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CHARACTERIZING REGULARITY OF DOMAINS VIA THE RIESZ
TRANSFORMS ON THEIR BOUNDARIES

DORINA MITREA, MARIUS MITREA, AND JOAN VERDERA

ABSTRACT. Under mild geometric measure theoretic assumptions on an open subset {2 of
R™, we show that the Riesz transforms on its boundary are continuous mappings on the
Hélder space ¢*(012) if and only if Q is a Lyapunov domain of order « (i.e., a domain of
class %Ha). In the category of Lyapunov domains we also establish the boundedness on
Holder spaces of singular integral operators with kernels of the form P(z —y)/|z —y|"
where P is any odd homogeneous polynomial of degree [ in R™. This family of singular
integral operators, which may be thought of as generalized Riesz transforms, includes the
boundary layer potentials associated with basic PDE’s of mathematical physics, such as
the Laplacian, the Lamé system, and the Stokes system. We also consider the limiting case
a =0 (with VMO(99) as the natural replacement of ¢*(912)), and discuss an extension
to the scale of Besov spaces.

1. INTRODUCTION

Let © C R™ be an open set. Singular integral operators mapping functions on 92 into
functions defined either on 0€2, or in 2, arise naturally in many branches of mathematics and
engineering. From the work of G. David and S. Semmes (cf. [12], [13]) we know that uni-
formly rectifiable (UR) sets make up the most general context in which Calderén-Zygmund
like operators are bounded on Lebesgue spaces LP, with p € (1,00) (see Theorem 3.1 in the
body of the paper for a concrete illustration of the scope of this theory). David and Semmes
have also proved that, under the background assumption of Ahlfors regularity, uniform rec-
tifiability is implied by the simultaneous L? boundedness of all integral convolution type
operators on 0f), whose kernels are smooth, odd, and satisfy standard growth conditions
(cf. [13, Definition 1.20, p.11]). In fact, a remarkable recent result proved by F. Nazarov,
X. Tolsa, and A. Volberg in [44] states that the L?-boundedness of the Riesz transforms
alone yields uniform rectifiability. The corresponding result in the plane was proved much
earlier in [36].

The above discussion points to uniform rectifiability as being intimately connected with
the boundedness of a large class of Calderén-Zygmund like operators on Lebesgue spaces.
This being said, uniform rectifiability is far too weak to guarantee by itself analogous bound-
edness properties in other functional analytic contexts, such as the scale of Holder spaces
€¢*, with a € (0,1).

The goal of this paper is to identify the category of domains for which the Riesz transforms
are bounded on Holder spaces as the class of Lyapunov domains (cf. Definition 2.1), and
also show that, in fact, a much larger family of singular integral operators (generalizing
the Riesz transforms) act naturally in this setting. On this note we wish to remark that
the trade-mark property of Lyapunov domains is the Holder continuity of their outward
unit normals. Alternative characterizations, of a purely geometric flavor, may be found in
[2]. The issue of boundedness of singular integral operators on Holder spaces has a long
history, with early work focused on Cauchy-type operators in the plane (cf. [43], [20], and
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the references therein). More recently this topic has been considered in [14], [15], [17], [19],
[21], [33], [35], [37, Chapter X, §4], [51], [53].

Consider an Ahlfors regular subset X of R™ (i.e., a closed, nonempty, set satisfying (2.20)),
and equip it with H"~!, the (n — 1)-dimensional Hausdorff measure in R™, restricted to
3.. The latter measure happens to be a positive, locally finite, complete, doubling, Borel
regular (hence Radon) measure on . In particular, the Lebesgue scale LP(X), 0 < p < oo,
is always understood with respect to the aforementioned measure. A good deal of analysis
goes through in this setting, such as the LP-boundedness of Hardy-Littlewood maximal
operator on X, Lebesgue’s Differentiation Theorem for locally integrable functions on X,
and the density of Holder functions with bounded support in LP(X). See, e.g., [3], [7], [8].
[6], and the references therein.

Classically, given an Ahlfors regular subset > of R, the Riesz transforms are defined as
principal value singular integral operators on ¥ with kernels (z; — y;)/(wp—1]z — y|™), for
1 < j < n. Specifically, if w,_; is the area of the unit sphere in R", for each j € {1,...,n
define the j-th principal value Riesz transform

R;Vf(:n) = lim R;.f(x) where, for each € >0,
e—0t

: 1 Yj n—1 1.1
Rief@)= — [ 2B f@awe), aex (1)
oyl

It turns out that if ¥ is countably rectifiable (of dimension n — 1) then for each f € L?(%)
the above limit exists at H" !-a.e. point x € 3. In fact, a result of X. Tolsa (cf. [52]) states
that if an arbitrary set ¥ C R™ has H"1(3) < +oco then

Y is countably rectifiable (of dimension n — 1)
if and only if for each j € {1,...,n} the limit

. yj n—1
| d
v / g W) (12)
yeS
ly—z[>e

exists for " !-a.e. point = belonging to X.

There is yet another related brand of Riesz transforms whose definition places no addi-
tional demands on the underlying Ahlfors regular set > of R™. The definition in question is
of a distribution theory flavor and proceeds by fixing a € (0,1) and considering €2 (¥), the
space of Holder functions of order o with compact support in ¥. This is a Banach space,
and we denote by (‘55‘(2))* its dual. Then, for each j € {1,...,n}, one defines the j-th
distributional Riesz transform as the operator

R €2(2) — (€2(%)° (1.3)
with the property that for every f,g € €%(X) one has
(Ro1.9) = 5o [ [ =R @ele) — @] @@ (04

where, in this context, (-,-) stands for the natural paring between (‘55‘(2))* and €2(%).
It may be checked without difficulty that the above integral is absolutely convergent, ulti-
mately rendering the distributional Riesz transform R; linear and continuous in the context
of (1.3). Moreover, the distributional Riesz transform R; just introduced is associated with
the kernel (z; — y;)/(wn—1|z — y|™) in the sense that for each f € €(X) the functional
R;f e ((53(2))* is of function type on the set X \ supp f and

1 Yi n—1
o / |$ — y|nf( y)dH" " (y) for z € X\ suppf. (1.5)

R;f(x) =
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The above definition of the distributional Riesz transforms is very much in line with
the point of view adopted in the statement of the classical T'(1) theorem of G. David and
J.-L. Journé [11]. Originally formulated in the entire Euclidean space, the latter result
turned out to be remarkably resilient, in terms of the demands it places on the ambient.
Indeed, the T'(1) theorem has been subsequently generalized to spaces of homogeneous type
(in the sense of Coifman and Weiss [7], [8]), a setting where only the existence of a quasi-
distance and a doubling measure is postulated (cf., e.g., [4, Theorem 12.3], [6, Chapter IV],
[22, Theorem 5.56, p.166]). This is a framework in which an Ahlfors regular set ¥ C R",
equipped with the Euclidean distance and the (n — 1)-dimensional Hausdorff measure, fits
in naturally.

As it turns out, much information (both of analytic and geometric flavor) is encapsulated
into the action of the distributional Riesz transforms (1.3)-(1.4) on the constant function
1. Since the function 1 may not belong to €*(X) (which happens precisely when ¥ is
unbounded), one should be careful defining R;(1). In agreement with the procedures set
in place by the T'(1) theorem, we consider R;(1) to be the linear functional acting on each
function g € € (%) satisfying the cancellation condition fE gdH" ! = 0 according to

(R0.0) = 5o [ [ = lotw)ata)  o(@at)] a o) a @)

] n—1 n—1
T o 1//2 — ¢(x))g(y) dH" " (y) dH" ™ (=), (1.6)

|z — y\"

where ¢ € €*(X) is an auxiliary function chosen to satisfy ¢ = 1 near supp g. In this vein,
let us remark that, in the case when ¥ is compact, we do have €<(X) = €*(X) hence,
in particular, we now have 1 € €(X). In such a scenario, it may be readily verified that
R;(1), defined as in (1.6), is the restriction of the functional R;1 € (‘55‘(2))*, defined as in
(1.4) with f = 1, to the space consisting of functions from €*(X) which integrate to zero.
It is therefore reassuring to know that the various points of view on the nature of the action
of the distributional Riesz transform R; on the constant function 1 are consistent.

At the analytical level, the T'(1) theorem (for operators associated with odd kernels) gives
that, for each fixed j € {1,...,n},

the distributional Riesz transform R; from (1.3)-(1.4) extends to a
bounded linear operator on L%(X) if and only if R;(1) € BMO(Y),

where BMO(X) is the John-Nirenberg space of functions of bounded mean oscillations on
Y. (regarded as a space of homogeneous type).

At this stage, a few comments are in order, about the specific manner in which the
various brands of Riesz transforms introduced earlier relate to one another. Assume that
Y. is an Ahlfors regular subset of R™ which is countably rectifiable (of dimension n — 1).
First, it turns out that if for some j € {1,...,n} one (hence both) of the two equivalent
conditions in (1.7) holds then the extension of the distributional Riesz transform R; to a
bounded linear operator on L?(%) (mentioned in (1.7)) is realized precisely by the principal
value Riesz transform R;V (defined for each f € L?(X) as in (1.1) at H" l-ae. x € ¥). In
particular, for each j € {1,...,n} there holds:

(1.7)

if ¥ C R™ is a compact Ahlfors regular set which
is countably rectifiable (of dimension n — 1) and
R;(1) € BMO(X) then, for H" l-ae. z € %,

1.8)
. LTj—Yj -1 (
R;(1)(x) = lim £ x Ak .
0@ = Jim [ M ar)
yeS
|ly—z|>e
Second, if for some j € {1,...,n} the principal value Riesz transform R;-W, originally acting

on €%(3), is known to extend to a bounded linear operator on L?(¥), then R;V coincides on
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¢ (X) with the distributional Riesz transform R; defined as in (1.3)-(1.4). Third, having
fixed j € {1,...,n}, the principal value Riesz transform R;-W extends to a bounded linear

operator on L*(X) if and only if for each € > 0 the j-th truncated Riesz transform R;.
defined as in (1.1) is bounded on L?(X) uniformly in €, if and only if the j-th maximal
Riesz transform R, . is bounded on L?(¥) where, for each f € L%(2),

R;.f(x) = sup |(Rjef)(x)

, r € X. (1.9)

All these results may be established via arguments of Calderén-Zygmund theory flavor, such
as Cotlar’s inequality, the Calderén-Zygmund decomposition, Marcinkiewicz’s interpolation
theorem, the boundedness of the Hardy-Littlewood maximal operator, etc.

At the geometrical level, the Nazarov, Tolsa, Volberg recent main result in [44] mentioned
earlier may be rephrased, in light of (1.7), as follows: under the background assumption
that ¥ is an Ahlfors regular subset of R", one has

¥ uniformly rectifiable set <= R;(1) € BMO(X) for each j € {1,...,n}. (1.10)

Hence, within the class of Ahlfors regular subsets of R”, the membership of the R;(1)’s to the
John-Nirenberg space BMO characterizes uniform rectifiability. As mentioned earlier in the
introduction, this result refines earlier work of G. David and S. Semmes [12] in which these
authors have proved that uniform rectifiability within the class of Ahlfors regular subsets
of R™ is equivalent to the L?-boundedness in that ambient of all truncated singular integral
operators, uniform with respect to the truncation (or, equivalently, the L?-boundedness of
all maximal operators), associated with all kernels of the form k(z —y), where the function
ke @>(R"\ {0}) is odd and satisfies

sup [|:c|<"—1>+\'ﬂ|(mk)(x)|} < 4o, VyeN (1.11)
z€R"\ {0}
In relation to the brands of Riesz transforms introduced earlier, the results of G. David
and S. Semmes in [12] imply! that, for each j € {1,...,n},

whenever ¥ is a uniformly rectifiable set in R, the principal value
Riesz transform R;-W is a well-defined, linear and bounded operator
on L%*(¥), which agrees on €2(X) with the distributional Riesz
transform R;.

(1.12)

From the perspective of (1.10), one of the issues addressed by our first main result is that
of extracting more geometric regularity for ¥ if more analytic regularity for the R;(1)’s is
available. We shall study this issue in the case when X := 0f2, the topological boundary of
an open subset €2 of R™. This fits into the paradigm of describing geometric characteristics
(such as regularity of a certain nature) of a given set in terms of properties of suitable
analytical entities (such as singular integral operators) associated with this environment.
Specifically, we have the following theorem (for all relevant definitions the reader is referred
to §2).

Theorem 1.1. Assume 2 C R" is an Ahlfors reqular domain with a compact boundary,
satisfying 0 = 0(Q). Set o := H" 100 and define QU :=Q and Q_ :=R"\ Q.
Then for each v € (0,1) the following claims are equivalent:

(a) Q is a domain of class €' (or Lyapunov domain of order a);
(b) the distributional Riesz transforms, defined as in (1.3)-(1.4) with X := 0X), satisfy

R;1 € €°(0) for each je{l,...,n}; (1.13)

Lin concert with the Calderén-Zygmund machinery alluded to earlier, and bearing in mind (2.47)



CHARACTERIZING REGULARITY OF DOMAINS VIA RIESZ TRANSFORMS 5

(c) Q is a UR domain and, given any odd homogeneous polynomial P of degree | > 1
i R"™, the singular integral operator

: Pz —y)
T =1 —_— Q 1.14
f@)=tim [ D)o, 2 con, (1.14)
y€eoN
lx—y|>e
is meaningfully defined for every f € €*(0N), and maps €*(9N) boundedly into
itself;
(d) Q is a UR domain and one has
9?;51 € () foreach je{l,...,n} (1.15)
where, for j € {1,...,n},
1 Tj— Y
TEf(x) = 1795 fy)do(y),  x € Qy; (1.16)

Wn—1 |$ - y|n
(o9

(e)  is a UR domain and, for each odd homogeneous polynomial P of degree | > 1 in
R™, the integral operators

Tefw)= [Tt o), ae s, (1.17)
o0

map € (0) boundedly into €“ (Qi)

Moreover, if Q is a €T domain for some a € (0,1), there exists a finite constant
C > 0, depending only on n, a, diam(0S), the upper Ahlfors reqularity constant of 02, and
[v]lge(aq) (where v is the outward unit normal to Q) with the property that for each odd
homogeneous polynomial P of degree I > 1 in R™ the integral operators (1.17), (1.14) satisfy

| T+ f < Cl2l2\|PHL2(snfl)||f o (09) v fee(09Q), (1.18)

we ()
and
2
HTnga(ag) < c2! |’P”L2(S”*1)Hf
The operators described in (1.14) may be thought of as generalized Riesz transforms since
they correspond to (1.14) with
P(z):=xzj/wp—1 for x=(21,...,2,) €R", 1<j5<n. (1.20)

For the same choices of the polynomials, the claim in part (e) of Theorem 1.1 implies that
the harmonic single-layer operator (cf. (5.66) for a definition) is well-defined, linear, and
bounded as a mapping
S EUIN) — € T(Qy). (1.21)
In concert with the comments meant to clarify how the distributional Riesz transforms
related to the principal value Riesz transforms, Theorem 1.1 readily implies the following
corollary.

Corollary 1.2. Let §2 be a nonempty, proper, open subset of R™ with compact boundary,
satisfying 02 = 8( Q ) Then for every a € (0,1) the following statements are equivalent:

(i) Q is a domain of class €1**;

(ii) Q is an Ablfors regular domain and, for each j € {1,...,n} the distributional Riesz
transform R; defined as in (1.3)-(1.4) with ¥ = 0Q induces a linear and bounded
operator in the context

R : €*(0Q) — €*(00); (1.22)

(iii) Q is an Ahlfors reqular domain and

R;1 € €%(0N) for each j e {l,...,n}; (1.23)
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(iv) Q is a UR domain and, for each j € {1,...,n} the principal value Riesz transform
R;V defined as in (1.1) with ¥ := 08 induces a linear and bounded operator in the
context

pv o o
R; €% (08) — €7 (09Q). (1.24)
(v) Qis a UR domain and
R§V1 € €Y0N) for each je{l,...,n}. (1.25)

In dimension two, there is a variant of Theorem 1.1 starting from the demand that the
boundary of the domain in question is an upper Ahlfors regular Jordan curve and, in lieu of
the Riesz transforms, using the following version of the classical Cauchy integral operator
in the principal value sense:

b .1

¢ f(2) = lim o / %d%l(g), z € 0. (1.26)
Cean
|==C|>e

Theorem 1.3. Let 2 C C be a bounded open set whose boundary is an upper Ahlfors
regular Jordan curve and fiz o € (0,1). Then Q is a domain of class €'+ if and only if
the operator (1.26) satisfies € 1 € €*(09).

Under the initial background hypotheses on €2 made in Theorem 1.1, 2 being a "' domain
is equivalent with v € €°(0Q) (cf. [24] in this regard). This being said, the limiting case
a = 0 of the equivalence (a)<(b) in Theorem 1.1 requires replacing the space of continuous
functions by the (larger) Sarason space VMO, of functions of vanishing mean oscillations (on
0%}, viewed as a space of homogeneous type, in the sense of Coifman-Weiss, when equipped
with the measure o and the Euclidean distance). Specifically, the following result holds.

Theorem 1.4. Let Q@ C R™ be an Ahlfors reqular domain with a compact boundary, and
denote by v the geometric measure theoretic outward unit normal to Q2. Then

v € VMO(092) and

<= R;1 € VMO(9Q Injed{l,...,n}. (1.27
O8Y uniformly rectifiable set } J (09) for all j € { n} ( )

Equivalence (1.27) should be contrasted with (1.10). In the present context, the ad-
ditional background assumption H" (9 \ 9.Q) = 0 (which is part of the definition of
an Ahlfors regular domain; cf. Definition 2.3) merely ensures that the geometric measure
theoretic outward unit normal v to 2 is well-defined g-a.e. on 0f).

The collection of all geometric conditions entering Theorem 1.4, i.e., that £ C R™ is an
Ahlfors regular domain such that 0€) is a uniformly rectifiable set, amounts to saying that
2 is a UR domain (cf. Definition 2.7). Concerning this class of domains, it has been noted
in [25, Corollary 3.9, p.2633| that

if Q C R™ is an open set satisfying a two-sided corkscrew
condition (in the sense of Jerison-Kenig [29]) and whose (1.28)
boundary is Ahlfors regular, then € is a UR domain.

In fact, the same circle of techniques yielding Theorem 1.4 also allows us to characterize
the class of regular SKT domains, originally introduced in [25, Definition 4.8, p.2690] by
demanding: J-Reifenberg flatness for some sufficiently small § > 0 (cf. Definition 7.6),
Ahlfors regular boundary, and vanishing mean oscillations for the geometric measure theo-
retic outward unit normal. Specifically, combining (1.28), Theorem 1.4, Theorem 7.7, and
[25, Theorem 4.21, p.2711] gives the following theorem.

Theorem 1.5. If Q C R"™ is an open set with a compact Ahlfors reqular boundary, satisfying
a two-sided John condition as described in Definition 7.3 (which, in particular, implies the
two-sided corkscrew condition) then

R;1 € VMO(09) for every j € {1,...,n}

. L , (1.29)
if and only if Q is a reqular SKT domain.
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It turns out that the equivalence (a)<(b) in Theorem 1.1 essentially self-extends to the
larger scale of Besov spaces BY?(0€2) with p € [1,00] and s € (0,1) satisfying sp > n — 1,
for which the Holder spaces occur as a special, limiting case, corresponding to p = co. For
a precise statement, see Theorem 7.11.

The category of singular integral operators falling under the scope of Theorem 1.1 already
includes boundary layer potentials associated with basic PDE’s of mathematical physics,
such as the Laplacian, the Helmholtz operator, the Lamé system, the Stokes system, and
even higher-order elliptic systems (cf., e.g., [9], [27], [38], [39]). This being said, granted the
estimates established in the last part of Theorem 1.1, the method of spherical harmonics
then allows us to prove the following result, dealing with a more general class of operators.

Theorem 1.6. Let Q be a €' domain, o € (0,1), with compact boundary, and let
k€ € R"\ {0}) be an odd function satisfying k(Ax) = A ""k(z) for all X € (0,00) and
x € R"\ {0}. In addition, assume that there exists a sequence {m;};en, C No for which

DA (A g )™ (k] gumr) || p2ggnm) < 005 (1.30)
=0

where Agn-1 is the Laplace-Beltrami operator on the unit sphere S"~1 in R™.
Then the singular integral operators

Tf(z) = /mku—y)f(y)da(y), re, (1.31)
Tf@) = lin [ ke-9f@dow.  econ, (132)
|:cy—€;|§;a

induce linear and bounded mappings
T : ¢%(002) — €*(Q), T:6%00) — €*(09). (1.33)

We wish to note that Theorem 1.6 refines the implication (a)=(e) in Theorem 1.1 since,
as explained in Remark 6.1, condition (1.30) is satisfied whenever the kernel k is of the
form P(z)/|xz["~ '+ for some homogeneous polynomial P of degree I € 2N — 1 in R”. In
fact, condition (1.30) holds for kernels k that are real-analytic away from 0 with lacunary
Taylor series (involving sufficiently large gaps between the non-zero coefficients of their
expansions, depending on n, a, diam (09), |[v||¢«~@q), and the upper Ahlfors regularity
constant of J€2). Thus, the conclusions in Theorem 1.6 are valid for such kernels which are
also odd and positive homogeneous of degree 1 — n.

Even though the statement does not reflect it, the proof of Theorem 1.1 makes essential
use of the Clifford algebra (?,,, a highly non-commutative generalization of the field of com-
plex numbers to n-dimensions, which also turns out to be geometrically sensitive. Indeed,
this is a tool which has occasionally emerged at the core of a variety of problems at the
interface between geometry and analysis. For us, one key aspect of this algebraic setting is
the close relationship between the Riesz transforms and the principal value? Cauchy-Clifford
integral operator C” (defined in (5.2)). For the purpose of this introduction we single out
the remarkable formula

n
V= —4va<z (R;V1)€j> at o-a.e. point on 0f) (1.34)

j=1
expressing the (geometric measure theoretic) outward unit normal to 2 as the Clifford
algebra cocktail 2?21 (R;-Wl)ej of principal value Riesz transforms acting on the constant
function 1, coupled with the imaginary units e; in /,, then finally distorted through the

2in the standard sense of removing balls centered at the singularity and taking the limit as the radii
shrink to zero
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action of the Cauchy-Clifford operator C". Identity (1.34) plays a basic role in the proof
of (b)= (a) in Theorem 1.1, together with a higher-dimensional generalization in a rough
setting of the classical Plemelj-Privalov theorem stating that the principal value Cauchy
integral operator on a piecewise smooth Jordan curve without cusps in the plane is bounded
on Holder spaces (cf. [45], [46], [47]; cf. also [28] for a higher dimensional version for
Lyapunov domains with compact boundaries). Specifically, in Theorem 5.6 we show that
whenever ) C R" is a Lebesgue measurable set whose boundary is compact, upper Ahlfors
regular, and satisfies H"~1(9Q \ 9,Q) = 0, it follows that for each o € (0,1) the principal
value Cauchy-Clifford operator C"" induces a well-defined, linear, and bounded mapping

C™ L E(090) @ Clyy — C(00) @ . (1.35)

The strategy employed in the proof of the implication (a) = (e) in Theorem 1.1 is somewhat
akin to that of establishing a “I'(1)-theorem” in the sense that matters are reduced to
checking that Ty act reasonably on the constant function 1 (see (3.42) in this regard).
In turn, this is accomplished via a proof by induction on [ € 2N — 1, the degree of the
homogeneous polynomial P. The base case [ = 1, corresponding to linear combinations
of polynomials as in (1.20), is dealt with by viewing (x; — y;)/|z — y|® as a dimensional
multiple of 0; E,(x — y) where E, is the standard fundamental solution for the Laplacian in
R™. As such, the key cancellation property that eventually allows us to establish the desired
Hoélder estimate in this base case may be ultimately traced back to the PDE satisfied by
(zj —y;)/|r —y|". In carrying out the inductive step we make essential use of elements
of Clifford analysis permitting us to relate T1 to the action of certain integral operators
constructed as in (1.17) but relative to lower degree polynomials acting on components of
the outward unit normal v to . In this scenario, what allows the use of the induction
hypothesis is the fact that, since § is a domain of class €'+, the said components belong
to €*(092).

The layout of the paper is as follows. Section 2 contains a discussion of background
material of geometric measure theoretic nature, along with some auxiliary lemmas which
are relevant in our future endeavors. In Section 3 we first recall a version of the Calderén-
Zygmund theory for singular integral operators on Lebesgue spaces in UR domains, and then
proceed to establish several useful preliminary estimates for general singular integral opera-
tors. Next, Section 4 is reserved for a presentation of those aspects of Clifford analysis which
are relevant for the present work. Section 5 is devoted to a study of Cauchy-Clifford integral
operators (both of boundary-to-domain and boundary-to-boundary type) in the context of
Holder spaces. In contrast with the Calderén-Zygmund theory for singular integrals in UR
domains reviewed in the first part of Section 3, the novelty here is the consideration of a
much larger category of domains (see Theorem 5.6 for details). In the last part of Section 5
we also discuss the harmonic single and double layer potentials (involved in the initial in-
duction step in the proof of the implication (a) = (e) in Theorem 1.1). Finally, in Section 6,
the proofs of Theorems 1.1, 1.3, 1.6 are presented, while Section 7 contains the proofs of
Theorem 1.4, and the Besov space version of the equivalence (a)<(b) in Theorem 1.1 (see
Theorem 7.11), and also a more general version of (1.29) in Theorem 7.7.
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grant # 200750, the second author has been supported in part by the Simons Foundation
grant # 281566 and by a University of Missouri Research Leave grant, while the third
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and MTM2010-15657 (Ministerio de Educacién y Ciencia). The authors are also grateful
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2. GEOMETRIC MEASURE THEORETIC PRELIMINARIES

Throughout, Ny := NU{0} and we shall denote by 15 the characteristic function of a set
E. For a € (0,1) and U C R"™ arbitrary set (implicitly assumed to have cardinality > 2),



CHARACTERIZING REGULARITY OF DOMAINS VIA RIESZ TRANSFORMS 9

define the homogeneous Holder space of order o on U as
€U) = {u:U—C: [u]%;a(U) < 400}, (2.1)
where [-]?Q(U) stands for the seminorm

u(z) — u(y)]

U)o rr i= SUP 2.2
lule @) cyet T —y|® (22)
TFY
The inhomogeneous Holder space of order «v on U is then defined as
¢ (U):={uc €*(U) : u is bounded in U}, (2.3)
and is equipped with the norm
ullge@y := Sup lul + [l gary, — Vue € (). (2.4)

Also, denote by €% (U) the subspace of €*(U) consisting of functions vanishing outside of
a relatively compact subset of U. Moreover, if O is an open, nonempty, subset of R", then
for a € (0,1) given define

¢H0) = {ue € (0): |u

<gl+a((9) < +OO}, (25)

where

I

g1+a() = sup |u(z)| + sup [(Vu)(z)| + sup [(Ve)(@) - (Vu)(y)‘ (2.6)
€O @]

Tre z,ycO |l‘ - y|a
TFY

The following observations will be tacitly used in the sequel. For each set U C R™ and any
a € (0,1), we have that €*(U) is an algebra, the spaces €*(U) and €*(U) are contained in
the space of uniformly continuous functions on U, and €*(U) = €*(U), €*(U) = €*(U).
Moreover, €*(U) = €*(U) if U is bounded. Finally, we shall make no notational distinction
between a Holder space of scalar functions and its version involving vector-valued functions.
A similar convention is employed for other function spaces used in this work.

Definition 2.1. A nonempty, open, proper subset  of R™ is called a domain of class
€ for some o € (0,1) (or a Lyapunov domain of order «), if there exist r, h > 0
with the following significance. For every point xog € 02 one can find a coordinate system

(T1,...,xn) = (2, 2,) in R™ which is isometric to the canonical one and has origin at x,
along with a real-valued function p € €F(R"1) such that
QNC(rh) ={z=(2/,2,) e R" I xR: |2'| <7 and p(2’) < z, < h}, (2.7)
where C(r, h) stands for the cylinder
{z=(2",2,) ER" ' xR: |2| <7 and —h <z, <h}. (2.8)

Strictly speaking, the traditional definition of a Lyapunov® domain Q C R"™ of order a
requires that 0 is locally given by the graph of a differentiable function ¢ : R*~! — R
whose normal v to its graph 3 has the property that the acute angle 6, , between v(z) and
v(y) for two arbitrary points z,y € ¥ satisfies 0, , < Clz —y|*; see, e.g., [28, Définition 2.1,
p.301]. This being said, it is easy to see that the latter condition implies that v is Holder
continuous of order a and, ultimately, that Q is a domain of class €T in the sense of our
Definition 2.1.

We shall now present a brief summary of a number of definitions and results from geomet-
ric measure theory which are relevant for the current work (cf. H.Federer [18], W. Ziemer
[54], L. Evans and R. Gariepy [16] for more details). Call a Lebesgue measurable set 2 C R"
of locally finite perimeter provided V1 is a locally finite Borel regular R"-valued mea-
sure. Given a Lebesgue measurable set 2 C R” of locally finite perimeter we denote by o

3Also spelled as Liapunov
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the total variation measure of V1. Then o is a locally finite positive measure, supported
on 0f). Clearly, each component of V1g is absolutely continuous with respect to o so from
the Radon-Nikodym theorem it follows that

V1g = —vo, (2.9)

where

v is an R"-valued function with components in L (952, o)

and which satisfies |v(x)] = 1 at o-a.e. point x € Jf). (2.10)

Above and elsewhere, by LP(9€,0), 0 < p < oo, we denote the usual scale of Lebesgue
spaces on 0f2 (with respect to the measure o). In the sequel we shall frequently identify o
with its restriction to 02, with no special mention. We shall refer to v and o, respectively,
as the (geometric measure theoretic) outward unit normal and the surface measure on
09).

Next, denote by £ the Lebesgue measure in R and recall that the measure-theoretic
boundary 9.2 of a Lebesgue measurable set 2 C R" is defined by

0,0 == {x € 00 : limsup L (B(z,r) N9 >0
r—0t rr
and limsup Z(B(,r) \ ) > 0}. (2.11)
r—0+ r
Also, the reduced boundary 0*(2 of Q2 is defined as

IQ:={xed: v(z) =1} (2.12)

As is well-known, (cf. [54, Lemma 5.9.5 on p.252] and [16, p.208|) one has
INCoNCIN and H" 0.0\ 0%Q) =0, (2.13)

where H" ! is the (n — 1)-dimensional Hausdorff measure in R”. Also,
o=H""0"Q. (2.14)

Hence, if Q has locally finite perimeter, it follows from (2.13) that the outward unit normal
is defined o-a.e. on 0,§2. In particular, if

H'HO0\ 0,Q) =0, (2.15)

then from (2.12)-(2.13) we see that the outward unit normal v is defined o-a.e. on 92, and
(2.14) becomes o = H" 1|92, Works of Federer and of De Giorgi also give that

0*Q is countably rectifiable (of dimension n — 1), (2.16)

in the sense that it is a countable disjoint union

QU =NU ( U Mk), (2.17)
keN

where each Mj is a compact subset of an (n — 1)-dimensional %' surface in R™ and
H"1(N) = 0. It then happens that v is normal to each such surface, in the usual sense.
For further reference let us remark here that, as is apparent from (2.16), (2.13), and (2.17),

if Q € R” is a Lebesgue measurable set which has
locally finite perimeter and for which (2.15) holds, (2.18)
then 0€2 is countably rectifiable (of dimension n—1).

The following characterization of the class of €'*® domains from [24] is going to play an
important role for us here.
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Theorem 2.2. Assume that €2 is a nonempty, open, proper subset of R™, of locally finite
perimeter, with compact boundary, for which

0 =0(9), (2.19)

and denote by v the geometric measure theoretic outward unit normal to 02, as defined in
(2.9)-(2.10). Also, fir o € (0,1). Then Q is a €T domain if and only if, after altering v
on a set of o-measure zero, one has v € € (012).

Condition (2.19) expresses the fact that the domain  sits on just one side of its topological
boundary, and is designed to preclude pathological happenstances such as a slit disk. By
the Jordan-Brower separation theorem (cf. [1, Theorem 1, p.284]), (2.19) is automatically
satisfied if 02 is a compact, connected, (n — 1)-dimensional topological manifold without
boundary (since in this scenario R™ \ 02 consists precisely of two components, each with
boundary 0%; see [2] for details).

Changing topics, we remind the reader that a set X C R™ is called Ahlfors regular
provided it is closed, nonempty, and there exists C' € (1,00) such that

clrm < HYY(B(z,r)nE) < Cr (2.20)

for each € ¥ and r € (0,diam ). When considered by itself, the second inequality above
will be referred to as upper Ahlfors regularity. In this vein, we wish to remark that (cf.
[16, Theorem 1, p.222])

any Lebesgue measurable subset of R” with an upper

Ahlfors regular boundary is of locally finite perimeter. (2.21)

It is natural to make the following definition.

Definition 2.3. Call an open, nonempty, proper subset Q) of R™ an Ahlfors regular
domain provided 092 is an Ahlfors reqular set and H"~1(9Q \ 0,9Q) = 0.

Let us remark here that (2.18) and (2.21) imply the following result:

if Q@ C R" is a Lebesgue measurable set with an upper
Ahlfors regular boundary satisfying H"~1(0Q \ 9,Q) = 0,

then ) is a set of locally finite perimeter and its topological (2.22)
boundary, 02, is countably rectifiable (of dimension n—1).
For further use, we record the following consequence of (2.22) and Definition 2.3:
any Ahlfors regular domain in R™ has a countably (2.23)

rectifiable topological boundary (of dimension n—1).

Later on, the following result is going to be of significance to us.

Proposition 2.4. Let ¥ C R"™ be an Ahlfors regqular set which is countably rectifiable (of
dimension n — 1). Define o := H" "X and consider an arbitrary function f € LL (,0).
Then for each j € {1,...,n},

lim sup
=0t | re(e/2,e)

L Y5 f(y)do(y)| p = o-a.c. . .
/ ]a;—y\"f(y)d (y) 0 foro-a.e. z€X (2.24)

Yy
e/A<|ly—x|<r

Proof. Fix j € {1,...,n} and pick some large R > 0. For each ¢ € (0,1), r € (¢/2,¢), and
x € XN B(0,R) split

T
/ ‘;_ y’if(y) do(y) = Le,r + 11 r (2.25)
8/4<?\!§Ex\§r
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where

L, = / Y5 Y5 () — f(x)] do(y), (2.26)

|z —yl|?
yeD
e/4<|y—x|<r

uw::ﬂa:){ / ,jfj,z; do(y) — / f;j_‘yy,z; da<y>}. (2.27)

yEESNB(0,R+1) yESNB(0,R+1)
e/4<|y—x|<1 r<|y—z|<1

The left-to-right implication in (1.2), used for the set XN B(0, R+ 1), gives that o-a.e. point
x € XN B(0, R) has the property that for each § > 0 there exists 65 € (0,1) such that for
each 61,0, € (0,05) we have

Tj —Yj Tj — Yy

do(y) — / do(y)| < 0. 2.28
/ |z —y[" ) [z —y[" ) (229

yESNB(0,R+1) yEXNB(0,R+1)

01 <|y—z|<1 Ox<|y—z|<1

In turn, this readily yields
lim sup |IL.,| ¢ =0 for o-a.e. z € SN B(0,R). (2.29)
e—07 re(e/2,e)

Next, thanks to the upper Ahlfors regularity condition satisfied by X, we may estimate

A\ n—1
< (D)7 [ - s@lde) <ef (5w - f@ldaw),  (230)
€ YNB(x,e) YNB(x,e)
where the barred integral indicates mean average. Hence, on the one hand,
lim sup ‘Q,r! =0 if x is a Lebesgue point for f. (2.31)
=0+ re(e/2,e)
On the other hand, the triplet (3,| - — -|,0) is a space of homogeneous type and the

underlying measure is Borel regular. As such, Lebesgue’s Differentiation Theorem gives
that o-a.e. point in ¥ is a Lebesgue point for f. Bearing this in mind, the desired conclusion
now follows from (2.25), (2.29), and (2.31). O

In the treatment of the principal value Cauchy-Clifford integral operator in §5, the fol-
lowing lemma plays a significant role.

Lemma 2.5. Let Q C R" be a Lebesgue measurable set of locally finite perimeter such that
(2.15) holds. Then, for each x € 9*Q), there exists a Lebesgue measurable set O, C (0,1) of
density 1 at 0, i.e., satisfying
210, N (0,
i Z1(0:009) (2.32)

e—0t £

with the property that

O (@00B@r) L (2.33)

Oz3r—07t wn_lr"_l 2

Proof. We largely follow [50]. Given x € 9*(Q, there exists an approximate tangent plane 7
to Q at @ (cf. the discussion on [25, p.2627]) and we denote by 7 the two half-spaces into
which 7 divides R™ (with the convention that the outward unit normal to 7~ is v(x)). For
each r > 0, set 0T B(x,r) := dB(x,r) N 7T and introduce

W(z,r) =0 B(z,r)A[QNdB(z,r)] (2.34)
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where, generally speaking, UAV denotes the symmetric difference (U \ V) U (V \ U). With
this notation, in the proof of Proposition 3.3 on p. 2628 of [25] it has been shown that

R
/ H ! (W(z,7))dr = o(R") as R—0". (2.35)
0
Thus, if we consider the function

¢:(0,1) — [0,00) given by ¢(r) :=r'""H" ' (W(z,r)) foreach r€ (0,1), (2.36)
it follows from (2.35) that

R R\1-n R 1 B
/2 P(r)dr < <5> /0 H" (W (z,r))dr =o(R) as R—0F. (2.37)

Bring in the dyadic intervals I := [2_(k+1), 27F] for k € Ny and note that (2.37) entails
O 1= (r)dr — 07 as k — oco. (2.38)
Iy,
For each k € Ny split

I, = A U By, with B := {T‘ €l o(r) > \/&} and Ay := I} \ Bg. (2.39)

Then Chebychev’s inequality permits us to estimate

L1 (By) 1 B
gl(Ik) < \/& I (T)dr—\/é_v VkENO. (2.40)

In light of (2.38), this implies that if we now define

Op = | A C (0,1), (2.41)
keNg
then
li =0. 2.42
o m o(r) (2.42)

We claim that (2.32) also holds for this choice of O,. To see that this is the case, assume
that some arbitrary ¢ > 0 has been fixed. For each ¢ € (0,1), let N. € Ny be such that
27Neml < ¢ < 27Ne Since N. — oo as ¢ — 0T, it follows from (2.38) that there exists
€g > 0 with the property that

0, < 0% whenever 0 < € < gy and k > N.. (2.43)
Assuming that 0 < ¢ < €y we may then estimate
_ el
0< e— 210, n(0,¢))

. =ttt ((0,¢) \ Oz)

< 6_121((0, 27 Ney\ 0,)=¢"! i ZY(By)
k=N.

<e ' Y LIV <2 <62 (2.44)
k=N

This finishes the proof of (2.32). At this stage there remains to observe that since, generally
speaking, |1 (U) — "1 (V)| < " Y({UAV), from (2.34) we have

H2ON0Bwn) 1| HIWEn) | 1

Wy 2 wp—17" 1 Wr—1

for each r € (0,1). Then formula (2.33) is a consequence of this and (2.42). O

Following G. David and S. Semmes [12] we now make the following definition.
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Definition 2.6. Call a subset 3 of R™ quniformly rectifiable set provided it is Ahlfors
reqular and the following holds. There exist £, M € (0,00) such that for each x € ¥ and
R € (0,diam X), there is a Lipschitz map ¢ : B;‘z_l — R™ (where B;‘z_l 1s a ball of radius R
in R™™1) with Lipschitz constant < M, such that

H" (SN B(z,R)Np(BE ")) >R (2.46)

Informally speaking, uniform rectifiability is about the ability of identifying big pieces of
Lipschitz images inside the given set (in a uniform, scale invariant, fashion) and can be
thought of as a quantitative version of countable rectifiability. From [25, p. 2629] we know

that
any uniformly rectifiable set ¥ C R" is

countably rectifiable (of dimension n —1). (2.47)

Following [25], we shall also make the following definition.

Definition 2.7. Call a nonempty open proper subset @ of R™ a UR (uniformly rectifiable)
domain provided ) is an Ahlfors reqular domain whose topological boundary, 052, is a uni-
formly rectifiable set.

For further use, it is useful to point out that, as is apparent from definitions,

if 2 C R™ is a UR domain with 09 = 0(2) then

= 2.48
R™\ 2 is a UR domain, with the same boundary. ( )

We now turn to the notion of nontangential boundary trace of functions defined in a
nonempty, proper, open set 2 C R"™. Fix £ > 0 and for each boundary point z € 0f2
introduce the nontangential approach region

F(x) ={yeQ: |z —y| < (1+k)dist(y,o0)}. (2.49)

It should be noted that, under the current hypotheses, it could happen that I';(z) = @ for
points x € 9N (as is the case if, e.g., Q has a suitable cusp with vertex at z). Next, given a
Lebesgue measurable function u : 2 — R, we wish to consider its limit at boundary points
x € 0F) taken from within nontangential approach regions with vertex at x. For such a
limit to be meaningfully defined at o-a.e. point on 9 (where, as usual, o := H"~1|99), it
is necessary that

x €Ty(x) for o-a.e. x € . (2.50)

We shall call an open set 2 C R™ satisfying (2.50) above weakly accessible. Assuming
that this is the case, we say that u has a nontangential boundary trace almost everywhere
on 0N if for o-a.e. point x € I there exists some N(z) C I'y(z) of measure zero such that
the limit

n.t.

o0 ) (z) := I ()

(u

When u is a continuous function in €2, we may take N(x) = &. For future use, let us also
define the nontangential maximal operator of u as

(Nu) () := lJull oo (r, (2)) € [0,00], Vo e 0, (2.52)

lim u exists. 2.51
\N(z)dy—ax (y) ( )

where the essential supremum (taken to be 0 if I';(z) = @) in the right-hand side is taken
with respect to the Lebesgue measure in R™.
The following result has been proved in [25, Proposition 2.9, p. 2588].

Proposition 2.8. Any Ahlfors reqular domain is weakly accessible. As a corollary, any UR
domain is weakly accessible.

We continue by recording the definition of the class of uniform domains introduced by
O. Martio and J. Sarvas in [34].
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Definition 2.9. Call a nonempty, proper, open set & C R"™ a uniform domain if there
exists a constant ¢ € (0,00) with the property that:

for each x,y € Q) there exists v : [0, 1] — § rectifiable curve joining
x and y such that length(vy) < c|x — y| and which has the property

min {length(y,,.) , length(7.,,)} < cdist(z, Q) (2.53)

for all z € ~([0,1]), where v, . and v, are the two components of
the path ([0,1]) joining x with z, and z with y, respectively.

Condition (2.53) asserts that the length of v(]0, 1]) is comparable to the distance between
its endpoints and that, away from its endpoints, the curve v stays correspondingly far from
09). Hence, heuristically, condition (2.53) implies that points in  can be joined in Q by
a curvilinear (or twisted) double cone which is neither too crocked nor too thin. Here we
wish to note that, given an open nonempty subset €2 of R” with compact boundary along
with some « € (0,1), the following implication holds:

Qis a €1 domain = Q is a uniform domain. (2.54)

Throughout, we make the convention that, given a nonempty, proper subset €2 of R", we
abbreviate
p(z) = dist(z,09) for every z € Q. (2.55)

Lemma 2.10. Let Q@ C R™ be a uniform domain. Then for each o € (0,1) there exists a
finite constant C' > 0, depending only on o and 2, such that the estimate

[Wlo(e) < Csup {pla)' =" Vue)]} (2.56)

holds for every function u € €1 (£2).

Proof. Consider ¢ > 0 such that condition (2.53) is satisfied. Let then z,y € € be two
arbitrary points and assume that « is as in Definition 2.9. Denote by L and s, respectively,
the length of the curve v* := ([0, 1]) and the arc-length parameter on v*, s € [0, L]. Also,
let [0, L] s +— 7(s) € v* be the canonical arc-length parametrization of *. In particular,
dy

7| = 1 for almost every s, and for every continuous

s +— 7(s) is absolutely continuous,

function f in Q

[r=] * fla(s) ds. (257)

Thus, from (2.53) and (2.57), for each a € (0,1) we have
L L a—1
/ Pt = / p(v(s)* tds < cl_o‘/ [min {s,L — s} ds
y* 0 0
L/2
< 261_0‘/ s tds = C(c,a)L* < Clc, a)|z — y|*. (2.58)
0
Then, since ‘2_;/‘ = 1 for almost every s, for every u € €1(Q2) we may write
Ld
uw) — uy)| = | [ L [utr()] ]
0 S

L
< [ vt as = / |Vl

<sup{|vulpt=} [ gt
v* *

y
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< Cla —yl°|[vul || (2.59)

L>(9Q)
finishing the proof of (2.56). O

Recall that for each k € N we let .Z* stand for the k-dimensional Lebesgue measure in
RE. Also, we shall let (-,-) denote the standard inner product of vectors in R™.

Lemma 2.11. Assume that D C R"™ is a set of locally finite perimeter. Denote by v its
geometric measure theoretic outward unit normal and define o := H" 1|0, D. Also, suppose
that F' € €3 (R™,R"™). Then for each x € R™,

/ divF d.g™ = / (F,v)do + / (F,v)ydH" (2.60)
DNB(z,r) 0+ DNB(z, ) DnoB(x,r)

/ divF d.g™ = / (F,v)do — / (F,v)dH" (2.61)
D\B(z,r) 0+ D\B(z, 1) DNoB(z,r)

for £'-a.e. r € (0,00), where v in each of the last integrals in the above right hand-sides
is the outward unit normal to B(z,r).

and

Proof. Identity (2.60) is simply [16, Lemma 1, p.195]. Then (2.61) follows by combining
this with the Gauss-Green formula from [16, Theorem 1, p.209]. O

We conclude this section by recording the following two-dimensional result which is going
to be relevant when dealing with the proof of Theorem 1.3.

Proposition 2.12. Let Q C C be a bounded open set whose boundary is an upper Ahlfors
regular Jordan curve. Then § is a simply connected UR domain satisfying 0Q = 0(Q).
Hence, in particular, H'(0Q \ 0,Q) = 0 and C\ Q is also a UR domain with the same
boundary as €.

Moreover, the curve 02 is rectifiable and if L denotes its length and [0, L] s +— z(s) € X

18 its arc-length parametrization, then
HVE) = 2N (HE)), VE C 00 measurable set (2.62)

where £ is the one-dimensional Lebesque measure, and if v denotes the geometric measure
theoretic outward unit normal to €1 then

v(z(s)) = —iZ'(s) for £L'-ae. s€0,L]. (2.63)
A proof of Proposition 2.12 may be found in [40].

3. BACKGROUND AND PREPARATORY ESTIMATES FOR SINGULAR INTEGRALS

The proofs of the main results require a number of prerequisites, and this section collects
several useful estimates for singular integral operators. The first theorem in this regard
essentially amounts to a version of the Calderén-Zygmund theory for singular integrals on
uniformly rectifiable sets.

Theorem 3.1. There exists a positive integer N = N(n) with the following significance.
Suppose ¥ C R™ is a uniformly rectifiable set and define o := H"1|X. Also, consider a
function

ke ¢NR"\ {0}) satisfying k(—x) = —k(z) for each x € R"

3.1
and so that k(Ax) = A\~""Vk(z) for all A >0, =€ R™\ {0}. (3.1)

For each € > 0, consider the truncated singular integral operator
Li@= [ ke-pfG)dol). e (32)

yeS
|lz—y|>e
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and define the maximal operator T, by setting
T.f(x) == sup T.f(x)], zeX. (3.3)
Then for each p € (1,00) there exists a constant C' € (0,00) depending only on p and %,
such that
I lincs) < CllElgus llgn snosy | F v (3.4)

for every f € LP(X,0). Furthermore, given any p € [1,00), for each function f € LP(X,0)
the limit

Tf(x):= lim T.f(x) (3.5)
e—07+
exists for o-a.e. x € X, and the induced operators
T:1P(%,0) — LP(X,0), pe(1l,), (3.6)
T:LY(%,0) — LM°(%,0), (3.7)

are well-defined, linear and bounded. In addition, for each p € (1,00), the adjoint of the
operator T acting on LP(X,0) is =T acting on LV (3,0) with 1/p +1/p' = 1. Finally,
corresponding to the end-point p = oo, the operator T also induces a linear and bounded
mapping

T:L*(X,0) — BMO (). (3.8)

Once the existence of the principal value singular integral operator T' defined by the
limit in (3.5) has been established, all other claims follow from [12] and standard harmonic
analysis. As far as the issue of well-definiteness of T' is concerned, it is not difficult to
reduce matters to case when ¥ is a (n — 1)-dimensional Lipschitz graph ([50]). In the latter
scenario, the desired result is known. For example, the desired conclusion is contained in
[25, Theorem 3.33, p.2669], where a more general result, (applicable to variable coefficient
operators on boundaries of UR domains) can be found. A direct proof for Lipschitz graphs
may be found in [26, Proposition B.2, p.163]. In this vein, see also [10, pp.63-64] for a
sketch of a proof.

Our next theorem deals with nontangential maximal function estimates and jump-relations
for integral operators on UR domains. For a proof, the reader is once again referred to [25,
Theorem 3.33, p.2669].

Theorem 3.2. Assume Q C R™ is a UR domain and let o := H" 1| 0Q and v denote
respectively, the surface measure on OS2 and the outward unit normal to . Select a function
k as in (3.1) with N = N(n) sufficiently large, and define

Tf(x):= - k(x—y)f(y)do(y), — wec (3.9)
Then for each p € (1,00) there exists a finite constant C' = C(§2, k,p) > 0 such that
IN(T H)llr00.0) < Cllfllzro0,0)s VfeLl(oR, o), (3.10)
and, corresponding top =1,
IN(T )l 00,0) < CllfllL109,0)5 VfeL'(09,0). (3.11)

Also, if ‘hat’ denotes the Fourier transform in R™ and i := /—1 € C, then for every

f e LP(0Q,0) with p € [1,00) the jump-formula
(THlo )@ = Jim Tf() = o Rwla) f(a) + TF(a) (3.12)

Sz—T (3

z€lk(x)

is valid at o-a.e. point x € 0N, where T is the principal value singular integral operator
associated with the kernel k as in (3.5).
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The Fourier transform in R” employed in (3.12) is
B(&) = / e U8 ¢(x)de, € eR™ (3.13)

Let us also remark here that the hypotheses (3.1) imposed on the kernel k imply that
k()| < ||kl oo (gn—1y|z|' " for each = € R™\ {0}. Hence, k is a tempered distribution in

R" and /k\:, originally considered in the class of tempered distributions in R", satisfies
ke ¢™®R"\{0}) if N € Nis even

(3.14)
and m € Ny is such that m < N — 1

(cf. [38, Exercise 4.60, p.133]). In particular, (3.14) ensures that k(v(x)) is meaningfully
defined in (3.12) for o-a.e. z € 92 whenever N > 2.

Lemma 3.3. Suppose €2 is a nonempty proper open subset of R™ with a compact boundary,
satisfying an upper Ahlfors regularity condition with constant ¢ € (0,00). In this setting,
define o := H" 1| 0Q and consider an integral operator

Tf(z) = - k(x,y)f(y) do(y), T € Q, (3.15)

whose kernel k : Q0 x 9Q — R has the property that there exists some finite positive constant
Co such that

Co
k(z,y)| < —20 3.16
ke )] < = (3.16)
for each x € Q) and o-a.e. y € 092. Also, suppose that
sup |7 1(z)| < +o0. (3.17)
e
Then for every o € (0,1) one has
22n—2+a
sup [ 77 (2)| < e Co o (1+ [diam(@)1°) [ oo
e -
+ (17 Ul + ¢Co [diam (02" )| floony.  (318)

for every f € €*(00).

Proof. Pick an arbitrary f € €%(09Q) and fix any x € Q. Consider first the case when
dist(z,0€) > 1, in which scenario we may directly estimate

| 7f ()] < Coa(0)] fllL=(a0) < cCo [diam ()] | £l L= (a0)- (3.19)
In the case when dist(x,09Q) < 1, select a point z, € 9 such that
|z — x| = dist(x,0Q) =:r € (0,1) (3.20)
and split Jf(x) =1+ II+ I11, where
= [ Ky [£ () — F@)] do(y) (3:21)
OQNB(z«,2r)
1= | Koy [£() — F@)] do(y) (3.22)
OO\ B(xx,2r)
and
I := (T1)(x)f(zs). (3.23)
Note that

1] < / k()| | () — f(2)] do(y)
OONB(z.,2r)
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‘a

— x*
< Cy [f]cga(gg) / ‘yi

do(y)
OQNB(x«,2r) ‘Z’ - y‘n—l

< Colflgaan) % o (0N B(w,,2r)), (3.24)

where the third inequality comes from the fact that |y — z.|* < (2r)* on the domain of
integration, and the fact that 1/|z —y| < 1/|x — x| = 1/r, for all y € 0N2. Hence,
[I| <2 1Fec oyl flgaiany (3.25)

bearing in mind (3.20) and the upper Ahlfors regularity of 9. Also,

|y — L
|II| S Co[f]%.a(ﬁﬂ) /89\3(:2 2T) W dO'(y) (326)

| a

Note that if y € 02\ B(x, 2r) then

|y_33*|
2

ly —z| <|ly—z|+|z—z. and r< = |y — x| < 2|y — x|. (3.27)

Hence, 1/|z —y|"~ ' <271 /|y — x,|"~! on the domain of integration 9Q \ B(z,2r). Also,
if we introduce _
N i= |logy (1m0) | e, (3.28)

then 0Q \ B(x.,2Fr) = @ for each integer k > N. Together, these observations and (3.26)
allow us to estimate

II| < 27 YCof]a /
1] ol ]% &) OO\ B(2+,2r) |y — T«

J— ':L'* 64
'3’7“[_1 do(y) (3.29)

N

k=1 90N (B(zx 26 1)\ B(z+ 2% 1)

1

= ia W)

N
< 2" Co[flgagony 2 (25r) TV (02 N Bz, 25 1)),
k=1
Thus, by the upper Ahlfors regularity condition,
N
|II| < 2n_100[f]<g'a(ag) (ZkT)—(n—l—a)C(2k+lr)n—1
k=1

= 22n_2c COTOC [f](ga (aQ

N
Z(2a)k

)
k=1
2n—2+« % (2N)a
<2 Tae Cor [f]‘f“(afl) ha 1
22n—2+a N
< a1 ¢Colflgaan) [diam (9€2)]". (3.30)
Since, clearly, [ITI]| < |7 1||po )l fll L (a0), the desired conclusion follows. 0

Lemma 3.4. Retain the same assumptions on () as in Lemma 3.8 and consider an integral
operator

P (x) = /a @) doty).  weq (3.31)

whose kernel g : Q x 022 — R is assumed to satisfy

C
la(z,y)| < ﬁ VreQ, VyeodQ, (3.32)
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for some finite positive constant Cy. Also, with p as in (2.55), suppose there exists o € (0, 1)
with the property that

Cy = sup {p(:v)l_a|(°@1)(:n)|} < +oo. (3.33)
e
Then one has
Cu 22n—1+a
sup {P(fﬂ)l |2f ()] } < T 901 cC1[flgaon) + Callf @), (3.34)

€
for every f € €4(0N).

Proof. Select an arbitrary f € €%(9€2). Pick some x € Q and choose z, € 99 such that
|x — x4| = p(x) =:r. Split 2f (x) =1+ 11 + 111, where

= / £ [Fy) - F()] doly), (3.35)
o0NB( m*,2r
= / £ [fy) - f(2)] doly), (3.36)
OO\ B( :(:*,27“
and
111 = (21)(z) f (). (3.37)
Then

1) < / (2, ) 1f () — F(@)] do(y)
OONB(zx,2r)
|Oc

Y — Ty
< C(1 [f](g'a(ag) / |7

—do(y)
20NB(z.,2r) 1T — Y|

2 «
é Cl [f](ga(aﬂ) (L)

< 2" Cip(a)* e ony- (3.38)

Next, keeping in mind that 1/|z —y|™ < 2"/|y — x| on I\ B(x,,2r) (cf. (3.27)), we may
estimate

o (00N B(w,,2r))

| o

1] < Ci[flga a0 / ly = @ do(y).

O0\B(z.,2r) 1T — y["

n Y — Tx
<2 Cl[f]%'a(afl)/ ‘ﬁda(y)

OO\B(x,2r) |Y — T
o0

< ZnCI [f]%a G

ol
—_

O[B4, 25 17)\ B2« ,257)]

< 2"C1[flgaon) (2Fr)~ (=5 (09 N B(a,, 284 1r))

[ Tl

< 2°C1 [l gy (257) (2

=
Il
—

0o
_ o2n—1 oa— § : oa— 1
—2 CClT (ga(aﬂ 2
k=1

22n 24«

= T—5a=1¢C10(@)* [flga o0y (3.39)
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Given that p(z)!~*[I1I| < Co|f| 1o (a6), estimate (3.34) is established. O

Lemma 3.5. Let ) be a nonempty open proper subset of R™ whose boundary is compact
and satisfies an upper Ahlfors reqularity condition with constant ¢ € (0,00). In this setting,
define o := H" 1|00 and consider an integral operator

Tf(x) = /8 K@f) o). ven, (3.40)

whose kernel K : Q x 0Q — R has the property that there exists a finite constant B > 0
such that

K (z,y)| + |z — y|[Vo K (2, y)| < = (3.41)
for each x € Q and o-a.e. y € 9. Fix some a € (0,1) and suppose that
A= sup |(T1)(z)| + sup {p(az)l_a|V(T1)(x)|} < +00. (3.42)
e z€Q
Then for every f € €*(0) one has
sup [T/ ()| +sup { p(x)! =V (T f)()| }
el e
<cBCyq (2 + [diam(aQ)]a) [f]%'a(aﬂ)
+ (2A + ¢ Bldiam(09)]" ) || f[| o< (992) (3.43)
where
Chno =2"""2""max {(2* —1)7", 2(1 —2*71)71}. (3.44)

As a consequence, there exists a finite constant Cp o0 > 0 with the property that for
every f € €“(09) one has

sup |TF(z)| + sup {p(:ﬂ)l_O‘!V(Tf)(x)!} < Cha,0(A+ B)|fllgao0)- (3.45)
xre xre
Proof. This is an immediate consequence of Lemma 3.3 and Lemma 3.4. O

4. CLIFFORD ANALYSIS

A key tool for us is Clifford analysis, and here we elaborate on those aspects used in
the proof of Theorem 1.1. To begin, the Clifford algebra with n imaginary units is the
minimal enlargement of R™ to a unitary real algebra (C/,, +,®), which is not generated (as
an algebra) by any proper subspace of R™, and such that

rOr=—|z* forany € R" — ,. (4.1)

This identity readily implies that, if {e;}1<j<p is the standard orthonormal basis in R,
then

e;j®ej=—1 and ejOep=—ep®e; whenever 1 < j#k<n. (4.2)
In particular, identifying the canonical basis {e;}1<;j<n from R™ with the n imaginary units
generating (/,,, yields the embedding?

R" — &, R">z=(z1,...,2) = ijej e, (4.3)
j=1

4As the alerted reader might have noted, for n = 2 the identification in (4.3) amounts to embedding R?
into quaternions, i.e., R? — H := {:co+:c1i+:c2j+:c3k : To,T1,X2,T3 € ]R} viaR? 5 (z1,22) = z1itx2j € H.
The reader is reassured that this is simply a matter of convenience, and we might as well have arranged so
that the embedding (4.3) comes down, when n = 2, to perhaps the more familiar identification R? = C, by
taking R" 2 © = (2o, %1,...,Zn-1) =0+ x1€1+...Tn—16n—1 € Cln_1. The latter choice leads to a parallel
theory to the one presented here, entailing only minor natural alterations.
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Also, any element u € (f,, can be uniquely represented in the form

n

UZZZ,'LL[EI, ur € R. (4.4)

1=0 |I|=l

Here e stands for the product e;, ® e;, © -+ ® ¢;, if I = (i1,12,...,4;) and eg 1= ez =1
is the multiplicative unit. Also, >’ indicates that the sum is performed only over strictly
increasing multi-indices, i.e., I = (i1,12,...,4) with 1 < i3 < iy < -+ < iy < n. We endow
¢, with the natural Euclidean metric

lu| := {Z \u1]2}1/2 for each u = ZuIeI ey, (4.5)
I i

The Clifford conjugation on (/,, denoted by ‘bar’, is defined as the unique real-linear
involution on (¥, for which €fe; = ere; = 1 for any multi-index I. More specifically,
given u = > ;ure; € Cf, we set W := ) ,ure; where, for each I = (iy,i2,...,4;) with
1< <o <+ <1y <n,

_I = (_1)lell @ eil*l @ te @ eil' (46)

Let us also define the scalar part of u = ), ure; € C/,, as uy := ug, and endow (/,, with
the natural Hilbert space structure

(u,v) := Zuru], if u= ZUI@], v = Z’U]C] ed,. (4.7)
I I I

It follows directly from definitions that
T = —x for each z € R" — (/,, (4.8)
and other properties are collected in the lemma below.

Lemma 4.1. For any u,v € C,, one has

ul> = (u© W) = (O o, (4.9)
(u,v) = (WO T)o = (TO ), (4.10)
UOU =701, (4.11)
[ul = |ul, (4.12)

(4.13)

Ju 0] < 2" Jullo],

and
lu ® v| = |ullv| if either uw or v belongs to R™ < C/,,. (4.14)

Proof. Properties (4.9)-(4.12) are straightforward consequences of definitions. To justify
(4.13), assume u =y, ure; € Cly, and v =) ;vge; € (¢, have been given. Then

lu®v| = ‘Z (ZUIUJGIQEJ)‘ < Z‘ZUIUJGIQEJ‘
I J I J
= (S tures?) = 101 3l < ol (S hal?) (321)
I J I I I

= 272y ). (4.15)

1/2

Above, the triangle inequality has been employed in the second step. The third step relies
on (4.5) and the observation that, for each I fixed, the family of Clifford algebra elements
{e; ® es} s coincides modulo signs with the orthonormal basis {ex }x. The penultimate
step is the discrete Cauchy-Schwarz inequality.
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As regards (4.14), assume that v € R" < (/,, and write
e =(uev)Eudv),= (Lo (vOT)OT),

= |v]*(u © @) = |uf*[vf?, (4.16)
by (4.9), (4.11), (4.8), and (4.1). Finally, the case when u € R" — (¥, follows from what
we have just proved with the help of (4.11) and (4.12). O

Next, recall the Dirac operator
n
D:=) e;0;. (4.17)
j=1

In the sequel, we shall use Dy, and Dg to denote the action of D on a €' function u : Q@ — C/,,
(where Q is an open subset of R™) from the left and from the right, respectively. For a
sufficiently nice domain §2 with outward unit normal v = (vy,...,1,) (identified with the
Clp-valued function v = Z?:l vje;) and surface measure o, and for any two reasonable
Cly,-valued functions u,v in €2, the following integration by parts formula holds:

/ u(z) ©v(x) ®v(x)do(x)
[2)9]

= /Q{(DRu)(g;) Ov(x) +u(z)® (DLU)(a:)} dx. (4.18)

More detailed accounts of these and related matters can be found in [5] and [42]. In general,
if (% Al g() is a Banach space then by 2" ®@(/,, we shall denote the Banach space consisting

of elements of the form
n
:ZZIUIEI, ur € 4, (4.19)
1=0 |1|=l

equipped with the natural norm

lull 2 gcr, = Z Z [url|2- (4.20)

1=0 |1|=l
A simple but useful observation in this context is that
if O C R" is a domain of class €7 for some o € (0,1) then
Ve €Y(0N) @, — €(00) @ Cly,  is an isomorphism (4.21)

whose norm and the norm of its inverse are < 2||v

o (69)-
Indeed, by (4.1), its inverse is —v® and the aforementioned norm estimates are simple
consequences of (4.14), bearing in mind that [|v||ga@q) > 1.

For each s € {1,...,n} we let [-]s denote the projection onto the s-th Euclidean coordi-
nate, i.e., [x]s := x if z = (z1,...,2,) € R". The following lemma, in the spirit of work of
Semmes in [48], will play an important role for us.

Lemma 4.2. For any odd, harmonic, homogeneous polynomial P(x), x € R™ (with n > 2),
of degree | > 3, there exist a family P.s(z), 1 < r,s < n, of harmonic, homogeneous
polynomials of degree | — 2, as well as a family of odd, € functions

krs : R\ {0} — R" — /,,, 1<rs<n, (4.22)
which are homogeneous of degree —(n — 1), and for each x € R™\ {0} satisfy
P(x -
len(i—l)“ = [krsl@)]s and (4.23)

r,s=1
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-1 0 Ps(x
7 % , 1<rs<n. (4.24)
n+1—30z, \ |z|"t-

Moreover, there exists a finite dimensional constant ¢, > 0 such that

(Drkys)(x) =

| fax | s || oo (gn—1y +  ax Vs Loo (sn-1) <ep 2 1P|l (gn-1)- (4.25)

Proof. Given now an odd, harmonic, homogeneous polynomial P(x) of degree [ > 3 in R,
for r,s € {1,...,n} introduce
1
(
l (l -1)
Then each P,4 is an odd, harmonic, homogeneous polynomial of degree [ — 2 in R", and
Euler’s formula for homogeneous functions gives

Pry() = 8,0,P)(z), VaeR (4.26)

= Z x5 Prs(), Ve R, (4.27)
r,s=1
and, for each r,s € {1,...,n},
((VPrs)(x),z) = (I — 2)Prs(x), Vo eR" (4.28)
To proceed, assume first that n > 3 and, for each r,s € {1,...,n}, define the function
ks : R™\ {0} — R™ — (,, by setting
1 rs ()
krs(x) := — R™ . 4.2
@)= T Zaa(‘ i S)es Ve eR'\{0}.  (4.29)

The fact that n,l > 3 ensure that both n+1—3 # 0 and n+ 1 — 5 # 0 so each k,, is
well-defined, odd, ¥ and homogeneous of degree —(n — 1) in R™\ {0}. In addition,

1
rs(@) = (m+1-3)(n+1-5)

hence for all z € R™\ {0} we may write

D [a&m)], ¥z € R™\ {0}, (4.30)

|x|n+l—5

(Drke)(&) = o= = P o (s
T nti- 3;(111 - 5)A[ar<|j7:+(lx—)5)]
T IT+ 111, (4.31)
where
= (n+1— 3;(111 Fi-5) " [(@?L)E?] =5
= (n+1-— 3;(111 +1-5) o P«VP”)(@’ V [lal ™) >]
e [
)
= e 3;(171 5 [P [l 4727

o —1+3 [Prs(:c)} (4.32)

Cn+ =3 " Lpnti=3 )
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by the harmonicity of P, (4.28), and straightforward algebra. This proves that (4.23) holds
when n > 3. Going further, from (4.29) and the fact that

n n

> (0pPrs)(x) = > (0sPrs)(x) =0 and ZPW = (4.33)

r=1 s=1
(as seen from (4.26) and the harmonicity of P), we deduce that for each x € R™\ {0}

n

1 s()
> [krs(@))s = (n+1-3)(n+1-5) Z %9, <H"T)

r,s=1

_ 1 (n+1-5)
e s DIRCCEC L

r,s=1
-1 Zn: P ){ Ors (n+1—3) Ty }
n+l-3 " | |3 |z[nti=1
P(z)

This establishes (4.24) for n > 3. Moving on, for each v € Nj, interior estimates for the
harmonic function P give

2
107 Pl e g1y < €nr / P(@)] dz = cuy / Pw)l( / Y
B(0,2) gn-1 0

21
ny'Yn _I_l”P”Ll(S”71)7 (435)

where we have also used the fact that P is homogeneous of degree I. The estimates in (4.25)
now readily follow on account of (4.29), (4.26), and (4.35).

To treat the two-dimensional case, first we observe that if Q),,(x) is an arbitrary homo-
geneous polynomial of degree m € Ny in R™ with n > 2 and A > 0 then

W is a tempered distribution in R"™. (4.36)

If, in addition, @, (x) is harmonic and A < n then (cf. [49, p.73]) also
Qm(2) > Qm (§)

W = Yn.m.\ s as tempered distributions in R", (4.37)

]:x—>§(

where F,_,¢ is an alternative notation for the Fourier transform in R" from (3.13) and

I'(m/2+ \/2)
I'(m/24+n/2—)X/2)

Pick now an odd, harmonic, homogeneous polynomial P(z) of degree [ > 3 in R? and define
P, for r;s € {1,...,n} as in (4.26). Hence, once again each P,s is an odd, harmonic,
homogeneous polynomial of degree [ — 2 in R?, and (4.27) holds. Moreover, (4.37) used for
n=2 m=1[01-—2 A=1, and Q,, = P, yields

Yagmor 1= (—1)3m/ 2gn 29 (4.38)

Prs(x) 1)3/2 1 (Brs(§)
|z[l-1 = —(=1)""2x ]:5—>:c< i1 ) (4.39)
Now, for each r,s € {1,2} define the function ks : R? \ {0} — R? < (/s by setting
s(6)

hro(@) = (— 3”22772 Foa (68 ml“)% Ve eR2\{0}.  (4.40)
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By (4.36) used with n =2, m = I, A = 1, and Qu,(€) = & Prs(€), it follows that &,.¢; fgﬁﬁ

is a tempered distribution in R?. Consequently, ks in (4.40) is meaningfully defined and,
from [38, Proposition 4.58, p.132], we deduce that k. € €°°(R?\ {0}). Also, based on
standard properties of the Fourier transform (cf., e.g., [38, Chapter 4]) it follows that k, is
odd and homogeneous of degree —1 in R? \ {0}. In addition,

PTS
(Drkys)(@) = 3l/227T Z O ]:__m <§T§jws_§1))ej Oee

4,5=1

£
=V-— 31/2271‘ Z f—m (é’f‘gjé.é KVS_E)%’ Oe = 1T+11I, (4.41)
£,j=1
where I and I[ are the pieces produced by summing up over j = £ and j # £, respectively.
Since in the latter scenario § &; = £;§, while e; © e, = —eg©e; it follows that IT = 0. Given
that e; ©® e; = —1 for each j € {1,2}, we conclude that

(DRkys)(z) = —V/—1 3l/227rz g%(&@]’z;(ﬁ))
= VI L (6 ml(i))
S ()] o] e

where the last step uses (4.39). Hence, (4.23) holds when n = 2. Finally, from (4.29),
(4.27), and (4.37) (used for P) we deduce that for each z € R?\ {0} we have

2
ng:l[k’rs( )] = 31/227TT§:1 §_>x<£r£s |£|l5-£1)>
P P(x
= (-1)*/22r ‘7:§_—>x<|£|§§-)1) - |$|(l+)1 (4.43)

This establishes (4.24) when n = 2.

At this stage, there remains to justify (4.25) in the case n = 2. To this end, pick
Y € G°(R?) with 0 <+ < 1,4 =1 on B(0,1) and ¢ = 0 on R?\ B(0,2). Fix r,s,j € {1,2}
and abbreviate u(£) := &£ Ps(€) /€| for € € R%\ {0}. Then u is locally integrable and
defines a tempered distribution in R?. Hence, for each o € N3 with |a| =2 and ¢ € B(0, 1)
we may write

|]~'x_>§ (1[)(:17)8au(:17))| = ‘<¢8au, e_i<§">>| = |<u,8a (¢e‘i<§">)>| (4.44)
<c u(z)| de < c/ |Pra(w)| dio < C2||Pl| 1 51y,
B(0,2) St
and
| Fase (1= 9p(2))0%u(@))| < [1(1 —)0%l| L1 g2y < / |0%u(x)| d
R2\ B(0,1)
<C | [0%u(w)|dw < C2'| Pl sy (4.45)
g1

Collectively, (4.44) and (4.45) give that, for each o € N3 with |a| =2 and ¢ € B(0, 1),
| Famse (0%u(2))| < [Fome (W(2)0%u(@)) | + [Fome (1 — 1(2))0%u(x))]|
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< O[5y, (4.46)

hence for each £ € B(0,1) we have
2 2
€2[a(6)] = 3 |0 = 3 [Fame(GPue))| < C2IPIprsry (447)
=1 =1

In particular, [|ks||oc(s1) < Csupjg—y !ﬂ(ﬁ)! < C’Ql\|P\|L1(S1). A similar circle of ideas also
yields [|Vkps|[ oo (1) < C2lHPHL1(S1). This proves (4.25) in the case n = 2 and completes
the proof of the lemma. O

5. CAucHY-CLIFFORD OPERATORS ON HOLDER SPACES

Let © C R™ be a set of locally finite perimeter satisfying (2.15). As before, we shall
denote by v = (v1,...,v,) the outward unit normal to 2 and by o := H""![9Q the
surface measure on 0€2. Then the (boundary-to-domain) Cauchy-Clifford operator and
its principal value (or, boundary-to-boundary) version associated with €2 are, respectively,
given by

. 1 Tr—1y
cf@) = o— | I oo fdoly).  aen (5.1)
and
@)= Jim —— [ T oo feew).  acon. 62
\xy—e;\ie

where f is a (/,,-valued function defined on 0f). At the present time, these definitions are
informal as more conditions need to be imposed on the function f and the underlying domain
Q in order to ensure that these operators are well-defined and enjoy desirable properties in
various settings of interest. We start by recording the following result, in the context of
uniformly rectifiable domains.

Proposition 5.1. Let Q C R™ be a UR domain. Then for every f € LP(0Q,0) & Cl,, with
p € [1,00), the function C” f is meaningfully defined o-a.e. on 09, and the actions of the
two Cauchy-Clifford operators on f are related via the boundary behavior

(s

where I is the identity operator. Moreover, for eachp € (1,00), there exists a finite constant
M = M(n,p,Q) > 0 such that

INCHIr@0,0) < M | fllLr00,0)000, (5.4)
the operator C" is well-defined and bounded on LP(0Q,0) ® Cly, and the formula

n.t.

m)(a;) = lim  Cf(z) = (A +CM)f(x), o-ae z€dQ, (5.3)

Ik(z)2z—

€V =11 on L1P(09,0) 0, (5.5)
holds.

Proof. With the exception of (5.5) (which has been proved in [25]; cf. also [41] for very
general results of this type), all claims follow from Theorems 3.1-3.2. O

The goal in this section is to prove similar results when the Lebesgue scale is replaced
by Holder spaces, in a class of domains considerably more general than the category of
uniformly rectifiable domains. We begin by proving the following result.
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Lemma 5.2. Let 0 C R"™ be a Lebesgue measurable set whose boundary is compact and
upper Ahlfors reqular (hence, in particular, Q is of locally finite perimeter by (2.21)). Denote
by v the geometric measure theoretic outward unit normal to Q and define o := H" 1| 0,0.
Then there exists a number N = N(n,c) € (0,00), depending only on the dimension n and
the upper Ahlfors regulam'ty constant ¢ of 0S), with the property that

(/ ©v(y) da(y)‘ <N, VzeR" Vre(0,00). (5.6)
L Q\B(x, ) ’x - y‘n

Proof. We shall first show that, whenever 2 C R" is a bounded set of locally finite perimeter,
having fixed an arbitrary x € R”, for .Z'-a.e. € > 0 we have

r—Yy r—Yy n—1
@uyday:/ Ov(y)dH Y
/&Q\B(z,e) |z —y|" (v) doy) QrdB(x, <) 1T — Y|" ) )

’H” QN oB(x, E))

Enl

(5.7)

To justify this claim, we start by noting that the second equality (which holds for any
measurable set 2 C R") is an immediate consequence of the fact that

y € 0B(z,e) implies (z —y)Ov(y)=(x—y) O (y —x)/e =e. (5.8)
As regards the first equality in (5.7), for each j,k € {1,...,n} consider the vector field
. Ti—y;
Fir(y) :==(0,...,0, =2—=L0,...,0 VyeR" 5.9
]k(y) ( ) » Uy |3§‘—y|n, ’ ) )7 /NS \{x}v ( )

with the non-zero component on the k-th slot. Thus, we have F;k € € (R \ {z},R") and,
if E, stands for the standard fundamental solution for the Laplacian A = 97 +--- 92 in R",
given by

1
i >
o @ =) [ ifn >3,
E\(x) == . VzeR"\ {0}, (5.10)
7 In |z| itn=2,
then B
(div Fjg)(y) = —wn-1(0;0kE\)(x —y),  VyeR"\{z}. (5.11)

As a consequence, in R™ \ {z} we have

n

n
Z (divEj)e; © ex = Z (div Fig)e; © e — Z div Fj;
jk=1 1<j#k<n i=1

=—wn1 Y (00kE)(z — )ej O ex +wp 1 (AE, ) (x — )

1<j#k<n
=0, (5.12)

using the fact that e; © e, = —ej, ©e; for j # k and the harmonicity of E,(z—-) in R™\ {z}.

At this stage, fix an arbitrary ¢, € (0,00) and alter each F’]k both inside B(x,¢,) and
outside an open neighborhood of 2 to a vector field éjk € 61 (R™,R") (this is possible given
the working assumption that € is bounded). Then for .Z!'-a.e. ¢ € (&,,00) based on the
formula (2.61) used for F := éjk, D :=Q, and r := ¢ we may write

n n

0= ( /Q\B(:v,e) divFdZ" )es @ ex = 37 </Q\B(ﬂc,€) div Gy d 2" )e; @ ey

k=1 jk=1
- Z (/6*9\3(:078)<éjk7”> d‘7>ej © e — Z (/QﬂaB(x,a)<éjk7V> d’H"_l)ej © ek

J:k=1 j,k=1
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n

N ; </8*Q\B(m,s)<F_}k’y> dU)GjQGk— Z </QﬂaB(m,e)< jkyV >dHn )€j®€k

J,k=1

: 0.0\B(z,e) 1T =Yl

7,k=1
n ;U» —_ . V _
_ (/ w dH™ 1(y))ej o
= VonoB@, <) |z —y]
S r—y n—1
N ®”yday_/ Ovly)dH™ (y). (513
/a*Q\B(w’e) |z =y W) dov) QNOB(z, ) |z —y|" ) () ( )

With this in hand, the first equality in (5.7) readily follows. Thus, (5.7) is fully proved.
To proceed, assume that €2 C R™ is a bounded Lebesgue measurable set whose boundary
is upper Ahlfors regular. Then (5.7) implies that for each z € R™

H"‘l(aB(x, g)) B
‘ /*Q\B (z,¢) \x — y\" O v(y) da(y)‘ < on—1 = Wn—1, (5.14)

for #'-a.e. £ > 0. Fix now # € R" and pick an arbitrary » € (0,00). Based on (5.14) we
conclude that there exists € € (r/2,r) such that

‘ /*Q\B (@, ¢) i O v(y) da(y)‘ S Wn-1- (5.15)

!w -yl

For this choice of € we may then estimate

‘/*Q\B(x r) \m—y\" ov) da(y)‘

< B YO0

x—y
+ / O v(y)do(y
‘ Bz, r)\B(x, )jno.Q 1T — y|™ ®) ()‘

dH" !
[B(z,)\B(z,2)]noq |T — ¥

dH" !
[B(x, 26)\B(z, £)noq 1T — Y|

<wpo1 +e VU B(x, 22) N OQ). (5.16)

If dist (z,09) < 2e, pick a point g € I such that dist(z,dQ) = |z — z¢|. In particular,
|z — xo| < 2e which forces B(z,2¢) C B(xg,4¢). As such,

H" 1 (B(x,2¢) N 0Q) < H" 1 (B(xo,4¢) N 0Q) < c(4e)" (5.17)

with ¢ € (0, 00) standing for the upper Ahlfors regularity constant of 92. On the other hand,
if dist (z,0Q) > 2 then H" ! (B(z,2¢) N Q) = 0. Thus, taking N := w,—1 + c4"" ! the
desired conclusion follows from (5.16) and (5.17), in the case when (2 is as in the statement
of the lemma and also bounded.

Finally, when 2 is as in the statement of the lemma but unbounded, consider 2¢ := R™\ Q.
Then Q¢ C R™ is a bounded, Lebesgue measurable set, with the property that 9(Q¢) = 9
and 0,(Q°) = 9,Q. Moreover, the geometric measure theoretic outward unit normal to ¢
is —v. Then (5.6) follows from what we have proved so far applied to Q°. O
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It is clear from (5.1) that, the boundary-to-domain Cauchy-Clifford operator is well-
defined on L'(09Q,0). To state our next lemma, recall that p(-) has been introduced in
(2.55).

Lemma 5.3. Let ) be a nonempty, proper, open subset of R™ whose boundary is compact,
upper Ahlfors reqular, and satisfies (2.15). Then the Cauchy-Clifford operator (5.1) has the
property that

1 in Q if Q bounded,
Cl= (5.18)

0 in Q if Q unbounded,

and for each o € (0,1) there exists a finite M > 0, depending only on n, «, diam(9S2), and
the upper Ahlfors reqularity constant of 02, such that for every f € €“(0) @ Cl,, one has

sup [(Cf)(@)] +sup {p(@)! |V (CH@)] } < M| fllgeomoa,: (5.19)
z€) z€QN

Proof. The fact that C1 =1 in 2 when € is bounded follows from (5.7), written for z € Q
and suitably small ¢ > 0. That (C1)(x) = 0 for each x € Q when Q is unbounded also
follows from formula (5.7), this time considered for the bounded set Q¢ := R™ \ Q (since in
this case Q°NIB(z,e) = @ if ¢ > 0 is sufficiently small). Having proved (5.18), then (5.19)
follows with the help of Lemma 3.5. O

In contrast to Lemma 5.3 (cf. also Lemma 5.4 below), we note that there exists a
bounded open set  C R? = C whose boundary is a rectifiable Jordan curve, and there
exists a complex-valued function f € €/ 2(082) with the property that the boundary-to-
domain Cauchy operator naturally associated with € acting on f is actually an unbounded
function in €. See the discussion in [14], [15].

Lemma 5.4. Let Q C R™ be a uniform domain whose boundary is compact, upper Ahlfors
reqular, and satisfies (2.15). Then the boundary-to-domain Cauchy-Clifford operator has
the property that for each o € (0,1) is well-defined, linear, and bounded in the context

C:E0N) @ Cly — € (Q) @ U, (5.20)

with operator norm controlled in terms of n, o, diam(9N2), and the upper Ahlfors regularity
constant of 0€2.

Proof. This is a direct consequence of Lemma 5.3 and Lemma 2.10. O

In the class of UR domains with compact boundaries that are also uniform domains, it
follows from Lemma 5.4 and the jump-formula (5.3) that the principal value Cauchy-Clifford
operator C" defines a bounded mapping from €*(0Q) ® (¢, into itself for each a € (0,1).
The goal is to prove that this boundedness result actually holds under much more relaxed
background assumptions on the underlying domain. In this regard, a key aspect has to do
with the action of C”" on constants. Note that when Q C R™ is a UR domain with compact
boundary, it follows from (5.18) and (5.3) that the principal value Cauchy-Clifford operator
satisfies

. —|-% on 0 if Q is bounded,
o — : (5.21)
)

on 00 if Q is unbounded.

The lemma below establishes a formula similar in spirit to (5.21) but for a much larger class
of sets (2 C R™ than the category of UR domains with compact boundaries.

Lemma 5.5. Let Q C R" be a Lebesgue measurable set whose boundary is compact, Ahlfors
reqular, and such that (2.15) is satisfied (hence, in particular, Q has locally finite perimeter).
As in the past, consider o := H" 1| 0Q and let v denote the outward unit normal to Q. Then
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for o-a.e. x € 0N there holds

1 . .
1 _ +5 if Q is bounded,
lim —— / TV oy do(y) =4 (5.22)
=0t W1 |z =y —% if Q is unbounded.
y€eoN
lz—y|>e

Proof. Consider first the case when 2 is bounded. Fix x € 0*Q and pick an arbitrary § > 0.
From Lemma 2.5 we know that there exist O, C (0,1) of density 1 at 0 (i.e., satisfying
(2.32)) and some ry5 > 0 with the property that

"1(QNoB
e S % <4, Vre O, N(0,75). (5.23)

wn_l,r.n—l
Since (2.32) entails
. L0, N (g/2,¢))
lim

e—0t €

= lim — lim
e—0t € e—=0t+ €
1 1
=1--== 5.24
=2 (5.24)
it follows that there exists 5 € (0,rs) with the property that
L0, N (e/2,e)) >0, Ve € (0,¢5). (5.25)
From our assumptions on € and (5.7) we also know that
N, C (0,00) with Z'(N,) = 0 such that ¥ € (0,00) \ N, we have
1 x — H QN OB(z,7)
/ Y o u(y) doly) — ( il ) (5.26)
Wn—1 |z — y| Wp—1T
yeoN
lz—y|>r

Consider next € € (0,£5) and note that [0, N (/2,¢)] \ N, # @, thanks to (5.25). As such,
it is possible to select r € [0, N (g/2,¢€)] \ N, for which we then write

/ o) = [ ey

|z —y|" |z —y|"
y€IQ y€eaQ
lz—y|>e/4 r>|z—y|>e/4
r—Y
+ / m © l/(y) do(y) (5.27)
yeoN
lz—y[>r

In turn, (5.27), (5.26), and (5.23) permit us to estimate

1 T —y 1
— —~Ov(y)do(y) — 5
Wp—1 |z — y| 2

y€eoN
|lz—y|>e/4

1 T —y
< O v(y)do +
P / P (y) do(y)

'”H"‘l(Q NoB(x, 7")) 1

Wy
y€eoN
r>le—y|>e/4
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1 _
< sup / * yn Ov(y)do(y)| +0 (5.28)
re(e/2,e) [Wn—1 lz —y
yeoN
r>|z—y|>e/4

which, in light of Proposition 2.4 (whose applicability in the current setting is ensured by
(2.18)), then yields (bearing in mind (2.13))

. Tr—vy 1
lim sup / Ov(y)do(y) — =| <0 for o-a.e. = € 0N 5.29
msup | 7 p—T (y)do(y) - 5 (5.29)
y€eIN
|lz—y|>e/4

Given that 6 > 0 has been arbitrarily chosen, the version of (5.22) for Q bounded readily
follows from this. Finally, the version of (5.22) corresponding to 2 unbounded is a con-
sequence of what we have proved so far, applied to the bounded set Q¢ := R™ \ © (whose
geometric measure theoretic outward unit normal is —v). O

The stage has been set to show that, under much less restrictive conditions on the under-
lying set Q (than the class of UR domains with compact boundaries that are also uniform
domains), the principal value Cauchy-Clifford operator C** continues to be a bounded map-
ping from ¢“(02) ® C/,, into itself for each o € (0,1). In this regard, our result can be
thought of as the higher-dimensional generalization of the classical Plemelj-Privalov theo-
rem according to which the Cauchy integral operator on a piecewise smooth Jordan curve
without cusps in the plane is bounded on Hélder spaces (cf. [45], [46], [47], as well as the
discussion in [43, §19, pp.45-49]). In addition, we also establish a natural jump formula
and prove that 2C”" is idempotent on €®(9) ® €/, with o € (0,1). We wish to stress that,
even in the more general geometric measure theoretic setting considered below, we retain
(5.2) as the definition of the Cauchy-Clifford operator C".

Theorem 5.6. Let Q2 C R™ be a Lebesgue measurable set whose boundary is compact, upper
Ablfors regular, and satisfies (2.15). As in the past, define o := H" 71|09, and firx an
arbitrary o € (0,1).

Then for each f € €*(0Q) @ Cl, the limit defining C” f(x) as in (5.2) exists for o-a.e.
x € 09, and the operator C* induces a well-defined, linear, and bounded mapping

C™ 6(00) @ Cly — CX(ON) @ . (5.30)
Furthermore, under the additional assumption that the set § is open, the jump formula
cr) 8(? = (%I—l—va)f at o-a.e. point in O (5.31)
is valid for every function f € €“(0Q) & Cly,
and one also has
(€™ =11 on € (09) @ . (5.32)

Incidentally, given an open set €2 in the plane, the fact that its boundary is a piecewise
smooth Jordan curve implies that 02 is compact and upper Ahlfors regular, while the
additional property that 09 lacks cusps implies that (2.15) holds. Hence, our demands on
the underlying domain 2 are weaker versions of the hypotheses in the formulation of the
classical Plemelj-Privalov theorem mentioned earlier.

Proof of Theorem 5.6. Fix a € (0,1) and pick an arbitrary function f € €*(0Q) @ (.
Then for o-a.e. x € 0f2, Lemma 5.5 allows us to write

lim —— / 0 u(y) o f(y) doly)

|z — y
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i [ IR ou) 6 () - @) doly) £ 5/ (0)

e—=0T Wnp—1 - |z — y|™
e yl>e
- [ 2 ou) o (fy) - @) doly) £ 5 F(a), (5.33)
Wn—laQ |z —yl 2

where the sign of % f(x) is plus if Q is bounded and minus if €2 is unbounded. For the last
equality, we have used Lebesgue’s Dominated Convergence Theorem. Indeed, given that
fly) — f(x) = O(|]x — y|), an estimate based on the upper Ahlfors regularity of 02 in the
spirit of (3.39) shows that the last integrand above is absolutely integrable for each fixed
r € 9. In turn, (5.33) allows us to conclude that the limit defining C” f(z) as in (5.2)
exists for o-a.e. z € 0. Furthermore, by redefining C” f on a set of zero o-measure, there
is no loss of generality in assuming that, for each f € €“(09Q) ® C/,, with a € (0, 1),

CF () = £Lf(2) + wﬁl_l / T ovw) © (f) ~ @) doly). Yaeon (534
00

with the sign dictated by whether € is bounded (plus), or €2 is unbounded (minus).

We now proceed to showing that, in the context of (5.30), the operator (5.34) is well-
defined and bounded. To this end, fix distinct points z1,ze € I and starting from (5.34)
write

C™f(xy) —C” f(ag) =T+ 11 (5.35)
where
I:=£5(f(z1) = f(22)) (5.36)
and
o 1 T —Y y B
e VW) © () - f(wz))} do(y).  (537)
Next, introduce r := |x1 — z3| > 0 and estimate
‘H‘ <II +1I)+ II3, (5.38)
where
! -y B
m=— [ Zrerwe (e - f)
\xly—ejg;%"
i O O (fW) @) do(y), (5:39)
while
1 T —y
I = o1 / W © V(y) © (f(y) - f(xl)) da(y)7 (5'40)
|:E1y—€;|%27"
II3:= wl / oo 7 OV © (F0) = f(22) | doty), (5.41)
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Note that
do(y)
I, < Cn[f]%'a(ag)@(;gn / W, (5.42)
y€eoN
lz1—y|<2r

and, given that |z — y| < 2r forces |xo — y| < |x1 — @o| + |21 — y| < 37,

1 T2 —Y
I, < — OV ® — f(x do
i [ o) o (1)~ fa)|doto)
y€eoN
|z2—y|<3r
do(y)
< enlfla A — 5.43
= [f]% (0)®Cly / ’x2 _ y‘n—l—a ( )
y€eoN
|z —y|<3r

On the other hand, with ¢ € (0,00) denoting the upper Ahlfors regularity constant of 92,
for every z € 902 and R € (0,00) we may estimate

/ Z/ do(y)
|Z—y|" 1 @ (2211 R\B(z,2- R)noQ |2 =yl

<c2" 'Y (277R)" = MR, (5.44)

for some constant M = M(n,a,c) € (0,00). In light of this, we obtain from (5.42) and
(5.43) (keeping in mind the significance of the number r) that there exists some constant
M = M(n,«,c) € (0,00) with the property that

I, + 113 < M[f]%&(aﬂ)u‘l —$2|a. (545)
Going further, bound
I, < IT¢ + 117, (5.46)

with

Wn—1

Wn—1 21 —y["
y€eoN
|z1—y|>2r
on/2 / T —Y
< T Ov(y)do(y)||f(z2) — f(z1
- S 0 () o) £ (a2 - Flan)
yeoN
|x1—y|>2r

< M(n7 C) r [f]%'a(ag)@(jgny (547)
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where the penultimate inequality uses (4.13) while the last inequality is based on (5.6), and

1 Ty =Y To — Y
11 = / - Ov(y) © — f(x)) do
! Wp—1 (|;171 — y|" |332 _ y|n> (y) (f(y) f( 2)) (y)
yeoN
lz1—y[>2r
2n/2 z1—y @y —
< x9)| do
co— | |- e i) - faldow
yeIN
lz1—y[>2r
do(y)
Scpr [f]%'a(aﬂ)@vcen / W, (5.48)
yeoN
|z1—y|>2r

using the Mean Value Theorem and the fact that f is Holder of order «. Here it helps to
note that if y € 0Q and |z1 — y| > 2r then | — y| =~ |x1 — y| for all £ € [x1, 23], and also
ly — zo| < |y — x1]/2. To continue, with ¢ € (0,00) denoting the upper Ahlfors regularity
constant of 02 we observe that

j/ dO' :E:‘/[ (1U(y)
Jzy —yre y!" @ [Be1, 2+ 1)\ B(z1,29m))noq |71 — Y[~

y€eoN
|x1—y|>2r

o0
<2ty (@) = Myttt (5.49)

for some constant M = M (n,a,c) € (0,00). Combining

(5.46), (5.47), (5.48), and (5.49)
we conclude that there exists a constant M = M (n,a,c) € (

o)o) with the property that
L1y < M{flgogonyser, 11 — 72|°. (5.50)

From (5.35)-(5.36), (5.38), (5.45), and (5.50) we may then conclude that
|vaf(a:1) — vaf(azg)‘ < Mm%a(aﬁmcen’xl — 9|9, Va1, 29 € 09, (5.51)

A4
0,

for some constant M = M(n,«a,c) € (0,00). The argument so far gives that the Cauchy-
Clifford singular integral operator C'~ maps %.O‘(E?Q) ® (l,, boundedly into itself. Having
established this, Lemma 3.3 may be invoked (bearing in mind that (5.34) forces C" 1 = +1)
in order to finish the proof of the theorem.

Turning our attention to the last part of the statement of the theorem, make the addi-
tional assumption that the set {2 is open. As far as the jump-formula (5.31) is concerned, it
has been already noted that the action of the boundary-to-domain Cauchy-Clifford operator
(5.1) is meaningful on Holder functions. Also, Proposition 2.8 ensures that it is meaning-
ful to consider the nontangential boundary trace in the left-hand side of (5.31) given that
Q C R™ is an open set with an Ahlfors regular boundary satisfying (2.15) (hence, €2 is an
Ahlfors regular domain; cf. Definition 2.3). Assume now that some f € € (99Q) @ (/,, with
a € (0,1) has been given and observe that Cf is continuous in Q. Fix z € 9*Q and let O,
be the set given by Lemma 2.5 applied with  replaced by the Lebesgue measurable set
R™\ Q. In particular,

HH0B(z,e)\ Q) 1

li = —. 5.52
05250+ wWp—1E"71 2 (5:52)
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For some x > 0 fixed, write

. . . 1 z—
fm Cf() =l Gm [N e )0 1) dot)
2€lk () Or2e—0T 26Tk (z) Wp—1 ’Z — y["
Z—T Z—T ‘(C*y‘>6
yeod

©olm o lim / 7Y o u(y) 0 (fy) - f(2)) do(y)

003 e0+ 2€Tx(e) Wp—1 |z —y|"
lz—y|<e
yeod

) ) 1 z—
+ lim lim / Y oOv(y)do(y) | © f(x)
0.3 60+ 2€Tn(z) Wh—1 |z —y|™
Z—x lo—y|<e
yeN

=1+ Ih+ Is. (5.53)

For each fixed € > 0, Lebesgue’s Dominated Convergence Theorem applies to the limit as
I'v(x) 3 z — x in I; and yields

L 1 T —vy v
h=lim —— [ Tl 0 u) © () doly) = € (z). (5.54)
e

To handle I, we first observe that for every =,y € 00 and z € T'x(x),
lz—y| < |z —yl+ |z — 2] < |z —y[ + (1 + k) dist(z,00)

Slz—yl+ A+ r)z—yl=2+k)z -yl (5.55)
Hence, since f is Holder of order «,
z2—y (24 k)" 1
O} — f(@)| < [f]a e, 5.56
2 0u)|1£0) - 10| < Ulomean, o rs (5.56)

so that, based on the upper Ahlfors regularity of 92 and once again Lebesgue’s Dominated
Convergence Theorem, we obtain that

I, =0. (5.57)
To treat I3 in (5.53), we first claim that, having fixed z € Q, for Z!-a.e ¢ > 0 we have
c—yY =Y
Ov(y)do(y) = / O v(y)do(y). 5.58
| =rRerwa) S o) doty) (559)
lz—y|<e |z—y|=e
yeoQ yeR™\Q

To justify this, pick a large R > 0 and apply (2.60) to D := B(0,R) \ © and, for each
Jj,k €{1,...,n}, to the vector field

N Zi —Yj
ij(y) = <O7 707 |Z]_y|]n7

o,...,o), Vye R {2}, (5.59)

with the non-zero component on the k-th slot. Agree to alter each F;k outside a compact

neighborhood of D to a vector field éjk € €3 (R™\ {z},R"). Then by reasoning as in
(5.11)-(5.13), formula (5.58) follows. Consequently, starting with (5.58), then using (5.8),
and then (5.52), we obtain

1 z—
lim  lim Y o v(y)do(y)
23 e—0F 26Dy (2) Wh_1 |z —y|"
Z—T ‘17y‘<5
yeI)
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~ lim / 7Y o u(y)do(y)

023e—0F Wp_1 |z — y|™
JERMQ
H1(OB(z,¢) \ 1
= lim ( ( 1)\ ) = —. (5.60)
Oz3e—=01 Wp_1E"™ 2

A combination of (5.53), (5.54), (5.57), and (5.60) shows that the limit in the left hand-
side of (5.53) exists and matches (37 +C™) f(z). This proves that formula (5.31) holds for
each f € €*(00) ® Cf), at every x € 0*Q, hence at o-a.e. point in 9, by (2.13) and the
assumption (2.15).

To finish the proof of the theorem, there remains to establish formula (5.32) assuming,
again, that the set €2 is open. Suppose this is the case and bring in the version of the Cauchy
reproducing formula from [41, Section 3| to the effect that, under the current assumptions
on the set €,

u: Q — C, continuous, Dyu=0 in

n.t.

o0)

ot = u= C(u in Q. (5.61)
Nu e LY090,0), ul,, exists o-a.e. on 9Q

Now, given any f € €*(0Q) ® Cly,, define u := Cf in Q. Then, by design, u € €°°(2) and
Dpu = 0 in Q. Also, (5.19) gives that sup,cq |u(z)| < M| f|l4o@)ec, which, in turn,
forces Nu € L>®(0Q,0) C L'(09Q, ) given that 0Q has finite measure. Finally, the jump
formula (5.3) for Holder functions, established earlier in the proof, yields

(u 2;)(33) = (3I1+C")f(x) for o-ae. z €. (5.62)

Granted these, (5.61) applies and gives

u= C(ug;) in . (5.63)
Moreover, since f € €%(0) ® ¢, and C" is a well-defined mapping in the context of
(5.30), from (5.62) we see that

ulpe € GO0) @ Cly. (5.64)

Going to the boundary nontangentially in (5.63) and relying on (5.62) and (5.31) (bearing
in mind (5.64)) then allow us to write

(A1+C")f=(1+C7)(3I+C)f at g-a.e. point on 91, (5.65)

from which (5.32) now readily follows. O

In the last part of this section we briefly consider harmonic layer potentials. Recall the
standard fundamental solution E, for the Laplacian in R™ from (5.10). Given a nonempty
open proper subset 2 of R™, let o := H" 1| 952. Then the harmonic single layer operator
associated with €2 acts on a function f defined on 9f) according to

Sf(z) = /8 Be-n)f@)dety).  weq (5.66)

Assume that Q is a set of locally finite perimeter for which (2.15) holds and denote by
v its (geometric measure theoretic) outward unit normal. In this context, it follows from
(4.17), (5.66), (5.1), and the fact that v ©v = —1 (cf. (4.1)), that the harmonic single layer
operator and the Cauchy-Clifford operator are related via

DS f=—-Clvef) in Q. (5.67)

Parenthetically, we wish to note that, in the same setting, the harmonic double layer
operator associated with €2 is defined as

Df(w) = — /8Q YWy =) Vo), zeq (5.68)

- Wn—1 ‘.Z' _y‘n
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where (-, -) is the standard inner product of vectors in R™. In particular, from (5.1), (4.10),
(4.8), and (5.68), it follows that

if f is scalar-valued then Zf = (Cf)o in Q. (5.69)

As a consequence of this and (5.20), we see that if & C R™ is a uniform domain whose
boundary is compact, upper Ahlfors regular, and satisfies (2.15) then for each o € (0,1)
the harmonic double layer operator induces a well-defined, linear, and bounded mapping

P € (09) — E(Q). (5.70)

Returning to the mainstream discussion, make the convention that V? is the vector of
all second order partial derivatives in R™. Also, once again, recall (2.55).

Lemma 5.7. Let Q be a domain of class €1 for some o € (0,1) with compact boundary.
Then
A= sup [V(#1)(@)] + sup {p(m)l_a|v2(y1)(x)|} < 400 (5.71)
e e

and, in fact, this quantity may be estimated in terms of n, «, diam (09), ||v
the upper Ahlfors reqularity constant of 0f2.

za(on), and

Proof. Via the identification (4.3) we obtain from (5.67) that

V(£1)=Dps1=—Cr in Q. (5.72)
Then, keeping in mind that v € €*(92) @ (/,, under the present assumption on €2, the claim
in (5.71) readily follows by combining (5.72) with (5.19). O

6. THE PROOFS OF THEOREM 1.1 AND THEOREM 1.3
We start by presenting the proof of Theorem 1.1.

Proof of (a) = (e) in Theorem 1.1. Let Q be a domain of class €7, « € (0, 1), with com-
pact boundary (hence, in particular, 2 is a UR domain). Also, assume P(x) is an odd,
homogeneous, harmonic polynomial of degree [ > 1 in R™ and, with it, associate the singu-
lar integral operator

Tf(z) := /6Q ﬁ%ﬂy) do(y),  z€Q. (6.1)

In a first stage, the goal is to prove that there exists a constant C' € (1, 00), depending only
on n, a, diam (092), [|V| ¢« (), and the upper Ahlfors regularity constant of 9 (something
we shall indicate by writing C' = C'(n, «, 2)) such that for every f € €“(0S2) we have

sup [Tf(2)] +sup {p(e)! =V (Tf)(@)|} < C2° Pl ps s £
e zel

We shall do so by induction on [ € 2N — 1, the degree of the homogeneous harmonic
polynomial P. When [ = 1 we have P(z) = >_7_, a;x; for each z = (z1,...,3,) € R,
where the a;’s are some fixed constants. Hence, in this case,

llgjfc’g(n’aj’ S |NPllpee(sn-1) < enl[Pllpisn-1) (6.3)

where the last inequality is a consequence of (4.35) (with ¢, € (0, 00) denoting a dimensional
constant), and

T = Wn—1 Z ajajﬂ. (6.4)
j=1
Then (6.2) follows from (6.3), (6.4), Lemma 5.7, and Lemma 3.5. To proceed, fix some odd
integer [ > 3 and assume that there exists C' = C(n, o, Q) € (1, 00) such that

the estimate in (6.2) holds whenever T is associated as in (6.1) with

an odd harmonic homogeneous polynomial of degree <[ — 2 in R™. (6.:5)
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Also, pick an arbitrary odd harmonic homogeneous polynomial P(z) of degree [ in R™
and let T be as in (6.1) for this choice of P. Consider the family P.s(z), 1 < r,s < n,
of odd harmonic homogeneous polynomials of degree [ — 2, as well as the family of odd,
%> functions ks : R™\ {0} — R" < (/,,, associated with P as in Lemma 4.2. For each
1<4,5 <nset

k™ (z) := Prg(z)/|z|"t3 for x e R™\ {0}, (6.6)

and introduce the integral operator acting on Clifford algebra-valued functions, f =", fres
with Holder scalar components f; defined on 02, according to

T f() = /8 (=) () doy)

=S ([ e nfwdrm)en  zen (6.7

Fix such an arbitrary f € €%*(0€2) ® C¢,,. Then from the properties of the P,s’s and the
induction hypothesis (6.5) (used component-wise, keeping in mind that the sum in (6.7) is
performed over a set of cardinality 2") we conclude that for each 1 <, s <n we have

sup (1) (&) + sup {o()' = |V (") (x)]
e

<2n/20l 22l 2 HPrsHLl Sn—1 ||f

€ (9Q)RCly,
< ¢, O722=0% I1P[| 1 (sn-1) |l f lea0)@ce, - (6.8)
Moving on, for every r,s € {1,...,n} and f : 9Q — (¢, with Holder scalar components

we set
T,of(a / bes(z — ) © f@) doy),  z€Q. (6.9)

Then, thanks to formula (4.23), whenever the function f is actually scalar-valued (i.e.,
f:0Q — R < (,) the original operator T from (6.1) may be recovered from the above
T,s’s by means of the identity

n

Tf(x)= Z [T,of (z)], forall zeQ. (6.10)

r,s=1
To proceed, consider first the case when €2 is unbounded. In this scenario, fix some z € 2
and select
Ry € (0,dist(x,09)) along with Ry > dist(z, 092) 4 diam(992). (6.11)

Set Qgy g, :== (B(z, R2) \ B(z, R1)) N which is a bounded ¢'** domain in R" with the
property that

8QR17R2 = 0B(z, Ry) UO0B(z, Ry) U 0f. (6.12)
We continue to denote by v and o the outward unit normal and surface measure for Qg, gr,.
As a consequence of (4.18) (used with Qg, g, in place of Q, u = ks(z —-) € €°(Qp, R, )
and v = 1) and (4.24), we then obtain that for each r,s € {1,...,n}

/ bna(z — y) © v(y) do(y) = — / (Dkes)(z — 1) dy
O0UR, Ry QR Ry

_n+l_3 QR17R2 ayT ‘x_y‘n-i-l -3 Y

-1

Tnti-3 /891% . K (x — y)ve(y) do(y).  (6.13)
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Hence,
(Trsv)(z) = o krs(z —y) © v(y) do(y)
r—y
— [ he-porwdow - [ kae-yo o)
90, OB(z,Ry) [z -y
x—y
—|—/ krs(x —y) © ——do(y
dB(z,Ro) ( ) |z -y ®)
et IR AR AL 0)
= — — r a
n+1l—3 aQRlsz
—/ Eps(w) @wdw+/ krs(w) ® wdw
Snfl Snfl
— s [ F @) dotw)
13 Joo wvrly) eoly
-1 / Ty — Yy
- kK (x —y do(y
n+1—3 JoB(R) ( )fﬂf—y’ (®)
-1 / Ty — Yy
+— K™ (x—y do(y
n+1—3 JoB(x,Ry) ( )|117—y| @)
-1 s
= m(T vr)(z)
-1 s -1 s
T fo bt s W
=L o)) (6.14)
=13 v)(x). )

From (6.14) and (6.8) used with f = v, € €*(99), for 1 < r,s < n we obtain

l1—a
sup |(Tys0)(@)] + sup { @)~ |V(Trov)(2)| }

< sup |(17°0,) ()] + sup { p(2) =29 (T, (2)|}
z€Q €N

_ —9)2
< ¢, O 227072 | P| 1 (gny ||

@ (09) (6.15)

in the case when Q is an unbounded domain.
When  is a bounded domain, we once again consider 2g, gr, as before and carry out a
computation similar in spirit to what we have just done above. This time, however, Qg, r, =

Q\ B(z,Ry) and in place of (6.12) we have 0Qg, r, = 0B(x, R1) U 0Q. Consequently, in
place of (6.14) we now obtain

(Tpa)(@) = — = (™0 0)

-1
_ s - dw — rs . 1
Tl —3 /Snl k" (w)w, dw /Snl krs(w) © wdw (6.16)

To estimate the integrals on the unit sphere we note that, in view of (6.6), (4.26), (4.35),
and (4.25), we have

(675 Loo (gn—1y + |krs| Loo (sn-1) < cn 21||P||L1(Sn71). (6.17)
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Upon observing that [[v[ge@q) > 1, from (6.16) and (6.17) we deduce that an estimate
similar to (6.15) also holds in the case when  is a bounded domain (this time, replacing
the constant ¢, appearing in (6.15) by 2¢,, which is inconsequential for our purposes). In
summary, (6.16) may be assumed to hold irrespective of whether € is bounded or not.

Going further, let T,y be the version of T, from (6.9) in which v(y) has been absorbed
in the integral kernel. That is, for f : 9Q — (¢, with Holder scalar components set

Tysf () := /89 (krs(z —y) ©v(y)) © f(y)do(y), x €, (6.18)

for each r,s € {1,...,n}. Since 'f‘rsl = T,sv, from (6.15) we conclude that for each
r,s €4{1,...,n}

sup |(Tys1) ()| + sup {p(x)l—a\V(’Ile)(g;)\}
€ €N

_ _9)\2
< ¢, O 2207072 | P 1 gny |l

Given that the integral kernel of ’TFTS satisfies

krsllpoc(sn-1)  en2!|Pllpi(gn-r)

krs(x —y) Ov(y)| < < , 6.20
sl =) @ w(y)] < I < (6:20)
" ks P
Vkrs Lee(Sn—1) Cn2 P L1(Sm—1)
Vielkrs(x —y) Ov(y)|| < < , 6.21
we may invoke Lemma 3.5 with
A= ¢, 722079 PY| 11 gn1y [V]gaony and B = ¢, 2| Pl| L1 (gn-1y (6.22)
in order to conclude that if 1 < r,s <n then
sup [T, ()] +sup {p(2)1 |V (T, f)()] | (6.23)
el el

_ _9)\2
< Cn,a@{Cl 220272 |1l ga a0 ""21}“PHL1(S"*1)”f”%a(é)ﬂ)@@n

for every f € €“(00Q) & Cl,,. Writing (6.23) for f replaced by v ® f then yields, in light of
(6.18), (6.9), and (4.21) (bearing in mind that v ® v = —1), that for 1 < r, s < n we have

sup |Tpsf(x)| + sup {p(m)l_o“V(Tmf)(a:)‘}
e €

< Cran{C722072"2 |y

) + 21} X

X 2||lv

w00 1Pl L1 (sn-1) | fllwa (002 e, (6.24)
for every f € €%(092) ® C¢y,. In turn, from this and (6.10) we finally conclude that

sup [Tf(x)| +sup { p(a)! =V (Tf) ()|}
e WASY)

< n2 Cn,a,Q{Cl_22(l_2)22lHV

©(09) + 2l}><

w00 1Pl L1 (sn-1) | flle a0) (6.25)
for every f € €%(02). Having established (6.25), we now see that (6.2) holds provided the
constant C' € (1,00) is chosen in such a way that

— —92)2 2
12 Co a0 { O 722072 v gaon) + 2 J2Illpnon) < C'2' (6.26)

X 2||lv

for each odd number [ € N, [ > 3. Since 2(1=2)% 9l <2- 2 and 2! < C’l_QQlQ, it follows
that the left-hand side of (6.26) is < C'(n, a, Q)Cl_22l2. This, in turn, is majorized by the
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right-hand side of (6.26) granted that C' > max {1, \/C(n,, Q) }. In summary, choosing
C' in the manner just described, to begin with, ensures that (6.2) holds.

Next, we aim to show that (6.2) continues to be valid if the harmonicity condition on P
is dropped, that is, when

P(z) is a homogeneous polynomial in R" of degree [ € 2N — 1. (6.27)

Indeed, a standard fact about arbitrary homogeneous polynomials P(x) is the decomposition
(cf. [49, §3.1.2, p.69])
P(z) = Pi(x) + |2|?°Q1(z) for every x in R™, where

6.28
P1, Q1 are homogeneous polynomials and P; is harmonic. ( )

Hence, if P(z) is a homogeneous polynomial of degree [ = 2N + 1 in R", for some N € Ny,
not necessarily harmonic, then by iterating (6.28) we obtain

N+1 _

P(z) = Y [#|?U=YPj(z) for every z in R™, where each P;
j=1

is a harmonic homogeneous polynomial of degree [ —2(j — 1).

(6.29)

Since the restrictions to the unit sphere of any two homogeneous harmonic polynomials of
different degrees are orthogonal in L?(S"~!) (cf. [49, §3.1.1, p.69]), it follows from (6.29)

that
N+1

HPH%?(Snfl) = Z ||PjH%2(Sn71)- (6.30)

In particular, for each j, Holder’s inequality and (6.30) permit us to estimate
1Pl L1 (sn-1) < enllPjllz2(sn-1) < cnllPllp2(sn-1)- (6.31)
Combining (6.1) and (6.29), for any z € Q and f € €%*(9S2) we obtain
N+1 )

2/8(2 ‘x_ ’n 1+(ly2(] 1))f(y) dO’(y), (6.32)

and each integral operator appearing in the sum above is constructed according to the
same blue-print as the original T in (6.1), including the property that the intervening
homogeneous polynomial is harmonic. As such, repeated applications of (6.2) yield

sup [Tf(z)] +sup {p@' VTN @)} < ealC'2”|Pllpzsen I lsnony,  (633)

for each f € €*(0N). Since if C is bigger than a suitable dimensional constant we have
cal < O for all Is, by eventually replacing C' by C? in (6.33). Ultimately, with the help
of Lemma 2.10 (while keeping (2.54) in mind), we deduce that (1.18) holds for Ty in Q.
That T_ also satisfies similar properties follows in a similar manner, working in Q_ (in
place of €2, ), which continues to be a domain of class €T with compact boundary. O

Proof of (e) = (d) in Theorem 1.1. This is obvious, since the operators ;%’Ji from (1.16) are
particular cases of those considered in (1.17). O

Proof of (d) = (a) in Theorem 1.1. Since we are presently assuming that {2 is a UR domain,

Theorem 3.2 applies in Q4 and yields (bearing (2.48) in mind) the following jump-formulas
1 .

Z;f () = F5vj(x)f(2) + lim OB (& —y)f(y)do(y),  (6.34)

2 e=0t 90\ B(z.¢)

for each f € LP(0Q,0) with p € [1,00), each j € {1,...,n}, and o-a.e. x € 9. Hence, by
(6.34) and (1.15), we have

L — P _ gt « .
v = %; 1(897 % 1(69+ c ¢ (0Q), VYie{l,...,n). (6.35)

n.t.

004
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Given the present background assumptions on €, Theorem 2.2 then gives that  is a €'+
domain. ]

Proof of (a) = (c) in Theorem 1.1. Assume that Q is a domain of class €7, a € (0,1),
with compact boundary. Here, the task is to prove that the principal value singular integral
operator T, originally defined in (1.14), is a well-defined, linear and bounded mapping from
¢“(09) into itself. In the process, we shall also show that (1.19) holds. Since (a) = (e) has
already been established, we know that the singular integral operator (6.1) maps €“(92)
boundedly into €’ (ﬁ) with

2 (0%
TS |l oy < C'2"||Pll 2 (sn-1y | fllgaa), ¥ f € E*(00). (6.36)

For starters, let us operate under the additional assumption that the homogeneous poly-
nomial P is also harmonic, and abbreviate

P(x)

k(z) := T VzeR"\ {0} (6.37)
In such a scenario, (4.37) gives that
HO = Fae( o) = maa g, VECRM\ (0} (6.39)
Moreover, a direct computation using Stirling’s approximation formula
V2 mmt2emm < ml < emm+1/26_m, Vm eN, (6.39)
shows that
O(1=(=2/2) if n even,
Tnl1 = { OU-92) it n odd. as [ — oo. (6.40)
We continue by observing that, thanks to (4.35),
sup [P((2))] < [|Pllpesn-1) < en2d | Pllgisns) (6.41)

€0
Next we note that |v(z) —v(y)| > 1/2 forces |z —y|* > 1/(2||v

[P(v(z)) — P(v(y))]
|z —y|*

@ (o)) Which further implies

< 4|lv

wo @9 | Pll o (sn-1)

< en2 17 llge o) | Pl gsn-1), (6.42)

by virtue of (4.35), while if |v(z) —v(y)| < 1/2 the Mean Value Theorem and (4.35) permit
us to once again estimate

|P(v(z)) — P(v(y))]
|z —y|*

<( s (TP v
z€[v(z),v(y)]

¢ (09)

< |IVP| poo(gn—1) IVl a0
< en2'17H[llga(ony 1Pl L (sn-1y- (6.43)
By combining (6.38) and (6.40)-(6.43) we therefore arrive at the conclusion that
the mapping 02 5 = — E(V(l‘)) € C belongs to €*(012)

~ 6.44
and Hk;(u()) ( )

go(00) = cn2 vl ge o0yl Pl (sn-1y-

Next, the assumptions on  imply (cf. the discussion in §2) that this is both a UR domain
and a uniform domain. As such, Theorem 3.2 applies. Since T from (6.1) corresponds to
the operator 7 defined as in (3.9) with k as in (6.37), for each f € €“(0f2) we obtain from
(3.12), (6.44), and (6.36) that

ITf ligecon) < |25k f + Tf|lgoon + H%%(’j(‘))fuga(am
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n.t.

< [|Tf]aq

= HTf ‘ag

< [Tl ey + el

1117
<ga(ag)+2 Hk(’/()) <ga(ag)||f € (09)

vao) T 2!V lga o) | Pll L1 (sn-1) 1 f lza(a0)

w0 |1 Pllz2(sn—1)ll fllg=a0)
< {2 + 2 wlige om) PIPllza(sny I flse oy

< (C®)12° || Pl 2 (sn1) I f

€2 (09)> (6.45)

assuming, without loss of generality, that C' > 2 + ¢, [|V|lga(a0) to begin with. Note that
the estimate just derived has the format demanded in (1.19).

To treat the general case when P is merely as in (6.27), consider the decomposition (6.29)
and, for each f € €“(0N), write

N+1
_ : bi(r —y)
T =3 tm [ iy o), o0 (o)
J=1 yeN
lx—y|>e

Since every integral operator appearing in the right-hand side of (6.46) is of the same type
as the original 7" in (1.14), with the additional property that the intervening homogeneous
polynomial is harmonic, repeated applications of (6.45) give

ITfllgo(o0) < UCH 2P| 2sn )| fllgaony, V¥ F € E09). (6.47)

Using I < (C?)! for all I’s if C is sufficiently large and re-denoting C* simply as C, estimate
(1.19) finally follows. U

Proof of (¢c) = (b) in Theorem 1.1. Observe that the principal value Riesz transform R;V
from (1.1) with ¥ := 0 are special cases of the principal value singular integral operators
defined in (1.14) (corresponding to P as in (1.20)). Hence, on the one hand, R;Vl € € (00N).
On the other hand, since € is presently assumed to be a UR domain, from (1.12) it follows
that each of the distributional Riesz transforms R; from (1.3)-(1.4) with 3 := 0} agrees
with R;V on ¢€*(092). Combining these, we conclude that (1.13) holds. O

Proof of (b) = (a) in Theorem 1.1. Granted the background hypotheses on €2, the assump-
tion made in (1.13) allows us to invoke the 7'(1) Theorem (for operators associated with odd
kernels, on spaces of homogeneous type). Thanks to this, (2.23), and the Calderén-Zygmund
machinery mentioned earlier, we conclude that each of the distributional Riesz transforms
R; from (1.3)-(1.4) with ¥ := 99 extends to a bounded linear operator on L?(d5), in the
form of the principal value Riesz transform R;V from (1.1) with ¥ := 0Q. In particular, we
presently have

Rj1=R;"1 in L*(0Q). (6.48)
Next, observe that since v ©® v = —1 at ¢g-a.e. point on 9Q and z —y = ) (x; — y;)e; for
j=1
every z,y € R", from (5.2), (1.1), and (6.48) we obtain
"y =— (R;Vl)ej = Z(le)ej at o-a.e. point on 02 (6.49)
j=1 j=1
which, on account of (5.5), further yields
lwv=C"(C"v) = —CPV(Z(le)ej) at o-a.e. point on Of2. (6.50)

j=1
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With this in hand, it readily follows from Theorem 5.6 that if condition (1.13) holds then
v € €*(09). Having established this, Theorem 2.2 applies and gives that (2 is a domain of
class €1 1. O

This concludes the proof of Theorem 1.1, and we now turn to the proof of Theorem 1.3.

Proof of Theorem 1.8. This is a direct consequence of Proposition 2.12 and Corollary 1.2
upon observing that ¢” = Z'RI{V + R;V, where R;V, j = 1,2, are the two principal value
Riesz transforms in the plane. O

We finally present the proof of Theorem 1.6.
Proof of Theorem 1.6. Let

kg =D 1 (6.51)
=0

be the decomposition of k| gn-1 € L?(S™ 1) in surface spherical harmonics. That is, {Y;}ien,
are mutually orthogonal functions in L?(S"~!) with the property that for each | € Ny the

function l
x|'Y(x/|x if xe€R™\ {0},
PR B T \{0) 652
0 if x=0,
is a homogeneous harmonic polynomial of degree [ in R™. In particular,
Agn 1Yy = —1(l4+n—-2)Y; on S"7',  VIeN,. (6.53)

See, for example, [49, pp.68-70] for a discussion. Then for each [ € Ny we may write
[— 1 +n—=2)]™ Vil F205n 1y

= [—l(l+n—2)]ml/ kY, dw
Sn—1

:/S NE mdw:/s (AT Vide, (6.54)

where the first equality uses (6.51), the second one is based on (6.53), and the third one
follows via repeated integrations by parts. In turn, from (6.54) and the Cauchy-Schwarz
inequality we obtain

1¥ill L2 (gn-1) < 172 || AGE 1kHL2(sw1 Vi & No. (6.55)

) 9
We continue by noting that the homogeneity of k together with (6.51) and (6.52) permit us
to express

ey = S = S MED S BEEb s e e

’x‘n 1 — ‘LL”" 1 — ’x‘n 1

for each z € R™\{0}. For each [ € Ny, let T}, T; be the integral operators defined analogously
to (1.31) and (1.32) in which the kernel k(z—1) has been replaced by Pj(z—y)|z—y|~ "=+,
Then for each f € €*(0) we may estimate

o0 o0 9
Z ITif @y < ZCI?I 1P L2(sn—1y | f |z (002)
=0
=" 25|Vl p2gsn-1) | e o)
(=0

< {ZCIQlQZ 2mlHASn 1]{7HLz(Sn1)}‘|f“‘5“(8ﬂ)7 (657)

=0
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by invoking (1.18), (6.55), and keeping in mind that P|,,_, =Y, (cf. (6.52)). Since for [

large we have C'21" < 4% it follows from (1.30) that the series in the curly bracket in (6.57)
is convergent to some finite constant M. Based on this and (6.56) we may then conclude
that [|Tflq e < Yo ITifllga@ < Ml flle@q)- This proves the boundedness of the
first operator in (1.33), and the second operator in (1.33) is treated similarly (making use
of (1.19)). O

Remark 6.1. We claim that condition (1.30) is satisfied whenever the kernel k is of the
form P(z)/|z|"~ 't for some homogeneous polynomial P of degree 1, € 2N — 1 in R™.
Indeed, writing P(z)/|z|"~ Tl = P(z/|z|)/|z|"" and invoking (6.29), there is no loss of
generality in assuming that P is also harmonic to begin with. Granted this, it follows that

klgno1 = P|Sn,1 is a surface spherical harmonic of degree l,, hence (cf. [49, §3.1.4, p.70])
Agn-1 (k: 5"71) = —lo(lp +n— 2)(1{: 5"71)' Choosing my = 12 for each | € Ny and iterating
this formula then shows that the series in (1.30) is dominated by

> 2. 972 12

D 4N (o + 1 = 2)]7 Ikl p2(sn-1y < +o00. (6.58)

=0

7. FURTHER RESULTS

We start by recalling some definitions. First, given a compact Ahlfors regular set ¥ C R"
introduce o := H"~!|¥ and define the John-Nirenberg space of functions of bounded mean
oscillations on X as

BMO(X) = {f € L'(Z,0) : f#? € L™(Z,0)}, (7.1)

where p € [1,00) is a fixed parameter and

1 P

#P(g) = — - Pd 7.2

f (:E) i;l%) (O’(Z N B(LE,T)) / |f(y) fA(:c,r)| U(y)) ) ( )
XNB(z,r)

with fa(z,) the mean value of f on ¥ N B(z,r). As is well known, various choices of p give

the same space. Keeping this in mind, we define the seminorm

[flemo) = 1177l Lo (5,09 (7.3)

We then define the Sarason space VMO(X) of functions of vanishing mean oscillations on 3
as the closure in BMO(X) of €°(X%), the space of continuous functions on ¥. Alternatively,
given any a € (0,1), the space VMO(X) may be described (cf. [25, Proposition 2.15,
p.2602]) as the closure in BMO(X) of €*(X). Hence, in the present context,

U €2(®) = VMO(Z) = BMOE) = () LP(Z,0). (7.4)
0<ax<1 0<p<oo

Proposition 7.1. If 2 C R" is a UR domain with compact boundary then the principal
value Cauchy-Clifford operator C* from (5.2) is bounded both on BMO(0Q)®C,, as well as
on VMO(0Q)®,,. Moreover, (CPV)2 = 11 both on BMO(9Q)®Cl,, and on VMO(9Q)RCly,.
Hence, in particular, C* is an isomorphism when acting on either of these spaces.

Proof. To begin with, observe that in the present setting (5.21) ensures that C" is well-
defined on BMO(092) ® (/. Fix now f € BMO(0€) ® (¥, and pick some zg € 09 and
r > 0. For each R > 0, let us agree to abbreviate Ar := 9Q N B(xzg, R). Denote by v the
geometric measure theoretic outward unit normal to 2 and, with o := H"~!|9Q, introduce

Awor) == [ o) o (10 - ) dow) £ 5fa, (79

Wn—1



CHARACTERIZING REGULARITY OF DOMAINS VIA RIESZ TRANSFORMS 47

where the sign is chosen to be plus if {2 is bounded and minus if ) is unbounded, and where
fa,, stands for the integral average of f over Ag,. For x € A, use (5.21) to split

Cf@) = lim — / T 0 u(y) © (f(y) — fas) doly)

e—0F Wp—1 |z — y|™
yeOQ\ B(z,e)
|zo—y|<2r

. / (=0~ =) 0v) © (F) — fau,) do(y)

Wn—1 [z —yl" zo —yl
yeoN
lzo—y|>2r
+ A(zo, 1), (7.6)
then employ this representation (and Minkowski’s inequality) in order to estimate
1
1 o ?
(m/ IC7F(2) — Ao, )| do )) < (I +17), (7.7)

where ¢ € (0,00) depends only on Q and

) <a(2r> JlE (G = F22152)

— _ 12
IT:=r"7 / / S ./
Az =ylm o |zo —yl”

y€eoN
lzo—y|>2r

1
9 2
da)

dU(ﬂf)) f(y) = fas,

and

do(y).

Now, the boundedness of C*" on L?(99, o) ® (¢, from Proposition 5.1 gives (bearing in mind
that o is doubling)

1 2
ISC<70(A27«) /AQT ‘f_fA?r

which suits our purposes. Next, we write

I1<c / 1) fan
|20 y!

y€eoN
lzo—y[>2r

2
dU) < c[flBmo)ect, » (7.8)

do(y)

]7; —|f(y) — fam|do(y)

1
<o 2_]][ | — fau | do
j=1 Agiti,
SCZ 2_1][ [‘f_fA2j+1r‘ +Z’fA2k+1r _fA2’“7"‘] do
j=1 Agjra, k=1
=1 ,
< C.Zl o7 (L) f7 (o) < ef7H(z0) < clflpmoon)ece, (7.9)
]:

Above, the first inequality follows from the Mean Value Theorem, while the second in-
equality is a consequence of writing the integral over 0 \ Ay, as the telescopic sum over
Agit1, \ Agj,, j € N and the fact that |zg — y| > 27r for y € Agji1,. \ Agj,. The third
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inequality is a result of enlarging the domain of integration from Agj+1, \ Ayj, t0 Agji,
and using o (Ags+1,) ~ (27r)"~L. The fourth inequality follows from the triangle inequality
after writing

J
feTfan =F=Fago T (Fag, — fay,). (7.10)
k=1
The fifth inequality is a consequence of the fact that, for each k, we have

= ‘][A k (f - fA2k+1r) da‘

| fA2k+1r o fA2k7‘

= C][ |f - fA2k+1T| do < c f# (o). (7.11)
A2k+1,,.
w .
The sixth inequality is a consequence of Y 277(1+4j) < 400 and, finally, the last inequality
j=1

is seen from (7.3).
From (7.7)-(7.9) we eventually obtain || (vaf)#ﬂHLoo(aQ,a)@cen < c[flmo@)ea, » hence

€ I nopaysa, < clflevo@a)sa, (7.12)
from which we conclude that the operator
" : BMO(0Q) ® ¢, — BMO(9Q) & Cl,, (7.13)
is well-defined and bounded. Next, that
C™ : VMO(9Q) ® ¢, — VMO(0Q) @ ¢y, (7.14)

is also well-defined and bounded follows from (7.13), the characterization of VMO (92) @ (¥,

as the closure in BMO(99) @ C,, of €“(08) ® (), for each v € (0,1), and Theorem 5.6.
Finally, the claims in the last part of the statement of the proposition are direct conse-

quences of what we have proved so far, (7.4), and (5.5). O

When Q C R" is a UR domain with compact boundary, it follows from (1.12) and (3.8)
in Theorem 3.1 that R; maps €“(02) into BMO(09Q) for each j € {1,...,n}. Hence, in
this case, we have R;1 € BMO(09) for each j € {1,...,n}. Remarkably, the proximity of
the BMO functions R;1, 1 < j < n, to the space VMO(952) controls how close the outward
unit normal v to € is to being in VMO(0f2). Specifically, we have the following result.

Theorem 7.2. Let Q C R"™ be a UR domain with compact boundary and denote by v
the geometric measure theoretic outward unit normal to Q. Also, let HCPVH* stand for
the operator morm of the Cauchy-Clifford singular integral operator acting on the space
BMO(99) ® Cl,,. Then, with distances considered in BMO(9S2), one has

A f: dist(R;1, VMO(90))?) 2 (7.15)

J=1

dist(v, VMO(09)) < 4||c”

(Zn: dist (R;1, VMO(@Q))2> "o |c™

j=1

_dist(v, VMO(9Q)). (7.16)

Proof. On the one had, based on (6.50), Proposition 7.1, and the fact that each R;V agrees
with R; on L?*(99), we may estimate

dist(u, VMO(@Q)) = nevﬁg(m)[lf — 1BMO(69)
_ inf [v — nlBMo(90)2,

nEVMO (9Q)RCn
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= erndtiysa, 1 (S D+ )],

pv
<4 EVMél(ng &0y [EZ: (BsL)e; +C° 77] BMO(992)®Ctn
- pv
=4|c §6VM5“§Q 2l [Z_: (Fj1)e ]BMO(E)Q)@C&L

n

— pv 3 . PR—
=4||c H*gevﬁlof(am {Z(le)e] 5} BMO(9)

j=1

. " 1/2
= 4fje™ ||, (D dist(R;1, VMO(©%)*) ", (7.17)
j=1
yielding (7.15). On the other hand, from (6.49) and Proposition 7.1 we deduce (once again
by bearing in mind that each R;-W agrees with R; on L?*(9Q)) that

n

~ 2\1/2 : I
(; dist(R;1, VMO(92)) ) N 5EVMél(lan)®an -;(RJ Dej = 5} BMO(Q)&Ctn

n

= f ST (RN -—]
£€VM5I(189)®C€7L ;( 5 e gBMO(E)Q)@C&L

= inf _vau — 5}

£EVMO(0) R, L BMO(9Q)®C,

= inf c” (v — 77)]

nEVMO(9Q)®C, L BMO(99)®Cly

<len. nt -

* neVMO(8Q) R 77] BMO(9Q)®Cln

=[lc™], newivlllof(aﬂ)[y — n]BMO(59)

= |Ic™||, dist(v, VMO(09)), (7.18)
finishing the justification of (7.16). O

Having established Theorem 7.2, we are now in a position to present the proof of Theo-
rem 1.4.

Proof of Theorem 1.4. For the left-to-right implication in (1.27), start by observing that
is a UR domain (cf. Definition 2.7). As such, Theorem 7.2 applies and (7.16) gives that
R;1 € VMO(0Q) for each j € {1,...,n}. For the right-to-left implication in (1.27), use
(1.10) and the background assumptions on 2 to conclude that Q is a UR domain, then
invoke (7.15) from Theorem 7.2 to conclude that v € VMO(09). O

Moving on, we record the following definition.

Definition 7.3. Let Q C R" be an open set with compact boundary. Then ) is said to satisfy
a John condition if there exist @ € (0,1) and R € (0,00), called the John constants of €2,
with the following significance. For everyp € 0Q andr € (0, R) one can find p, € B(p,r)NQ
such that B(py,0r) C Q and with the property that for each x € B(p,r) N O there exists a
rectifiable path 7, : [0,1] — Q, whose length is < 0~ 'r and

v:(0) =z, (1) =pr, and dist (y,(t),00) > 0|y, (t) —z| Vte (0,1]. (7.19)
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Furthermore, Q is said to satisfy a two-sided John condition if both Q and R™\Q satisfy
a John condition.

The above definition appears in [25], where it has been noted that any NTA domain
(in the sense of D. Jerison and C. Kenig; [29]) with compact boundary satisfies a John
condition.

Next, we recall the concept of J-Reifenberg flat domain, following [31], [32]. As a pream-
ble, the reader is reminded that the Pompeiu-Hausdorff distance between two sets A, B C R"
is given by

DI[A, B] := max{sup{dist(a,B) s a€ A}, sup{dist(b,A) : b e B}} (7.20)

Definition 7.4. Let ¥ C R™ be a compact set and let § € (0, ﬁ) Call ¥ a 6-Reifenberg
flat set if there exists R > 0 such that for every x € ¥ and every r € (0, R] there exists

an (n — 1)-dimensional plane L(xz,r) which contains x and such that
D[N B(z,r), L(z,r) N B(z,r)] < or. (7.21)

Definition 7.5. Say that a bounded open set Q@ C R™ has the separation property if
there exists R > 0 such that for every x € 0Q and r € (0, R] there exists an (n — 1)-
dimensional plane L(x,r) containing x and a choice of unit normal vector to L(x,r), call
it My, satisfying

{y+tiig, € B(x,r): ye Lx,r), t< -5} CQ,

(7.22)

{y+tﬁx,r S B(ZE,T’) NS ﬁ(l‘,?"), t> 2} C Rn\Q
Moreover, if Q is unbounded, it is also required that 0S) divides R"™ into two distinct con-
nected components and that R™ \ Q has a non-empty interior.

Definition 7.6. Let Q@ C R™ be a bounded open set and 6 € (0,6,). Call Q a 6-Reifenberg
flat domain if 2 has the separation property and OS2 is a d-Reifenberg flat set.

The notion of Reifenberg flat domain with vanishing constant is introduced in a
similar fashion, this time allowing the constant 0 appearing in (7.21) to depend on r, say
§ =0(r), and demanding that lirél+ d(r) = 0.

r—r

As our next result shows, under appropriate background assumptions (of a “large” geom-
etry nature) the proximity of the vector-valued function (R;1, Rol,..., R,1) to the space
VMO(022), measured in BMO(912), can be used to quantify Reifenberg flatness.

Theorem 7.7. Assume 2 C R"™ is an open set with a compact Ahlfors regular boundary,
satisfying a two-sided John condition (hence, Q is a UR domain which further entails that
R;1 € BMO(0R2) for each j). If, with distances considered in BMO(0%2),

> dist(R;1, VMO(9Q)) < e (7.23)
j=1
then Q is a 6-Reifenberg flat domain for 6 = C, - €, where C, € (0,00) depends only on the
Ahlfors regularity and John constants of €.
As a consequence, if Rj1 € VMO(9Q) for every j € {1,...,n} then actually Q is a
Reifenberg flat domain with vanishing constant.

Proof. 1t is known that if  C R™ is an open set with a compact Ahlfors regular boundary,
satisfying a two-sided John condition, and such that

dist(v, VMO(99)) < ¢ (7.24)
(with the distance considered in BMO(012)), then € is a 0-Reifenberg flat domain for the

choice § = C, - €, where the constant C, € (0,00) is as in the statement of the theorem.
See [25, Definition 4.7 p.2690 and Corollary 4.20 p.2710] in this regard. Granted this, the
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desired conclusion follows by invoking Theorem 7.2, since our assumptions on {2 guarantee
that this is a UR domain (cf. (1.28)). O

In this last part of this section we discuss a (partial) extension of Theorem 1.1 in the
context of Besov spaces. We begin by defining this scale, and recalling some of its most
basic properties.

Definition 7.8. Assume that X C R"™ is an Ahlfors reqular set and let o := H" 1| . Then,
given 1 < p < oo and 0 < s < 1, define the Besov space

BEN(E) = {f € D(Z.0) : |fll sy < +00} (7.25)
where
_ P 1/
lszors) = Wl + ([ [ EEL0E b aow) ™, 20

with the convention that
B2(2) :==%°(X) and | fllpzeem) = [Iflles ) (7.27)

Finally, denote by Bf’fOC(E) the space of functions whose truncations by smooth and

compactly supported functions belong to BYP(X).

Consider ¥ as in Definition 7.8 and suppose 1 < pg,p1 < oo and sg, s € (0, 1) are such
that

1 S1 1 S0
— - = — — d > sq. 7.28
pi n—1 po n—1 e se=s (7.28)
Then [30, Proposition 5, p.213] gives that
BEOPO(Y) — BEMPL(E)  continuously. (7.29)
In particular,
BPP(Y) — €4X) if pel,o0], s€ (0,1), sp>n—1, a:=s— "le. (7.30)

In turn, from (7.25)-(7.26) and (7.30) one may easily deduce that
if pe[l,00], s€ (0,1) satisfy sp>mn—1, then BPP(X) is an algebra, (7.31)
and

f/g € BYP(X) whenever f,g € BYP(X)

(7.32)
and |g| > ¢ > 0 o-a.e. on X.

Another useful simple property is that, given any p € [1,00] and s € (0,1), if F: R — R is
a bounded Lipschitz function then

Fo feBPP (X) for every fe€ BPP(Y). (7.33)

s, loc

Finally, we note that in the case when ¥ is the graph of a Lipschitz function ¢ : R*™! — R,
from [39, Proposition 2.9, p.33] and real interpolation we obtain that, for each p € (1, 0)
and s € (0,1),

feBP(E) & f(.p()) € BYP(R"). (7.34)

Proposition 7.9. Assume 2 C R" is a Lebesgue measurable set whose boundary is compact,
Abhlfors regular, and satisfies (2.15). Then

Cc" : BPP(0Q) @ Cl, — BPP(0Q) @ Ly, (7.35)
is well-defined and bounded for each p € [1,00] and s € (0,1).
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Proof. One way to see this is via real interpolation (cf. [22, S 8.1] for a version suiting the
current setting) between the boundedness result proved in Theorem 5.6 (corresponding to
(7.35) when p = oo; cf. (7.27)), and the fact that the operator C° in (7.35) with p = 1
is also bounded (which follows from the atomic/molecular theory for the Besov scale on
spaces of homogeneous type from [23]). O

In order to present the extension of Theorem 1.1 mentioned earlier to the scale of Besov
spaces, we make the following definition.

Definition 7.10. Givenp € [1,00] and s € (0,1), call a nonempty, open, proper subset Q2 of
R" a Bffl -domain provided it may be locally identified® near boundary points with the upper-
graph of a real-valued function ¢ defined in R"~! with the property that 9;¢0 € BYP(R™™1)
for each j € {1,...,n—1}.

The stage has been set for stating and proving the following result.

Theorem 7.11. Assume Q2 C R" is an Ahlfors regular domain with a compact boundary,
satisfying OY = O(2). Then for each s € (0,1) and p € [1,00] with the property that
sp >mn — 1 the following claims are equivalent:

(a) Qis a BYY,-domain;

(b) the distributional Riesz transforms associated with O satisfy

R;1 € BEP(OQY) for each j e {1,...,n}; (7.36)

Proof. Consider the implication (b) = (a). The starting point is the observation that (7.36)
and (7.30) imply (1.13) for a := s — "le € (0,1). As such, Theorem 1.1 applies and gives

that Q is a domain of class €'T®. Hence, locally, the outward unit normal v to Q has
components (v;)1<j<p of the form

_ 9e@@) if1<j<n-—1,

VI Ve()?
S S
VI Ve(a)?

where ¢ € €'TY(R"!) is a real-valued function whose upper-graph locally describes 2.
Without loss of generality it may be assumed that ¢ has compact support.

On the other hand, from the assumption (7.36), Proposition 7.9, and (6.50) we may
conclude that

vi(a',p(x')) = (7.37)

if j=mn,

v e BPP(0Q). (7.38)
On account of this membership and (7.34) we obtain
vi(-,0(-)) € BPP(R™Y) for each j € {1,...,n}. (7.39)
Upon recalling (7.31)-(7.32), this further yields
vi( () 1 :
Ojp = 1L ¢ BPP(R™!Y) for each j € {1,...,n—1}, (7.40)
! Vn('7 (10())
P.p

proving that € is a B(}|-domain.

Concerning the implication (a) = (b), assume that Q is a BYF -domain with s,p as
before. From definitions and (7.30) (used with ¥ := R"~!) it follows that  is a domain
of class €17 with o := s — "le. Hence, in particular, €2 is a Lipschitz domain. We claim
that (7.38) holds. Thanks to (7.34), justifying this claim comes down to proving that (7.39)
holds, where ¢ is a real-valued function defined in R™~! satisfying 0;p € BYP(R"™!) for
each j € {1,...,n — 1}, and whose upper-graph locally describes 2 (again, without loss
of generality it may be assumed that ¢ has compact support). To this end, consider the

5in the sense described in Definition 2.1
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. . . ._ 1 .
function F' : R — R given by F(t) := i for each ¢t € R, and note that F is both
bounded and Lipschitz. Since by (7.31)

n—1
Vel? =Y (950)(0;¢) € BYP([R"Y), (7.41)
j=1

it follows from (7.33) that
va(, (1)) = —F o|Vy|> € BIY (R"Y). (7.42)

s,loc

Granted this, another reference to (7.31) gives that for each j € {1,...,n —1}

() = =22
n VI+ Vel
This finishes the proof of (7.39), hence completing the justification of (7.38). Having es-
tablished this, bring in identity (6.49) in order to conclude on account of Proposition 7.9
that

= ;¢ vl p(-) € BPP(R"Y). (7.43)

> (Ril)e; =Y (R 1)ej = —C"v € BEP(09) & CUy,. (7.44)
j=1 j=1
Since this readily implies (7.36), the implication (a) = (b) is established. O

Lastly, we remark that the limiting case s = 1 of Theorem 7.11 also holds provided
p € (n —1,00) and the Besov space intervening in (7.36) is replaced by L7 (9Q), the LP-
based Sobolev space of order one on 092 considered in [25] (in which scenario € is an
Lf-domain, in a natural sense). The proof follows the same blue-print, and makes use of
the fact that C” is a bounded operator from L{(0Q) ® C/, into itself (cf. [40], [41] in this
regard).
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