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BMO Solvability and A,, Condition of the Elliptic

Measures in Uniform Domains

Zihui Zhao

Abstract

We consider the Dirichlet boundary value problem for divergence form elliptic op-
erators with bounded measurable coefficients. We prove that for uniform domains
with Ahlfors regular boundary, the BMO solvability of such problems is equivalent to
a quantitative absolute continuity of the elliptic measure with respect to the surface
measure, i.e. wy, € Ay (o). This generalizes a previous result on Lipschitz domains by
Dindos, Kenig and Pipher (see [DKP]).

1 Introduction

Consider a bounded domain @ C R™ (n > 3). Let L be an operator defined as Lu =
—div(AVu), where A(X) = (a;(X));,_, is a real n x n matrix on © that is bounded
measurable and uniformly elliptic: that is, there exists a constant A > 0 such that

ATHER < (A(X)E, €) < Mgl

for all £ € R\ {0} and X € €. The matrix A is not assumed to be symmetric.
We say € is regular, if for any continuous function f € C(0€2), the solution u to the

Dirichlet problem
Lu=0 on{
{ u=f on 0N (D)

is continuous in . In particular v = f on the boundary in the classical sense. It was proved
in [LSW] that Q is regular for elliptic operator L if and only if it is regular for the Laplacian.
Assume () is regular, then by the Riesz representation theorem, for any X € ) there is a
probability measure w® = w¥ on 9 such that

wX)= | f(Q)dw™(Q) (1.1)
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for any boundary value f € C(99) and its corresponding solution u. The measure w¥ is

called the elliptic measure (harmonic measure if L = —A) of Q at X. From (L.I), we see
that the information about the boundary behavior of solutions to the Dirichlet problem is
encoded in the elliptic measure w*. If Q is connected, the elliptic measures w* and wY at
different points X,Y € () are mutually absolute continuous. Thus for the problem we are
concerned with, we just need to study the elliptic measure at a fixed point X, € €2. Denote
wr, = wp°. For Lipschitz domains, by the work of [Ca], [HW] and [CFMS]|, we know the
elliptic measure wy, and the solutions u to (Dl) enjoy numerous properties, most notably (PI))-
(P6l) (see Section [2). These pointwise estimates are important on their own, but they also
serve as a toolkit to build global PDE estimates for the solutions to the Dirichlet problem.
On the other hand, when the surface measure o is well defined on 02, a natural question
is: what is the relationship between the measures wy and ¢? In fact, the answer to this
measure-theoretic question is closely related to the boundary behavior of solutions to this
PDE problem.

Let Q be a regular domain whose surface measure o = H"!|5q on the boundary is locally
finite. Here H" !|gq denotes the (n — 1)-dimensional Hausdorff measure restricted to 9.
For 1 < p < 0o, we say the problem (D) is solvable in L? if there exists a universal constant
C such that for any continuous boundary value f and its corresponding solution u,

INul| ooy < Cllfll oo (1.2)

where Nu(Q) = max{|u(X)| : X € I'(Q)} is the non-tangential maximal function of u
(the definition of I'(Q)) is specified in (20])). From () we know Nu(Q) is comparable to
the Hardy-Littlewood maximal function M, f(Q) with respect to wy. Provided that o is
doubling, the theory of weights tells us

1 1
problem(D)) is L? solvable, i.e. (IL.2) holds <= wy, € B,(0), where — + — = 1.
p q

(See Section 2 for the definition of B, weights.) For the Laplacian on Lipschitz domains,
Dahlberg [D1] proved the harmonic measure w € By(0); therefore (D) is solvable in LP for
2 <p<oo.

When p = oo, (L2) follows trivially from the maximal principle. However, if L = —A
and 0 = R" is the upper half plane, the problem (D) is also solvable in the BMO space,
that is, if f € BMO(AR"), its harmonic extension u has the property that p = x,|Vu|*dz
is a Carleson measure on Q (see [FS], and also Section 4.4 Theorem 3 of [St]). In addition,
the Carleson measure norm of p is equivalent to the BMO norm of f. This BMO solvability
also holds for Lipschitz domains, if yu is replaced by §(z)|Vu|?*dz and §(x) = dist(xz, 9Q) (see
[FN)).

Recall Ay (o) is a quantitative version of absolute continuity with respect to o (see
Definition [Z5]). By the work of Dahlberg, the elliptic measure w;, € Ay (o) if L is a “small
perturbation”of the Laplacian (see [D2]). Later in [FKP], the smallness assumption was
removed using harmonic analysis methods (see also [Fe]). More precisely, in [FKP] the



authors showed that if wr, € Ax(0) and L, is a perturbation of Ly, then wy, € A (o). Also
recall that Ao (o) = U,>1B,(0), in other words,

wy, € Ax(0) <= there exists ¢y > 1 such that wy, € B,(o) for all 1 < g < g

1 1
<= problem(Dl) is L? solvable for all p > py, where — + — = 1.

Po Qo
Note that there is some ambiguity with po: the fact that (D)) is not L solvable does not
necessarily imply w;, ¢ A, (c). A natural question arises: is there a solvability criterion
that directly characterizes wy, € A (0)? In 2009, Dindos, Kenig and Pipher showed that for
Lipschitz domains, the elliptic measure wy, € A, (o) if and only if the problem (DI) is BMO-
solvable, i.e. for any continuous function f € C(99), the Carleson measure of §(X)|Vu|[?*dX
is controlled by the BMO norm of f (see [DKP]).

The Dirichlet problem (DI) has been studied on domains less regular than Lipschitz ones,
in particular BMO; domains, non-tangential accessible (NTA) domains and uniform do-
mains. These non-smooth domains arise naturally in free boundary problems and geometric
analysis. Roughly speaking, uniform domains are domains of which each ball centered at
the boundary contains an interior ball comparable in size (interior corkscrew condition, see
Definition 2.T]) and that satisfy a notion of quantified connectivity (Harnack chain condi-
tion, see Definition 2:2]). NTA domains are uniform domains whose exterior also satisfies the
corkscrew condition. It is easy to see

Lipschitz domains C BMO; domains C NTA domains C uniform domains.

The notion of NTA domain was introduced by Jerison and Kenig in the pioneer work [JK],
where they proved the set of properties (PI))-(P6]) hold for the Laplacian on NTA domains.
In [MPT] the authors addressed the LP solvability of (D) on chord-arc domains, i.e. NTA
domains with Ahlfors regular boundary (see Definition 2.4). On the other hand, by the
independent work of [A2] and [HM], certain properties, notably the boundary comparison
principle (P6l), are shown to hold for the Laplacian on uniform domains (the domains studied
in the latter paper also require Ahlfors regular boundary). In Section Bl we show that all the
properties (PI))-(P6]) hold for uniform domains with Ahlfors regular boundary. Moreover, we
prove an equivalent characterization of the absolute continuity of elliptic measures by PDE
solvability condition:

Main Theorem. For uniform domains with Ahlfors reqular boundary, the elliptic measure
wr, € Ax(0) if and only if the Dirichlet problem (D) is BMO solvable.

By the definition of Lipschitz domains (see Definition 2.2 of [DKP]) and the coarea formula,
one can show the boundary of a Lipschitz domain is Ahlfors regular, with constants depend-
ing on the (uniform) Lipschitz constant of the domain. Thus our theorem generalizes the
result on Lipschitz domains in [DKP].

In [AHMNT], the authors characterized the absolute continuity of the harmonic measure
from a geometric point of view. For a uniform domain with Ahlfors regular boundary, they
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showed
w e Ay <= Q is an NTA domain <= 02 is uniform rectifiable. (1.3)

We should point out that some of the implications in (IL3]) had been proved earlier in [DJ],
[Se] and [HMU].

The complement of the four-corner Cantor set inside a (bounded) ball Bg\C is an example
of a uniform domain with Ahlfors regular boundary, whose boundary is purely unrectifiable.
Thus its harmonic measure w ¢ A (o) by (L3). Our study of general elliptic operators raises
the following question: If Q = Bg \ C, is there a uniformly elliptic operator L = — div(AV)
such that w;, € Ay (0)? More generally, for a uniform domain with purely unrectifiable
boundary, is there an operator L such that w;, € A, (0)? If so, what geometric information
does this carry, and can we characterize the corresponding matrix A?

In this paper we assume quantified connectivity of the domain, in order to get a quantified
characterization of wy with respect to o, i.e. wy € A (o). Recent work by several authors
has addressed the question of the relation between w;, and ¢ with no connectivity assumption
on the domain. We refer interested readers to [HMM], [AHMMMTV] and [HL]. We would
also like to bring the reader’s attention to the following sufficient condition of wy € A, (o)
that is similar to ours. This is an improvement of the main result in [KKiPT]| to non-smooth
domains:

Theorem ([HMT]). Let Q@ C R™ be a uniform domain with Ahlfors regular boundary. Then
the elliptic measure wy, € Ax(0), if for any bounded Borel set E C OS2, the solution u to
problem (D)) with characteristic boundary data xg satisfies that the Carleson measure of
§(X)|Vu|*dX is uniformly bounded, i.e. replace the right hand side of ([24) by a uniform

constant.

The plan for this paper is as follows. We state the definitions and main theorem in
Section 2l In Section [B] we establish some preliminary lemmas for the elliptic measure and
solutions to problem (D)) on uniform domains with Ahlfors regular boundary. In Section [
we assume the elliptic measure is an A,, weight with respect to the surface measure, and
show the BMO solvability, i.e. the Carleson measure of §(X)|Vu|?’dX is bounded by the
BMO norm of the boundary data. Section [ is devoted to the proof of w; € Ay (o) under
the assumption of the BMO solvability for (D). In Section [6 we show that if w;, € Ay (o),
the converse to the Carleson measure estimate holds.

2 Definitions and statement of the main theorem

Throughout this paper, we always assume {2 C R" is open and bounded, and n > 3.

Definition 2.1. The domain 2 is said to satisfy the interior corkscrew condition (resp.
exterior corkscrew condition) if there are M, R > 0 such that for any Q € 02, r € (0, R),
there exists a corkscrew point (or non-tangential point) A = A,(Q) € Q (resp. A € Q°) such
that |A — Q| < r and 0(A) := dist(A, 0Q) > r/M.
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Define the non-tangential cone I'*(Q) at @ € 9 with aperture a > 1 as follows
(Q) = {X € Q: |X - Q| < ad(X)}, (2.1)

and define the truncated cone I'*(Q) = I'*(Q) N B(Q,r). We will omit the super-index «
when there is no confusion. The interior corkscrew condition in particular implies I'.(Q)

is nonempty as long as the aperture o > M. The non-tangential maximal function is
defined as Nu(Q) = sup{|u(X)| : X € I'(Q)}, and the square function is defined as Su(Q) =

1/2
(ffF(Q) |Vu(X)|25(X)2‘”dX) . We also consider truncated square function S,u(Q), where
the non-tangential cone I'(Q)) is replaced by the truncated cone I',(Q).

Definition 2.2. The domain 2 is said to satisfy the Harnack chain condition if there
are universal constants C' > 1 and C’ > 0, such that for every pair of points A and A’ in Q
satisfying

|A— A
A= 1 2.2
min{6(A), 5(A] ~ 1 22)
there is a chain of open Harnack balls By, By, - -, By in £ that connects A to A’. Namely,
A€ Bl, A e BM, Bj ﬁBj.H 7A () and
C~'diam(B;) < §(B;) < C diam(B;) (2.3)

for all 7. Moreover, the number of balls M < C'log, A.

Remark. (1) If two points A, A" € Q do not satisfy (2.2), we can simply take the balls
B(A,§(A)/2) and B(A’,§(A’)/2) to connect them.

(2) We often want the Harnack balls to satisfy 6(B;) > diam(B;) to be able to enlarge
them. This is possible. In fact, if €2 satisfy the Harnack chain condition, then for any
Ch > 1, there is a constant C5 such that ) satisfies the above Harnack chain condition
with the comparable size condition (23] replaced by

The number of balls M may increase, but is still of the order log, A. Moreover, the
ratio between Cy and C is fixed: Cy/C) ~ C?(C + 1)? Balls satisfying the condition
are called Harnack balls with constants (Cy, Cs).

Definition 2.3. If 2 satisfies (1) the interior corkscrew condition and (2) the Harnack chain
condition, then we say () is a uniform domain. If in addition, () satisfies the exterior
corkscrew condition, we say it is an NTA (non-tangential accessible) domain.

For any @ € 02 and r > 0, let A = A(Q,r) denote the surface ball B.(Q) N 0L, and
T(A) = B.(Q) N denote the Carleson region above A. We always assume r < diam (2.



Definition 2.4. We say that the boundary of (2 is Ahlfors regular if there exist constants
Cy > (1 > 0, such that for any @ € 02 and any radius r > 0,

Cir" 1 < o(A(Q,7)) < Cor™,
where o = H"™!|sq is the surface measure.

Definition 2.5. Let 1 and v be two finite Borel measures on 0€2. We say u € A (v) if
for any € > 0, there exists 6 = §(e) > 0 such that for any surface ball A and any F C A:
w(E)/pu(A) < e whenever v(E)/v(A) < §

The A, property is symmetric: p € Ay (v) if and only if v € A (p). If this holds, there
is some ¢ > 1 such that the kernel function k = du/dv satisfies a reverse Holder inequality:

(fo k:qdu)l/q < C (f, kdv) for all surface balls A. In other words, A (dv) = Ugs1B,(dv).

Main Theorem. Let 2 C R" be a uniform domain with Ahlfors reqular boundary and the
operator L = — div(AV), where A(X) is a real n X n matriz that is bounded and uniformly
elliptic on Q. Then the elliptic measure wy, € As(0) if and only if the problem (D) is BMO
solvable, namely the following statement holds: there exists a constant C' > 0 such that for
any continuous function f € C(99Q), if Lu = 0 in Q with uw = f on 99, then §(X)|Vul?dX

is a Carleson measure, and

1

SUp ——— Vul?§(X)dX < C| |7 : 2.4
0 oy J g [T < Ol (2.4

Moreover, the reverse inequality to ([24) also holds, that is, there exists a constant C" > 0
such that

1
& rom < C" sup // Vul?§(X)dX.
1/ IBrow) W T(A)| "6(X)

ACON O

From here onwards, we write w = wy, if there is no confusion as to which elliptic operator L
we are talking about.

Before we start the proof, we make the following observation: the Carleson measure
norm of ¢(X)|Vul?dX is in some sense equivalent to the integral of the truncated square
function. Suppose A = A(Qy,r) is an arbitrary surface ball. For any X € T(A), we define
AX ={Q €00 : X €T(Q)}. Let Qx € 99 be a point such that |X — Qx| = §(X). Then

A(Qx, (o — 1)6(X)) € AN € A(Qx, (o + 1)6(X)). (2.5)

Since 09 is Ahlfors regular, (2.5) implies o(AX) ~ §(X)"~!. Thus

//T(A) [Vul*6(X)dX ~ //T(A) IVul28(X) "o (AX)dX
= //m) [Vul?5(X)*" /AX do(Q)dX. (2.6)



Changing the order of integration, on one hand,
// \Vu|25(X)2_"/ do(Q)dX §/ // |Vul?6(X)* "dX do
T(A) AX |Q—Qol<(at1)r ar(Q)
§/ S2 (u)do. (2.7)
(a+1)A
On the other hand,
// |Vu\25(X)2_"/ do(Q)dX 2/ // |Vul|?0(X)* "dX do
T(A) AX |Q—Qol<r/2 v/ /2(Q)
> [ st (25)
A2

where A/2 = A(Qy,r/2). Therefore for any Q € 012,

sup  —— Vul*6(X)dX ~  sup / Sy (u)do 2.9
A=A(Qo,s) a(A) T(A)| o(X) A=A(Qo,r) a(A) Ja (u) (29)

s>0 r>0

3 Preliminaries: boundary behavior of non-negative
solutions and the elliptic measure

The boundary Holder regularity of the solution to Dirichlet problem has been proved for NTA
domains in [JK]. By tools from potential theory, we show the boundary Hoélder regularity
holds for uniform domains with Ahlfors regular boundary. The author is aware of Theorem
and [B.3] through discussions with Prof. Tatiana Toro, for which the author is grateful.

Definition 3.1. A domain 2 is Wiener regular, if for any Lipschitz function f € Lip(92),
there exists a solution u € W12(Q) N C(Q) to Lu = 0 with Dirichlet boundary data f.

Theorem 3.1. Q) is Wiener regular if and only if for any Q € 052,

* B, Q°) d
/ capa(B QW) dr _ | (3.1)
0 e T
For any set K, the capacity is defined as follows:
cape(K) = inf { / IVp|?dz : p € C°(R™), K C int{p > 1}} (3.2)

The following condition has been explored extensively by Aikawa (the condition has been
mentioned without name in the work of [Anl). See [Al] [A2] [A3] for example.



Definition 3.2. A domain (2 is said to satisfy the capacity density condition (CDC) if
there exist constants Cy, R > 0 such that

capa(B,(Q) N Q) > Cor™2,  for any Q € 9Q and any r € (0, R). (3.3)

Clearly if the domain €2 satisfies the CDC, it satisfies ([B.I]), thus € is Wiener regular.
What is relevant in our case is the following:

Theorem 3.2. If the domain 2 has Ahlfors regular boundary, it satisfies the CDC. In
particular, Q) is Wiener regular.

Proof. For any set E contained in a ball of radius r, its Hausdorff content H"(F) satisfies
HUE) < Cr2 capy(E)Y?, (3.4)

where

diam B; \" ™!
W (B) = inf { 3 ( “”2” ) . E | JBi. B/s are balls in R”}. (3.5)

i

For the proof see [EG] page 193-194.
We claim that for an Ahlfors regular boundary 0f2,

HH(B(Q)NON) =~ H" (B (Q)NIN) ~ "1, (3.6)

Let £ = B,.(Q) N 9. It is clear from the definition (B.H) that H'(F) < H"'(F). Let
{B; = B(x;,r;)} be an arbitrary covering of E. We may assume z; € 0f2; if not, there is
some z; € B;NE and we may replace B; by B, = B(z},3r;). By the countable sub-additivity
of H*"~! and Ahlfors regularity of 9, we have

WU E) <Y H(BiN0Q) S i

This is true for any covering F, hence is true for the infimum. By the definition (3.5])
H'H(E) S HSH(E).

Therefore

HE N (BA(Q)NIN) = H (B(Q)NIN) =~ "
Combining (34) and (3.6]), we get
capa(B,(Q) N 9Q) Z " (HLY(B.(Q) N 99))* = r 2.

Therefore caps (B, (Q)NN°) > capy(B,(Q)NIN) = r"~2, and the domain (2 satisfies CDC. [



Theorem 3.3 (Thegrem 6.18 in [HKM]). Consider an open and bounded set D. Suppose
u, f € WH3(D) N C (D) are functions satisfying

Lu=0onD
u=f ondD, ieu—f¢€ Wol’z(D).

Then for any Qo € D, any 0 < p < diam D/2 and r < p, we have

(Bi(Qo) N D*) dt
osc u< _ osc f+oscf exp ( C’/ capz(DB; Qg) ) ) ’
B(QOJ“)OD B(QOQP)O@D m ¢

(3.7)

where C' = C(n, \) is a positive constant, and oscg(g) is the oscillation of the function g on
a set E: oscp(g) = sup, yeplg(z) — g(y)l-

This theorem, together with the CDC condition, implies the boundary Holder regularity.

Proposition 3.4 (Boundary regularity). Let Q2 be a domain satisfying CDC with constants
(Co, R). For any Qo € 99 and 0 < p < min{diam(Q)/4,3R/4}, suppose u € W2(Bs,(Qo)N
) NC(Bs,(Qo) N Q) satisfies

{ Lu=0 on ng(Qo) NnQ
Q

u=20 on ng( 0) N of).
Then 5
X —
lu(X)] <2 <ﬂ> sup  |ul, for any X € B,(Qo) N L. (P1)
P B(Qo 3702

Here = (Co,n, A) is a constant in the interval (0, 1].

Proof. Let D = Bs,(Qo) N2, we can apply Theorem B3] to the function u on D. For any
X € B,(Qo) N, let r be such that 3r/4 = |X — Qy| < p. Then

4o/3 B Q°) dt
lu(X)] < osc u< 0SC_ U+ OSCu - exp <—C/ capa(Bi(Qo) NSY) dt

~ B(Qo,r)ND B(Qo,8p/3)N8D oD tn—2 t

/% cap,(B Q°) dt
<0412 sup J|u||-exp —C’/ capa( t(c_?;)) ner)de :
9B(Qo,3p)N2 r tr t

Since € satisfies the CDC with constants (Cp, R), and p < 3R/4, we get

4p/3 c 4p/3 i B
exp (—C/ capg(B,;(Q;)) ne )%> < exp (—CCO/ %) < <7|X QO|) ;
T " T p

where = min{CCy, 1}. Therefore

sup  |ul.
B(Qo,3p)NQ2

u(xX)] <2 (M)B (

p



After we established the boundary regularity of non-negative solutions (Proposition [3.4)),
we can prove many other properties of the solutions and the elliptic measure. We quote
them as lemmas here. If the matrix A is symmetric, the proof is the same as the case of
NTA domains (see [Ke] or [JK]); if A is non-symmetric, see [KKoPT] Theorem 1.11, (1.12),
(1.13) and (1.14).

Lemma 3.5. Let 2 be a uniform domain with Ahlfors reqular boundary. Then there exists
My > 0 such that for any Qo € 09, s € (0, R), we have

¥ (84(Q0)) = Mo, for any X € B (A(Q0) 577) - (P2)

Here M and R are the constants mentioned in the definitions of the interior corkscrew
condition and CDC, respectively.

Lemma 3.6 (Boundary Harnack principle). Let u be a non-negative solution in Bys(Qo) NE2
with vanishing boundary data on Ay(Qo). Then

uw(X) < Cu(As(Qo))  for any X € By(Qo) N AL (P3)
Lemma 3.7. Suppose X € Q\ Bas(Qy), then

wX(As(QO>> ~ G(X7 AS(QO)) ) (P4)

sn—1 S

Lemma 3.8 (Doubling measure). There is a constant C > 1 such that, for any surface ball
A = A(Qo, 1), let 2A = A(Qq, 2r) be its doubling surface ball, we have

w(2A) < Cw(A). (P5)

In [JK], the authors proved the boundary comparison principle (P6l) on NTA domains
using the maximal principle, the doubling of harmonic measure and P. Jones’ geometric
localization theorem ([|Jo|). The geometric localization theorem says the following: if €2 is an
NTA domain, there are constants C' > 1 and R > 0 such that for any )y € 02 and r < R,
we can find a domain (g, , such that

B(Qo,’f’) N Q C QQO,T C B(Qo,C’f’) N Q,

and moreover (g, , is an NTA domain, whose NTA constants only depend on the NTA
constants of €2. To prove the boundary comparison principle in our setting, and later to
prove Theorem [6.2] we need a similar geometric localization theorem for uniform domains
with Ahlfors regular boundary. Jones’ construction works for uniform domains, but does
not have good property on the boundary. To take full advantage of Ahlfors regularity in our
setting, we use the Carleson box construction in [HM].
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Theorem 3.9 (Geometric localization theorem). Let Q be a uniform domain with Ahlfors
reqular boundary. There are constants C > 1 and R > 0 such that for any Qo € 0 and
r < R, there exists a domain S, , such that

B(Qo,’f’) N C QQO,T’ C B(QQ,CT’) N Q.

And moreover, Qq, » 15 a uniform domain with Ahlfors reqular boundary, where the constants
only depend on the corresponding constants for 2.

Proof. Since 92 C R™ is Ahlfors regular, it has a nested grid
D={Q:keZje T}

such that 0Q = Ujey, Qg? for any k € 7Z, and each Qé‘? has diameter less than 27 and
contains a ball of radius comparable to 27%. (See Lemma 1.15 in [HM] for details). For
any surface ball A = A(Qo,r), there exists Q € D such that A C Q and I(Q) ~ r. Let
Tg be the Carleson box defined as (3.52) (see also (3.47), (3,43)) in [HM]). The authors of
[HM] proved in Lemma 3.61 that Tg is a 1-sided NTA domain (i.e. uniform domain) with
Ahlfors regular boundary; and in Lemma 3.55 they proved there is some ¢ < 1 such that
B(Qo,cr) N Q C Tg. From the definition of Ty and the fact that [(Q) ~ r, it is clear that
we also have Tg C B(Qo, Cr) N Q.

U

Lemma 3.10 (Boundary comparison principle). Let u and v be non-negative solutions in
Bys(Qo) N Q with vanishing boundary data on Aus(Qo). Then

u(X) _ u(A.(Qv)
o(®) ~ WA (@Q)

Proof. Once we have the geometric localization theorem, the proof proceeds the same as
Lemma (4.10) in [JK]. O

for any X € B(Qp) NS (P6)

4 From w; € A (o) to the Carleson measure estimate

Assume w € Ay (o). For any continuous function f € C(99), let u be the solution to the
elliptic problem Lu = 0 with boundary data f, we want to show that |Vu|2§(X) is a Carleson
measure, and in particular,

1 ) ,
(A) //T(A) [Vul?6(X)dX < Cll flisro):- (4.1)

sup
ACON O

 Let A = A(Qo,r) be any surface ball. Denote the constant ¢ = max{a + 1,27} and let
A = cA = A(Qo, cr) be its concentric surface ball. Let

h=U =1 fo= (= I3 fi=fa={ fio
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and let wuy,us,u3 be the solutions to Lu = 0 with boundary data fi, f, f3 respectively.

Clearly us is a constant, so its Carleson measure is trivial.
We have shown in Section [ (See (2.6]) and (2.7])) that

// IV [25(X)dX < C S2 (ur)dor
T(A) at DA

Since A = ¢A D (a4 1)A, it follows that

// [Vug[?6(X dX<C/S2 uy)d (4.2)

By Holder inequality, for p > 2

[ $2 (un)do < o(A)' 3 ( /A sp<u1>da)2/p <oB) ISy (43)

A

Under the assumption w € A, (o), the following theorems are at our disposal:

Theorem 4.1 (|[Ke|] Theorem 1.4.13(vii) and Lemma 1.4.2). Assume w € By(o) for some
1 < q < oo, then the elliptic problem Lu = 0 is LP—solvable with 1/p+ 1/q = 1: that is, if
u is a solution with boundary value f € LP(o), then | Nu| tr)y < C| fllLr(o)-

Theorem 4.2 ([Ke| Theorem 1.5.10). Assume w € Ax(0), then if Lu = 0 with boundary
value f, we have ||S(u)| rr@o) < Cl|[Nul|zp(o) for any 0 < p < oo.

Apply Theorem 1] and Theorem 12| to u;, and get

1/p
1) o) < Cllfillirey = € ( / |f—fg|pd<f) . (1.4)
Combining (42), (£3) and (£4), we get
//T o [TuPS000X < Co®) o (4.5)

To show similar estimate for uq, let { E,,,} be a Whitney decomposition of T'(A). On each
Whitney cube F,,, we have the following Cacciopoli type estimate,

// [Vug*0(X)dX < 6(E // [Vuo|?dX
S (Em) - W // N g (X)|2dX
S //%Em %d}(.

12



Summing up, we get

//;(A) Vs |28(X)dX < Z/ﬁE |u§8§)|2dX
Z713 |“2 )|2d)(. (4.6)

Recall 3A/2 denotes A(Qy, 3r/2), and T'(3A/2) denotes (QO, 3r/2) N Q.
Let u5 be the solutions to Lu = 0 with non-negative boundary data f;°, then uy = ug —uy
and |ug| = uy + uy . Let

o(X) = Jus(X)] = / (1 1) ¥ = / L S (4.7)

We have the following lemma:
Lemma 4.3. The function v defined in (A7) satisfies
v(X) < C|fllpmo) for all X € T(9A).

v(X)<C oX) ’

boundary Holder reqularity for non-negative solutions, and it only depends on n and
the ellipticity of A (see (PIl)).

Proof. By the definition (4.1), the function v vanishes on A. Note that A D 27A by the
choice of A, v is a non-negative solution in 7'(27A) and vanishes on 27A. Let A be a
corkscrew point in T'(9A), by Lemma

v(X) < Cv(A), forall X € T(9A).

| fll Bro) for all X € T(3A/2). Here 3 € (0,1) is the degree of

Let k = dw/do be the Radon-Nikodym derivative of w with respect to o. By the assump-
tion w € A (o), there exists some ¢ > 1 such that for any surface ball A’

(][ , kqda) v <C ][ / kdo, (4.8)

Let K(X,-) = dw”/dw be the Radon-Nikodym derivative of w* with respect to w , i.e.

K(X,Q) = Jim, ww((AA’;)'

Then
o(A) = / 1f = fyldwt = / 1f = Fal K (A Q)R(Q)do(Q)
INA IONA

-/ s ISIKA Q@@ @10
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Let A’ be any surface ball contained in 27A \ 277'A, and A; be a corkscrew point in
T(27A). Then by Corollary 1.3.8 [Ke] (It follows easily from the boundary comparison

principle (P6)
w(A")

w(2A)
On the other hand, by the boundary regularity of w™(A’) in T(21A) | we have

Ay <o (B2 gy

~ wli(A). (4.11)

2 Ve2i-1A
<C 9\’ N
- 2i-ter ) (&)
< 2798, (A, (4.12)
Combining (A1) and ([AI2) we have

WA ) _ ety 27
w(A) ™~ w(A)  w(2A)

for any A’ contained in 27A \ 27LA. Therefore by the definition (Z9)

2-3B
s K(AQ <2 (1.13)
Qe A\2-1A W(QJA)
Combining (4.8)), (4.10) and .13,
1/p B 1/q
) < Pdo / kqda)
Z T ([ r-sarae) ([
' 1/p
sS2 (f 11 - sspio)
P 2A
S I fllsmo)- (4.14)
Therefore
U(X) < CH.fHBMO(o) for all X € T(QA) (415)

For any X € T(3A/2), let Qx be a boundary point such that | X — Qx| = 6(X). Note

that 5
,
|1 X - Qx| =6(X) <X — Q0|<—

so X € B(Qx,3r/2) N Q. We consider the Dirichlet problem in B(Qx, 6r) N Q. Note that

3r  3r

Qx — Qo| < |Qx — X[+ |X — Qo|<—+?=37°,

14



hence B (Qx,6r) C B(Qo,9r). Note that AD9IAD A(Qx,6r), v is a non-negative solution
in B(Qx,6r)NS and vanishes on A(Qx, 67). By the boundary Hélder regularity (Proposition
[3.4) and the first part of this lemma (£IH), we conclude

X~ Qx|\’ O(X)\" 0(X))"
005 (S) e (55) s (55 Wswons

B(Qx,6r)N

Using Lemma and ([4.0)), we get

//T(A IVuo|26(X ||f’|f2z\go <//T( N X)2- 1dX) (4.16)

Note that 26 — 1 > —1, we may use the following lemma.

Lemma 4.4. For any a > —1, we have

// §(X)*dX < rmte (4.17)
T(24)

Proof. 1f a > 0, the proof is trivial. For 7 =0,1,--- let
T, =TRA)N{z € Q:277r <§(X) <277},
To; =TA)N{zr € Q:6(X) <277t}

//T@A X)PdX = Z// X)%dX 3 Z (277r)*m(T;). (4.18)

Consider a covering of 4A by 4A C | B(Q,2_9+1r), from which one can extract a
Qedn

countable Vitali sub-covering 4A C Uy B(Qy, 277 1r), where Q € 4A and the balls B, =
B(Qy, 27711 /5) are pairwise disjoint. The fact that Qy € 4A = A(Qy, 4r) implies

2=+l 2—j+1
(Qk, ) CB (Q0,4T+ 5 T) .

And the pairwise disjointness of B}’s implies there are only finitely many of them. In fact,

S 0By =0 (Léj Bk> <o (A (Q0,4r + 2_];17ﬂ)> <47“ + 25T) . (4.19)

k

Then

Note that o(By,) ~ (279+1/5)" " independent of k. Let N be the number of B,’s. By (@19)

2—j+1 n—1 9 n—1 ‘
N~< - T) < (4%%) , thus N <201, (4.20)

15



For any X € T;, let Qx € 0% be such that | X — Qx| = 0(X). Then
|Qx—Q0| < |Qx—X|—|—|X—Q0| <4’f’, ie. QX € 4A. (421)
Thus Qx € B(Qg,27711r) for some k. Moreover T—; C |J B(Qk, 2 - 277*1r). Therefore
k

m(Te;) < N -supm(B(Qx,2- 27 r)) S 270"
k

Combined with ([£I8) we get

// S(X)dX <D (277r) - 27 = prtey " grilatl) < yne
T(2A) j=0

7=0
The last sum is convergent because oo + 1 > 0. O

Combining (4.10) and (A7), we get
//T(A) Vel 3(X)dX 5 Tn_leHzBMO(U) S U(A)||f||2BMO(J)' (4.22)

(@5) and (£22) together give the Carleson measure estimate (4.1)).

5 From the Carleson measure estimate to w;, € A, (o)

Let A be an arbitrary surface ball. Let f be a continuous non-negative function supported
in A and u is the solution with boundary value f. In particular u is non-negative. Consider
another surface ball A’ of radius r that is r—distance away from A. Then by assumption,

I 19uPs()ax < Cotd) o 6.1
T(A)

We have shown in (2.8) that

// |Vul|?6(X)dX > / Sf/Q(U)da. (5.2)
T(A) A7)2

In order to get a lower bound of the square function S,3(u), we need to decompose the
non-tangential cone I'; /9(Q) as follows.

16



For any @) € A’/2 and any j € N, let

[(Q) = T(Q) N (By-ir(Q) \ Bz-s-1,(Q)) (5.3)
be a stripe in the cone I, 2(Q) at height 2777, and
Jjt+m

Piniem(@) = J Ti(Q), (5.4)

a union of (m + 1) stripes. The above figure illustrates these notations, even though it
over-simplifies the shape of the non-tangential cone I'(Q)) and the relations between different
radii.

We claim the following Poincaré type inequality holds, because u vanishes on A’

Lemma 5.1. There exist an aperture & > «, and integers mq, ms, such that the following
Poincaré inequality holds for all Q € A'/2,

// W2dX < C(279r)? // VuldX. (5.5)
2(Q) re @

Jj—mq—j+mg

The constants mq, my and C' only depend on n and «.

5.1 Proof of Lemma [5.1: Poincaré inequality

The following lemma is the standard Poincaré inequality (see (7.45) and Lemma 7.16 in
IGTY).

17



Lemma 5.2. Let B be a ball in R™. If the function v € W12(B), then

Wn

1-1/n

Here up = fyudz, |B| is the n—dimensional Lebesgue measure of B and w, is the volume
of the unit ball in R™.

Let rp denote the radius of B, then we can rewrite (5.6]) as

//B u(z) — upl*dr < 4"7323//3 IVu(y)|*dy. (5.7)

Assume there is a Harnack chain B = By, By, -+, By = B’ from B C I'§(Q) to B’ C

e, (Q), by the triangle inequality

Jj+m

M-1

// lu(z) — up |*dx <2// lu(z) — up|*dz + 2M|B| - Z lup, — up, . |* (5.8)

Assume in addition that consecutive balls B; = B(x;,7;) and B;y; = B(%;y1,7i+1) have
comparable sizes
criyr <1 < Criyq, (5.9)

with constants 0 < ¢ < C. We want to estimate |up, — up,,,| by the integral of Vu. By
B; N Biy1 # 0 and (59), we know

Hence
1 2
Bit1 |Bi+1| Bi+1| ( )
>\7"2‘ 2n][
< u(x
o (T2+1) | ( )
>\n+2 2n
< ¢ // \Vu(y)|*dy by 7). (5.11)
Bl s
Similarly
+2
R
AB;
Therefore o)
A(n,c,
|uBi - uBi+1‘2 |B | //)\B |Vu 2dy (512)

18



Plugging (5.12)) back into (5.8]), we get

//\u —uB/\dx<CnMcCTBZ/ |Vu(y)|*dy

ABj,
< C(n,M,¢,C) T‘B//v |Vu(y)|*dy. (5.13)
U ABj,
On the other hand, by assumption the last ball B C I'{,, (Q), we have
o—(+m),\ P
up < sup u? < C <_7) sup  u? Spa 27FMUR(A)). (5.14)
I, (Q) 27 B(Q,27m)NQ

where A; is the corkscrew point in B(Q,277r)NQ. The second inequality is by the boundary
regularity (PI)) and the fact that « vanishes on A’, and the last inequality by (P3]). Since
B CT'¥(Q) is a non-tangential ball and u is non-negative, by the Harnack principle

u(z) > cou(A;) for all x € B,
for a constant ¢y < 1. Hence

ut <27y (A)? < 2—257”][ u’dz. (5.15)
B

Combining (5.I3) and (5.15]), we obtain

// u’de < 2|B| (up)® + 2/ lu(z) — up |*dax
B B

< A(n, o, ¢, 0)2_25’”// udz + C(n, M, ¢,C) T’B// |Vu )|’dy.  (5.16)

Choose m big enough such that A(n, a,c, C)27°™ < 1/2, then we can absorb the first term
on the right hand side of (5.16]) to the left, and obtain

// wPdr S aec TB//V |Vu(y) dy. (5.17)
U AB,

Note that after m is fixed, by the Harnack chain condition (see Definition 2.2)), the number
of balls M < C'(m) is also fixed, thus we omit the dependence on M in the above inequality.
This is Poincaré inequality for non-tangential balls.

In order to prove the Poincaré inequality (B.5]) for non-tangential cones, we just need
to cover I'¢(Q) by balls; we also need to choose the Harnack chain carefully so that the
integration region Uy’ '2AB;, in the right hand side of (5.I7) is also contained in a non-
tangential cone, possibly of a bigger aperture and wider stripe. Let us first make the following
simple observation:
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Observation 1. Let B be a Harnack ball with constants (C4,C5) (see the definition of
Harnack balls in (HBJ)). Assume B contains some point X € I'*(Q), then

B C FO‘(H&)(Q), Ci > 0 is a constant only depending on C}.
If in adition X € I'}(Q), then |X — Q| = 277r, and we can get more precise estimate:

Observation 2. Assume B contains a non-tangential point X € I'}(Q), then

B C F?(lfr_)cjﬂrno(@), no is an integer depending only on a and Cf.

Moreover, by induction:

Observation 3. If By, By, ..., By, are Harnack balls with constants (C4, Cy) such that B; N
Bj1 # 0, and By contains some point X € I'¢(Q), then

a(14+C1)
U B - F] k—)]l—l—no—l— k—1)mo (Q)

where my is an integer depending only on C; (more precisely, my is such that 1/(1+ Cy) >
27mo),

Let A and A’ be arbitrary points in I'{(Q) and I'},,,(Q) respectively. Then

Jj+m
p =min(5(A),5(A") > 27Ut =1/, |A— Al <2279 <27,
By the Harnack chain condition, there is a chain of open Harnack balls By, By, -+, By

with constants (Cf,Cy) that connects A to A’, and the number of balls M §~C’(m). By
Observation 2 the balls By and By, are non-tangential balls of aperture a(1 + C):

a(1+Ch) a(1+Ch)
B, C Fj—l—)jl-i-no(Q)v By C Fj+m—11—>j+m+"0(Q>'

Simple computation shows that the sizes of two consecutive Harnack balls are comparable:

02 dlam(B ) < diam(Bj;1) < CQC_II_ !
Recall we showed in Section .1l (see (5.10)) that (5.18) implies Bj11 C AB;, with a constant
A depending on Cp,Cy. As we have discussed in Remark (2) after Definition [22] if €2
satisfies the Harnack chain condition with (2.3)), we may choose C; (lower bound constant
for the Harnack ball) appropriately such that the enlarged ball éj = AB; still lies in €2, and
moreover, its distance to the boundary is still comparable to its diameter. More precisely,
it is an easy exercise to show that if we choose C; & 26C*, the enlarged balls B;’s are still
Harnack balls with modified constants:

diam(B;). (5.18)

%dlam( ) < 6(B;) < Cydiam(B;). (5.19)
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Denote IT(A, A’) = UM ' B; (IT stands for “integration tube”). By (5.19) and Observa-
tion [3],

IT(A> A) C F] M—>]+no+Mmo (Q)

where h(a, m), ng, mp depend on the constants of the Harnack balls 3/2, Cs, the number of
balls M = O(m) and the aperture « we start with. Thus by (5.17)

// dSL’ SN, TB // ‘vu 2dy <na 2 j // |VU(y)‘2dy
B IT(A,A") e )

j M~>3+n0+]\/1m0 Q

To summarize, for any A € I'{(Q), we can find a Harnack ball B containing A which
satisfies B € TP (Q) and

j—1—=j+no

// ) S (271 //a |VU(y)\2dy, (5.20)

J— m1~>3+m

where the aperture @ > «, and ng, m,, my are integers depending on a. We cover I'{(Q) by
such Harnack balls: B
rv@Qc |J Bl (). (5.21)

J—1—=j+no
Xers(Q)

from which we can extract a Vitali sub-covering I'¢(Q) C UpB¥, such that {B"/5} are
pairwise disjoint. By the definition (IBEI) and (54), the set I'j a(+e) (Q) is contained in

—1—=j4+n0
an annulus with small radius 2-0+7%0)=1y- and big radius 2-U~ 1)7’ By the disjointedness of
{B*/5}’s and the fact that each B*/5 has radius comparable to 2777, we can show that the
number of balls in the Vitali covering is bounded by a constant N = N(n, a).
Finally, by the finite overlap of Vitali covering and (5.20), we have

//F o u?(z)dz < C(n) Z //B k u?dX
< N(n,a) - (277r // [Vu(s) Py

o3
j—mq *>J+m2

This finishes the proof of Lemma [5.11

5.2 From the Carleson measure estimate to estimate of the bound-
ary value

Given a > 0, let @ > « and m;, my € N be defined as in Lemma [5.Il Using the Poincaré
type inequality (B.0]), we can get a lower bound of the square function (defined in the cone

21



157, () // VuPs(X)?"dX
QQ(Q

my + me Z // |Vu|26(X)2‘”dX

Jj= mi1+1 J— m1~>3+m2

2 // |Vu|2dX

Jj=mi1 Jj— ml*’]+m2

e 3o oy //a@ &3

j=mi
(o]

2 ) ui(4)),

Jj=mi

| \/

where A; € I';(Q) is a corkscrew point at the scale 277r. In the last inequality, we use
the interior corkscrew condition, thus each stripe of cone I';(Q)) contains a ball of radius
comparable to 2777!r (as long as « is chosen to be big, say a > 2M, where M is the
corkscrew constant). By the Harnack principle u(A;41) > cu(A;), where ¢ < 1 is a constant
independent of v and j. Thus

oo

N wA(A) 2 ¥ (A) Z uF(A).

Jj=mi

Recall for any @ € A’/2, the point A; = A;(Q) is a corkscrew point in I'1(Q). Let A" be
the corkscrew point in T'(A’/2), again by the Harnack principle we have u(A’) ~ u(A;).
Therefore B

S5 (@) 2 w?(Ar) 2 w(4),  for any Q € A'/2.

Combining this with (5.I]) and (5.2)), we get
(A o) 2 /A,/2 |SFa(u)Pdo 2 o (A /2)u*(A') 2 a(A)u?(A'),

and thus
u(A’) < ||f||BMO(a)-

Let A be a corkscrew point in A. Since A and A’ have the same radius r and they are
r—distance apart, we have u(A) ~ u(A’). By the assumption f is supported on A,

_ /A F(Q)dw / QK (A, Q)dw(Q / fdo.
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The last equality uses the estimate of K (A, Q) when A is a corkscrew point in T'(A) and
Q € A (see [Ke] Corollary 1.3.8). As a result, we proved the following estimate: Let f be a
non-negative continuous function supported on A, then

1
wEy /A fdw < Ol | sarote). (5.22)

5.3 Proof of wy € A (0)

Let A be a surface ball with radius 7. For € > 0 fixed, we want to find an n = n(e), such
that for any £ C A,
w(E)

o(E) ) )
(A <n implies m < €.

In fact, since ¢ and w are Borel measures, we may assume FE is an open subset of A.
Let 6 > 0 be a small constant to be determined later, we define the function

f(x) = max {0,1 + 0log Myxg(x)} (5.23)

where M, is the Hardy-Littlewood maximal function with respect to o:

o(ANE)
M,xg(z) =sup ————=.
xele) =s0 = %)

Since (0f2,0) is a space of homogeneous type, we can adapt the arguments in |[CR] very
easily and show that || log M, X | rmo(s) is bounded by some constant A (independent of the
set /). Hence f is a BMO function and || f||gmo@) < Ad. Moreover, it is clear from the
definitions (5.23) and (5:24) that 0 < f <1 and f =1 on the open set E.

Suppose x € 0Q \ 2A, then dist(z, A) > r. Let A be an arbitrary surface ball containing
x. Since E C A, in order for ANE to be nonempty, the diameter of A is at least r. Thus

by Ahlfors regularity o(A) 2 r"~! ~ g(A). Therefore

(5.24)

o(ANE) _o(E)
M,xg(x) =sup — <C . 5.25
This means, as long as £ C A is such that
o(E) e~1/0
0) = 2
TR <) = (5.26)

by (5:25]) we have
14 6log M,yxp(z) <1+ dloge % = 0 outside of 2A,

hence f = 0 outside of 2A. In other words,

<mn = f is supported in 2A.
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Next we want to use a mollification argument to approximate f by continuous functions,
such that their BMO norms are uniformly bounded by that of f. Let ¢ be a radial-symmetric
smooth function on R™ such that ¢ = 1 on By s, suppy C By and 0 < ¢ < 1. Let

! (E) , fel@) = fyem fWede = 4)doly) for x € 052 (5.27)

pelz) = 17 fye@ﬂ pe(x —y)do(y)

The following lemma summarizes the properties of these f.’s. The proof of (1) is just a
standard mollification argument. However it requires more work to prove (2) and (3), since
fe is a (normalized) convolution of f restricted to 0f2, instead of all of R". In particular,
the proof depends on the properties of such function f defined in (5.23]). We refer interested
readers to Appendix [A] for the proof.

Lemma 5.3. The following properties hold for f.’s:
(1) each f. is continuous, and is supported in 3A;
(2) there is a constant C' (independent of €) such that || fe||srmo) < Cll fllBmo(s);
(3) f(z) <liminf._o f.(z) for all x in their support 3A.

The last property and Fatou’s lemma imply

/3A f(x)dw(x) < /3A lirﬁr;iglf fe(x)dw(z) < hm 1nf/ fe(x)dw(x (5.28)

Since each f, is continuous, we can apply (5.22),

w(3A) r)dw(z) < Cllfellsyoe) < C'llfBmoe). (5.29)

Combining (5.28) and (5:29), we get

(z) < '\ fllBmo@) < C"6.

w(3A)
On the other hand, since f > yg and w is a doubling measure,

w(B) -, w(E)
W(3A) ~ W(A)

3A

Therefore w(E)/w(A) < C§ as long as the condition (5.26)), i.e. o(E)/o(A) < n is satisfied.
In other words, w € Ay (o).
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6 Converse to the Carleson measure estimate

Proposition 6.1. Assume the elliptic measure w € Ax(0). If Lu = 0 in Q with boundary
data f € C(092), then

1
o <€ gup o I 1vuracoax, (0.1

as long as the right hand side is finite.

Since w € Ax(0), a classical result in harmonic analysis says || f| zymo) = ||l Bmow)-
We may as well prove (1)) for || f|smow). In light of previous work [EN] and [FKNJ,
Jerison and Kenig studied the Dirichlet problem with BMO boundary data and proved the
following Theorem for the Laplacian on NTA domains (see |[JK| Theorem 9.6). The
main ingredients of their proof are (P4]), (P3l) and a geometric localization theorem, which
we have shown to hold for general elliptic operators L on uniform domains with Ahlfors
reqular boundary in Section Bl Therefore a similar proof is applicable in our case.

Theorem 6.2. There exists a constant C > 0 such that

1
I sior < € sup — // | [VuG, X)ax, (6.2)

ACoQ W
on condition that the right hand side is bounded.

Proof. Let A = A(Q,r) be an arbitrary surface ball. By Theorem there is a uniform
domain D with Ahlfors regular boundary satisfying B(Q,4r) N Q C D C B(Q,4Cr) N Q.
Assume r is small so that Xy ¢ B(Q,4Cr). By the interior corkscrew condition of D, we can
find a point X; € D\ B(Q,2r) and 6, (X;) := dist(X;,dD) ~ 2r. For the elliptic operator L
on D, let v be the elliptic measure and Gp (X7, -) the Green’s function with pole at X;.

We claim that for any surface ball A’ C A.

‘:)((i/)) ~ v(A). (6.3)

In fact, let Yy and Y’ be corkscrew points with respect to A and A’ respectively, and let 7’
be the radius of A’. Apply to the domains € and D, we get

w(A)  G(Xo, Y2 G(Xo,Y)

~ R ) 4
I/(A/) GD(X1> Y/)(’l"/)n_2 G’D(Xla Y’) (6 )
And similarly
V(A) GD(Xla}/O)‘ ‘
Note that Xy, X; ¢ B(Q,2r) N Q, by the boundary comparison principle (Pg)
Xo, Y’ Xo, Y
G( 0 ) ~ G( 0 0) (66)

Gp(X1,Y") ™ Gp(X1,Ys)
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It follows from (6.4), (6.5) and (6.6) that w(A")/v(A") = w(A)/v(A). Since v(4CA) =
v(0D) =1 and v is a doubling measure, we have v(A) ~ 1 and thus (6.3)).
The above estimate (6.3)) in particular implies

1 2 / 2 / 2
—_— — calfdw ~ —calfdr < u — cal|*dy. 6.7
M(A>/A‘f al A|f al 8’D| al (6.7)

Here we choose the constant ca = [,,udv, so that [, (u—ca)dv = 0. We have the
following global estimate on D (see Lemma 1.5.1 in [Kel)

1

—/ \u—cA\2dV://AVu-Vu GD(Xl,Y)dYgA// VU2 Gp (X, Y)dY.  (6.8)
2 oD D D

Using (6.5) and v(A) ~ 1, we have

G(X07 Yb)

_ G(Xo, )
w(A) '

X1, Y) =~ A) =~ .
GD( 1 0) V( ) W(A) (6 9)
Since X, ¢ D, by considering Harnack chains in D\ B(X1, 01(X1)/3) or using the boundary

comparison principle (P6]), (6.9) implies

N G(Xo,Y) 91 (X4)
G’D(Xl,Y) NW’ fOI' allYED\B(Xl,T>
Thus )

Vul’G X,Yde—// Vul|*G(Xo,Y)dY. 6.10

//D\B(Xl,m;m)' 2o, Y)Y ~ — [ (VPG v) (6.10)

On the other hand on B(X7,;(X1)/3), by the Harnack principle
1
Vul* < // Vul*dY. 6.11
‘ | ~ (51(X1)n B(lel(;ﬁ)) | ‘ ( )

By the choice of X; we know §(X;) =~ 01(X;) =~ 2r and X; € B(Q,4Cr). Let Qx, € 09
satisfy | X7 — Qx,| = 0(X71), then by properties (P4)) and (P3)),

51(X1)"2G (X0, Y) = w(A(Qx,, 61(X1)) = w(A) (6.12)
for any Y € B(X71,061(X1)/3). Plugging (6.12) into (6.11]), we get
1 61(X1)n—2 //
Vul* < Vul?G(Xo,Y)dY
VS S0 ) M, sy VO
1
< - 2
~ r2w(A) //B(xl,al(;cl)) VulG(Xo, Y)dY. (6.13)
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By the maximal principle and the bound on Green’s function,

1

_— .14
VX, (6.14)

GD(Xl, )<G(X1, )

The last inequality is independent of D and X;. Combining (6.13) and (G.14), we get

< // Vul2G(Xo, V)dY // vy
~ A 61(X1) ¢ 0 B(Xl,él(fl)) |Y—X1|n_2

< | — 2G( X, Y)AY | - 61(X;)?

~ <r2w(A) //B(Xl,algn)'v“' G(Xo,Y)d ) 01(X1)

~Y

1
—A)/D\Vu|2G(X0,Y)dY (6.15)
Summing up (GI0) and (6I5), we get
1
/ IVul|?Gp (X, Y)dY < —/ |Vu|*G(X,,Y)dY. (6.16)
D w(A) JIp
Together with (6.17) and (6.8]), we deduce

1 1
—A)/A|f—CA|2dW§ m//D|VU|2G(XO,Y)dY

1 // 9
< — Vul*G(X,,Y)dY
4CA B(Q,4Cr)N | | ( 0 )

// Va’G(Xy, Y)dY
A’C@Qw (A"

sup

N

O

Recall for X € T(A), the set A¥ is defined as {Q € 9Q : X € I'(Q)}. By [23) and (P4),
[PH), we get G(Xo, X)5(X)" 2 ~ w(A¥). Thus by changing the order of integration,

// Vu2G(Xo, X)dX ~ // Vau25(X)2"w(AX)dX
T(A) T(A)
< / // Vul25(X )2 "dX dow
Qe(a+1)A JJ Xelar(Q)

= /~ S? (u)dw, (6.17)
A
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where A = (a + 1)A. Since w € A (o), there exists ¢ > 1 such that the Radon-Nikodym
derivative k = dw/do € B,(c). Let p > 1 be the conjugate of ¢, i.e. 1/p+1/¢ =1, we have

/g S ()dus = /g 2, (u)kdo < ( /z kng) 1a ( /g Sif(u)dg) »
< Co(A)Va ( ][ﬁ L da) ( /ﬁ Sfﬁ(u)dg) 1/p

< Cw(A) sup (U(ZT) /A T Sfp(u)da)l/p. (6.18)

A,CO0
We claim the following theorem holds for the truncated square function:

Theorem 6.3. For any 2 <t < oo,

/t
sup < / 1S, (u)" da) <C sup —— // |Vul?§(X)dX, (6.19)
0<£<d1amQ ACOQ U

on condition that the right hand side is finite. Here A, denotes any surface ball of radius r.

Assume this theorem holds, then (€] follows from combining (6.2)), (€17), (6I8]) and
(619), which concludes the proof of Proposition [6.]l Now we are going to prove this theorem
by combining several lemmas of the truncated square function. In [MPT], the authors have
proved similar lemmas for the square function (see Proposition 4.5, Lemma 4.6 and Lemma
6.2), and we are adapting their arguments to the truncated square function. The proof of the

following two lemmas is similar to the case of non-truncated square function, so we postpone
it to Appendix Bl

Lemma 6.4. For any r, A > 0, the set {Q € 0 : S,u(Q) > A} is open in OS).

Lemma 6.5. Let 2 <t < co. Assume @ is an aperture bigger than o and A = A(Qo,r) is
a surface ball of radius r, then

[ 1sruQin(@) < /M) Satasyu(Q)l'der(Q).

Moreover, we have the following “good-\" inequality between S,u and the Carleson type
function

Cu(Q) = sup —— // Vul?s(X (6.20)

A3Q U

Lemma 6.6. There ezist an aperture @ > « and a constant C' > 0, such that for any surface
ball A = A(Qo, ) and any A,y > 0

a({Q e A Su(Q) > 2), Cu(Q) < m}) < Cﬂ—({@ € 4A : STu(Q) > )\}) (6.21)
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Proof. Let @ = o+ 3. Consider the open set O = {Q € 4A : ST u(Q) > A}. Similar to
Lemma 3.7 and Lemma 6.2 in [MPT], let UyA; be a Whitney decomposition of O, such that

for each k, (Qk, (Qk)) C A, C A(Qk, %d(@k))

Here Q € O, and d(Qy) = dist(Qy, O°) > 0. We claim that for all A, such that ApNA # (),
we have

a({Q € Ay Su(Q) > 2), Cu(Q) < w}) < C72a(Ay). (6.22)
This is clearly true if the left hand side is empty. Assume it is not empty, and
there is some @}, € {Q € Ay : S,u(Q) > 2X, Cu(Q) < YA} (6.23)

Note that
d(Qr) = dist(Qy, O°) = min { dist (Q, {Q € 4A : STu(Q) < A}), dist(Qy, (4A)C)},

we need to consider two cases.
Case 1. Assume @), is such that

d(Qr) = |Qr, — By|, for some P, € 4A satisfying STu(Py) < \.
Let @ € Ay be arbitrary, recall that Ay C A(Qg, d(Qr)/2), hence

1 3
Q — P <|Q — Qi+ |Qr — Pi| < §d(Qk) +d(Qr) = §d(Qk)'
For any X € I'.(Q), we define the functions
u1(X) = u(X)x{s50x)>

Q@
Clearly S,u(Q) < S,ui(Q) + S,us(Q).
If X € I'(Q) is such that §(X) > d(Qy)/2, we have

o/2y, and us(X) = u(X)x(s0x)<d@u)/2}- (6.24)

X = B <X — Q1 +1Q — Pil < ab(X) + Sd(Qu) < a8(X),

and
X — P <X —Q|+1Q — P <r+36(X) < 4r.

In other words X € I'}.(Fy). Hence

|S,u1(Q // |Vu?6(X)* "dX
H(Q)N{8(X)=d(Qx)/2}
// |Vul>6(X)?"dX
- (Pr)
= [S§u(Pp)[?
< A2 (6.25)
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If X € I'.(Q) is such that 6(X) < d(Qx)/2, recall @Q € Ap C A(Qg,d(Qr)/2) and (6.23),

we have
X = Qul <X = QI +1Q — Qx| + Q1 — @]
< ad(X) + 2d(Qu) + 5d(Q)
«

Hence

S2us(Q)dor = / // Vul5(X)2"dX
Ay Ay r(@)N{8(X)<d(Qr)/2}

< // |Vul?6(X)dX
B(Q},($+1)d(Qx))
2 . (&
< lcu(@) o (A (@ (5 +1) d@w)). (6.26)
where the Carleson type function is defined in (6.20)). By (6.23]), we know that Cu(Q},) < yA.

In addition, o is Ahlfors regular and A(Qy, d(Qr)/24) C Ag. Therefore it follows from (6.26)

n—1
S2us(Q)do < A2\% - O (% + 1) d(Q)"L < O\ (Ay), (6.27)
Ay

where the constant C' only depends on the aperture o and the Ahlfors regular constants of
o. On the other hand,

SEU/Q(Q)CZU Z >\20_({Q € Ak . Sﬂlz(@) > )\}),

Ay

hence U({Q € Ay : S,ua(Q) > )\}) < CH2o(Ay).
Recall S,uq(Q) < A for all @ € Ay, (see (6.25))), therefore

IA

o—<{Q e Ay : S,u(Q) > 2), Cu(Q) < m}) a({Q € Az Syus(Q) > N, Cu(Q) < m})

< a({@ € Ay Srup(Q) > >‘}>
< Oy o(Ay).

Case 2. Assume @y is such that d(Qr) = dist(Qx, (4A)°). We only consider the A’s
such that Ay NA # (), and assume Ry, is a point in the intersection. In particular Ry € Ay C

A(Qr, d(Qk)/2). So

dist( Ry, (AA)°) < | Ry — Qpl + dist (Qp, (AA)°) < %d(@k) +d(Q) = gd(Qk).
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On the other hand, suppose dist(Ry, (4A)°) = |Ry — R| for some R € (4A)¢, then
dist(Rg, (4A)°) > |R — Qo| — |Ri — Qo| > 4r — r = 3r.

It follows that d(Qy)/2 > r. In particular, for any Q € Ay and X € I'.(Q), we have
(X)) <r <d(Qr)/2. In other words, u = uy (see (6.24))). Similar to (6.27), one can show

S2u(Q)do = S2uy(Q)do < Cy*Na(Ay).

Ay, Ay,

Therefore

Cy?o(A)

a<{Q € Ay : Su(Q) > 2), Cu(Q) < 7)\}) < a({Q €Ay Su(Q) > 2)\}) e

This finishes the proof of (6.22]).
Summing up ([622)) for A’s such that A, N A # (), we obtain

a({Qe U Ak:Sru(Q)>2)\,Cu(Q)<7>\})

E:ARNAED

< Crlo <U Ak> < Cq%—({Q € 4A : SSu(Q) > A}). (6.28)

The last inequality is because {Ay} is a Whitney decomposition of {Q € 4A : ST u(Q) > A}.
It also implies

U Ao {Qea:stu@) >}

E:ARNAED

Therefore

{Q e U AcSu@>2cu@ < w}

k: ARNAAD
> {Q € A:Sfu> Xand Su(Q) > 2X, Cu(Q) < A}
= {Q € A: 5u(Q) > 2), Cu(Q) < A} (6.29)

For the last equality, we use @ > « and thus {S,u > 2X} C {STu > A}. Combining (G.23)

and (29), we get

a({@ eA:Su>2\Cu< fyA}) < C’”y2a<{Q € 4A : ST u(Q) > )\})
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By Lemma [6.6]
/ |S,ulido = t/ )xt_la({Q eA:Su>\Cu< fy>\/2}>d)\
A 0
+t/ XHU({Q eA:Su>\Cu> 7)\/2})d)\
0
< t/ A 0720—({Q € 4A : Squ> A/Q})d)\
0
+t/ XHU({Q eA:Cu> 7>\/2}>d)\
0 ) .
:C”y22t/ |STul'do + (—) / |Cul'do
4A Y A
t
< 0/72/ |STultdo + <%) |F' (u)|'o(A). (6.30)
4A

Here €' (u) = supacpn ﬁ ffT(A) |Vu|?6(X)dX stands for the Carleson measure defined by

the function u, and by definition Cu(Q) < %(u) for all @ € 0. Apply Lemma to the
right hand side of (6.30)), it becomes

t
/ Sultdo < €2 / |Sapuf'do + (3) G )|o(A), (6.31)
A AA Y

where A = 8(a + 1) is a constant and AA = A(Qo, Ar). If the radius r is such that
Ar < diam (), we can rewrite the above inequality in the following form:

~ 2\
][ |S,ultdo < 072][ |Sarultdo + (—) 16" (u)]". (6.32)
A AA v
Pick v (depending on a) so that Cy% = 1/4. Fix such v fixed, denote C; = (2/7)¢, then
1
][ Syultdo < —][ Saultdo + CoE W) (6.33)
A 4 Jan
Theorem 6.1 in [MPT] states the following global estimate
/ |Sul'do < C’/ |Cul'do < C|€(u)|'a(09). (6.34)
o9 o9

We claim the “contraction”estimate (6.33)), together with the global estimate (6.34) implies

1/t
sup ( \Sru|tda) <C-%(u)=C sup L // |Vul?§(X)dX. (6.35)
A, A) Mz

A,COQ ACON U(
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Firstly, for an arbitrary r > 0, let k be a positive integer such that A*r < diam ) < A1y,
then o(A*A) ~ ¢(9Q). (The constants only depends on A and the Ahlfors regularity of o.
In particular they do not depend on r or Qy.) Apply (631 to A*A, we get

/ |S grpul'do < Cl”/ |Sars1,ul'do + C1| € (w)|'o(AFA)
AFA ARFIA

<" | |Sultdo + Cy|€ (u)|'o(89)
o0
< Co| € (u)['o (992). by (6.34)

Hence

][ 1S 4erul'dor < Col€ ()] (6.36)
AkA

To simplify the notations, we write a, = f, [S,u|'do and B = max{C}, Co} - |€(u)[",
where C} and Cy are the constants in (6.33]) and (6.36]). Hence (6.33)) and (6.36) become

1
a, < 7 0ar +B if Ar < diam Q. (6.37)

ase, < B where A"r < diam Q < A"y, (6.38)
Induction on (6.37), we obtain

1 1 1 1 7
aTSZaATjLBSEaAijL<1+Z+...+F)B§§B. (6.39)
In other words,
][ |S,ultdo < C|€ (u)|!, with the constant C' = max{C,, Cs} - 7/3. (6.40)
A(Qo,r)

This holds for arbitrary Qo € 92 and r € (0,diam?), so (6.38) follows. This finishes the
proof of the theorem [6.3] hence the conclusion ([6.1) follows.
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Appendices

A Proof of Lemma [5.3: Properties of f.

The function f. as in (5.27) is well defined because
1

En—l

/ Yz —y)do(y) > / do(y) > Cy > 0. (A1)
yeon yeA(z,S)

We also have .

/ ez — y)do(y) < —— / do(y) < C. (A2)
yeIN € yEA(x,€)

The constants C'; and C5 are independent of e.

Proof of (1). For any surface ball Ay = A(zg,79), we denote A§ = A(xzg,ro+€). Since f
is supported in 2A, each f. is supported in (2A). Thus all f.’s are supported in 3A if € < 7,
the radius of A.

Note that

/8Q pe(z —y)do(y) — /8Q Pe(T — y)da(y)‘

[ [ et =y dsdo(1)

g"”;f' /01 /yem w(“‘s)g}: Sx_y)‘da(y)ds. (A.3)

Since ||Vl < C, for any w € R™ we have

[l (52)
yeIN €

Combining (A.3) and (A.4]),

do(y) < Co (B(w,e)N Q) < Ce™ 1. (A.4)

|z — |

[ o= sasts) - [ otz = aoto)| < =2,

€

so for any e fixed, the map z € 90 — [, pc(z —y)do(y) is continuous. Since 0 < f < 1, we
can prove similarly [, f(y)¢e(z — y)do(y) is also continuous. Thus fc(z) is continuous.

Proof of (2). Fix € > 0. Let A = A(xg, o) be an arbitrary surface ball. Let A be a real
number to be determined later. We consider two cases.
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Case 1. If ro > €/2, by the definition (5.27)) and the estimates (A1), (A.2)),
1
[ 18 =Adota) < - [ swede—piow) -2 [ e - p)doty)
A 1 JA |Jog B
<G| [ 1w - Nede - doty)doa
z€A JyeA(z,e)

do(x)

<& / @ =N ez - y)do(@)do(y)

EAE €N
< G0y / 1f(y) — Mdo(y)
yEA®

< C'o(A) | f | arore)-

The last inequality is true if we choose A = A(A, €) be the constant satisfying f&
>\‘d0’ < ||fHBMo(J). Thus

O

o ge
f180) = A doto) g(@) 1o < (

Case 2. If ry < €/2, by the definition (5.27) and the estimate (A.Il),

Jsw - Nao@ < [ [ 1) - Nade - o wet

To + €

n—1
) 1 llssrow < [ Flsaow.

<& / ) - A / el ooty (A

cAc
Note

[ ede=wiota) < o [ doto) =25

it follows from (A.H) that
1 oA
x) = ANdo(x) S ——- — MNdo
][zm( ) = Aldo(z) S SR e /y€£€|f(y) Aldo(y)

o(A +e)

En—l

N | fll Brroo)
S I fllByoe)-

We have proved the following: for any ¢ and any surface ball Z, one can find a constant
A = A(A, €) such that fx|f(z) — A|do(z) < C| fllsmo()- The constant C' does not depend

on either ¢ or A, therefore | fellBrmow) < Cll fllmos) for all e.

Proof of (3). Fix x € 002. If f(z) = 0, then obviously f(z) < liminf., fc(x). For any
arbitrary A > 0 such that A < f(x), there exists ¢y > 0 such that f(z) > X+ €. It means

- o(ENA)
o)

Ateg—1

= M,xp(x) >e >
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In particular, there is some surface ball A’ 3 x such that

o(A) ’

Then for any point y € A’, we also have M,xg(y) > exp (A +¢€ — 1)/6 and thus f(y) >
A + €. Consider all f, with e < dist(z,0Q \ A’), we have A(x,e) C A’ hence

Jyen@e F@eelz —y)do(y)
fyeA(“) pe(z —y)do(y)

Therefore liminf. o fo(z) > X for all A < f(z). Thus liminf._,o fc(x) > f(x). O

vy Pe( —y)do(y
Z()\+€0)fy6A(’) ( ) ():)\+€0-

fe(x) = Jyenteo Pel@ = y)do(y)

B Properties of the truncated square function

B.1 Proof of Lemma

Assume @ € 99 satisfies S?u( ffr‘ |Vu|25 X)?27"dX > A% and is finite, then there
exists n < r such that

2
// Vul?5(X)*"dX > (75"“(@ i A) .
I (Q\B(@n) 2

Fix n, we claim there exists € > 0 such that S,u(P) > X for any P € B(Q, en) N oL In fact,

' // |Vu|?6(X)*"dX — // \Vu|25(X)2‘"dX‘
Tr(Q\B(Qm) (P\B(P)
< / (Vul25(X)*"dX (B.1)
D

where D is the set difference between I'.(Q) \ B(Q,n) and I'.(P) \ B(P,n).

Assume X € I',(Q) \ B(Q,n), then | X — Q| < ad(X) and n < |X —Q| < r. In particular
n < ad(X). If in addition X ¢ T'.(P)\ B(P,n) for some P € B(Q,en), then X falls in one
of the following three categories:

o | X —P|<n, then | X—-Q| <|X—-P|+|P—-Q| < (1+¢€)n, in particular n < | X — Q| <
(14 e)n;

o | X—P|>r, then | X—Q| > |X—P|—|P—Q| > r—en, in particular r—en < | X —Q| < r;

o | X —P|>ad(X), then | X —Q| >|X —P|—|P—-Q|> (1 —¢€ad(X), in particular
(1—€)ad(X) < |X —Q| <ad(X).
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Similarly, the points in (I'.(P)\ B(P,n)) \ (I'(Q) \ B(Q,n)) also fall in three categories,
just with @ replaced by P. Therefore D, the set difference between (I'.(Q)\ B(Q,n)) \
(I (P)\ B(P,n)) and (I'.(P)\ B(P,n)) \ (I'(Q) \ B(Q,n)), is contained in the union of
three sets (corresponding to the above three cases):

Vi={XeQ:(1-en<|X-Q|<(1+2¢n, §(X)>n/a}
={XeQ:r-2m<|X-Q|<r+en §X)=>n/a}
={X €Q:(1-20)ad(X) <|X — Q| < (1+)ad(X), 5(X) >1n/a}.
Since §(X) > n/a in D,

/\Vu|25 (X)2 ”dX<< ) //Vlwwvgwu\?a X)2d (B.2)

Note that u € W2(2), we have

[7|qu5@XFdxf§(hmn«n2[7|vuPdXT<<m.
Q Q

Hence the integral || fV1UV2UV3 |Vu|?6(X)?dX is small as long as the Lebesgue measures of V7,
V5 and V3 are small enough. Both V; and V5 are contained in annuli of radius 3en, so their
Lebesgue measures are small if we choose € small enough (depending on 7). Rewrite V3 as

| 5(X) 1 0
(1+@a<LX—Q|§(L—%M’&X)ZE}

Vg,:{XEQ:

Away from @, say in Q\ B(Q,n/2), the function F(X) = §(X)/|X — Q] is Lipschitz, and
0 < F < 1. Choose € < 1/4, then for any X € V5, |X — Q| > (1 — 2¢)ad(X) > n/2. So
Vs € 2\ B(Q,n/2) and thus F' is Lipschitz on V3. By the coarea formula,

"(V3) / e / dH" . (B.3)
3 JFXVS .

s

On the other hand,

[ geteans [ ] i = (@) B@.ay2)
1(t)

is finite. Therefore by (B.3), we may choose € small enough (depending on «) such that
H"(V3) is small, which in turn implies [f;, [Vu[?6(X)?dX is small. To sum up, we have
shown that one can choose € = €(d, o, n, ) small enough such that

)" 25(X)2 M)Q_ 2
(77) //vluVQqu [Vulo(X)"dX < 0 < ( 2 A
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Therefore we conclude from and that

// |Vul|?0(X)* "dX
I (P)\B(Pyn)

> // |Vul|?6(X)?"dX — // |Vul|?0(X)* "dX
T (Q\B(Q.n) D

N (STU(Q) + )\)2 s

2
> A2,
1/2
Hence S,u( ( Lo oy s [V UP8(X)2 "dX) > A, for all P € B(Q,en) NAQ. This
finishes the proof that {Q € 00 : Su(Q) > )\} is open in 0. O

B.2 Proof of Lemma
We prove the estimate by duality: let r be the conjugate of ¢/2, namely 1/r+2/q = 1, then

([ 1sru@pasta )z/qzsup{ [ I5F0QPUQuo@ : ol =1 (B

Recall A = A(Qo, ). Extending 1 to all of 02 by setting it to zero outside of A. For any
X, let Qx € 09 be a boundary point such that | X — Qx| = §(X). By Fubini’s theorem,

[isru@pu@uas@ - [ ([ . VU)X ) $(Q)do Q)

: Vul o) do(Q)dX
_//B(Qo,zr)ﬂﬂ| W) /IQ—QX<(5+1)6(X)w(Q) 7(@)

< // IV u25(X) A0 (Qx X, (B.5)
B(Qo,2r)NQ

where A,4(Q) is defined as A, (Q) = 7 fA(Q o Y(P)do(P). Let 5 > 1, simply calculations
show that

o) (@ = o [ (G [ wtPhao(P) ) o)
= 81_ /A(Qs ( 58;" 1/AQ(ﬁ Pdo(P )) do(P)
2 ((5 ;Sl)s)n A-1)s(Q).

Let s=(a—1)6(X),f—1=(a+1)/(a—1), then
A1)V (Q) Saa Aja—1)s(x) (Ass?) (Q) S Aa—1)sx) MY (Q).
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For the last inequality, we use |Ag,¥(Q)| < C (My(Q)), where M1 is the Hardy-Littlewood
maximal function of ¢ with respect to o, and the constant C' only depend on the Ahlfors
regularity of o. Thus it follows from (B.5) that

/ ST u(Q)PH(Q)do(Q) < // IVa5(X) Ao M (Qx )JdX
A B(Qo,2r)NQ

: Vulo(X) M(Q)do(Q) ) dX.
N//B(QO’Q””Q‘ e </A(va(a—1)6(X)) e U(Q))
(B.6)

By switching the order of integration, we can bound the right hand side by:

o3 2 2 2—n
/A 1S5 u(@) Y (Q)do(Q) S /A R //F IVul?6(X)*"dX do(Q)
- / M¢<@>|szmu<@>| do(Q)
A(Qo,2(a+1)r)

2/q
< MYl a0 mtertyy ( /. |52arU(Q)|qu(Q)) .

(Qo,2(a+1)r)

Since 1 < r < oo, we have
IM|ra@o2t@tvr) < ClivliLra@ozarnm = CllYllera) = C. (B.8)

By (B), (B.8) and the definition (B.4)), we conclude

/\Sa 9o (Q) < C | So0ru(Q)]%do(Q)

A(Qo2(a+1)r)

SO/ Saas 1y t(Q)] %o (Q).
A(Qo,2(a+1)r)

This finishes the proof of Lemma O
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