arXiv:1306.6185v1 [math.AP] 26 Jun 2013

Real analytic families of harmonic functions in a domain
with a small hole

M. Dalla Riva *& P. Musolino

Abstract: Let n > 3. Let ' and Q° be open bounded connected subsets of R™ containing
the origin. Let ¢p > 0 be such that ° contains the closure of €Q? for all € €] — €, €o[. Then,
for a fixed € €] — €g,€0[\{0} we consider a Dirichlet problem for the Laplace operator in
the perforated domain Q° \ €Q'. We denote by u. the corresponding solution. If p € Q°
and p # 0, then we know that under suitable regularity assumptions there exist €, > 0 and
a real analytic operator U, from | — €, €,[ to R such that u.(p) = Uple] for all € €]0, ¢p].
Thus it is natural to ask what happens to the equality uc(p) = U,[e] for e negative. We
show a general result on continuation properties of some particular real analytic families
of harmonic functions in domains with a small hole and we prove that the validity of the
equality u.(p) = U,[e] for e negative depends on the parity of the dimension n.
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continuation in Banach space.
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1 Introduction

We fix once for all
neN, n>3, a €]0,1].

Here N denotes the set of natural numbers including 0. Then we fix two sets Q¢ and Q° in
the n-dimensional Euclidean space R™. The letter ‘4’ stands for ‘inner domain’ and the letter
‘o’ stands for ‘outer domain’. We assume that Q° and Q° satisfy the following condition

Q" and Q° are open bounded connected subsets of R™ of (1)
class C1® such that R™\ clQ’and R™ \ cIQ° are connected,
and such that the origin 0 of R" belongs both to Q° and Q°.

Here clQ) denotes the closure of Q for all 2 C R”. For the definition of functions and sets of
the usual Schauder class C%% and C1'%, we refer for example to Gilbarg and Trudinger [I}
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§6.2]. We note that condition () implies that Q¢ and ©° have no holes and that there exists
a real number ¢g such that

€0 >0 and eclQ’ C Q° for all € €] — €, €] . (2)
Then we denote by §2(¢) the perforated domain defined by
Qe) = Q°\ (ecl) Ve €] — €0, €o] -

A simple topological argument shows that Q(e) is an open bounded connected subset of R™
of class C1:@ for all € €] — €, €0[\{0}. Moreover, the boundary 9Q(e) of (e) has exactly
the two connected components 9Q° and €dQ¢, for all € €] — €g,e9[. We also note that
Q(0) = 2°\ {0}. |

Now let fi € CL*(9Q) and f° € CH(99Q°). Let € €] — €p, €0[\{0}. We consider the
following boundary value problem

Au=0 in Qe),
u(z) = f(x/e) for x € edN", (3)
u(z) = fo(x) for x € 00Q°.

As is well known, the problem in (3] has a unique solution in C1%(clQ(¢)). We denote such
a solution by u.. Then we fix a point p in Q°\ {0} and we take ¢, €]0, ¢o[ such that p € Q(e)
for all € €]0,¢p[. In particular, it makes sense to consider u.(p) for all € €]0, €,[. Thus we
can ask the following question.

What can be said of the map from 0, €,[ to R which takes € to u.(p)?

Questions of this type have been largely investigated by the so called Asymptotic Analysis.
We mention here as an example the work of Maz’ya, Nazarov, and Plamenevskij in [2]. The
techniques of Asymptotic Analysis aim at representing the behavior of u.(p) as e — 07 in
terms of regular functions of € plus a remainder which is smaller than a known infinitesimal
function of e. Instead, by the different approach proposed by Lanza de Cristoforis (cf. e.g.,
Lanza de Cristoforis [3]) and by possibly shrinking €,, we can represent the function which
takes € to u.(p) as the restriction to ]0,¢,[ of a real analytic map defined on | — €, €]
(for the definition and properties of real analytic maps in Banach space we refer, e.g., to
Deimling [4, §15].) Moreover, we can consider what we call the ‘macroscopic’ behaviour of
the family {uc}eejo,e,[- Indeed, if Qp C Q° is open, and 0 ¢ clQyy, and ey €]0, €o] is such
that clQp N (eclQ?) = 0 for all € €] — epr, enr[, then clQp C clQ(e) for all € €]0, €pr]. Thus
it makes sense to consider the restriction u|cq,, for all € €]0, epr[. In particular, it makes
sense to consider the map from ]0, e5/[ to CH(cly,) which takes € to Uelcl,, - Then we
prove in Proposition [4.] that there exists a real number €1 €]0, €p] such that the following
statement holds (see also Lanza de Cristoforis [5, Thm. 5.3].)

(al) Let Qar C Q° be open and such that 0 ¢ clQys. Let epr €]0,€1] be such that clQy N
(€clQ?) = for all € €] — €pr, ear]. Then there exists a real analytic operator Uy from
] — €, enr] to CL2(cly) such that

Uelaly, = Untle] Ve €]0, enr]. (4)

Here the letter ‘M’ stands for ‘macroscopic’. But we can also consider the ‘microscopic’
behavior of the family {uc}egjo,e,[ in proximity of the boundary of the hole. To do so we



denote by uc(e- ) the rescaled function which takes x € (1/€)cl(e) to u.(ex), for all € €]0, €o|.
If ©2,,, € R™\ cl2 is open, and €, €]0, €] is such that ecl§2,,, C Q° for all € €] — €,,, €|, then
clQy, C (1/€)cl)(e) for all € €]0, €,,[ and it makes sense to consider the map from 0, €|
to C1<(clf2,,) which takes € to u.(e- )|clQ2,,, - In Proposition 1] we prove that there exists
€1 €]0, €g] such that the following statement holds.

(a2) Let Q,, C R™\ clQ’ be open and bounded. Let €, €]0,¢€1] be such that eclQ,, C Q°
for all € €] — e, €] Then there exists a real analytic operator U, from | — €, €]
to C1(clf),,,) such that

Ue (6 : )Ilem =Up, [6] Ve 6]0, Em[' (5)

Here the letter ‘m’ stands for ‘microscopic’.

We now observe that Proposition L] states that the equalities in @) and (E) hold in
general only for e positive, but the functions ujcq,,, Unmle], uc(e-)jaq, and Upyle] are
defined also for € negative. Thus, it is natural to formulate the following question.

What happens to the equalities in [{]) and (B for € negative? (6)

The purpose of this paper is to answer to the question formulated here above. In partic-
ular, we prove in Theorem Bl that the equalities in (@) and (E) hold also for € negative if the
dimension n is even. Instead, if the dimension n is odd we show in Proposition that the
equalities in (@) and (B) hold for e negative only if there exists a real constant ¢ such that
fi=cand f° = cidentically (so that u.(x) = ¢ for all z € clQ(e) and € €] — €g, o[\ {0}.)

However, we note that the conditions expressed in (al) and (a2) are not related to
the particular boundary value problem in [B]). Indeed, we could prove the validity of (al)
and (a2) for families of functions {uc}ec)o,e,[ Which are solutions of problems with different
boundary conditions, such as those considered in Lanza de Cristoforis [5l [6], [7]. For this
reason, we investigate the properties of families of functions {u}ccjo.e,[ such that

(a0) ue € CH(clQ(e)) and Au, = 0 in Q(e) for all € €]0, 1]

and which satisfy the conditions in (al) and (a2), but which are not required to satisfy any
specific boundary condition on 9Q(¢). To do so, we introduce the following terminology.

Let €1 €]0,e0]. We say that {uc}ccjo,[ is a right real analytic family of harmonic
functions on Q(e) if it satisfies the conditions in (a0), (al), (a2). We say that {vc}ee)—e;,e]
is a real analytic family of harmonic functions on Q(¢) if it satisfies the following conditions
(b0)—(b2).

(b0) vg € CH(cl?) and Avy = 0 in Q°, ve € CH(cl(e)) and Ave = 0 in Q(e) for all
€ €] —e1,e1[\{0}.

(b1) Let Qp C Q° be open and such that 0 ¢ clQar. Let epr €]0, €1] be such that clQa N
eclQ? = () for all € € — epr, ear[. Then there exists a real analytic operator Vi, from
] — e, enr] to C12(clpr) such that

Velely = Varle] Ve €] — e, enml-

(b2) Let ©,, € R"\ cIQ’ be an open and bounded subset. Let ¢,, €]0,¢;] be such that
eclQ,, C QO for all € €] — €, €[ Then there exists a real analytic operator V, from
] = €m, €m[ to CH(clQ,,) such that

ve(€)jei, = Vmlel Ve €] = €em, em[\{0}. (7)



Here vc(e-) denotes the map which takes z € (1/€)clQ(e) to ve(ex), for all € €] — €1, €1[\{0}.
We also note that we do not ask in condition (b2) that the equality in () holds for e = 0. In
particular, vo(0 - )|ciq,, is necessarily a constant function on cl€2,,, while V;,[0] may be non-
constant. Finally, we say that {we}ee)—e, .c,[ is a real analytic family of harmonic functions
on Q° if it satisfies the following conditions (c0), (c1).

(c0) we € CH*(cl°) and Aw, = 0 in Q° for all € €] — €1, €1].
(c1) The map from | — €1, €1 to C1*(clQ°) which takes € to we is real analytic.

We state our main results in Theorems 3.1 and 3.2, where we consider separately the
case of dimension n even and of dimension n odd, respectively. In particular, by Theorems
3.1 and 3.2 we can deduce the validity of the following statements (j) and (jj).

(j) If the dimension n is even and {uc}ec)o,e,[ 18 @ Tight real analytic family of harmonic
functions on €(e), then there exists a real analytic family of harmonic functions
{Vetee)—er e On Q(€) such that u, = v, for all € €]0, €.

(jj) If the dimension n is odd and {vc}eg)—e,,e,[ is @ real analytic family of harmonic
functions on Q(€), then there exists a real analytic family of harmonic functions
{We}tee)—er,e,[ 0n Q° such that ve = wejain(e) for all € €] — €, €.

In particular we note that for n odd statement (jj) implies that for each € €] — €1, ¢€1[ the
function v. can be extended inside the hole Q! to an harmonic function defined on the
whole of Q°. As is well known, the condition of existence of an extension of a harmonic
function defined on €(€) to € is quite restrictive. Hence, case (jj) has to be considered, in
a sense, as exceptional.

The paper is organized as follows. Section [2] is a section of preliminaries where we
introduce some known results of Potential Theory. In particular, we adopt the approach
proposed by Lanza de Cristoforis for the analysis of elliptic boundary value problems in
domains with a small hole. Accordingly, we show that the boundary value problem in (3)
is equivalent to a suitable functional equation A = 0, where A is a real analytic operator
between Banach spaces. Then we analyze equation A = 0 by exploiting the Implicit Function
Theorem for real analytic functions (cf. e.g., Deimling [4, Theorem 15.3].) In Section [ we
prove our main Theorems B.I] and B2 where we consider separately case n even and n
odd, respectively. Then in Examples [3.3] [3.4] and we show that the the assumptions in
Theorems [B.1] and cannot be weakened in a sense which we clarify below. In particular,
by Examples [3.4] and we deduce that analogs of statements (j) and (jj) do not hold
if we replace the assumption that u., ve, w. are harmonic with the weaker assumption
that ue, ve, we are real analytic. In the last Section H] we consider some particular cases
and we show some applications of Theorems [3.1] and In Proposition 1] we consider
the family {uc}eejo,e Of the solutions in C*(clQ(e)) of @). We show that there exists
€1 €]0, €g] such that {uc}ccjo,c,[ satisfies the conditions in (al) and (a2). We also prove
that we can take ¢; = ¢ if the dimension n is even. In Proposition we assume that
n is even and we consider a right real analytic family {uc}cejo,e,| of harmonic function on
Q(e). Then, conditions (al) and (a2) imply that ujciq,, and uc(e-)q,, can be represented
by means of convergent power series of € for ¢ small and positive. Under the condition
that either 9 = —QF or Q° = —Q° and that {te}ecjo,e, [ satisfies some suitable symmetry
assumptions, we obtain some additional information on the power series expansion of u|ciq,,
and uc (e - )jagq,, for € small and positive. Finally, in Proposition 3] we assume that n is odd
and we answer to the question in (6] by exploiting Theorem



2 Preliminaries

We denote by S,, the function from R™ \ {0} to R defined by

|x|27n
Sp(z) = ——— Yz € R"\ {0}.
@)= gime YreR"\ {0}
Here s,, denotes the (n — 1) dimensional measure of the unit sphere in R™. As is well known
S, is the fundamental solution of the Laplace operator in R™. Let €2 be an open bounded
subset of R” of class C1®. Let u € C%%(9Q). Then we denote by v[u] the single layer
potential of density pu. Namely v[u] is the function from R™ to R defined by

W@ = [ S -ty dn, Ve eR.

Then we have the following well known Lemma, whose proof is based on classical results
of Potential Theory (see also Miranda [8, Theorem 5.1].)

Lemma 2.1. Let Q be an open bounded subset of R™ of class CY®. Let Q0 be an open
bounded subset of R™ \ cIQ. Then the map from C%*(9Q) to C1*(clQ) which takes u to
v[pljeiqr is linear and continuous, and the map from C%*(99Q) to CH(clQ) which takes p
to v[u],qq is linear and continuous. Moreover, the map from CO(09) to C1*(9Q) which
takes p to v[pljaq is a linear homeomorphism.

We observe that the last sentence of Lemma 2.1 holds only if the dimension n is greater
or equal than 3. Indeed, in the planar case the map which takes p to v[u]jsq is not in
general an homeomorphism from C%%(9€) to C1(9Q) (see e.g. Lanza de Cristoforis [6],
pp. 949-950].) In this paper have assumed that n > 3 and thus we can exploit Lemma 2] to
convert a Dirichlet boundary value problem for the Laplace operator into a system of integral
equations. In order to study the integral equations corresponding to the Dirichlet problem
in the perforated domain Q(e), with ¢ €] — €g,€0[\{0}, we now introduce the operators
Ay and A_;. Let # € {—1,1}. Then we denote by Ay = (A}, AJ) the operator from
] = €0, €0[ X C1(9Q) x CL¥(90°) x CO(9N) x C*(9Q°) to CLY(9N) x C1(9Q°) defined
by

Agle, f, £, 0t 1) (z) = 6 - Sn(x — y)p'(y) doy,
+ Sp(ex —y)u(y)do, — fi(x) VYo €09,
a0°

Agle, [, fo 1t o) (z) = €72 o Sn(x — ey)u'(y) doy

+ | Sulw—y)u’ly)doy — f°(x) Ve 00
Qe
for all (e, £, £, i, 4°) €] — €0, o[ x O (8Q) x CL:(92%) x CO(DF) x CO% (90°). Then,
by Lemma 2.1l we deduce the validity of the following Proposition

Proposition 2.2. Let Qf, Q° be as in [{). Let €g be as in ). Let € €] — €p,e0[\{0}. Let
(f1, f°) € CH(0Q) x CH*(902°). Let 0 = (sgne)™. Then there exists a unique pair of
functions (ut, u°) € CO*(90) x C%*(90°) such that

Ae[evfivfohu‘ihuo] = (050) (8)



Moreover, the function u from clQ(e) to R defined by

ua) = [ Sa ity dn,+ [ Sie =)o, Vo ean()

is the unique solution in C1(cl)(e)) of the boundary value problem in (3)).

Proof. Tt is a straightforward consequence of the Theorem of change of variables in integrals,
of well known properties of functions in Schauder spaces, and of Lemma [Z.1] O

We note that the system of equations in (@) is defined for € # 0. Instead we can consider
equation Ag = 0 also for ¢ = 0. In the following Proposition 23] we study equation (8] for
e=0andf e {-1,1}.

Proposition 2.3. Let Q, Q° be as in ). Let 0 € {—1,1}. Let (fi, f°) € CH*(9Q) x
C1(00°). Then, there exists a unique pair of functions (u', u°) € CO*(9NY) x C%*(90°)
such that

AG[valafohu’Zhu‘o] = (050) (9)

Moreover, the function u = v[u°]jciqe is the unique solution in C12(clQ°) of the boundary
value problem
Au=0 inQ°,
{ u= f° on 0Q°.

Proof. We observe that the equation in (@) is equivalent to the following system of equations

{ 0v[p']jo0: +v[p°](0) = f*  on OV,
v[p]jage = f° on 90°.

Then the validity of the Lemma can be deduced by Lemma 2.1 O

In the following Propositions 2.5, and 2.7 we exploit the Implicit Function Theorem
for real analytic maps to investigate the dependence of the solution (u?, u°) of the equations
in @) and @) upon (e, f?, f°). In particular, in Proposition 2.5 we study what happens for
€ small, while in Propositions and [2.7 we consider the case of dimension n even and odd,
respectively. To prove Propositions 2.5] and 2.7 we need to analyze the regularity of the
operator Ag. The definition of Ay involves the single layer potential v[u] and also integral

operators which display no singularity. To analyze their regularity we need the following
Lemma 2.4

Lemma 2.4. Let Q, Q be open bounded subsets of R"™ of class C1®. Then the following
statements hold.

(i) The map G from {(¢,¢,pn) € CH(0Q,R™) x CL(9Q,R") x CO(9Q) : $(9Q) N
#(0Q) = 0} to CH(9Q) which takes (1, ¢, i) to the function G, ¢, i) defined by

Gl b, () = /a S,(0(@) ~ )l d, Vo€ 0.

is real analytic.



(i) The map H from {(®, ¢, ) € CLo(cQ, R™) x CL(9Q,R™) x C%*(9Q) : &(clQ) N
#(0Q) = 0} to CH(clQ) which takes (®, ¢, u) to the function H|[®, ¢, u] defined by

H[®, ¢, u](x) = ” Sy (®(x) — ¢(y))uy) doy, Vo € cl,

is real analytic.

Proof. The validity of the Lemma follows immediately by the results of Lanza de Cristoforis
and the second author in [9]. See also Lanza de Cristoforis [6, Theorem 6.2] where a
known result on composition operators has been exploited (cf. Bohme and Tomi [10, p.10],
Henry [I1], p.29], Valent [12, Theorem 5.2, p.44].) O

Proposition 2.5. Let QY Q° be as in (). Let ey be as in @). Let 0 € {—1,1}. Let
(ff, f°) € Ch(a07) x CH(90°). Let the pair (fi', i°) be the unique solution in C%*(9Q) x
CO(90°) of Agl0, f7, fo, i, i°] = 0. Then there exist € in )0, e[, and an open neighbor-
hood U of (fi, f°) in CH*(dQF) x CH*(90°), and an open neighborhood V of (fi', i°) in
OO (90 x C%*(9Q°), and a real analytic operator My = (M}, Mg) from | — & &xU to

V such that the set of zeros of Ay in ] — € [xU X V coincides with the graph of My. In
particular,

Nole, 7, 0, Myle, f*, £ = (0,0) V(e f*, f°) €] — & &[xU.. (10)

Proof. We note that the existence and uniqueness of the solution (i, i°) follows by Propo-
sition 2.3 We now prove the statement by applying the Implicit Function Theorem for
real analytic maps to the equation in (I0) around (0, f%, f°, i*, i°). To do so, we first show
that Ag is real analytic from | — €, o[x C1*(90) x C1*(9Q°) x C%*(9QF) x C%*(90°)
to CL*(00Y) x CL*(992°). By Lemma 24 (i), the map from | — g, eg[x C%*(92°) to
C1H(09') which takes (e, u°) to the function [, Sp(ex — y) u°(y) doy of x € dQ" is real
analytic. Lemma 2] implies that the map from C%%(9Q%) to C1*(9Q¢) which takes u’
to the function [, Sn(z — y) u'(y)doy of x € Q" is real analytic. Then, by standard
calculus in Banach space we deduce that A} is real analytic from | — g, €o[x CH(97) x
CL2(00°) x 090 x CY*(9Q°) to CH*(99)). By a similar argument we can show
that Ag is real analytic from | — €g, €[ x C1*(9Q") x C1*(92°) x CH*(9N) x C**(9Q°) to
C12(9Q°). Hence Ay is real analytic. Now we observe that the partial differential of Ay at
(0, fi, fo, iit, fi°) with respect to the variables (u¢, 11°) is delivered by the following formulas

8(Mi,p°)Aé[Oufiufoaﬁiuﬂo](ﬂiaﬂo)(x) (11)

=0 [ Su@-piwdo, + [ Suw)do, Ve € 0,
N o0Ne

8(ui,u°)Ag[Oa fNia f~07 laia ﬂo](ﬂi7 ﬂo)(x) = /Q Sﬂ(x - y)ﬂo(y) day Vr € 09°
for all (ii*, i°) € C%*(9Q") x C**(992°). We have to show that the differential 9, ,,0As[0, fifo, it i°)
is a linear homeomorphism. By the Open Mapping Theorem, it suffices to show that

it is a bijection from C%%(9Q%) x C%*(9Q°) to CH¥(9N') x CL*(90°). Let (fi, f°) €
CH2(09%) x C1(9Q°). By the equalities in (1)) and by Lemma 21l we deduce that there
exists a unique pair (i, i°) € C%*(9Q%) x C%*(9Q°) such that

Ayt oy Nal0, f7, O, i, 1), 1°) = (F, F°)



(see also the proof of Lemma 23l) Hence we can invoke the Implicit Function Theorem
for real analytic maps in Banach spaces and deduce the existence of €, U, V, My as in the
statement. o

Proposition 2.6. Let Q¢, Q° be as in ([{). Let o be as in @). If the dimension n is even,
then there exists a real analytic map M = (M?, M°) from | — eq, €o[x CH*(9Q) x C1:2(99Q°)
to CO (90 x C*(90°) such that

Al[evfiufovM[evfiafo]] = (070) (12)
for all (e, 1, ) €] — o, o[ x C10 (D) x C1o(9Q).

Proof. By Propositions and 23] we deduce that there exists a unique map M from
] — €0, o[ x CH¥(N) x CL*(90°) to CO*(9N?) x C%*(9°) which satisfies (IZ). We show
that M is real analytic by exploiting the Implicit Function Theorem for real analytic maps.
By Lemmas 2.1l and 2.4 and by standard calculus in Banach space we verify that A; is real
analytic from | — €, eg[x C1¥(9Q) x C1(9Q°) x CO*(90) x CO*(9Q°) to CH(9Q) x
C12(99°) (see also the proof of Proposition 25l) By the Implicit Function Theorem for
real analytic maps, it clearly suffices to prove that if (e, f?, f°) is in | — g, €o[x CH*(9N?) x
C1H*(09°), then the partial differential of Ay at (e, £, £, M[e, f?, f°]) with respect to the
variables (1¢, 11°) is a linear homeomorphism from C%®(9Q") x C%(9Q°) onto CH(9Q¢) x
Ch*(89Q°). By Proposition 25, we can confine ourselves to consider (e, f*, f°) in (] —
€0,€0[\{0}) x C1*(8Q") x C**(9Q°). By standard calculus in Banach space, the partial
differential 9, 0 A1le, f7, f©, M[e, f*, f°]] is delivered by the following formulas

Qi oy N[, f1, 0, Me, 7, fON(R", 1°) ()

/ Sp(z —y)i'(y) doy, + Sy (ex —y)a°(y) doy Vr € 09°,
a0e

a(#ivﬂo)Al[ afzvfov [ 7fi,fo]](ﬁi,ﬂ0)($)
=2 [ S.(x—ey)it(y)doy, + Sn(z —y)p°(y) doy Vo € 0Q°
Qi one

for all (i?, i°) € CO*(9Q) x C%*(9Q°). Then by Lemma 2] and by the Open Mapping
Theorem, we deduce that ,: ,.0\A1le, f*, f, M[e, f*, f°]] is a linear homeomorphism from
Co’a(aﬂi) x C%(99°) onto C1*(9N) x CL*(92°). The proof of the Proposition is now
complete. O

Proposition 2.7. Let Qf, Q° be as in [{). Let e be as in @). If the dimension n is odd,
then there exist real analytic maps My = (MY, M$) from ]0,eo[xCH*(002") x C1*(92°)
to C%(9Q) x C%*(9Q°) and M_ = (M, M°) from | — €y, 0[x CH*(9Q) x CH(90°) to
CY2 (90 x C%*(90°) such that

Al[E, fiv f07 M+[67 fiu fo]] = (07 0)
for all (e, %, £°) €]0, eg[x CH(0QF) x C1(9Q°), and such that

—1[67 fiv fou M—[67 fiu fo]] = (07 0)
for all (e, %, f°) €] — €0, 0[xCL2(AN) x C1*(9Q°).

Proof. Tt is a slight modification of the proof of Proposition [Z8] and is accordingly omitted.
O



3 Main results for real analytic families of harmonic
functions on Q(¢)

We prove in this section our main Theorems [3.1] and In Theorem [B.1] we consider the
case of dimension n even. We note that Theorem B.] implies the validity of statement (j)
in Section[Il

Theorem 3.1. Assume that the dimension n is even. Let Q, Q° be as in (). Let ¢y be as
in @). Let 1 €]0,€0]. Let {uc}ec)o,e, be a family of functions which satisfies the condition
in (a0) and such that

(i) there exists a real analytic operator B® from | — ey, e1[ to C12(90°) such that u.(x) =
B°[e](x) for all x € 00° and all € €]0, €],

(ii) there exists a real analytic operator B® from | —e1, €1 to CH*(0Q) such that u.(ex) =
Bile](x) for all x € 0 and all € €]0, €1].

Then there exists a family of functions {Ve}ec)—e, ;| which satisfies the conditions in (b0)-
(b2) and such that u. = v, for all € €]0, €1].

Proof. Let M = (M?*, M°) be the map in Proposition 2.6l We set

vi(z) = €2 o Sp(x — ey)M'le, B'le], B°[€]|(y) da, vV € clQe),

for all € €] — €1, €1[\{0}, and v{(z) = 0 for all x € cl2°. Then we set

v ()

/ Su(x — y) M [e, Bile], B°[e])(y) dor
o0e

vi(x) +v°(z), Vo € clQ(e),

ve(x)

for all € €] — €1, €1[. By classical Potential Theory, we deduce that {ve}ec)—e, e[ satisfies the
condition in (b0). Now let Qa, ear be as in (bl). Let Viy = v¢jaiq,, for all € €] —enr, enr[. We
show that V) is real analytic and hence {vc}ce)—e, ¢, [ satisfies the condition in (b1). To do
so we prove that V) is real analytic in a neighborhood of a fixed point €* of | — epr, epr[. We
note that clQasNe*clQ)? = (). Then, by a standard argument based on the existence of smooth
Partitions of Unity and on Sard’s Theorem we can show that there exists an open bounded
set Q of class C1* such that Qp; € Q C Q° and clQ N e*clQ’ = 0. Then, by the continuity
of the real function which takes e to dist(ecl, clQ) = inf{|z — y| : = € el , y € cIQ} we
deduce that there exists § > 0 such that eclQ N cl) = () for all € €]¢* — 8, * 4 6]. Possibly
shrinking § we can assume that |¢* — 0, ¢* + §[C] — €1, €1]. Then, by Lemma [27] (ii) and by
the real analyticity of M, B?, B® we verify that the map from |e* — 8, e* + 6] to C1(clQ)

which takes € to vi‘clﬁ is real analytic. Then, by the boundedness of the restriction operator

from C1(clQ) to C*(clQy) and by standard calculus in Banach space, the map from
Je* — 8, ¢ + 6] to C(clQyy) which takes € to vz|C10M is real analytic. By Lemma 2] and
by the real analyticity of M, B?, B°, and by the boundedness of the restriction operator
from C1%(cl1Q°) to C1(clQys) we deduce that the map from Je* — §, €* + 6[ to C1(cl2py)
which takes € to v, is real analytic. Then the map from Je* —§,€* + 6] to CH(clQy)
which takes € to Vysle] = Uz|cmM + V¢, is real analytic. Thus, {vctee)—c, [ satisfies the



conditions in (b1). Now we prove that {vc}ec)—e, [ satisfies the conditions in (b2). Let €,
and €, be as in (b2). Let V,,[e] be defined by

Vinlel(z) = /am Su(x —y)M'[e, B[], B°[e]](y) do,
+/ Sy (ex —y)M°[e, B'[e], B°[€]](y) doy Yz € cl,,
one

for all € €] — €, €] Clearly,
ve(ex) = Viplel(x) V€ clQ,, € €] — em, em[\{0}. (13)

We prove that the map from | — €, €[ to C1(cl,,,) which takes € to V;,[e] is real analytic.
To do so we prove that V,, is real analytic in a neighborhood of a fixed point €* of | — €,,, € |-
By a standard argument based on the existence of smooth Partitions of Unity, and on Sard’s
Theorem, and on the continuity of the distance function, we verify that there exist 6 > 0
and an open bounded subset Q of R" \ clQ? of class C1® such that €, C Q and eclQ c Qe
for all € €]e* — 4, €* + d[. Possibly shrinking § we can assume that Je* — 0, €* + 0[C] — €, € -
Then we set

Vinle](z) = /am Su(@ —y)M'[e, B'le], B°[d]](y) do

-I—/ Sy (ex —y)M°[e, B'[e], B°[e]](y) doy, Va € clQ
Qe

for all € €]e* — §,¢* + . So that V,,[e] = Vm[E]\cmm for all € €]e* — §,¢* + . Then,
by Lemma [2ZT] and by Lemma 24 (ii), and by the real analyticity of M, and by standard
calculus in Banach space, we deduce that V;, is real analytic from |e* —4, e* 4] to C1*(cl€2).
Then, by the boundedness of the restriction operator from C**(clQ) to CH*(clQy,), Vin is
real analytic from Je* — 6, €* +d[ to C1(clQ),,,). Thus, the validity of (b2) follows. Moreover,
by Proposition and by the uniqueness of the solution of the Dirichlet boundary value
problem in Q(e) we deduce that u. = v, for € €]0,¢1[. The validity of the Theorem is now
verified. O

We now consider the case of dimension n odd and we prove our main Theorem We
note that Theorem implies the validity of statement (jj) in Section [II

Theorem 3.2. Assume that the dimension n is odd. Let Q', Q° be as in (). Let €o be as in
@). Let €1 €]0,¢0]. Let {vc}eg)—e,,e,] be a family of functions which satisfies the condition
in (b0) and such that

(i) there exists a real analytic operator B° from | — €1, e1] to C*(9Q°) such that ve(x) =
Be[e](x) for all x € 0N° and all € €] — €1, €1],

(ii) there exists a real analytic operator B* from | —e1, e1] to CH*(97) such that v.(ex) =
Bile](z) for all z € 0Q" and all € €] — €1, €1[\{0}.

Assume that the family {vVe}ec)—e, e, Satisfies at least one of the following conditions (iii)
and (iv).
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(i1i) There exist an open non-empty subset Qpr of Q°\ {0}, and a real number epr €]0, €1]
such that clQy NeclQ? = O for all € €] — enr,en|, and a real analytic operator Vi,
from ] — enr, en| to CH(clQy) such that

Vel|clpyy = VM[E] Ve E] - €M76M[-

(iv) There exist a bounded open mon-empty subset Q,, of R™ \ clQ, and a real number
em €]0,€1] such that eclQ,, C Q° for all € €] — €, em[, and a real analytic operator
Vi from ] — €m, €m| to CH(clQyy,) such that

Ve(€+ )1, = Vimle] Ve €] — em, em[\{0} .

Then there exists a family of functions {We}ee)—e, ;| which satisfies the conditions in (c0),
(c1) and such that ve = wejan(e) for all € €] — €1, €.

Proof. Let M, = (M{,Mf)J €, U be as in Propositions with @ = 1, f* = B[0] and
f° = B°[0]. We show that M{[e, Bi[e], B°[¢]] = 0 for € in an open neighborhood of 0. To do
so we first prove that both conditions (iii) and (iv) imply that there exists €, €]0, €] such
that

o S, (x — y)Mile, B'[e], B°[€]](y)do, =0 Ya € NV, € €] —&,,0[. (14)

Assume that {vc}ee)—e, ¢, [ satisfies the condition in (iii). We can take éys €]0,inf{exs, €}]
such that (B[], B[e]) € U for all € €] — épr, Epr[. Then we set

be(z) = €77 /am Sn(x — ey)Mile, B'le], B°[e])(y) do, (15)
+/ Sp(z — y)M{’[e, B'[e], B°[e]|(y) day, Vo € clQ(e),
Qe
for all € €] — épr, €ar[\{0}, and

oo(z) = » S (z —y)M?[0, B'[0], B°[0])(y) do,  Vaz € clQ°. (16)

Then Propositions 2.2 and 2.3imply that ¢, = v, for all € €]0, érs[. So that ¢jcia,, = Vel
for all € €]0, €[ We observe that the map from | — €y, épr[ to C1(clQps) which takes €
to Uejein,, 18 real analytic (see also the argument developed in the proof of Theorem [3.1] for
Var.) Then, by the assumption in (iii) and by the Identity Principle for real analytic maps,
we have ¥|ciq,, = Velcin,, for all € €] — éyr, éxr[. We note that o is harmonic on Q(e) for
all € €] — épr, €pr[. Thus, the equality ¥¢|ci0,, = Ve|cia,, implies that . = v on the whole of
clQ(e) for all € €] — €nr, €p[. In particular,

Ue(ex) = ve(ex) Vo € 09, e €] — &y, 0],

which in turn implies that
- /an Sn(x — y)Mile, B'le], B°[e]](y) doy

+ / Sn(ex —y) M7 e, B[], B°[e]|(y) do, = B'[€](x)
oQe
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for all z € 00, e €] — éy,0[. By the definition of M, in Proposition we have
Ai1le, Bile], B°[e], Mi[e, B[], B°[e]]] = 0 for all € €] — &, én| (cf. Proposition ZH) In
particular, for € €] — €y, 0[ we have

Aile, B'[d. B°ld), Mi[e, B[, B[e]} () (18)
= /am S, (z — y)M:[e, Bi[e], B°[€]](y) do,

-I—/ Sy(ex —y)M?{[e, B'[e], B[e]](y) do, — B'[e](z) =0 Vz € 9Q".
oQe

Then, by (I7) and ([I8) we deduce the validity of ([[4) in case (iii) with €, = éps.
We now assume that (iv) holds. Then there exists é,, €]0, inf{e,,, €}] such that (B[e], B°[¢]) €
U for all € €] — &, €[ We set

Ue(w) = €"*(sgne) o Su(x — ey)Mile, B'[e], B[e]](y) doy
- Su(z — y)M{le, B'le], B°l]|(y) do, Yz € clQ(e)
for all € €] — &y, & [\{0} and
7o(z) = S, (x —y)M?[0, B'[0], B°[0])(y) do,  Va € clQ°.

one

By Propositions and we deduce that v = v, for all € €]0, é,,[. So that
Ve(ex) = ve(ex) Vo € clQy,, €€]0,én].

Then we set
Vinlel(z) = /am Sn(@ —y)Mile, B'le], BY[e]|(y) do,
—|—/ S, (ex — y)MY{[e, B'[e], B°[e]](y) do, Yz € clQy,
o0°

for all € €] — &,,&n[. We observe that V;, is a real analytic map from | — &,,&x,[ to
CH(clQy,) and that v (ex) = Vyule](x) for all x € cl€d,, and for all € €] — &, En[\{0} (see
also the argument developed in the proof of Theorem B for V;,,.) Then, by the assumption
in (iv) and by the Identity Principle for real analytic maps we have V,[e] = V;,[e] for all
€ €] =€m, €m |, and thus vc(e - )|aq,, = ve(€ - )|agq,, for all € €] =&, &, [\{0}. We now note that
e is harmonic on €Q(e) for all € €] — €, €y,[. Thus, the equality vc(e-)jaq,, = ve(€-)c0,,
implies that ¥ = ve on the whole of clQ(e) for all € €] — é,,, €, [\{0}. In particular,

Ve(z) = ve(x) Vo € 00°, € €] — &n,0[,

which in turn implies that
e /8  Sul = ) Wile. Bl Bl o) o, (19)

+/ Sn(x —y) M e, B'le], B°[€]|(y) doy, = B°[€](x)
o0Qe
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for all x € 99°, ¢ €] — &,,0[. By the definition of M, in Proposition we have
Ai1le, Bile], B°[e], Mi[e, Bi[e], B[e]]] = 0 for all € €] — &, €n[ (cf. Proposition ZH) In par-
ticular, for € €] — €, 0] we have

Afle, B'[e], B°[e], Mile, B'[e], B[e]]](x) (20)
— 2 [ Sue - e itile, Bl Bl w) do,
o0
—|—/ Sy (z — y)M?[e, B'le], B’[e]](y) do, — B°le](x) =0 VYa € 99°.
a0°
Then, by ([3) and 20) we deduce that

o S, (x — ey)Mile, B'[e], B°[e]](y) doy = 0 Vax € dQ°, € €] — &, 0[. (21)

Now let € €] — &,,,0[. Let v¥ be the function from R™ \ €0’ to R defined by
¥ (z) = / Sz — ey)Mile, B'[e], B°[e]](y) do, Vo € R™\ Q.
on

Then we have Av# (z) = 0 for all x € R\ clQ° and equality (ZI)) implies that v¥ (z) = 0 for

all x € 9Q°. Moreover, by the decay properties at infinity of S, we have lim ;| v# (z) = 0.
Thus UfﬁRn\ I coincides with the unique solution of the exterior homogeneous Dirichlet

problem in R™\ cI2° which vanishes at infinity. Accordingly v¥ (x) = 0 for all z € R™\ c1Q°.
We now observe that Av# (z) = 0 for all x € R™ \ eclQ). Thus, by the Identity Principle for
real analytic functions we have v# (z) = 0 for all z € R™\ €Q’. In particular, v¥ (ex) = 0 for
all x € 9Q'. Then by a straightforward calculation we deduce the validity of (4] in case
(iv) with &, = €.

Hence, the equality in (I4) holds both in case (iii) and (iv) with €. €]0,€]. Then
Lemma 2] implies that Mi[e, Bi[¢], B°[e]] = 0 for all € €] — &,,0[. Thus, by a standard
argument based on the Identity Principle for real analytic functions we deduce that

Mi[e, B'[e], B°[]] =0 Ve €] — &, &]. (22)
We now observe that the equality in (22]) implies that
Agle, Bi[e], B°[€], 0, M{[e, B'[e], B°[e]] = (0,0) Ve €] — &, &[, 6 € {-1,1}. (23)

Let M, and M_ be as in Proposition 2771 Then by equality ([23]), and by Lemma 2]
and by Propositions 2.2] 2.7 and by a standard argument based on the Identity Principle
for real analytic functions we verify that M [e, B'le], B°[¢]] = 0 for all € €]0,¢;[, and that

M [e, Bi[e], B°[e]] = 0 for all € €] — €1,0[, and that M¢[e, B[e], B°[e]] = M{e, B'[e], B°[€]]
for € €]0,é,[, and that M?°[e, Bi[¢], B°[e]] = M{[e, B'[e], B°[e]] for € €] — &.,0[. So, if we set

MZ[e, Bf[e], Bele]] if € € [éx, €],
m°le] = ¢ M7le, B'[e], B°le]] if € €] — &, &,
M?° e, B'[e], B°le]] if € €] — €1, —¢&4]

and we define

we(z) = /asz Sn(z —y)m°e](y) doy Vz €clQ’, e €] —er1, 6],
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then {we}ee)—e, [ satisfies the conditions in (c0), (c1) and ve = wejn(e) for all € €] — €1, €[
(see also Propositions [Z2] and 2:3) The validity of the Theorem is now verified. O

We now show that in Theorem it is necessary to require the validity of condition (iii)
or of condition (iv). To do so, we construct for n odd a family of functions {ve}eej—e, e
which satisfies the conditions in (b0), (i), (ii) but not the conditions in (iii) and (iv) (see Ex-
ample here below.) In particular, for such a family it is not possible to find {we}eej—e,
which satisfies the conditions in (c0), (c1) and such that ve = weciq() for all € €] — €1, €1].

Example 3.3. Assume that the dimension n is odd. Assume that Q° and 2 coincide with
the set {x € R™ : |z| < 1}. Let Q(e) = {z € R™ : || < |z| < 1} for all e €] — 1,1]. Let v,
be the function from clQ(e) to R defined by

ve(z) = el (lz>™ = 1) Va € clQ(e)

N — en2
for all € €] —1,1[\{0}. Let vo(z) = 0 for all x € clQ°. Then {vc}ee)—1,1] satisfies the
condition in (b0) and the conditions in (i), (i) of Theorem [TQ but not the conditions in
(i) and (iv).

Proof. Let € €] — 1,1[\{0}. Then v, € C*%(clQ(¢)) and we have Av. = 0 in Q(¢). Further
ve(z) = 0if [2] = 1, and ve(z) = € if |z = |¢] for all € €] — 1,1[. Thus {ve}ee—1,1] satisfies
the condition in (b0) and the conditions in (i), (ii) of Theorem Now let zp be a point
of R™ with 0 < |z¢| < 1. We show that the map which takes € to v.(xo) is not real analytic
in a neighborhood of € = 0. In particular {ve}cej—1,1; does not satisfy the condition in (iii).
To do so, we prove that the map which takes € to € |e|"~2/(1 — |e|*~2) is not in C"~! for €
in a neighborhood of 0. We note that

€ |€|n—2

T Jen2 el i(e) +hale) Vel —1,1]

with ¥ (€) = (1 — 2=2) =1 and y(e) = 2"+ (1 — (*=2))=1 The maps ¢; and ¢, are
real analytic from | —1, 1] to R and we have ¢ (0) = 1. We observe that (%)("’1)(e|e|"*2) =
(n — 1)!'sgne. Then we deduce that

( ; ><n—1> (ﬂ) = (n—1D!(sgne)vi(e) +va(e)  Vee] =1L 1N\{0},  (24)

de 1—[e[»2
where 13 is a continuous map from | — 1,1[ to R. The function on the right hand side of
@4) has no continuous extension on | — 1,1[ and our proof is complete. The proof that
{ve}ee)—1,1] does not satisfy (iv) is similar and is accordingly omitted. O

We show in the following Example B4 that analogs of Theorem Bl and statement (j)
do not hold if we replace the assumption that . is harmonic on Q(e) for € €]0, €1 with the
weaker assumption that u. is real analytic on Q(e). Similarly, we show in Example that
analogs of Theorem B.2] and statement (jj) are not true if we replace the assumption that v,
and w, are harmonic on (e) and Q°, respectively, with the weaker assumption that v. and
we are real analytic on Q(e) and °, respectively.
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Example 3.4. Let Q° and Q° be equal to {x € R™ : |z| < 1}. Let Q(e) = {z € R™ : || <
|z| < 1} for all e €] — 1,1[. Let u, be the function of C1*(cl(e)) defined by

uc(z) = || vV € clQ(e), € €]0,1].

Then wue is real analytic on Q(e) for all e €]0,1[ and the family {uc}ccjo,1] satisfies the
conditions in (al), (a2), but there exists no family of functions {vc}ee)—1,1] on 2(e) which
satisfies the conditions in (b1), (b2) and such that u. = ve for all € €]0,1].

Proof. Clearly u. belongs to C1(clQ(¢)) and is real analytic on Q(e) for all e €]0,1][.
Moreover, a straightforward calculation shows that {Ue}ee]o,l[ satisfies the conditions in
(al), (a2). Assume by contradiction that there exists a family {v,}.ej—1,1 of functions on
O(e) which satisfies the conditions in (bl), (b2) and such that u. = v, for all € €]0,1].
Then condition (bl) and the Identity Principle for real analytic maps imply that we have
ve(z) = |z| for all z € R™ with 1/2 < || < 1 and for all € €] — 1/2,1/2[. Condition (b2)
and the Identity Principle for real analytic maps imply that we have v.(ex) = €|z| for all
x € R" with 1 < |z] < 2 and for all € €] —1/2,1/2[\{0}. Let ¢* €] —1/2,—1/4[. Let
z* € R™ with 1/2 < |z*| < 2|e¢*|. So that 1 < |2*/e*| < 2. Then ve~(z*) = |z*| and
Ve (%) = vex (€* (2 /€*)) = €*|z* /e*| = —|x*|. A contradiction. O

Example 3.5. Let Q° and Q° be equal to {x € R : |z| < 1}. Let Qe) = {z € R" : |¢| <
|z| < 1} for all e €] — 1,1[. Let v be the function of CH(clQ(e)) defined by

ve(z) = €2 /|z)? Vo € clQe), e €] —1,1[\{0}.

Let vo(z) = 0 for all x € clQ°. Then vy is real analytic on Q°, and v, is real analytic on
Q(e) for all € €] —1,1[\{0}, and the family {v}cc)—1,1[ satisfies the conditions in (b1), (b2),
but for any fized e* €] — 1,1[\{0} there exists no function we= real analytic on Q° which
satisfies the equality ver = Wex|c1(ex) -

Proof. Clearly v, belongs to C1(clf2(e)) and is real analytic on Q(e) for all € €] — 1, 1[\{0}.
Moreover, a straightforward calculation that {ve}ee)—1,1) satisfies the conditions in (b1),
(b2). Now let e* €] — 1,1[\{0}. Let w. be a real analytic map on Q°\ {0} such that
Ver = Wex|cln(e+)- By the Identity Principle for real analytic maps we deduce that 1w, (x) =
(€*)?/|z|? for all x € Q2°\ {0}. Thus w,+ has no continuous extension on 2° and the validity
of the statement follows. O

4 Some particular cases

In this section we consider some particular cases and we show some consequences of The-
orems [3.1] and In the following Proposition .1l we show that the family {uc}eejo,,[ Of
the solutions of the boundary value problem in (B]) satisfies the conditions in (al) and (a2)
for some €; €]0, €.

Proposition 4.1. Let Q¢, Q° be as in [). Let e be as in @). Let (fi, f°) € CH*(9Q) x
CL2(09°). Let u. denote the unique solution in C1*(clQ(¢€)) of the boundary value problem
in B) for all € €]0,e0]. Then there exists €1 €]0, €o] such that the family {uc}ecjo,e [ Satisfies
the conditions in (al) and (a2). If the dimension n is even, then we can take €; = €.
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Proof. If the dimension n is even, then the validity of the Proposition follows by Theorem [3.1]
with e = ¢y and B'le] = f, B[] = f° for all € €] — e,e1]. So let n be odd. Let

M, = (M?,M?), & U be as in Propositions 25 with § = 1, f* = f* and f° = f°. We set
€1 = €. Let Qp and €y be as in (al). Let @, be defined as in (I5)), ([I6) with Bile] = f*
and B°[e] = f for all € €] — € €[. Then we set Ups[e] = U¢jciq,, for all € €] — epr, epr[. Then
we show that Upy is real analytic from | — enr, ear[ to CH(clQas) (see also the argument
exploited in the proof of Theorem Bl for Vj,.) The validity of (al) is thus proved. Now let
O, and €, be as in (a2). Let Up,[e] be defined by

Unmle](x) = o Su(x —y)Mile, [, f](y) do,

+ Sy (ex —y)M{[e, £, £°)(y) do, Vo € clQy,
a0°

for all € €] — €, €] Clearly,
ue(ex) = Uple)(x) YV € clQyy,

for all € €]0, €,,[. We verify that U, is real analytic from | — €,,, €,,,[ to C1%(cl€2,,) (see also
the argument exploited in the proof of Theorem [B1] for V,,.) Accordingly the validity of
(a2) follows. O

In the following Proposition we assume that n is even and we consider a family
{Uec}ec)o,e, of harmonic functions on Q(e) which satisfies the conditions in Theorem [B.11
Then we investigate the power series that describe ujcgq,, and ue(€ )i, for € small and
positive under suitable symmetry assumptions on B*, B°, Q* and Q°.

Proposition 4.2. Assume that n is even. Let Q°, Q° be as in [0). Let o be as in ). Let
€1 €]0,€]. Let {uctec)o,e,, B* and B be as in Theorem [31. Let Quy, epr be as in (b1).
Let Qy, € be as in (b2). Let ¢ € {—1,1}. Then the following statements hold.

(i) If Q' = —Q' and
B'[e(z) = ¢B'[~€|(~z), B°[el(y) = (B°[~€](y)
for all x € 00, y € 00°, € €] — €1, €1[, then there exist €y €]0, ep| and a sequence
{unrj}tjen in CH(clQnr) such that
UelclQy = 6(1_0/22’[1,]\/[)]‘ €2j Ve 6]0,€M[,
3=0
where the series converges in C1(clyr).
(i1) If Q° = —Q° and
B'[d(z) = ¢B'[~€|(z), B°[d(y) = (B°[~€l(~y)
for all x € 00, y € 00°, € €] — €1, €1], then there exist &y, €]0, e[ and a sequence
{tm j}jen in C1(clQy,) such that

o0
uele Yo, = €1TVEY Jum st Ve €0, el
7=0
where the series converges in CH%(cl{,y,).

16



Proof. Let {vc}ee—c, e, be as in TheoremB.Il Then {ve}ee)—e, e[ satisfies the conditions in
(b1), (b2) and we deduce that there exist € €]0, ear[, €m €0, €[ and sequences {vas,;}jen
in C(clQar) and {vy,,j}jen in CH(cl€2,,) such that

Velelny = Dojo0 UM € Ve €] —én,énl,
ve(e- )\clﬂm = Z;io Um,j e Ve E] — €m, €m[\{0} )

where the first and second series converge in C1%(clQy) and CH%(clQ,,), respectively.
Then, by the assumptions in (i) and by Proposition[Z2] and by the uniqueness of the solution
of the Dirichlet problem in Q(e) for all € €] —éns, €ar[\{0}, we deduce that Q(e) = (—¢) and
that ve = (v_ for all € €] — &y, éx[\{0}. Thus we have Y272 varj(—€)? = ¢ 372 v ¢
for all € €] — €nr, €nr[, which implies that vas ;4 (14¢)2 = 0 for all j € N. If we now set
uM,j = Unm2j4(1—c)/2 for all j € N, then the validity of statement (i) follows. Similarly,
by the assumptions in (ii) and by Proposition [22] and by the uniqueness of the solution of
the Dirichlet problem in Q(e) for € €] — €, &, [\{0}, we deduce that Q(¢) = —Q(—¢) and
that ve(x) = Cv_(—x) for all z € clQ(e) and all € €] — &, ,[\{0}. In particular v(ex) =
Cu_c(—ex) for all z € clQ,, and all € €] — &y, &,[\{0}. We deduce that Y27 vy, j(—€)! =
CZ;’;O Um ;€ for all € €] — €, En[, which in turn implies that Um,2j+(14¢)/2 = 0 for all
J € N. If we now set wy, j = Uy 254 (1—¢)/2 for all j € N, then the validity of statement (ii)
follows. o

Now let n be odd. Let {uc}ee)o,e,] denote the family of the solutions of [@). As an
immediate consequence of the following Proposition [4.3] one can verify that the equalities in
(@) and (@) hold for € negative only if there exists ¢ € R such that u.(x) = ¢ for all z € clQ(e)
and € €]0, €.

Proposition 4.3. Assume that n is odd. Let Q, Q° be as in (). Let e be as in ().
Let €1 €]0,€0]. Let {ve}ee)—ey,e(; B' and B° be as in Theorem [3Z4.  Then the following
statements are equivalent.

(i) There erist functions f* € CH*(0Q%) and f° € C1*(90°) such that Bile] = f* and
B°le] = f° for all € €] — €1, €1].

(11) There exists a constant ¢ € R such that v.(z) = ¢ for all x € clQ(e¢) and all € €] —€1, €1].
Proof. Clearly statement (ii) implies (i). So we have to show that (i) implies (ii). By
Theorem there exists a family {we}eej—c, e, of harmonic functions on Q° such that
Ve = Welan(e) for all € €] — €1, e1[. In particular we have wepgo = B°[e] = f° for all
e €] —er,e1| and we(e-)jgai = B'le] = f* for all € €] — €1, €1 [\{0}. By the uniqueness of the
solution of the Dirichlet problem in Q° and by Lemma 2.1l we deduce that w. = wy for all
€ €] — €1, ¢€1[ and that there exists p° € C%%(9Q°) such that

we(x) = /asz Sz —y)u(y)doy YV €cl’, e €] —er, €. (25)

We now prove that f? is constant on 9. Indeed, equality we(e-)joqr = fi for all € €
] — €1,e1[\{0} and (28) imply that

fi(z) = / Sp(ex —y)pu(y)do, Vx € 9Q', e €] — e, e[\{0}. (26)
a9e
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Since the map from | — €, 1] to C*(9Q) which takes € to the function [, Sp(ex —
y)u°(y) doy, of x € 9N is real analytic, we can take the limit as e — 0 in (26) and we obtain

fia) = o, S (y) doy = wo(0) v € o'
(cf. Lemmal[Z4(i).) Now let €* €]0, 1] be fixed. Then we have wg(z) = we«(x) = fi(x/e*) =
wp(0) for all z € €*9N°. Since wy is harmonic in €*Q we deduce that wo(z) = wp(0) for all
x € €*clQ’. Then, by the Identity Principle for real analytic functions wq(z) = w(0) for all
x € clQ)°. By defining ¢ = w(0) the validity of statement (ii) follows. O
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