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We derive a cancellation property satisfied by the derivatives of the
Green’s functions for the Laplace operator corresponding to Dirichlet
and Neumann boundary conditions on bounded sets in Rn. The main
result is derived in a broader, self-contained exposition which includes
construction of and basic pointwise bounds for the Green’s functions
and their derivatives. We also give an application of the cancellation
property to a problem in fluid mechanics.

1. Introduction

We derive a cancellation property satisfied by derivatives of the Green’s
functions GD and GN for the Laplace operator corresponding respec-
tively to Dirichlet and Neumann boundary conditions on subsets Ω of
Rn, n ≥ 3. This cancellation property is expressed in terms of point-
wise bounds independent of distances to ∂Ω and generalizes Newton’s
third law concerning equal and opposite forces. Bounds for arbitrary
derivatives Dα

xD
β
yGD,N are also derived, partial results being known

but not otherwise easily accessed in the literature. The analysis ap-
plies certain “interior-type estimates at the boundary” which although
well established in greater generality and corresponding technicality,
admit fairly straightforward derivations for second-order scalar ellip-
tic equations; these derivations are therefore included as well. Besides
introducing the cancellation property, which is our main result, we
thus give a complete and self-contained development of the important
pointwise bounds satisfied by the Green’s functions. We also describe
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2 DAVID HOFF

the particular problem in fluid mechanics whose resolution requires the
cancellation property and which motivated these results.
More specifically we extend to GD and GN versions of the following

properties of the Newtonian potential Γ, which for n ≥ 3 and distinct
points x and y in Rn is given by

Γ(x, y) = −c−1
n |x− y|2−n (1.1)

where cn is the area of the unit sphere in Rn. One easily checks that
for multi-indices α and β there is a constant C depending on |α| and
|β| such that

|Dα
xD

β
yΓ(x, y)| ≤ C|x− y|2−n−(|α|+|β|) (1.2)

and that
∇xΓ(x, y) +∇yΓ(x, y) = 0, (1.3)

where ∇x and ∇y are the usual gradients with respect to x and y. The
cancellation in (1.3) expresses the familiar fact concerning equal and
opposite gravitational and electrostatic forces in R3. We will show that
GD and GN satisfy (1.2) for |α| and |β| in a range determined by the
regularity of ∂Ω and that while the exact cancellation (1.3) does not
hold in general, a particular such property does:

|
(

σ(x) · ∇x + σ(y) · ∇y

)

Dα
xD

β
yGD,N(x, y)| ≤ C|x− y|2−n−(|α|+|β|) (1.4)

for x and y near ∂Ω and for local vector fields σ which are tangential
on ∂Ω. Observe that the rate of blowup as y → x in (1.4) is one order
less than that given by (1.2) for either of the gradients on the left. This
improvement is crucial for the application of interest in which the term
on the left in (1.4) is required to be locally integrable for |α|+ |β| = 1,
even though second derivatives of GD,N are not.
It is instructive to look at two examples. First, for the lower half-

space in Rn, GD and GN are known to be Γ − Γrfl and Γ + Γrfl
respectively, where Γrfl(x, y) = Γ(x, y) and y is the reflected point
(y1, . . . , yn−1,−yn). Direct computation shows that

(∂/∂xj)GD,N + (∂/∂yj)GD,N = 0

for j < n but not for j = n, consistent with (1.4) but also showing that
(1.4) need not hold for nontangential vector fields σ.
A more interesting example is that in which Ω is the unit ball in Rn

centered at the origin. We let G denote either GD or GN and exploit
the symmetry by considering a rotation Q(θ) through angle θ about
an arbitrary axis through the origin. Anticipating basic facts about
Green’s functions (which are derived in detail in Section 3 and with
which most readers will already be familiar), we compute by changing
variables that the Green’s function for QΩ is G(Q(θ)x,Q(θ)y). But
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QΩ = Ω and Green’s functions are unique, so that G(Q(θ)x,Q(θ)y) =
G(x, y). Taking the derivative with respect to θ at θ = 0 and observing
that Q̇(0)x ≡ x⊥ is perpendicular to the outer normal vector x ∈ ∂Ω
and similarly for y, we thus find that

(

x⊥ · ∇x + y⊥ · ∇y

)

G(x, y) = 0

as in (1.3). This is a stronger result than in (1.4), and this same
argument can be applied more generally to achieve exact cancellation
when the set Ω exhibits rotational symmetries, as for tori and ellipsoids.
Exact cancellation as in (1.3) for general domains Ω is not anticipated
however, and is likely inaccessible by our methods.
Our analysis consists primarily in approximation by Greens functions

for half-spaces determined by planes tangent to ∂Ω together with ele-
mentary scaling estimates for standard imbedding theorems applied on
small sets. The approximation arguments are quite technical because
the approximation operator must be understood in sufficient detail to
allow for its commutation with the differential operator on the left in
(1.4). The scaling estimates are of note primarily for their usefulness,
the proofs being fairly simple. As we shall see, the pointwise bounds of
interest for GD,N(x, y) are relatively straightforward when either x or
y is far from ∂Ω or when x and y are far from each other. The main
difficulty therefore occurs when x and y are close and both are close to
∂Ω, and in this case we require the “interior-type estimates near the
boundary” for weak solutions of general elliptic second-order equations
referred to above. These show that for small balls B′ and B centered
at a point on ∂Ω with B′ compactly contained in B, a higher-order
norm of a solution of such an equation on B′ ∩ Ω can be estimated in
terms of its lower-order norm on B ∩ Ω. These estimates are given for
both Lebesgue and Sobolev norms (but on cylinders rather than balls
in order to more easily accommodate our preference for representing
∂Ω locally in terms of graphs rather than level sets).
The plan of the paper is as follows. First, after collecting various

definitions and notations in Section 2, we give a complete, elementary
derivation in Section 3 of the basic properties of the Green’s functions
GD and GN , the main results given in Theorem 3.1. In Section 4 we
state and prove pointwise bounds for Dα

xD
β
yGD,N(x, y) similar to those

in (1.2) detailing rates of blowup as y → x, bounds which are in-
dependent of distances to ∂Ω, together with results concerning Hölder
continuity of derivatives. These are given in Theorem 4.1, and in Corol-
lary 4.2 we derive more basic bounds which do depend on distances to
∂Ω and which are required in subsequent sections. The main result
of the paper is Theorem 5.1 in which we prove (1.4) together with two
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useful variations. In Section 6 we show how the bounds in Theorems 4.1
and 5.1 are applied in resolving the instantaneous regularization of the
velocity field for viscous, compressible fluid flow in sets Ω ⊂ R3. Finally
in the Appendix we state and prove in Theorems 7.2 and 7.3 interior-
type estimates near the boundary for general elliptic equations and in
Theorem 7.4 the scaling results referred to above.

There is a considerable literature on Green’s functions for the Dirich-
let problem for general elliptic equations and systems; see for example
[10], [4], [5], [14], [16] and the references therein. This literature in-
cludes some but not all the results in Theorem 4.1 for the Laplacian
with Dirichlet boundary conditions. For the Neumann case the subject
is somewhat less developed however: [15] and [6] include results tangen-
tially related to those of the present paper, but concerning pointwise
bounds we find only [7] and [13]. Theorem 4.1 for the Neumann case
therefore extends the literature in a significant way, and our main result,
Theorem 5.1, is new. Definitive interior-type estimates at the bound-
ary, including for higher order equations and systems, are derived in
the classical papers [2] and [3].

2. Preliminaries

We begin with some preliminary facts and notations. First, the ball
centered at x in Rn or Rn−1 is denoted BR(x), or simply BR if x = 0;
and CR is the cylinder BR × (−R,R) ⊂ Rn. The spatial domain Ω will
be fixed throughout and is described as follows:

Definition 2.1. Ω will be bounded, open and connected in Rn with a
Ck+1 boundary, where n ≥ 3 and k ≥ 0. This means that there are
positive constants R0 and MΩ(k) such that for every z ∈ ∂Ω there is a
rigid motion T z of Rn (that is, a translation followed by a rotation) and
a Ck+1 mapping ψz such that for all R ∈ (0, R0], ψ

z maps BR ⊂ Rn−1

into (−R/2, R/2) and the following hold:

• T z(z) = 0

• ψz(0) = 0 and ∇ψz(0) = 0

• the derivatives of ψz up to order k + 1 are bounded in absolute
value by MΩ(k) in BR0

• T z(Ω) ∩ CR0 = {(ỹ, yn) : ỹ ∈ BR0 and −R0 < yn < ψz(ỹ)}.
It will be convenient to define the inverse mapping Sz = (T z)−1 and
sets CzR = Sz(CR) and

Wz
R = Sz

(

{(ỹ, yn) : ỹ ∈ BR and − R < yn < ψz(ỹ)}
)

. (2.1)



GREEN’S FUNCTION FOR THE LAPACEAN 5

With these assumptions there is a Ck vector field ν defined in a neigh-
borhood of ∂Ω whose restriction to ∂Ω is the unit outer normal vector
field on ∂Ω, a nonnegative Radon measure dS representing surface area
on the Borel sets in ∂Ω and for p ∈ [1,∞) a bounded linear transforma-
tion from W 1,p(Ω) into Lp(∂Ω) whose action on a continuous function
in W 1,p(Ω) is its restriction to ∂Ω. (W j,p(Ω) is the Banach space of ele-
ments of Lp(Ω) having weak derivatives up to order j which also are in
Lp, and W 2,j ≡ Hj); and the divergence theorem holds for integrands
in W 1,p(Ω). Finally, the set of restrictions to Ω of C∞ functions on Rn

is dense in W j,p(Ω) for p ∈ [1,∞), this fact applying as well to open
sets satisfying a “segment condition.” See [12] sections 3.2 and A.4 and
[1] Theorem 3.22 for complete statements and proofs.
The outward normal derivative of a sufficiently smooth function u on

Ω is the directional derivative ∇u ·ν, where ∇ is the usual gradient; this
normal derivative will be denoted Dνu. Observe that if u ∈ W 2,p(Ω)
then Dνu ∈ Lp(∂Ω) by the remarks in the preceding paragraph.
We denote the distance from a point y ∈ Ω to ∂Ω by d∂(y). The

following fact is easily checked: There is a positive number κ0 < R0

depending onMΩ(0) such that if d∂(y) ≤ κ0 then then there is a unique
y′ ∈ ∂Ω such that d∂(y) = |y′ − y|.
We denote by C(Ω, k, . . . ) a generic positive constant depending only

on n, k and the parameters R0 and MΩ(k) in Definition 2.1, on the
diameter of Ω and on other parameters listed in the ellipsis, if any.
The value of C(Ω, k, . . . ) may change from step to step but is allowed
only to increase as the proofs proceed. Similar conventions will hold
for other constants R1, R2 and R3 which will appear in later sections.
The usual Laplace operator is denoted by ∆ and the average value

of an element u ∈ L1(Ω), that is, its integral over Ω divided by the
measure of Ω, will be denoted by u. The diagonal in Rn × Rn is the
set {(x, x) : x ∈ Rn} which will be denoted by D, and for ε > 0,
Dε ≡ {(x, y) ∈ Rn ×Rn : |x− y| ≤ ε}.
A mapping u from a subset W of Rn into R is Hölder continuous

with exponent λ ∈ (0, 1] if the seminorm

〈u〉W ,λ ≡ sup
|u(x)− u(y)|

|x− y|λ ,

where the sup is over distinct points x and y in W, is finite. If W is
open, Cj,λ(W) is the set of functions whose derivatives up to order j
exist and are bounded and Hölder-λ in W, so that the norm

|u|Cj,λ(W) ≡
∑

|α|≤j

(

supW |Dαu|+ 〈Dαu〉W ,λ

)
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is finite. Note that if u ∈ Cj,λ(W) then u and its derivatives up to
order j have continuous extensions to ∂W.

3. Construction of the Green’s Functions

First we review some basic facts concerning the Newtonian poten-
tial Γ defined in (1.1). Beyond the obvious regularity and symmetry
properties, Γ(x, ·) is harmonic in Rn−{x} and similarly for Γ(·, y), and
(1.2) holds. In addition, if a function u is defined and continuous in a
neighborhood of x ∈ Rn then

lim
ε→0

∫

∂Bε(x)

Γ(x, z)u(z) dSz = 0,

lim
ε→0

∫

∂Bε(x)

(DνzΓ)(x, z)u(z) dSz = u(x).

(3.1)

Applying these facts together with the divergence theorem we arrive at
the fundamental representation formula

u(x) =

∫

∂Ω

[

(DνzΓ(x, z))u(z)− Γ(x, z)Dνu(z)
]

dSz

+

∫

Ω

Γ(x, z)∆u(z) dz

(3.2)

for the restrictions u of C2 functions on Rn to Ω and for x ∈ Ω. The
Green’s functions GD and GN for Ω are then constructed by adding
to Γ functions hD and hN defined on Ω × Ω which for fixed x ∈ Ω
satisfy ∆hD(x, ·) = 0 and ∆hN (x, ·) = −|Ω|−1 in Ω and with boundary
conditions adjusted so as to cancel one or the other of the summands
in the boundary integral in (3.2). It will then follow that

u(x) =

∫

∂Ω

[

(DνzGD(x, z))u(z)
]

dSz +

∫

Ω

GD(x, z)∆u(z) dz (3.3)

and

u(x)− u = −
∫

∂Ω

[

GN (x, z)Dνu(z)
]

dSz +

∫

Ω

GN (x, z)∆u(z) dz. (3.4)

(Observe that (3.4) cannot hold for u ≡ 1 without the term u on the
left.) These constructions are made precise in the following theorem:

Theorem 3.1. Let Ω be a Ck+1 domain in Rn in the sense of Defini-
tion 2.1 where n ≥ 3 and k ≥ 1.

(a) There are functions hD and hN in C∞(Ω×Ω) such that the mappings
x ∈ Ω 7→ hD,N(x, ·) and y ∈ Ω 7→ hD,N(·, y) are continuous from Ω
into Hk+1(Ω) and for fixed x ∈ Ω



GREEN’S FUNCTION FOR THE LAPACEAN 7

{

∆yhD(x, y) = 0, y ∈ Ω,
hD(x, ·) = −Γ(x, ·) in L2(∂Ω) (3.5)

and










∆yhN(x, y) = −|Ω|−1, y ∈ Ω,
(DνhN)(x, ·) = −(DνΓ)(x, ·) in L2(∂Ω),

hN(x, ·) = 0.
(3.6)

Also, hD and hN are symmetric: hD,N(x, y) = hD,N(y, x) for x, y ∈ Ω.

(b) The functions GD ≡ Γ+hD and GN(x, ·) ≡ Γ(x, ·)−Γ(x, ·)+hN(x, ·)
satisfy the following:

(i) The representations (3.3) and (3.4) hold for the restrictions u of
C2 functions on Rn to Ω.

(ii) GD,N(x, y) = GD,N(y, x) for (x, y) ∈ Ω× Ω−D.

(iii) Given p ∈ [1, n/(n− 2)) there is a constant C(Ω, k, p) such that
for all x ∈ Ω,

|GD,N(x, ·)|Lp(Ω) ≤ C(Ω, k, p).

(iv) GD and GN are unique in the following sense: if g ∈ H2(Ω) and
if for some x ∈ Ω and for all u as in (3.3) and (3.4)

u(x) =

∫

∂Ω

(Dνg(y))u(y) dSy +

∫

Ω

g(y)∆u(y) dy, (3.7)

then g = GD(x, ·) as elements of Lp for p ∈ [1, n/(n − 2)). Simi-
larly, if g ∈ H1(Ω) with g = 0 and if for some x ∈ Ω

u(x)− u = −
∫

∂Ω

g(y)Dνu(y) dSy +

∫

Ω

g(y)∆u(y) dy (3.8)

for all u as above, then g = GN(x, ·) as elements of Lp for p ∈
[1, n/(n− 2)).

The solutions hD and hN of (3.5) and (3.6) are understood in the usual
weak sense, following the formalism in [12] section 4 or [13] section 2,
(5)-(7) for example. Thus hD(x, ·) and hN(x, ·) are in H1(Ω) and the
weak forms of the Poisson equations in (a) hold for test functions in
H1

0 (Ω) and H
1(Ω) respectively. Note that since hD and hN are contin-

uous mappings from Ω into Hk+1(Ω) and since k + 1 ≥ 2, their traces
and the traces of their gradients are continuous mappings from Ω into
L2(∂Ω).
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Various properties of GD and GN are easily derived from those of
Γ, hD and hN . For example, for x ∈ Ω, GD(x, ·) is harmonic in Ω−{x}
and ∆GN(x, ·) = −1/|Ω| pointwise in Ω − {x}. Also, GD,N(x, ·) ∈
Hk+1(Ω−Bε(x)) for all ε > 0, modulo equivalence classes, so that the
traces of GD(x, ·) and GN(x, ·) and their gradients are in L2(∂Ω). In
particular, GD(x, ·) = 0 and DνGN(x, ·) = 0 in L2(∂Ω).
Note that the bound in (b)(iii) is independent of d∂(x). This bound

will serve as the essential starting point for the derivation of pointwise
bounds in Theorem 4.1 for the derivatives of the Green’s functions,
bounds which will also be independent of distances to the boundary.

Proof of Theorem 3.1. We begin with the constructions of the
Green’s functions following the exposition and notations in [7]. Let
η be a smooth, nondecreasing function of s ∈ R such that η(s) = 0 for
s ≤ 1/3 and η(s) = 1 for s ≥ 2/3. Then for fixed x ∈ Ω define

f(x, y) = η
( |x− y|
d∂(x)

)

Γ(x, y).

Then ∆yf(x, ·) ∈ C∞(Rn) and the map x 7→ f(x, ·) is continuous from
Ω into Hj(Ω) for all j ≥ 0. We can therefore fix x ∈ Ω and let wD(x, ·)
and wN(x, ·) be the solutions of the (formal) systems

{

∆ywD(x, y) = ∆yf(x, y), y ∈ Ω,
wD(x, y) = 0, y ∈ ∂Ω (3.9)

and










∆ywN(x, y) = ∆yf(x, y)−∆yf(x, ·), y ∈ Ω,
DνywN(x, y) = 0, y ∈ ∂Ω,

wN(x, ·) = 0.

(3.10)

Observe that the first two conditions in (3.10) could be inconsistent

without the term ∆yf(x, ·). Note also that

∆yf(x, ·) = |Ω|−1

∫

Ω

∆yf = |Ω|−1

∫

∂Ω

(DνΓ)(x, ·) = |Ω|−1,

the last equality following by putting u ≡ 1 in (3.2). The solutions
wD and wN here are understood in the usual weak sense as described
above. Thus wD(x, ·) ∈ H1

0 (Ω) and wN(x, ·) ∈ H1
1⊥(Ω) ≡ {v ∈ H1(Ω) :

v = 0}, and the weak forms of the Poisson equations above hold for
test functions in H1

0 and H1
1⊥ respectively. Also, Theorem 4.2 of [12]

shows that wD and wN are continuous mappings from Ω into Hk+1(Ω),
and since k + 1 ≥ 2, their traces and the traces of their gradients are
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continuous mappings from Ω into L2(∂Ω). All these statements are
therefore true for the functions

hD(x, ·) ≡ wD(x, ·)− f(x, ·)

and

hN (x, ·) ≡ wN(x, ·)− f(x, ·) + f(x, ·),

which are weak solutions of the systems (3.5) and (3.6). In particular,
hD(x, ·) is harmonic in Ω as is hN(x, ·) modulo a polynomial; these
functions are therefore in C∞(Ω).
Next we check that for fixed y ∈ Ω, hD(x, y) and hN (x, y) are con-

tinuous functions of x ∈ Ω. To see this for the Neumann case we take
u = hN (·, y) in the representation formula (3.2) (which is allowed be-
cause the set of restrictions to Ω of C2 functions on Rn is dense in
H2(Ω) ). Substituting from (3.6) into the second and third terms on
the right in (3.2) we see by inspection that these terms are continu-
ous in x. For the first term on the right we have that |(DνzΓ)(x, z)|
is bounded by a constant depending on d∂(x) so that the difference
between the values of this term at points x1 and x2 in Ω is bounded by

C|∇zhN(x1, ·)−∇zhN(x2, ·)|L1(∂Ω) ≤ C|hN(x1, ·)− hN (x2, ·)|W 2,1(∂Ω),

which goes to zero as x2 → x1 because the map x 7→ hN(x, ·) is contin-
uous from Ω into H2(Ω). The proof for hD is similar. Summarizing, we
now have that hD,N ∈ C(Ω×Ω) and that for x ∈ Ω, hD,N(x, ·) ∈ C∞(Ω)
and depends continuously on x ∈ Ω as an element of Hk+1(Ω).
The representations (3.3) and (3.4) for GD and GN now follow easily

from (3.2), (3.5) and (3.6). We can apply these to prove the symmetry
property (b)(ii), first for the Neumann case. Let ϕ be a smooth function
on Ω with compact support in Ω and solve the system







∆u = ϕ in Ω
Dνu = 0 on ∂Ω
u = 0

for u, and similarly with ϕ and u replaced by ψ and v. Then the function
GN(x, y)ϕ(x)ψ(y) is continuous on Ω × Ω − D, hence measurable on
Ω×Ω, and is locally integrable because Γ is integrable on Ω×Ω and the
Hk+1 norm of hN(x, ·) is bounded uniformly for x in the support of ϕ.
The Fubini and Tonelli theorems are therefore justified in the following
computation in which the representation (3.4) is applied twice:
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∫

Ω×Ω

GN(y, x)ϕ(x)ψ(y) d(x, y) =

∫

(

∫

GN(y, x)ϕ(x) dx
)

ψ(y) dy

=

∫

u(y)∆v(y)dy =

∫

∆u(y)v(y)dy =

∫

ϕ(x)v(x)dx

=

∫

ϕ(x)
(

∫

GN(x, y)ψ(y) dy
)

dx =

∫

Ω×Ω

GN (x, y)ϕ(x)ψ(y) d(x, y).

The symmetry statement in (b)(ii) for GN now follows by letting ϕ and
ψ tend to Dirac masses at distinct points x0 and y0 in Ω and recalling
that hN and therefore GN are continuous on Ω×Ω−D. The proof for
GD is similar. This symmetry together with the conclusion at the end
of the previous paragraph then combine to complete the proofs of the
regularity statements in part (a) of the theorem.
Next we prove the Lp bound in (b)(iii) for p ∈ (1, n/(n − 2)). Let

p′ ∈ (n/2,∞) be its Hölder conjugate and let ϕ ∈ Lp
′

(Ω). Then for the
Dirichlet case we solve the system

{

∆u = ϕ in Ω
u = 0 on ∂Ω

for u, and similarly for the Neumann case with the boundary condition
above replaced by the conditions Dνu = 0 on ∂Ω and ū = 0. Then
|u|W 2,p′ ≤ C|ϕ|Lp′ by standard elliptic regularity results (see [9] pg. 110
for example), and supΩ |u| ≤ C|u|W 2,p′ since p′ > n/2 (see [1] Theo-
rem 4.12). Applying (3.3) for the Dirichlet case we then find that for
x ∈ Ω,

∣

∣

∫

Ω

|GD(x, y)ϕ(y) dy| =
∣

∣

∫

Ω

|GD(x, y)∆u(y) dy
∣

∣

= |u(x)| ≤ C|u|W 2,p′ ≤ C|ϕ|Lp′ .

This proves that |GD(x, ·)|Lp ≤ C(Ω, k, p). The argument for GN is
similar.
Finally we prove the uniqueness statement in (b)(iv) for the Neu-

mann case. Letting g be as in the hypothesis we subtract (3.4) from
(3.8) to find that

∫

∂Ω

(GN (x, ·)− g)Dνu dS +

∫

Ω

(g −GN(x, ·))∆u = 0

for restrictions to Ω of functions u ∈ C2(Rn), hence for u in W 2,p′(Ω).
Letting ϕ be an arbitrarily element of Lp

′

(Ω) we can choose u ∈ W 2,p′(Ω)
to satisfy ∆u = ϕ in Ω, Dνu = 0 on ∂Ω and u = 0. The result then
shows that g = GN(x, ·) as elements of Lp(Ω). The proof for the Dirich-
let case is similar.
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�

4. Pointwise Bounds

In this section we derive bounds for the Green’s functions and their
derivatives at points (x, y) ∈ Ω×Ω−D, bounds which are independent
of d∂(x) and d∂(y) and which detail the rates of blowup as y → x. In
particular, we show in Theorem 4.1(a) below that the derivatives of
GD and GN satisfy the same bounds (1.2) satisfied by the fundamental
solution Γ up to an order determined by the regularity of ∂Ω.
To formulate these results we recall the following imbedding theorem,

which will be applied extensively throughout: Let k0 be the positive
integer

k0 =

{

n/2 + 1 if n is even
(n+ 1)/2 if n is odd; (4.1)

and let V ⊂ Rn be a bounded open set inRn with a Lipschitz boundary;
that is, V satisfies the conditions in Definition 2.1 but with the ψz

assumed only to be Lipschitz continuous. Then if k = k0 + k1 with
k1 ≥ 0, elements of Hk(V) have specific Lebesgue representations in
Ck1,λ0(Ω) where λ0 = 1/2 if n is even and λ0 is an arbitrary number in
(0, 1) if n is odd; and for u ∈ Hk(Ω),

|u|Ck1,λ0(Ω) ≤ C(V, k, λ0)|u|Hk(Ω) (4.2)

where the constant C depends on an upper bound for the Lipschitz con-
stants for the functions ψz in Definition 2.1 and on λ0 if n is even. See
[1], Theorem 4.12, for the complete statement and related discussion.

Pointwise bounds for the Green’s functions GD and GN are detailed
in the following theorem:

Theorem 4.1. Let Ω be a Ck+1 domain in Rn in the sense of Defini-
tion 2.1 where n ≥ 3 and k = k0 + k1 with k1 ≥ 0, and let λ0 be as
above.

There are constants C(Ω, k) and C(Ω, k, λ0) such that for |α|, |β| ≤ k1
the derivatives Dα

xD
β
yGN and Dα

xD
β
yhNexist in the sense of calculus on

Ω × Ω − D; these derivatives are Hölder-λ0 on Ω × Ω − Dε for every
ε > 0 and therefore have continuous extensions to Ω̄ × Ω̄ − Dε. The
extensions satisfy

|Dα
xD

β
yGN(x, y)|, |Dα

xD
β
yhN(x, y)| ≤ C(Ω, k)|x− y|(2−n)−(|α|+|β|) (4.3)
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and

〈Dα
xD

β
yGN〉(Br(x)∩Ω)×(Br(y)∩Ω),λ0

≤ C(Ω, k, λ0)|x− y|(2−n)−(|α|+|β|)−λ0
(4.4)

where r(x, y) = min{|x−y|, 1}/C(Ω, k). Also, for |α| ≤ k1 and |β| ≤ k,

|Dα
xD

β
yGN(x, ·)|L2(Br(y)∩Ω) ≤ C(Ω, k)|x− y|(2−n)−(|α|+|β|)rn/2, (4.5)

for (x, y) ∈ Ω× Ω−D.

The same results hold for GD and hD but under the stronger hypothesis
that k1 ≥ 1.

The proof of Theorem 4.1 begins below, following the statement and
proof of Corollary 4.2. Observe that the rates of blowup as y → x in
the above bounds are exactly the same as in (1.2) for the fundamental
solution Γ. The apparent discrepancy between the Ck0+k1+1 regularity
assumed here for Ω and the Ck1,λ0 regularity proved for the Green’s
functions arises because the latter is derived from the Hk0+k1 bound
in (4.5) by way of the imbedding result (4.2). On the other hand the
Hk0+k1 regularity of Dα

xGN(x, ·) in (4.5) is of importance in itself, and
this entails a loss of only one order, arising in the construction of a
certain cut-off function in Lemma 7.1 in the Appendix.
Bounds for the Green’s functions which depend on distances to ∂Ω

are also of interest and are easily derived from the maximum principle
for harmonic functions, standard interior bounds (Theorem 7.3) and
the bound in (4.3) for α = β = 0. We include these here both for
completeness and for their usefulness in applications, including the ap-
plication given in Section 6. Before giving the statement we recall that
if Ω is a bounded open set in Rn then given f ∈ C(∂Ω) there is a har-
monic extension of f to Ω provided that there is a “barrier function”
at each point of ∂Ω. This barrier condition is satisfied for example if
Ω satisfies the conditions in Definition 2.1 with Lipschitz continuous
mappings ψy; the barrier condition is much more general, however. See
[8] pg. 367 or [9] Theorem 2.14 for detailed statements and related
discussion.

Corollary 4.2. Let Ω be a bounded open set in Rn, n ≥ 3, and assume
that there is a barrier at each point of ∂Ω. Then the function hD defined
in (3.5) is in C∞(Ω× Ω) and satisfies

|Dα
xD

β
yhD(x, y)| ≤ C[d∂(x)

sd∂(y)
1−s](2−n)d∂(x)

−|α|d∂(y)
−|β| (4.6)

for all (x, y) ∈ Ω × Ω, all α and β and all s ∈ [0, 1], where C depends
only on |α| and |β|. The same bound holds for hN but under the stronger
hypothesis that Ω is a Ck0+1 domain and C = C(Ω, k0 + 1, |α|, |β|).
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Proof. If x, x0 ∈ Ω with |x − x0| ≤ d∂(x0)/2, then d∂(x) ≥ d∂(x0)/2.
And since hD(x, ·) = −Γ(x, ·) on ∂Ω,

|hD(x, y)| ≤ C|x− y|2−n ≤ Cd∂(x0)
2−n (4.7)

for y ∈ ∂Ω and therefore for all y ∈ Ω by the maximum principle. This
bound holds in particular on Bd∂(y0)(y0) for a given fixed y0 ∈ Ω so that
by standard interior estimates (see Theorem 7.3)

|Dβ
yhD(x, y0)| ≤ C(|β|)d∂(x0)2−nd∂(y0)−|β|

for all x ∈ Bd∂(x0)/2(x0). Consequently by standard interior estimates
again, applied to the harmonic function Dβ

yhD(·, y0),

|Dα
xD

β
yhD(x0, y0)| ≤ C(|α|, |β|)d∂(x0)(2−n)−|α|d∂(y0)

−|β|.

The same result holds with x0 and y0 reversed and α and β reversed,
and the two bounds can then be combined to obtain (4.6).
For hN we apply (4.3) in Theorem 4.1 to obtain that

|hN(x, y)| ≤ C(Ω, k0 + 1)|x− y|2−n ≤ Cd∂(x0)
2−n,

for y ∈ ∂Ω, as in (4.7). The rest of the proof is then the same as for
hD. �

Note that (4.6) does not hold for GD,N in general because otherwise
it would hold for Γ, which in general it does not. We also note that
geometric combinations of (4.3) and (4.6) can be taken and are often
useful, as will be seen in the proof of Theorem 5.1 in the next section.

Proof of Theorem 4.1. The proofs of (4.3), (4.4) and (4.5) are
straightforward when either x or y is far from the boundary or when x
and y are far apart. These cases are covered in Lemma 4.3 below. The
remaining case that x and y are close and are close to the boundary is
considerably more technical, involving approximations of the Green’s
functions by the Green’s functions for the half-space determined by the
tangent plane at y′ together with appropriately scaled interior-type es-
timates at the boundary and a scaled version of the Sobolev imbedding
H1 7→ L2n/(n−2). Statements and proofs of the latter results for general
elliptic equations are given in Theorems 7.2 and 7.4 in the Appendix
and will be cited as needed, and all the definitions and notations in
Section 2 will be in force in this section without further reference.
The proof of Theorem 4.1 requires three preparatory lemmas, the

first of which gives bounds for the Green’s functions for the two cases
referred to above as well as a separation of points construction which
will be applied here and in sections 5 and 7.
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Lemma 4.3. Let Ω be a Ck+1 domain in Rn in the sense of Defini-
tion 2.1 where k ≥ 1 and n ≥ 3.

(a) Given a compact set K ⊂ Ω there is a constant C(Ω, k,K) such
that if x ∈ K then |hD,N(x, ·)|Hk+1(Ω) ≤ C(Ω, k); and if y ∈ K then
|hD,N(·, y)|Hk+1(Ω) ≤ C(Ω, k).

(b) There are constants R1(Ω, k) ∈ (0,min{R0, κ0}) and C(Ω, k) such
that the following separation of points property holds: Given distinct
points x and y in Ω let s(x, y) = min{R1, |x − y|} and define sets
V0(x, y), V1(x, y) and V2(x, y) as follows:

if d∂(y) ≥ s/12 then V0 = Bs/14(y), V1 = Bs/16(y), V2 = Bs/18(y);

if d∂(y) < s/12 then V0 = Wy′

s/3(y), V1 = Wy′

s/4(y), V2 = Wy′

s/6(y)

where y′ is the point on ∂Ω closest to y and the sets Wy′

t are as
defined in (2.1). Then in either case dist(x,V0(x, y)) ≥ C−1|x− y|
and Bs/18(y) ⊂ V2(x, y).

(c) Given r > 0 there is a constant C(Ω, k, r) such that if x and y are
points of Ω with |x− y| ≥ r then

|hD,N(x, ·)|Hk(V2(x,y)), |GD,N(x, ·)|Hk(V2(x,y)) ≤ C(Ω, k, r−1).

Proof. Part (a) follows directly from the statement in Theorem 3.1(a)
that the maps x → hD,N(x, ·) and y → hD,N(·, y) are continuous from
Ω into Hk+1(Ω).
The statements in (b) are obvious for the case that d∂(y) ≥ s/12. For

the other case we first observe that if w and z are points of the cylinder
Bt(0) × (−t, 0) in Rn and z = (0, zn), then |w − z| ≤

√
2t. It follows

that if R1 is sufficiently small depending on the moduli of continuity
of the ∇ψz in Definition 2.1 then for t ≤ R1 the following holds: if

y ∈ Ω with d∂(y) ≤ κ0 then |w − z| ≤ 2t for points w and z in Wy′

t

with z = (0, zn). The statements in (b) for the case that d∂(y) < s/12
then follow easily.
To prove (c) we begin with the bound in Theorem 3.1(b)(iii) with

p the average of one and n/(n − 2) so that |GD,N(x, ·)|Lp(V0(x,y)) ≤
C(Ω, k). Then since GD(x, ·) is harmonic in V0, as is GN(x, ·) modulo a
polynomial, Theorem 7.2 applies to show first by repeated application
of part (c) through sets interpolating V0 and V1 that |GD,N(x, ·)|L2(V1) ≤
C(Ω, k, r−1), and then by repeated application of part (b) through sets
interpolating V1 and V2 that |GD,N(x, ·)|Hk(V2) ≤ C(Ω, k, r−1). The
same bound holds for Γ(x, ·) by inspection, hence for hD,N(x, ·).

�
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In the following lemma we define the reflection y of a point y near
∂Ω and we give an approximate Pythagorean theorem for the triangle
whose vertices are y′, a nearby point z ∈ ∂Ω and either y or y:

Lemma 4.4. Let Ω be a Ck+1 domain in Rn in the sense of Defini-
tion 2.1 where k ≥ 1 and n ≥ 2.

(a) If y0 ∈ Ω with d∂(y0) ≤ κ0 then there is a positive ε depending on
d∂(y0) such that for y ∈ Bε(y0), say y = Sy

′

0(w̃, wn), the reflected
point y ≡ Sy

′

0(w̃,−wn) is in Sy
′

(CR0)− Ω.

(b) There is constant R2 ∈ (0, R1] depending on Ω and k and a constant
C(Ω, k) such that if y0 and y0 are as in (a) and z ∈ ∂Ω ∩ Sy′0(CR2),
say z = Sy

′

0((w̃, ψy
′

0(w̃)), then

C−1
(

|w̃|2 + d∂(y0)
2
)

≤ |z − y0|2, |z − y0|2 ≤ C
(

|w̃|2 + d∂(y0)
2
)

.

Proof. Since d∂(y0) ≤ κ0 < R0, y0 is in Cy
′

0
R0
, hence so is y if ε is small.

In particular, if T y
′

0(y) = (w̃, wn) then |w̃| < R0 and −R0 < wn < R0.
Also, since T y

′

0(y0) = (0,−d∂(y0)),
|ψy′0(w̃)| ≤ |ψy′0(0)|+ C|y − y0| ≤ Cε

and

wn ≤ (T y
′

0(y0))n + C|y − y0| ≤ −d∂(y0) + Cε.

Thus

R0 > −wn > d∂(y0) + ψy
′

0(w̃)− Cε > ψy
′

0(w̃)

if ε is small. This proves that y ∈ Sy
′

0(CR0)− Ω = Cy
′

0
R0

− Ω.
The result in (b) follows because

|z − y0|, |z − y0| = |(w̃, ψ(w))− (0,∓d∂(y0)|
and ψy

′

0(0) and ∇ψy′0(0) are zero.
�

Note that the definition y = Sy
′

0(w̃,−wn) in part (a) above shows that
y depends on y′0 as well as on y. We will therefore refer to y as the
reflection of y relative to y′0 when required for clarity.

In the following lemma we give representations for hD(x, y) and
GN(x, y) for y in a neighborhood of a point y0 near ∂Ω in terms of
Γ(y, ·)−Γ(y, ·) and Γ(y, ·)+Γ(y, ·), these being the Dirichlet and Neu-
mann Green’s functions respectively for the half space determined by
the plane tangent to ∂Ω at y′0.
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Lemma 4.5. Let Ω be a C2 domain in Rn as in Definition 2.1 and let
R2, y0 ∈ Ω and y ∈ Bε(y0) be as in Lemma 4.4 and x ∈ Ω.

(a) If y is the reflection of y relative to y′0 then

hD(x, y) = −
∫

∂Ω

(

Dνz [Γ(y, z)− Γ(y, z)]
)

Γ(x, z)dSz

−
∫

∂Ω

[Γ(y, z)− Γ(y, z)]DνzhD(x, z)dSz;

(4.8)

and if x 6= y then

G̃N(x, y) = Γ(x, y) + Γ(x, y)− Γ(·, y) + Γ(·, y)

+

∫

∂Ω

(

Dνz [Γ(y, z) + Γ(y, z)]
)

G̃N(x, z)dSz
(4.9)

where G̃N = Γ + hN .

(b) If Ω is a Ck+1 domain in Rn with k ≥ 1 then for z ∈ ∂Ω ∩Wy′0
R2
,

|Γ(y0, z)− Γ(y0, z)| ≤ Cd∂(y0)|z − y0|2−n,
|Dνz(Γ(y0, z) + Γ(y0, z))| ≤ C|z − y0|2−n

(4.10)

and for unit vectors σ,

|σ · ∇z

(

Γ(y0, z)− Γ(y0, z)
)

|

≤ Cd∂(y0)

{

|z − y0|1−n if σ ⊥ ν(y0)

|z − y0|−n if σ ‖ ν(y0).
(4.11)

Proof. To prove the representation in (a) for hD we note first that since
hD(x, z) and Γ(y, z) are harmonic functions of z ∈ Ω,

∫

∂Ω

[(

DνzΓ(y, z)
)

hD(x, z)− Γ(y, z)DνzhD(x, z)
]

dSz = 0;

and from (3.2)

hD(x, y) =

∫

∂Ω

[

(DνzΓ(y, z))hD(x, z)− Γ(y, z)DνzhD(x, z)
]

dSz.

The representation for hD then follows by putting hD(x, ·) = −Γ(x, ·)
on ∂Ω and subtracting.
To derive the representation for G̃N we recall from (3.6) that

∆zhN(x, z) = −|Ω|−1. Multiplying by Γ(y, z), which is harmonic in
z for z ∈ Ω, and integrating we therefore get

∫

∂Ω

(

Γ(y, z)DνzhN(x, z)− (DνzΓ(y, z))hN (x, z)
)

dSz = −Γ(y, ·).
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Subtracting this from the representation (3.3) with u = hN (x, ·) we
then obtain

hN(x, y) =

∫

∂Ω

[

(Dνz [Γ(y, z) + Γ(y, z)])hN (x, z)

−(Γ(y, z) + Γ(y, z))DνzhN(x, z)
]

dSz

−Γ(·, y) + Γ(·, y).

(4.12)

Next we derive a corresponding representation for Γ(x, y) + Γ(x, y).
First, since Γ(x, y) is harmonic in x ∈ Ω, we get from (3.3) that

Γ(x, y) =

∫

∂Ω

[

(DνzΓ(x, z))Γ(z, y)− Γ(x, z)DνzΓ(y, z)
]

dSz.

Also, since Γ(x, y) is a harmonic function of x ∈ ∂Ω − Bδ(y) for small
δ, we can apply the representation (3.2) with Ω replaced by Ω−Bδ(y)
then let δ → 0 and apply (3.1) to get that

∫

∂Ω

[

(DνzΓ(x, z))Γ(y, z)− Γ(x, z)DνzΓ(y, z)
]

dSz = 0.

Adding the last two equations we obtain

Γ(x, y) =

∫

∂Ω

[

(DνzΓ(x, z))
(

Γ(y, z)+Γ(y, z)
)

−Γ(x, z)Dνz

(

Γ(y, z) + Γ(y, z)
)]

dSz.

(4.13)

We subtract this from (4.12), recalling that DνzhN (x, z) = −DνzΓ(x, z)
for z ∈ ∂Ω to obtain finally that

hN(x, y) = Γ(x, y) +

∫

∂Ω

(

Dνz

[

Γ(y, z) + Γ(y, z)
])(

Γ(x, z) + hN(x, z)
)

dSz

− Γ(·, y) + Γ(·, y).

The representation in (a) for G̃N then follows by adding Γ(x, y) to both
sides.
To prove the bounds in (b) we recall that T y

′

0(y0) = (0,−d∂(y0)),
T y

′

0(y0) = (0, d∂(y0)) and T
y′0(z) = (w̃, ψy

′

0(w̃)) for some w̃. Then since
T y

′

0 is an isometry,
∣

∣|y0 − z|2 − |y0 − z|2
∣

∣ ≤ Cd∂(y)|w̃|2.
The required bounds then follow by elementary computations together
with the results in Lemma 4.4(b) and the fact tht y0−y0 = 2d∂(y0)ν(y0).

�
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We now complete the proof of Theorem 4.1, fixing k = k0 + k1 as in
the hypothesis.

Step 1: Proof of (4.3) with α = β = 0. We will prove that there is
a constant C(Ω, k) such that

|hD,N(x, y)|, |GD,N(x, y)| ≤ C(Ω, k)|x− y|2−n (4.14)

for all (x, y) ∈ Ω×Ω−D. This bound holds by Lemma 4.3(a) if either
d∂(x) ≥ κ0 or d∂(y) ≥ κ0 since Hk+1(Ω) is continuously included in
Ck1(Ω) and C may depend on the diameter of Ω. We therefore consider
only points x and y in Ω both of which are within κ0 of ∂Ω. We also
note that if |x− y| ≥ R for some R > 0 then Lemma 4.3(c) applies to
show that the terms on the left in (4.14) are bounded by C(Ω, k, R−1).
We begin with the Neumann case, this being somewhat less technical.

Fix x ∈ Ω with d∂(x) < κ0, temporarily fix an R ∈ (0, R2/4) and define

MR = sup{|x− y|n−2|G̃N(x, y)| : y ∈ Ω ∩ BR(x) and d∂(y) ≤ κ0}
where G̃N = Γ + hN . Then MR is nonempty and the sup is finite
by properties of Γ and hD(x, ·). To bound MR we fix a point y0 in
the defining set and may assume without loss of generality that y0 ∈
Ω ∩ BR(x) because Γ(x, ·) and hN (x, ·) are continuous on Ω− {x}.
Now consider the representation (4.9) for G̃N (x, y0). The first four

terms on the right are easily seen to be bounded by C(Ω, k)|x− y0|2−n
and we claim that in the integral on the right the contribution from
points z in the set ∂Ω ∩ BR(x)

c is bounded by C(Ω, k, R−1). To see
this note that if |z− x| ≥ R then |G̃N(x, z)| ≤ C(Ω, k, R−1) and if also
R < |x − z| ≤ R2/2 then |y0 − z| ≤ R2 and in this case the second
bound in Lemma 4.5(b) applies to show that

|Dνz [Γ(y0, z) + Γ(y0, z)]| ≤ C(Ω, k)|z − y0|2−n. (4.15)

If |x − z| ≥ R2/2 then |y0 − z| ≥ R2/4 and the same bound there-
fore holds. Thus the integrand in (4.9) is bounded in ∂Ω ∩ BR(x)

c by
C(Ω, k, R−1)|z − y0|2−n, whose integral is bounded by C(Ω, k, R−1).
Next we consider the contribution to the integral in (4.9) from points

z ∈ ∂Ω ∩ BR(x). For such z we have that |G̃N(x, z)| ≤ MR|z − x|2−n
and since |z − y0| ≤ R/2 here, (4.15) again holds. Assembling these
bounds, we conclude that

|G̃N(x, y0)| ≤C(Ω, k)|x− y0|2−n + C(Ω, k, R−1)

+ C(Ω, k)MR

∫

∂Ω∩BR(x)

|z − x|2−n|z − y0|2−n dSz.

We claim that the integral I here is bounded by C(Ω, k)R|x − y0|2−n.
To see this we apply the triangle inequality to bound |x−y0|n−2I by the
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integral over ∂Ω∩BR(x) of |z−x|2−n+|z−y0|2−n modulo a multiplicative
constant. The first of these can be computed explicitly in local polar
coordinates and is seen to be bounded by C(Ω, k)R. For the second we
simply note that if |z − x| ≤ R then |z − y0| ≤ 2R, so that its integral
satisfies the same bound. Multiplying both sides above by |x − y0|n−2

we thus obtain

|x− y0|n−2|G̃N(x, y0)| ≤ C(Ω, k, R−1) + C(Ω, k)RMR, (4.16)

and taking the sup over y0 in the set defining MR that

MR ≤ C(Ω, k, R−1) + C(Ω, k)RMR. (4.17)

We chooseR(Ω, k) = C(Ω, k)/2 and conclude finally thatMR ≤ C(Ω, k)
for a new constant C(Ω, k). And since |GN(x, y)− G̃N(x, y)| ≤ C(Ω, k)
by Theorem 3.1(b), the bound in (4.14) holds for GN , hence for hN .
The proof of (4.14) forGD and hD is somewhat more technical. Again

fix x ∈ Ω with d∂(x) < κ0, temporarily fix R ∈ (0, R2/4] and define (a
new)

MR = sup{|x− y|n−2|hD(x, y)| : y ∈ Ω ∩ BR(x)

and 0 ≤ d∂(y) ≤ d∂(x)}.
(4.18)

The above set is clearly nonempty and the sup is finite by Theo-
rem 3.1(a). To bound MR we again fix y0 in the above set, assuming
without loss of generality that y0 ∈ Ω. Then by (4.8)

−hD(x, y0) =
∫

∂Ω

(Dνz Γ̃(z))Γ(x, z)dSz

+

∫

∂Ω

Γ̃(z)DνzhD(x, z)dSz

(4.19)

where Γ̃(z) = Γ(y0, z)−Γ(y0, z). We claim that the first integral on the
right here is bounded by C(Ω, k)|x − y0|2−n. To see this we let δ > 0
be small and integrate by parts over the set Ω − Bδ(x) − Bδ(y0) then
let δ → 0 and apply (3.1) to obtain
∫

∂Ω

(Dνz Γ̃(z))Γ(x, z)dSz = Γ(y0, x)− Γ(y0, x)−
∫

∂Ω

Γ̃(z)DνzΓ(x, z)dSz .

The first two terms on the right are bounded by C(Ω, k)|x − y0|2−n
because |x− y0| ≥ C−1|x− y0| if R is small depending on Ω. Also, by
Lemma 4.5(b) the integrand on the right is bounded by

Cd∂(y0)|z − y0|2−n|z − x|1−n ≤ C|z − y0|2−n|z − x|2−n

because d∂(y0) ≤ d∂(x) ≤ |z−x|. The resulting integral is then bounded
by C(Ω, k)|x− y0|2−n as in the discussion above preceding (4.16).



20 DAVID HOFF

Next we bound the second integral on the right in (4.19). If z ∈
∂Ω−BR/2(x) then |∇zhD(x, z)| ≤ C(Ω, k, R−1) by Lemma 4.3(c), (4.2)

and our assumption that k1 ≥ 1. Therefore since Γ̃ is integrable on
∂Ω, the contribution to this integral from points in ∂Ω − BR/2(x) is
bounded by C(Ω, k, R−1). Assembling these bounds we then have from
(4.19) that

|hD(x, y0)| ≤ C(Ω, k)|x−y0|2−n + C(Ω, k, R−1)

+
∣

∣

∣

∫

∂Ω∩BR/2(x)

Γ̃(z)DνzhD(x, z)dSz

∣

∣

∣
.

(4.20)

The next step is to bound the term DνzhD(x, z) in the integrand on
the right here in terms of MR. To do this we fix z ∈ ∂Ω ∩ BR/2(x)
and first bound the L2 norm of hD(x, ·) in a small neighborhood of
z. Define t = min{|z − x|/2, d∂(x)} and check that if w ∈ Ω ∩ Bt(z)
then w ∈ Ω∩BR(x) and d∂(w) ≤ d∂(x). The point w is thus in the set
definingMR and therefore |hD(x, w)| ≤MR|w−x|2−n ≤ CMR|z−x|2−n.
Then since Wz

t/2 ⊂ Ω ∩ Bt(z),

|hD(x, ·)|L2(Wz
t/2

) ≤ C(Ω, k)MR|x− z|2−ntn/2.

Next, since hD(x, ·) is harmonic in Ω we can apply Theorem 7.2(b) to
find that for j ≤ k = k0 + k1,

∑

|α|=j

|DαhD(x, ·)|L2(Wz
t/4

) ≤ C(Ω, k)MR|z − x|2−ntn/2−j

and then by the scaled imbedding result Hk0+1 7→ C1,λ0 in Theo-
rem 7.4(a) that

supw∈Wz
t/4
|∇hD(x, w)| ≤ C(Ω, k)}

k0
∑

j=0

tj−n/2|Dj+1hD(x, ·)|L2(Wz
t/4

)

≤ C(Ω, k)MRt
−1|z − x|2−n

≤ C(Ω, k)MR(d∂(x))
−1|z − x|2−n

since t ≥ C−1d∂(x). In particular, ∇zhD(x, z) satisfies this same bound
for all z in the integrand in (4.20). Combining this with the bound in

Lemma 4.5(b) for |Γ̃(z)|, we conclude that the integrand in (4.20) is
bounded by C(Ω, k)RMR|z − x|2−n|z − y0|2−n and therefore that the
integral is bounded by C(Ω, k)RMR|x − y0|2−n, as in the discussion
preceding (4.16). Applying this bound in (4.20) and then multiplying
both sides by |x− y0|n−2 we conclude that

|x− y0|n−2|hD(x, y0)| ≤ C(Ω, k, R−1) + C(Ω, k)RMR. (4.21)
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The proof now proceedes just as for the Neumann case starting from
(4.16), thus proving that (4.14) holds for all x and y in Ω with 0 <
d∂(y) ≤ d∂(x) < κ0. The condition that d∂(y) ≤ d∂(x) is eliminated
by symmetry, and cases in which either d∂(x) or d∂(y) exceeds κ0 were
included in the discussion at the beginning of the proof of Step 1, which
is now complete.

Step 2: Bounds for derivatives. The next step is to bound |Dα
yGD,N |

in Ω × Ω − D. As at the beginning of Step 1 we may restrict consid-
eration to points x and y in Ω which are close and which are close to
∂Ω. For such x and y let Vi = Vi(x, y) as in Lemma 4.3(b) and recall
that V0 ⊃ V1 ⊃ V2, dist(x,V0) ≥ C−1|x − y|, Bs(x,y)/18(y) ⊂ V2 and
|Vi| ≤ C(Ω, k)|x − y|n. We have that GD(x, ·) is harmonic in V0, as is
GN(x, ·) modulo a polynomial, and |GD,N(x, ·)|L2(V0) ≤ C|x−y|(2−n)+n/2
by (4.14). Theorem 7.2(b) therefore applies to show that

|Dγ
yGD,N(x, ·)|L2(V2) ≤ C|x− y|(2−n)+n/2−|γ| (4.22)

for |γ| ≤ k = k0 + k1. Then by (7.17) in Theorem 7.4(a),

supV2
|Dα

yGD,N(x, ·)| ≤ C

k0
∑

i=0

∑

|β|=i

|x− y|i−n/2|Dα+β
y GD,N(x, ·)|L2(V2)

≤ C(Ω, k)|x− y|(2−n)−|α|

for |α| ≤ k1; and by (7.18),

〈Dα
yGD,N(x, ·)〉C0,λ0(V2) ≤ C(Ω, k, λ0)|x− y|2−n−|α|−λ0.

Summarizing and applying symmetry, we thus have that for (x, y) ∈
Ω× Ω−D and for |α| ≤ k1,

|Dα
yGD,N(x, y)|, |Dα

xGD,N(x, y)| ≤ C(Ω, k)|x− y|(2−n)−|α| (4.23)

and

〈Dα
yGD,N(x, ·)〉C0,λ0(V2(x,y)), 〈Dα

xGD,N(·, y)〉C0,λ0(V2(y,x))

≤ C(Ω, k, λ0)|x− y|2−n−|α|−λ0.
(4.24)

Next we consider mixed derivatives. Again fix x and y and Vi(x, y)
as above. Then by (4.23)

|Dα
xGD,N(x, ·)|L2(V0(x,y)) ≤ C(Ω, k)|x− y|(2−n)+n/2−|α|

for |α| ≤ k1. Also, an easy argument based on test functions shows that
if α 6= 0 then Dα

xGD,N(x, ·) is harmonic in Ω − {x}. We can therefore
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apply Theorem 7.2 again, exactly as in the derivation of (4.22) above
to obtain that

|Dγ
yD

α
xGD,N(x, ·)|L2(V2(x,y)) ≤ C|x− y|(2−n)+n/2−(|α|+|γ|) (4.25)

for |γ| ≤ k, and then by Theorem 7.4 that

|Dβ
yD

α
xGD,N(x, y)| ≤ C(Ω, k)|x− y|(2−n)−(|α|+β|) (4.26)

and

〈Dβ
yD

α
xGD,N(x, ·)〉C0,λ0(V2(x,y)), 〈Dβ

yD
α
xGD,N(·, y)〉C0,λ0(V2(y,x))

≤ C(Ω, k, λ0)|x− y|2−n−(|α|+|β|)−λ0
(4.27)

for |β| ≤ k1. This proves the bounds in (4.3) and (4.4) for points
(x, y) ∈ Ω× Ω−D.

Step 3: Extensions to the Boundary. Next we extend the bounds
(4.26) and (4.27) to points on ∂Ω. Let |α|, |β| ≤ k1, fix (x, y) ∈
Ω× Ω−D and suppose that (xi, yi), i = 1, 2, are points of Ω× Ω−D
which are within s(x, y)/C of (x, y), where s(x, y) is as in Lemma 4.3(b).
Then |xi − yi| ≥ C−1|x− y| if C is large so that (4.26) and (4.27) hold
with x and y replaced by xi and yi on the left but not on the right.
Also, if C is sufficiently large,

|y2 − y1| ≤ s(x, y)/C ≤ s(x2, y2)/18

so that by Lemma 4.3(b), y1 ∈ V2(x2, y2) and therefore by (4.27) with
(x, y) replaced by (x2, y2) on the left,

∣

∣

∣
Dβ
yD

α
xGD,N(x2, ·)

∣

∣

y2

y1

∣

∣

∣
≤ C|x− y|2−n−(|α|+|β|)−λ0|y2 − y1|λ0;

and similarly
∣

∣

∣
Dβ
yD

α
xGD,N(·, y1)

∣

∣

x2

x1

∣

∣

∣
≤ C|x− y|2−n−(|α|+|β|)−λ0|x2 − x1|λ0 .

Triangulating, we conclude that for C = C(Ω, k, λ0) sufficiently large,
∣

∣

∣
Dβ
yD

α
xGD,N

∣

∣

(x2,y2)

(x1,y1)

∣

∣

∣
is bounded by the sum of the right sides above and

therefore that Dβ
yD

α
xGD,N extends Hölder-continuously to the closure

(Bs/C(x) ∩ Ω)× (Bs/C(y) ∩ Ω) with constant

C(Ω, k, λ0)|x− y|2−n−(|α|+|β|)−λ0.

The more convenient formulation (4.4) then follows because s/C =
min{|x− y|, 1}/C for a new constant C. The statements in (4.3), (4.4)
and (4.5) then follow from this Hölder continuity and (4.25). This
completes the proof of Theorem 4.1.

�
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5. The Cancellation Property

In this section we formulate and prove the cancellation property de-
scribed in the introduction, this being the main result of the paper.
Definitions and notations from section 2 will be in force and will be
applied throughout. We recall in particular the sets CzR and Wz

R in
Definition 2.1 for points z ∈ ∂Ω and the constants R2 ≤ R1 ≤ R0 and
κ0 ≤ R0 defined in Definition 2.1, Lemma 4.3(b) and Lemma 4.4(b).
Before formulating the theorem we introduce local tangential and

normal vector fields τ zi and N z as follows. Let z ∈ ∂Ω and let T z be the
rigid motion described in Definition 2.1, say T z is multiplication by an
orthogonal matrix Qz followed by a translation. Then for y ∈ CzR0

and
w = (w̃, wn) = T z(y) define vector fields τ zi (y) = (Qz)tr(ei + ψwi

(w̃)en)
for i ≤ n−1, where ei the standard basis vector whose j-th component
is the Kronecker delta δi,j; and N z(y) = (Qz)tr(−ψzw1

, . . . ,−ψz0wn−1
, 1).

Thus if y ∈ ∂Ω ∩ CzR0
then the unit outward normal vector at y is

ν(y) = N z(y)/|N z(y)| and the τ zi (y) span the tangent space to ∂Ω at
y.
In part (a) of the following theorem we state the cancellation property

for directional derivatives of the Green’s functions determined locally
by the τ zi . Parts (b) and (c) are reformulations which may be useful in
particular applications. The proof of part (a) occupies the greater part
of this section and is similar to but considerably more technical than
that of Theorem 4.1, relying again on local approximation by Green’s
functions for half-spaces determined by planes tangent to ∂Ω.

Theorem 5.1. Let Ω be a Ck+1 domain in Rn in the sense of Defini-
tion 2.1 where n ≥ 3 and k = k0+k1 with k1 ≥ 1, and let τ zi and N z be
as above for z ∈ ∂Ω. Then there is a constant C(Ω, k) and a positive
number R3(Ω, k) ≤ R2 such that the following hold:

(a) For z ∈ ∂Ω the bound
∣

∣

(

τ zi (x) · ∇x + τ zi (y) · ∇y

)

Dα
xD

β
yGD,N(x, y)

∣

∣

≤ C(Ω, k)||x− y|2−n−(|α|+|β|)
(5.1)

holds for x, y ∈ Wz
R3
, |α|, |β| ≤ k1 − 1 and i = 1, . . . , n− 1.

(b) Given z ∈ ∂Ω, R ∈ (0, R3] and a vector field σ ∈ C0,s(Wz
R) for

some s ∈ (0, 1] where the extension of σ to Wz
R satisfies σ ⊥ ν on

∂Ω ∩Wz
R, the bound

∣

∣

(

σ(x) · ∇x + σ(y) · ∇y

)

Dα
xD

β
yGD,N(x, y)

∣

∣

≤ C(Ω, k)|σ|C0,s(Wz
R)|x− y|2−n−(|α|+|β|)+(s−1)

(5.2)
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holds for x, y ∈ Wz
R and |α|, |β| ≤ k1 − 1.

(c) For z ∈ ∂Ω the bound
∣

∣q · (∇x +∇y

)

Dα
xD

β
yGD,N(x, y)

∣

∣ ≤ C(Ω, k)|q||x− y|2−n−(|α|+|β|) (5.3)

holds for x, y ∈ Wz
R, |α|, |β| ≤ k1−1 and vectors q satisfying either

q ⊥ ν(x) or q ⊥ ν(y).

Proof. We can choose R3(Ω, k) ≤ R0 sufficiently small so that if

z ∈ ∂Ω, R ≤ R3 and y ∈ CzR, then d∂(y) ≤ κ0/2 and Cy′R ⊂ Cz0R0
. This

insures that the vector fields τ zi and N z are defined in Cy′R . The constant
R3 may be reduced further as the proof proceeds.

Step 1: Proof of (a) for |α| = |β| = 0.

Fix z0 ∈ ∂Ω and x0 ∈ Wz0
R3

as in the statement. We will prove
(5.1) for i = 1 assuming without loss of generality that x0 ∈ Ω and
d∂(x0) ≤ κ0/2. As in the proof of Theorem 4.1 we define the following
sets for R ∈ (0, R3]:

MD(R) = sup
y
{
∣

∣

(

τ z01 (x0) · ∇x + τ z01 (y) · ∇y

)

hD(x0, y)
∣

∣|x0 − y|n−2}

where the sup is over y ∈ BR(x0) ∩ Ω with d∂(y) ≤ d∂(x0); and

MN(R) = sup
y
{
∣

∣

(

τ z01 (x0) · ∇x + τ z01 (y) · ∇y

)

GN(x0, y)
∣

∣|x0 − y|n−2}

where the sup is over y ∈ BR(x0) ∩ Ω. We will prove that if R is
sufficiently small depending only on Ω and k then

MD,N(R) ≤ C(Ω, k, R−1) + C(Ω, k)RMD,N(R). (5.4)

It will then follow that if R is reduced further, again depending only
on Ω and k, then MD,N(R) ≤ C(Ω, k, R−1) and therefore that (5.1)
holds for points y0 in BR(x0)∩Ω (with d∂(y0) ≤ d∂(x0) in the Dirichlet
case). Note that since (∇x + ∇y)Γ = 0 the bound for hD implies the
required bound for GD and in either case we can apply Lemma 4.3(c)

for points y0 ∈ Wz0
R3

−BR(x0). The restriction that d∂(y0) ≤ d∂(x0) for
the Dirichlet case is then removed by symmetry. This will prove that
(5.1) holds with i = 1 and similarly for all i.
To prove (5.4) we fix a point y0 in the defining set of MD,N and may

assume the following: y0 ∈ Ω, again by (4.4); that d∂(y0) ≤ κ0 < R0

since d∂(x0) ≤ κ0/2 and R is small; that in an appropriate coordinate
system y′0 = 0 and y0 = (0,−d∂(y0)); and that ψz0 is transformed in this
coordinate system to a Ck function ψ satisfying ψ(0) = 0 and ∇ψ(0) =
0, and the τ z0i are transformed to vector fields τi = (ei + ψyien) and
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N z to (−ψz1(w̃), . . . ,−ψzn−1(w̃), 1). In particular, τi(y0) = ei. Abusing
notation slightly we write

Wy′0
R0

= {(ỹ, ψ(ỹ)) : |ỹ| < R0 and −R0 < yn < ψ(ỹ)}

and have to prove that

|
(

τ1(x0) · ∇x + τ1(y0) · ∇y

)

(hD, GN)(x0, y0)||x0 − y0|n−2

≤ C(Ω, k, R−1) + C(Ω, k)RMD,N(R).
(5.5)

Then taking the sup over y0 in the sets defining MD,N we conclude
that (5.4) holds, thus completing Step 1.
Throughout the argument terms bounded by C(Ω, k, R−1) +

C(Ω, k)|x0 − y0|2−n will be denoted simply by O(E). We begin with
the Dirichlet case. From Lemma 4.5(a) we have that for x and y near
x0 and y0,

hD(x, y) = −
∫

∂Ω

(Dνz Γ̃(y, z))Γ(x, z)dSz

−
∫

∂Ω

Γ̃(y, z)DνzhD(x, z)dSz

(5.6)

where Γ̃(y, z) = Γ(y, z)− Γ(y, z) and ȳ = (ỹ,−yn) if y = (ỹ, yn) (recall
Lemma 4.4(a)). Define

H(y) =
(

τ1(x0) · ∇x + τ1(y) · ∇y

)

hD(x0, y). (5.7)

Computing from (5.6) and noting that τ1(y
′
0) = τ1(0) = e1 we find that

−H(x0, y0) = I + II + III + IV

where

I =

∫

∂Ω

(

Dνz Γ̃(y0, z)
)(

τ1(x0) · ∇xΓ(x0, z)
)

dSz

II =

∫

∂Ω

Γ̃y1,zj(y0, z) Γ(x0, z)ν
j(z)dSz

III =

∫

∂Ω

Γ̃(y0, z)Dνz

(

τ1(x0) · ∇xhD(x0, z)
)

dSz

IV =

∫

∂Ω

Γ̃y1(y0, z)DνzhD(x0, z)dSz.

(5.8)

We will integrate by parts in II then combine with I to show that
I + II = O(E). First, if |z − x0| ≥ 2R then |z − y0| ≥ R so that the
integral in II over the set where |z−x0| ≥ 2R is O(E). We parameterize
the remaining integral by writing z = (z̃, ψ(z̃)) and ν(z)dSz = N(z)dz̃
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and noting that Γ̃y1,zj = −Γ̃z1,zj . Thus

II = O(E) +
∫

V2R

[

− ∂

dz1
Γ̃zj(y0, (z̃, ψ(z̃))

+ Γ̃zj ,zn(y0, (z̃, ψ(z̃))ψz1(z̃)
]

Γ(x0, (z̃, ψ(z̃))N
j(z̃)dz̃

where V2R = {z̃ : |(z̃, ψ(z̃)) − x0| < 2R}. Integrating by parts with
respect to z1 and checking that the boundary term is O(E) we obtain

II = O(E) +
∫

V2R

(

[

∇zΓ̃(y0, z) ·N(z)
][

τ1(z) · ∇zΓ(x0, z)
]

+ Γ̃zj (z)Γ(x0, z)N
j
z1
(z)

+ Γ̃zj ,zn(y0, z)Γ(x0, z)ψz1(z̃)N
j(z)

)

dz̃

(5.9)

where z = (z̃, ψ(z̃)). We replace τ1(z) by τ1(x0) on the right, incur-
ring a change in the integrand which by Lemma 4.5(b) is bounded by
C(Ω, k)d∂(y0)|z−y0|−n|z−x0|2−n, and therefore an O(E) change in the
integral. (To see this let δ = 2|x0 − y0|/3 and consider the integrals
over ∂Ω∩Bδ(x0), ∂Ω∩Bδ(y0) and the complement of their union. The
argument for ∂Ω ∩ Bδ(y0) requires explicit use of the term d∂(y0) ap-
pearing in Lemma 4.5(b).) In the second term on the right we have that
j 6= n so that the integrand is O(E), again by Lemma 4.5(b), with the
same result. The same is true for the third term in the integral on the
right for j 6= n because |∇zψ(z̃)| ≤ C|z̃| ≤ C|z− y0| by Lemma 4.4(b).

For j = n we write Γ̃zn,zn = −Γ̃z1,z1 + . . . and integrate by parts with
respect to z1, . . .. The resulting integrals are then bounded as for the
previous terms. Thus

II = O(E) +
∫

∂Ω∩B2R(x0)

DνΓ̃(y0, z)
(

τ1(x0) · ∇zΓ(x0, z)
)

dSz. (5.10)

We can also replace the domain of integration in I by ∂Ω ∩ B2R(x0),
just as for II. The resulting integral then cancels the integral in (5.10)
because (∇x +∇z)Γ = 0. We conclude that

|I + II| ≤ C(Ω, k, R−1) + C(Ω, k)|x0 − y0|2−n = O(E). (5.11)

Next we estimate term IV and combine the result with III. First,
just as for II above, the integral in IV over the set where |z−x0| ≥ 2R
is O(E) by Lemma 4.3(c) (it is at this step that we require k1 ≥ 1). The
integral over the remaining set can again be parameterized by writing
z = (z̃, ψ(z̃)) and ν(z)dSz = N(z)dz̃. In the following computation we
integrate by parts with respect to z1, checking that the boundary term
is O(E), omitting the arguments (y0, z), (x0, z) and z̃ on the Γ̃, Γ and
N terms respectively and writing h in place of hD:
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IV = O(E) +
∫

V2R

[

− ∂

∂z1
Γ̃(y0, z) + Γ̃zn(y0, z)ψz1(z̃)

]

hzj (x0, z)N
j(z̃)dz̃

= O(E) +
∫

V2R

[

Γ̃(hz1,zj + Γhzn,zjψz1)N
j + Γ̃hzjN

j
z1 + Γ̃znhzjψz1N

j
]

dz̃.

The term in parentheses inside the brackets is
(

hz1 + hznψz1
)

zj
− hznψz1,zj =

[

τ1(z) · ∇zh(x0, z)
]

zj
− hznψz1,zj

so that

IV = O(E) +
∫

∂Ω∩B2R(x0)

[

Γ̃(y0, z)Dνz

(

τ1(z) · ∇zhD(x0, z)
)

dSz

+

∫

V2R

[

− Γ̃hznψz1,zjN
j + Γ̃hzjN

j
z1
+ Γ̃znhzjψz1N

j
]

dz̃.

The second integral on the right here is O(E) just as for term II because
by (4.3) and Lemma 4.5(b) hD satisfies the same pointwise bounds (1.2)
satisfied by Γ (the assumption that d∂(y0) ≤ d∂(x0) is applied here).
Combining with the integral in III and applying (5.11) we therefore
have that

H(y0) = O(E)−
∫

∂Ω∩BR/2(x0)

Γ̃(y0, z)DνzH(z)dSz,

the change in the domain of integration incurring an error bounded by
O(E). Next we define a harmonic functionH ′(y) to be the same asH(y)
in (5.7) but with τ1(y) replaced by τ1(x0). Then since H ′(y0)−H(y0) =
O(E) by Theorem 4.1, H(z) can be replaced by H ′(z) in the integral
on the right above at the expense of another O(E) term. Thus

H ′(y0) = O(E)−
∫

∂Ω∩BR/2(x0)

Γ̃(y0, z)DνzH
′(z)dSz. (5.12)

Now if we define

M′
D(R) = sup

y
{|x0 − y|n−2|H ′(y)|} (5.13)

where the sup is over the same set as in the definition of MD(R) in
(4.18) then (5.13) is the same as (4.18) but with H ′ in place of hD; and
(5.12) implies the bound in (4.20), again with H ′ in place of hD. Since
H ′ is harmonic, we can therefore repeat the argument proceeding from
(4.20) to find that

|x0 − y0|n−2|H ′(y0)| ≤ C(Ω, k, R−1) + C(Ω, k)RM′
D(R)

just as in (4.21). The same bound then holds for H(y0), and this proves
(5.5) for the Dirichlet case.
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Next we prove (5.5) for the Neumann case. From Lemma 4.5(a) we
have that

G̃N(x, y) = Γ̃(x, y)−Γ(·, y) + Γ(·, y)

+

∫

∂Ω

(

Dνz Γ̃(y, z)
)

G̃N(x, z)dSz
(5.14)

for x and y near x0 and y0, where G̃N = Γ + hN and now Γ̃(y, z) =
Γ(y, z) + Γ(y, z). We define a new function H by

H(y) =
(

τ1(x0) · ∇x + τ1(y) · ∇y

)

G̃N(x0, y) (5.15)

and compute from (5.14) that

H(y0) = I + II + III

where I is the result of applying the operator τ1(x0) · ∇x + τ1(y0) · ∇y

to the three terms preceding the integral on the right in (5.14) and

II =

∫

∂Ω

(

Dνz Γ̃(y0, z)
)(

τ(x′0) · ∇xG̃N(x0, z)
)

dSz

and

III =

∫

∂Ω

Γ̃zj ,y1(y0, z)G̃N (x0, z) ν
j(z) dSz.

It is easy to see that I = O(E) and we can restrict the domain of
integration in both II and III to ∂Ω ∩ B2R(x0), the integrals in the
complement being O(E). We parameterize the remaining part of III
by writing z = (z̃, ψ(z̃)), ν dS = Ndz̃ and Γ̃y1,zj = −Γ̃z1,zj . Integrating
by parts with respect to z1 and checking that the boundary term is
O(E) we obtain

III =O(E) +
∫

V2R

[

− ∂

∂z1
Γ̃zj(y0, z) + Γ̃zj ,zn(y0, z)ψz1(z̃)

]

G̃(x0, z)N
j(z̃)dz̃

=O(E) +
∫

∂Ω∩B2R(x0)

(

Dνz Γ̃(y0, z)
)

(τ1(z) · ∇z)G̃(x0, z) dSz + IV

(5.16)

where

IV =

∫

V2R

[

Γ̃zj(y0, z)N
j
z1
(z̃) + Γ̃zj ,zn(y0, z)ψz1(z̃)N

j(z̃)
]

G̃(x0, z) dz̃.

Combining this with II we then have that

H(y0) = O(E) +
∫

∂Ω∩B2R(x0)

(

Dνz Γ̃(y0, z))H(z)dSz + IV. (5.17)

Term IV is computed in the following steps: we substitute N j = −ψzj
for j < n and Nn = 1, rearrange terms, integrate by parts, noting that
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the boundary integral over ∂V2R is O(E), and identify divergence free
vector fields Kj = −G̃znej + G̃zjen for j < n. The result is that

IV = −
∫

V2R

∑

j<n

∂

∂zj

[

ψz1(z̃)Γ̃zj(y0, z)
]

G̃(x0, z)dz̃

= O(E) +
∑

j<n

∫

∂Ω∩B2R(x0)

ψz1(z̃)Γ̃zj (y0, z)K
j(x0, z) · ν(z)dSz .

To bound the integral here for fixed j < n we replace the domain of
integration by ∂Ωε2R where

Ωε2R = (Ω ∩B2R(x0))− Bε(x0)− Bε(y0)

for small ε > 0 then take limε→0. To justify this we let I(z) be the
integrand and note first that I is O(E) on ∂B2R(x0) hence so is its
integral over ∂B2R(x0); and we claim further that

lim
ε→0

∫

∂Bε(x0)

I(z)dSz = lim
ε→0

∫

∂Bε(y0)

I(z)dSz = 0.

To prove these statements we can first replace G̃N by Γ in the definition
of Kj , hence of I, because hN (x0, ·) is bounded independently of ε
by Theorem 3.1(a). The remaining terms in I are then identically
zero on ∂Bε(x0) by direct computation; and for z ∈ ∂Bε(y0), |I(z)| ≤
C|z − y0|2−n|x0 − y0|1−n, whose integral goes to zero as ε → 0. We
therefore have that

IV =O(E) + lim
ε→0

∑

j<n

∫

∂Ωε
2R

ψz1(z̃)Γ̃zj(y0, z)K
j(x0, z) · ν(z)dSz

= O(E) + lim
ε→0

∫

Ωε
2R

∇z

(

ψz1(z̃)Γ̃zj(y0, z)
)

·Kj(x0, z) dz

because Kj(x0, ·) is divergence free. The integrand on the right here
is bounded by C(|z − y0||z − x0|)1−n so that the limit is O(E), and
therefore IV is O(E). Returning to (5.17) we thus obtain

H(y0) = O(E) +
∫

∂Ω∩B2R(x0)

(

Dνz Γ̃(y0, z))H(z)dSz.

We can replace the domain of integration here by ∂Ω∩BR/2(x0) at the
expense of another O(E) term and then apply Lemma 4.5(b) to bound
the integrand by C(Ω, k)MN(R)(|z − y0||z − x0|)2−n. The integral is
then bounded by C(Ω, k)MN(R)R|x0− y0|2−n just as in the discussion
preceding (4.16). We then multiply by |x0 − y0|n−2 and take the sup
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over y0 in the set defining MN(R) to obtain finally that

MN(R) ≤ C(Ω, k, R−1) + C(Ω, k)RMNR).

This proves (5.4) and completes the proof of Step 1 for the Neumann
case.

Step 2: Proof of (a) for |α|, |β| ≤ k1 − 1. Fix z0 ∈ ∂Ω and
x0, y0 ∈ Wz0

R3
and let δ = |x0 − y0|. We may assume that δ ≤ R1,

otherwise Lemma 4.3(c) applies to show that the left side of (5.1) is
bounded by C(Ω, k) since |α|+1, |β|+1 ≤ k1. Recalling Lemma 4.3(b),
we therefore have that s(x0, y0) = δ and so in the nontrivial case of that
lemma that d∂(y) < δ/12,

dist(x0,Wy′0
δ/3) ≥ C−1δ and y0 ∈ Wy′0

δ/6.

It then follows from (4.5) in Theorem 4.1 that for |α| ≤ k1 and |γ| ≤ k

|Dα
xD

γ
yGD,N(x0, ·)|

L2(W
y′0
δ/3

)
≤ Cδ2−n/2−(|α|+|γ|). (5.18)

We are going to apply Theorem 7.2(b) to the function

Kα(y) ≡
(

τi(x0) · ∇x + τi(y) · ∇y

)

Dα
xGD,N(x0, y) (5.19)

for fixed α with |α| ≤ k1− 1. To facilitate the computations we denote
by Ep,qi (y) generic linear combinations of derivatives Dζ

xD
η
yGD,N(x0, y)

for |ζ | ≤ p and |η| ≤ q and with coefficients which are Ck−i functions
with derivatives bounded by C(Ω, k) (the latter will be determined by

i-th order derivatives of the τj). We check that ∆Kα = E |α|,2
2 on Wy′0

δ/3

so that in the Dirichlet case
∫

W
y′
0

δ/3

∇Kα · ∇v dy = −
∫

W
y′
0

δ/3

∆yKα v dy =

∫

W
y′
0

δ/3

E |α|,2
2 v dy

for v ∈ H1
0 (W

y′0
δ/3). Note also that Kα = 0 on the top of Wy′0

δ/3, as

required in case (D) of Theorem 7.2. In the Neumann case we take

v ∈ H1(Wy′0
δ/3) vanishing on the sides and bottom of Wy′0

δ/3 and compute

that
∫

W
y′0
δ/3

∇Kα · ∇v =

∫

∂W
y′0
δ/3

(DνKα) v −
∫

W
y′0
δ/3

E |α|,2
2 v.

Now DνKα = E |α|,1
1 on ∂Ω because DνGN(x0, ·) = 0. Applying the

trace theorem to the boundary integral, we therefore conclude that
∫

W
y′0
δ/3

∇Kα · ∇v =

∫

W
y′0
δ/3

(

E |α|,2
2 v + E |α|,1

1 ∇v
)
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in either case (D) or (N) of Theorem 7.2. We now apply (7.5) with

u = Kα, ϕ = E |α|,2
2 and Φ = E |α|,1

1 and note that for i ≤ j − 1 ≤ k − 1,

|E |α|,2
2 |Hi−1 , |E |α|,1

1 |Hi = |E |α|,i+1
i+1 |L2 ≤ Cδ2−n/2−(|α|+i+1)

(norms are over Wy′0
δ/3) by (5.18). The result is that for |γ| ≤ k,

|Dγ
yKα|

L2(W
y′
0

δ/6
)
≤ C(Ω, k)

[

δ−|γ||Kα|
L2(W

y′
0

δ/3
)
+ δ2−n/2−(|α|+|γ|)

]

. (5.20)

Now for the case that α = 0 we can apply the pointwise bound proved
in Step 1 to compute that |K0|

L2(W
y′
0

δ/3
)
≤ Cδ2−n/2 and therefore that

|Dγ
yK0|

L2(W
y′0
δ/6

)
≤ C(Ω, k)δ2−n/2−|γ|

for |γ| ≤ k. We then apply the scaling result Theorem 7.4(a) just as in
(4.22)–(4.23) in the proof of Theorem 4.1 to find that

sup

W
y′0
δ/6

|Dβ
yK0| ≤ C(Ω, k)δ2−n/2−|β|

for |β| ≤ k1. Thus in particular
∣

∣

∣
Dβ
y

[(

τ1(x) · ∇x + τ1(y) · ∇y

)

GD,N(x, y)
]

∣

∣

∣
≤ C(Ω, k)|x− y|2−n−|β|

at (x0, y0) and therefore for all x, y ∈ Wz0
R3

and |β| ≤ k1 − 1 (which

was assumed earlier in Step 2). The operator Dβ
y can then be passed

under the directional derivatives at the expense of an error which by
(4.3) can be absorbed into the term on the right. Applying symmetry
and replacing β by α we conclude that

|(τ1(x) · ∇x + τ1(y) · ∇y

)

Dα
xGD,N(x, y)| ≤ C(Ω, k)|x− y|2−n−|α| (5.21)

for |α| ≤ k1 − 1 and x, y ∈ Wz0
R3
.

We now return to the points x0 and y0 fixed at the beginning of
Step 2, again with δ = |x0 − y0| and Kα as in (5.19). The left side
of (5.21) with x = x0 is precisely |Kα(y)| so that |Kα|

L2(W
y′0
δ/3

)
≤

Cδ2−n/2−|α|. Substituting this on the right in (5.20) we then find that
|Dγ

yKα|
L2(W

y′
0

δ/6
)
≤ C(Ω, k)δ2−n/2−(|α|+|γ|) for |γ| ≤ k. Then just as for

the K0 case we can apply Theorem 7.4(b) with the result that (5.1)
holds for |α|, |β| ≤ k1 − 1 and points x, y ∈ Wz

R3
, for all z ∈ ∂Ω. This

completes the proof of part (a) of the theorem.

Step 3: Proofs of (b) and (c). We can replace the term τ zi (y)
on the left side of (5.1) by τ zi (x) at the expense of a term bounded
by C|x− y||∇yD

α
xD

β
yGD,N(x, y)|. Since |β|+ 1 ≤ k1, (4.3) applies to
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show that the latter is bounded by C(Ω, k)|x − y|2−n−(|α|+|β|), which
can be absorbed into the right side of (5.1). The same is true if τ zi (x)
is replaced by τ zi (x

′), again by (4.3) and Corollary 4.2. We thus have
that for z ∈ ∂Ω and x, y ∈ Wz

R3
,

∣

∣τ zi (x
′) ·

(

∇x +∇y

)

Dα
xD

β
yGD,N(x, y)

∣

∣

≤ C(Ω, k)|x− y|2−n−(|α|+|β|).
(5.22)

Note that this reduction required only the Lipschitz regularity of τ zi .
Now if q ⊥ ν(x′) then q is a linear combination of τ z1 (x

′), . . . , τ zn−1(x
′)

and one checks easily that the coefficients in this linear combination are
bounded by C(Ω, k)|q|. Thus (5.3) holds, and this proves (c). Similarly,
if σ is a vector field as in (b), then (5.22) holds with σ(x′) in place of
q. The steps leading from (5.1) to (5.22) with σ in place of τ zi can then
be reversed (with the Hölder-s regularity of σ in place of the Lipschitz
regularity of the τi) to prove (5.2).

�

6. An Application to Fluid Mechanics

In this section we describe the application of the pointwise bounds
in Theorems 4.1 and 5.1 to the construction of solutions of the Navier-
Stokes equations of barotropic, compressible flow on fairly general sub-
sets of R3. This construction extends earlier results in [11] for flows
in R3 and in half-spaces of R3, now enabled in particular by the can-
cellation property in Theorem 5.1(b) for the Green’s function for the
Neumann-Laplace operator. Complete details will be reported else-
where. Here we will content ourselves with extracting a single a priori
bound required in the proof and describing informally how the results
of the present paper are applied in an essential way.
The Navier-Stokes equations describe a compressible fluid occupying

a bounded open set Ω in R3 in terms of its density ρ and the particle
velocity u = (u1, u2, u3) which are the unknown functions of x ∈ Ω
and time t ≥ 0. The evolution of ρ is governed by the principle of
conservation of mass, expressed by the familiar equation

ρt + div(ρu) = 0; (6.1)

and the evolution of the velocity is governed by Newton’s law, as follows.
If x(t) is the position at time t of a fixed fluid particle, then its velocity
is u(x(t), t) and therefore the j-th component of its acceleration is u̇j ≡
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ujt + (∇xu
j) · u. Thus the mass (per volume) of a fluid particle times

its acceleration is

ρu̇j = ρ(ujt +∇xu
j · u) = (ρuj)t + (ρujuk)xk

(sum over k), and this equals the sum of the forces acting on the par-
ticle. We need not describe these forces in detail but instead simply
note that for each fixed t the sum of the forces is a vector field on Ω
which can be expressed as the gradient of a scalar potential F plus a
divergence-free vector field H . Thus

ρu̇ = ∇xF +H. (6.2)

In the Navier-Stokes system F and H are determined by ρ, u and ∇u
and can therefore be regarded as functions of x and t by composition.
A boundary condition is imposed on the velocity and this includes the
condition u(x, t) ·ν(x) = 0 for x ∈ ∂Ω. Initial data (ρ0, u0) is given and
the system (6.1)-(6.2) together with the boundary and initial conditions
are to be solved for t ≥ 0 under fairly mild restrictions on the system
parameters and under the assumptions that ρ0 is measurable and takes
values in a compact subset of (0,∞), and that u0 ∈ L6(Ω) and the
initial energy, kinetic plus potential, satisfies a certain size restriction.
The proof consists in a set of a priori bounds for smooth approximate

solutions, bounds which are fairly technical and which are coupled in
complicated ways. A crucial step in this construction is to bound the

quantity F ≡
∫ t̄

0

F (x(t), t) dt, where x(t) is a particle trajectory near

∂Ω, in terms of a bound C1 for the quantities

sup
t

|ρ(·, t)|L∞ , sup
t

|u(·, t)|L6 and

∫ t̄

0

|u(·, t)|C0,s|u(·, t)|Lqdt (6.3)

(norms over Ω) for particular s ∈ (0, 1) and q > 6 satisfying q′(3− s) < 3
determined elsewhere in the proof. We will describe how the required
bound for F is obtained for an approximate solution (ρ, u) defined up to
time t̄ where ρ, u and ∂Ω are as smooth as required for the arguments
that follow.
First we compute from (6.2) that at each t,

{

∆xF = divx(ρu̇) in Ω

DνF = (ρu̇−H) · ν on ∂Ω.
(6.4)

Observe that the term ρu̇ here indicates a derivative along a particle
path whereas F is an integral over a particle path. Cancellation can
therefore be anticipated and will be detected through the representation
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(3.4) of F (x(t), t) in terms of the Neumann-Green’s function G:

F =

∫ t̄

0

(

F (·, t)−
∫

∂Ω

G(x(t), y)DνF (y, t)dSy

+

∫

Ω

G(x(t), y)
[

(ρuj)yj ,t + (ρujuk)yj ,yk
]

dy
)

dt.

The term involving F̄ is of lower order and together with other such
terms will be denoted by an ellipsis. We integrate by parts in the inte-
gral over Ω with respect to t and yk, noting that first-order derivatives
of G(x(t), ·) are integrable by (4.3). Applying the relation ẋk(t) =
uk(x(t), t) and rearranging we find that, modulo the ellipsis,

F =

∫ t̄

0

∫

∂Ω

G(x(t), y)
[

−DνF (y, t) + (ρujuk)yj (y, t)ν
k(y)

]

dSydt

+

∫

Ω

G(x(·), y)(ρuj)yj (y, ·)dy
∣

∣

∣

t̄

0

−
∫ t̄

0

∫

Ω

[

Gxk(x(t), y)u
k(x(t), t)(ρuj)yj (y, t)

+Gyk(x(t), y)(ρu
juk)yj(y, t)

]

dy dt.

(6.5)

Applying the relations u · ν = ut · ν = 0 on ∂Ω we find that the term
in brackets in the boundary integral here can be written

[

−∇F + (ρuj)yju+ ρ(∇u u)
]

· ν =
(

−∇F + ρu̇
)

· ν = −H · ν.
This boundary integral thus depends on details of the divergence-free
field H and on the specific boundary conditions. The required bound
is technical and not germane to the present discussion and so will be
omitted. Concerning the single integral on the right in (6.5) we inte-
grate by parts and then note that Gyj(x(·), ·) is in Lp(Ω) for p < 3/2 by
(4.3) and that (ρu)(·, t) ∈ L6(Ω) by our assumptions in (6.3). Bounds
for the first two integrals on the right in (6.5) can therefore be included
in the ellipsis.
Integration by parts appears to be required in the third integral on

the right in (6.5) because derivatives of ρ and u are not included in (6.3).
Second derivatives of G(x, ·) are not in general integrable, however, so
that if this analysis is to succeed, some cancellation in the integrand
must occur. We write

F = . . .− lim
ε→0

∫ t̄

0

∫

Ω−Bε(x(t))

(

Gxk(x(t), y)
[

(ρuj)(y, t)uk(x(t), t)
]

yj

+Gyk(x(t), y)
[

(ρujuk)(y, t)
]

yj

)

dy dt.

(6.6)
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We now integrate by parts with respect to yj in both terms and note
that the boundary integral over ∂Ω is zero because u(x, ·) ·ν = 0 on ∂Ω.
Concerning the integral over ∂Bε(x(t)) we recall that by Theorem 3.1
G(x, ·) = Γ(x, ·)+h(x, ·) where h(x(t), ·) ∈ Hk+1(Ω) . The contribution
from h to the integral over ∂Bε(x(t)) therefore vanishes in the limit as
ε → 0, and we need only consider the contribution from Γ. Modulo
multiplicative constants this contribution is

∫ t̄

0

∫

Bε(x(t))

(xk − yk
|x− y|3u

k(x(t), t) +
yk − xk
|x− y|3u

k(y, t)
)

(ρu)(y, t) · ν(y) dSy dt

which is easily seen to go to zero as ε → 0 (recall that u is an approxi-
mate smooth solution here). We thus have that

F = . . .+ lim
ε→0

∫ t̄

0

∫

Ω−Bε(x(t))

(

Gxk,yj(ρu
j)(y, t)uk(x(t), t)

+Gyk,yj(ρu
juk)(y, t)

)

dy dt

= . . .+ lim
ε→0

∫ t̄

0

∫

Ω−Bε(x(t))

(

[

Gxk,yju
k(x(t), t) +Gyk,yju

k(y, t)
]

)

× (ρuj)(y, t)dy dt

(6.7)

where each term involving G is evaluated at (x(t), y). Contributions to
this integral from points y far from ∂Ω or far from x(t) can be absorbed
into the ellipsis by Corollary 4.2 (because G can be replaced by hN in
the integrand) or by Lemma 4.3(c). For x(t) and y close and close to
∂Ω, Theorem 5.1(b) applies with |α| + |β| = 1 to show that the term
in parentheses here is bounded by C|u(·, t)|C0,s|y−x(t)|s−3. Taking the
Lq

′

norm of this term and the Lq norm of (ρuj)(·, t) we can then bound
the integral in (6.7) by

C1

∫ t̄

0

|u(·, t)|C0,s|u(·, t)|Lqdt

since q′(3− s) < 3. This competes the required bound for F .



36 DAVID HOFF

7. Appendix: Interior-type Estimates Near the Boundary

In this section we derive regularity results for weak solutions of
second-order elliptic equations near the boundary of the spatial do-
main. Specifically, we consider a solution u of the elliptic problem

∫

WR0

(A∇u) · ∇v = F · v (7.1)

which is to hold for test functions v in a specified space and for elements
F in its dual. Here A is an n × n matrix-valued function on a spatial
domain WR0 ⊂ Rn described as follows, consistent with the notations
in Definition 2.1:

Let CR be the cylinder CR ≡ BR × (−R,R) where for R > 0 BR is the
ball of radius R centered at the origin in Rn−1 where n ≥ 2. Fix R0 > 0
and k ≥ 1 and assume that there is a mapping ψ ∈ Ck+1(BR0) such
that ψ(0) = 0 and ∇ψ(0) = 0, that ψ(BR) ⊂ (−R/2, R/2) for R ≤ R0

and that the derivatives of ψ up to order k+1 are bounded by a constant
Mψ(k). Then for R ∈ (0, R0] define

WR = {(z̃, zn) : z̃ ∈ BR and − R < zn < ψ(z̃)},

its top

∂W+
R = {(z̃, zn) : z̃ ∈ BR and zn = ψ(z̃)}

and a Ck vector field N(z) = (−∇ψ(z̃), 1) at points z = (z̃, zn) of CR0 .
Thus ν ≡ N/|N | is the unit outer normal to WR0 at points on ∂W+

R0
.

Concerning A we assume that its derivatives up to order k exist and
are bounded on BR0 by a constant MA(k) and that there is a positive
constant ηA such that for all x ∈ WR0 and all ξ ∈ Rn

(A(x) ξ) · ξ ≥ ηA|ξ|2. (7.2)

The major result of this section is Theorem 7.2 below in which we
show that for small δ, δ′ ∈ (0, R0) with δ

′ < δ, higher-order regularity
norms of a solution u of (7.1) on the smaller set Wδ′ are bounded by
lower-order regularity norms on the larger setWδ modulo constants and
inverse powers of δ−δ′. Sobolev norms are considered in Theorem 7.2(b)
and Lebesgue norms in Theorem 7.2(c). The proofs apply standard
cutoff functions which modulate the two sets in question but which
must also respect the natural boundary condition associated to (7.1)
on ∂W+

δ :
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Lemma 7.1. Assume that the hypotheses and notations above are in
force. Then given θ ∈ (0, 1) there is a number δ0 ∈ (0, R0) and a
positive constant C, both depending on θ, R0, Mψ, MA and ηA, such
that for δ ∈ (0, δ0) and δ

′ ∈ (0, θδ] there is a Ck function χ defined on
a neighborhood V of Cδ for which the following hold:

• 0 ≤ χ ≤ 1, χ = 0 on V − Cδ and χ = 1 on Cδ′
• |Dαχ(z)| ≤ C|δ − δ′|−|α| for |α| ≤ k and z ∈ V
• ∇χ · (A(z)N(z)) = 0 for z ∈ ∂W+

δ .

Proof. Define a mapping F : BR0 ×R → Rn by

F (w̃, s) = (w̃, ψ(w̃))− s(AN)(w̃, ψ(w̃)). (7.3)

Then F is Ck and its derivative at the origin is invertible by (7.2).
Therefore for sufficiently small δ0 there is a neighborhood S of the
origin such that F is a Ck diffeomorphism of S onto a neighborhood V
of Cδ0 .
Now let δ, δ′ and θ be given as in the statement and define εj =

δ′ + j(δ − δ′)/3 for j = 1, 2. Then choose a C∞ function χ̃1 on Rn

which is a decreasing function of |w̃| and whose value at (w̃, s) is one
or zero according as |w̃| is less than ε1 or greater than ε2. We claim
that if χ1 ≡ χ̃1 ◦ F−1, which is thus a Ck function on V taking values
in [0, 1], then there is a constant C1 depending on the same parameters
as for C in the statement of the theorem such that, if z = (z̃, zn) ∈ V
with |zn| ≤ (δ − δ′)/C1 and if δ0 is reduced further if necessary, then
χ1(z) is one or zero according as |z̃| is less than δ′ or greater than δ.
The proof consists in checking that with |zn| so restricted and with
z = (z̃, zn) = F (w̃, s) ∈ V then |w̃| is less than ε1 or greater than ε2
according as |z̃| is less than δ′ or greater than δ; details are left to the
reader.
Three more cutoff functions are required: Let χ2(z̃, zn) be a decreas-

ing C∞ function of |z̃| which is one or zero according as |z̃| is less than
δ′ or greater than δ; let ϕ be a decreasing C∞ function of |zn| which is
one or zero according as |zn| is less than (δ − δ′)/12C1 or greater than
(δ− δ′)/6C1; and let ζ be a decreasing C∞ function of |zn| which is one
or zero according as |zn| is less than δ′ or greater than δ. We then take

χ(z̃, zn) = ζ(zn)
[

ϕ(zn)χ1(z̃, zn) + (1− ϕ(zn))χ2(z̃, zn)
]

.

The first two items in the statement of the theorem are then easily
checked. For the third we note that if z = (z̃, zn) ∈ ∂W+

δ then |zn| =
|ψ(z̃)| ≤ C|z̃|2. Reducing δ0 further if necessary we find that ϕ(zn) =
ζ(zn) = 1 and therefore χ(z) = χ1(z), and in fact this holds as well for
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z in a neighborhood of ∂W+
δ0
. Thus if z = F (w̃, s) then χ(z) = χ̃1(w̃, s),

which is independent of s. Differentiating with respect to s and recalling
the definition (7.3), we conclude that ∇χ · (AN) = 0 at z as required.

�

The following is the main result of this section:

Theorem 7.2. Assume that the hypotheses and notations in the first
paragraph of this section are in force, let θ ∈ (0, 1) be given and let
δ0 ∈ (0, R0) be as in Lemma 7.1. Fix δ ∈ (0, δ0) and δ′ ∈ (0, θδ] and
assume that u ∈ H1(Wδ) satisfies one of the following:

(D) u = 0 on ∂W+
δ in the sense of traces and

∫

Wδ

(A∇u) · ∇v = F · v (7.4)

for all v ∈ H1
0 (Wδ) and for some F in the dual of H1

0 (Wδ).

(N) the relation (7.4) holds for all v ∈ H1(Wδ) which vanish in the
sense of traces on the sides and bottom of Wδ and for some F in
the dual of H1(Wδ).

Then the following hold:

(a) There is a constant C depending on θ, R0, Mψ(k), MA(k) and ηA
such that if

|F · v| ≤ a|v|L2(Wδ) + b|∇v|L2(Wδ)

for some constants a and b and for all v as described in the respective
cases (D) or (N) then

|∇u|2L2(Wδ′ )
≤ C

[

(δ − δ′)−2|u|2L2(Wδ)
+ a|u|L2(Wδ) + b2

]

.

(b) There is a constant C depending on k, θ, R0, Mψ(k), MA(k) and
ηA and on an upper bound for (δ − δ′) such that if

F · v =

∫

Wδ

(

ϕ v + Φ · ∇v
)

for some ϕ ∈ Hmin{k−2,0}(Wδ) and Φ ∈ [Hk−1(Wδ)]
n then in either

case (D) or (N) the solution u is in Hk(Wδ′) and for j = 1, . . . , k
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∑

|α|=j

|Dαu|L2(Wδ′)
≤ Cε−j

[

|u|L2+ε2|ϕ|L2 + ε|Φ|L2

+

j−1
∑

i=1

εi+1
(

|ϕ|Hi−1 + |Φ|Hi

)

]

(7.5)

where ε ≡ δ− δ′, the norms on the right are taken over Wδ and the
sum on the right is omitted if j = 1.

(c) Apart from the hypotheses in (a) and (b) let θ′ ∈ (0, θ) be given
and let p ∈ (1, 2] and q = np/(n − 2). Then there is a constant C
depending on θ, θ′, R0, Mψ(k), MA(k), ηA and p such that if δ′ ∈
[θ′δ, θδ] and if F · v =

∫

Wδ

ϕ v for some ϕ ∈ Lp(Wδ) then in either

case (D) or (N) the solution u is in Lq(Wδ′) and

|u|Lq(Wδ′ )
≤ C

[

(δ − δ′)−2/p|u|Lp(Wδ) + (δ − δ′)2(p−1)/p|ϕ|Lp(Wδ)

]

. (7.6)

Proof of Theorem 7.2(a). Let χ be as in Lemma 7.1. Then v = χu
is an allowable test function in (7.4) in either case (D) or (N) so that
by (7.2)
∫

W ′

δ

|∇u|2 ≤ C

∫

Wδ

χ(A∇u) · ∇u

= C

∫

Wδ

[

(A∇u) · ∇(χu)− u∇u · (Atr∇χ)
]

= C
[

F · (χu)−
∫

∂W+
δ

1
2
u2 · (Atr∇χ) · ν +

∫

Wδ

1
2
u2 div(Atr∇χ)

]

where Atr is the transpose of A. The boundary integral here is zero by
the third item in Lemma 7.1, and bounds for the other two terms are
obtained from the second item in Lemma 7.1 and the hypotheses on F .

Proof of Theorem 7.2(b). This result is a special case of Proposi-
tion 4.3 of [12] for much more general problems but whose proof is corre-
spondingly more technically involved than is required here. This.proof
is a standard argument in which Wδ0 is mapped to a region whose upper
boundary is contained in a horizontal plane so that bounds for differ-
ence quotients of the transformed solution in the horizontal direction
can be computed. These bounds are uniform in the increment, thus
proving weak differentiability and providing bounds in L2 for the cor-
responding horizontal derivatives; bounds for nonhorizontal derivatives
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are then obtained from (7.1) via the the ellipticity assumption (7.2).
We will omit the difference quotient argument, which is familiar to most
readers, assuming therefore that u ∈ Hk(Wδ0), and content ourselves
with deriving the bound in (7.5), which is the point of interest here.
Fix δ and δ′ as in the statement and let δ′ = εk < εk−1 < . . . < ε0 = δ

so that εj − εj+1 = ε/k. The hypothesis of (a) then holds with δ, δ′

replaced by ε0, ε1 and with a = |ϕ|L2(Wδ) and b = |Φ|L2(Wδ). Thus
∫

Wε1

|∇u|2 ≤ C
(

ε−2|u|2L2(Wδ)
+ ε2|ϕ|2L2(Wδ)

+ |Φ|2L2(Wδ)

)

≡M1. (7.7)

This proves (7.5) for k = 1. We therefore assume that k ≥ 2 and flatten
∂W+

δ0
as follows. Let Y be the Ck+1 map defined by Y (z̃, zn) = (ỹ, yn)

where ỹ = z̃ and yn = zn − ψ(z̃) and let W ′
δ0

= Y (Wδ0). Define

u′ ∈ Hk(W ′
δ0
) and ϕ′ ∈ Hk−2(W ′

δ0
) by u = u′ ◦ Y and ϕ = ϕ′ ◦ Y , and

for allowable test functions v let v = v′ ◦ Y . It then follows that
∫

W ′

δ0

(A′ ∇u′) · ∇v′ =
∫

W ′

δ0

(

ϕ′ v′ + Φ′ · ∇v′
)

(7.8)

where

A′ = SAStr, S = ∂Y/∂z and Φ′ = S(Φ ◦ Y ). (7.9)

Also, if we define

M̃j =
∑

1≤|α|≤j

∫

W ′
εj

|Dαu′|2

where W ′
εj
= Y (Wεj), then by (7.7)

M̃1 ≤ C
(

ε−2|u|2L2(Wδ)
+ ε2|ϕ|2L2(Wδ)

+ |Φ|2L2(Wδ)

)

. (7.10)

Now suppose that v ∈ Hk(Wδ0) is an allowable test function which
is zero on neighborhoods of the sides and bottom of Wδ0 and let v′ be
as above. Then if 0 < |α| ≤ k − 1 and Dα

y is a horizontal derivative,
that is, α = (α1, . . . , αn) with αn = 0, then Dα

y v
′ is an allowable test

function in (7.8):
∫

W ′

δ0

(A′ ∇u′) · ∇(Dαv′) =

∫

W ′

δ0

(

ϕ′Dαv′ + Φ′ · ∇Dαv′
)

.

We integrate by parts on the left, noting that the boundary integrals
are zero, and apply the Leibnitz formula to bound Dα(A′∇u′). On the
right side we let α = β+γ where |γ| = 1 and |β| ≤ k−2, then integrate
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by parts again. The result is that
∫

W ′

δ0

(A′ ∇(Dαu′)) · ∇v′

= (−1)|α|+|β|

∫

W ′

δ0

[

(Dβϕ′) (Dγv′) + (DβΦ′) · ∇(Dγv′)
]

+O
(

∑

|η|≤|α|

∫

W ′

δ0

|Dηu′| |∇v′|
)

(7.11)

(the second term on the right is a generic quantity bounded by C times
the enclosed sum). A standard density argument shows that this holds
as well for allowable test functions v′ = v ◦ Y −1 ∈ H1(W ′

δ0
).

Next we fix j ∈ {1, . . . , k− 1} and derive a bound for M̃j+1 in terms

of M̃j . Let χ be as in Theorem 7.1 with δ, δ′ replaced by εj, εj+1. Define
χ′ by χ = χ′ ◦ Y and let α be a horizontal derivative as above with
|α| = j. Then since u′ ∈ Hk(W ′

δ0
), (7.11) holds with v′ = χ′Dαu′:

∫

W ′
εj

(A′ ∇(Dαu′)) · ∇(χ′Dαu′)

= (−1)|α|+|β|

∫

W ′
εj

[

(Dβϕ′) (Dγ(χ′Dαu′)) + (DβΦ′) · ∇Dγ(χ′Dαu′)
]

+O
(

∑

|η|≤j

∫

W ′
εj

|Dηu′| |∇(χ′Dαu′)|
)

.

(7.12)

The second item in Theorem 7.1 shows that the first two terms on the
right here are bounded by

C
(

|ϕ′|Hj−1(W ′
εj
) + |Φ′|Hj(W ′

εj
)

)

[(

∫

W ′
εj

χ′|∇Dαu′|2
)1/2

+ ε−1M̃
1/2
j

]

and the third is bounded by

CM̃
1/2
j

[(

∫

W ′
εj

χ′|∇Dαu′|2
)1/2

+ ε−1
]

.

The term on the left in (7.12) is
∫

W ′
εj

(A′ ∇(Dαu′)) ·
[

χ′∇(Dαu′) + (Dαu′)∇χ′
]

≥ ηA

∫

W ′
εj

χ′|∇(Dαu′)|2 + 1
2

∫

W ′
εj

(A′∇(Dαu′
2
)) · ∇χ′
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by (7.2). The first term on the right here absorbs the integrals in
the previous two displays. For the second term we again integrate by
parts, noting that the integrand is zero on the bottom and sides of the
domain and that the normal on the top is the standard basis vector
en ≡ (0, . . . , 1). The boundary integral in this integration by parts is
therefore zero because by direct computation from the definition of Y ,
(A′en) ·∇χ′ = (Aν) ·∇χ, which is zero by the third item in Lemma 7.1.
The resulting integral over W ′

εj
is then easily seen to be bounded by

Cε−2M̃j. Assembling these three bounds and simplifying we obtain
finally

∫

W ′
εj

χ′|∇(Dαu′)|2 ≤ C
(

ε−2M̃j + |ϕ′|2Hj−1(W ′
εj

) + |Φ′|2Hj(W ′
εj
)).

Recall that this holds for horizontal derivatives Dα of order j ≤ k − 1.
We now change notation and let α denote a multi-index of length
j + 1 ≤ k. Then since χ′ ≡ 1 on W ′

εj+1
,

∫

W ′
εj+1

|Dαu′|2 ≤ C
(

ε−2M̃j + |ϕ′|2Hj−1(W ′
εj

) + |Φ′|2Hj(W ′
εj
)

)

(7.13)

for |α| ≤ j + 1 provided that αn is zero or one.
Now consider the case j = 1. By taking test functions v′ of compact

support in W ′
δ0

in (7.8) we find that

div (A′∇u′) = ϕ′ (7.14)

in the weak sense on W ′
δ0
. Also, if ai,j are the components of the matrix

A′ then (7.13) shows that the terms ai,ju′yi,yj in (7.14) for (i, j) 6= (n, n)

are in L2(W ′
ε2
) with the squares of their norms bounded by the right

side of (7.13) with j = 2, as are ϕ′ and the lower order terms; hence so
is the term an,nu′yn,yn (with a new constant C). Putting ξ = en in (7.2)

and recalling that A′ = SAStr, we find that an,n ≥ C−1. Thus (7.13)
holds for all α of length two, that is,

M̃2 ≤ C
(

ε−2M̃1 + |ϕ′|2L2(W ′
ε1

) + |Φ′|2H1(W ′
ε1

)

)

.

More generally, for j ≤ k− 1 and α of length j + 1 we write α = β + γ
with γ = 2, differentiate (7.14) j − 1 times with successively larger
values of αn and apply (7.13) to find that (7.13) holds for all α of
length j + 1. The conclusion is that

M̃j+1 ≤ C
(

ε−2M̃j + |ϕ′|2Hj−1(W ′
εj

) + |Φ′|2Hj(W ′
εj

)

)

(7.15)

for j = 1, . . . , k− 1 and for a constant C as described in the statement
of the theorem. To complete the proof we proceed by induction on j
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starting from (7.10), then convert the resulting bounds for M̃j by way
of the Ck+1 diffeomorphism Y to obtain the bound in (7.5).

Proof of Theorem 7.2(c). The idea of the proof is to apply (7.4)
with test function v = χ|u|p/2 where χ is as in Lemma 7.1. Issues of
regularity and integrability arise near points where u = 0, however. To
avoid these we introduce C∞ functions on R defined for ε > 0 by

• fε(t) =
t2√
t2 + ε2

+ ε

• g′ε = f p−2
ε (f ′

ε)
2 and h′ε = gε

• gε(0) = hε(0) = 0.

In particular, fε is a C
∞ approximation to the absolute value function.

Elementary arguments prove the following, in which we denote by C ′ a
universal positive constant independent of present considerations and
by C ′

ε a similar constant but which may also depend on ε:

• ε ≤ fε(t) ≤ |t|+ ε , |f ′
ε(t)| ≤ C ′ and fε(t) → |t| uniformly on R

as ε→ 0

• |gε(t)| ≤ C ′(|t|p−1 + εp−1) and |g′ε(t)| ≤ C ′
ε

• |hε(t)| ≤ C ′(|t|p + εp−1|t|).

We denote fε ◦ u, gε ◦ u and hε ◦ u by Fε, Gε and Hε and we let χ be

as in Lemma 7.1. It then follows from the above that F
p/2
ε ∈ H1(Wδ)

and that Gε is an allowable test function in (7.4). Thus
∫

Wδ′

|∇(F p/2
ε )|2 ≤C

∫

Wδ

χ(A∇(F p/2
ε )) · ∇(F p/2

ε ) = C

∫

Wδ

χ(A∇u) · ∇Gε

= C
[

∫

Wδ

(A∇u) · ∇(χGε)−∇Hε · (Atr∇χ)
]

= C
[

∫

Wδ

ϕχGε −
∫

∂W+
δ

Hε(A
tr∇χ) · ν

+

∫

Wδ

Hε div(A
tr∇χ)

]

.

The boundary integral here is zero by the third item in Lemma 7.1
and bounds for the other two terms on the right are obtained from the
second item in Lemma 7.1, the assumed bounds for A and the above
properties of gε and hε. These together with Hölder’s inequality thus
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show that

|
∫

Wδ′

|∇(F p/2
ε )|2 ≤ C

[

(δ − δ′)2(p−1)|ϕ|pLp + (δ − δ′)−2|u|pLp

]

+Cεp−1
[

|ϕ|L1 + [(δ − δ′)−2|u|L1

]

(7.16)

where the norms on the right are taken over Wδ. The scaling result
in Theorem 7.3(b) below (whose proof is completely independent of all
other results in this paper) shows that there is a constant C independent
of δ′ such that for v ∈ H1(Wδ′),

|v|L2n/(n−2) ≤ C
[

(δ′)−1|v|L2 + |∇v|L2

]

(norms are over Wδ′). Applying this together with the obvious bound

|F p/2
ε |L2 ≤ C(|u|p/2Lp + εp/2) and noting that δ′ ≥ θ1(δ − δ′)/(1 − θ2) we

find that

lim sup
ε→0

|F p/2
ε |L2n/(n−2)(Wδ′ )

≤ C
[

(δ−δ′)−1|u|p/2Lp(Wδ)
+(δ−δ′)p−1|ϕ|p/2Lp(Wδ)

]

.

The monotone convergence theorem shows that the limit on the left is

|u|2/pLq(Wδ′ )
, and this proves the bound in (7.6).

�

In the following theorem we consider the problem (7.1) posed in a
ball BR0 and for test functions in H1

0 (BR0). Essentially the same results
as in Theorem 7.2 hold, but the proofs are greatly simplified because
boundary considerations do not enter. These proofs are therefore omit-
ted.

Theorem 7.3. Let n ≥ 2 and fix R0 > 0 and an n × n-matrix valued
function A on BR0 ⊂ Rn whose derivatives up to order k ≥ 1 exist and
are bounded in BR0 by a constant MA and which satisfies the positive
definiteness condition (7.2) on BR0 with constant ηA. Assume that u ∈
H1(BR0) satisfies (7.1) with WR0 replaced by BR0, for all v ∈ H1

0 (BR0)
and for some F ∈ (H1

0 (BR0))
∗. Let θ ∈ (0, 1) be given and fix δ ∈ (0, R0)

and δ′ ∈ (0, θδ]. Then all the statements in parts (a), (b) and (c) of
Theorem 7.2 hold with Wδ and Wδ′ replaced by Bδ and Bδ′ and with
references to Mψ omitted.

In the final result of this section we derive scaled versions of the stan-
dard imbedding H1 7→ L2n/(n−2), which holds on open sets satisfying a
“cone condition,” and Hk0 7→ C0,λ0 , which holds on sets having a Lip-
schitz boundary (see [1] pg. 85 for precise definitions and statements).

Theorem 7.4. (a) Let Wδ ⊂ Rn, n ≥ 2, be as in the first paragraph
of this section with δ ≤ R0 but with the exception that ψ is as-
sumed only to be Lipschitz continuous with constant L; and let k0
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and λ0 be as in (4.1). Then there are constants C(n,R0, L) and
C(n,R0, L, λ0) such that if v ∈ Hk0(Wδ) then v is Hölder continu-
ous with exponent λ0 (modulo equivalence class) and satisfies

sup
x∈Wδ

|v(x)| ≤ C(n,R0, L)

k0
∑

j=0

∑

|α|=j

δj−n/2|Dα
xv|L2(Wδ) (7.17)

and

〈v〉Wδ,λ0 ≤ C(n,R0, L, λ0)

k0
∑

j=0

∑

|α|=j

δj−n/2−λ0|Dα
xv|L2(Wδ). (7.18)

(b) Let V be an open set in Rn, n ≥ 2, satisfying a Kδ cone condition;
that is, there is a subset S of the n − 1-sphere in Rn with positive
surface measure |S| and a positive number δ > 0 such that if

Kδ = {rω : 0 ≤ r ≤ δ and ω ∈ S}
then every point in V is the vertex of a cone contained in V and
congruent to Kδ. There is then a constant C(n, |S|) independent of
δ such that if v ∈ H1(V) then v ∈ L2n/(n−2)(V) and

|v|L2n/(n−2)(V) ≤ C
(

δ−1|v|L2(V) + |∇v|L2(V)

)

.

Proof. To prove (a) we let Y (x) = R0x/δ and define

W ′ ≡ Y (Wδ) = {(ỹ, yn) : |ỹ| < R0 and − R0 < yn < ϕ(ỹ)}
where ϕ = R0(ψ ◦ Y −1)/δ. Then ϕ is Lipschitz with constant L and
the embedding Hk0(W ′) 7→ C0,λ0(W ′) therefore holds with constant
C(n,R0, L). Given v ∈ Hk0(Wδ) we then apply this embedding to the
function w ≡ v ◦ Y −1, noting that

|Dα
yw|2L2(W ′) =

∫

Wδ

(δ/R0)
2|α||Dα

xv(x)|2(R0/δ)
ndx

= C(R0)δ
2|α|−n|v|2L2(Wδ)

,

then rescale to obtain (7.17) and (7.18).
To prove (b) we define V1 ≡ {x/δ : x ∈ V}. Then V1 satisfies a K1-

cone condition so that the embedding H1(V1) → L2n/(n−2)(V1) holds
with a constant C which is independent of δ. Given v ∈ H1(V) we then
apply this embedding to the element w defined by w(y) = v(δy), then
rescale to obtain the required bound for v.

�
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