arXiv:2105.13063v1 [math.AP] 27 May 2021

The perturbation method for the skew-symmetric
strongly elliptic systems of PDEs

A.O. Bagapsh?) 2

For a Jordan domain with sufficiently smooth boundaries, the solution to the Dirichlet
problem for second order skew-symmetric strongly elliptic system with constant coefficients
and regular enough boundary data is constructed in the form of a power series of a small
parameter describing the perturbation of the given system from the Laplace one. The
coefficients of this series are the functions that are determined sequentially as solutions
to special Dirichlet problems for the usual Laplace and Poisson equations. The obtained
series converges uniformly in the closure of the domain under consideration.
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1. Introduction and the main result

In the present paper we are dealing with the Dirichlet problem for second order
homogeneous elliptic equations with constant complex coefficients in Jordan domains in
the complex plane C. Under certain regularity assumptions on the boundaries of domains
under consideration and on the boundary functions, we present a solution representation
in the form of a special power series of a small parameter describing the perturbation of
a given equation from the Laplace one, and prove that the corresponding series converges
uniformly in the closure of the domain under consideration.

Consider the following partial differential equation

afzz+2bfzy+cfyy =0 (1)

on the complex—valued function f of the complex variable z = x + iy with constant
coefficients a, b, ¢ € C. Denote a = ay + ias, b = by + iby, ¢ = ¢; + ico. The equation
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(1) can be written as a system of equations

02 02 0? u 0
(A@ T2 ey Ca_y?) <) = (0) @

on the real and imaginary parts u = Ref, v = Imf, where

(a1 —a2 o bl —bg [ —Co
) sl e e

are the constant real skew-symmetric matrices. Through all this paper the equation (1) is
assumed to be elliptic, which means that

det(AE® 4+ 2BEn+ Cn?) #0 when &2+ 7% > 0.

Moreover, we will also assume that the equation (1) is strongly elliptic. The latter property
means that

det(A+2aB + BC) #0 for each «a < 3%

see, for instance [1]-[4]. The conditions of ellipticity and strong ellipticity given above are
stated in terms of the system (2) that is equivalent to the equation (1). It is worth to
show how these conditions look line in terms of the initial equation (1). In such terms
the ellipticity property means that both roots of the corresponding characteristic equation
al? 4+ 2b\ + ¢ = 0 are not real, while the strong ellipticity property means that these roots
belong to the different half-planes of C with respect to the real axis.

Using some suitable affine transformations of the independent variables (z and y) and
of the dependent variables (v and v), and some suitable linear combination of equations
in system (2), one can transform the initial system to the system corresponding to the
equation Lf = 0 on new complex valued function f of the new complex variable z with
the operator

L=00+710%  T€[0,1), (4)
see |4] and [5], where

5_1 E_FZQ 6—1 g_zg
S 2\0x  oy)’ - 2\0z Oy

are the standard Cauchy-Riemann differential operator and its complex conjugate. We will
also use the notation 0, and ad, for them. Note that when 7 = 0 the equation £f = 0
turns out to be the Laplace equation Af = 0, because A = 490.

We are interested in the question on solutions construction to the Dirichlet problem for
the equation L£f = 0 in its classic setting. Let us recall the statement of this problem.

Problem 1. Let 2 be a bounded simply connected domain, and let I' = 02 be its
boundary. Given a function h € C(I'), find a function f € C(§2) such that Lf =0 in {2
and f=h on I.

The most important and intriguing question related with Problem 1 is to describe
such domain {2 where the corresponding Dirichlet problem for the equation £Lf = 0 is
solvable for every continuous boundary function h. This question remains unsolved in
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the general setting, even it is not known, whether Problem 1 is solvable for an arbitrary
boundary boundary function h data in a Jordan domain of general type. The most general
known result (at the best of our knowledge) is that any Dirichlet problem for all £ under
consideration is always solvable in C'-polygons, see [6].

In this paper we are dealing with the special explicit method of solutions constructing
to Problem 1, which is based on the solution representation of the form

n=0

Using this method we answer the question on solvability of Problem 1 with Hélder boundary
data in Jordan domains with sufficiently smooth boundaries, and present new explicit
formulae for such solutions.

Our main result, Theorem 1, states that if {2 is a Jordan domain and if the function
h € C(I') is such that h o w belongs to the Hélder class C*(T) for some 1/2 < o < 1 and
some conformal mapping w of the unit disk D to {2, then for each 7 € [0, 1) there exists a
solution of the Dirichlet problem that is represented in the form (5), converging uniformly
on the closure {2 of f2.

Observe that the condition how € C*(T) is satisfied, for instance, when h € C*(I") and
I" is a Diny smooth curve, where I is the boundary of {2, as above. Indeed, by Lindel6f’s
theorem w’ € C(D), so for each z;, 2o € T it holds

[how(z1) —how(z)| < [Alalw(z1) —w(2)|* < [Pl [lw'l|gg 21 — 22|

where [h]o = sup¢, 4, [M(G) — M(G)]/[C1 — G*
The paper has the following structure. In Section 2 we explain the aforementioned

method of solutions constructing in the form of representations (5). Further, in Section 3
we prove the convergence of the series (5) under assumptions to 4 and {2 mentioned above.

2. Perturbation method

Let Q be a Jordan domain with the boundary I". Take a function h € C(I"). We are
going to obtain the function f of the form (5) such that £f = 0 and f|r = h. To do this
we substitute the expansion (5) into the equation £f = 0 and equate to zero the factors
fn for the same powers of the parameter 7. Moreover, we put fo|r = h and f,|r = 0 for
n > 1. Therefore, the conditions on f,, n > 0, are reduced to the following sequence of
boundary value problems:

90fo =0 in £ folr="h (6)
and
D0fy = —0fo1 in £, falr=0 (7)

forn > 1.
Let w: D — 2 be some conformal mapping from the unit disk D = {z € C: |2| <
1} onto 2. If 2 is Jordan then, according to the Carathéodory extension theorem [9,
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Theorem 2.6] that w is extended to the eponymous homeomorphism from D onto 2. Let
us move the problems (6) and (7), n > 1, to the disk D. Define the functions
F:=fouw, H:=how F, =F,ow.

Then we have

Lf— ﬁ {a@p 470 (%ap)} —: MF. (8)
Equations (5), (6) and (7) yield
F= i F, ™, (9)
where ~ "
d0Fy =0 in D, Folr=H (10)
and
O00F, = —0 <%8Fn_1) in £, Fulr=0 (11)

for n > 1. Assuming that the functions h and F,,_; (for some n > 1) are sufficiently regular,
we can write out the solutions for (10) and (11):

R = 5 [0GEMOK,  Fi2) =~ [ 620 (jggaFn_mo) dn (12
n > 1. Here
G((,2) = %log f__; (13)

is the Green’s function for the operator 0 = A/4 in the disk D and g is the planar
Lebesgue measure.
Let us define the operator P acting on C(T) and the operators K, K., K5 acting on

L,(D) as follows:
Plo(e)] = — / G, (O, Klp(2)] = / 8.C(C, 2)e(C)dp

21

and
K.lo(2)] = v.p. /D 0.0.G(C, 2)p(O)dp,  Kslp(2)] i=v.p. /D D=0:G(C, 2)o(C)dp.

The symbol v.p. [ means that the corresponding integrals are understood in the sense
of Cauchy principal values. For the sake of brevity we omit this symbol in what follows
everywhere, where it will not cause any misunderstanding. From (13) we obtain

Pl = 5 [ (2 + o) 904G
K@l =1 [ (2 + =) e

(14)
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il =3 [ ZO0% k) -1 [ 2% (15)

In terms of the operators defined above, the formulae (12) for constructing the functions
F,, can be written in the short form

FQ = P[h], Fn = K[(J/w')@Fn_l], n > 1. (16)

and

We also need the partial sums of series (5) and (9) respectively:

Sm = i fnTna Sm = iFnTn (17)
n=0 n=0

Now we are ready to state our main result, which is the following theorem.

Theorem 1. Let {2 be a Jordan domain with the boundary I', let w be some conformal
mapping from D onto §2, and let h € C(I"). Suppose 2 and h are such that how € C*(T)
for some 1/2 < o < 1. Then for every T € [0, 1) the series (5), where f, = F,ow™ n >0,
and where F,, are defined by (16), converges uniformly on {2 to the function f € C(£2) that
satisfies the equation Lf =0 in {2 and coincides with h on I'.

3. Auxiliary lemmas and proof of Theorem 1

Let us recall, that L,(ID) is the usual Lebesgue space of functions considered with
respect to the planar Lebesgue measure on D, and I/Vp1 (D) is the standard Sobolev space
of functions in . We start with the following technical lemma.

Lemma 1. If ¢ € C*(T), where 0 < o < 1, then Py € W, (D) with any exponent
O<p<(l—a)h

PROOF. Take ¢ = Py. Since ¢ € C(T), then by the properties of the Poisson integral,
we have ¢ € C(D), so obviously v € L,(D). We are going to prove the L,-integrability of
the first partial derivatives of ¥). We represent the function ¢ as the sum (z) = 1;(z) +
19(2) of holomorphic components

o) = g [ BT = 1/M—1/Tm\d<\.

2w Jp (— 2 _Q—MTC—z 2m

Since ¢ € C%(T) with 0 < a < 1, then 1; € C*(D), because of the Privalov theorem [7] for
Cauchy type integral. Put T'(z,r) :=={C € C: |¢ — z| = r} C D. Using the Cauchy formula

- P1(Q)d¢
¥1(2) /T(w) —

T omi (—=z

we obtain the equality

P1(Q)d¢ 1 / Pi(¢) — ?/Jl(z)dg
T(z,r)

, 1
0(2) = h(2) = o /T(w) C—2)? 2mi (€—2)
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and, furthermore, the estimate

1 [¥1(0) = ¢ (2)] cal¢ —2[*
|8w< )| h 27TZ /1'“(2,7") ‘C |2 ‘ C‘ 27TZ /1‘"(27") ‘C ‘2 | C|

where ¢, = sup;y, [¢1(¢) — ¥1(2)]/|¢ — 2|*. Taking the limit r — (1 — \z|) we obtain
100 (2)| < ca(l—12])271, see also [8, page 74| or |9, page 50]. This means that 0y € L,(ID)
if (1—a)p < 1. Slmllarly, the L,-integrability of the derivative 0y = b is established
under the same condition on p. The lemma is proved. O

_ 1 [ e(Qdu
Keo(z) = 7T/(C (= (18)

which is a bounded one from L,(C) to itself for p € (1,00) by the celebrated theorem of
Calderon and Zygmund [10]. We denote by || K|, the norm of the operator K in L,(C)
and similarly we denote the norms of operators acting in L,(U) with arbitrary domain U.
It is important for us that || K|, — 1 when p — 2, see [11, page 89], [12, pages 5-6].

Consider the operator

Lemma 2. The operators (14), (15) have the following properties:

(i) K: L,(D) = L,(D) is bounded for p > 1;

(i) £,: L,(D) — L,(D) is bounded for p > 1, and |K,||, = || K||,;

(iii) Ks: Ly(D) — L,(D) is bounded for p > 2; moreover, |K:|l, < || K|, and, in
particular, [|[KCz|l2 = || K|z

PROOF. The statement (i) follows from the fact that the kernel of the integral K is the
sum of two kernels with a weak singularity, that is they have the growth of the first order.

(ii) Take ¢ € L,(D), p > 1. We have K,p = K, where the function ¢, coinsides with
¢ in the unit disk D and equals to zero outside D, thus ||¢1|z,«c) = |||l ). Therefore,
1Cally = 1]l ]

(iii) Making in (15) the change of variables ( — £ = 1/(, we obtain

L[ el dp e
ICE - - = =K )

@l =7 [P e = Kleale) (19)
where @y(2) = ¢(1/2)/z? for z € C\D and ¢,(2) = 0 for z € D. Then, by means of reverse
change £ — ¢ = 1/¢ we find

1 1
H<P2HLP(D)=</C \¢2(£)|”du) (/ Pl \pdu> < el

for p > 2 with the equality for p = 2. Hence, it follows from (19) that ||/C:||.,m) <
1K - llelle,m), e [|Kz|lp < || K|, for p > 2 with equality for p = 2. The proposition is
proved. O

PrROOF OF THEOREM 1. First we are going to establish the convergence of the series
(9) and its partial derivatives of the first order in the norm of L,(D). Lemma 1 yields
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that Fy = Ph belongs to the Sobolev space W, (D) for p < (2(1 — «))~'. Suppose that
F,—1 € L,(D), p> 2, for some number n. Then

OF, = K.[(@ /w)0F,_1],  OF, = (T + K2)|[(&/w')dF,_1]

in the sense of distributions (see [11, page 90|). Using these equalities and applying
Lemma 2, we derive from (16) that the following estimates hold

10F ||, ) < K|y - |0F 1|, m), 10Fu|l,m) < (L4 | K|[p)|0F -1, m)-
This implies
10F, ||, < K2 - 110Fo|l,m),  |10FllL,m < 1+ KK |0F] L,m).  (20)
Then (16) yields
1Fullz,@) < 1Py - 10F1llL,@) < 1Pl - 1K) 10| L, m)- (21)

Estimate (21) gives the convergence of the series (9) in L,(D) to its sum F € L,(D),
when || K||,7 < 1. Moreover,

o
E EF,m
n=0

< Eollz,m + D NPl - K15 10Fol 1,0 - 7" =

n=1

< Bl + ) 1 Fall,m <
Lp(D) =t

1] z,m) =

TPl

= ||Follo,m + — -
PO K,

10Fo]| L, @) (22)

Estimate (20) gives the convergence of the first partial derivatives of the series (9) to the
corresponding derivatives of F' in the same space L,(DD):

10Fy]| L, (m)
1=K,

T+ 1Kllp) [0F0 ]|, m)

oF <
08 o < 1= ~IK],

10F || 1) < 10F0||1,m) +

(23)

The obtained estimates (22) and (23) mean the convergence of the series (9) in the norm
of the Sobolev space W, (D):

lim [[F" = S lw ) = 0 (24)

By virtue of Sobolev embedding theorem [13], we have W}(D) C C(D) when 1 —2/p > 0,
or, equivalently, p > 2, and the embedding is compact. As F' € I/Vp1 (D), so F € C(D) and
thus f = Fow™ € C(£2). In view of the compactness of the embedding, the series (9),
and therefore (5), converge uniformly in D and {2 respectively.

Now let us prove that the function f = F o w™! satisfies the equation £f = 0 in 2 by
establishing it firstly in the sense of distributions.
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Let ¢ be arbitrary test function of the class C3(ID) of twice continuously differentiable
functions in C with compact support in D and let

(1) = [ a0t
be the action of the distribution g on ¢. We have

w'(©)
w(¢)

o w/<<) z 0 z Z) =
= [ SB0F A0 [ G¢.)0Bo(du)

(F,|006) = / 5B6(=)du(2) / 9.6, ) or, L (¢)au(c) =

= /D Z:EgﬁFnl(C)%(C)du(C) = (/) OF,_1|0),

which means that the equality d0F, = —0[(w'/w')OF,_1] holds in D in the sense of
distributions. This together with (8) implies the following chain of equalities that are
understood in the sense of distributions:

W' |2 Lsm = Z (85Fn + 70 (%8Fn)) =

n=0

n=1
— 0 (ﬁ,apm) e,
w
Thus for each function ¢ € C2(§2), one can write
(Lsm | @) = (0 [(W/)OF,] | ¢) - 7™ = —(OF,, | (W /w)0e) - 77,

where ¢ := pow € CZ(D). Then

(Lf1@) = (fILP) = (f — 8m|Lp) + (sm|Lip) =
= (F — S| M) — (0F,| (0 /w')d9) - 7+,

Take 1/p+1/q = 1. Applying the Holder inequality ant taking into account (20) and (24)
we obtain

(LS 1) S IF = Sy - 1MBlrym) + 10Fmllz, o) - 1061, - 7+ <
<JF = SmHLp(D) ' ”M(bHLq(D) + HaFOHLp(D) : H&bHLq(D) : HKH;”TmH -0
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when m — oo and ||K||,7 < 1. Thus (Lf|¢) = 0, i.e the function f satisfies the equation
Lf =0 in {2 in the sense of distributions. Since this equation is of elliptic type, by virtue
of Wheil’s lemma it also holds in the classic sense.

It remains to show that f|r = h. Note that the estimates (20) and (21) yield F,, €
W, (D). If p > 2, by the Sobolev embedding theorem, this implies that F), € C (D). Since
Fy is the harmonic extension of the boundary function H € C*(T), then Fy|r = H. The rest
of the functions F,, vanish on T: it follows from equations (12) and from the continuity of F,
in D. Thus Sy, |7 = H for all m. The compactness of the embedding W} (D) € C(D) and the
convergence (24) lead to uniform convergence || F'— S, [ o) — 0, so that Flp = Sy, |r = H.

Consequently, f|r = h.

The given arguments are valid when 2 < p < (1—a)~!, which is true since it is assumed
that 1/2 < a < 1. As ||K]||, = 1 when p — 2, then for each fixed value of 7 < 1 one can
choose a value of p > 2 sufficiently close to 2 such that ||/||,7 < 1. This finishes the proof
of the theorem. O]
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