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SMOOTHING EFFECT FOR TIME-DEGENERATE SCHRODINGER
OPERATORS

SERENA FEDERICO AND GIGLIOLA STAFFILANI

ABSTRACT. In this work we consider an example of a linear time degenerate Schrodinger
operator. We show that with the appropriate assumptions the operator satisfies a Kato
smoothing effect. We also show that the solutions to the nonlinear initial value problems
involving this operator and polynomial derivative nonlinearities are locally well-posed and
their solutions also satisfy the same smoothing estimates as the linear solutions.

1. INTRODUCTION

In this paper we study the smoothing effect for time-degenerate Schrodinger operators
of the form

(1) Lo =i0 + 1Ny +b(t, ) - Vs,

where the coefficients b(t, x) = (b (t,x), ..., by (t, z)) are complex valued and satisfy suitable
decay assumptions, and a > 0.

In the case b(t,x) = 0, or when b(t,z) = ct®, where ¢ is a complex vector, we show
below that standard Fourier analysis arguments can be applied, and the results will follow
by application of more classical techniques.

In the more general situation we deal with space-time variable coefficients, at least in
the first order part, and we need to replace the standard use of the Fourier transform with
the use of pseudo-differential calculus. This will allow us to obtain smoothing estimates for
the linear operator (I and its non homogenous counterpart. Smoothing estimates for an
operator such as (Il) where a = 0 are by now classical results, see for example [1} 2] 14, [6].

Although the central part of this work is dedicated to linear smoothing estimates, in
the second part of the paper we also address local well-posedness of the related Cauchy
problem with derivative nonlinearities. As in the case of nondegenerate space variable
coefficients Schrodinger equations (see [7, 8, [11] and references therein), also in our case
local well-posedness relies heavily on the smoothing estimates proved in the first part of
this work.

In proving smoothing estimates for the operator (), the main problems are given by
the presence of the time degeneracy in the second order term and by the presence of the
first order term b(t,z) - V,. In particular, the time degeneracy has to be managed in

This project has received funding from the European Unions Horizon 2020 research and innovation
programme under the Marie Sklodowska-Curie grant agreement No 838661 and No 777822.
G.S. was partially founded by the NSF grant No DMS-1764403.
1


http://arxiv.org/abs/2001.06708v1

2 SERENA FEDERICO AND GIGLIOLA STAFFILANI

order to apply a method similar to that of Mizohata [12] and Doi [3] to absorb the space-
time variable coefficients first order term through the application of the Sharp Garding
inequality. The presence of the term b(¢,z) - V, affects the applicability of the Sharp
Garding inequality as well, and, in addition, determines, in general, a loss of derivatives.

Due to these considerations it is clear that conditions on b(¢, z) are necessary to control
the behavior of the operator, and, specifically, conditions relating the coefficient t* and the
coefficients b;(t,x). It is also well known that even in the case o = 0 and b(t,z) = b(z)
conditions that are necessary (and sufficient) need to be imposed on b(x) even for local
well-posedness to hold, see [12].

Our approach to overcome these problems in proving the linear and non homogeneous
smoothing effect estimates is inspired by techniques similar to those in [7, [§], which them-
selves are based on a method proposed by Mizohata [12] and Doi [3]. The key point is the
construction of a pseudo-differential operator K possessing good (specific) properties with
respect to the second order operator t*A, and that permits to control the first order term
b(t,z) - V. Since the leading coefficient depends only on the time-variable ¢, we can per-
form our analysis by keeping ¢ as a parameter provided that b satisfies suitable conditions
with respect to t as well. This simplifies considerably the problem, since, this way, we can
choose the operator K related to A, instead of t*A,.

The way the operator K is introduced in the argument is by defining a new norm equiv-
alent to the H;-norm, and in terms of K itself. Thanks to this new norm we will perform
useful commutator estimates giving the smoothing effect with a gain of one derivative
for the non homogeneous term with respect to the regularity of the initial data (which is
necessary to deal with derivative nonlinearities).

In order to extend the smoothing effect estimates we prove in the first part of this work to
the nonlinear problem with derivative nonlinearities we follow the work of Kenig, Ponce and
Vega who studied smoothing effect and local well-posedness of the nonlinear Cauchy prob-
lem both for space-variable nondegenerate Schrodinger operators and for space-variable
nondegenerate ultrahyperbolic Schrédinger operators (see [7, [§], and also [13], 11] and ref-
erences therein).

In the context of time degenerate Schrodinger operators, at least in relation to Cauchy
problems, to the best of our knowledge, the only result currently available is due to Cicog-
nani and Reissig in [1], in which they study the local well-posedness of the homogeneous
Cauchy problem for time degenerate Schrodinger operators of the same form as () (or
even more general) in Sobolev and Gevrey spaces. However, our approach is different
from that used in [I], in which neither the analysis of the smoothing effect nor the local
well-posedness of the derivative nonlinear Cauchy problem is considered.

In this paper we study the following nonlinear prototypes associated with (II):

Lou = tu|u|?
u(0,z) = up(x),

Lou = +tOVu-u?, B>a >0,
u(0,z) = up(x).
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We remark immediately that although in this paper we explicitly prove results for (@), as
mentioned again in Section 7, the same techniques we use here work when the nonlinearity
is a polynomial ¢’ P(u, @, Vu, V). In the case (Z), the proofs whenl] b = 0 and when b Z0
are treated separately. This is done in order to show how classical technics can be applied
to obtain the local well-posedness in the first case, while, in the more general case b Z 0,
the use of pseudo-differential calculus will be needed to get the result.

In the IVP (@), we use a nonlinearity where the time factor appears. This choice is
dictated by the fact that it allows for the application of the weighted smoothing estimates
at our disposal directly. In addition this type of nonlinearity does not give any limitation
on the exponent «, which will be any nonnegative real number. If § > « then a contraction
mapping theorem based on the fact that in the analysis of the nonlinear term a power t#=¢
appears makes the analysis pretty straightforward. On the other hand when § = « more
care needs to be used. The result follows from the combination of the technique used here
for the IVP (3) when 8 > «, and that used in [7, 8] for the nondegenerate case (compare
with the problem (1.3) in [§]) in order to remove the smallness of the initial data. The
main point consists in fact in modifying the functional space to which the solution belongs
in a way that permits to obtain, via a mean value theorem, a time factor needed to apply
the contraction argument. The norm to be used is the one used in [7, 8] where the time
derivative of the solution is taken into account. Since the proof of this result follows the
lines described above we shall omit the proof which is left to the reader.

We want to stress, once again, that the local solutions of the nonlinear problems (2]) and
@) above satisfy the weighted smoothing estimates stated below.

Moreover, results concerning more general degenerate Schrodinger operators can be ob-
tained following the procedure described above. In fact, one might consider

n
Lo =0+ Y Daaij(t,z) Dy, +b(t,x) - Ve,
ij=1

where a;;j(t, z) is such that a;;(¢,z) ~ taa;j(az), and, for all 7,7 = 1,...,n, a;j € Cp°(R™),
{a} ;(2)}ij=1,..n is real valued and positive definite, and |97 a; ;(t,z)| S t(x) ==+ for
any multiindex v € N, where o is dictated by the conditions satisfied by b(t,x) (see
([I0) below). By combining our technique and that in [§] one should be able to prove the
weighted smoothing effect, and, as a consequence, that the associated IVP (both linear
and nonlinear similar to the ones above) is locally well-posed.

Notations. We recall here, briefly, some notations used throughout the paper.

We use the notation A < B to indicate that there exists an absolute constant ¢ > 0
such that A < ¢B. We shall denote by A® the pseudo-differential operator of order s whose
symbol is given by A®(€) = (€)° = (1 + |€]?)*/2.

Below we often use mixed norm spaces. For example LLLY([0,7] x R™), 1 < p,q < oo
is the space of functions f(z,t) that are in L? in time on the interval [0,7] and are LP in

1As mentioned above the case when b(t,z) = ct™ and c a complex vector, can be treated like the case
b=0.
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space. The norm is taken in the right to left order. In a similar manner we define the spaces
LP([0,T); H*(R™)), 1 < p < oo of functions that are LP in time and in the Sobolev space
H?*(R™) in space. As remarked in [7], also in this case if the vector b(t,x) = b(x) is a real
smooth enough function, then standard energy method gives well-posedness. On the other
hand in this paper we are not just concerned with well-posedness, but more importantly
with the proof of smoothing estimates.

We shall now summarize the main results of the paper.

Case b = 0. We state here the results when b = 0. We will remark later that the same
results hold when b = ct®, where c is an imaginary vector.

Smoothing effect estimates. Let W, (¢, s) be the operator defined as in (I4]).
Theorem 1.1. Let W, (t) := W, (t,0), with a > 0, then

Ifn=1 for all f € L*(R),

(4) sup /2D 2 W ) 320,y S 12

If n > 2, on denoting by {Qg}gezn the family of non overlapping cubes of unit size such
that R" = Ugezn Qp, then for all f € L2(R™),

ﬁGZ"

T 1/2
(5) sup (/ / rta/ZD;/ZWau)f(x)Pdtdw) <11 e,
QpJ0

~

where D3 f (x) = ([§"f(€))" ().
Theorem 1.2. Letn =1 and g € LLL?([0,T] x R), then

(6) HDi/z/ ta/2Wa(07t)9(t)dtHLg(R) S 9l 2@x o)

R4

and, for all g € L} L2([0,T] x R),

t
(7) ||7f°‘/2D3/2/0 Walt, T)g(T)dT | Loy 220,11y S 19123 22 (10,11 %R) -

If n > 2, denoting by {Qpg}sezn a family of non overlapping cubes of unit size such that
R™ = Upezn Qs then, for all g € Ly L2([0,T] x R™),

o (]

2

. 1/2
ta/zDi/z/ Wa(t, 7)g(T)dr dm) S ||9||L,}L§([0,T]an)v
0 ([0,77)

L}
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Local well-posedness.

Theorem 1.3. Let k > 1, then ([2) is locally well-posed in H® for s > n/2 and its solution
satisfies smoothing estimates.

Case b # 0. Let us consider the IVP

Ou = it*Agu +ib(t, z) - Vou + f(t,x)
u(0,z) = up(x).

The results true in this case are true in general, that is, also when b = 0.

9)

Smoothing effect estimates.

Theorem 1.4. Let ug € H*(R"),s € R. Assume that, for all j = 1,...,n, b; is such that
bj € C([0,T],C°(R™)) and there exists o > 1 such that

(10) [Im 830;(, 2)], [Re O35 (¢, 2)| S t*(a)~ ",z e R,

and denote by \(|z|) := (z)77.
Then

(i) If f € LY([0,T); H*(R™)) then the IVP @) has a unique solution u € C([0,T]; H*(R™))
and there exist positive constants C1,Co such that

Co (T2 4 p r
sup [u(t)|s < Cre®>Uarr )<\|U0||s+ / Hf(t)llsdt>;
0<t<T 0

(i) If f € (L2[0,T); H*(R™)) then the IVP (@) has a unique solution u € C([0,T]; H*(R"))
and there exist two positive constants C1,Cy such that

T
sup [lu(t)2+ / / o
0<t<T 0o Jre

(iit) IfAS=Y2f € L2([0, T|xR™ t=*\(|z|)~dtdz) then the IVP @) has a unique solution
ue C([0,T]; H*(R™)) and there exist positive constants Cy,Co such that

T
sup a2+ [ [
0<t<T 0 R™

c Ta+1 T
< OO (Huouz+ | [exen
0 Rn

Above we abbreviated the norm || f[| grswny =: || f|ls-

2 a+1 T
w2 Maarar < e (ol + [0l
0

2
A8+1/2u( A|z|)daz dt

2
A8—1/2f( dz dt) .
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Local well-posedness.

Theorem 1.5. Let L, be such that condition ([I0)) is satisfied. Then the IVP (2) is locally
well posed in H® for s > n/2.

Theorem 1.6. Let L, be such that condition [IQ) is satisfied with o = 2N (thus A\(|z|) =
(x)72N) for some N > 1, and s > n + 4N + 3 such that s —1/2 € 2N. Let H} := {ug €
H*(R™); M|z|)ug € H*(R™)}, then the IVP @) with B > a > 0, is locally well posed in H3.

We remark that in all our local well-posedness results we do not focus on the optimal
index s for the H?® regularity of the initial data. Instead our goal in these theorems is to
show that the nonlinear solutions enjoy the same type of smoothing estimates as the linear
ones.

We conclude this introduction by giving the plan of the paper. In Section 2 we start
the analysis of the case b = 0, and we remark how b = ct, with ¢ a constant imaginary
vector, can be analyzed in a similar manner. First we show that the solution (which is
explicit) to the linear initial value problem involving £, can be written via the use of a
two-parameter family of unitary operators (similarly to the standard case). Afterwards, by
using standard Fourier analysis methods we derive homogeneous time-weighted smoothing
estimates (where the weight depends on the degeneracy) by reducing the case o # 0
(degenerate case) to the nondegenerate case o = 0. This is the first part of Theorem [LT1

In Section 3 we show that the Duhamel’s principle still applies in our context and
prove inhomogeneous time-weighted smoothing estimates with a gain of 1/2 derivative
with respect to the initial data. This is Theorem

In Section 4 we state the local well-posedness result for the nonlinear Cauchy problem
in the case b = 0 in which we consider a nonlinearity of the form u|u|?* with k& > 1, and we
prove that smoothing estimates propagate to these nonlinear solutions. This is Theorem
L3l

In Section 5 we start the analysis of the more general case b #Z 0 (but the results are
true when b = 0 as well). We state the hypothesis on the coefficients b; and prove the local
smoothing effect estimates in weighted Sobolev spaces. Additionally, we prove the local
well-posedness of the linear Cauchy problem by means of the smoothing estimates. This is
Theorem [1.4]

In Section 6 we analyze the local well-posedness of the nonlinear Cauchy problem in
presence of two different nonlinearities. First we consider nonlinearities of the form wu|?*,
k > 1. This is Theorem Afterwards, we consider derivative nonlinearities of the form
tPVu - u?* | where Vu := div(u). This is Theorem

Finally Section 7 contains some final remarks.

2. THE CASE L, = i0; +t*A,. HOMOGENEOUS SMOOTHING PROPERTIES

We start with the analysis of the homogeneous Cauchy problem

(11) { at’LL = itanu

u(s, ) = ug(x),
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where 0 < s <t < T, z € R" and vy is at least in L2(R").
Observe that, by application of the Fourier transform with respect to the space variable,
we get

ﬂ(S, 5) = as(g)v

whose solution at time ¢ < T is given by

a+1isa+1

t,6) = e arr 1EPg (),

and finally, by Fourier inversion formula,
3 ta+1isa+1
(12) )= [ e TR a

Formula (I2)), giving the solution of the homogeneous problem at 0 < ¢ < T starting at
time s < t, can be written as

(13)
Lpat+l_ga+l A
u(t,z) = Wa(t,s)us(x) :=e' ot “ug(x) 1=

o+ 1)7/? lagl)— 12
(i(tas-l — st)l—l—l))n/ge (o) s e *Us ().

Therefore throughout the paper we shall use the notation

-ta+1—sa+1

(14) Wa(t,s) :=¢ att 2 v tel0,T)

to indicate the operator defined as in (L3]). Note that {Wy(t,s)}se[o,7] is a two-parameter
family of unitary operators and that, for any given (¢, s), W, (¢, s) is the "solution operator”
of the IVP ([IIJ), that is, u(t,z) = W, (t, s)us(x) is the solution at time ¢ of (1)) starting
at time s. Moreover the following properties hold:

(i): Wy(t,t) = I,

(il): Wy(t,s) = Wy(t,r)Wy(r, s) for every s,t,r € [0,T];

(iii): Wy(t, s)Agu = Az W, (¢, s)u.

In particular we are interested in solutions starting at time s = 0 (where the operator
is degenerate), that, by (I4)), will be given by u(t,x) = W, (t,0)ug(x). In what follows we
shall often use the notation W, (t,0) =: Wy(¢).

Note that, if « =0 and ¢t > 0,

(15) Wo(t) = eitPe,

which is the standard Schrodinger semigroup.
By ([4) we can easily see the first property of W,,, namely

(16) Wat, s)usl g = llus]l -

The second property of the operator W,, is given by the local smoothing result of Theorem
[[I] that we prove below.
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Proof of Theorem [L1. First note that (4) and (H) are true when o = 0 in (II), that is,
when W,(t) = Wo(t) = e®?< is the standard Schrédinger semigroup (see, for instance, [6]).
Then it suffices to prove that

(17) Hta/2Dglc/2Wa(t)fHif([o,T]) = C'aHD:}:mWo(t)fH%g([o,Tq),
where C,, is a positive constant depending on o and 7" > 0, since then the result will follow
directly from the standard case o = 0. We then reduce the proof to the proof of (I7]).

We have that

T 2
(18) ||ta/2D;/2Wa(t)f”i%([o ) = / 750{/2/ e—z(ta+1|§|2/(a+1)—:c~§)|£|1/2f(£)d£ dt,
’ 0 n

then we apply the change of variables t*+!/(a+1) = s, t = cos'/ (@D ¢, = (a+ 1)1/ @+,
dt = ¢/, 5=/t ds with ¢, = co/(a + 1), and get

[ el feyag
RTL

Ta+1
R
0

Ta+1
o ! / atl
0
Ta+1
a-+1
e /0 IDY2Wo () () Pt

= Ca ||D;/2W0(t)f||i?([07Ta+1/(a+1)]) ’

which gives the result. Finally, by application of the smoothing estimates for Wy (t) = ¢4,
we get (d]) and (@) (see [6], Corollary 2.2). O

2
o s=oHet T g

2
dt

/ e~ ¢ 1/2 e de

Remark 2.1. Now we consider the case b(x,t) = ct®, where ¢ is imaginary. We note that
in his case
-ta+1—sa+1

(19) Wo(t,s) = arr —(BeteValg 4 g 77,

and

—

ot .
Walt, 0)ug(€) = e+ arr (€770,
and the argument proceeds exactly as above.
3. THE CASE —i0; + t*A,. INHOMOGENEOUS SMOOTHING PROPERTIES
We consider here the inhomogeneous Cauchy problem
— 4
(20) Ou = it*Agu + f(t,x)
U(O,.’L’) = uO(‘r)7

where (t,2) € [0,T] x R™, g is at least in L?(R") and f is at least in L2([0,7] x R"), and
we prove that Duhamel’s formula still applies in this case.
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Proposition 3.1. Let ug € L2(R™), then the solution at time t > 0 of the IVP (initial
value problem) [20Q) is given by

t
(21) u(t.) = Walthuo(a) + | Walt, ) f(r,a)dr.
0
Proof. To prove (1)) we will prove that the solution of the IVP (20) is given by
t
(22) u(t,z) = ui(t, x) —I—/ ug (7, x)dT,
0

where u; and uy are the solutions of

Oyuq = it“*Agu
u1(0,z) = uo(z),

Oyug = it“Agu

IVP1 = { ua(T,x) = f(7,2),

IVP2 = {

respectively.
By (I2) we have that, for ¢ fixed and 7 < ¢,
ui(t, ) = Wy (t)up(x),
and

. ta+177_a+1

ug(t,z) = Wol(t,7)f(,2) == 1 )A””f(T,a:).

We now suppose that u(t,z) is the solution at time ¢ of (20), and show that u is exactly
given by (22)). Note that, by using the fact that W,(¢,s) commutes with A,, then if u

solves (20) we get
d . rotl

— d i Ag
EWQ(O,t)u(t,x) == <e +T u(t,:n)>

AL WA (0, Dult, ) + Wa(O,t)%u(t,x)

= it A W (0, )ult, z) + Wa (0, 1) (it Agult, z) + f(t,z))

= i DLW OrTTlE ) + it WaOYAGTE, ) + Wa(0.0)f (1, ).

which gives

d
EWQ(O, t)u(t7 l‘) = Wa(07 t)f(tv $)
We then integrate the last equality

t d t
/ — Wy (0, s)u(s, z)ds = / Wo (0, 7)f(7,x)dT
o ds 0
and find ,
Wo (0, t)u(t, x) = Wa(0,0)up(x) +/ Wo (0, 7) f (7, z)dr,
0
which gives, by applying W, (t) := W, (¢,0) on both sides, and recalling that W, (¢,t) = I,

u(t,z) = Wa(t)uo(x) + Wa(t) /O W0, 7) f (7, 2)dr
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t
= Wa(t)up(z) + / Walt, 7)f (v, 2)dr
0

t
=uy(t,x) +/ ug (7, x)dT.
0

Therefore, if u solves (20)) it is of the form (22]), that is, u is given by formula (2I]).
We conclude the proof by verifying that u given by (2I]) satisfies (20]).
We have

%u(t x)&z’to‘A 2 Wa(t)up(z )+/ AW (t,7)f(T,2)dT + f(t,x)

oA, < /W (t,7)f Ta:)d>+f(t,x)

=it Agu(t,x) + f(t, ),
thus u satisfies (20).

We are now ready to prove Theorem

Proof of Theorem [1.2. The first inequality (@) follows directly from (d]) by duality.
As regards (7)), denoting L% := LE(R™), we have

t
Hta/zDiﬂ/o Wa(t, 7)g(T)dT || oo £2(0,1))

T T 2 1/2
Jiry )
0 0
L
1/2

/OT </OT‘ta/zDimWa(t,T)g(T)‘Zdt> "

T
:/0 |t2/2 DLW (,0)(Wa (0, 7)g(7) |

to‘/2D;/2Wa(t, T)g(T)‘ dr

<
Minkowski

Lge

Lge L7 ([0,T1)

T
< / IWa0,)g(7) 2 dr = gl s oz
by @) Jo

which gives (7).
As for (R]) we first observe that

t
15‘3‘/2D916/2 / Wy (t, 7)g(T)dT
0

r

T
< / #972 DYV 0 (1, 0)Wa (0, 7) (7| 2 017
Minkowski J(

L([o,11)

< ‘ /2 DLW, (1, 7)g ()| dr

L([0,1))
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2 1/2
(f ‘)
Q@p LF([0,1))
T 2 1/2
< [/Q </ Hta/QDi/2Wa(t)Wa(0,T)g(T)”L%([QT])dT) dm]
8 0

T 1/2
< / (/ [£2/2DY2 W, (¢, 0)Wa (0, 7) g7l 22 g0 ) dr.
Minkowski .J( Qp
We then apply the supgeyn on both the RHS and the LHS of the latter inequality and get

9 1/2
sup / dx
pezr \J Qg Li([0,77)

T 1/2
< sup /0 (/Q Hta/zD;/?wa(t,o>wa<o,ﬂg(ﬂuimo,wdx) dr
B

therefore

t
to‘/2Di,/2 / Wy (t, 7)g(T)dT
0

t
150‘/2D91E/2 / Wo(t, m)g(T)dr
0

ﬁGZ"

T 1/2
< /0 sup (/Q ut“/?D;/?wa(t,o>wa<o,ﬂg(ﬂuimo,mdx) dr
B

ﬁGZ"

T
< / W0, 7)g(7) | 2 ey
by @) Jo

T
:/0 l9(m) |2 mydT = 191l L2 (0,77) L2 (")

which concludes the proof.
O

As remarked for the homogeneous problem, also in the inhomogeneous one we considered
above we can take b(z,t) = t*c where c is an imaginary vector and obtain the same results.
4. LOCAL WELL-POSEDNESS FOR THE NONLINEAR CAUCHY PROBLEM

Let us now consider the nonlinear initial value problem

Opu = it Agu £ ulu|?
> | i) = e

where k£ > 1 is a positive integer. We shall prove that ([23]) is locally well posed in H*(R"),
for s > n/2.

In the sequel we shall use the notation W, (t,0) =: W, ().
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Definition 4.1. We say that the IVP (23) is locally well-posed (l.w.p) in H*(R™) if for
any ball B in the space H*(R™) there exist a time T and a Banach space of functions
X C L*=([0,T],H*(R™)) such that for each initial datum ug € B there exists a unique
solution u € X C C([0,T], H*(R™)) for the integral equation

t
u(a, 1) = Wa(tyuo + / Wa(t,7)uf?u(r)dr.
0
Furthermore the map ug — u is continuous as a map from H*(R™) into C([0,T], H*(R™)).

To prove the local well-posedness we shall use the following result.

Lemma 4.0.1. Let g(u) = ulu|?* and s, positive integers with | < s and s > n/2. Then

(24) gl < llull 7

(25) lg(w) = g()llze S (luliEs + IollE)llu = vll 2,
(26) 19" (w) = gV @)l < (luallF + Il F )l = vlle,
(27) llg(uw) = g()llzzs < (lullFfe + [I13) 1 — vl

We are now ready to prove Theorem [I.3]

Proof of Theorem [1.3. The proof is based on the standard fixed point argument. For con-
venience we shall assume that the nonlinear term is given by 4u|u|?* but the proof applies
with no modification in the focusing case. We assume first that n = 1. Let X be the
following metric space

X = {u:[0,T] x R = C; [t D3> ul| oo 210,79y < 00, I|ull Lgw o,y < o0},
equipped with the distance
d(u,v) = ||75a/2D91g/2+s(U - U)HLgOLf([o,T]) + Jlu — U||Lgo([o,T])H; + Jlu — U||L;>°([0,T])Lg

in which H; stands for the homogeneous Sobolev space, and consider
¢
B:X X, Bu) = Walt)uo + / Wi (t, 7 )ulul?t (F)dr.
0

We now prove that ® is a contraction, since then the result follows by application of the
fixed point theorem.
We have that

¢
1@ (uw)]lx < [Wa(t)uolx + H/O Walt, 7)ulul? (r)dr||x,
and consider the two terms on the RHS separately.

For the homogeneous term we have

[Wa(t)uolx = |’ta/2Dglc/2+SWa(t)u0 ”LgOLf([O,T])+”Wa(t)uoHLtOO([QT})H;"‘”Wa(t)UOHL?"([O,T})L%
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< [[Dzuollrz + 2[luo| s
by
< 3Juol -
For the nonlinear term we get

t t
|| /0 Walt, T)uul* (r)dr|x = [t/ DY+ /0 Walt, P)ulul* (r)dr | e 12

(0,77

t t
+”/0 Wa(tvT)u’u‘%(T)dTHLfO([O,T])H; +H/0 Wa(t, 7)ulu|* (7)d7 || oo 0,17 12

t
(él) ID5ulwl® | 11 o,z + ||/0 Wa(t, 7)Diulul* (7)d7 || oo 0,772

H [ Walt el 0l oz
Note that
ID5ulul® | 11 0.7 2
< THUW%HLM(OT}) :

< CT|ull7e
by € L5°([0,T) H,

< CTul¥,
and that

t t
H/O Wa(t, 7)D3ulul* (T)dr || 1o (0,712 = HWa(t)/O Wa(0,7) D3ulul™ (7)dr | 1= (0.1 12

2 1/2
< / dx
R
T 9 1/2
§/ (/ ‘WQ(O,T)D§u|u|2k(T)‘ dm) dr
0 R

k
= | D3 ulul* || s oy r2
< THU\U’%HLM( [0,T))Hz

< OT |20 2y

< CT||ul %+

T
| [waton)Dzuluf ) ar
0

Similarly
t
|| /0 Wt 7)ulul? (7)dT | oo (0.7 22

k
< | D3ulul® |1 0,1 22
< CTH ||2k+1

13
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therefore, by application of the previous inequalities we get
t
I [ Walt. Dulul (r)arilx < CTIuIRE.

Putting together the previous estimates we have
19 (w)llx < 3lluollms + CrTJuf 3

which gives that ® : X — X.
Let R = 6[|uo||gs and consider Br = {u € X; |lul|lx < R} C X. Then, by choosing T
such that C1TR?** < 1/2, we get that, for all u € Bg

|®(u)||lx < R/2+ CiTR**! <R,

which gives that ® sends Bgr in Bpg.
We now prove that ® is a contraction.
Let u,v € Bg, and consider

t
|®(u) — B(v)|x = | /0 Wt 7) (ulul? (7) — vfo]?* (r))dr | x
t
= [[t*/2 D+ / Walt,7) (ulalP(7) = vlo (7)) drl . 2 0.7
0
¢ 2k 2k
[ Wattor) (b (7) = oloP ) e o

+ /0 Walto) (ul(7) — oo ) e oy
=I+11+1I1.
By using the same estimates used before we have that
I < (1D* (uful** = olo**)l| L1 o,y 22
< Tlulul®* — U|U|2k||L°° ([0,T])Hs

< U700 s + V]| 7% s)[|u— V||
- CT(ullFe o.rmyms + 10175 oy 22l | Le< (0,77 22

< CT(|full3 + l[o3)lu — vllx
< CTR*||u — v]|x.
For IT we estimate the L®°([0,T])H? - norm as before and get, once more,
I < ||D*(ulul® = o[o*)[| L1 o,17)22
< CTR**|u — vl x,

while, once again,
k k
11T < JJuful* = vfv? L2 o, 22

< CTR*||ju — v x.
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We then have
[®(u) — ®(v)||x < CoTR*|lu—v|x,
where T was chosen in such a way that C{T R <1 /2. We then choose the time T such
that T' = min{ﬁ, ﬁ}, and conclude that @ is a contraction. The result then follows

by fixed point arguments.
We now assume that n > 1. We proceed like above and we consider the space

X ={u:[0,T] x R™ = C; [[t*/2D3F2u)|p < oo, ||u| e

[O,T]H; < OO},

where

M= sup || - || z2 2 ,
Il sup. I | z2(Qg)L2(10,17)
and
dx (u,0) = /232w = )l + flu = vl o oz + 10 = Vlleze o722
Once again we consider

t
B X X, Du) = Walthuy + / Wi (¢, 7)ulul® (7)dr,
0

and prove that ® is a contraction.
We have that

t
1@ (w)]lx < [Wat)uolx + II/0 Walt, 7)ulul* (r)dr||x,

and we estimate the two terms on the RHS separately.
For the homogeneous term we have

[Wa(t)uollx = mta/2D§+1/2Wa(t)U0mT + ”Wa(t)UOHLgoqQT})H; + ”Wa(t)UOHL;’O([O,T])L%
< [t D32 W (8) Dyuollr + 2[|Wa (8o | Lo (jo,77) 1

= sup ||ta/2Dglc/2Wa(t)D;u0HLQ(Qﬁ)Lf([O,T}) + 2[|[Wa (t)uo | Lo (o, Es

Bezn
< [[Dzuol| L2 rry + 2l|uol| s
®
< 3|[uo |-
For the inhomogeneous term we have
t t
(28) I [ Wt el el <1 [ Walt.yuluf el
@8

t
+2] /0 Wt 7yl (7)dr | oo o

@812)
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where .
@81) ZBSSZILHW/QDJEM/O W (t,7) Dyulul** ()dr | 2 (04 2(0.17)
é) ||D;U|U|2k||Lg([o,T])L2(Rn) < TJful®|| Lo (0,7 1 (R7)
%h-+1 2%+1
< T”uHL"j—(OT})Hé(R") < CTlulx™,
and
2812) = sup /W t, 7 )ulu* (1)dr
t€[0,T Hs(R™)
= sup [ [ Watt. 7)1+ D2 Pulul? ()
te[0,T] L2

t
Wa(t,7)(1 + D) 2ulul* (r)|dr

9 1/2
< sup / dx
t€[0,T] R"®

t
. < /0 H(l+Dgsw%\ur%mHLz(Rn)dT)

Minkowski t€[0,T

T
- /0 el () 7

2k 2k
= [lulul ™| 1 o,r7) oy < Tllelul™ | oo (0,775 (RR)
k k
< T||u||%oj'(10 (0,7)) H = (R™) <COT|u ||2 L
Therefore, putting together the previous estimates, we get

1@ (w)llx < 3luollss + CLT[lul 5,

hence ¢ : X — X.

Let now R = 6|ug| frs(rny and T such that C/TR?* < 1/2, then ||®(u)||x < R for all
u € Bpg, that is, ® sends B into Bpg.

We now end the proof by showing that ® is a contraction.

Let u,v € Bg, then

t
@) — ()|x = | / Wa(t,7) (ulu () — ofol* (7)) x
t
< [/ s+ / Wa(t,7) (ulul () — olo| ()l
0
¢ 2k 2k
1 /0 W (t,7) (uful () — o}l (7)) | 3 (0.70) 13

=141,
where, by (27) and the procedure used before,

LT < ulul® = ool || 11 (0,17 ms ()
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< OT (||l P o7y sy + 1011750 (0,79 s ey )1 = V11 e 10,77 11 (e -
Now, since u,v € BR, we get

1@ (u) — @(0) | x < CoTR™|lu — 070 (0,77 (2

Finally, by suitably choosing the time T we get that the operator ® is a contraction and
the result follows.

5. THE CASE b #Z 0: SMOOTHING ESTIMATES

We now consider the more general case (Il) where b #Z 0. For simplicity of notation let
us rename

(29) Lo =0y + 1Ay + b(t, 2) - Va,

where V= (Ozy, -y Ox,,), A = D0y D, b(t, @) = (b1(t, @), ..., bu(t, 7)), b € C([0,T], Cp°(R™))
forallj=1,..,n, and CPR™) ={f¢€ C‘X’(}Rn) :0%f € L®(R"), Va € Z} }. Moreover we
assume that there exist ¢y > 0 and o > 1 such that, for all j =1,...,n

Im 20, ()|, |Re 825, (1, 2)| < ()1, for |5| = 0,1.

Our goal here is to prove some weighted smoothing estimates similar to the previous ones
for the operator above.

Remark 5.1. The smoothing estimates we are going to prove in this section are better
than the ones proved in the case b =0, in the sense that for the non homogenous term we
will be able to obtain some smoothing estimates with a gain of one derivative with respect
to the regularity of initial data in the IVP. The smoothing estimates below can, of curse, be
applied to the case b = 0 as well. Moreover, one can prove these estimates in a more direct
way in the case b = 0. However, since we are interested in the case b Z 0 in which a direct
proof is mot applicable, we shall give the proof of the result for the general case directly.

As we shall see, a key point in the proof of the smoothing properties for [29)) is the use
of Doi’s lemma (Lemma[A.0.1lin the Appendix).

We use Lemma [A.0.1] on the symbol a¥ := a = ay + ia1 + agp such that as(x,§) = [€]?
and a3 = ap = 0. In this case conditions (B1) and (B2) of Lemma [A.0.]] are trivially
satisfied, while (A6) holds with ¢(z,¢) = z - £(&)~!. Therefore, by Lemma [A.0.1] with
N(|z|) = C'(z)77 (see Remark [A.]), with C” is to be chosen later, we get that there exists
p € S° and C > 0 such that (54)) holds.

We then consider the pseudo-differential operator K with symbol K (x,&) = eP@& A,
where A% := (£)® and p(x,&) is given by Doi’s lemma, and define the norm N on H*(R"),
equivalent to the standard one (see [§] for the proof of the equivalence), given by

(30) N(w? = | Kull§ + [[ull?,

where || - ||s stands for the standard norm in the Sobolev space H*(R™).

Finally, following the technique used in [§], we make use of the norm N to prove smooth-
ing properties of the solutions of the IVP ([@]) that we stated in Theorem [T.41

The proof of this theorem is essentially reduced to the proof of the following lemma.
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Lemma 5.0.1. Let s € R, A(|z|) := (x)77 and o > 1 such that ([I0) holds. Then there
exists C1,Cy > 0 such that, for all uw € C([0,T]; H*2(R™)) N CL([0, T]; H*(R™)), we have
(31)

o (Ta+1 +T) T ‘ ‘
sup |lu(t)||s < Cre ' aF1 <Huo|]5 +/ |0y — it Ay — ib(t, ) - Vz)u(t, ')Hsdt> ;
0<t<T 0

(32)

C(ﬂ_i_T) T .
sup Jlu(®)]ls < CreC2sn <|ru<-,T>us+ / H(at—z‘mx—zb(twc)-vx>*u<t,->usdt);
0<t<T 0

T 2
(33) sup Hu(t)Hf—i—/ / t“ A8+1/2u‘ A(|z|)dz dt
0<t<T 0 Jre
c Ta+1 T
< Cre2TFTHD (w2 + O — it A, — ib(t, ) - Vo)ult, )| 2dt ) ;
<Ch [[uoll [1(0 o = ib(t, ) - Vo)ult,-)|5dt ) ;
0
T 2
(34) sup [lu(t)|? + / ¢ As+1/2u‘ A|z|)dx dt
0<t<T 0 JRn

fory nns 2 T 1
< 010 <\|uo||s+ | [ reaa-
0 R”

Proof. Recall that we defined the norm N(u) on H*(R™) to be the one given in ([B0). We
then estimate the quantity

0N (u)? = O\l Kullg + Ollulli_y = I + I1.
For the term /I we have
IT = O|ju?_; = 0 (A*tu, A¥ ) = 2Re(A* 1 Dpu, A*u)
= 2Re(A*TL(it“ A, +ib(t, x) - Vyu), A1)
= 2Re(it“ A" Ayu, A7 1u) —2Re(A*~1b(t, x) - Dyu, A5~ u) 4+ 2Re(A*Lf, A~ 1u)

=0

s—1/2 g« o . . 2
A (0 —it* Ay —ib(t,x) - Vyu(t, )| dxdt).

< Ct®u]l2 + 2Re(A*Lf, A Lu),
where (vecall) Dy = (Dyy s .oy Dy, ) = (=041, .., —i05,) and b(t, ) - Dy = 377, bj(t, 2) Dy,
with b; € C([0,T7; C;°(R™)) such that (I0) holds.
Observe that the following estimates hold:
(35) 2Re(A*Lf, A" ) < 2| o1 lulls1 < CN(f)N (),
and
2Re(AS_1f, As—lu> _ 2Re<t_a/2)\(|:E|)_1/2AS_1/2f, ta/2)\(|$|)1/2/\8_3/2u>
< 2N ]) T EATT2 £E 4 (e 2N () AT ) B

(36) < EONa) ATV E AT ) 40N (),
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Therefore, by using (B8] and (B6l), we get that IT can be estimated by

(37) IT < Ct*N(u)? + ' min{ N (f)N (u); EN(|z|) TP ASTV2f, AS7V2 1))

with C' and C’ new suitable constants.
We now consider the term [

(38) || K ul|§ = 2Re(0, K u, Ku) = 2Re(K dyu, Ku)
= 2Re(K (it“ Ay + ib(t, x) - Vg)u), Ku) + 2Re(K f, Ku)
= 2Re (it (K, Ay]u, Ku) + 2Re(it* Ay Ku, Ku)
=0
—2Re(K b(t, ) - Dyu, Ku) + 2Re(K f, Ku)
= 2Re(it*[K, A Ju, Ku) — 2Re([K, b(t, z) - Dy]u, Ku)
—2Re(b(t,z) - Dy Ku, Ku) 4+ 2Re(K f, Ku),

and estimate the term 2Re([K, b(t, x) - Dy]u, Ku) in the the fifth line of (38]). Recall that,
given two symbols p; € 8™ py € S™2 associated with two operators P, and P, then we
have that the symbol of the commutator [Py, P»](x, D) is given by —i{p1, p2}(z, £)+p3(z, &),
where p3 € Smitm2=2, Therefore since K(x,€) = eP@8(1 4 |¢2)*/2 and the symbol of
b-Dy =b(t,x) Dy is Y31 bj(t, x)fj, we have that the operator [K,b(t,z) - D,] is of order
s and has symbol

n

(39) [K,b(t,3) - Dy](t,,€) = —i{K(2,£), > bj(t,2)&} +re-1(t,z,8)
7j=1

n

= —i 3 [PEO Al ) + A THEOG) D (On, byt 2)E;

k=1 j=1

ep(x7§) (6mkp(l‘, g))As(g)bk (t7 l‘):| + Ts—l(t’ Ty 5)

Therefore, by the properties of b(t,x) (recall that b € Cp° and is bounded, together with
its derivatives in space, by t*\(|z|) we get

—2Re([K, b(t, z) Dy u, Ku) < Ct*||u))?,

where we used ||7s—1(t, x, D)ullop < Ct%||u||s—1 (this estimate is deduced by using the prop-
erties of b following [10] Theorem 1.1.20 pag.14).

Note also that, once more by using the pseudo-differential calculus, we get [K, Az](z, D) =
[p, Az]K(z, D) + rs(x, D), where ry is of order s and p = p(z, D) is the operator of order
0 appearing in the definition of the norm N (-).

Now we can estimate (38]) in the following way
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BR) < Ct*||ul|? + 2Re((it*[p, Ay)(x, D) — b(t, ) - Dy)Ku, Ku) + |2Re(it%r(z, D)u, Ku)|
(40) < Ct¥|ul|? + 2Re((it*[p, Ay](z, D) — b(t, 2) D) Ku, Ku),

where C' is a new suitable positive constant.
We denote Q(x; D) :=it*[p, A](z, D) — b(t, ) - D, whose symbol is such that

,€) = Re (it (—i){p, —1€]*}(x, &) — b(t,x) - £) + 1o
< —t*{p, [} (2, &) + [Reb(t,x) - &| + 7o
< —t*{p, ¢ }H(@, &) + |Reb(t, 2)¢| + C4

%m —CtN(|z])[€] + Cat® + Cot“A(|z])[¢] + C

Re Q(z

by
< t*(Co — C)A(|z]) €] + Cat® + Cy
< =Ct*X(|z))|§] + Cot* + C

—CtN|z])(1 + [£]) + CtN\(|z]) + Cat® + Cy

< —CtX\(|z) (A + €22 + st 4 Cy

= t*(=CA(J2])(1 + [£[)/* + C3) + Cu
where we chose C’ (which is possible by Doi’s lemma, see Remark [AT]) in order to have
Co— C' <.

Due to the property of the symbol of () we can apply the Garding inequality and get

IN

2Re(Q(z, D)Ku, Ku) < —Ct*(\(|z]|)A* Ku, Ku) + Cst®|| Kul|2 4 C4|| Kul|2
< —Ct*(A(|z)A Ku, Ku) + C3t*|Juls + Callul}
Since A € C¢°, by using the symbolic calculus we get that
A|z))A @z, D) = (A(|=)*AY?)? (, D) + ro(, D),

where 7¢(x, D) has order 0.

Then, by the latter property, we get
(41)  2Re(Q(x, D)Ku, Ku) < —Ct*||A(J)" /2 A2 Kul[§ + C5t*|[ul|? + Callul,
where C' > 0 is a new suitable constant.

By plugging (@I]) in (40) we get
(42) 3| Kullo < Ct*N(u)? + C'N(u)? — C"t*||A\(|jz|)2AYV2 Kulf + C"' N (f)N (u),
where in the latter we used Re(K f, Ku) < C"'N(f)N(u).

Finally, by using (87) and the equivalence between the norms || - ||s and N(-) (see [§]
pag.390), we obtain

(43) N (u)? = Oy Kul® + 0y |ull_,
< Ct®N(u)? + C'N(u)? = C"t*|A(|z|) 2 A2 Kul|2 + C" N (f)N (u)+
+C3min{ N (f)N (u); (¢~ A(|z]) T ASTV2 £, A2 1)),
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where the constants are (eventually) new suitable constants.
From (43]) we will get (31)), (82]) and (B3] as we shall prove below.
Proof of ([BI)). As regards (BI]) we observe that, from [@3]) we have
0N (u)? < O1(t* +1)N(u)? + CoN(u)N(f)
(again Cy and C9 new constants) which gives,
20;N (u) < C1(t* + 1)N(u) + CoN(f)

and
) <2e—%01(ta+1/(a+1)+t)N(u)) < 026_%Cl(ta+l/(a+1)+t)N(f).

Hence, by integrating in time from 0 to ¢ we get

t
N(u(t)) < Ce%cl(taJrl/(a-l—l)-‘rt) [N(u(O)) +02/ e—é01(50+1/(a+1)+5)N(f)d8:|

0
t
< (lesCLE f(at1)+t) [N(U(O)) + / N (f)dS],
0

which finally gives BI) by the equivalence of the norms. O
Proof of [B2) . The proof of ([B2) follows from (BI]) applied to the adjoint operator and
with wu(t, ) replaced by u(T —t,-). O

proof of (33). To obtain (33) we first observe that there exists a pseudo-differential oper-
ator K such that 3
[=KK+9, |,

where ¥, | is an operator with symbol r_; of order —1 (see [8] pag.390 for the proof). By
using this property we get

(49) MDY 2AT 2ullg < (A2l 2AY2) (A K) (KA )ully + O(N ()
< AT R)Y () V2 A ) (KA )ulo + N (u)
< ¢ (|2 2AY2) (KA ullo + N(w)

where, in the second line, we used the fact that [ASK, A(|z|)'/2AY2]KAY/? is a pseudo-
differential operator of order s together with the equivalence of the norms || - ||s and N(-).
Therefore, again from (43]), we have

N ()% < CL(t* + 1)N(uw)? — "t | A(Jz|)V2AYV2 Ku||2 + C""N(f)N (u)
< CL(t* + 1N (u)? — Cot*N(|z) 2 AT 20, A(|z|) V2 A5 20) 4+ C5N (u)? + C4N(f)?
< Ot + )N (u)? — Cot® A(|z]) 2N 2u, (|2 V2 ATV 20) + C4N (f)?,
where the constants are new suitable constant. Hence

0N (u)? + Co(t*PA(ja) 2N 2, 10PN () 2 AT 2u) < Ci(8* + 1N (w)® + CaN (f)?,
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so that by integrating in time from 0 to ¢,

N (u())? + Coed O+ /et

t
(45) ></ e—%Cl(sa+1/(a+1)+s)<Sa/2)\(‘x’)1/2As+l/2u7Sa/2)\(‘x’)1/2As+l/2u>ds
0

t
Se%c’l(ta+l/(a+l)+t) |:N(u(0))2+/ e—%Cl(sa+1/(a+1)+8)N(f)2ds:|
0

t
56%01(Ta+1/(a+1)+T) [N(U(O))2+/ N(f)2d5} .
0

From the previous estimate we get
2 Loy (qet? +T 2 r 2
(46) sup N (u(t)? < ex T/t DFT) | N (4(0))? + / N(f)2%ds| .
t€[0,T] 0
Moreover, the second term on the LHS of (43]) satisfies
t
e%cl(ta+1/(a+1)+t)/ e—%cl(sa+1/(a+1)+s)<Sa/2)\(|x|)1/2As+1/2u’ Sa/z)\(|l‘|)1/2/\s+1/2u>d8
0

> 31t/ (at1)+1) lCl(SQH/(‘J‘Jrl)Jrs)) X

( inf e72
s€[0,77]

t
x/ (s A(|2]) /2 AT 20, 52PN (|2]) 2 AT Py ds
0

t
> / (PN 2ASFY 20, 522N (|2])V2ASTY 20 ds.
0

Therefore, using the previous inequality and (43]),

T
(47) 02/ <80‘/2)\(|x|)1/2A8+1/2u,80‘/2)\(|x|)1/2As+1/2u>ds
0

t
=y sup /(so‘/z)\(]ac\)lﬂASHﬂu,so‘/z)\(]a;\)lﬂAsHﬂu)ds
t€[0,7]J0

t
< Cy sup e%c’l(taJrl/(a—i-l)—i—t) / e—%01(8a+1/(a+1)+s) <Sa/2)\(’f]}")1/2A8+1/2u, Sa/z)\(’x‘)l/2A8+1/2u>ds
te[0,7 0

T
< BT o)) + [ V(s
@) 0

Finally, by summing up (46) and (47) we get (33). O
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Proof of ([B4). To prove (34]), denoting by A := A(|z|), we write
(48) 2Re(K f, Ku) = 2Re(t*2NV2NV2K f 102 A=V 2 A2 )

< EHtO‘/2)\1/2A1/2KuH(2) + éHt—a/2)\—1/2A—1/2Kng
_ 6||ta/z)\1/2A1/2KA_S_1/2AS+1/2UHg
_i_l‘‘t—oe/2)\—1/2A—1/2K-A—s-i-1/2As—1/2fHg7
9

Since AY2KA—571/2 and A~Y2K A~511/2 are both pseudo-differential operators of order
0 in xz, we have

$/2\L/2\1/2 e A =s=1/2 _ A1/2 e —s—1/240/2)1/2 | 7501/2\1,Ll’

where U, | denotes an operator of order —1 in the space variable. Of course the same
property holds for the operator t~®/2\=1/2A~1/2 g A—5+1/2,
We use these properties in ([{48]) to get

(49) 2Re(K f, Ku) = 2Re(t*2XNV2NV2 K f 102 A=V 2 A=12 | u)

1
< cref|t PNV 2y f ngIIt_a/2A_1/2A3_1/2fIIS + cat®Jull3.

By using ([#4) and (#9) in (@3]), and the equivalence between the norms N(-) and || - [[s,
we obtain

1 —a - s—
N (u)? + (co — e12) [t*PN2ATF2ul|f < et N (u)? + co— ||t PAT2ATT2 |G,

where ¢;, j = 0, 1,2, 3 are new suitable constants, and we choose £ > 0 such that ¢y —ci1e >
c>0.
Since € is now fixed, we have

1
ON (W) + [t/ 2NN 2} < et N ()? 4 ep |7 2A7 12N 12,

which gives, by integrating in time from 0 to ¢, and by using the same argument as in the
proof of ([B3]), the proof of (B4]). O

The proof is then complete. O
Lemma [5.0.1] allows to prove the well-posedness and smoothing result in Theorem 1.4

Proof of Theorem [1.4) From (3I]) of Lemmal[5.0.1l we immediately get the uniqueness of the
solution. In fact, let u be a solution of the homogeneous IVP for (29)), i.e., with f = 0, and
initial data ug = 0. Then, by (3] of Lemma [5.0.1] we get u = 0 and thus the uniqueness
(even in the general case f # 0 and ug # 0).

About the existence, we get the results by using density arguments as we will prove below.
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Case 1: f € S(R™™!) and uy € S(R™).
We consider the subspace

E = {P"p; p € C°(R" %[0, T))} = (9 —it* Ay +b(t, )-Dy)* (C5°(R™H1)) € LY([0, T]; H*(R™)

and the linear functional
T
*:E—C, (*(P)= /0 (fyo)rexr2dt + (ug, p(+,0)) 25 2.

Then, by ([B2) of Lemma [5.0.1] (applied on ¢) with s replaced by —s, for n = P*p, with
p € CP(R™ % [0,T)) we get

1] < I fll@iomymsy sup llollg=s + lluollaz l[0(0) ]| -
te[0,7

a+1 a
< T @D (£ oy + ol ) 1l 2 o a2y

which gives the continuity of £* on E (the last inequality follows from (B2]) of Lemma [5.0.1]
applied both on the term sup;e (o 77 |||l 7+ and [|¢(0)[| ;s together with the compactness of
the support of ). By the Hahn-Banach theorem we can extend ¢* on L([0,7] : H=%(R"))
and finally get the existence of u € L'([0,T]; H~*(R™))* = L>([0,T]; H*(R")) such that

T
E*(P*QD) = <u7 })*(’10>L2><L2 = /0 <f7 (10>L2><L2dt+ <u07(10('70)>L2><L27 VQD € Cgo(Rn X [OvT))

and thus Pu = f in the sense of distributions for 0 <t < T

Notice that Pu 2 f means that (0, — it“A, + b(t,z) - Dy)u z f (as distributions on
C5°([0,T] x R™)), therefore, since f € S(R""!), we have that dyu € (L><[0,T) : H*~2(R")),
which gives u € (C([0,7) : H*"2(R")). We then use the equation once more, that is
Ou = it*A, + b(t,x) - Dyu + f, and get, by doing the same consideration, that u €
(Co,T) : H*=4R")) and u(z,0) = ug(x). Finally, since ug € H*(R"), repeating the
previous argument with s 4+ 4 in place of s we conclude that there exists a solution u of
the IVP associated to (29]) to which parts (i)-(iv) of Lemma [5.0.1] apply.

Case 2: f € LY([0,T); H*(R™)) and ug € H*(R™).

In this case we take two sequences f; € S(R"™!), v; € S(R") such that f; — f in
(LY([0,T)) : H*(R™) and v; — ug in H*(R™).

By the arguments of case 1 we find a solution u; of the IVP associated with ([29]) with
f; and v; in place of f and ug respectively. Since u; satisfies (1) of Lemma [5.0.1] we have
that u; is a Cauchy sequence, therefore, passing to the limit, we get that v = lim;_, u; is
a solution of the IVP with initial data f and in initial data ug satisfying ([B2) of Lemma
.01, which proves (ii) of the theorem.

Case 3: f € L*([0,T]; H*(R"™)) and ug € H*(R™).
Here we proceed as in case 2 where, instead, f; € S(R™™!) is such that f; — f in
(L2([0,T]); H*(R™). Under this hypothesis we get point (ii) of the theorem, that is, it
exists a solution u € (C[0,7T) : H*(R")) satisfying (B3] of Lemma [5.0.1]
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Case 4: A*~12f € (L2(R" x [0,T]) : t=°\(|Jz|)~*dzdt) and ug € H*(R™).
In this case it is possible to prove that there exists g; € S(R"™!) such that g; — A2
in (L2(R™) x [0,T] : t=*\(|z|)~'dzdt). Applying once again the procedure used in case 1
with f; replaced by A=**1/2¢; in @34)) of Lemma 0.1} and passing to the limit, we finally
get point (iii) of Theorem L4
O

6. THE CASE b # 0: LOCAL WELL-POSEDNESS OF THE NONLINEAR CAUCHY PROBLEM

We now analyze the local well-posedness of the IVP

Ou = it*Agu + ib(t, z) - Vyu + P(u, u, Vu, Vi)
(0, z) = up(x).

under the previous hypotheses on the term b in (50]). Note that, with some abuse of
notation, the quantity Vu in the nonlinear term is Vu := div(u) := 2?21 Oz;u, and,
simlarily, the quantity Vu.

First we shall consider the case P(u,u,Vu,Vi) = P(u) = Fulu/?*, k& > 1, which
is treated in Theorem and, afterwards, the case P(u, @, Vu, Vi) = 8V, u - u?* in
Theorem The proof is based on the contraction argument, which, once again, is
obtained through the use of the smoothing estimates proved in the previous section.

(50)

Remark 6.1. Observe that in the proof below we will assume that the solution of the
homogeneous problem is again of the form W (t)ug. Since we know from Theorem[1.7] that
the solution of the linear problem exists, we assume that there exists a two-parameter family
of operators, denoted W,,(t,T), giving the solution at time t of the homogeneous problem
with initial condition at time T (recall, Wy(t,0) := Wy(t)). Under this assumption one can
prove that Duhamel’s formula still applies, therefore it makes sense to consider the operator
® in the form given above. This is important to keep in mind since we will apply the same
strategy in the subsequent case as well, that is, in the case P(u,u, Vu,Vu) = +t8V u - u?k.

Proof of Theorem[1.3. We shall make use of the result in Theorem [I.4] concerning the
linear problem to prove the result in the nonlinear case. Once again, we give the proof
in the defocusing case since the proof in the focusing case applies with no modifications.
According to Theorem [[.4] we have the local well-posedness in H®, s > n/2, for the linear
IVP @). We now write the solution of (B0) as

¢
(51) u(t,r) = Wy (t)ug +/ Wy (t, 7)P(u, u, Vu, Va)dr,
0
where W, (t,7) is a new suitable two-parameter family of unitary operators.

Because of the previous assumption, solving the IVP (B0) with P(u, @, Vu, Vi) = ulu|?*
is equivalent to find the solution of the integral equation

t
u(tax) = Wa(t)uo +/ Wa(th)u’qudT’
0
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therefore, as in the proof of Theorem [[.4] we look for the solution given by the fixed point
of the map

t
D(u) = Wy (t)ug +/ W (t, 7)u|u|?*dr,
0
defined on

T 1/2
X 1= {u: [0,T] x R™ = C; [Jull ooz < oo, (/ / 1A (J]) | A 20 da dt> < oo},
0 n

where, recall, A(|z|) := (x)?, with ¢ > 1 and such that (I0)) holds.

Proving the existence of a fixed point for ® is, once more, equivalent to prove that the
map ® is a contraction, and, in order to do that, we will first show that ® sends X7 into
itself. The key point here will be to reduce ourself to a linear case to which the linear
smoothing estimates apply.

Observe that, denoting by v := ®(u), we have that v solves the linear problem

O — it*Agv — ib(t, ) - Vv = ulul?*
v(0,2) = uo(x),

and we can estimate [[®(u)|xs = [[v/xs through the smoothing estimates given by point
(i) and (ii) of Theorem [I.4
In particular we define

T 1/2
oty = Il + ([ x(eDIA 20z i

— I 411,
where, by (i) of Theorem [[.4]

/TO‘+1 T
I = ollgep: < CeC5F T (HuOHs -/ Huruw%usdt)
0

and, by (ii) of Theorem [L4]

T 1/2
IT = (/ / N2 | AT 20) 2 da dt)
0 n

¢! (Tatl T 1/2
< Ce? (TJrl +T) (Huo\li +/ \|u|u|2k\|§dt>
0

, [ Totl T 1/2
< 0 (5 +T) <Hu0||§+(/ ||u|u|2’f||§dt) )
0

Following the same computations of Theorem [L.6 we have

T
k k k
/0 ol st = ulul 1|0y < CTull2524,
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and .
k
/0 lulul 1z dt < llulul® ||z llulal® (| s < T2(ull 757

so, fixing an upper bound for T, T' < 1 for instance (but not necessarily),

1/2
c Ta+1+T T T
Pl < e o) (uglla+ [ ™ ot + ([ Nuful12zde
0 0

1
< C’ecl(mﬂ) <||U0||H; + THUH%I?I}I;)

< Clluollms + CTull 2525,

< Clluol|ms + CTHuH%%JFl

where, with some abuse of notations, C' is a new suitable constant.
From the previous estimate we get that ® sends X7 into itself. Moreover, let R be R =

|uo|| s, then, once again from the previous estimate, for all u € B C X3 (where Bp
denotes the ball of radius R in X7¥) we have

1@ (w)l|xs = [lvllks < R/2+ CTR* T,

which gives, by choosing T < 1 sufficiently small so that CTR?**! < R/2, that ® sends
Bpr into Bp.

What is left now is to prove that ® is a contraction. We then consider v := ®(u) and
w := ®(u'), and have

t
o — wllxs = | /0 W (t,7) (uful — o/ [P)dr | 3.

By the previous argument applied to v — w, which, in particular, is the solution of the
linear problem with f = u|u|?* — «/|v/|?* and initial datum 0, we have (for T < 1)

T T 1/2
e /0 \|u|u|2k—u’|u'|2k\|sdt+(/0 Hu|u|2’f—u'|u’|2kuzdt> .

By using the estimates used in Theorem and Theorem [L.6] we have
lo —wllxz < CT(ullZe gy + 10l 25 1) 1w — vll oz
< OT(ull2, + 1135l — 'l1x;.
Recalling that v = ®(u) and w = ®(u’), we obtain, for any u,u’ € Bp,
1©(u) — @()l|x; < CTR*|lu —u'[|x;.-

Finally, eventually by taking 7' smaller in such a way that CTR* < 1, we conclude that
® is a contraction, which gives, after application of the standard fixed point argument, the
desired result.

O
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We now consider the case in which the nonlinearity P(u,u, Vu,Va) = +t8V u - u?*,
that is, P(u,u, Vu, V) = £t° Z;LZI Oz ;u - u?*. To deal with this case we will need some
lemmas that we will borrow from [6] and that we recall in the Appendix (see Lemma
and Lemma [A.0.3]). Additionally, we will make use of the following lemma.

Lemma 6.0.1. Let f,g € H3(R™), s > n/2, such that (x)*N f, (x)*Ng € H"/?** for some
€>0and N € N, then

1)*™ £glls < W)Y FIR jarellgllZ + 142)*V gll7 s N FIIZ-

Proof. Since for [¢ —n| < |n| we have (€) = (1+ |¢€ =7 +n|*)'/* < (n), then
@ sgll = [ (@210 = bey Fate) P

= [ 1| a0 ([ Fie-maman) 2

(I=2g" ( /If oy € ) /5 oy T €A )dn>
< [ @ |a-29" ( Jo )
+ [ or|a-agy ( J, fe=ms )
Lo (] o)
o[ ( J @l =20 Fe—migt |dn>

< [ ([ ool - 00 - i) ae

w [ ([ i -0 e - 77)||§(77)|d17>2dg

S =AD& 171 E2 + 11T = AN FI+€)° (g1 172
S IKEIINZIT = 2T + (T = 2™ FILL 1) 311172

Joung’s ineq.

dg

2

dg

[ e

1 - 1 ~
SR [ e €I = 80 a1 + ol? [ eme €100 - ) Pl

SIFIZIE™ 24T = 8Vl + lglZNE™ >+ (I = 2N Fllpa
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201 /.\2N 211 /.\2N
SIS ™ gllny2re + Mgl @)™ Fllnj2es
which concludes the proof. O
We are now ready to finish the proof of Theorem

Proof of Theorem [1.8. First we assume that 5 > «. Once more we consider the focusing
case and write the solution of the IVP under consideration as

t
u(t, ) = W (t)uo +/ Wo(t, )7V pu - u** dr.
0
We look for the solution given by the fixed point of the map
t
D (u) := Wy (t)up + / Wo(t, 7)1V u - u** dr,
0
now defined on
T 1/2
Xg = {u: [0,T] x R" = C; |Jull oo ss < oo, </ / 197 (j2 )| AT 20 2da dt> < o0,
0 Jrn

M)l

L?H;72N73/2 < OO},

where

T
Hw%Fww%w+[;At%mwM“@ﬁwﬁ+wmw%ﬁwﬁwa

We then call v := ®(u) the solution of the linear problem

Opv — it* Agv — ib(t, x) - Vv = tPVu - uk
v(0,2) = uo(),
and, as before, we make use of the linear smoothing estimates to prove that ® is a con-

traction. In the sequel, for shortness, we will often use the notations A := A(|z|) = (z)~2V
with N > 1 (i.e. ¢ =2N), and V := V, := ", 0;;. We have

)

T
Wﬁ$ﬂM%m+AL@ﬂMmm“WWwﬁ+wmw%@w”Nw

T

= [+ IT+1III,

(recall s > n+4N +3), and we estimate the three terms separately. By application of (iii)
of Theorem [[.4] (we assume 7" < 1 and estimate the exponentials with exponent depending
on time directly with a suitable uniform constant) we have

T
I+1I= HUH%?OH; +/0 /Rn tN(|)) AT 20| 2 da dt

T
S ”U(2)HL,?°H; —|—/ / t=ON(|z)) THASTY2 (4P u - u?F)|Pda di
o Jre
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T
= JluolFee sz + /0 /R 207\ (|z|) ATV (V- u?) 2 da dt

= HUOH%;’OH; +11

Since s — 1/2 € 2N, then As~1/2 ig a differential operator and, by Leibnitz rule, we have

ATV = (A V200)uh 4 > Chp s (D V) (D207
[y1]+|v2|<s—1/2
s/2—1/4<|y1|<s—=1/2,|y2|<s/2—1/4

+ Z Chyi s (D™ qu)(Dwu%),

[v1l+]v2[<s—1/2
[v11<s/2—1/4,|y2|>s/2—1/4

and
T
< / / £26-0\(|2)) 1| (A V2V u)u2* 2da dt
0 n

T
+ > Corome [ [ #5007 T (D0 P
I+ yz|<s—1/2 0 JR
5/2—-1/4<|v1|<5—1/2, |y2|<s/2—1/4

T
* ) Coras 297N (|2 ) TH(D™ V) (D220™) P da dt
0 Rn

[v1l+]v2[<s—1/2
[v11<s/2—1/4,|y2|>s/2—1/4

=1II+ 11, +II..

For II! we have
T
I < T2ﬁ—2a/ / A2 AT Y2V - A (j2]) u P d
0 n

T
<z ([0 ] enehla updedr) N s

— - k_
< T2 ulfy Nl ool

< T2y 2,

For II} we have

T
Il = > Crpmis / / PPN fe) (D7 V) (D) P dt
Iy |+ 2| <s—1/2 0 JR
5/2—1/4<|y1|<s=1/2, |2|<s/2-1/4
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T
— Z Cw,%s/o /n 2072 |(DMV ) P A (|2]) Y2 D20k P da: dt

[v1l4+]v2[<s—1/2
[y11<s=1/2,|72|<s/2-1/4

T
< ) Oy a T 0 ( / / r<mlvxu>12dxdt)-HA(\xD—lDWuQHr%ﬁf
71 |+a ] <s—1/2 0 JR
[y1]<s—1/2,|v2|<s/2—1/4
_ k
<THe > Copzsll@ll e pronses - IN2) D203 e
[y1]+]v2|<s—1/2
[v1l<s—1/2,|y2|<s/2—1/4

Note that, denoting by ¥* a pseudo-differential operator (with constant coefficients) of
order k, by using Lemma [A.0.2] we have

k k — k
M) D2, e S NP2 HiooHn/z+5+ZH\I"”‘ Lo )22
+ Z H\I’|V2‘_|a‘$5u2k‘|Lt®0H:/2+s

la+B|<2N, |a|>2, |B|<2N—2

S IAQ) ™ Iy +Zux PR ettt

+ > ||$Bu2k||L?H;/z+s+\wz\—\a\
la+B|<2N, |a]>2, |B|<2N -2
k k
< Az~ ? ”in”/Q““W‘ +ZH )N u? ||L§OH;/2+5+\72\71
B
x N, 2k
+ > ||<$>2N () u? | oo grm/2etinat-te

|a-+BI<2N, |a|>2,|8|<2N—2

k
) D It

4k
S IM) ™l st 2

where we used the H?*-boundedness of T )2 and T >§N as pseudo-differential operators of
order 0, together with Sobolev inequalities.

By using the previous estimate in I1; and using || - || gn/2tetivel < || - || gs—2n—s/2 for e
sufficiently small such that s/24+n/2+e—1/4 < s—2N —3/2 (recall s > n+ 4N + 3),
we get

/ 28— ||, || 4k+2
I, 5T g ”UHX; :

For I1, repeating the steps in the estimate of I1;, we have
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T
11, = > Concas [ [ 5= A ) (DT ) (D720 P

[y1]+]72|<s—1/2
[v1l<s/2—=1/4,|v2|>s/2—1/4

T
< > Craman 77 ([ [ 10 ot ) INGol) DY Tl
a2l <s—1/2 0
[y11<s/2-1/4, |ya|>s/2-1/4
<7 >, ozl oo g [N ]) T DVl
[y1]+|ve<s—1/2
[v1]<s/2—1/4, |v2|>s/2—1/4
4k 2
N T2 |lull X
by Lemma [A.0.2]
and finally, for 7' < 1,

T+1I< CT25_2°‘||u||_‘§%+2.
To estimate 11 we use Lemma [A.0.3] so we have

I = || M| )~ ol

LooHE™ 2N—3/2

S ”)\(’33‘)_1Woc(t)uo”i?oH;ﬁN—S/z + H/o A(lﬂf‘)_lwa(t:T)Tﬁvu'u%dT”ins 2N-3/2

< O+ T RIA gl ot
by Lemma [A.0.3] and Minkowski z

T 2
T R —y
0 FH,

2
5c<1+T2N>2uA—1uouip3/2+<T sup HA(\xD-lWa(t,T)TBw-uz’fHH;2’“”)

0<7<t<T
2
< C(1 4+ T2 XN Yl .50 + [ CT(Q +T?N) sup. AT V- 53/
by Lemma [A0.3] Hy 0<t<
SO+ TP N ugl? o +CT* P+ TN NV - u%uinS 5/
S C+T*N)?||A~ UOHZsfa/erCTZ(B“’(1+T2N) (1A~ 1VUHiOOHn/z+sH 2’“HimH

by Lemma [6.0.1]
HIAT I sz IV o pes)-

By Lemma [A.0.2] we have (recall V := >7"_ 0;,)

A IV(w) = VA ) + 2”: Dy, (z; (x)2N=2q),
j=1

s—3/2
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therefore,
n
||)\_1vu||LtooH;L/2+5 /S ||V)\_1u||LtooH;L/2+5 + || Zij$j<$>2N_2u||Lt°°H;/2+s
j=1

n
_ Zj
= ”V)\ 1u”L§’°H;L/2+E + ” 5 -D:Cj 2 <‘T>2NUHL§>OH;/2+5

(z)?

/S ||>\_1u‘||LtooH;L/2+5+1 S ||)\_1u||LtooH;l/2+5+17

j=1

Zj

since e € 5% and, for e sufficiently small, n/2 + e+ 1 < s — 2N — 3/2. We then have

I S C(L+ TP A ol sn + CT?PHD (1 4 T2N)2x

2 4k ~1,112 k-2 |1, 112
X (H)\ UHL?OH;L/2+E+1HUHL?°H; + H)\ u|’L§°H7L/2+€Hu| L;’OH;HUHL,?OH;>
< O+ TP A g2 o/ + CTHFFD (L4 T2N)2 a2

From the previous estimates we get
2

S lwoll7ee s +CT25‘2"IIUII§§“§2+C(1+T2N)2||A‘1uOII§{;73/2+CT2<5“>(1+T2N)2IIUII§?§2-
S ClluolEeo g + IV 0l o) + C(TH72 4 T2 (A4 T fu 72,

where, recall, 5 > «. Finally we have, with new suitable constants that we keep denoting
simply C,

1@ (w)llxz = llollxz < Cluollzze my+IA o]l yamase)+C (T2 204 THEFD (AL T2N)2) 2 35,

hence, by choosing R = C/2(||uol|Lse s + ||)\_1u0||H573/2) and T sufficiently small such that

(7?8720 1 72B+1) (1 4 T2NY2)1/2R2k < 1/2, we get that ® sends the ball B C X3 into
itself.

What is left to prove to conclude the proof is that ® is a contraction. We then consider,
as in the proof of Theorem [LE v := ®(u) and w := ®(u') as the solutions of the linear
IVP with the same initial datum wug. By application of the linear smoothing estimates on
v —w we have

T
ol S ol [ [ EAG@DIAT 0w Pz A (o= v
T 2k
S [ ] e aA (T - Tl P e M) (o) e
0 Rn £ T

2
L;X’H;QN*B/Q

T
s / / 27T () ATV (R — Y e dt (A (2]) T (v — w)|
0 n
=JV +V.
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For the term IV we proceed like in the estimate of 11}, I1; and II, (recall s —1/2 € 2N,
so A571/2 ig a differential operator on which Leibnitz rule applies) and have

T
v = / / 200\ (|2 ) A V2T (B — ) B d
0 R

T
< T2B—2o¢/ / ta)\—l(’x‘)‘vAs—l/2(u2k+l B u’2k+1)\2daz dt
0 n

2
T 2k
< T2B_2°‘/ / A (|x]) (VA2 [ (u — u')Zu%_ju'j dx dt
0 Jre 20

2k ‘
ST u = |Fg AT Y e e

§=0

2k

2B—cf|,, _ .12 —12 2k—j. 15112
O B

2k
28— -1 2 2k—j, 17112
+T B Ol”)\ (u— u,)|’L§oH;72N73/2”Zu JUI]|’L§°H§

j=0

2k ‘

< T2B—2a||u _ U/H%(; Z ||)\—1u2k—ju/]||2
1

~

7<

—~ Ly Hy 2
]:
2k
— k_‘ :
T2 — oy D N e g e 1 e
=0
2k

5 T2B_2QH’LL — U/H?X’% Z;) H)‘_luzk_jHLtooH;*QN*S/2 ”)\_lu/]HitooH;*2N*3/2
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where we estimated the sum Z?il [ A"tk —=iy Hins,Q ~_32 Dy decoupling each term in
t T

the form w27 (A1’ )u’j ~! and then by using Sobolev inequalities.

For the term V' we use the procedure used in the estimate of I11 above (once again, we
make use of Lemma [A.0.2] and Lemma [A.0.3]) and some strategies used for IV and finally
we obtain

lo = wlixg < T2+ T2ED (@ 4+ T2 (s, + [363) 7 e = o[l x5,
By taking u,u’ € Bg, and eventually by taking the time 7" smaller, we can conclude that
[@(u) — @(u') | x5 = l[v — wllxs < Cllu—u|xs,

with C < 1, so ® is a contraction. After application of the standard fixed point argument
the result follows.

We now assume that S = «. In this case we are not able to use the time factor 79~
in order to obtain a contraction unless we assume that the initial data is small. This is
a similar issue to the one faces in [7] and [8], particularly in the part involving the norm
A3 in page 479. It was resolved by using a version of a mean value theorem in the time
variable. More precisely we can write

t
ta|u|2kvxu = to‘(|u|2k - |u0|2k)Vmu + to‘|u0|2kku = Vmuto‘/ (|u|2k)'(8)ds + ta|u0|2kvxu
0

Then in the course of the proof fg (Ju|?*)"(s)ds will bring down t which together with ¢ will
give t%, B = o + 1, while t®|ug|**Vu will be incorporated in the b(z,t) term. We do not
write down all the details since there are essentially contained in the references mentioned
earlier.

0

7. FINAL REMARKS

We conclude this paper with some remarks about the general case b Z 0. However we
recall, once again, that the results proved in what we call general case are still true for the
particular case b = 0.

1. We assumed, in the case b # 0, that for all j = 1,...,n, b; is such that there exist o > 1
for which

Im &7b;(t, )|, |Re )b (t, x)| <t (x)~o~ 1.

The first condition on the real part of b; is natural (see also [I, 12]) since it is needed to
be able to apply the Sharp Garding inequality which is the key point even in the proof of
the local well-posedness of the linear problem (since it gives the control on the first order
term b- V). Instead, the second condition, imposed both on the real and on the imaginary
part of bj, is needed in order to have the control ||rs_i(t,z, D)ullo < Ct*||u||s—1 for the
error term r5_1 in ([39) and get the smoothing estimates needed to deal with the nonlinear



36 SERENA FEDERICO AND GIGLIOLA STAFFILANI

problem. Finally the condition on o, that is ¢ > 1, which is imposed in the nondegenerate
case as well, is required in order to avoid a loss of derivatives of the solution (see [3]).

2. The nonlinear term Vu - u?* is chosen for convenience but it can be generalized. For
instance, like in [8], one can consider nonlinearities given by polynomials in « and Vu and
their complex conjugates.

3. Possibly by using the techniques in [8], (12} 3], one can obtain the same smoothing and
local well-posedness results for the equation

0w+ t*Ayu+ b(t,x) - Vou+ c(t,x) - Vi

assuming on the term c¢(¢,x) suitable conditions (possibly similar to that assumed for
b(t,z)). In this case the equation should be reduced to a systems, that, after diagonaliza-
tion, satisfies the desired smoothing properties from which the local well-posedness follows.

4. The results proved in this paper are likely still valid for equations of the form
0w+ g(t)Ar + b(t,x) - Vy,
provided that g satisfies suitable properties, as, for example, g having constant sign, van-
ishing at ¢t = 0 and such that |02b(¢, z)| < |g(t)|A(Jz]).
APPENDIX A.

In this section we shall recall the statement of some key lemmas we used throughout the
paper.

Before giving the statement of the first lemma, which is also the crucial one, that is Doi’s
lemma (Lemma 2.3 in [3]), we state below the conditions needed to apply this result.

According with the notation used by Doi in [3], we shall denote by (B1), (B2) and (A6)
the following conditions:

Let a™(t,x,&) be the Weyl symbol of a pseudo-differential operator A = A(t,xz, D,) (see
[5]). We shall say that o™ := a satisfies (B1), (B2) and (A6) if

(B1) a(t,z,€) = iay(x,&) + ar(t,z,€) + ao(t, , &), where ag € S} is real-valued and
aj € S{,m for 5 =0, 1;

(B2) laz(w,€)| = 6l with x € R, [¢]* > C, and 6,C > 0;

(A6) There exists a real-valued function ¢ € C*°(R"™ x R™) such that, with Cyg,C1,Cy >
0,

10802q(x,€)| < Caplz)(€), 2,6 € R™,

HGQQ(QE)g) = {a27q}(x7£) > Ol|£| - 027 33‘,6 € Rn)
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where we denoted by S{,o = Sﬁ:l,ézo =: 97 the standard class of pseudo-differential symbols
of order j, and by {-,-} the Poisson bracket.

Lemma A.0.1 (Doi [3], Lemma 2.3). Assume (B1), (B2) and (A6). Let A\(s) be a positive
non increasing function in C([0,00)). Then

(1) If A € L(]0,00)) there exists a real-valued symbol p € S° and C > 0 such that
(52) Ha,p = A(|z])|¢] = C, x,§ € R
(2) If fg Ar)dr < Clog(t+1)+C', t >0, C,C'" > 0, then there exists a real-valued
symbol p € SY(log(€)) such that
(53) Hayp > AM(|z|)[§] — C1log(§) — Ca,  z,§ €R™
Remark A.1. We remark that, by taking N (|xz|) = C'A(|z|) in Doi’s lemma, where C" is

any positive constant and X is as in LemmalA.0.1], then we get that there exists a real-valued
symbol p € S° and a constant C' > 0 such that

(54) Hayp > C'A\(J2))I§| = C, 2,6 € R™.
We conclude the section by giving other two useful lemmas taken from [g].

Lemma A.0.2 (Lemma 6.1.2 of [8]). Let p € Sgy, N € N. Then

(L4 )N, f = @ [(1+ 2N F] + 2N Y Wi, p [ (1 + [2)N 7]
J
+ Z Caﬁqlﬁgp [xﬁf] )
|la-+BI<N, o >2, | 8| <2N -2
where Y, stands for the pseudo-differential operator with symbol a.

Lemma A.0.3 (Lemma 6.1.3 of [§]). Let N € N and s € R. Suppose (x)*Nug € H5T2N.
Then

2N
sup |[(2)* Wi (t)uolFre <D ¢TI ()N g3
0<t<T =

and

sup_[[(@)*N W1 (£)uol[7rs < (14 T*)|[()* uo||Feran
0<t<T

where Wy denotes the solution operator of (6.1) in [8] with f = 0.

We remark that Lemma [A.0.3] still works in our case where the operator W will be
the solution operator of the homogeneous IVP associated with £, and that we denoted by
Wo(t) :== Wy (t,0) (for details see the proof in [8] pag.474).
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