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A singularly perturbed Dirichlet problem for the Laplace operator in
a periodically perforated domain. A functional analytic approach

Paolo Musolino

Abstract: Let 2 be a sufficiently regular bounded open connected subset of R™ such that 0 € Q2 and that
R™\ clf? is connected. Then we take qi1,...,qnn €]0,+o0] and p € Q = 1‘[;?:1]0, gj;[. If € is a small positive
number, then we define the periodically perforated domain S[Q]~ = R™ \ Uzezncl(p + eQ + Z?Zl(qjjzj)ej),
where {e1,...,e,} is the canonical basis of R™. For e small and positive, we introduce a particular Dirichlet
problem for the Laplace operator in the set S[Q2.]~. Namely, we consider a Dirichlet condition on the boundary
of the set p+ €€, together with a periodicity condition. Then we show real analytic continuation properties of
the solution and of the corresponding energy integral as functionals of the pair of € and of the Dirichlet datum
on p + €0, around a degenerate pair with ¢ = 0.
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1 Introduction

In this article, we consider a Dirichlet problem in a periodically perforated domain with small holes. We fix
once for all a natural number

neN\{0,1}

and
(Q11, .. aan) 6]0, +oo[n

and a periodicity cell

Q = 11740, g5 -
Then we denote by ¢ the diagonal matrix
g 0 0
0 0
=l 0 ,
0 0 nn

by |Q| the measure of the fundamental cell @, and by vg the outward unit normal to JQ, where it exists.
Clearly,
qZ" ={qz: z € Z"}

is the set of vertices of a periodic subdivision of R™ corresponding to the fundamental cell Q). Let
m € N\ {0}, a €]0,1].

Then we take a point p € @ and a bounded open connected subset Q of R™ of class C"™“ such that Q~ = R"\clQ
is connected and that 0 € Q. If € € R, then we set

Qe=p+eN.
Then we take ¢g > 0 such that cl2. C Q for |¢| < €g, and we introduce the periodically perforated domain

S[Qc]” = R™ \ Uzezncl(Qe + q2),
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for € €] — €p, €9[. Next we fix a function go € C"™*(9€2). For each pair (e, g) €]0, €o[x C™*(92) we consider
the Dirichlet problem

Au(z) =0 Vo € S[Q] ™,
u(z +qe;)) =u(zr) VrxecdS[Q], Vie{l,...,n}, (1.1)
u(xz) = g(%(m —p)) Vo € 09,

where {ej,...,e,} is the canonical basis of R™. If (¢, g) €]0, o[ xC™*(02), then problem (1.1) has a unique
solution in C™*(clS[€2] ™), and we denote it by u[e, g](-) (cf. Proposition 2.10.)
Then we pose the following questions:

(i) Let « be fixed in R™\ (p+ ¢Z™). What can be said on the map (¢, g) — ule, g](x) around (¢, g) = (0, go)?
(ii) What can be said on the map (¢, 9) = [ g, [Detle, g](2)]* dz around (e, g) = (0, g0)?

Questions of this type have long been investigated, e.g., for problems on a bounded domain with a small
hole with the methods of asymptotic analysis, which aims at giving complete asymptotic expansions of the
solutions in terms of the parameter e. It is perhaps difficult to provide a complete list of the contributions.
Here, we mention the work of Ammari and Kang [1, Ch. 5], Ammari, Kang, and Lee [2, Ch. 3], Kozlov, Maz’ya,
and Movchan [3], Maz’ya, Nazarov, and Plamenewskij [4, 5], Ozawa [6], Vogelius and Volkov [7], Ward and
Keller [8]. We also mention the vast literature of homogenization theory (cf. e.g., Dal Maso and Murat [9].)

Here instead we wish to characterize the behaviour of ule, g|(+) at (e, g) = (0, go) by a different approach.
Thus for example, if we consider a certain functional, say f (e, g), relative to the solution such as, for example,
one of those considered in questions (i)-(ii) above, we would try to prove that f(-,-) can be continued real
analytically around (e, g) = (0, go). We observe that our approach does have certain advantages (cf. e.g., Lanza
[10].) Such a project has been carried out by Lanza de Cristoforis in several papers for problems in a bounded
domain with a small hole (cf. e.g., Lanza [11, 12, 13, 14].) In the frame of linearized elastostatics, we also
mention, e.g., Dalla Riva and Lanza [15, 16].

As far as problems in periodically perforated domains are concerned, we mention, for instance, the work
of Ammari, Kang, and Touibi [17], where a linear transmission problem is considered in order to compute an
asymptotic expansion of the effective electrical conductivity of a periodic dilute composite (see also Ammari
and Kang [1, Ch. 8].) Furthermore, we note that periodically perforated domains are extensively studied in
the frame of homogenization theory. Among the vast literature, here we mention, e.g., Cioranescu and Murat
[18, 19], Ansini and Braides [20]. We also observe that boundary value problems in domains with periodic
inclusions can be analysed, at least for the two dimensional case, with the method of functional equations.
Here we mention, e.g., Mityushev and Adler [21], Rogosin, Dubatovskaya, and Pesetskaya [22], Castro and
Pesetskaya [23].

We now briefly outline our strategy. We first convert problem (1.1) into an integral equation by exploiting
potential theory. Then we observe that the corresponding integral equation can be written, after an appropriate
rescaling, in a form which can be analysed by means of the Implicit Function Theorem around the degenerate
case in which (e,g) = (0, go), and we represent the unknowns of the integral equation in terms of € and g. Next
we exploit the integral representation of the solutions, and we deduce the representation of ule, g](-) in terms
of € and g.

This article is organized as follows. Section 2 is a section of preliminaries. In Section 3, we formulate
problem (1.1) in terms of an integral equation and we show that the solutions of the integral equation depend
real analytically on € and ¢g. In Section 4, we show that the results of Section 3 can be exploited to prove
our main Theorem 4.1 on the representation of ule, g](-), and Theorem 4.6 on the representation of the energy
integral of ule, g](+) on a perforated cell. At the end of this article, we have enclosed an Appendix with some
results exploited in the paper.

2 Preliminaries and notation

We now introduce the notation in accordance with Lanza [13, p. 66].

We denote the norm on a normed space X by || - ||x. Let X and Y be normed spaces. We endow the
space X x Y with the norm defined by |(z,y)||lxxy = llz]lx + ||ylly for all (z,y) € X x Y, while we use
the Euclidean norm for R™. For standard definitions of Calculus in normed spaces, we refer to Prodi and
Ambrosetti [24]. The symbol N denotes the set of natural numbers including 0. The inverse function of an
invertible function f is denoted f(~1), as opposed to the reciprocal of a real-valued function g, or the inverse
of a matrix A, which are denoted ¢g~' and A~!, respectively. A dot “” denotes the inner product in R™.
Let A be a matrix. Then A’ denotes the transpose matrix of A and A;; denotes the (i, j)-entry of A. If A



is invertible, we set A7t = (A_l)t. Let D € R™. Then clD denotes the closure of D and 0D denotes the
boundary of D. For all R > 0, x € R”, x; denotes the j-th coordinate of x, || denotes the Euclidean modulus
of  in R™, and B, (z, R) denotes the ball {y € R" : |z — y| < R}. The symbol id,, denote the identity map
from R™, i.e, id,(x) = z for all x € R™. If z € C, then Z denotes the conjugate complex number of z. Let
Q be an open subset of R™. The space of m times continuously differentiable real-valued functions on € is
denoted by C™ (£, R), or more simply by C™(£2). D(£2) denotes the space of functions of C*°(2) with compact
support. The dual D’(Q2) denotes the space of distributions in Q. Let r € N\ {0}. Let f € (C™(2))". The s-th

component of f is denoted f,, and D f denotes the Jacobian matrix (gﬁ )521 _____ ,- Let = (My...ymn) € N™
=1

Inl = m + -+ n,. Then D"f denotes #. The subspace of C™() of those functions f whose

z?l ..0xm
derivatives D" f of order |n| < m can be extended with continuity to cl€ is denoted C™(cl12). The subspace
of C™(cl€Y) whose functions have m-th order derivatives that are Holder continuous with exponent « €]0, 1] is
denoted C™(c1Q) (cf. e.g., Gilbarg and Trudinger [25].) The subspace of C™(cl}) of those functions f such
that ficons, 0,r)) € C™*(c(QNB,(0,R))) for all R €]0,+o00c] is denoted C]>"(c1Q). Let D € R". Then
C™(c1Q, D) denotes {f € (C™*(c1Q))" : f(cl1Q) C D}.

Now let © be a bounded open subset of R”. Then C™(cl2) and C™*(clQ2) are endowed with their usual
norm and are well known to be Banach spaces (cf. e.g., Troianiello [26, §1.2.1].) We say that a bounded open
subset ) of R™ is of class C™ or of class C" %, if it is a manifold with boundary imbedded in R™ of class C"
or C"™ respectively (cf. e.g., Gilbarg and Trudinger [25, §6.2].) We denote by vq the outward unit normal to
09Q. For standard properties of functions in Schauder spaces, we refer the reader to Gilbarg and Trudinger [25]
and to Troianiello [26] (see also Lanza [27, §2, Lem. 3.1, 4.26, Thm. 4.28], Lanza and Rossi [28, §2].)

We retain the standard notation of LP spaces and of corresponding norms.

If M is a manifold imbedded in R™ of class C™%, with m > 1, a €]0, 1, one can define the Schauder spaces
also on M by exploiting the local parametrizations. In particular, one can consider the spaces C*®(9Q) on 92
for 0 < k < m with Q a bounded open set of class C"“, and the trace operator from C*<(clQ) to C**(9) is
linear and continuous. Moreover, for each R > 0 such that clQ2 C B,, (0, R), there exists a linear and continuous
extension operator from C*®(9Q) to C*<(clQ), and of C**(cl2) to C**(cIB,, (0, R)) (cf. e.g., Troianiello [26,
Thm. 1.3, Lem. 1.5].) We denote by do the area element of a manifold imbedded in R".

We note that throughout the paper “analytic” means “real analytic”. For the definition and properties of
analytic operators, we refer to Prodi and Ambrosetti [24, p. 89] and to Deimling [29, p. 150]. Here we just
recall that if X', ) are (real) Banach spaces, and if F' is an operator from an open subset W of X to ), then
F is real analytic in W if for every zy € W there exist » > 0 and continuous symmetric n-linear operators A,,
from X™ to Y such that Y o, [|An|[r" < oo and F(xzg + h) = F(x0) +>_,>1 An(h,..., ) for ||h|lx < 7 (cf.
e.g., Prodi and Ambrosetti [24, p. 89] and Deimling [29, p. 150].) In particular, we mention that the pointwise
product in Schauder spaces is bilinear and continuous, and thus analytic, and that the map which takes a
nonzero function to its reciprocal, or an invertible matrix of functions to its inverse matrix is real analytic in
Schauder spaces (cf. e.g., Lanza and Rossi [28, pp. 141, 142].)

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

s 5 log 2] Vr e R"\{0}, ifn=2,
D= gl Ve eR{0),  ifn>2,

where s,, denotes the (n — 1)-dimensional measure of 0B,,. S, is well-known to be the fundamental solution
of the Laplace operator.
If y € R™ and f is a function defined in R™, we set 7, f(z) = f(z — y) for all z € R™. If u is a distribution
in R™, then we set
< Tyu, f >=<u, 7y f > Vf e DR"Y).

We denote by Es ;4-1,, the function defined by

1

EQﬂ—iq*lz(-’L‘) = 627ri(q7 z)-x Vo € Rn,

for all z € Z™.
If Q is an open subset of R", k € N, § €]0, 1], we set

CF(cQ) = {u € C*(clQ) : DYu is bounded Yy € N" such that |y| < k},

and we endow CF(clQ) with its usual norm

lullopeey = D sup [Dru(x)|  Vu € CF(cQ).
WlSkIEClQ



Then we set
CPP(cl) = {u € C*P(clQ) : DYu is bounded Vv € N™ such that |y| < k},

and we endow Cf () with its usual norm
HUHC‘:’B(CM) = Z SGHI])Q |[DYu(x)| + Z |[DYw : clQ|s Yu € Cz]j"g(clﬂ) ,
ly|<k*= lvI=k

where |D7u : cI€)|g denotes the S-Holder constant of D7u.
Next we turn to periodic domains. If T is an arbitrary subset of R™ such that cll C @), then we set

sl = | (gz+1) = q2" +1,
S~ ;R" \ cIS[I] .

We note that if R™ \ cll is connected, then S[I]~ is connected.

Let D C R™ be such that gz +D C D for all z € Z". We say that a function u from D to R is g—periodic if
u(z + ge;j) = u(z) for all z € D and for all j € {1,...,n}.

If T is an open subset of R™ such that cll C @ and if k € N, 8 €]0, 1], then we set

Ck(clS = {u e C*(cIS[]) : u is g — periodic} ,
which we regard as a Banach subspace of Cf(cIS[I]), and
Ck B (cIS[I]) ={ueCh A(cIS[I) : u is ¢ — periodic} ,
which we regard as a Banach subspace of C’f #(IS[1), and
Ck(clS = {u e C*(cIS[]™) : uis ¢ — periodic} ,
which we regard as a Banach subspace of Cf(cIS[I]~), and
Ck P(eIS[)7) = {u e CHP(cIS[]7) : u is g — periodic}

which we regard as a Banach subspace of Cf 2 (cIS[I] 7). We denote by S(R™) the Schwartz space of complex-
valued rapidly decreasing functions.

In the following Theorem, we introduce a periodic analog of the fundamental solution of the Laplace
operator (cf. e.g., Hasimoto [30], Shcherbina [31], Poulton, Botten, McPhedran, and Movchan [32], Ammari,
Kang, and Touibi [17], Ammari and Kang [1, p. 53], and [33].)

Theorem 2.1. The generalized series
S = Z ;Em— —1, (2.2)
" —dn?|g12?|Q T
zez™\{0}
defines a tempered distribution in R™ such that SY is g-periodic, i.e.,

Tayye, 88 =950 Vje{l,...n},

€ej~n

and such that

ASS = Z(Sqf—,

ZEL™

where 04, denotes the Dirac measure with mass at qz, for all z € Z". Moreover, the following statements hold.
(i) S is real analytic in R™\ qZ".
(i) RL =81 — S, is real analytic in (R™\ ¢Z™) U {0}, and we have
1
AR = Z gz — 7 5
z€Z"\{0} |Q|

in the sense of distributions.



(iii) S € L (R™).

loc
(iv) Si(x) = SI(—x) for all x € R™\ qZ™.

Proof. For the proof of (i), (ii), we refer for example to [33], where an analog of a periodic fundamental
solution for a second order strongly elliptic differential operator with constant coefficients has been constructed.
We now consider statement (iii). As is well known, S¢ is a locally integrable complex-valued function (cf. [33,
§3].) By the definition of SZ, and by the equality

< EQﬂ'iq*lzva > =< EQﬂ'iq*l(fz)v ¢ > V¢ € S(Rn) s VzaezZ" \ {0} )

and by the obvious identity

1 1
—dn?| — ¢~ 12PQ]  —An?|g~ 2 |Q]

vz ez \ {0},

we can conclude that S? is actually a real-valued function. We now turn to the proof of (iv). By a straight-
forward verification based on (2.2), we have

[ su@o-ajde= [ sp@owds  voeS@).
and thus S%(z) = SI(—z) for all z € R™\ ¢Z". Hence, the proof is complete O

We now introduce the periodic double layer potential. Let o €]0,1[, m € N\ {0}. Let I be a bounded
connected open subset of R™ of class C"™* such that R™ \ cll is connected and that cll C Q. Let SZ be as in
Theorem 2.1. If p € C%(9I), we set

wloLul(e) = = [ (DSt =)t do, Ve e R

In the following Theorem, we collect some properties of the periodic double layer potential.

Theorem 2.3. Let a €]0,1[, m € N\ {0}. Let I be a bounded connected open subset of R™ of class C™* such
that R™ \ cll is connected and that cll C Q. Let S be as in Theorem 2.1. Then the following statements hold.

(i) Let p € C%*(9N). Then w,|0L, u] is q-periodic and

A(wg[0L, p])(x) =0 Vo € R™\ 8S[I].

(i) If p € C™*(0N), then the restriction w,[Ol, u)ism can be extended uniquely to an element w;‘[a]l, 1)

of Cy»*(cIS[l]), and the restriction wq[OL, pu]ism- can be extended uniquely to an element w; [01, u] of
Cy(cIS[] ™), and we have
1
wj[ [OL, p) = :|:§u + wq (0L, p] on OI, (2.4)
(Dw 0L, p)rr — (Dw; 91, p])vr = 0 on AL (2.5)

(ii) The operator from C"* () to C7*(cIS[I]) which takes yu to the function w [0, ] is continuous. The
operator from C™*(0l) to C;*(cIS[I]~) which takes p to the function wy [0, ] is continuous.

(iv) The following equalities hold

wq[OL, 1)(z) = % — % vV € oS[I], (2.6)
PR NV

wy[OL 1)(z) =1 0] vz e S[I], (2.7)

wq[0L, 1](x) = _m Vo e S[I]~, (2.8)

Q|

where |I|, |Q| denote the n-dimensional measure of I and of @, respectively.



Proof. For the proof of statements (i), (ii), (iii), we refer for example to [33]. We now consider statement
(iv). It clearly suffices to prove (2.8). Indeed, equalities (2.6), (2.7) can be proved by exploiting (2.8) and the
jump relations of (2.4). By the periodicity of wy[0L, 1], we can assume x € cl@ \ cll. By the Green formula
and Theorem 2.1, we have

I

- [ (D1~ e, = [ A58 - ) dy =10y
al I Q)
and accordingly (2.8) holds. Thus the proof is complete. ]

Let a €]0,1[, m € N\ {0}. If 2 is a bounded connected open subset of R" of class C" %, we find convenient
to set

C™(99)0 = {f e C™(9Q): [ fdo= o} .

00
Then we have the following Proposition.

Proposition 2.9. Let a €]0,1], m € N\ {0}. Let I be a bounded connected open subset of R™ of class C™*
such that R™ \ cll is connected and that cll C Q. Let SI be as in Theorem 2.1. Let M][-,-] be the map from
C™*(0)p x R to C™>(9N), defined by

Ml €)(z) = —5u(a) +wglOL (x) +€ Vo €l

for all (u, &) € C™*(0)g x R. Then M|[-,-] is a linear homeomorphism from C™*(9l)g x R onto C"™<(9I).

Proof. By Theorem 2.3, M is continuous. As a consequence, by the Open Mapping Theorem, it suffices
to prove that M is a bijection. We first show that M is injective. So let (i, &) € C"™(9)y x R be such that
M[p, €] = 0. Then,

1
—§,u(ac) + wy[OL, p)(z) = = Vx € I,
and thus, by Proposition A.3 of the Appendix, x4 must be constant. Since faﬂ udo =0, then = 0, and so also
¢ = 0. Hence M is injective. It remains to prove that M is surjective. So let g € C"*(9). We need to prove
that there exists a pair (u, &) € C"™(9l)y x R such that M[u,&] = g. By Proposition A.3 of the Appendix,
there exists a (unique) g € C"™*(91) such that

1. -
—§u(x) + w,[OL, i) (z) = g(x) Vo € Ol.
Accordingly, if we set
1
w(x Eﬁx)——//lda Vo e 01,
R

Sy Y
=——>—— | [do,
|Q|f6]1d0 B

where |I|, |@Q| denote the n-dimensional measure of I and of Q, respectively, then clearly (u,&) € C™(9l)g x R
and M[u,&] = g. Therefore, M is bijective, and the proof is complete. ]

In the following Proposition, we show that a periodic Dirichlet boundary value problem in the perforated
domain S[I]~ has a unique solution in Cy™“(cIS[I] ™), which can be represented as the sum of a periodic double
layer potential and a costant.

Proposition 2.10. Let « €]0,1[, m € N\ {0}. Let I be a bounded connected open subset of R™ of class C™*
such that R™ \ cll is connected and that cll C Q. Let S be as in Theorem 2.1. Let T' € C"™*(0I). Then the
following boundary value problem

Au(z) = vV e S[I]—,
u(z +qge;)) =u(z) VrxecdSH~, Vie{l,...,n}, (2.11)
u(z) =T'(x) Va € O,
has a unique solution u € C7*(cIS[I]~). Moreover,
u(z) = wy [OL, p](z) +§ Vo € cIS[I] ™, (2.12)
where (11, &) is the unique solution in C™* (M) x R of the following integral equation
1
I'(z) = fiu(:c) + wg 0L, pl(x) + ¢ Vo € Ol. (2.13)



Proof. We first note that Proposition A.1 of the Appendix implies that problem (2.11) has at most one
solution. As a consequence, we need to prove that the function defined by (2.12) solves problem (2.11). By
Proposition 2.9, there exists a unique solution (p,&) € C"™ () x R of (2.13). Then, by Theorem 2.3 and
equation (2.13), the function defined by (2.12) is a periodic harmonic function satisfying the third condition
of (2.11), and thus a solution of problem (2.11). a

Remark 2.14. Let the assumptions of Proposition 2.10 hold. We note that we proved, in particular, that the
solution of boundary value problem (2.11) can be represented as the sum of a periodic double layer potential and
a constant. However, we observe that we could also represent the solution of problem (2.11) as a periodic double
layer potential (cf. Proposition A.3 of the Appendix.) On the other hand, for the analysis of (1.1) around the
degenerate value (e,9) = (0, go), it will be preferable to exploit the representation formula of Proposition 2.10.

3 Formulation of the problem in terms of integral equations

We now provide a formulation of problem (1.1) in terms of an integral equation. We shall consider the following
assumptions for some « €]0, 1[ and for some natural m > 1.

Let Q be a bounded connected open subset of R™ of class C""“ such that R™ \ cl{2 is connected and that 0 € .
Let p € Q.
(3.1)

If e € R, we set
Qe=p+eQ.

Now let
€ = sup{@ €]0, +o0[: €I C Q,Ve €] — 9,9[} . (3.2)

A simple topological argument shows that if (3.1) holds, then S[Q2.]™ is connected, for all € €] — eg, eg[. We
also note that
va, (p + et) = sgn(e)va(t) Vt € 002,
€)

for all € €] — eg, eg[\{0}, where sgn(e) = 1 if € > 0, sgn(
assumption.

= —1 if e < 0. Then we shall consider the following

Let go € C™%(09). (3.3)

If (e,9) €]0,eo[xC™*(0%2), we shall convert our boundary value problem (1.1) into an integral equation.
We could exploit Proposition 2.10, with I replaced by 2., but we note that the integral equation and the
corresponding integral representation of the solution include integrations on the e-dependent domain 9€2.. In
order to get rid of such a dependence, we shall introduce the following Lemma, in which we properly rescale
the unknown density.

Lemma 3.4. Let o €]0,1[. Let m € N\ {0}. Let (3.1)-(3.3) hold. Let SE, R% be as in Theorem 2.1. Let
(e,9) €]0,e[xC™*(IN). Then a pair (0,£) € C™*(0N) x R solves equation

—%G(t)—/ (DS (t—9))va(s)0(s) dos—e"_l/ (DR (e(t—5)))vo(s)0(s) doy +€ = g(t) Ve € 9Q, (3.5)
o0 o0

if and only if the pair (p, &) € C"™*(0N)o X R, with p delivered by

u(x) = Q(E(z fp)) Vo € 09, (3.6)

solves equation

- %u(x) + wqg[0Qe, p](z) + & =T'(2) Vo € S, (3.7)

where
1

€

I(x) = g(

Moreover, equation (3.5) has a unique solution in C™*(9)y x R.

(x — p)) Vo € 08 .



Proof. The equivalence of equation (3.5) in the unknown (6, ) and equation (3.7) in the unknown (,§),
with u delivered by (3.6), is a straightforward consequence of the Theorem of change of variables in integrals.
Then the existence and uniqueness of a solution in C"*(9Q)y x R of equation (3.5), follows from Proposition
2.9 applied to equation (3.7), and from the equivalence of equations (3.5), (3.7). a

In the following Lemma, we study equation (3.5), when (¢, g) = (0, go)-

Lemma 3.8. Let a €]0,1[. Let m € N\{0}. Let (3.1)-(3.3) hold. Let 7o be the unique solution in C™=1:*(9Q)
of the following problem

—27(t) + [0 (DS,(t — 8))va(t)7(s) dos =0 Vit € 00,
{ 7770 el : (39)
Then equation
- %9(1&) - / (DS (t— 8))va(s)0(s) dos +€ = golt)  Vt €0, (3.10)
o0

which we call the limiting equation, has a unique solution in C™*(0N)y x R, which we denote by (67, £).
Moreover,

§~: goTo do , (3.11)
o0

and the function u € C™*(R™\ Q), defined by
u(t) = —/ (DS, (t — 5))va(s)f(s)dos Vi e R™\ clf2, (3.12)
o

and extended by continuity to R™ \ Q, is the unique solution in C"™“(R™\ Q) of the following problem

Au() Ve R\
u(t) (t Joq g0T0do Yt € 09, (3.13)
hlrnt_)OO u(t 0.

Proof. We first note that the unique solvability of problem (3.9) in the class of continuous functions follows
by classical potential theory (cf. e.g., Folland [34, Ch. 3].) For the C™~ 1% regularity of the solution, we refer,
e.g., to Lanza [10, Appendix A]. By Proposition A.5 of the Appendix, equation (3.10) has a unique solution
in C™%(9€Q)o x R. Moreover, as is well known, if ¢ € C"*(9f2), then

ve {500 = [ (DSu( = s)a(s)o(s)do: 0 € O (02))

if and only if

/ P19do =0,
o0

and thus € must be delivered by equality (3.11) (cf. e.g., Folland [34, Ch. 3] and Lanza [10, Appendix A].)
Then by classical potential theory, the function defined by (3.12) and extended by continuity to R™ \ 2 solves
problem (3.13), which has at most one solution (cf. e.g., Folland [34, Ch. 3], Miranda [35], Dalla Riva and
Lanza [36, Theorem 3.1], Lanza and Rossi [28, Theorem 3.1].) O

We are now ready to analyse equation (3.5) around the degenerate case (¢, g) = (0, go). We find convenient
to introduce the following abbreviation. We set

KXo =C™(00)g x R.
Then we have the following.

Proposition 3.14. Let « €]0,1[. Let m € N\ {0}. Let (3.1)-(3.3) hold. Let S%, R be as in Theorem 2.1.
Let A be the map from | — €q, €g[x C™*(0Q) X Xy o to C™(0N), defined by

Ale.g.0,6)(0) = ~30(0)- |

(DS, (t—s))va(s)d(s) dasfenfl/ (DRI (e(t—s)))va(s)d(s) dos+E—g(t) vt € 092,
o0 o0

for all (e,9,0,&) €] — €o, €[ X C"™*(0N) x Xp.o. Then the following statements hold.



(i) Let (e, g) €]0,€e[xC™*(0N). Then equation
Ale,g,0,§] =0
has a unique solution in X, o, which we denote by (0le, 9], €le, g)) (¢f. Lemma 3.4.)
(ii) Equation
A[0, 90,60, =0

has a unique solution in Xy, , which we denote by (9]0, go, €[0, go]). Moreover, (0[0, go], £[0, go]) = (6,€)
(cf. Lemma 3.8.)

(iii) Al -, -, ] is a real analytic map from | —eg, o[ x C™*(OQ) X X o to C"™*(0K). Moreover, the differential
3(975)/\[0,510,é[O,go],é[O,gO]] of A at (O,QO,é[O,gO],é[O,gO]) with respect to the variables (0,€) is a linear
homeomorphism from X, o onto C™(0N).

(iv) There exist €1 €]0, €o], an open neighbourhood U of gy in C™*(0NY), and a real analytic map (O], -], E[-,])
from ] — €1, e1[xU to Xy, o, such that

(Ole. g),Zle, g]) = (Ole, g],€[e. g]) V(e g) €]0,ex[xU,
(@[O,go], E[O’gO]) = (éa g) .

Proof. Statements (i), (ii) are immediate consequences of Lemmas 3.4, 3.8. We now consider statement
(iii). We first introduce some notation. For each j € {1,...,n}, we denote by R;[-,:] the map from | —
€0, €0[x L1(OR) to C™(clf2), defined by

RleI0= [ (Do Rielt =) /(s oy Ve,

for all (e, f) €] — €0, €0[x L} (0Q). By classical potential theory and standard calculus in Banach spaces, we
note that the map from C™*(9Q) x C™*(9Q)p x R to C™*(9Q), which takes (g,6,&) to the function

1
759(15) - /6(2(DSn(t —8))va(s)0(s)dos + & — g(t)

of the variable t € 99, is linear and continuous, and thus real analytic (cf. e.g., Miranda [35], Dalla Riva and
Lanza [36, Theorem 3.1], Lanza and Rossi [28, Theorem 3.1].) Then, in order to prove the real analyticity
of Al-,+,-,-] in | — €0, €0[XC™*(ON) X Xy, o, it clearly suffices to show that R;[-,-] is real analytic in | —
€0, €0[x L1(0Q) for each j € {1,...,n}. Indeed, if R;[-,"] is real analytic from | — g, eg[x L' (9Q) to C™<(clQ)
for all j € {1,...,n}, then by the continuity of the linear map from C"*(9Q)y to L*(99Q) which takes 6 to
(vq);0, and by the continuity of the trace operator from C™(cl2) to C™*(012), we can deduce the analyticity
of Al-,+,+,-] in ] — €, €o[xC™*(N) X Xp.o. Now let idpo and ideqo denote the identity on 92 and on cl€2,
respectively. Then we note that the map from | — €, €o[ to C"(cl2, R™) which takes € to eid.q, and the map
from | — eg, o[ to C™ (0, R™) which takes € to eidpq are real analytic. Moreover,

eclQ — €02 C (R™\ ¢Z™) U {0} Ve €] — €, €o] -
Then by the real analyticity of D, R{ in (R™\ ¢Z") U {0} and by Proposition A.2 (ii) of the Appendix,
R;[-,"] is real analytic in | — €q,€o[x L*(dR), for each j € {1,...,n}. Hence, A[,-,-, ] is real analytic in
] —€0, €0[xC™*(09) X Xyyy . By standard calculus in Banach space, the differential 99 ¢)A[0, go, 0[0, go], £]0, go)]
of A at (0, go, é[(), 9ol E[O, go]) with respect to (6, &) is delivered by the following formula:

010./A10, 90,010, gol, €10, gol) (9 P)(1) = — 505(1) - /6 [(DSnlt =s)vals)i(s)dos +p Vi€,

for all (¢, p) € X a. Accordingly, by Proposition A.5 of the Appendix, 0g,¢)A[0, go, 0[0, go], £]0, go]] is a linear
homeomorphism from X, , onto C"™*(99), and the proof of (iii) is complete. Finally, statement (iv) is an
immediate consequence of statement (iii) and of the Implicit Function Theorem for real analytic maps in
Banach spaces (cf. e.g., Prodi and Ambrosetti [24, Theorem 11.6], Deimling [29, Theorem 15.3].) a

Remark 3.15. Let the assumptions of Proposition 3.1/ hold. Let e1, U, (O[], Z[,-]) be as in Proposition
3.14 (). Then, by the rule of change of variables in integrals, by Propositions 2.10, 3.14, and by Lemma 3.4,
we have

ule, g](z) = —" 1 /&)Q(DS%(:E —p—e€5))va(s)Oe, g](s) dos + Ele, g] Va € S[Q]™

for all (€, 9) €]0,e1[xU.



4 A functional analytic representation Theorem for the solution
and its energy integral

The following statement shows that suitable restrictions of u[e, g](-) can be continued real analytically for
negative values of e.

Theorem 4.1. Let « €]0,1[. Let m € N\ {0}. Let (3.1)-(3.3) hold. Let @ be as in Lemma 3.8. Let €1, U,
E[-, -] be as in Proposition 3.14 (iv). Then the following statements hold.

(i) Let V' be a bounded open subset of R™ such that clV C R™\ (p + qZ™). Let r € N. Then there exist
€2 €]0,€e1] and a real analytic map U from | — ea, ea[xU to C(clV') such that the following statements
hold.

(G) clV C S[Q]~ for all € €] — €3, €3].
(i)
ule, g)(x) = "7 Ule, gl() + Ele,g]  VaeaV, (4.2)
for all (e,g) €]0, e2[xU. Moreover,

va(s)go(s) dos — DSE(x — p)/a s@(s) dos Ve ecV. (4.3)

U0, gol(z) = DSE(x — P)/ o Ovo

[519)

(ii) Let V be a bounded open subset of R™ \ cIQ). Then there exist é €]0,€1] and a real analytic map U from
| — &, &[xU to C™*(clV) such that the following statements hold.

G) p+ eclV CQ\ Qe for all € €] — é2,62[\{0}.
(17°)

ule, g)(p + ¢t) = Ule, g](t) + Zle,g] ~ VEtedV, (4.4)
for all (e,9) €]0, é[xU. Moreover,

U0, go](t) = a(t)  VtecdV.

Proof. Let S4, R% be as in Theorem 2.1. Let (O[,-],Z[,]) be as in Proposition 3.14 (iv). We start by
proving (i). By taking ez €]0, ¢;] small enough, we can clearly assume that (j) holds. Consider now (jj). If
(€, 9) €]0, e2[xU, then by Remark 3.15 we have

ule, g](x) = —e" ! / (DS (x — p—es))va(s)Ole, g](s) dos + Ele, ¢] Vo € clV .
0
Thus it is natural to set
Ule, g)(z) = —/ (DS (x —p —€s))va(s)Ole, g](s) dos Vo € clV
a0
for all (e, g) €] — €2, e2[xU. Then we note that
clV —p—edQQ CR™\ gZ" Ve €] — €2, €3]

As a consequence, by the real analyticity of S¢ in R™\ ¢Z™, and by the real analyticity of ©[-, -] from | —ey, 1 [ XU
to C™*(99Q)p, and by Proposition A.2 (i) of the Appendix, we can conclude that U is real analytic from

] — €2, e2[xU to C"(clV'). By the definition of U, equality (4.2) holds for all (e, g) €]0, e2[xU. Next we turn to
prove formula (4.3). First we note that

U0, gol(z) = —DS(x — p) /&m vo(5)0[0, gol(s) dos Vo € clV .

Proposition 3.14 (iv) implies that ©[0, go] = 6, where 6 is as in Lemma 3.8. Then we set
w(t) = —/ (DS (t — s))l/g(s)é(s) dos vt e R™.
o0

As is well known, w)q admits a continuous extension to cl2, which we denote by wT, and WRm\ 1 admits a
continuous extension to R™ \ 2, which we denote by w™. Moreover, w™ € C"™(cl?) and w~ € C™*(R™\ Q)
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(cf. e.g., Lanza and Rossi [28, Thm. 3.1].) Clearly, w™ = @. Then we fix j € {1,...,n}. By classical potential
theory, we have

/m(m(S))jé(s)da—s = /BQ(VQ(S))jW(S)dO—S - /6‘9(1,9(3))]_10—(8) do,

(cf. e.g., Lanza and Rossi [28, Thm. 3.1].) Then the Green Identity and classical potential theory imply that

ow™ ow™

rvols .’LUJFS Og = S;i—I(S Og = S;i—I S a
/6(2(9())j (s) do /anjam()dé /anjam()ds

(cf. e.g., Lanza and Rossi [28, Thm. 3.1].) As a consequence, since w™ = @ and [, (Z/Q(S))j dos = 0, we have

_ ou -
[ ta) i)t = [ s wdon - [ oyt
ou

N /6(2 Sj%(s) dos — /BQ(VQ(S))jgo(S) dos .

Accordingly (4.3) holds and so the proof of (i) is complete. We now consider (ii). Let R > 0 be such that
(cIV U clQ) C B,(0,R). By the real analyticity of the restriction operator from C™(clB,(0,R) \ Q) to
Cm’a(c1\7), it suffices to prove statement (ii) with V replaced by B, (0, R) \ cIQ. By taking & €]0, €] small
enough, we can assume that

p+ecHB%n(0,R)QQ Ve E]*g2,€2[.

If (e,g) €]0, é&2[xU, a simple computation based on the Theorem of change of variables in integrals shows that

ulesglp+et) = [

(DSn(t = 8))ra(s)Ole, gl(s) dos — "~ / (DRj (et — 5)))va(s)Ole, g](s) dos + Ele, ]
[519) o2

vt € clB, (0, R) \ clQ.
Now we set

G e, g) (1) = e /6 (DRY(elt = 5))un(9)0le,g)(s) do ¥t € CIB,(0,R)\ .

for all (e, g) €] — €2, €2[xU. Then we note that

eclB, (0, R) — edQ C (R™\ ¢Z") U {0} Ve €] — &, €]

Accordingly, by arguing as in the proof of Proposition 3.14, we can conclude that G ge [+, ] is real analytic from
| — &, &[xU to C"™(clB, (0, R) \ Q). Moreover, G e [0, go](-) = 0 in clB, (0, R) \ . By classical results of
potential theory and by the real analyticity of ©[-, ], there exists a real analytic map Gg, [, -] from | — €3, éa[ XU

to C™(cIB,, (0, R) \ ), such that

Gs, e, g|(t) = —/ (DS, (t — s))va(s)Ole, g](s) dos Vit € clB,, (0, R) \ cl€2,
o0

for all (e,g) €] — &, &[xU (cf. e.g., Miranda [35], Dalla Riva and Lanza [36, Theorem 3.1], Lanza and Rossi

[28, Theorem 3.1].) In particular,

Gs,[0,g0](t) = a(t) ¥t e clB,(0,R)\ Q.

Then we set _ B B
Ule, 9l(t) = Gs,[e, 9](t) + Grale,g](t)  Vt € clB,(0,R)\Q,

for all (€, g) €]—&», &[xU. As a consequence, U is a real analytic map from | —é,, &[xU to C™(clB,, (0, R)\ ),
such that (jj’) holds with V replaced by B, (0, R) \ cl2. Thus the proof is complete. ]

Remark 4.5. Here we observe that Theorem J.1 (i) concerns what can be called the “macroscopic” behaviour
of the solution, while Theorem /.1 (ii) describes the “microscopic” behaviour. Indeed, in Theorem 4.1 (i), we
consider a bounded open subset V. such that clV C R™\ (p + ¢Z"), i.e. such that its closure clV does not
intersect the set of points in which the holes degenerate when € goes to 0. Then, for € small enough, clV is
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“far” from the union of the holes UzEZ" (qz + Qe), and we prove a real analytic continuation result for the
restriction of the solution to clV. Instead, in Theorem 4.1 (ii) we take a bounded open subset 1% of R™\ clQ
and we_consider the behaviour of the restriction of the solution to the set p + eclV. We note that the set
p+eclV gets, in a sense, closer to the hole Q. as € goes to 0, and that it degenerates into the set {p} for e = 0.
Therefore, in Theorem 4.1 (ii) we characterize the behaviour of the solution in prozimity of the hole Q. in the
fundamental cell Q).

We now turn to consider the energy integral of the solution on a perforated cell, and we prove the following.

Theorem 4.6. Let o €]0,1[. Let m € N\ {0}. Let (3.1)-(3.3) hold. Let €1, U be as in Proposition 3.14 (iv).
Then there exist €3 €]0,¢€1] and a real analytic map G from | — ez, e3[xU to R, such that

/ |Dyule, g](z)? de = €"2Gle, g] (4.7)
Q\clQ

for all (¢,g) €]0, es[xU. Moreover,
Glo.gol = [ IDaPdr, (48)
R™\cIQ

where u is as in Lemma 3.8.

Proof. Let (e, g) €]0,e1[xU. By the Green Formula and by the periodicity of ule, g](-), we have

[ Daleg@ldo= [ Dalegl@moeles)e)do, - [ Daleg@re, (@ule.gl(w) do.
Q\cl2, 2Q 092 (4.9)

_enl Dule, g)(p + et)va(t)g(t) doy = —6"_2/ D(u[ﬁ,g] o(p+ Gidn))(t)llg(t)g(t) doy .
o0 o

Let R > 0 be such that cl2 C B,,(0, R). By Theorem 4.1 (ii), there exist e3 €]0, ¢1] and a real analytic map
G[-, -] from | — e3, e3[xU to C™*(clB,, (0, R) \ ), such that
p+ ecl(B, (0, R) \ cl2) C Q \ Qe Ve €] — €3, €e3[\{0},

and that

Gle, g](t) = ule, g] o (p + €id,,) () Vit € clB, (0, R)\ Q V(e g) €]0,e3[xU ,
and that
Vit € clB, (0, R) \ 2,

G0, go(t) = a(t) +
(4. 9) we have

where u, § are as in Lemma 3.8. By equality

/ Dyufe,g) ()2 dz = —"2 [ DiGle, g)(t)valt)g(t) dor
Q\cl2 o0

for all (e, g) €]0, es[xU. Thus it is natural to set

Gle,g) =~ [ DiGle.gl(t)va(t)g(t) dot
o0

for all (e,9) €] — €3,e3[xU. Then by continuity of the partial derivatives from C™*(clB, (0, R) \ ) to
C™m=La(clB, (0, R) \ ©), and by continuity of the trace operator on 9Q from C™~1<(cIB, (0, R) \ Q) to
C™=L2(9Q), and by the continuity of the pointwise product in Schauder spaces, and by standard calcu-
lus in Banach spaces, we conclude that G[-, -] is a real analytic map from | — e3, e3[xU to R and that equality
(4.7) holds. Finally, we note that

G0, go] = — . Da(t)va(t)go(t) doy .

By classical potential theory and the Divergence Theorem, we have

Dia(t)va(t)do, = 0. (4.10)
o

Then, by the decay properties at infinity of @ and of its radial derivative and by (4.10), we have

— | Da(t)va(t)go(t)doy = — | Di(t)va(t)(go(t) — €) doy = / |Da(t)|* dt
a0 a0 R7\clQ2

(cf. e.g., Folland [34, p. 118].) As a consequence, equality (4.8) follows and the proof is complete. o
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Remark 4.11. In Theorem 4.6, we have shown a real analytic continuation result for the energy integral of
the solution on the perforated fundamental cell @Q \ cl€., which degenerates into the set Q \ {p} for ¢ = 0.
We note that the energy integral fQ\le |Dule, g](z)|? dz tends to 0 as (€,g) goes to (0,go) if n > 3, while in

general this is not true if n = 2. Moreover, since the map from | — €3, e3] to R which takes € to €"~2Gle, go| is

real analytic, Theorem 4.6 implies the existence of e? €]0, €3] and of a sequence of real numbers {a, }?‘;O such
that

/ |Dyule, go(z)|? do = Z a;e Ve €]0, e?[,
Q\clQ. =0

where the series converges absolutely in | — 63#,6?[. Clearly, analogous considerations for the “macroscopic”

and “microscopic” behaviour of the solution can be derived from the results of Theorem 4.1.

A Appendix

In this Appendix, we collect some results exploited in the article.
We have the following known consequence of the Maximum Principle.

Proposition A.1. Let I be a bounded connected open subset of R™ such that R™ \ cll is connected and that
cll C Q. Let uw € C°cIS[I]7) N C*(S[I] ™) be such that

u(z + ge;) = u(z) Vo eSO, Vie{l,...,n},

and that
Au(z) =0 Ve e S~ .
Then the following statements hold.
(i) If there exists a point xo € S[I]™ such that u(xy) = maxgg - u, then u is constant within S[I]~.
(i) If there exists a point xo € S[I]~ such that u(wo) = minggy - u, then u is constant within S[I]~
(iii)
max u = maxu , min « = minw.

cIS[I) - ot cIS[I) - al

Proof. Clearly, statement (iii) is a straightforward consequence of (i) and (ii). Furthermore, statement
(ii) follows from statement (i) by replacing « with —u. Therefore, it suffices to prove (i). Let u and x¢ be as
in the hypotheses. By periodicity of u, sup, g~ u(x) < +o00. Then by the Maximum Principle, © must be
constant in S[I]~ (cf. e.g., Folland [34, Theorem 2.13, p. 72].) |

We now introduce the following Proposition on nonlinear integral operators (see [37].)

Proposition A.2. Let n,s € N, 1 < s < n. Let M be a compact manifold of class C' imbedded into R™ and
of dimension s. Let KC be a Banach space. Let W be an open subset of R™ x R™ x IC. Let G be a real analytic
map from W to R. Then the following statements hold.

(i) Let r € N. Let Q be a bounded open subset of R™. Let
F= {(¢,z) € CO(M,R™) x K: ¢l x (M) x {2} C W} .
Then the map Hg from F x L*(M) to C"(cl)) defined by

Hel, 2 f1(x) = / G, 6(y), 2)f (y) doy, Vo € I,

M
for all (¢, z, f) € F x L*(M) is real analytic.

(ii) Let m € N. Let o €]0,1]. Let ' be a bounded connected open subset of R"™ of class C. Let
F# = {(1/1, 6, 2) € C™(clY, R™) x CO(M, R™) x K: 9(cl) x ¢(M) x {2} C W} .
Let HEE be the map from F# x LY(M) to C™(clQ') defined by
HEW. 6.5 010) = [ GU®).00). )fw)ds, Ve s,

for all (¥, 9,2, f) € F#* x LY(M). Then Héé is real analytic from F# x LY(M) to C™<(clY').
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Then we have the following result of (periodic) potential theory (see also Lanza [14, p. 283], Kirsch [38].)

Proposition A.3. Let o €]0,1[, m € N\ {0}. Let SZ be as in Theorem 2.1. Let T be a bounded connected
open subset of R™ of class C™* such that R™ \ cll is connected and that cll C Q. Let SI be as in Theorem
2.1. Then the following statements hold.

(i) The map wy[0, -] jo1 is compact from C™*(0N) to itself.

(ii) Let M[-] be the map from C™(l) to itself, defined by

M)(t) = —gu(e) + w oL l(e) Ve € I,

for all p € C™*(9N). Then M[] is a linear homeomorphism from C™(0L) onto itself. Moreover,
{JTI[A]; \e R} =R, (A.4)

where we identify the constant functions with the constants themselves.

Proof. We start by proving (i). Let RZ be as in Theorem 2.1. We set

wloL W0 == [ (DS, = (et o veea.

for all p € C"™*(9T). By classical potential theory and by the compactness of the imbedding of C"*(9T) into
C™-B(9N) for B €]0, af, we conclude that the operator w[dL, -] from C™(9I) to itself is compact. Indeed, case
m = 1 has been proved by Schauder [39, Hilfsatz XI, p. 618], and case m > 1 follows by taking the tangential
derivatives of w[d], -] on Ol and by arguing by induction on m. We also set

w0 = = [ (DR = n(e)p(s) o Ve a.

for all p € C™*(9l). Clearly, wq[0L, pu] = w[OL, p] + wge[OL, ] on JI, for all p € C™(Jl). For each
je{l,...,n}, we set

Nga ;[f1(t) = - LH(DszZ(t —3))f(s)dos Vt € cll,

for all f € L'(81). By Proposition A.2 (i), Ngs ;[-] is linear and continuous from L*(9I) to C™*(cll).
Moreover, by the compactness of the imbedding of C™*!(cll) into C™(cll), Nga ;[-] is compact from L*(81)
to C™(cll) (cf. e.g., Lanza and Rossi [28, Lemma 2.1].) Then by the continuity of the map from C"*(9T)
to L'(dI) which takes p to (v1);1, and by the continuity of the trace operator from C™%(cll) to C™(9l),
we immediately deduce the compactness of wga [0L, -] from C™(9I) to C™*(9l), and, as a consequence, of
wy[0L, -]jo1. Hence the proof of (i) is complete. We now turn to the proof of (ii). By the Open Mapping
Theorem, it suffices to prove that M [[] is a bijection. By (i) and by the Fredholm Theory, it suffices to show
that M| ] is injective. So let € C™(8I) be such that

1
—§,u+wq[aﬂ,,u]20 on .

By Theorem 2.3, w, [0l u] is a solution of the following problem

Au(z) =0 Vo e S[I]—,
u(z +qe;) =u(x) Va eSO, Vie{l,...,n},
u(z) =0 Vo e Ol.

As a consequence, by Proposition A.1, w, [JL, ] = 0 in cIS[I]~. In particular,

%w; 0Lyl =0  ondl.
Then, by formula (2.5),
%w; 0Lyl =0  on JI.
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Accordingly, by Theorem 2.3, w;r [0, p]jcir € C™(clll) is a solution of the following problem

9 y(z) =0 Vacdl.

oy

{ Au(x()zo Ve el,

As a consequence, there exists a constant ¢ € R such that w [01, u] = ¢ on cIS[I]. By formula (2.4),
= w; [0, ] —wy [O1, ] = ¢ on OI.

Therefore, by formula (2.8),

M[u] = w, [0 c] = c% on OI,

and so ¢ = 0. Hence, p = 0. Finally, equality (A.4) follows immediately from (2.6). Thus the proof is complete.
O

Finally, we have the following well known result of classical potential theory.

Proposition A.5. Let a €]0,1[, m € N\ {0}. Let Q be a bounded connected open subset of R™ of class C"™*.
Let N[-,-] be the map from C"™*(0Q)g x R to C™*(00Q), defined by

N, &(z) = f%,u(z) - /ém(DSn(z —y))va(y)uly) doy, + & Vo € 00,

for all (u, &) € C™*(0Q)o x R. Then N[, \| is a linear homeomorphism from C™*(9Q)y X R onto C™<(9%2).

Proof. Clearly, N is linear and continuous (cf. e.g., Miranda [35], Dalla Riva and Lanza [36, Theorem 3.1],
Lanza and Rossi [28, Theorem 3.1].) By the Open Mapping Theorem, it suffices to show that it is a bijection.
By well known results of classical potential theory, we have

cme (o) = {~5u) = [ (DS~ y)valw)uty) doy: 1€ MO o < xon >

o0

where xaq denotes the characteristic of 9Q (cf. e.g., Folland [34, Ch. 3] and Lanza [10, Appendix A].) On the
other hand, as is well known, for each v in the set

1 m,o
(=500~ [ DS~ o, u e cmeom)},

there exists a unique p in C™*(9N) such that

{ () = —3u(x) = [Ho(DSn(x —y)va(y)uly)doy, Vo e 09,
Joqudo =0

(cf. e.g., Folland [34, Ch. 3] and Lanza [10, Appendix A].) As a consequence, for each ¢ € C™*(9), there
exists a unique pair (u, &) in C™*(9Q) x R, such that

d(x) = —%u(w) - /aQ(DSn(w —y)vauly)doy +§ Vo €0Q,

and so N is bijective. Thus the proof is complete. m|
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