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A generalized Levi condition for weakly hyper-
bolic Cauchy problems with coefficients low reg-

ular in time and smooth in space

Daniel Lorenz and Michael Reissig

Abstract. We consider the Cauchy problem for weakly hyperbolic m-th
order partial differential equations with coefficients low-regular in time
and smooth in space. It is well-known that in general one has to im-
pose Levi conditions to get C'™° or Gevrey well-posedness even if the
coefficients are smooth. We use moduli of continuity to describe the
regularity of the coefficients with respect to time, weight sequences for
the characterization of their regularity with respect to space and weight
functions to define the solution spaces. Furthermore, we propose a gen-
eralized Levi condition that models the influence of multiple characteris-
tics more freely. We establish sufficient conditions for the well-posedness
of the Cauchy problem, that link the Levi condition as well as the mod-
ulus of continuity and the weight sequence of the coefficients to the
weight function of the solution space. Additionally, we obtain that the
influences of the Levi condition and the low regularity of coefficients on
the weight function of the solution space are independent of each other.
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1. Introduction

In this paper, we consider the weakly hyperbolic Cauchy problem

m—1

Diu=3" 3 MO am_j,-(t 1)D1Dju
J=0 |y[+j=m

+ Z bm—j,~(t, x)DlD{u,
Iv[+i<m
DE (0, 2) = gr(z), k=1, ..., m, (t, z) € [0, T] x R™,

(1.1)
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and we investigate how the interplay of low regularity of the coefficients with
respect to time and weak hyperbolicity of the problem (due to a degeneration
at t = 0) influences the well-posedness and possible solution spaces of the
above problem.

Historically, the effects of low-regular coefficients and multiple charac-
teristics have been studied quite extensively, when just one of the two effects
is present.

Let us first recall some results for strictly hyperbolic equations with
low-regular coefficients and then turn our attention to results for weakly
hyperbolic equations.

For strictly hyperbolic Cauchy problems, it is well-known that there is
(in general) no C*° or H> well-posedness, if the regularity of the coefficients
in time is below Lipschitz. Usually, working with low-regular coefficients re-
quires higher regularity in space for the solution and initial data to obtain
well-posedness.

For second-order equations with ¢-dependent coefficients, in [5] the au-
thors proved well-posedness for Holder continuous coefficients, with Gevrey
regularity in space for the solution and initial data.

[12] and [9] were able to extend the results of [5] by working with (¢, z)-
dependent coefficients and assuming Holder regularity in time and Gevrey in
the spatial variables of the coefficients.

Considering equations of order m with Log-Lipschitz and Holder contin-
uous coeflicients, which also depend on x, [3] extended the results of [9, 12].

More recently, in [4] the authors established a general condition link-
ing the regularity of the coefficients in time to possible solution spaces and
the required regularity of the coeflicients in space. They assumed that the
coeflicients satisfy the relation

| DS am—j +(t, @) = Diam—j (s, )| < CK gu(lt — s|),

(1.2)
0<|t—s| <1, zeR"

where p is a modulus of continuity describing their regularity in time and
{K,}, is a weight sequence describing their regularity in space. Under suitable
assumptions on the weight sequence {K,}, and a weight function 7, they
proved well-posedness in spaces

v s(®) = {f € S®) (Do) P f(a) € L@}, 8> 0,

provided that 1((§)~")(€) = o(n((€)))-
Our approach makes use of the results of [4] for strictly hyperbolic

problems. In this paper, we work with the spaces Hy ; = H} s(R™) and
we also assume that the coefficients of the principal part are p-continuous
and satisfy (1.2).

Let us, for completeness, recall what we understand by the term mod-
ulus of continuity.

Definition 1.1 (Modulus of Continuity and y-Continuity). We call i : [0, 1] —
[0, 1] a modulus of continuity, if i is continuous, concave and increasing and
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satisfies ;(0) = 0. A function f € C(R™) belongs to C*(R™) if and only if
[f(@) = f(y)l < Cullz = yl),

for all z, y € R", |z — y| < 1 and some constant C.
Typical examples of moduli of continuity are presented in the Table 1.

TABLE 1. Some examples of moduli of continuity and how
they are commonly referred to.

modulus of continuity commonly called

u(s) =s Lipschitz-continuity

u(s) =s (log (%) + 1) Log-Lip-continuity

u(s) =s (log (%) + 1) log[™ (%) Log-Log!™-Lip-continuity
u(s) =s% ae(0,1) Holder-continuity

u(s) = (log () +1)"", @ € (0, 00) Log™“-continuity

Following [4], we also use weight sequences {K}, to describe the regu-
larity of the coeflicients in space.

Definition 1.2. Let {K,}, be a positive, increasing sequence of real numbers.
We define the space B = B (R") by

B%@@):{fecvxkﬂ|2$JD§ﬂ@|§CKmmnauﬁeNﬂ}

By B* = B>°(R") we denote the space of all smooth functions that
have bounded derivatives.

Let us now turn to weakly hyperbolic equations, where it is well-known
that in general there is no C'*° well-posedness but one has to work in Gevrey
spaces (G°, where the order s depends on the order of the equation or the
maximal multiplicity of the characteristic roots. For an equation of order m
one has to assume that 1 < s < < or if x is the maximal multiplicity of the
characteristic roots, one has to assume 1 < s < —*+, to obtain well-posedness
in G* (see e.g. [16, 2, 10]).

One way to increase the upper bound on s is to pose Levi conditions,
that link the coefficients of the lower order terms to the coefficients of the
principal part. For example, in [8] the author considered the Cauchy problem
for the operator

L =0} -0 —t"o,,
and proved well-posedness in C*°(R) for k > —1, and in G*(R) for k <1—1
if1<s< 2k

A more general approach to Levi conditions is the use of shape func-
tions, which describe the speed at which characteristics coincide. We intro-
duce shape functions following [7, 17, 18].
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Definition 1.3 (Shape functions). Let A € C°°([0, T]) be such that A(0)
N(0) = 0 and A(t), N'(¢t) > 0, whenever ¢ # 0. For A(t) we define A(t) =
fg A(r)dr and assume that

ATALT™ e o ([0, T)), (1.3)
Coj;((?) < i\l((:)) < cj;((?), for all t € (0, T, ¢o > %, (1.4)

, k—1
IAB) (1) < C(i\\((f))> IN(t)], forallt € (0, T], k=1,2, ..., (1.5)

where m is the order of the weakly hyperbolic Cauchy problem of interest
and s > % is fixed.
Typical examples of shape functions are

At) =t 1>m—1, A(t) = exp(—|t|~"), r > 0.

We use shape functions to describe the behavior of the coefficients of
the principal part and thus the behavior of the characteristic roots. The Levi
condition is then formulated in terms of the shape function. For example, in
[7] the authors considered an operator

n n
L=07— > a;x(t)02,, > aj(t)os,,
j=1

J k=1

:az(t, 61) =a1 (t, 8m)
with coefficients in C*([0, 7). They assumed that
(i) aalt, €) ~ KPP, (¢, €) € [0, T] x B,
(11) |ata2(t7 £)| S )‘(t)SA(t)_S_l |£|27 (ta 5) € (07 T] X Rny
(iii) [0Fa;(t)] S AE)FTFARE) T R for k= 0,1 and ¢ € (0, T7,
and were able to prove well-posedness of the Cauchy problem in the weighted
spaces

12, = {ue L*R") | exp(p(Dy) Julz) € LR}

Shape functions may also be used when treating weakly hyperbolic
Cauchy problems with oscillations (see e.g. [15]) or even to consider prob-
lems where the characteristics coincide with different speeds (see e.g. [11]).

In our approach, we use shape functions and propose a generalized Levi
condition. Instead of a typical Gevrey Levi condition (see e.g. [17, 18]), where
we would assume that the coeflicients of the lower order terms satisfy

‘ 1 m—j—|vl|
bt 30" (o)
we assume that
[br—j, (£, @) S A (w(A(8)) "7, (1.6)

where
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with s > —= m € N and 3 € R. We note that this special choice of w(A(t))
enables us to work in scales of Gevrey-type Levi conditions.

In this paper, we prove a sufficient well-posedness result for a class of
weakly hyperbolic Cauchy problems, where the coefficients of the principal
part are p-continuous in time and belong to B in space and the coeflicients
of the lower order terms satisfy the generalized Levi condition (1.6). Our
result states that the effects of the degeneracy and of the low regularity are
independent of each other and that possible solution spaces are dictated by
the dominant influence only.

The paper is organized as follows: Section 2 states the main results of
this paper. Examples and remarks are discussed in Section 3. Section 4 re-
views some definitions and provides an introduction to the pseudodifferential
calculus used in this paper. Finally, in Section 5 we proceed to prove the
theorem of Section 2.

2. Statement of the results

For the formulation of the theorem, it is helpful to introduce the following
notation. We introduce the functions w(A(t)) and W (A(t)) by

(w(AE)™ = A1)~ =T (log™(A(H) ™))",

(2.1)
RW (A1) = AMt)w(A(1)),

for s > —=, m € N and E € R. Furthermore, by t¢ = t(§, N) we denote the
positive solution to

N(w(A(te)™ =€), N>o0. (2.2)

Let us consider the Cauchy problem

m—1

Dj"u = Z Z MO (2, x)D)Dlu
J=0 |y]+j=m
+ S buog(t 2D DI,
Iv[+i<m
DE (0, 2) = gr(2), k=1, ..., m, (t, z) € [0, T] x R™,
under the following conditions:

(A1) The function A(t) is a shape function (see Definition 1.3).
(A2) For A\(t) =1, the Cauchy problem (2.3) would be strictly hyperbolic.
(A3) The coefficients of the principal part am,—j 4 = am—j, ~(t, ) belong to
CH([0, T]; B3) and satisfy
| DY am—ji(t, @) = Diam—j (s, ©)| < CKjgu(lt - s]),

fort,se[0,T],0<|t—s| <1, z€R™
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(A4) The coefficients of the lower order terms by,—j, 4 = bm—j, (¢, ) belong
to C([0, T]; Bf) and
[DZbm—ir ()] £ CRA O™ (w(A @) ™",
for all (¢, ) € (0, T] x R™.
(A5) The initial data g;, € H;”ngnfk, where v € R, 6; > 0.
(A6) The modulus of continuity p = p(s) can be written in the form
p(s) = sp(s™),

where ¢ = ¢(s) is a non-decreasing, smooth function on [¢, +00), ¢ > 0.
(A7) The weight function n = n({§)) and the sequence of constants {K,},
satisfy the relation

inf B2 < crp—don(()

et ()P = ’

for large |£| and some &g > 0.
(A8) The functions

n=n({€)) and M((€)) = W(A(te)) (w(A(te))™ " + @({€)),
are smooth and satisfy
dk
dsk
for all k € N and large s € R™ and
n((€+ Q) <n((€) +n((0),  M{E+¢)) < M)+ M), (25)

for all large [¢], [C], &, ¢ € R™.
(A9) We have

M(s)| < Crps™ M (s), (2.4)

. m m(m—1)
Jim A" (w(A®))) —0.

(A10) The weight function n = n({)) satisfies

WA () (w(A(te) ™ + @({€)) = o(n({€))). (2.6)
(A11) The weight function n = n((£ )) satisfies

W (A(te) (w(Alte))) ™ + @((€) = O((())). (2.7)

Theorem 2.1. Consider the Cauchy problem (2.3). Assume the conditions
(A1)-(A9) and (A10), then we have global (in time) well-posedness, i.e. there
is a global (in time) solution

m—1
we () e ([0, 1) HS),

Jj=0

where § < min{dp, d1}.
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If we assume (A11) instead of (A10), we only have local (in time) well-
posedness, i.e. there is a local (in time) solution

m—1
we () e (0,77 HYY),
=0

with 0 <T* <T.

3. Examples and remarks

Let us begin with some remarks about the previous theorem.

Remark 3.1. In the definition of w(A(t)) in (2.1) we have the requirement
s > —=. This bound is due to Steinberg’s result [16], that we have Gevrey
well-posedness in G* if 1 < s < =5 if the coefficients are smooth, without
a Levi condition.

Remark 3.2. Assumption (2.1) limits our choice of admissible Levi conditions
to scales of Gevrey type Levi conditions. However, it is also possible to work
with more general functions w(A(t)) as long as they satisfy all relations of
Proposition 4.1.

Remark 3.3. The division of the extended phase space into two zones, gov-
erned by the separating line given in (2.2), is done in such a way, that the loss
of derivatives due to the weak hyperbolicity is the same in each zone. This
generalized definition of the zones, given by assumption (2.2), is compatible
with the well-known definition of the zones for Gevrey type Levi conditions
(see e.g. [7, 17, 18]).

Remark 3.4 ([4]). Assumption (A7) describes the connection between the
weight function n of the solution space and the behavior of the coefficients
with respect to the spatial variables. In a way, we may interpret this condition
as a multiplication condition in the sense that the regularity of the coeflicients
in z has to be such that the product of coefficients and the solution stays
in the solution space. This means that the weight sequence {K,}, and the
weight function 7 have to be compatible in a certain sense. One way to ensure
that they are compatible is to choose them such that the function space of
all functions f € C°°(R"™) with

sup |Dg f(z)| < CK|y),
x €ER™

and the function space of all functions f € L?(R") with
e"P2)) £ ¢ L*(R")

coincide. For results concerning the conditions on 7 and { K}, under which
both spaces coincide, we refer the reader to [1, 13, 14].
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Remark 3.5 ([4]). Assumption (A8) provides some relations that are used in
the pseudodifferential calculus. Condition (2.4) for n and M is not really a
restriction. First of all, the first summand of M satisfies this relation anyway.
If n or ¢ happen to be not smooth, we can define equivalent weight functions,
that are smooth and satisfy (2.4).

The difficulty of checking whether condition (2.5), is satisfied, certainly
depends on the choice of 1. For M this condition is easily verified due to our
special choice of w(A(t)). However, in some cases it may be easier to verify
that n and M belong to a certain class of weights, for which (2.5) is satisfied.
An example of such a class is introduced in Definition 3.7 in [14].

Remark 3.6. Assumption (A9) limits the cases we can treat with this ap-
proach. For a Gevrey type Levi condition (i.e. (w(A(t)))™ = A(t)”51) and
the choice of A(t) = t!, this condition implies that s > m, which means
that our approach is only applicable if the degeneracy is sufficiently strong.
We note that a condition like this is also present in other results (see e.g.
[7, 17, 18]), although it is hidden in the assumptions on the admissible shape
functions.

Remark 3.7. The crucial condition which determines the spaces in which we
have well-posedness is condition (2.6). In this condition we see, that each
effect produces a weight. The term W (A(t¢))(w(A(te)))™ ! is due to the
weak hyperbolicity, whereas the term ¢((£)) is due to the low regularity of
the coefficients. Most importantly, we see that the weights coming from each
effect are added up, which means that they are independent and do not
influence each other. Furthermore, it is clear that we only feel the effect of
the stronger weight. This behavior can be seen more clearly in the following
examples.

In the following, we compute some examples. In each example, we first
choose a Levi condition and compute the weight related to the particular
choice of w(A(t)). Then, we look at possible choices of moduli of continuity
1 to describe the regularity of the coefficients in time. Depending on this
modulus of continuity and the Levi condition, we look for a suitable weight
function n which satisfies (2.6). Having chosen 7, we specify the regularity of
the coefficients in space by choosing a sequence of constants { K}, such that
(A7) is satisfied.

Let us begin with some examples of typical Gevrey type Levi conditions.

Ezample. Let (w(A(t)))™ = (A(t))” 7T resulting in W(A(t)) = A(t)' " 7e-1
The definition of the zones yields that A(te) ~ <§>_%, which gives that
m— 1
W (A(te)) (w(A(te)))™ ™ ~ (€)=
As expected, the Gevrey type Levi condition yields a Gevrey type weight.
As for the choice of a modulus of continuity, we can see from Table 2
that we may allow the coefficients to be Holder continuous of order o = 1 —
or smoother, without changing the overall weight of our solution space. In
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these cases, we may also use the well-known inequality

1
inf (p1)*" (A(g) )P < Cem O™,
peN
to obtain that a possible weight sequence {K,}, is the Gevrey weight se-
quence K, = (p!)* AP. In that way assumption (A7) is satisfied. Also as-
sumption (A8) can be easily verified for this choice of w(A(t)) and 7.
In all these cases, we have well-posedness in Gevrey type spaces

v s(®") = {f € S (R") |(D,) e (PD f(a) € L2R™)],

with 7((€)) = (€)= and 1 < s* < s, which is a well-known result (see e.g.
[7, 17, 18]).
However, if we choose (s) = (log (1) + 1)-& . a€ (0, 00), the weight

1
s

p((€)) = (€) log((€)))™™ clearly dominates (£)=
n({€)) = (€)(log((€))) ™",

where 0 < k < a. In view of Definition 9 and Example 25 in [1], we find that
condition (A7) is satisfied if we choose

Kp = ((p+ 1)(log(e + p)))”.

Checking that assumption (2.5) is satisfied, may not seem straightfor-
ward. However, we can easily check that n and ¢ belong to the set W(R)
which was introduced in [14]. In [14] the author proves that all functions in
W(R) satisfy an even stronger condition than (2.5).

In that way all assumptions are satisfied and we have well-posedness in
spaces

and we have to choose

v s®") = {f € SR |(D,) e (PN f(a) € L2R")},

with n({¢)) = (€)(log((£)))™" and 0 < k < «a. We note that these spaces
are very close to the space of analytic functions even though we assumed a
Gevrey type Levi condition.

TABLE 2. Moduli of continuity i and the respective, gener-
ated weights ¢.

modulus of continuity generated weight
p(s) = e((8) =
uls) = (log (3)+1) w((€)) = log((€))
u(s) = (log (3) +1)logl™ (5) #((€)) = log({€)) log!™ ((€))
u(s) =s% a€(0,1) p((€) = (&'
p(s) = (10g 5 1), a€(0,00) (€)= () log((€))) "

Next, let us consider a Levi condition which is a little less restrictive
than the usual Gevrey type Levi condition.
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Ezxample. Let
(w(A(£)™ = (A1) 7 log(A(t) 1),
which gives
W(A() ~ A(6)' 77T log(A(1) ™)™,
for small ¢ i.e. large A(t)~!. The definition of the zones yield that

—1

Alte) ~ (&% (log((€) = )+,
for large ||, which gives that

mo1 5~ 1 (3] : o L
W (A(te)) (w(A(te))) (ST ((@)) lg(%log(<€>)>(é :
1

We see that this Levi condition, that is a little less restrictive than the usual
Gevrey type Levi condition leads to a weight, that is very close to a Gevrey
weight. However, due to the log-terms we are slightly below the Gevrey weight

).

Again, looking at Table 2, we can see that this weight dominates the
weights due to the modulus of continuity until we assume Holder continuous
coefficients or worse. If the coefficients are worse than Holder, clearly their
weight is dominant. If the coefficients are Holder continuous of order «, the
situation is more delicate. If & < 1— %, the weight given by (3.1) is dominant;
if @ >1—1 the weight (£)!~ is dominant.

In the latter case (i.e. @ > 1— 1), it is clear that we are again working
in Gevrey spaces and that we can employ the same weight sequence {K,},
and weight function 7 as in the previous example. In these cases, we have
well-posedness in Gevrey type spaces.

If @ < 1— 1, the weight given by (3.1) dominates and we may choose
any weight function 7 that grows faster than this weight. One example would
be

However, for this particular choice of 7 it is quite challenging to find an
“optimal” weight sequence {K,},. A simple solution to that problem is to
just use the Gevrey weight sequence K, = (ph)*” AP again. With this weight
sequence, it is clear that assumption (A7) is satisfied. For more detailed
considerations about finding and choosing a weight sequence in this setting,
we refer the reader to the example with Log-Log!"-Lip continuous coefficients
in [4]. In these cases, we have well-posedness in spaces that are very close but

a little bit smaller than the classical Gevrey space G°.
(6%

Again, if we choose u(s) = (log () +1)"", a € (0, 0), the weight
©((€)) = (&) 1og((£))) clearly dominates the weight given by (3.1) and we
have to choose

n({€)) = (§)(log((€)) ™",
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where 0 < k < a. Again, choosing

K, = ((p+1)(log(e +p)))",

ensures that condition (A7) is satisfied.
In that way all assumptions are satisfied and we have well-posedness in
spaces

v s(®") = {f € S (R") |(D,) e (PD f(a) € L2R")},

with n({¢)) = (€)(log((£)))™" and 0 < k < a. We note that these spaces
are very close to the space of analytic functions even though we assumed a
Gevrey type Levi condition.

Remark 3.8. Due to the special choice of the function w(A(t)), it is possible
to provide a general characterization of the weights W (A(t¢))(w(A(tg)))™ 1.
For general

(w(A®)™ = At~ (log™ (A(H) 1)),
with E # 0, we have

B

W(A() ~ A@)' 75T (log™ (A(8) ™)) ™,
for small ¢ > 0. We obtain that
W (A(te) (w(A(te))™ " ~ Alte) "7 logl™ (Ate) 717,
for small t¢, i.e. large |£|. The general definition of the zones gives

Ate) ~ <€>_%(log[ﬁ1(<€>%))%},

for small t¢, i.e. large |¢|, which allows us to conclude that

1

W(A(tg)(w(A(tﬁ)))m1N< = € - )
(log™ ((§)=)) 7

=
X <1og[m] < — (€) - 1> ) )
(log™((&)="))®

for large |£|. Depending on the sign of /3, this means that this weight always
suggests working slightly below or slightly above the related Gevrey space
G*.

4. Definitions and tools

We begin by reviewing some notations.

Let © = (z1, ..., x,) be the variables in the n-dimensional Euclidean
space R™ and by € = (&1, ..., &) we denote the dual variables. Furthermore,
we set (€)% = 1+ |¢[2. We use the standard multi-index notation. Precisely,
let Z be the set of all integers and Z4 the set of all non-negative integers.
Then Z} is the set of all n-tuples o = (au, ..., ay,) with ap € Z4 for each
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k=1, ..., n. The length of o € Z'} is given by |a| = a1 + ... + apn.
Let u = u(t, x) be a differentiable function, we then write

ue(t, x) = dwu(t, x) = 2u(t, x),

ot
and
a (o5} a Qn
oSu(t, x) = | — e =— u(t, x).
fut) = (5 ) () utta)
Using the notation D, = —i%, where i is the imaginary unit, we write also

DY = Dot ... Dgr

Tn*

Similarly, for x € R™ we set

(03

x :x?l...xa"

n -
In the context of pseudodifferential operators and the related symbolic cal-
culus, we sometimes use the notation

o) (@, €) = 0¢ Dia(x, €).

Let f be a continuous function in an open set @ C R™. By supp f
we denote the support of f, i.e. the closure in Q of {x € Q] f(z) # 0}.
By C*(Q), 0 < k < oo, we denote the set of all functions f defined on €,
whose derivatives 02 f exist and are continuous for |a| < k. By C§°(Q2) we
denote the set of all functions f € C*°(€2) having compact support in 2. The
Sobolev space H*?(Q) consists of all functions that are k times differentiable
in Sobolev sense and have (all) derivatives in LP ().

For two functions f = f(x) and g = g(z) we write

f(x) = o(g(x)) if lim == =0,

f(z) = O(g(x)) if lim sup f@) <C.

We use C' as a generic positive constant which may be different even in the
same line.

An import tool in our approach is the division of the extended phase
space into zones. Depending on the Levi condition, we divide the phase space
into two zones. For this purpose we define t¢ as a solution to the equation

(€) = N(w(A(te))™,

where N is a positive constant. Using t¢ and the notation J = [0, T] xR™ xR"
we define the so-called pseudodifferential zone

Zpa(N, M) = {(t, z, §) € J|0 <t <te, (§) > M}

={{t, 2, &) € T|(§) < N(w(A®))™, (§) > M}, )
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and the so-called hyperbolic zone
Znyp(N, M) ={(t, 2, §) € J|te <t < T, (§) > M}
={(t, 2, &) € J[(§) = N(w(A(t)™, (§) > M}.

Concerning the function w(A(t)), we state some relations that are ob-
tained by straightforward computations thanks to the special structure of

w(A(t))-

Proposition 4.1. Take A(t) and A(t) as defined in (A1) and take w(A(t)) and
W(A(t)) as given by (2.1).

(4.2)

(i) We have
(w(AW)" > Cxr
if 0 < t is sufficiently small.
(ii) Fort € (0, T, we have
0 < ~wA) < {7~ wlA®)
(i) We have
/<€>ﬁ)\(t)(w(/\(t)))m_ldt < CW (A(te)) (w(A(te))™
0
and
T
/A(t)(w(/\(t)))mdt < CW(A(te)) (w(A(te)))™

4.1. Symbol classes and pseudodifferential calculus

We introduce standard symbol classes of pseudodifferential operators follow-
ing [6].

Definition 4.2 (S/T(s and \I!Zf(;). Let m, p, 6 be real numbers with 0 < § < p <
1. Then we denote by 875 = S s(R™ x R"™) the set of all a € C*°(R" x R")
such that for all multi-indexes «, § the estimate

|D2oga(x, €)] < Ca, p(1+ [¢])mFlol+ol8]

is valid for all z, £ € R™ and some constant C,, g. We write Sp_%o =N, T
s = U, Sy For a given a = a(z, §) € S5, we denote by Op(a) =
a(z, D,) the associated pseudodifferential operator, which is defined as

ala, DoJule) = [ ¢=ala, ©)ile)dg = Os— [ [ = ata, puly)dyde,
R R2n
where d¢ = (27)7"d¢ and Os— [ means the oscillatory integral.

R2n
By s = UM 5(R™) we denote the set of all pseudodifferential operators that
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are associated to some symbol in S,T s- Conversely, for a € W s, we denote
by o(a) € 87" the associated symbol.

We define symbol classes related to the zones we defined in (4.1) and
(4.2). To describe the behavior of symbols in the pseudodifferential zone we
introduce the function ¢ = o(t, £) to be a positive solution to

o™ (1 €) = 1+ (A" (1) (w(A ()" V.
Lemma 4.3. The function o = o(t,§) satisfies

(i) 0<de(t,§),

(ii) 2680 < \(tym 2 (w(a() ™" e,

for all (t,z,§) € [0, T] x R" x R™.

Proof. For (i) we compute

3=

Dro(t,€) = 0 (1+ (A" (1) (w(A 1))
= ig_(m—l) <§> (m/\m—l(t))\/(t) (w(A(t)))m(m—l)

+m(m — 1)””(t)(w(A(t)))m(m’”’lat(w(f\(t))))-

We use Definition 1.3 to estimate A (t) > co)\(t)M and (ii) from Proposi-

A
tion 4.1. We obtain
Alt)

do(t,§) = %Q_(m_l) (€) (com/\m (t)m (w(A(t)))™m=D
At)

= (m = DA 35 (wA@)™ D) 2 0,

since co > mT’l This proves the lower bound on p.

For (ii) we again use Definition 1.3 to estimate A'(t) > c)\(t)Lt) and

NG)
(ii) from Proposition 4.1. We have
0. < 0(t,€) < Co™ DN (1) T (wA@) "V (43)

From this we conclude

Dro(t.€) _ L ON"(HFH (w(n(r)" "V
Q(t,g) <C Q(t, f)m
< C<5>)\M(t)%(w(/\(t))) (m=1),
since 1 < o(t,€). )

To describe the behavior of symbols in the pseudodifferential zone, we
introduce the symbol class Tx, ar(m1, ma, ms).
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Definition 4.4 (T, ar(m1, me, ms)). Let N, M > 0 and mq, ma, mg € R. A
function a € C([0, T]; C*°(R™ x R™)) belongs to T, as(m1, ma, mg) if

o m1 at@(tv g) m2 m3—|a|
|Df@5 a(t, x, f)‘ < Cq,polt, &) (W) 3 led,

for all o, B € N" and all (¢, z, §) € Zpa(N, M).

To describe the behavior of symbols in the hyperbolic zone, we introduce
the symbol class Sy, ar(l1, l2, I3, L4, I5).

Definition 4.5 (Sn, a (11, l2, I3, 14, I5)). Let N, M >0and I, ...,z e R. A
function a € C([O, T]; C*°(R™ x R")) belongs to Sy, ar(l1, l2, I3, la, I5) if

[D20gatt, . O] < Co O A0" (35 (WMD)

for all o, 5 € N™ and all (¢, z, §) € Znyp(N, M).

Remark 4.6. Let us explain why we define the above mentioned symbol classes
TN,M(ml, ma, m3) and SN,M(lly 12, 13, 14, 15) in the way we do.

In the hyperbolic zone Zyy,(N, M) where our problem can be treated
similarly to a strictly hyperbolic problem, the behavior of the characteristic
roots 7, = 7,(t, x, ), k = 1, ..., m, of the original equation is important.
In Zyyp(N, M) they basically behave like (€)A(t), thus it is useful to include
these terms in the definition of Sy ar(l1, l2, I3, l4, l5). Furthermore, we also
use the Levi condition (A4) in Zny,(N, M) to deal with the lower-order
terms which gives rise to terms behaving like A(¢)(w(A(¢)))™. The term ¢ =
©((€)) appears due to the regularization we perform in the hyperbolic zone to
account for the low( r)egularity of the coefficients. Lastly, we note that terms

A

that behave like $5 appear since we use (&)A(t) in the definition of the

energy for the hyperbolic zone. Applying a time derivative to these terms in
the energy yields % (if we use the relations given in Definition 1.3). We
note that all of these five terms appear for different reasons and that it is
useful to keep track of them separately.

To explain the symbol class Tx, ar(m1, me, ms), we first note that we
typically work in classes Tan, ar(m1, me, ms) which are related to the pseu-
dodifferential zone Z,q(2N, M). This is helpful since in that way there is
some overlap between the hyperbolic zone Zyy, (N, M) and the pseudodiffer-
ential zone Z,q(2N, M). Our approach for the treatment in the pseudodif-
ferential zone is to include terms that behave like o = p(¢,&) in the energy
for the pseudodifferential zone. By doing so, we obtain terms that behave

like 8;?52’)5) from deriving the energy with respect to time. It is helpful to

keep the terms o and %Q separate in the definition of the symbol class. One

example for this are the computations in the area where both zones overlap.

In the set Znyp (N, M) N Zpa(2N, M) we can show that o(¢,£) ~ (§)A(t) and

8;?52’)5) ~ % which is helpful when calculating products of symbols.
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Remark 4.7. We note that we deliberately do not include conditions on
Dqa(t, z, £) in the definition of Sy, ar(l1, l2, I3, l4, I5). Usually (with coef-
ficients regular in time) one would expect a condition like

[DID23ga(t, 2. €)] < Cin 5, 5€) A0 (1) (o)

A(t)
x ()",

forall o, B € N, j < jmax and all (¢, z, &) € Znyp(N, M), for some jmax € N.
However, since the coefficients are low-regular in time, we come across some
symbols that would not fit into this classification. For that reason, we omit
a condition on Dya(t, x, £) in the definition and characterize the behavior of
the time-derivatives directly, e.g. by

Dla € Sy, am(ly, la, I+ 4, la, I5) + S, el Loy U3, La, Is + 5),

when needed.

Remark 4.8. We often employ cut-off functions to restrict symbols to a certain
zone. Usually, we use a function xy € C'*° with

_)L s
x(f)—{o’ 6> 2,

and 0 < x(§) < 1. To restrict a symbol to the pseudodifferential zone

Zpa(N, M) we use X( . Note, that we have & in the denomi-

(3 )
Fw@m)™ 2
nator to ensure that y = 0, when we leave the zone. Using X(W)
restricts a symbol to Zpq(2N, M). To restrict a symbol to the hyperbolic

zone Znyp(N, M) we use (1 - X(W))

Remark 4.9. We note that symbols that are identically zero in Z,q(N, M)
belong to Tx, (0, 0, —oc0).

The following properties and symbol hierarchies are due to the defini-
tions of the zones and the definitions of the symbol classes. They are obtained
by straightforward computations.

Proposition 4.10 (Symbol hierarchies and properties). Let N, M >0, o, 8 €
N" and m1, ma, ms, l1, ..., l5 € R. We then have
(1) Ifa €Ty, pm(mi, mo, mg), then Dfa € Tn, am(ma, ma, ms).
(11)  Ifa € Ty, p(mai, mo, mg), then 8?& € Tn, m(ma, ma, ms — |af).
(ZZZ) Ifa € TN,M(ml, mao, m3) and a € TN’M(ﬁ”Ll, ﬁLQ, ﬁ”bg), then
aa € TN7M(m1 + M1, ma + ma, ms + ms).
() Ifa=0in Z,q(N, M), then a € Ty, m(0, 0, —00).
(v)  We have Ty, pr(ma, mo, mg — |a|) C T, v (ma, ma, ms).
(vi) If Ny < N, My > M, then
Tw, m(ma, ma, ms) C Ty, (M, ma, m3).
(Uii) Ifa S SN7 M(ll, lg, lg, l4, l5), then Dfa S SN7M(l1, ZQ, l3, l4, l5).
(UZZZ) Ifa S SN7 M(ll, lg, lg, l4, l5), then (9?& S SN7M(l1 — |0¢|, lg, lg, l4, l5).
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(Zl') Ifa € SN,M(ZI; lo, 13, ly, 15) and a € SN,M(ZI; lo, 13, ly, 15), then
aa € SN,M(ll +l, o+ loy ls+ 13, Iy + 1, 15 + 15).

(x) We have SN,M(ll, lo, I3+ k, 1y, l5) C SN,JV[(lla lo+k,ls, 1y + K, 1),
for k> 0.

(331) We have SNJu(ll, ZQ, l3, l4, l5) C SN7M(l1+k1+k‘2, lg, lg, l4—k‘1, l5—
kg), fO?” kl, k‘g Z 0.

(xii) If N < Ny, My > M, then
SN, v (U1, Lo, U3, Ly I5) C Sy, (L 2, 13, Us, 1s).

The following two propositions give relations to the standard symbol
classes S™. We use these relations later on to explain composition, parametrix
and adjoint operators.

Proposition 4.11. Let a = a(t, x, &) be a symbol with
a € Tn a(0,0,0)+ Sy, a(ls, U2, I3, la, I5).

Then we have
ac LOO([O T] SmaX{O,l1+l3+l4+l5}).

Proof. The definition of the zones, Proposition 4.1 and straightforward cal-
culations yield

|D£a§a@’m’®|§(2“5@>la'+ChJﬂ€V1MA@yz(i%%)h(w(A@ﬂ)mu
x(p({E)))"
= ,ﬁ<f>7‘a| + C(%B<§>11*|a\+l4+15/\(t)l2+l3 (L)l?,

C

A(t)
Ca, 5 (6)711 + Ca g ()N TIOIHIF N (1) 25 (w(A (1)) ™
C

@, ﬁ<f>7‘a| + C(%B<§>l1*Ia\+13+l4+z5)\(t)12+l3.

IN

IN

O

Proposition 4.12. Let a = a(t, x, &) be a symbol with

a € TN,M(m1, ma, ms) + SN7M(0, 0,0, 0, 0).
Then we have

ac Lloc((o, T]; Smax{o, W+m2+M3,m2+m3}).

Proof. The definition of the zones, Lemma 4.3 and straightforward calcula-
tions yield

O o(t,
DLogalt, 2, €)) < Ca o 1, €) (2L

3) ms—|al ~la|
) e st

< Cos (14 (OA" O (w(A ) D) ™
< (VO3B A 0)
\

ma

; ()t

+ Ca, (&)1
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<Cq, 5 (1 + (&) %)\nu (t)(w(A(t)))ml(m*l))
m A(t) m(m—1)
< (O3t )
+ Ca, p(€)71l.
From this we conclude the assertion of the lemma, since the terms

A 0 w(h )™ and A0 3 (w(a )"

ma <£>m2+m37\a|

are bounded on any interval [e, T, € > 0. O

Lemma 4.13 (Asymptotic expansion). Let {a;}; be a sequence of symbols with
a; € Tn avr(ma, ma, ms —j) + Sy, v (b — 4, 2, 13, la, I5), 5 > 0.
Then there is a symbol

a € Tn, p(mi, ma, ma) + S, v (li, lo, 13, L, I5),

such that
(L(t, z, 5) ~ Za’j(tv Zz, f)a
7=0
that is
Jo—1
a(ta €T, f) - Z aj(tv €, g) € TN,JW(mla m2, M3 _j())
7=0

+Sn, m (Ll — Jo, Lo, I3, U, 1),
for all jo > 1. The symbol is uniquely determined modulo Lloc((O, T S“X’).

Proof. Let x be a C°° cut-off function with

_)L s
e = {0, € > 2,

and 0 < x < 1. For a sequence of positive numbers £; — 0, we define
%7(5) =1-x(&;9)-
We note that ., (§) = 0 if [§] < =. We choose ¢; such that
g; < 2_3,
and set

txf Z’Ve, a’]txé-)

We note that a(t, z, £) exists (1.e. the series converges pointwise), since for
any fixed point (¢, z, £) only a finite number of summands contribute to
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a(t, z, £). Indeed, for fixed (¢, z, {) we can always find a jy such that |£] < EL
Jo
and so

Jo—1

a(t, z, &) = Z’ye] Jaj(t, x, £).

We continue by showing that the symbol
a € Tn, p(mi, ma, m3) + Sy, m(ln, U2, I3, s, 15).

To prove this, we first observe that

|D20g (12, (©)as(t, 2, ©)] =

> (2‘,)8?’%_7 (D" ay(t, =, f)}

o' +a''=a

< |76, () DS oga;(t, x, &)

+ Y CaXe, ()T IDIOE ay(t, =, €)],
0"

where X, (£) is another smooth cut-off function which is non-zero only if 1 <
;j]¢| < 2. This new cut-off function describes the support of the derivatives
of 7¢,(£). In the last estimate, we also used that ¢; ~ (£) if X, (§) # 0. We
conclude that

|D20¢ (7, (©)as ¢, 2. ©))|

+<£>l1+1 Jj— \0|>\l2 (_t))l3 ml4

< (el (1 - X(W))} '

where we used that a; belongs to
Tn av(ma, ma, ms —j) +Sn, v (b — 7, lo, I3, U, 15),

and estimated |£] > 27 (due to the support of cut-off functions) once in each
summand. Using this relation, we obtain

|DEogalt, x, €|
Jo—1

< 3 |D2og (e, ©at, 2, ©)|

7=0
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< Cuafom (22)™ gt (L

%(w(/\(t)))m)

<c, ﬂ[ (azf’)m Ok _”'X(g<w(<A£>(t)))m)

As for the remainder of the series, we have

(o]

‘Df@"(z &aj(t, z, f))’

< ’Df&g 5o (Eajo(t, z, §) ‘ Z ’Dﬂag
Jj=jo+1
mi @ m3z—jo—|a <£>
< Cup|m (22) " g 'X(gmm(tmm
@l (1) o)™

)

&aj(t, z, f))’
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< Cau. [le (%)"W <€>m3_jO_Q|X(W)
A(t)

@ 03 A

< (e (1~ X(W))]-
Thus,

Jo—1
at, x, &) = Y a;(t, z, &) € Ty, a(ma, ma, ms — jo)
i=0

+Sn, m(ly = Jos U2, 13, L, 15).

Lastly, we use Proposition 4.11 and Proposition 4.12 to conclude that
if a symbol

a; € Tn ap(ma, ma, ms — j) +Sn, v (b — 7, lo, I3, U, 15),
then also
a; € Lfo ((0 T] Smax{l17j+l3+l4+l5,m2+m37j, %+m2+m3*j})
ocC ) ) .

If j tends to +o0, then the intersection of all those spaces belongs to the
space Lﬁj’c((O, TY; S_DO). This completes the proof. O

Lemma 4.14. Let

a € Ton, p(my, ma, ms) + S, m(lh, b2, I3, la, 15),
and
a € Ton, p(ma, ma, m3) + Sy, (s B, I, 1, 1),
then
aa € T2N7M(m1 + My, me + Ma, ms + ms)
+Snm(l 411, b+, I3 + 13, Lo+ 1, Is +15)
+ Sn, m(m1 +ms3 + 11, ma 4z, ma + 13, L, Is)
+ SN, m(ma +m3 + 11, my + 12, Mo + 13, 1y, I5).
Proof. We obtain by straightforward computation that
|D£8§‘a(t, x, &)a(t, x, 5)}
< Z Ca’,B’|D£/8?,a(ta €, f)”Dg”ag Ha(tv T, §)|
B+8"=p

a'Jra”:a
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< oo ()0 N ()

+ (g htela )lz“z(i,))““}(wm(tmm“‘*%(sa<<f>>>l5+75

(M mm)

v o (%) <€>m3“1"“‘A(t)l~2 (3 o ()

0 (
X X(N(w(%)))m) (1- X(N(w(fzt)))m))
+ o™ (%) ()Tt =lelz 1) (%)“ (w(Am)™ ()"

(€ 9
x X(N(w(A(t)))m) (1- X(N(w(A(t)))m))}'
We note that the last two summands of the above inequality are only non-
zero, if N(w(A(t))™ < (&) < 2N (w(A(t)))™ and that, therefore,

o(t, €) = (1 + (EAD)™ (w(A(1)™)7 < CAB)(E),
)" 2 (w

Bro(t, &) (O™ g (w(A ()™= Y0
o(t, €) L+ ©QA)™(w

<C

(
(A(t)))mm=b = = A(t)’
for N(w(A(t))™ < (&) < 2N (w(A(t)))™. This yields

|D58§ (t, x, &alt, x, £)|

< Caplom ™ (%)mm (g)ma+m=

QT () ) )

()

- {grtmahlely gyt (Z20) T (w(A )™ (p((6)"

3
sz (- aira
+ (gymemsntal gyt (MY )t o ) '
N sstye) (g

so that we conclude
aa € Ton, pr(mi + My, ma + ma, ms + ms)

SNl + 11y o + Doy Is 4 I3, Ly + Ly, 15 + 1)
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+ Sn, m(my +ms + 11, my + la, ma + I3, L, 1)

+ Sn, m(ma +ms + 1, ma + Lo, ma + 13, la, I5).

Remark 4.15. If the symbols a and @ in the previous lemma belong to
Ty, e (my, ma, m3) + Sy, am(l1, l2, U3, la, 15),

and

Tx, ar(ma, ma, ma) + SN, am(li, U2, U3, 14, I5),
respectively, then their product belongs to
Twn, v (my+my, mo+ma, m3+m3)+SN,M(11E, lo+1a, ls+1s, ly+lg, ls+15),
since there is no overlap of the zones Z,q(N, M) and Zyny, (N, M).
Lemma 4.16. Let A and B be pseudodifferential operators with symbols
a=0(A) € Ton, v(my, ma, ms) + Sn, m(li, U2, I3, la, I5),

and

b=o0(B) € Ton, m(m1, ma, m3) + Sy, v (l1, l2, I3, la, I5).
Then the pseudodifferential operator C = Ao B has a symbol
c=0(C) € Tan, m(ma + ma, ma + Mma, ms + ms3)
+ Syl + 1, o+ 1o, Is + 15, L+ 1, Is +15)
+ Sy, m(m1 +ms3 +E, my +Flv2, ma +2;7 747 Flv5)
+ SN, m(my +mg + 1y, my + Iz, ma + 13, Uy, I5),
and satisfies
otz )~ 3 %aga(t, 2, E)D°b(t, x, €). (4.4)
aeN?
The operator C' is uniquely determined modulo an operator with symbol from
Lis.((0, T]; 87°).

Proof. In view of Proposition 4.11 and Proposition 4.12 it is clear that the
operator C is a well-defined pseudodifferential operator. Relation (4.4) is a di-
rect consequence of the composition rules in W, Applying Proposition 4.10,
Lemma 4.14 and Lemma 4.13 then yields the desired statements. (]

Lemma 4.17. Let A be a pseudodifferential operator with an invertible symbol
a=0(A) € Tan,m(0,0,0)+ S, (0, 0, 0, 0, 0).
Then there exists a parametrizc A% with symbol

a? = o(A%) € Tan 1(0, 0, 0) + Sy, (0, 0, 0, 0, 0).
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Proof. We use the existence of the inverse of a and set
a#(t, x, 5) = a‘(tv €, 5)_1 S T2N,M(07 07 0) + SN,M(Ov 07 Oa Oa O)

In view of Proposmon 4.11 and Proposition 4.12, we are able to define a
sequence a #(t, x, £) recursively by

>, aag a(t, w, Dgal_ (¢, @, §) = —alt, x, Eal (¢, x, €),
1<]a| <5
with
af € Tan, 10, 0, —j) + Sy, 21(—4, 0, 0, 0, 0).
Lemma 4.13 then yields the existence of a symbol
a}; € Tan, a(0, 0, 0) + Sy, a(0, 0, 0, 0, 0),
and a right parametrix Aﬁ (t, z, &) with symbol U(A}";f) = a}"}f. We have
AAY, — T e L>([0, T); =),

The existence of a left parametrix can be shown in the same way. One
can also prove that right and left parametrix coincide which yields the exis-
tence of a parametrix A#. O

Consider a pseudodifferential operator a € ¥™ and a non-negative,
increasing function v € C°°(R™). Throughout this paper we refer to the
transformation

ay(z, Dy) = VUP=D) o (2, D,) o e M UPa)),
as conjugation, where A is a positive constant.

Proposition 4.18 ([4]). Let a € U™ and let ¢ € C>(R™) be a non-negative,
increasing function satisfying

k
}%w(s) < Crs *4(s), kEeN, scRy. (4.5)

We fiz o constant A > 0. Then the symbol ay(z, §) = o(ay(x, Dy)) of

ay(z, Dy) = M ((Da)) a(z, Dy) o e~ MUDa))

satisfies
ap(w, &) =a(z, )+ Y am(@ O +rn@, &),  (46)
0<|y|<N
where
Q) = 71! MU gy (MUY - (4.7)
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and

ra(z, §) = (2]7\:)” > [Os—///l(l—ﬁ)N—le—in

|’Y‘:N R2n QO (48)

X agy) (@ + Dy, §)xy(€§ + ()dddyd(|.

Furthermore, we have the estimate
108 x(€)] < Ca, (€)1 (w (), (4.9)
for £ € R™ and o € N™.

Remark 4.19. By estimate (4.9) we are immediately able to conclude that
Xy € 59 for all |y] > 0, if we assume ¥((£)) = o((£)).

Proposition 4.18 does not provide an estimate for ry(x, £). In order to
derive such an estimate we pose additional assumptions on the operator a
and the function .

Proposition 4.20 ([4]). Take a € ™ and ¢ € C* as in Proposition 4.18.
Assume additionally that the symbol a = a(x, §) € 8™ is such that

|DJoga(x, &)] < CaKjg (€)™, (4.10)

for all x, £ € R"™. Here {K\g} g is a weight sequence such that

nf Bp S0t ((€))
Il)relg e < Ce , (4.11)
for some dg > 0. Furthermore, we suppose that the relation
Y((E+ Q) < P(E)) +v((C)), (4.12)

holds for all large €], ||, &, ¢ € R™. We assume that the constant X > 0 is
such that there exists another positive constant co such that

0o —A=1co>0. (4.13)
Then the remainder v (z, &) given by (4.8) satisfies the estimate
DL (2, €)] < Ca g, NAV (™17 Np (), (4.14)
for (z, &) e R x R"™ and «, § € N™.

Remark 4.21. If we take another weight function 1 satisfying (4.5) and (4.12)
with ¥((£)) = o(¥((£))), it is clear that relation (4.11) is also satisfied. In
that case, we obtain estimates (4.9) and (4.14) for ¢ without assuming (4.13).
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5. Proof

The proof of Theorem 2.1 is organized in four steps. We begin by regularizing
the coefficients of the principal part and then proceed by reducing the original
Cauchy problem to a Cauchy problem for a system of first order (with respect
to Dy). It is during this reduction process, that we make use of the introduced
symbol classes and zones to obtain appropriate energies in the respective parts
of the extended phase space. After the reduction step, we perform a change
of variables to deal with the lower order terms. Lastly, using sharp Garding’s
inequality yields L2-well-posedness of an related auxiliary Cauchy problem,
which gives well-posedness of the original problem in the weighted spaces
Hy 5.

5.1. Regularization

Since the coefficients of the principal part are just p-continuous, it is helpful
to work with regularized coefficients in the hyperbolic zone.

Definition 5.1. Let ¢ € C5°(R) be a given function satisfying [; ¢ (z)dz =1
and ¢¥(x) > 0 for any € R with suppty C [—1,1]. Let ¢ > 0 and set
Ye(x) = 19 (£). Then we define

af;m*jv’Y(t’ x) = (a'mfjvfy *t we)(t7 x)’
for j=0,...,m—1and |y|+j=m

The following properties of a. n,—j , can be verified by straightforward
computations.

Proposition 5.2 ([4]). The inequalities

(i) |8ta€7m_j7fy(t, a:)| <etu(e) and
(i) |Df(am—jvy(ta T) — a6,m—j,'y(ta a?))| S K\BW(E): for all 3 € N",
are satisfied in Zyy, (N, M).

Remark 5.3. Later on in the proof, we choose ¢ = (£)~! which yields the
estimates

@) |Oragey-1 m—j 4t )| SERE)™ ) Co((€)) and
(11) |D£8?(am—j,’y(t7 .23) = Qgy-1 m— J'y )| S Klﬁ\ > la‘ﬂ(@fl) =
CKjg (&)l 280,
for all (¢, z, &) € Znyp(N, M).
5.2. Reduction to a first order diagonal system
We recall that ¢ = (¢, €) is the positive solution to
m m m(m—1
¢ = 1+ (M) (w(A@) """,
We define the symbol

1.9 = ot Ox(ate) + 9400 i)
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where x € C is a smooth cut-off function with x(s) = 1 if |[s| < 1 and
X(s) = 0 for |s| > 2. We observe that

o(t, €) € Tw,m(1, 0, 0)

for (¢, x, &) € Zpa(N, M),
(E)A(t) € Sn,m(1, 1, 0,0, 0)

for (¢, z, £) € Znyp(N, M),

m) € Tan, m(1, 0, 0)
for (¢, z, €) € [0, T] x R™ x R",

m)) €Sy (1, 1,0,0,0)
for (¢, z, €) € [0, T] x R™ x R",
and thus
h(t, €) € Tan, m(1, 0,0) + Sy, m(1, 1,0, 0, 0).
Using Lemma 4.3 and Definition 1.3, we obtain that
Dih(t, &) € Ton, m(1, 1, 0) + Sn, a(1, 1, 1, 0, 0).
Next, we define the matrix pseudodifferential operator H (¢, D, ) with symbol

(h(t, )™!
h(t, £))m=2
H(t, &) = o(H(t, D,)) = (h(t, €))
1

Proposition 5.4. The inverse operator H=1(t, D,) of H(t, D,) exists and its
symbol is given by
(h(t, €)==V

—(m—2)
o(H ™Y = (H(t, &))" = (h(t, €))

1
Proof. Since H(t, D,) is independent of z, it is clear that o(H 1) = (o(H))™*
if (o(H))™! exists. For this, we note that h(t, £) > 1 for all (¢, ) € [0, T] x
R™. U

We set
U= H(t, D,)(ult, z), Dyu(t, ), ..., DI u(t, 2))" .
Applying this transformation to the Cauchy problem (2.3) yields
DU = (A+ B)U, (5.1)
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with initial conditions

U(0, #) = H(0, D,)(u(0, z), Dyu(0, ), ..., D{*'u(0, z))",
where
hit, £)
7= w6 |
am(t, z, &) am—1(t,z, &) ... ai(t, z, &)
and
(m=1)Dy(h(t,€))
h(t, ©)
o(B) = A Da(h(t,©)) ’
h(t,©)
b (t, x, &) bm—1(t, x, &) bi(t, z, £)
with
B 3) A" ay, g, (t, )€
okl 0 = X(FGa@n) ;T; At
3]
+(1 X(N(w(A(t)))m )
)\tm_kasm_,vt,x v
S (t) e )mk’l(k )€ ,
[y|=m—Fk
bk, (t, )& (€
bm—k(t, x, &) = h;ﬂ:k W + (1 - X(W))

S AE)™* (am—r,(t, @) _1ael,€m—k,'v(ta )¢

m—1— ’
ly|=m—k hit, &)
and a. m—k, +(t, ) are the regularized coefficients of Definition 5.1 with ¢ =
(&~ ltand k=0,...,m— 1.

By using this approach, in the pseudodifferential zone the pseudodiffer-
ential operator A contains all coefficients of the principal part of the original
equation. In the hyperbolic zone, the original coefficients are replaced by the
regularized coefficients (which we need for the diagonalization in the hyper-
bolic zone). The pseudodifferential operator B contains all lower order terms
and the terms arising due to the regularization in the hyperbolic zone.

Proposition 5.5. The symbol a,,—j = am—i(t, , §) belongs to
Ton, m(1, 0, 0) +Sw, m(1, 1, 0,0, 0),
the symbol by, — = by—r(t, z, &) belongs to
Ton, (1,0, 0)+ Sy, am(0, 1,0, 1, 0) + Sn, m(0, 1, 0, 0, 1).

Furthermore, they all belong to B¥ with respect to the spatial variables.



A generalized Levi condition for weakly hyperbolic Cauchy problems 29

Proof. We first observe that
h(t, &)~ € Ton m(—(m —1—k), 0, 0)
+Sy,m(—(m—1—k), =(m—1—k),0,0,0).

Application of Lemma 4.14 yields the desired symbol class for a,,_j, when
we keep in mind that all a,,—x, 4 and ac, m—k, - are bounded on [0, T'] and

(€

X(W) Y A" € Tonm(m — £, 0,0),

[v|=m—Fk

where we used that (£)™~F < C(w(A(t)))(m Dm= k)<§> = in Zpa(2N, M).
The first part of the symbol class for b,,_; is obtained by using the
Levi-condition (A4), i.e
m— m(m—k—
Dby~ (t, )| < CK g A )™ (w(A(t))) "D,

We obtain that

Z bin—k,~(t, )7 € Ton, m(m—Fk, 0, 0)+Sy, v (m—k—1, m—k, 0, 1, 0),
[v|<m—Fk

—k

where we used that (£)1" < C'(w(A(t )))mhl_(m_k) (€)% in Zya(2N, M), as

well as (w(A())) """ < 0e)mF1 (w(A(1)™ in Zuyp(N, M).
This yields that

3 %eTz\/M(l 0,0)+Sn,m(0, 1,0, 1, 0).

For the second summand of b, (¢, x, £), we note that in view of Propo-
sition 5.2 we have

(1 - x(W)) | _Z_k/\(t)mk(amm(ty ) = e, mk, (1, 2))E7

GSMM(m—k—l,m—k,O, 0, 1),

[yl<m—Ek

which yields that

(©) AO™ syt 7) = e,y (1 2))E7
M Faaar) X At 1k

S SN’M(O, 1, 0,0, 1).

ly|=m—k

This gives the desired symbol classes.

The fact that am—g = am—i(t, x, &) and by—k = by—(t, z, ) are all
B% in z follows from (A3) and (A4) and the symbolic calculus, where we
include K| in all estimates. (]

We conclude that
o(A) € Tony, (1, 0,0) + Sy, m(1, 1,0, 0, 0),
o(B) € Tan,m(1, 0, 0) + Tan, (0, 1, 0) + Sn, 1 (0, 1, 0, 1, 0)
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+ SN’M(O, 1, 0,0, 1) + SN’M(O, 0, 1,0, O),
where we used that
(th(ta f))h(tv f)_l € T2N7M(07 17 0) + SN7M(07 0; 1; Oa 0)

To prepare diagonalization in the hyperbolic zone, we introduce approx-
imated characteristic roots 7, = 7 (¢, =, £) which are the solutions to

Z Z At ae m—i,~(t, x){”ﬂ

J=0 |v|=
Proposition 5.6. For e = <§)*1, the roots 1, = T (t, z, £) satisfy
(i) |D3OgT| < CoaK (€)' 1IN®), for all k=1, ..., m,

(ii) |0y < CA(t)<g>(§(<f)> + ¢(<g>)), fork=1,....,m and all (t, z, £) €
Zhyp(N, M), i.e. Oy € SN,JVI(L 1,1, 0, 0) + SN,JVI(L 1,0, 0, 1).
Proof. We only show the proof of the second assertion since the first follows
from the definition of 7, and the fact that the Cauchy problem is strictly

hyperbolic in Zyy,(N, M).
For (ii), we apply the implicit function theorem to

P(r(t, x, &), t, x, &) =™ Z Z asm],yta:)§7rj—0

J=0 |y|=
and obtain that
m—1
=2 2 (OO ae,m—j, (L, ))&
9t _ P _ J=0 |y|=m—j
tT( , L, ) _F‘r - m—1

We use that |7| ~ A(t)(§) in Znyp(N, M) to estimate

Z Z )\(t)WL<£>|'y\+] ]);\’((ft)) ae,mfj,'y(t, IE) + |8ta5,m7j,»y(t, x)})
|a 7_| < J=0 |y|=m—j
e A(t)m=t(g)ymt

SN0 (S + ),

where we used Proposition 5.2 to estimate |Opae, m—j, +(t, z)|. O

We renumber the roots 74 in such a way that
M<Tm<...<Tn
for all (¢, z, §) € Znyp(N, M) and define for k =1, ..., m the symbols

(.9 = deolt, O (ragay) 6 = O ()

where dy < ds < ... < d,, are real, positive numbers.
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Proposition 5.7. The symbols 1, = ¥ (t, x, §) and h = h(t, &) satisfy
(1) Y € Ton,m(1,0,0) + Sy, m(1, 1,0, 0, 0),
(ZZ) Oy, € T2N7M(17 1, O) + SN,M(L 1,1, 0, 0) + SN,M(L 1,0, 0, 1),
(’LZZ) J(i/)k o hil) S TQNJy[(O, 0, 0) + SN’]V[(O, 0, 0,0, 0),
(Z"U) J(at(wk o hil)) S SN,M(Oy 0,1, 0, 0) + SN’]V[(O, 0, 0,0, 1).
Proof. Assertion (i) follows immediately from Lemma 4.14.
As for (ii), we note that

(&)
(w(A(2)))™
) At
X (N(w(fzt)))m) A((t% T+ (1 - X(N(w(fzt)))m ))8”’“'

Using Lemma 4.14 and relation (4.3) for d;0 yields the desired symbol class.
The third assertion is a consequence of

) Alt (€

3t¢k=X/(N A(t))Q+X(W)atQ

- « ay — _ wk(tv €T, f)
o(xoh 1)N(X§n8§¢k(tv a, E)Dgh~ (¢, f)—w

) ax (e ) ott ©) + (1= x (st ) )t . €)

X(W)e(t )+ (1 - X(W)))\(ﬂ(@

while the last assertion follows from

Oy € S, (1,1, 1,0, 0) +Sn, (1, 1,0, 0, 1).

3

O

We define the pseudodifferential operator M = M (t, x, D,) with sym-
bol

1 1
d’l (t,av,f) ’L[)m(t,w,f)
h(t, &) T h(t, &)
M(t7x’ f)ZU(M): : : : )
(w1<t,m7f))m*1 (wm(t,m,@)m*l
h(t, §) h(t, §)

which belongs to Tan, a7(0, 0, 0) + Sn, (0, 0, 0, 0, 0). By construction the
symbols ¢y (t, , &) satisfy ¥y (t, z, &) # ¥;(t, x, §) if k # j for all (¢, x, §) €
[0, T] x R™ x R™. Hence, det M (t, z, {) # 0 and the matrix M(t, x, &) is
invertible, which allows us to apply Lemma 4.17 guaranteeing the existence
of a parametrix M#(t, z, D,) with symbol

M#(t, x, &) = o(M#) € Ton, (0, 0, 0) + Sy, 2£(0, 0, 0, 0, 0).

We define V' by U = MV and obtain that Cauchy problem (5.1) can be
transformed to

M#MD;V = (M# o (A+ B)o M)V — M#(D;M)V, (5.2)
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with initial conditions

V(0, z) = M#(0, z, D;)H (0, D,)(u(0, z), Dyu(0, z), ..., D" u(0, x))T

Using the composition results from Lemma 4.16, we obtain that
o(M* o Ao M) = o(M*)o(A)o(M) + fo + rec,

with fo =01in Zpd(]\f7 M) and f() S T2N7]y[(1, 0, 0) + SNJW(O, 1,0, 0, 0) in
the remaining part of the extended phase space, and ro, € C'* ([O7 TY; \I'_O").
Due to the construction of M and M#, we have that

Tl(ta x, 5)
o(M#)o(A)o(M) = in Znyp(2N, M),
Tm(t, T, §)
and o(M#)o(A)o(M) € Tan a(1, 0, 0) in the remaining part of the ex-
tended phase space. Applying Lemma 4.16 to M# o B o M yields
O'(M# oBo M) S TQN’ ]V[(]., O, 0) + T2N7M(O, ]., 0) + SN,M(O, 1, 0, ]., 0)
+SN,M(07 1, 0,0, 1) + SN’N[(O, 0,1,0, 0).

Lastly, we consider the term M#(D;M). To characterize D; M, we only have
to consider the symbols

o (B 29Y (e 0y o (2 9)

Yill, & SN _ (el 2, 8) Yt 2, )
hit, €) h(t, €) hit, €)
for j =0, ..., m— 1 Since “4L5E € Tyy 1(0, 0, 0) + S, 1(0, 0, 0, 0, 0),

we just consider 0; (%) and obtain that

P (d}k(ta Z, 5)) _ (8t¢k(t’ Z, 5))h(t7 5) - d}k(t’ Z, 5)(ath(t7 5))
Rt 9 Wt €)?
This yields that

&s(%) = 0in Zpa(N, M),
and ( )
wk t7 x, 5
at(W) € Sn,1(0, 0,1, 0, 0) +Sw, (0, 0, 0, 0, 1),

in the remaining part of the extended phase space. From this we conclude
that

o(M#(D;M)) =0 in Z,q(N, M), and
o(M#(DyM)) € Sx, 1(0, 0, 1,0, 0) + Sy, (0, 0, 0, 0, 1),

since O'(M#) S TQN,M(O, 0, 0) + SN,M(O, 0, 0,0, 0).
We rewrite Cauchy problem (5.2) as

D,V = D(t, x, D3)V + R(t, z, D)V, (5.3)
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with initial conditions
V(0, z) = M#(0, 2, D,)H(0, D,.)(u(0, z), Dyu(0, ), ..., D{" " 'u(0, z))",

where

o(D(t, z, Ds)) = (1 - X(W))

€ Taon, v (0, 0, —c0) + Sn, m(1, 1, 0, 0, 0),
and
o(R(t, x, Dy)) € Tan, v (1,0, 0) + Ton, ar(0, 1, 0) + Sw, as(0, 1, 0, 1, 0)
+Sn, m(0, 1, 0,0, 1)+ Sn, a(0, 0, 1, 0, 0)
+Sn, m(0, 1, 0,0, 0) 4+ Sn, 1 (0, 0, 0,0, 1).
(5.4)
5.3. Conjugation

To obtain our desired energy estimate, we want to control the lower order
terms in R(t, x, D,) by applying a change of variable that contains the loss
of derivatives. For this purpose, we introduce for ty € [0, T] the pseudodif-
ferential operator ® = ®(ty, D,) having the symbol

o(®(ty, Dy)) =

to

_ drolt, €) (©
Aazmaadﬁaﬁ%m—ﬁ“ﬂbf Zlf(wwﬁwwﬂﬁ

+ﬁ@/xwwmam@ﬁﬁaﬁ%w;ﬁt

©
+M/5 w&@»)“*%/Ai <m&mwﬁt

+M60/ O mtat )

+ 3 [ pUENR (gt ) = M(T = wta)(©)%

0
where

() ()
X(N(w(/f(t)))m) =(1- X(N(w(/f(t)))m))’
and k > 0 is determined later.

We set o <DI>7V€¢(t7Dx)m
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and obtain that Cauchy problem (5.3) is equivalent to

D,W = 67¢(t,Dm)<DI>uD(t z, D.)(Dy) Ve o(t, D) 17
+ e &P D VR, z, D) (D) e®t Py
_ o~ ®(t. D) (Dteq>(t, Dw))W
e~ *ELID(t, x, D,)e® B PIW =D Rt x, D,)e® D)y

8
_ (ZDt(I)k(t, Dm))W + Roo(t, z, D)W,

(5.5)
with initial conditions
W (0, ) = (Dg)? e ®OP2) N #(0, 2, D,)H(0, D)
x (u(0, z), ..., DPtu(0, z))7,
where @, k=1, ..., 8, denote the respective addends of ® in order of their

appearance and R, € C([O, T; \I!’oo). We want to apply Propositions 4.18
and 4.20 to evaluate the conjugations Dg = e~ ®De® and Ry = e~ ®Re®. To
this end, we note that

/8t9t §) (€

(w(A(t)))m)dt < CMy log(o(to, €))x(

< O 08D ()

and

as well as
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due to Remark 4.1, where 0 < ¢; is sufficiently small. Thus, we may write
J(efb(to,Dz)) —
to

exp{]\/h/g(t, §)X($)dt+MﬂOg(<£>)X(]\/—

0
to

4wh/MMMMmWﬂﬁ@m%Wﬂw+Mwwmﬂﬁaaawﬂ

0

+ M (T — nto><£>i}-

Here we observe, that
to

et gatate)*

0
to

1 m—1 3
< C [ (wA @) X (ot
! (Nwmwn
< CW(A(te)) (w(A(te) ™ + C,

due to the definition of g, the definitions of the zones and the special choice
of w(A(t)). Similarly, we obtain

)dt—i—C

N(w(A()

We now use assumption (A8) to conclude that ® satisfies the assumptions of
Propositions 4.18 and 4.20 and obtain that

o(Da(t, x, Dy)) = D(t, z, &)+ > DID(t, x, &xy(&) +rn(Dst, x, &),
0<|y|<N

o(Ra(t, z, Dy)) = R(t, x, &)+ > DIR(t, z, xy(&) +rn(R; t, @, &),

0<|y|<N

JEC (w(A(t)))mg(%)dt < CW(A(te)) (w(A(te))" " +C.
0

where

108 %(€)] < Ca,r ()11 I(@ (1, €))7,

|DEOgTN (D; t, 2, €)] < Ca . (6)' 71

|DJOgrN(B; t, 2, €)] < Ca,p w(€) 717 (
for ¢ € [0, T]. Thus,
o(Da(t, z, Dy)) = D(t, x, &)+ > Ry(Dit, x, &),

0<I<N
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o(Re(t, z, Do) = R(t,z, )+ > Ry(Rit, z, ),

0<|y|<N

where

g ol (B(t, )\
|DZOZ R(Ds t, @, )] < Ca g, 1 (€)1 (g )
&)

< Ca,ﬁ7\’7|< > (t7
B(t 7]
|D£82‘R,Y(R; t, x, £)| < Ca,ﬁJ’H ( )

< Ca,ﬁ,\7|<€> o l(I)(tv 5)

Most importantly, due to Remark 4.21 all these relations are satisfied with
constants independent of ¢ or 7. We conclude that Cauchy problem (5.3) is
equivalent to

DWW = D(t, z, Dy)W + R(t, z, D)W + Ry(t, z, Dy)W

—(ijDtcbk(t, D)W,

k=1
with initial conditions
W (0, z) = (D,) e~ *O PN #(0, 2, D,)H(0, D)
x (u(0, z), ..., D" u(0, 2))

where
| DO (Ri(t, @, Dy))| < Ca, (&)~ 1@(1, €), (5.7)
for t € [0, T] and D(t, z, D,) and R(t, z, D,) as before.

5.4. Well-posedness of an auxiliary Cauchy problem

In this section we consider the auxiliary Cauchy problem

W = (iD(t, 2, Dy) +iR(t, z, D;) + iRy (t, x, D,) Z@@kt D) )

(5.8)
for (¢, z) € [0, T*] x R™, with initial conditions

W (0, z) = (Dg) e~ 2P N\#(0, &, D,)H(0, D,)
x (u(0, z), ..., D" u(0, 2))
Recalling that 9;|W|? = 2Re [(0,W, W)] we obtain

B |W|? = 2Re [((w(t, x, Dy) +iR(t, x, Dy) +iRy(t, , Dy)

_ i@t@k(ta DT))VV’ W)}
k=1
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‘We observe that

N

Re [a(ip(t, @, D) +iR(t, x, Dy) +iRi(t, z, Dy) — Y 0@t Dx))]

1

u(t, Da)) |,

M= 7

— Re [a(iR(t, 2, Dy) +iRu(t, z, Dy) —

b
I

1

since Re[iD(t, z, )] = 0 (by assumption (A2)). In view of (5.4), (5.7) and
due the construction of ® we are able to choose the constants M, ..., Mg
and « sufficiently large, such that

iR(t, x, D) + iR (t, x, D) Zat@k t, Dy)

is a positive operator. Thus, we are able to apply sharp Garding’s inequality
to obtain

8, |W[2 = 2Re [((iD(t, , Dy) +iR(t, x, D,) +iRi(t, z, Dy)

8
=Y ot D)W, W)
k=1
< CIWP,
which yields 9,||W||2, < C||W||2.. Application of Gronwall’s lemma leads to
W (t, )Z: < CIW (0, )z,

for ¢ € [0, T*], where

IW(0, )72 = {Da)"e”* @ PIM#(0, &, D,)U(0, 2)[|72 < C < 00, (5.9)
since M# is an operator of order zero,

(=@ (0, D)) ~ W (A(te))(w(A(te))™ " + ((€),

and due to assumptions (A5) and (2.6).

At the moment, we only local (in time) have well-posedness in spaces
related to the above estimate (5.9). This concludes the proof of the local
well-posedness result.

For our global well-posedness result, we note that if our initial data
belong to a space with more regularity than required to satisfy (5.9) (which
they do), we are able to apply a continuation argument as in [4] to get global
in time well-posedness in the spaces of the initial data, with an in general
infinite loss of derivatives. This concludes the proof of Theorem 2.1.
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6. Concluding remarks

In this paper we have studied the well-posedness of weakly hyperbolic Cauchy
problems with coefficients low-regular in time and smooth in space. We pro-
posed the generalized Levi condition

Dby A (t, 2)| < CEpA)™ 7 (w(A(t))) ™",

to investigate the interplay between effects arising due to the low regularity
of the coefficients and the multiplicity of the characteristic roots. We found
that the influences of these effects on the weight function of the solution space
are independent of each other in the sense that both effects generate a weight
and just the dominate weight determines the solution space.

At a first glance, the special choice of

(w(A®)™ = A@)~ =1 (log™ (A(H) )",

with s > m74 might seem to be a limitation to Gevrey type Levi conditions
only. However, it is possible to work with more general w(A(t)) as long as
(A9) and Proposition 4.1 are satisfied.

Example. Let us consider a Cauchy problem with coefficients having the

modulus of continuity
1 2
=s(1og (<) +1)".
1(s) s( og )+

This modulus of continuity generates the weight ¢((£)) = (log((£)))?. We

choose
2

(w(A®))™ = A1)~ (log(A(H) ™)

In this way we get the Levi condition

A(t)ym=d
Dby (1 )] < OK gy )

Atym=i=hl (log(A(r)~1))*" =1,

which is between the above one and the C'*° type Levi condition

A)™
| DZbm—j (¢, 7)] < CKjgy ¢

W ( log(A(t)fl))m*j*"ﬂ.

Although this choice is not covered by the main theorem of this paper, we are
still able to apply the theorem for this particular choice of w(A(t)), since it
satisfies (A9) and Proposition 4.1. This Levi condition generates the weight

W (A(te))(w(A(te))) ™ ~ log((€))?,

which yields well-posedness in spaces
HY 5(R") = {f € S'(R™) | (Dy)" (D)) f(z) e LQ(RH)}’

with o(n((€))) = log((£))*.
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