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Some inequalities related to Riesz transform on exterior Lipschitz
domains

Renjin Jiang and Sibei Yang

Abstract. Let n > 2 and £ = —div(AV:) be an elliptic operator on R". Given an exterior
Lipschitz domain Q, let £ and Ly be the elliptic operators £ on Q subject to the Dirich-
let and the Neumann boundary conditions, respectively. For the Neumann operator, we
show that the reverse inequality ||.£]1V/2 Slir @) < ClIVfllzr @ holds true for any p € (1, 00).

For the Dirichlet operator, it was known that the Riesz operator VLZ)I/ ? is not bounded for
p > 2and p > n, even if £ = —A being the Laplace operator. Suppose that A are CMO
coeflicients or VMO coefficients satisfying certain perturbation property, and dQ is C',
we prove that for p > 2 and p € [n, ), it holds

inf |IVf = Vllq < C |21,
¢€j{g(§2)” f ¢||L Q) || D f”L’ I(®)
for f € W,P(Q). Here ANQ) = {f € W,P(Q) : Lpf = 0} is a non-trivial subspace
generated by harmonic function in Q with zero boundary value.

1 Introduction and main results

In this paper, motivated by the recent work [20] on the Riesz transform on exterior Lipschitz
domains, we continue to study the boundedness of the Riesz transform, associated with second-
order divergence form elliptic operators on the exterior Lipschitz domain Q having the Dirichlet
or the Neumann boundary condition, on L”(2) with p € (2, 00).

Letn > 2 and Q@ c R" be an exterior Lipschitz domain, that is, the boundary of Q, denoted
by 0, is a finite union of parts of rotated graphs of Lipschitz functions, Q is connected, and
Q° := R"\ Q is bounded. Furthermore, assume that A € L*(R") is a real-valued and symmetric
matrix that satisfies the uniformly elliptic condition, that is, there exists a constant yg € (0, 1] such

that, for any £ € R” and x € R",

Holél* < (A(E, &) < g 1€,

where (-, -) denotes the inner product in R".
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2 RENIN JIANG AND SIBEI YANG

Denote by £ the operator —div(AV-) on R”, and by L and Ly the operator —div(AV-) on Q
subject to the Dirichlet and the Neumann boundary conditions, respectively (see, for instance, [27,
Section 4.1] for the detailed definitions of £, £p, and Ly). When A := I, (the unit matrix), we
simply denote these operators respectively by A, Ap, and Ay. Moreover, let O C R" be a bounded
Lipschitz domain. Denote by Lp o and Ly o the operator —div(AV-) on O subject to the Dirichlet
boundary condition and the Neumann boundary condition, respectively.

Let p € [1, o]. Denote by W'"P(R") the homogeneous Sobolev space on R”, namely the com-
pletion of C°(R") under the semi-norm ||V - ||r»®. Meanwhile, the homogeneous Sobolev spaces
Wé’p (Q) and W'P(Q) on Q are defined as the completion of C2(Q) and CI(R™), respectively,
under the semi-norm ||V - ||r(q). Here and thereafter, C2°(R") denotes the set of all infinitely differ-
entiable functions on R" with compact support, and C°(€2) denotes the set of all infinitely differen-
tiable functions on Q with compact support contained in ). Moreover, for any g € (1, o), denote
by WL4(R™), W(; 1’q(Q), and W14(Q), respectively, the dual spaces of Whd' (RM), Wé’q,(Q), and
Wh'(Q), where ¢’ := q/(qg - 1).

Let O c R” be a bounded Lipschitz domain. Denote by W'?(0) the Sobolev space on O
equipped with the norm

WA llwir) = [Ifllzrcoy + 1V flllzr o)

where Vf denotes the distributional gradient of f. Furthermore, Wé’p (O) is defined to be the
closure of CZ(0) in WLP(0). Meanwhile, for any ¢ € (1, o0), denote by W~14(0) and Wo_l’q(O),

respectively, the dual spaces of W4 (0) and Wé’q/(O).

It is well known that the boundedness of the Riesz transform associated with some differential
operators on various function spaces has important applications in harmonic analysis and partial
differential equations and has aroused great interests in recent years (see, for instance, [2, 3, 4, 10,
11, 16, 19, 21, 25, 28, 31]). In particular, let O be a bounded Lipschitz domain of R”. The sharp
boundedness of the Riesz transform V.LB}(/)Z associated with the operator Lp ¢ having the Dirichlet
boundary condition on the Lebesgue space L”(O) was established by Shen [28]. Moreover, the
sharp boundedness of the Riesz transform VLI_V’%Z associated with the operator Ly o having the
Neumann boundary condition on L”(O) follows from Auscher and Tchamitchian [4] and Geng
[13] (see also [20, Remark 4.2]).

Compared with the boundedness of the Riesz transform associated with differential operators on
bounded Lipschitz domains, there are relatively few literatures for the Riesz transform associated
with differential operators on exterior Lipschitz domains. Since the heat kernels generated by Lp
or L satisfy the Gaussian upper bound estimate, it follows from the results of Sikora [30] (see also
[10]) that the Riesz transforms V.LBU % and V.Ll_vl/ 2 are always bounded on L”(Q) for p € (1,2].
By studying weighted operators in the one dimension, Hassell and Sikora [16] discovered that the
Riesz transform VAZ)U 2 on the exterior of the unit ball is not bounded on L? for pE,0)ifn =2,
and p € [n, o) if n > 3. Moreover, Killip, Visan and Zhang [25] proved that the Riesz transform
VA;/ 2 on the exterior of a smooth convex obstacle in R" (n = 3) is bounded for p € (1,n).

Very recently, characterizations for the boundedness of the Riesz transform VLZ)U 2 on LP(Q) with

p € (2,n) and the boundedness of VLI_VU Zon L (Q) with p € (2, 00) were obtained in [20]. The
following results are proved in [20, Theorem 1.4 and Theorem 1.5]. Let

p(L) :=sup{p > 2: V.L Y2 is bounded on L”(R")}.
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Furthermore, denote by LIIOC(R") the set of all locally integrable functions on R". Recall that the
space BMO(R") is defined as the set of all f € L}OC(R”) satisfying

1 1
[l fllBMO®™) := sup —f S - = ff(y) dy‘ dx < oo,
ek 1Bl Jp |B] Jp
where the supremum is taken over all balls B of R" (see, for instance, [23, 32]). Moreover, the
space CMO(R") is defined as the completion of CZ°(R") in the space BMO(R") (see, for instance,
[9]). The space VMO(R") is defined as the set of f € BMO(R") satisfying

lim su ) - (z)dz| dy = 0.
1 S B Jaeen |70 / Y

|B(-x9 r)| B(x,r)

Note that CMO(R") ¢ VMO(R") ¢ BMO(R"). Let us recall some results proved in [20, Theorem
1.3, Theorem 1.4 & Theorem 1.5].

Theorem 1.1 ([20]). Let Q C R" be an exterior Lipschitz domain, n > 2.
(i) For all p € (1, ), it holds for all f € Wé’p(ﬁ) that

(1.1) £ i) < CIV -
(ii) Suppose that A € VMOMR") and n > 3. There exist € > 0 and C > 1 such that for all
f € WyP(Q) it holds

(1.2) CNV Ay < || £527] < CIV Ao,

L(Q)
where 1 < p < min{n, p(£),3 + €}. If Qis C', then (1.2) holds for all 1 < p < min{n, p(L)}.

Theorem 1.2 ([20]). Let Q C R” be an exterior Lipschitz domain, n > 2. Let A € VMO(MR"). Then
there exist € > 0 and C > 1 such that for all f € LP(Q), it holds

2?1, < Clflve,

LP(Q)
where 1 < p < min{p(L),3 + €} whenn >3, 1 < p < min{p(L),4 + €} whenn = 2. If Q is C',
then the conclusion holds for € = .

For the case £ = —A being the Laplacian operator and Q being C!, p(£) = oo and € = co.
In this case, it follows from the above results that VAZ)U % and VA]_VU 2 are bounded on L? (Q) for
1 <p<nand1 < p < oo, respectively. By the unboundedness results on the Riesz transform
VABUZ established in [16], the range (1, min{n, 3 + &}) of p for (1.2) is sharp; see also [20, 25].

The main purpose of this paper are twofold. For the Neumann operator, we wish to confirm the
reverse inequality of the Riesz transform, i.e., for f € WP(Q), it holds for all 1 < p < oo that

1/2
A =1

The same inequality for the Dirichlet case (1.1) was proved in [20, Theorem 1.3].
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For the Dirichlet operator, note that from Theorem 1.1, the boundedness of the Riesz trans-
form V.Lz)l/ 2 depends on n, p(£) and the geometry of the boundary dQ. All the dependence are
essential, see the characterizations obtained by [20, Theorem 1.1], the regularity dependence of
the boundary by [22], and the counter-examples provided in [16, 25, 20]. However, for operator
with nice coefficients and domain with nice boundary (C! or small Lipschitz constant) such that
p(L),3 + € > n, we can find a suitable substitution of Wé’p (Q) space for the inequality (1.2) as
following.

Let us assume that the matrix A in the operator L is in the space VMO(R") and satisfies the
perturbation

C
(GD) f |A = Lyl dx < —
B(xo.r)

)
for some 6 > 0, all » > 1 and all xo € R". Or we assume that A € CMO(R"). In both cases, from
[21] and [18, Theorem 1] respectively, it is known that

p(L) = oo,

We have the following replacement for the Riesz inequality for the Dirichlet operator for p > n
and p > 2.

Theorem 1.3. Let n > 2 and Q C R”" be an exterior C' domain. Assume that A € VMO(R")
satisfies (GD) or A € CMO(R"). Then for p > 2 and p € [n, ), it holds for all f € Wé’p (Q) that

<
iy < CI¥ Al -

(1.3) C'inf VS = Vel < |57
e Q)

Above ﬂg(Q) ={¢p e Wé’p(Q) : Lpf =0} ={c(ugp— 1) : ¢ € R}, where ug is the unique solution
in Wh2(Q) N WP(Q) of the problem

(1.4) { ~div(AVup) =0 in Q,

up =1 on 0Q.
Combined Theorem 1.3 together with Theorem 1.1, we obtain the following.

Corollary 1.4. Let n > 2 and Q c R" be an exterior C' domain. Suppose that A € VMO(R")
satisfies (GD), or A € CMO(R"). Then

(i) There exists a positive constant C > 1 such that, for 1 < p <nwhenn >3, 1 < p <2 when
n =2, it holds for any f € Wé’p (Q) that

C IV Al < || £52F

<CJ|V .
iy < CI¥ Al

(ii) For p € [n, ) and p > 2, it holds for any f € Wé’p(Q) that

-1 . _ < 1/2 <
ct dnf IVf = Vel < [£5°7] 0, < CI¥ Al

where ﬂg(ﬁ) ={c(up — 1) : ¢ € R} and ug is given by (1.4).
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The main new ingredient appeared in Theorem 1.3 is introducing the kernel space ﬂg (Q),
which is motivated by the work of Amrouche, Girault and Giroire [1]. We can actually establish a
more general version of Theorem 1.3, provided that p(£) > n and the boundary 0Q is C! or with
small Lipschitz constant; see Theorem 2.4 below.

For the Neumann operator we have the following.

Theorem 1.5. Let n > 2 and Q C R" be an exterior Lipschitz domain. For any p € (1, ), there
exists a positive constant C such that, for any f € W'"P(Q),

1/2
i =

By this and Theorem 1.2, we obtain that

Corollary 1.6. Let n > 2 and Q C R" be an exterior Lipschitz domain. Suppose that A €
VMO(R"). Then there exists a constant € € (0, o) depending only on the Lipschitz constant of Q
and n such that, for any given p € (1, min{p(L),3 + &}) when n > 3 or p € (1, min{p(L), 4 + &})

whenn =2, and any f € Wl’p(Q),

(1.5) CI Al < [LV21], . < CI Al

Lr(Q)
where C is a positive constant depending only on n, p, and the Lipschitz constant of Q.

Furthermore, if A € VMO(R") satisfies (GD) or A € CMO(R"), and 0Q € C', then (1.5) holds
forall 1 < p < co.

The organization of this paper is as follows. In Section 2, we provide the proofs of Theorem 2.4
and Corollary 1.3 and give characterizations of the space ﬂg (©2) in some special cases. In Section
3, we give the proof of Theorem 1.5.

Finally, we make some conventions on notation. Throughout the whole paper, we always de-
note by C or ¢ a positive constant which is independent of the main parameters, but it may vary
from line to line. The symbol f < g means that f < Cg. If f < g and g < f, then we write f ~ g.
If f<Cgandg =horg < h, wethen write f < g = hor f < g < h. Denote by Q the set of
all cubes having their edges parallel to the coordinate axes; for any j € N and any ball Q C Q, let
Si(Q) = Q) \ (2/Q) and S (Q) := 2Q. For any measurable subset E of R”, we denote by E¢
the set R" \ E and by 1g its characteristic function. Furthermore, for any g € [1, co], we denote
by ¢’ its conjugate exponent, namely 1/g + 1/¢’ = 1. Finally, for any measurable set E C R" and
(vector-valued or matrix-valued) function f € L'(E), we denote the integral fE | f(x)| dx simply by

fE |f|dx and, when |E| < oo, we use the notation

1
Uﬁ:fﬂwu:—j}mw.
E E| JE

2 Proofs for the Dirichlet operator

Theorem 1.3 will follow from the following more general version Theorem 2.4. Let us begin
with some necessary notations.
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Definition 2.1. Let £ := —div(AV-) be a second-order divergence form elliptic operator on R”.
Denote by (¢(L)’, (L)) the interior of the maximal interval of exponents g € [1, co] such that L is
an isomorphism from W14(R") to W~14(R™).

Furthermore, let O be a bounded Lipschitz domain of R" and let Lp o := —div(AV-) be a
second-order divergence form elliptic operator on O subject to the Dirichlet boundary condition.
Similarly, denote by (¢(Lp.0),q9(Lp.0)) the interior of the maximal interval of exponents q €
[1, o] such that Lp o is an isomorphism from Wé’q(O) to W(;l’q(O).

Remark 2.2. Let ¢ € (1,00). It is easy to show that the operator £ is an isomorphism from
W4(R") to W-4(R") if and only if the operator V£~ 'div is bounded on LY(R"). Thus, for any
q € (gL, q L)), V£~ 'div is bounded on LI(R"). Moreover, it is well known that there exists a
constant &y € (0, ) depending on the matrix A and n such that (2 — &9,2 + &) C (g(£)’, g(L))
(see, for instance, [18]).

Similarly, Lp ¢ is an isomorphism from Wé 40) to WO_ 1’q(O) if and only if VLZ)deiV is bounded
on L1(0), and hence, for any ¢ € (¢(Lp.0)’, 9(Lp.0)), the operator VLZ)deiV is bounded on L?(0).
Furthermore, there exists a constant £; € (0, c0) depending on A, n, and the Lipschitz constant of
O such that 2 — 1,2 + &1) € (¢(Lp.0),9(LDp.0)).

Remark 2.3. Note that g(£) = p(£). In fact, since for 1 < p < oo it holds that
@1 £ 11| gy < CIV llzrcen,
(see [4]), one further has

1L 2divllpop = I1£12 L7 diVI] oy < CIUVL diVI] o,

which by duality implies that, the LP-boundeness of V£~ !div implies L” -boundedness of VL~ 1/2.
On the other hand, note that for p € (1, p(£)), VL™'/? is bounded on LP(R"). Therefore for
p € (p(L), p(L)), we have that

VL divl e = IVLALT2diV)] s p < IVLT o plIVLT oy < 00,
Thus we have g(£) = p(L).
In what follows, for any x € R" and r € (0, o0), we always let B(x,r) :={y e R": |y — x| < r}.

Theorem 2.4. Let n > 2 and Q C R" be an exterior Lipschitz domain. Take a large R € (0, o)
such that Q° C B(0,R). Let Qg := QN B(O,R). Assume that min{q(L), g(Lpa,)} > n and
2 < p € [n,min{qg(L),q(Lpqy)}). Then there exists a positive constant C such that, for any
feWy @,

(2.2) nf VS = Vel = € |12/

¢ r©’

where AL(Q) = {¢p € Wy(Q) 1 Lpf = 0).

Remark 2.5. In R?, we have min{g(£),¢(Lpa,)} > n = 2. InR", n > 3, it might happen that
min{g(L), q(Lp.qa,)} < n, and in this case, the Riesz transform VL2 is bounded on LP(R") with
p € (1, min{q(L), 9(Lpqo,)}) by Theorem 1.1.
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To prove Theorem 2.4, let us first begin with the following several lemmas.

Lemma 2.6. Let p € (2,00) and f € W~'P(R") with compact support. Then f € W=12(R") and
there exists a positive constant C, depending only on p and the support of f, such that

||f||W—1,2(Rn) < C||f||W—1,p(Rn)-

Proof. Suppose that supp f € B(0, R) and take a bump function ¢ such that g = 1 on B(0,R),
supp¥g C B(O,R + 1) and |Vyg| < 1. For any g € C°(R"), one has
Kf )1 = s R < It e IV @UR o o
< ||f||W*l,p(Rn) (||Vg||Lp/(3(o,R+1)) + ||ng//R||Lp/(Rn))
2 12
HE)) dx) ]

< CRNSNy-rony [ IVl 2@y + ( 5
re ||

< CRNf =10 @) IVEll 2Ry

where the last inequality follows from the Hardy inequality; see [6]. The proof is complete by
taking supremum over g w.r.t. the norm ||Vg|| 2 zn). O

Lemma 2.7. Let n > 2 and p € (2,q(L)). Assume that f € W~1P(R™) has compact support. Then
the problem

(2.3) Lu=finR"
has a unique solution u in W“2(R") N WHP(R") up to constants.

Proof. By the assumption that f € W~17(R") has compact support and Lemma 2.6, we conclude
that f € W~12(R"). Then from the Lax—Milgram theorem (see, for instance, [5, Corollary 5.8]),
it follows that the equation (2.3) has a unique solution u € W2(R") up to constants. Moreover,
by the definition of the interval (¢-(£), ¢(£)) and p € (2, g(L)), we find that u € WUP(R™). This
finishes the proof of Lemma 2.7. O

Lemma 2.8. Let n > 2 and Q C R”" be an exterior Lipschitz domain. Take a large R € (0, 00)
such that Q° C B(0,R) and let Qg := QN B(0,R). Let p € (2, min{q(L), g(Lp q,)}). Assume that
f e W(; Lp (Q) has compact support and its support is contained in B(0,R). Then the Dirichlet
problem

(2.4)

—div(AVu) = f  inQ,
u=0 on 0Q)

has a unique solution u in WS’Z(Q) N Wé’p (Q).

Let s € (0,1) and p € (1,00). For the exterior Lipschitz domain (or the bounded Lipschitz
domain) Q of R”, denote by W*P(9Q) the fractional Sobolev space on 0€) (see, for instance, [26,
Section 2.4.3] for its definition). To show Lemma 2.8, we need the following conclusion.
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Lemma 2.9. Let n > 2 and O C R" be a bounded Lipschitz domain. Let p € (2,9(Lp.p)). Assume
that f € W, "P(0) and g € W'P"P(90). Then the Dirichlet problem

—div(AVv) = f  inO,
2:5) { v=g on 90

has a unique solution v in W“P(0).

Proof. We first prove that there exists a solution v € WP(0) for the problem (2.5). Indeed, by
g€ WL/P'-P(H0) and the converse trace theorem for Sobolev spaces (see, for instance, [26, Section
2.5.7, Theorem 5.7]), we find that there exists a function w; € W'P(0) such that w; = g on dO.
Moreover, it is easy to find that —div(AVw,) € WO_ L.p (0). Furthermore, from the assumption that

p € (2,9(Lp.p)), it follows that there exists a unique wy € Wé’p (O) satistying

—div(AVw,) = f + div(AVwy) in O,
wy =0 on 00.

Thus, v := w; + wo € WHP(0) is a solution of the problem (2.5).

Now, we show the solution of (2.5) is unique. Assume that vy, v, € WP(0) are solutions of
(2.5). Then div(AV(v; —v)) = 01in O and v{ — v, = 0 on JO. Thus, v; = v, almost everywhere in
O. This finishes the proof of Lemma 2.9. O

Now, we prove Lemma 2.8 by using Lemmas 2.7 and 2.9.

Proof of Lemma 2.8. By the assumption that f € WO_ Lp (€2) has compact support and an argument

similar to the proof of Lemma 2.6, we conclude that f € WO_ 1’2(§2), which, combined with the
Lax—Milgram theorem, further implies that the Dirichlet problem (2.4) has a unique solution u €
i1,2
Wy (). .
Next, we show u € Wé’p (Q). We first assume that

2
pE (2, min {C](L)a Q(LD,QR)’ ﬁ})

when n > 3 or p € (2, min{q(L), ¢(Lp,)}) when n = 2.

Let ¢1,¢0 € C(R") satisfy 0 < @1, ¢ < 1, supp(¢1) € B(O,R + 1), ¢; = 1 on B(0,R), and
@1 + ¢y = 1in R". Extend u by zero in Q€ and let u = u; + up, where u; := ue; and uy = up;.
Then

div(AVu,) = div(AV(ug,)) in R".

From u € Wé’z(Q) and the assumptions that ¢, € C*(R") and ¢, = 1 on R"\B(0,R + 1), we infer
that ug, € WH2(QN B(0, R+ 1)) and hence V(ug>) € L>(R"), which, together with the assumption
A € L= (R"; R™"), further implies that AV(ug,) € L*(RM).

Furthermore, it is easy to prove that

div(AV(upy)) = foo — AVu - Vo, — div(uAVyy) 1= g

in the weak sense. By the assumption f € W(; Lp (Q), we conclude that fo, € WO_ Lp (Q). Mean-
while, from u € Wé’z(Q) and the assumptions that ¢, € C*(R"), 0 < ¢, < 1, and ¢, = 1
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on R"\B(0,R + 1), we deduce that AVu - Voo € L*(Q N B(0,R + 1)), which, combined with
the Sobolev inequality, further implies that AVu - Vo, € W=IP(B(0,R + 1)). Moreover, by
u € WH3(Q), we find that u € Lﬁ) (Q), which, together with the assumptions that ¢, € C*(R")
and supp (V¢z) € B(0,R + 1), further implies that AuVe, € LP(Q2 N B(0,R + 1)) and hence
div(AuVg,) € W, (@ 1 B(O,R + 1)). Thus, we have g € W, *(Q N B(0,R + 1)). Extend g by
zero in Q¢. Then g € W~1P(R"). Therefore,

—div(AVu,) = g in R",

which, combined with p € (2, ¢(£)), further implies that u, € WHP(R").

Furthermore, from u# = u; on dB(0, R + 1) and the trace theorem for Sobolev spaces (see, for
instance, [26, Section 2.5.4, Theorem 5.5]), it follows that u € wl/ p"p(aB(O,R + 1)). Meanwhile,
we have

(2.6) u=0 on 0Q,

—div(AVu) = f  in Qg.q,
Uu=u on dB(O,R + 1),

where Qg,1 := QN B(0,R + 1). By the assumption p < g(Lpq,,,) and Lemma 2.9, we con-
clude that the problem (2.6) has a unique solution in WP(Qg+1), which further implies that
u € W'P(Qg.1). From this, u € W, *(Q), up € W'P(R"), and the fact that u = u» on R"\B(0, R+1),
we deduce that u € W!-P(Q) with any given

2
pE (2, min {q(.ﬁ)a 4(Lp,og,1 ) n__flz})

when n > 3 or any given p € (2,min{q(L),q(Lpq,,,)}) when n = 2. Then, using an boot-
strap argument (see, for instance, [1, p.63]), we find that u € Wé’p () with any given p €
(2, min{g(L), g(Lp o, ,)})- This finishes the proof of Lemma 2.8. O

Lemma 2.10. Let n > 2 and Q C R”" be an exterior Lipschitz domain. Take a large R € (0, 00)
such that Q¢ C B(0,R) and let Qr := QN B(0,R). Assume that min{g(L), ¢(Lpq,)} > n. Let
p>2and p € [n,min{q(L), g(Lp.o,)}). Assume further that f € Wo_l’p(Q) and

ANQ) = {w e Wy(Q): Lpw=0].

Then the problem

(2.7)

—div(AVu) = f  inQ,
u=0 on 0Q

has a unique solution u in Wé’p (Q)/ﬂg (Q2) and there exists a positive constant independent of f
such that

It IV = Vbl < Ol
Remark 2.11. Note that the above lemma is non-trivial only if min{q(L), ¢(Lpq,)} > n. This is
not surprise, since by [20, Theorem 1.1] and a similar proof of [20, Theorem 1.4] via using the
role of ¢(Lp q,) instead of using [28, Theorem B & Theorem C] there, the Riesz operator vLol2
is bounded for p € (1, n]. In this case the kernel ﬂg (Q) must be trivial, i.e., equal zero.
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Proof of Lemma 2.10. By the Closed Range Theorem of Banach (see, for instance, [8, Theorem
5.11-5]), we find that there exists a vector-valued function F € L”(Q) such that f = divF in Q.
Extend F by zero in Q€ and still denote this extension by F. Let }7:= divF. Then fe W-LP(R™).
From the assumption that p € (2, ¢(£)) and the definition of the interval (¢(L))’, g(L)), it follows
that there exists a unique w € W!P(R") up to constants such that

Lw=finR".

Moreover, consider the Dirichlet problem

2.8) { —div(AVz) =0 in Q,

7=-w on 0Q.

Then the problem (2.8) has a unique solution z € W2(Q) n WhP(Q). Indeed, take a large R €
(0, c0) such that Q¢ ¢ B(0,R) and let Qz := Q N B(0,R). By w € W'P(R"), we conclude that
w e WUPP(3Q). Let u, satisfy

2.9) U, = —w on 0€),

—div(AVu,) =0  in Qg,
u, =0 on 0B(0, R).

Then, from Lemma 2.9, we infer that the problem (2.9) has a unique solution u, € W' P(Qg).
Extend u. by zero on R"\B(0, R). Then u. € WH2(Q) N WHP(Q). Let v satisfy

(2.10)

—div(AVy) = div(AVu,) inQ,
v=0 on 0Q).

Byu, € WhP(Q) and u, = 0 on R"\B(0, R), we conclude that div(AVu,) € Wo_l’p(Q) has compact
support. From this and Lemma 2.8, it follows that the problem (2.10) has a unique solution v €
W2(Q) N WP (). Thus, the problem (2.8) has a unique solution z = u, +v € W'2(Q) N W!P(Q).
Thenu=w+z¢€ Wé’p (Q) is a solution of the problem (2.7).

Meanwhile, by the definition of the space ﬂg (Q2), we find that the problem (2.7) has a unique

solution in Wé’p Q) /ﬂg (Q). Furthermore, it is easy to show that
||f||W61a1’(Q) = ”le(AVM)HWJLP(Q) s ||u”W(;’p(Q)/ﬂg(Q)’

which, together with the Open Mapping Theorem of Banach (see, for instance, [8, Theorem 5.6-
2]), further implies that

namely
inf [[Vu - V|| S ly-1e -
sy vy < 1flly-1rq)
This finishes the proof of Lemma 2.10. O

Now, we prove Theorem 2.4 by using Lemma 2.10 and Theorem 1.1(i).
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Proof of Theorem 2.4. Let 2 < p € [n,min{q(L), ¢(Lpqo;)}). By Theorem 1.1(i) together with a
duality argument, we see that for any given ¢ € (1, c0) and any g € L7(Q),

1/2
|l < llglue-

g”v’vgl"f(g)

From this and Lemma 2.10, we infer that

inf IVF = Vol wor < 1LoFlltr =||1:”21:”2 || s||£”2 .
a8 97 = oliney 120 vy = 2525y < 1257

This finishes the proof of Theorem 2.4. O

Lemma 2.12. Letn > 2 and p € (1,0). Suppose that A € VMO®R") satisfies (GD), or A €

CMO(R"). Then L is an isomorphism from W“P(R") to W~1P(R").

Proof. The case A € CMO(R") follows from [18, Theorem 1]. For the case A € VMO(R")
satisfying (GD), it follows from [21] (see also [20, Theorem 5.1 & Proposition 5.2]) that VL2
is bounded on L?(R") for 1 < p < co. Thus we have

VL divlpm)p < o0,
which gives the desired conclusion. m]

The following was essentially obtained in [28].

Lemma 2.13. Letn > 2 and O C R" be a bounded Lipschitz domain. If A € VMO(R"), then there
exists a positive constant &y, depending only on n and the Lipschitz constant of O, such that, for
any given p € (22 4+ gg) whenn =2 or p € (32223 + g9) whenn > 3, Lo is an isomorphism

3+&p° 2+¢&p°

from Wé’p(O) to Wo_l’p(O). In particular, if 00 € C', it holds that gy = oo; that is, Lpo is an
isomorphism from Wé’p(O) to Wo_l’p(O)for any p € (1, c0).

Next, we give some characterizations of the space ﬂg (€2) in some special cases.

Proposition 2.14. Let n > 2, QO c R" be an exterior Lipschitz domain, and p € (1, o). Assume
that
ANQ) 1= {u e WyP(Q) : Lpu=0in Q.

(1) Take a large R € (0, ) such that Q° C B(0,R) and let Qg := Q N B(0,R). Assume that
min{g(L), g(Lp o)} > n. When 2 < p € [n, min{g(L), g(Lpa,)}),

ALQ) = {c(ug— 1) : c € R},

where ug is the unique solution in W2(Q) N WP (Q) of the problem

(2.11)

—div(AVug) =0 inQ,
up =1 on 0Q.

(i) IfQis C', and A € CMO(R"), or A € VMO(R") satisfies (GD), then for any 2 < p € [n, o),
ﬂg(Q) ={c(ug — 1) : ¢ € R} with ug being the same as in (2.11).
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(iii) Assume Lp := Ap and Q is C"1. Ifn > 3 and p € [n, ), then ﬂg(ﬁ) = {cp. : c € R},
where ¢.. is the unique solution of the Dirichlet problem

Ag. =0 in Q,
¢. =0 on 09Q),
¢.(x) = 1 as|x| — oo.

Ifn=2and p € (2,0), then ﬂg (Q) = {cd. : ¢ € R}, where ¢, is a harmonic function in £
satisfying that ¢. = 0 on 0Q and

Vg.(x) = —coVIn |xl + O(x ),

{ ¢.(x) = —co In|x| + O(x™1),
V2¢.(x) = O(Ix2),

. 72 .
as |x| — oco. Here cy is a constant and the notation O(|x|"%) means that lim|y—e0 W oxists

. . o(lx=2)
and is finite.
Proof. We first show (i). For any p € (1, ), let
K (L)) = {p e W,"@): L]*¢p=0].

For2 < p € [n,min{q(L), 9(Lpq,)}) and ¢ € ﬂg (Q), extend ¢ by zero in Q€. Then the extension
of ¢, still denoted by ¢, belongs to W!-7(R") and satisfies that

div(AV¢) = 0in Q, div(AV¢) = 0in Q°, and ¢ = 0 on 0Q.

Since ¢ € WIP(R"), it follows that g—f e W-/PP(5Q), where g—f := (AV¢) - v denotes the conormal
derivative of ¢ on 0Q), and W=1/Pr(HQ) denotes the dual space of WPr'(5Q). Moreover, it is
easy to show that div(AV¢), as a distribution in R", satisfies that, for any ¢ € CZ°(R"),

0
(diV(AVS), ) = — <a—f¢> ,
oQ

where (-, -)9q denotes the duality pairing between w-Yrp(5Q) and WY/P-P'(5Q). Furthermore, let

h denote the distribution defined by div(AV¢); that is, for any ¢ € CZ°(R"),

0
(h, o) = (div(AV¢), @) = — <8_¢ <P> )
Vo s

which, combined with the Sobolev trace embedding theorem (see, for instance, [26, Section 2.5.4,
Theorem 5.5]), further implies that, for any ¢ € CZ(R"),

) o¢
ha < ’ N4 < ‘ .2 (Oc
I Q0>| Iy W-ilpr(0) ||<p||W1/p1 0Q) 9y W-ilpr0) ”‘P”WIP (Q°)
o¢
< ||— <  ony .
- ’ v llw-1rr0) Ielhi ey
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By this, we conclude that 7 € W~1P(R") and h has a compact support. Thus, from Lemma 2.7, it
follows that the problem, that div(AVw) = h in R", has a unique solution in WL2@®R?) N WHP(R™)
up to constants. Therefore, w — ¢ € WP(R") and div(AV(w — ¢)) = 0 in R". By this and the
assumption 2 < p € [n, min{g(L), ¢(Lpqa,)}), we find that w — ¢ = ¢ with ¢ € R, which, together
with the fact that div(AV¢) = 0 in Q, implies that the restriction of w to Q is the unique solution
in W2(Q) n W'»(Q) of the problem that div(AVw) = 0 in Q and w = ¢ on dQ. Thus, w = cug
with ug being the same as in (2.11) and ¢ = c(up — 1).

Now, we prove (ii). If A € CMO(R"), or A € VMO(R") satisfies (GD), from Lemma 2.12, we
infer that g(£L) = co. Moreover, by Lemma 2.13, it holds that ¢(Lp q,) = co. Therefore, for any
2 < p € [n, ), it holds that ﬂg(Q) = {c(ugp — 1) : ¢ € R} with ug being the same as in (2.11).
Therefore, the conclusion of (ii) holds.

The conclusion of (iii) was obtained in [1, Theorem 2.7 and Remark 2.8] (see also [29, Remarks
5.3, 5.4 and 5.5]) and we omit the details here. This finishes the proof of Proposition 2.14. O

We prove Theorem 1.3 by using Theorem 2.4 and Proposition 2.14.

Proof of Theorem 1.3. Assume that A € VMO(R") satisfies (GD), or A € CMO(R"). Let2 < p €
[n, 00). Take a large constant R € (0, co) such that Q¢ c B(0,R — 1) and let Qg := Q N B(0, R).
Then Qp is a bounded C' domain of R”. By Lemma 2.12, we find that g(£) = co. Moreover,
from Lemma 2.13, we infer that ¢(Lpq,) = co. Therefore, by Theorem 2.4, we conclude that
(1.3) holds for any given 2 < p € [n, o). The fact ﬂg(Q) = {c(up — 1) : ¢ € R} follows from
Proposition 2.14. This finishes the proof of Theorem 1.3. O

3 Proofs for the Neumann operator

In this section, we give the proof of Theorem 1.5. Denote by @ the set of all closed axis-
parallel cubes with non-empty interior in R”. We also need the following Calderon—Zygmund
decomposition for functions in Whr(Q).

Lemma 3.1. Let n > 2, Q C R”" be an exterior Lipschitz domain, and p € (1,00). For any
given f € WHP(Q) and a € (0, 00), there exist a countable index set J, cubes {Q iYjes € Q and
measurable functions g,{b;}jc; on Q such that the following properties hold.

(i) f =g+ Xjesbj holds pointwise almost everywhere;
(ii) Forany j€ J, supp (b;) C Qjand 3 je; 1o, < 12";
(i) g € W'(Q) and ||glly1.=(q) < Ca;

(iv) Forany j€ J, b; € WbhP(Q) and ||bj”1v7'vl,p(g) < Ca?|Qjl;

(V) If p € (1,n), then, forany j€ J, b; € L7 (Q) < Ca/|Qj|1/p, where p* :=np/(n — p);
(Vi) Xjes Q)1 < %”f”]‘;,l,p(m;

(vii) g € W) and gl < Cllflyin):
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(viii) For any subset J C J, the summation Zjefb j converges unconditionally in Whr(Q).
Here, C € [1, o) is a constant independent of f, g, {bj}jc;, and a.

Proof. We prove the present lemma by borrowing some ideas from the proof of [12, Lemma 7.2].
By [17, Theorem 3.4], we find that Q is a uniform domain of R", which, combined with [24,
Theorem 2] (see also [7, Theorem 1.2]), further implies that Q is a W'”-extension domain. Thus,
there exists an fe WUP(R") such that ﬁg = fand

3.1 Ity < 1o -

Moreover, let
U:={xeR": M(IVfI")(x) > o},
where M denotes the Hardy—Littlewood maximal operator on R". Then U is an open subset of
R™.
If U = 0, then, for almost every x € R", |V]7(x)| < [M(IVﬂp)(x)]l/ P < @, which implies that,
for almost every x € Q, [Vf(x)| < a. Therefore, in the case that U = 0, let J := @ and g := f. The
conclusion of Lemma 3.1 holds in this case.

Now, we assume that U # (). From the weak-(p, p) type boundedness of M (see, for instance,
[32, p. 13, Theorem 1]) and (3.1), we infer that

(3.2) Ul < — IIVfIIL,,(Rn < ||f||W1,,(Q)

Therefore, F' := R™\U is a non-empty closed set of R”. By the Whitney decomposition theorem
for U (see, for instance, [14, Appendix J.1]), we find that there exists an at most countable index
set J and a collection of cubes {Q} je; C @ such that

@ U =Ujes %Qj, %Q; N %QZ = Q if j # k, where Q; denotes the interior of Q;;
(b) forany j€J,Q; c U, and ¥ je;1p, < 127

(¢c) Forany j € J, §€(Qj) <d(Q;,F) < 4((Q;) and 12 \/ﬁQj N F # 0, where £(Q;) denotes the
side length of Q.

Then, from the term (b) and (3.2), it follows that

(3.3) Z 10/l < f Z lo,(x)dx <|U| 5 _”f”ww(g)

jeJ jeJ

which implies that the conclusion (vi) holds.
Furthermore, let {¢;} jc; be a partition of unity on U, that is, 3’ ;c; ¢; = 1 on U, satisfying that

(d) forany jeJ,p; e CCR"), supp(p)) € Q%

(e) forany j€J,¢;=1o0n30;and |lgjlli=@ + €Q)IVejllr=@n < 1.
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For any j € J, let Ej = goj(f— JTQ,-) with ]Zj = fQ,- fdy. Then, define g := f— Zjejzj, g = gla,
and b; := Zj|g for any j € J. Thus, the conclusion (i) holds.

Next, we show (iv), (v), and (viii). It is easy to find that, for any j, Vb; = ¢,V f + (f - Jo)Ve;.
By this, the term (e), and Poincaré’s inequality, we conclude that

(3.4) ||VZ

Lr(Q)) H(’Dj f”LP(QJ ||f fQ/ (’DJHLP(Q].)

s |’Vf”LP(Q,-> +0Q)) Hf_fo' vy S HVﬂ‘LP(Q,o‘

For any j € J, let Q}‘. =12 \/ﬁQj. Using the term (¢), we can take some y; € Q" N F. Then, from
(3.4) and supp (Zj) C Qj, it follows that

e =[Pl = 971

which further implies that

[

@) SIQIM(IVAP) ) < a?1Q),

1681,y = 1900y < VB, 00, < @10

Thus, the conclusion of (iv) holds. Moreover, if p € (1, n), by Poincaré’s inequality, we find that

6y < [P, < 17~ 7o,
<1017 6@ [M(VFP) )] 7 < a1 .

1/ 1/
e KT {CR] A7

Moreover, let J be any given subset of J. Then, form (3.4) and the term (b), we infer that

)
(5) I DI N Oy 2100|770 @

JjeJ Wl.p(Rn) ./EJ j

< [ R dy =11, <

Thus, the conclusion of (viii) holds.
Finally, we prove (iii) and (vii). By (3.5), we conclude that

2.0

jeJ

< ||f||W1,p(Q),
Whr(Q)

which, together with the conclusion (i), implies that g € WhP(Q) and

I8l = Hf - Db

jeJ

< ”f”WLP(Q)-
WL/?(Q)
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Thus, (vii) holds. Moreover, it is easy to find that, for almost every x € F,
P p —_—
(3.6) VeI’ = |[vito|” < M(VFP) ) < o

Meanwhile, from the assumption that ) ;c;¢; = 1 on U, we deduce that }’;c; Vy; = 0 on U,
which further implies that it holds on U that

(3.7) Vg=Vf- Z loif + (F - fo,) Ves| = Z]?Q,-V%u
jeJ jeJ

Let x € U and fix an index jo € J such that x € Qj,. For any cube Q; that contains x, by the term
(c), we conclude that

5
(3.8) () <d(Q). F) < d(x.F) <d(Q),. F) + {(Q,) < 5((Qy).

Similarly, we also have %K(Qjo) < 56(Q)). Let Qj.o =14 \/ﬁQjO and J,:={je€J: x€ Qj}. Then
J, is a finite set and, for any j € Jy, Q; C Q}TO. Using (3.7) and the fact that }};c; Vo; = 0 on U
again, we find that

Ve = ). (Fo, - fo, ) Vi = X (o, - Foy, ) Ve,
jeJ JjeJx

which, combined with the terms (b), (¢), and (e), (3.8), and Poincaré’s inequality, further implies
that

1 = -
Vo < _— . — for d
| g(x)|<,§ejx 7oy e~ o, v

3f,

jEJx Jo

1 _ _
< JZ, 0 fQ ' 70 - T,
1/p . 1/p
Vi) dy} < [ fQ v dy}

<[M(77) @] < e

where 7 is a fixed point belonging to Q’;.O N F. Thus, for any given x € U, |Vg(x)| = |[Vg(x)| < a,
which, together with (3.6), implies that, for almost every x € Q, [Vg(x)| < @, and hence (iii) holds.
This finishes the proof of Lemma 3.1. O

Moreover, we also need the following off-diagonal estimates for the semigroup {e <%},
which are the direct corollary of the Gaussian upper bound estimate of {p; s, }0 (see, for in-
stance, [15]).

Lemma 3.2. Let n > 2, Q C R” be an exterior Lipschitz domain, and let Ly be the operator
—div(AV-) on Q subject to the Neumann boundary condition. Assume further that 1 < p < g < co.
Then there exist positive constants C and ¢ such that, for any t € (0, 00), any closed sets E, F C Q,
and any f € LP(Q) with supp (f) C E,

_ _l¢n_ny -ldEF*
e Fll oy < €T o,
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Now we show Theorem 1.5 by using Lemmas 3.1 and 3.2.

Proof of Theorem 1.5 . By the definition of L}Vﬁ, we find that Lll\,/z is bounded from Wé’z(Q) to
L*(Q). Moreover, from the boundedness of VLI_VU %2 on LP(Q) with p € (1,2] and a duality argu-
ment, we infer that Lll\,/z is bounded from W!4(Q) to L4(Q) with g € [2, o).

Next, we prove the boundedness of .lev/z from W'P(Q) to LP(Q) with p € (1,2). Using the
boundedness of L}V/z from W12(Q) to L?(Q) and the real interpolation theory of Sobolev spaces,

to prove the boundedness of Lll\,/z from WHP(Q) to LP(Q) with p € (1,2), it suffices to show that,
for any given p € (1,2) and for any f € WH(Q) n WP(Q) and « € (0, ),

(3.9)

{rea: [P 1| > alf < g

We prove (3.9) by borrowing some ideas from the proof of [12, Proposition 8.1]. Let p € (1,2),
f e Wh2(@Q) n WhP(Q), and @ € (0,00). Then, from Lemma 3.1, it follows that there exist
measurable functions g and {b;} jc; being the same as in Lemma 3.1 such that f = g + b in the
sense of pointwise with b := ' ;c; b;. Then we have

(3.10)

{x eQ: |.£11V/2f(x)| > a}’

{x eQ: |£)w|> %}‘ + {x eQ: || > %}‘
=1 + 1.

We first deal with the term I;. By both (iii) and (vii) of Lemma 3.1, we conclude that

G.11) I < — ||£”2

_2p _
mmw@ @I ) = WMWQ

LZ(Q)

Next, we estimate the term I,. Let {Q;}je; C Q be the same as in Lemma 3.1. From the fact
that supp (b;) C Q; for any j € J, Lemma 3.1(v), and Holder’s inequality, we deduce that, for any
jeJ,

1.1
(3.12) 16llLr) < alQ;l7 7.

pin

© )
Wir(Q) < oo, which,

Moreover, by Lemma 3.1(vi), we conclude that sup jeJ Q) < —pin| Yl
together with Lemma 3.1(vi) again, further implies that

D
DI <o
jeJ

From this, Lemma 3.1(ii), and (3.12), it follows that

p
Z 1,1 S Z 15 |HLP(Q) S “pz 01" < o,

jeJ LP(Q) jeJ jeJ

Thus, b = 3y bj € LP(Q) and for any subset Jof J, Zjefb ; converges in LP(Q).
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From the equality
2 (™ >
L£%h = —f Lye b ar
N Vi Jo

(see, for instance, [27, (8.2)]), we deduce that

(3.13)

{x eQ: || > %}‘

2 o0 _tzLN
— b t
minf) = ). Lye (x)d

= {xe Q : liminf

a
> —

‘\/_ 2k 2}‘

For any j € J, denote the side length of Q; by £; and write r; := 2¢ for the unique ¢ € Z satisfying
20<¢ i < 241 This is, rj < €; < 2r;. Then, for every k € N, we split the integral in the right-hand
side of (3.13) into
o
> j—
g

I \/2’
> f2 U Lye b () dr

jeJ

> f ve Vb i) dt

JjeJ V2t

< lim inf x eQ: Lyne " IVp(x)de] >

k— o0

(3.14)

{xe Q- ’% f2 ) Lye N b(x) dr

{xEQ

<

-

8
{er

> _ﬁcx ,
8
where 7; \/ 27k .= max{r;, 27Ky,
Now, we estimate the first term on the right-hand side of (3.14). Without loss of generality, we
may assume r; > 27% Tt is easy to find that

{xEQ:

<U4e) + 25

jeJ

+

(3.15) Z LN LN (x) dt

—k
jeJ 27

Ja}

IQ\(UJEJ4QI)Zf Lye fLNb dt

jeJ L2(Q)

By Lemma 3.1(vi), we conclude that

(3.16)

4 <

jeJ

< ||f||W1,,(Q)

Furthermore, for any v € L*(Q) with ||v|| 2@ = 1, we have

‘f V(x)lg\(quJ4Q])(x) Zf LNe_[ £Nb (x)df

JjeJ
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<> fg ()|

i Jovue)

T
f Lye " b;(x) dt‘ dx.
2k

For any fixed j € J, splitting Q \ (4Q;) into the annuli {S,,(Q;) N Q}*_, and using the Cauchy—
Schwarz inequality, we find that

(3.17) f (o)
Q\4Q;

(o8]
< Z V225,000
m=2

'
Lye " bj(x) dt‘ dx
2-k

rj 5
f Lye b dr
2-k

L2(Sm(2)NY)

Identifying v with its zero extension to R", we conclude that, for any m € N with m > 2 and for
any y € Qj,

(3.18) M5, 000 < 2" M (IF) ),

where M denotes the Hardy—Littlewood maximal operator on R”. Moreover, from (3.12), it fol-
lows that ||6llzr) < 0/5?/ P +1, which, combined with Lemma 3.2, further implies that, for any
m € N withm > 2,
'

Lye b di Lye " Lip;

(3.19) ’
2-k

;
<J..
L2(S m(Q))NQ) 2k M2 uepne

i1 n_n_n _.gm-1,2/2
sa,g; f 27 p 2 A"t dt
0

bt m ool |
~0/€j (4%ry)3 2 sT4T%T2e7T g,
4

m

Lety:=—-7+ % + 1. Using (3.19) and 2r; > ¢;, we obtain that, for any m € N with m > 2,

00

< afj%T(m_l)yf s77le™% ds
LX(S n(@)NE) -

00
5 A —(m— —c4m=3 Y1 —¢cs
Saszl (m=1)y g=c4 f s271e™ T ds,
0

rj 5
Lye b, dr
2-k

which, together with both (3.17) and (3.18), further implies that, for any y € Q;,

(o)

f v(x)| LNe‘f Lvp (x) dt‘ dx < al" [M v? (y) 2 Zz%-ﬁm e
Q\(4Q; m=2

f ()
Q\(40))

By this and Lemma 3.1(ii), we conclude that

(3.20) ‘jg; V(x)lg\(ujej 4Qj)(x) lZf LNe_[ £Nb (x) dt

jeJ

and hence

LNe_’z Lvp, (x)dt‘ dx <« f [M (v )(y)] dy.
2- —k
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sa G

Furthermore, from the Kolmogorov inequality (see, for instance, [14, Exercise 2.1.5]), Lemma
3.1(iv), and [Vl|;2(q) = 1, we deduce that

1

172
[ MR ] d < | o) Wi a1,
jer Qj jeJ
which, combined with (3.20), further implies that
Q\(UJEJ4QI)Zf Lye” tLNb dt < cx"llfllwlp(m
jeJ L2(Q)
By this, (3.14), and (3.15), we find that
. -2 Ly \/_ 2-p
(3.21) xeQ: Z L e bj(x)dt| > —— 2 Sa ”f”vvlﬂ(g)
jeJ 2

Finally, we estimate the second term on the right-hand side of (3.14). For any z € C with

Rz > 0, define
f@) = f ze "2 dt,
1

Then, for any angle ¢ € (0,7/2), f € HSO(S:;), where S;; :={ze€C: |argz < y}and HSO(S:;)
denotes the set of all holomorphic functions g satisfying |g(z)| < C min{|z|*, |z|7*} for any z € § ¢/+/
and for some constants C,s € (0, ). From the functional calculus of Ly, it follows that, for
any r € (0, ), the operator f(r>Ly) is bounded on both L?(Q) and LP(Q). Meanwhile, by the
functional calculus of Ly again and the Fubini theorem, we conclude that

f(l’z.&v) = f I”Z.L:Ne_[erLN dt = rf .£N€_t2£N dt.

1

Foranym e Z,let J,, :=={je J: r;\/ 27k }. Then we have

wa Lye " Lip, dt—ZZf Lye b, ar
rp\V 2k meZ jeJ

jeJ
=> > 2,,lf(4'"£N) bj.

mezZ jeJy,

which further implies that

{er:

Zfoo Lye b (x) dr

jes Jriv et

Jw}
8
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p

Z Z 2m f (4m'£N )b

mezZ jedy,

LP(Q)

From this and the fact that }’ ;c;, b; converges in LP(€), we infer that

(3.22) xeQ: |y f Lye "bi(x)di| > ra
el iVt 8
S Z f(4m‘£ ) Z 2—mb ]
mez Jj€Im L(Q)

Moreover, by [12, Lemma 8.2], we find that, for any function sequence {u,}mez C L*(Q) N LP(Q),

(Z |um|2]%

mez

<

~

LP(€Y)

Z f (4m-£N )um

mez

>

LP(Q)

which, combined with (3.22) and p/2 < 1, further implies that

{er Zf ve " ENb () di] > ‘/8_“}

(3.23)

jeJ V27 k
p P
[Z D27, ] = [Z Z2mb(x)] dx
keZ |jedm mez | jeJ,
L(Q)
< — f Z[Zp—mb (x)|] dx.
meZ\ jeJ,

Furthermore, from Lemma 3.1(ii), it follows that, for fixed x € Q, the sum for j contains at most
12" non-zero terms, which, together with (3.23), further implies that

{x €Q: |y f Lye ™ Ebi(x) di| > @}

jeJ vt

<—fZZ2””’|b (x)l”dx<—Z€pf|b ()P dx.

mez jed,
By this, (3.12), and both (v) and (vi) of Lemma 3.1, we conclude that

{er: >\/;a}

_ 24
N ijp|Qj|”Jr ~ Z |Qj| ”f”Wlp(Q)

jeJ jeJ
which, combined with (3.10), (3.11), (3.14), (3.15), (3.16), and (3.21), further implies that (3.9)
holds. This finishes the proof of Theorem 1.5 . O

f Lye " Lvp, i(x)dt
rj \/Z_k

jeJ
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Proof of Corollary 1.6. It follows from Theorem 1.5 that for any given p € (1,min{pz,3 + &})
whenn >3 or p € (1, min{p,4 + &}) when n = 2, it holds for any f € WP(Q) that

(3.24) CM IVl < | L3

iy S CIV ey
where C is a positive constant depending only on n, p, and the Lipschitz constant of Q.

If A € VMO(R") satisfies (GD) or A € CMO(R"), then Lemma 2.12 shows that p(£) = co. If
0Q € C!, then Theorem 1.2 shows that € = co. The proof is complete. O
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