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REGULARITY THEORY FOR SOLUTIONS TO SECOND ORDER
ELLIPTIC OPERATORS WITH COMPLEX COEFFICIENTS AND
THE L? DIRICHLET PROBLEM

MARTIN DINDOS AND JILL PIPHER

ABSTRACT. We establish a new theory of regularity for elliptic complex valued
second order equations of the form £ =divA(V:), when the coefficients of the
matrix A satisfy a natural algebraic condition, a strengthened version of a
condition known in the literature as LP-dissipativity. Precisely, the regularity
result is a reverse Hoélder condition for LP averages of solutions on interior
balls, and serves as a replacement for the De Giorgi - Nash - Moser regularity
of solutions to real-valued divergence form elliptic operators. In a series of
papers, Cialdea and Maz’ya studied necessary and sufficient conditions for
LP-dissipativity of second order complex coefficient operators and systems.
Recently, Carbonaro and Dragicevi¢ introduced a condition they termed p-
ellipticity, and showed that it had implications for boundedness of certain
bilinear operators that arise from complex valued second order differential
operators. Their p-ellipticity condition is exactly our strengthened version of
LP-dissipativity. The regularity results of the present paper are applied to solve
L? Dirichlet problems for £ =divA(V-)+B-V when A and B satisfy a Carleson
measure condition, which previously was known only in the real valued case.
We show solvability of the L2 Dirichlet problem, as well as solvability of the
LP Dirichlet boundary value problem for p in the range where A is p-elliptic.

1. INTRODUCTION

In this paper, we establish a new theory of interior regularity of solutions to
second order divergence form complex coefficient operators £ = divA(x)V+B(x)-V
under certain natural algebraic conditions on the matrix A and a natural minimal
scaling condition on B, without any additional smoothness of the coefficients. If
the coefficients of A and B are real, the algebraic conditions on A are precisely
uniform ellipticity.

The improvements in regularity of solutions, as expressed as ([LI0) and (LIT)
of Theorem [I.1] below, can be used as a substitute for the De Giorgi-Nash-Moser
regularity theory for real divergence form elliptic equations. In the latter case,
we know that when A, B are real valued and A is elliptic, the regularity theory
for solutions gives that v € C*(B); this need not hold for solutions to complex
coefficient operators. Indeed, solutions need not be locally bounded. However,
we show that an iterative procedure, reminiscent of Moser’s iteration scheme, can
be amplified in a range determined by these algebraic conditions, yielding greater
regularity of weak solutions. Moreover, we apply this regularity to show solvability
of a Dirichlet boundary value problem for a class of variable coefficient complex
coefficient second order operators, with certain minimal and natural smoothness
assumptions on the coefficients. The solvability of these boundary value problems
in the complex case require new ideas which make the methods of [27] and [18]
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more broadly applicable. Further, the regularity theory established in this paper
should make possible the study of boundary value problems for a variety of complex
coefficient operators.

We recently found that Carbonaro and Dragicevié [7] have also formulated this
same algebraic condition (which they termed p-ellipticity) and showed that it had
implications for boundedness of certain bilinear operators that arise from complex
valued second order differential operators. Their dimension-free bounds are related
to the question of contractivity of the associated semigroup of these operators in
LP. The issue of LP contractivity of semigroups had been considered in a series of
papers by Cialdea and Maz’ya [8HI0], and we next introduce and discuss this in
more detail.

In the case of complex coefficients, the usual ellipticity assumption is that there
exist constants 0 < A < A < oo such that

n—1
NP2 < Ze S Ay(@)6E = Ze (A@)€, &) and |(A&,m) < Alellnl  (1.1)
i,j=0
for all £, n € C" and a.e. x € Q. In this paper, we consider a stronger form of ellip-
ticity, a strengthening of the concept of LP dissipativity as defined in [8HIO], which
in turn was motivated by understanding when semigroups generated by second or-
der elliptic operators are contractive in LP. In particular, it had long been known
that scalar second order elliptic operators with real coefficients generate contractive
semigroups in LP for all 1 < p < cc.
In [8], the following condition was shown to be sufficient for LP dissipativity:

%%A(x)s,@ +{(Be Aw)n,n) + 2p~ I m Ax) — ' I m A (x))E,n) >0,
(1.2)
for all £, n € R™.

We will consider a stronger condition, and use a change of variables £ = —”2”)/)\
to write it as follows: For some € > 0 and all A\,n € R"

(e AN + (e Ann) + ((JEIm A=\ [B7m A) \n) > (NP +[nf?).

(1.3)
This same condition also appears in the paper [7], where the authors introduce

it in the following form. For p > 1 define the R-linear map 7, : C* — C" by

B

p/

where p’ = p/(p — 1) and «, 8 € R™. They define the matrix A to be p-elliptic if

for a.e. x € Q2

Jp(a—i—iﬁ):%—i—z’

Re(A@)E, Tp€) 2 Ml€?,  vEel” (1.4)
for some A, > 0.
Henceforth, A will be called p-elliptic if it satisfies (I4]) and the upper bound

[(A(@)§,m] < Algllnl, V€ neCm (1.5)

A short calculation shows that () and (3] are equivalent.
We shall adopt the notation of [7], and recall their observation that this strength-
ened ellipticity condition is equivalent to A,(A) > 0 where

A, (A) = eszseigglf ‘IEr‘n:nl Re (A(x)E, TpE). (1.6)
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Observe that when p = 2 this is just the usual ellipticity condition (IIJ). The
p-ellipticity condition A,(A) > 0 can be restated in a different form

[1—=2/p| < u(A), (1.7)

where

p(A) = essinf  Ze M (1.8)

(2,£)€QxCn\{0} [{(A(x)E, &)

(c.f. Proposition 5.14 of [7]). The advantage of writing the inequality in this form
is that it separates A from p. It also immediately implies that if a matrix A is
elliptic (i.e., (ILT) holds) then there exists py € [1,2) such that A is p-elliptic if and
only if p € (po, py), where po = 2/(1 4+ u(A)). Moreover, pg = 1 if and only if the
matrix A is real and the quantity p(A) is trivially bounded by pu(A4) > A/A giving
a trivial upper bound on the value of py.

Our first main result concerns solutions to £ = divA(x)V + B(x)-V in a domain
Q CR"

Theorem 1.1. Suppose that u € VVllo’cz(Q;(C) is the weak solution to the operator
Lu = divA(x)Vu+ B(z) - Vu =0 in Q. Let pg = inf{p > 1: A is p-elliptic}, and
suppose that B has measurable coefficients B; € L§° () satisfying the condition

loc
|Bi(z)| < K(6(x))™!, VYzeQ (1.9)

where the constant K is uniform, and §(x) denotes the distance of x to the boundary
of Q. Then we have the following improvement in the regularity of u. For any
Byr(z) CQ and e > 0 there exists C. > 0 such that

1/p 1/q 1/2
(f |u|de> <c. (f ] dy> e (f uf? dy> (1.10)
B, (z) Ba,(z) By (z)

for all p,q € (po, 56_7;) (Here py = po/(po — 1) and when n = 2 one can take
p,q € (po,0).) The constant in the estimate depends on the dimension, the p-
ellipticity constants, A, K and ¢ > 0 but not on x € Q, r > 0 or u. Moreover, for

all p € (po,p}) and any € > 0

p/2
][ |Vu<y>|2|u<y>|p-2dysos]1 |u<y>|pdy+s<]l |u<y>|2dy> ,
B, (x) Ba,(x) By, ()

(1.11)
where the constant again depend only on the dimension, p, A, K and e > 0. In
particular, |u|P=2/2y belongs to W,->(Q; C).

Remark. Clearly, if ¢ > 2 in (I0) and if p > 2 in (TI]) one can take ¢ = 0 as the
L? average of u can be controlled by the first term on the right hand side of each
of the two inequalities.

In general, one can not expect a larger range of p in the reverse Hélder condition
of (LI0). In [28], Mayboroda gives a counterexample to (I.I0) when ¢ = 2 and for
any p > 2% under the assumption of (II)) (which is the same as 2-ellipticity).

n—2
We apply this regularity result to the question of solvability of L? Dirichlet prob-
lem for elliptic operators of this type. This part of the paper is motivated by the
known results concerning boundary value problems for second order elliptic equa-
tions in divergence form, when the coeflicients are real and satisfy a certain natural,
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minimal smoothness condition (refer [I8[I9,27]). The literature on solvability of
boundary value problems for complex coefficient operators in R™ is limited, except
when the matrix A is of block form. For block matrices A in £ = divA(z)V, there
are numerous results on on LP-solvability of the Dirichlet, regularity and Neumann
problems, starting with the solution of the Kato problem, where the coefficients of
the block matrix are also assumed to be independent of the transverse variable (this
assumption is usually referred in literature as “t-independent”, in our notation it
is the xg variable). See [6] and [23] and the references therein. For matrices not of
block form, there are solvability results in various special cases assuming that the
solutions satisfy De Giorgi - Nash - Moser estimates. See [I] and [22] for example.
The latter paper is also concerned with operators that are t-independent. Finally,
there are perturbation results in a variety of special cases, such as [3] and [2]; the
first paper shows that solvability in L? implies solvability in L? for p near 2, and the
second paper has L2-solvability results for small L> perturbations of real elliptic
operators when the complex matrix is t-independent.

Our solvability result for operators of the form £ = divA(z)V + B(z) - V can
be applied on a domains above a Lipschitz graph in R®. We do not assume “t-
independence”. Instead, we assume the coefficients A and B satisfy a natural
Carleson condition that has appeared in the literature so far only for real elliptic
operators.([27], [I8], and [19]). The Carleson condition on A, (.12 below, holds
uniformly on Lipschitz subdomains, and is thus a natural condition in the context
of chord-arc domains as well. The paper [24] connects geometric information about
the boundary of the domain to information about the elliptic measure of operators
that satisfy some closely related conditions.

The second main theorem of the paper establishes the solvability of Lu = 0
with LP Dirichlet boundary data for variable coefficient complex coefficient oper-
ators satisfying these Carleson conditions on coefficients. The solvability of the
L? Dirichlet problem (where 2-ellipticity is the standard assumption) for complex
coefficient operators satisfying (LI2)) is a consequence of the L? results for non-
symmetric elliptic systems in [I7]. In fact, as is typical in this theory, Dindos,
Hwang, and M. Mitrea actually obtain in [I7] LP results for elliptic systems, for
p € (2—¢,24¢). One of the novelties of this paper is showing that p-ellipticity
extends solvability of the LP-Dirichlet problem to a broader range of LP. To prove
this, we adapt the method of proof that was established in [27]; however, the lack
of continuity of solutions and the absence of a maximum principle requires new
ideas to generalize this approach. It turns out the p-ellipticity condition is also
the correct one for establishing solvability of perturbations of elliptic operators as
well as solvability of the regularity problems. We shall take this up in a separate
manuscript.

Theorem 1.2. Let 1 < p < oo, and let Q be the upper half-space R’} = {(xo, ") :
zo > 0 and 2’ € R"~'}. Consider the operator

and assume that the matriz A is p-elliptic with constants A\p, A, Agp = 1 and
ImAg; =0 foralll1 <j<n—1. Assume that

dule) = swp [[VA@P + |B(@)] 6(z) da (112)
Bs(z)/2()
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1s a Carleson measure in . Let us also denote
2
i) = s [zj 80 Ao+ [ 0305 | + |B<x>|2] Sx)de.  (113)
Bs(zy/2(z

Then there exist K = K(\p, A, ||ptlle, n,p) > 0 and C (A, A, ||pelle, 7, p) > 0 such
that if

Ille < K (1.14)
then the LP-Dirichlet problem
Lu=0 in €,
u=f for o-a.e. x € 09, (1.15)
Nyp.a(u) € LP(09),

is solvable and the estimate
| Np.a (@)l zr0) < Cllfllra0:c) (1.16)

holds for all energy solutions u with datum f.

In the statement of this theorem, we’ve used some notation that will be defined
in subsequent sections. We will also recall there the concept of Carleson measure,
discuss the notions of LP solvability and energy solutions and define Np which is
a variant of the nontangential maximal function defined using LP averages of the
solution u. By Theorem [[.1] instead of L? averages we could use L? averages for ¢
in the range (po, S 6_7;) to obtain the same result. Also, see section El for a detailed
discussion of some further assumptions we make to prove Theorem [[.2] on Lipschitz
domains.

Classically, the L? boundedness of the nontangential maximal function of a so-
lution (in our case, estimate (LI above) gives nontangential convergence of the
solution to its boundary values. Since the nontangential maximal function of our
complex-valued solution will require smoothing by averaging, we will also get a
nontangential convergence result, but stated for averages of solutions. This conver-
gence of averages is a consequence of solvability in L? and is not connected with the
assumptions on the coefficients of the equation. For this reason, that very general
result is given in an appendix at the end.

We now state, as a further corollary of the second main theorem, a result for
matrices A in “block form”. This corollary uses the fact that the assumption that
the Carleson measure norm is small is needed only on the last row (Ag;) of the
matrix A. This latter observation was pointed out to us by S. Mayboroda - see [15]
and also [14]. Hence, we have the following.

Corollary 1.3. Suppose the operator L on R’ has the form
n—1
Lu=0d3u+ Y 0;(Ai;05u)
i,j=1
where the matriz A has coefficients satisfying the Carleson condition (LI12).
Then for all 1 < p < oo for which A is p-elliptic, the LP-Dirichlet problem (&)
is solvable for L and the estimate

| Np,attll ooy < C|IfllLra0:c) (1.17)

holds for all energy solutions u with datum f.
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2. LP DISSIPATIVITY, p-ELLIPTICITY AND REGULARITY RESULTS

The concept of LP dissipativity was defined in a series of papers by Cialdea and
Maz’ya [8HIO] and was motivated by the effort to characterize when semigroups
generated by second order elliptic operators are contractive in LP. In particular, it
has long been known that scalar second order elliptic operators with real coefficients
generate contractive semigroups in LP for all 1 < p < oo. The case of operators
generating L*°-contractive semigroups is studied in [4].

Following [§] let £(u,v) be the the sesquilinear form

L(u,v) :/Q(A(I)Vu,VU} dz,

where (-,-) is the usual inner product on C™. Clearly, £(u,v) is well defined for
(u,v) € CF(2) x CL(Q) consisting of complex value functions having compact sup-
port in  with continuous first derivative.

Definition 2.1. (Cialdea-Maz’ya) Let 1 < p < oo. The form L is called LP
dissipative if for all u € CL(€2)
Re L(u, |ulP~%u) > 0, ifp>2, (2.1)
Re L(ulul’ ~2,u) >0, ifl<p<2. (2.2)

Theorem 2.2. [8, Theorem 1, Corollary 4 and Corollary 6] A sufficient condition
for the form L to be LP dissipative is that

(
for all £, m € R™. If in addition the matriz ¥m A be symmetric, i.e., ImA =
Fm At then this condition is also necessary and is equivalent to

Ip —2|[{Im A(x)E, &)| < 2+/p — L{Ze A(x)E, §), V¢ € R" and a.e. x € Q.
(2.4)
@A) must hold even in the non-symmetric case, but then this condition might not
be sufficient.
In particular, if we set
A
= o i (AA@EE
@eem [(ImA(x)E, §)]
where M is the set of (§,x), v € R™, © € Q such that (ImA(x)&, &) # 0. If
ImA =0 for any x € Q then L is LP dissipative for all p > 1. If ImA is
symmetric but does not vanish identically on Q) then L is LP dissipative if and only

if
2+2ﬂ(ﬁ—\/ﬂ2—4—1)§p§2+2ﬂ(ﬂ+\/;?—4—1). (2.6)

For our purposes (23) is not sufficient as in particular this condition does not
imply ellipticity when p = 2. To guarantee ellipticity, a stronger lower bound is
needed, namely that the left hand side of [Z.3) is greater than e(|¢|* + |n|?). This

(2.5)
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yields the condition (L3]), which when p = 2 is just the usual ellipticity for complex
coeflicients.

As we have observed in the introduction, (I3) can be simply written as A,(A) >
0, where (L0]) defines A,(A). (This was introduced in [7]) and is in turn equivalent
to |1 —2/p| < u(A)). Hence the following holds.

Theorem 2.3. Let A € L>®(Q) be a matriz that is uniformly elliptic: for some
A, A >0 and almost every x € Q we have

n—1

MNP < e Yy Ay(2)&E;  and  [(AE, )| < Alé]ln (2.7)

i,j=0

forall&,m € C™. Then there exists pg € [1,2) (with po = 1 if and only if Sm A =0)
such that the matriz A is p-elliptic if and only if p € (po,ppy). That is Ap(A) >0,
equivalently

(e ANN) + (e Ann) + ((\/Erm A=\ [EsmA) ) > @) (NP + ).
(2.8)
for some e(p) > 0 and all \,;n € R™. Here pg = #(A) where
u(A) = ess inf %ew > A,
(@oem  [(A(z), &6 — A

where M is the set (,x), © € C", x € Q such that (A(x)E,€) # 0. If in addition the
matriz A has symmetric imaginary part (Sm A = Fm At) this further simplifies

to
Po =2+ 20 (u— \/a2+1), (2.10)

(2.9)

where

- . Q@e A(x){,@
= g NTEAL)SS)
o S 7m A@E &)

and M is the set of &, x), £ € R, x € such that (Fm A(x), &) # 0.

(2.11)

We apply the concept of p-ellipticity to prove the following result.

Theorem 2.4. Assume that the matrix A is p-elliptic. Then there exists )\; =
)\;(A, Ap) > 0 such that for any nonnegative, bounded and measurable function x

and any u such that |u|®=2/2y € W22 (Q; C), we have
e /(A(x)Vu,V(|u|p_2u)>X(:v) do > A;/ P2 Vuly () e, (212)
Q Q

Proof. Since A is p-elliptic (2.8) holds. Changing the variables A = ﬁf and
obtain

%(%e/l{,@ + (%e An,n)+
+2p I mA = p T Im AN ) 2 (P + ). (213)
Consider now v € W,22(Q; C) and write |[v|"'oVv as X + iY, that is
X = Ze(jv|"'oVv) and Y = Im(jv| TV0).
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Let x(z) be a nonnegative bounded an measurable function on Q. By using X
in place of £ and Y in place of 7, multiplying by x(z) and integrating over € one
obtains from (2I3) (similar to [8, Corollary 4])

He / {(AVU, Vo) — (1 —2/p){(A — A)V(|v]), |v| " 'TV0)
Q

—(1=2/p)*(AV(Jv]), V(|v])) | x(2) dz 26’/Q|Vv|2x(l’) d (2.14)

Now as in (2.9) of [§] one considers v = |u|P/?~ u and
ge = (WP + )2 we=g2r

3

for u, u.. Using our assumption we see that [u|(?=2)/2u, |u.|P=2/2u_ € W12 (Q,C™).
We let ¢ — 04. When p > 2, we obtain, using Lebesgue dominated convergence,

lim %e/<AVuE,V(|u5|p_2us)>x(3:)d3:: (2.15)
e—0+ Q

%e/ﬂ[<Avv,vv>_(1_2/p)<(A_A*)V(|v|),|v|-1wv>

(0= 2pPAT e, o) x(0) > & [ [Vl )Pt e
and then the first term of (ZI%)) is just
e / (A(2)Va, V(julP~2u)y(z) de. (2.16)
Q

When 1 < p < 2, we use a duality argument based on an observation in [8]. Set
w = |ulP~2u, so that u = [w|” ~2w. The fact that |u|®=2/2y € W,>?(Q; C) implies
that |w|® ~2/2w € WL2(€;C). Then,

loc
Re /Q<A(x)Vu,V(|u|p7 w))x(z) de = Ze /Q<A*(:E)Vw,V(|w|p ““w))x(z) dx,

and we have that A* is p’-elliptic when A is p-elliptic. Therefore, we have reduced
the regime of the first case considered, and the same limiting argument yields

Re /(A* (2)Vw, V(Jwl’ ~2w))x(z) dz > X, / (w2 Vw|?y(z) dz.  (2.17)
Q Q
We conclude the argument for (212) in the case p < 2 by observing that

[l 2Vl o~ [ VG0l o)) de = [ 90l 0 Pre) da.
Q Q Q o
The following observation will be used frequently.
Lemma 2.5. For all p > 1, and for all x for which u(x) #0
IV (Ju(@) P2~ u(@))]? = u(@) P~ Va(e) .
Proof. For k=0,1,...,n— 1 we have
Ok (| P22 u) = u] P~/ [|u|Opu + 252 udk(|u])] -
Multiplying by its complex conjugate then yields
x| 772" = Ju= [l gf? + (p — 2) ) ) e (u, D)
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982
+ (252)° ful*On (ul))?].
As in the proof of [9, Lemma 2] we have O (|u|) = |u|~'%e (u, Opu) which yieds

2
‘3k(|u|(p72)/2u)‘

_ _oN2
= ful = [l lrul® + [0 - 2) + (552)°] 192 (w, B0 |
Summing over all £ gives us

V(2720 = = 2 Vul? + [(3) 1] 3 1e (. 000) ]
k

Since by Cauchy-Schwarz
> | %e (u, Opu)|* < Jul?|Vul?,
k

then clearly
—2)/2 2 2 -2 2
[V (ul = 2720)|" < (1+](8)" 1)) [ul 2 Tul?,
and for p > 0

min {1, (5)2} P2Vl < ‘V(|u|<p*2>/2u)f.

Hence the claim holds. O

We now turn to the main lemmas required to prove Theorem [l

Lemma 2.6. Let the matriz A be p-elliptic for p > 2 and let B have coefficients
satisfying condition (L9) of Theorem [Tl Suppose that u is a Wﬁ)f (©;C) solution
to L in Q. Then, for any ball B,(x) with r < §(z)/4,

[ PP tay s [ )iy (2.13)
B, (z)

Ba, ()
1/q
<][ IU(y)quy> < (
B,.(x))

1/2
][ |u<y>|2dy> (2.19)
Ba,(x)

for all ¢ € (2,7%5] when n > 2, and where the implied constants depend only
p-ellipticity and K of ([L9). When n = 2, q can be any number in (2,00). In
particular, |u|®=2/2y belongs to W2(; C).

loc

and

Proof. We begin by assuming that both A and B are smooth. Thus the solution
u to L(u) = 0 will be smooth in the interior of © ([29]) and we have (ZI2]) at our
disposal for any p such that A is p-elliptic. We prove (Z.I8) first, and then (2.19)
by a bootstrap argument so that no constants appearing depend on the smoothness
of the coefficients of A, B.

Let B, (z) be ball in the interior of  with r» < §(x)/4. Let ¢ be a smooth cutoff
function, with ¢ = 1 on B,(z) and vanishing outside of Ba,(x). Set v = uyp. Then,

Ly =uly+ AVu-Vo+ A*Vu - V. (2.20)
Multiply both sides of ([2.20) by |v|?~2v and integrate by parts to obtain
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/V(|v|p_25)-AVvdyz/(|v|p_2ﬁ)B-Vvdy+/V(|v|p_25u)-Achdy
- / |v|P~%*Tu B - Vpdy — / [v|P~* AV Y - Vi dy
- / [v|P~2TA*Vu - Vo dy
(2.21)

The real part of the left hand side of (2.2]]) is bounded from below by A, [ [v|P~2|Vv|? dy
by p-ellipticity and [212]). The first of the five terms on the right hand side above
has the bound

'/(|v|p_2ﬁ)-BVU dy' < Kl (/|v|p_2|Vv|2dy)l/2 (/|U|pdy)1/2 (2.22)

where K is as in (I0). The third term has the bound
'/ |v|[P~2*Tu B - Vgﬁdy‘ hS KriQ/ |u|P dy. (2.23)
BQT(I)

In terms four and five, we use the fact that 7Vu = uVov — |[u[>*V¢ to bound each of
these integrals by a constant multiple of

/Ivl”_2IUI|V<PIIWI + Pl [Vl dy (2.24)

with constant depending on the ellipticity parameter A. By Cauchy-Schwarz, this
integral is bounded by terms like those in (Z22) and (Z23]). After distributing the
gradient, the second term has the following bound

/IV(IUIP_QU)IIUIIWPI + [P [OVul | V| dy (2.25)

Using Lemma to compute the derivative in the first expression, the first term
in the above integral is bounded by

[P vellal veidy (2.26)
and the second expression, using the same trick as in ([2:24)) is bounded by
/|v|p72|Vv||U||V90| + [Pl Vol dy (2.27)

Taking the real part of both sides of (Z2I)) and combining all these estimates, and
noting that the constants do not depend on the smoothness of the A or B gives
[21I3) for this u. Observe, in addition, that the Sobolev embedding gives

1/p 1/p 1/p
(f |u|ﬁdy> < (f |v|ﬁdy> < (f |v<|v|P/2-1v>|2dy>
B, (x) Ba,(x) Ba,(x)

(2.28)
where p = 2.



ELLIPTIC PDES WITH COMPLEX COEFFICIENTS 11

First we use (Z28) and the argument for 2I8) (see (Z21I)) and the subsequent
estimates) to obtain a reverse Holder inequality for w. That is,

1/p
<][ |u|ﬁdy> 5(
B, (x)

1/p
]l |ulP dy) (2.29)
Bar(x)

Note that at this moment we have only proven ([229)) for « = 2; however, by
adjusting the cutoff function ¢, the entire argument can be done with balls B,..(x),
for any v > 1, and with a new constant which will depend on «. Iterating (2.29) &k

times gives
1/ 1/2
(f |u|mdy> 5<][ |u|2dy> (2.30)
B.(x) B, ()

for p = 2(%)’“, as long as pr_1 < p.

It remains to remove the assumption of smoothness of the coefficients of the
operator, noting that the constants appearing in ([2I8)) and (2I9) depend only
on the p-ellipticity and K and not on any smoothness parameter. Suppose that
A satisfies the condition of p-ellipticity and B satisfies (L9)), and let A; and B;
be smooth approximations, converging a.e. to A, B, respectively. Let u; be the
solution to Lju; = 0 with the same boundary data as u. We claim that the
arguments of section 7 of [26] can be used to show that u; — u strongly in W2
on compact subsets of 2. We note that the arguments of [26] did not consider the
convergence of lower order terms, but this will follow in the same way from the
strong convergence of of u; to w in L7 for ¢ = 2n/(n—2). From the fact that [2.19)
holds for u;, and the strong convergence of u; to u in L*(Ba,), we see that the
L? averages of u; are uniformly bounded. Passing to a subsequence if necessary,
we have weak convergence of the u; in L9, and that weak limit must be u. This
implies that the L7 average of u is bounded as well, i.e., we have (ZI9) for w.
Now set w; = |u;j(z)[P/?> " u;(z) and w = |u(x)[P/?>  u(z). From @IS) for u; and
(ZT19) for u, we have that w; is uniformly bounded in V[/lif (©; C). This gives weak
convergence of w; to a limit, which again must be w. The weak convergence gives
the uniform bound on |Vwl|?, and thus (ZI8) for w.

O

Lemma 2.7. Let the matriz A be p-elliptic for p < 2 and let B have coefficients
satisfying condition (L9) of Theorem [Tl Suppose that u is a Wﬁ)’f (€; C) solution

to L in Q. Then, for any ball B,(x) with r < §(z)/4 and any e > 0

p/2
][ Vuly)Pluly)Pdy < 05]1 fu()Pdy + ¢ (f |u<y>|2dy>
By (z) Bar(z) Bar ()

(2.31)
and
1/2 1/p 1/2
w(y)|? C. u(y)|? € w(y)|?
(J{W' ) dy> < (ém)| ) dy> ¥ (émg )l dy>
(2.32)

where the constants depend only p-ellipticity, K of (L) and € > 0. In particular,
|u|(P=2)/24; belongs to V[/llof(Q,C)
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Proof. We assume that A and B are smooth, and remove this assumption later. We
can therefore, as before, assume that we have a smooth solution to £. The proof of
this lemma proceeds in a similar fashion as in (Z.I9), but without introducing the
cutoff function . This will lead to presence of the two extra terms (with ) on the
right hand sides of (Z31]) and (2Z32]) which were not needed in (2I8) and 2I9).
Unfortunately, if we attempt to proceed as in Lemma with v = ugp we will run
into trouble estimating terms like ([2.27) as [v[P~2? < |u[P~2 when p > 2, but in our
case p < 2 this does not hold and we run into problems near the boundary of supp
¢ where ¢ can be arbitrary small.

The fact that we do not introduce the cutoff function ¢ does mean we have fewer
terms to take care of but we do have to worry about one additional boundary inte-
gral and more importantly we also have to introduce an additional approximation
to account for the fact that p — 2 is negative. To that end, define a cutoff function
ps as follows.

§°2" f0<s<é
== p72, - - 233
ps(s) {52, if s > 4. ( )

Following the proof of Lemma[2.7] we multiply both sides of the equation Lu = 0
by ps(Ju|)*u and integrate:

[ V- avudy = [ (gR(ulmE - Tudy (2.34)
B, (x) B,.(z)

+ /8 by AVudo o).

Here v is the outer unit normal which for the ball is just ¥-=.
The left hand side of ([2:34)) splits into terms:

/ V(p3(Ju|)@) - AVudy = 672 / (AVu, Vu) dy (2.35)
By(x) B,.(¢)\E;

+ / AVu - V(|ulP~?a) dy
EsNB,.(z)

where E5 = {|u| > §}. Applying Theorem 2.4 on the open set Es N B,(x), we have
that

@e/ AVu - V(|ulP~%7) dy > Ap/ |u|P~2|Vu|* dy (2.36)
EJQBT(I) EsﬂBT(I)
Ultimately we will let § — 0, and we will show that the integrals involving

B, (z) \ Es will tend to zero. The main tool will be the following fact, established
in [20] for smooth functions w, namely

5r/ |Vul*dy — 0 (2.37)
By (2)\Es

for all » > —1.

We first take care of the boundary integral in (2:34). Observe that (2:34])-([2-36)
hold not only on the ball B,(z) but on any enlarged ball By, (z) for 1 < a < 3/2.
Hence if we write [2:34)) for each such o and then average over the interval [1,3/2]
the last term of (2.34)) will turn into a solid integral over the set Bs,/s(x) \ By ().
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This and (Z35)-(236]) then yields

W[ pvtay s sw | RGumE - Vudy (2.38)
EsNB,(x) a€(1,3/2] | Bar(2)
_ _(y—x)- AVu
s [ (3l L= DAV 4 ),
By (2)\Br(2) ly — x|

where o(1) contains the integral over the complement of Es, which tend to zero as
0 —0.

Each of the two terms on the right hand side of (2:3])) will split into two integrals,
one on Bs,/5(x) \ Es and one on Es N By, js(z). Clearly,

[ Guhms Vudy < W Valdy (239)
Bar(x) E6033r/2(m)

+(5p717“71/ [Vu| dy,
B?m/z(m)\Ea

and
(y —z)- AVu

/ (P2 (ul)a) dy| <! / | Vu| dy
By 2 (2)\ B (2) ly — EsNBa, ()

(2.40)

—|—5p717"71/ |Vuldy.
B?m/z(m)\Ea

where the implied constants in ([239) and (Z40) depend on K and A respectively.
The last terms in both inequalities behave like C6?~!, and will tend to zero as

0 — 0 and hence can be written as o(1) terms. By Hélder inequality we have for
the first terms on the right hand side of ([2:39)-(2:40):

(p—1)/p 1/p
o vy < (g [ vy
EsNBs,/2(x) B3y 2 () B3y 2 ()

(2.41)

<02 / fufPdy + er? =2 / VulPdy,
Bsr/a(x) Bsr/2(z)

for any € > 0.
Putting all terms together therefore yields
/\prz/ [v[P~2|Vo|? dy < CE/ |u|? dy—l—srp/ [Vul? dy+o(1), (2.42)
Es B3y a(x) Bs,./2 ()

where o(1) contains all integrals over the complement of Es, which tend to zero as
d — 0. The constant C. depends on A and K (and €) but not on the smoothness
of A and B. Let 6 tend to zero and obtain

vl dy < ¢ [

|ul? dy + srp/ |Vul? dy.
BQT(I)

N
{y:u(y)#0}NB,(2) Bsr/2(2)

(2.43)

Recalling the convention that |u[P~2|Vu|? is taken to be zero whenever Vu = 0, the

integral on the left hand side of ([2.43]) can be taken on the set B, (z) \ {y : u(y) =
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0, Vu(y) # 0}. However the measure of {y : u(y) = 0, Vu(y) # 0} is zero and so
we can conclude that (after introducing averages)

r2][ |u|P*2|vu|2dygcg][ |u|pdy+€7°p][ VuPdy  (2.44)
B (z) Bar(z) B?m/z(m)

holds. The final step is to use Holder inequality and Caccioppoli inequality (which
is just ([ZI8)) of Lemma 2.6l when p = 2) for the last term of (244]). We have

p/2 p/2
rp][ [VulP dy < <r2][ |Vul? dy) S <][ |u|? dy) . (2.45)
B3 /2(z) B3, 2() Bar(z)

Finally, (Z44)) and (Z43]) combined yields (23T]).

The argument for (Z32)) is similar to that for the case p > 2. First, we have the

analog of (2.29)).

1/p 1/p 1/2
(f uf? dy> <c. (f uf? dy> e (f uf? dy> (2.46)
B (x) Bar () Bor(2)

The iteration scheme starts with a p < 2 and stops when we reach a pj greater
than or equal to 2. Each iteration will give us additional term of the form

000

on the right hand side for ¢ = 1,2,...,k multiplied by a constant that can be
as small as required, since at each step of the iteration ¢ in (246]) can be chosen
independently of the previous choices.

Finally, since the constants in (2.31]) and ([2:32]) do not depend on the smoothness
of the coefficients of A and B, arguments very similar to those in Lemma [2.6] allow
us to pass to the limit and obtain these inequalities for solutions to £ under the
assumptions of the Lemma.

(2)

atr

O

The reverse Holder inequalities of Lemmas and 2.7 prove Theorem [I.1]
3. CARLESON MEASURES, NONTANGENTIAL MAXIMAL FUNCTIONS AND
p-ADAPTED SQUARE FUNCTIONS
3.1. Nontangential maximal and square functions. On a domain of the form
Q= {(z0,2") ERXR"': 25 > p(2)}, (3.1)

where ¢ : R"! — R is a Lipschitz function with Lipschitz constant given by
L := [|[V@|| Lo g1y, define for each point z = (zq,2’) € Q2

5(x) := mg — P(a') = dist(z, 09Q). (3.2)

In other words, d(z) is comparable to the distance of the point = from the boundary
of €.

Definition 3.1. A cone of aperture a > 0 is a non-tangential approach region to
the point Q = (xo, ') € 00 defined as

La(@Q) = {y = (y0,9") € Q: alzo —yo| > 2" —y/[}. (3-3)
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We require 1/a > L, otherwise the cone is too large and might not lie inside
Q. But when = R all parameters a > 0 may be considered. Sometimes it is
necessary to truncate I'(Q)) at height h, in which case we write

IH(Q) :=Ta(Q) N{z € Q: §(x) < h}. (3.4)

Definition 3.2. For Q C R" as above, the square function of some u € VV;?(Q, C)
at Q € 0N relative to the cone T'(Q) is defined by

1/2
Sa(u)(Q) = (/F o [Vu(@)?6(x)* " dw) (3.5)

and, for each h > 0, its truncated version is given by

1/2
SH(u)(Q) == ( / V() 25(2)> " dw) . (3.6)
IN(®)
A simple application of Fubini’s theorem gives

1Sa(u)lZ200) Qj/QIVU(517)|25(1‘) da. (3.7)

In [DPP], a “p-adapted” square function was introduced in order to solve Dirich-
let problems in the range 1 < p < 2. We shall use this method, and a similar p-
adapted square function, but for both the ranges p > 2 and p < 2. In the following
definition, when p < 2 we use the convention that the expression |Vu(z)|?|u(z)[P~2
is zero whenever Vu(z) vanishes.

Definition 3.3. For Q C R"”, the p-adapted square function of u € Wllo’f(ﬂ; C) at
Q € 09 relative to the cone I'y(Q) is defined by

1/2
Spa(u)(Q) := (/F . [Vu(e) Plu(z)P~25(a)* " dz) (3.8)

and, for each h > 0, its truncated version is given by

1/2
51 ((Q) 1= ( Lo |Vu<x>|2|u<x>|“a<x>2w) S 39

We have shown that the expressions of the form |Vu(z)|?|u(z)[P~2, when u is a
solution of Lu = 0 are locally integrable and hence the definition of S,(u) makes
sense for such p.

Definition 3.4. For Q C R™ as above, and for a continuous u : 2 — C, the

nontangential mazimal function (h-truncated nontangential mazimal function) of
u at Q € 9 relative to the cone T'w(Q), is defined by

Na(u)(Q) == sup lu(2)| and Ng(u)(Q):= sup |u(@)]. (3.10)
z€la(Q) zel?(Q)
Moreover, we shall also consider a related version of the above nontangential max-
imal function. This is denoted by Np o and is defined using LP averages over balls
in the domain Q. Specifically, given u € LY (2;C) we set

loc

Npo(u)(@Q):= sup w(z) and Nﬁa(u)(Q) = sup w(x) (3.11)
€T, (Q) ’ z€l(Q)
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for each Q € 9 and h > 0 where, at each x € (Q,

w(zx) = <

1/p
][ lu(z)P dz> . (3.12)
Bs(z)/2(x)

Above and elsewhere, a barred integral indicates an averaging operation. Ob-
serve that, given v € LY (£;C), the function w associated with u as in (3I2) is
continuous and N, ,(u) = N,(w) everywhere on 9.

The L?-averaged nontangential maximal function was introduced in [26] in con-
nection with the Neuman and regularity problem value problems. In the context
of p-ellipticity, Theorem [Tl shows that there is no difference between L? averages

and LP averages, a fact which we record in the following proposition.

Proposition 3.5. Suppose that u is a V[/lloCQ(Q,C) solution to L = divA(z)V +
B(z) - V in §, where the matriz A is assume to be p-elliptic for p € (po,p;), and
B satisfies condition (L9). Then, for every Q € 0N

K@ S Ny )@ o € (m, 22%) (3.13)

when the aperture parameters of the cones satisfy a < a’ and p < q or ¢ > 2.
pon
n—2

When a <a', q<2,p>q and p,q € (po, ) we have a weaker estimate

Np,a(w)(@Q) S Noar (u)(Q) + eNz,ar (u)(Q), (3.14)
for all e > 0.

Finally, for any aperture parameters a,a’ in the appropriate range, and for all
p,q in the same range as (B13),

[ Np.a(W)l 209 ~ | Ng.a (1) - (a0) (3.15)
for all r > 0.

Proof. Clearly, (313) and (3I4) follows from (LI0) (as we have noted earlier the
integral over Ba, in (LI0) can be replaced by By, for any « > 1 and hence the
cones I'g/(Q) used on the right hand side of (3I3) and BI4) can be just little bit
larger that the cone I'y(Q) used in definition of N, ,(u) on the left hand side of
B.13) and B.14)).

Looking at the equivalence in the L™ norm, consider for the moment still the
case when a’ > a. When p < q or ¢ > 2

1Np,a ()]l o) S | Ng,ar (w)l| 200 (3.16)
follows from (BI3]). Otherwise by (B14) applied to p = 2 yields
||N2,a(u)||LT(BQ) s ||Nq,a’(u)||Lr(aQ) + 5||N2,a’(u)”LT(BQ)- (3.17)

The norm equivalence of the nontangential maximal functions N, , and N, ./ for
different aperture parameters a, a requires only a classical real-variable argument
using the level sets { N, (u) > A} and {N o (u) > A}. Hence always

1N, (W)l o0) S [1Np,a(u) r(00)- (3.18)
Combining this with (8I7) implies that
||N2,a(u)||Lr(aﬂ) < ||Nq,a’(u)||Lr(aQ) + EHNZ&(UJ)HLT(c’)Q)v (3.19)
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which by choosing € > 0 sufficiently small then gives
1N2.a(w) 2 (a0) S 1Ng0 ()] 002)- (3.20)
Combining this with 3I0]) for any p € (po,

/
5“_7;) and a < a” < a’ we then have

||Np,a(u)||Lr(aQ) N ||N2,a”(u)||Lr(aﬂ) < ||Nq,a’(u)||Lr(aQ) (3.21)
as desired. Hence (3I6) holds for any p, ¢ in our range as long as a’ > a.
The reverse inequality to (8-I6) can be obtained using ([BI8]) by choosing a” < a.
This gives ~ ~
[ Ng,ar (w)l 200y S INg,ar (W)l a5
and then since ¢’ < a by (B10)

||Nq,a” (U)HLT(E)Q) S ||N ,a(u)||u(asz)-
O

3.2. Carleson measures. We begin by recalling the definition of a Carleson mea-
sure in a domain € as in I]). For P € R", define the ball centered at P with the
radius r > 0 as

B,(P):={z eR": |z - P|<r}. (3.22)
Next, given Q € 99, by A = A,.(Q) we denote the surface ball 9Q N B,.(Q). The
Carleson region T'(A,) is then defined by

T(A,) :=QN B (Q). (3.23)
Definition 3.6. A Borel measure p in S is said to be Carleson if there exists a
constant C' € (0,00) such that for all Q@ € O and r > 0

1 (T(A) < ColA,), (3.24)

where o is the surface measure on 082. The best possible constant C in the above
estimate is called the Carleson norm and is denoted by ||p|c-

In all that follows we now assume that the coefficients of the matrix A and B
of the elliptic operator £ = divA(x)V + B(z) - V satisfies the following natural
conditions. First, we assume that the entries A;; of A are in Lip;,.(Q2) and the

entries of B are L2 (£2). Second, we assume that
du(z) =  sup [[VA]* +|B|*)d(x) dz (3.25)
Bs(zy/2(x)

is a Carleson measure in 2. Sometimes, and for certain coefficients of A, we will
assume that their Carleson norm ||u||¢ is sufficiently small. Crucially we have the
following result.

Theorem 3.7. Suppose that dv = f dx and du(z) = [supBé(I)/z(m) |f|} dx. Assume
that p is a Carleson measure. Then there exists a finite constant C = C(L,a) > 0
such that for every u € LY (Q;C) one has

loc

/Q (@) |? dv(z) < Cllulle /an (Npaw)” do (3.26)

Furthermore, consider 2 = R"} where p and v are measures as above supported in
Q and §(xg,2') = wo. Let h : R*™1 — R be a Lipschitz function with Lipschitz
norm L and

Qp = {(x0,2") : xo > h(z")}.
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Then for any A C R"™1 with supp h < diam(A)/2 we have

- p
[ wapa@ <Clile [ (Spaatw) de 321)
QuNT(A) 0Q,NT(A)
Here for a point Q = (h(z'),2") € 0, we define
Np.an(u)(@) = sup w, (3.28)
Ta(Q)

where

La(Q) =Ta((h(z'),2")) = {y = (o,¥') € X alh(@’) —yo| > [« = ¢/[}  (3.29)
and the LP averages w are defined by [BI2) where the distance § is taken with
respect to the domain Q = R}

Proof. For the first part of the claim let
a=[Jo;

be a Whitney decomposition of 2 and assume that the Whitney sets O; are such
that for any = € O; we have O; C Bs(yy/2(x). Also, |O; = | Bsz)/2(x)|. It follows
that on each O; we have

/Oi |u(z)[P dv(z) < |:S(191p |f|] /o ()P d.

By the definition (3I2) for w it follows that for any y € O; we have

i

/ |u<x>|?du<x>sl sup IfI] Wy (0]

Bsyy/2 ()

From this
[ @p i) £ [ wwrduty) (3.30)
i O;

Summing over all i we get

(@) di(z) < /Qw(y)pdu(y) < llulle /8 No(w)? do

where the last inequality follows from the usual inequality for the Carleson measure.
Since N, o(u) = N, (w) the claim follows.

The second claim has a similar argument. Because h is Lipschitz and sups h <
diam(A)/2 it follows that

Q

QN T(A) = UQ

where again O; are Whitney sets with respect to the original domain 2 = R"}. Tt
follows that for each i once again (3.30) holds. Summing over i we get

/ ()P du(z) < / w(g)duy) < lule / Non(w)? dor,
QuNT(A) QuNT(A) AQRNT(A)

where the last inequality is a standard estimate for a Carleson measure on a Lips-
chitz domain. O
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3.3. Pullback Transformation. The Carleson measure conditions, (3:20]), on the
coefficients of £ are compatible with a useful change of variables described in this
subsection.

For a domain 2 as in 3.1]), consider a mapping p : R} — Q appearing in works
of Dahlberg, Necas, Kenig-Stein and others, defined by

p(z0, ") := (20 + Pyay * ¢(2'), 2'), V (2o, 2") € RY, (3.31)

for some positive constant v. Here P is a nonnegative function P € C§°(R"™1)
and, for each A > 0,

Py(z') = A" P(2'/)), Vil e R™TL (3.32)
Finally, Py * ¢(z') is the convolution
Purolel)i= [ P =)o) dy' (3.33)
Rn—1

Observe that p extends up to the boundary of R’} and maps one-to-one from R}
onto 0f). Also for sufficiently small v < L the map p is a bijection from M onto
and, hence, invertible.

For u € Wﬁ)’f(Q;C) that solves Lu = 0 in Q with Dirichlet datum f consider

v:=uwuopand f:= fop The change of variables via the map p just described
implies that v € Wl1’2(]R’_}r; C) solves a new elliptic PDE of the form

0 = div(A(z)Vv) + B(z) - Vo, (3.34)

with boundary datum f on JR" . Hence, solving a boundary value problem for u in
(2 is equivalent to solving a related boundary value problem for v in R’ . Crucially,
if the coefficients of the original system are such that (325]) is a Carleson measure,
then the coefficients of A and B satisfy an analogous Carleson condition in the
upper-half space. If, in addition, the Carleson norm of (23] is small and L (the
Lipschitz constant for the domain ) is also small, then the Carleson norm for the
new coefficients A and B will be correspondingly small. Hence the map p allows us
to assume that the domain is = R/.
Moreover, this transformation also preserves p-ellipticity.

4. THE LP-DIRICHLET PROBLEM

When an operator £ is as in Theorem is uniformly elliptic in the sense of
(1D, the Lax-Milgram lemma can be applied and guarantees the existence of weak

solutions. That is, given any f € B2 (092; C), the homogenous space of traces of

1/2
functions in W12(Q; C), there exists a unique (up to a constant) u € W12(Q;C)
such that Lu = 0 in © and Tru = f on 92. We call these solutions “energy
solutions” and use them to define the notion of solvability of the LP Dirichlet

problem.

Definition 4.1. Let Q be the Lipschitz domain introduced in BI) and fix an
integrability exponent p € (1,00). Also, fix an aperture parameter a > 0. Consider
the following Dirichlet problem for a complex valued function u: Q — C:

u(z) = f(x) for o-a.e. x € 09, (4.1)
Noo(u) € LP(9Q),
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where the usual Einstein summation convention over repeated indices (i,j in this
case) is employed.

We say the Dirichlet problem (&1) is solvable for a given p € (1, 00) if there exists
a C = C(p,Q) > 0 such that for all boundary data f € LP(8Q;C) N B32 (95 C)

1/2
the unique “energy solution” satisfies the estimate
[ N2.a(w)]| o 00) < CIlf | o o00)- (42)

Remark. Given f € BIQ/22(BQ,(C) N LP(09Q; C) the corresponding energy solution
constructed above is unique (since the decay of L eliminates constant solutions).
As the space Bf/é(ﬁﬂ,([:) N LP(0Q; C) is dense in LP(9NQ; C) for each p € (1,00),
it follows that there exists a unique continuous extension of the solution operator
f + u to the whole space LP(9Q; C), with u such that Ny, (u) € LP(9) and the
accompanying estimate ||N27a(u)||Lp(3Q) < COllfllzr(o0;c) being valid.

Moreover, we shall establish in the appendix that under the assumptions of
Theorem for any f € LP(0Q;C) the corresponding solution u constructed by
the continuous extension attains the datum f as its boundary values in the following
sense. Consider the average @ : {0 — C defined by

iw=f  uwdy wen
Bs(z)/2(x)

Then

Q)= m%Ql,ifelF(Q) a(x), for a.e. Q € 09, (4.3)

where the a.e. convergence is taken with respect to the H"~! Hausdorff measure
on 0f.

Let us make some observations that explain the structural assumptions we have
made in Theorem As we have already stated it suffices to formulate the result
in the case 2 = R’} by using the pull-back map introduced above. Since Theorem
requires that the coefficients have small Carleson norm this puts a restriction
on the size of the Lipschitz constant L = ||V¢|/ L~ of the map ¢ that defines the
domain © in (BI). The constant L will have also to be small (depending on A, A,
n and p).

For technical reasons in the proof we also need that all coefficients Ag;, j =
0,1,...,mn — 1 are real. This can be ensured as follows. When j > 0 observe that
we have

Ao ([Fm Ao;]0ju) = 0;([Fm Ao;]0ou) +(Oo[Fm Aos])0ju—([0;7m Ags])Oou (4.4)

which allows to move the imaginary part of the coefficient Ay; onto the coefficient
Ajo at the expense of two (harmless) first order terms. This does not work for the
coefficient Agg. Instead we make the following observation.

Suppose that the measure ([B.2H) associated to an operator £ = 0; (4i;(x)0;) +

Bi(x)d; is Carleson. Consider a related operator £ = 9; (AU(:U)BJ) + Bi(x)d;,
where A = aA and B = aB — (9;a)A;;0;, and a € L®(Q) is a complex valued
function such that [a(x)| > ap > 0 and |Va|?zg is a Carleson measure.

Observe that a weak solution v to Lu = 0 is also a weak solution to Lu = 0 and

that the new coefficients of A and B also satisfy a Carleson measure condition as
in (325), from the assumption on «. We will only require that the coefficient Ao
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is real but we may as well ensure for simplicity that it equals to 1. Clearly, if we
choose o = Ao_ol, then the new operator L will have this property. When Ay (and
hence «) is real, then A. Similarly, if A is p-elliptic and .#m Ao is sufficiently small
(depending on the ellipticity constants), then A will also be p-elliptic. However,
if #ma is not small, the p-ellipticity, after multiplication of A by « may not be
preserved. Thus, we assume in our main result (Theorem [[2)) the p-ellipticity of
the new matrix A which has all coefficients /Ioj, 7 =0,1,...,n — 1 real, as this is
not implied in the general case from the p-ellipticity of the original matrix A.

The solutions to the Dirichlet problem in the infinite domain R’} will be obtained
as a limit of solutions in infinite strips Q" = {x = (0,2)) € RxR™ ™ : 0 < 29 <
h}. We define them as follows.

Definition 4.2. Let Q =R’ , and let Q" be the infinite strip
Q" = {z = (x9,2")) €ERxR" ™ : 0 < 29 < h},

and let p € (1,00). Also, fix an aperture parameter a > 0. Let u be a complex
valued function u : Q — C such that

0= 0; (Aij(z)9;u) + Bi(x)0u in Q"

u(zg,2’) =0, for all zg > h,

u(z) = f(x) for o-a.e. x €09,

No.o(u) € LP(99),
where the usual Einstein summation convention over repeated indices (i,j in this
case) is employed.

We say the Dirichlet problem (&1) is solvable for a given p € (1,00) if there exists

a C = C(p,Q) > 0 such that for all boundary data f € LP(9;C) ﬁBlQ’f2 (0%2; C) we

have that u|Qh is the unique “energy solution” to
u(zo,2") =0, forzo=h (4.6)
u(z) = f(x) for o-a.e. x €09,

and satisfies the estimate

| Na,a(w)]| a0y < CllfllLra0;c)- (4.7)

We now give the proof of Theorem We will establish the solvability of
the Dirichlet problem () assuming that the coefficients of A and B are smooth,
applying the results of sections 5 and 6. The constants will not depend on the
degree of smoothness or on the width of the strip. Then, a limiting argument proves
Theorem for smooth coefficients. Finally, we consider smooth approximations
of £, and another limiting argument gives Theorem
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Proof. Let uy be the energy solution in Q" as in Definition As follows from
Corollary 5.2

N Vs Plunl 20 da’ dag < NP da' +C ! N "o
R e e N e P Py B O 2
¥

(4.8)

We shall momentarily assume finiteness of the quantities involving nontangential

maximal functions and square functions needed to apply Corollary [6.2] and return
to this point later. Thus we have

\J P / \|P / / p /
[ ] < [ ir@rar s Calille | [Ruatun)]” ds
Rn—l Rn—l Rn—l

(4.9)
Here the constants Cy,Cs depend on p, A, , A, n and ||ul|c. It follows that for

1
/
< [
I#lle < 57

we have that
/ [Np,a(uh)r dz' <20, / ()P da’. (4.10)
Rn—l Rnfl

We now consider the limit of uy, as h — oo. The uniform Lax-Milgram estimate
on [[Vup| r2n) by ||f||B,z,/27 and the fact that Tr(up) = f, gives a weakly conver-
1/2

gent subsequence to some u with ||Vul|p2@gn) < C||f||Bz,/2 and Tr(u) = f. This
1/2

subsequence is therefore strongly convergent to u in Lfoc(Ri) It follows that the
L? averages wy, of uy, converge locally and uniformly to w, the L? averages of u in
Cioc(RY}).

Let T'x(2") be the doubly truncated cone I'(z') N {1/k < x¢ < k}. Define

Ni(u)(z') = sup |w(y)],
yEl (2')

and with Ny, (uz)(z') defined analogously. Then we have
Ny (un)(z") = Ni(u)(z') uniformly on compact subsets K ¢ R™™*,
Finally, using ([{.I0), this give on each such set K,
N3 () Lo 1) [Nk (un) | () < Cll f | oan-1)-

The constant C' in the estimate above is independent of K and k, so that taking the
supremum in each of k and K gives the desired estimate assuming the coefficients
are smooth. Finally, we approximate our coefficients by smooth functions, and the
passage from the smooth coefficient case requires a further argument that mirrors
the limiting process above using truncations of cones.

We now address the finiteness requirements of Corollary [6.2) in two separate
cases. In the a priori estimate |‘Np1a(uh)||Lp(Rn71) < ¢, the constant c is allowed
to depend on measures of smoothness of the coefficients or on the truncation pa-
rameter h, as the only property used to obtain estimate (4I0) is the fact that
| Np,a(un) |l Lo n-1) is finite.

Consider first the case p > 2. First,

1) ety S S sy [ [FunfPer < o

= lim
h—o00
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By interpolation with the Agmon-Douglis-Nirenberg ([5]) L* bound for solutions
to smooth systems, it follows that |‘Np1a(uh)||Lp(Rn71) < 00. Since p > p/, this
suffices to apply Corollary

Now suppose that p < 2. In this case, we need that both ||Np7a(uh)||Lp(Rnf1) < 00
and ||S]0/7a(uh)||’£F(Rn,1 < 0o. We shall use an extrapolation argument based on an

method in [13] of obtaining L?~¢ estimates of nontangential maximal functions from
L? estimates on sawtooth domains. See also [17], where this technique was used to
get solvability of the LP Dirichlet problem for elliptic systems for 2 — ¢ < p < 2.
In particular, the argument of [13], reproduced in section 6 of [I7] for systems and
hence valid in our setting, gives that || Na o (us)]|zro @®n-1y < 00 for pg = 2 — ¢ and
hence the same is true for ||Np07a(uh)||Lp0(Rn71). The quantity e depends on the
constant Cy in the L? norm inequality between the nontangential maximal function
and the square function S. We now observe that this gives [|Sp; o (un)l|3 ., ®n-1) <
oo as well: Use the fact that, pointwise,

Sp{),a(uh) < Cnspo,a(uh) + nN(uh)
where NV is the pointwise maximal function, and 7 is as small as we wish, together
with Corollary 5.2 to bound Sy, a(un) |l ro@n—1) bY [|[Npg,a(un) |l Lro@n—1y-

Once these two quantities are finite, Corollary [6.2] applies and we obtain (ZI0),
and hence the same estimate for u, for pg = 2 — ¢ and a constant Cs_..

The very same argument, now invoking the LP° estimate gives an Lro—<' estimate
where & now depends on Cy_.. In other words, we apply the same argument as
[13] but starting from known estimates for the nontangential maximal function in
LPo instead of L2. There is no difference in the structure of the argument. We can
continue this bootstrapping as long as we stay in the range of p-ellipticity and as
long as we can be sure that we are moving by an amount € which is not getting
smaller at each step. This last point is assured by the fact that the constants C, in
the LP norm inequalities (£10) only depend on the Lipschitz constants, p-ellipticity
and the Carleson measure norm of the coefficients. Thus, for fixed ¢ < 2 where the
operator is g-elliptic, the constants C), for ¢ < p < 2 are uniformly bounded.

O

5. ESTIMATES FOR THE p-ADAPTED SQUARE FUNCTION Sp(u)

In this, and the next, section we make the assumption that the coefficients of A
and B are smooth, in order to ensure the finiteness of L? norms of the nontangential
maximal function.

We fix an h > 1, and an infinite strip Q" defined above, and let « be an energy
solution to ([LG), extended to be zero above height h. In this section we establish
a one sided estimate of the p-adapted square function of u in terms of boundary
data and its nontangential maximal function, with constants independent of h.

Lemma 5.1. Let u : Q@ — C be as above, with the Dirichlet boundary datum

fe Bf/é(aﬂ, C) N LP(0%2; C). Assume that A is p-elliptic and smooth in R’} with

Agg = 1 and Aoj real and that the measure p' defined as in (LI3) is Carleson.
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Then there exists a constant C = C(Ap, A, p,n) such that for all v >0

A 2
P // [uP~2|Vul?zo da’ dzo + = // lu(zo, 2')|P da’ dao
2 JJjo,r/21x00 T JJ[o,rx00

< [ uewars [ e soile [ [Na] @ 6

oS

Proof. To proceed, fix an arbitrary 3’ € 92 = R"~!, and consider first an r < h.
Pick a smooth cutoff function ¢ which is zg—independent and satisfies

)1 in B.(y'),
¢= {0 outside Ba,(y'). (5:2)

Moreover, assume that r|V(¢| < ¢ for some positive constant ¢ independent of y'.
We begin by considering the integral quantity

T :=Re // Aijajuﬁi(|u|p72ﬂ)x()<da:/ dIO (53)
[0,7]x Bz (y")

with the usual summation convention understood. With y = z¢( we have by
Theorem [2.4] for some A, > 0

Z>X // [ulP~2|Vu|*zoC da’ duo, (5.4)
[0,7]x Ba-

where we agree henceforth to abbreviate Ba,. := Ba,(y') whenever convenient.
The idea now is to integrate by parts the formula for Z in order to relocate the
0; derivative. This gives

L =%e / Ai;0jululP*uzoCuy, do
0[(0,r) X Bar]
— L@e // 81 (Awaju) |u|p_2ﬂ$0< d.I/ dIO
[0,7] X Bay
— e // Aijaju|u|p_258i$0< da’ dxg
[0,7] X Bay

— e // Aij(?ju|u|p*26x08ig da’ dxg
[0,7]x Ba,-

= I+ 11+1IT+1V, (5.5)

where v is the outer unit normal vector to (0,7) x Ba,. The boundary term I does
not vanish only on the set {r} x Bg, and only when ¢ = 0. This gives

I = Pe / Aojaju|u|p_25$0< do (56)
{’I‘} X Bo,.
As u is a weak solution of Lu = 0 in €2, we use the equation to transform 77 into

II = Ze // B (0su)|ulP~*TxoC da’ dag. (5.7)
[0,7] X Ba,.



ELLIPTIC PDES WITH COMPLEX COEFFICIENTS 25

To further estimate this term we use Holder’s inequality, the Carleson condition for
the term B and Theorem B.7 in order to write

1/2

1/2
|11} < (//[ ] |B|2 |u|PzoC dz’ d:z:0> <//[ ] |u|P*2|Vu|2x0< dz’ de())
0,7] X Ba,. 0,7] X Ba,.

3 1/2
<Oprpn) (Wl [ [Fpaw)] @) 22 ()
B

27

As 0;z9 = 0 for ¢ > 0 the term I1] is non-vanishing only for i = 0. We further
split this term by considering the cases when j = 0 and j > 0. This yields, since
Ago =1,

Illj—gy = —Ze //[0 s dou|ulP~2?u¢ da’ dxg
T 2r

_ _l// Do ((ulP)¢ da’ dag (5.9)
P J J[0,r]x Ba,
1

= __/ |u|p(7‘7 ,T/)Cdl'/ + l‘/ |u|p(07$/)c da’
P JB,, p

Ba,-

When j > 0 we first use the fact that Ag; is real and hence the expression
e [Aoj (0ju)|ulP~?u] = p~'Ap;0;(|ulP). Then we reintroduce 1 = dyzo and inte-
grate by parts moving the Jdy derivative

ITgjz0y = —Ze //[0 s Ao; OjuluP~?u ¢ da’ dxg
3T 2r
o [ Al (o) ¢! d
[0,7] X Bay

=p ! / A0 (JulP)(r, 2" )yr¢ da’ +pt // D0 Ao;0;([ulP)zoC da’ dxy
2 [O,T]XBQT

r

+p! // Aojagj(|u|p)x0< dz’ dzg
[0,7]x Ba-
=11L+ 11,4+ 111;5.

We note that ITl} = —Ijq)-
In the third term I1T3 we switch the order of derivatives d5; = 95, and take
further integration by parts with respect to 0;.

1l =—p™ // 93 A0;00(|ul”)zoC dz’ dzo
[0,7] X Bay
- p_l // AOjaO(|U|p)I0(6jC) d.’L'/ d:vo = IIIgl + IIIgg.
[0,r] X Ba,

The terms 1115 and I113; are of the same type as II we have handled earlier
and hence have the same estimate

1/2
~ p
IITy + 1113 < C(\p, A,p,n) (||,/||c/ {Ng)a(u)} d;g’) T2

27
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We add up all terms we have so far to obtain

I<p! Ao (|ulP)(r, 2" )r¢ da’
B,

—1 p / / -1 p / /
—p ulP(r,x")Cdx' +p / ulP(0,z")C dx
[ [ .0 510

- P 1
+COmApmIle [ [Fuw)] @ + 32
Ba,
+ 11135+ 1V.

We have used the arithmetic-geometric inequality for expression bounding the
term IT in (B8) as well as for similar terms I115 and I113;.

To obtain a global version of (5I0), consider a sequence of disjoint boundary
balls (B, (y}))ken such that Uy B, (y},) covers 9Q = R"~" and consider a partition
of unity ((i)ren subordinate to this cover. That is, assume Y, ¢ = 1 on R"™*
and each ¢y, is supported in Ba,(y;.). Write IV}, for each term as the last expression
in (B0) corresponding to Bz, = Ba,(y;,). Given that ), 0, = 0 for each i, by
summing (5.I0) over all &’s gives >, IV; = 0. The same observation applies to the
terms arising in I113y. It follows that

2 // |Vul?|ulP~2 xo da’ dzo <
2 [0,7] xR~

pil/ Ao (|ulP)(r, 2" )r da’

Rnfl

—pfl/ [ulP(r,2") dil?/+p71/ [ulP(0,2") dz’
Rnfl Rnfl

~ P
welile [ [Rpaw]” a (5.11)
Rnfl

We have established (5.11]) for » < h, but we now observe that (G.I1]) holds also for
r > h, as u = 0 when r > h. To see this, note that when r» = h, the second term on
the right hand side of the inequality is negative, and the third term is zero. From
this, (&) follows by integrating (5.I1]) in 7 on [0,7'] and dividing by 7. O

Lemma [5.I] and its proof, yields several important corollaries.

Corollary 5.2. Under the assumptions of Lemma[51l we have for such wu:

5 [ P ds dne < [ p@ipdd < Clle [ [Spatw)] d
R? Rn-1 Rt

(5.12)
Furthermore, under the same assumptions, ifg :R"~1 — RY is a Lipschitz function
with small Lipschitz norm for any A C R"™ such that supy g < d/2 where d =
diam(A) we also have the following local estimate

p
J[ el @< [ (lulata)a)l + 0+ o) [$34, 0] ) de'
Q,NT(A)

(5.13)
Here Nz?ffz,g is the truncated version of the nontangential mazximal function defined
in (B.28) with respect to the domain Qg = {xo > g(z')} and 64 measures the distance
of a point to the boundary of Q.
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Proof. The first claim follows immediately from Lemma 5] by taking r — oo since
Joq lu(r, ")|P da’ = 0 when r > h.

The second claim can be seen as follows. In the case when the function g(z') = 0,
one proceeds exactly as in the proof of Lemma [5.dlabove until (5I0). Then instead
of summing over different balls A = B, covering R”~! we estimate the terms 1113,
and IV. Both of these terms are of the same type and can be bounded (up to a
constant) by

//[1 IVl |ulP~ 0|0 C|da dxo, (5.14)
0,r]| X Ba,

where Or( denotes any of the derivatives in the direction parallel to the boundary.
Recall that ¢ is a smooth cutoff function equal to 1 on B, and 0 outside Bs,.. In
particular, we may assume C to be of the form ¢ = n? for another smooth function
7 such that |Von| < C/r. By Cauchy-Schwarz (5.14) can be further estimated by

1/2
<//[O 1B |VU|2|U|P—2xO(77)2dx/d$0> <//[0 s |u|pI0|vT77|2d$/daj0>
T X D2y 7] x B

(5.15)

1/2
. . P
< 71/ <_ // |u|pda:’da:0> <eT+ CE/ [N;)a)g(u)} dz’.
r [O,’I"]XBQT Bar

In the last step we have used the AG-inequality and a straightforward estimate of
the solid integral |u|P by the p-averaged nontangential maximal function. Substi-
tuting (515) into (E.I0) the estimate (B.I3]) follows by integrating in r over [0, ']
and dividing by 7’ exactly as done above. We note that, by the second part of
Theorem 3.7, we can use in the estimates N, , defined as in (3.28).

In the general case, for g Lipschitz with small constant, we use the pullback map
to again work on R’'. Recall that we working in the infinite strip Q" but this will
transform under this mapping. Let G(2’) be the image of the line 2y = h under this
pullback. Instead of integrating on [0.r] in Lemma [5.1] we integrate first in 2’ and
then on [0.7/(x")], where ' = min(r, G(2")). Since u vanishes at (z’, G(z2)), there
will still be no contribution from boundary integrals when integrating derivatives
Oju, j <n —1, and the argument goes through as before.

1/2

O

Lemma 5.3. Let Q = R} and assume u be the energy solution of (48] Assume
that A is p-elliptic and smooth in R’} with Aoy = 1 and Ag; real and that the
measure u defined as in ([LI2) is Carleson.

Consider any b > a > 0. Then for each v € (0,1) there exists a constant
C(y) > 0 such that C(v,a,b) = 0 as v — 0 and with the property that for each
v > 0 and each energy solution u of (@Il) there holds

H:z: eR™L: S, .(u)(a') > v, Ny(u)(z') < WH
<C(v) HI/ eR™ ! Sp.p(u)(z) > V/2H . (5.16)

Proof. We observe that {2/ € R"™" : S, ,(u)(2) > v/2} is an open subset of R" .
When this set is empty, or is all of R, estimate (5.10)) is trivial, so we focus on
the case when the set in question is both nonempty and proper. Granted this, we
may consider a Whitney decomposition (A;);es of it, consisting of open cubes in
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R"™~1. Let F! be the set appearing on the left-hand side of (5.I6) intersected with
A;. Let r; be the diameter of A;. Due to the nature of the Whitney decomposition
there exists a point p’ € 2A; such that Sy, ,(u)(p’) < v/2. From this and the fact
that b > a it follows that for all 2’ € F! we have

S¢ (u)(x") > v/2,

p,a

where Sgﬂ is the truncated version of the square function at some height d ~ r;,

where the precise nature of relation between d and r; depends on the apertures a
and b.
For some a < ¢ < b consider the domain

Q.= U T.(2);
x'€F}
this is a Lipschitz domain with Lipschitz constant 1/c. Observe that F! C 9Q.. It
follows that

o op
Fi| < —/ 52, (w)(e)]” da’ < vP // VullulP 25, da,
vP i - QeNT(A;)

v

where §. measures the distance of a point to the boundary 9Q.. It follow by (EI3)
i —p P 2d P
Fil S v (Juloe. |+ + lulle) [N24 )] do,
90 NT(2A,)

where ]\Nfgfflﬁc is defined using nontangential cones with aperture a with vertices on
08. Due to the fact that each of these cones is contained in one of the cones I'y(2”)
for some o’ € F} (as ¢ < b) and on Fi: Ny(u)(z') < yv we also have N2¢ (u) < yv
everywhere on 0).. Thus we can conclude

. p
1 Sﬂ’/ ]u|mc’ do + (1+ ||ulle)v P (y)P|244].
90.NT(24;)

We still need to deal with the first term on the righthand side. We convert this
term into a solid integral by averaging ¢ over the interval [a, b]. Such solid integral
has a trivial estimate by

c N2 (u)}p do < (w)P|2].

[ p,ab
8QbﬁT(2A1)

Hence using that the surface measure is doubling we finally get
|F;| < C(a, b, [|plle)y”.
Summing over all ¢ yields (G.16]) as desired. O

We will require a localized version of Lemmalb.3lin order to deal with integrals of
square functions and nontangential maximal functions that are not a priori finite.

Lemma 5.4. Let u, defined with respect to Q", and A, a,b, be as in Lemma[5.3.
Fiz R > h and consider the boundary ball A C R"™'. Let p > q > 1. for any q
such that A is q-elliptic. Let

vy =C NP (u)da',
AgR
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where C' is a constant depending only on dimension (calculated in the proof below).
Then for each v € (0,1) there exists a constant C(y) > 0 such that C(~,a,b) — 0
as v — 0 and with the property that for each v > vy

H:z:/ € Ar: Syqa(u)(z') > v, Nb(u)(x’) < ”yy}’

< C(v) }{x' € Ar: Syp(u)(z') > V/2H ) (5.17)
Proof. By Corollary 5.2 ||Sg6(u)||Laar) S I|No(u)||La(a,p)- Therefore,

AR NS, > v/2}] S v IN @)L a, (5.18)

_ 1—q/
SV NG| ay | Bar]

< ngfp/A (Ny ()P + €| Ag|. (5.19)

Choosing ¢ = 1/4, which determines C¢, and we now fix C' = 4C; in the definition
of vg. This implies that for any v > 1, we have that

|AR N {Sg > v/2}| <1/2|Ag|.
Thus, there exists a Whitney decomposition of Ar N {S,, > v/2} into open cubes
A; with the property that 2A; NAgr contains a point for which Sg,(u) < v/2. From

this point on, the proof proceeds as in Lemma [5.3]
O

Corollary 5.5. Under the assumption of LemmalZ3d, for anyq>p>1 anda >0
there exists a finite constant C' = C(A\p, A, p,q, a, ||pllc,n) > 0 such that

[1Sp.a()ll Lagn-1) < ClINpa(u)llLarn-1)- (5.20)
The statement also holds for any q > 0, provided we know a priori that
[1Sp.a ()l Logrn-1) < o0
Proof. This is a consequence of the good-A inequality established above and the
equivalence ([I1]) of p-adapted square functions with different aperture in any L?
norm.
When ¢ > p, and M is large,

M M
/ qu1|AR N {Sp,a(u) > V}}du < O(M)/ Vp71|AR N {Sp.a(u) > V}}du.
0 0

By Corollary 5.2, and the fact that the coefficients are smooth, the right hand
side is bounded. Therefore, the left hand side is also bounded, with a constant that
may depend on M.

Now we multiply the good-) inequality of Lemma [5.4] by »P~! and integrate
separately over (0,v9) and (v, M). This gives

||Sp,a(u)||LQ(AR) < OHNp,a(U)”Lq(AzR)v
after taking the limit as M — oc.
The estimate (5.20) follows after summing over a decomposition of R™ ! into
balls of size R and adding the local estimates.
When ¢ < p, the local good-A inequality is not available, which is why we need

the additional a priori estimate on the finiteness of |[Sp o (w)| La(rn-1)-
O
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6. BOUNDS FOR THE NONTANGENTIAL MAXIMAL FUNCTION BY THE p-ADAPTED
SQUARE FUNCTION

As before, we work on 2 = R’} and we assume that the matrix A is p-elliptic.
Our aim in this section is to establish the converse of the inequality in Corollary[B.5l
The approach necessarily differs from the usual argument in the real scalar elliptic
case due to the fact that certain estimates, such as interior Holder regularity of a
weak solution, are unavailable for the complex coefficient case. Hence, alternative
arguments bypassing such difficulties must be devised. We use here an adaptation
of the approach developed for elliptic systems in [I7].

Since any scalar complex valued PDE can be written as a real skew-symmetric
system, the theorem of [I7] can be applied here and we have the following result
(c.f. Proposition 5.8 of [I7]).

n

Proposition 6.1. Let u be an arbitrary energy solution of (@Il in Q@ = R’..
Assume that A is elliptic and the measure p defined as in (LI2) is Carleson with

norm ||ullc < oco. Then for any ¢ > 0 and a > 0 there exists a finite constant
C=C(\A qa,l|plec,n) >0 such that

1V2,0 ()| Laggn-1) < CllS2.a ()|l Lagn-1)- (6.1)

Corollary 6.2. Let Q = R’} and assume u is a solution of ([AG). Assume that A
is p-elliptic and smooth in R’} with Agg = 1 and Ayj real and that the measure
defined as in (LI12) is Carleson. Then for any q > 0 and a > 0 there exists a finite
constant C' = C(\p, A, p, q,a, ||u|lc,n) > 0 such that

1Np,a (@)l aen-1) < CllSp.a(w)ll agen-1), (6.2)

provided that a priori ||Np7a(u)||Lq(Rn71) < 00. If the dual exponent p' > q we also
have to assume that ||Sp o(u)||La@n-1y < 0.

Proof. Using Hoélder’s inequality we have for any =’ € R"~!

[52@(”)(;5/)]2:// Va2 2P |2 a2 2 da dag
To(x)

1/p 1/p
< (// |Vu|?| ulP 2z da’ dw0> (// (Vul?|ul? 2z da’ d:v())
La(a’) Lo (z’)
(6.3)
< Spa()(2) Sy a(u) (@)
It follows by Proposition
N2, ()17 aggn-1y < CllSp,a(@)llLagn—1) 1Sy a(u) | Lo@n-1). (6.4)
A p-elliptic matrix A is also p’-elliptic and hence Corollary applies. This gives
1S9 ,a(w)l| La@n-1) < CllNpr,a ()| Lagan—1y- (6.5)
Combining these two estimates with Proposition we have
INpa(@)lFa@n-1y S [N2a (@) Fag@n-1) (6.6)

< Spa(@)ll oggn—1) | Nyt a ()] Logn-1
<

15,0 ()| Lo (rr—1) | Vp.a ()] agen-1)-
From this our claim follows. O
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7. APPENDIX: BOUNDARY VALUES OF SOLUTIONS WITH || Naq(u)||z» < 0.

The results in this section are of a general nature, and have applications to
issues of nontangential convergence of solutions in the boundary value problems
considered in this paper.

We start by considering an energy solution u € W2(Q;C) of the Dirichlet
boundary value problem ([I]). Denote by @ : @ — C the averages

(x) 2][ u(y)dy, Yz el
Bs(x)/2()

Clearly, @ is a continuous function on 2. We shall establish the following lemma.

Lemma 7.1. For u € WH2(Q;C) let f = Tr u be its trace on O (which belongs

to the space Bf/é(aﬂ, C)). Then

_ : ~ n—1
(@) = IHQIyl;relF(Q)u(x), for H a.e. Q€ K. (7.1)

Proof. It suffices to work on © = R" since the pull-back transformation (Z.31))
defines a bijection between W12(Q;C) and WH2(R"; C) and maps an interior ball
Bj(z)/2(x) in Q into an open set on R’} that contains and is contained in balls of
radius comparable to §(x)/2. Hence the result proven on R’} transfers to .
Hence from now on let 2 = R?t. Writing « € R} as (xo, ") consider the functions

ap(e)) =a(27%,2), V2’ eR™L

Then for any z,y € R} with |z —y| < and 6(z),d(y) = r we have

() — ) < /H V22" dy (7.2)

where H is the convex hull of the set Bs(y)/2(x) U Bs(y)/2(y). It follows that
[ ) -ua@)Pa s [ Vu2(27) dy < 27 Va3,
Rn—1 (2= (k=1) 2= (k+2)) x Rn—1 +

From this we have that (@x)ken is a Cauchy sequence in L7 (R"~!) and hence
convergent. As f is the trace of u it follows that @y — f in L7 .

Next we show that @y, — f pointwise almost everywhere. For any A > 0 consider
the set

_ - ~ A
E\ = {:v' € R": Vk € N we have |, (2") — Ggr1(2)])? < W} :
We estimate the size of the complement of F). Clearly,
oo

Bl < )

k=1

B ~ _ A
{xHeR"]W|UM$U—W%+N$3F3>QW2}‘

— 2k/2 ~ / ~ N2 / = 2k/2 k 2
<M N /}Rni1 g (2') = gy () da’ < 2 IVulgagy) <
k=1 k=1

It follows that Nx~o L is a set of measure zero. Hence the set

¢
)

S = <U EA> Nn{z’ e Rt Siy, (u)(z") < oo}

A>0
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has full measure. Here Si,,(u) is the truncated square function at the height
1. Clearly, {z/ € R*!: S, (u)(z') < oo} is a set of full measure due to our
assumption that v € WH?(R%). Indeed,

/ Stoa(u)(z") da’ =~ / \Vul*z dzoda’ < |[VulF2ny < oo,
Rn—1 R —1x(0,1) +

and hence Si,,(u)(2') < 0o a.e. as claimed and therefore S is a set of full measure.

Consider any y € I'}(2') for 2/ € S. Find an integer k € N such that §(y) ~ 27F
and hence also |y — (27%,2"))| ~ 27%. We estimate the difference (y) — @x(2'). As
before we have (c.f. (T2]))

li(y)—an (@) < / Vuly) 26(y)> " dy < / Vu(y)25(y)> " dy
H OkfguokflUOkUOk+1

where H is the convex hull of the set B(;((ka’z/))/g(@_k, z')) U Bj(y)2(y). Here

O ={(¥o,¥) € Troal@’) : yo € (277,277}

Since
eGP =3 /O VU)o dy < o

we see that
| IVuPs@ a5 0. sk o
Oy

and hence

la(y) — ug(z")| = 0 as k — oo. (7.3)
Consider now the sequence (g (z'))gen. We claim that it is Cauchy and hence
convergent. Indeed, since 2’ € S then 2/ € E) for some A > 0 and hence

oo _ _ oo \/X

Z |’U/]g(xl) — ’U,]q+1(,’bl)| < Z W < 0.

k=1 k=1
From this the claim that (@x(z'))ken is Cauchy follows. As @ — f in L7 we
therefore have ar(z') — f(2') pointwise as k — oo for all 2/ € § (f can be
modified on a set of measure zero if necessary). Combining this with ([T3]) we see
that

u(y) — f(z'), asy — 2’ and y € Ty (z')
for all 2/ € S. This proves the lemma. O

Lemma 7.2. Let 1 < p < oo and assume that the LP Dirichlet problem for the
operator Lu = div(A(z)Vu) + B(x) - Vu is solvable on a domain @ C R™. Assume
also that L is such that the Laz-Milgram lemma applies (implying existence of the
energy solutions in W12(€;C)).

For any f € LP(0Q;C) consider an approximation of f by functions fi €
Bf/é(aﬂ, C) N L?(0; C) such that

fe— f in LP(08); C).
Let uy be the energy solutions corresponding to data given by fi. Let

uw = lim wuyg on €.
k— o0
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Then u € W52 (Q;C) and u satisfies the estimate

| No,qul| ooy < C|If] Lra0) (7.4)
with C > 0 as in Definition[{.1. The averages

(x) :][ u(y)dy, Yz eQ
Bs(z)/2()

satisfy
iy),  for ae Q€00 (7.5)

= lim m
y—Q,yer(Q)

Q)

We omit the proof of the lemma as it uses the same argument as in the case of
real coeflicients , repeatedly using the estimate that follows from solvability:

| Na,a(ur — w)| oa0y < Cllfi — fill Lo(ag)-

In the real case the approximating functions are chosen so that they are contin-
uous, which under mild assumptions on the regularity of 9 (such as NTA) then
immediately implies

Q) = i in(y),  forall Q € 09 (7.6)

= im
y—=Q, yeT(Q)

In our case (of complex coefficients) (Z6]) is replaced by (I)) for each uj and fy
(the a.e. convergence is sufficient for the argument). The rest of the proof goes as
in the real case giving us (ZH) for @ and f.
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