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‘WEAKLY SEMIBOUNDED
BOUNDARY PROBLEMS
AND SESQUILINEAR FORMS

by Gerd GRUBB

In this paper and its successor [8] we study boundary value
problems for systems A of linear partial differential operators
on a manifold Q with boundary T.

Let A bea g X g¢-system of differential operators of order
2m, let pu denote the Cauchy data {you, ..., Yan_1u} of u
with respect to A, and let B be a system of differential

operators on I'; then Ap denotes the realization of A with
domain

D(As) = {u € H2"(Q)|Bou = 0}.

(A and B actually operate on sections in vector bundles over
Q, resp. I'.) The boundary condition Bpu = 0 is assumed

to be normal in an appropriate sense. One is interested in the
coerciveness inequalities

(0.1) Re(Au, u) > c|ul? — colul2, u € D(As),

for s e [0, m] (Sobolev norms); they all require the validity
of a weaker inequality

(0.2) Re(Au, u) > — c|ul?, u € D(As),

which we call weak semiboundedness. It was shown in [6] how,
for the case where A 1s scalar and elliptic, (0.1) with s =m
(Garding’s inequality) is characterized by two conditions on
A, B: (i) a condition on the full operators B and A at T,
necessary and sufficient for (0.2); (i) a condition on the prin-
cipal symbols of A and B, related to the condition by
Agmon [1].
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The present paper is devoted to a thorough study of (0.2)
and its analogue for systems of « mixed order », without any
a priort assumptions on A; e.g. A may degenerate at T.
The results and notations will be applied to elliptic systems
in [8], where we treat (0.1) and other properties along the
lines of [5], [6].

In Chapter 1 we introduce notations, and set up a Green’s
formula and the « halfways » Green’s formulae associating A
with sesquilinear forms. Furthermore we define normal
boundary conditions; here a class of triangular systems of
differential operators on I' play a central role.

In Chapter 2, (0.2) is characterized by an explicit condition
on A and B, and it is proved that (0.2) i1s necessary and
sufficient for the existence of a sesquilinear form a(u, ¢) on

H"(Q) x H™(Q), for which
(Au, ) = a(u, v), all u, v € D(As);

(Theorem 2.4), this determines the boundary problems ente-
ring in variational theory. A number of alternative explicit
conditions for (0.2) are given, in particular for the case where
I' is noncharacteristic for A; these will be of use in [3].
They are finally used to show that when the « total number
of boundary conditions » equals mgq, then (0.2) holds precisely
when the space of Dirichlet data for Ap equals the space of
Dirichlet data for the formally adjoint realization Aj; and
in that case Ay 1is also weakly semibounded.

Chapter 3 treats the systems A = (A,),,—1, ..., Where
A, is of order m, + my; {m,, ..., m;} denoting a set of not
necessarily equal nonnegative integers. Let

m = max {my, ..., m;}, and m=my + -+ 4+ m,

For such systems, a workable definition of Green’s formula
and of normal boundary conditions does not seem to have
been available (cf. [11, p. 241]), the trouble being, roughly
speaking, that there are m + mg Cauchy data, on which one
usually wants to impose m boundary conditions (less than
half). We here present such definitions, and proceed to charac-
terize the analogue of (0.2):

(0.3)  Re(Au, u) > — c(lwln, + -+ + lul%,)
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(for uw = {u, ..., u,} satisfying a normal boundary condi-
tion). The whole discussion in Chapter 2 is shown to generalize
to these systems. (In particular, this determines the normal
boundary problems to which de Figueiredo [9] can be applied
in the study of coerciveness.)

As an extra benefit we find a Green’s formula

(Au, ¢) — (u, A'v) = (xu, B%) — (B, x'v)

(valid for all smooth uw and ¢), where B consists of the
m Dirichlet data of u, and where, when I' is noncharacte-
ristic for A, x and x’' are surjective trace operators each
consisting of m more data. Boundary conditions for A
that can be expressed by differential operators on Bz and
xu (the « reduced Cauchy data ») can be treated much like the
2m-order case. (For instance, it is possible to extend techniques
of [11] and of [10] to such boundary conditions.) We show
that the normal boundary conditions for which (0.3) holds,
1.e. all normal boundary conditions arizing in connection with
sesquilinear forms, are indeed differential boundary conditions
on {Bu, xu}.

The author is grateful to G. Geymonat for having called
our attention to the above systems of mixed order.

Plan of the paper.
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CHAPTER 1

NOTATIONS AND PRELIMINARIES

1.1. Green’s formula.

Let Q be an n-dimensional compact riemannian (1) ma-
nifold with boundary I' and interior Q = Q\I'. Let E be

a C” complex hermitian vector bundle over Q with fiber
dimension ¢ > 1. Then the spaces of square integrable
sections L2(E), L%*(E|p), and the Sobolev spaces H*E),
H:(E|r) (s e R), H}(E) (s = 0) may be defined (cf. e.g. [11]),
and we denote inner products over Q@ by (, ) and inner
products (and dualities) over T' by ( , ). The space of C
sections with compact support in Q will be denoted Gy (E).
We now introduce trace operators etc., essentially following
Hérmander [10, p. 192-193]. Assume, as we may, that Q is
imbedded in an n-dimensional riemannian manifold X without

boundary, so that E is the restriction of a vector bundle E
on X. Moreover, let n(z) denote the vector field consisting
of the unit tangent vectors to the geodesics normal to I' and
oriented towards Q; itis defined in a neighbourhood X, of T
consisting of the points in X with geodesic distance
—e <t<e from I, e sufficiently small. Then one may
choose a first order differential operator D, in E whose
symbol equals n(z)- £ for z e X, (£ € the cotangent bundle
T*(Z)); the so-called normal derivative. We then define the
trace operators

Yi: u — (D*u)|p, k=0,1,2, ...,

(!) When Q is an n-dimensional C* manifold, it may always be provided with
an appropriate riemannian structure; we assume this has been done on beforehand,

since we want to include the case Q < R". The compactness of Q is not used in
any essential way; all estimates are local.

10
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for ue C*(E) or C”(E); recall that v, is continuous from
s—k—L

HYE) into H "2(E|p) for all s > k-{—% (cf. e.g. [11]).

First order differential operators P in E with principal
symbol a(z)-£ satisfying a(z) Ln(z) for z e X, can be said
to act along the parallel surfaces I', of T' (I, consisting of
the points in = with geodesic distance ¢ from I';te ]— ¢,
e[), since forsuch operators, P3|, isindependent of the choice
of the extension 3 € C*(E) of ¢ € C*(E|r,). We then denote
P3|r, = Po. Higher order operators acting along the T
are obtained as sums of products of first order operators
acting along T,

For feC*(E) denote by f° the section that equals f
over Q and equals 0 over =\Q. Let § denote the distri-

bution fr— fl‘ Yof do. Then one has the formulae

(1.1) Du(f®) = (Duf )* — ixof 8, and P(f°) = (Pf)°,

for fe C*(E), when P acts along the T, |t| < ¢. We shall
mainly use these formulae on the following forms :

(1.2)  (D.u, ¢) — (u, D) = i{you, vov), u, ¢ € C*(E),

where D, is the formal adjoint of D,; note that D, — D,
is of order zero (for the symbol of D, is real).

(1.3)  (Pu, ¢) — (u, P'9) =0, u,veC(E),

where the formal adjoint P’ of P again acts along the T,
Let A bea C* differential operatorin E of order r > 0.
In X, it may be decomposed uniquely

(1.4) A =3 AD:
=0

where the A, are differential operators of order r — [ acting
along the T', |¢{| < ¢; this is seen e.g. by induction from the
first order case. Note that A, 1s of order 0, so is locally
multiplication with a ¢ X g-matrix; globally it may be viewed
as a vector bundle morphism in E. We shall identify zero
order differential operators with morphisms in this way
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throughout the paper. Clearly, one has

Remark 1.1. — T' is non-characteristic for A at a point
zeT if and only if A, (x) is bijective.

Let M be the set of integers

(1.5) M={0,1,...,r—1},
then the Cauchy boundary operator ¢ for A is defined as
(16) p = {Y07 c ey Yr—-l} = {Yk}keM,

usually considered as a column vector. With A’ denoting the
formal adjoint of A, we have Green’s formula

Lemma 1.2. — For all u and ¢ € H(E),
(1.7) (Au, v) — (u, A'v) = (Apu, p¢)

where A = (Ay); xem 1S a system of differential operators @,
in E|r of orders r —j — k — 1, with

A, = 1A 411 1 lower order operator

forr—j—k—1>0, and &y, =0 for r —j —k—1<0.

Proof. — It follows from (1.1) that for each [, each
fe C=(E)

ADI(F1) = (ADf ) — iA, 3 D(3if ),
1e., with u = f|g, ¢ € C*(E), =
(4, (ADLY'0) = (ADt, 0) — i 3, (rett, vo(DL)Al).

This gives =

(ADfu, 9) — (, (ADL)) = 3 (A + Surts Yeaa¥h
where the S, are differential operators of order < r— 1 in

E|r, stemming from commutation and taking adjoints.
Collecting the terms we obtain (1.7).

A isof type (— k, —r 4+ 1+47); rem Iin the terminology of
Hérmander [10, p. 135] (which we shall use throughout); i.e.
it is continuous from [ H**(E|r) into [] H=++(E|r) for

keM JEM
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all « € R. Note that i1t is skew-triangular, the entries in the
second diagonal being equal to the zero order operator A,.
By Remark 1.1, @ 1is thus invertible if and only if T' is non-
characteristic for A; @ is then also a skew-triangular system
of differential operators.

1.2. The even order case; sesquilinear forms.

In this section we assume r = 2m (m integer > 1), and
establish an alternative version of (1.7), and the « halfways »
Green’s formulae.

Define now the subsets M, and M, of

M={0,1,...,2m — 1}
by
(18) My=4{0,...,m—1}, M= {m, ...,2m — 1},
SO M=M, uM,.

The Cauchy boundary operator is split into the Dirichlet and
the Neumann boundary operators y and v
(1.9) ¥ = {Yitremn ¥ = {Vitkem, SO e = {y, v}
The matrix @ is split in four blocks
aoo am
(1.10) a— <am ” >

where A% = (A;,);ems, ke, clearly @1 =0. Then (1.7)
takes the form

(1.11) (Aw, 9) — (u, A'p) = (A%yu, y¢)

+ {A%u, yo) 4 (Al%u, vo),
for u, v e H*(E).

DerinitioN 1.3. — By a sesquilinear form a(u, ¢) on H™(E)
we shall understand an integro-differential form
(112) a(u’ ‘)) = Z (Qiu7 Pi‘)),
i€l

where the Q, and P, are C™ differential operators in E of
orders < m, indexed by a finite index set 1; a(u, ¢) ts defined

and continuous for {u, ¢} € H"(E) X H"(E).
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a(u, v) s said to be associated with A if
(1.13) a(u, ¢) = (Au, ¢), for all u, v € C3(E),
te,if A=Y PQ.

i€l
When Q < R* (1.12) may of course be written in the
usual way: a(u, ¢) = Zjq), ) <m(@apDPu, D).

Lemma 1.4. — Let a(u, ¢) be a sesquilinear form on H™E)
assoctated with A. Then for all u e H*"(E), v € H*(E),

(1.14) (Au, ¢) = a(u, ¢) + {Au, vo> 4+ { Lyu, yo>
where & 1isan m X m-system of differential operators in E|p,
of type (—k, —2m 4+ 1 4 j);kem,

Proof. — Applying Green’s formula (1.7) to each P; and
(1.4) to each Q;, we find
(Au, ¢) — a(u, v) = 3 [(P;Qu, ¢) — (Qu, Py)]

i€l
= 2 (2xQu, y¢)
iel

= {Rpu, v¢) = {Ayvu, v¢) + {Ayyu, v¥)

where %, is of type (— k, — 2m 4 1 4 j);em, rew, and 2,
is of type (—k, —2m + 1+ j); rem,. In a similar way

(u, A’9) — a(u, ¢) = {yu, R3vo) + {yu, B4yv).

For any given ¢, ¢ € C*(E|p)™ there exist u, v € C*(E) with
vu = @, yu =0, yv = ¢. Inserting these, we get, by compa-
rison with (1.11)

<'%1<P’ "P> = (Au, 0) - (u7 A’Q) = <a°1(p, Lp);
whence %, = A%,

We shall now show that the operator & 1in (1.14) can take
any value.

Lemma 1.5. — Let & be a first order differential operator in
E|p. Then there exists a sesquilinear form s(u, ¢) on HYE)
such that

(1.15)  s(u, ) = < LYou, Yo¥) for u, v € HY(E):
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for any such form the operator S in E associated with s(u, »)
18 zero.

Proof. — Let & be a first order operator in F that acts
P

along the I, for |t < e, so that & acts like & on
I' =T,. Then by (1.2) and (1.3),

(YU, Yo = Yo 5;“, ;Yo">

— (D, Lu, ») + i(Fu, Dlp)

= — {(#D,u, ») — i([D,, 5;] 0) + i(Fu, Dyp)
= (— iDyu, &'9) — (i[Ds, Fu, %) + (iFu, Djp),

which is a sesquilinear form on H!(E), since the commutator
[D,, ]=D,% — ¢D, is of first order. Since any form
s(u, v) satisfying (1.15) vanishes for u € C;°(E), the associated
operator S in E is zero.

ProrositioN 1.6. — Let & = (Fp)jrem, be a system of
differential operators in E|r, of type (— k, — 2m 4+ 1 +]); rem,
Then there exists a sesquilinear form s(u, v) on H™(E) so that

(1.16) s(u, ) = { Lyu, y¢> for u, v € HYE),
and the associated operator S in E is zero.

Proof. — The proof is reduced to the preceding case as
follows :

Let {j, k} eM, X M,. &, is of order 2m —1 —j; —k
and it may be written as a finite sum

L = 2 PQR,
i€l
where the P, are of order m — 1 — j, Q; of order 1, R; of
order m — 1 — k. Now, with notation as in the preceding
proof,
& Y, 'Yj"> = Y (P.QRyyu, Yj">

i€l

= Z <QiRiqu’ PiIYj">

i€l

= Z <QiY0RiD’r§u1 Yop,{Drj."%

- i€l
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where R;D¥ and P;D* are differential operators in E of
order m — 1.

Cororrary 1.7. — For any system & of type
(—k —2m 4+ 14 ])jsem,

of differential operators in E|p, there exists a sesquilinear form

a(u, ¢) on H™(E) such that
(1.17) (Au, v) = a(u, ¢) + {A%vu, yu) + { Lyu, vv),
for all u e H*™(E), v € H"(E).

Remark 1.8. — The results of this section generalize imme-
diately to the following situation : Let A be of order r = s+,
s and t nonnegative integers. Let M, = {0, ..., t — 1},

My={t ...,s+t—1}, M0,={O,...,S;1},
Mi,={s, ....,s +t—1},
and set
Pos — {Yk}kEMM? Aot = (ajk)jeM,,., kEM,p

etc. Then (1.7) may be written

(Au, ) — (u, A'0)
= {A%%p4u, po) + (A%Moyu, pow)
+ {A¥%u, p1,0).

By a sesquilinear form on HYE) X H*(E) we understand an
expression (1.12) where the Q; are of order < t and the P,
are of order < s, 1t is associated with A when (1.13) holds.
One finds that for such forms,

(1.18) (Au, ¢) = a(u, ¢) + <A u, pow>
+ {ZLeolty pos¥>

forall ue H'(E), v € H'(E); where & can be any s X t-sys-
tem of differential operators in E|p, of type

(— , —r+1+4 ])jeM.,,,keMo,-

Note that A% is a quadratic submatrix of @, its second
diagonal being contained in the second diagonal of @; so
it is invertible if and only if T' is non-characteristic for A.
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1.3. Triangular differential operators.

In this section we study a class of differential operators that
are fundamental in our treatment of boundary conditions.

Let N be a finite subset of N u {0}, the non-negative
integers; the number of elements in N 1s denoted |N|. For
each j e N there are given two hermitian vector bundles F
and E; over I', F; of fiber dimension p; > 0 and E; of
fiber dimension ¢; > 0. (We shall use some elementary facts
about vector bundles, for which we refer e.g. to Atiyah [3].)
For each pair {j, k} € N X N there is given a differential
operator B;, from E, into F;, of order j — k; the conven-
tion that differential operators of negative order are zero is
used throughout; of course By, is also zeroif p; or ¢, is 0.
The Bj, form a matrix (or system) of differential operators

B= (Bjk)j,kéN

of type (— k, —J)j xex, 1.e. B iscontinuous from 11 H**E,)
to H H*~(F;) forall « e R. kEM

JEM
B is triangular, since By, =0 for j < k. We define its
diagonal part B, and its subtriangular part B, by

(1~19) - By= (sjkBjk)j.keNa B, =B — By;

a matrix will be said to be subtriangular when the diagonal
and all elements to one side of it are zero. The elements B,
in the diagonal are differential operators of order 0, so they
may, as previously remarked, be regarded as vector bundle
morphisms (from E, to F,); B, is also a morphism, from

&P E, into P F,.

keN kEN

Prorosition 1.9. — Assume that B, is surjective (so in
particular, p, < q., all ke N). Then the morphism

(1.20) Cs = Bi(BBY)™

is a right inverse of B,. Moreover, the differential operator

(1.21) C=C, 3 (—BC

k=0
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is a right inverse of B; it is a system C = (C); .ex of type
(— ky, — ])jxen, the Cj being differential operators from F,
into E;. In particular, B s surjective from [ H**(E,) to
IT H*(F)) for all «€R. keN

JEN

Proof. — The first statement follows from the corresponding
statement for vector spaces. (Since B, is a diagonal matrix,
one actually treats each B,, separately, and C, is a diagonal
matrix with C,, = B,k(B,B:k)™.) Now observe that B,C,

is a subtriangular differential operator in @ F;, since B,
JEN
1s subtriangular and C; is diagonal. Thus B,C, is nilpotent,

its |N| — th power being zero. Defining C by (1.21), we then
have

BC = (B, + B.)(C, — C,B,C, + C,B,C,B,C, — ---)
= Bdcd - BdCdB:Cd + BdCdB,CdB‘Cd —_——
+ B,C; — B,C,;B,C, + ---
=1,

since B,C; =1 (the identity in j@ Fj). Clearly C 1s a
€N

system of the described type; its continuity properties imply
the surjectiveness of B.

Lemma 1.10. — Assumptions of Proposition 1.9. For each
k € N, the kernel and image of the morphisms By, resp. B,

(1.22)  Z,=kerB,, and R,=imB,

are orthogonal subbundles of E,, of dimension ¢, — p, resp.
Px- Moreover,

(1.23) CpBy = Bii(BuBiuk) B = BiiCik = (CieBii)*,

and it is the orthogonal projection of E, onto R,; and I — CyB,,
is the orthogonal projection of E, onto Z,. Altogether,
CsB, = BiC} and is the orthogonal projection of @ E, onto
k€N
im B} = @ R, and I — C,B; us the orthogonal projection of
k€N
@ E, onto ker B, = P Z,.

kEN keN
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Proof. — Follows from the corresponding evident state-
ments for vector spaces. (I denotes the identity in varlous
spaces, its meaning should be clear from the context.)

When B, is surjective (so Bj 1is injective) it follows
from Proposition 1.9 that B* is injective with left inverse C*.
However, we do not have equality between CB and B*C*
since CB is lower triangular and B*C* is upper triangular

(unless of course (CB), = 0). We may define C = B*(BB*)1,
which does satisfy CB = B*C* in better analogy with
Lemma 1.10. But C will usually not be a differential operator

but a pseudo-differential operator, and not triangular, so we

prefer to work with C as right inverse of B. Note that the
IN|

subtriangular part of C s C— Cy;=C; X (— B,C,)*.
We introduce the spaces (for « e R): =

a—k— i
Z( e [ B *(E,)|By =0
(1.24) ¢ ,,IEIN "' ?
— U z4B
Ra € 1
wap B OB =(1—CB)II H *(E,);
. k€N
R(I — CB) = |J R¥(I — CB);
aER
(1.26) R¥B*) =B*[[H" 2(F,) R(B*) = |J R¥B*);
JEN GER
Z1 — B*C*) = Jp e [[ H*” F,|¢—C*B*<p~0§
JEN
(1.27) Z(1 — B*C*) = U Z%(I — B*C*).

aER

These definitions apply similarly to B, and C,, viewed
as differential operators. We also have, with the notation (1.22)

(128) 2B = ix [[ H™7F (2, 2B = 2 @ %),

k€N k€N

(1.29) R*Bi) =i [] H* ;(R,‘), R(Bj) = ix @’( [as) Rk),

kEN keN

where i; and ir denote the injections P Z, G @D E, resp.

kEN kEN

@ R.C @ E, (they may be omitted in less precise state-

k€N
ments).
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Lemma 1.11. — Assumptions of Proposition 1.9. For any
a€R,

(1.30) Z#B) = R+(I — CB), Z(B) = R(I — CB),

(1.31) R*B*) =Z#I1 — B*C*), R(B*) = Z(I — B*C*).

Proof. — When Be =0, ¢ = ¢ — CBo. When

¢ = (I —CB)y, Be =By —BCBy =By — By =0. This
proves (1.30).
When ¢ = B*{J,

(I — B*C*)e = B*{ — B*C*B*¢ = B*}) — B*) = 0.
When (I —B*C*)¢ =0, ¢ = B*(C*¢). This proves (1.31).

Lemma 1.12. — Assumptions of Proposition 1.9. 1 — CB,
and 14 C;B, are each others inverses. Moreover, for any « € R

(1.32) Z*B) = (I — CB,)Z*B,), Z(B) = (I — CB,)Z(B,).
(1 33) RG(B*) = (I + B:C:)RQ(BZ),
' R(B*) = (I 4 BICHR(BY).

Proof. — Since C,B, is subtriangular, I+ C;B, has the

inverse
IN|

I—CB,+ (CB)2—--=1—C,3 (—B,.C,)B,=1— CB,
k=0
cf. (1.21). Now

B,=B — B, =B — BCB, = B(I — CB,),
B= Bd -+ B, = Bd + BdCst = Bd(I + Cst),

from which (1.32) immediately follows. (1.33) follows from the
adjoint identities
Bi = (I —B{C*)B*,  B* = (I + B{C})B:.

Corﬁbining this lemma with (1.28) and (1.29) we see how
Z*(B) and R*{B*) may be « parametrized » by full Sobolev
spaces over bundles :

(1.34)  7e(B) = (I — CB)iy 3 H " 3(Z,),
(135)  R%(B*) = (I + B'Chin 3 H 3 (R,

kEN
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(similar statements for Z(B) and R(B*)), where (I — CB,)i;
and (I 4 B;C3)ir are injective differential operators. Note
that R*(B*) may also be parametrized by

a—j-L
(1.36) R#B*) =B* 3 H *(F)),
JEN
where B* is injective.
Surjectiveness of B does not in general imply surjectiveness
of B;. However, it does so in a special case :

Lemma 1.13. — Assume that F, = E, for all ke N. Then
if B is surjective from || H**(E,) to IINH“"'(EJ-) for some
JE

k€N
« € R, the diagonal part B, is an isomorphism (so B is

bijective for all «).
Proof. — We have
N={k, ..., k} (where 0 < Kk < --- < k).

For 1 < ¢ < p we denote by B? the submatrix of B,
(Bjw)j,keth ... kgt- Since B is lower triangular and surjective,
all the submatrices B? are surjective. In particular, B* = B, ,,
is a surjective morphism from E, to E,, thus an isomor-
phism. We proceed by induction: Assume that B¢ has
bijective diagonal part; by Proposition 1.9, B? 1s bijective.
Let ¢ = {0, ...,0,¢,} (¢ elements), ¢, € H=*(E, ). Since

B? 1s sur]ectlve, there ex1sts
9
¢? = {@iy - .-, 0.} € || H*™(E,),
r=1
for which B%? = ¢. But since B?! 1is injective,

CP"4="'=?kq—x=O'

Then ¢, = B, ., 9i,. This proves that B,, 1is a surjective
morphlsm from E, to E,, and thus b1]ect1ve So B? has
bijective diagonal part

Remark 1.14. — All calculations generalize immediately to
systems B, where the B, with j > k are pseudo-differen-
tial operators of orders j — k, but where we still have that
the B, are morphisms and the B; with j < k are zero.
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1.4. Normal boundary conditions.

We shall now define the boundary value problems to be
studied in Chapter 2: Let A and E be as in section 1.1. For
each jeM=1{0, ..., r— 1} there is given a hermitian
bundle F; over I' of dimension p; > 0. There is given a
matrix B = (By); ,em of differential operators B; from
Elr to F; of type (—k, —)jrem (as in section 1.3).
Then B defines the homogeneous boundary condition

(1.37) Bou =20
or, equivalently: ¥ Bjy.u=0 for all jeM. We shall

k<

study the boundary value problem
Au=f  Bpu=0,
or rather the realization Ay of A defined by
(1.38) Ap: utr— Au, D(As) = {u e H'(E)|Bou = 0}.

The systems of boundary conditions usually studied can be
put in the form (1.37); we have just grouped together the
conditions of the same normal order (like Seeley [12]) and
permitted the range space for each normal order j to be a
nontrivial bundle. Moreover, we have included zero bundles as
ranges (those where p; = 0) for convenience, so that we do
not have to distinguish between M and the set
J = {j|lp; > 0} that entered in the announcement of results
[7]. For elliptic A it is usually assumed that Y p, = mg;

we shall not assume that on beforehand. jeM
Derinition 1.15. — The boundary condition Beu =0
— or the differential operator B — will be said to be normal

when By = (3,Bj.);xem s a surjective vector bundle morphism.
(Then in particular p; < q for all je M.)

The definition is a vector bundle version of that of Seeley
[12] (cf. also Remark 2.2 below). It extends the wellknown
definition of Aronszajn and Milgram for scalar operators.
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Remark 1.16. — Let us compare the present definition of
normality with that of Geymonat [4, Definizione 2.2]. He
considers the case where A and B are matrices of scalar
differential operators (i.e., E and the F; are trivial bundles),
and his definition of normality requires that one can supple-
ment B with rg — Y p; rows to obtain a system

~

B = (Bj)jxem of ¢ X g-matrices, of type (—k, — J)jren
and with bijective diagonal part. In our framework this means
exactly that trivial bundles G; of dimension ¢ — p;(jeM) may
be found, together with morphisms Pj;: E|p — G;, such that
the morphisms B, =B, ® P;:Er—>F, ® G, are iso-
morphisms. In comparison, the present definition of normality
merely requires that the Bj; be surjective (which is satisfied
under Geymonat’s requirement); then if we let PY denote
the orthogonal projections of E|p onto Z; = kerBj, the
BY% =B, ® P% are isomorphisms of E|p onto F, ® Z,
for j € M. When both requirements are satisfied, P; defines
an isomorphism of Z; onto G;, for jeM. So, when E
and the F; aretrivial and the B;; are surjective, Geymonat’s
normality holds if and only if the Z; are trivial bundles. This
is a global condition that will not in general be satisfied for
surjective Bj. (Example: Let

Q_{(xl,x2,x3)eR3| T+ a3+ a3 < 1},

let E=Q X R?% andlet B; be the 1 X 3-matrix (z, 7, 25),
for (@, 25, 23) € ' = S, Then ker Bj; is the tangent bundle
of 52, which is nontrivial.) The present definition of normality
1s local and at the same time more general than Geymonat'’s.

The « Lions-Magenes theory » of Geymonat [4] can easily be
extended to the present normal boundary condition, on the
basis of the Green’s formula

(1.39) (Au, ¢) — (u, A’v) = <A(B°)1B%u, p¢)
= (Bou, pre(B**)2@*p0> ++ (Pu, pry(BO*)-1@*p0),

prr and prz; denoting the projections of @ (F; ® Z;) onto
EB F; resp. @ Z,.

jeMm



CHAPTER 2

WEAKLY SEMIBOUNDED REALIZATIONS
OF OPERATORS OF EVEN ORDER

2.1. Characterization of weak semiboundedness.

Throughout this chapter we assume (with the notations of
Chapter 1) :

Assumption 2.1. — A 1is an arbitrary C® differential
operator in E of order r = 2m, m integer > 0. Ap is the
realization defined by a normal boundary condition

(2.1) Bou = 0.

We shall study the problem of determining those B for
which Ajp satisfies the inequality

(2.2) Reef(Au, u) < clul?2, all u € D(Ag),

for some ¢ > 0, 6 € R. The inequality is always satisfied for
u e Cy(E), so depends essentially on the boundary condition
and the behaviour of A at the boundary. However, it will be
seen that it depends on the full operators B and A at T,
not just on part of (e.g. the principal part of) their symbol.
(2.2) 1s necessary (with 6 = =) for any of the « coerciveness
inequalities »

(23)  Re(Au, u) > elul? — olull, we D(Ay),
s € J0, m], or just semiboundedness

(2.4) Re (Au, u) > — ¢ |ul2, ue D(As).
These other properties will be treated in [8], under further
assumptions on A. We shall here concentrate on the special

aspects of (2.2), called weak semiboundedness for lack of a
better name.

Remark 2.2. — The assumption of normality is partly justi-
fied by the observation of Seeley [12] that for elliptic boundary
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value problems, Agmon’s necessary and sufficient condition
for the existence of a ray of minimal growth implies normality.
When e.g. (2.4) holds, there are many rays of minimal growth.
The investigations given below have led us to believe that,
at least when T' is noncharacteristic for A and Y p, = mg,

M
normality is also necessary for (2.2) (cf. Remark 2{31).

Since r = 2m, the notations of section 1.2 apply (cf. in
particular (1.8), (1.9)). We split B and its right inverse C
accordingly :

B 0

B= <B1° Bn)’ B% = (Bi)jems, reme;
Coe 0

€= <Cl° C“)’ C% = (Cp)sems, ewes

where B and C°* are zero since j < k in M, X M,.
Note that C° and C'' are the right inverses by Proposition
1.9 to B resp. B'l. The boundary condition (2.1) may now
be formulated as

(2.5) Byu = 0, Boyy 4 Bllvu = 0.
It is wellknown that p 1is surjective from H?*"(E) onto
m—k—L
11 H" ™ 2(E|yr). We therefore have two other formulations

k
of (2.5) (recall notations (1.24), (1.25)) :

Lemma 2.3. — A section ue H*™(E) is in D(As) if and
only if {yu, vu} satisfies either of the equivalent conditions

(1), (1)
(1) yu € Z2™(B), vu + C1Byy € Z2"(B1);
(1) yu e R#(I — Co°B%), vu +4 C1B'°yu € R*"(I — C1'B%).
Proof. — (1) is equivalent with (2.5) since B1(C* = I.
(11) is equivalent with (i) by Lemma 1.11.

We shall now prove the fundamental result

Taeorem 2.4. — Let A be a differential operator in E of
order 2m, and Ay the realization defined by a normal boundary



WEAKLY SEMIBOUNDED BOUNDARY PROBLEMS 165

condition (2.5). The following statements (1)-(iv) are equivalent :
(1) There exist 6 e R, ¢ > 0 such that

Re e%(Au, u) < clu|2, all  we D(As)

(i.e., Ap is weakly semibounded).
(1) The following identity holds

(2,6) (I — C°°B°°)*a°1(1 . Can) = 0.

(1) There exists a sesquilinear form ap(u, ¢) on H"(E)
assoctated with A, such that

(2.7 (Au, ¢) = as(u, ¢), all u, ¢ € D(Aj).
(iv) There exists ¢ > 0 such that
(2.8) [(Au, o)l < clulaloln  all  w, v € D(Ay).

Proof. — Clearly (1) = (iv) = (1), since ag(u, ¢) 1is
continuous on H™E) X H"(E). We shall now show that
(1) = (11). Let a(u, ¢) be any sesquilinear form on H"(E)
associated with A. Then

(2.9) (Au, 9) = a(u, v) + <A%u, y¢> + { Lyu, yo>

for some & of type (—k, — 2m + 1 + j);cem, cf. Lemma
1.4. By Lemma 2.3 we have

yu = (I — C2B%®)q,,

(210) yu = (I —_ CllBll)q)l —_ CHBIO'YU/,

where {@g, ¢} runs through

1

[T B3 @) x 1 57,

k€M, €M,
This gives by insertion

(2.41) <@y, yo) = (AO(I — CI'B1)g,, yo)
~ (@OC1B0yu, yo,

where also @®C1B s of type (—k, —2m + 1 + );1em,

Then a(u, ¢), {Fyu, y¢) and <(ACH1BPyy, yo)> are all

continuous on H"(E) X H™(E), so that (i) is equivalent with
11
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the existence of 6 e R, ¢; > 0 for which

(2.12)
Re e®¢@ (1 — C1B%)g,, yud < cyful2, all ue D(Ay).

We now observe that for we Cy(E), u + w e D(Ag) and
Y(u + w) = yu; v(u + w) = vu. Then (2.12) implies

Re ef¢@(I — C11B1)g,, yu) < ¢; inf [u + w|2
(213) . w € G§°(E)
<ecp Y lviul®_, 1, all uweD(Ap)
k€ Mo 2
by a well known theorem (cf. e.g. [11]). Inserting
yu = (I — C°B%)¢, and using the continuity of I — C°0Bo0
we conclude from (2.13) '

Re ei0<a01(1 — C11B11)<P1’ (I — C°°B°°)cp0>
= Re &¥((I — C00B%)*@ (I — CUB1)g,, ¢,>

< ¢ 2 H‘Poxc":‘_k

_1
k €Mo 2

valid for all the pairs {9,, ¢,}. That can only hold if
(I —_ COOBOO)*aOl(I — CllBll) — 0.

Finally we show that (i) =~ (iii). When (i1) holds, we have
by (2.9), (2.11), using that also y¢ € R2"(I — C°°B),

(Au, ¢) = a(u, v) + (& — ACI1BYO)yu, yv¢),

for u, ¢ € D(Ag). By Proposition 1.6 there exists a sesquilinear
form s(u,¢) on H™(E) satisfying

s(u, v) = (& — ANC1BY0)yu, yo», for u,¢ e HYE).
Let ap(u, ¢) = a(u, v) + s(u, ¢). Then ag(u, ¢) satisfies (ii1).
This completes the proof of the theorem.

Remark 2.5. — In the proof that (i1) implies (ii1) we have in
fact constructed ap such that (2.7) (and thus also (2.8))
1s valid for all u e D(As), all ¢ e HYE) with By = 0.

Remark 2.6. — A somewhat analogous theory can be set
up for operators A of arbitrary order r, connecting the
inequality (for an integer ¢ e [0, r])

[(Au, o)l < clul o]

with sesquilinear forms on HYE) X H{(E), cf. Remark 1.8.
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Remark 2.7. — It 1s also easy to prove without use of (1ii)
that (i) implies (i). The equivalence of (i), (ii) and (iv) extends
to the case where the B;, with j > k are replaced by pseudo-
differential operators Bj from E|p to F; of order j —k
(cf. Remark 1.14).

2.2. Discussion of (2.6).

We shall now look more closely at what (2.6) stands for.

Lemma 2.8. — The identity (2.6) vs equivalent with each of
the following statements (2.15)-(2.18)

(2.15) Z(B) = Z((1 — CooBoo)*@or);
(2.16) QMZ(BU) < R(BYO*);

(2.47) (I — CUBU)*@o1*(] — CooB%) = ();
(2.18) @*Z(Bw) < R(BU1*).

Proof. — (2.6) may be written
ANR(I — CUBY) < Z((I — CooBoo)*)

which is equivalent with (2.15) and (2.16) by Lemma 1.11.
(2.6) is equivalent with its adjoint equation (2.17), and thus
with (2.18) by Lemma 1.11.

Remark 2.9. — Because of the continuity properties of the
operators involved, each of the inclusions (2.15), (2.16) and
(2.18) 1s equivalent with the inclusion between the spaces

a—kL
intersected with NMH™ "2 (E|r), any o €R (the spaces
Z2(...), R¥(...) in (1.24)-(1.27)). Similar statements hold for

the following results.

For any normal boundary condition we shall define the
operator :

(2.19) Q = (I — CooBoo)*@ (I — C11B1),
it is an m X m-system of differential operators in E|p, of
type (—k, —2m + 1+ j)jem rens Just like @°; in par-

ticular it has zeroes below the second diagonal. Define the
second-diagonal parts

Qd = (81, 2m—1—kQ/k)jeM,,keM.,
ag1 = (Sj,2m—1—kajk)jEMo,keM4;
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they are vector bundle morphisms. It 1s easily seen that
(2200 Qo= (I — CHWBY)*a(I — CYBY).

Since Q = 0 implies Q, = 0, we get immediately

Lemma 2.10. — The udentity (2.6) implies the following
equivalent statements (2.21)-(2.24)

(2.21) (I — C¥B®)*AQ%(I — CuBY) = 0;

(2.22) Z(By) < Z((1 — C¥BY)*ag);

(2.23) AFZ(BE) = R(BP*);

(2.24) A*7Z(Bw) = R(B1*).

(2.21)-(2.24) actually express certain properties of the

bundle @ F; in relation to @ E|p. Let us make this explicit
Jem JjeM

in the case where @ is invertible, i.e. I' is noncharacte-
ristic for A:

Tueorem 2.11. — Assume that T' s noncharacteristic for A.
Then (2.6) implies that Z; = ker B;; is isomorphic to a sub-
bundle of Fipn_y-j, for all jeM. In particular,

(2.25) > p; = mq.
JeM
When furthermore Y, p; = mq, then
Jem
(2.26) Z(By) = (ag)R(BP*),
(2.27) Z(BY) = (ag*)*R(BE*),
and Z,>=F,,_,_; forall jeM.

Proof. — Since A% is skew-diagonal and invertible, (2.23)
may be written

Z(By) = (Agp-1-;, ) *R(Ban-1-j,2m-1-y), forall jeM,.
This is equivalent with the statement for bundles (cf. (1.22))
Z; < (Agn-1-15) " Ban-1-j, am—1-Fam-1-j,

where (Qgp-1-;;)*Bn-1-j 2m-1—; 18 an injective morphism.
This shows the first statement for je M,; for jeM, it
follows similarly from (2.24).
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Regarding dimensions, (2.23) and (2.24) imply
(228) X (¢g—p) < 2 pp X (g—p)< X pp
€M, JEMQ JjEM, EM(

respectively; both statements are equivalent with (2.25).
When equality holds in (2.28), (2.23) and (2.24) represent
inclusions between vector bundles of the same dimension,
these must be identities, so (2.26) and (2.27) hold.

Remark 2.12. — When T 1is characteristic for A, (2.6)
may be satisfied with Y p; < mg, and (2.6) is in a sense less
€M

restrictive on B. We refrain from a systematic treatment
here.

Also the inclusions in Lemma 2.8 can now be improved,

when 3 p,= mg, and T is noncharactenstic.
jem

Taeorem 2.13. — Assume that T' is noncharacteristic for A,
and that Z p; = mq. Then (2.6) is equivalent with each of the

statements (2 29)-(2.32)

(2.29) Z(B1) < (@) 1R(Bw*),
(2.30) Z(Bi1) = () 1R(BX?),
(2.31) Z(BY) > (@ IR(E)
(2.32) B11(@01)-1Bo0* — (.

Proof. — We have from Lemma 2.8 that (2.6) is equivalent
with (2.29). Clearly (2.31) and (2.32) are equivalent. Since (2.30)
implies (2.29) and (2.31), it remains to show that (2.29) implies
(2.30), and that (2.31) implies (2.30).

Assume (2.29). Since we are now dealing with differential
operators and not just morphisms, the dimension argument
in the previous proof is not directly applicable. We have
however, using Theorem 2.11 and Lemma 1.12

(2.33)
R(Boo#) =) aolz(Bn)
— am(l — C11B11> (Bn)
— aOI(I _ C11B1 )( m)——lR(Boo*)
= Q" (I — CUBL)(A%®)1(I — Be*Coo*)R(B*)
— (I+ K)R(B%*),
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where K 1is a subtriangular differential operatorin @ E|p,

k
thanks to the subtriangular character of B1 and B%»*.
Denoting R(B°*) by R, we have found

(2.34) R > (I+ K)R

Now K is a nilpotent operator on [] 2'(E|r). Moreover,
k € Mo

since I+ K maps R into R, K itself maps R into R.
Then (I 4+ K)|x has the inverse

Ilx — Kfn + (K|g)2 — -+ + (— K|g)",

so it maps R onto R, and the inclusion in (2.34) must be
the identity. Then also the inclusion in (2.33) is the identity,
and we have proved (2.30).

The proof that (2.31) implies (2.30) follows similarly from

Z(B1) > (Q%)-1R(Bow*)
— (@) (1 + Bo*Cio*)ew(1 + CEBIZ(BY)
= (I + K,)Z(B1).
CororrLary 2.14. — When T 1is noncharacteristic for A,

and Z pj = mq, then (2.6) s equivalent with each of the
statements (2.35)-(2.38)

(2.35) Z(B%) = (@Qo1*)-1R(Bi1*),
(2.36) Z(BY) = (Q0*)1R(BU*),
(2.37) Z(Bw) > (@01*)R(Bu*),
(2.38) Boo(@0*)-1Bu* — (),

Proof. — Follows from Theorem 2.13, using that the iden-
tities are pairwise equivalent (adjoint).

Theorem 2.4 together with Corollary 2.14 prove Theorem 1
in [7].

2.3. Existence and uniqueness of B! for given B,

For the case where I' 1s noncharacteristic for A, and
Z p; = mgq, we shall consider the problem of how B!® and
je

B11 may look, when B 1is given, and B shall satisfy (2.6).
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(The question on how B and B'® depend on B! is treated

similarly.)
We shall denote by I* the skew-unit matrix

0 ... 01
(2.39) p=|0 . 10
1 ... 00
indexed according to its use. Denote & E|p by E° and
k€M,
@ Elr by E. Given F*° = P F,, and B* going from E°
kEM, JEM,
to F°.
10 Emistence. — B! 1s required to have surjective diagonal
part and satisfy (cf. Theorem 2.13)
(2.40) Z(B'1) = (A1) 1R(Boo*).
Now we find by Lemmas 1.11-1.12
(2.41)

(@1) -1 R(B*) = (@91)71(I + BR*C)R(BY*)
= (@9)1(T + BR*CP*)Z((1 — CPBP)*)
= Z((1 — CPBY)(I — Bw*Co*)@on),

where (I — CPBY?)* =1 — C¥BY defines the orthogonal
projection of E° onto 7Z° = @ Z, (Z, = ker B, cf. Lemma

k € Mo
1.10), let us denote it pr. Then if we define

Fj=Zyn1-; for jeM,,

i.e. -Fl = jg%[ —Fj - IXZO With IX - (82m—1—j,k)jeM.,keM°§ and

Ell = X pI'zo(I — B?‘)*Coo*)am,

then B! is a differential operator from E! to F! of type
(—k, —])jrew, satisfying (2.40), and its diagonal part
Bl = X przQ% is surjective. Also

di F, di F))=

(R, )+ dm (8 F) = me
as required. B'® can be any differential operator from E®°
to F' of type (— k’ - j)je'M.,keM.,'
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20 Uniqueness. — Now let F! = @ F; and B!* and B4

satlsfylng (2.6) etc. be given. By Theorem 241, Fx=7Z,,.,
for jeM,, so F'= OF' for some dlagonal bijective mor-

phism ® = (®,); ,cy,. Moreover, we have Z(B1) = Z(B™).
Using the decomposition

2'(E') = Z(BY) 4 R(C) (direct sum),
written ¢ = ¢, + ¢,, we find that

Bn(p — Bn(cpo + ?1) — Bu(P1 — Buﬁuguq,l
— Bll—CnEu(p — @‘D_IBUCHEHCP
= O¥B!ig, for all ¢ € 2'(E1),

where ¥ = ®-1BU(C!M is a bijective differential operator of
type (— k, — J)jrem, iIn F'; by Lemma 1.13 it has bijective
diagonal part. Conversely, if ¥ 1is a bijective differential
operator in F!, then Z(®¥B!) = Z(B1).

So there 1s existence and uniqueness of B! up to isomor-
phisms. More precisely, we have found :

Tueorem 2.15. — Assume that T' s noncharacteristic for A,

and consider normal boundary conditions with Y p; = mgq.
JEM

EB F; and B® be given. Then the operators B'® and B,
for thh (2.6) 1s satisfied, are characterized by
1) @& F;= (D( & Z2,,,_1_,,), where ® = (D) en, 1S any
Jjem, kEM, .
diagonal vector bundle isomorphism.

(i1) B s any differential operator from kg?{ Elp to é%‘ F;
of type (— k, — j)sem, rem,: ’ rem

(iii) B! = O¥YBY, where ¥ is any differential operator in
D Zyp_1_x with bijective diagonal part, and

keM;
(2.42) Bit = IX pry(I — BR*Coo*)ao,

as defined above.
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2.4. The adjoint boundary condition.

We shall finally study the (formally) adjoint realization; it
represents a boundary condition that may be determined by
methods analogous to those of section 2.3. This leads to a
more illuminating criterion for weak semiboundedness. The de-
termination of the adjoint realization is independent of whether
A is of even or odd order, so for that part, the order will again
be denoted r.

Derinition 2.16. — The formally adjoint realization (As)’
of As 1is the operator sending ¢ into A'v, with domain

(2.43) D((As)") = {v € HY(E)|(Au, ¢) — (u, A’0) =0
for all u € D(As)}.

We shall now show that there exists a differential operator B’
so that (Ag)" is the realization of A’ determined by the
boundary condition B’pe = 0.

Prorosition 2.17. — D((Ag)’) = D(A's), where
(2.44) B’ = IX pry(I — BiC*)a&*
here pr; denotes the orthogonal projection of @ E|p onto
keM

EB Ly, and T1* = (83,_1-j4)jsem- B’ is a system (B}); sen

of differential operators Bj, from E|p to ZLop—y-j (for j, ke M),
of type (— k, — 1)j. kem. When T is noncharacteristic for A, B’
is normal.

Proof. — When u € D(As), pu runs through

Z/(B) = R(I — CB),
S0
(Au, 9) — (u, A'v) = <A(I — CB)e, p¢)
= {9, (I — CB)*A*p¢).
Thus

D((As)) = {v € H(E)|(I — CB)*a*pv = 0}
= {v e H'(E)|pv € Z((I — CB)*a*)}.
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Like in (2.41) we find

Z((I — CB)*a*) = (a*)7'R(B*) = (a*)*(I 4 B;C})R"(B})
= Z/(1 — C,BY*(I — BrC*)@*)
= 7:(B),

with B’ defined by (2.44), since (1 — C,;B,)* =1 — C,B,
1s the orthogonal projectionof @ E|r onto @ Z,, cf. Lemma
keM

k€M
1.10. (As in section 2.3 we insert IX to get the correct

type.) The diagonal part 1s B = I* pr, @}, which is
surjective when @ is invertible (i.e., when I' is noncharacte-
ristic).

Next, we consider the uniqueness question. Given a bundle
@ Fj and a normal system B’ = (B),); yew of differential
jeMm ~
operators Bj, from E|p to Fj, of type (—k, — ) rem
for which (Ap)" = A%. This means that

(2.45) /(B = 77(B’)

in view of Proposition 2.17. Now Z'(B) = R(I — C'B’),
so (2.45) implies o
B'(I1—C'B) =0.

In particular, the diagonal part must be zero, so we conclude
Z(B,) > R(I — G;B)) = Z(B)).

Assume in the rest of this proof that also B’ is normal; then
an analogous argument gives the opposite inclusion, so in
fact 3

Z(B,) = Z(B,).

This gives for the bundles :
@ Fj= @ (Elr e ker B)) = @ (E|r o ker Bj) = P Zyp-1-y,
jeMm jem jem jeMm

the range space for B’. So @ F;=® ( 43 Z2,,,_1_j) for some
JEM JEM

diagonal bijective morphism. It is finally seen from (2.45),

like in the proof of Theorem 2.15, that B’ = B'C'B’ where

B'C’ is a differential operator from @ Zy,_;_. to D F;
k€M iem
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with bijective diagonal part. We have proved

Tueorem 2.18. — Assume that B’, defined by (2.44), s

normal. A normal system B’ = (B},); ,ex of differential
operator Bj. from E|r to Fj, of type (—k, — j); vems
satisfies
D((As)’) = D(Af)
if and only if
(1) Fj=z Zyp—y—; for each jeM;

(ii) B’ = ¥B’, where ¥ is a bijective differential operator
from @ Lop-1-x t0 GB FJ) of type (— k, _])JkEM
Now let r=2m. We then have, with obvious notations,

*Mrpr O
(2.47) [ 2
IX [ prza] X
I — Boo*coo* @00* am*
X [ Bll*cll*] [0101*
I prz.(I — Bn*cu*)aol*
S, 1% pra(I — Bgo*coo*)aw*]

(S; and S, not worth calculating). Thus, using Lemma 1.12,

(2.48) Z(B') = Z(IX pry(I — BL*Cu)@or)
= (@2*)1(] + BI*C*)Z(I — BR*Cit*)
= (@0*)1R(B!1*),

This formula is valid whether @%* is invertible or not, if we
by (@91*)-1 ynderstand the mapping of a set into its inverse
image by @°* . Connecting this with Lemma 2.8 (in particular
(2.18), cf. also Theorem 2.4), we find

Taeorem 2.19. — Ag s weakly semibounded (or, equiva-
lently, satisfies (2.6)) if and only if
(2.49) 72m(B00) < Zam(B'00),

that is, if and only if YD(As) = yD((As)’).

For the noncharacteristic case this has the consequence

Cororrary 2.20. — Let T' be noncharacteristic for A. If
Ag is weakly semibounded, then (Ag) s weakly semibounded
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if and only if ¥ p; = mq. When 2 p; = mgq, (2.6) is equi-
valent with /€M

(2.50) Z(B) = Z(B'®),
ie., yD(Ap) = yD(Aj).

Proof. — Let Ap be weakly semibounded. Then by Theo-
rem 2.11, 3 p;, > mq. When Y p; > mgq, the fiber dimen-
jeM jeM

sion of the range space for B’ 1s

2 (¢ = Pam-1-;) = 2mg — 3 p, < my,
JjeM kEM
so, by Theorem 2.11, Aj cannot be weakly semibounded.

Now assume Z pj = mq. Then by Theorem 2.13 and

(2.48), (2 6) 1s equ1valent with (2.50). Since (Ag) = Ap, and
(2.50) s symmetric in {A, B} and {A’, B’}, (2.50) must also

be necessary and sufficient for the weak semiboundedness

of Agp.
Remark 2.21. — It was shown in [6, Theorem 3.4] for the

case where A is elliptic, that also for general realizations A
of A, yD(A)  yD(A*) (closure in [[ H-*2(E|p)) is

k€M,
necessary for weak semiboundedness (the above proof was
inspired from that theory). This is the reason for our conjecture
that normality is necessary under much more general circums-
tances than those accounted for in Remark 2.2; for the lack
of normality tends to enlarge Z(B®) and diminish yD((As)").




CHAPTER 3

SYSTEMS OF TYPE (m, —

:)s, t=1,...,9°

3.1. Green’s formulae.

In this chapter we describe how the results of Chapters 1
and 2 extend to systems A that are of « mixed order », and of
a symmetric type.

Let {m,, ..., m;} be a set of nonnegative integers, and let
A = (A,); =1,..,, beagq X ¢g-matrix of differential operators
on Q, of type (m, — m,), t=1,...q; 1€, Ay 1is of order
m, + m,. Among the systems of this type are the strongly
elliptic systems, cf. [2]. Denote

(3.1)

N={1,...,q}, m=maxm, m=m + --- + m,
teN
and assume m > 0.

For such systems one usually studies boundary conditions
of the following kind: There is given a set of p integers
{#1, ..., #p} and a p X g-matrix of differential operators
B = (gst)szl,...,p:t:l,...,q on Q7 of type

(mn [“':)x:l, v pit=1,..., q;

it defines the boundary value problem (3.2)-(3.3)
q9
(32) Au=f, 1e, XAu=f s=1...,¢;
t=1

q
(3.3) YoBu =0, 1e, N vBu=0 s=1,...,p;

t=1

here = {fi, e fihu={u, ..., ul.
(3.3) determines a realization Ag by

Ag:ur— Au, D(Ap) =§u e [T H"*™(Q)|y,Bu = Og.

teN
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We shall say that Ag is weakly semibounded if there exist
¢ > 0,6 e R such that

Re e¥(Au, u) < c Y | AL for all u e D(Ay);
teN
like in Chapter 2, the inequality depends only on A and £
at I', but involves the exact operators, not just for instance
principal symbols. When A is elliptic, one usually assumes
p = m; we do not assume that on beforehand.

If for some s, m; — pu, < 0 for all ¢, then the terms 4,
q

are all zero, so Y v,#,u, = 0 1s trivially satisfied; we can
t=1
therefore assume that p, < maxm,=m for all s. We
shall furthermore assume that the u, are > — m + 1,
hereby we exclude boundary conditions of very high order,
just like boundary conditions of order > 2m were excluded
in Chapter 2. Our boundary conditions still include those
that arize in connection with sesquilinear forms as in Guedes
de Figueiredo [9].
To apply our techniques we shall set up a Green’s formula
and reformulate (3.3), such that differential operators on T
of the same order are grouped together.

Let {s, t} e N X N. We have by Lemma 1.2 for u,
¢, € C*(Q)

m +m,—1
[Ist = ](Astuh ‘).v) - (uty Ai‘t”s) = . kE < c‘tstj’k’Yk'un Yj’vs>7
J' k'=0

where @, is of order m; +m —j —k — 1. Set
j=j] —m;+m and k=K — m + m, and set

astjk =

st, j+mg—m, k+mi—m
for

je{—m,+m, ..., 2m — 1}
and

ke{—m+m, ..., 2m — 1},

where we put &s,jk =0 for j>2m+m or k> m+ m
Then @,y 1s of order

m,+m— (j+m—m)— (k+m—m)—1
=2m—j]—k—1
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for all j, k. (Here, for j > m;+ m or k > m;,+ m, the
order 1s negative in accordance with éixtjk = 0. We have

actually just augmented the usual boundary matrix by some
zero rows and columns.) Now

2m—1 2m—1

I‘t = 2 k 2 <&ﬂkak+mt—mub Yj+m,—m‘)s>°
J=—mgs+m =—m‘+m
For u,¢ e Y C*(Q) one has
teN
(3.4) (Au, ¢) — (u, A'v) = % 1,

s, teN

and we shall now regroup the terms in Y I, Define as
usual S tex

(35 M={0,...,2m—1}, My=1{0,...,m — 1},
M,={m, ..., 2m — 1}.

For each ke M, define
(3.6) N,={teNk+ m — m > 0},
and denote |N,| = ¢,. Clearly,

37) & # Ny oo @ Nyy © N, =Ny
— . =Ny = N,

using that N, = {{{m, > 0} = N (and all N, equal N if
and only if all m, equal m as in Chapter 2). Note that

n = *** = Qan-1 = ¢. Moreover, it 1is easily seen that
(3.8) Qo+ -+ Y1 = m.
Denote the trivial bundles I' X [] C by E,.
tENk

Now define for each {j, k} e M X M the N, X N, matrix
;. by
(3"9) djk = (('Ei’stjk>sENj, tEN, >

it is a differential operator from E, to E; of order
2m — j — k — 1. Altogether the &jk from a system

(3.10) . & = (éijk)j,ken
of type (— k, — 2m + 1 + J); sen-
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Introduce the vector valued trace operators B,, for ke M,
by
(3.11) Bru = {Yk-i—m,—muc}teN,,;
they are continuous and surjective from |[][ H*t"(Q) onto
teN

Ha+zm-k—%(Ek)’ for « +2m > k + —é—, respectively. Alto-

gether they form a vector (of vectors) B:

(3.12) Bu = {Byu}rem
Actually, Pu consists of a rearrangement of the traces
{Youla Yilyy - -y Ymam-1U1; -5 YolUg Yilg - qu+m—1uq}9

and it has a total number of Y, (m, + m) = Y ¢, elements.

teN kEM
These are exactly all that enter in (3.4). It is thus reasonable
to call Bu the Cauchy data of u. We now find

2m—1 2m—1

2 Ist = Z ) Z 2 <astjkYk+m,—muh Yj+m'—mvs>
S, tEN S, tEN j=—m +m k=—m,+m
2m—1 2m—1

== Z 2 E 2 <a'stjlcYk+m,—mub Yj+m,—m0s>

J=0 k=0 sEN;tEN;

= Y <@uBu, B> = (ABu, Bo),

J» k€M

and have hereby proved Green’s formula

(3.13) (Au, ¢) — (u, A'v) = (@Bu, Bo),
it is valid for all u, ¢ € [ H™"(Q). (A similar formula
teN

holds when the functions wu, are replaced by sections in
bundles, we omit this aspect for simplicity.)

Let us now consider the case where I' is noncharacteristic
for A. This means that the N X N-matrix A°, whose
entries are the functions A, ., stemming from the decom-

m’+mt

positions A, = Y A, D, is bijective. The elements
- 1=0 )

@ 2n-1-; are N; X Ny, ,_jsubmatrices of A° so that
when the m, are not all equal, @ can never be invertible
(in view of (3.7), cf. also below). This 1s the main reason for

the trouble with setting up e.g. a Lions-Magenes theory for
boundary value problems for systems of mixed order. However,
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it 1s possible to treat a particular class of boundary value
problems, as indicated below.

Define (cf. (3.5))
(3.14) Bou = {Bku}kEMo’ Blu = {Bku}kem,
and note that B°z 1s a rearrangement of the Dirichlet data
{YolUsy -+ oy Ymem1U15 -+« Yolgs - - -5 Ymg-1Ug) s
Bouhas Y ¢, = m entries and B'u has mgq entries. With

keM, ~
the usual decomposition of @

&Z[qoo @o1
awe o0
(3.13) takes the form
(3.15) (Au, ¢) — (u, A'p) = (A%BOY, BO>
+ @0ty Bo0) + (AIBou, Blo).
Because of (3.7), the second diagonal in @9, resp. @29,

consists of N; X N-submatrices, resp. N X N,-submatrices,
of A°. Then we obtain, by application of Proposition 1.9 to

IX@% and to Ix(@10)* (cf. (2.39)):

]’ ad = (éi'jk)jeMs, kEM,>

Turorem 3.1. — When T is noncharacteristic for A, @
is surjective with a right inverse 2°' of type

(—2m + 1+ Fk, — j)]EM,, KEM,)
and @1 is injective with a left inverse 2'° of type
(— 2m ""I‘ 1 + k, - j)jEMo, KEM,*

It will be seen below that these properties suffice to gene-
ralize the results of Chapter 2 in a very satisfactory way.
Moreover, (3.15) may be viewed as a Green’s formula for some
special boundary operators, for Theorem 3.1 clearly implies

CoroLLARY 3.2. — Define » and x' by

xu = ANply
x'u = — @%@l — G00*p0y,

(3.16)
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Then we have for all u, v € [[ H™*™(Q)

(3.47) (Au, ¢) — (u, A'v) = (xu, po%) — {Bu, x'v),

where, if T s noncharacteristic for A, {B° x} and {B°, »'}
are surjective continuous mappings of [] H*m(Q) onto

1 « 1 N
I B %E,) x [[ H'2E,) for all « > — L.
keM,

KEM, 2

We shall call {p%u, xu} (resp. {B°w, x'u}) the reduced
Cauchy data of u with respect to A (resp. A’). (The @v-
term may of course be distributed in other ways). Boundary
conditions for A that can be expressed as normal conditions

on the reduced Cauchy data (i.e., « factor through @0 ») can
be treated much like those of Chapter 2; in particular one may
set up a Lions-Magenes theory (details will be given elsewhere).
Note that the Dirichlet operator B° belongs to this class.
One of the main theorems of this chapter (Theorem 3.11) will
be that the boundary conditions defining weakly semibounded
realizations are indeed conditions on the reduced Cauchy data.
A few more comments on this class are given in section 3.4.

We conclude this section by establishing the « halfways »
Green’s formulae. By a sesquilinear form on J] H™(Q) we
shall understand an integro-differential form ‘N

(3.18) a(u, 9) = 3% Y (Quw, Pyvy),

S, tEN €I (s)8)

where the Q, and P, are differential operators on Q of
order < my, resp. < m,, and the I(s, f) are finite index sets.
a(u, ¢) is defined and continuous on [[ H™(Q) x [] H™(Q),

) . teEN SEN
and it 1s associated with A if and only if

(3‘19) A'xt - 2 é"ﬁQt;l:,’ . all . S, te V.

i€I(st)

Applying Remark 1.8 to each A, and collecting the terms
one finds, just as in section 1.2

Taeorem 3.3. — When a(u, ¢) is a sesquilinear form on

I] H™(Q) associated with A, then for all ue [ H™(Q),

tEN tEN
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all v e[| H™(Q)

SEN ;
(3.20) (Au, ¢) = a(u, o) + <ci°161u, B> + (&R, BO%);

where & = (& )i wew, 15 a system of differential operators
from E, to E; of type (— k, —2m + 1 + j); rew,. Conver-
sely, for any such system & there exists a sesquilinear form
a(u, v) on || H™(Q), fitting together with A in (3.20).

teN

3.2. Normal boundary conditions;
weakly semibounded realizations.

We shall now reformulate (3.3). By (1.4) we have

m,—y's
YoRBully = X By, 1Y Uy
=0

where each 4%, , 1s a differential operator in I' of order
m, — u, — l. Letting k=1— m, + m, we can write

2m—1
Yo Rl = 2 B, ktmg—mY ktmg—mUt
k=—m;+m
where we have added on some zero terms (recall
—m< —yu, < m—1), and B, 1ym,-n 15 of order m —p, — k.
Introduce the index sets

L={1,...,p}, Liy={seljm—yp,=j} for jeM,

and denote |L;j = p;. Clearly, L equals the disjoint union
U L;, and Y p;=p. Denote the trivial bundles T' X [] G
JEM

jeMm SEL;

by F, (with F, being the zero bundle T' X {0} when
L; = @). For each {j, k} e M X M we now define the
p; X gy-matrix

Bjk == (gst, k+m,—m)s €L, tEN,

it is a differential operator from E, to F; of order j — k.
Altogether the Bj form a system B = (B,); .ex of type
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(— k, —J)jkem- With B as defined above, the boundary
condition (3.3) may then be written in the form

(3.21) Bpu = 0,

(or equivalently, 2 B;B8,u=0 forall je M)

Our consuleratlons in the following will be valid also when
the F; are nontrivial vectorbundles. From now on we study
boundary conditions (3 21) where B = (Bj);xem goes from
@D E, to EB F; and is of type (— k, — j);xeu, and the F;

keM
are any bundles over I' of dimension p; Definition 1.15
can now be generalized :

DerinvitioNn 3.4. — The boundary condition BBu =0 —
or the operator B — will be said to be normal when the diagonal
part B, = (3;B;);xen is a surjective morphism. (Then in
particular p; < q; for all je M).

Assume from now on that the boundary condition vs normal.
We split B in blocks as usual

B 0
(322) B=|g, Bn], B = (By)jen, rem,

and the considerations in section 1.3 now apply to B, B
and B'', which have the right inverses C, C% resp. C!1. (3.21)
may be written

(3.23) Bty =0, Btogoy + Bglu = 0.

Define Z*(B0) — gcp e J[ H* " ¥(E,)|B®s — 0!, etc., then
k€M,
Lemma 2.3 generalizes to the present case.

Tueorem 3.5. — Let B = (Bj);cen be a system of diffe-
rential operators from E, to F; of type (—k, —])jrem
defining a normal boundary condition BBu = 0. Let Ay be
the realization of A defined by

(3.26) Ap:ur—sAu, D(As) = fu e J] Hrvt(@)Bgu = 0],

teN
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The following statements (1)-(iv) are equivalent :
(1) There exist 6 e R, ¢ > 0 such that

(3.25) Ree(Au,u) < ¢ X lwls, all ueD(Ap)
teN

(v.e., Ap tis weakly semibounded).
(11) The following identity holds

(3.26) (I — Co0Boo)*@0 (I — C11B1) = (.

(iii) There exists a sesquilinear form as(u, ¢) on ] H™(Q)
assoctated with A, such that ten

(3.27) (Au, ¢) = as(u, v), all u, v € D(Ajp).
(iv) There exists ¢ > 0 such that

(3:38) [(Aw, )l < o 3 Tuld)F( 3 118,
A all u, v € D(As).

Proof. — With the notations introduced above, the proof
goes in complete analogy with the proof of Theorem 2.4
(y and v being replaced by B° and B!, A% replaced by
)

The Remarks 2.5 and 2.7 extend immediately to the present
case. Remark 2.6 extends as follows : For systems A = (A,)), ex
of type (my, — l,);;ex where {m,},ex and {l},ex are sets
of nonnegative integers, one can set up Green’s formulae
generalizing (3.15) and (3.20), just like the formulae in Re-
mark 1.8 generalize (1.11) and (1.14), and one can again define
Cauchy data for A and for A’, and normal boundary condi-
tions. Then the inequality

1
|(Au, )| < C(Z llutllﬁ.,) (2 "Vx“lz,) :
teN SEN
may be set in relation to sesquilinear forms on

[1 H(@) x [ H¥(Q),

teN SEN
generalizing Theorem 3.5. We refrain from details in order to
limit notations. [Not all systems of mixed order are of this
type.]

1
2
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3.3. Discussion of (3.26).

All the statements in sections 2.2 and 2.3, that do not depend
on whether @ is invertible, extend immediately. We shall
use the convention that when an operator S is not invertible,
St denotes the mapping sending sets into their inverse
images by S, 1.e. S is viewed as a relation.

Lemmas 2.8 and 2.10 thus generalize to

Lemma 3.6. — The identity (3.26) is equivalent with each of
the following statements

(3.29) Z(B1) = Z((1 — CooBoo)*@o1),
(3.30) Z(BY) < (@) R(B*),
(3.31) Z(B®) = (Q**)'R(B1*),
and it vmplies each of the equivalent statements
(3.32) Z(BY) < Z((1 — CyBY)*ay),
(3.33) Z(B}) = (A3 R(BP*),
(3.34) Z(BY) = (Ag*)*R(By*).

Here, the right sides in (3.29) and (3.30) are identical, by
Lemma 1.11. When (3.29) holds, we already have

Bloﬁou + Bllﬁlu — 0 <> Blu _l,_ CllBlOBOu e Z(Bll)

—s Blu + C1Bgoy e Z((I — Coo}goo)*&ol)

< (I — Coo}goo)*&mﬁlu + (I — CooBOO)*@mcuBloﬁou =0,
showing that our boundary condition tmplies a condition on
the reduced Cauchy data. A more precise statement will be
obtained in Theorem 3.11 below.

We shall now show how Theorems 2.11 and 2.13 may be
generalized.

Treorem 3.7. — Assume that T is noncharacteristic for A.
Then (3.26) implies that Z;=kerB;; is a subbundle of
(azm—l—j,j)—lB;m—l—ja 2m—1—jF2m—1-j for jeM, resp. is iso-
morphic to a subbundle of F,,_,_; for j € My. In particular,

(3.35) 2pz Y g [=m]

jem

k€M,
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When furthermore Y p,= 3 q,
J

(3.36) Z(BY) = (@9)R(By*),
(3.37) (By) = (A3*)R(By*);

so 7, = (QAom-1-4, )7 Bine1-j, 2m-1—j Fam1—; for jeM,, and
Zj = (aj 2m—1—j)_1 B;m—l—j, 2m-1—j F2m—1—j = F2m—1—j for e M,.

Proof. — When T is noncharacteristic, then A% is a
surjective morphism from. @ E, (of dimension mgq) to

k€M,

@ E; (of dimension Z qj), and @* is an injective mor-
JjEM,

phism in the other dlrectlon Then (3.33) resp. (3.34) imply the
first statement of the theorem; in particular we have for the
dimensions in (3.33) resp. (3.34)
(3:38) X (g—p)<mg— % ¢+ % P
J €M, JEM,

jeM,
(3.39) (g —p) < 2 P
JEM, JEM,
Each of these inequalities is equivalent with (3.35). Now
assume there is identity in (3.35) and thus in (3.38) and (3.39).
Then (3.33) resp. (3.34) are inclusions between vector bundles
of the same dimension, so they are identities, and we have

proved (3.36) and (3. 37)

To prove the analogue of Theorem 2.13 we shall first extend
some considerations from section 2.3. Denote, for ¢ = 0,1,

= P E,Z =@ Z, and F:= @ F,. Then I — C%Bw

keM; keM, . . keM, .
defines the orthogonal projection of E° onto Z°, denoteit prz.

ProrosiTion 3.8. — Define the system B = (B,) .ew, of
differential operators By, from E, into Zs,_,_; of type
(—hky — J)inen, by

3.40 Ell = X Tz I — B(;O*COO* &01,
p

its diagonal part 1% pr @8t is surjective when T is noncharac-
teristic for A. Then

(3.41) (@01 1R(B%*) = Z((I — CoB)*@) = Z(B1).
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Proof. — A direct generalization of the existence proof in
section 2.3.
Treorem 3.9. — Assume that T is noncharacteristic for A,

and that Y, p; = m. Then (3.26) is equivalent with each of the
jeM )
following Jstatements (3.42)-(3.44)

(3.42) Z(B4) < Z(Bu),
(3.43) Z(B1) = Z(Bn),
(3.44) . Z(B1) 5 Z(BY),

for B defined in Proposition 3.8.

Proof. — In view of (3.41) and Lemma 3.6, (3.26) is equi-
valent with (3.42). Since (3.43) implies (3.42) and (3.44), we
have to show (3.42) =~ (3.43), and (3.44) = (3.43). By use
of Theorem 3.7 we find, assuming (3.42),

(3.45) Z(BY) = (&)R(BP*)
= Z((I — C¥BP)ag) = Z(BY).

Then (3.42) implies, by use of Lemma 1.12,

Z(B) > Z(BH) = (I — C1BY) Z(BY)
= (I — CHBWZ(BY) = (I — CuBy)(I + CyBY)Z(Bu)
= (I + K)Z(B"),

where K is subtriangular. Now the argument in the proof
of Theorem 2.13 applies, showing that the inclusion must be
the 1dentity, and we have proved (3.43).

(3.44) 1mplies (3.43) in a similar way.

Part of Corollary 2.14 is immediately generalized (and the
remaining part will come out as a corollary at the end of sec-
tion 3.4) :

Cororrary 3.10. — Assumptions of Theorem 3.9. (3.26) is
equivalent with (3.46) and (3.47)

(3.46) Z(B%) < (@**)'R(B1*)
(3.47) Z(B%) = (&u1*)-1R(B1*),
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With Theorem 3.9 we can now show that weakly semiboun-
ded realizations represent boundary conditions on the reduced
Cauchy data.

Tueorem 3.11. — Assume that T' is noncharacteristic for A,
and that Ay 1is the realization of a normal boundary condition
(3.48) Bgu = 0,

with 3 py=m. If Ay is weakly semibounded, then there
existstMdiﬁerential operator B = (ﬁjk) jem, kem, from ké?“ o E,
to 1921. F;, of type (—2m 41+ k, — ])jew, e, and with
surjective second-diagonal part, such that

(3.49) B = Bu@o,
Hereby (3.48) is equivalent with

(3.50) Boogoy = 0, Bogoy, + Biixy = 0.

Proof. — By Theorem 3.9, we have

Z(BH) = Z(B);

moreover, we have by Theorem 3.7 that F* = ®IXZ°, with

IX = (3, am-1-1)jem, rem, and @ a diagonal vector bundle
isomorphism. Now

2'(EY) = Z(B1) + R(C1)
so that, using the argument in section 2.3,
(3.51) B1 = BuCuBu
= BUuCuIX pry, (I — Bgo*coo*)&ol = Bu@ot,
where B!l = BUCHIX pry(I — B®*C%*) is a differential
operator from E° to F!' of type

(— 2m + 1+ k, — 1)jEM‘, KEM,-
Note that

(3.52) B = @WIX pry(I — BR*Coo*),
where ¥ = ®-1B1(C!! is a bijective differential operator in

@D Zyp-1-x of type (— k, — j); kem, so that by Lemma 1.13

k€M,
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its diagonal part is a vector bundle isomorphism. Thus the
second-diagonal part of B!,

Bﬁl == (D‘P‘dlx Przo,
is a surjective morphism.

This proof not only gives the existence of B!, it also serves
to discuss the characterization of B!, when B is given

and B shall satisfy (3.26). For we then have by (3.51)-(3.52)
Bt — quB‘11;

and on the other hand, any such operator (with ® a diagonal
vector bundle isomorphism and ¥ a bijective differential
operator in @ Z,, ;. of type (— k, — j)jxem,) satisfies

keM,
Z(BY1) = Z(B'1). So Theorem 2.15 carries over word for
word.

Taeorem 3.12. — The complete analogue of Theorem 2.15
holds.

3.4. The adjoint boundary condition.

Define the formally adjoint realization (Ajg)’ as the ope-
rator sending ¢ into A’¢ and with domain

(3.53) D((As)) = gv € 'I;[N H™+™(Q)|(Au, ¢) — (u, A’¢) =0
for all u e D(As)}.
Like in section 2.4, we easily find that
D((Ag)) = gv € tl;L H+m(Q)|(I — CB)*@*g¢y = O%

so defining

(3.54) B’ = IX pry(I — BXC*)@*
we have
(3.55) D((As)") = D(As).

However, B’ need not be normal; in fact (cf. (2.47))

B = [g:: B(')u]'
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where
B0 — [X pry(I — Bu*Ci*)@ot*;
Bt = X prg(I — BR*Coo*)q10%

where we can only be sure that B’'! has surjective diagonal
part (when T' is noncharacteristic), cf. Theorem 3.1. But we
have in any case, as in section 2.4

Z(B'o0) = Z((I — CllBll)*&Ol*) — (&01*)-—1R(B11*>’
which can be applied to Lemma 3.6 and Corollary 3.10, giving

Prorosition 3.13. — Ay is weakly semibounded if and only
tof

(3.56) 72m(Be0) < Z2m(B'o),
that s, if and only if B°D(As) < B°D(Ay). When T s non-

characteristic and Y, p; = m, (3.56) is equivalent with
JeM

(3.57) 72m(B00) = Z2m(B'00),

i.e., P°D(Ag) = B°D(As).

Now Ap and Ajp are no longer analogous, so the trick
of Corollary 2.20 cannot be applied to prove weak semiboun-
dedness of Aj,. (Computations seem unmanageable.) We
shall circumvent this by using that we are in fact dealing with
boundary conditions on the reduced Cauchy data {p°u, xu}
(boundary conditions where B! factors through @°!), in
view of Theorem 3.11. For such conditions, it is easy to repeat

the whole theory in a simpler version based on the Green’s
formula

(Au, v) = a(u, ¢) + {(xu, B%) + (FB%, B%),
cf. (3.20). This gives

Tueorewm 3.14. — Assume that T' is noncharacteristic for A.
Let Ag be the realization defined by a boundary condition
(3.58) Boogoy, = (0, Bpoy ++ Bllxuy =0,

where the differential operators B®, B and B! go from
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@ E, to & F, @ F, and jEB F; (respectively), and are
€M,

k€M, JEM, jeMy i

of types (—k, = —jlremy (=k —j)em rewm, ~and
(—2m + 14k, — ])jem, rem, (respectively). Assume that the
boundary condition is normal in the sense that the diagonal part

B%® and the second-diagonal part BY are surjective morphisms,

and assume that Y, p; = m. Let 1XC'1 denote the right inverse
jeMm

of BUIX according to Proposition 1.9. Then Ay is weakly
semibounded if and only if each of the following equivalent
conditions hold :

(3.59) (I — CooBoo)*(T — Gy = 0;
(3.60) Z(B1) = R(B**);
(3.61) Z(B) > R(B**);
(3.62) Bupe* — 0;

(3.63) Z(B®) = R(B1*);
(3.64) Z(B®) = R(B'*);

(3.65) Z(B®) > R(B1*).

It is used in the proof that (3.58) is equivalent with

B%u € R(I — CooB0);
xu + C11Bogey € R(I — CuB1).

By Green’s formula (3.17) :
(Au, ) — (u, A'v) = {xu, B%) — {Bou, x'¢)

(3.66)

we now see, using (3.66), that ¢ € D((As)’) if and only if

0= ((I— ('j11]'3u)(?1 — (~]“B1°(I — CoB%)g,, B
— (I — C%B®)gy, xv)

for all smooth ¢, ¢,, i.e.if and only if

(1 — (’jan)tﬂo‘, =0
(I — CooBoo)*Bro*(11*go, - (I — CO0B00)*y 'y = (),

This may be reformulated by the usual technique to a normal
boundary condition

(3.67)  Bloogop =0,  Briogop - Buy’py =,
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where B0 B10 and Bt go from @ E, to F°, F* and F*

k€Mo -
(respectively), of types as in Theorem 3.14, B’ and B'1
having surjective diagonal resp. second-diagonal part; here

@ ker B2m—1—j j and F]' @ ker B2m-—l—j am—1—j* SO

(AB) A.ﬁ, the realization of A’ "defined by the boundary
condition (3.67). Moreover, Ay is the formally adjoint
realization to Aj in the analogous way. Observing that

Zem(B/%0) = gD((Ag)) = Zon((I — CB)*) = Rem(Bus),
we may write (3.64) as
(3.68) 72m(B%) = sz<]’3foo);

and since Ay and (Ap) = Aj now enter in a symmetric
way, we can conclude that (3.68) must also imply weak semi-
boundedness of (Ap)’. So we have proved

Tueorem 3.15. — When T' is noncharacteristic for A and
Z p;=Tm, then Ap is weakly semibounded if and only if
(AB) is weakly semibounded.

The formulation analogous to Corollary 2.20 is also valid.
Let us finally note that the adjoint equation to (3.62),

(3.69) BooBu* —= 0,
and its equivalent statement
(3.70) Z(B%) > R(Bu*),

provide the analogues of the last two statements in Corollary
2.14: When B! =Bu@% as in Theorem 3.11, then
Bi* — @9*Bu* where A%* is invertible, so (3.70) and
(3.69) are equivalent with

(3.71) Z(B®) > (@n*)*R(B1*),
resp.,
(3.72) Boo(@01*)-1B11* — (),

the perhaps simplest version of (3.26). Corollary 3.10 can now
be completed with (3.71) and (3.72).
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