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ON THE SOLVABILITY OF A BOUNDARY VALUE PROBLEM
IN p-ADIC STRING THEORY

KH. A. KHACHATRYAN

ABSTRACT. This paper is devoted to the study and solution of a boundary value
problem for a convolution-type integral equation with cubic nonlinearity. The above
problem has a direct application to the p-adic theory of open-closed strings for the
scalar tachyon field. It is shown that a one-parameter family of monotone continuous
bounded solutions exists. Under additional conditions on the kernel of the equation,
an asymptotic formula for the solutions thus constructed is established. Using these
results, as particular cases we obtain Zhukovskaya’s theorem on rolling solutions of
the nonlinear equation in the p-adic theory of open-closed strings and the Vladimirov—
Volovich theorem on the existence of a nontrivial solution between certain vacua.

The results are extended to the case of a more general nonlinear boundary value
problem.

§1. INTRODUCTION

This paper is devoted to investigating the following boundary value problem for an
integral equation of convolution type with a cubic nonlinearity (and some generalizations
of this equation):

(1) af*(x) + (1 - a)f(x) = / K.(c—)f()dt, zcR,
R
(@) fldoo) = lm_f(a) = +1,

where the unknown function f(x) is odd and continuous on R. In equation (), a € (0, 1]
is a numerical parameter and the kernel K(z) = K,(x) is an even function defined on
the set R and satisfies the following conditions:

(3a) K e Li(R)nCy(R),

(3b) K(7) | with respect to 7 on [0, +00),

(3c) K(z)>0, z€R and /K(:ﬁ)dmzl,
R

where Cs(R) is the space of bounded continuous functions on the set R.
Problems ([I)-([]) have an immediate application in the p-adic theory of open-closed
strings for the scalar tachyon field (see [I]-[@]). In particular, when

(4) K(z) = K,(z) = \/%_ae*f/‘m, z €R,
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problems ([{)—(2]) describe the motion (the rolling) of tachyons with respect to the time
of open-closed strings (see [I] and [2]). Only real solutions of equation () are of physical
interest.

A direct verification shows that equation () has the following trivial solutions (phys-
ically a vacuum):

flx)=0, f(z)==x1, zeR.

The main objective of this paper is to construct nontrivial monotonically nondecreas-
ing continuous and bounded solutions between the vacua f(z) = +1.

One of the main results in the paper is the following theorem.

Theorem 1. Let the kernel K be an even function on the set R and satisfy conditions
Ba)-Bd). Then, for any parameter a € (0, 1], the boundary value problems [A)-[2) have
a one-parameter family of continuous monotonically nondecreasing bounded solutions of
the form {fc(x)}ceR, and fo(x) is an odd function. Moreover, if
oo
m(K) = /tK(t) dt < o0,
0
then for any c € R,
1+ f, € Li(RF),
where R™ = (—00,0] and R = [0, +00).
As a special case, Theorem [Il implies the Zhukovskaya theorem on rolling solutions of
the nonlinear equation () with a kernel of the form (@) (see [1]).
In the second part of the paper, the results we obtain are extended to the case of
a “nonhomogeneous” integral equation of convolution type with cubic nonlinearity (see
Theorem [2)).

In the last part we study a more general boundary value problem for the following
nonlinear integral equation of convolution type:

(5) Qi (@) = / K(x—0f(t)dt, =eR,
R

with the boundary conditions
(6) f(&oo) =+n, >0,

where @ is an odd continuous function on R satisfying certain conditions (see Theorems[3]
and [)). The results obtained generalize the Vladimirov—Volovich result on the existence
of a nontrivial solution between certain vacua (see [5, Theorem 5]).

§2. THE PROOF OF THEOREM [I]

We break up the proof of the theorem stated above into the following steps. In the
first three steps we establish lemmas which enable us to prove Theorem [Il

Step 1. We first prove the following simple but important lemma.

Lemma 1. If K is an even function on the set R satisfying conditions ([Bal) and (3d),
then, for every a € (0, 1], the characteristic equation

T 2—a
(7) K(t)e Pt dt = =———
/ :

has a unique positive solution py = po(a).
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Proof. Consider the function
— i —pt 2-a +
x(p)= | K(t)e™® dt—T, p€eRT.
0

Taking (Ba) and ([Bd) into account, since the kernel K is even we can readily see that
1) x € C(RT), 2) x(p) J with respect to p on RT,
a . a—2
3 x(0)=7>0, x(+oo) = lim x(p)=—— <0

Hence, using the Bolzano—Cauchy theorem, we complete the proof of Lemma [Tl (|

Remark 1. In the table below, we present approximate values of pg = po(a) depending
on the values of the parameter a when the kernel has the form ({#]). The calculations were
carried out using the software Mathcad.

a 1 0.9 0.8 0.7 0.6 0.5 0.4 0.3 0.2 0.1
po || 0.769 || 0.675 | 0.593 | 0.521 | 0.454 | 0.393 | 0.334 | 0.275 | 0.215 | 0.145

Now consider the well-known Lalesco kernel

1
K(z) = 567@', z €R.
Then the unique solution of the characteristic equation (7)) is defined by the formula
a
8 = =—, € (0,1].
(8) po = po(a) 2_a a € (0,1]

We choose a number a € (0, 1] (and hence also the number py = po(a)) to use in the
arguments below.

Step II. Note that the a priori estimate given below plays an important role in the
presentation to follow. The following assertion holds.

Lemma 2. Under the assumptions of Lemma [, the following lower bound holds:
(9) / K(t)erol dt 4 7o~ /K(t)e"’otdt >1- g Vo € RY.
Proof. Consider the function
x (oo}
I(z) = / K(t)ePot dt + e?Po® /K(t) e Poldt — 1+ g, reRT.

Taking Lemma [[linto account, since the kernel K is even, we see from (Bal) and ([Bd) that

0 [e%s} 00
1(0) = / K(t)ert dt + /K(t)e-mtdt —1+ g = 2/K(t)e—1’otdt 14 g —0,
—00 0 0
o0

(o)
I'(z) = K(x)ePo” + 2p062p°m/[((t)efp°tdt — K(z)ePo® = 2p062p°r/K(t)efpotdt >0

Vaz € RT. Hence, we have I(x) > I(0) for all z € R, which implies the assertion of the
lemma. ]

Step 1. Using inequality (@), we will now prove the following lemma, which is the main
lemma in this paper.
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Lemma 3. Let the conditions of Lemma [l be valid. Then the following bound holds:

1—2/K t)dt — e~ Po® / K(t epotdt+ep0r/K *Potdt
(10)

(1 -2)(1—e), zer™.

Proof. By analogy with the proof of Lemma 2] if we consider the corresponding function

h(z)=1-2 7K(t)dt — ¢ Po® ] K (t)ePot dt

eror / K@e = (1-3) (1= e "), 2 R,

we can readily prove that

h(0) =0 and h/'(z) = poe " / K (t)ePot dt 4 ¢*Po® /K(t)e_pot dt—1+ g
\— OO xT

Using Lemma 2] we see that h/(x) >0, z € R*. This yields

h(z) > h(0) =0, z € RT. O

Remark 2. Taking conditions ([Ba) and ([Bd) into account, we readily see from Lemma [3]
that

(11) / (z—t)—K(z+1t)) (1 —e ") dt > (1— g) (1—e %), zeR".
0
Indeed, using conditions ([Bal) and (3d), after simple manipulations we obtain

7(K(;v —t)— K(z+1)) (1 —e ") dt
[

(v —t)— K(z+1))e Pt dt—Z/K(t) dt

=1- Z/K(t)dt — e Po¥ / K (t)ePol dt + epow/K(t)e_pot dt > (1 - g) (1—e 7).

Step IV. Consider the following auxiliary boundary value problem for a nonlinear integral
equation with a sum-difference kernel on the semiaxis:

(12)  apb(@) + (1 — a)p(x) — /(K(:c ) - K(z+1)e(t)dt, =eR*
0
(13) o(+o0) = lim ¢(z)=1

Tr—+o0
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with respect to the unknown function () which is continuous and bounded on R*. For
equation ([I2)), we introduce the following successive approximations:

1y ha@ 1 -den@ = [ (K@= - K@+)e0d, R
wolx) =1, n=0,1,2,..., ;ERJﬂ

We will prove that the sequence {¢,(z)} ~, is bounded, using induction on n:

(15) on(x) <1, n=0,1,2,..., z€RT.

In the case of n = 0, inequality (IZ) holds automatically. Suppose that (I3 holds for
some n € N. Then, using the readily verifiable inequality

(16) K(x—t)>K(x+t), (x,t)eR" xR

and conditions (Bal) and (Bd), we have

o0

ah (@) + (L= Q)punr(0) <12 [ K dt <1,

and so

a(pni1(x) = 1) (Pp41(2) + @ngr(@) + 1) + (1 = a) (pnia(z) = 1) <0
(17) (Pns1(z) —1) (asoiﬂ(x) + appi1(z) +1) <O0.
Note that
ap? 1 (2) + apni1(z) +1>1 - % > 0.

Using the last relation, from (7)) we we see that (5] holds for n+ 1, and hence for every
n.

Step V. In this step, applying induction on n we prove that the sequence is decreasing:
(18) on(z) | with respect to n.
Obviously, the inequality o1(x) < ¢g(z) follows from ([IT). Suppose that ([I8]) holds for

some positive integer n. Then, taking (I6]) into account, we see from (4] that
(19) agp1(2) + (1 = a)pnt1(2) < apy (@) + (1 - a)pn(z), = eRY.
Since

F(t) = at® 4+ (1 — a)t T with respect to t on R
and a € (0, 1], it follows from ([I9) that ¢,41(z) < @, (x).
Step VI. Now we prove that all the elements of the sequence {@,(z)},., satisfy the
following lower bound:
1—ePo®
0
This bound holds for n = 0 by the definition of the zeroth approximation. Suppose that
20) holds for some n € N. Then, using Lemma [ and taking (I8 into account, we see

(20) on(x) > reRT, n=0,1,2,....
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from ([4]) that
3 17 -
app1(2) + (1 —a)pnii(z) > /(K(ﬂi —t)—K(z+1t)(1—e ") dt
0

> (=0 (- o)+ 5 (1))

—(1-a ™ _\j;ow +a <71 _\j;m)s.

As F(t) is monotonic, the inequality thus obtained gives the following bound:

1 —e7Po®
Pnt1(z) 2 — 0 “€ R,
Step VII. We will also use induction on n to prove that
(21) on € C(RT), n=0,1,2,...,
(22) ¢n(z) 1 with respect to x on RY, n=0,1,2,....

We first look at the proof of assertion (22]).

Let 21,29 € RT, 1 > xa, be arbitrary numbers. The inequality ¢o(z1) > @o(z2) is
obvious. Suppose that the inequality @, (21) > ¢, (22) holds for some positive integer n.
Then, representing the iterations (I4) in the form

0?1 (@) + (1 - a)gpni( /zr Youla — )t — | K(x+1) pult) dt,

wolz) =1, n=0,1,2,..., xeR*,

and using (BH]), we obtain

agp 1 (1) + (1= a)pni(21) / K(t)pn(z1 —t)d /K 1+ 1) pn(t)dt
0

> [ K@) eulea -ty !Km+twmﬁ=wamm+u—@%ﬂmm

Using this inequality together with the monotonicity of the function F(t), we arrive at

the inequality ¢p,41(21) > @ni1(z2).
The membership relation (21]) follows immediately from the fact that both the kernels,
K and F, are continuous; we have also used the fact that F' is monotonic.

Step VIII. Tt follows from (&), ([I8), 20), and ZI) that the sequence of continuous
functions {p,(z)}22, has pointwise limit as n — oo:

lim pu(z) = 9(z), = €RY,

n— oo
where, by Beppo Levi’s theorem (see [7]), the limit function ¢(z) satisfies equation ([I2)).
By ([[3) and (20), we obtain the following two-sided bound for ¢ (z):
1 — e Por

(23) NG

<px)<1, xRt
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Now ¢ € M(R') and K € L;(R) N Cp(R) by ([Bal), and so it is known that (see [§])
(24) /(K(:z: —t)— K(z+1)) p(t)dt € Cpr(RT).
0

Since the function F is continuous and monotonic, taking ([24)) into account, we see from
([@2) that ¢ € Cpr(RT). Since the sequence of continuous functions {¢,(x)}52, tends to
a continuous limit function ¢(x) on RT, it follows from Dini’s theorem (see [9]) that the
convergence of the sequence is uniform on every compact set in RT.

On the other hand, ¢, (z) T with respect to z on RY, n=0,1,2,... (see (22)), and
hence the limit lim,_, o p(z) = X, 0 < X < 400, exists. In equation (I2)), passing to the
limit as  — 400 and taking the well-known limit relation (see [§])

o0

xEToo K(x—1t)p(t)dt = /K(’T) dr - IEIJPOO o(x)
0 R

into account, we have: a\® + (1 —a)\ = . Since A > 0, it follows from the last equation
that A = 1.

Step IX. Since the kernel K is even and the function F' defined on R is odd, direct
verification shows that the odd extension to R™ of the function ¢,

- p(x) forz >0,
(25) fol@) = {—go(—a:) for z < 0,

is a continuous and monotonic nondecreasing solution of the boundary value problems
([@D—@). Since the kernel K and the function ¢ are continuous, it follows from ([I2]) and

@3) that fo(0) = 0.

Note that all possible shifts of the function fo(z) also satisfy the boundary value
problems ([{)—(2). Indeed, it is clear that the limit relations (2)) hold for the one-parameter
family of functions { fc(x)}.cp of the form f.(x) = fo(24c). We will prove that, for every
¢ € R, the function f.(z) in the family also satisfies equation ([II). We have

/K(w—t)fc(t) dt = /K(m—t)fo(t—i—c) dt = /K(:C—I-C—T)fo(T) dr
R R R
=afg(e+c)+ (1 —a)folz+c) = afl(x) + (1 - a)fe(x).

Thus, the first part of the theorem is proved.
In the next two steps we will prove that if m(K) < +oo, then

1+ f. € Li(RT) Ve e R.
Step X. First we prove by induction on n that

(26) 1—p, € Li(RT), n=0,1,2,....
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When n = 0, the inclusion (26) follows from (I4). Let 1 — ¢,, € L1(R™) for some n € N.
Then, taking relations ([Ba)-(Bd) and (&) into account, we see from (4] that

0<1—pns1(x) < (1= pny1(2) (1+ apnir(2) + apl 4 (2))

=1—app () = (1 = a)pni (@ /Kiﬂ—t (I —nl(t) dt“‘/K
0

+/Kx+t<pn dt<2/K dt—f—/Kx—t)(l—npn())thLl(R+)
0
because

o0

o< |
0

oo

K(z—t)(1— pn(t)) dtde < [ (1 —u(t))dt - | K(t)dt
i oo |

0

/ 1— @u(t)) dt < 00
0

and

O/x/K(t)dtd:v - O/tK(t)dt _ () < 40,

Hence, 1 — ¢, 11 € L1(RT).

Step XI. First, we note that there is a number r > 0 such that
(27) p= / K(t)dt < 1.

Inequality (27 follows immediately from ([Bd). Fix r > 0.
In the previous step we proved that

(28) (1= @nr1(2)) (14 apnr1(z) + agy 1 (2))

_2/K(t)dt+/K(m—t)(1—gan(t))dt, n=0,1,2,..., x € R".
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Integrating both sides of (28) from 0 to co with respect to z, we obtain

(1= @ut1(2)) (1 + apns1(2) + agp 4 (@) do

2//K dtda:—i—//K:c—t ) (1= pn(t)) dt da
0 0 0

T

< om( +]°/Kx_t><1 w>)dtdx+//m_t><1_w»dtdx
0 0

/1—@n+1 /Kx—tdxdt+/ 1—ong1(t /K:E—tdxdt
0 0 T 0
JEre) /Kydde/(l—sonH(t))dt

0 oo

r
o0

<2m(K)p [ (1= puna®)de+ [ (1= pra(®) .
0 r
Therefore, by (20), it follows from this inequality that

T o

/(1 — ¢n+1(x)) do+ (1 + all _\/%mr) + all - gfpor) ) /(1 — ¢nt1(x)) dx
0

r

/ (1 —onsi(z (1 + apny1(r) + asﬁiﬂ(x)) dx
0

T o0

+p/ (1= @ni1(x dx—l—/(l — @nt1(x)) du.

0 T
In turn, this implies that
T 2 oo
a(l—ePor a(l —ePor
<1—p>/<1—son+1<x>>dx+< e )>/<1—¢n+l<x>>dx
0 T
<2m(K).

Hence,

—PpoT a _e—PoTz 7
min{u—p);(”“‘ji ) allze )>}0/<1—son+1<x>>dxgzm<f<>

or

. fa(l—e ") a(l—ePoT)
0/(1 — @ny1(z)) dr < 2m(K) <mm{(1 -p); ( 7% + 5 > }) .
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Since @, (x) | with respect to n and @,(z) < 1forn = 0,1,2,..., and z € RT (see
([8) and (IH)), it follows from Lebesgue’s theorem that 1 — ¢ € L (R™) and

/(1—so<w))dx < 2m(K) <min{<1_p); <a<1—\/%"’°’“) N a(l—;—ptﬂ") )}) |

0

Since 1 — ¢ € Li(R™), it follows immediately from the definitions of the functions f. and
fo (see formula @H)) that 1 £+ f. € L1 (RF) Ve € R. Thus, the proof of the theorem is
complete.

83. THE SOLVABILITY OF THE CORRESPONDING “INHOMOGENEOUS” EQUATION

Consider the corresponding “inhomogeneous” equation on the whole line:

(29) a®?(z) + (1 — a)®(x) = g(x) + /K(az —1)®(t) dt, x € R,
R

with respect to the unknown function ®(z), which is continuous and bounded. Here
a € (0,1] is a numerical parameter and the kernel K again satisfies conditions (Bal)—(3d).
We also make the following assumptions on the free term g(x):

I): g(x) is an odd bounded continuous function defined on R,
II): g(z) > 0,2 € RT, and g(z) t with respect to x on RT.

Taking condition I) on g(x) and conditions [Bal)—([Bd) on K (z) into account, it is easy to
see that if ¥(z) is a continuous solution on R of the nonlinear integral equation of the
form

(30)  a¥(x)+ (1 —a)¥(x) = g(x) + /(K(x —t) — K(z+1))¥(¢) dt, r € RT,
0

then

B U(z) for z € RT,
o) = {—\II(—J:) for x € R~

is a continuous odd solution of equation (29I
Since g(z) has properties I) and II) it follows that

(31) lim g(z) =cy < +oo, g(x) <cg, z€RT.

T—r+00
Consider the following characteristic equation:
(32) ar® — at = ¢

with respect to 7 € R, First, we will show that equation (B2) has a unique positive
solution ¢, for every a € (0,1], and ¢, > 1.
Consider the function

(33) G(r)=ar® —ar —cy, TERT.
Obviously, G(0) = G(1) = —¢p and G(400) = 400,

G'(t)<0 for 7€ {O, %} ,

1
G'(r) >0 for 7€ [—

T5oo].
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It follows from the properties of G listed above that there is a unique number ¢, > 1
such that G(c.) = 0 (see the figure), that is,

(34) CLC&E — acCyx = CQ.

Consider the following successive approximations:
oo
a¥y 1(2) + (1 = a)Upya(z) = g(2) + /(K(ﬂﬂ —t) — K(z + 1)) Wn () dt,

0
Uo(z)=ce, n=0,1,2,..., z€RT.

(35)

First we will prove that
(36) U, (xz) | with respect to n.

To this end, we prove that Uy (x) < ¥g(z), 2 € RT. Taking (3I]) and (34) and conditions
Ba)—-([Bd) into account, we see from (Bh]) that

(37) al(z) + (1 —a)¥y(x) < o+ = acd — ac, + ¢ = ac® + (1 —a)c..

As F(t) is continuous and monotonic, it follows from [B7) that ¥;(x) < ¥g(x). Assuming
that U,,(z) < ¥,,_;(z), z € RT, for some n € N and using the monotonicity of the
function F(t) in (B8) again, we see that U, 1(x) < U, (x).

As in the proof of Theorem [Il we can verify that the following hold true:

1—ePo%
(38) 1) U,(z) > n=0,1,2,..., zeR",

N
where pg = po(a) is the unique solution of the characteristic equation (),

2) ¥, € C(RT) forn=0,1,2,...,

3) ¥,, T with respect tox on RT, n=0,1,2,....
The facts 1)-3) imply that the sequence {¥,,(2)}5, converges pointwise and, by Beppo
Levi’s theorem, the limit function ¥(z) = lim, o ¥, () satisfies equation ([B0). Since
K € C(R), g € C(R) and F € C(R), it follows from BU) that ¥ € C(R). It follows

immediately from fact 3) that ¥(z) 1 with respect to z on R*.
From (B6]) and (B8], we conclude that ¥(x) satisfies the following two-sided inequality:
1 — g~ Poz
S < U(z) <ci, z€RT.

YV
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Write p = lim, 1o ¥(x) < +00. Taking (BI) and the limit relation

oo

im [ K 0u(tde = p- / K(r)dr =
0 —00

into account, we see from ([B0) that au®+ (1 —a)u = co+ p or ap® —ap = co. Since > 0,
we see from (32) and [B4)) that pu = c.. We will now prove that if we assume in addition
that co —g € L1(RT), then ¢, — ¥ € Li(R"). To this end, taking (3] and (Ba)—([Bd) into
account, we represent the iterations (B3] in the following form:

a(c} = V51 (2)) + (1= a)(ex = Unpa (7)) = cx + co — g(2)
/ (x—t) — K(z+1)¥,(t)dt, Yo(x)=c,., n=0,1,2,..., z€RT,
0

or

(ce = Wps1 (0))(a + ac. Wy (2) + al?, () + 1 - a)

K(z —t)(ce — Uy(t) dt+/Kx+t) 2(B)dt + co — g(x)

+c*/K(x+t)dt, Uo(z) =ci, n=0,1,2,..., z€R".
0

Since ¢, > 1, we can prove (as in the proof of Theorem [I} see Steps Xl and XI)) that
e — ¥, € L1(RT) and

[ee]
))dz < (2com +/60— ) -4,
0
(—emr)  a—erm)’ )
a(l—e a(l—e
= | min< (1 —p); + .
Hence, by Lebesgue’s theorem, we can say that ¢, — ¥ € L;(RT), and the following

bound holds:
/(c* —U(z))dr < | 2¢.m(K) + /(co —g(x))dx | - q.
0 0

The arguments we have given above prove the following theorem.

where

Theorem 2. Let K be an even function defined on R and satisfying conditions (Bal)—
Bd). In this case, if g has properties 1) and II), then equation [29) has a continuous
monotonic nondecreasing solution ®(x) on R, and lim,_, +o ®(x) = £c.. Moreover, if
in addition m(K) < 400 and ¢g — g € L1 (RT), then ¢, £ ® € Ly (RT).
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§4. SOME GENERALIZATIONS OF THE ABOVE RESULTS

Consider the boundary value problems (Bl)—(6) under the assumption that the kernel
function K that is defined on R is even and satisfies conditions ([Ba)—-([Bd) and that @ is
a continuous function on R that is odd and satisfies the following conditions: there are
numbers € € (0,1) and £ € (0,7) for which

(A): 0<Q(u) <eu,u € 0,8,
(B): Q(u) T with respect to w on the interval [0,7] and Q(n) = n, where 5
stands for the first positive root of the equation Q(u)

u.

The following theorem holds.

Theorem 3. Let the kernel K be an even function on R that satisfies @), and let Q be
an odd continuous function on R that satisfies (A) and (B). Then the boundary value
problems (@), (@) have a one-parameter family of continuous bounded solutions of the
form {fc(x)}ceR that are monotonic nondecreasing, and fo(x) is an odd function.

Proof.

Step 1. Lemmas [4] [l and [f] presented below are proved by analogy with the proofs of
Lemmas [0 2 and Bl respectively.

Lemma 4. If K is an even function on R satisfying conditions Ba) and (Bd), then the
characteristic equation

(39) K()e™Pdt =2, ee(0,1),
Jrincracs

has a unique positive solution p, = p«(e).

Lemma 5. Under the assumptions of Lemmal, the following lower bound holds:
(40) / K(t)eP+t dt + e2P=* /K(t)eﬂ”*lt dt > e Vr € RT.

Lemma 6. Let the conditions of Lemma [ hold. Then the following lower bound holds:
(41)

(oo} x [ee]
1- Z/K(t)dt — e P / K(t)eP' dt + eP*f/K(t)e*P*tdt >e(l—e %), zeR".

In particular, Lemma [@] readily implies the bound

oo

1 L [(K@-n- K@) (1-e ) dez1-er se R,

0

Step II. Now, along with the boundary value problem (5), (6), we consider the following
boundary value problem on the semiaxis:

(43) Q(p(z) = /(K(ﬂc —t) = K(z+1t)p(t)dt, =eR",
0
(44) p(+o0) = lim ¢(z)=n>0

T—00
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and introduce the following successive approximations for equation ([3):

(45) Q (Pn+1(2)) =O/(K(w—t)—K(ert))gon(t)dt,
wolz)=n, n=012,..., xRt

Using the fact that @ is an odd continuous function on R with properties (A) and (B),
it is easy to prove, similarly to the proof of Theorem [, that the sequence of functions
{on(2)}52, satifies the following:

(46) ©n(x) | with respect to n, n=0,1,2,..., z¢&RT;
(47) o, €C(RT), n=01,2,...;

(48) on(z) T with respect to z on RT, n=0,1,2,...;
(49) on(z) > f(l—efp*x), n=0,1,2,..., r € RT.

Relations ({@6)-{3J) imply that the function sequence {p,(x)}>2, converges pointwise:
lim,, o ©n(x) = @(z), and the function ¢ (z) satisfies equation ([@3)) by the continuity of
the function @ and Beppo Levi’s limit theorem. Taking ([@6) and (@3] into account, we
can say that the limit function p(z) satisfies the following two-sided inequality:

(50) E(l—e ) <p(x)<n, zeRt.

Since @ € C(R) and K € Cp(R), we see from [@3)), taking (50) and conditions (A) and
(B) into account, that ¢ € C(R™) and ¢(0) = 0. It also follows from (48] that

(51) o(z) 1 with respect to  on R™.

Step 1I1. Finally, our final step is to prove that
(52) lim o(z) =n.

T—+00
By (B0) and (&), the limit limg o ¢(z) = A > 0 exists, and A < n. However, as is well
known,
(53) tim [ (K(x— 1)~ K(z +1)) (1) di = )\/K(T) dr =\,
T—r—+00
0 R

Using the continuity of the function @ and formula (53), we see from (3] that

r—r+o0 Tr—r+o0

i Qe(0) = @, 1im_p()) =2 / K(r)dr =X,

and hence

(54) Q(\) = A.

In this case, using the fact that A € (0,7] and the assumption that » is the first positive
root of the equation Q(u) = u, we see from (B4) that A = n.

Similarly, as in the proof of Theorem [, we can prove that the odd extension of
the function ¢ to R~ (see formula (2h])) and all possible shifts of the extension are
continuous monotone nondecreasing solutions of the boundary value problems (&), (@).
This completes the proof of the theorem. |
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Theorem 4. Let the kernel K satisfy the conditions of Theorem 2 and have finite mo-

ment of first order:
[ee]

m(K)= [ tK(t)dt < +oo.
/

Suppose, further, that Q is an odd continuous function on R satisfying condition (B). In
this case, if the function Q satisfies the two-sided inequality (which is stronger than (A))

0<Q(u) < “n_f+(1_a)u, a€ (0,1, wel0,n],

which is stronger than (A), then n+ f € L (RF).
The proof is similar to that of the second part of Theorem [l

Remark 3. Tt is of interest to note that Theorems [B] and Ml generalize the first (¢ =
1-3; &= %; 1 = 1) and second parts of Theorem [II respectively.

Remark 4. Theorem [B]implies, as a special case, the Vladimirov—Volovich existence the-
orem (see Theorem 5 in [0]) if we choose a function of the form () for the kernel K and

_1
take Q(u) =uP, a =1, e = %, &= (%)P*1 and 1 = 1, where p > 2 is an arbitrary odd
number.
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