arXiv:2407.05882v1 [math.AP] 8 Jul 2024

LP ESTIMATES FOR THE LAPLACIAN VIA BLOW-UP

JAN LEWENSTEIN-SANPERA AND XAVIER ROS-OTON

ABSTRACT. In this note we provide a new proof of the W?? Calderén-Zygmund regularity estimates for
the Laplacian, i.e., Au = f and its parabolic counterpart 0yu — Au = f. Our proof is an adaptation of
a contradiction and compactness argument that so far had been only used to prove estimates in Holder
spaces. This new approach is simpler than previous ones, and avoids the use of any interpolation
theorem.

1. INTRODUCTION

The main concern for this article is the following classical theorem:

Theorem 1.1 ([CZ52]). Let 1 < p < oo, and u € HY(By) be any weak solution to:
Au=f in DB,
with f € LP(By). Then u is in WP inside By and the following estimate holds:

/Bw ID2ulP < C </131 lulP + /31 mp) _ a1

The constant C' depends only on n and p.

The classical proof of this result, which can be found in [GT98], is as follows:

(i) Prove the result for p = 2 by an easy integration by parts argument.
(ii) Using the Calderén-Zygmund decomposition, and the maximal function of Hardy-Littlewood,
prove a weak L' estimate corresponding to the case p = 1.
(iii) Prove the Marcinkiewicz interpolation theorem, and use it to deduce the result for all 1 < p < 2.
(iv) By a duality argument, deduce the result for all 2 < p < oo.

This result and its proof is a landmark in elliptic PDE, and connects this subject to harmonic analysis.

Up to date, some other approaches have been introduced to find new proofs of this result. In particular,
an alternative proof is presented in [Lel3], in which (ii)-(iii)-(iv) are replaced by:

(ii’) Prove an L*°-to-BMO estimate, corresponding to the case p = cc.

(iii’) Prove the Stampacchia interpolation theorem, by using the one due to Marcinkiewicz as well
as the sharp maximal function of Fefferman-Stein, and use it to deduce the result for all
2 <p<oo.

(iv’) By a duality argument, deduce the result for all 1 < p < 2.

On the other hand, a completely different (and more geometric) approach was developed in [Ca89] to
treat fully nonlinear equations for p > n, and later in [Wal3|] for the Laplacian for all 1 < p < co.
The proof in [Wal3] uses only the maximal function, energy estimates, and Vitali covering lemma, to
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establish a decay estimate for the superlevel sets of M|D?u|? in terms of those of M|f|? (where M is
the maximal function).

Our goal in this paper is to give a new proof of this result, which we believe is simpler and easier to
follow than the one in [Wal3l [Ca89]. Our proof uses only the sharp maximal function, combined with
a quite elementary contradiction and compactness argument in the spirit of those in [Si97] [Sel5]; see
also [FR22].

In the last decade there have been many regularity estimates that have been established by a contra-
diction and compactness estimate in the spirit of those in [Si97) [Se15]. However, this type of argument
had been always used to prove estimates in Holder spaces, and the present paper is the first one to
establish a W?2P estimate via a blow-up argument. Notice that LP regularity is quite different than
C% which is pointwise. To solve this issue we use the sharp maximal function, and establish the
pointwise inequality (2.4]) below. The idea to establish such a pointwise inequality comes from [LZ24],
where a simple proof of the L>° to BMO estimate is given, with a different argument.

1.1. Acknowledgements. X. R. was supported by the Furopean Research Council under the Grant
Agreements No. 801867 (EllipticPDE) and No. 101123223 (SSNSD), by the AEI project PID2021-
125021NA-I00 (Spain), by the grant RED2022-134784-T funded by AEI/10.13039/501100011033, by
AGAUR Grant 2021 SGR 00087 (Catalunya), and by the Spanish State Research Agency through the
Maria de Maeztu Program for Centers and Units of Excellence in R&D (CEX2020-001084-M).

1.2. Organization of the paper. The paper is organized as follows: In the LP regularity
estimate for the Laplacian is proved, while in [section 3] we treat parabolic equations.

2. ELLIPTIC EQUATIONS

In this section we focus on the regularity of the weak solutions to Poisson equation

Au=f in Bj. (2.1)

2.1. Sharp maximal function. We provide a very brief introduction to the tools needed in order
to prove Theorem [[LIl Further information can be found in [LLOI, [EvI0, I(GM12].

We define the 2-sharp maximal function (see, e.g. [ST89]) for a locally integrable function w as

2

)

./\/lfw(x) = sup][ |w —Wg, ()
Br(x)

r>0
where Wg := fE w.
Then, we have the following estimate for any 1 < p < co

clwlirs,y < IMEwLig, + lwlm,) < Cllwls,), (2.2)

where ¢, C' depend only on p, n and r. Indeed, the first inequality follows from a classical theorem of
Fefferman and Stein on the sharp maximal function [GM12] and Holder’s inequality, while the second
from the trivial bound M#w < Muw and the strong LP-LP inequality for the maximal function [GT9S].

When applied to a Hessian matrix, we still denote MfDQw(:E) = SUp,~ fBT(x) |D2w — D*wp, () ‘2.
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2.2. Regularity estimates. We want to establish the estimate ([LT]) for p # 2. Indeed, recall that
in the simplest case p = 2, i.e.,

ID*ull 25, ) < C (lull L2(s,) + 1Fllz2(31)) » (2.3)

it follows easily from the identity
/ D22 = / AV Vo € CR(RM):
R™ R™
see e.g. [FR22, Remark 2.13].
The estimate (LI]) 2 < p < oo will follow from the following:
Proposition 2.1. Let u, f € C*°(By), with Au = f in By. Then,
MG D*u() < C(|[ullf2p, + 1F 113205, + ME f(2), (2.4)

for any x € By /3, where C depends only on n.

To prove this result, we need the following elementary Lemma.

Lemma 2.2. Let {u;}r C W22(By) be a sequence of functions satisfying ||D2uk||L2(Bl) < Cy and

sup sup][ |D?ug () — D2ug g, |* — oo.
k r>0 -

Then, for any 0 < § < 1 there exists rp, — 0 and a subsequence k,, such that:

(-0 f Pue) - Dlupf < f D%, @)~ Dounp, [P VEEN, p= 1
p Tm

Proof. The quantity:

O(r) = sup sup][ |D?uy(z) — DzukBp]2.
k p>r JB,

satisfies that 0(r) — oo as r — 0. Hence, for any € > 0 there exists a r. > € such that:

(=006 < f IDue(o) - D, I
BTs

Take a sequence &, — 0. Since ||D2ukHL2(Bl) is bounded, then for fBr | D%y (x) — D2uyp,_ |2 = o0
we need that r,, — 0 as well. Moreover, by monotonicity of 0(r), we have that §(r.) < 6(e) with:

(1-5)0(r.) < f D?uy(z) — DPupp, |,
Brs

and the lemma follows. O
We next give the:

Proof of Proposition[21]. It suffices to establish the result for z = 0. Let us show the result by
contradiction through a blow-up method. Suppose that the estimate (2.4)) does not hold. Then, there
exist functions ug, fr € C°°(By), such that Auyg = f in By, and

MY D?u(0) > (el Ze(,) + L felZ2 ) + M £1(0))
for all k£ € N. Moreover, dividing ug by a constant if necessary, we may assume

gl F2 gy + el 72(m,) + ME 1(0) <1,
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It then follows that

sup sup][ |D?ug () — D2ug g, |* — oc.
k r>0 -

Let r,, — 0 and ky, be given by [Lemma 2.2] (applied with § = }) and define new functions vy,, gm €
C*(By/ar,,) as

fk‘m (Tm':U) - mBrm

Uy, (rm®) — pm(T) _
'Um( ) - Tgn@1/2(rm) ) gm(x) - 91/2(Tm) ’
where
][ | D%y () — D2ukBp‘2 < 2][ | D?uy,, (x) — D2uy,, 5. = 0(rm)  VEEN, p>rm. (25)
Bp .. m

Notice also that it follows from the previous inequality that ©(r,,) — oco.

Here, p,(z) denotes a quadratic polynomial such that T, 5, = Vuy,p, = D2y, B, = 0. Notice that
Avy, = gm in By, -

Let us show that v,, are bounded in the L? norm in Br with R > 1:

||D2 ||2 _ fBR |D2uk7n (rml') - D2uk77LBrm |2 o Rn fBer ‘D2ukm (y) - D2ukmB7‘m 2
OmllzBr) = O(rm) - O(rm)
28" [f. D%k, (y) = Duk g, >+ D%ui g, — D¥u s, I

< o0 < 2R"(1+ R")

where we used (2.5 and

2
- - 9 -
|D2ukmBRT.,m - DzukmBrm‘ < <]{B ‘Dzukm (z) — D2ukm3mm ’)

< f 1P, ) - D,
B m

™m

™m

< R”][ |D?uy, (x) — D?uy,, g, > < R"O(r,,)
B o

Rrm

where we used (2.5]) again. Moreover, using the same arguments as above, one gets

2 < R"(1+ RMME, fr,,(0)
lgm 225, < O(rm)

Since M%ﬁfbn(O) < 1 by hypothesis, then ||gm||2L2(BR) — 0 as m — oo. Note as well that

D20 |22 50y = [, |D?up,, (rm@) = Dup,p, P 1
1D omllze s = 80m) =3

by definition.

Using the estimate (Z3) (the case p = 2), we deduce § < ||D2vm||L2(Bl) < C([lvmllr2(By) +1lgmll 2 (B2))
and therefore, for m large enough,
”Um”LQ(BZ) Z Co > 0

Finally, for any fixed R > 1 we have:
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’2 < fBR | D?uy,, (rmz) — D2uk7n(rm$)BR|2
O(rm)
< fBer ‘D2Ukm (y) - D2ukmBer
N O(rm)

Since D?v,, is bounded in L? norm on compact sets, then by Poincaré inequality v,, is bounded in
W22 and hence there exists a weakly convergent series in W22 such that v,, — v and Vuv,, — Vv
strongly in the L? norm, while D?v,, — D?v weakly in L? norm, for every compact set. Moreover,
since ¢, — 0 strongly in L?, we have that

Av=0 in R"™

][ ’D2Um(x) - DzvaR
Br

’ 2

<1

Making use of the definition of weak convergence, and lower semicontinuity of the W22 norm, we find
that v satisfies the following conditions:

vB, = WBl = l)sz1 =0 (26)
[vllL2(By) = o >0 (2.7)
HDsz%z(BR) < R"(1+ R") for any R > 1. (2.8)
][ |D%v(z) — D?vp,|> < 1 for any R > 1. (2.9)
Br
Using the mean value property, for any x € Bg/; and any R > 1 we have
C
D2 < ][ D2 < = D2 < CRSH/Z.
‘ ’U(f]}')’ = BR/Q(:C) ’ U’ >~ Rn/2 H ’UHLZ(BR) <~

Hence, D?v is a harmonic with polynomial growth, and the Liouville theorem implies that it is a
polynomial. However, the first condition (28] and again the mean value property

D*v(z) = D?v(z) =0,
BR By
meaning that the last condition (2.9) yields fBR |D?v|? < 1 for any R > 1. The last two conditions

yield that the polynomial D?v must be identically zero, which means that v is an affine function.
Again making use of conditions (2.6]) we reach that v = 0, which contradicts (27]). This means that
the estimate (24) must hold. O

Finally, we provide the:

Proof of [Theorem 1.1. We split the proof into two steps.
Step 1. We first prove the result for 2 < p < co.

Let u be a solution in B; from Au = f, with f € LP(B;). Let n € C2°(B;) be any smooth function
with 7 >0 and [ 7= 1 and 7. = e "n(z/e).

Then, the function u.(z) = u * n-(x) is C*° and satisfies
Auc = fxn.=: fc in Bj_..
Since u. is C*° we can use the estimates (2.2)), (2.3]), and [Proposition 2.1] to get:

1/2
”D2ua”LP(B1/2) < C(HM;‘#D2UEHL/1)(31) + ”D2ua”L1(Bl/2))
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< C(lluellpzsyy + ez + el oesy)-

Thanks to Young’s convolution inequality for LP norms we have [|uc|[z2(p,) < [[ullr2(p,) and || fe|lzr(5,) <
[lfllL»(B,)- The result then follows by letting ¢ — 0 and using the lower semicontinuity of the w2p
norm.

Step 2. The result for 1 < p < 2 then follows from Step 1 and a standard duality argument, which
we sketch next. First, it suffices prove the estimate

D%l orny < CIlf | ornys 1<p<2,

for global solutions v € C°(R™) of Au = f in R". Once we have this, the desired estimate follows
easily by combining this with the interior regularity of harmonic functions.

Recall that the LP-norm of a function f can be characterized by
sy = sup { [ g+ Mooy =1}
geLr () (/O
Given u as above, consider a test function g € C°(R") with Av = g and integrate by parts to get
[ DPug= [ 0% < Il Dol oy < Il lal oy
where we used the result in Step 1, for p’ > 2

Taking the supremum one reaches || D?ul|pgn) < C| f||Logrn), as desired. O

Remark 2.3. Once we have the W?P estimates for the Laplacian, one can prove by the method of
“freezing coefficients” that the same result holds for general operators in non-divergence form with
continuous coefficients, i.e.,

n

tr(A(z)D*u(z)) = Z a;j(x)0iu(z) = f(z) in By,

ij=1

where A(x) = (ai;(x));,; is uniformly elliptic and continuous; see e.g. [GT98] [FR22].

3. PARABOLIC EQUATIONS

Our method can also be used to give a new proof for the following parabolic WP estimate:
Theorem 3.1. Let 1 < p < oo and u be any weak solution of

Oru — Au = fin Qq,
with f € LP(Q1). Then D?*u and u; are in LP inside Q1 and the following estimate holds:

[t sioar<c ([ s [ 1rr). (3.)
Q12 Q1 Q1
where C' depends only on n.

Here, Q,(o,to) = Br(x0) X (to — %, to + %] represents the parabolic cube. As before, the case p = 2
follows from an easy integration by parts argument [Ev10], and we will give a new proof for p # 2.
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Parabolic sharp maximal function. We define the parabolic 2-sharp maximal function as

M <x,t>=supf w — T |
r>0 JQr(x,t)

for which the analogous bounds to ([2:2]) in @, hold; see [GM12].
Regularity estimates. In order to prove [Theorem 3.1] we follow the steps as in the elliptic case.
First, we will show an equivalent result for the non-homogeneous heat equation:
Proposition 3.2. Let u, f € C*°(Q1), with uy — Au = f. Then,
M (@, t) + ME L DPu(a,t) < C(l[ullfa g,y + 1172000 + MEpurf(@:1),  (32)

for any (v,t) € Q1/2, where C depends only on n.
Proof. Following the same steps and calculations as in the elliptic case, we will see through contra-
diction that the result holds. Assume as before that (z.,t,) = (0,0), and suppose that the estimate

(B2) does not hold. Then, there exist a set of functions wuy, fr € C*°(Q1), such that dup — Auyg = fi
in Q1 and:

M2 paratuk(o 0) + M2 parDzuk(x()?tO) > k(HukH%Q (B1) + ka‘”%ﬁ(Bl + M#parfk(()?()))

Moreover we can take HukH%Q(Bl + 1| full32 (B T M3 paLrf(O 0) < 1. Rewrite the inequality as:

sgp su%][ [\DQuk(a:) — D2quT]2 + |Opug (z) — 8tqur‘2 — 00,
r> r

and exactly as in the elliptic case, there exist sequences r,, — 0 and k,, such that the new functions

() g, (T @, r5,t) — pm(z, 1) (2) fr, (P, r2t) — EQW
. Xr) = s €Tr) = .
" r2,0172(r,,) gm 0172(r,)
satisfy
D2 |? a2 VI 2 S Tp— 2
][ |D2uk—D2qup‘ +|8tuk—8tqup‘ < 2][ !Dzukm—D%kar”J +|8tukm—8tukam =: O(ry)
P ™m
forall k € N, p > ry,.
Here, py,(z,t) denotes a quadratic polynomial in 2 and linear in ¢ such that 7pg, = V—Ule =

D2y, = Oyvmg, = 0. Notice once more that dyv,, — Avy, = g, in Bi /oy, -

Through the same calculations as in the elliptic case, we find the following bounds:

HDQ’UmH%Z(QR) + Hatva%Z(QR) < 2R2+n(1 + Rz+n)7

while for our g, we have

R (1 + R2+")M e (0,0)
) 2,parJ Km \*"
lgmll72(r) = O(rm) -

for any fixed R > 1. Note as well that

—_

|D? Um”L2(Q1 + |’8tvm|’L2(Q 5
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which leads to § < [[D*vmllr2(0,) + 10mllr2(01) < Clvmllz2(q) + llgmllz2(gs)) thanks to the case
p = 2. For a large enough m, it means that ||vy,||r2(g,) > co > 0. Finally, following the same steps,
for any fixed R > 1 we have:

]é [\D%m(az,t) — D% + |010m (2,1) — Opvmg, 2| < 1.
R

Since D?v,,, O;vy, are bounded in the L? norm, then there exists a weakly convergent sequence, such
that v,, — v strongly, and Vv, — Vv and 0v,, — 9w weakly in L? norm because of the compact
Sobolev embeddings. We see as well that D?v,, — D?v weakly in the L? norm and since g,, — 0
strongly in L?, we reach that d;v — Av = 0 in R" x R.

Taking limits we find that

g, = Vg, = D—%Ql - %Qh =0. (3.3)

0 < lvllL2(Q)- (3.4)

HD%H%Q(QR) + ||8WH%2(QR) < R>™(1+4 R*>™) for any R > 1. (3.5)

]2 [1D%0(a,1) ~ DPug, P + 10k (a.1) ~ Fugl?] < 1for any B> 1. (3.6)
R

By interior regularity for the heat equation, we can bound

Cr

ki
max |DyD; D*v(x,t)| < WHDQUHU(QR),

QRr/2

which with condition (B.5) means that D?v and d;v have to be polynomials of degree N at most. By

[Cemma 3.3] this would mean that:
D*v(xz,t) — D200, |? + |8v(z, t) — Brvg . |*| > ¢cR?*N >0 for any R > 1.
Qr Qr
Qr

which fulfils condition ([B.8]) only if N = 0. This means that D?v and d;v are constants and that v is
a quadratic polynomial in space and linear in time. By condition (B.3]) we reach that v = 0 which is
a contradiction, and therefore the estimate (B.I]) must hold. O

We used this elementary result.

Lemma 3.3. Let p(x,t) be a polynomial of parabolic degree N. Then, large enough R > 1 we have
][ lp — gl > cR*Y,
Qr
for some constant ¢ > 0.

Proof. Write p = py + ... + pn, where each p; is a parabolically homogeneous polynomial of degree
1 =0,..., N. By triangle inequality,

1
Slpn = crl* —|p—pn|? < |p—cr* < 2lp — pn|* + 2pNy — cr|*

Notice that p — py is of degree N — 1 and therefore fQR Ip — pn|? < CR*™=2. On the other hand,
simple computations lead to

2 CR |?
][ ‘pN(‘Tat) - CR’2 dr = ][ ‘pN(Ry7R2S) - CR‘ dy = R2N][ ‘pN(ya S) - R—}f\f > CR2N >0
Qr Q1 Q1

for any constant cp.
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Hence, for large enough R > 1
][ Ip —crl” > cR*N,
Qr

and the Lemma follows. O
Finally, we sketch the:

Proof of [Theorem 3.1 The proof is essentially the same as in the elliptic case, the only nontrivial
difference is in the duality argument. Namely, once we have the result for p > 2, we fix 1 < p < 2 and
proceed as follows.

Consider Q = R" x (0,1) and let u € C2°(R"™ x [0, 1]) be such that dyu—Au = f in Q, with u(z,0) = 0.
For any g € C2°(Q2) let v be such that dyv — Av = g with v(z,0) = 0. Consider the same problem but
backwards in time, i.e., § = g(x,1 — t) as well as ¥ = v(x,1 — t) which satisfies —9; — Av = § and
o(xz,1) = 0.

Then, integrating by parts we find

1
/ atug = —/ OpuOyv — / HuAD = — / (&gu — Au)@tf) + [/ UAZNJ:| = —/ f@tf; <
Q Q Q Q n 0 Q

< f e @ 19:0]| o () = Cllf e @191l Lo (-

Finally, take the supremum on the left hand side to reach the desired estimate for dyu is in LP(Q2). By
definition of f, it means that Aw is bounded in LP(Q) as well, and therefore that D?u is in LP(().

This, combined with interior regularity for the heat equation, yields the result for 1 < p < 2. O
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