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Abstract

Bitsadze-Samarskii nonlocal boundary value problem for the second order two-
dimensional elliptic equation is considered. The variational formulation of this problem
is stated. The necessary and sufficient condition, indicating when the function mini-
mizing the specially constructing parametrical functional is a solution of the considered
problem, is given.
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1 Introduction

In the known work of A. Bitsadze and A. Samarskii [1], new mathematical
problems with nonlocal boundary conditions are stated and studied. Nu-
merous scientific papers deal with the investigation and numerical solution
of problems considered in [1] and its modifications and generalizations (see,
e.g. [2]-[10] and references therein).

In this article variational formulation of the Bitsadze-Samarskii nonlo-
cal boundary value problem for the second order two-dimensional elliptic
equation in the rectangle is considered. The problem has the following form
[1]: find the function u(x,y) € C?)(G) N C(G) satisfying the conditions:

Au= _a% [’f(ff)émg;’y)] - aay [p(y)&t(;;m] +

—i—q(y)u(:v,y) = f(iU,y), (%y) € G, (1)

u(z,y) lr =0, u(z,y) }ng = u(z,y) |F0 )



AMIM Vol.13 No.1, 2008 T. Jangveladze, G. Lobjanidze

where G = {(z,y) | —a <2 <0, 0 <y <b} isthe rectangle, a and b are
the given positive constants, I'y is the intersection of the line x = ¢ with the
set G = GUOG (9G is a boundary of G), I' = 9G\I'g. We assume that:

fla,y) € C(G), k(z)eCW[-a, 0], K(0)=0,
0< ko <k(z) <Ko ply)e C(” [0,b], 0<po<py),
q(y) € C[0, 0], q(y) = 0.

Let us denote by D(G) the lineal of all real functions v(x,y) satisfying
the following conditions:

1. v(x,y) is defined almost everywhere on G'\I'g and the boundary value
v(0,y) is defined almost everywhere on T'y;

2. v(z,y) € La(G), v(0,y) € L2(0,d).

We note that the definition of the function v(z,y) € D(G) means the
definition of the pair (v(x,y), v(0,)), (z,y) € G\I'o, y € [0,b]. Two func-
tions vy (z,y) and va(x,y) are assumed as the same element of D(G) if
v1(z,y) = va2(x,y) almost everywhere on G\I'g and v1(0,y) = v2(0,%) al-
most everywhere on [0, b].

Let us define on D(G) the operator of symmetrical extension 7 as follows

ol g) = { v(z.y). (,9)

G,
—v(=z,9) + 20(0,), (z,9) €Q,

m Mm

where Q = { (z,y) |0 <2z <&, 0 <y <b}. Let us note that the operator 7
associates to every function v(z, y) of the lineal D(G) the function v(x,y) =
7v(x,y). This function is defined almost everywhere on G U @ in such a
way that the function v(x,y) — v(0,y) is the odd function with respect to
the variable = almost everywhere on [—¢, ] for the almost all y € [0, b].
Let us also introduce on D(G) the operator of even extension A as

follows
_ [ u(zy), (zy) G,
Av(x,y B { U(_Ivy)’ ( ) € Q

It is clear that the function v(z,y) = Av(zx,y) is the even function with
respect to the variable x almost everywhere on [—¢&, £] for the almost all
y € [0,0].

For two arbitrary functions v(x,y) and w(z,y) from the lineal D(G) we
define the scalar product

_ /b j o / )i, y)dsdady.
0 ¢

—a

—
DO
~—
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After the introduction of the scalar product (2) the lineal D(G) becomes
the pre-Hilbert space, which we denote by H(G). The norm originated from
the scalar product (2) in H(G) we denote by |- 5

v]f3; = // / (s,y) dsdady.

Theorem 1. The norm |-|| defined on the lineal H(G) by the formula

loll* = o(z, )1y + 100970

is equivalent to the norm ||| ;.
Proof. It is sufficient to note that

b £ =z b & =z
1 1 -
[ ] [emasisay <ol < [ [ [ pdsdody
K() kO
0 —¢—a 0 —§—a

and use the Theorem 1.1 from [8].

Consequence. H(G) is the Hilbert space.

Let the area of definition of the operator A is the lineal D4(G) of
the functions from the space H(G), for the elements v(x,y) of which the
following conditions are fulfilled:

1. v(z,y) € CA(G), Z4(0,y)=0, Vyel0,b];

2. U(xay) ‘F =0, U($7y) |F_5 - v(x,y) |F0 :

Theorem 2. The lineal DA(G) is dense in the space H(G).

The proof of the Theorem 2 is given in [8].

Hence, the operator A acts from the lineal D4(G) dense in the space
H(G) to the space H(G).

Lemma 1. For an arbitrary function v(z,y) of the lineal DA(G) the
following identities are valid:

A e N
o [ 2] = 2 o (@)
a(y)v(z,y) = aly) ¥z, ). (5)

e identities (3)-(5) are trivial. Let us

T
Proof. For the case (z,y) € G th
(3)-(5) for the case (z,y) € Q. We have:

verify validity of the identities

o7
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v(—x v v
__9 [k(—g;)a(ax’y)} + 214:’(0)296(0, y) + 2k(0)g$2(07 y) =

2 {k(_x)a[—v(—x,y) —|—2v(0,y)]} 90 [l—ﬂ(m)(‘)v(m’,y)] |

ox Ox ox

= o [p(y)av(;’y)} + 282 (ng) (0,9) =

=% [p(y)av(gj’y)] + aay [2p(y) (%(6(;, y)] -

- aay {p(y);y [—v(—z,y) + QU(O,y)]} = ;y [p(y)%(;y’y)} :
a(w)o(x,y) = —a)o(—2.) + 2a(u)v(0,) = g(y) ¥(x.y).

Lemma 2. For two arbitrary functions v(z,y) and w(z,y) of the lineal
D 4(G) we have

S
dv(z,y) - _
/ o w(z,y)de =0, Yy € [0,0].
—£

The proof of the Lemma 2 is also given in [8]

Lemma 3. The operator A is symmetric on the lineal Da(G).
Proof. We have:

[Av, w] —/l)/glg(lﬂ/z}(s,y)@(s,y)dsdxdy—
0

b £ x . ~
e & omn]

S

+/l_€(8) (%(;’y) 6w§i’y)ds] dxdy—
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[p(y) 65((92 y)} w(s,y)dydsdr+

+/b/£1/xq(y)5(s y) w(s, y)dsdrdy =
0 0

L / k(s) 0v(s,9) 00(:Y) 1 1oy +
O0s
0

1/p(y)3v(8,y) ouw(s,y) dsdzdy+
0 ay

+
o .
—
g
ok
o,

2

N

\_/

’u?

S

A

CIJ

N

S~—

QL

V)

QU

8

QL

N

I

LN

i

J‘n\m
?T‘\
B
O\g
|—|
G
CIJ
@
D
=k
|
<
~—

+q(y)v(s, y)@(s,y)] dsdzxdy = [Aw,v] = [v, Aw] .

Theorem 3. The operatorA is positively defined on the lineal D4(G).
Proof. We have

T

2
/(8” i y)) dsdzdy+
< Y > dsdxdy.

The following Poincare-Friedrichs type inequalities take place [8]:

[Av, v] Zﬁ
0

\m

axy
—
=2}
~

0
0

/
=]

M@
o\@
St~

b & «x 9 b & « o5 9
/// 2(s,y)dsdzdy < (E+a) /// 9u(s,9) dsdzdy, (7)
2 Os
0 —¢£—a 0 —¢—a
b & =z 9
///v2 s,y)dsdxdy < ///< ay’y ) dsdxdy. (8)
0 —¢—a
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Taking into account (7) and (8) from (6) we receive

k 2 2
[Av,v] > (K% E1a? —1—2.1)2) [v,v].

So, the proof of theorem 3 is over.

We have thereby obtained a standard situation: A is a positively defined
operator on the lineal D4(G), which is dense in the Hilbert space H(G).
We follow the well-known scheme [11]. Let us consider the problem of
minimization of following quadratic parametrical functional

// /[ () +p(y)<eﬁéz,w>2+ o)
a7 6,9) — 2B(5,0) s y)| dsdady.

where the function ®(z,y) € H(G) is defined by the following form

_ f(way>7 (ac,y) € G\Fo,
Bey) = { foly),  (z,y) € To.

For every function fy(y) € L2(0,b) there exists a unique function in the
energetic space H4(G), which minimizes the quadratical functional J(v).
The space H4(G) consists of all elements of the Sobolev space W, (G) which
satisfies boundary conditions of the problem (1).

After some transformations, functional (9) may be rewritten in the fol-

lowing form
J (52 oo (52"
2

= 2f(z,y)v(z,y)] dody—

o2z, )
2
p(y) (‘W} T q)e?(0,y) - 2fo<y>v<o,y>] dy—

0 . b
J(v) = 2{1@)(}/

+ q(y)v-(z

b 0 ] Oa
v )
[ 200 L e
0 —£ T

""\o
>
@\~
H\O
2D
@
Q‘
@
IS8
T
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Suppose that u(x,y) is a solution of problem (1). Let us introduce the
notation

ools) =~ [mw%ﬂﬂ T aly)ul0.y).

Theorem 4. The function v(x,y) which minimizes the functional (10),
is a solution of problem (1) if and only if the following condition is fulfilled

o [P0 5|+ awe0.9) = ). (1)

Proof. At first let us proof sufficiency of the equality (11). Let fo(y)
be such that minimization function v(z,y) of the functional (10) satisfies
condition (11). Let us show that function v(z,y) is the solution of problem
(1). The variation of a functional J(v) for all functions h(z,y) € Ha(G)
has the form:

5.7 (v) /k‘éi/b/o[ 3’0 (2.9) Oz y) 0y 0@ y) OR(@,y)

Ox oy dy
0 —a
+a(y)ol)ha.n) = )b, )] dady —4 [ £5
—£
b
><2/ [ Bv O 'Y Gh(a(; Y) +q(y)v(0,y)h(0,y) — fo(y)h(O,y)} dy—
0

(12)

0 0
+«mmmw/¢@L/M&w@m+

—£

0 0 0
Laly)o(0.y) / k(lx) / h(s,y)dsdz — h ké: / oy)dsda—
76 xT - xT

0
1
—fo(y)/ hsydsd:z dy=0.
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Let us take in (12) any function h(z,y) € Ha(G), which satisfies con-
dition: h(x,y) =0 for = € [-&,0]. We get

b ¢
/ / [k(x) 811(8.9;, g ah(ag; sy () aug;, 4 8h§; M- (13)
0 —a

+q(y)v(z, y)h(z,y) — f(z,y)h(z,y)] dedy = 0.

From (13) it is clear that v(z,y) is a weak solution [11] of the equation
Au = f(z,y) on the rectangle |—a, —¢£] x ]0, b].

Analogously, if we take h(xz,y) = 0 for x € [—a,—£] and keeping in
mind that A(—&,y) = h(0,y) = 0, , then we get that v(x,y) is a solution
of the equation Au = f(z,y) on the rectangle |—¢,0] x ]0,b], too.

Now, let us show that if the condition (11) is fulfilled, then v(zx,y) is
a solution of problem (1) (the equation is also fulfilled in points (—=¢,y),
y € ]0,b]). The restrictions of the function on rectangles [—a, —¢] x [0, b]
and [—¢,0] x [0,b] we denote by v1(z,y) and va(z,y), respectively. Keeping
in mind that the functions v; (x, y) and v (x, y) are solutions of the equation
Au = f(x,y) on the suitable rectangles, the variation of a functional J(v)
for all functions gives

0 b
dx vy I
4 { e { 0/ E6) S (6, 5)h(~&, ) + K(0) 520, »)h(0, )~

KOG (€60 do-
0

\
~
—~
)
=
—
=
=
<
~—

U

@

U

8

U

<

\

W~
o
n~—o

NA
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~—c

(—&y)h(—&y)] dy—

/0 L [o [k(s)%g:y)] 1(0, y)dsdzdy =

62



On Variational Formulation of ... AMIM Vol.13 No.1, 2008

_4 / o /b {[H-oFt e - k-0 G2 e m| g+
J k) )

KO G2 0.0H0,1) ~ KO) 5 0.5)8(0.) | dy =

0 b

—1 [ 5 [ 10| Gr-en - G2 -6 =gy -
0

From this we easily get

Pty = 22 (6y), weloy. (14)

Finally, from (14) we conclude that v(z,y) is a solution of problem (1).

Now, let us show necessity of the condition (11). Let fo(y) be such
that minimization function v(z,y) of the functional (10) is the solution of
the problem (1). We shall show that the condition (11) is fulfilled. Using
formula of integrating by parts we get

0 b
5J(v) = 4/;2”;) /{ k(O)gz(O,y)h(O,y)—
¢

0

_ j 883; [/g(@a”g;’ y)} h(a:,y)dx} dy+
45 | {252 st

—f(x,9)} h(z, y)dedy — 4Z Z(dxx) .g/b{_aay [p(y)avg;y)] .
(0. ~ o)) O

40/{,“;/{ o P 2| atgpotonn) -
—f(s,9)} h(0,y)dsdzdy — 4O/b/0k(x)j
+4q(y)v(0,y) b—fo(gy)

0
:4/d$/k h(0, y)dy—
(x)
¢ 0
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y)} h(0,y)dy— (15)

)
/Oo”?s [k;(s)avas)] h(0, y)dsdxdy—

—4/13/0“1)/0{—;; )5 a0 - o)}
A

xh(s, y)dsdzdy = —8/d;)/b{ [ 8“(8(;’9)] n
= 0

b 0

+ a0~ SO~ [ [ / {5 P52 +
0 —¢ x

+4(y)v(0,y) — fo(y)} h(s, y)dsdzdy = 0.
The equality (15) is true for all h(s,y), thereby we conclude that (11)
is fulfilled. For this reason it is sufficient to take the following function
o) = s(o+ € {51 [p0) T2 + atw)e0.) - foo) |-
Remark. It is interesting to consider the question about existence of

such function fy(y) for which corresponding minimization function v(z,y)
of the functional (10) is the solution of problem (1). The answer is positive.

Especially, taking fo(y) = —8% [p(y) Qu(0, y)} + q(y)u(0,y), where u(z,y) is
the solution of problem (1) and computmg variation of the functional J for
this fo(y), we obtain d.J(u) = 0. So, the function u(z,y) is the minimization
function. Problem (1) has an unique solution. Thereby the function fy(y)
is unique too.

»
<
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