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GROMOV-HAUSDORFF STABILITY OF
INERTIAL MANIFOLDS UNDER PERTURBATIONS
OF THE DOMAIN AND EQUATION

JIHOON LEE AND NGOCTHACH NGUYEN*

ABSTRACT. In this paper, we study the Gromov-Hausdorff stability and continuous dependence of
the inertial manifolds under perturbations of the domain and equation. More precisely, we use the
Gromov-Hausdorff distances between two inertial manifolds and two dynamical systems to consider
the continuous dependence of the inertial manifolds and the stability of the dynamical systems on
inertial manifolds induced by the reaction diffusion equations under perturbations of the domain
and equation.

1. INTRODUCTION

Let €y be an open bounded domain in RY with smooth boundary. We consider the following
reaction diffusion equation

(1.1)

Ou — Au = fo(u)  in Qg x (0,00),
u=0 on 9y x (0, 00),

where fo : R — R is a C! function such that fo and f} are bounded, and f; satisfies the dissipative
condition, i.e.,

lim sup fols)

|s] =00 B

< 0.

It is well known in [2] that the problem () is well-posed in various function spaces. Let Fy :
L?(Q0) — L*(Qp) be the Nemytskii operator of fy. It is clear that Fy is Lipschitz since f} is bounded,
and we may assume LipFy > 1.

Let Diff(Q0) be the space of diffeomorphisms h from € onto its image Q, := h(Qo) C RV with the
C! topology. Let F be the collection of C'! functions f, : R — R (h € Diff()y)) with the dissipative
condition such that de1 (fn, fo) < dei(h,id), where the metric dci on F is given by

dei (fas f7) := min{de (fn, f7), 1} for h, h € Diff (Qy),

where id denotes the identity map on €. For each h € Diff(Q), we consider a perturbation of

equation (L))
{@u _ Au = fh(u) in Qh X (07 OO), (12)

u=0 on 09, x (0, 00).

As the above, we know that the problem (L2) is well-posed, and the Nemytskii operator Fj, : L?(£2;,) —
L2(Q,) of fy is Lipschitz.
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For any h € Diff(Q) C'-close to id, we consider the following equation
up + Apu = Fy(u), u € L*(Q), (1.3)

where Aj, denotes the operator —A on €2, with Dirichlet boundary condition. For simplicity, we write
Aiq = Ag and F;y = Fy. We know that A, has a family of eigenvalues {\?}22, such that

0O< M <A< 5 o,

and a family of corresponding eigenfunctions {¢?}5°, which is an orthonormal basis in L?(£2;) and
orthogonal in H}(£2,). We denote the semi-dynamical system Sy (t) induced by equation (L3)) by

Sh(t) : LQ(Q}L) — L2(Qh), Sh(t)(UQ) = uy(t), Vit >0,

where wup,(t) is the unique solution of ([L3]) with up(0) = ug.
For any h € Diff() and m € N, let P be the projection of L?(£2,) onto span{¢%,...,¢"}, and
Q" be the orthogonal complement of P. For simplicity, we will write P:¢ := P9 and Q% := Q9.

Definition 1.1. We say that M C L?*(Qy) is an m-dimensional inertial manifold of the semi-
dynamical system S(t) induced by (L) if it is the graph of a Lipschitz map ® : P2 L*(Qo) —
Q% L*(Qo) such that
(i) M is invariant, i.e., SG)M = M fort € R,
(ii) M attracts all trajectories of S(t) exponentially, i.e., there are C > 0 and k > 0 such that for
any ug € L*(Q), there is vg € M satisfying

1S (t)uo — S(t)vollL2(ay) < Ce ¥ |luo — vollL2(qy), VE > 0.

In this paper, we are interested in studying the behavior of the inertial manifolds (which belong to
disjoint phase spaces) of equation ([3]) with respect to perturbations of the domain £2y. More precisely,
we use the Gromov-Hausdorff distances between two inertial manifolds and two dynamical systems
to consider the continuous dependence of the inertial manifolds and the stability of the dynamical
systems on inertial manifolds induced by the reaction diffusion equations under perturbations of the
domain and equation. For this, we first prove the existence of inertial manifold of equation ([3]) when
h is C'-close enough to id.

Theorem 1.1. Let the above assumptions on the operator Ay and the nonlinearity Fy hold and, in
addition, let the following spectral gap condition hold:

A1 =AY > 2V2Lg for some m € N, (1.4)

where Lo is a Lipschitz constant of the nonlinearity Fy, A\ is the nth eigenvalue of Ag for n € N.
Then there exists 6 > 0 such that if dei(h,id) < §, then equation (L3) admits the m-dimensional
inertial manifold My,.

Remark 1.1. To the best of our knowledge, the existence of an inertial manifolds for (1)) was first
proved by Foias et al. [ [7] with the non-optimal constant C in the right hand side of assumption
([T4). Moreover, Romanov [8] proved the existence of inertial manifold of (L1I) under the spectral gap
condition (L4) using the Lyapunov-Perron method in [9]. For a detailed exposition of the classical
theory of inertial manifolds, refer the paper by Zelik [10].

To study how the asymptotic dynamics of evolutionary equation (I3]) changes when we vary the
domain Qp, our first task is to find a way to compare the inertial manifolds of the equations in different
domains. One of the difficulties in this direction is that the phase space L?(€2) of the induced semi-
dynamical system changes as we change the domain . In fact, the phase spaces L?(Q) and L?(Q,)
which contain inertial manifolds My and My, respectively, can be disjoint even if € is a small
perturbation of €.
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In this direction, Arrieta and Santamaria [3] estimated the distance of inertial manifolds M. of the
following evolution problem
u + Acu = Fe(u), Ve € [0, eq] (1.5)
on the Hilbert spaces X.. For this purpose, they first assumed that the operator Ag has the following
spectral gap condition

)\9n+1 — )\,On > 18Lg and )\,On > 18L for some m € N

to use the Lyapynov-Perron method for the existence of inertial manifold (see Proposition 2.1 in [3]).
They also assumed that the nonlinear terms F. have a uniformly bounded support, i.e., there exists
R > 0 such that

suppF. C D = {u € X, : |lul]|x. < R}, Ve € [0,0].
This assumption implies that every inertial manifold M. of (LH) does not perturb outside the ball
Dg even though e varies. In fact, we have

M:N (XE \ DR) = P;(Xa) n (XE \ DR), Ve € [0,60].

Note that the inertial manifold M. (or My) of (3] is expressed by the graph of a Lipschitz map ®.
(or ®p). Under the above assumptions, they proved

||(I)5 — EE(I)OHL“’(]R”‘,XE) —0ase—0,

where E. is an isomorphism from Xy to X, (for more details, see Theorem 2.3 in [3]). Note that the
norms || -[| oo (rm, x.) and || -|| Lee (rm x_,) can not be comparable in general if ¢ # ¢’. For any ¢ € [0, ],
we take h. € Diff (Qg) satisfying deo:(he,id) = €. Then the perturbed phase space X, in [3] can be
considered as the space L?(2_).

In this paper, we do not assume that the nonlinear terms Fj (h € Diff(€})) have a uniformly
bounded support.

Recently, Lee et al. [0l [6] introduced the Gromov-Hausdorff distance between two dynamical
systems on compact metric spaces to analyze how the asymptotic dynamics of the global attractors
of (L) changes when we vary the domain .

To compare the asymptotic behavior of the dynamics on inertial manifolds, we first need to intro-
duce the notion of Gromov-Hausdorff distance between two dynamical systems on noncompact metric
spaces. Let (X,dx) and (Y,dy) be two metric spaces. For any € > 0 and a subset B of X, we recall
that a map ¢ : X — Y is an e-isometry on B if |dy (i(z),i(y)) — dx (z,y)| < € for all z,y € B. In the
case B = X, we say that ¢ : X — Y is an e-isometry. The Gromov-Hausdorff distance dgp(X,Y)
between X and Y is defined by the infimum of € > 0 such that there are e-isometries i : X — Y and
j:Y — X such that U.(i(X)) =Y and U.(§(Y)) = X, where U.(B) is the & neighborhood of B. Let
X = {X), : h € Diff(Q9)} be the collection of metric spaces.

Definition 1.2. We say that X € X converges to Xy in the Gromov-Hausdorff sense as h — k if
for any € > 0 and a bounded set By, C Xy, there is 6 > 0 such that if dci(h, k) < 0 then there is a
bounded set By, C Xy, satisfying dgu(Bn, Bi) < €.

We observe that X}, converges to X}, in the Gromov-Hausdorff sense if dgg (Xpn, X)) — 0as h — k.
However the converse is not true in general. Let S be a dynamical system on X, ie., S: X xR — X.
For any subset B of X, we denote S|p by the restriction of S to B x R.

Definition 1.3. Let S1 and Sy be dynamical systems on metric spaces X and Y, respectively. For
any bounded sets By C X and B C 'Y, the Gromov-Hausdorff distance DL (S1|p,, S2|B,) between
Silp, and S|, with respect to T > 0 is defined by the infimum of € > 0 such that there are maps
i:X—>Y andj:Y = X, and a € Repp, () and 8 € Repp, () with the following properties:

(i) i and j are e-isometries on By and Ba, respectively, satisfying

UE(Z(Bl)) N By = By and Ua(j(Bg)) N By = By,
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(ii) dy (i(Si(z, a(x,1))), S2(i(z),t)) <e forx € By and t € [-T,T], and
dx(5(S2(y, B(y,1))), S1(j(y),t)) <& fory € By and t € [-T,T],
where Repp(e) is the collection of continuous maps o : B X R — R such that for given x € B, a(x,.)

t
is a homeomorphism on R with @ -1l <e fort#0.

Definition 1.4. Let DS = {(X},Sy) : h € Diff ()} be a collection of dynamical systems on metric
spaces Xp. We say that a dynamical system S € DS is Gromov-Hausdorff stable if for any € > 0,
T > 0 and a bounded set By, C Xy, there exists § > 0 such that if doi (h, k) < § then there is a bounded
set By, C Xy, satisfying DL (Su|B,, Sk|B,) < &

We observe that the Gromov-Hausdorff stability of dynamical systems on the global attractors
under perturbations of the domain was studied in [5 [6].
Throughout the paper, we assume the following conditions

A0 =AY > 2v2L and A%, > Ly for some m € N. (1.6)

Moreover we assume that m is the smallest number satisfying (L)), and the inertial manifold M, for
equation ([L3]) means the unique m-dimensional inertial manifold for (L3]). With all the notations in
mind, we state the main results of this paper.

Theorem 1.2. The inertial manifold My, of equation [L3) converges to My in the Gromov-Hausdorff
sense as h — id.

Remark 1.2. We will continue to prove Theorem[L.2 by applying the Lyapunov-Perron method to get
the Lipschitz map ®;, in BI13), where h € Diff(Q). Note that the assumption N3, | — A0 > 2v/2L,
is a sharp condition for the construction of ®y,. In fact, if )\,OnH — X0 < 2V/2Ly, then we cannot apply
the Lyapunov-Perron technique for the proof of Theorem [L.2.

Let Si(t) be the dynamical system on the inertial manifold M, induced by equation ([L3)).

Theorem 1.3. The dynamical system So(t) on the inertial manifold My induced by equation (LTI)
is Gromov-Hausdorff stable.

2. EXISTENCE OF INERTIAL MANIFOLDS

In this section, we analyze the behavior of the Laplace operators with Dirichlet boundary conditions
under perturbations of the domain and equation. In particular, we prove that the spectra of Ay behave
continuously, and it will be applied to prove Theorems [[.T] and Note that Arrieta et al. assumed
the continuity of the spectra of the Laplace operators with Neumann boundary conditions to prove
the continuity of the global attractors (see Definition 2.5 and Theorem 4.6 in [I]).

Proposition 2.1. The spectra of Ag behaves continuously. More precisely, for any fixred £ € N and
a sequence {hy }nen in Diff (o) with h, — id, there exist a subsequence {hy := hn, }ken Of {hn}nen
and a collection of eigenfunctions {£9,...,&} of Ao with respect to eigenvalues {\Y,... X0} such that
ME A and ¢l — €9 in L2(RN) for all 1 <i < ¢.

Proof. Let £ € N be fixed, and take a sequence {hy}nen in Diff(Q) with h, — id as n — oo. Let
Eo : HY(Q) — HY(RY) be an extension operator, and Ry, : HL(RY) — H(€,, ) be the restriction
operator. For each 1 <1¢ </ and n € N, we consider a map §Zh” : Qp, = R by

&' (x) = R, (Eod))(x), Vo € .
By the min-max characterization of the eigenvalues, we have

A < max{[|VE[ 72, ) +o0(1) : € € span{&y™, ..., &8} with [|€] 2, ) =1}, VI <r<f, (21)
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where t = o(1) means that ¢ — 0 as h, — id. Take a function £ = _,_, a; €M in span{etn ... ghn}
such that the right hand side of (2.I]) has the maximum at & with [|£][2(q, ) = 1. Let ¢ = Y7, a;¢}.
Then we see that

IVEIZ 20, nao) = IVON7 200, no0) < IVEIT200) < ANBlIT2(00)
= )‘2||¢||%2(Qomﬂhn) + )‘2||¢||%2(QO\Q;M) < )‘2 + )‘2 o(1).
In the last inequality, we have used the fact that

101l 22 @0,y = 1€l 22 (@0n0n,) < l€llz2(0,) = 1 and (9]l 22(@0\qy,) = o(1)-

Similarly we get V|| L2(q,  \o) = o(1). Since

IVEIZ2(0,. ) = IVEIZ2 (0. na0) T 1VEIT2(00 \020):
we have
Mm < (14 0(1))A2 4 o(1).
Consequently, for each 1 < i < £, we can take 0 < 7; < A and a subsequence {hy := hp, }ren of
{hn}nen such that /\?’“ — 7; as k — oo. Take a sequence {&,, > 0},,en in R such that

en = 0and Ky, :={z € Qo | d(z,000) > en} C Qp,, ¥n € N.
We will complete the proof by demonstrating the following four claims.

Claim 1. We show that for any 1 <i </, ||¢,}L-Lk||L2((zhk\Kh’k) — 0 as k — oo.

Let V be an open set in RY such that €2, C V for all sufficiently large k. By the Sobolev extension
theorem, we can take an operator T, : H}(Qp, ) — H*(RY) such that

Thu = on Qp,, supp Tp,u CV, and [|Th,ul g1 mry < D||u||Hé(Qhk), Yu € Hy (Qn,),

where D is a constant which is independent on k.
Since || Th, o || g1~y is uniformly bounded on k, there are ¢g € L*(RY) and a subsequence of

{Th, &M Ve, still denoted by {Th, ¢* }ren, such that Ty, ¢ — ¢o in L*(RN) as k — co. We have
62 2@, i) < I1Tne @0 = ollzaqvy + l60ll2(@n, \in, )

Since |25 \ Ki| — 0 as h — id, we derive that ||¢?k||L2(Qhk\th) — 0 as k — oo. This completes the
proof of Claim 1.

For any 1 < i < £, we will consider the limit of the sequence {gbi““ tren in Claim 1. By the induction
process, for each n € N, there exist £ € L?(K},) and a subsequence {(b?k’"}keN of {gb?k‘"’l}keN
which converges to £ strongly in L2(K},, ) (and weakly in H' (K}, )) as k — oo, where ¢?k‘° =
foralli =1,...,¢ and k € N. By the Cantor diagonal argument, we assume that there is a subsequence
{phr = ¢£L’“”“}keN of {qﬁ?’“’"}kmeN such that {¢"}ren converges to £ strongly in L2(K},) (and
weakly in H'(Kp,)) as k — oo. Since

0, 0,n+1 0, h h 0,n+1
& — &t lz2(kn,) S N&™ = % 2k, ) + 105" — & nr ||L2(Khn+1) —0as k — oo,

we see that €27 = €2 almost everywhere on Kj,,. Define a map €2 : Qy — R by £%(z) = " (z),
where 7 is the natural number satisfying x € K, \ Kp,,_,.

Now we show that £ € H'(Qp). We first consider an extension operator Ej, : H'(Kj,) —
H'(RYN). Then {E},, " }nen is a sequence in H'(Qp). Since

1En, & 1 (90) < DIE ™ 11, ) < D lim 167 | a1 (k)

. h h
<D lim (1+ A)2) |68 |2, ) < D(1+ (A1), Vn €N,
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where D is a positive constant independent of Ay, we see that {Ej £ }nen is bounded in H' ().
Hence there are &) € H'(Qp) and a subsequence of {Ej, £} nen, still denoted by {Ep, &> bnen,

which converges to €2 in L?(€). Moreover, for each KJ,,, we have

n?
. 0, 0, .
1€ — §?||L2(Khn) <& - & n||L2(Khn) + 16" = €?||L2(Khn) — 0 as n — oo,

and so £ = £ almost everywhere in Kj, for all n € N. Since Unen Kn, = Qo, we see that
&) =& € H' ().

Claim 2. ¢! — € in L2(RY) as k — oo.

By the construction of £ and Claim 1, we see that for any € > 0, there is kg € N such that

||¢f’“||L2(th\th0> <e/4, |18l 0\ K, ) < /4

||¢?k||L2(Qhk\th) <e/4and |6 — §?||L2(th0) <e, Yk = ko.
Since
" = €172y = 167 = 1220y + 160" — €72 )
and
g} — & llr2@viy) < ||¢£Lk||L2(Qhk\th) + ||¢fk||L2(th\th0) + ||§?||L2(QU\K;L,CO) <k,

we have that [|¢n, — &ol|7» g~y < 2¢°. Since e is arbitrary, we get ||¢n, — &ol|72 @) — 0 as k — oc.

Claim 3. A" — 7 as k — oo,
For any ko € N and k > ko and & € C} (K}, ), we first note that

Volve - /Q veove| < /K (Vb — VEO Ve

hk()

+ / ‘w?k
Qg \ Ky,

Since ¢?k — &Y weakly in Hl(tho) and V¢ = 0 outside Kp, , we get

Qhk

ve| +/ Ve Vel
20\ K,

VorEve — | vedve

Q hp Q0

— 0 as hy — id.

On the other hand, we have

/ V¢?kv§:/ /\?kéf)?kﬁ—)/ T:60€ as hy — id.
Qhk Qhk Qo

Since Uy Ot (Kn,) is dense in Hj(Qp), we get —AEY) = 7;£). Therefore {7;}ien and {€)}ien are
eigenvalues and the corresponding eigenfunctions of A, respectively, and so we have

Ay 7 and ¢ — €0 as k — oco.

This completes the proof of Claim 3.
Claim 4. 7; = A0 for all 1 <4 < ¢, and {¢Y}¢_; is orthonormal in L?(£).
For 1 <i,5 </, by Claim 2, we get
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gl g — /Q €060

=| [ ool - e

Q,,

Bk ||l _ ¢ hi _ ¢0)1¢0
< [ telel =g+ [ po —edled

< ||¢?k||L2(szh,k)||¢?" — llz2@m) + 168* = Ml 2@ 1€ | z2(0) — 0 as k — oo.
Consequently, we have
(¢?ka¢?k)L2(Qhk) = (£),8))12(0) a8 k — o0,

and so {¢9}¢_, is orthonormal in L?(Qy).
Let a be the multiplicity of AJ. Since \? is the smallest eigenvalue and 7; < )\]Q, we have 7; = A}
for all j <a. Let £ =) .o, pi¢) be a function satisfying Ao = A\J¢. Since

o0 o0
Ao = Npig) and A& =" Apg?,
i=1 i=1

we have p; = 0 for all i > a. This means that & € span{¢?,...,#} and so
span{¢V, ..., ¢2} = span{?... €%},
Suppose that 741 7 XY, ;. Since A&l = A2, we have
€., espan{¢?,..., ¢} =span{€) ..., &)} and 7.1 = AL
This contradicts to the orthonormality of {£0}¢1! and so we get 7,41 = A) Y1
Continuing this process, we derive that 7; = A\? for all 1 <i < ¢, and so completes the proof of the
proposition. 0

For any h € Diff(), we let

L, =sup|fi(s)] and Lo =sup|fi(s)l. (2.2)
seR seR

It is clear that Ly and Ly are Lipschitz constants of the nonlinear terms F}, and Fy, respectively, such
that L, — Lo as h — id.
Define a map jp, : L?(Q0) — L?(Q2,) by

gn(u) :=uoh™ Yu € L*(Q).

Then we see that jp, is an isomorphism, and ||jn|| — 1 as h — id. Here ||jn|| = |jrllze(z2(00),L2(20))-
Hence we may assume that ||j5|| < 2 for all h € Diff(2o).

Now we prove the existence of inertial manifold of (I3 under perturbations of the domain and
equation.

Proof of Theorem [l Let n = (A%, — A0, — 2v/2Lg)/2. We first show that there is § > 0 such
that if des (h,id) < 6, then

[Apy = Al| <n/2and |XD, . — Ak ] <n/2.
Suppose not. Then for any n € N, there is h,, € Diff(2y) with de1(hy,,id) < 1/n such that
N1 — )\Zfﬂ’ > /2.

Without loss of generality, we may assume that ‘)\,On — )\Zﬂ >n/2 for all n € N.
On the other hand, by Proposition 2] there is a subsequence {h,, }ren of {hn}nen such that

AZ{”‘ — A as k — oco. The contradiction shows that there is § > 0 such that if dca (h,id) < J, then
Xt = A = (Agy =A%) = I\ = Al = A = A0 > 2V2Lo + 1.

X9, = | = /2 on
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Since Ly, — Lo as h — id, we see that A\, — A" > 2v/2Ly, if h is sufficiently C'-close to id. Hence
equation (I3) admits the m dimensional inertial manifold My, in L?(€2;,) which can be presented by
the graph of a Lipschitz map Uy, 0

3. PROOF OF THEOREM

Suppose not. Then there are € > 0 and a bounded set By C My such that for any n € N, there is
hy, € Diff (Qo) with do1 (hy,id) < 1/n such that for any bounded set By, C My, deu(Bn,, Bo) > €.
For each n € N, let {\' ... A} and {¢!",..., 4"} be the first m eigenvalues and correspond-
ing m eigenfunctions of Ay, , respectively. By Proposition 2] there are m eigenfunctions, denoted
by {#9,...,9% }, with respect to the first m eigenvalues {\?,..., A2} of Ag, and a subsequence of
{Pn}nen, still denoted by {hn}nen, such that AP — X0 and ¢ — ¢¥ in L2(RN) as n — oo for all
1 < i < m. We assume that [\ — A% < 1 for all n € N and 1 <i < m. For any h € Diff(Q), define
a map ¥y, : PP L2(Qy) — R™ by

Pn (Za@f) :(al....,am), a; € R.
=1

For each n € N, we denote by By, the collection of uy, € My, such that ¥y, Phruy,, = 1o P%ug for
some ug € By.

We will complete the proof of Theorem by showing that dg g (B, , Bo) < € for all sufficiently
large n € N. For this, we need several lemmas.

Lemma 3.1. For any fized 1 < i < m, we have
it 87 = " l12(0.,) = 0 as n — oo.
Proof. For any fixed 1 < i < m, we have
0, 80 — S0 I L2(en, ) < lna @) — S0l L2y + 167 — &7 | L2y
By Proposition 2.I], we have that
16 = ¢ | L2ry — 0 as n — o

So it is sufficient to prove that ||jn, ¢? — ¢?|| L2ra) — 0 as n — co.
Take a neighborhood V' of € such that €, C V for all n € N. Then we have

||jhn¢? - ¢?||L2(V) < ||jhn¢? - ¢?||L2(Qoﬁﬂhn) + ||jhn¢?||L2(th\ Qo) + ||¢?||L2(Qo\ﬁhn)
=1, + 11,4+ 11I,.
Let E: HY(Qo) — H*(RY) be an extension operator such that
Eu = wu on Q, supp Eu C V, and ||EBu| g1~y < Cllull g1(qq), Yu € H' ().

Since C*(V) is dense in H'(V'), we can take a sequence xj in C*(V') such that x, — E¢} in H(V)
as k — oo. Note that

18,87 — &l L2002, ) < 1300 @5 = dnu Xkl L2002, ) + 380 Xk = Xkl L2(200020,, )
+ lIxk — 8¢l L2 (@onan,)- (3.1)

Since F¢? = ¢? on Qp, the first and last terms in the right hand side of (B.]) tend to 0 as k — oo.
For the second term, we get
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1
[ balh o) = xu@)Pde < des(iid) [ D1~ 000 4ty @) Pade
Q()ﬂﬂhn 0 Q()mﬂhn

< 2dcl(h;1,id)/ | Dx(z) |2 da.
1%
Since

/ |Dxi () 2dz — / IDEG(x)Pdr < C / D2 (z) P,
1% 1% Qo

we see that [[, [Dxx(z)[*dz is uniformly bounded on k. Hence we obtain

ln, Xk — Xkl L2 (0000, ) — 0 as 1 — 0.

This implies that I,, — 0 as n — oc.
Next, we suppose that 17, does not converge to 0 as n — oo. Then there are 6 > 0 and a
subsequence of {hy, }nen, still denoted by {hy, }nen, such that I, > § for alln € N. Since ||jn,, 62| g2 (v)

is uniformly bounded on n, there exists a subsequence of {jx, @9 }nen, still denoted by {jn, @9 }nen,
and ug € H*(V) such that jj, ¢ — uo in L2(V). Then we have

||jhn¢?||L2(th\Qg) < |ljn. @) — ol L2(0,, \20) T 2ol z2(0,, \20)-

By the fact |4, \ Qo] = 0, we get [|jn, d?ll2(0, \0o) — 0 as n — oo. The contradiction shows that
II, — 0 asn— oo.
Since [Q\Q,, | — 0 as n — oo, we see that I11,, — 0. Consequently, we have || jn, ¢ —¢? || L2(vy) — 0

as n — 0o, and so completes the proof.
O

Let Uy, : PR L2(Q)) — Q" L?(2),) be the Lipschitz map whose graph is the inertial manifold My, in
Theorem [l We may assume Lip¥;, < 1 (see the proof of Theorem 1 in [8]). If we let &), = ¥j, 09} ",
then M}, can be considered as the graph of ®; with Lip®;, < 1.

With the notations, we have the following lemma.

Lemma 3.2. For any py € P2 L?(Q0) and p, € Pi»L*(Qy,,),

¥n,Pn — Yopolge < a(hn) > lail + in.po — nllz2(n,):
=1

where a(hy) = sup{||jn, 99 — (;5?" ||L2(th) ci=1,...,m}, and po = > i, a;¢).

Proof. For any pg € P,%LQ(QO) and p, € P#LnL2(th), there are a;, b; € R such that pg = ZZ’; ai¢?
and p, =Y ", bl-(b?". Then we have

W}hnpn - 1/Jopo|Rm =

L2(Qp,,)

<

2= Gna, 97) +

L2(Qp,,)

> (i — byl
1=1

ai(¢)
=1

m m
y hn
Jhn Z aip} — Z bi;
i=1 i=1

L2 (th )

m
< alhu) Y lail + lin,po = pull 2@, )-
i=1



10 J. LEE AND N. NGUYEN

By Proposition 2.1l we can take a constant r > 0 such that A}, /\}f” > r for all n € N. For any
n € Nand T > 0, we denote by

h"t

Y (T) =sup{le X"t —e Mt 1<i<m,-T<t<T}

p(hn) = | Fn,, (Jn,w) = dn, Fo(u)|| Lo (L2 (Q0),22(00, ))-
Then we observe that v, (T') — 0 and p(hy,) — 0 as n — oo. For any p € R™ and a bounded set
B C R™, we denote by

B, () = 1®n,, (p) = n, Po(p)ll22(0,,,) and Bn, (B) = sup{Bp,(p) : p € B}.
Let po(t) and p,(t) be the solutions of

d
% + Agpo = PBlFO(pO + ®g(vopo)), and (3.2)
o T AnaDn = B By (o + P, (Y4, Pn)) (33)

with initial conditions po(0) = g 'p and p,(0) = w,::p, respectively, for some p € R™. With these
notations, we have the following estimates.

Lemma 3.3. For any T > 0 and a bounded subset B of My, there exists C > 0 such that for any
te[-T,0]

. 1 1
[P (t) = dn,po ()l L2(02,) < <6(’\%‘+1)t0”¥hn (T) + Cafhn) + mLhnﬂhn (YoB-r) + mp(hn)

4 2TePmt D0y,

n

2+L 2L - 1 \v4
(l) Mo(hn)>e( hn A?n )t, ’)’I,EN,
and for any t S [051]

rt p(hn)
r

N T T L n
[a(t) = G0 (0|20, < ( 'O, (T) + Calhn) + €=y, (Yo Br) +

O+ Ln,)
T

+ 2Te'rt0,_yhn (T) Te (h/n)) e(?Lhn*T)t, Yn € N,

where po(t) and p,(t) are the solutions of B2) and [B3), respectively, such that po(0) € P B and
Yopo(0) = Yn, pn(0), and By = {po(t) : t € [-T,0]} and By = {po(t) : t € [0, T]}.

Proof. Let T > 0 be arbitrary, B a bounded subset of My, and denote B_r = So(B, [T, 0]) and
Bp = So(B,[0,T]). Let po(t) and py(t) be the solutions of B:2) and [B3), respectively, such that
po(0) € P% B and 1opo(0) = 1p, pn(0). By the variation of constant formula for [B.2)) and B3), we
have

Pa(t) = jn,po(t) = =4 pa(0) = jn, e 4po(0)

t
* / e A =) (Pn By, (o + @i, (Y, n)) = P i, Fo(po + ®o(dopo)))ds
0

t
+ / (e Amn (=) Pl gy - — Gy, e 2002 POYEy (po + ®o(Yopo))ds
0
= I+ 11+1II, Vie|-T,T). (3.4)

Since Fo(B_7) and Fy(Br) are bounded in L2(£)), there exists a constant C' > 0 such that for
any u = > v a;¢? in P2B_p UPYBr and v = ;" b;¢? in P2 Fy(B_7) U P2 Fy(Br), we have
S Jail < € and X7, fil < .
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Step 1. We first, we estimate I for t € [—T',0]. We write po(0) = >~ a;¢?. Since
m m
I=e Mty aidf™ — jn,e ™0y aig!
i=1 i=1

m
Z P 0 -9 :
_ ai(e Am g —e )\lt)¢?n + E ae )\lt(¢?n _]hn¢?)7
=1

i=1
we have
1llz2,,) < i(e’wt — e M)apfn + zm: jaile ™ ¢t = Gn, 80llL2(en,)
i=1 L2(Qp,,) =1
< (T) 3 sl + e P a () (i |az-|> (3.5)
=1 =1
< Cy, (T) + Ce=PmtDig(hy,). (3.6)

Step 2. We estimate IT for t € [—-T,0]. For this, we first consider the following.

Fh, (pn+®h, Y, pn) = jh, Fo(po + Potbopo)
= Fh, (Pn + @n, 0, 0n) — Fh, (Jn,po + Pn,¥n,pn)
+ Fh,, (Jhnpo + @, Yn,pn) — Fh, (jn,po + Pn,%opo)
+ Fh, (jn.po + ®n,opo) — Fh, (Jn.po + jn, Potbopo)
+ Fh,, (Jh,po + Jn, Potopo) — jn,, Fo(po + Potbopo)-

By Lemma B.2] we have

| Fn,, (Pn+Ph, Yn, Pr) = Jn, Fo(po + Potbopo)|lL2(n,)
< 2Ly, |Ipn(8) = Jn.po(8)llL2(an, ) + Lhn Bh, (Yo B-1) + CLp, a(hn) + p(hn).

Hence we get
0 0
11112, < 2Lhn/ e 1pn(s) = Gnpo(s)l L2 (@, ) ds + Lhn/ e A=) gy (Yo B-r)ds
t t

0 0
+CLy, [ et alhy)ds + [ Ao, )ds
t t

0
— 0 —8 .
§2Lhn/ e Gm D )||pn(5)—Jhnp0(5)||L2(th)dS
t

0 0
+ Lhn/ 67(A9”+1)(t*5)ﬁh7l (¢OB—T)dS + CLhn/ e’(A?”Jrl)(t*S)a(hn)ds

t t

0
+/ e—(xf,;+1)(t—s)p(hn)ds
t

0

< 2Lhne*(k?n+1)t/ e(A?nJrl)s”pn(S) _jhnpo(S)HL?(th)dS
t

e— (41t e~ (AN, +1)t e~ (AN +1)t

v 3051 O (WoBr) + CLi, —g—=alhn) + —g—

L
o PURE)

where we have used the fact that | to ePmtDs < o 7 in the last inequality.
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Step 3. We estimate I1T for ¢t € [-T,0]. For this, we first consider the following
(jh eon(tfs)Pgl _ e*Ahn (tfs)Phn . )(UO)
—th )\Ots_fA"(t s) ¢O+Z ¢0 Q/)n)

+ e_Ah" (t— S)(P,Z" Uy — Prﬁ”jhnvo)
=11LH+ 111+ 1113,

where vy = 37° bi¢? € Fo(B_r), and v, = 3250, bipl € L*(Qy,,,). For any s € (t,0], we have

||IIIl||L2(th) = jhn Z(e—)\g(t—s) _ e—)\?’n(t—s))bi(b?
=1 L2(Qp,,)
m o m
< 2D (M) A < 29, (T) Y [bs] < 20, (T),
i=1 L2(Q0) i=1
m b (g .
1Tl z2@,,) = | 2™ bilGn, &7 — o)
=1 L2(Qp,,)
< em A=)y (h )Z|b | < Ce™ (N A1)t a(hy,), and
=1
m m 2
hin —s —s
||1113||%2(th) :Zefzxi (t=5)|(Phny, — Phnjy g, ¢hn)[2 < e 2000, +1)(¢ )<a(hn)z|bi|> '
i=1 =1
Hence we see that
1115 2,y < e XD a(h,) S [by| < Cem Xm0 (h,,).
i=1
Since f eQmtDsgs < 3T +1’ we have

0

||III||L2(th)§/ ZOth(T)ds+/ 2Ce~ Amt1) (= a(hy,)ds
t t

e_(k?n""l)t

A, +1 7

Step 4. We estimate [|p,(t) — jn,po(t)l|L2(,, ) for t € [=T,0]. By putting (3.5)), (3.1) and (3.8)
together into (B4), we get

. (O
Ipn(t) = dn,po®)llz2(n,) < Con, (T) + Ce™Pmt Dl (hy,)

0
+ Qe*(A(fnﬂLl)tLhn/ ePmtD%||p, (5) — i, po(5)]| L2(, ) ds
t

< 2TCy,,(T) + 2Ca(hy,) (3.8)

e~ (A1)t e~ (A1)t
——L B_ hp)————
67()‘9n+1)t
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Let g(t) = eXmtD|py, () — ., po(t)|| £2(0, )~ Multiply both sides of (33) by e*m D to get

0
g(t) Se()‘0m+1)t0”yhn (T) + Calhy) + 2L, / g(s)ds
t

1 1 0 0(2 + Ly )
_ (A0 1)t C(2+ Lp,)
+ pUp o g L P (o B-1) + N+ 7P(hn) +2Te Cyn, (T) + N a(hn).
By applying the Gronwall’s inequality, we derive that
1
9(t) (X VO, (T) + Calhn) + 57— L, Br, (o B-1) + 55— p(hn)
AQ A, +1
Cc2+ Lhn)

4 2TePmtDICy, (T) + a(hn))ethnt.

A0 +1
Consequently for any ¢ € [-T, 0], we have

. 20 1 1
1Pa(6) = .o (B)l12(0,,) §<e< WV, (T) + Colha) + 3g—7 LB (W0B-1) + 397 lh)

C(2+ Lp,) 2Ly, —X° —1)t
(T) + pUR a(hy) |e .

Step 5. Finally we estimate [|p,(t) — jn,po(t)llz2(,,) for t € [0,T]. By the same techniques as in
Step 1, we have

1122, < Cn, (T) + e Ca(ha).

Furthermore we obtain
t

t
11120, ) < 2Lhn/ e~ A =91, (s) —jhnpo(s)||L2(szhn)d8+Lhnﬁhn(¢oBT)/ e~ A=) s
0 0
t t
+ CLhna(hn)/ e~ A (=9 g —I—/ e Arn (=) p(h, )ds
0 0
t t
< 2Lhn€7”/ " |lpn(s) = jn.po(s)l2(s,)d5 + Ln, Bn,, (¢OBT)67”/ e"*ds
0 0

t t
+CLp, a(hy)e™ " / e"ds + p(hn)e_”/ e"ds
0 0

t
-r s - CLhn p hn
<2, [ lpa(s) = ()20, () + S, 1 A0
0
where we have used the fact fg e"*ds < e"t/r for the last inequality.
For the estimate of 111, we consider
IT1| 220, ) < 290, (T) Y [bi] < 2C,,(T),
i=1
n h .
1Ly L2, < || e b (jn, ¢) — oim)
i=1 L2(Q4,,)

< e g Z b)) < e ") Ca(h,), and
i=1

m

11115 L2, ) < e " a(hn) > bi| < e " Ca(hy).
i=1
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Then we get

t t 2C
II11|| 120, ) < / 2Cn, (T)ds + / 2e7 "= Ca(hy)ds < 2TCy, (T) + —au(hy,).
n O O rr-

Consequently we derive that

t
[P (t) = dn, Do)l 20, ) <267 "L, / " pn(s) = jn.po(s)llz2(0,, ) ds + Con,, (T) + e " Calhn)
0

L ha C2+ Ly,
", (Yo Br) + p(r ) AT (T) + %a

Let g(t) = " |lpn(t) = jn,po(t)ll22(, ). Multiply both sides of [B.I0) by €™ to deduce that

+ (hy). (3.10)

t
L
t) < 2L, [ gs)ds + " Co, (T) + Calha) + €222 6y, (v Br)
0

hp, C(2+L
+ertp( )+2T€TtC’Yhn(T)+6Tt ( + hn)a

T r

(hn)-

By the Gronwall’s inequality, we get

rt p(hn)
T

o(t) < (e”cwhn (T) + Calha) + €222 By, (v Br) + ¢

r

24+ L
+2Te"" Cyp,,, (T) + €™ 70( + h")a(hn)> e2lnnt,

Finally we deduce that

rt p(hn)

r

N T T L n
Ipa() = jn,po(®) 20, < ( O, (T) + Calhn) + ™=y, (Yo Br) +

2+ L
4 2T67‘tc,yhn (T) 4 e'r‘t C( + h")oz(hn)) 6(2[/;1"—7‘)15'
r

In the following lemma, we estimate the linear semigroups of orthogonal complements.

Lemma 3.4. For any e > 0, T > 0 and a bounded subset B of L*(), there is K > 0 such that for
anyu € B andn > K

T
| e @l e 4 Qa0 < =
0
Proof. Since B is bounded, we can choose 6 > 0 and k € N (k > m) such that

48[l L2(0) < /2 and 2~ Cis1 =D |y|| L2y < €/6(T — 8), Yu € B.

By Proposition [Z1] and Lemma 3] we can take a subsequence of {hy, }nen, still denoted by {hy }rnen,
and the first k eigenfunctions, denoted by {¢?,...,¢%}, with respect to k eigenvalues {\?,... A%}
such that

hnt

Y (hy) :=sup{|e "t — e_’\?t| :1<i<k,0<t<T}—0, and

i (hy) == sup{|| ¢} —jhn¢?||L2(th) :1<i<k}—=0asn— oo
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For any u =", a;¢{ in B and t € [0, d], we have
e At Qe jn, w — jn, e ' Q0 ull L2q, )

< le At Qg ull L2, ) + 2lle” 2 QY ull L2(a0) < 4llullL2(y)-
This implies that

s
/ e At Qi jn u — jn, e ' Q0 ul| L2(q, Hydt < % (3.11)
0
For any ¢ € [0, T], we obtain
e~ ArntQlr g, u — jhnefAOtQ%UHLz(th)
k . k
< Z e N a Qe jn, 87 — g, Z e Nlag)
1=m-+1 1=m-+1 LZ(th)
oo o0
+HY e N Qe i, ) + \ldn D e Na;0)
i=k+1 L2(Q,,) i=k+1 L2(Qn,,)
=1+ 1T+ 111
We first estimate I as follows.
k
Il 3 @ = e aQ0 jn, o
=mt L2(Qn,,)
k
|| D e M i@, 8 — N ail
= L2(2n,,)
k k
+ Z €7A?tai¢?" - Z efA?taijthi)
i=m+1 1=m-+1 L2(Qp,,)
k k
<) | Y aiQhyjn, of + 205 (hn) Y lail.
1=m-+1 LZ(th) 1=m-+1

Since Y (hy) — 0 and ag(hy,) — 0 as n — oo, there exists K € N such that if n > K, then we have
I<e/6(T-59).
On the other hand, by the choice of § and k, we have

e hp h g
IT < ||gn, Il e N tla;| < 26_’\k+15||u||L2 Q) < ————, and
i:;-i-l () 6(T —9)

e hn h e
T < ||gn, | e N ai] < 27 M0 |u| p2y) < -
i:;rl () 6(T —9)

Consequently we get

T T
/ ||€_AhntQZ{cjhk’u, — jhke_AUthluHL%Qh,k)dt < / (I + 11+ III)dt < g, Yu € B. (312)
) 0

By BII)) and [BI2), we derive that

T
—Ap tyhe S Aot 0
| e @l = e Q2o e < =
0

This completes the proof. O
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In the proof of Theorem [T}, we know that AL, — Al > 2/2L;, if dca(h,id) is sufficiently small.
Then by applying the Lyapunov-Perron method, we see that

0
D1, () = / A5 QI By (pu(s) + B, (U, pu(s)))ds, and

— 00

0
Dy(p) = /7 eAOSQ,OnFO(pO(s) + ®o(Yopo(s)))ds, ¥p € R™, Vn € N, (3.13)

where p,(t) and po(t) are the solutions of B3] and (B:2) with initial conditions p,(0) = 7,/1,:”1 (p) and
po(0) = 15 *(p), respectively, for some p € R™ (for more details, see [§]). Since do1 (fn,, fo) — 0 as

n — 00, we can take Mg > 0 such that for sufficiently large n,

max{ || Fo(uo)|| z2(0)s | Fhn (un)llL2(0,,)} < M, Yug € L*(Qo), Yun € L*(Qn,).

By Theorem 1 in [§], we see that

Mp Mp
[@o(P)lI22(020) < vo— and [ ®n, (P)l|L2(0,,) < -
)‘m+1 >‘mzl+1

By Proposition [2.1] we can assume that /\Z”Zqul — A) .1 as n — oo. Then there is M > 0 such that
Bh, (R™) < M, Vn € N. (3.14)

For simplicity, we denote Fj, and Fy by Fj, = Fy, (pn + @, (¥n,pn)) and Fo = Fo(po + Po(¥opo))-
With the notations, we have the following lemma.

Lemma 3.5. For any bounded set B C Mo, Bn, (Yo P%B) — 0 as n — oc.
Proof. Let € > 0 be arbitrary, and choose § > 0 such that

2 1
= + <1,
g 2V24+1-6 2/24+1-96

and denote by 79 = > .o, n'. Take a constant T' > 0 such that

-T
. g
/ e Qln Fy, — jn, e*°Q0, Follr2(q, yds < —.
—00 8770

For any k£ > 1 and a bounded set B C Mg, we denote by

B_jr = So(B,[~kT,0]) and B_yxr = P° So(B, [—kT,0)).

Since Fo(B_r) is bounded in L?(Q), there exists a constant C' > 0 such that for any v = S | a;¢)
in B_p and v = 7" b;¢) in PO Fy(B_7), we have 1" | |a;| < C and S0, |bi| < C.
Step 1. There is N7 > 0 such that for any n > Ny,

Bh,, (o P B) <0 Bn, (YoB_1) + 4i.
o
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For any p € B, we have

4., (Yop) = jn, Po(Yop)|L2(0n, )

0
< / et Qi . — i Q0 Foll e, 1

— 00

-T
=/ e Qln Fy, — jn, e*°Q0, Follr2(q, yds

— 00

0
+/ e Qhn Fr, — jn, e**°Q0, Follr2(q,. )ds
-T

0
< Q +/ et Qe (Fh,, — jn, Fo)llL2(@, ) ds

0
. . g
* / (e Q.. — jn, e Q) Foll2(,, yds = gy T
—-T 0

By Lemma B3] we obtain

. hn s 3
e Qr (Fr, = jn, Fo)ll 2,y < e |(Fh, — jn, Fo)llr2n, )
hn .
< eMi1® (2L, |Ipa(s) — jn,po(8)ll L2 ) + Ln, Bu, (WoB-1) + CLn, o(hn) + p(hy))

2
~——L#. B, (PoB-1) + 0 +1Lh p(hn)

2
< (26(A9n+1)tLhanyhn(T)+2LhnCoz(h )+ P

2C(2+ L i
AT, Oy (T) + %Lhnamn)) 2L FAL N D)8

+ 1 Ly Bh, (Yo Bor) + 15 C Ly, alhy) + e 1% p(hy).
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Hence we get

0
. 2Ly, Cy, (T)
I :/ e Qi (Fy, — jnn Fo)ll2(n, ) < —2rt
T B = oL + A

2Ly, Calhy) 2L}, B, (YoB_1)
2Ly, + A = A0 — 1 (A0 4+ 1)(2Ln, + Al — X0, — 1)
2Ly, p(hn) L 4Ly, TCy, (T)
2Ly, + A =N —1 2L, + A
2C(2 + Ly, ) Ln, a(hy) L. B, (WoB_r) N CLy, a(hy) N p(ha)
(A%, + 1)(2Ln, + Ay — A9, — 1) Ay At At

212 Ly
S n + h n
(A9, + 1)(2Ln, + Aty = A% — 1) Ak
2CLhn'7hn (T) + 2Lhn0a(hn)
2Lp, + A 2L, A -0 — 1

) Bh, (YoB-1)

2Ly, + A = N0 — 1 2L, A
2C(2 + Ln, ) Ln, a(hn) CLn. a(hn)  p(hn)
0 i 0 T T
()‘m + 1)(2Lhn + )‘m-l-l - /\m - 1) )\m-i-l )‘m—i-l
2L% Ly, -
= - + 2 /Bhn PYoB_7)+ 1. 3.15
<(/\9n +1)(2Ln, + Ay =A% — 1) Ay, (wo ) (3:19)

By Proposition 2.I], we can take N > 0 such that for any n > Ny,
Mo X0 — 5 and Aeo> Ly, — 6
Note that A, +1 > Ly, and
2Ly, + A =N — 1 =205, + (Al = M)+ (A = X0 — 1> 2Ly, +2v2L,,, — 1 —6.
Thus we have

2L7 2 L 1

n

< and < .
(A0, + 1)(2Lyp, + Al = A0, — 1) ~ 2v24+1-6 N 22416

Since Y, (T), a(hy,) and p(hy) converge to 0 as n — oo, we can choose Ny > 0 such that I < %

Mo
for any n > N;. Consequently we obtain

I'<n B, ($oB-1) + , Vn > Ni. (3.16)

&
16770

On the other hand, by Lemma B4l we can take N > 0 such that for any u € L?(Q) with
lull 200y < C and n > N,

0
1= [ Qhin, —n, Q) Pl 2oy, ds (3.17)
=T

By (B16) and (3I7), we have
€

@4, (p) = jn, Po()|I 22, ) <1 B, (YoB-1) + I

< /.
1610
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Since p is arbitrary in B, we get

£
Bn,, (o P B) <0 B, (YoB_1) + e Vn > Ni.

This completes the proof of Step 1.
Step 2. There is N > 0 such that 8y, (¢ B) < € for any n > N.
By the same procedure as in Step 1, we derive that for each k € N, there is N > Nj_; such that

for any n > Ng,
€
Bnn WoB—p-nyr) <1 fn, (YoBrr) + o

Hence we have
k—1
13 . £
ﬁhn (¢0Pr?13) < nkﬁhn (¢OB—kT) + 4—770 E N < ’I]kM + Z
i=0

Take k > 0 such that n* M < /2 and N > Nj. Then for any n > N, we have S5, (0P, B) < ¢. This
completes the proof. O

For each n € N, we define jj,, : Mo — M, by
Ihn (Po + ®o(Yopo)) = 1/);;11/)01?0 + @5, (Yopo), Vpo € P M.
It is clear that j’hn is a bijection with the inverse %hn given by
ih, (Pn + @h, (VhPn)) = Vo Yn,Pn + Po(Pn,n)s pn € Pl My,
Lemma 3.6. Let B be a bounded subset of My. Then
dn, (W) = Jn, (W)l L2(,,) = 0 asn — oo
uniformly for u € B.
Proof. Let B be a bounded subset of M. For any u € B, there exists a; € R (1 < i < m) such that

U= po + @0(¢0p0) with py = Z a@? S P,?LMO
=1

By the fact that ||1/)h:l1||Loo(Rm)P791L2(th)) =1 and Lemma [3:2] we have

I () = Gn,, (Wl 22(2y = |78, (P0 + o(th0p0)) = Jn, (Po + Po(topo))llz2(0n, )
< lgn.po — ¥y opoll L2 (0, ) + ik, Po(thopo) — @n,, (Yopo)llz2(0n, )
< [y, [k o = topolzm + B, (Yo Py B)

< alhn) D _lail + B, (Vo Py, B).
i=1
By Lemmas B] and 3.5 we see that «(h,,) and S(h,) converge to 0 as n — oco. Hence we derive that
ljn, (W) = Jn, (Wl z2(0,,) — 0 as n — oo. O

End of Proof of Theorem We first show that there is N > 0 such that j’hn is an e-isometry
for all n > N. Since By is bounded in L?(), we take C' > 0 such that [lug|| 20, < C for all
ug € By.

For the bounded set By C My, by Lemma [B.6] we can take N > 0 such that if n > N then

. e . A g
gn, || = 1] < ==, and ||jn, (u) = gn, (W) z2(0,,) < 30 Vu € Bo.

6C’
For any u,u € By, we let

u = po + Po(Yopo) and @ = po + Po(¢opo) for some po, po € P,%Mo.
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For any n > N, we have

3n, 10 = Jnnioll L2, ) — lluo — Tl L2 ()
< ||7n, (Po + ®o(¥opo)) — Jn., (Po + Po(topo)) |l L2(n. )
+ |7k, (Po + Po(opo)) — dh,, (Po + Po(opo))llz2(n,)
+ |ln., (Bo + Po(¥ofo)) — Jn, (Fo + Po(topo))ll L2, ) — It — fiollL2(00)

2e . -
< 5+ (lna I = Dlluo = aoll 2 (o) < e
Similarly we can show that [lug — ol z2(0y) — 17m,, w0 — j’hnﬂoﬂp(ghn) < e. This shows that jp,, is an
e-isometry on By.

On the other hand, for any u, @ € By, , let us take v,0 € By such that u = jj,, (v) and @ = jp,, (0).
Then we have

lin, () = in, (@) L2(0y) — lu— @l 2,
= llin,, Gn, (©)) = in, Gr @) |22 020) = 100 (©) = G, (D)l L2020, )|
= [llv =8l 200) = 17k (V) = Jho (D) L2(020 | < -

This shows that 2% is an e-isometry on By, .
Moreover, since j, (Bo) = By, and iy, (Bp,) = Bp for all n € N, we get dgg (B, , Bo) < € for all
n > N. The contradiction completes the proof. |

4. PROOF OF THEOREM

Suppose not. Then there are € > 0, T > 0, and a bounded set By C M, such that for any
n € N, there is h,, € Diff(Q) with dgi(hn,id) < 1/n such that for any bounded set B, C My
D&y (Sh, By, SolB,) = &.

Let {\', ... A} and {¢,... ¢/} be the first m eigenvalues and corresponding eigenfunctions
of Ay, , respectively. By Proposition 21 there are eigenfunctions {¢9,...,#% } with respect to the
first m eigenvalues {\y,..., A% } of Ay, and a subsequence of {h,, }nen, still denoted by {h, }nen, such
that

n?

o — ¢Y in L2(RY) as n — oo, V1 <i < m.

For each n € N, we denote by By, the collection of u, € My, such that vy, Pruy, = 1o Poug for
some ug € By.

Now we show that DEp(Sh,|B,. . SolB,) < € for sufficiently large n. Let po(t) and py(t) be the
solutions of [B.2)) and ([B3), respectively, such that po(0) € P% By and ¥opo(0) = ¥, pr(0). By Lemma
B3] there is N > 0 such that

Ipn (Ol 22, ) < lnapoll2,, ) + M, Vt € [-T,T], ¥n > N,
where M > 0 is given in ([B.I4]). It follows that
i, (P (t) + Ph,, (Y, 2 ()| 22(20) = 195 h, P (t) + Po(n, Pn (1))l L2 (20)
<lpn@®)llz2,, ) + M
< |Jhnpo(®)llL2 (0, ) +2M
<20 +2M,

where C' = sup{||So(uo, )| £2(0,) : w0 € Bo,t € [T, T]}. Then there is a bounded set Dy C My such
that

So(Bo, [~T,T)) € Dy and iy, (Sk, (Bn,,[~T,T])) C Do,¥n > N.
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For each n € N, we denote by Dy, the collection of uy, € My, such that ¥y, Phruy, = 1o POug for
some ug € Dy.

As in the proof of Theorem [[.2] we can choose N; € N such that the map j’hn t Mo = My, is
an ¢/2-isometry on Dy and iy, : My, — My is an ¢/2-isometry on Dy, for any n > N;. For given
T > 0 and ug € By, let up(t) = S(uo,t) and u,(t) = Sh,(Jn, (uo),t) for t € [=T,T], and denote
By = {P%uy(t) : ug € Bo,t € [-T,T]}. Then we have

[, (S0 (10(0). ) = Sh, G (10(0)). )

g

L2(Qn,)

I (100(8)) = i (o (2))|

< [ o) = s Cwo ] , )+ i (o) = oDl 20,

+ l3n, Po(@opo(t)) = Ph, (Yr, Pn() |l 12(q, )
=1, +1I,+111,.

L2 @) + [lin, (o () = un(®)llL2(q,, )

By Lemma .8 we choose No > Nj such that I,, < /6 for any n > N;. By Lemma B3 we take
N3 > Ny such that

1T, = ||jn, (po(t)) — Pu(t)llL2(,) < €/6, Vn > Ns.
Moreover, we have
111, = [|jn, Po(Yopo(t)) — Ph, (Yh,pn ()l L2(4,)
< dn, Po(topo(t)) — @n, (Yopo(t)llL2(e,, ) + | Ph, (Yopo(t)) — P, (Yr,pn(t) [ L2(,)
< Bh,, (Yo Bo) + <04(hn) Z |a; ()] + |n,.po(t) — pn(t)”L?(th))

=1
m

= Bn, (VoBo) + a(hn) > lai(t)] + I1,..

i=1
Since a(h,,) and S, (¢0B0) converge to 0 as n — co, by Lemma [3.3] we get Ny > N3 such that
111, <e/6, Yn > Ny.

Consequently we derive that

[ (So(0(0),8)) = S, G, (w0 (0)). 1)

€
L2(Q,) 2’

On the other hand, since j,, is an £/2-isometry on Dy, we have

i (Sh, (1(0), 1) = So(in, (1 (0), 1)

L2(0)

3
+ = <eg, Vn > Ny.

< (S G i Cn(000):1) = G (S (O 0|+ 5

This shows that DE;(Sh, |8, ,S0|B,) < ¢ for all n > Ny. The contradiction completes the proof.
g
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