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Fundamental Solutions

Let L denote some partial differential operator defined in R”.

Formally, a fundamental solution is some function (or distribution)
[(x,y), defined on {(x,y) € R" xR" : x # y} for which

Ll (x,y) = 0y (x) = 0(x—y),

where 6 denotes the Dirac delta function.



Green functions

Let 2 C R” be open and connected.

A Green function G(x,y), defined on {(x,y) € QxQ:x#y},
satisfies

LyG(x,y)=96,(x) inQ

and
G(x,y)=0 xe€dQ.



Why we like fundamental solutions

Suppose we want to solve
Lu=f inR".

If f is reasonable (e.g. f € CZ(R")), then we can use the
fundamental solution and superposition to find the solution.

Let
u=1Txf

That is,
u()= [ T f(y)dy.

To establish that v is a solution, we need to justify differentiation
under the integral sign.



An example

Consider L = A =divV, the Laplacian, in R” for some n > 3.

Since the Laplacian is radially symmetric, we look for
[(x,y)= F(r), where r:=|x—y]|.
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If we take I'(x,y) = c,r“~", where ¢, is some constant, then

AT (x,y)=0 inR"\{y}.

Moreover, I (x,y) has a singularity at y = x.



Choosing the constant

How do we choose ¢,?

Let € > 0. Then
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Short answer: Use the divergence theorem.
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More general settings

How do we find fundamental solutions for more general
second-order elliptic partial differential operators?

e.g. Suppose L = —div(AV).

An important tool is the Lax-Milgram Theorem.



Lax-Milgram Theorem

Let H be a real Hilbert space with inner product (-,-) and induced

norm ||-||.
Let B: Hx H— R be a bounded, coercive bilinear mapping, i.e.

there exists y,A > 0 such that for any u,v € H,
B u,v] < Allull]lv]]

B u,u] > ¥|[ull*.

Let f : H— R be a bounded, linear functional on H.
Then there exists a unique u € H such that

Blu,v]=(f,v)

for every v € H.



The connection to elliptic operators

Recall that u € W12 (Q) is a weak solution to Lu=f in Q C R" if
for every ¢ € Wol’2 (©2), we have that

Blu,¢] = (f,¢)

where B[-,-] is the bilinear form naturally associated to L.

eg. If L= —0; (auaj) = —div (AV), then

Blu,9] = [ aj(x)3ju(x) 99 (x) o



Starting point

Fix y € R".

Under reasonable assumptions on @,

p—0T

im ﬁfB 0B =0()= 0008, (e

And for each p > 0, the mapping
1
Wy2 ()3 ¢ — —/ ¢ (x) dx
° Bo| /B, (v)

is a bounded linear functional.



Limiting

Assuming that we have an appropriate Hilbert space, this allows us
to define [, (x,y), the solution to

r 1g ,
[ L), ‘Bp‘/Bp(y) <‘Bp} % ¢>

|dea: Use a limiting procedure to derive I (x,y) from the set
{rP (X7y)}p>0'

*Boundedness/continuity of solutions can be used.



History

Griter and Widman (1982) constructed Green functions for
[ = —8,- (a,ﬁj) = —divAV
where A is elliptic and bounded

AIEP < ay(x) & < NIEJ

and € C R" is bounded.

Tools they used:
» Lax-Milgram theorem
» Local boundedness (aka Moser boundedness)
» Harnack inequality

» Maximum principle



History

The work of Gruter and Widman built on the results of Littman,
Stampacchia, Weinberger (1963) who considered the same
operators with a symmetry condition:

djj = djj



More recent history

Hofmann and Kim (2007) followed the general approach of Griiter
and Widman and established existence, uniqueness and a priori
estimates for

» fundamental solutions in R”, n > 3; and

» Green functions in arbitrary open, connected domains 2 C R”,

n>3

for systems of second-order, uniformly elliptic, divergence-form
operators.



Elliptic systems

The operators studied by Hofmann and Kim are formally given by
Lu=—D, (A“ﬁ Dﬁu) ,
where u = (ul,...,uN) for some N € N,

f
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AP (x)EJEL = MEP =AY Y &
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N n
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2
AP ()| < 2,
ij=la,f=1

for some 0 < A, < o and for all x in the domain.



Why do we care about systems?

Systems are a natural generalizations of the scalar setting.

Moreover, systems give us a framework in which we can analyze
complex-valued equations.



Systems are hard to work with

In the systems setting, we can formulate the Lax-Milgram theorem.

However, there are a number of challenges because
» de Giorgi-Nash-Moser theory can fail
» No maximum principle

» Harnack inequality 77



Hofmann-Kim approach

To overcome the challenges listed above, Hofmann and Kim
assumed that all solutions to

lu=20

satisfy a Holder continuity condition of the following form:

n—2+42n
[iput<c(5)" " [ IpuP
B, Br

wheren >0, 0<r <R.



Non-homogeneous systems

Can we establish existence, uniqueness and a priori estimates for
fundamental solutions to non-homogenous elliptic operators?

Such operators are formally given by
ZLu:=—Dy (AO‘[3 Dgu + bo‘u) +dP Dgu+Vu,
where the principal term,
L:=—DuA* Dg

is of the type studied by Hofmann and Kim.



Possible tools

The key tools used by Hofmann and Kim:
» Lax-Milgram theorem

» Growth of Dirichlet integrals

Will these tools work when we have lower order terms?



Lax-Milgram theorem

To apply Lax-Milgram, we need a Hilbert space.

The choice of Hilbert space will depend on the properties of the
lower order terms.

Furthermore, we need to assume that the associated bilinear form
is bounded and coercive in our chosen Hilbert space.



Hilbert space example

Assume that N =1 and
Lu= D (A Dgu) + Vi
where, for some p > 7,
V e LP(R")

We choose H = W12 (R").

Boundedness follows from Holder inequality and Sobolev
embedding.

If V> € >0 a.e., then we can ensure coercivity.



Further assumptions

The Dirichlet integral assumption that Hofmann and Kim used is
not appropriate for non-homogeneous operators.

We use another facet of de Giorgi-Nash-Moser theory, we assume
local boundedness of solutions.



Local boundedness

In place of the Dirichlet integral assumption, we assume:

If uis a weak solution to Zu="f or £*u=f in Bg, for some
R > 0, where f & LE(BR)N for some ¢ € (g,oo}, then for any g > 0,

L) R
sup lu| < C (—/ lu| ) + R |||, :
Br/> ’BR| Br L{(Br)

Note: .£* denotes the adjoint operator to .Z.
J



Scale-invariant local boundedness

In order for our fundamental solution estimates to be on par with
those of Hofmann-Kim, we require that C be independent of R.

To accomplish this, we assume positivity of the lower order terms,
as well as a Caccioppoli inequality:

If uis a weak solution to Zu=0or Z*u=0in UC Q and { is a
smooth cutoff function, then

[1bupgz<c [luPipgP.

where C is independent of the subdomain U.



Fundamental solutions results

There exists a fundamental matrix, [(x,y) = (F,-J-(x,y)),’-vjzl, on
{x # y}, unique in the Lebesgue sense, that satisfies the following
estimates:

n

. 1__
e

DT (-, y)l i2(rm g, (y)) < €2

FCy)isa, iy < Car® "To. Vo€ [1.55)

DF (- Y)lla(a, ) < Car' "o, Vg€ [130)
{x eR": | (x,y)| > 1} < Ct 2

{x e R": D[ (x,y)| > 1} < Ctnt

M(x,y)| < Clx—yl™"

for all r,7 > 0.



Holder continuity assumption

Assume that whenever u is a weak solution to Zu=0 or Z*u=0
in Br, for some Ry > 0, there exists 1 € (0,1), depending on Ry,
and Cg, > 0 so that whenever 0 < R < Ry,

n—2

— ]_ 2n 2n
sup u(x) Ug)/)| < CROR—n (_ |u|"22>
X,YEBR 2. xFy X =y |Br| /By




Consequences of Holder continuity

If we further assume that all solutions to -Zu =0 are (locally)
Holder continuous, then there exists a unique continuous
fundamental matrix, I'(x,y).

Moreover, I'(x,y) =T*(y,x)", where I'* is the unique continuous
fundamental matrix associated to .¥*.



More consequences of Holder continuity

Furthermore, I'(x,y) satisfies the following estimates:

. : 1_ﬂ
r( ’y)HLr12—n2(R”\Br(y)) + ||r(X’ )||[_r72—n2(R”\B,(X)) = crs

DT (-, )| 2(rm B, () + [1PT (% M 2 8, (x)) < €2
) aa, ) + ITCC) o 00) < Car™ e, Vg e [1,:25)

DT (-, 9)|as,(y)) 1107 (Ml iasy oy < Car "7 o, Vg e [1,5%)
{x€R™:|F(x,y)| > T} +|{y €R": [ (x,y)| > 7}| < Cr~ 72

{x €R™:[DuF (x,y)| > T} +|{y €R":|D, T (x,y)| > 7} < Cr w1
Fy) < Clx—y[P™",  Vx#y,

for all r,7 > 0.



even more...

Moreover, for any 0 < R< Ry < |[x — ],

. n
Te) Tz < G € (P22 ) TR

whenever |x —z| < & and

. n
M) -Tx2) < G € (X22) R

R
whenever |y —z| < 3.



Green functions

Under a similar set of assumptions, an analogous collection of
statements hold for Green functions on arbitrary open, connected
domains,

Q CR", where n> 3.



Examples

There are a few important examples of non-homogeneous elliptic
operators that fit into our framework.

I'll show three examples for the fundamental solution.



Case 1: Homogeneous operators

If b,d,V =0, then
Z = L.

The Hilbert space for solutions is H(R") = Y12 (RMV.

Here, Y12 (Q) is the family of all weakly differentiable functions

u € L% (Q), with 2* = 24 whose weak derivatives are functions in
L2 ().



Case 2: Lower order coefficients in LP

Assume

VelP(QVN  forsome pe (g,OO}
be 5(Q)"MN " for some se(n,o]

de L5(Q)"MN  for some te (n,o]

The Hilbert space for solutions is H(R") = W12 (RN,

The lower-order terms are chosen so that the bilinear form
associated to & is coercive.



Case 3: Reverse Holder potentials

Assume V € B,, the reverse Holder class, for some p € [g,oo).
Take b,d =0.

Recall that V' € B, if V' is a.e. non-negative function that satisfies
the reverse Holder inequality:

<|B|/‘V’p> S IAG

The Hilbert space for solutions is H(R") = W\l/’2 (RMY, a weighted
Sobolev space.



Thank you.



