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BOUNDARY VALUE PROBLEMS OF ELLIPTIC OPERATORS AND
REDUCTION TO THE BOUNDARY TECHNIQUES

DARIUSH EHSANI

ABSTRACT. We study properties of pseudodifferential operators which arise in
their use in boundary value problems. Smooth domains as well as intersections of

smooth domains are considered.

1. INTRODUCTION

The purpose of this article is twofold. First, in the case of smoothly bounded
domains, we collect and expand on some of the known machinery involved in the
technique of reducing a boundary value problem to the boundary. Second, we
study some of the operators involved in the technique in the case of intersection
domains. In this case, we introduce some weighted Sobolev spaces which are of
use in concluding estimates.

In the case of smooth domains, we follow the work of Hérmander [9] to handle
boundary value problems of elliptic equations in Section[2l We provide our own
proofs of the mapping properties of operators we study, although several of the
proofs can be adapted from those in [1] or [4] or [9]. One advantage in providing
our own presentation is the relaxation of some of the assumptions in the above
classical works. For instance, we do not consider only symbols which are rational
as in [4] or [9]], or even symbols with poles given by homogeneous first order tan-
gential symbols, as in [1]. Another useful advantage is the immediate recognition
of the inverses to elliptic operators we consider in our examples as belonging to
the class of operators studied, without further reductions or expansions.

It is the case, however, that in our discussion of smooth domains we work with
operators which are similar to, or can be reduced to, those of Boutet de Monvel
in [1]. We use operators which we define to be decomposable (see Definition 2.8)
which, roughly speaking, defines operators with symbols which are meromorphic
with respect to the transform variable dual to the defining function, has residues in
this variable which themselves are symbols (in the tangential directions), as well
as poles whose imaginary parts are elliptic symbols in the tangential directions.
We recall the definition of the transmission property given in [1]. We let (x,p) €
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R"*! be coordinates near a boundary point (taken to be the origin) of a smooth
domain, where p is a defining function for the domain. Then with # the transform
variable dual to p and ¢ € R”, the dual to x € R", an operator of order k has the
transmission property if its symbol (and its derivatives with respect to the x and p
variables) has an expansion of the form

(el ~in)
(el + i)

for p = 0, with «; a symbol of order k — j and ; a symbol of order k + 1, modulo

gl
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smoothing operators. Our definition of decomposable allows for inhomogeneous
poles in the denominators, for instance a symbol of the form
1
(7 = i[¢[b(x,¢))?

for some (non-vanishing) zero order symbol, b(x,¢). It is not, however, for this

(slight) increase in generality that we introduce our definition, but rather because
it is immediate that an operator falls under our definition just by looking at its
poles, without first having to apply contour integrations or a partial fractions de-
composition to see if it fits the transmission property. For instance, it is immedi-
ately seen that the inverses to the elliptic operators we consider satisfy our defini-
tion of decomposable, even if all the analysis with some reduction work could be
handled by looking at the mapping properties of operators with the transmission
property. Our definition also allows use to treat together both Poisson operators
and Green operators, as defined in [1]], to handle operators acting on boundary
distributions and distributions supported on the entire domain, respectively.

As an example, consider the Laplacian, 92 + ag on IR? with symbol ¢ + 7% and

inverse with symbol

1 1
1.1 = . _ .
(L1) e R ORI IS

When operating on a distribution with compact supporton p =0, f € £'(R), we

have forp > 0

' (&) ixg ipn — f©) e, ol
[ ey e = [ et

ignoring the singularity at { = 0 (we discuss this in detail in Section[2). Thus, the
inverse to the Laplacian acting on such a distribution, f(x), has the same behavior
as the operator with symbol given by
1 1
21¢] (i —ilg)”
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The second factor is seen to have the transmission property, whereas it was obvi-
ous from the beginning the symbol in (L.I) satisfies our condition that the poles
(£i|¢|) are elliptic operators in the 9, direction, ignoring the singularity at ¢ = 0
which can be handled by multiplying with functions which vanish identically in a
neighborhood of ¢ = 0.

We mention here that another approach to boundary value problems is outlined
in [16]. The approach there is to factor an elliptic equation with each factor con-
taining a normal derivative and a tangential (pseudodifferential) operator. This
allows for some simplifications, in particular, in the calculation of the Dirichlet to
Neumann operators. However, the factorization approach is not easily general-
ized to intersection domains, which we take up in later sections of the article.

It should be noted that we are not interested in developing a full calculus for
solving boundary value problems on smoothly bounded domains, as in [1], as
the intended use of the article for the author is the application of reduction to the
boundary techniques to boundary value problems which reduce to non-elliptic
boundary conditions, as in [9] (see also [3] for a discussion of the d-Neumann
problem, the type of problem for which the analysis described here is intended).
Thus we do not investigate invertibility or Fredholm properties of operators, but
rather our focus is to examine operators which arise in a reduction to the boundary.

The main goal of this article is the investigation of operators which arise in the
reduction to the boundary techniques in the case of intersection domains. As we
shall see many of the operators and the proofs of their properties can be derived
from the smooth case, while some operators (the £ I , operators in Section[3) have
no analogues in the smooth case. We setup the required machinery here so that,
for instance, properties of a solution can be obtained from a microlocal analysis on
the boundary. We provide an example calculation in Section 4} and the full force
of the results outlined here will be seen in [5], where this exact scenario is to be
played out.

The properties of operators we derive in this article are aimed at a descrip-
tion of the regularity of solutions to boundary value problems in terms of Sobolev
spaces. In the smooth case, these are classic results (see the above mentioned ref-
erences handling the smooth case). In the case of intersections (in fact, on general
Lipchitz domains), regularity results have been obtained by applying layer poten-
tials and singular integral operator theory for solutions to elliptic boundary values
problems, as in the work of Jerison and Kenig [10], and of Verchota [17]. Thus, for
instance, from [[10] (see also [15] and [17]),
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Theorem 1.1. Let Q) be a bounded domain with Lipschitz boundary. Let P denote the
Poisson operator attached to Q), with the property P(uy) — uy almost everywhere, where
the limits are taken non-tangentially.

For u, € W8(9Q)), for 0 < s < 1, we have

1P () lws+12000) S M llws ()

Our analysis in this article allows us to (partially) reproduce the results in the
above theorem (in the case of intersection domains), but also with some additional
information. The spaces with which we work are weighted Sobolev spaces. Let
QCR,QO= ﬂ]'.”:lﬂ i/ where each Qj is a smoothly bounded domain, and j < n.
We also let p; be the defining function for Q);, and p = p102 - - - -

We denote by

W (0, p) = {f € WH(Q)|p"f e W(Q),VO <7 <5}

with integer s and norm

HfHW"‘/S(Q,p) = Z HPVfHW“’“(Q)'
r=0

A consequence of the techniques developed here, we can show

Theorem 1.2. Let () = ﬂ}“:lﬂj as above. Let P denote the Poisson operator for (). Let
0 <a <1/2 and uy; € W**(30Y;). With uy, € L%(0Q)) with ub\an = uyj, we have

< .
HP(M;,) ‘|W0¢+1/2,S(Q/p) ~ ; HthHW"‘rS (aﬂjﬂaﬂ,p;) ’

where ;= P1Pj-1Pj41 " P

This is a special case of what is proved in [5]. We emphasize here that with our
techniques we not only obtain the known 1/2 gain of regularity, we also obtain
information on the degree of singularity of the solution, on how the regularity or
singularity is affected upon applying derivatives. This is a subtle issue in the case
of the 9-Neumann problem (see [5] and [6]).

Section [2] is somewhat expository, reviewing some of the classical results of
psuedodifferential operators arising from boundary value problems on smooth
domains. There are many works treating the smooth case and we refer the in-
terested reader to [1, [2], [Z], [8], [©], [14], and [16] for detailed treatments of
boundary value problems on smooth domains. [14] in addition handles some non-
smooth cases. We provide our own proofs of the operators which we study and
which arise in boundary value problems, which will, in addition to providing the

above mentioned simplifications, serve as a preparation for the operators which
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are to arise in the case of intersections, in some cases serving as base cases to which
operators in the intersection case will be reduced.

In Section B the case of (transversal) intersections of domains is considered,
with the main results relating to extending estimates obtained in the case of smooth
domains via weighted estimates. As far as the author is aware, the technique of
reducing to the boundary in the case of intersection domains has not been exten-
sively studied. One reason is certainly some of the troubling operators which mix
distributions of the different boundaries, which do not behave as pseudodiffer-
ential operators. Nonetheless, several pseudodifferential operators do arise, and
weighted Sobolev spaces are defined and then those operators are studied with
respect to the weighted spaces. The above-mentioned boundary value operators
which are not pseudodifferential operators are also studied with respect to the
weighted spaces.

In Section we illustrate how the various operators presented arise in the tech-
nique of reduction to the boundary on intersection domains, in the simple case of
an intersection of two smoothly bounded domains. We focus both on the bound-
ary value operators which arise as well as those conditions which determine the
ellipticity of the boundary conditions (with elliptic highest order operators). The
application of the methods and properties of Section 3 to the d-Neumann prob-
lem, whose boundary conditions reduce to non-elliptic problems is the subject of
a current study of the author.

With the use of partitions of unity and cutoffs (in a neighborhood of a boundary
point of a smooth domain), we can assume coordinates (x,p) € R"*! for p < 0and
thus reduce the study to the case of operators acting on distributions supported in
the lower-half space or distributions supported in R”. In the case of intersections,
the coordinates will be chosen so that near a point on the intersection of several
boundaries, the domain looks like the intersection of several lower-half spaces.

The author gives warm thanks to Sénmez Sahutoglu for helpful comments
and suggestions on drafts of this work. The author also acknowledges and gives
thanks for the many helpful comments from the referee.

2. ANALYSIS ON THE LOWER HALF-SPACE

In this section we develop some of the properties of pseudodifferential oper-
ators on half-spaces. Of particular importance for the reduction to the boundary
techniques are the boundary values of pseudodifferential operators on half-spaces,
pseudodifferential operators acting on distributions supported on the boundary,
as well as pseudodifferential operators on the boundary itself.

We briefly recall the definition of pseudodifferential operators in R"”. We refer
to the book by Treves, [16], for a thorough introduction to the subject. Let S (RR")
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denote the space of symbols in R". A symbol, a(x,{) € S™(R") isa C®°(R" x R")

function with estimates on any compact K C R”
@.1) 0%9%a(x, 8)| < cup(K)(1+ )" WreKgeR?,

where c,x,ﬁ(K) > 0. Note that, for a multi-index, g = (B1, B2, - - ., Bn), we make use
of the index notation
o = o -3k
for both x and ¢ derivatives.
A pseudodifferential operator of class ¥ (IR") is defined in terms of a symbol
of class 8™ (IR"). A pseudodifferential operator, A € ¥ (IR"), can be written as

Af = o e OF @)z

We write A = Op(a). Generally, we will consider f to be a function in a Sobolev
space, W*(IR"), defined as the space of functions such that (1 + |&|)¥/2|f(&)| €
L?(R"). We have that A : W5(IR") — W*~™(IR") as an operator between Sobolev
spaces.

An elliptic operator is a particular type of pseudodifferential operator whose
symbol, a(x,¢), is such that there exist positive functions ¢(x) and r(x), and for
each x

22) c()g" < la(x,O)| Vg =r(x)

(fora(x,&) € S™(IR")). Then we say Op(a) is an elliptic operator, see [16].

We now fix some notation to be used throughout this paper. We will reserve the
notation, Ay, to refer to some pseudodifferential operator of order k; thus by Ay,
we mean Ay € ¥¥(R") (or in the space of operators defined on a given domain, O,
depending on context). We will even allow the specific operator referred to by Ay
to change from one line to the next, or within the same line itself. Thus for instance
we can write Ago A1 = Aj.

We use coordinates (x,0) on R"! with x = (xq,...,x,) € R". The full Fourier

Transform of a function, f(x,p), will be written

- 1 P

f(g,ﬂ) = W /f(x,p)g lxée ZP'//dxdp
where & = (&1,...,&). For f defined on a subset of R"*! we define its Fourier
Transform as the transform of the function extended by zero to all of R"*1. Thus,
for instance for f defined on {(x,p) € R**! : p < 0}, we write

7 _

0 ) .
Fe = e [ e st
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A partial Fourier Transform in the x variables will be denoted by

f@p) = (1) f(x, p)e " %dx.

RT!

We define the half-space H"*! := {(x,p) € R"*! : p < 0}. The space of
distributions, &’(F""™)
&'(R"1) with support in T The topology of & (FI""") is inherited from that
of &' (R"*1). We endow C®(IR"*1) with the topology defined in terms of the semi-

norms

is defined as the compactly supported distributions in

pik(¢) =  max Y. [0%p(x,p)|

(x ,p)eKCC]Rm“‘ I<i

A regularizing operator, A € ¥~ (R"*1), is a continuous linear map
(2.3) A: &R — C°(R"H).

We will use the term smoothing to describe restrictions of operators as long as
smoothness and continuity properties are exhibited. For instance, we say an oper-
ator A : &'(R") x 6(p) — C®(R™*1) is smoothing on &'(R") x §(p) if it is a con-
tinuous and linear. Note that in this case it may not be true that A € ¥~*(R"*1).

In working with pseudodifferential operators on half-spaces, with coordinates
(x1,...,%n,p), p <0, we can show that by multiplying symbols by smooth cutoffs
with compact support, which are functions of transform variables corresponding
to tangential coordinates, we produce operators which are smoothing. This is in
analogy to the case of R” where cutoffs (with compact support) in transform space
give rise to regularizing operators: leta(x, &) € S*(IR"), and x(&) € CF(R"). Then
the operator with symbol x(¢)a(x, §) is regularizing. The reason behind this is that
any growth in the ¢ variables resulting from differentiation is compensated by the
compact support of x(¢). For instance, for x in a compact subset K,

# [alx Ox@p@ | s ¥ / 08alx, OX()TP(0)] 4

o t+ur=n

< [ @1+ Ieh 1)l
5|\4’|\L2(1Rn)

forall « = (ay,...,a,) with a; > 0, where the constants of inequality depend only
on the compact set K.

Lemma 2.1. Let A € Y~ %(R"*1), for k > 1 an integer, be such that the symbol,
a(A)(x,p,8, 1), is meromorphic (in 1) with poles at

n=aq(x08), . q(xp0,¢)
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with q;(x, p, &) themselves symbols of pseudodifferential operators of order 1 (restricted to
1 = 0) such that for each p, Resy—q,0(A) € STF1(R") with symbol estimates uniform
in the p parameter.

Let Ay denote the operator with symbol

x(§)o(A),
where x(¢) € C5°(R™). Then Ay is smoothing on distributions supported on the bound-

ary:
Ayt &' (RY) x 5(p) — Co(H,

where 6 is the Dirac-delta distribution.

Proof. Without loss of generality we suppose ¢;,(x) € L2(R"), and let ¢ = ¢y, x
0(p). We estimate derivatives of Ay (¢). We leta(x, p, ¢, 1) denote the symbol of A,
and ay(x,p,¢, 1) that of Ay.

We use induction on the (absolute value of the) order, k, of the operator. The
base case k = 1 will follow from the calculations of the induction step. For a given
k, we thus assume the Lemma has been proven for operators in ¥ ~1(R"*1), ...,
‘Y_(k_l)(lR”'H).

We first note that derivatives with respect to the x variables pose no difficulty
due to the x term in the symbol of A,: from

1 R L
Ax4’:W/ax(x,P/@’7)4’(5/77)6”5619”501’7

_@;W / ax (%, 0,8,17)p(§)e™ e dgdy,

we calculate over (x,p) € K cC R"*!

Al s L [1aaxCop g mliel [6(¢)|dedy

a1 t+ur=n

1/2
Slole ¥ ([l @ et ¢ Pz

wytap=wn
1 1/2
—————d¢d
(R 77)

S lollr2 (/ |§|2axz(€)d€)1/z

S o llr2s

where the constants of inequalities depend on the compact, K. For any mixed

S lgolie [ 1612

derivative agaﬁ , the x derivatives can be handled in the manner above and so we
turn to derivatives of the type aﬁ Axo.
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We use the residue calculus to integrate over the # variable in

1 ' ~ .
A9 = gy [ oo o 8 Bu()e e g

Denote the poles of a(x, p, ¢, 77) which are in the lower half-space (Im 17 < 0) by

n=ay (x,0,6),-- 4 (x,0,8),
where ] < k. Let
ﬂq]_— (X, Pi g) - iReSn:q},—a}( (X, Pi g/ 17)
and - .
UG o ' T (@ HixE 0T
A)( 4) - (27_[)71 / aq]f (x’ 0, g)gbb(g)e e’ dg
In particular, we have
q.
Axp= ) A/,
1<j<l
modulo terms which are handled by the induction hypothesis, which arise in the

case of poles of order higher than one (namely, from the resulting # derivatives
landing on the ¢ term). Thus estimates (of derivatives) of Ay ¢ will be deduced

from estimates of Agg ¢. We note that while the above sum in terms of operators
with symbols as the residues of 0(Ay) is also valid in the case of poles of multi-
plicity higher than one, the hypothesis that the residues are themselves symbols
excludes the case in which two poles merge at a point or neighborhood in the
domain but are not identical.

We can now estimate 85 Agg ¢, for some j, by differentiating under the integral.

B iog;
ap (aqje j >

Note that the factor of x(¢) is contained in a g Aterm is bounded

]

by a sum of terms of the form

Spupan = (95" g | (L 107 )% | @pa )™ -~ (347 )"
with & = (&g, a1, . - w"‘ﬁz) and
p1+p2= 5
(2.4) B2
ag+ Y j-aj=Po
j=1

From the properties of a symbol, we can estimate

158, poa] S (1 +|E[) <2,
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For p < 0, over (x,p) € K CC R"*!, we have the estimates

harols T [l

S el

where the summation is over «, 1, B> which satisfy the conditions in 2.4). Again,

Lls

the integral over ¢ converges due to the factor of x() contained in a g
]
The base case, k = 1, follows the same calculations above. We conclude the

proof of the lemma. O

The motivation for Lemma 2.1l is from the consideration of inverses to ellip-
tic operators. We recall that an elliptic operator, B € ¥"(IR"*1), has an inverse,
A € Y7"(R"*1), such that Bo A = Ao B = [ modulo ¥~*(R"*!). The symbol
of A can be determined using the symbol calculus and can be written as a sum of
terms which have powers of ¢(B) in their denominators. A standard procedure
to deal with possible zeros in the denominator is to introduce cutoffs, o (x,0,&,1),
which vanish near the zeros of o(B) are used. For example, the symbol of the in-
verse, A, to the Laplacian operator, B, with symbol o(B) = & + 72, is given by
c(A) = ¢(& 1)/ (&% + 1?), where ¢(E, 1) is chosen to be 0 in a small neighbor-
hood of the origin. The problem in applying Lemma 2.T]to such an inverse, A, is
that the symbol, o(A) is no longer meromorphic in # due to the use of the cutoff,
¢(&,n). We therefore mention to the reader interested in applying our analysis
that a technique which can be applied to the situation of Lemma is to add a zero
order operator to B and consider instead the inverse to B + By, where By is chosen
such that o (B + Bj) does not vanish. This technique has been applied to the case
of intersection domains [5].

We now prove a lemma relating to the zeros of 7, denoted g;(x, p, {) above.

Lemma 2.2. Let B € Y"(IR"*1) be an elliptic pseudodifferential operator with symbol

(2.5) o(B) = (1 —q1(x,&,0)) - (1 —qm(x,¢,p)),
a polynomial of order m in the i variables. Then the q;(x,p,&) are symbols of elliptic

operators of order one (with p as a parameter).

Proof. We fix x to be in some compact set. We want to show that each g; satisfies

|9;| ~ |&| for large .
Setting 77 = 0 in (2.5), we know from ellipticity

lg1-q2- - qm| =~ |E|™.

If one g; (suppose it is q1) were such that |{|/|q1] — 0, then with r,,_1 =
92 - - - qm, we would have r,,_1 is such that |r,,_1|/|¢|"~! — 0. We will use the
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m—1—k

notation r; below to denote the coefficient of 1 in the polynomial

(1 —a2)(n—aq3) -+ (11 — qm)-

Now take k derivatives with respect to the # variables of the symbol, ¢(B), and
set 7 = 0. We obtain an inequality from (2.I) of the form

q1] - Ti1 kT S |E™E

Ateachstep, fork =1,...,m — 1, we conclude [Fm—1—k|/|E]" 1% — 0, due to
the known (slow) growth of r,,, , and (fast) growth of g;.
With m — 1 derivatives, we have

(2.6) g1+ g2+ +qm| S G,

but from the growth of rq from above, we have the property
|92+ -+ qul /1¢] = 0.

The relation in (2.6) thus leads to a contradiction because q; was supposed to have
faster growth than |¢|. O

The next theorem is aimed at properties of a finite sum of the first terms of the
expansion of the inverse to an elliptic operator of order k > 1. For such operators,
the hypotheses of LemmasR.T]and 2. 2] are satisfied, and so the poles 7 = g;(x, p, &)
are elliptic (uniformly in the p parameter) of order 1, as are their imaginary parts.
For such operators, without the assumption of the cutoff function x(¢&) in the sym-
bol of A, we can still prove

Theorem 2.3. Let ¢ € 2'(R"1) of the form g(x,0) = gu(x)5(p); gp is a distribution
supported on 9H"! = R". Let A € Y¥(R"1), k < —1 be as in Lemma 2.1 with
the additional assumption that o(A)(x, p, ¢, n) vanishes in a neighborhood of ¢ = 0 and
the imaginary parts of the poles, g;(x, p, &) are symbols of elliptic operators (restricted to
1 = 0) of order 1. Then for all integer s > 0, and g, € WSHk+1/2(R"),

19 ALl ysgame1y S 18bllwsi1/2(mm

forany ¢ € C§° (ﬁriﬂ). The estimate also holds for all (non-integer) s > |k| — 1.

Proof. We follow and use the notation of the proof of Lemma[2.T] and prove by in-
duction, assuming the Theorem holds for operators in Nl (]R”+l ), forj=1,..., k—
1.
We again analyze a typical term resulting from a pole at 1 = q]._(x, p,¢) of
a(x,p,&,1). With
o, (%,0,8) = iRes, _ alx,p,E1)



12 DARIUSH EHSANI

and 1
= 3, ixg ipq;
478 Ty / ag- (x,0,8)8p(§)e™ e dE,
we estimate aﬁag Al g in the case of integer s > 0 and |a| + B = s by differentiating

under the integral. As in the proof of Lemma 2.1} we bound aggaﬁ (aq‘_eixé eiqu>
j

by a sum of terms

Safy = (1 + |§DIX1

oy op'a,-
]

(1+ “7;”70 (Dx,pq;)71 e (Dfé?;rﬁzq]f)'yﬂs%z

with ch,p a derivative of the form 8;8; fori—+|l| =j,a = (ar,a2,a3), B = (B1,B2),
Y= (Y0, 71,/ Yas+p,) and

a1 +oaxt+az=a,

B1+p2=p

az+pBo

Yo+ Y, j-vj=a3+ P
i=1

2.7)

We note the estimates
I5apy| S(1+|g|)rrthetrasth

S+ [ghHr.

For p < 0 we thus have the estimates

- 2 ~ 20/Im g7
P | < [+ 1gP e gy M g,

where as in Lemma [2.7] the estimates are over compact sets, K, (x,p) € K CC
R"*1, with the constants of the inequality depending on K.

Since Im g;" is assumed to be the symbol of an order 1 elliptic operator, we have
1] < |Im q;| < (1+|&]) using the inequalities 1), (Z2) (for x restricted to a
compact set, and the constants of inequalities depending on that set). Thus, we

have the property
1 1

tmg; | 2]
Thus, when we integrate over p we get a factor on the order of % which lowers
the order of the norm in the tangential directions by 1/2:

oot g, [+ IR @) P e

ST [+ IR ()
®pB

S th||12/vs+k+l/2(]Rn)/
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Note that we can use the term 1 + || in the denominator by the assumption that
a(x,p, ¢, n) vanishes near ¢ = 0.
The base case k = —1 is handled by the calculations above, and the rest of the
proof, including how to incorporate the induction step follows that of Lemma[2.1]
This proves the Theorem for integer s > 0. The non-integer case follows by
interpolation [11]. O

Remark 2.4. In practice, the assumption of the vanishing of the symbol at § = 0 can
be removed by the consideration of symbols with non-vanishing denominators (by
modifying the operators with the addition of zero order terms for instance, see the

discussion after Lemma [2.).

Another version of Theorem2.3lis contained in [4] (see Theorem 5.2.4 iii)).

The hypotheses of Lemmas 2.1l and and Theorem are all satisfied for
instance in the case of the terms in the expansion of the inverse to an elliptic dif-
ferential operator such as the Laplacian.

There are analogue estimates for functions with support in the half-space (as
opposed to support on the boundary):

Theorem 2.5. Let k < —1,s > |k|, and f € WsHK(H" ™). Let A € Y¥(R"*1) be as in
Theorem 2.3l Then,

Hq’Awas(]Hnjl) < Hf“ws+k(]H11+1)
forany ¢ € C§° 3ian)
Proof. We prove by induction on the order of the class ¥¥(R"*1).
Let a(x, p, ¢, n7) be the symbol of the operator A:
1
Af = W /“(er/ &)

-~

(& n)e™ePldgdn,

In the case k = —1 we can write a(x, p, {, 1) , and calculate

_ 1
11—4(x,0.8)

-~

WAS =Gy | 1 0, &) f(E e gy

=g | (1= 90 p. Ol p. & F(E m)e e ey

+ W / a(x,0,&1)q(x, p, &) F(E, 1) CePTdgdy

~

=if(x,) + i [ A& m)aC p OF(E m)e e g,

In this way, we can relate p derivatives to derivatives in the tangential directions.
The second term on the right can be estimated by || f|| > (r+1)- This can be repeated
to show any p derivative of order s can be estimated by || f{| ;51 (rn+1)- Bstimates
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for derivatives with respect to x are handled directly as with the second term above
and the base case of k = —1 is proved.

Lower order operators (for k< —1) are handled similarly. Let k < —1. We let
q1,-- -, 9 denote the poles of a(x, p, §, 17) (in 77) counted with multiplicity. We have

Af =g [ 190, & FE e emazdy
:W /(77 —q1(x,0,8))a(x,0,& 1) F(E n)e™*CePldEdy

" W [ atxp,8 e 0, 0)F(E meEerazan.

Both terms on the right-hand side involve operators of order 1 — |k| and so the
induction hypothesis applies to handle higher order derivatives, and the theorem
is proved for integer s > |k|. The general case follows by Sobolev interpolation.

O

In the case A € ¥¥(R"*1) for k < —1 without additional assumptions on the
symbol, o(A)(x,p,&, 1), which for instance arises from error terms in a symbol

expansion, we can still derive estimates, up to certain order.

Theorem 2.6. Let ¢ € ' (R"*1) of the form g(x, p) = g5(x)3(p) for g, € W—1/2(R").
Let A € Y¥(R"*1), k < —1. Then for integer s < |k| — 1,

19 ALl ysgame1y S N18ollwsi1/2mmy
forany ¢ € C3°(H "+1).

Proof. As in the proof of Theorem[2.3] we write

) o
A8 = @yt [ atx.p,6m3u(@)e e nacdy,

and estimate

H(pa“aﬁAg

ézllx‘y]zﬁ _
12 §/mgb(é)2dﬂd§

gl

NHngWs+k+1/2(]Rn)'

This handles the case of s > 0. Negative values of s can be handled by writing

|9AS e ureer) = I9ATF 0 9AG] 2 g1, where ¢ € Ci2 (") s such that ¢ = 1

on supp(¢) and A~ is a pseudodifferential operator with symbol

) = !
o(a) - (142 + )kl



BOUNDARY VALUE PROBLEMS 15
and then applying the theorem to A=l o g A. O

In the case of a distribution supported on the half-space, we have the following
Theorem (see also Proposition 3.8 in [1] oz, for the analogue in the case of global
regularity, Theorem 5.2.5 in [4]).

Theorem 2.7. Let f € L2(H"™!). Let A € ¥X(R"*1), k < —1. Then for 0 < s < k|

H(PAwas(]HgH) N HfHLz(]HgH)

forany ¢ € Cy° (ﬁri+l).

Proof. We write

1 R o
Af = e | e, & TG e e g,

and estimate

|pos95 Ag

2 62“’4;72/5 ~
L2 5/(14_172—+§z)k|f(§,’7)|2d’7d5

|

We can combine Theorems 2.3 and 2.6 (respectively Theorems [2.5]and 2.7) and
apply them to operators which can be decomposed into an operator satisfying the
hypothesis of Theorem[2.3land a remainder term.

Definition 2.8. We say an operator B € ¥ ~%¥(R"*1) for k > 1 is decomposable if for
any N > kit can be written in the form

B=A+A_y,
where A € ¥7F(R"*1) is an operator satisfying the hypothesis of Theorem 2.3].

We recall the discussion in the Introduction and remark here that for our pur-
poses we could have used the definition of operators with the transmission prop-
erty as defined by Boutet de Monvel [1]] as in the applications which are to appear,
all our decomposable operators can be reduced to or can be replaced with such
operators with the transmission property (with perhaps some trivial modifications
for the order of the operator). This would require however a significant amount of
explanation and some not so enlightening calculations to show how they can be
reduced to the case of Boutet de Monvel.

As we mentioned in the Introduction, on a smoothly bounded domain, (3, we
can localize by considering a covering of (2 so that in each set of the covering there
exist local coordinates, (x,p), and then apply the above analysis on half-spaces
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to the domain with (smooth) boundary, Q). We can then define ¥¥(Q) by using
local coordinate charts and defining ¥*(IH" ™) as the restriction of an operator in
YR 1) to p < 0.

We use the notation ¥§(IR"), respectively ¥5(0Q) in the case of pseudodiffer-
ential operators on a domain Q) C R"*1, to denote the space of pseudodifferential
operators of order k on R” = 9IH" ™!, respectively Q). Further following our use
of the notation Ay to denote any operator belonging to the family ¥*(IH" 1) (re-
spectively ¥¥(Q2)) when acting on distributions ¢ € &'(IH"*1) (respectively in
&'(Q)) we write for ¢, € &' (R") (respectively in £’(9Q)) Ay p¢p, Axp denoting a
pseudodifferential operator of order k on the appropriate boundary of a domain.

With coordinates (x1,...,x,,0) in R"t1 let R denote the restriction operator,
R:7'(R™1) = 2'(R"), givenby R = ¢|,_,.

Lemma 2.9. Let g € 2'(R"™1) of the form g(x,0) = g,(x)(p) for g, € Z'(R™).
Let A € ‘I’k(lR”“), be an operator of order k, for k < —2. Then R o A induces a
pseudodifferential operator in Y™ (R") acting on g}, via

Ro Ag = Axi1,68b-

Proof. Denote the symbol of A with a(x, p, &, 7). The symbol

(e 9)

w(r,0.8) = o [ atv.p iy
(for any fixed p) belongs to the class S¥*1(R"), which follows from the properties
of a(x,p, & 1) as a member of S*(R"*1) and differentiating under the integral. The
composition R o Ag is given by

W / a(x,0,8,1)3(8)e™Cdgdy

i [ [ [ a0 e s

~ g | 4 0.0
=Ak 41,680

O

Remark 2.10. We can generalize Lemma [2.9] to decomposable operators of order
k = —1 by using the residue calculus to integrate out the # variable. See also
Theorem 5.2.4 ii) of [4].

We work directly with inverses to elliptic operators and as such we consider
symbols which are also dependent on the p variable. Even if we were to reduce
our operators to the case handled by the transmission property, we would need a
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way to deal with the p dependence. The following lemma is useful in illustrating
the effect of multiplication by a factor of p with an operator (while operating on a
boundary distribution).

Lemma 2.11. Let ¢ € 2'(R"™1) of the form g(x,p) = gu(x)6(p) for g € Z'(R") .
Let A € YK(R"1), be a pseudodifferential operator of order k. Let p denote the operator
of multiplication with p. Then p o A induces a pseudodifferential operator of order k — 1
on g:

pAg = Ag-18-

Proof. We write the symbol of the operator A symbol as a(x,p,,7): A = Op(a).
Since a(x,p,&,n) is of order k, p - a(x, p, &, 1) is also of order k, and

poA(g) = / pa(x,p,,1)3()e™ e dzdy
. _ . J
=i [ alop & mGQ) 5 ey

_i[2 3, ixG pip1]
=i / 3 (a(x.0,8,m) )& (@) e dzdy
=Ar-18
as % (a(x, 0,& 17)) is a symbol of class SK~1(R"+1). O

Lemma[2.9/concerned itself with the restrictions of pseudodifferential operators
(applied to distributions supported on the boundary) to the boundary, while The-
orem[2.3allows us to consider pseudodifferential operators applied to restrictions
of distributions. A special case of Theorem [2.3is

Lemma 2.12. Let A € Y*(R"*), for k < —1, be a decomposable operator. Then
AoRoA_: & (H) — Cc®(HM)
i, AOR0OA_ o = A_co.

Proof. Let f € &'(H™™!) and apply Theorem 2.3 (for decomposable operators)
with g, = Ro A_f. Then forall s

|[AoRo AfoofHWs(]Hn_-*—l) <|IRo A,OOfHWsH“/Z(]Rn)
5HA—OOfHwmax(l,s+1)(IRn+1)
SHfuw—oo(]Hn_H)‘

The lemma thus follows from the Sobolev Embedding Theorem. O

Similarly proven is the
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Lemma 2.13. Let A € Y*(R"*1), for k < —1, be a decomposable operator. Then

AoA_op: &' (R") — CO(RM.

3. ANALYSIS ON INTERSECTIONS OF HALF-SPACES

Another situation in which the above analysis of pseudodifferential operators
can be applied, and the situation which is our main interest in writing this ar-
ticle, is on an (non-degenerate) intersection of smooth domains. Localizing the
problem in analogy to the localizations of Section2lallows us to represent each do-
main composing the intersection as a separate half-space. With appropriate choice
of metric the domain can be modeled by the intersection of several half-spaces.
In this section we study some properties of pseudodifferential operators on such
spaces. The motivation for this study is the application of the following results to
the study of elliptic operators on intersection domains, and in particular to be able
to obtain weighted estimates for solutions to elliptic problems on the intersection
of smooth domains.

In this section, p is a variable in R™ for m < n: p = (p1,...pm), and x =
(x1,...,Xn—m) is an n — m dimensional variable. We define the half-spaces

Hj = {(x,p) € R" : p; < 0}.

With a multi-index I = (iy, ..., ix), we denote the intersection of half-spaces
1=H
jel
The convention used here is H} = R" when I = @. For this section, we will fix I
with |I| = m. Without loss of generality, I = (1,...,m).
We use the multi-index notation:
"
of =11e;,
j€J
for o = (aq,.. g ”) a multi-index. To indicate a missing index, j, we use the

notation /. Thus we write
L= 1\ {j}.

For ease of notation, in place of o7, we write
]

a0 Kj—1 Kjt1 «
P} =P1 P Pir P

Similarly, we write
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In the case we have equal powers,

Xy = " =01 =&jp1 =" =0&n =1,

we write
rx(m—1)

We now define the weighted Sobolev norms on the half-spaces, for « € R, and
s,k € IN:

W (H7, p,k) =

{fewmp

p(Sk=rk)xim £ o wats=r (1) for each 0 < 7 < s}

with norm

oo = 2 [Jo7s]

I S<s Ww+s—r(H7)

Similar weighted spaces can be defined with one (or more) p; terms missing. For

example,
w,s n o _
W ( 105 k) =

{f e weap o

i

(m_l)f € W*tS™(HY) for each 0 < r < s}

with norm

p]gsk—rk) X (m—l)fH

A lwescrg ) = L |
0<

S<s W”“*’S_r(IH?)

In the case k = 1 we shall use the notation,

WS (Y, p) = WS (H], p, 1)

which has the norm
S
_ rXm
||f||Wa,s(]H7,p) - ’; ||P fHWw-H(]H?).

As there are several domains whose boundaries make up the boundary of an
intersection domain, we use a subscript to indicate a pseudodifferential operator
in the class of operators on a specific boundary. For example, if A € ‘I’“(B]I—I?),
we write A = A, ;. We adhere to the convention that Ay denotes an operator in
Y*(R"), and that Ay pj denotes an operator in yk (8][—17)
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To denote extensions by 0 across p; = 0 to p; > 0, we use the superscript E;: let

g € L2(HY}); then g% € L2 <II—I?]> is defined by

ofi = g ifp; <0

nJ
for which any p; > 0 for j € ).

Similarly, for a multi-index, J, we define ¢t/ € L2 (H ( ) by ¢t/ = gon H” and 0

elsewhere (that is for any (x,p) € H" iy’

One of the (equivalent) definitions of Sobolev spaces on Lipschitz domains
(which applies to our case of intersection domains) relies on first defining the
Sobolev spaces in IR” and then restricting functions defined in all of R” to a bounded
Lipschitz domain. The next Lemmas show that multiplication by factors of the
defining functions allows one to consider extensions by zero as the functions on
which to apply restrictions.

We establish

Lemma 3.1. Let g € W (HY) for some integer s > 0. Then p;gEf € Ws (]H?])
Proof. We only need to check the derivatives with respect to p;. We have

3.1) ( ) Y- el 05 kg

8;]_”‘ gEf itself is a sum of terms of (derivatives of) delta functions, 6(),i < s —k—1,

in addition to the extension of terms (95 %~~1¢%/ :
P ] H”

s koEj :sii(d‘(g(i—n( ) o5 k=i Fi
b 80T Pi) % &) -
1=|

where we consider 6! = 1, and the d; are constants with dy = 1. Inserting this

into (3.1), the delta functions combine with the powers of p; to yield zero, and we

 5°) - B 35

The lemma now follows (in the case s is an integer) by the assumption on the

have

regularity of g in Hj. g
A similar proof shows

Lemma 3.2. Let s > 0 be an integer, k € IN, and p;kg € W'=* (HY) for integers r < s

and « > 0. Then pSkgEJ c W« <1H?]>
For a mutli-index, |, let us denote

1
HY e = 0Hy (H],
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with the convention J; = ] in the case k ¢ J.

We present the following Theorem which is a weighted analogue of Theorem
In the following Theorem we use the notation ¢; := J(p;). A pseudodiffer-
ential operator will be applied to a distribution supported on the boundary ]I—I}‘,;jl
and to apply Theorem [2.3| we look at the hypotheses with respect to 7;, the dual
variable to p;; for instance, the symbol of the operator will be meromorphic with
respect to 17; with poles giving symbols of order 1 operators. We say in this case
that the operator satisfies the hypotheses of Theorem 2.3 with respect to IH?;]l

Theorem 3.3. Let A be a pseudodifferential operator (of order —a < —1) satisfying
the hypotheses of Theorem 2.3 with respect to ]I—I?;jl. Let 0 < v < 1/2and g, €

W7s (]I—I?;jl, P k) with compact support in ﬁ?,;jl. Then, for B — 1/2 a non-negative

integer with p —a < v,
Er,
orexm 4 (gblj % (5],) e WrHP=1/2 (RM)

forallr <s, and

Ep,
A T x 6 < .
H (gb ]> HWﬁl/z/s(]H’f,p,k) < lgellyp-e. (W74 k)

The estimates also hold for all B > 1/2 with the property —1/2 < —a < 7.

Proof. We prove the Theorem in the case f = « + <. The general case follows the
same steps.

We use an operator Ap; on aIH;’, which is defined in analogy to the operator A:
k k
o (M) = A+ +n)H2
With our notation, ; is understood to denote (71, .. ., Hi—1 i1, s 1m) and

17]3 = A
We recall that for a bounded Lipschitz domain, (), the operator defined by ex-

tension by zero outside of () to all of R" is bounded on W7(Q)) (see Theorem 3.33

in [12]]). Thus, we have
E

I:
g, €W (aH),
or c
I:
v 2
Ajg, ' € 12 (amy).
By assumption

3.2) ij]ikx(m—l)gb c W7 (H?;}l)
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for0 <r <s,and D} ja differential operator of order  on BJH;?. Using extensions

by zero, we see

Ep,
ij}kx(m—l)gbll c WY (aH;l)

and thus

rkx(m—1) 4y n
o; gy EW (a]H]-) .

Ep.
Write g; = g,/ x ;. We use Lemma[R.11lto write
0 Ag = A a8
We have

rkx(m—1)

P Ag) =p P A_ug

rkx(m—1
:Pf X )A—rk—ocgj

. Tk (m—1)
=Y A w1 (07 8j)-
Pt a—rk—(r—1I) ( ] )
The A_,_,_(,—1) Operators above satisfy the hypotheses of Theorem 2.3} while

Ep.
p;kx(m—l)gblf c WH'Y(E)]H?).

Therefore, Theorem 2.3 applies to give the estimates

21: HA—a—rk—(F—l) (Pj’kX(m_l)gf) er+ﬂ+v—1/2(IR”)

S le HAflerkf(rfl) (plf‘x(’”*l)g‘

] ]) H er+r+a+w—l/2(]Rn)
lkx (m—1)
S Z ‘ P: ng
1

Wl ()
S .
~ ||gb H W.r (]H;l,;jl’pf'k)
O
The assumption that g; has compact support in ﬁ?; was used in order to ap-
ply extensions by zero. Such an assumption will not be needed when the analysis
on bounded domains is applied.

For operators which do not satisfy the hypotheses of Theorem[2.3]we can derive
estimates in a similar manner to the method of Theorem 2.6

Theorem 3.4. Let A € ¥Y~%(R"), —a < —1. Then for p — 1/2 an integer with p <
a—1/2,and g, € WO (]I—I’;,gjl, 0 k) with compact support in ﬁ?,;jl,

Ep.
[4(s"x5)

< .
]Wﬁ_m(wk) S
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Proof. The proof of Theorem [3.3] applies up to the last estimate where Theorem
is to be applied as opposed to Theorem For this case we need to ensure
B<a—1/2. O

In the case of operators acting on functions supported on all of IH} we have the
following weighted estimates

Theorem 3.5. Let A € ¥~%(R") for a > 1. Let f € WO5(H", p, k). Then
[Af Iwas g o) S 11 llwos uan o p)-
Proof. We have forr <s,
prxmAf = ZA o (r—1) ( lkxmf) '
By Lemma B2 we have p/**" fEi ¢ W!(IR") from which the estimates
r
Ao < 5 1

S llwor (gm0

WI(H})
follow. Summing over all ¥ < s finishes the proof. O

We can improve the above Theorem by removing one of the p components and
using Theorem 2.7

We say an operator B € ¥ ~¥(R"*1) for k > 1 is decomposable with respect to ]I—I’;/;jl
if for any N > k it can be written in the form

B=A+A_y,
where A € ‘Y‘k(]I{"+1) is an operator satisfying the hypothesis of Theorem

with respect to HY ]

Theorem 3.6. Let A € ¥Y~*(IR") for « > 1 be decomposable with respect to IH?b 1 for
somej € I Let f € WO*(HY, p;, k). Then

1AS wes ety pok) S 1f llwos ey )

Proof. The proof is almost the same as that of Theorem[3.5 We have for r <,

rk>< (m— 1Af ZA e r) (p{kx(m_l)f),

] ]
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Er,
By Lemma[3.2 we have plkX (m=1) Fliew (lH?) Thus, an application of Theorem
2.5yields

rkx (m—1) H
; Af

lk>< (m-1)
il

P

WA+r ]Rn Wl ]Hn)

r
<|\f|\w0r (1], p3 k)"

Summing over all r < s finishes the proof. O

When working with boundary value problems on intersection domains, or in-
tersections of half-spaces, restrictions to one boundary of an operator applied to a
distribution with support on a different boundary arise.

We let R; denote the operator of restriction to the boundary, p; = 0. To deal with
restrictions to one boundary of an operator acting on a distribution supported on
another boundary, we introduce some notation: for« +1/2 € N, « > 1/2, and
j#k, |

Ej_ka : WS (H?jjl,pf, A) — Wt (H?;kl,pf(, A)

(with some restriction on s to be introduced), where E] is of the form

ik
(3.3) Er8y = Reo B_y_1/28;,

Ei;
where, as above g; 1= gb x 6;,and where B_, 1/, € ¥—*-1/2(R") is decompos-

able with respect to HY ]
For some crude estimates in the case 1/2 < B < o — 1, we could write

rAx(m—1) oj rAx(m—1) )
‘pfc E*"‘thwHﬂ 1/2<]H” 1 N‘ Ryco A*“*%g]HWHﬁfl/Z(aH;)
< t)\x(mfl)
N‘ k —a——g] WH—ﬁ IHW)

<
~ Hgb H WB—ar (H;T,;jl'f’l}f')‘) ’

where in the last step we use the estimates from Theorem [3.4] (with some restric-
tions on which sets, such as the integers, « and 8 belong to). And after summing
over ¥ < s we would have the estimates

forp <a—3/2.

However, we can improve the estimates for the operators with meromorphic
symbols in two ways. First, the order of the Sobolev spaces can be increased
by making use of relations between elliptic operators acting on distributions sup-
ported on the boundary. Secondly, there is a loss of a factor of p in the estimate

above; as g, X J; is supported on Hf i@ weighted estimate, using p ;s desired on
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the right (as opposed to p,;f). These improvements will be made in the following
Corollary of Theorems[3.3land 3.4

Corollary 3.7. Let 55; as above, and g, € W% (]H?b]l,pf, A). Thenfor0 < B <«
| .
H «8b W/SS a]H” o ) ||gb|‘Wﬁ_“’s<H?,;jl,pf,)t)

Proof. For given &, s, we choose N large, « + 5 < N, and we write
(3.4) .95 = Ryo A_, 18+ Ry o A_Ngjs

where A_ , satisfies the hypotheses of Theorem 2.3 with respect to HY ]1
2

(7+2)"

HRkoA Ng]HWﬁ+5 Rr-1 N/m\gb(g ’7,)

We first estimate Ry 0 A_ng;j:

2dédn

Integrating over 7; yields

: ieet)
HRkOA—Ng]'HW}S-#s(IRn—l) 5/ (1+17;+§2)N—1/2 |gb(§/77f)
]

2dedny

2
nggb ||Wﬁ7'x(]H;’;j1)'

from the assumption « +s < N.

To show
2
(3.5) [Reo Aoy sy N0 gy
for B < a, we estimate
(1 +2)"

HRkolq_a__ng 1738 &)

WA(R-1) N. 1+172+(",‘2)

n +-Cz
: 1+n-+?

=186 (Z, 1)

zSHngwﬁfa(]H;},;jl)‘

When calculating the weighted estimates on IH; p, with weights which do not

include factors of py, we use the identity

sAx(m—1)

0° A
© Rk OA_,xg]' ~ Rk o aps PS XmA_agj,

with « > 1. Note that the regularity provided by the order, —a < —1 of the
pseudodifferential operator ensures that derivatives with respect to py produce no
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¢ distributions (or derivatives of §) terms. Thus, we write

p]EAX(m’l)Rk oA 18 Ry o aimpr/\Xm 180
and further, we use the relation
PMXMA_,X__& ]MX(m_l)A—rx—l/Z—r/\gj
:er%)Aal/ZM(rl) (P}Ax(mfl)gj)
to show -
apmpmxm —a-18 ZA—a 1/2—(r=1) (P;/\X(m 1)g]-) .

Therefore, we have

(3.6) p;j‘x(mfl)RkoA,a,%g —RkOZA a—1/2—(r—1I) (P;Ax(m 1)8]‘)-

We note the symbols of the A_,;_1/,_(,_) operators can be bounded by

(1472
(1 T 172 + 62)1/2(a+1/2+(r71)+r)\)

modulo lower order symbols with bounds of the same form.
The calculation of the estimates then follow those above. In particular, for the

case B < a, we have

t)\x(mfl)

‘ i Ryo Afaf—gJHwﬂJrr Re-1)

r ﬂ—H (1+172)rA

: Z/ 1 2 2 DHI—(l/2+(r I +m‘hl(5 ’7])
=0 T+ 72 +89)

2 2)ﬂ+r+r/\

< T
Z/ 1+17 4 @2yt (r= =iy 1 (6 ) 1Pdgd;

Y o—

where hl. = pj)‘x(’”*l)gj‘

Summmg over r < s give the weighted estimates in terms of || gb”wﬁ s (b

as in the statement of the Corollary.

For boundary operators mapping H7 j to itself we use the notation &/ o to de-

note operators of the form
5@06 = R] o B—tx—l/
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where B_,_; € ¥7*"1(R") is decomposable with respect to ]H?’b i fora > 1,and
thus of the form

gijzx = Afoc,hj/
using Lemma for &« > 1. We also use the notation to denote compositions:

i _ghi gt
el =M, ok,

where & = a1 +ap and a1, a0 > 1/2.
As a corollary of Theorem[3.5] we have

RioB_,_18j . < s (man— '
IR} 0 B—a18jll s (amz,050) ~ 18 lygp-as (H1,05)
for B < w+1/2, while Corollary B.7lapplied (twice) to gl = Efjal ol 2, yields

—aq

L :
5% €t ey g 5 186

fore > 0.

4. EXAMPLE ON AN INTERSECTION OF TWO DOMAINS

We close this paper with a mention of how the weighted estimates in the previ-
ous section may be applied. The motivation for the introduction of the weighted
estimates is the study of estimates for operators of boundary value problems such
as the Poisson and Green operators. Let ()4,..., Q) C R” be smoothly bounded
domains which intersect real transversely. That is to say, if p; is a smooth defining
function for (), |dpj| #0on dQ)j, thenforall1 <i) <--- <i; <m, wehave

dpiy A+ - Ndpj, # 0

on ﬂ;-:l BQI-]. N9}, where p jisa defining function for Q)j, We say in this case () is an
intersection domain. An intersection domain is an example of a piecewise smooth do-
main (see [13], from which we base our definition of intersection domains). Then
using a suitable metric locally near a point on d() the intersection can be modeled
by the intersection of m half-spaces.

To illustrate some of the reduction to the boundary techniques on intersection
domains, we consider Q) = ()1 N )y, with Qj a bounded smooth domain for j =
1,2. We take I in this section to be a second order elliptic operator, and consider a
Dirichlet problem

lv=0 inQ
v =g on 0Q).

The boundary condition can be expressed on the individual boundaries as

U]‘ :g] on E)Q],
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where v; = v\aﬂj for j = 1,2 (with a similar notation holding for g;). As in the pre-
vious Section, we will use R; to denote the operator of restriction to the boundary,
dQ);. Then with this operator we can also write g; = R;v.

Using a partition of unity we assume v and g have support in a neighborhood
of a point of intersection (at which p; = pp = 0) which we take to be the origin.
We assume I has a local expression in a neighborhood containing the support of v
and g of the form

n—2
(41) T'=-95 —0p,— ) 9% + ) cij(x)0xdx, + ) _bi(x, 0)x,
j=1 ij i

+ O(p1) Az + O(p2) Az + 51(x, 0)9p; + 52(x,0)0p,,

where p; is a defining function for Q); for j = 1,2, with ¢;j(x) = O(x) and smooth
bi (1 <i< 1’!—2),51 andsz.

We let 17; be the transform variable dual to the p; and ¢; dual to xj, and § =
(€1,...,8n—2) aswell as 7 = (171, %2). In writing (4.I) as an equation with pseu-
dodifferential operators we use the following notations with Fourier Transforms.
The full transform of a function, w, will be written with the duals to the defining

functions first:

0 1 —ipn ,—ix
w(n,¢) = W/w(p,x)e P~ oy,

Partial Fourier Transforms will be denoted with the j notation to indicate which p

variable is not to be transformed. Thus

F.T5w(p1,12,8) = /w(p,x)e*ipme*i"édpzdx.

1
(zn)nfl
We also use a non-standard notation to set a specific value, which will always
be 0, to a variable. We will use the @ notation even to indicate a partial Fourier

Transform. We then rearrange arguments to write that set value first:

-0 = {U\<0]' Mk g)l

F.T.-w
] p]
where k # j. Thus, for instance,

1 , .
0(02,11,8) == 75— /w(pl,O,x)e_lplme_lxédpldx.

(27)

This is not to be confused with @ (1,0, ¢) = @|;,—o-
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With this notation, we rewrite (@.I) in terms of Transforms as

ﬁ/ (’72+52 Zcfk€]€k+zo Pj ) (1, §)e e edndg

2n o 2/ (FT 199005, 777, €) +iﬂj?j(ﬂ;,é))eip‘”eixﬁdng

2
(4.2) + 3 5i(dp,0) + Bu =0,
j=1

where S; is the zeroth operator with symbol s;(x, ), and B a first order operator
with symbol i Z” 2p; j(x, p)¢;. Note that S;(dp;v) can be written

Sj(9p;v) = (Zn% Z/ sj(x,0) (gj(’?jr ) +in;o(n, ff)) e e dydg.

We define the symbol, E, by
1/2
E(x,p0,8) = (’72 + =Y cplile + ZO(P]‘)> ,
]

where the O(p;) terms are those in (4.2).
Applying an inverse of the highest order terms in (4.2) yields

(27-[)271 ]‘:]' 172 +E‘2(P/x/ g)

A_3(9pv[pn) + A28 + A 17,

locally.
We now expand E2(x, p, £) in each p;, writing Z; = Elp,=o:

v=)" o e'P e o dyd
+A v+ A (apj”|anj) + ) 0iA 18]
+ A5 (9p0]yq) + A28
Using Lemma 2.17] to handle the p; terms multiplied with the A_; and A,

operators, we have
F.T.;05,0(0;,1;, C) + imgAf(v;, &) ipoyixt dnde

XZ: 7-[1
v /

(3001a0) + A28+ A-w0.

4.3) + A4
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In the integral in (4.3) for j = 1, we integrate with respect to #; for p; > 0. We
then let p; — 07 to obtain

i F.T.40p,v(01, 72, 7+ &
0| / 01000, 112,8) = \/13 + E5,81(72, €) g e

- 277)2n—1 —
(27) U5 “i
1 F.T.500,0(02,171,&) +im282(m,C) . s
L1 R O/ 5% P8 dpd
I = "

+ A—Z,bl (aplv‘anl) + A—l,hlgl + Rh—loo
+ R1 o A_3 (apzv|mz) + Rl o A_zgz,

where R,;* refers to smooth terms on 90);.
Note that the second term on the right side above can be written, according
to our notation from Section 3] as £, 2(0p,90a0,) + & 2 /282, as can the last two

terms. Inverting the operator with symbol locally given by 1/2,/573 + & ubl yields

(44) 9p,9la0, = |Dp1lg1 + A1p1 0 E2Y 580 + Ao &t
+A_11(9p,9l30,) + 5311/2(3;720\302),

where |Db1\ is the operator with symbol (in an neighborhood of the origin) given

by \/ ’72 + 2 ‘—‘bl

Similar calculations lead to the expression

(4.5) 9p,0la0, = |Dpalg2 + A1p2 0 €4 581 + Ao oga+

-1 (apzv\anz) + 5121/2(ap17’|a(21)

for 9p,v|30,. We note the occurrence of the 5% 1,2 operators, which shows an ex-
pression for the Dirichlet to Neumann operator (DNO), giving the boundary val-
ues of the normal derivative of v, on intersection domains is not as simple as find-
ing an expansion in terms of pseudodifferential operators as in the case of smooth
domains.

Before we further explore reduction to the boundary techniques, we use (.4)
and (4.5) to obtain the first few principal terms in the Poisson operator. Inserting

#4) and (4.5 in (£.3), we obtain

v =08 +06, 82+2A 10 €Y 1/2gk+ZA 28j
]r

(4.6) +LA- 2085 15 (90l ) + A3 (a ofpn) + R
ik
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where R~ refers to smooth terms, and where the symbol of @;’ is locally
r(@) = ——.

J 1j + 1Zp;

Such an expression can be used to determine the mapping properties of the Pois-
son operator using the weighted spaces of Section[3l Thus we see the expression
for the Poisson operator on the intersection domain contains a sum of the prin-
cipal terms of the individual Poisson operators for each domain comprising the
intersection. This can be generalized to any number of intersections (with m < n).

Consider now the boundary value problem of the form
Iv=0 inQ
0,0+ Bv =g on dQ),

where 9, denotes the normal derivative (ap]. on BQ]-, j =1,2),and B is a tangential
pseudodifferential operator.

We use the techniques above to reduce to the boundary. From #.4) and @.5),
the boundary condition gives the two relations:

ki ki
| Dyjlopj + Boyj + Ay 0 £ yvek + Ao o + A-1(3p;0]a0,) + €74 1, (9p0lany,) = 0

for j,k = 1,2, j # k. Solving this system together with (4.4) and {@.5), would lead
to a solution for the Dirichlet problem. The boundary solutions would be inserted
in (4.6) to obtain an expression for v on the entire domain. In particular, if | Dy;| +
B forms an elliptic system weighted estimates can be obtained by inverting the
highest order term, |Dy;| + B, and considering the remaining terms as error terms
(which lead to estimates in lower level Sobolev spaces). One would of course
need estimates for the boundary values of the normal derivatives, estimates which
could be obtained with the help of (@.4) and (4.5).

We can immediately see the need for weighted estimates due to the £ I » Oper-
ators. The use of weights allows us to consider higher order Sobolev estimates,
which would be unobtainable without the introduction of terms which deal with
the singularity at the points of intersection. Weights are also needed even for the
pseudodifferential operators, since the arguments are considered to be extended
by zero. For instance, for a function, u;; € W*(90Q); N 9Q) in a term of the form
Ag pjuipj, the argument, uy; is considered to be extended by zero to all of dQ); and
this extension is not in W*(9Q)) .

Of particular interest to the author is the case in which |Dy;| + B does not form
an elliptic system. Such is the case in the d-Neumann problem on intersection
domains. In this case, the zeroth order terms in the expansion of the DNO are
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required, as well as a method to deal with the £ ﬁ( 1/2 operators. Such is the subject
of a current study, which the author will publish separately.
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