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Continuity of attractors of parabolic equations with
nonlinear boundary conditions and rapidly varying
boundaries. The case of a Lipschitz deformation
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Abstract

In this paper we obtain the continuity of attractors for nonlinear parabolic equations
with nonlinear boundary conditions when the boundary of the domain varies very rapidly
as a parameter € goes to zero. We want to consider the case which the boundary of
the domain presents a highly oscillatory behavior as € goes to zero. For the case where
we have a Lipschitz deformation of the boundary with the Lipschitz constant uniformly
bounded in € but the boundaries do not approach in a Lipschitz sense, the solutions of
these equations E-converge to the solution of a limit parabolic equation of the same type,
where the boundary condition has a factor that captures the oscillations of the boundary.
To address this problem, it is necessary to consider the notion of convergence of functions
defined in varying domains and the convergence of a family of operators defined in different
Banach spaces. Since the problems have nonlinear terms at the boundary, then it is
necessary to extend these concepts to the case of spaces with negative exponents and to
operators defined between these spaces.
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1 Introduction

In this paper we are concerned with the asymptotic dynamics of parabolic problem with non-
linear Neumann boundary conditions of the type

311; — Aue + ue = f(z,u.), in Qe x (0,00)
ﬁ = g(x,u,), on 09, x (0,00) (1.1)
u(0) = ud(x), in Q.

when the boundary of the domain varies very rapidly as a parameter ¢ — 0. To describe the
problem, we consider a family of uniformly bounded smooth domains Q. C RY, with N > 2
and 0 < e < ¢, for some ¢; > 0 fixed, and we will look at this problem from the perturbation
of the domain point of view. We will refer to 2 = )y as the unperturbed domain and €2,
as the perturbed domains. We will assume that Q. — Q and 02, — 0 in the sense of
Hausdorff. Although the domains behave continuously as ¢ — 0, the way in which boundary
0f). approaches 02 may not be smooth. In particular, this setting includes the case where
boundary 02, presents a highly oscillatory behavior as e — 0. In this work, we will assume
that the boundary 0f). is expressed in local charts as a Lipschitz deformation of 02 with the
Lipschitz constant uniformly bounded in e.

It is reasonable to expect that the family of solutions {}ec(o,¢] Of will converge to the
solution of an equation with a nonlinear boundary condition on 0f2 that inherits the information
about the behavior of the measure of the deformation of 02 with respect to 9. More precisely,
under certain conditions, the solutions of converge, in some sense that we will define later,
to the solution of the parabolic problem with nonlinear Neumann boundary conditions

8120 — Aug + ug = f(z,up), in 2 x (0,00)
ﬁ = 7(x)g(x, uo), on 99 x (0, 00) (1.2)
up(0) = ug (), in

whenever the initial conditions u? “converge” to uj. The function v € L>®(d1) is related to

the behavior of the (N — 1)-dimensional measure of 02 and captures the oscillations of the
boundary. We refer to Subsection for a complete and thorough definition of the domains
and in particular the function ~(-), see Definition [2.2} Indeed, we will prove the existence and
continuity of the family of attractors of and ([1.2) in H'(Q,) at € = 0.

One of the main difficulties when treating problems which are posed in different domains,
like and (1.2)), is that the solutions live in different spaces, say H'(Q.) and H'(Q) or
LP(Q,) and LP(2), see for instance [4], Bl 6 8, O 10]. So it is necessary to devise a tool to
compare functions which are defined in different spaces and give a meaning to statements like
ue € HY(,) “converges” to u € HY(Q).

For this, consider the linear operator £, : H'(Q) — H'(Q.), which is defined as

E.=R.oP, (1.3)



where P : H'(Q) — H'(R") is a linear and continuous operator that extends a function u
defined in © to a function defined in R, see for instance [14], and R, is the restriction operator
from functions defined in RY to functions defined in €, that is, R.w = wjq,. Observe that we
also have E. : LP(Q) — LP(Q,) and E, : WhP(Q) — WP(Q,), for all 1 < p < co. As a matter
of fact, denoting by Z. = H'(Q) or LP(.) or WP(Q,), for € > 0, we have E, : Zy — Z.. By
[4] we obtain

z. = |lullz,, ase—0, and |E <|R|||P] <||P|l, independentofe. — (1.4)
With this operator we can define a concept of convergence

Definition 1.1. A family of elements {uc}eeo.e), ue € H'(Q), is said to be E-convergent to

u e H'(Q) if |ue — Eul g, — 0 as € — 0. We write this as w5 in HY(Q,). (Similarly
we have the definition of u. E—converges to w in LP(Q), WLP(Q,), etc).

The E-convergence of the solutions of nonlinear elliptic equations with nonlinear boundary
conditions and rapidly varying boundaries was studied in [4], for this case of uniformly Lipschitz
deformation of the boundary. The authors proved the E-convergence of the solutions in H'(€,).
In particular, if we regard these nonlinear elliptic equations as stationary equations of the
parabolic evolutionary equations and (|1.2)), then[4] proves the E-continuity of the set
of equilibria of in H'(Q.) at ¢ = 0. Moreover, the authors proved the convergence of
the eigenvalues and the E-convergence of the eigenfunctions of the linearization around the
equilibrium points. Also, they showed that if a equilibrium of the limit equation is hyperbolic,
then the perturbed equation has one and only one equilibrium nearby. The goal of this work
is to continue the analysis initiated in [4] and address the complete analysis of the asymptotic
dynamics, showing that, under certain conditions of the nonlinearities and the domains, the
attractor of E-converges in H'(€.) to the attractor of (L.2)).

As a matter of fact, with the concept of E-convergence we consider the following definition
of E-continuity of a family of sets

Definition 1.2. Let A. C H'(Q.), € € (0, €], and Ay C H* (). We have:

(i) We say that the family {A.} is E-upper semicontinuous in H'(Q.) at € = 0 if

€€[0,€0]

dist (Ae, EcAg) := sup dist (ve, EcAg) = sup inf ||z — Exllpiq,) — 0, ase—0.
ze€Ae zce A 7€A0 ’

(ii) We say that the family { A} is E-lower semicontinuous in H'(Q.) at e = 0 if

e€[0,e0

dist (E.Ap, Ae) := sup dist (E.x, A.) = sup in£ |ze = Eext|[ 1 gy — 0, ase—0.

zEAp z€A) TeCAe

(iti) We say that the family {Ac} ., is E-continuous in HY Q) at e = 0 if {AS e s
E-upper and E-lower semicontinuous in H' () at e = 0.



Let us remark that a similar definition can be stated for E-upper semicontinuity (lower
semicontinuity and continuity) in LP(.) or WP(Q,).

With this definition, we can state our main result of this paper, which shows the existence
of the attractors of ([1.1)) and (1.2]), and their convergence as the parameter ¢ — 0,

Theorem 1.3. Assume that the family of domains {Qc}eco,e and the nonlinearities f and
g satisfy the appropriate conditions stated below in Subsection (2.1 and Subsection |2.2. Then,
for each € € (0, €], problem has an attractor A. € H*(Q.) and has an attractor
Ay C HY(Q). Moreover, we have:

(i) The family of attractors {Ac}eejo ] is E-upper semicontinuous in H'(Q) at € = 0.

(i) If every equilibrium of the limit problem (1.2)) is hyperbolic, then the family of attractors
{Ac} e, is also E-lower semicontinuous in H' () at € = 0. In particular, the attractors are
E-continous in H'(Q,) at e = 0.

In order to prove this result, we will use the results from Carvalho-Piskarev [16]. In this
paper, the authors present an abstract result on the continuity of attractors in a similar setting
as our case. Nevertheless the results from [16] cannot be applied directly to prove Theorem ,
but they need to be adapted properly to our situation. This adaptation is not immediate and
it deserves some rather technical results.

One key point to adapt the results from [16] to our case is to extend appropriately the def-
inition of extension operators and E-convergence to the case of fractional spaces with negative
exponents. We dedicate Subsection to this issue.

Related to this work, we would like to emphasize that in [13] the authors also study the
continuity of the family of attractors associated to semilinear parabolic problems with nonlin-
ear Neumann boundary conditions, where the domain Q C R? is a unit square and with C!
perturbations of this square. It is important to note that the technique used in [13] is com-
pletely different from the one used here. Actually, in this paper to deal with function spaces
change with the change of the region, they perform a “change of variables” in order to bring the
problem back to a fixed region, using the approach developed by D. Henry in [19]. Moreover,
the technique of [19] was also applied in [21], 22].

This paper is organized as follow: in Section [2] we give the precise hypotheses and defini-
tions about the domain perturbation and nonlinearitites and we prove abstract results about
embeddings and traces of fractional power space. We describe our approach to prove the con-
tinuity of the attractors, which consists in applying the setting of [16]. Moreover, we extend
the concepts of extension operators and convergence to positive fractional power spaces and we
define extension operators and convergence in spaces with negative exponents. In Section |3| we
checked the hypotheses of [16], related to either compact convergence of the resolvent operators
or convergence of the nonlinearities, to show the P-continuity of the attractors. In Section []
we prove that the notion of convergence established in an abstract way in the paper of [10]
is the same as the notion of E-convergence we are using in this paper and we conclude the
E-continuity of the attractors.



Acknowledgements.

G.. S. Aragao is partially supported by FAPESP 2020/14075-6, Brazil.

J. M. Arrieta is partially supported by grants PID2019-103860GB-100, PID2022-137074NB-
100 and CEX2019-000904-S “Severo Ochoa Programme for Centres of Excellence in R&D” the
three of them from MICINN, Spain. Also by “Grupo de Investigacion 920894 - CADEDIF”,
UCM, Spain.

2 General setting and main results

In this section we clarify the general setting of the problem. We provide hypotheses, definitions
and results for the domain perturbation, nonlinearities, abstract form, and known results as
well as a description of our approach and some results to implement the appoach.

More precisely, in Subsection we describe in detail the domain perturbation that we
are considering, providing the appropriate definitions and hypotheses. In Subsection we
write our problem in an abstract form and describe the hypothesis on the nonlinearities. In
Subsection we review known results for this problem. These are basically taken from
[3, 4, [6]. In Subsection we describe our approach to prove the convergence of the attractors,
which consists in applying the setting of Carvalho-Piskarev [16] to problems and . In
Subsection we study the relation between the fractional power spaces and other spaces like
LP(Q,) and LP(0S).) spaces. We pay special attention to the inclusion properties among these
and other spaces and obtain that the embedding constants can be chosen uniformly for the
whole family of domains {2 }ecjo,,- This is a very crucial step. In Subsection we extend
the concepts of extension operators and convergence to fractional power spaces with positive
and negative exponents.

2.1 Setting of the perturbation of the domain

We consider a family of uniformly bounded smooth domains Q. C RY, with N > 2 and
0 < e < €, for some ¢y > 0 fixed, and we regard (). as a perturbation of the fixed domain
Q= Q. As well as in [4], we consider the following hypothesis

(H) (i) For all K C Q, K being compact, there exists ¢(K) > 0 such that K C . for

0<e<elK).
(ii) There exists a finite open cover {U;}™, of Q such that U, C Q, 9Q C U™, U; and
for each i = 1,...,m, there exists a Lipschitz diffeomorphism ®; : Qn — U;, where

Qn = (—=1,1)Y c RY, such that
D(Qn_1 % (=1,0)=U;NnQ  and  ®;(Qn_1 x {0}) = U; N Q.
We assume that Q. C U U; = U, and for each i = 1,...,m, there exists a Lipschitz

function p; ¢ : Qn-1 — (—1,1) such that p; — 0 as € — 0, uniformly in Qy_1, for each
1=1,...,m.



Moreover, we assume that @;1(Ui N 0S,) is the graph of p; . this means
Ui N 896 = (I)i({(ﬂﬁ/,p@e(l'/)) . LCI = (Ll'l, ...,Z’Nfl) S QNfl}).

Note that if Q C ., that is, € is an exterior perturbation of €, then condition (H)(i) is
satisfied.

We consider the following mappings 7; . : Qn — @ defined by

T, (', 5) = (@', 5+ spie(z') + pie(z’)), forse (—1,0) and 2’ € Qn_1
T (2 s = spie(n)) 4 pie(a))), fors€[0,1) and 2’ € Qn_1.

Also,
D, :=P;07T;: Qn — Ui,

and we also denote by

Gie: Qo1 — U; NOSY, d i Qno1 — U; N 0N
o @ (a0) @ B;(,0).

Notice that ¢; . and ¢; are local parametrizations of 92, and OS2, respectively. Furthermore,
observe that all the maps above are Lipschitz. Figure (1] illustrates the parametrizations.
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Figure 1: The parametrizations.

In order to give the hypothesis to deal with the deformation 02, we need the following
definition



Definition 2.1. Let n : A C R — RY almost everywhere differentiable, we define the
(N — 1)-dimensional Jacobian of n as

In on =
IN_N=|—A...A = E det(J )2
N 177 axl axN_l J_l( e( acn)]) )
where v1 A ... N vuy_1 18 the exterior product of the (N — 1) wectors vy,...,uy_1 € RY and

(Jacnm); is the (N — 1)-dimensional matriz obtained by deleting the j-th row of the Jacobian
matriz of 1.

We use Jy for the absolute value of the N-dimensional Jacobian determinant.
Now, to deal with the interaction between the nonlinear boundary condition and the oscil-
latory behavior of 0€2, we consider the hypothesis

(F) (G) IVpiellze@n ) < C, with C > 0 independent of €, i = 1,...,m.

(ii) For each i = 1,...,m, there exists a function 7; € L>(Qn_1) such that

e—0 i 1
IN_10ie — v in LN(Qn-q).

Considering hypotheses (H) and (F), let v : 9Q — R be a function which measures the
limit of the deformation of 0€), relatively to d€2. More precisely, we have

Definition 2.2. For x € U;N 09, let (z/,0) = &, (x) € Qn, we define v: 02 — R as

_ (@)
In_1¢i(a’)

The function + is independent of ¢; . and also on the choice of the charts U; and the maps
®;, that is, v is independent of the parameterization chosen, and thefore it is unique. Moreover
v > 1. This was proved in [4, Corollary 5.1].

In order to deal also with non exterior perturbations, we consider a family K. of smooth
interior perturbations of 2 satisfying the following hypothesis

v(x)

(I) For each € € (0, €], for some €y > 0 fixed, there exists K. C Q N, such that Uy C K,
K, C K, if €1 > €, 0. : Q — K, is a diffeomorphism such that 6, K., is the identity in
K, OK_ is diffeomorphic to 92 and D, converges to I in L>=(Q2, L(RY)) as ¢ — 0 and,
for each i = 1, ..., m, there exists p; . : Qn_1 — (—1, 1) such that

UNIK, = &;({(2/, pic(2") : 2’ = (z1,...,an-1) € Qn_1}).

~ e—0 ~
We also suppose that Jy_1¢;. 1 LYQn-1), where ¢, (2') = ®;(', p; (') for

' € Qn_1, and
/ U :/ / u do.
O\ K. 0 JoK,



If Q. is an exterior perturbation of {2, then we can consider K, = () and this hypothesis is
satisfied.

We observe that if  is a C? domain then it satisfies this hypothesis, see [7, [19]. There are
also some examples of C%! domains that satisfies this hypothesis, for examples squares with
particular perturbations, see [13].

2.2 Setting of the equations and hypotheses on the nonlinearities

For 0 < € < ¢, consider the linear operator A, : D(A.) C L*(Q.) — L*(€) defined by
A = —Aue + u.

with domain

ou,
on.

where we identify Q = Q. Let us denote by X° = L*(Q.) and X! = D(A,), endowed with
the graph norm. Since this operator turns out to be sectorial in X9, associated to it there
is a scale of Banach spaces (the fractional power spaces) X « > 0, denoting the domain of

the fractional power operators associated with A, that is, X := D(AY) for a > 0, where X?
1

endowed with the graph norm ||z xe = ||A%z||x0, a > 0, with X2 = H'(€.), see [18]. Since

we are going to deal with a nonlinear boundary conditions problem, we also consider spaces
1

of negative exponents by taking X = (X*)/, for a > 0, with X. 2 = (H'(£2,))’ denoted by

H=Y(Q,).

Denoting by Am, a € R, the realizations of A, in this scale we have that the operator

D(A,) = {u c H*(Q,) : =0in 396} ,

A

€,—

€ E(XZ, 6_5) is given by

1
2
1
<A677%u6,v6> = / (VuVoe + ueve),  for ue,v. € X2,

Qe

With some abuse of notation we will identify all different reahzatlons of this operator and we
will write them all as A.. Moreover, we will denote X2 = X 2 and X% = =X, z,

We can rewrite ((1.1)) and ((1.2)) in an abstract form as

Ue(t) + Acue(t) = he(ue(t)), >0 @2.1)
u(0) = ul € X&, '
where h, : Xeé — X;%, with 0 < € < ¢ and % < «a < 1, is defined by
(he(ue), ey = / [z, ue)te +/ g(x,u )., for u. € X2 and 1), € X% (2.2)
Q. ol



And ho: X7 — X%, with 1 < a <1, is defined by
(ol 0) = [ fewv+ [ Ao, forue XiamdveXs (23
Q [2)9]

With respect to the nonlinearities f : U x R - R and ¢ : U x R — R we will assume they
are continuous in both variables, C? in the second one and satisfy

|f(z,w)| + |0uf (2, u)| + [Ouuf(z,u)] < C, forallzeU anducR, (2.4)

lg(x,u)| + |Oug(x,u)| + |Owug(z,u)| < C, forall z € U and u € R. (2.5)

Remark 2.3. Although conditions (2.4) and (2.5)) do not look rather general, note that if f and
g are functions satisfying appropriate imwth and sign conditions, we can prove global existence

and uniqueness of mild solutions of and or , foru? € Xé, see [11, Theorem 1.2]
and [12, Theorems 2.1 and 2.2]. Assuming also a dissipativeness condition and proceeding in a
similar way to [12, Proposition 3.2/, we can obtain that the solutions of the equations and
are bounded in L*°(Q.), uniformly in €, so we may perform a cut off in the nonlinearities
f and g in such a way that they become bounded with bounded derivatives up to second order
without changing the solutions of the equations in a large bounded set in L>().). After these
considerations, without loss of generality, we can assume that the nonlinearities satisfy

and (2.5).

2.3 Known results

In this subsection we include some important definitions on E-convergence and we summarize
some results on spectral convergence, convergence of equilibria and their linearizations which
are taken mainly from [3, [4] [6].

Some definitions related to E-convergence. We include here some definitions that we
will use throughout the paper. We recall the definition of the concept of compactness and of
convergence of a family of operators T, : Z, — W, acting between two families of Banach spaces
W, and Z, € € (0,¢g]. For each of this family we have the appropriate family of “extension”
operators EV : W — W, and EZ : Z — Z.. Notice that with some abuse of notation we will
denote by F. the extension operators for both families of Banach spaces. These concepts follow
[]. We also refer to [4, [8, 10 [15] and references therein, for a detailed study of these notions
and its applications to differential equations.

Definition 2.4. A sequence of elements {u,}nen, with u, € Z., and €, — 0, is said to be
E-precompact if for any subsequence {u,} there exist a subsequence {u,»} and u € Z such that
un//iu asn” — 00. A family {uc}ec(o,e) Ue € Ze, is said to be E-precompact if each sequence
{ue, }nen, with €, — 0, is E-precompact.
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Definition 2.5. We say that a family of operators T, : Z. — W, € € (0, ¢, E-converges to
T:7Z—Wase— 0, if Teuei)Tu e W , whenever ueim € Z. We denote this by TgﬂT.

Definition 2.6. We say that a family of compact operators T, : Z. — W, € € (0, ], converges
compactly to a compact operator T : Z — W if for any family {uc}ec(,c] with ||uel|z. bounded,

the family {Tcue}eco,.e) @5 E-precompact and TEET. We denote this by TegT.

Spectral convergence. The kind of domain perturbation that we are considering and that
has been detailed in Subsection [2.1| guarantees the spectral convergence of the Laplace operator
with homogeneous Neumann boundary conditions in €2, to the same operator in the limiting
domain Q. We refer to [3] 6] for this result. In particular, this means that if we denote by pf,
the eigenvalues of the operator —A 4 I in 2. with homogeneous Neumann boundary conditions
and by p, the eigenvalues in (2 also with Neumann boundary conditions, then we have 5, — p,
as € = 0. A similar statement is obtained for the eigenfunctions.

Equilibria behavior. The first step in the proof of the continuity of the attractors is to study
the simplest elements from the attractor, the equilibrium solutions. The equilibrium solutions
of and are those solutions which are independent of time and therefore they are the
solutions of the following nonlinear elliptic problems

—Ae. +e. = f(x,e.), in Q.

g;e =g(x,e.), on 02, (2.6)
and

—A€0—|—€0:f(l',60), in ()

860 _ (27)

T = v(z)g(x,e9),  on 0.

1
For each ¢ € [0, ¢g], we denote by & C X2 = H'(£,) the set of solutions of 1) and 1}

Notice first that from (2.4) and (2.5) we easily obtain the uniform boundedness in X of all
equilibria, that is, there exists a C' > 0 independent of € € [0, €] so that ||ee||X < C for all

1
2
€

e € & and for all € € [0, ). Moreover, in [4], by using E-convergence in Xé, it was studied
the E-continuity of the equilibrium points. It was proved the E-upper semicontinuity of the
family & at e = 0 and, by assuming the hyperbolicity of the equilibrium points in & (and
therefore there are only a finite number of them) it was proved the E-lower semicontinuity at
e = 0. Moreover, the authors also proved that there exist 0 < § < 1 and M > 0 such that
lecllcsoy < M and if e — Ee€0||X — 0 then [lec — Ecegllcsn,) — 0ase— 0,0 < 8 <0, see

[4, Proposition 5.3].

1
2
€

Spectral convergence of the linearizations around the equilibrium solutions. The
spectra of the linearization of (1.1) around e equilibrium solution of (1.1]) is given by the
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eigenvalue problem

—Aw, + we — Oy f(x, €5 )we = AN w,, in
(2.8)

% + Oug(z, e )w. = 0, on Of..

Similarly, if e} is an equilibrium solution of (|1.2)), then the spectra of its linearization is given
by the eigenvalue problem

Owy + v(2)0ug(z, ef)wy = 0, on 0. (2.9)

{ —Awy + wg — Oy f (x, e )wy = \wp, in 0
on

Notice that both problems, and , are selfadjoint and of compact resolvent. Hence,
the eigenvalues of are given by a sequence {\S }22 ,, ordered and counting their multiplicity,
with A, — oo as n — oo. Similarly the eigenvalues of are also given by a sequence {\2}°°
with A — 0o as n — oo.

In [4, Theorem 2.2], the authors proved if ||ef — E€€8||X 3 — 0 then the eigenvalues and

eigenfunctions of converge to the eigenvalues and eigenﬁinctions of (2.9). That is, for each
fixed n € N, X\{ — A0, as ¢ — 0. Moreover, if we denote by {¢¢}°°, a set of orthonormal
eigenfunctions associated to {\4}5°,, then for each sequence ¢, — 0 there is another subse-
quence, that we still denote by ¢, and a set of orthonormal eigenfunctions {(?}°° | associated
to {A\Y}2, such that, for all n € N, we have |[p% — EecngX% — 0 as e — 0.

€k
Notice also that if A\ is a simple eigenvalue, then )¢ is also simple for € small enough and,

. E E
via subsequences, we always have that % —+¢? or ¢&%— — @Y as ¢, — 0.

2.4 Our approach to prove the convergence of the attractors

As we have mentioned in the introduction, an important ingredient in our proof is the results
from [16]. We recall now the setting, hypotheses and main results in this paper.

The authors consider an abstract semilinear parabolic evolution equation of the type 4 =
Au + h(u) with A : D(A) C Y — Y a closed linear operator with compact resolvent in the
Banach space Y. Moreover, —A is a sectorial operator satisfying

(A= A) M) < %w, for all A € C with Re(\) > 0.
We denote by Y? =Y, Y1 = D(—A) endowed with the graph norm and Y? = D((—A)?), for
0 < 8 < 1, the fractional power spaces endowed with the graph norm ||z|lys = |[(=A) x|y
We assume there exists 0 < 8 < 1 such that h: Y? — Y is a globally Lipschitz, bounded and
continuously Fréchet differentiable function.
They also consider a family of semilinear parabolic problems which are regarded as a per-
turbation of the above equation. As a matter of fact they consider a sequence but to adapt
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their statements to our setting, we will consider a one parameter family of problems indexed
by €. For each 0 < € < ¢y, we express these problems as

Ue + Acue = he(ue), t>0
ue(o) = ug € Yf?

where Y, are Banach spaces, A, : D(A,.) C Y. — Y, are operators as above satisfying

| — A) e for all A € C with Re(\) > 0 and for all 0 < € < ¢,

M
< —7
R P
Y? =Y, Y! = D(-A.), Y? are the fractional power spaces and h, : Y’ — Y, where 0 < § < 1,

are globally Lipschitz, bounded and continuously Fréchet differentiable functions.
In order to relate the unperturbed problem and the perturbed ones they assume that there

exist linear bounded operators p. : Y — Y, satisfying

lpeylly. = llylly, ase— 0 foranyyeY. (2.10)

With this sequence of linear bounded operators, they construct the operators p? : Y# — Y/
given by
pf = (_Ae)_ﬁpe(_A)ﬁa
which are linear bounded operators satisfying
Ip2yllys = llyllys, ase— 0 for any y € Y.
The notions of convergences established in [16] are defined as follows.
Definition 2.7. Let 0 < 3 < 1, a family of elements {ye}ec(o,e0): Ye € Y/, is said to be PP-
convergent to y € Y7 if ||y. —pfy||yf — 0 as e — 0. We denote this convergence by yep—ﬁ>y. If
B =0 then we simply write this as yei>y.
Definition 2.8. A family of bounded linear operators T, : Y2 — Y., € € (0,¢], is said to be
P-convergent to the bounded linear operator T : Y? =Y ase — 0, if T6y6i>Ty €Y whenever
yep—ﬁxy c YP. We denote this by TGET.

Under all above assumptions, the authors showed the existence of attractors A4 C Y” and
A, C YP, for each 0 < € < ¢, see [16, Theorem 1.6]. Moreover, in order to show that the
attractors A, “converge” in certain sense to A, they explicit the following two assumptions (see
[16], Section 1]):

(e A is a closed linear operator with compact resolvent and

A — A)L < —— for all ) > 0:
II( ) ||L(Y)_1+|)\| or all Re(\) > 0;

M.
[A]_] o My >0, wyeR: H()\I — Ae)ilHﬁ(YE) 2 for all Re()\) > Wo, € € (0,60];

e

- |>\ — w2]

e The region A.. of compact convergence of the resolvents is non-empty and
for A € A.., the resolvents (Al — A.)~! compactly converge to (Al — A)~!;

w he(ye)iﬂz(y) whenever yep—ﬁ>y.



13

5

. h’e(ye)ﬂh'(y) whenever yep—>y;

8

[A2]] o It yjp—>y* then sup sup ||h.(z + Y £y y sy < 00, for some p > 0.
c€[0.co] llzell, s<p 7

In [I6] they authors proved that if [A1] holds, then the family {Ac}ecoe is P-upper
semicontinuous in Y? at € = 0 (see [16, Theorem 5.4]). Moreover, if [A1] and [A2] hold and
each equilibrium of the limiting problem is hyperbolic, then the family {A¢}ccqo.e is Ph-lower
semicontinuous in Y at € = 0 (see [16, Theorem 5.15]).

We want to apply the results from [I6] to our problem. But to do this, we need to state
clearly our choice of space Y, our choice of 5 and show that hypotheses [A1] and [A2] hold.
Notice that since we have a nonlinearity acting on the boundaryaof the domain, we will need

to choose Y, as a function space with negative exponent say X, 2 with the property that the

o
functions in the space XZ have traces at the boundary. This imposes some restrictions on «.
Moreover, since we want to obtain convergence of the solutions, attractors, etc. in H*(£2.) we

1
would like to choose 3 so that Y/ = X2 = H'(€,), that is, 8 = ”Ta That is, the nonlinearity
1 _a
h : Yf — Y., or equivalently h. : X& — X 2.

Notice also that we need an extension operator p, : Y — Y., that is, p. : X~2 — X, 2 and it
is not completely straightforward how to choose these operators. Moreover, once this operators
are choosen, following [16] we construct p® : HY(Q) — H'(2,) and we will obtain statements
on PP-convergence. But we would like to relate this convergence to the FE-convergence defined

in the introduction where the operator F is a “standard” extension and restriction operator in
H'. We will actually show that these two convergences are equivalent.

2.5 Fractional power space, uniform equivalence and traces

Before getting into the proof of our result we need to clarify the relation between the fractional
power spaces, the Bessel potential spaces and its dependence with respect to the domain. Notice
that we are perturbing the boundary of the domain in a non very smooth way and we want to
understand how the norms of the spaces and the norm of the inclusions depend on e.

So, let us denote by [Z, W]y the f-complex interpolation space of Banach spaces Z and W,
for 0 < 0 <1, see [1, 27] for more details on interpolation theory.

Keeping the notation from Subsection we start proving that the fractional power spaces
X, the Bessel potential spaces H**({2.) and the a-complex interpolation spaces indeed are
the same spaces with equivalent norms for « in certain range of values. Moreover, and very
important, the constants appearing in the inequalities of the equivalence of the norms can be
chosen uniformly with respect to € € [0, €], for some values of a.. Notice that by using this, we
will be able to prove that the constants of the embeddings of X into the space L”(€2) and of
the trace operators into L4(0€2) (for appropriate p and ¢) can be chosen uniformly in e.

Let us start with the following
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Lemma 2.9. Let {Q}ecjo,e] be a family of domains satisfying conditions (H) and (F)(i). Then

for0<a< %, we have

X = [X0, XY = [X0, XZ)ao = [L2(), H ()20 = H*(),

€

with equivalent norms uniformly with respect to e.

Proof. As we have mentioned in Subsection [2.3] we have the spectral convergence of A, to Ag
as € — 0. In this case, since A, are self-adjoint, A. = A* > ¢ > 0 uniformly in e. Then, by [T}
Example 4.7.3 (a)], the purely imaginary powers are bounded by 1, that means,

HAitHﬁ(LQ(Qe)) < 1, for all t € R and 0 <e< €p-

Therefore, by [27, Subsection 1.15.3], the fractional power space X& is characterized by the
complex interpolation space

1

Xg = [XgaXl]Oé = [X27X€2]20m

€

with equivalent norms independent of €. Since X! = L?(€2,) and X2 = H'(€,), then

X = (X0 X1, = [X°, X2 oo = [LA(Q0), HY ()]0 = H*(Q), for 0 <a <1

€

Observe that, by [29, Theorem 16.1], X* = D(A?%) = [X?, X}],, with isometry. |

Remark 2.10. In view of this lemma, we can always consider that the norm in H*(Q.),
0 < a <1, is given by the norm of the interpolation between L*(Q2.) and H(£2,).

Following the same notation as [4, Lemma 4.1], we obtain

Lemma 2.11. Let {Sc}ecio,eq be a family of Lipschitz bounded domains in RY. Assume there
exists a family of Lipschitz, one-to-one mappings F. from Sy onto S such that the inverse is
Lipschitz, | DF||zipee(soyvxvy < K and | DF7Y| pipeesovxny < K, with K > 0 independent of
€. Then u € H*(S,) if, and only if, wo F, € H*(Sy), for 0 < a < 1. Moreover, there ezist
constants C; D > 0 independent of € such that

Clluo Fellge(so) < llullmes) < Dlluo Fellaas,)-

Proof. By considering the pull-back operator F* (that is F*(u) = u o F.), we know by [4]
Lemma 4.1] that Hl(S’e)&Hl(SO) and LZ(S€)£>L2(SO), satisfying the inequalities

Clluo Fellmi(sy) < llullmis.) < Dlluo Fellmis,)

and
Clluo Fellrz(sy) < llullrz(sy < Dllwo Fell sy,
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with C, D independent of €. Since H*(S,) = [L*(S.), H'(S,)]s and H*(Sy) = [L*(So), H*(S0)]a;
for 0 < a < 1, then by definition of complex interpolation and its norms, we obtain u € H*(S,)
if, and only if, u o F, € H*(Sp) and there exist constants C', D > 0 independent of € such that

Clluo Fullagsyy < lullio(s < Dllwo Fellmogsy)-

Lemma 2.12. Let {Q}ecio e be a family of domains satisfying conditions (H) and (F)(i).
We have

X = LP(Q), for0<a< % and 1 <p < N{J\ia,

X8 X0, for0<pB<a<i,
with embeddings constants independent of €. Moreover, the norm of the trace operator

2(N-1)
N—-4a ?

T: X" — LY0Q), fori<a§%and1§q§

can be chosen uniformly for all € € [0, €].

Proof. First, the case a = % follows from [4, Propositions 4.2 and 4.3]. Now, we observe that
X& — LP(Q,),1 < p < 2is trivially satisfied. Now, observe that

m m
[uelzr@n <D Nuelle@ervy  and  fucllzroa) < luelle@av,)-
=1 i=1

In the Lemma [2.11} for each i = 1,...,m, consider Q. N U; and ®;, : Qy — Q. N U;, where

Qy = Qn-1 X (—1,0) C Qn. Then, using Lemma and the standard embeddings for a

fixed domain, for 0 < a < % and 1 <p < NZ_AQ , we obtain
0%

[tell ety < Dllue o il oo ) < Dllte 0 Picll goa(gry < Dllucllzeeenvy) < Dljuclluze).
Now, using [4, Lemma 4.1] and the continuity of the trace operator for a fixed domain, we have

el zaanvy < Dllue © @iclla@yr) < Dllute © Picllpoagry < Dliuel ey < Dlluel 2oy,

for }L <a< % and 1 < ¢ < 2](\,]\:1). And the results follows from Lemma E |

Q
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2.6 Extension operators and convergence in spaces with negative
exponents

As we have mentioned in the introduction, since we are dealing with the family of domains
{Qe}ee[o,eo]a we need to devise a way to compare functions defined in the different domains and
give a meaning to the fact that a family of functions u, defined in €2, converges to a function u
defined in Q. An effective way to accomplish this is with the concept of convergence mediated
via an extension operator, as considered in [16, 24, 25|, 26] 28] and applied to some problems
in [4, B, 10, 15]. Here, we will extend the concepts of extension operators and convergence
to positive fractional power spaces and we will define extension operators and convergence in
spaces with negative exponents.

To define properly these concepts, we need to consider operators transforming functions
defined in € to functions defined in €2, and also the other way around, operators transforming
functions defined in €2, to functions defined in Q. Following the same notation as in Section [I}
we consider first the linear operator E, : Zy — Z. given by and satisfying (1.4)), where
Z.=HY(Q) or LP(Q) or WP(Q,), for € > 0 and 1 < p < 0.

On the other hand, we also need to define a family of operators EE : Ze — Zy. At first
sight one is tempted to follow a similar procedure as in the case of E,, that is, consider the
extension operator from Q. to RY and then the restriction to Q. But since we may want to
consider oscillations at the boundary in €2, the norm of the extension operators from €, to RV
may not be very well controlled. Therefore, we proceed in a different direction, following the
ideas of [5, [6].

We go to hypothesis (I) and consider the family K. of interior smooth perturbation of
with K. C QN Q. and 0, : Q — K, a diffeomorphism satisfying this hypothesis (I). Using K.
and 0., we define )

Foue = u g, o b,

that is, if z € Q then (Eeu.)(x) = u(f(z)). If Q C Q, that is, {2 is an exterior perturbation
of {2, then we can consider K, = (2, 0 the identity and Ecu. = ueq.
Using now that D(AZ) = X2 = [L?(), H (2)]a, 0 < @ < 1, we can extend the definitions

of E. and E. to the scale of positive fractional power spaces via interpolation. Indeed, we obtain
E.:X? 5 X2 and E.: X2 5 X2, for0<a<l,
where X2 = X/ and they satisfy

|Eall g < Klullyy, 1Bl g = lull gy, ase—o, (211)

and

|Batclly < Fllucl g, 12, 51, ase— 0, (2.12)

s

NR

o
X€2 aX )

where k,/% > 0 are independent of e. R
We note that for x € K, and 0 < € < ¢, we have (E.E.u)(z) = u(z) and (EFu.)(x) =
uc(z), for all w € X3 and u, € X2
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In the following, we prove a lemma that allows us to compare E.E.u, and u, in XZ.

Lemma 2.13. Let {Qc}ecpoe) be a family of domains satisfying conditions (H), (F)(i) and
(I). Then there exists a function c(e) with c(€) — 0 as € — 0 such that, for any u. € H* (),
we have:

(i) [te — we 0 Oc| < c(€)||te|| 1y, for o>
0K,

(i1) / [ue — ue 0 0| < c(€)]|te 0y
K.

Proof. (i) By considering the parameterization ¢; and 6,, we have

/ |u€—u€oQ€| < Z/ |u60900¢i(1‘/) _ue096000oQsi(x,”(]N—l(eaO¢i)(x,)dx,
0K, i=1 N-1

Considering 0. o 0, = 0,() and using similar arguments as [4, Lemma 4.2], we obtain

/ ue —uco b < Z/ e 0 ®i(, pio(a)) = e © ®4(2, Pige) ()| In-1(05 © ¢3)(x")da’
0Ks i=1 N—1
Pi a(e) ) 8 Ue O @ ,
S| e
N—-1 on

&EN
Z Hﬁivg(g) - ﬁz’,aHioo(QNq)
i=1

/ /ﬁi,v(e)(x/)
N—1 Pi,o(x')

< ) |ucll o),

IN

In-1(05 0 ¢i)(2")dz’

IN

N

J(u o ;)

/
r. («',y)

2
dIN> JN_l(tgg O (ﬁl)(I,)dJ}/

with c(e) — 0 as € — 0 since pP; o) = Pio-

(ii) Since O, = id, then / |ue — ue 0 0] = 0. Thus,
K

€0

€0
/ e — e 00| = / e — e 0 8,] = / / e — e 0 8do < e(e) el ).
Ke K€\K€0 € BKU

Lemma 2.14. Let {Qc}ecpoe be a family of domains satisfying conditions (H), (F)(i) and
(D). If0 <« <1 and u. € X2 such that HUGHX% < K, for some K > 0 independent of €, then

||E€E6ue—u e =0, ase—0.

Al
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Proof. By [5, Lemma 3.4], the interpolation’s constants are uniformly bounded in €, and using
Lemma [2.9] we have

||E€E5u6 - UIEHXS% S C||E€EEUE - U’EHHO‘(QE) S KHEGEA'EU’E - UEH}EEXQJHEeEA'eue - ueHaHl(Qe)'
Since EEEgu6 =wu. 00, in K, C (), then

||E€E€ue — USH%Q(QE) = / |E6E’eu€ — u€|2 = / |£C€EA]€U6 — u6|2 +/ |u€ o6, — u6|2.
Qe QE\KE

€

Thus, using Holder Inequality, |2, \ K| — 0 as ¢ — 0 and Lemma [2.13] the result follows. 1§

If Q C Q,, that is, €2, is an exterior perturbation of €2, then E.E.u=u. In the general case,
we obtain
Lemma 2.15. Let {Qc}ecpoe be a family of domains satisfying conditions (H), (F)(i) and
(@). If0<a<1andue Xz such that lull ;3 < K, for some K >0, then

|EEu — ullyg =0, ase—0.

Proof. Using Lemma [2.9) and interpolation properties (see [27, Theorem 1.11.3] and [29, pag.
15]), we have

|EBu—ull g < CllEEauc — uc ga) < C||EEou — u||1L;;*Q)||E€E6u — ul|f (-

2

Since EA'EEgu =y o6, in  and 96|K60 = 1d, then

/ BB —ul? = / [uo b —uf* = / [uo 0 —ul* < e(e)|[ulln ),
(9] Q Q\Keo

with ¢(e€) — 0 as € — 0, where in the last inequality we use the same arguments of Lemma [2.13]
Therefore, )
|EeEeu —ul g <c(e, K) =0, ase—0.

This concludes the proof of the lemma. |

The concepts of E-convergence and E-weak convergence in positive fractional power spaces
are defined as follows.

Definition 2.16. Let 0 < a <1, u, € XE% and u € X2. We have:
(i) The family {uc}ec(o,e, E-converges to w if ||ue — EEUHXE% — 0 as ¢ — 0. We denote this
convergence by uei)u;

(ii) The family {uc}ec(o,e] E-weak converges to u if (wﬁ,ug)X% — (w,u), 3 ase— 0, for any

€

E . 1 . . 1 1
sequence w.—w in X2, where (-, ") 1 and (-, -)X% denote the inner product in X2 and X2,
X

€

E
respectively. We denote this convergence by u.—u.
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Once we have stablished the concept of E-convergence in X2 for 0 < a < 1, we are going

to extend appropriately this concept to spaces X, ? with 0 < o < 1. We define the following
“extension” and “restriction” operators in spaces with negative exponents by duality.

Definition 2.17. For 0 < a <1, we define

(N1}

E* X2 — X.

‘ . (2.13)
© = Eeo: X2 — R
where (E*¢,u.) = (p, B for all u. € XZ. On the other hand, we define
Ee s Xe? = X7 (2.14)
0. = BElpo: X2 - R

where (E*¢c,u) = (pe, Bou) for allu e X5

We note that these operators satisfy
1Bl s < Wllelys and [y <Fled s

where k*, k* > 0 are independent of e.
Again, if Q C Q. then E*E’p = ¢ for all ¢ € X~ 2. In the general case,

Lemma 2.18. Let {Qc}ecioe) be a family of domains satisfying conditions (H), (F)(i) and
(I). If0 <a <1 then

(BXEfp,u) — (p,u), ase— 0,

uniformly for u in bounded sets of X2 and ¢ in bounded sets of X% .

Proof. In fact, from Definition [2.17 we have

(ECESp,u) — (o, w)| = (B @, Ecu) — (p,u)| = [(¢, EEeu) — (o, w)| < [l@ll -5 | EcEeu — ul x5,
and the convergence follows using Lemma [2.15] |

The following result proves that E* satisfies the condition as defined in (2.10) and that we
will also see in Section [4.1]

Lemma 2.19. Let {Qc}ecpo) be a family of domains satisfying conditions (H), (F)(i) and
(I), then

”E:‘P”X—% = [l¢ll -5, ase—0 for any ¢ € X5,
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Proof. In fact, for each ¢ € X~ 2, we have

1Eoll -5 = sup  [(Efpudl = sup o [(p, Beue)
Ue € X52 Ue € X€2
lucll 5 =1 lucll 5 =1
< sup el | Beuellys < llell-slEell, s sy = lelcs, ase—0,
u. € XZ
luell 5 =1

where we are using that HEE”E(X% X% 1, see (2.12)).

On the other hand, we note [(Efp,u.)| < |[Ef¢|l . -g||uc]| ¢. Now, using the definition of
X, X,
||l c—g we obtain for each n > 0 there exist u € X2 and € = €(n) such that

< E€u€>
||90||X_% - || || o S ||S0||X_%
7

Thus,

(o, ue)| .

lellx-g —n < Tl s < |[IEZoll g, for ue = Eeu, € < €(n).
€ Xéj €

Therefore,

1Bl -5 = llellx-5, ase—0.

We also note that E* #+ E.ifa =0, evenin the case where the )¢ is an exterior perturbation
of Q. In fact, since (E*ue, fQ uFv and E cUe = Ue|q that means, E e as a functional in

L2(Q) is given by (Eeu,, v = [ uev

Now, we define the concepts of E*-convergence and E*-weak convergence in negative frac-
tional power spaces, using the operator E.

Definition 2.20. Let 0 < a <1, ¢, € X? and © € X~2. We have:
(i) The family {@c}ec(o,.e0] E*-converges to ¢ if ||pe — Eé‘(pHX:% — 0 as ¢ — 0. We denote this
convergence by gpei*w;

(i) The family {pe}ec(0,cq) E*-weak converges to ¢ if (pe,ue) — (@, u) whenever w5 in X2,
E*
We denote this convergence by p.—.

Lemma 2. 21 Let {Qc}ecpoe be a famzly of domams sat@sfymg condmons (H), (F)({) and
@). Ifv. € X and vy € X with UE—WO in XE , then UE—H)O in Xe %, for0<a<1.



21

Proof. Initially, for & = 1, we have

loe= Brooll oy = swp [~ Bou,ud)
€

ue € X&
el 3 =1
X
Since
’</U€_E:/U07 ue>’ = |<'UE,U€> - <U07 Eeue>‘ S ’</Ue7ue> - <EEUO7u€>| +|<E€U07 ue) - <U[)7 Ee“e)" (215)

We have,

|<U€,U€> — <E€U0, UEH < ||’Ue — E€U0HH1(Q€) UEHHI(QE) — 0, as € — 0, (216)

uniformly in u. such that |[uc||z1(q,) = 1. Moreover,

|(Ecvg, ue) — (vo, E6u6)| = / VE.v,Vu, + / E.vgue — /VUOVEEUE — /voliu6
Qe Qe Q Q

) ) (2.17)
= / (VEvoWVu, + Evgue) + /(VEEUOVUE + Evue) — /(VUOVEEUG + UOEEUG)‘ )
Q\Ke . Q
Since
/ (VEwoVue + Evoue) | < [Jucl mnl| Eevollmr @) — 0, ase—0, (2.18)
Q\Ke
uniformly in u. such that |[uc|| g1,y =1, and
/(VECUOVU6 + Eovgue) — /(VUOVEACu6 + voEeue)
K. Q
= /(VEC’UOVUG + Bague) (1 — Jy01) + /(VEG'UOVu6 + Bovgue) Jy0
K Ke
— /VUOVEGuG - /UOEU6
Q Q
= (I)+(II)—(III)—(IV).
We have,
(II1) = / Vo071 (2))Vue () DO(07 () In0- (z)da
and
(V) = / 0061 (@)) e () Inb () e
Ke
Since Jy0:! — 1 in L>(K,) as € — 0, then
(I) = /(VEEUOVu6 + Bague)(1 — Jy0:1) — 0, ase— 0. (2.19)
Ke
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Also,

(II)—(11I)—(IV) = / (Vo (z)Vue(z) — Vg (07 () Vue(z) DO(0 ()] In0 " (7)d

€

+ / [vo(x) — vo(07 () ]ue(z) N0 (z)dx — 0, ase— 0.

Ke
(2.20)
From (12.18), (2.19) and (2.20)), we have ||v. — E:UOHX;% — 0, as e = 0.
Finally, using Lemma [2.9] and interpolation properties, we have
lve = Efuvoll -5 < Cllve = Bfvolln-e(y) < Cllve = Efvoll 5 o lve = Elvollzza,),
and since ||ve — Evol|12(,) is uniformly bounded, we obtain the convergence in X :, ]

Lemma 2.22. Let {Qc}ecpoe] be a family of domains satisfying conditions (H), (F)(i) and

(I). Let u. € X2 such that ||u6||X < K, for some K > 0 independent of €. Then, there exist

1
2
€

1 E r . 1
a subsequence denoted by u., and vy € X2 such that u,,—ug and E. u., —uy in Xz.

Proof. If HuEHX% < K then ||E€u€HX% < K. Thus, there exist a subsequence E., u,, and
Uy € X3 such that Eekuek — U in X3,

E
Using [4, Proposition 3.1], to prove that u., —uy it is enough to prove that

(Eekv,uek)x% — (v, up) 3, forallve Xz,

“k

For each v € X %, we have

‘(Eﬁk/l]? uek)X% - (Uv UJU)X%| < |(E6kU’UEk>X% - (Ua EEkUEk>X%’ + |(U7 Eekuek)x% - (Uv uO)X% |
‘K ‘K

Since E,, u,, —ug in X2 then |(v, B, ue, ) 1 — (v, uo) ;1| = 0. On the other hand,

X2

/ (VE,vVu,, + E,vu., )+ / (VE,vVue, + E. vue, ) — /(VUVEEkqu +vE u,)l|.
0

e \ ey, Ke, Q

VE., vV, + /

|(Eekv,u€k)X% — (U,Eekuek)X%| = 0

€k

E. vu,, — /VUVEgkuEk — /vEekugk
Q Q

‘k

(2.21)
Notice that (2.21)) is the same as (2.17). Thus, the proof follows analogously to the Lemma
2211 |
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3 P-continuity of the attractors

We have seen in Subsection that the hypotheses [A1] and [A2] imply the P?-continuity of
the attractors in Y, for some 0 < B < 1. In this section we are going to define clearly the
choice of our space Y, and Y and prove that for this choice, the hypotheses [A1] and [A2]
hold. This will imply the P#-continuity of the attractors of our problems and or
).

If we fix a value @ € (0,1) and we choose Y. = X,

2 € € [0,6), where Yy = Y and
X, 2 = X2, and consider them as the base spaces of the operators A..
We define the operator p. : Y — Y., that is, p. : X°2 — X, * as p. = E*, where E* :
_a lta
X2 — X, ? is given by (2.13). Moreover, chiosing b= HTQ € (%,1) then we have Y, 2 =

1 1t o 1ta
X2 = HY(Q,), € € [0, ¢, and pe 2 YR Y, 2 given by

[N]1)

nR

l1ta 1+a 1+a

pe? x=(A)" T E(A) > x, forzeY s,

In particular, if a € (3,1) then XZ = H(.) and therefore the trace operator from X2 to
L2(092,) is well defined and continuous for € € [0, €], see Lemmas[2.9)and 2.12] This is necessary
in Subsection to deal with the nonlinearity at the boundary in the problems and .

We can distinguish within [A1] and [A2] hypotheses related to either resolvents or nonli-
nearities. So, in the next two subsections organized by those focus we are going to prove now
several results which will conclude with a proof that hypotheses [A1] and [A2] hold with our
notions of convergence and operators defined in Subsection 2.6, Later, in Subsection 4.1} we will
show the concepts of PHTQ—Convergence (see Definition nd E-convergence (see Definition
are equivalent and consequently we will conclude the E-continuity of the attractors.

3.1 Checking hypothesis [A1] related to resolvent operators

Initially, we note the operators A., € € [0, €], defined in Subsection are sectorial. We
will prove that the resolvent operators are compact. Moreover, we will prove the compact
convergence of A-! to Ay! (see Definition [2.6).

Lemma 3.1. Let {Qc}ecpoe, be a family of domains satisfying conditions (H), (F)(i) and
_a 1

(D). If 0 < a < 1 then the family {AZY € L(Xe 2,X2) : € € (0,6]} compactly converges to

Agt € E(X_%,X%), as € — 0, that is, A;lgAal.

Proof. We are going to prove that:

o
2

1
1. AZY: X 2 — X2 is a compact operator, for € € [0, €] and 0 < o < 1;
2. {A7 he}ee(o,e) 1s an E-precompact family whenever HhGHX,% is bounded;
3. If he—> ho then A= h,—5 A5 hy.

Let us show each of the three points above.
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@

_a 1
1. Since XE1 ? — X2 is compact, for a < 1, and A7 : X, is continuous then
_a 1
A7l X ? — X2 is compact.
2. Let {hc}ec(o,e) be a family in X, * such that 1l ¢ < K, for some K > 0 independent of

1

¢, we will prove that there exists a subsequence of { A A }ee(0,e, Which is E-convergent in X&.
1 1

For each ¢ € (0, ¢, denote by v. = A-'h, € X2, that is Acw, = h.. Note that v, € X2

1 a
and ||v€|| y s uniformly bounded. In fact, using Lemma [2.12[ to ensure that X2 — X2, with

embeddlng constant ¢ > 0 independent of ¢, we have

le? ) = I, = / Vol + / 0 = (Acvervd) = (heyvo)

< kel - livell o5 < ellhel] ﬁHUeH p < cKuell -

?

(3.1)

Xf—

Moreover, ||E€ve||X% < C, with C' > 0 independent of e. Thus, by Lemma [2.22| we have that

there exist a subsequence denoted by v, and vy € X 2 such that

. . N E ) 1
E v, —vy in Xz, E, v, — vy in X2 and Ve, —Vp  in XZ.
1 E . E o .
We need to prove that A* he, = v, —vp. Since v, — vy then it is sufficient to prove that
Vel 1 — Hvo|| , as k — oo.
xe
Note that ||h€|| ¢ < K implies |E*he|| x-8 < K. Using Banach-Alaouglu-Bourbaki The-

orem, there exist ho € X 2 and a subsequence E:n h, such that, for all ¢ € X2,
(F2 he,, ) — (ho,d), asn — oo. (3.2)
Now, we are going to prove that:
If ¢, € X% with ¢, — ¢ in X2, then (E* h.,b,) — (ho,¢), asn—oo.  (3.3)
In fact, using we obtain

(E: heysdn) — (hos @) < [(EZ heys dn) — (B2 heyy )| + (B2 heyy @) — (ho, 0))]
< NEL bl 16n — 0l s + (B ey @) — (ho, 8)] — 0, as n — oo.

Taking subsequences and considering ¢, = EA’gkvgk and ¢ = vy, we have ¢, — ¢ in X?2.
Thus, by (3.3)) we obtain

<E:khﬁk7 Eekvek> — <h07 U0>7 as k — Q.



Now, since (E? h

as k — oo, then

|<h€k7 Ufk) - <h0> UO>|

Eﬁkv6k> = (hek,EekEAekvek) and, by Lemma [2.14} || E,, E.

€L

ININA

Thus,
(heps Ve, ) = (ho,vo), as k — oo.

By (3.1)) we have HvekHi% = (he,, Ve, ), then

€k

foall? = (hos o).

‘k

Finally, we will prove that (hg,vo) = ||vo||? ) and vy = Ay 'hy. We note
ool = ool = | V00l + [ ool = (oo, o)

E
On the one hand, v., — vy, then

1

(Ve Egkw)xi — (vo,w) 3, forallwe Xz,

On the other hand, by (3.2]) we have
(Vs Eqw) 3 = (A, B B, w) = (he, Eqw) = (EZ he,,w) — (ho, w),

€
€k k

Hence and the uniqueness of the limit, we have

(ho,w) = (vo, w) 1 = (Aovo,w), forallwe Xz,

(1) = g BB+ B B
“hEkHX*%“EEkEekUék Ufk” ’<E:kh€k7E€kU€k> -
€k

25

er Ve, — UékHXe%k — 07

<h0,’U0>‘
<h0, U(]>| — 0.

(3.5)

for all w € X3,

Thus,
Vo = Aalho or A()U(] = ho. (36)
By (3.4), (3.5) and (3.6), we obtain
Hvekﬂii — [l
3. Since he——+hq then || he || —¢ < K, for some K > 0 independent of e. Thus, for any sequence

€, — 0, we can extract another subsequence, which we denote also as €, such that following the

argument made above to prove item 2, we have A€klh5k —>A0 hg. Since this has been proved

for any sequence, we obtain the F-convergence for the whole family, that is, A;lheiA(} Yho.

Now, we verify that the resolvents (ul + A.)~' compactly converge to (ul + Ag)~*
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Lemma 3.2. Let {Qc}ecpoe be a family of domains satisfying conditions (H), (F)(i) and (I).
If0<a<1andp e p(—Ay), then there exists €, > 0 such that pn € p(—Ae), for all e € [0,¢,],
and there exists a constant M, > 0 independent of € such that

Ia + A)71, <M, foralle€ [0, (3.7)

[<%
2

a1
X 2,X2)

Furthermore, (il + A) 'S5 (ul + Ag)~L.
Proof. Since 1 € p(—Ap) then
(I +A0)™ = [(nAG + DA™ = A (nAg" + )70 = Ag (T + pAg )™

Thus, (I + pAy;") ™! exists and (I + pAy") is one-to-one and onto, thus ker(I + uAy') = {0}.
By Lemma A;lgAgl, then using [4, Lemma 3.1], we obtain that there exist ¢, > 0 and

constants M,, C' > 0 independents of € such that for all € € [0,¢,], ||A;1||£(X,% b < C,

p € p(—A.) and

I(Z + AT (3.8)

ety = M

=1
2

1
to X¢&, and it is bounded. In fact,

—1\—1
X;%7X§)II(I+MA6) Iz x

Therefore, A-1(I + pA-')™! is well defined from X,

—1 —1y—1 < -1 W < 7
AT+ 1A s ) S 1A ), < ci,

€

x: % x?
Note that
AT I+ pAT) T = AN (AT + D7 = [(nAT + DAL = (u + A)T

Thus, there exist €, > 0 and M, > 0 independent of e such that, for all € € [0,¢,], p € p(—A)

and (3.7]) holds.
In order to show (u + A.)~155 (1l + Ag)~", we need to prove that:

o3
2

L (Wl +A)™ X2 — Xeé is a compact operator, for € € [0, ¢] and 0 < o < 1;
2. {(u + Ac) " he}ee(o,e0) 1s an E-precompact family whenever HhEHX;% is bounded;
3. If heshg then (ul + A) ™ he— (il + Ag) ™.
Let us show each of the three points above.
1. The proof is similar to the item 2 that we will prove below.
2. Let {hc}ec(o,e0) e a family in X7 such that HheHX;% < K, for some K > 0 independent of

€. Note that
(ul + AN the = AN + A A,

Using (3.8)) we obtain {(I4 1A ") hetee(o,e is @ family in X % which is uniformly bounded in
e. Hence, from Lemma , we get that {A71 (1 + pA; ") " he}ee(o,e) Is an E-precompact family

1 1
in X2. Consequently, {(p] + Ac) " he}ec(o,e] is an E-precompact family in XZ.
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3. If heoho then || he H ¢ < K, for some K > 0 independent of e. Now, from item 2. for

2

any subsequence of {(,u[ +A O~ th }ee (060] there exist a subsequence {(ul + A, ) 'he, tren and
y € Xz such that (ul + Ac,) ‘he, —y in X2 Taking z, = (I + pA_") " A he, we have

1

e = (I + pA) YA by, = (ul + Al) the oy, in X (3.9)
Using again Lemma [3.1] we have

1
A g 5 A ho, in X2 (3.10)

o

1 .
On the other hand, since z, i>y in XJ,, then by Lemma [2.21] z, Ly in X, ?. Using again
Lemma we obtain

1
Atz Ay, i X2, (3.11)
Note that A_'he, = (I + pA_ ")z, = ze, + pA_ 2, Now, from ) and (3.11), we have

_ E _ _ . i
A he, =y + pAgty = (I + pAgy,  in X&. (3.12)

Using (3.10), (3.12) and uniqueness of the limit, we have Ay'he = (I + pAy')y. Thus,
y = (ul + Ag)tho and

(] + A) R -Z(ul + Ag)"tho, in Xe.

In particular, y is independent of the subsequence chosen. This implies that the whole sequence
(uI + AJ)"the E-converges to y = (ul + Ag) thg. Thus (ul + AE)A%(MI + Ag) 7L |

Moreover, we can obtain that the boundedness (3.7) in Lemma [3.2| is uniform.

Lemma 3.3. Let {Qc}ecppe be a family of domains satisfying conditions (H), (F)(i) and (I).
Let 0 < a < 1 and K be a compact set, K C p(—Ayp), then there exists ex > 0 such that
K C p(—=Ay), for all e € [0,¢k], and

1

sup sup sup |[(ul + Ae) < 0. (3.13)

1
046(071) EE[O,EK] pneK Xe :X€2)

Proof. From Lemma ﬂ we have that A ! CCA !, Hence, by [4, Proposition 3.3], there
exists ex > 0 such that K C p(—A,), for all ¢ € [O €k, and by [4, Lemma 3.1], we obtain

that there exists a constant C' > 0 independent of e such that ||A;1||£(X,% 3 < C. Since

(ul + A~ = AT + pAZY) ™! then, in order to prove the uniformly boundedness ([3.13)) it is
sufficient to prove

sup sup sup ]|(I+MA;1)’1\|E(X,%) < 0. (3.14)
a€(0,1) e€[0,ex] HEK €
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Suppose that (3.14]) is not uniformly bounded, thus there exist sequences ¢, — 0 and p,, € K
such that pu, = g € K and

(1 + pnAZ)

-1
o) HE(X;L%) — 00, asn — 00.

Since /LnA;nlg)ﬂAal then using again [4, Lemma 3.1], we obtain that there exist ¢y > 0 and
a constant M > 0 such that ||(I + ,unA;nl)*lﬂﬁ(X_%) < M, for all ¢, € [0,€, which is a
contradiction. ! 1

Therefore, the results above imply the conditions on the resolvent in the hypothesis [A1]
hold.

3.2 Checking hypotheses [A1l] and [A2] related to nonlinearities

In order to prove the PHTa—continuity of the attractors, we need to prove the hypotheses [A1]
and [A2] in Subsection [2.4] related to nonlinearities.
Initially, we will prove that the abstract nonlinearities given by (12.2)) and (2.3)) are bounded

and globally Lipschitz.

Lemma 3.4. Suppose that [ and g satisfy (2.4)) and (2.5) and% < a < 1. Then there exists
K > 0 independent of € such that

he (e o <K, forallu.€ X2 and 0 <e<e¢.
2

I

Proof. Initially, for each € € [0, ¢y] we have

[ e (ue) sup.  [(he(ue), ¥e) -
Y € XZ

Il 5 =1

Since that f and g satisfy (2.4]) and (2.5), then there exists C' > 0 independent of € such
that

-5 =
X, ?

Nf( ue() ey < C and  ||g(-, ue(+)) || L=y < C,  for all € € [0, &) (3.15)
For € = 0, using (3.15]), v € L*>*(012), Cauchy-Schwartz inequality and Lemma [2.12 we get

/Q (o) o] + / @llgte. w)llo

1 1
< CQf3 ||1¢0||L2(Q) +10||7||L°<>(89)|@Q|2 10|l 22002
< (G2 + Co|0Q2 ([ Lo ae) |0l 8 5

for all ¥y € X 2. Thus, there exists K; > 0 such that

| (ho(uo), ¥o)|

IA

[ho(uo)|l -5 < K. (3.16)
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Now for € € (0, €], using (3.15)), Cauchy-Schwartz inequality, Lemma and uniformly
bounded of domains, we get

[(he(ue), e

IN

/’vwmeA+/ 9wl
Qe ) 0 L

< Ol [[9ellrzn + ClOQ|2 [¢ell 200,
< (CoIQUF + ColO] ) ]

35
X2

=3
2

for all ¢, € XZ2. Thus, there exists Ky > 0 independent of € such that

(w5 < Ko (3.17)

Therefore, the result follows from (3.16]) and (3.17)). ]

Lemma 3.5. Suppose that f and g satisfy (2.4) and (2.5) and% < «a < 1. Then, for each

1 _a
0<e<e, themap he : X& — X¢ 2
of € such that

18 globally Lipschitz, that is, there exists L > 0 independent

1
e(Ue) — Ne Ve e < Ue — Vel|| 1, or all Ue, Ve € X an < € < €.
h he(v)ll -3 < L o 0 X& and 0 < e <

Proof. Initially, for each € € [0, €] we have

[[he(ue) — hE(UE)HX;% = sup . [(he(ue) = he(ve), e)|-
Y € X2
el g =1

For each € € [0, €], using Mean Value Theorem, we can write

[, uc(@)) = [, 0(x)) = Ouf (2, We(w)uc(z) + (1 = we(2))ve(x))[uc(z) —ve(z)], @€ Qe

and

9(7,uc(x)) = 9(2,v(7)) = Oug(z, We(T)uc(z) + (1 — We(2))ve(7))[Ue(7) — ve(T)], @ € O,

where w,(x) € [0,1] for all z € Q. and w.(x) € [0,1] for all z € IQ,.
For ¢ = 0, using that f and ¢ satisfy (2.4) and (2.5), v € L*(912), Cauchy-Schwartz
inequality and Lemma [2.12], we get

[ (ho(uo) — ho(vo), o) t/V@wd—fQWMWd+/IW@MWww—M%WM%!

<

Q 15)9)
< Cllug = vollz2(@ll¥oll 2@) + Cllvllz= (a0
< (C1+ Cafll (o)) lluo = voll 1 1ol

lluo — voll 200 |10 || L2 (02)

—

NR

Y
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for all ¥y € X 2. Thus, there exists L; > 0 such that
[[ho(uo) — ho(vo)ll -5 < Lalluo — vol| 3 (3.18)

Now for € € (0, €], using that f and g satisfy (2.4) and ({2.5)), Cauchy-Schwartz inequality
and Lemma [2.12] we get

|<h6(u€) - hE(UE)v ¢€>|

IN

/ |f T, Ue —f(IaUE)H?M +/BQ |g(xvue) _g(xvvs)||¢e|

< CHue Vell 2o 1Yel 22 00) + Cllue — vel| 200, |¥ell 22 (902
< (G + Cy)lfuc - vell vl s
for all ¥, € XG%. Thus, there exists L, > 0 independent of € such that
he(ue) = he(ve)ll -5 < Lallue —ve]l 3. (3.19)
Therefore, the result follows from (3.18]) and ({3.19)). |

To simplify the proof of results, from now on we will assume that the nonlinearities depend
only on u,, € € [0, €], that is, we will consider f(u.) and g(u.) in the problems ([1.1)) and ( .
instead of f(x,u.) and g(z, ue).

We need to verify the E*-convergence of the nonlinearities h. given by and . For
this, we need the following result

Lemma 3.6. Let Q C RY be an open bounded set and 1., ¢ € LP(Q), 0 < € < €y, such that
Vel zr) < K and ||[Y| o) < K, for some K > 0 independent of €. If he—1) in LP(Q) then

L@mwmuw—w@»m

=c(e,9.) = 0

uniformly for ¥, in compact sets of L” (Q), where % + ]% =1.

Proof. Suppose that the convergence is not uniform in compact sets of L (Q). Therefore,
there exist a compact set C' of L” (Q), no > 0 and a sequence 9, € C' such that

= c(e,9¢) > mg, ase— 0. (3.20)

/ﬁ4wwxw—¢@»m
R

We are going to prove that (3.20]) is not possible.
In fact, since ¥, € C, if necessary there exists a subsequence of ¥, and a function ¥ € C
such that 9, — 9 in L” (Q) as € — 0. We have,

[ 9@ wila) = vt

/h9 )|l (@) — ¥(@)lde +

téwwwxw—wwa.
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By using Holder inequality;,

/ [Ve(x 2)|[Ye(x) = P(@)|dz < ||Ue = Il ) 10e = Yllzri@) < 2K 19 = I| 1) = 0.

Since .— in LP(Q) then

/Rﬁ(x)(lpﬁ(x) —(z))dz| — 0, ase—0,

and we obtain a contradiction to (3.20)). |

Lemma 3.7. Suppose that f and g satisfy (2.4)) and ( and let % < a <1, then

[he(Eeu) — Eho(u )H -3 0,
uniformly for u in bounded sets of Xz,
Proof. We first consider o = 1. Since
Ihe(Eeu) = Echo(uw)ll -y = sup [(he(Eew), ve) — (Echo(u), ve)l.
v € X2
oy =1

1
Let v. € XZ we have

— (Erho(u), ve)| = [(he(Ecw),ve) = (ho(w), Ecve)|
N (3.21)

‘/wae /f VE.v.| + /meg(Eeu)ve—/aQ( Z})Eeve

Using (2.4), Lemma 213} Q. \ K.| — 0 and [\ K.| — 0 as e — 0, we obtain

/fEu - | fwka,

< [ B+ [ @B+ [ 5@ Ee)l <a@l

QK. Q\K. K. é

with ¢;(e) — 0 as € — 0. B
Consider the finite cover {U;}, such that Q. C U ,U; = U, the local parametrizations ¢; .
and ¢; of 0, and 99, respectively. By Definition [2.2] we have (¢;(2))Jn_1¢;(z") = ~;(2’) for

2’ € Qn_1. Hence,
(/ aamm—/’ A()g(u) B,
U;NOe U,;No2

:‘/’g«ﬂwwuuwwx%uWLWWWWMf

[ s Er 6|
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Since (E.u)jo = u and ¢;(z) € U; N 0N, then g((Ecu)(¢i(2'))) = g(u(¢i(2'))) and

/ G((Bt) (5@ G1(2")) Trr1 s (a”)

[ ) B i e
< [ 1B 6 ~ o Ea) SN a1 D1

+ / 9(u(@i(@M[ve(@ic(x) = (Ecve) (¢i(2)| 16 (') da’
QnN-1

+ ‘/ 9(u(i(a))(Eev) (9:(2") (In-19ie(a’) = vila))da'| = (1) + (IT) + (I11).

Using Mean Value Theorem, (2.5 and [4, Lemma 4.2], there exists cy(e) — 0 as € — 0 such
that

lg((Eeu)(die)) — 9((Bew) (@)l 2(@u-1) < cal)lull @),

By similar arguments as [4, Lemma 4.2], there exists c3(¢) — 0 as € — 0 such that

lve(0ic) = (Evd) (@)l z2(@u-) < es()lvell i wy-

Thus, using Cauchy-Schwartz inequality and (2.5)), we have

(1) < o)l In-19iell Lo @n_n) Ul mr @) [[ve(@ie) | 2(Qu—1)

(IT) < &3(e)l|In-10iell Lo @u_n) |Vel 1 v,

with é3(e) — 0 as € — 0.
e—0
Also, by hypothesis (F)(ii), Jy_1¢;. = v in LP(Qn_1), 1 < p < oo, and by Lemma

(11T) < c4(e,ve),

N

with ¢4(e,v.) — 0 as € — 0, uniformly for v, in bounded sets of X¢Z.
Therefore, there exists c(e) — 0 as € — 0 such that

[he(Eeu) — EZho(u)|| —y < c(e). (3.22)

I,
Now, fix % < ap < 1, by Lemma we have that there exists K > 0 independent of € such
that

[he(Eeu) — Ehow)]| 2 < K. (3.23)

€
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Then for any a such that —1 < —a < —qp < — usmg Lemma and interpolation properties
(see [27), Theorem 1.11.3] and [29, pag. 15]), and (3.23), we obtain

[he(Eeu) — Efho(u)] 5 < CHhe(EeU) — EZho(uw)|| a0
< CHhE(Eeu) _E:hO( )HH ag ( E)Hhe(Eeu) _E:ho( )“H 1(Q) = (6)7

for some 0 < # < 1 and ¢(e) — 0 as e — 0. |

Now, we are in condition to verify completely the hypothesis [A1], that is, he(ue)ﬂ ho(uo)
whenever ueimo.

Lemma 3.8. Suppose that f and g satisfy (2.4) and (2.5 and let % <a<l. If uei)uo in
1
X2, then
[ e(ue) — E:ho(uo)HX_% — 0, ase—0.

Proof. By Lemmas [3.5 and [3.7, we obtain

1e(ue) = EZho(uo)ll -5 < [he(ue) = he(Beuo)l -5 + [he(Ecuo) — EZho(uo)l -
< Llu.—E u0|| + ||h (E up) — E*ho(uo)H g = () as € — 0.

Now, we will verify the properties in [A2] related to the derivatives of nonlinearities ([2.2))
1 1 —_a
and ([2.3). For this, we define h. : X2 — L£(XZ, Xc ?), with 0 <€ < ¢ and % <a<l1,by

1 a
(h.(ec)ve, ze) = / I (ec)veze +/ g (e)veze, for e, v. € X2 and z. € X2, (3.24)
Q. 90,
and

(hy(eg)v, z) = / f'(eo)vz +/ v(z)g' (eo)vz, for eg,v € X2 and z € X5, (3.25)
20

First, by definition of A, in (3. 24|) and (3.25)) and the hypotheses (2.4) and (2.5]), we can
proceed in a similar way to Lemma |3.4] and we can obtain

sup  sup ||h(ve + el o <K, (3.26)
cel0.col uell 1 <p L(XE X ?)

€

[

for some p > 0 and K > 0 independent of e.

The following lemmas prove the E*-convergence of h.(e.) to h{(ep) whenever e—rep.

Lemma 3.9. Suppose that f and g satisfy (2.4)) and (2.5)) and let % <a<l If egiﬂfo in
1
X2, then there exists a positive function C(e) — 0 as € — 0 such that

Ihe(ee)(Bev) = Echg(eo)(0)ll -5 < Cle)l|v]l yy,  for allv e X3,
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Proof. Initially, for each € € [0, ¢] and a = 1, we have

1e(ed) (Eev) — Echg(eo) ()] -y = sup - [(Re(ec) (Bev), 20) — (B (eo) (v), 2) .
’ 2. € X2
=l g =1
We note
[(he(ee) (Eev), ze) — (EZR (eo) (v ) = [(h(ec)(Eev), 2e) — (W' (€0) (v), Eeze)|

= f Y(Ew)ze — / 1 (eo)( /BQ "(e)(Ev)ze — /89 v(x)g' (e0) (V) E. 2
f/(ee)(EeU)zf - f/(EEGO)(EeU)ZE f,(Eeeo)(EEU)Ze - /Q f,(eo)(U)Eézé

Qe Qe

o || geaEa - [ dmaE

Using Mean Value Theorem, we can write
fec(x)) = f'(Eeeo)(x)) = ["(Ec(z)ec(z) + (1 — Ec(x))(Eeeo) (z))[ec(x) — (Eceo)(z)], x € Qe
and
g'(ec()) = g ((Eeeo)(x)) = g" (ee(x)ec(x) + (1 — éc(2))(Eeeo) (x))[ec(x) — (Eeeo)(x)], @ € O,

where é.(z) € [0, 1] for all z € €2, and é.(z) € [0,1] for all x € 0Q,. Hence and using (2.4)) and
[23), we get

| () (Ewv), 2) — (B2 (e0) (0), 2]
< c / lec — Beeol| Bevl|zd] + / | (Bueo) | Eool|z] + / (o)l Bz
Qe QE\I(6 Q\

€

IN

_I_

Qe

+ /6 () Bz - /8 (@) (o)) Eez

+ / |/ (e0)|v]|ze — zc 0 O] + C/ lec — Eceol|Ecv] |z
K\Ke 00,

N = (I)+ (I1)+ (IIT) + (IV) + (V) + (VI).

/696 g (Eeeo)(EBev)ze — /m v(x)g (o) (V) Eeze

For the last term (VI), we use the parametrizations ¢; and ¢; . of the boundaries 02 and 02,
e—0

respectively, then with similar arguments to Lemma and considering that Jy_1¢;c — i
in LP(Qn-1), 1 < p < co. Applying Lemma we get that term (IV) goes to zero as € — 0.

Using e.—rep, 92\ K| — 0 and |2\ K| — 0, we have that terms (I), (II), (III) and (V)
goes to zero as € — 0. Thus, there exists a positive function C'(¢) — 0 as € — 0 such that

Ihe(ed)(Eev) = Eholeo) ()] -y < COlvll 3. (3.27)
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Now, fix % < ap < 1, by similar arguments to (3.26]), we have that there exists K > 0

independent of € such that

|h.(e)(Ew) — E:hg(eg)(v)HX,% < KHUHX%, for all v € X 3. (3.28)

€

Finally, for any « such that —1 < —a < —ay < —1, using Lemma . interpolation properties
(see [27, Theorem 1.11.3] and [29] pag. 15]), - and (3.28), we obtaln

1he(ee) (Eev) = Echyleo)(v)]| (-5 < Cllhe(e) (Eev) = Ehg(eo)(0) || a0

X
< COllhi(ee)(Bev) = Ethy(e0) (0)l[-ao o, | () (Eev) = Ezhg(eo) ()7 o,y < Cle)llv] 3,

forallvEX%andforsom60<9<1andC’(e)—>Oase—>O. |

Now, we are in condition to verify completely the hypothesis [A2], that is, h;(ee)ﬂhg(eo),

E
whenever e.—>eg.

Lemma 3.10. Suppose that f and g satisfy (2.4) and (2.5) and let % <a<l. If egimo and

ve—3v in X2, then
| (ee)(ve) — E:hf)(eo)(v)HXe_% — 0, ase—0.
Proof. Using , similar arguments to Lemma , and Lemma , we obtain
1re(ec) (ve) = Edho(eo) (0]l -5

< helec)(ve) = hele) (Bev)ll -5 + [[he(e) (Bev) = EZhg(eo)(v)]] -5
< Lfjoe = Ecoll g + (e () - Elho(eo) ()]l -5 =0, ase—0,

for some L > 0 independent of e. |

Remark 3.11. The results of Subsections (3.1 and[3.9 imply that the hypotheses [A1] and [A2]
hold. C’onsequently, there exists a family of attractors {A. }66060 for our pmblems and

(.) or in Y =N and we obtain the P 2* “_continuity of this family in Y at € = 0.

4 FE-Continuity of the attractors

We have shown in Section |3| the PHTa—continuity of the attractors. For this we have applied the
abstract results from [16]. Now, we want to obtain the E-continuity of the attractors. In order
to accomplish this, we need to show the equivalence between the concepts of PHTa—convergence
and E-convergence.
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4.1 FE-convergence vs P-convergence

The purpose of this subsection is to prove that the notion of P-convergence established in an
abstract way in the paper of [16] is the same as the notion of E-convergence we are using in
this paper.

Based on the notations in Subsectlon 4} if we fix a value o € (0, 1) and we choose Y, = X
e € [0, €0), where Yy = Y and X, P X% , and consider them as the base spaces of the operators
A.. Analogously to Section , we define the operator p, : Y — Y., that is, p : X2 — XE_%
as p. = E¥, Where Ef: X5 = X. 7 is given by (2.13), then we have Y# = X% = H'(Q,),
€ € [0, €], and 106 g (i YGHTQ given by p:%x = (A )T BN (Ag) 2w, for z e YR

So we have two concepts of convergence, one given by Definition [2.16| using the family of

_&
2

linear operators B, : X2 — X6 in (1.3) and another given by Definition using the family
1+a
of operators pe 2 P X2 o X 2 We are going to prove that these two concepts of convergence

are equivalents.

Lemma 4.1. Let {Qc}ecpoe be a family of domains satisfying conditions (H), (F)(i) and (I).
1 1+a
If uc € X& and u € X%, then ueim if, and only if, uegu,

1ta
Proof. We first prove that given u € Xz = H'(Q2), the sequence {p. > u} E-converges to u in
1 lta
X2 = HY Q) =Y. %, as € — 0, that means,

1+a
lpe? u— Eoul| % as € — 0. (4.1)
1 [e] lta —lta
In fact, let w € X2 and v € X~ 2 such that u = A, ? v, then taking v. = E*vand u, = Ac ? v,

1+
we have u, = p? .

Now, let {(\;, ¢;) }32, the eigenvalues and elgenfunctlons of Ag: X2 — X2 and {(\ie, 01.0) 122,
the eigenvalues and eigenfunctions of A, : X¢ : — X : . Let u € X2 then

o0

w=3"(w i) g and ul?y =D ( 00 A < oo
=1

=1
1+

;7 ;. On the other hand,

oo

o0
*
Eev = Ve = E (U67 @i,e)X—% Pie = E :Uiﬁspiv“
€
i=1

i=1
where, by definition of E’,

x % = (E:Ua%,e)x—% = (U>EE§0i,6)X—%
€ €

= (’U, Ee%‘,e - @i)X—% + (U, Spi)X—j

Vie = (/Ue;@i,e) -
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From Lemma we have that A7t = —=Ay'. Hence, using [4 Proposition 3 3], we have

Aie — A and ¢; e—>s02 in X2 So, from Lemma [2.21| we obtain that ¢; e—>g0, in X,
Moreover, as consequence of the Lemma m, E.p; ¢ converges to ¢; in X2 ase—0. Thus,

Vi = (ve,goze)X_, — (v, %‘)X—% =wv;, ase—0.

Also, by Lemma [2.19] HE;‘UHX,% — [Jv]| y-g¢ . Thus,
Judl g = el g = B0l g = ell g = llll 3. as €. (12)
14a > _lta >

Now, we prove that u, = Ac 2 v, = z:l),~76)\i76 > @i E-converges to u = Z(u, %‘)X%@u
’ i=1

=1
that means, (4.1) holds. For this, considering (4.2) and [4, Propositions 3.1 and 3.2|, it is

E
sufficient to prove u.—u, that is,

(Ue, Eew)X% = (u,w) 3, forallwe Xz,

€

In fact,

o0
14

(ue,ng)Xe% :szex\ 2 (gole,wal —>Zv, BN (i, w ) :(u,w)X%, as € — 0.

i=1 =1

1
Finally, let {w.} be a family in X2 and w € Xz such that we—3w, then using (4.1]), we
obtain

|lwe — pe w|| 1<||we Ew|| +||Ew 10E w|| —0, ase—0.

5

1+a 1+a
Therefore, w, 72w, Using similar arguments, if w, P2 w then w6—>w 1

Remark 4.2. Notice that once we have established the equivalence o PHT&—conve'rgence and
1+« . .
E-convergence in Lemma and since we have proven in Subsection |5 the P%—contmuzty of

1+a

the attractors in Ye 2 = X2 = H'(Q.), then we obtain the E-continuity of the attractors in
HY(Q.). Therefore, the main result given by Theorem 18 proved.
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