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BOUNDARY VALUES IN ULTRADISTRIBUTION SPACES RELATED
TO EXTENDED GEVREY REGULARITY

STEVAN PILIPOVIC, NENAD TEOFANOV, AND FILIP TOMIC

ABSTRACT. Following the well- known theory of Beurling and Roumieu ul-
tradistributions, we investigate new spaces of ultradistributions as dual spaces
of test functions which correspond to associated functions of logarithmic-type
growth at infinity. In the given framework we prove that boundary values of an-
alytic functions with the corresponding logarithmic growth rate towards the real
domain are ultradistributions. The essential condition for that purpose, condi-
tion (M.2) in the classical ultradistribution theory, is replaced by the new one,

(M.2). For that reason, new techniques were performed in the proofs. As an
application, we discuss the corresponding wave front sets.

1. INTRODUCTION

In this paper we describe certain intermediate spaces between the space of
Schwartz distributions and any space of Gevrey ultradistributions as boundary val-
ues of analytic functions. More precisely, we continue to investigate a new class
of ultradifferentiable functions and their duals ( [17-20]) following Komatsu’s ap-
proach [11, 12]. We refer to [1] and the references therein for another, equally
interesting approach,

The derivatives of such ultradifferentiable functions are controlled by the two-
parameter sequences of the form M; 7 =p™® pe N, 7 > 0,0 > 1. For that
reason we call them extended Gevrey functions. It turned out that such functions
can be used in the study of a class of strictly hyperbolic equations and systems.
In particular, the extended Gevrey class associated to the sequence M;,} 2 = p”2 is
used in the analysis of the regularity of the corresponding Cauchy problem in [3]. It
captures the regularity of the coefficients in the space variable (with low regularity
in time), so that the corresponding Cauchy problem is well posed in appropriate
solution spaces.

Actually, the change of the growth rate of sequence M;’" implied a change in
the growth of the expression h” in classical definition (see [11]). Hence, instead of
that expression we use h?° which essentially changes the corresponding proofs in
the analysis of new ultradistribution spaces. We especially emphasize the role of
the Lambert W function that appears in the theory of new ultradistribution spaces
for the first time. This is the essential contribution of our approach. The properties
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of new ultradistribution spaces described in terms of the Lambert function and its
asymptotic properties show that our approach is naturally included in the general
theory of ultradistributions positioning the new spaces, let us call them extended
Gevrey ultradistributions, between classical distributions and Komatsu type ultra-
distributions.

Distributions as boundary values of analytic functions are investigated in many
papers, see [2] for the historical background and the relevant references therein.
We point out a nice survey for distribution and ultradistribution boundary val-
ues given in the book [10]. The essence of the existence of a boundary value
is the determination of the growth condition under which an analytic function
F(x + iy), observed on a certain tube domain with respect to y, defines an (ul-
tra)distribution as y tends to 0. The classical result can be roughly interpreted as
follows: if F(z + iy) < Cly|~ for some C, M > 0 then F(zx + i0) is in the
Schwartz space D’'(U) in a neighborhood U of z. (see Theorem 3.1.15 in [10]).
For Gevrey ultradistributions, sub-exponential growth rate of analytic function F'
of the form |F'(z + iy)| < Ceklvl ™" for some C,k > 0 and ¢ > 1 implies
the boundary value result. The function in the exponent precisely describes the as-
ymptotic behavior of the associated function to the Gevrey sequence p!*, p € N,
cf. [12, 22]. In general, such representations are provided if test functions admit
almost analytic extensions in the non-quasianalytic case related to Komatsu’s con-
dition (M.2) (see [15]).

Different results concerning boundary values in the spaces of ultradistributions
can be found in [2, 11,12, 15, 16]. Even now this topic for ultradistribution spaces
is interesting (cf. [5-7, 25]). Especially, we have to mention [8]. At the end of
this introduction we will briefly comment on the approach in this paper and our
approach.

Extended Gevrey classes &, ,(U) and D, ,(U), 7 > 0, ¢ > 1, are introduced
and investigated in [17]- [20], [23,24]. The derivatives of functions in such classes
are controlled by sequences of the form M;° = p™", p € N. Although such
sequences do not satisfy Komatsu’s condition (M.2), the corresponding spaces
consist of ultradifferentiable functions, that is, it is possible to construct differential
operators of infinite order and prove their continuity properties on the test and dual
spaces.

Our main intention in this paper is to establish the sufficient condition when the
elements of dual spaces can be represented as boundary values of analytic func-
tions. We follow the classical approach to boundary values given in [2] and carry
out necessary modifications in order to use it in the analysis of spaces developed
in [17]- [20]. Here, for such spaces, a plenty of non-trivial constructions are per-
formed. In particular, we analyze the corresponding associated functions as a main
tool in our investigations.

Moreover, we apply these results in the description of related wave front sets.
The wave front set WF, ;(u), 7 > 0, 0 > 1, of a Schwarz distribution v is ana-
lyzed in [18-20,23,24]. In particular, it is proved that they are related to the classes



Ero(U). We extend the definition of WF; ,(u) to a larger space of ultradistribu-
tions by using their boundary value representations. This allows us to describe in-
tersections and unions of WF, () (with respect to 7) by using specific functions
with logarithmic type behaviour.

Let us comment on another, very interesting, concept of construction of a large
class of ultradistribution spaces. In [8,13,21] and several other papers the authors
consider sequences of the form k! M}, where they presume a fair number of con-
ditions on M, and discuss in details their relations. For example, consequences to
the composition of ultradifferentiable functions determined by different classes of
such sequences are discussed. Moreover, they consider weighted matrices, that is
a family of sequences of the form k!M ,i‘, k € N, A € A (partially ordered and
directed set) and make the unions, again considering various properties such as
compositions and boundary values. Their analysis follows the approach of [1, 14].
In essence, an old question of ultradistribution theory was the analysis of unions
and intersections of ultradifferentiable function spaces. This is very well elabo-
rated in quoted papers. The main reason why our classes are not covered by the
quoted papers is the factor hl®°, ¢ > 1, in the seminorm (2.7). For that reason

—~——

our conditions on the weight sequence ((M.2)" and (M.2) below) differ from the
corresponding ones in the quoted papers. As we already explained, our growth rate
is not just another point of view since the basic facts used in the proofs are related
to a new investigations involved by the Lambert W function. Actually, the precise
estimates of our paper can be used for the further extensions in matrix approach
since the original idea for our approach is quite different and based on the relation
between [n®]! and n!® in the estimate of derivatives ([n°] means integer value not
exceeding n°, s € (0,1), cf. [17,18]).

The paper is organized as follows: We end the introduction with some notation.
In Section 2 we introduce the necessary background on the spaces of extended
Gevrey functions and their duals, spaces of ultradistributions. Our main result The-
orem 3.1 is given in Section 3. Wave front sets in the framework of our theory are
discussed in Section 4. Finally, in Appendix we prove a technical result concerning
the associated functions 7T, (k) and recall the basic continuity properties of ul-
tradifferentiable operators on extended Gevrey classes, in a certain sense analogous
to stability under the ultradifferentiable operators in the classical theory.

1.1. Notation. We denote by N, Z,, R, C the sets of nonnegative integers, pos-
itive integers, real numbers and complex numbers, respectively. For a multi-index
a = (a1,...,aq9) € N, we write 8 = 9 ... 9%, D* = (—i)l*19*, and
la] = |ai| + -+ + |ag|. The open ball B,(zo) has radius » > 0 and center
at g € R% 0 = (05,,...,05,) where Oz, = %(8% +1i0y;), = 1,...,d,
2z = z + iy € C? By Hartogs’s theorem, f(z),z € Q, Q is open in C¢, is
analytic if it is analytic with respect to every coordinate variable z;.

Throughout the paper we always assume 7 > 0 and o > 1.
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2. TEST SPACES AND DUALS

We are interested in M,, p € N, sequences of positive numbers such that
conditions (M.1) and (M.3) of [11] hold, and instead of (M.2)" and (M.2) of [11],
for some C' > 1, we have

(M.Q) Mgfq < Cpo+qo+1Mpgo T,chgaflT,o’p’q €N,

(M.2) My¢) < CP" 1M, p e N.

In the sequel we consider the sequence M; 7 = prU, p € N, which fulfills the
above mentioned conditions (see [17, Lemma 2.2.]). This particular choice slightly
simplifies our exposition. Clearly, by choosing ¢ = 1 and 7 > 1 we recover the
well known Gevrey sequence p!”.

Recall [20], the associated function related to the sequence prU, is defined by

h?’ kP

Tron(k) =supln —5—, k>0. 2.1)
peN pr

—1

Forh,o = 1and 7 > 1, Ty 1,1(k) is the associated function to the Gevrey sequence
pl7.

In the next lemma we derive the precise asymptotic behaviour of the function
T~ -1 associated with the sequence p™P” . This in turn highlights the essential dif-
ference between 7, and the associated functions determined by Gevrey type
sequences.

We first introduce some notation. The Lambert W function is defined as the
inverse function of ze®, z € C, wherefrom

T = W(:E)ew(x), x> 0. (2.2)

We denote its principal (real) branch by W (x), x > 0 (see [4,9]). It is a continuous,
increasing and concave function on [0, 00), W(0) = 0, W(e) = 1, and W (x) > 0,
x > 0. It can be shown that W can be represented in the form of the absolutely
convergent series

(In(1
W(z) =Inz — In(lnz) +ZZ Chkm ?n;irm, T > x0 > €,
k=0m=1

with suitable constants c,, and xg. Thus the following estimates hold:
1
Inz —In(lnz) < W(z) <lnz - 3 In(lnz), =z >e, (2.3)

with the equality in (2.3) if and only if x = e.
For given o > 1, 7,h > 0, let

o— o— —1 (22 1
R(h,)i=h"" s T —Ik=hrer—1Ink, k>e
TO TO
where
1 1
—+—==1, 1ie o = 7
o o o—1



Lemma 2.1. Let h > 0, and let T’; ; j, be given by (2.1). Then there exists constants
B, Bg, by, by > 0 such that

bl(l hllkk >
Blk n(ln k)

More precisely, if

o—1

b Ink )ﬁ
< eXp{Tﬂmh(k)} < Bk ’ (ln(lnk) , k>e

1
o—1\7= _o-1 o-10—1
c = , o and co=h" 7 e < ,
TO TO

then, there exist constants Ay, Ao > 0 such that

o—1

, k>e.

o—1

1 01( Ink )"71 Cl< Ink >
Al k2 In(co Ink) S eXp{Tq—’o—’h(k)} S A2 k In(cg Ink)

Proof. Lemma 2.1 can be proved by following the arguments used in the proof
of [20, Theorem 2.1]. There it is shown that for given o > 0, 7 > 0 and o > 1 the
following inequalities hold:

Ink o
{<(2U—1TW(m(h, k)))eo ) }

< Argpexp { ((TJ/W(;@L’ o )U} k>e, (2.4)

for some A ; 5, Ar 55 > 0. Moreover, in the view of (2.3), it follows that

AT,U,h eXp

S eTT,O',h(k)

Ink <

W% (R(h, k) (k)" = (m> “Ink, koo, (25

. _o-1 g-10—1 _o 4
withCp :=h~ "7 e = =h" 7 es (to’) 7L

TO
Details are left for the reader. O

We define (following the classical approach [11]):

. hp° kP
T-r,cr,h(k) = zsrgll\)l In W, k> 0. (2.6)

It turns out that T _, (k) enjoys the same asymptotic behaviour as T ., cf.
Lemma 4.1 a) in the Appendix. This is another difference between our approach
and the classical ultradistribution theory, where 7™ plays an important role.

Next we recall the definition of spaces &, ,(U) and D, ,(U), where U is an
open set in R? ([17]).

Let K cC R be a regular compact set. Then, &r.on(K) is the Banach space

of functions ¢ € C'°°(K) such that

0%¢(x
H¢||€T,U,h(K) = Ssup sup ‘ (25( )‘ < 00. (27)

aeNd zek o7 |alTlel”
‘We have

5717017;11(}() — 57-27027;12([(), 0<hy<hy, 0<T <T9, 1 <01 <09,
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where < denotes the strict and dense inclusion.

The set of functions from & , j,(K') supported by K is denoted by DT o.h - Next,
g{T,O’}(U) = @ hi>n gT,O’,h(K)7 (2.8)
KCCU h—oo
E(T,U)(U) = l&n I&H ET,O',h(K)J (2.9
KCCU h—0
Diroy(U) = lg Df o,y = lim (lim DF, ;). (2.10)
KCccU h—oo
Diro)(U) = lim D,y = lim (lim DI, ). 2.11)
KccU KccU h—0

Spaces in (2.8) and (2.10) are called Roumieu type spaces while (2.9) and (2.11) are
Beurling type spaces. Note that all the spaces of ultradifferentiable functions de-
fined by Gevrey type sequences are contained in the corresponding spaces defined
above.

For the corresponding spaces of ultradistributions we have:

D/{T,U}( = L L DTO’h / D/(T,U)(U) = 1£1 lg ( 'rah)
KCcU h—0 KCCU h—oo

Topological properties of all those spaces are the same as in the case of Beurling
and Roumieu type spaces given in [11].

We will use abbreviated notation 7, o for {7, 0} or (7, ). Clearly,

D/(U) = D, ,(U) < lm D}(U),
t—1
where D} (U) = D; 1 (U) denotes the space of Gevrey ultradistributions with index
t > 1. More precisely, if (for o > 1) we put
DOU) = lm D, ,(U), and DIHU) = lim D, ,(U),
7—0 T—00
then
D'(U) = D U) = D'(U) < lim D}(V),
t—1

where D'(?)(U) and D17} (U) are dual spaces of D) (/) and D7} (U7), respec-
tively.

Thus we are dealing with intermediate spaces between the space of Schwartz
distributions and spaces of Gevrey ultradistributions. In the next section we show

the boundary value result in the given framework. This, however asks for the use
of new techniques.

3. MAIN RESULT

The condition (M.2) (also known as the stability under the ultradifferentiable
operators), essential for the boundary value theorems in the framework of ultradis-

tribution spaces [11, 15], is in our approach replaced by the condition (M.2). We
note that in [8] a more general condition than (M .2) is considered. In the case of
6



the sequence M;'° = p™’, p € N, the asymptotic behaviour given in Lemma 2.1
is essentially used to prove our main result as follows.

Theorem 3.1. Let 0 > 1, U be an open set in R%, T an open cone in R and
~v > 0. Assume that F(z), z € Z is an analytic function, where

Z={2cCRezelU,Imz el |lmz| <~}

and such that

1
In(1/]y])

1
F(2)] < A!y\_H(l““““/”) , z=atiy€Z,
for some A, H > 0 (resp. for every H > 0 there exists A > 0). Then
F(zx+iy) » F(x+1i0), y—0,yel, (3.1
in D' (U) (resp. D'I7H(U)).
More precisely, if
[F(2)| < Aexp{Tioe 1)rou(1/lyD)} z=2+iy € Z, (3.2)
for some A, H > 0 (resp. for every H > 0 there exists A > 0) then (3.1) holds in
D' (;/20-1,5)(U) (resp. D' (7 j90-1 51 (U)).

Proof. Let K CC U and ¢ € Df/?,l - Moreover, let k € DT/20717U(Rd) be

such that supp x C B(0,2), s = 1 on B(0,1).

In the sequel we denote m,, = pT((zp )071_1), p € N. Clearly, m,, is an increasing
sequence and m,, — 00 as p — 00.
Fix h > 0, and let

’{a(y) = ’%(4hm\a|y)a o€ Nda Y€ Rd-
Note that
supp e C {y € RY|[y| < 1/(2hmyq))}, (3.3)
and for j =1,...,d,
supp Jy, ko C {y € RY| 1/(4hmq)) < |yl < 1/(2hmyq))}, € N¢. (3.4
Let

D(z2) = Z () (iy)%kaly), z=x+iyc CL (3.5)

7lal
aeNd e
Clearly, ® is a smooth function in R?? and ®(x) = ¢(x) forx € K.
FixYV = (Y1,...,Yy) €LY #0, |Y| < ~, and set
Zy = {z+itY |z € K, t € (0,1]}. (3.6)

In order to use Stoke’s formula (see [15]) we need to estimate ¢ and its deriva-
tives on Zy. To that end we had to adjust the standard technique in a nontrivial
manner.

Let us show that there exists A; > 0 such that

|P(2)| < AhngHgT/Wfl’mh, h>0, z€ Zy. (3.7
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Note that (3.3) implies

1 |a|rla\

ty |l g, (bY ,
Y[ e ()] < (2hmq |)\a| (Qh)\alya‘?’*lrla\"

€ (0,1], « € N¢,

and therefore we obtain

0% ()] 0% ()]
E tY |Y ko (tY g T ale
2l = la |T|a\ Y70 (V)] < R (2h)led |27 7lal

aeNd

plel” || (7/27 Vel
S HCPH“:T/Zafl,U,h Z (2h)\a|’a‘2‘7*17—\a|‘7 = ‘(élhH()OH(S'T/T"*l,47,h7
aeNd

Blel?—=lal
where A), = Z W < oo forry = 71(2071 — 55— 1) > 0. Hence (3.7)

ac
follows.

Next we estimate 9®(z), j € {1,...,d}, when z € Zy. More precisely, we
show that for a given h > 0, there exists B, > 0 such that

058(2)] < Bullgl, s ., xD{-Tior—1yron(1/IY N}, 2 € Zyv. (38)
By (3.3) and (3.4) it is sufficient to prove (3.8) for
1/(4hmya)) < Y| < 1/(2hmy,), 0<t<1, aeN% (3.9)
Note that for z € Zy we have
1 aa—i_ej('p(x) Jal 4|aly o
0=0(z) = 5( Z ———— 2 MHNY YR, (1Y)

J 7|el
aENd |a|

- e
aeNd |

I Z \a|+1t\a|+1Y‘J‘4hm|a‘ (Oy, ﬁ)(4hm‘a|tY)> (51+S2+S3)(Z)'
€Nd ‘a’ﬂal

We will show that there exists a constant B, > 0 such that
exp{Tioe—1)r,on (1/[tY)}S1(2)| < Bullelle, pos,,» 2 € 2y

The estimates for S2 and S5 can be obtained in a similar way.
Let Cj, = C'max{h,h?" '} where C' > 0 is the constant from (}.2)". Using

(p+1)7 <2°71(p° + 1), p € N, we obtain
8



hlBI°
[tY|181|3](27 —1)7IBl”

(X +X
aeN? acN9
ll<|B]  |al>|B]

= Ch||(70||67_/2071,0,h(1175 + 12,6)7 5 6 Nd7 z G ZY'

151(2)] < Cullgle, s

Y1 o (8Y)]

BB G117 o (/27 ol
) 13]@7 =718 o lal

It remains to show that supgena [1,5 and supgena I2,5 are finite.
First we estimate /; g. Note that for || < |3, the left-hand side in (3.9) implies

18,18
(47) Plmy g

|al
la

V] o (1) < 4k P11 <
hlelm,

(4h)1Pl| |7l WTHTIB\”

=T pljo el

€ (0,1],, 8 € N4 (3.10)

Again, when 79 = 7(2°71 — 201,1 ), by (3.10) we have

(4h) I8 p1B17 S c) . (4n)BIpIBI N

B[ T -
"B‘ aENd

< =
he = plaljafmlel” — “h|g|@ T=DrEr

Hence we conclude supgena I1,5 < C exp{T(20-1_1)7 5 (4h)} < 0.
To estimate I5 3 we first note that for |a| > |3| the right-hand side in (3.9)
implies
1Y g (1)) < (1/(2hmya ) < 1/((2R) e Fmi2 =0
a7l
<
= (2h)laPl|q — B "rla=Bl"’
Set C/ = C' max{C}, C}%Pl}. Using (]\7.5), (3.11) and (4.9), for 3 € N?, we
have

€ (0,1], a,f e N&. (3.11)

RIBI” C117 | o (/27 el

<
L2p < Zd B@ DB (21)la—bljq — 27 Tla—BI7
aeN

laf>|8]
- Z h\ﬁl”(cﬁ)\a—ﬁl”(c;:)lﬁ\”,a — B[Tla=B17|g|7IAI”
- = 18|27 =D71817 (2h)la=Bl|q — B|27~ ' Tla=BI"
[¢1S
laf>|8]
(Cf/zlh)wg Z (C;L/)wg _C/// (Cf/zlh)wg
— 8T @28l (2h)lol]§|2o =D)rlol” h |3|7(27=2)IBl7

JENd
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In particular, supgend T2, < C}/ exp{T{20 —2)r,0.crn(1)} < oc.
Now, Stoke’s formula gives

(F(z 4 10), o(x)) :/KF(QZ+Z'Y)<I>(3:+Z'Y)CZ:E

d 1
+2i> Y / / 0z;®(x + itY)F(z + itY)dtdz, (3.12)
= 0 JK
and we have used the assumptions in Theorem 3.1, and inequalities (3.7) and (3.8).
Note that for H = h, (3.2) and (3.7) imply that there exists A;, > 0 such that

|F($ * iY)Q)(;L' * ZY)| < AhH(’Dng/W*l,a,h eXp{T(2"—1)T,J,h(1/|Y|)}
= Apllele, s, €K, (3.13)

where A} = A exp{T{2o —1)r,on(1/[Y])}.
Moreover, (3.2) and (3.8) imply that there exists B, > 0 such that

z; P\% ) > DrllPIE go—1 4> <j<d z Y- .
058()F(2)] < Bullglle. pr o 1<j<d z€Z (3.14)
Now (3.12), (3.13) and (3.14) implies

[(F(2 +1i0),p(2))| < Byllelle

7/20=1 5.p’

for suitable constant B, > 0. This completes the proof of the second part of theo-
rem, and the first part follows immediately.
O

Remark 3.1. In order to show that any ultradistribution f is locally (on a bounded
open set U) the sum of boundary values of analytic functions defined in the cor-
responding cone domains I';, j = 1, ..., k, one should proceed as in the classical
theory. We multiply f by a cutoff test function sy equal to 1 over U, and obtain
fo = fru equals f on U. Then we divide R™ \ {0} into regular non overlapping
cones I';o, j = 1, ..., k, dual cones of I';, and define

Fj(z) = (fo(t),/ exp{2mi(z —t)n}dn), zeR"+il';, j=1,.. k.
Fjo
Now one can get the growth conditions for £}, j = 1,..., k, and show that
k

- : ' . n
fo= Zy_}lol’r;leer](x +iy), x€R"

The details will be given in a separate contribution where we will consider LP
versions of new ultradistributions spaces similar to the corresponding ones in [2].

4. WAVE FRONT SETS

In this section we analyze wave front sets WF ;. , (u) related to the classes &, ,(U)
introduced in Section 2. We refer to [18-20, 23, 24] for properties of WF, ,(u)
when u is a Schwartz distribution.

We begin with the definition.



Definition 4.1. Let 7 > 0, 0 > 1, U open set in R? and (z¢, &) € U x RN\ {0}.
Then for u € D%na}(U) (respectively D,na)(U))’ (z0,80) & WF (- 5 (u) (resp.
(z0,80) & WF (1 4)(u)) if and only if there exists a conic neighborhood T' of &, a
compact neighborhood K of z¢, and ¢ € Dy, (U) (respectively ¢ € D, 5y (U))
such that supp ¢ C K, ¢ = 1 on some neighborhood of z(, and

[Gu(€)] < Aexp{~Tron(lE)}, €T,
for some A, h > 0 (resp. for any h > 0 there exists A > 0).
We will write WE; 5 (u) for WF (- 5y (u) or WE - 5y (u).

Remark 4.1. Note that WF, 1 (u) = WF (u), 7 > 1, are Gevrey wave font sets
investigated in [22].

Moreover (cf. [19]), for 0 < 71 < ™ and ¢ > 1 we have
WF(u) € WFr, o(u) € WFr, o(u) C [(|WFy(u) C WFA(u), ue D),

t>1
where WF 4 denotes the analytic wave front set.
Let
WE () = () WF. o (u), ue D),
>0
and

WF @) (y) = U WF,,(u), ue D).
>0
For such wave front sets we have the following corollary which is an immediate
consequence of Lemma 2.1.

Corollary 4.1. Let u € D{7HU) (resp. D'©)(U)), 0 > 1. Then (x0,&) ¢
WEi} (u) (resp. (x0,&) & WEF() (u)) if and only if there exists a conic neigh-
borhood T of &y, a compact neighborhood K of xo, and ¢ € D{"}(U ) (resp
¢ € D(U)) such that supp ¢ C K, ¢ = 1 on some neighborhood of x, and

1
In |¢]

o—1
— g AnlEl
[Pu(€)] < Al¢| (st , €T,
for some A, H > 0 (resp. for any H > 0 there exists A > 0).

We write u(z) = F(x + I"0) if u(z) is obtained as boundary value of an
analytic function F'(xz + iy) as y — 0 in I'. Recall (cf. [10])

Tp={(ecRe|y-¢>0foralyel}
denotes the dual cone of I'.
To conclude the paper we prove the following theorem.
Theorem 4.1. Let the assumptions of Theorem 3.1 hold, and let u(x) = F(x +
il'0) € D'V (U) (resp. D7 (U)). Then

WF@ (u) CU x Ty, (resp. WFH () CU x Ty).
11



More precisely, if u(x) = F(z +1i'0) € Df{T/2(,,1 U}(U) (resp. DET/20*1 J)(U))
then

WF (20 _1)r.01(u) CU xTg, (resp. WF((go_1)rq) € U x Tp).

Proof. Fix zp € U and & & T'o\{0}. Then there exist Y = (Y7,...,Yy) € T,
|Y| < 7, such that Y - &, < 0. Moreover, there exists conical neighborhood V' of &
and constant ; > 0 such that Y - £ < —v;[¢[, for all £ € V. To see that, note that
there exists B, (£p) such that Y - £ < 0 for all £ € B, (&). The assertion follows
forV.={s¢|s>0,{ € B (&)}and v = 56‘}1}5 1(—Y) &

Let7 > 0and 79 = (27 — )7 If u(z) = F(x +i['0) € D 5, (U) as in

Theorem 3.1, then

’F(Z)’ <A eXp{TTo,U,hl(l/’y‘)L z=x+1iy € Z, 4.1)
for suitable constants A, h; > 0.
Choose ¢ € Df/ 41 5 such that ¢ = 1 in a neighborhood of zy and let Zy be
as in (3.6). Then there exists ® (see (3.5)) such that

[@(2)] < A1, and |05D(2)] < Az exp{—T7 o010, (1/[tY])}, (42)

z € Zy,1 < j < d, for suitable constants Ay, Az, hy > 0.
Note that formula (3.12) implies

—

(Pu)(€) = (ula)e ™™, p(a)) = /K Flo+ iV )e €0 (0 + Y )da

d 1
+2i Y / / 00 (x + itY ) F(z +itY)e ") didy, €€ V. (4.3)
) 0 JK
Using (4.1) and (4.2) we have
|F(z +iY)®(z +iY)e T < Be il 2 e K eV, (4.4)
for some B > 0.
Moreover, for z € Zy and £ € V we have
|[F(2)0®(2)e |
< Cexp{Try o1, (1/[tY']) = Ty jar=1,60, (1/[tY]) = 21 [€]}
< C'1 eXp{—T—r 105Chy ho (1/(#}’1)) - t’Yl’f‘} < C2 e:’(p{_trﬂ-o,cr,c’hl’h2 (‘6’)}7
4.5)

for suitable constants C1, Ca, cp, hs, c;ll hy > 0, where we have used inequalities
(4.7) and (4.8).
Finally, using (4.3), (4.4) and (4.5) we obtain

(pu)(©)] < B b exp{~Tyy o (1€D}) < Brexp{~Ty, o, , (€D},

for £ € V and for suitable constant By > 0. This completes the proof. O
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APPENDIX
In the following Lemma we study 7 , , (k) in some details.

Lemma 4.1. Let h > 0, and T’ ; 5, be given by (2.1), and let TT*7 oh be given by
(2.6). Then

a) if hi < hg then T; 55, (k) < Tr 51, (k), k& > 0. Moreover, for any h > 0
there exists H > h such that

Tron(k) < T:7U7h(k) <Trou(k), k>0. 4.6)
b) for hi, hy > 0 there exists C, cp, p, > 0 such that
TT,U,hl (k) + TT,U,hz (k) S T‘r/2‘7*1,0,ch1,h2 (k) + 111 C k > 07 (47)

c) for every h > 0 there exits H > 0 such that

TT,O',H(Z) < TT,U,h(l/k) + klv kvl > 0. (4.8)

Proof. a) Notice that for arbitrary h > 0,

hP° P P° Jp 7 Jp
R 0 R s,
pr pP pr
where for the second inequality we use that for every o > 1 there exists C' > 1
such that p?» < CP°, p € N (see the proof of Proposition 2.1. in [17]). Now (4.6)
follows by putting H = Ch.

b) Let hi, ha > 0. We will use the following simple inequality
P+ <(p+9)7 <2707 +4¢°), pqeN. (4.9)

Since, B?"hd" < (hy + hy)?" 9" we conclude that b2 h < (hy + hy)®t0)’
o o o—1 o
when hy + hy > land Y k3 < (hy + hz)(1/2 JP+0)7 when 0 < hy + hy < 1.
Hence there exists 0 < ¢, < 1 such that
P7 Lp hod” k4 h o\ (p+4)7 |.p+q
hl o + ln & o é 2t (C( ! + h2) 0')71 k;'
PP qTd (p + q)7/277 D pta)

~——

where C' > 0 is constant appearing in (M.2). Now (4.7) follows after taking supre-
mums over p,q € N.

In

+InC, p,gqe N,

PLPIP
d) Recall (see [12]), there exists A > 0 such that kI = sup In . Note that

peEN P

1 o
for every o > 1 there exists 0 < C' < 1 such that - >CP, peN.
p
Then for arbitrary h > 0 we have

o

W Aaga (A'ChY"" 1P
W T 2 sup 111 T
p q p,q€N,p=q p

- ﬂo’,H(l)a kal > 07

where A" = min{1, A}. This proves (4.8). O
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Finally we discuss certain stability and embedding properties of & ,(U) given
by (2.8) and (2.9). Analogous considerations hold when the spaces D ,(U) from
(2.10) and (2.11) are considered instead.

Let ao € E(r,0)(U) (resp. ao € E(7,51(U)), where U is an open set in R<. Then
we say that

[e.9]
P(z,0) = Z aq(z)0”

laf=0

is an ultradifferentiable operators of class (7,0) (resp. {7,0}) on U if for every
K CC U there exists constant L > 0 such that for any A > 0 there exists A > 0
(resp. for every K CC U there exists h > 0 such that for any L > 0 there exists
A > 0) such that,

o

Ilel

Ja el

sup |0%aq (z)| < AR g1 o, € N%.

reK
We refer to [18] for the proof of the following continuity and embedding prop-

erties.

Proposition 4.1. a) Let P(x,0) be a differential operator of class (1, o) (resp.
{7,0}). Then P(x,0) :  &;5(U) — E.90-1 ,(U) is a continuous linear
mapping; the same holds for

P(x,0): lim &,(U) — lim &,(U).

T—00 T—00

b) Let 01 > 1. Then for every o9 > 01

lig &0, (U) = lim &0, (U).

T—00 0+
C) IfO < 11 < Ty, then
5{7—1,0}([]) — 5(7_2,0)([]) — 5{7_270}(U), o>1,
and

liﬂ g{r,a}(U) = hﬂ g(T,U)(U)7

T—00 T—00
r&l g{T,O’}(U) = 1£1 g(r,a)(U)v o>1
T—0t T—0t

Consequently we obtain that

lig &(U) < E0(U) = C¥(U), 7>0, 0> 1,

t—o00

where E,(U) is Gevrey space with index t > 1.
14
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