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PARAMETRICES AND
EXACT PARALINEARISATION
OF SEMI-LINEAR BOUNDARY PROBLEMS

JON JOHNSEN

ABSTRACT. The subject is parametrices for semi-linear problemsedam
parametrices for linear boundary problems and on nonAiitiesthat decompose
into solution-dependent linear operators acting on thetmols. Non-linearities
of product type are shown to admit this via exact paralirsedion. The para-
metrices give regularity properties under weak conditiemprovements in sub-
domains result from pseudo-locality of typeltoperators. The framework en-
compasses a broad class of boundary problems in Holder g#8bbolev spaces
(and also Besov and Lizorkin—Triebel spaces). The Besolysemof homoge-
neous distributions, tensor products and halfspace artenbave been revised.
Examples include the von Karman equation.

1. INTRODUCTION

This article presents a parametrix construction for séneidr boundary prob-
lems as well as the resulting regularity propertieg jaSobolev spaces. The work
is based on investigations of pseudo-differential boundgorerators, paramulti-
plication and function spaces of J.-M. Bony, G. Grubb, V. Ryav and the au-
thor [Bon81 | Gru9h, Ryc99b, Joh95, Joh96]; it is also irexgipy joint work with
T. Runst[JR97] on solvability of semi-linear problems.

Assume eg tha# is an elliptic differential operator, thetA, T} is a linear el-
liptic boundary problem on a domai@ C R" and that, for a suitable non-linear
operatorQ, the functionu is a given solution of the problem

Au+Q(u)=f inQ, Tu=¢ o0noQ. (1.1)

It is then a main point to establish a family of parametriE&), N € N, that are
linear operators yielding the following new formula for

u=P"(Rf+K¢ +2u)+ (RL,)Nu. (1.2)
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Here (R k) is a left-parametrix of the linear problem, (& k) (£) =1 — % where

Z has range irC”(Q), while L, is an exact paralinearisation Qf(u). In (1.2),

PSN> has order zero and can roughly be seen as a modifier of datatsbcion
to u, while (RL,)N is an error term analogous to the negligible errors in pseudo
differential calculi; it can have any finite degree of smawtss by choosinlyl large
enough. Precise assumptions{#a T } and especiallyQ will follow further below.

The motivation was partly to provide an alternative to bsin&p arguments, for
in the general_,-setting these can require somewhat lengthy descriptieve
though the strategy is clear. It was also hoped to find pureafyéical proofs,
without iteration, of the regularity properties.

These goals are achieved with the parametrix fornuld (fo2)the regularity
of u can be read off in a simple way from the right hand side, asaixgdl below.
And along with stronger a priori regularity of the solutidhe parametrices allow
increasingly weaker assumptions on the data. Moreovefptheula [1.2) clearly
gives a structural information, that here is utilised toyarthat additional regularity
properties in subregions also carry over to the solutions.

Furthermore, as a gratis consequence of the method, thmetica formulae
may, depending on the problem and its data, yield that thatisol belongs to
spaces, on which the non-linear terms are of higher ordertti@linear terms, or
are ill-defined. (Such results can often also be obtainedl ivgtation, if the a priori
information of the solution is used in each step.)

Compared to results derived from the paradifferential Wdak of J.-M. Bony
[Bon81], the set-up is restricted here to non-linearitieproduct type, as defined
below, but in the present work the regularity of non-zerorutary datap is taken
fully into account via the terniK¢ (this was undiscussed in [Bon81]). Non-linear
boundary conditions can also be covered with the preseritadst but this will be
a straightforward extension, and therefore left out.

As usual, the differential operat@u+ Q(u) is called semi-linear when it de-
pends linearly on the highest order derivativesioFor such operators, it could be
natural to introduce (as below) foparameter domain®y, D(Q), D(A, Q) and
Dy. Whilst the first two describé A, T} (k is the class ofl) and Q, the others
account for spaces on which (IL.1) has regularity properéep. parametrices as
expected for a semi-linear problem.

Notation and preliminaries are settled in Secfibn 2. In aegarframework the
main result follows in Sectidn 3. Some needed facts on pdtgoiication are given
in Sectior4. In Sectionl5 the exact paralinearisation oflnwarities of product
type is studied. Sectidd 6 presents the consequences fstatienary von Karman
problem, and the weak solutions are carried over to gengys&8obolev spaces.
The subject of Sectidnl 7 is the parametrix and regularitylte®btained for gen-
eral systems of semi-linear elliptic boundary problemsenter bundles; this set-
up should be natural in view of the von Karman problem treate&ection[6.
Concluding remarks follow in Sectidn 8.
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1.1. The model problem. ThroughoutQ C R" is an open set witlc” -boundary
IM:=0Q; n>2. Itis an essential, standing assumption fhas bounded. The sub-
ject is exemplified in the rest of the introduction by the daling model problem,
whereA = 92 +---+ 92 is the Laplacianypu = u|r the trace,

—Au+u-oyu="f in Q,

you=¢ on T. (1-3)

In relation to the parametriced, (I..3) has much in commoi Wie stationary
Navier—Stokes equation, but it is not a system, so it is smiol present.

Denoting the inverse of ') by (Ro ko), where the subscrig refers to the
Dirichlét problem for—A, the formula[(1.2) amounts to the following, when ap-
plied to a given solution,

u=R" (Rof + Ko@) + (RoLu)u. (1.4)

This expression should be new even when data and solutiengien in the
Sobolev spacesis. But the usefulness of parametrices gets an extra dimension
when theL p-theory is discussed, so it will be natural to consider asti&obolev
spacedH 5(Q) and Holder-Zygmund class€$(Q).

However, these are special cases of Besov s;ﬁg;@(sﬁ) and Lizorkin—Triebel
spacengq(ﬁ) (the definition is recalled in(2.5)=(2.6) below), since

Hy=F5, forl<p<oandscR, (1.5)
C=B;. forseR. (1.6)

For the well-known/j; spacesW; = By, , for non-integers> 0 andWj" = F), for
me N, 1< p < . To avoid formulations with many scales, the expositior el
based on th&} , and 5, spaces, and for brevitl; , will denote a space that is
eitherB} , or F3, (in every occurrence within, say the same formula or theprem

Moreover,Bj 4(Q) andF;,(Q) are defined fop, q €10, «] (p < e for F$ ;) and
se R, where the incorporation g, q < 1 is convenient for non-linear problems,
for as non-linear maps often have natural co-domains withl, theHs- andHS—
scales would be too tight frameworks. The price one payshisrroughly equals
the burdening of the exposition that would result from atation top, g > 1.

Furthermorng‘l, 1 < p < o was in [Joh04, Joh05] shown to be maximal do-
mains for type 11-operators, ie pseudo-differential operators iN§R); cf Sec-
tion[5.4 below. Such operators show up in the linearisatisostheF-scale is
likely to appear anyway in connection with the parametrices

If desired, the reader can of course specialise toJ—%’;\py settingq = 2 in the
F-scale, cf[(1.6). The main part of the paper deals with tharpatrix construc-
tion and its consequences, and it does not rely on a specdicecbf L,-Sobolev
spaces.

For simplicity, [1.3) will in the introduction be discuss@u the Besov scale
B.g- As a basic requirement the spaces should fulfil the follgvtimo inequalities,
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where for brevityt, = max(0,t) stands for the positive part of

s> 5+ (n-1)(5-1)+ (1.7a)
S>34+Nn(%—3)+ (1.7b)

It is known how these allow one to make sense of the trace anprtiduct, respec-
tively. Working under such conditions, a main question 8] is the following
inverse regularityproblem:

given a solutioru in one Besov spach).q(ﬁ),
_ _1
for dataf in BI;2(Q) and¢ in Bro' (T), (IR)

will ube inB},(Q) too?

Consider eg a solution in H1(Q) for dataf € C%(Q), ¢ € C**%(I"),0< a < 1.
(For ¢ =0 and ‘small’ f € H! solutions exist inH& for n = 3 by the below
Propositio3.8.) The question is then whethealso belongs t€%9(Q). The
latter space equaBZ2'% (Q) while H! = B} ,, so problem (IR) clearly contains a
classical issue; actually (IR) is somewhat sharper becailtbe third parameter.

In comparison with (IR)direct regularity properties are used for the collection
of mapping properties of eg— ud;u or —Au-+ udiu. An account of these clearly
constitutes another regularity problem (often addresséaré (IR) is solved), so it
is proposed to distinguish this from (IR) by using the ternmeal/inverse.

In connection with (IR), one purpose of this paper is to test kveak condi-
tions one can impose in addition fo (11.7). Along with thissitlescribed how the
parametrixformula in [1.4) (cf also(1.19) and Theorems|3.2 7.6vkejields
the expected regularity properties. The result is a flexialmework implying that
ue B, also in certain cases when the map» udiu has higher order thar-A
on the target spacB} ,, or whenudyu is ill-defined onBt . Examples of this are
given in Theorenh 811; cf Remalrk 8.2. '

Briefly stated, the above results and their generalisattmasdeduced from an
exact paralinearisatioh, of ud;u together with the parametriRo Ko ) of (‘VOA),
belonging to the Boutet de Monvel calculus of pseudo-ciffiial boundary oper-
ators. When combined with a Neumann series, these ingtedyézid PSN) and
the parametrix formuld (1.4). This resembles the usugitaltheory at the place
where non-principal terms are included, but for one thingnaefiseries suffices
here, as in[Bon81], since the error tefRsL,)Nu in (I.4) only needs to belong to
Btr,o; secondly, it is less simple in the present context to kesgktof the spaces on
which the various steps are meaningful.

As another consequence bf (1.4), if in an open subregienQ (ie = has com-
pact closure inQ, hence positive distance to the boundary) data locally kave
ditional properties such a$ € B}t 2(=,loc), thenu € Bl , (Z,loc) also holds.
These local improvements are deduced from the pseudogoopérty of type 11-
operators, which was proved recently by the author in [Jhd&ection 5.4.
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1.2. On the parametrices. It is perhaps instructive first to review the correspond-
ing linear problem, withu, f and¢ as in (IR):

G- ()

For the proof thawu € B} ,(Q), there is a straightforward method introduced by
G. Grubb in[Gru90, Thm. 5.4] in a context bf§ and classical Besov spaces with
l<p<oo.,

The argument uses thé&t?) is an elliptic Green operator belonging to the cal-
culus of L. Boutet de Monvel [BdM71], hence has a paramétrRxko ) there (this
calculus is used throughout, not just for (1.8) but also & $emi-linear prob-
lems, cf Sectiofl7 below). As shown in [Gru90, Ex. 3.15], passible to take the
singular Green operator part B such that the cladof Rp equals

clasgy) —orde(—A)=1-2=—1. (1.9)
With this choice,(Ro ko) has continuity properties ihlg spaces as accounted for
in [Gru90, Thm. 5.4]; under the assumptions[in (1.7a), cwity from B! ;?(Q) ®
_1 — '
Bro’ () to B,(Q) follows from [Joh96, Thm. 5.5].
Being a parametrix(Ro ko ) (&) = | — % for some regularising operatc#
with range inC™(Q), and class 1 (althougfr,?) is invertible, % has been retained

here for easier comparison with the general case). So, tissgist mentioned
continuity, an application ofRo Ko ) to both sides of (1]8) gives that

u=Rpf+Kpp+2u belongsto B,(Q). (1.10)

This only requires the mapping properties(o;;?) and(Ro Kp ), that are as stated
whenever(s, p,q) and(t,r,0) both satisfy[(1.7a).

In the parametrix constructionthe first step is this: given a solutianof (I.3),
find alinear, u-dependent operatdr, such that, with a sign convention,

Lyu= —udsu. (1.112)

Here it seems decisive to utilise paralinearisation. Frthis departs from para-
multiplication, that yields a decomposition of the usualifgwise’ product
V-W= 7T1(V,W)+ TPZ(\/aW)+7T3(V7W)7 (112)

where ther are paraproducts (cf(4.8) below). In the notation of J.-Nn§3

[Bon81], paramultiplication by is written T,w instead ofrg (v,w), and1g(v,w) =

Twv = 18(W, V), whilst R(v,w) = vw— T,w — Tyv = 1B(V, W) is the remainder.
More specifically, the linearisatiob, has the following form foQ = R",

—Lyg = m(u,019) + (U, 619) + TB(9, O1U)

= Tu(619) + R(u,019) + T5,4(9). (1.13)

IThe class is the minimale Z U {£e0} with continuityH" — 2’ of the operator.
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Here the last line should emphasise hoandg enter. As a comparisog+— udig
can be writtenT,(d1-) + R(u,d1-) + Ty, (u); otherwise this notation will not be
used.

In the usual paralinearisation, the-term is omitted since it is of higher reg-
ularity (leading to the famous formulg(u(x)) = m(F’(u(x)),u(x)) + smoother
terms). Butre(u,dy-) is first of all not regularising in the present context, where
u may be given inBj, or FS, also fors < § (this is possible by[(1.7b)), thus
allowing u to be unbounded. Secondlj, (1l 7b) is the only ‘non-linemnithtion
within the theory, and this arises becauséu, d;g) may or may not be defined; by
incorporation of this term intd., as in [1.18), the resulting limitation is whether
or notL, itself is defined org.

In view of this, L, in (1.13) is throughout referred to asexactparalinearisation
of udiu. As explained in Section 3.4 below, linearisationuat By, ., leads to a
pseudo-differential operator in @8Y;) for w= 1+ (5 — %)+ + €. Besides the
number 1 coming frondy, , the term( o — So)+ + € appears becaus€&x) may be
unbounded o (¢ > 0, non-trivial only forsy = ).

As accounted for in Sectidd 5 below, has this order oall spacesB; , where
it is shown to be defined; the collection of these spaces vmthfSectloriIIS on-
wards be referred to as the parameter domailn,ofienoted byD(L,). Moreover,
the order is the same as that@fu) := udiu on B , . Therefore the Exact Para-
linearisation Theorem (Theordm b.7) can be summed up thus:

Theorem 1.1. On every space iid(L,), the exact paralinearisation g L,(9) is
of the same order as the non-linear map Q on the spageg B u.

This is shown for arbitrary product type operators in Theoig7, and in a
vector bundle set-up in Theorém17.5 below. For compositjgeratorsF (u(x)) it
is known that the theorem holdss§ > 4 since therL, € OM(S),)

On an open se® C R" one can combine the linearisation[in (1.13) with prolon-
gation and restriction. Whery, denotes restriction froR" to Q, prolongation/q
is as usual a continuous linear map

lo: ESq(Q) = ES4(R™;  roolo=1. (1.14)

In [Tri83|[Tri92] there was given a construction, for ed¢hof ¢/ such that[(1.14)
holds for|s| < N, p,q > 1/N. While it would be possible to work with this here, it
is a more convenient result of V. Rychkov [Ryc99b, Ry¢99at fly can be so con-
structed that (1.14) holds for ale R and all p, q €]0,] (p < « in the F-case),

a so-calleduniversalextension operator. This construction was made for bounded
Lipschitz domains. Briefly stated, the basic step is to ajppfijne version of the
Calderon reproducing formula= S ¢, = (¢, *u) near a boundary point, where the
convolutiony,  u (is defined when both and ¢ are supported in a cone and) has
a meningful extension by 0 8"\ Q since it is a function; whereafter the convolu-
tion by ¢, gives a smooth function oR"; the whole process is controlled B},

andF; ,-spaces via equivalent norms involving maximal functieestablished for
this purpose in [Ryc99b].
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Using this, the operatdr, in (1.11) is for the boundary problem (1.3) taken as
Lug = —ram(fqu,d1lad) — raTe(lou,014ad) — raB(fd, 614qu).  (1.15)

As a convenient abuse, this is also called the exact passigaion ofudyu. It is
not surprising that the mapping properties given in andeetdheoreni_1J1 carry
over tolL, on Q, and this turns out to be decisive for the construction.

To focus on the simple algebra behind the parametrix forppriecise assump-
tions on the spaces will be suppressed until Se€tion 1.8t iFis noted that equa-
tion (1.3), by application of R Ko ) and insertion of (1.11), will entail that

U—RpLyu=Rpf +Kp¢ +Zu. (1.16)

The idea is now to apply the finite Neumann series

P :=1+RoLy+---+ (RoLy)V L. (1.17)
This will constitute the desired parametrix. Beca(BgL,)! is linear
PN (1 —RoLy) =1 — (RoLy)N, (1.18)

hence the resulting parametrix formula is

u=PRM (R f +Kp@ +2U) + (RoLu)" (U). (1.19)

Note that in comparison witth (1.1.0), there are two extraedgents here, namely

RN and (RpLy)Nu, that describe the effects of the non-linear terms.

As a main application of (1.19), one can read off the regilarf a given solu-
tionu e Bf).q(ﬁ) in the following way: An uncomplicated analysis given in Bhe
rem[3.2 below shows two new fundamental results, namely

=y _(RoLu)"

AN: B} 4(Q) ——— B ,(Q) (1.20)

_ (N) _
WN: BLo(Q) s B! o(Q). (1.21)

SinceRp f +Kp¢ + Zuis in B ,(Q) by the linear theory, it is therefore clear that
all terms on the right hand side 6f(1]119) belongBq, as desired, provideN is
chosen as i (1.20). 7

The possibility of picking:{EN) sufficiently regularising resembles the Hadamard
parametrices, cf the description in_[H6r85, 17.4]. It ig mtended to give a

symbolic calculus containing{gN) (the difficulties in this are elucidated in Re-
mark[5.17); it is rather a point that the parametrices andlting regularity prop-
erties may be obtained by simpler means.

Seemingly [(1.19)£(1.21) have not been crystallised befor@nnection with
boundary problems. This might be a little surprising, siit@ sense they boil
down to the fact thaRpL, is of negative order. Along with the algebra above,
it is of course all-important to account for the spaces onctwhihe various steps
are both meaningful and give the conclusidns ({1.19)-[1.Ribwever, first some
terminology is settled.
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1.3. Maps, orders and parameter domains.A (possibly) non-linear operator
is said to have ordem onEg  if T maps this space inte; ,* and|| T (f) |Eg”[ <
c|| f|E54ll for some constam: In general this leads to a functian(s, p, q) for
typically T is given along with a natural range of parametex$, q) for which it
makes sense dB; ,; then the set of sucfs, p,q) is denoted byD(T) and is called
the parameterdomain ofT.

The order is differently defined E q and ES q‘*’ are considered over manifolds
of unequal dimensions. But here |t sufflces to note that ferabtward normal
derivative of ordek — 1 atl", ie for y_1 f := ((&)<1f)|r, there is a well-known
parameter domaiidx given by

Dy={(spq)|s>k+F—1+(n-1)(5-1):}. (1.22)

_ k1
Forif (s, p,q) € Dx there is continuity of the tracg: B} 4(Q) — ij,qk ’(I") and of

1
Yo Foq(Q) — Bf{ri(fﬁ(r). The k" domainDy is also the usual choice for elliptic
boundary problems of classc Z.

The notion of parameter domains (that was introduced joiwith T. Runst
[JR97]) will be convenient throughout. Indeed, despitsiiisple nature, the model
problem [[1.B) requires four different parameter domaingtie analysis of (IR);
further below these will be introduced 88.<7), D(Q), D(«7,Q) andD(L,) along
with their general analogues.

To characterise the properties leading to parametricés/#lebe a non-linear
operator defined okj , for (s, p,@) running in a parameter domai(./4"). When
compared to a Imear operatér having orderda on a domainD(A), then. /" is
said to beA-moderateon E5, in D(A)ND(A") if A" is a mapEy, — Ej o for
someog < da. For short.4" is simply calledA-moderateif such ao exists on
every space ifh(A) ND(.A").

To generalise this notion, a linear operatgr will be called a linearisation of
A if for every u € Ej  with (s, p,q) in D(.4),

A (u) = —Ly(u). (1.23)

Here L, should be a meaningful linear operator parametrised byut(inning
through the spaces) if(./"), or possibly foru in a larger parameter domain
D(Z).

It will be required that, foru € ER .
w(s,p,0)

fixed, g — Ly(g) should be of order

w(s, p,q), ie be a magEy , — Ep7q , on everyEg , in a parameter domain
denotedD(L,). (It will be seen in Theorerh 5.7, ie the full version of the Exa
Paralinearisation Theorem, tha{.#) = Rx ]0,%]? because the operatty, is a
meaningful object for all; but onceu is fixed, the parameter domain@f- L,(Q)
is much smaller, and its determination is a main point in Teeb5.7.) Although
wisa functionw(s p,a, 0, Po, o), the argumentsy, po, o are often left out, since
u is fixed in ER , ; but for generality’s sakés, p,q) is kept thoughw often is a

Po.Go’
constant in this paper.
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Definition 1.2. A linearisationL, with parameter domaiid(L,) D D(.4") is said

to bemoderatef, for every linearisation pointi in an arbitraryEg o in D(.1"),

Wmax'=  SUP (S, P,0,So, Po,Cp) < . (1.24)
D(Ly)xD(A)
In case there is som@o, Po,Go) in D(.4") such that Sug g en(L,) WS P,4) < =,
then L, is said to bemoderate on Rqo. And L, is said to beA-moderateon
ER g 2 Uif (s,p,q) € D(A)ND(Ly) implies

(s, P, d, S0, Po, Go) < da. (1.25)

Moderate linearisations are therefore those that, regssddf the linearisation
point u, have uniformly bounded orders on their entire parameteraios. Clearly
A" is A-moderate orER o (in D(#")) if Ly is so, for since-Lyu = .4"(u) holds
at (So, Po, o) it is trivial that .4 is a mapER o — Eqq P %) c EQ G,
Remarkl.3. With the third term of[(1.11) equal ta, 3(¢q-, d1¢qu), the regularity
of L,g is known to depend mainly og. Indeed, ifu € B%%ﬂo(ﬁ)' thenLyg has in
general only( 5 — S)+ + 1+ € derivatives less thag; cf Theoreni LIL. This value
is a constant independent gfand % — S < § holds by [1.7b), S@umax < « and
L, is moderate; and-moderate if eggy > %.

The linearisationg — udig might look natural, but sinceid:g € B} 4 can be
shown to hold ifs < s, it is of non-constant ordem(t,r,0) >t —sy on B!, > g,
hence not moderate becausgax > sugt — Sy = «. Moreover, this order is larger
than that of—A whent > 55+ 2, so in this region it is nafA-moderate.

Before justifying the formal steps i (1.16)—(1119), it @neenient to present
the parameter domains for problem (IR) first. This is done lgyaty stating the
consequences of the following sections, with referencbdéa@eneral results.

Departing from the linear part of (1.3), the Dirichlét caimh leads to[(1.7a),
and since the problem has class 1, one can reformulate thig (is22), by intro-
duction of the parameter domain of = () as

D(«/) =D1={(s,p,0) [s> 5+ (N=1)(5 —1)+ }. (1.26)

For the quadratic operat@(u) := udyu one should have a parameter domain
D(Q) such tha is well defined on alBj , andFg, in this domain. This question
is treated in Propositidn 3.5 below, in a context of prodypetoperators studied in
Sectior[ 5.1.. This yields precisely the condition (1.7b)&8) and Figurél2 there;
this amounts to thguadraticstandard domain aD,

D(Q) ={(sp.q) [s>3+(F—5)+}. (1.27)

In the important determination of the spaces on wigcis A-moderate, one can
depart from the conclusion of Propositionl5.5 below 1Q&s of ordero (s, p,q) =
1+ (% —9)1 + €&, with ang > 0 nontrivial only fors= % le Q is a bounded map

Q: BS, — By P9, (1.28)
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(More precisely, one should instead @fconsider() and check where it is7-
moderate, but it is a convenient abuse to focufoendA instead.)

In principle one can now introduce a parameter domaifs-afioderacy forQ by
solving the inequalityo (s, p,q) < 2 onD (=) ND(Q), cf (1.28); this leads to

D(«,Q) :=D(«)N{(s p,q) €D(Q) | o(s,p,q) < 2}. (1.29)

However, this calculation is made for a general semi-lirablem with the result
summed up in Corollary 5.9 below. H > 3 for simplicity, one finds from this
result and the obvious inclusidd(«) = D1 C D(Q) that

D(#,Q) ={(spa)|s>3+(F—3)+}. (>3 (1.30)

So far the considerations are classical in nature (everrifiitated for theBg ;-
spaces). But the use of parameter domains and the coBeisatation will be
particularly useful for the next remarks, that also explainv general regularity
results the present methods can give.

Using the exact paralinearisatio(u) = —Ly(u) holds on the entire quadratic
standard domaif(Q), as verified in Lemm@a5l4 below. But as a new observation,
g~ Ly(g) is for a fixedu € Bf)%’qo defined on every space in

D(Ly) = {(8P.Q) [$> 1o+ (548 1), ). (1.31)

This is part of the content of the Exact Paralinearisatioeoram in Section 512
below.

It is not difficult to infer thatD(L,) D D(Q) holds for (s, Po, o) € D(Q), in
general with a considerable gap—for the borderlineDdQ) is obtained from
D(LU) by Setting(sv P, q) and (3)7 p07q0) equal, SO Whem&)v p07q0) € D(Q)’ then
(s,p,q) can lie an exterior part db(Q) without violating the inequality in (1.31).
Itis also clear thaD(L,) increases with improving a priori regularity of ie with
increasings, or po.

Moreover, given a solutiom in someB® . in D(</,Q), the parametrices and

Po,do
the resulting inverse regularity properties are estabtish the domain

Dy = D1 ND(Ly). (1.32)

This is larger thaD (<7, Q), for (1.29) givesD(«7,Q) C D1ND(Q) C D1 ND(Ly).

It is now possible to sketch a proof of the parametrix form{@d9) and the
crucial properties i (1.21)=(1.20). Given a solutionf (1.3) in, sayBy ., with
(S0, Po, Qo) in D(«7,Q), Theoren_ 11l shows that, has ordero (s, po,do) < 2
on all spaces iD(L,). ThereforeRpL, is defined and has orderd, for some
0 >0, onall spacesB} , in Dy. SinceDy is upwards unbounded, the composite
(RoLy)N is defined and has orderN& onDy. So via embeddinggRpLy)N maps
any By, in Dy to CK(Q) for all sufficiently largeN, hence it fulfills [Z.2D). (This
breaks down for the other linearisations in Reniark 1.3,esthey are not moder-
ate.) Clearly(RpL,)N is then also of order 0 on every spacebi, S0 sincePLSN) is
a sum of such powers, it satisfiés (1.21). THen (1.16)(Xd®w as identities in
B, Since this space is iB(<7, Q) C Dy, in particular the parametrix formula is
obtained. As seen aftdr(1]21) this also gives the desigadasty u € B} , at once.
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The deduction of the parametrix formula affer (1.32) is afrse rather straight-
forward. However, this is partly because a few commutatiagrdms have been
suppressed in the explanation. Moreover, it is easy to ageishat the arguments
extend to a whole range of eg semi-linear elliptic probleamsl perhaps it is most
natural to comment on the generalisations first.

For other problems the domali <7, Q) of 7 -moderacy will generally be more
complicated than the polygon in (1130). Eg it may be non-egrand operators cor-
responding tqRpL,)N can have orders bounded with respechit¢unlike —NJ).
This is the case for composition type problems w@fu) = F ou in [JR97]; cf
Figure 1 there. Furthermore, the parameter domains caigb€ in the sense that
they (unlike the above examples) need not be upwards unkduhere parabolic
initial and boundary value problems could be mentionediffihre given data only
fulfill finitely many compatibility conditions, then soluis can only exist ile)’q
for s below a certain limit. Cf[[Gru95] for the determination ofegjific compati-
bility conditions for fully inhomogeneous problems.

In view of this, it seems practical to assume only that theupater domain
Dy is connected. Under this hypothesis it is possible to prheeskistence of the
desiredN in (1.20) by continuous induction along an arbitrary curxanf (%,s)
to ({,t), running inside the parameter domdly.

These techniques are presented in Sedtion 3, where thedogefnent after
(d.32) is replaced by an analytical proof of the parametixiula. In fact the set-
up in Sectior B is both axiomatic and general, allowing alambpolic problems
and linearisations of non-constant order. The last aspagtitrbe important for
problems with linearisations df (u(x)) at unbounded solutions.

However, this paper mainly focuses on non-linearities &iffroduct structure,
as there are ample examples of such problems, and becauseggermral classes
would burden the exposition with more technicalities, areatypical phenomena.
Therefore generalised multiplication is reviewed in Sed#, and a class of non-
linearites of product type has been introduced in Secfiaihése are of the form
P,(Pou- Pyu) for linear differential operator®; with constant coefficients. As an
example the von Karman equation is treated in Se¢tion 6. Bh&act results of
Section[B are exploited systematically in Secfidn 7 on gargrstems of semi-
linear elliptic boundary problems of product type.

2. PRELIMINARIES

2.1. Notation. For simplicityt, :=max0,=+t) for t € R. The brackefA] stands
for 1 and 0 when the assertidnis true resp. false. Whem € Nj is a multiindex,
DY = (—i)lalgds... a9 where|a| = a1+ -+ Op.

The space of smooth functions with compact support is denoyeCg (Q) or
2(Q), whenQ C R" is open; 2’ (Q) is the dual space of distributions 6n (u, ¢)
denotes the action af € 2'(Q) on ¢ € C3(Q). The restrictionrg: 2'(R") —
2'(Q) is the transpose of the extension by 0 outsid@oflenotedey : CF'(Q) —

Cg (R"). Using this,C*(Q) =rqoC”(R") etc.
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The Schwartz space of rapidly decreasiyfunctions is writtens or ' (R"),
while .#/(R") stands for the space of tempered distributions. The Fouarsfor-
mation of u is .Zu(&) = U(E) = fne X ¥u(x)dx, with inverse.Z ~1v(x) = ¥(x).
The space of slowly increasing functions @&8-functions f fulfilling |D? f(x)| <
cq (X)Ne for all mulitindices a is written Oy (R"); hereby(x) = (14 |x[?)Y/2.

The singular support ofl € &', denoted singsupp is the complement of the
largest open set on whiahacts aC”-function. Outside of := singsupp, mol-
lification behaves as nicely as one could expect (the foligvdould be folklore):
for ¢ € CF(RM), with Yi(X) = & "Y(g *x) for 0 < & — 0, one has

Y*xUu—cou in C*(R"\F); co:/wdx (2.1)

Forif K € R" with KNF =0 and 1= ¢ +n with ¢ € C3'(R") and supgp NF =0,
KNsuppn =0, uniform continuity ofD? (¢u) gives sug |DY (g pu—codu)|
0. And by the theorem of supportgi « (nu) = 0 nearK, eventually.

It will later be convenient that this holds more generally fioc . (R"), even
though the convolutionl * (nu) need not vanish iK:

Lemma2.1. Forue &¥'(R"), ¢ € #(R"), the regularising sequenag x u con-
verges to( [ ¢ dx) - u in the C°-topology onR"\ singsuppu; ie it fulfills (2.1).

Proof. Continuing the above, one has<0dist(K,suppn) < &g t(x —)) for
x e K, ye suppn, and

(nu.Dfwic<e s pME Y peyp* V) @2
yeR", |B[<N & k

Since(y)N < c,d%’)“ for & < 1, and powers ofg, (x—y)) may be absorbed in
an.#-seminorm ony, it follows that sug |D (k= (nu))| < Ce N\, 0. O

Remark2.2 Lemmal2.1l was called the Regular Convergence Lemma Rand
singsupp the regular set ofi) in [Joh08], where it played a significant role in
investigations of type ,lL-operators and products.

2.2. Spaces.Norms and quasi-norms are writtém|X || for x in a vector spac;
recall thatX is quasi-normed if the triangle inequality is replaced by éitistence
of ¢> 1 such that alk andy in X fulfil ||[x+y|X]| <c(||x|X]+[y|X]|) (“quasi-”
will be suppressed when the meaning is settled by the cont&g L,(R") and
¢o(N) for p €]0, 0] are quasi-normed with = 27+ this is seen because both
¢p andLp for 0 < p < 1 satisfy the following, fod = p,

I +gll < (I + g™, (2.3)

where on the right Holder’'s inequality applies to the dugbanents Ip and
1/(1-p).

For brevity || f||p := || f|Lp|| for f € Lp(Q), with Q C R" an open setX; & X,
denotes the product space topologised|ky|X1|| + || x2|Xz||. For a bilinear oper-
ator B: X; & Xo — Y, continuity is equivalent to boundedness and to existence
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of a constantc such that||B(x1,%2)|Y|| < c||x1 |Xa||[[X2|X2||. In the affirma-
tive case, the least possibteis the operator norm|B|| = sup{ || B(x1,%2)|Y]| |
for j=1,2: [[xj[X]| <1}.

The spaces; 4(R") andF3,(R") are, with conventions as in[Yam&6a], defined
as follows: First a Littlewood—Paley decomposition is damnsted using a function
W in C*(R) for which W =0 and¥ = 1 holds fort > 13/10 andt < 11/10,
respectively. Thet; (&) := W(271|€|) and

(&) =Wj(§)-Wj-1(§) (W1=0) (2.4)

gives Wj = @g +--- + ®; for every j € No, hence 1= 37 ,®j onR". As a
shorthand¢ (D) will denote the pseudo-differential operator with symlgol ie
¢(D)u= 7Y - Fu), say forp € .7 (R").

For asmoothness indexssR, anintegral-exponent g |0, ] andsum-exponent
q € ]0,], the Besov space B,(R") and theLizorkin-Triebel space f;,(R") are
defined as

Bho(R") = {ue 7 (R [ [[{2* 15 (B)ul) [Lpll}i=o |l <=}, (25)
FSoR™) = {ue. (R") | || [ {2105 (D)u}= o |fall () |Lp|| < @}.  (2.6)

Throughout it will be tacitly understood that < o whenever Lizorkin—Triebel
spaces are under considerati@y,,(R"; loc) etc. denote the spaces of distributions
that locally belong to the above ones.

The spaces are described in g [R$96, T1i83, Tti92, Yam8Hdady are quasi-
Banach spaces with the quasi-norms given by the finite esiores in [2.5) and
(2.8). Using[(2.B) twice, they are seen to fulfilL(2.3) for= min(1, p,q).

Among the embedding properties of these spaces orﬁﬁ]ﬁs» Bpg fore >0,
and if in the second lin€@ c R" is open and bounded witB? ,(Q) := rQB 0q(R™
endowed with the infimum norm,

t n n )
Bpgq < Bro for S—B:t—F, p>r;0=q, (2.7)
Bhg(Q) — Big(Q) for p>r. (2.8)

The analogous holds fdt3 ,, except thaFs, — F, if only s— ﬂp =t-1,p>r.
Moreover,B} , — L. holds if and only |fs> n/p or boths=n/p andq < < 1;and

Foq— Lo |fand only if s> n/p or boths=n/pandp < 1.

For the reader’s sake a few lemmas are recalled. They arergwawith con-
vergence of a serieg;’_qu; fuffilling the dyadic ballcondition for someA >0

suppZuj C {§ eR"[[§| <A}, for [>0. (2.9)

Lemma 2.3(The dyadic ball criterion)Let s> max(0, 5 —n) for p,q €]0,] and
suppose pe .’ (R") fulfil (2.9)and

00

Bi= (Y 219y |97 < co. (2.10)
2
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Theny §"_,u; converges in7’(R") to some u lying in B, (R") and||u|Bj 4[| < cB
for some c> 0 depending on n, s, p and g.

Lemma 2.4 (The dyadic ball criterion) Let s> max(O,% —n) for 0 < p < oo,
0 < g < o, and suppose juc .«'(R") fulfil (2.9)and

F(q) = H(Z)zsi%uj(.)\%%up < . (2.11)

Theny 7 ,u; converges ins”’(R") to some u lying in F,(R") for
r>qg, r>-" (2.12)

n+s’
and [|u|FS, || < cF(r) for some c> 0 dependingonn, s, p and r.

This follows from the usual version in whic> max(0, 5 —n, g —n) is re-
quired, for one can just pass to larger valuegjof necessary. Lemmia_2.4 em-
phasises that the interrelationship betwsamdq is inconsequential for the mere
existence of the sum.

It is also well known that the restrictions @ncan be entirely removed i u;
fulfils the dyadiccoronacondition: for someA > 0, suppZup C {|¢| <A} and

suppZu; C {E eR"| 120 < || <A1}, for j>0. (2.13)

Lemma 2.5(The dyadic corona criterion) et uy; € ./(R") fulfil (2.13)and (2.10)
Theny§ ou; converges in”’(R") to some u for which u|Bj 4|| < cB for some
¢ > 0that depends on n, s, p and g. And similarly fr,FR"), if F(q) < e.

These lemmas are proved in ég [Yam86a]. To estimate the nmsrBoand F
in the above criteria, the following summation lemma is ofteseful: for any se-
quence(a;) in C, s< 0 andq, r €]0, ],

o ]
2siq r
(J; (kzo|ak| )

Fors> 0 the analogous holds if the second sum is &erj instead. (Cf[Yam86a,
Lem. 3.8] forr =1.)

For the estimates of the exact paralinearisation in Sefi@rand 5.4, the fol-
lowing vector-valued Nikdkkii—Plancherel-Polya inequality will be convenient.

=lQ

)i <c(s,q,r) [ 2%y |£g])- (2.14)

Lemma 2.6. Let0O<r < p< o, 0<g<o and A> 0. There is a constant c
such that for every sequence of functiops L, (R") N/ (R") with suppZ fx C
B(0,A29),

0

IS 0[] < ] supe

n_
T

K i | Le | (2.15)

The ordinary Nikolskii-Plancherel-Polya inequality results from thidif4 0
holds only for one value dt. (Lemmd2.6 itself can be reduced to this version by
means of an elementary inequality in [BM01, Lem. 4], cf [JE07

To treat the examples in Proposition 2.10 below tensor prisdwill be useful.
However, lacking a thorough reference to this, the nextlrésgiven. It improves
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[JR97, Prop. 2.7] by including the case> 0. A proof using the above dyadic
corona criterion is supplied, partly because [JR97, Profj. \Bas stated without
details, partly because it then is more natural to omit thaildebehind the better
known, but analogous, paraproduct estimates recalled nmaiRé4.3 below.

Lemma 2.7. The continuous magu,v) — u® v from ./(R") x .#/(R™) to
Z"(R"+") restricts to bounded bilinear maps

BS 4(R") x BS 4(R") — BS 4(R"™™) for s>0, (2.16)

B o(R") x Lp(R™) — B5 o(R"™™) for & <0,1<p< oo, (2.17)

Bq(R") x By gr(R™) = By, (R"™™) for .8 <0f=2+7. (218

Proof. Foru e .&/(R") andv € .#/(R™) there is a decomposition, whég, =
o+ -+ + Py refers to a Littlewood—Paley decomposition BA with the present
conventions, so thal = @} (D)u, U = Wi (D)u, and similarly forv on R™,

u®v= lim FHWn@W)ZFuav) =3 (v +uv). (2.19)
- K=0

Both series on the right-hand side fulfill the dyadic coronadition [2.13), since
E= (& & for & cR", & cR" and|(&',0)| < |&| < |&'| +|&"| yield eg

& € suppZ (U< 1) = Jok <& < 32k 4 2ty = 3ok, (2.20)
For 1< p < o the usual convolution estimate gives
2] | U Lp(R™ ) || < 299 |ui | Z =29 (12 V], (2.21)

and sinceBy ; — L for s> 0, p > 1, it follows from Lemmd 2.5 by calculation
of the /4-norms that

|3 Uk B g(R™ )| < cllulBh (R [VIBS(RT).  (222)

The other series is treated the same way, and thus folloW§)(#or p > 1. For
p < 1 one has|V* | < [[[vo| + -+ [dllp < [[VIFS || < ¢][v|BS4l, and this
instead of[(2.211) extends (2]16) to alk |0, «].

Since [Z.21L) holds for a, it suffices for [2.17) to estimatg u*vi. By (2.13),

all

S 2L < 5 2 (Juoflp -+ lludlp)? < €Y 2ZHu§. (2.23)

Using Lemma& 235, it follows as above thiay ukvic|BS, 4| < c||u|BS 4l [[VIlp.
To prove [2.1B) one can use the summation lemma for bbthnd V<1 since
boths', s” < 0. Combining this with Holder’s inequality fofy, the above proce-

dure gives a bound dfu® V(B[ by c||u|BS || | VIBS ;- O
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2.3. Examples. The delta measuréy Bﬁ;n(R”) for 0 < p < o; this well-
known fact follows directly from[{Z]5) sincel® " |®j|lp is j-independent.
Other examples includi|?, that fora> —n and p > 2 was shown in[Yam&8]

to be locally in BE?(R”) atx=0. For 0< p < « there is a technical treatment
via differences in[RS96, Sect.2.3] pd?|log |x||?, but without details for the case
b =0 that is used in the present paper.

As a novelty, the Regular Convergence Lemma (Leriméa 2.1jlyieal direct
argument for a large class of homogenedissributions recall thatu € 2'(R") is
homogeneous of degree= C if

(u, @) =t""(u @(t)), Wt>0 V¢ ecCJ(R". (2.24)

Whenu € ./(R") this extends top € .#/(R") by closure. This applies to the
Littlewood—Paley decomposition=1 35" ®;, where®;(§) = ®(271¢&) for j > 1
and a fixedd € C* (namely® = W(|-|) —¥(2|-])), so [2.24) gives directly

220 (D)u(x) = (u, 2@ (21x—21.)) = d(D)u(2/x). (2.25)

Therefore 25+R3)|®;(D)u||, = ||P(D)ul|p, which is a constant independent of
j. This can be exploited i@ is assumed to have the origin as the only singularity:

Proposition 2.8. Let ue 2'(R") be C° on R"\ {0} and homogeneous of degree
ac C there, ie(2.24)holds for all ¢ € C5(R"\ {0}).

Then u is locally at x= 0 in BS;Rea(R”) forO<p<o. If -n<Rea<0

it holds for — g~ < p < o that ue BB?’.ZRea(R”); this holds also for p= o if

Rea = 0. The Besov space conclusions are sharp with respect to s amuags u
is @ homogenenous polynomial (which is the only case in whielc” (R")).

Proof. The functionD%u on R"\ {0} acts on¢ like t219D%(t~1x). Hence
D% has degrea — |a|, andt = |x| entails|Du(x)| < c4|x|R@19l for x # 0, all
la| > 0.

If ue C*(R"), the homogeneity 0D%u gives Du = 0 for Rea— |a| < 0
(otherwiseD?u would be discontinuous at= 0), and thaD%u(0) = 0 for Rea—
|a| > 0. Therefore Taylor's formula gives at once thet 0 if Rea ¢ Ny, or else
thatu is a homogeneous polynomial (aag: Np).

The homogeneity and smoothnessi®h\ {0} together imply thati € .’ with
Zuin C*(R"\ {0}). Thisis known, cf[[H6r85, Thm 7.1.18], but easy to see with a
few ideas used here anyway: fpre C3'(R"), x(0) =1, one hasi= xu+(1— x)u,
where the second term is ifiy by the above, ie1 € &'+ Oy C.%'. And E9DFlU=
ZDY((—x)Pu) isin.Z (& +Ly) c COfor |a| > a+|B|+n, soliis C* for x # 0.

By the Paley—Wiener-Schwartz Theoram(D)(xu) € ./(R"). In particular
for j = 0 this gives||®o(D)(xu)||p < o, while for j > 1 it follows from (2.24) ff
that, cf [2.25),

®;(D)(Xu)(X) = (u, x2"D(2x~2)) = 27 Fd(D)(x (27! )u)(2'x).  (2.26)
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Here x(271.) is handled with Lemm&2.1, for sinee = 0 near singsupp= {0},

(2m)"d(Ux (2Nx(21))) = x(0)®U in  CT(RM). (2.27)
Then the continuity of the embedding — L, and of the quasi-norrj} - ||, gives
lim 21571 ; (D) (XU) | p = [|P(D)ulp < co. (2.28)
i
Hencexu € Bp+Re (R™) for all p. Note that the right hand side is zero if and only

if ®U=0, that by the homogeneity aofis equivalent to sup@nc {0}, that holds
if and only if u is a polynomial.
For —n < Rea < 0 and some €] — g3, %] C]1,%], note first that

xR isin L, for |x| > 1 <= pRea< —n. (2.29)
p

SincelLp Ly C Lp for p> 1, it follows that g + u belongs toL, +.& C L.
Likewise @+ u € Lo, for Rea= 0, for u is bounded forx| > 1 by the first part of
this proof. Now [(2.25) gives that@i*Rea |®;(D)ul|p equals||®(D)ul|p, which

is finite sincedli C0 Thereforeu € B p+Rea(IR{”)

Becausd_, D Ber * for Rea+ 2 7 > 0, the range forp is sharp, up to the end
point p= —n/Rea, by (2.29). Since the other Besov space conclusions follow

from identities the spaceﬁ?ZQRea are optimal (unless is a polynomial). O

Remark2.9. By Proposmorm e B%(R” loc), 0 < p < o, for two homoge-
neous polynomial®, Q both of degreeaz 1 such tha(x) = 0 only forx=0. In
caseP £ Q are real anch > 2, this has a special singularity since every neighbour-
hood of the origin is mapped onto the proper intervainy_; g, MaXy_1 g]. But

the obtained Besov regulari§j . is the same as the well-known one for simple
jump discontinuities across a hyperplane.

Invoking Lemmd 2.7, the above analysis now leads to resoifthdmogeneous
distributions that are constant im— k variables. A local version is given with
optimal results for K p < .

Proposition 2.10. If Q c R", n> 2 is an open set witl® € Q and the variables
are split as x= (X, x’) for X = (x,...,%), X' = (Xk+1,---,%n), then it holds for
every §x) in 2'(R¥) that is homogeneous of degree & and C” outside of the
origin that

f(x) =rqu(X) @ 1(xX")] (2.30)
belongs to %w(ﬁ) for s< %4— Rea, except possibly for g « if Rea= 0. For
p > 1 this result is sharp with respect to s.

Proof. By Propositior’EB, it follows fron{ (2 16)=(2.117) th&ix) = (1 (X )u(X)) ®
$2(X") isin BerR (R for %Jr Rea# 0 when thep; are both inC5. For Rea=0

this excludesp = oo, while for Rea< 0 agap is Ieft apo = k/(— Rea), but this
can be closed by Holder's inequality, for f = =+ 2%) for some exponents
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L-l—Rea

: 1
p1 < Po < P2, then eachj > 0 yields ||vj||p, < HnbLz(Z’(pm >ij|!pm)§

<

& {Rea : . : :
MiviBire — ||¥/2. Taking 1 ® ¢ equal to 1 orQ one finds, with the mentioned

exceptionp = o for Rea=0,
f=rqveB},(Q) for s=K+Rea 0<p< . (2.31)

Conversely, iff is in this space for somg it holds thatw = (6, 6,) f € B} ,(R")
when the; € Cg are supported sufficiently close to the origin. The suppbrt o

P (&) D (E")w intersects that o (§) only for |j —k| < 2, so forp > 1 the con-
volution resultLp* Ly C Lp gives ||®;(D')®g(D")w|[p < €3 jhj<2 | Pj+h(D)W]p.
Consequently

Sggﬁsi |@5(D")B2[Lp(R"2)]| | (D) (61 F) |Lp(R?)]|
]2

<csup § 28| @) h(D)W|p < €1 | W[B] [ (232)
120h[=2

Taking 6, positive yieldséz(O) = [6,#0, so||Py(D")6:||p > 0 and as a result
of this || 6, f |BS ,,(IR?)|| < . Then Proposition 218 gives< %Jr Rea. O

Sinced has degree-n onR", it is a special case that, ford®Q, x= (X, X,),

F(x) = 1(X) @ &%) isin BEwi(Q), 0< p< . (2.33)

3. THE GENERAL PARAMETRIX CONSTRUCTION

3.1. An abstract framework. For the applicability’s sake Theorem B.2 below is
proved in a general set-up. If desired, the reader may thirnkeospaces<; as

H3(Q) and consider to be an elliptic operator likg 2) etc. The concepts in
Sectior 1.B are used freely, in particular this is so for pei@r domains.

In the following five axiomsn € N andd € R are two fixed numbers, playing
the role of the dimension and the order of the linear operatoespectively, and
denotes the identity map:

(I) Two scalesX3 andY; of vector spaces are given witl, p) in a common
parameter se$ C Rx]0,]. In the X3-scale there are the usual simple,
Sobolev and finite-measure embeddings; ie(®p), (t,r) €S,

X5 C X3¢ when €>0, (3.1)

X5C X when s>t and s—p=t—7}, (3.2)

XsC X®> when p>r. (3.3)
p

(I) There is a linear ma@\ := As 5, with parameter domaifd(A) C S,

A:XS—YS9 (s p) e D(A). (3.4)
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There is also for al(s, p) € D(A), a linear mapA: YS*d — X3 such that

Z:=Ixs—AA hasrangein (] X3 (3.5)
(sp)eD(A)

Inclusions Upa) X5 € £ and UD(A)YS*" C % hold for some vector
spacesZ’, #; and for(s, p), (t,r) € D(A) there is a commutative diagram

|
XsNXf —— X3
Il lA@p) (3-6)

Likewise A should be unambiguously defined ¥frd Ny, 9.

() There is a non-linear operator/”, with parameter domai(.4") C S,
which for every(so, po) in D(.4") and everyu € X3 has a linearisation
By, ie 4 (u) = —By(u), whereB, is a linear map

Bu: X§— Yy 4P with  D(By) > D(A). (3.7)

For(s,p), (t,r) € D(By) there is a commutative diagram analogou$ td (3.6)
for By (hence for./").

(IV) For u as in ), the domairD(A) "ID(By) is connected with respect to the
metric dist(s, p), (t,r)) given by ((s—t)2+ (§ — 1)?)¥2.

(V) Foru as in 1), the functiond(s, p) satisfies

(s+9(s,p),p) € D(A) forevery (s p)eD(A)ND(B), (3.8)
inf{3(s,p) | (s p) €K} >0 forevery KeDA)ND(By). (3.9

For the proof of Theorer_3.2 below it is unnecessary to asghatethe embed-
dings in {1) should hold for th&3 spaces too (although they often do so in practice).
As it standsl[{]l) is easier to verify in applications to pada&bboundary problems;

cf Remark{8.B below.

For X5 = H3(Q) it is natural to letS = Rx |1,00[; the Lo-theory comes out
for S =R x {2}. Besov space8}, would often requireq to be fixed andS =
Rx]0,0]. Anyhow 2" = 2'(Q) could be a typical choice. Continuity #fandA
is not required (although both will be bounded in most apiins).

Suppressings, p) in A is harmless in the sense thaby (3.8) is a well-defined
map with domainJpa) X5 in 27, itis linear only on each ‘fibreXs. Similarly A
is @ map orlUpa Yg‘d. Moreover,A eg extends to a linear map on the algebraic
direct sumep X5 C 2" if and only if (when’ indicates finitely many non-trivial
vectors)

0=3"Visp = Y Asp(Vsp) =0.
D(A) D(A)
By (3.6) ff, # may be thought of as an operator fraua) Xg to Mp(a) Xp-

For brevity the argumentsy, po are suppressed in the function By (I}, the
map.#" sendsXs into Y5 " for each(s, p) in D(.#) (sinceD(.#") C D(By)
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for everyu in X3). This fact will be used tacitly. Note thai(s, p) > 0 by (3.9), so
(M) implies that.#"(u) hasBy as a moderate linearisation with=d — (s, p),
according to Definition_1]2.

Via the transformation(s, p) — (§,s), the reader should constantly think of
D(A), D(.4") andD(By) as subsets 00, ] xR. In the examples the boundary
of D(.#") (or a part thereof) often consists of thi&), pg) for which 6 = 0, so
it may seem natural to requif@(.#") to be open in[0,»[ xR. However, such
an assumption is avoided because it is unnecessary andipliyemight exclude
application to weak solutions of certain problems; cf thimlweSectior 6.

The functiond is in practice often constant with respect(fop), but depending
effectively on(so, po); cf Remarlk_1.B. When this is the case and furthermadfe
has a natural parameter domdd{.#") on which § can take both positive and
negative values, it is natural to use

D(A,8) = { (S0, Po) €D(N) | 5> 0} (3.10)

as the parameter domain of, instead ofD(.4"). Then.#" will be A-moderate
on the domain

D(A,.A) =DA) ND(A,5). (3.11)
With o(s,p) :=d—0(s,p), it is clear thatD(A,./) is a generalisation of the
domainD(«, Q) introduced for the model problem ih (1]129). We now return to
this.

Example 3.1. To elucidate[{l)-{V) above, one may (1L.3) get (¢') andX5=

B;q(ﬁ), wherebyq €]0, ] is kept fixed. For the operatdk there is a parametrix
of A belonging to the Boutet de Monvel calculus (cf Secfion 7lbwe UsingL,
from (1.13),B, andY} are taken as

Lyv . 5 — s—1i
Byv = ( y ) L YS2=B2@) @Bl (). (3.12)
For anye €]0,1] it is possible to také(s, p) as the constant function
1 forso > &,
o(s,p)=<1-¢ for s = 5, (3.13)

So——+l forp0>so>m—1

See the below Theordmb.7. As mentioned in Remark 5.10 isé¢m and Corol-
lary[5.9 also gives the parameter domains, for any fixedXs,

DA) ={(sp) |s>5+(N-1)(3 -1)+} =D, (3.14)
D(A)={(sp)|s>3+(F—3)+], (3.15)
D(A,8) ={(s.p) \s> +(———+ n=2]). )+ } =D(A,AN), (3.16)
D(Bu) ={(sp)|s>1—so+(5F+m5 -4} (3.17)

Being isometric to a polygon ifD, [ xR, the setD(A) NID(By) clearly satisfies
(IV); when (s, po) € D(A) ND(By), then condition[{V) may be verified directly
from (3.13).



PARAMETRICES OF SEMI-LINEAR PROBLEMS 21

3.2. The Parametrix Theorem. Using the above abstract framework, it is now
possible to establish a main result of the article in a widgplicable version.

Theorem 3.2. Let X5, Y5 and the mappings A and/” be given such that condi-
tions ()—(V) above are satisfied.

(1) Forevery

ue X®  with (s, po) € D(A)NID(A) (3.18)
the parametrix V) = yN-1(AB,)¥ is for every Ne N a linear operator
PN): X5 — XS5 forall (s,p) € D(A)ND(B) =: Dy (3.19)

And for every(s, ), (s’, p”) € Dy there exists Ne N such that the “error
term” (ABy)N is a linear map

(ABYN: X5 — XS, for N>N'. (3.20)
(2) If some u fulfilg3.18)and solves the equation
Au+ A4 (u) = f (3.21)
with data fe Y9 for some(t,r) € Dy, (3.22)
one has for every N N the parametrix formula
u=PN(Af+2u) + (AB)Nu. (3.23)

And consequently @ X! too.

Proof. For arbitrary(s, p) € Dy, one can usé{ll) and(3.8) to see tiais defined

onYy P hence thaAAB, is a well defined composite

xs&)Ys—dw(&mi}xgﬁ(s’m. (3.24)

Since X$+% — X3 by (I), the operatoiAB, is of order 0 onXs; henceP™ :=
z'j\'gol(ﬂ&,)j is a linear mapXs — X3. This shows the claim oR™).

Concerning(AB,)N, there is, by[{IV), a continuous mag | — Dy, with | =
[a,b], such that

k(@)= (s,p),  k(b)=(s",p"). (3.25)
Clearly & :=inf{ d(s,p) | (s,p) €k(I) } > 0 by (M), and for(s, p) € k(I)
X3 ABy XSSP, xsta (3.26)
With X 1) := X5 whenk(T) = (s, p), letM := supT for
T={rel|IaNeN: (AB)N(XS) C X }- (3.27)

Thena<M < b sinceﬂBu(Xj,) - XE’,’M C Xa)- It now suffices to show that
be T, for (AB)N(XS) C Xp) = XS, for someN € N then; and(AB,)N equals

(AB)N-N(AB,)N' for N > N, so the full claim onAB, would follow because
(3:26) shows thatAB,)N~N'is of order 0 onXS,.



22 JON JOHNSEN

For one thingM € T: by continuity ofk there is at’ < M in T such that,
when |- | denotes the Euclidean norm @7 and the isometry(s, p) <+ (9 is
suppressed,

K(T') — k(M)| < &/2 (3.28)
and (AB,)N"1(XS) C Xy for someN. But by (3.26) this entails thaAB,)N(X$)
is a subset of a space with upper index at I€gdtigher than that 0¥/, so the
embeddings ir{l) show thaﬁ&,)'\'(xg) is contained in any space in the intersec-
tion of S and a convex polygon; cf the dashed line in Figure 1 belowollbdvs
that (E\BU)N(XfY) is contained in ever¥g lying in S and fuffilling

K(T") = (s,p)| < &/ V2, (3.29)
soin particular(ﬂBJ)N(er,) C Xkomy is found from [(3.28); whenc € T.

FIGURE 1. The(p,s)-plane with the ball in[(3.29) and a polygon
of spaces containingAB,)N (Xg,).

Secondly,M = b follows from k(I)’s connectedness: assuming thiat |M, b]
exists, the curvé(t) would for somer > M lie in the open%-ball aroundk(M).

Then |k(t) —k(M)| < § < 9 would hold, so that the proved fabt € T would

imply (as above) tha([AvBJ)N(Xg,) C X(r)» contradicting that ¢ T.

According to [l), {T) and the assumptions in the theorehe mappingA has
the same meaning on both sides[of (8.21), regardless of ehetie refers tdpsg*d

or to Y!~9 (on the left and the right hand sides, respectively). Theeef3.5) and
the assumptiorisy, po) € D(./") entail

(I — Z)u— AByu = Af. (3.30)
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For the giveru and f, it follows by calculation of the telescopic sum that
N-1

PN (1 - AB,)u= ZJ(M)"(I ~AB)u=(I—(AB))u,  (3.31)
=

and P(N) has the same meaning when applied to both sides ofl(3.30)efbne
(3.30), [3.31) yield[(3.23).

Note that the termPN)(Af +2u) in B.23) is inX! in view of (3.8) and the
proved fact thaP™) has order 0 orX!. By (3.20) also(ABy)Nu is in X!, so this
holds for every given solution too. O

Applications of Theorerh 312 to systems of elliptic boundargblems are de-
veloped in Section]7 below for non-linear terms of produgiety In this context
(3.8) in (V) is redundant, for witfD(A) equal to one of the standard domaibg
it is for any n > O clear that(s+ n, p) belongs taD(A) when (s, p) does so. But
(3.8) is inserted in preparation for applications to othen-finearities, like|u|?
with non-integera > 0; and to parabolic problems, cf Remark]8.3 below.

3.3. A solvability result. As an addendum to the Parametrix Theorem, it is used
for the solvability in eg problem (IR) and Theoréml8.1 beldattbilinear pertur-
bations of linear homeomorphisms always give well-posetlpms locally, ie for
sufficiently small data.

It should be folklore how to obtain this from the fixed-poihebrem of contrac-
tions. The proof extends to any quasi-Banach spaéer which || - ||* is subaddi-
tive for someA €]0,1], for d(x,y) = [[x—y||* is a complete metric oX then. (For
Bpq and S, the existence of is easy to see, cf(2.6) ff.) In lack of a reference
the next result is given, including details for the lessemitn quasi-Banach space
case.

Proposition 3.3. Let A: X — Y be a linear homeomorphism between two quasi-
Banach spaces and:BX & X — Y be a bilinear bounded map. Whén X |* is
subadditive for somé <]0,1] and ye Y fulfills

|AYIX] < [A-tB] 4 Y, (332)
then the ball|x|X|| < ||A~1B||~*2-%* contains a unique solution of the equation
Ax+B(x) =Y. (3.33)

This solution depends continuously on y in the &B2)

Proof. When R := A~1, the equation is equivalent to= Ry— RB(x) =: F(x),
where alsdRB=: B' is bilinear and||B'|| < ||R||||B||. Bilinearity gives
IF)—F@[* < [B'(xx=2)|* +|B'(x=z2)|I* < [IBI*(IIX|* +[Z|*) x|,

(3.34)
so F is a contraction on the closed bdl, = {x € X | ||X|| < a} if a fulfills
2||B|*a < 1. By the assumption® := 1 — 4||Ry||*||B'||* > 0, so

1-vD 1++vD
2|B/||* 7 2|B|1A

IRY* + B[P <t <= te ] E (3.35)
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here the interval contairts= &', whena” is sufficiently close tq2||B'||*)~1. So,
sincex € K, implies ||[F(x)||* < ||Ry|* + ||B'|[*a?, it follows from (3.35) that
F(x) € Ka, ie F is a mapK,; — Kj for sucha. Hencex = F(x) is uniquely solved
in Ky. Ifalso AX +B(X') =y for somex € Kj,

Ix=x|I* < IRy —y)[I* +2a |[B]|* [x— X *, (3.36)

so d(x,X) < cd(Ry,Ry) for ¢ = (1—2a*||B/||*)~! < «. This gives the well-
posedness iK,, but with the leeway in the choice afthe proposition follows. [

4. PRELIMINARIES ON PRODUCTS

A brief review of results on pointwise multiplication is g before the non-
linear operators of product type are introduced in Secfibasd T below.

4.1. Generalised multiplication. In practice non-linearities often involve multi-
plication of a non-smooth function and a distributiong\ L'loc, as inudiu when

ue Hz*¢ for small e > 0. Although it suffices for a mere construction of solu-
tions to extendu,v) — u-v by continuity to a bounded bilinear form defined on
H3 x H~S for somes > 0, the proof of the regularity properties will in general in-
volve extensions tngq X ijé for severalexponentsp andq. This would clearly
cause a problem of consistency among the various extensindgorq = o there
would, moreover, not be density of smooth functions to play@ommutative dia-
grams like [[(3.6) would then be demanding to verify for theduat type operators,
so a more unified approach to multiplication is preferrecgher

Since a paper of L. Schwartz [Sch54] it has been known thadymts with
a few reasonable properties cannot be everywhere defined onZ’, and as a
consequence many notions of multiplication exist, cf thevesyi [Obe92]. But for
the present theory it is important to use a produ(t -) that works well together
with paramultiplication orR" and also allows a localised versiag to be defined
on an open se@ C R". A productrt with these properties was analysed in [Joh95],
cf also [RS96], and for the reader’s sake a brief review ismgiv

The productrt is defined onR" by simultaneous regularisation of both factors:
for yi(&) = w(27K&) with ¢ € C3(RM) equal to 1 in a neighbourhood &f= 0,

(V) 1= Jim (44(D)U) - (Yh(D)V). (4.)

Hereu andv € /(R"), and they are required to have the properties that this limit
should both exist in7’ (R") for all ¢ of the specified type and be independent of
the choice ofiy. (Yi(D)u:=.Z 1(yl) etc.)

This formal definition is from[[Joh95], but analogous limitave been known
for a long time in theZ’-context. As shown iri [Joh95, Sect. 3.1ju,v) coincides
with the usual pointwise multiplication:

LS°(R") x LES(R") — LP°(R"),  0<f=3+%<1, (4.2)
Om(R") x ' (R") — 7 (R"). (4.3)
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For later reference, the main tool for (4.2) and localisatmopen set§) is recalled
from [Joh95, Prop. 3.7]: if eithew or v vanishes i, then anyy as in [4.1) gives

0= lim ro(yk(D)u-gx(D)v)) in 7'(Q). (4.4)

Whenrt(u,v) is defined,[(4.4) implies supg(u,v) C suppun suppv (this is obvi-
ous for [4.2)-{(4.3)). But as a consequence of Lerhmia 2.1jrhieih (4.4) exists
in any case when one of the factors vanisiin

Using [4.4),(u, V) is definedfor an arbitrary open se@ C R" on thoseu, v
in 2'(Q) for whichU, V € .#/(R") exist such thatqU = u, rqV = v and

mh(u,Vv) 1= llmo ro[(Yk(D)VU) - (Yk(D)V)] exists inZ'(Q) (4.5)

independently ofp € C3(R") with ¢y = 1 nearé = 0. Herebyr, is well defined,
for (4.4) implies that the limit is independent of the ‘ex¢@n’ (U,V), hence the
y-independence is so (¢f [Joh95, Def 7.1]). Butgdl,V) need not be defined, it
is clearly essential that, is applied before passing to the limit.

4.2. Boundedness of generalised multiplicationUsing [4.5), it is easy to see,
and well known, thatt, inherits boundedness fromon R" as follows:

Proposition 4.1. Let each of the spacespEE; and B be either a Besov space
By.o(R") or a Lizorkin—Triebel space §(R"), chosen so thatr(-, ) is a bounded
bilinear operator

m. Eg® E1 — Eo. (4.6)

For the corresponding spacex®) := rqEx over an arbitrary open se®@ c R",
endowed with the infimum normg, is bounded

() Eo(Q) @ E1(Q) — Ex(Q). (4.7)

In the result above it is a central question under which dent [4.6) actu-
ally holds. This was almost completely analysed in [Joh%%t.S5] by means of
paramultiplication. To prepare for the definition and as@\further below) of the
exact paralinearisation, this will now be recalled.

First, by using[(2.4) and setting; = 0 = W; for j < 0, the paramultiplica-
tion operatorsri,(-,-) with m= 1, 2, 3 (in the sense of M. Yamazaki [Yam86a,
Yam86b| Yam88Y)), are defined for tho$eg € ./(R") for which the series below
converge inZ'(R"):

m(f,g) = %‘Pj—z(D)fq’j(D)g (4.8a)
=

(f,9) = ;(q’j—l(D) f®;(D)g+ @;(D)f®;(D)g+ (D) f®;_1(D)g)
i=
(4.8b)

00

mw(f,g) =Y ®;(D)fW;_»(D)g (4.8¢)
(f.0) J;)J() 12()



26 JON JOHNSEN

This applies to[(4]1) by takingi = Wy, for Wy = ®g + - -- + Py, so that bilin-
earity gives that the limit on the right hand side [of {4.1) &g 1 2.3 (U, V),
whenever eachi,(u, V) exists — but this existence is easily analysed for eadly
standard estimates. In fami(f,g) and rs(f,g) both exist for allf, g € .#/(R"),
as observed in [MC97, Ch. 16], squ,V) is defined if and only if the second series
mB(u,v) is so. Finally they-independence is established post festum;_cf [Joh95,
Sect. 6.4].

For convenienc&; , will now denote a space which (for every valug(sfp, q))
may be either a Besov or a Lizorkin—Triebel space®in It was proved in[[Joh95,
Thm. 4.2], albeit with[(4.10b) and (4.11b) essentially aedeby [Fra86b], that if

IT9IER .|| < cll fIER g/l 9]Ep; q. (4.9)
holds for all Schwartz function$ andg, then

So+s1 > N + 5 — 1), (4.10a)
S+ >0 (4.10b)

As a supplement to this, the following were also establighede:

+ & > 1in BBr-cases
—nh4n_p implies { % ql 4.11a
0S5 P { + 4 > 1in BF--cases; ( )
S+s1=0 |mpI|es + 4 > 1 (4.11b)

The main interest lies in thBB-- andFF--cases and the case with niaxs;) >0
(for s = s1 = 0 Holder’s inequality applies). In this situation the stiffhcy of
the above conditions was entirely confirmed by mean$ of (4f&he following
version of [Joh95, Cor 6.12] for isotropic spaces:

Theorem 4.2. Whenmax(sp,s1) > 0, then it holds in the BB and FF--cases that
EX q, and B3 , on R" are ‘multiplicable’ if and only if both(4.10a){4.108)and

@I1a-@11b)hold.
The spaces that receiveEp o ,E ) were almost characterised in [Joh95],

departing from at least 8 other necessary conditions, leub#tow Theorerh 57
will imply what is needed in this direction.

Remark4.3 To prepare for Theorem 5.7 below, a few estimates of there
1

recalled. Whens- = &+ &, & = g + 4 there is boundedness
M L @B, — B (4.12)
m: By, ®Bh g, =By for $<0, (4.13)
: BY o ®BR ¢, = By for so+s1> (55— )y (4.14)

Sincerg(f,g) = (g, f), also s is covered by this. Analogous results hold for
the Lizorkin—Triebel spaces, except that Lemima 2.450r s, > (¢ —n) .+ entails

t> forgp >
o Fps((JJQO FF% 01 - Fsg?Sl when =% n o = Pz (4-15)
t> oS for gz < p2.
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These estimates all follow from the dyadic corona and békia in a way that is
standard by now, so details are omitted (the arguments céoubé in a refined
version for a special case in Proposition 4.5 below, cf dlegroof of Lemma217).
They go back to the paradifferential estimates of M. Yamep&mn86a], but in the
simpler context of paramultiplication an account of théneates may be found in
eg [Joh95, Thm 5.1], though with (4]15) as a small improvemen

Remark4.4. It is used in Sectiohl8 below that multiplication cannot defincon-
tinuous mapNV"aW" — 2’ when 2n < n. When the range is a Besov space
this follows onR" from (4.104), but for the general statement an explicit froo
should be in order. Ip € C§ is real andp(x) = £2€-™ p(2¢x), it is easy to see
that || o WM = €(%) \, 0. But for ¢ € C non-negative withp(0) =1, 2n<n
implies

(P, 0) =k 202 [ p2y)p(2 N y)dy — e (4.16)
This argument works for open ses> 0 and extends to all ¢ R" by translation.

4.3. Extension by zero. Having presented the produmg-, -) formally, the oppor-
tunity is taken to make a digression needed later.

In Sectior 67 the operatoss and A of Sectior 3 will be realised through the
Boutet de Monvel calculus of linear boundary problems, sdlitbe all-important
to have commuting diagrams like_(8.6) for the operators endhlculus. Avoid-
ing too many details, the main step is to show that truncateaigo-differential
operators are defined independently of the spaces. As thstiqueés local, it is
enough to treat them on the half-spat® = { x, > 0}, where they are of the form
P, =r*Pe" for a ps.d.o.P defined on’(R"), so it suffices to define* on all
spaces withs close to 0 € .= egn, r'* :=rgn). However, settingg"u = m(x,v)
whenrtv=u and x denotes the characteristic function Rf , it follows from
(4.4) thatm(x,v) at most depends ow in the null set{x, =0}. But since the
spaces in the next result only contain trivial distribus@upported in this hyper-
plane, this suffices for a space-independent definitioe™af when u belongs to
these spaces.

Proposition 4.5. The characteristic functiory of R'} yields a bounded map
mi(x,-): Egiq(R”) — Ef).q(IR{”), (4.17)
for Besov and Lizorkin-Triebel spaces with- 1+ (n—1)(% — 1)1 <s< 1.

The Fj4-part of this will be based on a similar result of J. Frankeaffga,
Cor. 3.4.6]. In principle Franke analysed another produchea estimatedyv
for suppA/ compact and extended by continuity g, (for g = « using Fatou’s
lemma). But the full treatment dP, in B}, and FS,-spaces is also based on
the splitting of T in (4.8), so it is important that Franke’s product equaly, V).
This was exploited in[[Joh96], albeit without details, sdsithatural to take the
opportunity to return to this point during the
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Proof of Propositior45.n view of (4.8) it suffices forBj , to show bounds
[ (X, U) [BRgll <Cllu[Bagll form=1,2,3 (4.18)

Using Remark4]3, this holds fan= 1 for everys becausex € L». And L, C
B .., so form= 2 it holds fors > (§ —N)+, while form= 3 it does so fos < 0.

00,00

The last two restrictions oswill be relaxed using the anisotropic structurexaf
For brevity U, := ®(D)u, u¢ := W (D)u etc. NOWTB(X,U) = 30 XU 2. If
H is the Heaviside functiony ( 1(X)®H (x,) and

X) =
X =T HO(E)S(E) @ H (&) = 1K) © F L, (D(0.&)H).  (4.19)

For the second factor, note thatF(2€,) = H (&) sinceH is homogeneous of
degree zero, so

Hi(%) = #H(@1(0,27F)H) (%) = 27 H(@1(0,)H (2))(2%) = H1(2%).
(4.20)
HereHy refers to the decomposition y ®;(0,&,) onR. Fork > 1 this gives

IHk Lp(R) | = 27 V/P [ Hy [Lp(R)[| < oo, (4.21)

Indeed,®,(0,-)H € .#(R) becauseZH = =LZ(&H (1)) = L for T £ 0; hence

Hy € Lp. Note thatH := H — Ho, by (Ql) and Lemmp 2.5, is iB ((E( R) for
O< p<Loo,
To handle the factor (¥') in (4.19), there is a mixed-norm estimate

Ik LplP < [ (sUpd (X D)X [ HLp(R)P (4.22)

so thats— 1 5 < 0 in view of the summation lemmB_(Z2]14) yields

5 U2 <c Y 20 P 3 Jult o) MNP LR 1413
k>1 k>1 o<I<k
< c[H1l|9 Y 20 5Ky |Lp(Leo) |9 (4.23)

k>0
<C|!H\BpoquHU\B all®

Indeed, the last step follows from the Nikskii—Plancherel-Polya inequality, cf
Lem.[2.6 ff, when this is used in the,-variable (for fixedx' the Paley—Wiener—
Schwartz Theorem gives thafx,-) has its spectrum in the regidd,| < 2¢+1).
By the dyadic corona criterion, cf LemrhaR.5, this provesy,u) € B} 4, hence
the casen=3 for s< 5.

Form=2 only % —1 < s< 0 remains; this implies & p < . It can be as-
sumed thatgy = 0, for u may be replaced by — Uy — u; becausey € L, implies
that 7B, Up + 1) belongs ta.oB,q by Lemma2b. Thems(x,u) is split in
three contributions, with details given for xiux (terms with xiUx—1 and xx—1Ux
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are treated analogously). In the following it is conveniemtreplace(u;) tem-
porarily by (0,...,0,un,...,Un+m,0,...), in which the entries are also calleg
for simplicity. In this way the below series trivially conmge.

Note that the Nikdlskii—-Plancherel-Polya inequality usedxnyields

|®;(D) Z XcUkl[p < Z Hd)j*(Xkuk)‘Lp.X'(Lan)sz(l_%)- (4.24)

k>]-1 k>]-1

In this mixed-norm expression, Fubini’s theorem giveskor 1

J1®5 (a0 () ey < 1 [ 195X — ¥ o) by supluy' D) .
teR

(4.25)
Reading this as a convolution &1, the usuaL p-estimate leads to

1 # (xictie) |Lp(La) | < [1Hill2 /s 2| e | Lp(Leo) . (4.26)

In view of (4.24) and[(2.14) ff this gives, sinea-1— % > 0 and supp” (xkux) is
disjoint from suppp; unlessk > j —2 (and sincely = 0),

219dj« 5 xudl3 < ¢ 3 25Tl k| Lp(Le) )
&7 e e, 2

K>0 K71
<d Z)Z B39 119 uj |Lp(Les) (4.27)

<c||H Bl (R)|A Zzsi“uuju% < w.
>

For g < e the right hand side tends to O fisr— o, so thern-series is fundamental
in Bf). There is also convergence fQe= «, sinceu € BS £ for somee > 0 such
thats—e+1— % 5 > 0. The above estimate then also applles to the origingl,
which yields [4.18) fom = 2.

To cover theF; ,-case, note the contlnunBS+€ T, ij‘ — F5q for p< oo
and sufficiently smalls > 0. If Franke’s multlphcatlon byx is denotedMX, it

follows thatB}'f LN F5q is continuous. SinceZ~'Cg' is dense irB}* and My

extends the pointwise product oA~ lCO by x, it follows thatM, commdes with
n(x,-) for all Besov spaces witlgs, p,g) as in the theorem, ip < . But then
they coincide on all th&;, spaces, sar(x,-) is bounded orF5, as claimed. [

Remark4.6. The above direct treatment of the Besov spaces should bemd so
interest in itself, in view of the mixed-norm estimates thlldw a concise proof of
all cases.

5. PRODUCT TYPE OPERATORS

A basic class of non-linear operators and their paralisaidns can now be
formally introduced:
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Definition 5.1. Operators oproduct type(dp,d;,dz) on an open se®@ C R" are
maps (or finite sums of maps) of the form

(V,W) — Pomin (Rov, Piw), (5.1)

for linear partial differential operatorB; of orderd;, j = 0,1,2, with constant
coefficients. The quadratic map— P.1iq (Pou, Pru) is also said to be of product

type.

Although [5.1) often just amounts & (Pyv- Piw), it is in general essential to
userr, from (4.8) in this definition, because the product cannotgibe reduced
to one of the forms in(4]2)=(4.3). In Sectibh 7 below the owtbf product type
operators will be extended to certain maps between vectutles.

The case withP, = | is throughout referred to as an operator of typeg,d;).
Generallydy, di, d> appear in the same order as feare applied.

If for simplicity P, =1 is considered, the operator (Pyu, PLu) may of course be
viewed as a homogeneous second order polynopiil, ...,zy) composed with
a jetJu = (D) q|<k, k= max(do,d;). Butin general this jet description is too
rigid, for a given operator of product type with = | may be the restriction of one
with P, # |, cf Exampld5.R. And conversel,m, (Pou,Piu) may extend another
one of the type in[(5l1).

These differences lie not only in the various expressios syperators can be
shown to have, but also in the parameter domains ihaybe given. Consider eg

U—u-diu, U~ %dl(uz). (5.2)

The latter coincides with the former at least foe C*. By Holder’s inequality,
d1(u?) is a bounded bilinear map,(R") — H~Y(R"), so its natural parameter
domain contaings, p) = (0,4). But it is not easy to make sensewhu, as a map
Ls — H~1; even with the productr it is problematic, for by[(4.10b) this is not well
defined onL4 & H4‘1. Hence it seems best (in analogy with minimal and maximal
differential operators irL,(Q)) to treat the expressions in (5.2) as two different
operators, with different parameter domains.

More general classifications of non-linear operators aedlable in the litera-
ture; the reader may consult €g [Bon81, Sect. 5] and [Yam8B,But as discussed
in the introduction, the product type operators defined alame adequate for fixing
ideas and for important applications.

Example 5.2. For a useful commutation of differentiations to the lefttod ppoint-
wise product, consider as in Sect[dn 6 below the ‘von Karnracket':

[v,w] := D2vD3w + D3vD3w — 2DZ,vD?,w. (5.3)
Introducing the expression
B(V,W) = D?,(D1vDow+ DovDiw) — D?(DovDow) — D3(DvDiw),  (5.4)

thenB(v,w) = [v,w] whenever andw are regular enough to justify application of
Leibniz’ rule. ClearlyB(-,-) is a case withP, # 1.
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Definition 5.3. For each choice o¥ in (2.4), theexact paralinearisation |. of
Q(u) = Pri(Pou, Pru) on R" is defined as follows,

Lug = —PzT[l(POu, P]_g) — PZT[Z(POU, Plg) - PZTE%(POQ P]_U). (55)

For Q c R" and a universal extension operatyy, cf (1.14), the compositg —
roLu (¢og) with U = fqu is also referred to as the exact paralinearisation; it is
written L, for brevity.

The rationale is thakt,g has circa the same regularity @¢contrary to the case
of linearisations that are not moderate). Cf Theokem 5.@vhel

Conceptually, Definitioi 513 invokes an interchange of thepa¥q and Pj,
compared to[(5]1), wherg and P, are applied before the implicit extensions to
R" in my; cf (4.8). The advantage is thatg then has the structure of a composite
maprq o R, 0 lo(g) for a certain pseudo-differential operat@y of type 11; cf
Theoreni 5.15 below.

However, as justificatiof?;{qv = /qPjv in Q, whence the localisation property
in (4.4) implies that—Lu gives back the original product type operator:

Lemma 5.4. Let u belong to a Besov or Lizorkin-Triebel spacg, ) such that
the parametergs—d;, p,q)j—o1 fulfil 4.10)+4.11)and s> max(dp,d:). Then

Paorin (Pou, Pru) = —Ly(u). (5.6)
This holds for any choice @k, and Wy (or ®y) in the definition of L.

Proof. Let P, = | for simplicity. Theorem_4]2 gives that the parametéss-
dj, p,0)j—o0,1 belong to the parameter domain afon R", so it holds for allv,

w e E54(Q) that

T (Pov, Pw) = ro(PoloV, Pilow) = rq l!i_rj’;o(l,Uk(D)PonV) “((D)Prlgw)).
(5.7)
Indeed, (PolqV, Piiqw) is defined, andq commutes with the limit by its7’-
continuity, whilst theP;/qV restrict toPjv, so the productt, (P, Pyw) exists and
(5.7) holds.

The choice oflg is inconsequential forg m(PylqV, P1/qw), since the left hand
side of [5.7) does not depend on this; similarly one can take- Wy (the formal
definition of 1 in (4.3) is essential here). Now_(5.6) follows upon insertif
v=w = u, for by (4.8) ff and the formuld&y = ®q+ - - - + Py, the right hand side
of (6.7) then equals the formula forLy(u) in (5.5), since ther-series converge
by the assumption ofs, p,q) and the remarks following (4.8). O

The above introduction of paralinearisation is not the grdgsible, but the in-
tention here is to make the relation to the ‘pointwise’ praidan Q clear.

5.1. Estimates of product type operators. For a general product type opera-
tor B(-,-) := m(Py-,P1-) a large collection of boundedness properties now follows
from the theory reviewed in Section #.174.2. Indeed, usingofem 4.P it is clear
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that 7i(Po-, P1-) is bounded fronER . © Eft o to some Besov or Lizorkin—Triebel
space provided
So+S1>do+di+ (g5 +pr — N (5.8)

The standarddomainD(B) of the bilinear operatoB is the set of (pairs of triples
of) parameterss;, p;,d;);—o,1 that satisfy this inequality. Since it works equally
well for the BBB- andFFF -cases, the notation is the same in the two cases.

For the mapQ(u) := B(u,u) the parameter domaiR(Q) derived from[(5.B) is
termed theguadraticstandard domain d® (or of B). For this domain one has the
next result on thdirect regularity properties of product type non-linearities.

Proposition 5.5. Let B(v,w) be an operator of product typgly, di,dz) with dy <
d;. The quadratic standard domaid(Q) consists of thes, p,q) fulfilling

s> (B0, (5.9)
and for each suclts, p,q) the non-linear operator Q is bounded
Q: Bjq — Bhg *PY (5.10)
wheno (s, p,q), for somee > 0, is taken equal to
g(s,p,q) = do+dy+ (5 +do—9); + [ §+do=][[q>1]. (5.11)

Similar results hold for [, provided[[q > 1] is replaced by[p > 1] .

Analogous results for open se@sC R" can be derived from Proposition 4.1.
Details on this are left out for simplicity, and so is the drdor it follows from
the below Theorerh 5.7 by application bf to u, cf Lemma5.4 (note that (5.9)
implies (s—di) + (s—do) > 0, thences > max(dp, ds)).

Remark5.6. By (5.9) the quadratic domaif(Q) only depends on the orders via
the mean(do +d;)/2. The correction — 5 occurring forp < 2 is independent of
do anddy; cf Figure2.

do+ds1
2

n
2

FIGURE 2. The quadratic standard domdirQ)
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5.2. Moderate linearisations of product type operators. The properties of exact
paralinearisations of product type operators will now beved. This will in two
ways give better results than the usual linearisation théarsay [Bon81] and
[MC97, Thm. 16.3]: first of all, then-terms are incorporated intiy,, which is
useful since they need not be regularising in the contexd.&econdly, the family
Ly is obtained foru running through the (large) s€iBj} ,, and it is only in the
quadratic standard domain, wheues regular enough to makeL,u = Q(u) a
meaningful formula, that, is a linearisation of).

Theorem 5.7 (The Exact Paralinearisation Theorenbet B be of product type
(do,ds1,d2) with dy < d; as in Definition 5.1L; and letq be a universal extension
from Q to R".

When ue Bf)%’qo(ﬁ) for some arbitrary(so, po,do), then the exact paralineari-
sation in Definitio 5.8 yields a linear operator, lwith parameter domaif(L,)
given by

s>do+di—So+(5+p5 — N+ (5.12)

For £ > 0 the operator |, is of order w as follows,
Lu: Bpg(Q) = Bpg’(Q) for (s,p,q) € D(Ly), (5.13)
w=da+ 1+ (g5 —So+do)+ + &[5 —So+do=0]qo > 1], (5.14)

In particular, when Qu) := B(u,u) and (S, Po,do) € D(Q), cf (5.9), then L, is
a moderate linearisationf Q. Corresponding results hold for Lizorkin—Triebel
spaces when g F®, (Q), provided the factof[qo > 1] in (5.14)is replaced by

Po,do
[po > 1].

Remark5.8 Clearly w is independent of’s,p,q); because it formally equals
0(%0, Po,do), it can be said that, for a product type operator, the paratisation

Ly inherits the order of the non-linear opera®fu) on the spac&g , > u.

Proof. Since the nature of the proof is well known, the formulatiofi ne brief
and based on the estimates recalled in Refaik 4.3.

In the following (s1, p1,0q1) is arbitrary inD(L), ie together with the given
(S0, Po, Qo) it fulfils (5.8). It is therefore seen from Remdrk 4.3 and tlub&ev
embeddings that, witp, andq, as in Remark 413,

16 (Pola,Pila-): BY o (Q) ®BY o (Q) — BY dora-t

n
s1—t1—(py —So+do)
= BPLQl :

(5.15)

The m-term in L, is straightforward to treat fogp — dp < %: in this case the

_ —do— _ . :
Sobolev embeddln@qu%O — Bim P goes into a space with negative smooth-
ness index, so the estimate (4.13) gives,pe 0,

o} =y St (py—sotdo) &
. (Polq-, Pilg-): Bf)%’qo(Q)@le (Q)%prqll (Po o)+ o

w0 (5.16)
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In the same manner one has, sincappears in the second entry o, that for
—di < % andg; =0,

— S1—dp— (p0*30+d1)+7£1

18(Pola-,Pula-): BY, ¢, (Q) ©BR 4 (Q) — Bpg, (5.17)

Forsy—do > 5 the estimate[(4.12) arif dO — L clearly yields the conclusion
|n (5.16) withgg = 0. The term withrg may be treated analogously fey—d; >

75 leading to[(5.17) once again. Fey—d; = ¢ one can usé (5.16) and (5117) at
the expense of somg > 0, eg fulfilling 0 < 81 <di—dy, 0regg=¢& if dy =dp.
This is unlesgyy < 1 for then the embedding into., applies.

Comparing the three estimates (incl. themodifications), [(5.15) is the same
as [5.16), except whed: —sp+do < 0, but in this cas8® & or B} %% in
(5.18) clearly contains the space on the rlght hand S|d][5 Similarly the
co-domain of [[5.17) equals the last spacelin (5.15), exa@pgf —so+di <O,
but then the assumption thag < d; yields that also% — S+ dg < 0 so that there
is an embedding into the corresponding spacé_In [5.16). rdkega of whether
(35 — So+dj)+ equals O for none, one or boghin {0,1}, it follows thatL, is a
bounded linear operator

Lu: By, gy — Bhian> (5.18)

whenw is as in[5.14) ands;, p1,q1) fulfils (5.8).

In the Lizorkin—Triebel case the above argument works withanmodifica-

th— (L —so-+d
tions. For one thing the Sobolev embeddiAg; ¥ %% — For g (g ~s0co)

and [4.15) give an analogue 6f (5.15).
Secondly, forsg —dp < %, it is easy to see from the dyadic corona criterion and

the summation lemma (in analogy with the proof of Lenima ha@j tf r < 0,

T0(,) " Brooo ® Fpl o — Forar- (5.19)

Combining this WI'[hFSquO — Bcooo , formula [5.16) is carried over to the
Lizorkin—Triebel case. Otherwise one may proceed as in #soB case, noting

thatF”/p<—>Loo whenp < 1. O

To shed light on[(5.12), one could consider an elliptic peab{ A, T }, say with

A of order 2n, T of classm and a solutioru € H™(Q), with (m,2) € D(Q), of
Au+Q(uy=f in Q (5.20)
Tu=¢ on T. (5.21)

According to [5.1R)D(Ly) then consists of paramete(s p,q) with

do+di .n n do +dp
> +(B—§)+—(m— > )

so thatD(L,) is obtained from the quadratic standard donfa{®) in (5.9) simply

by a downward shift given by the last parenthesis, which stpe for (m,2) €

D(Q). ThereforeD(L,) D D(Q); by an extension of the argument this is seen to
hold also in general whe(sy, po, 0o) € D(Q).

S>

(5.22)
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When deriving easy-to-apply criteria férmoderacy, for some given linear op-
eratorA of constant ordeda on a parameter domaiii(A), itis clearly a necessary
condition thatd > d, + maxdy,d; ), for both o and w are > d, + max(do, ds).

Corollary 5.9. Let Q(u) be of product typédo, di,d>) with dy < d;. When d >
dz2+ds, then Q is A-moderate on every, in D(A)ND(Q) if dy —do > n, or else
on the B, in D(A) ND(Q) fulfilling

S> %—dA—Fdo—l—dl—Fdz. (523)

The exact paralinearisation Lis A-moderate of)(L,) when Q is A-moderate on
the space B o, > u.

Proof. Given [5.28) one hasla —dz — di > (§ —s+do) > 0. So by taking
€ €]0,dp — dy — dy[, clearly this givesda > o so thatQ is A-moderate orES
However, ifd; — dg > n it is easy to see, both fop < 2 and p > 2, that every
(s, p,q) fulfills

3(do+du) + (5 —5)+ > §+do. (5.24)
Concequentlys > % +dg, so o = dr +d;. HenceQ is A-moderate on the entire
domainD(A) NID(Q) in this case.
The statement o, follows since w equalsc on the space containing the
linearisation poinu. a

In cases withd; — dp < n, there always is a part of the quadratic standard do-
main D(Q) where [5.28B) must be imposed. Indeed, the last two termis.iiY5
contributes to the value af in theslanted sliceof D(Q) given by

3(do+di)+(5—3)+ <s<§+do. (5.25)

Ford; —dp < nany p < 2 leads to solutionss, p) of these inequalities, so the slice
in (6.28) is non-empty. Because > d, + d; in the slice,A-moderacy is obtained
only wheredp > o, ie where[(5.283) holds. Note, however, thgtby the formulae
for o0 andw is born to beA-moderate on the entire domdi(L,), if only Q is so
on a space containing,.

Remarks.10 Concerning the model problein (1.3) and Exanaplé 3.1, whgte0,

d; = 1 andda = 2, the above[(5]9) leads to the quadratic standard domains in
(1.27) and[(3.15). Notice that the more important dom&ifs/, Q) andD(A,.4")

in (1.30) and[(3.16) are obtained from the conjunction_ dli(and [5.2B) (the latter

is redundant fon = 2 andn = 3). Similarly (3.17) follows from[(5.12).

Remark5.11 One could comparé (1.3) (or the stationary Navier—Stokebklem)
with the von Karman problem (cf Sectigh 6). They both fulfil—dy <1 <n. In

the former problem[(5.23) is felt, and the quadratic termniy @y -moderate on
the part ofD(Q) NID1 wheres > % —1, by (5.23). (For the Neumann condition,
(5.23) gives agairs > % —1, that now should be imposed on the smaller region
D(Q) N D, because the boundary condition has class 2.) But in the vom#a
problem, [5.2B) is not felt, for it is fulfilled on all of the qdratic standard domain
of the form[-, -], and even after this has been extended tdhe) of type (1,1,2)
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given in Examplé 512, istill holds thatw < 4 = d,2 on all of D(Q). But never-
theless a small portion d(Q) must be disregarded to ha®é-moderacy, simply
because the boundary condition in the Dirichlét realisatf A? is felt; cf Figurd 3
below. In view of this, it seems pointless to generalise beyGorollary 5.9.

5.3. Boundedness in a borderline caseln the cases given by equality in (4]111)
it is more demanding to estimatg,. For later reference a first result on such
extensions ofD(L,) is sketched. It adopts techniques from a joint work with
W. Farkas and W. Sickel [FJS00], in which approximation sga¥) , (that go
back to S. M. NikolskiT) were useful for the borderline investigations.

Recall thatA} ,(R") for s> (§ —n), p,q €]0,] (with g < 1 for s= 5 —n),
consists of thes € #/(R") that have an””’-convergent decompositian= 35 ,V;
fulfilling suppV; c {|&| < 2i*1} for v; € ./ N L, with

(3 2%, Lol <o, (5.26)
J:

Then | u|A 4| is the infimum of these numbers, over all such decompositions
The idea of [FJSQ00Q] is that, while the dyadic ball criteri@noot yield conver-
gence fors= % —n (at least not foilg > 1), one can sometimes show directly that
suchy v; converges to somein Ly or /’; then the finiteness of the above num-
ber givesy vj € A} 4. For this purpose the next borderline result is recalledhfro

[Joh95, Prop. 2.5].

Lemma 5.12. Let0< <1< p <o and letyj ou; be such that q) < o for
F(a) = ||(3 |uj|9)¥9||p. Theny u; converges in |, to a sum u fulfilling|| u|L,|| <
F(a).

Proof. With ¥ |uj(x)| as a majorant (sincé (1) < F(q)), || 3k |uj|[Lpll — 0.
Hencey u; is a fundamental series Iy, and the estimate follows. O

Theorem 5.13. Let B= 1o (Py:,P1-) with do < dy and let ue BY , (Q) be fixed.
For (s, p,q) such that

So+s=do+ 01+ (4 +5— Ny, E=pts>1 (5.27)
the operator I, is continuous
Ly: Bf)’q(ﬁ) — Bf;w‘*’(ﬁ), (5.28)

provided, in casej; = & + % > 1, that p > gz or p > 1 holds. Moreover,

Lu: F3q(Q) — B3.2(Q) is continuous if ke F2, (Q), when[[go > 1] in (5.14)is
replaced by[po > 1] (no restrictions for p < 1).

Proof. With notation as in the proof of Theordm b.7, the assumptjpr. 1 gives
lg, = £1, SO for p, > 1 insertion of 1= 2%~%+%~% into a double application of
Holder's inequality shows that the series definmgdPy/q-,Pi/q-) converges abso-
lutely in Lp,. There is a Sobolev embeddihg, — B-f;bm for§=g5 —d; — (% —
s+ dp), sincepy > pp, so the conclusion of (5.15) holds with the modification
that the sum-exponent és in this case.
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For p; < 1 one uses the Niktkii—Plancherel-Polya inequality to estimate
norms by 2z " = 2%+s1-do~d1 times corresponding ,,-norms, leading to conver-
gence inL;. After this convergence has been established, the sanmesg¢ss also
give the strengthened conclusion that, Aﬁ,[q as above,

7T2(P0€Q',P1£Q')I PoQo@Bpl o —>Ap2 Q2 . (5.29)

By [FJS00, Thm. 6] the conjunction of> max( P2,02) ando = « is equivalent to
Ap2 qz — B . (5.30)

Therefore3(u,-) = roTe(Polqu, Pilg-) is continuousB}:. , (Q) — Bg;n(ﬁ)
for p» > g2, hence mtoBf)loo(Q) as desired; fop; > 1 this is seen directly from
the above_;-estimate.

Since [5.16) and (5.17) also hold in the present context,samak this implies
weaker statements with the sum-exponents equalda the right hand sides there,
Ly has the property i (5.18) except that the co-domain shoaiBp..

For theF; ,-spaces the estimates o83 (u,-) are derived in the same way, except
that the/q, - norms are calculated p0|ntW|ser, before thg-norms. Indeed, for
p2 > 1, Lemmd5.1P gives (sinag < 1 in this case) thatb(Pylg-, Pilq-) maps

Fpsgﬂo &) ngql to Lp,: for po > 1 this co-domain is embedded \Efgbql into B%l o
while Lp, < B, — B}, ., for pp=1

For p; < 1 one finds by the vector-valued Nikskii—Plancherel-Polya inequal-
ity in Lemma 2.6 that eg (whefy := @ (D) f etc onR")

k(4% — = —d —d
[ %\fkgkllh <c|( Z}Z V] g %) % [|p, < ¢ || T IFGPN 1 gIFSg).

(5.31)
In this way 183 (u,-) is shown to magFst o, into L1(Q). Hence intoB§ »(Q) for

p1 > 1. In general there ig3 €| pz, p1[ (po < ) and theAp3 p3 -norm of n2§22(u,v)
is estimated by ah, (¢g,)-norm as in the middle of (5.31), for the sum and integral
may be excanged and the estimate reallsed through Lémm8y &.30)-{5.31)

this means thatg3 (u,-) mapsF$ . into Bpsoo — B » for p2 < 1. Comparison

P1,02
with the F; -results for the other terms shows th:@.t F — Bf,l - d

P1,01

The above result suffices for the present paper, but it cowddably be sharp-
ened in several ways, perhaps with a consistent ugg pfas co-domains.

5.4. Relations to pseudo-differential operators of type 11. For the local reg-
ularity improvements later, it is useful to express paesnisations in terms of
pseudo-differential operators with symbolsSf; . Recall thata(x, &) € C*(R?")
belongs toSf’l(R” x R") for d € R, if for all multiindices a, B there isc,g >0
such that forx, & € R",

IDEDfa(x,&)| < Cap ()T 1ML (&) = (14 gAY (5.32)
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The operator(x,D)¢ (X) = (271) ™" [n€%¢a(x, &) ¢ (£) d& obviously induces a bi-
linear mapSf’1 x . — . thatis continuous with respect to the Fréchet topologies.
In generalA := a(x,D) = OP(a) cannot be extended t&”’ by duality, for the ad-
joint of A need not be of type,1. However,A can be defined as a linear operator
with domainD(A) C ./(R") by analogy with[(4.1). More preciselye .7’ is in
D(A) when the limit

ay (x,D)u = lim OP(Uk(Dy)a(x, &) (€))u (5.33)

exists inZ'(R") for all ¢ € C5(R") with ¢ = 1 in a neighbourhood of the origin,
and when moreovediy (X, D)u is independent of suclp so that it makes sense to
let a(x,D)u = ay(x,D)u then.

This definition by so-called vanishing frequency modulatieas introduced re-
cently and investigated from several perspectives in [3ph®s the symbol on the
right-hand side ofi(5.33) is 5 the definition means roughly that &(x,D)u
one should regularise the symhminstead of the argument; it clearly gives the
integral after[(5.32) fou € .7 (R").

Previously L. Hormander determined (up to a limit pointg thfor which A
extends to a continuous mdﬂj*d — H3; cf [H6r88,[H6r89] and([H6r97, Ch 9.3].
Eg continuity for alls€ R is proved there foa(x, ¢ ) satisfying his twisted diagonal
condition. However, it was proved in [JoH04, Joh05] thateteways are bounded
extensions, for K p < o,

FO®RM 222, Ry, B (R 22 (R, (5.34)

and that, without further knowledge abaa(x, ¢ ), this is optimal within theBj ,
andF;, scales forp < e. Fors> (% —n) there is continuity

By i % gs (RM,  FSARY) 2L ES (RY) (rasin [ﬂfs).)%)
This extends to als € R under the twisted diagonal condition; cf[Joh05, Cor. 6.2];
cf also [Joh08]. The reader may consult [H6r97, Joh08] &otous aspects of the
theory of operators in O, ).

The just mentioned results will not be directly used herd,thay shed light
on how difficult it is to determine the domaid(A). Nevertheless one has the
pseudo-locaproperty:

singsupfAu C singsuppu  forall ue D(A). (5.36)

Theorem 5.14. Every pseudo-differential operatoraD) in OP(Sil(R” x R"))
has the property irf5.36)

This was first proved ir_[Joh08, Thm. 6.4], to which the reddeeferred. The
proof given there exploits the definition of typeltoperators given above as well
as the Regular Convergence Lemma; cf Lerhmh 2.1.

The exact paralinearisations turn out to factor througlugeeifferential oper-
ators of type 11. This entails that the former are pseudo-local:



PARAMETRICES OF SEMI-LINEAR PROBLEMS 39

Theorem 5.15. Let B be of product type and @B , (Q2) for some arbitrary
(%0, Po,To)- Then the exact paralinearisation ®.5) factors through an operator
P, € OP(SP; (R" x R")) with w as in(5.14) That is, for every(s, p,q) in D(Ly),

cf (5.12) there is a commutative diagram
— i
EFSLq(Q) 2 ’ E[SLq(Rn)
Lul lpu (5.37)

Erq(Q) — Epq (R").

Moreover, g— L,g is pseudo-local when g Eg ((Q) and (s, p,q) is in D(Ly).

Proof. 1°. By linearity, it suffices to treaB,, = D'I™ for |Nm| = dn, anddy < dy,
do = 0. Setu'= {qu.

2°. Applying L, to ¢qg € .7, it is a compositd_, = roa(x,D)¢q for a symbol
a(x, &) satisfying [(5.3R) fod = w with w as in [5.14), namely

00

ax, &) =— Z)(WHl(DX)DQOG(X)E”l + LIJj_g(Dx)D)’ZlG(X)E’70)CDJ- (&) (5.38)
J:

Indeed, the formula foa(x, ) follows directly from Definitior. 5.B and (418) once

ae€ §; has been verified. To prove thB; = a(x,D) is of type 11, note that

a(x, 6)7 is C* since eacl¥ is in suppd; for at most two values of, and for these

2i71 < |&| < 21, so that| DY (EMmd; (€))| < c(&)%~ol holds for alla. Concern-

ing the estimates fore R" and& € supp®;, so that 2 < 2(&), note that ifk = j +

1 ande > 0 is fixed, the convenient short-hastl:= e[ ;- — o+ do = O] [qo > 1]

fulfils ¢’ > 0 and gives

IDEW,(D)DMi(x)| < c(&)FI+ (5 ~Sotdo) e (5.39)

In fact, for gp < 1 one hadq — ¢1, so the Nikolskii—-Plancherel-Polya inequality
yields

k
|‘-|—’k(D)DB+'7°G(X)| < c§ 2(so|B+nol) | &y (D)DB+UOG||_po‘|2|(\ﬁ\+p%—so+do)

I= n_
< CTO B3 8) o718 o
5.40

for go > 1 Holder's inequality applies to the first line i (5]40)2f 7o ~%o+do)+ KB

is taken out in front of the summation (it is less thaié ))/FI* (75 ~%+%b)+)- except
when - —sp+do =0, ie €’ > 0, then|B| should just have added and subtracted.
This shows|[(5.39).

Terms with |W;_»(D)DP+™M{i(x)| are treated analogously, in the first line of
(5.40) the factor 2%~ IB+ml) may be estimated by &~ #+m0) (which is absorbed
by the Besov norm o) times 2(%-%): the latter, together with the estimate of
D% (&Md;(&)), gives the estimates ih (5132) also for these terms.

3°. To prove [[5.3F7) also for non-smooth functions, it is notedt tthere is a
linear mapPR,: Ej ((R") — E5*(R") that is bounded fofs, p,q) € D(Ly). This
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is seen as in the proof of TheorémI5.7,[cf (5.18), for one cap kiee first entry in
the expressions withr, 7% there equal td0 while the other entry runs through
PL(Ep4(R")), for 15 the first entry is taken iy (E; ;) and the second equal to
P.0. From the definition ot it is then evident thak, = rq o P,0 /g, hence[(5.37)
holds.

4°. To show thatP, from step 3 equals the type ,1-operatora(x,D) given
by the symbol in step2 it remains by[(5.33) to be verified that one has the limit
relationP,f = limm_0 OP(Ym(Dx)a(x, & )Ym(&))f forall ¢ € C5(R") with gy =1
around 0, whenevef € B} ;(R") with (s, p,q) € D(Ly), ie for

so—d0+s—d1>max(0,%+%—n). (5.41)

(If f € Fggq, thenf € B}, that also fulfils[(5.411).) This is tedious but results from
consistent use of the techniques that gave boundedné®s of

Indeed, for everyy and a (large)m as above, it is straightforward to see that
DY = Pj and W, 1ynm = Wj;1 for j below a certain limitJ(m), so that the
symbol of the approximating operator can be written as fadlowhen’ indicates
summation ovel = m— | in a fixed finite subset of,,

Um(Dx)a(x, &) Pm(&) = — Z (LPJ+1(DX)D”°U(X)E”1—|—
j<J(m
j<I(m) ( )Df'llu( )E”O)CD,'(E)
- Z Um DX)qu—|+1(Dx) O(x)E M+

L.Um(Dx)qu—l—Z(Dx)Dnlu(x)frio) Pt (&) Ym(E).
(5.42)

The operator induced by the first sum here convergd?, for m— «, by (5.38)
and the construction d?,. Therefore it suffices to show that the primed sum de-
fines an operatoR, for which Ry,f — 0 for m— . Fixing | one has the contri-
bution

Rmf = (Ym(D)Wm1:1(D)D™G- D™
+ Ym(D)Wm-1-2(D)D™A(X) - D) &1 (D) gim(D) T, (5.43)

the worst part of which is

Rimf = Un(D)(Prmi—1 + Py + Py 1) (D)D™0- DM Dy (D) (D) f.
i (5.44)
Clearly suppZ R mf is contained irB(0,c2™), ie it fulfils the dyadic ball condition
in Lemmal2.8. To estimate the quantBythere, note that in casg, pp > 1 the
family gm(D) is uniformly bounded irL, and Lp,, so whens- = & + % and
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1_ 1
a2 — do
(o]

~ 1 ~
(Y 2lsots—(dord))me | B | £1%)% < cf|G]BY , |
m=0

+é,then

Po,do
x ( Z 2(5*dl)qul’Um(D)CDmfl(D)DnlfH%)é
m=0

<O f Byl <.
(5.45)

Hences®_oR.mf converges by Lemma2.3 (df(5l41)), so as desiepf —

0. If p and/orpp is in ]0,1] one can use Sobolev embeddings i8€$qn_% and

Bio;;n_"_" , since these spaces also fuffil(3.41).

The rest ofR mf may be handled with Lemmnia_2.5, as done in tle and
mg-parts of P, (this is also analogous to the proof of Lemfal 2.7). This shows
that 3 _oR mf converges in”’ so that limyR mf = 0, hence liny, ZII Rmf =
limyRnf = 0. HenceP, is of type 11 as claimed.

5°. If g is as in the theorenx € singsupf@qg implies thatx € singsupguU
R™\ Q. By 4° and Theorerh 5.14, singsufigg is not enlarged by,, sorqP,/qg
is C* in the part ofQ whereg is so. O

Remarks.16 As indicated above, the theory of typelloperators is still far from
complete. To avoid any ambiguity, the exact paralineadeathave been defined
here without reference to these operators, and the Paaabagon Theorem was
for the same reason proved directly, before the factoosatirough type 11 op-
erators was established.

Remark5.17. One way to attempt a symbolic calculus would be to replachy
en, ie by extension by zero outside ©f The resulting linearisatioh, would have
the formi,g = roPeng whereP is in ORSP; (R" x R")) as in Theorerh 5.15. For
L, to have order in spaces witts > 0, it is envisaged that the transmission prop-
erty would be needed fd?. However, transmissiooonditionshave been worked
out for 52,5 with & < 1, cf [GH91]. Ford = 1 there is a fundamental difficulty

because OFS; ) in general, cfl(5.34), is defined d#y for s> w > 0 —whereas
the usual induction proof of the continuity of truncated yme-differential opera-
tors with transmission property effectively requires agaiion to spaces with< 0

(in the induction steproP is applied to distributions supported by the boundary
I C RM). Also the powergRpL,)N should be covered, so the general rules of com-
position with the operators in the Boutet de Monvel calcgiiguld be established.
All in all this is better investigated elsewhere; it could dmeful eg in reductions
where traces or solution operators of other problems arkeaio the parametrix
formula.

6. THE VON KARMAN EQUATIONS OF NON-LINEAR VIBRATION

The preceding sections apply to von Karman'’s equations fiira buckling
plate, initially filling an open domai® C R? with C*-boundaryl”. The following
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is inspired by|[Lio69, Ch. 1.4] and by the treatise of P. G.rletg[Cia97, Ch. 5],
that also settles the applicability of the model to physprablems.

In the stationary case the problem is to find two real-valugattionsu; andu,
(displacement and stress) defineddrand fulfilling

Aup—[ug,Wp]=f inQ (6.1a)
AUy +[u,u] =0 inQ (6.1b)
wur=0 onl fork=0,1 (6.1¢c)
WU =y, onfl fork=0, 1 (6.1d)

HerebyA? denotes the biharmonic operator, whilst] as in Exampl€5]2 stands
for the bilinear operator

[v,w] = D2vD3w + DZvD3w — 2D2,vD?,w. (6.2)

For the real-valued case witly = n = 0, it is well known that Brouwer’s fixed
point theorem implies the existence of solutions withe F2.2(Q) for given data

f € F;2(Q); cf [Lio9, Thm. 4.3] and[(L5). Fou € F2,* /(") solutions are
established by non-linear minimisation in_[Cia97, Thm.-8]8 Concerning the
regularity it was eg shown in [Lio69, Thm. 4.4] thatfifc L(Q) for somep > 1,

then any of the above solutions 6f (6.1) fulfils thate Féz(Q) while up belongs

to F(;':z(ﬁ) for any q < «. It was also noted in_[Lio€9] that iteration would give
more, eg that the problem is hypoelliptic. Correspondirsgiits for non-trivialyy
and . may be found in[[Cia97, Thm. 5.8-4].

These results are generalised in three ways in the prespst,p@s a conse-
guence of the general investigations: firstly the assumgtimn the data and on
the solution(us, up) are considerably weaker, including fully inhomogeneous;da
secondly the weak solutions are carried over to a wide rahgpaces withp # 2.
Thirdly the non-linear terms are shown to have no influencéhersolution’s reg-
ularity (within the Besov and Lizorkin—Triebel scales).

In the discussion of (611), the coupling of the two non-linequations is a little
inconvenient, since the Exact Paralinearisation ThedEe heeds a modification
to this situation. But this can be done easily wherandu, are given in the same
space, for in the proof of Theordm b.7 the mapping propewti#shen remain the
same regardless of whethey or u, is inserted in the various;-expressions. For
brevity, it is left for the reader to substantiate this exgan of the theorem. (More
general methods follow in Sectiéh 7.)

Because]v,w| is of type (2,2), the quadratic standard domain [n(5.9) is for
Qo(u) :=[u,u] given bys> 2+ (% —1),, and clearly(s, p,q) = (2,2,2) is at the
boundary of and therefore outsideldfQy); cf Figure[3. Hence Theorem 5.7 does
barely not apply as it stands.

To carry over weak solutions to other spaces, one can usedbenefined esti-
mates for the borderlines in Theorém 5.13. In fact the coalprof typeBy,.. is
embedded intd=g ¢ for € > 0, so this gives that, \,,) has orderw = 3+ ¢
when both(sp, po qo) and (s,p,q) equal (2,2,2). For other choices ofs, p,q)
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the continuity properties dfy, .,,) are given by Theorein 5.7. In additioby, .,
linearises the non-linear terms [n_(6.1), for(at2, 2) these only contains products
of Lo-functions, whence the conclusions of Lemimd 5.4 remaird\(#tie assump-
tion s > max(dp,d;) is then not needed in the proof of the lemma). In this way
Theoren 3.2 can be used for the von Karman problem, viben") is taken as
D(Qo) U{(2,2,2) } andD(By) likewise is the union oD(Ly, ,)) and{(2,2,2)}.
(Parameter domains were not required to be open in Theo@m 3.

One could also envisage other problems in which the weakisokibelong
to spaces at the borderline of the quadratic standard doreaithat results like
Theoreni 5.13 would be the only manageable way to apply TheGr2.

olIn

FIGURE 3. The quadratic standard domaingpandQg (in dots)
in relation toDs.

For the von Karman problem, however, the symmetry propedfév,w] make
it possible to avoid the rather specialised estimates irofiém[5.18. Indeed, as
recalled in Example5lZ;, | is a restriction of

B(V,W) = D?,(D1vDow+ DovDiw) — D?(DovDow) — D3(DvDiw).  (6.3)

SinceB is of type (1,1,2), the larger domai(Q) is given bys> 1+ (% -1);
according to[(5.9). But by (1.22) the appropriate paramésenain for the linear
part isD,, andD(Q) "D, = Dy, cf Figure3.

On the resulting domaii,, the operatoQ is A>-moderate in view of Corol-
lary[5.9. It is moreover easy to infer froin (5]14) that= 4 holds on the borderline
with s=2/p (for p < 1) of D5.

This leads to the following result on the fully inhomogengquoblem:
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Theorem 6.1. Let two functions y w € B ((Q) with (s, p,q) in D, solve

A?u;—B(ug,wp) =1 inQ (6.4a)
AUy +B(ug,ug) = fo inQ (6.4b)
Wui=¢x onl fork=0,1 (6.4c)
WUz = Ui onl fork=0, 1, (6.4d)

— _1
for data f € B *(Q), with k=1, 2, together withgo, Yo € Btmr (M) and ¢4,
_1-1
Y1 €Bo () whereby(t,r,0) € DaND(L ), that is
t> 1+ 5+ (F - 1),

6.5
t>2-s+(2+5-2),. (6:5)

_ _ 1
Then y, W, belong to B,(Q). Ifinstead £ € F5*(Q), ¢o, Yo € B, () and

1.1
1, Yr € Bi, " 7 (T) for some(t,r,0) fulfiling (G8), then it follows that w, up €
Fio(Q).

SinceD, is open, it is not a loss of generality here to assume for therkin—
Triebel case thati; andu, are given in a Besov space.

One can prove the theorem directly, as indicated abovef kull follow from
the general considerations in Sectidn 7. So instead theeqarsaces for existence
of solutions in Besov and Lizorkin—Triebel spaces are givérs amounts to a
solvability theory for the domain bounded by the dotteddiimeFigure 8. It is also
noteworthy that solutions exist for data with arbitrariarde norms:

Corollary 6.2. Let f e Bj,/(Q) and g Bf;qkf% (1), for k=0, 1, be real-valued
data for somds, p,q) fulfilling
s>2+(5-1);, or (6.6a)
s=2+(3-1), and g<2 (6.6b)
Then there exists a solutiduy, uy) in Bf)’q(ﬁ)2 of the equations if6.1).

— _k—L
If f e F&a“(Q) and Y € Bf)rlf P(I), for k=0, 1, and (s, p,q) fulfils either
)or
s=2+(3-1),, andg<2ifp>2, (6.7)

then(6.J) has a solution(uy, Uz) in F54(Q)2.
Proof. Under the assumptions @8 p,q), the dataf andy belong tonjzz(ﬁ) and

k-1
Bizk ?(I"), as seen by the usual embeddings. So by invoking [Cia97, BI8¥8]
there is a solutiorfus, Uz) € F2,(Q)?; according to Theorem 8.1 it also belongs to
BS,(Q)? or F5,(Q)?, respectively. 0

Example 6.3. Equation [(6.1l) may be considered with force tefiix;,x;) equal
to 1(x1) ® dp(x2) and Oc Q. Such singular data could model displacements and
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stresses generated by a heavy rod lying alongxthaxis on a table, obtained by
clamping a wooden plate along its edges to a sturdy metakfram

19
By (2.33), thisf € Bp,ool(Q) for every p €]0,»]. So Corollanf6.P gives for
every set ofyy € B:g;o"(r), k= 0,1, with fixed p €]0,], a solution(us,uy) in

1 __
B?)Lﬁ (Q)? of (6.1). By Theorenl 6]1, it belongs to this space for every|0, «],

whenyp = ¢, =0.

Remark6.4. Although the coupling of the two non-linear equations[inlj6as
described, could be handled using thaandu, are sought after in the same space,
it seems more flexible to stick with the general set-up inie@ by developing a
theory in which the paifus,uy) is regarded as the unknown, entering the bilinear
form twice. This only requires some projections ontpand u,, cf the details
around [(Z.16) below. For this purpose it is convenient toegalise product type
operators to a framework of vector bundles, as done in theseetion.

7. SYSTEMS OF SEM+LINEAR BOUNDARY PROBLEMS

In this section the abstract results of Secfibn 3 and thospaoalinearisation
in Section 4 will be carried over to a general framework famsénear elliptic
boundary problems. This is formulated in a vector bundleupemot just because
this is natural for linear elliptic systems of multi-orddmt also because vector
bundles are useful for handlimgn-linearities as mentioned in Remalrk 6.4 above.

7.1. General linear elliptic systems. Because the parametrix construction relies
on a linear theory with the properties [t ([12(Il) of Sect@nit is natural to utilise
the Boutet de Monvel calculus [BdM71]. THe,-results for this are reviewed
briefly below (building on[[Joh26], that extendis-results of G. Grubb [Gru90]
and J. Frankel [Fra8%, Fra86a]). Introductions to the catcuwhay be found in
[Gru97,Gru9l] or[[JR97, Sect. 4.1], and a thorough accaufiEiu96].

Recall thatQ c R" denotes a smooth, open, bounded set wWieh= . The
main object is then a multiorder Green operator, desigriayed , ie,

Ph+G K
o = ( T S> (7.1)
whereP = (R;) and G = (Gjj), K = (Kj;), T = (Tij) andS= (S;j). Herei ¢
l1:={1,2,...,ig} andi € |, :={ig+1,...,ir }, respectively, in the two rows of
the block matrixe7. Similarly it holds thatj € J; :={1,2,...,jo} andj € J, :=
{la+1,...,ir }, respectively, in the two columns af; that is, <7 is anir x jr
matrix operator with indices belonging to< J, whenl =1, Ul, andJ = J1 U Jo.
EachR;j, Gjj, Kjj, Tij and §; belongs to the poly-homogeneous calculus of
pseudo-differential boundary problems. More precisBlis a pseudo-differential
operator satisfying the uniform two-sided transmissiondition (atl'), G is a
singular Green operatdk a Poisson and a trace operator, whil8is an ordinary
pseudo-differential operator dn. (The well-known requirements on the symbols
and symbol kernels may be found in the references above;ateenot recalled,

since they will not enter the arguments directly here.) Therator in theij th
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entry of < is taken to be of orded + b; +a;, whered € Z, a= (a;) € ZIr and
b=(b) e ZIr; for eachj, both Rj.o +Gij andTjj is supposed to be of clagst g
for some fixedk € Z. For short</ is then said to be of orded and classk
(relatively to(a,b), more precisely).

Recall that the transmission condition ensures fat= rqoPey has the same
order on all spaces on which itis defined. More explicitlgtimeans that ead® o
has orded +a; +bj on everyBy , andFS, with arbitrarily highs > k +aj+1— %
implying, say thaC®(Q) is mapped intaC*(Q), without blow-up at”. (ThusPq
has the transmissigoroperty,)

In general the operators act on spaces of sections of veshallésE; over Q
andF; overl", with j running inJ; andJ,, respectively; they map into sections of
other such bundleg/ andF/. The fibres ofg;, F; have dimensioM;, N;, while
dimE/ = M/ and dimF/ = N/. Letting

V:(El@“'@EjQ) (FjQ+1®"'®Fjr) (7.2)

Vi=(E @ OB ) U (Fgn®- -8R, (7.3)
then.o/ is a mapC” (V) — C*(V’). One may either regai@” (V) as a short hand
for C*(E1) ®--- ®C®(Fy, ), or viewV as a vector bundle with the dimension of
both the base manifol@ UT and of the fibres over its pointsbe depending on

whetherx € Q or x € I (as allowed in eg the set-up 6f [Lan72]). Similarly féf.
The following spaces are adapted to the orders and classes of

BS:a(V) = (P BSI(E)) & (P B *(F)) (7.4)
i<ia ja<]

By (V) = (DB} EN) o (DB (F) (75)
i<ig ig<i

Here the spaces & ,-sections ofg; etc is defined and normed as usual via local
trivialisations. F5:3(V) and F,iab(v’) are analogousy(< ), except_ thagg=pin
the summands oveft; as usuakF; ,(Fj) = B} ,(Fj) etc. For convenience

S+4a; E
IvBal = (Ve IBRg* (Eu)l|?+ -+ [|Vjr [Bpg ™ p(Fjr)llq)q (7.6)

+
IVIFSE] = (Ve FSSRED [P+ + vy [Fosd P(F)IP)E,  (7.7)

with similar conventions foBf;qb and Fgab. With respect to these spaceg, is
continuous

o BYRAV) = By IP(V), o FyRA(V) = Fagt P (V), (7.8)

for each(s, p,q) € D, whenp < « in the Lizorkin—Triebel spaces.

Ellipticity for multi-order Green operators is similar thi$ notion for single-
order operators, except that the principal symtitik, ) is a matrix withp3 equal
to the principal symbol oR; relatively to the orderd + b; + a; of Bjj; invertibil-
ity of p°(x,&) should hold for allx € Q and |§| > 1. The principal boundary
operatora®(x', &', Dy) is similarly defined and should be invertible as a map from
FROMx CNto .7 (R )M x CV with M= 3. M}, N:= 3, i< Nj etc.
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For the mapping properties of elliptic systemsand their parametrices one has
the next theorem, which is an anbridged version of [Joh9é; BI2].

Theorem 7.1.Let.«Z denote a multi-order Green operator going from V tq ®ind
of order d and clasx relatively to (a,b) as described above. i is injectively
or surjectively elliptic, thensZ has, respectively, a left- or right-parametris¢
in the calculus. o/ can be taken of order-d and classk — d, and theng? is
bounded in the opposite direction {@.8) for all the parameterss, p,q) € Dy.
The corresponding is true for Jz3(V) and F5,4P(V’). In the elliptic case, all
these properties hold fagy, and the parametnces are two-sided.

The above statement is deliberately rather brief. It shbelddded thaf (7,.8) is
sharp, since it only holds faofs, p,q) outsideDy if the class is effectively lower
thank. Moreover, the kernel of7 is a finite-dimensional space ©f°(V), which
is the same for alls,p,q) and in theB- and F -cases; the range is closed with
complements that can be chosen to have similar propertles.réader is referred
to [Gru90,Joh96] for this. In particular the, p,q)-invariance of the range com-
plements implies that the compatibility conditions on tlaadare fulfilled for all
(s,p,q), if they are so for one parameter. Hence these conditionbe#mored in
the following regularity investigations.

For the inverse regularity properties of an injectivelyiptit system.o, note
that, by the above theorem, the left-parametsikmay be chosen so that :=
| — o7 o7 has class and order—oo, hence is continuous

Z:Byif(V) = C*(V) forevery (s p,q)cDy. (7.9)
Soif «/u= f for someu € B}'2(V) and dataf € BY 3-°(v’), and if (s, pj, q)

P1,01
belongs tdD for | =0 and 1, then application of/ to du = f yields (cf [1.8)-

(L.10) ff)

U=/ f+%uc B (V). (7.10)

It can now be explicated how this framework fits with the cdiodis (1)—[Il) of
SectiorB: for each fixed €]0,] letS={(s,p) |S€ER, 0< p< o} and take

XS=BysV),  YS=ByJ(V),  Asp=lezen), DA =Dx.
- (7.11)
Moreover, A = <7 should be chosen to be of clags- d. For the corresponding
spacesXs = Fyi#(V) and Y5 = FS— (V') one needs a little precaution because
the sum and integral exponents -7 7) are equal in the spaaa the boundary
bundlesF;. Then [3.8) is not a direct consequencelof](2.8) ff, butdor r,

s+a,

Fop (F,)<—>FS+""J (F,)<—>FS+""J '(F,-). (7.12)

In this way [1) and[{Tl) holds also for these spaces.
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Example 7.2. For the Dirichlét problem foA?, which enters the von Karman
equations, it is natural to let

A% 0
0 A?
of = ;f: 8 , (7.13)
0 w
0 wn

wherebyd =4, k =2, a= (0,0) andb = (0,0,—4,—3,—4,—3). The choice in
(Z.11) amounts to

X5 =B} q(Q)? (7.14)
_ 4= s—3 s—1-3%
Yy 4 =B (Q)%® (Bpd (M &Bpg " (M)% (7.15)

this is clear since one can use the trivial bundles Q x C? andV’ = (Q x C?)uU
(I x C)* for this problem.

7.2. General product type operators. Together with the Green operatey in
(7.13) above, a treatment of the von Karman equation mayecoently use the
bilinear operatoB given onv = (v1,V,) andw = (W, wWy) by

Bv,w) = (—[vi,wz] [vi,wi] 0 0 0 0. (7.16)

Indeed, in the set-up of the previous section, a solutiena (u;,uy) of (6.J) is a
section of the trivial bundl€ x C?, of which the two canonical projectiong and
up enter directly into the expressions [n (6.1). The same ptiojes enter fov =
w = uin (Z.18) above, and this is taken as the guiding principle generalisation
of product type operators to vector bundles.

Between vector bundles, a product type operator is rougistygn operator that
locally has the form introduced in Sectibh 5. But in relationa given elliptic
system.e7 of orderd and class with respect to a fixed set of integefa,b), it
is useful to introduce a class of product type operators weatmpatible mapping
properties.

Since the non-linearities typically send sections deto other such sections
(so that sections ovdr and zero-entries as ifi (7]16) can be tacitly omitted), the
following framework should suffice for most applications:

Given bundles ovef as in [Z.2)-{(7.B), there are bundles

W=E & - - ®Ej, W =E & --®E, (7.17)

Bj: Ej — Q, Bili Ei/ —Q (7.18)

in which sectionsw and w/, respectively, may naturally be regarded jas and
io-tuples of sections (by means of projections and pf)

W= (W, W), W= (W,..., W ). (7.19)
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There is also a finite coverin@ = | JU, of local coordinate systems: U, — Uy,
for disjoint open balls or half ballg, in R". AlternativelyU, is writtenUg, as it
is the domain ok := k—1; then E;(Ur) denotes the function spaces ok
With this there are associated trivialisationg and 1, for eachj, i andk,
together with associated projections gy onto them™ coordinate ofCMi:
Plikm

B H(Ux) 25 Uy x M 1, (7.20)
For short, Tjxm := PrjxmeoTj« o prj, and similarly fort/,, and pf,, in the sequel.

Definition 7.3. An operatorB from W ¢ W to W’ is of product type(do,ds,d,)
compatiblywith integers(a,b) as in [7.4)4(7.b) ff if the following holds:

(i) Each maprt/,,B(v,w) can be written

TemB(UV) = Biem ™ (Tjokmo (U), Tigkmy (V)), (7.21)
jo,mo,J1,My

whereB/2r ™1™ maps pairs of sections ¥¥ to sections ot x C and
only depends on two projectiors,xm, (V) and tj,xm, (W), where 1< mg <
Mj, and 1< my < M;,.

(i) EachBjer™ "™ is of product type(do + aj,, dy + aj,,d2+ by) on the open

setU, of R".

Remark7.4 The non-linear operatoB in (7.18), that enters the von Karman
equation, has the structure in Definition]7.3. Indeed, waykn Q x C? one has
i = j =1, but the choicen= 1 in (i) gives —[vi,w»] (if Q is flat such as a ball),
so that the non-trivial terms il _(7.21) havey = 1, m; = 2; whilst m= 2 gives
mp=m=1%m.

As another illustration, the finite sums appear directly ie Navier—Stokes
equation, where the unknow(m, p) is a section oWV =W’ = (Q x C") & (Q x C),
at least for the Dirichlét condition. Hergu,p) enters the non-linear terrf(u-
O)u,0). Fori =1 eachm gives rise to the Sury . _; Vim,Gm,Wm, where obviously
anymp € {1,...,n} occurs andmy = m. (Fori = 2 the zero-operator appears.)

In the next result pseudo-local operators are defined ad tsbe those that
decrease or preserve singular supports; the singular dupfpeg a sectiorv of W
is the complement i of the x for which 1jxmoVv is C* from a neighbourhood
of x to C, for all U, 5 x and all j andm. It is understood that universal extension
operators have been chosen for the $éts so the exact paralinearisations are
meaningful on these sets.

Theorem 7.5. Let B be of product typédy, ds,d2) compatibly with(a,b) and with
do < d1; and let Besov and Lizorkin—Triebel spaces be defined §&.MH(7.9)ff,
with the unified notation (V) and I?qub(v’). Then Qv) := B(v,v) is bounded

ESHA(V) = Epg”®PY (V) forevery(s,p,q) eD(Q),  (7.22)
wherebyD(Q) and a(s, p,q) are given by(5.9)and (5.11) respectively.
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Moreover, for each & EXT3(V) there is a moderate linearisation,l which

with w as in(5.14)is bounded
Lu: ESRAV) = Eg (V') (7.23)

for every (s, p,q) in the parameter domaii(L,) given by(5.12) Furthermore,
L, is pseudo-local on every suclgg(V)

Proof. Let (s, po,qo) andu € Eggfqg(V) be given; and conside{ls p,q) such that
(5.12) holds. For each pair of projectiomgm,(u) € Epo qo“’ (Uz) and Tj,km, (V),
Theoreni5.J7 applies to spaces with parametsys- aj,, po, o) and (s+ aj,, p,q)
since by [(ii) the orders areloJraJo andd; + aj,, so there is a-dependent linear

operatorl KM J1K™ sendingEy M (Uz) continuously toES»(Ux) for

= (dg+bi)+ (di+aj,) + (g —S+do)+ +&  (£>0). (7.24)
ThereforeL /2™ /™™ is boundedEpq * (Uz) — ESq? P (U) for w as in [5.1#).

In case(so, po,do) is in the domairD(Q), one can takeés p,q) = (S0, Po, o) With-
out violating [5.12), and then

Lok Jlel(TJlel( )) = Blon™ Jlel(TjoKrrb(U)> Tjmy (U)). (7.25)
Summation over alfg, mp and j;, my as in [Z.21) gives
TmB(u,v) = 3 L™ (o (v)). (7.26)

This determines a linear operatok ,, which in the set of sections &fz x CM s
given by

Liku(¥) = (3 LIom® ™ (2] i, (V) Imet.. - (7.27)

As a composite mafh,ixu(V) is continuousESEA(V) — ES @0 (U M.
Using a partition of unity = 5, (x subordinate to the coordinate patchgs
there is a bounded linear operatqr: E5A(V) — Egjqw‘b(v’) given by

Lu(v)i = 3 (th) FoLicu(y), for ey, (7.28)

K

It follows from Theoreni 5.15 that eadhy , is pseudo-local; and so ls,, since
the class of pseudo-local operators is closed under additio
When (o, Po,do) belongs to the domai(Q) given by [5.9), therv = u is

possible for(sp, po, %) = (s, p,q), and using[(7.28)E(7.25),

Lu(ui = Y (ti) Fo T B(u, iet) = prB(u, 5 ¢cu) = priB(u,u).  (7.29)

K

Moreover, the value ofv equalso (s, p,q), so [7.22) is also proved. O
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7.3. Semi-linear elliptic systems. It is now straigthforward to specialise Theo-
rem[3.2 to the vector bundle framework of multi-order system
For generality’s sake it is observed that it suffices, [Dy, (ib) take the linear

part .o injectively elliptic, ie with a left parametrixe’ and regularising operator

Z .= | —o/o/. Recall that for a product type operatBr the linearisatiorL,, of
Q(u) := B(u,u) furnished by Theorem 7.5 enters the parametrix
PN = | 4+ /Ly+-+ (L)L (7.30)

As aboveD(<7,Q)={(s,p,q) € D«ND(Q) | o(s,p,q) < d} is the domain where
Q is o/-moderate. Using these ingredients, one has the followiag nesult:

Theorem 7.6. Let .o/ be an injectively elliptic Green operator of order d and clas
K relatively to(a,b), and assume that B is of product tyf, d;,dy) compatibly
with (a,b), and with @ < d;, so that Q has order functioa (s, p,q) on D(Q) and
moderate linearisations J, according to Theorem 4.5. -

For a section u of B2 (V) with (so, po,go) € D(7,Q), and any choices of
a left parametrix ofe7 of classk —d, the parametrices ® in (7.30)are bounded
endomorphisms on{B?(V) for every(s, p,q) in Dx ND(Ly). And for (s, p1, 1)

and (s, p2,02) in Dy ND(Ly) the linear operator(;zﬂ_u)” maps BL'2(V) to

1,01
Bf,gjqu‘(V) for all sufficiently large N. If such a section u solves theagmn
Fu+Q(u) = f (7.31)
for data fe BL9-P(V’) with (t,r,0) € D, ND(Ly), then
u= PN (7t +2u)+ (/L,)Nu (7.32)

and ue B} ;3(V). Analogous results are valid for the scale${(V) and F5° (V).

Proof. As observed in[(7.11), the cho@ég By (V) andYs = B} . b(V ) makes
conditions [(l) and[{ll) satisfied. As th®, in QI]]] one can takd_u, for its construc-
tion via paramultiplication implies that it is unambigoyslefined on intersections
of the form xgmxg. Similarly there is commutative diagrams faf and <7 by
the general constructions in the Boutet de Monvel calcuhgsthe results in Sec-
tion[4.3.

Moreover,D(«7,Q) is connected and = d — w(s, p,q) is constant and pos-
itive; hence [(T¥) and[{V) hold. The claims oA™) may now be read off from
Theorem3R. For«/Ly)N the sum exponents should also be controlled, but
Dy ND(Ly) is open, hence containg; — €, p1,02) for € > 0, so that the larger
spaceBy, £ 3(V) is mapped intd¥ 2 for all sufficiently largeN, according to
Theoreni 3.2.

Finally, since(sp— €, po,do) also belongs tdx ND(L,) for sufficiently small
€ > 0, one can assumg = 0. So according to Theoreim 3.2 the sectiofulfils
(7.32) and belongs &' = BLE3(V). O

It should be mentioned that while the abstract frameworkhedren{ 3.2 was
formulated with onlys and p as parameters, for convenience, the third parameter
g was easily handled in the proof above by simple embeddings.
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From the given examples it is clear that Theofenh 6.1 on thékewman problem
is just a special case of the above result. One also has

Corollary 7.7. For operators.Z and B as in Theorein 1.6, the equation
AU+ Q(u) = f (7.33)
is hypoelliptic, ie for f in C (V') any solution u belongs toQV).

As an application of the parametrix formula_(7.32) it is sihadvat this corollary
has a sharper local version. This also uses the obvioushidite class of pseudo-
local maps is stable under composition, in particuldL, is pseudo-local. (This
really only involves thePq + G-part of o, sincel, goes fromW to W’. And the
pseudo-differential part clearly inherits pseudo-ldgafiom the operators oik",
sincePqy = rqPey. For the singular Green part one can extend [Gru96, Coi7]2.4.
by means of Rem. 2.4.9 there 0%, y,)-dependent singular Green operators to get
the pseudo-local property. Details are omitted since ititside of the subject.)

Let = € Q be an open subregion with positive distance to the boundzay,s
= € Q. Then, if f in (Z31) in addition fulfilsf € Bl &1~°(V.; loc) it will be shown
for any solutionu of (Z.31) thatu € Bl '2(V_, loc).

More precisely,f € Bl 1 ~"(V_;loc) means thath f is in B (V') for ev-
ery ¢ in C*(Q) with compact support contained B. Hereby¢ f is calculated
fibrewisely for the components df, both in the bundle€] over Q, for i <igq,
and in theF/ overT, for ig <i <ir (the last part is always 0 faE € Q). That
uc Btrllﬁf;(\qz ,loc) is defined similarly, and these conventions extend toRhe
spaces.

Theorem 7.8. Under hypotheses as in Theorem| 7.6, supposeE&l;)‘f*b(Vl’E;loc)

holds in addition to(7.31) for some(ty,ry,01) in Dy ND(L,), for an open set
= € Q. Then u is also a section of E2(V|_;loc).

Proof. Let ¢, xo and x1 € C*(Q) be chosen so that sugp C = and

Xo+X1=1, Xj = J on a neighbourhood of sugp (7.34)
By the parametrix formuld (7.32),
pu=yPN (o (xof)+2u) + yPN (xof) + Y(/Ly)"u (7.35)

and here the last term belongsHg (V) for a sufficiently largeN, according to

the first part of Theorerh 7.6. Since'L, is pseudo-local so i®™), and there-
fore the inclusion singsup@ (xof) C suppxo implies that yPN) o7 (xof) is in

Cg(V) CELEA(V). And because7 (x1f) +Zu is in EX3(V), the fact thatP™)

has order zero gives that also the first term on the right hatedaf (7.35) is in
Eltay), 0

1,01

When = adheres to the boundary 61 one can depart from the parametrix
formula in the same way. But it seems to require more tectesiqa show that
YPN o7 (xof) isin ERL3(V), for although this term is i€ (V), a possible blow-
up at the boundary should be ruled out.
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8. FAINAL REMARKS

To sum up, a semi-linear elliptic boundary problem of prddype as in[(7.31)
can conveniently be treated by determining

D(</): to have well-defined boundary conditions,li¢.</) = D, when .o/
is of classk, cf (1.22);

D(Q): the quadratic standard domain@f cf (5.9);

D(«7,Q): the domain wher®) is <7 -moderate, obtained frof(.e7) ND(Q)
and the inequalitys > % —d+dp+dy+dy (unnecessary ifl; — dy > n),
cf (5.23);

D(Ly): the domain of the exact paralinearisationuatthat is given by the
inequalitys > —so+do+di + (§ + 5 — N+, cf G.12);

Dy: equal toD(«7) ND(Ly), ie the domain where the parametrid&@') in-
duced by a given solution are defined and the parametrix formula (7.32)
holds.

Stated briefly, any given solution in D(.«7,Q) then leads to the parametrix for-
mula [Z.32), andi belongs to any space associated with the data, as long as this
space is in the larger domaih,. Theorem§ 7]6—71.8 contain the precise statements,
including hypoellipticity and local properties in subregs = € Q.

8.1. A last example. The use of parameter domains is finally illustrated by the
following polyharmonic Dirichlét problem perturbed I6)(u) = u?, and withyu =

(V]_U, AR Vm—lu):
(-0)"u+uw?=cf INnQCR" (8.1a)
yu=0 onrl. (8.1b)

Data are taken as a constant 0 times the functionf (x) = | +--- +x2|¥? in a
domainQ c R", n>2, with Q > 0. Forac|—k, 0] itis clear that|x|? is locally
integrable orR¥, hence is inZ’ (R¥), so by Proposition 218 is in B2 ™(Q) for
all p> 0.

Now (—A)™M: HJ(Q) — H~™(Q) is a bijection by Lax—Milgram’s lemma, and
fe B;/?a C H™™Mfor k4 2a+2m > 0, so under this condition data are consistent
with the linear problem; becaus¢™ = B, this means thatm, 2,2) € D(A}) =
Dm. (HereAg‘ denotes the realisation ¢fA)™ induced by the conditiogu = 0.)

If moreoverQ is of order< 2monHg', ie (M, 2,2) is in D(A}, Q), that by [5.28)
holds form> n/6, then[(8.1) is by Propositidn_3.3 solvable for certain 0.

However, it is a consequence of the theory here that anyisolutin H{" also
is an element oV2™(Q). This is an improvement in the sense that any derivative
D% with |a| < 2mis afunction which is not true for every element &f™.

Theorem 8.1. Let Q ¢ R" (n > 2) be smooth open and bounddédle Q. When
m>n/6, ke {1,...,n} and—k < a < 0, then problen{8J)with f(x) = c|X|? has
a solution ue HJ'(Q) for sufficiently small ¢ 0. Every solution in H'(Q) is then
also in B{{2"?M(Q), which is a subspace of §%(Q).
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Proof. Solvability was noted above. To see that any solutian H™ C B“jm isin
BY122M note first thatf € B2 by the above. Moreover, to see that the param-
eter (K+a+2m,1,0) is in ]D)(Lu), it suffices to apply[(5.12) witl{so, po,qo) =
(m,2,), that yieldsk+a+ 3m > n/2. This inequality is fulfilled sincen> n/6
andk-+a> 0 are assumed. So by Theoreml U6s in Bff2+2™ c w2m, O

In dimensionsn € {2,3,4,5} the theorem allowsn = 1, hence covers eg the
Dirichlét problem of —A for any choice ofk, and everya €] — k,0[. Forn €
{6,...,11} the requirement thah > n/6 shows that one gets twfm regularity at
least form= 2, ie for the biharmonic Dirichlét problem; etc in highendinsions.

Remark8.2 In many cases the squagku) = u? is ill-defined on the ‘target’ space
Bta+2m for this space is outside @ (Q) if (5.9) is violated, ie ifk +a+ 2m <
n/é. But by takingk+a > 0 close to 0, it will be enough to have< n/4, so there
are examples of such target spaces whenevean be taken ing, 2[NN, which
is non-empty forn € {5,9,10,11} and forn > 13. For the slightly larger space
me one can refer to Remalk 4.4 for a specific proof tQatannot be continuous
from W2™ — 2’ for m < n/4. Note that the result is sharp: if it could be shown
that u € B 700(5) for t so large thaf(t,1,) is in D(A},Q), iet > n—2m> 3,
thencf = —A™u+ u? would be inB{ 2™, which by Propositioh 2.10 would imply
t<k+a+2m< 3, giving a contradiction. Hence the ill- -definedness(@fat
B'“r a+2m is not explained by partial knowledge pt= 1, but rather by the fact that
Q is defined orH™ 5 u.

All in all there are legion examples of regularity propestieorresponding to
spaces outside of the parameter domaind-ofoderacy. They are of importance
for the general theory of partial differential equationibe#t at some distance from
the most common boundary problems of mathematical physics.

8.2. Other types of problems. The analysed product type operators are obtained
roughly by inserting derivatives of the unknowrin a polynomial of degree two;

cf Sectior[ 5. This restriction to the second order case csetan artificial, but it
has been made in order not to burden the exposition.

In fact productsuy (x) ... um(x) have been analysed B , andF;, spaces by
paramultiplication in eg [RS% Ch. 4.5]. The approach e;sthme as fom=2
with collection of terms in two groups to which the dyadicltzald corona criteria
applies, respectively, but the complexity of this is ratlaeger form > 2 because
of the many indices. When needed one can undoubtedly olstymn™ = —L(u)
and analyse the exact paralinearisatigralong the lines of Theorem 5.7, using the
framework of [RS96, Ch. 4.5]. Therefore these applicatiaresleft for the future,
while the second order case is treated here with its consegador eg the von
Karman problem in Sectidd 6; as mentioned the developedisesso apply to the
stationary Navier—Stokes equation.

An extension of the parametrix formulae to quasi-lineabfgms seems to re-
quire further techniques.
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Remark8.3 Parabolic boundary value problems could also be coveredhiep-T
rem[3.2, by takingA as the full parabolic systertd, — a(x,Dx),ro,T) acting in
anisotropic spaceg( is restriction tot = 0, andT a trace operator defining the
boundary conditions). For the linear problems, the reasleeferred to[[Gru95,
Sect. 4] for thelp-theory (using classical Besov and Bessel potential spadés

a complete set of compatibility conditions on fully inhoneogous data. In par-
ticular Corollary 4.5 there applies because the underlyiagifold ]0,b[ xQ for

0 < b <« is bounded, so that the solution spaeesfulfil ([j above. Because of
the stronger data norms introduced to control the comfiatilnif the boundary-
and initial-data for exceptional values sifcf [Gru95, (4.16)], it is here convenient
that theYg-scale is not required to fulfil(3.1)=(3.3). (The compatipiconditions
may force one to work with rather small parameter domainse aata are given.
But even so the present results may well allow considerabpgravements of the
solution’s integrability.) For the non-linear terms, theguct type operators of
Sectiori 4 are straightforward to treat in the corresponéimgotropic spaces, since
the necessary paramultiplication estimates have beepliskid in this framework
[Yam86a/ Joh95].

For problems of composition type, T. Runst and the autho®T)Rbtained solu-
tions using the Leray—Schauder fixed point theorem andechthie existence over
to a large domain oB} - and F5 ,-spaces with a boot-strap argument. However,
the domain ofA-moderacyD(«7,Q) is not convex for such problems, ¢f[JR97,
Fig 1], so the iteration almost developed into a formal atgar. J.-Y. Chemin
and C.-J. Xul[CX9F] used a boot-strap method to give a sinepliproof of the
smoothness of weak solutions to the Euler—Lagrange eaqsaditharmonic maps;
the basic step was to obtain hypoellipticity of a class ofiderear problems with
terms of the formy a; «(x, u(x))djudcu. Formally this incorporates both composi-
tion and product type non-linearities, but the difficultest in [JR9Y] did not show
up in [CX97], since the weak solutions in this case are knawhea bounded (so
that consideration ofi — F (u) on thefull spacesH; or B} , with 1 <s< § was
unnecessary). However, this well indicates that largerilfasnof non-linearities
will be relevant and potentially require disturbingly maagjditional efforts.

It has therefore been natural to treat only the class of miotpe operators
in the present article, although Sectldn 3 applies at leabbtinded solutions of
composition type problems. But the latter sphere of problewmuld in general
deserve stronger methods, say to get rid of the boot-stiggritim in [JR97].
However, it seems rather demanding to analyse the exadirgenasation off (u)
whenu is an unbounded function, say an elementigffor s < %; this is probably
an open problem.
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