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ON PARACOMPOSITION AND CHANGE OF VARIABLES IN
PARADIFFERENTIAL OPERATORS

AYMAN RIMAH SAID

ABSTRACT. In this paper we revisit the hypothesis needed to define the ”para-
composition” operator, an analogue to the classic pull-back operation in the low
regularity setting, first introduced by S. Alinhac in [3]. More precisely we do so
in two directions. First we drop the diffeomorphism hypothesis. Secondly we
give estimates in global Sobolev and Zygmund spaces. Thus we fully generalize
Bony’s classic paralinearasition Theorem giving sharp estimates for composition
in Sobolev and Zygmund spaces. In order to prove that the new class of operations
benefits of symbolic calculus properties when composed by a paradifferential oper-
ator, we discuss the pull-back of pseudodifferential and paradifferential operators
which then become Fourier Integral Operators. In this discussion we show that
those Fourier Integral Operators obtained by pull-back are pseudodifferential or
paradifferential operators if and only if they are pulled-back by a diffeomorphism
i.e a change of variable. We give a proof to the change of variables in paradiffer-
ential operators.
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1. INTRODUCTION

Given a p > 0 and C'** diffeomorphism  : ; — Qs between two open subsets

of R?, Alinhac constructed an operator x* : ©'(Q) — ®©'(Q;) having analogous
properties to the usual composition u — u o y but with limited dependency on the
regularity of y as for classical paradifferential operators i.e the paraproduct T, is
well defined from H® — H?®, for all s for a merely in L.
Alinhac’s construction was motivated by questions that arose from the study of non
linear PDEs for example: the study of the transport of a distribution’s wave front
by a diffeomorphism with low regularity as in the works of E. Leichtnam in [13], the
study of the singularities of solutions to semi-linear hyperbolic evolution problems
and the characteristic surfaces of the associated operators(here having low regu-
larity), the main reference being Bony’s work on the subject ([6],[7],[8],[9]). More
recently in [1] and [2], the Paracomposition appears naturally as the ”good vari-
able”! after a low regularity change of variable in treating the Cauchy problem for
the Water Waves system with rough data. It also appears in our recent proof of the
quasi-linearity of the Water Waves system [16].
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Finally the construction of x* gives a complete linearization formula to the com-
position of two functions(with one being a diffeomorphism) generalizing the classic
para-linearization Theorem by Bony [6] in a low regularity case:
Bony showed for v € C°° and x € H} ,s > %l (without the diffeomorphism hypoth-
esis):

uwox =Ty )X + remainder,

and Alinhac showed for u € o >1and x € C'** p > 0 a diffeomorphism:

Jocs
woy =y u+ TwiyX + remainder. (1.1)

Another fundamental result obtained by Alinhac is that the operator x* benefits
from symbolic calculus properties, that is, it conjugates paradifferential operators.
Given T}, a paradifferential operator, Alinhac proved a result in the form:

X Thu = Tp+x"u + remainder,

where h* is the pulled back symbol in the case of diffeomorphisms.

The main result of this work generalizes Bony’s and Alinhac’s work by:

e dropping the diffeomorphism hypothesis with a new operator x* : ®'(3) —
D'(Q1). x* will coincide with Alinhac’s operator x* modulo a regular re-
mainder in the case of diffeomorphisms.

e Giving estimates in ”global” spaces which were of interest for us in our study
of the flow map regularity associated to the Water Waves system.

We will then show that x* benefits of symbolic calculus properties, for that we will
start by discussing the pull-back of pseudodifferential and paradifferential operators
by x which then become Fourier integral operators. In this discussion we show
that those Fourier Integral Operators obtained by pull-back are pseudodifferential
or paradifferential operators if and only if they are pulled-back by a diffeomorphism
i.e a change of variable. We also give a proof to the change of variables in paradif-
ferential operators as we could not find a reference in the literature.

A main application of the paracomposition operator and the paralinearization
formula (1.1) now that we have the global estimates is the study of composition
in Sobolev spaces with limited regularity. The literature on this problem is rich
and our knowledge of it is certainly incomplete but we mainly looked on two recent
articles treating this subject [5] and [12] in which they study composition in Sobolev
spaces and the geometry of diffeomorphisms groups on manifolds. We will limit the
discussion here to the Euclidean space in which the tools presented here significantly
improve upon the results from [5] and [12]. First in [12] the composition estimates
are proven on H"(R?) x D*(RY) with n € N, s > 1 + %l an integer and

D*(RY) = {1/1 —id € H*(RY), ¢ is a diffeomorphism} .

Here we generalize this to n, s real number and from the paralinearization formula
(1.1) it is justified to work in the class D*(R?) which appears naturally but it admits
several generalization the simplest one is for example using Zygmund spaces, we
also clarify the need of the diffeomorphism hypothesis. More precisely we have the
following,

Corollary 1.1. Consider two real numbers s € R, p € R% \N, and take ¢ € H*(R?)
and consider y € WTP(RY) q diffeomorphism such that Dx € WP>°(R%). Then

loc

¢ ox € H™MP)(RY),

The result we have is even stronger indeed it’s a Kato-Ponce like decomposition
of the different terms that appear in the H® estimates of composition, for example
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keeping the notations of the previous Corollary and taking ¢ € D*(R%) we can have
estimates of the form:

160 Yl s < NDYll oo 191 s + 1D oo 190 = Tdll g7 -

So if only working with Sobolev spaces more sophisticated versions of the previous
inequality give,

Corollary 1.2. Consider a real number s > 1 + %l, and take ¢ € H*(R?) and

consider x € Wllgjs RY) a diffeomorphism such that Dy € WH(R?) and
D%y € H*72(RY). Then ¢ ox € H*(RY).

,%,Oo(

Secondly in [5] to prove the well posedness of EPDIFF equation they treat the case
of change of variables in pseudodifferential operator with a diffeomorphism with lim-
ited regularity. The results are restricted to skew-symmetric operators with compact
support and a diffeomorphism in the class D?® (Rd). Here with the paradifferential
calculus and the paracomposition in hand, the more general case of symbols with
limited regularity is treated, the pseudodifferential symbols being the the case where
the symbols are regular, the ellipticity and symmetry hypothesis dropped and the
need of diffeomorphisms justified. More precisely we have

d
Corollary 1.3. Consider a real numberr, A € S"(R¢xR%) and x € W/ltjs_a’oo(Rd)
a diffeomorphism such that Dy € WH(R?) and D*y € H*"2(RY). Then the pull
back A* of A by x defined as

ue .S A'u=[Aluoyx)ox
is extended to a linear bounded operator from H*(RY) to H*~"(R%).

1.1. Heuristics behind Paradifferential calculus and Paracomposition. For
the sake of this discussion let us pretend that 0, is left-invertible with a choice of
9,1 that acts continuously from H*® to H*T!. We follow here analogous ideas to the
ones presented by Shnirelman in [17].

Paraproduct. One way to define the paraproduct of two functions f,g € H® with
s sufficiently large is: we differentiate fg k times, using the Leibniz formula, and
then restore the function fg by the k-th power of 9, !:

fg=0,"0%(fq)
=0, (gOk f + kO g0~ f + -+ + kO, fOF g + gL f)
= Tgf + ng + R,

where,
Tyf =0, (995 1), Trg=0."(f059),
and R is the sum of all remaining terms.

The key observation is that if s > % + k, then g — Tyg is a continuous operator
in H® for f € H*%. The remainder R is a continuous bilinear operator from H* to
HsH,

The operator Tg is called the paraproduct of g and f and can be interpreted as
follows. The term Trg takes into play high frequencies of g compared to those of
f and demands more regularity in ¢ € H® than f € H*~F thus the term Ttg bears
the ”singularities” brought on by g in the product fg. Symmetrically Tj f bears the
”singularities” brought on by f in the product fg and the remainder R is a smoother
function (H**1) and does not contribute to the main singularities of the product.

Notice that this definition uses a ”general” heuristic from PDE that is the worst
terms are the highest order terms (ones involving the highest order of differentiation).
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Paracomposition. We again work with f € H® and g € C° with s large and
consider the composition of two functions f o g which bears the singularities of both
f and g, and our goal is to separate them. We proceed as before by differentiating
fog k times, using the Fad di Bruno’s formula, and then restore the function fg by
the k-th power of 9, !:

fog=08; 0y(fog)
= 0" ((95f 0.9) - (0rg)" + -+ + (0uf 0 9) - Og)
=g f +To,f099 + R,
where,
gf= 8;’“((8;’;]” 0g) - (Bxg)k) is the paracomposition of f by g

and R is the sum of all remaining terms.

Again the key observation is that if s > % + k, then f — ¢*f is a continuous
operator in H® for g € C*%. Thus this term bears essentially the singularities of
fin fog. As before Ty, roq9 bears essentially the singularities of g in f o g. The
remainder R is a continuous bilinear operator from H* to H*T!'. Thus we have
separated the singularities of the composition f o g.

Change of variable in Paradifferential operators. From what we have seen
previously it seems likely that the adequate change of variable for paradifferential
operators is one that comes from commuting with the paracomposition by a diffeo-
morphism. We carry on the previous computation with the trivial paradifferential
operator 0, = Tj¢ and we suppose moreover that g is a diffecomorphism.

g 0 f = 0,7 (O fog) - (0:9)F)
= 0,7 (OF[0 K (O fog) - (0:9)" T - (029) ™)
=To,9-1Ticq" |

and we notice that (9,9)7'i¢€ = (0,)* is the usual pull-back formula for pseudo-
differential symbols by a diffeomorphism g, giving us the desired symbolic calculus
rules.

1.2. Structure of the paper. Given the technical nature of the results in this pa-
per we start the paper by a quick overview in sections 2 and 3 of notions of functional
analysis and microlocal analysis’. Then in section 4 we present the different results
on the change of variables in pseudodifferential and paradifferential operators. And
finally with all of the tools needed we redefine the para-composition in section 5 and
show that it satisfies all of the desired properties. Thus the reader interested in the
change of variable/pull-back can directly go to section 4 and if she/he is interested
only in the para-composition she/he can go to section 5.

1.3. Acknowledgement. I would like to express my sincere gratitude to my thesis
advisor Thomas Alazard.

2. NOTATIONS AND FUNCTIONAL ANALYSIS

We present the definitions of the functional spaces that will be used.
We will use the usual definitions and standard notations for the regular functions
Ck, C'(])“ for those with compact support, the distribution space 2’,&” for those with
compact support, 2'F &% for distributions of order k, Lebesgue spaces (L), Sobolev
spaces (H®, WP?) and the Schwartz class . and it’s dual .#”. All of those spaces
are equipped with their standard topologies.

2Thus the reader familiar with those notions can skip the preliminary sections.
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Definition 2.1 (Littlewood-Paley decomposition). Pick Py € C$°(R?) so that Py(£) =
1 for || < 1 and 0 for |£| > 2. We define a dyadic decomposition of unity by:

for k> 1, P<y(&) = ®o(275€), Pu(€) = P<i(€) — P<j—1(9).
Thus,

Pep(§) = Y Pi(&) and 1= P;(&).
=0

0<j<k
Introduce the operator acting on ' (R%):
Poju = F 1 (Peg()u) and uy, = FH(Pr(&)u).

u=Su.
k

Finally put {k > 1,Cy = supp Py} the set of rings associated to this decomposition.

Thus,

Remark 2.1. An interesting property of the Littlewood-Paley decomposition is that
even if the decomposed function is merely a distribution the terms of the decomposi-
tion are regular, indeed they all have compact spectrum and thus are entire functions.
On classical functions spaces this reqularization effect can be "measured” by the fol-
lowing inequalities due to Bernstein.

Proposition 2.1 (Bernstein’s inequalities). Suppose that a € LP(RY) has its spec-
trum contained in the ball {|¢| < \}. Then a € C™ and for all a € N¢ and q > p,
there is Cq.p q (independent if A) such that

d_d
102 all o < Coap g7 74 Jlall -

In particular,

|0Sall ¢ < C’O)\‘O‘| llall;», and forp=2, p= o0

d
lall oo < CA2 lal| 2 .

Proposition 2.2. For all > 0, there is a constant C such that for oll A > 0
and for all a € WH with spectrum contained in {|{| > A}. one has the following
estimate:

lall oo < CAT [lallyyuco -

Definition 2.2 (Singular support). f € .%/(R9) is said to be C™ in a neighborhood
of x, if there exists a neighborhood w of x such that for all ¢ € C§°(w) we have
o f € C2(RY).

The singular support of a distribution f, sing supp f, is defined as the complementary
of such points and is clearly closed.

Definition 2.3 (Zygmund spaces on R?). For r € R we define the space CT(RY) C
S (RY) by:
CrrY = {u € £/ (R, Jul, = w02 ], <o
q

equipped with its canonical topology giving it a Banach space structure.

It’s a classical result that for r ¢ N, CT(R?) = W>(R?) the classic Hélder spaces.
We define the local spaces:

LR = {u € 7R, ¥y € CF(RY), pu € CLR |

x,loc
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Proposition 2.3. Let B be a ball with center 0. There exists a constant C such
that for all v > 0 and for all (uy)sen € 7" (RY) verifying:

Vgq,supp iy C 27 B and (27" ||ugl| . )qen is bounded
C
then,u =% ug € CL(RY) and |[ul, < ——— supgen2” |l -

TT1-2
q

For the definition of spaces in open subsets of R? we follow the presentation of
[10]. Let © be an open subset of R

Definition 2.4 (Zygmund spaces on ). For r € R we define the space CL(Q2) C
2'(Q) by:
Cr () = {u € 2'(Q),u=Uyg for some U € C:(Rd)}

equipped with its canonical topology i.e

ul| ey = Inf Ul
[uller veala 1Uller may
Uq=u
giving it a Banach space structure.
We define the local spaces:
10e(Q) = {u € 7'(Q),Vy € C§(Q),yu € C:(Q)} .

*,loc

Definition 2.5 (Sobolev spaces on R?). It is also a classical result that for s € R :

1
H*(RY) = {u e .7 (RY), lul, = <222quuqHL22> < oo}
q

with the right hand side equipped with its canonical topology giving it a Hilbert space
structure and | |, is equivalent to the usual norm on || || s -
We define the local spaces:

Hjpo(R?) = {u € #'(R%), vy € C(RY), pu € H*R?) |
Proposition 2.4. Let B be a ball with center 0. There exists a constant C such
that for all s > 0 and for all (uy)en € .7 (R?) verifying:

Vg, supp iy C 29 B and (2%° ||ug|| 2)gen is in L*(N)

C 2
then,u = Zuq € H*(R?) and |u|, < T <222q5||uq||L22>

q q

Definition 2.6 (Sobolev spaces on Q). For s € R we define the space H*(2) C
2'(Q) by:

H?(Q) = {u € 2'(Q),u=Uygq for some U € HS(IR{d)}
equipped with its canonical topology i.e

Ul ooy =  inf Ul| s
el =, inE 10 e
Ug=u
giving it a Hilbert space structure’.
We define the local spaces:

Hi,, () = {u e 2'(Q),V¢ € C5°(Q),vu € H*(Q)} .
3This is not immediate from the definition but is a consequence of the fact that H*(Q2) can be

seen as a quotient of H*(R?) by a closed subset, for a full presentation see [10].
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Remark 2.2. This definition of the functions in an open subset might not seem
as the most natural, in fact there are different ways(intrinsically, extrinsically, by
interpolation etc...) to define H*(Q2) and when no regularity assumption is put on
Q and they don’t necessarily match. In [10] they show that when Q has Lipschitz
reqularity all the different definitions of H*(S) coincide.

We recall the usual nonlinear estimates in Sobolev spaces:
o Ifu; € H%(RY),5 = 1,2, and s1 + s2 > 0 then ujus € H*(R?) and if
d
so < 85,7 =1,2 and so < s1+ s2 — >
then [Juyug||gso < K [[unl g [[uzl s

. . N . d
where the last inequality is strict if s; or sg or —s¢ is equal to §.

e For all C* function F vanishing at the origin, if v € H*(R%) with s > %l
then

IE @)l s < C(lull ),
for some non decreasing function C depending only on F.

Finally we present a classic result for operator estimates by Y.Meyer [15]:

Lemma 2.1 (Meyer multipliers). Let § € R, and suppose we have a sequence m,, €
C™> with, for all k € N,

> 0% my|, < Cr2rtFo).
|a|=k

The mapping M : u — Y mpu, = Mu maps H® to H*=% and CT to CT7% for all
s, 7 > 0, with operators norms depending only on the Cy for k < E(s — )+ 1 or
E<E(r-9)+1.

3. NOTIONS OF MICROLOCAL ANALYSIS

In this paragraph we start by reviewing classic notations and results about pseudo-
differential calculus, Fourier integral operators and paradifferential calculus, which
can be found in [11] , [18], [4] and [14] as an accessible presentation to the theories
and from which we follow the presentation.

3.1. Pseudodifferential Calculus. We introduce here the basic definitions and
symbolic calculus results. We first introduce the classes of regular symbols.

Definition 3.1. Given m € R,0< p <1 and 0 < o <1 we denote the symbol class
S;?U(Rd x RY) the set of all a € C®(R? x RY) such that for all multi-orders o, 8 we
have the estimate:

200 a(w, )| < Cas(1+ €)™ P70,

S;?U(Rd x RY) is a Fréchet space with the topology defined by the family of semi-
norms:

020 a(x, §)(1 + [g)P~m=e ).

Mgfa(a) = sup
Rd

Set
S™ (R x RY) = ST (RY x BY,

S™°(R? x RY) = ﬂ S™(RY x RY) and ST(R? x RY) = U S™(R? x RY)
meR meR
equipped with their canonically induced topology.
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Given a symbol a € S™(R? x R%), we define the pseudodifferential operator:

Op(a)u(e) = ale, Dyu(w) = (20) " [ eSala, (e

R4
For u € .#(R?) we have

Op(a)uta) = (2m) " | eSale. a(e)ds
=) [ eaw) [ e Euly)dyde

_ /]R d <(2w)—n /R gy, §)d§> u(y)dy.

Thus giving us the following Proposition.
Proposition 3.1. For a € S™(R? x R?), Op(a) has a kernel K defined by

K(z,y) = (277)*d /Rd ei(m*y)'ga(x,§)d§ = (2m) " Fea(x,y — x). (3.1)

Which can be inverted to give:

a(x’g) = ﬁy_)gK(CC,CC - y) = /Rd e_iyth(x’x - y)dy

= (—1)de it /Rd VK (z,y)dy. (3.2)
Definition 3.2. Let m € R, an operator T is said to be of order m if, and only if,
for all p € R, it is bounded from H*(R?) to H*—™(RY).

Theorem 3.1. Ifa € S™(R?xR?), then a(x, D) is an operator of order m. Moreover
we have the norm estimate:

la(x, D) HH#—)H#*M < CM,Tm+d/2+1 (a).

We will now present the main results in symbolic calculus associated to pseudo-
differential operators.

Theorem 3.2. Let m,m’ € RY, a € S™(R? x RY)and b € S™ (R? x RY).

e Composition: Then Op(a) o Op(b) is a pseudodifferential operator of order
m +m' with symbol a#b defined by:

a#tb(z,€) = (2m) / &6 o (2, )by, €)dyd.

R4 x R4
Moreover,
Op(a) 0 Op(b) (2, €) — Ob( Y == (0Fa(z,€))(@2b(x,€))) is of order m-+m’ — k
la|<k ’
for all k € N.

o Adjoint: The adjoint operator of Op(a), that will note Op(a) to avoid con-
fusion with the pullback operator defined in this work, is a pseudodifferential
operator of order m with symbol a® defined by:

a!(z,€) = (2m) / e eale — g, — n)dydn

RdxR4
Moreover,
1
Op(a’)(x,&) —Op( Y ——(9¢0%a(x,¢))) is of order m — k
ilalg) 8
lo| <k
for all k € N.



Definition 3.3. Let (a;) € S™(R? x R%) be a series of symbols with (m;) € RY
decreasing to —oo. We say that a € S™ (R x R?) is the asymptotic sum of (aj) if

k
VEeN,a— Y aj € S™+1(RY).
j=0

We denote a ~ ) a;

Remark 3.1. We can now write simply:
1 (6% (0%
a#b ~ E ‘ Z‘O‘|Oé'(8£ a(xag))(ax b(xag))
and
1
t eate
a EI I el (ag 8xa(x, 5))

Proposition 3.2 (Pseudo-local property). Let a € S™(R? x R?) and let K be its
kernel. Then K is C™ for x # y. In particular, for all u € .':

sing suppa(x, D)u C sing supp u

Proof. Let x # y, .0 € C8°(R%),1p = 1 near x, @ = 1 near y and supp ¥ Nsupp 6 =
(. Then K(z,y) = ¢ (x)K(x,y)0(y) is the kernel of the operator 1af. By Theorem
3.2, 1af ~ 0 thus is of order —oo which finishes the proof.

]

Let Q be an open subset of R%. We will now define the notion of local symbols
and operators in an open set.

Definition 3.4 (Local operators and symbols). We define S™(Q x RY) to be the set
of a € O®(Q x RY) such that for all multi-orders o, B we have the estimate:

200 a(w, )| < Cas(1 + €)™ P70,

S™(QIxRY) is a Fréchet space with the topology defined by the family of semi-norms:

950 a(w,)(1 + |g)PP~mow|.

Mé”a(a) = sup
’ OxR4

We define the local spaces:
S (Q x RY) = {a € C°(Q x RY), Wip € C5°(), va € S™(Q x Rd)} ,

equipped with its canonical topology giving it a Fréchet space structure.

If a € S™(Q x RY) or S

loc

(2 x RY), the usual formula

Au(a) = alar, Dyula) = (2m)* [ e*afa, )a(€)dg
R4
defines an operator respectively from .7’ (R%),&"(Q) to 2'(£2), which can be restricted
to an operator &’'(Q) — 2'(Q) and C§°(Q2) — C*(Q).
The link between such operators and the operators obtained by cut-off from global
operators is given by the following Proposition:

Proposition 3.3. Let A : v — C®(Q) be a continuous linear operator such that
for all ¥,0 € C3°(2), YA € Op(S™). Then there exists a' € S™(Q x R?Y) with
A=a’(z,D)+R, where R is an operator with kernel in C*°(Q x Q).

9



Proof. Let (¢;) € C5°(2) be a partition of unity locally finite over 2. Put ¢; Ay, =
Aji € Op(S™) then

Au = Z P Ay, = Z Aji + Z Ajk-

J:k gk 3.k
supp 9 Moy, 7D supp ;Mg =0
Then
d= > ApeSTQxRY

i,k
supp ¥; Nr 70
because for Vi € C§°(2), d is a finite sum by definition of a partition of unity
locally finite.
The remainder has a kernel:

Y Y@K (z,y)tk(y) € C(Q x Q)
supplz;]%wk:@

by the pseudo-local property, Proposition 3.2. O
We see from the previous definition that there is subtlety with the support of the

functions if one want for example to define A*. The following class of local operators
clarifies that problem:

Definition 3.5 (Properly supported operators). A continuous linear operator A :
C5o(02) = C°(9Q) is said to be properly supported if, for any compact subset K C €2,
there exists a compact subset K' C Q with:

suppu C K = suppAu C K' andu=0 on K' = Au=0 on K

We see that such an operator maps C§° to C§° and for example A’ can be ex-
tended in a standard way to an operator from 2'(Q) to itself.

Proposition 3.4. Let A = a(z, D) where a € S (QxR%). There exists an operator
R with kernel in C*°(Q x Q) such that A+R is properly supported.

Proof. This is the same proof as Proposition 3.3 because
> A

j7k7
supp ¥; Mg =0

is properly supported. ]

Remark 3.2. The previous Proposition tells us that for local regularity consider-
ations we can essentially work with properly supported operators for local symbols
(modulo a C* kernel) and by Proposition 3.3 we can do the same for operators
obtained by cut-off.

3.2. Fourier Integral Operators. Here we will give basic definitions and results
as presented in part 1 of Hérmander’s [11].
We wish to define operators of the form :

Auula) = [ 5 9ae, (€ (3.3)
= [ 1 ata uty)dy

_ / @) oz, €)u(y)dyde

10



where u is a regular function, a is a symbol and w is a given function defining the
operator A. We can clearly see that for example w = 0 the integral in not defined
for symbols with m > —d, we thus start by the following definition of suitable phase
functions:

Definition 3.6. Let w(z,y,€) be a C®(Q x Q x RY) map which is positively homo-
geneous of degree one with respect to £&. Put:

R, = {(m,y) €0 x O,V e RN {0}, w(z,y, &) has no critical poz’nt} 4
and its compliment C,,, which is the projection on Qx Q) of the conic set (with respect
to &) of:

C = {(2.5,6) € @ x @ xR\ {0}, Due(w,,€) = 0}
Then w is called a phase function on R, x R,

w 1s called a non-degenerate phase function if at any point in C, the differ-
entials D(g—g’j),j =1,...,d, are linearly independent.

w is called an operator phase function on R, x R if for each fired x (or y)
it has no critical point (y,&) (or(x,§)) with £ # 0.
For U C Q define C,U = {z,(x,y) € C, for somey cU}.

The main example here are pseudodifferential operators with w(z,y,§) = (z—y).&,
in that case C,, is equal to the diagonal {(z,x),xz € Q}, and we see that all of the
previous definitions naturally apply in this case.

The following Proposition will give a definition to the weak form of (3.3):

< Apu,v >=< op,(a)u,v >= /ei‘*’(:’““’y’g)a(uv,y,5)u(y)v(azc)dazcdydg7 u,v € C°(Q).
(3.4)
Proposition 3.5. Take a symbol a € S/TU(Q x QxR ,p>0,0 <1, and a phase
function w on Q x A x RY (i.e R, = Q x Q). Then:
(1) The oscillatory integral (3.4) exists and is a continuous bilinear form for the
C’g topologies on u,v if
m—kp<—-N, m—k(l—0)<-—N.

Thus we obtain a continuous linear map A from C¥(Q) to 2'%(Q) which has
a distribution kernel K, € 2'"(Q x Q) given by the oscillatory integral

Ko(w) = [ e a(a,y, ula,y)dadyds, u € CF(2x 9).

(2) If w has no critical point (y,&) for each fized x, then (3.3) is defined as an
oscillatory integral and we obtain a continuous map A : CE(Q) — C(Q). By

differentiation under the integral sign it follows that A is also continuous
map from CE(Q) to CI(Q) if
m—kp<-N-—j, m—k(l—0)<—-N—3j.
(8) If w has no critical point (x,§) for each fixed y, then the adjoint of A
is defined and has the properties listed in point 2, so A is a continuous

map of &7(Q) into 2'%(Q). In particular A defines a continuous map from
&'(Q) into 7' ().

AR, is clearly open.
11



(4) The oscillatory integral:
K,(z,y) :/ W@yt gz, €)dé defines a C°(Q x Q = R,,) map,
it follows that A is an integral operator with C* kernel, so A is a continuous
map of &'(Q) to C*(N).
(5) We have the generalization of the pseudo-local property:
sing supp opy(a)u = C,, sing supp u.
When w is an operator phase function it verifies all the previous properties.

Proposition 3.6. Let w(x,y, &) be a C°(Qx QxRY) map which is positively homo-
geneous of degree one with respect to & and a be a symbol in Sg?J(Q X QxR ,p>o
and that either w is linear or that p+o0 = 1. Suppose that a vanishes of infinite order
on C then we have the same results as in the previous Proposition with m replaced
bym—p+o.

If a just vanishes on C then we can find b € SZL;‘;JFP(Q x Q x RY) such that we have
the formal equality op,,(a)u = op,(b)u.

As Hormander summed up, when w is non degenerate the singularities of the
distribution u — op,(a)u only depend on the Taylor expansion of a on the set C.

The following Proposition, taken from part 2 of [11], gives the natural link between
pseudodifferential operators and Fourier Integral operators defined by the phase
function w(x,y,&) = (x — y).£.

Proposition 3.7. Consider a real number m and a symbol ¢ € S™(Q x Q x RY),
then:

a@ &) = [ clegme @ Odyay € 5@ xR
QxR
and we have:
V€ G (@) 0p—.e(chu = Op(ayu = )" [ e eaf.©)ie)as.
Moreover the asymptotic expansion of a s given by:
VN € Na(x,&) — > 0g05c(x,y,8)y—s € S™ V(2 x RY).
lo| <N
Remark 3.3. In the previous setting c is often called an amplitude.

We will not give the proof of these Propositions here but we will present the
fundamental Lemma behind those results and the idea behind it. The main problem
is to define oscillatory integrals of the form:

[ e 9ate, ule)dade, u e G ()
We start by remarking that the integral is absolutely convergent if a is of order
m < —N.

Lemma 3.1. If w has no critical point (x,§) with & # 0, then one can find a first
order differential operator

L= ZhjéjJrh ——|—c

with hj € S°(Q x RY) and hj,c € S7H(Q x RY) such that L'e™ = .
L is a continuous map from S}, (€ x Q x R%) to Spy (2 x Q x R%) where
e =min(p,1 — o).

12



Taking a symbol a of order m we compute:

/ ¢ a(z, u(w)dedg = / ) La(w, €)u(x)dad
- / @0 [Fa(a, € u(w)duds,

under the hypothesis p > 0 and ¢ < 1 we have € > 0 and LFa € Sg};kE(Q x Q x RY),

taking m — ke < —N and applying the previous remark we see that the integral is
then well defined.

3.3. Paradifferential Calculus. We start by the definition of symbols with limited
spatial regularity. Let # C .’ be a Banach space.

Definition 3.7. Given p > 0 and m € R, F;}(Rd) denotes the space of locally
bounded functions a(x,&) on R% x (R2\ 0), which are C™ with respect to & for € #0
and such that, for all o € N® and for all € # 0, the function x Bg‘a(x,g) belongs
to W and there exists a constant C,, such that,

vl > % |oga(. €)]|,, < Call+ gyl

Given a symbol a, define the paradifferential operator T, by
Toa(€) = (2m)~" [ 016 = nn)ae = n.myiln)dn,

where a(n, &) = [ e ®Ma(x,€)dz is the Fourier transform of a with respect to the
first variable; v is a fixed C*° function such that:

(1) there are €; and €3 such that 0 < €; < €3 < 1 and

P(&;m) =1 for [§] < er(1+nl),
¥(&n) =0 for [§] = ex(1 +[n]).

(2) for all (a, B) € N9 x N?, there is Ca, such that

V(€ m) + |80, m)| < Ca(1+ 1)1

Such a 1) is called an admissible cut-off function.

For quantitative estimates we introduce as in [14]:

Definition 3.8. For m € R, p >0 and a € I'JL(R?), we set

Mp(a) = sup  sup ||(L+ )" ogal. )| .

la|<g+1+clé)>2

where ¢ > 0 is a constant fixed by a choice that generally depends on W . We will
essentially work with W = W and write I'j), = I'" and Mg, (a) = M} (a) with
c=p.

The main features of symbolic calculus for paradifferential operators given by the
following Theorems.

Theorem 3.3. Take m € R. if a € T7(R?), then T, is of order m. Moreover, for
all p € R there exists a constant K such that

Tl iy e < KM (a).

Theorem 3.4. Take m,m’ € R, and p >0, a € I'7'(R%)and b € F;”/ (R9).
13



e Composition: Then T,T, is a paradifferential operator of order m +m’ and
T, Ty — Toyp is of order m +m’ — p where a#b is defined by:

1 (0% Qo
(F#b-— :E: gﬁqgié%(lamb
ol <p
Moreover, for all i € R there exists a constant K such that
ITaTy — Tagoll ppu_s pru—m—mr+o < KM (@) M) (D).

o Adjoint: The adjoint operator of T,, that we will note T! to again avoid
confusion with the pull back operator defined in this work, is a paradifferential
operator of order m with symbol a® defined by:

1
t _ Qo=
=3 i\a|a!8£3xa
el <p
Moreover, for all i € R there exists a constant K such that

ITE = Tt || sy gyt < KM (@)

If a = a(z) is a function of x only, the paradifferential operator T}, is called a para-
product. With a good choice of (e, €2) in the definition of the cut-off function with
respect to our choice of the dyadic decomposition of unity in the Littlewood-Paley
decomposition we get that when a = a(zx), T}, takes the usual form:

o
T,u= Z Pr_1auy.
k=1

It follows from Theorem 3.4 and the Sobolev embeddings that:
o If a € H*(R?) and b € H#(RY) with o, 8 > £, then

d
T,Ty — Ty is of order — <mm {a, B} — 5)
e If a € HY(R?) with a > £, then

T! — T, is of order — (a — g)

An important feature of para-products is that they are well defined for function
a = a(x) which are not L> but merely in some Sobolev spaces H" with r < %l.

Proposition 3.8. Take m > 0. Ifa € Hgfm(]Rd) and u € H*(RY) then T,u €
H#™(R%). Moreover,

[ Tatull gru-m < Kl g llull

A main feature of para-products is the existence of para-linearization Theorems
which allow us to replace nonlinear expressions by paradifferential expressions, at
the price of error terms which are smoother than the main terms.

Theorem 3.5. Let o, 5 € R be such that o, 8 > %, then
e Bony’s Linearization Theorem: for all C*™ function F, if a € H*(R?) then

d
2

F(a) — F(0) = Tpr(qya € H** 2 (RY).

e Ifac H*(R?) and b € HP(RY), then ab — Tyb — Tya € Ha+5*%(Rd). More-
over there exists a positive constant K independent of a and b such that:

lab —Tob — Thal . < Kllall o [[bll g5 -

a+ﬁ*%
14



3.4. Link between pseudodifferential and paradifferential symbols. As pre-
sented in [14] the link between paradifferential operators and pseudodifferential oper-
ators will be as follows, for a paradifferential operator a € I’ZLI (Rd) we can associate

a symbol o, € 5T (R% x RY). All of the results presented above were for the class
ST C ST and don’t all generalize easily. To remedy this, the idea in paradifferen-
tial calculus is regularization by cut-off in the frequency domain thus o, will have

an extra spectral localization property that will give them the desired properties as
in S77.
Definition-Proposition 3.1. Take m € R, E;/’}(]Rd) denotes the subclass of symbols
oel’ (RY) which satisfy the following spectral condition

Je <1, Fz0(&m) =0 for [§] > e(In] +1). (3.5)
When # = W">(Q) we write £ (RY) = ¥™(R%).
When % C L*(R%),I'7(RY) C THH(RY) and L7 (RY) C Xp(R?Y). Moreover, by
the Bernstein inequalities (2.1), Y (R%) C Sﬂ(Rd). More generally, the spectral

condition implies that symbols in E%(Rd) are smooth in x too.

Remark 3.4. The interesting fact now is EgL(Rd) still enjoys all of the symbolic
calculus properties announced above for S%(Rd).

Definition-Proposition 3.2. (Regularization of a symbol) Take m € R, a € I'}}
and Y an admissible cut-off function. Define ol

yxaa(fa 77) = 1/}(57 77)9}@(5, 77)7

thus Op(af) = Ty. Moreover for r > 0, when # = W"°(Q) we have the following
properties:

(1) This association is bounded:
M (a¥) < CM(a).
(2) a—ol €T and:
M (0¥ — a) < CM"(a).

In particular, if ¢ and Yo are two admissible cut-off functions then the
difference ol' — ol belongs to 0" and:

Mg (03" = 052) < OM*(a).

Now we list a couple of important calculus properties to the association a +— U}f .
For the following Proposition we consider v fixed and drop it from the notations.
Proposition 3.9. e FormeR,r>0,a € N? of length |o| <r and a € T™:

0704 = 0paq € X'
e Form € R,r > 0 and o € N? of length |a| > r the mapping a — 0%, is
bounded from I'"" to ymtlel=" more precisely:
MM (@2, ) < M™(a).
e FormeR,r>0,8eN? anda € T
afaa - O'aga e um-lBl-r,

From [14] we give an approximation of symbols in Xp*(R?) by symbols in the

Schwartz class.

Lemma 3.2. For all 0 € X, there is a sequence of symbols o, € ./ (R% x RY) such
that
15



(1) the family {oy} is bounded in ST,
(2) the oy, satisfy the spectral condition (3.5) for some € < 1 independent of k,
(3) 0, — o on compact subsets of R x R%,

In order to give the link between Paradifferential calculus and Fourier Integral
Operators we start by defining the space of amplitudes for Paradifferential operators.

Definition-Proposition 3.3. Take m € R, A7 (R%) denotes the subclass of symbols
ceI™(W x W x RY) which satisfy the following spectral condition

Je <1, Fpye(€,¢m) = 0 for [§ = C| > e(In] +1) or |¢] > e(ln] +1). (3.6)
When W = Wn>(Q) we write ATL(R?) = A™(R?).
By the Bernstein inequalities (2.1), A7*(R?) C ST (RY). More generally, the spectral
condition implies that symbols in A%(Rd) are smooth in x,y too.

Proposition 3.10. Consider two real numbers m € R, r € Ry and an amplitude
c € A™(RY), then:

o(z,€) = / c(z,y,n)e "1 dydn € 7(RY)
QxRd
and we have:

Vu € CFF (). 0p-pe(c)u = Op()u = (20 [ cSota,pa()i.
Moreover the asymptotic expansion of a is given by:
o(x,6) = D 0005 c(,,8) =0 € TN (RY).

la| <N

Proof. First by Lemma 3.2 we can work with an amplitude ¢ in .%%. As . C 57}
by Proposition 3.7 we have

o(w,8) = / c(x,y,m)e I dydn € 7.
RdxR4
Moreover writing
Zrolem) = [ el6+n—ii = n. i

we see that if ¢ verifies the spectral condition with parameter § then so does o with
parameter ¢ thus o € ¥ (R%). The asymptotic expansion comes from the one given
in Proposition 3.7 combined by the symbolic calculus rules in Proposition 3.9. [J

4. PULL-BACK OF PSEUDO AND PARA- DIFFERENTIAL OPERATORS

Let ©,€ be two open subsets of R?. Henceforth we will note all variables in €/
with a ’ for clarity in the computations. Let x : Q@ — Q' be a C° map, x gives rise
naturally to the pull back operation for functions and kernels:

C>®(Q) — C>(Q) C®(Q x Q)= C®(QxQ)
v voyxy=1v" K(2',y) — K(x(x),x(y))| det Dx(y)| = K*(z,v).
This Pull back has the property:

K0 = [ K(x(@)ox())o ()| det Dx(y)ldy
@ (4.1)
=/ K (x(),y oy )#x " (y)dy' = (K(o#x ™))"
Where #x ™! : @ — N is the function counting the number if pre-images and
v e C§°(€Y). We note that the the change of variables is well defined if and only
16



if one of the two integrals is defined. If x is a diffeomorphism we have the usual
fonctorial property K*v* = (Kv)* which permits the definition of operators with
kernels on manifolds.

The classic result on the change of variables in pseudo-differential operators is that
for A € S (€ x R?) properly supported with kernel K then the operator defined

loc
by K* is a pseudo-differential operator A* of order m on €2 which is also properly

supported. Thus it can be seen as the stability of this sub-class of operators of
kernels under the pull back by diffeomorphisms (modulo a C* kernel as in Remark
3.2) and thus are well defined on manifolds by the same process. Before we start by
presenting those classic results we will discuss why they are essentially optimal.

We start by computing for a pseudo-differential operator defined by a € S™ () x
R%) with kernel K and y : Q — Q' a C° map:

szjﬁaﬂmﬂwnmwMaDﬂwuy
Q

= [ (o) ey (2), u(y)] det Dx(y)ldyd
QxQ

thus

K* = Op(x(m)—x(y)).f(a’(X(x)a £)| det DX(y)D
with
a(x(z),&)|det Dx(y)| € S™(Q x Q x RY),

because and all the derivatives of x are bounded. Put

wy(z,9,€) = (x(z) — x(v))-&,

by the definitions on Fourier integral operators we have:

Cuy = {(z,y) € Q*, x(z) =x(»)} -
We also see that w, is non degenerate on {2 x € if and only if x is a local diffeomor-
phism. To sum up:

Proposition 4.1. Take a € S™(Q x R?) and x € C®(Q, ). Then the pull-back
of Op(a) under x is a Fourier Integral Operator with phase function wy and symbol

a(x(x),&)|det Dx(y)| € S™(Q x Q x RY). We have:
Con, = {(,9) € Q% x(2) = x()} -

Moreover, wy is non-degenerate if and only of x is a local diffeomorphism.

Now we ask the question if there exists a symbol a* such that:

opuy (a(x(x), §)| det Dx(y)[) = Op(a”).

The classic result is that this true if x is a diffeomorphism. Now we precise that it’s
essentially optimal as it could be seen by the following two examples:

e The necessity of the injectivity of &: we take x = | | which is a local diffeo-
morphism from R\ 0 in to Rf. We compute for A = Id i.e a = 1:

0Puy (a(x (), §)| det Dx(y))u = u(z) + u(-z),

and the part u(.) — u(—.) is not a pseudo-differential operator.

e The necessity of the local diffeomorphism hypothesis: we take x = 23 which
is a local diffeomorphism from R\ 0 in to R. We compute for A = % ie
a=1&:

u'(z)

32’

0Py (alx (), §)| det Dx(y))u =
17



which is a pseudo-differential operator on R\ 0 but cannot be extended to
one on R with a regular symbol in 0. °

Now we present the classic results of change of variables in pseudo and para-
differential operators under the hypothesis that x is a diffeomorphism as they can
be found in [3],[4] and [11].

Theorem 4.1. Let x : Q — Q' be a C* diffeomorphism and A = a(x,D) €
S (Y x RY) a properly supported pseudo-differential operator with kernel K.

loc

Then the operator A* defined by K* i.e:

Vu € CR(Q), ATu = /Q K(x(x), x(9))uly)] det Dx(y)|dy

is a properly supported pseudo-differential operator with symbol
a*(x,6) = (~1)%e7""¢ / a(x(x),n)e! XXM det Dx(y)|dydn € Sjp.(2xRY).
OxR4

An expansion of a* is given by:
0*(,€) ~ 3 ~0%a(x(x), Dx ! (x())1€) Palx(x), ), (42)

where,
P (' &) = DZ!,(ei(x‘l(y/)*x‘l(x’)*Dx‘l(x’)(y/*x’))-é)
lo/

and P, is polynomial in & of degree < 5, with Py =1,P; = 0.

ly' =’

Remark 4.1. This a classic result found commonly in the literature, And as in the
Remark 3.4 an analogous result still holds in the class X' as will be shown in the
proof of the next Theorem.

For para-differential operators we have:

Theorem 4.2. Let x : Q — Q' be a I/Vlirp’oo diffeomorphism with Dy € WP and

p > 0. Consider a € I’,’TL(Rd) a properly supported paradifferential operator.
Then there exists a property supported a* € I'™ (Rd) defined by:

min(r,p)
(Taw) o x = Tox(u 0 x) + (Rx)u,
where R € T™(R?) and Rx is a term depending essentially on x and it’s explicit

formula is given in (5.4).
Moreover a* has the local expansion:

* 1 (% —
(@&~ Y —0%alx(@), DX (x(@) O Palx(),€).  (43)
lal < min(r.p)]
where,
Py(2',€) = DZz,(ei(x*(y’)*x”(x’)*Dx*I(x’)(y’*x’))-é)

and P, is polynomial in & of degree < %, with Py =1,P, = 0.

ly' =’

An analogous result still holds for para-differential operators modeled on the
spaces a € CT,r > 0 and y € C+1°.
As we couldn’t find a clear reference to this result in the literature, it is eluded to

in [3]% we give a simple proof of this Theorem.

5In fact it can be treated in the more general frame of operators with singular symbols but this
goes beyond the scope of this work.
6part 3.3 point h, which can be found in pages 114-115.
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Proof. Taking 1 a cut-off function with parameters €1, ez, and take u € C3°(Q)
compute

(Ta(wo x™1) 0 X = 0p(y(x)—x()).£ (0L (X (@), €) |det Dx(y)|)u
= [ ey (0),) det Dx(w)] u(y)dyis
QxR4

As we remarked above the main contribution in this integral will come from (z,y, &) €
Cy, where we recall wy (z,y,€&) = (x(x) — x(y)) - §&. To show this insert the smooth
cut-off function #(x,y) supported in a small neighborhood of the diagonal (z,x).

(Tuwox N ox= [ XN (3 (a),) det Dx(y) ulu)duds

= [ NG ) (x(0), ) [det Dx(w)] )y
QxR4

+ [ O (o, )0 (), ) [det Dx(y)] uly)dyde
QxRd

Now w, has no critical points on the support of (1 — 6(x,y)) and by integration by
parts we have:

(Tu(uox M) ox = / e X@XWEG (2, y)o¥ (x(x), €) |det Dx(y)| uly)dyde + Ru.
QxRd

with R € I’Bn_min(r’p ). We now analyze when y is close to x. By the mean value
Theorem, for y sufficiently close to x, there exists a invertible linear mapping L , €
WP such that

X(®) = x(y) = Lay - (x —y)
Ly . = Dx(z).

Thus we get,
(Tu(uox™1)) ox

— / (DX )5V (), €) |det Dx(y)| u(y)dydé + Ru
QxR

i(x—y)- -1 —
= /Q " =089 (x, y)og (x(x), L, €) |det Dx(y)| |det Ly | u(y)dydé + Ru.
X
We get an operator with an amplitude
1 _ m
c(z,y,€) = 0(z, y)of (x(z), L, €) [det Dx(y)| |det L, , | € T (RY).

In the frequency domain this amplitude depends on terms coming from ol (x (), Livy_lf ),
|det Dx(y)| and |det L;jj!. Putting all of the high frequency terms depending on x
and x~! in a term Ry by defining ¥ as the cut-off function in both of the variables

(x — y,y) with parameters:

1 €1 . €2

¢ =min(1l,sup Dx~",sup Dy), € = —, €& = —.
c

Thus by Proposition 3.2
é(x,y,€) = B(D, ) € o (BY,
with
c=¢é+Rx+ R
19



and R’ € I‘Bn_mm(r’p).
The result then follows from Proposition 3.10. O

5. PARACOMPOSITION

5.1. Main results for paracomposition on R?. We start by a formal computa-
tion, as in [18], using the Littlewood-Paley decomposition and two functions u and
X:

wox = u(@ri1x) = u(Prx) = > wj(Prr1x) — uj(Prx)

k>0 Ik

= ui(Prgax) — ui (Pex) + > uj(Prarx) — ui(Prx) (5.1)
Jj<k Jj>k

= O qu(@px) — Ppo1w(Pro1x) + Y ur(Prx).
k=1 k>0

1 2

Remark 5.1. Heuristically the term 1 has frequencies of u smaller than that of x
and as in classical paradifferential results will depend mainly on the regularity of x.
This is indeed the main term in Bony’s para-linearization Theorem modulo a more
reqular remainder:

=) </01 Py (7Ppx + (1 — T)cpk_l)XdT) drX

k>1
= @1 (u 0 X)(drx) (5.2)
k>1
T, /:Xx
+ Z </ Pt (7Prx + (1 — 7)Pp_1x) — Pr—r (0 OX)dT>¢kX-
k>1
Ro

Same as term 1, heuristically term 2 will essentially depend on the reqularity of u,
with a remainder depending on x and u that is more regular when it’s well defined.
Thus (2) will naturally give rise to the paracomposition operator. To better under-
stand it, let us suppose just for the next computation that x is linear and invertible:

-3 JRGEG R

—Z / O (@1 "€V @p 1) Dy (€) e

Thus we essentially have to look at how ®3,x " modifies the frequencies and thus how

it modifies the rings in the Littlewood-Paley decomposition.
Put {k >1,C}, =supp ¢(Prx".)}, we have:

,N
a~= U a
k—N'<I<k+N

where N and N’ are such that 2V > supj,ga |®pX| and 2N > SUPy, Rd 1@/
and the natural para-composition operator in this case is obtained by cutting the
frequencies according to Cj,, this is exactly the “lemme de recoupe” in Alinhac’s
work.
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Now we define IV as in the previous remark and compute:

2)=>" > a(D)(urox) (5.3)

k>0 [>0
I<k+N
X*u
+3° > D) [ug o Brx —upox]+ Y (Id — Bpyn)(D)uy 0 Brx .
k>0 >0 k
I<k+N

Ro

Ry

Theorem 5.1. Let x : R — R? be a Ci}LOpc map with Dx € CY and p >0 7. Then
for all o,s € R the following maps are continuous:

Cg(Rd) - Cf(Rd) g,loc(Rd) — Cg,loc(Rd)
ue =Y > aDugox  umxtu=Y > di(Duyox.
k>0 1>0 k>0 1>0
I<k+N I<k+N
If moreover x is a diffeomorphism then we have the Sobolev estimates:
H*(R) — H*(RY) H}, (RY) = Hj,o(RY)
i =3 Y aDuox  umyu=3 Y aDuox
k>0 1>0 k>0 1>0
I<k+N I<k+N

Taking ¥ : R¢ — R? q cre map with DY € C? and p > 0, then the previous

*,loc
operation has the natural fonctorial property:

Yu e C7(RY)UCT,, (RY), x" Y u = (x o X)"u+ Ru.

*,loc

with R, R: C°(RY) — cotmmed)rdy R. 0o, (RY) — coFminled) pdy,

*,loc *,loc

and if x and x are diffeomorphisms:
R: HS(RY) — getmined(RY) R HE (RY) — HTmMe)(RA),

loc

Remark 5.2. It’s natural that the Sobolev estimates only hold when x is a diffeo-
morphism because for example even the usual composition operation u +— wox is not
necessarily continuous on LP spaces, p < co. An extra hypothesis that appears in
the literature is x is a local diffeomorphism with all of it’s local inverses uniformly

bounded in W1H.

Theorem 5.2. Let u be a WH°(R?) map and x be a C’ij@pc map with Dx € C¥ and
p>0. Then:

uo x(x) = x"u(x) + Twoxx(x) + Ro(x) + Ri(z) + Ra(z)
where the paracomposition given in the previous Theorem wverifies the estimates:
Vo >0, [[x"u(@)], < C([Dxlls) llu(z)
W oy € P?,Vo’oo(Rd)(Rd) for u Lipchitz,

I

and the remainders verify the estimates:
e In Zygmund Spaces, for o > 0:

HROHIererin(ler,o) < C HDXHp HUHIJrU
for i € {12} |Rill iy pro < CUDXI) DX, w40 -

7Clearly when there is no diffeomorphism hypothesis on x we can choose x : R? — R with
d # d' and have the same results but for clarity we chose to present the same dimensions in this
presentation.
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e In Sobolev Spaces, for s > %l we get the following estimates
— without the diffeomorphism hypothesis:

[ Rol| gy < CIDX|, [l grres

Hl+p+min(l+p,sf

IRl grsors < CUDXN o) DX, el groes -

— Suppose moreover that x is a diffeomorphism:

1Rzl gr1sote < CUDX oo [|1DX | o) 1DX el s -

The same estimates hold in the local spaces.

As Alinhac remarked in [3], a particular case of the previous Theorem is Bony
para-linearization Theorem but with the extra hypothesis of diffeomorphism, here
it’s is a full generalization because we dropped the diffeomorphism hypothesis. We
find Bony’s para-linearization Theorem when o = 400, in this case only the term
TwoyX(x) appears and x*u(x) is a part of the remainder. If on the other hand, x €
C®°, the term Tiyoyx(x) becomes a part of the remainder and the paracomposition
X*u(z) coincides with the usual composition modulo a regularizing operator. Thus
Theorem 5.2 appears as a linearization Theorem of wox as the sum of two terms, one
depending mainly on the regularity of u (and ”less” of x) and the other depending
mainly on the regularity of x (and "less” of u).

The simplest example here is when x(xz) = Az is a linear operator and in that
case we see that:

u(Az) ~ (Az)*u, and Ty (aq)Az ~ 0.

Remark 5.3. The proof of Theorem 5.2 tell us that the if in the sum defining x* we
choose a different N' > N then the operator is modified by a p reqularizing operator.

Theorem 5.3. Consider a € P?(Rd), with B> 0, x : RY - R% a olte map with

*,loc
Dx eCl, p>0and 1+ p ¢ N. Then there exists q € I’gn*ﬁ(Rd) such that we have
the following formal symbolic calculus rule:

| det Dx(y)| oyt o o (v (z | det Dx(y)] -
#x—1<x<y>>>x * p“*( a{ )’f)#x—wx(y)))

To join Alinhac’s work, the following Proposition makes the link between his
definition of the paracomposition operator in the case of a diffeomorphism and the
one given here.

X Tou = OPwy (UG(X(x)7 £)

Theorem 5.4. Let u be WH°(R?) map and x be a cle diffeomorphism with Dy €

*,loc g
C? and p > 0. Consider N such that 2V > SUpy, Rd |®x!| ! and 2V > supy, ga |Prx'|-
Put Alinhac’s paracomposition operator:

Xu=> Y ¢(D)ugox

k>1 >0
I—k|<N

then: x*u = x*u + R3,
Where the remainder verifies:

e In Zygmund Spaces, for o > 0:
1R3[4 pyo < CUDX | o0 s DX o) 1DX1 el -

e In Sobolev Spaces, for s > %l:

IR gieoss < CUDXH| oo s IDXMoo) 1D laall s
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The same estimates hold in the local spaces.
Take a € I’gl(Rd) and q as in Theorem 5.3 then:
X Tou = Tox X u + To= X u
X Tou = To=x u+ Ty x"u with ¢’ € F?_B(Rd).

Remark 5.4. As in remark 5.5, the proof of Theorem 5./ tell us that the if in the
sum defining x* we choose a different N' > N then the operator is modified by a p
reqularizing operator.

Remark 5.5. As a corollary of Theorem 5./ we get that in Theorem /.2:
RX = T(Tau)’oxx — Ta*Tu’oXx- (54)

5.2. Proofs. We will give the proof for the estimates in global spaces, for local
spaces it is sufficient to see that the given estimates hold under the hypothesis that
all the functions used have a compact support and to pass to local spaces estimates
it is sufficient to multiply by functions in C§® which don’t modify the estimates given
(we don’t make any boundary estimates).

Proof of Theorem 5.1 and 5.2. Take x : R — R% be a crte map with p > 0 put
B= B(0O,N +1).

We start by the Zygmund spaces estimates (thus we don’t suppose that x is a
diffeomorphism):

—k
[Py ks © Xlloo < Clluglloe <277 ull,

and supp @, yui o x C 2F B.
Thus by Proposition 2.3, for ¢ > 0:

N
u € C7(Y and [lyull, < OO0

For Sobolev estimates we suppose that y is a diffeomorphism and by the change of
variables formula we have for s > 0:

@5+ nvur; © Xl 2 < CUDX | ) lunll g2 < C([Dx | )27 ull s
and supp ® yuy o x C 2F B.
Thus by Proposition 2.3, for ¢ > 0:

C(N,||[Dx!
vu e Y and ocullye < SO e)
Now we compute the estimates on the remainders in the linearization formula.

R(]:Z(

k>1

1
/ 1w/ (TPpx + (1 — 7)Pp_1x) — Pr—1(u’ 0 X)d7> PuXx = Zﬁgm
0 k

1
= / Dp ' (TOpX + (1 = 7)Pp_1x) — Pp_1(u 0 x)dT

/ / Op_ 1" (t7(Ppx — Pr_1X)

+ 1 Pp—1x — x) — XA (Pex — x) + (1 = 7)(Rp—1x — x)]dT.
Thus if o # 1:
Ikl < C2H)
Andifo=1:
[l < Ck2M10) < c2k,
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Which sums up in HTISHOO < ¢2-min(l+p.0)k By the same computations we have
analogous estimates on H(?O‘rgH and clearly 7“2 € C'* which gives the desired esti-

mates on Ry by Lemma 2.1 and the fact that 7“8 = 0, both in the Sobolev et Zygmund
cases without the diffeomorphism hypothesis.

Ri=)  rin(D)luy o Ppx — up o x]

k>0
1
=3 o D[ e+ (1= 00 (ex — )]
k>0 0
= Z G4 (D)[ri(Prx — x))-
k>0

‘We have:
7kl < C27%

combining this with Propositions 2.3, 2.4 and the fact that r(l] = 0 we get the desired
estimates again in both in the Sobolev et Zygmund cases without the diffeomor-
phism hypothesis.

The proof of the estimates on Ry relies on oscillatory integral techniques that come
from Lemma 3.1. For the sake of completion we will give the explicit computations
without directly using the Lemma.

Ry(z) = Z(Id = Ppn)(D)ug © Ppx ().

k
We will prove that for j > k+ N 4+ 1,v > p > 0, we have:
165 (D)ur © xllo, < CollIDxl,)277 25 Jug | (5.5)

which will be sufficient to give the Zygmund estimates on Ry because we will have:

lg;(D)Rall, < > i (D)ug o Prxll o
k>0

E<N—j+1

< Y GIDxN )22 |
k>0
E<N—j+1
> CullIDxIl)27 7 25 g o
k>0
E<N—j+1
> Cu(IDx| )2 2R Yl

k>0
E<N—j+1

IN

IN

Taking v > 1 + p + ¢ we dominate the last expression by:
Cu (1 Dxl,)277 7 [l .,

which gives the desired Zygmund estimate.

For the Sobolev estimates we will prove that:
165 (D)ug 0 Drxlly < Co(1Dx|,)277 272 uy 0 Dpx |l (5.6)
which then necessitates the diffeomorphism hypothesis on x to have:

16 (D)uk © ®ixlly < ColllDxl, s [[DX ] 2777257 gl
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And the desired estimates follow exactly as in the Zygmund case.
Now we prove (5.5) and (5.6),to make the desired estimates we will put in a test
function f € Cp° as it’s usually done with oscillatory integral estimates:

$;(D) fuy, o Ppx(z) = / G () pr(n) f (y )ik (n) e X W Ndndyde  (5.7)
Set
wie(y,m,§) = Prx(y).n — y.&,

v ()t — .
Lk(y7777§73y) =~ kX (y) ! y£2
i|Prx/(y)tn — y £

y-
Given the definition of N we have:

12X ()! = y.&| = CIn| + 1€]) on supp ¢;(&)er(n),
Thus Ly, is well defined and regular, moreover Le™* = k. Integrating by parts
in (5.6):

6,(D) 0 Bix(z) = [ € <05(©on i)™ (LY S ()dndyds

Note that (L)”f is homogeneous with degree —v in (1,£), and smooth on the
support of ¢;(&)¢r(n). Also

(L)Y F()| < CUIF, - 1DxI )27~ on [+ [n]* = 1. (5.8)
Next on a box containing supp ¢;(§)¢x(n), write

L FW) = Y ras@)e™ 01 =27 37 () oEH2 0,
(a,B)EA (a,8)EA

where A is an appropriate lattice and

Z lakvasll o < CUSIL - 1DXI,)27 7 (5.9)
(@,B)EA
So (5.7) becomes for j > 1:
¢j(D) fuy o ®px(z) (5.10)
S5 / €€ 1 (€) b ()i ()€ gy () €T 2 BN dpdydg
(@,B)EA
—2 S [ un (@) + 2 Banasly)e™ T Sy
(@,B)EA
=27 ) / VPG (2 (a — y) + )ur(@x(y) + 277 B)akvas (y)dy.
(@,B)EA
=9V Z (akvap - uk(PrXx + 27jﬂ)) * go (), (5.11)
(a,B)EA

Where go(z) = 2"¢1 (272 + a) thus

ol =2 [ |12+ )| de = |

e (5.12)
For j = 0 we have an analog inequality.
Using the classic Young and Hoélder inequalities combined with (5.9), (5.12) and
taking f — 1 gives us (5.5) and (5.6). This concludes the proof.
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Proof of Theorem 5.3. Take a € I’gl(]Rd), with 8> 0 and y : R? = R? a C1 map
with p > 0. We compute:

XTu=y pin[(Tau)r o X, (5.13)
k>0

Note that (T,u), can been as Ty, T,u and seeing this a modification of the cut-off
function by Proposition 3.2 we get:

(Tow)y = Ty Tou = TyTy,u + Tpeu, with ¢F € Ty P(RY).
Put ¢ = 3" ¢* then (5.13) becomes:

X'Tou ="y Ppyn(Tawr) o x] + Y Pryn[(Tyeur) © X
k>0 £>0

And the formal discussion and computations in part 4 give the desired result.

Proof of Theorem 5./. The only thing left to prove is the estimate on R3.

R3 = Z D, (D)ug o @rpx(x) +on(D)ug o x
%
1

dN(D)ug o x is C* so we only have to the estimate to the first term on the left hand
side. Estimating 1 is exactly as (5.7) but with ¢; substituted by ®, 5. The core
of the estimation relies on the fact that Lj should be well defined and regular on
supp ®, _ 5 (§)¢r(n) which is the case give our choice of N and the fact k > 1. We
also have the estimate:

DX ()" -1 — y.&| = C|n| + I€]) on supp @, _ 5(&)dx(n).

The proof than exactly follows as for Rs.

5.3. Main results for paracomposition on open subsets. The previous defini-
tion of the operator x* on functions defined on R? relied heavily on the Littelwood-
Paley theory which doesn’t make it immediately extendable to the open domain
case. In [3], Alinhac was able to define such an operator profiting from the continu-
ity of x* on the local function spaces and a partition of unity on the open domains.
More precisely consider (V;, ©;) a partition of unity locally finite of Q' then:

wox =3 Ouox
A

where O;u is seen as a function of R™ with the natural extension by 0. In order to
have the same natural extension for Y,

X (supp ©;)

needs to be compact we thus have to suppose that x is a proper map®. Under this
hypothesis consider ¢; € C§°(£2) such that ¢; = 1 on x ! (supp ©;):

uoyx = Z (i®iu o X, (5.14)
i
where (;x is seen as a function of R"™ with the natural extension by 0.

8Note that this extra hypothesis is needed for the methods used to work and is not intrinsic to
the problem. Also this hypothesis is immediately verified in the diffeomorphism case treated by
Alinhac.
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Theorem 5.5. Let x : Q — ' be a C e proper map with Dy € C¢ and p >

*,loc

0. Consider (V;,0;) a partition of unity locally finite of Q' and (; the associated
functions as previously. Then for all o,s € R’ the following maps are continuous:

) = CI(Q) Ti0c(2) = CF16c(Q)

u— X u= Z G- (Gx) Ou u— X u = Z G- (Gx) Ou
if moreover x is a diffeomorphism then we have the Sobolev estimates:

H* (@) — H*(Q) Hioo () = Hippo(Q)

we Xu=Y G (Gx) O we e =Y G (Gx) O

where O;u and (;x are treated as functions on RY. And In the sum defining each
(Cix)* a choice

N;, 2N > sup i/
supp ©;

is made by the definition in section 5.1, but by remark 5.3 in order to simplify the
computations we can take the same

N > N;, 2V > sup y/
Q
uniformly for all the operators and this modifies the definition by a p reqularizing

operator.
Making a different choice (V/,©},(!), which gives a different operator xi then

Yu e CO(RY) U C? loc(Rd), X u = xiu+ R'u.
with R'u € C°.

Consider x : ¥ — Q" a a C’* o > proper map with DY € CF with p > 0, then the
previous operation has the natural fonctorial property:

Vu € OZ(Q") U CF0e(), X" ¥u = (x © X)*u + Ru.
with R, R:CZ(Q") — CITMM0D Q) R : CF,,,(") — CTimmP (),

x,loc

and if x and X are diffeomorphisms:
R: HS Q) — H™ne0)(Q) R Hf () — HET™ 0P ().

loc

Theorem 5.6. Let u be a WH*(Q) map and x be a be a C'* loc
Dy € Cf and p > 0. Then:

uox(z) = x"u(@) + Twoyx(x) + Ro(x) + Ri(z) + Ra(x)
where the paracomposition given in the previous Theorem verifies the estimates:

Vo >0, |[x u(z)], < C(I1Dxls) lu(@)]]4
uoy€ FWO oo (0) )(Rd) for uw Lipchitz.

proper map with

The remainders are given by:

Ro=3) > G (/ q)kleiu/(Tq)kCiX+(1_T)q)kICiX)_q)kl(@iu,OCiX)dT> PrGiX;

i k>1

ZZ Z Ci(d1(D)[Our o PrCix — Ozug o Gx]),

i k>0 >0
I<k+N

= Z Z C@((Id — ‘I)k+N)(D)@iuk © q)k‘CiX)a
7 k
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and the remainders verify the estimates:

e In Zygmund Spaces, for o > 0:
HROHIererin(ler,o) < C ”DXHp ”uHIJrU

for i€ {1,2},|[Rillyy 10 < CUIDXI) 1D, [l -

e In Sobolev Spaces, for s > %l we get the following estimates
— without the diffeomorphism hypothesis:

| Roll < CNIDxl, llull g+

H1+p+min(l+p,s—%)

IRl grieprs < CUDXN o) IDX, el goes -
— Suppose moreover that x is a diffeomorphism:

1Rzl gr1sote < CUDX oo [|DXH| o) 1DX el s -

The same estimates hold in the local spaces.

Theorem 5.7. Consider a € F?(Rd), with >0 and x : Q - Q a cle proper

*,loc

map with Dx € C&, p >0 and 1+ p ¢ N. Then there exists q € anﬁB(Rd) such that
we have the following formal symbolic calculus rule:

Tt = op, <aa<x<x>, f)%) YU+ opa, <aq<x<x), )

Again to join Alinhac’s work:

| det Dx(y)| > -
#x 1 (x(v)) '

Theorem 5.8. Let u be WE°(Q) map and x be a Wh diffeomorphism, a C1°

*,loc
proper map with Dy € C{ and p > 0. Again, consider (V;,0;) a partition of
unity locally finite of Q' and ¢; the associated functions as previously. Put Alinhac’s
paracomposition operator:

X u = Z Gi(Gix) Ou then :

X"u = x"u+ Rs,
Where the remainder verifies:

e In Zygmund Spaces, for o > 0:
R3]34 p10 < CUDX | oo 1PXN0) DX, Nl -

e In Sobolev Spaces, for s > %l:

R3] grrsove < CUDXH oo s 1DxMoo) 1DX L ol 1 -

The same estimates hold in the local spaces.
Consider a € P?(Rd) and q as in Theorem 5.5 then:

X Tou = T X u+ Ty X u
X Tou = Tor X u + Ty x u with ¢’ € F?_B(Rd).

Again we have the same "independence” of the definition of the operator x* (modulo
a more reqular term) with respect to the arbitrary choices made, more precisely,
making a different choice (V/, 0%, () which gives a different operator x7i then

Vu € C2(RY U C?,, . (RY), x*u = xju + R'u.

x,loc

with R'u € C*°.
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5.4. Proof. All of the estimates given come directly for the Theorems of section
5.1. The linearization formulas come from Equation (5.14) and the linearization
Theorems in section 5.1. The only thing left to prove is the independency result
with respect to the choice of (V;, 0;,(;). We start by the following Lemma:

Lemma 5.1. Let (0,¢,() € Cg(Q) be such that ¢ =1 on x ' (supp®) and ¢ =1
on supp ( then:

D (@ n(D)[(Ou)k 0 {x] =Y (Phyn(D)[(Ou) 0 Cx] + F, F € C™
k>0 k>0

Proof. Take ©' € Cg°(€') such that ©’ox = 0 on supp ¢ and ©’ox = 1 on supp ¢ —¢
and compute:

> (i n(D)[(Ou) 0 (X]

k>0

=Y (DN (D)[(Ou)r 0 Cx] + D (¢ = OPryn(D)[(Ou)y 0 Cx]
k>0 k>0

=Y (PN (D)[(Ou)r o Cx] + D (¢ = OPrin(D)[(O (Ou)y) 0 (] -
k>0 k>0

F
And we have by integration by parts, VI € N:

i’ —y')e
0'(u) =271 [ ' (1)) (27 ulw)dyi.

thus, H@'(@u)kHOo < 27F=n)and F e 0.
]
Given (i,j) such that supp®; Nsupp®) # ) we define @-J € C§°(Q) such that
(ij = 1 on supp (; U supp ¢

XU—ZQ CZX QU—ZZQ‘I)IH-N @@u)k‘OCZX]

k>0 4,5
_ZZQJ@HN )[(©:0u) 0 Gijx] + F, FeC™
k>0 4,5
=3 > {@rin(D)[(0O)u)r o (x| + F+ F', F' € C™
k>0 i,
=xju+F+ F/,

which gives the desired result and ends the proof.
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