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Generation type inequalities
for closed linear operators
related to domains with conical points

Alberto Favaron (Bologna) *

Abstract. Let A(x; D,) be a second-order linear differential operator in divergence
form. We prove that the operator A\ — A(x; D,), where A € C and [ stands for the
identity operator, is closed and injective when Re is large enough and the domain of
A(x; D,) consists of a special class of weighted Sobolev function spaces related to conical
open bounded sets of R™, n > 1.

Key words and phrases. Resolvent estimates. Weighted Sobolev function spaces. Conical
bounded domains of R".

1 Introduction and plan of the paper

In this paper we present a new approach for proving an estimate of generation type for
the norm of the resolvent [A\I — A(x; D,)]~" of the operator A\I — A(z; D,.), where A € C, I
stands for the identity operator and A(z; D,) denotes the second-order linear differential
operator in divergence form

A(z; D) = Zij(Zaj,k(x)ka). (1.1)

We stress that in our paper the domain of A(z; D,) will consist of an appropriate class of
weighted Sobolev spaces whose elements will be functions taking their values in conical
open bounded sets of R™, n > 1.

With the language of the modern semigroup theory a generation type estimate means
that, denoted with £(X) the Banach space of the linear bounded operators from X to X,
X being a Banach space, and endowed £(X) with the usual uniform operatorial norm,
then [[[A — A(z; D,)] ™| z(x) is bounded from above by some constant times [A|™!, at
least for large enough ReA.

Even if in order to prove our main result we adopt an idea that goes back to [1] and 5],
i.e. the procedure of increasing the dimension from n to n + 1, in our proof there are so
many different elements with respect to the proof of the estimates in the quoted papers
that we may consider our results totally independent of those.

The novelties arise fundamentally from the fact that we consider bounded domain G of R"
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having a singular point O situated in a part of the boundary 0G with a conical structure.
This forces us to consider weighted Sobolev function spaces for which, unfortunately, the
classical a priori estimates of [2] are not available. The role of that estimates will be played
here by some estimates of the same type proven in [I0], but these estimates, when applied
in dimension n + 1, require the conical structure of G to be preserved when we increase
the dimension. Therefore, denoted by zy the added variable, unlike standard procedures
making use of I' = (—o0, +00) X G, we will consider, as a new domain in dimension n+ 1,
a domain G which can be regarded as a rotation of G around its symmetry axis.

Of course, when n = 1, G simply coincides with a bounded open interval of R and
rotations have no meaning. However, in this situation too, it will always be possible to
consider two-dimensional conical domains G having G as their symmetry axis.

The main difficulties arising by the use of G instead of that of I' consist in the following;:

(i) the proof that the property of the boundary conditions to cover A(x; D,) on 0G\{O}
in the sense of [3] continues to hold when we increase the dimension. This is not
a straightforward fact and forces us to implement a new set of boundary operators
coinciding with the original ones on 0G;

(ii) the necessity of considering cut-off functions depending on both variables z, z,
where © € @, instead of cut-off functions as those considered in [I] and [5] and
depending only on the added variable xy3. As a consequence, our computations will
be heavier and longer than those in the quoted papers (cf. also [I1]).

Observe that we will consider bounded domains of conical type. Since a lot of papers have
been devoted in the past to the investigation of boundary value problems in such domains,
we prefer here not to mention any of them, but only to refer the interested reader to [§],
where some examples of admissible domains and an exhaustive list of references for this
kind of problems are given.

We would like to emphasize that generation type estimates are one of the main tools
needed to prove that a linear operator generates an analytic semigroup of linear bounded
operators. Hence, if the generation in our functional setting could be guaranteed, by
showing the surjectivity of A\I — A(x; D,) too, the range of applications of our result would
be extremely large. Indeed, nowadays semigroup theory is one of the most used tool in
both direct and inverse problems related parabolic differential equations. However, while
for regular domains and classical Sobolev spaces many generation results are available,
the same, to the author’s knowledge, is not true for conical domains and weighted Sobolev
spaces.

The plan of this paper is the following. In Section 2, using notations of [I0], we introduce
the class of domains and of weighted Sobolev function spaces we will deal with. Moreover,
we introduce also the correspondent spaces of traces for the boundary values.

Section 3 is devoted to recall the a priori estimates of [I0)] for boundary value problems
in the functional setting of Section 2. To this purpose we need to introduce some further
technical definitions and a rather heavy notation which, however, having to deal with
scalar and not matrix differential operators, turns out to be quite simple in our case.

In the first part of Section 4 we list all the basic assumptions on the domain G, on
the operator A(z; D,) and on the boundary operator B(z; D,) associated with A(z; D,,).
Under these assumptions, in the second part of Section 4 we will introduce the concept



of regular boundary value problem and, for such a problem, we will state our main result
(Theorem 4.6). We conclude the section by showing some easy corollaries to our estimate
and related to the analytic semigroups theory.

Section 5 contains the proof of the preliminary Lemma EE2 Essentially, it states that the
property of B(x; D,) to cover A(z; D,) on 0G\{O} in the sense of [3] continues to hold
when we increase the dimension, provided we replace the triplet {A(x; D,), B(z; D,), G}
with the triplet {A(z; D,) 4+ ¢ D2, B(x; Dy) + 20Dy, G}, € [-n/2,7/2).

In Section 6 we introduce the class of our admissible cut-off functions. For the reasons
we said before, they have a structure more complicated (cf. ([E2)) than those used in [I]
and [B] and hence, for clarity’s sake, we report all the necessary computations we need in
order to perform the technicalities of Section 7.

Finally, in Section 7 we prove our main result. The proof will be derived simply by taking
advantage of the assumptions on GG and by combining Theorem with Lemma and
with the further preliminary estimates of Lemma [l and Lemma [C2

2 Th VG, W L(G), VP (0G), WP (G
e spaces V,, 4(G), W, 4(G), V5" (9G), W, 5 (9G)
Let B(0,1) be the unit open ball of R", n > 1, and denote by K an open cone of R"
having its vertex at the origin and cutting out on the unit sphere 9B(0,1) a domain €.
From now on, with G we will denote an open subset of R™ having compact closure G and
boundary G on which there is a point O such that:
(i) OG\{O} is a smooth, (n — 1)-dimensional submanifold of R";

(ii) near O the domain G coincides with K N B(0,1).

Using a multi-index notation, for 1 < p < +o00, € R, 1 =0,1,..., we define the weighted
spaces V;i 5(G) and Wzi, 5(G) as the spaces of functions u in G endowed, respectively, with

the following norm || - [ly: () and || [lw: (), where |2 = (2 4+ ...+ 22)V/2
D, P
l (8-t +lal)| po p
lullvs ) = (Z/Gmp Dou(a)dz) < oo (2.1)
a=0

! 1/p
fullws o) = (3 /G P D u(@) ds) < 4o (2.2)
a=0

Since (1) and (Z2) coincide if [ = 0 we set L, 3(G) to be the weighted L, space of
functions in G endowed with norm

B p @
ol = (| Jolluta)rdz) ™.
As shown in [T0], the space C5°(G\{O}) of the infinitely differentiable functions having

compact support on G\{O} is dense in V! ;(G) and the following theorem holds true.

Theorem 2.1. 1) If § < —np™" or § > 1 —np~! then the spaces V! 5(G) and W} 4(G)
coincide and the norm (Z1), (Z2) are equivalent.
2) If for some number v =0,1,...,1—1 the inequalities v —np~' < B <v+1—np~! are
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satisfied, then the space Wlﬁ,ﬁ(G) is the direct sum of V;B(G) and IT;_,_1, where I1;_,_q is
the space of polynomials in x of degree at most equal to | —v — 1 (II, = {0} if ¢ < 0).

Proof. See the proof of Theorem 2.1 in [I0]. O
In order to consider boundary value problems we need to define also the spaces
V;’_BPJ(OG) and W;%pfl(aG), i.e. the spaces of traces on G of functions in V! ;(G) and
W;,B(Gl’ respectively. It turns out that V;igp 71(0G) is the quotient space V;,l’ﬁ(G)\YZfﬁ(G),
where V! 5(G) is the completion with respect to the V! ;(G)-norm of the set of smooth
functions in V! 4(G) equal to zero on 9G. Vpl;p 71(8G) is endowed with the norm:

[l = inf {[[olly: (g v —u€Vy4G)} (2.3)

Vi)
Replacing V' with W in the above definitions we obtain the description of W;E’ 71(8G).

From the fact that C5°(G\{O}) is dense in V! ;(G) it easily follows that C§°(9G\{O}) is
dense in Vp{gp 71(8G). Moreover, Theorem Pl ensures that if 3 < —np~tor 8 >1—np~!
then V;fﬁp 71(8G) and W;E’ 71(8G) coincide whereas (cf. [I0, Theorem 3.1]) if for some
number v the inequalities v — np™' < 8 < v+ 1 — np~! are satisfied then W;%pfl(OG)

is the direct sum of Vpl;p 71(8G) and the space Y;_,_1 of polynomials of degree at most
[ — v — 1 which are not identically zero on 02 x R,.

3 Admissible operators and
boundary value problems in W/ ,(G)
Let D, denotes the n-uple (D,,,...,D,,) and let €(u,s) to be the class of differential

operators M(z; D,) of order p with coefficients in C*(G\{O}; C) and admitting, near O,
the following representation in local spherical co-ordinates (r,w):

M(z,D;) = 17" 3" prs(r,w)(rD,) DY = v M(r,w;rD,, D,,), (3.1)
k+vI<p
where the functions pp, (7, w), b + |a| < pu, satisfy the condition
(rD,)'DY pho € C([0,6] x %C), g+ |y <s, § = const > 0. (3.2)
Recall that, for h > 0, we have
Df} = Z ah,a(w)Dga DZ = Z T‘albh,a(w)D§> (33)
|a|=h 0<|a|<h

where ap, , and by, o, 0 < |a| < h, are smooth functions on dB(0,1).

From (1)) it is easy to prove that any M € &€(u,s) realizes a continuous mapping
VI(G) — VZ;”(G) for s > 1 — p and, by Theorem 11 if 8 < —np~t or 8 > 1 —np~! the
same property holds true with V! ;(G) and VP{_B“ (G) replaced by W/ 4(G) and W;E‘ (G),
respectively. In the case there exists v = 0,...,[—1such that v—np™' < 8 <v+1—np~!
the map M : W} ;(G) — Wé%“(G) is still continuous if M(II,_,_;) C Wé%“(G).
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Remark 3.1. For reasons that will be clearer in Section 4, denote by (zg, ) the points of
R"*! and by G an (n+1)-dimensional domain which, close to the origin, coincides with the
cone {(zg,x) € R"™ : |(xg,2)| < Cizp, @' = (21,..., 20 1), T, > 0}, C; > 0. We will
show here that if a;;, € C'(G;C), j,k=1,...,n, and G = {(z¢,2) € G:xy= 0}, then
the operator Ay (x; Dy, Dyy) = A(x; D,) + €Y D2 | where ¢ € [—n/2,7/2] and A(z; D,)
is defined by (ICTJ), belongs to the class €(2,0).

We introduce in the space R"™* the (n + 1)-dimensional spherical co-ordinates, related to
the Cartesian ones by the well-known relationships:

($07 Liye 3 Tn—1, xn)

_ B (3.4)
= (7“ cos by, rsinfycosby,...,r szg sin 0y, cos 0,_1,r HZ:(l) sin Qh) ,

where r = |(zo, z)|, 0, € [0,7], h=0,...,n—2,0,_; € [0,27) and where Hﬁf:ll sin 0y, has
to be intending equal to one if Iy < ;.

Denoting by w the (n — 1)-uple (6y,...,0,_1), with the help of B4 it is not too diffi-
cult to show that the gradient (D,,, D,) can be expressed in terms of (D,, D,,), D, =
(Day, - ., Dy, ), by the following formulae:

ij = TJ7T(w)DT + r_l( Z;g 73,05 (W)Dek + Tj70n71(w)D6n—1) ) ] = 07 sy, (35)

where, ¢§;; standing for the Kronecher symbol, for any j € {0,...,n — 1} and any k €
{0,...,n — 2} we have

(70 (w) = i;%] sinf, cos;, Th,(w)= HZ;(l) sin 0, ,
(szo sin Hh)_l [Hi;i sin 6, cos O cos 0; — 6], if k<,
0, if k>j, (3.6)
Tn, 04 (W) = ( Hi;é sin 9h) - HZ;,lﬂH sin 6}, cos 6, ,
n— . —1 . n— . —1
(T (W) = _(Hh:(z] sinby) -1y sinb;, The, (W)= (Hh:(z] sinfp,)  cosf,_1 .
Hence, if we set a;x(r,w) = a;g(rsinfycosby,...,r Hz;g sin 0y, cos 0,1, 7 HZ;(l] sin 6,),
J,k=1,...,n, we obtain
Sor_iajk(x) Dy = fir(r,w)Dy 171 ZZ;(l) fio,(r,w)Dg,, j=1,....n, (3.7)

functions f;,, fje, 7 =1,...,n,1=0,...,n—1, being defined by
fin(r,w) =35 Gge(r,w) e (W), fio(rw) =320 n(r, w)Tie (W) - (3-8)
Using again (BX) and applying it to relations (B), performing easy computations we get
A(x; Dy) = Q,(r,w; Dy, Do) + 331 Qg (r,w; Dy, D), (3.9)

where Q,(r,w;D,, D,), Qq,(r,w;D,,D,), l = 0,...,n — 1, stand for the second-order
linear differential operator

Q,.(r,w; D, D,) =D, (k:,,(r, w)D, +r~1 Zz;é ko, (1, W)Dgh),

n . (3.10)
Qp,(r,w; Dy, D) = 17 300 750, (w) Dy (fi.r (r, w) Dy 771 32070 fi, (r,w) D, ),
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functions k., kg, { =0,...,n — 1, appearing in (BI0) being defined by
kr(r,w) o= 300 Tinr(W) fin(rw) s kg (r,w) o= 30 T (@) fie(rw) - (3.11)
Moreover, since ([B3), (B8) imply D,, = cos0yD, — r~sin 0y Dy,, taking advantage from
(rD,)> =1*D?+ 1D, (3.12)
we obtain
D2 = r=*{cos? 0y(rD,)? + sin(20)[I — (rD,)]|Dg, + sin® §yDj — cos(26o)(rD,)}. (3.13)

Therefore, assuming a;; € C 1(G;C), i,j = 1,...,n, taking into account the following
formulae (cf. B3) with h = 1)

{ D, = Zz;é(nﬁ;é sin 0, cos 0y ) Dy, + HZ;(l) sin6,D,, ,

" (3.14)
Del = Zj:l(Dekxj)Dij7 l:O,...,n—l’

and recalling (B8) and [BII), if we differentiate, respectively with respect to r and 6,
[ =0,...,n—1, each term in the brackets of (BI0) and we rearrange the term using (B12),
from B3), BIF) we can easily see that Ay(z; Dy, Dyy) = A(x; D,) + € D2, admits
representation (Bl) with p = 2. In addition, since the points (0,...,0,z;,0,...,0), j =
0,...,n—1, with z; # 0 do not belong to é, we have sin6; # 0 for any j € {0,...,n—1}
and hence (cf. (Bf)) condition ([B2) is satisfied, too, with s = 0.

Coming back to our purposes, we consider the boundary value problem:
L(x;Dy)u = F in G; B(x;D,)u = G on 0G\{O}, (3.15)

L and B being matrix differential operators in GG of dimension k x k and m x k, respectively,
with elements Ly, ;(z; D,) and B, ;(z;D,), h,j = 1,...,k, ¢ = 1,...,m. The orders of
operators Ly, ; and B, ; are equal to (s, +t;) and (o, + t;), respectively, where {s;}¥_,,
and Zle(sj +t;) = 2m. Clearly, £,; =0 and B,; =01if s, +t; <0 and o, +¢; < 0.
Moreover, taken | > max{0, max,—y ., 0,}, we assume Ly ;(z;D,) € €(sp +t;,1 — sp)
and B, ;(z; D,) € €(o,+t;,1 — 0,) in a neighborhood of O (cf. [9] p.76).

We require £ to be uniformly elliptic in G\{O} in the sense of [3] and we impose that
the boundary conditions B cover £ on 0G\{O} (cf. B] or [1]).

Problem (BIH) generates a model problem in the cone (0, +00) x 2. With the pair {£, B}
we associate the operator U(0,w, z, D,,) = {L(0,w, z, D,,), B(0,w, z, D)} where w € ,
z € C and the matrix differential operators L(0,w, z, D) and B(0,w, z, D,,) are defined,
respectively, by

: =1

L(0,w,z, D,) = (LhJ(O,w;z—ztj,Dw));:l """ L (3.16)
: =1,k

B(0,w,z,D,) = (By;(0,w;z— ztj,Dw))f]:l ..... s (3.17)

the operators Ly, j and B, ; being determined from £, ; and B, ; by means of (B]) replacing
Pi~ (1, w) with pg (0, w). As shown in the Appendix the ellipticity of system ([BIH) implies
that U(0,w, z, D,,) is elliptic with parameter in the sense of [6].



Denoting by t, § and & the vectors (ty,...,t), (s1,...,s;) and (o4, ...,0pm), respectively,
we introduce the spaces of vector-valued functions

VG =TT, V50 (6),  VIS(6) =TT, v, 57 (6),
Vs 0G) =TI Vs (06),

q=1 "p,B

(3.18)

and the correspondent spaces W;EF(G), W;X_p 71(8G) obtained by replacing V' with W
in (BI8). By the assumptions it is obvious that the map
£ -5 I—5—p~t
{£,B}: V)THG) = VIF(G) x V. ;777 (0G), (3.19)
is continuous and from Theorem EZ1l we deduce that if 5 < —np~t or 8 > | +tmax —np !
tmax = MaxXj—1_xt;, the same regularity holds true by replacing V' with W. In addition,
Theorem 4.2 in [I0] shows that if there exists some v = 0,1,...,] + tax — 1 such that

v—npt < <v+1—np!then the map {£, B} : W;EF(G) — W5 (G) x Wéf_pfl(aG)

. . . . _3 l—G—p—
still remains continuous provided that {£, B}z, ;) C W/ (G) x W, 77 (9G),
where II, 7 , | = H§:1 I;14;——1. We can now state the following result corresponding
to Theorem 4.3 in [T0] and to which we refer the reader for the proof.

Theorem 3.2. If B & [—np™', [ + tmax — np~ '] or if there exists v = 0,1,..., [+ tpax — 1
such that v —np™ < B < v+ 1—np! then for p € (1,+0) the operator {ZI9) is
Fredholm if and only if the line Imz = 3 — | + np~' contains no poles of the operator
U0,w, z, D)~ which are the eigenvalues of U(0,w, z, D,,). Under this condition, for any
vector-valued function w € W;EF(G) the following estimate holds

]l

Wl+t G S Cl{H)CwHWzl?Tﬁg(G) _'_ ||BwHWIl,;35’7pfl(aG + HwHWl 1+t G)} (320)

In the next, Theorem will be applied to the case in which £ and B are single and
not matrix differential operators. Therefore, from now on the parameters appearing from
formula (BTH) onward will be assumed to be the following:

k::mzl, 8120, t1:2 0’1:—1, [=0. (321)

4 Basic assumptions and main result

With all the necessary background introduced in the previous sections, here we will be
finally able to state our a priori estimate for a solution u € W7 _,(G) to the boundary
value problem

{ Mu(z) — A(z; DyJu(z) = f(z),  weG, (4.1)

B(z; Do )u(z) = g(z), = €dG,

where f € L, _1(G), g € W} 5 (8G) and A € C.

However, to state the main result, some basic assumptions on the domain G and on the
differential operators A(x; D,) and B(x; D,) are needed. We are going to list them.

Let C;, j = 1,2,3, be three positive constants such that, denoted with ¢ the angle
arctan[(Cy)™'] € (0,7/2), they satisfy Cy > sin¢ and C3 > C and let n : [0,C] — R be
a function of class C? satisfying the following properties:
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i) n(y) = Cry, if y € [0,sing];
i) 0 <n(y) < Csy,if y € (sing, Cy);
iii) n(Cz) =0, 7'(Cs) = —o0.
Having such a n, for the rest of the paper with G we will denote the domain
G={zeR": 2| <n(z,), o' =(z1,...,20-1), 0 <z, < Co}. (4.2)

When n > 2, due to i), GNB(0, 1) coincides with the cone {z € R" :|2| < Ciz,, x, > 0},
whereas, when n = 1, we have 2’ = 0 and G simply coincides with the interval (0, Cs).

Remark 4.1. To clarify the meaning of the constant C; and of the choice of the interval
[0,sin ¢] in the assumption i) on 7, observe first what happens when n = 2. In this case
G N B(0,1) coincides with the cone {(z1,z3) € R? : |z1| < Cia9, 79 > 0} and therefore,
using polar co-ordinates in R? (set 6y = m/2 and n = 2 in formulae [B4))), we deduce that
for any x € GN B(0,1) the angle #; belongs to (¢, m — ¢). Hence if x € 0G N B(0,1) then
xy € [0,sin ¢]. Generalizing to the case n > 2, by setting 0y = 7/2 in formulae B2 we
deduce that for any z € GN B(0,1) all the angles 6;, i = 1,...,n — 1, belong to the same
interval (¢, — ¢).

Now, A(x; D,) being defined by (1), we assume

Q; j GCI(@' C), Qi = Qjq, i,jzl,...,n, (43)

Re Z a;;(2)6& > Cole?, Y (z,€) € (G\{O}) x R" and some Cy > 0.  (4.4)

i,j=1

As it is well-know, if n > 2 then assumption (4 implies the following:

for any x € G and any linearly independent vectors &,( € R"

the polynomial T — A(x; € +7¢) = 370 aij(x)(& + 7G) (& + 7¢5) (4.5)
has a unique root with positive imaginary part.

With A(z; D,) we associate the boundary operator
Zb 2)D,, + bo(z), z€dqG, (4.6)

where, V being an open neighborhood of G, we have
b; e C*(V;R), j=0,1,....n. (4.7)
Moreover, if n > 2 we assume that the b;’s satisfy also the following two requirements:

| S0 bi(2 cosy, @ )vi () cos 7 + by (2 cos vy, 2 v () 4 [V ()| sin? 4| > m > 0,
for any v € [0,27] and any x € 0G\{O}, (4.8)
v(x) = (v'(x),v,(x)) being the outer normal to 0G\{O} at x,
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for any x € 0G\{O} and for any &, € R", repectively tangent and normal
to 0G\{O} at x,the polynomial B(z;& +7C) = > bi(x)(& + 7¢) is not (4.9)
divisible by (1 — 77 (x, &, () without remainder, 7 (x,&, () being the unique '
root with positive imaginary part of the polynomial A(x;& + 7¢) in ([EH) .

Observe that (ILH) is well defined by virtue of (1) since if x € IG\{O} then (2’ cos v, x,,),
v € [0, 27], belongs to G. Assumption (E8) can be considered as an improvement of the
standard assumption for the coefficients of B(x; D,), corresponding to v = 0 in (£S). In
Section 5 we will exhibit a concrete class of functions b;, j = 1,...,n, satisfying ().
Instead, in the case n = 1 we assume

bi(z1) # [0 (z1)] 'n(zy),  for every x; € (0,Cs) such that n'(z;) # 0, (4.10)

with the convention that when z; = C5 then (ELI0) should be understood as by (Cy) # 0.
In accordance with Definition 1.5 on p. 113 in [7], assumption (EJ) means that B(z; D,,)
covers A(z; D,) on 0G\{O}. We will need the following preliminary result.

Lemma 4.2. Let G be the domain defined by (Z-3) and let A(x; D,) and B(x; D,) be the
differential operators defined respectively by (L) and [f-0) and assume that the coeffi-
cients of A(x; D) satisfy {f-3), [{-4) whereas the coefficients of B(x; D,) satisfy ({{-1)-
[{-10). Denote with (zy, ), x = (2, 3,), the points of R"™' and with G the domain

G = {(z0,2) € R : |(wg, 2)| < n(zs), 0 <, < Ca}. (4.11)

Then B((xo, ); Dy, Dyy) = B(x; Dy) + 20Dy, covers Ay(x; Dy, Dyy) = A(x; D,) + € D2
Y € [—7/2,7/2], on OG\{O}.

The proof Lemma will be given in Section 5. Here we make only two easy remarks.

Remark 4.3. Observe that if n = 2 then G is a 3-dimensional domain generated by a
rotation of G around the zy—axis. In this sense, when n > 2, the (n + 1)-dimensional
domain G can always be viewed as a rotation of the n—dimensional domain G around
the z,—axis. In addition, in the critical case n = 1, definition (EI1]) ensures that G is
2—dimensional domain, symmetric with respect to the x;—axis and coinciding with a cone
near the origin. This will be important in the following, since we will use Theorem
in dimension n + 1 and therefore we will need to consider (n + 1)—dimensional domain
having the properties for which that theorem is true.

Remark 4.4. Under our assumptions on A(x; D,) the operator Ay(z; Dy, Ds,), ¥ €
[—7/2,7/2], does not necessarily satisfy (f4), but only the weaker ellipticity condition

|3 el + €] 2 2 mindCo. eR V(2.€) € GVOY) x R (412

i,j=1

However, if n > 2 then n + 1 > 3 and it is well-known that in this case ([{I12)) implies
E3). If n =1, by computing explicitly the roots of the polynomial Ay (x1; &+ 7() for the
operator Ay (x1; Dy, , Dyy), it can be checked that ([H) is satisfied, too. Indeed, by virtue
of (EZ)), when n = 1 we may for simplicity assume a; ; to be real and positive and hence,
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given two linearly independent vectors & = (&, &1),¢ = (o, (1) € R?, it follows that the
polynomial Ay (x1;€ + 7¢) = ar1(z1) (& + 7¢)% + €V (& + 7¢)? has the roots:

T+(21,6,¢) = [Cé + (al,l(zl))2Cf + 2a1,1(:v1)§02(’12 COSW_l
X{ — &G — (a11(21))*61G — ar1(21)CoCre Y [€0Cie™™ + 1]
+i[ar(z1)G — &Glole ™ [ar (z1)(Te™ + Cg]}- (4.13)

Now, triplet {Ay(z; Dy, Dy,), B((x0,%); Dy, Dy ); G} being defined as in Lemma A2,
with problem () we associate the following boundary value problem, where F €

Ly 1(G) and G € W, (9G)

{ Ay (x5 Dy, Dyy)v(wo, 7) = F(30,7) , (z0,7) € G, (4.14)

B((%J)% Dma Dmo)v(l’o,l’) = g(xmx)v (SL’(],SL’) S 857

As shown in Remark Bl when the coefficients a;;, 7,5 = 1,...,n, of A(z;D,) satisty
E3)) then Ay (x; Dy, D,,) belongs to the class €(2,0). Moreover, when the coefficients by,
h=0,1,...,n, of B(z; D,) satisty () then, using formulae (B4), (B3) and BI4), it is
easy to see that B((xg,x); Dy, D,,) belongs to €(1.1). In addition formula [TZ) shows
that Ay(x; Dy, Dy, ) is uniformly elliptic in G\{O}, whereas Lemma establishes that
the boundary conditions B((zo, z); Dy, Dy,) covers Ay(x; Dy, Dy,) on dG\{O}.

Hence, denoted with  the intersection G N dB(0,1), problem (EId) generates a model
problem in the cone (0,+00) x Q. Indeed, 6;, i = 0,...,n — 1, being defined by (B4,
with the pair {Ay(x; Dy, Dyy), B((xo, x); Dy, Dyy)} we associate the operator

U0, w, 2, D) = {Ap(0,w, 2 — 2i, D)), B(0,w, z — 2i, D)} | (4.15)

where w = (6o, ...,0,-1), Dy = (6o, ..., 0,_1), and the operators A, and B are determined
from Ay(x; Dy, Dy,) and B((zo, x); Dy, Dy,) by means of (Bl) replacing the coefficients
Pha(r,w) with ppo(0,w). Since problem ([EI4) is uniformly elliptic in G\{O} and the
boundary condition covers Ay (x; D,, D,,) on dG\{O} then the operator U(0,w, z, D,,)
is elliptic with complex parameter in the sense of [6]. Therefore, with the choice of the
parameter as in (BZI) and G replaced by G, all the assumptions on problem (B13) which
are necessary in order to state Theorem are satisfied even for problem (E14).

We now give the following definition, arising from the necessity to use Theorem B.2 in
dimension n + 1, with § = —1 and [ = 0.

Definition 4.5. The boundary value problem ({.14) will be said regular if the line Im z =
—1+(n+1)p~! contains no eigenvalue of the operator U(0,w, z, D,,) defined by [{13). In
this case the triplet { A(x; D,), B(x; D,); G} will be said the restriction to the x variable
of the regular boundary value problem [fI3) in the domain G related to G by [F11).

Definition can be considered as the equivalent, in the setting of weighted Sobolev
function spaces, of Definition 6.2 in [5]. In this sense our results are in accordance with
those proven in [5] for the subclass of problems consisting in the restriction to the x
variable of regular elliptic problems in one more variable. Two simple examples for the
Definition are those given on p. 45 in [§] and p. 86 in [9] and related to the homoge-
neous Dirichlet boundary conditions.
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We can finally state our main result.

Theorem 4.6. Let p > n, p # n+ 1, and let the triplet {A(z; D,.), B(x; D,); G} be the
restriction to the x variable of the reqular boundary value problem (f1J) in the sense of
Definition [{-3. Then, go € W, _,(G) being any extension to G of B(x; Dy)u, there exists
w > 0 such that if Re\A > w for every u € W;_l(G) the following estimate hold

Allullz, @ + M2 IDullL, @) + 1 D?ullz, @)
< M{||(M — A(w; Da))ullr, vy + L+ A2 gollz, @) + 1Dollr, v} (4.16)

The positive constant M in ([Z.10) depends only on p, n, the C*(G)-norm of the coefficients
of A(x; D) and of B(x; D,) and the constants C;, j = 2,3, intervening in the properties
i)-111) for the function n which describes the boundary 0G of G.

As announced in the Introduction, the proof of Theorem B will be given in Section 7.
Here, instead, we want to show some easy consequence of estimate (EEI6). We set

{ D(A) = {ue W2_,(G): B(z; D,)u=0 indG}, (4.17)

Au = A(x; D,)u, Vu e D(A).
A is said the realization of A(x; D,) in L, _1(G) with homogeneous boundary condition.

Corollary 4.7. Let assumptions of Theorem [.q be fulfilled and let the pair (A, D(A)) be
defined by [{17). There exists w > 0 such that if ReA > w then the operator \I — A is
closed and injective in L, 1(G). As a consequence, A is closed in L, _1(G).

Proof. By taking as go the null function, the injectivity of A\I — A, ReA > w, trivially
follows from (EIH). Now, let {u,}nen € D(A) such that w, — w in L, _;(G) and
(M — A)u, — vin L, _1(G). If we set go = 0, from ([EI0) it clearly follows that {u, }nen
is a Cauchy sequence in W _,(G) and hence v € W?2_,(G). Moreover, due to assumptions
E3), [ET) on the coefficients of A(x; D,) and B(x; D, ), respectively, it is easy to deduce
(M — A)u, — (A — A)u in L, (G) and 0 = B(x; D, )u, — B(x; D,)u in W% (9G).
Therefore v € D(A) and (A — A)u = v, i.e. A\l — A is closed in L, _1(G).

The last assertion follows from A = A — (AI — A). O

As a further corollary of Theorem ELH we show that, if a solution u € W} _,(G) of
problem () exists, then the operator A defined via (BIM) is sectorial, in accordance
with the Definition 2.0.1 in [I1] which we report for reader’s convenience.

Definition 4.8. Let X be a complex Banach space, with norm || - ||. A linear operator
B :D(B) C X — X is said to be sectorial if there are constants wy € R, ¥ € (w/2,7),
C' > 0 such that, denoted with p(B) the resolvent set of B, the following hold:

(i) p(B) D Spuy ={2€C: z#w,|arg(z —wi)| <},
(i) |(2I — B) Hgx) S Clz —wi|™, Vz e Syu.

We recall also the following sufficient condition for an operator to be sectorial and for the
proof of which we refer to [T, Proposition 2.1.11].
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Proposition 4.9. Let w; € R and let B: D(B) C X — X be a linear operator such that
p(B) DS, ={z€C: Rez >w} and ||(2I — B)|zx) < Clz|7! for any z € S, and
some C' > 0. Then B is sectorial.

Consequently, we have the following corollary.

Corollary 4.10. Let assumptions of Theorem [{.4 be fulfilled and let us suppose that for
-1

any pair (f,g) € L, _1(G) X W;:’i (0G) there eists a solution u € W _(G) to problem
#-1). Then the operator A defined by [{-173) is sectorial.

Proof. If for any pair (f,g) € L, -1(G) X Wpl,:’fl(aG) a solution v € W72_,(G) of problem
(7)) exists, then, when Re\ > w, the solution is unique by virtue of estimate (EIG).
Moreover, from [I6) with go equal to zero, we deduce |[(A — A) 2z, _i ey < M[A|7!
for any A € C such that Re\ > w. Hence, the assertion follows from Proposition O

Since it is well-known that sectorial operators generate analytic semigroups, we have
the following further corollary.

Corollary 4.11. Under the hypotheses of Corollary[[.1{ the realization A of A(z; D) in
L, _1(G) with homogeneous boundary condition generates an analytic semigroup of linear
bounded operators {T (t) }i>0 C L(Lp—1(G)).

5 Proof of Lemma

First, accordingly to Remark B3, we observe that if n > 2 and G is related to G by
(1) then a very special characterization of the points in 0G\{O} in terms of those in
dG\{O} can be given. Indeed, when n > 2 and (o, 7) € dG\{O} (i.e. |(To, T')| = n(Zn))
we set a = |(Zo,2')|7H7|, B = |(Zo,7")|"'Tp. Since a? + % = 1 there exists ¢ € [0, 27]
such that @ = |cosp| and f = singp. Let us set x; = z;/cosep, i = 1,....,n — 1,
Ty = Tp. If cosp = 0, i.e. when (7, ) is of the form (zy,0,...,0,%,), we set x; = 0,
i=1,...,n—1, z, = Cy. In this way we have defined a point x € dG\{O}. In fact,
|2'| = |2'|/| cos | = |7'| /v = |(Zp,7")| if @ # 0 and z = (0,...,0,C%) if & = 0. Summing

up, if n > 2, given (7o, z) € 0G\{O} there exists an angle ¢ € [0, 27] such that
(T, 7', 7,) = (|2 sing, 2’ cos g, x,), x= (2, 2,) € 0G\{O}, (5.1)

where boundary points of the form (zy,0,...,0,7,) correspond to the choice ¢ = 7/2 if
To > 0 and ¢ = 37/2 if 75 < 0.

Proof of Lemma -3 We consider the following two distinct cases: i) n > 2, ii) n = 1.
i)n > 2. Let ® : R"™! — R to be the function defined by

@(yo,y) = 27 {I(vo, ¥)* = n(ya)]’}, 9 >0. (5.2)

It follows Qé\{O} = {(y0,y) € R"™ : ®(yo,y) = 0, y, > 0} and hence, since the only
point ofj?G\{Q} with z,, = Cy is the point (0,...,0,Cy) with normal (0,...,0,1), the
normal ¢ to 0G\{O} at (Zy,¥) is given by

- { (%o, @', —n(T) (7)), if z, € (0,C%),

(= 0,...,0,1), if z, =C5. (5.3)
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From (B22) it follows also that the normal v(x) to dG\{O} at x is the vector

/7 - n ! nj))s f n S 07 C )
sy = [ @) e 0.6 o
0,...,0,1), if 2, =Ch,
and, since v'(z) = 2/, we see that (.3)) can be rewritten in the more compact way
= ([v'(z)] sin p, v'(z) cos , va(2)) , (5.5)

where v(z) defined by (B) is the normal at the point « such that (E)) holds.
It remains to characterize the tangent vectors & to 0G\{O} Taking advantage from (B.4),

(B0 it is not too difficult to show that any vector £ tangent to dG\{O} at (Zo, %) has
one of the following three representations

(acosg + cv/(z)] sin g, by’ + cv'(z) cosp — a % sin g, ¢ % ), if 7'(z,) #0,
V' (z) (5.6)

@) sing,c), if 7'(z,) =0 and ¢ ¢ {7/2,37/2}
(0,9), ye R, |y| #0, if 7/'(z,) =0 and ¢ € {7/2,37/2}

where y' € R"™! |y/| # 0, satisfies ¢/ - 2/ = 0 if x, # Cy or ¢ ¢ {7/2,37/2}, a,b,c are
real numbers not all equal to zero and x € dG\{O} is the point in ([&TI).

Now, let (%o, %) € 0G\{O} with Z, # 0 and assume condition (@) is violated for the
operator B((Zo, ); Dy, Dy,). Hence, denoted with 7+ ((Z, %), €, ¢) the unique root with
positive imaginary part of the polynomial A(z, E + TE ) we have, for any 7 € C

(acosp, by’ —a

Zb )& +78) + Fol€o +780) = (@0, .8, Ol — (@0, D),E0]. (5.7)

From (B28) we deduce that there are three different situations to take into examination.

1) Case n'(x,) # 0. In this case from (BJl), (BH)—(E) and assumption ([ELF) we easily

deduce

n—1
Z bi(z' cos @, 2, )vs () cos @ + by (' cos p, 2, ) v, (x) + |V ()] sin?
i=1

= X((70,7),6,C) #0, (5.8)

—

n—

{37 bila cos o) by + cvi(w) cos p — ale' (@) vs(w) sin ]

i=1

+ by (' cos p, z,) [ (2)] " 0(2) + [0/ ()| (acos @ + clv'(z)| sin ¢) sin @}
= —x((30,7).£ ) 7 (30, 7),£,C) (5.9)

From (B28), (&9) and the fact that b;, j = 1,...,n, assume only real values (cf. (1)) we
get a contradiction since Im 77 ((Zo, 7), &, () > 0.
2) Casen/(z,) =0, p & {m/2,37/2}. From (B4) we see that in this case we have v, () = 0
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and hence from (28 the contradiction follows as in the case before using assumption ()
and changing the left-hand side of () in accordance with (E0).

3) Case n'(z,) = 0, ¢ € {7/2,3r/2}. From [EI)), (B3) and (EH) we obtain that ¢
and ¢ are respectively of the form (go, 0,...,0) and (0,y) with (o # 0and y € R",
ly| # 0. However, due to the assumptions on 7 it follows z,, € (0,C5) and hence, since

(Z0,0,...,0,z,) € 0G\{O}, we have T = n(z,) # 0. Therefore, from ([52) we get
EEOZO = ((50707- Oaxn)vgvg) 7&07 (51())
Zb 0 xn Yi = _X((i()ao . O In) 5 C) ((x0> . 'a07$n)>gg)> (511)

and again the contradiction follows from the fact that the b;’s assume only real values
whereas Im 7+ ((Zo, 7), £, ¢) > 0.

Contradictions we get in 1)-3) mean that the assumption that condition (29 was violated
for B((Zo,z); Dy, Dy,) was wrong and so, if n > 2, the proof is complete.

it) n = 1. In this case, since z/ = 0, no relationship of type (Bl is possible and we
can not reason as before. However, since the points of 9G\{O} are the points (Zo, 7;) =
(£n(z1), 21), from ([2F) with n = 1 we deduce that the normal ¢ and the tangent £ to
OG\{OY} at (£n(z1),z1) have the following form

a {(in(xl) ,=n(@)n' (1)), i 21 € (0,C%),

5.12
) if I = C2 ’ ( )

Y

(0,1)
(Fn(z1), [ (z)] " 'n(21)), i 7'(1) #0, and 21 € (0,Ch),
=1

0,1), if n'(z;) =0, (5.13)
(1,0), if 1’1202.
Now, assume that ([EZ9) does not hold for the operator B((Zg, ); Dy, Ds,). Hence, denoted

with 7+ ((Zo, 71), E,Z) the unique root with positive imaginary part of the polynomial

Ay (Z, £+ 7C) (cf. (@IF)) we have that (57) reduces to

bu(@1) (€ +7G) + To(€ + 700) = x((70, 7). & O = 7H(70,7).£, Q). (5.14)
From (B12), (EI3) we deduce that only two situations have to be examined.
1) Case z1 € (0,Cy). If n/(z1) # 0, from (BIZ)—(ETId) and assumption (EI0) we find
=bi(wn)n(ea)n' (e1) + ()] = x(Fo, 7),€,0) # 0 (5.15)

by (1) (1)) (1) + [n(2)]? = —x((@o, 2), & )7 (70, 7). €, C) (5.16)

which is a contradiction since on the left-hand side of (E210) we have a real value whereas
on the right-hand side we have a complex number with positive imaginary part. It is easy
to observe that if n'(z1) = 0 we still get a contradiction. Indeed, due to the fact that
z1 € (0,Cy), on the left-hand side of (E1H) we have [n(z;)]* # 0 whereas (cf. (EI3)) on
the left-hand side of (E16) we have only the real value by ().
2) Case x1 = Cy. Since n(Cs) = 0, from (BE12)—(ET4) we find

b1 (Co)m = X((0,Cy), &, C)[r — 7H((0, ), €, )],
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which is a contradiction due to assumption (fI0). Hence, also in the case n = 1 we are
done and the proof of Lemma is complete.

Remark 5.1. With the help of (4]) we present here a class of coefficients b;, j = 1,...,n,
which satisfy assumption ([H). To this purpose, for any = € G let set

bj(x)=x;, j=1,....,n—1, bo(z) # [0 (z0)] " 'n(zn), if 1'(x,) #0. (5.17)

Since from (B4)) it follows o'(x) = 2’ for any = € 0G\{O}, with the coefficients defined
by (BI7) and using |2'| = n(x,) we see that (LJ]) is equivalent to require

[77(%)]2 — b (2" cosy, wa)n(zn)n' (20) # 0 if z, € (0,Cy),
—bn(O,...,O,Cg);éO if z, € (O,Cg)

Therefore, with the convention that the assumption on b, in (BI7) should be intended
as by(x) # 0 if z, = Cy (i.e. when 1/(x,) = —00), the previous two inequality are both
satisfied even in the case 7/(z,) = 0 since in this case we have z,, € (0,C3) and hence
n(z,) # 0. Observe also that in the case n = 1 then (BI7) corresponds to (EI0).

Remark 5.2. From (&210) and (EI1]) we see that in the case n > 1 Lemma fails if
instead of B((xo, z); Dy, D,,) we consider only the operator B(x; D,). In the case n = 2,
using complex valued coefficients b;, j = 1, 2, there could be still the possibility to conclude
the proof considering only B(z; D,), but surely no if n > 3.

6 The cut-off function

The procedure we will perform in Section 7 to prove estimate ({EI6) for a function u €
W2 _,(G), G being defined by (), requires the implementing of a function v depending
on n + 1 variables and having the following form

v(zo, 1) = s(z0, )™ u(z),  (20,2) €G, (6.1)

where p > 0, G is related to G by (ET1T) and s is an infinitely differentiable function
having compact support on G.

Functions of type (61I), with the aim of proving estimates for the function u, are used,
for instance, in [I], [5] and [I1]. However, in that papers the domain G always consists
in the infinite “cylinder” I' = (—o0, +00) X G and this, as remarked in the Introduction,
allows the authors to use cut-off functions s depending only on .

In our case the situation is really different, since when G is related to G by (EI1l) then
(0, ) do not belongs to G if |zo| > {[n(zn)] — |#'|2}/2. By recalling definition of ¢
before the definition [2) of G, the right choice of function ¢ suitable to our purposes
arise from Remark BTl Indeed, due to formulae (B, if we define G accordingly to (BT
then, for any (z9,z) € G, the angle 6, between the z axis and the vector |(x, )| belongs
to the interval (¢, ™ — ¢). This leads at once to consider the following cut-off function s:

#(xg, x) == 5<arccos |(x:,0x)\> : (x0,2) € G, (6.2)
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where £ € C*([0,7],R4), ||€]|c(o,x) = 1 and for some € € (0, (7 — 2¢)/6) satisfies

E(p)=0, Ypelo(r—6)/2Ul(r+6)/2,7], (6.3)
1

: Vo e[(r—2)/2,(m+2¢)/2]. (6.4)
In particular, by observing that our choice of ¢ guarantees £ = 1 in an open interval
containing 7 /2 and recalling G = {(z¢,z) € G : o = 0}, we deduce that s is equal to
one on G whereas £V (7/2) = 0 for any [ € N\{0}. Moreover, for any | € N U {0} and
1=1,...,n we have

D, Y (arccos o ) SO (arccos L) ; (6.5)
(o, 2)|/ |2l|(o, )2 | (o, )]
D, ,EY ( arccos $> = __ el g ( arccos L> . (6.6)
’ | (o, )] | (o, 2)[? | (o, )]
Hence, when s is defined by (62), from definition (E1I) we derive the following formulae
for the first and the second derivatives of v, where ¢,7 =1,...,n:
D, v(xg, ) = 5(x0, 7)™ Dy,u(x) + [Dy, 2¢(w0, 7)]e?™u(z) (6.7)
Dyv(w0, 1) = ipv(xg, ¥) + [Dyy¢(0, 7)™ u(x), (6.8)
D? v(zg,z) = — p*v(wg, ) + B S/I(arccos 7> P oy ()
S ’ | (o, z)[* | (o, )]
_9 |:l’0 - 'lp|(1'0> l’)|2j| [Dx %(1'0’ x)]eipmou(x) ’ (69)
| (o, )] ’

Dy, Dy (o, ) = 5¢(xg, 2)e"?™ Dy, Dy u(x) 4 2Dy, 52(20, x)]e"™ Dy u(x)

0 ; 2 (2 + 2lz)? .
+[ 320 - ToZ l’é(l'o + |f| )}g/ (arccos )ezpmou(x>
||| (2o, )] ||| (20, )] | (2o, )]
2
LoLilj 7 Lo ipx
W g (aICCOS |(1’0’ . |>€ & Ou(.f(:) y (610)

DDy, v(xo, ) = [ip 5¢(xg, ) 4+ Dyyse(a0, )] Dy u(x)

~ , 2 a2 ‘
+ PTot; 5 % (J2] :Ez)]é"(arccos )e“’xou(x)
|z[|(wo, z)]| ||| (20, x)] | (0, )]
Toj ||

- g (arccos
||| (o, z)|* (w0, )]

In addition, using (6H), (68) with [ = 0 we deduce, for any j, k= 1,...,n,

)eimu(x) . (6.11)

2
riw;Ty
Dy, Dy, »(x, ) N 5”<arccos

_ To )
|| (2o, x)| | (20, )]
5jkIODxO%($0ax) l’k(l’(2)+3|l’|2)ij%(l’o,$)
_ %, g - . _ . (6.12)
|| |[?[ (2o, x)|
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Now, let Ay(x; Dy, D, ) and B((xo, x); Dy, D,,) be defined as in the statement of Lemma
Through easy but lengthy computations, from (67), (63), (E12) we obtain

Ay(x; Dy, Dy )v(z0, )

= w(xg, )P [A(z; D) — p*e™ Iu(z) + 2™ Z k(1) Dy u(x) Dy 2¢(20, )
7,k=1

i) a; k LL’ ;T
—i—S”(arccos ) oy, E LA

(20, ) \35| |(zo, x)|*

2 — 2
+€i(w+pxo)u(x){%5//<arccos o )_2[:60 w|(f€;)|72x)| ]D%%(xojx)}

| (2o, | (o, )] |(zo, =

. - D,
+ezpmo { Z kaajk D o x(], Z a]] xO e (x()?I)

2
j,k=1 j=1 |$|

"~ a;p(x)zg(2f + 3|2)|*) Dy, 220, )
- Z 2 }

[2[(z0, 2)

= Ji(u, &, (z0, 1)), (6.13)

whereas, from (1) and (G.8), we get
B((z0, 2); Dy, Dy )v(xg, ) = 3¢(w0, 7)™ B(x; Dy )u(z) + ipwos(xg, ) u(z)

+6ipx0u(l')[l'0on n(xo, T +Zb VD, (x0, )

Z Ji(u, &, (xg, x)) . (6.14)

=6

In the next section, with the help of (EI3]) and (EI4]), we will upper bound the norms
of Ay(z; Dy, Dyy)v and B((xg, x); Dy, Dy, )v, respectively in Lp7_1(é) and W;:’ifl(aé),
in terms of the Wlﬁ_l(G)-norms , k =0,1,2, of u and of an any extension to G of its
assigned boundary values. Just these estimates will be the argument of the forthcoming
lemmata Lemma [[1] and Lemma [[Z, which will be a fundamental step in the proof of
our main result Theorem ELGL

7 Proof of Theorem

As we said at the end of Section 6, Theorem ELG will be an easy consequence of two
crucial lemmata, Lemma [[.Jland Lemma[.Z2 We postpone such lemmata to the following
considerations which strictly depends on the class ([{.2) of domains G we restrict to work
with. First, observe that |(xg,z)| > |z| implies

(o, )| < [z, Vg=1. (7.1)
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Hence, if w(xo,z) is a function such that [w(zo,z)| < (0, 2)| ¥ |wy (20, )| |wo ()|, for
some k € NU {0} and some w; € C(G) vanishing for zq € (=60, d0), 0 < do < ||7]|c(0,c2)),
then from ([Z]) we easily find

lell, @ < (260) 7w lealls, @ (7.2)
Moreover, assumptions i), ii) on function 1 which describes the boundary 0G of G imply
(w0, 2)| < {[n(wn)* + a2 }* <{C5+ 1322, V(wo,2) €G. (7.3)
Therefore, if we set Cy = {C? + 1}'/2 and we use =, < |z|, from (3] we deduce

Crla™ < (o, )| ™%, Vg>1,  V(z0,2)€G, (7.4)

and hence, for any w € Lp,_l(é), we deduce also ||w||Lp’71(é) > Cwllz, @)
Lemma 7.1. Let p > n and u € W _(G), where G is defined by {{3), and let A(x; D,)
be the differential operator (L) with coefficients a;;, i,j = 1,...,n, satisfying {{-3).
Then, when v is defined by (G1), (EA) and Ay(z; Dy, Dyy,) is defined as in the statement

of Lemma .3, for any p > 0 and some dy(c) > 0 the following estimate holds:

[ Ay (2; Da, Dmo)UHLp,,l(é)

NP {I(A(w; D) = pPe Hullr, @) + Mi(L+p)ullwz o}, (7:5)
The positive constant My in (7.4) depends only on p, n, the C*(G)-norm of the coefficients

of A(x; D) and the constants C;, j = 2,3, intervening in the properties i)-ii) for the
function n which describes the boundary 0G of G.

Proof. Since from formula (G13)) it follows

5
[ Ay (%5 Day Do)l @) ZlJzué’ 20,2z, @ - (7.6)

we need only to estimate from above each norm | Ji(u, &, (zo, @), &), I =1.--..5,
and then to rearrange the term. First, from [Z2) and ||€||c(jo,7)) = 1 we immediately get

1 (us s (o, 2))l,, ) < 120071 (Alw; Do) = pPe D ull, @) - (7.7)
where using (63), (64) and (Z3]) we have set
do(e) = C4Cy cos|(m — 6¢) /2], g€ (0,(mr—20)/6). (7.8)

Now, observe that for any (zo,z) € G and | € N U {0} from (63), (E0) we derive

IET D o)) » j=0,....n, (7.9)

D, E m(arccos )
} ! |(x07 ‘ N ‘ Lo, T )|
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whereas, since u € W7 _,(G) and —1 < —np~', from Theorem T it follows

1/
{llull?, w;+§jW%wm@AG}psnwmﬁﬂnSdmm@AGy (7.10)

Hence, recalling the definition of Jy(u, &, (x¢,x)) in (GI3) and that of s in (G2), from
[C2), [CY) and (ZI0) we deduce

| J2(u, &, (o, l’))HL,,,,l(é)

.....

S20"[250(5)]1/p||5/||C([0Jr nax lajille ||U||W2 (G5 (7.11)

.....

and similarly, but taking advantage from

2
TGLjT,

[z (o, 2)[*1 ™~ [(wo, )7

S k=1,....n, (7.12)

we obtain

[ J3(u, €, (o, )l 1, @ Sn2[250(6)]1/p||5”||cqoﬂr>]km§x laj kllowlullz, s

.....

SCn2[25o(6)]1/”||5"||c[o7r1) ax |la;kllo@llullwz - (7-13)

.....

1

Finally, using (IZ3)) and ([Z9), it is easy to prove that the factors on the braces in the defini-
tion of Jy(u, &, (vo,z)) and J5(u, £, (xg, x)) have their absolute values which are bounded
from above respectively by |(zo, )| 2(3 + 2pC’402)||5||cz([07ﬂ) and [|z||(zo, )| 'n?[4 +

.....

Therefore, if we set MO {max[2p 13” 22p 1C’p PCEMYP from (TZ) and (I0) we find

s, €, (@0, ), @ < 1200 PMo(1 + PIEN oy Itz o

< c[200()] P Mo(L + p)|Ellczqomplullwe s (T-14)
||J5(u7 87 (SL’(), x))HL (@)
< n?[280(e)]' P[4 + Ca(1 + C)IE Nl eo.m) jnax lajrllcrellullz, s
< en®[280(2)]V7[4 + Ca(1 + C)IIE |l cqtom) jnax lajllore llullwz @) - (7.15)

.....

with M1 = C{MO —|— n[2 + 571, + nC'4(1 + 02)] max; g=1,..n ||CLJ k||Cl(G }||5||c2 ([0,7])- O

.....

Lemma 7.2. Let p > n and u € W _,(G) where G is defined by ([£-4) and let B(x; D,)
be the differential operator ([{.0) with coefficients b;, j =0,...,n, satisfying {.4). Then,
go € W, _1(G) being any extension to G of B(x; Dy)u, when v is defined by @1), [G3)
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and B((xg,2); Dy, Dy, ) is defined as in the statement of Lemma[f.3, for any p > 0 and
some dg(g) > 0 the following estimate holds:

||B(($0ax);Dan:CO)UHW;;Z;*l(aé)
< 2[50(5)]1/pM2{||90||W171(G +pllgollz, @) + ||U||W2 _(
+ (1 +2p)l[ullwr )+ (0 + 0°)llull, - I(G} (7.16)

The constant My > 1 in [7.10) depends only on p, n, the C*(G)-norm of the coefficients
of B(z; D,) and the constants C;, j = 2,3, intervening in the properties i)-ii) for the
function n which describes the boundary 0G of G.

Proof. First, from (61d]) we get
8
’|B((x07x)7Dw7D.’EO> || 1 P 1(8(;' S Z |Jl u, 5 ('T()? >)’|W;’:73171(8(~}’)7 (717>
1=6

and observe that, due to the definition @) of G, if (zo,z) belong to G then it is of
the form (0,z) with « € 9G or (zo, ) with o # 0 and z € G. Therefore (cf. also (1)),
the term Jy(u, &, (zo, x)), | = 6,7,8, in ([ZI7) are well defined for any (z,2) € G U dG.
Hence, recalling the definition (Z3)) of the norm in the spaces of traces and using (1),
([ER) with u replaced by go and the inequality |a + b|? < 2771(|a|? + [b]9), a,b € C, ¢ > 1,
from (63), (6.0), (C9) and (C2) we obtain

||J6(ua ga (113'0, I))||W;;’fl(ac~:) S ||J6(ua ga (113'0, l’))HWI}ﬁl(é)
< 2[60()]""{llgollw1_ ey + (n+ D€ loqompllgoll e, o) + Pllgolle, @ }s  (7.18)
do(g) being defined by (H). Now, for any w € W, _,(G) with p > n Theorem EZT] imply

1/
wwwww;+EZWme%l 3 <Nl e < clwlw @, (7.19)

and consequently, if we set My = [1 + c(n + 1)Y7(|€'||c(o.))), from (CIV) we get
HJG(Uagv(%;@)HW;;:;*(@G < 2[do(e) l/p{Mngonl (@ T Pllgollz, @)} - (7.20)
Similarly, from (E3)-(63), ([£Y), [Z2) and ([ZI9) we obtain
|7 (u, &, (x0, )| Wi og) < 12w, &, (o, )l ()
<M Mgl e +2 0+ o)l 0} (7.21)

where M, = max[1, dy(¢)].
Before to estimate the term Js(u, &, (zo, x)) in (LID) observe that from (&) and (GH) it
follows

xODZ‘o an _I_Zb flfo, )

xo|x| To; ] o ( T )
arccos , 7.22
o [ E:uu%, (@0, 2) (7:22)

20




so that, using ([C3)), we easily get

Ms ||| jo,x)
20Dy, (20, x +§b #(xg, ’S—’, 7.23
‘ 0 0 0 0 ) |(£E0,1')| ( )
where Ms = [nmax;—i . ||bi]|c(q) + CaCs). In addition, for any k =1,...,n we have

D[ - Z\xu ] = >\4) & “Zbﬁﬁﬂ’

=1
D, [ xo|x| Z :)30:171}
x0> |2 |I|| Zo, T
n

_ :)sozvk(:vo |z|?) N Z 2o[2; Dy, bi(x) + 0i 1bi (2 Z bi(x)zox;zn[2d + 3|z)?]

][ (o, ) [* ][ (0, 2)[? || (o, ) |*

Y

i=1 =1

and hence, applying the Leibniz’s formula to the right-hand side of (L22) and using (IZT]),
([3), [C9) and (T2, it is easy to obtain

n 2
M,
‘Dwo [l’oDmo%(l’mI) + E bz‘(x)Dm%(Ioal’)” < m E IED | com s (7.24)
i=1 ’ k=1

n 2
M,
‘Dm [IoDmo%(%’I) + E bi(x>D:m%(x07x>:H < m E ED o> (7-25)
i=1 ’ k=1

where Mg = [n(54+C4Cy) max;—1,. n ||b;||c1()+CiaCs]) and in ([LZH) we have used M5 < M.

.....

Therefore, combining ([Z2) and ([CZ3)-[C2H) we deduce
150, oDty < 1602 (o, 2D s

S2M6[50(6)]1/”H5Hc2([o,w]){21_1/”(1+p)IIUI|Lp @ 2P 20) P e, o)

I’ o +Z||kau||p @}

and hence, using ([ZI0) and (C19),
||J8(u>g> ($0a ))H 1 - (8G)

< 2Mx[0o(e) 1/p{M8||U||W2 (o F 2P+ p)llullwr o} (7.26)

where M; = cMg||€||c2(on) and Mg = [1 + 2'7V/P(1 + 2n)V/?]. Rearranging (Z20),

[CZ1) and ([C26) from ([ZI0) we derive ([LI6) with the constant My = max[My, M7] X
max|Ms, Mg]. O

We can now prove the main result of the paper. To simplify notations, from now on
for any u € W]ﬁ’_l(G), 1 >0, we will set ||Dlu]|Lp’71(G) = Z\a|:l | D%ul|z, ()
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Proof of Theorem [{.0 For every u € Wﬁ_l(G) and p > 0 we define the function v
accordingly to (E]) (62)) and we observe that p > n, p # n + 1, imply

1< —-(n+1)p*, if p>n+1,
—(n+pt<-1<1—(n+1)pt, if n<p<n+l1.
Therefore, recalling (B:21]), the assumptions of Theorem B2 for § = —1 are both satisfied,
the second one with v = 0. Moreover, since we have assumed problem (I4) to be regular

in the sense of Definition EE0 we can apply to the function v the estimate (B20) with the
choice of the parameter [, ¢, §and ¢ as in (B2])):

lolws @ < e{lAs@: Do, Daolly,

HIB((20,2): Das Doyl 1001y + 0y} (7.27)

Since the norms L, _(G) and Wpl;liil (0G) of Ay(x; Dy, Dy )v and B((xo, ©); Dy, Dy )v
have been estimated in Lemma[ZJland Lemmal[l2 respectively, it remains only to analyze

the term ||v||Wpl’71((~;) in (C27). But, due to definition (G1I), as in ((LI8) and (Z20) with
go replaced by u, we obtain

[ollws @) < 2[00 P { Mslullw: ) + llullL, @)} - (7.28)

Since for any w € W! _ (G), | > 0, we have ||w||W£’71(G) < 2?04:0 | DYwl|z, (), if we
set Mg = My max[l, M;|, My being defined at the end of the proof of Lemma [ by
combining (), (ZI6) and (Z2]) from ([Z27) we obtain

lllwz @ < 2clMg[5o(€)]1/p{ I(A(a; D) = p*e Dullr, @) + (44 5p + p*)[|ullz,, 1)
+(4+3p) || DullL, ) + 2+ p)ID*ullL, )

+ (14 A)loll 201 + 1090l @) } (7.29)

On the other hand, using G = {(z0,2) € G : xo = 0}, (B4) and ER(r/2) =0, k=12,
from (EJ]) and (67)—-(EI1) for any (zo,z) € G we deduce the following inequalities
([v(@o, 2)| = [v(0,2)] = Ju(x)],
| Dav(wo, 2)| 2 | D, 0(0, 2)| = |Dayu
|D$0U(*T07x)| > |Dw0U(O,I)‘ = p\u(x |7
D2 00, 2)] = |D2,0(0,2)] = pJu()],
|De; Dy v(20, 7)| > | Dy Dy, v(0,7)| = | Dy, Doju()|, 4,5 =1,...,n,
{ [DaoDe;v(w0,2)| > |DyyDejv(0,2)| = p|Dyu(z)|, j=1,...,n.

()], i1=1,...,n,
)
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Hence, using ([Z4]) we obtain

Cﬁ’”“”iv;,l@: > /éczjmo,x)|—P}D%(x0,z)\”dxodx

0<[a|<2

> /N |:E|_p[|v(x0,x)|p + Z | D, v(xo, z)|P + Z |Dxlii’U(£lf0,l’)|p} dxzo dx
G i=0

i,j=0
> [l [+ 2 P + (14 ) 3 1Daula) + Y 1D Do)l ] do
G i=1 i,j=1
> P2p||u||‘zp,,1(c) + ppIIDUII’ip,,l(G) + ||D2u||;2p,,1(c) :
Taking into account (Z29), it follows

Pllull, e + pllDullr, e + 1Dz, @) < 3Civllw2 @

< M10(€>{’| (A(z; D) = p*e Iullr, @) + (4 +5p+ p*)l[ullL, v
+ (44 3p) | Dullr, @) + 2+ p) | D*ullL, (@)

+ 1+ Plgollz, 10 + 1Dl 1) | (7.30)

where we have set Mg() = 6¢;CyMy[do(¢)]/P. Now, from (CX) we deduce that Mo (e)
goes to zero as ¢ — 0F. Therefore, if we take A\ = p?e® and we assume e sufficiently
small, we can take p so large so that the following inequalities are satisfied

Mig(e)(4+5p + p?) < p?/2,
Mio(e)(4+3p) < p/2, (7.31)
Mio(e)(2+p) <1/2.

From (Z30) and ([Z31) our statement follows with M = 2Mj,(¢) in [EIG).

Remark 7.3. In the latter part of the proof of Theorem we have assumed ¢ to be
close to zero which, equivalently, means that the function £ in (E2) has its support in a
small neighborhood of 7/2 (cf. (E3]) and (&3)). The sake for such a condition is due to
estimate (IZZI) where a factor p® appear in front of ||u||r, (). Since this factor takes
origin from the definition of J7(u, &, (xo,z)) in (@I), we can say that the restriction to
considering small ¢ is a direct consequence of the necessity of introducing the boundary
operator B((zo,z); Dy, D,,) in order to prove Lemma

8 Appendix

We recall here the condition of ellipticity in the sense of Agranovich-Vishik for the operator
UO,w,z D) ={L0,w,2,D,),B(0,w,z D,)}, w € Q, z € C, introduced in Section 3.
Moreover, taking advantage from the discussions on pages 88-90 in [6], we sketch out how
easily problems satisfying this condition can be constructed.
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First of all, let G be a bounded domain of R™ whose boundary dG is an (n—1)—dimensional
smooth surface locally admitting rectification by means of a C'™ transformation of co-
ordinates x — y. As a result of such transformation G becomes locally a hyperplane
with equation y, = 0 and G turns out to lie in the half-space y, > 0.

Suppose now we are given the boundary value problem

L(z; Dy, q)u(,q) = f(r,q), 2€G, (8.1)
B(z'; D., qu(z’,q) = g(2',q), ¥ € 0G. (8.2)

Here £ and B are k x k and m x k matrix differential operators with sufficiently smooth
complex coefficients polynomially depending on a parameter ¢ which varies in the sector
Q={z€C:0y<argz <6} In particular, for §y = 6;, Q) can be a ray.

The assumptions on the orders of the differential operators being the same as those in
Section 3, with £y and By we denote here the principal parts consisting of the terms of
higher order in £ and B, respectively. We impose two algebraic conditions on £ and B.

i) fze€G, E€Rand g € Q, |¢| + |q| # 0, then

det Lo(7;€,q) # 0.

Since the degree of the polynomial det Lo(x;&,q) in £ is 2r, for n > 2 the equation
A — det Lo(z;€ + Ao, q) = 0, where & # 0 and ¢ is orthogonal to &, has exactly r roots
with positive imaginary part.

ii) Let 2’ be any point on dG. We consider the problem in the half-line
EO((':U/7O>;£/7 _ZDy7Q)U(y) = 07 Y= Tn > 07 (83)
Bo((2',0); €', =iDy, q)v(y)]y=0 = h. (8.4)

and we require that if |¢'| + |g| # 0, ¢ € Q, for any vector h € C* this problem has one
and only one solution in the class 9(¢’) of stable solutions of (83)), i.e. solutions tending
(exponentially) to zero together with all their derivatives as y — +00.

For ¢ = 0 conditions i) and i) reduces, respectively, to the condition that system (8IJI) is
elliptic and to the condition of Shapiro-Lopatinskij for problem (&1l), (82).

Definition 8.1. With the problem (&), (B2)) we associate the operator
U(x; Dy, q) = {L(2; Dy, q), B(2's D q) } -

If £ and B satisfy the algebraic conditions i) and i), we say that U(z; D,, q) is elliptic
with parameter in the sense of Agranovich-Vishik.

Examples of problems satisfying i) and i) can be constructed as follows.

Let L(x; Dy, D,, . ,) be an elliptic operator in the closure of the infinite cylinder G; =
G x (—o0,+00), connected on 0G; = OG x (—o0,400) by the condition of Shapiro-
Lopatinskij with the boundary operator B(z; Dy, D,,.,). Then, the operators L(x; Dy, q)
and B(z; D,, q), obtained by replacing D with ¢, satisfy conditions i) and i) in each

Tn+1

24



section x,41 = const of G if ¢ belongs to {z € C:argz=0} or {z € C:argz =7}.
Moreover, since it is well-known (cf. [3] or [4]) that the Shapiro-Lopatinskij condition
is equivalent to require that B cover £ on 0G in the sense of [3] the former example
shows that the uniform ellipticity of system (BIH) implies the ellipticity in the sense of
Agranovich—Vishik for the operator U(0, w, z, D,,) defined through BI4d), (B17).
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