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THE THEOREM OF ITERATES FOR ELLIPTIC
AND NON-ELLIPTIC OPERATORS

STEFAN FURDOS AND GERHARD SCHINDL

ABSTRACT. We introduce a new approach for the study of the Problem of Iterates using the theory on
general ultradifferentiable structures developed in the last years. Our framework generalizes many of
the previous settings including the Gevrey case and enables us, for the first time, to prove non-analytic
Theorems of Iterates for non-elliptic differential operators. In particular, by generalizing a Theorem of
Baouendi and Metivier we obtain the Theorem of Iterates for analytic hypoelliptic operators of principal
type with respect to several non-analytic ultradifferentiable structures.

1. INTRODUCTION

In recent years there has been renewed interest in the Problem of Iterates, i.e. the study of vectors of
differential operators, we mention in particular [7], [8], [9], [10], 18], [20], [23], [24], [25], [26], [27], [33]
and [63]. For the history of the problem we refer to the survey [14].

The aim of this paper is to present a new approach to the Problem of Iterates using the ultradif-
ferentiable structures introduced in [55] and [56], which generalizes and unifies many of the previous
cases.

In our context an ultradifferentiable structure I is a subalgebra of smooth functions which is defined
by estimates on the derivatives of its elements. Well-known ultradifferentiable structures include the
Denjoy-Carleman classes which are given by weight sequences and the Braun-Meise-Taylor classes whose
defining data are weight functions. The latter were originally introduced by [4] and [5], but the modern
formulation of these classes was given in [I7]. The classes discussed in [55], which are determined by
weight matrices, i.e. families of weight sequences, encompass both Denjoy-Carleman classes and Braun-
Meise-Taylor classes. Other examples of ultradifferentiable spaces are the Gelfand-Shilov classes, cf. [30]
and the recently introduced LP-ultradifferentiable classes, see [32].

Then ultradifferentiable vectors of some operator P associated to the structure U are those functions
(or distributions) which satisfy the defining estimates of U for the iterates P¥ of P. Thus the Problem
of Iterates in its general form can rather casually be formulated as the following question:

Given an operator P suppose that a function (or distribution) w satisfies the defining
estimates of an ultradifferentiable structure U for the iterates P* of P. Can we conclude
that u satisfies these estimates for all derivatives?

Or more concisely, are the ultradifferentiable vectors of P with respect to U already ultradifferentiable
functions of class U? If the answer to this question is ”yes” then we say that the Theorem of Iterates
holds for the operator P and the structure U.

Our main goal is to develop a unified approach to the problem of iterates using the recent development
of the theory of general ultradifferentiable classes given in [55], [66] and in particular the microlocal theory
in [29]. This approach allows us not only to unify and generalize previously known results but also to
treat cases which have not been available in the literature up to now. In particular, in the case of principal
type operators we are able to use the technical estimate in [3] to infer the Theorem of Iterates for a wide
variety of ultradifferentiable classes, which include quasianalytic and non-quasianalytic classes. We note
that, to our knowledge, this is the first time the Theorem of Iterates is proven for a non-elliptic operator
and a non-analytic ultradifferentiable structure.

In the case of Braun-Meise-Taylor classes our main Theorem takes a relatively concise form. However,
in order to formulate it correctly, we need to recapitulate some notations: We say that a differential
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operator P defined on some open set U C R" is of principal typeE or that P is an operator with simple
real characteristics if the principal symbol pg of P satisfies

pa(e, &) + D |0, palx, &)| #0

j=1

for all (z,&) € U x R™\{0}.
A weight function in the sense of [I7] is a continuous and increasing function w : [0, 00) — [0, 00) with
w(0) = 0 which satisfies

w(2t) = O(w(t)) ast— oo, ()
logt = o(w(t)) ast— oo, (8)
Y =woexp Is convex. (v)

We set

a —+ 5 (hlal)
£l = sup [D*f(x)] e” n¥tMD,
xeV

a€eNy

where V' € U is a relatively compact subset of U, f € £(U) is a smooth functions, h > 0 and ¥ (t) :=
SUp, (st — ¢w(s)) is the conjugate function of ¢,,. The Roumieu class (of ultradifferentiable functions)
associated with w is given by

) = {f CEW): YV EU In>0 |fllyun < oo}
and the Beurling class associated to w is

£@)(U) = {f CEWU): YV EUYR>0 |[fllyun< oo}.

Similarly, for a partial differential operator P of order d with analytic coefficients we set

U, p) = {u eD(U): VVEU3Ih>0 |uf,,< oo}
and

EDUsP) = {ueD(U): YV eUVh>0 |ullf,, <o},
where

||“H€,w,h _ ::RII)O HPk“HLZ(v) e*%@i;(hdk)_

Our main result in the case of weight functions is:

Theorem 1.1. Let U C R"™ be an open set and P a hypoelliptic operator of principal type with analytic
coefficients in U. Furthermore assume that w is a weight function satisfying

3H >0: w(t?) =O(w(Ht)) t— . (2)
Then
el U; Py = (D),
EWNU; P) = EW)(U).

We may note that the condition (E]) has appeared in various applications of Braun-Meise-Taylor
classes, e.g. in the study of global pseudodifferential operators in [2].

We follow here the classic definition, see e.g. [68] and the references therein. It sometimes does not agree with the
definition of principal type operators given in modern treatises, for example in [38, Chapter 26].
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1A. Preliminaries. We denote by N = {1,2,...} the set of positive integers and by Ng = NU {0} the
set of non-negative integers. Furthermore U C R™ is always an open set. In this paper we focus on linear
differential operators with analytic coefficients, i.e.

P(x,D) = Z aq () D™

lal<d

with a, € A(U). We use here the convention Dj = —id,,. Then the symbol of P is

p(z,§) = Z aa ()€

lal<d

and

pa(@,8) = 3 au(z)e”

|a]=d
is the principal symbol of P. The characteristic set of P is given by
Char P = {(x,&) € U x R"\{0} : pa(z,&) =0}.

Hence Char(P) = () if and only if P is elliptic.
We say that a distribution u € D/(U) is an analytic vector of the operator P if for any V' € U there
are constants C, h > 0 such that
1P

ull oy < CRK!

for all k € Ng. We write A(U; P) for the space of analytic vectors of P. In [43] and [46] it was shown
separately that if P is elliptic then A(U; P) = A(U). A similar result was proven in [53] for elliptic
systems of vector fields.

We can consider this problem in a more general setting, if we replace the factor k! in the estimate
above by e.g. (k!)*. Recall that a smooth function f € £(U) is an s-Gevrey function, s > 1, if for all
V € U there are constants C, h > 0 such that

sup | D f(z)] < Chlel(|a))?, Va e Ny,

zeV
The space of s-Gevrey functions on U is denoted by G*(U). Analogously, an s-Gevrey vector u of P is
a distribution u € D’(U) which satisfies the estimate

[PEull oy < CRE(RY®.
We denote the space of s-Gevrey vectors of P by G*(U; P) and if P is elliptic then G*(U; P) = G*(U)
for all s > 1 according to [I1].

In fact, Métivier [52, Theorem 1.2] showed that the ellipticity of an analytic differential operator P
can be characterized by the regularity of its non-analytic Gevrey vectors: If s > 1 then P is elliptic if
and only if G*(U; P) = G*(U).

Clearly the Problem of Iterates is closely related to other regularity questions of the operator P, see
e.g. [I4]. This connection has been extensively studied for operators with constant coefficients, see for
example [6], [§], [10], [42] and [54]. However, in the wake of Métivier’s Theorem the study of vectors of
a differential operator with variable coefficients has mainly split into two directions:

e If P is elliptic then the Theorem of Iterates has been proven for a large class of ultradifferentiable
structures: e.g. for Denjoy-Carleman classes in [I3], for Braun-Meise-Taylor classes in [9], for
Gelfand-Shilov classes in [I9] and for Li-ultradifferentiable functions in [33]. In particular, in
[13] a microlocal elliptic Theorem of Iterates for Denjoy-Carleman classes is proven: If u is an
ultradifferentiable vector of P with respect to a weight sequence M then WF ;v € Char P,
where WF ) u denotes the ultradifferentiable wavefront set of u with respect to M introduced
by [35].

e If P is non-elliptic then it might still be possible to show that analytic vectors are analytic, cf.
the surveys [I4] and [23]. For non-analytic Gevrey vectors one tries to determine the loss of
regularity in terms of the Gevrey scale (G®)s. More precisely, we want to find for each s > 1
some s’ > s such that every s-Gevrey vector is an s’-Gevrey function. This approach was used
for example in [3], [12], [14] and [23].



The simplest class of non-elliptic operators with variable coefficients are the operators of principal
type. The main result on Gevrey vectors of principal type operators is the following result of Baouendi
and Métivier [3, Theorem 1.3]: If P is a hypoelliptic operator of principal type with analytic coefficients
in U C R” then for each V' € U there is some § > 0 such that for all s > 1 we have that every s-Gevrey
vector u of P in U is an s’-Gevrey function in V' where s’ = (ds — 0)/(d — 9).

In this paper we are going to generalize the result of Baouendi and Métivier using the new theory
on ultradifferentiable structures defined by weight matrices introduced in [55] which in turn will yield
the Theorem of Iterates for hypoelliptic operators of principal type with respect to ultradifferentiable
structures given by certain weight matrices. For example, the following observation was the starting
point of this paper: The prototypical example of a nontrivial weight matrix is the Gevrey matrix

&= {G* = ((k)*),: s>1}.

For a discussion of the properties of & we refer to [55, Section 5]. The Roumieu classes of ultradifferen-
tiable functions and vectors associated to & are

MUY ={fec&U): YVWeU3Is>1: fegG(V)}
and
N U, P)={ueD(U): VVeU3Is>1: uecG (V;P)},
respectively, whereas the Beurling classes are given by
E@NU)={fe&U): VWeUVs>1: feg (V)}
= (g )

s>1
and
E@U;P)={ueD(U): YVeUVs>1:ueG*V;P)}
s>1
respectively.

Proposition 1.2. Let P be a hypoelliptic partial differential operator of principal type with analytic
coefficients on an open set U C R™. Then

g, Py = o).

Notation 1.3. Throughout the article, we are going to use the convention that [¥] = {x}, (%) where
* = M, M, w.

Proof of Proposition [L2. Since G*(U) C G*(U; P) for all s > 1, cf. [I4], it is enough to show £®}(U; P) C
ENU). 1t uw € @) (U; P) then u € G+ (U; P) for all 0 > 0. For V € U we have that u|y € G (V)
by [3| Theorem 1.3] where ¢’ = (d(c + 1) —§)/(d—0) — 1 = do/(d — ) for some 6 > 0 depending on the
operator and V. Thence uly € (<, G (V) = E@)(V) for all V € U and therefore u € £®)(U).

If u € E1®}(U; P) then for every V € U there is some s > 1 such that u|y € G5(V; P). [3, Theorem
1.3] implies that for every W & V there is some s’ > 1 such that u|w € G¥(W). It follows that
u € EHU). O

The concept of weight matrix was introduced in [55] in order to deal simultaneously with Denjoy-
Carleman classes and Braun-Meise-Taylor classes. It is well known that the Gevrey classes can be realized
as Denjoy-Carleman classes or as Braun-Meise-Taylor classes, but in general weight sequences and weight
functions describe different classes, cf. [16].

The theory of weight matrices allows us to deal with countable intersections and also countable
unions (in the sense of germs) of Denjoy-Carleman classes, which will be of some importance in our
considerations. For example, EL®] (U) can neither be described as Denjoy-Carleman classes nor as Braun-
Meise-Taylor classes, cf. [55, Theorem 5.22].

Weight matrices have been used to generalize and unify results regarding ultradifferentiable classes
in various areas, see e.g. [39], [57], [58] or [59]. In particular, in [29] we defined the ultradifferentiable
wavefront set associated with classes given by weight matrices and generalized and unified results on the
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wavefront set for Denjoy-Carleman classes proved in [28] and [35] and for Braun-Meise-Taylor classes in
.

As we have seen, we can associate to each weight matrix (or weight sequence or weight function) two
different ultradifferentiable classes, the Roumieu class and the Beurling class, respectively. Since the
Gevrey classes are Roumieu classes, such spaces have been mainly studied as for example in [I3]. But
when both Roumieu and Beurling classes have been considered, there seems to be no much difference
regarding the results obtained, see e.g. [7], [10] or also Theorem [[T] above. Nevertheless, we will notice
that in the case of weight matrices there is occasionally a difference between the Beurling and the
Roumieu case when we regard vectors of a non-elliptic operator.

1B. Outline of the paper. We want to present in this paper a throughout introduction to the theory
of ultradifferentiable vectors associated to weight matrices. In Section [2] we recall for the convenience of
the reader the definitions and facts from the theory of weight matrices we are going to need, including
some statements concerning the ultradifferentiable wavefront set, which have not been explicitly stated
in [29). Then we show in Section [l that the microlocal theory in [I3] can be extended to classes given by
weight matrices. In particular we prove the elliptic Theorem of Iterates for these classes. We should note
that the restriction to analytic operators allows us to work with rather weak conditions on the weight
matrix. In fact, we require only that the associated classes are invariant under the action of analytic
differential operators and under the composition with analytic diffeomorphisms.

Next we want to generalize Proposition to other weight matrices. In order to do so we introduce
in Section M] the notion of ultradifferentiable scales, which can be considered as a special kind of weight
matrices. This allows us to extend [3] Theorem 1.3] (i.e. Theorem [.5]) and Proposition [[.2] (cf. Theorem
[47) to ultradifferentiable scales and their associated weight matrices, respectively. We will see that
many families of weight sequences, which have been studied previously in the literature, constitute
ultradifferentiable scales, including the scale (N9),~1 of ¢-Gevrey sequences which are given by N}/ = q’€2
and the scale (B*),>¢ given by By = k!(log(k + €))**.

In Section [{ the proof of Theorem [ILT] and especially condition () are discussed. Furthermore, we
discuss in the second part of this section how the exact definition of ultradifferentiable scales is tied to the
rather precise estimates obtained in [3] and how to modify it for the study of vectors of other operators.

In the final section we have included some selected topics. In Subsection we observe that the
theory of ultradifferentiable scales developed in Section ] can also be applied to generalize the results of
[21]. Subsection explores for which weight sequences M the associated weight function wns satisfies
(E). In the next subsection we take a first look at vectors determined by a family of weight functions.
We close the paper with the proof of the following variant of [52, Theorem 1.2], where EN"}(U) and
EN"}(U; P) are the Roumieu class and the space of Roumieu vectors of P associated with the weight
sequence N9, respectively.

Theorem 1.4. Let P be a differential operator with analytic coefficients in U and ¢ > 1. Then the
following statements are equivalent:

(1) P is elliptic.
(2) ENHU; P) =N (U).

2. ULTRADIFFERENTIABLE CLASSES

2A. Weight matrices. A sequence M = (M} )kren, of positive numbers is a weight sequence if it is

normalized, i.e. My = 1, limg_, o0 (M})'/* = 0o and logarithmically convex, i.e.
2
(My)” < My—1Mi4a (2.1)
for all £ € N. Note that for any such weight sequence M we have
MMy < Mjyg, Js k € No. (2.2)

We are also going to use frequently the sequence my = My /k!.
For a weight sequence M, a bounded open set V' C R™ and a constant h > 0 we set

|Df ()]
f = sup —V———-—, fell).
[ ”\/,M,h i h‘“'”m (V)

aeNy

We define the Roumieu class (over an open set U C R™) associated to M as
cMN ) = {f CEW): YV EU Ih>0: |flymn < oo}
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whereas the Beurling class associated with M is
£ (1) = {f CEWU): YV EUYh>0: |Ifllyan < oo} :

Clearly, the vector space EMI(U) is an algebra with respect to the pointwise multiplication, due to (Z3).

Recall that a subspace E C £(U) is said to be quasianalytic if F' contains no non-trivial functions of
compact support, i.e. END(U) = {0}. In the case of Denjoy-Carleman classes £MI(U) quasianalyticity
is characterized by the Denjoy-Carleman theorem (see e.g. [30]):

Theorem 2.1. Let M be a weight sequence. The space S[M](U) is quasianalytic if and only if

o0

> M _ . (2.3)

M,
o Mk+1

We say that the sequence M is quasianalytic if it satisfies (Z3]). Otherwise M is non-quasianalytic.
If M and N are two sequences we write

M<N «— Vk e Ng: Mg < Ng,

1/k
M<N e (%&) is bounded for k — oo,

1/k
MAaN <= (%—:) — 0if k — oo,

and M ~ N when M < N and N < M. We recall that £MI(U) € £N(U) if M < N and EIMH(U) C
EM)(U) when M <1 N.

For later use we note the following result in the spirit of [45, Lemma 6]. Throughout the paper, if not
indicated otherwise, we are going to consider the constants appearing in the proofs to be generic, that
is they may change their value from line to line.

Lemma 2.2. Let M be a weight sequence and L' be a sequence with Ly =1 and G* < L' <M. Then
there is a weight sequence N such that

L' <N<M.

Proof. For each h > 0 we denote by C} the smallest constant C' > 0 such that
Lj, < Ch*Mj,

holds for all k£ € Nyg. We define a new sequence L by setting

Lk := inf ChhkMk
h>0

Clearly L' < L. If we put pg = My/My—1 and A\, = Li/Li—1 for k € N then we recall from [45] Lemma
6] that py/Ax is increasing and unbounded.

Set
Vg = max{,/uk, 1I£g‘agxk )\j}
for k € N and define the sequence N by Ny = 1 and

k
Nk = H vj
j=1

if K € N. The sequence vy, is increasing since py, is increasing, thence N satisfies (2.I)). It is easy to see
that L < N and therefore k < C'{¥/N}, for some constant C' > 0 independent of k& € N. It follows that N
is a weight sequence since (Ny)Y/* > (M) /2.

It remains to prove N <« M. For this it is enough to show

lim 2% —o.
k—oo g
We have )
Vi -3 —1
Zk _ s
o maX{(Mk) () max g}

for all k € N. For each € > 0 there has to exist k. € N such that Ay /ur < e for all k£ > k.. Hence

2 < e ) 7.2 ) g
S e (i) 2., (e  max

and thus ﬁf: < ¢ for large enough k. O



Following [29] we say that a weight sequence M is semiregular if

lim {/my = oo (2.4)

k—o0
3C>0VEkeNy: My <CHLM,. (2.5)
Observe that (2.4) implies that for all v > 0 there is some constant C' > 0 such that
kP < Cyk My (2.6)

Remark 2.3. If M is a weight sequence then A(U) ¢ EMI(U) if and only if M satisfies (Z4). On the
other hand, if M satisfies (23] then £M(U) is closed under derivation, i.e. if f € EMI(U) then also
9;f € EMI(U) for all 1 < j < n. We may also note that (ZF) is equivalent to

3C>0 YkeNy: mpyp1 <CFlmy.

If M is semiregular then M is closed under composition with analytic mappings, that is, if ® : U — V/
is an analytic mapping between two open sets U C R™ and V' C R™2 then for all f € £MI(V) we have
fo® e MUY, cf. [36] and [29], respectively.

Ezxample 2.4. We present some examples of weight sequences, which will appear throughout the paper.
(1) The Gevrey class of order s > 1 is defined by the semiregular non-quasianalytic weight sequence
G* = (G3)r = (k!*)k. Note that G* < G! if and only if s < .
(2) Let g,7 > 1 be two parameters. The weight sequence L%" = (L{"); defined by L{" = klg¥" is
semiregular if and only if » < 2. Observe that for all ¢,r,s > 1 we have G®* << L%". Furthermore
Lm0 g L™ if rg < 11 and qo, ¢1 > 1 arbitrary or if 7o =1 and 1 < o < ¢1.
(3) Let ¢ > 0. The semiregular weight sequence B® = (BY)y given by BY = k!(log(k + €))% is
quasianalytic if and only if o < 1, cf. [64].
(4) We can generalize the previous example, cf. [47]: For j € N we define the function log"”) recur-
sively by
logV(t) = log t, loglU+ ) (1) = log (log(j) t)), t large enough.
Furthermore set e = e and e+ = e(¢”).
We consider the 2-parameter family of semiregular weight sequences B/?, j € N, o > 0, given
by
57 — 11 (10g) DN
By k! (1og (k+e )) .
We have that B = B and B77 is quasianalytic when j > 2. If j; < jo then B2 <« BJt'" for
any o,7 > 0 and B¥»? <« B for 0 < 7.
A weight matrix 9t is a family of weight sequences such that for each pair M, N € 9t we have either
M < N or N < M. The Roumieu class associated with the weight matrix 9 is

s () = {f CEW): YV EU IMeMIh>0: |flymp < oo}
and the corresponding Beurling class is defined by
£ (1) = {f CEWU): YV EUYMEMYE>0: |fllymy < oo}.

Observe that ETV(U) = MNypeor EM(U) and M = Upgeon €™ in the sense of germs. It follows
that E™I(U) is an algebra due to the definition of the weight matrix.
Let 9 and 9 be two weight matrices. We define
M{<IN = VYMeMINeN:M=<N,
ME=)N = VYNeRNIMeM:M<N,
M{<ON = VYMeMVYNeN:MaN.

Furthermore we write [~]91 if M[=<]N and N[=]M. Tt follows that EP(U) C EPY(U) if M[<]M and
M) C £OV(U) if M{<)N.

For each weight matrix 9% there exists a countable weight matrix £ by [29, Lemma 2.5] such that
M[~]L, ie. EMN(U) = EEN(U). Tt follows that £{™}(U) is non-quasianalytic if and only if there is some
non-quasianalytic sequence M € 90t. On the other hand £™)(U) is non-quasianalytic if and only if all
sequences M € 9 are non-quasianalytic, see [61, Sect. 4]. We should note that in the last statement in
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particular the fact that 91 is equivalent to a countable weight matrix is important: The intersection of
uncountably many non-quasianalytic Denjoy-Carleman classes might be quasianalytic, cf. [15].
Combined with Remark 223 we moreover conclude that A(U) € EP(U) when

VM e 9 : kli}rr;o &my; = oo. (2.7)
A weight matrix 9 is called R-semiregular if 91 satisfies ([2.7]) and
VMeMINeMIC>0: My <CHING, k € Ny, (2.8)
and B-semiregular if (Z.7) and
YNeMIMeMIC>0: My <CFING, k € Ny, (2.9)

hold. We say that 9 is semiregular if the matrix is R- and B-semiregular. We also write [semiregular]
when we mean R-semiregular or B-semiregular depending on the case considered.

Remark 2.5. We list here some consequences of the conditions above.
(1) Let 9 be a weight matrix. The spaces EP(U) and ™) (U) are closed under derivation when
M satisfies (ZF) or ZT), respectively. If 91 is [semiregular] then £ is closed under composition
with analytic mappings, see [29, Theorem 2.9]. Hence, if X is an analytic manifold, then £™(X)
is well defined.
(2) If £ € Nis fixed and M, N are two weight sequences satisfying M, < v*+¢ Ny, for some constant
v > 0 independent of k € Ny then there are constants C, h > 0 such that

ke i
(Mk) k- < Ch"Ng, ke N. (210)
Indeed, it follows from (ZI)) that the sequence ((Ly)'/*), is increasing for any weight sequence
L. Thus we have
(Mk>1/k < (MkJre)l/(kJrl) < ,Y(Nk>1/(k+€)
for all kK € N.
Hence if M is a weight matrix satisfying (2.8]) then by iterating ([Z.8) we obtain for each
M € M and ¢ € N there are N € 9t and constants C, h > 0 such that (ZI0) holds. Similarly
for a weight matrix 9t with (Z9) we have that for all N € 9t and ¢ € N there exist M € 9t and

C, h > 0 satisfying (Z10).
(3) An equivalent condition to ([2.8) is
VMeMINeM IC>0: mppr <CFlnp  kEeN,.

Similarly, we can without loss of generality replace in ([Z.9) Myy1 and Ny by miy1 and ng,
respectively.

Example 2.6. Here are some families of weight matrices which will play a prominent role later on.

(1) The Gevrey matrix & = {G* : s > 1} is semiregular. Both spaces £[®}(U) are non-quasianalytic
and furthermore we have the identity £(®)(U) = N,., 16 H(U) = N,., G°(U) since G* < G*
for s < t, cf. [55].

(2) Using the sequences L?" we can define two families of semiregular matrices:

Qr={L"":q¢>1} r>1,
RI={L" :r > 1} qg>1

Since L9070 L2 for ry > 1o and all go, ¢1 > 1 we have that R9[~|RY for any ¢,¢ > 1. Hence
if we set % = R then EMN(U) = EYI(U) for all ¢ > 1. Furthermore Q7[<]Q" for all r < r/
and R(=)Q" and Q"{=<}AR for all r > 1. We note finally that &{<1)R.

(3) For j € N consider the semiregular weight matrix B89 = {B%? : ¢ > 0}. Then the spaces

5(%1)(U) and 5[%j](U), j > 2, are quasianalytic and 5{%1}(U) is non-quasianalytic.
Analogously to above we set
J":{Bj"’:jGN}, o> 0.

Then J7(=X)B77 for all j € N and o > 0. Clearly we have also that 371 (=)J°2 for all 01,09 > 0
and finally J°{~}{B'?} for any o > 0.

Notation 2.7. We say that f is an ultradifferentiable function of class [¥] in U, * = M, 9, w, if f € EX(U).
8



2B. Weight functions. In this section we discuss briefly the relationship between weight functions and
weight matrices, as described in [55].

Recall that a weight function w : [0,00) — [0,00) in the sense of [I7] is continuous, increasing,
w(0) = 0, w(t) — oo and satisfies the conditions (@), (B) and (y). If o, 7 are two weight functions then
we write

o1 = 71(t)=0(c(t)) ift— oo,
odT = 7(t)=o0(c(t)) ift— 0.
It follows that £I°/(U) C ETN(U) if 0 < 7 and o <1 7 implies E17H(U) C £ (U). We write w ~ o when
w=<o0cand o< w.
Remark 2.8. (1) Tt is well known that the weight function t!/* generates the Gevrey class of order
s, ie. G5(U) = E}(U) and in particular, for s = 1, A(U) = GL(U) = EMH(U) is the space

of analytic functions. It follows that if w is a weight function such that w(t) = o(t*) for some
0 < a <1 then

gl (u) c eX().
(2) In general, weight sequences and weight functions describe distinct spaces, see [16].
(3) The space £&/(U) is quasianalytic if and only if

w(t)
/t—2 dt = co. (2.11)

1

We say that a weight function w is quasianalytic if w satisfies (ZII) and non-quasianalytic
otherwise. If w is non-quasianalytic then w(t) = o(t) for t — cc.

According to [I7] we can without loss of generality assume that w vanishes on [0,1]. Then the Young
conjugate ¢ (t) = sup,~q(st — v (s)) of ¢, = w o exp is convex, increasing, ¢’ (0) = 0 and ¢’ = ¢,,.
Furthermore both functions

0L (t)

and tv—>T

Pu(t)
t

are increasing on [0, 0o).

Definition 2.9. Let w be a weight function such that w|jg 1 = 0. The associated weight matrix 2 =
{W* = (W) : A >0} to w is given by

W2 =exp [\ 1oL (Me)] - (2.12)

We summarize the basic properties of 27 from [55, Section 5]: First, each sequence W* is a weight
sequence and 27 satisfies

Wf\+k < WJ»QAW;?A (2.13)
for all j,k € Ny and all A > 0. We note that 2I3) implies (2.8) and (2.9). Furthermore we have
Vh>13A>1V(>03D>1VjeNy: WW <DW? (2.14)

From (2.14) we obtain that

g[w](U) - g[‘m](U)
as topological vector spaces. Finally, w(t) = o(t) if and only if
1k

li A=

o, ()7 = o0

for all A > 0, where w) = W /k!.

Proposition 2.10. (1) Let w be a weight function with w(t) = o(t) when t — oo. Then the associ-

ated weight matrix is semiregular.
(2) If o, T are two weight functions with associated weight matrices &, T then o ~ 7 if and only if
S{=}T and 6(~)%.

Ezample 2.11. Let s > 1. If we consider the associated weight matrix 2% = {W"* : X\ > 0} of the

weight function w,(t) = (max{0,logt})® then we observe that after a reparametrization of the matrix we

have W,;\’s = e where r = s/(s — 1), i.e. the parameters s and r are conjugated: < + 1 =1, see [57,
9



subsection 5.5]. If ¢ = e then clearly W»* < L9" and it is easy to see that L%" < W5 when A < N,
It follows that 20°[~]Q". Hence

gy =),  Lylon,

2C. The ultradifferentiable wavefront set. The ultradifferentiable wavefront set for Roumieu classes
given by weight sequences was introduced in [35]. In [I] the wavefront set was defined in the case of
weight functions. These definitions have been generalized by [29] to the category of classes given by
weight matrices.

For the convenience of the reader we recall from [29] the definition of the wavefront set associated to
classes given by weight matrices. We give also a summary of the results we need later on, observing in
particular that, in analogy to the results of [35] in the case of a single weight sequence, semiregularity of
the weight matrix is sufficient for the ultradifferentiable microlocal elliptic regularity Theorem to hold
for operators with analytic coefficients; a fact that was not explicitly stated in [29] because in that paper
we worked in a more general setting.

We define the Fourier transform of a distribution u € £'(U) to be

a(€) = F(u)(€) = (u(x),e)

where the bracket on the right-hand side denotes the distributional action.

Definition 2.12. Let 9t be a weight matrix, u € D'(U) and (o, &) € U x R"\{0}. Then
(1) (w0,&0) ¢ WF ony u iff there exist a neighborhood V' of g, a conic neighborhood T' of &y, and a
bounded sequence (uy)r C E'(U) with ug|y = uly such that for some M € 9t and a constant
h > 0 we have k| |
1% |an(€)
sup ———— < 00, 2.15
56113 hk M, (2.15)
keN
(2) (w0,80) & WF (9p) u iff there exist a neighborhood V' of x, a conic neighborhood I' of £, and a
bounded sequence (ug)r C E'(U) with ug|y = u|y such that (ZI5) is satisfied for all M € 9
and all A > 0.

The basic properties of the ultradifferentiable wavefront set are summarized in the following Proposi-
tion.

Proposition 2.13 ([29, Proposition 5.4(1)—(4)]). Let M, 0N be weight matrices and w € D' (U). Then
the following statements hold:

(1) WFjonj u is a closed subset of U x R™"\{0} which is conic in the second variable.
If we assume that 9 satisfies additional conditions then we can show more properties of WF oy u:

Proposition 2.14 (|29, Proposition 5.6(1)]). Let M be a weight matrix satisfying 1) and v € D'(U).
We have

WFamyu= (| WFanu and WFemu= ] WFupu.
Mem Mem
Similar to the smooth category we define the [9]-singular support sing SUpPP{o) U of a distribution
u € D'(U) as the complement of the largest subset V' C U such that u|y € (V). We have

Proposition 2.15 ([29, Proposition 5.4(6)]). Let 9 be a [semiregular] weight matriz and u € D'(U).
Then

m (WF[gm] u) = sing supppoy v
where w1 : U x R"\{0} — U is the projection to the first variable.

It is possible to choose the distributions uy in Definition L12]in a special manner. For our purpose a
simplified version of [29, Lemma 5.3] is sufficient:

Lemma 2.16. Let M be [semiregqular], u € D' (U), K C U a compact subset and F C R™\ {0} a closed
cone such that
WF[gm]uﬂK x F =10.
10



Furthermore assume that xx € D(U) is a sequence of functions with common support in K and for all
a € N there are constants Cy, ho > 0 such that

|Da+ﬂxk| < Cah‘flkwl, 18] < k.
If 1 is the order of u near K then the sequence (xru)k is bounded in E"*(K) and

(1) in the Roumieu case we have

sup €1 1F (xr) (€)] < CHF M (2.16)

for some M € MM and C, h > 0.
(2) In the Beurling case for all M € 9 and all h > 0 there is C = Cwm,p, such that the estimate

(ZIG) holds.

Lemma [ZT6] allows us directly to generalize the proof of [35] Theorem 5.4] in order to show the
microlocal elliptic regularity theorem for classes given by weight matrices and operators with analytic
coefficients. For a more general version see [29, Theorem 7.1].

Theorem 2.17. Let P be a differential operator with analytic coefficients on U and M be a [semiregular]
weight matriz. Then we have

WF o) Pu € WFgp) u € WEF gy (Pu) U Char P
for all uw € D'(U).

3. ULTRADIFFERENTIABLE VECTORS

3A. Microlocal theory. The aim of this section is to generalize the microlocal theory presented in [13]
to the setting of weight matrices. In order to accomplish this we have to use a more generalized notion
of vectors than the one from Section [I} For this we need to recall some notions.

Let 0 € R. We denote the Sobolev space of order o by H?(R™), which is equipped with the norm

lol, = ( [+ 1607 lacer d£>% |

The localized Sobolev space H[ _(U) consists of those distributions g € D’(U) which satisfy ¢g €

H°(R") for all ¢ € D(U). It is a locally convex space whose topology is given by the seminorms

g llegll, -
A different seminorm on Hf _(U) is
9/l 7o vy = nf{[|G]l, : G € H*(R™), Glv = g} (3.1)
where V € U.

Definition 3.1. Let 9 be a weight matrix, P = {P,..., P} a system of differential operators of order
d;, 5 =1,...,¢, with analytic coefficients in the open set U C R" and 0 € R. If V € U, M € 9 and
h > 0 then we set

e, = sup
V’M7h kENO hdaMda
ag{l,... 03"

where P* = P,, ... P,,, do = doy, + -+ + da, and v € D'(U) such that P*u € H{ (U) for all a €

{1,...,£}* and k € Ny. In the case k = 0 we use the convention {1,...,¢}° =0 and dy = 0. We set
M (U, P) = {u eD'(U): YV eU3IMeM3h>0: |lulyi, < oo} ,

‘F;:({\Aﬁ < oo} .

An element of EM(U;P) = (J, ELM](U; P) is called an ultradifferentiable vector of class [90] (or an

[90t]-vector) of the system P. We also define EW](U; P) to be the space of those distributions u € D'(U)

loc

such that for all 2y € U there is a neighborhood V' of xg such that uly € EPU(V;P). If P = { P} consists
of a single operator then we write E™(U; P) = EP(U; P).

EMWU,P) ={ueD(U): YV eUYMeMVA>0: |u

Proposition 3.2. Let MM, N be weight matrices and P be a system of analytic differential operators.
Then the following holds:

(1) If M[=]IN then EPN(U; P) C EPY(U; P).
11



(2) If M{<)N then EH(U;P) C EOV(U;P).
(3) If M satisfies @) then EPN(U) C EMN(U; P).
Proof. It M{<}M and V € U are given then for all M € 9 and all h > 0 there are N € 9t and ', C > 0
such that
HUHVN w<C HUHVM h
for w € D'(U). Hence (1) holds in the Roumieu case. The proofs of the other statements in (1) and (2)
are similar.
In order to show (3), recall that (217) implies that for all M € 9t and all v > 0 there is a constant
C > 0 such that
k' < C’ykMk, k € Np.
We may also note that if Q = Zlﬂ\ﬁd ag(z)D? is an operator with analytic coefficients in U then for
each V &€ U we can find constants C,r > 0 such that

|D%ag(x)| < Crlolall, z€V,aeNy.
This means that for f € £} (U), and o € NP we can estimate in V € U that

sup|DO‘Qf <c Z Z ( ) |a_o‘/‘|a—a’|!h‘o‘/+BlM‘a/+ﬁ|

|B|<d o’ <a
S350 SN (i Ll M
B]<da’<a
< 2ol Z h\al-lr\BlM'aHml
|8]1<d

< C(2h) M) 4 1a

for some weight sequence M € 2 and h > 1. Iterating this argument we conclude that there are a
weight sequence M € 90t and constants C, h > 0 such that, when a € {1, .. .E}k, k € N, we have

sup [P f(z)| < Ch M,_,
zeV

where P% and d, are defined as in Definition B.]l Therefore
||Paf||L2(v) < ChdaMda

for some constants C, h > 0 independent of & € N and o € {1,...,¢}* and hence f € E™}H(U;P).
If fe EM(U) and V € U then we define a sequence L’ <t M by setting

L} = max {k!, sup sup |D0‘f(:13)|} :
eV |a|<k

According to Lemma for each M € 90 there is a weight sequence N such that G! < L' < N <M
and by construction we have that there are constants v > 0 and C' > 0 such that

|Daf(z>| SCVM‘N\M; QENS’
for x € V. We obtain

sup |IDQf(z)| < C Z Z ( ) la—o| |a_al|!7|a/_B|N|af+5\

B1<d &' <a
Bl<do’<a
|| +]8]
<C Y RTING g
|B|<d

al+d
< O N 1a.
Thence for each M € 9t and h > 0 there is a constant C > 0 such that
sup [D*Qf (x)] < ChI*H My 4q.
eV

From this estimate it follows in the same manner as in the Roumieu case that f € £ (U;P). O
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Remark 3.3. Traditionally, the L?-norm is mainly used in the definition of vectors, but in the litera-
ture the norm in the definition of vectors is chosen according to the techniques used in the paper in
question, see e.g. the discussion in [I4]. We have already mentioned that Definition Bl is more general
than the definition of vectors used in Section [l because, as we will see in a moment, Definition B.1] is
microlocalizable, cf. [I3] and [12].

However, cf. [14], if the system P = {Py,..., Py} is subelliptic, that is for each V' € U there is € > 0
such that for all o € R the estimate

14
lell,re < C | NBN, + el | »eDV), (3.2)

j=1
holds for some C' > 0, then we obtain that
eFN(U;P) = (U5 P)
for all o € R when 90 is [semiregular].
Indeed, if u € E,Lm](U; P) then by definition P*u € HY (U) for all a. It is well known that (3:2))
implies therefore u € E(U) = H2(U), see e.g. [37] or [66]. Furthermore, Egm](U; P) C Efm](U; P) for

loc

7 < o since ||g||, < |g]|, for all g € H7(R™).
If now V and W are two open sets with V€ W &€ U then (B2)) implies that

14
1wy < C | S IR oy + 1oy |+ F € E), (3.2)
j=1
where ¢ is the subellipticity index of W, see[Al
We suppose for a moment that M, N € 91 are two weight sequences for which there exists a constant
~ > 1 such that

Myq < AN, k € No. (3.3)
If we combine ([3.27) with (B3] we conclude that
P,o+ P,o
lully'xs < Cluly i,

for u € E(U).
If 9t is B-semiregular and u € £ (U; P) then by definition

P,o
[ullyna,n < o0
forall V e U, all M € 99t and all h > 0. Thence, by the above arguments we can conclude that actually
P,o
ullyvn <o
forall Ve U, all M € O, all h > 0 and every o € R, that is
EFV(U;P) = EFV(U;P)

T

for all o,7 € R. The Roumieu case follows similarly.

We are now able to begin to extend the microlocal theory developed in [I3] for Roumieu vectors
given by a semiregular weight sequence of an operator with analytic coefficients to vectors associated
to a [semiregular] weight matrix. We follow mainly the presentation given in [12]. We start with a
characterization of the property of being a vector by the Fourier transform.

Theorem 3.4. Let P be a differential operator of order d with analytic coefficients in U, u € D'(U),
xg € U and M be a weight matriz. Then
(1) u € EM(V; P) for some neighborhood V' of xo if and only if there are a neighborhood W of xo
and a sequence fi, € E'(U) such that fi|lw = (P*u) |w and

‘fk(g)] < ChF Mg (1 +1€))", Ve ER”, (3.4)

for a sequence M € 9 and some constants C;h > 0 and v € R.

(2) u € EM(V; P) for some neighborhood V' of xo if and only if there are a neighborhood W of xq,
a sequence fi, € E'(U) and a constant v € R such that fylw = (P*u)|w and for all M € M and
every h > 0 there is some C > 0 so B.4) is satisfied.
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Proof. We begin with the Roumieu case. Hence suppose that u € &im} (V; P) for some neighborhood V'
of 29 and o € R. Following [12] let W2 @ W3 € V be two neighborhoods of xy and choose ¢, € D(W7)
with ¥ = ¢ and p = 1 in Wa. If we set fr = @P*u then fy € £(V) and fr = P*u in Wy. Furthermore

’fk(f)‘ = |F (veP*u) (¢)] = (2710” o * F (P ) (€)|
= (Qi)n /Rn(l + 1) 7@€ — )L+ )7 F (¢P*u) (n) dn‘

1
2
< NP ul oy [ 1+ 1D 1606 =l )

1
2
< CYP ]| oy (116D 77 ( / =) e~ )P dn)

< CR*Mar(1+ 1€D)77 1]l 1o @)
< Ch* Mg (14 [¢])"

for some M € 9 and some constants A > 0 and v = —o.

On the other hand assume that there is a sequence fi, € £'(U) and a neighborhood V of xy such that
frlv = P*uly and ([B.4) holds for some M € 9 and constants C,h,v > 0. Now let 0 < —v — (n +1)/2.
Then we obtain for every W C V that

||Pku||Ho(W) < ka”HU(]R")

— ([ a+ie

1
< O My, < [ gy d§> ’

< C'h* My,

o) d&)%

for some C’ > 0 since o was chosen appropriately.
The Beurling case follows in a similar manner. ([

In the definition of the wavefront set of iterates the estimate (3.4) will correspond to ([ZI3). The
following statement is going to provide a correspondence of the boundedness of the sequence uy in
Definition 2.12]

Proposition 3.5 ([I2, Proposition 1.6]). Let w € D'(U), P be an analytic partial differential operator
of order d and K C U be a compact set. Furthermore assume that x € D(U) is a sequence of functions
with common support in K satisfying

|Dxi(x)] < C(Ck)!
for |a| < k € Ny and some constant C > 0.
If p € N and q € Ny then the sequence fr = Xpdk+qu obeys the estimate
@] scCan+ i)™ gerr kem,
for some constants C’,v > 0.

Definition 3.6. Let P be a differential operator with analytic coefficients of order d, 9t a weight matrix,
u € D'(U) and (zg,&) € U x R*\{0}. Then we say that
(1) (20,80) & WF qony (u; P) if there is a neighborhood V' of x¢, a conic neighborhood I' of £y and a

sequence fi, € £'(U) satisfying fi|v = (P¥u)|v and there are a sequence M € 9 and constants
C,h > 0 and v € R such that

1 v+dk
] Vk € N, V¢ € R” (3.5)

)] < cnt | () T + 16

‘fk(f)‘ < Ch* Mai(1 + [€])” Vk €N, V¢ e T. (3.6)
14



(2) (w0,%0) &€ WF (am)(u; P) if there is a neighborhood V' of z¢, a conic neighborhood I" of &, and a
sequence f € E'(U) with fi|v = (P*u)|y and there exists some v € R such that for all M € 9
and all h > 0 there is a constant C' > 0 for which the estimates (8.5) and ([B.6) are satisfied.

It is easy to see that WE gy (u; P) satisfies the same basic properties as WF gy u, cf. Proposition 2.T3}

Proposition 3.7. Let MM and N be two weight matrices and u € D' (U). Then:

(1) WFEon)(u; P) is a closed, conic in the second variable, subset of U x R™\{0}.
(2) WF (ony (u; P) € WF (o) (u; P).

(3) If M[=IN then WE o) (u; P) € WF9y)(u; P) for all uw € D'(U).

(4) If M{<)N then WF () (u; P) € WEF (ony (u; P).

We have also a variant of Lemma [2.10]

Lemma 3.8. Let 9 be [semiregular], u € D'(U), and K C U be a compact subset, F C R™ a closed cone

and xr € D(U) a sequence of functions with support in K such that for all o € N} there are constants
Coy ho > 0 with

|DTPxi| < Ca(hak)?! B < keN. (3.7)

(1) If WFgony(u; P) N K X F = () then there are a sequence M € MM and constants C,h > 0 and

v € R such that the sequence xarP*u satisfies (3.6) for € € F.
(2) If WF (o) (u; P) N K x F = () then there is some v € R such that for all h > 0 and all M € M

the estimate ([B.8) holds for the sequence xqrP*u in F.
Proof. First we prove the Roumieu case. Let zo € K and & € F. Then (z9,%0) ¢ WF {ony (u; P) and we
choose V, I and f; according to Definition If supp xar € V then xarP*u = Yaifr and therefore
(2" F (xaP*u) (€) = [Rane = it dn

Note that without loss of generality we can always assume v > 0. We observe that (8.7 gives
1P Rk (n)| < CablTKPL 0, B ENG, |8 <k EN,
for some C,, ho > 0. It follows that there are constants C, h > 0 such that

[Xk()| < CRP L+ ()1 (3.8)
For £,j > 0 we have, (cf. [29, p. 26])

; +3
s 3 ()l
ly|=£+3

If j < k then

e e < 3 (K:J) 772 ()

ly|=£+3
<n > P R(n)]
la|<e
18l=3
< Ch k!
for some C,h > 0. For M € 9 we obtain
v+n+1 k
1/k ktvtntl v+n+1)\ [k
()" + ) el = > > (7 .
(=0 ;=0 J
k+v+nt+l1—5—0)/k ; ~
x (M) PO )

k+n+1+v
< Ch*(My)  *

Since M is R-semiregular it follows from Remark [Z5(2) that for each M € 91 there are N € 9, C,h > 0
such that

—k—v—n—1
Re(n)| < RNy (Me) " + 1)) . (3.9)
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The estimate ([B.8) implies

[ (e =l |l dn < M [ (1=l 0+ ) dn

< ChFMap(1 + [¢])”.
On the other hand choose a closed cone I'y C T'U {0} with £ € I'y. Then there is a constant ¢ > 0
such that

1€ = nl = (€] + Inl)
for all £ € Ty and n ¢ T'. If we also use (B3] and set ¢ = min{1, ¢} then it follows that for each M € 9
there is some N € 91 such that

X 1 —dk—v—n—1
[xate-ni|f] < owva [ (042)% + 1
R\ [§—nl=c(I€]+Inl)
1 dk+v
X {(Mdk) dk + |77|] dn

&

—n—1
< ChkNdk/ [(Mdk) k +5|77|] dn
RTL

< Ch*Ny.

We have shown that if supp xx € U and & € F \ {0} there is a closed conic neighborhood I of &,
such that
| F (xarP*u) ()] < CohgMar(1+[€]), ¢ €T, (3.10)
for some Cy,hg > 0, M € 9 and vy € R. Since & € F \ {0} was chosen arbitrarily, note that F'
can be covered by a finite number of cones like IV and therefore (B.I0) holds in F for some constants
C,h and vy as long as supp xx C U is a small enough neighborhood of xy. But K is compact hence
we can argue as in the proof of [36] Lemma 8.4.4]. There is a finite number of such open sets U, that
cover K and we can choose a partition of unity x; i € D(U;) such that (x;x)r satisfies (B7) for each j.
Then the same is true for x; xx% and we conclude from above that (3I0) holds for Xj7dedkPku. Since
Zj xj,dedkPku = XdkPku we have proven (BI0) in the general case.
The proof of the estimate in the Beurling category is analogous. Just note that if 97 is B-semiregular
then Remark 2.5)(2) implies that for all N € 9 there are M € 9, C, h > 0 such that (39) holds. O

Lemma [3.8] allows us to prove an analogue of Proposition 2.15]

Theorem 3.9. If M is [semireqular] and u € D'(U) then Uy = U\ m1(WF 9y)(u; P)) is the greatest open
set such that u € E[W(UO; P).

loc

Proof. Let U; C U be an open set such that u € El[gzq(Ul;P). If z € Uy then by Theorem B4 (and
Proposition [3.3]) it follows that (x,€) ¢ WFon)(u; P) for all (x,€) € Uy x R™"\{0}.

On the other hand if x € U is such that (z,&) ¢ WF ) (u; P) for all £ € R™ \ {0} then we can find a
compact neighborhood K of 2 such that K x R™ N WFgy (u; P) = 0. If we choose functions x; € D(K)
satisfying (B0 which equal 1 in some neighborhood V' of &, which is possible due to [36, Theorem 1.4.2],
then Lemma 3.8 implies that fr = XartP*u satisfies [34). Hence by Theorem Bdu € EM(V; P). O

3B. Invariance under analytic mappings. The aim of this section is to prove the invariance of the
definition of WF gy (u; P). We begin by recalling two results from [35], see also [14].

Lemma 3.10 (|35 Lemma 3.6]). Let Uy C R™ and Uz C R™ be two open sets, a € A(Uy) and
f:Up = Uy be an analytic mapping. Furthermore assume that xi € D(Uz) is a sequence of functions
with support in the same fized compact set and there are constants C,h > 0 such that

|Dx(@)] < C(hk), ] < k.
Then the sequence X, = a(xx o f) has the same properties with different constants C, h.

Lemma 3.11 ([35] Lemma 3.7]). Let F be a compact family of analytic real-valued functions on U which
do not have a critical point in xy € U. Further suppose xi € D(U) is a sequence of functions with
support in the same small enough neighborhood of o which satisfies

D% xk(2)| < C(RK), o] <k,
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for some constants C,h > 0.
Then there exist constants C',h' > 0 such that for all t € R and f € F we have

/Xk (z)e (@) dy

Theorem 3.12. Let xg € U, u € D'(U), P be a differential operator of order d with analytic coefficients
in U and F be a compact family of analytic real-valued functions. Assume also that xi, € D(U) is a
sequence of functions satisfying

<C'WEEk+1t)7",  keN

IDxk| < CRIMEI, ol <,
with supports inside of the same small enough neighborhood W of xo. Then the following holds:

(1) If M is an R-semiregular weight matriz and (zo, df (z0)) € WF tony (u; P)U{0} for all f € F then
there are a sequence M € M, constants C,h >0, v/ € R and q € Ny such that

|{(XakrqPPu, e Y| < CREMgt”', ke N, t > 1. (3.11)

(2) If M is B-semiregular and (xo,df (x0)) ¢ WF ony(u; P) U {0} for all f € F then there are v' and
q € Ny such that for all M € 9 and h > 0 there is some C > 0 satisfying BI1)).

Proof. Note first that the set F' = {tdf(z9) : t > 0, f € F} is a closed cone in R™\ {0}. Since by
Proposition B7(1) WEF o) (u; P) is a closed subset of U x R™\ {0} which is conic in the second variable,
there has to be a neighborhood V of x¢ and an open conic neighborhood I' C R™\ {0} of F' such that
WFqyunV x T = 0. Then Lemma B8 implies that we can find a sequence fj, € £'(U) and v € R such
that the following holds. First, fx|v = (P*u)|y and the Fourier transforms of the fj either satisfy

:| v+dk

‘fk(&)‘ < Ch* {(Mdk)d_lk + [¢] Vk € N, V¢ € R™, (3.12)

‘fk(&)] < Ch*Mgi(1 + [€])” VkeN, V¢el (3.13)

in the Roumieu case, for some constants C, h and M € 9t or, in the Beurling case, for all M € 9t and
h > 0 there is some C' > 0 such that (3.12) and (B.I3) hold.

We assume for the moment that 812) and BI3]) holds for some fixed M € 9t and some constants
C,h > 0. We can further suppose that supp xx € W = V. Moreover, we set vy ; = Xkorqe’“f for some
fixed integer ¢ > n + 1 4+ v. We conclude that

1
(2m)"

<Xdk+quU; e—itf>

[i©mi-eas -
where
'Dk,t(*g) = /Xkorqei(If*tf(I)) de.

The normalized functions
e
]+ [¢]
with f € F and ¢ > 0 form a compact family of analytic functions without a critical point in x( as long
as £ ¢ I' or £ € I and min(|t|/[¢], |€]/|t]) < € for some sufficiently small € > 0.
If the supports of the xy are sufficiently small around z¢ Lemma 1] allows us to estimate o ¢(—¢).

In fact, there exist constant C’, h’ > 0 such that
5 (—€)] < C (W (dk + @)™+ (dk + g + t] + €)™, ke N, (3.15)

for feF,t>0,{¢T or & el and min(|t|/|€], |£]/|t]) < €. Note that the right-hand side of (B.15]) can
be bounded by C’(h’)%*+4,
Now recall that (Z7) implies that for all M € 9t there is some 7 > 0 such that

1
k< y(Mg)*, k € N.

From this we obtain, with the same constant ~,

=

koo v(My)

= 1
k4T ’Y(Mk)k‘i‘T
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for all K € N and all 7 > 0. Hence we obtain from B12), BI3)), (B]ZI) and (BI3) the following estimate
Fe@(—) s+ s [ A@ina(-€)de
(2m)™ /]R"\F ' ol
1 dk+v
[ [0ta) 3+ ]

dk
o +quk+

[(xaee PP e )] =

<C

> (h/)dk+q

dg

k+q
3 (Mara) T + 11+ 1)

/ (W) *TaRk My, (1 4 1€])" d
1<t/

et<|¢
Note that if 0 < v <1 then

1
Y (Mak+q) Fa + [t + €] > v

7N

1
(Matq) Fa +|t] + |§|) :

On the other hand, for v > 1 we have the trivial estimate (M},)'/* < ~(My)Y/*. Thence, since t > 1, the
first integrand in the right-hand side above can be bounded by

C1hY Majeqqt ™7 (1 + |§|)

with h; being a multiple of h, A’ and possibly ~.
Following iterated application of (28] we can conclude that there are constants C,h > 0 and a weight
sequence M’ € 9 such that

‘<Xdk+qpkuy e—itf>‘ < Chko/lk (t—q+u+n + (1 + t/E)V tn)

and we have proven the theorem in the Roumieu case.
It is easy to see that the same proof holds also in the Beurling category. (]

Theorem 3.13. If M is [semiregular] then WF 9y (u; P) is invariant under analytic changes of coordi-
nates.

Proof. Let F : U — U’ be an analytic diffeomorphism from U onto an open subset U’ C R™ which
transforms the operator P into the operator Pr defined by
Prd=P(oF)oF',  veDU).
Then .
(Pp)"tp=PF(poF)oF~!
for all k € No. We set y = F(z) and v = v o F. We are going to show that, if (zo,&) ¢ WF oy (u; P)
then (yo,n0) & WFon) (v; Pr) where yo = F(20) and & = F'(20)Tno.

Let xr € D(U) be a sequence of functions with supports in a small enough neighborhood of zy and
which are equal to 1 near x and satisfy |D%xx| < C(hk)!®l when |a| < k. If T is the cone associated to
&o in Definition 3.6 then (F”(x9)”)~'T is an open conic neighborhood of ng. It follows that the family

1 -1
—(F(x),n), ne (F'(x)T r
T ) (F'(@0)")

is a compact set of real-valued analytic functions with (2o, dF,(z0)) ¢ WF o) (u; P)U{0} since (o, &) ¢
According to Lemma [3.I0] we have that
D> (|F' ()" | x(2))| < C(hk)™,  |a| <k €Ny, z €U,

for some constants C;h > 0. In the Roumieu case Theorem [3.12] implies that there are constants
C,h >0,V € R and ¢ € N such that

’<‘F'(m)T‘ Xdk+q(x)Pku,e_iF(””)">‘ < ChkMdk(l + |77|)V/

Fyio—

If we define ¢, = xx o F~! and g, = <pdk+qP}’§U then we obtain

Gen)] < Ch*Ma(1+ )", k€ No, n € (F'(20)T)I.
18



Furthermore, by Lemma B.10] the functions oy, satisfy
[Di] < C(hK), ol < k€ Ny,

for some constants C,h > 0. Hence, by Proposition the estimate ([B.6]) holds for the sequence gy,
too. Since gr|vy = P*v in some neighborhood V' C U’ of yo we have therefore shown that (yo,70) ¢
WF{gm} (’U; PF>.

Virtually the same proof gives us also the result in the Beurling case. (|

3C. The elliptic Theorem of Iterates. We are now in the position to prove the microlocal elliptic
Theorem of Iterates for [9M-vectors. We want to begin by showing that WF gy (u; P) is in fact a
refinement of WFgr) u, but to this end we need a variant of Lemma 2.T6

Lemma 3.14. Let K C U be compact, F C R™ \ {0} be a closed cone, uw € D'(U), P be an analytic
differential operator and @i (x,£) be a sequence of smooth functions on U x F with supp p(.,&) C K
for all k € Ny and £ € F for which there are constants C,h > 0 such that

|D*p(z,€)| < C(hE),  |a| <k, z €K, € F,[¢] >k, (3.16)

for all k € Ng. Furthermore assume that M is a [semiregular] weight matriz and let p be the order of u
near K. Then the following holds:

(1) If WEgnjun (K x F) = () then there are M € 9 and constants C,h > 0 (resp. for all M € 9
and h > 0 there exists some C > 0) such that

Pra(€)] < CR* My €] 7F, €€ F €] >k, k> p+n.

(2) If WFon)(u; P) N (K x F) =0 then there are M € M constants v > 0 and h,C > 0 (resp. there
is some v > 0 such that for all M € MM and h > 0 there exists some C > 0) satisfying

| F(parsq P u)(©)] < CREMar(1+[¢])", E € F, | >dk+q, ¢>n+v+1.

Proof. We begin with the proof of (1) in the Roumieu category. Due to Lemma 2.16] there is a bounded
sequence uy € E'(U) such that ug|w = u|w in some neighborhood W of K and

lie(n)] < CR*Myln|™*,  neT

for some C;h > 0 and M € 9t where I" is an open conic neighborhood of F. Clearly pru = prup,
k' =k — u—n. The estimate B.I0) gives us

k
k+[n

k
eu(m,€)] < O ( ) . neR, ceP g >k (3.17)

where @i (n,£) = [e "™y (x, &) dx is the partial Fourier transform of ¢x. Furthermore if £ € F we can
choose 0 < ¢ < 1 such that n € I" when |§ — 7| < ¢|€|. [36, equation (8.1.3)] states that

)" x| < l@x(-, )L sup | (n)|
[n—¢&|<cl¢]

rere) [ el a+i dy
[nl>clé|

for some C > 0. We have, if £ > 4+ n +d,
1£1(. o)l pr < CRERIET
for some C,h > 0. Since |n| < (1 — ¢)|¢| we conclude that

61" Iewu(e)] < ont (’f‘””(l = &)™ sup fie (m) Il
n

+(1+ cfl)“kk/ In|*=k | .
In|>clé]

Gru(€)| < Ch* My e ™"

Hence there are some C, h > 0 such that

foré e F, €| >k and k > p+n.
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We now turn to the proof of (2). In the Roumieu case Lemma B.8 and Proposition imply that
there are a neighborhood W of K, an open conic neighborhood I" of F' and a sequence £'(U) such that
fr = PFu in W and

v+dk
} VEEN, VEER™,

R 1
’fk(‘f)‘ < Chk [(Mdk) & + €]
‘fk(g)’ < CR* Mg (1 + [€])” VkeN, VeeT,

for some M € I and constants v € R and C,h > 0. Similarly to above we have

(27)" F (asqP'u) (€) = / Baora(€ — 1.) () dn.

Without loss of generality we may assume that v > 0. By (BI6) we have that there are constants
C, h > 0 such that
|@r (1, €)] < CRE(L+ [y~

for |§| >k, k>v+n+1.
It follows that

/|<ﬁdk+q(§ —n)l ’fk(n)‘ dn < ChkMdk/ I+ lE=n)™" " A+ )" dn
I R™

S ChkMdk(l 4 |£|)n+u+1

for £ € F, |¢] > dk +q.
Moreover, there is a constant £ > 0 such that if £ € F and n ¢ T" then |£ — 5| > (€] + |n]). Hence,

by BI7) we have

[ wsae=nllam| s [ lute -l || an
s l€—n1=nlEl+nl)

< Ch*Mgk+q
{(Mkorq)l/(korq) +&- 77|} R
[€=nl=x(1&]+Inl)
X [(Mdk) 1/(dk)r+dk dn
Thus there exists some M’ € 9t and constants C, h > 0 such that
| F(anrq Pru)(€)| < ChF My (14 [¢])7
for£ € F, €] > dk+q. O

Theorem 3.15. Let P be a differential operator with analytic coefficients on U and I be a [semiregular]
weight matriz. Then

WE o) (u; P) € WF oy (Pu) € WF gy u
for ue D'(U).

Proof. Tt is enough to prove
WEF op (u; P) C WF (o3 u.
Indeed, the [semiregularity] gives WF oy (u; P) = WF [gn) (Pu; P) and WF gy Pu C WF 9y u by Theorem
217
Now assume that (xo,&0) ¢ WFony u. Then there are a neighborhood V' of x, a conic neighborhood
T of & and a bounded sequence uy € £'(U) with ug|y = uly such that

€|F ja| < Ch*M;,  VEeT, VkeNg

for some M € 91t and some constants C, h > 0.

Let W € V be a neighborhood of zy and F C I" U {0} a closed conic neighborhood of £,. Choose a
sequence x € D(V) with x|w = 1 and |D%xx(x)| < ChlelElel for |a| < k. We set fr, = xoarPFu. Tt
follows that

F1(€) = (xeanPFu, e™™) = (u, Q" (e xoar))
20



where @ denotes the formal adjoint of P given by (Q¢,v) = (¢, PY) with ¢,¢b € D. Hence if P =
> laj<aPa(@)D then Qg =3, < (=D)*(pag) = 3|4 j<a daD*g. We define a new differential operator
R by setting

Q (e7 " xaar) = e ¢1¢| ™ Rxaap.

It follows that R = Ry + - - + Rq, where R; = R;(z,§, D) is a differential operator of order < j with
analytic coefficients which are homogeneous of degree —j with respect to £&. More precisely,

Ri(z,&,D)= Y Y () ﬂDa—B.

la|<d B<Lla |§|
|Bl=d—j

It follows that
QF (e xaar) = e | " R xaqe = e 7™ D" Ry Ry, Xoak.
0<je<d
<6<k

By [35, Lemma 5.2] we have, for |8| +7 < 2dk and j = j1 + -+ + Ji,
|DPRj, ... Rj, xoar| < CR"KIPIFI g™
for some constants C, h > 0. Hence if |{]| > dk then
|DPR;, ... R, xaar| < ChFEIPL.
We conclude that
|DP R¥xaax| < Ch¥(dk)”!

when [£| > dk and |8]| < dk.
Lemma B.T4(1) gives that there is some M € 9t such that

fk(f)‘ = |g|™* | F (uRFxa2ar) (€)] < Ch*Ma—a—y

for £ € F, |¢] > dk where p is the order of u near W. If we set g;, = fr+d+p then since M is R-semiregular
we obtain that there is some M’ € 91 such that

|98(&)] < Ch* Mgy (a—1)(ap) < ChF MY,

for £ € F, €] > d(k+d+ ).
Proposition B.5 implies that there is some v such that

3k (E)] = | F (X2an+2a2+24,u) (€)| < ChF(dk + [¢]) ™+

N dh-+v (3.18)
<ot () ® +jd] . eemken

for any M € 9 and hence (gi )1 satisfies (3:0).
On the other hand, if || < dk then by (BI8]) we obtain

dk-+
|mQMSOM[u@gﬁ+d4 "

for some M” € 9. Hence if we choose M"’ = max{M',M"} then fj satisfies (8.5]) and B.6) for M"".
It follows that (zo,&0) & WEF tamy (u; P).

A close inspection of the proof in the Roumieu case reveals that a few obvious modificiations allow us
also to show that (xo,&o) ¢ WEF(n) u implies (w0, &) € WE (n)(u; P). O

Theorem 3.16. Let P be a differential operator with analytic coefficients on U and M be a [semiregular]
weight matriz. Then

WF[gm] u C WF[gm] (u; P) U Char P

for uwe D'(U).
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Proof. As in [I3] for the Denjoy-Carleman case the proof follows closely the pattern used in [35] to show
the elliptic regularity theorem, see also [I] and [29].

Let (zo0,&) € U x R™\{0} be such that (x¢,&0) ¢ WFon)(U; P) and pa(xo,&o) # 0. Thence there exist
a conic neighborhood V x T of (z¢, &) and a sequence f;, € £'(U) with fx|yy = P*uly which satisfies (3.5)
and (B6). Furthermore there are a compact neighborhood K of 2y and a conic neighborhood F' of &,
closed in R™\ {0}, such that ps(x,&) # 0 for (z,£) € K x F. W.lL.o.g. we can assume that K x F C V xT.
Suppose that xx € D(K) is a sequence with

D xi| < C(RE), ol <k,

for some constants C, h independent of k.
We set ur = x3421u and thus have

R (€) = (u, xaazpe™ ).
If @ is the adjoint of P then we want to construct a solution v of the equation
Q"(z, D)v(x) = xzazke """ (3.19)
We define a differential operator R = R(z,£, D) on K x F by

e*ixfg im B
Q(pd(w,é)) =e - Ry

Then R = Ry + -+ + Ry where R; = R;(z,D) is a differential operator of order < j with analytic
coefficients in x which are homogeneous of degree —j in . By recurrence we obtain for k € N that

v € — eiE (] _ . NE (p=F
@ (Sl ) = (U = Bl ) (%)

If we set in (3.19)

v=e ¢ v
Pi(,§)
then w satisfies the equation
w
((I = R)pa)" o X342k (2)- (3.20)
d

A formal solution of the above equation would be

k
1 IS
w = ps(xvg) lpd(x’g) ZRZ] X3d2k-

£=0

However, we cannot estimate arbitrary high derivatives of x3421, hence we consider the following approx-
imate solution of (3:20)

wr = pg Z p;lRel .. .p;lRekX3d2k.

Li+-FL,<dk

Then we obtain

k Wk
((I = R)pa) I X3d2k — €k (3.21)
d
where
k .
=S (T Rp)*™ 3 R ROY g R e

Jj=1 Lj4- -+l =dk

Inserting B2I) in BI9) gives
LW .
Q" (e—wi—k) = 7" (Xaazk — ex)

Py
Hence we obtain the following representation for g, i.e.
~ —1 _ixe Wk (ZL', 5)
Uk(f) = u,ek(z,§)€ g + <fk;e ng7> (322)
< ) Pz, €)
for £ € F.
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Since pgl is real analytic in a neighborhood of K and homogeneous of degree —d in £ € F we can
apply the proof of [35] Lemma 5.2] in order to obtain that there are constants C,h > 0 such that

| DPwy(z,€)| < Ch* (dk)”! (3.23)
|DPex(x,€)| < CRF (dk)P1T* ¢~ (3.24)

for |B| < dk, |§| > dk, £ € F and z € K.
If 7 is the order of u near K then we can estimate the first term on the right-hand side of (3:22) by

[(u, ex(z, Q)e™™)| < C Squ(\Da (ex(z,&)e )|

I
<C Y 1D ex(x, ©)
|| <7
for £ € F, €] > 1. If k > 7/d then (8:24) gives that
[(us enla, )e™*)] < CRM(dk)™ (g~
for £ € F, |¢] > dk.
Since wy, satisfies [B.23])) we obtain that
(10| ¢ oyl
i@ &) )1~ g™

for |B] < dk, § € F, |§| > dk and x € K. Thus, if (20,£0) ¢ WF o} (u; P) then Lemma B.14(2) implies
that there exist constants C,h,v > 0 and a weight sequence M € 9t such that

—ize Wk(2, ) ke Mar v
frre ””f—> < ChF =35 (1+[¢])
'< Pa(@;€) [
when £ € F, || > dk and k > (n+ v +1)/d.
If 4 = max{r, v} then we conclude that
dhbp ok
ik (€)] < CR* (Mar) % €| (3.25)

for£ e F, €] > dk and k> (n+ p+1)/d. We set
Uk = Ulk/a]

where |y| denotes the largest integer < y € R. Hence, due to (B28) and (23], there are constants
C,h > 0 and a weight sequence M € 91 such that

|F (Tx) (€)] < Ch* My |e]*~*

for ¢ € F, [£] > dk and k > n+ p+ 1. If we put vy = Upqnyput1 then there exist C,h > 0 and M € M
such that
[0 (6)] < CR*Myle| ™
when & € F and [£| > dk.
Since u is of order T near K it follows that the sequence vy is bounded in £"7(K'). Thus we have

[0x(§)] < C(L+[€])"
and therefore, for |¢| < dk,
€1" [01(€)] < C(dk)**T
and since 901 is R-semiregular we obtain that there are C, h > 0 and M € 91 such that

0% (€)] < ChE Mg 7"

for || < dk. We conclude that (x0,&) ¢ WF ony u.
If M is B-semiregular and (zo,&o) ¢ WF (9n)(u; P) N Char P then we can argue similarly in order to
conclude that (zo,&0) € WF (on) u. O

Recall that a system {Py,..., P;} of differential operators defined on U is said to be elliptic iff
¢
ﬂ Char P; = ().

Jj=1
23



Corollary 3.17. Let P = {Py,..., P;} be an elliptic system of analytic differential operators and M be
a [semiregular] weight matriz. Then

In particular

EPM(U; Py = PM(U).
Proof. We have only to prove EPU(U; P;) € EM(U). Assume that v € NEWH(U; P;). Then
WFon) (u; P;) = 0 for all j = 1,...,£. Hence by Theorem B.16]

L
WF[gm] u C ﬂ Chaer = @

J=1

We conclude that u € EM(U), cf. Proposition 215l Therefore we have obtained

¢
M) c eM(;p) ¢ () EM(U; py) € PN,
j=1
cf. Proposition B:2(3). O
Remark 3.18. Clearly the correspondence between weight functions and their associated weight matrices
as described in Subsection 2Bl yields instantly the transfer of all results in this section to structures given

by weight functions. Thus we have in particular generalized the results of [7] to operators with analytic
coefficients. We note here only the version of Corollary B.IT

Corollary 3.19. Let P = {Py,..., P;} be an elliptic system of analytic differential operators and w be a
weight function such that w(t) = o(t) for t — co. Then

¢
N E¥(U; py) =W (U).
j=1

Here we have to generalize the definition of £I(U; P;) from Section [ in analogy to Definition B11
However, note that by Remark [3.3] the two definitions agree for subelliptic systems of operators. The
proof of Corollary 319 follows then immediately from Corollary BI7] if we recall that 20 satisfies ([2Z.14)).
We leave the details to the reader.

4. ULTRADIFFERENTIABLE SCALES

In this section we introduce the notion of ultradifferentiable scales and apply them to the Problem of
ITterates of analytic differential operators of principal type.

4A. Definition. Let A be a totally ordered set. We call a map
¢:Ax[0,00) = [0,00)

a generating function if for each A € A the function ¢y = {(}, .) is continuous, increasing and satisfies
the following conditions:

CA(()) = 05
the mapping k — logk + (\(k) — (A (k — 1) is increasing,
lim Q‘—(t) = 00.
t—oo ¢

For A < X we also assume that () (t) < (y(t) when ¢ € [1,00).
To each such ¢ we can associate a weight matrix 9, = {M* = Mé : A € A} by setting
M — kil ®),

More precisely, M” is a weight sequence satisfying (Z4) for each A € A and M* < M?* when A < X, by
definition. Hence every sequence M* is semiregular if and only if

VAEAI¥>0: Gp+1) -Gl <vlp+1) VpeNo. (=)
24



On the other hand the matrix 9. is R-semiregular if and only if

YAEA JoeA F3y>0: QG(p+1)—Cp) <vp+1) VpeNy (%)
and B-semiregular if and only if { satisfies

VAeEA JoeA Fv>0: G+1)—COp) <~vp+1) VpeN,. ()

For a generating function ¢ we call the ordered family of weight sequences (MZ\) » the ultradifferentiable
scale generated by (. We also say that M. is the weight matrix associated to the scale (Mé)A

To each ultradifferentiable scale (MZ\) A we can associate two scales of ultradifferentiable classes,
namely

(5{1\4*}(U))A and (E(Mk)(U))/\,

the scale of Roumieu classes and of Beurling classes, respectively. Clearly, €M () C £M7)(U) when
A < o and EM(U) C EM(U) C EMH(U) for all A € A.

We say that an ultradifferentiable scale (Mé‘) A With generating function ( is fitting if ¢ satisfies ()
and

YAeA Va>1 IXN* >N Ivy>0:

Oat) < Gu(t) +y(t+1) Ve [1,00). (>)

On the other hand, the scale (Mé‘) A is apposite if the generating function ¢ obeys () and

YA*eA Va>1 IA<N Iy>0:

Oaat) <G (t) +y(t+1) Ve [1,00). (<)

Furthermore, a scale (Mé‘) A is R-admissible if (@) and (&) hold for ¢ and B-admissible if &) and (@) are
satisfied. We use the notation [admissible] if the scale is either R- or B-admissible, depending on the
context. Furthermore we say that a scale is admissible if it is R- and B-admissible. We observe that a
fitting scale is also R-admissible and an apposite scale is B-admissible but the other implications do not
hold in general.

If A C V is the open positive cone of a totally ordered vector space V, we say that ( is pseudo-
homogeneous iff

VAeA Va>1 3v,¢,g>0: O(at) < Ceqan(t) +7(E+1) VE € [1,00). (4.1)
If ¢ is pseudohomogeneous then ( satisfies both () and ().
Ezample 4.1. The families of weight sequences from Example [Z4] are ultradifferentiable scales with

pseudohomogeneous generating functions:

(1) The Gevrey scale (G1T*),+ is generated by the function ¢(\,t) = Mlogtift > 1 and ¢(\,t) =0
for 0 <t < 1. Since the sequence G is semiregular for all A > 0 we know that (CJ) holds. For
a > 1and t > 1 we have that

(A at) = Aatlog(at)
= (aA)t (log o + logt)
< (aN)tlogt +~(t+ 1)
= C(aA\t) +~(t +1).

Hence ¢ is pseudohomogeneous and therefore (G1*?), is a fitting and apposite scale.
(2) Let r > 1. The scale (L?")4>1 is generated by ¢"(\,¢) = t" A where A = logg. We have that

"N at) = (at)" N =t"(a"A) = "(a" )\ ©).

It follows that the scale (L%"), is admissible. It is fitting and apposite if and only if r < 2.
25



(3) The generating function for the scale (BY* = B*)y\~g is ((\,t) = Atloglog(t + €). For a > 1
and ¢ > 1 we conclude
C(A, at) = datloglog(at + )
< (aN)tloglog(a(t + €))
log o
= (aA)tlog |log(t 1+ ————
o e +) (14 7555 )

(M)t (loglog(t + €) + log(1 + log )
(aX)tloglog(t +€) + va(t +1)
= C(aN\t) + Yar(t +1).

<
<

Hence the scale (B*), is fitting and apposite.
(4) Generally, the scale (B7})y, j € N, is generated by ¢7(\, ) = MlogU TV (t + @), If & > 1 and
t > 1 we can argue analogously to above and obtain

¢ (A, at) = AatloghtD (at n e(j))
< (aM)t [log(j"‘l) (t + e(j)) N am}
S Cj(O[A,t) =+ ’Ya,/\(t + 1),

where a7l is defined recursively by a!!l = log(1 +loga) and a1 =log(1 +1log all). Therefore
(B7}), is a fitting and apposite scale.

4B. Vectors of operators of principal type. If P is an operator of principal type with analytic
coefficients in U C R™ and (x0,&) € U x R™\{0} then we say following [68] that P satisfies Condition
Coy,e, if either pg(xo,&o) # 0 or pa(zo,&o) = 0 and for all z € C with de Re(zpa(zo,&0)) # 0 we have
that the function Im(zp,), restricted to the bicharacteristic strip of Re(zpg) through (z,&p), has a zero
of finite even order. We recall

Theorem 4.2 ([68, Theorem II]). Let P be an analytic differential operator of principal type. The
following statements are equivalent:

(1) P is hypoelliptic.

(2) P is subelliptic.

(3) P satisfies Condition Cqy, ¢, for all (xo,&0) € U x R™\{0}.

Since P is subelliptic we have by Remark B3] that v € £ (U; P) if and only if for every V € U
there are M € 9 and constants h, C' > 0 such that P*u € L?(V) and

HPkuHL2(V) S ChkMdk (42)

for all k € Ng. On the other hand u € E®(U; P) if and only if Pfu € L? (U) and for all V € U, all

M € 9 and all A > 0 there is some C' > 0 such that ([£.2) is satisfied for all k.
The main technical result of [3] is the following theorem:

Theorem 4.3 ([3| Theorem 1.2]). Let P be a differential operator of order d with analytic coefficients
in U CR"™. Let (x9,&) € UxR™"{0} and assume that there is a conic neighborhood Wy x Ty of (x0,&o)
such that P is of principal type in Wy x T'y and Condition Cy ¢ is satisfied for all (z,§) € Vo x I'y.

Then there are neighborhoods W' € W € Wy of xo, a conical neighborhood T' C Ty of &, C > 0,
0 <6 <1 and a sequence of functions (Vi) C D(W) satisfying 0 < ¢ < 1 and ¢, =1 on W' such that
the following holds: For every k € N and u € L>(W) with P*u € L*(W) we have

(d—d)k 7 kil k 1
€= du(©)] < vz (17 ull gy + ) el (4.3)

ifeeTl.

Remark 4.4. According to [3, Remark 1.2] the number § in Theorem can be chosen to be 0 if P
is elliptic at (zo,&). When P is non-elliptic at (z9,&p) then we can take § = 2k/(2k + 1) where 2k
is the maximum order of vanishing of Im(zp,) mentioned in Condition Cy ¢, for (z,£) in a compact
neighborhood of (zg, &) and z € C.

26



Hence, if V € U then we set
2k
C2k+41
where now 2k is the maximum order of vanishing of Im(zpq) in Condition C; ¢ for (z,&) € V x R™\{0}.
Note that §(V) is closely related to the subellipticity of P: For V€ U we can choose in (3.2
e=d—4(V), see [67].

§=06(V)

Now suppose that P is a hypoelliptic operator of principal type with analytic coefficients in U and that
(MZ\) is a fitting ultradifferentiable scale with generating function . Recall that Theorem implies

that Condition C, ¢ holds for all (z,&) € U x R"\{0}. Furthermore let u € D’(U) be an {M*}-vector
of P for some A € A and (z9,&) € U x R"\{0}. Applying Theorem 3] we conclude that there are
neighborhoods W/ @ W € U of xg, a conical neighborhood T" of &, 0 < d < 1 and a bounded sequence
U € EI(W) such that u|W/ = uk|W/ and
Ck+1
el an(e)] < s (CombML+ (k)

for £ € T', where C,Cy, hg > 0 are independent of k € N and 6 = §(V) is defined in Remark 4.4l Now,
since (2.4)) is satisfied for all M*, we have that for each p > 0 there exists Cp > 0 such that 1 < Cppkmg
for all k£ € Ny. Applying also Stirling’s formula we obtain that there are constants h > 0 and C' > 0 such
that

1614k (6)| < CRFRE- Dk, e N,
If we denote by [y] the smallest integer > y € R then we choose for £ € N an integer ky in the following
way
L L {+d
ki=|—|<—+1<—=
¢ [d—é] I R
and therefore ¢ < (d — 6)ke. Note that if § > 1 then 6 < §U+d)/(d=8) and on the other hand 0 < 6 < 1
implies that 6%¢ < §¢/(4=9) Thus, if we set v, = ug, then we have that
€1 ]o(©)] < [l61= e, (0)
< CRP RSO exp [Ca(dke)]

< CRTF (d - 540 + d)+ exp [@ (ﬁ(f + d))}

d—3¢
for £ € T with [¢] > 1 and some A* according to (). Then () and the Stirling formula imply that
€1 0e(€)] < CR* eSO = Ch* M), (€N,
for some constants C, h > 0. Hence (z9,&) ¢ WFppaey u.

If u € D'(U) is a (M*)-vector of P for some )\, then we have by essentially the same arguments that
for every (z9,&) € U x R"\ {0} there is some \* € A such that (xo,&o) € WF qpae) u.
In fact, we have obtained the following theorem.

J(d=6)\ ¢
<C (ﬁ) (0 + d)*+? exp [Ca- (€ + d)]

Theorem 4.5. Let P be a hypoelliptic differential operator of principal type with analytic coefficients in
U CR"™ and (M), be an ultradifferentiable scale. Then the following holds:

(1) If (M*)y is fitting then for all V.€ U and all X € A there is some \* € A such that every
[M?]-vector of P in U is of class [M*'] in V.

(2) If the scale (M™)y is apposite then for all V. € U and all \* € A there exists A\ € A such that
every u € S[MA](U; P) is of class [M* | in V.

Proof. Note first that by Remark [£.4] for every V' € U there is some §(V') € [0, 1) such that (£3]) holds

with 6 = (V) for all (z9,&) € V x R"\{0}. Condition () implies that for every A there is some \*
such that

d
——t ) < (t Cit+1 4.4
o (7=5yt) <o+ Cle+ ) (4.4
for all t € [1,00) and some C > 0. Thus the above arguments give
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Hence u is of class [M*'] in V by Proposition EZI5, which proves (1).
On the other hand, by (R we obtain that for every A* there is some A such that (£.4)) holds for ¢ € [1, c0)
and some C' > 0. Adapting the arguments above we then conclude that WF g+ u N (V x R"\{0}) = 0

for all u € E[MA](U; P) and thus Proposition T8 implies again that u is of class [M*'] in V. O

For special scales, like the Gevrey scale, cf. [3, Theorem 1.3], we may obtain rather precise information
about the loss of regularity of vectors. For example, for the other scales in Example [4.1] we have

Corollary 4.6. Let P be as in Theorem [[.0, V € U, 6§ = §(V) be as defined in Remark [{.4] and
u € D'(U).
(1) If u is an [LO7)-vector of P for some ¢ > 1 and 1 < r < 2 then u is of class [L?""] in V, where

g = gt /=0
(2) Ifu is a (B -vector for some j € N and A > 0, then u is of class [B?N] in V where
d
N=——\
d—4o(V)

Theorem 4.7. Let P be as in Theorem [{.5, (M&\)A be an [admissible] ultradifferentiable scale and ¢
the associated weight matriz. Then

EP(U, p) = M (U).
Proof. We begin with the Roumieu case. If v € £™<}(U; P) then for every V € U there are A € A and

C, h > 0 such that
[P ul () < CH*MG,, K € No.

Suppose that (zg,&) € V x R"\{0}. As above we obtain from Theorem and ([@3]) that there is a
bounded sequence wuy, € £'(V') such that ug|w = u|w for some neighborhood W @ V of xy and

€@ i (6)] < CRERE-DReA@) e e, ¢ > 1,

where C > 0,h > 0, T' is a conic neighborhood of & and § = §(V'), depending only on the operator P
and V, is as in Remark 4l If we choose k¢, ¢ € N, as before and set vy = ug, then we can conclude in
the same manner from () that

€1 [6(€)] < CRE(C + )l exp [Gre (€ + d)]
for some \* € A. Hence (@) gives
€1 0e(&)] < Ch 0l exp [ (0)] < CRAM}Y

for some constants C,h > 0 and X € A independent of ¢. Therefore, since (z9,&) € V x R"\{0} was
chosen arbitrarily,

WF (ppvg u (VX R\ {0}) =0
and by Theorem 2.14]
WF (on 3 un (V x R"\{0}) = 0.
Since this holds for all V' € U it follows that WF op y u = (. Hence u € E{m<}(U) by Proposition 2151
If u € EM)(U; P) then for all V € U, A € A and h > 0 there is a constant C' > 0 such that
HPkuHLZ(V) SChle;\kﬂ kENo.
If (z0,&) € V x R™\ {0} then Theorem [£3 gives that there is a bounded sequence u, € £'(V) with

ug|w = ulw in some neighborhood W & V of xy. Furthermore there is a conic neighborhood I" of &
such that for all A € A and all A > 0 there exists a constant C > 0 such that

€@ VDE g, (6)] < CRERU-DRe@D) e, [g] > 1,

If k; for ¢ € N is defined as before then it is easy to see that (&) implies that for all A* and h > 0 there
is a constant C' > 0 such that

€1 [oe(€)] < CRI(+ d)texp O (¢ + d)).
It follows from (@) that for all A’ € A and h > 0 there is some C' > 0 such that for all £ € Ny we have

€% |0e()] < Chl el exp [Cu(0)] = CREM]Y .
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Hence

WE vy u N (V x R™\{0}) =0
for all X € A and therefore by Proposition 2.14]

WF(Dﬁ() u M (V X Rn\{O}) = 0.

This means that WF(gn,)u = () and consequently u € EMO(U). O
Corollary 4.8. Let P be as in Theorem[{.5 Then

e, Py = RN, r>1,
and

BN (U; p) = B (), jeN.

Ezample 4.9. Let P be as in Theorem [£5]

(1) If we consider the scale (L®"), with generating function {(r,t) = t" and associated weight matrix
R then we have also that

e, Py = EPN().

Indeed, since L% <¢ L*™ for all ¢ > 1 and r; < 73, we obtain that for all & > 1 and r < ry
there is a constant v > 0 such that

g(ThOét) =a"t" SC(T27t)+7(t+1)7 tZ 1.
(2) We can also show that
g(ﬁ)(U;p) — 5(3)((])
where J = J! = {B7! : j € N}. Indeed, J is associated to the scale (B/!) ¢, which is generated
by ¢(j,t) = tlog¥ ™+ (¢t + e(@)). Here we consider A = (N, <) with the inverse order < defined by

k<= k<j

for j, k € N. More generally, the function ¢, (j,t) = 0((j, t) generates the ultradifferentiable scale
(B%7); for ¢ > 0. If @ > 0 then we compute

C(j,at) = (o) logl ™+ (at + )
< (at)logi ™ (t + eD) + 7 a(t +1)
< atlog® (t +eU™V) 490 (t +1)
=Caf = Lt) +jalt +1)

for t > 1 since log¥ ™V (¢ + e@)) < log"¥ (¢ + e~V when ¢ > 1. Since J7 is the weight matrix
associated to (B%7); we obtain by arguing as in the proof of Theorem H.7 that for V € U all
(J)-vectors of P are of class (J%) in V, where o = d/(d — §(V)) and §(V) is as in Remark 4]
We have proven the claim because E87)(V) = £8)(V) for all ¢ > 0, cf. Example Z6]3).

(4.5)

Remark 4.10. In the last example the estimate (L3) involved two different scales in a “mixed” version of
([@1). We can use “mixed” versions of () and (&) to obtain results similar to Theorem [L.5lin the case of
weight matrices. More precisely, let P be a hypoelliptic analytic differential operator of principal type on
U C R™ with analytic coefficients, V' € U and §(V) as in Remark L4l In the Roumieu case we consider
two ultradifferentiable scales (Mé) xea and (N})yexr with generating functions ¢ : A x [0,00) — [0,00)
and n: T x [0,00) — [0, 00) which satisfy both @) and

VAeA JveT Fy>0: Glat) <n(t) +v(t+1) Vie[l,o0)

where o = d/(d — 6(V')) and d denotes the order of the operator. Then every u € E™<}(U; P) is of
class {M,} in V, where M¢ and N, are the weight matrices associated to the scales (Mé)A and (N}).,
respectively. In the Beurling setting we assume that the generating functions ¢ and n satisfy both ()
and

VoeT FIXeA Fy>0: O(at) <np(t) +v(+1) Vie]l o).

Then any (9M¢)-vector u € D'(U) is of class (N,) in V.
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Remark 4.11. Another important fact in Example L9(2) was that the weight matrices J7 associated to
the scales (B77); satisfy J°(~)J7 for all p,o. Of course, we can express this property in terms of the
generating functions of the scales.

Assume, again, that two ultradifferentiable scales (Mé) reA and (N%)UET with generating functions
¢:Ax[0,00) = [0,00) and 1 : T x [0, 00) — [0, 00), respectively, are given. For such a pair of generating
functions we define an auxillary function CID% :A X T x (0,00) = R by

O (t) — N (t)

-

It is clear that M* < NV if limsup,_,, ®§(\, v;t) < 0o. We can distinguish the following cases:
(1) We have that M {=<}MN,, when

VAEA JveT: limsup (N v;t) < oo.

t—o00

¢ 1) —
(I)n(Aa U,t) -

(2) On the other hand M (=)MN,, if
Vo e T IX€A: limsup (N, v;t) < oo.

t—o00
(3) Finally 9M{<1)N,, when
YAeAVveT: lim @%(A,U;t) = —00.
t—o00
We might also ask ourselves, when do two ultradifferentiable scales generate the same scales of Denjoy-
Carleman classes? In order to give an answer to this question, we say that two generating functions

¢:Ax[0,00) = [0,00) and i : T x [0,00) — [0,00) are comparable if there is a bijective mapping
x : A — T such that for each A € A we have

—00 < liginf @%(A,X(A);t) < lim sup @%(A,x()\);t) < 400.
o t—00

If ¢ and 7 are comparable then M} ~ NXY and thus EMYN(U) = ENVI(U) and EMI(U;P) =
NV (U;P) for all A € A and all systems P of differential operators.

5. SCALES INDUCED BY WEIGHT FUNCTIONS

5A. Condition (Z]). In this section we are going to prove Theorem [T but first we need to analyze
condition (). It is useful for our deliberations to set
Wy = {w € C([0,00);R) : w(t) — oo is increasing,
wljo,1] = 0 and w satisfies (B) and ({7)}

since we have the following Lemma.

Lemma 5.1. If w € W)y satisfies (&) then w is a weight function. Furthermore there is some 0 < o < 1
such that w = O(t%).

Proof. Tt is easy to see that (E]) implies (@). On the other hand, by [40, Lemma A.1] and [39, Lemma
4.3] we know that w satisfies the strong non-quasianalyticity condition:
AC'>0: Vy>0: /
1

Hence [50, Corollary 4.3] states that there has to be some 0 < a < 1 such that w(t) = O(t%) for
t — oo. (]

w(yt)
t2

< Cuw(y) +C.

We continue by recalling from [40, Lemma A.1, Remark A.2], cf. also Example [ZTT] the following
fact.

Proposition 5.2. Let w be a weight function which satisfies (E) and denote its associated weight matriz
by 20 = {W?>: X\ > 0}. If we define another weight matriz 25 by

W= {(KW), - A >0, W €20}

then QH{%}Q/I\T and Qﬁ(%)ﬁ/ﬁ
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The main idea of the proof of Theorem [[LT]is to associate to w the scale generated by
1 *
Cw()"t) = X‘Pw()‘t)-

If w satisfies (&) and 27 is the weight matrix associated to the scale generated by (, then £ [‘*’](U ) =
EM(U) by Proposition 5.2l The generating function ¢, satisfies (@) and (@):

Lemma 5.3. Let w € Wy and ¢} ,(t) := 95 (At) for X > 0. Then we have

(pj\,w(t + 1) S (p;A,w(t) + @;A,w(l)’ t Z 0’
for all A > 0.

Proof. The argument is similar to the one in the proof of (ZI3), cf. [55]. We include the proof for the
convenience of the reader.

Let A > 0 be arbitrary but fixed. The convexity of ¢}, implies that ¢}, ((t +s)/2) < 3
for all s,¢ > 0. Hence the choices ¢’ := 55 and s := 2X yield ¢, (A’ + X) < 27 (2At) +
we obtain for all ¢’ > 0 that

(t) + 3¢5(9)

oo
105 (2)). Thus

1 * ! 1 * ! 1 *
- 1)) < —o* (2 " (2)).
A%(Mt +1)) < 2/\%( At') + 2/\%( A)

(]
Lemma 5.4 (cf. [40, Appendix A]). Let w € Wy. The following statements are equivalent:
(1) w satisfies ().
(2) For all v > 1 there is a constant C > 0 such that
w(t) < Clw®t)+1), t>0. (5.1)
Proof. Condition (&) is equivalent to the existence of constants C, H > 0 such that
w (#*) < C(w(Ht) + 1), t>0. (Z)
Hence (5.1)) implies (E]).
For « > 1 fixed choose j € N such that v < 27. If we iterate (E]) we conclude that
wt) <w(t®) <Cw(t)+1), t>0,
for some constant C' > 0, since w is increasing and (Z]) implies (@). O

Lemma 5.5. Let a > 1 and w,0 € Wy. Then the following are equivalent:

(1) 3H>13C>0: w(t®) < C(o(Ht) + 1), t>0,
(2) 3A>1VYA>03D>0: ¢}, (at) <¢hy () +DE+1), t>0,
(3) 3A>13X>03D>0: ¢} (at) <@hy () +DE+1), t>0.

Proof. The implication (2) = (3) is trivial. If (3) holds then we have for some A > 0
5" (y) = sup [zy — @5 (z)] = sup [Aax'y — @7 (Aaa’)]
z>0 z'>0

> sup [Aax'y — A7 ol (AN') — AD(a) +1)]
x>0

= A~ sup [awy — ¢F (w) — Dw] — DA
w>0

= A" ' (ay — D) — DA
Since pI* = ¢, for any 7 € Wy, we conclude that
w(t®) < Ao (eP/*t) + DAX, t>0.

Hence we have proven (1) with H = eP/® and C = max{A, DA)}.
On the other hand, if (1) holds then there are constants C, h > 0 such that

pu(at) < Cps(t+h)+C, t>0.
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Thus for ¢t > 0 we can compute that
0, (t) = sup [ast — @, (as)]
s>0

> sup [ast — Cp, (s + h)] — C
seR

> C'sup {iau — wg(u)} — hat — C
u€R C

=C¢: (aC™'t) — hat — C

where we have ¢, (u) = 0 for v < 0 by normalization. Hence for all A > 0 and ¢t > 0 we have

1 1
S < —F =
)\gag()\ozt) < C}\cpw(C’)\t)thatJr 3

Thus (2) is verified with the constants A := C and D := max{ha, A~!}. Observe that A does not depend
on . 0

An immediate consequence of Lemma [5.5] is

Corollary 5.6. If w € Wy then the following are equivalent:
(1) For all o> 1 there exists 0 € Wy and L > 1 such that
w(t*) < L(o(Lt) +1), t>0.
(2) For all a > 1 there exists o € Wy such that
FJA>1VA>03D>0: ¢} (at) <@hy () +D(E+1), t>0.
Hence, if we combine Corollary (5.6l with Lemma [5.4] we obtain

Corollary 5.7. Let w € Wy. The following two conditions are equivalent:

(1) w satisfies [&).
(2) The function (u(At) = 3 ,(t) satisfies

Va>13A>1VA>03ID>0: ¢} ,(at) <ehy @) +DE+1), t>0.
If we summarize we have proven

Proposition 5.8. Let w be a weight function such that (E]) holds. Then the scale (Mé‘)A>0 generated by
CAt) = (A1) = @3 ,(t) is admissible. Furthermore, if M = M. denotes the weight matriz associated
to the scale (Mé‘),\ then

el =eMw),  eWw;p)=£eM(U;P)
for any differential operator P with analytic coefficients.
Proof of Theorem[I]l Combine Theorem [£.7 with Proposition O

Remark 5.9. It is clear that Theorem [[I] cannot hold for general weight functions. For example, if
s > 1 then £} (U) ¢ 4N U; P) for all non-elliptic operators P by [3, Theorem 1.3]. Using
the proof of [52] Theorem 1.2] Boiti and Jornet [9, Example 3.1] showed that if P is not elliptic then
there is a weight function wp which is not equivalent to any Gevrey weight function ¢'/% such that
lert(U) ¢ £lwrH(U; P). This example does not contradict Theorem [ since wp does not satisty ().
In fact, for each wp there exist 1 < s < s’ by construction such that G*(U) € £r}(U) C ¢¥' (U), but
the class associated with a weight function satisfying (E]) is not contained in any Gevrey class as the
following result shows.

Proposition 5.10. Let w € Wy be such that () holds. Then EI(R) ¢ EFIR) for all s > 1.

Proof. Suppose that £“/(R) C E[tl/s](R) for some s > 1. Then according to [55, Corollary 5.17(i)] we
obtain that w < tl/s, i.e. there is some B > 0 such that

1
ts < B(w(t)+1), t>0,
and therefore by Lemma [5.4] for all @ > 1 we can find a constant By > 0 such that

t5 < Bw(t®)+1) < Bi(w(t) +1), t>0.
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Hence if we choose a = s then w < ¢, which means that £ (R) is contained in the space of analytic
functions on R.

However, by Lemma [5.1] there is some 0 < v < 1 such that ¢ < w, which in particular implies that
the space of analytic functions is strictly contained in £“J(R). O

5B. Some remarks. We can use the “mixed” conditions of Corollary [5.6]to obtain results like Theorem
A cf. also Remark 10, for weight functions. In fact, the conditions in Corollary 5.6l seem to be similar
to those in Remark However, arguing absolutely analogously to Section ] we would not obtain
results for some weight functions w and o and their associated weight matrices 20 and & but for the
weight matrices 2 and é, cf. Proposition 5.2l As we have seen that does not matter if w = o satisfies
@.

But for the “mixed” setting note first that we can drop (k!)~° in (&3] since (k!)° > 1 for all k € Ny
and § > 0. The other estimates before Theorem remain also valid if we drop the “factorial” factors
of the form k*(4=9  We obtain therefore the following Theorem, but we need to discuss subsequently
how it fits in the theory presented in Section [l

Theorem 5.11. Let P be a hypoelliptic operator of principal type with analytic coefficients in U C R,
V eU and 6 = 6(V) as in Remark[{.] Furthermore suppose that w and o are two weight functions
satisfying

w(t*) = O(o(Ht)), t — o0,
where H > 1 and o = d/(d — §). Then every [c]-vector of P is an ultradifferentiable function of class
[w] in V.

Proof. We denote by 20 = {W?* : XA > 0}, W = ¢ ,(k), and & = {S* : X > 0}, Sp = ¢} ,(k), the
weight matrices associated to w and o, respectively. According to Corollary[5.6] there is a constant A > 0
such that for every A > 0 we have

Prolat) < @iy, + D(E+1) (5.2)
for some constant D > 0.
If u € 17} (U; P) then there exist A > 0, h > 0 and C' > 0 such that

||Pku||L2(V) < Chtsy

for all k € Nyg. Now (£3) and (52)) imply similarly to the argument before Theorem [ that
WF{WAA} uwnN V X Rn\{O} = @

Hence uly € EWH(V) = £19H(V) by Proposition 214 and Proposition 215
The Beurling case follows analogously. O

Remark 5.12. If we set in Theorem EIT w(t) = t'/(®*) and o(t) = t/* then we obtain that any s-Gevrey
vector is a as-Gevrey function in V. But this is a weaker result than [3, Theorem 1.3]. In particular by
Theorem .11 we would only obtain that an analytic vector is an a-Gevrey function in V.

This reflects the difference in the definition of the ultradifferentiable scales: In sectiondwe have defined
the weight sequences M of the scale generated by ¢ by mj = expo(y(k), i.e. M)} = k!(expo(y(k)),
whereas the definition of the scale associated to a weight function in this section corresponds to M} =
exp o(x(k). By Proposition the two definitions are essentially equivalent when the weight function
satisfies (E]). For the moment we may call a scale (M), of semiregular weight sequences weak if it is
defined via the sequences M,i‘ = exp o(,\(k)E On the other hand, we might say that the scales from
Section M i.e. those given by k!expo(y(k), are strong.

We observe that Theorem [5.11] shows that it would make a big difference if we would have used weak
scales in Section @l As we pointed out above, for the Gevrey scale it would mean that we could only
prove a weaker version of [3] Theorem 1.3], and we would prove the Roumieu version of Proposition
but not the Beurling version. We note also that in this situation the scales (B%7), are not recognized
under the framework of weak scales, as the fact from above that analytic vectors might only be Gevrey
functions indicates.

2In order to guarantee that the sequences M* of a weak scale are semiregular weight sequences we need to change the
definition of generating functions in Subsection Al a little bit. For example, instead of demanding only that log k + () (k) —
¢a(k — 1) is increasing in k for fixed k we need that the sequence () (k) — {x(k — 1) is increasing. Furthermore we replace
lim(t~1¢)\(t)) = oo for each A with lim(t1¢) (¢) — log(t)) = co. In fact, these are the only changes necessary.
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On the other hand, if we consider scales that are larger than the Gevrey scales there is not much
difference. In the case of the scales (L?"), we have already noted that for the proof of Theorem (.7 for
the matrices Q" (and therefore for the weight matrix ) there is no real difference if we use the scale
(L%7), or the scale (N%"), given by N = ¢*". In fact, we have the following variant of Corollary E.Gt

Corollary 5.13. Let g > 1,1 < r < 2 and P be as in Theorem[{-3 and suppose that u is an [N?"]-vector.
If V € U then u is of class [Nq,*r] in'V, where ¢' is as in Corollary[4.6/(1).

Remark 5.14. In order to decide which kind of scales should be used for studying the regularity of
vectors of a given operator, one can, in the case of operators which have been already studied, look at
the regularity of Gevrey vectors. The technical reason why strong scales are advantageous for the study
of vectors of operators of principal type is the factor (k!)~° in the main estimate (&3], cf. the estimates
before Theorem For another example using the definition from section [ see Subsection

On the other hand, in the case of Hormander’s sum of squares operators, introduced in [34], there
is some r > 1 depending on the operator such that s-Gevrey vectors are rs-Gevrey vectors and these
results are strict, see [52], [I8] and also the survey in [23]. A similar result was obtained for some class
of locally integrable structures of corank one in [20]. Hence in these two instances weak scales are more
appropriate for the study of ultradifferentiable vectors.

We can try to analyze these examples to find some general conditions which can help to decide which
kind of scales to use for the study of vectors of a given operator or system of operators. It seems that
two properties play an important role: subellipticity and that analytic vectors are analytic. We have
seen that hypoelliptic operators of principal type satisfy both conditions (as the systems of vector fields
from Subsection do). In contrast, the sums of squares operator of Hormander are subelliptic but
there are analytic vectors which are not analytic functions, see [52] and also [I§]. The analytic vectors
of the locally integrable structures considered in [20] are analytic but locally integrable structures are in
general not subelliptic, cf. [41]. In this case we refer also to the discussion in [20, Section 10].

6. MISCELLANEA

6A. Systems of vector fields. Let X1,... X, be smooth real-valued vector fields on U C R™. We say
that the family X = {X1,..., X/} is of finite type of order v € N if the tangent space T, U at each point
x € U is generated by the iterated Lie brackets of order < v

Xr= X5 X X5l 21 I=(nyeesdn) €{1,.. 03", E<w.

Jk—1>
The main result of [34] is that if the system X = {X73,..., Xy} is of finite type then X is hypoelliptic. In
the case of analytic vector fields [22] showed that the finite type condition is also necessary for smooth
hypoellipticity.
In [31] it was proven that if the family X = {X3,..., X,} is analytic and of finite type then

4
) AU; X;) = A(U).

j=1
For Gevrey vectors [21] showed that
Ggro(UsX) € gHU), 0 >0,

if the collection of analytic Xy, ..., X, is of finite type of order v and generates a stratified nilpotent Lie
algebra G of rank v, i.e.

G=G6G®---®G,

with

[Gl,Gj]:GjJrl, 1§j<l/,

[G1,G,] =0.
The theory of ultradifferentiable scales from Section [ allows us to generalize the result of [21]:
Theorem 6.1. Let X = {X1,..., X} be a family of analytic, real-valued vector fields on U C R™ that
is of finite type of order v and generates a stratified Lie algebra of rank v.

(1) If (Mé‘),\ is a fitting scale then for every A € A there is some \* € A such that E[MA](U;X) C

MM,
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2) If (M), is apposite then for all \* € A there exists some N € A such that M) U;X) C
¢
MM,
(3) If (M&\))\ is an [admissible] scale then EM(U;X) = EPM(T).

Proof. If |I| < v then according to [2I, Corollaire 2.3] there exist N € N, aj,...,ay € R and
J(1),...,5(N) € {1,...,£} such that for all £ € N we have
k1 y k1 k k
Xi_ a' X o Xl

kT kil kn!
Eitethn =k|T| 1 N

Hence if u € E{MA}(U; X) and |I| = p then for V' € U there are constants C, h > 0 such that

HX}CUHLZ(V)

k!

> (k)] - Jan|~

k
< Oh*" exp[Qa (pk)] -kl

kot =gk

If we apply () then we obtain that

HX}CUHB(V)

o < Oy (yh* (Jaa| + - - + lan])™)" exp[Cr, (k)]

for some A,. In other words

X Ful| oy < C1REM,"

V)

for some constants C1, h; > 0 and therefore u € E{MA”}(U;XI). If \* = max{A1,..., A\, } then

u€ ﬂ E{MA*}(U;X[).

[I|<v

Now Corollary B.I7 implies that u € E{MA*}(U).
The rest of the theorem can be shown in a similar manner. O

Corollary 6.2. Let X be as in Theorem [61] and assume that w is a weight function which satisfies ().
Then

EWNU; x) = gl().

6B. Weight sequences, associated weight functions and condition (). If M is a weight sequence
then the associated weight function
tk
wm(t) = sup log —
) keNo Mg

may not satisfy (@) in general, cf. [62] Theorem 3.1] Therefore wy is not necessarily a weight function in
the sense of [I7]. However, wn € W, see e.g. [44] or [49]. Thus, if wy satisfies (E) then wy is a weight
function in the sense of [17] by Lemma 5.1l We also recall that

1k
Mj, = su

D xpon (1) (6.1

for all £ € Np.

We want to characterize those weight sequences M for which wyp satisfies (E). For technical reasons
we will also assume in this section that M; > 1 for all weight sequences M.

We begin with an analogue of Lemma

Lemma 6.3. Let M, N be two weight sequences. The following statements are equivalent:

(1) 3IH>13C>0: wn(t?) <C(wm(Ht)+1), t>0,
(2) 3¢eNIAY>0: MI<AY* Ny, keN,.
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Proof. If (1) holds then we can without loss of generality assume that C' € N. Hence (G.1) gives

(Ht)Qk
Mo, =sup —————
700 explwn (A1)
tQk
< eH?k sup

>0 exp(C~'wn(t?))

i $Ck 1/C
=eH* (sup ————
(Jg exp(wN<s>>>

— o2k N1/C

=eH""Ng, .
Since M? < My, by (2.) we have proven (2) for ¢ = C, A = e“ and v = H?°.

On the other hand (2) implies that
ME < AVayaNLa = ApyEN.

We denote by 9t = {M®™ : X\ > 0} resp. 9t = {N) : X\ > 0} the weight matrix associated to wn resp.
wN. It is easy to show that M = M) (see for example the proof of [61, Theorem 6.4]) and observe also

that (q) 1« (1)) /4 1/q
Nk = exp [q (pr (qk)} = (qu: ) = qu

for all ¢ € N and k € Ny. Therefore from (2) we obtain
JgeN 4,71 >0: M <AVENYD, keN,

t* (11t)* ()"
log (W) < log ( M2 +log A; = 2log T + log A4
k

for all t > 0 and k € Ny. Hence by definition
wn (t7) < 2wm (VA1t) +log Ay, ¢ > 0.
We recall that wp ) ~ wN, more precisely we have
VA>03Dy>0: Jdono () <wn(t) <2 wngo (B) + Dy, t>0,

cf. [55] Section 5] or [39] Lemma 2.5].
Combining the last two estimates together we conclude that

wn (t?) < dqum (vA1t) + 2qlog A1 + Dy, ¢ > 0.
Hence (1) is proven with H = /7, and C' = max{4q, 2qlog(A;) + D,}. O

and thus

Corollary 6.4. Let M be a weight sequence. Then the following are equivalent:

(1) The associated weight function wn satisfies ().
(2) There is a positive integer p € N and constants A, B > 0 such that

(My)* < AB* M, (6.2)
holds for all k € Ny.
Note that in (62) we can assume that p > 2, because p = 1 would yield that sup,, M;/k < 00.
It is a natural question to ask if there is a weight sequence M such that ([6.2) and EM/(U) = gloml(T).

However, according to [I6], a necessary condition for the last identity is for M to be of moderate growth,
i.e. there is a constant v > 0 such that

My, <4778 M; My, (6.3)
for all j, k € Np.
Lemma 6.5. A weight sequence M does not satisfy simultaneously ([62) and (6.3).
Proof. Assume that both (62) and (6.3) hold for M. Then (G.3]) implies that
My <47 *(My)", & € No,
where p is the integer from (6.2]). Hence we have, if we combine the estimate above with (6.2)), that

(My)*" < AB* My, < AB* 4% (Mj,)".
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It follows that supy,(My)'/* < oo and therefore M is not a weight sequence. (]

Ezample 6.6. (1) The sequences N%" = ¢*" satisfy (@.2) for p > 2Y/=D: Then 2p < p" and
therefore

(N;CLT)QP — q2pkr < q(pk)r _ Nq;cT-
= p
(2) The sequence M given by My = 1 and M}, = e", k € N, satisfies 62) with p = 8 because we

have the estimate
(eek) 16 16¢* S eegk

I
o

since 4 + k < 8k for all k£ € N.

6C. Families of weight functions: An example. Let P be again a hypoelliptic operator of principal
type with analytic coefficients in an open set U C R™ and consider Q = {ws : s > 0}, where w,(t) =
(max{0,log(t))})? is the weight function from Example 2Tl Then by Theorem [[I] we know that
Elsl(U; P) = glwsl(U), but analogously to the case of weight matrices, i.e. families of weight sequences,
we can also consider the spaces associated to €2, i.e. we define

U = {f CEW): YV EU Is>13n>0 |[flyo < oo},
ED W) = {f EEU): YV EUVs>1Vh>0 |flyun< oo}
and also
U, p) = {u eD(U): YVeU Is>13h>0 |ulfu < oo},
EDW; P) = {u eEDU): VVEUVYs>1Yh>0 |ullf,. ;< oo}.
We have
Proposition 6.7. If P is a hypoelliptic analytic operator of principal type then
E¥w; p) = M),
Proof. Observe in the Beurling case that
5((2)(U;p) - m 5(ws)(U;p) - m 5(ws)(U) — 5(9)([]).

s>1 s>1
On the other hand, if u € E{¥(U; P) then for all V' € U there is some s > 1 such that
uly € (Vs Py = gl (V) C et (V).

Hence u € £ ().
For the other direction, recall that £l:}(T7) C £sI(U; P) for all s > 0 by Proposition Arguing
analogously to above gives the desired inclusion. (|

However, it turns out that we have already encountered the spaces £[Y:
Theorem 6.8. Let P as above and R be as in Example[2Z6(2). Then
eRW) = M),
¥l (U, p) = eBN(U; P).

The first equality follows from a more general theorem in [6I]. In order to state that theorem we
need to recall some notations. If 9 is a weight matrix we denote by Qon = {wm : M € M} the family
of weight functions associated to 9. Similarly to above we can define the spaces of ultradifferentiable
functions associated to oy:

S{QW‘}(U):{fGE(U): YV eU IMeM 3h >0 ||f||V’wM’h<oo},

5<99ﬂ>(U)={fee(U): YV eUVYMeMVh>0 ||f||V1wM1h<oo}
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We consider the following conditions
YMeM INeM IC >0, VjkeNy: Mjp, <CITFN;Ny,
YNeM IMeM IC >0, VjkeNy: Mjp, <CITFN;Ny,
VMeM Yh>0 INeM 3D >0 YkeNy: hEM;, < DNy,
VNeEM VA>0 IMecM ID >0 Vk€Ny: h*M; < DNy.
In [61] the following result was shown:

Theorem 6.9. Let 9 be a weight matrixz. Then we have
(1) If M satisfies [©4) and .8) then EMH(U) = 19} (U).
(2) If M satisfies ©H) and 1) then ETV(U) = £OQ=2)(U).
Proof of Theorem [6.8. We recall from Example ZT1] that the weight matrix associated to ws, s > 1, is
W, = {N9" : ¢ > 1}, where r = s/(s — 1) and N%" = ¢*". Then wner ~ w, for all s > 0 and ¢ > 0
by [55, Lemma 5.7]. Note also that by Proposition 5.2 we have 20,[~]Q". Thus £(U) = £[%21(U) and
EWN(U; Py = gl¥1(U; P).
For given ' > r > 1 choose A > 0 large enough such that
27“71 S krlfr 4 klfr IOgA
log 2
for all kK € N. We conclude that )
Ny < AR (NET)
which implies (6.4]) and (€3] by [60, Theorem 9.5.1 and Theorem 9.5.3].
On the other hand, for any h > 0 and r > 1 we can choose ' > 1 and D > 0 large enough such that

klogh < log 2 (k - k) +log D

for all k which gives
WEN2T < DN>"' | keN,.

It follows that 2R satisfies (6.06) and (6.7).

Hence E(U) = €M(U) by Theorem A close inspection shows that the proof of Theorem [6.9 in
[61] applies also to the spaces E™(U; P).

Therefore

e ) = ePN(U; P) = ePN(U) = £9D).
[

6D. A characterization of ellipticity by non-Gevrey vectors. The aim of this section is to prove
Theorem [[L4l We begin with noticing two easy observations, which we will need later on:

Lemma 6.10. Let M be a weight sequence and p, R > 1. Then
P My eRE < "My, + Mgy RO
for all j,k, ¢ € Ny.

Proof. Tt p, = My /My_1 then (ZI) implies that the sequence (py)x is increasing. For p > ppieR we
obtain that
My oR" = Mypra R . prre R < p* M.
If P < ,lj,k+gR then
Misktt pi.

P < e R e R < A
k-t

O

Lemma 6.11 (cf. [55, Lemma 5.7]). Let w € Wy and 20 = {W? : p > 0} be the weight matriz associated
to w. If w, is the weight function associated to W? then

w(t)
wp(t) < P

for allt > 0.



Proof. Since WY = exp [p~' ¢}, (pk)] we obtain

1 1 s 1
wp(t) = sup [klogt — p~tel(pk)] < sup [slogt — p~ ¢ (ps)] = Sw(t)
0 sZ

O

Before we can begin with the proof of Theorem [[L4] we also need to take a closer look at the scale
(N9),, given by N} = ¢*°, specifically. Recall that 9t = {N?: g > 1} is the weight matrix associated to
wa(t) = (max{0;logt})2. More precisely, p2(t) = wy o exp(t) = t? and ¢3(t) = t2/4. Hence the canonical
weight matrix 202 = {W?>? : p > 0} associated to wy is given by W/ = exp(pk?®/4), cf. [57, Section
5.5]. Thus it is convenient to set A = log ¢ and to write in a slight abuse of notation N* = N4. It follows
that N*» = W24 and therefore Lemma [6.11] implies that

(logt)?
t) < ——— t>1. 6.8
() < FEL > (63)
Now observe that (N*), is the weak scale associated to the generating function ((t,\) = At?, which
clearly can be extended to an entire function ((z,\) in the first variable. Hence 6(z, \) = expo((z, A) is
holomorphic in z and when X is fixed we have that for every strip G = {w =u+iv € C: a < u < b}
there is a constant C' > 0 such that |6(z, )| < Ce~Mm=* Tt follows that 0(.,A) is the Mellin transform

of the function
o

1 1 . 2
O(t,\) = Q—M/fwe(w,/\) dw = o elologto=Ao" o
iR —00
that is
0(z,\) = /tz—le(t, \) dt,
0

see e.g. [65] or [51]. In particular

N) = /t’He(t, \) dt. (6.9)

0

If we set t = e® we can compute

L7 1

O(e’,\) = — /e_“’se_’\"2 do = ——e™ 43
2m 4T\

and therefore

010 = o [ 0827]

In order to prove Theorem [I.4]it is enough to show the following statement.

Theorem 6.12. Let P be a differential operator with analytic coefficients on U which is not elliptic at
some point xg € U. Then we have

eNYU) ¢ e w, )
for all X > 0.

Proof. Tt is sufficient for given A > 0 to construct a function u which is an {N*}-vector of P but is not

in £(N"} (U). In order to do so we shall try to follow the pattern of the proof of [52, Theorem 2.3]. From
now on let A > 0 be arbitrary but fixed and choose parameters €, A’ > 0 and 0 < Ao < A depending on
A which will later be specified. Since P is not elliptic at xo there exists some & € S™~! such that

pa(zo, &) = 0. (6.10)
Let § > 0 be such that By = {& € R" : |z — 20| < 26} € U and let ¢ € E{NAO}(R") be such that
supp® C {z € R": |z| < 26} and ¢(x) =1 for || < §. Thus there are constants Cy, ho > 0 such that

|D"4p(z)| < Cohll !N (6.11)

|v]

for all x € R™. This is possible since N7 is non-quasianalytic for any 7 > 0.
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Then we define the function u to be of the form
we) = / U (1% (2 — 20)) O(t, X)) g,
1

It follows that

oo

DE u(x) = / e, N) dt,

1

where D¢, = —ia%o is the directional derivative in direction &. Thence (9] implies that

1
DE u(x) = Nptyy — / t*O (t, X') dt.
0

Since fol t*O(t, \') dt — 0 when k — oo we have shown that u cannot be of class {N7} in any neighbor-
hood of zg for all 7 < \.
On the other hand, it is easy to see that

Pku(x) = /Qk(w,t)@(t, )\/)eit(m—wo)fo dt
1

where Q. is defined recursively by
Qo(z,t) =1 (t°(z — z9))
and
1
Quer(zt) = Y —0¢p(a, t€0) Dy Qu(x,1).
leo|<d

Since P is analytic in U we have that there is a constant H > 0 such that for all v, € Nfj with |«o| < d,
all z € Bas(xp) and all t > 1:

|D%0gp(x, t&)| < HYIHp|ipd=lol, (6.12)
and due to (@I0) for all 0 < € < 1 there is C; > 0 such that for all ¢ > 0 and all + € U with
| — xo| < 26t7¢:

Ip(z,t&)| < Crt?~e. (6.13)

Using the above estimates (6.12]) and (6.13]) together with LemmalG.I0lit is easy to see that we can adapt
the proof of [52, Lemme 2.1] and therefore obtain the following statement.

Lemma 6.13. There exists a constant A > 0 such that for all k € Ny, all v € N, all x € By and all
t > 1 we have

IDYQu(x,t)| < Co (hot)"! AF [t(dig)kN\/l\ff + t(qu)kstMd} ' (6.14)
If we set v =0 in ([EI4]) then we get
Qu(a, 1)) < CoA¥ (t(d—a)k n t(2d—1)kaN2\]g) .

When we set p = t17¢/4 and R = t¢(3=1/4) then p® = t(d=9)k and R = t(2d—Dke regpectively. Hence,
if A1 = XA — X\g then we have

logt)*
pdk < Ngkewm(p) < Ngk exp (Oglf) ,
(d—e)?
logt)?
R¥* < Nc/l\klewNn(R) < Nc/l\kl exp M
1e2(2d—1)2

by (@8] and thus

o (logt)? [((d—¢e)? &2(2d—1)?
|Qr(z,t)] < CoA"N g, exp [ 1 SVERE N :
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If for fixed A > 0 we choose the parameters 0 < Ag < A\ and ¢ such that

dvX — o 1

e< <z,
T VA= X +VA2d-1) 2

0<
then
e2(2d — 1) _ (d—¢e)?
(A=Xo)d®> = A

n ((d;fz) — %) (logt)?

It follows that

’Pku(ac)’ < CoAFNY, /exp 1 dt.
1
The integral converges as long as
d2
N < —=
(d—e)?
The proof of Theorem is complete if we put additionally A" > A. O

APPENDIX A. SUBELLIPTIC ESTIMATES

The aim of this appendix is to indicate how (3.2) implies ([3.27). Following [48] we introduce the
local Sobolev space H?(V'), o € R, over an arbitrary open set V' C R™ as the quotient space H? (V) =
He(R™)/F?(V), where F?(V) is the space of all functions f € H?(R™) which vanish on V. Clearly
F?(V) is a closed subspace of H? (R™) hence H? (V) is a Hilbert space with the structure inherited from
He(R™).

Remark A.1. Tt is easy to see that H°(V) = L?(V) for all open sets V C R". However, if we consider
the classical Sobolev space

WHV)={feL?*(V): 0°f € L*(V) Vl|a| <k}

then we cannot conclude in general that W*(V) = H*(V) for k € N, unless V is a relatively compact
set in R™ with smooth boundary.

We denote the (quotient) norm of H?(V) by [|. ||« (). For f € Hj, this agrees with the previous
definition of ”f”HU(V) in (3I). More precisely, if U is an open set in R™, V' € U and ¢ is the natural
inclusion map of Hj;, (U) into H? (V) then || fll oy = [t(f)ll o vy for all f € HE (U).

Now suppose that U and V are given open sets in R” such that V € U CR"™ and P = {Py,..., P} is
a family of analytic partial differential operators of orders d; on U satisfying

y4
lell, e < C D 1Psl, + llell, (A1)

j=1

for all ¢ € D(V) and some constant C' > 0 independent of . If we multiply all of the coefficients of
the operator P; with a test function x € D(U) satistying x|y = 1 we may assume that the operator
P; is a continuous mapping from the space H?(R") into H°~% (R") for all o. This clearly does not
change the value of || Pjpl|, when ¢ € D(V) or of ||Pjg||H“(V) when g € Hf, (U). Therefore the mapping
P; : H>*(R™) — H*°(R™), where H>*(R"™) = proj, H?(R"), is also continuous. Moreover, observe that
F>*(V) =, F7(V) is closed in H*(R"™). Similarly, H>(V') = proj, H° (V') is a Fréchet space and P;
is a continuous automorphism on H> (V') since P; is a local operator.
We recall that we want to show that (A]) implies

14
|‘9|‘Hc+e(v) <C Z ||Pj9HHa(V) + HgHHU(V) (A.2)

j=1
for all g € £(U).
For V € U given we denote by ¢y : HiS.(U) — H* (V) the canonical inclusion mapping. Due to the

continuity of the operators P; we would be done if we could show that vy (H{2,(U)) € D(V'), where D(V')
is the closure of D(V) in the topology of H> (V). If V.= B we have the following result:

Theorem A.2.A Let U C R™ be an open set and B be an open ball such that B € U. Then we have
1 (H7S.(U)) C D(B).

loc
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Proof. For each g € H(U) = £(U) we have to find a sequence ¢; € D(B) such that ¢; = ¢; + F>°(B)
converges to ¢ = tp(g) in H>*(B). A representative of ¢ is given by yg where x € D(U) with x| = 1.
We choose two sequences (K);, (L;); of compact subsets of U with the following properties:

e K; C B and dist(K;,U \ B) — 0 when j — oc.

e B C LS and dist(B,dL;) — 0 if j — oco.
For each j € N choose test functions ¢; € D(B) and \; € D(U) such that 0 < v, \; < 1, ¥;|k, = 1,
Ajlsuppy\z, = 1 and supp \; C U\ B. We set p; = 1jg € D(B) and h; = \jxg € D(U). Then
supp(xg — »j — hy) € L; \ K; and

| (@) = o3(a) = hy(0)b(a) d | < supl(xg — 05~ hi)] - |1y \ K
Li\K; —
—|8B|=0

for ® € E(U), i.e. xg —¢; —h; — 0in S'(R") and thus F(xg — ¢; — h;) — 0 in S'(R™) since F :
S'(R™) — S’(R™) is continuous. But this means that F(xg — ¢; — h;)(§) — 0 almost everywhere. Note
also that since xg — ¢; — h; € D(supp x\ K;) and

Ixg — ; — hj| < sup|xg|

we have by the Paley-Wiener Theorem, see [30, page 181], that for each N € N there is a constant Cy
depending on N, g and x such that

[F(xg = @i = h) @] < On(1+ €)Y

for all £ € R™. Hence the dominated convergence theorem implies that
Ixg = o5 = ll2 = [(1+167)° 10 = 05 = b)OF d —0
for all o € R. It follows that ¢; — ¢ in H*(B). O

For the proof of ([(A2]) we also need the following fact.

Proposition A.3. Let E be a Hilbert space and {M; : j € I} a family of closed subspaces of E. If
M =(;er Mj and if || ||y and || ||y, are the quotient norms of E/M and E/Mj;, respectively, then

lzllpy = sup If(@)ll5,, 2 €E,
Jjel

where the f; are the induced canonical projections E/M — E/M; given by x + M — z + M;.
Proof. Let denote the inner product on E by (., .)g and

Mj-={z € E|{z,y)p =0 Vy € M;}

Mt ={zcE|{(x,y)p =0 Vy € M}

be the orthogonal complements of M; and M, respectively. It is well-known that M jL and M; are
Hilbert spaces as closed subspaces of F. Using the canonical Hilbert space isomorphisms M jL =~ E/M;,
and M+ = E/M we can identify f; with the canonical projection M+ — MJ-L. Since M = ﬂjel M; we
have that (ker f; = {0}. It is easy to see that the topology on M* is equivalent to the initial topology
with respect to the mappings f;. Indeed, the closed subsets of M + and MJJ- are exactly the sets of
the form V = ANM* and V; = AN M jJ-, respectively, where A C FE is closed. Clearly, the canonical
topology on M~ is finer than the initial topology induced by the f;’s which is generated by
fH (Vi) = AN M™* + ker f;.

It follows that

' (Vi) =AnM"+ (\kerf; = AnM".

jel JeI

Now set ¢;(z) = H:L'HMj, z € E/M = M~. Obviously ¢; is a seminorm on E/M = M=*. The same is

true for

O (z) = sup p;(z), x € E/M.
Jjel
42



In

fact ® is a norm. Suppose ®(z) = 0 for some x € E/M, thus ¢;(x) = 0 for all j € I. Hence f;(z) =0

for all j € I, since || . ||Mj is a norm. We conclude that

T € mkerfj = {0}.

jer
If B is the closed unit ball in E then Bo = BN M~' and B;=DBnN MjJ- are the unit balls in M+ and

M jl, respectively. By the above we know that

() /;1(Bj) = By

and furthermore

By ={zeM"' &) <1} ={z e M ||z, <1, Viel}=()f"(B))
jer

is the closed unit ball for the norm ®. Since both norms have the same closed unit ball, they have to
agree everywhere. O

Now there are at most countable many open balls B;, j € J, such that V = Uje.] B;. In particular,

Fo(V) =e; F7(B;) for all ¢ € R. Hence Proposition [A.3] implies that

I HHU(V) = sup - ||Ho(Bj) : (A.3)
Jel
As indicated above, Theorem shows (A22)) if V is a ball. The general case follows from [A3]
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