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Theorem 2.1 Suppose that u has two station-
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Proof. Let I'y be nearer to 90¢2. Then, the
existence of I's gives us the uniform exterior
sphere condition for I';. So, case (iii) of The-
orem 2 works.

Remark. The uniform continuity is weakened,
but two stationary level surfaces are strong.
Only under (1), one wants the same conclu-
sion.
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Another role of condition (1).

Another proof of Theorem 2 (iii) and The-
orem 2.1 is as follows: By Theorem A, there
exist g € C?(RY) and R > 0 such that
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