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REMARKS ON ADMISSIBLE DATA FOR
CAUCHY PROBLEM

By HARUKI YAMADA

§ 1. Introduction.

Cauchy problem for hyperbolic operators with constant coefficients for space
like initial plane seems to be very much studied (see e.g. [2] Chapter V). On
the contrary, few are known for non-characteristic and non-hyperbolic Cauchy
problem. Here we have used the terminology “hyperbolic Cauchy problem” as
we use the terminology “elliptic boundary value problem”. That is, the Cauchy
problem is said to be a hyperbolic Cauchy problem if the operator is hyperbolic
with respect to N=R"™ which is a normal vector of a given initial plane. In this
note we shall study some basic properties of admissible data for such non-
hyperbolic Cauchy problems.

Let P(D) be a linear partial differential operator of order m with constant
coefficients and let

X=Xy={xeR"; {x, N)=0},

where NeR", N+0. In what follows, unless otherwise stated, we shall assume
that P,(N)+#0, where P,(£) is the principal part of P(¢). In other words, X is
a non-characteristic hyperplane for P(D). Let F be a closed subset of X which
is the closure of some non-empty open connected subset w of X. By feC=(F)
we mean that f is the restriction of some f€C*(X) to F; i.e. flr=f. Now we
shall consider several kinds of Cauchy problems and define corresponding spaces
of admissible data for P(D).

DEFINITION 1.1 (cf. [3]). @=(f,, -, fm_l)emf[IC“(F) is said to be an admis-
0

sible data for (P, F) in the half space H=Hy={xeR"; {x, N)>0} if there is
some open neighbourhood 2 of w in R™ with 2"\ X=w and there is a function
usC=(2) such that
PDyu=0 on 2*=02NH,
1.1 {
ulF:fo, Ty am-lulF=fm—l ’

where 0*u is the k-th derivative of u to the inner normal direction of F, i.e.
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0={(N, 0/0x)/|N|. We shall denote D*(P, F) the vector space of admissible
data for (P, F) in H.

The element @< D*(P, F) is, in a sense, one side admissible data. Next we
define two side admissible data as follows.
m—1

DEFINITION 1.2. @=(f,, =+, fm-0)E {[ C>(F) is said to be an admissible data

for (P, F) if there is some open neighbourhood 2 of w in R™ with 2N X=w
and there is a function u=C>(£2) such that

{ P(D)u=0 on £,
ulF:ny Tty amvlulﬁ':fm—l .

We shall denote D(P, F) the vector space of all admissible data for (P, F).

(1.2)

Thus the condition @®=D*(P, F) means that the Cauchy problem with data
@ can be solved for one side of X (i.e. have a solution in one side of X ) near
F, and @=D(P, F) means that it can be solved for two sides of X near F.
Essentially, these are local properties of data as we see in §3. We also define
global admissible data as follows.

-1
DEFINITION 1.3. @=(f,, -, fm_l)emIoI C=(X) is said to be a global admissi-

ble data (resp._ global admissible data in Hy) if there is a function ueC~(R)
(resp. u€C=(Hy)) such that

{ P(D)u=0 on R" (resp. Hy),
u[x=f0, Tty a7"1'—11/‘|.1£':'.]‘.m-1 .

We shall denote D(P) (resp. D*(P)) the vector space of global admissible data
(resp. global admissible data in Hy).

(1.3)

Note that, in general, D(P)S D(P, X) as we shall see later.

Next we recall some facts about hyperbolic Cauchy problem. P(D) is called
hyperbolic with respect to N when P,(N)#0 and P(§+tN)+0 when £€R",
Im t<C, where C, is a constant which is independent to & For fundamental
properties of hyperbolic operators and hyperbolic Cauchy problems we refer to
[2], Chapter V. We shall review some of them which we use in §2, Theorem
2.4. Cauchy problem for operator P(D) with constant coefficients is C*-well
posed when P(D) is hyperbolic with respect to time like direction which is
normal to the initial hyperplane. By the word “well posed” we usually mean
the following two equivalent properties :

(I) For every C=-data @, there is one and only one C™-solution # of the
m—1
Cauchy problem. That is, D(P, F)= 1;[C°°(F ).

(II) The map @—u is continuous in usual topology of the C*-space.
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If we consider non-hyperbolic Cauchy problem, above two conditions do not
hold. In connection with (II), John [4] studied some continuity properties for
solutions and data. Concerning to (I), John [3] also studied various properties
of admissible data for the operator

2 2 2 2
(14) PO) = (et +) +E,

¢, ke R, ¢#0, with the initial plane X=/{(t, x, v, 2) ; x=0}. He studied especially
dependence of the spaces D(P, F), D*(P, F) on ¢ and k. Further, in [3], he
constructed an example of one side admissible data =D*(P, X) which is not
two side admissible data in any neighbourhood of any point in X when P(D)
is defined by (1.4). We shall generalize this for any homogeneous operator
which is not hyperbolic with respect to N and show some facts which follow
from this example. Though some other facts are known by Volterra (1894),
Hadamard (1923), Titt (1939) and others for such problems for wave operator
(see [1] p. 247-, [3]), it seems that there are no systematic study on structure
of admissible data for Cauchy problems in general situations.

After reviewing some fundamental results for Cauchy problems in §2, we
shall prove rather negative results for non-characteristic and non-hyperbolic
Cauchy problems in §3. More precisely, we shall show that the following con-
ditions are equivalent for homogeneous operators :

(i) P(D) is hyperbolic with respect to N.
(iiy D(P, F)=D*(P, F) for some (and every) F.
(iii) D(P, F)=D(P)|r for some (and every) F.
(iv) D(P, F))|p,=D(P, F,) for some (and every) convex F; and F, with
F,gF,.

That (ii), (iii), (iv) follow from (i) is trivial from well known fact that D(P, F)
=TIC>(F') when P(D) is hyperbolic with respect to N. So our task is to prove
that (i) follows from one of the conditions (ii), (iii) and (iv). That (ii)=(i) means
that if all one side admissible data are two side admissible data, then P(D)
must be a hyperbolic operator (Theorem 3.2). That (iii)=>(i) means that if all
local admissible data on F' can be continued to some data on X which is global
admissible data, then P(D) must be a hyperbolic operator (Corollary 3.4). That
(iv)=(i) means that if all local admissible data on some convex set can be con-
tinued to some local admissible data on some wider set, then P(D) must be a
hyperbolic operator (Theorem 3.5). The proof will be done by constructing some
special type of solutions and corresponding data.

I wish to express my gratitude to professor Yoshikazu Hirasawa for his
constant encouragements and valuable advices.
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§2. Review of some results on Cauchy problem.

In this section we shall see, at first, some uniqueness and non-uniqueness
theorems for Cauchy problem which will be needed in §3. Next we shall see
some results concerning well posed Cauchy problem (i.e. hyperbolic Cauchy
problem) which will be compared with the results in §3. All the statements
and proofs will follow from results written in Chapter V of [2] and we shall

omit the proofs.
Though classical Holmgren’s theorem is only a local uniqueness theorem,
we can get rather global results for operators with constant coefficients.

THEOREM 2.1. For any given data @=(f,, -+, fm-1)EIIC=(X), the solution
of the Cauchy problem (1.3) is, if exists, unique. The same is true for solution
of (1.1) with F=X.

This follows from Corollary 5.3.1 of [2].

THEOREM 2.2. Let X=Xy be a non-characteristic hyperplane with respect to
P(D). Then there is an open convex cone I' with vertex 0 in R™ such that

(i) I'cHy={xeR"; {x, N><0},

(ii) Let yeR™ be any point with {y, N>>0 and let F=({y}+INX. Then
it follows that

for every solutions u,, u,C> of P(D)u=0 defined in
2.1) an open neighbourhoods 2,, 2, of F with same data
DP=(fo, =+, fm-1) on F, uy;=u, on 2,n2,N\{y}+1I).

Proof. Since X is a non-characteristic hyperplane we can take an open
convex cone I’ (#¢) with vertex 0 in &-space R such that

I'"'CHy={¢=R"; <& N)<0},
I''n{¢eR"; P,(§)=0}=¢,
I''s—N.

Then we know that
I'={xeR"; {x, & >0 for all £}

is a desired open convex cone from Corollary 5.3.3 of [2].

REMARK. From the above theorem, it follows that for any given F=aCX
we can get an open neighbourhood £, of w in Hy which has the property (3.1)
stated above (({y}+1I") is replaced by 2,). In fact we have only to take

QO:KyJ({y}-I-F),

where the union is taken for all ye Hy with ({y}+I)NXCF.



ADMISSIBLE DATA FOR CAUCHY PROBLEM 479

On the other hand we know the following non-uniqueness theorem for
characteristic Cauchy problem.

THEOREM 2.3. Let X={xeR"; {x, N)=0} be a characteristic hyperplane for
P(D) (i.e. P,(N)=0). Then there is a solution usC=(R") of (1.3) with data
@=(0, ---, 0) such that 0=supp u.

This is Theorem 5.2.2 of [2].
Finally we shall recall a fundamental theorem for hyperbolic operators.

THEOREM 2.4. Let P(D) be an operator with constant coefficients and X=
{xeR™; {x, N>=0}. Then the following conditions are equivalent.

(i) P(D) tis hyperbolic with respect to N in the following sense: P,(N)+0
and there is a constant C, such that

(2.2) P(+tN)+#0 if &R Imt<C,.
(i) D(P)=TIC(X).
(ili) D*(P)=IIC=(X).

This follows from Theorem 5.4.1, Corollary 5.6.2 and Theorem 5.5.1 of [2].
(Note that the equivalence of (ii) and (iii) follows from the fact that if P(D) is
hyperbolic with respect to N, then it is also hyperbolic with respect to —N).

From Theorem 2.4 we have

COROLLARY 2.5. For hyperbolic Cauchy problem,
(2.3) D(P, ®)=D*(P, @)=I1C*(®),
for any open set @ in X.

REMARK 1. It is known that the converse of the above corollary is true.
That is, for given P(D), if (2.3) holds for some open set, then P(D) is hyperbolic.
It was proved by P.D. Lax.

REMARK 2. If P(D) is a homogeneous operator, condition (3.2) can be

replaced by the following condition :

(24) P(E+tN)#0 if £€R", Imt+0.

§3. Admissible data.

At first we note the following fact which is a trivial consequence of Holm-
glen’s theorem.

PROPOSITION 3.1. Let @=(fy, -+, fm-) EIIC(F). If for each point xF
there is a neighbourhood w, of x in X such that @ D(P, @,), then @<= D(P, F).
The same is true when we replace D(-) to D*(-).
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This proposition shows that @<= D(P, F) is a local property of O.

When P(D) is hyperbolic with respect to N, we have seen in Corollary 2.5
that any data @=D(P, F) can be continued across the plane X={xeR"; {x, N)
=0} at any point of F. We shall see an example that this is not true in
general.

ExAMPLE. Let P(D) be an elliptic operator of order m=2h and let @ be a
bounded non-empty Open set in X. We know from general theory of elliptic
boundary value problems (see Chapter X of [2]) that for any given data f,, -+,
fr-1€C™(@), there is a solution of

a1 { P(DYyu=0 on some half neighbourhood £2* of w.

ulZ):gOy Tty ah—1u|¢—u:gh-1 ’

such that ueC“’(Q-). On the other hand, for elliptic operator, it is known that
the solution uC=(2) of P(D)u=0 on some open set 2 is real analytic on £.
Thus if we take (at least) one g, such that it is C* but is never real analytic
at each point in @, we cannot continue the solution # of (3.1) to any full neigh-
bourhood of @ across w.

REMARK. When P(D) is elliptic, it is thus necessary and sufficient for
D=(fy, -+, fm-1)ED(P, F) that all f, (i=0, 1, -+, m—1) are real analytic on some
neighbourhood of F. But we have seen that for any given g, -, g, €C(F)
we can add some function gz, -+, Sn_-1€C(F) such that (g, -+, Za-1, *** s Gm-1)
€D*(P, F). More will be known, for degree of freedom of @®=D*(P, F), when
we note “Lopatinski-Schapiro condition”. Further we can get, by using results
on hyperbolic mixed problems, some facts about degree of freedom of @<
D*(P, F) for hyperbolic operator P(D) which is not hyperbolic with respect to
N (=a normal vector of F). (see [5] for hyperbolic mixed problems).

We shall now prove that for non-hyperbolic Cauchy problem for any homo-
geneous operator P(D), there are data @=D*(P, F) which cannot be continued
to any neighbourhood of x€w across F.

THEOREM 3.2. Let P(D) be a homogeneous operator and let X=Xy={x=R"™;
{x, N>=0} be a mnon-characteristic initial plane. If P(D) is not hyperbolic with
respect to N, D(P, F)CD*(P, F), D(P)CD*(P) are proper inclusions.

To prove the theorem, it is sufficient to prove that there is a solution
usC=(Hy) of P(D)u=0 in Hy={xeR"; {x, N=0} which cannot be continued
to any full neighbourhood of x€X in R"™ across X. Thus the following lemma
will prove the theorem.

LeMMA 3.3. Let P(D) be a homogeneous operator which is not hyperbolic
with respect to N. Then there is a junction usC=(Hy) such that
(i) P(D)yu=0 in Hy,
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(ii) For every x€X, there are no neighbourhood 2 of x in R™ such that
there is a function #cC(Hy Q) with P(D)i=0 in HyJQ und i|z=u.

Proof. Without loss of generality we can assume that N=(1,0, ---, 0) and
X={0, x)=(0, x5, ---, x,); x;€R}. As X is a non-characteristic hyperplane, we
can factor P(£) as follows;

P©)=P(&, -, £&)=P(1, 0) ﬁ E—2,8),

where &'=(&,, ---, £&,). When P(D) is not hyperbolic with respect to N, we can
take some (&), ---, £3)=E&" e R™* such that Im 2;(§*)#0 for some j=1, .-, m (see
(3.4)). Note that £”+0. Without loss of generality, we can assume that £J=0.
Putting £%——&" if necessary, we can assume that Im 4;(6%)>0 since P(§) is
homogeneous. Now take a function F({) of one complex variable { which is

(i) analytic for |{|<1,

(ii) of class C= for |{|=1 and

(iii) has the circle [{|=1 as the natural boundary.
For example we may take

— .‘\ -2nl#(2n1)2
F(O= 5 emeem*.

Put
u(x)=F (e<=&>),

where &=4,(&), --+, &%). This is what we call a plane wave solution. From the
properties of F({) and 2;(§"), u(x) is defined and C= for x,=0. Further, u(x)
also satisfies

Q(D)u=0  when x,=0,
where

Q(D)=(&1)* Dz, —(§5)° Dz, -

Note that Q(D) is an elliptic operator acting on (x,, x,)-space because Im &=+0
and &}#0. Suppose u(x) is continued across the plane x;=0 as a solution of
P(D)u=0 to some neighbourhood £ of some point y€X. For such solution (%),
it is clear that

{P(D)Q(D)ﬁzo in H,
Q(D)it| x=0, D3, Q(D)it| x=0, -+, Dz~ Q(D)it| x=0.

Thus applying Holmgren’s theorem to the solution Q(D)u, we have Q(D)u=0 in
a full neighbourhood of y€X in R™ On the other hand, since Q(D) is elliptic,
u(x) must be real analytic in some neighbourhood of y as a function of x, and
%, and thus F({) must be holomorphic in some neighbourhood of {=¢*<%¢">,

This is a contradiction since |{ I———le“”l‘?gl >1 for x,<0. This proves the lemma.
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As an easy consequence of Lemma 3.3, we can get the following corollary
which will be compared to the hyperbolic case.

COROLLARY 3.4. Let P(D) be a homogeneous operator. which is not hyperbolic
with respect to N. Then D(P)cD(P, X) and D*(P)CD*(P, X) are proper inclu-

sions.

In f_act, to prove this, it is sufficient to take data associated to the solution
usC>(H) of Lemma 3.3 with

H={xeR"; {x, N>>c},

for some ¢>0 and use Theorem 2.1.
Finally we shall consider on continuability of admissible data.

ExAMPLE 1. Let P(D) be hyperbolic with respect to N. Then every data
@<= D(P, F) (=D(P, F)=TIC=(F)) can be continued to some data #=D(P, X)
=D(P).

EXAMPLE 2. Let P(D) be elliptic of order m=2h and let F,=&,, F,—=&, be
any compact sets in X with w,Sw,. Then D(P, F,)| ,,CD(P, F,) is a proper
inclusion. In fact take £ as an open neighbourhood of F, such that w,\(2"X)
#¢ and 02=C>. Take g,=C=(08) such that it is not analytic in any neigh-
bourhood of y=df2. Then the solution x=C*> of Dirichlet problem

{ P(Du=0 on 2,
ul90=8g, (0/0v)u|30=0, -+, (0/0v)" 'u|30=0,

cannot be continued (as a solution of P(D)u=0) across £2. Thus for such u, @
=ul|py, -, 0™ 'ulp,)eD(P, Fy) but @& D(P, F,). If we take 2*=0NH instead
of 2, we have that D*(P, F,)|r,CD*(P, F,) is also proper.

Let us now show that when we restrict P(D) homogeneous and F,, F, con-
vex, D(P, F,)| ;S D(P, F,) is true for general operator P(D)f

THEOREM 3.5. Let P(D) be a homogeneous operator which is not hyperbolic
with respect to N. Then for every open convex sets w, and w, in X=Xy with
w,Cw,, we have proper inclusions;

D(P, F))|m&SD(P, Fy),  D*(P,F,)|mcD*(P, Fy),

where F,=®,, F,=®,.

Proof. By convexity of F, and Theorem 2.2, we can take a hyperplane
Y=Y,={xeR"; {x, $ =0} with the following properties :

() YNnF,={y}, F,cG={xeR"; {x, $=0},

(ii) 2.,N82,NY=¢ for any neighbourhood 2, of x,
where £, is the domain constructed as in Remark after Theorem 2.2. Take u
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as in Lemma 3.3 with X=Xy replaced by Y=Y,. Then @=(u|p,, -+, 0™ u|z,)
€D(P, F,) cannot be continued to any data €D(P, F,\\U&,) where w, is any
neighbourhood of x in X. In fact suppose @ can be continued to some P<
D(P, F\Va,) for some w,, there is a neighbourhood 2, of w, and there is ue
C=(£2,UG) with P(D)u=0 on 2,UG. Then ¥=(ulyng,, =+, 0" u|yng,)EDP, Y
N£2,;) which is a contradiction.

(5]
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