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Let © = (0,w1) x (0,w2) X (0,ws) be an open rectangular box, and let E be an orthogonally
convex piecewise smooth domain inscribed in €.

A set G € R" is defined to be orthogonally convex if, for every line L that is parallel to one
of standard basis vectors, the intersection of G with L is empty, a point, or a single segment.

In the domain E consider the boundary value problem

(222 — Zpa(x)u(a) + q(x), (1)

a<2

@00 1y = v2(X)2(x), u

uvi|,y =i(X)Yi(x), @200 |, o = v3(x)e3(x).  (2)

Here x = (21,2, 23), 2 = (2,2,2), @ = (a1, a2, a3) is a multi-index,

o +aztas u(x)

() -z =4
wx) Ozt 0x5? 025’

OF is the boundary of E, and v(x) = (v1(x), v2(x),v2(x)) is the outward unit normal vector at
point x € E, pa € C(E) (a < 2), ¢ € C(E), ¢; € C**2(E) and E is the closure of E.

By a solution of problem (1),(2) we understand a classical solution, i.e., a function u €
C?*22(E) N C*29(E) satisfying equation (1) and the boundary conditions (2) everywhere in E
and OF, respectively.

C?22(E) is the space of continuous functions u : E — R having continuous partial derivatives
u® (a < 2).

Throughout the paper the following notations will be used.

0=(0,0,0), 1=(1,1,1).

a = (a1, a2,a3) < B = (B1,02,03) < a; < B; (i =1,2,3) and o # 8.

o = (Oél,OéQ,Oég) < IB = (ﬁ17/82753) — a< 167 or @ = 16

Jeull = [en] +faz] + o,

Yo ={a<2: o =2forsomeiec{1,23}}

Oz ={a<2: ||ais odd}.

suppa = {i | a; > 0}.

Xa = (x(1)x1, x(a2)z2, x(a3)xs3), where x(a) =0 if @« =0, and x(a) =1 if o > 0.

xq Will be identified with (z;,,...,x; ), where {i1,...,9} = supp .
Xa = X — Xa-
o - LIy UEI= 1)

H(f)(x) is the Hessian matrix of function f at point x.
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Along with problem (1), (2) consider the corresponding homogeneous problem

a2 = 37 (xu), (1)
a<2
uyl‘aE =0, u(2:0:0) I/Q‘BE =0, u(220) Vg}aE =0. (20)

Two-dimensional versions of problem (1), (2) were studied in [1-4]. The case of a characteristic
rectangle was considered [1] and [2]. In [3] and [4] two-dimensional problems were considered in a
orthogonally convex smooth domains.

Orthogonal convexity and smoothness of a domain are essential requirements and cannot be
relaxed. Examples attesting the paramount importance of orthogonal convexity and smoothness of
a domain were introduced in Remarks 1 and 2 of [4]. Similar examples can be easily constructed
for the three-dimensional case.

Characteristic rectangles were the only admissible piecewise smooth domains for two-dimensional
problems. In the three-dimensional case admissible piecewise smooth domains consist of character-
istic rectangular boxes and right cylinders with an orthogonally convex smooth base.

We study problem (1), (2) in the following three cases: characteristic rectangular box; a right
cylinder with an orthogonally convex smooth base; an orthogonally convex smooth domain.

It is not difficult to show that the problem

u(27070)

uul‘aE = v1(x)Y1(x), VQ‘E)E = 1o(x)2(x), u(320) Vg‘aE = v3(x)3(x)

is uniquely solvable in all three aforementioned cases. Consequently, without loss of generality,
problem (1), (2) can always be reduced to the problem with the zero boundary conditions.
Due to this fact, for the sake of technical simplicity, all results will be formulated for problem

(1), (20)-

Case I: Characteristic Rectangular Box. Let EF = ). For the rectangular box 2 the boundary
conditions (2¢) receive the form

U(O’Wl,xl,ﬂ@) — 07 U(2’0’0)(J}1,O'LL)2,1'2) = 07 U(272’0)(ZE1,$2, O'OJ3) =0 (U = Oa ]-)
It is easy to see that the latter conditions are equivalent to the following ones
u(lowr,x1,22) =0, wu(xy,0we,z2) =0, u(z1,r2,0w3) =0 (0 =0,1). (3)

Theorem 1. Let
Pa(X) = pa(Xa) if a € Yo N O2,

and let the following inequalities hold:

7T2 7T2 772
P220(X) = p220(w3) > ——5, p202(X) = poo2(22) > ——5, po22(X) = po22(r1) > ——, (4)
w3 Wy wi
P W2 2, .2
w3 WHw waows
p220(m3) ‘|’P202(f’32) +p200( X) ;43 + ’P211(X)’ 2 <1, (5)
" 2 2, .2
3 w? wiw wiws3
Paao(T3) =5 2 +P022(951) +p020( ) ;43 + |pr21(x)| SO L, (6)
2 2 2, .2
w) wWiw. wiw?2
p202(:z2) +p022(:c1) +p002( X) ;42 + ’P112(X)’ 2 <L (7)

Then problem (1), (3) has the Fredholm property, i.e.:
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(i) problem (1p), (3) has a finite dimensional space of solutions;
(ii) problem (1), (3) is uniquely solvable if and only if problem (1¢), (3) has only the trivial solution.
Furthermore, every solution of problem (1), (3) belongs to C*%2(Q).

Remark 1. The strict inequalities (4)—(7) are sharp and cannot be replaced by nonstrict ones.
Violation of at least one of the above inequalities can lead to the loss of the Fredholm property of
problem (1), (2). To verify this, consider the problem

w22 = (—1)lellyy2e) 4y — sin 2y sin 29 sin 23 ¢(Ra ), (8)

u(lom,x,2) =0, wu(ri,om x2) =0, u(xy,x9,0m)=0 (6 =0,1) (9)

in the domain £ = (0, 7)x (0,7) x (0, 7). Here 0 < a < 1, and ¢ is an arbitrary non-differentiable
continuous function. The problem satisfies all of the inequalities (4)—(7) except the one for the
coefficient pog: instead of (—1)I1%lpyy > 1 we have (—1)l®lpy,, = 1. As a result, problem (8), (9)
does not have the Fredholm property. Indeed, despite the fact that the homogeneous problem

u(lom,xy,22) =0, wu(ry,omx2) =0, u(xy,x9,0m)=0 (6 =0,1)
has only the trivial solution, problem (8), (9) has the unique weak solution
u(z) = sinxy sin zg sin z3 ¢(Xe,),
which is not a classical solution due to non-differentiability of the function q.

Consider the equation

w222 — me(g;a)u@a) + Z Pa(Za)ul® + g(x). (10)
a<l a€04
Corollary 1. Let
(—D)l*lpye(Ra) = 0 for a < 1. (11)

Then problem (10), (3) is uniquely solvable.

Case II: Right Cylinder. Let E = {(z1,22,23) € Q: (z1,22) € G, z3 € (0,ws3)}, where G is
an orthogonally convexr open domain with C? boundary inscribed in the rectangle (0,w1) x (0,ws),
i.e.,

G = {(.1‘1,$2) c0: xr1 € (O,wl), To € (’71(33‘1),’)/2(331))}
= {(IL‘l,l‘Q) €Q: a9 € (0,ws), 1 € (7’]1(1’2),772(IE2))}, (12)

and v; € C([0,w1]) N C?((0,w1)), n; € C([0,ws]) N C?((0,ws)) (i =1,2).
In the right cylinder FE consider the following equations

w22 = P220 (953)“(2’2’0) +p202(1‘2)u(2’0’2) +p200(X)U(2’0’0) +Po20 (X)U(O’Q’O) +poo2(x2, 333)U(0’0’2)
+ Y pa(x)u® +¢(x), (13)
a<l
w22 = poog(23)u?20 4 poga (22)u?0? + pogg(a1)u O3

+ p200 () U0 4 poog (23)u 0 4 poga (22)u %% + pooo (22, 23)u + ¢(x) (14)
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and
w(222) — = pago(a3)u (22,0) 4 P20z (22)u (2,0,2) + poza(z1)u (0,2,2)
+p200( ) (2,2,0) —|—p020(([;3)u( 12,0) +p002($2)u(0’0’2)
a<l

In view of (12), conditions (2¢) receive the form

w00 2y i (w1, 23), 3) = 0,

w20 (@1, 2o, 7i(21,22)) = 0 (i = 1,2). (16)

u(Ci(x2, x3), x2,23) =0,

Theorem 2. Let the following inequalities hold:

p220(23) > 0, pao2(z2) >0, p2oo(x) <0, po2o(x) <0, pooz(w2,23) < 0.
Then problem (13), (16) has the Fredholm property.

Theorem 3. Let G be a convex domain, i.e.,

(=) (z1) >0 for z1 € (0,wy) (i=1,2) (17)
and

(1) 'nf(z2) >0 for z € (0,ws) (i =1,2), (18)
and let

pa2o(x3) >0,  pao2(z2) >0, p2g2(z1) >0, (19)

p200(x) <0, po2o(x3) <0, pooa(x2) <0, (20)

Pooo (2, 23) > 0.

Then problem (14), (16) is uniquely solvable.
Furthermore, if G is strongly convex, i.e.,

(=1)" 19/ (x1) > 0 for x1 € (0,w1) (i=1,2) (21)
and

(=1) 1y (z9) > 0 for zo € (0,ws) (i =1,2), (22)

then the solution of problem (14), (16) belongs to C**2(E).

Corollary 2. Let inequalities (17)—(20) hold. Then problem (15), (16) has the Fredholm property.
Furthermore, if inequalities (21) and (22) hold, then every solution of problem (15), (16) belongs to
C?*22(E).

Case III: Smooth Domain. Let E be an orthogonally convex open domain with C%2? boundary
inscribed in the characteristic box §2, i.e.,

E = {(z1,32,23) € Q: (21,32) € G12, 23 € (1(w1,22),72(71,22)) }
= {(w1,22,23) € Q: (w1,23) € Gi3, 2 € (M (21, 33),m2(21, 33)) }
= {(z1,m2,23) € Q: (2,33) € Gi3, 71 € (C1(w2,23), 22, 73)) },
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where v; € 0(612) N 02’2(G12), n; € 0(613) N 02’2(G13), G € C(égg) N 02’2(G23) (i =1,2), and
G112, G13 and Ga3 are orthogonally convex smooth open domains inscribed in (0,w;) X (0,ws),
(0,w1) x (0,ws3) and (0,ws) x (0,ws), respectively.

In the domain E consider the following equations:

ul®22) = oo (x)ul??0) + pygo (1, 23)ul>0 + 3 " pa (x)ul™ + ¢(x), (24)
a<l

u(27212) — p220(x3)u(2’270) + p202 ($2)u(270’2)

+ p200(3)u 300 poog (23)ul®29 4 pogg (22)u®0? 4 pogo (g, 23)u + ¢(x) (25)
and

+ Z Pa(x)ul® + ¢(x). (26)

a<l

In view of (23), conditions (2¢) receive the form

u(Gi(we, w3), w2, w3) =0, w00 (2y,mi(x1,23), 23) =0,
w20 (1,29, 7i(21,22)) = 0 (i = 1,2). (27)

Theorem 4. Let the following inequalities hold:

p220(x) > 0,
p200(w1,23) < 0.

Then problem (24), (27) has the Fredholm property.

Theorem 5. Let E be a convex domain, i.e., let

(=) H[vy;|(x1,22) be positive semi-definite for (z1,z2) € Gia (i =1,2), (28)
(=) H[n](x1, x3) be positive semi-definite for (z1,z3) € Gz (i = 1,2), (29)
(—l)i_lH[Q]($2,$3) be positive semi-definite for (xa,x3) € Gaz (i = 1,2), (30)

and let
p220(23) >0,  pao2(z2) >0, (31)
P200(x) <0, po2o(x3) <0, poo2(z2) <0, (32)

Pooo(w2,x3) > 0.

Then problem (25), (27) is uniquely solvable.
Furthermore, if E is strongly convezx, i.e.,

(—1)i_1H[%-](x1,x2) is positive definite for (r1,x2) € G12 (i =1,2), (33)
(—l)ile[m] (x1,x3) is positive definite for (x1,x3) € Gig (i =1,2), (34)
(=1)YH[G) (29, 23) is positive definite for (x2,x3) € Gag (i =1,2), (35)

then the solution of problem (25), (27) belongs to C%*2(E).
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Corollary 3. Let conditions (28)—(32) hold. Then problem (26), (27) has the Fredholm property.
Furthermore, if conditions (33)—(35) hold, then every solution of problem (26),(27) belongs to
C*22(E).

Remark 2. In a strongly convex domain the boundary conditions (2) are equivalent to the bound-
ary conditions

“‘aE = ¢1(X)a 200 |8E '¢2(X), U(2’2’0)|8E = ¢3(X).

Remark 3. Without the requirement that the domain F be strongly convex the solution of problem
(1), (2) may not belong to C*22(E).
As an example, in the domain E = {(x1,72,73) : 2 + 23 + 23 < 1} consider the problem

(2,272) — 0’ (36)

u‘aE =0, u®%0 ‘6E 2, w0 ‘dE 0. (37)

F is a convex domain. However, F is not strongly convex, since the Hessian matrices mentioned in
Theorem 5 are positive semi-definite rather than positive definite along the three "main meridians”

4 .4 4 .4 4 .4
T+ x5 7 Ty + x5 . and T + x3
Ir3 = 0 To = 0 Ir = 0
As a result, the unique solution of problem (36), (37) u(x) = % — \/1 — 23 — 23 does not belong

to C>22(E) since u®19) and u(%%1 are discontinuous along the third “main meridian”.

It is worth noticing that problem (36), (37) considered in the unit ball £ = {(x1,x9,23) :
2% + 23 + 23 < 1} has a unique solution u(x) = 23 + 23 + 23 — 1 which belongs to C*?2(E). Such
contrast is explained by the fact that the unit ball is a strongly convex domain.
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