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Abstract
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1 Introduction

The present article generalizes the results of A. Rougirel and M. Chipot in [2], [3] and [1] for the
elliptic problems of order 2. We interest in elliptic problems of order 2m, with conditions of the
Dirichlet type on cylindrical domains of R™. We study the asymptotic behavior of the solution when
the cylindrical domain becomes unbounded in several directions. In the second section, we show
under certain conditions on data that the solution of such problems converges towards a solution
of an elliptic problem in R®P, in Sobolev space H™, with a speed faster than any power of %; in
the third section, we show the same results in higher order Sobolev spaces.

Let w be a bounded Lipschitz domain of R*™? and n > p > 1. For a positive number ¢, we
consider the cylinder of R"

Q= (=4, 0)P x w.

For x = (x1,x9,...,2,) € R", we will set
X1 = (a;l,...,a;p), X2 = (xp+1,. .. ,xn).

We consider the boundary value problems defined by

Au=f in €y,
u_0 k=0,...,m—1 ondQ )
E =Y.y 12

Aou=f in w,
Ou—0 k=0 1 ®
k= =0,....,m—1 on Jw,

with

Au = Z (—1)‘O“DO‘(ao‘ngBu)7 Ayu = Z (—1)'0“Da(aa5D5u),

la,|B]<m ,BEN,
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where we have denoted by || the length of the multi-index «, D® the partial derivative %,
1... T

% the k derivative in the direction 7/ (the unit outward normal vector on 9 or dw), and Nj,
Ny are given by

Ni={ae{0,1,....m} x{0}"7, |a|<m}, No={aec{0}’x{0,1,....m}" P, |af<m},
f is a function of L?(w) independent of X;

f(z) = f(X2), (3)
the coefficients a,g satisfy
aop € LPRP xw) for |af, [B] <m, (4)
aog € CRP xw) for |af, |B]=m. (5)
and
aag(r) = aqp(X2) for o€ Ny (6)
i.e. these coefficients are only depending on the last variables zpy1,...,2,. We will impose the

usual ellipticity condition, i.e., that for some A > 0
> (D) Magg(x)E P = AP, ae. 2 €RP xw, YEER”
o], | Bl=m

+ + n+0n, 2
S TR T e A TR AR &

The variational problems corresponding to (1) and (2) are the following

a(u,v) / Z a BDO‘uDBvd:E—/fvdx Yo € H'(Qy)

where

Q, laklBlsm (7)
u € Hi" (),
ag(u,v) ::/ Z aagD*uDPvdr = /fvd:z:, Vv € H"(w)
a,B€N> 2 (8)
u € HM(w).

where H!"(Qy) (resp. H"(w)) is the closure of D(§y) (resp.D(w)) in H™ () (resp. H™(w)). Then,
it is well known, see for instance [6], that under the above assumptions, the bounded bilinear forms
a(.,.) and a(.,.) are coercive on H]"(§2y) and H]"(w) respectively, i.e. there exist C,Cy > 0, c € R
such that

CollullZymeyy € HI'(), (9)
Clluldm,  ue B W), (10)

Moreover, if we take ¢ = 0, there exists a unique solution wy in H}*(€2,) to problem (7) and a unique
solution ue, in H)*(w) to problem (8). We will also need to assume that the constant Cy in (9) is
independent of ¢, then

2
a(u,u) + cllullz2,) =

2
aw(u,u) +cllullzz2g,) =

a(u,u) 2 Cllullfmq,y u € Hy () (11)

Remark 1 We can only suppose

c
a(u,u) > o fuly,  w € Hy' ()

where 0 <k <1 and |u)?, = Y [ D*uD%dz, then we have the same results.

ol <m )



2 The convergence in the space H"(€))
We start by showing the following result :
Proposition 2 Let v be an element of H" (). Then
v(X1,.) € H"(w)  for almost all Xy in (—¢, ). (12)

Proof. Using the idea of the proposition (3.1) in [1]. If we take v € H*(€y). Then, there
exists a sequence ¢,, of element of D({2y), such that

/(Do‘(vn —v))%dz — 0 for |a| < m.

Q

Thus, there exists a subsequence v,,/, such that

/(Do‘(vn/ ) (X1,))2 dXs — 0

w

for almost all X; in (—¢,¢)P and for & € Ny. Then because v, (X1,.) € D(w) for all X; in (—¢,¢)P
and v, (X1,.) — v (X1,.) in H"(w) for almost all X; in (—¢,¢)P, we have (12). =

Theorem 3 Under the assumptions (3), (4), (5), (6) and (11), for all £, > 0 and r > 0, there
exists a constant C' > 0 independent of £ such that

C
e — uOOHHm(QZO) < o (13)

where uy and us are the solutions to (7) and (8) respectively.

Proof. We have

/ Z aagDauzDﬁvdx:/ffuda: for all v e H' (),
Qy |a‘7‘ﬁ‘<m Qp

and also

/ Z aagDauooDBUdl’:/f’Ud:E for all v e H'(w).

w BEN2

Applying the previous proposition, we have

/ Z aaBDO‘u@DBvdx: / Z aagD“uooDBvdaz for all v e H'(Qp). (14)
QZ |(X‘,‘B‘<m (_Z’Z)p w Q@BENQ

Taking into account the independence of u, from X7, we obtain

/ Z aas D™ (up — uoo)DBvdw = —/ Z aagDo‘uooDBvdw for all v e H]'(Q).

Q, lahlBl<m 0, 0<lal,|8lsm
a€Nz,BENY

(15)



Using Gauss formula, and taking into account the fact that us is independent of £, the functions
aqp for B € Ny and a € N; are independent of X, we obtain, for 3 € Ny, and |3| > 0 (i.e. there
exists a 3; # 0)
/aagDo‘uooDﬁfuda: = /Dﬁ (aapvD%us) dx
Q
— / D(Bl7"'761'_17"'7613707"'70) (aaﬁvDauoo) Vzdx,
a0y

then (15) becomes

/ Z oD (ug — uso)DPvdz =0 for all v € H™(Qy) (16)
O, lellBl<m

Let o be a smooth function of RP, such that

1 1\?
0<o<l,  p=1lom <—§,§> C 0=0 onRM\(-1,1, (17)
|IDY| < C la] <m

where C' is some constant. For ¢1 < ¢, we have

(g — Uoo) 0> <);—11> e H™(Qy).

0= (= u)e? (3.

£y

We take in (15)

We obtain

Z aapD*(ug — o) DP {(Ug — Uso) 0° <£> } dx = 0. (18)
&, lallgl<m f

Using

0D 1y — 100) = D*(o(ug — use)) — 3 ﬂala, () D (e — o) D2

o' <a

’

where (g’) = (33) <3§) <gz) and (Si) = a;'((zi;%), the equality (18) becomes

/ > anD" { (= ua)oH) ) 07 { (s — o) d

¢ ¢
laf,|Bl<m ! !

2 A 1 (8) 00D e — o) D7 (e — oc) o) D7~ o
_ lal|Bl<m g'<p

/ Z Z E\a o <a > aaﬁDa/(W — Uoo) D™ 0DP((ug — uss)0)dz.  (19)

la],| B <m o’ <ax

Using the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, we can estimate all the terms of right hand side of (19) by

c C
/ E“aﬁD (g = Uoo) D ((ug — uco)0) D7 od < o [we = ool grm 0, ) 1 (e = oo )l grm g,y (20)

Qe



where i« > 1, ¢; > 1 and |o,|f],|y] < m. Using the coercivity of the problem (11) and the
estimation (20), we obtain

C’
¢’ [ (e — Uoo)Q”Hm (Q, ) S HW UOO”H"L(Qel) [ (we — Uoo)QHHm(ml) :
It follows
C
[(we = uoo)ell gmq,,) < ||W Uool| gm0y, ) »

where C' is a constant independent of ¢; and /. Slnce o=1on (—%, %)p , we obtain

C

HW - uooHHm(Q%) < el HUZ - Uoo”Hm(Qel) .

If we set £ = %, k € N, we have

C
lite = wocllzmi_, ) < 7 e = wocllimea )
oFFT ok 2k
it follows that C
e = oollima g) < g llue = toollmay) 1)

where C is only depending on k. Therefore, it is clear that if we can estimate [Ju¢ — tool| ym(q,),
we have (13).

Lemma 4 Under the assumption (3), the following estimate holds
p
l[well grm () < C2 (uco|| gm(wy - (22)

Proof. We set v = uy in (14),

/ Z anpD Yy DPuydr = / / Z aa3 D Uoo DPuydz.

Qp leel,|B|l<m (—£,0)p w a,BEN2

using the ellipticity of the problem (11) and the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, it follows

2

C iy < Clullgoery | [ TuoelBm oy dXs
(=¢8P
Then,
el 0 < O Juuoc| ron e
The proof is complete. m
Let us come back now to the proof of the theorem. If we use (22), the inequality (21) implies
that

C C ) P
e = uscllzimea ) < g (el + lusellzmgany ) < 75 ('€ ltoell gy + €2 il )

from where we get

C

e = ool prm (o 4y < = l[woo |l zrm ()

Choosing then k such that k — & > r, and for £ sufficient large such that 2% > {,, we obtain the
desired estimate

C
g = too | grm q, ) < 7

which completes the proof of the theorem. m



3 Convergence in higher order Sobolev spaces
In this part we suppose the functions a,g verify the following regularity conditions

aog € C"(RP xw) for |af,|B] <m. (23)
DVans| <C onRP xw for |y],|al,|B] <m 24
B

where C' is constant.

Theorem 5 Under assumptions (3), (6), (11), (23) and (24), then for any £, >0, any r > 0, and
any y, € )y, (1) there exists a constant C' > 0 independent of ¢ such that

C

”axk (uZ_UOO)HHm(QZO) < E_T fOT’ k= 17"'7p (25)
C

”al‘k (UZ_UOO)HH”L(QZO) < e_r fOT’ k:p+177n (26)

where uy and us are the solutions of (7) and (8) respectively.

The idea of the proof is based on the use of finite differences, which is possible for any type
of functions, instead of derivation. Thus, for h > 0 we define the differences of order 1 by

v(x + hey) —v(x)
h

—8h =
02,0 = 0y, v =

where e = (0,...,1,...,0), and we define the differences of higher order by

0% = v =0"4"...6%v (27)

where o = (ag,a9,...,0,) € N" and §%v = 5%50"“_11)
We start by giving some properties of the finite differences analogous with those of derivation,

Lemma 6 Let be O a bounded domain in R", f € L*(0), n € D(O). then

/ foSnde = (—1)l / 6%, fndz. (28)
O

o

Proof. Applying [1, Lemma 3.9], for h sufficiently small, the equality (28) is verified for
al = 1. us, by Induction on each component of «, and using , we obtaln . n
1. Thus, by inducti h f d usi 27 btain (28

Lemma 7 Let f and g two functions defined on a part of R™. Then

0°(f9) =" (2) 0°F(a + (a = B)R)6° Py, (29)

p<a

Proof. This follows by induction on each component a of & ®

Lemma 8 Let f be a function of class C™ on the open set O of R™. Then for any x in O, h
sufficiently small, there exists &5 of O, such that

B@) = SDUE) for lal<m (30)

1 the closure of SNMD is in Q.



Proof. This follows immediately from the mean-value theorem. m

We turn now to the proof of the theorem. Taking w = uy — us in (16), we obtain

/ Z aasD*wD vdx =0 for any v € HI(Qy).
g, lal.|Bl<m

For v in H™(€,) with a support disjoint of 9 (—¢,¢)’ x @ if v € Ny and with a support in Q if
v ¢ Ny, and h sufficiently small, we can replace in the above expression v by (—1)'“"(5Zhv, with
|7] < m. Using the permutation of the derivation and the finite difference, and the lemma 6, we

obtain
/ > 67 (aapDw)DPudz = 0.

3, lallBl<m

The lemma 7 with f = an,g and g = D%w gives

/ Z s (r + vh)8Y D*wDvda
O, lelBlsm

Z Z 0%anp(z + (v — 0) )87~ D*wDPvdz. (31)
Q lal,|B|<m 0<o<y

Let £, < £1 < ¢, and @ ,Q; two bounded domain of R™, such that Q) = €y, ) = Qu with
b, <l < {yifvye Ny, and QZO = ﬁgo S 921 € Qy, if v ¢ Nj. Let us denote by g a smooth function
with compact support in (—¢,¢) x @ if v € Ny, and with compact support in Qy, if v ¢ Ny, such
that in both cases we have

0< o<, o=1 on Q%o.

We take v = §7wo™ in (31) for h small enough , and using equalities

{ 5’ng Zm} _ 2mDﬁ (ng ) + Z ( )Dﬁ 57109 )D5—5'92m
B'<B
"D w = Da(gzmmw) — Z (g') Da,(?“’wDa_a/Q%n, (32)
o' <a

we see that (31) becomes

Z aag(z +Yh) D™ (§Twe*™) DP (7we*™) dw =
| lalIgl<m

Z Z Z ( ) aaﬁ(‘r + (’Y ) h)Dafw_o’wDﬁl(57wg2m)D5—5'Q2mdx

lal,|Bl<m 0<o<y B/ <B
1

Z Z < >aa5 (z +~vh) D6 "wD? (§we*™)DP~F > da
\al |1Bl<m B'<p

Z Z ( ) anp(x +vh) D "§wD? (87we? )DO‘_O‘IQdea:. (33)

lee],|Bl<m o/ <
1



We estimate one by one the three terms of the right hand side. The first term is the sum of terms
of the form

/ Cé%anp(x+ (v —0) h) D877 wD? (§Twe*™)DP~F o> da
Q’Zl

such that C is a constant, 0 < 0 < v, ' < B and |a|,|B| < m. Using (30) and the fact that the
function p and these derivatives are bounded, and the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, we can estimate
these terms

Z Z Z ( ) aag(x + (fy ) h)Da(w_U’wDﬁl(57wg2m)D5—5'Q2mdx

o lallBlsm 0<o<y B/'<B
1

<CD_N07we™™ |y y 107 aimey, y - (34)
o<y

The third term is the sum of terms of the form

| Ctasta+amDY SD? (57g") D2
Q)

where C' is a constant, o’ < « and ||, |3] < m. Using (23), (24) and the fact that the function o
and these derivatives are bounded, and the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, we obtain

Z Z ( >aa5 (z + yh) D8 "wD? (5we*™) D~ g™ dx
q lablsl<m g'<p

<C ||5ﬂywHHm*1(Qél) H‘SPYU)Q%HHHW(QA) - (35)

For the second term, a direct estimate as for the other terms is not sufficient. We first write
B (5T wo?™) — 8"\ pB’ 51D 8" p2m.
DY we™) = 3 () D 5w
ﬁ//gﬁ/

and for |7| <m
DTQ2m — Qmwm

where 1, is a sum and product of ¢ and these derivatives. Then

> 3 (7)) tasle + m) D WD (8w D g d
Q) |al,|Bl<m g'<B

DS (27) (2') aap(x +vh) D8 we*™ D" §wip d.

o lal|Blsm p'<p B"<p’
1



Using (32), we obtain

> 3 (7)) tasle + m) D WD (8w D g d
q, leblBlsm pg'<p
1

S 33 (5) (0) taste +4h) D (P 6 w) DY 5w

Q) laf,|8l<m '<B 8" <B’
Z Z Z Z (g’) (g”) (g/> aag(x+’yh)Dal57wDﬁ//57w1/JgDa_a/g2mdm. (36)
), laf,|8l<m g'<B B <B' o <ax
Therefore, the second term is a sum of two terms. The first term is a sum of terms of the form
/ Caqp(x + vh)Da(g2m57w)D557w1/)gd:E
2,

where |a| < m, |8] < m. Using (23), (24) and the fact that the function ¢ and these derivatives
are bounded, and the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, we obtain

/ Caaplx + yh)Da(g2m57w)D557w1/)gdx <C HmeH’”fl(QZ ) Hé”w92m| (37)
1

Qfl

Hm(Q}l ) .

The second term can be developed as a sum of terms of the form
/ Cang(x +vh) D8 wD? 5wy , DY o™ dx
Q)

where |&/| < m, |al,|B] < m, and again using (23), (24) and the fact that the function p and these
derivatives are bounded, and the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, we obtain

/ Cagg( +yh)D¥ 8" wD? § 1wy, D= 0*"dax | < Cll67w|[Fm-1(gy - (38)
1
921

By (37) and (38) we can estimate the second term of the second member of (33)

Z Z ( >aa5 (z + vh) D8 "wD? (5 we*™) D~ g™ dx
q lablsl<m 5'<p

<C ”(SFY'IU”?{m—l(QZl) +C ”(WwHH"“l(le) H‘wagwnHHm(Q}l) » (39)

and finally by (34), (35) and (39), we find the desired estimate

Z aap(z +Yh)§T D™ (§Twe*™) D? (67wo*™) dx
q leblBlsm

<C1 Y [|5we™|

o<y

H™ @, H5 wHHm(Q’ + O [|67wl] m- 1Q,) H‘WU’Q%HHM Q)

+C'3||57w||Hm 19, )+C4||57w||Hm L@y, H5 wQZm‘

Hm(Q}l ) .



Using the coercivity of the problem (11) and the Young inequality, it follows that

m o m (|2
570%™ [ ey < C (Z 1%l ey, ) + ||6’Yw||zm1<%>> + 0|00 [ymay -

a<lvy
Taking € = %, we obtain
H(SVwQMHHWL(Q/ (Z H50w||Hm(Q’ + (167 w]| T 1@, )) :
o<y
Since ¢ = 1 on Q; , we have
HmeHm(Q' <Z H5U’wHHm(Q' + 167wl G- g ))- (40)
o<y

If |y| =1 (i.e. v = eg) then for o = 0 in (40) we get

el < € (1o + Wl ) o0 b= Lo

For another bounded domain verifying the same conditions as 921 and containing the closure of
Qy, (we still denote it by €% ), and using [1, Lemma 3.10], we obtain

2 2 2
162000y 5 < C el ) < C lwlimgy,) for k=1n
(Zo) (Zl) (1)

For fixed ¢1, and by theorem 3, it holds

2 C
h
<— fork=1
and thus )
‘ 80‘5ka‘ < o for ol =m, k=1,..,n.
L2(Q,) 4

Then the sequence (8a(5§kw) , is bounded in LQ(Q’ZO) and we can extract a subsequence (80‘52:11)) neN

(hn — 0) which converges weakly in L?(€} ) to some function wq x of L*(2, ). We then obtain

”’wa,k”LZ(Q%o) = <wa,k7 ’LUa,k>L2(QZO) = 1&)110 <wa,k7 aa(swk w>

n L2($,)

. C
< hm Ha (5 ‘ 2(920) ”wa,k”LZ(on) < ﬁ ”wa,k”LZ(on) .
It follows
C
lwakll 20y ) < g2 (41)

In other way

O%hrw — 99y w in D'()

O6tmw  — wap in D'(2),),

and by uniqueness of the limit, we deduce that 0%0,, w = wqa 1 € LQ(QQO), and the proof is completed
by (41).

10



Theorem 9 Under the assumptions (3), (6), (11), (23) and (24), then for any £, >0, any r > 0
and € Q,, we have up — U € Hzm(ng), and there exists a constant C' > 0 independent of £
such that

C
lue = tssllprzm(ey, ) < 7 (42)
Proof. It is enough to show
o C
1D° (e = wso)lgmqey, y < 75 for laf <m, (13)

by the theorem 5, the inequality (43) is verified for |a| = 1. We show the result by induction. Let
us suppose that for |o] < |a| < m we have

- C
1D (ue — Uoo)”Hm(ng) S (44)

for any open Qj such that ), € ® € Q; & €,. Using (40), we obtain for i small enough

16 (ot — o) gy, < € (Z 167 (t — ) gy + 118 (g — uwn@ml@)) ,

o<l

and using also [1, Lemma 3.10] several times, we get

0% (ue — Uoo)H?{m(Q;O) < C (Z 1D? (ue — Uoo)H?{m(ng) + [[D* (ue — Uoo)H?{ml(QQg))

o<l

< CY D7 (ur - Uoo)H?{m(ng) :

o<l

Thanks to (44), we obtain

o C
1[0% (ue —uoo)H?{m(ng) S o

it holds that )

HDﬁéa (ug — uoo)‘

L) < 7 for |B] < m.
The sequence (DP§ (u, — uoo))h>0
(Dﬁéo‘ (ug — uoo))h (hy, — 0) converging weakly in LQ(QZO) to a function wqy g 1, of LQ(QQO). Then,
we have

is bounded in L2(Q’£o), and we can find a subsequence

”wa,ﬁ,k”%g(ﬂ%o) = <wa7ﬁ,k7 wa7g7k>L2(on) = lim <QUa7k7 DB(SQ (uz - UOO)>

L2 ()
<timinf | D% (e — o) |, o I0esilizgey,) < 7o Ianal oy
which implies that
C
||wa’ﬁ’k‘|L2(Q/lo) < ﬁ

In other way

1
0D (up — usy) — aDO‘Dﬁ (wp — o) in D'( ),
Dﬁéa (’LL( — ’LLOO) — wa,g,k in 'DI(QQO),

11



and by uniqueness of the limit, we obtain

< < for |8 < m.

anhb —
HD D (UZ uoo)‘ LQ(QQO) 02

which gives (43), the proof of the theorem is complete. m

Derivation in the directions « in N; does not get any trouble to give an estimate on all €,
as show it the following result.

Theorem 10 Under assumptions (3), (6), (11), (23) and (24), for any €, > 0 and r > 0, there
exists a constant C' > 0 independent of £ such that

o C
”D (uf - uOO)HHm(QZO) < 6_7“ fOT’ a € Nj.

Proof. Since (40) is verified for Q}o =Q, 921 = Qp such that ¢, < ¢’ < {1 for a € Ny, then
we can give the same proof as the previous theorem with Qlﬁo =Q.
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