Strict deformation quantization of locally convex
algebras and modules

Gandalf Lechner* and Stefan Waldmann™**

September 2011

Abstract

In this work various symbol spaces with values in a sequentially complete lo-
cally convex vector space are introduced and discussed. They are used to define
vector-valued oscillatory integrals which allow to extend Rieffel’s strict deforma-
tion quantization to the framework of sequentially complete locally convex alge-
bras and modules with separately continuous products and module structures,
making use of polynomially bounded actions of R"™. Several well-known integral
formulas for star products are shown to fit into this general setting, and a new
class of examples involving compactly supported R™-actions on R" is constructed.
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1 Introduction

Deformation quantization as introduced in [2] comes in several different flavours: in
formal deformation quantization one deforms the commutative pointwise product of
the Poisson algebra of smooth functions on a Poisson manifold into a noncommutative
star product as a formal associative deformation in the sense of Gerstenhaber [14] with
deformation parameter h. Here the general existence and classification for arbitrary
Poisson manifolds is known and follows from Kontsevich’s formality theorem [22], see [24]
for a introductory textbook.

However, for many reasons formal deformations are not sufficient: for the original
application to quantum mechanics one has to treat h as a positive number and not
just as a formal parameter. But also applications beyond quantum theory require a
more analytic framework. In particular, deformation quantization provides fundamental
examples in noncommutative geometry where a C*-algebraic formulation is needed.

In [23], Rieffel introduced a very general way to construct C*-algebraic deformations
based on a strongly continuous action of R? on a C*-algebra A. For the smooth vectors
A with respect to the action a product formula based on an oscillatory integral was
established, generalizing the well-known Weyl quantization of R?". In a second step, a
matching C*-norm is constructed leading to a continuous field of C'*-algebras over the
parameter space of i € R. This construction and variants of it have by now found many
applications in noncommutative geometry [10,13,23] and quantum physics, in particular
in the context of quantum field theory on noncommutative spacetimes [1,8,11,17,19].

While for the construction of deformed C*-algebras Rieffel’s work is sufficient, it
turns out that the first step of deforming the smooth vectors A is of interest already
for it’s own sake: Rieffel worked with a Fréchet algebra with an isometric action.

It is this situation which we want to generalize in various directions in the present
work. First the restriction to a Fréchet algebra has to be overcome as there are several
examples of interest which do not fall into this class. When interested in noncommuta-
tive spacetimes, a smooth structure in form of a deformation of the smooth functions is
needed for many reasons. Thus we are interested in e.g. deformations of 5°(M). More-
over, together with a deformation of algebras one is interested in a possible deformation
of modules as well. In the above example one might also be interested in a corresponding
deformation of the distribution spaces ¢5°(M)’. Hence we clearly have to pass beyond a
Fréchet situation. Here we face several new phenomena: first of all products or module
structures may be separately continuous without being continuous. In fact, there are
many natural examples like this. Second, sequentially complete locally convex spaces
need not be complete, with the distribution spaces as the most prominent examples.
Third, the restriction to isometric actions, which is natural in the original C*-setting,
seems to be too restrictive in a more general locally convex framework. Again, many
examples of interest show that one has to overcome this restriction.

As is well known, scalar-valued oscillatory integrals can be defined for more gen-
eral functions than smooth functions with bounded derivatives — here the Hormander
symbols are a natural candidate. Thus we will adapt the notion of a symbol to the
vector-valued case and study oscillatory integrals. These will be needed to handle ac-
tions of R"™ which are not isometric but satisfy certain polynomial growth conditions.



Compared to the scalar case the new feature is that for every continuous seminorm (of a
defining system of seminorms) of the target space we have to allow for a specific growth.
The examples show that we cannot expect to have a uniform growth for all seminorms.

The main result of this work is the construction of a Rieffel deformation for a sequen-
tially complete locally convex algebra with a separately continuous product with respect
to a smooth polynomially bounded action of R™ by automorphisms. Analogously, we
give the corresponding deformation for a sequentially complete locally convex module
with separately continuous module structure, provided the module structure is covari-
ant for the R™-action. To this end we introduce the relevant symbol spaces and their
oscillatory integrals based on a Riemann integral as we want to include sequentially
complete spaces as well. This part is clearly of independent interest. We discuss several
known examples within this framework and provide one new example of an action of
R™ with compact support. A priori one can only guarantee exponential bounds for the
derivatives of such an action, but by a particular construction we achieve polynomial
growth behaviour. Actions of this type are needed in models of locally noncommutative
spacetimes as introduced in [1,19]. In fact, the wish to have a smooth version of [19]
was one of the main motivations to develop the above generalization of Rieffel’s origi-
nal work as a compactly supported action cannot be expected to be isometric for the
seminorms of smooth functions. In the diploma thesis [18, Sect. 6.2] some aspects of the
vector-valued oscillatory integrals were already anticipated.

It should be mentioned that there are still generalizations possible. One important
step beyond Rieffel’s original setting is to include actions of other Lie groups than
R™. Here one first needs to find an analogue of Weyl quantization which then serves as
universal deformation formula. This point of view was taken in the works of Bieliavsky et
al., see e.g. [3-5,7]. While these works mainly deal with the C*-algebraic deformation,
in a more recent work [6], Bieliavsky and Gayral discuss also deformation aspects of
Fréchet algebras based on symbol spaces and oscillatory integrals similar to ours. We
leave it to a future investigation of whether their construction can be extended beyond
the Fréchet case: in principal this looks very promising.

The paper is organized as follows. In Section 2 we introduce vector-valued symbols
in the spirit of Hormander symbols. However, the order as well as the type of the symbol
may depend on the seminorm of the target space, a generalization needed to deal with
the examples discussed later. We introduce in detail various symbol spaces, investigate
the continuity properties of the usual algebraic manipulations, and show that the affine
symmetries of the domain give continuous group actions on the symbol spaces. In par-
ticular, the translations act smoothly. In Section 3 we discuss the oscillatory integrals.
Our approach follows the usual scalar case with the technical complication that we have
to deal with many seminorms on the target instead of one. Thus a careful investigation
of the polynomial growth is presented. The integrals are based on a Riemann integral for
the smooth compactly supported functions as we want to include targets which are only
sequentially complete. After this preparation, Section 4 is devoted to the deformation
program. Based on the developed oscillatory integrals we extend Rieffel’s construction
to actions of R™ by automorphisms on sequentially complete locally convex algebras
with separately continuous products and their modules. In case where the products
are continuous also the resulting deformed products are continuous. Finally, Section 5



contains the examples. First we discuss the usual action of R*" on itself by translations
and the induced action on various function spaces. Here in particular the scalar symbol
spaces, the Schwartz space, and certain distribution spaces are discussed. This way
we show that the well-known Weyl product formula, being defined pointwise for these
spaces, can be understood as resulting from the oscillatory integral formulas. This is a
nontrivial statement as in all cases the action is not isometric. The second example will
be used in a future project for the construction of locally noncommutative spacetimes
and corresponding quantum field theory models. It provides an action of R™ on R"
with compact support inside a given compact subset such that the induced action on
the smooth functions is polynomially bounded. The difficulty is to pass from a trivially
given exponential growth of the derivatives to a polynomial growth.

Acknowledgements: It is a pleasure to thank Pierre Bieliavsky, Victor Gayral, and
Ryszard Nest for various discussions. We gratefully acknowledge the hospitality and
support extended to us by the Erwin-Schrodinger Institute (S.W.) and the University
of Freiburg (G.L.) during different stages of this work. Finally, we would like to thank
the participants of the Scalea conference 2011, where the results have been presented,
for fruitful discussions. The work of G.L. is supported by the FWF project P22929-N16
“Deformations of Quantum Field Theories”.

2 Vector-valued symbols

In this section we introduce vector-valued symbols as smooth functions F' : R" — V
which take values in a sequentially complete locally convex vector space V' over C and
satisfy polynomial growth conditions for all their derivatives. At the present stage, all
definitions also make sense for a V' being a real vector space only, but as soon as we
discuss the oscillatory integral, complex phases will enter the game. In the case of scalar
functions, with target space V = C, these spaces are closely related to Hormander’s
symbol classes [21, Section 7.8], see also [16,20].

Definition 2.1 Let V' be a sequentially complete locally convexr space and let F' €
C*(R™, V) where k € No U {+o00}. Then for every continuous seminorm o on V,
every multiindex p € Ni with |p] < k, and m,p € R, we define

m,p | 9\ — = (m—plu|) @|#|F
P = sup (1 o) e (R0 ) et (2

The quantity ||F]|;% controls how the p-th derivative of F' grows at infinity with
respect to the seminorm ¢, compared to a polynomial of order m: A polynomial P €
Vix1,...,z,] of order m clearly satisfies || P HZL; < oo for all multiindices g, and || ]| <
oo with p > 1 (respectively p < 1) indicates that the derivatives of F' grow slower
(respectively faster) than those of a polynomial.

In order to define the symbol classes we now fix a defining system Q of continuous
seminorms on V. The canonical choice is of course to take all continuous seminorms,
but sometimes it will be advantageous to take only a small and manageable system. The



following definitions will formally depend on this choice, but the effect is only minor.
Later we will see that the oscillatory integrals are independent of the particular choice
of Q.

We assign to every q € Q real numbers m(q) and p(q). The corresponding map

m:Q3q — m(q) eR (2.2)
will be called an order for Q and the map
p:935q — p(q) €R (2.3)

is referred to as a type for Q.
The natural ordering of R induces one for the set of all orders as well as for the set
of all types. For two orders m, m' we write

m<m’' if m(q) <m'(q) (2.4)

for all g € Q. Then “<” makes the set of all orders a directed set, and we also write
m <m' if m(q) <m/(q) for all q € Q.

If we set m(q) :=m € R for all ¢ € Q we get an order, called the constant order, and
analogously the constant type p(q) = p € R. It will turn out that this is usually too
restrictive and we need more freedom in choosing an order and a type. More generally,
an order m is called bounded from above or from below by some number a or S if for
all ¢ € Q one has m(q) < a or m(q) > f3, respectively.

In the following it will be reasonable to ask for the condition

m(cq) = m(q) (2.5)

whenever ¢, cq € Q for a constant ¢ > 0. In particular, for a Banach space V' we usually
take only the constant orders by specifying their value on the norm. If V' is a Fréchet
space, we will usually take a countable system Q, and often consider unbounded orders.

Definition 2.2 (Symbols) Let V' be a sequentially complete locally convez space with
defining system of seminorms Q, and let m and p be an order and a type for Q.

i.) A function F € €°(R", V) is called a symbol of order m and type p if for all
q € 9Q and p € Njj one has

IFe = I F|I Y < oo. (2.6)

ii.) The set of all symbols of order m and type p is denoted by S™P(R™, V).

Sometimes we will abbreviate the space of symbols simply by S™?(V) or even by
S™P if V' is clear from the context. However, note that S™?(R", V) still depends on
the choice of Q.

It is clear that the || -||7"” are seminorms on S™?(R", V). We will endow the space
of symbols with the corresponding locally convex topology, called the S™#-topology.
This makes S™P(R", V') a Hausdorff locally convex space since V' is Hausdorff and the

prefactor (1 + ||z|?)~2(m™@-,@Ik) is nowhere vanishing.



In the following, the smooth functions ¢*>°(R", V') will always be equipped with the
topology determined by all seminorms

Pr0,q(F) 7= sup q(0; F(z)), (2.7)

rzeK
[u|<e

where K runs over compact subsets of R", [ € Ny, and q € Q, and the smooth functions
of compact support 65°(R", V') carry their usual inductive limit topology.

Proposition 2.3 Let V' be a sequentially complete locally convexr space with a defining
system of seminorms Q, and let m and p be an order and a type for Q.

i.) We have continuous inclusions
%" (R", V) — S™P(R",V) — €<(R",V). (2.8)

ii.) The symbols S™P(R™, V) are dense in € (R™, V).

iii.) The symbols S™P(R™, V') are sequentially complete and even complete if V' is com-
plete.

iv.) Form <m/ and p > p' we have the continuous inclusion
S™P(R™, V) — S™* (R", V). (2.9)
More precisely, we have for all F'€ S™?, all q € Q, and all p € Nj
I < |IFe. (2.10)

Proof. Clearly, we have a set-theoretic inclusion in (2.8) as compactly supported func-
tions decay fast enough to have finite symbol norms (2.1) for any choices of the orders
or types. With a compact set K C R", and F € €2 (R",V), we get

1 |l
mp o —(m(@)—p(@u) [OMF
”F”qw = max (1 + ||| ) : q <—8a:/‘ (x)

2y~ (mla)~p(@lk)
1+ [) 2 “Prcula(F);

< max

zeK

with the seminorm (2.7). Since the maximum over the first factor is finite, we see that
for every compact subset K, the inclusion

CX(R", V) — S™P(R", V)

is continuous. By the universal property of the inductive limit topology of €5°(R", V),
this is equivalent to the continuity of the first inclusion in (2.8). For the second inclusion,
we fix a compact subset K C R" as well as £ € Ny and q € Q. Then for a symbol
F e S™P(R™, V) we have

prcalF) = masa (5F )

reK al’“
|ul<e
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1 _ 1 _ oM E
< e 1+ o] 2)BmOPAHD (g 2)HO p(q)u)q<_(x))

oxH
ul<t Tase
— F
= omax [P

with a constant ¢ > 0, where we used the fact that the continuous function z
(1 + [|]|*)~2(m(@—p@lu) is nowhere vanishing and hence has a locally bounded inverse.
This shows the continuity of the second inclusion in (2.8). But then the second part
is clear since already %3°(R", V) is dense in €>*(R™, V). In order to show sequential
completeness, let (F;);en be a Cauchy sequence in S™?(RR"™, V). Since the €*°-topology
is coarser than the S™?-topology by the first part, and since € (R", V') is sequentially
complete, we get convergence F; — F' to some smooth function F' € ¢>°(R", V) in
the €*°-topology. We have to show that F' € S™P(R",V) and F; — F' in the S™#-
topology. Thus let € > 0, q € Q, and € N{ be given. Then fix N € Ny such that
i,j > N gives ||} — I < e by the Cauchy condition. For a point z € R™ we have

olulp :
by the pointwise convergence —5- 5 () — Ll (x) a N' > N depending on z such that

OxH
~tm@-palu) (OMIE; oM
(1 falft) 0O (00 - Sl < (*

for all 7 > N’. Thus for i > N we get

—Lm(@—-p@ul) (OH(F —F)
(14 l1P) a( e

< (1 ey e (o (2B ) 1o (P B )

© -
< e+ ||Fi— Fllg,0
< 2e.

Since this estimate can be done for all x € R", we can take the supremum over all
z € R" and get ||F' — Fi;"" < 2¢. Hence F'— F; € S™P(R",V) for i > N and thus also
F € S™P(R", V). Moreover, we conclude that F; — F' in the S™®-topology. Clearly,
if V' is even complete we can repeat the argument with nets instead of sequences. For
the last part, it is sufficient to show the estimate (2.10). Since for m(q) < m/(q) and

p(a) = p'(q) we have

$(m(q RIS L(m/(@)—p'(a)|n))
(L+)1=)%) o > (1+ ||z)%) ®

for every point x € R™ and every p € N, the estimate (2.10) follows. O

In case V is a Banach space, we choose just its norm || - || in order to define the
space of symbols. In this case, the order m := m(|| - ||) and the type p := p(|| - ||) are
just single numbers, and we write || - || instead of || - [[|"}",. However, S™#(R", V') is



no longer a Banach space but a Fréchet space since we have to take care of countably
many differentiations. For a Fréchet space V, we take a countable defining system of
seminorms and hence an order is determined by fixing countably many numbers m(q,,).
Thus, in this situation the symbols are again a Fréchet space.

Note that the inclusion €5°(R", V) C S™P(R",V) is in general not (sequentially)
dense in the S™P-topology. However, we will show later (Proposition 2.10, iv.)), that
it is dense in a weaker topology. As a preparation for this, we need to study the
multiplication properties of symbols.

2.1 Operations with symbols

In this subsection we discuss several operations one can perform with symbols, like
differentiation, multiplication, composition with linear maps, and restriction. We begin
by showing that the topologies of the symbol spaces are compatible with differentiation.

Proposition 2.4 Let V be a sequentially complete locally convex space with a defining
system of seminorms Q, and m, p an order and a type for Q. Then the partial derivatives
are continuous linear maps

|v]
g}—:s"wmmﬁ;V)——+smpﬂwaaqu. (2.11)
xl/

More precisely, we have for all n € Nij and F € S™P(R", V)

m—plv|,p

— | F|me, . (2.12)

q,pt+v

g
H ox?

q?l’l’

Proof. We only have to show the second statement which is clear from the definition.
O

For a general discussion of multiplication of symbols, we now consider three sequen-
tially complete locally convex spaces V', W, and U together with a bilinear map

p:Vx W — U (2.13)

For simplicity, we require that p is continuous and not just separately continuous or
sequentially continuous. In many applications, this will be the case. Now we fix a
defining system R of seminorms on U and filtrating defining systems of seminorms Q
and Q" on V and W, respectively. Then by continuity of p we get for every r € R
seminorms q € Q and q' € Q" and a constant ¢ such that

r(p(v,w)) < cqv)d(w), veV,weW. (2.14)

For two orders m and m/ on V and W we consider an order m” on U such that for all
r € R we have q € Q and ¢ € Q" such that (2.14) holds and

m”(r) > m(q) + m'(q). (2.15)



In this case, we symbolically write m” > m + m’ by some slight abuse of notation.
Note that we relate here orders on different sets of seminorms (even on different spaces).
Clearly, for given orders m and m’ we can construct an order m” with this property
by fixing a choice of seminorms q(r) and ¢'(r) satisfying (2.14) and setting

m”(r) = m(q(r)) +m"(q'(r)) (2.16)

for all r € R. In the same spirit we write p” < min(p, p’) for types pon V, p’ on W, and
p" on U, again with respect to the continuous bilinear map p. With these conventions
in mind, we can prove the following statement.

Proposition 2.5 Let V., W, and U be sequentially complete locally convex spaces, R a
defining system of seminorms on U, and Q, Q' filtrating defining systems of seminorms
on V', W respectively. Furthermore, let p: V- x W — U be a continuous bilinear map.

i.) Pointwise evaluation of u gives a continuous bilinear map

1 /!

p: S™P(R™, V) x S™P(R", W) — S™"*"(R™,U), (2.17)
u(F,G)(x) == p(F(z),G(z)), (2.18)

whenever m” > m + m/ and p” < min(p, p') with respect to p. More precisely,
for F € S™P(R™, V) and G € S™* (R", W) we get

[n(F.G) 7" < 2We max | |7 max | G0 (2.19)
v<kK V' <k

I,k

whenever t, q, and ( satisfy the continuity property (2.14) with respect to p.
i.) For F € S™P(R", V), G € S™* (R, W), let

WF,G):R*®R" = T, W(F,G)(z,y) = u(F(z),G(y)). (2.20)

Then we have a continuous bilinear map
1" 11

g S™P(R™, V) x S™P(R”, W) — S™*"(R" @ R"”,U) (2.21)

whenever m” > max{m,m';m + m’} and p” < min{0, p, p'} with respect to p.
Euplicitly, for F € S™P(R", V), G € S™* (R™, W), we get, v € R", v € R",

1 1/

lp(F. G < clFIGPIGIG,? (2.22)

T, v’
whenever t, q, q' satisfy the continuity property (2.14) with respect to p.

Proof. For i.), even though the formulation looks rather technical, this is essentially
just the Leibniz rule. Let r € R, choose corresponding seminorms q € Q and ¢ € Q'
satisfying (2.14), and x € Nj. Then we have

17 /!

l(F, G "
—lm”r—"rf-ﬁ 8‘“' FG
_ up (14 [l2ff?) F O |>r< ;5( i )@))
z€R"™ X



3 2\ —4(m” () —p" (¥)x)) K\ (OMF, oG
= sup (1+ o) (2 ()G G
v+uv'=k
K Lm@-p@l)) ((OVIF
< 1 2
> (0)e sup (14 1l)” a( G )

L@ - @), (VG
sup (1-+ o) 2 g ()

zeR"? axl// (

< 2IFle max ||F||7P max GII%
v<k g V<

qV”

since |k| = |v| + [¢/|. This shows (2.19), which implies the continuity of the map
(2.17). For ii.), it is clear that for any F' € S™P(R", V), G € S™*' (R™, W), we have

WF,G) € €°(R"®R™,U), and that g is bilinear. To prove the continuity of this map,
we have to verify the bound (2.22). The estimate necessary for this is based on the fact
that given k, k" € R, there holds for all a,b € R

(I+a?+) K <(1+a®)*a+0H)" if K>max{k k' k+Fk}. (2.23)

In the situation at hand, we pick seminorms r, ¢, q' satisfying (2.14), multiindices

v e R, v € R, and set K = Y(m"(r) — p"(0lv & v]), k = 3(m(q) — pla)v]),
K = 1(m/(d) — p/(d)|V/]). The assumptions on m”, p” then guarantee that K >

max{k, k', k 4+ k'} holds, and we can use (2.23) to estimate

// // (81/8’/ ( (‘r)’G<y>>)
|u(F, G| e = sup L(m(@)"—p" () v ])
sern (14 ||z||2 + |Jy[2) 2 (m0) =P Wver

yE RTL

cq(f?” () d'(0y G(y))

< sup L /
rern (14 |22 ) —p(a)|v]) (1+ [y )5 "(a")=p'(d)|V'])
yeERM™

< c|[Fllgy” 161y

qV"

For continuous linear maps, a similar result holds.

Proposition 2.6 Let A: V. — W be a continuous linear map between sequentially
complete locally convex spaces V,W with defining systems of seminorms Q, Q', and let
Q be filtrating. Furthermore, let orders m and m/' and types p and p' for Q and Q" be
given. Suppose for every seminorm q € Q" we find a seminorm q € Q such that

q'(Av) < cq(v), m(q) <m'(d), and p(q) > p'(q) (2.24)

for some ¢ > 0 and all v € V. Then pointwise evaluation of A gives a continuous linear
map
A: S™P(R™, V) — S™F (R, W). (2.25)

10



More precisely, for every F € S™P(R", V) and every u € Ny, we have
IAF|G 2 < cllFlg,” - (2.26)

Proof. Note that the first condition ¢'(Av) < cq(v) can always be satisfied since Q
was assumed to be filtrating and A is continuous. Thus assume that the other two
requirements in (2.24) are fulfilled as well. Then we have for F' € S™?(R",V)

)—am'(q')—p’(q')wn , (OMAF )
oxH

m/,p’ 2
JAF(5 P = sup (14 ||
reR™

_1 _ olHl
< sup (1+ I sm@=p@le) (A - (x))
xeR"™ €T

< c||Fllgy”

Since the seminorms || - ||g7;;p " determine the S™#'-topology, this yields the continuity
of (2.25). O

The main application of Proposition 2.5, i.), is to multiply vector-valued symbols
with scalar symbols: Choosing one target space just to be €, with seminorms just the
absolute value, we get for every order m € R and every type p € R the space of scalar
symbols

S™P(R™) = S™P(R"™, C). (2.27)

Note that here the order and the type are indeed just single numbers. We now formulate
two corollaries about multiplications of symbols. Their proofs follow immediately from
Proposition 2.5 and are therefore omitted.

Corollary 2.7 Let V be a sequentially complete locally convexr space with a defining
system of seminorms Q.

i.) For all orders m and types p for Q, and all m,p € R, the pointwise multiplication
gives a continuous bilinear map

S™P(R", C) x S™P(R™, V) — SMHmmin(ee)(R™ V), (2.28)
ii.) In particular, if the type p is bounded by p € R, then
S™P(R™, C) x S™P(R", V) — S™™P(R", V) (2.29)

1S a continuous bilinear map.

iii.) If m < 0 then S™P(R", C) is a Fréchet algebra and S™P(R"™, V') is a continuous
module over it for all bounded p < p.

Corollary 2.8 Let A be a sequentially complete locally convexr algebra with a defining
system of seminorms Q. Then the multiplication induces a continuous product
S™P(R™,A) x S™P(R", A) — S™H™P(R™, A). (2.30)

In particular, for m < 0 the symbols S™P(R™, A) form a sequentially complete locally
convex algebra themselves and any S™ P(R™, A) is a sequentially complete locally convex
continuous module over them.

11



For later applications, we also note the following simple lemma about powers of
scalar symbols.

Lemma 2.9 Let f € S™?(R", C) be a scalar symbol of order m and type p with f(x) €
C\ [0,—00) for all x € R"™. Then for all a € C with Re(or) > 0 we have f* €
SRe(a)m,p(Rn) (D) )

Proof. Since f takes values only in the complex plane without the closed negative real
half axis, we can use the (smooth) principal branch of the logarithm to define the powers
f* =exp(alog(f)) € €°(R",C) for all & € C. Note that we do not have to take care
of the values o € Ny as these particular cases are already settled by Corollary 2.8 by
induction. By the chain rule we get

oIkl fo o ol f olvel f
= D, oLt

oz ozt Oxvx

1<k<]
V1,V ENG
[al+- i =|pl

with some coefficients C%® € C. We first note that for f® without derivatives we get
the estimate

a|Re(a)m, (a)m a
£ = sup (14 )2 ()
m Re(a)
< el sup (14 2]?) 7 ()]
zeR™

= eI (| )

since for any complex number z € €\ [0, —00) we have |22| < |z[Re@emIm(@)] " and since

Re(a) > 0. Thus we need the prefactor (14 ||z]|*)~2Re@™ to compensate the growth of
f*. To estimate the derivatives, we get

o ||Re(a)m,
et

—1(Re(a)m—plul) | O f©
e 1+ 2 2 -
s, 0+ 1) oo

2y — % (Re(a)m—plpl) o ol f olvel £
< sup (1+ Jal?) > ekl o) |G|
reR” 1<k< )

V1, VR ENG
1 |4+ |k | =l

,l(R k
So 10k Ll sup (L flaf?) T ok @)
1<k<|y| z€R™
Vl,:,l/;E]Ng
[V [+ vk | = pl

IN

all/l\f
O |

L (m—pll)

sup (1+[|=]*)

. 2
zeR” e (1 + Il ) oxvk

zeR™

N ‘a'%'f
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7R _k 9 9
< ke e MmO RO e

1<k<]pl
v,V €Ny
[V [+ vk | = pl

which proves that f € SRe(@mr(R" C) as claimed. O

We come now to the approximation of symbols by compactly supported functions,
which will be important for our subsequent construction of an oscillatory integral. As
usual, balls in R™ will be denoted B,.(0) := {x € R" : ||z| < r}.

Proposition 2.10 Let x € 65°(R") be a compactly supported smooth function with
Xe,0) =1 and suppx C Bg(0), (2.31)

where 0 < r < R and let x. € €5°(R") be defined by x.(v) = x(ex) for e > 0.
i.) One has x. —1 € S*?(R",C) for all p € R.
ii.) One has
lim y. =1 (2.32)

e—0

in the S™P-topology for all m >0 and p < 1.
iii.) For all F € S™P(R", V) we have

lim x.F' = F (2.33)

e—0

in the S™# -topology for allm’ > m and p’ < min(1, p).

iv.) For all m' > m and p' < min(l,p), the compactly supported smooth func-
tions €5°(R™, V) are sequentially dense in S™P(R", V) with respect to the S™ ' -
topology.

Proof. Clearly, 1 € S®(R™,C) for all p € R and y. € ¢5°(R") C S™”(R",C) for

all m,p € R by Proposition 2.3, i.). For the second part, we clearly have pointwise

convergence and even convergence in the ¢ *°-topology. For ;1 = 0 we have

1
m, 2\ —a™m
Ixe — 1|5 = sup (T4 llzlI”) > Ixe(z) =1

1l
= sup (14 [|z]*) " [xe(2) — 1

where ¢ = ||x. — 1||, < oo by the compact support of x.. This converges to zero since
m > 0. For pu # 0 we have
olrly olrly
€ — lul
—(x) = M —(ex
OxH OxH (2)
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and hence

m ~L(m—plul) | O
E_1 ,P: 1 2 2 Y Ae
= 1152 = sup (1-+ o) * 0 |7Xe

Ll
< sup (14 faff) 2D g,
Lz < B

where ¢, = ||0¥x(z)||,, < oo, again thanks to the compact support. Now either
m—p|p| > 0, then the supremum is taken at the smallest possible ||z|| = £, or m—p|u| <
0, then the supremum is taken at the largest possible ||z[| = £. Thus we get in the first
case for e <1

1
2 2\ —3(m—plul)
e+ € ° -
) < c;e””( p)|u|7

=10 < ! (7

and in the second case we get the same estimate with a different numerical constant ¢},
instead of ¢,,. For the behaviour under e — 0 these factors do not play any role but the
sign of m+(1—p)|p| does: If p > 1 then for large enough |u| we get divergence and hence
Ixe — 1|I},"” does not converge to zero. If, on the other hand p < 1, then m + (1 — p)|pl
is always strictly positive. In this case we have convergence [|x. — 1[;"" — 0 for all 4.
This explains the condition p < 1 and proves the second part. For the third part we
rely on the estimates proved in Proposition 2.5, i.): for F' € S™?(R™, V') and a fixed
seminorm q from the defining system Q we get the estimate

— m/,p! [l 1 |ee m,p
It~ DFI® < 2 ma . — L7 max P

for every m and m’ provided m/(q) > m(q) + m, and every p and p’ provided
p'(q) < min(p, p(q)). Now from the second part we know that ||x. — 1||"” converges
to zero whenever p < 1 and m > 0. This means that for the fixed seminorm q we get
|l (xe — 1)F||$;’p/ — 0 whenever m/(q) > m(q) and p’(q) < min(1, p(q)). Since this is
the condition for every q € Q we get the third part. Note that we are allowed to make
the parameter m depend on q as long as we have m > 0. Thus m/(q) > m(q) does not
have to be uniformly satisfied. The last part is now clear as it suffices to take e = % as
usual. O

As the last operation to be discussed, we consider the restriction of a symbol to a
subspace of its domain of definition. To this end, we take symbols F': R" @ R™ — V
depending on two variables (z1,23) € R™ @ R, and introduce the embeddings ¢; :
R" — R™ @ R"™, j = 1,2, defined as ¢1(z1) := (x1,0) and ta(z2) := (0,22). For a
symbol F € S™P(R™ ¢ R, V), we write

GF=Fouy:RY =V, j=12. (2.34)

Lemma 2.11 Let m, p be an order and a type for Q. Then the restriction maps
i S™P(R™ @ R™, V) — S™P(R™,V) (2.35)

are linear and continuous, j = 1, 2.
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Proof. Let F''€ S™P(R™ @ R"™,V). It is clear that (JF is a smooth map from R™ to
V, and that ¢} is linear. For j = 1, we estimate with q € Q, u € Ng*,

sup q(aglF(.fl, O))
mierm (1+ ||(z1,0)]|2) 2 (m@—p(@lu)
Q(0y*F (x))

su
wGRnlanQ (14 ||z||?)2(m@—pl@luD

1 FIG:e =

= 1 Fll G0 -

This shows that (jF € S™P(R™,V), and that ¢} is continuous. The case j = 2 is
completely analogous. O

2.2 Symbol spaces

In this subsection, we introduce various spaces of symbols of arbitrary order and a vector-
valued Schwartz space as suitable unions respectively intersections of the S"™”(R"™ V).
To show that these are intrinsic definitions, we will first discuss how our definition of
the spaces S"™P(R™, V') depends on the choice of the defining system of seminorms Q.
To this end, we shall proceed in two steps: First we show how one can pass from an
arbitrary system to a filtrating one, then we compare two filtrating systems.

Now suppose Q is an arbitrary defining system of continuous seminorms for V. Then
we consider the larger system

Q.= {q =max{qy,...,q,} } neNand q,...,q, € Q} (2.36)

which is filtrating. Suppose now that m is an order with respect to Q. Then we want
to extend m to an order on Q as follows. We define

Mpax(max{qy, ..., q,}) := max{m(q,),...,m(q,)}. (2.37)

Clearly, this gives an order on Q which extends m. Analogously, for a type p with respect
to Q we define a type p,,;, with respect to Q extending p by taking the minimum of the
types p(q;) instead of the maximum.

Proposition 2.12 Let Q be a defining system of continuous seminorms on V and 9)
the corresponding filtrating system of finite maxima. Then for every order m and every
type p with respect to Q and their corresponding extensions My, and p,., to Q we have

S™P(R", V) = SMmaxPmin(R™ V) (2.38)
as locally convex spaces.

Proof. First let ¥ € S™P(R™, V) and let q,...,q, € Q be given. We set q :=
max{qy,...,q,}. For u € Nj we have the estimate

— L (mumax(@—pam(@lul)  [(OMF
) q (

F Mmax;Pmin f— 1 2
|7 sup (1+ ] o

Q1 zER™
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2(m(q;)—p(q)|u)) o F
< Z sup (1+ ||z|| ) q; ( D (x)

i—1 JJEIR"

o Z ” qz,u

This shows F' € S™maxPmin(R™ V') as well as the continuity of the inclusion map
S™P(R", V) — SMmexPmin(R" V).

Conversely, let [’ € S™m=xPmin(R™ V') be given. Then F' € S"™?(R", V) since all the
seminorms || - || of the S™P-topology appear also as seminorms of the S™mexPmin-

topology, since Q C Q and the order and type are extended to the larger system of
seminorms. With respect to these seminorms | - ||, the reverse inclusion

qp
Smmaxvpmin (Rn’ V) S Smap(Rn’ V)
is even isometric and hence continuous, too. Thus we have mutually inverse continuous

inclusions proving the claim. O

Next we consider two defining systems of seminorms Q and Q" on V' where we can
assume that they are already filtrating. Thus for every q € Q we find a ¢’ € Q" with
q < ¢ for some positive ¢ > 0, and vice versa. In this situation we have the following
statement:

Proposition 2.13 Let Q and Q" be defining systems of seminorms for V with Q" being
filtrating. Moreover, let m, m/ be orders and p, p’ be types for Q, Q' respectively. If
for every q € Q there exists a ' € Q" such that

q<cd, m(q)>m'(d), and p(q) <p'(q), (2.39)
then one has a continuous inclusion
S™ P (R™, V) C S™P(R™, V). (2.40)

Proof. Let q € Q be given and choose ¢ according to (2.39). Then for every u € N we
have

m Lm(a)—pa)ul) [(OMF
’p JE—
[Pl sup (L+|=)%) ! q (—8x“ (z)

Lm! (@)= @)lul) , (OF
< 1 2
0555( +l)*) q ( 5o ()

/ /
=clFllg,’

which shows the claim. O
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Corollary 2.14 Let Q and Q' be defining systems of continuous seminorms on'V'. More-
over, let m/ and p' be an order and a type for Q'. Then there exists an order m and a
type p for Q such that

Sm/”’/(]R”, V) S™P(R™, V) (2.41)

is continuously included. If in addition m' or p' are bounded then m and p can be
chosen to satisfy the same bounds, respectively.

Proof. By Proposition 2.12 we can pass to a filtrating system without changing the
symbol space on the left hand side. Thus we can assume that Q' is already filtrating
without restriction. Let q € Q, then we fix a particular choice ¢'(q) € Q" with q < ¢¢’
for some appropriate ¢ > 0. This defines a map Q — Q'; existing thanks to the fact
that Q' is filtrating. Now we define m(q) := m/(q'(q)) and p(q) := p(d'(q)). Then
clearly the condition (2.39) from Proposition 2.13 is satisfied and we get (2.41). The
statement about the bounds is then clear. O

Corollary 2.15 Let Q and Q' be two defining systems of seminorms for V and let
F € €>*(R™, V) be a smooth function. Then F is a symbol of some (bounded) order
m and some (bounded) type p for Q iff F' is a symbol of some (bounded) order m' and
some (bounded) type p' for Q" (and the same bounds).

Proof. By Proposition 2.12 we can assume to have filtrating systems from the beginning.
Since the extension of the order and the type according to that Proposition clearly
preserves the bounds, Corollary 2.14 can be applied in both directions. O

We can now use the last corollaries to speak about the space of all symbols: there

are two alternatives whether or not we allow for bounded orders only:

Definition 2.16 Let V be a sequentially complete locally convex space. Then we define
for a given type p for a defining system of seminorms Q

SP(R" V)= [ S™(R"V) (2.42)
m bounded

and

SRR V) = JS™P (R, V). (2.43)
Moreover, we set

S*®(R™, V) := S (R", V), S*H(R™, V) := S*THR™, V) (2.44)

and
SR™ V)= |J S*"*®R"V). (2.45)

—1<p<1

It follows that for another defining system of seminorms Q" we get the same spaces
S*(R™, V), S (R™, V), S(R™, V), which are therefore intrinsically defined. The space
S(R™, V) will be relevant in the context of oscillatory integrals, presented in Section 3.
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Note that for a Banach space V' with Q consisting just of the norm itself we have
SeoP(R™, V') = S*°TP(R"™, V) for all types p € R. However, in general we have a proper
inclusion

S®P(R™, V) C S©HP(R™, V). (2.46)

Also the intersection of all the symbol spaces is of interest: here we get an analog of
the usual Schwartz space. First we note the following simple facts:

Lemma 2.17 LetV be a sequentially complete locally convex space and F € € (R™, V).
Then the following statements are equivalent:

i.) For all continuous seminorms q of a defining system Q, for all p € N and all
m € Ny one has

m |1l
Uy, (F) = sup (1 + HxHQ) ’q (8 F(:IZ‘)) < 0. (2.47)

rERM oxH

ii.) For all orders m and all types p for a given defining system Q of continuous
seminorms one has F' € S™P(R", V).

iii.) For all orders m and one type p for a given defining system Q of continuous
seminorms one has F' € S™P(R™, V).

Proof. First we note that if 7.) holds for a defining system of seminorms Q then it also
holds for all continuous seminorms of V. This is clear. Thus assume i.) and let Q be a
defining system of seminorms. Moreover, fix an order m and a type p for this system
Q. Then for ;1 € N we have

)—%(m@—p(q)mn (6"“'F

F mp _ 1 2
I35 = sup (1+ e 5

() < ),

with m being any integer larger than —m(q)+p(q)|p|. This shows that F' € S™P(R", V).
The implication 4. ) = 4ii.) is trivial. Thus assume 4i.) and hence let F' € S™?(R",V)
for all orders m and a fixed type p. Then let m € Ny and p € N be given. We have

m
2

|2
4o u(F) = sup (14 []?) q(a F(x))

zeR? 3:10“

—i(m@-p@lu) [OHF
< sup (14 o) @@l q(—@:)

zeR"™ oz
= Flg,”
where we have to choose an order m such that m(q) — p(q)|u| < —m. This is clearly
possible as we can e.g. take the constant order with m = —m + p(q)|un|. Thus i.)
follows. O

Thus for the intersection of all symbol spaces the type p does not play any role any
more. Also the dependence on the chosen system of seminorms Q disappears. This
motivates the following definition:

18



Definition 2.18 (Vector-valued Schwartz space) Let V' be a sequentially complete
locally convex space. Then we define the symbols of order —oo by

ST®(R", V) =[] S™?(R",V). (2.48)

We also use the notation
L (R™, V) :=85">(R", V) (2.49)
and call S (R™, V') the space of V-valued Schwartz functions.
Clearly, the V-valued Schwartz functions are a straightforward generalization of the
scalar case. The Schwartz space .(R™, V') will always be endowed with the locally
convex topology determined by the seminorms q,, , as in (2.47). We call this the S™°-

or the Schwartz topology of .(R", V). We collect now some easy properties of the
Schwartz space:

Proposition 2.19 Let V be a sequentially complete locally convex space with a defining
system of seminorms Q.

i.) The Schwartz space S (R™, V') is sequentially complete and even complete when V
1s complete.

ii.) We have continuous inclusions
%" (R", V) — L(R", V) — S™P(R",V) (2.50)

for all orders m and all types p for Q.
iii.) 65°(R™, V) is sequentially dense in . (R"™, V') and ./ (R", V) is sequentially dense
in S™P(R™, V) in the S™* -topology whenever m’' > m and p’ < min(1, p).

iv.) The partial derivatives are continuous linear maps

ol
oxV

satisfying the estimate (equality)

. Z(R",V) — S(R",V) (2.51)

v FE
qm,u ( oV ) = qm,/l,JrV(F)' (252)

v.) If W and U are two other sequentially complete locally convex spaces and p: V X
W — U is a continuous bilinear map then it induces continuous bilinear maps

p: L (R V) x L (R, W) — (R, U), (2.53)
p: S™P(R™, V) x (R", W) — .7(R",U), (2.54)

and
p: L (R, V) x S™P(R", W) — Z(R", U) (2.55)

for all orders m and types p for Q and all orders m' and types p’ for some defining
system of seminorms Q" for W.
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vi.) For all orders m € R and types p € R the pointwise multiplication
S™P(R", C) x L(R", V) — L (R", V) (2.56)
s a continuous bilinear map.

Proof. The first statement can most easily be checked using the explicit seminorms q,, ,
in the same spirit as the proof of Proposition 2.3, i7i.). Then also the second part is
clear since we get a continuous inclusion of €3°(R™, V) into #(R", V') with estimates
like

A (F) = IIF Nl < exe Prcuga(F)

as in the proof of Proposition 2.3, i.), for every compact subset K C R™. The second
inclusion is continuous thanks to the estimate || F'[|"” (F') < q,,, ,(F") for m an integer be-
ing at least —m(q)+p(q)|p|, which we have established in the proof of Lemma 2.17. The
density of €5°(R", V) in #(R", V) is checked directly as in the scalar case. The second
statement of part iii.) is clear as €5°(IR", V') has this property by Proposition 2.10, iv. ).
The fourth part is clear since the estimate (2.52) is obvious by definition. For part v.)
we first consider the case (2.54). Thus let F' € S™P(R™, V) and G € Z(R™, W) be
given. The continuity of ;1 means that for a continuous seminorm r on U we find q € Q
and a continuous seminorm ¢ on W such that

r(p(v, w)) < qv) ' (w)

for all v € V and w € W since we can assume that the defining system Q on V is
already filtrating by Proposition 2.12. Then for m € Ny and x € INjj we estimate using
the Leibniz rule

m ||
ton0(F,G)) = sup (14 ") r (SH D )

zeR"? T

= sup (14 1) ( = (e (G5 "?m))
< 2" sup Z_ (1+||x\|2)gq(aa|1f(a:)) q (%(m))

. o —L(m@-pl) [OVF

n
zeR 1/—&-1/’*/@

m 4 Lm(@—p@l)) , (OV1G
(1 ol A g (S )

<2 FIT Qo (G),

v+v'=k

with m’ = m 4+ m(q) — p(q)|v|. This shows the continuity of (2.54) and (2.55) is anal-
ogous. But then (2.53) follows as well since .(R", V) — S™P(R", V) is continuous.
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In fact, one can also estimate the bilinear expression directly. The last part is then
clear. 0

Corollary 2.20 Let A be a (sequentially) complete locally convex algebra and let M be
a (sequentially) complete locally convex topological module over A. Then . (R™, A) is a
(sequentially) complete locally convex algebra and .7 (R"™, M) is a (sequentially) complete
locally convex topological module over . (R", A).

2.3 Affine symmetries and symbol-valued symbols

In this subsection we investigate the action of the affine group of R™ on the symbol
spaces. For A € GL,(R) and a translation y € R", we denote their pullback by
(A*F)(z) = F(Ax) and (7, F)(z) = F(x+y) as usual. We start with the following basic
observations:

Lemma 2.21 Let q be a continuous seminorm on V and m,p € R. Then for F €
¢>*(R™, V) we have for all p € Ny and all A € GL,(R)

JA*FII7e < cmr(A) Y | Fllay (2.57)
veNT
lv=lul

with some c;*?(A) > 0 depending continuously on A and satisfying c;»*(1) = 1.

Proof. As usual, this is to be understood as an inequality in [0, +00]. First we note that
with the operator norm of A we have

q(%(@")) <[la" Y a (a;fw))

velNy
[v=]ul

for all x € R™ by the chain rule. Next we recall that

1
AT lyll < |A7 | < [|A7 | 1yl

for an invertible A € GL,(IR). We have to distinguish a few cases. Depending on the
sign of m — p|u| we first get

» =3 (m—plul)

(14 faty?) 7 < (1+ 14 191 for m — ply| < 0
(L+ AL ) 2" for m — plu| > 0.

In the case [|[A7!|| <1 and hence ||A|| > 1 we can continue the estimate by

“lm
2(m=plkd form — plu| <0

(1+]la)” som=plie) - J(1+ lyll”) y
A plul <1+ Iyl ) 3 (m—plul) for m — plu| > 0.
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Conversely, in the case ||A7'|| > 1 we get

—L(m—p|u|) . i
(L fla) T < an T e ) (e

for the case m — plu| < 0. For m — p|u| > 0 we still have to distinguish the two
possibilities ||A|| <1 and ||A]| > 1. For ||A]| <1 we have

—3(m—plul) —L(m—
12 (m—plp)
(1 flaty)?) = < ) (%)
and in the case ||A]| > 1 we finally get
-1 2 7%(m*p|ﬂl) m—plu 9 _%(m_PWD
(1+la7y”) < [[AJ"™M (14 Jlyl) . ()

Combining the four cases (x), (xx), (%), and (%%) we get the estimate

— 5 (m—plul) — L (m—p|ul)
2 m m—p|p
) < ero(A) (1+ [lyl?)

Al (1+ || Aty]f

where

I

P (A) = ||A||Iu| max {17 ||A||m—p\u| 7 A—1||—m+p|u|} '

Since A — A~! is continuous and since the operator norm is continuous as well this
constant depends continuously on A and clearly satisfies ¢;#(1) = 1. It is now easy to
see that we get the estimate (2.57). O

Lemma 2.22 Let q be a continuous seminorm on V and m,p € R. Then for F €
¢>*(R™, V) we have for all p € Ny and all y € R

with some positive ¢;*(y) > 0 being a scalar symbol ¢ € Slm=elull L (R™),

mp (2.58)

q’l”‘ )

o F G S W I

Proof. We proceed similar as in the previous lemma. First it is clear that

|l T* |2
a <¥<>) —a (Gt 4n) ()

by the chain rule. For the prefactor in the definition of the seminorm we first consider
the following elementary estimate: There is a constant ¢ > 0 such that for all z,y > 0
we have

1 1+y?
C .
1+ (z—y)?~ 1+a?

(+)

We now use this inequality to consider first the case m — p|u| > 0. There we have

)fé(mfmm) 1

(1+ | — ol < ;
5 (m—plul)
(L+ [l — ) 2
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1

x 5 —plul)
(S) 3 (m—plul) <1+ [yl ) ‘

L+ )|

This gives the estimate

e oo (%) —Lm—plu)) [ OHF
T F||™ = sup (L4 [laff?) Q( S (T )

zeR"™

—% m— ) 8‘“‘F
— sup (14— y?) 2" (—(x))

reR™ oz
5 (m—plul)
2\? |u
< cAm=plul) gy 1+ HyH2 q (6’ F(x))
eeRr \ 1+ ||| ozt
l(m—plul % (m—pl|ul) m,p
=c? P+ lyl®) 1F g -

The case m — p|u| < 0 is even simpler. Here we have —%(m — p|u|) > 0 and hence

)f% m—plul) _ ( )*% m—plp|)

(14 llz —yll 1+ 2]z + 2|yl

1

< 93 (14 ] + 7)Y

1

S 2—%(m—p|,u,| (1+ || || ) %m plul) (1+ || || ) 5 (m— ﬂ|M|)‘

By an analogous argument as for the previous case this results in the estimate

So for each m,p € R, p € Ni, we find a constant C}/** > 0 such that ||z, F[[7%7 <
el + I[y/]|%) 2 lm—elul [F|lgor for all y € R™ As the function y — 1+ [jy||* is

clearly in S*!(R™, C), an application of Lemma 2.9 yields y ~— (1 + [|y[|*)zlm ekl e
Sim=rlull.1(R" ), and the proof is finished. O

1

o P[0 < 27 moeli (1 ) T2 e

Remark 2.23 Note that for the translations 7, the pre-factor ¢j*(y) in (2.58) is always
a symbol of non-negative order, even if m — p|u| was negative. Thus the bounds in (2.58)
typically grow with y and are also growing with increasing differentiations p unless p = 0.

As an easy consequence of the two lemmas we get the affine invariance of the symbol
spaces:

Proposition 2.24 Let V' be a sequentially complete locally convexr space and Q a defin-
ing system of seminorms. Moreover, let m and p be an order and a type for Q. Then
the affine group GL,(R) x R™ of R" acts on the symbols S™P(R™, V') via pull-backs by
continuous endomorphisms.
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Proof. The pull-backs with A € GL,(R) or with a translation by y € R™ map
S™P(R™, V') continuously into itself according to Lemma 2.21 and Lemma 2.22, re-
spectively. The fact that this gives a (right) group action is clear. O

In a next step we want to refine this statement for the translations: we want to show
that the map y — 7, F is actually smooth. We begin with the following observation:

Lemma 2.25 Let F' € S™P(R", V). Then the map
R">y — 7, FF € S™P(R",V) (2.59)
1s continuous at zero provided p > 0.

Proof. We have to show that 7;F" — F' in the S™*-topology for y — 0. Let z € R"
be given. Then we have for y € R™ and q € Q by virtue of the mean value theorem

(T tn) =a([ (e ) maw)

<vit s (o) @) Il

t€[0,1] dx' Ok

i=1,...n

Now we use the fact that F'is a symbol. This means that the (u + e;)-th derivative of
F satisfies

o OHFE L(m—plul—p) m
q((axi axu)uwy)) < (U e+l TNEI ()

where for abbreviation we have set m = m(q) and p = p(q). Then we get

m,
T*F — FH P
Y q,p

= sup (1+ |z’

x
ZzERN oz oxh

CLme ol (7 F) o E
) 2( P‘M‘) q ( Yy ( _ T

(%), (%) o — L (m—plul) 2\ 5 (m—plul—p) m
< Valyl sup (L4 fF) (1+ [z +ty]")? IE NG,

te[0,1]
i=1,...,n

2\ — 3 (m—plul) 2\ 3 (m—plul—p) ,
= Vnllyl| sup 1+ e —tyl”) * 1+ ll=l%)* 1Nl
tel0,1]
i=1,...,n
We can again estimate the first factor by the same techniques as in the Lemma 2.22:
we get a constant ¢ (depending on m, p, and g but not on ty or x) such that we can
continue our estimate and get

|

m’
T F — F|| P
Y g,
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%\m*plull( )*%m plul)+3 (m—plul—p) e

1+ [lz]

2
S CH?/H Sllpn (1 + thH ) q,u+el

P

2\ 5 lm—plpl| 2
<clyll (1+1lylI%)? sup (1+ [lz]]”) Jmax ||F|

+e :
zcRr 0 =1, quTes

Now if p > 0 then the supremum over all x € R" exists and hence we get an estimate
of the form .
: 2\ 3lm—plu
|7 "<yl (1 + Illl?)? ,

from which the continuity at y = 0 follows. O

Lemma 2.26 Let F € S™P(R"™, V) be given with p > 0. Then we have

T F—-F  OF
lim —4—— = :
e—50 € oxt

(2.60)

in the S™P-topology for alli=1,...,n

Proof. We proceed analogously to the continuity statement. Let again q € Q and set
m = m(q) and p = p(q) for abbreviation. First we note that for all z € R™ and p € Ny
we have by repeated use of the mean value theorem

1 8'“'(76*61.}7) oM o OmME
a (E ( T (x)> D2t Oan (x)>

1 al#lp(x N Ee‘) B 0'“|F(m) B o a|u|F<x)
4 e \ OzH ‘ oxH ozt O+
alulF 4 o MR
< ozt Jxt (w4 tees) dt = ozt dwr >

L9 9 omp
_q(/o /0 dx' Oxt Ot (x+t5€€i)t6dsdt)

92 oM p
(e e 420

1

<esup (14 ||z + see| )5
s€[0,1]

<esuwp q
s€[0,1]

m—p|u|—2p)
1]l 0e, »

since by assumption F' € S™P(R", V). Thus we get

m,p

1 oF
HG(GQIF F) oxt

qp
B oy~ Lim—plul) (1 [OWI(75, F) o F o OF
B xseugn ( + Il ) d <e ( oxt (z) - oxH () | = Oz Oxt (z)
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1

—5(m—plul) 3(m—plul=20)
<esup (L alf”) > (14 [l + sees|?) I,

q, ILL+267,

3 (m—plul—2p)
’ IFlle,

q, ,LL+261

2\ 5 lm—plp| 2\ — 3 (m—pl|ul)+3 (m—p|u|—2p)
< ce sup (1+ [|see;|”)” (1 [af7) 2 ’ [ B

= ce(1 + 62>%|m*PWH SuIPP (1 + ||| ) HFHqu+2el )
zeR™

Using again p > 0 shows that the remaining supremum is finite. Thanks to the pre-

factor € we get the desired limit (2.60). O

These two lemmas are now enough to conclude the following smoothness statement
of the action of the translations:

Proposition 2.27 Let V be a sequentially complete locally convex space and let Q be a
defining system of seminorms for V. Let m and p be an order and a type for Q and
assume p > 0. Then the action 7 of R™ on S™P(R"™, V') by translations is smooth, i.e.
for every F € S™P(R™, V) the map 7(F): y = 7,F is a smooth map. The derivatives
are explicitly given by

o olH

a_g/:“TyF:Ty 895# . (261)

Proof. This is a general argument about group actions of Lie groups: We know already
that 7(F) is continuous at y = 0 by Lemma 2.25. Moreover, every map 7, is continuous
by Lemma 2.22. Thus we have by the group action property

llmTF—llmTy,+yF lim 7)1, F =71, F
y—>y’ y—0 y—0

in the S"P-topology since we have continuity at zero. This shows continuity everywhere.

Moreover, by the same argument

F—7F T F—F T F—F oF

*

-
. +ee; ; ;

lim ¥ = lim 77 & =7, lim ———— =7 —

e—0 € e—0 Y € Y e—0 € ozt

using Lemma 2.26 and the continuity of 7. This shows that 7(F') has first partial
derivatives everywhere given as in (2.61). Now = € SmPP(R™, V) C S™P(R™, V)
thanks to p > 0 and Proposition 2.3, iv.) as Well as Pr0p051t10n 2.4. Thus the partial

derivatives agiT(F ) = 7(5E) are again of the form as we started with. Hence they are
continuous and thus 7(F) is €. This allows to iterate the above argument finishing the
proof. O

As a first application of the affine invariance of the spaces S™?(R™, V') we get the
following generalization of the approximation from Proposition 2.10, 4. ).
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Corollary 2.28 Let x € 65°(R") satisfy X‘B 0= =1 for some r > 0. Consider 7,X.

for e >0 and y € R™ where as usual x.(x) = x(ex). Then for every F € S™P(R™, V)
we have
Eh_r)no(Ty X)F =F (2.62)

in the S™* (R", V)-topology provided p' < min(1,p) and m' > m.

Proof. We have (7;x.)F = 7,(xc7—yF) and then the continuity of 7 according to
Proposition 2.24 allows to exchange 7, with the limit. Then the result follows from
Proposition 2.10, 4. ). O

The smoothness of the translations also allows to consider symbols taking values in
other symbol spaces, as we shall do now. Recall that given an order m and a type p for
a defining system of seminorms Q on V', the symbol space S™P(R", V') is a sequentially
complete locally convex space (Proposition 2.3, 7. )), which can therefore be used as a
target space instead of V. To define symbols taking values in it, we first have to specify
an order ™m and a type p on the seminorms || - || )P generating the topology of
S™P(R", V). For q € Q and p € Nj, we put

(|| - |74 P@) = max{0, m(q)}, (|- [§1V7Y) = pla). (2.63)

Proposition 2.29 Let V' be a sequentially complete locally convex space with defining
system of seminorms Q, and let m be an order and p > 0 a positive type for Q. Moreover,

let Fe S™P(R™ & R™,V) be given. Then
Fi: R™ — S™P(R™,V), Fi(x1): 29 — F(xq,22) (2.64)
is a symbol in S™P(R™, S™P(R"2,V)) of order m and type p (2.63), and the map
S™P(R™ @ R™,V) — S™P(R™, S™P(R"™,V)) (2.65)
F— F (2.66)
18 linear and continuous. Explicitly, one has the bound
IR, < IFIES, 2.67)
forqe Q, v e N, ue Ny2. Completely analogous statements hold for the map
Fy: R™ — S™P(R™,V), Fy(x9): 1 — F(x1,23) . (2.68)
Proof. In terms of the embedding ¢5: R™ — R™ & R"™, 1s(x2) := (0, 22), and the pre-
viously discussed translations 7, the map I} reads Fi(z1) = 15(7} 40F). But according
to Proposition 2.27, x; + 77 4¢F is a smooth map from R™ to S™P(R™ @ R",V),

and according to Lemma 2. 11 vy S™P(R™ @ R™, V) — S™P(R"™,V) is linear and
continuous. Hence F;: R™ — Sm’p(]R"Q, V') is smooth. Since F' +— F} is clearly linear,
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it only remains to verify the estimate (2.67). To this end, let q € Q, v € Ng*, u € Ng2,

and put ¢ := || - [|7%# for short. The seminorm in question is
b 195, Fr ()l g2
IF3]lg,” = e T
zerm (1 + Hxluz)Z(m(q) P
~ sup 1 sup (3528515(%)( 2))
sierm (14 ||z1]2 )% (=PI gyerre (1 4 ||z2 ) (m(a)=p(a)lul)
Note that by definition of m, p, the powers k = —3(m(q) — p(q)|v]) and k' :=

—3(m(a) — p(q)|p]) satisfy max{k, ',k + &'} < K with K := —3(m(q) — p(a)|v @ pl)

2
for all p, v. Hence we can use the inequality (2.23) to estimate

(8”@“F(x1, T9))

F ’?hy’ﬁ sup v
1l sent (14 || ||2 + ||m2]|2) 2 (@ —p(@lvnu) = I1Fll5E

This establishes (2.67) and thus in particular the continuity of F' +— Fj. The arguments
for Fy are completely analogous. O

3 Oscillatory integrals for vector-valued symbols

3.1 Construction of the integral map

We now come to the definition of oscillatory integrals of symbols. Again, we proceed in
close analogy to the scalar case, see [21, Sect. 7.8] as well as [20]. The essential idea is
to use the Riemann integral for compactly supported smooth functions and show that
it enjoys a remarkable continuity property with respect to the symbol topologies. We
are here not interested in the most general case, where oscillatory integrals are used to
define maps from test function spaces to distributions, as discussed in [21, Sect. 7.8].
Instead we are just interested in the values of the oscillatory integrals per se. To this
end, we endow R"™ with a non-degenerate bilinear form (-, -). Then we consider for
F € 6,(R™, V) the integral with an oscillatory phase

1

[O(F) = W

/ dp dx ¢"PT F(z, p), (3.1)
R2n

which is a well-defined Riemann integral thanks to the continuity of the integrand and
the compact support of F'. The integral defines a linear map

Iy: (R, V) — V, (3.2)

which is continuous in the %y-topology. Since the %s-topology is coarser than every
6 r-topology for k € Ny U {+00}, we see that for all k& we have a continuous map

Ioy: CF(R*™ V) — V. (3.3)
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Up to now, we have not used any particular properties of the phase function besides its
continuity. However, it turns out that the continuity with respect to the 4F-topologies
is not the right one to extend Iy to the symbol spaces.

Instead we have to show the continuity of Iy with respect to some appropriate S™*-
topology, and this step will make use of more specific properties of the phase function.
We begin with the following preparations. Consider the polynomial

P(x):=(i4+z1) (i +x,) (3.4)

on R™ which is clearly of degree n and hence a scalar symbol P € S™!(R", C).

Since each factor (i 4+ xj) is non-vanishing, we can define arbitrary powers (i 4+ xj)°
for s € Z, which are symbols of order s. For s > 0, this follows from Lemma 2.9, and for
s < 0 by explicit differentiation. Note that given a symbol F' € S™P(R?*", V') of some
order m and type p < 1, the function

R*" > (z,p) — P*(z)P*(p)F(x,p) €V (3.5)

is a symbol of order m + 2sn and type p. This follows directly by application of
Corollary 2.7, i.), since (z,p) — P*(x)P?*(p) is of order 2sn and type 1, and p < 1 by
assumption.

We also note the well-known fact that given s € Ny, there exists a differential
operator

ol vl
— p 2
Qo= > a5y (3.6)

|pl,lv[<s

with constant coefficients a#” € C such that
QP = P3(z)P*(p)e!P) . (3.7)

After these preparatory remarks, we now derive the crucial estimate of the integral
Iy with respect to the symbol topologies. The proof is based on the usual technique of
converting differentiability properties of the integrand to damping factors by integration
by parts against e/"# . As shown below, for this technique to work we only have to make
a restriction on the type, but not on the order.

Lemma 3.1 Let Q be a defining system of seminorms for V', with order m and type p
such that —1 < p < 1. Then for every q € Q there exists a constant ¢ > 0 and N € Ny
such that for all F € €5°(R*", V) we have

a(lo(F)) <e Y |IF[r. (3.8)

[ul<N

Proof. Let F € ¢5°(R*",V) have compact support in a compact interval K C R?".
Then we compute using (3.7)

1

Iy(F) = W/Ke“pmﬁ’(x,p) d"zxd"p
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B <271r>n /K Ps(@lps(p) (Que'®®) F(a,p)d"zd"p

— 1 ei(p,:c) T F(Z‘,p) nl’ n .
(2m)" /K * Ps(z) P3(p) d"zd"p, (%)

where QF = ZOS|M|7|V|§S(_1)|M|+|V‘agy%% denotes the transposed differential operator
and s € N is arbitrary. Indeed, the integration by parts is possible since F' has compact
support inside the interval K. Since (x) is valid for all s € Ny, the idea is to use a large
enough s which produces under the integral an integrable symbol on the right hand side,
independent of K. Since F' has compact support it is a symbol for any order and any
type. Thus also the function (z,p) % is a symbol, say of order m — 2sn and

type p. Thus for all p, v € Njj we have the estimate

ol ol F(x, p) 2\ 1 (m(q)—2sn—p(a) uev))
) < 1 2

m—2sn,p

’ F(’)
Ps()Ps()

q,udr

for all s € Ng. We know that |u @ v| = |u| + |v| < 2sn as the operator Q) is of order
2sn only. Hence the condition p(q) > —1 shows that there is a s € Ny such that for all
||, |v| < sn we have

m(q) —2sn — p(q)|p®v| < —2(n+1). (3.9)
In fact, we get the left hand side as negative as we want by taking large enough s.

Finally, by Proposition 2.5, i.), we get the estimate

m—2sn,p

< olul+vl hax
W' <pdr

—2sn,1

-
pe(-)pe(-)

m,p
vev S 1F N i

Hﬁ

q, 1By wev H

since we have p < 1 and W is a symbol of order —2sn and type 1 according to
Lemma 2.9. Taking now s large enough so that (3.9) is satisfied we get the estimate

q(fo<F>>:q( = e“pv”czTMd":vd"p)

(2m)n * Ps(x)Ps(p)
S q ag’/ -1 |l +v| ) dn.denp
(2m)* Jie (Z S P )
1 —(n+1) F m—2sn,p
< ) [ (@ )l d”xdan—
(2m)" 0<§<s K( ) P )P () || g pesw
<c > R,
0<|pl,|v|<s
with the constant
225n / dn T dnp | w/‘ 1 —2sn,1 .
c= max |al max _ 0.
@) Jan (14 || (e, 7)) oslelivizs = tosiiss | PGP v
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Note that the integral is finite indeed as we were able to make the exponent (3.9) negative
enough such that the dependence on the compact interval K disappears. O

We now define oscillatory integrals for symbols F' € S™?(R?", V) of non-compact
support by extending the integral Iy defined on ¢§°(R**, V). Doing so, we will rely in
an essential manner on the preceding lemma and Proposition 2.10, iv.), and therefore
restrict to types p with —1 < p < 1. The order m will be arbitrary.

To describe the extension procedure, we consider in addition to m and —1 < p <1
an auxiliary order m’ > m and type —1 < p’ < p for Q, and the corresponding
inclusions

Io: €°(R*™™, V) C S™P(R*, V) Cc S™"P(R™, V) — V.

In general, €5°(R?™, V) C S™?(R*, V) is not (sequentially) dense in the S™"-topology.
But according to Proposition 2.10, iv.), the sequential closure of €5°(R?*",V) in the
weaker S™?'-topology contains S™*(IR?", V). Moreover, according to the bound (3.8),
Iy: 65°(R*,V) — V is a continuous linear map in the S™.¢'_topology. We can thus
extend Iy to a continuous linear map from the sequential completion of €5°(R*", V)
in the S™#'-topology to V. The restriction of this extension to S™?(R?", V) is our
definition of oscillatory integral on S™?(IR?", V); it is denoted by

m,p . Qm, 2n
e, SRR V) — V. (3.10)

Theorem 3.2 Let V' be a sequentially complete locally convex space with defining system
of seminorms Q, and m, —1 < p <1 an order and a type for Q.
i.) The integrals [™P := ]T"J,’;, (3.10) are independent of the order and type m’, p' as
long asm/ > m and —1 < p’ < p.
i.) I™P: S™P(R*", V) — V is linear and continuous.
iii.) For F € 65°(R*™, V), we have ™P(F) = Iy(F).
w.) For orders m,m/, types —1 < p,p’ <1, and F € S™P(R>*, V)N S™* (R>", V),
we have

I™P(F) = I™F(F). (3.11)
Proof. For the first part, let m’, m” be orders and p/, p” types for Q, with m’,m” > m
and —1 < p/, p" < p, and F € S™P(R*", V). We have to show I,;2 (F) = I7° . (F).
By the above construction of these maps, there exist sequences {F},{F/} C €5°
verging to F in the topology of S™# (R**, V') and S™"#"(R?", V), respectively, and
176, (F) = lim I(F}),  I7f,(F) = lim Io(EY). (3.12)

m/,p’ m' p
con-
1 i
U /!
m' p

To show that these limits coincide, let m”’, p” be an order and type with m” > m/, m”,

and —1 < p"” < p/, p”. Fixing a seminorm q € Q, we can use the bound (3.8) and (2.10)
to estimate with some constants ¢ > 0, N € Ny,

allo(F) = h(ED) < e D IF, = FIE "

lul<N
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" 111 m 111
<c Y (IF = Flim e + 11 = Fjme)

lul<N
/ m’,p’ 7 m",p”
<c Y (IF = Flm? + |F = ") .
lul<N

In view of the approximation properties of the sequences { F!}, {F}’}, the last expression
converges to zero for n — oo, i.e., we have q(Io(F)) —Io(F))) — 0. Since q was arbitary,
(3.12) now gives 127 (F) = 1,5 ,(F). From now on, we write [™# := I°, for this
integral. For part 4i.), by construction, I"™f: S™P — V is a linear map which is
continuous in the S™*'-topology for m’ > m and —1 < p’ < p. But as the topology
of S™P(R?", V) is stronger than that of S™*'(R?", V'), this map is continuous in the
S™P-topology as well. By the very definition of I™*, we have I"™?(F) = Iy(F) for
F € €5°(R?", V), i.e. ui.) holds. It remains to check 7v.), and to this end, we consider
an order m” > m,m’ and type —1 < p” < p,p’. Then for any F € S™P(R*", V)N
Sm'P'(R?", V), there exists a sequence {F,} C %g°(R*",V) converging to F in the

" 1/

topology of S™*"(R*", V), and in view of i.), we have
[™P(F) = I™° (F) = lim Io(F,) = [, (F) = I"™"*(F). (3.13)

m'’p oo m'.p
This proves (3.11). O

The compatability (3.11) of the integral maps I"™” with the structure of the symbol
spaces allows us to consistently define an oscillatory integral on the space S(R**, V), see
(2.45), consisting of all S™P(IR*", V'), with arbitary orders m and types —1 < p < 1.

Definition 3.3 The oscillatory integral is the linear map I: S(R*", V) — V uniquely
determined by I|gm.pmenyy = I™P, =1 < p < 1. If the target space or the domain of
integration needs to be emphasized, we write more precisely Iy or Igeny instead of I.
We also use the symbolic notation

(2m)™" /]R% dpdx PP F(p,z) .= I(F). (3.14)

Note that according to the discussion in Section 2.3, the space S(R**,V) and the
oscillatory integral I do not depend on a choice of defining system Q of seminorms, but
are intrinsically defined.

3.2 Calculational rules for the oscillatory integral

We now derive the main properties of the integral I. To begin with, we note how
oscillatory integrals can be computed in practice.

Proposition 3.4 i.) Let F € S(R*",V), po,zo € R", and x € 6§°(R*",R) with
x(p,x) = 1 for (p,z) in some open neighborhood of (0,0). Then the oscillatory
integral of F' is the limit of Riemann integrals

I(F) = (2r) " lim dp dx ei<p’:”>x(5(p —po),e(x —x0))F(p, x) . (3.15)

e—0 R2n
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ii.) Let Q be a defining system of seminorms on V', with order m and type p such that
there exist constants C, Cy € R satisfying

m(q) <Ci,  1>p(q)>Co>—1 (3.16)

for all q € Q. Then there exists s € N, and b, € C, p,v € N, |ul,|v] < s,
such that for all F € S™P(R?", V), the oscillatory integral is given by a convergent
Riemann integral

1R =Y b / dpdi i) O aly( Fip. 2) ) (3.17)

R2n Opt Oz \ I r_y (i + pr)*(i + x1)°

Proof. Fixing a defining system of seminorms Q on V', we consider a symbol F' €
S™P(R?*", V) for some order m and type —1 < p <1 for Q. Furthermore, let m/, p’ be
an auxiliary order and type for Q such that m’ > m and —1 < p’ < p. It has been
shown in Corollary 2.28 that (x.F)(p,z) := x(e(p — po),e(xz — x0)) F(p, x) converges to
F in the topology of S™*'(R?>", V) as ¢ — 0. Since x.F € €5°(R*", V), the formula
I(F) = lim._,0 Iy(xcF) (3.15) holds by definition of I as the S™P"-continuous extension
of Iy. This proves the first part. The second part is basically a corollary of the proof of
Lemma 3.1: One first checks that if (3.16) holds, then there exists s € Ny such that the
inequality (3.9) is valid for all q € Q for the same value of s. Using a cutoff function x
as in the first part of this proposition, we can then apply the arguments in the proof of
Lemma 3.1 to x. F € €5°(R*, V) to conclude that there exist coefficients b,,, such that

iy O x(ep,ex) F(p, x)
Iy(x.F) = b dp dx /P ’ ’ .
O(X ) Z o /R2n paxe apu oxrY szl(i + pk)5<i + l'k)s

(3.18)
To control the limit ¢ — 0, we again use the same arguments as in Lemma 3.1: For any
seminorm ¢, we find an integrable upper bound to (p, x) — g (6{,‘8§P*8(p)P*5(x)F(p, x))
This allows us to carry out the limit ¢ — 0 in (3.18). Namely, applying Leibniz’ rule,
we see that all terms in (3.18) which contain derivatives of y, and hence factors of ¢,
converge to zero as € — 0 because the derivatives of F' and the damping factors are
bounded in each seminorm q. Only the term with no derivatives on y remains, and

as this has an integrable upper bound, and x(0,0) = 1, we obtain the claimed formula
(3.17) for I(F) = lim. 0 Ip(x-F). O

If V' is a Banach space and Q consists of just its norm, then (3.16) is clearly satisfied
for any order m, and any admissible type —1 < p < 1. So in this case, the oscillatory
integrals can always be reformulated as improper Riemann integrals. But if Q is infinite,
and m unbounded, this is no longer the case. Nonetheless, also in this general situation,
oscillatory integrals exhibit many of the familiar properties of Riemann integrals. In
particular, they are compatible with continuous linear maps, and the usual rules of
substitution and integration by parts still apply, as we now show in the following lemmas
and propositions.
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Lemma 3.5 Let V,U be sequentially complete locally convex spaces, A:'V — U a
continuous linear map, and F € S(R*,V). Then AF: (p,x) — AF(p,x) is a symbol
in S(R*,U), and

ATIy(F) = I;(AF). (3.19)

Proof. First we note that the equation holds for compactly supported F'. But then the
usual continuity and approximation argument shows that the equation also holds for
arbitrary F'. O

Remark 3.6 If we consider an antilinear continuous map C': V' — U instead, the only
difference to the above described situation is that the oscillating factor e“»* has to be
conjugated. This conjugation can be compensated by a variable substitution p — —p
in the integrals. So in this case, we have, F' € S(R?", V),

Cly(F)=1Iy(CF.) with F_(p,z):=F(—p,x). (3.20)

Lemma 3.7 Let ¢,y € R", A € GL(n,R), and denote by AT the transpose of A with
respect to the chosen inner product on R"™. Then, for any F € S(R*",V), the functions

Fyya(p,x) = e PV E(Ap 4 q,2), (3.21)
FivA(p x) = e " F(p, ATz +y) (3:22)

are elements of S(R*, V) as well, and
I(F,,.4) = I(F?v4) (3.23)

Proof. For F € S(R?", V), an application of Lemma 2.21 and Lemma 2.22 shows that
the functions F, o4 and F*¥4 without the oscillating factors lie in S(R**, V). But
(p,x) — e “P¥) and (p,x) — e ¥%?) are scalar symbols of type 0 and order 0, as is
easily verified by differentiation. Hence Corollary 2.8 yields F,, 4, F4¥* € S(R*™, V).
To compare the oscillatory integrals of these functions, we pick x € €5°(R?", R) as in
Proposition 3.4, and compute according to (3.15)

(2m)"1(F,,,4) = lim dp dx P} g =ilp:y) x(ep,ex)F(Ap + q, x)

e—0 R2n

= lim | det 4| / dpdr A7 0=02) \ (e A p e(x + y)) Fp,x +y)
& ]RQn

= lim dp da P y (A7 'p,e(ATz +y)) e M E(p, ATz + ).
e—0 R2n
Since also (p,z) — x(A™'p, ATz) is a smooth, compactly supported function which is
equal to 1 on an open neighborhood of the origin, we can use Proposition 3.4 again to
conclude that the last line coincides with (27)"[(F4¥4). O

For the next statement, we represent the bilinear form used in the oscillating factor
as (p,z) = (p, Mx) with some M € GL(n,R), | det M| = 1, and the standard Euclidean
inner product (-, -) on R". The transpose of M with respect to this inner product will
be denote M7,
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Proposition 3.8 Let F € S(R*",V) and p € Nj. Then O'F, OLF, (Mx)"F, (M"p)*F
lie in S(R*,V), and

[0y F) = ()" I((Mz)"F),  I(04F) = ()" I((MTp)"F). (3.24)

Proof. For F € €5°(R*", V), the claimed equations amount to an integration by parts
against the oscillating factor e!P®) = e!PM2) gince
agei(p,Mx) — 4lul (Max)* ei(p,Mz) ’ agei(p,Mw) — 4lul (MTp)u el Mz)

Thus we only have to show that the functions on the left and right hand side in (3.24)
are symbols in S(R?", V'), and can be approximated by compactly supported symbols.
So let F' € S™P(R*", V) for some order m and type —1 < p < 1 for a defining system of
seminorms Q for V', and pick a sequence F,, € 65°(R*", V) converging to F in the Sme'
topology for some m' >m, —1 < p’ < p. Then, according to Proposition 2.4, 95 F,, —
OpF in the S™' =P lulP’ topology. But as p’ > —1, we can apply Proposition 2.3 iv.)
to see that this sequence also converges in the S™*H-#"_topology. Hence, by definition
of I, we have I(0/F) = lim,, [y(0/ F,,). Concerning the right hand side in (3.24), note
that (Mx)" is a scalar symbol of order || and type 1. Hence, using Corollary 2.8 and
p < 1, we see that (Mx)"F is a symbol of order m + |u| and type p, and thus an
element of S(R?", V). Moreover, (Mx)"F, — (Mx)"F in the S™*l#?'_topology. Thus
I(Mz)*F) = lim, Iy((Mx)"F,), and the first identity in (3.24) follows. The proof of
the second identity is completely analogous. O

We next compute the oscillatory integrals of symbols (p,z) +— F(p,z) which are
constant in either x or p. The following result also explains our choice of normalization
factor (27)~™ in the definition (3.1) of the oscillatory integral.

Proposition 3.9 Let F € S(R*",V) satisfy F(p,z) = F(0,z) or F(p,z) = F(p,0) for
all p,x € R™. Then

I(F) = F(0). (3.25)
In particular, constant symbols v : (p,z) — v, v € V', have oscillatory integral 1(v) = v.

Proof. We present only the proof for the claims about a symbol F' € S(R*", V') satisfying
F(p,z) = F(0,x); the arguments for the other case are analogous. To evaluate the
oscillatory integral of F, let x € %5°(R",R), with x(z) = 1 for |z| < 1, and let
X(z) = (2m) ™2 [Lsn dpe'®® x(p) denote the Fourier transform of y with respect to
the chosen inner product. Then Proposition 3.4 can be applied with the product cutoff
function (p,z) — x(p)x(x), and we obtain

I(F) = lim(27)" /ndp/ndxe ep)x(ex) F(0, )

a—)O

= lim(27) "¢ / dp/ dx P/ (p)x(ex) F(0, x)

5%0

e—0

— lim(2m) /2" / dr $ (/) () F(0,2)
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= lim(27)™"/2 /n dz X(z)x(e’z) F(0,ex) .

e—0

To show that this limit coincides with F'(0), let Q be a defining system of seminorms on
V, with order m and type —1 < p < 1, such that F € S™?(R?",V). For any q € Q,
we have the estimate

a (/ndxf((m)x(s%)F(O,sx) - /ndq:x(x)F(o))

< [ doli@)la () P(0,20) - F(0))

As the Fourier transform of a smooth, compactly supported function, y is an element
of Z(R",C), and since F' € S™P(R*",V), and x is bounded, we easily find a scalar
integrable function g such that |x(z)|q(x(e*zr)F(ex) — F(0)) < g(x) for all € < 1.
Hence the limit € — 0 of the right hand side of the above estimate can be evaluated by
dominated convergence, and since x(0) = 1, this limit is zero. As q was arbitrary, we
have in the topology of V'

I(F) = lim(2r)~""2 / dz (2)x(22) F(0, ) = (2) "2 / dz () F(0)

e—0 n

But in view of our normalization of the inner product (-, -), the inverse Fourier trans-
form gives (27) ™2 [ dx Y(x) = x(0) = 1. So we arrive at the claimed identity

I(F) = x(0)F(0) = F(0).
The statement about constant symbols follows by choosing F' constant. O

As the last property of oscillatory integrals needed in our applications, we discuss a
Fubini type theorem for multiple oscillatory integrals. To this end, we consider symbols
F € S(R*™ @R*2,V) depending on two pairs of variables (py, 1), (pa, 22), with p;, x; €
R™, 7 = 1,2. Our discussion of multiple oscillatory integrals is greatly facilitated by
Proposition 2.29, stating that for F' € S(R?*™ @ R?"2, V), the maps

F:R™ — §(]R2”2, V) and Fy: R2"2 — §(R2”1, V), (3.26)
given by
Fl(p1,$1)i (pz;iﬁz) = F(plawl;p%xZ) and Fz(p2>902)2 (phl’l) = F(p17$1;p2,36’2),

respectively, are symbols in their own right.
Subsequently we have to distinguish different kinds of oscillatory integrals. On R*" @
R?" we use the induced pairing

(p1 ® p2, T1 & x2) = (p1,21) + (P2, T2) . (3.27)

Hence the oscillatory integrals over symbols F' € S(R?™ @ R*2,V) will be carried
out with respect to the oscillating factor e*P1:#1)eiP2:22) and denoted by I as before.
On the other hand, oscillatory integrals over the symbols (3.26) which are defined on
R?™ (respectively R?"2), and take values in some other symbol space S™?(R?"2, V)
(respectively S™?(IR*,V)), will be carried out with respect to the oscillating factors
eiPrr1) (respectively e'®272)) and denoted I; (respectively I).
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Proposition 3.10 Let V' be a sequentially complete locally convex space. For any F €
S(R?*™ @ R?*™2, V), we have I,(F}) € S(R?*"2,V), I,(Fy) € S(R*1, V), with

L(1L(F)) = L(Iy(F)) = I(F). (3.28)

Equivalently,

(2m)~ "2 / dps dxs €'P272) ((2#)_"1 / dpy dxy €P1™) F(py, x1;po, xg))
R2n2 R271

=2m)™ / dpy dxq eiPren) ((2#)_”2 / dps dxo i{P2.22) F(p1, x1; po, xg))
]R2n1 R2n2

:(ZW)_("1+”2) / dp dz ') F(p, )
Rin @]R2"2

Proof. Let Q be a defining system of seminorms for V', and m, —1 < p < 1 an order
and a type for Q such that F € S™?(R* @ R*2,V). According to Proposition 2.29,
Fy € S™P(R?m S™P(R?™2 V), Fy € S™P(R?2, S™P(R?™ V) with the order m and
type p defined in (2.63). Note that since —1 < p < 1, the oscillatory integrals I;(F}) €
SmP(R22 V) C S(R2™2,V) and I,(Fy) € S™P(R*, V) C S(R?™,V) exist. Hence all
integrals in (3.28) are well-defined. To show that they coincide, we can argue with the
usual continuity and approximation techniques: for compactly supported symbols the
integrals coincide by the Fubini theorem for Riemann integrals. Then the continuity
statements of Proposition 2.29 and Theorem 3.2 give the equality for all symbols. O

4 Rieffel deformations for polynomially bounded R"-
actions

We now apply the symbol calculus developed so far to extend Rieffel’s deformation of
Fréchet algebras with isometric R"-actions [23] to a more general setting. As before,
we will consider functions taking values in locally convex sequentially complete vector
spaces V. We will in this chapter always assume a filtrating defining system Q of
seminorms for V. The symbols we are interested in will be generated with the help of
suitable R™-actions, and we introduce some standard notation first.

For an R™-action a.: R" x V' — V', we consider the functions

a(v): R" —V, T = oy (V) (4.1)

for v € V. The action will be called strongly smooth if a(v) € €°(R",V) for all v € V.
Its derivatives at = 0 are denoted by

XV —V, XHv = 08, (v)|z=0, (4.2)

where € N as usual. All actions will be assumed to act by linear maps a,: V. —
V. If a is strongly smooth and the a, are continuous for all x € R", then one has
Moy (v) = Xta,v = a, XH.
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Definition 4.1 Let V be a sequentially complete locally convez space with defining sys-
tem of seminorms Q, and let m be an order for Q. A smooth polynomially bounded
R"-action (of order m) is an action ac: R" x V.— V' such that

i.) a(v) € S™O(R™, V) for each v € V.
i)V 3 v alw) € SR, V) is continuous, i.e. for any q € Q, u € NI, there
exists ' € Q, such that
la()lIT" < d'(v) (4.3)
forallveV.

Smooth polynomially bounded actions can equivalently be characterized as follows.

Lemma 4.2 Let a be a strongly smooth action on V. Then « is polynomially bounded
of order m in the sense of Definition 4.1 if and only if the following two conditions are
satisfied:

i.) For each q € Q, there exists ' € Q such that

aa(v)) < (1+ [|lz]*) 2™ ¢/ (v) (4.4)

forallz e R, veV.
ii.) The derivatives X*: V. — V are continuous.

If V is a Fréchet space and Q is chosen countable then a is polynomially bounded of
order mv if and only if just the first condition is satisfied.

Proof. Let a be a smooth polynomially bounded action of order m. Then its defining
properties imply that for any q € Q there exists ' € Q such that for all z € R", v € V,

a(ae(v)) < (1+ [|2]1?) 2™ [Ja() [T < (1 + [|2]*) 2™V (v),

i.e. (4.4) holds. Furthermore, given q € Q, u € N{, there exists " € Q such that

XH0) = (0, (v)],—0) < su q(ﬁgo‘w(l)) mo
q(X*v) = q(9; a (v)] )_:ce]}gl At [2]2)3m@ = lla()llg, < d'(v)

for all v € V. Hence X*: V — V is continuous. Now assume that « is a strongly
smooth action satisfying the two conditions listed in this lemma. Then to any q € Q,
wu € Ng, there exist ¢, q” € Q such that

A(Dhta(v)) = d(a (X)) < (1+ [|2]) 2™V (X*0) < (14 [|])2™Vq" (v)

for all z € R", v € V. This shows both, a(v) € S™%V), and the continuity of
v +— «a(v). Hence Definition 4.1 and the two conditions in this lemma are equivalent.
We now consider the special but important case that V' is a Fréchet space. Thus assume
that Q is countable. When equipped with the family of seminorms Q* := {q, :=
qo X*|q € Q, up € Ny}, this space will be called V*>°. Also V> is a Fréchet space.
As linear spaces, V = V>, and clearly, the identity id: V*° — V is linear, continuous
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and bijective. Hence we can apply the open mapping theorem for Fréchet spaces to
conclude that id: V' — V> is continuous as well, i.e. V = V> as Fréchet spaces. But
this is equivalent to the derivatives X*: V' — V being continuous, i.e. condition ii.) is
automatically satisfied. 0

Remark 4.3 i.) A polynomially bounded action « acts by continuous maps «,, as
can be read off from (4.4).

ii.) The arguments in the above lemma also explain why we consider only actions of
type p = 0 here. For if a(v) € S™P(V) and the derivatives X* are continuous, we
can argue as above to show that a(v) is actually of type 0.

In Rieffel’s original approach, V' is taken to be a Fréchet algebra with a strongly
continuous R"-action « by automorphisms «, which are isometric for all ¢ € Q. On
the subspace V> of all smooth vectors for «, the a(v) are then symbols of order 0 and
type 0, see [23]. Using the symbol calculus of the preceding sections, we will now extend
many of the results of Rieffel to the case where a(v) € S™(R", V) for an arbitrary
order m. In Section 5, we will then provide various examples of smooth polynomially
bounded R™-actions.

In comparison to [23], we will take here also a somewhat more general point of view
concerning the algebraic structure, which involves three sequentially complete locally
convex spaces V, W, U with filtrating defining systems of seminorms Q", Q" QY. Each
of these spaces is equipped with a smooth polynomially bounded R"-action o, "V, aV
of order m"', m"W, mY, respectively, and the derivatives with respect to these actions
will be denoted X};, Xi:, X4,

In this setting, we consider a bilinear map

w:Vx W —U (4.5)
which is required to be covariant in the sense that
¥ p(v,w) = p(av, o w), veV,weW, zeR". (4.6)

In many applications p will be jointly continuous, but in some cases we also need to
work with a bilinear map p which is only separately continuous. In the following we
will therefore always only assume that p is separately continuous, and explicitly point
out when we consider the special case that y is jointly continuous.

This setting includes the case where A := V = W = U is an algebra with (separately)
continuous product p, and a = o¥ = o = oY acts by automorphisms. But the
more general formulation allows, for example, to also consider covariant modules, where
A =V is taken to be an algebra and € := W = U is a left A-module with a smooth
R™-action 8 := oV = oY, and (separately) continuous module structure p: Ax & — &
satisfying (4.6). This setup will therefore be suitable for the discussion of deformations
of algebras and their covariant modules. In the following, we will always assume without
further mentioning that spaces V, W, U, actions o', a", oV, and a bilinear map p with

the specified properties are given.
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Following Rieffel, we now consider a real (n x n)-matrix 6 as our deformation pa-
rameter, and introduce the functions, v € V, w € W,

How: R"XR" — U, pl,(p, ) == plagv, oY w) . (4.7)

As oV, o are smooth and polynomially bounded, it follows from Proposition 2.5, . ),
that these functions are symbols in S(R*", U) if u is jointly continuous. If u is however
only separately continuous, more work is needed to arrive at this conclusion. We begin
with the following lemma.

Lemma 4.4 Let o be a smooth polynomially bounded action on V. Moreover, let F' €
¢ (R",V). Then

F*:R"xR"—V, Fe(p,x) == a,(F(x))
is smooth.

Proof. First we show that F'* is continuous. To this end, we make use of the differen-
tiability of «, which implies that for any q € Q, there exists ¢ € Q and a continuous
function f: R™ x R® — R, such that for all p,p’ € R, v € V

q(ap(v) —ay (V) < llp =Pl f(p,p") d'(v).

The proof of this estimate can be carried out along the same lines as in Lemma 2.25.
With this bound we find, p,p’, z, 2’ € R",

q(F*(p,x) = F(p',2"))
< q(op(F(2)) = ap (F(2))) + qlay (F(2)) — ap (F(2")))
< lp =2l fp. ') d'(F(2)) + (1 + [p'|]) 2™ q" (F(z) — F(a')),

with some ¢/, q” € Q. The continuity of F* is then clear. Furthermore, (p, z) — F*(p, x)
is separately smooth in p and z (in = because the o, are linear and continuous), with
partial derivatives

P (p,7) = X F(z),  OF"(p,2) = 0, (x).

According to Lemma 4.2, the derivatives X”: V' — V are continuous. Thus z
XYF(z) is smooth, and clearly, x — 0YF(x) is smooth as well. Hence the partial
derivatives of F'* are of the same form as F'*, and thus in particular continuous. This
implies that F'* is smooth. O

Lemma 4.5 Letv € V, w € W and consider F,,, Gy,: R" x R® — U defined by

Fou(p, ) == ozg (1 (v, 0l (w))  and Gouw(p,z) =l (p (a;/(v),w)) : (4.8)

Then there exists an order 1iv on QU such that F,y,, Gy, € ST™(R?",U), and for fived
vg €V, wyg € W, the mappings

W 3w F,, € S™R*™,U)
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V 30 Gy € SR, U)

are linear and continuous.

Proof. We will only prove the statements about Fj,, as the discussion of G,, is com-
pletely analogous. In view of the separate continuity of p, the map w — u(v,w) is
continuous for fixed v, and as & is a smooth action, we see that F),, is of the form con-
sidered in the previous lemma and hence smooth. Its partial derivatives are, v,x € N,

0y 0y Fyu(p, ) = ) (Xpp (v, 03 (Xjw))) -
To estimate these derivatives, let ¢ € QV. Then there exists ' € QU such that
V QK l'n’lU 14 K
A0 Fouw(p ) < (L4 [Ip?)2™ Vo' (Xpu(v, o) Xipw)) .

As w — p(v,w) is continuous and U = U™, W = W as locally convex spaces, we now
find q”,q"”,q" € QW 0 € N2, and constants ¢, C,, > 0 such that

v I lT’TlU o K
(D2 Fo(p, ) < (1+ [[pl2)2™ @ €, " (X5, Xl w)
< Cy (14 [Ip|2)z™ @1 + [ ?) 2™ @I g (X5 Xiw)
1 U W (1
< Cye(1+ |plf? + [Ja]?)20m” @HImT@ID g 4y

for all p,x € R™, w € W. Here ¢ depends on k, v, q, but not on v, w, p, xz. This estimate
shows that F,, is a symbol in S™O(R>" U), with m(q) := |mY(q)| + |m"Y (q")| (cf.
Proposition 2.5). Moreover,

HFvaZLZ;%H <G, Cq"”<w) )

that is, w — F),, is continuous for fixed v. d

After these preparations we can derive the following basic statement about the de-
formation of pu.

Proposition 4.6 Letv eV, we W, and § € R™*"™.
i.) The functions i, are symbols in S(R**,U).
ii.) The maps defined by their oscillatory integrals

Vx W 3 (v,w) = pg(v,w) = Iy(pl,) € U (4.9)

are bilinear and (separately) continuous if ju is (separately) continuous.

iii.) pe satisfies the covariance property (4.6).

Proof. Let v € V, w € W and 6 be fixed. Thanks to the covariance of u (4.6), we have

Mzw(% I) = FMU(prI - 9])) = va(xa ep - IIJ) .
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As Fup, Gy € S(R?™,U), an application of Lemma 3.7 shows uf, € S(R?",U) and
hence the first part. By the preceding lemma, we see that

VxW 3 (v,w) s ul, € S™(R™ U)

is separately continuous for some order 772 on QU. Hence the oscillatory integral Ir;(1?,)
exists and depends separately continuous on v,w. The bilinearity of uf is clear. In
case u is jointly continuous, note that by assumption, o} (v) € S™ °(R", V) and
oV (w) e S O(R", W) with orders m", m" for QV, Q. The maps v — o} (v)
and w — " (w) are continuous from V (respectively W) to S™ 0(R", V) (respectively
SmW’O(]R", W)) by Definition 4.1, 4. ). Furthermore, according to Proposition 2.5, . ),
ay (v), " (w) — (e (v),a" (w)) maps S™ O(R™, V) x S™" O(R", W) continuously
into S™°(R?",U), with some order m’ for QU. Finally, the oscillatory integral maps
1l > pg(v,w) continuously from S™°(R?",U) to U by Theorem 3.2. As a compo-
sition of these continuous maps, pg: V x W — U is therefore continuous, too. This
completes the second part. To check the covariance property (4.6), note that since ¥
is continuous for each x € R™ by Remark 4.3 i.), it can be pulled inside the oscillatory
integral defining pg according to Lemma 3.5. Since (4.6) holds for p, and oV, "V are

R"-actions, it follows that py satisfies (4.6) as well:

o) = 0" [ dpdy e olntal o), olf ()

= Cn) [ dpdy e (el (o), ol (w)

— (el (v), a¥ (w).

O

Depending on the context, pg from (4.9) will be referred to as the deformed product,
deformed module structure, or just deformed bilinear map.

In the next proposition we justify these names by demonstrating the most basic
feature of a deformation, namely that it reduces to the identity for vanishing deformation
parameter.

Proposition 4.7 Let 6,0 € R"*".

i.) For 0 =0, we have pg = ju.

ii.) (ko)or = o+ -
Proof. Let v € V,w € W. For 6 = 0, the symbol (p, z) — p(ay,v, o} w) (4.7) is indepen-
dent of p. Hence Proposition 3.9 applies, and we have jo(v, w) = pg(ay (v), o) (w)) =
(v, w), showing the first part. For the second part, by Proposition 4.6, g has the
same properties as (i, so (ug)e is well-defined. Using successively the definition of py,

the substitution x — x — 2’ according to Lemma 3.7 and Fubini’s theorem in form of
Proposition 3.10, we compute

(110)er (v, w)
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dp' da’ €7 pg(ogy (v), ol (w))

J..
J

dp dz’ e'¥'" ((27r)_"/2 dp dx &P u(a&w/p,(v),a%m,(w)))
R n

=(2m)™
— (2m)

/132 dp dz’ e'¥'*" ((QW)_” /]R2 dp dz P =1 P ,u(oz;;w/p,(v),azv(w)))

=0 [ dpdec (0 [ el 0.0 ).
R=n R=n

Lemma 3.7 and Proposition 3.9 show that the inner oscillatory integral has the value
,u(c% Lonp(V),s oY (w)). Plugging this result into the above computation gives the desired
answer (pg)g (v, w) = pgre (v, w) by definition of py. O

The following lemma shows two further invariance properties of the deformation
which are helpful in many situations.

Lemma 4.8 i) Let v € V and w € W. If either v is o' -invariant or w is o'V -

invariant, then pg(v,w) = u(v, w).
ii.) LetY be another sequentially complete locally convex vector space, and T: U — Y

linear and continuous. If 0 € R™ " is skew-symmetric and T is oY -invariant, i.e.
Toadl =T for all z € R™, then

Tug(v,w) =Tp(v,w). (4.10)

Proof. For part i.), note that under the specified circumstances, the symbol (p,z) —
n(ay,(v), af (w)) depends only on one of its two variables p,z. Hence Proposition 3.9
applies, and we have pg(v,w) = pu(ay (v),aff (w)) = (v, w). For part i.), let v € V|
w € W. Using the continuity and linearity of 7" as in Lemma 3.5, as well as the

covariance (4.6) and the invariance of T" gives

) Tpo(vw) = [ | dpdec® Tu(aly(v), ol (w)

= /2 dp dz P Tp(cy—o(v),w).
R n

Now we use Lemma 3.7 to carry out the substitution x — z+60p. As 6 is skew-symmetric,
(p,0p) =0, and we get

Tyi(o,w) = (20) " [ dpdo e T(aly(v).w).
R2n

This is again an oscillatory integral over a symbol which is constant in one variable, and
by Proposition 3.9, we arrive at Tug(v, w) = Tu(ay (v),w) = Tu(v, w). O

We now consider the deformation of algebras and modules. Let A := V be an
algebra with separately continuous product p: A x A — A, and assume that the
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(smooth, polynomially bounded) R"-action « acts by automorphisms. Furthermore, let
€ =W = U be a left A-module with separately continuous module map ji: AxE — &
and a (smooth, polynomially bounded) R"™-action J satisfying (4.6) with V. =A, W =
U=2¢&, a" =a, and oV = oV = 3. In this situation, we can deform the product u
according to

to(a,b) :=a xgb:= (27?)_”/ dp dx "P ji(cgp(a), o, (b)), a,be A, (4.11)

R2n

and the module structure i according to

fig(a, ¥) = agth := (2m) ™" /}R% dpde ') fi(agy(a), Bo(¥),  a €A, Y EE, (4.12)

with the same deformation parameter § € R™". We will write Ay for the algebra given
by the linear space A and the product x.

Theorem 4.9 Let A be a sequentially complete locally convexr algebra with separately
continuous product i, and let € be a sequentially complete locally convex left A-module
with separately continuous module structure fi. Let o be a smooth polynomially bounded
R™-action by automorphisms on A, and 5 a smooth polynomially bounded R™-action on
€ such that

Ba(fi(a, ) = flaa(a), B:(¢)),  ac€A,pel reR". (4.13)

i.) In this case (&, fig) is a left Ag-module, i.e.
(CL X b)gw = aebgl/}, a, be .A, ZD €é. (414)

ii.) If the product p in A is associative, then so is the deformed product g (4.11).

Proof. Let a,b € A, v € €, and § € R™". By applying repeatedly the arguments from
Lemma 4.5, one sees that

R"™ 5 (p, 2,0, 2") — i (Qpyap(a), il gprar (D), Ba(¥)))

is a symbol in S(R*", ). Its oscillatory integral can be written with the help of Fubini’s
theorem, the module property f(u(a,b),v) = fi(a, i(b,v)), the separate continuity of
i, and (4.6) as

) [ dpdedy do’ S s 0) (), 52 ()
= (2m)7" /}RM dp dx ") (/}RM dp' da’ '@ ﬂ(Oéep’+ep(a)»ﬂ(040p+z/(b)a@c(l/f))))
= (2m)~" /}R _dpd ( /}R _dp ' T i (o (@), agprar (0), @xw)))
= [ apdee ) (an, [ a6 0 ey (0,000, 500))
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= (27T)_n /RQ” dp dl’ ei<p’m> ﬂ (a6p(,u9(av b))7 Bﬂ?(dj))
= fto(pto(a,b), ).

On the other hand, we can use Lemma 3.7 to carry out the substitutions p’ — p’ — p
and z — = + ’ in the first oscillatory integral. This gives

o (,ug(a, b)7 770)

=)= [ dpdedyf a0 (10, g 0. B0)
IR n

=)y [ dpdudy d? ST it a), il 0): P ()

Notice that the exponential appearing here equals e*®#+{*") hecause the term (p, )
drops out. So we can again use the covariance and separate continuity of ji, and split the
double oscillatory integral into two single oscillatory integrals, to arrive at the desired
result,

fo (,ug((l, b)> %0)

—m) ™ [ dpdady! ! €O (@), B (b))
— (2m) /R O <agp/(a),ﬁx/ ( /R dpde 07 oy (), Bx(w))>)

=) [ O iy (@), B o8, )

= [LG(% [1’9([)7 ¢)) .

Rewriting pp and fip according to (4.11) and (4.12) yields (4.14). The second part follows
by considering the special case € = A, i = u, 5 = a. O

For isometric actions on Fréchet algebras, the associativity of the deformed product
is known from Rieffel’s work [23]. The deformation of the module structure can also be
viewed as an alternative deformation of an algebra A represented on &, which changes
the elements a € A according to a — ay, but keeps the product unchanged. This
deformation has been introduced under the name of warped convolution in the context
of C*-algebras [8,9], it is equivalent to the deformation of the product according to
(4.14).

Sticking to the setting of an algebra A with product p and a left A-module with
module structure fi, and actions «, 3 satisfying the assumptions of Theorem 4.9, we next
show how identities and star involutions behave under the deformation.

Proposition 4.10 Let A be a locally convex sequentially complete algebra with sepa-
rately continuous associative product, and o: R™ x A — A a smooth, polynomially
bounded R™-action by automorphisms.

45



i.) If A has an identity 1, this is also an identity for the deformed product (4.11).

ii.) If A is a *-algebra with continuous *-involution and 0 is skew-symmetric with re-
spect to the inner product used in the oscillatory integrals defining the deformed
product, then a — a* is also a star involution for the deformed product, i.e.,

(axgb)" =b" xga", a,be A. (4.15)

Proof. The first part is clear: since « acts by automorphisms, we have a, (1) = 1 for all
x € R". Hence, by Lemma 4.8, i.),

axXgl=al=a, lxpa=1la=a

for any a € A. For the second part, we note that as the involution a — a* is antilinear
and continuous, we can use (3.20) and Lemma 3.7 to compute for a,b € A

(a xXgb)" = (2#)_"/ dp dz ¢"P®) (a_gpa a,b)*

R2n

=(2m)™" /]R2 dp dx P o, b* a_g,a*

= (2#)_”/ dp dz e ov_gr b* apa”
R2n

=b" X _pT a*.

In case 6 is skew-symmetric, i.e., 7 = —0, (4.15) follows. O

Again, these statements are well-known in Rieffel’s setting [23]. Analogous to the
preceding proposition, there exist two closely related properties in the module defor-
mation setting of Theorem 4.9: First, if a vector ¢ € € is S-invariant, then we have
agy) = arp. This is again a straightforward consequence of Lemma 4.8 i.).

Second, in the case of a covariant Hilbert space representation of a *-algebra A, we
have a compatability between the *-operation and the deformation similar to Proposi-
tion 4.10 4. ). To describe this, consider a locally convex sequentially complete *-algebra
A with a smooth polynomially bounded R"-action a* by *-automorphisms. Let fur-
thermore H be a Hilbert space carrying a strongly continuous unitary representation
u of R", and let € C H denote the subspace of smooth vectors for u. We consider
a covariant representation of A, i.e. a *-representation 7w of A by (closable) operators
defined on & such that (o (a))y = u(x)m(a)u(x) 1 for alla € A, z € R", ¢ € €.

Then we can apply our deformation formula to the module map p(a, ) := w(a)y. In
case of a skew-symmetric deformation parameter 8, the map 7y defined by the deformed
module map, mg(a)) := pg(a, 1)), then gives a *-representation of Ay on &, i.e.

mo(a* )y = w(a)* acA pek. (4.16)

In a C*-framework with order 0 actions, this fact has been established in [8, Lemma 2.2].
Since the proof is essentially the same in the present situation, we refrain from giving
the details here.
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5 Examples

In this section we present a number of explicit examples of polynomially bounded R"-
actions complying with the conditions in Definition 4.1. In particular, we show how
target spaces with unbounded orders appear naturally when studying compactly sup-
ported R™-actions.

5.1 The canonical R"-action on symbol spaces

The first example is the action studied in Section 2.3 on the symbol spaces.

Proposition 5.1 Let V' be a sequentially complete locally convex space with a defining
system of seminorms Q, and let m, p be an order and a type for Q, with p > 0. Then
(. F)(y) := F(z +y) is a smooth polynomially bounded R™-action on S™P(R",V) f
order (|- [m#) = [m(q) — p(q) ]| and type p(|-|I7#) = 0 where q € Q, p € N,
defined in Definition 4.1. More precisely, for any q € Q, pu € Ni, there exists Cg, > 0
such that

||a( )HH ey < CquHFHunru (5'1)

for all F € S™P(R", V), v € Nj.

Proof. It has been shown in Proposition 2.24 that « is an R"-action on S™?(R", V),
and in Proposition 2.27 that R" 5 z — a,(F) € S™?(R", V) is smooth for each F' €
S™P(R"™, V) if p > 0. To derive the statements about the polynomial bounds, let q € Q,
w,v € Ni, and F € S™P(R"™, V) with p > 0. The derivatives 0%, (F) = a, (0% F), see
(2.61), satisfy according to Lemma 2.22

105 aa(F) | = Nlewa (87 P < () 107 F [0

with a positive scalar symbol ¢ € S'm(Q)_p(C’)'“”’l(R”,]R). Furthermore, we have by
application of Proposition 2.4 and Proposition 2.3, iv.)
|07 F

me = ||F|m e < R,

since p > 0. With these two bounds, we arrive at

|0Y o (F )||m,p c(az)
< sup
R (14 [|2]2)2™ ~ werr (1 4 ||a)|2)zm@—p(@lul

|| Hqu+u>

| F )”H e w =

which establishes (5.1) with the constant Cg, := ||c||‘Om(q)_‘o(coI’“”ll’1 < 00. Hence «o(F) €
S™O(R", S™P(R",V)) and F +— «(F) is continuous, as required in Definition 4.1. O

By the same arguments, one checks that (a.(F))(y) = F(x + y) gives a smooth
polynomially bounded R"-action on the vector valued Schwartz space . (R", V') (Def-
inition 2.18), topologized by the seminorms qp,, () := || - g7, with q € Q, m € Ny,
p € Ni (2.47). Here the order is m(qy,,) = m, and again p(qm,#) = 0.

47



Remark 5.2 Remarkably, in both examples the orders m of the induced action is
necessarily unbounded, even if we started with symbols of bounded order. Only in the
particular case where m(q) = 0 = p(q) we get again a bounded order m = 0. This was
the particular case of an isometric action as discussed by Rieffel in [23].

If V = A is an algebra with continuous product, we can use the action « to deform
the pointwise product in S™P(R", A) as in (4.11), with some deformation parameter
6 € R™". As the evaluation maps S™”(R",A) 3 F — F(x) € A are continuous, we
have the explicit formula

(F 3 G)a) = @n) " [ dpdy ™ Fly -+ 8p)G(y + o) (52)
R2n
as a A-valued oscillatory integral.
In addition to «, we have on the Schwartz space also smooth polynomially bounded
R™-actions of the form

(B:F)(y) = ™V F(y), (5.3)

where (-, -) denotes a bilinear form on R"™. Considered on a symbol space S"™?(R", V)
of fixed order, these actions are not smooth, but on ./(R", V'), they comply with Def-
inition 4.1, with order m(q, ) = || and type p(dm,) = 0. Taking V = A to be an
algebra, the deformation of the pointwise product in .(R", A) with the action (5.3)
is however almost trivial; one has (F x5 G)(z) = €/®4%%) F(z)G(x) with a matrix A
depending on the choice of inner product on R".

We now explain how some deformations of algebras of scalar-valued functions dis-
cussed in the literature fit into our framework. The first and best-known example is
clearly the scalar Schwartz space . (R", C) with pointwise product. Here the deformed
product (5.2) even exists pointwise as a Riemann integral because of the decay of the
integrand. It is usually referred to as Moyal product or twisted product, see e.g. [15].

Another version of this is to consider .#(R",C) as an algebra with convolution
(f*9)(x) = [z dy f(y)g(z —y) as product, and the multiplicative action (5.3). Taking
all inner products of R™ as the usual Euclidean inner product, and 6 to be antisymmetric,
we find

n

(F49)@) = [ dye™ fy)glo ). (5:4)

This deformed product is usually referred to as a twisted convolution according to [15].
Since the Fourier transform ¥F: . — . intertwines the pointwise product and convo-
lution as well as the actions a and f3, the twisted convolution product is equivalent to
the product x§.

The deformed products x§ and *g can be extended from . (R", C) to spaces of
distributions [12,15]. In particular, in [12] it is explained how x§ can be defined on the
distribution space 0, (R™), the dual of the space Oy (IR™) of tempered smooth functions.
Recall that O/ (R™) is defined as the set of all smooth f: R" — C such that for each
multiindex p, there exists some k € 7 such that z +— (1 + [|z]|?)*|(9f)(z)] is bounded.
In our notation, that is Oy = U, ,9"?(R", C), where the union runs over all orders
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and types m,p € R. Similarly, the classical function space O¢(IR™) is in our notation
Oc(R™) = U,S™(R", C) = S®R", C). Clearly .#(R") C O¢(R") C Oy (R™) C
S (R") and .(R") C O,(R") C Ox(R") C ./(R"), and the Fourier transform F
on .¢”/(R") restricts to isomorphisms O¢(R") — 0/,(R") and Oy (R™) — OL(R™).
Since O¢(IR™) contains only symbols of type p = 0, we can form the deformed products
fxgg(5.2)for f,g € Oc(R"). (For f,g € Op(R™), this is not possible because we need
restrictions on the type for o to be smooth and the oscillatory integrals to exist.) Making
use of the Fourier transform F: O¢(R") — 0’,(R™), this also gives us a product on
04 (R"),

TxS:=FF'TxyF's), (5.5)

As F intertwines the actions o and f, it is easy to see that (5.5) coincides with the
“other twisted convolution” constructed in [12].

5.2 Compactly supported R"-actions

In this subsection we construct and study a different class of smooth polynomially
bounded R"-actions on function spaces. The actions we are interested in here are given
by pullbacks of R"™-actions 7 on R™ which act non-trivially only in a compact set K,
i.e. satisfy 7,(y) =y for all y ¢ K, z € R". We want to construct 7 in such a way that

af(f) := for, is smooth and polynomially bounded in the sense of Definition 4.1, say on

x
¢ (R™, C). For simplicity, we restrict to scalar-valued functions here. It is clear that
we cannot hope for an isometric action as required by Rieffel’s original construction
as soon as we leave the C°-framework: controlling also derivatives as needed in the
C*-topology will necessarily lead to a non-isometric action.

To check what kind of condition on 7 is necessary for this, consider a function

fj which coincides with a coordinate x — xz;, j = 1,...,n, on K. If o*(f;) €
S™O(R", (R, C)) for some appropriate m, then the supremum
K m(pg,)0 pK,l<aga§fj) . |8§8§7’I(y)]|
HO& (fj)HpK’l# - Suﬂgl 1 2 %m(PKz) o Sell]RI?L 1 2 %m(PKz) (56)
e (L4 al[2)Fmmd — Z8 (1 ] Fien

must be finite. Hence we need bounds of the form |0} 047, (y);| < cu(1+ | ][2)2 for all
v € Ni with |v| <. Taking into account that 7 satisfies 7,(K) = K for all z € R" by
its support property, that K is compact, and that 7 is an R"-action, it follows that we
can choose by = 0. These observations motivate the following definition.

Definition 5.3 Let K C R" be compact, and b := {b;})en, C R4 a sequence starting
with by = 0. A smooth R"-action with support in K and order b is a smooth function
7: R" x R® — R" such that

i.) To(Tw (Y)) = Tugar (y) for all x,2',y € R™.
ii.) T:(y) =y for allx € R and all y € R"\ K.
wi.) For each € Ni, | € Ny, there exists a constant c;, > 0 such that

sup |0 087,(y);] < e (1 + [|a]|*)2" (5.7)
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holds for all x € R™.

We will later construct explicit examples of actions satisfying these assumptions.
Postponing this construction for a moment, we first show that such 7 do indeed define
smooth polynomially bounded R"-actions by pullback. To begin with, we note the
following elementary lemma.

Lemma 5.4 Let 7 be a smooth R™-action with support in a compact set K C R"™, and
order b. Then for each n € N, I € Ny, there ewists a constant Cy, > 0 such that

sup |98 f (7o ()] < Cu (14 l)2 0 prey g () (5.8)

yeK,|v|<l

forall f € €<(R",C), x € R". Here py |, denotes the usual €>-seminorms (2.7)
with q = | - |.

Proof. We first consider the case [ = 0 without derivatives with respect to y. By the
chain rule, we have

04 f(ra(y) = D (0N )(7(9)) - 9l ),

A<p

where the g)(x,y) are polynomials in partial derivatives of the 7,(y); with respect to
the components of z. According to (5.7) with [ = 0 (and by = 0), these functions
are uniformly bounded in x € R" and y € K. Furthermore, we have 7,(y) € K for
all x € R™, since y € K. Hence (5.8) follows by straightforward estimate. We now
proceed by induction and assume that (5.8) holds for some [ € Nj, and all 4 € N,
fe€<(R",C). Then, j € {1,...,n}, |v| <,

O f (1 (y) 8”8“28% (0 ) (7))

S () (B) () (oo 0 i)

/ 1 /<l/
w'<p

In this sum, the derivatives of 7,(y); can be estimated directly with (5.7), taking into
account |v — v/ +e;| <1+ 1. For the derivatives of f, we can use (5.8) by our induction
hypothesis, since |¢/| < |v| <. This yields constants Cj/,,, > 0 such that

0 P € Y Cpp(L+ ] (L a4 iy (6 )
jl7V/7H/
< C' (1 + ||x”2>%(b1+--.+bl+bz+1) 'pK,l+1+|u|(f) .

Juv

Since j was arbitrary, (5.8) follows by induction in {. O
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Proposition 5.5 Let 7 be a smooth R™-action on R™, with order b and support in some
compact set K C R™. Then its pullback (aX f)(y) :== f(7.(y)) is a smooth polynomially
bounded R™-action on €< (R",C), on each symbol space S"™*(R", C), m,p € R, and
on the Schwartz space ./ (R"™, C).

Proof. Let us first consider o acting on ¢°°(R™, C). It is clear that it is an R"-action
on this space because 7 is an action and smooth. To estimate its seminorms, let J C R”
be compact, p, v € N, and f € €°(R",C). Taking into account that 7 acts trivially
outside K, and using the bounds of Lemma 5.4, we find

19592 f(7(y))]
e, (1 o) o+
. 9,021 v) 0T 0)
> _pemn 1+ Hx’|2)§(bl+---+bl) PSR (1+ Hx|’2)§(b1+"'+bl)
6o o gt Ol
yEI\K,|v|<l

= 00 pJ\K,z(f) + Cly PK,ZH;L\(f) ;

where the last step relies on b, > 0. This estimate shows in particular that for any
r € R", the map off : ¥<°(R",C) — ¥>*(R", C) is continuous, a fact which is known
to be true for any diffeomorphism. Moreover, once we have checked that x + of f is
smooth in the topology of €>°(RR", C), the estimate also shows that a€(f) is a symbol in
S™O(R", €~(R", C)), of order m(p ;) := bi+- - +b;, and that f — o (f) is continuous.
So in order to verify all conditions of Definition 4.1, it only remains to establish the
smoothness of a: but this is true for arbitrary smooth Lie group actions on smooth
manifolds. We now consider a® on the symbol and Schwartz subspaces of €>°(RR", C).
Since 7 acts non-trivially only in a compact set, it is clear that these subspaces are
invariant under o, and o restricts to R"-actions on all these spaces. Concerning
smoothness, note that the functions o' (f) — f and e (afy (f) — f) — Graf, (f)] =0 have
compact support in K for all f € S™ ¢ >0, 5 € {1,...,n}, x € R". So their symbol
seminorms || - || can be estimated against some pg,(-). But the latter seminorms
converge to zero for  — 0 respectively ¢ — 0, by the preceding results about o on
€>*(R", C). Thus we conclude that o is also smooth on the symbol spaces S™*(RR", C),
m, p € R, and the Schwartz space ./(R", C). The symbol property of o (f), and the
continuity of f +— of(f) for these spaces can now be estimated as before, by splitting
f=fo+ fi € S™P(R", C) into a compactly supported symbol fj, and a symbol f; with
support disjoint from K which is fixed by af. O

We now turn to the construction of examples of smooth compactly supported R"™-
actions, and consider the one-dimensional case n = 1 first. As a starting point, we use
the same idea as in [19] and take a diffeomorphism v: (—1,1) — R to define

() { T el e, 59
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It is clear that 7 is an R-action, i.e., 7,(7»(y)) = Toyaw(y) for all z,2",y € R, and 7
acts non-trivially only inside the interval K := [—1,1]. But we have to choose 7 in
such a way that also the smoothness and boundedness assumptions of Definition 5.3
are satisfied. For the discussion of these two properties, it is instructive to view 7 as
the flow of an autonomous ordinary differential equation d¢/dx = L(¢(x)) with initial
condition ¢(0) = y. Differentiation of ¢(x) = 7,(y) (5.9) with respect to = then shows
that

1.
L(z) = { G (5.10)
0 ; Jz|>1

It is a well-known fact that the solutions x — ¢(x) = 7,(y) will depend smoothly on z
and the initial condition y if L is smooth. Thus smoothness of 7 is guaranteed if +/(z)
diverges fast enough as x — +1, such that (5.10) is smooth. On the other hand, the
bounds on 950, 7, (y) that can be obtained by exploiting that 7 is the flow of a differential
equation with compactly supported L are only of ezponential type. Therefore, we show
in the following lemma that by a careful adjustment of the diffeomorphism =, one can
achieve polynomial bounds on 950! 7, (y).

Lemma 5.6 There exist smooth R-actions on R with support in [—1,1] and order b, =
2l + 1, which act transitively on (—1,1).

Proof. The action will be constructed in the form (5.9) with appropriately chosen ~y. It
is already clear from (5.9) that 7 is an action with support in [—1, 1], acting transitively
on (—1,1). To verify the crucial bounds (5.7),

‘sup \85827x(y)| < cp(l+ xQ)%(QlH) , reR, (5.11)
yl<1

we first derive a formula for the derivatives of 7,.(y) = v ' (v(y) + z), |y| < 1, for generic
diffeomorphisms ~. This is done with the help of two differentiation identities, the first
of which states that multiple derivatives of y~! have the form

TNV o W 1 /i ()) le d G ) )i
aﬂ (y) = n ~ (v (y))2 ! ’

n

(5.12)

where the sum runs over finitely many terms with numerical coefficients ¢,,. In the above
formula, the powers n; satisfy n; + --- 4+ mn; =1 — 1 in each term, a fact that can easily
be proven by induction in (.

The second identity is an iterated chain rule for smooth functions f,g: R — R,

OL(flg) = g ) g F(gw), (5.13)

where the ¢, are numerical coefficients and the powers s; satisfy s +- -+ s, = r in each
term. Again, the proof by induction is straightforward.
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Application of these two differentiation rules to 7,.(y) = v ' (v(y) +x), |y| < 1, yields

l
OO ra(y) = 08> "y () AP ) - (v (v(y) + )

=3 /W) AW (P (y(y) + )

7 (72 (y)) 2O

To obtain useful bounds on this expression, we have to estimate the higher derivatives
V™ (y)| for m = 1,...,1, and |y (7,(y))| for j = 1,...,r + k, in terms of the first
derivatives |7/(7.(y))|. Simple estimates of this form do apparently not exist for generic
~v. We therefore choose 7 of a special form, which will allow for convenient computations.

So let v be antisymmetric, i.e., 7(—y) = —y(y), and choose it to be equal to e(y) :=
exp ﬁ for y > % Note that this choice already implies that 7: R?> — R is smooth,

LS 3 YW ) A ) AT )

since all derivatives of L(y) := 1/v'(y) = (1 — y)?e~"=¥% converge to zero for y — 1.
Moreover, a short calculation shows that the tangent of v in y = % has its zero at
Yy = % and consequently, we can choose v on [—%, 5] in such a way that 7/(y) increases
monotonically as |y| increases. In particular, we then have the lower bound +/(y) >
7'(0) >0, [yl < 1.

We now turn to estimating the derivatives |y")(y)| for a diffeomorphism ~ with the
specified properties. Since 7/ is bounded from below and 7\ is continuous, there exist
constants C; < oo such that [y (y)/v/(y)| < C; for all y € [—1,1]. For y > L, we can
use the explicit form v(y) = exp ﬁ, which implies that 4V)(y) is the product of ()

li—y. Hence v (y)/~'(y) coincides for y > 1 with a

and a polynomial of order 2j in 5

rational function of y which diverges polynomially as y — 1. Because of the symmetry
properties of 7/ and v), the same is true for the region y < —% and the limit y — —1.
But as 7/(y) has no zeros and diverges exponentially for |y| — 41, we find for any ¢ > 0

a constant C;. such that

Y9 (y)]
7' (y)

< Cj,€ ’y/(y)€7 Yy e (_17 1) . (515)

Since 7, leaves the interval (—1, 1) invariant for any = € R, we also have

W ()] < Cped' (), zeR,ye(-1,1). (5.16)
v ()

v (T2 ()
y € [0,1) because of the symmetry of 4/, and for fixed x € R, we split this interval at

§(2) = maai(3) = ¢ (eld) + 20al) >}, (5.17)

. For this it is sufficient to consider

Next we derive a bound on the ratios

and estimate in the two regions y € [0,£(z)] and y € (£(z), 1) separately. Note that
eH(y) =1—1/logy and €'(y) = (1 — y) ?e(y).
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the monotonicity of 7' and the explicit form of our

)
% ield
V) A=) eld(x))

In the inner region [0,&(x)
diffeomorphism around &(x) >

V(te(y)) = A(0)  +(0)(1—&(x))?’ ly| < &(x),
=7'(0)7" (e(3) + 2lz[) - log(e(3) + 2/))
el +2, (5.18)

where the power ¢ > % can be chosen arbitrarily close to % (it will be fixed at the end
of the proof), and the numerical constant ¢ depends on .
For the estimate in the outer region (£(x), 1), we use the inequalities

e(y) o =el(@) —lzl=e@z) +lzlze(3),  yelE(),1), (5.19)

and e(y) > e(&(x)) > 2|z|, implying e(y) — |z| > je(y) > 1 for y > &(x). It follows

from (5.19) that 7,(y) = e '(e(y) + ) in this region. The explicit form of v and these

inequalities lead to a uniform bound on %,
7'(Y) 1 e(y)
= Y y 6 5 x 71 Y
V) 0 o lon(e) + 27 ) + 7 R
< 1 e(y)
— (L=y)?log(e(y) — |2)? e(y) — ||
2 2
< < . 5.20
(0= 9P —Tog2)? = (1- llog2)? (520
After a possible readjustment of the constant ¢ in (5.18) we therefore obtain
V() <c(l+2)°(m(y), zeR.ye(-11), (5.21)
where § > 1 can still be chosen. Combining this bound with (5.15), we also have
(m)
m ry y € €
i) =) < a0 . G2)

We can now apply (5.16) and (5.22) to estimate (5.14). Taking into account that in
each term in that sum, we have s; +---+s =randn;+---4+n,x =7r+k—1, we get
after collecting all factors

8k8l T:p | < Z Z C 1+ 72 5(1+s r,Yl( x(y))s(2r+k71)fk’ (523)

n r=1

where C' represents all the numerical constants appearing in the various bounds, de-

pending on [, k,m,n and some arbitrary ¢ > 0, § > % For k& > 1, the exponent of

v (7:(y)) is negative for sufficiently small e, and then

)] < 33 O+ (0N < TP, <1,

n r=1
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For the case k = 0, note that since 79(y) = y and [ > 1, we have 0} 7o(y) = 0 and can
estimate via

1072 (y)| =

/da:’@m/@éu/(y)'S\x|~C”(1+x2) ()l < (1 4 22)00H9) 5 (5.24)
0

Choosing § = 2 and € = 1 now gives the claimed bounds (5.11). O

Next we show how the above constructed R-action on R can be promoted to suitable
R™-action on R™ based on the ideas from [24, Ex. 4.5].

Lemma 5.7 Let 71 be a smooth polynomially bounded R-action on R with support in
[—1,1], as constructed in Lemma 5.6. Furthermore, let ¢ > 0 and x : R — R be a
smooth function which is equal to 1 on [—1,1], and has support in [—1 —e,1+¢]. Then

n 1

7 (y) = (Tlfl'X(yl)"'X(yn)(yl)’ s ’T;n'X(yl)"'X(yn)(yn)) (5.25)
is a smooth polynomially bounded R™-action on R™, with support in [—1 —e, 1 4 ™

Proof. Let I :=[—1,1] and I. := [-1 —¢,1 +¢]. If y ¢ I", there exists j € {1,...,n}
such that y; ¢ I, and hence x(y1) -+ x(yn) = 0. Thus 77(y) = (7g (1), - -, 70 (Yn)) = ¥y
in this case, which shows that 7" has support in B. As a composition of smooth functions
7™ is smooth. To show that it is an action, let z,2',y € R"™, j € {1,...,n}, and compute

T ()i = Tayten @ @) (o (1);)

_ 1 1
= T ()X (7 () T o) x () (Y)

1
= T .
xj.x(Tillx(yl)-»-x(yn)(yl))“'X(Ti%x(y1)~-x(yn>( ))+oc (1) (y")(y])

This coincides with 7', , (v); T(z]_m/ (1) () (yj) if

1

X1 - XWn) = X (Tt ot @) = X (Tt ) (1)) - (5.26)

Assume some component yx does not lie in I. Then 7, x(yl) () (yx) = yx by the support

properties of 7. If, on the other hand, y; € I, then 7} / ( )(yk) € I as well, and

x(y1)-x(y
since x = 1 on I, we find also in this case x(yx) = X(Txl;x(yl) (W) Hence (5.26)
holds for all z,y, v, and it follows that 7™ is an R™-action.

It remains to verify the bounds (5.7) on the derivatives of 7", i.e. we have to estimate
oty Tm ()X )(yj). In comparison to 8;‘8;’73}3_ (yj), the y-derivatives produce finitely
many extra factors of z; and derivatives of x(v1) - - - X(y»n), and the z-derivatives produce
extra factors of x(y1) - x(yn). All y-dependence can be uniformly estimated because
of the compact support of (the derivatives of) y. So we arrive at a finite sum of the

form

0T ()l < ST el PO 0 ) )t ()]

V’SI/HU/S/_L
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with s(v/, i) < |v|. For y; € I, the derivatives of 7! can now be estimated with (5.11),
and (14 27) < (1+ [|z]]*). For y; € I.\I, we can use the invariance 7,(y;) = y;, t € R,
and |y;| <1+ e, to estimate the derivatives of 7!. This shows that if 7! was of order b,
then 7" is of order at most b; +1 < oco. O

After these constructions, it is now easy to show the existence of smooth polynomially
bounded R™-actions supported in arbitrarily small regions.

Theorem 5.8 Let K C R™ be open. Then there exist non-trivial smooth polynomially
bounded R™-actions on R"™, with support in K.

Proof. In Lemma 5.7, we have constructed a non-trivial smooth polynomially bounded
R"-action 7" with support in a cube [—r,r]*™ centered at the origin. Clearly, the
polynomial estimates are at most rescaled by affine transformations of R™ which allows
to squeeze and move the support into any given compact subset. O
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