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Abstract

We provide a summary of the continuity properties of the boundary integral
operator corresponding to the double layer potential associated to the fundamen-
tal solution of a nonhomogeneous second order elliptic differential operator with
constant coefficients in Hölder and Schauder spaces on the boundary of a bounded
open subset of Rn. The purpose is two-fold. On one hand we try present in a single
paper all the known continuity results on the topic with the best known exponents
in a Hölder and Schauder space setting and on the other hand we show that many
of the properties we present can be deduced by applying results that hold in an
abstract setting of metric spaces with a measure that satisfies certain growth condi-
tions that include non-doubling measures as in a series of papers by García-Cuerva
and Gatto in the frame of Hölder spaces and later by the author.

1 Introduction

In this paper, we consider the double layer potential associated to the fundamental
solution of a second order differential operator with constant coefficients. Through-
out the paper, we assume that

n ∈ N \ {0, 1} ,

where N denotes the set of natural numbers including 0. Let α ∈]0, 1], m ∈ N. Let
Ω be a bounded open subset of Rn of classCm,α. Here we understand thatCm,0 ≡
Cm. For the notation and standard properties of the (generalized) Schauder spaces
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and sets of class Cm,α we refer for example to Dondi and the author [10, §2] and
to the reference [8, §2.11, 2.13] of Dalla Riva, the author and Musolino.

Let ν ≡ (νl)l=1,...,n denote the external unit normal to ∂Ω. If Ω is an open
Lipschitz set ν is known to exist only for almost all points of ∂Ω. Let N2 denote
the number of multi-indexes γ ∈ Nn with |γ| ≤ 2. For each

a ≡ (aγ)|γ|≤2 ∈ C
N2 , (1)

we set
a(2) ≡ (alj)l,j=1,...,n a(1) ≡ (aj)j=1,...,n a ≡ a0 .

with alj ≡ 2−1ael+ej for j 6= l, ajj ≡ aej+ej , and aj ≡ aej , where {ej : j =

1, . . . , n} is the canonical basis of Rn. We note that the matrix a(2) is symmetric.
Then we assume that a ∈ CN2 satisfies the following ellipticity assumption

inf
ξ∈Rn,|ξ|=1

Re







∑

|γ|=2

aγξ
γ







> 0 , (2)

and we consider the case in which

alj ∈ R ∀l, j = 1, . . . , n . (3)

Then we introduce the operators

P [a, D]u ≡
n
∑

l,j=1

∂xl
(alj∂xj

u) +

n
∑

l=1

al∂xl
u+ au ,

B∗
Ωv ≡

n
∑

l,j=1

ajlνl∂xj
v −

n
∑

l=1

νlalv ,

for all u, v ∈ C2(Ω), and a fundamental solution Sa of P [a, D], and the boundary
integral operator corresponding to the double layer potential

WΩ[a, Sa, µ](x) ≡ p.v.

∫

∂Ω

µ(y)B∗
Ω,y (Sa(x− y)) dσy (4)

= −p.v.

∫

∂Ω

µ(y)
n
∑

l,j=1

ajlνl(y)
∂Sa

∂xj
(x− y) dσy

−
∫

∂Ω

µ(y)

n
∑

l=1

νl(y)alSa(x− y) dσy

for almost all x ∈ ∂Ω, where the density or moment µ is a function from ∂Ω to
C. Here the subscript y of B∗

Ω,y means that we are taking y as variable of the

differential operator B∗
Ω,y , dσ is the ordinary (n − 1)-dimensional measure, and
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‘p.v.’ denotes the principal value of the integral. Thus the kernel of the boundary
integral operator corresponding to the double layer potential is the following

KΩ,a(x, y) ≡ B∗
Ω,y (Sa(x− y)) (5)

≡ −
n
∑

l,j=1

ajlνl(y)
∂Sa

∂xj
(x− y)−

n
∑

l=1

νl(y)alSa(x− y)

for all x ∈ ∂Ω and for almost all y ∈ ∂Ω with x 6= y (cf. (4)). The role of the
double layer potential in the solution of boundary value problems for the operator
P [a, D] is well known (cf. e.g., Günter [26], Kupradze, Gegelia, Basheleishvili and
Burchuladze [33], Mikhlin [44], Mikhlin and Prössdorf [45], Buchukuri, Chkadua,
Duduchava, and Natroshvili [2].)

Here we provide a summary of the continuity properties of the boundary oper-
ator WΩ[a, Sa, ·] (the so-called Neumann-Poincaré operator in case P [a, D] is the
Laplace operator) in the frame of Hölder and Schauder spaces.

Also, we give references to proofs where a consistent part of the arguments are
based on results for integral operators that hold in a metric space with a measure
that satisfies certain growth conditions that include non-doubling measures as in
a series of papers by García-Cuerva and Gatto [15], [16], Gatto [18] in the frame
of Hölder spaces and that have been further developed in [35]. We now briefly
present such abstract setting, that this paper shows to have several applications (see
also [36], [37], [38], [39]). Let (M,d) be a metric space and let X , Y be subsets
of M .

Let N be a σ-algebra of parts of Y ,BY ⊆ N .

Let ν be measure on N . (6)

Let ν(B(x, r) ∩ Y ) < +∞ ∀(x, r) ∈ X×]0,+∞[ ,

where BY denotes the σ-algebra of the Borel subsets of Y and

B(ξ, r) ≡ {η ∈M : d(ξ, η) < r} ∀(ξ, r) ∈M×]0,+∞[ .

We assume that υY ∈]0,+∞[ and we consider two types of assumptions on ν. The
first assumption is that Y is upper υY -Ahlfors regular with respect to X , i.e., that

there exist rX,Y,υY
∈]0,+∞] , cX,Y,υY

∈]0,+∞[ such that

ν(B(x, r) ∩ Y ) ≤ cX,Y,υY
rυY

for all x ∈ X and r ∈]0, rX,Y,υY
[ . (7)

In case X = Y , we just say that Y is upper υY -Ahlfors regular and this is the
assumption that has been considered by García-Cuerva and Gatto [15], [16], Gatto
[17], [18] in case X = Y = M . See also Edmunds, Kokilashvili and Meskhi [12,
Chap. 6] in the frame of Lebsgue spaces.
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An interesting feature of condition (7) is that it does not imply any estimate of
ν(B(x, r) ∩ Y ) from below in terms of rυY as in a so called lower υY -Ahlfors
regularity condition that together with (7) would imply the validity of the so-called
υY -Ahlfors regularity condition and accordingly the validity of the so-called dou-
bling condition for the measure ν, i.e., the following condition

there exist rX,Y ∈]0,+∞] , cX,Y ∈]0,+∞[ such that

ν(B(x, 2r) ∩ Y ) ≤ cX,Y ν(B(x, r) ∩ Y )

for all x ∈ X and r ∈]0, rX,Y [ . (8)

Now condition (7) says that one can estimate the ν-measure of a ball B(x, r) ∩ Y
in Y from above in terms of the measure of a ball of radius r in a Euclidean space
of dimension υY (at least for integer values of υY ).

As in [35], we also consider a stronger condition than (7) that still does not
involve estimates from below for ν in which we replace the ball B(x, r) ∩ Y in Y
with an annular domain (B(x, r2) \ B(x, r1)) ∩ Y with 0 ≤ r1 < r2 in Y and
that says that one can estimate the ν-measure of an annular domain (B(x, r2) \
B(x, r1)) ∩ Y in Y from above in terms of the measure of an annular domain of
radii r1 and r2 in a Euclidean space of dimension υY (at least for integer values of
υY ). Namely, we assume that Y is strongly upper υY -Ahlfors regular with respect
to X , i.e., that

there exist rX,Y,υY
∈]0,+∞] , cX,Y,υY

∈]0,+∞[ such that

ν((B(x, r2) \B(x, r1)) ∩ Y ) ≤ cX,Y,υY
(rυY

2 − rυY

1 )

for all x ∈ X and r1, r2 ∈ [0, rX,Y,υY
[ with r1 < r2 , (9)

where we understand that B(x, 0) ≡ ∅ (in case X = Y , we just say that Y is
strongly upper υY -Ahlfors regular). So, for example, if Y is the boundary of a
bounded open Lipschitz subset of M = R

n, then Y is upper (n − 1)-Ahlfors
regular with respect to Rn (cf. Proposition 5 of the Appendix A) and if Y is the
boundary of an open bounded subset of M = Rn of class C1, then Y is strongly
upper (n − 1)-Ahlfors regular with respect to Y (cf. Proposition 5 and Remark 2
of the Appendix A).

One may wonder about the importance of considering only growth conditions
from above for the measure as in the upper Ahlfors or strong upper Ahlfors regular-
ity condition and not from below and about the importance of considering measures
that do not satisfy the doubling condition. Here we mention the papers of Verdera
[59], [63, p. 21] in connection with the integral operator of the Cauchy kernel. Also,
in section 8, we present some elementary examples of surfaces in R3 in which such
conditions from below and the doubling are actually violated.

In the present survey paper X and Y are mainly subsets of the boundary ∂Ω
of some bounded open subset Ω of M ≡ Rn, d is the Euclidean distance and ν
coincides with the ordinary (n− 1)-dimensional measure on ∂Ω.
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2 Preliminaries and Notation

Let Mn(R) denote the set of n × n matrices with real entries. |A| denotes the
operator norm of a matrix A, At denotes the transpose matrix of A. Let On(R)
denote the set of n× n orthogonal matrices with real entries. We also set

Bn(x, ρ) ≡ {y ∈ R
n : |x− y| < ρ} ∀(ξ, ρ) ∈ R

n×]0,+∞[ .

Here and in the sequel, mn denotes the n-dimensional Lebesgue measure in Rn

and mn−1 denotes the ordinary (n− 1)-dimensional (surface) measure and

ωn ≡ mn(Bn(0, 1)) , sn ≡ mn−1(∂Bn(0, 1)) . (10)

For the standard notation of the spaces of Hölder or Lipschitz continuous functions,
we refer for example to [10, §2], [8, §2.6]. Let Ω be an open subset of Rn. Let
s ∈ N \ {0}, f ∈

(

C1(Ω)
)s

. Then Df denotes the Jacobian matrix of f . In order
to analyze the kernel of the double layer potential, we need some more information
on the fundamental solution Sa. To do so, we introduce the fundamental solution
Sn of the Laplace operator. Namely, we set

Sn(x) ≡
{ 1

sn
ln |x| ∀x ∈ Rn \ {0}, if n = 2 ,
1

(2−n)sn
|x|2−n ∀x ∈ Rn \ {0}, if n > 2 .

and we follow a formulation of Dalla Riva [7, Thm. 5.2, 5.3] and Dalla Riva, Morais
and Musolino [9, Thm. 5.5], that we state as in paper [10, Cor. 4.2] of Dondi and
the author (see also John [31], and Miranda [46] for homogeneous operators, and
Mitrea and Mitrea [50, p. 203]).

Proposition 1 Let a be as in (1), (2), (3). Let Sa be a fundamental solution of
P [a, D]. Then there exist an invertible matrix T ∈Mn(R) such that

a(2) = TT t , (11)

a real analytic function A1 from ∂Bn(0, 1) × R to C such that A1(·, 0) is odd,
b0 ∈ C, a real analytic function B1 from Rn to C such that B1(0) = 0, and a real
analytic function C from Rn to C such that

Sa(x) =
1√

det a(2)
Sn(T

−1x) (12)

+|x|3−nA1(
x

|x| , |x|) + (B1(x) + b0(1− δ2,n)) ln |x|+ C(x) ,

for all x ∈ Rn\{0}, and such that both b0 andB1 equal zero if n is odd. Moreover,

1√
det a(2)

Sn(T
−1x)

is a fundamental solution for the principal part of P [a, D].
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In particular for the statement that A1(·, 0) is odd, we refer to Dalla Riva, Morais
and Musolino [9, Thm. 5.5, (32)], where A1(·, 0) coincides with f1(a, ·) in that
paper. Then for each θ ∈]0, 1], we define the function ωθ(·) from [0,+∞[ to itself
by setting

ωθ(r) ≡







0 r = 0 ,
rθ | ln r| r ∈]0, rθ] ,
rθθ | ln rθ| r ∈]rθ,+∞[ ,

(13)

where rθ ≡ e−1/θ. Next we introduce some notation for the kernels. We do so in
the abstract context of metric spaces. If X and Y are subsets of a metric space M ,
we consider off-diagonal kernels K from (X × Y ) \DX×Y to C, where

DX×Y ≡ {(x, y) ∈ X × Y : x = y}

denotes the diagonal set ofX×Y and we introduce the following class of ‘potential
type’ kernels (see also paper [10] of the author and Dondi, where such classes
have been introduced in a form that generalizes those of Giraud [25], Gegelia [19],
Kupradze, Gegelia, Basheleishvili and Burchuladze [33, Chap. IV]).

Definition 1 Let (M,d) be a metric space. Let X , Y ⊆ M . Let s1, s2, s3 ∈ R.
We denote by the symbol Ks1,s2,s3(X × Y ) the set of continuous functionsK from
(X × Y ) \DX×Y to C such that

‖K‖Ks1,s2,s3
(X×Y ) ≡ sup

{

d(x, y)s1 |K(x, y)| : (x, y) ∈ X × Y, x 6= y

}

+sup

{

d(x′, y)s2

d(x′, x′′)s3
|K(x′, y)−K(x′′, y)| :

x′, x′′ ∈ X, x′ 6= x′′, y ∈ Y \B(x′, 2d(x′, x′′))

}

< +∞ .

For s2 = s1 + s3 one has the so-called class of standard kernels that is the case in
which García-Cuerva and Gatto [15], [16], Gatto [18] have proved T 1 Theorems
for the integral operators with kernel K in case of weakly singular, singular and
hyper-singular integral operators with X = Y .

We also consider the following more restrictive class of kernels.

Definition 2 Let (M,d) be a metric space. Let X , Y ⊆M . Let ν be as in (6). Let
s1, s2, s3 ∈ R. We set

K♯
s1,s2,s3(X × Y ) ≡

{

K ∈ Ks1,s2,s3(X × Y ) :

K(x, ·) is ν − integrable in Y \B(x, r) for all (x, r) ∈ X×]0,+∞[ ,

sup
x∈X

sup
r∈]0,+∞[

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∫

Y \B(x,r)

K(x, y) dν(y)

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

< +∞
}
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and

‖K‖K♯
s1,s2,s3

(X×Y ) ≡ ‖K‖Ks1,s2,s3
(X×Y )

+ sup
x∈X

sup
r∈]0,+∞[

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∫

Y \B(x,r)

K(x, y) dν(y)

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∀K ∈ K♯
s1,s2,s3(X × Y ) .

Clearly, (K♯
s1,s2,s3(X × Y ), ‖ · ‖K♯

s1,s2,s3
(X×Y )) is a normed space and the space

K♯
s1,s2,s3(X × Y ) is continuously embedded into Ks1,s2,s3(X × Y ).

3 The double layer potential on the boundary of Lip-

schitz and C1 domains

For the definition of open Lipschitz subset of Rn and of open subset of Rn of class
C1, we refer for example to Dalla Riva, the author and Musolino [8, §2.9, 2.13].

Salaev [55] has proved that the Cauchy integral on a rectifiable simple closed
curve that satisfies an upper Ahlfors regularity condition is bounded in the space
C0,β on the curve for β ∈]0, 1[.

Since the double layer potential is the real part of the Cauchy integral for
real densities, it follows that the double layer potential WΩ[a, Sa, ·] is bounded in
C0,β(∂Ω) for β ∈]0, 1[ in case Ω is a Jordan domain bounded by a rectifiable sim-
ple closed curve that satisfies an upper Ahlfors regularity condition and Sa equals
the fundamental solution of the Laplace operator.

For the estimate of moduli of continuity of the Cauchy integral on a rectifiable
simple closed curve that satisfies an upper Ahlfors regularity condition even in
generalized Hölder spaces, we should also mention the papers of Plemelj [53],
Privaloff [54], Zygmund [66], Magnaradze [42], Babaev and Salaev [1], Tamrazov
[60], [61], [62], Gerus [20], [21], [22], [23], Salimov [57], Dyn’kin [11], Salaev,
Guseı̆nov and Seı̆fullaev [56], Guseı̆nov [27].

Then Mitrea, Mitrea and Mitrea [51, Prop. 25.5.21] have proved that the dou-
ble layer potential WΩ[a, Sa, ·] is bounded in C0,β(∂Ω) for β ∈]0, 1[ in case Sa

equals the fundamental solution of the Laplace operator and the ordinary (n− 1)-
dimensional measure on the boundary on Ω satisfies an upper Ahlfors growth con-
dition, a condition that certainly holds if Ω is a bounded open Lipschitz subset of
R

n with n ≥ 2.
If Ω is a bounded open Lipschitz subset of Rn, then there exists a subset N

of measure zero of ∂Ω such that the outward unit normal ν exists at all points of
(∂Ω) \N .

By Mitrea, Mitrea and Mitrea [51, Prop. 25.5.21], Mitrea [49], the function
WΩ[a, Sa, µ] is uniformly continuous on (∂Ω) \ N and thus it admits a unique
uniformly continuous extension to the closure of (∂Ω)\N in ∂Ω, i.e., to the whole
of ∂Ω. However, the principal value of (4) may well exist at some point x ∈ N and
be different from the value of the continuous extension of WΩ[a, Sa, µ] at x. For
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the existence of the principal value of (4) at points ofN in dimension 2, we refer to
classical books such as that of Gakhov [14, §4.5, p. 31] and in higher dimensions
we refer to Burago and Maz’ya [3, Thm. 2, p. 17]. In case Ω is of class C1, we can
take N = ∅.

4 The double layer potential on the boundary of do-

mains of class C1,α with α ∈]0, 1[.
For the definition of open subset of Rn of class C1,α for some α ∈]0, 1], we refer
for example to Dalla Riva, the author and Musolino [8, §2.13].

Here we must say that we only consider the boundary behaviour of the double
layer potential. Instead for the regularity properties of the double layer poten-
tial in the Schauder space C1,α outside of the boundary we refer to Günter [26],
Kupradze, Gegelia, Basheleishvili and Burchuladze [33], Mikhlin [44], Mikhlin
and Prössdorf [45], Miranda [46], [47], Wiegner [65], Dalla Riva [7], Dalla Riva,
Morais and Musolino [9], Mitrea, Mitrea and Verdera [52] and references therein.

We first state the following theorem, that extends a known result of Schauder
[58, p. 614] for the harmonic double layer potential in case n = 3. For later
contributions see also Mitrea [48]. For the (classical) definition of the generalized
Hölder space C0,ω1(·)(∂Ω) we refer for example to [10, §2].

Theorem 1 Let n ∈ N\{0, 1}. Let a be as in (1), (2), (3). Let Sa be a fundamental
solution of P [a, D]. Let α ∈]0, 1[, β ∈]0, 1].

Let Ω be a bounded open subset of Rn of class C1,α. Then the following state-
ments hold.

(i) If 0 < β < 1−α, then the operatorWΩ[a, Sa, ·] fromC0,β(∂Ω) toC0,α+β(∂Ω)
defined by (4) for all µ ∈ C0,β(∂Ω) is linear and continuous.

(ii) If β = 1−α, then the operatorWΩ[a, Sa, ·] from C0,β(∂Ω) to C0,ω1(·)(∂Ω)
defined by (4) for all µ ∈ C0,β(∂Ω) is linear and continuous.

Proof. We first note that the membership of 1 in C1,α(∂Ω) and Dondi and the
author [10, Thm 9.2] implies that

WΩ[a, Sa, 1] ∈ C1,α(∂Ω) ⊆ C0,ω1(·)(∂Ω) ⊆ C0,θ(∂Ω) ∀θ ∈]0, 1[ .

By [10, Rmk 6.1 (ii)], we know that the kernel B∗
Ω,y (Sa(x− y)) of the double

layer potential belongs to the class Kn−1−α,n−α,1((∂Ω) × (∂Ω)). In particular,
B∗

Ω,y (Sa(x − y)) is weakly singular and accordinglyWΩ[a, Sa, ·] defines a linear

and continuous map fromC0,β(∂Ω) to C0(∂Ω) both in case of statement (i) and of
statement (ii) (cf. e.g., [10, Prop. 6.1 (i)]). We also note that in case (n−α)− β >
n − 1 of statement (i), we also have 1 + (n − 1) − (n − α − β) > 0. Then [35,
Prop. 5.11] (or [10, Lem. 6.1]) implies the existence of c ∈]0,+∞[ such that

|WΩ[a, Sa, µ](x
′)−WΩ[a, Sa, µ](x

′′)| (14)

8



≤ c‖K‖Kn−1−α,n−α,1((∂Ω)×(∂Ω))‖µ‖C0,β(∂Ω)ω(|x′ − x′′|)
+‖µ‖C0(∂Ω)|WΩ[a, Sa, 1](x

′)−WΩ[a, Sa, 1](x
′′)|

for all x′, x′′ ∈ ∂Ω such that |x′ − x′′| < e−1 and for all µ ∈ C0,β(∂Ω), where

ω(r) ≡
{

rmin{α+β,1} if n− α− β < n− 1 as in (i) ,
max{rα+β , ω1(r)} if n− α− β = n− 1 as in (ii) ,

∀r ∈]0,+∞[ .

Then under the assumptions of statement (i), we have

C0,rmin{α+β,1}

(∂Ω) = C0,α+β(∂Ω)

and the membership of WΩ[a, Sa, 1] in C0,α+β(∂Ω) and inequality (14) imply the
validity of statement (i) (see also [10, Rmk. 2.2]). Instead, under the assumptions
of statement (ii), we have α+ β = 1,

C0,max{rα+β,ω1(r)}(∂Ω) = C0,ω1(·)(∂Ω)

and the membership of WΩ[a, Sa, 1] in C0,ω1(·)(∂Ω) and inequality (14) imply the
validity of statement (ii) (see also [10, Rmk. 2.2]). ✷

Next we turn to consider case α + β > 1 and we state the following theo-
rem, that collects and extends results of Fichera and De Vito [13, LXXXIII] for
the Laplace operator in case n = 2. See also Miranda [47, 15.VI], where the au-
thor mentions a result of Giraud [24], Mitrea [48], Dondi and the author [10] and
[37, Thm. 5.1]. For the (classical) definition of the generalized Schauder space
C1,ωα(·)(∂Ω) we refer for example to [10, §2].

Theorem 2 Let n ∈ N\{0, 1}. Let a be as in (1), (2), (3). Let Sa be a fundamental
solution of P [a, D]. Let α ∈]0, 1[, β ∈]0, 1], α+ β > 1.

Let Ω be a bounded open subset of Rn of class C1,α. Then the following state-
ments hold.

(i) If β < 1, then the operator WΩ[a, Sa, ·] from C0,β(∂Ω) to C1,α+β−1(∂Ω)
defined by (4) for all µ ∈ C0,β(∂Ω) is linear and continuous.

(ii) If β = 1, then the operator WΩ[a, Sa, ·] from C0,β(∂Ω) = C0,1(∂Ω) to
C1,ωα+β−1(∂Ω) = C1,ωα(∂Ω) defined by (4) for all µ ∈ C0,1(∂Ω) is linear
and continuous.

For a proof we refer to [37, Thm. 5.1]. Here we do not provide a complete proof of
Theorem 2, but we point out that the proof is based on statements that hold in the
general setting that we have mentioned in the introduction. Indeed, ∂Ω is strongly
upper (n− 1)-Ahlfors regular (cf. Proposition 5 and Remark 2 of the Appendix A)
and Dondi and the author [10, Thm 9.2] implies that

WΩ[a, Sa, 1] ∈ C1,α(∂Ω) (15)
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and we note that one can prove classically that

grad∂Ω,xWΩ[a, Sa, µ](x) = grad∂Ω,x

∫

∂Ω

B∗
Ω,y (Sa(x− y))µ(y) dσy (16)

=

∫

∂Ω

[grad∂Ω,xB
∗
Ω,y (Sa(x− y))](µ(y)− µ(x)) dσy

+µ(x)grad∂Ω

∫

∂Ω

B∗
Ω,y (Sa(x− y)) dσy

= Q[K,µ, 1](x)

+µ(x)grad∂ΩWΩ[a, Sa, 1](x) ∀x ∈ ∂Ω

for all µ ∈ C0,β(∂Ω), where grad∂Ω denotes the tangental gradient and grad∂Ω,x

denotes the tangental gradient with respect to the first variable (cf. [36, Thm. 6.1])
and

K(x, y) ≡ −[grad∂Ω,xB
∗
Ω,y (Sa(x− y))] ∀(x, y) ∈ (∂Ω)2 \D(∂Ω)×(∂Ω) ,

Q[K,µ, 1](x) ≡
∫

∂Ω

K(x, y)(µ(x) − µ(y)) dσy ∀x ∈ ∂Ω

for all µ ∈ C0,β(∂Ω). Then one can deduce the continuity of the operatorQ[K, ·, 1]
from C0,β(∂Ω) to C0,α+β−1(∂Ω) if β < 1 and to C0,ωα(∂Ω) if β = 1 by exploit-
ing the proof of [37, Lem. 4.6] on the membership of the tangential gradient of the
kernel of the double layer potential in an appropriate class and the abstract result
on Q of [35, Prop. 6.3 (iii) (c), (cc)] in metric spaces, that generalizes previous
work of Gatto [18]. Then the membership of (15) together with the continuity of
the pointwise product in generalized Schauder spaces (cf. e.g., [10, Lems. 2.4, 2.5])
imply that grad∂Ω,xWΩ[a, Sa, ·] is bounded from C0,β(∂Ω) to C1,α+β−1(∂Ω) if
β < 1 and to C1,ωα(∂Ω) if β = 1 and thus Theorem 2 can be proved to be true.

By setting β = α in the previous Theorems 1, 2, we immediately deduce the
validity of the following corollary that says that in a set of a class C1,α with α ∈
]0, 1[. the regularizing effect of boundary double layer potential on the boundary
equals α, with the only exceptional value α = 1/2.

Corollary 1 Let n ∈ N\{0, 1}. Let a be as in (1), (2), (3). Let Sa be a fundamental
solution of P [a, D]. Let α ∈]0, 1[.

Let Ω be a bounded open subset of Rn of class C1,α. Then the following state-
ments hold.

(i) If 0 < α < 1/2, then the operatorWΩ[a, Sa, ·] fromC0,α(∂Ω) toC0,2α(∂Ω)
defined by (4) for all µ ∈ C0,α(∂Ω) is linear and continuous.

(ii) If α = 1/2, then the operator WΩ[a, Sa, ·] from C0,α(∂Ω) to C0,ω2α(·)(∂Ω)
defined by (4) for all µ ∈ C0,α(∂Ω) is linear and continuous.

(iii) If 1/2 < α < 1, then the operatorWΩ[a, Sa, ·] fromC0,α(∂Ω) toC1,2α−1(∂Ω)
defined by (4) for all µ ∈ C0,α(∂Ω) is linear and continuous.
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5 The double layer potential on the boundary of do-

mains of class C1,1 and C2.

We first mention some known results in the classical case of the boundary be-
haviour of the double layer potential in Schauder spaces with m = 2. Instead
for the regularity properties of the double layer potential in Schauder spaces with
m = 2 outside of the boundary we refer to Günter [26], Kupradze, Gegelia,
Basheleishvili and Burchuladze [33], Mikhlin [44], Mikhlin and Prössdorf [45],
Miranda [46], [47], Wiegner [65], Dalla Riva [7], Dalla Riva, Morais and Musolino
[9], Mitrea, Mitrea and Verdera [52] and references therein.

In case n = 3 and Ω is of class C2, α ∈]0, 1[ and if P [a, D] is the Helmholtz
operator, Colton and Kress [6] have developed previous work of Günter [26] and
Mikhlin [44] and proved that the operatorW [∂Ω, a, Sa, ·] is bounded fromC0,α(∂Ω)
to C1,α(∂Ω).

In case n ≥ 2, α ∈]0, 1[ and Ω is of class C2 and if P [a, D] is the Laplace
operator, Hsiao and Wendland [30, Remark 1.2.1, p. 10] deduce that the operator
W [∂Ω, a, Sa, ·] is bounded from C0,α(∂Ω) to C1,α(∂Ω) by the work of Mikhlin
and Prössdorf [45].

We now show that if Ω is of classC1,1, then the double layer potential improves
the regularity of one unit if β < 1 (and of less than that if β = 1) Namely, we have
the following statement that is a generalization of classical results for the Laplace
and Helmoltz operator in case Ω is of class C2 and β ∈]0, 1[ (see Colton and Kress
[6, Thm. 2.22], Hsiao and Wendland [30, Remark 1.2.1, p. 10]).

Theorem 3 Let β ∈]0, 1]. Let Ω be a bounded open subset of Rn of class C1,1.
Let a be as in (1), (2), (3). Let Sa be a fundamental solution of P [a, D]. Then the
following statements hold.

(i) If β < 1, then the operator WΩ[a, Sa, ·] from C0,β(∂Ω) to C1,β(∂Ω) that is
defined by (4) for all µ ∈ C0,β(∂Ω) is linear and continuous.

(ii) If β = 1, then the operatorWΩ[a, Sa, ·] from C0,1(∂Ω) to C1,ω1(·)(∂Ω) that
is defined by (4) for all µ ∈ C0,1(∂Ω) is linear and continuous.

For a proof we refer to [38, Thm. 1.1]. Here we do not provide a complete proof of
Theorem 3, but we point out that the proof is based on statements that hold in the
general setting that we have mentioned in the introduction. Indeed, ∂Ω is strongly
upper (n− 1)-Ahlfors regular (cf. Proposition 5 and Remark 2 of the Appendix A)
and reference [37, Lem. 5.4] implies that

WΩ[a, Sa, 1] ∈ C1,ω1(·)(∂Ω) . (17)

and we note that one can exploit formula (16), the proof of [37, Lem. 4.6] on the
membership of the tangential gradient of the kernel of the double layer potential in
an appropriate class and the abstract result of [35, Prop. 6.3 (ii) (b), (bb)] in metric
spaces, that generalizes previous work of Gatto [18]. To do so, we deduce the
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continuity of Q[K, ·, 1] from C0,β(∂Ω) to C0,β(∂Ω) if β < 1 and to C0,ω1(·)(∂Ω)
if β = 1 by the abstract result on Q of [35, Prop. 6.3 (ii) (b), (bb)], that generalizes
previous work of Gatto [18]. Indeed, ∂Ω is strongly upper (n− 1)-Ahlfors regular
(cf. Proposition 5 and Remark 2 of the Appendix A). Then the membership of
(17) together with the continuity of the pointwise product in generalized Schauder
spaces (cf. e.g., [10, Lems. 2.4, 2.5]) imply that grad∂Ω,xWΩ[a, Sa, ·] is bounded
from C0,β(∂Ω) to C1,β(∂Ω) if β < 1 and to C1,ω1(·)(∂Ω) if β = 1 and one can
deduce the validity of Theorem 3.

6 The double layer potential on the boundary of do-

mains of class Cm,α with m ≥ 2, α ∈]0, 1[.
We first mention some known results in the classical case of the boundary be-
haviour of the double layer potential in Schauder spaces with m ≥ 2. Instead
for the regularity properties of the double layer potential in Schauder spaces with
m ≥ 2 outside of the boundary we refer to Günter [26], Kupradze, Gegelia,
Basheleishvili and Burchuladze [33], Mikhlin [44], Mikhlin and Prössdorf [45],
Miranda [46], [47], Wiegner [65], Dalla Riva [7], Dalla Riva, Morais and Musolino
[9], Mitrea, Mitrea and Verdera [52] and references therein.

In case n = 3, m ≥ 2, α ∈]0, 1] and Ω is of class Cm,α and if P [a, D]
is the Laplace operator, Günter [26, Appendix, § IV, Thm. 3] has proved that
W [∂Ω, a, Sa, ·] is bounded from Cm−2,α(∂Ω) to Cm−1,α′

(∂Ω) for α′ ∈]0, α[.
In case n ≥ 2, α ∈]0, 1], O. Chkadua [4] has pointed out that one could exploit

Kupradze, Gegelia, Basheleishvili and Burchuladze [33, Chap. IV, Sect. 2, Thm
2.9, Chap. IV, Sect. 3, Theorems 3.26 and 3.28] and prove that if Ω is of classCm,α,
then W [∂Ω, a, Sa, ·] is bounded from Cm−1,α′

(∂Ω) to Cm,α′

(∂Ω) for α′ ∈]0, α[.
In case n = 3, m ≥ 2, α ∈]0, 1[ and Ω is of class Cm,α and if P [a, D] is

the Helmholtz operator, Kirsch [32, Thm. 3.3 (a)] has developed previous work
of Günter [26], Mikhlin [44] and Colton and Kress [6] and has proved that the
operatorWΩ[a, Sa, ·] is bounded from Cm−1,α(∂Ω) to Cm,α(∂Ω).

von Wahl [64] has considered the case of Sobolev spaces and has proved that
if Ω is of class C∞ and if Sa is the fundamental solution of the Laplace operator,
then the double layer improves the regularity of one unit on the boundary. Then
Heinemann [28] has developed the ideas of von Wahl in the frame of Schauder
spaces and has proved that if Ω is of class Cm+5 and if Sa is the fundamental so-
lution of the Laplace operator, then the double layer improves the regularity of one
unit on the boundary, i.e., WΩ[a, Sa, ·] is linear and continuous from Cm,α(∂Ω) to
Cm+1,α(∂Ω).

Maz’ya and Shaposhnikova [43] have proved that WΩ[a, Sa, ·] is continuous in
fractional Sobolev spaces under sharp regularity assumptions on the boundary and
if P [a, D] is the Laplace operator.

Dondi and the author [10] have proved that if m ≥ 2 and Ω is of class Cm,α
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with α ∈]0, 1[, then the double layer potential WΩ[a, Sa, ·] associated to the fun-
damental solution of a nonhomogeneous second order elliptic differential opera-
tor with constant coefficients is bounded from Cm,β(∂Ω) to Cm,α(∂Ω) for all
β ∈]0, α]. For corresponding results for the fundamental solution of the heat equa-
tion, we refer to the author and Luzzini [40], [41] and references therein.

By exploiting a formula for the tangential derivatives of the double layer poten-
tial that involves some auxiliary integral operators of [10, Thm. 9.1], which gen-
eralizes the corresponding formula of Hofmann, Mitrea and Taylor [29, (6.2.6)]
for homogeneous operators and once more by exploiting the abstract result [35,
Prop. 6.3] in metric spaces, that generalizes previous work of Gatto [18], one can
prove the following. For the (classical) definition of the generalized Schauder space
Cm,ω1(·)(∂Ω) we refer for example to [10, §2].

Theorem 4 Let a be as in (1), (2), (3). Let Sa be a fundamental solution of
P [a, D]. Let α ∈]0, 1]. Let m ∈ N, m ≥ 2. Let Ω be a bounded open subset
of Rn of class Cm,α. Then the following statements hold.

(i) If α ∈]0, 1[, then WΩ[a, Sa, ·] is linear and continuous from Cm−1,α(∂Ω) to
Cm,α(∂Ω).

(ii) If α = 1, then WΩ[a, Sa, ·] is linear and continuous from Cm−1,1(∂Ω) to
Cm,ω1(·)(∂Ω).

For a proof, we refer to [39].
Hence, Theorem 4 sharpens the work of the above mentioned authors in the

sense that if Ω is of class Cm,α with m ≥ 2, then the class of regularity of the
target space of WΩ[a, Sa, ·] is precisely Cm,α if α < 1 and is the generalized
Schauder space Cm,ω1(·) if α = 1.

Moreover, Theorem 4 extends the above mentioned result of Kirsch [32] in the
sense that Kirsch [32] has considered the Helmholtz operator in case n = 3, α < 1
and Theorem 4 considers a general fundamental solution Sa with a as in (1), (2),
(3), α ≤ 1 and n ≥ 2.

7 An integral operator associated to the conormal

derivative of a single layer potential

Another relevant layer potential operator associated to the analysis of boundary
value problems for the differential operator P [a, D] is defined by

W∗,Ω[a, Sa, µ](x) ≡
∫

∂Ω

µ(y)DSa(x − y)a(2)ν(x) dσy ∀x ∈ ∂Ω

for all µ ∈ C0(∂Ω), that we consider only in case Ω is at least of class C1,α for
some α ∈]0, 1]. Now the continuity properties of W∗,Ω[a, Sa, ·] can be deduced by

13



those of WΩ[a, Sa, ·] via a simple formula. To do so, we set

Qj [g, µ](x) =

∫

∂Ω

(g(x)− g(y))
∂Sa

∂xj
(x− y)µ(y) dσy ∀x ∈ ∂Ω , (18)

for all (g, µ) ∈ C0,1(∂Ω)× L∞(∂Ω), for all l ∈ {1, . . . , n} and

VΩ[Sa, µ](x) ≡
∫

∂Ω

Sa(x− y)µ(y) dσy ∀x ∈ ∂Ω (19)

for all µ ∈ C0,α(∂Ω). Then a simple computation shows that

W∗,Ω[a, Sa, µ](x) =

n
∑

b,r=1

abrQb[νr, µ](x) (20)

−WΩ[a, Sa, µ](x)− VΩ[Sa, (a
(1)ν)µ](x) ,

for all x ∈ ∂Ω and for all µ ∈ C0(∂Ω) (cf. [10, (10.1)]) and we can prove the
following statement.

Theorem 5 Let n ∈ N\{0, 1}. Let a be as in (1), (2), (3). Let Sa be a fundamental
solution of P [a, D]. Let α ∈]0, 1[, β ∈]0, α].

Let Ω be a bounded open subset of R
n of class C1,α. Then the operator

W∗,Ω[a, Sa, ·] is linear and continuous from C0,β(∂Ω) to C0,α(∂Ω).

Proof. Since the components of ν are of class C0,α, Dondi and the author [10,
Thm. 8.2 (ii)] implies that Qb[νr, ·] is continuous from C0,β(∂Ω) to C0,α(∂Ω) for
all b, r ∈ {1, . . . , n}.

By Theorems 1, 2 and by the continuity of the embedding of the target space of
WΩ[a, Sa, ·] intoC0,α(∂Ω) in each of the statements of Theorems 1, 2, the operator
WΩ[a, Sa, ·] is linear and continuous from C0,β(∂Ω) to C0,α(∂Ω).

Since the components of ν are of class C0,α, the continuity of the pointwise
product in Hölder spaces (cf. e.g., [10, Lem. 2.5]) implies that the map from
C0,β(∂Ω) to C0,β(∂Ω) that takes µ to (a(1)ν)µ is continuous.

By [10, Th. 7.2], and by the continuity of the embedding of C0,β(∂Ω) into
L∞(∂Ω), the operator VΩ[Sa, ·] is continuous from C0,β(∂Ω) to C0,α(∂Ω).

Then formula (20) implies the validity of statement. ✷

Similarly, we can consider case α = 1 and prove the following.

Theorem 6 Let n ∈ N\{0, 1}. Let a be as in (1), (2), (3). Let Sa be a fundamental
solution of P [a, D]. Let β ∈]0, 1].

Let Ω be a bounded open subset of Rn of class C1,1. Then the operator
W∗,Ω[a, Sa, ·] is linear and continuous from C0,β(∂Ω) to C0,ω1(·)(∂Ω).
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Proof. Since the components of ν are of class C0,1, [10, Th. 8.2 (i)] and the
continuity of the embedding of C0,β(∂Ω) into L∞(∂Ω) imply thatQb[νr, ·] is con-
tinuous from C0,β(∂Ω) to C0,ω1(·)(∂Ω) for all b ∈ {1, . . . , n}.

By Theorem 3 (i), (ii) and by the continuity of the embedding of the target
space of WΩ[a, Sa, ·] into C0,ω1(·)(∂Ω) in both statements (i) and (ii), the operator
WΩ[a, Sa, ·] is linear and continuous from C0,β(∂Ω) to C0,ω1(·)(∂Ω).

Since the components of ν are of class C0,1, the continuity of the pointwise
product in Hölder spaces (cf. e.g., [10, Lem. 2.5]) implies that the map from
C0,β(∂Ω) to C0,β(∂Ω) that takes µ to (a(1)ν)µ is continuous.

Let β′ ∈]0, β]∩]0, 1[. By [10, Th. 7.1 (i)], VΩ[Sa, ·] is continuous fromC0,β′

(∂Ω)
to C1,β′

(∂Ω), that is continuously embedded into C0,ω1(·)(∂Ω). Then VΩ[Sa, ·] is
continuous from C0,β(∂Ω) to C0,ω1(·)(∂Ω).

Then formula (20) implies the validity of statement. ✷

Finally, again by exploiting formula (20), one can prove the validity of the fol-
lowing statement in case Ω is at least of class C2,α for some α ∈]0, 1]. We also
mention that the following statement extends the corresponding result of Kirsch [32,
Thm. 3.3 (b)] who has considered the case in which Sa is the fundamental solution
of the Helmholtz operator, n = 3, α ∈]0, 1[.
Theorem 7 Let a be as in (1), (2), (3). Let Sa be a fundamental solution of
P [a, D]. Let α ∈]0, 1]. Let m ∈ N, m ≥ 2. Let Ω be a bounded open subset
of Rn of class Cm,α. Then the following statements hold.

(i) If α ∈]0, 1[, then the operator W∗,Ω[a, Sa, ·] is linear and continuous from
Cm−2,α(∂Ω) to Cm−1,α(∂Ω).

(ii) If α = 1, then the operator W∗,Ω[a, Sa, ·] is linear and continuous from
Cm−2,1(∂Ω) to Cm−1,ω1(·)(∂Ω).

For a proof, we refer to [39] .

8 Examples of measures in which the lower Ahlfors

regularity condition and the doubling condition are vi-

olated

We plan to present some perhaps known elementary examples of surfaces in R3

in which either the lower Ahlfors regularity inequality or the doubling condition
are actually violated. We do so by considering revolution graphs in R3 that are
obtained by rotating a curve. To do so, we need some preliminary statement on the
curve that we plan to rotate. If U is a subset of R and if f is a function from U to
R, we say that f is increasing provided that f(ρ1) ≤ f(ρ2) whenever ρ1, ρ2 ∈ U
and ρ1 < ρ2. Then we say that f is strictly increasing provided that f(ρ1) < f(ρ2)
whenever ρ1, ρ2 ∈ U and ρ1 < ρ2.
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Proposition 2 Let r0 ∈]0,+∞[. Let f be a continuous increasing function from
]0, r0[ to ]0,+∞[ such that

lim
x→0

f(x) = 0 . (21)

Then the following statements hold.

(i) For each r ∈]0, r0[ there exists one and only one xr ∈]0, r[ such that

f(xr)
2 + x2r = r2 . (22)

(ii) If f is also continuously differentiable, then the map from ]0, r0[ to ]0, r0[
that takes r to xr is continuously differentiable and

dxr
dr

=
r

f(xr)f ′(xr) + xr
∀r ∈]0, r0[ . (23)

Proof. (i) Since f is increasing and continuous, the function f(x)2 + x2 is strictly
increasing and continuous in the variable x ∈]0, r0[. Now let r ∈]0, r0[. Since

lim
x→0

f(x)2 + x2 = 0 , f(r)2 + r2 > r2 ,

we conclude that there exists one and only one xr ∈]0, r[ such that equality (22)
holds true.

(ii) Let F (x, r) ≡ f(x)2 + x2 − r2 for all (x, r) ∈]0, r0[2. By assumption, F
is continuously differentiable. Moreover, (i) implies that

F (xr , r) = 0 ∀r ∈]0, r0[ .

Also,
∂F

∂x
(x, r) = 2f(x)f ′(x) + 2x ∀(x, r) ∈]0, r0[2 .

Since f and f ′ are positive, we have ∂F
∂x (xr , r) > 0 for all r ∈]0, r0[ and the

Implicit Function Theorem implies the validity of (ii). ✷

Next we introduce a surface of revolution that is associated to a function f ∈
C1(]0, r0[, ]0,+∞[). Namely, we set

γf (η1, η2) ≡
{

f(
√

η21 + η22) if (η1, η2) ∈ B2(0, r0) \ {(0, 0)}
0 if (η1, η2) = (0, 0) .

(24)

and we plan to consider the area

Af (r) ≡ m2 ((B3(0, r) ∩ graph(γf )) \ {(0, 0, 0)}) (25)

= 2π

∫ xr

0

x
√

1 + (f ′(x))2 dx ∀r ∈]0, r0[ .

We first show that under an extra condition on f , (graph(γf )) \ {(0, 0, 0)} is
strongly upper 2-Ahlfors regular with respect to {(0, 0, 0)}.
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Proposition 3 Let r0 ∈]0,+∞[. Let f ∈ C1(]0, r0[, ]0,+∞[) be increasing and
satisfy the following limiting relations

lim
x→0

f(x) = 0 , lim
x→0

f ′(x) = +∞ . (26)

Then the following statements hold

(i) The function x
√

1 + (f ′(x))2 is integrable in x ∈]0, r[ for all r ∈]0, r0[. In
particular, Af (r) < +∞ for all r ∈]0, r0[.

(ii) (graph(γf ))\{(0, 0, 0)}with the ordinary 2-dimensional measure is strongly
upper 2-Ahlfors regular with respect to {(0, 0, 0)}.

Proof. f satisfies all the assumptions of Proposition 2. Moreover, de l’Hôpital’s
rule implies that

lim
x→0

x

f(x)
= lim

x→0

1

f ′(x)
= 0 . (27)

By the limiting relations (27) and limx→0 f
′(x) = +∞, there exists r′0 ∈]0, r0[

x

f(x)
< 1 , f ′(x) > 1 ∀x ∈]0, r′0[ .

We now prove statement (i). Let r ∈]0, r0[. Since

lim
x→0

x
√

1 + (f ′(x))2

xf ′(x)
= lim

x→0

√

(f ′(x))−2 + 1 = 1 ,

the function x
√

1 + (f ′(x))2 is integrable in x ∈]0, r[ if and only if xf ′(x) is
integrable in ]0, r[. Since

∫ r

0

xf ′(x) dx = lim
ǫ→0

[xf(x)]
x=r
x=ǫ −

∫ r

0

f(x) dx ≤ f(r)r < +∞,

the function x
√

1 + (f ′(x))2 is integrable in x ∈]0, r[ and thus statement (i) holds
true. We now prove statement (ii). We note that

m2 ((B3(x, r2) \ B3(x, r1)) ∩ Y ) =

∫ r2

r1

d

dr
Af (r) dr

for all r1, r2 ∈]0, r′0[. Thus it suffices to show that

sup
0<r<r′

0

r−1 d

dr
Af (r) < +∞ . (28)

Since xr ∈]0, r[ for all r ∈]0, r′0[, Proposition 2 (ii) implies that

d

dr
Af (r) = 2πxr

√

1 + (f ′(xr))2
dxr
dr
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= 2πxr
√

1 + (f ′(xr))2
r

f(xr)f ′(xr) + xr

= 2π
xr

f(xr)

√

(f ′(xr))−2 + 1
r

1 + (xr/f(xr))(f ′(xr))−1

≤ 2π
√
1 + 1r ∀r ∈]0, r′0[

and thus inequality (28) holds true and the proof of (ii) is complete. ✷

Next we prove that by formulating some extra assumption on the function f ,
we can prove an apriori estimate on x2r and xr.

Lemma 1 Let r0 ∈]0,+∞[. Let f ∈ C1(]0, r0[, ]0,+∞[) be increasing and sat-
isfy the following limiting relations

lim
x→0

f(x) = 0 , lim
x→0

x

f(x)
= 0 . (29)

Let xr be as in Proposition 2 for each r ∈]0, r0[. Then

lim
r→0

f(x2r)

f(xr)
= 2 (30)

Proof. By the definition of x2r , xr, we have

f(x2r)
2 + x22r

f(xr)2 + x2r
=

(2r)2

r2

and accordingly

(

f(x2r)

f(xr)

)2

= 4
1 + (xr/f(xr))

2

1 + (x2r/f(x2r))
2 ∀r ∈]0, r0/2[ .

Since limr→0 (xr/f(xr)) = 0 = limr→0 (x2r/f(x2r)), then the limiting relation
(30) holds true. ✷

Next we plan to prove a formula in order to compute

lim
r→0

Af (2r)

Af (r)
.

Proposition 4 Let r0 ∈]0,+∞[. Let f ∈ C1(]0, r0[, ]0,+∞[) be increasing and
satisfy the following limiting relations

lim
x→0

f(x) = 0 , lim
x→0

f ′(x) = +∞ . (31)

Let xr be as in Proposition 2 for each r ∈]0, r0[. If

l ≡ lim
r→0

x2r/xr exists in [0,+∞] ,
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then

lim
r→0

Af (2r)

Af (r)
= 2l , (32)

where we understand that 2l = +∞ if l = +∞.

Proof. By de l’Hôpital’s rule, we have

lim
x→0

x

f(x)
= lim

x→0

1

f ′(x)
= 0 (33)

and thus the assumptions of both Proposition 2 and Lemma 1 are satisfied. In
particular,

lim
r→0

f(x2r)

f(xr)
= 2 . (34)

Moreover, there exists r′0 ∈]0, r0/2[ such that f ′(x) 6= 0 for all x ∈]0, 2r′0[. By
Proposition 3 (i), the function x

√

1 + (f ′(x))2 is integrable in x ∈]0, r0/2[. Then
both the numerator and the denominator of the fraction

Af (2r)

Af (r)
=

∫ x2r

0
x
√

1 + (f ′(x))2 dx
∫ xr

0 x
√

1 + (f ′(x))2 dx

tend to 0 as r tends to 0. By de l’Hôpital’s rule, the limit of Af (2r)
Af (r)

as r tends to 0

exists provided that the limit of the following ratio

x2r
√

1 + (f ′(x2r))2
dx2r

dr

xr
√

1 + (f ′(xr))2
dxr

dr

=
x2r
xr

f ′(x2r)

f ′(xr)

√

(f ′(x2r))−2 + 1
√

(f ′(xr))−2 + 1

2r
f(x2r)f ′(x2r)+x2r

2
r

f(xr)f ′(xr)+xr

= 4
x2r
xr

1
f(x2r)

1
f(xr)

√

(f ′(x2r))−2 + 1
√

(f ′(xr))−2 + 1

1
1+(f ′(x2r))−1(x2r/f(x2r)

1
1+(f ′(xr))−1(xr/f(xr)

∀r ∈]0, r′0[

exists as r tends to 0, and if such a limit exists, the two limits are equal. Then the
limiting relations (31), (33), (34) imply that

lim
r→0

Af (2r)

Af (r)
= 4 lim

r→0

x2r
xr

1

2
= 2l ,

where we understand that 2l = +∞ if l = +∞. ✷

We are now ready to present the following example of a graph of a function such
that the ordinary 2-dimensional measure fails to satisfy the doubling condition at
a point and that accordingly cannot satisfy a 2-Ahlfors regularity condition with
respect to the set that contains that point.
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Example 1 Let r0 ∈]0, 1[. Let

f(x) ≡ 1

| log x| ∀x ∈]0, r0[ .

Let γf be as in (24). Let

Y ≡ graph(γf ) \ {(0, 0, 0)}

be endowed with the ordinary 2-dimensional measure. Then

(i) Y is strongly upper 2-Ahlfors regular with respect to {(0, 0, 0)}.

(ii) The ordinary 2-dimensional measure m2 on

graph(γf ) \ {(0, 0, 0)}

does not satisfy the doubling condition with respect to the set {(0, 0, 0)}.
More precisely,

lim
r→0

Af (2r)

Af (r)
= +∞

(cf. (25)).

Proof. Since f ′(x) = 1
x log2 x

for all x ∈]0, r0[, f satisfies all the assumptions of
Propositions 2, 3 and thus statement (i) holds true.

(ii) Since f satisfies the assumptions of Propositions 2, Proposition 4, it suffices
to show that

lim
r→0

x2r
xr

= +∞ . (35)

By Lemma 1 there exists r1 ∈]0, r0/2[ such that

3

2
<

1
| log x2r |

1
| log xr|

<
5

2
∀r ∈]0, r1[ ,

i.e.,

−3

2
log(x2r) < − log(xr) < −5

2
log(x2r) ∀r ∈]0, r1[ ,

or equivalently

x
− 3

2

2r < x−1
r < x

− 5
2

2r ∀r ∈]0, r1[ .
Then we have

x2r
xr

≥ x2rx
− 3

2

2r = x
− 1

2

2r ≥ (2r)−
1
2 ∀r ∈]0, r1[

and thus the limiting relation (35) holds true. ✷
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A Appendix: Conditions of upper Ahlfors regularity

on subsets of Rn that are local Lipschitz graphs

We first say what we mean by a subset of Rn that is a local graph of a continuous
function.

Definition 3 Let n ∈ N \ {0, 1}. Let S be a subset of Rn. Let p ∈ S, R ∈ On(R),
r, δ ∈]0,+∞[. We say that the set

C(p,R, r, δ) ≡ p+Rt(Bn−1(0, r)×]− δ, δ[)

is a coordinate cylinder for S around p, provided that the intersection

R(S − p) ∩ (Bn−1(0, r)×]− δ, δ[)

is the graph of a continuous function γ from Bn−1(0, r) to ]− δ, δ[, which vanishes
at 0 and such that |γ(η)| < δ/2 for all η ∈ Bn−1(0, r), i.e., provided that there
exists γ ∈ C0(Bn−1(0, r), ]− δ, δ[) such that

R(S − p) ∩ (Bn−1(0, r)×]− δ, δ[) (36)

= {(η, y) ∈ Bn−1(0, r)×]− δ, δ[: y = γ(η)} ≡ graph(γ) ,

|γ(η)| < δ/2 ∀η ∈ Bn−1(0, r) , γ(0) = 0 .

Given a coordinate cylinder C(p,R, r, δ) for S around p, the corresponding func-
tion γ is uniquely determined. Indeed, if η ∈ Bn−1(0, r), then γ(η) is the unique
element y of ]− δ, δ[ such that

(η, y) ∈ R(S − p) ∩ (Bn−1(0, r)×]− δ, δ[) .

We say that γ is the function that representsS in the coordinate cylinderC(p,R, r, δ)
as a graph and that the function ψp from Bn−1(0, r) to Rn defined by

ψp(η) ≡ p+Rt

(

η
γ(η)

)

∀η ∈ Bn−1(0, r) , (37)

is the parametrization of S around p in the coordinate cylinder C(p,R, r, δ).
Since the continuous function γ induces the homeomorphism (·, γ(·)) from its

domainBn−1(0, r) onto its graph graph(γ), the map ψp is a homeomorphism from
Bn−1(0, r) onto ψp(Bn−1(0, r)) = S ∩ C(p,R, r, δ).

It is sometimes useful to know that by shrinking r we still obtain a coordinate
cylinder around the point p. More precisely, we have the following.

Remark 1 If C(p,R, r, δ) is a coordinate cylinder around the point p of a subset
S of Rn, then also C(p,R, ρ, δ) is a coordinate cylinder around the point p of S
for each ρ ∈]0, r[, and the restriction γ|Bn−1(0,ρ) represents S in C(p,R, ρ, δ) as a
graph.
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We also note that graph(γ) is easily seen to be path connected and that accord-
ingly

S ∩C(p,R, r, δ) = p+Rt(graph(γ))

is path connected. Hence, S ∩ C(p,R, r, δ) is contained in at most one connected
component of S.

We are now ready to introduce the following.

Definition 4 Let n ∈ N \ {0, 1}. We say that a subset S of Rn is a local graph
of class C0 provided that for every point p ∈ S, there exist R ∈ On(R) and
r, δ ∈]0,+∞[ such that C(p,R, r, δ) is a coordinate cylinder for S around p.

If S is a local graph of class C0 and if p ∈ S, then possibly shrinking r, we can
always assume that r < δ and that the corresponding function γ, which represents
S in the coordinate cylinder C(p,R, r, δ) as a graph, has a continuous extension to
Bn−1(0, r) (cf. Remark 1). It is also customary to denote such extension by the
same symbol γ.

Then we say that S is of class Cm or of class Cm,α for some m ∈ N, α ∈]0, 1]
provided that γ is of class Cm or of class Cm,α for all p ∈ ∂Ω. For the sake of
brevity, we set

Cm,0 ≡ Cm . (38)

If S is of class C0,1, then we also say that S is a local Lipschitz graph.
Since C1(Bn−1(0, r)) ≤ C0,α(Bn−1(0, r)) for all r ∈]0,+∞[, α ∈ [0, 1], a

local graph of class C1 is also of class C0,α.
Then we have the following statement that says that if S is a compact local

graph of class C0,α, then we can make a uniform choice of the parameters r and
δ. For a proof, one can follow line by line the corresponding proof of [34, Lemma
10.1] for the case in which S equals the boundary of a bounded open set of class
C0,α. For the (classical) definition of norm in C0,α(Bn−1(0, r)) we refer for ex-
ample to [10, §2].

Lemma 2 (of the uniform cylinders for local Hölder graphs) Let n ∈ N, n ≥
2. Let α ∈ [0, 1]. Let S be a compact local graph of class C0,α. Let r∗, δ∗ ∈
]0,+∞[. Then there exist r ∈]0, r∗[, δ ∈]0, δ∗[, r < δ such that for each x ∈ S
there exists Rx ∈ On(R) such that C(x,Rx, r, δ) is a coordinate cylinder for S
around x and the corresponding function γx satisfies the inequality

sup
x∈S

‖γx‖C0,α(Bn−1(0,r))
< +∞ .

Next we prove the following extension of the well-known fact that the boundary
of a bounded open Lipschitz subset of Rn is upper (n − 1)-Ahlfors regular with
respect to itself.

Proposition 5 Let n ∈ N, n ≥ 2. Let S be a compact local Lipschitz graph in Rn,
which we assume to be equipped with the ordinary (n − 1)-dimensional measure
mS . Then S is upper (n− 1)-Ahlfors regular with respect to R

n.
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Proof. Let r, δ ∈]0, 1[ be as in Lemma 2 of the uniform cylinders. Then we
know that for each ξ ∈ S there exist Rξ ∈ On(R) such that C(ξ, Rξ, r, δ) is a
coordinate cylinder for S around ξ and that the corresponding function γξ satisfies
the inequality

a ≡ sup
ξ∈S

‖γξ‖C0,α(Bn−1(0,r))
< +∞ .

If x ∈ Rn and the distance dist (x, S) of x from S is less than r/4, then there exists
xS ∈ S such that |x− xS | = dist (x, S). By the triangular inequality, we have

Bn(x, r/4) ⊆ Bn(xS , r) ⊆ C(xS , RxS
, r, δ) .

In particular, there exists a unique (ηx, yx) ∈ Bn−1(0, r)×]− δ, δ[ such that

x = xS +Rt
xS
(ηx, yx)

t , |ηx|2 + |yx|2 < (r/4)2 .

Thus if ρ ∈]0, r/4[, we have

S ∩ Bn(x, ρ) = C(xS , RxS
, r, δ) ∩ S ∩ Bn(x, ρ)

= xS +Rt
xS

{

(η, γxS
(η)) : η ∈ Bn−1(0, r) ,

|η − ηx|2 + |γxS
(η)− yx|2 < ρ2

}

⊆ xS +Rt
xS

{(η, γxS
(η)) : η ∈ Bn−1(ηx, ρ)}

and thus

mS(S ∩ Bn(x, ρ))

≤
∫

Bn−1(ηx,ρ)

√

1 + |DγxS
(η)|2 dη ≤ ωn−1

√

1 + a2ρn−1 .

On the other hand if dist (x, S) ≥ r/4, then we have S ∩ Bn(x, ρ) = ∅ for all
ρ ∈]0, r/4[ and thus

mS(S ∩ Bn(x, ρ)) = 0 ≤ ωn−1

√

1 + a2ρn−1 ∀ρ ∈]0, r/4[ .

Hence, we conclude that statement (i) holds true and that we can choose rRn,S,n−1 =
r/4, cRn,S,n−1 = ωn−1

√
1 + a2. ✷

For the strong upper Ahlfors regularity instead, we must formulate some extra
assumption and we prove the following statement.

Proposition 6 Let n ∈ N, n ≥ 2. Let S be a compact local Lipschitz graph in Rn,
which we assume to be equipped with the ordinary (n − 1)-dimensional measure
mS .

Assume that there exist r, δ ∈]0,+∞[ such that for each x ∈ S there exists
Rx ∈ On(R) such that C(x,Rx, r, δ) is a coordinate cylinder for S around x and
the corresponding function γx satisfies the inequalities

a ≡ sup
x∈S

‖γx‖C0,1(Bn−1(0,r))
< +∞ , (39)
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b ≡ inf
x∈S

ess infη∈Bn−1(0,r)\{0}
(η + γx(η)Dγx(η)) · η

|η|2 > 0 .

Then S is strongly upper (n− 1)-Ahlfors regular with respect to S.

Proof. We plan to prove the strong upper (n− 1)-Ahlfors regularity by estimating
the first order derivative of mS(S ∩ Bn(x, ρ)) with respect to ρ. To do so, we fix
x ∈ S and we note that

S ∩ Bn(x, ρ) = C(x,Rx, r, δ) ∩ S ∩ Bn(x, ρ)

= x+Rt
x

{

(η, γx(η)) : η ∈ Bn−1(0, r) , |η|2 + |γx(η)|2 < ρ2
}

∀ρ ∈]0, r[ ,

and that accordingly

mS(S ∩ Bn(x, ρ)) =

∫

{η∈Bn−1(0,r): |η|2+|γx(η)|2<ρ2}

√

1 + |Dγx(η)|2 dη ,

for all ρ ∈]0, r[. In order to estimate d
dρmS(S ∩Bn(x, ρ)), we plan to compute the

integral in the right hand side by exploiting the theorem of integration for functions
that are defined on domains that are normal with respect to the unit sphere. To do
so however, we need to show that

Aρ ≡ {η ∈ Bn−1(0, r) : |η|2 + |γx(η)|2 < ρ2}

is star shaped with respect to 0 for almost all directions of ∂Bn−1(0, 1), i.e., that
there exists a subset N of measure 0 of ∂Bn−1(0, 1) such that sη ∈ Aρ for all
s ∈]0, 1] and η ∈ Aρ such that η

|η| ∈ ∂Bn−1(0, 1)\N . Since γx is Lipschitz contin-
uous, the Rademacher Theorem implies that there exists a subsetE of measure zero
of Bn−1(0, r) such that γx is differentiable at all points of Bn−1(0, r)\E. Then by
applying the Theorem of integration on the spheres to the characteristic function of
E, we can infer the existence of a subset N of measure 0 of ∂Bn−1(0, 1) such that
if u ∈ ∂Bn−1(0, 1) \N , then γx is differentiable at su for almost all s ∈]0, r[.

Next we plan to show that for each u ∈ ∂Bn−1(0, 1) \ N and ρ ∈]0, r[, there
exists one and only one r(ρ, u) ∈]0, r[ such that

(r(ρ, u)u, γx(r(ρ, u)u)) ∈ ∂Bn(0, ρ) ,

i.e., such that
|r(ρ, u)u|2 + |γx(r(ρ, u)u)|2 = ρ2 .

To do so, we set

G(ρ, η, s) ≡ |sη|2+|γx(sη)|2−ρ2 ∀(ρ, η, s) ∈]0, r[×(∂Bn−1(0, 1)\N)×]0, r[ .

If we fix (ρ, η) ∈]0, r[×(∂Bn−1(0, 1) \N), the functionG(ρ, η, ·) is differentiable
for almost all s ∈]0, r[ and we have

∂G

∂s
(ρ, η, s) = 2sη · η + 2γx(sη)Dγx(sη)η (40)
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=
2

s
[(sη) + γx(sη)Dγx(sη)] · (sη) ≥

2

s
b|sη|2 = 2bs|η|2 > 0

for almost all s ∈]0, r[. Since G(ρ, η, ·) is Lipschitz continuous in [0, r],

G(ρ, η, 0) = −ρ2 < 0 , G(ρ, η, ρ) ≥ 0 ,

we conclude that G(ρ, η, ·) is strictly increasing in [0, r[ and that there exists one
and only one s ∈]0, ρ] such that G(ρ, η, s) = 0 and we set s ≡ r(ρ, η). We also
note that

|sη|2 + |γx(sη)|2 < ρ2 ∀s ∈]0, r(ρ, η)[ , |sη|2 + |γx(sη)|2 > ρ2 ∀s ∈]r(ρ, η), r[ .
(41)

Next we turn to show that if η ∈ (∂Bn−1(0, 1)) \ N , then the function r(·, η) is
Lipschitz continuous. Let ρ1, ρ2 ∈]0, r[. There is no loss of generality in assuming
that ρ1 < ρ2. For the sake of brevity, we set ςj ≡ r(ρj , η) for j ∈ {1, 2}. Since
G(ρ1, η, r(ρ1, η)) = 0 = G(ρ2, η, r(ρ2, η)), we have

ρ22 − ρ21 = |ς2η|2 + γ2x(ς2η)− |ς1η|2 − γ2x(ς1η)

=

∫ 1

0

∂

∂s |s=ς1+t(ς2−ς1)

{

|sη|2 + γ2x(sη)
}

dt(ς2 − ς1)

=

∫ 1

0

{2sη · η + 2γx(sη)Dγx(sη) · η}|s=ς1+t(ς2−ς1)
dt(ς2 − ς1)

≥ 2b|η|2
∫ 1

0

ς1 + t(ς2 − ς1) dt(ς2 − ς1) ≥ 2b|η|2 ς1 + ς2
2

(ς2 − ς1)

(cf. (40)). Now by the equalities |ςjη|2 + γ2x(ςjη) = ρ2j for j ∈ {1, 2}, we obtain

ρ2j ≤ ς2j + Lip2(γx)ς
2
j = ς2j (1 + Lip2(γx))

2 ∀j ∈ {1, 2}

and thus

ς2 − ς1 ≤ 1

b

ρ1 + ρ2
ς1 + ς2

(ρ2 − ρ1) ≤

√

1 + Lip2(γx)

b
(ρ2 − ρ1) ≤

√
1 + a2

b
(ρ2 − ρ1)

and accordingly, r(·, η) is Lipschitz continuous with Lipschitz constant less or

equal to
√
1+a2

b , which is independent of the choice of η in (∂Bn−1(0, 1)) \ N .
Then by integrating on the spheres, we have

mS(S ∩ Bn−1(x, ρ))

=

∫

∂Bn−1(0,1)

∫ r(ρ,η)

0

√

1 + |Dγx(sη)|2sn−2 ds dση ∀ρ ∈]0, r[ .

Since r(·, η) is Lipschitz continuous with a constant that is independent of η in
(∂Bn−1(0, 1)) \N and

|Dγx(sη)| ≤ a a.a. (η, s) ∈ ((∂Bn−1(0, 1)) \N)×]0, r[
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and r(ρ, η) ∈]0, ρ] for all (ρ, η) ∈]0, r[×((∂Bn−1(0, 1)) \ N), we conclude that
mS(S ∩ Bn−1(x, ·)) is Lipschitz continuous in ]0, r[ and that
∣

∣

∣

∣

d

dρ
mS(S ∩ Bn−1(x, ρ))

∣

∣

∣

∣

=

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∫

∂Bn−1(0,1)

√

1 + |Dγx(r(ρ, η)η)|2
∂

∂ρ
r(ρ, η)r(ρ, η)n−2 dση

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

≤ sn−1

√

1 + a2
√
1 + a2

b
ρn−2 a.a. ρ ∈]0, r[ ,

where sn−1 denotes the measure of ∂Bn−1(0, 1) (cf. (10)). Hence,

mn(S ∩ (Bn(x, r2) \ Bn(x, r1))) ≤
∫ r2

r1

sn−1
(1 + a2)

b
ρn−2 dρ

≤ sn−1

n− 1

(1 + a2)

b
(rn−1

2 − rn−1
1 )

for all x ∈ S and r1, r2 ∈ [0, r[ with r1 < r2 and thus we can take

rS,S,n−1 = r , cS,S,n−1 =
sn−1

n− 1

(1 + a2)

b

that are independent of the choice of x in S and the proof is complete. ✷

Remark 2 If S is a compact local graph of class C1, then one can follow line by
line the proof of [8, Lemma 2.63], that refers to the case in which S equals the
boundary of a bounded open set of class C1 and prove prove the existence of r and
δ and of Rx, γx for all x ∈ S such that

sup
x∈S

‖γx‖C1(Bn−1(0,r))
< +∞ , sup

x∈S
sup

Bn−1(0,r)

|Dγx| < 1/2

and deduce the validity of the conditions in (39) of Proposition 5 by means of the
elementary inequality

(η + γx(η)Dγx(η)) · η ≥ η · η − |η|2
(

sup
Bn−1(0,r)

|Dγx|
)2

≥ 3

4
|η|2

for all η ∈ Bn−1(0, r). Hence, a compact local graph S of class C1 is strongly
upper (n− 1)-Ahlfors regular (with respect to S).
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