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1. INTRODUCTION

Wente’s L>-estimate is a fundamental example of a ’gain’ of regularity due to the
special structure of Jacobian determinants. It concerns the the following Dirichlet

problem:
L1 —Au=f inD
(1.1) { u=0 ondD

for the specific choice of f = det(VV) with V. € H'(D,R?). Wente’s theorem
states:

Theorem 1.1. Let Q C R? be the disc and f € HY (D). Then if u is the unique
solution in Wy (€, R) to (L), we have the estimate

2
ull oo (py + ldull L2y < CINVV 2y -

Proofs can be found in the original article [12]. Later one it had been proven that
Wente’s inequality hold true under the slightly weaker assumption that f € H!(D),
where H'(D) is the local Hardy space, see [10}, Definition 1.90]. Proofs can be found
for instance in [6] and [IT]. This estimate found many applications, a non complete

list includes [9], [2], [1].

It is natural to ask whether a similar estimate holds true for the Neumann
problem:

—Au=f in D
(1.2) Ju 1
5—%/Df OnaD

again for the specific choice of f = det(VV) with V € H'(D,RR?).

The aim of this note is to show that Wente’s L>° estimate fails for the Neumann
problem
Theorem 1.2. There exists a sequence Vy, = (ay, by) € C%(D,R?), [|[VV; || 21 py <
C for all n with the property that if u, € WH(D) are the solutions to ([L2) with
frn = det(VV,,) one has

||Un||L°°(D) NVunllp2(py = +o0 asn — oo.

More in general we can extend the above example to more general boundary
conditions. Namely we have the following:
1
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Theorem 1.3. Let E C 9D be a nonempty union of open intervals, with 0 <
HY(E) < 27 and a,ﬁ,l € R given, with o > 0,y > 0. There exists a sequence
Vo = (an,bn) € C°°(D,R?), with [VVallpeapy < C with the property that if
un € WHL(D) is the solution to

—Auy, =det(VV,) in D

(1.3) a%—f—ﬁ% +yu, =0 on E
T

ov
u=0 on 0D\ FE
one has

[Vl 2py — 00 as n — oo.

The paper is organized as follows. In section [2] we collect some known results
and a-priori estimates. In section B we give the proof of Theorem [[L2 and in section
M its extension to mixed Robin boundary conditions.

While finishing this paper the author became aware that a similar example has
been found independently by Francesca Da Lio and Francesco Palmurella, see [3].
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2. SOME KNOWN RESULTS

Classical solutions to (1), (I2) have to be understood in the distributional
sense.

Definition 2.1. A function u is called a solution of the Dirichlet problem if u €
Wy (D, R) and

(2.1) /Vu~V1/)ffz/J:0for all v € CJ(D).
D
A function u is called a solution of the Neumann problem if u € W!(D,R) and
1 —
(2.2) —/ f / Y= / Vu - Vip — fip for ¢ € C5°(R?) for all ¢ € C(D).
21 Jp oD D

The Green function for both problems are explicit. For the Dirichlet problem it
is

1 1 U
(2.3) Gp(z,y) = %ln(lw —yl) — Py In(|y||x —y*|) with y* = ME

for Neumann problem it is
1
2m

Using Gy one has the following representation formula

u(y)/Du/aDGN(:c,y)%wL/DG(:c,y)Au for u € C(D).

In terms of existence and uniqueness one has:

1 1 1
24 Gn(wy) = 5- (e —y) + - Wn(lylle —y") = 712" = Zlvl*
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Lemma 2.1. For every f € L'(D) there exists a solutions up/un to the Dirichlet/
Neumann problem in the sense of Definition [2I). Furthermore the solutions belong
to WLP(D, R) for every p < 2, are unique (up to constant in the Neumann problem,)
and satisfy the estimate

(2.5) I1Dull Loy < CollfllLr(p) -

Proof. There are several proofs in the literature treating the case of uniquness and
a-priori estimates, compare for instance [§], [I, Appendix A]. In our case existence
and the a priory estimate (Z.3]) can be obtained by using the Green function Gp, Gy .
Uniqueness for the Dirichlet problem can be obtained by anti symmetric reflection:
Let u be a distributional solution of ([2I) with f = 0. One checks that

. u(x) forx € D
a(x) == .

—u(z*) for x ¢ D with o* = e
solves

/ Vi -V = / Vu.V () —(x*)) for all ¥ € CL(R?).
R2 D

But since ¢(z) — ¢(2*) € Cy''(D) we deduce that @ is harmonic and therefore
smooth in R?. Now the maximum principle applies since u takes the boundary
values in the strong sense.

Similarly we deduce in uniqueness in the Neumann problem using the symmetric
reflection: Let v be a distributional solution of ([Z2)) with f = 0. As before one

checks
o(z) = v(z) forxzeD
v(z*) forx ¢ D

solves

/ Vo - Vi = / Vo.V((z) +(2*)) for all € CL(R?).
R2 D

But since (x) + ¢(z*) € C%'(D) we deduce that % is harmonic and therefore
smooth in R?. Now the maximum principle implies that v = const. . O

3. PROOF OoF THEOREM

In the following we will always identify R? with the complex plane C i.e. i = es.

Proof of Theorem [L2 The main step of the proof consists in the following claim:
For every ro > 0 there exists a sequence a,, b, € C°°(D) with the properties that

(3.1) spt(an) Uspt(b,) C By (—e2)

ny b — 0 in HY(D)

laallze o) + 19l 2 0y [Ball ) + 198l 21y < €
(3.2) [dan A dbp || -1 (py — 00 as n — oo,

Given such a sequence we can conclude the Theorem. Let u, is the unique
solutions to the Dirichlet problem (IJ]) with right hand side f,, = da, A db,, and
hy, is the unique harmonic function satisfying

o an )y, v P

Such a harmonic function exists since |, oD (% — % /. oD %) = 0. It is straight

forward to check that

Up i= Uy — hp,
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is the unique solution to the Neumann problem ([2)). Observe that v,, is a Cauchy
sequence in WHP(D) for all p < 2 converging to the v € W1P(D) the unique
solution of [L2 with f = da A db. By Wente’s theorem we have

HVUHHLZ(D) 2 HthHLZ(D)*HV%HB(D) 2 HthHm(D)*C||Van||L2(D) HVanLz(D)-
The Theorem follows by showing that
(3.3) (IVh, HLQ ) — 00.

To do so we will use the Dirichlet to Neumann map in the following formulation:
Let

Xo:={h€ H'(D): Ah=0in D and ][ h = 0},
D

Yo :={u € H(D): ]iu: 0}.

Endowed with the the L? inner product (u,v) = Jp Vu - Vv we obtain Hilbert
spaces satisfying Xo C Y. If we set Zg := {l € Yy : () = OV¢ € H(D) N Yy}
then classical results concerning Dirichlet to Neumann operators imply that the
operator

oh
A: Xog — Z§ with Ah =
ov
is a continuous and onto i. e it has a continuous inverse A~1.
Next we identify <5 % - Jop a“" with an linear functional /,, € Y i.e.

ou,, 1 ou,,
W) = /BD <E Cor op OV ) v

We will show that they are elements of Zj with the property that ||l,[| -1 (p) —

+00. The normal derivative of a solution u € W11(D) to the Dirichlet problem
(1), with f € L(D) is given in the sense of distributions by

(3.4) /BD 61/1/} /Vu Vi — f for o € CH(D).

The distribution is supported on 0D since given 11,2 € C*>(D) with 11 = ¢ on
D we have ¢ = 1)1 — 12 € C3(D) with ¢ = 0 on 9D and so by (1)) we have

/ %¢:/VU-V@7]‘¢:0.
op OV D

By density of C2°(D) in H (D) we conclude [,,(¢) = 0 for all v € Hg (D). Further-
more it is straight forward to check that [,, vanishes on the constant functions hence
l,, is a well-defined element of Y, since l,,(¢)) = I,,(¢) — ). Hence we conclude
that I, € Z§ for all n. The first part of ([B4]) and the second part in the definition
of I, are uniformly bounded by Wente’s Theorem [[LT] because

/Dwn-ws 1Vl 2 1 ||vw||Lz<D>

1 Ouy,
55 ) Gl =1gm [l € g IV aliay Vbl
Hence ||y f-1(py — oo by B.2). Since h,, = A~Y(,) and A~! is continuous we

conclude ([B.3)).

It remains to construct the sequence a,,b, with the properties [BI), B2).
Performing a translation we can consider the translated disc D' := D + i i.e.
D' Cc H:=Cn{y >0} ={re?’:0 < 60 < r}. Furthermore one readily checks
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that if R(h), (k) are real and imaginary part of a holomorphic function h then we
have point wise

(3.5) dR(h) A dS(h) = |W (2)|?dx A dy and [dR(R)]* = |dS(h)|* = |W(2)]?.

We will construct our contradicting sequence a,,, b,, as the real and imaginary part of
an sequence of holomorphic function h,, on H multiplied by an truncation function

®.
Indeed consider the family mbius transforms of the complex plane C

z — 1€

me(z) := e
We observe that m,. maps the upper half-space H onto the the disc D for every
€ > 0. Furthermore one readily calculates

2i€ 1 . z+1
m m. (Z) = 1€

We note that for every 6 > 0 one has m/(z) — 0 and m.(z) — 1 uniformly on
C\ Ds for ¢ — 0. Furthermore m !(z) — 0 uniformly on C\ Ds(1). Thus we can

conclude that I, := |m.(2)|?dx A dy — 7 in the sense of distributions, i.e. given
1 € CY(C) arbitrary one has

/1/1 )|ml(z |2da:/\dy—/1/10m 2)dx A dy — ¥ (0)r.

Furthermore we conclude that if ¢ is any cut of function with ¢ = 1 in a neigh-
borhood of 0 we still have l[¢p — 7d. Since 76y ¢ H*(H) we conclude that
e[ ol -1 (py — o0 as € = 0. Fixing a sequence €, — 0 then

(3.6) m(z) = T

an == pR(m,, — 1) and b, == ¢ S(me, — 1)

satisfy a,,b, € C®(H) and ay, b, — 0 uniformly in C* on H \ Ds for any 6 > 0.
Hence for an appropriate choice of ¢ the first two parts of (B.]) follows once the
uniform bound of the L?! norm is shown.

We calculate

da, Ndb,, =, L(pQ +odp A (R(me, )dS(me, ) — S(me, )dR(me,)) = 1. L(pQ + pdp Aw,.

Since spt(dy)) € C\ Ds for some ¢ > 0 and |we| — 0 uniformly on C\ D5 we
conclude that ||pdp A wel|| ;-1 — 0 as n — oo. Hence da,, A db,, — md¢ in the sense
of distributions and therefore ||dan A dby || -1 (z) — 00 as n — oo, i.e. ([B.2) holds.

It remains to show that |da,|,|db,| are uniformly bounded in L*!. By (B.8]) we
have

2
{2 € Hi ()] 2 1} = By (=ie) O H with oo =t

and |m/|(z) < 2 for all z € H. Hence we may estimate

pt) = |{z € H: |ml ()] > #}] < mr(t)? = %77.

Recall that the L?!-norm can be written as

s =2 [ st e

here puf(t) = |{z € H: |f(2)| > t}| is the distribution function, compare [5, Propo-
sition 1.4.9]. Using the estimates above we obtain

lmll 2y < w—/ Lot < sym

Which is uniformly bounded in € and proofing the last part of ([B.1I).
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Remark 3.1. Observe that if the solution to the Neumann problem is not in H'(D)
then it can neither be in L* nor in W*(D). Indeed u € W21(D) would imply
u € L since W21(D) embeds in L> in two dimensions, see for instance Theorem
3.3.10 combined with Theorem 3.3.4 in [6]. If u would be in L>°(D) then we can
take u. € C*(D) with ue — u in WHY(D) and uniformly bounded in L>(D).
Testing (Z2) with u, gives

1
/Vu-Vuez/fue—i—Q—/f/ e < 2 fll g1 [Juell oo -
D D ™ JD oD

The right hand side is bounded independent of € so we conclude that v € H'(D) a
contradiction.

By using more or less an abstract functional analytic arguments we are able to
obtain the following Corollary. Its proof is presented in the appendix.

Corollary 3.1. There exists a,b € H*(D) with the additional properties a,b €
L>°(D) and da,db € L**(D) such that if u € WH1(D) denotes the solution to the
Neumann problem ([L2) with f = da A db then u ¢ H'(D).

4. MORE GENERAL BOUNDARY CONDITIONS

Our construction of the counterexample relies mainly on the continuity of the
Dirichlet to Neumann map Dy. The extension to more general boundary conditions
of Robin type follows finding a replacement of the Dirichlet to Neumann map. The
replacement is constructed as follows:

X:={he HY(D): Ah=0in D and h=0on 0D\ E}
Y:={uec H'(D): u=0o0n 90D\ E}

Since by assumption H'(0D \ E) > 0 we can endow X,Y with the norm |[ju|| =
[Vullp2(py- Finally we define the closed subset Z* C Y* by

Z*:={leY*:l(u) =0 for all u € H}(D)}.
Obviously one has the inclusion X C Y and Z* C Y*.
Lemma 4.1. The operator B : X — Z* defined by

Oh Oh
(Bh,v) /aD (o% +o% +7h) ¥

:a/DVh~v¢+ﬁ/aD%w+7/6th

is continuous, onto with continuous inverse B~ : Z* — X.

Proof. Instead of B itself we consider the family of operators By : X — Z* for
s € [0,1]. By is defined as B with s, sy replacing 3,7. Since h is harmonic
in D we have (Bsh,v) = 0 for all 1 € H}(D) by density of C>°(D) in H}(D).
Furthermore we have the estimate

Oh
(B.1,0) < 19K 1981 52| L Wl 4 57 Wil 1o
<(a+C|Bl+ Cv) ||VhHL2(D) vaHN(D) :

In the last line we used that for harmonic functions we have
oh
or

oh
=5 = ||Vh|
H™%(8D) Hal/ H~%(0D) Lo
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and the trace theorem for Sobolev functions.
This shows that By is a family of uniformly bounded operators taking values in Z*.
Since X C Y we have the lower bound

1 Oh? 5
(Bsh,h) =« Vh-Vh+sﬂ§ o + 57y h
D op 9T oD

:a/ Vh-Vh—Fsv/ h? ZO<||Vh||i2(D)
D oD

Finally since Bs = (1 — $)By + sB the method of continuity , e.g. [4, Theorem
5.2] applies and B = Bj is onto if and only if By is onto. By construction we have
Boh = a2k o I the classical normal derivative on F which is known to be onto by the

Dirichlet to Neumann map. This concludes the lemma.
O

Now we are able to complete the proof of the Theorem.

Proof of Theorem[I-3. The construction is now essentially the same as in the proof
of Theorem After a rotation we may assume that —i = —es € E. Fix 19 > 0
such that D N B,,(—i) C E. Let a,, by, u, € C>(D) be the sequence constructed
in the proof of Theorem [[L21 By the choice of g > 0 we have ensured that

Spt(an) U Spt(bn) C Bro(_i)'
Observe that [, := aau" + 56“" + yu, € Z* because

(Bun,w>:oz/ %1/)*@/ Vun-Vq/)foz/Ddan/\dbnz/)

oD

and the discussion below (B4 applies. Furthermore we have
[lnll 7= = o lldan A dbn”H*%D) —a HvunHN(D) :

By Wente’s theorem [LT1|Vun || 12 (p) is uniformly bounded and so the applications
of lemma [A1] gives for h,, := B~1(l,) that

IVhallp2(py — 00 as n — oc.

We conclude observing that v, := u, — h, satisfies the boundary value problem
([C3) because u, = hy, =0 on dD \ E and

—Av,, = —Au,, = da, Ndb, in D

o2 4 5% o =1y~ Blh) =0 on 2
1%

The blow-up of the H'-norm now follows since

IVonll L2 (py 2 IVRnll 2 py = IVUnll p2¢py — o0

As before we obtain as a consequence of Theorem the following;:

Corollary 4.2. There exists a,b € HY(D) with the additional properties a,b €
L>(D) and da,db € L*'(D) such that if u € W11(D) denotes the solution to the
problem (L3)) with f = da A db then u ¢ H'(D

Its combined proof with Corollary (3] can be found in the appendix.
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APPENDIX A. ABSTRACT FUNCTIONAL ANALYTIC ARGUMENT

Now we want to present the abstract functional analytic argument that leads to
CorollaryBTland 2l We will first proof an ”easier” version where every embedding
of the involved spaces is linear. Thereafter we show how the same idea translates
to our setting.

Lemma A.1. Given Banach spaces Fy C Fo and Fy C Fy such that the inclusion,
C, corresponds to an continuous embedding. Let A : Es — Fy be a continuous
linear operator. Suppose that Fy is a Hilbert space and there is a sequence {xy, }nen
with the properties that

(a) Az, € Fy and ||zn]|g, <1 for alln € N;

(b) limsup, _, . [[Aznl|p, = oo;

(¢c) f€F— (Axy,, f) extends to a linear functional l, on Fy for each n.
Then there exists © € Ey such that Ax € Fy\ Fy in the sense that there is a sequence
l, € Fy with HlnHF; <1 but

In(Az) — o0.

Proof. Passing to a sub sequence we may assume that the lim sup in (b) is actually
a limit.
In a first step we show by induction that there exists {y1,...,y,} € F1 with the
properties
(i) ||yl||E1 < 1 for all i;
(i) (Ayi, Ay;) = 0if i # j;
(ii) [|Ayillp, > 22 for all i
By (b) there exists m; € N such that || Az, || > 4. Hence we may set y1 := Xy, .
Now suppose {y1,...yn} have been chosen. We define the linear continuous
operator P, : F} — F} by

Z Ayz & Ayz

i=1 HAyzH
It is obvious that P, = P! and (ii) implies that P? = P, i.e. P, is the orthogonal
projection onto the ﬁmte dimensional space V;, := span{Ayi, ..., Ay,}. Hence

(P,A) : Ey — V, is a continuous linear operator onto a finite dimensional vector
space. Let (P,A)~! : V,, — span{yi,...y,} denote the inverse of the operator
(P, A) restricted to the finite dimensional space span{yi,...y,}. We may define
now the operator

Qn:E —E Qn:=(P,A) o (P,A).

We note that @Q,, is continuous and Q2 = @, hence Q,, is a projection operator.
As a direct consequence we have as well that (I — @Q,,) is a continuous projection
operator, here I denotes the identity map on Fs.

By construction we have

(A1) P,A(I-Q,)=0.
The range of Q,, is finite (AQ,,) is a continuous operator and therefore
lim sup [|(AQn)m |, < 0o-
Hence we have
Jim AT = Qu)onlp, > lim vy 5, ~ lmsup || (AQu ) |, = oc.
Thus there exists m,4+; € N such that
14U = Q)| > 22V I = Q-
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We define y, 11 = % Clearly we have ||yn+1]p, < 1 and (iii) holds by

the choice of m,,4+1. Finally (ii) follows using that P, is a orthogonal projection,
Q., a projection and (AT]):
(Ayi, Aynt1) = (PoAyi, AU — Qn)yn+1) = (P Ayi, (Pa AL — Qn))Yn+1) = 0.

Having the sequence {y;}ien to our disposal we obtain x as follows: For each n
we define the elements z, € E7 and f,, € F; by

, A
22 Yy; and f,, = 22 i Y
[ Ayill s,
Since FE1, Fy are Banachspaces we have that thelr limes exists: z = lim,,—yo0 2, =
Z,?il 2_7'yi c E1 and f = hmn*)OO fn = z 2 Zm
Assumption (c) implies that for each ¢ € N the map f € F; — (ﬁ,ﬁ
il Fy

extends to a continuous linear functional {; € Fy". Therefore the continuous linear
functional L, := > | 27"I; has the desired properties using (i)-(iii) since

L,(Az) = lim Ln(Azm) = lim (fn,Azm>

m—ro0
n
_ —i— ] — —24 . >
i=1 j=1 F1 i=1
This completes the proof. O

Observe that we could directly apply the above result with the following choice
of spaces: let By = Hj,.(D) be the local Hardy space of the disk; E» = L'(D),
Fy ={fe H(D): f,f =0} and F, = W' (D). But this would not give single
elements a,b € H'(D) as stated in the Corollaries B.1]

Proof of Corollary [31] and [{-3 We introduce the space
X :={he H D): ][ h =0 and dh € L*'(D)}.
D

It becomes a complete Banach space with respect to the norm ||h]| y := [|dhl]2.1.
Furthermore as suggested before we set Ey := LY(D), Fy := HY(D), F, = WhH1(D).
Observe that we have a ’bi-linear’ linear embedding of X x X — FEs by (h, k) —
dh A dk with ||dh A dkl| ;0 < [|dh]| 2.0 ||dE|| 2.1

The construction of (a,b) out of the contradicting sequence is the same in case
of Neumann or Robin type boundary condition. Hence we will give a simultaneous
proof for both. We denote by A : L*(D) — W11(D) the solution operator to
problem (2] or problem (3] respectively. Recall that by classical elliptic theory
there is a constant C'4 > 0 such that ||Az||; < Callz| 2.

Let (an,b,) € C*(D,R?) be the corresponding contradicting sequence of The-
orem or Theorem Without loss of generality we may assume that { a,, =
0= f by, for all n, hence a,,b, € X. From now on we do not have to distinguish
the cases anymore.

We will now proceed very similar as in Lemma [A.Tl By induction we show the
existence of a sequence {y1,¥a,...,yn} € L*(D) N C>(D) with the properties

(i) |lyillp: <1 for all 4
(i) (Ays, Ays) = 0 if i #

(ii) [|Ayillp, > 2% for all i
Simultaneously we will construct a sequence of tuples (h;, k;) € X NC>(D) x X N
C>(D),i=1,...,n s.t.

(1) Wil bl s+ il e+ il s < 1
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(3) Idhills + kil < (14 i lah e+ k)

We start the induction by choosing (a1,b;) in the contradicting sequence such
that ||A(da; A dby)|| > 22. We set y1 = day A dby and (hy,k1) = (a1,b1). All
properties are clearly satisfied (R; = 0).

Now suppose that we have chosen y;, (h;, k;) for ¢ = 1,...,n. We want to

construct y,11 and the tuple (hy,41,knt1). As in the previous lemma we define
the projection operators

Ay, @ Ay, _
Z S22 0, = (PuA)" (P A).
i=1 HAyzH

Here (P,A)~! denotes as before the inverse of (P,A) if restricted to the space
span{yi,...,yn}. Hence for all z € L'(D) we have Q,z = > ;" a;y; and the
existence of a constant C,, > 0 such that Y ., |a;| < C, for all z € L'(D) with
lz]|;: < 1. Furthermore due the properties of the contradicting sequence there
exist m € N such that

IAU = Qu)dam A dbmll g = 2°THDCE (034 lldhyll oo + Nkl
i<n

Let Qndam, A dby, = > | aiy;, and define the elements

Gnat = (I = Qu)dam Ndbyy g1 = am — Y @ihi kg1 =bm + > _ ki,
We calculate

dhn i1 A dk gy =dag, Adby, = cidhi A dk;

i=1

i=1

=1
— | D (auidhs A dkj + ajdhy A d;
1<J
Dt b — " iy — 3 iR+ (I) + (I1) + (I11).

We estimate the size of the reminder terms in L?(D): Due to (2), we have |1 | a; Ril| > <
C,,. The terms (I), (II) are similarly estimated by

d ( Zaz‘hz) Adbp| < <Z|Oéz'| ||dhi||L°°> l[dbm || 1.2
1=1 L2

=1
dam N d <Z k:) < (Z ||dk:i||Lw> l|dam| ;> -
i=1 L2 i=1




NON-EXISTENCE 11

Adding both we obtain [[(D)l|z + (Il = < Ca (14 5, byl e + ksl ).
The last term can be estimated as well using only property (3) by

IUID) g2 <Y Jaillldhillgz | D lldksll o | + kil | D ol lldhsll,

i=1 j<i j<i
< (Zl%l) +sup|ajn < (n +1)Cy.
i=1 jsn
I?ence we found that HR"HHm <C, (n +3+ 2 <n ldhsll oo + ||dijLoo) where
Rn+1 = 72?:1 OéiRi + (I) + (II) + (III) and
diln-i—l A dl;n-i—l = (I - Qn)dam A dby, + Rn-l—l = gn-i-l + Rn-i—l-

The desired functions are now simply 11 = %=, hyy1 = %, kni1 =
n n

Mn = Co (34 5 g e + Nk o ).

Having established the existence of the sequences y;, h;, k; with the claimed prop-
erties we construct a,b € X and a sequence f,, € H'(D) = F} very similar as in the
proof to Lemma [AJt Due to (1) and the fact that X is a complete Banach space
we can define elements

= iQ‘ihi, b= iQ‘iki.
=1 =1

Furthermore for each n € N let

22 i Ayz

Ayl

Observe that f,, is a finite sum of C 1—functlons, hence itself C' and can therefore be
considered as an element of (L)* = L. It remains to check that lim,, fD frnA(dan
db) = +00. We have

—21 —i—J
A(da/\db)fmlgnooz2 A(dh; A dk;) +Z2 A (dh; A dk; + dhj A dk;) .

1<J
Using (2) we estimate
Ayp Ay,
(————, A(dh; N dk;)) = <7 Ay; + AR;)
Ay g1 Ayl g’

> 0 || Ayill g1 = Ca | Rill 2 = i || Ayil g2 — Ca-

Hence

A . |
22—% HAyi/lT 1 L A(dhy A dk;)) > 272F || Ayg || g — W}EHOOZQ_%CA S ok _ o,
" =1

Usmg (3) we get

> 27 I | A(dhi A dk; + dhy A dk)|| g

1<J
< Cay 277 (Idhill = lldkjll oo + lldhsl| o lldkill )
1<j

<Oy 22—1'2 <204.

i=1
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Finally combining both we obtain

Ay

——22— A(da A db)) > 2F —3C,.
| Ayl 2

(

This completes the estimate since

(1]
2]
3]
[4]
[5]

[6]

(7]
(8]

[9]
(10]

(11]

(12]

341

Ayk
fnA(da A db) 27%( ,A(da A db)) > n —3C4.
/, Z Tyl AN
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