"_1Rf by definition.
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The Radon transform extends by continuity to a linear map on the Schwartz
spaces of rapidly decreasing C* functions
(2.27) R:SR") — S(R x S" 1)
and hence its transpose extends to tempered distributions:
(2.28) R':S'(R x S"1) — S'(R™).

The continuity ensures that Proposition 2.5, Theorem 2.6 and Proposition 2.1 are
valid in these spaces. It is not the case that R' maps the space S(R x S*~1) into
S(R™). We shall examine the structure of R*[S(R x S"~1)] below.

We also note the Plancherel formula for the Radon transform.

LEMMA 2.2. For any f1, f2 € C°(R™)

(2.20) / fi(@) Fa(a)de =

1 n— n—1

s@T | DT R @D RE)(s w)dsde.
RxSn—1

(2.30)

PROOF. The Plancherel formula for the Fourier transform gives

(231) [ h@ R = g [ R©REE
R™ R™

Introducing polar coordinates as above the right side of (2.31) can be written

1 1 n- =
(2.32) 2@ / ]—'s(|Ds|TlRf1)(s,w)}"s(\Ds| 21Rf2)(s,w)dsdw.
RxSn—1
Using the one-dimensional Plancherel formula this reduces to (2.30). g

Using these results we can now express the delta function as a superposition of
plane waves.

PROPOSITION 2.7. For n odd

1
2. 0p= ————— —Llir. w)dw.
(2.33) 0= Sgpy /5 (z - w)dw
Sn—l
For n even
1
2.34 = — n=lig.
(234) o = gyt | B )
§n—1
where
(2.35) e w) = hII(l) M o(s+x-w)
and

(2.36) 16" Nz w) = lirr(l)|3s|"715(5—|—:v~w).
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Proor. This follows directly from the Fourier inversion formula. For n odd

1 _
do(¢) = #(0) = WR@Q 'R¢(0)
(2.37) 1 I
= 2(?)"_1 / 8S Rq5(0, w)dw
Sn—l
and similarly for n even. O

Although this is the main use we shall make of the Radon transform, at least
for the moment, we note a few other facts. The inversion formula shows that as a
map (2.5) R is injective. It is however not surjective. To see this observe that if
1 = R(¢) with ¢ € C2°(R™) then

(2.38) /spw(s,w)ds = /(x cw)Pé(x)dx
R R™
is the restriction to S"~! of a homogeneous polynomial of degree p for all p € N.
This is certainly not the case for an arbitrary function ¢ € C°(R x S"~1).
Conversely we wish to show that these conditions characterize the range of R
on C°(R™). In fact this is a result due to Helgason [1].

PROPOSITION 2.8. (Helgason) For any n > 3, odd, the range of the Radon
transform on C°(R™) consists precisely of the subspace of those 1 € C°(R x S*~1)
which are invariant under the reflection (s,w) — (—s,—w) and are such that for
every p € N there is a homogeneous polynomial, Qp, of degree p on R™ with

(2.39) / (s, w)ds = Qp(w).
R
PROOF. Since we know that

(2.40) Fo(R¢)(0,w) = p(ow)

consider the function

(2.41) flow) = /e‘isaz/)(s, w)ds.
R

where 1 € C2°(RxS"1). Initially we define f for o # 0. It is certainly C* in o # 0,
and directly from (2.41) it is bounded near o = 0, so is a well-defined distribution
on R™ with variable ¢ = ow. The conditions (2.38) ensure that it is an element
of the Schwartz space S(R™). Indeed only the smoothness at £ = 0 needs to be
checked. Replacing the exponential by its Taylor series to high order:

—iso _ (—iso)* k
(2.42) e = Z ] + (s0)" g (so)
i<k '

notice that the smooth coefficient in the remainder term satisfies
(2.43) 107" ke (r)| < Crym (1 + [7])™ ¥ m.

Inserting this expansion into (2.41) gives an expansion for f near £ = 0. The terms
arising from the sum in (2.42) are each of the form Q(w)o* = Qx(¢) where Qy
is a homogeneous polynomial. Thus to prove the regularity of f at £ = 0 it is
only necessary to check that the remainder terms become increasingly smooth in
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a neighbourhood of 0. In the polar coordinates (o,w) the remainder is C*° and
vanishes to order k at o = 0. It follows that it is (k — 1) times differentiable (at
least) in £ near 0, hence C*.

Thus we have shown that if f is defined by (2.41) then f € S(R™). This implies
in particular that f = ¢ for some ¢ € S(R™) and ¢ = R(¢). It remains to show
that ¢ € C2°(R™). Recalling that we have assumed n to be odd set

1 —n yn— oo -
(240) @ = (0 DI s g = RUY), o € CE(RXS").
We can write this explicitly as

(2.45) o(rf) = /w'(rﬁ-w,w)dw.
gn—1

Now the support of v¢'(s,w) is confined to some compact region |s| < p. Thus
the integral in (2.45) is actually limited to the region |0 - w| < p/r which is a
small neighbourhood of an equatorial S"=2 as r — oo. Let hy € C>°(R") be any
polynomial homogeneous of degree k. Averaging over the sphere gives

(2.46) / h (0)6(r0) o

Sn—1
ean) = [ st 00 (s.) (0 (50) T st o = 1.
RxSn—2x§n—1
Here we have introduced the change of variables
(2.48) 0=(0-ww+(1-(0-w))2¢

and then set w - § = st. The important point is that, for |¢| < p/r, this shows the
average to be real-analytic in ¢, since hj is a polynomial and the other ¢-dependence
is clearly analytic on the support of ¢’. However, by the discussion above we know
that as t — 0 the function ¢ is rapidly decreasing. Thus the Taylor series of (2.47)
in ¢t at t = 0 vanishes. It follows that the average over the sphere vanishes in r > p
for every homogeneous polynomial hy. The completeness properties of spherical
harmonics show that this means that

(2.49) ¢(z) =01in |z| > pif p =01in |s| > p.
O

EXERCISE 2.1. Notice that if n is even then (2.44) will not lead to (2.45).
Replacing D7~ by |Ds|"~! does lead to (2.45), but 9’ no longer has compact
support in s. Try to finish the proof of Proposition 2.8 in case n is even.

We note one immediate consequence of the first part of the proof of Proposi-
tion 2.8, where the parity of n was not used.

COROLLARY 2.1. For any n > 2 the image R[S(R™)] of the Schwartz space un-
der the Radon transform is the subspace of S(RxS"~1) consisting of those functions
even under (s,w) — (—s, —w) and such that for each p € N there is a homogeneous
polynomial Q, of degree p on R™ satisfying (2.39).
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Next we consider the image of the Schwartz space under the transpose R
From (2.10) we know that R* [S(R x S"~1)] consists of C*° functions. Its element
are arbitrary smooth functions in the interior but have asymptotic expansions at
infinity. To understand this in a direct way we shall compactify R™ to a ball. The
map

2
(2.50) Q:R">x+—— y=—arctan|z| - % eB" ={y e Ryl <1}
™ T
is an invertible C*° map onto the interior of the ball, with inverse just
-1 .0 n 7T|y| Y n ©° n __ n.
(2.51) QT —B 9y|—>tanT~W€R,—>B ={y e B";|y| < 1}.
Y

Thus any element of C>°(R") defines an element of (- B") by
(2.52) CPR") > fr—(Q ) f=f-Q 1 eC?(>B").
It is important to distinguish between C> (= B™), the space of all smooth functions

on the interior of the ball, and C*°(B"), the space of such smooth functions with
all derivatives continuous up to the bounding sphere. Of course

(2.53) C>(B") C C*(> B").

We consider also the subspace

(2.54) C;°(B") = {u € C*°(B");u = 0 on the boundary.}
LEMMA 2.3. For anyn > 2

(2.55) (Q YR : SR x S" 1) — C°(B™).
PROOF. By definition

(2.56) Rig(z) = / 9(@ - w,w)dw, g€ SE® x S,

gr-1

Set * = rf where § € S*™! and r = |z|. Changing coordinates in the integral in
(2.56) by setting w = 0 + (1 — 12)2w’, with ’ - 6 = 0 gives

n

(2.57) Rlg(r0) = / / Grt 10+ (1 — 2)5) (1 — 1) dtdu’.
§n—2 [~1,1]
Setting r =1/p and T = rt = t/p gives
R'g(0/p)
(2.58) =p / 9(T, pTO + (1 — p*T2)2w')(1 — p*T2) "2 dTdw'.
§m=2[-1/p,1/p]
The integrand is uniformly (in p) rapidly decreasing as T — oo so, as p — 0, the
integral in (2.58) converges to
(2.59) / g(T,w")dTdw'.
Rx 60+

Thus Rtg(6/p) is the product of p and a continuous function of the variables (p, ) €
[0,1) x S*~1. From (2.50) and (2.51) this implies in particular that (Q~1)*Rlg is a
continuous function on B™ vanishing on the boundary. To get further regularity we
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simply differentiate (2.58) with respect to p and 6. The angular derivatives are of
the same general form. Differentiation with respect to p within the integrand also
produces terms which can be shown to be continuous in the same way. Differen-
tiation of the limits of integration in (2.58) produces factors of p~2 but since the
integrand is uniformly rapidly decreasing as T = +1/p — oo these are also contin-
uous. Thus we conclude that R'g(0/p) is C* as a function of (p,8) € [0,1) x S*~ 1.
Together with the obvious smoothness near 0 this just gives (2.55). O

There are other useful ways to restate this result. In particular R'g is an
example of a ‘classical symbol.” This means that it has an expansion near infinity:

(2.60) Rig(x) ~ 3 fy(a) as[a] = o0

where the f; are C* functions homogeneous of degree j in |z| > 0 and (2.60) means
that for each V € N and each a € N" there is a constant C' = Cl , such that

(2.61) DY |R'g— Y fi@ || < ClaTN 0l in 2] > 1.
—N<j<-1

In terms of (2.55) this is just the Taylor series expansion of R'g(6/p) at p = 1/|z| =
0, i.e. the boundary of the ball. Spaces of symbols (somewhat more general than
these) will play an important réle below and are a very important component of the
microlocal analysis of distributions. We shall exploit Lemma 2.3 to get a further
continuous extension of the Radon transform, by duality, after the discussion of the
symbol spaces.

If g € S(R x S"1) then (2.58) gives explicit formulee for the coefficients in the
expansion
(2.62) QM) R'g~ Y p" P fi(6).

E>0

Namely
(263) no) = 3 ¢, [ [T T ar
p<k/2 R 9L

where Vs is the unit vector field on the circle spanned by 6 and w’. and the C), are
the coefficients in the Taylor series

(2.64) 1-)7 =3 Ct?p.
p

If g(—s, —w) = g(s,w) for all s € R and w € S*~! then for all odd integers k the fj
vanish.

Notice the effect, on (2.64) and hence (2.62), of the parity of the dimension. If
n is odd then the Jabobian factor (1 — p?T2)("=3)/2 is a polynomial and the sum
in (2.63) is limited to p < n — 3. From this we can easily recover Corollary 2.1.

Remarks: (1) Probably push these last comments a little further, for use in
Chapter 11. (2) Maybe the proof of Proposition 2.43 needs to be clarified a bit. (3)
Can the number of variables in (2.58) be reduced? (4) Is the discussion following
(2.59) confusing? (5) Clean up (2.47) and (2.58)7



CHAPTER 3

Distributions conormal at a hypersurface

In the construction, in Chapter 1, of progressing wave solutions, modulo C*°
errors, to the wave equation with potential we dealt with the class of distributions
having only jump discontinuities across a hypersurface. We shall now discuss an
important space which includes these and other distributions having the simplest
type of singularity, which is generally described as conormal, across a hypersurface.
The restriction to hypersurfaces conveniently simplifies the discussion but it will be
removed later.

In R™ consider the model hypersurface

(3.1) H={x=(z1,...,2,) € R"; 21 = 0}.

The distributions we consider will have regularity properties similar to §(z1) and
H(z1). Recall that Sobolev spaces can be defined in terms of the Fourier transform:

(3:2) H*(R") = {u € S'(R™); (1+ [¢*)2a(¢) € L*(R™)}.

DEFINITION 3.2. The space IC(S)(R", H) C C_*°(R"™) consists of those distribu-
tions of compact support, u, for which
(3.3) (x1D1)'D3? ... Dg"u e H*(R") VaeN".

Since the Sobolev spaces decrease with increasing order, s, these conormal
distributions have similar properties:

(3.4) ICV(R", H) C I¥)(R™, H) if s > 5.
Since (3.3) implies in particular that v € H*(R™) we certainly have

(3.5) IR H) =1 (R", H) = C*(R")

is independent of H. On the other hand it is very important to note that

(3.6) I&®) (R H) = | JIP (R, H) # C™(R").

S

For example, in n > 1, the Dirac delta at 0
(3.7) §(x) ¢ IV (R™, H).

Indeed, if s € R and £ > —s then D% &(z) ¢ H*(R"). This violates (3.3), so proves
(3.7).

One easy consequence of Leibniz’ formula for the distribution of differentiation
over a product is that each I5*) (R, H) is a C*°(R"™)-module. Thus if ¢ € C*(R")

23
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and v € C; °°(R"™) then
(@) gD (o) = 3 (§) 01D D .. Do
(3.8) B<a
x(x1Dy) =Dy Dan By,

Then from (3.3) and the fact that H3(R™) = H*(R™) N C_*°R") is a C>*°module it
follows that

(3.9) C®(R") - I(R", H) = I)(R",H) V s.

This allows us to define the similar space without restriction on supports:
(3.10) IR, H) = {ueC ®R");puc I (R", H) V ¢ecCPR")}.
Then

(3.11) I®(R", H) = I®)(R", H) N CZ°(R™).

EXERCISE 3.2. The delta ‘function’ §(x;) is conormal with respect to {z; =
0} = H. Indeed we have

From the first of these identities it follows that
(313) .TlDl(S(ZL'l) = [1'17 Dﬂé(ml) —+ Dl(xlé(xl)) = Z(S(l’l)
Thus we conclude
0 ifag+--4+a, >0
aq Q2 Qn — n
B1) @D DE D) = (s e

More generally suppose ¢ € C°(R™), then
(3.15) ¢d(x1) = ¢(0,2")d(z1)
so from (3.14)
(x1D1)**Dg? ... D™ [¢6(21)]
= (D) $(0,2)i~* d(x1) € H, ' (R).
In particular 6(z;) € I-D(R", H).
EXERCISE 3.3. Show that

(3.16)

(3.17) (z1)h = H(z1)2] € DR, H) Y j € N,
Observe that for any I € N there are constants Cy ; such that
(3.18) (@:D1)' = CiyelDi  Cpy=1.
J<l

Indeed this follows easily by induction as we proceed to show. It is surely true for
¢ =1. Applying x1 D, to both sides of (3.18) gives the identities

(3.19) Ci1,j41 = Crj —iCljp
provided we set Cj = 0if k > [, Cy 1 = 1. This proves (3.18).

The sub-diagonal nature of (3.18) means that it can be inverted, so that

(3.20) 2]D] =Y dji(x1D1)" V>0
1<y
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This means that the conditions (3.3) are equivalent to
(3.21) DM DY? ... Dgru € HP(R™),

if w € C;°°(R™). One immediate consequence of this is the regularity away from
H :

LEMMA 3.4. Ifu € I®)(R™ H) then
(3.22) singsupp(u) C H.

PrROOF. If ¢ € C°(R™) has supp(¢) N H = () then ¢u satisfies (3.3), and hence
(3.21), and on supp(¢) x1 # 0. Thus (3.21) implies D*(¢u) € H*(R™) for all
a € N, This implies ¢u € C>*°(R™), proving (3.22). O

It should not be thought that (3.22) characterizes conormal distributions. For
example d(x) satisfies (3.22) but is not conormal with respect to H = {z; = 0} —
see (3.7).

Next consider the action of differential operators. If

(3.23) P= Y pa(z)D"

|a]<m
is a linear differential operator of order m with C*° coefficients then
(3.24) P:I®@®R" H) — IC~™(R", H) Vs.

In view of (3.9) it is enough to check this for P = D®. In fact it is enough to
take |a| = 1 and then iterate. Since Dj, for j > 2, commutes with the operator
(z1D1)* (D})*" only the case a = (1,0,...0) is not immediate. In the form (3.21)
this is equally obvious since

(3.25) 22D (D) (Dyu) = Dy[z* D (D)) Ju + iy z® = D=1 (D)* (Dyu)

so the same regularity Dyu € H*~1(R") follows by induction on a;. Thus we have
proved (3.24).

Perhaps the most important aspects of conormal distributions are their symbolic
properties. These show that they behave in a manner very similar to functions
having jump discontinuities. For functions with jump discontinuities across the
hypersurface H the symbol, as we shall see later, reduces (in essence) to the smooth
function on the hypersurface which is the difference of the limits from the two sides.

We shall define the symbol in general by considering the one-dimensional Fourier
transform in a direction across the front. This is well defined for any distribution
of compact support:

(3.26) (€, ') = /eiimlgu(xl,x’)dxl u € C ®(R™).

PROPOSITION 3.9. For each s € R there exists M(> —s — 1) such that if

u € I)(R™, H) has compact support then (¢, x') € C°(R™) satisfies the (symbolic)
estimates

(3.27) D{DL)Y a(€,2")| < Carg(L+ €)M, VLEN, a e NP1
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Proor. We shall first take the Fourier transform in all variables and then
invert in the dual to the z’ variables. Since uw € H*(R™) it follows that with

a(e,m) = / e EE Ny (0 oY)y da!
(3.28) J

a€,n) =+ + ) "%g, g€ L*(Re x Rp7H).

The argument by which we arrived at (3.21) shows just as well that (3.3) is equiv-
alent to

(3.29) DS (D) (a$u) € H*(R™) YV a e N,
Taking the Fourier transform we find that
(3.30) ™ (DFa) = (L+ 1€+ 1)~ ga, 9o € LRV a
Since the multiindex o is arbitrary this shows that for each ¢ € N
(3.31) ¢ Dea(€,n) = (L+ )L+ [n) e (&), g € L*(R").
Using the same estimates for z;u we quickly conclude that
Deiv=(1+[))~>~ (1 + ) ~"g'(&,m)
a= 1+ 1)~ +[n))""g"(&m)

where ¢’, g" € L?(R"). Integrating in ¢ (to show continuity) and taking the inverse
Fourier transform in 7 shows that

(3.33) |a(g, ") < C(L+ 1€

This is the first estimate in (3.27) — for £ = 0, ¢’ = 0. However notice that
(3.34) we I®(R", H) = DMz D% u e IS (R, H).

Thus (3.33) applies to D?lx‘leg‘,/u for all a, so

(3.35) ' DEDS (€, 2')| < Crar(L+ €))7 V4o

These estimates give (3.27), proving the Proposition although with M = —s rather
than for any M > —s — % as claimed.
The better estimate follows from (3.32) which can now be improved to

Deil(e,a') = (1 + €)=~ (€,
a(€, ') = (1+ |el)h(c, o'
sup [ [1H(6, ) + (€, ) P)dg < o0

R

(3.32)

(3.36)

If s > —% then integration in from infinity gives
B30 Jul&a)] = | [ Deul€ )] < 1+ 1) s € — o
3
and similarly as £ — —oo. If s < —% integration from 0 gives a similar estimate

9
(339 Ju€a)] <[u.0) + | [ Deula)d| < 1+ [e) .
0
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In the borderline case of s = —% the latter argument still applies but the possibility
of logarithmic growth occurs. Thus in this case only the best power law is

(3.39) u(¢,2")| < C(L+[E)) 772 Y e> 0.

This completes the proof of the proposition. O

We now reverse the arguments above and define a closely related space, which
gives the precise ‘order’ of a conormal distribution.

DEFINITION 3.3. For any m € R the space of conormal distributions of order m
associated to the hypersurface H in (3.1), I™~5+2 (R", H) C C~°°(R"), consists of
those distributions, u, such that for every ¢ € C2°(R™) the partial Fourier transform
of ¢u is C*>° and

(3.40) |DEDY $u(€,a)| < Crar(L+ €)™ VL.
In general we shall denote the symbol space corresponding to (3.40) as S™(R™ ™1, R) :
ac SR R) =
(3.41) a€C®R") andV K CCR" ! £eN, o e N IO o sit.
IDLDS a(€,2')] < Crpar (1 + €)™ for (€,27) € R x K.

In (3.40) we do not have to include the compact set K since the support is compact
in 2! One might well ask why the strange normalization m — 7 + % is used, rather
than just m. This should become clear later, in any case it is only a matter of
‘convenience.’

Next we check that we have really defined the same space except for a different
‘filtration.’

ProrosiTiON 3.10. For every m € R
(3.42) I it3(R" H) C IC™ 3 (R H) C "™ 53 9(R™ H) if § > € > 0.

PROOF. The first inclusion is easy since for any € > 0

(3.43) (1+|¢))"7L>(R) C L*(R).

Thus we find that

(3.44) EYRRY H) C HY(RY) if s < —m — %

Here I7*(R™, H) = I"(R", H) N C_>°(R™). Now

(3.45) 21Dy, D; - I™(R™, H) — I™(R™, H) Ym, j>1

so from (3.44) it follows that the estimates (3.3) hold, giving the first part of (3.42).

The second part follows from Proposition 3.9 above. ([l
The inclusions (3.42) are equivalent to

(3.46) IR H) C TORH) C IV TR H)

(3.47) IR B c IR H) ¢ 15T TR H).

We shall use the sandwiching of the spaces in (3.47) to prove the coordinate
invariance of the I"™(R"™, H). Recall that if F' : R* — R" is a diffeomorphism of
R™ then

(3.48) F*: HY(R") — H(R") V¥ s.



28 3. DISTRIBUTIONS CONORMAL AT A HYPERSURFACE

LEMMA 3.5. If F is a diffeomorphism of R™ which maps H into itself then
(3.49) F*: I®O®R" H) — I®(R", H) VY s.

PROOF. This result only requires a geometric interpretation of the condition
(3.3). Consider a C* vector field V on R™ :

(3.50) V=3 v(z)D;.
j=1
Then V is tangent to H if Voqy =0 on H = {z1 = 0}. This just means
(3.51) V =1} (z)z1 D1+ > vi(z)D;
j=2

with C*°coefficients. Thus if V' is tangent to H then

(3.52) Vue H*(R") if u € I (R", H).

In fact this means that (3.3) can be written as

If Vi ...V, are any C* vector fields tangent to H
then Vi ... Vou e H*(R") (V p).

In this form it is clearly invariant under any diffeomorphism preserving H, since
the condition of tangency of a vector field is so invariant. (Il

(3.53)

To extend this coordinate invariance to the space I"™(R™, H) is not quite so
simple. Indeed this is one reason for considering the I (S)(R”, H) at all. However
we do in fact get:

PROPOSITION 3.11. If F': R™ — R™ is a diffeomorphism such that F(H) = H
then for every m

(3.54) F* . I™(R", H) — I"™(R", H).
PROOF. To prove (3.54) we shall break F' up into pieces using a partition of
unity. We can suppose that u € I7*(R™, H) has its support in a small neighbourhood

of some point; which we take to be the origin. Since F' maps H into itself it is of
the form

(3.55) F(x1,2") = (z1a(x),b(z)).

Thus the map Fy : R*™! 3 2/ +—— b(0,2’) € R*! is also a diffeomorphism. We
extend this to a map of the whole space by defining

(3.56) Fo(z1,2") = (21,b(0,2")).
Consider the form of Fju. By definition w is given by
1 . n
(3.57) u(ry,2’) = o /emlgﬂ(f,x’)d& @e ST (RLR).
T

Since the inverse Fourier transform is only in the x; variable we get immediately

(3.58) Fyu(an, o) = 5 / €€, b(0, 27 )de.

Thus to show Fju € I"™(R™, H) we just need to observe that
(3.59) @&, b(0,2)) € S™TET3 (R R).
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Applying Leibniz’ formula repeatedly we see that
(3.60) DgDYa(€,b(0,2")) = by s(DEDL ) (€, b(0, "))
v<B
so the estimates (3.59) follows directly from those for @.
Thus we have shown that Fyu € I"™(R", H). Put F(;) = FO_1 o F; this is again
a diffeomorphism. By the choice of Fy, F{y) fixes H point wise:

(3.61) Fay(z1,2") = (z1a(x), 2’ + z1b(2)), a(z) # 0.
The next part of F' we factor out is the linear part:
(3.62) Fi(z1,2") = (z1a(0,2"), 2").

Again starting from the representation (3.57) we have

Fru(, o) = - / 10085 (e ') d

2
(3.63) . " =
- ir1E &= / / —
=5 |¢ u(_/a(O,x),J;)a(O’x/).
Thus we need to check that
(3.64) U(E,2) = W(Z/a(0,2),2)/ a(0,2') € S5 "2 (R""!,R),

since then U = Fy'u € I"™(R™, H). The proof of (3.64) is once more a consequence
of Leibniz’ formula and we shall prove it with a simple inductive argument.

LEMMA 3.6. If b(¢,2') € SM(RZ, R) then for any non-vanishing a € C>(R" 1),
and any c € C*(R" 1), I €N

l f M+l mn—1
PRrROOF. Since a # 0 we see immediately that the first symbol estimate holds:
(3.66) le(z")€'b(¢/a(z!),a’)| < Ck (1 + €M, 2’ € K.

By induction one easily sees that
(867)  DEDY [e(@)Eb(E/a(). )] = Y € bpalE/ala’), o)
—1<p<|a/|
where a; o € SMHP=21(R"~1 R). Then the general estimate follows from (3.66).
O

Thus we have shown (3.64) and hence that Fju € I"™(R"™, H). To complete the
proof of Proposition 3.11 consider

(3.68) Foy=F'oFy =F'oF;'oF.
By the choice of F, in (3.62), F(g) is of the form
(3.69) Foy(z1,2') = (z1 + 2ier(2), 2" + z1€'(2)).

Not only is this a diffeomorphism but, at least in a small neighbourhood of H, it
is connected to the identity by a smooth 1-parameter family of diffeomorphisms of
the same type:

Gyi(x) = (z1 + tatey(x), 2’ +txie(2))) t €[0,1]

(3.70) Go(z) =1d, Gi(z) = Fg)().
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To show that F(*Q)u € I™(R", H), where u € I”*(R™, H) has support near 0, we use
the homotopy method, writing

1
(3.71) Flyyu / di *udt.
0

Now

d d
(3.72) ﬁGfu = —u(xy + twfer, o’ + tare)) = [21e10,, + w1e’ - O] Giu.

dt
At this point we use Proposition 3.10. Thus,
(3.73) we IR, H) = u e ICm"57179(R", H) for any € > 0.

We already know the coordinate invariance of the Sobolev-based space, from (3.49),
SO

(3.74) Giue IE™ 17 1=9(R" H) Ve>0.
Then applying (3.42) again gives
(3.75) Giue ™R H) V>0

Of course, since IM increases with M, this does not imply that Gju € I"™(R™, H).
However consider again (3.72). Differentiating the representation (3.57) we see that

(3.76) 0y, Giu € I TYR™, H), 0, Giu,Giu € I™T(R™, H) Yy > 0.
The factors in (3.72) can be ordered so that

d 3] oe’
(3.77) —G*u = 230, (e1Giu) + 210, (€' Giu) — a:la—elG* B
1
The same results, (3.76), apply to ¢ - Giu if ¢ is C°°. Multiplying (3.57) by 1 and
integrating by parts we find

(3.78) xy - I™(R", H) C I Y(R"™, H) since z1u(é,2') = —Det(€, 2').

Gju.

Now from (3.75) and (3.77) we finally conclude, by choosing v < 1, that
d
(3.79) ZGiu e "R H) C ™R H),
Thus integrating as in (3.71) we find
(3.80) Fiyyu—ue I™R", H).
This completes the proof of the proposition. ([

Notice that as a consequence of Proposition 3.11 we get Gju € I"(R", H) in
(3.72). So in fact

(3.81) Flyu—ueI™ ' (R" H).

This is important in the treatment of the coordinate invariance of the symbol of a
conormal distribution.

Although we have assumed that F' is a global diffeomorphism on R™ in Propo-
sition 3.11 this is by no means necessary. Indeed the proof extends trivially if we
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simply assume that F': W — R" is a diffeomorphism onto its range, F(W), and
then
(3.82)

FWnNH)CH,ueI™R" H) with supp(u) C W = F*u e I"™(R", H).

The most immediate consequence of Proposition 3.11, or rather (3.82), is that
we can use it to define the space I™(R"™, H) for any hypersurface H C R™ rather
than just the model; we now denote H' = {x; = 0}. Recall that a subset H C R”
is an embedded hypersurface if for each point T € H there is a C* map defined in a
neighbourhood W of 0 € R™ which is a diffeomorphism onto its range and satisfies

(3.83) F0)=z, FWnH)=FW)nH.
We call such a map a local parametrization of H (near ).

DEerINITION 3.4. If H C R" is an embedded hypersurface then we define
I'™(R™, H) C C~>°(R"™) to consist of those distributions satisfying

(3.84) singsupp(u) C H

and
If F: W — R" is a local parametrization of H

(3.85) then F*(¢u) € I™(R™, H') ¥ ¢ € C(F(W)).

The first condition, (3.84), guarantees that any element of I"™(R", H) is C*®
near the boundary of H, since the singular support is always closed. Of course it
also means that these conormal distributions are C*° away from H, which would
not automatically follow since (3.85) does not restrict w far away from H. Although
F*(¢u) is required to be conormal with respect to the model surface H' for every
local parametrization of H this is not necessary; rather it suffices to cover H by
local parametrizations and then use Proposition 3.11. Each I™(R™, H) is a linear
space and the properties of the model case can be transferred to them. First we
observe the basic transformation property:

LEMMA 3.7. If G : Uy — U, is a diffeomorphism between open subsets of R™
then for any embedded hypersurface H

(3.86) G*: I™R", H)NC,®(U) — I™(R", G (H)NU,).
PROOF. By definition any u € I"™(R", H) can be written as a sum
N
(3.87) u=ug+ Yy Fju
j=1

where ug is C*°, each Fj : U]’» — R" is a diffeomorphism onto an open set such
that F~'(H') C H and u; € I"™(R", H') NC>°(F;(U})). If u has compact support
in Us then it can be assumed that UJ’- C Us. Then G = G o Fj is a diffeomorphism
of U/ = Gj—l(U]’,) onto f(Uj) which maps G~ (H) N U} onto H' N f(Uj); it follows
from the representation

N
(3.88) G'u =G up + Z Giu;

j=1

that G*u € I'™(R", G~1(H). O
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The order properties are also transferred, so for example
(3.89) I™(R™ H) C I (R", H)Vm < m'.

Furthermore if P is any differential operator of order m with C* coefficients, as in
(3.23), then

(3.90) P:I™ (R, H) — I"™t™(R" H).

It suffices to prove this in case H = H’. We have already noted how differentiation
acts on these spaces in (3.45) and also, in (3.78), that multiplication by x; decreases
orders by 1. Thus it suffices to show that I™(R"™, H) is a C**-module. Directly from
the definition in (3.40) multiplication by a C° function of 2’ alone preserves the
space. For a general C*> function ¢ writing

(3.91) ¢(z) = ¢(0,2") + ()1, P € C*(R")

shows that it is enough to check that multiplication by a C* function increases the
order by at most 1. This however follows from the sandwiching relations (3.42) and
the fact that the Sobolev-based spaces I(®)(R™, H) are C°>*~-modules. Thus we have
proved (3.90).

For the model hypersurface recall that a differential operator of order k is
characteristic with respect to H' (or H' is characteristic for P) if the coefficient of
D’;l vanishes at H’, i.e. is of the form zia for some C*® function a. Thus

P of order m is characteristic with respect to H

(3.92) , o
= P:I"™ (R",H) — ™" YR" H).

Again we have only proved this for H = H’, but this suffices to prove the general
case since the condition that H be characteristic is coordinate independent.

As we shall see below (3.92) lies at the heart of the construction of plane waves
in Chapter 1 and similar constructions below. Althoough we now have enough
information on conormal distributions to proceed with the construction of solution
to the wave equation we will further investigate the relationship between symbols
and conormal distributions.

Conceptually, it is important to understand that symbol spaces and conormal
distributions, whilst related by the Fourier transform, are really the same types of
distributions. Consider the ‘inversion’ on R :

(3.93) q:(—1,1) BxMtan% eR.

This is certainly an isomorphism being essentially the inverse of stereographic pro-
jection. Consider on the closed interval [—1,1] the following spaces of conormal
distribution (on (—1,1)) with respect to the ‘hypersurfaces’ © = £1, defined by
weights at the ends

(3.04) L2 (=1,1], {=13 u{1}) = {b € (1 — |=[*) " L>([-1,1]);
' (1 —2%)%D,)"b € (1 — |z[*)™™L>([-1,1]) V¥ j € N}.
LEMMA 3.8. Pull-back under q in (3.93) gives an isomorphism

(3.95) ¢ : S™(R) —— I™L®([-1,1]) ¥V m € R.
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PROOF. The function (¢71)*(1 — 2?)~! is smooth, non-vanishing and of linear
growth at infinity in R. Thus

(3.96) IDéa(§)] € Cr(1+ €)™ "V k< b=q*ac I"L>([-1,1])
as claimed. 0

More generally if we define in a similar way
™ML (R? x [-1,1],R? x ({-1} U{1}))
={be (1 —|a) "L (R? x [-1,1]);

(3.97) sup (1 |z)™[D[(1 — 22)2D, ) b(y, x)| < oo
ly|<R,ze(—1,1)

VR>0,aaeN jeN}
we see that
(3.98) g ST(RP;R) «—— IMLP(RP x [-1,1],R x ({—1} U {1})).

Thus symbols are just functions which are ‘conormal’ at infinity, with respect to an
inversion.

A further example of this isomorphism allows us to define the symbol spaces
on Euclidean space by making a radial inversion. Recall the isomorphism (2.52)
between the n-ball and R™. On the ball we can define spaces similar to (3.98):

u € IML®(B";S" 1) <=
u € C‘X’(i B") and (1 — r%)™ Pu is bounded for all
C*° differential operators P of order k£ such that
(1—7r)7*P(1 —7%) € C>=(B).

(3.99)

Since this is locally, near the boundary of B™ the same space as in (3.97) for p =
n — 1 we know how to topologize it in such a way that C°(= B") is dense in
I™L2°(B™; S 1) in the topology of I™ L>(B";S"~1) for any m/ > m. In particular
if we consider the space

(3.100) mrLemrsth = () I LeBrstY
m’>m

with the topology given by all the seminorms of these spaces then
(3.101) C2°(> B") is dense in I™TL®(B";S" 1) V m € R.
Then, by analogy with (3.98) we define:

S™(R™) = Q"L (B8],
STH(R™) = Q*[I™TL>®(B™;S" 1] VmeR
and we conclude that

(3.103) C>°(R™) is dense in ST (R™) V m.

(3.102)

The estimates on an element of S”*(R™) are more conventionally written
(3.104) a € S™(R") <= |Dfa(€)| < Co(l+ €)™ ¥V a e N".
EXERCISE 3.4. Check that (3.104) is indeed equivalent to (3.102).
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Amongst the basic properties of these symbol spaces are
(3.105) DY : S™(R™) — SR ¥V B e N™.

We shall make use of these spaces to analyse the continuity properties of the
Radon transform. First recall Lemma 2.3. Since

(3.106) C*(B™) c I"'L>(B™; s )

it follows that

(3.107) R':C®(R x S"71) — S7HR™).
LEMMA 3.9. For any k € N

(3.108) R'- D :CX(Rx §") — §7IFRY) € STIM(RY).
PRrROOF. If k = 2/ for an integer ¢ then

(3.109) R'-D* = A'R'.

In this case (3.108) follows from (3.105). If k is odd, k = 2¢ 4 1 then in place of
(3.109) we get

(3.110) R! - D**1 = A'R'D,.
It is therefore enough to show that
(3.111) R' - Dy :C*R x S" 1) — S72(R").

This in fact follows from (2.59) which identifies the normal derivative of R'u at the
boundary of the ball. Clearly if u = D,v this vanishes identically, giving (3.111)
and proving the lemma. O

Consider the transpose of this operator with respect to Lebesgue measures. As
a direct consequence of (3.108) we find that

(3.112) DF . R:(ST1TFH(R™)) — CT°(R x S

is a continuous extension from C°(R™), where the density of C3°(R™) in the symbol
space ST!7F*+(R") ensures that the dual space in (3.112) is a space of (tempered)
distributions and that C2°(R™) is dense in it (in the weak topology.) We do not
really need to identify this dual space, but we do note that

(3.113) SP(R™) < [S™F(R™)]" if m +p < —n.

The pairing here just comes from integration and the inclusions

(3.114)  S™H(R") - SP(R™) c SFPIHR™) ¢ LY(R™) provided m +p < —n.
Thus from (3.112) we conclude that

(3.115) DY . R:S™R") — C"*R xS 1) ifm < k+1.

One immediate consequence of (3.108) is that

(3.116) R'-D.T :CRR xS 1) — 571725 (R s LE(R™).
Moreover if we impose the natural symmetry condition for n > 3 odd
(3.117) g(—s,—w) = (=1)"7 g(s,w)

then

n—1

(3.118) R'-D;? g =0, where g € C°(R x S"™!) satisfies (3.117) = g = 0.
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Indeed setting h(p,w) = Fsg(p,w) we find that

n—1 n— 1 . "
(3:119) R'DIF gla) = RFp"F hpw)] = = [ 0917 hipw)ld(pe)
™
Rn
where (3.117) has been used. Since this is the Fourier transform of a square-

integrable function on R™, RtD:% g = 0 implies h = 0 and hence gives (3.118).

n—1
LEMMA 3.10. If n > 3 is odd the operator Ds? - R extends by continuity to
an isometric isomorphism

n—1

(3.120) DiZ -R:L2(R") — {k € L2(R x S V); g(—s, —w) = (=1)"" g(5,w)}

n—1
and Rt - Ds?  extends by continuity to be its inverse.

n—1
PrOOF. The continuity of Ds? - R in (3.120) follows from the Plancherel

n—1
formula (2.30). Moreover from Theorem 2.1 R - Dg* is a left inverse of this
operator. The formula (3.119) extends by continuity and shows it to be injective
on the space on the right in (3.120). This proves the lemma. O

Remarks: (1) Supports in (3.30), later uw € H®. (2) Define §(z) and H(z) after
(3.1)? (3) Add a little more detail about the factorization of F' following (3.55).
(4) Is (3.69) obvious enough? (4) Is the notation in (3.94) defined? (5) More detail
for (3.107). (6) Explain duality in (3.112). (6) The proof of Proposition 3.9 should
be improved a bit. (7) More detail in the proof of Proposition 3.10.






CHAPTER 4

Parametrix for the Cauchy problem

Using the inversion formula for the Radon transform and the construction of
‘plane wave solutions’ above we shall construct a parametrix, i.e. solution operator
modulo C* errors, for the Cauchy problem for Py .

First recall the inversion formula for the Radon transform

1

4.1 ld=-——R'|D,J" 'R 2 (R™).
( ) 2(27‘_)”71 | | on CC ( )
Written out in terms of Schwartz kernels this is the identity:
1 _
o= n—1 AN
(4.2) 6z — ') T / D" ((x —2) - w) dw.

S§n—1

Here 6 € C2*°(R) and D is differentiation on the real line. If n is odd then (4.2)
can be written:

1
Sn—l
This decomposes the Dirac delta distribution at the point z’ in terms of derivatives
of delta distributions across the hyperplanes through that point.
Next recall the approximate solutions to the wave equation with potential which

we have already found. Namely there are three C*° functions
(4.4) ut,h € C°(R x R" x R x S™1)
such that

u(t,z;s,w) = Hit + s — x - w)ug (¢, x; 8, w)
(4.5)

+H(t—s+z-wu_(t,z;s,w) + h(t, z;s,w)
satisfies the conditions:
(46) Pyu=(Di —A-V)u=feC®RxR"xRxS"1)
' ult=0 = 0, Diult=g = (s — = - w).

Thus u is given as the sum of two progressing waves associated to the two hyper-
planes which are characteristic for Py and pass through {z - w = s} at t = 0.
Now consider the distribution

(4.7) v(t, 232, w) = D tu(t, z; 2" - w,w) € CTF(R x R™ x R™ x §™71h).

This is still well defined since the substitution s = 2’ - w is meaningful in (4.5).
From (4.6) we have

Pyv = f(t,x;2',w) € C®(R x R" x R" x S"~1)

(48) v]t=o = 0 and Dyv|;—o = (D" 10)((x — ') - w)

37
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since differentiation with respect to s commutes with all the operations. Now set

L
@n)" /v(t,x,x,w)dw

Sn—1

(4.9) G(t,z,2') =

and observe from (4.3), and the fact that w is a parameter, that
PyG = F(t,z,2') € C®(R?*"*!

(4.10) v tha,2') & C= ),

Gli=o = 0 and D;G|i—¢ = 6(x — 2').

This is the main part of a parametrix for the Cauchy problem. To see this, consider
G as the kernel of an operator, which we also devote G' (with only slight ambiguity),

(4.11) Go(t,z) = /G(t,x,x')¢(m’)dm' V ¢ € CZ(R™).
Bn

This satisfies Py G = F, where F' is a smoothing operator, having kernel F (¢, z,z’).
This is ‘ignorable’ as far as singularities are concerned.

Before proceeding further note that we can assume, or rather arrange, that F
satisfies
(4.12) DIF(0,2,2)=0Yj=0,....
To do so we add to G a C* correction term, G’, with Taylor series at ¢ = 0
determined by

G'(0,z,2") = D,G'(0,z,2") =0

4.13 , . ,
(4.13) DIT2G(0,z,2") = (A+ V)DIG'(0,z,2") — DIF(0,z,2') ¥ j > 0.

The existence of such a function is guaranteed by Borel’s lemma.
Once we have arranged (4.12) notice that if 1,11 € C°(R™) then

(4.14) u = GY1 + D;Gr)g
satisfies the conditions:
Pyu = Fipy + DeFipy
ult=0 = o and Dyuli=o = 91
where we use the commutativity of Py and Dy. Since the operator

(4.16) (Yo, 1) = Fop1 + Dy Fhg

is again a smoothing operator this is the parametrix we seek. We shall, of course,
want to examine various regularity properties of (4.14). Before doing this we show
how (4.15) leads to a forward parametrix for Py itself. This will eventually allow
us to remove the error terms and solve the Cauchy problem, (4.15), exactly.

The passage from a parametrix for the Cauchy problem to a parametrix for Py
is “DuHamel’s Principle.” Namely if G satisfies (4.10) then set

(A7) E(La,t,a) = iH(t— V)Gt~ ¢ z,0) € CTX (R,

(4.15)

Of course we have to make sure that this has a meaning, since in general one cannot
multiply distributions. Returning to the definition of v in (4.7), and u in (4.5), the
distribution

(4.18) o(t, st 2 w) = H(t — YD tu(t —t', x50, w)
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is meaningful because the introduction of T =t —t' and z =t —¢ — (v — 2') -w as
(independent) variables reduces it to a sum of products ¢ - H(7) - (D¥6)(x) with ¢
a C* function. Thus

~ 1
(4.19) E(t,z;t'2') = iw/ﬁ(t,x;t',x',w)dw
is well defined.

LEMMA 4.11. If G satisfies (4.10), with (4.12) valid and E is given by (4.17),
then

(4.20) Py(iE) = 6(t —t')o(x — ') + F with F € C=(R>"+V),
PrOOF. Certainly
(4.21) (A+V)E =iH({t —t")[(A+ V)G (t —t',z,2"),
so consider the action of D?. Differentiating by Leibniz’ formula gives
(4.22) D}E = iD?H -G+ 2D,H - D,G + H - D}G.
Since D;H = —id(t — t') and D?H = i(D;6)(t — t') we find
(4.23) D!E = (D§)(t —t')- G +25(t —t') - D,G +iH - D}G.
Using the initial conditions for G in (4.15)
(4.24) PyE =6(t—t")o(x —2') +iHF
The last term is C* because of (4.18), so this is just (4.20). O

The identity (4.20), together with the support condition which follows directly
from the definition:

(4.25) supp(E) Cc {t —t' > 0}
means that E is a forward parametrix for Py. As an operator
(4.26) Bo(t,z) = / Bt o, )o(t', 2 )it da' ¥ & € C°(R™Y)

it satisfies
PVE = Id+ F with F smoothing

supp(E¢) C {(t,x);t > inf{t; (t',2") € supp(4)}.

The second condition follows from the fact that supp(E) C {¢t > ¢’} so the ‘integral’
in (4.26) is limited to ¢t > T, where T is the infimum of ¢ on the support of ¢.

It follows from (4.21), or directly from (4.24), that F has the same support
conditions, in addition to having a C* kernel. This makes it a ‘Volterra’ operator,

(4.27)

the analogue of an upper triangular matrix. With a little more pruning of E we
will find that as an operator (Id + F ) is invertible with inverse given by Id + R,
with R again a Volterra operator.

To get such invertibility we need to arrange that the support of F' meets any
set {(t,z,t',2');t <t'+C,|a'| < C}, in a compact set, i.e. is bounded in z if t—t' is
bounded above and z’ is bounded. To ensure this we will reduce the support of E.
We can do so freely provided we do not change the singularities of E , L.e. provided
we remove only a C* term. Thus we wish to locate the singular support of E.
We shall examine a simplified form of this question in a rather ad hoc way, but
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then subsequently consider a general result which actually implies the particular
conclusion:

LEMMA 4.12. For E given by (4.25)

(4.28) singsupp(E) C {|t —t'| = |z — 2'|}.

ProOF. To prove that the singular support of E’ is contained in the surface of
the ‘light cone’” we show first that it is C*> inside the cone, then consider the more
subtle question of its smoothness outside the cone. Inside the cone E = iG or 0,
ast >t ont < t'. Thus we consider the singular support of G given by (4.9). We
proceed to show

(4.29) singsupp(G) C {|t| = |x — 2’| }.

Now from (4.7)

(4.30) singsupp(v) C {t = £(x — 2’) - w}.

Thus

(4.31) singsupp(v) N [{t > |z — 2'|} U {t < —|z — 2'|}] = 0.

Since G is given by (4.9) we certainly have
(4.32) GisC®int<—|z—2a]and t > |z — 2|

Of course this argument does not work outside the cone, since at every point
there v is singular for some value of w. The secret is that these singularities are
erased by the integration over w in (4.9) because we always integrate across the
singular surface. It is this phenomenon which we proceed to examine in detail. [J

Remarks: (1) Explain what DuHamel’s Principle is? (2) Check the notation,
especially G and E and their tilded versions.



CHAPTER 5

Operations on conormal distributions

The two important operations we wish to consider for conormal distributions
are pull-back and push-forward. In this chapter we consider the pull-back operation
on conormal distributions and some elementary results on push-forward; the dis-
cussion is continued in Chapter 7. Initially we shall only consider these for special
maps. It turns out that more general cases follow from these particular ones.

First consider pull-back. If F : R¥ — R™ is any C* map then

F* 0O (RY) — O (),

F*(f)y=foF.
In general this does not extend to all distributions. For example if F' is a constant
map, with image a point p € R, then F*¢ = ¢(p) for all ¢ € C°(R¥) and this
cannot extend continuously to distributions. We therefore look for conditions on F’

such that F™* extends to conormal distributions associated to a given hypersurface
H. To start with suppose that F is the embedding of R* as the first k factors in R™

(5.2) Flyi,..yyx) = (1, -, Yk,0,...,0) (k< n).

Suppose that H C R™ is a hypersurface, when can we define F*u, for each
u € I"™(R™, H) and show that it is conormal as well? The case we consider is
pictured in Figure 1, where H and F(R*) meet transversally, in contrast to Figure 2
where they are tangent.

(5.1)

DEFINITION 5.5. The map (5.2) is transversal to the hypersurface H C R"
(written F' h H or H th F) if at each point z = F(y) € F(R*) N H, F.(T;R") is not

contained in T3z H i.e. some linear combination
Kk
(5.3) ZajF*(ﬁj) is not tangent to H at I.
j=1

One case in which (5.3) certainly holds is
(5.4) F(R¥)N H = () = F is transversal to H.

units {.5pt,.5pty, x from -250 to 250, y from -200 to 200 .5pt from -200 0 to 200 0 -180 150 180 -150 / H [1] at 225 0 F(R¥) 1]
FIGURE 1. Transversal intersection

units {.5pt,.5pty, x from -250 to 250, y from -50 to 200 .5pt from -200 0 to 200 0 -180 160 -90 40 0 0 90 40 180 160 / H [1] at 225 C

FIGURE 2. Non-transversal intersection

41
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Of course this is not very interesting since then
(5.5) F* (I™(R™, H)) C C*>°(R")
and there are no singularities.

A useful way to restate Definition 5.5 is to let h € C>°(R"™) be a defining function
for H,

(5.6) ie. H={h =0}, dh #0 on H.
Then
(5.7) FhH«<dF*h)(g) #0if F(y) € H.
k
Indeed the non-vanishing of the differential means that v- F*h # 0 forv = 3} a,0;
j=1

a tangent vector to R* at ¢. Since v - F*h = F,v - h where F,v is a tangent vector
at T = F'(y) as in (5.3), the equivalence (5.7) follows. From this we conclude

FhH—=— FYH)={ycRF;F(y) c H}

(5.8) .
is an embedded hypersurface in R”.

The function F*h is a defining function for F~1(H). Now we can state our basic
result for pull-back.

PROPOSITION 5.12. If the map (5.2) is transversal to a hypersurface H C R™
then
—k
(5.9) F*: I™R", H) — IM(RF, F~(H)), M:m+n4 .
ProOOF. The definition of the space of conormal distributions in Definition 3.4
is local. Suppose that u € I™(R"™, H). Since F maps R¥\ F~1(H) into R"\ H, F*u
is defined and smooth in the complement of F~!(H). Using a partition of unity, we
can therefore suppose that u € I"™(R"™, H) has support near some point & € H. Let

us introduce local coordinates i, ..., ] near Z in terms of which H = {z} = 0}.
Then

1 -
(5.10) u(x') = 2—/6”15(1(5,17")615, 2’ = (za,..., 1),

7T

. 1
with a a symbol of order m + § — 3.

The transversality assumption means that dF*z} # 0 at § with F(g) = Z. Near
such a point we can introduce y; = F*x} and y; = F*a:’](j) for j = 2,...,k, with
1 € J(j) <n, as coordinates. We can further relabel the coordinates z’;, for j > 2,
so that y; = F*x;. Thus in these new local coordinates in the range and domain

J
the map is again of the form (5.2). Moreover from (5.2)

1 o
(.11) Fruly) = - [ eSalé, v 00

™
Since the order of a is m + 7 — % =m+ "T’k + % — %, F*u is, according to our
strange-looking order convention, of order M =m + ”T’k as claimed. ]

One or two points about this proof really require further comment. First one
should ask in what sense (5.11) is to hold; it defines the left side, so the proposition
should say there exists a map (5.9). Then the question of its uniqueness arises. The
secret here is continuity so we stop to consider this subject a little.
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A locally convex topology on a vector space is given by a family of seminorms.
The topology on C*°(R"™) is uniform convergence of all derivatives on compact sets,
i.e. the seminorms are the ‘C* seminorms’ on compact sets:

(5.12) |ullo.x = sup |Qu(z)|, Q € Diff*(X), K ccC X.
TEK

Then F* in (5.1) is a continuous linear map, meaning that for any of the seminorms
|- llo.5c on R™ there is a finite set of seminorms, || ||g, z,, % = 1,..., N, on R* such
that

N
(5.13) IF*ullgr < ) llull iz,

i=1

We want to give each I™(R™, H) a topology so that (5.9) becomes continuous
too. The topology should be one in which the space is complete. We take first
of all the seminorms given by the C* seminorms on compact sets not meeting the
hypersurface H. Equivalently this means the seminorms

(5.14) [¢ullgx V@, K and ¢ € C2°(R") with supp(¢) N H = 0.

For the seminorms near H we use the local representation (5.10). Thus if f :
1 — R™ is a local coordinate system in which f(H) C {1 = 0} we know that if
¢ € C°(Q) there is a unique v € C; *°(R™) with supp(v) C f(Q) and

(5.15) pu = frv.
By definition v € I"™(R™, {1 = 0}). This in turn just means that

(5.16) sup DéDg//ﬁ(ﬁ,m') (14 m it <00 VI

(z,€)
Here the conditions that ¥ be a symbol have been written out as the finiteness of a
family of seminorms. Thus

DEFINITION 5.6. The topology on I"™(R™, H) is given by the seminorms (5.14)
and the seminorms (5.16) as f ranges over local coordinate systems flattening H
to {x1 = 0} and ¢ has compact support in the coordinate patch.

LEMMA 5.13. With this topology I™(R™, H) is a complete locally convex topo-
logical vector space, moreover C°(R™) is dense in I"™(R™, H) in the topology of
I™ (R™, H) for any m' > m.

PROOF. We leave the completeness as an exercise. The main part of the proof
of the density is just to show that

(5.17) if a € S™(R* 1 R) and p(€) =1 in [¢] < 1 then a, = u(&/n)a — a
in the sense that

sup(1 + |¢]) "™+ | DL D;‘,/ a—an)| — 0
) (1 -+1¢) LD (0 an)
V1, o and € > 0.
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The estimates for [ = 0,a’ = 0 are easy, since
e £
sup(L+ [€))7" (L = u(:>))lal

(5.19) < Csup(1 +[¢])~°

g
1 —M(n)‘
< C'sup(l+n)~¢ — 0.

The general case follows similarly. Thus if v € I"(R™, {x; = 0}) and

1 .
— 5 [ st e
then it follows that ¢u,, — u, in the topology of I"™ (R™, {z1 = 0}) for any m’ > m
and ¢ € C°(R™) with ¢ = 1 near supp(u). Density in case of a general H then
follows by use of a partition of unity. O

(5.20) U,

Notice that this proof cannot be strengthened to show that C2°(R™) is dense in
I™(R™, H) in its own topology, rather than that of m (R™, H) for m’ > m; in fact
it is not dense in this stronger sense.

The precise meaning of (5.9) should now be clear. The formula (5.11) gives a
map (5.9) which is continuous in the topology just defined. The fact that the map
is independent of m (i.e. F*u is the same if u € I"™(R™, H) is regarded as a element
of I (R™, H) for some m’ > m) and the density of C2°(R") just shown means that
F* is the unique continuous extension.

Next observe that the restriction to the case k¥ < n in (5.2) is not important.
If £ > n consider instead the projection:

(5.21) F(yi,--yur) = (W1, yn) n<k,

and in case n = k we get the identity map. The proof of (5.9) proceeds unchanged,
except that the coordinates 3’ in R* should be taken to be all the F*gc;7 plus the
y; for j > n. Then (5.11) becomes

1 )
(5.22) Fru= o eVisa(E,yr, ..., yr)dE,
™
and the result follows as before.
This extension of the pull-back operation allows us to make a considerable fur-
ther generalization to a much wider class of maps, F. The condition of Definition 5.5
makes sense for any C*° map

(5.23) F:RF — R

PROPOSITION 5.13. Suppose F is any C*° map, as in (5.23), which is transver-
sal to an embedded hypersurface H C R™, then F~*(H) is an embedded hypersurface
and
n—k

(5.24) F*: T™(R", H) — I"™(R*, F7Y(H)) M =m+ 1

is well defined by continuity from (5.1).

PROOF. The trick here is to consider some related maps. First is the graph-
map of F':

(5.25) Fyp :RF — RF X R", Fu(y) = (y, F(y))
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and then the projection
(5.26) 7:R¥ x R" — R".

The second of these is of the form (5.21), if the coordinates are suitably relabelled.
The first is locally of the form (5.2). Indeed the map

(5.27) G RE s RE Gy, @) = (3,3 + F(y)
is a diffeomorphism and

(5.28) Foe=GroF', F'(y) = (y,0).

This decomposes F' into a product

(5.29) F=roGpoF'

of three maps. To the outer two maps (5.9) applies and the invariance of the
conormal spaces under diffeomorphisms was discussed earlier. Thus the general
case of (5.9) follows from

(5.30) (m)* : I™(R", H) — I"™ 5 (R¥" RF x H)
(5.31) (Gp)* : I 5 (RM7 RF x H) — I 5 (RGN (RF x H))
(5.32) (F))* . ™5 (R¥, Gp(R* x H)) — I™ "5 (RF, F~L(H)).

The first two are immediate. The third follows if we check that F” is transversal to
G7'(RF x H) and

(5.33) (F) "N Gp'(R* x H)) = F~'(H).
This however follows from (5.28), so the proposition is proved. (]

One simple example of the use of pull-back, as in Proposition 5.13 is to note
that for each w € S*~! the map

(5.34) F, :RxR"> (t,z)—t—2z-weR

is transversal to the point-hypersurface {0} C R. Thus the distributions that we
have already been freely using (!) can be interpreted this way:

(5.35) 0t —z-w)=F}d.
We shall make more substantial use of pull-back later.

Next we turn to consideration of the push-forward operation. This is dual to
pull-back. Thus if F: R¥ — R” is any C* map and u € C;*°(R¥)
(5.36) Fo(u)(¢) =u(F"¢)  V¢elFR").
It is important to note that the push-forward of a distribution with compact support
under any C* map is well-defined. In fact

(5.37) F,. :C;(R*) — C™°(R™)
is continuous, since it is the dual to a continuous map. This is in contrast to the pull-

back operation. However, as a manifestation of the ‘preservation of mathematical
difficulty’ trouble appears elsewhere. Namely, in general,

(5.38) F.(CZ(R¥)) ¢ CZ(R™).
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Thus push-forward can introduce singularities. For example if F' : R¥ — R has
F(z) =0 for all z € R* and ¢ € C>°(R) then

(5.39) F.(¢) = ( / bdz) - 6o,
EXERCISE 5.5. Prove (5.39).

The natural question we ask is when is F,(I"™(R¥, H)), for H C R* a hy-
persurface, contained in the space of conormal distributions associated to some
hypersurface. We find an answer to this later, for the moment we just investigate
the singular support of Fi(u) when u is conormal.

Let F be the projection (5.21), and consider any u € C*°(R¥), ¢ € C°(R¥)
then

(5.40) F¢(y,0) = o(y)
where we write the coordinates z1, ...,z in R* in the form Yy; = x4, j < n, and

0 =xj_pn, 1<j<p=Fk—mn. Thus

(5.41) Faa() = [ uly0)0)dyad = [ u(y.8d0".6)
at least formally, i.e.
(5.42) Fou(y) = /u(y,@)d@ if F'is as in (5.21)

In this case certainly u € C°(RF) = F,u € C°(R"). Since, for this map, it is
clear that

(5.43) supp(Fyu) C F(supp(u))
we deduce that
(5.44) singsupp(F,u) C F(singsupp(u)) Y u € C,°°(R¥).

This simple result can be strengthened significantly in the case of conormal
distributions. If H C RF is a hypersurface (i.e. a smoth submanifold of codimension
one) and F is given by (5.21) set

(5.45) Cy = {x € H; H is tangent to the fibre of F at z},

where the fibre of F through z is {z’; F(2') = F(x)}. This definition can be rewrit-
ten in various ways. The most important is in terms of any defining function
h e C*®R") of H :

(5.46) Z2eCy<=z€HT=(y,0) and dgh =0 at (y,0).

Thus at a point of Cy any defining function h of H is stationary when restricted
to the fibre of F' through the point.

PROPOSITION 5.14. If F is the map (5.21) and H C R* is a C* hypersurface
then

(5.47) singsupp(F,u) C F(Cy) Y u e I™(RF, H).
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PROOF. We want to show that if § € R™ is such that
(9,0) ¢ Cy ¥V 6 € RF™ then for u € I"™ (R, H)

(5.48) | i
F.(u) is C*° near .

This is just saying that ¢F,(u) € C(RF) for some ¢ € C°(RF) with ¢(5) # 0. We
can assume that the support of u is in a small neighbourhood of z € F~*(%), and
then use a partition of unity to prove the general result. The condition Z ¢ Cpy,
which follows from (5.48) if z € H, means that

(5.49) doh # 0 at T.
Renumbering the 6 variables we can therefore assume that
(5.50) 0o, (7, 0) #0, p=Fk —n.

The implicit function theorem shows that locally near (g, 6)
(551) h‘(y? 0) = g(y7 9)(91) - T(y79/))7 6/ = 017 e 7910—17 g 7& 07 b= k—n

with g and 7 both C* functions. Thus 6, — 7(y, ") is also a defining function for
H. The diffeomorphism

(5.52) (4,0) — (v,6',6p, +7(y,0"))
reduces H to {0, = 0}. Thus u € I"*(R*, H) with support in a small neighbourhood

of (g,60) can be written

(5.53) u(y, 0) = % / 0=y 0 €)de.
Then
Faly) = 5 [ 07008y, ¢)das
(5.54) L N
- %/e Valy, o', €)dedd' d,

where the transformation 6, = 6, — 7(y,0') has been made in the variables of
integration. From the continuity of the push-forward map we know that

(5.55) ue I™(RF H) = F.uc HY(R"), M = M(m),

i.e. F,u is in a fixed Sobolev space depending only on the order of the symbols.
Since

a 1 6’ a
(5.56) DyFou= o~ / 'S (D%a)(y, 0, €)dEdo’ do),

corresponds to a symbol of the same order, independent of o, we conclude that
F.u € C>(R™). This proves the proposition. O

Although Proposition 5.14 applies only to F' of the form (5.21) we can again
easily extend it. A C*° map (5.23) is said to be a submersion if its differential has
constant rank. The implicit function theorem shows that by a change of coordinates
in both range and domain it can always be brought, locally, to the form (5.21). Since
the hypothesis in Proposition 5.14 is stated in a coordinate-independent form we
can generalize it as follows.
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COROLLARY 5.2. IfF : R¥ — R" is a submersion and H C R* is an embedded
hypersurface with

(5.57) Cur={recR"IveT,R ve T, H but F.(v) # 0}
then
(5.58) singsupp(F,u) C F(Cyr) Y uc I™(R* H).

Another case in which we can analyse the form of the push-forward is for the
map (5.2), where k < n. Then for any u € C;*°(RF)

(5.59) Fou(o) = u(F*¢) = /u(y)¢(y, 0,...,0)dy.
In this case
(5.60) F.(u)(x) =u(z1,...,2)

and we see immediately that
(5.61)  F.(u) € I™ "5 (R", H x RP) if u € ["™(R*, H) and F is as in (5.2).

We shall examine more general push-forward results in Chapter 7.
Remarks: Clarify comment in paragraph after (5.20). Improve sentence sur-
rounding (5.29).



CHAPTER 6

Forward fundamental solution

Next we proceed to the construction of the forward fundamental solution for
the perturbed wave operator Py,. The results of Chapter 5 are used to bound the
singular support of a parametrix in the course of the construction.

THEOREM 6.2. If V € C°(R™) there is a unique distribution E € C~°°(R?"+1)
with the properties

(6.1) supp(E) C {t > 0} = [0,00) x R*" and
(6.2) PyE(t,x,2") = §(t)d(x — 2');

this distribution has the two additional properties

(6.3) supp(E) C {t > |z — 2’|} and
(6.4) singsupp(E) C {t = |z — 2'|}.

We shall construct E satisfying (6.1) and (6.2) by iteration using the forward
parametrix found in Lemma 4.11, after a little surgery. We then use a simple duality
argument to conclude the uniqueness of such a forward fundamental solution and
hence get the improved support estimate (6.3).

Our pruning of the forward parametrix is based on the bound (4.28), i.e. (6.4),
for the singular support of E’ defined by (4.25). The non-rigorous argument fol-
lowing Lemma 4.12 is bolstered by Proposition 5.14. Thus in (4.25) we know that
G is given by (4.9) where

(6.5) v=ovy+v_, vy € I%_%(}RQ’”'1 x S" At = +(x — ') - w}).

For either of these two hypersurfaces to be tangent to the w-fibres in the push-
forward in (4.9) requires that = 2’ or

(6.6) dy[(z—2") w=2—-2"—[(z—2") ww=0.

Since t = +(x — 2’) - w this certainly implies that |¢t| = |z — 2’|. Thus the singular
support of G in (4.9) is contained in |t| = |z — 2/|. In (4.12) and (4.13), G has
been modified by a C* term so that its Taylor series vanishes at ¢ = 0, at least in
x # a’. When E’ is defined by (4.25) it therefore does not acquire any singularities
at t = 0, away from z = x’. This completes the proof of Lemma 4.12.

Now we know that E’ in (4.25) is smooth away from the forward light cone
t = |z — 2’| (since it is zero in t < 0), we can reduce its support, without destroying
the parametrix property. Ideally we should like to find a parametrix with support
in the cone ¢t > |z — /| but we cannot do this directly since we do not know at
this stage that E’ is smooth up to the cone from the outside (although it is.) Let
p € C*(R) be a cut-off function chosen so that

(6.7) p(s)=1if s > —1, p(s) =0if s < —2.

49



50 6. FORWARD FUNDAMENTAL SOLUTION

)0 0 j4pty, [.2,.67] from 0 -180 to 0 180 j4pt; [.2,.67] from 150 75 to 154 77 -150 =75 150 75 / 0 0 90 180 / 0 0 -90 180 / axes ratio 3:1 36(

FIGURE 1. Support of E”

Then consider
1
(6.8) B(t,2,0') = plt = |z — 2| = 5)B' (1, 2,").

This is well-defined since p(t — [z — 2’| — %) is C*° on the support of E’, being
constant near the singular set ¢t = |z — 2’| in ¢ > 0. Moreover
3
(6.9) B’ —E €C>®R*™™) and supp(E") Cc {t >0} N {t> |z —2'| - 5}
This modified version of the parametrix satisfies
(6.10) PyE" =5(t)6(x — 2') — R(t,z,2'), R € C®(R*™T),
. supp(R) C {t >0} N {t > |z — 2| — 2}.

The remainder term here defines an operator, as usual denoted by R,
(6.11) Rf(t,z) = /R(t —t a2 ) f(t 2" )dt da'.

The support condition on the kernel in (6.10) means that R extends by continuity
to some distributions without compact support. The distributions to which it can
be applied are as follows:

DEFINITION 6.7. A distribution u € C~°°(R"*!) is said to have past-compact
support if

for every K cC R"1,

(6'12) o / / 1
{(#',2') € supp(u);t’ —t < —|z — 2’| for some (¢t,z) € K} cC R"*!.

Let Cp&([0,00) x R™) denote the subspace of C~°°(R"*!) consisting of those
distributions with past-compact support. Let C(;, ) be the past light cone of Py
based at (¢, ) :

(6.13) c

Wy = tx) eRYHE ' < |z —a'[}.

The condition (6.12) is equivalent to
(6.14) Cla0) Nsupp(u) CC R VaeR < ue (R

since for each fixed point (¢, 2’) when a is large enough C’(t, o C C(; 0)° If p €
C®(R) has pu(s) =1in s < —2 and p(s) = 0in s > —2 then ¢(t,z) = p(t — 1+
(3 + |z|2)~2) satisfies

(6.15) o(t,x) = 0if (t,x) ¢ 0(71,0)7 o(t,x) = 1if (t,2) € Co,0).-

Set ¢4(t,z) = ¢(t — a,z) for any a € R. Then if u € Cp3°(R™ 1), ¢ou has compact
support. We can topologize Cp° (R™*1) as a complete locally convex topological
vector space by using the seminorms from C~°°(R" 1) together with the seminorms
of C;>°(R"™ 1) on ¢,u for each a. The related space of smooth functions, C3% (R 1),
is defined by the same support conditions, with C~° replaced by C*° throughout.
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LEMMA 6.14. The operator, R, defined by (6.11) extends to a continuous linear
operator
(6.16) R:CoF(R™) — CRu(R™).

PROOF. Suppose 1) € C°(R"+1). Then, for any a € R, Y R(¢,u) is well-defined
(and C*) if u € CpR™ 1) since ¢qu has compact support. In fact

(6.17) YRy = alLrI;O YR(dau)

is actually independent of a for a sufficiently large. To see this just note that the
support of the kernel of the operator ¥R is contained in the set

(6.18) {(t,z,t',2");t —t' > |z — 2’| — 2 for some (t,z) € supp(¢))}.

This is contained in the region where ¢, = 1 if a is large enough. Thus Ru is
well-defined by (6.17) if u has past compact support. The same type of argument
shows that Ru also has past-compact support. [

Since the proof of Lemma 6.14 only uses the support property of the kernel if
follows that the parametrix E” has the same property, without being regularizing:

(6.19) E": CRL (R — Cp&(R™H).
In fact more is true, namely E” acts on both C* functions and distributions.

LEMMA 6.15. The parametriz E" gives a continuous linear operator

(6.20) E": CRL(R™) — CRn(R™ 1)
and extends by continuity to
(6.21) E" o (R — Co (R™T).
PROOF. Suppose f € C°(R"*1). The definition of E” f can be written in terms
of
Myf(t, ot w) = /vi(t -tz W) f(t, 2 )da,
(6.22) =
Qt,z,t' ,w) = /h(t —tx,a w) f(t, 2 )dx

Rn

as

(6.23) E"f(t,z) = / / [My(t,z, t' W)+ M_(t,z,t' W) + Q(t,z, ', w)] dwdt.
—oco§n—1

Now @ in (6.22) is certainly C*°, but so indeed are M. To see this just interpret
the a’-integral as push-forward, and apply Proposition 5.14. The z’-fibres are never
tangent to the hypersurface t —t' = (x — ') - w so My, and hence E” f, are C™.
Thus we have shown

(6.24) E":C®(R") — Cc>®(R™).
However (6.20) follows from this and (6.19), because
(6.25) CRL(R™) = & (R N> (R™H).
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To prove (6.21) we can use a duality argument. The transpose of (E”)! has
kernel (E")!(t,z,2') = E"(—t,2',x). Tt therefore also has the mapping property
(6.24). Thus, by duality

(6.26) E":C 7°(R") — Cc7>°(R™H1).
From this (6.21) follows. O
Consider again the identity (6.10). Under the reflection t — —t the wave

operator is preserved, so writing E” for the t-convolution operator with kernel
E"(—t,z,z’) and R_ for R(—t,x,z’), we get

(6.27) Py-E’ =1d—R,
Taking the transpose of (6.27) and denoting (E” )!(t, z, ') by E" (t,z,z') = E"(t, ', x)

and R'(t,z,2') by R(t,z,2') = R(t,z',x) we find that E” is a left forward para-
metric

(6.28) E".Py =1d—R.
The importance of (6.28) is that it gives regularity results for solutions of the

equation. Note that E” also has the mapping properties (6.20) and (6.21) and hence
that (6.28) holds as an identity for operators on Cp S (R™ ). Thus we conclude that

(6.29) Pyu € C(R™), u € CpX (R™) = u € CRL(R™Y).
Indeed, applying (6.28)
(6.30) u = Ru+ E"(Pyu)

and then (6.21) shows that the second term on the right is C*°. Applied to operators
this argument gives

LEMMA 6.16. If Ey and E5 are two (right) parametrices for Py which act on
Cocl (R™TY) then Ey — Eo has a smooth kernel.

PROOF. An operator has a smooth kernel if and only if it maps C. *°(R"*1) to
Coo(R™1). If f € C;°°(R™) then, by assumption, u = Ey f — E>f € Cp&° (R™T)
and Pyu is C*°. Thus (6.29) shows that Ey f — Faf is C*°, proving the lemma. O

To make use of Lemma 6.16 we shall recall the construction of the parametrix
E”. With some slight modifications this gives other parametrices to which we can
usefully apply Lemma 6.16.

LEMMA 6.17. For any £ € R™ with || < 1 there is a right parametriz Eé’ of
Py satisfying the support conditions

(6.31) supp(E¢) C {t > (z —a') - &} N {t > |z — 2’| — 2}.

Proor. To construct E{ we retrace the construction of £ and hence E” = Ey
through (4.25), Lemma 4.11, (4.8) and (4.5) but replacing the initial surface ¢ = 0
by t = x - €. It is straightforward to check that this makes no essential difference,
provided |£] < 1. For example in place of (4.25) we get

(6.32) E! =iH(t —t — (z — ') - €)Ge(t,z, ', 7).

Again (4.28) holds in view of the argument following (6.5). This proves the lemma.
O
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We can use this abundance of right forward parametrices and the regularity
result Lemma 6.16 to construct a better right parametrix.

LEMMA 6.18. Suppose E = {&1,...,&n} C {€ € R™; || < 1} is any finite set,
then there exists a forward, right parametriz E= for Py with

(6.33) supp(E=) C Lz = ﬂ {(t,z,2)) e R"THt > (v —2') - &),
£ez
Proor. We already know this when = has only one element so we proceed by
induction over the number of elements of =. Suppose therefore that we know the

result for Z and wish to add another element &, i.e. construct E= for =/ = ZU {¢{}.
By Lemma 6.16 the difference satisfies

(6.34) Bz — E! = F € C®(R*"™!) and supp(F) C {t > (v —2') - £} U L=.

Now since the set ¢ = 0,z = z’ is in the boundary of the support, F' must vanish
to infinite order there. By introducing polar coordinates around this set F' can be
decomposed as a difference

F = F= — F; with Fz, F; € C*°(R*"),

(6.35) /
supp(Fz) C Lz, supp(Fe) C {t = (x —2") - £}

This of course means that

(6.36) Bz ¥=F= - F==E! - F;

is a forward parametrix with support in the intersection of the supports, i.e. L=/.

This proves the lemma. ([

By choosing = to be a close enough approximation to the boundary of the ball
in R™ we can certainly arrange that

(6.37) Lz C{t>(1—¢)|z—12'l},

for any preassigned € > 0. Choosing such a set E let E. = E= be the corresponding
forward parametrix. Thus the support is in a cone only slightly larger than desired
for (6.3). Let R, be the corresponding remainder term in

(6.38) Py -E.=1d—R..

The support condition means that all powers of R, as an operator, are defined,
since in particular they all act on distributions with past-compact support. Let
Ry (t,z,2") be the kernel of R* as a convolution operator in .

LEMMA 6.19. For each T > 0 there is a constant C = C(T) such that
£k
(6.39) |Ry.(t, 2, 2")| < C’”ly int<T.

PROOF. As noted earlier we can assume that all the E¢, and hence E. and the
remainder R, are functions only of ¢t and . —x’ outside some region |z —2'| < Ct+C
for C large. This means that R, satisfies a uniform estimate

(6.40) |Re(t,z,2")| < Chint <T.
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The kernels RF are defined iteratively, with R! = R, by the integrals

(6.41) RF(t,x,2') = / /RIC Yt =t z, 2" )Rt 2" x)dt' dx”
le—z|<(1—e€)t O

where the limitation on the domain of integration comes from the fact that ¢ > 0

on supp(R*~1) and (6.33). Clearly therefore

(6.42) supp(R¥) C {(t,z,2');t > (1 — €)|z — 2|}

More importantly from (6.41) we can get the uniform estimates on the R*.
Inserting (6.39), for k — 1, and (6.40) in (6.41) gives the same estimate, (6.39), for
RF (provided Cr is large enough) since the volume of the domain of integration is
bounded above. O

Of course the importance of (6.39) is that it shows the Neumann series
(6.43) "(t, z,2") ZRk (t,x,x)

to be uniformly exponentially convergent as a series of continuous functions. Think-
ing in terms of operators we can write

(6.44) R=R+R*+R-R R

This shows that R’ € C*°(R?***1). From (6.43) we also have the desired inversion
property:

(6.45) (Id+R) - (Id —R') = 1d,

as operators on Cp&° (R™*1). Inserting this in (6.38) gives:
(6.46) E(t,z,2') = Ec(t,z,2") + /Ee(t —t' z, YR (', 2", ") dz" dt/

satisfing (6.1) and (6.2), for any € > 0. Here of course R’ really depends on e.
Moreover,

(6.47) Py-E=Py-E.—Py-E. R =I1d+R, — Id+R.) - R' = 1d,
which is just (6.2).

PROOF. Proof of Theorem 6.2 We have succeeded, according to (6.47) in show-
ing the existence of a forward fundamental solution with support in the cone
> (1 — ¢)|z — 2'|. This is a right inverse for Py. The argument leading from
(6.27) to (6.28), time reversal and the taking of the transpose, shows that it cor-
responds to a similar left inverse, also acting on distributions with past-compact
support. The proof of the regularity result Lemma 6.16 now shows that any two
right forward fundamental solutions must be equal. Thus E in (6.46) must in-
deed be independent of € > 0. This proves the support property (6.3), as well as
the uniqueness statement. Finally the estimate (6.4) on the singular support of E
follows from (4.28) and the fact that E — E’ is C*°. Notice also that

(6.48) E(t,z,2') = E(t,2', x)
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so that left and right forward parametrices are equal. Indeed, writing E for the
operator with kernel E(t, 2, x), (6.48) follows from the usual group identity:

(6.49) E=FE.-P,-E=E
interpreted as an operator equation on C%(R™*1). [

The support property (6.3) of the forward fundamental solution allows us to
prove existence and uniqueness for the forcing problem for Py. Thus, for T' € R set

(6.50) C([T,00) x R™) = {u € C~®(R™™);supp(u) C [T,00) x R"}.
The topology on C.’OO([T, 00) x R™) is given by the seminorms on C~°°(R™) together
with the seminorms of C;°°(R"1) on ¢(t, z)u where ¢ ranges over those functions
ip C>(R™*1) with support meeting [T',00) x R™ in a compact set and u ranges over
C™>([T, 00) x R™). It is straightforward to check that CZ°((T', 00) x R") is dense in
C~°([T, o) x R™) in this topology.

PROPOSITION 6.15. For each T € R and V € C°(R"™)
(6.51) Py : C~°([T, 00) x R") — C~®([T, 00) x R")
is an isomorphism.

PRrROOF. Certainly Py is a map as in (6.51). Since
(6.52) C™([T,00) x R") C CpC(R™!) VT R
the forward fundamental solution acts continuously on C~ ([T, 00) x R"). Moreover
the support property (6.3) implies that

(6.53) E :C°°([T,00) x R") — C~>°([T, 00) x R™).
Thus (6.47) extends by continuity to these spaces. The same applies to the other
inversion identity E - Py = Id proving the proposition. [

This shows that the forcing problem
Pyu=f, feC®R"!), f=0int<T

(6.54) . . . .
has a unique solution with v =0 in ¢t < T.

The time-reversibility of Py shows that E_(t,z,2') = E(t,z,z’) is the unique
backward fundamental solution and so with the obvious notation
Py : C7((—00, T] x R™) — C~>°((—o00, T] x R™)

(6.55) . . .
is an isomorphism V T' € R.

The forward fundamental solution, E, differs from the parametrix, E’, by a
smoothing operator. To understand more precisely the structure of the singularity
(on the forward light cone) of the kernel, E, we need only analyse the parametrix.
The main step in doing this is to discuss with more precision the push-forward of
conormal distributions, so that we can examine G in (4.9).

Remark: Have distributions on S*~! been defined? Check out the G’s and E’s
and their primed and tilded versions. In the statement preceeding (6.40) have we
noted earlier ... and if so where?






CHAPTER 7

Symbolic properties of conormal distributions

We shall now introduce a coordinate-independent symbol mapping for conor-
mal distributions associated to a hypersurface and then discuss how the symbol
transforms under pull-back, subject to the transversality condition (5.3). Next we
discuss a related condition which suffices to ensure that the push-forward of a conor-
mal distribution is conormal and we then again describe the effect on the symbol
map.

Recall that we defined the space of conormal distributions of order m € R
associated to the ‘model” hypersurface H = {z; = 0} by

we IMR™, H) <= u € C;®(R") s.t.

7.1 n n . n
(1) a(g,2') =2 "xt /e_”l&u(;vl,x')dacl € §™tET3 (R R).

The ‘full’ symbol of u € I™(R™, H) is this normalized one-dimensional Fourier
transform @. The presence of the normalization factor is simply so that the map
will be more consistent with the symbol map for Lagrangian distributions defined
later. Since this factor depends only on the dimension of the space it is not very
significant. To get invariance under coordinate transformations we need to check
how the symbol 4 transforms under maps preserving H. To get a simple transfor-
mation law it turns out that we have to drop a substantial part of the information
contained in u. In particular consider the leading part of the symbol

(7.2) Gm(u) = [@] € ™72 (R R)/S™T TR R).

Even then, to get proper invariance for this equivalence class of symbols, we need
to add a density factor and set:
3

(7:3) (1) = G (u)|dE] € S™TETF(N"H) @ Qe /ST 2.

We proceed to explain the notation in (7.3). First observe the convention that
we do not, for brevity, repeat the spaces in the denominator, i.e. the quotient in
(7.3) is really

(7.4) S"HETE(N*H) @ Qpire/S™T5 3 (N*H) © Qfipre.

Now the space N*H is just R»~! x R. However we identify it with the conormal
bundle of H :

(7.5) NyH = {dh(z);h € C*°(R"),h=00n H}, Vze€H.

Of course any function h which vanishes on H is of the form h = z1 f, f € C*(R"™).
Thus the differential of h is just

(7.6) dh = f(0,2")dz; = &dxy at x = (0,2") € H.

57
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Thus a general point of N*H is just a pair (z,&dz;), giving the identification
(7.7) N*H=R"' xR.

This identification depends on the coordinate system, so we need to examine how
coordinate changes affect @. This is done below.

First however we have to define Qgp,e. Suppose V is any real vector space of
dimension ¢. Then consider
(7.8) AV ={w eV ®-- @ V;w is totally antisymmetric}

where antisymmetry is under each exchange of a pair of factors of V. Each of the
spaces AFV is a vector space. Moreover AV is one-dimensional. Set

(7.9) QV ={u: A1(V") — Ryu(sy) = |s|uly) Vye AUV}

Thus QV is the space of absolutely homogeneous (not linear) functions on A4(V*).
Clearly QV is itself a one-dimensional vector space. In fact there is a map

(7.10) AV s p— |ul € Q

since each 1 € A9V can be identified with some /' € (A?(V*))". However the map

(7.10) is not linear.
The space

(7.11) (Qsibre(N"H)), = QN H)'| VaeH

is spanned by |d¢| at each point © € H. Thus the notation (7.3) means that o, (u)
is to be interpreted as a product (strictly speaking an equivalence class of products)

(7.12) a€ STTETI(NYH) x b = b(x)|dE| € C°(H, Qo).
In this sense the tensor product is over C*°(H), i.e.
(7.13) abl = ab iff 3geC®(H), g#0, a=ga,b =gb.

With these preliminaries the definition (7.3) now makes sense. Of course oy, (u)
contains precisely the same information about u as does &,,, (u). The important prop-
erty of oy, (u) is that it transforms in a simple way under a change of coordinates.
To make sense of this statement we need to note that N*H and Qgp.e are both
natural objects. That is they have ‘obvious’ transformations laws under changes
of coordinates i.e. we need to show that any diffeomorphism of R™ preserving H
induces natural maps on N*H and on Qgpyre.

From the definition, (7.5), of the fibre of N*H, there is an obvious map

F*:N*“H— N'Hif F:R" — R"
is a diffeomorphism with F(H) C H.
Namely if f € C*°R") and f =0 on H then
(7.15) F* (F(x),df (x)) = (z,d(f o F)(x)).
This certainly gives a pull-back map for functions on N*H.
Consider the effect on QV of a linear transformation on V. If L : V — W
is an isomorphism of vector spaces then the dual map L* : W* — V™ is also

an isomorphism. These maps extend to the tensor powers, and hence to A*(V*).
Finally then this gives a linear isomorphism

(7.16) L.:QV — QW.

(7.14)
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Here if v : A9(V*) — R is a V-density (an element of QV') then

(7.17) L.v(y) =v(L*y), L* : NTW* — AIV*
being the transpose isomorphism.
LEMMA 7.20. Let v1,...,vq and wn,...,wq be bases for V and W, then |v1 A
<= Ayl and |wi A -+ - Awg| are bases for QV and QW and if
q
j=i
then
(7.19) Ly|vy A -+ ANvg| = |det Lyj|Jwi A -+ A wgl.

Proor. Let v} and w] be the dual bases of V* and W* respectively. Then the
transpose if defined by

q
(7.20) Lw =Y L.
j=1
This gives the identity
(7.21)
Lovi(A- - Avg)(wi A= Awy) = v A Avg(L*wy A--- A L*wy) = det(Lij)
which implies (7.19). O

EXERCISE 7.6. The transformation law (7.19) is the reason that densities ap-
pear in relation to integration. Let X be a manifold and for each x € X let T, X
and T X be respectively the tangent and cotangent spaces of x. Conventionally we
set

(7.22) 0. X = QT X).

[This corresponds to the fact that, by definition, the form bundles A*FX on X
have fibres A¥X = A¥(T*X).] Thus if x1,..., 2, are local coordinates in X then
dxy ...,dx, is a basis for T*X locally and hence |dzy A -+ A dx,| is a basis for
2, X. As a coordinate change x = X (y) induces the transformation (7.19) which is
conventionally written

0X
(7.23) |dx1/\~~/\d:rn|—‘ay’|dy1/\~~~/\dyn|.

Thus if v : X — QX is a continuous section of compact support then f v is
X
invariantly defined.

This explains the precise meaning of (7.3), since |d¢| € (Qgbye)s for each z € H.
Now F™* gives a fibre-preserving (linear bundle) isomorphism of N*H which can be
written

da

(7.24) F*(F'(0,2"),&dz1) = (x',fa—xl(O,x’)dxl).

Thus F' induces an isomorphism

(7.25) F# . SM(N*H) @ Qgapre — SM(N*H) @ Qpipre



60 7. SYMBOLIC PROPERTIES OF CONORMAL DISTRIBUTIONS
by

(726)  F*(a(e,O)lde]) = a ((F’(o,x’>,s/ Oa <o,x’>) ‘8“(0,3@') e,

37251 8.’E1

PROPOSITION 7.16. Suppose u € I"(R™, H), with H = {1 = 0} and F :
R™ — R™ is a diffeomorphism with F(H) C H then, in terms of (7.3),

(7.27) om(F*u) = F#o,,(u)  mod S™ 173 (N*H) ® Qpipre.

PrOOF. We have already examined the transformation properties of conormal
distributions and shown, in Proposition 3.11, that F*u € I""(R™, H). To prove this
we decomposed F' into a product

(7.28) F=FyoF ok,
where Fy, F1 and F{y) are of the respective forms
Fo(xq,2") = (21, f(2")) f invertible
(7.29) Fi(z1,2") = (21d/(2'),2") o/ (2') #0
Foy(21,2') = (21 + 27d/(z), 2 + 210" () .
More precisely it was shown in (3.81) that
(7.30) Flyu—ue I (R, H).

Notice that Fé&) = Id thus (7.30) reduces to (7.27) for F' = F{3). Therefore it suffices

to check (7.27) for F' = Fyy and F' = F} separately.
For Fy given by (7.29)

(7.31) F*(a(a', €)|dg]) = a(f(2), §)|dE|.
If, corresponding to the definition of @ in (7.1),

(7.32) u=2"2g i} /e”lga(f,x’)dg
then
(7.33) Fju=2"%2g"%71 /emfa(g,f(x’))dg.

Thus o, (Fgu) = a(&, f(2'))|dé| = F# (0,,(w)) . This proves (7.27) for Fp.
For Fy we have, from (7.32)

(7.34) . o 1

—92 51 /e a(Z/a(z ),a:)|a($/)| =
Thus again
(7.35) om(Fiu) = a(Z/a(z'), x’)Wi/)Hd{ﬂ = F (o (u)).

This completes the proof of the proposition. [
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Of course this shows that for any C* hypersurface H C R” we get a well-defined
map

3

(7.36) I™(R", H) — §™ 53 (N*H) @ Qgpye/S™ 572

)

by using (7.3) in any local coordinate in which H = {z; = 0}.
LEMMA 7.21. The linear map (7.36) gives rise to a short exact sequence

0 — I YR", H) — I™(R", H)
(7.37) 3
2 — 0.

— SITETE (N H) @ Qe /ST
where SM = {a € S™; w[supp(a)] CC H, 7 : N*H — H}.

ProOF. That (7.36) is surjective is clear from (7.3). Similarly, again from (7.3),
0m (1) = 0 means precisely that (¢, z) € ST 5~2(R"~1, R), i.e. u € ™ (R", H).
O

Since I"™(R™, H) is locally equal to I7*(R™, H) we clearly have alternatively an
exact sequence

0— I R", H) = I"™(R,H)
— §™HEH(NTH) © Qe /SR — 0

where SM(N*H) is the space of symbols on the fibres of N*H with support con-
tained in 7~ !B for some closed subset B C H.

Having defined the symbol map (7.36) we next wish to consider the effect on
the symbol of the two operations of pull-back and push-forward.

Recall that if G : R® — R"™ is a C*° map then the pull-back of conormal distri-
butions associated to the hypersurface H C R™ is defined provided G is transversal
to H. The latter condition is precisely

VyeR"st. Gly) € H,dG*h(y) #0
if heC®(R"),h=0o0n H,dh # 0 at G(y).
As we have already noted, (7.39) implies that G~ (H) C R¥ is a C* hypersurface

for which G*h is a defining function if h € C*(R") is a defining function for H.
Furthermore

(7.38)

(7.39)

(7.40) Gy, ndG"h(y)) = (G(y),ndh(G(y))
defines a C* map
(7.41) G.:N*G Y (H) — N*H

which is linear and invertible in each fibre. It therefore induces a map
G* : SM(N*H) ® Qppre — SM(N*G™HH)) @ Qfibre

n

GH# (a2, €)|de]) = 275 7T “1a(G(y), €)|d(G.)*€l.

If we introduce local coordinates (y1,y’) and (x1,2’) in the domain and range with
x1=h, y1 = G*h, so

(7.43) Gy y') = (y1.9(4")
then the defining relation in (7.42) becomes simply

(7.44) G*(a(a’,©)|dg]) = a(G(y'), &)ldn|

(7.42)
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in terms of the dual variables, £ to x7 and 7 to y;.

PROPOSITION 7.17. IfG : RF — R™ is a C™ map transversal to a hypersurface
H C R” then

n

G* : I™(R", H) —s I™ "5 (R*, G (H)) and

7.45
i Um+"T"“(G*“) = G o (u).

ProOOF. Using local coordinates (z1,’), (y1,vy’) as in (7.42) we see that
(7.46)

This immediately gives (7.45). O

A more serious concern is the effect of push-forward on conormal distributions.
Thus suppose

(7.47) F:R" —RER'"=RFxRP, p=n—Fk
is projection onto the first k factors
(7.48) F(zy,...,xn) = (21,...,Tk).

We shall, as usual, divide the coordinates into = = (y,6), y € R*¥ and 0 € RP. If
H C R" is a hypersurface we need a condition to guarantee that Fi(u) is conormal
with respect to some hypersurface if u € I'*(R™, H).

The local condition we impose is

(7.49) H is at most simply tangent to the fibres of F.
If we let
(7.50) Cy = {z € H; the fibre of F through z is tangent to H}

be the critical set of H with respect to the map F then we can express (7.49) in
terms of any defining function, h € C*°(R"), of H. Thus (7.50) can be written

(7.51) Cy ={x € H;dph(y,0) =0,z = (y,0)}.
The condition of simple tangency is just
oh
do|l =) j=1,...,
(7.52) ’ <ael,-> J b

are linearly independent at each point of Cy.

LEMMA 7.22. Under the non-degeneracy condition (7.49), or equivalently (7.52),
Cy CR" is a C* submanifold of codimension p+ 1 and

(7.53) Fe:Cyq —R* Fo=Flg,,

is locally a diffeomorphism onto a hypersurface.

PROOF. This is just the implicit function theorem. Thus at (7,0) € Cy the
independence condition (7.52) means that the p equations
oh

(y,0)=0 j=1....p
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have a unique local solution near (7, 6) as equations for 6, and this is given by a
C* map

(7.55) 0 =0(y) <= %(y, 6)=0.

Thus Cy = {(y,©0(y))} N H. Now if

(7.56) h(y) = h(y, O(y))

then dh(j) # 0 since dh # 0 and dgh = 0. Thus the range of (7.53) is locally
(7.57) F(Cy) = {y € Ry near 7, h(y) = 0}.

This proves the lemma. ([

Suppose we to add to (7.52) the condition that (7.53) be globally a diffeomor-
phism onto a C* hypersurface F/(Cg) (or just work locally). Then there is again a
map

(7.58) F.:Ng& H — N*[F(Cy)]
given by
(7.59) (z,&dh) — (F(x),&dh(y)), © = (y,0).

To state the result for push-forward we need to take note of two extra objects.
First note that to define the push-forward, Fy(u), of u € C;7*°(R™), we need
to use the density |df| on the fibres of F. Using this density we can construct a

function on N*[F(Cy)] as follows. At any point z = (y,6) of Cy let v1,...,v, be
any basis of RP, the fibre of F' through Z, such that

(7.60) |dO)(v1 A -+ Avp) = 1.
For example dy, ,...,0g,. Then set

o n B
(7.61) w(g,ndh) = |n|~2 3 det v;v;h(y,0)

Notice that the matrix v;v;h is well-defined at (7, #) for any defining function h since

if V; are C* vector fields extending the v;, i.e. with V;(7,0) = v;, then V;V;h(y,0)
is well-defined, independent of the extension. Moreover if h' = «a(y,0)h is another
defining function then

(7.62) ViViah(7,0) = aViVih(7, ).
In particular the right hand side of (7.61) is well-defined once the multiple niz is
prescribed.

The second object is similar, being another function on N*[F'(Cg)]. Namely,
consider the signature of the Hessian of the symmetric matrix H, = v;v;h(7,0).
Our convection for the signature is the number of positive minus the number of
negative eigenvalues. Once the sign of h is fixed, notice that the signature is actually
independent of the choice of the v;’s since if

P
(7.63) vl = ZQ”W
j=1
is another choice of basis then H,, = Q - H, - Q'. Thus

(7.64) sgn(H, F)(gj,ndﬁ) = sgnv;v;h
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is actually a locally constant function with integer values on N*[F(Cg)]\0. It also
satisfies

(7.65)  sgu(H, F)(y',—n) = —sgn(H, F)(y',n) ¥ (y',n) € N*[F(Cu)]\0.
We can now state the result for push-forward:

PROPOSITION 7.18. If H C R"™ satisfies (7.49) for the map (7.48) and F¢
in (7.53) is a diffeomorphism onto a hypersurface then the push-forward operation
gives a map

(7.66) F,: I™(R", H) — ™ "7 (R*, F(Cy))
with the symbolic property
(7.67) o(Fiu) = Fypo(u)
where
n—k n— 1 1
(168)  Fy(alde)€) =2 "% T e Am a1 ) )

in local coordinates in which h = Y1-

The proof of this result is essentially equivalent to the ‘principal of station-
ary phase.” We shall not describe this fully here but refer instead to the elegant
treatment by Hoérmander in [2].

The Morse Lemma allows a hypersurface satisfying the non-degeneracy condi-
tion (7.52) to be brought into a simple normal form locally, in a way that preserves
the fibration. For completeness sake we give a proof, as usual by the homotopy
method.

LEMMA 7.23. If H is a hypersurface in R™ satisfying the non-degeneracy con-

dition (7.52) for the map F in (7.48) at (gy,0), then there is a fibre-preserving
transformation

G(y,0) = (y,0(y,0)) such that ©(g,0) = 0 and

GH) ={p+D_ 07—} 67=0}

1=q+1

(7.69)

PrOOF. From the proof of Lemma 7.22 we can make a preliminary fibre-

preserving transformation so that G(7,0) = (9,0) and Cgmy = {y1 = 0,0 = 0}
locally. Thus we can suppose that
(7.70) h(y,0) = h(y) + g(y,0)

where g(y,0) = 0 and dpg(y,0) = 0. By the non-degeneracy assumption the Hessian
of g, 8%g/96% must be invertible.
By a linear change of 6 variable we can certainly arrange that

(7.71)  0%g/00;7;(7,0) = 2¢;045, i, =1,...,p, 6 =1,i < g6 = —1,i>gq.

Here of course, 2¢ — p is the signature of the Hessian. Once (7.71) holds the one-
parameter family of functions

(7.72) he=h+tg(y,0)+ (1 —t)> 07 =) 67, 0<t<1

1<q 1>q
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satisfies (7.71) for all ¢ € [0,1]. Thus the derivatives dg,ht, ¢ = 1,...,p are indepen-
dent at 8 = 0 for y near y. Since the t-derivative vanishes to second order at § = 0
we can find p C* functions of (¢,y, ), such that

dh 2
(7.73) — = 2 Vilt.y. )09, (y,0).
i=1
If we regard (V1,V1,...,V}) as a vector field on the fibres of F),
P
i=1

and solve the differential equations
dt

we define a 1-parameter family of local fibre-preserving diffeomorphisms, G; such
that

(7.75) =Vi(t,y,0), ©(0,y,0) =0, i=1,...,p

d
(7.76) %G;‘ht =0, Go=1d = G7h = hy.
Since hy is of the form (7.69) this proves the lemma. O

PrOOF. Proof of Proposition 7.18 The problem is certainly a local one, so we
can assume (recalling Proposition 5.14) that w € I"™(R™, H) has its support in some
conveniently small neighbourhood of (,0) € Cg. In particular we can suppose its
support to be within the domain of the fibre-preserving transformation found in

Lemma 7.23. Thus

(777) U(y,e) = 2757'['7171 /ei(y1+‘ol|2*|9//|2)7a(y’01’GII)dT

where 8 = (6’,0"). This change of variables does change the fibre-measure involved
in the push-forward. Namely

(7.78) Fu(u) = / u(y,0)7(4,0)d8, J(y.0) = 050(y.6).
RP

In any case this means that

(7.79) F.(u)(y)=2"%x"471 / e Th(y, T)dT
R
if
(7.80) by, 1) = /ei<‘9|2*|9”|2>7a(y,9,T)J(y,9)d0.
RP

To work out the form of b it suffices to integrate out the 6 variables successively.

LEMMA 7.24. If a € SM(RY x R,R) has support in {|(y,7)] <1} x R then

(7.81) ay(y,m) = /eiiTTQb(y,r, T)dr € SM*%(RZ;R)
R
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and if € CP(R) has p(7) =1 in |7| <1

1 n(r)itn +i)*
182 aslr) - (- o)l her iy B0y, o o)
k<j

(7.83) e SM=3-I(R! R) V j.

PRrROOF. Certainly a4 is C*, so we only need to consider (1 — ¢(7))as and we
can therefore assume that |7| > 1 on the support of b. Directly by estimating (7.81)
we have

(7.84) lax(y,7)| < C|r|M

where this just depends on the order of b. Choose p € C2°(R) to be identically equal
to 1 in [—1,1]. Then, from the assumption on the support of b, (7.81) continues to
hold if p(r) is inserted into the integrand. Next replace b by its Taylor series in r
to order 2j. The error term gives a contribution to a4+ of the form

(7.85) a4 j(y,7) = /eiiTT2r2jbj(y,r, T)p(r)dr
R
where b; is still a symbol of order M. Using the identity

(786) re:ﬁ:zrﬁ" _ (:l:z.T)—l iaf*eiZTTQ

and integration by parts j times allows a4 ; to be written in the form (7.81) with b
replaced by a symbol of order M — j. Moreover differentiation by y leaves the form
unchanged and differentiation by 7 either lowers the symbol order by 1 or adds a
factor of r? which, by integration by parts, also lowers the symbol order by 1. It
therefore follows that

(7.87) by ; € SM-I(RER).
This does not prove (7.81), but allows us to consider only the finite terms
obtained from the Taylor series, we can suppose therefore that b = r*b(®) (y, 7) /E!. If

k is odd the resulting contribution to (7.81) is clearly zero so consider an individual
term

(7.88) r? bGPy, 1)/ (2K)!.
Integration by parts shows that this contributes to a1 a term
. (44)k
(7.89) ayp = /eiwﬁrzg ﬂb(%) (y,r,7)p(r)dr
' klrk
R

since any differentiation of p makes a contribution which is rapidly decreasing as
7 — 00. Thus to prove (7.83) so we only need consider the particular case where b
is independent of 7 :

(7.90) a7 = [ 70,0, 7)plr)ir

R
Since the support of the integrand is bounded we can obtain this as a limit where
the exponential is made to be strongly decreasing at infinity

3 ie)irr?
(7.91) esolwr) = fim [ 00T b0, )0t

R
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Taking 7 > 0 for simplicity the exponential, for e > 0, is rapidly decreasing as
|r] — oo. Thus the two terms

(792) ai,O(Z/: T) = :}:Hﬁ)[ai (67 T) + ﬁi (65 T)]b(ya 0; T) T>0
make sense where
(7.93) Buter) = [ @1 o))

R
Again integrating by parts in r gives

(7.94) 8= / ST WL p(r))dr ¥k, W = —0,[(1 + de)7r] L.
R

This is uniformly, in +e € [0, 1], rapidly decreasing as 7 — oo and so contributes a
trivial term to a o.
By changing variable of integration to 727 note that

1
7.95 li =772 li 1).
(7.95) Jim ae (e, 7) = |7[7> lim o (e, 1)
Thus we only need to carry out a simple computation to find that

(7.96) az = lim eFH g — 73 eFAT,
R
The discussion above shows that the limit exists and its real part
(7.97) 17%1 cos(rQ)e*"ﬂdr > 0.
R
Squaring the integral in (7.96) and introducing polar coordinates gives

(oo}

' - = / / o — lim £xfi(1 +ie) " = i,

(7.98) oy = lim e RdRd¢ Jim 7[i(1 + i€)] Fri
[0,27] O

In view of (7.97) this proves (7.96). This in turn proves (7.83) with the symbol

space of order M — j on the right. However since this is true for all j and the next

term is of order M — j — % the result as stated follows, completing the proof of

Lemma 7.24. O

Applying Lemma 7.24 repeatedly to (7.77) gives (7.68) in case u = 1. The
general case follows once the change of variables leading to (7.78) is taken into
account. Indeed at Cy we find from
00(y,0)

00 |
so this factor just corresponds to the Jacobian in Lemma 7.24. [

(7.99) p(y, dh) ™t = | = J(y,9)






CHAPTER 8

The wave group and the scattering kernel

The forward fundamental solution for the perturbed wave equation, the exis-
tence of which is shown in Chapter 6, is used to solve the Cauchy problem. Then,
using the modified Radon transform of Lax and Phillips, we define the scattering
kernel and discuss some of its basic properties.

Consider again the Cauchy problem:

Pyru=0in R x R"

8.1
(8.1) u|t=0 = up and Diuli—¢ = uy.

THEOREM 8.3. Ifug, ug € C°(R™) there is a unique u € C*° (R xR™) satisfying
(8.1) and the solution satisfies

(8.2) supp(u) N [T, T] x R" CCRxR* VT cR.

PROOF. We can easily find & € C*° (R xR"™) which satisfies the initial conditions
and the equation in Taylor series at ¢ = 0. This only involves choosing the Taylor
series of @ to be

_ . it)?
 ~ ugp + (it)ug + Z ( ') uj
with Ujy2 = (A + V)u] VJ Z 0.

Then the difference v = u — 4 should satisfy
(84) Pv’l) = f = —f)\/ﬂ7 ’U|t:0 =0 and Dtv\t:() =0.

Here f € C*(R x R™) has all derivatives zero at ¢ = 0. It can therefore be divided
into a ‘forward’ and a ‘backward’ part:

(8.5) F=f i+ [, fr eC®RxR"), fu(t,x)=01in £t < 0.

We then construct v = vy + v— by using Proposition 6.15 to solve the two
forcing problems:

(8.6) Pvy = fy with supp(vy) C {£¢t > 0}.
This can be done using the forward and backward fundamental solutions:

(8.7) ve(t, o) = //E+(:t(t —s),z,2") f(s,2")dsdx’.

Notice that, from (8.5) and the support properties of E, the distributional pairing
here is well defined and the vy € C*°(R x R") satisfy (8.6). Thus

(8.8) u =14+ vy +v_ solves (8.1).

69
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To get the uniqueness consider the difference, w, of two smooth solutions of
(8.1). Then w € C*(R x R™) must satisfy

(8.9) Pyw =0, wlt=o =0, Diw|t=o = 0.

It follows that the Taylor series of w at ¢ = 0 must vanish. Thus w can be divided
into forward and backward parts:

(8.10) w = w4 + w_ with supp(wy) C {xt > 0}.

Consider the forward part of w. It must satisfy

(8.11) Pywy =0 and supp(wy) C {t >0}

The uniqueness part of Proposition 6.15 therefore shows that w; = 0. The same
argument applies to w_, so w = 0 and uniqueness holds. (Il

The unique solvability of the Cauchy problem (8.1) allows us to define the wave
group, which is the 1-parameter family of operators

U o u(ta )
(8.12) vi) <u) = <Dtu<t, -)) vieR
U(t) : C(R™) x C(R™) — C2(R™) x C(R™).

As the name indicates this is a group of operators. When we wish to emphasize the
dependence on the potential we shall use the notation Uy (t).

LEMMA 8.25. For any V € C°(R™)
(8.13) Uy (0) = 1d and Uy (t) - Uy(s) = Uy (t + ) ¥ t,s € R.

PROOF. The group property follows from the t-translation invariance of Py
and the uniqueness of the solution of (8.1). Thus if u € C*(R x R™) satisfies
Pyu =0 then

(8.14) us(t, z) = u(t + s, x) satisfies Py (us) = 0.
If w is the solution of (8.1) then for any s € R

Py (us) =0,
(8.15) v (us)

Us|t=0 = u(s,-) and Dyus|i—o = Dyu(s,-).

This just means that u is the solution of (8.1) with initial data U(s) (Z‘l’), SO
Ug us(t, ) Ug
1 4 = =U(t .
(8.16) v (U(S)<U1)> (Dtus(tr)> Uit +2) (Ul)

For the moment we shall revert to the ‘trivial case’ of V' = 0. Since the support
of u satisfying (8.1) for ug, u; € C°(R™) is compact in x for all finite ¢ we can take
its Radon transform and set
(8.17) ot 5,w) = / w(t, 2)dH, = Ru(t,)(s,w).

T-w=s

O

Recall the important intertwining property (2.17) of the Radon transform. Dif-
ferentiating (8.17) and using this we find

(8.18) D?v = / D?u(t,z)dH, = R(Au)(t,-) = D?v.

T-wW=S8
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Thus v satisfies the wave equation in one space variable
(8.19) (D? — DHu(t,s,w) =0 inR; x Ry x "1

in which w is purely a parameter. A standard result in elementary distribution
theory characterizes all solutions of (8.19) in the form

(8.20) v(t, s,w) = f(s —t,w) + g(s + t,w).

Here f,g € C°*°(R x S"!) are determined up to a constant. Indeed from (8.20)
(8.21) v(0, s,w) = f(s,w) + g(s,w)

Dv(0,s,w) = =Dy f(s,w) + Dsg(s,w).

Differentiating the first equation allows us to find the derivatives of f and g

Dsf(saw) = %[st((), S;w) - Dtv(ov Sﬂw)]
(8.22) :
D,g(s,w) = i[st(O’ s,w) + Dyw(0, s,w)].

Now by the definition, (8.17), of v we have
(8.23) v(0,8,w) = (Rug)(s,w), D:w(0,s,w) = (Ruy)(s,w).
Thus (8.22) becomes

(8.24) Dy f(s,w) = % [Dy(Ruo)(s,w) — Rua(s,w)].

We have dropped the reference to g here because of the symmetry properties of the
Radon transform. Thus, from (8.17)

(8.25) v(t,—s, —w) = v(t, s,w).

Inserting this into (8.20) shows that

(8.26) fls—tw)+g(s+tw)=f(—s—t,—w) +g(—s+1t —w).
Differentiating with respect to s we conclude that

(8.27) D;g(s,w) = Ds [f(—s,—w)].

[We cannot directly conclude that g(s,w) = f(—s, —w) only because of the indeter-
minacy of f and g up to a relative constant.]

From now on we shall confine our attention to the case that n > 3 is odd unless
otherwise explicitly noted. The reason for doing so is that the Radon inversion
formula then takes the simple form:

1 n—1
S§n—1
In view of this and (8.24) we define the modified Radon transform of Lax and

Phillips to be

LP(“O) =23 ()" T D" f(s,w0)

U1

(8.29)

=23 (m)*% { D™ (Ruo)(s,) - D?(Rul)(s,w)} .
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LEMMA 8.26. The modified Radon transform of Lax and Phillips is an injective
map

(8.30) LP : C°(R™) x C°(R™) — C°(R x S"71)
(for n > 3 odd) which intertwines the free wave group and the translation group:
(8.31) LP-Uy(t) =T; - LP, Tyv(s,w) =v(s —t,w).

PROOF. From the definition, (8.17), of v we certainly see that the transform,
v, corresponding to Uo(t’)(“o) is just

uy

(8.32) v(t+t,s,w) = / u(t +t',x)dH,.
Tw=s

The decomposition (8.20) is

(8.33) vt +t,sw)=f(s—t—t w +gls+t+t,w)

so that (8.29) gives

(8.34) LP {U(t’) <“°>} — 25 (1) DiF f(s—t,w) = TyLP <Z°)

(751 1

Thus we have proved (8.31). The injectivity follows from the inversion formula
n nt1
8.28) and (8.27). More precisely, D#f =0= D,? g =0 (since 2% > 1) so
2

from (8.19), for ug,u; € C(R™),

ntl
(8.35) LP<ZO>O:>D52UO:>UOU10.
1

]

Just as for the Radon transform itself, LP is not surjective as a map (8.30).
Nevertheless we show, in Proposition 8.21 below, that it extends to an isomorphism
of appropriate Hilbert (Sobolev) spaces.

Another way of looking at (8.31) is to observe that if u is the solution of (8.1)
and

(8.36) k(t,s,w) = LP - Up(t) <“°

) €C®(R xR x S™ 1)

Ui

then k(t, s,w) = ko(s — t,w) is a solution of the first order differential equation
(8.37) (D 4 D,)k(t,s,w) =0in R x R x S"~1,

Of course this discussion has all been concerned with the free wave equation,
i.e. the trivial case V' = 0. Let us now see what happens if we allow a general
potential V € C°(R™). We can still define k by analogy with (8.36):

(8.38) by (5,1,0) = LP - Uy (1) <Z°> € C®(R x R x S"1),
1
only now (8.37) will not hold. From (8.29) we have
(Dt + Ds)ky (t, s,w)

3 7 pp2 =B
(8.39) =22(m) 2 {—Ds RD;u(t,-) + Ds Ru(t,-)}

n—1 __n—1

=—22(r)"% Ds7 R[V()u(t,")).
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Now with ko(s,w) = LP(;°), as before, (8.21) and (8.23) show that
(840) DI Rug = DI [F(s.0) 4 gls,)] = DI [f(s,0) + f(—s, ).
Then from (8.28)

up(z) = 2(27T1)7L—1 / Dgil(f(saw) + f(=s, 7w))|s=x~w dw
S”71
1
(5.41) - s [ OF Dl ww)d
§”71
=2k [ (DI e i
§n—1

since n is odd. A similar discussion allows us to recover u(x) = Dyu(0, x) as

n—1

(8.42) uy (z) =22 (1) "7 / (Ds7 ko(z - w,w))dw.
Sn—1
Applying (8.41) to (8.38) for each value of ¢, using (8.29), gives

n—1

(8.43) u(t, z) = 24 (m) /(D?skv)(t,x.w,w)dw,

sn—1

where u is the solution of (8.1).
Inserting this inversion formula into (8.39) gives

(844) (Dt + l)s)k‘v(t7 s,w) + Vip - I{Zv(t, s,w) =0
where Vip is an operator on C*°(R x S"~1) :

1 n-1 n-3
8.45 Vip=-———D;> -R-V-R'D;? ,
( ) LP 2(27.[-)7171

the operator V being multiplication by V.

LeMMA 8.27. If supp(V) C {|z| < p} the operator Vip defined by (8.45) has
Schwartz kernel Vip(s,w, s ,w’) supported in the region

(8.46) supp(Vip C {(s,0, 8, w) ERx S" ' x R x S" 1 |s],|s'| < p}.

PrOOF. For any k € C®(R x S*°1) the C* function v = V - Rt - D:TBk
has support in |z| < p since V has support there. Applying Proposition 2.4 we
conclude that Vi pk always has support in |s| < p. The same argument applies to
the transpose of Vip, so (8.46) follows. O

The equation (8.44) is very similar to the original equation Pyu = 0. For
example

(8.47) kv (t,s,w) satisfies (D + Ds)ky =0 in |s| > p

where supp(V') C {|z| < p}. Thus ky satisfies the free equation to the left and right
of the ‘potential’ Vi p; see Figure 1.

Consider the Cauchy problem for the transformed equation (8.44). From (8.46)
it follows that

(8.48) Vip :CT®R x S" 1) — (R x S™71).
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FIGURE 1. Support and singular support of s’ = %p

Then we look for a distribution satisfying
(Dt + Ds + VLP)ELP(t7 S, W; 8/7 9) = 0
ELp(0,s,w;s’,0) = (s — s")dg(w).

Naturally we expect this to correspond to a solution of the perturbed wave equation.
Applying (8.41) and (8.42) the initial data should be
1 n—1 _ n=3
up(x) =272(m)" = D% 6(z-0— ") and
(8.50) A
u(z)=2"2(m)"" 2 D2 6(z-0—¢").

Certainly we can find a solution to (8.1) with the initial data (8.50). From the

arguments used to solve (1.33) we know that the solution is of the form

(8.49)

n—1 n—3
u=2"3(m)""T D, % §(x-0—5 +1)+w, +w_,
wy € I'F 3R {t =+(s' —2-0)})

and that the wi have compact z-supports for all bounded time. To get from this
to the solution of (8.49) we need to apply the operator LP, so we pause to consider
its mapping properties.

(8.51)

PROPOSITION 8.19. The modified Radon transform (8.29) extends by continuity
to a linear operator

(52 LP:[sTETHE®) x[STE R — ot @x s,

The operator

n—1

(8.53) Lp! =274 ()~ (R D.7 |R'. D:%)
gives a continuous linear map

(8.54) LP~!: S(Rx §"71) — STEFI(R") x STETH(R)
for which LP is a left inverse.

PROOF. Since

ntl
1 n—1 2 .
(8.55) LP — 2 % (n) 7" <Dil R)

D,*> ‘R

the mapping property (8.52) follows from Lemma 3.9 by duality. Similarly (8.54)
follows directly from Lemma 3.9. From (3.113) the composition, LP - LP ™!, is well-
defined. Indeed this composite operator is just

1 ntl n-3 n—1 n—1
- D, -‘R- 75.DS2 D;Z -R- t~Ds2
T [ R-R + R-R

This corresponds to the splitting by parity
f(s,w) = f+(s,w) + f—(saw)a

[/(s,0) & (~1)"F f(=s,-w)|, f€CERxS").

(8.56) LP-LP!'=

(8.57) filsw) =

N | =



8. THE WAVE GROUP AND THE SCATTERING KERNEL 75

By Lemma 3.10 the second term in (8.56) annihilates f_ and reproduces fi. More-
over the proof of Lemma 3.10 applies just as well to show that the first term in
(8.56) annihilates f} and reproduces f_. This proves the proposition. O

Returning to (8.51) notice that since it involves integration over a subspace of
dimension n — 1

(8.58) §(x-0—s +1) e [STFHIHRY] vy <0
for each t, s’. Thus
n—3 n !/

D, 6(z-0—5 +1) € [S*f+%+v+(R”)} ,
(8.59) nr o ,
DT (z-0—5+1) ¢ [S—T#W(R”)} vy < 0.
From (8.52) and (3.113) we can therefore apply LP to w in (8.51).

LEMMA 8.28. There is a unique distribution satisfying (8.49) and it satisfies

singsupp(Erp) C

8.60
(8.60) { —s+t=0,0=w}U{s'+5+t=0,0=—w,|s| <p,|s] <p}.

PROOF. We have already established the existence with

L _ U(t,';8179)
(8.61) Erp(t,s,w;s’,0) =LP (Dtu(t7 s, 0)
where u is given by (8.51). Clearly
(8.62) Erp =6(s—5s —t)dp(w) + LP (D?w) .

Recall that w = w4 + w_ is conormal. Obviously it suffices to bound the
singular support of Rw.. This can be written in terms of two projections as

Rwy = m. B w+
(8.63) B:Z={(z,s,w);r - w=5}xRxS" 1 —R?" xR xS"!
m:Z — Ry xS xR xS

in which the last two factors are parameters throughout. Now J is transversal
to s’ £t = x - 0, so, by Proposition 5.13, f*w+ is conormal to the appropriate
hypersurface {s' +¢t = z - 0,2 -w = s} C Z. To deduce (8.60) we just apply
Corollary 5.2. The surface Z can be parametrized by

(8.64) r=sw+uw, w w=0.

The fibres of 7 are just the w’ hyperplanes. Since hq4 = s’ £t —s6-w + 6 -w' are
defining function for the hypersurfaces and

(8.65) dyhy =0— (0 ww
we must have § = +w on the critical sets. This gives (8.60).

The uniqueness of the fundamental solution follows by applying LP 1. (Il

As a consequence of the existence of the fundamental solution for the initial
value problem for the transformed equation we can also solve the continuation
problem.
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PROPOSITION 8.20. For each 6 € S*~! there exists a unique distribution

(8.66) aft,s,w,0) € CTC(R x R x S"1 x "7 1),
satisfying

(8.67) (D¢ + Dy)a+Vipa=0in R xR x S"!
and

(8.68) alt,s,w;0) =d(s —t)dg(w) int < —p

where p = sup{|z|; x € supp(V)}.

PRrROOF. The distribution H(¢)Erp(t, s,w;s’, ) is the forward fundamental so-
lution for the operator D;+ D+ Lyp. The solution to (8.67) and (8.68) is therefore
just

(8.69) alt,s,w;s',0) =6(s —t)dp(w) + (L, s,w; s, 0)
where
(8.70) o (t,s,w; s, 0) =
t
(8.71) / / Fup(t —t,8,0: 8" 0 [Vipd(t — )30 (w')|ds”du
g1

From (8.47) it follows that
(8.72) alt,s,w;0) = k(t —s,w;0) in s> p

where k € C™°(R x S"~! x S*71) is a well-defined distribution. It is called the
scattering kernel. The way we think of this is as the free wave

(8.73) ap(t, s,w;0) = 6(s — t)dg(w)

propagating in from the left and striking the ‘potential’ which is confined to the
region |s| < p. Once it has passed through the potential it again freely propagates
to the right. Thus the kernel x(t,w;6) represents the end result of the interaction.
We shall find both the regularity and asymptotic properties of k. At least for n odd,
n > 3, we can do this quite directly. Before doing so we note some more regularity
properties of LP .

The finite energy space’, H(R™), for the free wave equation is defined to be the
completion of C°(R™) x C°(R™) with respect to the norm

(8.74) | (ug, ur)|)? :/\Vuo(x)|2dx—|—/\u1(x)\2da:.

R R

PROPOSITION 8.21. The inclusion of C°(R™) x C°(R™) in L (R™) x L*(R™)
extends by continuity to an injection (inclusion) from H(R™), the wave group Uy (t)
extends to a strongly continuous group of bounded operators on H(R™), LP extends

by continuity to an isometric isomorphism
(8.75) LP : H(R") «— L*R x " 1)

and Wy (t) = LP -Uy (t) - LP™" is a strongly continuous group of bounded operators
on L*(R x S"1),
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PROOF. We can start by proving (8.75). From Lemma 3.10 the second term in
(8.55) is an isometric isomorphism onto the subspace of L?(R x S*~1) with parity as
n (3.119). Applying this to the first part of (8.55) we see that for any ug € C°(R"™)

1 np
W .Ds RUODS RUO dsdw

RxSn—1
= 2(271 / D RUOD RAUOdew
7T n
(8.76) Rocsn

= / woAuodx
R’IL

= / Vg (z)|*d.
R’!L
This shows that LP extends to a linear isometric map from H(R"™) to a closed
subspace of L?(R x S"~1). In fact it only remains to show that the first term in
(8.55) is surjective onto the subspace with the opposite parity to that in (3.120).
This follows directly from the injectivity of LP~! shown in Proposition 8.19. Thus
we have proved (8.75).

Now the fact that H(R™) injects into L?(R"™) x L?(R") follows from (8.75).
Certainly the second factor in H(R™) is just L?(R™). The first is not quite H'(R")
since the norm on wg in (8.74) does not include the L? norm. However, from (8.75)
it follows that

(8.77)  up(z) =27 % (m)" T R'

Thus &’ is locally in L?(R x S*~!) and since the value of ug in |z| < R only depends
on k' in |s| < R it follows from Lemma 3.10 that ug € L _(R™) as claimed.

Next we want to show that Uy () extends to a group of operators on H(R").
Consider first the case V = 0. For smooth initial data of compact support set

-1
Ds” k', Dk = LP(ug,u1) € L*(R x S"71).

(8.78) B(t) = / Vu(t,2)? + |Deu(t, )|2dz.

This is certainly a C* function and by integration by parts
dE(t)

(8.79) 7

= /[Vu SOV u + 0Vu - Vu 4 02udyu + 0yud?ulde = 0.

Rn
Thus, for V = 0, Up(t) extends to a unitary group of operators on H(R™). For a
general V € C°(R™) we get in place of (8.79)

dE(t)

(8.80) o

= /[—Vum — OyuVuldx

R

Since V has compact support the inclusion of H(R") into L} (R") means that

(8.81) |/8tu (t, )V (x)u(t, z)dx| < CE(t).

Thus for some constant ¢ > 0 e“*E(t) is decreasing. It follows that Uy (¢) is al-
ways a bounded group of operators. The strong continuity is immediate as well.
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From (8.75) the statement concerning the transformed group, Wy (¢), follows. This
completes the proof of the proposition. ([

Of course if V is real-valued then the free energy (8.74) can be replaced by the
perturbed energy

(8.82) | (uo, u1)|3 = / |Vuol? + |ui]® + V(2)|uo|*dz.
]R'n.

In general this need not be positive-definite so it does not lead immediately to a
Hilbert space. If it is positive-definite (for example if V' > 0) then Uy (¢) is unitary
on the completion, Hy (R™), of C2°(R™) x C2°(R™) with respect to this norm. In this
case it follows from Proposition 8.21 that Hy (R™) is isomorphic to Ho(R™) an the
norms are equivalent. Even if the bilinear form (8.82) is not positive definite it does
extend by continuity to a bilinear form on H(R™). As will be shown in Chapter 11
the negative part corresponds to true eigenvalues of the operator A+ V. In case V
has complex values this construction does not make sense, so we shall not exploit
it.

Consider further the group of operators, Wy (t), conjugate to the wave group.
The Schwartz kernel of Wy (t) is Epp(t,s,w;s’,0). We have obtained information
on the singular support of Frp in Lemma 8.28 and we can also easily find some
bounds on the support of this distribution.

LEMMA 8.29. If supp(V) C {|z| < p} then the Schwartz’ kernel Erp of the
group Wy (t) satisfies

Evrp(t,s,w;s'0) =6(t — s+ s')dp(w) in
{s<—ptt_+('—pstU{s>p+tts—(s+p)-}
where X1 = H(X)X and X_ = H(—X)X.

(8.83)

PrOOF. For each s there is a unique solution to (8.49). Moreover, by Lemma 8.27,
the solution satisfies the free equation in |s| > p. Thus we must have
Y- (t —s,w;s’'0) in s < p

8.84 Erp(t,s,w;s,0) =
(8.84) wp(t, 5,03 8',6) {W+(t—s,w;s’9)ins>p.

Now, the initial condition in (8.49) implies
(8.85) V- (—8,w;s'0) = (s — s )dg(w) in s < —p

. Y4 (—s,w; s, 0) = (s — s')dg(w) in s > p.

This proves the equality in (8.83) in the region {s < —p 4+ H(—t)t. In particular
this gives half of the first part of (8.83), corresponding to s’ < p. If s’ > p then it
also shows that Epp =0in s < —p+ H(—t)t + (s’ — p). This gives the first part of
(8.83), the second part follows similarly or by reflecting in ¢, s and s'. O



CHAPTER 9

Conormal distributions at a submanifold

We have already made quite extensive use of conormal distributions associated
to hypersurfaces and along the way similar distributions related to submanifolds
of higher codimension have appeared. The simplest of these is §(z), the Dirac
distribution associated to the point submanifold {0} C R™. It is high time that
we defined these distributions in general and examined their basic properties. The
generalization from hypersurfaces is particularly important since it leads directly to
the theory of pseudodifferential operators, a fundamental component of ‘microlocal
analysis’.

Initially the analysis below is directly parallel to the hypersurface case examined
in Chapter 3. That is, we first define the distributions by iterative regularity in
Sobolev spaces and then introduce the symbol by using the Fourier transform.
Since this is done in local coordinates we need to check carefully the coordinate
independence of the space of conormal distributions of a fixed order.

To treat push-forward and pull-back operations on these general conormal dis-
tributions we use an alternative characterization in terms of the push-forward,
under an appropriate fibration, of conormal distributions associated to a hypersur-
face. This is in line with our generally geometric approach. The main advantage of
switching to this second characterization is that it is the one we adopt in the more
general case of Lagrangian distributions in Chapter 17.

A submanifold X C R™ is a subset with the property that for each Z € X there
is a diffeomorphism of open subsets of R", F': Q «—— ',z € Q,0 € ' such that

(9.1) FXNQ)=Mn

where M C R" is a linear space. Since we can subject M to a further linear
transformations we may as well take as our model spaces

(9.2) M={x=(z1,...,2,) ER"; 2y =--- =x, = 0}

Thus M is of dimension ¢ = n — k and codimension k in R™. We shall generally
write the coordinates as

(93) yi:a:i,izl,...,k, ZjZinJrk,j:l,...,q.

Thus = = (y,2),y € R¥, 2 ¢ R? = M.
Consider the space of all C* vector fields on R™ which are tangent to M :

k q

(94)  VeV(M)«<=V=> aDy, +» bD.j, a;b; €CR")
i=1 j=1

such that Vy; =0 on M for ¢ =1,..., k. Clearly the vector fields

(9.5) Ay =yiDy,,Bj=D,,, i =1,k j=1,...,.q

are all in V(M).

79
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LEMMA 9.30. V(M) is a left C*°(R™)-module and as such is generated by the
elements (9.5).

PRrROOF. Directly from the definition, (9.4), V(M) is a C*°-module. If V €
k
V(M) then from (9.4) Vy; = a; = 0 on M if and only if a; = Y a;eye with
=1
ai € C°(R™). Thus any V € V(M) can be written

k q
(9.6) V=" aiyDy,, + Y bD,
=1 j=1

proving the lemma. (I

The spaces of conormal distributions with respect to M are determined by the
stability of their regularity under the application of elements of V(M).

DEFINITION 9.8. If s € R and M is given by (9.2) then I\”) (R", M) C ;> (R")
consists of those distributions of compact support, u, for which

(9.7) Vi...Vyue H*(R") VVi,..., VN € V(M) and all N € N.
Certainly we have
IR, M) C IR, M) if s> &

(9.8) ISR, M) = (I (R™, M) = CZ(R™).

Let us define the spaces, Diff}; (R™), of V(M)-differential operators of order N,
inductively by setting

Diff},(R") = C*=(R")
(9.9) Diff},(R") = V(M) + C>=(R")
Diff}; (R") = V(M) - Diff}, ' (R™) + Diffy, ' (R™),
as operators on C, °°(R™). Thus the union over N of these spaces of operators is
the enveloping algebra of V(M). Then (9.7) can be written
(9.10) Diff};(R")u ¢ H*(R") V N.

LEMMA 9.31. Each Diff};(R™) is a 2-sided C> (R™)-module, invariant under the
taking of transposes with respect to any non-vanishing C> measure and spanned by

(9-11) y*DyDY ol =18, |al + 7| < N.

PRrROOF. All these statements follow easily by induction on NN, for example that
Diff}; (R™) is a C>(R™)-module follows directly from (9.11), as does the invariance
under transposes since

(9.12) Vi= -V +a,acC®R").

To prove that Diffﬁ(R”) is spanned by (9.11) we can suppose this true for
N = N’ — 1. Then it is only necessary to note the simple commutation identities

Dzij‘DgDZ = ZlaDg(Dszz)v
@/iDyzyaDgDz = (yiya)(Dleyﬁ)Dzﬁ — iy (yiy® )DgDz

where o] = a,. except for r = i,a} = o; — 1. O

(9.13)
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The invariance under transpose applied to (9.11), and (9.11) directly, show that

Definition 9.8 is equivalent to either

y*DJDJu € HI(R") V |a| =8| or
J6] feY s (N —

DyDly%u e HZ(R") V |a| =|3].
From the first of these it follows that
(9.15) singsupp(u) ¢ MV u € I (R™, M).

(9.14)

The second can also be written in the suggestive form

(9.16) DYy“u € H:HI(R™) ¥ a,y.

Thus if u € Iés) (R™, M) is multiplied by a C* function, f, vanishing on M with its
first p-derivatives then

(9.17) Dfly =0V |a| <p= fue IETP(R™ M) C H**P(R™).

LEMMA 9.32. Suppose F : Q1 — Qg is a diffeomorphism of open subsets of
R™ such that

(9.18) F(hNM)=Q,nM,
with M given by (9.2), then
(9.19) FHIE(R™, M) N C% ()] = I (R™, M) N CZ=(Qy).

PRrOOF. If u has compact support in €2 then u € Ic(,s)(R",M) if V(M)Pu C
HE(Q) for every p. Since both the Lie algebra V(M) and the Sobolev spaces are
invariant under F' the invariance (9.19) follows. O

A characterization of Iés)(R”, M) in terms of symbols is given by use of the
partial Fourier transform across the submanifold:

(9.20) (z,¢) = /e_iy'gu(y,z)dz.

PROPOSITION 9.22. Ifu € C;*°(R™) and M is given by (9.2) thenu € IC(S)(R”, M)
if and only if the partial Fourier transform, defined by (9.20), satisfies

s+18l|

(9.21) (1+1¢?) % DEDgu(z,¢) € C°(RE; L*(RE)), Ve, B-
Proor. Taking the full Fourier transform
(9.22) w(§) = /efm'gu(z)dx,

where ¢ = (¢, n) € RF x RY, gives a C* function 4. The second form of (9.14) shows
that u € IC(S)(R”, M) if and only if

(9.23) ¢CnPDya e (1+ [nl* +[¢*) 72 LAR™) Y o] = |B],7.
Since (9.23) holds for all § it is certainly equivalent to

_ s+lal
(9.24) Dya(n,&) € A+ [¢”)"N (1+ ) > L*R")V N,a.

Taking the inverse Fourier transform from ¢ to z gives (9.21). (]



82 9. CONORMAL DISTRIBUTIONS AT A SUBMANIFOLD

As in the hypersurface case we can relate (9.21) to more conventional ‘L°°-
based’ symbol spaces. The latter are defined by extension from (3.41).

a € S™(RY,RF) <= a € C*°(RY™) and

(9.25) sup (1+ [n) "Dy Da(z, )| < oo
K xR4

VK CCR",a e N* and 8 € N
A simple example of such a symbol is a C* function which is homogeneous of

degree m in n in |n| > 1. One of the main reasons that the L> bounds (9.25) are
preferable to the L? estimates (9.21) is the multiplicative properties:

(9.26) S™(RY,RF) - 5™ (RY,RF) € 5™ (RY,RY)
as follows easily from Leibniz’ formula. Similarly if @ satisfies (9.21) and ¢ €
SO(R?,R¥) then ¢ satisfies the same estimates. This allows us to localize the

estimates to cones.
Suppose that ¢ € C°(RF) is supported in

(9.27) {lnl > 23 (Il < 2m}

By relabelling and reflecting the coordinates we might as well take j = 1 with the
plus sign. Assume further that ¢ is homogeneous of degree 0 in |n| > 1, so is in
SY(R?,IR¥). On the support of ¢ we can introduce the projective coordinates

(928) Za7717tj = 77j/771 .]: 2a"'7k'

Now if u satisfies (9.21) then so does ¢u. In terms of the coordinates (9.28) these
estimates can be written

’ _ k=1
(9.29) ni"PD) DEDP ¢u e, 7 LARY,, ).

where the extra factors of 77 come from the change of measure dn = nfﬁldtdm.
We have written this in a form emphasizing that the new variables, ¢, behave in
exactly the same way as the ‘parameters’ z. Thus as before we easily conclude that
Lpy kol _ _
(9.30) ;T DY, D bz, n,t) € CF(RITETTLA(R)).
Now we can apply the one-dimensional result, that (3.29) implies (3.27) for
M > —s — 1, to conclude from (9.30) that

k
(9.31) Ga(z 1., 1) € STRIFTLR), > =5 — 5
This is the main part of the proof of:

LEMMA 9.33. Ifu € IC(S)(R",M), with M given by (9.2), then @ defined by
(9.20) is an element of S™(RY,R¥) form > —s— % and conversely if u € C;>(R™)

> k (s) k
and @ € S™(RY,R*) then u € 1. (R™, M) for any s < —m — 3.

PROOF. From (9.31) it follows that if ¢ is a conic cut-off supported in (9.27)
for j = 1 then ¢a € S™(RY, R¥). The same argument applies for other j so ¢ can be
chosen to form a partition of unity, in S°(R%, R¥), subordinate to the cones (9.27).
Since 1 is C* it follows that @ € S™ (R4, RF).

The converse is even easier If @ € S™(R?,R*) with m < —s — £ then

(9.32) |(1+ [n*)2Dga(n, 2)| < C(L+ [n)™* € L*(R¥) V z e R



9. CONORMAL DISTRIBUTIONS AT A SUBMANIFOLD 83

Thus v € HZ(R™). The higher order estimates in (9.21) follow similarly. O

As for hypersurfaces we think of the order of a conormal distribution as being
related to the power law, m, in the estimates (9.25) on its partial Fourier trans-
form, rather than to Sobolev regularity. The precise order has the usual, somewhat
obscure looking, normalizing terms; the virtue in suffering with these will even-
tually be rewarded in simplification (or at least consistency) in the treatment of
Lagrangian distribution (should the reader last that long!)

DEFINITION 9.9. If M is given by (9.2) then for any m € R we set
(933)  IMR™M) = {u € €, (R");a(zn) € S™HETE(RYRY),

where ¢ = n — k, the partial Fourier transform is defined by (9.20) and the symbol
spaces are given by (9.25).

Notice that (9.33) is consistent with Definition 3.3, for a hypersurface. The
filtration by order goes in the opposite direction to that by Sobolev regularity
(9.34) I'™(R™, M) C I (R", M) if m’ >m.

As a direct consequence of Lemma 9.33 we find

IS5 TYR, M) € ISR, M) I, TR, M)

(9.35) (Cm_ 1) (cm_n_¢) Ve>0.
LA R M) C IMRY, M) € I T TR, M)

From this it follows easily that each I7*(R™, M) is a C*°-module, in fact more is
true:

LEMMA 9.34. For any N all m € R

(9.36) Diff; (R™) - I™(R™, M) ¢ I™(R™, M)
and if f € C®(R™)
(9.37) f=0to orderp on M = f-I"(R", M) C I]""P(R", M).

PROOF. To check that I (R™, M) is a C*°-module we can use Taylor’s formula
to write

k
(9.38) ¢y, 2) = ¢o(2) + Zyiwi(n, z), ¢ €CT(R™).

Directly from the definition

(9.39) dou(z,1) = do(2)i(z,n) € ST (R RY)

if w € I(R™, M), so ¢pou € IT"(R™, M). On the other hand we know that (9.17)
holds, so applying (9.35) twice

(9.40) yitbiu € IMTITER™ M) Ve > 0.

Thus ¢u € I7*(R", M). Having shown this, (9.40) must hold with ¢ = 0 since

E
2

(9.41) you = (—1)1*1D24(z,n) € S™IITE T2 (R RF).

Similar arguments give (9.36) and (9.37). O
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As in Proposition 3.11 the ‘integrated’ version of (9.36) for N =1 :

(9.42) V(M) - IT™(R™, M) C I*(R", M)
is the analogue of (9.19), i.e.
(9.43) FXITMR", M)NC ()] = IM(R", M)NC > ()

under the hypotheses made on F' in Lemma 9.32.
To prove (9.43) we proceed as in the proof of (3.54) by factorizing F, in the
form

(9.44) F=Fy-Fi-Fy

where Fy is a diffeomorphism of €y N M to Q25 N M in RY lifted to R™
(9.45) Foly,z) = (y, Fy(2))

as is the linear part

(9.46) Fi(y,n) = (G(2)y,2), G: 9 N M — GL(k,R).
The ‘remainder term’ F{,) leaves M fixed to second order

(9.47) Fioy(:2) = (y + 0(Jy[2), 2 + 0(ly))) as ly| — 0.

To construct such a factorization, define F{j by noting that F'(0, z) = (0, F§(z)).
Then Fj is just the linear part at y = 0 of FO_1 o F, which is clearly of the form
(9.48) Fy ' Fy,z) = (G(2)y + 0(ly*), = + 0(ly]))

from which (9.46) and (9.47) follow. Notice that F(2) and F} can be viewed as
maps between small neighbourhoods of 3 N M and Fy gives a map from such a
neighbourhood to a neighbourhood of Q5 N M. In view of (9.15) we can assume
that u € I"(R™, M) has support in any preassigned neighbourhood of M N Qy, if
u € C7°(0s), so we can act as though the diffeomorphism is defined globally on
R™.
The invariance of I¥(R™, M) under F, is trivial, since
(9.49) Fgu(z,m) = a(Fy(2),n)-

Similarly the invariance under Fj follows by a change of integral variables, giving
Flu(z,n) = /e_w'"U(G(Z)yw)dy
= (2, (G*) ! (2)n)| det G(2)|.

The invariance under Foy follows by an homotopy argument. From (9.47) the
one-parameter family of maps

(9'51) F(Z),r(y? Z) = (1 - r)(y7 Z) + TF(2)(y7 Z) re [0’ 1]

(using the additive structure of R™) are all diffeomorphisms near M N Q5. Thus it
suffices to show that

(9.50)

d
(9.52) —Fiyyu € IR, M)V ue I'(R", M),

As in (3.72) this follows from the fact that

k
d * *
o Floyrw =3 yiVi By yu, Vi € V(M),

(9.53) . >
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using (9.35).
This proves (9.43). We record the behaviour of the partial Fourier transform.

PROPOSITION 9.23. For any diffeomorphism, as in Lemma 9.32, (9.43) holds
and if F# is defined by

(9.54) (F# - a)(z,m) = a(Fo(2), (G") " (2)n)| det G(2))|
where F(0,z) = (0, Fo(2)) and G;j(z) = 2—2(072), i, = 1,...,k then for each
ue IT(R™, M), with M given by (9.2),
(9.55) Fru(z,n) = F# -4 mod §™*%~ 3 1(RY,RF).

PRrOOF. Combining (9.49) and (9.50) this is just a matter of showing that
(9.56) Fiyu—ue I 'R, M) VueI"(R",M).
This in turn follows from (9.43), (9.34) and (9.37). O

Now Proposition 9.23 shows us how to define the symbol of these conormal
distributions. We set

(9.57) om(u) = i(z,n)dy|  mod S™HET3 LRI, R¥) - |dn|.

The symbol is, just as in the hypersurface case, an equivalence class of products of
symbols and fibre densities. The reason for including the density term is, as usual,
to absorb the Jacobian factor in (9.54).

Recall that for a general submanifold X C R™ the conormal fibre to X, in R™,
at T is a quotient of the ideal

(9.58) I(X,R") = {f € C*(R"); f = 0 on X}.
It Z({z},R") = [f € C(R™); f(z) = 0] then
(9.59) NiX = Z(X,R")/ T({X},R") - T(X,R").

This is always a vector space of dimension equal to the codimension of X.

If y1, ...,y are defining functions for X near Z and ¢ € C°(R™) is identically
one in some neighbourhood of Z and supported in a sufficiently small neighbourhood
of Z then f € Z(X,R™) can be written

k
(9.60) F="twio+ f i € C(R"), ' € I(z,R") - (X, R").

i=1
Thus the elements y;¢ give a basis for N} X, usually written dy;,i = 1,...,k (being
independent of ¢.) Thus

n
. af
(9.61) N3 [f] =) mdys mi= Ty(x)
i=1 ¢
in any local coordinates ¥, ..., Yk, 21, ..., 2q near . The conormal bundle to X
(9.62) N*X = ] N;X
zeX

is a smooth submanifold of R™ x R™.
Of course (9.61) means that local coordinates (y, z) in which X is locally given
by y = 0 induce coordinates in N*X, (z,n).
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LEMMA 9.35. If (z,m) are interpreted as local coordinates in N*M, where M
is given by (9.2), then o, (u) defined by (9.57) is an equivalence class of densities
on the fibres of N*M defined independently of the local coordinates.

ProoOF. If Fy is a local diffeomorphism as in (9.45) then it does not alter the
dual coordinate 7, so just acts as a coordinate transformation on M, consistent
with (9.49).

If Fy is of the form (9.46) then it alters the choice of defining functions from y;
to

k
(9.63) vi=> G2y i=1,... k.
1=k
On the dual coordinates this induces the transformation
k
(9.64) m=Y (G =)um
i=1

Thus, |dn| = |det G(2)||dn’| so (9.50) shows that o, (u) defined by (9.57) in the
two coordinate systems gives the same density.
Under a general coordinate transformation the invariance now follows from

(9.54) and the decomposition (9.44). O

Since we have made all our constructions coordinate independent it is now a
simple matter to transfer Definition 9.9 to a general submanifold M C X. We shall
not assume our submanifolds to be closed so we must introduce some condition to
ensure that the conormal distributions do not misbehave near the boundary of M.

DEFINITION 9.10. If M C X is a smooth submanifold of codimension k then
I™(X, M) consists of those distributions v € C~*°(X) with

(9.65) singsupp(u) C M

and such that for each point p € M there are local coordinates based at p in terms of
which M is given by (9.2) and if ¢ € C>°(X) has compact support in the coordinate
patch then ¢u € I'™(R™, My), as in (9.33).

The coordinate invariance proved in the case of the model submanifold, (9.2),
means that if v € I"™(X,M) then ¢u € I™(R", My) whenver ¢ € C>*(X) has
support in a coordinate patch in terms of which M = Mj. It follows in particular
that if F: X — X is a diffeomorphism then

(9.66) F*: I™(X, F(M)) — I"™(X, M)

for any submanifold M. Similarly the invariance of the symbol map means that
there is a well-defined symbol map

k_

(967) Om : Im(X7 M) - Sm+%_§(N*M§Qﬁbre)/Sm+%_2 L

cl

Here the subscript cl indicates the requirement that the supports of these section
of the fibre-density bundle on N*M should project to a subset of M which is the
intersection with X of a closed subset. If M is itself a closed submanifold this
condition is void.



9. CONORMAL DISTRIBUTIONS AT A SUBMANIFOLD 87

LEMMA 9.36. For any embedded submanifold of codimension k in a manifold
of dimension n and any m € R

0= I Y X, M) —I"™(X,M) ™5 —
(9.68)

SIETE (N M Qo) /ST 27— 0

cl cl

15 exact.

PROOF. The surjectivity of the symbol map follows by the use of a partition of
n_k
unity. If a € gmtaTE (N*M; Qgpre) then, by definition, its support is a subset of M

cl
which is of the form M N F for some closed subset F' C X. Take a covering of supp a
by coordinate charts in which M takes the local form (9.2) and a partition of unity,
qﬁ?, subordinate to the covering of X by these coordinate charts and X \ supp(a).
Then for each j we can use the local representation, obtained by inverse Fourier

transform from (9.33), to find an element u; € I"™ (X, M) with symbol ¢;a. Taking

(9.69) uw=y ¢
j

gives an element of I™(X, M) with symbol a. The proof of the remainder of the
exactness of (9.68) is similar. O

The results on the pull-back and push-forward of conormal distributions in
Chapter 5 also have analogues for the conormal distributions associated to a sub-
manifold. We shall defer the discussion of these operations until after the introduc-
tion of Lagrangian distributions and then give results in that wider context. For the
moment, with a view to that later generalization, we simply note how the conormal
distributions associated to a submanifold are themselves obtained by push-forward
of conormal distributions associated to a hypersurface. Indeed this is implicit in
the local representation (9.33):

(9.70) u(y, z) = (271’)7]6/6@'"@(2’,77)(117.
Rk

We can freely assume that a is supported in |n| > 1, affecting u only by a smooth
term. Then the introduction of polar coordinates in n = r7, |7| = 1 reduces (9.70)
to

(9.71) u(y, z) = (277)_k/ / "W a(z,rr)rF " Ydrdr.
0 gk-1

As a function on Y x [0, 00), where Y = R*~* x S¥=1 q(z,r7) is a symbol. Thus
(9.71) can be written as a push-forward:

u = m,(v) where 7(y, z,7) = (y,2) and

v = (27r)_k/e"(y'T)a(z,rT)rk_ldr.

0

(9.72)

Now f = y -7 € C®(R* x S¥71) vanishes precisely on the submanifold Z =
{(y,z,7);y L 7} where its differential is non-vanishing. In fact it follows directly
from (9.72) that v € I™(R™ x Sk=1 7).
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Remarks: Add topology (say for H*-based spaces), density of C*° and pull-back
under maps transversal to the submanifold.



CHAPTER 10

The scattering amplitude

We have already defined, in (8.72), the scattering kernel xy € C°(R x S"~! x
S"~1) corresponding to a smooth potential with compact support, V € C(R"),
for n > 3 odd. We now proceed to analyse its basic properties, support, singular
support and asymptotic behaviour. To investigate the latter we shall use the Lax-
Phillips semigroup.

Recall that we have shown the initial value problem

(D¢ + Ds)k(t,s,w) + Vip - k(t,s,w) =0

(10.1) k(0,s,w) = ko(s,w)

to have a unique solution for each ky € C°(R x R™). Indeed the solution is just
k(t,x,w) = W(t)ko(s,w) which in turn can be written

(10.2) k(t,s,w) = / Evp(t,s,w; s, 0)ko(s',0)ds'db.
RxSm—1

The solution is C*° and the support properties of Epp found in Lemma 8.29 show

that
103 ko(s,w)=0in s < —p=k(t,s,w) =0ins< —pVt>0
(103) ko(s,w)=0in s <p=k(t,s,w)=0ins<pVit>0.

Observe that the quotient of these two spaces of initial data
ko € C(R x S" 1)ikg(s,w) =0in s < —
(10.4) P Jikols,) =0 in = < —p}
{ko € C*(R x S"1); ko(s,w) =0 in s < p}
can be identified with the space
(10.5) K> ={heC>®((—o0,p] x S" ");h(s,w) =0in s < —p}

by the obvious restriction map, h = ko|{s<p}-
LEMMA 10.37. For eacht >0
(10.6) Z(t)h = W(t)k’o|{5§p}7 where h = k0|{5§p},

defines a semigroup (the Laz-Phillips semigroup) of operators on K°°; this semi-
group extends by continuity to a bounded semigroup of operators on the Hilbert
space

(10.7) K={heL*((—00,p] xS" ');h(s,w) =0ins<—p}.

ProOOF. That Z(t) is well defined follows from (10.4) since if k{ is another
representative of h then k{, — ko vanishes in s < p and hence so does W (¢)(k{, — ko),
for any ¢ > 0. A similar argument shows that Z(t) is a semigroup too, since if kg

89
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is a representative of h then W (¢)ko is a representative of Z(t)h, so Z(s)Z(t)h =
W (s)[W (t)kol|s<p = Z(t + s)h.
The boundedness of W (t) on L? implies the boundedness of Z(¢) on K. O

Notice that
(10.8) K=L*(—p,p) xS"71).

We did not emphasize this initially since the action of Z(t) on K includes a ‘bound-
ary condition’ of vanishing near s = —p which is well described by the definition
(10.5) and the support properties of the kernel of W (t).

One reason that the semigroup Z(t) is so useful is that, for scattering by a
compactly-supported potential, it eventually has a smooth kernel.

LEMMA 10.38. For anyt > 2p the operator Z(t) has a C* kernel which depends
smoothly on t € (2p,00).

PRrROOF. The action of Z(t) can always be written in terms of the kernel of
W (t), i.e.

(10.9) Z(t)h(s,w) = / Eip(t,s,w;s’,0)h(s",0)ds'db.
[—rplxsm=1
Now, by Lemma 8.28, Erp(t,s,w,s’,0) is C* in t > 2p, |s|, |s'| < p. O

The smoothness of the Schwartz kernel of Z(t), for ¢t > 2p means that Z(¢) is
then compact as an operator on K. Recall that a compact operator on a Hilbert
space is a bounded operator, B, which is norm-approximable by operators of finite
rank, i.e. there exists a sequence B, satisfying

(10.10) dim[B,(K)] < oo V n, ||B— B,|| — 0 as n — oo.
Here the operator norm is just
(10.11) 1Bl = sup [|Bfllx-

llfllx=1

For any operator with smooth kernel

(10.12) |B|| <C sup |B(s,w,s’,0)|.

[=p.p] xS =1 x[—p,p] xS 1
Thus the compactness, on K, of any operator with smooth kernel follows from the
approximability of such smooth functions by polynomials on R?”*2 in the uniform
norm on [—p, p] x S*71 x [—p, p] x S*~ 1, i.e. the Stone-Weierstrass theorem.

The compactness of Z(t) for r > 2p is important because it implies that the
semigroup has an asymptotic expansion in exponentials. To understand where this
comes from consider the special case of a semigroup on a space of finite dimension.
This is always of the form e*4* for some matrix A. The kernel of the semigroup
(which in the finite rank case always extends to a group) is then of the form

k
(10.13) Zt) =3 > e |} %ekj @ fij

j i<N; k<i

where the e;; form a basis of generalized eigenfunctions for A corresponding to the
eigenvalue \; and the f;; are an eigenbasis for A*.
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PROPOSITION 10.24. Let Z(t) be a bounded semigroup of operators on a Hilbert
space K and suppose that, for some T > 0, Z(T) is compact, then there are se-
quences A\; € C, with S\; — oo as j — oo, N; € N and elements e;;, fi; € K for
i < Nj, j € N such that for any J the difference

k
(10.14) Z,() = 2() - 3. % et %ekj ® fij

J<J i< k<i

is a bounded semigroup of operators on K ;, the space annihilated by all the Fy; with
j < J and with

(10.15) sup e(SA 9| Z5(1)|| < 0o ¥ € > 0.
t>0

PROOF. This result is a simple consequence of the spectral properties of com-
pact operators. Recall that the spectral radius of a bounded operator is just

(10.16) Rad(B) = limsup || B"||*/".
It is defined so that the Neumann series for the resolvent operator
(10.17) (z=B) '=21> 2B

J<0

converges precisely in the region |z| > Rad(B). In fact the converse is also true,
namely Rad(B) is the radius of the smallest disk centered at the origin with com-
plement on which the resolvent extends to be holomorphic.

If B is compact then for any € > 0 it has a decomposition

(10.18) B = B+ Q., Rad(Qc) <,
(10.19)

where B, is of finite rank and commutes with any operator commuting with B.
Of course we always have Rad(B) < ||B|| so the important point here is the com-
mutativity since otherwise (10.19) follows from the definition of compactness in
(10.10).

In the interests of completeness we pause to prove this result. Let us start
with the earlier statement about the spectral radius. We know that (z — B)~! is
holomorphic in |z| > Rad(B) for any bounded operator B. Suppose then that it is
holomorphic, with values in the bounded operators, in |z| > r, for some r < Rad(B).
Using Cauchy’s theorem we find that

(10.20) Id=— / (z—B) tdz, V' >r
2me
|z|=r’

Indeed, Cauchy’s theorem implies that the integral is independent of v’ > r. From
the uniform convergence of (10.17) near infinity, only the first term contributes as
1’ — 00 so (10.20) follows. From a similar argument, or repeated use of the identity
(2 — B)(z — B)~! =14, it follows that

1
(10.21) BF = 5 / Mz—B)" 'z, V' >r keN

i

Jof=r

Directly estimating the integral shows that Rad(B) < r.
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Having identified the spectral radius with the radius of the smallest disk around
the origin such that (z — B)~! extend holomorphically to the complement, we can
prove (10.19). Starting from (10.10) choose an operator of finite rank F' such that
B — F has norm at most €. Let K1 C K be a subspace of finite dimension containing
the range of F and such that Ky = Ki is contained in the null space of F. Then
consider the decomposition of B using the orthogonal projections 7; onto the C; :

Bi1 Bio

10.22 K=K Ko, B=
( ) 1 &2, [321 Bso

:| s Bij = 7TZ'B7Tj.
Here all but Bag are certainly finite rank and || Bas| < e.

In terms of the decomposition of (z — B) ™! = I(z) corresponding to (10.22) we
need

(z — B11)L11 + Bi2lo1 = m1, (2 — B11)Ii2a + Bi2laa =0

10.23
( ) Boi1Ih1 + (2 — Ba2)Io1 =0, Bailia + (2 — Bag)lop = ma.

Now the resolvent (z — Baz)~! is holomorphic in |z| > €, so the last equation can
be solved there for Iss in terms of I15. Substituting into the second equation gives

(1024) [Z — Bn — B12(Z — BQQ)_IBQJ 112 = —B12(Z — BQQ)_17T2.

Both sides here map K3 to Kq. The first factor on the left is a bounded map on £y .
It is invertible for |z| large and is holomorphic in |z| > €. It follows that the inverse,
and hence also I3, is meromorphic in |z| > e. From this, and a similar treatment
of the first two equations, it follows that I(z), the resolvent of B, is meromorphic
in |z| > €. Such singularities as it has in the region € < |z| < Rad(B) must be poles
of finite order (i.e. if there is a pole at z = 2’ then (2 — 2')N () is holomorphic
near 2z’ for some N € N) and of finite rank. This means that in the Laurent series
expansion at any pole

(10.25) I(z) = Z (z — 2')7Q; the @, for j < 0 have finite rank.
j=z—N

Thus we have shown that for any compact operator the resolvent I(z) extends
to be meromorphic in C\.0 with poles of finite rank. The decomposition (10.19)
now follows from (10.21) for k¥ = 1 by writing

(10.26) QE:% / 2(z — B) tdz

|z|=€’
where €’ < € is chosen so that there are no poles on the circle |z| = €. The difference

1
10.27 B.=B—-Q.=— - - B) '
(1027) Q=ol [ = [Re-me
|z|=Rad(B)+1 |z|=¢
can be evaluated by residues, showing that it is of finite rank. Since I(z) commutes
with any operator commuting with B the same follows for B.. Moreover, directly
from (10.26) it is clear that Rad(Q.) < e. Thus we have proved (10.19).

In fact this approach gives rather more. The operator

(10.28) e .

= - /](sz)’ldz

|z|=Rad(B)+1 |z|=¢
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is a projection. This follows by use of the resolvent identity:
(10.29) (z—=B)'o(? =B '=(z-2)z-B) ' - (¥ —-B)

valid whenever z # 2’ are not poles of the resolvent. If (10.28) is split into a finite
sum of terms each of which is the same integral along a small contour enclosing just
one of the poles of the resolvent in the annulus € < |z| < Rad(B) then these terms
commute and each is a projection. Since these projections commute with Z(¢t) for
allt >0

(10.30) Z.(t) = 7 Z(t)7.

is a semigroup for each € > 0. This is a semigroup of finite rank, so has an expansion
as in (10.13). Thus the sum on the right in (10.14) just arises from the kernels of
these finite rank semigroups.

To complete the proof of Proposition 10.24 it is only necessary to note that the
terms in the expansion of Z. so obtained must be independent of e. ([l

Using the Lax-Phillips semigroup and the analysis already made of the singu-
larities we can now find the basic properties of the scattering kernel.

PRrROPOSITION 10.25. Ifn > 3 is odd then the scattering kernel Ky corresponding
to V € C(R™) satisfies

(10.31) supp(ky) C [~2p,00) x S~ x 8"~ if supp(V) C {|z| < p}.
(10.32) ky €ITR xS xS" 1 D), D={t=0,0 =w}

and Ky has a complete asymptotic expansion ast — 00

(10.33) kv (t,w, 0) ~ > 1< N(j

(10.34) j=1,...,00a;(w,0)eN ast — oo

with aj; € C*°(S"~! x S"71) and S\; — o0 as j — oo.

Here the asymptotic expansion is in C*°, i.e. if the A; are ordered so that S);
is a non-decreasing sequence then (10.34) means that for any p,J € N,e > 0 and
any C* differential operator P on S?~! x S”~! there exists a constant C such that

(10.35) ‘DPP [nv (tw,0) = S 1< N(j

(10.36) J < Jaje(w,0)e™M < Cexp((SAy — e)t) t>1
Note also that (10.32) implies in particular that

(10.37) singsupp(Ky) C {t =0,0 = w}.

These three results give rather precise information on the growth and regularity
of ky . Before proceeding to the proof we note the following consequence.

COROLLARY 10.3. The scattering amplitude
(10.38) ay(w,0,\) = /exp(—i)\t) [ky (t,w,0) — §(t)dg(w)] dt

is a meromorphic function of A € C, holomorphic in some half-plane S\ < C’, with
values in C~°°(S"~1 x S*~1).
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FIGURE 1. Support of o/

We shall actually show below that ay is meromorphic, with poles at the A;
in (10.34), with values in C°°(S"~! x S*~1) and then analyse its behaviour as
|RA| — oo with |SA| bounded.

PROOF. Proof of Proposition 10.25 We can represent xy/, restricted to any finite
strip t < T, in terms of a solution to the transformed wave equation and hence,
ultimately, in terms of a solution to the original wave equation. By definition sy
is obtained from the solution of the continuation problem
(10.39) (Dy + Dy — Vip)a =0 ir.l RxRxS*!

a=03(s—1t)dp(w) int << 0

in the form
(10.40) a(t,s,w;0) = ky (t — s,w;0) in s > p.

The solution to (10.39) can be reduced to a forcing problem for the original
wave equation. Namely if w € C7°°(R x R™ x S"~1) satisfies

n

(D2~ A-Vyw=c,V-D,% 6(t—z-0), cn=2"%02m) %

(10.41) w=0int<<O0
then
(10.42) a(t,s,w,8) = 6(t — s)dg(w) + LP (Di}g()t))'

Indeed, the results of Chapter 8 show that if w satisfies (10.41) then it has compact
x-support and
w(t)

(10.43) o = LP( Dan(®)

) ECT®R xR xS"t x§"h

satisfies

n—3
(10.44) (Di+Ds—Vip)d =R, -V -D,; 2 §(t —x-60) =V pd(s —t)dp(w).
Thus « defined by (10.42), which is just o/ + §(s — t)dg(w), satisfies (10.39). The
formulae (10.40), (10.42) therefore hold by the uniqueness of the solution to (10.39).

The support condition, (10.31), is easily deduced from (10.44). Since Vip has
support in |s|, |s'| < p, and §(s — t) has support on s = ¢ from (10.44)

(10.45) (Di+ Dy —Vip)a' =0int < —p and s > p.

Since o/ = 0 in ¢ << 0 uniqueness for the Cauchy problem shows that o’ = 0 in
t < —p; it must therefore also vanish in {s > p,t < s — 2p}, see Figure 1. From
(10.40) it follows that xy vanishes in ¢ < —2p.

Next we locate the singularities of o, just as we found the singular support of
the forward fundamental solution of D; + Dg — Vi,p. Notice that if u satisfies the
continuation problem

(D} —A—=V)u=0

10.46
( ) u=0(t—z-0) t<<O0
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then, from the uniqueness of the solution to (10.41)

(10.47) w= an:T [u—¥8(t—2-0).

This reduces the question to a continuation problem of the type we considered in
Chapter 1. Using the results obtained there, in particular Proposition 1.1, together
with the removal of the C* error term in Chapter 6, we know that

(10.48) u=0(t—xz-0)+H({t—=x-0)g(t,z,0)+ ¢(t,z,0)

where g, ¢ € C°(R x R™ x S*~1) have z-compact supports.

Together, (10.40), (10.42) and (10.47) show how to calculate ky from u. Observe
that the C* term ¢ contributes a C* term to w in (10.47), hence a C* term to «
in (10.42) and so finally a C* term to ky. Thus in computing the singularities of
Ky it can be ignored. Setting v’ = H(t — x - 8)g(t, z,6) we see that

n+1 n—3
2

n—1 n—1
(10.49)  o'(ts,0,w) =2 {D?RDtTu’stz RDfu'} mod C.

It will turn out that those two terms are the same, so let us concentrate on the
first, which can be written

n—1 n—1
(10.50) 2Ds? D,? Ru.

Clearly then we need to examine the Radon transform of u’. This we write in
the form

(10.51) Ru' = m.p*u

where

M w3
(10.52)
Ry x Ry x S x Sp~'R, x R? x S~ !

are the two projections from M = {(¢, s,z,w,0);s = z - w}.
Now u’ is conormal with respect to {t = x - 0} = H. We have already checked
the transversality of 8 to H. In any case this is just the obvious statement

(10.53) dB*(t —x-0) #0on M N B~ (H).

As before, the fibres of m are the (n —1) dimensional planes in M given by z-w = s,
with w, s,0 and t fixed. Thus the critical set of 371 (H) with respect to 7 is

(10.54) Cry = {(t,s,z,w,0) € B7HH);dp(t —2-0) = cdp(s — - w)}.
Thus again applying Proposition 5.13
(10.55) singsupp(Ru’) C 7(Cy) = {s = ot,0 = ow,0 = +1}.

The same argument applies to the second term in (10.49) so
(10.56) singsupp(a) C {t = 5,0 =w}U {t = —s,0 = —w}.

In s > p (D¢ + Ds)a’ = 0. There can therefore be no singularities of the second
type in this region, since they would propagate along the lines ¢ + s =const. Thus

(10.57) singsupp(a’) C {t = 5,0,w,5 > —p} U{t = —s,0 = —w, |s| < p}.
Since ky is given by (10.40) this proves (10.37).
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To strengthen this to the statement, (10.32), of conormal regularity simply
write (10.51) explicitly in the form

Ru =R / =0Tt 2,0, 7)dr

(10.58) N

= / /ei(t*(swﬂ/)'eﬁb’(t, sw+ 2,0, 7)drdx’
w+ R
where b is a symbol of order . In terms of the fibre variables ¢ = (Tw + 2'7) € R”
the phase function can be written
(10.59) (t—sw-0—12"-0)7=(tw—s(0-ww+0)-.
Consider the map
(10.60) G:RxRxS"!'x8§"! —SR"xRxRxS"!xs*!
G(t,s,w,0) — (tw — s(0 - w)w + 0,1, s,w,0) = (Z,t,s,w,0).

This is clearly transversal to Z = 0, which pulls back to the submanifolds {t =
0,6 = +w}. Moreover b(t, s,w,0,() = b'(t,sw + 2’,0,7) is a symbol in { so

(10.61) u"(Z,s,w,0) :/eiz'%(t,s,w,e,g)dg
R’n

is conormal with respect to Z = 0. Thus Ru’ = G*u” is conormal as stated in
(10.32).

Remark: This needs to be tidied up a bit and related to the results, still to be
added, on smooth approximability and pull-back from Chapter 9.

Finally then we need to prove (10.34). In (10.44) the right-hand side vanishes
for t > p so o satisfies the homogeneous equation. Since ¢/ = 0 in s < —p its
restriction to s < p is given by the Lax-Phillips semigroup:

(10.62) o' (t, s,w,0) = Z(t —p)d(p,s,w,0) ins<p, t>p.

Moreover from (10.56) o/ (p, s, w, 0) is itself C*°. Thus o’ has an asymptotic expan-
sion coming from (10.14) as t — co. From this the expansion for ky follows using
(10.40). This completes the proof of Proposition10.25. O

Using these results, and the formula (10.49) we can obtain more detailed infor-
mation about the scattering amplitude than given in Corollary 10.3.

PROPOSITION 10.26. The scattering amplitude, defined by (10.38) for SA << 0,
extends uniquely to a C* function
(10.63) ay € C(SE™1 x S~ x [C\{\;}]n)

which is meromorphic in A with poles of finite rank (and order) and satisfies, for
some C and any C> differential operator P on S*~1 x S*~!

(10.64) sup |exp(2pSA) (1 + [RA|) " ?Pay | < oo.
IA<C

PROOF. Let ¢ € C°(R xS"~! x S"~1) be identically equal to 1 in a neighbour-
hood of ¢ = 0,0 = w, but vanish in [t| > %, |§ — w| > &. Then the decomposition

(10.65) Ky = Ky + KD, Ky = Ry
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has second term, Y, C*°, with xy, having compact support in [t[ < {5. Thus sy,
still satisfies (10.31) and (10.34). The Paley-Wiener theorem shows that its Fourier
transform

(10.66) Al (w, 0, ) = / =T — (L, w, 0) )y (1, w, O)dt
satisfies (10.63) and an even stronger form of (10.64), namely
(10.67) sup
IA<C
(10.68) S™1 x §"7 ! |exp(2pSA) (1 + [RA))FPaf,| < 00 V¥ Pk.

Now, from the compactness of its support, the Fourier transform of 1., ay,, is
entire in A € C. We shall show that, for some R < 2p,

(10.69) a, = [eMory(t,w,0)dt € C*(S"~! x S"~1 x C)

' lexp(RSA)(1 + [A]) ™" 2 Pal,| < oo in SA < C
This will certainly imply (10.64) for ay = af, + af,. Again, by the Paley-Wiener
Theorem, adding a C* term to sy, and hence to &}, contributes an entire term to

a}, satisfying the estimates in (10.69) and rapidly decreasing as R|A| — oo. Thus
we can replace k}, by ¢ times the right side of (10.49), evaluated at s = p, setting

v (0,0.0) = [ €My (tw,0)d:
n—1 n—1

n—1

~ DT DT fRu'}|,_(t— p.w.6).

We are therefore reduced to computing Ru’ in more detail! Set
(10.71) wh ={¢ eRY¢-w=0},

a subspace of dimension n — 1. Then, since |6 — w| < % on the support of f, we
can set

1 1
(10.72) O=d@w+¢ |¢<5,Eewhdle)=1-[¢)>.
Similarly
(10.73) rTw=s=r=sw+n ncw.

If dn denotes the Euclidean measure on w then we can write

(10.74) oRu = ¢ / H(t—d(€)s —1-€) - glt, sw + 1, d(E)w + €)dn.
Now let b be the Fourier transform
(10.75) bz, w,0,7) = / =IO F (1 3 0)(tw, 0)g(t, z, 0)dt.

We know that b is a symbol in 7 of order —1. Inserting this in (10.74) we have

1 .
¢Ru' = 2—/e”(t_x'e)b(aj,w,H,T)den
(10.76) . T
= — / e dOs=1Op(50 + 1, w, d(E)w + &, 7)drdn).

2
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To compute the form of ay from this we need to use (10.70). Carrying out the
differentiation replaces b by another symbol, of order n —2 (= —1+n — 1), so

2
vt = sw.0) = 52 [ IO s g r)drdy (s > p)

T
~ n—1 "’;1 %_1 n_1l_ ;.
(10.77) bs 0,60, 7) = 77 Z( T ) (rd(e) T Dl
i=
n—3
el e n—3 n—3 . _ .
T Z( : )(Td(ﬁ))szib-

=0 N/
Introducing t 4 s in place of ¢ in (10.77) gives
(1078) (w00 = [N s Ny (52 ).

This proves the smoothness of ay and the estimate (10.69), since b has compact
support in || < 2p (see (10.75)), is a symbol of order n—2, and |(1—d(§))s—n—¢| <
£ on the support of b. This completes the proof of Proposition 10.26. ([

Of course we should not stop here! The formula for ay gives a precise descrip-
tion of the asymptotic behaviour of ay as ®A — oo, with |3A| bounded.

PROPOSITION 10.27. If |SA| < C then as |RA| — o0 ay(w,0, ) is rapidly
decreasing if |\||§ —w| — oo. If § —w = L(— Lw,{ € wh, then as 7 — oo, where
A =71 +1iA, ay has a complete asymptotzc expanszon,

1
(10.79) ay(w, (1 — =~ —)w+ C,T—i—z/\ Z a M(w ¢) as T — +o0

j<n—2

where

(10.80) ain_2(w,g“) = iﬁ / e—ic.n(/ V(n+rw)dr)dn.

wt

PrROOF. The terms other than ay in ay are already rapidly decreasing as
|RA| — oo with |SA| bounded, so it suffices to examine ay given by (10.78),
which we write in the form

(10.81) v (,0,)) = 2 exp(iA(1 — d(€)))b(s, w, &, ¢, \)

the hat denoting the Fourier transform in n € w. The condition ||| — w| — oo,
i.e. |7]|0 —w| — o0, just means |7¢| — oo. Since b has compact support in 7 its
Fourier transform is indeed rapidly decreasing at real infinity. This gives the rapid
decrease away from 0 = w.

Similarly, setting § —w = 1C —Lw, ie. €= 1C with ¢ € wt, we get

1
ay (w, (1 — 7)w + fC,T +1iA)
(10.82) TH/\

$)b(s, w c,””c TN,

=2 exp(i
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The fact that b has an expansion in the last variable, together with Taylor series in
the other variables, gives (10.79). The leading term is just

av,n—Q(wv C) = Cib7:572(p, W, 07 Z)»
if b~ Z l}kt(s,w,ﬁ,n))\k,)\ — 00.

k<n—2

(10.83)

Thus we need to complete the leading term of b, in (10.77). Tt is just

n—1 n—3

by _o(s,w,&,m) = (=1)"7 d(&)"= (d(§) + 1)b%, (5,w,&,m)
if b(s,w,&,n, ) ~ Z b;t(s,w,f,n))\j as A — oo.

j<—1

(10.84)

This reduces the computation to that of the leading term in b, from (10.75). In fact
(10.85) bE (z,w,0) = £ g(t,2,0)|,_, .,

Referring back to the construction of g we conclude that

(10.86) bfl(x,w,e):i(—%)/V(x+(r—x.w)w)dr
Thus
(10.87) bﬁfl(w,o,n)zq:% / V(n+rw)dr

is just the average of V over w-lines. This proves (10.80) and hence the proposition.
O

Proposition 10.27 has one very important consequence. Namely it shows that
the potential, V, can be recovered from the scattering amplitude ay .

COROLLARY 10.4. The scattering transform
(10.88) CX(R™) 3V —ay € C®(S" 1 x§" 7t x (C\{\;]))
is, for n > 3 odd, injective.

PROOF. From Proposition 10.27 we can recover a.

vn—2 from ay. Taking the
inverse Fourier transform in { we conclude that

(10.89) / V(n + rw)dr is determined V w € S"7 1 n € wt.

This however is the X-ray transform of V, i.e. we have recovered the average of V'
along each line in R™. Since we can write

(10.90) / VdH, = Q/ (_Z V(rw + sf)dr)dw

z-0=s
where Q = {w € 0w -’ = 0}

for some fixed w’ € @' we can recover the Radon transform of V from ay. The
inversion formula for R completes the proof. (]
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The philosophical connection between the appearance here, in (10.89), of the
x-ray transform of V and its appearance in X-ray tomography (CAT scans) deserves
to be pondered a little. The occurence of the x-ray transform here can be traced to
the fact that singularities propagate along straight lines, irrespective of the potential
perturbation.



CHAPTER 11

Stationary scattering and spectral theory

Next we consider the relationship between the approach to scattering theory
explored above, using progressing waves and the Radon transform, and other for-
mulations. First the Fourier transform, in time, of the progressing wave solutions is
analyzed, since this gives a complete set of generalized eigenfunctions for the con-
tinuous spectrum of A + V. Similarly the Fourier transform of the forward funda-
mental solution of the wave equation gives the resolvent and so allows the ‘limiting
absorption principle,” to be proved. This analysis reproduces the results of clas-
sical ‘stationary scattering theory’ in this context and gives a detailed description
of the spectrum of A + V. The abstract scattering theory of Lax and Phillips is
also described in this setting as is the radiation limit of Friedlander. These various
approaches to scattering theory are also related to the existence and completeness
of the Miiller wave operators.

First we shall show that the the scattering amplitude as defined in Chapter 10
coincides with the scattering amplitude defined in the more classical, stationary,
approach to scattering. In this approach the scattering amplitude is defined in
terms of ‘outgoing’ generalized eigenfunctions of A + V. These eigenfunctions are
perturbations for large |z| of the ‘plane wave’ generalized eigenfunctions of A of
the form exp(iAz - w) where A € R is the frequency variable and w € S*~1.

More precisely, for each real A # 0 and each w € S™~!, there is a unique function
YA, z,w) € C®(R?Y) such that

(11.1) (A+V — Xy =0 and
(112) o\ z,w) = €% 4 cpa(X, 0, )N T o] 7 Ml 4 O(ja| "7 1)

where 6 = z/|z|. The function a € C®(Ry \ {0} x Sj~' x S%71) is called the
scattering amplitude in the stationary approach. In the course of showing the
existence of these plane waves we shall show that a coincides with the scattering
amplitude defined in Chapter 10.

The unperturbed plane wave exp(iAz - w) is the value at 7 = —\ of the Fourier
transform in ¢ of the unperturbed progressing wave:

(11.3) exp(iAz - w) = /ei’\té(t — 2 - w)dt.
We shall define ¢(A, z,w) in terms of the solution of the continuation problem (1.1).

Then, by 777, u is a tempered distribution in the time variable and is, for z in any
compact set, smooth for large t. We then define

(11.4) e\ z,w) = /e“‘tu(t,x,w)dt.

101
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THEOREM 11.4. For any V € C°(R™), if u is the solution of (1.1) and ¢ is
defined by (11.4) then

(11.5) e\, z,w) = e 4 AT RN 2, w)

where R has a complete asymptotic expansion as |x| — oo on compact sets in
A e R\ {0}, 6 and w :

RO\ @,w) ~ e A7 a(A,w, 0)[2] 757 + Y ag(,w,0)[z| =7
(11.6) g
as |x| — oo;

here a is the scattering amplitude as defined in (10.38), the coefficients o €
C®(Ry x SE1 x S;~1) and ¢, is the universal constant

(11.7) Cn =.
ProoOF. With w, as in (8.79), the solution of the continuation problem let
(11.8) w=u—0t—x w)
be the perturbation of the free wave which results. Thus w satisfies
(11.9) Pyw=-V(z)d(t —z-w), w=0fort < —p.
Recall that the forward fundamental solution for Py, as in Theorem 6.2, satisfies
(11.10) suppE C{(t,z,2') e Rx R" x R™;t > |z — 2'|}.
Since we can then write
(11.11) w=Ex*x(-V(z)i(t—z- w))

where the convolution is in the time variable, i.e. formally
(11.12) w= —/E(t—s,x,x')V(aj')é(s—x'-w)dsdz’

it follows that
(11.13) w =0 for |z| > t+ p.

Thus w has compact support in the z-variable and we can apply the modified
Radon transform of Lax and Phillips:

(11.14) (wa) =R (at,s,w,0) — 5(t — 5)dg(w)).

Written out this gives

n

w=2"3 () T (RD.T (alt, s, w,df) — 5(t — 5)59(w))

(11.15) —27ix T / k(t,z-0,0)do — ¢
sn—1
n—3
where k(t,s,w,0) = Ds? a(t,s,w,0) — 6(t — s)d,,(w)) satisfies
(D¢ +Ds+Vip)k =0
(11.16) o3
k=Dg? 0(t — s)dg(w), t < —p.
The structure of k follows from the disussion in Chapter 10. In particular,
for s bounded k has a complete asymptotic expansion as ¢ — oo and in s > p it
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is a function only of ¢ — s, w and 6. Furthermore it is singular on on ¢ = s and
t+s=0nN{|s| < p}. It follows that the ¢-Fourier transform of k :

(11.17) k(r,s,w,0) = /eﬂ‘”k(t,s,w,@)

is a meromorphic function of 7 with poles of finite rank only at the points 7 = —J;
where A; is an eigenvalue of the infinitesmal generator of the Lax-Phillips semigroup.

Furthermore ¢ = k — (—7)%36“759 (w) is smooth in all variables.
From (11.15) and (11.4)

(11.18) o\, x,0) = el 4 / U=\ w,w,0)dw.
Sn—1
Set x = |z|0’ with @ € S"~! fixed. The properties of k are reflected in the fact that

Lty s,w,0) =01in s < pa
(11.19) , .
Lt s,w,0) =0 (t —s,w,0) in s> pa

where ¢/ (t,w, ) is supported in ¢t > —2p, is conormal at t = 0, w = 6 and has a full
expansion in exponential as ¢ — co. Moreover the wavefront set of £ does not meet
the conormal to ¢t = 0 so

U(=X, s,w,0) = e (A, s,w,0) where

(11.20) . .
p=0ins< —p, Dgp=01ins>p

and p is C*° in s, w and 6 as a meromorphic function of .
We proceed to investigate the structure of

(11.21) o\, x,0) = A0 4 / 10w (N, [2]6" - w,w, 0)dw

Sn—l
by using the stationary phase lemma. The only critical points of the phase function
Mz|0 - 0 are at 8’ = +w, at which points it takes the values +\|z|. The amplitude
w vanishes identically near s = —|z|, for || > p, and (A, 2|0’ - w,w, #) is a symbol
in |z| near § = w since it is actually independent of |x| there. Thus inserting a
smooth cutoff ¢(6’,w) with support near ¢ = +w gives

o'\, |x]60',0) :/qb(H’,w)eilm“gl'”u()\, |z|0" - ww, 0)dw

(11.22) o B
~ 1N (0,0, 0)]a]

Jj=0

where
e\, [2]0,0) = @' (A, |2[07,0) + " (N, [0, 0)

(IL.23) (o, Jal6’,0) = / (1- )0, )N (X - w,w, 6)dw.

Sn—l
Here the cufoff factor constrains the support of the integrand to some set |6"-w| < 7,
for r < 1.

It remains to show that ¢’ is rapidly decreasing as |x| — oo. Since |§"-w| <r < 1
on the support of the integrand in (11.23) the decomposition as in (2.57) can be
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used:
(11.24) w=t0 + (1 -2, o L6
and then s = ¢/|z| and w’ can be used as variables of integration:

¢ (A [2]6/,0) =
e B e (R e B
(6")+ —p<|s|<r|z|
(A5, 2l s + (1 [o] 262 e 0)(1 — || 25?) T dsdu

Since A # 0 the identity dexp(isA)/ds = idexp(is\) and integration by parts can
be used to write this in the form

(pHO‘a |x‘9/7 9) =
d

on(=As eS8 4 (1 2| %5%) 20, 6)
S

(7i)\|1’|)71 / eis)\
(0")+ —p<|s|<r|z|

(1- \x|7232)n7_3d5dw’ + Q.

(11.26)

Here we have used the fact that ¢ = 0 on the support of dsu/ds. The remainder
term in (11.26), @, is given by a and integral as in (11.25) with (1 — ¢) replaced by
its s-derivative. The support is therefore in r|z| > |s| > ir|z| and the stationary
phase lemma shows it to be rapdily decreasing.

Finally then the asymptotic behaviour of the integral in (11.26) needs to be
analyzed. It is clearly a smooth function of |x|~! as |x| — oo and the coefficients
of its Taylor series, i.e. asymptotic expansion in |z| are linear combinations of the
functions

o\ d
(11.27) / /spe’S/\d—sng,ﬂ(—A7s,w',@)dsdw'
s
o9+
where ¢ < k and V/ is the unit vector field on the circle tw’ + (1 — t2)2[w’ for
each w' € (§')*. Integrating by parts in s again allowss the terms in (11.27) to be
expressed in terms of the integrals
(11.28) / /spVg,f(—A,s,w’,H)dsdw’, g <np.
(0)+

That these all vanish follows from Theorem 2.8 and the compactness of the support
of w for each t¢. O

In fact it is easy to see directly that the terms in the expansion of (11.26) must

all vanish. Without using Theorem 2.8 we have shown that ¢(\, z,0) satisfies
(A+V = X\)p=0

(11.29) RN

@~ e L NTIR(N 2, 0) + R' (M, x,0)

where both R and R’ have complete asymptotic expansions as |z| — oco. It follows
that each terms must satisfy the same equation asymptotically, in particular

(11.30) (A+V = )R (\,z,0) = O(|z| =) as |z]| — oo.
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Writing A in polar coordinates and computing the leading part it can be seen that
(11.30) implies that R’ is itself rapidly decreasing as |z| — oo.

The generalized outgoing eigenfunctions as in (11.5) can be used to give an
explict spectral representation for A+ V similar to that for A given by the Fourier
inversion formula:

(11.31) A= /)\dEO()\)
0
where the spectral projection Eg(A) is given by
(11.32) EaVf@) = [ A7 ol VRN poly VA )
§n-1
with the
(11.33) wo(x, A\, w) = e

being generalized eigenfunctions for A. We shall find a similar spectral resolution
for A+ V(z) using the generalized eigenfunctions ¢ in place of @q.

The spectrum of A+ V, for V € C°(R) real valued, differs little from that of
for A. Namely, the absolutely continuous spectrum for A 4+ V is [0, 00), as in the
unperturbed case, and there are may in addition be a finite number of negative
eigenvalues. We proceed to prove this, for n > 3 odd.

First we proceed to show that A+V, with V real-valued, is a selfadjoint operator
with domain Dom(A + V) = H?(R").

The resolvent is well defined for o < 0, (A — o)~ : L2(R") — H?(R") and
also the operator

(11.34) B, =V(z)(A—0o) L.

The reason to consider B, is that the existence of negative eigenvalues is very much
tied up with the invertability of the operator

(11.35) Id+ By, A <0.

We shall prove that Id + B,z is a Fredholm operator depending analytically on o.
Then we shall use the analytic Fredholm theorem to conclude that the set of o’s
forr which Id + B,z is not invertible is discrete in C.

PROPOSITION 11.28. For any V € C(R™), B,z is compact for So? < 0.

PROOF. (A —0?)71: L2(R") — H?(R") is bounded for So < 0. Since V has
compact support, supp V' C B(0, p), then

(11.36) V(z)(A—o*)"t: LA(R") — H*(B(0,p))

is bounded. By Rellich’s compactness theorem the inclusion

(11.37) H?*(B(0, p)) — L*(R™)

is compact, proving the proposition. [l
THEOREM 11.5. For any V € C°(R™), n > 3 odd,

(11.38) (A—c*H)™': H*R") — L*(R™), So << 0

has a meromophic extension to C as an operator
(11.39) (A—0o?)71: C(R™) — C°(R™).
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PROOF. First we shall check that C,2 = (A — 0?)~! is weakly holomorphic.
That is we proceed to show that

(11.40) 9o = (Corf,0) = (A= 0*) 7' f,00)

has a meromorphic extension to C for f € C°(R™) and ¢ € C°(R™). Clearly g,
is analytic for So << 0. Also g, makes sense for So > 0. The problem is then to
analytically continue g, across the real axis. We have

(11.41) 9o = Jm, S0 << 0.

Changing to polar coordinates we obtain

(11.42) Jo = / /r"_lwm“ dw,So < 0
r’—o

Sn—1 0

We will first extend g, analytically to C \ (—o0,0] by using the Cauchy integral
formula. For So < 0 we have using the contour of Figure***

0 R

_ ¢ (Qw)(—Cw)dGw

w=[ [ el
sn—1 0

(11.43) n ¢ (w)(—Cw)

C270-2

d¢dw
Sn—1 RC>0,I¢=45

+ i / 0" 2 f(ow)p(—ow)dw.
Snfl
Formula (11.43) clearly implies that g, can be extended to C ~\ (—o0,0]. This is
valid in any dimension. Next we define ¢/ = g_, for So > 0. We analytically
continue g/ across (—oo, 0] using an analogous formula to (11.43).
However, the extension of g, to the upper half plane differs from g, in the
following fashion

(11.44) 9o = gb +Poy, S0 >0,

where

(11.45) po = mi(—0)" 2 / f(—ow)p(ow)dw
S'n.fl

If we continue analytically g/ as indicated above we get

(11.46) g =go +po +P—o inSo<O0.
However, for dimension n odd it is easy to check that p_, = —p,, concluding that
(11.47) gr =g, in S0 <0

and obtaining the desired extension of g, to C—{0}. The last thing to check is that
go has a removable singularity at ¢ = 0. For that we will prove that g, is bounded
near o = 0. Using (11.42) and the fact that

2 d
ro_ 2 log(r? —0?) So <0

202 dr

(11.48) -
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we conclude
1 I n—2 d 2 2\ 7 R
(11.49) Jo = 3 r %(log(r —09) f(rw)p(—rw)dw dr.

0 gn—-1
Integrating by parts in the r-variable we get

o0

1 d A
(11.50) o = —5/ / %(r"_?f(rw)gZJ(—mJ))log(r2 —o?)dwdr
0 gn—1
For n > 3, (11.50) is clearly bounded near o = 0. O

Using the analytic Fredholm theorem then we conclude that there is at most a
discrete numbers of ¢’s for which (Id 4+ B,z) is not invertible. We will use this to
prove

PROPOSITION 11.29. Let V € CP(R™), n > 3 odd and V real-valued. Then
A+ V has at most a discrete number of negative eigenvalues.

PRrROOF. Let {\;} be eigenvalues of (A + V), A\; < 0 with

(11.51) (A+V)pi = Nigi, i € H*(RY)

Now we define f;eL?(R™) by

(11.52) fi=(A=X)e

and consequently since \; < 0, ¢; = (A — ;)71 f;. From (11.51) we then conclude
(11.53) i+ V(@) (A-X)"fi=0,

that is

(11.54) (Id+ B x)fi = 0.

Now the theorem follows from the fact that there are at most a discrete set of o’s
for which there is a non-trivial kernel of (Id + B,). We now state O

THEOREM 11.6. Let V € C{°(R™) with V real-valued and n > 3 odd. Then
there is at most a finite number of eigenvalues of A+ V.

PrOOF. The only remaining thing to check is that the spectrum (set of eigen-
values) of A+ V is bounded. Let A be an eigenvalue for (A + V), then

(11.55) (A+V)f=\f, feH*R"),fH#0.
Then

(11.56) (A+ V) ) = O F)

where ( , ) denotes the L? inner product.

Since V' is bounded we conclude

(11.57) [vaes fvise=x [ise

Therefore
(11.58) /(V(m) —MIfF<0

and consequently A > inf V()
In a similar fashion we conclude A < sup V(z).



108 11. STATIONARY SCATTERING AND SPECTRAL THEORY

The possible existence of negative eigenvalues for A + V' (the so called bound
states of V') implies that there might be solutions of the wave equation plus potential

82
of the form
(11.60) u = eNtw; ()

where —A? is an eigenvalue of (A + V) and wj, a corresponding eigenfunction.
Intuitively speaking one cannot “scatter” these solutions since in any compact set
the energy of the solutions does not decay in time. In order to do “scattering” in
the classical sense we have to avoid solution of the form (11.60).

We shall prove next that if V'€ C§°(R™) n odd and with no bound states, the
local energy of solutions of Pyu = 0 decays for large time. To do this we shall
use the Lax-Phillips semigroup introduced in chapter 10. We proved there that the
Lax-Phillips semigroup Z(t) : L*>((—p, p) x S"~1) — L2((—p, p) x S*~1) is compact
for ¢ > 2p where suppV C B(0, p). Let

(11.61) K =R L*(=p,p) x 5" 1)
provided with the norm induced by the energy norm and R = LP. Then
(11.62) ZH) =R 'ZOR:K — K

is compact for t > 2p. Z (t) is the transformed Lax-Phillips semigroup and an
analogous statement to Proposition 10.24 holds for Z(t). g

PROPOSITION 11.30. ||Z(t)|| < 1, ¢t > 0 if V has no bound states, where || ||
denotes the operator norm.

PROOF. We know already that ||Z(t)|| < 1Vt > 0, so that it is enough to show
that there is not eigenvalue of Z (t),t > 0 with norm 1. Suppose the opposite. Let
A € C eigenvalue of Z(T) with |A| = 1. Without less of generality (since Z(t) is a
semigroup) we can assume T = 3p. Let N be the null space of Z(T) — AId. Since
Z(T) — A1d is Fredholm, N is finite dimensional. Since Z(t) commutes with Z(7T)
for ¢ positive

(11.63) Z(t): N — N.

Let B be the infinitesimal generator of Z(t) on B, i.e., Z(t) = 5.
There is an eigenvalue y € C of B with Ry = 0 such that

(11.64) et =\

Let w be an eigenfunction of B associated to the eigenvalue . Then Bw = pw and
therefore

(11.65) Z(tw = e*tw.

Since Z(t) is smoothing for large ¢, then w € C°.
From the definition of Z(t) we have

(11.66) Z(tw =R Z(t)Rw
where Z(t) is defined as in (10.7).
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R is unitary and since ||Z(t)w|| = ||w| we conclude since the restriction oper-
ators used to define Z(t) have norm less or equal than one that
(11.67) Z(tw =R Wy (H)Rw = e"*w

and consequently
(11.68) Uy (tHw = e'*w.

Uy (t) is a unitary group and it is easy to check that its infinitesimal generator is
given by

0 Id
(11.69) A_(A—H/ 0>
We have that w € D(A), since w is smooth. From (11.68) we conclude then
(11.70) Aw = pw.
and using (11.69)
(11.71) (A+V — p?)wy = 0 where w = (:ﬁl) .
2
and moreover wo € L?(R™) since w has finite energy.
Formula (11.71) contradicts the assumption of no bound states for V. O

THEOREM 11.7. Suppose V' € C5°(R™) has no bound states then
1Z(@)| < Ce™?*

(11.72) ~

1Z(@)l < Ce™?*

for some C >0 and 3 > 0.

PRrROOF. This is a standard result from the theory of semigroups which follows
using the asymptotic decaying exponentials (since there are no eigenvalues of B
with 0 real part) proved in (10.17). O

An immediate consequence of the exponential decay of the Lax-Phillips semi-
group are the following which shall be used later.

PROPOSITION 11.31. Let V € C*(R"™), for n > 3, be real-valued with no bound
states, then

a

(11.73) / /|Wv(t)k(s,w)\2dwdstﬂ 0, Vke L*Rx S?).
Let u be as in (1.1), then 3C > 0, B > 0 such that
(11.74) > Jult,z,w)| < Ce

it

for t sufficiently large. Let a(t,s,0,w) be as in Proposition 8.20, then 36 > 0,
C > 0 such that
(11.75) sup |af(t, s, 0,w)| < Ce Pt

s€ KCCR™

6, wesn—1

for t sufficiently large.
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We shall use this fundamental result in the development of the scattering theory
of Lax-Phillips.
The first objective in this theory is to prove that a solution of the equation

(11.76) Pyu=0

with finite energy, there exist solutions u of the unperturbed wave equation (V =
0) such that

. Ju 8ui
(1.77) Jim 1 5~ (e, o = 0
The “wave operators” are defined by
(11.78) Wiu = us

with u, ug asin (11.76), (11.77), and the Scattering operator (if it exists) as defined
by

(11.79) S=w,w-'
To do this we shall work rather in Radon transform land

THEOREM 11.8. Letn > 3 odd, V € C5°(R™), suppV C B(0, p), V real valued.
Then we can decompose

(11.80) L*RxS"Y)Y=D_a@KaD,
orthogonal sum with respect to || ||v defined by

(11.81) £l = IR fll o
where

D = L¥((~o0,—p) x §")
(11.82) D, = L*((p,00) x 8" 1)
K = L*((=p,p) x ")
D, is called the outgoing space, D_ the incoming one and K the interaction space.

PRrROOF. We first show that the scalar product

(11.83) (f9)v =R, R '9)m,

induced by || ||y coincides with the standard L?-inner product on L?(R x S*~1),
ie.

(11.84) (f,9)v =(f,9)0, [f,ginDy or f,g€ D_

This can be readily seen by observing that

(suppR~'f)NsuppV = ¢ for f € D, UD_ and |jul|gy, = ||ul m,
(11.85) .
if suppuNsuppV =0,

since f = 0 for |s| < p implies R f = 0 for |z| < p. Therefore we conclude Dy L D_.
To prove that K L (D_ @ D), we observe for f € K, g € Dy

(11.86) (fov =R R 9y = (R R 9w,

again using (11.85).
Now by the unitary of the modified Radon transform of Lax and Phillips

(11.87) (R R 9wy = (f, 9)12m) = 0



11. STATIONARY SCATTERING AND SPECTRAL THEORY 111

proving the proposition. O

The fact that the energy of solutions of Pyu = 0 remaining near the interaction
space is very small for large time if V' has no bound states is exploited to prove the
existence of the so called wave operators W and the scattering operator.

THEOREM 11.9. Let V € C§°(R™), n > 3 n odd and V with no bound states.
Then

(11.88) Wik = tligloo T_W(t)k

defines an unitary isomorphism

(11.89) We s (PR x S™ 1 v) = (L2@ xS, o)
where Ty is the group of translations to the right

(11.90) T, f(s,w) = f(s — t,w), f € L*(R x S"71).

PrOOF. We shall give the proof for W,. An analogous argument will give the
result for W_.
We shall show first that W, is an isometry defined on

(11.91) E, ={c L*(R x " '); Wy (t)k € Dy for some t}
We shall prove later that E is dense in L?(R x S"~1).

Let k € E, then Wy (tg)k € D;. Using again (11.85) and the fact that
RUy(t) = TR we have that

(11.92) Wy (t)f =Tif fort>0(resp. t <0)f € Dy (resp. f € D_).
Then

(11.93) Wy (t)k = Wy (t — to)Wy (to)k = T(4—1)Wv (to)k, t>to
then

(11.94) T_ Wy )k =T_iTi_t, Wy (to)k = T—t; Wy (t0)E, t > to.
Thus we conclude that

(11.95) Wik =T 1 Wy (to)k, ke E;

and

(11.96) [[Wikl2@mxsn—1) = [[T—tc Wy (to)kll 2 5n-1) = [Wv (to) Kl L2 mx 58 -1-
Using (11.84) we obtain that W; is an isometry on F,, namely

(11.97) Wikl L2mxsn—1) = Wy (to)kl| L2mxsn-1) = [lkllv-

Next we shall check that E is dense in L2(R x S~!). Let k € (E4)*. Then
(11.98) (k,0)p2xsn-1y =0 ¥

Assume Wy (tg)¢ € D4. By the local energy decay of solutions of Pyu = 0 we have
that given € > 0, for ¢ sufficiently large

P
(11.99) / / W (£)k||dw ds < e.

— 00 Sn—l
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Because of (11.85) and the unitary of R, the norms || ||y and || ||o are equivalent
for n > 3 and therefore

(11.100) Wy (kv < C|[Wy (£)k]| 2 < Ce

for ¢ sufficiently large and since

(11.101) Wy (kv = [[*]lv Ve

we get finally k=0.
We have proven so far then, that

(11.102) Wi (L% lv) = (L% o)

is an isometry. To prove the isomorphism we need to check that W, is onto. Since
W, is an isometry (and therefore has closed range) is enough to check that the
range of W, is dense. This follows since we shall prove that

(11.103) RanW, C (¢ € L*(R x S"™1); £ =0,

and A is dense in L?(R x S"~1). To see this we take £ € A. Then

(11.104) Tle Dy fort>p—c.

Therefore

(11.105) Wy (—t)Tyl € Ey fort > p—c

and

(11.106) Wi (Wy (=t)Tl) = T_ Wy (1) Tl = ¢.

We leave as an exercise to the reader to check the unitarity of the W,. (]

The scattering operator is then defined by
(11.107) S=w,w-L

We check now that the kernel of the scattering operator is the scattering kernel
defined in section 8.

THEOREM 11.10. Let V € C§°(R™), n > 3 odd with no bound states then S is
an unitary isomorphism

(11.108) S (LA® >SN o) = (L2® x S"7), 1 lo)-
Moreover the Schwarz kernel of S is given by
(11.109) Ks(s,0,5,w) = Kg(s,5,0,w) =Ky (s —5,0,w)

where Ky is the scattering kernel as defined in (8.72).

PROOF. The fact that S is an unitary isomorphism follows directly from The-
orem 11.9. Formula (11.109) follows from the following relation for the kernel of
the scattering operator which is based on finite propagation speed of solutions of
Pv’u =0

(11.110) Ks(s,0,5,w) = (T_yWy (t + 1)T_1(55(-)6.,(-)) (s, 0)

for t > 5+ p,s+1r > p. Of course, (11.110) is meant in the sense of distributions
and we have extended the operators to spaces of distributions.
Let

(11.111) u = 65(-)8,().
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We have that

(11.112) Wy () T_pu =Wy )Wyt —t)T-pu
Now
(11113) WV (t/ - t)T_t/u = E/_tT_t/u = T_tu, t/ <t

since supp T—¢+u C {(s,w); s < —p}. Now
(11.114) Wo(t' —t)f =Ty _f, t' < tif supp f C {s < 5}.

Now let ¢; € C§°(R x S™~1) an approximation to u (depending smoothly on 3, w).
We have

(11.115) T_ Wy (t+1)T_1¢;(s,0) =
(11.116) T T Wy (=1 + 1" YWy (r)Wy () T-10;)(s,0) =
(11117) TT,T/Wv(T/ — ’I“)Wv(’l“)Wv(t)Tft(bj (7" + s, 9)

Since r +s > pthen ' +s>pfor v >r and t > 5+ p.
Now using the domain of dependence property (6.4) we check that

(11.118) Wy (' —r)W(r+t)T-_+¢;(r' + 5,0) =T,
for j sufficiently large.
Then we conclude from (11.115) and (11.118)
(11119) T . Wy (t + r’)T,t¢j(s7 9) =T1_ Wy (’I“ + t)Tt¢j(S, 0)

for j sufficiently large, t > 5+ p, s +r > p, proving (11.110).
Now (11.109) follows immediately from the representation (11.110) since the
RHS of (11.110) satisfies the equation

(11.120) ((Dy — Dg) + Vip)w =0
and the initial conditions match and s > p (taking r = ¢ small enough), proving
the claim. O

From the exponential decay of solutions of Pyu = 0 and formula (11.110) we
deduce

PROPOSITION 11.32. Let V € C§°(R"™) real-valued with no bound states, then
dJa>0,C>0

(11.121) |Ks(s,0,w)| < Ce™* for s large.

We shall show next that under the assumption of no bound states the wave
operators interwine the translation group 7; and the group Wy (¢). Since R is
unitary this will imply that the pull back wave operators Wy (£) = R Wy ()R
intertwine the free group Up(t) and the wave group Uy ().

PROPOSITION 11.33. Let V' € C§°(R™) real-valued with no bound states. Then
(11.122) T,Wy = Wo Wy (t) and

(11.123) U ()W = WUy (t) where

(11.124) Wo =R "Wy (H)R.
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PRrROOF. It is sufficient to prove (11.122) since R is unitary.

(11.125) Wy = tlingo T_(ryyWy (t+1)
for every r. Then

(11.126) Wi = T,r(tlijgo T_ Wy () Wy ().
Consequently,

(11.127) T, Wy = Wi Wy(r) for all r.

The pull back wave operators Wi and the pull back scattering operator

(11.128) S=w,w!

satisfy analogous property to S. (]
THEOREM 11.11. Wi are unitary isomorphisms

(11.129) Wy : Hy — Hy

and S is an unitary isomorphism

(11.130) S: Hy — Hy

The interwining property (11.123) implies a similar one for the infinitesimal gen-
erators of Uy (t) and Uy(t). Thus we conclude

(11.131) AWE = W (A+V)

where Wf denotes the corresponding component of Wi. Thus we conclude that the
spectrum of A+ 'V coincides with the spectrum of A, if V' has no bound states.

THEOREM 11.12. Let V € CP(R™), n > 3 n odd, V real-valued with no bound
states. Then

(11.132) 0(A) = 0(A) = 0(A+ V) = 04e(A+ V)

where o(S) denotes spectrum of S and 04.(S) the absolutely continuous spectrum

of S.

In the previous discussion we proved that the scattering kernel defined in section
10 coincides with the kernel of the scattering operator as defined via the Lax-Phillips
theory if the potential has no bound states.

THEOREM 11.13. Let VeC§°(R™), n > 3 odd, V with no bounds states, then

(11.133)  f =B, 3f =cn / //)\” B\, z,w)P\, 2, w) f(z')dAdx dw

Sn—1Rn

(11.134) (A+V)f =B, 1f=cn / /x\"‘lap()\,x,w)E(/\, 7' w) f(x")d\dz'dw
gn—1Rn

with f € H*(R™) and ¢ as in (11.5).
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PROOF. It is enough to check (11.30) since ¢ satisfies (A + V) = \2¢p.
Let M(t) C§°(R x S"~1) — D’(R™) be the operator with Schwartz kernel

n—3

(11.135) Kyy =Dy % u(t —s,2,w)

with w solution of (1.1).
We claim now that M is the first component of the operator

(11.136) M(t) = Uy ()yR™'W!

To check (11.136) we observe that both M and M satisfy PyM = PyM = 0.
Then uniqueness of solutions of the IVP for Pyu = 0 it is enough to prove if
vo = M(t)k|i—o, v1 = %M(t)kh:o, with k = §(s — ¢')dp(w)
(11.137) (vo,v1) = RTIW k.
A similar argument to (11.94) shows that W'k = T_, Wy (r)k for r sufficiently
large negative and therefore we get using that

RUy(r) =T, R
(11138) 1 1 —1
R™W ™k =Uy(—r)Uy(r)R™k

for large r negative. Using the unitarity of W togethere with the identity (Up(—r)Uy (1)) =
Uy (—r)Up(r) we conclude that

(11.139) RW 'k = Uy (—r)R™ Tk

for large r negative.
An easy computation gives

(11.140) R k=0 (t—s +r—2-0),67 (t—s +7—x-0)

and therefore Uy (—r)R ™7,k is just the Cauchy data of the solution of Pyu with

initial data (62" (t—s'+r—x-6),6"= (t—s'+r—=-0)) proving the claim (11.137).
Now we shall prove that

(11141) MM*(é(t)®f($))|t:0 = Bn,3f

where M* denotes the formal adjoint of M extended to distributions in the standard
fashion, and 6(¢) ® f(z) denotes the tensor product of the distributions. Assuming
(11.141) for a moment we finish the proof of the Theorem. We have

(11.142)
MM*(6(t) @ f(2))|i=o = (Uv ()R W) o (Uv (ORTWZH)*(6(t) @ f).

Using the unitary of the different operators in the left hand side of (11.142) we
obtain

(11.143) MM*(5(t) @ f(z)) = Uy ()UY(£)(6(t) © f(x))]i=0-
Finally an easy calculation left to the reader shows
(11.144) Uy (t)Uy (£)(6(t) @ f)lt=0 = f-

The only remaining loose end in the proof of theorem is then (11.142) which we
proceed to prove.
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The Schwartz kernel of M M* is given by
(11.145)

n-s
KMM*(t,x,s,x'):/ / Ds? u(t—s',z,w)D
R Sn—l

n—3
s 2 u(—s +s,2",w)dwds.

Since both M and M* are translation invariant we have

(11.146) Ky (t,z,s,2") = Ky (t— s, 2,2).
Therefore
_— ey ey
(11.147) Kynr-(\x,2') = / Ds? u(\ z,w)dwDs? u(\, 2, w)
Sn—l

where A denotes the Fourier transform in the ¢-variable. By the definition of the
outgoing eigenfunctions we (finally!) get

(11.148) Ko (M z,2) = / N3N, 2, w) P, 2, dw)
Sn—1
proving (11.142) and the theorem. O

Another way of looking at the amplitude is via Friedlander’s radiation field
which we proceed to describe

THEOREM 11.14. Let V € C§°(R™), n > 3 odd with no bound states, then
(11.149) Kv(t,0,w) = lim r%u(t +r,rf,w)
with n solution of the continuation problem (1.1).

PROOF. As in (11.8) we write

(11.150) u=0(t—z w)+wtzw)
and
(11.151) w(t,z,w) = 2_%(71')_(731) / ky(t—=z-6,0,w)do.
|z-6"|>p
Therefore
(11.152) w(t+r,rf,w) = 27%(#)7(”51> D?kv(t +r—r0-0,0 w)db.
r6-6/|>p

Of course all of these identities are to be understood in the sense of distributions.
As in (2.44) we write

(11.153) 0 =af+ 1 —a20+,
where 61 denotes a direction perpendicular to 6. Then
n—3
w(t+r,r,w) = / D% ky((t+7)(1—a),af
(11.154) S"=2 |ra|>48
V1= a20h,w)(1 - a?) "7 dadf™.

We can restrict our attention in the integral in (11.154) to those « so that
T = r(1 — «) is sufficiently small for r large since ky (s, 6,w) is 0 for s sufficiently



11. STATIONARY SCATTERING AND SPECTRAL THEORY 117

small and exponentially decaying (see (8.67)) for s sufficiently large. Making the
substitution 7(1 — o) = 7 we obtain for all § > 0 small

w(t+r,rl,w) =

(11.155) T/ /D:;kV(”T’(I;TWm%w)

sn-2 |T|<s

n— 1 - n—
(D)= (1 + — Dy 2 drdet + 0(ePr), B> 0
r
we integrate by parts in the 7-variable ”;3 times and we let » — oo proving the
claim. (I need to check the constants here too.) O

r







CHAPTER 12

The scattering amplitude at fixed energy

In Chapter 11 we discussed the high frequency limit of the scattering amplitude
by using the propagation of singularities of solutions of Pyu = 0 or equivalently.
The large frequency behavior of the outgoing eigenfunctions ¢ as in (11.4).

In order to study the behavior of the scattering amplitude at a fixed energy we
use a different class of solutions which are perturbations of growing exponentials of
the form e*?, p € C" with p-p = 0.

The approach we will follow will be to check that if the scattering amplitudes
of two potential V7, V5 at a fixed frequency A coincide then outside a fixed ball
than the outgoing eigenfunctions coincide and therefore its boundary values and
the normal derivatives of the outgoing eigenfunctions coincide on the boundary of
the ball. Therefore the so called Dirichlet to Neumann map associated to V; — A,
Vo — X coincide. Then the result follows by combining the (known) fact that the
outgoing eigenfunctions are dense on the surface of the sphere and the fact that the
Dirichlet to Neumann map A uniquely determines the potential. We first discuss
the Dirichlet to Neumann map. Let 2 C R™ be a bounded domain with smooth
boundary. Let ¢ € L>°(Q2) and assume that 0 is not an eigenvalue of A + q.

Given f € H? (09Q) we can solve uniquely the Dirichlet problem

(12.1) (A+q@u=0inQ
(12.2) U/‘(')Q = f
The Dirichlet to Neumann map is then defined by
ou
12. A = —
(12.3) o) = Stlon

where v denote the unit outer normal at the boundary. It is easy to check that if
q is real-valued, then A, is a self-adjoint map

(12.4) Ay : H?(09) — H™2(09).

The question that we will address first is whether knowledge of the map A, deter-
mines g uniquely.

The difficult part is to find a systematic way of producing boundary values f
which would given information about ¢ in 2. Instead of doing that, Calderén looked
at the following quadratic form

(12.5) Qu(f.9) = [ quo+ V-V
Q

where u, v are solutions of

(12.6) (A+qQu=(A+qv=0inQ

119
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(12.7) uloo = fivloa = g.

The point is that @, gives the same information as A, since integration by
parts shows that

(12.8) Qu(t.9) = [ Au(D)gds

o0

where dS is surface measure on 9€2. So instead of trying to find boundary values
that will provide such information on ¢ we try to find solutions of (A + ¢)u = 0
that will give information.

Calderén looked at the linearization of the map

(12.9) 7% Q,
at g =0.
We have that the Frechet derivative of @ at ¢ = 0 is
(12.10) (42— £,.9) = [ o
E— I

Q
where u, v are harmonic functions such that u|aq = f, v|sq = g
Now Calderén took
(12.11) u=e"*, wv=e "’
where p € C" satisfy
(12.12) p-p=0.

Condition (12.12) implies if p = 9+ ik with n, kK € R™ that (n, k) = 0 and |n| = |k|
substituting (12.11) in (12.10) we get that if the Frechet derivative of @ at ¢ = 0
in the direction ¢ is 0, then

(12.13) /@em‘k =0 VkeR"
Q
which implies that ¢ = 0 in by the Fourier inversion formula.

Motivated by Calderén’s approach and the geometrical optics type construc-
tions as in the progressive wave expansion, solutions of (A + ¢)u = 0 were con-
structed in [ ] that approach complex exponentials e*?p € C™, p-p = 0 for large
|p|. More precisely:

THEOREM 12.15. Let ¢ € L (), ¢ = 0 in Q°. Then for every p € C" with
p-p=0and |p| > ||(1+ |z|?)2q||Le, then there exists solution to

(12.14) (A+q@u=0inR"

of the form

(12.15) u(z, p) = " P(1+q(, p))
where

(12.16) Py — 0

uniformly in compact sets for large |p|.
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For a more precise statement and a proof of this result see the Appendix.
We shall use the solutions (12.15) to prove

THEOREM 12.16. Let q1,q2 € L™>(Q2),00Q C*,C R™ n > 3 such that 0 is not
an eigenvalue for A # q1 or A+ qqo. Assume

(12.17) Ag, = Ay,
Then
(12.18) @1 = q2 in .
PRrROOF. The following identity follows immediately using Green’s theorem
(12.19) /(Ch — q2)urup = /(Aq1 = Ag,) (1) [2
Q o0

where w;, for ¢ = 1, 2 satisfy

(12.20) (A+qi)u; =0in Q

(12.21) uiloo = fi-

If Ag, = Ay,, then

(12.22) /(q1 — q2)uruz =0
Q

for every solution u; € H'(Q) of (A + g;)u; =0, i =1, 2. We take

up = €7 (L+ g, (x, p1))

ug = €772 (1 + g, (2, p2))

as in (12.15) with wu; solution of (A + ¢;)u; = 0 and

(12.24) pr=n+i(rw+k), po=—-n—ilrw+k)

with 1, w, k € R", r € R with (n,w) = (n,k) = (w, k) = 0 and |n|?> = |w|? + |k|*.
Substituting (12.23) with p; as in (12.24) we obtain

(12.25) / (1 — @)% F (14 g, + Py + gy tgy) = 0

Q

(12.23)

Letting  — oo and using (12.16) we get

(12.26) /(q1 — g)e**F =0
Q
which implies ¢; = g2 in €2, proving the theorem. (]

Now we relate the Dirichlet to Neumann map for V — X\ to the scattering
amplitude ay (A, 0, w). The main result is

THEOREM 12.17. Let V; € C§°(R™), i = 1,2 such that
(12.27) av, (A, 0,w) = ay, (A, 0, w)
for all 0,w,€ C™"~ 1 and a fized N € R — 0. Then V; = V5.

PROOF. In the proof we shall use the following lemma.
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LEMMA 12.39. Let A € R — 0 such that

(12.28) (A=XNu=f, [feCFR")
and

(12.29) u=0(jz|~ 7Y,

then

(12.30) u € C§°(R™) and suppu C supp f.

PrOOF. This is a form of Rellich’s lemma. First of all by elliptic regularity
we know that u € C°°(R™) and moreover by (12.29), u € L?(R"). Taking Fourier
transform of both sides of (12.28) we get that

(12.31) (1€ = Na = f.
If A <0, then
o

By using the Paley-Wiener theorem since f € C§°(R"™), we obtain u € C§°(R"™).
If A >0, then
f

(12.33) = €7 =

€% # A

If f =0on [¢[> — X =0, then since f has an analytic extension, this would imply
that @ is analytic. Again using Paley-Wiener we get u € C5°(R™). If f(&y) # 0 for
some & # 0, then it is easy to deduce from (12.33) that

(12.34) o ¢ L*(R™).

([l

LEMMA 12.40. Let (A, z,w) be the outgoing eigenfunctions for Ve C§°(R™) as
in (11.4). Then {o(X\, z,w)}zeaB(0,p) is dense in L>(0B(0, R)) if supp V C B(0, p).

PRrROOF. I will only sketch it here. I hope to find one where I don’t have to
prove so much. Assume without loss of generality that 9B(0, p) = 0B(0,1) = S~ 1.
Assume 3f € L?(S™~ 1) such that

(12.35) / F(@)p(\,0,w)d0 = 0,Yw € "1
Snfl
and fixed A € R — 0.

Let G(A, z,y) be the Green’s kernel of A+V satisfying the Sommerfeld radiation
condition

(12.36) (A4+V = XNG =d(x—vy)
n—1 d . 1
(12.37) r 2 —G—i\G =o(——) as |z| = oo
dr | 5
(with r = |z]).

This can be proven in a similar fashion to the expansion (11.4) using the wave
equation (more details here).
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We define as a singular integral.

(12.38) w(x) = / G(z,0,)\)f(0)do

Sn—1
with G as in (12.36) and (12.37) and f as in (12.35). Then we can check (the proof
is as in the expansion (11.4) for the outgoing eigenfunction ¢) that

i|Al|z x _(n—
(12.39) G(z,y,\) = Al |<p(A,y,|x|)+0(lx 2

D
e -
212

Therefore as x| — oo by (12.35)

(12.40) w(z) = 0(|jz|~ "=~
Now w satisfies
(12.41) (A= Nw = -V, € CR"™).

Therefore by Lemma 12.39 w = 0 in CB(0, 1).

Now we can assume that A is not an eigenvalue of A+ V in B(0,1) (this just
requires to enlarge a bit the ball we are working on)

Since w satisfies (12.41) and A is not an eigenvalue of A+ V we get that

(12.42) w=0inQ
Then we get that w = 0. However the jump of w across B(0,1) is given by
(12.43) [w] = f =0,
finishing the proof of the Lemma. (]
Now we are in position to end the proof of Theorem (12.17).
Assume
(12.44) av,(\, 0,w) = ay,(\, 0,w), ¥V 0,w e S" ! X € R 0 fixed.

Then by (11.4) we have that the corresponding generalized eigenfunctions to Vi,
V5 satisfy

(n—1)

(12.45) v — v, = 0(lz|7 = )

Now @y, — vy, satisfies

(12.46) (A= XN(pv, — v, = —Vipy, + Vapy,
Using Lemma 12.39 we have that

(12.47) vy — pvp € C(R™), vy — v, =0 for |z] > R.

Therefore we have that

(12.48) Ay, —a(ovy) = Av,a(9v,)

where the Dirichlet to Neumann map is defined in B(0, R) and V; — A, V2 — X are
extended to be zero outside the support of Vi and support of V5 respectively.
Now by Lemma 12.40 we conclude that

(1249) AV1—/\(f) = AVz—k(f) Vf € CDO(B(OvR))
and now using Theorem (12.16) we conclude that

(12.50) Vi =V,
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proving the Theorem. O

Appendix — Complex geometrical optics
In this appendix we prove Theorem (12.15). The proof is as in [ ].
We first introduce weighted spaces that will be useful in showing also uniqueness
of the solutions of the equation (11.1) since one is imposing decay conditions at
infinity.

DEFINITION 12.11. L2(R™) is the Banach space with norm

(1251) £z = [+ o)1) P do

and the corresponding weighted Sobolev space is defined by W (R™) a Banach space
with norm

3
(12.52) I fllws = 11X+ [2[%)2 fll 2 Rn)-

THEOREM 12.18. Suppose g € L>®(R™) has compact support and let peC™ with
p-p=0. Let =1 < § < 0. Then there exists € > 0 such that if

1 2\4
ol Lo
then there exists a unique solution u to
(12.54) (A+q@u=0 inR"
of the form
(12.55) u=e""(1+ gz, p))
with ¥,eL3(R™). Furthermore
C(¢e)
(12.56) [¥gllwg < K lallws,,  s>0.

The proof will be shown to be an easy consequence of the following.

ProprosITION 12.34. Let st?;_H, —1 < 0 < 0. Then there exists a unique
solution e L%(R™) to

(12.57) (A+2p V)= f
with
(12.58) ollws < C“Ef)vnW; s>0.

PrOOF. Proof of Theorem A.3 using Proposition 8.20 (i)Existence. This is
just a Neumann series type argument. Let ¢_; = 1.

(12.59) (A+20 Vs =qiy 1 > 1.

We can solve (12.59) since qi)s_1 has compact support by Proposition 8.20 and
moreover

C .
(12.60) [sllre < m“fﬂ/’j—lﬂﬁ J=0.

J+1



12. THE SCATTERING AMPLITUDE AT FIXED ENERGY 125

Now qihj_1 = q(1 + |#[2)2(1 + |z[2) = ¢;_; and by definition (12.51), (1 +
\1:|2)_711/)j_15L§. Therefore from (12.60) we conclude

C 1
(12.61) [illre < HHQU + 12?2 | [l 2

and therefore by induction

Cllg(1 + |=*)2 |7 - llall
12.62 Vil < CTL2
(12.62) stz < ( r ) ot
Now we take
(12.63) U= 1.
j=1

‘We have

lallzz & /Clla(1 + [2[?)3 || = |9
12.64 P2 < C 2
(12.64) il M|Zx o )

The series (12.22) then converges geometrically if we choose € < %
The estimate for higher Sobolev weighted spaces is obtained in a similar fashion.

(ii)Uniqueness.
Let 1, 12eW§(R™) be solutions of (12.57) satisfying (12.58). Then
(12.65) A(Pr —h2) +p - V(b1 — 2) = q(p1 — 2)
and
1+ [z]?)2 g Lo
(12.66) 1 — allws < LR e s >0,

[0l
Then by the choice of (p)

(12.67) 11 — pallwe < lltb1 — P2llwe, 5>0

concluding that ¥ = 5.
Proof of Proposition 8.20

(i)Uniqueness.

Suppose weL2(R™), -1 < § < 0 with
(12.68) Aw+2p-Vw = 0.
Then since w € S’(R™) by taking Fourier transform we conclude
(12.69) (~I¢[2 + 2ip- )@ (€) = 0.
Therefore we have
(12.70) supp @ C {&;|£]? + 2ip- & =0} = M.

It is easy to see that M is a codimension 2 sphere. Now the result will follow
from the following lemma which appears in Hormander (Vol. I).

LEMMA 12.41. Let u € S’ N L?

e and suppose that
1

12.71 li = *dx < oo.

(12.71) msup [ fuPde < oc

|z|<R
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If in addition, U is supported on a C' submanifold M of codimension k, then U
is an L? density ugdS on M where dS denotes surface measure and 3C > 0, such
that

— 1
(12.72) [ug|?dS < Clim sup— |u|?dz.
R—o0 Rk
M lz[<R
Now for w € L? satisfying (12.69) we have
(12.73) lu?|l 2 > / (1 + |2*)° u(z)|*de,
|z|<R
Therefore
(12.74) 3 = B [ Juo)Pde
|z|<R
and finally
(12.75) R2-20||y||2 > R2 / lu(z) 2dz.
|z|<R

From (12.75)
. 1
(12.76) lim sup 2 / |u(x)|?dz =0
|z|<R
and by (12.72) we deduce finally
(12.77) ug = 0 and therefore u = 0.

(ii)Existence. To do this we shall make a microlocal partition of the subman-
ifold M. We can choose

(12.78) p = s(er +iez)
where e; = (1,0,---0),e3 = (0,1,0---0) and s > 0. Let
(12.79) €)= —I€P +2ip €= + (&2 —5)* + - + & — " +2is&

Let Ng(M) be the s-tubular neighborhood of M with M as in (12.70). We now
define an open covering of R” by

(12.80) Uy =R" — N:(M)

(12.81) Us = {£cR™; |€5 — 5| > g} N N,(M)
and Uj for j # 1,2 by
(12.82) Uj = (&R, [&] = 2} N N,(M).

Let x;(§) be a partition of unity subordinate to the U;. We set

4O

(12.83) T6) = M w

= ij.
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On U; we have [[(§) > sC for C' > 0. Therefore

1 1
(12.84) lwillzg < flwillze < —Fllfllze < S5l
Now on Uy, j > 1, we define new coordinates by

G+ (-4 -5

2 .
5+1

(12.85) eta; = &1, g =&k, k # jn; = 5
Of course in these new coordinates
(12.86) I(n) = s(nz + im).

-1
Clearly 92 and (%g) are bounded on Uj, j > 1. We shall use the following result
which is in [ ] and it is the invariance of the weighted spaces under change of
variables (12.46).
LEMMA 12.42. Assume n is an invertible map n : U; — V;, where V; < R™ is

-1
open also (g—g), (g—g) are uniformly bounded by a constant M. Then 3C(M) > 0

~

such that if supp f C U’ and suppg C V7 then for all §, —1 <6 < 1,
fon)V <C(M

o) I70)Liz < COONIL

[@en=") Lz < C(M)llgllrz2-

Sketch of proof.
Foro =1, [|fll.2 = Hﬂ|H1 and then the computation follows by the chain rule.
For § = —1 one uses duality and the § = 1 case (see [N-W] for more details).
The remaining argument < é < 1 follows by interpolation. O

Now the estimate (12.56) just follows from
LEMMA 12.43. The map

o~

wey 2, 1)
(12.88) f(6) &+ i6

is bounded from L3, ,(R™) — L3(R") for —1 <4 < 0.

PrOOF. The result can be seen estimating directly since Z; is just the solution

v
operator for the Cauchy Riemann equations. We know (ﬁ) = C—L— for
J

T +ix;
some constant C' and now one estimates the convolution with = +1ix1
Schwartz.

A more elegant alternative is first we assume without loss of generality that

£(0) = 0. We write (take [ = 2)
&) _ hoa | hEs

using Cauchy

(12.89) E+i&  L+i& L+i&
where
1
(12.90) hie) = a%fﬁfh&)dt
0 51
and

of

1
(12.91) fz(f):/() 82752(51,552)515-
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Now
£(6)
(12.92) \\52 it ! Ee(TAPERTATH)
<O fllm.
So
(12.93) [llre < Cllflle

that is Z; is bounded for L? — L2. By duality Z; is bounded from L3 — L2,
and then by interpolation Z; is bounded from L? 1 L2. (This duality arguments
and interpolation arguments are in Nirenberg-Walker, maybe one should put more
details here.) O



CHAPTER 13

Backscattering

We have already shown, in Corollary 10.87, that the scattering transform (for
n > 3, odd)

(13.1) COR™) 5V — ay €C(S"! x §™1 x [C\{)\;}])

is injective, i.e. ay determines V. This is not unduly surprising since, ignoring the
meromorphy in A, ay is a function of (n — 1) + (n — 1) + 1 = 2n — 1 variables, from
which we seek to recover the potential, a function of n variables.

A more challenging, formally determined, problem is to consider instead the
backscattering transform

(13.2) B:CPR™) 3V — ay(—0,0; 1) € C=(S" " x [C\{\;}]).

The question then arises as to whether (13.2) is injective. Ideally one would like
to determine precisely the range of B and give a recovery procedure. We will
not manage to do this, but we shall show that B is, near almost every V, locally
invertible.

To do so it is very convenient to replace the space C°(R™), with its rather
intricate topology, by a Hilbert space. This we do by allowing V to become more
singular, after first fixing the size of the support. For p € (0,00) consider

n+1

H™ (B(p)) ={V € L*(R");V(z) = 0 in [z] > p,

(13.3)
DV er? vl <l

1.

As usual we are restricting ourselves to n odd.
The choice of Sobolev order here is not very critical - it is convenient that ”TH
is an integer and rather more important that %% > 5. The latter condition means

2
that H"THB(p)) is an algebra.

LEMMA 13.44. (Gagliardo-Nirenberg, see [4]) For any k € N with k > n/2 and
any s € R satisfying —k < s <k

(13.4) HF@®R™) - H*(R") C H*(R™).
In particular if s € R and —"7“ <s< "TH then

- n+l

(13.5) H'5 (B(p)) - H*(R") € H*(B(p)).

The main point of this lemma is that we can then have V" acting as a multiplication
operator on these Sobolev spaces.
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LEMMA 13.45. For any k (€ Z for simplicity) the normalized Radon transform

gives a bounded map
(13 6) RnHk(B(p))%Hk([_p’p] XSn_l):{u er(Rxgn_l),
| u(s,8) =0 in |s| > p}.

PRrROOF. This was shown, for k¥ = 0, in Lemma 3.10 as a consequence of the L?
boundedness of the Fourier transform. Consider the case k > 0. We know that R
(and hence R,,) intertwines A with D2. Thus if f € C2°(R") then

Since we actually know that R, is a partial isometry on L2,
(13.8) (Ruf, DIR,f) 12 = (Af, f).

By continuity then, f € Hl(B(p)) = D,R,f € L? Repeating this argument a
finite number of times shows that

(13.9) f € H*(B(p)) = DIR.f € L*([-p,p] xS"7") 0<j<k.

To get tangential regularity, suppose that W is a C* vector field on the sphere.
Then

WR,f(s,0) :an:%W/é(s—m-G)f(x)dx

(13.10) n n
= qu(@DsRn(mjf)a W(x-0)= Z%‘%‘(@)-

Thus WR,f € L? Repeating this argument we conclude that (13.6) holds for
k> 0.
The same type of argument applies to Rf,. Thus

(13.11) Rl u(z) = ¢, / d(s—x- w)D:%lu(s,w)ds

is bounded from L?([—p, p] x S"~1) into L?(B(p)). Direct differentiation therefore
shows that it is bounded from H*([—p, p] x S"71) into H*(B(p)) for k € N. By
duality it therefore follows that (13.6) holds for k € —N, and hence for all k € Z as
claimed. ]

EXERCISE 13.7. From the proof above,
R :{ueC R xS");Diuec L2 R x S" 1)}

— H*(B(p)) if k >0, and
R :{ueC ™R xS" Mue D;*L*(R x S"7 1)}

— H*(B(p)) if k < 0.

(13.12)

(13.13)

That is, one does not need tangential regularity to ensure the regularity of R f.

COROLLARY 13.5. For any k € Z satisfying "T_l > k> —"%”3, and any poten-

o n+1

tial V€ Hz (B(p)), Vup gives a bounded map
(13.14) Vip : HYR x S" 1) — HML(R x S"71).
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n—1 n—3
ProOOF. Recall that Vip = c?LDS > R-V - -R'D,? . From Remark 13.7,
n—3
(13.15) R'D,% : HFR x S 1) — H*Y(B(p)).

Then, from Lemma 13.44, multiplication by V maps into H’““(B(p)) and from
n—1 .
Lemma 13.45, D;* R maps into H**1([—p, p] x S*1). 0

We shall apply these regularity estimates to show that the backscattering trans-
form extends by continuity to H %(B(p)) Before doing this we introduce the
‘modified backscattering transform,” in which ‘excess’ information has been dis-
carded.

For V € C*(R™) we know that the scattering kernel (of which ay is the Fourier
transform), kv, has support in {s > —2p}. Consider the combined restriction,
differentiation and projection map
(13.16)

n—3
D, ?
—

Xo: C(R x §™1) Pl 0%0([~2p,20] x §™7)

Uy n=3 n ;.
" DT R (B(2p) C B (29,2 x 5.
Here 7, is orthogonal projection, in H2([—2p,2p] x S"~!), onto the closure of the

n—3
range of Ds? following the normalized Radon transform.
Now, for V € C°(R™) we know that

(13.17) singsupp ky C {s = 0,0 = w}.

Thus the backscattering kernel, sy (s, —6,0) € C*®(R x S"~1). We can therefore
apply (13.16) to define the modified backscattering transform

(13.18) B:C%(B(p)) 3 V = X,lrv (s, —0,0)] € H([~2p,2p] x S*71).

THEOREM 13.19. The modified backscattering transform (13.18) extends, by
continuity, to a continuous operator

(13.19) B: H'F (B(p)) — H*([~20,20] x 8" ")
which is entire analytic, i.e. can be written
(13.20) BV)=> Bi(V...V)
j=1

where
(13.21) B H*5 (B(p)) — H*([-2p,2p] x §"7)
is a linear isomorphism and for each j > 2
(13.22) By [H™ (B(p))! — H?([~2p,20] x S" 1)
is symmetric and satisfies, for each 0 < e < %,

a4
(13.23) ||ﬁ](‘/73V)H§—e < W

As we shall describe below, this proves that ( is almost everywhere a local
isomorphism, and hence that B is almost everywhere locally invertible.
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EXERCISE 13.8. Is 3 (= f3,) a global isomorphism? Is the differential of /3, at

any V € H HTH(B (p)) always invertible (it is always Fredholm)? If not, what are
the singular points? (Characterize them and show there are none?)

The Taylor expansion (13.20) for the modified backscattering transform is
closely related to the Born approximation. This in turn is just the Neumann (or
perhaps one should say Volterra) series for the solution of the (Radon-transformed)
wave equation. Recall equation (10.43) for the ‘correction term’ o’. Formally at
least we can write this as a series

(13.24) = ;O‘Q’ o = [(D1+ Do)~ 'Vipl o
oy = (Dy + D) ' Vipd(t — 5)dp(w).
Here (D; + D,)~! is the inverse of the forcing problem
(13.25)
(Di+Dyu=f, f=0ins<—p, u=0ins < —p=u=(D;+ D) f.

We proceed to show that, for any V € H"s" (B(p)), the series (13.24) converges.

n+

21(B(,o)), T < oo and k € Z with

ProrosiTiON 13.35. For any V € H
—"7"‘3 <k< %, as an operator on

(1326)  HE, = {f € H*([—00, Ty X [—p, pls x S™™ 1) f =0 int < fp}

(D¢ + Dy)~*Vip is bounded and for some C = C(T)

. CIiTL|V ||
(13.27) e
where |V is the norm in HHTH(B(p))

PROOF. Since t is a parameter in the action of Vip and (DtJrDs)’1 is bounded
on any Sobolev space the boundedness is clear from Corollary 13.5. Only the
Volterra-type estimate (13.27) needs to be shown. To carry out this estimation it
is convenient to introduce D; + Dy and D, as coordinate vector fields, i.e. change
coordinates to

(13.28) t'=ts =s—1t.
The operators are transformed as follows
(13.29) Dy + Dg+—— Dy, Vip — V/p(t',s', Dy)

where V' is still a non-local operator in s, but now depending on ¢’ as a parameter,
ie.

(13.30) Vipu(t',s") depends only on u(t',-).
The iterated operator is therefore

(13.31) (D; "Vip) .
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FIGURE 1. Plane wave initial data

Applying this |k|+1 times to H* gives a bounded map into the space C°([—p, T]; H* (S~ x
Ry/)). Then, integration in ¢ and continuity of V{p shows that

(1332 IOV s () < S

This gives (13.27). O
Of course from Corollary 13.5 we know that, if —"7"‘3 <k< "7_17

(13.33) (Dt + D)~ 'Lyp : Hy ,, — Hp

Since

(13.34) 5(t — 8)0p(w) € Hi F (R? x §"~L x §*1)

it follows that

(13.35) of € B F minlntl) g2 gt gnety,

Consider the successive terms, a;-, in (13.24). Since Vi p always restricts sup-
ports to [—p, p] in s,

(13.36)  supp(aj) C{t>—p}N{s > —p}N{t—s5>-2p}N{t —s < 2jp}.
To get the expansion (13.20) we need to use (13.24) and then project each term

with x, — after restricting to s = p, w = —6 (and shifting in ¢) to get the scattering
kernel. Thus if

(13.37) y(s,0,0) = (s — p.p,0.)
then
(13.38) B,(V) = xlr;(s,~6,0)]

Since, as a function of ¢t — s,s,w and 6 04 is independent of s in s > —p it
follows from (13.35) that

(13.39) Kj € H*";l*mi“(j’"ﬂ)([—Qp, T) x S"1 x S"1) for any T.
Restricting to w = —0, a submanifold of codimension n — 1 shows that
(13.40) Ki(s,—0,0) € H' ([-2p,T) x S" 1) if j > n+ 1.

Moreover, to get (13.40) we only use the regularity property (13.33) for the first
n + 1 factors in (13.31). Thus we conclude that the map
+

(13.41)  H*5(B(p) — > #;(s,—0,0) € H'([~2p,T) x S"~1) is entire
j>n+1

for each p. This is a good deal weaker than we need to prove Theorem 13.19.
Obviously we need to examine the first n + 1 terms in the taylor series of 3 at
V' = 0 to show that this polynomial in V is defined and in any case we have to
show that the whole map 3 takes values in H? rather than H'. Nevertheless we
shall use (13.41) because it allows us to prove that g is entire, with values in the
good space (more or less because of Petit’s theorem).
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PROOF. Proof of Theorem 13.19 Starting at the beginning, consider
(13.42) k1(s,—0,0) = oy(s — p, p,—0,0).

This already has support in [—2p,2p]. We wish to show that this, the linear, term
is as claimed in (13.21). We proceed to compute k1 explicitly. It is convenient to
take the Fourier transform in s :

oo

~

(13.43) k1(\w,0) = / e Mg (tw, 0)dt = ag (N, p,w, B)er.

From the definition of «y, this gives

R\ w, 0) = e / /e*i)‘(pfsl) [Vipe 6g(w)] ds'.

(13.44)
, n—1 n—: :
=c / e D2 / V(x))\T&e_”‘x'edxds
Integrating by parts we get
(13.45) (A w,0) = CZA"_Q/eM’”'(W_G)V(m)dx.
Setting w = —6 we find
(13.46) "I\, —0,0) = X2V (2)0).

Thus 6/1(\‘/) is the (n-dimensional) Fourier transform of 27"V (§) = V. Hence,

(13.47) Bi =D R,V

shows that 4, maps into H2([—2p, 2p] x S*~1). It is obviously an isomorphism onto
n—3 .« n
D.? R,H"s (B(2p)) (which is closed) as claimed. O

We proceed to find a formula generalizing (13.45) to the higher derivatives
at zero. From (13.36) we see that, for s bounded above, the support of each o is
compact in ¢. After taking the Fourier transform in ¢, the iterative definition (13.24)
becomes:-

(13.48) /(A 5,w,0) = (D + \) 'RV - QA VR DI D/2e =25 (w),

where
(13.49) Qx=R.D;7H(Ds + N7 'R,,.
Here D!, and (Ds + A)~! mean integration from s = —oo, i.e. the inverse pre-

serving vanishing to the left.

LEMMA 13.46. Acting from C°(R™) to C*°(R™), Qx = (A—)X?)"1 is the analytic
extension of the ‘free resolvent’ defined as a bounded operator on L? for S\ < 0.

PROOF. This formula can be deduced from the modified Radon transform of
Lax and Phillips. We know that this intertwines the wave group U(¢) with the
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translation group, so conjugates the infinitesimal generator of one to that of the
other

n—1 n+1 . n—1 n+1
(13.50) cn(Ds? R,Ds* R) (Z 01> =Ds;(Ds?* R,Ds*> R).
From this we conclude that
71—1
(13.51) AR'D,T 7 (Ds +A)"'Ds7 =(A—-)%)"h
This proves the lemma. 0

Inserting the integral expression for (Ds + A)~! into (13.48) gives

a;()\,s,w,ﬂ) =

S

. ’ n—1
(13.52) ci/e*“(“”Ds,? / V-Qx-V

—o00 Tr-w=s’

Q- V(=N e
From (13.37), by setting s = p and integrating by parts we get

91dH, ds’.

(13.53) @00 w,0) = 2 (=1)"2° A2 / XY (Y[ O - V(0)e= ) () d.

Rn

Restricting to backscattering, w = —#@, this gives £; in a from similar to (13.46).
Since «; has support in [—2p, 2jp] its regularity can be deduced from its Fourier-
Laplace transform with A = —1. Thus we need to examine the growth in A of

’5\](/\’ 7979) =

n— —iX0- (V) 4@
(13.54) a2 [ ety a0, @) s @)y ). .
Ri™

QY — 2OV (D) (z)da D) . dzD)

where there are j — 1 factors of the free resolvent, @y, and j factors of V. As a
convolution operator @), has kernel

(13.55) Qo) = (20" [ (o~ 22)do,
Inserting this into (13.54) gives
rj(A, —0,0) =
, il
ci/e—’f'(f“’“(”)V(a:(”)V( @) V(@) T @ - x2)~!
(13.56) Py

x expli(z® — 2@ .M 442D — 20)) .y
dzW . dzI D | dn(]_l)

where £ = A\6.
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Carrying out the a-integrals in (13.56) gives
(13.57)
/5 (N, —0,0)
= A2 [ V(EF ) V(D —n@) V(U= =gy (U=t —¢)

1
(10 = 32y,
1

J

£

Apart from the factors arising from the resolvent this is an iterated convolution.

Since A = —1, the resolvent factors are non-singular. Using the obvious estimates
(13.58) [(nl* = X)) 7Y < e+ [l + [A)

and

(13.59) A+ T+ AT A+l + AT < A+ =27

the right side of (13.57) can be estimated to give
155X, —0,0)] < CTTH A" 2 x
(13.60) [ n™)ae - o)

LB )G 4 )y L dnD),

where

A ~ 1
(13.61) ®(n) = [V(n)|(1+nl)”=.
Thus
(13.62) H‘1)||H(n+2)/2 < HV||H(n+1)/2.

First translating the variables of integration to 7*) + & we find that the right side
of (13.60) is the Fourier transform of a product of functions, so using Lemma 13.44
repeatedly (and taking into account the factor of A\"~2)

(13.63) [l#5(s, =0, 0)] < CHNV oy e

H3 (-2p,2p] x5 1 =

This gives the desired continuity (13.22) and estimates (13.23) for e = 0. More-
over the estimates (13.45) give (13.23) for e = 1 and large (hence all) j. The
estimates for all € € [0, 3] then follow by interpolation between Sobolev spaces, i.e.

_2e 1
(13.64) lullg— < Cllulzllully™ ¥ e €0, 5]
This completes the proof of Theorem 13.19.
EXERCISE 13.9. Can the estimates centred on (13.58) be improved to give the
exponential type estimates (13.23) directly and with values in H=?

EXERCISE 13.10. Show that if the original regularity (n+1)/2 for V is increased
by p then the regularity of the derivatives §; in (13.23) can also be increased by p.
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PROPOSITION 13.36. There is a closed subset of G(p) C H"= (B(p)) which is
of codimension at least two (i.e. locally orthogonal projection from G(p) onto some
subspace of codimension two is at most p-to-1 for some fixzed p € N) such that for

each V' € [HnTH(B(p)) \ G(p)] there exists € > 0 such that the map
(13.65)  By: {V e HF (B |V —V'| < e} — H2(1-2p,20] x ")
is an isomorphism onto its image.

PROOF. The set G(p) consists of those V € HnTH(B(p)) such that the deriv-
ative of 8, with respect to V is not an isomorphism. Certainly (13.65) holds for
points in the complement of G(p) by the implicit function theorem. Thus we need
to show that G(p) so defined has codimension at least 2, since the density of the
complement certainly follows form this. The derivative of 3, with respect to V is
a linear map
(13.66) Br+7(V): H'S (B(p) — H*([~20,20] x §")
where f3; is an isomorphism and v(V') depends analytically on V' and maps contin-
uously into H%_f([—2p7 2p] x S*~1). If we consider simply the complex multiples of
V, i.e. just look at y(zV'), we have analyticity in z. The invertibility of this oper-
ator reduces to a finite dimensional problem, just as in the discussion surrounding
(10.22). Thus invertibility can only fail at isolated values of z. This proves the
result.

COROLLARY 13.6. For each p > 0 there is a dense subset of C*(B(p)) near
each point of which the backscattering transform (13.2) is injective from C*°(B(p)).

d






CHAPTER 14

Trace formulae

We shall derive a trace formula, (14.73), expressing the trace of the wave group
in terms of the determinant of the scattering operator. This formula is used to
investigate the asymptotic behaviour of the determinant. There is another, closely
related formula, (14.75), linking the poles of the scattering matrix with the regular-
ized trace of the wave group. The two trace formula are used together in Chapter 15
to show that a non-vanishing potential must always have an infinite set of scattering
poles.

To start we shall briefly consider operators of trace class. A neat and elegant
treatment can be found in [3], Chapter 19. For simplicity we only discuss ‘concrete’
cases where the underlying space is

(14.1) M =R" xSP x I?, I CR an interval,

with any of the dimensions n, p and g permitted to be zero. The operators are then
represented by their Schwartz kernels, as distributions on the product M x M.

Trace class operators can be decomposed in terms of Hilbert-Schmidt operators,
so we consider these first. The space of Hilbert-Schmidt operators is just

(14.2) HS(M) = L*(M x M)

where the measure is the Lebesgue measure on M x M. From the Cauchy-Schwarz
inequality such an operator is bounded on L?(M). Thus

| Bu)|* :/|/B(x,x’)u(x')dx’|2dm
MM

(14.3) < / \B(x,x')\zd:rdx'/|u(:c')|2dx'
M

M x M
= BllL2(ar) < IBllz2 (v xa)

bounds the operator norm in terms of the norm on HS(M). In fact it follows from
this estimate that each Hilbert-Schmidt operator is compact on L?(M) since the
kernel can be approximated in HS(M) by finite rank kernels, namely the expansion
in any product orthonormal basis 1; @@y, for 1; and ¢y, orthonormal bases of L?(M).
We also note that HS(M) is a right ideal in the ring of all bounded operators
on L?(M). Indeed, by Fubini’s theorem L?(M x M) is isomorphic to the space
L?(M; L*(M)) of functions on M which are square-integrable with values in the
Hilbert space L?(M). Since the kernel of A - B, where B is a bounded operator on
L?(M) and A € HS(M), is just B'A(x,e) it is also square-integrable with values
in L?(M) so A- B € HS(M). Clearly HS(M) is invariant under the passage to
transpose (or adjoint), so in fact is a two-sided ideal.

139
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Since the condition (14.2) on the kernel of a Hilbert-Schmidt operator is so
explicit it is easy to find examples. For instance

(14.4) S(R*™) C HS(R™).
A useful example with finite regularity and growth is the operator
(14.5) (1+ [2[2)*2(1 + | D[>)*/2 € HS(R™) iff s < —g.

We shall say an operator is trace class if it is a finite sum of composites of pairs
of Hilbert-Schmidt operators

N
(14.6) T =Y Ai-Bj, Ai,B; € HS(M) <= T € TC(M).
i=1
The space of trace class operators is clearly a two-sided ideal in the bounded oper-

ators. Suppose that ¢ and 1; are any orthonormal sequences in L?(M) then the
series Y (1;, T¢;) converges absolutely. This follows from (14.6):
J

Z |(¥5, Thj)| < ZZ (A7, Big)|

(14.7) 1 , ,
5 < 3 S UATI + 1Bigs .
v g

Then we can use the obvious estimate that for A € HS(M) and any orthonormal
sequence ¢;

(14.8) D 1A < / |A(z, ') | deda’.
J MxXM

EXERCISE 14.11. Check that the condition
(14.9) S A2 < oo

on a bounded operator, A, on L?(M) for any (one) orthonormal basis ¢; is equiv-
alent to A € HS(M).

The norm of an element T' € TC(M) is defined to be
(14.10) IT(lre = sup Y (15, T6)]
J

where the supremum is over orthonormal bases.

EXERCISE 14.12. Show that with this norm TC(M) is a Banach space in which
the finite rank operators form a dense subspace.

The convergence of the sum in (14.7) implies in particular that the trace of the
element can be defined by

(14.11) tr(T) = (T¢;,¢;), T € TC(M)

J

if ¢; is a complete orthonormal system in L?(M). Of course it is of the greatest
importance that this limit is independent of the choice of orthonormal basis used
to define it.
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PROPOSITION 14.37. For any T € TC(M) the trace of T, defined by (14.11),
is independent of the orthonormal basis used to define it.

PrOOF. We start by fixing the orthonormal basis ¢; and using (14.11) as the
definition of tr(7). This is clearly a continuous linear functional on TC(M). Thus
it suffices to prove the invariance of the choice of basis for finite rank operators. In
fact, since it is linear in 7, it is enough to consider operators of rank one, i.e. of
the form

(14.12) T=a®b*, a,bc L*(M) so Tf = (f,b)a.

In that case, using a familiar Hilbert space formula

(14.13) (7)) =Y (Téi,¢i) = Y _{¢s,b){a, ¢i) = (a,b)

3 K3

is independent of the choice of ¢;. This proves the independence in general. ([

Note that if U is a unitary operator on L?(M) then
(14.14) tr(U* T - U) = te(T).
this just follows from the fact that U¢; is another orthonormal basis. This identity

can be rewritten tr(U-T') = tr(T-U). More generally suppose that B is any bounded
operator on L?(M) then

(14.15) tr(T'-B) =tr(B-T) VT eTC(M).

Again this is true when T has rank one, since when T is of the form (14.12) then
B-T=Ba®b*and T - B =a® B*b. Using (14.13)

(14.16) tr(B-T) = (Ba,b) = (a, B*b) = tr(T - B).

By linearity and continuity (14.15) therefore holds in general. Another consequence
of such arguments is an integral formula for the trace.

LEMMA 14.47. If T € TC(M) then the Schwartz kernel is, near the diagonal of
M x M, a continuous function of the difference x — &' with values in L*(M) such
that

(14.17) tr(T) = | T(x,x)dx.
/

PROOF. Assume for the moment that M = R™. If A € L?(M x M) then the
continuity-in-the-mean of L? functions shows that

(14.18) M3z Az +z,y) € L*(M x M)

is continuous. If B € L?(M x M) then

(14.19) M >z A(x + 2,y)B(y,z) € L' (M x M)

is also continuous. Thus the kernel of T'= A - B is such that

(14.20) M>3>z—T(x+z2x) = /A(m + z,y)B(y,z)dy € L*(M)
M

is continuous. From (14.7) this proves the statement about the kernel for general
trace class operators on R™. The other cases of M follow similarly.

The formula (14.17) now makes sense and its validity in general follows from
the finite rank case by continuity. [
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Next we note two simple conditions on the kernel of an operator sufficient to
guarantee that it is of trace class.

LEMMA 14.48. If T : C*°(M) — C~°°(M) is an operator with a kernel T €
H: (= Mx = M) for some s > & dim(M) then T € TC(M); also S(M x M) C
TC(M).

PROOF. First just consider the case M = R™. Then the action of 1" can be
written in terms of the Fourier transform:

(14.21) 716 = [ T fmdn
]Rn
with
(14.22) T(&,m) = (2m)" / eI (2 ) dady.
R xR"”

The regularity assumption on the kernel of 7" means that

(14.23) T n) (1 + [n?)* = / e TETN A (g y)dady, A€ L*(R™ x R™).

R™ xR™

Since s > %n the function

(14.24) Glz) = /6“'6(1 +1€?)de € LA(R™).
R’V‘L

Of course this does not mean that the convolution operator with kernel G(x — y)
is Hilbert-Schmidt. However, since the kernel of T has compact support we can
choose ¢ € C°(R™) such that T'(z, y)¢(y) = T(z,y). Then B(z,y) = Glx—y)é(y) €
HS(R™) and T'= A - B shows that T is trace class.

The same argument applies to the case that M = R™ x I? since the kernel
is assumed to have compact support in the interior of the product. Moreover by
localizing supports on the sphere the argument applies in case there are spherical
factors too.

The second statement in the lemma follows by similar arguments, taking instead
6= (1+of?). 0

This discussion further extends to the case of matrices of operators on M;
we shall not even change the notation. A matrix of operators is Hilbert-Schmidt
(respectively trace class) if all its entries are Hilbert-Schmidt (resp. trace class). In
particular we wish to consider the trace of the operator U (t), which is a 2 x 2 matrix
of operators on M = R"™. This is certainly not trace class, since it is invertible and
hence not even compact. The time averaged operator

(14.25) Up) = / VOU @)L, ¢ € C2(R)
R

has a smooth kernel, but is still not trace class because the kernel is translation
invariant near infinity (so has no decay properties, hence is not compact.) On the
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other hand the normalized operator
(14.26)

T(4) = U) - Uo(¥) = [ OIU() - Ua(oldt € TCR) ¥ 6 € CX(R).
R

Indeed, the kernel is smooth and has compact support, so Lemma 14.48 applies.
The first trace formula we shall prove expresses the trace of this operator in terms
of the reduced scattering operator.

As usual we shall transfer the computation from physical space to the Radon
transform side, where the free group Uy(t) becomes particularly simple. To do so
we shall use a slight extension of the invariance of the trace under conjugation.
From (14.15) it follows that if B is an invertible linear map on L?(M) then

(14.27) tr(B~'-T-B)=tr(T) VT ¢cTC(M).

More generally if B : L?(M) — L?*(M’) is a linear isomorphism then again it
follows that 77 = B~!-T-B € TC(M’) for any T € TC(M) and that tr(T") = tr(T).

We wish to apply this identity to the modified Radon transform LP . The small
difficulty is that LP is not an isomorphism from L?(R") to L?(R x S"~1), but rather
(8.75) holds, where H(R™) is the finite energy space. This space is given by (8.74)
and can be written
(14.28) H(R™) = [|D|"'L3(R™) @ L*(R™).
Here

fe|D AR <=

(14.29) A .
f eS8 R"), feLj(R") and [€[f(§) € L*(R") (n>3).

Now suppose T € S(R?") ¢ TC(R"™). Consider the operators
(14.30) T=|D|-T-|D|"', Ty=|D|-T and T, =T - |D|~".

LEMMA 14.49. If T € S(R2") then Ty, Ty and T € TC(R") and

(14.31) tr(T) = te(T).

PROOF. The operators A = (1+|D|?)~!|D| and B = (1+|x|?)~2(1+|D|?)~"|D|~*
are bounded on L?(R™), indeed B is Hilbert-Schmidt. Since T' = T"(1+ |z|?) =" (1 +
|ID|2)™™ and T = (1 + |D|*)™"T" with T",T"” € S(R") all three operators defined
from T are clearly trace class. The identity (14.31) follows from the fact that if T
is given by (14.22) then

(14.32) tr(T) =te(F-T-F*) = /f(&é‘)df-
RTL

Similarly, since F - T - F* has kernel |§|f(57 n)n| !

(14.33) tr(T) = tr(F-T - F*) = /f(ﬁ,é)dé-

R~

This completes the proof of the lemma. O
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PROPOSITION 14.38. The operator

(14.34) W(¢) = /¢(t)[W(t) — Wo(t)]dt € TC(R x R™) ¥ ¢ € C(R)
R

and

(14.35) tr(W(¢)) = (T(g)) Y ¢ € C°(R), V € C*(R™)

where T(¢) is given by (14.26).

Proor. We already know that W(qﬁ) € CPR x S" 1 x R x S"1) so it is
certainly trace class. Moreover since Wy (t) = LP -Uy (t) - LP* for all V' € C°(R™)
it follows that

(14.36) W(¢) = LP-U(¢) - LP*.
Now choose as an orthonormal basis of L2(R x S"~1) {LP®, ;} where ¢ = 0,1, and

i=1,...,00 and ®; o = |D|~'®, ; for some orthonormal basis ®; o of L*(R"). The
orthonormality of LP @, , follows from Proposition 8.21. Moreover

tr(W(g) = Y > (W($)LP ®; ¢, LP ®; ¢) pa(xsn-1)

£=0,1 i=1

> LPTT(¢) - LP D; 0, ©i ) py(rrn)-
=1

£=0,1
Using (8.74) this becomes

(14.37)

(14.38)
tr(W(9)) =Y _(AIT(9)]o,0Pi0, Pio)r2en) + 3 _(T(D)]11Pi1, ®in)r2n)
i=1 i=1
=tr([T(9)]o.0) + tr([T(¢)]1.1)
=tr(T(9)).
Here we have used Lemma 14.49. This proves (14.35). O

Although the normalizing term, Wy (¢), in (14.34) is necessary to make W(qﬁ)
trace class its presence makes the trace difficult to compute. Since this term is
independent of V' we can remove it by differentiation. Thus consider the variation,
with respect to the potential, of the wave group. It has already been shown that
Wy (t) depends analytically on V' € C°(R™). The Schwartz kernel of Wy, (t) satisfies

(Dt + Dy + VLp)Wv(t, S, w, S/, 9) =0

(14.39) Wi (0, 5,w, 5, 0) = 5(s — )8 (w).

Differentiating with respect to V and applying the derivative to V € C°(R™) gives

d .~
(14.40) W iavle=o = W(V)
satisfying
Dy + Ds + Vi Wt,s,w,s’,@ = -V W(t,s,w,s',0
(14.41) (Dy Le) W ( ) LeW( )

W(0,s,w,s,0) = 0.
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This can easily be solved by duHamel’s principle, so
t
(14.42) W(t) = — / Wy (t — s) - Vip - Wy (s)ds.
0

From this we can easily evaluate the derivative of tr I/IN/((;S) with respect to V at 1%
as

. ~ d
trW(o, V) =—trW,,__5(d)|.=0

dz
(14.43) =—tr/¢(t)/Wv(t—s)-VLp~Wv(s)dsdt
R 0
——tr [ 10(OWy (0)Vird.

R

We wish to show that this can be re-expressed in terms of the scattering matrix
and its variation. To do so recall the basic properties of the wave operators and the
scattering operator itself. These operators can all be written in terms of the kernel
of W(t).

(14.44) Wi(s,w,s,0) =W(s+p,tp,w,s,0)
(14.45) Wi (s,w,s',0) =W (=5 +p,s,w,£p,0)
K(s,w,0)=W(s+ p,p,w,—p,0)
(14.46)
K#(Su w, 9) = W(S =P =P W, P 9)

PROPOSITION 14.39. If V € C°(R™) has no bound states (in particular if
V(x) > 0) then all siz kernels in (14.44) - (14.46) define operators (by convolution
in s in the case of K and K#) acting on L*(R x $" 1) and S(R x S*~1), with W
and K# respectively the inverses of W+ and K and such that
(14.47) K=W, W%

PROOF. The assumption that V' is non-negative means in particular that there
are no bound states so, following 7?7, we know that W (¢, s,w, s’,6) is rapidly de-
creasing as [t| — oo if s and s’ are bounded. It follows that

(14.48) Wi(s,w,s',0) = . ligl Wo(=t)W (t)(s,w, s, 0)
as a limit of tempered distributions. More precisely if f € C°(R x S"~!) then
(14.49) Wif = lim Wo(—t)W(t)f in S(R x s,

Since the norm (8.82) is equivalent to the norm on H(R™) (when V > 0) we know
that the operators W (t) are uniformly bounded on L?(R x S"~!). Thus

(14.50) W= Fllze < sup [[Wo (=)W DI < CI /]

extend to bounded operators on L?(R x S"~1). It is similarly clear that Wy act
continuously on S(R x S*~1).
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In fact essentially the same arguments can be applied to Wf which are also
strong limits of operators:

(14.51) W= Jim W(=t)Wo (D).
These are obviously the inverses of W_..

The fact that W4 are invertible on S(R x S"~!) can be translated to the
statement that the boundary problems

(Dt + D, + VLP)U, =0,
(14.52) Us=sp =f € SR x S™71).
U/lt:() ES(R X Sn_l)

each have a unique solution. The definition of the scattering operator then reduces

to (14.47). O
Using the invariance of the trace under conjugation we can transform (14.43)
to
(14.53) W(p,V)=—tr / [t W_ - W(t) - Vip - WHdt (V> 0).
R
From (14.44) it follows that for any ¢t € R
(14.54) Wy - W(t) = Wo(t) - Wi
Thus (14.53) becomes
(14.55) W(p, V) = — tr / to (O] Wo(t) - W_ - Vip - WHdt (V> 0).
R

Using (14.47) this can be further rewritten as
W(p, V)= —tr/[tqs(t)]K# -G - Wo(t)dt
(14.56) J (V >0).
G=W, Vip W*

The kernel of G - Wy(t) is just G(s — t,w, s’,6). In terms of the kernels (14.56) is
therefore
(14.57)

W(p, V) =— / (tp(t) K7 (s — s, w,0)G(s' —t,0,s5,0)dtdsds dwdd (V > 0).

After integration in ¢ the kernel is smooth and rapidly decreasing in s and s'.
We can apply Plancherel’s identity in the ¢ variable and so get

) ~ 1 [do, ..
. = —_—— R >
(14.58) W(p,V) 5 d)\()\)S()\)d)\ (V >0)
R
where
S(\) =
(14.59) —i/ei’\t / K#(s— 5, w,0)G(s' —t,0,5,w)dtdsds' dwdf.

RxRxSn—1xSn—1
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Applying Plancherel’s formula to (14.59) allows it to be written

(14.60) SO\ = —i / K#(\w,0)H(\, 0, w)d\dwdd
RxS?—1xsn—1
with
(14.61) H(s,w,0) = /G(r,w,s —r,0)dr.
R

As we shall see below, provided V' > 0, the operator H (M) has a smooth kernel on

the sphere, for each A € R. We have already shown K# to be of the form Id +Ay ()
with Ay (A) a smoothing operator on the sphere. Thus we can interpret (14.60) in
terms of the trace of operators on L?(S"71) :

(14.62) S = —itt[K#(\) - H(\)] (V> 0).
So we need to see how H is related to the scattering operator.

LEMMA 14.50. If V € C*(R™) and V > 0 then the variation of the scattering

operator with respect to V' is
de+z\7| o=H
z=0 —

14.
(14.63) &

given by (14.56) and (14.61).

PrOOF. We can deduce (14.63) from the variational formula (14.42) for the
wave group and (14.47). It is slightly more convenient to combine (14.49), (14.51)
and (14.47) to get

(14.64) K = lim Wo(~t)W (2t)Wo(~t)

where again the limit is locally uniform. Differentiating (14.64) gives
2t

K = — Tim Wo(—t) / W2t —7) - Vip - W (r)drWo(—t)

t—o0

0
= Jim (Wo( =W (2)] - [ W(=r) - T W(r)dr - W) Wa(~0)

(14.65) -
=W, - / W(r)-Vip - W(r)dr - W#
= / Wo(r) - [Wy - Vip - WH|Wo(r)dr.
The operator on the right here is precisely H. (]

Now we can combine the formulee (14.62) and (14.63) to conclude that (14.58)
holds with

(14.66) S() = —i / tr[K#,(\) d%f(rv()\)]dr (V > 0).
0



148 14. TRACE FORMULZAE

To further simplify the form of this we consider the Fredholm determinant. Suppose
that T € TC(M) then we define the determinant of Id —zT for all z € C by

(14.67) det(Id —2T) = exp{/ tr[(Id —2T) "' - T]dz}.
0

PROPOSITION 14.40. The Fredholm determinant det(Id —zT'), defined by (14.67)
forT € TC(M), is an entire function of z € C with zeros precisely at those points z
such that 1/z is in the spectrum of T, the order of the zero is equal to the algebraic
multiplicity of 1/z as an eigenvalue. If T, T € TC(M) then

(14.68) det(Id —T) det(Id —=7") = det(Id =T"), T =T +T' +T- T’
and if T is quasi-nilpotent (has no non-zero eigenvalues) then det(Id —T) = 1.

PROOF. Certainly (14.67) defines det(Id —zT') as a holomorphic function near
the origin. Indeed only the poles of the integral could prevent it being entire, since
the trace is certainly meromorphic. First we wish to show that the determinant
extends to be single-valued on the complement of the discrete set formed by the
inverses of the eigenvalues of T. This follows from the fact that the residue of the
exponent at each singular point is in 27iZ. To see this, and indeed to check the
analyticity of the determinant, observe that (14.67) is valid on a finite dimensional
space — this is the standard formula for the derivative of a determinant. If A is any
non-zero eigenvalue of T then T can be decomposed into a sum of a finite rank
operator, acting as T on the generalized eigenspace associated to A\, and a trace
class operator with no eigenvalue at \. Since the exponent in (14.67) splits as a sum
under this decomposition, the determinant splits as a product and the holomorphy
and vanishing statements are direct consequences of these same statements in the
finite dimensional case.

Again from (14.67) and this discussion it follows that, locally uniformly in z,
the determinant det(Id —2T") depends continuously, even smoothly, on 7' € TC(M).
Since (14.68) holds for finite rank operators it therefore holds in general.

Finally then consider the triviality of the determinant for quasi-nilpotent op-
erators. This is based on the fact that for any trace class operator and each ¢ > 0
there exists C. such that

(14.69) |det(Id —2T)| < Cexp(e|z]) V z € C.

If T is quasi-nilpotent then it follows from the first part of the proposition that
det(Id —zT') has no zeros. Thus f(z) = logdet(Id —zT) is entire and

(14.70) IRf(2)] < Cy+¢€lz] VzeC.

From this it follows that f(z) is constant, hence det(Id —zT") is equal to its value,
1, at 0. The estimate (14.69) is a form of Weyl’s convexity estimates. 0

Using the formula for the determinant we can rewrite (14.66) as
1 [
2r ) dA

This is the trace formula we have been seeking, since it relates the normalized trace
of the wave group to the determinant of the scattering matrix. The restriction to
V > 0 (really V with no ‘bound states’) is a real one. The general formula is a

(14.71)  trTy () = — (VSN S() = %logdet[f(v()\)} (V > 0).
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little more complicated because det[K (\)] can have singularities. Since K () can
have poles on the real axis we shall define the scattering phase as a principal value:

1 ~
14.72 = —{l lim }1 K "(R).
(14.72) S(A) = 5;{lim + lim }og det[K(A)] € S'(R)
The branch of the logarithm is fixed by requiring that it be the principal branch
on the imaginary axis and holomorphic in a small split strip 0 < |SA| < € for
some € > 0. Of course the choice of the branch is not very significant since S is
differentiated in the formula.

THEOREM 14.20. For any V € C*(R™), n > 3 odd, the normalized trace of the
wave group can be written in terms of the scattering matriz as

tr [ 6(0)Uv (1) - nle)] = —5- [ S5O0
R R
BAT8) LS o) + Baimuttn) + 3 (B0 + B(-A)] mue(A)

I =0 I <0

V¢ eC(R),
where mult(X) is the algebraic multiplicity of A as a pole of the scattering matriz.

PrOOF. This is of course exactly (14.71) in case V' > 0, or even if there are no
poles in the (closed) lower half plane. To prove it for every V all we need to do is to
show that the right side is an entire function of V. Once this is proved the validity
of (14.71), which is the same formula for V' > 0, implies that all derivatives, with
respect to V' at V = 0, of the two sides are equal when evaluated on non-negative
potentials. Since the derivatives are polynomial in V| the fact that the non-negative
potentials span C2°(R™) over C implies that (14.73) holds in general.

Thus we consider the holomorphy of the right side on (14.73) in V. This is a
local condition. For any particular V there are no poles of IA(V()\) in some split
strip 0 < |QA| < €, with € > 0. Since S(\) is defined as a boundary value on the
real axis from above and below the real integral in (14.73) can be shifted to a pair
of contour integrals on S\ = :l:%e. Once so moved each is locally holomorphic in V.
Similarly the two sums in (14.73), when rewritten as the sums, respectively, over
the poles in |JA] < %6 and S\ < —%e are also locally analytic in V — since they can
be written as a contour integrals involving the resolvent of Dy + Vip. It therefore
only remains to note that this analytic extension of the expression on the right in
(14.73) is equal to the right side near the fixed potential V. In fact this is just a
computation of residues. Moving the two contour integrals back from S\ = :i:%e to
the real axis (or rather limits from above and below) gives the first term in (14.73)
plus the residues, which occur at both poles and zeros of det(I/(\'()\)). Since the zeros
are precisely the negatives of the poles, with multiplicities, these terms combine
with the sum over the poles in A < —%e to give the correct sums as well. O

As noted earlier one way of viewing (14.73) is as a formula for the scattering
phase, in terms of the more computable wave group.

PROPOSITION 14.41. For each V. € C°(R") the determinant det(K()\)) is a
meromorphic function in C which, for each ¢ > 0, has no poles in |R(X)| > C(c)
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and is such that the logarithm has an asymptotic expansion of the form

(14.74) log det(K () ~ iHj(V))\"_j as |R(A)| — oo.

PROOF. O

The constants H;(V) are (non-linear) functionals of V' known as the ‘heat
invariants.” They can be computed rather explicitly.

The second trace formula can be obtained from (14.73) by formally evaluating
the right side by residues, shifting the contours to imaginary infinity and then
ignoring them. We do not have anywhere near enough information to justify this
directly, so we need a different approach, still we finally get:

THEOREM 14.21. For any V € C°(R™)
tr [ )Ty () = Uo(®)d = 3 cos(t3,) G0 mult ()
(14.75) J
v ¢ € C2((0,00)).
The first component of the proof is Lidsky’s theorem:

PROPOSITION 14.42. If T € TC(M) then the sequence of non-zero eigenvalues
of T, repeated with multiplicity, is absolutely convergent and

(14.76) tr(7) =) mult(X;)A;.

PROOF. The non-zero eigenvalues have finite multiplicity so we can choose a
basis of the generalized eigenspace with eigenvalue \;, eyj,...,en,;, N; being the
dimension of the eigenspaces, such that
(1477) [T — )\j}eij S Sp{egj,ﬂ < j}

Applying the Gramm-Schmidt orthonormalization procedure we obtain ¢;; such
that

(14.78) $ij = aeij + > Beej + Y Vekeon-
1< k<j
Clearly then
(14.79) (Tdij, dij) = Aj-
Thus the convergence of the sum ) |A;| mult();) follows from (14.10).
Let ® be the closure of the span of the eigenspaces associated to non-zero

eigenvalues of T, i.e. the span of the ¢;;. Certainly T® C ®. Similarly let ®* be
the same space for T* and let ®° be its orthocomplement. This splits the space

(14.80) L*(M) = & + 9°,

although the decomposition is not in general orthogonal. It follows that T'(®°) C ®°
and that

(14.81) T'¢=Toa, =1+ b2, p1 € P, ¢g € D°

defines a quasi-nilpotent operator. Choosing an appropriate basis we see that

(14.82) tr(T) = tr(T — T") + tr(T").
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From (14.79) it follows that
(14.83) tr(T —T') =Y Ajmult(};).

Thus it remains only to show that tr(Z7”) = 0. This however follows from the last
part of Proposition 14.40. ]

PRrROOF. Proof of Theorem 14.21 To prove (14.75) we first write the trace in
terms of the Lax-Phillips semigroup:

(14.84)  tr / S(1)[Ut) — U(t))dt = tr / (Z(t) — Zo(t)]dt ¥ ¢ € C((0, 00)).
0 0

This is an immediate consequence of (14.35) and the fact that the restriction to

the diagonal in R x S*~1 x R x S*~! of the kernel of W(@ vanishes in the region
|s| > p. The trace in (14.84) is over M = [—p, p] x S"~L.
For each fixed ¢ € C2°((0,00)) there exists € = €5 > 0 such that

(14.85) supp(¢) C [e,00), 2p =qe, ¢ €N.
We shall assume the stronger condition
(14.86) supp(¢@) C [e, 2€]

and later recover the general case by a finite decomposition. We then divide M
into ¢ pieces:

q
M = U M; where
j=1
M;=[-p+(—1e,—p+je xS"! =M.

(14.87)

Of course, each of these subsets is of the form (14.1). Let 7(s,w) = (s+p—(i—1)e,w)
be the translation from M; onto the fixed model M, = [0,¢€] x S"~!. Now we can

regard an operator such as W(qﬁ) as a matrix of operators on L2(M,) :
(14.88) W(p)y; =mi - W(p)-1j, i,j=1,...,q

where 7; is the orthogonal projection onto L?(M;) from L?(M), followed by the pull
back under 7;, and ¢; is pull-back under the inverse of 7; followed by the inclusion
of L?(M;) into L?(M) as a closed subspace by extending the elements as zero in

M \ M;. Since the kernel of each W((ﬁ)w is C*° these are all trace class operators
and

(14.89) tr(W(6)) = 3 tr(W()sa)-

Next we alter each of these ‘components’ of W(cﬁ) by conjugation with a power
of an invertible elliptic operator. We set

(14.90) Iy = (Agn1 +1)%
Consider the matrix of operators

(14.91) Py =TL - [W(¢);,] - T%.
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These operators all have smooth kernels, so are trace class. Moreover,

(14.92) tr(P) = tr(W(¢)).
Indeed the proof follows that of Lemma 14.49, using (14.89), the corresponding
expansion for tr(P) and a basis of L?(M;) consisting of eigenfunctions for Agn-1,
Le. spherical harmonics.

Now W (¢) is the difference

W((b) = Qv — Qo where

(14.93) 7
Qv = [ sty yat.
0
Let
(14.94) (Qv)ij =mi- Qv -1 and (Q})i; =T - (Qv)i; - T}
be the corresponding decompositions analogous to (14.87) and (14.91). Clearly
(14.95) Pij=(@Qv)ij — (Qo)ij Vi j=1,....q

The point of this construction is that now each (Qo);; € TC(M.). To see this simply
note that (14.86) means

0 ifi#j+1

(14.96) (Qd”mﬂ/¢®wuwﬁ'”:{F_®¢@—sﬁ if i =j+ 1.
0

Thus in all cases, (Qo)q; is trace class, so the matrix of operators is itself trace class.
Not only is Qg trace class but
q

(14.97) tr(Qo) = Ztr((QO)ii) =0

i=1
since the diagonal entries in the matrix are themselves zero. It follows that, for any
V, Qv = P+ Qg is also trace class and

(14.98) tr(W () = tr(P) = tr(Qy) = Y_ X multg()\})

where multg(\) is the multiplicity of A as an eigenvalue of Qv .
The final step in the proof of (14.75), with ¢ restricted by (14.86), is to check
that
the non-zero eigenvalues of Qi are the non-zero values of

oo

/cos(t)\j)qb(t)dt

0

(14.99)

repeated, of course, with the multiplicity of A; as a pole of the scattering matrix
and over those A; for which the integral takes on a fixed value.

From the discussion of the Lax-Phillips semigroup we do know that these are
precisely the non-zero eigenvalues of

(14.100) Zu(6) = / (1) Zy () dt.
0
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Thus we only have to check that Zy (¢) and Qy have the same non-zero eigenvalues.
This is the case because they are conjugate, although not by a bounded operator on
L?(M). Consider some non-zero eigenvalue, 1, of Qy, and the associated generalized
eigenspace E. Thus e € E is a g-tuple of square-integrable functions, e; € L?(M;).
Now each component of P is a smoothing operator and each component of @ is,
by (14.96), smoothing of order n at least. Thus each component of Qy = P + Qo
must also be smoothing of order n. It follows that each component of any element
of the eigenspace must be C* (in all variables). Thus
a
(14.101) fs,w) =Y [l (e5)](s,w) € L*([—p, p] x ™).
i=1

From the definition of Qv it is clear that as e ranges over E these functions span
the corresponding eigenspace of Zy (¢). Since this argument is easily reversed this
proves (14.99).

Thus we have proved (14.75) when ¢ is subject to (14.86). Since the equation is
linear and (14.86) can always be arranged by a finite decomposition this completes
the proof of Theorem 14.21. [






CHAPTER 15

Scattering poles

We should include:

1) Various characterizations, symmetry 2) The logarithmic gap 3) Upper bound
on the counting function 4) Lower bound following Sjostrand and Zworski(?) 5)
Some discussion of continuity(?) 6) Absence of poles implies V =0






CHAPTER 16

Hamilton-Jacobi theory

Next we turn to the scattering theory for a metric perturbation of the normal
Laplacian on R™; again restricting ourselves to the case n > 3 odd. We shall
consider Riemann metrics

(16.1) g= Z gij(z)dz'dz?
ij=1

which differ from the flat metric only on a compact set,

1 i=j )
16.2 (1) = 8; = in |z| > p.
(16.2) (@) ]{Oi#j o] > p
Of course we require that g be positive definite:
(16.3) Z gij(2)E°¢7 > cl¢* ¥ € € R™ for some ¢ > 0.

4,j=1

Let g¥(x) = (gij(z))~! be the inverse matrix and g = det g;; the determinant.
Then the Laplacian is

1 Z" 9 0
—_ —_—— ¥
(16.4) A NG Ox; V99 oz’

i,j=1
Our immediate aim is to show the unique solvability of the Cauchy problem for the
wave operator

(16.5) P =D} - A,.

We shall do this much as in the case of a potential perturbation by constructing
“plane wave” solutions.
Thus we look for a solution to

Pu= (D} — Ay)u € C®(R x R™)
(16.6) Ult=0 =0

Diuli—g = 0(s — z - w).
In the potential case we found the solution as a sum of conormal distributions
associated to the two hypersurface t = +(s — z - w). For the metric problem the
geometry itself has been perturbed so the first problem is to find the hypersurfaces

with respect to which the solution should be conormal.
Suppose that we assume as an ‘ansatz’ that the solution to (16.6) is of the form

(167) u:a+H(¢5+(t,:c,s,w))+a,H(¢,(t,x,s,w))

157
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where ay are C* and ¢4 are, at least for small |¢]|, C* real functions with
(16.8) bl =5—7 w.

Thus the solution is supposed to be conormal with respect to {¢4 = 0} U{¢_ = 0}.
Applying P directly to (16.7) we see that

Pu=c{0'(¢1) +e10'(6-) + ¢S 3(6)
+c30(¢-) + e H(py) + 5 H(o-),

with all the coefficients C*°. In fact we can easily compute the leading coefficients:

(16.9)

(16.10) if =as- (Do) Z 9" (x)Di¢p+D;po
i,j=1

In order for (16.6) to hold the leading terms in (16.9) must vanish — these being
the most singular. Since a should be nonzero this leads us to the eikonal equation
(16.11) (Dp)? = > g (x)Di¢pDi¢ =0o0n ¢ =0 (¢ = o).

i,j=1

This may seem strange, that the search for a solution to a linear second order
equation should lead to a non-linear first order equation, but the beauty of (16.11)
is that it can be solved essentially geometrically by ‘Hamilton-Jacobi theory.” We
drop the restriction to {¢ = 0} in (16.11) and try to solve the initial value problem:

(D:9)? Zg )Di¢pD;j¢p =0 in Q

3,j=1

Alyg=s—2-w in Qn{t=0}

(16.12)

for © some neighbourhood of 0 € RY = R"+1,
In the cotangent bundle T*RY = RN xRY consider the graph of the differential

of ¢:

(16.13) Ay = {(Z,dz¢) eRN xRY;z = (t,x),d.¢ = ((;(fvg;ﬁ,,aasf)}
1 n

Thus Ay is an N-dimensional smooth submanifold of T*RY . In terms of the ‘canon-
ically dual’ coordinates (z, ¢) in T*RY (where an element of TR¥ is written (- dz)
consider the function

(16.14) Z 9" ()¢5

1,7=1

This is the principal symbol of the operator P. The differential equation (16.12)
can then be written in geometric form as

(16.15) ApC{p=0}=%

The surface X, is called the characteristic variety of P.

Thus we have reduced the partial differential equation (16.12) to the geometric
problem of constructing Ay as a submanifold of ¥,. To be able to use this approach
we need to characterize, at least locally, those submanifolds A of T*RY which are
of the form Ay, i.e. are the graphs of differentials.
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On T*RY there is a tautological 1-form, the contact form. By definition T*RY
consists of pairs (Z,7%) where 7 is a 1-form at z € RY. Thus v can be considered
as an equivalence class of smooth functions near z, [f], where f' ~ f, ie. " € [f]
means precisely that f— f'— f(Z)+ f(Z) vanishes quadratically at z. The equivalence
class can be identified with the vector of partial derivatives of f :

(16.16) Z o (2)dz

where dz® = [2%]. Then ¢; = 8—21‘(2) are the canonically dual coordinates of v (dual

to zp,...,2 that is.) Let 7 : T*RY > (2,5) — z € R¥ be the natural projection.
We can use 7 to pull-back 1-forms:
(16.17) 7 TERN — T3 o (T*RY) VY (2,7) € T*RY.
Then the tautological 1-form, «, on T*RY is fixed by the condition:
(16.18) a=7"y at (z,7).
Since, in canonically dual coordinates, ¥ = Y (;dz;
i=0

(16.19) a=> (idz.

i=0

Clearly « is completely well-defined, independent of the choice of coordinates.
Its exterior derivative is the 2-form
n
(16.20) w=da=Y_ dNdz.
i=0
Using w, the symplectic form on T*RY, we can characterize the submanifolds A.

PROPOSITION 16.43. If A C T*RYN is a C® submanifold then, locally near

(2,0) € A, A=Ay for some ¢ € C>(Q), Q> Z open if and only if
(16.21) dimA = N

(16.22) thw =0, 1p: A= T*RY being the inclusion
(16.23) 7 A — RN is, near (2,¢), a local diffeomorphism.

In general a submanifold satisfying just conditions (16.21) and (16.22) is said to be
a Lagrangian submanifold of T*RY.

PrROOF. First we have to check that these conditions hold for Ag. Both (16.21)
and (16.23) are immediate. For Ay we know that the inverse to (16.23) is just the
defining map

(16.24) 03525 (2,d.0) € Ay,
Consider the pull-back under ® to 2 3 Z of the 2-form w. Since w = da,
(16.25) O w|, = dd*al, .

From (16.18), ®*av = &*7*y = d¢ at ¥ = d¢. Thus from (16.25), ®*w = d(d¢) = 0.
This proves that (16.22) holds.
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To prove the converse, suppose (16.21) — (16.23) hold ((16.21) is of course
a consequence of (16.23)). From (16.23), A = {(z,Z(2))} where =Z;(z) are C™
functions on €2 5 z. Then (16.22) requires that

N
(16.26) d(> Ei(2)dz) =0 in Q.
i=0
Poincaré’s lemma asserts that, in a possibly smaller neighbourhood of Z,

N
(16.27) > Ei(2)dz = do
i=0
for some C* function ¢. This just asserts that A = Ay near (2,7). O

Thus the problem of solving (16.12) has been reduced to constructing a suitable
Lagrangian submanifold of ¥, satisfying (16.23). Observe that X, is a smooth
hypersurface in T*R¥\0, where 0 stands for the zero section {(z,0)}. Indeed

(16.28) dp = 2(od¢o — d Y | g7(2)Gi¢; # 0

ij=1

if {p # 0, so as (§ = $g" (z)¢;¢; on Xy, dp # 0 on T, N {¢ # 0}.

As a smooth hypersurface in a symplectic manifold (T*RV\0), 3, has a well-
defined 1-dimensional foliation, i.e. a l-dimensional subbundle of 7'Y,. This sub-
bundle Hy C T'Y, is called the Hamilton foliation and is defined by

(16.29) v € Hy <= w(,w)=0 YweTx,.

LEMMA 16.51. Suppose p is C* and dp # 0 on (p = 0) in T*RYN then the
Hamilton foliation is spanned by the Hamilton vector field of p :

" /9p O op O
16.30 H,= — .
( ) P ; <5Cz‘ 0z; 0z; 8@)
PROOF. The definition (16.30) of H, can be written in the more intrinsic form
(16.31) w(Hy,v) = —dp(v) Yo T(TRY).

Indeed, that (16.30) satisfies (16.31) follows by evaluating the left side of (16.31).
Conversely if (16.31) holds then (16.30) follows by setting v = B%i’ and v = %,
the basis vector fields.

From (16.31), by setting v = Hp,
(16.32) 0 =w(Hp, Hy) = —dp(H,)
follows from the antisymmetry of w and shows that H), is tangent to ¥,. Now
suppose (16.29) holds. Since ¥, has codimension one it follows that

(16.33) w(v,w) = cdp(w) Y w e T(T*R")
for some constant C. Then as before, v = cH,,. (]
The most basic component of Hamilton-Jacobi theory is now easily derived:

LEMMA 16.52. If A C X is a Lagrangian submanifold contained in a hyper-
surface in a symplectic manifold then the Hamilton foliation of ¥ is tangent to

A.
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FIGURE 1. Characteristic Lagrangians

Proor. Consider the vector space, at A € A, T\A + RH, = Q). This has
dimension N, or N +1 as H,, is, or is not, tangent to A at A\. Thus we wish to show
that dim @ = N. Now, by definition — (16.22) — and (16.31)

(16.34) Wloxg = 0.

Thus it suffices to show that w can vanish on no subspace of dimension greater than
N. This is an easy exercise in linear algebra; it follows from a simple diagonalization
procedure. O

To construct Ay we now proceed to ‘integrate’ the vector field H,,. Recall the
initial condition for f

(16.35) Plig=¢o=5—1T-w.
This implies that

(16.36) Ao {t =0} = {(0,2,7(x), 220
for some smooth function 7(z). However we also want A, C X, so
00" _ N~ i, 9b0 O do
2|22 = ij Zr0 — 4 |Z¥0
(16.37) T o ijzz:lg (x) 9u: 01, () =T1=+= 5 |

These functions are smooth since d¢g/0x # 0. Thus there are precisely two choices
for

O¢o | 0o
16. AZn{t=0}= £l ) p
(16.38) s N{t=0} {(O,x, ‘83@ , ax)
This leads to the two solution of (16.12).

The vector field H,, is transversal to {t = 0} on X,. Thus we must have each
integral curve of H,, through a point of Adi) N{t = 0} in Ajf. This leads to two
N-dimensional manifolds:

do
+ _
(16.39) Ay = Hy-flow-out of {(O,;zc7 + ’8:0 ’81’)} .

The theory of ordinary differential equations (including the smooth dependence of
solutions on initial data) shows that Aff are C*°, at least for small . In fact they are
globally smooth, uniquely fixed by the maximal extensions of the integral curves of
H,, of which they are unions.

PROPOSITION 16.44. If pg € C°(R™) has d,¢po # 0 then (16.39) leads to the two
smooth Lagrangian submanifolds of T*RY contained in ¥, and satisfying (16.36).

Do

PROOF. The uniqueness is clear, we need to show that Afg defined by (16.39)
are Lagrangian.

This is a direct consequence of an identity for the Lie derivative. If V is any C*
vector field then the Lie derivative Ly is a first order differential operator acting
on each bundle of k-forms, defined by

(16.40) Lyy = (d-iy + iy - d)y
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where iy is contraction with V, iy~y(Vi,..., Vi) =v(V,V1,... Vi) if vis a (k+ 1)-
form. Now, if V = H,, is the Hamilton vector field of p then

(16.41) Ly,w=d ipgw+ig,dv=d(dp) =0,

using (16.31) — which just says iy, w = dp. This means that w satisfies a first-order
differential equation on A along the integral curves of H,. From the uniqueness of
the solution to the initial value problem for such a system it is enough to check
that

(16.42) w=0onThA*, X e An{t=0}.

By definition of A* N {t = 0}, ThA* is spanned by ThAg and H,, where
A= (0,z,7,€) if ' = (7,€). Certainly w vanishes on Ty, Ag, since this is Lagrangian
in 7*R™. Thus (16.42) reduces to showing that w(v, H,) = 0 if v € Ty, but again
this follows from (16.31). This completes the proof that A* are Lagrangian. ([

Finally note that Ajf satisfy the fibre-transversal condition (16.40), near any
point in A* N {t = 0} since H, is transversal to ¢ = 0. Thus we have shown:

PROPOSITION 16.45. There is an open neighbourhood, 2, of t = 0 such that the
problem (16.12) has precisely two C* solutions in R™ x (—e, €) for some € > 0, ¢T,
given by the conditions

(16.43) otlimo = do, AT = Agye.

PROOF. We have shown this locally for each s,w and the proof obviously ex-
tends to give smoothness in s,w locally. Since S"~! is compact the fact that the
solutions exists in the fixed neighbourhood R™ x (—¢, €) for all s reduces to under-
standing what happens for large s, and near infinity in R™. However s is merely
an additive constant so ¢4 (t,z,w,s) = ¢4 (t,z,w,0) + s and for |z| > 2p, |t| < p,
¢+ (t,x,w,s) = s —x-w=xt. Thus the local uniqueness proves the semiglobal (global
in R™, for short times) existence. O

The fact that these “phase functions” ¢4 exists only for short times is real,
and not just an artifice of our method of construction. We could (and in a sense
shall) use the theory of conormal distributions to construct solutions to (16.6) for
short times. Using these we can, as for the potential case, construct a forward
fundamental solution (for small ¢) and hence show the existence of the wave ‘group’
U(t), for |t| <e.

Indeed, once U(t) has been constructed for [t| < e, satisfying U(¢)U(s) =
U(t + s), whenever |s|, ||, |t + s| < €, it can be extended uniquely as a group by
setting U (t) = U(£)™. The question therefore arises, and is in any case fundamental
to understanding the structure of the scattering matrix, as to what is the nature of
the global solution to (16.6) (which can be constructed using U(t)).

Rather than follow this small-time approach we shall proceed directly to con-
struct a global solution to (16.6). We have already noted that the Lagrangian Ai
exists globally. For short times we expect the solution to (16.6) to be conormal
with respect to {¢1 = 0}. Consider the conormal bundles of these submanifolds

(16.44)  N*{¢+ =0} = {(2,7d¢+); ¢+ (2) = 0,7 € R\0} € T*RY N {|t| < €}.

Knowing N*{¢+ = 0} is completely equivalent to knowing {¢+ = 0}. Thus we can
think of u, solving (16.6), as being associated to N*{¢4 = 0} in [t| <.
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The submanifolds
(16.45) A* = H,-flow-out of N*{¢5 = 0}
are contained in the homogeneous extensions of the A* (i.e. A € AT = 7X € A*
for some 7 # 0).

EXERCISE 16.13. Exercise Show that A* are Lagrangian submanifolds of T*RM\0.

Thus to construct u globally we proceed to develop the theory of Lagrangian
distributions. From (16.45) we see that AT N {|t| < e} = N*{¢+ = 0}. Thus the
theory of Lagrangian distributions should be (and is) a natural extension of the
theory of conormal distributions.






CHAPTER 17

Parametrization of conic Lagrangians

In examining the push-forward of conormal distributions, associated to a hy-
persurface, we studied the tangency of a hypersurface to the leaves of a fibration.
In M =R? x RY we consider a hypersurface (which need not be closed)

(17.1) H={¢=0} ¢ C(M), dp#0on H.

Thinking of 7 : M — R? as a fibration means that we shall allow only coordinate
transformations which are fibre-preserving on M, ié

(17.2) (x,0) — (X(z),0(x,0)).

For the push-forward of a conormal distribution associated to H to be conormal
on R™ we needed a condition of simple tangency of H to the fibres (or rather simple
tangency of the fibres to H!) Locally this condition takes the form

(17.3) ¢ has only non-degenerate critical points on each fibre.

Then the set of such fibre-critical points

(17.4) Cyr = {(2,0) € M;6(x,0) = 0, 95, 0(,0) =0,j = 1,...,N}
is a submanifold of M of codimension N + 1 and the projection
(17.5) m:Cyg — R"”

is locally the embedding of Cy as a hypersurface in R™. We required (but could do
without) the condition that (17.5) should be a global embedding.
As promised then, we now consider the weakening of (17.3) to:

(17.6) At Cpg the differentials d¢,d[0p,;¢] j = 1,..., N are linearly independent.

This still implies, via the implicit function theorem, that Cy is a C* submanifold
of M of codimension N + 1. However it need not even be locally embedded in R™
by the projection (17.5). Nevertheless we wish still to think of Cy as a ‘singular
submanifold” of R™. The way to do this is to consider the conormal bundle of this
singular manifold. If (17.3) holds then the conormal bundle of Cy — R"™ can be
written in the following way

N*m(Cy) =
{(2,8);€ = 1dyp(2,0), 7 € R, ¢(x,0) = 0,09, 0(x,0) = 0 for some 6.}
Indeed this just follows from the observation that, locally, the surface
(17.8) Opp(x,0) =0

is transversal to m and the restriction of ¢ to it pulls back under the inverse of 7w
to a defining function for 7(Cy). In general we just use (17.7) as the definition of
the singular submanifold.

(17.7)

165
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LEMMA 17.53. If H C M is a C* hypersurface, ¢ being a defining function for
it, with (17.6) satisfied then

(17.9) A = {(z,7d:d(x, 0); (2,0) € Cy,7 # 0} C T*R" N0
is a C* conic (i.e. homogeneous) Lagrangian submanifold.

PrOOF. Consider the map
(17.10) Cy 3 (2,0) — (x,dd(x,0)) € T*R"\0.

Any tangent vector annihilated by the differential of this map must be tangent
to the fibres, since the map is trivial in the x variables. A tangent vector, v =
a10g, +- - -+an0s,, to the fibres annihilated by the differential of (17.10) represents
a dependence relation

N 9% N
(17.11) Zajaojami =0<:>Zajdxaej¢=0.
j=1 j=1
To be tangent to C'y the vector must satisfy in addition
N
0%
17.12 i =0.
(17.12) ; 99,00,

Thus such a tangent vector represents a linear relation amongst the ddy, ¢ at C, so
must vanish by the assumption (17.6). Hence the differential of (17.10) is injective,
so embeds Cy as a smooth submanifold of dimension n — 1 in T*R"™~\.0. Moreover
the RT action (multiplication by scalars on the fibres) on T*R"™ cannot be tangent
to the range of (17.10), since this would mean

N 96
(17.13) ;ajdx (ae]) =Tdy®

which, as above, would lead to a dependence relation between the ddp, ¢ and d¢
violating the full force of (17.6). Thus A is a C> conic submanifold of dimension
n in T*R™\0.

It remains to show that the symplectic form vanishes on Ag. To do this consider
again the definition (17.9). This can be rewritten in terms of the space of fibre-
normals. The submanifold

(17.14) S = {(2.0,£,0) € T*M;€ # 0}
is just the set of lifts to T'M of non-vanishing differentials on R™, i.e. the range of
(17.15) TR — T, M.

Let mg : S — T*R"™ be the left inverse of 7*, the obvious projection. Then (17.9)
is just
(17.16) s [N*Chg N S] — Ap is a diffeomorphism .

Of course we know that N*Cpy is a Lagrangian submanifold of T*M. Certainly
therefore the symplectic form

n N
(17.17) wy =Y dz Ndg+ > do; Adt;
i=1 j=1
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vanishes on N*Cy N S. Moreover, since S = {t = 0} we have
(17.18) Tew = tgwp (on M)

where w is the symplectic form on T*R"™ and ¢g is the inclusion of .S in T M. This

proves that w vanishes on Ay, since this is equivalent to the vanishing of wy; on
N*HNS. O

This basic lemma shows that we can construct conic Lagrangian submanifolds
by pushing forward hypersurfaces. We shall say that H C M is a parametrization
of A near A € A if

(17.19) ANQ =AgNQ for some neighbourhood 2 of A in T*R™\.0.

Before discussing the very important result that any conic Lagrangian submanifold
of T*R™\ 0 has a parametrization near each of its points we note, for orientation,
a couple of simple examples of parametrization.

EXAMPLE 17.0. The function ¢ = z; cos(#) + 2 sin(f) on R? x R parametrizes
(repeatedly) the Lagrangian submanifold of T*R?\.0 which is just the fibre above
the origin T3 R?\.0.

EXERCISE 17.14. Show that the hypersurface
(17.20) H={t"-3ty+20 =0} CR*xR

parametrizes a C> conic Lagrangian submanifold of 7*R? which is the conormal
bundle of the ‘cusp’ y®> = 22 except over the origin. Convince yourself that Az
is just the closure in T*R2\.0 of the conormal bundle to the regular part of this
singular curve. Can you find another (really different, i.e. not locally transformable
into the cusp by a coordinate transformation) singular curve with this remarkable
property — that the closure of the conormal bundle to the smooth part is actually
a smooth conic Lagrangian??

The main point of parametrizations is that they always exist

~ ProprosITION 17.46. If A C T*R™0 is a C* conic Lagrangian submanifold and
A € A then for some H C R™ x RN | with 7(\) € H, a C* hypersurface satisfying
(17.6) with N < n there is a neighbourhood  of A in T*R™\0 such that

(17.21) ANQ=AgNQ.

ProOF. Consider the projection of the tangent space to A at A to R™ :

We can make a linear transformation so that 7(\) = 0 and the projection in (17.22)
is spanned by 0,, for i = 1,...,n — N — 1, so defining N. (Notice that the fact
that A is conic means that the space in (17.22) cannot have dimension larger than
n — 1.) In terms of the canonically dual coordinates (z,&) in T*R™ this means that
there are tangent vectors of the form

N
(17.23) vi=0u, + Y _ij0, €T3A, i=1,....n—N—1

j=1
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and these can be extended to a basis of T5A by adding vectors of the form

N
(17.24) wk:ZWIQjagj k=n—N,...,n.
j=1
It follows that the matrix
(17.25) = (%@j)k,j:n—N,...,n is invertible.

Indeed, this invertibility is equivalent to the non-existence of a (non-zero) tangent
vector to A at A of the form

(17.26) w= > g0,
j<n—N
Pairing with the symplectic form gives
(17.27) w(w,v;) =g, j=1,....,n—N—1
so if w in (17.26) is in T5A it must vanish, A, being Lagrangian.
The conclusion of this computation is that the functions

(17.28) Tl TneN—1:En_N,---,&n give local coordinates on A near A.

Another way of expressing this is that there are C*° functions

X//(m/’gll) — (Xn_]\/‘(l‘/,f“), . 7Xn(xl’£//))
(17.29) E'(@,¢") = (1@, "), ..., En-n-1(2, "))
st. A={2" = X"(2/,¢"),& == (2,¢")} near \.
Here 2’ = (x1,...,2n—n—1) and & = ({n—nN, ..., &) ete. The fact that A is conic
means that X" and Z’ are respectively homogeneous of degrees zero and one in £”.

We can easily express the condition that A be Lagrangian in terms of the local
coordinates 7/, £”. Namely

n—N-—1 n
(17.30) w= Y dy;AdSi+ Y dX;Adg =0.
i=1 j=n—N

This in turn just means

n—N-—1 n
(17.31) d|- Y Zdri+ Y Xjdz;| =0.
i=1 j=n—N

By Poincaré’s Lemma this means that locally, near any point, there is a C*° function
such that

n—N-—1 n
(17.32) — Y Edei+ Y Xjdw; = do(,¢")
i=1 j=n—N

Moreover ® is unique up to a constant and so can be assumed to be homogeneous
of degree one in £”. Since A is conic the vector § - 9 is in TxA. We know from the
discussion around (17.26) that if { = £ at A then at least one of the &;, for j > n—N
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must be non-zero. Making a linear change of coordinates, just amongst the ="/, we
may as well assume that £ = (0,...,0,1) € R* V. Now consider the function
N
(17.33) G(x,0) =z + Y Tn-n_1450; — B(2',0,1).
j=1

We proceed to show that the hypersurface defined by ¢ = 0 parametrizes A near \.
First we should check the non-degeneracy condition (17.6). However the inde-

pendence of the differentials is clear since, at (x,6) = (0,0),
dp = day, d[dp, 8] = dT;4n_N-1

(17.34) [ = doye

mod {dz',d8} j=1,...,N.

This proves the non-degeneracy, so ¢ parametrizes some Lagrangian. For future
reference, note that

0%®
(17.35) 52 (0.0) =0,
From (17.32), the definition of @,
0D 0P
17.36 =0, &), Xo= —2',¢"), j — N, {>n—N.
( ) ' 81']' (xvé- )7 4 afex’g )7.7<n ) Zn
Since ® is homogeneous of degree 1 in £”,
(17.37) ¢ =0(,0,1), p(a,¢") =" — o', ¢").
Thus, using Euler’s identity for homogeneous functions
N
0D 0P
(17-38) ¢=wp— f( /7 0, 1) + Z(xj+n—N—1 - 90, (xlaea 1))9j'
n i=1 7
It follows, using (17.36), that
9¢ , od
(17.39) ¢ =0, 0; =0,j=1,....N=2" = 66”($’79, 1)=X"(2',0,1).
Now Ay is the cone over the image of
0D
(17.40) pr : Ch 3 (x,0) — (z,dy¢(x,0) = (z, —%,0, 1).
From (17.39) and (17.36) and the homogeneity of A it follows that
(17.41) Ag C A near .

Since the manifolds have the same dimension they must be equal near A. This
completes the proof of the proposition. [

The existence of a parametrization near each point of a conic Lagrangian allows
us to define the space of Lagrangian distributions associated with it. We do this by
recalling that if the hypersurface H C R™ x RY should satisfy (17.3), and (17.5) is
a global embedding, then push-forward gives a map
(17.42) T IR H) — I NAYR? 7(H)).

For conormal distributions associated to a hypersurface G C R™ we use the alter-
native notation

(17.43) I™(R",G) = I'™(R", N*G).
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Thus we think of G as represented by its conormal bundle as a conic Lagrangian
submanifold N*G C T*R"™~\0. Then (17.42) becomes

(17.44) Tt IPHNARYN NYH) — I™(R™, Ag)

since Ay = N*G by the definition of parametrization of Lagrangians.
We shall use (17.44) as the basis of the definition of Lagrangian distributions
associated to any C* conic Lagrangian.

DEFINITION 17.12. If A € T*R"™\0 is a C* conic Lagrangian then I"*(R™, A) C
C.>°(R™) consists precisely of those distributions which can be written as finite

sums
P

(17.45) IMR™A)Sus=u=Y (mp)(up)

k=1
where each u, € I"*Ne/4(R"No [ for a (globally embedded) hypersurface H,, C
R"*+Ne satisfying (17.6) parametrizing a Lagrangian A, C T*R™~\.0 such that for
some open set 2, C R"

(17.46) A, N7 H(Q,) = An 7 (,) and supp(u,) C ng(Qp).

Since H), is assumed to be a globally embedded hypersurface we do not want to
assume that it parametrizes A globally, so (17.46) is just there to ensure that it does
parametrize A in a neighbourhood of the support of w,. Since I"(R™, A) consists of
sums of push-forwards it is clear that it is a linear space. To handle elements rea-
sonably it is of primary importance to show that we can represent any Lagrangian
distribution in terms of a sum of push-forwards from any parametrizations which
cover A.

There is an obvious case in which the push-forward (m1).(u1) of a conormal
distribution from one parametrization H; C R®*"1 can be expressed in the form
(m2)«(uz) with up conormal to another parametrization Hy C R™""2. Namely if
there exists a fibre preserving diffeomorphism

(1747)  x(2.6) = (£,0(2,0)), x :R" x RM - R" x R, \(H)) = Hp.
Of course this implies that Ny = Ny = N. Indeed if (17.47) holds then
(17.48) Y INIARMN CHYY e PENAREN )

using the coordinate-invariance of conormal distributions. We can therefore write
the push-forward of uy as

(m2)s (u2) = /uQ(x,f)’)dG’: /U1(x,0)‘59§;’9)'d9
RN RN
if Ul((t,a) = UZ(x,@(SL',@)) = X*(UQ)-

Thus push-forward from I7+N/4 (RN H;) gives exactly the same distributions
as push-forward from I"™*+N/4(R"N H,). Of course this same argument, (17.49),
works if y is only defined as a local diffeomorphism and us has support in the range.
We shall therefore say that H; C RtV and Hy C RV are equivalent paramet-
rizations in open sets 1, Qs C R*V if there is a fibre-preserving diffeomorphism
X1 : Q1 — Qo such that x(Hy UQy) = Hy UQs.

The main technical problem is therefore to decide when two parametrizations
are equivalent in this sense. We shall say that they are equivalent near (z,6;) € Cpg,

(17.49)
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and (7, 0) € Cp, if they are equivalent in some neighbourhoods of these points by
a fibre-preserving diffeomorphism such that

(17.50) x(@,01) = (z,62).

We can relatively easily extract necessary conditions for local equivalence. Of
course we must have the equality of fibre dimensions. Secondly we must have
equality of the Lagrangians parametrized, locally:

_— If H, and Hy are equivalent parametrizations near (7, 6;) and (7, f2)
(17:51) then Ay = Ay near p1(%,01) = pa(Z, 02).

Here of course A; are the Lagrangians parametrized by H; and the p; are the
parametrization maps (17.40). Indeed if ¢ defines Hy then ¢y = x*¢o defines Ho.
Thus

(175 Gun(e,0) = ool O(x,0)) = 50 Ay (e, Oz, 0)).

This shows that x maps the critical set of one onto the critical set of the other
(17.53) x: Cp —— Cy

and

(17.54) (z,0) € C1 = p1(20) = (z,drd1(x, )

(17.55) — (0, dy62(,0(,9))) = pa(x(x, 0)).

Thus we get a commutative diagram

There is however another necessary condition for equivalence following from
(17.52). Differentiating again with respect to § and using the fact that 9p¢p = 0 on
the critical set we find that

0?1 00,00, 8¢y

(17.56) (z,0) = Rl
00,00, 90, 96; 96,06,

od2(z,0(x,0)) on Ci.

This means that at each point of Cj, and in particular at the base point (Z,6;),
the fibre-Hessian matrices satisfy

32¢ _ 52¢2 - N t
(17.57) W(x,ﬁl) =J 502 (z,00)J
where J is the fibre differential of xy and J? is its transpose. It follows that
2 2
(17.58) ng(f,H_l) and 86;22 (z,02) have the same signature.

Here the signature is the number of positive minus the number of negative eigen-
values of these real symmetric matrices. Of course they also have the same rank,
but this is already a consequence of (17.55) or (?7?).

The next major result is that these conditions are sufficient for local equivalence.

‘ProposiTION 17.47. If H; C RN i = 1,2, are two C*™ hypersurfaces near
(z,0;) € C; both satisfying (17.6), near their respectively base points, then provided
(17.55) and (17.58) hold they are locally equivalent parametrizations.
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PROOF. We prove this important result in three stages. First we show that
a fibre-preserving transformation x can be chosen mapping the critical set Cy to
Cprr. Then, using (17.58), we show that after such a transformation there is an
homotopy H; with Hy = H, H; = H' parametrizing A for each ¢ with (17.6)
holding throughout. This homotopy is then used to construct x via an homotopy
of fibre-preserving transformations, given by integration of a (t-dependent) vector
field.

First we make a translation in 6’ so that the base points are the same, (z, ) =
(z,0'). We can also make a linear transformation, using (17.58), so that

¢ 829
o(z,0) =
00,00, 00,00,
It is now convenient to regard # and 6’ as the same coordinates in a fixed space

RN, We wish to make a fibre-preserving transformation mapping Cy to Cpy.
Consider the map, with = as a parameter

9 96 0 9¢

(17.59) #(z,0) = £0;5, 1 <i,j < N’ < N, 0 otherwise.

17.60 R xRY > (7,0 =T, e T
( ) % (T >'—> T3I1 T@xn 7601 T@HN
By (17.59) and the non-degeneracy assumption on ¢, the Jacobian matrix at = z,
(7,0) = (1,0) has rank N + 1 since it is

¢ 0¢
828;1 » 98y,
(17.61) dx1001° "> 90N OO;
(oat’) 9%
Ox100N """ 0ONOON
In fact, after relabelling the x-coordinates, we can assume that
0 0 0 0
(17.62) (1,0) »—>T—¢,...,77¢ % ,T ¢
8301 al’N,N/+1 801 89N,

is a local diffeomorphism with N’ as in (17.59). Since (b parametrizes the same
Lagrangian near (z,6) it follows that the same map, (17 62), with ¢ replaced by ¢,
is also a local diffeomorphism, F. The composite map F~1F is of the form

(17.63) FYF,(1,0) = (77 (x,0),0(x,0))
since (17.62) is obviously homogeneous of degree one in 7.

The map (z,0) — (z,0(z,0)) reduces Cy to Cp. To see this observe that if
(x,0) € Cy and (X, 0') € C}; parametrize the same points, up to a multiple, in A,
A= (z,dyp(x,0) = (x,7'dp¢(x,0")) then from (17.62)

(17.64) Fy(x,0) = 7' Fy(x,0") < F,'F,(1,0) = (7',6)
so 0" = O(x,0) showing that Cg is mapped to Cy.

Even more is true. If (z,6') = (z,0(x,0)) then

0¢ 09 . :
(17.65) T(x,@)a—ei(x,@(xﬁ)) =90, 1=1,...,N".
Differentiating with respect to 6; for i = 1,..., N’ and using (17.59) we see that
N/
9%p 00, 0%¢ 09,, -
17. = — 0) =6¢;, ,j=,...,N’
(17.66) Z 30,00, 06, ~ 96,00, " g, =0 =0 b=
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for some 7 > 0. Thus we conclude that the transformed function

(17.67) 0 (.0) = 3z, 6(x,0))
still has the property (17.62) and moreover Cy = Cp.
This completes the first part of the proof, and also the second part if we set

(17.68) ¢e(2,0) = (1 —t)(z,0) +t¢'(2,0), 0<t <1
Certainly ¢ is always fibre-critical on C'y and the non-degeneracy follows from the
fact that (17.62) holds throughout the homotopy.

The final step in the proof is to construct a l-parameter family of (fibre-
preserving) diffeomorphisms, y;, such that

(17.69) xo =1Id and xj(at¢r) = &, ax >0, o = 1.
Differentiating (17.69) with respect to ¢ gives

(17.70) %Xr(at(ﬁt) =X [Oét(i)t + (& + View) oy + OétVt¢t] =0

where the dot denotes t-differentiation. Here V; is a smooth vector field which is
determined by, and through integration determines, x; :

(17.71)
d .

g@i(t,x,é?) =V (t,z,0(t, x,0)), xe(z,0) = (z,0(t,z,0)), 6(0,2,0) =0.

Of course the basis of this “homotopy method” for attacking conjugation problems

is that to satisfy (17.70) we just need

(17.72) b = —Viy + Beoe, B = —o; ey + Viow]
in which x; no longer appears explicitly.
By (17.68) we know that d¢./dt = 0 on Cy and the non-degeneracy of ¢,
means that for some functions V* and 3
N
doy ; okl

17. = i =t .

(17.73) o ;V (t,7.6) 55 + 86,7, 6)¢1

This fixes the vector field V; = V19/001 + --- + VN9/00y. To ensure (17.72) we
just need to pick « as the solution of

d
(17.74) % + Viy = —Bay, o= =1

which just involves integration along the vector field d/d¢ + V;. Thus we have con-
structed V' so that (17.70) holds. This completes the proof of the proposition. O
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