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NONTANGENTIAL ESTIMATES ON LAYER POTENTIALS AND
THE NEUMANN PROBLEM FOR HIGHER ORDER ELLIPTIC
EQUATIONS

ARIEL BARTON, STEVE HOFMANN, AND SVITLANA MAYBORODA

ABSTRACT. We solve the Neumann problem, with nontangential estimates,
for higher order divergence form elliptic operators with variable ¢t-independent
coefficients. Our results are accompanied by nontangential estimates on higher
order layer potentials.
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1. INTRODUCTION

Consider the higher order elliptic differential operator L given by
(1.1) Lu=(-1)" Y 9%(Aap0"u)

lo|=[B]=m

for m > 1 a positive integer. The study of such operators, for 2m > 4, is still fairly
new. However, some results are known in the case of constant coefficients; see, for
example, [DKPVI7, [Ver(5], [She07, IMM13b] for some results related to those of the
present paper.

In this paper we will consider coefficients A that are variable, but are bounded,
elliptic, and ¢-independent in the sense that

(1.2) A(z,t) = A(z,s) = A(x) forallz € R" and all s, t € R.

Such t-independent coefficients have been studied extensively in the second order
case. In particular, layer potentials have been used extensively in this case; see
[HKMP15, [HMM15al [HMMI5bh] for some recent examples. In [BHMI17al [Barl7]
we generalized layer potentials to the higher order case; we will continue to use
them in the present paper.

The main result of the present paper (see Theorem [[LT4] below) is existence of
solutions to the Neumann problem

Lw=0in R’j“,
(1.3) M} w =g,
[N+ (V™) L2@ny < CllgllLz@n)
and the rough Neumann problem (or subregularity problem)
Lv=01in Ri"’l,
(1.4) M} v =h,
NG (V"1 0) |2y < Cllhlle, e
where M; denotes the Neumann boundary value operator (given in the second or-
der case by —€y,+1- AV, and by formula (II0) below or by [Bar| formula (2.16)] in
the general case), and where Ny denotes the modified nontangential maximal op-
erator; this is the natural sharp estimate on solutions to boundary value problems.
This work builds on our earlier results [BHM17c, BHM17al BHMIS], in which we
established well posedness in terms of the Lusin area integral. We will solve the
problems (3HL4]) by establishing nontangential bounds on the double layer po-

tential; we will in the process establish nontangential bounds on the single layer
potential.
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L.1. Solutions to the Neumann problem. We begin by reviewing the history
of the Neumann problem with L? or W2, boundary data. In the case of harmonic
functions, solutions to the problem

Au=0inQ, v-Vu=gondQ, |[[Na(Vu)|r2aa) <Clgllrzoa)

for an arbitrary bounded C' domain ) were constructed using the method of layer
potentials in [EJRT8]. Here v denotes the unit outward normal vector to 92, and
Ngq denotes the standard nontangential maximal function NoF (X) = sup{|F(Y)| :
Y € Q, dist(Y,090) < 2| X —Y]|}.

By the divergence theorem, if Vu is continuous up to the boundary, v - Vu =g
on 0N, and Au =V -Vu =0 in 2, then

(1.5) / <pgda:/Vgp~Vu
aQ Q

for any smooth test function ¢. The left hand side converges provided only that Vu
is integrable up to the boundary; thus, if Au = 0 in 2 then we say that v-Vu = g on
0% in the weak sense if the above equation is satisfied for all nice test functions .

The L? Neumann problem for harmonic functions was shown to be well posed in
bounded Lipschitz domains in [JK81], and in [Ver84] it was shown that the solution
to the Neumann problem may be written as a single layer potential. In [KP93],
Kenig and Pipher solved the Neumann problem in starlike Lipschitz domains for
operators of the form (II) of second order, (that is, with 2m = 2,) with real
symmetric radially independent coeflicients; essentially the same argument estab-
lishes well posedness of the Neumann problem for operators with real symmetric
t-independent coeflicients in the domain above a Lipschitz graph.

In the case of second order equations (but not higher order equations), a simple
change of variables allows one to pass from the the half space Rffl to a domain
above a Lipschitz graph. This change of variables preserves t-independence. Thus,
much recent work in the second order case has considered the Neumann problem
in the half space

(16) V- -AVu=0n R, Miu=g, [Ny (Vu)|r2@ < Clgllreen

where the Neumann boundary values Mjg u of a solution u to div AVu = 0 are
given by

(1.7) / o(x,0) M} u(x)de = / V- AVu for all ¢ € C5°(R™1).
n Ri+1

If u and A are sufficiently smooth, then MZ U= —€pt1 - AVu=v- - AVu.

If the coefficients A are real, symmetric, and t-independent, recall that well
posedness of the problem (@) was established in [KP93]. This problem is also
known to be well posed for certain classes of complex t-independent coefficients.
If A is complex and constant, then the problem may be solved using the Fourier
transform. Well posedness of the Neumann problem in Rﬁ“ in the case where A
is a t-independent matrix in “block” form follows from the resolution of the Kato
square root problem in R" established in [AHLT02]. See [Ken94, Remark 2.5.6]
and |[AAAT11, [AAHOS] for a discussion of block matrices. Well posedness was
extended from the case of block matrices to that of block lower triangular matrices
in [AMM13].
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Furthermore, well posedness of the L? Neumann problem in the half-space was
shown in [AAAT11, [AAMI0] to be stable under t-independent L perturbations;
in particular, if A is t-independent and close in L™ to a constant matrix, a variable
self-adjoint matrix, or a variable block or block lower triangular matrix, then the
Neumann problem is well posed.

The Neumann problem with L? boundary data is known not to be well posed
for arbitrary real nonsymmetric coefficients; see the appendix to [KR09]. (One of
the two main results of [KR09] is that the Neumann problem with L? boundary
data, for p > 1 sufficiently small, is well posed in Ri)

We now turn to the case of the Neumann problem with boundary data in a
negative Sobolev space Wzl, that is, the dual space to the space W12 of functions
whose gradient is square integrable.

In [Ver(5), Proposition 4.2], Verchota established well posedness of the Neumann
subregularity problem for harmonic functions in Lipschitz domains

Au=0inQ, MPu=h, [Noulrz0) < Clhl:, o0

For subregular solutions, (that is, for u with Nou € L?(9Q) rather than Nq(Vu) €
L?(89),) the definition of Neumann boundary values M u must be modified, as
the integral on the right hand side of formula (L) need not converge for all test
functions ¢ € C§°(R™"1); we refer the reader to [Ver05, Definition 4.1] for a precise
definition.

In [AMI4] Section 11], it was shown that if A is real or if the ambient dimen-
sion n+ 1 = 3, (or, more generally, if all solutions u to either div AVu = 0 or
div A*u = 0 satisfy the De Giorgi-Nash-Moser condition of local Holder continu-
ity,) then solvability of the L? Neumann problem (6] implies solvability of the
W?2,-Neumann problem

V-AVu=0in BRI, Miu=h, |45 (V0|2 < Clhllis g

Note that in this case, the estimates on solutions are given not in terms of non-
tangential maximal functions, but in terms of area integral estimates. (See for-
mula ([Z6) below for a definition of A5.) In a few cases, (see also the Dirichlet
problem (D2) in [AAA™11] and Dirichlet problems in [AMMI3|, Theorem 6.6] and
[AM14] Section 11],) it has proven more convenient to solve boundary value prob-
lems posed with area integral estimates; however, it is much more common to phrase
well posedness in terms of nontangential estimates.

We now turn to the higher order L? Neumann problem. Higher order Neu-
mann boundary values may be constructed as a generalization of the second order
Neumann boundary values given by formula (7).

In [CG85| Ver05l, [Agr07, Verl0, MM13al, the Neumann boundary values of a
solution u to Lu = 0 in €2, with V™u locally integrable up to the boundary, were
essentially given by

m—1
(1.8) Z / 8o (MGu); do = Z %9 App 0%u  for all p € C5°(R™ ).
=0 Joo |~ [B|=m 2
An integration by parts argument gives a precise formula for M%u in the case where
u, A and § are sufficiently smooth; see [CG85] [Ver05] in the case where L = AZ?
is the biharmonic operator, and [MM13b, Proposition 4.3] for general constant

coefficients.
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The biharmonic L2-Neumann problem
A*u=0inQ, MS%u=(A,f)on dQ,
IN(720) L2200y < Clflaom + ClA iz, ooy

was shown to be well posed in [CG85] in planar C' domains, and in [Ver05] in
Lipschitz domains of arbitrary dimension. Even in the case of general constant
coefficients the Neumann problem is not known to be well posed for L? boundary
data (although see [Verl(] for some general discussion of this case and [Agr(07,
MM13bl, MM13al, [Bar] for the case of boundary data in a Besov space).

In [BHM17d, BHM18| Barl7, Bar], we used the formulation

(1.10) / > 0p(,0) (M u(z)ydr = > /HWIaa@Aaﬁaﬁu

g3
[y[=m—-1 lo|=[B]=m

(1.9)

for all ¢ € C§°(R™*!), provided V™u is locally integrable up to the boundary. (We
must modify the definition if V™u satisfies weaker estimates; see [BHM17b] for a
precise definition and for further discussion.)

It is generally much more difficult to construct a formula for Mj‘ w in this case
(although see [BHM17d, formula (2.13)] in the biharmonic case). In fact, observe
that Miiu is an operator on {Vm_lcpyaRTl : p € CP(R™)}. By equality of
mixed partials, the components of V™~ 1y must satisfy certain compatibility con-
ditions; thus, this is not a dense subspace of the set of arrays of distributions, and
SO MZ u as given by formula (I.I0) lies in a quotient space of the space of tempered
distributions.

However, we have preferred the formulation (II0) to the formulation (L8] be-
cause the different components of Mj;u given by formula ([LI0) generally have
the same order of smoothness, and the different components of 1\7[%1; given by for-
mula (8) do not; observe the presence of both a L? norm and a W2, norm in the
problem (L9).

In [BHMIS], we established well posedness of the L? and ng Neumann prob-
lems. Specifically, suppose that L is an operator of the form (I]) associated to
coefficients A that are bounded, ¢t-independent in the sense of formula ([I2]), self-
adjoint in the sense that Ayg(x) = Agq(x) for all |a| = |5| = m, and satisfy the
ellipticity condition

(1.11) Re(V™o(-,t), AV (-, t))rn > C||V"p(- 7t)||%2(Rn)

for all ¢ smooth and compactly supported in R"*! and all t € R. Then by [BHMIS,
Theorems 1.7 and 1.11], the Neumann problem

Lw=0in R’frl,
(1.12) M} w> g,
[ AS (V™ 0pw) || 2y + iglg”vmw(a Sl 2@y < Cllgll 2 mn)
and the rough Neumann problem
Lv=0in R},
(1.13) MY 03 h,
S (097 0) | 2y < Cllblpe .
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are well posed. That is, if § € L2(R") or h € W2 (R"), then there is a solution
w or v to the problem ([LI2)) or (ILIJ), and this solution is unique up to adding
polynomials of degree m — 1.

By MZ w > g we mean that g is a representative of the equivalence class MZ w
given by formula (II0); that is, if we replace MZ w by g, then formula (LI0) is
true for all p € C§°(R™H1).

In the problem (LI3]), the gradient Vv of the solution v is not assumed to be
locally integrable up to the boundary; it is only assumed to satisfy

A (tV™0)? = cn/ / V™ 0(z, t)|* tdt do < oc.
R J0

R
As mentioned above, in this case the notion of Neumann boundary value of for-
mula (LI0) must be modified somewhat; we refer the reader to [BHMITh, for-
mula (2.16)] for the necessary generalization.

We remind the reader that it is somewhat unusual to formulate boundary value
problems in terms of area integrals; of the results mentioned above, [FJR78| [JK81,
Ver84l [KP93| [KR09, [Ver05] formulated solutions in terms of nontangential maximal
estimates, while [AAMI0] established both square function and area integral esti-
mates, and |[AAAT11, [AMMI3] [AM14] formulated solutions for some problems in
terms of nontangential estimates and others in terms of square function estimates.

Thus, one of the two main results of this paper is the addition of nontangential
estimates to the higher order Neumann problem.

Theorem 1.14. Suppose that L is an elliptic operator of the form (L)) of order 2m
associated with coefficients A that satisfy || Allpeomny = A < 0o and the ellipticity
condition ([LI1l), are t-independent in the sense of formula ([L2), and are self-
adjoint, that is, satisfy Aap(x) = Aga(z).

Let g € L*(R") and h € W2, (R"), and let w and v be the solutions to the

problems (LI12) and ([I3), respectively.
There is a constant C, depending only on A, the ambient dimension n + 1, order

2m of the operator L, and the ellipticity constant X in the bound (LII), such that
[N+ (V™) L2@ny < CllglL2@n)-

Recall that v is unique up to adding polynomials of degree m — 1. There is some
such additive normalization of v that satisfies

IR (V™ )|y < Cllilyz, o
1.2. Layer potentials. The proof of Theorem [[.T4] is as follows. An examination
of the proofs of [BHMI8, Theorems 1.7 and 1.11] in [BHMIS8| Section 7] reveals
that
w=DA and v =DAf,

where D4 is the higher order double layer potential introduced in [BHMI7c, Barl7]
(and defined in formula ZII) below), and where ¢ = (M} DA)"'g and f =
(M} D4)~*h lie in the Whitney spaces WAZ2,_, | (R") and WAZ, _; ,(R"™), respec-
tively, used in [BHM18] (see Definition 2.9 below). Theorem [[.T4] then follows from
the bounds

IN+ (V" DAG) | La@n) < Clidllyiaz,_,  nys
[Nt (V" DAF) | L2 gny < C||f||WAg%LO(Rn)~
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Thus, the double layer potential is of great interest in the theory of the higher
order Neumann problem. The related single layer potential S” is also of interest. It
is often possible to use bounds on the single layer potential S” to establish bounds
on the double layer potential D4; see, for example, Section [.1] below. Bounds
on the single layer potential were used to establish [BHMI7h, Theorem 1.6]; this
Fatou type result establishes existence of Dirichlet and Neumann boundary values of
solutions. In the second order case, the single layer potential was used to construct
solutions to the Dirichlet or Dirichlet regularity problem in [FJR78| Ver84, MMO04]
AAAT11] Bar13, BMI16, HKMPT15, [HMMI5b, [HMMT5a)]; we hope that in future
work, we may similarly use the single layer potential to solve the higher order
Dirichlet problem.

Thus, nontangential bounds on layer potentials are of independent interest. The
following theorem is the second main result of this paper; note that Theorem [I.14]
follows from Theorem [[.TH, and in particular from the bounds (LIR)) and (TI9).

Theorem 1.15. Suppose that L is an elliptic operator of the form (L)) of order 2m
associated with coefficients A that satisfy the ellipticity conditions (22 and (23]
and are t-independent in the sense of formula (L2).

Then there is an € > 0, depending only on the dimension n + 1, the order 2m of
the operator L, and the constants A and A in the bounds 2.2)) and 23), with the
following significance.

If 2 —¢ < p < 2+¢, then there is a constant C, such that if g € LP(R™),
h e LP(R"), f € WAP,_, ((R") and ¢ € WA, _, | (R"), then

(1.16) IN+ (V™S )| 1oy < Collgll oy, 2—e<p<2+e,
(117) [N (V"I SER) | oqrny < CpllBl o), 2—e<p<2+e,
(1.18) INL (V" DA) || oy < Coll@llar, | @ny 2-e<p<2+s,
(119) [Ny (V™ 'DAf)| Loan) < Cp”f”WAﬁ%lyo(R")? 2—e<p<2+e.

Here WA;mel,l(Rn) and WA&?LO(R") are closed proper subsets of WF(R™) and
LP(R™), respectively; these subsets are the natural domain of D4 in those spaces.
See Definition The modified single layer potential S& is the higher order
analogue of the operator SV used in [AAAT11] [HMMI5b, HMMI5a]. We will
define S and S& in Section Loosely speaking (see Lemma [£.4] below), we
have that SL(hé,) = —S(9;héc) whenever 1 < j < n and a = ( + €}; thus,
formula ([IL.I7) gives a bound on the standard single layer potential with inputs in
a negative smoothness space.

We now summarize the known bounds on higher order layer potentials. We will
use these bounds to establish the nontangential estimates of Theorem By
definition (see formulas (ZI1]) and (ZI3) below), we have the bounds

19785l paqensny < Cldlgee oy 19" DA paquesny < Cllfliaz_, o

—1,1/2

for all g € Bi’f/z(R") and all f € WAfnle/Q(R"). The main result of [BHMI17]
is that the double and single layer potentials extend by density to operators that
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satisfy the bounds
(1.20) I3 (V" 0 DAG) L2y < Clldllyiaz _,  ny:
(1.21) A3 ¢V 0:5g) | 2 ny < Cllgllz2(ny

for all ¢ € WA2,_; ;(R") and all § € L*(R").
In [BHMI7a, Theorem 1.6], it was shown that if f € WA?R_LO(R”), then
(1.22) A5 (VDA )y < Cll s o

Finally, in [BHM17a, Theorem 1.13], the bound (LZI]) was extended to g € L? for
some p < 2, and a bound on Sé was established. Specifically, it was shown that
there was some € > 0 such that, if 2 —e < p < 2, then there is a C,, such that for

all g € LP(R™) and all h € LP(R™),

123) AT V798 D) ) < Collglirny.  2-c<p<2,

(1.24) A (V"SGR | o@ny < Cpllal o), 2—e<p<2
Observe that these known bounds all involve inputs in L? for p = 2 or p < 2.

In the course of proving Theorem [[LT5 we will also establish the following area
integral estimates for inputs in L? with p > 2.

Theorem 1.25. Let L and Abe as in Theorem [L1H. Then there is an € > 0
such that, if 2 < p < 2+ ¢, then there is a constant C, such that if g € LP(R™),
h e LP(R™), f € WAE,_, o(R") and ¢ € WA, | | (R"), then

126) AL (V" OS ) oy < Colldll o, 2<p<2ie
(1.27) ||A§(tvm3éh)||m(ﬂv) < Cth”LT’(R")v 2<p<2+es,
(128) AV 0D ) < Cyllgliny, | oy 2<p <245
(1.29) I3 (V" DA ) Loy < Coll fllyiar,_, @nyr  2<P<2+e.

In a forthcoming paper, we will show that the bounds (L28) and ([29) extend
to the case 2 — ¢ < p < 2 (that is, we will establish the analogues to the bounds
([C23) and ([24) for the double layer potential).

The theory of layer potentials for higher order operators is still relatively new,
and thus to our knowledge the above represents a nearly comprehensive survey
of bounds on layer potentials for operators of order 2m > 4 with ¢-independent
coefficients in the half-space. (Some additional bounds on St and 9FSL, for k
large enough, were established in [BHMI17a] and used in [BHMI17b].)

However, the theory of variable coefficient higher order operators builds on the
extensive and well developed theory of second order operators (that is, the case
2m = 2) and the reasonably well developed theory of constant coefficient higher
order operators.

In the special case of constant coefficient operators (in particular, in the theory of
harmonic functions) in Lipschitz domains, boundedness of layer potentials follows
from boundedness of the Cauchy integral on Lipschitz curves; the Cauchy integral
was famously bounded by Coifmann, McIntosh and Meyer in [CMMS82]. Layer
potentials for the Laplacian —A were used in [FJR78| [Ver84] [DK87, [PV92 [FMMI8|
Zan00)], for the biharmonic operator A? in [CG83) [CG8S, Ver05, MM13a], and for
general higher order constant coefficient equations in [Agm57, [MM13b].
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In the case of second order operators with variable ¢-independent coefficients,
bounds on layer potentials were established in [KR09, Rul07, Bar13] in two dimen-
sions for real (or almost real) coefficients.

Turning to higher dimensions, in [AAAT11] the p = 2 cases of the bounds (L.I6)
and ([26) were established for operators of order 2m = 2 with real symmetric
t-independent coefficients, and a stability result under L perturbation was estab-
lished. (The authors also established numerous more specialized bounds on layer
potentials.) In [Ros13], Rosen showed that layer potentials coincide with certain
operators appearing in the theory of semigroups investigated in [AAHOS, [AAMI0,
AAT1]. In particular, numerous bounds in the p = 2 case follow.

The theory of boundary value problems and layer potentials for second order op-
erators was subsequently investigated extensively in the case where L = — div AV
and L* = —div A"V satisfy the De Giorgi-Nash-Moser condition; this condition is
always satisfied if the ambient dimension n + 1 satisfiesn+1=2,if n+ 1 =3 and
A is t-independent, or if 2m = 2 and A is real valued. In these cases, it is often
possible to establish at least some bounds on layer potentials using the theory of
Calderén-Zygmund operators with kernels that satisfy Littlewood-Paley estimates.
See, for example, [KR09, Section 4] or [AAAT11, Section 8].

In particular, the p = 2 = 2m case of the bounds ([.26) and (.16) on the
single layer potential S were established in [GAIHH16] directly using 7T'b theorems,
without recourse to the theory of semigroups used in [Rosl3]. Building on this
bound, the 2m = 2 case of all eight of the bounds ([I6)—(TI9) and (26)-(T29)
may be found in [AMI14] [HMMI15b, HMMI15al [HKMP15] for a fairly broad range
of p.

Finally, returning to the theory of semigroups, if 2m = 2 then these eight bounds
were established in [AST16l Theorem 12.7] without assuming the De Giorgi-Nash-
Moser condition, that is, using only boundedness, ellipticity and ¢-independence of
the coeflicients.

1.3. Outline. The organization of this paper is as follows.

In Section 2] we will define our terminology. In Section [3] we will recall some
known estimates on solutions that we will use extensively throughout the paper,
and will prove a few lemmas involving the nontangential and area integral estimates
of a general solution v to Lu = 0. In particular, given the known area integral
estimates (L20)-(24) and the nontangential estimates of Theorem [[L.T5] most of
the work involved in establishing the area integral estimates of Theorem [.27] is
contained in Lemma

Section [ will be devoted to the nontangential bounds (ILI6]) and (II7) on the
single layer potential (and modified single layer potential). Section [l will mainly be
concerned with establishing the nontangential estimate (ILI8) on the double layer
potential; the bound (LI9) (and the area integral bounds (28] and (I29))) follow
fairly quickly once this bound is established. We remark that we will establish area
integral bounds (26]) and (I27)) on the single layer potential in Section @l using the
nontangential bounds(.T6l) and (LI7)), and will use these nontangential bounds in
order to establish preliminary estimates on the double layer potential.

Acknowledgements. We would like to thank the American Institute of Math-
ematics for hosting the SQuaRE workshop on “Singular integral operators and
solvability of boundary problems for elliptic equations with rough coefficients,” the
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ysis, the Instituto de Ciencias Matematicas for hosting a Research Term on “Real
Harmonic Analysis and Its Applications to Partial Differential Equations and Geo-
metric Measure Theory”, and the IAS/Park City Mathematics Institute for hosting
a Summer Session with a research topic of Harmonic Analysis, at which many of
the results and techniques of this paper were discussed.

2. DEFINITIONS

In this section, we will provide precise definitions of the notation and concepts
used throughout this paper.

We will work with elliptic operators L of order 2m in the divergence form (1))
acting on functions defined on R™"*1.

As usual, we let B(X,r) denote the ball in R™ of radius r and center X. We
let Rﬁ“ and R™*! denote the upper and lower half-spaces R™ x (0, 00) and R™ x
(—00,0); we will identify R™ with OR. If Q € R™ or Q € R™! is a cube, we
will let £(Q) be its side-length, and we let ¢@ be the concentric cube of side-length
cl(Q). If E is a set of finite measure, we let

1
flx)de = —/ f(z)da.
]i |El JE
If f € L} _(R™), then the Hardy-Littlewood maximal function M f is given by

loc

Mi(@) = sup f If
Q3zJQ
where the supremum is over all cubes Q C R™ with z € Q.
If F is a measurable set, we will let 15 denote the characteristic function of F;
that is, 1gp(z) =1 ifx € F and 1g(x) =0 if x ¢ E. We will use 14 as a shorthand
for ]_R;z+1.

2.1. Multiindices and arrays of functions. We will routinely work with mul-
tiindices in (Np)"t. (We will occasionally work with multiindices in (Ng)".) Here
Ny denotes the nonnegative integers. If { = ((1,C2,...,(nt1) is a multiindex,
then we define |¢| and ¢ in the usual ways, as [{| = (1 + (o + -+ + (ua1 and
9 =00 9% - 95t

We will routinely deal with arrays F= (FC) of numbers or functions indexed by
multiindices ¢ with || = k for some k > 0. In particular, if ¢ is a function with
weak derivatives of order up to k, then we view V¥ as such an array.

The inner product of two such arrays of numbers F and G is given by

(F.G)= Y FGc
e

If F and G are two arrays of functions defined in a set  in Euclidean space, then
the inner product of F' and G is given by

<F’G>Q = /

Q(F(X),G(X))dX: > /QFc(X)Gc(X)dX.

ICl=k
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We let € be the unit vector in R"*! in the jth direction; notice that €; is a
multiindex with |€;| = 1. We let é be the “unit array” corresponding to the
multiindex ¢; thus, (é, F> = I

We will let V| denote either the gradient in R™, or the n horizontal components
of the full gradient V in R+, (Because we identify R” with 9R;T ¢ R"H1) the
two uses are equivalent.) If ¢ is a multiindex with (,41 = 0, we will occasionally
use the terminology 8ﬁ to emphasize that the derivatives are taken purely in the

horizontal directions.

2.2. Elliptic differential operators. Let A = (Aag) be a matrix of measurable
coefficients defined on R} indexed by multtiindices a, 8 with |a| = |8] = m. If
F' is an array indexed by multiindices of length m, then AF' is the array given by

(AF)o = > AusFs.
|Bl=m
We let L be the 2mth-order divergence form operator associated with A. That
is, we say that

(2.1) Lu=01in ©Q in the weak sense if (V™p, AV™u)q = 0 for all ¢ € C5°().
Throughout we consider coefficients that satisfy the bound

(2.2) Al gy < A

and the Garding inequality

(2.3) Re(V™p, AV"@)o. 0 > /\||Vm80||%2(Rn+1) for all ¢ € W2 (R"1)

for some A > X > 0. (The stronger Garding inequality ([II)) will not be used in
the proof of Theorem or [[L.25 it was used only in the statement and proof of
Theorem [[.T4])

The numbers C' and e denote constants whose value may change from line to
line, but which are always positive and depend only on the dimension n + 1, the
order 2m of any relevant operators, and the numbers A and A in the bounds (23]

(or (LII)) and (@.2).
2.3. Function spaces and boundary data. Let Q C R" or 2 C R"*! be a mea-
surable set in Euclidean space. We let C§°(€2) be the space of all smooth functions

that are compactly supported in Q. We let LP(Q2) denote the usual Lebesgue space
with respect to Lebesgue measure with norm given by

1/p
I fllzr) = (/Q|f($)|p dw) )

If © is a connected open set, then we let the homogeneous Sobolev space W,f Q)
be the space of equivalence classes of functions u that are locally integrable in 2 and
have weak derivatives in €2 of order up to k in the distributional sense, and whose
kth gradient V*u lies in LP(2). Two functions are equivalent if their difference is
a polynomial of order k£ — 1. We impose the norm

||U||W,§(Q) = Hka”LP(Sz).
Then u is equal to a polynomial of order k¥ — 1 (and thus equivalent to zero) if

and only if its W7 (Q)-norm is zero. We say that u € L? () or u € W]f_’loc(ﬂ) if

loc

u € LP(U) or u € WF(U) for any bounded open set U with U C Q.
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We will need a number of more specialized norms on functions. The modified

nontangential operator N was introduced in [KP93] and (in the half space) is given
by

N 1/2
(24) NiH(z) = sup{ <][ |H|2) :5>0,yeR?, |z —y| < s}.
B((y,5),5/2)

We will also use a two-sided nontangential maximal function, which we define as

N 1/2
(2.5) N.H(z) —sup{ <][ |H|2) seER yeR”, |z —y| < |s|}
B((y,s),ls1/2)

Finally, we will use the Lusin area integral operator A;‘ given by

dy dt\ */*
2.6 A H(x <// )2 > .
26) |z— y\<t bl trtt

2.3.1. Boundary values and boundary function spaces. Following [BHMITb|, we de-
fine the boundary values Tr* u of a function u defined in R:™! by

(2.7) Trfu=f if lim |07u(-,t) — fllrix) =0
t—0*

for all compact sets K C R™. We define
(2.8) T u=Tr" Viu.

We remark that if Vu is locally integrable up to the boundary, then Tr* u exists,
and furthermore Tr™ u coincides with the traditional trace in the sense of Sobolev
spaces.

We are interested in functions with boundary data in Lebesgue or Sobolev spaces.
However, observe that if 7 > 1, then the components of Trj[u are derivatives
of a common function and so must satisfy certain compatibility conditions. We
thus define the following Whitney-Lebesgue, Whitney-Sobolev and Whitney-Besov
spaces of arrays that satisfy these conditions.

Definition 2.9. Let
= {Trm,l ¢ : ¢ smooth and compactly supported in R"*1}.

If 1 < p < oo, then we let WAP, | o(R™) be the completion of the set ® under
the LP norm. We let WAL, _, | (R") be the completion of ® under the W} (R")
R™) — HVHfHLP(Rn)-

(R™) be the completion of ® under the norm in the

norm, that is, under the norm Hf'||WAp (
m—1,1
Finally, we let WA?2

m—1,1/2
Besov space B1/2 (R™); this norm may be written as

1152y = Wb, e = > / AGING df)
Ivl=
It is widely known that f € VVAm 1 1/2( ™) if and only if f = Tr:;_l F for
some F with V™ F € L2(R™).
Recall that Theorem [[LT4] is concerned with Neumann boundary values MX u

of solutions u to Lu = 0. However, as discussed at the beginning of Section [[.2]
Theorem [[L.T4] follows from Theorem [[.TH and the proof of [BHM18, Theorems 1.7

/2
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and 1.11], and thus we will not use any particular properties of Mj& u in the proof;
in this case we refer the reader to [BHMIS, Section 2.3.2] for a definition of M.

In the proof of Lemma [5.1] below we will use some properties of MZ from [Barl7]
and [BHMI7b|. In these cases we refer the reader to [BHMI7D] for a definition of
M u; we remark only that if v € W2 (RE™) and Lu = 0 in R, then the
definitions of M% u used in [Bar17] and in [BHMI17b] coincide.

2.4. The double layer potential and the Newton potential. In this section
we define the double layer potential mentioned in Theorem

We begin by defining the related Newton potential. For any H € L2(R™*1),
by the Lax-Milgram lemma there is a unique function II* H in W%(R"H) that
satisfies

(2.10) (V™ o, AV™MIE H)gosr = (V7™, H)gns

for all p € W2 (R"+1). We refer to the operator IT as the Newton potential.
Now, suppose that f € WA? (R™). Recall that f = Trj,;_l F for some

) m—1,1/2
F e W2(RY). We define
(2.11) DAf = -1, F+1I' (1, AV™F).

This operator is well-defined, that is, does not depend on the choice of F. See
[Barl?, Lemma 4.2] or [BHMI17d, section 2.4]. Furthermore, it is antisymmetric
about exchange of R’ and R™"'; that is, if Tr,,_; F = f and F € W2 (R""),
then

(2.12) DAf = —TIF(1_AV™F) +1_F.
See [BHM17d, formula (2.27)] or [Barl7, formula (4.8)].

2.5. The single layer potential. Let g be a bounded linear operator on the
space WA? | 1/2(R"). Observe that g extends to an operator on Bf/22 (R™), and
so g € (WA?n_l 1/2 (R™))* if and only if there is a representative of g that lies in

B2 (R™), that is, that satisfies

1/2
1 1/2
~ 2 sl
<| o) [ G m©rde) =tz o <
y|=m—

The operator F — (Tr,,_1 F,§)gn is a bounded linear operator on W2 (R"*1), and
so by the Lax-Milgram lemma there is a unique function S¢g € W2 (R"*1) that
satisfies

(213) (V™ AV"S G gnir = (Trp_1 0, @)rn for all ¢ € W2 (R™1).

See [Barl7]. We remark that this definition coincides with the definition of Stg
given in [BHM17c,[BHM17a]. This defines S* as a bounded operator Bz’fﬂ(R") —
W2 (R*+1); by [BHMIS, formula (4.3)] (see Section Bl below) we have that S*
extends by density to an operator that is bounded L2(R") — W2 (R™ x (a,b)) for

any numbers —oo < a < b < 0.
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As observed in [BHMI7a} formula (2.23)], if g € B* 1/2(R”) and if || = m, then
for almost every (z,t) € R"*! we have that

(2.14) 98t g( Z /8“ 5 E" (x,t,,0) gc(y) dy
ICI n

where ET is the fundamental solution for the operator L constructed in [Barl6]. By
the bound [Barl6l formula (63)] (reproduced as formula (37 below), for almost
every (z,t) € R%™ we have that oy EX(x,t, -, ) € W,%(Rg”l) and so v(y) =
92,05 JEX (2,t,y,0) lies in Bf/22
g¢ € Bfl/z(Rn)-

As in [BHMI17a, formula (2.27)], if |y| = m — 1, then we define

(R™). Thus, the right hand side converges provided

(2.15) 0"SLh / 0740, sE* (2, t,,0) hs(y) dy.
181=

We will see (Lemma Z4 below) that if & € L2(R"), then the integral converges
absolutely for almost every (z,t) € R™"!, and the functions 878éh given by for-
mula (ZI5) are indeed derivatives of a common W2, _1.10¢(R™)-function that we may
call Séf.z

3. PRELIMINARIES

In Section M, we will establish the bounds (LI6]), (ILIT), (I26), and (L27) on
the single layer potential. In Section [B] we will establish the bounds (LI8), (LI9),

(C2]), and ([T29) on the double layer potential. In this section, we will collect some
known results and establish some preliminary estimates that will be of use in both
Section Ml and Section

3.1. Regularity results. We begin by recalling some known regularity results for
solutions to elliptic differential equations.

The following lemma is the higher order analogue of the Caccioppoli inequality.
It was proven in full generality in [Barl6] and some important preliminary versions
were established in [Cam80l [AQO00].

Lemma 3.1 (The Caccioppoli inequality). Let L be an operator of the form (LI
of order 2m associated to coefficients A that satisfy the bounds 22) and (Z3). Let
u € W2 (B(Xo,2r)) with Lu = 0 in B(Xo,2r).

Then we have the bound

C .
][ |Viu(z, s)|? deds < 2][ VI~ u(z, s)|* da ds
B(X,r)  JB(X,2r)

or any j with 1 < j <m.
[ Yy J J

We next state the higher order generalization of Meyers’s reverse Holder in-
equality for gradients. The k& = 0 case of the bound (B3) was established in
[Cam80l, [AQO0]. The k > 1 case was established in [Barl6] and is a relatively
straightforward consequence of the k = 0 case and the Gagliardo-Nirenberg-Sobolev
inequality.
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Theorem 3.2. Let L be an operator of the form ([Il) of order 2m associated to
coefficients A that satisfy the bounds 2.2) and 2.3). Let Xo € R™* and let r > 0.
Suppose that u € W2 (B(Xo,2r)) with Lu = 0 in B(Xo,2r).

If k is an integer with 0 < k < m and 2k < n+1, then there is a number
pi = p;k > 2(n+1)/(n+1-2k), depending only on the standard constants, such

that if 0 <p < ¢ <p2', then

k Ha Ch.a k e
m— q s m— P
(3:3) (/B(X0 r)|v u ) s r(n+1)/p—(n+1)/q (/B(XO 2T)|V ul )

for some constant C, , depending only on p, q and the standard constants.
IfO<m—k<m-— (n+1)/2, then V" *u is Hélder continuous and satisfies
the bound

k Cp k Y
3.4 sup |V | < 7</ v up)
( ) B(Xo)r)| | T(n+1)/p B(X072r)| |

for all 0 < p < oo.

Finally, if A is t-independent then solutions to Lu = 0 have additional regularity.
The following lemma was proven in the case m = 1 in [AAAT11, Proposition 2.1]
and generalized to the case m > 2 in [BHMI17al, Lemma 3.20].

Lemma 3.5. Let L be an operator of the form (LI of order 2m associated to
t-independent coefficients A that satisfy the bounds 2.2)) and [23). Lett € R be a
constant, and let @ C R™ be a cube.

If Lu=0in2Q x (t — £(Q),t + E(Q) then
t+£(Q)

/|V78k u(z, t)|P dr < |VIoku(x, )P ds d

t—£(Q)

+ . .
forany0<j<m,any0<p< pm_j, and any integer k > 0, where py, . is as in
Theorem [T2.

3.2. The fundamental solution. Recall from formula [2I4)) that the single layer
potential, originally constructed via the Lax-Milgram lemma, has an explicit repre-
sentation as an integral operator involving the fundamental solution. We will often
make use of this representation; thus, we now state the following result of [Barl6]
concerning the fundamental solution for higher order operators.

Theorem 3.6 ([Barl6, Theorem 62 and Lemma 69]). Let L be an operator of the
form ([LI) of order 2m associated to coefficients A that satisfy the bounds ([2.2)
and Z3). Then there exists a function EL(X,Y) with the following properties.

Let s=0ors=1andlet q=0 or q=1. There is some € > 0 such that if Xy,
Yo € R"Lif 0 <r < R < |Xo — Yo|/3, and if either =0 or n+1> 3, then

€
(3.7) / / VRSV TIEL (X, V)2 dX dY < Cr2 R (1) .
Yo,r Xo,R) R
If 2g =2 =n+1 then we instead have the bound

§
(3.8) / / Ve VP BEY(X,Y)?dX dY < Csr*R** (E)
Yo,r) J B(Xo, r

for all 6 > 0 and some constant Cs depending on 9.
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We have the symmetry property
(3.9) 0305 EX(X,Y) = 0505 EL" (Y, X)

as locally L? functions, for all multiindices ¢, & withm —1 < |[{| <m, m —1 <
&l <m.
Furthermore, if |a| = m then

(3.10) PMHX) = / YOV EL(X,Y) Ha(Y)dY
|l=m  E"
for almost every X ¢ supp H, and for all H € L2 (R™*1) whose support is not all
of R+,
Finally, if E¥ is any other function that satisfies the bounds B.1), B.8) and
formula BIQ), then

(3.11) VIETIVE T EN(X,Y) = VETIVE T ER(X,Y)
as locally L? functions provided 0 < g <1 and 0 < s < 1.
Here ITZ is the Newton potential defined by formula (ZI0).

We remark that in particular, if £ is a multiindex with m — 1 < |€| < m, and if
we let

’U,(Z, T) = ag,sEL(Za Y, 5)7 U(Z, T) = 8§,tEL('r7 ta 2, T)
then u € W2, (R"\ {(y,5)}) and v € W2 |, (R"*\ {(2,1)}) for almost every
(r,t) € R" and (y,s) € R**! and furthermore
Lu=0in R"™\ {(y,5)}, L*v=0in R"™\ {(z,1)}.

In particular, we may apply Lemma to the fundamental solution in either the
first or second variables.

By uniqueness of the fundamental solution, if A is t-independent, and if m—1 <
I¢] <m and m — 1 < |¢] < m, then

(3.12) 8§)t6§75EL(x, t+ry s+r)= 857,585)SEL($, t,y,s)
and so
(3.13) ata§,t6§7sEL (x,t,y,8) = —888§)t8§)SEL (x,t,y,s).

3.3. The lower half space. Recall that Theorem involves bounds on the
quantities Ny (V™ *u) and AJ (tV™0fu), where k = 0 or k = 1 and where u
denotes various potentials. It is notationally convenient to work only in the upper
half space.
_ However, estimates in terms of the two-sided nontangential maximal operator
N, defined in formula (Z3]) will also be of use. In particular, in Lemma 320 we will
pass from bounds on N, (V™ 1) to bounds on AJ (tV™u), and in Lemma 17 we
will pass from bounds on N, (87, ;S8*§) to bounds on N, (V"S"g).

We observe that we may easily translate bounds valid in the upper half space to
bounds valid in the lower half space, using the following argument.

Let A 5 = (—=1)@n+1#Bnt1 4 5. Observe that if A is bounded or t-independent

then so is A~. Let ¢ and u be scalar valued functions defined on R"*! and let
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o (x,t) = ¢z, —t), v (z,t) = u(x,—t). A straightforward change of variables
argument establishes that
(V"0, AV u)gnt1 = (V07 , A"V U Ygnt1.

Choosing u = ¢, we see that if A satisfies the ellipticity condition (Z3)) then so
does A™.

Let H € L2 (R"1) and let u = IT“ H. Because IT* H is the unique solution to
the problem (ZI0Q)), we have that if H (z,t) = (—=1)*+*H,(x, —t), then

(3.14) NYH (z,—t) =" H (x,t).

By the definition ([2.11)) of the double layer potential and formula (2.12]),

(3.15) DAf(x,—t) = —DA f (2,1)

where if f = Tr,,_1 F, then f = Tr,_, F~. Similarly, by formula e&13), if
9 (x) = (=1)7+ g (2), then

(3.16) Stg(z,—t) =St g (x,1).

We may establish the similar formula

(3.17) SLh(z,—t) = SL h™(z,1),

where hy = (—=1)Pn+1hg, using either uniqueness of the fundamental solution, or
using formulas (@3] and 6] below.

Thus, we may easily pass from bounds in the upper half space to bounds in the
lower half space.

3.4. Nontangential bounds. In Sections [ and B we will use the following two
lemmas to establish nontangential bounds.

Lemma 3.18. If F € L} (R}™) and zy € R", then

t0/2 1/2
N, F(z0) < C sup <][ |F|2>
to>0 Q(zo,to) Jto/6

where Q(xo,to) is the cube in R™ with midpoint x¢ and side length tg.
Proof. Recall from the definition (24]) that

N 1/2
N Flan) =sw{ (f FR) il < o3},
B((y;to/3),t0/6)

But B((y,t0/3),t0/6) C Q(xo,t0) X (to/6,t0/2), and so

- 6n+1 to/2
Ny F(zp) < sup< / |F|2)
t0>0 \Wnt1t) T Q(zo,to) Jto/6

where w11 is the volume of the unit ball in R™*1 as desired O

The following lemma is very useful for bounding solutions in cubes, and in par-
ticular in Q(.Io, to) X (t0/6, 7t0/6) or in Q(.Io, to) X (—t0/2, t0/2)
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Lemma 3.19. Let L be an operator of the form (1) of order 2m associated to
t-independent coefficients A that satisfy the bounds (22) and [23).

Let Q C R™ be a cube and let Q = Q x (so — £(Q)/2, 50 + £(Q)/2) be a cube in
R

Suppose that u € W%(Q@) and that Lu = 0 in 2Q. Let 0 < j < m, and let
s0—4(Q)/2 <7 <50+ 4(Q)/2. Then

2

2
][~|Vju(;v,t)|2dtd:cgCE(Q)Q(7[~|6g+1u(x,t)|dtdx> +c<][ |Vju(:t,7)|d:1c> .
Q 2Q 2Q

Proof. Let 0 < k < j. Let £ > 0 be a small positive number and let Q; = (1+k5)@.
By Theorem 3.2,

2
][~ |VI=*oFu (2, t)|* dt de < C. <][~ |VI=koFu(a, t)| dt daz) .
Qk Qrt1/2
If (z,t) € @k+1/27 then
|Vj7kafu(3:, t)|2 S |vjfkaécu(x, t) - vjfkafu(x, T)| + |vjfkaécu(x, T)|
S0 tl(Qrt1/2)/2 )
<C |VIF ok Ly (2, )| dt + | VIR Ok u(x, 7).
s0—(Qrt1/2)/2

Thus, by Holder’s inequality

VIR Ofu(a, t) P dt do < Cel(Qry1/2)? ][~ (VIk oyt (e, t)|? dt do
Qry1/2

Qk
_ 2
+C. (][ |ijafu(x,0)|dx) .
Qrt1/2

If K < j — 1, then by the Caccioppoli inequality,

]€ |VITkoFu(2, t)|? dt do < 05][

Qk Qrt1

2
+C. <][ |ijafu(a:,r)|d:1:> .
Qr+1

|VI—F= 1okt (2, t)|? dt dx

Tterating, we see that

]€|vju(x,t)|2 dtdr < Cl(Qj112)* ]{ |87 (e, t)|? dt da
Q Qj+1/2

2
+ <][ |Vju(x,0)|dx) .
Qjt1/2

A final application of Theorem yields that

2
][;Wju(l‘,t”z dt de < Col(Qj41)2)° <][~ |0/ u(x, )| dt dl’)
Q

Qj+1

2
+C. (7[ |Vju(a:,0)|d:1:> .
Qj+1/2

Letting e = 1/(j + 1) and so Qj4+1 = 2Q) completes the proof. O
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3.5. Area integral bounds. We will use the following lemma to establish the
area integral bounds in Theorem [1.25]

Lemma 3.20. Let @ € L} (R satisfy AJ (ti) € L*(R™). Suppose that there is

loc
a nonnegative real-valued function ¢ defined on R™, and a family of functions 1g

indexed by cubes Q@ C R™, such that if Q@ C R"™ is a cube, then

«Q)/4

1A (i) By + [ [ Tatnt) — do(e O tat s < 0l ug
3/2@ Jo

Then there is some € > 0 such that

AT (¢t )| o@ny < Colloll Lo rn)

forany2<p<2+e.

In particular, let L be an operator of the form ([II) of order 2m associated
to t-independent coefficients A that satisfy the bounds 22) and 23), and let
u € Wﬁm,loc(Ri—i_l UR™M). If for each cube Q C R™ there is a function ug such

that u —uq € W, (3Q x (—£(Q), £(Q))) and L(u —uq) = 0 in 3Q x (=£(Q), £(Q)),
and if

AtV uQ) 1 72@ny + IN(V™ ug) |22y < 19117200
then there is some € > 0 such that
1A (¢t V™) || o @ny < Cpll¥llLe@n) + CpllN(V™ ™ )| Lo @y
forany2<p<2+e.
We will use the following lemma.

Lemma 3.21 ([Iwa98, Lemma 3.2]). Suppose that g, h € LY(R™) are nonnegative
real-valued functions, 1 < q < oo, and that for some Cy > 0 and for all cubes

Q CR",
1/q 1/q
(L) =eof o (fm)
Q 4Q 4Q

Then there exist numbers s > q and C > 0 depending only on n, q and Cy such

that if h € L*(R™), then
/ g° SC/ h®.

We remark that the assumption h € L7(R™) is not necessary; it suffices to require

h e L{ (R™). To see this, we may, for example, use a local version of this lemma

(e.g., [Iwa98, Proposition 6.1]) in larger and larger localized regions.

Proof of Lemma[320. We begin with the special case where Lu = 0. By the Cac-
cioppoli inequality,

£Q)/4
/ / IV (u — ug)(x,t)|* dt dz
B/2Q Jo

ros [ ot v
< V7" u—ug)(y, t)|* dy dt.
UQ)? J3o J-uq) @
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It is straightforward to bound the right hand side by N, (V™! (u — uq)), and so

/ / |Vm u —ug)(z, t)|* dt dx
(3/2)Q
< c/ (N (V™ 0)? 4+ N (V™ ug)?).
3Q

By assumption, and because 0 < t < £(Q)/4 in the region of integration, we have
that

||A+(tvmuQ)|\L2(Rn) + / |Vm (u —ug)(z,t)*t dt dx
(3/2)Q

<C/ N (V™ 1) +C/¢

Choosing @2 = Ci? + CN, (V™ 1u)2, 4 = V™u and g = V™ug, we may reduce
to the general case.
We now turn to the general case. Let @ C R™ be a cube. By definition of A,

/A+ (ta)( dx_// /| ‘ u(y,t)|" — dy dt dz.
T— y<t

We consider the cases t > ¢(Q)/4 and ¢t < ¢(Q))/4 separately, so

(/4 .
/A{(tﬁ)(x)zd:cg// / iy, |2 —— dy dt d
Q QJOo |lz—y|<t t

1

[ JawoP
QJUQ)/4 Y |z—y|<t
The first term satisfies

Q) /4
// / u(y,t) — dydtdx
|z— u|<t
Q) /4
<2// / |tg(y,t | — dydtdx
lz—y|<t
(Q)/4 1
w2 [ [l — ol 0P i dy e
QJo lz—y|<t tn

E(Q)/4 . 2 1 + o 2 2
// / [ug(y,t) pro < [ Aj(tug) S/ ©°.
QJo lz—y|<t R™ 4Q

We have that

2(Q)/4
// / iy, 1) — iy, O oy dy di da
|z— y|<t

<c/ / — gy, ) tdy .
(3/2)Q
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By assumption the right hand side is bounded. Thus,

/A;(tu)(:c)%xgc/ <p2+// / |ﬁ(y,t)|2% dy dt dz.
Q 4Q QJe@y/atje—yi<t t

Suppose that x € @, that ¢ > 0, and that | —y| < ¢. Then dist(y, (3/2)Q) <
max(0,t — £(Q)/4), and so

o0 1
// / a(y, t)|* — dydtdz
Q Juy/a Jjo—yl<t t

[eS) . 1
<ol | @ OF
£(Q)/4 J dist(y,(3/2)Q)<t—£(Q) /4

Let G be a grid of (3N/2)™ cubes contained in (3/2)Q with side-length £(Q)/N and
pairwise-disjoint interiors, for N a large even integer to be chosen momentarily.
Then

af [y, )
2(Q)/4 J dist(y,(3/2)Q)<t—£(Q) /4
1
<[] iy, O g dy .
Z Q)/4 Jdist(y,R)<t—4(Q) /4 =

Reg

If z € R and dist(y,R) < t — £(Q)/4, then |z —y| < t — (Q)/4 + {(R)y/n =
t+4(Q)(v/n/N —1/4). Choosing N > 4+/n, we see that for any z € R,

[ a0
£(Q)/4 Jdist(y,R)<t—£(Q) /4

o0 1
< / / fa(y, )2 - dy dt < A (1) (2)?.
0Q)/aJ|z—y|<t t

Averaging over all z € R, we see that

|Q|Z/

REG Q)/4 /dist(y,R)<t—€(Q)/4

<|Q|Z(][A+tu z>2<|Q|(3N/2 ('fg"][ Ab (¢ )

Reg

iy, t)|?

and so

e’} 2
L] hwophaaw<colf aeaes).
Q Je@)/atia—yl<t ¢ 2Q

Thus,
/QA;(tu)(x)z‘ dr < CAQ ©* + C|Q| <]£Q AF (t1)(2) dz>2.

By Lemma [3:21] there is some p > 2 depending on n and C such that

AS (ta)(z)P do < C P
Rn Rn

as desired. O
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4. THE SINGLE LAYER POTENTIAL

In this section we will establish the nontangential estimates (LIGHLIT) and area
integral estimates (L26HL.27) on the single layer potential (and modified single
layer potential).

We will begin (Sections @Iland EE2) by showing that S* and SL are well defined
operators from L2(R") to W2 ,.(RE™) and W2 _,  (RE™), respectively, and
recalling or establishing some bounds on S”¢§ and Séh in the cases ¢, h € L? (R™).
In particular, we will show that the boundary operators ’I‘ri St and ’_.[‘r,j,if1 S& are
bounded from L2(R™) to itself.

In Section 3] we will show that if the order 2m of the operator L is high enough,
then the boundary operators Tr S* and Tr | SL are also bounded from LP(R™)
to itself, for p near but not necessarily equal to 2. In Section [£4] we will pass to
the case of operators L of lower order, and finally in Section will pass from
boundary estimates to nontangential (and area integral) estimates.

4.1. St as an operator on L?(R"). Recall from the definition ([Z.13) that the sin-
gle layer potential S© was originally defined as an operator from (WA? _| | /2 (R™))*
(or Bifm(R")) to W2 (R"t1). Suppose that § € Bi’lz/z(R") N L?*(R"). Then by
[BHMI1S8, formula (4.5)], we have that

(4.1) stignvaLg( S0)llze@ny < CllgliLe@n).

Because Bi’lz/z(R”) N L2(R") is dense in L?(R™), we have that S'g extends to an

operator that is bounded from L?(R™) to W2 (R" x (a, b)) for any —oo < a < b < oc.

We have some further properties of S*g for g € L2(R").

By Lemma and the bound [@B.7), if g € L?(R") is compactly supported then
the integral in formula (2.14)) for VST §(x,t) converges absolutely for almost every
(z,t) € R’f‘l; by density the formula is valid for such g.

By density, we have that L(S“g) = 0 in the weak sense in R:™ for any g €
L?(R™). By [BHMI7h, Theorem 5.3], and by the bounds (L23) and (&I,

(4.2) tiigloonvmng( )| z2@mny =0 for all g € L*(R").

Furthermore, the operators Tr S* are bounded from L?(R™) to itself and satisfy
(4.3) 11%1i||vm3Lg( 1) — T STl 2gny =0 for all g € L*(R™).
t—

4.2. The modified single layer potential Séil. The gradient Vm’lSé of the
modified single layer potential was defined by formula (2.15]) as an integral operator.
We begin this section by showing that there is a function Séf‘z in Wi_l)loc(Rlﬂ)
whose gradient V" 1SLh is given by formula (ZI5), and that L(SLh) = 0 in
R
Lemma 4.4. Let L be an operator of the form (L) of order 2m associated to
t-independent coefficients A that satisfy the bounds (22) and (2.3).

If |y = m — 1, and if b € L2(R™), then the integral in the definition (ZI5) of
BVSéf‘L(x,t) converges absolutely for almost every (x,t) € R . Furthermore, if
K C R} is compact, then 97SL is bounded L*(R™) — L*(K).
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If |8l = m and Brnir > 1, and if h € B® 1/Q(R”) or h € L2(R™), then the function
Vm1SE (hég) given by formula ZI5) satisfies

(4.5)  V™ISE(hép)(w,t) = —V™ L0 SE (héc) (x,t)  where B = + €1

Ifh € LAR™)NBY 5 (R"), and if Bui1 < |B] = m, then the gradient V™ S& (hép)
of the function V" ~18L(hég) given by formula 2IF) satisfies
(4.6) VS (hég)(z,t) = —V"S*(0,,héc)(x,t) where B =(+€;
where j is any number with 1 < j < n and with &; < .

Thus by density, if h € L*(R™), then there is a function Skh € W2_, 1oc(R™)
such that, if |v| = m — 1, then 878éh is given by formula 2I3). Furthermore,

L(SLh)y=0 in RYM.

Proof. By Lemma and the bound 1) or B.J), if @ C R" is a cube of side
length ¢ > 0, then

2/
(4.7) // /|a”tvath 0)|? dy dt da

-
+/ / 07,V E" (2, t,y,0)* dy dt dz < CL.
¢ JR™

In particular, 8] V" E*(x,t, -,0) € L*(R") for almost every (x,t) € R A
straightforward covering argument establishes the local boundedness of 97S&.

We now turn to formula (£H]). Choose some § with |5] =m and B,41 > 1. Let
C+ @1 =0 Ifthe B*? 1 /2(R™), then by formula (Z.I4) the function — St (héc)
satisfies

0, S (hée)(w,t) = — | 07,0005 [E(x,t,y,0) h(y) dy.
RTL
and by formula (B.13)

—870,S" (hé¢)(z,t) z/ 07,05 E"(x,t,y,0) h(y) dy.

Thus, formula (EF) is valid for all h € B>? /2( ™); because 7SL and V™S
are both bounded L?(R™) ~ L2 (R%™), by density formula (@X) is valid for all
h € L2(R™).

Finally, we turn to formula [@6). If 3,41 < |3| = m, then there is some j with
1 <j<nsuchthat & <. Let (+¢& =f. If h € B2 2 (R™), then the (formal)

1/2
derivative 9;h lies in B>? _(R™), and

1/2
—0°St(0;héc) (x,t) / 02,05 B (w,t,y,0) 9y, h(y) dy

Recall from the remarks following formula (ZI4)) that for almost every (z,t) € R,

the right hand side converges provided h € Bf /22 (R™). But if h € L%(R"™), then

05 10y JE" (,t,y,0) h(y) dy
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converges absolutely for almost every (z,t) € R, Thus, we may integrate by
parts to see that

—0°8"(0héc)(x,t) = . 85 10y B (2, 1,y,0) h(y) dy.

If |yj]=m—1and 1 <k <n+1, then
—0k0"SE(9héc) (w,t) = O / 07,08 B (x,t,y,0) h(y) dy.
Thus, formula (£6) is valid. This completes the proof. O
We now establish bounds similar to the bounds (@1l), (£2), and @3).

Lemma 4.8. Let L be an operator of the form (L) of order 2m associated to
t-independent coefficients A that satisfy the bounds (2Z2) and (23).
For all h € L*(R"), we have that

(4.9) iilg”vm_lséh( S B)lz2@ny < CllAlL2@n),
(4.10) tiiglooﬂvm*lséh( )|l L2@ny = 0.

Furthermore, the boundary operator Tr | S& is bounded from L?(R™) to itself and
satisfies

(4.11) Jim V7SR 1) — v,y Sz =0

for all h € L*(R™).

Proof. By formula (&3], if h = hég for some B with 8,41 > 1, then the theorem
follows from the bounds (ZIHA3).

More generally, by [BHMI7E, Theorem 5.1] and the bound (IL24), if b € L2(R™),
then there are two polynomials Py of degree m — 1 that satisfy

sup V"' SGA(- 1) = V™ Pl pagey < CllB| 2ggn),
+4>0

|ITx;, y S&h — V™ Pe|l 2@y < CllAl|L2@n),
t—li?oo”vm_lséh( ) — vm_lpj:”LZ(Rn) =0,
lim ||V SER(-, 1) — TrE | SEA| 2@y = 0.
t—0+ m

We need only show that V™~ 1Py = 0.
We will consider only P;. Let @ be a cube in R™ of side length ¢. Then

VR = f Ve
Q
< 2][ V™1 SLiv(e, £) — VP2 da + 2][ V™1 SL(x, )2 da.
Q Q
By the given bound on V"~ 'SLh(z,t) — V1P,

C . . .
V7P < Gl + 2 f 1977 Sk, O



NONTANGENTIAL ESTIMATES AND THE NEUMANN PROBLEM 25
By the bound 7)) and Lemma B8]
C .
—1p |2
VPP < Rz ).
Letting t — oo, we see that V"1 P, = 0, as desired. (Il

4.3. Boundary values and operators of high order. In this section, we will
show that if 2m > n 4+ 3, then the boundary operators Trf1 ST and Tri_l SL
are bounded on LP(R™) for some values of p # 2. We will also establish some
preliminary nontangential estimates. In Section .4l we will show how to generalize
to operators of low order, and in Section we will pass to nontangential and area
integral estimates.

We begin with the purely vertical derivatives.

Lemma 4.12. Let L be an operator of the form (L)) of order 2m, with 2m > n+3,
associated to t-independent coefficients A that satisfy the bounds (Z2)) and (23).
Suppose that 2 < p < co. Then for all g € LP(R™) N L*(R") and all h € LP(R™) N
L?(R™), we have that

ITe* 07 L S&h| Loy < CllA| Lorn),
ITe* 07" S™ g || Lorny < Cllgl Lo (rn)-

Proof. By the bounds (&3) and @II)), we have that Tr* 9"~ *SLA and Tr* 9/*St ¢
do exist as L? functions. The bound on S” follows from the bound on S& by
formula (ZF). By formula @I4) for S, the definition IH) of S&, and the
symmetry relations 39) and BI2) for the fundamental solution, we have the
duality relation

(4.13) (g, V" ISGh(- )z = (V"SY g+, 1), h)ge
for all ¢ # 0. Taking limits, we see that it suffices to show that the bound
ITe, ¥ (9e0)(-, D)l Lan) < CligllLagn

is valid for all 1 < ¢ < 2. Here é1 = é(,u_1)z,,,, S0 (€1, V" Lp) = 0" ' for all
functions ¢ with weak derivatives of order up to m — 1.
Let |a| = m, and let
Thg = TrF 928" (gé,).
Again by formula ([&3)), T, is a well-defined, bounded operator on L?(R™).
We now show that T, satisfies a weak bound on L!(R"); by interpolation this

operator satisfies a strong bound on L?(R™) for any ¢ in the range 1 < ¢ < 2.
Let g € LY(R™). Fix some number p > 0. We seek to show that

C||9||L1 R™
{2 : [Tag(@)| > p}| < =8

We apply a standard Calderén-Zygmund decomposition to g. That is, there
exists a collection {Q;} of closed cubes with pairwise-disjoint interiors, a bounded
function s, and unbounded functions u; such that

9=S+Zui,
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such that each w; is supported in @);, and such that the following bounds are valid:
271
sl <m0 [ w=0 [zl i< [
Qi Qi i K JRrn

As usual, if |Tog(x)| > p then either |Tos(z)| > p/2 or |Tau(z)| > p/2, where
u =), u;. Notice that

1/2
sl < ([ WP Si@ie)
= R™\U; Qs ;

For almost every = ¢ U;Q;, we have that s(x) = g(x) and |s(z)| < u; thus

1/2
1/2
Il oy < ( / IQIM+Z|Qi|u2> < CuM 2 g
R™\U; Q; 7

Applying boundedness of T, on L?(R™), we see that

|g||L1(R")
n

1T IILzURn s IILz ")

{x € R" : |Tas(z)| > p/2} < 4 Czl

as desired.
We now turn to the set [{z € R™ : |Tu(z)| > p/2}]. We have that ),[8Q;| <
CllgllLrmny/ 1, and so we will consider only the set

{z € R" : |[Tou(z)| > pu/2} \ LJ8QZ

If x ¢ Q;, then by formula (214,
Taui(x) = / (a;l,tagnilEL* (CE, t7 Y, 8) - agia;n*lEL* (:I;v tu Yo, 8)) ’S:t:O ul(y) dy
for any yo; in particular, we choose yo to be the midpoint of Q;. Let A; = 27T1Q;\
27Q);. Suppose that j > 3. Then

/ Tous (o |dx</ e |/ 102,07 (B (2,0,5.0) — B (2,0,50,0))| dx dy.
Let w(y, s) = 02,07 'EL" (z,t,y,s). We observe that L*w = 0 away from the

point (z,t). If 2m > n + 3, then by Theorem B.2] Vw is continuous and pointwise
bounded away from (z,t), and so if j > 3 then

/ 102,07 (B (2,0,5,0) — B (,0,40,0))| de
Aj

<cu@) [ f 108V EY 0.y dydsds
A 2j72éi ’ .
where Q; = Q; x (—0(Q:)/2,4(Q;)/2) is a cube in R"*!. We change the order of
integration and apply Lemma [3.5 to the function v(z,t) = VZ?SEL* (x,t,y,s) to see
that

/ |aa am ! EL (,T,O,y,()) _EL*(x707y070))|dx

_2J7€ 2Q/ 105V EY (2t y, 5)| dr dt dy ds
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where A;1 = (A; UA; 1 UAj11) x (=290(Q), 274(Q)).
By Holder’s inequality and the bound (B1),

/ |a(l am ! EL (.’L’,O,y,O) _EL*(;EuOvyOuO))'d:E < C27j

and so
/ |Tou;(z)|dz < C / lui(y)| dy.
R"\8Q; Qi
Thus,
/ |Toul < C/ lg]
R"\Ui8Qi R™
and so
C
{z : |Tou(a)| > p/2} < — [ |g]
K Jrn
as desired. O

We will now establish nontangential estimates on the purely vertical derivatives
of the single layer potential. We observe that the conditions of the following lemma
are met when 2m >n+3, k =m and 2 < ¢ < p < co. We will later apply the
lemma in the £ =0 and g < 2 cases.

Lemma 4.14. Let L be an operator of the form (L)) of order 2m, with 2m > n+1,
associated to t-independent coefficients A that satisfy the bounds (Z2) and (23).
Let pj = p}. j be asin Theorem[3. 2 with L replaced by L*, and let 1/pj-'—|—1/pj_ =1.
Let 0 < k < m, let v be a multiindez with |y| = m — 1, and let g and p satisfy
p; <gq<p<oo, where j = ypy1+ 1. Suppose that the boundary value operator

g Tt 0k 85 (ge,),

which is well defined for all g € L?>(R™), extends by density to an operator that is
bounded LY(R™) — L2(R™) and LP(R™) — LP(R™).
Then we have the bound

1N (V™ 40) 185 (9€,)) | Lo en) < Cllglloon)

for all g € LP(R™) N L3(R™), for some constant C' depending only on q, p and the
standard parameters.
Similarly, if 1 <k <m, if |a| = m, and if
e Tl 07718 (héa) (-, 1)

is bounded LY(R") — LY(R") and LP(R™) — LP(R") for some p; < ¢ < p < o0,
where j = au4+1, then

NG (V™ F0E 1 SE (héa)) || Lorny < ClIA Logan)
for all h € LP(R™) N L*(R™).

PTOOf' Let C = —j€n+1 or < =7- (] - 1)€n+17 S0 v = (Caj) or 7y = (Cv] - 1)
By formulas (Z14) and @2I8) for S and S&, and by formula (3.13), we have that



28 ARIEL BARTON, STEVE HOFMANN, AND SVITLANA MAYBORODA

if f € L?(R™) is compactly supported, then for almost every (z,t) € R

(1.15) —9FORSE (1) wnt) = (~1)7 [ VAL IOGE (o, 0,0) () dy,
(4.16) V"ROETISG (féa) (@, t) = (=1) / VRO T OSE (2,1 y, 0) f(y) dy.
Choose some g € LP(R") N L?(R"), and let either u = —0% 8T (gé,) or u =
Ok 1SE (géa). i

In either case we wish to bound N4 (V™ *u). Let 29 € R". By Lemma B8,

- t0/2 1/2
N (V™ u)(z0) < C sup (7[ |V Ry ) .
:Eo t() t

to>0 0/6

Choose some to > 0 and let Q = Q(z0,t0). Let Q@ = Q x (—£(Q)/2,£(Q)/2) =
Q% (—to/2,t0/2). Let ug = —0% 8" (1aggé,) orug = 85;}8@(14Qgéa). Observe
that

t0/2 1/2 to/2 1/2 1/2
(1o (o) S tomsar)
to/ﬁ to/ﬁ Q
By formulas ({15 and (£I0) and by Holder’s inequality,
t0/2
][][ vm k 2
t0/6
to/2 2/q' 2/q
][][ (/ (VI RoFI T 9 B (a,t,y,0)|7 dy> dt dx </ |g|q) .
to/6 \J4 4Q

If ¢ > p; , then q < p;r and so we may use Lemma [3.5] Theorem 3.2l and the bound
() to bound the integral of EL. Thus,

t0/2 1/2 1/q
(][ / vm-kug|2) < c(][ |g|q) < CM(g|?)(w0) .
to/6 4Q

By Lemma [3.19
1/2
<]€|vmk<u - uQ>|2> < Q) f _1or = (u — ug)w.0)] ded
Q 2Q

+O][ |TI':;7kUQ|+O][ |Tr:_17ku|
2Q 2Q

The last term is at most CM(Tr _, u). By Holder’s inequality,

1/q
Forxi vl < (f i uolt)
2Q 2Q
By assumption,

. 1/q 1/a
(][ v, uQ|q) §C<][ |g|q> < CM(lg]?) (o) /7.
2Q 4Q
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Finally, we consider the term involving 9/ "™ (u — ug). By formula (ZI5)
or [@IG), for almost every (z,t) € Rt we have that

agnkarl(u - U‘Q)(xvt) = (_1)j/ a:l“aySEL(fEatay,O)g(?J) dy
R™\4Q
Let Ay = 2/71Q \ 2°Q. Then

oM (u — ug) (w Z/A 0" O5E (2,1,y,0) g(y) dy.

Let
£

Observe that Luy, = 0 away from A, x {0}. If 2m > n+1 and ¢ > 2, then by

Theorem [3.2]
1/2
sup |ug(z,t)| < C(][ ~|w|2> .
(w.0)€20 20-1/23

As before, by Holder’s inequality, Lemma [3.5] Theorem and the bound B7), if
q < p;L, then

2 v ¢ e ¢ 1/
< o a < — q a
<]€e1/2@|uz| ) = 20, (]{4@|g| > = 2gt0M(|g| )(zo)

Thus,
t0/2 1/2 _
(][ Frwm ) < onmlal e + My (oo
t

0/6
and so by Lemma 318

N4 (V™ u)(20) < CM(lg|*) (o) + OM(Trf,_ u)(o).

By assumption, if g € LP(R™) then ’_.[‘r+_ku E LP(R™). We have that p > 1
and so M is bounded on L?(R"), and so M(Tr, _, u) € LP(R™). Furthermore, if
g € LP(R™), then |g|9 € LP/4(R™). If p > ¢, then p/q > 1 and so M is bounded on
LP/4(R™). Thus, the right-hand side is in LP(R") and the proof is complete. O

We now extend from boundary values of the purely vertical derivatives to bound-
ary values of the full gradient.

Lemma 4.17. Let L be an operator of the form (L) of order 2m associated to
t-independent coefficients A that satisfy the bounds (2Z2) and (23).
Then there is some p > 2 such that, if g € LP(R™) N L?(R"™), then

1T, 8@l Lo@n) < ClgllLo(en) + ClINL Oy S Lo n)

whenever the right hand side is finite.
Similarly, there is some p > 2 such that, if h € LP(R™) N L*(R™), then

|Tx),_ ) SER| Lo@ny < Cll o@ny + ClINL(OT L SEG) || Lo

whenever the right hand side is finite.
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Proof. We follow the proof of a similar inequality in [HMMI15bl pp. 17-19]. Choose
some g € L>(R")NLP(R™), and let u = s©g or u = S&g. Assume that N*(8£+1u) €
LP(R™), where £ = m or £ =m — 1. We wish to show that for some p > 2 we have
that Tr) u € LP(R™).

As in the proof of Lemma 320, we will use Lemma [3:22T] For each cube Q C R™,
let g = glaq and g = gg + gg 4, and let ug = SLgQ or SégQ. Then

][ |Tr) u? < 2][ ITr ) ugl® + 2][ ITr ) (u—ug)|*.
Q Q Q
By the bounds (£3) and (@I,

][ iy uf? < C][ 1612 + 2][ Y (4 — o).

Observe that L(u — ug) = 0 in a neighborhood of @ x {0}, and so we may write

][|’I‘r+ (u—uQ)|* = ][ |V (u — ug)(x,0)]? dr.
Q
By Lemma [3.5]

][|Tr+(u—uQ W <o

By Lemma [B.19 and Hoélder’s inequality,

][ITW - ug)2 < CU(Q ][ ][E(Q)m“l o) (@, ) dt dz
+C(]£Q|vf(u—uQ)(:c,o)|dx)2.

€Q)/2
][ |V (u — ug)(z,t)|* dt dx.
(3/2)Q

By the Caccioppoli inequality,

£(Q)
(Q)* ]iQ ][ é(Q)|3f+1(u —ug)(z,t)|? dt dx

(3/2)@(Q)
<C][ ][ O (u — ug)(x,t)|? dt dx
(3/2)¢

Now

(3/2)(Q) o )
f F oy Pt O dede < (o suplfual- Dl
(3/2)¢ Q| 12

which by the bound (Ej]) or ([A9) is at most C|Q|~ 1||gQ||L2(R" Thus,

(3/2)5(Q)
][|Tr+u—uQ |2<C’][ ][ 5 ulz, t)|2dtd33—|—C][ 1g(2)|? dx

(3/2)¢
4 c(]igwf(u — o), 0)| d:c)z.

An elementary argument shows that

(3/2)5(Q)
][ ][ O qu(z, ) dtdr < C][ N.( (04 u)(x)? dr.

(3/2)¢
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By Holder’s inequality,

]£Q|V4(u—uc2)(x,0)|dx < ]éQlTrj u(z)| dz + (]ﬁQVHZF v (a) dx>1/2

which by the bound (@3] or ({II) is at most

i@m; w(w)| do + C(]igm(:c)ﬁ d:c) v

Thus, we see that

2
Frivi<cf wpvcf F@tawrasc(f i i) .
Q 4Q 3Q 2Q

We will use Lemma 321 Let g = |Tr; ul, let h = |g| —|—N*(8ﬁ+1u) and let ¢ = 2.
Then there is some p > 2 such that

[ fixfu@pas < c / @) P + N (08, u)(@)? da
as desired. O

4.4. Reduction to operators of high order. The following formulas were es-

tablished in [Bar16, BHM17¢, [BHM17a] and inspired by an argument in [AHMTO0T],

Section 2.2]; we will use them to pass from the case 2m > n+ 3 to the general case.
Choose some large number M. There are constants ¢ such that

AM = 3" ke 0%
icl=M

In fact, ke = M!/¢! = M'/((1!¢! . .. Guya!), and so we have that ke > 1 for all
[l =M.

Define the differential operator L = AMLAM: that is, L is the operator of order
4M + 2m associated to coefficients A that satisfy

for all nice test functions ¢ and 1. Observe that Ais t-independent and satisfies
the bounds Z2) and Z3). A precise formula for A may be found in [BHMI7d,
formula 11.1].

Let g-(v) = >_ 1 o¢— fie gy(2). By [BHMI17d formula (11.2)], if [af = m then

(4.19) 0°STg(x,t) = 3 wdFHSAG(x,t) = 9°AMSAG(x, 1),
I¢|=M

Similarly, let h. = > arae—e fieha. I |y = m—1, then [BHMI7a, formula (3.10)],

(420)  OSLh(z,t)= S kI ESER(w,1) = 97 AM SER(x, 1),
=
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4.5. Nontangential and area integral estimates. We now establish the non-
tangential bounds (ILI6) and (LI7)) on the single layer potential.

Lemma 4.21. Let L be an operator of the form (L) of order 2m associated to
t-independent coefficients A that satisfy the bounds (22) and [23).

Then the bounds (LI6) and (LIT7) are valid. That is, there is some number
e > 0 such that the bounds

INA(V™S G| Lr@ny < Cpllgll Lo eny
and N
[N (V"L SER) || Lo(rny < CpllBllLerny
are valid whenever 2 —e <p < 2+e¢.

Proof. Let M be large enough that 2m = 2m + 4M > n+ 3, and let L be the
operator of order 2m associated to the coefficients A given by formula (LI8]).

By Lemmas and 14 (with k = m or k = m — 1), and by Section B3l we
have that the bounds

[N (00 1 SEG) | oy < Cpllgll Lo (r)s [N (O SER) || Lony < Collh| Lo ery

are valid for all 2 < p < co and all g, b € LP(R™) N L%(R™).

Thus, by Lemma [£17] there is some p > 2 such that if p = p, then
(4.22) ||Trf7i SL§||LP(R") < CgllLe@n), ||Tri£171 SéhHLP(R") < Cllh| Lrgn)-
By interpolation, the inequalities (£22)) are valid for all p with 2 < p < p.

The adjoint operator L* to L is also of the form ([II]), of order 2m, and associated
to t-independent coefficients A* that satisfy the bounds (Z2) and ([23). Thus, there
is some P, > 0 such that the inequalities ([@22)) are valid, with L replaced by L*,
for all p with 2 < p < p,.

By the duality relation (ZI3), the inequalities (£.22) (with the original L) are
valid for all p, < p < p.

By Lemma [£.14] (with k& = 0), we have that if max(p,,p; ) < p < p, then

IN(V™ S G) | Lr@ny < Cpligllir@nys  [IN(V L SGR) || o@n) < Cpllhllon)
An application of formulas [@I9) and ([@20) completes the proof. O
As an immediate corollary we have area integral estimates.

Lemma 4.23. Let L be an operator of the form (L)) of order 2m associated to
t-independent coefficients A that satisfy the bounds (22) and 23).

Then the bounds ([L26) and (L27) are valid. That is, there is some number
€ > 0 such that the bounds

(4.24) A3 (¢ V™0, g) || Lony < CopllgllLocen),

(4.25) A (¢ V" SER) | Lo @ny < Cpllhal| ogany

are valid whenever 2 —e <p < 2+e¢.

Proof. The case 2—e < p < 2 is known (see formulas (L23)) and (L.24) above). The
p > 2 case follows from LemmaB.20 with u = 9;S*g or u = SLh, ug = 9,5 (1409)

orug = S&(140h); by the bounds ([23) and (L24) and Lemma[21] the conditions
of the lemma are satisfied with ¢ = C|h| or ¢ = C|g|. O



NONTANGENTIAL ESTIMATES AND THE NEUMANN PROBLEM 33

5. THE DOUBLE LAYER POTENTIAL

In this section we will establish the nontangential estimates (LISHL.I9) and the
area integral estimates (L28HI.29) on the double layer potential.

We will begin (Section 1)) by showing that the boundary values Tr,, D4 and
Tr,,_1 DAf lie in LP (R™), for p near 2 and for appropriate inputs ¢ and f. We
will then (Section [5.2]) establish the nontangential estimate (LI8) on V™DA¢ in
the special case where 2m > n+ 1. In Section we will extend to the case
2m < n + 1. Finally, in Section [5.4] we will complete the proof of Theorem [L.TH] by

establishing the bounds (L19) and (LC28HI29).

5.1. Boundary values of the double layer potential. We begin by bounding
the boundary values of the double layer potential.

Lemma 5.1. Let L be an operator of the form (L) of order 2m associated to
t-independent coefficients A that satisfy the bounds [22)) and 23). Then there is
an € > 0 such that if 2 —e <p <2+¢, then

(5.2) T DA F o) < Coll Flwns, oy
(5.3) 1T, DAl oy < Coll@lhiar @y
whenever f € WAiq,l/z(Rn) N WA%_LO(R") and whenever ¢ = Tr,, 1 ® for

some ® € Cg°(R"H1).

Proof. By [Barl7, formulas (5.4) and (5.6)], we have the duality relation

(5:4) (g, Tx), DA f)pe = — (M5 S g, flee
for all f e WA%%LUQ(R") and all § € Bi’f/Q(]R”). Here M. represents the

Neumann boundary operator of [Barl7; if u € W2 (R™*1) then the definition of
M. u in [Barl7] coincides with that in [BHMIT7H].

. Recall from the definition (ZI3) of S*~ that if g € Bi’fﬂ(R") then S g €
W2 (R**1). By [BHMITbH, Theorem 6.2], if S¥"g € W2 (R™™) and 1 < p < oo,
then

(g, Tx} DA f)pe| = (M4, 8¢, flre|
< Ollfllyiar,_, o) (142 AV 08" @)1 o oy + IN= (VST @) o ey ) -

Here A, and N_ are defined analogously to AQL and ]\~f+ in the lower half space.

By Lemmas Z2T and E23] if g € L*' (R”)QBZQ/Q(]R") for some 2—e < p’ < 2+,
then

(9. B,y DA Pl < Cllfliras oy Il

Because LP (R™) N Bi’fﬂ (R™) is dense in L? (R™), the bound (5.2) is valid.

We now turn to the bound (5:3). We wish to bound Tr 9*DA¢ for all |a| = m.
We will need separate arguments for the cases a,+1 < m and ayqq > 0.

We begin with the case a1 < || = m; then there is some j with 1 < j < n
such that a; > 1, and so a = v+ ¢€; for some multiindex v with nonnegative entries.
Integrating by parts, we have that if h € C§°(R™) then

(h, TtT 0“DAP)gn = — (0, h, TrT ' DAP)gn.
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By formula (54), if ¢ € WA2, | 1/2(R™) then
(h, Tr" DAY = (M4. ST (9, hé,), P)rn.
The function 9, h is in B_’1/2(R ), and so S¥*(9;hé,) € W2 (R*1). By [BHMIL7b,
Theorem 6.1], if 1 < p’ < oo then
|<M;1* SL*(thév), P)rn| < C||¢||WA§’WM(R")||A5(tvaL*(5jhév))||Lp'(Rn)'
By formula [@8), VSt (9;hé,) = —V"SL" (hé,). Thus,
[0, T 9 DA G| < Cll@leas oy 1Az ((T7SE (o)) o oy
By Lemma 23] if h € L¥' (R™) for some 2 — e < p/ < 2+ ¢, then
(0 T 0" DAG) | < bl a1 ey
By duality and by density, we have that
T DA oy < CollBliay, s

whenever a,+1 < m.

Finally, we turn to 9 +1DA<,9 In fact, we will bound 9*DA¢ for any o with
la] = m and @ny1 > 0. Recall that ¢ = Tr,, | ® for some ® € W2 (R"1),
As in the proof of [BHMITa), formula (6.3)], for almost every (z,t) € R”H by
formulas (212) and (BI0) we have that

(5.5) P DAG(,t) = — 3 / 0205, B, 1,0, 9) Ags (y) 070y, ) ds dy.
[€1=18]=

Let v = a — €,11. By assumption, v € (Ng)"! is a multiindex with nonnegative
entries. By formula (3I3)

9, DAp(x,t) = Z / 9710505 JE" (2,1, y,5) Aep(y) 0°®(y, s) ds dy.

l€|=18]=
Ifoe Cgo (R"+1), then we may integrate by parts in s to see that
9, DAp(x,t) = — Z / I 4 85 L (2,t,y,8) Aep(y) 0°0:D(y, 5) ds dy
l€|=18l=

/ 07,05 JE" (2,t,y,0) Aes(y) 0°®(y,0) dy.
lel=181=

By formulas 2I2) and ZIH), we have that if ® € C5(R"") and |y| = m — 1,
then

(5.6) 979, DA(Trp_1 ®)(z,1)
= DA(Tr 1 8, 119)(x,t) — D'SE(ATr,, ®)(2,t).

Let W(z,t) = ®(x,t) — n(t) t™ 051 @(x,0)/m! for a smooth cutoff function 7 equal
to 1 near t = 0. Then Tr,,_; ¥ = Tr,,_ 1® and 9;' ;¥(x,0) = 0, and so

Ty, Ont1¥lyiar | mny + 1A Tr), Ul Lon) < Cliéllviar, | | @ny:-
Thus, by the bounds (52) and [@22]), we have that
ITe* 9°DAp| Lo zn) < Coll@llviar, @n)
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whenever a,,+1 > 0 and p is sufficiently close to 2. This completes the proof. [

5.2. Nontangential estimates for operators of high order. In this section we
will establish the bound (II]) in the special case 2m > n+ 1. In Section we
will pass to the case of lower order operators, and in Section [5.4] we will establish

the bounds (LT9)), (L28) and ([29).

Lemma 5.7. Let L be an operator of the form (L) of order 2m > n + 1 associated
to t-independent coefficients A that satisfy the bounds (Z2) and [23). Then the
bound [LI8) is valid; that is, there is some € > 0 such that if 2—¢ < p < 2+¢,
then

I8 (VDA oy < Collbllinr, oy
for any ¢ = Tr,,_, @ for some ® smooth and compactly supported.

The remainder of this section will be devoted to a proof of this lemma.

We will apply Lemma to V™u, where u = DA¢p. Let Q = Q(z0,t0) C R"
be a cube of side length ¢y, and with midpoint Zo. As in the proof of Lemma [£.14]
by Lemma [B.19] if ug satisfies L(u — ug) = 0 in 2Q x (—¢(Q), £(Q)), then

to/2 1/2 t0/2 1/2
(58) (][ £ (][ Fovuer)
t0/6 t0/6
Q) .
veu@f ot - uo)
2Q J —4(Q)

+c][ ITr,! ug) +C][ T} ul.
2Q 2Q

The final term is at most CM (Tx} u)(zo) = CM(Tr} DAB) (), which we may
control using Lemma [5.T] and boundedness of the maximal operator. We will bound
the remaining terms much as in the proof of Lemma 14l Our first step is to
construct an appropriate ug.

Definition 5.9. Suppose that ¢ = Tr,,_; ® for some & € C°(R"1), and let
R C R" be a cube. We define ¢y as follows.

Let pr : R™ — [0,00) be smooth, supported in (4/3)R and identically equal to
1in R, and let  : R — [0,00) be smooth, supported in (—2,2) and equal to 1 in
(—1,1).

Let ®r(z,t) = pr(z)n(2t/L(R))(®(z,t) — Pr(z,t)) + Pr(z,t), where Pg is the
polynomial of degree m — 1 that satisfies f(4/3)R VF®(z,0) — VEPg(z,0) dr = 0 for
any 0 < k < m — 1. Observe that V"®g = 0 outside of (4/3)R x (—¢(R),{(R))
and that ®p = ® in R x (—4(R)/2,4(R)/2).

Let ¢p = Tr,,_1 ®r. Observe that ¢r = ¢ in R and ¢y is constant outside
(4/3)R

By the Poincaré inequality, ¢ € WAfn_lyl(R") for any 1 < p < oo, with
|‘¢R|‘WAZ711(R") < CVy@llLr(ass)r)- Furthermore, by formula (ZI2) for the
double layery potential,

DAG —DApr=1_0—1_dp —TTF(1_AV™®) + ITX(1_AV™DR)

and so DA¢ — DA¢p € W2 (R x (—£(R)/2,£(R)/2)) with L(DAp — DA%R) =0
in R x (—¢(R)/2,0(R)/2).
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We will use this definition again in the proof of Corollary

Let ug = D%gq, 50 @ = Py in 8Q and L(u—ug) = 0 in 8Q x (—44(Q), 44(Q)).

Let ¢ > 1. We will impose further conditions on ¢ throughout the proof. By
Hoélder’s inequality,

1/q
F It} uoe)|dr < (][ m;uQ(x)wdx)
2Q 2Q

and by Lemma [5.1] and the definition of ¢g(, if [¢ — 2| is small enough then

: . 1 ) .
F et otgil < (g [ Migalt) < oMOTi8 @0 .
o 20 e

To contend with the remaining terms in the bound (5.8]), we will need a decom-
position ¢ = E;io #; and functions \Ifj- such that Tr,,_1 U=,

Let &9 = ®gg and ¢ = $sg = Try—1Po, and for each j > 1, let &; =
(I)2j+3Q — (I)2j+2Q and ij = TI‘m,1 (I)j = ¢2j+3Q - Qb2j+2Q, where ‘I)R and SbR are as
in Definition

Then ¢ = 3777 ¢, V¢, = outside of (4/3)273Q C 2/t4Q, and

HVHL‘bJ’”LT’(R") < CPHV||¢J'HLP(21'+4Q)

for any 1 < p < oo. Furthermore, if j > 1 then ¢; =0 in 21+2Q). )

We will need extensions ¥; with cpj = Tr,,—1 ¥;. We have that cpj = Tr,,_1 ®;;
however, we will need ¥; to satisfy some bounds in terms of the norms of the
boundary values ¢, and so we cannot use the obvious extensions ¥; = ®;.

We define extensions ¥; as follows. Let ¢;x(z) = 9F,,®;(x,0); we have that
|Vﬂ”7k<pj1k(x)| < |pp(z)]. Let 6 : R™ — R be smooth, nonnegative, and satisfy
the conditions [;, 6 =1, 6(z) = 0 whenever |z| > 1, and [;, 2°0(z) dz = 0 for all
multiindices ¢ € (Ng)™ with 1 < |¢| <m — 1. Let 6,(z) = t~"0(z/t). Define

m—1 m—1
1 1
Hye,) = Y gtein 00 = Y- 1t [ orue— )60 dy.
k=0 k=0 "

By the proof of [BHM17¢, Lemma 3.3], we have that Tr,, 1 Hj = ¢;. Furthermore,
if z € R™\ 27+4Q and |¢| < dist(z,2/71Q), then V" H;(x,t) = 0. Finally, if j > 1,
if z € 2772Q), and if |t| < dist(z, R™ \ 2772Q), then V"~ 1H;(z,t) = 0.

Observe that if ¢ € (No)" is a multiindex, then [[(96)||L1@n) is bounded,
uniformly in ¢, and so convolution with (8ﬁ6‘)t represents a bounded operator on
L1(R™) for any 1 < ¢ < co. Using this fact, it is elementary to show that

igﬂg”vaj( ) za@ny < OV @;llLa@ny < CIV @l Lagai+ag)-

This is not true of the function @;.
However, observe that V™ H; is not compactly supported. Let

5 (0.0) = (100 = Py t) 1 g ) + Poont)

Q)
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where 7(t) = 1if |¢{| < 1 and n(t) = 0 if |¢| > 2, and where P;(z,t) is the polynomial
of degree m — 1 with
_21+2g

/ / Hj(z,t) — Pj(z,t))dtdx =0
2i+5Q 2i+34(Q)

for all 0 < k < m — 1. Observe that H;(x,t) = V;(z,t) whenever |t| < —27720(Q).
By the Poincaré inequality, [pnr:|V™®;|7 < C2j€(Q)||V||<,b||%q(2H4Q) for any 1 <
q < oQ.

We now return to the terms in the bound (E8). By Theorem B.2]

to/2 N\ 2 o
(7[ on/a ”Q') < w1V el e

By formula (2.12), if |«| = m, x € R™ and t > 0, then
O%ug(x,t) = 8°DApy(x,t) = O°TIL (1 AV™ W) (x, t).

By [Barl6, Lemma 43], if p;. ; < ¢ < pzyo, where pf0 is as in Theorem [3.2] and
where 1/p}. o+ 1/p. o = 1, then V™II* is bounded LI(R"*!) s L(R™!), and

SO
to/2 1/2 C
2 m
(1, 970f) < grgytaraal ¥ ol

By our bounds on ¥y,

(][ ][/ oy |2)1/2< C 19,50l C 19,0l
/6 Q = [(Q)n/q 1PollLarn) = K(Q)"/q ¥ Le(8Q)
< CM(|V )| ) (o) /1.

Finally, let uf = u — ug = DA($ — ¢,). By formula (2.I2) for the double layer
potential, and because ¢ = Z;io $;, we have that

Oy (2, 1) = ‘a;@“nL (i 1_AVm\Ifj)(x,t)‘
j=1

<> lor It (1 AV (2, 1),
j=1
Let = € 2Q and let —£(Q) < t < £(Q). Recall that if j > 1, then V"¥; =0 in
{(y,5) : |s| < dist(y, R*\2972Q)}, and so 1_AV™¥; = 0in 27F1Q x (—274(Q), 00).
Thus, LITX(1-AV™V;)) = 0 in this set. If m is large enough, then by the
bound (B4,
2-2/3(Q)

O g (2,t)] gz ][+/ ][ am+1nL(1,Avm\1:j)(y,s)|dsdy.
j=1  J2HEQ

i=2/30(Q
By Holder’s inequality and the Caccioppoli inequality,

07" g ()]
297130(Q

1/2
< OMIIL (1_AV™U ) (y, 5)|? ds d >
E w (7;2/3@][2] W(Q)' 7 ( )y, s)"dsdy
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and by Theorem B.2] if ¢ > 0 then

27¢(Q 1/q
|0 g (0, 1)] < m (7[ ][ o TIH (1- AV™ ;)| ) :
211Q J—214(Q)

Ifp;.,<g< pz o» then again by boundedness of V™ II* and our bounds on AR P

m — c ; c ,
07" ug(z,1)] < Z WHVHSOHLQ(WHQ) < mM(Wn@W)(IO)l/q-
j=1

Thus, by Lemma B.18
N{(V"DA¢)(z0) < CM(IV @) (w0) /9 + M(Tx}, DAg)

for any ¢ sufficiently close to 2. Choosing ¢ < p, we have that by boundedness of
the maximal operator M and by Lemma .11

N4 (V" DAR) | Lo @n) < C|IV@ o @n)

as desired.

5.3. Reduction to operators of high order. We must now extend to the case of
operators of lower order. Recall formulas (£19) and (@20)). Our goal is to establish
an analogous formula for DA. That is, we wish to find an operator O such that

DA% = AMDA(0y),

where A is given by formula [@I8). We remark that we will need to take somewhat

more care in this case, as the natural domain of DA is not B>?2 but instead a closed
proper subset WAm71,1/2'

Let m > 1 and M > 1 be integers. Let ¢ be an array indexed by multiindices
of length m — 1. We define O¢ as follows.

If § € (No)"™! is a multiindex with |§] = m + 2M — 1, then there is some
nonnegative integer £ = §,,11 and some multiindex £ € (Ng)™ with |{| = 2M +m —
1 — £ such that 6 = (&,£). We define

(Ogb)(g)g) = 0, < 2M,

1/2

(O@)(e.0) = Pe,e—201) — Z Z FHO@) (erac,0—ok), 2M <L <2M+m —1
h=1 ¢ =k

where £} = k(¢ ap—g) = M!/CH(M — k)! whenever [¢| = k, and where ¢ and (! are
as in Section [4.4]
There are then constants u., s depending only on v, 6, m, M and the dimension

n + 1 such that
Z My, 6P~
lv[=m—1

for all [§] = m +2M — 1. As such, O is bounded on L?(R™) and WP (R") for any
1<p<oo ~
We now show that if ¢ is in the domain of D4, then O¢ is in the domain of DA,
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Lemma 5.10. Let m > 1 and let M > 1.

If p = Tr,,_1 F for some F € C§°(R™1), then Op = TrergM,l H for some
H € Cg°(R™H).

If ¢ = Tr,,_1 F for some F € W,%(R"“), then Op = Trm+2M_1 H for some
H e Wy oy (R

Proof. Let F; = Tr" BZHF. If F € Cg°(R"1!) then F; € C°(R™). If F €
W2 (R"1), then &), F € W2_,(R"*!) for all 0 < j < m — 1, and so F; =

Trt 8fl+1F lies in the space B7271727j71/2 (R™).

Observe that if |y| = m and v = (&) for some 0 < j < m — 1 and some
¢ € (No)", then @, = 9} F.

Claim. There exist functions @y, in either C§°(R™) or Bifﬁ-zM—é—lﬂ (R™), such
that

(5.11) (O@)(e.0) = D} Ds.

We will prove this by induction on ¢.

If ¢ < 2M (and in particular if £ = 0 or £ = 1), let ®;, = 0. By definition of O,
formula (BI7)) is valid for all £ < 2M.

If £ > 2M, then by the induction hypothesis

M
(Ob)(e0) = 6ﬁFé—2M — Z Z RO Doy
k=11C=k

Recall from Section B4l that AM = DIITIY: r50%°. Observe that AM = (A +

92,1)M, where A denotes the Laplacian in R™ or in the n horizontal variables in
R"*1, and so by definition of Eéw and the binomial theorem,

al (M
§ § ~M 02¢ 92M —2k __ § k a2M —2k
KJC 3” 8n+1 = ( k>A8n+1 .

k=0 |¢|=k k=0
Therefore,
M
~M 52 k
> R = (k)An
ICl=k
and so

M
(O@)(e.0) = O Froanr — Y O* APy
k=1
Taking ®y = Fy_ops — Z,ﬁil Aﬁq)g_gk, we see that the claim is valid.
‘We now must assemble the function H from the functions ®,.
If F e C°(R™1), let ) be a smooth cutoff function, and let

m—+2M—1 1
H(z,t)= it n(t) ().
£=0
If F e W2(R™), and so &, € By, 4y p(R™) forall 0 < £ <m+2M —1, it is

well known that there is a function H € W%“M (R™*1) such that 9%, H(z,0) =
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®y(x) for all such ¢. For example, as in Lemma [5.7] we may let
m—+2M—1

H(z,t)= Y %tf Dy * py(x)

£=0

where pi(x) = t7"p(x/t) for some function p that is smooth, compactly supported,
and satisfies [, p = 1, [, 27p(z)de = 0 for all v with 1 < |y| < m —1. An
elementary argument involving the Fourier transform completes the proof. (I

We have now shown that O¢ is the trace of some function H. We now make
explicit the relationship between ¢ and H.

Lemma 5.12. Let m > 1 and let M > 1. Let ¢ and H be as in the previous
lemma. Then ¢ = Tr,_1 AMH.

Proof. Let v = (£,7) for some 0 < j < m—1 and some || = m — 1 — j. Recall that

K§4 = K(G,m) = 1. We then have that

M
Py(x) = ¢, (@) = Z Z E%(O¢)5+2C,j+2z\/f—2k($)'

k=0|¢|=k
By definition of H,
M
ool = 30 3 RNOS0L, O P H (2,0
k=0|¢|=k

and by definition of Eéw ,
o (x) = 050), AM H(2,0) = 97 AM H (x,0)
as desired. (Il

Finally, we establish the analogue to formulas (£I9) and (Z20) for the double
layer potential.

Lemma 5.13. Let L be an operator of the form (L) of order 2m associated to
t-indepe@dent coefficients A that satisfy the bounds [22) and 23). Let M > 1
and let A be as in formula[{.18

Let He W2 oy (R"1). Then

DA(Tr,,_1 AMH) = AMDA(Tr, 4001 H).
In particular, by Lemmal513, if ¢ € WAfnle/Q(R"), then
DAY = AMDA(0y).
Proof. Recall that by formula (2I2]) for the double layer potential
DA(Tr,, 1 AMH)=1_AMH —TT*(1_AV™AMH)

and
AMDA(TI'erzMﬂ H)=1_AMH - AMHL(]_iAJV’mA*QMH)'

Thus, we need only show that AMIIL(1_AV™+2M ) = ITL(1_ AV AM H).
By the definition (ZI0) of the Newton potential, we have that

u=T"1_AV™AMH)
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is the unique element of W2 (R"!) that satisfies

<Vm<p, AVmu>Rn+1 = <Vm<p, AVmAMH>]R’1+1

for all ¢ € W2 (R"1).
Choose some such ¢. Then there is a ® € W2 _,,,(R"!) such that AM® = .
Let v = AMTIL(1_AV™2M H). Then

(V™ AV ™ 0)gnin = (VPAM S, AV AMTIE (1_ AV™2M [
It is clear from the definition of L in Section @A) that
(V™0 AV™ )i = (VM H2M G AYmH2MYIL (1 AV™H2M 1))
Again by formula (2.10),
(V"0, AV ™ 0)gnsr = (V" H2M o AV M) s

and again by the definition of Z,
(V"0 AV 0)gnsr = (VAN D, AV AM H)puir = (V70, AV AMH) s

This equation is valid for all ¢ € W2 (R"*1), and so u = v, as desired. O

5.4. Nontangential and area integral estimates. By Lemmas 5.1 and 513, we
have that the bound (LIJ)) is valid; that is, if L and A are as in Theorem [[.T5]
then there is some € > 0 such that if 2 — e < p < 2 + ¢, then

(5.14) N4 (V™ DAG) || Lo @n) < Cpll@llviar

m—1,1 (]Rn)

for any ¢ that satisfies o = Tr,,_1 ® for some ® smooth and compactly supported.
By density, we may extend D4 to an operator from WAy | 1 (R") to Wi)loc(Riﬂ)
that satisfies this bound.

Using this bound, it is straightforward to establish the bounds (TI9)-(T29).
Corollary 5.15. Let L and A be as in Theorem [[.ID. Then the bound (LIQ) is

valid; that is, there is some € > 0 such that

(516) [ Ne(V" ' DAf) o) < Collfllsiar @y #2-c<p<2+e,

1,0
whenever f =Tr,,_1 F for some F € CJ°(R"1).
Furthermore, there is some € > 0 such that the bounds (L28) and (L29) are
valid; that is,
(5.17)  AF V"D Lreny < Coll@llyiar | @ny  U2<p<2+e,

1,1

(618) ATV DA Do) < Collfliar gy F2<p<2e,

1,0
whenever f =Tr,,_1 F and o= Tr,, , ® for some F, ® € C§°(R™F1).

Proof. We will use Lemma to establish the bound (5.I7). Let u = 0,11 D2¢
and ug = 8n+1DAgb3Q, where ¢ is as in Definition 5.9 and let ¢p = C|¢|. By the
bounds (EI4) and (20), the conditions of Lemma are satisfied, and so the
bound (B17) is valid.

By formula (@.6)), if F', ® € C§°(R™) and Tr,_1 F = Trp_1 On+1®, then

DA(Tr,, 1 F) = SL(ATr,, ®) + §,DA(Tr,,_1 D).
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As in the proof of [BHMI7a) formula (6.3)], given Tr,, 1 F we may find an appro-
priate ® such that

||A'I‘I‘m (I)HLP(Rn) + ||Trm—1 (I)”WAfn

R™) < ||’j:‘rm—1 FHWAfnfLo(Rn)'

,1,1(

Thus, the bound (&I6) follows from Lemma [£2]] and the bound (&I4), and the

bound (BI8)) follows from Lemma 23 and the bound (GI7]). O
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