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Improved Rellich inequalities for the polyharmonic operator

G. Barbatis

Abstract

We prove two improved versions of the Hardy-Rellich inequality for the polyhar-
monic operator (—A)™ involving the distance to the boundary. The first involves
an infinite series improvement using logarithmic functions, while the second con-
tains L2 norms and involves as a coefficient the volume of the domain. We find
explicit constants for these inequalities, and we prove their optimality in the first
case.
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1 Introduction

Let © be a convex domain in R™ and let d(z) = dist(z, ). The classical Hardy’s
inequality asserts that

1 2
/Q |Vu|?dz > 1 /Q %daj , u € C(Q). (1)

There has recently been an increased interest in so-called inproved Hardy’s inequalities,
where additional non-negative terms appear in the right-hand side of ([Il). Such inequal-
ities were first established by Maz’ya [M] in the case where (2 is a half-space. Renewed
interest in such inequalities followed the work of Brezis and Marcus [BM] where ([Il) was
improved in two ways. More precisely, let X;(s) = (1 —logs)™!, s € (0,1], a function
that vanishes at logarithmic speed at s = 0. It is shown in [BM] that if Q is bounded
with diameter D then there holds

9 1 u? 1 u? 9 .
/Q |Vu|“dz > 1) E dx + 1 /Q _d2X (d/D)dz u e CE(Q), (2)
and also ) )
1 U 1 U
2 00
/Q\Vu] dx > Z/Q_dQ dx + iD° /Q - dx | ue CE(N). (3)

Inequalities (@) and (Bl) subsequently led to additional improvements and generaliza-
tions, which broadly can be termed logarithmic and non-logarithmic respectively.

Let us define recursively X;(s) = X1(X;-1(s)), i > 2, s € (0,1]. Hence the X;’s
are iterated logarithmic functions that vanish at an increasingly slow rate at s = 0
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and satisfy X;(1) = 1. In was proved in [BETI] that for any p > 1 there exists
D > supgq d(x) such that

/\vuypd > ( / [ pl 42/{)%){%@/1})...){3@/1})@
=1
(4)

for all u € C2°(§2). Each new term in this series is optimal, with respect to both the
exponent two of X; and the constant (1/2)((p — 1)/p)?~!. An analogous result for the
bilaplacian is obtained in [BT] where it is shown that

2 9 / u? 5 — / u? 9
>— [ —de+ 2> — X
/(Au) dx 16 Tdx P 5 Xi(d/D)...X;(d/D)dx, (5)

which is, again, sharp.

Concerning non-logarithmic inequalities and answering a question of [BM], Hoffmann-
Ostenhof et al. [AHT] proved that diam(Q)~2 in (@) can be replaced by ¢|Q| =2/ where
|| stands for the volume of €2; more precisely, they showed that

€2 ‘2/N/ 2
> -
/ \Vu|?da d2d 1 (GN) Qu dx, (6)

where, here and below, ayn stands for the volume of the unit ball in R. This was
generlized to p # 2 by Tidblom [I'1] who obtained

" A » VAL(EFE) cannE [
/vau\ dazz(pT) /Q|dl) drt (p-1) (2 ; ) 2 (ﬁ) /Q\uy dz. (7)

P(EHI(5)

Such inequalities, where the volume of €2 appears in the right-hand side, have also been
called geometric, and we follow this terminology. In the case of geometric improvements
the identification of best constants is significantly more complex, since the problem has
a global character as opposed to local in the logarithmic case. Results in this direction
where obtained in [BE'T2] in the linear case and when €2 is the unit ball B; in particular,
the best constant was identified in dimension N = 3. The constants appearing in (&)
and () are not sharp. A different type of non-logarithmic LP improvemnts, rather in
the spirit of [M], is obtained in [I2]. See also [EMTT, [EMTZ2] for recent results on
improved LP Hardy-Sobolev inequalities, where an LY norm, ¢ > p, is added to the
right-hand side of Hardy’s inequality.

The Hardy-Rellich inequalities have various applications in the study of elliptic and
parabolic PDE’s. Improved Rellich inequalities are useful if critical potentials are
additionally present and they also serve to identify such potentials. As the simplest
example, one obtains information on the existence of solution and asymptotic behavior
for the equation u; = A +V (or uy = —A% + V) for critical potentials V. We refer to
(DL BML [0, MMP BT and references therein for more on applications.

Our aim in this article is the study of analogous problems for the polyharmonic operator
(=A)™. The Hardy-Rellich inequality for (—A)™ was established by Owen [0] who
showed that if ) is convex then

w2
/Q(Am/zu)zda: > A(m) /Q dQ—mdaz , ue Cr(Q), (8)
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where
12.32.....(2m —1)?

4m

A(m) =

is sharp. Here and below we abuse the notation and write [(A™/?u)%dz to stand for
[IVAM=1/29)2dz when m is odd. In the main theorems of this paper we obtain two
improvements of (), a logarithmic and a geometric improvement. To state our results,
let us define the constants

Bm) = 52> [ (2%~ 17,
%
N(N+2)...(N+2m-2) /& m
L'(m) = 1-3---(2m —1) (; Ig2k_l ) v

Our first theorem yields a logarithmic series improvement:

Theorem 1 Let Q) be convex and such that d(x) is bounded in Q2. Then there exists
D > supqd(x) such that

2 oo 2
/ (A™/20)2de > A(m) / 2 s+ Bm)Y. / 2 X3(d/D)... X2(d/D)dx
Q Q d*m = Jad™
for all functions u € C°(Q).
In the direction of geometric improvement we have

Theorem 2 Let Q2 be bounded and convex. Then there holds

[ @m2uds > Agm) et o= [ s,
Q o d*m Q

for all functions u € C°(Q2).
For m = 2 Theorem [M recovers inequality (), while for m = 1 Theorem [ recovers ().

The constant B(m) of Theorem [l is sharp; this is contained in the next theorem: we
set

r u?
Ir[u]:/ﬂ(Am/Q Ve — A /d2m —B(m)Z/Qdz—mX%(d/D)...Xf(d/D)d:n
=1

Theorem 3 Let r > 1 and suppose that for some constants C > 0, 8 € R and D >
supq d(x) the following inequality holds true,

U2
Lojul > C /Q - X3(d/D) .. X2, (/D) X! (d/D)d, )

for alluw € C°(2). Then (i) 6 > 2. (ii) If § = 2 then C < B(m).



We point out that the value of D does not affect the optimality of Theorem Bl since for
any Dy, Dy > supq d(z) there holds lim(X;(d/D1))/(X;(d/D3)) =1 as x — 0N.

Our proofs of Theorems [M and Bl are surprisingly simple once some one-dimensional
inequalities are available. These inequalities are obtained in Section Pl With these in
hand the proof is completed using the mean-distance function introduced by Davies
[D], as adapted in [Q]; this is carried out in Section Bl What is significantly more
involved is the proof of the optimality of the constant B(m) in Theorem Bl This is
established in Section Hl

2 One dimensional estimates

For v > —1 we define the constants

(Y+1)2(y+3)%...(y+2m —1)?
4m ’

1 m m
——mZ;H (v + 2k — 1)?
ki

_ N(N+2). . (N+2m-2) (& 1 f AP
) = Gy 157 s B e L0+ 261) o

A(m7 7) =

Fted
EUNE

Note that when 7 = 0 these reduce to the constants A(m), B(m) and I'(m) defined in
the introduction. In relation to the case m = 1 of this definition, throughout the paper
we adopt the convention that empty sums equal zero and empty products equal one.

To simplify the notation we define
=Y Xi(s)...X7(s), s€(0,1]. (10)
i=1

Throughout this section we fix an open interval (0,2b) and let p(t) = min{t,2b — ¢},
the distance of ¢ to the boundary of {0,2b}. We have

Proposition 4 Let m > 1 be fized. Then there exists D > b such that for any v > —1
and X > 0 there holds

)Xoy = Alm) [
2

2b
H[Bm) +aam] [T o) ar, (11)
for all uw € CZ°(0,2b).

Proof. We use induction. For m = 1 the result is contained in [BT, Theorem 1];
crucially, the constant D does not depend on . We assume that ([[II) is valid for m — 1
(for the same D and for any v > —1) and writing for simplicity ¢ for ((p(t)/D), we



have

2b (u(m)?
/0 (1+X0) e dt
2 "2
> A(m—l,’y)/o %dt—k
2b 12
+[B(m—1,7)—|—)\A(m—1,7)}/0 %Cdt
—_ 2 B(m — 17 7) (u/)2
= A(m—l,v){/o <1+[A+A(m—1,7)}c)m+2m—2dt}
2,2
> A(m—l,y){A(1,7+2m—2)/0 g+

B(m_lufy) j|/2b U2
+[B(1,’y+2m 2)+[A+A(m_m)}A(1,fy+2m 2| |
2b ’U,2

+{ [A(m = 1,9)B(1,7 +2m — 2) + B(m — 1,7)A(1,7 + 2m - 2)|+

u2

2b
0

Now, simple calculations together with the relations A(1,7) = (y+1)?/4 and B(1,7) =
1/4 show that

A(m,y) = A(m — 1,7)A(L,y +2m - 2),
B(m,y) = A(m — 1,7)B(1,y + 2m — 2) + B(m — 1,7)A(1,y + 2m — 2).

This concludes the proof. //

Lemma 5 Let v > —1 be fized. Then

2b (u’)2 (7_|_1)2 2b u2 (7_|_1)2 1 2b
dt > dt — 2dt 12
/O > /O e+ W/O W2, (12)

for all functions uw € C2°(0,2b).

Proof. Let u € C2°(0,2b) be given and let g be a continuous function on (0,5). There
holds

[ dtompa = gwnee) 2 [ stooymrar

that is




Similarly,

2b u' 2 2b
|7 = [T (60— o0 ) - g
Adding up we obtain

u 2
/ RGP / ’ (9'(p(£)) = g*(p(t))p" )u?dt — 29(b)u? (b).
0 0

p’Y
Replacing ¢(-) by g(-) — g(b) we conclude that
[ > [ (400 - loo(®) - o) (13)
e A AT 9(p g()?p :
Choosing X
s
g(s) = —TS 17

yields after some simple calculations

2b 12 2b 2 12 2b 2 12 2b 7,2
/ (u )dt . (Ot / u dt+(7+ ) / u dt_(wr ) / P
0 0 0 0

o - 4 p~/+2 2 b~/+1p 4 b2v+2
(’Y‘i‘ 1)2 20 4,2 (’Y+ 1)2 20 4,2
> i /0 L /0 st (14

For v > —1 we define

m 1 %
i=1 k:l
Proposition 6 For any v > —1 there holds
2 (M) 2 g2 1 2

for all functions u € CZ°(0,2b).

Proof. For m = 1 this has been proved in the last lemma. Assuming ([3) to be true
for m — 1 we compute

2b (u(m))2 2b (u’)2 2b (u/)z
/0 dt > A(m—l,y)/o 7dt—|—E(m—1,7)/0 — .t

pY pv+2m—2 pr+2m—2
(2m —1+7)% (2 o2
> A(m—1,7) 1 /0 /ﬂ+2mdt+
2m—1+79)?% 1Em—1,7)\ 1 2%
—l—(A(m—l,’y) 1 +3 5 b7+2m/0 udt .

The result follows if we note that
(2m — 1+ v)?

AGm, ) = Am = 1,7) F I pn ) = AGm,y) + 5B —1,9).

Remark. We could use the intermediate inequality in (), hence obtaining b=7"!p~!

instead of b=7~2 in (IZ). This would lead to a better constant E(m,~), defined induc-
tively by

2 2
By = fn ) - (721)

[E(m=1,7+2)+E(m—1,1)+A(m-1,1)|.



3 Higher dimensions

Let © be a convex domain in RY. We introduce some additional notation (see [D,
HAT]). For w € SN~ and x € Q we define the following functions with values in
(0, +o0]:

To(x) = inf{s>0]|z+ sw¢&Q}

pulw) = minfr(e), 7o)} (16)
holw) = 5(rule) + 7u(a)

We can now prove Theorems [l and

Proof of Theorem [ Let u € C°(9) be given. Let us fix a direction w € SV~! and
let €, be the orthogonal projection of €2 on the hyperplane perpendicular to w. For
each z € Q, we apply Proposition @l (with v = 0) on the segment defined by z and
w. By continuity and compactness, D can be chosen to be independent of w. We then
integrate over z € €1, and using the convexity of €2 we conclude that

2

u? u
/Q((‘)g”u)%m 2A(m)/Qpc%—mdx—i-B(m)/QWC(pw(m)/D)dm.

Since ( is an increasing function, this implies

'LL2 u2
/Q (@7 u)2dz > A(m) /Q e+ B(m) /Q g (d(a) /D) (17)

We now integrate over w € SN¥=1. Tt is shown in [O] that

/ / (07 0)?da dS(w) = C(m, N) / (A™/20)2dy | (18)
SN-1 JO Q
where
1-3...(2m —1)
N(N+2)...(N+2m—2)

In the same article it was shown that the convexity of € implies

C(m,N) =

dS(w) 1
> N . 1
Jonos 2y = Come N (19)
Combining (I7), (I8) and ([I9) we obtain the stated inequality. //

Proof of Theorem 2l Let u € C°(Q2) be given. Arguing as before, but using now
Proposition [ instead of Proposition E, we have

2 2
/(aﬁu)2daz > A(m)/ ?;—da: + E(m)/ Z—daz, we SN
0 Q p" Q by"

Integrating over w € SV~! and using (I¥) and (@) yields

u? E(m) u?
m/20) 2 d m x ——dS(w)dz .
/Q(A 2,)2dz > A( )/demd +o(m,N)/Q/SN1 j () (20)
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But [T, Lemma 2.1] the convexity of 2 implies that

/S T (;)Qm dS(w) > (@)—M/y o

an

Combining ([20) and (ZII) and observing that

concludes the proof of the theorem. //

4 Optimality of the constants

This section is considerably more technical than the previous ones. Our main purpose
will be the computation of I,_;[u] for an appropriate test function uw. Throughout the
section we shall repeatedly use the differentiation rule

%Xf(t) = §X1(t)X2(t) X)X TP, i=1,2,..., BER, (22)

which is easily proved by induction.

Let m € N. We recall our convention about empty sums or products and define the
functions

o (@) =a@—1)...(x—m+1), o\ @)= [[(z—k+1)
i=1 ki

@)= Y J[@-k+1).

1<i<j<r k#i,j
Lemma 7 Let sg,51,...,8 € R and u(t) = t0X;' ... X5, Let
Vij=X?.. . X?Xi1...X;  0<i<j<m,
with the conventions Yoo =1, Yy = X% ... XZ-2, Yo; = X1...Xj. Then there holds

uM () = o X S Y o X LX), (23)

0<i<j<r
where:
S = og™ (o), & = 550 (s0), i1,
A = i+ Dos™ (s0), 1<i<r, ™= (25 + D)sjoi(s0), 1<i<j<r.

Proof. We use induction. When m = 1 ([2Z3) follows directly from (£2). We assume
that

DY) 4 o O(X PR X LX),

wlm D () = o HX X S

0<i<j<r



We differentiating and again use 2). The to~ " O(X513X52 .. X5) will give a
term t90~mO(XT3X52 X)), After some simple calculations we obtain modulo
O(X5H3X52 .. X5r),

u™(t) = tsO_mel...X;fT{ > cxﬂ_l)(so—m—kllﬁj—kz%o_ 5;Y0;

0<i<j<r J=t
(m 1) -
S SPIL RTIND il St
j=1k=1 J=1k=j+1

= pomys .Xf"{(so —m+ 1) vy,

+ Z [(80 —m + 1)6(()?1_1) + SjC(()TOn_l)}YVOj

j=1

+ 37 [(s0 = m 4 1D)el™ 4 (s + 1)l Vi
i=1

+ ) [(so —m+1)c; =D 1 (s + 1)c(()j Y4 s]c(()T 1)}5/;-]}.
1<i<j<r

The proof is concluded by observing that the constants CEJ), 0 <i<j<r, satisfy the
induction relations

e = (so—m+ ey,

ngn) (so —m+ 1)c(()T b s]c(()gl_l), 1<j<mn

cgn) = (so —m+ 1)cgn_1) + (s; + 1)6(()?1_1), 1<i<r,

C(m)_(s _ 1em=1 L) elm1) (m=1) ;i<
i = (So —m+ )Cij + (si +1) +sjc0, 7, 1<y

//

(m) simply by ¢;;, since only the mth order

In the sequel we shall denote the constants ¢;;

derivative of u will appear. Similarly, we shall write o;(z) instead of ai(m) (x),i=0,1,2.
Let s9 > (2m —1)/2, s1,...,8, € R be fixed. For 0 <i < j < r we define

1
Dy = [ ey XY

1
2 1 25;+1 255
= / AL CUEID GRS CHALMLID. SR TP, Gt/
0 J J+

Lemma 8 Let u(t) =tX;'... X5, There holds

Laful= Y ayliy+ / 1 ro=Im (XT3 XS LX) dt. (24)
0<i<j<r 0
where
ago = gy — a(m), apj = 2coocoj, 1<j<m,
ai; = c3; +2coocii — B(m), 1<i<r—1, ay =cd, + 2co0Cr, (25)
ajj = 2coocij + 2c¢0iCoj, 1<i<i<r



Proof. From Lemma [ we have modulo f) t20-2mO(X; 3 X52 ... X5r)dt,

1 1 2
/ (u(m))zdt = / t2so_2mX1281 ce X38T< Z CinYij) dt.

0 0 0<i<j<r

We expand the square and hence obtain a linear combination of terms of the form
fol t250_2mX1231 ...XESTY;ijldt, where 0 < <53 <7r, 0<k <[ <r. Now, we observe
that YV = O(X3}) unless (1) i =j =0or (2) k=1=0or (3) i = k = 0. Hence,
denoting by S the last parenthesis above we have

T
S = fo+2 Y coocijYij+ Y cojeoYo; Yo + O(XY)

0<i<j<r jl=1
(4,5)7(0,0)
T T
= cjo+2 Z cooco; Yo; + 2 Z coo¢ijYij + Z g Yo + 2 Z coico; YoiYoj + O(X?).
=1 1<i<j<r i=1 1<i<j<r

Using the fact that Yp;Yp; = Y;;, i < j, we thus conclude that

T T
S =cfy+2 Z coocoj Yoj + Z(C(z)i + 2co0¢4i) Yii + 2 Z(COOCij + 2coico)Yij-
=1 i=1 1<i<j<r

The proof is complete if we recall that

1,2 L2 ) |
/0tQ—Tndt:FOOand‘/0t2—ml)(1_X}dt:ru7 1SZ§T—1 //
Up to this point the parameters sg, s1,...,s, where arbitrary subject only to so >

(2m — 1)/2. We now make a more specific choice, taking

2m — 1+ ¢ —1+¢€; .
s§g=——— §; = —= 1<j<r
0 9 ) 7 9 ) ~)=>r,
where €, ..., €, are small parameters. We consider the functional I,_;[u] as a function
of these parameters and intend to take succesively the limits eg \( 0,..., 6. N\ 0. In

taking these limits we shall ignore terms that are bounded uniformly in the ¢;’s. In
order to distinguish such terms we shall make use of the following fact: we have [BETT],
(3.8)]:

€ >0
. or eg=0and e >0
/ tritoxita XM dt < oo = or =€ =0and e >0
0

or e¢g=€1=...=¢_1=0and e >0.
(26)

For the terms that diverge as the ¢;’s tend to zero, we shall need some quantitive
information on the rate of divergence. This is contained in the following

10



Lemma 9 For any B < 1 there exists cg > 0 such that
! 1
(1) /0 t_1+E°Xlﬁdt < cgeg 8,

[t <ege, TP 1<i<r—1.

1
(ii) /0 I X XX

Proof. (i) Setting s = e5' X (t) we have t = exp(1 — ¢;'s7!), ds = ¢; 't  X?dt, and
therefore

1 1
/ t—l—l—eondt — eeoeal+ﬁ/ 0 6_%8_24—6(18
0

0
o0
-1 1
< e%¢ +B/ e ss 2B s,
0

(i) Similarly, we set s = ¢; ' X;41(t). Then
X;(t) =exp(l —¢;'s7h) ds = "t X1 ... X; X2 dt.

Hence ([22)) gives
1

1 & 1 _
1dt = efie +B/ e ss 2P,
0

7

1
/ X X X xD,
0

yielding the stated estimate. //
We shall also need the following

Lemma 10 (i) There holds

T T

Egroo — 2¢g Z (1 — Ej)r(]j = Z(El — E?)F“ — Z (1 — Ej)(l — 262‘)Fij + 0(1),
j=i+1 i=1 1<i<j<r
where the O(1) is uniform in g, ..., €.
(ii) Let i > 0 and (if i > 1) assume that g = ... =¢€;_1 = 0. Then

T

elii= Y, (1—¢)ly +0(1),

j=i+1

where the O(1) is uniform in €;, ..., €.

Proof. The two parts of the lemma have been proved in [BETI, p184] and [BETT]
p181] respectively. //

Remark. We are now in position to prove Theorem Bl but before proceeding some
comments are necessary. The proof of the theorem is local: we fix a point zg € 02
and work entirely in a small ball B(zg,d) using a cut-off function ¢. The sequence of
functions that is used is then given by

—1+2m+teg —1+eq —1+ep

u(z) = ¢(x)d(z)— 2z Xy(d(z)/D)" =2 ...X.(d(z)/D)" 2, (€0, .., €6 >0)

11



and, as already mentioned, we take the successive limits €5 \, 0, ..., €. \,0; in taking
this limits, we work modulo terms that are bounded uniformly in the remaining e;’s.
Such are any terms that contain derivatives of ¢; such are also any terms that contain
second-order derivatives of d(x). Such terms involve necessarily Ad and are dealt with
using the fact that dAd = O(d) as ¢ — 0f; this prevents the appearence of any
derivatives of d(x) of order higher than two and so no such information is needed.
These considerations are to a large extent the justification of the fact that, for the
proof of Theorem Bl we can, without any loss of generality, restrict ourselves to the
one-dimensional case. We shall thus take 2 = (0, 1), and consider the sequence

—14+2m+e¢g —1+e€g

ut) =t X ()T L X ()

—1+er

discussed earlier; multiplication by an appropriate cut-off function shows that u lies in
the appropriate Sobolev space. Note that u does not vanish at ¢ = 1, but the cut-off
function ¢ would take care of that. For a complete picture of what the full proof would
look like, we refer to [BT] where the case m = 2 has been carried out in every detail.

Proof of Theorem [d (see also the remark above) We define

—1+2m+¢g —1+e€g —1+ep

u(t)y=t— =2  Xq(t)" 2z ...X,.(t)" =z , (27)
where €, ..., €, are small positive parameters. For the reader’s convenience we recall
from Lemma B that

Laful= Y ayli+O0(1), (28)
0<i<j<r

where the O(1) is uniform in e, ...€, (by ([8)) and the constants a;; are given by

agy = 3y — A(m), agj = 2co0Coj I<j<m,
ai = g + 2co0cii — B(m), 1<i<r—1, apn =c}, + 2co0c, (29)
Qij = 260062']' + 2C0iC(]j, 1<i<i<r.

The c¢;;’s are given by

coo = 00(s0), coj = sj01(s0), j=1
ci = si(si+1)oa(so), 1<i<r, ¢j=(2s;+1)sj02(s0), 1<i<j<r.
where, in turn,

2m — 1+ € € —1
=T ST T

and

oo(x)=x(z—-1)...(t —m+1) , 01($):ZH(x—k‘+1)

i=1 k#1
o9(x) = Z H(m—k—i—l).
1<i<j<m k#i,j
We observe that
op(z) =o1(z) ,  oi(x) =202(x).

12



We now let ¢y \, 0 in (28). It follows from (8] that all I';;’s with ¢ > 1 have finite
limits. As for the remaining terms I'g; , applying Lemma @ with § = —3/2 (for j = 0)
and with 5 = —1/2 (for j > 1) we obtain respectively

1
T = / it x ita X erdt
0
1 _3
< ¢ / tmireo X 24t (30)
0
< cey?
and
Toyj = 1 gl xa | x9x o x o le gy
0] — 0 1 - ] ]+1 “ o r
1 _1
< c/o tmite X 2 dt (31)
_3
S CE(] 2 )
where in both cases ¢ > 0 is independent of €1,...,¢.. Now, we think of the contants
apj and cp; as functions of €, writting ag; = agj(€p), coj = coj(eo) and considering
€1,...,€ as small positive parameters. Using Taylor’s theorem we shall expand the

coefficient ag; of I'gj, j = 0 (resp. j > 1) in powers of €y, and relation (B0) (resp. (B1I))
shows that we can discard powers with exponent > 3 (resp. > 2). We compute the
remaining ones. Denoting by Ay o; the coefficient of eb in ag; we have:

- Constant term in ago: We have Ag oo = ago(0) = c3,(0) — A(m) = 0.

- Coefficient of €y in apy: We have coo(€g) = O’Q(%) and therefore ¢,(0) =

$o1(23=1). Hence afy(€g) = 2coo(€0)cho(€n) = oo(Z2gE0 )0y (22=1+0) and the coeffi-
cient is

2m —1 2m —1
Joi(

A1 00 = ajy(0) = oo(

).

2 2
We henceforth write o; for o;((2m —1)/2), i = 0,1, 2.
- Coefficient of €2 in ago: The coefficient is
A _ 1 " O _ / 0 2 0 /! 0 _ 1 2 1
2,00 = 2%0( ) = [c0o(0)]" + co0(0)co(0) = 101 T 50002

- Constant term in agj, j > 1: This is
A0 = a0j(0) = 2¢p0(0)co;(0) = —(1 — €)o001 .
- Coefficient of €g in agj: This is
Aroj = ag;(0) = 2c((0)co; (0) 4 2¢00(0)cp,; (0)
= _5(1 —€j)0? — (1 — €j)o002.

Now, we observe that Agg; = —(1 — €;)A1,00. Hence (ii) of Lemma [ implies that

At 00€0l00 + Y Ao,0;T0; = O(1) (32)
j=1
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uniformly in €1, ..., €. Similarly, we observe that A;g; = —2(1 — €;)A2,00. Hence, by
(i) of Lemma [, the remaining ‘bad’ terms when combined give

T
2
Az g0eglo0 + €0 Z A0 =
=1

= As00(§To0 — 2¢0 (1~ )Ty ) (33)
j=1

= Asoo( Y-~ > (1-¢)(1 - 26)Ty) +O(1),

i=1 1<i<j<r

uniformly in €1, ..., €. Note that the right-hand side of (B3]) has a finite limit as ey \, 0.
Combining [29) , (B2) and [B3) we conclude that, after letting ey \, 0, we are left with

Ir_l[u]
= Z <an’ + A 00(€i — 6,2)>Fu + Z <aij — A po(1 —€;)(1 — 2€i)>rij +0(1)
=1 1<i<j<r
=: Z biil'ii + Z biilij +O(1) (60 =0), (34)
i=1 1<i<j<r
where the O(1) is uniform in €y, ..., €.

We next let €; N\, 0 in ([B4). It follows from (28) that all the I';;’s have a finite limit,
except those with ¢ = 1 which diverge to +00. The latter terms are again estimated
with the aid of Lemma[@ this time with ¢ = 1. Part (i) of the lemma (with 8 = —3/2)
yields

1
Iy = /0t—1X11+51X2—1+E2...X;1+Erdt
1 1 3
< c/ tI XX 2 dt (35)
0
_5
< ce ?,

uniformly in es,...,€.. For j > 2 it also yields (now with g = —1/2)

1
Iy = /0 X XS L XY XX e
1 . 1
< C/o tL XX 2 dt (36)
_3
é Cel 27
again, uniformly in eg,...,e,. We think of the coefficients b1; and ay; as functions of

€1 and we expand these in powers of €;. Estimate (BH) (resp. (B6])) implies that only
the terms 1,¢; and € (resp. 1 and €;) give contributions for 'y (resp. T'yj, j > 2) that
do not vanish as €1 N\, 0. We shall compute the coefficients of these terms; note that
coo is now treated simply as a constant. Denoting by By, 1; the coefficient of e’f in by,
7 > 1, we have:
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- Constant term in byy: For e = 0 we have s; = —1/2. Hence

Bo,11 b11(0)
= c&1(0) + 2cooc11(0) — B(m)
1 1
= Zaf—iaoag—B(m)
1/ & 2k—1\2 1, 2k—1 2% — 1
- (=) (=) X IT=5)-
=1 ki k=1 1<i<gj<m k+#i,j
1 & 2k — 112
()

This is zero as is seen by expanding the square:
i 2k —1\2 & 2k — 12 2k —1 2k —1
(ZH. 2 ) :ZH.( 2 ) +2Z(H. 2 )(H 2 )
i=1 k#i i=1 k#i 1<j k#i k#j

- Coefficient of €1 in b11: We have

nle) = ajilen) + Ag00 — 242 00€1
= 2co1(e1)epr (1) + 2co0chy (1) + Az,00(1 — 261)
€1 — 1

1 1
_ 2 22 1 _
= 5Ol + €10002 + (401 + 20002)(1 2¢1),

and therefore the coefficient is
1 1

By = b1 (0) = —10% + 50’002 = —B(m).

- Coefficient of €2 in by1: The coefficient is

1 1 1 1
Bg’n = —bllll(()) = —allll(()) — Ag,oo = —O'% + —0002 — Ag,oo =0.
2 2 4 2
- Constant term in byj, j > 2: We have
blj(el) = QCooclj(el) + 2601 (61)00]' (61) — A2700(1 — Ej)(l — 261)
€1 — 1)(e; — 1
= 61(6]'—1)0'00'2—l- ( ! )2( J )U%—A2700(1—6j)(1—261),
and therefore the constant term is
ai
Bo,1; = b1(0) = (1 — ¢5) (7 = Azoo) = (1 —¢;)B(m).

- Coefficient of €1 in byj, j > 2: The coefficient is

Ej—l

Bl,lj = bllj(()) = (Ej — 1)0’002 + 0% + 2A2700(1 — Ej) = 0.

We obsrerve that By 1; = —(1 —€j)B1,11, j > 2. Hence part (ii)of Lemma [T gives

erAr il + Z A1 = O(1), (37)
=2
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uniformly in €9, ..., €. Combining ([B4]) and (B7) we conclude that after letting €; N\, 0
we are left with

Liaful= Y bl +0(1), (€0 =€1=0), (38)
2<i<j<r
uniformly in eg,...,€.. Note that we have the same coefficients b;; as in (B4)), unlike

the case where the limit ¢y \, 0 was taken, in which case we passed from the original
coefficients a;; to the coefficients b;;.

We proceed in this way. At the ith step we denote by By, ;; the coefficient of ef in b;j,
j > i, and observe that (exactly as in the case i = 1) there holds
Bo,ij = —(1—¢)Biii Byii=Bi14 =0, j=>i+ 1.

Hence (ii) of Lemma [0 implies the cancelation (modulo uniformly bounded terms) of
all terms that, individually, diverge as ¢; N\, 0. Eventually, after letting €,_1 \, 0, we
arrive at

Ir_l[u] = b,,rl“rr + O(l) , (60 =€l =...=€_1= O), (39)
where b, has been defined in ([B4)). We observe now that

1u2 5 5
/0 = Xi. XPdt =T,

Hence, using the fact that 'y, — +00 as €, 0 (cf [{@)) we obtain

in L1 [v] < lim brrLrr + O(1)
Ce0D) [} G XP .. X2t T om0+ T,
= lim a.,
er—0+

= lim (¢ + 2¢poc
57«—>0( Or 00 T’T’)

1, 1
= 10'1 — 50’00’2
= B(m).
This proves part (ii) of the theorem. Part (i) follows from (B9)) by slightly varrying the
above argument. //
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