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THE MONGE-AMPERE SYSTEM IN DIMENSION TWO IS FULLY
FLEXIBLE IN CODIMENSION TWO

DOMINIK INAUEN AND MARTA LEWICKA

ABSTRACT. We prove that every C'(@)-regular subsolution of the Monge-Ampere system posed
on a 2-dimensional domain w and with target codimension 2, can be uniformly approximated
by its exact solutions with regularity C***(@) for any o < 1. This result asserts flexibility
of Poznyak’s theorem for isometric immersions of 2d Riemannian manifolds into R?, in the
parallel setting of the Monge-Ampere system.

1. INTRODUCTION

The purpose of this paper is to prove the full flexibility of the Monge-Ampere system in
dimension and codimension d = k = 2. For the introduction to the Monge-Ampere system
with arbitrary d,k > 1 we refer to [9], while the history of the problem and the description of
the recent results in which various convex integration techniques have been used to increase
the flexibility exponent in function of d = 2 and k > 1, we refer to [10, 11} [7].

In our present setting, one seeks a 2d vector field v on a 2d domain w, solving:
DetVZv=f in wcC R
where Det VZy = (0110, O22v) — ‘8127)}2 for v:w — R
The closely related problem of finding an isometric immersions of a Riemann metric g on w:
(Vu)'Vu=g in w,

for u:w — R,

(1.1)

(1.2)

reduces to (1.1)) upon taking a family of metrics {g. = Idy +2e2A} .o each a small perturbation
of Idy with A : w — Rg;n% satisfying —curlcurl A = f. Making an ansatz u. = ids + ev + 2w
and gathering the lowest order terms in the e-expansions, leads to the following system:

1
§(VU)TVU +symVw=A4 in w, (1.3)

for v,w:w — R?,

which is a higher dimensional version of the ”very weak Monge-Ampere equation” studied for
d =2,k =1 in [12], and related to the von Kdrmén equations appearing in the theory of
elasticity. On a simply connected w, the system is equivalent to: curl curl (%(VU)TVU) =
curl curl A, which is Det V20 = —curl curl A. This brings us back to , reflecting the agree-
ment of the Gaussian curvatures k of g, and of surfaces u¢(w), at their lowest order terms:

r(ge) = —€ecurl curl A + o(€?),

2
k((Vue)TVue) = —%curl curl ((VU)TVU + 2symVw) + o(€?) = EDet V20 + o(€?).
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Our main result pertaining to (1.3)) states that a C!-regular pair (v, w) which is a subsolution,
can be uniformly approximated by exact solutions {(vy,wy)}0>;, as follows:

Theorem 1.1. Let w C R? be an open, bounded domain. Given the fields v,w € C'(w, R?),
and A € COP(@,R2%2), assume that:

sym
1
A> (i(Vv)TVv +symVw)  on @, (1.4)

in the sense of matrix inequalities. Then, for every exponent o with:

a<min{§,1} (1.5)
and for every € > 0, there exists v, € C»*(@w,R?), such that the following holds:
lo—vlo<e o —wlo<e
1
A-— (§(V6)TV6 +symVa) =0  in .

As a byproduct, we obtain the density of solutions to in the space of continuous functions.
We also point out that, according to Poznyak’s theorem [0l Chapter 2.3], any smooth 2d
metric has a smooth local embedding in R*, namely a solution of . Our density result,
albeit only valid for Holder continuous solutions, is stronger in the following sense: rather than
yielding existence of a single solution, it implies that an arbitrary subsolution to can be
approximated by a C1® solution. We expect that, using the corrugation ansatz of [2], one can
prove a similar result for the system as well.

Corollary 1.2. For any f € L= (w,R) on an open, bounded, simply connected domain w C R?,
the following holds. Fix an exponent  in the range . Then, the set of C1*(w,R?) weak
solutions to is dense in C°(@,R?). Namely, every v € C°(@,R?) is the uniform limit of
some sequence {v, € CH*(w,R?)}>°,, such that:

DetVo, =f on w forall n>1.

In section below, we give an overview of our approach and the new components of the
proofs. The main technical contribution is the following ”stage” construction, whose iteration
via the Nash-Kuiper algorithm ultimately provides the proof of Theorem

Theorem 1.3. Let w C R? be an open, bounded, smooth planar domain. Fix two integers
N,K > 1 and an exponent v € (0,1). Then, there exists ly € (0,1) depending only on w, and
there exists oy > 1 depending on w,vy, N, K, such that the following holds. Given the fields
v,w € C3(@ + By (0),R?), A € COP(w+ BQZ(O),RE;H%) defined on the closed 2l-neighbourhood of
w, and given the positive constants [, A\, M with the properties:

L <o, A1 > o, M = max{||v]l2, w2, 1}, (1.6)

there exist 0, € C?(w + By(0),R?), such that, denoting the defects:

1 - 1
D=A- (i(w)TW +symVw), D=A- (§(V@)TV@ + symVi), (1.7)
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the following bounds are valid:

15— vlls < CX2(IDllg? + M),

[ —wlh < X (IDg"* +1M) (1 + DIl + 1M + [ Vollo) e
IV2o]lo < CW(HDW +IM), s
IV24]|o < C(/\Z)K;NM(\DH(I)/Q +IM) (1 +|IDlly" + IM + [Vl lo), o
HﬁMSCQ%AQWHm%$$&P) (1.8);

Above, the norms of the maps v, w, A, D and v, w, D in - are taken on the respective
domains of the maps’ definiteness. The constants C' depend only on w,~v, N, K.

By assigning N sufficiently large, we see that the quotient 7 n of the blow-up rate of || V||

with respect to the rate of decay of ||D||o, can be taken arbitrarily close to 1/K, whereas this
last quotient approaches 0 for large K:

li li = 1i li =

KgnooNE;noorK’N KgnooNgnoo KN K—oo K
Since the Holder regularity exponent deduced from iterating the “stage” as in Theorem
depends only on the aforementioned quotient of the blow-up / decay rates, and in fact it equals

m (see section |§| and Theorem , this implies the range claimed in lj

1.1. Overview of the strategy of proofs. For an extensive description and comparison of
the different techniques used in proving the flexibility of the Monge-Ampére system, we refer to
[7]. In the following, we only present the new contributions of the present work. As customary
for n = 2 (see [5], B, 10, 1T}, [7]), the new fields ¥, in Theorem are constructed from v, w
by first diagonalizing the associated defect D modulo a symmetric gradient:

D + symVV = a%1d,

see the details of this decomposition in Lemma Then two perturbations are introduced
in the form of highly oscillatory corrugations, designed to replace, respectively, each of the
two rank-one components of the diagonalized defect: a?e; ® e; and a?es ® eo, by lower order
defects E' and E?. These perturbations are added to v in distinct codimensions, according
to the ansatz, where the frequencies A < p and the secondary amplitude b are be chosen
appropriately, and where I is a suitable periodic function (see Lemma :

- a b
v=v4+ XF(/\xl)el + ﬁf(uaﬁg)eg, (1.9)
The matching perturbations added to w are as in [9]. We note that the ansatz (1.9)) leads to an
"unbalanced” map ¥, whose component @' oscillates rapidly in the x; direction and slowly xs,
while the second component #2 behaves conversely. This observation is a point of departure
for the new construction in this paper, ultimately leading to Theorem [1.3], as we now explain.

Our first novel contribution is the observation, parallel to that in [2], that refining the ansatz
for the perturbation in w enables a partial cancellation of the errors E! and E?. Specifically,
all but one of the terms in E' take the form ~y(Az1)H, where v is a periodic function with
zero mean, and H is a symmetric matrix field oscillating at a much lower frequency than A.
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Through an ”integration by parts” argument (see Lemma resp. [2, Proposition 2.4]) we
express, up to an error of arbitrarily small size:

vH ~ sym Vw, + Gea ® eg,

for a suitable vector field w.. Subtracting w. from the original ansatz on w thus cancels vH,
up to a new error term Ges ® es, plus the lower order terms. The new error has the same size as
~vH , however, it can be canceled exactly by choosing the amplitude of the second perturbation
to be b = va? — G. This effectively allows for the removal of the first rank-one component
a’e; ®e; in the original defect, with almost no extra error. The same procedure is then carried
out for the second perturbation. All but one of the terms in E? take the form 4(A\z2)H, where
5 and H follow analogous properties as v and H. Again, we write:

iﬁ :symvwc—l-éel ® eq. (1.10)

Augmenting the ansatz for @ with @, cancels H up to the error term Gel ®eq1. Here, the second
codimension plays a critical role: due to the unbalanced nature of ¥ from equation , the
magnitude of G is significantly smaller than that of H. Initially, when perturbations are added
only once, this effect is not yet visible, as v satisfies balanced estimates and A can be chosen
arbitrarily close to the oscillation frequency of v (which makes the map v + $I'(Azy)e; still
balanced). However, 0 now possesses unbalanced estimates, so upon iterating the described
procedure starting from o, the corresponding G exhibits improved estimates.

Our second novel contribution, following the approach in [7], is that repeating the above pro-
cedure (whose single iteration is presented in Proposition , for the total of K times and
across K pairs of codimensions, yields the rapid improvement of the estimates in the ”stage”
Theorem Along the way, we observe that one error term in E' remains inaccessible to the
integration by parts argument, namely a term of the form 2 H, since its oscillating factor does
not have zero mean over a period. This term is handled by decomposing it as:

v2H = (’72][V2 dt>H+]['y2 dt H.

The first term in the right hand side above can be managed again via the ”integration by parts”
argument, while the second term is absorbed into the decomposition in Lemma (3.1}, using a
simplified version of Ké&llén’s iteration.

1.2. Organization of the paper and notation. In section [2| we present the preparatory
lemmas on the mollification and commutator estimates, the basic Kuiper corrugation step con-
struction, and the integration by parts decomposition statements. Section [3| contains a simple
version of the Kallén’s iteration, written for the general scaled defect fields. The iteration
counter equals N as in the statement of Theorem Section [ is devoted to our new ”step”
construction in which we utilize the two codimensions to reduce the defect via the two afore-
mentioned decomposition techniques. In section [5| we iterate such steps towards a ”stage” for a
total of K times, going over K pairs of codimensions and proving Theorem Finally, section
[6] recalls the Nash-Kuiper iteration scheme and provides the proof of Theorem

By ]ngxn% we denote the space of symmetric 2 x 2 matrices. The space of Hélder continuous
vector fields C"™(w,R¥) consists of restrictions of all f € C™(R? R*) to the closure of an
open, bounded domain w C R2. The C™(@, R¥) norm of this restriction is denoted by || f||m,
while its Holder norm in C™" (@, R¥) is || f||;m- By C we denote a universal constant that may

change from line to line, but it depends only on the specified parameters.
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2. PREPARATORY STATEMENTS

In this section, we exhibit the basic preliminary statements that will be used in the course of
our convex integration constructions. The first lemma below gathers the convolution estimates
and the commutator estimate from [4]:

Lemma 2.1. Let ¢ € C°(R?,R) be a standard mollifier that is nonnegative, radially symmetric,
supported on the unit ball B(0,1) C R? and such that Jga @ dz = 1. Denote:

1
di(x) = fd(b(%) for all 1€ (0,1], z € R?.
Then, for every f,g € CO(R%,R) and every m > 0 and 3 € (0, 1] there holds:

IV (F %6l < ol o (21,
If = £ dillo < Cmin {2V Fllo, UV £llo. 2% fllos } (2.1);
IV ((fg) * ¢n — (f = d) (g% 1)) llo < C™V £llol|Vgllo, (2.1)3

with a constant C' > 0 depending only on the differentiability exponent m.

The next auxiliary result is specific to dimension d = 2. We reformulate [3, Proposition
3.1], see also [10, Lemma 2.3], which provides the defect decomposition with the necessary
equidistributed elliptic estimates on the decomposition components:

Lemma 2.2. Let w C R? be an open, bounded, Lipschitz set. There exist maps:
T L (w,RE2) — Wh2(w, R?), a: L*(w,R2%2) — L*(w,R),

Sym Sym
which are linear, continuous, and such that:
(i) for all H € LQ(w,ngXH%) there holds: H + symV (V(H)) = a(H)Idy,
(ii) ¥(Id2) =0 and a(Ids) =1 in w,
(iii) for allm > 0 and~y € (0,1), ifw is C™ 27 reqular then the maps ¥ and @ are continuous
from C™7 (@, R2X2) to C™ 17 (@, R?) and to C™7 (@, R), respectively, so that:

Sym

19 (H)lm+1,y < ClHllmyy and |a(H)|my < Cl|Hllmy — for all H € L} (w,RED).  (2.2)
The constants C' above depend on w, m,~y but not on H. Also, there exists lg > 0 depending

only on w, such that are uniform on the closed l-neighbourhoods {& + BZ(O)}le(O,lo) of w.
As the next preparatory result, we recall the “step” construction from [9, Lemma 2.1], in which
a single codimension is used to cancel one rank-one defect of the form a(x)%e;®e; fori =1...2:

Lemma 2.3. Let v,w € C}(R%,R?), A > 0 and a € C%(R%,R) be given. Denote:
_ 1 = 1 = 1
['(t) = 2sint, TI(t) = 5 cos(2t), T(t)= —5 sin(2t), T(t)=1- 5 cos(2t),
and for a fized i,k = 1,2 define:

t=v+ a()\x)l“()\xi)ek, W=w-— a()\gc)l“()\xi)vyk + a)(f;)l_“()\xi)Va(x) +

Then, the following identity is valid on R?:

a(z)?

1 1
(§(V17)TV27 + symVa) — (i(Vv)TVv + symVw) — a(z)%e; @ ¢;
) (2.4)
a a — 1 =
= —XF(/\xi)Vzvk + FP(Agc,-)v% + 321 (A2i)Va ® Va.
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Finally, the following result is a more explicit version of the integration by parts decomposition
of [2], and provides a new ingredient of the proofs, with respect to our prior observations in
[9, [10] 1T), [7]. More precisely, it yields a new defect’s decomposition, complementary to that in
Lemma which, through removing a further symmetric gradient from the given oscillatory
component of a defect at hand, reduces it to a defect of higher order in the frequency, plus
another term that agrees in the frequency yet has a lower rank.

Lemma 2.4. Given H € C**1(R2,R2X2), A > 0, and I'y € C(R,R), we have the decomposition:

sym
FO(ixl)H = (—1)k+lrk;1k(+éxl)symVLk
+ symV<i(—1)iwLi) + <i(—1)iri\(;\ﬁl)P¢> ez ® €3 )
where the functions I'; € C*(R,R) satisfy the recursive definition.:
=Dy foral i=0...k, (2.6)
while L; € CKH1=1(R2 R?) and P; € CF174(R%,R) are given in:
Lo = (H11,2H12), Py = Ha,
Li = (8" H11,20\) Hys + 0V, H11), _ (2.7)
po 28%””32}[12 e 1)a§i*2)a§2)]{11 forall i=1...k.
In particular, there holds:
symV L, = 6§k+1)HHel ®ep + (28£k+1)H12 + (k+ 1)6£k)82H11)sym(61 ® e2)
+ 20Ny Hyy + k0" V0P Hit) e @ es.
Proof. 1. We start by checking that for all i = 0...k — 1 there holds:
symVL; = sym(L;11 ®e1) + Pir1ea ® eo. (2.8)

At i =0 we have L1 =11 = (81H11, 201 H1s + 82H11) and P11 = P = 209 H12, hence:
symVLo = 01Hiie1 ® e1 + (201 Hia + 02Hi1) sym(er ® e2) + 20:Hyz €2 ® e
= sym(L1 & 61) + Pies ® es.
On the other hand, for 7 > 1 it follows that:
symVLl- = a§i+1)Hll e1 e+ (28§i+1)H12 + (’L + 1)851)82}[11) Sym(61 (039 62)
+ (200 0y Hyg + 0\ V0P Hyy) ea ® €9
=sym(Lit1 ®e1) + Py e ® ea.
This validates (2.8]). Observe also that ([2.6]) yields:

Li(Azq) Cit1(Azy)
it O \it2

symV L; + symV (MLZ) (2.9)

Sym(Li b2y 61) = \it2
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2. The proof of (2.5)) is carried out by induction on k. At k = 0, we use (2.9) together with
the obvious decomposition H = sym(Lg ® e1) + Pyes ® ea, to get:

Lo(A To(A Lo(A
O(A:El)H— O(Axl)sym(Lo@Ja) + of xl)Po ez ® ez
'y (Ax 'y Az To(Azy
— 1()\2 1>symVLo+symV(1(/\21)Lo> + 0(/\1 )P e2 ® e

Assume that (2.5)) holds at some k > 0. The first term in its right hand side can be rewritten
in virtue of (2.8)) and (| . as:

T
(_1)k+1 k+1 ()‘xl) symVLk

M\k+2
= (_1)k+1wsym(l/k+l ®er1)+ (—1)k+1wf’k+1 e2 @ ez
= (—1)k+2WSymVLk+1 + (—1)k+1symV(WI)kH>
+ (‘DHIFkt\lk(j\fl) Ppi1e2 ® es.
Summing with the other two terms of , the identity follows at k + 1 as claimed. |

A symmetric decomposition holds with respect to xo rather than xy:

Corollary 2.5. Let H, A\, T'g be as in Lemma and {T; € C*(R,R)}*! as in . Then:

To(Axo Lry1(Az2) =
3 )H = (—1)k+l%symVLk
k L) k (\z2) (2.10)
z—l— >,
—i—symV(Z(—l) W Z) (Z )\H—l P)61®€1,
=0 1=0

with L; € CFH1=4(R2, R?), P; € CF1-{(R% R) given in:
Lo = (2H12, Ha), Py = Hy,
Li = (205 Hyy + 10005 ™Y Hyy, 85 Hoyy), , (2.11)
~ - 9 (i forall i=1...k.
By = 20,08V Hyy + (i — 1)0P 05 Ho,

In particular, there holds:

symVEk = (2816§k)H12 + k‘a§2)6§k_1)H22)61 ® eq
+ (28§k+1)H12 + (k‘ + 1)818§k)H22)Sym(61 & 62) + 8§k+1)H2262 & €9.

We remark that if 'y has the general form asin(3t) or a cos(f5t), as is the case for the zero-
mean periodic profiles I', T' or I' — 1 in Lemma then the primitives I'; are of the same form
& 2 sin(ft) or 5 < cos(ft). All their derivatives are then bounded, which allows the uniformity of

estimates in Proposition and is the reason why we work with T — 1 instead of T.
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3. TaueE KALLEN ITERATION

In this section, we carry out a simple version of Kéllén’s iteration, with the purpose of
canceling the non-oscillatory portion of the last defect term in the right hand side of (2.4)),
corresponding to /\%Va ® Va. The remaining portion %(f’()\:cl) —1)Va ® Va will be canceled
(in the leading order terms) via an application of Lemma The matrix field H in the
statement below should be thought of as the scaled defect D in the proof of Theorem

Proposition 3.1. Let w C R? be open, bounded, smooth and let N > 1 and v € (0,1). Then,
there exists lp € (0,1) depending only on w and oo > 2 depending on w,vy, N such that the
following holds. Given the constants I > 0, u, A > 1 and an integer M, satisfying:

1 <o, M7 > poy, M >0, (3.1)
and given the field H € C*°(w + BZ(O),REJH%) with the property:
IV H|g < p™ for all m=0...M +2N, (3.2)

there exist a € C*°(w + By(0),R) and ¥ € C®(w + By(0),R?) such that, denoting:
1
F = a’ldy + symVVU — H + FVa ® Va,

there hold the estimates:

¢ 3C c1/2 3011/2
Y << 2y V2 < g < v/2
FH S et S —p and g M sas ——pl,
W < Cu? and  |[V*¥|lo < Cup,

(m) 42 m (m) /2, m (3.3)
[Vi™aZllo < Cp?p™ and V™ allo < Cp?=p
Hv(m)]_-HO <C 7Mm forall m=0...M.

(AN

The constant C depends only on w,~, while C depends on w,~, N, M.
Proof. 1. (Iteration set-up) With the help of Lemma we will inductively define scalar
fields {a; € C>(w + B;(0),R)}Y; and vector fields {¥; € C>®(w + B;(0), RQ)}?; such that:

a?ldy 4+ symV¥,; = H —&_; forall i=1...N,

1 ) (3.4)
where &; = §Vai ® Va; forall i=0...N,

where we have set ag = 0. Declaring:
a=ap, \I/:\I/N, so that f:gN—gN_l,

the bounds (3.3) will be implied by the following estimate, that we prove below for i = 1... N:

~1/2 ~1/2
%;ﬂ <a?< %;ﬂ and CTﬁﬂﬂ <a < 3¢ lﬂ/Qa (3.5)1
Va2 |o < Cp?p™  and ||Vl < Cud/2p™ forall m=1...M, (3.5)2
[illh < CuY and  [[V2¥lo < Culp, (3.5)3
HV(’”) 51 — 51;1 ||0 S C/LW = - forall m=0...M. (3.5)4
( ) 3 /)?

The constant C' in will be shown to depend only on w,~. Other constants C' depend: in
(3.5)2| on w,y,n, M and only M + 2(i — 1) + 1 derivatives of H; in |(3.5)s| on w,~,7 and only
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2+ 2(i — 1)derivatives of H; in|(3.5)4| on w,~y, N, M necessitating the full condition (3.2)). The
last bound in (3.3]) follows from [(3.5)4] and the second condition in (3.1)), because:

m

ATAN 1
Y Fllo = [V (€ — En-1)lo < Cu™ - < (2 <O~
157l = IV (8 = Ev-1)l s <) G =

We start by observing that the second bound in is implied by the first one, because:
) )< \L( L
C1/2y0/2 Cuv
Likewise, the second bound in |(3.5)q| follows from the first one in view of |(3.5);} in virtue of
the Faa di Bruno formula:

1V ™ a,]lo < CH Z a@z(l/zfmf...fpm ﬁ Va2
p1+2p2+..mpm=m z=1
IV &) a2 \P- m
<clodo 3> (i) < ey

P1+2p2+..mpm=m z=1

necessitating the same number of derivatives bounds in condition (3.2). Applying Fad di
Bruno’s formula to the inverse rather than the square root, yields:

m ||V @ +az)i| pz c
176 (- 1+a)u ng S II( cU:hﬂ ) < okt (36)

p1+2p2+..mpm=m z=1

with the the same dependence of constants and using the same number of derivatives of H as
in the corresponding bounds on a; and a;41.

2. (Induction base i = 1 and definition of C) Let the linear maps @, ¥ be as in Lemma
applied with the specified . From the bound on ||H||; in (3.2), we obtain:

la(E)llo < CllHlloy < C(IHlo + | Hllg "IVHIE) < O

where C' depends on w, 7. We declare C to be four times the final constant above, leading to:

_ C
la(H)llo < 17 (3.7)
This results in the validity of the first bound in |(3.5);], where we set:
a? =Cp’ +a(H), W =U(H)-Cuidy, (3.8)

while the identity (3.4) holds because & = 0 and:
H = a(H)Idy + symV (¥(H))
= (a31dy — Cp1d) + (symV ¥y + Cp1dy) = afldy + symV ;.

Further, using the bound on ||H|[as41 in (3.2)), we obtain for all m =1... M:

IV™atllo < ClH sy < C(I1H | + IV Hllg IV HIF)

< C(um + pmE 0y < opopm,

where C' depends on w,~y, M. The above implies the first bound in |(3.5)s} Towards we
apply (B:9) and use (3:2) up to |[H a2 in:

[Velly <0 30 APIVEDalol v arly < € 32 A < o

(3.9)

m

pt+q=m ptrq=m
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valid for m < M, with C depending on w,~, M. The above is precisely |(3.5)4| since & = 0.
3. (Induction step: bounds [(3.5) v [(3.5)2) Assume that [(3.5)4] [(3.5)2} [(3.5)4] hold up

to some 1 < i < N — 1, necessitating (3.2)) to estimate derivatives of H only up to M + 2i. We
will prove the validity of the same bounds at i + 1, necessitating (3.2)) to estimate || H ||ar+2i41-
We start by noting that, as a consequence of )4}, for allj =1...tand m =0... M we have:

yvomf M\
G = () (3.10)

necessitating the bounds on || H||3742:+1 and with C' depending on w,~y,i, M. This yields:

IV (€5 = E-1) oy < O 0T

: Y w' /(M p)? "
Vg oq < Cp™ Y (g ) € Cutpm O < o 3.1
17 &los > () oy = o B
as 17 /(A /u)? < XN/ (M p) <1/0¢ < 1/2 from the second assumption in . In particular:
€ CllE Ll C
a(&; < ; <C < —
”CL( Z)HO — ” ZHOKY — (A/ )2 = 4

provided that o is large enough, in function of w,~,i. Recalling (3.7]), the above yields the
well definiteness of a?, ; together with the first bound in ((3.5)1} upon defining:

az. = Cu" +a(H - &), Ui =V (H — &) — Cuids. (3.12)
The identity (3.4) clearly holds from Lemma (i). Towards proving ((3.5)2 we apply (3.11])
and the bound on ||H|m,  in (3.9), to get:
IV a2, llo < CIUH = Eillmy < C7p™ (14 = ST ) < e

for all m =1... M. Above the constant C' depends on w,, i, M and condition (3.2]) has been
used only up to M + 27 4+ 1 derivatives of H.

4. (Induction step: the bound |(3.5)4) We continue the inductive step argument and
show [(3.5)4| at i + 1, necessitating (3.2)) to estimate derivatives of H up to M + 2(i + 1). From

the definitions (3.8) and (3.12)), it follows that:
a?Jrl — a? = —Eb(gi - &'—1).
Consequently, recalling (3.10) we get:

i

v (a2 )l < Cll& = E1llmn < Cpp™ (<o—,
Ve = @l < 16— Eictllms < W (-

which together with (3.6)) implies:

1
IV @i = adllo <O 32 IVt~ ad) o[V (),

pa=m (3.13)

'y/2 m M
N YIE:

for all m =0... M, with C' depending on w,~,7, M and where we used bounds in (3.2)) on the
derivatives of H up to M + 2i + 1. Towards proving |(3.5)4} we use the identity:

Vai+1 ® Va1 — Va; ® Va; = V(ai+1 — ai) ® V(ai+1 — (li) + ZSym(V(aiH — ai) ® Val)
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and estimate, using (3.13)), the already established bounds|(3.5)a} |(3.5)4f

IV (i1 = &)
<C Y AV I (a1 —a) o (VU aiallo + IV ailfo)
ptq=m

m+2 ,v/2,,7vi m

H o /2 (i+1) H
< = = e < Cu —_
Y e PV E

which is exactly [(3.5)4] at @ + 1, with the right dependence of constants and order of used
derivatives of H (up to M + 2i + 2), as claimed.

5. (The bound [(3.5)3]) From the definitions (3.8)), (3.12) we obtain, for all i = 1... N in
virtue of Lemma @ (iii) and (3.11)):

1Willy < (17 + [ Hlloy + I€i-1lloy) < Cu7,

e
3/

IV2@illo < C(I1H |11,y + [|€i-1

17’7) < C'U"Y(/'L—i_ ) < C/,L’YILL?

with C' depending on w, vy, and where we used the bounds in (3.2]) on the derivatives of H up
to 2+ 2(i — 1). This ends the proof of Proposition [ |

4. THE QUADRUPLE STEP CONSTRUCTION IN TWO CODIMENSIONS

In preparation for the recursive construction of the “stage” in the proof of Theorem [1.3
we first present its main building block, whose bounds we index using the eventual recursion
counter j = 0...K. The given quantities are referred to through the subscript j while the
derived quantities carry the consecutive subscript j + 1. Namely, we have:

Proposition 4.1. Let w C R? be open, bounded, smooth and let N > 1, v € (0,1). There
exists lg € (0,1) depending on w, and oy > 1 depending on w,~y, N such that the following
holds. Given are the following quantities:

e a constant | > 0, an integer M, and frequencies prj_1, \j, ftj, Njy1, hj+1, satisfying:

1—
l < lO; )\J+’1y > Hji00, M > 17 (41)
T<pj1 <A<y < ANjg1 < g,
e two positive auxiliary constants B; and éj, satisfying:
(B;/C)"? < min { £, 5721, (4.2)
Aj A+
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e the vector and matriz fields v;, w; € C*(w+ By(0),R?), Ay € C*®(w+ By(0), R2%2), such

sym

that together with the derived field Dj = Ag — (%(ij)Tij + symVuw), they obey:

V™D, |p < CN’ju;” forall m=0...M + 3N +4, (4.3),

(

1808 Aot < Bl/2 w/2/\t+1ﬂj . \\a§t)a§5)812v;\\o < B;/Quj/gl/\éﬂjﬂ,

”8('5 8(5 622111”0 < Bl/2 “1/2 )\t 1,uj+%7

Ha t)a(s o U2H0 < Bl/Quj/QlAt.+2,u,S-_ Ha(t)a(s b 2U2H0 < Bl/Quz/%)\t-—H,ué

”8(t 8(5 622U2H0 < Bl/QM;//Ql)\t s+1
forall t+s=0...M+ N +2. (4.3)2

Then, there exist vjy1,wji1 € C°(@ + Bi(0),R?), such that denoting the new derived field
Djy1=Ag — (é(VUjH)TijH + symejH), there hold the estimates:

e the counterparts of |(4.3)1| and|(4.3)| at the new counter j 4 1:

. 1 1 1
VOD. o < CCiu™ + +
| j+1llo J“J“((Ajﬂ/ﬂj)N (Hj+1/Aj+1)? (“J'/Ajy)

forall m=0...M

(0708 0110t o < OC20 2N s,

16065 0150t llo < CCY2 )AL st
(®) 5(s) < e 7/2 t1 2 1
0 ] < N5

(15/Aj+1) " 1>’

4.3)s
1 (
8(75)8(5)8 02 <Ccl/2 7/2)\t+2 s—1 1),

1917057 0140741l JHMJH<()\j+1/x\j)(>\j+1/ﬂj+1) )

Ha(t)a(s)amv +1H0 < 001/2 7/2)\t—i+-11’u§+17

Hc’)a 8(8 a5 +1H0 < CCl/Quz/QAtHujﬁ, forall t+s=0...M,

with constants C' depending on w,~y, N, M,
e bounds on lower derivative orders on displacements in v and w:

loja1 — vsll < CC2p)", (4.4),

lwi —wilh < CCF U (I1Vvsllo + C*)"?),

I3 (w1 — w;)llo < CC W (Ivgllo + €2 1] ) iy,
with C depending on w,y, N.

Proof. 1. (Applying Proposition and adding the first corrugation) We apply
Proposition on the set w with parameters v, N, ly, og, and I, M, and:

- 1
w= s, )‘:A]-‘rla H:TD‘]v
Cj
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upon validating (3.1]) by -, and (3.2)) by |(4.3) Havmg thus obtained the fields a, ¥, F, we
define ajy+1 € C® (w —{—Bl(O) R) \IJJ+1 c C>® (OJ _|_ BZ(O) R? ) ]:JJrl c COO(w + Bl(O) R2><2) by:

Sym
aj+1 = Cj a, ]+1 C \IJ Fj+1 == C].F
The field Fj41 is the first of the four error fields to be constructed in the proof, given by:
1
Fi1 = a?HIdQ +symVV¥; 1 —D; + o 1 Vaji1 @ Vajiq. (4.5)
Jj+
Properties (3.3) yield the following;:
oG 3CC; crelr sc2ei?
i S aia == and P e < =), (4.6)1
| v (™) aj+1H0 < CCju},u;-" and  ||[V™a; 4]0 < C’C’l/2 W/Q,ugn for m=0...M+ N +4,
(4.6)2
~ u
VM FE o< CCi—2L——  forall m=0...M, 4.6)3
| sl T (N1 /)N o
1l < CCul, IV 1all0 < CCju] . (4.6)4

where the constant C depends only on w, v, while constants C' depend on: in on w,vy, N
and in on w, v, N, M. We now define the first of the four pairs of the intermediate
fields V1, W1 E C‘X’(w + B(0), RQ) by setting, in accordance with Lemma [2.3| at i, k = 1:

ﬂr()‘jﬂﬂfl)ela

Vi= v; + b\
J+1

(4.7)
a; —
Wi = w; — LT (A1) Vol + 2T (A 120) Vag + s +1F()\j+1:p1)61 F U,

: P
Aj+1 A1 j+1

Consequently, recalling (4.5 and (| . we get:

D(Vi, Wy) = Ay — (§(v1/1)Tv1/1 + symVWW)

1 1
=D, - ((5(VW'VW + symvwl) = (5(Ve) Vo symVuy))

= a3 11y +symV¥;, + AQ Vaj1 @ Vajy — Fijm
Jj+1

s
B (G?+161®€1 - )\JA—H F()\j+1x1)v27)]1' + )\]2+ F(/\j+1x1)V2aj+1
J+1 J+1

1 =

N2
)\JJrl

Giet ajt1
=a’ e2®ey — Fjy1 + <)\J‘7J4:1F()\j+1$1)v Y~ ;TJFF()‘J'HQCI)VQGJH
Y jt+l

+ (>\J+1$1)va3+1®va]+1 + symV\IJ]H)

— 7(f‘ - 1)()\j+1:n1)Vaj+1®Vaj+1).

2. (Applying Lemma [2.4)) We now apply the formula (2.5) with £ = N to H being each
of the matrix fields aj+1ij and aj+1V2aj+1 and Va1 ® Vajt1, to the frequency A = \ji1,
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and to the profile Iy being each of: T', I' and r— 1, respectively. Define:
Vo =1,

N
Wo — W- —1"ML- R v
2= 1+Z( ) \i+2 Z(ag+1 Uj)
i=0 J+1

N —

Ti1(Nisqx (4.9

- Z(—l)’ﬂf\igll)]ﬂ (aj11V%a;11) :
i J+1

1=0
N (T = 1)i1(N\js121)
i - 1+1 j+141
-1 >\+i+3 P Li(Vajen ® Vagia),
1=0 7+1

where we recall the definition of {L;} in (2.7) and note that the recursive formula for taking

the antiderivatives in |D returns periodic functions {I';, [';, (T — 1),-}?:51 whose all derivatives
are bounded. By Lemma and (4.8) we write:

. 1
D(Vo, Wa) = Ay — (i(vvg)Tvv2 +symVWs) = D(Vi, W1) — symV (W — W)

(4.10)
= —Fir1+Gir1+ (a5, + Gea ®ea,
where the second error field Gj 11 € C*°(w + B;(0), R2%?) is given by:
Ini1(Ajm1za
Gjt1 = (1)N+1+>\(Nf2r) symV Ly (a;11V?vj)
i+
Tn41(Aj+11)
- (_1)N+1)\N—j_3 symV Ly (a;+1V?a;1) (4.11)
41
T —1)yii(Ajz
- (—1)N+1( ))\]J\;_;,_(g 1) symVLy(Vajz1 ® Vajy),
J+1
together with the corrector function G € C*(w + B;(0),R) in:
N N _
ZFZ i1y Zrz Aj+1T1
G = Z(_l) (/\gl)Pi(ajHV%}) - Z(_l) %B‘(%HV%J’H)
=0 Jtl i=0 Aj
N _ (4.12)
i -1 s ;i 121
- (-1 ( ;iigﬁ )Pi(vaj-H ® Vaji1)
i=0 Jj+1

where P; are given by the formula (2.7). In the next two steps of our proof, we will show that:

V™G, o < 06— el m—0... M (4.13)
! ROV ’

which is similar to the bound on the first error term F;,; in and that:

o

i ym
— " forall m=0...M + 2, 4.14
At /g I (41

which is lower order than the bound on a?_H in|(4.6)2} The constants C' depend on w,~y, N, M.

IV Gllo < CC;
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3. (Proof of the estimate (4.13)) By (2.7) we observe that the right hand side of (4.11])
consists of three types of terms:

Cn1(Nj+171) o (v 2.1 Ty 1 (Njr121) o v 2
In1 = )\N—in( D (aj11V?0}), Iy = )\N—isv( ™ (a;41V2a11),
Jj+1 Jj+1

T—1
IIIns = ( )N]-\l}i(;‘]+1$1)v(N+1)
)\]-H

(Vaj+1 02y Vaj_H) .

Using the bounds for V2v1~ in|(4.3)2/and for a;4; in|(4.6)2} we obtain:

IV Iy allo <€ MYV (05, V201 |

p+g=m
2 1/2 51/2 Uy 2
<C 3T NIV ey o VED g < OB Py N A Y et
p+g=m p+q_m
u+z=q+N+1 u+z=q+N+1
A

<C,6,1/2 1/2 il \P—N—2 q+N+1>\ <C’C1/2 1/2M j+1

pg:m R b T (Njr /) V(N /Ag)

(B;/Cy)'/?

< CC,
A Aj /)N (Nj1/Ag)

where the last inequality follows by the second assumption in (4.1) and with the constant C'

depending on w,y, N, M. Similarly, we get:

IV Ty allo + V™ T T lo

<C Y N TUIV™ai ol VEPagillo + IV Vagi o VEVag o)

p+g=m
u+z=q+N+1

p—N-3 u+z+2 p—N—-3 q+N+3
<CCJMJ E Ajs1 <CCJMJ g N1 Hy
p+qg=m p+gq=m
utz=q+N+1

- A N A
< CC; y_o g+t < cC.—“itt
it (Njr/py)NH3 T (Nj1/pg) N2

In conclusion, (4.13]) follow in view of (4.2]) and above obtained bound:

5 \m (B-/C‘-)l/Q
vimg. < CC; gt I ).
IVG1llo < €0t (S +1)

4. (Proof of the estimate (4.14))) As before, formulas (2.7 imply that the right hand
side of (4.12)) consists of the following types of terms:

I'(A; Ti(A; i )
IV, = LAj121) aj 4102205, IV, = Lz Zillxl)3§ Yo, (aj+1012v;) for i=1...N,
Jj+1 G+1

(A i .

vV, = %aﬁ 2)852) (ajﬂanvjl-) for i =2...N,
Aj

Ti(\ T —1);(\

7, = (A‘jj;xl)v(” (a51V2%a;01), 111 = iz(+2]+1x1)v< )(Va$?) for i=0...N.

7+1 7+1
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By exactly the same argument as in the previous step, we obtain the bound:

HVWUMb+meHmm<céggiﬁLff forall i=0...N
= N /)

The finer bounds on IVy, IV; and V; follow from |(4.3);| and |(4.6)o}

10705 villo < ¢ 37 A0S0 (0410000} o

p1+qi=t
u U z 2242
<O 7 W00y ol oF 5 o} o

p1+qi =1
U+ 21 =q1
U2 + 22 = s

<CCl/2 1/2 'y Z )\]+1 MUI+U2AZ1 I,UZZ+2 <CCl/2 1/2 ’Y Z )\j+1 Mq1+8)\ ,Ufjfl
Prt+qa =t pl—HIl t

ul + 21 = q1
Uz + 22 =8

(Bj/C)'? 1
(15 / ) (N =) Nja/pg

)\t MS
<0C?B) ) U = 0y
By~ Oty

Similarly, for all i = 1... N and with C' depending on w,~, N, M, we get:

Ha%t)aé§)1‘m”() S C Z )\‘]72}’»—17,—1 Hai(]l‘f‘i—l)aés-f-l) (ag+1612?1 ) HO

P1+q1=t
<c 30 A a0 Va8 ko

p1+aq1 =t
urt+z1=q +i—1
Ug + 290 = s+ 1

~1/2 51/2 ~ p1—i—1 wjtusyz 1 ~1/2 1/2 p1—i—1 q1+2+s -1
< . . ! E U1z 1 2 < . . E
_CC] B] H; )\j+1 Hj )‘ -1 —CC] B] )\]+1 Hj Hj—1
pr+q =t p1+(J1 t
ur+z1=q1+i—1
g + 29 =s+1

< 001/2 1/2 ~ )‘t+1ﬂg < CC1/2 1/2 ~ )‘§+1M§
1] 11
Bi T (Vg1 /1) (N1 / 1 —1) Bi T (Njr1/ 1) (e 1j—1)
(B;/C))'/? 1

= C’C Y . ’
jH1kH (k3 / X)) Njr /i) (Nj/ g—1) - Aja/ 1y
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and also, foralli=2...N:

”8£t)858)%“0 S C Z A?}F—li—luaifhﬁ-i—ﬁaés-‘r” ((Z]+1611’U )HO

p1tq1=t
p1—i—1y o(u1) o(u2) (2142) o(22) 1
<C E >‘j+1 101705 " aj+1llol|0; 2} UjHO
p1+aq1 =t
up +21=q1+1—2
Ug + 29 = s+ 2

gCéj/Qle/Q'u; Z >\§.1|_11 1'u]1+u2)\z1+1 22 <CCI/2 1/2 »y Z )\?_li_ll 1 ;11+1+s>\]

p1+q1 =t P1+Q1 t
uy +21=q1+1—2
Uz + 22 =5+ 2

<001/2 1/2 ~ )‘§+1N§ <CCI/2 1/2 ~ /\§+1N§
1] 1]
B T (N1 /1) N1/ A5) b T (Nj+1/ 1) (Njr1/Aj)
(B;/Cj)'? 1

CC’ X s : .
TRV (i /) (N )% N/

Gathering the three above displayed formulas, we arrive at:

- (Bj/Ci)'? 1
(i/ X)) Ajr/mg’

which implies the bound (4.14)) in view of the assumptions (4.2]).

5. (Adding the second corrugation) We define the third pair of intermediate fields
V3, W3 € C®(@ + B;(0), R?), using (2.3) with i,k = 2 and the amplitude dictated by (4.10)):

1095 G lo < CCN; i)

bj+
Vs =V, +

Ty 12)es,
Hj+1
bis bit b7 4.15
W3 = Wa — LD (pj 129) Vod + LT (pj122) Vbjay + 2T (141 22)ea, (4.15)
Hj+1 MJH Hj+1

2 2
Where bj+1 = aj+1 —+ G

Firstly, we argue that b;j 11 € C*(w + B;(0), R) is well defined and it satisfies:

CC, - = ~1/2 ~/2
“ ) <05y <200 andso bl < e, (4.16),
. AT
IV llo < CCY30 S forall m=1...M +2, (4.16),

TN/
where C in|(4.16);|depends on w,~, N, and in|(4.16)ofon w,~, N, M. Indeed, by (4.14)) we have:

o
J

so taking Aji1/p; sufficiently large by assigning large oo in the second condition of (4.1)), in
function of the pre-fixed w,~y, N, there follows|(4.16) through From the same estimates:

A
]|Vm)62+1||0<C’C]u YL forall m=1...M+2,
I N1/ 1
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which implies [(4.16)of by an application of the Fad di Bruno formula:

Hv(m)b]—O—IHO S CH Z b?(+11/2—p1—...—pm) H ‘V(z)b§+1

p1+2p2+..mpm=m

HV +1H0 ~1/2 ~/2 )‘7711
< Cl1bj+llo > I1 <o T
p1+2p2+..mps=m z= 1< CCJMA{ ) ! / )‘j+1/uj

Secondly, recalling (4.10) and Lemma we note that:

Pz

. 1
D(Vs, Ws) = Ag = (5(VV5)" VV5 + symVIVs)

1 1
= D(Ve, W2) = ((5(VV)TVVs + symVWa) = (5(VVa)TVVa + symVWa))  (4.17)
b
= —Fj1 +Gja1 + LT (120) V20F — Hjp
Hj+1
with the third error field H;41 € C®(w + B(0), ]ngxrfl) given by:
b; -
Hjp1 = j+ F(u]+1x2)V bjt1+ F(uj+1x2)Vbj+1®Vbj+1. (4.18)
]+1 J+1

We estimate, using |(4.16)1| and |(4.16 )9}

IV Hllo<C Y ks (Hv(q (bi11V2b41) o + V9 (V11 @ Vbj11) [lo
pt+g=m

< CY i UV by lollVEbisallo + [V Vbsallol VEFDbj14 o)

p+q __m
vrese (4.19)
A )‘t'iqlJrz ~ 1 1
<OCiu) MP*Q J < OC; J . J
T P-i;m TN/ Mg/ A1)? N/

A M35
<CC;—2_ forall m=0...M,
! (Mj+1/>\j+1)2

with C' depending on w, vy, N, M.
6. (Applying Corollary -} We now apply 1.' with K = 1 to H = j+1V21)]2- the
frequency A = 141, and the profile I'y = I', and define the final fields:
viy1 = V3,
D1 (pjr122) = (4.20)
wipr =Wy + Y (=1) = =55——=Li(bj1V*}),
i=0 Hjt1

where we recall the definition of {IN/i}ZlZO in (2.11) and the recursive formula of taking the
antiderivatives in (2.6)). By Corollary and (4.17)) we obtain:

Dj1 = D(V3, W3) — symV(wjt1 — W3) = —Fjp1 + Gjp1 — Hjp1 + Zjm (4.21)
where the final, fourth error field Z;.1 € C*(w + B;(0), ngxn%) is given by:

r, .T;
Tji1 = MsymVL1(bj+1V v?) + Z (M%lm)

p (b]+1V U )81 X eq, (4.22)
'“J+1 Hrjtq
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and can be estimated as follows, using the bounds on V2v in |(4.3)2f together with [(4.16)

1000 T allo < €Y WV ERID) (0419 %02) g

ptq=s
+ 03 w1085 (010102 o+ C S @10V (b1 01202) o
pt+g=s p+q=s

z u1+u 2142 z
<0 N @IV @la oY) o+ € ST Wl IVt o] 05 002

pPt+qg=s ptqg=s
ut+z=t+q+2 up +z1 =t
uz + 22 =q

+C Y IV oo o Vg

P+aqg=s
uy +2z1=t+1
uz +22 =¢q
~1/2 1/2 ¥ z+1 p—1yui+tus\21+2 20—1
<COBW (Y0 N T D AR
pPtqg=s ptg=s
ut+z=t+q+2 wuy +2z1 =t

u2 + 22 =q

P—2yui+tuz y21+1
+ Z “J+1>‘J+1 )‘ “J )
ptg=s

Uy +2z1=t+1
uz + 22 =¢q

1/2 p1/2 3\ t+q+2 1yt4q 2 2\tHa+ly
<CC B; 7( Z P At H+ Z K A Ay e Z M A J)
ptg=s ptq=s ptq=s

s ) 1 1 1
<CC’1/2B1/2 j+1H 1k n n .
T A/ <(/~Lj+1/>‘j+1)3 (g1 / Njr1) (g / X5)? (uj+1/>\j+1)2(ﬂj/>\j)>

In conclusion, the second assumption in and ( . 4.2)) yield:

1 1
< =
IVl < O ( et /Aj)2> forall m=0...M.  (4.23)

7. (Proofs of|(4.3)1]—|(4.4)1) We deduce|(4.3),| directly, by the decomposition (4.21)), in
view of the four error estimates |(4.6)3}, (4.13)), (4.19) and (4.23). To show |(4.3)2| note that:

1017057 (v] 41 = vf)llo < € 3 NIV agaalle < OC; 0y 37 N ud®

p+q=t ptg=t
< oM,
||5§t) s)( v, — 0 )||0 <C Z M]+1||V(q+t billo < 001/2 v/z Z M?—i—%)\gil‘i
ptq=s p+q=s
< 001/2 ’7/2)\t+1uj+1’
in virtue of definitions (4.7)), ( and the bounds [(4.6)s} [(4.16)1} |(4.16)2} In particular,

the above also implies |(4.4)4] Further combined with the assumption |(4.3)q], we get, for all
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t+s=0...M and with C depending on w,~y, N, M:

1O \1/2
S) < 1/2 "//2 t+1 s (B]/C])
107057 9110},110 < €C Ak J( Aj+1/ Az +1)’

1017057 0r20] 1 llo < CCF 32X ((iﬁ)/ +1),
||8 8)622“ j+illo < 001/2 7/2)‘3;1 jJr ( MJ/MJ J1/C /\1//2)\y+1) " 1)’
o050l < CC A N (),
101705791207 1 o <CCl/2 7/2)‘5111 §+1< in?/;m 1)’
o008 sl < €€} 205 2ot (LEEE ),

This yields [(4.3)o] recalling the assumption (4.2)).
8. (Proof of|(4.4)s| - corrugations bounds) Recall the decomposition:

wjs1 —wj = (W1 —wj) + (Wa = W) + (W3 — Wa) + (w41 — Ws). (4.24)

By (4.7)),[(4.6)2}, |(4.6)4} |(4.3)2| and the assumption (4.2) we get:

W1 — wjlr < C(H‘I’jﬂ\ll + [lajs1llolVollo + llaj+1ll3

IVaji1llolVoillo + llajtallollV2illo + llajalloll Vajallo

Aj+1
N laj+1llolVaj+1llo + HV%+1\3>
22
1
Bl/2M7/2
<Ccl/2 ’Y/Q(HVUIH +Cl/2 ’7/2+ J ><Ccl/2 ’7/2(”vv1” +Cl/2 W/Q),
Aj+1/A;

with constants C' depending on w,~, N. Similarly:

IV (W1 — wj)llo < C<||V2‘I’j+1||o + Ajr1 (lajellol Vollo + llajll)

+ (IVajllol Vojllo + llasllol V2oillo + lajsllol Vajiallo)
N IV2aj+1llolVoillo + IVazlloll V0] o + llaz+1lloll V0] o
Aj+1
. laji1llol V2ajiillo + [ Vajiallg
Aj+1
n lajillollV2ajialo 4; ||Vaj+1||0||v2aj+1||0)
Ai1
< 0C42 (1N 0Hlo + CF 1)) Mg
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For the bounds of the difference of W3 and W, we use (4.15)),(4.16);] |(4.16)o| and [(4.3)a} (4.2):

W3 = Wax < C(HijrIHOHV%ZHO + {1015
N Vb 1llol Vo llo + 1bj41llol V207 llo + [1bj+1 110l Vos+1]l0

i1
HbJ‘HHOHV2 ]+1H0 + HVba+1||o)

'u']+1
Bl/QM'y/Q
<CCl/2 7/2(HV1)2H +C1/2 ’7/2_’_ J 1)
41/ 1

< Ccl/2 7/2(HV,U1” +Cl/2 7/2)7
3= W2)llo = O Hi+1([105+1lloll VVjllo j+1110
IV (W5 — Wa)llo < C (6541110107 lo + [1bj1115)

+ (IVbss1llol Vo3 llo + b5+ 1ll0[IV*0F o + [1b541 110/ Vb 4110)
N IV 1[0l Vo lo + Vb1 llol V205 lo + [1bj411l0l| V307 lo

Hj+1
N 15511101 V2bj11llo + Vb1

Hj+1
Hbj+1”0HV3b3+1H0 + IVDj 410l V? ]+1Ho>
i
< oC* WP (IVe2llo + C 21 i

9. (Proof of|(4.4)-| - decomposition bounds) Pertaining to the application of Lemma
and Corollary we estimate the difference of Wy and W using (4.9)),(4.6)a} |(4.3)2l (4.2]):

TV (aja V20D lo VO (a501V2az41) lo + VD (ValZ)) llo

IWe Wil < C o+ C 2 =
i=0 Ajt =0 Ajt
N+1 1/2 ~/2 1/2 ~/2
~ B " C’ L ~
<oy LI L) < CCiu]
g — (()\j+1/)\j)1+1 ()\j+1/ﬂj)’+2 I

Similarly, the second derivatives’ difference satisfies:

T2 V(a2 o IVD(aj31V2ai41)llo + VO (Va$E ) llo
HVZ(WQ . WI)”O S C Z < ( ;\';" ]) + J ] )\Z+1 741 )

i=0 Jj+1 j+1
S
< CCjpjAjyr,

whereas to estimate the difference of w41 and W3 we additionally use (4.20)), [(4.16)1}, |(4.16)2t

VD (b;11V*02) o

BY/2, /2

iy
w Wall; < C L2 <oy L DL <o,
feoja =Wl ; ity Z(/’L]+1/)\]+1)Z+l "
IV (bj11V202) o .
V2 (w1 — Wa)llo < cz (b ) < CCyp] pjva,

i—0 /‘j+1
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with constants C' depending on w,y, N. Combining the bounds of steps 8 and 9 for the four
quantities appearing in (4.24]), we arrive at |(4.4)sl The proof of Proposition is done. [ |

5. THE STAGE CONSTRUCTION AND A PROOF OF THEOREM [L.3|

We are now ready to complete the “stage” in the present version of the convex integration
algorithm. It requires a given number K of iterations of the quadruple step construction put
forward in Proposition Since the first two iterations do not satisfy assumptions
and they have to be considered separately, with the same components of the proof of
Proposition carried out in steps 2-5 of the proof below. As we argue in the proof, the
natural choice for the progression of frequencies is as depicted in Figure

/g\A oN . oN/2 o oN/2 oN/2
R R D T S T Y
(007 wO) (Ulﬂ wl) (U27 w2) (U37 wS)
DO Dleo/UN Dngl/UN DgNDQ/ON

FIGURE 1. Progression of frequencies and consecutive defects’ magnitudes in
the proof of Theorem

Proof of Theorem [1.3l

1. (Setting the initial quantities) For the given double iteration numerals N, K > 1 and
the regularity exponent v € (0, 1), we take [y and o( as in Proposition Let v, w be as in
the statement of the theorem, together with the positive constants I, A, M, where we denote:

o=\
and assume the following version of (|1.6]):
1<ly, ol >cK0N2vg M > max{||v]o, [|w]o, 1}. (5.1)

Resolving (5.1) against ([1.6)) will be the content of step 8 below. We now observe that the

second assumption in 1) implies that )\;J_FY > pjog for all j =0... K — 1, upon defining:
1 gitE+1)N/2
o= 7 Bj=——7 forall j=1...K,
. (5.2)
oI (1+N/2)
)\j:f forall 0=1...K,
because then indeed:
A
Tl -G A+N/2)y )y > oI KA+N/277 > 50 for all j=0...K.
My

We first construct the fields vg,wo € C*°(@ + Bi(0),R?), Ag € C>°(& + B;(0), RZ%3) by using
the mollification kernel as in Lemma 2.1k

1
vg=vk¢, wog=wx*¢, Ag=Ax¢;, Dy=Ay— (i(vvo)TV’Uo + symeg).
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From Lemma [2.I] we deduce the initial bounds, where constants C' depend only on w,m, N, K:

HU()—Q}Hl—I—H’wo—’U)Hl < Cl/\/l, (5.3)1
140 = Allo < C17|Allo g, (5.3)2
V™V 20010 + ||v(m>v2w0\|0 < ZQM for all m=0... K(3N +4), (5.3)3
V™Dl < (HDHO + (IM)?) for all m=0... K(3N +4). (5.3)4

Indeed, [(5.3)1] [(5.3)2 follow from [(2.1)5] and in view of the lower bound on M. Similarly, [(5.3)3]
follows by applying |(2.1)]to V2v and V2w with the differentiability exponent m — 1. Since:

Do =D x ¢l — 7((Vv0) VUO - ((V’U)TV’U) * gf)l),

we get [(5.3)4] by applying |(2.1)1] to D, and |(2.1)3] to V.

2. (The first iteration: from j = 0 to 1; the defect bound) We follow the proof of
Proposition starting with vy, wo, Dy and parameters consistent with |(5.3)4} |(5.3)sl (5.2):
- ~ 1
Co=C(||D]jo + (IM)?), Bo=Co, Xo=po= i
Recall that )\ ~7 > ugog by the second assumption in . Thus Proposition ylelds the
fields a; € Coo(w + B;(0),R), ¥; € C®(@w + B;(0),R?) and ]-'1 € C®(w + B(0), Rsyxn%) which

satisfy same bounds as in [(4.6)1H(4.6)4]

)\:)\1<,u1.

o122 301/201/2 ~
g sm s %ugﬂ and [V arlo < CCy g,
5.4)
v F o < 0007 (
| | VDL
191]s < CCopg,  V*¥illo < CCopgpo-
Bounds (4.13]) and (4.14)) likewise remain the same:
~ AT ,u
VMG o < CCo~—— VMG o < CCoy AT 5.5
V™G0 < Oy, V™Gl < Cosli (5:5)

which together with (5.4)) implies that b; = (a? + G1)"/? € C®°(@ + B;(0),R) is well defined and
satisfies, as in|(4.16)1| and i4.16ig|:

b1]lo < CC1/2 7/2 and  [|[V™by o < 001/2 3/2)\)\/'& for m > 1. (5.6)
0
Consequently, the bound as in (4.19) is still the same, namely:
vl < 0OV T 5.7
v < 00y 6:1)

Now the fourth error term Zj, defined in (4.21]), enjoys the worse bound than that in (4.23]):

2
oo Tillo < €30 ST VD (5,9263) g

=0 p+q—s

)\ S _ )\t ’us
<cC v/2 —i— 1)\z+q+t <CC v/2 MM Yoo i Lty
oo Z Z gl Ho = Tl pi/po = i/

(5.8)

=0 p+q=s
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because although is as before, derivatives of the different components of V2vg have the
same bound in (5.6)). Combining (5.4)), (5.5)), (5.7)), (5.8) we obtain the principal bound:

~ 1 1 ui’
VD, || < CCou™ + CCo—=
H 1” — 0/’61 <()\]_/,UzO)N /14]_/)\]_) OH]_/)\]_ (59)
forall m=0...(K —1)(3N +4),
which corresponds to|(4.3)1} by setting according to ([5.2)):
pi/x = (Ai/uo)N = o™ (5.10)

3. (The first iteration: from j = 0 to 1; the remaining bounds) Recalling ,
(4.15)) and using (5.4)), (5.6|) there follows:
vy — volly < CCY2u7?, (5.11)

together with the bounds on V2v;, corresponding yet inferior to valid with uniform
constants C depending only on w,v, N, K forallt +s=0...(K —1)(3N +4):

Ha 811v1||0 <C 1/2 t+s+1+cél/2 ’7/2)\t+1 <C’Cl/2 ’Y/Q)\t—H 18,
||81 82 812v1||0 <Cl/2 t+s+1+Ccl/2 ’7/2)\7& s+1 <CCl/2 7/2)\t S+1’
oo 5)8221;1”0 < Gy Pttt 4+ €Oy g PN gt < €Oy g P At
Ha 311U1||0 <01/2 t+s+1+001/2 7/2)\t+2 s 1 <CC’1/2 ’)’/2)\t+1
Ha 812v1||0 <C 1/2 t+s+1+ccl/2 ’7/2)\t+1us <C’Cl/2 7/2)\t+1 s
Ha 82 822v1||0 <Cl/2 t+s+1+001/2 7/2)\t s+l <CCl/2 7/2)\t s+,
Carrying out the remaining bounds as in steps 8 and 9 of the proof of Proposition we get:
lwr = wolls < Gy (I 9wollo + Co"*ui"?)
< CCYP 1P IVl + IM + Gy i) < €GPl (IVollo + Co/%),  (5.13)
192w - wo>||o<001/2 3(1Vello + ') .
in view of-- . and .

4. (The second iteration: from j =1 to 2; the defect bound) We follow the proof of
Proposition starting with vy, w;, D; and parameters consistent with ((5.9)), (5.12)) and (5.2):

Co
pi /A
so that |[V(™Dy|lg < Cypf™ and that l) is valid with CC’é/ % in its right hand side replaced
by Bll/ % Recall from || that )\é_7 > p00, allowing for the application of Proposition |3.
which yields ag € COO((D + Bl(O),R), Py € C®(w + BZ(O),R2> and Fy € COO((I) + BZ(O) Rg;m)
These satisfy, as in |(4.6)1H(4.6)4]

c1/2¢12 301/200L/2

1 M¥/2 <ay < 1 M¥/2
2 2
IVe™ Fallo < COv 5
(A2 / )V

1911 < CCuu, HVQ‘I’zHo < OO .

i

(5.12)

~ ~ A
0120 31200, MII;ZMIU:)\2<M27

and  |[VMagll < CC 2],
(5.14)
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The bound (4.13)) likewise remains the same, as (C~'0/C~'1)1/2 < (ul/)\l)l/z < A\2/A1, and then:
I
(Ao/p)™

I'(A2z1)

Regarding (4.14]), we only need to estimate derivatives of IV, = Tagﬁggv% as in step 4 of

the proof of Proposmon using and -

18788 1V o < € Z Aé"lllaf”aés (a2220}) |10
pt+g=t

<0 Y Aol aglo) 0 a5l o

ptqg=t
ur +2z1=4q
U + 220 =8

§CC*11/QCN’S/2;Q Z )\gflﬂ%ﬁun\?ugzﬂ < 05’11/25’3/%? Z AL~ 1 q+su
pta=t p+ag=t

ur +21=4q
Uz + 22 = 8

IV G,llo < CC (5.15)

~ ~ t A 1AN/2
< 0011/203/21@ A5 1] _ CCl)\ Y(CO/Cl)

A2/ o A2/ po
resulting in, in view of ((1.6)) and (/5.9)):
_ g C~' /61)1/2
v(m)G2 0 < CClAm Hq . : ( 0
| | * Xo/pn (pa /M) min { A /po, (ha/pn)(M/po), (Mo/p)?}
B D V4
+CC <C0C 22—,
1)\2/ p1 1)\2/M1

Together with (5.14)) the above implies that by = (a3+G2)'/? € C®(@+ B;(0), R) is well defined
and satisfies, as in |(4.16);| and |(4.16 )9}

Iballo < CCY2ud? and ||V, < Céll/QM;/?AA/ for m > 1. (5.16)

Consequently, the bound as in (4.19) is still the same, namely:

(m) e Ik 1
Hv H?HO > CCI (MQ/AQ)Q' (5 7)

Towards estimating the fourth error term Zy in (4.21)), we proceed as in step 6 of the proof of
Proposition noting the new estimate in view of the inferior bound on 91107 in (5.12)):

DI e T | L Eely S a0 e A T e

ptq=s p+qg=s
uy +21 =t
uz + 22 =¢q

<001/2 1/2 Z /L2 )\U1+U2)\Z1+1 22 <001/2 1/2 Z Mg )\Q+t)\1

pt+qg=s P+q s
uy +2z1 =t
uz + 22 =q

(Co/Cr)!/?
(n2/M1)(p1 /A1)’

< CE2E0 A2/“A2 CONus
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and concluding the bound corresponding to (4.23)):

IV T o < OO (GofOn) 2 (5.18)
- 2 (pa/Xo) min {(p2/X2)?, p1/A1, (42/A2)(11/ M)}
Together with (5.14)), (5.15)), (5.17)), the above implies the second principal bound:
~ 1 1
VD, < CCy + cC
92 < 00t (75wt ) < S (5.19)

forall m=0...(K —2)(3N +4),
which corresponds to [(4.3)1] by setting in accordance with (5.2)):
p2/Aa = (p1/M)"V? = (g /u)N? = /2, (5.20)

5. (The second iteration: from j = 1 to 2; the remaining bounds) Recalling ,

and using , , there follows:
lva — vl < CC127"2, (5.21)
together with the bounds on V2uvy, valid for all t + s =0... (K —2)(3N + 4):
Ha(t)a(s)anv%Ho < 001/2 ’)’/2)\t+1 S 4 001/2 7/2)\t+1'us < 001/2 ’7/2/\t+1
Ha(t 3(8 B1avd |0 < OC, 1/2 7/2A§M8+1 +06«1/2 ’7/2>\t s+1 < 001/2 ’7/2>\t s+1’
Ha(t 823 Bosd||o < CC 1/2 7/2/\t s+1 +CCl/2 7/2/\t—1 5+2 < Ccl/Z 7/2)\1:—1 s+27
Ha(t)é?(s d11v2||o < CC 1/2 7/2/\t+1'us + 001/2 ’Y/2>\t+2 571 < 001/2 7/2)\t+2 s
H8§ 855 B12v2 |0 < 001/2 ’7/2)\t+1'us + 001/2 v/2)\t+1us < 001/2 ’7/2)\t+1
!\3?)853)52211%!\0 < 001/2 V/2Xiui+1 + 001/2 ’Y/2>\t s+1 < 001/2 ’7/2>\t s+1‘
Above, we used the following fact resulting from :

YN 1/2 1/2 2 2
(Coy < ()" Smin{gﬂjg,g,@},
Cy Al A1 po Aspo Atpe

Indeed, comparison with \o/A2, p1/po and pe/py is direct, whereas:

(5.22)

po_mdm (&)1/2 A _demde A2( )1/2> (&)1/2
Aofto At pode A1 T\ ’ Aple  p1 A1 2 A1 A

Carrying out the remaining bounds as in steps 8 and 9 of the proof of Proposition yields:
[ws —wi |y < CCY2 2 (Vv llo + €121

< OV ([Vuollo + C2)?) < CEM21 (IWollo + CY2), (5.23)
V2 (ws — wy)]fo < 001/2 1] (IV0llo + Cy/?) o,

in view of (|5.14 -, -, and (| -

6. (Iterations from j to j+ 1 with j = 2... K — 1) Assume that we carried out the
construction of vj, w; € C*(w + B;(0),R?) and that, after setting the following quantities:

- Ciy

Cj = CW, Bj=CCj1,  pjo = Ajy1 < pji1,
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we get | V™D |lo < C‘j,u,;” and (4.3)2|7 valid for all m,t+s=0...(K — j)(3N +4). All these
clearly holds at j = 2, by (5.19) and (5.22)). Observe that other assumptions of Proposition
are likewise valid, since )\;jr? > pjog in virtue of 1 , while 1) follows from:

2 () () - () o

Consequently, we obtain vj41,wj11 € C®(w + B;(0), R?) such that, in virtue of |(4.3);

C:
VD)o < Oplty ————5  forall m=0...(K —j+1)(3N +4). (5.24)
(Hj+1/Aj+1)
Also, |(4.3)9| implies that |(4.3)o| holds at j 4+ 1, forall t + s =0... (K —j+ 1)(3N + 4), with
Bji1 = CCj, because the extra factors in the third and fourth bounds there become:
1 1 1 1

2 =—-=1 vp =L
(Nj/mj-1)*(pi/ X)) o CYIYRVIICVIRY /TS ]

once we have set the frequencies through (5.2). Further, [(4.4);] and [(4.4)5] imply:
lvj41 — vj]1 < 001/2 7/2 < CC’O,uW ,
Hwﬁlwa1<CCUQVNVMb+CU% (5.25)
IV (w1 = wy)llo < CCF2] (IV0llo + Co'?) -

7. (Proof of the final bounds) After the total of K steps, we declare:
U = VK, W = Wk

Using |(5.3)1} together with (5.11f), (5.13)), (5.21)), (5.23]) and (5.25)) we arrive at the following
version of the estimates, claimed in |(1.8)q}

K—-1
15— vl < o —woll + Y llo1 —vill < CUM + Co*13?) < Cul*(IDly? + M),
j=1
K-1 ~
@ = wllt < lw—woll + Y llwjsr = wjll < CLM + CC 232 (IVw]lo + C'%)
j=1

< cm/2<||1>||”2 +IM)(1+ [Py + M + | Vollo).
Further, from (5.9), (5.19) and (5.24):

~ C
IDjllo < Cj = CUT(J)V forall j=0...K, (5.26)
so that, recalling ([5.2)) we get:
1/2 Gy ; ~1/2
C’ / [j1 = ng?\fﬁ U]+1+(g+2)N/2M0 _ CC’O/ TN

< Céé/2aK+Np0 forall j=...K—1.
Therefore, taking into account |(4.3) m )ojat j+1 = K, we get a version of the first bound in|(1.8)4f

212, ~1/2 /2

192500 < 132 Bi pie = CCL2 P

(A

—CC1/2 7/2 BN 10 <CM7/2 ;

(HDH”QHM),
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while the second bound follows through (5.13), |5.23) and (5.25)):

K-1 K—1
~ ~1/2 =~1/2
IV2@ o < [V2wollo + S IV (wj1 — w))lo < ClMypo + e (IV0llo + Co'*) S 121y

j=0 j=0
< CCYP o™ N o (1 + ID)1* + IM + ||Vl lo)
()\l)K+N

< Cpl. (IDllg" + M) (1 + DIl + 1M + [ Vo]|o).

l
Finally, |(1.8)3| results from |(5.3)o| and ([5.26]):

IDllo < ||A — Aollo + || Dk llo < CI°||A

D IM)?
07B+II H(O)\;;IEN ) )

- C
0,8 +Ck < C(ZBHAHO,/B + (7K7N>

< o(zﬁnA

8. (Reparametrizing ) The final bounds that we proved in step 7, carry the following
factor in their right hand sides, in virtue of (5.2):

K4+ (K+1)N/2
- <0+(+)/>” — NKQEN/2y 47 KO4N/2)y < \KO+N/2v+y — 37
l = )

where 3 = (K(1+ N/2) + 1)7.
We also note that the second condition in ([5.1)) is equivalently written as:

1
. S [
>\1 I=K{+N/2v+y [ > 0-01*K<1+N/2)v+7’

which, using the notation of 7, becomes:

1

= 1
_ il T =75=
AT EOGENDENAA42 | > g (5.27)

The exponent on A in the left hand side above is greater than 1 — 7, if we assume:

1 )
V<3 and M > 63, (5.28)
We then validate (5.27) through ([5.28)), because:
1 1

_ 5 - - ;
AT w®RaEENEA DO | > A\ > 08 > 06_7 > 06_7+27.

In summary, we treat A in the statement of Theorem as the given \ which, without loss of
generality we decrease below 1/2. We then define o( to be the square of oy from Proposition
whereas the second assumption in is exactly the second condition in , implying
the second condition in (5.1). This yields all the bounds in step 7. Replacing in their right
hand side the factor p). by its majorant A7, we obtain the claimed formulas|(1.8); with
the stated dependence of constants and parameters. The proof is done. |

6. THE NASH-KUIPER SCHEME AND A PROOF OF THEOREM [L.1]

The proof of Theorem relies on iterating Theorem according to the Nash-Kuiper
scheme. We quote the main recursion result given in [10} [IT], which is similar to [4, section 6],
but now involving the Holder norms, as is necessary in view of the decomposition Lemma
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Theorem 6.1. [10, Theorem 1.4] [I1, Lemma 5.2] Let w C R be an open, bounded and smooth
domain, and let k, J,S > 1. Assume that there exists ly € (0,1) such that the following holds
for every I € (0,lg]. Given v € C*(@ + By/(0),R¥), w € C?(@ + By(0),RY), A € C%(w +
By (0), R¥X) " and v, \, M which satisfy, together with oq > 1 that depends on w,k, S, J,~:

Sym
€ (0,1), M7 > oy, M > max{||v||2, |w]||2, 1}, (6.1)
there exist © € C?(w + By(0),R¥), w € C*(w + By(0),R?) satisfying:
I8 = vl < CXN2(ID)lg +1Mm),
@ —wlh < CX (D) + 1M) (1 + DIl + 1M + [Vollo),

123 < 0oy + 1),
()
l

1V2@]|p < C-52- XY(HDWHM)(HHDH”MMHMHO),

1Dl < € (214105 + w575 (IPllo + (1M)?) ).

(A )

with constants C' depending only on w, k, J,S,~, and with the defects, as usual, denoted by:
1 ~ 1
D=A- (§(vv)TW +symVw), D=A- (§(V®)TV@ + symV).

Then, for every triple of fields v,w, A as above, which additionally satisfy the defect smallness
condition 0 < ||Dllo < 1, and for every exponent v in the range:

O<a<mm{§ Sf?J} (6.2)

there exist v € CH*(@,R¥) and w € CV*(@,RY) with the following properties:
lo vl < C(1+ Vo))’ [Dollg™, @ = wlh < O+ [[Vello)* D],
A— (%(V@)TVE +symVw) =0 in .

The constants C above depend only on w,k, A and «.

Clearly, Theorem [6.1] and Theorem [I.3] yield together the following result below, because:
S KN

S+2J KN+2K+N)  Nt2

—1 as N — oo.

as K — oo

Corollary 6.2. Let w C R? be an open, bounded and smooth domain. Fiz any o as in .
Then, there exists lo € (0, 1) such that, for everyl € (0,lo], and for every v € C%(@+DBy(0),R?),
w € C%(@ + By(0),R?), A € C%P(@ + By(0), Rzyxnzl) such that:

1
D=A- (i(VU)TVv +symVw)  satisfies 0 < |Dllo <1,
there exist © € CH*(w,R3), w0 € CH*(@,R?) with the following properties:
- 1/4 - 1/4
|5 = vl < CA+ Vool o —wlh < €O+ [Vollo)* DIy,

1
A-— (§(V®)TV6 +symVad) =0  in ©.
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The norms in the left hand side above are taken on @, and in the right hand side on @+ Bg;(0).
The constants C depend only on w, A and .

The proof of Theorem is consequently the same as the proof of Theorem 1.1 in [10], in
section 5 there. We replace w by its smooth superset, and apply the basic stage construction

in

order to first decrease || D||o below 1. Then, Corollary [6.2| yields the final result. [ |
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