WAVE PROPAGATION ON ROTATING COSMIC STRING
SPACETIMES

JARED WUNSCH AND KATRINA MORGAN

ABSTRACT. A rotating cosmic string spacetime has a singularity along
a timelike curve corresponding to a one-dimensional source of angular
momentum. Such spacetimes are not globally hyperbolic: they admit
closed timelike curves near the string. This presents challenges to study-
ing the existence of solutions to the wave equation via conventional en-
ergy methods. In this work, we show that semi-global forward solutions
to the wave equation do nonetheless exist, but only in a microlocal sense.
The main ingredient in this existence theorem is a propagation of singu-
larities theorem that relates energy entering the string to energy leaving
the string. The propagation theorem is localized in the fibers of a cer-
tain fibration of the blown-up string, but global in time, which means
that energy entering the string at one time may emerge previously.
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1. INTRODUCTION

1.1. Rotating cosmic string metrics and wave propagation. Cosmic
string spacetimes are cosmological models that feature singularities along
timelike curves (“strings”E). Starting with work of Kibble [7], physicists
have speculated on their formation in the early universe, and detection of
these structures, or bounds on their prevalence, remain subjects of active
current experimental research [17]. In work of Deser—Jackiw—"t Hooft [2],
the simplest cosmic string solutions are viewed as solutions to the Einstein
equations in 2 + 1 dimensions, with a third spatial dimension along the
string quotiented out. Such solutions are, of necessity, flat away from the
singularity. The solution corresponding to a static string is then simply
the product spacetime given by R (time variable) times a flat 2d cone. The
simplest rotating string solution, however, is of a more interesting Lorentzian
character, given in cylindrical coordinates by the metric

(1) g = (dr? + r?dp?) — (dt* — 2A dt dp + A%dp?).

Here A = —4GJ where G is the gravitational constant and J is the angular
momentum of the string. This metric has two features of unusual interest
from the point of view of wave propagation: it is singular at » = 0, and it
admits closed timelike curves, hence is not globally hyperbolic.

The corresponding wave operator [, is given by

r2

A? 2A
) Dg:—<1—T2) Of + A+ =-0,0,
= =07 +172(r0,)? + r 2 (Ad; + 0,)°

Owing to the absence of global hyperbolicity, we are unable to prove ex-
istence of solutions to the wave equation by conventional energy methods.
In this paper, we thus resort to proving microlocal energy estimates in or-
der to deal with the propagation along rays passing through the string at
r = 0. We then use these estimates to prove the existence of microlocally for-
ward solutions to the inhomogeneous equation Oju = f (and perturbations
thereof). Such solutions have singularities only along the (asymptotically)
forward flowout of the singularities of f, together with the forward flowout
of the string itself.

INot to be confused with the superstrings of high energy particle physics.
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1.2. Propagation of singularities. The singularities of the metric and
wave operator give an associated fibration of {r = 0} (best regarded as the
front face of a real blowup of the string): the helical fibers are integral curves
of Ad; + 0, or, equivalently, are level sets of ¢ —¢/A mod 27Z.

In this paper we study lower-order perturbations of U,, with a class in-
cluding real-valued potentials and Klein—Gordon mass parameters as well
as certain magnetic potentials: let T be a first order differential operator of
the form

(3) T = f10¢ + f20, + f3710r + fa

where fo = fo(r,t, ) are complex-valued smooth functions, with uniform
derivative bounds in R x [0,00) x S!. Let

P=0,+T.

Standard propagation of singularities results hold along all geodesics not
hitting the r = 0 singularity of the metric. At r = 0, however, new tech-
niques are required to obtain such propagation results, or, equivalently, mi-
crolocalized energy estimates. Thus our first result concerns the propagation
of regularity through r» = 0. Since, away from r = 0, wavefront set propagates
along null bicharacteristics (a.k.a. lightlike geodesics), we are concerned with
those null bicharacteristics that reach r = 0. Along such bicharacteristics,
the ¢ variable is in fact monotone, with dr/dt = +1, dp/dt = 0 (see Section
for details). We call such curves “incoming” or “outgoing” according to
whether dr/dt = F1 (the choice of — corresponds to incoming). Different
incoming and outgoing curves hit r = 0 at different angles ¢, different times
t, and with different energies 7 (dual variable to ¢ in the cotangent bundle).
We let

F I/0,0,70
denote the union of these incoming resp. outgoing null bicharacteristics, into
or out of a specified fiber with g = ¢ — t/A, and with 7 = 79. We denote
the union of all incoming/outgoing null bicharacteristics by

Cgff/O = U j\f/o,cpoﬂ'o'
©0,70
We define a Sobolev space closely associated with the Dirichlet form of
Uy : let the norm on H be defined as
2 - 2 2 2
lullF, = 10rullZe 0y 7" (ABe4-0)ull 2 ) HlI Bl T2 o) IOl Fa eyl 72 -
In its simplest form, our propagation of singularities theorem is as follows:
Theorem 1.1. Let u € H near r = 0 and let Pu = 0. If the wavefront set

of w is disjoint from Fy . r, uniformly in t then u has no wavefront set at
F 0,400,705 Uniformly in t.

The notion of uniformity used here will be elucidated below; moreover
the full statement of the theorem, which is Theorem below, involves
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a notion of wavefront set that is appropriately defined down to » = 0 (b-
wavefront set relative to ). The full statement of the theorem also includes
the inhomogeneous equation Pu = f and deals with a family of (b-)Sobolev-
based wavefront sets, with orders of regularity measured relative to H. We
can also relax the hypotheses on u to allow for a range of regularities, albeit
always measured relative to H.

The theorem can be regarded as an energy estimate: it says that estimates
along incoming rays down to r = 0 can be propagated outward from r = 0
in a manner that preserves the fibration structure of the boundary (i.e. is
local in ¢ above) and that preserves the sign of 7, the dual variable to ¢.

1.3. Existence of microlocally forward solutions. Forward solvability
of an equation such as Ogu = f is a thorny problem. As noted in [15], the
single-mode version of this equation is elliptic in the region {r < A}. Suppose
we could solve, e.g., Ugu = 5t07meik“’ with r9 > A and with u supported in
t > Ty for some Ty € R. Then by unique continuation for elliptic equations,
u would vanish identically in {r < A}. By the proof of Lemma 6 of [15] (with
the zero RHS of the equation used there replaced by §), u would then further
vanish identically for r < rg, contradicting propagation of singularities in
the region {r > A}, where the equation is hyperbolic.

Thus we should not, in general, seek solutions supported in any set of the
form {t > Tp}: we can at best hope for a weaker notion of forward solution
than that obtained by constraining the support in ¢.

To put the difficulty differently, we do not have a natural global energy
estimate for solutions to Pu = f, as the conserved energy associated with
the Killing vector field 0; has mixed sign once we allow the support of u to
overlap r < A. Thus, the microlocal estimate of Theorem above is our
only available energy estimate near r = 0. As energy estimates for adjoint
operators usually result in existence results, this does allow us to prove an
existence theorem for forward solutions to Pu = f, provided we interpret
the forward character microlocally: we can characterize the wavefront set
of the solution u as the forward-in-time flowout of the wavefront set of f
within the characteristic set, together with the forward flowout of the string.
Here “forward” and “backward” still make sense, despite the fact that ¢ is
not monotone along the null bicharacteristics which do not reach the string,
owing to the fact that asymptotically all bicharacteristics that do not arrive
at 7 = 0 escape to the region r > A where ¢ becomes monotone along the
flow (see Section [2.1| for details).

In order to make the hypotheses on the inhomogeneity work uniformly
down to r = 0, regularity statements here involve the b-Sobolev spaces H}",
where for m a positive integer, membership in this space means that applying
up to m-fold products of the vector fields r0;, d,, 0; (with uniformly bounded
coefficients) leaves a function in L?. Let ®, denote the (asymptotically)
forward-in-time bicharacteristic flow, over {r > 0}, and let ¥ denote the
characteristic set of L.
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Theorem 1.2. Assume that the perturbation Y, given by , is analytic or
else commutes with both 0; and O,. Given compact sets Ko C K C X with
Ko C K°, if f € H(X) with supp f C Ky, there exists u € Hg”H(KO)
with

Pu=f onK°,
such that over K° N {r > 0},
(4) WE(u)\ WE(f) C Fo U, (WE(f) N 5).

The solution u is unique modulo a distribution w with WF(w) C Zo.

A more general version of this result that does not entail such strong
hypotheses on T appears below as Theorem Theorem also specifies
the microlocal regularity of the solution at » = 0 and allows for an extension
to non-integer Sobolev regularity.

Thus, “forward” solutions exist semi-globally (that is to say, over any
desired compact set) for any inhomogeneity f, but the wavefront set of the
resulting solutions may contain wavefront set propagating forward in time
that emanates from the string (i.e., from r = 0) at times prior to the support
of f. The string thus may emit information about disturbances that are yet
to occur.

1.4. Prior work. The rotating cosmic string metric was introduced by
Deser—Jackiw—"t Hooft in [2], but the literature on the behavior of waves
on this background seems to have been little studied. Our investigation of
solvability of wave equations on this non-causal background owes a consider-
able debt to the pioneering work of Bachelot [1], who has obtained a number
of results about existence and uniqueness of solutions to the wave equation
as well as addressing problems in scattering theory. Bachelot’s results do
not apply to the metric here owing to the singularity; our focus on forward
solutions is likewise a different direction of investigation pursued in [1]. Our
emphasis on a microlocally causal solution rather than one whose support
lies forward of the inhomogeneity is partly inspired by the celebrated dis-
cussion of global parametrices in |4, Chapter 6].

The authors’ previous work [15] address the problem of obtaining single-
mode solutions to Ogu = f, i.e., solutions of the form u(t, r)e**. The mode-
by-mode equation changes type across the cylinder r = A, and turns out to
be of Tricomi type and hence amenable to some known microlocal tools,
following previous work of Payne [16] as well as the methods of Bachelot [1].
In this reduced equation the singularity at » = 0 occurs in the elliptic region,
hence we were able to deal with it using relatively standard methods. Here,
by contrast, singularities can propagate down to (and through) r = 0, and
the more sophisticated tools of the b-pseudodifferential calculus are needed.

1.5. Methods of proof. The necessary tools for showing microlocal energy
estimates that propagate through the string at X = {r = 0} are positive



6 JARED WUNSCH AND KATRINA MORGAN

commutator methods in an appropriately adapted pseudodifferential cal-
culus. Here we use a version of Melrose’s b-calculus [12], but with some
important modifications. First, the noncompactness of the fibration of 0X
means that we need a calculus with uniform estimates in the noncompact di-
rections. Such a calculus is, fortunately, essentially described already in [6],
and in an appendix below we describe the necessary changes and the trans-
lation of the results of [6] to our setting; the main properties of the calculus
are summarized in Section 3} More seriously, though, the wave operator [,
does not lie in this calculus: it has singular terms that we will identify be-
low as squares of singular edge vector fields. The relationship between these
singular vector fields, characterized below in terms of their tangency to the
boundary fibration, and the b-calculus, is discussed in Sections [3|and [ In
the latter section, we introduce a further sub-calculus of the b-calculus, the
fiber-invariant operators, which have improved commutator properties with
the singular edge operators composing [,. This is the calculus from which
we choose test operators, and with respect to which we define our wavefront
set over 0.X.

The estimates needed for the propagation of singularities—or, equiva-
lently, propagation of regularity—are then split into the elliptic estimates at
0X (Section |7) and the propagation estimate itself (Section . These suf-
fice to establish propagation of regularity, globally in the fibers of 0.X. These
arguments are parallel to those employed in |11] to establish propagation of
singularities for the wave equation on manifolds with edge singularities, but
the setup must be modified here owing to the noncompactness of the fibers
of the boundary fibration.

In Section [9] we show existence of microlocally forward solutions to the
wave equation. Here the essential tool is a variant of the argument used by
Duistermaat-Hormander [4] in solving equations of real principal type: the
fact that singularities propagate along rays that escape any compact region
allows us to get lower bounds for the adjoint operator acting on compactly
supported test functions, which then translates into an existence theorem for
the distributional equation. We ensure that the solution is a forward one by
replacing our original operator by one with a complex absorbing potential,
which implies that no singularities can be arriving in the (arbitrary) compact
region in which we are trying to solve the equation.

2. GEOMETRIC SETTING

Let S C R}, ,, denote the subset {zx; =z =0, ¢t € R}. Let X = [R% S]
be the 3-dimensional manifold obtained by blowing up S, i.e. simply by
replacing 2 € R? with the polar coordinates (r, ) € [0,00) x S!. We equip

the interior X° with the Lorentizan metric given by
g = —dt* + (r* — A%)dp? + 2Adtdy + dr?

5
) = —(dt — Ady)? + r?de?® + dr?.
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Note that 0X is naturally equipped with a fibration compatible with the
metric: define the (complex) vector field

F=i"'(Ad+9,),

and that the integral curves of the real vector field ¢F at r = 0 are the
(helical) fibers of a fibration of the cylinder

OX ={r=0,pec S tcR}

Let g denote the projection map X — S' given (somewhat non-canonically)
by

(6) mo: (r=0,p,t) = ¢ —t/A mod 27Z.

Thus 7y maps each point in 0X to the point in the same fiber over {¢t = 0}.
The rotating cosmic string metric then takes the special form g = mjgo +72h
where h is a symmetric two-form in ¢, . In particular the only nontrival
components in the fiber directions are O(r?).

2.1. Geometry of bicharacteristics. The metric g is not globally hyper-
bolic: the parametrized closed curve

{(r:ro,go:s,t:to) 1S E [0,277]}

is timelike if 7o < A. There are, however, no closed causal geodesics, as will
become clear below.

Using usual dual variables in the cotangent bundle (which will be replaced
later on with the better-adapted fiber variables in the b-cotangent bundle),
the symbol of [, is

ATt +1n)?
p=rt—g - BT
and has Hamilton vector field
(27 — 2r 2A(AT + 1)) 0y — 280, — 2r 2 (AT + 1)y — 2r P (AT + )0k

On the characteristic set {p = 0}, the coefficient of J; has fixed sign as 7 as
long as r > |A|. Thus the ¢ variable is monotone on the null bicharacteristics
as long as they remain in r > |A|.

Only special bicharacteristics reach r = 0, just as would be the case for
the Minkowski metric in cylindrical coordinates. In Minkowski space, the
necessary and sufficient condition would be vanishing of angular momentum,
but here it is the condition

r

AT +n =0,
which is manifestly conserved along the flow. The time variable is monotone
along each of these curves, with ¢ = 27; moreover dr/dt = —¢/7 = +1 on

the characteristic set.
That the metric is in fact flat away from r = 0 is easily seen via the (local
in ¢) change of variables
t' =1t — Agp,
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which reduces the metric to the Minkowski metric
g = dr? 4+ r2dy? — dt’?;

projections of null bicharacteristics then become (forward and backward)
Minkowski geodesics, expressed in cylindrical coordinates

(7) (TCOS §07TSin(p7t/) = (x() + Uz, Yo +Uy37t0 :i:S),

with v2 + vg = 1. (Note that such a bicharacteristic stays within the coordi-
nate patch we have introduced here, effectively by introducing a branch cut
in the zy-plane, since ¢ asymptotically increments by +7 under the flow
along a Minkowski null-bicharacteristic.) In these coordinates, then, it is
trivial to see that every null bicharacteristic (except those hitting r = 0,
which we exclude from discussion for now) escapes the region {r < |Al},
hence, returning to our original coordinate system, we see that our original
t variable is eventually monotone at both ends of every null bicharacteristic
curve, with ¢ having consistent sign at both ends. We can thus orient each
bicharacteristic curve in a direction that makes ¢ positive on both ends.

The non-monotocity of ¢ is moreover limited: the coordinate ¢’ is mono-
tone owing to the Minkowski geometry . Since t = t' + Ay, letting ¢(s),
t'(s) and o(s) denote the values along the bicharacteristic shows that

t(s) —t(0) =t'(s) — t'(0) + A(io(s) — ¢(0));
since, as noted above, the variation in ¢ along a null geodesic is +m, if we
choose signs such that { = 41 asymptotically (i.e., t(s) — 400 as s — +00),
then t(s) — t(0) can never be less than —|A|x.

A geodesic aimed nearly at the string (r = 0) shows the non-monotonicity
of t most strikingly. As before we can choose the sign of our parametrization
to arrange t'(s) — t/(0) = s. If the geodesic passes very close to r = 0 then
consideration of lines in R? shows that ¢ is approximately constant except
at the moment when it passes by r = 0—without loss of generality, at time
s = 0—when it rapidly increments or decrements (depending on whether

it leaves the string to the left or to the right) by m — € in a short interval
s € [=6,6]. Thus,

t(0) — t(=0) = t'(6) — t'(=0) + A((0) — ¢(~9))
=20 £A(m—¢)
~ EAT.

Hence in the limit in which such geodesics pass through the spatial origin
r = 0, the time variable instantaneously increments or decrements by A at
the moment of interaction with the string, and is otherwise continuous and
monotone increasing.

3. B-GEOMETRY AND THE B-CALCULUS

In this section, we describe the geometric setting of the “b-category” and
its associated analytic objects as espoused by Melrose in, e.g., [12] (but
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with a slight complication in its application in the case at hand involving
uniformity as |t| — co).
The set of b-vectors fields on X is:

V(X)) = {smooth vector fields tangent to 90X }.

Thus,

Vy(X) = C(X)-span(r0,, 0, 0y).
We then define the b-differential operators as sums of products of these
vector fields:

Diffy(X) =<¢ > a(rt,o)Vig.. Vi @ €C™, Ve € Vy(X)
Lk (D) <k

Owing to the noncompactness of X, however, we will employ versions of
these spaces involving uniform estimates: let C;°(X) denote the space of
C* functions of r,t, ¢ with uniform derivative bounds:

fecy < 0.0]okf e L™(X) for alli,j, k € N.

Let
Vou(X) = C;°(X)-span(ro., 0y, 0,),
and
Diffy, (X) =4 > alrt,o)Vig.. Ve € CP Ve € Vou(X)

Lk ()<k

We also require a weighted version of this space, denoted r¢ Diff (M).

The vector fields in Vy, (X) are sections of a vector bundle, denoted T X.
The dual bundle, denoted ®T*X, is the bundle whose local sections are 1-
forms spanned over C*°(X) by dr/r, dt, dyp. The principal symbol of a
b-differential operator is a polynomial function on *T*X : if

A= > ay(rt,e)(rD,) ' DIDE,
i+j+k<m
O—gn(A) - Z aijk(r7 ta (p)gz,]_jnk‘
it+j+k=m
where the variables £, 7, n are defined by writing the canonical one-form
on *T*X as
dr
57 + 7dt + ndep.
Here and throughout the rest of the paper we use &, 7, and 7 to be fiber vari-

ables in the b-cotangent bundle. We are also employing the usual convention
in microlocal analysis that

D, =i"1'9,

for any coordinate z.
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Note that there is a symplectic form on *T*X° defined by the differential
of the canonical one-form

d
(8) wzdé‘/\%%—dT/\dt—i—dn/\d@.

hence there is an associated notion of Hamilton vector fields.
We will have occasion to employ homogeneous coordinates on *T*X in
making symbol constructions; to this end, set

& .7
(9) 627577:777—:7

7] 7] 7]
The coordinates f , 7, together with 7 itself, are a coordinate system in the
fibers except at 7 = 0; as we will see below, this set is disjoint from the
characteristic set of [];. The function 7 is of course just 1-valued, but is
useful notation nonetheless.

We can write [, with respect to the b-vector fields as
AP\ o, 1 2 2 2A -2 ;2
Op = — <1 - 1“2) 0y + r—z((r(?r) +03) + T—Q&gdp e r~* Diff},(X)

so that the principal symbol associated to [, is given by
(10) pt.rp,7.6m) =12 =1 28 — 72 (AT ).
Thus the characteristic set is ¥ = {r?’r? = &2 + (A7 + n)?}. Over the

boundary {r = 0} we have X[;,_oy = {{ = AT + 7 = 0}.
The b-Hamilton vector field of p is given by

"Hy = 0;p 0y + 10cp Oy + Oyp Dy — 81p By — 10, O — Dpp Oy

9A 2% 2 &2 4+ (At +n)?
= (2r = 5 (AT +0))0 = 20, — (AT + )9, =2 <(7,2) 23

which yields the (rescaled) b-Hamilton vector field, itself in V,(*T*X), given
by
(11)

2

% PHy = (r*7 — A(AT +0))0; — &0, — (AT + 1), — (€2 + (AT +1)%)0.

Let
bd(s) = exp(s(r?/2)" H,)
denote the flow generated by this rescaled vector field.

b
Looking at % pr over the characteristic set at r = 0, we see % Hp|g|“=0} =
0 so we cannot expect to obtain any propagation at r = 0 by invocation of
standard propagation of singularities results.

Remark 3.1. If a null bicharacteristic, i.e., an integral curve of (r?/2)°H,
inside the characteristic set, parametrized by s, approaches r = 0 as s — +00
then certainly AT + 1 = 0 since p,7,n are all conserved. Conversely, if
AT + 1 = 0 then solving in 7, £ shows that in fact 7 — 0 as s — +oo (with
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the + determined by the signs of £ and 7). Thus AT+ n = 0 exactly defines
the flowout of r = 0 inside X.

3.1. Uniform b-calculus. The b-calculus of pseudodifferential operators
is a microlocalization of the b-differential operators. Here we exclusively
employ a uniform version of the b-calculus adapted to the noncompact but
quasi-periodic setting under study.

A function a on ®T*X is in the symbol class S7'(*T*X) if for all multi-
indices o, 8 and integers N > 0 it satisfies estimates
(12) 081,00 ] < CUET )" (14 1) N,
where the estimate is assumed to hold over all of °T* X, noncompactness of
X notwithstanding. In particular, the estimate is to be uniform as |t| — oo
(the radial variable in practice will only range over a compact set).

In this section we outline the development of the b-pseudodifferential
calculus built by quantizing symbols in S™(°T*X). A more detailed account
can be found in Appendix [A, where we follow an alternate development of
the calculus from the slightly different point of view used in [6], which is in
fact equivalent to the account given here (as proved in Proposition .

We may quantize symbols in S™(*T*X) to obtain operators with the
following Schwartz kernel (Schwartz kernel of an operator is denoted k(e)):

(13)
#(Opp,(a))

!
_ / el =rE/r =)+ o=y g (7 ¢ . € 1, n)% dédrdn|dt dy' dr' )7

Here we have included a half density factor that is both appropriate to the ge-
ometry of the half-line and also which arises naturally from the construction
of the b-calculus by quantization of certain singular symbols in [6] discussed
below; the function x is a cutoff in the radial variables: x = x(r'/r), where
X(s) is supported near s = 1. The convention here is that functions to which
this operator is applied should be viewed as 2m-periodic functions in the ¢
variable, and the symbol a is likewise periodic in (. The application of the
operator to a function is then integration over R,, with the result being
again periodic (cf. |20, Section 5.3.1]).

We have employed the notation Opy, to distinguish the quantization used
here from that in Appendix [A, which may only be applied to a certain
subclass class of “lacunary” symbols.

Remark 3.2. We recall from [12, Chapter 4] that it is illuminating to view
the Schwartz kernels of these operators in the “b-double-space” obtained
from real blowup X? = [X x X;(8X)?], which here corresponds to just
replacing 7,7’ variables in [0,00)? with polar coordinates in the quarter-
plane; equivalently we may use the simpler substitutes for polar coordinates
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given by
, r—r

(0.0)= (7', 2 5)

with p € [0,00) and 0 € [—1,1]. It will often be valuable to use the even
simpler coordinates r and s = r//r, but then we must recall that as § — —1,
s — 400, hence these coordinates are not quite global. The set {p = 0}
is the “front face” of the blowup, the new boundary face that we have
introduced to replace the corner r = r’ = 0; the “side faces” are now 6 = +1,
a.k.a., s = 0 resp. s = +00. The operators in the usual b-calculus are
those whose Schwartz kernels are conormal to the lift of the diagonal to this
space, smooth up to the front face, and rapidly decaying at the side faces.
The operators considered here have the further feature of enjoying uniform
estimates in the noncompact boundary variables ¢, ¢’

Operators of the form are not quite a rich enough class to form a
calculus closed under composition, owing to the presence of the cutoff y.
In general, composition causes the support of Schwartz kernels to spread
transverse to the diagonal. Thus in order to make the calculus closed un-
der composition, we need to allow residual operators that have Schwartz
behavior in this transverse direction.

Definition 3.3. We say an operator R is residual if its Schwartz kernel
satisfies the following estimate in coordinates on Xl? given by p =1+ 1/,

0= (r—1r")/(r+7r"): forala,p,v,N,
|08 0. 0503 pr(R)| < Capn(L+ [t — |+ p) N (1= 0N,

Note that the (1 — 62)" factor has the effect of enforcing rapid decay of
the kernel on the side-faces (§ = £1) of the resolved space X7.

With our definition of residual operators in hand, we may define our
uniform b-pseudodifferential operators.

Definition 3.4. An operator A is in ¥ if A = Ag+ R for some Ay =
Opy,(a) with a € ST(*T*X) and R a residual operator.

That this is equivalent to the different definition introduced in Appen-
dix [A is the content of Proposition

Proposition 3.5. The space Y} (X) is a calculus, i.e., a filtered x-algebra,
and WY (X) is bounded on L*(X). There is a principal symbol map o :
U5 (X) — S5(X)/S57H(X) that yields a short ezact sequence

0— U (X) ™ g (X) D8 535(X) — 0.
Furthermore if A € U (X), B € VF (X), then [A, B] € \I'i;rkfl satisfies
oy ™A, B) = —i{o3(A),05(B) |
with {-,-} the Poisson bracket defined using the symplectic form .
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The proof of this proposition is the content of Appendix [A; essentially
the whole result is obtainable from results in [6, Chapter 18.3].

The principal symbol map of the b-calculus is the obstruction to an op-
erator being lower order, but not the complete obstruction to compactness,
which is also governed by behavior at r = 0. for a b-differential operator

A= Z ak(r,t, @)(TDr)iDng;

we can create a scaling (in r)-invariant operator by freezing coefficients at
r = 0; this is the indicial operator

I(A) = " ayr(0,t,9)(rD,)' DI DL
In |12 Section 4.15], the extension of this operator to b-pseudodifferential
is discussed, and this same discussion applies with no change here: there is
a map
1205, (X) = W, 1(X)
with the latter being the space of operators in the calculus that commute
with scaling in the r variable. The essential features here are as follows:

Proposition 3.6. I is an algebra homomorphism, with the property that
for A e ¥y (X),

I(A)=0<= Acr¥;,(X) <= Ac T, (X)r,

We record some useful consequences involving commutators with r and
rD,.

Lemma 3.7. Let A € ¥} (X). Then
(14) [r, Al € 10 H(X) = U5 (X)),

(15) r Y Ar, rArte vy (X)), ai(rilAr) = ag(rArfl) =03 (A).
(16) [rD,, A] € 105 H(X).

Proof. Since I(r) = 0, (14) follows immediately. Then follows since,
e.g., r YAr = A — r~1[r, A]. Finally, holds since I(rD,) = rD, com-
mutes with I(A) by scaling invariance of the latter. O

Remark 3.8. We will need notions of operator wavefront set (a.k.a. micro-
support) and the related wavefront set of distributions associated with the
b-calculus. The uniform versions of these notions that we need, however, are
slighly unsatisfactory, as uniform estimates on a symbol (with rapid fiber
decay) in a noncompact open conic set ) C bT*X are of course not equiva-
lent to the validity of the estimate locally in a conic neighborhood of each
point in ). Without the addition of some notion of “microsupport at infin-
ity,” therefore, it would not suffice for us to define the microsupport as a
set. We therefore postpone discussions of wavefront sets to the discussion of
the fiber-invariant calculus below, where taking fiber quotients will supply
the desired uniform estimates in a more satisfying way.
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3.2. Edge structure. A manifold M with boundary is endowed with an
edge structure if the boundary dM admits a fibration:

Z = 0M %Y

with fiber Z and base Y (see [8]). The edge vector fields are defined to
be those vector fields that are tangent to M and additionally to the fibers
within OM. In coordinates adapted to the fibration, with x a boundary defin-
ing function and (y, z) coordinates on OM associated to a local trivialization
of the fibration so that the y variables are constant on fibers, we have

Ve(M) = C>(M)-span(x0y, £0y, 0,)

The edge vector fields are the smooth sections of the edge tangent bundle,
which we denote “I'M. The edge cotangent bundle, denoted ¢T™* M, is then
defined to be dual to “T'M, with dual one forms %, %, and dz.

Our setting has an edge structure given by the fibration tangent to the
vector field F; here the leaves are all diffeomorphic to R and the leaf space is
smooth and may be identified with S* by the map 7 in @ This map is of
course somewhat non-canonical: it could be regarded as taking the unique
point in the circle in each leaf at time ¢ = 0. When possible we will employ

the more invariant terminology
p~q
to mean that p,q € 0X are in the same leaf.
In coordinates, we then obtain edge forms and vector fields as follows.
Set =71,y =t — Ap, and z = p. Then the sections of “T'X are the C*>°(X)

span of
rOp, 10, and Ad; + 0,.

The canonical one form on ¢T*X is then

dr dt—Ad
(17) 0=+ T + nedp.

We remark that we could alternatively have used
x=r,y=t—Ap, z=1

as our coordinates, i.e., we could have used t as a fiber coordinate rather
than ¢. (This has the virtue that the noncompactness of the helical fibers is
more immediately apparent, but doesn’t make much difference.) With these
choices, the edge vector fields become

1
70y, —%% O + 0,

which are easily seen to give an alternative basis for the edge vector fields
defined above.

In this paper the edge structure is important for understanding the elliptic
set over the boundary for [,;, which can be regarded as a weighted edge
differential operator, but the “edge calculus” of Mazzeo [§] plays no direct
role here.
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3.3. Edge/b relationship. It is of considerable motivational and practical
interest to understand the relationship between the b and edge cotangent
bundles and characteristic sets.

We define the map 7 : °T*X — *T*X via the inclusion map r*T*X —
bT*X. That is, for ¢ € °T*X with coordinates given by the canonical one-
form (17), we have rq = &.dr + 7.(dt — Adyp) + rnedyp which can be written
as an element of *T*X as (ré&) % + rodt + (rn. — 7.A)dep. Thus

T (1,0, e, Tesne) = (1t 0, 16e, Te, e — ATe) = (1,0, 8, 7,m).
Note that for ¢ € 7(°T*X) we have
(18) E=n+Ar=0

at the boundary {r = 0}.

We define a further map which combines 7 with the quotient by fibers.
First, note that the screw-displacement flow along the vector field iF, ex-
tended trivially to the interior of X (the choice of extension turns out to
be irrelevant) preserves the fibration of 90X, hence gives an identification of
“T, X and “T;X whenever p,q € X with p ~ g; it also identifies bT];" X
and bT;X , and commutes with the map m, so that we gain an equivalence
relation (also denoted ~) on 7(°T}; X).

Concretely, we may employ (t,¢,7) as coordinates on 7 (T X), since
& = 0 there and 7 is determined by ; then

tp, 7))~ ¢, 7)== T1=17, p—t/A=¢ —t/Amod 27Z.
Finally, we let the compressed b-cotangent bundle be the quotient
MT*X = n(°T*X)/~;

Since 7 commutes with the flow along iF, we may (and will) view this as a
subset of *T* X /~, and give it the subspace topology of that space (which
itself has a quotient topology). There is a natural map

7 Th e X — PT X

given by mapping a point to the equivalence class of its image under 7 (i.e.
7(q) = [7(q)]~). In coordinates, a point in *T} X is simply given by the
equivalence class (over varying s) of

(t=As,r=0,0 =9+ smod 27Z, T = 19,§ = 0,7 = —A7p),

with ¢ € S', 79 € R\{0} thus providing coordinates for *T}, X. We will
also have occasion to use the usual notation

bor X

for the R -quotient of this bundle, which over the boundary is just Si, x 59,
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Given o = (g, 10) € "T* X we let
(19) Fr10,, =1(t;m0,7,6,m) € X AT+ 1= 0,8gn({/7) = 1,
T=m, lim (p—1t/A)o"®(s) = @}

with I corresponding to +1 and O to —1 in the sign of {/7, and the direc-
tion of the limit in s being chosen with £ = —sgn&. (Recall that *®(s)
denotes the flow along the rescaled b-Hamilton vector field.) These are the
points “incoming” toward or “outgoing” from the fiber indexed by (o, 70),
according to whether dr/dt = —£/r7 is negative resp. positive.

4. TWISTED H! AND THE FIBER-INVARIANT B-CALCULUS
Recall that we define a Sobolev-type norm on the space ‘H by
lull3; = 1Drul 7oy + 7 Fullfz o)+ I1Dsull 2o x) + 1 Doullzz )+ lull72 x)-

Note that owing to the presence of the singular r—!'F = r='Y(AD; + D,)
term, we could dispense with either the D; or the D, term (but not both).
We define the space H to be the closure of C2°(X°) (i.e. vanishing at S is
imposed). Thus H agrees with the usual Sobolev space H'! away from 7 = 0,
but is an appropriately twisted version of H'(R3) at the cosmic string itself.

Let H* C C~°°(X) denote the dual space of H with respect to the L2
inner product. Thus

P:H—>H

is bounded.

Remark 4.1. The uniform b-calculus is not bounded on #, since even a
multiplication operator My, by a cutoff function 1 (¢) has the defect that
2 -1 2
[Myullz, = [[r= F(@)w)]]",
and this yields r~!u terms when F acts on 1(t) which are not, in general,
bounded by ||u||§_[ Consequently we will specialize further to certain opera-
tors with better commutation properties with F.

Definition 4.2. An operator A € ¥} (X) is said to be fiber-invariant if
[A,F] = 0.

and we write Wi (X) to denote the space of the fiber-invariant b-pseudo-
differential operators of order s. We let Diffyp denote the subalgebra of
fiber-invariant differential operators.

Let Cg° denote the space of fiber-invariant smooth functions, i.e. those
annthilated by F.

Remark 4.3. Operators satisfying weaker notions of fiber-invariance, such
as the wvery basic operators introduced in |11, Section 10], would suffice
to obtain boundedness on H. However some difficulties involving iterated
commutators with F, e.g. in the proof of microlocal elliptic regularity, seem
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to make these less rigid operators more difficult to use in the setting under
consideration here.

Note that fiber-invariance is preserved under composition, by the deriva-
tion property of commutation, and is also preserved under multiplication by
fiber-invariant smooth functions.

Definition 4.4. Let SP(*T*X) denote the space of symbols a € ST(*T*X)
that additionally satisfy
F(a) = 0.

Recall that a convenient way of quantizing arbitrary symbols to operators
in our calculus is given by the map Opy, defined in (L3).

Lemma 4.5. Let A = Opy(a) € W (X). Then A € Uie(X) iff a €
Sp(tT*X).
Proof. We simply note that the Schwartz kernel of [F, A] is Opy,(F(a)). O
Lemma 4.6. Let A € ¥} (X) with 0;(A) = a. Then
[D,,Al]=E+FD, =E +D,F' and [r A =r"'G=0G"r"
for E,E' € U5 (X) and F,F',G,G' € Ui (X)), with
oy (E) = 0y (E) = —i0r(a),
ag_l(F) = alf_l(F’) = ag_l(G) = aj_l(G’) = —i0¢(a).

If A is additionally fiber-invariant, then all the other operators are as well.
Proof. First we recall that

[r, A] € rWi;l(X) = \Iligl(X)r
by Lemma, Moreover,

[r, A] = Gr
with
05_1((}) = —ir Y(°H,)(a) = i0¢(a).
Thus
(20) LAl = —r e Ar = —r1G =G
where

0i7(G) = ~id(a).
An analogous version of the computation with [r, A] = rG’ proves that we
we may also write this operator as G'r L.
Next we write
[D,, Al =r~Y[rD,, Al + [r !, AlrD, = E+ FD,

where E = r~1[rD,, A] and F = [r~!, Ajr. By we see F' = r~1Gr so
that o '(F) = o '(G), as desired. The desired properties of E follow
from the observation [rD,, A] € r¥; by Lemma
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The alternate second form, E'+D, F’, follows using the above, now writing
D, = rD,r~' +r~!. Indeed,

[Dy, Al = [rDyr™, A] —i[r™1, A]
= (rD, —i)[r L, Al + [rD,, A]r !
=D, F'+F
where F' = r[r~!, A] and E' = [rD,, A]r~L.
(]

Finally, we show that 0-th order fiber-invariant pseudodifferential opera-
tors map H continuously into itself.

Lemma 4.7. Let A € U9 and u € H. Then
[Aully < Cllulln
and C depends only on the seminorms of the symbol of A.

Proof. Let A € W) and v € H. By boundedness of the uniform calcu-

lus, all terms in || Aul|7, are bounded except for || D, Au||* and HrilFAuHQ.
Since [F, A] = 0, boundedness of these two terms additionally follows from
Lemma [4.6] O

Since A* € \IlgF when A4 € U), Lemma yields the following corollary:
Corollary 4.8. Let A € U and u € H*. Then
[ Aullx < Cllullp-

and C' depends only on the seminorms of the symbol of A.

5. SOBOLEV SPACES

First, we recall the definition of b-Sobolev spaces, adapted to our uniform
context.

Definition 5.1. Let s > 0. A distribution u is in Hye(X) if for all A €
Use(X), Au € L2

The negative order spaces are defined dually: for s > 0, u € HZ*(X) if
we Wi (X)(L2).

Remark 5.2. By elliptic estimates of the sort discussed below, we would
obtain an equivalent scale of Sobolev spaces by using the algebra Wy, (X)
rather than Wye(X): the distinction is irrelevant here. In particular, we
could use constant coefficient test operators, so that for m € N,

ue Hip(X) <= (rd,)'dl0ku € L*(X), i+j+k<m.

We nonetheless keep the F in the notation to remind the reader that these
are in almost every case the test operators under consideration (and the
distinction is more important in the #H-based spaces defined below).

Note that over compact sets, the distinctions between uniform and ordi-
nary b-Sobolev spaces are also moot, and HjgNE& = H"NE'.
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We additionally define b-Sobolev regularity with background spaces given
by H or H* :

Definition 5.3. Let s > 0. A distribution u is in Hyg 4, (X) if for all
A € Vpe(X), Au € H. Likewise u € Hyp 5. (X) if for all A € Wi (X),
Au € H*.

The negative order spaces are defined dually: for s > 0, u € HI:FS,H(X) if
u € Vpr(X)(H) and likewise for Hig 4. (X).

As weighted b-Sobolev spaces also arise frequently, we introduce the
double-index notation

(21) Hy (X) = r' Hig(X);

thus H,f,’:o = H;r, and we will continue to use the latter notation when
convenient. When there is no possibility of confusion (in particular, in the

solvability argument in Section @ below) we will write the norm on H, ,f,’:l as

loll5-

We will partiallyE adopt the notation of [6, Section B.2]: let Q@ C X be an
open set obtained as Q = 71Qg where 3 is the blowdown map and Q¢ C R3
is an open set with Lipschitz boundary.

For Z any of the Hilbert spaces of distributions on X introduced thus far,
let

2(Q), 2(Q)

denote respectively the subspace of Z consisting of elements that are sup-
ported on Q C X, and the quotient space of Z consisting of restrictions from
X to Q of elements of Z.

Note that since X is a manifold with boundary, the open set 2 C X may
contain points in 0X = {r = 0} (but as soon as it contains one point in
(r = 0,t = tg,» = o) it must contain all points (r = 0,t = tg, € S1),
as it is the preimage of a set in R3). The distinctions about boundary
behavior that we are drawing among Sobolev spaces are at other parts of
the boundary, not at » = 0.

Lemma 5.4. The following continuous inclusions of subspaces of C(X°)
hold over any Q2,Q C R x X as above, provided the function r is bounded on

Q:
1y (@) ¢ H(Q) ¢ Hy (@),
Hy Q) c 1A (Q) € Hy " HQ)
Proof. We write the squared norm on H as
7= (rDy)ull o xy + I~ FullZz oy + 1Dl 22 x) + 1Dl 72 ) + el 22 (x);

2We are omitting the “bar” used for spaces of restrictions, as this seems to be the more
common usage in other literature.
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since the vector fields 70, and F are in V), this is certainly dominated by a
multiple of the erlF squared norm, given by

7= (rDr)ullf2xy + Ir ™ DeullFa ) + 17 Dgul oy + 1 72y

(Here we have used boundedness of r on Q2.) Thus rH} (Q) € H(Q). Likewise,
the squared H norm dominates

1D )ulZ2xy + | Deullfz ) + 1 DptllFaexy + lull o xys

which is the H} norm, hence H(Q) C H}(Q). The remaining inclusions
follow by duality, using the usual duality between spaces of extendible and
supported distributions as discussed in [6, Section B.2] (and for which the
extensions to the hypothesis of merely Lipschitz boundary can be found in
[9) Theorems 3.29, 3.30]). O

Corollary 5.5. Operators in ¥;, (X) are bounded from HbSF_}{(X) to L?(X).

Proof. Since H(X) C H}(X), we additionally have
Hyz5,(X) € Hy(X),
and the result follows from boundedness of the uniform calculus. O

6. ELLIPTICITY, MICROSUPPORT, AND WAVEFRONT SET

Since our test operators are required to be fiber invariant, we cannot hope
to use them to distinguish microlocal behavior at different points in a fiber.
Hence we will define, for s € RU {oo},

WFiF,’H u, WFiF,H* u C bS*X/N
as subsets of the quotient space of the sphere bundle where we identify fibers
in the base space X at r = 0. (Recall that ~ lifts from 0X to give a fibration
of 1’5’5 X.) We equip this space with the quotient topology.
As we will deal very frequently in the sequel with objects living on the

quotients of ®S*X, *T* X and other spaces by ~, we henceforth adopt the
F subscript notation
bT*XF = bT*X/N, bS*XF = bS*X/N
to denote fiber quotients of these and other spaces. Our previous notation
for P7* X, matching that used in [11], is admittedly slightly inconsistent with
this one, as it also involves a fiber quotient but has no subscript. Note, in
any event, that
b X T Xp, PS*X C bS* XE.

We begin with the usual definitions of ellipticity and microsupport, trans-
ported to the quotient space T* X, and with uniformity in the noncompact
fibers and fiber invariance built in via the uniform estimates on our symbols.

In the following definition we use the quantization Op defined in Appen-
dix [A which is, by definition, a surjective map from an appropriate space
of total symbols to the operator calculus (rather than requiring the manual
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addition of the residual operators, as we must do when using Op;)). The
wavefront sets are defined as subsets of the fiber-quotiented cosphere bun-
dle, but as usual we may equally well view it as a positive conic subset of
the relevant cotangent bundle.

Definition 6.1. An operator A = Opy(a) € V(X)) is elliptic at g € °S* X
if there exists ¢ € Sg® such that ca = 1 in a positive conic neighborhood of
q in "T*Xg. Let ell A denote the set of points at which A is elliptic.

A point q € YS*Xg is in the complement of the microsupport of A =
Opy(a) (denoted WF}e(A)) if there exists a positive conic neighborhood U
of ¢ in *T*Xg on which for all N € N, and multiindex o,

(22) 0% < Cnolr, &m) Y.

We use the same definition of microsupport for elements of Wy, (X), re-
quiring the estimate to hold on the ~-equivalence class of the neighbor-
hood U .

Note then that ellipticity of an element of \IlgF (X) at an equivalence class
of points over r = 0 given by {(t + As, o + s,£0,70,7M0) : s € R} implies
uniform lower bounds on the symbol on a set of the form

{t+As, o+ 5,6,1,1m) : |0 —wo| <,
[(& 7. /1(E 7m)] = (&os 70, m0) /1 (€0, 0. m0) || < € [(&,7,m) > €'}

As usual, we have
WErA=0 <<= Ac¥,>2X).

In order to regularize our commutator arguments below, we will work
with families of fiber-invariant operators which are uniformly bounded in
some space of uniform b-pseudodifferential operators. Thus we also require
a notion of microsupport in this context. In the following definition and
subsequent discussion, we use the notion of bounded operator families in
\Il]gF(X ): this means parametrized families of operators that are quantiza-
tions of symbols with all seminorms uniformly bounded in the parameter.

Definition 6.2. Let B C \IIIIfF be a bounded family of fiber-invariant opera-
tors indexed by w in that there exists an indexing set I such that B = {By :
w €T}, Wesayq € S* X is in the complement of the microsupport of the
family (i.e., ¢ ¢ WF}z B) if there exists a positive conic neighborhood of q
in °T* X on which for all N € N and any multiindex o, there exists CNa
independent of w such that

00| < Cwalr,&m) ™
where B = Opy(bs).
For a family B, WFy B = @ iff for all B € B, B € ¥,°(X) with uniform

estimates on seminorms (which we will abbreviate in what follows as “lying
uniformly in W, 7).
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The following standard result can be read off from the locality in (z,¢&)
of the formula for the total symbol of the composition, just as in the usual
calculus.

Proposition 6.3. WF;; AB C WF;p AN WF¢ B and the same inclusion
holds for operator families.

There do exist elliptic operators in our calculus:

Lemma 6.4. Given p € bTé"XXF, s € R, and an open conic neighborhood U
of p, there exists A € U5c(X) that is elliptic at p with WF A C U.

Proof. Letting x be a cutoff function supported near the origin, we use the
notation o = (§,7,m) and & = /||, and set
A -1
a = x(t = Ap = Apo)x(r)x(|é — dol)x (e ).
Then A = &)b(a) satisfies our criteria, provided the support of y is suffi-

ciently small. O

Global and microlocal elliptic parametrices exist in this calculus, with the
proof being the usual one (relying, as it does, only on the properties of the
symbol calculus—see, e.g., [5, Proposition E.32)):

Proposition 6.5. Let A € Uj(X) and B in V- (X) satisfy
WF A Cell B.
Then there erists Q, Q" € Wi;k(X) such that
A=BQ+R=Q'B+ R
with
R,R € ¥,>°(X)
and WFr QU WF,r Q' C WF A.

The same result holds if A € V§ (X) and B € V}-(X), now with R, R’ €
R,R € ¥, >(X).

Note in particular, taking A = Id, we can invert a globally elliptic operator
modulo a residual operator.

As usual, elliptic elements of the calculus can be used to test for Sobolev
regularity:

Proposition 6.6. Let A € W;(X) be elliptic. Then
u € Hip(X) iff Au € L?
u € Hijp4/(X) iff Aue H
u € Hip 3+ (X) iff Au e H".

The proof follows directly from Proposition [6.5 and from boundedness of
nonpositive-order elements of the calculus on L%, H, H*.
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Definition 6.7. Let u € C™°°(X) and q € *T*X¢. We say q ¢ WEje 4 u
(resp. ¢ ¢ WFye 30+ u, ¢ ¢ WEpeu) if there is an A € Wy, elliptic at q, such
that Au € H (resp. Au € H*, Au € L?).

We say ¢ ¢ WFyqu (resp. q € WFyry-u, ¢ ¢ WFyu) if there is
an A € VO, elliptic at g, such that Au € H§§7H(X) (resp. Au € HE 310,
Au € Hp°). We occasionally use the convention that WE means the same
thing as WFe with no superscript.

Standard ellipticity arguments show that with the definitions above,
WFPu= | JWF;u,
seR

hence we will not need to deal separately with s = co in our results below.
We have an inclusion of wavefront sets based on the corresponding inclu-
sions of Sobolev spaces:

Lemma 6.8. For u € H, and m € RU {400},

(23) WERE (u) € WEjE 5 (1) € WERE (r ).
For uw € H*, and m € RU {400},
(24) WE(ru) € WEESL (u) € WER(u)

Proof. 1f a point ¢ ¢ WFE 5, (u), there exists A € Wi, elliptic at ¢, such that
Au € H. Hence by Lemma Au € HJ-, and we obtain ¢ ¢ VVFZ?{H u,
which proves the first inclusion in (23). If ¢ ¢ WFZ’,‘:H(T_lu) then there
exists A € \IIZ?ZH with r~'Au € L?, hence for B € V7t microsupported on
the elliptic set of A and elliptic at ¢, we have Bu € THblF C H (again by
Lemma hence ¢ ¢ WEF¢ 5, (u) and the second inclusion follows.

The inclusions in are proved similarly. O

7. MICROLOCAL ELLIPTIC REGULARITY

In this section we prove a microlocal elliptic regularity statement for the
weighted edge operator P. This says, quantitatively, that away from the
wavefront set of the inhomogeneity, the wavefront set of a solution to Pu = f
is contained in the compressed b-cotangent bundle defined in Section

Recall that

P=—80;4+r2(rd,)" +r*(Ady+ 0,)* + Y
with
T = fiDi + foDy + f3rDy + f4
where fo, € C;°.
Lemma 7.1. Take ' C U C *S*X¢ with T closed and U open. Let B C \IJ’gF

be a family uniformly bounded in \I/',fu with WF(B) C T. Let Q € \I/ff,: be
elliptic on T with WF(Q) C U.
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(i) Ifu € H and WF’ngH(u)ﬂU = O then there exists a constant Cq > 0
such that
[Bull# < Cr(llulla + [|Qull2)
for B € B.
(ii) If u € H* and WF,IfF,H* (u) NU = @ then there exists a constant
Cy > 0 such that

[Bullar < Co[lulln- + [|Qull2-)

Proof. We begin by proving statement (7). Since I is closed, it follows from
Proposition that we can find a microlocal parametrix G for @) so that
GQ = Id+E where E € U).(X), WF(E)NT = @. For each B € B,
BE € ¥,°(X) uniformly since WFy(B) N WF}-(F) = @. Thus

| Bullp = [|B(GQ — E)ullx
< |BGQul|y + || BEu||%
< Cr(|Jullx + [|Qull%)

where in the last line we bound || BGQul|3 using Lemma[4.7]and the second
using the fact that BE € ¥, °° uniformly.

The proof of statement (ii) is identical but we use Corollary instead
of Lemma [4.7] O

The following lemma relates our H-based wavefront set to L? bounds.
Note that the test operator A is merely uniform, but the operator G esti-
mating it is fiber-invariant.

Lemma 7.2. Take T C U C *S*X¢ with T' closed and U open. Let u €
H and let A € \IIZZH(X) for some m € R. Assume WFg(A) C T and
WFit 3, unU = &. Then for any G € Vit with WF,e G C U and G elliptic

on I, there exist C' >0 and R € W, > such that

[Aul[L2 < CllGully + [[Rul| L2

Proof. Fixing G € VjE(X) elliptic on I" and microsupported in U, the elliptic
parametrix construction (Proposition gives the factorization
A=TG+R
with T' € \I/iu, R € ¥, . We then estimate, using Corollary
ITGull < C|Gull
and the desired estimate follows.

O

In our proof of estimates on the Dirichlet form below, we will need to
control many terms which share similar structures. To streamline the argu-
ment, we provide the following lemma which will allow us to immediately
bound the necessary terms.
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Lemma 7.3. Take I' C U C *S*X¢ with T closed and U open. Let A,B
be families of operators uniformly bounded in \Il’g’F and \If]lf/F, respectively.
Assume WF(A), WF,c(B) CT. Let E, F be weighted differential operators
of respective orders m,m’ € {0,1} lying in Diffyr +CEr~F + CX°D,.. Set
m+m'+k+k —2

5 .

Assume u € H and WFye 5 uNU = &. Then for any Q € Vi elliptic on I’
such that WF(Q) C U, there exists a constant C > 0 such that

[(EAu, FBu)| < C([lull3 + 1Quli%),
for Ae A, B e B.

Proof. Set
/- —m+m' —k+k
= 5 .
Let Ay € Wir(X) be elliptic with parametrix A_, € \I'gFe(X) satisfying
A_Ay=1d+R

with R € ¥,~°(X).
Then using Lemma to deal with commutators of r~1 and D, with
elements of Wye(X) we calculate

|(EAu, FBu)| = |[((A_¢Ay — R)E Au, F Bu)|
< |(A¢EAu,A* ;FBu)| + |(REAu, F Bu)|
=Y [(B;Aju, F;Bju)| + |(RE Au, F Bu)|

where the sum is a finite one with Ej, F j having the same form and order

as E resp. F, and where A, B are members of families of operators A (resp.

[5’) which are uniformly bounded in \I/]g;F ‘ respectively \I/]Zf,/:_g .

By Cauchy—Schwarz,
(25) [(EjAju, F;Bju)| S ||EjAjul7z + || Ej Bjul 72

For the first term on the RHS of , if m =1 we see n = k+ ¢ and we use
Lemma [7.1] to find

1B AgullZe < [Azull3; < llull, + | Qull3-

If m =0 then n =k + ¢ — 1 and we use Lemma [7.2] along with Lemma [7.1
to likewise obtain

1E; A7 S llullf + 1QullF
The second term on the right hand side of is handled analogously. [

Next we establish an estimate on the Dirichlet form. Note that this lemma
is an analogue of Lemma 8.8 from [11].
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Lemma 7.4. Let A, € \II§E1 be a family of operators indexed by w € I
that are uniformly bounded in W5, with WF}g(Az) C T C U C °S*Xg for

_1
I' closed and U open. Assume uw € H satisfies WFZ o (W)U = . There
1 1 ~
exist Q € Wi 2, Q € Wil 2 elliptic on T with WFj(Q) UWF}e(Q) C U and
a constant C > 0 such that

IDeAzullre = |1Dr Azl 2 — [lr™ " FAzul| 2

(26) 2 2 2 A 2
< © (Il + 1Qul, + I Puly + |1QPul

forall w e I.

Proof. Our assumptions on the wavefront set of u imply that for each w, we

have Agu € H so that PAou € H*. It follows that

| Dy Agte|| 2 —|| Dy At 12 — ||r tFAgul| 2 = (PAgu, Agu) — (YAgu, Agu)
= ([P, Ax|u, Agu) + (Am Pu, Agu) — (YAzu, Agu).

Thus it suffices to show

27) [P, Azu, Agu) — (YAzu, Agu)| < C (Jlullf, + 1Quliz,)

and
(28)  [(AwPu, Agu)] < C (Il + I QuiB, + | Pull: +1@Puli)

First we establish Using the notation from the proof of Lemma [7.3
we have

(A Pu, Agu)| < \(A%AwPu, AN Agzu)| + |(Ag Pu, R* Agu)|
2

where R € U, >°. The second term is readily bounded as in . For the
first term we use Cauchy—Schwarz and Lemma [7.1] to find

(A AmPu, A" 3 A)| S 1Ay Ac Pully + [A_y Azull}

SI1Pull3 + 1QPullze + [lull3, + | Qullz,

which proves

As we turn our attention to the commutator term in we are primarily
interested in the order of the pseudodifferential operators that arise. Since
we commute with A, € A, these operators will be members of families in-
dexed by A. To concisely track the relevant information we use the notation
By to indicate a representative of the class of families of operators indexed
by w which are elements of \I/'gF_ !(X) and are uniformly bounded in ¥} (X).
The precise operator being specified may change at each appearance of By.

Now consider [P, Az]. As D} = D, — %, D}D, = —r~2(r0,)?, hence

[0y, Aw] = Bsy1 + 7 2F?Bs_1 — [D} D, Ag).
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Recalling that T is a first-order b-differential operator lying in \I'llm(X ), we
find that [Y, Ag] is uniformly bounded in ¥} (X). Thus

[P7 Aw] = Bsy1 + B; + 7"_2|:2B571 - [D:DryAw] + Dy Bs_1,

where B, € ¥j (X) is uniformly bounded and all other families are in
Upe(X). Thus
([P Az]u, Agu) — (YAgzu, Agu)
= (Bgy1u, Agu) + (r'FBs_ju, 7 'FAgu) — ([Dy, Agu, Dy Agu)
+ (Dyu, [Dy, AL Apu) + (DyBsu, Agu) + {Bliu, Agu)
= (B 1u, Agu) + (1 'FBs_ju, 7 'FALu) — (Bsu, D, Agu)
+ (D, Bs_1u, Dy Agu) + (Dyu, Bagu) + (Dyu, Dy Bos_1u)
Agu) + (D Bsu, Agu) + (Bhu, Apu).
Each term but the B/, term is then controlled by ||u||?,+|/Qul|%,, by Lemma
since, using the notation of Lemma in each term of our expression

for ([P, Ax|u, Agu) above we see m+m’ +k+ k' <2s+1. The Bj term is
likewise controlled by Corollary This concludes the proof of O

We conclude the section with the proof of our microlocal elliptic regularity
statement.

Proposition 7.5. Let u € HZ:FJ\% for some N € R. Then for any m €
R U {+o0},
WEE 5(w)\ WFpE 5. (Pu) C PS*X.

Recall that S* X is the fiber-quotient of the image of the edge-cotangent
bundle inside the b-cotangent bundle, defined in Section

Proof. Note that WFI:FNH(U) = O since u € HI:F]\;{ We claim that ¢ €
1
bS*(X) \ #(°S*(X)), q ¢ WFjr 5 (u) and ¢ ¢ WFyp 2, (Pu) implies ¢ ¢
1
WFZ: 3;(u). The proposition then follows by induction. To establish the
claim, we first note for ¢ € *S*X¢ \ *S*X we have

72 <+ (n+Ar)?.

1

Take A € \I/Z:i such that A is elliptic at ¢ and WFye(A)NWF} 4 (u) = 2.
Let a be the symbol of A and define A, as the quantization of (1 +w(r? +
£+ (77—|—A7‘)2))71/2a. Then A, € \I/Z;%, A is uniformly bounded in ‘I/z:%,
and Ay — A as w — 0.

Define B € Wi (X) as the quantization of (xq (552 (6% + (n + AT)?) — 72))%
where x4 is a cutoff supported near ¢ with x, and  chosen so that B is el-
liptic near q. Furthermore we assume WF}g(x,—1)NWF}(Ay) = @ where
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Xq = Op(Xq)- Then

55 = (gllrD 4 P - DF) [+ (i - 1]+ G

for some G € U} -(X). Our assumption on the wavefront set of ¥, — 1 and
A then give

B*BA_, = <2;2[(TDT)2 +F? - D?) Ap 4+ GA, + E

where Eg € W, 7.
We may further assume A is supported in r < § so that

|BAzul|32— / GAzuAzu
X

1
252

1 -
< i(HDrAwuH%Q + [Ir 1FAwu”%2) - HDtAwuH%Z‘

(HTDTAWUH%Q + HFAWUH%2) - ||DtAwuH%2

Since |- v GAguAgu is uniformly bounded by the inductive hypothesis, by
Lemma [7.4] we see

1
5 (IDr AgullZz + [Ir ™ F Azl 12) + | BAzul|Z:

is uniformly bounded as w — 0. It follows that ||Aully is uniformly
bounded as w — 0. Thus there is a subsequence of A u which converges
weakly in H. Since A, — A, we see the weak limit is Au € H so that

s+% .
q ¢ WFp 3, as desired.
O

We also state a less precise version of this result, involving only b-regularity:

Corollary 7.6. Let u € Hb_,:]g_[(X) for some N € R. Then for any m €
R U {400}, .
WEI (u)\ WE (Pu) C *S*X.

Proof. This follows directly from Proposition and the wavefront set in-
clusions in Lemma [6.8] O

8. LAW OF REFLECTION

In this section we prove our propagation of singularities result using a
positive commutator argument. We begin with a lemma giving the explicit
form of the relevant commutator.

Lemma 8.1. Let A € WJt(X) with real principal symbol. Then
(29) i[Oy, A*A] = DXL, D, + (r 'F)Le(r—'F) + DiL' + L" D, + Lo.
where
2m—1 2m—1 _ .
o Ly, Lp e ¥y, o} (L) = 4adga;
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o I/ I € UI(X), of™(L') = o}™(L") = 2ad,a
o Ly € UMH(X), of™ ! (Ly) = 4Tadsa.
Proof. Writing
Ly = Dt2 — DD, — T_Z(F)za
we first note simply that D? € \II%F(X ), so that by ordinary properties of
the calculus,

i[D}, A*A] € U HH(X)
with symbol

27'81;(0,2),

yielding the term Lg.

Writing

[DyD,,A*A] = D;|D,, A*A| — [D,, A*A]*D,.
By Lemma [4.6
[D,,A*A] = E+ FD,

where 02™(E) = —id,(a?) and 07" (F) = —i0¢(a?). Since these are purely
imaginary,

—~|D,, A*A]* = E' + D*F’
where E’ and F’ have the same symbols as E and F respectively. Thus
[D:D,,A*A]l = D;L,D, + D:L' + L"D,.
Here 02™(L,) = —2id,(a?),.
Finally, F commutes with A*A by fiber-invariance, and by Lemma |4.6
2 A*A] = v AT A [ AR Al

equals ' Lgr—! where Lg € \112,?1 has principal symbol —22'8,5(@2). Note
that we have used our freedom to write r~'W = W/r~! where W, W’ have
the same principal symbols. [l

We now state our main propagation theorem in precise form.

Theorem 8.2. Letu € Hy% (X) be a solution to Pu = f. Let 0 = (0, 70) €

bS'gXXF and let U be an open neighborhood of ¢ in *S* X¢. Then (for either
choice of + below),
WEje o unUn{+{ <0} =g, <
WL 010 = 2 = 0 Wrigu
Remark 8.3.

(1) Recall that since ¢ € S}, XF, absence of ¢ from the wavefront set
is a global, fiber invariant statement (as are the hypotheses, with
uniformity along the fibers built in).
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Say f = 0. By elliptic regularity there is a priori no wavefront set of
u in £ # 0 over 0X, so the hypothesis of the theorem can be viewed
as dealing only with the interior of X, where the points with ££ <
0 are those that are “incoming” toward the string or “outgoing”
from it. In particular, say we assume that there is no wavefront
set of u (uniformly) near all rays with 7 = 7y striking a single fiber
p—t/A = o, i.e., near the set .Fy , 7,; to further clarify signs, let us
take 79 = +1 so that £ > 0 on F7 7. The uniformity assumption
means there exist r9 > 0, § > 0 such that (using the homogeneous
“hat” coordinates of (9))

(0,70), | —t/A —po| <9, $é € (0,9), senT =719} NWFu =g,

with uniform estimate (i.e. by testing by an element of Wyr(X)).
In particular, then, for » < min(rg,0/2), and |¢ —t/A — @o| < 4,
sgn T = Ty, the points with é € (0,9) are not in the wavefront set of
u; additionally {é > 6} NWF u = & since this set is disjoint from .
The set r = 0,5 < 0 is also disjoint from the wavefront set by elliptic
regularity. Hence we have shown that the hypotheses of Theorem 8.2
are satisfied at (g, 70).

Thus the theorem can be interpreted as saying that uniform reg-
ularity along .7 , yields regularity at g itself, and hence along %0 ,
as well, by closedness of wavefront set. Hence this is the sought-after
propagation of singularities into and out of the fiber.

The theorem includes the converse statement as well: outgoing
regularity yields incoming regularity, by backward-in-time propaga-
tion. Note, though, that if Oju = f, then setting @ = u(—t,x) and
f = f(~t,z) implies

DNga = f?

where ﬁg is the the d’Alembertian for the cosmic string with A re-
placed by —A. Hence it will suffice to show that incoming regularity
implies outgoing regularity (for every value of A). It also suffices to
fix one sign of 7 : since [, has real coefficients, applying a propa-
gation theorem valid for 7y > 0 to the equation Pu = f proves the
corresponding result for 7y < 0.

Consider a solution v to Pu = 0 that has a single bicharacteristic in
the wavefront set arriving at X at a point g € bS’g v X. Applying the
theorem in all fibers except that containing o tells us that a single
point in WEFyg 3 u striking the cosmic string may at most produce
WEFyk 3, u leaving the string everywhere along the fiber of g, in the
same T-component of the characteristic set; this is to say that ¢ —t/A
and 7 are conserved in the interaction, but ¢ is (apparently) not.
When one proves microlocal propagation of regularity, the contra-
positive is usually interpreted as yielding propagation of wavefront
set along bicharacteristics, perhaps of a generalized sort. Here, the
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generalization would have to be quite broad to permit such a state-
ment: a singularity arriving at r = 0 along some ray in %7, -, must
result in a failure of uniform wavefront set estimates along all rays
in F0,00,7- It is the uniformity that is the difficulty here: rather
than produce wavefront set along some particular outgoing ray, the
effect might be merely to produce nonuniformity of estimates along
this family of rays as |t| — oco. An appropriately defined notion of
wavefront set at timelike infinity might allow us to recover a more
traditional propagation statement, but we will not pursue it here.

(5) Our hypotheses on the inhomogeneity f are phrased in terms of
regularity with respect to H*, the dual space to H, which away
from r = 0 agrees with H~!; thus the hypotheses involve one less
derivative on f than the concluded regularity on u, as befits a second-
order hyperbolic equation.

Proof. The strategy of proof is descended from the work of Melrose—Sjostrand
[13], [14] and is more directly inspired by the presentations of Vasy [18] and
then Melrose—Vasy—-Wunsch [11].

As noted in the remarks above, it suffices to consider the case where our
wavefront set assumption is in é > (0 and we also have mp > 0.

We construct a test operator A as follows. Define

w=1r%4(p—t/A—pg)?
(where as always, we view ¢ — t/A and ¢y € R/27Z as equivalence classes
with the distance squared being the shortest of the possible values) and set
y 1
¢p=-£+ %W
where 8 and 0 are parameters to be set later. Let xo be smooth, supported
in [0,00), and with xo(s) = e~'/* for s > 0, hence xj(s) = s 2xo(s). Let
X1 be supported on [0,00) and equal to 1 on [1,00) and with x} > 0 and
supported in (0,1). Let x2 € C°(R) be supported in [—2c¢1, 2¢;] and equal
to 1 on [—cq, ;] for some ¢; > 0. Let x3 = x1. Our test operator A will be
defined to have principal symbol

a=xo(1= S)xa(= &+ Dxal@ + (A7 +7)) s sen(m)).

This symbol is fiber invariant, as it depends on ¢, ¢ only via ¢ — t/A, hence
we may quantize it to a fiber invariant operator A € \IlgF(X ).

Note that on supp xi(e), £ < §. Meanwhile, on supp xo(®), w < B252% +
,6’255; owing to the support constraints on &, then, w < 26232 (and thus both
rand |¢ — t/A — @g| are bounded above by v/263). On supp xo(e), £ > —6,
so overall £ € [—4,8] on supp a. Note also, for later use, that |1 — ¢/d| < 4
on supp a.

The parameter § will later be used to obtain sufficient positivity of com-
mutator terms, and may need to be taken large; thus, note that for any
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B € (0,00) there exists § > 0 such that suppa N {f > 0} € U. We alert
the reader that at the moment when (3 is taken large in the following argu-
ment, we simultaneously adjust 6 = 0(8) to maintain the desired support
properties.
Now applying Lemma (as well as recalling that [T, A*A] € U (X)
since Y is a uniform b-operator of order 1) and pairing with u yields
(30)
2Im (f, A*Au) = (i[P, A* AJu, u) + (i(P — P*)A* Au, u)
= ((D}L.D, + (r'F)Le(r7'F) + DL’ + L"D, + Lo)u, u)
+ (i[A"A, Yu,u) + (i(P — P*)A" Au, u)
= ((DXL,Dy 4+ (r *F)Le(r"'F) + DXL’ + L"D, + Lo + TA* A)u, u)
+ (Ryu, u)

where the L operators are defined as in Lemma T =i(T -7 ¢
Diff},(X), and there are further non-fiber-invariant terms Rj € ¥9 (X)
arising from commuting with T.

Now let B € \Ifb_Fl/ % have symbol

b= 2|7) 72572 (xoxh) 2 x1 xa X3

This is the quantity appearing in commutator terms with derivatives hitting
the X% factor of a?; its support is that same as supp a. In particular,

o, M(Ly) = 0y (Lg) = 4adca = b* + € +¢”

where suppe’ C {€ > 0}, and suppe’ N*T*X = & : the b2 term comes,
as noted above, from the derivative falling on yg, while the term with a
derivative falling on y; gives €’ and the term with a derivative on yo gives
e”’. Note, for later use, that owing to the specific form of the cutoff function
Y0, we have arranged that a?b~! is a smooth F-invariant symbol of order
1/2.

Thus,

(31)
DL, D,+(r~'F)Lg(r~'F) = D B*BD,+(r"'F)B*B(r~'F)+D}(E'+E"+R_5)D,
+ (r F)(E'+ E" + R_)(r'F)
where
o E' e U, (X)), WF)(E') C £71((0,00))
o B c U (X), WF(E")N’T*X = 2.
e R, e U 2(X).
e And where £/, E”, R_5 will now mean potentially different operators
with the above properties in each occurrence of these symbols.

Now we turn to the D,, D} terms in (30). We have o} (L') = (L") =
2a0,a, and since the only r-dependence of a is in the xo(1 — ¢/¢) factor and
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120202 1 2 : 1
XOX0XTX3X5 = 7|7|6b° we may write these symbols as
1 2 Lo

—§|7'|(Sb 8r¢ = —|T|%Tb .

Recall that 7 < /263 on suppb, so that in fact
(L) =]
for f] € S with
|fil < V2Ir|8~,

supported on any desired open neighborhood of supp b. Analogously, ag(L” ) =
b2 f{’ with the same properties.

Likewise, the symbol of the Ly term involves only t derivatives falling on
X0, hence

1 2.

oy (Lo) = —7|7(b°0rp = 2A_IT|T|%(SO —t/A — 0)b%;

Again we thus find
op(Lo) = b fa
where fo is estimated by

|fo| < 2V2A7 Y7571,

since | — t/A — o] < \/?B(S on supp b.
We now consider the T A* A term, which is also first order. Note that due
to the relationship x§(s) = s72xo(s) we have

1 o
2 _ 1 LAY
a —2\7]5<1 5)1),

and as noted above, |1 — ¢/5| < 4 on the support of b. Then taking o} (T) =
v we have

o (TA*A) = g|7‘|5 (1 — ?) b2 = fob?

where 3

| f2] < 2luT]d.
In the following argument we will pick § large to make f] and fa above
sufficiently small. As noted earlier, there is then a 6(f) > 0 for which a has

the requisite support properties whenever § < 6(3). To make fo sufficiently
small, we pick § < §(5).
Assembling this information yields

L' = B*BF| + R_q,
L" = B*BF + R4,
Lo+ YA*A = B*BF, + R},
where F{, F!' have symbols f/, f/', Fy has symbol fo + fa, where R, €

U5e(X), and where R € W9 (X) (with the notation recycled to indicate a
different remainder term in each case).
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Thus, absorbing further lower order commutator terms in the ever-changing
R, terms below and including a (1/2)B*B7Y term into Ry, gives

2Im(f, A" Au)

= ((B*B(D;D, +r*F?) + D(E' + E" + R_5)D,
+(r'F)(E'+ E" + R_y)(r'F) + R_or 'F + D} (B*BF| + R_1)
+ B*BF, + Rg)u, u>

_ <%B*B(D:DT +772F?+ D} — P)+ Di(E' + E" + R_5)D,
+ (r ) (E' + B" 4+ R_s)(r'F) + R_or™'F + D}(B*BF{ + R_1)
+ B*BF> + R))u,u)

= (1/2)(||D:Bul® + 7' FBul® + || D, Bul|* — (f, B*Bu))
+((E' + E" + R_3) Dyu, Dyu) + ((E' + E" + R_2)(r"F)u, 7~ Fu)
+ (BF{u, D, Bu) 4+ (BFyu, Bu) + (R_r 'Fu,u) + (R_ju, Dyu) + (Ryu,u)

Note that for brevity, we have dropped terms of the form (e)D, in the first
line favor of terms D (e), since they have the same imaginary part modulo
commutator terms absorbed elsewhere. As before, Rj, refers to a non-fiber-
invariant operator.

We now proceed with our inductive argument. Suppose that

with m < s — 1/2; it will suffice to show that
m+1/2
0¢ WEyeo/ " u.

To this end we shift around the orders in the commutator computation
as follows: for w € (0,1), fix

Q€ V(R)
given by left quantization of
(7)°(1 +wlr[?) =2,

and commuting with [J,. Thus, @7, is a family that is uniformly bounded in
U5(R), convergent in U5T¢(R) to (Dy)® modulo a fixed, s-dependent smooth-
ing operator. We would like to view Q% as lying in the calculus ¥y (X) but
the mild technical snag is that ¢ is not a symbol in (&, 7, 7). However, it is
such a symbol when cut off away from & = n = 0, hence setting

Am-‘rl = AQT;+1
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we easily see that if A = Opy(a) then A,,+1 = Opy(aq) and lies in our calcu-
lus, hence we may treat it for all practical purposes as lying in the calculusE
We omit the index w from the notation in order to keep it uncluttered, but
here and henceforth on we decorate operator families bounded in Wy (X)
with the index s as a bookkeeping aid. We will use consistent notation for
the operator B letting B,, 1/, denote the family QT B (hence again in-
dexing the family by the order of the operator space in which it is bounded).
Note that the operators F, previously had a subscript referring to the index,
and these remain unchanged (indeed, they are not families). The E', E” R
operators below are replaced by families as well, with the same indexing
convention employed.
We then have

2Im(f, Ay 1 Amru) =
_ 2
= (1/2) (| DeBuya joull® + 7 F By joull”™ + | Dy B ol

—(f, ;+1/2Bm+1/2u>) <(E2m+1 + E2m+1 + Rom) Dyu, Dyu)

+ (Egmi1 + Egpyr + Rom) (r™ Fu, r7 ' Fu)

+ (Bpt1/2F 1, Dy By jou) + (Bpyy1 2 Fott, Bryyq o)

+ (Rami 1, D) + (Romu, v Fu) + (R, ou, u),
again with R}, ., € V7" 7?(X), now including terms arising from [T, Q).
We will treat the first three terms on the RHS as the main positive terms,
either absorbing the rest of the terms into them or else estimating them by
induction or regularity hypothesis.

By elliptic regularity, i.e. the quantitative statement (by the closed graph
theorem or inspection of the proof) obtained from Proposition

_ 2
(1/2) (|1 DtBygr j2ull> + Ir " F By jouull” + | Dy By jou]|*) > CHBm+1/2uH3.[
for some ¢ > 0. Owing to the symbol estimates on the F' terms, by taking
5 sufficiently large and § sufficiently small, we may apply Cauchy—Schwarz
to estimate
[(Bm+1/2F1t, D By i1 j9u) + (Bpy1 )2 Fott, By jou)| < (C/Q)HBmH/WHi?
thus allowing us to absorb these terms in the main positive term. Meanwhile,
since 0y (A% 1 Am+1)2/0y(Bmi1y2) = g € SpT7
Schwarz and the b-symbol calculus to estlmate
(s A1 Amaw)| < (Gongsyof Il 1Bt j2ully, + 1R fllyg- | R

with Ry € Wi (X), microsupported in an arbitrary neighborhood of WF;e B
Since by assumption, m + 3/2 < s+ 1, the G term above is bounded by the
assumption that o ¢ WFi,ﬂ{* f; the second term on the RHS is bounded

, we may apply Cauchy—

3Similar considerations famously occur in the study of D; — /A, on R x M with M
a compact manifold: \/Agis not a pseudodifferential operator on the product, but this is
of little importance; see, e.g., [3].
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by the same estimate on f and by the inductive assumption o ¢ WFZEH U.
The lower order term (f, By ., /zBm—i-l /2u) is likewise easily estimated in the
same manner.

Turning to other terms, we find that the E’ terms are uniformly bounded
as @ | 0 by elliptic regularity; the E” terms are uniformly bounded by our
wavefront set hypothesis, since they are (uniformly) microsupported in the
control region & > 0; all R, terms are uniformly bounded by our inductive
assumption ¢ ¢ WEFGE 4, u; the RS, term is estimated by the inductive
assumption and Corollary

Putting together the above observations (and lumping the bounded terms
described above, with the exception of ||Gul|, into a single constant) yields

(6/2)“Bm+1/2u”i < HGmH/zf”H*HBmH/zuHH +C,
hence by a further Cauchy-Schwarz, boundedness of |Gy, 3/ f|| 4 Yields

uniform boundedness of || By, ;1 /oul| 4, @ @ | 0. A standard compactness
argument now implies that

+1/2
o¢ WFZE,H/ u,
and the inductive step is complete. O

Before proceeding to employ our propagation result to obtain an exis-
tence theorem, we record a corollary that is essentially just a quantitative
restatement.

Let proj : "T*X — X be the projection map from the compressed b-
cotangent bundle onto the fiber-quotiented base space.

Corollary 8.4. Fiz any constants r1 > ro > 0, and let Z € W (X) be
elliptic on Fy Nproj = ({r € [ro,r1]}). There exists B € ¥I(X), elliptic on
ngXXF, such that for all N there exists C' such that

(32) |Bullgy, , < CU1Zully, , + lull s, +1Pull s )

This result can of course be localized in fibers and microlocalized in T,
but this global version is all we need below.

Proof. Ordinary propagation of singularities in the interior allows us to take
ro as small as desired. By the observations in item [2| of Remark control
of Zu plus elliptic regularity implies that the hypotheses of the propagation
theorem are fulfilled (with appropriate choice of signs) at every p, i.e., we
have the desired regularity for all values of ¢g and 79, either in the region
&> 0for 7o >0 or & <0 for 79 < 0. Thus, the theorem (technically either
with the closed graph theorem applied to obtain the quantitative statement
from the qualitative one, or else from direct examination of the quantita-
tive estimate that proves the theorem) yields the estimate where B is
microsupported near any desired p € ngXXF. Since the cosphere bundle
of be;XXF is compact (with coordinates @9 € S?, 7 € £1), we can sum up
these estimates and assume B is elliptic on all ngxX F. ([
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9. CAUSAL SOLUTIONS TO THE WAVE EQUATION

We now consider the problem of finding causal solutions to the wave
equation: given an appropriate f, we wish, e.g., to find u such that

Pu=f

in the sense of distributions and such that the support of « is in the asymp-
totically forward-in-time Hamilton flowout of the support of f. Recall the
notion of forward-in-time flowout is not very well-defined locally, as t is not
monotone along some bicharacteristics. However, along every bicharacteris-
tic not reaching r = 0, t is eventually monotone along the flow. Whether ¢
is aymptotically increasing or decreasing on such bicharacteristics is deter-
mined by the sign of 7, a conserved quantity.

Thus for a set S C X, let &1 (S5) denote the maximally extended gener-
alized flowout of S in the asymptotically forward/backward time-direction,
over X°:

()= |J  @sl0)
s-sgn7(q)=20
where on incoming/outgoing rays we take ®4(¢q) to be undefined for param-
eter values beyond those where it reaches r = 0.

We will not trouble to define the broken flow across the string at r = 0,
since the global appearance of singularities there seems unavoidable.

The goal stated above turns out to be too much to ask: we cannot expect
nontrivial solutions supported in ¢t > Ty for any 7y, e.g. since the mode-
by-mode equation obtained by separation of variables in [, is elliptic for
r < A and hence enjoys unique continuation. (See [15] for a discussion of the
angular mode equation.) So we accept instead a solution on a(n arbitrar-
ily large) compact set with the minimal wavefront set that the propagation
theorem above would permit: the forward flowout of WF f together with
the forward flowout of the string itself, for all ¢. (Again, cf. [15], where the
authors performed similar analysis for angular mode solutions; this simpli-
fied setting did not allow the excitation of singularities emerging from the
string, however.)

Recalling that

P=0,+7

where Y € Diff},(X) is a first-order perturbation, we now strengthen our
hypotheses on T in order to obtain some necessary unique continuation re-
sults for the perturbed equation. We offer two different auxiliary hypotheses
on T that yield stronger solvability results.

Hypothesis C¥. T has analytic coefficients.
Hypothesis (t,¢). [0y, Y] = [0,, Y] = 0.

Theorem 9.1. Given compact sets Koy C K C X with Ky C K°, there
exists a finite dimensional space N C Hp°(X) N &' (X) such that if f €
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HJ"(Ko) NN+ (L? orthocomplement) there exists u € H;"t*(K°) with

Pu=f onK°.

Furthermore, u satisfies

(33)

WEFye u\ WEw f C o U (I)+(WFbF fn E).

The solution u is unique on K° modulo a distribution w with WEFpr 2y w C
F0.

If T additionally satisfies either Hypothesis or|(t,p), then a (unique
in the above sense) solution exists for all f € HJ"(Ky).

Remark 9.2.

(1)

Here in the existence theorem we have dropped the refinement of
Sobolev spaces based on H in favor of the simpler H}" spaces. (We
do still need the refined notion of wavefront set in employing our
propagation statements.) We will use results obtained above in the
setting of the HJf scale of spaces, and remind the reader (cf. Re-
mark [5.2) that the distinction between H{" and HJf is moot over
compact sets.

More precise statements than the basic “solvability in H, gnH for data
in H"” in fact hold, using H-based spaces. So, for instance, the
method used here shows that for every f & Hb_FTH* with supp f C
{r < Ry}, there exists u € (Hb2F7H* N L?)* solving the equation
as above. Such estimates have the virtue of treating radial and
fiber-derivatives differently from arbitrary b-derivatives. Likewise,
we note that we can obtain the more precise statement that the set
of obstructions N is contained in Hyg, N &' (X).

Even in the argument as given below in terms of b-Sobolev spaces,
the reader will note that our hypotheses on f are in fact that it lie the
dual space of an intersection of Sobolev spaces. This would enable
us to give alternate hypotheses on f involving higher regularity but
a more singular weight at r = 0.

A more precise version of the wavefront relation follows from our el-
liptic regularity statements and interior propagation of singularities:

WFng.[ u\ WFbF,?—L* f C ﬁ\o U (I)+ (WF{,F’H* f M E).

The assumption that f is a compactly supported distribution is
needed to obtain the uniqueness result but not the existence result,
which merely requires f be an extendible distribution defined on K.

We now prove Theorem Assume without loss of generality (expanding
and time-translating K if necessary) that

K ={r <Ry, t[0,T]},
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and moreover that Ry > |A|. Note that this means that for r > Ry, under
the bicharacteristic flow (in the b-cotangent variables)

t =r’*r — A(AT + 1)

has the same sign as 7 on the characteristic set, hence ¢ is monotone along
the null bicharacteristic flow in this region.

Let proj : ®T*X — X be the projection map from the b-cotangent bundle
onto the base space.

Lemma 9.3. There exists R > Ry as above and T' > 0 so that for each
null bicharacteristic y(s) with proj(v(0)) € K and v(0) ¢ Zo, there exists
sg with

(1) R+1<r(y(s0)) < 2R
(2) =T <t(y(s0)) < t(7(0))
(3) S 1ya) > 3/4
(4) For s between 0 and sg, proj(v(s)) € {|t| < T', r < 2R}.

Thus any bicharacteristic from K not emerging from the string comes from
the region » > R + 1 at backward time, and at that time has a large radial
component. It is, moreover, oriented in an incoming direction (property
(3)), as it must reach K, where r < Ry, as time increases. This must occur
within some fixed amount of elapsed backwards time 7" (which of course
depends on the size of K) and within distance 2R of the string.

We also note for later use the simpler fact that sufficiently far back in
time, the geodesic lies in {r > 2R}.

Proof. To begin, we employ the Minkowski coordinates (¢ =t — Ay, x) of
Section near any desired bicharacteristic. Recall that the null geodesic
flow is then (up to reparametrization) the lift of the Minkowski geodesic flow

T = x0 + Sv, t/:tais,

where |v] = 1. We use the notation ¢(s), x(s) instead of t(v(s)), x(v(s)),
etc.
Choose R sufficiently large so that

(35) max{Ry + R+ 1,2|A|r} < 2R — Ry.

If we choose sy with

(36) — 2R+ Ry < sop < —max{Ry+ R+ 1,2|A|r},

then provided |zg| < Ry,

(37) r(so) = |x(s)| > |so| —|zo| > (Ro+ R+1) — Ry =R+ 1.

Likewise,
7(s0) < [so| + |zo| < (2R — Ro) + Ro,

establishing .
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Meanwhile, it is always the case that
telt' —|Alr,t' + |Alx],

hence, since the flow in #’ is likewise very simple, subject to (36]) we also
certainly have

t(so) < t'(s0) + |Alm < (ty — 2|Alm) + |Alr < £(0).
On the other hand,
t(s0) > t'(s0) — |Alr > (t, — (2R — Ry)) — |Alm = =T’
where
T =2R — Ry + ‘A‘ﬂ'.
this establishes (2). Note that all the estimates above required was for R to
satisfy the inequality , hence we may freely increase R in what follows.

Note also that increasing R increases T".

Finally, we turn to (3], which requires examination of the cotangent vari-
ables. Assume s satisfies (36]). Then

(xo + sov,v)
 Jzo + sov
(x0,v) + S0
o + sov)
[so| —
- ‘So’ + Ry
1—Ry/(Ry+ R+ 1).
1+ Ry/(Ro+R+1)
increasing R as needed, we can thus ensure that for sy satisfying ,
7 < —0.9.

Likewise, since r(sg) > R+ 1 and |7| < 1 since z(s) is parametrized at unit
speed,

= ‘ - —:1:—1— !
SﬂR+U
< 0.01/|A]

provided R is sufficiently large. Hence we certainly have |¢| < 0.1/|A] for
such sg, and, finally, since £’ = 1,

t=t+Ap<1.1

W'

at these points. Thus

dr 7 0.9
(38) E_Z<—ﬁ< —0.8.
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Finally, note from that under the rescaled Hamilton flow employed
there (since the change of scaling factor cancels out in numerator and de-
nominator)

dr —&r

dt — r2r— A(AT +n)
_ 3
(1 —r2AA + 7))

On the characteristic set over K, |A+ 17| < Ry, so certainly [A(A +7)| is
bounded by some number F on the characteristic set over K. Thus by
& dr

(1 —r2AA+7)  di 08

hence when r > R+ 1,

% > 0.8(1—r?A(A+17)) > 0.8(1— (R+1)7%F)
and taking R large enough ensures that holds.

We now turn to condition . To clarify the exposition, assume without
loss of generality that sg < 0—the reverse case merely involves overall sign
changes. Since 7 > 0 along the null bicharacteristic flow, » must achieve its
maximum on the interval [sg, 0] at so, hence cannot have exceeded 2R.

As for the t variable, as noted in Section it is monotone increasing
along the flow when r > |A|, and it cannot ever exceed ¢(0) + 2|A|r for
s < 0. Its maximum along the flow from K with parameter s € [so, 0] can
thus be no larger than 7'+ 2|A|m; we increase R as needed to ensure that
T" = 2R — Ry + |A|r is larger than this quantity.

Now note that r must exceed Ry > |A| whenever s < —2Rq (cf.
above). Since

t'(s) =t'(0) + s =t(0) — Ap(0) + s,

on the interval s € [—2Ry,0], ' > —2Ry — |A|m hence t > —2Ry — 2|A|r.
Thus, if ¢ achieves its minimum on [—sp,0] for s > —2Ry, that minimum
must be at least —(2Rp + 2|A|m). Taking R sufficiently large, we ensure that
T’ > 2Ry+2|A|m, hence if the minimum of ¢ on [so, 0] arises for s € [-2Ry, 0],
we certainly have ¢t > —T" on [sp, 0]. The same holds if the minimum is not
achieved on [—2Ry, 0], since then it must arise at s = sp by monotonicity
of t when 7 > |A|. Thus the ¢ variable stays within (—=7",7") on [—so, 0] as
desired. g

Recall that K C {t € [0,7]}. Let K’ denote the compact set
(39) K'={r<2R, te|[-T T} C X.

Now we construct a complex absorbing potential W € W2 (X), supported
away from r = 0, such that
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(1) W is elliptic on the set
§

rT

IE{T>R+1}H{ >3/4}.

(2) sgnoZ(W) =sgné =sgnt on I.

(3) The Schwartz kernel of W is supported on {r > R}2.

(4) [0, W] = [0,, W] = 0.
Note in particular that the elliptic set of W contains the incoming points .%;
sufficiently far from the string, since on this set (A7+n) = 0and £/(r7) = 1.
We now let

PW =P—iW

be the wave operator modified by the complex absorbing potential.

We now state a proposition in which we bring our propagation of sin-
gularities results to bear in a global fashion. In what follows, we use the
notation P{E;) to denote an operator that may be taken to be either Py or
Py

Proposition 9.4. For any s € R, N € N, there exists C such that for all
¢ € H(K'),

4 s < B P(*) . )

(40) 19l ,, < CllOlg, + ClliPw ¢|’Hb;71{*

bF,H

Recall that the conventions on the Sobolev spaces are such that, away

from 7 = 0, the norm on the LHS is H*t! and the norm of the Pg) term on
the RHS is H”.

Proof. We prove the result for Py, with the result for Py, being analo-
gous, with reversed signs (and reversal in the direction of propagation of
singularities on each bicharacteristic).

We claim that for any ¢ € *T*X with proj(q) € K’ there exists A, €
U (X) elliptic at the fiber through ¢ such that

< — S .
(41) 1408l ,, < Cllolg, + CllPW Sl e

Adding up these regularity estimates, using compactness of the cosphere
bundle *S* K}, yields the desired global estimate over K'.

Thus it is left to prove the claim. To this end, let ¢ € °T*X with proj (q) €
K' be given.

If proj(q) € X and q ¢ ®T*X, then by our elliptic regularity estimate,
Proposition there exists A, € UY-(X) elliptic at ¢ such that

1409l , < Ol +ClPwolla,

which being an elliptic estimate, is a stronger estimate than needed on Pu,
and indeed implies (41). Likewise, if proj(q) € X° and ¢ ¢ ¥, an estimate
of the same form applies by standard microlocal elliptic regularity.

If by contrast, either proj(q) € X° and x € ¥ or else g € ngXX, then we
will apply propagation estimates. First consider the case where ¢ ¢ Fo (so
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proj(q) € X°). Let us suppose for the moment that 7(q) > 0. Recall that 7
is conserved along the null bicharacteristic low and asymptotically we have
sgni = sgn7 > 0 so that the null bicharacteristic satisfying v(0) = ¢ is
asymptotically forward-oriented in time. Furthermore, since geodesics not
in %o escape to infinity as t — —oo, there is a point v(s) backwards along
the flow (relative to the curve parameter) where v(s) ¢ *T*K’. Due to our
choice of sign for the principal symbol of W, regularity propagates forward
along the flow (and singularities propagate backward) by the results of [19]
Section 2.5]. Thus for some 4, € WY elliptic near ¢, we have

(42) [ Ag@lpy, ,, < Clielug, , (e + Cllollmy, + ClPw el s s

(cf. [19) Equation 2.18]), and the first term on the right hand side vanishes
since supp ¢ C K’, hence equation holds. The same argument applies,
mutatis mutandis, under forward flow if 7 < 0: the geodesic still escapes to
infinity as t — —oo but now this is forward along the flow, hence the same
propagation estimates hold by our choice of the sign of ag(W), which has
been arranged so propagation of regularity is forward in ¢, no matter which
sign of 7 is chosen.

Now we turn to the case ¢ € °T axX. Corollary H yields, for an A,
elliptic near ¢,

(43) 1Al < Clolyy +ClIPWl e, +CIZ0l

Here Z is microsupported in a region (away from 0X, and close to incom-
ing, hence not outgoing) in which we have already obtained control by the
estimates we have just obtained on (.%p)¢. Hence we may estimate

. < . .
128l sz, ,, < Cligll g, + ClPwll s

i.e., we may drop this term from the estimate to get forq € ng)‘XX.

Finally, we can treat the case of ¢ € #p N X°. We note that in the
estimate at the compressed cotangent bundle over the boundary, the
operator A, is elliptic on a neighborhood of bTé“XX , and this includes points
arbitrarily close to X along every bicharacteristic in .#¢. Thus by ordinary
propagation of singularities, we control the whole of .%o Nproj~!(K’) by the
same right-hand side: for any given point ¢ € #p N X° there is A, elliptic
at ¢ such that holds. [l

In what follows we let |[e|,, ; denote the H;n’l norm.

Corollary 9.5. For any s € R, N € N, there exists C such that for all
¢ e H(K'),

(44) 161l o410 < CllON_y. + CIPY 01l o-

Proof. This follows directly from Proposition together with the inclu-
sions of spaces in Lemma, [5.4 (|
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Equation is not quite sufficient to use in the solvability argument
due to the fact that HlfH’O does not embed compactly into Hb_N’l. Below
we perform additional analysis that ultimately yields an estimate similar to
but where the function space on the left hand side embeds compactly to
the space in which the remainder on the right hand side is measured.

In what follows, we deal with distributions in &’(K’) by considering the
t variables to lie in an interval: if u € &'(K’) we may instead, by a mild
abuse of notation, view it as

ue &' ([-nL/2,7L/2]; x [0,00), x S}),
with the underlying space equipped with the same volume form as before.

Lemma 9.6. For all s > 0 there exists € > 0 such that the operator F acting
on distributions in H*([-wL/2,7L/2] x S}) satisfies

(F2, ) irs > €|l

The result is a kind of Poincaré inequality, and the case s = 0 can be
proved in the usual manner by writing

t/A
ch(t,so)\Q:/ (d/ds)|p(As, o —t/A+ s)|* ds.

—nL/2
and employing Cauchy—Schwarz. An even shorter alternative, however, is
as follows.
Proof. For notational convenience, we shift to work on ¢ € [0, 7 L] rather than
[-7L/2,mL/2]. We may then use the Fourier basis ¢y, = \/% sin(kt/L)e"™¥
with k£ € {1,2,3,...} m € Z. Then

A2k?
V21 F2 o = < T3

Akim

+ m2> sin(kt/L)e™? — 2 cos(kt/L)e™

hence - )
9 7wl (A%k 9 TA 2
(F*0rms Prm) = 2< 72 +m ) > ﬁ”ﬁﬁkm” .
This establishes the result for s = 0; the more general result then follows
since F? commutes with (Id +D? + DZ,)S/Q. O

We now prove an estimate that allows us to trade derivatives for decay
at r = 0 in compactly supported solutions to P$)u = f.

Lemma 9.7. Let m € R and let u € H"™(K'). Then
[ullpe < HP(*)UHm,o + llwll 2,0

Proof. The estimate is trivial away from r = 0, hence it suffices to prove it
for u replaced by xu with x a cutoff near r = 0 and equal to 1 near r = 0.
As the commutator term [P*), y]u is an element of W}E, the resulting term
can be absorbed in the H, ;n +20 term on the RHS, so in fact it will suffice to

simply prove the result for u supported in r small.



WAVE PROPAGATION ON ROTATING COSMIC STRING SPACETIMES 45

Treating the D? and Y terms in P as an error term,
(45) r2F2u + 7 2(rDy)%u = D?u + Yu+ PMu.
Since D} € W3, T € ¥}, we can estimate the H" norm of the RHS by

U + ||P®)y . It thus suffices to show that the H;™ norm of the
H Hm+2,0 H m,0 b

LHS controls the HZ”’Q norm of .
We rewrite equation as

(F? + (rD))u = g = r*(D¥u+ PYu + Yu) € r2HJ".

We now Mellin transform this equation in 7, using the convention

@ = [ s an

This yields
(F? + &)t ulé,t, ) = Mg (E.t, )
where we recall that we are viewing (¢, ) as lying in a sufficiently large set
of the form (—wL/2,wL/2) x S}.
By Lemma F2 > ¢ as an operator on H™ hence we may invert £2 + F2
with uniform bounds (and holomorphy) in £ to get

(46) 2w grm S A 9(E) | m

uniformly in &, with the norms being Sobolev norms in (¢, ¢). We now recall
the characterization of b-Sobolev spaces by Mellin transform in [12, Section
5.6]. Since g € r?H]™ its Mellin transform is holomorphic in Im ¢ > —2 (with
the —2 corresponding to the r? weight, which simply shifts the imaginary
part of the Mellin transform parameter). The squared weighted Sobolev
norm of ¢ is equivalent to

| @ri-2i+ 9l de

—0o0

By (46),
[ @i+ i de S [~ @ (-2 + ) e

— 00 —00

and this implies a corresponding inequality of b-Sobolev norms:
2
[lls S N9llms < IDF 4+ PPu+ Yull

m,0?

as desired. O

We now upgrade at the cost of using a stronger norm on P*)¢ on
the RHS. For brevity, we define Hilbert spaces

X =H2KY, V=K 0 HT(K).
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Then adding a sufficiently small multiple of the inequality in Lemma [9.7]
with m =s—2 to to be able to absorb the [|¢]|, ; term on the RHS of

the former into the LHS of the latter yields
(47) I¢lly < CIPG 6l + Clléll i suppd € K

We crucially note the following compact embedding:
Lemma 9.8. Y — Hl)_N’l(K') is a compact embedding for N > 2 — s.
Proof. By interpolation
Y= HlfH’O(K’) ﬂHIf*z’Q(K’) c H;—1/2435/2,1+5(K,)7 6] < 1.
Choosing § € (0, 1] then gives a compact embedding
H§_1/2_36/2’1+5(K’)<—>H;N’1(K'),

since the space on the LHS has both greater differentiability when N > s—2
and has greater decay at r = 0 (see, e.g., [10, Lemma 6.6]). O

Thus equation establishes an inequality with the functional analytic
properties that will be necessary for the solvability argument below.

Now we consider the nullspace of P};,, which will be the finite dimensional
space N in the statement of Theorem Let

N = N(P}y) = {u e H(K') : Pjyu=0}.
Lemma 9.9. N(P},) is a finite-dimensional subspace of HyE - If Hypothe-

sis|C¥| or|[(t, )| holds, then the elements of N(Py;,) are supported in {r > R}.

Proof. Let u € N(P};,). By our global propagation of singularities theorem,

Proposition
u € Hyp 3/(X).

Furthermore, we employ to see that by Lemma the unit ball in
N(Py,) is compact in the H,~ N topology, so N (Pyy/) is finite dimensional.

We now show that under our stronger hypotheses, N is in fact trivial.
Recall that K’ = {r < 2R, t € [-T",T']}, so that u =0 for t < —T".

First, consider the case of the assumption. For any € > 0, fix a bump
function yo(r) such that

xo(r) >0, r € (¢ |A] —€), suppxo C (¢/2,|A] —¢€/2).
For s € [0,00), let Y denote the hypersurface
Y, = {(t,r,p) : t = =T+ sxo(r), p € S'}.
We compute
N*Yy = span{dt — sx(r) dr} = {€ = rsx(r) 7, n =0}
Thus, on N*Y,

A2T2
p=02(P)=1%—s*(xp(r))*r? — 2 < 0 for7 #0.
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Hence the whole family Y, is noncharacteristic, and by Fritz John’s global
Holmgren Theorem, subject to Hypothesis|C*| (analyticity), we obtain u = 0
on Y; for all s. Taking s — oo we thus find that for any € > 0,

u=0on {e<r <|Al—€},

hence by continuity, u = 0 on {r € [0, |A|]}.
Now let x(t) € C®° with x(t) = 1 for all t € [-1,1]. Let T be a smooth
nondecreasing function on [0, co) with

I'0) =0, I'(s) = R — |A] for s > 1.

For any p > 0, set
Xs(t) = [A[ +T(sx(t/p))-
Note I'(sx(t/n)) is compactly supported in ¢, uniformly in s > 0; if we take
p > T then for each t € [-T",T"], xs(t) = R whenever s > 1. Moreover, for
any s, ji
XG(8)] < sup [T'[ sup [/ sp ™5
by enlarging p further we may thus ensure that

sup | x4 (t)| < 1, for all s € [0, 1].

Now we again apply the global Holmgren theorem, this time for the family
of surfaces Ys; = {r = xs(t)}, s € [0,1]. Then

N*Y, ={r =r"'X,(t)¢, n =0}

hence on this set

2
p =31+ (LA ) - 1),

We have p < 0 for & # 0 since 7 > |A| on Y5 and |x}| < 1. Hence again
the surfaces are noncharacteristic and the coefficients of P}, are analytic on
Y, for all s > 0 since we have arranged that they all lie in {r < R}. Thus,
once again by the global Holmgren theorem we find that u = 0 on Y for
all s, and these surfaces sweep out all of K’ N {r € [|A|, R]}. Thus we have
obtained u = 0 on K’ N {r < R}, as asserted. (Note that similar arguments
to this one, using the Holmgren theorem, were employed in [1] in the proof
of Theorem 3.5.)

We now turn instead to the case of Hypothesis on the perturbation
T. Since [T, 0,] = 0, we may decompose u € N(F};,) in angular modes,

U= Z upe™,
where uy solves the mode-by-mode equation
1 1
(48) (= (A, + ik)> — 0} + 02 + =0y + Ti)ug(t,r) =0, forr <R
r r

with Ty again first-order. We have thus reduced to (a perturbation of) the
equation considered in [15], and we proceed as in that paper: First, note
that the operator on the LHS of is now elliptic in t,r for t < A, hence
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by unique continuation for elliptic equations, up = 0 for » < A. Now we
Fourier transform in ¢ and use ¢-invariance of Y, to find

1 1 s
49) (- S(AT+ k)2 + 724 9% + ~0r + Ty)ax(r,r) =0, forr <R

where Yk(T, r) is a first order operator in r obtained as the Fourier conjugate
of Tk (i.e., Dy turns into 7). By Picard—Lindel6f, since the function (7, r)
vanishes for r < A, it vanishes identically on » < R. Thus, recovering u by
Fourier synthesis, we find that « = 0 for » < R as well, and we have obtained

the result under Hypothesis |(t, )| O

Now we turn to the solvability argument, which is inspired by the work of
Duistermaat-Hoérmander [4, Theorem 6.3.1]; see also [15] for the analogous
argument in the mode-by-mode case.

Assume ¢ L N(FPj;,). Then we claim that (applied to Pj;,) can be
replaced by
(50) 6lly < CllPydlly, suppo C K,

i.e., the error term involving ¢ on the RHS can be dropped. To see this,
note that if fails then there exists a sequence of

¢j € YN N(Py)*
with
(51) loilly =1, ([Pl — 0.

Extracting a subsequence in ), converging weakly in that space to ¢ €
YN N(P;,)*, we then obtain

Pyo; — Py o
in the distributional sense. Thus since Fjj,¢; — 0 in & we obtain Pjj,¢ = 0,
which implies ¢ = 0. On the other hand, by Lemma ¢; is strongly
convergent in H, NML(K’), hence the limit ¢ must have H, NML(K’) norm
bounded below by 1, by and (51)). Thus we obtain a contradiction, and
50)

this yields the improved estimate |
Now for f € Y* N N(P};,)*, consider the map

T:Pyor (¢, f)
By the constraint on f, this map is well-defined on the range of Fjj, on
C°((K')°), considered as a subset of X. The estimate then implies

TPy @)l < CllPy ol ll flly--
By Hahn-Banach, we now extend T to a map defined on all of X, satisfying

T < ClIY[| I f[]y--
Thus by the Riesz Lemma, there exists u € X'* such that

Ty = <¢7 U>,



WAVE PROPAGATION ON ROTATING COSMIC STRING SPACETIMES 49

hence for all test functions ¢ we certainly have

(P ¢,u) = (¢, f)

hence u solves Pyyu = f. Since Py = P on K, this certainly implies that
Pu=fon K.

In particular, then, given f € N+ N Y*, we can solve Pu = f on K° for
u € X*. We note that

y* _ (H§+1’O(K/) N H—;—Q,Z(K/))* > Hb_s_l’o((K,)O),

while
Xt = H P (K')°),

setting s = —m — 1 proves the existence of a solution in the desired space.
By Lemma if the stronger hypothesis Hypothesis@ orholds, then
orthogonality to N is no constraint on f (since f is by hypothesis supported
in {r < R}).

To prove the wavefront set relation we begin by establishing the
stronger statement :

WFbE’H U\ WFbF,H* f C Yo U q)-i-(WFbF,H* f N E)

At points not in ¥ U ®T*X this follows from microlocal elliptic regular-
ity (Proposition . At interior points in ¥\.%p, it follows from inte-
rior propagation of singularities. Indeed, by Lemma [9.3] at every point in
proj }(K) \ Fo, the (asymptotically) backwards in time flow through that
point eventually hits the elliptic set of W while remaining within K’, where
u solves Pyyu = f. Owing to our choice of signs for W, regularity propagates
(asymptotically) forward in time. Thus a point in ¥\ Fp is only in the LHS
if it reaches WFr 94+ f N X, where there may be wavefront set, backwards
in time. The weaker statement then follows from Lemma

To obtain uniqueness, we note that subtracting two solutions wug, u; yields
w = ug — w1 such that

Pyw=0on K,
WEyr 3w C Fo U (I)+(WFbF,H* fnx).

At every point p ¢ Fo, backward flow eventually reaches T* K\T* K, before
leaving K entirely. (Recall that f is supported in Kj.) At such points,
neither ug nor u; has wavefront set, since

WFbF,’H ue C Fo U CI)+(WFbF fn 2),

and these points are neither outgoing nor in the forward flowout of WF f.
Hence by interior propagation of singularities for the equation Pyu = 0,
p ¢ WF w, and the asserted uniqueness follows.
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APPENDIX A. THE UNIFORM B-CALCULUS

The usual construction of the b-pseudodifferential calculus, e.g. as in [12],
is in the context of compact manifolds with boundary. Here we work on
X = [R3;S], which is noncompact (recall S = {1 = z3 = 0}). The noncom-
pactness in r is of no consequence here, as we always do our estimates in a
neighborhood of S (or its lift to the blowup), but the noncompactness in ¢
is a more serious issue and worthy of comment.

Happily, the treatment of the subject by Hérmander in [6, Section 18.3]
begins by developing the calculus on a half-space with just the sort of uni-
form symbols estimates that we require here. While the later passage to
manifolds in that work (Definition 18.3.18) is only phrased in terms of local
estimates (since Definition 18.2.6, giving the conormal distributions used
here, relies on local Besov spaces), we may still make use of the half-space
construction here in order to work on

X =1[0,00), x Ry x R, /277

by identifying functions on X with functions on Ri that are 2nZ-periodic
in the ¢ variable.

Thus, following [6], we may define the Schwartz kernel of the b-quantization
of a symbol a € S} as

(52)
k(Opy(a)) = / lr=r)e/r+ U=+ (e=) o (¢, o, €, 7, 1) dEdrdn|dt de dr /7).

Here we have taken the form of the kernel (18.3.4) from [6] with x,, denoted
r, and made a change of fiber variable; we include the half-density factor
necessary to make the operator act on functions (with the r—! arising natu-
rally from change of fiber variables). The k denotes the Schwartz kernel of
the operator in question.

Recall that the class of symbols a considered in [6] and used here are
those satisfying the uniform (in r, ¢, ¢) estimate

- —N
(53) 021,502 1 ya] < Cagl(&mm)™ ().
Owing to the periodicity in ¢, we make the additional requirement
(54) a/(r’ t790+2ﬂ-k:7 g? 7—7 T]) = a/(r’ t? 907 é’? T? n)? k; 6 Z'

And following [6], in order that this quantization produce a sensible operator
on r > 0, we also require the “lacunary condition”

(55) Feswa=0, forw< -1, r>0.

Remark A.1. In the language of blowups, we remark that the lacunary con-
dition means that all derivatives of k(A) vanish at s = 0 where s = 7//r
is a smooth variable along the interior of the front face of the blowup
[X x X;(0X)?]. Note that we may view the ¢ integration in the quanti-
zation as the Fourier transform in £, evaluated as w = s — 1. The set
{w = -1}, a.k.a. {s =0} is the “right face” of the blowup, at ' = 0. Rapid
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vanishing at the “left face” where » = 0 is, by contrast, automatic owing to
the rapid decay of the Fourier transform of a symbol in the base variables,
since s — +o0o as we approach this face. Hence the operators obtained in
this way are indeed locally (in t) the same as those described in [12, Defini-
tion 4.22], except that here we have built a right b-density into the definition
of the operator in order to let it act on functions.

Definition A.2. An operator A is in W} (X) if it can be written as Opy(a)

for some a satisfying , , .

We further note, as in |20, Section 5.3.1], that quantizing our p-periodic
symbols as in and applying the result to a ¢-periodic distribution u
results in a @-periodic distribution, hence the action of Opy(a) is well-defined
on sufficiently regular and decaying functions on X.

For a satisfying and , the boundedness of Op,(a) on a half-space
is [6, Theorem 18.3.12]; the result then follows on X = [0,00) x R/27Z x R
by applying the proof of Theorem 5.5 of [20] in the t-variable to deal with
periodic functions. This of course yields boundedness with respect to

L(X;drdtdy)

rather than the metric volume form, however. To obtain boundedness with
respect to the metric volume form rdr dt dp, we simply note the following

Lemma A.3. For all m,k € Z,
Ac U (X) <= rFark e U (X).
Proof. First, let k € N. We note that, by integration by parts in &,
f@(rikArk) = Op, ((1 — Dg)ka).

The symbol (1 — D¢)¥a satisfies G3), (B4). if a does, hence r—*ArF e
Uy, (X) for k € N. The case of general k now follows by duality; recall that
the calculus is closed under adjoints by |6, Theorem 18.3.8]. [l

Thus we obtain

Proposition A.4. An operator A € ¥} (X) is bounded Hzfﬁl - Hl;sF—m,l for
all m,s,l € R.

Proof. Since L?(X) equipped with the metric density equals
r L2 (r dr dt dy),

Lemmaimplies that operators of order zero are bounded on r!L?(X) for
all [ € Z. We can then extend to non-integer [ by interpolation, establishing
the result for s = m = 0. The more general version of the result follows
by employing elliptic operators in the b-calculus as in the usual proof on
manifolds without boundary. ([
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We could alternatively omit the lacunary condition on symbols as
long as we build a cutoff function into our quantization, as in the presenta-
tion of this material in Section [3.1] We must then put the residual operators
into the calculus “by hand,” however. We begin by recalling the character-
ization of residual operators, proved in [6, Theorem 18.3.6].

Proposition A.5. The elements of W, > (a.k.a. residual operators) are
those operators R whose Schwartz kernels satisfy the following estimate in
coordinates on X¢ given by p=r+1', 0 = (r—r')/(r+1'): for all o, 8,7, N,

‘Dggo,t’,cp’Dp/BDgpﬁ(R)‘ < Cohﬁ»%N(l + ‘t - t/’ + p)_N'

(Note that the leading factor of p is compensating for the p~! factor in
the b-half-density arising e.g. in (52)).)
Now let x(s) equal 1 for s € (1/2,2) and be supported in (1/4,4).

Proposition A.6. For any a € S]* the operator
(56)

k(Opy(a)) = / el =r &/ =T =R (! )i, t, 0, €, 7,1m) dEdrdy|dt dp i /7]

is in Wy (X). Conversely every element of W} (X) differs from an operator
of this form by an element of ¥, > (X).

This result follows from [6, Lemma 18.3.4].
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