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The Green function of singular limit-circle problems is constructed directly for the
problem, not as a limit of sequences of regular Green’s functions. This construction is
used to obtain adjointness and self-adjointness conditions which are entirely
analogous to the regular case. As an application, a new and explicit formula for the
Green function of the classical Legendre problem is found.

1. Introduction

In this paper we construct the Green function of singular boundary-value problems
(BVPs) consisting of general quasi-differential equations on an open, bounded or
unbounded interval (a,b) of the real line and singular boundary conditions (BCs)
at the end points. This applies for self-adjoint and non-self-adjoint problems. In
contrast to the usual construction as, for example, in the well-known book by
Coddington and Levinson [1], which involves a selection theorem to select a sequence
of regular Green’s functions on truncated intervals whose limit as the truncated
end points approach the singular end points is the Green function of the singular
problem, our construction is direct, elementary and explicit in terms of solutions.
Our method is based on a simple transformation of the dependent variable which
leaves the underlying interval unchanged and transforms the singular problem with
limit-circle end points into a regular one. As an illustration we obtain a new and
explicit formula for the Green function of the classical Legendre equation with
arbitrary separated or coupled self-adjoint boundary conditions.
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Necessary and sufficient conditions for two singular problems to be adjoint to
each other and, in particular, self-adjoint then follow from the regular case.

Throughout this paper n > 1 is a positive integer, J denotes an open, bounded
or unbounded interval of the real line

J =(a,b), —oo<a<bsg oo;

where R denotes the real numbers, C the complex numbers, L(J) = L'(J) is the set
of complex-valued functions from J to C which are Lebesgue integrable, Ljo.(J) =
Li .(J) is the set of complex functions from .J to C which are Lebesgue integrable
on all compact subintervals of J and M, (S) denotes the n x n matrices with entries
from an arbitrary set S. For A € M, (C), A* denotes the complex conjugate of A.
For a vector or matrix function we write F' € L(J) to mean that every component
of Flisin L(J).

The paper is organized as follows: adjoint and self-adjoint Green’s functions are
discussed in §2 for regular systems and in §3 for regular scalar equations. The
transformation from singular to regular problems is given in §4 and is applied
in §5. The adjointness conditions are discussed in § 6 and illustrated for the second
and fourth-order cases. In § 7 the Green function for the classical Legendre equation
is constructed using the method of §5. We believe this formula for the Legendre
Green function is new.

2. Adjoint matrices and Green’s functions for regular systems

In this section we define the concept of ‘Lagrange adjoint’ for first-order systems
and establish the corresponding ‘Lagrange Hermitian’ properties of their Green
matrices. Fundamental to this analysis is the ‘adjointness lemma’ (see below) and
the above-mentioned construction of the Green matrices. The next section will
contain applications of these results to scalar problems, and the following sections
will discuss singular systems and singular scalar problems.

Let ‘
E = ((-1)"8in+1-j)1<i,j<n (2.1)
where § is the Kronecker symbol, and note that
E~'=F*=(-1)""'E. (2.2)

We first establish some general properties for singular systems before specializing
to the regular case.

DEFINITION 2.1. For P € Lj,.(J) we define
Pt :=—E'P*E. (2.3)

We call Pt the Lagrange adjoint matrix of P; note that P € Ljye(J) and

(P+)+ = Pa
(P+Q)" =P +QF,
(PQ)* = —Q*P*, 24

(eP)t =eP*t, ceC.
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The terminology ‘Lagrange adjoint’ is introduced due to its relationship to bound-
ary-value problems which are adjoint in the sense of Lagrange, as we will see below.
An important special case arises when PT = P: this is the Lagrange Hermitian
case which, as we will see below, generates symmetric differential operators.

REMARK 2.2. The relationship (2.3) can be described as follows: PT is obtained
from P by performing the following three commutative operations.

(i) ‘Flip’ the components p; ; across the secondary diagonal:
Pij = Pn+l—jn+l—i-
(ii) Take conjugates:
Pij = Diyj-
(iii) Change the sign for all the even positions:
pij — (1) pi .
DEFINITION 2.3 (primary fundamental matrix). Let P € M, (Li.(J)). For each
u € J, let &(t,u) = &(t,u, P) denote the unique n x n matrix solution of the

initial-value problem
Y’ = PY, Y(u)=1, (2.5)

where I is the identity. Then &(t,s) is defined for all ¢,s € J and is called the
primary fundamental matrix of the system Y’ = PY [11], or just the primary
fundamental matrix of P.

LEMMA 2.4. Let P € My(Lioc(J)) and let &(t,s) be the primary fundamental
matriz of P. Then for any t,s,u € J we have

D(t,u)P(u, s) = D(t, s). (2.6)

Furthermore, if P € L(J), then (2.6) also holds when t, s, u are equal to a or b.
Here a = —oc0 and b = oo are allowed.

Proof. This follows from the well-known representation
D(t,s) =Y ()Y (s),

where Y is any fundamental matrix of Y/ = PY. For the ‘furthermore’ statement
see [11, theorem 1.5.2]. O

LEMMA 2.5. Let P € My(Lioc(J)) and let &(t,s) be the primary fundamental
matriz of P. Suppose tr P(t) =0 fort € J. Then

det(P(t,s)) =1, t,seJ

Proof. Fix s € J. It is well known that det @(t,s)" = tr(P(t)) det(P(¢,s)) and the
result follows. O

Next we establish a basic relationship between the primary fundamental matrices
of P and PT.
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LEMMA 2.6 (adjointness lemma). Suppose that P € M, (Lioc(J)). Then we have
Pt e M,(Lioc(J)). If D(t, s) = D(t,s, P) and ¥(t,s) = D(t, s, PT) are the primary
fundamental matrices of P and PT, respectively, then

U(t,s) = E'0*(s,t)E, &(t,s)=E "W (s,t)E, t,scJ. (2.7)

Furthermore, if P € L(J), then PT € L(J) and (2.6), (2.7) hold for a < s,t < b,
even when a = —oo0 or b = +o00.

Proof. Fix s € J and let X (t) = E~1*®*(t,s)E*¥(t,s) for t € J. Then X(s) = I
and

X'(t) = E(@*) (t,8)E*W(t,s) + ED*(t,s)E*W'(t, )
= E(P(t)®(t,s)) E*U(t,s) + BED*(t,s)E* Pt (t)¥(t, s)
= E®*(t, s)P*(t)E*W(t, s) + ED*(t,s)E*(—E~'P*(t)E)¥(¢, s)
= E®*(t,s)P*(t)E*U(t,s) — E®*(t,s)(—1)" TP EEP*(t)(—1)" T E*¥(t, s)
=0 forallteJ
Hence, for all t € J, X (t) = I and
U(t,s) = EHP*) " (t,s)E = E~H (D H*(t,s)E = E~'&*(s,1)E.

In the last step we used @~1(t, s) = &(s,t) which follows from (2.6). This completes
the proof of the first part of the Lemma and the second part follows from the first
and (2.2). The ‘furthermore’ statement follows by taking limits as ¢ and s approach
a or b. These limits exist and are finite by [11, theorem 1.5.2, p. 11]. O

For X € C, consider the following vector matrix boundary-value problem:
Y' = (P - W)Y, AY (a)+ BY (b) =0, A,Be M,(C). (2.8)
We now construct the Green matrix for regular systems (2.8).

THEOREM 2.7. Assume that P,W € M, (L(J)). Let A € C and let D(t,s,\) be the
primary fundamental matriz of P — AW.

(i) The homogeneous boundary-value problem (2.8) has a non-trivial solution if

and only if
det[A + BP(b,a, \)] = 0. (2.9)
(ii) If det[A + B®P(b,a,N)] # 0, then for every F € L(J) the inhomogeneous
problem
Y' = (P—-A\W)Y + F, AY (a) + BY (b) =0 (2.10)
has a unique solution Y given by
b
:/ K(t,s,\)F(s)ds, a<t<b, (2.11)
where
D(t,a, \)UD(a, s, \), a<t<s<b,
K(t5.0) = { 8(t,a, \Ub(a,5,\) + Bt,5,)), a<s<t<b (212)
(t,a, N\UD(a,s,\) + 1&(t,s,)), a<s=t<Db,
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with
—[A+ B&(b,a, \)] ' Bo(b,a, \). (2.13)

We call K(t,s,\) = K(t,s,\, P, W, A, B) the Green matriz of the boundary-
value problem (2.8).

Proof. See [11, ch. 3]. Although formula (2.12) is a slightly modified version of
the corresponding formula in [11], the construction given there applies here. See
also [2,9,10], where special cases of this construction are given. O

Consider the boundary-value problem
Z'=(P-W)tZ, CZ(a)+DZ()=0, C,De M,(C), (2.14)
and its Green matrix L(t,s,\) = L(t,s, A\, P, W*,C, D) given by

U(t,a, \\V¥(a,s,\), a<t<s<b,
L(t,8,\) = { U(t,a, \VW(a,s,\) + ¥(t,5,)), a<s<t<b, (2.15)
U(t,a, \)V¥(a,s,\) + %![/(t, 50), a<s=t<b,
with B B
—[C + D¥(b,a,\)] ' D¥(b,a,N). (2.16)

LEMMA 2.8. Let A € C. Suppose that P,W € M, (L(J)). Let ®(t,s,\),¥(t,s,\)
be the primary fundamental matrices of (P — AW) and (P — A\W)™T, respectively.
Let K(t,s,\) = K(t,s,\, P,W, A, B) be the Green matriz of the boundary-value
problem (2.8) and let L(t,s,\) = L(t,s,\, P*,W+,C, D) be the Green matriz of
the boundary-value problem (2.14). Assume that

det[A + B®(b,a, \)] # 0 # det[C + D¥ (b, a, \)]. (2.17)

Then the Green matrices K(t,s,\) of (2.8) and L(t,s,\) of (2.14) exist by theo-
rem 2.7 and we have

K(t,s,\) + ET'L*(s,t, \)E = ®(t,a, \)'P(a, s,\), a<s,t<b, (2.18)

with
I'=U+E'W*E+1I (2.19)
Proof. This follows from the construction (2.12), (2.13), (2.15), (2.16) using (2.6),
(2.7) and (2.2) as follows.
K(t,s,\) + ET*L*(s,t, \)E — ®(t,a, \)UP(a, 5, \)
=E YW(s,a, \\V¥(a,t, \)]"E + E~'0*(s,t,\)E
= B [@* (a,t, ) V*U*(s,a,\)|E + D(t, 5, \)
= &(t,a, \)E"'V*E®(a,s,\) + D(t,a,\)P(a, s, \). (2.20)
Slmllarly, (2.20) also holds for the cases a < s <t < band a <t =s < b. (The

fraction 3 in the constructions (2.12), (2.15) is used when s = t.) Clearly, (2.18),
(2.19) follow from (2.20) and this completes the proof. O
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LEMMA 2.9. Let the hypotheses and notation of lemma 2.8 hold. Then
K(t,s,\) = —E'L*(s,t, \)E for alla < s,t <b (2.21)

if and only if
U=—[E"'V*E+1]. (2.22)

Proof. This follows from lemma 2.8 by noting that (2.21) holds if and only if I = 0
and I' = 0 is equivalent to (2.22). O

LEMMA 2.10. Let the hypotheses and notation of lemma 2.8 hold. Then
K(t,s,)\) = +E"'L*(s,t, \)E for all a < s,t < b, (2.23)
if and only if
U=+EYW*E+1]. (2.24)

Proof. The proofs of lemmas 2.8 and 2.9 can be easily adapted to prove this lemma.
O

THEOREM 2.11. Let the hypotheses and notation of lemma 2.8 hold. Then the Green
matrices K (t,s,\) of (2.8) and L(t, s, \) of (2.14) exist by theorem 2.7, and (2.21)
holds if and only if

AEC* = BED*. (2.25)

Proof. By lemma 2.9 we only need to show that (2.22) holds. From (2.13) and (2.16)
we have

—I=U+E'V'E
= —[A + B&(b,a, )] 'B&(b,a,\) — E-'@*(b,a,\)D*[C + D¥(b,a,\)] " E.
(2.26)

Multiplying equation (2.26) on the left by —[A + B®(b,a, \)] and on the right by
E=L[C + D¥(b,a,\)]*, we obtain the equivalent identity
[A+ B®(b,a, \)|E~[C + D¥(b,a,\)]*
= B®(b,a, \)E[C + D¥(b,a, \)]* + [A + B®(b,a, \)|E~'W*(b,a, \) D*.
This simplifies to
AE~'C* = B&(b,a, \)E~'W*(b,a, \)EE~' D*
= Bd(b,a, \)®(a,b, \)E~'D*
= BE'D*,
which is equivalent to (2.25) using (2.2). In the previous two steps we used (2.6)

and (2.7). This completes the proof. Special cases of this theorem were obtained
in [2,9,10]. O

THEOREM 2.12. Let the hypotheses and notation of lemma 2.8 hold. If U =V,
then, for each A satisfying (2.17), there exist s, t, a < s,t < b, such that

K(t,s,\) #+E'L*(s,t,\E. (2.27)
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In particular, (2.27) holds if P = P*, W =W+, A=C, B=D, and A\ = \
satisfies (2.17).

Proof. By lemma 2.10 we only need to show that (2.24) does not hold. In this case
U = V. Assume (2.24) holds with U = (u;;) = V. Then (see remark 2.2) we have
U] = Upp + 1 and Uy, = 411 + 1. Hence, 1 = uy; — tpyp = %11 — Upn = —1. This
contradiction completes the proof. O

3. Green’s functions of regular scalar boundary-value problems

Although in this paper our primary focus is on singular problems, we now discuss
regular problems and their Green functions. The traditional construction of the
Green function K (t,s, ) of regular ordinary boundary-value problems involves a
recipe which, among other things, prescribes a jump discontinuity of the derivative
with respect to ¢ for fixed s when ¢t = s (see, for example, [1]). Here we construct
K(t,s,A) directly in such a way that this jump discontinuity does not have to be
prescribed a priori but occurs naturally. This is accomplished by converting the
scalar problem to a system, constructing a Green matrix for the system as in §2,
then extracting the scalar Green function from the Green matrix. The jump discon-
tinuities along the diagonal ¢ = s are clearly apparent from this construction. This
and a number of other features make this construction more direct and, we believe,
more ‘natural’ than the traditional one found in textbooks. This construction is a
modification of a construction used previously by Neuberger [8] for the second-order
case and by Zettl [9,10] and Coddington and Zettl [2] for higher orders. It seems not
to be widely known, and most current textbooks still use the ‘recipe’ construction
mentioned above. Our construction of singular Green’s functions in §5 is based on
our construction of regular Green’s functions; thus, we give it here.

We now specialize to a subset of the matrices P and W which generate the scalar
quasi-differential equations studied here. As in [6], let

Zn(J) = {P = (st) € Mn(Lloc(J))a
Prrs1 #Oae onJforl<r<n—1,
prs =0ae for2<r+1<s<n}. (3.1)

For P € Z,(J) we define quasi-derivatives yI"! as follows:
Vo :={y: J = C, y measurable} and ylOl .=y for y € Vj.

Inductively, for r = 1,...,n, we define V; := {y € V,_1: yI"1 € ACy,(J)} and
Yl = p;iﬂ{(y[“])’ - Zprsy[s”} for y € V., (3:2)
s=1

where py, 41 := 1, and ACoc(J) denotes the set of complex-valued functions which
are absolutely continuous on all compact subintervals of J. For V,, we also use the
notation V,, = D(P) to indicate its dependence on P. Finally, we set

My = Mpy = Zny[n] for [ES Vn (33)
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The expression M = Mp is the quasi-differential expression generated by P, the
function y"l = yg] for 0 < r < n is called the rth quasi-derivative of y with respect
to P and D(P) is called the expression domain of M. To simplify the notation we
omit the subscript P on y!"! and M when this is clear from the context. Clearly,
these quasi-differential expressions include the classical expressions

(n—1)

Ly =y™ + pp1y™ ™V + -+ p1y’ + poy,

where y(") denotes the classical derivative as a very special case. They also are much
more general than the quasi-differential expressions discussed in [7]. For a more
detailed discussion of the expressions Mpy and their relationship to the classical
expressions, the reader is referred to [2,4,6,7].

Note that the operator M from D(P) to Lioc(J) is linear. Next we discuss the
system formulation of the scalar equation yp' = f.

LEMMA 3.1. Let P € Z,(J), f € Lioc(J) and set

Y 0
yltl 0
Y = , F= (3.4)
y[nfl] f
Then the scalar equation
yp = f (3.5)

1s equivalent to the first-order system
Y'=PY+F (3.6)

in the sense that if y is a solution of (3.5) and Y, F are defined by (3.4), then (3.6)
holds. Conversely, if Y is a solution vector of (3.6), then its first component y is a
solution of (3.5).

Proof. This can be checked by a direct computation. For details, see [6, proposi-
tion 2.2]. O

Throughout the remainder of this section we assume that P = (p;;) € Z,(J)
satisfies

pij €L(J), 1<i<j, j=12...,n; p; i €L(J), j=12..n-1

Let w € L(J) and let W be the n x n matrix 7
0 0 --- 0
W= 0 O 0 (3.8)
w 0 0
For any A € C and f € L(J) we now consider the equation
My = wy + f (3.9)
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and its equivalent systems formulation
Y'=(P—-AW)Y + F, (3.10)

where Y and F are given by (3.4). For A, B € M,(C), consider the two-point
boundary-value problem consisting of (3.9) and the boundary conditions

AY (a) + BY (b) = 0. (3.11)

Note that this is a well-defined problem since the quasi-derivatives y["! exist as finite
limits at both end points [11].

THEOREM 3.2. Let A\ € C, let W be given by (3.8) with w € L(J). Assume that
P = (pi;) € Z,(J) satisfies (3.7). Let $(t, s, ) be the primary fundamental matriz
of P — AW. Then we have the following.

(i) The homogeneous boundary-value problem
Y'=(P-AW)Y, AY(a)+ BY(b)=0, A,Be M,(C), (3.12)
has a non-trivial solution if and only if
det[A + BP(b,a, )] = 0. (3.13)
(ii) The homogeneous boundary-value problem
My = lwy, AY (a) + BY (b) =0, M = Mp (3.14)
has a non-trivial solution if and only if
det[A + BP(b,a, \)] = 0. (3.15)
(iil) If det[A + B®(b,a,\)] # 0, then for every F € L(J) the inhomogeneous

problem

Y' = (P-AW)Y +F,  AY(a)+ BY(b) =0, (3.16)

has a unique solution Y given by
b
Y(t) = / K(t,s,\)F(s)ds, a<t<b, (3.17)

where K(t,s,\) is given by (2.12), (2.13).

(iv) Let K(t,s,\) = K;j(t,s,A), 1 <i,5 <n. If det[A+ BP(b,a, \)] # 0, then for
every f € L(J) the inhomogeneous problem

My = vy + f, AY(a)+ BY(b) =0, (3.18)

has a unique solution y given by

b
y(t) = / Kin(t,s,\)f(s)ds, a<t<b. (3.19)

Furthermore, Ky, is continuous on [a,b] X [a,b] and is unique.
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Proof. All four parts follow from theorem 2.7. The continuity of Ki, is clear
from (2.12) since n > 1 and the jump discontinuities of K occur only on the
diagonal s = t. The proof of the uniqueness of Ki,, is standard by using compact
support function for f. O

Next we consider boundary-value problems for the system
Z=P-MWW)"Z+F=(Pt - AWHZ+F=(P"—(-1)"\W)Z+F (3.20)
and its equivalent scalar equation
M*z = (=1)"\wz + f, Mt = Mp-, (3.21)
both with boundary condition
CZ(a)+DZ(b)=0, C,De M,(C). (3.22)

THEOREM 3.3. Let A € C. Let A,B,C,D € M,(C). Assume that P = (p;;) €
Zn(J) satisfies (3.7) and W is given by (3.8) with w € L(J). Let E be given
by (2.1). Then P+ € Z,(J) and satisfies (3.7). Let ®(t,s,)\) and ¥(t,s,)\) be the
primary fundamental matrices of P — AW and (P — AW)™T, respectively. If

det[A + BP(b,a, \)] # 0 # det[C + D¥(b,a, \)]. (3.23)

Then the Green matrices K (t,5,\)=(K;;(t, s, \)) of problem (3.12) and L(t,s,\) =
(Lij(t,s,X)) of problem (3.20) exist by theorem 2.7 and the following three state-
ments are equivalent:

K(t,s,\) = —E"'L*(s,t, \VE, a <s,t <b (3.24)
(ii) . )
Kin(t,s,A) = (=1)"Lin(s,t,\), a<s,t<b; (3.25)
(i)
AEC* = BED*. (3.26)

Proof. From (2.18) and the non-singularity of the primary fundamental matrix @
it follows that (3.24) holds if and only if I' = 0. By theorem 2.11, (i) and (iii) are
equivalent. Clearly, (i) implies (ii). To show that (ii) implies (i) we show that I" = 0.
This follows from (2.18) and the linear independence of ¢1;(t,a,A), j =1,...,n, as
functions of ¢ and the linear independence of ¢;,(a,s,A), j = 1,...,n, as functions
of s. Fix s and let C(s) = I'®(a, s,\). By (2.18) we have

> it a, \)Cin(s) =0, a<t<b.
j=1

Hence, Cj,(s) =0, j = 1,...,n, by the linear independence of ¢1;(t,a, ), j =
1,...,n. Thus, we have

Cin(s) = ijk@kn(%&)\) =0, a<s<y,
k=1
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and from the linear independence of @, (a,s, ), k = 1,...,n, as functions of s (see
lemma 2.6) we conclude that I'j, = 0, for k = 1,...,n. Since this holds for each j,
we may conclude that I'j; = 0, for 5,k = 1,...,n, and this completes the proof of
theorem 3.3. Special cases of this theorem were proved in [2,9,10]. O

THEOREM 3.4. Let A, B,C,D € M,(C). Assume that P € Z,(J) satisfies (3.7)
and W is given by (3.8) withw € L(J) and real valued. Suppose P = P W = W+,
A=C, B=D and A € R. If det[A 4+ B®(b,a, )] # 0, then there exist t and s,
a <t,s<b, such that

Kin(t,s,N) # (=1)" MKy (s, A). (3.27)

Proof. Note that (P —A W)+t = P— AW and thus (3.27) follows from theorem 2.12.
U

REMARK 3.5. Together, theorems 3.3 and 3.4 say that for scalar problems when
(P—=AW)t =P — AW, X € R, the Green function cannot be symmetric when n is
odd and it cannot be antisymmetric when n is even.

4. Regularization of singular problems

In this section we show that singular scalar equations with limit-circle end points can
be ‘regularized’ in the sense that they can be transformed to regular problems. The
end points may be finite or infinite and no oscillatory restrictions on the coefficients
or solutions are assumed. Here the components of P and w are in Ljoc(J) but not
necessarily in L(J). This transformation transforms the dependent variable and
leaves the independent variable and the domain interval unchanged.

Let P € Z,(J), let W be given by (3.8) with w € Ljoc(J) and let A € C. Then
Pt e Z,(J). Let M = Mp, M+ = Mp+ and consider the scalar equations

My = Awy on J, (4.1)
M*z=(=1)"Awz on J,
and their system formulations
Y'=(P—-AW)Y onJ (4.3)
Z'=(P—-MW)"Z onJ (4.4)

Let @, ¥ be the primary fundamental matrices of (P — AW) and (P — A\W)™,
respectively. Fix ¢ € J and choose r € R (this r can be chosen arbitrarily but, once
chosen, it remains fixed). Then

U=&(,cr), V="(,cr)=(vij),
U = (ui;) = (/)7 U=t = (Uy).

%

(4.5)

THEOREM 4.1. Assume that tr(P) = 0. Suppose that for A = r all solutions of (4.1)
and (4.2) are in L?(J,|w|). For any A € C and any vector solution Y =Y (-, \) of
the system (4.3) let X = X (-, \) be defined by

Xt)=U"tt)Y(@®), teld (4.6)
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Then

X' =(r—-MwQX onJ, (4.7)
where
(3} Uln U2U1n e unUln
u1Usp,  uUszy -+ u,Usy
Q=|"m " , (45)
U Unn wUnn - upnUnn
(i) wQ € L'(J),
(iii) both limits
X(a) = lim X(t), X(b) = lim X(¢) (4.9)
t—at t—b—

ezrist and are finite.
Proof.
X =-v'vv-ly + Uy’
=U (P —rW)UUY + (P - AW)Y]
= -\NUT'WU)X onJ.
Now observe that
U'WU =wQ (4.10)

and the proof of (i) is complete. For the proof of (ii) the critical observation is to
note that Uy, is a solution of the adjoint equation (4.2) for each j = 1,2,...,n.
Using the adjointness lemma, the fact that @(c,t) = ®~1(t,¢), which follows from
the representation ®(c,t) = Y (c)Y ~1(¢) for any fundamental matrix Y of (4.3), and
the hypothesis that tr(P) = 0, which implies that det ®(c,t) = 1 for all ¢ € J, we
have

U(t,c) = E~'®*(c,t)E = E7'¢ ™ (t,c)E = E"* (U ')*E. (4.11)

Therefore,
!pl’nJrl,j(t,C) = :t[jjyn, _] = ].,2,...7TL. (412)

From the hypothesis that all solutions of (4.1) and (4.2) are in L?(J, |w|) and the
Schwarz inequality we get that

2
(/|wujum|) </|w||uj\2/|w|wkn|2<oo, Gk=12...n  (413)
J J J

This completes the proof of (ii). Part (iii) follows from (ii) (see [11]) and the proof
of the theorem is complete. O

COROLLARY 4.2. Let the hypotheses and notation of theorem 4.1 hold. Then all
solutions of (4.1) and (4.2) are in L*(J,|wl|) for every A € C.
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Proof. By (4.6), Y (t,\) = U(t)X(t,\). By hypothesis, uy; € L*(J,|w]|) for j =
1,...,n. By theorem 4.1(iii), each component of X (¢,\) has a finite limit at each
end point and is therefore bounded in a neighbourhood of each end point and
therefore the conclusion follows for equation (4.1). Since (PT)*™ = P this argu-
ment is symmetric with respect to P and PT and the conclusion follows also for
equation (4.2). O

5. Green’s functions of singular boundary-value problems

In this section we construct Green’s functions for singular boundary-value problems
on J = (a,b) for the case when each end point is either a regular or singular limit-
circle. The end points may be finite or infinite and no oscillatory restrictions on
the coefficients or solutions are assumed. Here the components of P and w are in
Lioc(J) but not necessarily in L(.J).

THEOREM 5.1. Let w € Lipe(J). Suppose P € Z,(J), tr(P) = 0. Let M = Mp
and M+ = Mpy be the scalar nth-order differential expressions generated by P
and PT, respectively. Let U, V be determined by (4.5), X be determined by (4.6)
and let Q be given by (4.8). Let A,B,C,D € M,(C). We consider the following
boundary-value problems:

Mpy = wy  on J, ANeC, AX(a)+BX() =0, where X =U"'Y;
(5.1)
Mpyz=(=1)"Xwz onJ, A€C, CZ(a)+DE(b)=0, whereZ=V""'Z,

(5.2)

and
Y'=(P-A\W)Y 4+ F onJ, AX(a)+BX(b) =0, (5.3)
Z' = (Pt — (=1)"\W)Z+G on J, CZ(a) + DZ(b) =0, (5.4)
X' =(r-NwQX +U'F  onJ,  AX(a)+ BX(b) =0, (5.5)
E=r-NwQTE+V G onJ, Z(a)+ BZ(b) = 0. (5.6)

Note that if Y = (P — AW)Y + F and X = U~'Y, then from (5.3) we have
U'X+UX' =(P—-\W)UX + F,
UX' =[(P—-AW)U-U'|X + F,
X' =UMP-MWWU-UIX+U'F=(-NwQX +U 'F.
Similarly, (5.6) follows from (5.4) and the transformation = =V ~1Z.

Assume that r — X is not an eigenvalue of the BVP (5.5) and r — X is not an
eigenvalue of the BVP (5.6). Then the Green matrices of the reqular systems (5.5),

(5.6) o
K(t,S,T’*)\,Q,W), K(t,S,T*)\,Q+,W)

exist by theorem 2.7. Define
G(t,s,\,P,W,A,B) =U(t)K(t,s,7 — \,Q,W, A, B)\U *(s), s, telJ,
G(t7 S, Xa P+7 W? C? D) = V(t)K(ta ST — 5\7 Q+7 W7 C’7 D)Vil(s)) 5, te J7
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where Q% is defined as Q but with P replaced by P*. Then for each U='F € L(J)
the reqular boundary-value problem (5.5) has a unique solution X given by

b
X(t) :/ K(t,s,r—/\,Q, W)U_l(S)F(S)dS, a<t<b,
and hence
b
Ut )Y(t) = / U Y ()G(t,s,\, P,W, A, B)U(s)U ' (s)F(s)ds, a<t<b.
Therefore,
b
Y(t) = / G(t,s,\,P,W,A,B)F(s)ds, a<t<b.

Similar solutions arise for (5.4) and (5.6). Then for each V™1G € L(J) the
reqular boundary-value problem (5.4) has a unique solution Z given by

b
Z(t) = / G(t,s,\, P, W, ,C,D)G(s)ds, a<t<b.

Given the above, we prove that the following statements are equivalent:
(i) AEC* = BED*;
(i) K(t,s,Q,r —\ A B)=E"'K*(5,t,QT,r —\,C,D)E, s,t € J;
(iii) G(t,s,\,P,W,A,B) = —E~'G*(s,t,\, P*,W,C,D)E, s,t € J;
(iv) Kin(t,s,\,P,W,A,B) = (~1)"K1,(s,t, \,PT,W,C, D), s,t € J.
In particular, each of (i)—(iv) implies that
Gin(t,s,\,P,W, A, B) = (=1)"G1n(s,t,\, PT,W,C, D), s,te.J.

Proof. Parts (i) and (ii) are equivalent by theorem 2.11. To show that (iii) is equiv-
alent to (ii) we proceed as follows:

— E7'G*(s,t,\,PT,W,C,D)E
= —E'V(s)K(s,t,r —\,Q",W,C, D)V (t)]'E
= E 'V YW EET'K*(s,t,r — X\, QT,W,C,D)EE"'V*(s)E
=U(t)K(t,s,r — X\, Q, W, A, B)U ' (s)
= G(t,s,\,P,W, A,B).
In the last step we used the identities:
Ut)=E 'V ™)E, V(s) = ET'U*(s)E.

These can be established by showing that both sides satisfy the same initial-value
problem. The equivalence of (iii) and (iv) is established similarly to the correspond-
ing result of theorem 3.3. O
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6. Construction of adjoint and self-adjoint boundary conditions

In this section we comment on the adjointness and self-adjointness conditions of
theorem 3.3:

AEC* = BED", (6.1)
AEA* = BEB". (6.2)

and discuss a construction for these conditions for the cases n = 2 and n = 4. This
construction is based on the method used in [1] but is more explicit because our
Lagrange bracket is much simpler than the classical one used in [1]. In particular,
it does not depend on the coefficients of the equation.

But first we review the Lagrange identity, which is fundamental to the study of
boundary-value problems. Let P € Z,(J), M = Mp, let Q = PT, M = M (this
@ is not related to the @ used in §4). For y € D(P), z € D(Q), define the Lagrange
bracket [-, -] by

i
L

[9:2] = (~1)F 32 (1) Hiraln i, (63)

T

Il
o

Here we have omitted the subscript P on the quasi-derivatives of y and the
subscript @@ on the quasi-derivatives of z.

LEMMA 6.1 (Lagrange identity). For any y € D(P) and z € D(Q) we have
My —y(M*z) = [y, 2],
Proof. This is a special case of [6, lemma 3.3]. O

Assume that P = (p;;) € Z,,(J) and p;;, w satisty

w,pi; € L(J), 1<i<yj, j=1,....,m; P €L(), j=1,...,n—1
(6.4)
Then equations (4.1) and (4.2) are regular and therefore yI"! and 2[" are well defined
at both end points a and b as finite limits [11].

LEMMA 6.2. Assume that (6.4) holds. For any y € D(P) and z € D(Q) we have

b
[ oMy = T3} = 210 - [y A (@), (65)
Proof. This follows from lemma 6.1 by integration. O

REMARK 6.3. We comment on the difference between this Lagrange identity and
the classical one as found, for example, in the well-known books by Coddington and
Levinson [1] and Dunford and Schwartz [3]: the fundamental differences are that

(i) the matrix E' is a simple constant matrix, whereas in the classical case it is a
complicated non-constant function depending on the coefficients,

(ii) we assume only that the coefficients are locally Lebesgue integrable in contrast
to [1,3], where strong smoothness conditions are required.
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The price we pay for this generalization and simplification is the use of ‘messy’
quasi-derivatives yI"!, which depend on the coefficients, in place of the classical
derivatives y(").

DEFINITION 6.4. Given matrices 4, B € M,,(C) satisfying rank(A, B) = n and the
boundary condition

AY (a)+ BY (b) =0 (6.6)
and matrices C, D € M,,(C) satisfying rank(C, D) = n and boundary condition
CZ(a) + DZ(b) = 0, (6.7)

we say that the boundary condition (6.7) is adjoint to (6.6) if [y, z](b) — [y, z](a) = 0
for all y € D(P) and z € D(Q). Note that (6.7) is adjoint to (6.6) if and only if
(6.6) is adjoint to (6.7).

EXAMPLE 6.5. Let n = 2. Consider the Sturm-Liouville equation
My =—(py')' +qy =X wy onJ=(ab), —oo<a<b<oo,
and its adjoint equation
Mtz =—(p') + gz = wz onJ
with
%,q,w eL'(J,C), xeC.

Here

] el el
and the Lagrange identity is

EMy —yM¥z = [y, 2], where [y, z] = y(pz') — z(py')
for ally € D(M), z € D(M™).

The next lemma yields a construction for adjoint and, as we will see below, also
self-adjoint boundary conditions.

LEMMA 6.6. Let A, B € Ms(C), the set of 2x 2 matrices over the complex numbers,

with
rank(A, B) =2
and let
Y = { y,} .
Py

Choose any matrices «, 3 such that the block matrix

A B

a fp

https://doi.org/10.1017/50308210510001630 Published online by Cambridge University Press


https://doi.org/10.1017/S0308210510001630

Construction of regular and singular Green’s functions 187

1s mon-singular; then choose 2 x 2 matrices F, G, H, K such that
F G||A B —-E 0 0 -1
1 S R
Then the boundary conditions
G*Z(a)+ K*Z(b) =0, withZ= [pzz,} ,

are adjoint to the conditions
AY (a) + BY (b) = 0.
Proof. Let y € D(M), z € D(M™). Then
EMy —yM+z = z[—(py') + qu] — y[-(02') + @2] = [ypZ’ — zpy']".
Note that

e U
ypz — Zpy [2,p21{1 0} {py/}

Hence,

b
/ {ZMy — yM+2} = [ypz' — zpy'|(b) — [ypz' — Zpy’](a)

= Z*B)BY () - Z*(a)FY ()
) .o [-E 0] [Y(a)
= [Z*(a), Z*(b)] [ 0 E} {Y(b)]

i o [FOG)[A B [Y(a)
= (&), 2°0) [H K} [a ﬂ} [Y(bﬂ
= [Z*(a)F 4+ Z*(b)H][AY (a) + BY ()]

+ [Z"(a)G + Z* (b)K][aY (a) + BY (b)],

and Z*(a)G+ Z*(b)K = 0 if and only if G*Z(a) + K*Z(b) = 0. This completes the
proof. O

Tllustration. Let B = —I, « = —I and 3 = 0. Then the following equations hold:
(i) FA+ Ga=—-FE;

)
(i) FB+ GB =0;
)
)

(ili) HA+ Ka = 0;
(iv) HB+ K3 =E.
Hence,

C=G"=E*=-E, D=K'=(—EA)"=-A*"E*=A"E.
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Checking the ‘Green function identities’ condition we have

AEC* = AE(—E)* = AEE = —A,
BED* = BE(A*E)* = BEE*A = —IE(—E)A = —A.

Thus, we have constructed adjoint boundary conditions. Next we show that this
construction produces all the self-adjoint conditions

1
PR LY(J,R), XeC.

CASE 1 (all real coupled self-adjoint BCs). Let A = (ai;), a;; € R, detA = 1;
B=-1I,a=0,3=—-E. From

P

we have
F=—-EA!, G=-FEA'E, H =0, K=-I

Hence,

AEC* = AEG = AE(-EA™'E) = E,

BED* = BEK = —IEK = —E(-I) = E.
Note that

G=-FEA'E = A", K = B*,

SO

AEA* = BEB*.

CaSE 2 (all complex coupled self-adjoint BCs). Set A = €77, where T satisfies
T = (tiy), tij e RydetT =1land -1 <y<0or0<vy<mB=-I; o =0

6 =—FE. By

F G][A B] [-E 0

H K|la 8|~ |0 E|°
we have F = —FEA™!, G=-EA'E, H=0, K = —I. Hence,

AEC* = AEG = AE(-EA™'E) = E,
BED* = BEK = —IE(—I)=E.
So AEC* = BED*. Note that
G=—-FEA'E=eT" = A%, K = B*

)

Hence,
AFEA* = BEB*.
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CASE 3 (separated self-adjoint BCs). Set

A:(CL1 aQ), ai,az € R, ay #0;

0 0
B = 0 0 s bl,bQGR, bl#O;
b1 bs
1
—aq — — Qa2
o = a1 ;
( 0 0
0 0
B = 1
—by ———b
1 bl 2

From (6.8), we obtain that
al 0 0 b1
F= 1 : G:(‘“ 0), H= 1 : K:<0 bl).
a—— 0 az 0 0 — +b 0 b2
ay bl

By a computation we then obtain
AEC* = AEG =0, BED* = BEK = 0.
Note that G = A*, K = B*, so
AEA* = BEB*.

The other cases, a; = 0, as # 0, by = 0, by # 0, are similar and hence omitted.
The three cases combined show that the construction of this lemma generates all
self-adjoint boundary conditions [11].

EXAMPLE 6.7. Let n = 4. Consider the equation
My = [(p2y") +p1y'] +qy = wy onJ=(a,b), —oo<a<bs<oo,
and its adjoint equation
M*Tz=[(p22") +p12'] + Gz = Mwz  on J,
with .
];aplaqvw € L'(J,C), XxeC.

LEMMA 6.8. Let A, B € My(C), the set of 4 x4 matrices over the complex numbers,
with

rank(A, B) =4
and let
Y z
B y/ B Zl
Y= p2y” ’ Z= P2z
(p2y")" + P19y’ (P22")" + P12’
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Choose any 4 x 4 matrices «, 3 such that the block matriz

A B
a f
is non-singular; then choose 4 x 4 matrices F, G, H, K such that
0 0 0 -1
F G||A Bl |Es O 100 1 0
[H K} L{ 5}_[0 E4]’ Es=1o —1 0 o (6.9)
10 0 0

Then the boundary conditions
G*Z(a)+ K*Z(b) =0,
are adjoint to the conditions
AY (a) + BY (b) = 0.
Proof. Let y € D(M), z € D(M™). Then
EMy —yM*z = Z{[(p2y") + p1y'] + ay} — y{[(B22") + P12 + Gz}
= {2l(p2y") + p1y/] = yl(p22") + 1] — (p2y")Z + p22"y'} .

However,

Z[(p2y") + p1y'] — yl(p22") + p1Z'] = (p2y”)Z + p22"y

0O 0 0 1 Y

o _ _ 0O 0 -1 0 y

= (22'p27" (p27") + ;1 7') 0 1 0 0 oy
-1 0 0 0 (p2y”)/ + ply/

=—-Z"E,Y.

Hence,

b
/ {zMy — yM =2}

= {Zl(p2y") + p1y'] = yl(p22") + p1Z'] = (p2y")Z" + p22"y'} (b)
— {Zl(p2y") +p1y] yl(p2z") + P12 — (p2y")Z' + p22"y' }a)

= Z*()ExY (a) = Z" () EaY (b)

= (2"(a), Z* (b)) [%‘ —OEJ mb))]

= [2"(a), 2" (b)] [Z ;C;] [ﬁ g] [};({bl))}
=2 (@)F + Z" () H][AY (a) + BY (b)]

[
+[Z(a)G + Z* (b)K][aY (a) + BY (D)],
and Z*(a)G + Z*(b)K =0 if and only if G*Z(a) + K*Z(b) = 0. O
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Tllustration. By (6.9) we have

FA+Ga=E, FB+GS=0,
e B +Gb } (6.10)

HA+ Ka=0, HB+KS=—E,.
CASE 1. Set A=A, B=—-1I, a = —E4, f=0. Then, by (6.10), we have
G=-I, F=0 - K=-EAE, H=E,.
Hence,

AE,C* = AE,G = AE,(—I) = —AE,,
BE,D* = BE,K = —1E,(—E,AE,) = —AE,.

So
AE,C* = BE,D".
In the following, we let

1
—,P1,q, W € Ll(‘]?R)
2]

CASE 2 (self-adjoint BCs). Set

I ’Y) (’711 712)
A = ) = b
(0 I 7 Y21 722
where vy;; satisfy 711 = —?%22 and 12, 721 are real numbers. Note that v = Eoy* Ey,
and set B = Iy, « =04, § = —F4. By (6.10) we have

F=EA", G=—-E,A'E,, H =0, K=1.

In terms of v = Fyvy*Es, we can easily obtain that AE4A* = Ey.
Note that

G=—-F,A'E, = —E,A YAE,A* = A", C=G"=A4, D=K*"=B.
So

AE,C* = AE,A* = E,,
BE,D* = BE,B* = [E,] = E,.

Therefore,
AE4A* = BE,B*.

CASE 3 (separated self-adjoint BCs). Set

(T A (0 0
=) (oY)

where [ is the 2 X 2 unit matrix, 0 is the 2 X 2 zero matrix and

(a1 a2 o bl b2
A= <a3 a4)  B= <b3 b4>
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satisfy
Ay = ExATEs, By = E; B E»,

i.e. as, as, by, bz are real numbers and ay = —ay, by = —b4. In addition, set

o = 0 E2 B_ E2Bl E2
T \Ey EA )’ S \-Ey, 0)°

Then, by (6.10), we have

So

AE,C* = AELA* =0,
BE,D* = BE,B* = 0.

Hence,

AFE,A* = BE,B".

7. The Legendre Green function

As an illustration of some of the above results we construct the singular Legendre
Green function in this section. This seems to be new even though the Legendre
equation

—(py) =Xy, pt)=1—t*on J=(-1,1), (7.1)

is one of the simplest singular differential equations and there is a voluminous
literature associated with it in pure and applied mathematics. Its potential function
q is zero, its weight function w is the constant 1 and its leading coefficient p is a
simple quadratic. It is singular at both end points —1 and +1. The singularities are
due to the fact that 1/p is not Lebesgue integrable in left and right neighbourhoods
of these points. In spite of its simple appearance, (7.1) and its associated self-adjoint
operators exhibit a surprisingly wide variety of interesting phenomena.
The above construction of singular Green’s functions is a five-step procedure.

1. Formulate the singular second-order scalar equation (7.1) as a first-order sin-
gular system.

2. ‘Regularize’ this singular system by constructing regular systems which are
equivalent to it.

3. Construct the Green matrix for boundary-value problems of the regular sys-
tem.

4. Construct the singular Green matrix for the equivalent singular system from
the regular one.

5. Extract the upper right corner element from the singular Green matrix. This
is the Green function for singular scalar boundary-value problems for equa-
tion (7.1).
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For A = 0, two linearly independent solutions of (7.1) are given by

w®)=1, u(t)=-1Lln ( E ) (7.2)

The standard system formulation of (7.1) has the form

Y = (P—-AW)Y on(-1,1), (7.3)

) B N

Let u and v be given by (7.2) and let

V- (pz’ pf)’) - <(1) 11)) ' ()

Note that detU(t) =1 for t € J = (—1,1), and set

where

z=U"1Y. (7.6)
Then
Z/ — (U—l)/Y _|_ U—lY/
=-U WU Y+ U NP -IW)Y =-UUZ+UHYNP-I\W)UZ
= -UYPOZ+UNPU)Z - NU'WU)Z
= - \NU'WU)Z.

Letting G = (U7'WU), we may conclude that

7' = —)\GZ, (7.7)
where )
G=U"WU = (‘1” _;’ ) . (7.8)

DEFINITION 7.1. We call (7.7) a ‘regularized’ Legendre system.

The next theorem justifies this definition and gives the relationship between this
‘regularized’ system and equation (7.1).

THEOREM 7.2. Let A € C and let G be given by (7.8).
(i) Ewvery component of G is in L'(—1,1) and therefore (7.7) is a reqular system.

(i) For any c1,ca € C the initial-value problem
7'=-\GZ,  Z(-1)= (Cl) (7.9)

has a unique solution Z defined on the closed interval [—1,1].
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(iii) If
y(t, A) )
Y =
((py’)(t,A)

Z=U"'Y = (Zl(t’ ’\)> :

is a solution of (7.3) and

ZQ(ta )‘)
then Z is a solution of (7.7), and for all t € (—1,1) we have

y(t, ) = uzi1(E,N) +0(t)22(t, A) = 21 (¢, A) +v(t)22(t, ), (7.10)
(Py') (£ A) = (pu)z1(t, A) + (pv) (£)22(t, A) = 22(t, A). (7.11)

(iv) For every solution y(t,\) of the singular scalar Legendre equation (7.1) the
quasi-derivative (py')(t, \) is continuous on the compact interval [—1,1]. More
specifically, we have

lim (py')(t,\) = 22(—1, ), lim (py')(t,\) = z2(1, A). (7.12)
t——11 t—1-

Thus, the quasi-derivative is a continuous function on the closed interval
[—1,1] for every X € C.

(v) Let y(t,\) be given by (7.10). If zo(1,\) # 0, then y(t,A) is unbounded at 1.
If zo(=1, ) # 0, then y(t, \) is unbounded at —1.

(vi) Fizt e [-1,1] and let ¢1,co € C. If

is the solution of (7.7) determined by the initial conditions z1(—1,A) = ¢y,
zo(=1,A) = ca, then z;(t,\) is an entire function of A, i = 1,2. A similar
solution can be obtained for the initial conditions z1(1,A) = ¢1, 22(1,\) = ca.

(vii) For each A € C there is a non-trivial solution which is bounded in a (two-sided)
neighbourhood of 1, and there is a (generally different) non-trivial solution
which is bounded in a (two-sided) neighbourhood of —1.

(viii) A non-trivial solution y(t,\) of the singular scalar Legendre equation (7.1)
is bounded at 1 if and only if z2(1,\) = 0. A non-trivial solution y(t,\) of
the singular scalar Legendre equation (7.1) is bounded at —1 if and only if
22(—]., )\) =0.

Proof. Part (i) follows from (7.8), part (ii) is a direct consequence of (i) and the
theory of regular systems, Y = UZ implies (ili) = (iv) and (v); part (vi) follows
from (ii) and the basic theory of regular systems. For part (vii), determine solutions
y1 (¢, A), y—1(t, A) by applying the Frobenius method to obtain power series solutions
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of (7.1) in the form [5, p. 5, with different notation]:

yi(t,\) =1+ ian()\)(t ), -1 <2 (7.13)
y_1(t, ) =1+ i ba(N)(E+ 1), [+ 1] < 2. (7.14)

To prove (viii) it follows from (7.10) that if zo(1,A) # 0, then y(¢,A) is not
bounded at 1. Suppose z2(1,A) = 0. If the corresponding y(¢, A) is not bounded
at 1, then there are two linearly unbounded solutions at 1 and hence all non-trivial
solutions are unbounded at 1. This contradiction establishes (viii) and completes
the proof of the theorem. O

REMARK 7.3. From theorem 7.2 we see that, for every A € C, (7.1) has a solution
y1 which is bounded at 1 and has a solution y_; which is bounded at —1.

It is well known that for A\, = n(n 4+ 1): n € Ny = {0,1,2,...} the Legendre
polynomials P, are solutions on (—1,1) and hence are bounded at —1 and at +1.

For later reference we introduce the primary fundamental matrix of the sys-
tem (7.7).

DEFINITION 7.4. Fix A € C. Let &(-,-,A) be the primary fundamental matrix
of (7.7); i.e. for each s € [—1,1], &(+,s,\) is the unique matrix solution of the
initial-value problem:

D(s,8,\) =1, (7.15)

where T is the 2 x 2 identity matrix. Since (7.7) is regular, (¢, s, A) is defined for
all ¢, s € [-1,1] and, for each fixed t, s, $(¢, s, A) is an entire function of A.

We now consider two-point boundary conditions for (7.7); later we will relate
these to singular boundary conditions for (7.1).
Let A, B € M5(C), the set of 2 x 2 complex matrices, and consider the boundary-
value problem
Z'=-)\GZ, AZ(-1)+BZ(1) = 0. (7.16)

LEMMA 7.5. A complex number —\ is an eigenvalue of (7.16) if and only if
A(N) = det[A+ Bo(1,—1,—X)] = 0. (7.17)

Furthermore, a complex number —\ is an eigenvalue of geometric multiplicity 2
if and only if
A+ BP(1,—-1,—X) =0. (7.18)

Proof. Note that a solution for the initial condition Z(—1) = C is given by
Z(t)=o(t,-1,-N)C, tel[-1,1]. (7.19)

The boundary-value problem (7.16) has a non-trivial solution for Z if and only
if the algebraic system

[A+ Bd(1,—-1,-N\)]Z(~1) =0 (7.20)

has a non-trivial solution for Z(—1).
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To prove the ‘furthermore’ part, observe that two linearly independent solutions
of the algebraic system (7.20) for Z(—1) yield two linearly independent solutions
Z(t) of the differential system and vice versa. O

Given any A € R and any solutions y, z of (7.1), the Lagrange form [y, 2](¢) is

defined by
[y, 21(t) = y(®)(pZ)(t) — 2(t) (py) (})-
So, in particular, we have
[U,’U](t) = +13 [Ua u](t) = _17 [yau](t) = —(py/)(t)7 te Ra
[y, v](t) = y(t) —v()(py)(t), tER, t#=*l
We will see below that, although v blows up at +1, the form [y, v](¢) is well
defined at —1 and +1 since the limits

[y, v](2)

exist and are finite from both sides. This holds for any solution y of (7.1) for any
A € R. Note that, since v blows up at 1, this means that y must blow up at 1
except, possibly, when (py’)(1) = 0.

We are now ready to construct the Green function of the singular scalar Legendre
problem consisting of the equation

My=—py) =My+h onJ=(-1,1), plt)=1-1* —1<t<1, (7.21)

Jm [y, 0](¢),  lim

together with two-point boundary conditions
(=py)(=1) (—py)) | _ o
! va' oy (-n] TP [(ypv, - v(py'))(l)] - M o (122

where u, v are given by (7.2) and A, B are 2 x 2 complex matrices. This construction
is based on the system regularization discussed above and we will use the notation
from above. Consider the regular non-homogeneous system

Z'=-\GZ+F,  AZ(-1)+BZ(1)=0, (7.23)
where
F = <§1> . feLl'J,C), j=1,2 (7.24)
2

THEOREM 7.6. Let —X € C and let A(—)\) = [A + B®(1,—1,—))]. Then the fol-
lowing statements are equivalent.

(i) For F = 0 on J = (—1,1), the homogeneous problem (7.23) has only the
trivial solution.

(ii) A(=X) is non-singular.

(ili) For every F € L'(—1,1) the non-homogeneous problem (7.23) has a unique
solution Z and this solution is given by

1
Z(t,—\) :/ K(t,s,~\)F(s)ds, —1<t<1, (7.25)
-1
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where
K(t,s,—\)
D(t,—1, - AN)A"H(=N)(=B)d(1,s,—\), -1<t<s<1,
=4 P(t, 71 7)\)A—1(7>\)(7B)¢,(1’ S, —=A) +o(t,s—A), —-1<s<t<],
O(t,—1,-AN)ATH (=N (-B)®(1,5,—A) + 26(t, s — A), —1<s=t<1.
(7.26)
Proof. See theorem 2.7. O
DEFINITION 7.7. Let
L(t,s,\) = U)K (t,s,-\U " (s), —1<t,s<1. (7.27)

The next theorem shows that L5, the upper right component of L, is the Green
function of the singular scalar Legendre problem (7.21), (7.22).

THEOREM 7.8. Assume that [A + BP(1,—1,—N)] is non-singular. Then, for every
function h satisfying

h,vh € L'(J,C), (7.28)
the singular scalar Legendre problem (7.21), (7.22) has a unique solution y(-, \)
given by

1
y(t, ) = / Lio(t,8)h(s)ds, —-1<t<1. (7.29)
-1
Proof. Let
F= <f1> =U'H, H= ( 0 ) . (7.30)
f2 —~h

Then f; € L*(Jo,C), j = 1,2. Since Y (t,\) = U(t)Z(t,—\) we get from (7.25)
Y(t,\) = U Z(t, —N)

—U(t /Kts— F(s)ds

— / U)K (t,s, -\ U (s)H(s)ds
-1

= /11 L(t,s,\)H(s)ds, —1<t<1, (7.31)

and therefore
y(t,\) = — /11 Lio(t,s,A\)h(s)ds, —-1<t<l. (7.32)
O

Acknowledgements

A.W. is supported by the National Natural Science Foundation of China (Grant
no. 10901119).

https://doi.org/10.1017/50308210510001630 Published online by Cambridge University Press


https://doi.org/10.1017/S0308210510001630

198 A. Wang, J. Ridenhour and A. Zettl
References
1 E. A. Coddington and N. Levinson. Theory of ordinary differential equations (New York:
McGraw-Hill, 1955).
2 E. A. Coddington and A. Zettl. Hermitian and anti-Hermitian properties of Green’s matri-
ces. Pac. J. Math. 18 (1966), 451-454.
3 N. Dunford and J. T. Schwartz. Linear operators, vol. II (Wiley, 1963).
4 W. N. Everitt and A. Zettl. Generalized symmetric ordinary differential expressions. I. The
general theory. Nieuw Arch. Wisk. 27 (1979), 363-397.
5 W. N. Everitt, L. L. Littlejohn and V. Maric. On properties of the Legendre differential
expression. Results Math. 42 (2002), 42-68.
6 M. Méller and A. Zettl. Semi-boundedness of ordinary differential operators. J. Diff. Eqns
155 (1995), 24-49.
7 M. A. Naimark. Linear differential operators (New York: Ungar, 1968).
8 J. W. Neuberger. Concerning boundary value problems. Pac. J. Math. 10 (1960), 1385—
1392.
9 A. Zettl. Adjoint and self-adjoint problems with interface conditions. SIAM J. Appl. Math.
16 (1968), 851-859.
10 A. Zettl. Adjointness in non-adjoint boundary value problems. SIAM J. Appl. Math. 17
(1969), 1268-1279.
11 A. Zettl. Sturm—Liouville theory, Mathematical Surveys and Monographs, vol. 121 (Provi-

dence, RI: American Mathematical Society, 2005).
(Issued 17 February 2012)

https://doi.org/10.1017/50308210510001630 Published online by Cambridge University Press


https://doi.org/10.1017/S0308210510001630

