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Abstract

In this article we describe the novel method to construct fundamen-
tal solutions for operators with variable coefficients. That method was
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1 Introduction

In this article we describe the novel method to construct fundamental solutions
for operators with variable coefficients. We also give a brief survey of some re-
sults obtained by that method, which was introduced in [I1] to solve the Cauchy
problem for the Tricomi-type equation. Later on it was applied to several par-
tial differential equations with variable coefficients containing some equations
arising in the mathematical cosmology. More precisely, the new integral op-
erator is suggested which transforms the family of the fundamental solutions
of the Cauchy problem for the equation with the constant coefficients to the
fundamental solutions for the operators with variable coefficients. The kernel
of that transformation contains Gauss’s hypergeometric function.

This method was used in [5, [6],[11]-[19] to investigate in the unified way
several equations such as the linear and semilinear Tricomi and Tricomi-type
equations, Gellerstedt equation, the wave equation in Einstein-de Sitter space-
time, the wave and the Klein-Gordon equations in the de Sitter and anti-de Sit-
ter spacetimes. The listed equations play important role in the gas dynamics,
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elementary particle physics, quantum field theory in the curved spaces, and
cosmology. For all above mentioned equations, we have obtained among other
things, fundamental solutions, the representation formulas for the initial-value
problem, the L, — Lg-estimates, local and global solutions for the semilinear
equations, blow up phenomena, self-similar solutions and number of other re-
sults.

The starting point of our approach is the Duhamel’s principle, which we
revise in order to prepare the ground for generalizations. It is well-known that
the solution of the Cauchy problem for the string equation with the source term

fy f(z,t) € C=(R?),
Upt — Uge = f(z,t) in R w(z,tg) =0, wus(zx,to) =0 inR, (1.1)
can be written as an integral
t
u(zx,t) :/ v(x, t;7)dr
to

of the family of the solutions v(z,t; 7) of the problem without the source term,
but with the second initial datum

Vi — Vgp =0 in RZ, v(z,7;7) =0, wv(z,7;7)=f(z,7) inR.

Our first observation is that we obtain the following representation of the

solution of (1)
t t—1
u(z,t) = / dT/ w(zx, z;7)dz, (1.2)
to 0

if we denote

S+t + f -],

where the function w = w(z;¢;7) is the solution of the problem

w(z; t;7) =

Wi — Wee =0 in RY w(z,0;7) = f(x,7), wi(z,0;7) =0 inR. (1.3)

This formula allows us to solve problem with the source term if we solve the
problem for the same equation without source term but with the first initial
datum. We claim that the formula (T.2]) can be used also for the wave equation
with € R™, for all n € N. (See, e.g, [I1].) More precisely, it holds also for the
problem

uy — Au = f(z,t) in R"™ . w(z,t9) =0, wui(x,to) =0 inR",
with the function w = w(x;t;7) solving
wye — Aw =0 in R*"™ w(z,0;7) = f(x,7), we(x,0;7) =0in R™.  (1.4)

Note that in the last problem the initial time ¢ = 0 is frozen, while in the
Duhamel’s principle it is varying with the parameter 7.



The second observation is that in ([2]) the upper limit ¢ — 7 of the inner
integral is generated by the propagation phenomena with the speed which is
equals to one. In fact, that is a distance function between the points at time ¢
and 7.

Our third observation is that the solution operator G : f —— wu can be
regarded as a composition of two operators. The first one

WE: f+—w

is a Fourier Integral Operator (FIO), which is a solution operator of the Cauchy
problem with the first initial datum for wave equation in the Minkowski space-
time. The second operator

K:wru

is the integral operator given by (2). We regard the variable z in (IZ2) as a
“subsidiary time”. Thus, G = K o WE and we arrive at the diagram:

WE

e %

U

f

w

Our aim is that based on this diagram to generate a class of operators for
which we will obtain explicit representation formulas for the solutions. That
means also that we will have representations for the fundamental solutions of the
partial differential operator. In fact, this diagram brings into a single hierarchy
several different partial differential operators. Indeed, if we take into account the
propagation cone by introducing the distance function ¢(t), and if we provide
the integral operator with the kernel K (¢;r,b) as follows:

t |6(t)—(b)]
Klw](z,t) = 2/ db/ K(t;r,b)w(x,r;b)dr, = €R"™ t>tg, (1.5)
to 0

then we actually can generate new representations for the solutions of the differ-
ent well-known equations. Below we illustrate the suggested scheme by several
examples.

1° Klein-Gordon equation in the Minkowski spacetime. If we choose the kernel
K(t;r,b) as

K(t;r,b) = JO( (t—b)2 —7“2) , (1.6)

where Jy(z) is the Bessel function of the first kind, and if we choose the distance
function as ¢(t) = ¢, then we can prove (see Theorem [[T] below) that the
function

¢ t—b
u(z,t) = /t db/O Jo (\/ (t—5)2 — T2) w(z,r;b)dr, x € R, ¢ > to,
0



solves the problem for the Klein-Gordon equation with a positive mass equals
to 1 in the one-dimensional Minkowski spacetime,

Ut — Uz + u = f(z,t) in R?, u(z,to) =0, wug(z,tg) =0 inR,

provided that w(z,r;b) is a corresponding solution of the problem for the
wave equation in the Minkowski spacetime. We emphasis that the function
w = w(z,t;b), with b regarded as a parameter, and the function u = u(x,t)
solve different equations. This is a fundamental distinction from the Duhamel’s
principle.

Now if we choose the kernel K (¢;7,0) a

K(t;rb) = 10( (t—b)2—r2), (1.7)

where Iy(z) is the modified Bessel function of the first kind, and the distance
function as ¢(t) = ¢, then the function

¢ t—b
u(z,t) = /t db/O Iy (\/ (t—0)% — T2) w(z,r;b)dr, x € R™, t > to,
9

solves the problem for the Klein-Gordon equation with an imaginary mass in
the one-dimensional Minkowski spacetime,

Upt — Ugy —u = f(x,t) inR% u(x,tg) =0, wu(z,tg) =0 inR,

provided that w(x,r;b) is a corresponding solution of the problem (L3)) for the
wave equation in the one-dimensional Minkowski spacetime. According to the
next theorem the representation formulas valid also for the higher dimensional
equations. The proof is by straightforward substitution.

Theorem 1.1 The functions u = ure(z,t) and uz,(v,t) defined by

t—b
uRe(z, 1) / db/ Jo —b)2 - r2> w(z,r;b)dr, € R", (1.8)
¢
v t—b
Uzm (2, 1) / db/ Io (t—0)2— r2) w(z,r;b)dr, z € R",  (1.9)
to

= |M]|, are solutions of the problems
ugy — Au+ M?u = f(x,t) in R™™ u(x,tg) =0, ug(x,t9) =0 in R™,
with M? > 0 and M? < 0, respectively. Here w(x,t;b) is a solution of [IF).

Definition 1.2 The integral operator ({IJ) is said to be a generator of the so-
lution operator for some equation if the operator G = K o WE gives a solution
operator for that equation.



20 Tricomi-type equations. The first example linkings to the operator with the
variable coefficient is generated by the kernel K (¢;r,b) = E(0,t;7,b), where the
function E(z,t;r,b) [I1] is defined by

E(z,t;r,b) = ¢ ((6(t) + o(b)? — (x — 7“)2)77

(8(t) — 6(8)* — (z — )2
. (” v ’<¢<t>+¢<b>>2—<x—r>2>’ (1.10)

with ~ = ﬁ, e = (k4 1)K/ BHD=1/(+1) "9k — | € N, 22 := |z|?, and the
distance function ¢ = ¢(t) is

1 tk+1

1.11
E+1 ’ (1.11)

¢(t) =

while F' (a, b;c; ¢ ) is the Gauss’s hypergeometric function. Here we assume that
2k € N but later on we consider the case of [ € R. It is proved in [I1] that for
an integer non-negative [, for the smooth function f = f(z,t), the function

u(a,t) = 2cl/ db/w ((p(t) + o(b))? —r?) "

xXF (%7; L E 8 +zgz;; — r2> w(x,r;b)dr, t >0,
solves the Tricomi-type equation
uy —t'Au= f(z,t) in R = {(z,t)|z €R", ¢t >0}, (1.12)
and takes vanishing initial values
u(z,0) =0, wu(z,0)=0 inR". (1.13)

3" The wave equation in the Robertson-Walker spacetime: De Sitter spacetime.
The next interesting example we obtain if we set K (¢;r,b) = F(0,t;r,b), where
the function E(x,t;r,b) [14] is defined by

1
2

E(x,t;r,b) = ((eib + eft)2 —(z — 7")2)

11 et —e 2 —(z—1)?
xF (5’5;1; Eet+eb§2_2$_T;2) ; (1.14)

and ¢(t) := e~ t. It is proved in [14] that defined by the integral transform (L5])
with the kernel (ILI4) the function

/ db/ (e +e)2—2)

b)2 _ 7.2

(et —e _
><F(2 2,1,(6 T2 w(z,r;T)dr




solves the wave equation in the Robertson-Walker spaces arising in the de Sitter
model of the universe (see, e.g. [§]),

w — e Au = f(x,t) in R

and takes vanishing initial data (LI3).

49 The wave equation in the Robertson-Walker spacetime: anti-de Sitter space-
time. The third example we obtain if we set K(¢;r,b) = E(0,t;r,b), where the
function E(z,t;r,b) is defined by (see [15])

N

E(x,t;r,b) = ((eb + et)2 —(z — T)Q)

11 el —e"2 — (r—1)2
xF (5’5?1; Eeureb;z_gx_riz), (1.15)

while the distance function is ¢(¢) := e* . In that case the function u = u(z,t)
produced by the integral transform (5] with ¢y = 0 and the kernel (II5), solves
the wave equation in the Robertson-Walker space arising in the anti-de Sitter
model of the universe (see, e.g. [§]),

uy — e Au= f(z,t) in R}

Moreover, it takes vanishing initial values (LI3).

5% The wave equation in the Einstein-de Sitter spacetime. If we allow negative
I € R in (ILI0) and, in that way, simplify the Gauss’s hypergeometric function
of the kernel of the integral transform, then we obtain another way to get
new operators of the above described hierarchy. In fact, in the hierarchy of the
hypergeometric functions F (a, b; ¢; ¢) there are functions which are polynomials.
This is a case, in particular, of the parameter a = —m, where m € N. More
precisely, if m € N, then | = —4m/(2m + 1) > —2 and F (—m,—-m;1;() =
Em (m(mfl)m’(erlfn)

2
=0 - ) z™. In that case we choose the distance function

o(t) = (2m + 1)t#+1 and the kernel K (t;r,b) as follows

K(t;r,b) = cm§<m(m_1)“-(m+1_n))2

n!
x ((2m T 1)2(t7FT 4 bzeET)2 — 7"2)_ -
X ((2m )2tz — b )2 — r2) . (1.16)

Thus the integral transform K allows us to write the representation for the
solution of the equation

__am .
Uy — L7 2 T Au=f in RT‘l.

Moreover, in the hierarchy of the hypergeometric functions the simplest non-
constant function is F'(—1,—1;1;¢) = 1 + (. The exponent [ leading to the



function F (-1, —1;1; () is exactly the exponent [ = —4/3 of the wave equation
(and of the metric tensor) in the Einstein & de Sitter spacetime. In that case
of m = 1 the kernel K (t;r,b) of (LI0) is K(t;7,b) = & (9t%/3 4+ 96/ — r?).
Consequently, the function

3t1/3 3b1/3

u(z, t) /db/ ((3t1/3) (3b1/3)2_r2)w(x,r;b)dr, (1.17)

z €R™ t>0, solves (see [5]) the equation
ug —tY3Au=f in RET, (1.18)

and takes vanishing initial data (LI3) provided that the function w is the image
of f, that isw = WE(f). Because of the singularity in the coefficient of equation
(LIY), the Cauchy problem is not well-posed. In order to obtain a well-posed
problem the initial conditions must be modified to the weighted initial value
conditions.

In fact, the operator of equation ([LI8) coincides with the principal part
of the wave equation in the Einstein & de Sitter spacetime. We remind that
the Einstein & de Sitter model (EdeS model) of the universe was first proposed
jointly by Einstein and de Sitter in 1932. It is the simplest non-empty expanding
model with the line-element ds? = —dt? +a2t'/3 (dz? + dy? + dz*). The covari-
ant linear wave equation with the source term f written in these coordinates

is
9 /
<E) D <axz> tatw I

1=1,2,3

The last equation belongs to the family of the non-Fuchsian partial differential
equations. There is very advanced theory of such equations (see, e.g., [7, [10]),
but according to our knowledge the weighted initial value problem suggested in
[5] (see (I9) below) is the original one. Assume that f(z,t) € C*°(R" % (0, c0)),
and that with some € > 0 one has

|02 f (z,t)| + [t0,;0% f(2,1)] < Cut®™? for all z € R", and for small ¢ > 0,
and for every «, |a| < [(n+1)/2]. It is proved in [5] that the function

1 3t1/3 3b1/'§
Yat) = db/ b(9¢%/3 + 9b*/ — 2w (z, 7 b) dr

solves the problem

Yy — 3 A ap 4+ 2671y = f(x, 1), t>0, z €R",
lim ¢y (z, ¢) = 0, lim (t4hy(2,8) +4(2,1)) = 0, & € R, (1.19)
- —

provided that the function w is the image of f, that is w = WE(J).



2 The fundamental solutions of the operators

In this section we apply the method from the previous section to construct the
fundamental solutions of the operators for the above listed equations. They are
hyperbolic equations and therefore they have the fundamental solutions with
the support in the forward or backward light cones. First we consider the string
equation. In order to write the fundamental solution with the support in the
forward light cone we look for £ € D'(R"*1) such that

Ett — Epe = 0(x —20)0(t —to) InR%, supp€& C {(x,t) |t >ty, z € R}

Then E(x, t; xo,t0) = E(x — o, t —1t0;0,0) and if we denote by D(xg,to) the for-
ward light cone D(zg, ) := {(z,t) € R"™ ||z —x0| < (t—1o)}. It is well known
that E(x,t;x0,t0) = if (x,t) € D(xo;t0) and E(z,t;xo,to) = 0 otherwise. We
follows approach of the previous section and rewrite this fundamental solution
in the following way

t—to .
Ewtivote) = Hit—to) [ €70~ w2 dz,
0
where H(t — to) is the Heaviside step function. The distribution
- 1
£ (a,1) = 5 {d(w + 1) + d(x — 1)}
is the fundamental solution of the Cauchy problem for the string equation:
g:ttring _ g;imnq _ O7 gstring ((E, 0) _ 5(1:)7 gtstring (LL', 0) —-0.

The string equation is partially, in direction of time, hypoelliptic, that implies
gstring ¢ C°°(Ry; D' (R?)). Hence, for every test function ¢ € C°(R"), we have

t—to )
<&(m,t;-,t0) (1) > = H(t— to)/ <EMMI(z — -, 2),0() > dz.
0

Thus, the forward fundamental solution of the operator is given by the integral
transform of the fundamental solution of the Cauchy problem for the wave
equation corresponding to the first datum.

We can generate a class of equations which allows explicit representation
formulas for the fundamental solutions. Indeed, if we provide the integral trans-
form with a kernel as follows:

lo(t)—¢(to)]
E(x, t;x0,t0) = H(t — to) / K(t;r,b)EYY(x — zo,r)dr,
0

z € R™ teR, then we get the representations for the fundamental solutions
of the wide class of partial differential equations equations. In particular, if we
plug in the integral transform the kernels used in the previous examples, then we
obtain the corresponding fundamental solutions with the support in the forward
light cone.



1° Klein-Gordon equation in the Minkowski spacetime. If we choose the kernel
K(t;r,b) (I0) and choose the distance function as ¢(t) = t, then it can be easily
verified (see Theorem 2] below) that the distribution

t—b
E(x,t;wo,t0) = H(t — fo)/ Jo ( (t—0)% — Tz) EVE(x — xo,7)dr ,
0

xz € R" t € R, is the forward fundamental solutions for the Klein-Gordon
operator with a positive mass equals to 1 in the Minkowski spacetime,

(07 = A+1) E(m, t; 20, to) = 0(z — 20)5(t — to) in R™™', supp& C D(wo, to).

provided that £*%v¢(x,t) is the fundamental solution of the Cauchy problem
corresponding to the first datum with the support at the origin, for the wave
equation in the Minkowski spacetime. We emphasis that the distributions
E(x, t; g, to) and E¥¢(x, t) solve different equations.

If we now choose the kernel K (¢;r,b) (7)) and the distance function as
¢(t) = t, then the distribution

t—to
&G tivoste) = Hlt—t0) [ 1o (VA D~ 12) €50 (o — g, )
0

xz € R" t € R, is the forward fundamental solutions for the Klein-Gordon
operator with an imaginary mass in the Minkowski spacetime,

(07 = A = 1) E(m, t; 20, to) = 0(x — 20)8(t — to) inR™ ™, supp & C D(o, to).
The following theorem can be easily proved by direct substitution.

Theorem 2.1 The distributions Ere(x,t; xo,t0) and Exm(z,t; xo,t0) defined by
t—to
Ere(x, t;x0,t0) = H(t — to)/ Jo (m (t—0)2— T2) EVe(x — g, r)dr,
0
t—to
Exm (T, t; o, to) = H(t — to)/ Iy (m (t—10)2— r2) EVE(x — g, r)dr,
0

x € R", t € R, are forward fundamental solutions for the Klein-Gordon opera-
tors with a real and an imaginary mass

0} — A+ M? inR"

with M? > 0 and M? < 0, respectively. Here m = |M| > 0 and EV°(x,t)
is the fundamental solution of the Cauchy problem corresponding to the first
datum with the support at the origin, for the wave equation in the Minkowski
spacetime.

20 Tricomi-type equations. If we now choose the kernel K (¢;r,b) (LI0) and the
distance function as ([LIT)), then it is proved in [I1I] that &(z,t; 20, %) is the



forward fundamental solution for the Tricomi-type equation (LI2):

H(8)~6(t0) )
£z, t;z0,t0) = 2CzH(t—to)/O (1) + 6(t0))* =1%) "

(6(t) — p(t0))* —r?
(@(t) + 6(t0))* — 12

x € R™ to >0, with the support in the forward light cone

D(wo,t0) == {(z,t) € R" ||z — 20| < ¢(t) — d(to)} -

xF <’77 V3 17 > gwave(‘r — 2o, ’I")d’l",

3% Klein-Gordon equations in the Robertson-Walker spacetime. The integral
transform and, in particular, its kernel and the Gauss’s hypergeometric function,
open a way to establish a bridge between the wave equation (massless equation)
and the Klein-Gordon equation (massive equation) in the curved spacetime.
Indeed, if we allow the parameter «y of the function F'(vy,;1; 2) to be a complex
number, v € C, then this continuation into the complex plane produces the
fundamental solutions & (z,t; xzg,to) for the Klein-Gordon operator in the de
Sitter spacetime as follows

e o et ) _1,
Ex(z,tymo, to) = 2H (¢ — to)/ (4e~to—tyiM ((e_to +e )2 — r2) 2 M
0

(e—to _ e—t)2 _ T2

(e*to + eft)Q —r2

xF(%—l—iM,%—i—iM;l; )57“““”6(96—:60,7“)(17‘,
where the distribution £%*"¢(z,t) is the fundamental solution of the Cauchy
problem for the wave equation, while the non-negative curved mass M > 0 is
defined as follows: M? := "Tz —m? > 0. The parameter m is mass of particle.
The fundamental solution £_ (z, t; xg, to) with the support in the backward light
cone admits a similar representation. The fundamental solutions &4 (z, t; g, to)
and £_(x,t;x0,t9) are constructed in [T4] for the case of the large masses m >
n/2. The integral makes sense in the topology of the space of distributions.
The fundamental solutions for the Klein-Gordon operator in the anti-de Sitter
spacetime can be obtained by time inversion, t — —t, from the fundamental
solutions for the Klein-Gordon operator in the de Sitter spacetime.

Moreover, the analytic continuation of this distribution in parameter M into
C allows us to use it also in the case of small mass 0 < m < n/2. Corresponding
equation

uy —e 2 Au— M*u=0,

can be regarded as Klein-Gordon equation with an imaginary mass. Equations
with imaginary mass appear in several physical models such as ¢* field model,
tachion (super-light) fields, Landau-Ginzburg-Higgs equation and others.

More precisely, for small mass 0 < m < n/2 we define the distribution
5+(£L‘, t; o, to) by

5+(Ia t;'IOvtO)

10



et et ,;JFM
= 2H(t—to) / (4e~to=t)=M ((e‘to +eh? — r2)
0

—to __ ,—t\2 _ .2
xF(l—M,l—M;l;(e )
2 2 (e=to +e7t)2 — 2

)Ew‘we(x — zg, 1) dr.

49 The above listed examples hint at some necessary condition on the pair ¢,
K(t;r,b) in order for that pair to produce a generator of the solution operator
for some partial differential equation.

Theorem 2.2 Assume that the integral transform (IL3) with the distance func-
tion ¢ and the kernel K(t;r,b) generate fundamental solution

[¢(t)—¢(to)]
g(.f, ta Zo, tO) = H(t - to) / K(tv r, b)gwave(x — Zo, T)dT )
0

x € R™, t € R, of the partial differential equation

gt — Z (aij (2, t)ug, )z, + Z(bi(a:,t)u)zi +b(t)uy + c(t)u = f (2.1)

with the real-analytic coefficients. Denote Vi = Vi (t) and Vo = Va(t) two linearly
independent solutions of the ordinary differential equation

VbV +e(t)V =0,  Vi(0)=1=VL(0), VI(0)=0=Vs(0).

Then the function K (t;r,b) satisfies identity

le=e®) _ i0)Va(t) — Va(t)Va(b)
2/0 K (t;r,b)dr = VOV V)V 0) (2.2)

forall t>b>0.

Proof. For every function f € C*°(R x [0,00)), which for any given instant
t > 0 has a compact support in x, the function

t lp(t) = (b)]
v(z,t) = /odb/o K(t;r,b)w(x,r;b)dr

where w(z,r;b) =< E¥*¢(x—-,r), f(-,b) >, solves the equation (2.I]) and takes
vanishing initial data. It follows

V) = /Rn vz, t)der = /Ot dbA¢(t)¢(b) K(t;r,b) (/Rn w(ac,r;b)dw) dr.

On the other hand,

/n w(x,r;b)de = F(b), F(b):= flz,b)dx.

R

11



Hence,

V() = /OtF(b) (/()I¢(t)_¢(b)lK(t;r,b)dr> db.

At the same time from the equation (2I) we obtain

d2

v + b&) LV () + )V () = F(t).

dt

Hence,
t
Vi(b)Va(t) — Vi()Va(b)
V(t) = F
0= ], PRI om0
Thus, for the arbitrary function f € C*°(R x [0, 00)) for all ¢ one has

t |6(t)—o(b)] . Vi (b)Va(t) — Vi (t)Va(b) B
/0 ( 5 f(x,b)da:)(/o Kt b)dr = o= W(b%(b))db = 0.

db.

The theorem is proven. (|

Corollary 1 1) For the Tricomi-type equation and for the wave equations in
the de Sitter and anti-de Sitter spacetime the following identities hold

b9 %*% tht+l pk+1 2 ) — s
t—b= I _
Ck/o (k+1+k+1> r

tk+l bk+l 2 2
k koo (k—Jrl_k—Jrl) "y
2k +2'2k+2"77 (k1 pht1 ) 2 9
(k+1 + k+1) -r
—b —t

e "—e 1 11 —t _ ,—b\2 _ .2
t—b:2/ (€™ + e —1?) 2F<— ple —e ) or )dr,
0

el —eb 1 11 t_ b2 _ .2
t—b:2/ (" +e')? —r?) 217(5,5;1-—(6 <) T)dr,
0

t > b, respectively.
2) For the Klein-Gordon equation in the de Sitter spacetime we have b(t) = 0,

c(t) = M? and the following identities hold. If the mass term M? is positive,
then

—b —t

2/; - (4e—b—t)iM((e—b+e—t)2_7,2)

| (€7t —e )2 —y2
xF(§ + 1M, 3 +iM;1; (e T e ) _T2)dr.

1
—5—iM

1
MsinM(t —b)
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If the mass term M? is negative, then

—b

1 e et
1| sinh |[M|(t—0b) = 2/ (4e= b=t~ 1M ((e*b te 2o Tz)
0

—3 M|

1 (efb _ eft)Q _ T2
xF (5 = M, = [M];1; Jar.
2 | |2 |M] (e=b+et)2 — 2 "
These identities were used in [12] and [19] to prove a blow up phenomenon
for the semilinear Tricomi-type equation and the Klein-Gordon equation in the
de Sitter spacetime.

3 Estimate of the tail inside of the light cone.
De Sitter spacetime

In this section we consider the equation
—2t A,
uy —e “Au=0. (3.1)

The forward and backward fundamental solutions for the operator of the last
equation is constructed in [I4]. By means of those fundamental solutions the
fundamental solutions of the Cauchy problem are given as the Fourier integral
operators in the domain of hyperbolicity, ¢ > 0, with the data prescribed at
t=0,

u(z,0) = po(z), wi(z,0)=¢i(z), zeR". (3.2)

The formula for the solution of this problem is given by Theorem 0.6 [14] with
M = 0. More precisely, the solution of equation (B with the initial data ¢y,
1 € C§°(R™), prescribed at ¢ = 0 is:

u(z,t) = eévwo(x7¢(t))+2/0 Vg, (2, 9(t)s) Ko (4(1)s, 1) (1) ds

—|—2/0 Vg, (z, 0(t)s) K1 (o(t)s, t)p(t)ds, x€R™, t>0, (3.3)

where ¢(t) := 1 — e *. The function v,(z,¢(t)s) coincides with the value
v(x, ¢(t)s) of the solution v(x,t) of the Cauchy problem vy — Av =0, wv(z,0) =
o(x), wve(z,0) = 0. The kernels Ky(z,t) and K;(z,t) are defined by Ko(z,t) :=
— [%E(z, t; 0, b)]bzo and K1(z,t) := E(z,t;0,0), respectively, where E(x,t;r,b)
is given by (LI4]). Thus,

KO(Zat)
1 11 (1-—et)?2-22
. (e =1)F (5, S Gl =)
(=’ — 2 /(ite -2 22 i Tt e 22
_ 1 11, (1—et)2-22 _
1—e 2 2—F(———-1~—) 0<z<l—et
+( e +z)2 32 B e _2/)] <z< e ",

13



and

-1 11 1—e )2 - 22
Ki(z,t) = ((1+ e 2 — z2) 2F <§, 3 1; El—f—e‘ﬁ)’ 0<z<1l—et

It is important that the formula (3.3]) regarded in the topology of the contin-
uous functions of variable ¢ with the values in the distributions space D'(R"™),
is applicable to the distributions ¢g, 1 € D'(R") as well.

Recall that a wave equation is said to satisfy Huygens’ principle if the solu-
tion vanishes at all points which cannot be reached from the initial data by a
null geodesic, that is there is no tail. An exemplar equation satisfying Huygens’
principle is the wave equation in n+ 1 dimensional Minkowski spacetime for odd
n > 3. According to Hadamard’s conjecture this is the only (modulo transfor-
mations of coordinates and unknown function) huygensian linear second-order
hyperbolic equation. Counterexamples to Hadamard’s conjecture, which have
been found, do not change the fact that Huygens’ property is a very rare and
unstable, with respect to the perturbations, phenomenon. It is natural, there-
fore, to ask if there are other hyperbolic second-order equations which preserve
Huygens’ property approximately, in the sense that the tail which is left behind
the wave front is comparatively small. For the equation in the de Sitter space-
time Huygens’ principle is not valid [14]. In this section we show the way how
our approach can be applied to derive the pointwise estimates of the tail.

We call the “tail” the part containing the integrals of (83, that is

T(x,t) = 2/ Vo (2, 0(t)s) Ko (o(t)s, t)d(t) ds
0
1
—|—2/0 Vg, (2, 0(t)s) K1 (o(t)s, t)p(t)ds, x€R™, t>0.

Hence, T(z,t) = u(z,t) — e2v,, (2, ¢(t)). The tail is of considerable interest in
many aspects in the physics, and in particular, in the General Relativity [4], [9].
In this section we restrict ourselves to the case of one-dimensional z. For the
one-dimensional wave equation in the Minkowski spacetime Huygens’ principle
is not valid, and, consequently, one can not anticipate it for one-dimensional
equation in the de Sitter spacetime. But the last one reveals all difficulties and
technical details allowing to overcome those difficulties in the case of z € R™
with n > 2. The results for the case of n > 2 will be published in a forthcoming
paper. We start with simple example.
Example. Let po(x) = H(z), ¢1(z) = 0, where H is the Heaviside step

function. Then u(x,t) = %e% [H(:v+1—e_t)+H(x—1+e—t)]_i_folfe*t (H(a—2)+

H(z + 2)|Ko(z,t) dz and, consequently, T'(z,t) = Ol_eit H(z — 2)Ko(z,t)dz +
0176% H(z + 2)Ko(z,t) dz. Consider the point x¢ such that 0 < zg <1 —e™".

Then we have
1 . xo 1—e~t 1 xo
u(xo,t) = 565 +/ Ko(z,t)dz +/ Ko(z,t)dz = B +/ Ko(z,t)dz
0 0 0

14



while T(zo,t) = 4 — %e% + [5° Ko(z,t) dz = u(zo, t) — %e%. In particular,

|T'(z0,t)]
|u($07 t) - T(xf)v t)'

zo
=1—e 2 267t/2/ Ko(z,t)dz < 2(1 — e /?),
0

lim  lim T@ol _ _,
t—oo g (1—e—t)~ |u(x,t) — T(x, )]

Thus, the tail dominates the huygensian part of the solution. If zg > 1, then
u(zg,t) = 1, while T'(z¢,t) = 1 — et/2.

Suppose now that initial data ¢ and ¢; are the homogeneous functions,
po(w) = Colz| ™%, ¢r(x) = Chla|™". (34)
The next theorem gives the pointwise estimate for the tail.

Theorem 3.1 Consider the Cauchy problem for the equation (31), (32) with
n =1 and the data (34), where a,b € (1/2,1). Then in the light cone emitted
by the origin, that is on the set {(x,t)||x| <1—e~t, t >0}, the solution, and,
consequently, the tail, satisfy

1 ¢
T(e,t) = |ulz,t) = 5Coet [|:1: Floe !z -1+ e*tra}

IN

1Co|C (1 +1t)ezte™ (1 + et (1 — |z))/2
+[C1|C (1 + 1) ezt (1 + et (1 — |a])) /2.
Proof. The representation of the solution of the Cauchy problem for the one-

dimensional case (n = 1) of equation (&I)) is given by Theorem 0.4[14] with
M = 0. More precisely, the solution u = u(z,t) of the Cauchy problem

g — e—2t

Uge =0, ’U,(ZE,O) :<P0(I)a ut(a:,()) :<P1(‘T)7

with g, p1 of B4), can be represented as follows
1 :
u(z,t) = 5¢* [800(33 +1—e )+ polz—1+ e*t)}
1—e~?t
+/ [po(z — 2) + po(z + 2)| Ko(z,t) dz
0
1—e™
+ / [‘Pl@f—Z)+801(I+Z)}K1(z,t)dz.
0

Then, it is evident that the solution of the Cauchy problem with C; = 0 is

U(l’,t) - COG% |:|,’E+1—e_t|_a_l’_|x_1+e—t|—ai|

1—e™*
—|—Co/ [lz — 2|7 + |z + 2| "] Ko(z, t) dz .
0

15



Consider for x > 0 the first term in the last integral. It can be estimated as
follows:

1—e~t 1—e~t
‘/ |z —y| " Ko(y,t) dy S/ |z —y|~*|Ko(y,t)| dy
0 0

1—67t 1
- / o -y _
0 (- AT E g

279277 (14 e )2 —y?

1

_ 11 (1—et)2—92
1—e 2 2—F(———~1-—) dy.
+( € +y)2 2;27 a(1+e_t)2_y2 Y

If we denote z = e* and make a change ¥ = e~ ?r in the last integral, then

1—et
/ & — 4| Koy, )] dy
0

z—1 1
= z“/ |z — 7|7
0 -2 -G E—r

11 .(2—1)2—7°2
} (=) F(3: 58 T e)

1 11 (2—1)2—r2
2 2
-1 —F(——,—;l;i) dr. 3.5
+H(2* = 14075 > i o) || (3-5)
Define two zones Z (e, z) and Zs (e, z), as follows
. (z —1)%2 —r2
Zl(E,Z) = {(Z,T')‘mgg, OSTSZ_:[ y (36)
. (z —1)%2 —r?
ZQ(E,Z) = {(Z,T‘)‘Egm, OS’I"SZ—l 5 (37)
respectively. Then we split integral of (83) into the sum I; + I5 where:
1
I, = za/ |z — 7|7
Z(=,2) [(z =12 =2/ (z +1)? —r?

(z _22)F(l 1 1: M)

1 11 _12_ 2
+(22_1+T2)_F(_575;1;u)] dr, k=1,2.

(z+1)2 —r2

First, we restrict ourselves to the first zone Z (e, z). We follow the arguments
have been used in the proofs of Lemma 7.4 [I4] and Proposition 10.2 [14]. In

16



the first zone we have

11 (2—1)2—r2 1(z—1)*—r (z—1)"
F(g’g’lvm)—”zmw«ﬁw

11 (z—1) o =12 (z—1)"
F(‘E’E’l’m)_l_lmw«W))

We use the last formulas to estimate the term containing the hypergeometric
functions:

G+1p—r
1 11 (2—-1)2-72
2 2
-1 —F(——,—;l;i)
+(Z +T)2 279 (2+1)2_7.2
1 2 2 1(2_1)2 2 2

+(!z—22\+122—1+r21>0((%)Q)-

In that zone the integral can be estimated by:

1 ) 1
m{l” WH v

The last integral can be written as follows:

z—1
L < C’/ |z —y|™¢
0

z—1 a 1 1

/0 [z =yl [\/Z\/m{l—i_zz—i-l—y}]dy

= Zz —x)—s|7¢ L s)~ /2 z s) 73/ Lds

_/1 21— 2) — 5| {\/2<1+) +VE(L+8) }d. (3.8)

Consider the first term of the last sum. Inside of the light cone |z| < 1 —e™!
that is, |zz| < z — 1, and one has

3

z(l—z) .
= %/1 (z1—2x)—8) %(1+s) 2ds

1 [* ., s
—I—ﬁ/z(l_m)(s—z(l—x)) (14+s) 2ds.

On the other hand

1 z(1—x) Y 1 1 B "
%/1 (z(1—2)—38)"*(1+ ) ds-\/_(l—i—z(l x))”
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X <7\/ﬂ—‘(1_a)(1+z(1—x))1/2—2\/§F (% S 2 ))

r(Z-a YT 0)
while

=) st

— s—z(1—x s s

\/z z(1—x)

1 el /al(1 —a) 1

I A S—— | 1— PR

NE F(%—a) (1+ 2( ))

2el0m a1 3 142z

+\/z\/1+2(1+2(1—$)) F(§,a,§,m>.
Thus,

1 # 1
— z(1—x)—s|™¢ ds
NENA J2( ) | Vv1+s

< z_%(l—i-z(l_x))—a (—ﬁ(ei‘”—l) (1+Z(1_x))%Il:‘(1—a)

(3-a)
1 3 2
_2\/§F<§’“’§’71+z(1—x))>

_1 1 a dar 1 3 142
+2272(14+2)2(1+2(1 —x)) % F(2’a’2’1+z(1—x))' (3.9)

Here the arguments of the hypergeometric functions satisfy the inequalities 0 <

71+z(21_w) < land 1l < 71+;(ng_1) for all z2(1 —z) > 1, 2 > 0, z > 1. Since

R(3 — 5 —a) > 0 we have

1 3 2
‘F (5,@,5,m)‘ SCO’I’LSt fOY all Z(l—fﬂ)>1

Then, to estimate the last term of [B.9) we use (4) of Sec.2.10 [2]: for all
z(l—z)>1,2>1,2>0,

1 3 14z 142 % 142 -1
F — = :A _— A e
<2’a’2’1+z(1—x)> ! <1+z(1—x)> + 2(1+z(1—x)>

1 e 1 1+2(1—
w1 —2tFr2% F 17_;2_a;1_w 7
1+ 2(1—x) 2 142

where A = %, Ay = % Hence,
2

z%(1+z)é(1+z(1_x))aF<1 3. 1tz >

292 T+ (1 —2)

(VB

= A E14 )R- a) (%)
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-1
+A52 2 (14 2)2(1+ 2(1 — ) ™° (%)

l1—a
14z 1 1+z(1—2)
1-—— T2 ) F(1,52-a1- 2078
X( l—l—z(l—x)) (’2’ “ 1+ 2 )

Since a > 1/2 one has

. a—1/2
P € TT SR il ki) | (Y G e A
2 1+2 1+2(1—x)

for all z(1 —z) > 1. It follows

z—%(1+z)é(1+z(1_x))—aF<1 5. 1+ >‘

506G T
27772 14 2(1 —x)
< Cri(l+2(1—a)/2e,

Finally

1 ? 1 1
— z(1—2)—s|7® ds < Oz 2(14+ 2(1—g))/2 2,
v A R e (14 21— )

From this inequality now we derive estimate for the second integral of (B.8]),

: 1
\/5/1 |2(1 —2) — 3|—am ds < Cz%(l +2(1— x))1/2—a '
In the second zone we have
_1)2 _ 2
PGl el 1 1

T (z41)2 =12 (2—1)2—r2§5[(z+1)2—r2]'

and due to 15.3.10 of Ch.15[I] we obtain

11 (2—1)2—r2
[, TP o A < )
’F(Z,Z,l, (z+1)2—r2) <C(1+1Inz), forall (z,7)€ Zs(e,z2)

This allows us to estimate the integral over the second zone:

2
I, < / |zz —r|7¢ i (I1+1nz)dr
(2:1)€Za (e.2) [(z = 1)? =r?]y/(z +1)? =12
2
z
< (1+1nz)/ |z — 7|~ dr
(27)E€Za(e,2) ((z +1)2 —r2)3/2
z—1 B 22
< (1+1nz)/0 |z — 7] SR dr
< (1+Inz) \/E/ |2(1—z) — 5|71 +5)73/2 ds.
1
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Then from the last inequality and (Z2]) we obtain,
I, < C(l+nz)z7(1+2(1—2)/> .

Now consider the case of Cy = 0. Then

l1—e
T(x,t) = C’l/ [|x—z|_b—|—|x+z|_b]K1(z,t)dz,
0

and

—t

1—e
T(,t)| < 01/0 [l — 2 + o+ 2] (1 4 e=1)2 = 22)

11 (1—-et)2-22
Flz 1m0 7% Vg,
<2’2’ Atet2—22)| %

[N

X

Consider case of x > 0. Then make change of variable z = re~:

t )2 _ 2
P 1 1’17(6 1) —r
22 (el +1)2 — 12

1

et—1
T <G [ Jetamrl ™ (e1)2—r%) ar
0

Denote z = et. Then

z—1
T, )] < Czb/o e —r[ (24 1)2—1?)

Nl=

11 (z—-1)2—12
Fz o =" V] ar
(2’2’ erz—r2)| "

Since 1/2 < b < 1, then for all z > 1 the following estimate
z—1 2 _ .2
_ 1 11 (z—=1)¢—-r
b 2
[ et G - (G e
< C(l+z)z7 V21 + 2(1 — z))/270

is fulfilled. To prove the last estimate we rewrite the argument of the hyperge-

ometric function as follows miz::z =1- (ZJrf‘)iéiTz. Ifr>\/(z+1)2 -8z,
then @Jrﬁiifﬂz % and0<1—(z+£4)7§42 < % for such r and z imply

11 4z
- - 11 - < .
Mz’z’“ <z+1>2—r2>‘—c

Hence we have

z—1
11 4
/ |zx—r|_b((z+1)2—r2)_%F —,—;1;1—72 dr
\/(z+1)2—-8z 2°2 (Z+1)2_T2

<C/ lzz — | (2 + 1) = r?) " 2dr
(z—i—l)2 8z

§C’z_1/2/ |zx—r|_b(z—|—1—7")_%dr
0

< Cz Y21+ 2(1 — 2))V/20
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Ifr <\/(z+1)2—8zand z > 6, then 8 < 82 < (2+1)2 —7? < (2+1)2, implies

In <(47Z)‘ <C(1+1n2).

11 4z
Flz,=11-——2 _\|<c
‘ <2’2” (2—}—1)2—7“2)‘_ z4+1)2 —7r2

Hence

/\/ (z+1)2-8z

11 4
; 2z —r| (24 1)2 —r?) 2 F 5,5;1;1—72_rz> dr

<

/\/(z+1)28z

0

|zz —r| 7P ((z 4+ 1)% — 7“2)_%0(1 +Inz)dr

z—1
SC(1+lnz)z_1/2/ |Zx—7"|_b(z—|—1—7“)_%dr
0

<CA+1nz)z"Y2(1 + 2(1 —x)Y/?>0.

Theorem is proven. ([
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