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ABSTRACT. We study a wide class of linear inhomogeneous boundary-value prob-
lems for rth order ODE-systems depending on a parameter u in a general metric
space M. The solutions belong to the Sobolev spaces (W;H"")m, n € NU {0},
m,r € N, 1 < p < co. The boundary conditions are of a most general form By = ¢,
where B is an arbitrary continuous operator from (Wg‘*’")m to C™. They may
thus contain derivatives of the unknown vector function of integer and/or frac-
tional orders > r. We find necessary and sufficient conditions for the continuity
of solutions with respect to the parameter p. We also prove that the solutions of
the original problems can be approximated in the space (W;H'T)m by solutions of
ODE-systems with polynomial coefficients and multipoint boundary conditions,
which do not depend on the right-hand sides of the original problem.
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1. INTRODUCTION

One of the central, contemporary questions in the theory of systems of ordinary
differential equations concerns parameter-dependent systems and, in particular, the
continuous dependence on the parameter or the limit behavior of the solutions. As
for classical, fundamental results on the continuous parameter dependence, we men-
tion the results of I.I. Gikhman , M.A. Krasnoselskii and S.G. Krein , J.
Kurzweil and Z. Vorel concerning for the Cauchy problem for nonlinear differ-
ential systems. For linear systems, these results were improved and generalized by
A.Yu. Levin [37], Z. Opial [49], W.T. Reid [53], T.K. Nguen [48], and more recently,
by the second named author and his collaborators [8}9,[301/43-45].

Unlike solutions to the Cauchy problem, solutions to boundary-value problems
may not exist or may not be unique. The questions about the solvability of lin-
ear boundary-value problems and, in particular, their Fredholm indices and d-
characteristics in various function spaces were studied in the papers ,. Pa-

rameter dependence of boundary-value problems have attained much less attention
1
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than the corresponding question for the Cauchy problem. For a long time, limit
theorems for the parameter dependence were only established for inhomogeneous
boundary-value conditions in boundary-value problems

(1.1) Ly=f, By=c,

where L is a system of m linear differential equations of order r € N = {1,2,3,...}
with summable coefficients, and B is a linear continuous finite-dimensional operator

B: (W™ — C™.

In this case, the general boundary conditions may only contain derivatives of order
< r—1 of the unknown function |1}13}/17,23}|32}33,:35,38./50,52,54,/55,/57]. Sufficient
conditions for the continuity of solutions in the case r = 1 were proved in the articles
of I.T. Kiguradze [25-28], and M. Ashordia [2,4]. These results were improved
and generalized to systems of differential equations of order r > 2 in the series of
works [29,51].

In some applications and problems of optimization theory, there naturally arise
problems with boundary conditions that contain higher derivatives than the order
of the differential equation. If the coefficients of the system of order r € N and its
right-hand side even belong to the Sobolev space (W)™, 1 < p < oo, n € N
instead of just being in L,, then all solutions of the differential system have addi-
tional smoothness and belong to the Sobolev space (W*")™. In this case, additional
"boundary" conditions should be added: indeed, we introduce new generic inho-
mogeneous boundary conditions in Sobolev spaces as the operator equation By = c,
where

B: (W™ —

is a the continuous operator and ¢ is the number of linearly independent scalar
boundary conditions. The resulting conditions can be either overdetermined or
underdetermined. This new direction of research has been developed in a series of
works by the second named author and his co-authors [16,/18,19]. The applications
include multipoint boundary-value problems |[3,|5H7], as well as problems of the
spectral theory of differential operators with singular coefficients [21]. Note that for
such boundary-value problems, the formal conjugate problem and Lagrange formula
are not defined, therefore, novel approaches and methods are required. Generic
boundary-value problems have also been studied in other spaces of differentiable
functions [39-41,147,56]. It is worth noting that even in the case of n = 0, p = 1 the
class of generic boundary-value problems is wider than the class of problems .

The article is organized as follows. Section 2] contains the formulation and proofs
of general results on the continuous parameter dependence, and in Section [3|we prove
limit theorems for the operators appearing in the boundary-value problems. Also, in
Theorem we find a concrete representation for the abstract boundary operator
of the generic boundary-value problem, which leads to more detailed formulation
of the results of Section 2] Section [4] contains applications of the main results,
namely, Theorem on the approximation of solutions of an arbitrary boundary-
value problem by solutions of a system with polynomial coefficients and multipoint
boundary conditions.



PARAMETER-DEPENDENT BOUNDARY-VALUE PROBLEMS 3

2. GENERAL RESULTS ON THE CONTINUOUS PARAMETER DEPENDENCE
Let (a,b) C R be a finite interval and let the parameters
neNU{0}, {m,r k} CN, 1<p<oo.
be arbitrary. We denote by
W+ ([a, b]; C)
= {y c 0" 1([a,b]; C): y Tl e ACla, b, y" ) e Lp[a,b]}

the usual complex Sobolev space and we set Wg := L,. This space is Banach with
respect to the norm

n+r
HyHn+r,p - ZHy(S)Hp’
s=0
where | - ||, stands for the norm in the Lebesgue space Ly ([a, b]; C). We will need

the Sobolev spaces
(W;”)m = W;”([a, b];(Cm) and (W;‘”)mxm = W;*’”([a,b];mem),

which consist, respectively, of vector- and matrix-valued functions with elements
belonging to W*". The norms in these spaces are defined to be the sums of the
Sobolev-norms of the components, and the same notation || - ||,4rp is used in all
cases, which will be clear from the context. The same convention will be applied to
all other Banach spaces. Recall that, if p < oo, the Sobolev spaces in question are
separable and have a Schauder basis.

Let M be an arbitrary metric space. In the sequel, p € M will denote a free
parameter whereas pg € M denotes an arbitrarily fixed one. We consider the
following linear boundary-value problem for an unknown vector-valued function

y(,p) € (W),

(2‘1) (L(M)y(ﬂ)) (t) = y(r) (ta :u) + Z Ar72<t7 M)y(Tia (ta :u) = f(ta /L)v te (CL, b)7

(=1

(2.2) B(u)y(p) = c(p),

where matrix-valued functions A, (-, u) € (W')™*™, a vector-valued function f(-, i)
€ (W)™, a vector c¢(u) € C"™ and a continuous linear operator

(2.3) Bp): (W)™ — ¢

are given and arbitrary. The boundary condition (2.2)) consists of rm scalar condi-
tions for a system of m differential equations of r-th order. In the sequel, we will
use the rules of standard matrix algebra, thus, vectors and vector-valued functions
will be presented as columns.

A solution to problem , is understood as a vector-valued function y €
(WpFm)™ which satisfies both equation (everywhere if n > 1, and almost
everywhere if n = 0) on (a,b) and equality (2.2)). As explained above, we call
the general boundary condition (2.2)) with an arbitrary continuous operator (2.3)) as
generic for the differential system ([2.1)). It covers all classical types of boundary
conditions, such as initial conditions in the Cauchy problem, various multipoint
conditions, integral conditions, mixed boundary conditions, as well as non-classical
conditions containing fractional derivatives, where the order of the derivatives may
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exceed the order of the differential equation. Finally, we do not pose any a priori
assumption on the regularity of the matrix-value functions A, ;(t, ) with respect
to .

We write problems (2.1)), (2.2]) in the form of a linear operator equation

(L), B(p))y () = (f (w), e(p)),

where (L(p), B(p)) is the family of continuous linear operators
(2.4 (L(). B(w)): (W)™ = (W)™ x C™,

Let F; and E, be Banach spaces. A linear bounded operator T: E; — FEj is
called a Fredholm operator if its kernel and co-kernel are finite-dimensional. If T is
a Fredholm operator, then its range T'(E}) is closed in Es, and its index

ind 7 := dimker T’ — dim (E»/T(E1)) € Z = {0, £1,£2,...}

is finite (see, e.g., [22, Lemma 19.1.1]). According to [44, Theorem 1], all operators
in the family (2.4)) are Fredholm with index zero for every .

Definition 2.1. We say that a solution to the boundary-value problem (2.1)), (2.2)
depends continuously on the parameter v at a limit point ug of the metric space M,
if the following two conditions are satisfied:

(%) There exists a positive number € such that, for all i € B(ug,€) and arbitrary
right-hand sides f(-;pu) € (W)™ and c(p) € C™, the problem has a unique
solution y(-; ) in the space (WJ+)™;

(#x) The convergence of the right-hand sides f(-;u) — f(:;p0) in (W)™ and
c(p) = c(po) in C™ as p — po implies the convergence of the solutions
y('7 HJ) - y(> NJO) mn (W;H_T)m as W — Uo.
Throughout this article, we will assume that the following condition (0) for the
point 19 € M is fulfilled.

Condition (0). The homogeneous boundary-value problem

L(ﬂ0>y<t7ﬂ0) - Oa le (a'7 b)a B(MO)y(a MO) =0
has only a trivial solution.

We will also consider the following two conditions on the left-hand sides of the
problem 1), (22).
Limit Conditions as p — u:
() Ar—e(; 1) = Ar—i(+; po) in the space (W)™ ™ for every £ € {1,...,1};
(IT) B(p)y — B(o)y in the space C™ for all y € (W)™,
Now, we can formulate necessary and sufficient conditions for the continuity of

the solutions to the boundary-value problem ({2.1)), (2.2]) with respect to an abstract
parameter.

Theorem 2.2. The solution to the boundary-value problem (2.1)), (2.2) depends
continuously on the parameter p at pug € M if and only if this problem satisfies
Condition (0) and Limit Conditions (1) and (II).
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Corollary 2.3. If Condition (0) and Limit Conditions (I) and (II) are satisfied
for all p € M and the right-hand sides f and c are fixed, then the solution to
the boundary-value problem , exists and is unique for every p € M and
belongs to the space C(M; (Wr+m)™).

It is worth noting that using an arbitrary metric space M in Theorem [2.2] yields
a unified approach to both continuous and discrete parameters.

In the case of r = 1, M = [0,e0], &9 > 0, g = 0, Theorem was proved
in |9, Theorem 1] and in the case of r =1, M = I C R, where [ is an interval on
R, in [42, Theorem 1].

To prove Theorem [2.2] we will need the homeomorphism theorem, which is proved
in article [8, Theorem 3|. For the convenience of readers, we will give the formulation
of this result for our case.

Let us introduce a metric space of non-degenerate matrix-valued functions

Yy ={Y()e W)™ ™: Y(a) = I, detY(t)#0, t&la,bl}

with the metric
dnp(Y, Z) = IV () = Z()|np-

Theorem 2.4. A nonlinear mapping

which associates to each matriz-valued function A(-) € (W)™ ™ a unique solution
Y () of the Cauchy matriz problem

Y'()+ ADY(t) =0, te€ (ab), Y(a)=In,

mxXm

15 a homeomorphism of the Banach space (Wg) onto the metric space V.

Proof of Theorem[2.3 Let us prove the necessity in Theorem 2.2l So, we assume
that the solution of the boundary-value problem , depends continuously
on  in the sense of Definition 2.1 Then, Condition (0) obviously holds true, and
there remains to prove that the problem also satisfies Limit Conditions (I) and (II).
We divide the proof into three steps.

Step 1. We consider Condition (I). To show that it holds, we use the canonical
reduction of the system to a system of first order differential equations (see, e.g.,
[12]). Denoting by T the matrix transposition, we put

(2.5) 2(o 1) = (Y1), ' o)y ) e (W
g(‘u M) = (07 <. 707 f(?ﬂ))T S (any’m’
(r=1)ym

T rm
c(p) == (ar(p), ... ee(p) €C™,
and define the block matrix-valued function K (-, u) € (W)™ by

O —1, O, O
(2.6) K(- p) = : : : . : ,
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where O,, and I, denote the null and identity matrices of dimension m x m, respec-
tively. A vector-valued function y(-, ) € (W)™ is a solution to the system ({2.1])
if and only if the vector-valued function ([2.5)) is a solution to the system

o't p) + Kt pa(t,p) = gt p), t€(a,b).
We denote by

[B)Y (-, )] = ([B()Yo (-, W], -, [B(r)Yr-a (-, p)]) € CT7™

the numerical block matrix of dimension rm x m. It consists of r square block
columns [B(p)Y;(-, )] € C™™ in which jth column of the matrix [B(u)Y;(-, 1)] is
the result of the action of the operator B(x) on the j-th column of the matrix-valued
function Y;(+, ). Consider the following matrix boundary-value problem,

YO () + > At )Y (1) = Omserms, € (a,D),

(=1
(2.7) [B(1)Ye(+; )] = L.

Here,

.....

k=1,....rm

Yoo, p) = (yi”“(uﬂ)) j=1,m

is an unknown matrix-valued function of dimension m xrm and with entries in WZ?”,
and O,,x,m and I,.,, are the zero and identity matrices of dimensions m x rm and
m X m, respectively. Problem is a collection of rm boundary-value problems
[2.1), (2.2), the right-hand sides of which do not depend on p. Therefore, the
problem has a unique solution Y'(+; 1) for every pu € B(puo, €), due to condition (x) of
Definition [2.1] Moreover, by (#x), there holds the convergence

(2.8) Yin(oi) = yin(opo) i W as p— po.

For every k € {1,...,rm} and p € B(uo, ), we define the vector-valued function
(-, ) € (WrFT)™™ by formula (2.5), where take

.
y(sp) = WusCim),- yma(5 1))
Let X(;;p) € (WpFm)m> denote the matrix-valued function such that its kth

column is (-, ) for each k& € {1,...,rm}. This function satisfies the matrix
differential equation
(2.9) X'(t,p) + K(t, )X (t, 1) = Opp, t € (a,b),

where O,,, is the null matrix of dimension rm x rm. We obtain det X (¢; 1) # 0 for
all ¢t € [a, b], since otherwise the columns of X (-; ) and, hence, of Y'(-; ) would be
linearly dependent on [a, b], contrary to (2.7). Due to (2.8)), we have the convergence
X (-3 p) = X (5 o) in the Banach algebra (W)+")™™ ™ as i — po. Hence,

-1 -1

(X(im) " = (X (3 h0))

in the algebra. In view of ([2.9)), we thus conclude that

-1 -1

K(ip)==X'(p)(X(ip) = =X"(50) (X (5 p0) = K (5 o)

in (W)™ "™ as u — pig. Thus, by the definition of K in (2.6, the problem (2.1)),
(2.2)) satisfies Limit Condition (I). In particular,

(2.10) HAr_g(-,,u)Hn,p =O0(1) aspu— po, forall £ € {1,...,r}.
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Step 2. We next prove that
(2.11) [1B(r)|l = O(1) as . — po.

Suppose the contrary holds; then there exists a sequence (u(k))zozl C B(pp, €) such
that

(2.12) p® = g and 0 < HB(/L(k))H — 00 as k — oo,

where ||B(,u(k))|| # 0 for all £ € N. For every k € N, we choose a vector-valued
function wy, € (W)*")™ that satisfies the conditions

1
(2.13) wellnirp =1 and || B(u™)wr]| o > 5[ BHD)]

(Crm
In addition, we put
y(n ) = B € ()™,
Fp®) = L(p®) y (5 u®) € (W™,
(™) = B(u®) y(;; 1) € C™.
Due to and , there holds

(2.14) y (- u(k)) — 0 in (W)™ as k — oo.
Hence,
(2.15) f (-;,u(k)) — 0 in (W))™ as k — o0

because the problem (2.1)), (2.2) satisfies Limit Condition (I), by Step 1.
Since the finite-dimensional space C"™ is locally compact, the bounds (2.13)) yield

1/2 < [le (1) || o < 1.
Indeed,
e (W) g < (1B ) Hy )iy =
=[1B )18 )| Nl = 1
and thus
e ) eon = B 6) (1B ()™ )| = 18 GO 18 () | = 5

Hence, there exists a subsequence
ks))) > k)Y ) >
(e (™)) 2y € (e (™)),
and a nonzero vector c(ug) € C™ such that
(2.16) c (u(ks)) — c(pp) in C™ as s — 0.

For every integer s € N, the vector-valued function y (-; ,u(ks)) € (W;””")m is a
unique solution to the boundary-value problem

L (p* )y (tp*)) = f (6 u*™), t e (a,b),
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Due to (2.15) and (2.16) and the condition (**) of Definition 2.1} we conclude that
G

the function y (~; I ) converges to the unique solution y(+; ) of the boundary-
value problem

L(po)y(t, po) = 0, ¢ € (a,b),
(2.17) B(po)y(+; po) = (po)

in the space (W;*")™ as k — oo. But y( ) = 0 due to (2.14). We obtain a
contradiction with the boundary condition , in which C(Mo) # 0. This proves
the claim ([2.11])).

Step 3. Using the results of the previous steps, we now show that problem ,
satisfies Limit Condition (II). According to (2.10)) and (2.11]), there exist num-
bers v/ > 0 and &’ > 0 such that

(2.18) |(L(w), B(p))|| <" for every u € B(uo,€’),

where || - || denotes the norm of the bounded operator (2.4). We choose an arbitrary
vector-valued function y € (W)™ and set f(-;pu) := L(p)y and c(pu) := B(u)y.
Hence,

(2.19) y = (L(p), B(n)) "' (f(sm),¢(5; ) for every p € B(po, €).

Here, (L(u), B(11))~* denotes the inverse of the operator (2.4)); the invertibility fol-

lows from condition (*) of Definition 2.1l Using (2.18) and (2.19), we obtain, for
every pu € Blpuo, €'),

[B(1)y = Byl o < |(FC3 ), ) = (FC5 110)s t20)) || gy

:H(L(M), B(p))(L(p), B(p) " (f (5 1), () — (f(';Mo),c(uo))\\(w)mxm
<+ (L B(u))_l((f(-; 1), c(p)) —

(
(f (s 10)s (1)) |1
= [|(L B(Mo)) NG o), (o)) — (L(p), B(1) ™ (f (5 0)s e(0)) |,

where we used ( for the last identity. Here, the right hand side tends to 0 as
as [t — o, by the condition (k%) of Definition [2.1] This and ( show that the
boundary-value problem (2.1]), (2.2) satisfies lelt Condltlon (II) Wthh completes
the proof of the necessity.

Let us prove the sufficiency in Theorem [2.2] Suppose that the boundary-value
problem (2.1]), satisfies Condition (0) and Limit Conditions (I) and (II). We
show that the solution of this problem depends continuously in the space (Wg‘”)m
on the parameter u at pug. We divide the proof into four steps.

Step 1. For every p € M, we first consider the Cauchy problem

(2'20) L(M)y(ta ,u) = f(tnu)v te (a> b)a
(221) D) = (), G € {L.orh

Here, for every j, the vector-valued function f(-, u) € (W;')™ and the vectors ¢;(u) €
C™ are arbitrary. The unique solution (-, ) of this problem belongs to the space

(W,
We show that the convergence of the right-hand sides
(2.22) fCom) = (o) in (W)™ as = puo,

(2.23) ci(p) = ¢j(po) in C™ as pp — po for every j € {1,...,7}
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implies the convergence of the solutions

(224) g(> :u) — g(> IUO) in (W:+T)m as (b — Ho-

The Cauchy problem ([2.20)), (2.21)) can be reduced to the following Cauchy problem
for the first order system,

(2.25) 2t )+ K (6 )t p) = g(tp), t€ (a,b),

(2.26) v(a, 1) = c(p).

Here, the matrix-valued function K (-, ) and the vector-valued function g(-, u) are
the same as in Step 1 of the necessity proof. Moreover,

~ ~ ~A(Tr— T n—+ryrm
l'(,[,b) = (y(VM)ay/('u:u)a"w ( 1)(7M)) S (Wp+ ) ’

c(p) = (e(), .., er(m) € C™
By assumption, the boundary-value problem ({2.1)), (2.2) satisfies Limit Condition
(I), hence,

K () = K(- po)  in (W)™ ™ as p— pio.
Now, conditions ([2.22)) and (2.23) imply the convergence of the right-hand sides of
the problem ([2.25)), (12.26))
g(p) = g(- o) in (W)™ as i — po,
c(p) = c(po) in €™ as pp — puo.

Therefore, |9, Theorem 1|, (2.22) and (2.23)) imply the convergence ([2.24)).
Step 2. We prove that the boundary-value problem (2.1)), (2.2)) satisfies the con-

dition (*) of Definition 2.1} that is, for sufficiently small d(u, ), the operator
(L(p), B(p)) is invertible.
For every p € M and k € {0,...,r — 1}, we consider matrix Cauchy problem

(2.27) Vit )+ > At WYY (8 1) = O, € (a,0),

j=1
with initial conditions
Y (to, 1) = Opjlm, j€{1,...,r =1}
Here,
Yi(t, p) = (y?’ﬁ(t,u)>m

a,f=1
is an unknown m x m-matrix-valued function, the point ¢y € [a, 0] is fixed, dj; is the
Kronecker symbol, O,, and I, are as in (2.6)). Problem consists of m Cauchy
problems of the form , with f = 0 for the unknown vector functions
9(+, 1), which are the columns of the matrix Yy (-, ).

We write the solution of the homogeneous differential equation (2.1)) in the form

(2.28) y(p) = iYk('>N)Qk(ﬂ>a

where g(p) € C™ are arbitrary column vectors, cf. [12|. The right-hand sides of
this problem do not depend on u, hence,

(2.29) Vi) = Yiloopo) - in (W)™ as o= g,



10 OLENA ATLASIUK, VLADIMIR MIKHAILETS, AND JARI TASKINEN

according to Step 1 and Theorem . In view of Limit Condition (II), this yields
the convergence

(B(w)Yol-, )], - - [B(w)Y,-1 (-, w)]) —
S (B, Bl YomsC]) i €™ a5

However, the limit matrix is nondegenerate, due to Limit Condition (0) and [9}
Lemma 1]. Therefore, one can find e; > 0 such that, for every u € B(uo, ),

(2.31) det (M (L(p), B(w))) # 0.

Hence, by |9, Lemma 1], the operator is invertible.

Step 3. We show that the boundary-value problem , satisfies the con-
dition (xx) of Definition 2.1} Let us first analyze the case f(-, ) = 0: we consider a
p-dependent semihomogeneous boundary-value problem

(2.32) L(p)v (s p) =0,

(2.33) B(p)v(; p) = e(p).
According to Step 2, this problem has a unique solution v(-; 1) € (W;*")™ for every
i € B, e"), where ¢’ > 0 is sufficiently small. Assuming

(2.30)

(2.34) c(pu) = c(po) in C™ as u — po,
we next show that
(2.35) (e, 1) = v(s o) in (W)™ as pu— po.

For every u € B(po,€’), we write the general solution of (2.32]) in the form ([2.28]),
that is

(2.36) v(e,p) = iYk(-,u)qk(u),

for some g (1) € C™™ and matrix-valued functions Yi(-, u) € (W)*7)™™ as in Step
2. By virtue of [8, Lemma 6], there holds
—1

B(p)v (- p) = i B(p)(Yi(, wae(p) = D [B(p)Ye(-, )] an(p),
k=0 k=0

<

and we thus see that the boundary problem ([2.33)) is equivalent with
r—1

> Bl m)] gu() = c(p).

k=0
This equation can be rewritten in the form of a linear algebraic system

([B)Yo(, )], - [B()Yea (5 )] )a(p) = e(p), or, [B(w)Y (- )] g(p) = e(p),
where (1) == (qo(t), - .., g—1(p)) . Now, (2.30)), and assumption yield
q(11) [B()Y (-, )]~ e(p) = [B(po)Y (- 10)] ™" elpto) = qlpao) s 1 — po.

Therefore, follows from formulas , , since

U('? :u) = ZYk('vﬂ)Qk(ﬂ) — ZYk(v MO)Qk<,UO) = U('?ﬂﬂ)

k=0 k=0
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Step 4. We finally consider the general case of an inhomogeneous differential

equation (2.1). Suppose that conditions (2.34)) and the condition
(237) f(nu) — f(7l”'0) in (Wg)m as (L —> fio
are satisfied. For every u € B(uo,€1), we set
2(p) = (i) = 905 ),
where the vector-valued function y(-; i) is a solution of the inhomogeneous boundary-
value problem (2.1)), (2.2) and ¢(-; ) is a solution of the Cauchy problem ([2.20)),

(2.21), with ¢j(p) = 0. Then, z(-; ) is a solution of the semihomogeneous boundary-
value problem

B(p)z(-, 1) = é(p),
c(p) = c(p) — B(p)y(-, p) € C™.

In Step 1 it was shown that g(-, u) satisfies property ([2.24]) if condition (2.37)) is
fulfilled. This, (2.34) and the assumption that problem (2.1)), (2.2) satisfies Limit
Condition (I), imply

() = c(po) in C™ as p — puo.
Hence, applying Step 3, we conclude that
2( 1) = 2( po)  in (W)™ as = po,
and we obtain the desired convergence from formula (2.24)):
Yo ) =G0, p) + 2 1) = 9, o) + 2(5 ko) = y(-, o)
in (W)™ as p — po.
This proves the sufficiency. U

We supplement the previous result with an error estimate for the solution y(-; ),
namely, considering y(-; ) as an approximate solution of the problem ({2.1)) for the

parameter value pg, (2.2), we show that Hy(-; o) — y(; ’u)Hn+7"p is proportional to
the discrepancy

(1) = || L)y o) = FCs )], + (| BUoY(s o) — ()|

Theorem 2.5. Let py € M and assume that the boundary-value problem (2.1)),
(2.2) satisfies Condition (0) and Limit Conditions (1) and (II). Then there exist

positive numbers €, vy, and Yo such that
(2.38) N (1) < |y 10) = y(5 )],y < V2 dup(p),
for all p € B(uo,€). Here, g, 71, and o do not depend on y(-; o) or y(+; i).

Proof. The left-hand side of ([2.38)) follows from ([2.18]), once ¢ is chosen to be smaller
than or equal to &’

dnp(1) = || Ly o) = Ly (s )|, + [ By o) = By (5 1) || o <
< L[y C: 10) =y )]s, + IBWI 1w (s 00) = yCiw)|l,, <
<YlyCino) =y,

(Crm *
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To see the right-hand side, by Theorem , the boundary-value problem ({2.1]),
(2.2) satisfies Definition so that the operator (2.4]) is invertible for every small
d(p, p10). Moreover, there holds the strong convergence

(L(p), B(p) ™" = (L(po), B(po)) ™", 1 — pao.

Indeed, for arbitrary f € (W)™ and ¢ € C™, the condition (+*) of Definition
yields

(L(p), B(1)) " (f, ) = y( 1) =yl o) = (L), Blpo)) ' (f, )

in the space (W;*")™, as i — . Hence, by the Banach — Steinhaus theorem, the
norms of these inverse operators are bounded, namely, there exist positive numbers
¢ and 7, such that

|(LGu), B@) || <7 for every ¥ € Blyo,e).

Thus, for every p € B(uo, ), we conclude that

[y m0) =y G,y = L), B(r)™HL(1), B(1) Yy 0) = Y (i)t <
< 72 (L), BI)(y (-, 110) = y (oo i)l qwpymscerm = Y2 dop(12)-
This yields the right-hand side of . U

3. LIMIT THEOREMS CONCERNING THE OPERATORS OF THE BOUNDARY-VALUE
PROBLEM

Our aim in this section is to present conditions on the coefficients of differential
expressions and operators B(y) under which (L(), B()) converges to the operator
(L(pt0), B(po)) in the strong and uniform operator topologies. First, we formulate
necessary and sufficient conditions for the strong and uniform convergence of the
family of operators L(u) to the operator L(uy).

Theorem 3.1. Let 1 < p < oo. The following convergence conditions are equivalent,
when 1 — g in the metric space M:

(1) Ar—e(-, 1) = Ari(, po) in the Banach space (W)™ ™ for all £ € {1,...,1};
(IT) L(p) — L(po) in the uniform operator topology;
(IIT) L(p) — L(po) in the strong operator topology.

Note that in the case where the metric parameter y is a natural number, Theorem
3.1 was proved in the paper [44, Lemma 6.1]. The proof of the general case is similar,
but we present the details for the convenience of the reader.

Proof of Theorem[3.1]. Tt suffices to show that (I) = (II) and (III) = (I). If (I)
holds, we get for alln > 0 and y € (W;*’“)m,

() = Loyl < Cnp X I (Arels ) = Are o)) ||, 1l

< Cn,p Z”(AT—E(mu) - Ar—e('a :U’O))”n’p ||y||'fl+7“,]’
(=1
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because W' is a Banach algebra. If n = 0, then for every y € (W)™ we estimate

(L) = L)yl < DM (Armer ) = AraCr o)), 1y

< C;‘,p ZH<AT7€<" ,u) - A?‘*f('a MO))HO,p Hy”ﬁlﬂ
=1

where ¢, is the norm of the bounded embedding operator W — C=1. These
estimates imply (IT).
Suppose (III) is valid. This implies

(31) Z Ar—l<'7 ,u)y(r—l) — Z Ar—l('a ,UO)Y(T_l)a
I=1 =1

in (W)™ ™ for all Y e (Wp*r)m=m. Putting Y(t) := I, here yields Ao(-, u) —
Ap(+, pto). Moreover, choosing Y (t) := tI,, in gives us
Au(t, ) + Aolt, 1)t — Ax(t, o) + Ao(t, po)t,
which implies that Ay (-, u) — Ay(-, po), and Y () := t*1,,, yields
2Ay(t, 1) + 2A0(t, )t + Ag(t, u)t* — 2A5(t, po) + 2A0(t, po)t + Ao(t, po )t
and thus As(-, 1) — Aa(+, o). Continuing this process proves (I). O

The following result will be needed for treating the convergence of the operators
B(p). It plays a crucial point in proving the results of Section

Theorem 3.2. Let 1 < p < oo and 1/p+ 1/p =1, and let ty € [a,b], the matriz
(as)::llfr C C"™ ™ and the matriz-valued function ®(-) € Ly([a,b]; C™™>"™) be
given.

(1) The operator

n+r—1

b
32)  By=3 a)+ [ ey v € 09

acts continuously from (W)H")™ into C™ and its norm satisfies
1Bl < ymax{|as|} + [z,

where v > 0 is a constant independent of oy and O(-).
(2) If p # oo, then every bounded operator B: (W)™ — C™ admits a unique
canonical representation of the form .

It should be noted that in the case of p = oo, not all operators B can be presented
in the form , since there are continuous operators B that are defined by integrals
over finitely additive measures (see, for instance, |10,/14,24]).

Proof of Theorem[3.3. Let us prove claim (1). From the continuity of the embed-
ding Wyt — C+ =1 it follows that there exists a constant 4 > 0 such that

lyllcemir—y < AN|Y|lnsrp- Moreover, denoting by || - ||« the usual sup-norm,
n+r—1 n4r—1
> ayto)| < 3 aslllyll < max{las[Hlyllooern < V9l
5=0 s=0
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By Holder’s inequality

n+r

b
/ <1><t>y<”+’“><t>dt] < 1ol v

[ - o 7

Hence, the norm of the operator B admits the estimate

1B]| < ymax{|os|} + [[@]z,,-

To show (2), we recall the so-called Triple lemma (e.g. [31, Chapter IV, Section
5|): if E, Ey, Ey are Banach spaces and the continuous linear operators B: E — E;
and A: E — FE, are such that

AE = FE,, ker B D ker A,

then there exists a linear operator C': F5 — F; such that B = C'A.
Let B: (W;*”)m — C™ be an arbitrary continuous linear operator. Denote by

(W57 )™ the space of vector-valued functions f € (W)'*")™ such that f@(t) =0
for all s € {0,...,n+7—1}. Let us introduce the operator A: (W)'g")™ — (L,)™™,
Af = f+7)_ In the triple lemma, we choose F := (W””) E, =C™ FE, =
(L,)™™, and B:=B| (W,ig™)™, which is the restriction of the operator B to the
space (W””) According to the lemma, there exists a continuous linear operator
C: (L,)"™ — C™ such that Bg = CAg for every g € (W)g")™. By the Riesz

representation theorem, there exists a unique ® € L™ such that Ch = fab O(t)h(t)
for all h € (L,)"™. We obtain

B b
Bg=CAg = / O(t)g"™ ) (t)dt  forall g € (W;aLr)m.

Now, every f € (W/*")™ has a unique representation

n+r—1

t—1)° s n+rym
ft) = Z %f( J(to) + g(t),  where g € (Wys™)
s=0 ’
Denoting by e;, j = 1,...,7m, the canonical basis vectors of C™, we define the

vectors hj, = B((t —tp)%e;) € C"™ for all s =1,...,n+r — 1. Then, we define for
every s the matrix a, to be such that

Oés(E l‘m%‘) = E 2550 s
=1 =1

Hence, taking the coordinates z;, to be equal to those of f*)(¢y) in the basis
{ej}jzl,,,,mm, we obtain

n+r—1 (t . t())s o) n+r—1 ©
B Y, —— 1Y) | = > auft)

s=0 s=0
and thus
n+r—1 n+r—1

Bf = Y afW(t)+Blg) = Y afW(t) + / O (t) ) (t)dt.

s=0 s=0
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To prove the uniqueness of the canonical representation, assume that B also has
a representation
n+r—1

b
Bf =2 Buyto) + / W)y (e)dt, oy e (W)™,
s=0 a

We get
n+r—1 b
> (=5 yt) = [ (U - 2(0) g0t for all y € (W
s=0 a
This relation is equivalent to the similar equality for square matrix functions
n+r—1 b
(3.3) D (=8 YO0) = [ ()~ 0a) Y et
s=0 a

for all Y e (Wy*7)m™*™. The right-hand side of (3.3)) is identically zero (matrix),
if the elements of Y are polynomials of degree at most n +r — 1. For all s,¢ €
{0,...,n+r — 1} we choose such matrices, also having the property

er(S) (tO) = (5fs[m

with the Kronecker delta d,5. This is possible by applying the Taylor formula for
polynomials at the point #y: every element y;; of the matrix ¥ = (yi:j>?;‘:1 can

be chosen to be a polynomial of degree < n 4 r — 1 such that the vector yi(,sj) (to)

takes a predetermined value belonging to C**". This implies oy = (3, for all s €
{0,1,....,n4+r—1}.

We finally prove that W(t) = ®(¢) almost everywhere on (a,b). Indeed, since the
left-hand side of is null, we obtain

(3.4) / (W() — B(1) Z(1)dt = O,

for all Z € (L,)™ ™. In the scalar case, the claim follows by the standard description
of the dual space of L,. The matrix case m > 2 can be reduced to the scalar case by
using the m? numerical matrices E;; € C™*™ 4, j = 1,...,m, where the entry in
the position (i, 7) equals one and other are zero. Substituting the matrix functions
Z = @k ; with suitable ¢ € L, into , we can show that all entries of ¥ — @ are
zero, which proves the claim. U

We next formulate necessary and sufficient conditions for the strong and uniform
convergence of the family B(u). To this end, we consider the following asymptotic
conditions as u — .

(a) ay(p) = as(pg) in C™™™ for every s € {0,...,n+r —1};
(b) 12, wll,, = O(1);
t t

(¢) [®(r,p)dT — [ ®(7, po)dr in the space C"™™ for all ¢ € (a,b);

(d) []@( ) = (-, o)l — 0.
It is easy to see that condition (d) is stronger than conditions (b) and (c).
Theorem 3.3. Let 1 < p < oo. The operators B(u) converge strongly to the

operator B(uo) as p — po, if and only if conditions (a), (b) and (c¢) hold. The
convergence is uniform, if and only if (a) and (d) are satisfied.
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Proof. The sufficiency of conditions (a) and (d) for the uniform convergence of the
operators B(u) follows from the operator norm estimate for B(y) in Theorem [3.2]

We proceed to proving that the conditions (a), (b) and (c¢) are sufficient for the
strong convergence. It is enough to show that the right-hand side of

n+r—1

(3.5) IB(1)y — Blpo)yll < > le(i) — (o) [y (k)] +

f@mmjwmmwww

converges to zero as i — pp. Since condition (a) implies this for the first term on
the right-hand side, it suffices to show that the second term also tends to 0.

To this end, the scalar case m = 1 follows from F. Riesz’s criterion for weak
convergence of linear continuous functionals on the space L,, 1 < p < co and from
conditions (b) and (c), because y"*") € (L,)™. In the case m > 2 we observe that
the convergence of the right-hand side of to 0 is equivalent with the claim that
for each matrix-valued function Y € (L,,)"*™ there holds

/ab (®(t, p) — q)(t,uo))Y(t)dtH =0 = po.

Here, we again employ the matrices £; ;, 7,7 = 1,...,m, and choose Y = E; jy with
an arbitrary y € L,. This and the scalar case m = 1, treated above, allow us to
show that, for all 7,7 € {1,...,m},

t
lpi &l , = O() and / wig(tp)dt =0 as p— po,

where ; ;(t, 1) = ®(¢, u) — (¢, po). This is equivalent to conditions (b) and (c) of
Theorem 3.3

We next show that conditions (a), (b) and (c) are necessary for the strong con-
vergence. Again, instead of assuming that the right-hand side of converges to
zero, we may as well assume that

n+r—1 b
(3. > @yt + [ oty -
s=0 a
n+r—1 b
) as(MO)Y(S)(t0)+/ (t, )Y "+ (t)dt
s=0 a

for all matrix-valued functions Y € (W*")™*™ and then show that conditions (a),
(b) and (c) hold.

Choosing Y (t) := (t — t9)®*I,, with s = 0,1,...,n+r — 1 and substituting these
into yields

as(p) = as(po), 1 — pio

We conclude that (a) is satisfied.

To prove the remaining statements we first the scalar case m = 1. Since condition
(a) holds, the convergence in ([3.6) means that

b b
| ety [ ey od yew;
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This is equivalent to the fact that ®(¢,u) — ®(¢, po) in the weak* topology of the
space L,. Then, F. Riesz’ theorem implies that conditions (b) and (c) are also
satisfied. The case m > 2 can be reduced to the scalar case by again neglecting the
terms with oy in (3.6)) (since (a) holds) and substituting the matrix-valued functions
Y (t) := E; jy™"), where y € WJFT arbitrary, into the remaining relation (see the
end of the proof of Theorem 3 - for the definition of E; ;). We obtain that conditions
(b) and (c) are satisfied even in the matrix case.
Finally, we assume B(u) to B(u) uniformly, that is,

(3.7) |B() — Blu)|| -0

as [t — fp. Since the uniform convergence implies the strong convergence, we know
that condition (a), as well as (b) and (c¢), is satisfied. Now, if m = 1, the convergence

H(I)('MU> - (I)('MUO)HP/ —0

follows from ({3.7), the defining formula and condition (a). The matrix case
m > 2 is again treated with the help the matrices Y := F, ;y. This proves that
condition (d) holds. O

4. APPROXIMATION BY SOLUTIONS OF MULTIPOINT BOUNDARY-VALUE
PROBLEMS

Let us next apply the above results to the approximation of solutions of an in-
homogeneous boundary-value problem by solutions of a sequence of boundary-value
problems with polynomial coefficients and multipoint boundary conditions. We will
consider the case p < oo, since the case p = oo is significantly different and will be
omitted here.

To formulate the statement of the problem, we consider a well-posed boundary-
value problem

(1) (Lowo)(®) == +Z&“) U = folt), te (ab),

with inhomogeneous boundary Condltlons
n+r—1

(42) Bowi= 3 ot /®U%WWW=%

when the matrix-valued functions A, ,(-) € (W)™*™, the vector-valued function
fo(-) € (W)™, the vector ¢y € C™™, the numerical matrices a,o € C™ "™ and
the matrix-valued function ®y(-) € L ([a,b]; C"™*™) p € [1,00), p~t +p'~! =
are given. As we proved in Theorem [3.2] every arbitrary inhomogeneous boundary
condition for equation admits a unique canonical representation of the form
(4.2]), where ¢, is an arbitrary fixed point of the interval [a, b].

Consider simultaneously a sequence of multipoint boundary-value problems

(4.3) @m<—w”+§pwk<”m—mmteww

n+r—1

(4.4)  Bryy == Z ozskyk (to) +Zﬂj (=1 k) =ck k=1,23....
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Here, the elements of the matrix-valued functions A,_,; belong to some dense set
F in the space (W)™ ™ and G is a dense set in space (W,')™ and f}, € G for all k.
Moreover, for all indices, a,y, 8 € C™*™ and the points ¢;; belong to some dense
set P in the interval [a,b], and we have

fe — fo, & —c ask — oo.

We next study the natural problem of the existence of a sequence of boundary-
value problems ({4.3]), (4.4)), whose solutions satisfy the asymptotic formula

Ye = Yo, in (W)™ as — oo.

We will give a positive answer to this question, which is based on Theorem [2.2]on the
continuity of the solutions of boundary-value problems with respect to a parameter
belonging to an abstract metric space M.

In fact, we set M = Z, and introduce a metric on M by

1 1
JUNE nﬁ# 07n17é07
n m

d(n7m) = d<m’n) = l, m=0,n €N,
n
0, n=m=0.

Then, 0 is the only limit point in the metric space (Z+, d) and there holds
d(0,n) — 0 < n — oo.
We present the main result of this section.

Theorem 4.1. Assume that the homogeneous boundary-value problem has only a
trivial solution. Then, there exists a sequence of well-posed boundary-value problems

of the form , with polynomial coefficients and right-hand sides such that
(i) ifl <p< oo
| (L, Be) ™" = (Lo, Bo) || = 0, as k — oo
(i) ifp=1
(Li, By) ™" = (Lo, Bo) ™" and yr, — y in (W)™, as k — oo.
Proof of Theorem[{.1. We begin by proving the statement (i). Since, by the as-
sumption of the theorem, the operator (Lg, By) is invertible, it suffices to show that

there exists a sequence of differential operators {L;} with polynomial coefficients
and a sequence of operators { By} of the form (4.4) with the property that

| (L, Br) = (Lo, Bo) || = 0, as k — oo.
The density of algebraic polynomials in Sobolev spaces with 1 < p < oo and Theo-
rem imply that one can choose the coefficients A;; in (4.3)) in such a way that
their elements are algebraic polynomials and ||Lk — LOH — 0. Let us now prove the
existence of a suitable sequence of operators {By},-,. According to Theorem ,
the operator By admits a unique canonical representation
n+r—1

b
Boy= > )+ [ @00ty € W
s=0 a

where & € (L,)™ ™. The density of continuous matrix functions in the space
(Ly)™ ™ and the uniform continuity of continuous functions in a compact metric
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space imply that the set F of matrix-valued functions with step elements is dense in
the space (L) "™. Moreover, due to the density of the set of points P in [a, b], we
may assume without loss of generality that the ends of all steps in the step elements
belonging to F are contained in the set P.
Therefore, due to Theorem there exists a sequence of operators { By} of the
form
n+r—1 b
(45) Bky = Z Oésyk y(s) (to) + / @k(t)y(””) (t)dt,
s=0 a
where &, C F. It remains to show that operators of the form (4.5)) will correspond
to multipoint boundary conditions and can be rewritten in the form (4.4)).
Clearly, if m = 1, then the step function ®; can be written as

N (k)
®k‘ = Z X[t‘%k,t]‘-;l,k]cj,k;
§=0
where ¢, € C, a =ty < t; <... <t,_; = bis a partition of the interval [a, ], and
Xc.q denotes the characteristic function of an interval [c, d]. Therefore, a well-known
integration-by-parts formula for Stieltjes integrals yields
N(k)

b

[ s 0t = 3y D 10) A0,

a jZO

where A®(t) := Py (t+) — Pi(t—) is the jump of the function @, at the point t. We
obtain that By is indeed of the form (4.4). The case m > 2 reduces to the scalar

m
one, because the matrix-valued function ¢; ; can be written in the form > ¢;,E; ;,
ij=1
where the numerical matrices E; ; were introduced earlier. This completes the proof
of statement (i).
To prove the second assertion of the theorem, we will need the following result,

which may be known for experts, but we nevertheless present the proof.

Theorem 4.2. Given f € Lo(a,b) , there is a sequence { fi}7>, of step functions
on the interval [a,b] which converges to f in the weak™ topology of Lo(a,b). The
sequence of step functions can be chosen so that the ends of all steps belong to a
given dense subset P of the interval [a,b].

Proof of Theorem[{.Z By an affine transform, we may consider the case (a,b) =
(—m, m) without loss of generality. It is well known (see e.g. |20, Chapter II, Section
2]) that the sequence of Cesaro means {ox(f)} of partial sums of its Fourier series
converges to f in the weak™ topology. Therefore, the set of continuous functions is
sequentially dense in the weak™ topology of the space Lo.(—m,m) = (Li(—m,m))*.
However, the Banach space Li(—m,7) is separable. Then by Banach’s theorem [24],
the weak™ topology is metrized on bounded subsets of the space Lo (—m, 7). Hence,
there exists a metric p(+,-) defined in some neighborhood of an arbitrary function of
the same space such that

ok (t) N f in Loo(—m,7) < p(ox(t), f) = 0, k— oo.
Let € > 0 be chosen arbitrarily. Then there exists N(¢) € N so that
k2 NE) ploulf). f) < /2
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Since continuous functions {oy(f)} can be approximated with arbitrary accuracy in
the uniform norm by step functions, there exists a sequence of step functions {fx}
that uniformly converges to the function o4 (f) on the interval [—m, 7|. The step
functions can be chosen such that the ends of the steps belong to the given set P.
The sequence can also be chosen with the property that

Vk > N(e) P(Uk(f)yfk) <e/2.
Then p(ak(f), fk) < ¢ and the sequence of step functions f; LN fo,as k —o00. O

Let us complete the proof of the assertion (iz) of Theorem . Consider first
the scalar case of that m = 1. Then, the statement follows from Theorem
and Proposition by taking into account that limit operators of the form (4.4)
correspond to step functions ®y(+).

The case m > 2 reduces to the scalar one in the same way as in the proof of
assertion (7). O

In the case of p = 1, there arises a natural question: what conditions should be
imposed in Theorem |4.1/on the operator (Lg, By) in order to assure that (Ly, By) —
(Lo, Bo) in the uniform operator topology, in addition to the strong convergence?
Note that this is always true in the case 1 < p < co. The answer to the question is
given by the following theorem.

Theorem 4.3. Let the assumptions of Theorem [{.1] be satisfied and p = 1. Then,
there holds

(46) H (Lk, Bk)_l — (Lo, Bo)_l H — 0, as k — o0,

if and only if each entry of the matriz-valued function ®q is equal to a requlated
function almost everywhere.

Recall that a function on an interval [a, b] is called regulated if it has finite one-
sided limits at every point of the interval (see, for example, |11]).

Proof of Theorem[{.3. Since the operator (Lo, By) is invertible by assumption, con-
dition (4.6|) is equivalent to

HLk—LoH—>0 and HBk—BoH—)O, k — oo.

Due to Theorems and [3.3] this is equivalent to the fact that condition (I) of
Theorem 3.1 holds, and conditions (a), (d) of Theorem [3.3/hold. Setting av . := a0,
condition (d) means that each entry of the matrix-function ®4(-) converges to the
corresponding entry of the matrix-function ®g(-) in the norm of the space L ([a, b]).
The operators By, introduced in this section, correspond to the matrix-functions
®(-), the elements of which are step functions. However, as is known (see, for
instance, [11]), the closure of the set of step functions in the uniform metric on
the compact interval coincides with the set of regulated functions. This implies the

validity of the assertion of Theorem [4.3] O
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