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The solvability and properties of solutions
of an integral convolutional equation

A.G. Scherbakova

Abstract. The work defines the conditions of solvability of one integral convolutional
equation with degreely difference kernels. This type of integral convolutional equations
was not studied earlier, and it turned out that all methods used for the investigation
of such equations with the help of Riemann boundary problem at the real axis are not
applied there. The investigation of such type equations is based on the investigation
of the equivalent singular integral equation with the Cauchy type kernel at the real
axis. It is determined that the equation is not a Noetherian one. Besides, there shown
the number of the linear independent solutions of the homogeneous equation and the
number of conditions of solvability for the heterogeneous equation. The general form
of these conditions is also shown and there determined the spaces of solutions of that
equation. Thus the convolutional equation that wasn’t studied earlier is presented at
that work and the theory of its solvability is built there. So some new and interesting
theoretical results are got at that paper.
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The present work is devoted to defining conditions of solvability and some pro-
perties of solutions of the next integral equation

+o0 0

Pm(a:)gp(x)—k\/%_w / /<:(t,gn—t)cp(t)alt—i—\/L2_7T / n(t,z—t)p(t)dt = h(z),z € R, (1)

0 —00

where R is the real axis;

where

P (x) = Z Azt
k=0

is the known polynomial with degree m and k;j(x),n,(x) € L, j = I,n, v = 1,5,
h(z) € Ly are known functions.
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Let DT = {z € C : Imz > 0} be an upper half plane and D~ = {z € C : Imz <
0} be a lower half plane of the complex plane C. According to the properties of
Fourier transformation [1, p. 77], [2, p. 16] the investigation of the equation (1)
reduces to the investigation of the following differential boundary problem

3 A1 O @) + Y (I @00 @) | -
k=0 Jj=0

- iz‘lk(—l)k@_(k) (z) + Zs: (-1)'N,(2)®V(2)| = Hx),z €R,  (2)
k=0 v=0

where K(x), N, (x), H(x) are the Fourier transformations of functions k;(x), n,(x),
h(z), j =1,n, v =1, s accordingly. ®+®)(z) and &~ (@ (z) are the boundary values
at R of the functions ®®)(z) and ®~(9(z) accordingly, where ®*(z), ®~(z) are
unknown functions, which are analytical at the domains D™ and D~ accordingly.
As all the transformations of the differential boundary problem (2) and the equation
(1) are identical, then the problem and the equation are equivalent in such a sense
that they are solvable or unsolvable at the same time, and there is one and only
one solution ®*(x) of the differential boundary problem (2) for every solution ¢(x)
of the equation (1) and vice versa. The solutions of the equation (1) are expressed
over solutions of the problem (2) according to the formula

o(z) = \/% Z % (1) — (1) e dt,x € R. (3)

Later on we will consider that the functions K;(x), N, (z) € H! r>00<a<l,
HY — H,, j = 1,n, v = 1,s and the function H(x) € Lg), r >0, Lgo) = Lo.
As the functions kj(z),n,(z) € L, j = 1,n, v = 1,s, then according to Riemann-
Lebesgue theorem [1, p. 42] xh_)ngo Kj(z) = O’xh—{lolo N,(x)=0,j=1,n,v=1,s The

equation (1) is a generalization of a convolutional type equation ”with two kernels”,
and we will study it basing on the investigation of the differential boundary problem
(2). The investigation of the solvability of the problem (2) we will do basing on the
investigation of the singular integral equation at the real axis. The investigation of
the differential boundary problem (2) reduces to the investigation of the singular
integral equation with the help of integral representations for the functions and
derivatives of them built in [4]. Let construct functions ®*(z) and ®~(z) such that
they are analytical at the domains D™, D~ accordingly and disappearing at infinity.
Besides, the boundary values at R of functions ®+®)(z) and ®(9)(z) satisfy the
following condition ®+®)(z), ®~@ () € Lg), r>0,p > 0,q > 0. According to [4]
these conditions satisfy such functions as:

dE(2) = (2m) ! /Pi(x,z)p(:n) dz,z € DF, (4)

R
where
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P (z,2) = T
+ P2
Jomsrn(1-22) Fo o]
k=0

re€R,zeDT;

(—D)%(z —2)*
(¢ —1)!

k
k+1 —1—3 . -1

lg—kz = (D" CIT (k- j+ 1),

§=0
T+
z+1
branch (In1 = 0) of the logarithmic function in the complex plane with the cut
connecting such points as z = —1 and z = 0o, following the negative direction of the

is the main

where C]" are binomial coefficients and the function In [1 —

axis of ordinate. The function In [1 — E} is the main branch (In1 = 0) of the
zZ—1

logarithmic function in the complex plane with the cut connecting such points as
z =1 and z = 0o, following the positive direction of the axis of ordinate. It’s easy to
verify, that defined by (4) functions ®*(z) and ®~(z) are unique analytical functions
in the domains DT, D~ accordingly. According to the method from the work [4],
it’s easy to check that the function p(z) € Ly or the density of the integral repre-
sentations, is defined uniquely by the functions ®*(z) and ®~(z) and vice versa, so
with the help of the given function p(z) € Ly both functions ®*(z) and &~ (z) are
constructing uniquely. According to the work [4] the following representations take
place:

d+tP)(2) = (2m)~? /(z +1)P(x — 2) 'p(x)dr,z € DT,
R

&9 (z) = (2m) /(z — )z — 2) " p(z)dx,z € D™ (5)
R

We consider the case, when m = n = s. Using the properties [4] of partial derivatives
of functions P*(z,z) with respect to z and Sohotski formulas for derivatives from
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[7, p. 42], with the help of the representations (4), (5), we will transform the diffe-
rential boundary problem (2) into the following singular integral equation and later
on investigate it. The singular integral equation is

A(@)p(x) + B(x)(m) ™! /(t —2)7'p(t)dt + (Tp)(z) = H(z),z €R,  (6)
R

where
Az) = 0,5(=1)" {[4n + Km(x)](:n +0)7" 4+ [Ap + N (2)](z —2) ™™},
B(x) =0,5(—1)™ {[A + K (2)](x 412)” m—[Am+Nm(:E)](l‘—Z)_m}, (7)

/Kwt t)dt,x € R, (8)

m—1 it N . )
Kot = o JZ:: [A + k(2 )]81387:5’)— [Aj+Nj(x)]aPa757)”7
(9)

and is a limiting value at R of the function ,7=0,m—1.

oy

1 Lemma. If the functions K;(z),N,(z) € Hg) ,j = 1,n, v=1,s, then the
operator

T: L(zr) — L(zr),
r >0, defined by the formula (8) is a compact operator.

The proof of lemma follows from Frechet-Kolmogorov-Riesz criterion of com-
pactness of integral operators at the real axis in the space Ly, p > 1, the properties
of functions P¥(z, 2) from [4] and the results of the work [8].

According to the work [9, p. 406], the problem (2) and the singular integral
equation (6) are equivalent in such a sense that they are solvable or unsolvable at
the same time, and for every solution p(z) of the equation (6) there exists maybe
unique solution ®* () of the problem (2) and vice versa. In order to make this accord
unique it is necessary to set initial conditions for the problem (2). As its solutions
®*(x) are found in spaces of disappearing at infinity functions, then according to
the properties of Cauchy type integral the solutions of the problem (2) are such that
®+0)(00) = 0, j = 0,m — 1, that is the initial conditions of (2) are trivial and set
automatically. Thus it follows that the differential boundary problem (2) and the
singular integral equation (6) are equivalent in such a sense that they are solvable
or unsolvable at the same time, and there is one and only one solution p(x) of the
equation (6) for every solution ®¥(x) of the problem (2) and vice versa. By the
force of formula (4), the solutions of the problem (2) are expressed over solutions of
the equation (6) according to the formula

D (z) = \/% / PE(t 2)p(t) dt,z € R, (10)
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where p = ¢ = m; P*(t,z) are the boundary values at € R of functions P*(t, 2),
and p(x) is the solution of the equation (6). As the equation (1) and the problem (2)
are equivalent, the problem (2) and the singular integral equation (6) are equivalent,
too, it follows that the equation (1) and the equation (6) are equivalent in such a
sense that they are solvable or unsolvable at the same time, and there is one and
only one solution ¢(x) of the equation (1) for every solution p(x) of the equation (6)
and vice versa. Thus the solutions of the equation (1) are expressed over solutions
of the equation (6) according to the formulas (10), (3). That is why the equation
(1) we will call a Noetherian if the equation (6) is a Noetherian one.

2 Theorem. The equation (1) is not a Noetherian one.

Proof. According to the work [7, p. 208-212] the equation (6) is a Noetherian one
if and only if when A(x) + B(x) # 0, A(z) — B(z) # 0 at =z € R. From the formula
(7) it follows that

A(x) + B(z) = (—1)"[Am + K (z)](x +2)7",

A() = B(x) = (~1)"[An + Non(a)](z — )™

So we have got that the functions A(z)+ B(x), A(z) — B(x) have a null at least with
order m in infinity. It means that the equation (6) is not a Noetherian one. Then as
the equations (1) and (6) are equivalent, the equation (1) is not a Noetherian one,

too. The theorem is proved. O
Firstly we consider the case when A, + K, (x) # 0, Ay + Npp(2) # 0 at R. Let
Ap + N (2)

determine s = zndAm R ()
3 Theorem. Let the functions k;j(x),n,(x) € L, j,v = 1,m, h(z) € Lo; the func-
tions K;(x), N,(z) € H) | jy,v=1,m, H(z) € LY 5> m; A+ Kp(z) # 0,
Ap + Np(x) # 0 at R. If 3¢ —m > 0, then the homogeneous equation (1) has not
less than » — m linearly independent solutions; the heterogeneous equation (1) is
an unconditionally solvable one and its general solution depends upon not less than
» —m arbitrary constants. If x —m < 0, then generally speaking the heterogeneous
equation (1) is an unsolvable one. It will be a solvable one when not less than m — s
conditions of solvability

[ @@=, (11)
R

will be executed. Here H(x) is a right part of the equation (6), and 1;(x) are linearly
independent solutions of the homogeneous equation

A(a)ip(a) = (m) ™ /(t — )" B(t)(t) dt + /K(t,x)l/z(t) dt =0,
R

R

allied to the equation (6), where the functions A(x), B(z), K(x,t) are defined by the
formulas (7), (9) accordingly.
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Proof. According to the work [7, p. 208-212] if ¢ — m > 0, then the homogeneous
equation (6) has not less than > — m linearly independent solutions; the hetero-
geneous equation (6) is an unconditionally solvable one and its general solution
depends upon not less than s —m arbitrary constants. If sc —m < 0, then generally
speaking the heterogeneous equation (6) is an unsolvable one. It will be a solvable
one when not less than m — s conditions of solvability (11) will be executed. As the
equations (6) and (1) are equivalent, then theorem is proved. O

According to the work [2, p. 262], let define by La[—u; 0] the space of functions
¢(x) € Ly which satisfy such condition as (z 4 1)"p(z) € Lo.

4 Theorem. Let the functions kj(x),n,(z) € L, j,v = 1,m, h(z) € Lg; the func-
tions K;(x), N, (x) € HY , j,v=1,m, H(z) € Lg), r>m; Ay + Kn(x) # 0,
Apm + Npp(z) # 0 at R and the equation (1) is a solvable one. Then its solutions
belong the space La[—r;0], r > m.

Proof. According to the work [3, p. 139] the solutions of the equation (6) p(x) €
Lg_m), r > m in conditions of the theorem. Then in virtue of the representations
(5) and the properties of Cauchy type integral the limiting values ®*(™) (z) at R, of
functions @i(m)(z) belong the space Lg_m), r > m. From the properties of Fourier
transformation [2, p. 262] we have that the solutions of the equation (1) given by

the formula (3) belong the space Lao[—r;0], r > m. The theorem is proved. O

Let the conditions A,, + K,,(z) # 0, Ay + Np(z) # 0 at R are not executed.
Then we suppose that the functions A, + K, (), Ay + Ny () go to zero at the real
axis in such points as a1, as,...,a, and by, bo, ..., b, with accordingly integer orders
V1yV2y - ey Yus M1y 2y - -5 - Then in virtue of the work [3, p. 199] the following
representations take place

A(z) + B(x) = (z +2)""M(2)py (2), A(z) — B(z) = (x —1) " N(z)p-(2), (12)

where the functions M (x) # 0, N(z) #0at R, M (z), N(z) € H'"” and the functions
p4(z), p_ () look as

u Vi w I3
B T — ay B T — by,
peo) =TT (S52) oo = IT (222) (13)
k=1 k=1
Let
TO:max{/717727"'a’)/u)/Jl)/JQv"'a:UJw?m}v (14)
pu— p— p— d . 1
v kEZI’YkaN ;:1 ik, 3¢ = ind 3o (15)

5 Theorem. Let the functions k;j(x),n,(x) € L, j,v = 1,m, h(z) € Ly; the func-
tions Kj(x), N, (x) € H , j,v = 1,m, H(x) € Lg), r > rg, where the num-
ber ro is defined by the formula (14) and the representations (12) take place. If



THE SOLVABILITY AND PROPERTIES OF SOLUTIONS ... 93

w—m—~y—pu >0, where the numbers »,v, i are defined by the formulas (15), then
the homogeneous equation (1) has not less than s —m — v — p linearly independent
solutions; the heterogeneous equation (1) is an unconditionally solvable one and its
general solution depends upon not less than »x — m — v — u arbitrary constants. If
w—m—~vy—pu <0, then generally speaking the heterogeneous equation (1) is an
unsolvable one. It will be a solvable one when not less than m + v+ u — 3¢ conditions
of solvability (11) will be executed.

Proof. According to the work [3, p. 248-278] if »x — m — v — pu > 0, then the
homogeneous equation (6) has not less than s — m — v — u linearly independent
solutions; the heterogeneous equation (6) is an unconditionally solvable one and its
general solution depends upon not less than s — m — v — p arbitrary constants. If
»—m — v — p < 0, then generally speaking the heterogeneous equation (6) is an
unsolvable one. It will be a solvable one when not less than m + v+ p — s conditions
of solvability (11) will be executed. As the equations (6) and (1) are equivalent,
then theorem is proved. O

6 Theorem. Let the functions kj(x),n,(z) € L, j,v = 1,m, h(z) € Ly; the func-
tions Kj(x),N,(x) € H , v =1,m, H(z) € Lg), r > 19, where the number r
is defined by the formula (14). Besides the representations (12) take place and the
equation (1) is a solvable one. Then its solutions belong the space La|—r—m+1g;0],
T >T0.

The proof follows from the work [3, p. 248-298] because the equation’s (6) solu-
tions belong the space Lo[r — rg; 0] at that case.

Let consider the other cases of numbers’ m,n, s correlation.

If m > n,m > s, then it will be p = ¢ = m in formulas (4), (5). So we have
A(z)+B(z) = (-1)"Ap(x+2)™™, A(x) — B(z) = (—1)" App(z —2) ™™ and theorems
like 3, 4 take place.

If m < n = s, then it will be p = ¢ = n in formulas (4), (5). The representations

A(z) + B(x) = (z +2) "M (x)py(2), A(z) — B(z) = (z —2)""N(z)p—(z), (16)

where
pi(e) = @+ ),E (E2)" o) = o ),E (Z=2)" an

take place. Besides,

u w
70 = max{Y1, 72, - -, Yus Y0 + M i1, 2, - s P B 1YY = D Yot = > e (18)
k=0 §=0

The numbers 5o, o are integer orders of nulls in infinity of functions K, (z) and
N, (z) accordingly.
Thus theorems like 5, 6 take place.
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If m < n < s, then it will be p = n, ¢ = s in formulas (4), (5). The representations
(16) take place where py(z), p—(x) are like in (17). The numbers =, p are defined
by (18) and the number r( is

7o = MaX{Y1, 72, Yy Y0 My 1, 42, - - - 5 fos HO + S} (19)

Theorems like 5, 6 take place there.

If m =n < s, thenit will be p = n, ¢ = s in formulas (4), (5). The representations
(16) take place where p4(z) is like in (13) and p_(x) is like in (17). The number 7
is:

70 = MAX{Y1, Y25 -+ - s Yus B 42, - - - » fhes 0 + S} (20)
The number p we define by the formula (18), and the number v — by the formula
(15). Theorems like 5, 6 take place there.

If m < s < n, then it will be p = s, ¢ = n in formulas (4), (5). The representations
A(x) + B(x) = (x4 1) "M (z)p4(x), A(x) — B(x) = (z —2) "N(z)p(x) (21)

take place, where py(x),p—(z) are like in (17). The numbers v, u are defined by
(18) and the number ry - by the formula

ro = maX{’Yly’Y% <oy Yus Y0 + Sy U1y (425 - -y Hews KO + n} (22)

Theorems like 5, 6 take place there.

If m = s < n, then it will be p = n, ¢ = s in formulas (4), (5). The representations
(16) take place where p4(z) 1s like in (17), and p_(z) is like in (13).The number r
is defined by the formula

ro = max{%,%a e Yus Yo T 1 2 - HMW}' (23)

The number y is defined by (15) and the number v — by the formula (18). Theorems
like 5, 6 take place there.
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