arXiv:2307.07776v1 [math.AP] 15 Jul 2023

GLOBAL SOLVABILITY OF THE LAPLACE EQUATION IN WEIGHTED SOBOLEV SPACES

BILAL T. BILALOV, NATAVAN P. NASIBOVA, LUBOMIRA G. SOFTOVA, AND SALVATORE TRAMONTANO

Abstract. We consider a non-local boundary value problem for the Laplace equation in unbounded studding the weak and strong solvability of that problem in the framework of the weighted Sobolev space W^{1,p}_ν , with a Muckenhoupt weight. We proved that if any weak solution belongs to the space W^{2,p}_ν , then it is also a strong solution and satisfies the correspding boundary conditions. It should be noted that such problems do not fit into the general theory of elliptic equations and require a special technique.

Keywords: Laplace equation, infinite strip, biorthonormal systems, weak and strong solutions, weighted Sobolev spaces.

Classification Primary 35A01; Secondary 35J25; 35J05; 42C05; 42C15

1. Introduction

The classical existence and regularity theory for linear elliptic equations leave untreated a lot of problems, arising in the mechanics and the mathematical physics. An example, of such a model problem is the following degenerate elliptic equation, studied by Moiseev in [24] (see also [21] for the parabolic case). More precisely, he considered the following degenerate equation in infinity strip:

(1.1) y^mu_{xx} + u_{yy} = 0 (x, y) ∈ (0, 2π) × (0, +∞) u(x, 0) = f(x) x ∈ (0, 2π) u(0, y) = u(2π, y) y ∈ (0, +∞) u_x(0, y) = 0 y ∈ (0, +∞)

with m > −2 and f ∈ C^{2,α}[0, 2π], where α ∈ (0, 1). This problem is non-local and the boundary conditions are given on semi infinite lines. Under the natural assumption of boundedness of the solution on infinity, the author obtained existence and uniqueness of classical solution and an explicit integral representation for it, that permits to release the regularity assumptions on f.

2020 Mathematics Subject Classification. 35A01; 35J05; 35K05; 42C15. Key words and phrases. Laplace equation, nonlocal problem, weak solutions, strong solutions, weighted Sobolev spaces. 1

Similar boundary problems but for mixed type equations are investigated by Frankl in his study on the transonic flow around symmetric airfoils (see [17, 18]). More results on existence of classical solutions of the problem (1.1) are obtained in [11], in the case of uniformly elliptic equation, and in [21] for multidimensional parabolic equation.

To the best of the authors knowledge, the strong and weak solvability of the problem (1.1) has not been considered neither in the Sobolev spaces nor in the setting of the new function spaces. Under new spaces we mean the Morrey, Orlicz, Lorentz or Marcinkiewicz spaces, their weighted versions and some generalizations that bring also to spaces with variable exponents. It is worth noting that a lot of them appear naturally in various applications in the mechanics, mathematical physics and especially in the regularity theory and the qualitative study of the solutions of partial differential equations. We can mention also some works studying the regularity of the solutions of linear elliptic and parabolic operators in such function spaces (see. for instance [1–3, 6–8, 10, 12, 14, 27] and the references therein).

We start our studies with the case m = 0, while the degenerate problem is an object of further research. Our goal is twofold, to obtain strong/weak solvability of (1.1) and to study the regularity of that solutions in new function spaces. Our interest is pointed on weighted Lebesgue spaces L^p_ν , where p ∈ (1, ∞) and the weight function ν belongs to the Muckenhoupt class A_p. Since we study the problem (1.1) in unbounded, with respect to y, domain we suppose that the weight depends only on x. So the Sobolev space builded upon consists of functions heaving generalized derivalitives in some weighted x-space and integrable with respect to y.

Starting with existence result for weak solutions in W^{1,p}_ν , we show that under suitable boundary conditions this weak solution is strong too.

Let us note, that this problem cannot be treated with the classical methods developed for linear elliptic operators. Our technique is based on the spectral theory and the approach developed in [24]. Precisely, we make use of biorthonormal systems and Fourier series technique in Banach function spaces, see Duffin and Schaeffer [16]. This approach permits to extend harmonic analysis’ methods beyond the Hilbert spaces in the hope to apply the Fourier series methods (see also [15, 25, 28]).

The present paper extends some results obtained in [11,22,24], passing from classical to generalized solutions.

In the following we use the standard notation:

• R_+ = (0, +∞) and N_0 = N ∪ {0}; • δ_{kn} is the Kronecker symbol;

• for every p ∈ (1, +∞), we define his conjugate p^′ ∈ (1, +∞) through the relation^1_p +^1_{p′} = 1;

• Π = (0, 2π) × (0, +∞) is unbounded strip in R^2 with boundary ∂Π = J_0 ∪ J ∪ J_{2π}, where J = {x ∈ (0, 2π), y = 0}, J_0 = {x = 0, y ∈ (0, +∞)}, J_{2π} = {x = 2π, y ∈ (0, +∞)}; • C^∞_0 (Π) is the set of infinitely differentiable functions with compact support contained in Π;

• C^∞_{2π}(J) = {η(x) ∈ C^∞([0, 2π]) : η(2π) = 0};

• the letter C indicates a positive constant, which value varies from one appearance to another.

2. Auxiliary results

Consider the following set of test functions

C^∞_{J0} (Π) = { φ ∈ C^∞(Π) : φ|_{J∪J2π} = 0, ∃ ξ_φ > 0 : φ(x, y) = 0 ∀ (x, y) ∈ [0, 2π] × [ξ_φ, +∞) } . (2.1)

Let ν : J → [0, +∞] be some weight function, ν ∈ L^1(J), and |ν^{−1}({0; +∞})| = 0. We consider the weighted Lebesgue space L^p_ν (Π), p ∈ (1, ∞), endowed by the norm

‖u‖_L^p_{ν (Π)} = ∫_{+∞} 0 ( ∫ 2π 0 |u(x, y)|^p ν(x) dx ) 1_p dy. The corresponding ν-weighted Sobolev space W^{m,p}_ν (Π) is defined as all measurable functions, having strong derivatives up to order m in the space L^p_ν (Π) for which the following norm is finite ‖u‖_W^{m,p}_{ν (Π)} = ∑ 0≤|α|≤m ‖D^αu‖_L^p_{ν (Π)}. Take a p ∈ (1, ∞), by L^p_ν (J) and W^{m,p}_ν (J), we denote the Lebesgue and Sobolev spaces over the interval J, endowed by the respective norms ‖f‖_L^p_{ν (J)} = ( ∫ J |f(x)|^pν(x) dx ) 1_p , ‖f‖_W^{m,p}_{ν (J)} = m∑ k=0 ‖f^{(k)}‖_L^p_{ν (J)}. For completeness of the exposition, we define the Muckenhoupt class A_p(J) of 2π-periodic weights ν ∈ L^1_{loc} (R) that satisfy the condition

(2.2) sup_{I⊂R} ( 1 |I| ∫ I ν(x) dx )( 1 |I| ∫ I ν(x)^{− 1p−1} dx )_{p−1} = [ν]_p < ∞, where the supremum is taken over all limited intervals I ⊂ R and [ν]_p is the Muckenhoupt constant of ν. An immediate consequence of the definition (2.2) is that ν^{−1/(p−1)} ∈ L^1_{loc} (R). Moreover, the following properties hold (cf. [19]).

Lemma 2.1. Let ν ∈ A_p(J), p ∈ (1, ∞)

• Inclusion property: there exists q ∈ (1, p) such that ν ∈ A_q(J); • Reverse Hölder inequality: there exists δ > 0 depending only on p and the Muckenhoupt constant of ν, such that ( 1 |I| ∫ I ν(x)^{1+δ} dx ) 1_{1+δ} ≤ C |I| ∫ I ν(x) dx for each I and a constant C non depending on I.

An immediate consequence of the Revers Hölder inequality is that there exists some q > 1 such that ν ∈ L^q_{loc} (R).

The next lemma gives a characterization of the weighted spaces that we are going to use and the proof follows easily from [6, Lemma 2.6]. Lemma 2.2. Let ν ∈ A_p(J), with 1 < p < +∞. Then

(1) L^p_ν (J) ⊂ L^1(J) continuously embedded;

(2) C^∞_0 (J) = L^p_ν (J) and the closure is taken with respect to the norm in L^p_ν (J).

In what follows we need the Young-Hausdorff inequality related to the classical system of functions {1, cos nx, sin nx}_{n∈N} . Theorem 2.3 (Young-Hausdorff [23]). Let f ∈ L^p(J), 1 < p ≤ 2 and consider for n ∈ N_0 the integrals

(2.3) f^c_n = ∫_{2π} 0 f(x) cos nx dx, f^s_n = ∫_{2π} 0 f(x) sin nx dx. Then {f^c_{n−1}, f^s_n}_{n∈N} ⊆ l_p′ and there exists a constant C, depending only on p, such that

(2.4) ( |f^c_0 |^{p′} + +∞∑ n=1 (|f^c_n|^{p′} + |f^s_n|^{p′} ) ) 1_{p′} ≤ C‖f‖_Lp_{(J)}. Conversely, if {f^c_{n−1}, f^s_n}_{n∈N} ⊆ l_p, 1 < p ≤ 2, then f ∈ L^{p′} (J) and there exists a constant C^′, depending only on p, such that

(2.5) ‖f‖_Lp′_{(J)} ≤ C^′ ( |f^c_0 |^p + +∞∑ n=1 (|f^c_n|^p + |f^s_n|^p) ) 1_p . For x ∈ J we consider the following systems of functions (2.6) {y_n(x)}_{n∈N0} = {y^c_0 = 1, y^c_n(x) = cos nx, y^s_n(x) = x sin nx}_{n∈N} , {ϑ_n(x)}_{n∈N0} = {ϑ^c_0(x), ϑ^c_n(x), ϑ^s_n(x)}_{n∈N} , ϑ^c_0(x) = 2π − x 2π^2

; ϑ^c_n(x) = 2π − x π^2 cos nx; ϑ^s_n(x) = 1 π^2 sin nx. (2.7)

Direct calculations show that they form biorthonormal systems in L^2(J). More precisely, for any f, g ∈ L^2(J) we denote the scalar product in L^2(J) as (g; f) = ∫_{2π} 0 g(x)f(x) dx. The systems (2.6)-(2.7) are called biorthonormal iff (y^c_k; ϑ^c_n) = δ_{kn}, (y^s_k; ϑ^s_n) = δ_{kn}, (y^s_k; ϑ^c_n) = 0, (y^c_k; ϑ^s_n) = 0.

(2.8)

Moreover, they form a Riesz basis in L^2(J) (cf. [24]), that is, we can expand any function f ∈ L^2(J) in biorthonormal series of the form

(2.9) f(x) = (ϑ^c_0; f)y^c_0(x) + ∞∑ n=1 ( (ϑ^c_n; f)y^c_n(x) + (ϑ^s_n; f)y^s_n(x) ) . Our goal is to extend this theory in the weighted Lebesgue space L^p_ν (J) with a Muckenhoupt weight.

Theorem 2.4. Let ν ∈ A_p(J) with p ∈ (1, +∞). Then the system (2.6) forms a basis in the space L^p_ν (J).

Proof. First of all, we have to show that the system (2.6) is minimal and for this goal, it’s sufficient to prove that the system (2.7) is biorthonormal system to (2.6) in L^p_ν (J). Defining the functional b_ϑc_n (·) = (ϑ^c_n; ·), n ∈ N_0 we can observe that they are uniformly bounded in L^p_ν (J). In fact, for any f ∈ L^p_ν (J), using the uniform boundedness of the system {ϑ^c_n}, the Hölder inequality and ν ∈ A_p(J), we obtain |b_ϑc_n (f)| ≤ C ∫ J |f(x)|ν(x)^{1p} ν(x)^{− 1p} dx ≤ C ( ∫ J |f|^pν dx ) 1_p ( ∫ J ν^{− p′p} dx ) 1_{p′}

≤ C‖f‖_L^p_{ν (J)}2π[ν]^{1p}p ‖ν‖^{− 1p}_{L1(J)} ≤ C‖f‖_L^p_{ν (J)} (2.10)

that implies b_ϑc_n ∈ ( L^p_ν (J) )_∗ for all n ∈ N_0 . Moreover, by (2.8) we have b_ϑc_n (y^c_k) = δ_{kn}, b_ϑc_n (y^s_k) = 0 ∀ k, n ∈ N.

In the same way, we can see that the functionals b_ϑs_n (·) = (·; ϑ^s_n) belong to (L^p_ν (J))^∗, and it holds b_ϑs_n (y^s_k) = δ_{kn}, b_ϑs_n (y^c_k) = 0, ∀ k, n ∈ N. This implies biorthogonality of (2.7) with respect to (2.6) in L^p_ν (J) and hence also the minimality of (2.6) in L^p_ν (J).

We need to show now that (2.6) is also complete in L^p_ν (J). By density arguments and Lemma 2.2, it is sufficient to show that an arbitrary function from C^∞_0 (J) can be approximated by linear combination of functions belonging to the system (2.6) in L^p_ν (J).

Let f ∈ C^∞_0 (J) and consider g(x) = 2π − x π^2 f(x), g ∈ C^∞_0 (J). For all n ∈ N we consider the biorthogonal coefficients of f:

(ϑ^c_0; f) = 1 2π^2 ∫_{2π} 0 f(x)(2π − x) dx = 1 2 (1; g),

(ϑ^c_n; f) = 1 π^2 ∫_{2π} 0 f(x) (2π − x) cos nx dx = (cos nx; g), (ϑ^s_n; f) = 1 π^2 ∫_{2π} 0 f(x) sin nx dx = 1 π^2 (sin nx; f). (2.11)

Making use of the notations of Theorem 2.3, we observe the following relation between the coefficient (2.11) and the Fourier coefficients (2.3)

(2.12) (ϑ^c_0; f) = 1 2 g^c_0, (ϑ^c_n; f) = g^c_n, (ϑ^s_n; f) = 1 π^2 f^s_n. Integrating by parts twice and making use of the regularity of f, we obtain the bounds |(ϑ^c_n; f)| ≤ 1 n^2 ∫_{2π} 0 | | |g^{′′}(x) cos nx | | | dx ≤ c n^2 ,

|(ϑ^s_n; f)| ≤ 1 n^2π^2 ∫_{2π} 0 | | |f^{′′}(x) sin nx | | | dx ≤ c n^2

(2.13)

with constants independent of n. These estimates guaranty the total convergence of the biorthonormal series

(2.14) F (x) = (ϑ^c_0; f) + ∞∑ n=1 ( (ϑ^c_n; f) cos nx + (ϑ^s_n; f) x sin nx ) , and by the Weierstrass theorem also uniform convergence. According to the results of [24], the system (2.6) forms a basis for L^2(J) and hence F = f. By Lemma 2.2, it follows also that the series (2.14) converges to f in L^p_ν (J) and the system (2.6) is a basis in L^p_ν (J). In fact, for n, m ∈ N let’s consider the projectors S_{n,m}(f)(x) = n∑ k=0 (ϑ^c_k; f) y^c_k(x) + m∑ k=1 (ϑ^s_n; f) y^s_k(x)

= 1 2 (1; g) + n∑ k=1 (cos kx; g) cos kx

+ x π^2 m∑ k=1 (sin kx; f ) sin kx.

(2.15)

Because of the orthogonality of the system {1, cos nx, sin nx}_{n∈N} , we can estimate, by triangle inequality, the L^p_ν (J)-norm of (2.15) ‖S_{n,m}(f)‖_L^p_{ν (J)} ≤ ‖ ‖ ‖ 1 2 (1; g) + n∑ k=1 (cos kx; g) cos kx ‖ ‖ ‖_{Lpν (J)}

+ ‖ ‖ ‖ x π^2 m∑ k=1 (sin kx; f) sin kx ‖ ‖ ‖_{Lpν (J)} where, in the first one we have a partial sum of a Fourier series for g ∈ L^p_ν (J), while, in the second one, we have the corresponding partial sum for f ∈ L^p_ν (J). Since the trigonometric system forms a basis in L^p_ν (J) iff ν ∈ A_p(J) (cf. [20]), we obtain ‖S_{n,m}(f)‖_L^p_{ν (J)} ≤ c ( ‖g‖_L^p_{ν (J)} + 2 π ‖f‖_L^p_{ν (J)} ) ≤ c‖f‖_L^p_{ν (J)} where we have used that |(2π − x)f(x)| ≤ 2π|f(x)| whether x ∈ J and the last estimate holds for all n, m ∈ N, with a constant independent of f. This implies that the projectors {S_{n,m}} are uniformly bounded in L^p_ν (J) and hence, the system (2.6) forms a basis in L^p_ν (J). □

3. Solvability results

Let us consider the following non-local problem for the Laplace equation, written in formal way

Δu(x, y) = 0 for a.a. (x, y) ∈ Π u(0, y) = u(2π, y) y ∈ (0, +∞) u(x, 0) = f(x) for a.a. x ∈ J u_x(0, y) = h(y) for a.a. y ∈ (0, +∞)

(3.1)

where we initially suppose that f ∈ L^1(J) and h ∈ L^1(R_+ ).

Under a weighted strong solution of (3.1), we mean a function u ∈ W^{2,p}_ν (Π) for any non-negative measurable weight ν ∈ L^1(J) verifying the partial differential equation in (3.1) and the boundary conditions.

For any ξ > 0, we denote by Π_ξ = (0, 2π)×(0, ξ) a bounded rectangle in R^2 . Taking a test function φ ∈ C^∞_{J0} (Π) as in (2.1), we multiply the equation in (3.1) and applying the Gauss-Ostrogradsky formula for the integral over Π, we obtain 0 = � Π Δu(x, y)φ(x, y) dxdy = � Π_{ξφ} Δu(x, y)φ(x, y) dxdy

= − � Π_{ξφ} ∇u(x, y)∇φ(x, y) dxdy + ∫ ∂Π_{ξφ} φ(x, y) ∂u(x, y) ∂n dl (3.2)

where n is the outer normal to ∂Π_{ξφ} . Applying the boundary conditions of (3.1), taking into account that on J_0 we have n = (−1, 0), we obtain

(3.3) � Π ∇u∇φ dxdy = − ∫_{+∞} 0 φ(0, y)h(y) dy ∀ φ ∈ C^∞_{J0} (Π). This permits us to give the following notion of weak solution. Definition 3.1. A function u ∈ W^{1,p}_ν (Π), p ∈ (1, +∞) is a weak solution of (3.1) if it is derivable in distributional way and

(3.4) � Π ∇u∇φ dxdy + ∫_{+∞} 0 φ(0, y)h(y) dy = 0 u(0, y) = u(2π, y) y ∈ (0, +∞) u(x, 0) = f(x) x ∈ J for each φ ∈ C^∞_{J0} (Π).

The uniqueness of the weak solution of (3.1), if it exists, is proved in the following theorem.

Theorem 3.2. Let ν ∈ A_p(J), 1 < p < +∞, f ∈ W^{1,p}_ν (J) such that f(0) = f(2π) = 0 and h ∈ L^1(R_+ ). If the problem (3.4) has a weak solution u ∈ W^{1,p}_ν (Π) then it is unique.

Proof. In order to obtain uniqueness of the weak solution of (3.4) it is enough to prove the existence of only trivial solutions of the following homogeneous problem � Π ∇u ∇φ dxdy = 0 ∀ φ ∈ C^∞_{J0} (Π) u(0, y) = u(2π, y) y ∈ (0, +∞) u(x, 0) = 0 x ∈ J. (3.5)

Let ξ > 0 be an arbitrary number and u ∈ W^{1,p}_ν (Π) be a weak solution of (3.5). Because of the boundedness of Π_ξ, direct calculations (similar to (2.10)) based on Hölder inequality and the definition of Muckenhoupt weight, give that ‖u‖_W 1,1_{(Πξ )} ≤ c‖u‖_W 1,p_{ν (Πξ )} < ∞ with a constant c = c(p, ‖ν‖_L1_{(J)}, [ν]_p). Then u has a trace u^ξ on the upper boundary J_ξ = {(x, ξ) : x ∈ J} and by the density of C^∞(Π_ξ) in W^{1,1}(Π_ξ) and the Newton-Leibniz formula we have

u^ξ(x) := u(x, ξ) = ∫_ξ 0 ∂u(x, y) ∂y dy, u^0(x) = 0, for a.a. x ∈ J.

(3.6)

It follows immediately that u^ξ ∈ L^p_ν (J) and moreover the estimate (3.7) ‖u^ξ‖_L^p_{ν (J)} ≤ c_ξ‖u‖_W 1,p_{ν (Π)} is valid, with a constant c_ξ depending only on ξ and p.

In order to write the developing in series of the solution of (3.5) we calculate the the biorthonormal coefficients of u(x, y) in analogous of (2.11) using the notion (3.6)

u^c_0(y) = (ϑ^c_0; u^y) = 1 2π^2 ∫_{2π} 0 u^y(x)(2π − x) dx u^c_n(y) = (ϑ^c_n; u^y) = 1 π^2 ∫_{2π} 0 u^y(x)(2π − x) cos nx dx, u^s_n(y) = (ϑ^s_n; u^y) = 1 π^2 ∫_{2π} 0 u^y(x) sin nx dx. (3.8)

Then the biorthonormal series of u is of the form

(3.9) u(x, y) ∼ u^c_0(y) + +∞∑ n=1 ( u^c_n(y) cos nx + u^s_n(y)x sin nx ) .

It follows immediately, by (3.7) and the initial condition of (3.5), that ‖u^y‖_L^p_{ν (J)} vanishes as y → 0^+, and hence u^c_0(0) = u^c_n(0) = u^s_n(0) = 0.

For any ψ(y) ∈ C^∞_0 (R_+ ), the functions φ_n(x, y) = ψ(y) sin nx belong to C^∞_{J0} (Π), for any choice of n ∈ N.^{∂u}_{∂y} ∈ L^1(Π_ξ) then (cf. [23]) the functions {u^c_n, u^s_n}^∞_{n=0} are differentiable and we can change the order of differentiation and integration, obtaining du^s_n(y) dy = 1 π^2 ∫_{2π} 0 ∂u(x, y) ∂y sin nx dx. Multiplying the both sides by ψ^′(y), integrating in y over R_+ , using the fact that u solves the problem (3.5) and taking into account that ψ(0) = 0, we obtain ∫_{+∞} 0 du^s_n(y) dy ψ^′(y) dy = 1 π^2 � Π ∂u(x, y) ∂y ψ^′(y) sin nx dxdy = 1 π^2 � Π ∂u ∂y ∂φ_n ∂y dxdy = − 1 π^2 � Π ∂u ∂x ∂φ_n ∂x dxdy = − n π^2 � Π ∂u(x, y) ∂x ψ(y) cos nx dxdy = − n^2 π^2 � Π u(x, y)ψ(y) sin nx dxdy = − n^2 ∫_{+∞} 0 u^s_n(y)ψ(y) dy.

(3.10)

In order to estimate the L^p norms of the coefficients we calculate |u^s_n(y)|^p ≤ 1 π^{2p} ( ∫ J |u(x, y)| dx )_p

= 1 π^{2p} ( ∫ J |u(x, y)|ν(x)^{1p} ν(x)^{− 1p} dx )_p

≤ 1 π^{2p} ( ∫ J ν(x)^{− p′p} dx ) p_{p′} ∫ J |u(x, y)|^pν(x) dx and hence

‖u^s_n‖_Lp_{(R+ )} ≤ 1 π^2 ‖ν^{− 1p} ‖_Lp′_{(J)}‖u‖_L^p_{ν (Π)} ≤ c‖u‖_L^p_{ν (Π)} with a constant c = c(p, ‖ν‖_L1_{(J)}, [ν]_p). In a similar way, we establish that^{dusn}_{dy} ∈ L^p(R_+ ). Moreover, direct calculations show that the second derivative of u^s_n exists in distributional sense. Precisely ∫_{+∞} 0 d^2u^s_n(y) dy^2 ψ(y) dy = 1 π^2 � Π ∂^2u(x, y) ∂y^2 ψ(y) sin nx dxdy = − 1 π^2 � Π ∂u(x, y) ∂y ψ^′(y) sin nx dxdy = n^2 ∫_{+∞} 0 u^s_n(y)ψ(y) dy

that implies^{d2usn}_{dy2} = n^2u^s_n for almost all y ∈ R_+ and u^s_n ∈ W^{2,p}(R_+ ). Hence for all n ∈ N the functions u^s_n solve the Cauchy problem

(3.11) d^2u^s_n(y) dy^2 = n^2u^s_n(y) for a.a. y ∈ R_+

u^s_n(0) = 0.

Since we are looking for limited solutions of (3.5) as y goes to infinity we can consider general solution of the form u^s_n(y) = ae^{−ny}. It is easy to see that the initial condition in (3.11) gives that a = 0, that is (3.11) has only trivial solution and all the coefficients u^s_n(y) of the series of (3.5) are equal to zero.

In order to calculate the coefficients u^c_n we use similar reasoning, defining the functions

ϕ_0(x, y) = 1 2π^2 ψ(y)(2π − x), ϕ_n(x, y) = 1 π^2 ψ(y)(2π − x) cos nx for every choice of ψ ∈ C^∞_0 (R_+ ). Calculations similar to those above and using the boundary conditions of (3.5) give ∫_{+∞} 0 du^c_0(y) dy ψ^′(y) dy = 1 2π^2 � Π ∂u(x, y) ∂y ψ^′(y)(2π − x) dxdy = � Π ∂u ∂y ∂Φ_0 ∂y dxdy = − � Π ∂u ∂x ∂Φ_0 ∂x dxdy

= 1 2π^2 ∫_{+∞} 0 ( ∫ 2π 0 ∂u(x, y) ∂x dx ) ψ(y) dy = 0. From the Fundamental Lemma of Calculus of Variations it follows d^2u^c_0 dy^2 = 0 =⇒ u^c_0(y) = ay + b.

Since u^c_0 ∈ L^p(R_+ ) then necessarily we have that a = b = 0.

On the other hand, for all n ∈ N we have ∫_{+∞} 0 du^c_n(y) dy ψ^′(y) dy = 1 π^2 � Π ∂u ∂y (2π − x) cos nx ψ^′(y) dxdy = � Π ∂u ∂y ∂ϕ_n ∂y dxdy = − � Π ∂u ∂x ∂ϕ_n ∂x dxdy = 1 π^2 � Π ∂u ∂x ( cos nx + (2π − x)n sin nx ) ψ(y) dxdy. (3.12)

From the boundary conditions of (3.5), the definition of ϕ_n for all n ∈ N and y ∈ R_+ , it follows 1 π^2 ∫_{2π} 0 ∂u(x, y) ∂x cos nx dx = nu^s_n(y) 1 π^2 ∫_{2π} 0 ∂u(x, y) ∂x (2π − x)n sin nx dx = nu^s_n(y) − n^2u^c_n(y). (3.13)

Combining (3.12) and (3.13), keeping in mind that u^s_n(y) = 0 for y ∈ R_+ , and arguing as above we obtain ∫_{+∞} 0 ( du^c_n(y) dy ψ^′(y) + ( n^2u^c_n(y) − nu^s_n(y) ) ψ(y) ) dy = 0 that means (integrating by parts only the first term) ∫_{+∞} 0 ( − d^2u^c_n(y) dy^2 + n^2u^c_n(y) − nu^s_n(y) ) ψ(y) dy = 0. From the Fundamental Lemma of Calculus of Variations, it follows that u^c_n solves the following Cauchy problem

(3.14) d^2u^c_n(y) dy^2 = n^2u^c_n(y) for a.a. y ∈ R_+

u^c_n(0) = 0 where we used that we already showed that u^s_n = 0. Hence this problem has only trivial solutions in W^{2,p}(R_+ ), that is u^c_n(y) = 0 for all y ∈ R_+ and for any choice of n ∈ N.

Consequently, all biorthonormal coefficients of u^y(x) are equal to zero for a.a. x ∈ J, and hence u(x, y) = 0 for a.a. (x, y) ∈ Π. □

Concerning the question of existence of weak solution of (3.4) we study the particular case when h = 0.

Theorem 3.3. Let ν ∈ A_p(J) with 1 < p < +∞ and f ∈ W^{1,p}_ν (J) such that f(0) = f(2π) = 0. Then the problem

(3.15) � Π ∇u∇φ dxdy = 0 ∀ φ ∈ C^∞_{J0} (Π) u(0, y) = u(2π, y) y ∈ (0, +∞) u(x, 0) = f(x) x ∈ J has a unique solution satisfying the estimate ‖u‖_W 1,p_{ν (Π)} ≤ c‖f‖_W 1,p_{ν (J)}. Proof. Let u ∈ W^{1,p}_ν (Π) and {u^c_n(y), u^s_n(y)}^{+∞}_{n=0} be the biorthonormal coefficients of u(x, y) with respect to the system (2.6) and consider the biorthonormal series (3.9) related to u where the coefficients are calculated according to (3.8). Since the problem (3.15) is not homogeneous we obtain

u^y(x) = ∫_y 0 ∂u(x, τ) dτ du = u(x, y) − f(x) for a.a. x ∈ J. It is easy to see that u^y ∈ L^p_ν (J) for a.a. y ∈ R_+ . Moreover ‖u^y‖_L^p_{ν (J)} = ‖u(·, y) − f(·)‖_L^p_{ν (J)} → 0 as y → 0^+.

Our goal is to prove that the series

(3.16) u(x, y) ∼ u^c_0(y) + +∞∑ n=1 ( u^c_n(y) cos nx + u^s_n(y)x sin nx ) . with coefficients u^c_n(y) = (ϑ^c_n; u), u^s_n(y) = (ϑ^s_n; u) is a solution of the problem (3.5). First of all, let us note that the total convergence in L^p_ν (Π) follows analogously as the convergence of (2.14).

Deviating formally (3.16) and arguing as above we obtain that the coefficients verify the following problems

(3.17) d^2u^s_n(y) dy^2 = n^2u^s_n(y) y ∈ R^+

u^s_n(0) = (ϑ^s_n; f) n = 1, 2, . . . .

Because of the boundedness of the coefficients as y → +∞, the unique solution of the problem (3.17) is u^s_n(y) = (ϑ^s_n; f)e^{−ny}.

By similar arguments applied to the biorthonormal coefficients {u^c_n} we obtain

(3.18) d^2u^c_n(y) dy^2 = n^2u^c_n(y) − nu^s_n(y) for a.a. y ∈ R_+

u^c_n(0) = (ϑ^c_n; f) n = 0, 1, . . .

If n = 0, we easily obtain that u^c_0 = (ϑ^c_0; f), while for n ∈ N, the solutions vanishing for t → +∞ are

u^c_n(y) = (ϑ^c_n; f) e^{−ny} + 1 2 y(ϑ^s_n; f) e^{−ny} and the series development of u(x, y) becomes

u(x, y) ∼ (ϑ^c_0; f) + +∞∑ n=1 ( (ϑ^c_n; f) + 1 2 y(ϑ^s_n; f) ) cos nx e^{−ny}

+ +∞∑ n=1 (ϑ^s_n; f)x sin nx e^{−ny}. (3.19)

Calculating formally with respect to x, we obtain u_x(x, y) ∼ − +∞∑ n=1 ( (ϑ^c_n; f) + 1 2 y(ϑ^s_n; f) ) n sin nx e^{−ny}

+ +∞∑ n=1 (ϑ^s_n; f) ( sin nx + xn cos nx ) e^{−ny}

= +∞∑ n=1 ( (ϑ^s_n; f) − (ϑ^c_n; f)n − 1 2 y(ϑ^s_n; f)n ) sin nx e^{−ny}

+ +∞∑ n=1 (ϑ^s_n; f)xn cos nx e^{−ny} =: v(x, y) + w(x, y)

(3.20)

and we need to show the convergence of this series in L^p_ν (Π).

Let us start with w(x, y), the series v(x, y) can be treated in a similar manner. By (2.3) and (3.8), we have w(x, y) = +∞∑ n=1 (ϑ^s_n; f)xn cos nx e^{−ny} = 1 π^2 +∞∑ n=1 f^′_n^c x cos nx e^{−ny}. Let δ be as in Lemma 2.1 and take α = 1 + δ, then α^′ =^{1+δ}_δ is the conjugate of α. Applying the Hölder inequality for f ∈ L^p_ν (J) and Lemma 2.1 we obtain

(3.21) ∫_{2π} 0 |f(x)|^pν(x) dx ≤ C ( ∫ 2π 0 |f(x)|^{pα′} dx ) 1_{α′}

where C = (p, [ν]_p, ‖ν‖_L1_{(J)}). In order to estimate the norm of w we consider the following two cases:

• p ≥ 2 Hence p_1 = pα^′ > 2, and p^′_1 ∈ (1, 2) and p/p^′_1 > 1. Then, by (3.21) for any fixed y ∈ R_+ we get ‖w(·, y)‖^p_Lp_{ν(J)} ≤C ( ∫ 2π 0 |w(x, y)|^{p1} dx ) p_{p1}

≤C (^{+∞}∑ n=1 |f^′_n^c|^{p′1} e^{−np′1y} ) p_{p′1} ≤ C +∞∑ n=1 |f^′_n^c|^pe^{−npy} and the last inequality holds since p/p^′_1 > 1. Integrating with respect to y and using Holder inequality for sequence, we get

� Π |w(x, y)|^pν(x) dxdy ≤ C +∞∑ n=1 |f^′_n^c|^p ∫_{+∞} 0 e^{−npy} dy

= C +∞∑ n=1 |f^′_n^c|^p n ≤ C (^{+∞}∑ n=1 1 n^{β′} ) 1_{β′} (^{+∞}∑ n=1 |f^′_n^c|^{pβ} ) 1_β ≤ C‖f^′‖^p_{L(pβ)}′_{(J)}

(3.22)

for any β > 1, where the constant C depends on ν and p.

Let q ∈ (1, p) be as in Lemma 2.1 and take r =^p_q . Then 1 < r < p and by the Hölder inequality, we obtain ∫ J |f^′|^r dx = ∫ J |f^′|^{pq} ν^{1q} ν^{− 1q} dx ≤ ( ∫ J ν^{− 1q−1} dx ) q−1_q ( ∫ J |f^′|^pν dx ) 1_q ≤ C‖f^′‖^r_Lp_{ν (J)} (3.23)

where the constant depends on [ν]_q and p.

Chose β > 1 such that β_1 = pβ > p ≥ 2 and 1 < β^′_1 < r. Then, by the boundedness of J, we have (3.24) ‖f^′‖_Lβ′_{1 (J)} ≤ c‖f^′‖_Lr_{(J)}.

Making use of (3.22), (3.23), and (3.24), we obtain ‖w‖_L^p_{ν (Π)} ≤ C‖f^′‖_Lβ′_{1 (J)} ≤ C‖f^′‖_Lr_{(J)} ≤ C‖f^′‖_L^p_{ν (J)} ≤ C‖f‖_W 1,p_{ν (J)} with a constant independent of f.

• 1 < p < 2 Taking α = 1 + δ with 0 < δ < p/(2 − p), it follows that p_1 = pα^′ > 2. Than we can argue as above obtaining boundedness of the L^p_ν norms via the norm of f.

Considering all the series that appear in the expressions for u, u_x and u_y, we can estimate their norms, arguing in a similar way. Unifying all these estimates we obtain ‖u‖_W 1,p_{ν (Π)} ≤ C‖f‖_W 1,p_{ν (J)} with a constant independent of f. Moreover, by direct calculations, we can check that u satisfies the differential equation in (3.15) in the weak sense.

What we need to show is that u satisfies also the boundary conditions in (3.15). Denote by θ_0, θ_{2π} and θ_J the trace operators corresponding to the peaces J_0, J_{2π} and J of the boundary ∂Π, respectively.

Let us show that θ_J u = f. Since u ∈ W^{1,1}(Π) then θ_J u ∈ L^1(J), hence we need to prove only that θ_J u = f a.e. on J. Consider, for all m ∈ N, the partial sums

u^m(x, y) = u^c_0(y) + m∑ n=1 ( u^c_n(y) cos nx + u^s_n(y) x sin nx ) (x, y) ∈ Π and taking the trace on J we obtain

θ_J u^m(x) = u^m(x, 0)

= (ϑ^c_0; f) + m∑ n=1 ( (ϑ^c_n; f) cos nx + (ϑ^s_n; f)x sin nx ) = S_m(f)

where the last one is the projector of f with respect to the system (2.7). Hence by Theorem 2.4 we have

lim_{m→∞} ‖S_m(f) − f‖_L^p_{ν (J)} = ‖θ_J u^m − f‖_L^p_{ν (J)} = 0

and the convergence holds also with respect to the norm in L^1(J). On the other hand, by the classical theory

lim_{m→∞} ‖θ_J u^m − θ_J u‖_L1_{(J)} = 0

and hence θ_J u = f a.e. on J.

It is easy to check that u^m(0, y) = u^m(2π, y) for all y > 0 and m ∈ N and arguing as above we can obtain that θ_{J0} u = θ_{J2π} u. □

The following result gives a necessary condition under which the weak solution of (3.15) is also a strong one .

Theorem 3.4. Let the conditions of Theorem 3.3 hold. Then any function that is a weak solution of (3.15) and belongs to W^{2,p}_ν (Π) is a strong solution of

(3.25)

Δu(x, y) = 0 for a.a. (x, y) ∈ Π u(y)|_{J0} = u(y)|_{J2π} for a.a. y ∈ (0, +∞) u(x, 0) = f(x) for a.a. x ∈ J u_x(0, y) = 0 for a.a. y ∈ (0, +∞).

Proof. For any η(x) ∈ C^∞_{2π}(J) and ψ(y) ∈ C^∞_0 (R_+ ), we consider the test function φ(x, y) = ψ(y)η(x) ∈ C^∞_{J0} (Π).

Integrating by parts we obtain

0 = � Π ∇u ∇φ dxdy = ∫_{+∞} 0 ∫_{2π} 0 (u_xφ_x + u_yφ_y) dxdy

= ∫_{+∞} 0 ψ(y) (∫_{2π} 0 u_xη^′(x) dx ) dy + ∫_{2π} 0 η(x) (∫_{+∞} 0 u_yψ^′(y) dy ) dx = − η(0) ∫_{+∞} 0 ψ(y)u_x(0, y) dy − ∫ Π φΔu dxdy.

(3.26)

Suppose that supp ψ(y) ⊂ [0, ξ] for some ξ > 0. Then we can write (3.26) in the form

(3.27) � Π_ξ φ(x, y)Δu dxdy = −η(0) ∫_ξ 0 u_x(0, y)ψ(y) dy. Consider the following systems of functions

{η_n(x)}_{n∈N0} = {η^c_0 = 1, η^c_n = cos nx, η^s_n = sin nx}_{n∈N} ,

(3.28) {ψ_n(y)}_{n∈N0} = { ψ^c_0 = 1, ψ^c_n = cos 2πny ξ , ψ^s_n = sin 2πny ξ } n∈N (3.29)

and the corresponding modified ones η̃_n(x) = x(2π − x)η_n(x) ∈ C^∞_0 (J) ψ̃_n(y) = y(ξ − y)ψ_n(y) ∈ C^∞_0 ([0, ξ]).

Taking in (3.26) the test function in the form φ̃_{mn}(x, y) = η̃_m(x)ψ̃_n(y) ∈ C^∞_0 (Π_ξ) for any m, n ∈ N_0 , we obtain

(3.30) ∫_{2π} 0 (∫_ξ 0 ψ̃_n(y)Δu dy ) x(2π − x)φ(x) dx = 0. Since u ∈ W^{2,p}_ν (Π), it follows that Δu ∈ L^1(Π) and

F (x) := ∫_ξ 0 ψ̃_n(y)Δu dy ∈ L^1(J). Then by the Lebsgue theorem, (3.30) implies that F (x) = 0 for a.a. x ∈ J and hence Δu = 0 for a.a. (x, y) ∈ Π_ξ. Because of the arbitrary of ξ it follows that Δu = 0 for a.a. (x, y) ∈ Π. Then by (3.27) we obtain ∫_∞ 0 u_x(0, y)ψ(y) dy = 0 for all ψ ∈ C^∞_0 ([0, ∞)) and hence u_x(0, y) = 0 for a.a. y > 0. □ Acknowledgments. S. Tramontano and L. Softova are members of IN- DAM - GNAMPA.

References

[1] Bilalov B.T., Ahmadzadeh N., Garayev T., Some remarks on solvability of Dirichlet problem for Laplace equation in non-standard function spaces, Mediterr. J. Math, 19 No. 3, (2022), Paper No. 133.

[2] Bilalov B.T., Sadigova S.R., On solvability in the small of higher order elliptic equations in rearrangement invariant spaces, Siber. Math. Journ., 63 (2022), 425–437.

[3] Bilalov B.T., Çetin S., Sadigova S.R., The concept of a trace and the boundedness of the trace operator in Banach-Sobolev function spaces, Num. Funct. Anal. Optim., 43, No. 9, (2022), 1069–1094.

[4] Bilalov B.T., Sadigova S.R., Interior Schauder-type estimates for higher order elliptic operators in Grand Sobolev Spaces, Sahand Comm. Math. Anal., (SCMA), v 18, 129–148, (2021).

[5] Bilalov B.T., Sadigova S.R., On the Fredholmness of the Dirichlet nproblem for a second order elliptic equation in Grand Sobolev Spaces, Ricerche Mat., (2021).

[6] Bilalov B.T., Çetin S., Sadigova S.R., Zeren Y., Solvability in the Small of m-th order elliptic equations in weighted grand Sobolev spaces, Turk J Math., 46, No. 6, (2022), 2078–2095.

[7] Bilalov B.T., Sadigova S.R., Interior Schauder-type estimates for higherorder elliptic operators in grand-Sobolev spaces, Sahand Comm. Math. Anal. (SCMA), 18, No. 2, (2021), 129–148.

[8] Bilalov B.T., Sadigova S.R., On solvability in the small of higher order elliptic equations in grand Sobolev spaces, Compl. Var. Elliptic Equ., 66, (2021), 2117–2130.

[9] Bilalov B.T., Sadigova S.R., On the Fredholmness of the Dirichlet problem for a second order elliptic equation in Grand-Sobolev Spaces, Ricerche Mat., (2021). doi.org/10.1007/s11587-021-00599-9 [10] Bilalov B.T., Sadigova S.R., On the Fredholmness of the Dirichlet nproblem for a second order elliptic equation in Grand Sobolev Spaces, Ric. Mat, (2021).

[11] Bitsadze A.V., Samarsky A.A., On some simplest generalizations of linear elliptic boundary value problems, Reports of the USSR Acad. Sci., 185, (1969), 739–740.

[12] Byun S.S., Palagachev D.K., Softova L.G., Survey on gradient estimates for nonlinear elliptic equations in various function spaces, St. Petersbg. Math. J., 31 (2022), 401–419.

[13] Castillo R.E., Rafeiro H., Rojas E.M., Unique continuation of the quasilinear elliptic equation on Lebesgue spaces L^p, Azerb. J. Math., 11, No. 1 (2021), 136–153.

[14] Caso L., D’Ambrosio R., Softova L., Generalized Morrey spaces over unbounded domains, Azerb. J. Math., 10, (2020), 193–208, (2020) [15] Christensen O., An Introduction to Frames and Riesz Bases, Appl. Num.

Harmon. Anal., Birkhäuser, 2003. doi:10.1007/978-0-8176-8224-8. ISBN 978-1-4612-6500-9.

[16] Duffin R.J., Schaeffer A. C., A class of nonharmonic Fourier series, Trans.

Amer. Math. Soc., 72, (2) (1952), 341–366. doi:10.1090/s0002-9947-1952- 0047179-6 [17] Frankl F.I., Flow around airfoils by a stream of subsonic velocity with supersonic zones terminating in a straight-line condensation shock, Prikl. Mat. Mekh., 20 (1956), 196–202.

[18] Frankl F.I., Selected Works on Gas Dynamics, Moscow, 1973, pp. 711.

[19] Garcia-Gueva J., Rubio De Francia J.L., Weighted Norm Inequalities and Related Topics., North-Holland, 1985, pp. 615.

[20] Hunt R.A., Young W.S., A weighted norm inequality for Fourier series, Bull.

Amer. Math. Soc., 80 (1974), 274–277.

[21] Ionkin N.I., Moiseev E.I., A problem for a heat equation with two-point boundary conditions, Differents. Uravneniya, 15 No. 7 (1979), 1284–1295.

[22] Mammadov T.J., Strong solvability of a nonlocal problem for the Laplace equation in weighted grand Sobolev spaces., Azerb. J. Math., 13, (2023) (in print).

[23] Mikhlin S.G., Linear Partial Differential Equations, Moscow, Visshaya Shkola, 1977 (in Russian).

[24] Moiseev E.I., The solution of a nonlocal boundary value problem by the spectral method, Differ. Equations, 35 No. 8 (1999), 1105–1112, transl. from Differ. Uravn. 35, No. 8 (1999), 1094–1100.

[25] Olevskii, A. M., Fourier Series with Respect to General Orthogonal Systems, Ergebn. Mathem. und ihrer Grenzgeb. 86, Berlin-Heidelberg-New York: Springer-Verlag. VIII, 1975, 136 p.

[26] Palagachev D.K., Softova L.G., Elliptic systems in generalized Morrey spaces, Azerb. Journ. Math., 11, (2021), 153–162.

[27] Softova L.G. The Dirichlet problem for elliptic equations with VMO coefficients in generalized Morrey spaces, Oper. Theory: Adv. Appl, 229 (2013), 371–386.

[28] Zygmund A., Trigonometric Series, Vol. I and II combined, 3rd ed., Cambridge: Cambridge University Press, 2002, pp. 364.

Institute of Mathematics and Mechanics, NAS of Azerbaijan, Baku, Azerbaijan, e-mail: b bilalov@mail.ru

Azerbaijan State Oil and Industry University, Baku, Azerbaijan, e-mail: natavan2008@gmail.com; natavan.nasibova@asoiu.edu.az

Department of Mathematics University of Salerno, Italy, e-mail: lsoftova@unisa.it

Department of Mathematics University of Salerno, Italy, e-mail: tramontano16@gmail.com