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Abstract

We consider the Laplace equation in a domain of R"”, n > 3, with a small
inclusion of size €. On the boundary of the inclusion we define a nonlinear
nonautonomous transmission condition. For e small enough one can prove
that the problem has solutions. In this paper, we study the local uniqueness
of such solutions.
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1. Introduction

We study local uniqueness properties of the solutions of a nonlinear
nonautonomous transmission problem for the Laplace equation in the pair of
sets consisting of a perforated domain and a small inclusion.

We begin by presenting the geometric framework of our problem. We fix
once for all a natural number

n>3

that will be the dimension of the space R" we are going to work in and a
parameter
a €]0,1]
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which we use to define the regularity of our sets and functions. We remark
that the case of dimension n = 2 requires specific techniques and it is not
treated in this paper (the analysis for n = 3 and for n > 3 is instead very
similar).

Then, we introduce two sets Q2° and Q' that satisfy the following condi-
tions:

Q°, Q¥ are bounded open connected subsets of R” of class C'1?,

their exteriors R\ Q° and R" \ ¥ are connected,

and the origin 0 of R™ belongs both to Q° and to Q°.

Here the superscript “o” stands for “outer domain” whereas the superscript
“” stands for “inner domain”. We take

€0 = sup{f €]0, +-00[: Qi C Q°, Ve €] —0,0[},
and we define the perforated domain €(¢) by setting
Qe) = Q°\ ¥
for all € €] — €, €o[. Then we fix three functions
F:]—¢€,e[x00 xR =R,

GZ]—Eo,EQ[XaﬁiXR—)R, (1)
fo c Cl,a(aQo)

and, for € €]0, €y, we consider the following nonlinear nonautonomous trans-
mission problem in the perforated domain (¢) for a pair of functions (u®, u’) €

CH(Qe)) x CH(e):

(Au® =0 in Q(e),

Aut =0 in ),

u®(z) = f°(x) Vz € 0900, (2)
u’(z) = F (e, 2,u'(z)) Vz € ed),
| Veqi - Vu(z) — vegi - Vul(z) = G (6, 2,u'(z)) Vo € edQ'.

Here v, denotes the outer exterior normal to €.
Boundary value problems like (2]) arise in the mathematical models for
the heat conduction in (nonlinear) composite materials, as, for example, in
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Mishuris, Miszuris and Ochsner [18,119]. In such cases, the functions u° and
u® represent the temperature distribution in Q(€) and in the inclusion eQ,
respectively. The third condition in (2 means that we are prescribing the
temperature distribution on the exterior boundary 9€2°. The fourth condi-
tion says that on the interface €9’ the temperature distribution u° depends
nonlinearly on the size of the inclusion, on the position on the interface, and
on the temperature distribution u’. The fifth conditions, instead, says that
the jump of the heat flux on the interface depends nonlinearly on the size
of the inclusion, on the position on the interface, and on the temperature
distribution u’.

In literature, existence and uniqueness of solutions of nonlinear bound-
ary value problems have been largely investigated by means of variational
techniques (see, e.g., the monographs of Necas [21] and of Roubicek [22]
and the references therein). On the other hand, boundary value problems
in singularly perturbed domains are usually studied by expansion methods
of asymptotic analysis, such as the methods of matching inner and outer
expansions (cf., e.g., IIin [9, [10]) and the multiscale expansion method (as
in Maz’ya, Nazarov, and Plamenenvskii [17], see also Iguernane et al. [§] in
connection with nonlinear problems).

In this paper we do not use variational techniques and neither we resort
to asymptotic expansion methods. Instead, we adopt the functional analytic
approach proposed by Lanza de Cristoforis (cf., e.g., [12,14]). The key strat-
egy of such approach is the transformation of the perturbed boundary value
problem into a functional equation that can be studied by means of certain
theorems of functional analysis, for example by the implicit function theo-
rem or by the Schauder fixed-point theorem. Typically, this transformation is
achieved with an integral representation of the solution, a suitable rescaling
of the corresponding integral equations, and an analysis based on results of
potential theory. This approach has proven to be effective when dealing with
nonlinear conditions on the boundary of small holes or inclusions. For ex-
ample, it has been used in the papers [13] and [15] of Lanza de Cristoforis to
study a nonlinear Robin and a nonlinear transmission problem, respectively,
in the paper [2] with Lanza de Cristoforis to analyze a nonlinear traction
problem for an elastic body, in |3] with Mishuris to prove the existence of
solution for (2) in the case of a “big” inclusion (that is, for € > 0 fixed), and
in [20] to show the existence of solution of (2]) in the case of “small” inclusion
(that is, for € > 0 that tends to 0).

In particular, in [20] we have proven that, under suitable assumptions on
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the functions F' and G, there exists a family of functions {(u?, u?) }eejo,[, With
¢ €]0, [, such that each pair (u2, u') is a solution of (2)) for the corresponding
value of e. Moreover, the dependence of the functions u? and u’ upon the
parameter € can be described in terms of real analytic maps of e. The aim of
this paper is to show that each of such solutions (u?, u?!) is locally unique. In
other words, we shall verify that, for € > 0 smaller than a certain €* €]0, ¢,
any solution (v°,v%) of problem (2)) that is “close enough” to the pair (u?, u?)
has to coincide with (u2, u'). We will see that the “distance” from the solution
(u®,ul) can be measured solely in terms of the C''® norm of the trace of the
rescaled function v(e-) on 99, More precisely, we will prove that there is
&* > 0 such that, if € €]0,€*], (v°,v") is a solution of (2), and

H'UZ(G') - uze(e')Hcl,a(é)Qi) < 65*a (3)
then

(v%,0") = (u, u)

(cf. Theorem below). We note that in [3] it has been shown that for a
“big” inclusion (that is, with € > 0 fixed) problem (2)) may have solutions
that are not locally unique. Such a different result reflects the fact that the
solutions of 3] are obtained by the Schauder fixed-point theorem, whereas
the solutions of the present paper are obtained by means of the implicit
function theorem.

We will not provide in this paper an estimate for the values of €* and ¢*.
In principle, they could be obtained studying the norm of certain integral
operators that we employ in our proofs. We observe that, in specific appli-
cations, for example to the heat conduction in composite materials, it might
be important to understand if €* and 6* are big enough for the model that
one adopts. In particular, for very small €, that correspond to very small
inclusions, and very small 6*, that corresponds to very small differences of
temperature, one may have to deal with different physical models.

We also observe that uniqueness results are not new in the applications
of the functional analytic approach to nonlinear boundary value problems
(see, e.g., the above mentioned papers [2, 13, [15]). However, the results so
far presented concern the uniqueness of the entire family of solutions rather
than the uniqueness of a single solution for ¢ > 0 fixed. For our specific
problem (2)), a uniqueness result for the family {(u?, ul)}ejo,«; would consist
in proving that if {(v?, v%)}cejo,1 is another family of solutions which satisfies



a certain limiting condition, for example that

el R
then

(07, vg) = (ug, ug)

€) Ve

for € small enough.

One can verify that the local uniqueness of a single solution under condi-
tion (3] implies the uniqueness of the family of solutions {(u?, u%)}cejo [ in the
sense described here above (cf. Corollary 5.7 below). From this point of view,
we can say that the uniqueness result presented in this paper strengthen the
uniqueness result for families which is typically obtained in the application
of the functional analytic approach.

The paper is organized as follows. In Section 2] we define some of the
symbols used later on. Section [3is a section of preliminaries, where we intro-
duce some classical results of potential theory that we need. In Section [] we
recall some results of [20] concerning the existence of a family {(u?, u!)}eejoe
of solutions of problem (). In Section [B] we state and prove our main Theo-
rem The section consists of three subsections. In the first one we prove
Theorem [5.2] which is a weaker version of Theorem and follows directly
from the Implicit Function Theorem argument used to obtain the family
{(u?, ul)}eejo,e- The statement of Theorem [.2]is similar to that of Theorem
5.6l but the assumptions are much stronger. In particular, together with
condition (3]), we have to require other two conditions, namely that

[0 — w€loraonn < €0 and  [[0°(e) = ul(e)loraonn < % (4)

in order to prove that (v° v") = (u2,u!). In our main Theorem we will
see that the two conditions in () can be dropped and (B]) is sufficient. The
proof of Theorem [5.6]is presented in Subsection 5.2 where we first show some
results on real analytic composition operators in Schauder spaces, then we
turn to introduce certain auxiliary maps N and S, and finally we will be
ready to state and prove our main theorem. In the last Subsection 5.3 we
see that the uniqueness of the family {(u?, u?)}eejo, in the sense described
here above can be obtained as a corollary of Theorem At the end of
the paper we have included an Appendix where we present some (classical)
results on the product and composition in Schauder spaces.



2. Notation

We denote the norm of a real normed space X by || - ||x. We denote by
Ix the identity operator from X to itself and we omit the subscript X where
no ambiguity can occur. For x € X and R > 0, we denote by By (z, R) =
{y € X : ||y — z||lx < R} the ball of radius R centered at the point z.
If X =R d e N\ {0,1}, we simply write By(z, R). If X and Y are
normed spaces we endow the product space X x Y with the norm defined by
(2, y)||xxy = l|z||x+]ylly for all (z,y) € X XY, while we use the Euclidean
norm for R% d € N\ {0,1}. For x € R, z; denotes the j-th coordinate of
z, |z| denotes the Euclidean modulus of z in R%. We denote by £(X,Y) the
Banach space of linear and continuous map of X to Y, equipped with its usual
norm of the uniform convergence on the unit sphere of X. If U is an open
subset of X, and F': U — Y is a Fréchet-differentiable map in U, we denote
the differential of F' by dF'. The inverse function of an invertible function f is
denoted by £~ while the reciprocal of a function ¢ is denoted by ¢~'. Let
Q) C R™. Then € denotes the closure of € in R”, 9 denotes the boundary of
Q, and v denotes the outward unit normal to 9€2. Let €2 be an open subset
of R and m € N\ {0}. The space of m times continuously differentiable real-
valued function on 2 is denoted by C™(2). Let r € N\ {0}, f € (C™(2))".
The s-th component of f is denoted by f, and the gradient matrix of f
is denoted by Vf. Let n = (n1,...,n,) € N* and |n| = n1 + -+ + 0.
Then D"f = ax’l’lﬂ' If r = 1, the Hessian matrix of the second-order

..... Oz
partial derivatives of f is denoted by D?f. The subspace of C™(Q2) of those
functions f such that f and its derivatives D"f of order |n| < m can be
extended with continuity to Q is denoted C™(Q). The subspace of C™(Q)
whose functions have m-the order derivatives that are Holder continuous
with exponent a €]0, 1[ is denoted C™*(Q2). If f € C**(Q), then its Holder

constant is defined as |f : Q|, = sup{% cxy €Q,x # y} If Q is

open and bounded, then the space C"%({2), equipped with its usual norm
[fllema@y = 1 lom@ +221=m [P"f  ©a, is a Banach space. We denote by

Cioe™(R™\ Q) the space of functions on R™\ Q whose restriction to U belongs

loc

to C™<(U) for all open bounded subsets U of R™\ . On C}"*(R" \ Q) we

loc
consider the natural structure of Fréchet space. Finally we set

Cme (Q) = {u e O™ (Q)NC*Q) : Au=0in Q}.

harm

We say that a bounded open subset of R™ is of class C"™ if it is a manifold
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with boundary imbedded in R™ of class C™®. In particular, if Q is a Cb®
subset of R™, then 0f) is a C'* sub-manifold of R" of co-dimension 1. If
M is a C™® sub-manifold of R™ of dimension d > 1, we define the space
C™*(M) by exploiting a finite local parametrization. Namely, we take a
finite open covering U, ..., U, of M and C"™® local parametrization maps
vt Bg(0,1) — Uy with [ = 1,. ..,k and we say that ¢ € C™*(M) if and only
if oy, € C™*(By(0,1)) forall l =1,..., k. Then for all ¢ € C"™*(M) we
define

k
[9llcmapn = Z ¢ o %Hcm,a(Bd(oJ)) :
1=1

One verifies that different C™ finite atlases define the same space C"*(M)
and equivalent norms on it.
We retain the standard notion for the Lebesgue spaces LP, p > 1. If Q is

of class C1%, we denote by do the area element on 0. If Z is a subspace of
LY(09), then we set

ZOE{fEZ: fda:O}. (5)

o0N

3. Classical results of potential theory

In this section we present some classical results of potential theory. For
the proofs we refer to Folland [5], Gilbarg and Trudinger [6], Schauder 23],
and to the references therein.

Definition 3.1. We denote by S, the function from R™\ {0} to R defined
by
s = T e R {0}
T (2= n)s, ’

where s, denotes the (n — 1)-dimensional measure of 0B,(0,1).

S, is well known to be a fundamental solution of the Laplace operator.
Now let © be an open bounded connected subset of R” of class O,

Definition 3.2. We denote by wqlu] the double layer potential with density
W given by

walp)(x) = - /a () VSy(e =) do, Vo R

7



for all p € CH(0Q).
We denote by Waq the boundary integral operator which takes p € C1(0Q)
to the function Waq[u| defined by

Woalul(0) = = [ val) - VSu(o ~ ) do, Vo € 09
o0

It is well known that, if y € CH*(9Q), then wolu]iq admits a unique
continuous extension to Q, which we denote by wg/[u], and wolu] g g admits
a unique continuous extension to R\ €2, which we denote by wg, [u].

In the following Theorem we summarize classical results in potential
theory.

Theorem 3.3. The following statements holds.

(i) Let p € CH*(0). Then the function wqlu] is harmonic in R™ \ 09
and at infinity. Moreover, we have the following jump relations

1

w ] (z) = (i§l + Wag) (1] () Vo € 08

(i) The map from CH*(9Q) to CH*(Q) which takes p to wi[u] is linear
and continuous and the map from CY*(9Q) to CL*(R\ Q) which takes
w to wg[p] is linear and continuous;

(iii) The map which takes p to Waq[u] is continuous from CH*(9Q) to itself;

(iv) If R\ Q is connected, then the operator LI + Wyq is an isomorphism
from CH2(9Q) to itself.

4. An existence result for the solutions of problem (2]

In this section we recall some results of [20] on the existence of a family
of solutions for problem (2)). In what follows u® denotes the unique solution
in C%*(Q°) of the interior Dirichlet problem in Q° with boundary datum f°,
namely

Au’ =0 in Q°,
u® = f° on 00°.

Then we have the following Proposition B, where harmonic functions
in (e) and €’ are represented in terms of u®, double layer potentials with

appropriate densities, and a suitable restriction of the fundamental solution
Sy (cf. [20, Prop. 5.1]).



Proposition 4.1. Let € €]0,¢y[. The map
(er[., o .]’ UEZ[7 - ])
from C1(90°) x CL(9 )y x R x CH(9Q) to CL (Q(e)) x CL2 ()
which takes (¢°, ¢, (, %) to the pair of functions
(U2]0°, ¢, ¢, "], Ul9°, 0", ¢, 4'])

defined by
U2le®, o', ¢, ¥ (w)

= w0(2) + ewdh [¢%) () + cwy, W (E>] (z) + €71¢ S, (2) Va € Qe),

Ul ¢, (@) = ewly [0 (2)] (@) + ¢ Va € &7,
(6)
15 bijective.

We recall that C1*(9Q7), is the subspace of C1*(9Q¢) consisting of the
functions with zero integral mean on 9Q (cf. (B)). The following Lemma
provides an isomorphism between C'*(9Q%)y x R and CH*(0Q7) (cf. [20,
Lemma 4.2]).

Lemma 4.2. The map from CY*(9Q)y x R to C*(9Q") which takes (u, )
to the function

Jlp, €] = (—%I + Wam) (1] + & Snjaqi

s an isomorphism.

Let F' be as in (). We indicate by 0.F and O, F the partial derivative of
F with respect to the first the last argument, respectively. We shall exploit

the following assumptions:
There exist ¢* € R such that F(0,-,¢") = u°(0) )
and (0:F)(0,-, (") is constant and positive.
and
For each ¢t € Q) fixed, the map from | — €, €g[XR to R ®)
which takes (¢, () to F(e,t,() is of class C?.

Then we have the following Lemma 4.3, concerning the Taylor expansion of
the functions u® and F' (cf. [20, Lemmas 5.2, 5.3]).
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Lemma 4.3. Let (@) and (8) hold true. Let a,b € R. Then

F(e,t,a+ eb)
= F(0,t,a) + (0. F)(0,t,a) + eb(3: F)(0,t,a) + € F (e, t,a,b),

for all (e,t) €] — €, €o[x I, where

1
Flet,ab) = / (1= P){(2F)(re.t, a + Teb)
0
+ 26(0.0: F)(7e, t, a + Teb) + b* (O} F) (7€, t, a + Teb) } dr.
Moreover .
w(et) — F(0,t,¢H) = et - Vu’(0) + €2 1°(e, 1)
for all (e,t) €] — €, €o[x I, where

u’(e, t) = /01(1 —7) i tit; (0p,0,,u°)(Tet) dr .

ij=1
Then we introduce a notation for the superposition operators.

Definition 4.4. If H is a function from | — €, €o[x9Q" x R to R, then we

denote by Ny the (nonlinear nonautonomous) superposition operator which

takes a pair (€,v) consisting of a real number € €] — €, €| and of a function
v from 9 to R to the function Ny(e,v) defined by

Nule,v)(t) = H(e, t,v(t)) Vi€ o .

Here the letter “N” stands for “Nemytskii operator”. Having introduced
Definition 4.4l we can now formulate the following assumption on the funtions

F and G of (1):

For all (e,v) €] — €, €o[xC*(09") we have Np(e,v) € CH*(0Q")
and Ng(e,v) € C%*(0€"). Moreover, the superposition operator N is real
analytic from | — ¢y, o[ xCH*(9Q") to C*(9Q") and the superposition
operator N is real analytic from | — e, €g[x C*(9") to C**(9).

(9)

Then, for real analytic superposition operators we have the following Propo-
sition (cf. Lanza de Cristoforis [13, Prop 5.3]).
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Proposition 4.5. If H is a function from | — €, 6[x0Q" x R to R such
that the superposition operator Ny is real analytic from | — €, €[ x C1*(9€2")
to CH2(9Q7), then the partial differential of Ny with respect to the second
variable v, computed at the point (€,0) €] — €, eo[xCH*(IN), is the linear
operator d,Ny(e,v) defined by

duNu(e,0).0 = Ng.my (e, D)0 Vo € CH(09). (10)

The same result holds replacing the domain and the target space of the op-
erator Ny with | — €, €o[xC**(9Q) and C**(9Q), respectively, and using
functions v,v € C**(0Q") in (I0).

In what follows we will exploit an auxiliary map M = (M;, My, M3) from
] = €0, €0[ X CH(092°) x C12 (90 )y x R x CH(90) to CH2(9Q°) x CL(90¢) x
CY(9Q°) defined by

Mife 61, la) = (T Wone ) 7))

— ! / vai(y) - VS, (z — ey)d'(y) doy, + €S, ()¢ Vo € 09Q°,
o0

Ml 601, 10 = £ Vu(0) 4 ) + (=574 W) 610
S0 + w07l — (OF)(0.4.C) = (9:F)(0.4.C)
< (%1 T sz-) W) — F (e, e (%1 " sz-) ] (t)) vt € o'
Mafe, 6,61, C00) = v 1) - (Va(et) + Vg o)) + Vg [9](1)
FI5,(0C = Tug010) = G (ertee (57 Wons ) 010 +¢')
vt € 00",

for all (Ea ¢Oa ¢ia C>W) 6] — €0, EO[XCLQ(aQO) X Cl,a(agi)o X R x Cl,a(agi).
In Theorem here below we summarize some results of |20] on the
operator M (cf. [20, Prop. 7.1, 7.5, 7.6, Lem. 7.7, Thm. 7.8]).

Theorem 4.6. Let assumptions ([[), ) and @) hold. Then the following
statement holds.

(i) The map M is real analytic from | — €g, €o[x CH(92°) x CH* (9N x
R x CH2(92) to CH(90°) x CHe (90 x C(90QY).
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(ii) Lete €]0, ¢ and (¢°, ¢, (,¥") € CH*(9Q°) x C1(92")g x Rx C1(9Q).
Then the pair ' o . '
(u[¢?, 9", '], w9, ¢, ¢, ¥1])
defined by (@) is a solution of @) if and only if

M[€7 QSO’ ¢i’<7 wz] = (0’ 07 0)' (11)
(iii) The equation ' .
M[07 ¢07 ¢Zu gv 1/}2] = (07 07 0)
has a unique solution (¢3, %, Co, ws) € CH(9Q°) x C1*(90)y x R x
CLa(o).
(w) The partial differential of M with respect to (¢°, ¢, (, V") evaluated at
(0, @3, %, Co, ), which we denote by

8(¢°,¢i,c,¢i)M[O7 ¢87 ¢6a <0> wé] s

is an isomorphism from C1*(90°) x CL(92)y x R x CH*(9Q) to
CLo(00°) x CH2 (D) x OO (A1),
(v) There exist € €]0,¢e[, an open neighborhood Uy of (68, &y, Co, V) in
CL2(90°) x CH(90Q)y x R x CL*(90), and a real analytic map
(®°,@°,Z,0") : | —€,€[= Uy

such that the set of zeros of M in|— €, €'[xUy coincides with the graph
of (¥°[-], @[], Z[-], ¥'["]). In particular,

((I)O[O]v (I)Z[O]v Z[O]v \IIZ[O]) = (¢87 ¢67 Cos 7v%)

Then, in view of Theorem [£.6] (ii) and Theorem [£.6] (v), we can introduce
a family of solutions {(u?, u?)}eep,e for problem (2).

Theorem 4.7. Let assumptions ([{), &), and @) hold true. Let ¢ and
(®°[-], @[], Z[-], ¥'[]) be as in Theorem[].¢ (v). For all € €0, €[, let

o(z)

u Ue[@°le], '[e], Z[e], V'[e]](z) ¥z € Q(e),
ue(x)

U:[@°[e], ®'[e], Z[e], W'[e]](x) Va € e,

with U2[-,-,-,-] and U![-,-,-,-| defined as in ([@). Then the pair of functions

E[
(u,ul) € Ch* (Q(e)) x arm(eﬁ) is a solution of () for all € €]0, €.

harm
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5. Local uniqueness of the solution (u?,u!)

In this section we prove local uniqueness results for the family of solutions
{(u?, ul)}eejo,e of Theorem 7L We will denote by By, the ball in the product
space C1¥(9Q°) x C1*(002)y x R x C1*(99Q¢) of radius 7 > 0 and centered
in the 4-tuple (43, ¢%, (o, V) of Theorem (iii). Namely, we set

By, = {(gbo, @', ¢, ") € CM*(09°%) x CH*(00)g x R x CH* (0

16° = @5llcraqoane) + 16" — Golloraqans + IC = Gol + ¥ — dillcre@a < 7”}
(12)
for all » > 0. Then for ¢ as in Theorem (v), we denote by A = (A, Ag)

the map from | — €', €' [x C1*(992°) x C1*(90)g x R to CH(90°) x C1(9€2")
defined by

M0, cl) = (51 + Won ) (910

— ! / vai(y) - VSu(z — ey)o'(y) do,
oQ

+ 6"_2Sn(:v)C YV € 09°,
Aole, 0%, 8", C](t) = (—%I + Wagz—) [0')(t) + wis[¢°](et)
+ S, ()¢ vt € 09,
(13)

for all (e, ¢, ¢%, ) €] — €, €[xCH*(90°) x C1*(90)y x R. We now prove the
following.

Proposition 5.1. There ezist €' €]0, €[ and C €]0, +oo[ such that the oper-
ator Ale, -, -, -] from CH*(9Q°) x CH*(90)g x R to CH*(90Q°) x CH*(90") is
linear continuous and invertible for all € €] — €",€"] fized and such that

IAfe, -, -, ]V || (10 000y x 1o (9927),c 1o (900 ) x Lo (921 Yg xR) < C
uniformly for e €] —€" €.

Proof. By the mapping properties of the double layer potential (cf. Theorem
(ii) and Theorem (iii)) and of integral operators with real analytic
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kernels (cf. Lanza de Cristoforis and Musolino [16]) one verifies that the
map from | — €, €[ to L(CH*(9Q°) x CH(90")y x R, CH(9Q°) x C1(927))
which takes € to Ale, -, -, -] is continuous. Since the set of invertible operators
is open in the space L(C1*(9Q°) x C1(90")y x R, CH*(90°) x CH(9Q1)),
to complete the proof it suffices to show that for e = 0 the map which takes
(¢, 9", ¢) € CH¥(90°) x CH*(92)y x R to

A[O> ¢Oa ¢ia C]
= ((%[ + Waﬂo) [9°], <—%[ + Waﬂi) W] + w;go[gb"](O) + SNIBQZ'C>
€ C“’(@Q") X C’l’a(@Q")

is invertible. To prove it, we verify that it is a bijection and then we exploit
the Open Mapping Theorem. So let (h°, k%) € CH¥(9Q°) x CH2(9Q). We
claim that there exists a unique (¢°, %, () € CH*(9Q°) x C1*(90")y x R such
that

Al0,¢% ¢, ¢] = (R, ). (14)

Indeed, by Theorem B3| (iv), 31 + Wagqe is an isomorphism from C*(9Q°)
into itself and there exists a unique ¢° € CH*(9Q°) that satisfies the first
equation of (I4]). Moreover, by Lemma .2, the map from C%*(9Q), x R to
CL(09)7) that takes (¢, ¢) to (=31 + Wagi ) [¢']+Suja0:C, is an isomorphism.
Hence, there exists a unique (¢, ) € C*(9Q)y x R such that

(—%I + Wagz) [QSZ] + Sn|6Qi< =hi— wgo[cbo](o)-

Accordingly, there exists a unique (¢*,¢) € Ch*(92")y x R that satisfies the
second equation of (I4)). Thus A[0, -, -, -] is an isomorphism from C'*(9£2°) x
CLo(00) x R to C1*(99°) x CH(9Q") and the proof is complete. O

5.1. A first local uniqueness result

We are now ready to state our first local uniqueness result for the solution
(u®, ul). Theorem .2 here below is, in a sense, a consequence of an argument
based on the Implicit Function Theorem for real analytic maps (see, for
example, Deimling |4, Thm. 15.3]) that has been used in [20] to prove the
existence of such solution. We shall see in the following Subsection that

the statement of Theorem holds under much weaker assumptions.
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Theorem 5.2. Let assumptions ([{), [8), and (@) hold true. Let € €]0, €|
be as in Theorem [.6 (v). Let {(ul,ul)}eepo o) be as in Theorem [{7. Then
there exist €* €]0, €[ and §* €]0, +oo] such that the following property holds:

If € €]0, *[ and (v°,v") € CH*(Q(e)) x C1(eQ?) is a solution of problem
@) with

[v* — UZHcLa(aQo) < e, (15)
[v°(€) = ul(e)lorapas < €07, (16)
() = el enorn < 6" a7

then
(Uo> 'Ui) = (u(e)’ Ui) .
Proof. Let Uy be the open neighborhood of (¢g, ¢, o, 1) in CH*(92°) x
CLo(901)y x R x CH*(9Q7) introduced in Theorem (v). We take K >0
such that
Box CUp.

Since (®°[-], ®'[-], Z[-], ¥*[-]) is continuous (indeed real analytic) from | —¢’, €[
to Uy, then there exists €, €]0, €[ such that
(@[], @[], Z[n], V') € Boxcyz ¥ €0, €[ (18)
Let €’ be as in Proposition B.1] and let
¢ = min{e,, "}

Let € €]0, ¢*[ be fixed and let (v°,v) € CH*(Q(e)) x CH*(e2") be a solution
of problem (2]) that satisfies (IH]), (I6]), and (7)) for a certain 6* €]0,4o0l.
We show that for 6* sufficiently small (v°,v%) = (u°, u'). By Proposition F.]
there exists a unique quadruple (¢°, ¢, ¢, ¢") € CH*(92°) x C1*(99)y x R x
CH(9Q) such that

o = U216, ¢, ¢ in D), (19)
o= Ui, 6,0 in €O (20)

15



By (I7) and by (20), we have

5 ||Pie) — uile)

Ol (8901)
Uei[qbov ¢i7 C? W](f) - “2(5)

€

CLo(9Q7) (21)
cwo [V ()] () + ¢ = ewy [¥[d (5)] () = ¢

€

CLe (990)
- ngl [wz] - wgl [\I]Z[‘S]] Hcl,a(am) .

By the jump relations in Theorem B3| (i), we obtain

<& (22)
C’l,a (BQZ)

(574 W ) 11 (374 Won) (08

By Theorem (iv), the operator %I + Waqi is a linear isomorphism from
CLo(9Q7) to itself. Then, if we denote by D the norm of its inverse, namely

we set
1 (-1)

we obtain, by (7)) and by (22), that

||¢i - ‘I’i[E]HCM(aQi)

1 (=1)
L(CLo(097),C1(097)) (23)
<§]—|- Wam) [¥'] — (514' Wam) [V [e]]
< Dé*.

)

L(CHe(00QF),CH(007))

<

X

Che(997)

16



By (I3) and (I9) we have

o ]
v? — ul

Ug[¢07 ¢i7 Ca "W] B 'LL?)

€

>

CLa(99°) B ‘ Cle (990)
cwil” — 890 + ey, [¢(2) — ¥ ()] + e (¢ = 7)) S

€

€

CLa(90°)
= [[wls? - 2%l + wip o (2) = @'l (2)] + €2 ¢ - 21 S .
(24)
Similarly, (I6]) and (I9) yield
oo o [[te) —uzte) et ee) —ete
B € CLe (907) € CLa (907
= |[wiele® — @%lell(e) + w0 (2) = @l ()] (e) (25)

+€n_2 (C - Z[e]) SN(E')HCI,Q(agi)
= [l [¢' — B1e]] +wgs[6° — @lel)(e) + (¢ = Z[e]) Snnoon

Then, by (24]) and (25) and by the definition of the operator A in (I3]), we
deduce that

HA [67 ¢0 - (I)O[E]v (bl - \Ili[e]a g - Z[EH Hcl,a(aﬂo)xcl,a(agz‘) < 20" (26>

(see also the jump relations for the double layer potential in Theorem B3]
(i)). Now let C' > 0 as in the statement of Proposition 5.1l Then, by the
membership of € in |0, €*[, we have

(67— @°[e], ¢" — U'[e], ¢ — Z[e])

= Ale,,,]"YA [e,¢° — @°[e], ¢' — V'[e], { — Z[e]] (27)

and, by (26) and (27)), we obtain

| (¢° — ©°[e], ¢" — W'[e], ¢ = Z[e]) llormoneyxcra(@ainoxr
< NAle, -, -, 1T £(ora (pao)x e (902,010 (900) x OL (90260 xR)
x ||A [e,0° — @°[e], ¢" — W'[e], ¢ — Z[€]]
<206

Hcl)a(aQO) x CLa (80 )g xR

17



The latter inequality, combined with (23)), yields

| (¢° — @°[e], ¢" — U'[e], ¢ — Z[e], " — V[e]) ||cr.a(a00)x o 90i) xR O (921)
< (2C + D)".
(28)

Hence, by (I8) and (28) and by a standard computation based on the trian-
gular inequality one sees that

1%, ¢, ¢, ") — (65, Db, Co 1)l (o) x o (9921)o xRx L (9621

K
< (20 + D)5+ 5

Accordingly, in order to have (¢°, ¢, (,¢") € By , it suffices to take

oK
22C + D)

*

in inequalities (I3]), (I6), and (I7). Then, by the inclusion By x C Uy and by
Theorem [.6] (v), we deduce that for such choice of 6* we have

(0%, ¢",¢,9") = (P°[e], U'[e], Z[e], We])
and thus (v°,v%) = (u?,ul) (cf. Theorem [A.7)). O

€r e

5.2. A stronger local uniqueness result

In this Subsection we will see that we can weaken the assumptions of
Theorem 5.2l In particular, we will prove in Theorem that the local
uniqueness of the solution can be achieved with only one condition on the
trace of the function v'(e-) on 9, instead of the three conditions used in
Theorem To prove Theorem [5.6 we shall need some preliminary technical
results on composition operators.

5.2.1. Some preliminary results on composition operators
We begin with the following Lemma [5.3]

Lemma 5.3. Let A be a function from |—eg, €] X B,—1(0,1) xR to R. Let M4
be the map which takes a pair (€,() €] — €, €g[XR to the function M4(e, ()
defined by

Ma(e,¢)(2) = Ale, 2,() Vz € B,_1(0,1). (29)

18



Let m € {0,1}. If Ma(e,¢) € C™*(B,-1(0,1)) for all (¢,¢) €] — €, €o[xR
and if the map My is real analytic from | — €, €| xR to C"™*(B,-1(0,1)),
then for every open bounded interval J of R and every compact subset £ of
| — €0, €] there exists C' > 0 such that

Sup [ACe; s Ml ome@mmn<z) < C (30)
Proof. We first prove the statement of Lemma form = 0. If My is
real analytic from | — €, o[xR to C%*(B,_1(0,1)), then for every (¢,() €
| — €0, €0[xR there exist M €]0, +oo[, p €]0,1[, and a family of coefficients
{a;k};ren C C¥*(B,-1(0,1)) such that

1 k+j
laselloong—om < M (;) Vik €N, (31)
and
Mae O = 3 ap(Y e -0 We.0) €le—p.etplxI—p tol.
k=0
(32)

where p is less than or equal to the radius of convergence of the series in (32)).
Now let J C R be open and bounded and £ C| — €, [ be compact. Since
the product J x & is compact, a standard finite covering argument shows
that in order to prove [B0) for m = 0 it suffices to find a uniform upper
bound (independent of € and ¢) for the quantity

Al Mg
66[651?,)64-%] H (67 ) )HCO, (Bn71(0,1)><[<_§,<+£])

By (29), (1)), and (32)) we have

ee[gil;)g_i_ﬁ}HA(e’ Y -)||00(mx[4_7 ir 2))

Sllp Z Ha]k 6_6 ( _C> HCO(Bn 1( 1)X[5_£75+£D
ee[e—f e+2 ]jk 0

S u() @ -Su(z)

(33)
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for all I =1,...,m. Then inequality ([B3)) yields an estimate of the C° norm
of A. To complete the proof of ([B0) for m = 0 we have now to study the
Holder constant of A(e, -,-) on B,_1(0,1) x [¢ — £,¢+£]. To do so, we take
22" e B, 1(0,1),(,{" € [f—g,f—l—g], and € € [€—£,€+£], and we consider
the difference

Jaji(2) (e = €)F(C" = Q)7 — azu(=")(e = (" — ¢)I. (34)

For j > 1 and k£ > 0 we argue as follow: we add and subtract the term

a;r(2")(e — €)¥(¢" — ¢)? inside the absolute value in ([B4]), we use the trian-
gular inequality to split the difference in two terms and then we exploit the
membership of aj; in C%*(B,_1(0,1)) and an argument based on the Taylor
expansion at the first order for the function from [{ — g,f + £] to R that

takes ¢ to (¢ — ¢)7. Doing so we show that (34) is less than or equal to
Jajr (') = azi(2")le = @*I¢" = CF + lage(2")]le = &F|(¢" = ) = (¢" = ¢Y|
< lajill con o 17— 2715l — &FI¢" = ¢P
Nzl o gmyle = & (3IC = CP1¢ = )
(35)
for a suitable ¢ € [( — & ¢+ 1. Then by (B1), by inequalities |e — €] < £,

¢ =] < £ and | — (| < £, and by a straightforward computation we see
that the right hand side of (33]) is less than or equal to

M (%) 2= () (8) v m (%) &Y () -

1 J 1 Jj+k . - j 1 j+k . .
—u(5) (3) B =L (5) - -t
)

Now, since ¢’ and (" are taken in the interval [E -2 ¢+ 2] we have |¢' —

¢ < (p/2)'™* and since p €]0,1] and a €]0,1], we deduce that |¢' —

¢"|'*7* < 1. Moreover, since j > 1, we have j/2/ < 1 and (1/2)) < 1. It

follows that the right hand side of (36]) is less than or equal to
AL 1\ /T

M (_) |Z/ o Z”‘a +4Mp_1 <_) Kl o §//|a

2 2 (37)

1 Jj+k
<arp () 0= i = ¢
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(also note that p=! > 1). Finally, by inequality
a® + b <2175 (6 + 1072

which holds for all a,b > 0, we deduce that the right hand side of (37) is less
than or equal to

Jtk
23—%Mp—1 (_) |(Z/, C/) . (Z//, C//)|a7 (38)

where |(2/, (") — (2”,")| denotes the Euclidean norm of the vector (2, (') —
(2”,¢") in R"! x R = R™. Then, by (35)-(38), we obtain that

Jaji(2)(e = (¢ = O — azu(2")(e = O (¢" — ¢V

1)/ (39)
< 23—7Mp—1 (5) ‘(Z/, C/) . (Z”, C//)‘a
forall j > 1,k >0, and e € [¢ — £, + §]. Now, for every e € [ — £,€ + £]

we denote by a;i . the function
S B o lF_ PP
e s Baa0 1) x [(- 2.0+ 2] R
(2,0) = Ajie(2,¢) = au(2) (e — (¢ = ¢).

(40)
Then inequality (B9) readily implies that
1\J+F
Ak e Bn 1(0 1) X |:C_ _>C+ ] 23 fMp_l (5)
p .. p
Vi>1, k>0, [——, —},
J 5 €+ 5
which in turn implies that
sup Z ’dﬂw : B,-1(0,1) x [E - £,§+ Z]
(41)

> 1 Jj+k
< 2°5Mp () <2t EMph
< > (5) p
7=1,k=0
We now turn to consider (34)) in the case where j = 0 and k£ > 0. In such
case, one verifies that the quantity in (34]) is less than or equal to
Z//|O!

||a0k||00,a(]3n,1(0,1))|5_g|k|z - ’
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which, by (31 and by inequality |¢ — €| < £, is less than or equal to
1\* /p\* 1\*
M - <£) |Z, _ z/l‘a — M - |Z/ _ Z//|Oé .
p 2 2
Hence, for agy . defined as in ([40) (with j = 0) we have

k
<M(1)
o 2

s s B0 x [ 2842

. PP
wso.cef-firt]
= € € 5 €+ 5
which implies that
sup 3 faone: B 0.0 x [0+ 2.6+ ]
e€lé~£,e+2] 4o N .
o ik (42)
<> M|5) =2M.
<> (5)
k=0
Finally, by (32), (B3)), (), and ([#2) we obtain
ee[i%%)g.‘_g] HA(E, * ')||CO’Q(B”*1(071)X[§+£,5—{-%})
= ee[gi.%j[’)g_i_%] ||A(€7 Ty -)||CO(WX[§+§7E+§])
b s [Ale) B x [(- 2.6+ 2]

eele-£,e+8)
o0

<4M + sup

o0

=4M +  sup
c€lé=5.e+8] i1 k=0

i Baa(0,1) x (= 2.0+ 2

+  sup Z ‘501@,5 : B,-1(0,1) x [E — 2,54— fz)

<AM 422 Mp~t +2M.

We deduce that (B0) for m = 0 holds with C' = 6M + 242 Mp~".
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We now assume that M 4 is real analytic from | — €y, o[ xR to the space
CY*(B,_1(0,1)) and we prove [B0) for m = 1. To do so we will exploit
the (just proved) statement of Lemma for m = 0. We begin by ob-
serving that, since the imbedding of C**(B,_1(0,1)) into C**(B,_1(0,1))
is linear and continuous, the map M4 is real analytic from | — €, o[XR to
C%Y(B,_1(0,1)). Hence, by Lemma [5.3] for m = 0 and by the continuity of
the imbedding of C%*(B,_1(0,1) x J) into C°(B,_1(0,1) x J) we deduce
that

Selé-g ||A(€7 K ')HC’%WX?) < (. (43>
Moreover, since differentials of real analytic maps are real analytic, we have
that the map My 4 = 9. M4 which takes (¢,() to dcA(e, -, () is real ana-

lytic from | — €, €[ xR to C**(B,_1(0,1)), and thus from | — €, €o[xR to
C*Y(B,_1(0,1)). By Lemma [5.3] for m = 0 it follows that

sup 10cA(E, 5 o @715 < Co (44)

for some Cy > 0. Finally, we observe that the map 9, from CY*(B,_;(0,1))
to C%%(B,_1(0,1)) that takes a function f to 0, f is linear and continuous.
Then, the map Mgy, 4 which takes (e, () to the function

8ZA(€? 2 C) Vz € Bn—l(oa ]-)
is the composition of M 4 and 0,. Namely, we can write
Mo, a4 =0, 0My4.

Since M 4 is real analytic from | — €, o[xR to C'*(B,_1(0,1)), it follows
that My, 4 is real analytic from | — €, o[xR to C**(B,_1(0,1)). Hence
Lemma for m = 0 implies that there exists C'3 > 0 such that

5161153 10 A(e, -, ')||00»a(Bn71(0,1)x7) < Cs. (45)

Now, the validity of [B0) for m = 1 is a consequence of ([A3]), (@4]), and
(E5). O

In the sequel we will exploit Schauder spaces over suitable subsets of
02 x R. We observe indeed that for all open bounded intervals 7 of R, the
product 99 x J is a compact sub-manifold (with boundary) of co-dimension
1in R x R = R""! and accordingly, we can define the spaces C%*(9Q¢ x J)
and C1*(9Q x J) by exploiting a finite atlas (see Section [2).
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Lemma 5.4. Let B be a function from | — €y, €o[x9Q x R to R. Let Nz
be the map which takes a pair (e,¢) €] — €, €o[XR to the function Np(e, ()
defined by . '
Ni(e,)(t) = Ble,t,C) Vi€ o0,

Let m € {0, 1}. If Np(e,¢) € C™(9) for all (€,() €] — ey, €[ xR and the
map N is real analytic from | — €g, o[ xR to C™*(98), then for every open
bounded interval J of R and every compact subset € of | — €, o[ there exists
C > 0 such that

sup | B(e, -, )l gm.a(anixz) < C- (46)

ec&

Proof. Since 9 is a compact sub-manifold of class C*® in R”, there ex-
ist a finite open covering U, ..., U, of 9Q' and C** local parametrization
maps v;: B,_1(0,1) — U with [ = 1,..., k. Moreover, we can assume with-
out loss of generality that the norm of C™(9Q¢) is defined on the atlas

.....

.....

Then, in order to prove ([46) it suffices to show that
sgg 1B(e;%()s Mema@omxn <C VIe{l... .k} (47)

for some C' > 0. Let [ € {1,...,k} and let A be the map from | —
€0, €0| X Br—-1(0,1) x R to R defined by

A(€>Za C) = B(Ea’yl('z%éu) V(E,Z, C) 6] _EOaEO[xBn—l(Oal) X R. (48)
Then, with the notation of Lemma 5.3 we have

Ma(e,) =i (Nsle.Opr)

where 7} (./\7 (e, OIE) is the pull back of the restriction Np(e, Q) by the

parametrization 7;. Since the restriction map from C™(9Q) to C™*(U})
and the pullback map ~; from C™*(1;) to C™*(B,_1(0,1)) are linear and
continuous and since Np is real analytic from | —eg, €g[ xR to C™*(9Q"), it fol-
lows that the map M 4 is real analytic from | —¢g, €[ xR to C"™*(B,,—1(0, 1)).
Then Lemma implies that

Sup A€, Mlome @, @< < € (49)

for some C' > 0. Now the validity of (@) follows by (@8] and ([49)). The proof
is complete. O
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5.2.2. The auzxiliary maps N and S

In the proof of our main Theorem we will exploit two auxiliary
maps, which we denote by N and S and are defined as follows. Let €
be as in Theorem (v). We denote by N = (Ny, Ny, N3) the map from
| =€, €[xCH(00°) x CH (90 ) x R x CH*(92) to CH*(9Q°) x C1(92) x
CY(9Q) defined by

Vil .0, 01(0) = (31 4 Wone ) (9]0

- / voi(y)  VSu(x — ey)¢'(y) doy + " *(Su(x) V€09,
o

(50
Nafe 6,6, = (=31 + Woan ) 6100+ € 5.0
FUBlole) - @P006) (314 Wan ) W0 vic o
51

Nsle, ¢°, 6", ¢, ¥')(t) = vau(t) - (eVweo[0°](et)
+Vwe[¢'](t) + VS, (1) — Vwd,[W](t) vt € 0,
(52)

for all (e,¢°, 6%, ¢, %) €] — ¢, ¢[xC1(960°) x CUo (@), x R x C1o(d0)
and we denote by S = (Si, S, S53) the map from | — ¢, € [xCH*(9Q) to
CLo(9Q°) x CH(9) x C(9Q) defined by

Si[e, v'](x) =0 Vo € 09,
(53)
Sole, '] (t) = —t - Vu°(0) — eu’(et) + (0.F)(0,t, ")
+eF (e,t, ¢t (%I + Wagi) [4°] (t)) vt € oY,
(54)

Ssle. v'](t)

= —vgi(t) - Vu(et) + G (e, t e (%I + Wam) [v](¢) + c’) vt € o5,
(55)

25



for all (e,9") €] — €,€[xCH*(9Q"). For the maps N and S we have the
following result.

Proposition 5.5. Let assumptions ([{), ), and @) hold true. Then there
exists €' €10, €[ such that the following statements hold:

(i) For all fized € €] — €”,€"[ the operator Nle,-,-, -, -] is a linear homeo-
morphism from C1*(9Q°) x CH(9Q2")g x R x C12(9Q) to CH*(90°) x
Cl,a(a@i) X CO,a(aQi);

(ii) The map from | — €’ €"[ to L(CH*(92°) x CL(9Q) x CO* (90,
CH(9Q°) x CH (09 ) g x R x C1¥(9Q)) which takes € to Nle, -, -, -, |7V
1s real analytic;

(i1i) Equation () is equivalent to

(¢Oa ¢ia <> W) = N[Ea IEIREI '](_1)[S[€a ¢z]] (56)

for all (,6°, &, ¢, 1) €]—¢", &/[x CH(007) x C1 (9 ) xRXCH (99,
Proof. By the definition of N (cf. (B0)—(52)), by the mapping properties of
the double layer potential (cf. Theorem B.3] (ii)-(iii)) and of integral operators
with real analytic kernels and no singularity (see, e.g., Lanza de Cristoforis
and Musolino [16]), by assumption (@) (which implies that (9.F)(0,-, (")

belongs to C1%(9Q?)), and by standard calculus in Banach spaces, one verifies
that the map from | — €, €[ to

L(CM(90°) x C1* (9 )g x R x O (921}, CH(90°) x C1* (997 ) x OO (5921

which takes € to Nle, -, -, -, ] is real analytic. Then one observes that
N[O> ¢Oa ¢i> Ca ¢z] = a(d>°,d>i,c,¢i)M[O> ¢8a ¢7E)> C0> wé]'(¢oa ¢i> Ca ¢z)
and thus Theorem (iv) implies that N|0, -, -, -, -] is an isomorphism from

CH2(90°) x C12 (90 x R x CH(927) to CH(90°) x CH(92) x CH(9€1).
Since the set of invertible operators is open in £(Ch%(9Q°) x CH(90), x
R x CH(9Q), CH(09°) x CH(90") x C%*(9Q")) and since the map which
takes a linear invertible operator to its inverse is real analytic (cf. Hille and
Phillips [7]), we deduce the validity of (i) and (ii). To prove (iii) we observe
that, by the definition of N and S in (B0)—(B3) it readily follows that () is
equivalent to

N[€7 QSO, ¢i> Ca ¢z] = S[E, 'QZ)Z] .

Then the validity of (ii7) is a consequence of (). O
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5.2.3. The main theorem
We are now ready to prove our main Theorem on the local uniqueness
of the solution (u?,u!) provided by Theorem T

Theorem 5.6. Let assumptions ([{), [8), and (@) hold true. Let € €]0, €|
be as in Theorem [£.0 (v). Let {(u,ul)}ecio,er be as in Theorem [{. 7 Then
there exist €* €]0, €[ and §* €]0, +oo] such that the following property holds:

If € €]0,€*[ and (v°,v%) € CH*(Q(e)) x CH(eQ)) is a solution of problem
@) with ' .

H'UZ(G') - uls(e')Hcl,a(gﬂi) < ed’,
then ' '
(v, 0") = (ul,ul) .

€ €

Proof. e Step 1: Fizing €*.

Let €’ €]0, €[ be as in Proposition and let €” €]0,€’[ be fixed. By the
compactness of [—€”, €] and by the continuity of the norm in £(C1*(9Q") x
CO(90Y) x CL2(99°), C12(90°) x CH2(9N )y x R x C1*(9Q%)), there exists
a real number C > 0 such that

| NTe, -, -, -, -]V || £(C10 (001 x 0.0 (807 ) x C10 (9020, C10 (9020 ) x O (81 ) x R x O (921 )
<
(57)

for all € € [—€"”,€"] (see also Proposition (ii)). Let Uy be the open
neighborhood of (48, @5, (o, 15) in CH*(92°) x CH*(90)y x R x CH(90)
introduced in Theorem (v). Then we take K > 0 such that

Bo,x € Uy

(see (I2) for the definition of By ). Since (®°[-], ®*[-], Z[-], ¥*[-]) is continuous
(indeed real analytic) from | — €, €[ to Uy, there exists €* €]0, €”[ such that

(°[n), @', ZInl, V'(n]) € Boxp CUsy Vi €)0,€*]. (58)

Moreover, we assume that
e < 1.

We will prove that the theorem holds for such choice of €*. We observe that
the condition €* < 1 is not really needed in the proof but simplifies many
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computations.

e Step 2: Planning our strategy.
We suppose that there exists a pair of functions (v°,v") € CH*(Q(e)) x
C12(eQ?) that is a solution of problem (&) for a certain e €]0, ¢*[ (fixed) and

such that , ,
vi(e) = ui(e)

< *
; <o, (59)

CLe(90)

for some 6* €]0, +oo[. Then, by Propositiond.T], there exists a unique quadru-
ple (¢°, ¢', ¢, ¥") € C12(90°) x CH(9)g x R x C1*(9Q7) such that

/Uo = U:[¢07 ¢Z7 C? ’L/DZ:I in Q(€>7

. (60)
vt =Up% ¢, ("] in eQl.
We shall show that for 6* small enough we have
(0%, ¢, ¢ ¥") = (2°[e], @'[e], Z[e], U'[e]) . (61)

Indeed, if we have (6I]), then Theorem .7 would imply that

(v%,0") = (ug,v0),
and our proof would be completed. Moreover, to prove (GIl) it suffices to
show that

(¢Oa ¢Za <> W) € BO,K C UO . (62)
In fact, in that case, both (e, ¢°, ¢, ¢, 1) and (e, °[e], D'[e], Z[e], ¥i[¢]) would
stay in the zero set of M (cf. Theorem (ii)) and thus (62]) together with
(58) and Theorem (v) would imply (61).
So, our aim is now to prove that (62 holds true for a suitable choice of
0* > 0. It will be also convenient to restrict our search to

0<d <1.

As for the condition €* < 1, this condition on ¢* is not really needed, but
simplifies our computations. Then to find §* and prove ([62]) we will proceed
as follows. First we obtain an estimate for ¢* and W[¢] with a bound that
does not depend on € and 0*. Then we use such estimate to show that

|S[e, W] — S, v [e]] ||Cl’a(8Q°)xCl’a(aQi)xCO)a(aQi)

28



is smaller than a constant times 6*, with a constant that does not depend on ¢
and 0*. We will split the analysis for Sy, S5, and S3 and we find convenient to
study S35 before Ss. Indeed, the computations for Sy and S3 are very similar
but those for S3 are much shorter and can serve better to illustrate the tech-
niques employed. We also observe that the analysis for Sy requires the study
of other auxiliary functions 77, Ts, and T3 that we will introduce. Finally, we
will exploit the estimate for ||S[e, v'] — S[e, U'[e]]||c1.0(900) x 1.0 (0027) x 0.0 (921
to determine ¢* and prove (62).

e Step 3: Estimate for ¢ and Vle|.
By condition (59)), by the second equality in (60), by Theorem [£7, and by
arguing as in (2I)) and (23)) in Theorem [5.2] we obtain

1 . 1 .
H (51 " Waﬂi) W= <§f + Wam) [7'[e] <o (63)
CLo (907
and
) . 1 (=1
[ — Wl flore o < (51 i WW-)
L(CLe(0Q7), 0L (901)) (64)
1 . 1 .
X (§[+ W@Q”b) [wz] - <§] -+ W@Qz) [\IIZ[E]] < 025*’
CLo (901
where
1 (=1
L(CLe(0Q1),CLo(901))
By (58) we have
. . K .
16 = ¥ llllcreoen < 5 Y0 €0, €L (65)

Then, by (64) and (63]), and by the triangular inequality, we see that

19| cre@aiy < 1Uhllcra@an + |07 — Ulel|lcreaai + ¥ (€] — ¥§lcre@an

i ., K

< |[¥ollcreaniy + Ca 07 + 5
7 4 K
||\I] [E]HCM(E)W) < ||’¢0||C’1’Q(6Qi) + E
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Then, by taking R, = ||wé||cl,a(agi) + Cg + % and Ry = ||'¢Jé||cl,a(agi) + %
(and recalling that 6* €]0, 1[), one verifies that

||’I7Di||01,a(agi) S Rl and ||\Ili|:€]||cl,a(6ﬂi) S Rg . (66)
We note here that both R; and Ry do not depend on € and ¢* as long they
belong to ]0, €*[ and |0, 1], respectively.

e Step 4: Estimate for S;.
We now pass to estimate the norm

||S[€, IDZ] - S[E, \IIZ[E]] ||Cl,a(aQo)Xcl,a(aQi)XCO,a(aQi).

To do so we consider separately Si, Se, and S3. Since S; = 0 (cf. definition
(B3)), we readily obtain that

1S1[e, 4] = Sile, ©'[€]]l|ora(one) = 0. (67)

o Step 5: Estimate for Ss.
We consider S5 before S5 because its treatment is simpler and more illus-
trative of the techniques used. By (B3) and by the Mean Value Theorem in
Banach space (see, e.g., Ambrosetti and Prodi [1, Thm. 1.8]), we compute
that

1S5(€, '] — Ssle, U [e]]] o (onry

H ( - ;HWW) ] +<")

CO2(9Q1)
1 .
- HNG (e,e 5[ + Wam) [v*] + <Z) (68)
—Ng <e,e <—[+Waﬂi) [*[e]] +C)
0. (0021)
< |\d, ik
< ‘ NG(E w) L(CLe(91), 00 (9Q1))

e (37 Wan ) 11 = (51 + Waa ) 101

Y

COa (992

where

3 =0 (e (514 W ) 07 ¢) (1= ) (e (51 4+ Won ) ]+ 7).
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for some 6 €]0, 1[. Then, by the membership of € and ¢ in ]0, 1| we have

9] o) < H <%] - Wani) [+ ¢’

Cl,a(aQi)

+ H (%] + Wagi) [Ule] + ¢

CLa(5Q1)

and, by setting

Y

1
Cg = H—[+ WaQi
L(CL(9828),C1 (0Q7))

2

we obtain

19 ey < Cslltl|craann + CallWilelllora@an + 21CT < R, (69)

with '
R= C3(R1 + Rg) + Q‘CZ‘ (70)

which does not depend on €. We wish now to estimate the operator norm

|

uniformly for 1 €]0,e*[. However, we cannot exploit a compactness argu-
ment on [0, €] X Beiagni)(0, R), because Beia(gaiy (0, R) is not compact in
the infinite dimensional space C*(9Q"). Then we argue as follows. We ob-
serve that, by assumption (@), the partial derivative d.G (7, t, () exists for all
(n,t,¢) €] — €0, €0[xIN x R and, by Proposition 5 and Lemma [6.1] (i) in
the Appendix, we obtain that

vaG(n> 'J}Z)

L(C1L(097),00.2(504))

| deNG (7, 9%)]| £(ora@niy,con @y < [Noca (1, 9| coa o)
< [|0:G(n, '7¢Z('>)H0070‘(8Qi)

for all n €]0, €*[. By Proposition (ii) in the Appendix, there exists Cy > 0
such that

||84G(777 " @i('))HCO’Q(aQi)
< C4H8CG(7]7 K ')HCO’O‘(QQX[—R,R]) (1 + ||7~LZHgla(an)) V'f] G]O, 6*[.

(71)

(72)
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Moreover, by assumption (@) one deduces that the map Ng defined as in
Lemma [5.4] (with B = G) is real analytic from | — ¢, o[xR to C%*(9Q)
and, by Proposition 5, one has that 9, Ng = ./\7346;. Hence, by Lemma [5.4]
(with m = 0), there exists C5 > 0 (which does not depend on € €]0, €*[ and
§* €0, 1[) such that

[Sup ] 10:G (1, -, )l coe(o0ix|-rr) < Cs. (73)
ne|—e*,e*
Hence, by ([69), (71)), (72) and (73]), we deduce that

|duNG (€, ") || 2(cra@ai.con@aiy < CiCs (1+ R*). (74)

By (63), (68), and (), and by the membership of € in ]0,€e*[C]0, 1], we
obtain that

|S5[€, 4] — Ssle, U'[€]]]|conaniy < CaCs (1+ RY) 8" (75)

e Step 6: Estimate for Ss.
Finally, we consider Ss. By (54)) and by the fact that € €]0, 1], we have

12, 9'] — Sale, 'l o1 o)
F (e (G Wan ) 101) = 7 (e (51 Wonr ) 9700 )
<[/ (=) {Tife o W) + 2 Tole o, W 7 )

+T5[e, o, Ule]] (T, ) } dTHCLa(am ,
(76)

<e

CLe (90)

where T} [e, 0", Ui[e]], Tole, v, U'le]], and Tsle, ¢°, ¥'[e]] are the functions from
10, 1[x 082 to R defined by

Tile, o, V(e (r, 1)
= (9°F) (m t,Te (%I + Wagi> [ (t) + gi)
- (@) (rectore (14 Won ) 1N +<'). (77

T2 [67 wi> \Ijl [EH (7-7 t)
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_ (%I N WaQi) Wit (8.0, F) (Te,t,Te (%I+ Wam) [W')() + Ci)

_ @I ) Wmi) oD <”’t’ b (%f * Wam) (W) + c’) ,
Tyle, o', Wle])(r, ¢) (78)

_ (%[Jr Wam) [ (t) (02 F) (Te,t,Te (%l+ Wagi) [W7](t) +<’)

= (57 Won ) IR @) (st e (31 + Wons ) (0100 + ¢
(19)

for every (7,t) €]0, 1[x 9"
We now want to bound the C'® norm with respect to the variable t € 9
of (T7), ([78)), and ([79) uniformly with respect to 7 €]0, 1].

e Step 6.1: Estimate for 1.
First we consider Ti[e, 1", U'[¢]](7, -). By the Mean Value Theorem in Banach
space (see, e.g., Ambrosetti and Prodi [, Thm. 1.8]), we can estimate the

Ct(0') norm of Tile, ¢", We]|(7, ) (cf. (D)) as follows:
ITile, ", W[e] (7 )llcro@an
= HNagF (7’6, T€ (%I + Wam) [4"] + g")
~Nigr (revre (51+ Wane ) (010) + ¢

vaagF(TE,@EDH

Cl,a(aQi) (80)

<

L(CLH(99F),CH(607))

X TE€

(2rswim) w1~ (3w ) i

Cl,a(aQi)

=6, <Te <%I + Wmi) ('] + CZ) +(1—6) <Te @I + Wmi> [U[e]] + gl) :
for some 6, €]0, 1].
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o Step 6.2: Estimate for 1.
We now consider Ty[e, 9", U¥[e]](7, ). Adding and subtracting

<%[ N WaQi> [W[e]) (9.0, F) <7‘6,t,7‘€ <%I + Wam) [W7(t) + Ci)

in the right hand side of (78) and using the triangular inequality, we obtain
I Tole, &, W) (T, ) [l (a0

(574 Won ) ) @0 (v (51 + Wand ) 01+ ¢

<

— (57 Woor ) (VI @) (e (3T Wou ) 01+ 1)

Che(997)

(514 Wons ) 1911 @0cF) (e (314 Wao ) 114

= (574 Woo ) IVIN@2E) (e (31 + Wau ) [0 + ¢1)

cre (a9
(81)

By Lemma [6.1]in the Appendix and by the Mean Value Theorem in Banach
space (see, e.g., Ambrosetti and Prodi [, Thm. 1.8]), we can estimate the
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C1(9Q") norm of Ty[e, ¥, U[e]](r, ) (cf. (T8) and (BI])) as follows:
I T2[e, ", U] (7, ) e onr)

<2 [0acr) (e (14 Win ) 10+ ¢

CLe (90)

X

(3w ) 11— (31 Wi )

Che(9Q)

1 .
2 H (_1 ¥ W) wi[e]
2 Che(901)

Naeagp (TE, TE (%] + Wam) [W] + Cz)

X

—No.o.F <Te, Te <%[ + Wam) (Wile]] + Ci) (82)

CLe(90)

< 20.0cF) (rec e (31 + Wane ) 1]+ ¢

CLe(99)

X

(2rewin ) w1 (31w i

duNo.o.r(Te, %)H

CLe(997)

+2C3 [|U'[e] | oraans

L(CL(097),C1(804))

re | (31 Waa ) 1= (574 Wn )10l

CLo(900)

where
3=t (re (514 Won ) ]+ ¢)
(1) <Te (%1 4 Wagi) Wile]] + cl‘) ,
for some 6, €]0, 1].

e Step 0.3: Estimate for Tj.
Finally we consider T3[e, ", U'[¢]](, ). Adding and subtracting the term

(574 Wons ) (012 @2F) (et (31 4+ Wons ) 1610) + )
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in the right hand side of (79) and using the triangular inequality, we obtain
ITsle, 0", WIE(7, o omy

(57 Won ) 03 @) (e (14 W ) 101 4¢')
— (%I + Wam) [0 [e]]* (92F) (7’6, - TE (%I + Wam) ['] + Ci)
" H <%1 " w) (W] (92F) ( . Te (%f ¥ W) W] + Ci)

~ (574 Won ) VIR (e (57 + Wons ) (0] + ¢

<

CLa(5Q1)

CLe (997)
(83)

By Lemma [6.1]in the Appendix and by the Mean Value Theorem in Banach
space (see, e.g., Ambrosetti and Prodi [, Thm. 1.8]), we can estimate the
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C1(9Q") norm of Ti[e, ¥*, U[e]](r,-) (cf. (79) and (R3)) as follows:
I T5[e, ", W[el)(7, )| cra a0y

<2 H(agp) (m . Te G[ + Wm) [7] + Ci) -
(%[ n Wam) W2 — (%I + Wam) [T [e]]?

1
4o H(_me)
CL a 691)

1
62F (TE Te 2[—|—Wagz) ]+C)

(
Nopr <T€ e (;1 + Waﬂz) i + cl‘)

Che (90)

X

Lo (99)0) (84)
1
<4 ) (02F) (m T (21 + Wam) [ + C’)
CLa(890)
1
X ‘(—I+Wagi) ['] — < I+ Waw)
2 CLa(90)
1
X ‘( I+Wam) ['] + ( ]+Wam)
2 CLe(907)

+4CF || W°[¢] ||201,a(am

er(re, )|

L(CLe (901),012(9921))

X T

)

CLe (900

|| (3 wans ) 1 - (;Hwam) vl

o =t (TE (%I * Wam) ('] + ci)
H <T€ (%[ * Waﬂi) [L7[e]] + Ci) ,

for some 65 €]0,1[. Let R be as in (70). By the same argument used to prove
([69), one verifies the inequalities

where

[ lora@an < Ry |[bllora@ay < R, [¥illorapay < R (85)
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By assumption (), the partial derivatives 9:0?F (n,t, (), 0:0.0:F (n,t, ()
and 9:02F(n, t, ¢) exist for all (1, () €] —¢o, €0[x Q" xR and by Proposition
and Lemma [61] (ii) in the Appendix, we obtain

| doNoz e (71, 93| £ (01 (o620), 010 002y < 2||Noeozr (T, D) || ora o)

= 2(|0:02F (10, -, Vi (*)) [l cro 00y
|duNo.o. (T, V)| £(crm 90y, 01 002iy) < 2[|Nocaea (T1, V5)| cre (90
= 2|0c00cF (11, -, 05 () | ere o2y 5
| duNoz e (71, V5) || 1002y, 10 002)) < [INp 020 (T1, 05 [l o1.0 002

= 2[|0:0F (1, -, 05()) |l cre o0 »
(86)
for all  €]0, €*[. By Proposition (ii) in the Appendix, there exists Cg > 0
such that

1002 F (71, -, 04 ()l 1.0 o2

< Cl a2 F (70, crooaxt-nay (14 19 loroony)
1000 F (71, -, () oo o)

< Cs||0c00: F (1, -, *)|| oo (9920 x |- R, R)) (1 + ||@Z§||Clva(8ﬂi))2’
1002 F (71, -, V4 ()l 1.0 o2

< Coll0c2F (7, loveoori-nmy (1+ |I%I|cl»a<am>>2 ’

(87)

for all n €]0,€¢*[. Now, by assumption (@) one deduces that the map N
defined as in Lemma [5.4] (with B = F') is real analytic from | — €y, o[ xR to
CH(9Q"). Then one verifies that also the maps

PONF = ./\78626<F7 8682/\71: = N(’)J)?Fu 3§NF = Nosr ,
3634./\7}7 = NaeaCF, aENF = NagF

are real analytic from | — €, o[xR to C1*(9Q). Hence, Lemma B4 (with
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m = 1) implies that there exists C; > 0 such that
ESUP | 10:02F (11, -, )| 1o 00x |- m,R)) < Chrs
ne|—e*,e*

FUP | |0c00F' (11, -, ) creoax-r,r) < Cr,
ne|—e*,e*

sup ||8<8§F(m, K ')HCLO‘(BQX[—R,R]) <y, (88)

nel—e*,e*]

ESUP | ||868¢F(T'f]7 ) ')ch(aax[ci—ch,gwrch]) < Cr,
ne|—e*,e*

[SUP | ||02F(7'77, K ')||Clva(8ﬂ><[Ci—CgR,Ci+CgR}) < (.
ne|—e*,e*

Thus, by (8H), (86l), (7)), and (88)), and by the membership of € €]0, *[ and
0% €]0, 1[, we have
| doNozr (Te, 1) || £(ora@ai),cra @iy < 205 Cr (1 + R)?,

|duNo.o 7 (T€,05) || c(craoniy,craaniy < 2C6 O (1 + R)?, (89)
lduNoz (7€, 05) | o000y, 010 (000) < 2C6 C7 (1+ R)?,

uniformly with respect to 7 €]0, 1[.
We can now bound the C'%* norms with respect to the variable t € 9
of (T7), ([8), and ([9) uniformly with respect to 7 €]0, 1[. Indeed, by (G3),

([B0) and (89), we obtain
T3 [e, ", ULe)] (T, )|l craaniy < 2Cs Cr (14 R)?6* (90)

for all 7 €]0,1[. By Proposition (ii) in the Appendix, by (66) and (8),
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we obtain

@acr) (rere (514 Wans ) 10+ ¢

CLa(901)

2
cLa(asﬁ))

Cl,a(aQi)

2
cl’a(am))
< CsCr (1+ CsRy +|¢7))7,

for all 7 €]0, 1[. Hence, in view of (66]), (89) and (@I) and by (82) and (84)

we have

||T2[€’ ¢i> \Iﬂ[ ]

< CsCr (1+CsRy+1C))%,

o) (e (o4 ) )

< CsCr <1+

(91)

T€ (%I + Wam) W]+ ¢

]( )HCl 2 (9Q7)
{20607 (1+ CsRy + [¢1)? + AC5CsCrRy(1+ R)2} 5
| Tsle, &°, OLe]](7, ) [l ere (o)
< {4C5Cr (1+ Gyl + ) R+ 8CRCeCrRI(1+ R)* o

for all 7 €]0, 1], where to obtain the inequality for T3[e, ¢, ¥¥[¢]](r, ) we have
also used that

H( ]—I—Wagz) [ + (;I+Wam) (T[]

<C3(Ri+Ry) <R
CLa(890)

(cf. ({Q)). Moreover, since the boundedness provided in (O0) and (O2) is
uniform with respect to 7 €]0, 1[, one verifies that the following inequality
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holds:

i

/0 (1= 7) {Tufe, o, W) (r, ) + 2 Tofe, oF, W] (7, )

+Tsle, v, Ule])(r, )} dr

Che (90)
1
< /0 (1= DITale, v, le]](r, ) + 2 Tale, o', W'[e]](7 ")
+ 15 [67 1/}i7 \I]i[E]](T7 ')HCLO‘(@Q”L) dr

< {206 Cr (14 R)? +4CsCr (14 CsRy + |¢'))* 4 8C5CCr Ry (1 + R)?

+4CC7 (14 CsRy + [¢7])* R+ 8C2CsCrRA(1 + R)2} 5" .
(93)
Then, by (76) and (@3) we obtain
1Sale, '] — Sale, U'[e]]lloreanr)

< {206 Cr (14 R)? 4+ 4CsCr (14 C3Ry + |¢'))* 4 8C5C6Cr Ry(1 + R)?

+4CC7 (1+ C3Ry +[C7])° R+ 8C2CsCrRA(1 + R)Q} 5"
(94)

(also recall that € €]0, 1]).

e Step 7: Conclusion for S.
Finally, by (67), (75) and (@4), we have

1S[e, '] — Sle, U'[e]]llcraoniyxcoe oaiyxcra(aaey < Cs 0,
with
Cs =Cy Cs (1+ R*) +2C5 Cr (1 + R)? + 4C5C7 (1 + CsRy + [¢1])
+8C5CsCrRy(1 4 R)? 4+ 4CsCr (14 CyRy + |C°])* R
+8C2CsCRA(1 + R)®.

e Step 8: Estimate for (62)) and determination of 6*.
By (Bf) and (B7) we conclude that the norm of the difference between
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(¢07 QSZ, C? wl) and i .
(©°[e], ©*[e], Zle], W'[e])

in the space CH*(9Q°) x CL(92)y x R x CH*(9Q) is less than C)Cg6*.
Then, by (B8) and by the triangular inequality we obtain

o 7 ) o 7 7 * K
[(¢°, ¢", ¢, ¥") = (65, 5, Co, Yo) llcreaae) xcta(90iyo xrx e (90i) < C1C08 0 +o-

Thus, in order to have (¢°, ¢', (,¢") € By k, it suffices to take

K

5*
< 20,05

in inequality (59). Then, for such choice of §*, ([62)) holds and the theorem
is proved. O

5.83. Local uniqueness for the family of solutions.

As a consequence of Theorem [5.6] we can derive the following local
uniqueness result for the family {(u?, ul)}eejo.er-

Corollary 5.7. Let assumptions (), (&), and Q) hold true. Let € €]0, €]
be as in Theorem [{.0 (v). Let {(u2, ul)}ecioe) be as in Theorem [{.7.  Let
{(v2,v])}eejo, e be a family of functions such that (v2,v!) € CH*(Qe))
CL(eQ?) is a solution of problem (@) for all € €]0,€[. If

! Ui(e‘) - ui(e')Hcl,a(agi) =0, (95)

lim e
e—0t

then there ezists €, €]0, €[ such that

(02, 0") = (u°,u’) Ve €]0,e,].

€) Ve €) €

Proof. Let ¢ and §* be as in Theorem By (@5) there is €, €]0, €*] such
that ' '
|vi(e) — u’E(e-)HCLa(mi) <ed* Ve €]0, e

Then the statement follows by Theorem O
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6. Appendix

In this Appendix, we present some technical facts, which have been ex-
ploited in this paper, on product and composition of functions of C%* and
C1 regularity. We start by introducing the following elementary result (cf.
Lanza de Cristoforis [11]).

Lemma 6.1. Let n € N\ {0}. Let Q be a bounded connected open subset of
R" of class CY*. Then

[uvl|gom@) < llullcoaa [v]lcoapa) — Vu,v € CP(99),
and
||UUHcl,a(aQ) <2 HuHcl,a(aQ) H’UHCLa(aQ) Yu,v € Cl’a(ﬁg).

We now present a result on composition of a C™* function, with m €
{0,1}, with a C1* function.

Lemma 6.2. Let n,d € N\ {0} and o €]0,1]. Let €y be an open bounded
convex subset of R and Qo be an open bounded convex subset of R%. Let
v = (vy,...,0,) € (CH*(Q2))" such that v(Qy) C Q. Then the following
statement holds.

(i) If u € C%%(Qy), then
00D o < llloneam (14 101nnye)-

(ii) If u € CY*(Qy), then

2
[ Dlloro@ < (1 +ndPllullcragr (1+ 10l cro@:)
Then, by Lemma 6.2, we deduce the following Proposition

Proposition 6.3. Let n € N\ {0}. Let o €]0,1]. Let Q be a bounded
connected open subset of R™ of class CY*. Let R > 0. Then the following
holds.

(i) There exists co > 0 such that

||U("U('))||Coya(aﬂ) < COHUHCO’O‘((‘)QX[—R,R]) (1 + ||U||%La(asz)> .

for all u € C%*(9Q x R) and for all v € C1*(0Q) such that v(0Q) C
R, R].
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(i) There exists ¢y > 0 such that

2
||U('av('))||01va(am < ClHUHCLO‘(é)QX[—R,R]) (1 + ||v||01,a(39)) .

for all u € CH*(9Q x R) and for all v € C1*(0Q) such that v(0Q) C
[_Ra R]

Proof. We prove only statement (ii). The proof of statement (i) can be
obtained adapting the one of point (ii) and using Lemma (i) instead of
Lemma [6.2] (ii).

Since 9€) is compact and of class C1%, a standard argument shows that
there are a finite cover of 0f) consisting of open subsets U, ..., U, of 0N
and for each j € {1,...,k} a C"* diffeomorphism ~; from B,_1(0,1) to the
closure of U; in 0€). Then, for a fixed j € {1,...,k} we define the functions
@ : B,1(0,1) x R = R, ¥/ : B, 1(0,1) = R, and @’/ : B, 1(0,1) —
B,,—1(0,1) x R by setting

@t s) = u(y(t), s) V(t',s) € B,_1(0,1) x R,
() = v(v(t)) vt' € B,-1(0,1),
@ () = (¢, (1)) vt' € B, 1(0,1).

Since v(9) C [—R, R], it follows that @’ (B,_1(0,1)) C B,_1(0,1)x[-R, R].
Moreover, we can see that there exists d; > 0 such that

10 l| e Bz < dillll(cro @)
Then Lemma implies that there exists ¢; > 0 such that
!Iﬂj(~,@j(-))||01,a(m> = Hﬂj(@j(-))ll(m,a(m»n
< CjHajHCL&(mX[—R,R]) (1 + ||7~Z’j||(clva(13n1(0,1)))”>2 (96)
< Gl | oo B @ T o) (1 T de@chl»a(m))z :

Without loss of generality, we can now assume that the norm of C*(9Q) is
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defined on the atlas {(U;,7;)}jeq,...ky (cf. Section ). Then by (96) we have

-----

lul-, () llereon) = Z lu(; () v (s (D)l e, 0

_Zuuﬂ ¥ (Dllere@ o)

k

~J ~J 2
< ZCJHU HCLa(Bn,l(o,l)x[—R,R}) (1 + d;||o ||cl,a(3n,1(o,1)))
j=1
(97)
Moreover,
||ﬂ]||cl,a(Bn,1(o,1)x[_R,R}) < [lullcre@ax-rr)
and

| 2
(1 +d,»!|v]||cm<m>)
(1t dy (1 . ||vﬂllcl,a<m>) < (14dj)? (14 |Jvllerepo)”
Hence, (@7)) implies that

||U(',U('))H01,a(asz)
2
<k max{ei(1+di)? .. ep(1+di)*Hul ore@axi-r r) (14 [[0]lcrapa)

and the proposition is proved. O
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