BOUNDARY REGULARITY FOR CONFORMALLY INVARIANT

VARIATIONAL PROBLEMS WITH NEUMANN DATA

ARMIN SCHIKORRA

ABSTRACT. We study boundary regularity of maps from two-dimensional domains into
manifolds which are critical with respect to a generic conformally invariant variational
functional and which, at the boundary, enter perpendicularly into a support manifold.
For example, harmonic maps, or H-surfaces, with a partially free boundary condition.

In the interior it is known, by the celebrated work of Riviére, that these maps satisfy
a system with an antisymmetric potential, from which one can derive regularity of the
solution. We show that these maps satisfy along the boundary a system with a nonlocal
antisymmetric boundary potential which contains information from the interior potential
and the geometric Neumann boundary condition. We then proceed to show boundary
regularity for solutions to such systems.
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1. INTRODUCTION

In the last three decades the interior regularity theory for maps between a surface and a
manifold which are critical with respect to a conformally invariant variational energy has
seen tremendous progress. One example of such an energy is the Dirichlet energy,

£(U) ::%/D\VUF

acting on maps U : D C R? — M, where M C R¥ is a smooth, compact submani-
fold without boundary. Indeed, this energy is conformally invariant, since for conformal

transforms 7 : D — 7(D),
/ V(U0 ;:/ YU,
D 7(D)

Maps U which are critical with respect to the energy & in the class of maps from D into
M are called (weakly) harmonic maps from D into M, and they are characterized by the
harmonic map equation

(1.1) AU L TyM in D.
For the case of a target sphere M = S™~! one can rewrite this equation
(1.2) — AU =U|VU* in D.

This is a vectorial equation which can be equivalently written as
~AU'=UVU] inD, ic€{l,...,N}L

Equation (1.2) is critical in two dimensions, and for a long time was not accessible to
classical potential regularity theory, since for a finite-energy solution U € H'(D,RY) the
right-hand side seems to belongs only to L'(D). Indeed, it is not possible to conclude
boundedness or continuity from the growth properties of this equation: for example the
classical counterexample u(x) := loglog2/|x| is an H'-solution on B(0,1) to an equation
of the same growth properties,

|Au| = |Vul|* in B(0,1) C R?

Also a priori assumptions on the boundedness of the solution yield no advantage, similar
equations are satisfied by u(x) := sinloglog2/|z|. On the other hand, any continuous
solution of (1.2) is as smooth as the manifold allows, and in contrast to the initial regularity
this fact follows directly from the growth of the equation, see [56]. The equations (1.1),
(1.2) are thus critical and proving initial regularity such as continuity for solutions is the
only analytic obstacle to a full regularity theory.
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For sphere-valued harmonic maps in two dimensions this initial regularity was obtained
by Hélein in [26]. For D C R? he showed that any solution U € HY(D,S¥~1) to (1.2) is
continuous (and thus smooth). He used the conservation laws for sphere-valued harmonic
maps discovered by Shatah [52]: for U € H'(D,S"~1) Equation (1.2) is equivalent to

(1.3) div(€;) =0 foralldi,j=1,...,N,
where

Q;; :=U'VU’ - U'VU' € L*(D,R?) i,j=1,...,N
This allows to rewrite equation (1.2),
(1.4) CAU = UV VW = Q- VU i=1,... N,
since U/VU? = IV|UJ? = 0.

Observe that in view of (1.3), Q;; - VU’ € L'(D) is the product of a divergence-free and
curl-free quantity. This, in turn, implies that 2;; - VU belongs to a strictly smaller space
than L'(D), the Hardy space s#'(D). The latter was shown by Coifman, Lions, Meyer,
Semmes [11| which gave a concluding explanation for the “compensation effects” that had
been observed for Jacobians as early as Wente’s [59] and Reshetnyak’s work [39], then later
in terms of the so-called Wente inequality [6, 55] and L' log L-integrability [38|. Since the
Riesz potential I? maps #*(R?) into the continuous functions CY(R?), solutions of (1.4)
are indeed continuous.

For harmonic maps into general smooth, closed manifolds M Hélein developed the so-called

moving frame technique in [27], see also his monograph [28]: if there is a frame (e,)3mM,

that is a smooth orthonormal basis of the tangent vector fields in T M, then (1.1) becomes
(1.5) —div({e,(U), VU)rn) = (Ve,(U), e, (U))gn - (e-(U), VU)gw.

Of course there is a degree of freedom to choose such vector fields (once one exists), and
Hélein showed that one can find one frame (e, )3™M such that

div(Ve,(U),e,(U)) = 0.

Therefore (1.5) becomes again an equation with a div-curl term on the right-hand side (up
to the multiplicative e, (U) € H' N L>*(D,RY)). Using again that such a div-curl term
belongs to the Hardy space H'(D), one can show continuity of solutions U to (1.5).

Another example is the prescribed mean curvature equation. Let U € H'(D,R3) be a
solution to

(1.6) AU =2H(U)U, AU, inD

where A denotes the wedge product for vectors in R* and H : R® — R is a bounded map.
If one additionally assumes that U is conformal, i.e. |U,| = |U,| and U, L U, then U
parametrizes a surfaces U(D) C R?® with mean curvature H(U(z)) in U(z), hence the
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name of the equation. From a variational point of view, solutions U to (1.6) appear as
critical points of the functional

(1.7) £,(U) :/D%\VUF LO(U)-U, AT,

where Q € C'(R3 R?) is a vector field with the property 2H = divQ. Again (1.6) is
a critical equation: initial regularity does not follow from direct potential methods, but
once continuity is obtained, the solution is as smooth as the H allows. Using the div-curl
theory, Bethuel [3] showed initial regularity under the assumption that H is bounded and
Lipschitz. An elementary computation shows that

det(VU?% VU?)

U, AU, = [ det(VU', VU?)

det(VU?, VU?)
That is, (1.6) is a system with Jacobians on the right-hand side, up to the multiplicative
H(U). If H is bounded and Lipschitz then H(u) € H'(D,R?), and thus, as above in (1.5)

we find a Jacobian (i.e. div-curl term) in the Hardy-space up to multiplicative function in
H(U) € H' N L>(D,R3), and one can prove regularity.

Both, harmonic maps and H-surfaces, are special cases of critical points of conformally
invariant variational functionals of the form

(1.8) &(U) :/D%|VU|2+U*(>\)

where A\ € C'(A*R?) is a two-form and U*(\) denotes the pullback of A under U. Indeed,
Griiter [22] proved that under some “natural conditions” all elliptic, conformally invariant
elliptic variational functional in two dimensions are of the form (1.8), up to a conformal
transform of the domain.

It was Riviére [40] who discovered that the Euler-Lagrange equation of the Dirichlet func-
tional, the H-surface functional (1.7), and in general all generic conformally invariant
variational functionals such as (1.8), possibly restricted to maps into a closed manifold M,
share a crucial regularizing structure: the right-hand side may not be a Jacobian, but it
can always be seen as an antisymmetric potential acting on the solution U. More precisely,
any critical point U € H'(D, M) of a variational functional of the form (1.8), where M
can be a closed manifold or RY, solves an equation of the form

(1.9) AU =Q,; - VU’ in D,
where Q;; € L*(D,R?) is antisymmetric:
; = —€;; almost everywhere in D.
He then showed interior initial regularity for solutions of (1.9). More precisely we have

Theorem 1.1 (Riviere [40]). Let U € HY(D,RY) be a solution of (1.9). Then U is

continuous in D.
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Riviere’s interior regularity result has seen many extensions, among them generalizations
to biharmonic maps [30], to half-harmonic maps [15], polyharmonic maps [13], and to
Schroedinger-type systems [41|. Again these equations are all critical: once initial regular-
ity is obtained, higher regularity follows from a bootstrap argument, see [50, 35, 48|.

It is natural to investigate the regularity up to the boundary for these kind of geometric
equations. In [37] Miiller and the author considered the Dirichlet problem and showed

Theorem 1.2 (Miiller-S. [37]). Let D be a smoothly bounded domain. Then any solution
U € H'(D,RY) of

AUZ = Qij : VUJ m D,

U=u on 0D,

is continuous up to the boundary, U € C°(D), if u is continuous on 0D.

In this work we investigate boundary regularity for prescribed geometric Neumann data,
namely when the solution U at the boundary penetrates a support manifold N perpendic-
ularly.

Theorem 1.3. Let D C R? be a smoothly bounded domain and N be a closed manifold in
RY. Assume that U € H'(D,RN) with trace u € H2(dD,N) is a solution to

{AU:Q~VU in D

1.1
(1.10) 0,U L TN on 0D

where Q2 € L*(D) is antisymmetric.

Then U is Hélder continuous in D up to the boundary 0D.

A Neumann condition for systems with antisymmetric potential has been considered al-
ready in [51] where 0,U solves a subcritical equation along the boundary, which is ellip-
tic in the sense of boundary equations as studied by [2]. But observe that in our case,
0,U € LY(OD) only. That is, (1.10) is a critical equation both, in the interior and at the
boundary.

Let us also mention the special case 2 = 0. Then the boundary equation
(1.11) 0, U L T,N ondD

is equivalent to the half-harmonic map equation
1
(-A)2pu L TN in 0D,

1
where u is the trace of U at the boundary 0D and (—A)2, denotes the half-laplacian
along dD. The regularity theory for the half-harmonic map equation was proven by Da
Lio and Riviére in their seminal work [15]. In particular they showed, that this equation
also exhibits an antisymmetric potential on the right-hand side.
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It is thus reasonable to suspect that the equation (1.10) can be reformulated into two
coupled systems, one in the interior and one at the boundary, which both exhibit an
antisymmetric potential on the right-hand side. We confirm this suspicion, and reduce
(1.10) to an interior equation coupled with an equation along the boundary, and then show
that the boundary equation exhibits a nonlocal antisymmetric potential which contains
information of the Neumann condition (1.11) and the interior potential Q. More precisely,
Theorem 1.3 will be a consequence of the following result, see Theorem 2.1 below.

Theorem 1.4. Let U € H'(R2,RY) and its trace u € H2(R,RY) be a solution to
(—A)7ul = wi((—A)Tw) +€(U)  in (—2,2).
Here & and € are benign error terms satisfying conditions 2.4 and 2.5, respectively.

Moreover, ) is a pointwise antisymmetm’c potential Q;; = —; € L*(R%,R?), and w;j is a
nonlocal potential, w;; : L*(R) — L'(R), which is a linear opemtor given as

/ww © —//Ww z,y) fly) o(z) dydx

whose kernel is antisymmetric, w;j(x,y) = —w;i(x,y), and satisfies the boundedness and
localization conditions 2.2 below.

Then U is Hélder continuous in R% U ((—1,1) x {0}).

Since we reformulated equation (1.10) into a system of local and nonlocal equations with
antisymmetric potential, it should be possible to base higher regularity arguments on the
related results for nonlocal equations, see [48]. This will be a future project of study.

Before we comment in the next Section more on the strategy of the proof for Theorem 1.3
and Theorem 1.4, let us have a look at consequences: the conditions u : 9D — A and
0, U L T N is motivated by partially free boundary problems. The first example is known
from the Plateau problem.

Corollary 1.5. Assume that U is a critical point of
/ IVU|? st u=U|l CcN
D

aD
Then

o,U L TN on 0D

and consequently, U is Holder continuous in D up to the boundary.

{AU:O in D

As an interesting side remark, let us mention that Douglas’ proof of the Plateau problem
is actually related to our approach of computing an intrinsic nonlocal equation along the
boundary, cf. [19, equation (1.4)].
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From Theorem 1.3 we also recover the regularity for harmonic maps with partially free
boundary, which was originally obtained by Scheven, [43]. Actually Scheven even proved
partial regularity in dimensions n > 3 for domains D C R".

Corollary 1.6. Assume that U : D — M C RY is a harmonic map with free boundary in
N C M, where M, N are smooth, closed manifolds in RY. That is, let U € H*(D, M)

with trace u € H%(ﬁD,N) be a critical point of the Dirichlet energy

/ IVU|?:  s.t. Ue H'(D, M) with trace u =U| € Hz(0D, N).
D D

0

Then U satisfies an equation of the form (1.10) and consequently U is Holder continuous
m D up to the boundary.

For H-surfaces, Theorem 1.3 implies regularity at a partially free boundary.

Corollary 1.7. Let N be a closed two-dimensional submanifold of R3. Assume that U €
HY(D,R3) is a critical point of the energy (1.7) subject to the partial free boundary condition

u=U C N, i.e., let U be a solution to

oD
AU =2H(U)U, AU, in D
0,U L TN on OD.
If H = %din is bounded, H € L>°(R3) and Q satisfies the condition
(1.12) Qp) -n(p) =0 forallpeN

where n(p) denotes the unit normal of N, then U is Héolder continuous in D up to the
boundary 0D.

Condition (1.12) was already used to to show regularity up to the free boundary under the
assumption of conformal parametrization of U in [23| and [36].

Finally, Theorem 1.3 also implies the following free boundary version of Riviére’s regularity
theorem for critical maps of conformally invariant variational functionals, [40, Theorem I.2].

Corollary 1.8. Let M be a C?-submanifold of RN, and X a C* 2-form on M such that
the L>®-norm of d\ in bounded on M. Assume that N C M is a closed submanifold of
M. Assume moreover that, similarly to (1.12), X satisfies the orthogonal angle condition

(1.13) IA(z)(v,w)| =0 Vo weT,N, zeN.
Then any critical point U € HY(D, M), u = U’a € H%(ﬁD,N) of the energy
D
/ VU + U,
D

satisfies an equation of the form (1.10), and therefore U is Hélder continuous in D up to
the boundary OD.
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Outline of the paper. In the next section, Section 2, we state in Theorem 2.1 the re-
duction result which related Theorem 1.3 and Theorem 1.4; moreover we introduce our
notation. In Section 3 we give the proof of Theorem 2.1. In Section 4 we proof Theo-
rem 1.4 using a suitable gauge for certain nonlocal antisymmetric functionals. This gauge
is constructed in Section 5. Finally, in Section 6 we introduce new commutator estimates
for extension operators, which are needed in the proof of Theorem 1.4, but which are
interesting in their own right.

2. THE MASTER EQUATION WITH ANTISYMMETRIC POTENTIALS: PROOF OF
THEOREM 1.3

Recall the Dirichlet-to-Neumann property: Assume that V € H'(R?,R") is harmonic in
the upper half plane R?,

(2.1)

AV =0 in R%,
V=u on R x {0}.

with zero boundary conditions at infinity. That is, V is the Poisson extension of u,

t
V(I,t) = D¢ * u(flf) = C/Rm u(Z) dz.

Here, ¢ is some dimensional constant (and in general ¢ may change from line to line). In
1
2

H—A)

semigroup language, V(z,t) = e~ u(z). Here, the a-Laplacian is defined as

(=A)zu(z) := C/R u(z) — uly) dx dy.

|z — y[ite
Then we have the Dirichlet-to-Neumann property
(2.2) 8,V (x,0) = -9, V(2,0) = (~A)2u(z) =z €R.
That is, a condition on 0,V at the boundary is simply a condition on (—A)%u.

This was used, e.g., by Millot and Sire in [34], to re-interpret the half-harmonic map
equation
(=A)2u LT,N inR
as a minimal surface V : R2 — RY with partial free boundary
AV =0 inR%
o,V L T,N inRx{0}.
This way they obtained partial regularity for half-harmonic maps from the work of Scheven [43].

Our strategy is the reverse. In order to study solutions U € H'(R3, RY) of the equation

AU=Q-VU  inR2
0,U L TN on R x {0},
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we interpret 0, U as a nonlocal operator along the boundary. Observe, however, that since
U is not harmonic in the interior, the relation (2.2) fails for U, and in general

0,U(x,0) # (~A)*u(x)
Nevertheless we obtain the following

Theorem 2.1. Let D C R? be a smoothly bounded domain and N be a closed manifold in
RY. If U € HY(D,RY) with trace t € H2(0D,N) is a solution to

AU=Q-VU inD

0,U L ToN on 0D
where Qij = —jS € L*(D,R?) is antisymmetric, then for any point xo € 0D we find a
small radius p > 0, U € H'(R2,RY), and a diffeomorphism 7 : B(0,1) — R? with

U=Uor' inB(zyp)ND,

so that U satisfies the following conditions:

The map U € HY(RL,RY) has compact support. U and its trace u = U o € L*N
Rx{0

Hz(R,RN) are a solution to
{AU" —Q; - VU +& R

(2:3) U=u on R x {0},

for some &' satisfying the conditions 2.4 below. Here € is a pointwise antisymmetric
potential Q;; = —Q;; € L*(R%,R?).

On the other hand, the trace u € L N Hz(R,RY) satisfies
(2.4) (—A)2u’ = wy((—A)Tw) + €(U) in (-2,2)

for the nonlocal, boundary antisymmetric potential w;; = —wy; : H2(R) — L'(R) which is
a linear operator given via

[esth o= [ [wsten 1w o dyda

whose kernel w;j(x,y) satisfies the boundedness and localization conditions 2.2 below. More-
over €(U) depends on U, i.e. on interior and boundary values, but is an benign error term
satisfying the conditions 2.5 below.

(2.3) is a consequence of the usual flattening of the boundary argument. The main work is
to obtain the boundary condition (2.4). Thus, we successfully reformulated the Neumann
boundary equation (1.10) into a coupled system, the interior system (2.3) which is local, and
the boundary system (2.4). Both equations are critical, but with antisymmetric potentials.
Theorem 1.3 is then a consequence of the regularity theorem Theorem 1.4 for systems with
antisymmetric potential in the interior and at the boundary. 0
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2.1. Notation and conditions on w, &, ¢. We denote by I(xy,7) C R one-dimensional
open balls and with B(zy,7) C R? two-dimensional open balls each centered at zy with
radius r. For 2y € R x {0} we define B(xg, )" the upper semi-ball B(xg,r) NR2.

We will use the notion of Lorentz spaces, for a gentle introduction we refer to [21]. For
measurable functions f : R” — R and 2 C R” the decreasing rearrangement of f is
fr(t) :=inf{s>0: [{x € R": |f(z)| > s}| <t}.

Then the Lorentz space L% is induced by the pseudo-norm || - ||(.q) .z, defined for p €
[1,00), q € [1,00) by

1
o)

1, \2dt
10 = e = | [ (B50)"F
0
For ¢ = oo we define

J— L *
1 lpo0) = 1f [ p,00), e := sup £ f*(¢)
>0
Note that || - |/,q,r» does not satisfy the triangular inequality with constant one, but
otherwise it is a norm. For a measurable subset D C R",
1 lwa.0 = [IxD fllp.0)-

The Lorentz space provide a finer scale of Lebesgue spaces, in particular it holds L®?) (D) =
LP(D) with equivalent norms. We also have the embedding LP? (D) C LP%(D) for any
D C R"if ¢; > qo. Indeed,

(2-5) ||f“(p,q2) r_j C HfH(p,tn)'

Moreover the Lorentz space version of Holder inequality holds: for pi,pe,p € [1,00) and
¢1,q2,q € [1,00] with 1/p; +1/py = 1/p and 1/¢; + 1/g2 = 1/q we have

(2.6) 1f9llwa) S N l@ra 19/@aa-

Also, we have a version of Young inequality away from L' and L*°: for py, ps,p € (1,00)
and ¢1,q2 € [1,00] with 1/p; +1/ps =1/p+1 and 1/¢; + 1/q2 = 1/q we have

(2.7) 1f * gl 2 N Fl@ra) 191 @a.2)-
Since we are working with nonlocal quantities, tails cannot be avoided. We write
Taily ([ f1l 2,000 %0, B, ko) = Z 2_Uk||f||(2,oo),[(mo,2kR)>
k=ko
or
Tailg(||f||(2,oo); To, R, ko) = Z 2_Uk||f||(2,00),13@0,2’€R)>
k=ko

depending on the dimension.

Here, 0 > 0 is a constant that will change from line to line.
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Condition 2.2 (Conditions on w). The kernel w(z,y) : R x R — R is admissible if it
measurable, and bounded in the following sense

/R / ) o(@) wiz,y) dedy 3171w ol

Moreover we require the following localization properties:

For any € > 0, there is an R € (0,1) so that for any sufficiently large kg > 2 and any
r € (0,27% R) the following holds for some uniform o > 0.

For any [|glle + ||(~=A)igl, < 1 and any ¢ € C°(I(zo,7)) with [|¢]lec + [[(=A)Tp]ls < 1
and

/R / £() 9(z) (0(z) — 0(y)) wiy &, ) de dy
3 E||f||(27oo)71(xo,2k0) + Tail(,(||f||(27oo); 0,7, ko).

(2.8)

For any [lgllee + [(~A)iglls < 1, any ol + [[(~A)@llz < 1, and any f € C=(I(zo, 7))
(2.9) / / F(y) 9(x) (9() — () wis () d dy = ]| fllamor

R JR
and for any gl + | (—A)¢gllz < 1, any ¢ € C=(I(zo,r)) and any f € C=(R)

(2.10) / / F() 9(2) (0(2) — 0(y)) wig (2, 9) dz dy < ]| fllaz [1(~A) @l o)

Example 2.3. For our setup, w will be a composition of the following examples

(1) A first example of a kernel w(z,y) satisfying Condition 2.2 is

w(z,y) = w(x) Oay

for some w € L*(R). Indeed, all the localization conditions are trivially satisfied
since the left-hand sides are zero.
(2) A second example is

AAW(x,y)f(y)w(x) dxdy:/ 2, 1) kg % F(2) pe * 0(2) dz,

7
that is

wle) = [ 0t -yl ),

&

where Q € L*(R3), k,p € C*NL'NL®[R) and [x = 0. Here ry(z —z) =
t7'k((z—x)/t), and py(z —x) = t1p((z —x)/t). In our application, p is the Poisson
kernel and « is a derivative of the Poisson kernel. The proof can be found below in
Section 3.3.
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Condition 2.4 (Conditions on &).
(b@ - @@1 + 5]2

where

e & € LP(R?) for some p > 1 and & has compact support.
e For any ® € C*°(R?) with compact support

/ng) SIVOlyre
and if supp ® C B(xg,r) for some zo € R x {0}, then
[ 62307 IVl
Condition 2.5 (Conditions on €). For U € H'(R%,RY) and u € L*H2(R,R") and
W := U — p; * u we assume that €(U) is so that the following holds.

For any € > 0, there is an R € (0,1) so that for any large enough ky > 2 and any
r € (0,27 R) the following holds for some uniform ¢ > 0. For ¢ € C%°([(xg,r)) for any

ball I(zo,7) C (=2,2) so that [|¢]lser + [[(=A)ig|l2r < 1,

1
/G(UW e (H(_A)4u||(2,oo),l(wo,2k0r) + ||VW||(2,00),B(2k0r,:vo))

+ Tail, ([ (= A) 5 Ul 2.00); 0, 7, ko) + Taily (| VW | 2.00); Z0, 7, ko).
+ (Qkor)a.

3. ANTISYMMETRIC NONLOCAL BOUNDARY POTENTIALS: PROOF OF THEOREM 2.1

Let D C R? be a smoothly bounded domain and A be a closed manifold in RY. In order
to prove Theorem 2.1 we need to transform the following equation for U € H'(D,R")

with trace t € H2 (0D, N),

1 -
(3:1) 0, U L ToN on 0D,

{Aszfz-vfj in D,
where Q,-j = —jS € L*(D,R?) is antisymmetric.

First, by a standard argument around any point zy, € D we can transform the equation
into an equation of the half-space.

Lemma 3.1. For any zo € 0D we find a small radius p > 0, some U € H'(RZ,R") and
a diffeomorphism 7 : B(0,1) — R? with

U=Uor ' inB(zyp)ND,
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so that U satisfies the following equation
AU =Q;; - VU + & inR2,
U(-5,5) x {0} c N
0,U L TN in (—5,5) x {0},
U(z) =0 for |z| > 10.

Here & € L*NLP(RY) for any p < 2, and & and Q have support in B(0,10)*. Moreover,
and g € C*(R%,GL(2)), and gop = dap on R x {0}.

Proof. Fix xg € dD. Since 0D is a smooth manifold, there exists a small neighborhood
B(8, ) of xy in R? where the orthogonal projection msp : B(xg,d) — 9D is well-defined.
We may assume that we have a parametrization of 9D around zy. For possibly smaller
§ let o : [-20,20] — R? be this parametrization of D around zg, say of constant speed

| =0
Then we have the following diffeomorphism 7 : [—20, 20]> — R?
7(,1) := p(x) — o tv(p(x)).
We have
1 1
32) L9r0,0) = /@), vipla)) € SO,

Also 7 maps the upper cylinder [—20, 20] x (0, 20) into D and the lower cylinder [—20, 20] x
(—20,0) is mapped into R*\ D. Finally we have

(3.3) Oy (z, )

— —ov(e(a)).

t=0

Set U :=7n U o7 for a smooth cutoff function n € C>°([—10,10]?) with = 1 on [~7, 7).

Let
App =0 Oy (7'_1)5 oT,
then from
0(0af) 0T = AapOs(f o)
we find

Ay (Aap03(T 0 7)) = o* (AU o 7.
Thus we have from (3.1)
Ao, (Aaﬁaﬁ(ﬁi 0 7)) — 0% 07 Aus 0 (ﬁj ° T) in (—20,20) x (0, 20).
Multiplying this with n and using the product rule we find
8 (AayAagdsU') = Qi - U/ + & in R2.

for
Qlﬁj = XB(O,IO) O'AOCB Qza] oT € Lz(Ri),
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which satisfies €2;; = —€2;;, and where pointwise a.e.
|61 2 XB(0,10) <|ﬁ or|+|VUor|+|Qor7| [Uo T|)
Setting . . '
& = AU" -0, (AMAag&ﬁUZ) ,
we found ' o ' .
AU" = Qij - U7 + gf + @@22 in Ra_
In order to show that &, satisfies the condition 2.4, observe that from (3.2) we have
Aaﬁ/Aaﬁ — (575 =0 on (—20, 20) X {0}

and the support we can assume that this holds on R x {0} without changing the equation
for U, because of the support of U. Thus, for any ® € C°(R?) the boundary terms vanish
in the following integration by parts,

/ & D= / (AayAag — 043) 05U’ 0,P.
B2 B2
Consequently, for any ® € C2°(B(zy,r)) for some x5 € R x {0}

[, & ® 2 14mA0s = rpllimistan) 9 Ulzz [Vl

+
But since Ay, Aas — 045 = 0 on R x {0} we have
[ Aoy Aap — 048l L (Bwor) ST IVP|op2 -

Thus & satisfies condition 2.4.

Finally from (3.3) and the fact that U = Uo7 on [=7,7] x [0, 1),
—0,U=00,Uor LTgN on (-5,5) x {0}.
U

From Lemma 3.1 we obtained a compactly supported U € H I(Ri,RN ) with trace u €
Hz(R,RY) satisfying (2.3).
It remains to compute (2.4). For this we denote again with V the harmonic Poisson
extension to R% of u,
V(z,t) := pex u(z),

that is the solution to

AV =0 in R%

V=u in R x {0}

lim|m|_,oo V(SL’) = 0.
In view of the Dirichlet-to-Neumann property (2.2) for (2.4) we need to show

(3.4) 8,V = wi;((—A)iw') + €(U)  (—2,2) x {0}.
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Since we only have information about d,U, we also introduce W := U — V which solves

AW' = Q;; - VU7 4+ £'(U)  in R
(3.5) W =0 on R x {0}

lim|x|_>oo W(SL’) =0.
By II : N/ — RV*YN we denote the projection on the tangent plane of NV, that is for u € N/
we have a matrix [1(u) € RY*Y which is symmetric, II(u)? = II(u) and

im(Tl(u)) = TuN,  ker(Il(u)) = (T N)™*.

By the nearest point projection 7 from a tubular neighborhood Bs(N') into N we can
assume II to be defined first in this small neighborhood and then extended to all of R¥,
II:RY —» RVN and IT € C° N WH(RY RN x N). W.Lo.g. TI(0) = 0. With IT*+(u) we
denote I — II(u) for the identity matrix / € RYV*V,

From the condition 9, U L TyN in (—=5,5) x {0} we then have
(36) (=A)Pu=9,V=20,(U—-W)=I"u)d,V -I(u)d,W in(-2,2) x {0}.

The first term II*+(u)d,V = II*(u)(—A)2u is essentially known from the theory of half-
harmonic maps into manifolds. We will treat it in Section 3.1. The second term II(u)d, W
takes into account the interior equation (2.3). It involves the antisymmetric action

Q-VU=Q-VW +Q.VV.

The interior action part 2 - VW can essentially be estimated as the antisymmetric system
treated in Riviere’s celebrated [40]. We will treat the interior action part in Section 3.2.
The remaining part, the boundary action part - VW, induces a (nonlocal) antisymmetric
potential acting on the trace u. We will treat the boundary action part in Section 3.3.

3.1. The half-harmonic map part, I+ (u)d, V. We begin with the first term
T ()8, V = T () (—A) 7u.
An antisymmetric structure from this term was first derived by Da Lio and Riviére [15]
who studied the equation
(— A)%uJ_T./\/' in R,
or equivalently,
(—A)zu = ITI* (u)(—A)2u.
There are several antisymmetric potentials that can be derived for this equation, the one
that was found in [15], see also [17], or a nonlocal one as in [33]. Here we have a slightly
different one from all of those.

Lemma 3.2. For p € C°((—2

/gonl ) 8,V = // (=A)7u(y) dz dy + ¢(U)

where w' satisfies conditions 2.2 and € satisfies conditions 2.4.
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Proof. We have

where
@(U) = I (u)(~4) (T (u)(~4) u) |
The fact that ¢, (U) satisfies the conditions 2.4, follows from known arguments, see |15,

47, 4]. Essentially one localizes the following estimates. We only mention the global steps,
and skip the details. Firstly,

/ &1 (U)p = / (I () (= A) ) (~A)F (I () 3 T (w)(=2) oz [[(=2)F (AT (w)g)]l>
Since u maps into a manifold, in view of Lemma E.1,
T () (—A) Tufla22) 3 1(=A)Tul|@o0pm [|(—A) T2,
Moreover,
|~ )l 3 (M) le + 1= @) (Il + 1(=2)F¢l1)
3(141=a)5ulz) (el + I(=2)F¢ll)

Working with cutoff arguments and using the pseudo-locality of the fractional Laplacian,
see, e.g., [4, Lemma A.1], one obtains

1 1 . 1
[ et 3 (1l et -2 s 0 + Tl (1(-2) ey, B )
1 1
(1 l=a)5ulz) (lelle + =AY el
Thus, for any ball in (—2,2) with radius 2¥r small enough so that

(=2l g ory (14 1(=2) ;) <&

we have the estimate as required for condition 2.4.

For the remaining term, we denote by
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)
)

w) + [ (eI w) (1) (-2)

Then, since I (w)II(u) = 0,
[ m- @)t (nw)-a)
~ [a)ie ) (w)-2)
= [t (=) 1) (1) (-2)
= [t (-t (w) (1))

The error term ey again satisfies condition 2.5 as above. Now we go into coordinates, and
find for

Bl
=

=
=

)

N

u) + €9.

Di = (—A)AIIE (u) T(w)y, — (—A)IIIE (u) T(w);; € LA(R?),
and

the representation
(—A)IITE () TH(w) e (—A) Tuf = @y (~A) 10k + 6.
Clearly
wik(xa y) = a)zk(x)éx,y
is antisymmetric and satisfies the conditions 2.2.

As for the last error term €3, again since II+(u)II(u) = 0,

€3 = —H (I1;;(w), T1* (w);3) (—A)Fu* — (=A)iTI(w);; I (w)1(-A)

N

u.
From the three-commutator estimates, see [31, Theorem 7.1.],

lesll ey 3 IH(=A)AT(W)I3 [[(—=A)1ufl200) + [[(=A)TTL(w)is |2 [TT(a)ju(~A) T,
With the help of Lemma E.1 and a suitable localization we find that e3 satisfies the con-
ditions 2.5. 0

3.2. The interior action 2 - VW. It remains to reformulate for ¢ € C°((—2,2))

/ IIy;(a) 0, W/ ©.
R

Observe that the antisymmetric potential in (3.5), - VU, acts on U =V + W. So we
have to control the interior action of €2, namely €2 - VW and the boundary action of €2,
namely - VV.

Clearly, the interior action {2- VW can, in general, not be represented as an antisymmetric
potential of the boundary data u. It is a purely interior object.

Since we are in the process to find a reformulation for 9,V on the boundary, i.e., we are
reformulating the boundary equation, we will see that this seemingly critical term - VW
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is actually subcritical with respect to its influence on the boundary. Note that we did not
choose any gauge on the boundary yet, so this subcriticality might be surprising at first.
The reason is that we can choose an interior gauge which only transforms the interior
equation and does not touch the boundary. This is the subject of this section.

The remaining action {2 - VV involves the boundary data u and has an antisymmetric
structure, and we will treat it in Section 3.3.

From Proposition 5.1 we find an interior gauge adapted to Q € L*(R%, so(N)®R?), namely
P € H'(R2,SO(N)), P =1 on R x {0} satisfying

(3.7) div(VP PT + PQPT) =0 in R2.

Observe that II(u) € L%*(R) since u € Hz N L*(R,R™), u has compact support, and
I1(0) = 0. Denote by II"(u) the harmonic Poisson-extension of II(u) to R%, and with ¢"
the harmonic Poisson-extension of ¢ € C°((—2,2)) to RZ. An integratlon by parts with
boundary data in R? gives

/ () 0,W7 ¢ = / 11}, (u) Py; 0, W7 o
R Rx{0}

= / VW? .V (114, (w) Py ") + / PyjApz W 11 (0) "
R2 R3

+

By the equation for W, (3.5),

/ Iy (u) O, W’ ¢ = / VW7 .V (I}, (u) Py ¢") + / Py - VU I () "
R R% R?

2
s [ Pasi () ) o
=
With U =V + W we arrive at

/ T,y () O, W = / (4(0) + &(U) + (V) + (V) ¢+ [ 0TV Ty(u) ¢

2
RJr

for € (U),...,€{(U) distributions defined as

/6 ) @ —/ (VPii + PejQ) - VW' TIjj () ",
R2

Ee

/6 ) o _/ P, VW7 -V (I (u) "),

/ () ¢ = / Py & T (w) o,

/6 / (Prj — 0kj) V'V 115 (n) ©"
R

2
+

Ee

=

Ee
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The antisymmetric boundary action term
/ Q;;VV' I (u) ¢"
RZ
+
will be treated in Section 3.3.

The following Lemmata 3.3, 3.4, 3.5, 3.6 show that €{(U),...,€{(U) satisfy the condi-
tions 2.5.

Lemma 3.3. For any ¢ > 0 there exists R € (0,1) so that whenever 2*r < R for some
ky € N: For any xy € (—1,1), r € (0,1) so that I(xg,r) C (—2,2) and for any ¢ €
C(I(xo, 7)),

1
/Rw €1(U) T € IVWIl(2,00), B@ror.a0) (l0lloo + [[(=2)70]2)
+ Taily (| VW[ 2,00 %0, 7, ko) ([[l]oo + [1(=2)7¢0]|2).
Proof. Let
QF :==vPP"+ PQP".

Then we have

/ 4 (U) g = / LD, - VW Tl (u) o,
R Ri

Integrating by parts, using that W =0 on R x {0},

[y e==[ oV @Emiw e W,
R R%

Since W = 0 on R x {0} we may apply the div-curl lemma on the upper halfplane,
Theorem A.4. Before we do so, observe that by Lemma D.2 for any large enough k > ko,

_ 1
IV (PT"(1) ¢") 2, B@o2crsmnBo2t-5r) 3275 L+ [IVP gz + [(=A) 1ull2k) [l

Moreover, by the estimates for the Poisson extension, ngh”w’Ri < [|¢¢]|o and ||v90h’|2,R1 =<
||(_A)%<,0||27R, and thus

IV (P () ") o peo2tosry 3 (14 IV Pz + 1(=2) ullag) (el + 1(=2)¢]ls)

Thus Theorem A.4 implies,

1
/REf(U) # SNilla, po20r) IVW 2,001, 8w 200m) (€]l + 1(=A)T]]2)

— 1
+ ) k2 VW 00) 5o 20 ([9lloe + 1(=2) 16 ]2)
k=ko
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Observe that the constants may depend on P, €2, and U, but not on the radius r > 0 the
point zp € R x {0} or kg. In particular, by absolute continuity of the integral, we find
some R > 0 so that

sup Q% ll2,Bo.r) < €
zoeRx{0}

The lemma is proven. ]

Lemma 3.4. For any € > 0 there exists R € (0,1) so that whenever 2%r < R: For any
9 € (—1,1), 7 € (0,1) and p € C*(I(xg,7)),

/Rw €2(U) =Zel[ VW | 2,00), B@r0r,z0) (1@ lloo + [(=2) 1¢]l2)

+ Taily ([[VW 2,000 2o, 7, ko) (Il + [[(=A)760]]2)

Proof. Since W = 0 on R! x {0}, and ¢" and I1"(u) are harmonic, integration by parts
yields

[eaw=-[

Observe that div(Ve") = 0 and div VII},(u) = 0. We can then apply Theorem A.4 and
conclude as for Lemma 3.3. U

V (I}, (0) Pyj) - Vo W7 — / V (¢"Pyj) - VI, (0) W

2
R+

Lemma 3.5. For a uniform o > 0 the following holds for any xy € R, any r € (0, %) and
any ¢ € C2(1(xo,7))

L) 6557 (Iellime + 1-8) el

Proof. We have to consider two cases. Firstly, assume that &7 € L' N L%(]R%r), then

2
[ PET @ @ 3V 16t lmimg) + 16 it ey
+
By Lemma D.2,
-1 1
e lors o ooy S V7 el 37 el

Secondly, let us assume that for any ¢ € Cw(@) with compact support

/ng) SIVlyre

and if supp ® C B(x,r) for some oy € R x {0}, then

JE R
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Let 0p(sy,7) = 1((- — 20)/+/r) for the usual bump-function 7. Then

/R2 PEM (a) " ZVr|IV (UB(zo,\/F)PHh(u) @h) Hz,Ri +V ((1 - nB(wo,\/;)) PI1"(u) Soh) ||2,R3-
+
Now
B(z0,/) 2R2 o0 2 3 o0 —A)1p|la.
IV (n PI"(w) ¢") [lagz 3¢ oo + IV 2 3 llelleo + [(=2) 16|
Moreover, in view of Lemma D.2, since r < % and thus /r > r,
IV (1 = 1B@e.ym) P ¢") lazz 2772 llelh 3 Vrllelle
The constants depend on the fixed values ||(=A)tul|; and |V Ps. O

Lemma 3.6. For any € > 0 there exists R € (0,1) so that whenever 2%r < R: For any
zo € (—=1,1), r € (0,1) and ¢ € CZ(I (o, 7)),

/R 4(0) ¢ 3o (I(=2) 1l g ) Bironeey ) (Illoe + 11(=2)E0]2)

+ Taily ([|(=A)Tul[2,00); 20, 7, ko) ([[@lloo + [[(=2)F¢|2)

Proof. By Hodge decomposition on R? we find F};, Gj; € H'(R?) so that
jSXRQJr = VG]Z + VJ_F’]Z

L_ [ —0
()

Since (Py; — dx;) = 0 on R x {0} we can apply Theorem A.4 to the term

J

As in in the proof of Lemma 3.3, additionally using Proposition C.2, we then find

Here

(Pej = 6kj) V7 Fy - VV I () " = / V (Pyj — 0ky) I (w) ") - VEE; VL

2 2
+ R

/R2 (Pej = 6kj) V7 Fy - VV I () ¢"
+
1 1
SV Elg Bao2vory 1(=A)T0l(9.00), Bzg.2tor) ([€lloe + [(=A)Te|l2)
. 1 1
+ Tail, (||(—=A) 7l 2,00); T0, 75 ko) ([|¢]lee + [(=A)T¢0]2).

For suitably small » > 0 we conclude as in the proof of Lemma 3.3.

For the remaining term

/ (Pk] — (Sk]) VGﬂ . VVZ H?k(ll) QOh
R

2
+
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we observe that VV = V-1V, since VV is divergence free. Indeed, one can compute that
V = p; * Au, where S denotes the Hilbert transform of u € L2 N L°(R). We apply
Theorem A.4, and as above with the help of Proposition C.2 obtain

/ (Pij — 0kj) VGyi - VV' I (u) "

%

SIVGIl2, g 2kory 196 (=)0l (2,00) B 270 ([€lloe + [[(=A)Te]l2)
+ Tail, (|72 (=A) 1| 2,00): 0, 75 ko) ([[@lloe + [(=A)160]l2).

Finally, to remove the Hilbert transform .7, we apply Proposition C.1 and obtain the
claim. 0

3.3. The boundary action €2 - VV. From the above considerations we have arrived at
the following.

(3.8) /ng(u) 0, W (p:/ Hgg.(u) Q- VV! g0h+/e ©,
R R2

R
+
for some ¢ satisfying the conditions 2.5.

Since V is the harmonic extension of the boundary values u, the expression ng Q- VViph

would be a nonlocal antisymmetric potential acting on u. However, we have the additional
symmetric term II}; (u).

Denote by (IT+(u))" the harmonic Poisson-extension of II*(u) = I — II(u). Then
(3.9) / I}, (u) Qs - VV' " = / 11}, (u) Qj; I, () - VV* " + / €50,
R R2 R
where

/ s = / I (u) Q0 (T (w) - TV .
R Ri

The following proposition shows that €5 satisfies the conditions 2.5.

Observe that there is no reason to believe that IT3; (u)VV = 0 even close to the boundary

R x {0}. What we know by Lemma E.1 is that II%(u)(—A)iu is well behaved. So our
strategy for showing the following lemma is that up to commutators, which are in the
realm of Theorem 6.5, II: (1) V'V is somehow comparable to IIE (u)(—A)Tu.

Proposition 3.7. For any ¢ > 0 there exists R € (0,1) so that whenever 2¥r < R: For
any zo € (—1,1) and ¢ € CX(I(xo, 7)),

1
/R o e5(U) Zel(=A) ull ooy siatone leloc

. 1
+ TallU(H (_A)4u||(2,oo)7 To, T, ko) ||S0||00
+ 77 [#lloor
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Before we prove Proposition 3.7 we introduce the operator T': L*(R) — L*(R%,R?) as
T (@,1) =0, (por (13) (0)) = o+ ((~2)77) (@)
T2 (2,1) 1= 0 (pox (18F) (@) = =pe+ ((=2)F1) (@)

In particular, we have the relation
VV =T((-A)iu).

In view of Lemma 6.3 and the boundedness of the Hilbert transform .## on L? we find
that T is indeed a bounded operator from L?(R) L*(R%, R?). From Theorem 6.5 we obtain

in particular the following estimate, which we will use to compare (Hl(u))hVV with
T(I(u)(—A) ).
Theorem 3.8. Let f € H3(R) and g € L&®)(R). Denoting then f*(x,t) := p, * f(x) the

Poisson extension of f to RZ we have the following estimate.

1F"T(g) = T(f9)logz 3 (=2)1 Fllzz I9llzo0) 2
and

1T (9) = T(fg)llaze 3 I(=A)5 fllaorr lgllom

Proof. We only prove the first claim, the second one is analogous.
Theorem 6.5 is directly applicable to 7. For T, note that
[f"THg) = T (fo)l < |f"T*(#(9)) — T*(fH(9))| + |T*(fA#(g) — 7 (f9))]-

So by the boundedness and commutator theorem, Theorem 6.5, for T2

1T Hg) = T'(£) oz 3 N(=2)5 fllage |17(9) | 2oer e + 1 £7(9) — H(£9) 2z

With boundedness and the commutator theorem, Theorem 6.2, for the Hilbert transform
A,

1T (g) = T'(f9)llamz 3 N(=A)1fllzz 9]l 2,000
0

Now we start gathering important estimates for Proposition 3.7. For zy € R x {0}, r > 0
let n € C(B(0,1)) a typical bump function constantly one in B(0,1) and set

(3.10) M = n((zo — 2)/2"r), & = — 1.

We can see these cutoff functions also as cutoff function on the real line R x {0}, simply
by restriction.

First we estimate the situation where the support of the integral and the support of ¢" are
far away:.
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Lemma 3.9. Let X € L*(R%). For any xo € R, r € (0,1) and ¢ € C(I(xo,7)), k > 2,

00 ., .
X -VV ¢ Sph N ||X||2,Ri ]l ZQ ZH(_A)4u||(2,oo),l(xo,2zr)'
=k

2
R+

Proof. Observe that since k > 2 and supp ¢ C I(xg,r) we have that U := &," vanishes
on R x {0}. So we are in a similar situation to Lemma 3.6. Arguing as there with Hodge
decomposition, and using Theorem A.4 we find

X -VV &¢" Z k27X o z2 [19]loo ([V]BMO,B@O,WOT) + [V]BMO,B(mogkﬂor)) :

72
With the help of Proposition C.2 and Proposition C.1 this implies

[ee] . 1
XUV &0" 3D 277X lame [lloo 1(=2) 0l 2,00, 1(20,26r)-
=k

2
R

Lemma 3.10. For { > k + 10, for some o > 0,
1T (Eef) mellozz 3277 DI€ef [l 2,000

and
T (i f) Eellamz 3277 0efll @000
Moreover, we also have the inhomogeneous versions

1T f) Eelloorz 32777 25) 7 HIne Sl 2,000
and
T (e f) Eellopz S 277 (25) 72|l f 11 &

Proof. We only prove the first claim, the other ones follows analogously.

First we consider 72. We apply Lemma D.1. Keep in mind that the cutoff function &, act
on R x {0} and the cutoff function 7 acts on R2. However if |(x,t) — (x0,0)| < 2% and
ly — x| > 2% then |2 — y| > 2%, since £ > k + 10. Thus, from Lemma D.1,

_3
IT?(&ef) (2, 1) Ml oo r2) 2 27)72 &S [l
Consequently, using Holder inequality once on Ri and once on R,

1T2(&ef) (2, t) millage 32 1€ef | 2000
As for the estimate of T,

1T () s ) mellags. < IT2 (0 () () melloge + S NTHE A Ef))millope

j=k
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For the first term we apply the boundedness of T2,
1T (&) () Millo e 3 1 (Eef)) (@, 1) |2,

Now we can use the disjoint support of 7, and &, as functions on R x {0} and find

e (&) (2, ) oz 327216 f 200,
For the remaining term, since ¢ and k are sufficiently far away, we split the sum
SE ISR DR op
j=k  j=k j=k+5 j=t—4 j=t+

By boundedness of 7% and the disjoint support of &; and &,

k+4 k+4
SNTHEGA ) mlbzz 3D NEAEe )z 3272 €kl ooz
=k Jj=k

By the disjoint support of ¢; and 7, and again by the disjoint support of §; and &,

/-5
NG &) mnllzze 3 220 16,7 (Ecf) | 20002

j=k+5 j=k+5

Z 2707 972D g f || .00

j=k+5
Ll
3272 & f | 2,000
By the disjoint support of §; and 7, and boundedness of 77,

l+4

N TG A ) millzzz 3272 N6 (|20 2

j=t—4

Finally, first by the disjoint support of £; and 7, and then by the disjoint support of §; and
&7

S ANTAGHA )l re 5 Z 2700 2730-91¢, Fll 2o = 274 |€0S | 200

j=0+5 j=t+5

The claim is proven, if we choose o = % (]

Now we give
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Proof of Proposition 3.7. In view of Lemma 3.9,

=

/]R T (w) Qi (I (w))" - VV* "

2
+

[ ) s () Ve
R2

+

[e.9]

s 1
+ 1920222 [2lleo D 27 I(=A) 0l 2.00).1(20,250)-
k=ko

Using the representation VV = T'((—A)7u) we have

NI

/R I () 2 (I (w)" - T(—A) )y, "

2
+

=

u) 1, "

< / I (1) €25 (IT ()" - T (s (—A)

2
+

= 1
+ 1912, 5+ (oo 200 1P loo D T (E(—A)F1) 7ty || -
1=2ko

By Lemma 3.10, if kg is sufficiently large, we have found

/ I () (I ()" - VVE

2
+

1
SN 5+ (o 200y l0lloo, | (T3 ()" T (ky (= A) 1) |5 2

+ Taily (|| (—A) 1| 2,005 20, 7, Ko) [|0]]oc-
Now we commute (I1*(u))” and T, then with Theorem 3.8
| (T ()" T (1 (— ) T | 22
ST (o I (0) (= A) 1) .2+ [[(—2) TIL(W) o [1(—A) Tl (5,00, 12 52001
With boundedness of T,
1T (o, I () (=) F0) o2 2 172 1T (1) (—A) Tz
Now if I(xg,2%0r) C (—1,1) and r is small enough, by Lemma E.1,
[k T () (= A) 1.
3=A) ullan (1= A) ey 2900r) + Tailo([1(=A) Hull 2y 0,7, ko) + (2507)7 )

Together we have shown,

/R I, (w) O, (I (w) - TV "

2
+

1
§||Q||2,B+(xo,2k0r) H(_A>4u||(2,oo),](:c0,23k0r) e lloo
. 1 o
+ Tail, ([ (=A)Tull2,00); @0, 7, ko) 0]loo + (277)7 [[]]co-
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So if g € (—1,1) and 2% < R for some R so small that

sup ||Q||2,B+(yo,R) <eg,
yoeR3

we have shown the claim. O

From (3.8), (3.9) and Proposition 3.7 we have found
a1 [ Tywaw = [ I @) TI-A) e+ [ e
R R% R

where € satisfies conditions 2.5.

We now observe that this can be written as an antisymmetric potential w that satisfies the
conditions 2.2, namely we have

JRUCLI Y AN
:

R

=

u®)(z) o(z) d + /Recp.
Indeed, w}, is defined by

(3.12) [t oty de = [ 1w 71

Since f + T(f) and ¢ + " are convolution operators, we find the representation

/R W(F)(@) pla) dr = / e, 9) ) o),

for

Wi, y) = / (I () QL Ty (w)) (=) (—A)
// (I () €24, 10} ) (2. (=23

Clearly, wy, = —wpe since I1"(u) QI1"(u) is an antisymmetric matrix. Indeed we have.

N

(pe)(z —y) pe(2 — x) dz dt

SIS

(p)(z = 9) pe(z — x) dz dt ——— dy

Iy y|2

Proposition 3.11. w? as above satisfies the localization properties from condition 2.2.

Proof. Firstly, the following estimate follows from the representation (3.12), the bounded-
ness of 7" and the fact that ||<ph||ooRz < ]l co R

/ / ) (@) W(@,y) dwdy < [Qlaz |1l Il

As for the localization properties, fix € > 0. For some ko and R > 0 to be chosen below
assume that r € (0,275 R). For simplicity denote by  := II"(u) QI1"(u).
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Proof of condition (2.8). Assume that [|g]ls + [|(=A)3gll2 < 1 and ¢ € C°(I(xo,7)) with
¢llse + I(=A)i¢||2 < 1. Then from (3.12),

| [ 10)a@) (00) = o) ) o
-/, 0 (Tm (90)" ~ Tlrel ")

:/]RZ Q- T[f] ((gw)h — " gh> + /R Q- (T ¢" = Tifel) 9"

+

For the first term, recall that

Tf(x,t) = Vgap, * ]%f(x)

In particular, divTf = curlTf = 0 in R2. On the other hand, (gap)h — ¢l g" is zero on
R x {0}. Thus we can proceed as above for Lemma 3.6, and obtain

- L .
[ 0701 (000" = 9 6") 31 ontony 1 cen i) + Tl (1 ooy 207 o)
R
For the second term we argue as in the proof of Proposition 3.7, and obtain again

/2 Q- (T[f1¢" = T(fe]) 8" Z N5+ (wo2t0m) 1 ll2.00),16w0.2%0m) + Tailo (| fll2.0): @0, 7, Ko)-
R+

This implies (2.8) if we choose R so small so that

sup ||Q||2,B+(m0,R) < €.
zoeRx{0}

That is, condition (2.8) is satisfied.

Proof of condition (2.9). Assume |[|g||o + ||(—A)%g||2 < 1, any [|¢|c + ||(—A)ig0||2 <1,
and f € C°(B(zg,7)). As above, from (3.12) we find

[ [ #0960 (@) = ol (o) dady
=/R2 M€ - T[] ((gw) —so"g"> +/ Mo (T[] " = TIfe]) g

* i /RQ §2- (T[f] (990)" — T[fs@]g") .

where 7, and & are cutoff functions as above in (3.10). As above for condition (2.8) we
obtain

@11 (001" = ¢ 6") 21Ut 1o
+
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By Theorem 3.8 we find

[, et (U1 = T1561) 8 312055 o 120
+
Since supp f C B(xg,r), by Lemma 3.10 we have

o0

> [, & (7160 = T1Fel") 327 (s 1l

k=ko

Thus we have shown
[ [ 10)5@) (0@) = ) st ) dody 3 (19051 agron + 27 1252 ) 1 o
Choosing kj large enough so that

_ ~ €
27740 |y <

and then R small enough, so that

~ €
sup ||Q||2,B(:vo,R) < 3
onRi

we conclude that condition (2.9) is satisfied.

Proof of condition (2.10). Assume that ||g|ls + [|(=A)Tglls < 1, ¢ € C®(I(zg,7)) is
arbitrary and f € C°(R). This time, we write

/R/Rf(y)g(x) (p(x) — p(y)) wij(z,y) dz dy
:/R nkOQ -Tf] ((9‘P)h - SOh 9h> + /RZ UkOQ . (T[f] SOh _ T[f(p]) gh

2
+

+ f) [, &0 (11110 - 77"

Let ¢° be the even reflection of ¢" to R2. From |31, Proposition 10.5.] we have
(3.13) [l Brore 3 [#lBMO R
Thus, from Proposition 6.4 and the boundedness of T', we find
| m@ 7151 (190" = ¢ 9") 3 19000000 1l [elrron
R

From Theorem 3.8,

/R o+ (TU19" = TUf¢]) 6" 31192, 5m0200r) [1fll2 [(=2)7¢]| 2,000

2
+

2
+
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Next, by boundedness of T, we have
|, a8 (110)60)" - Tlr010")
&

h
Sgllseslazs 12216k 09" oo + Ngllooz 12z €Tz
On the one hand, by Lemma D.2, the support of ¢ and Poincaré inequality,

h — — 1
165 (99)" lloo 3 ") gl 2 27 1glloor 1(=2) 1020002
On the other hand, by Lemma 3.10, the support of ¢ and Poincare inequality,

5 1
IETTfelllapz 3277 [ flloe 1 (=2) 10l 20002

In conclusion,

> [ 69 (Tl 00 = Tle") 327190 1 lae I(-A) ez

k=ko

Choosing again k, sufficiently large and then R sufficiently small so that

(19212, oy 200r) + 27 ¥z ) < 2
we conclude that (2.10) is satisfied. O
Finally, all the ingredients of Theorem 2.1 are available.
Proof of Theorem 2.1. Take
W= w' + w?

where w! is from Lemma 3.2 and w? is from Proposition 3.11. Then we have from (3.6),
Lemma 3.2, and (3.11)

(—A)7u’ = wi((—A)Tw) + €(U)  in (—2,2)

where w is antisymmetric and satisfies condition 2.2 and e satisfies condition 2.5. This
proves Theorem 2.1. O

4. REGULARITY THEORY FOR SYSTEMS WITH ANTISYMMETRIC POTENTIAL AT THE
BOUNDARY: PROOF OF THEOREM 1.4
Assume that U € H'(R%,R") has compact support and has the trace u = U o)
LN Hz(R,RY), which are solutions to (2.4) and (2.3).
That is
(2.3) AU’ =Q,;; - VU + £(U) in R
for some ;; = —Q;; € L*(R%,R?) and for some &*(U) satisfying the conditions 2.4 below.
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(2.4) (—A)zu’ = wi;(w/) + €(U) in (—2,2)
for a nonlocal, boundary antisymmetric potential w;; = —w;; : H2(R) — L*(R) which is a

linear operator given via

[eith o= [ [ o) (-0)0) ple) dyda

whose kernel w;;(z, y) satisfies the localization conditions 2.2 below. Moreover €(U) satisfies
the conditions 2.5.

With V € H'(R2) N L=(R?), we denote the Poisson extension V = u” = p, * u, which
satisfies
AV =0 in R%
V=u on R x {0}
lisz,t)‘_)oo V([L’, t) =0.
Then U =W +V for W € H'(R?) satisfying
W =0 on R x {0}
hm\(x,t)|—>oo W([L’, t) =0.
Let zp € (—1,1) x {0}, r > 0. We are going to prove a decay estimate for

1
G (20,7) = [[VW | (2,00),B+ @o,r) T (=) 1] (2,00),1(20,r)-

Proposition 4.1. Let U, W, u be as above. Then for any € > 0 there exists a radius
R € (0,1), a constant kg € N so that for any xog € (—1,1) x {0} and any r € (0,27 R) it
holds

G (z9,7) < e9G (10, 2%r) + 17 + Z 277K G (2, 287).
k=ko
Here, 0 > 0 1s a uniform constant.

Proposition 4.1 is a consequence of Propositions 4.2 and 4.3 below. Propositions 4.2 es-
timates the interior quantity ||[VW||(2), and Proposition 4.3 estimates the boundary

. 1
quantity [[(=A)7ul|(,c0).-

Proposition 4.2. Let U, W be as above. For any e > 0 there exists R € (0,1) so that for
any xo € R x {0} and ko > 10 and any v < 27* R we have

VW |(2,00),B+ (@or) S+ € (IIVW||(2,OO),B(%,A¢) + ||(—A)Zu||(2,oo),3(;po,m))
+ 7 (152 +1) IVUllsz2
. 1
+ (14 |92[]2) Tail,([[(=A)*ul2,00) + [[VW || (2,00); T0, R, ko).
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Here, o 1s a uniform constant.

Proposition 4.3. For any ¢ > 0 there exists R € (0,1) so that whenever 2*r < R,
xo € (—1,1) so that

i 1
[(=A) 3| (2,00), 1(z0,r) ZE (II(—A)4u||(2,m),z<mo,2kor) + |[(=A)iW]| (2700)3“%72%,1))
o+ Tail, (|(=2) tulla0) + VWl 200y 70, 7, i) + (2177)°

Here, o 1s a uniform constant.

=

(4.1)

From Proposition 4.1 we obtain Theorem 1.4 in a standard way.

Proof of Theorem 1.4. Applying Proposition 4.1 on successively smaller radii we obtain for
some T = T(g, ko, 0) > 0 for any x¢ € (—1,1) x {0} that for any r > 0,

G (xg,r) < CrT,

where C' depends on ¢(xy,00). See for example [4, Lemma A.8]. That is, for any xy €
(—1,1) x {0} and any r > 0,

l T
[(—=A) 1l (2,00), 120, T VW | (2,00), B+ (@o,r) S 77

This is a Morrey space condition, and estimates on Riesz potentials on Morrey spaces,
see 1], implies that u € C*((—1,1)) and W € C*(B*(0, 1)).

Continuity up to the boundary follows now from [37]. Hélder continuity follows from a
reflection argument: Since u is Holder continuous, so is V. Thus, for any xy € (—1,1)x{0},

/ |V - (V)B+(xo,r)|2 ;j T2+2T,
Bt (zo,r)

and
/ W (W) g a2 5 7227,
Bt (zo,r)

Denote by U® the even reflection of U across R x {0}. Then, since since U =W + V in
R? for any zp € (—1,1) x {0}

/ |Ue - (Ue)B(xO,T’)|2 r_j 7,2—1—27-'
B(zo,r)
On the other hand, from the interior regularity theory due to Riviére, [40], we have
/( ) U — (U)pen)* 7% whenever B(yo,2r) C R2.
B(yo,r

For any zp € (—1,1) x (0,00) and any r > 0 or B(z,2r) C R2 or B(zg,r) C B(7 (), 57),
where 7(zp) is the projection to R x {0} of zy5. Thus, for any zy € (—1,1) x R,

/ U — (U) gy S 7277
B(zo0,r)
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By the characterization of Holder spaces by Campanato spaces, see, e.g., [20], we have
U¢ e C7((—1,1) x R), can consequently U € C7 ((—1,1) x [0,00)). O

4.1. Interior decay estimate for W: Proof of Proposition 4.2. Recall that U =
W + V. Thus W € H*(R2) is a solution of

AW' = Q,; - VW + Q,; - VVI 4 £&(U) in RZ
(4.2) W =0 on R x {0}

For the proof of Proposition 4.2 we adapt carefully of the interior regularity theory of
Riviére [40]. Observe that his theory would be directly applicable to a solution W of an
equation of the form

AW = Q,; - VW in R?

W =0 on R x {0}

lim|(w,t)‘_>oo W(SL’, t) = 0.

For our situation (4.2), however, we have two distortions on the right-hand side. On the
one hand there is the (harmless) term &*(U). More importantly, in (4.2) we have the term
Q- VV,ie. aboundary action term.

Nevertheless, it will suffice to essentially follow the interior arguments. From Proposi-
tion 5.1 we find an optimal gauge P € H'(R%, SO(N)) so that

(4.3) div(PVPT + PQP)=0 in R2.

and

(4.4) IVP[lorz 3 11€2lok: -

We choose R € (0, 1) so that

(4.5) SEURIg IVPll2,5+@r) + Q2,8+ @r) <c
TSRy

In order to estimate VW we argue by duality. Namely, we find /' € C*°(R%, R?) with
support supp F' C B¥(xg,7) so that ||F]|2,1) < 1 and so that

~Y

1YW ey 55 o) 2~ [P TW 3.0 55 ey S /R PYW-F.

+

With Hodge decomposition we find ® € C*°(R2) and a vector field H € C®(R2,R)
F=V®+H inR%,

and we may assume that ® =0 on R x {0} and div H = 0 in R?. Moreover

(4.6) [H 2082 + IVP[21r2 1.

See Proposition B.1.
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That is,

A YW = /

PVW-H+/ PVW .-V =: Iy + Is.
R2

2 R}
First we treat 1.

Lemma 4.4. For possibly smaller R € (0,1), all sufficiently large ko € N, all radii r €
(0,27%R), and all xo € R x {0} we have

1711 T EIVW | 2.00), 500 200r) + [[©2|2 Tails ([VW | 2.00); o0, 1, o).

Here, 0 > 0 is a uniform constant.

Proof. Observe that W has zero-boundary, and thus

/ PVW - H = WVP.-H.
R

2 2
+ R

Since div H = 0 on R?%, the term VP - H is a div-curl quantity. In view of Theorem A.4
we find

‘IH‘ r_\iHHHQ,Ri ’|VP’|2,B+(SCO,2kOT)||VWH(2,OO)7B+SC(),2]COT’)

VPl Y kI H o, p+ o 26505+ o.2-5r) |V Wl 2,000, 5+ 0,26+51) -
k—Fo

By (4.6) and (4.5)
||HH2,R1||VP||2,B+(xO,2k0r)HVW||(2,oo),B+xO,2k0r) Fj € ||VWH(2,oo),B+xO,2k0r)
Moreover, in view of supp ' C BT (zg,r), Proposition B.1, and with [[F||2 Z || F/21) < 1,
| H |2, 5+ (20 26+5 )\ B+ (20,26 -5r) 5 27"
Thus, since k2% < 272F for k large enough and ||V P||5 2 [|Q]]2,
a3 ell VW (2.00),B+a0.2¢0r) T Q]2 Tail, ([[VW|(2,00); To, R, ko).

This concludes the estimate of 1. O

As for the estimate of Ig, we have

Lemma 4.5. For possibly smaller R € (0,1), all sufficiently large ko € N, all radii r €
(0,275 R), and all 2y € R x {0} we have

[a| 2 ellVWI|(2,00), B+20,2¢0r) T Taily ([[VW | (2,00); To, R, ko).

Here, 0 > 0 is a uniform constant.
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Proof. In view of (4.2),

= |
R

P VW’ . Vo = —/ (VPy + PyQy) - VW' @

& RL

— / PiQ - VVFE®
R2
+

+ / &(U)P;®
R2
+
The claim is now a a consequence of Lemma 4.6, Lemma 4.7, Lemma 4.8 below. 0

Lemma 4.6. For all sufficiently large ko € N, all radii v € (0,275 R), and all zo € R x {0}
we have

(4.8)
| g (VP + PyQx) - VWE @ Z e[ VW[ 3,00, 5+ (w0,2¢0r) + Taile (VW | (2,00); %0, R, ko)
+

Here, o > 0 1s a uniform constant.

Proof. Denote by
Q= V Py, Py + Py P
By (4.3), divQ” = 0, and thus the fact that W =0 on R x {0} implies
(VP + PjQ) - VWF @ = |/ Q- V (Pu®) WF|
RZ

|
RL
By assumption, [V®||41)gz and ® =0 on R x {0}. Sobolev embedding implies that
1®floorz S 1.

Consequently;,
IV(PP)l2, 5+ (20,200r 3 1.

Moreover, in view of Proposition B.1 and supp F' C B(zo,7) as well as |[F[lyg2 3 1, for
any k large enough we have

HV(P(I)>H2,B+(Io,2k+5r)\B+("Eo,2k*57") :j 2_k <HVPH2’R%r -+ 1) .

Consequently, using again that divQ? = 0 and the fact that W has zero boundary values
on R x {0}, we are able to apply Theorem A.4, and find

| 2 (Vpik + Pz'ijk) - VW* (I)| r_\<4||Q||2,B+(xo,2k0r) ||VW||(2,oo),B+(xo,2k0r)
+

(1411122 ) Taily (VW) .00 70, B ko).

In view of (4.5) we conclude. O
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Lemma 4.7. For possibly smaller R € (0,1), all sufficiently large ko € N, all radii r €
(0,27%R), and all vy € R x {0} we have

1 . =
(4.9) | / Qjr - VVFEB| 3 el (=2) 1| 3,000,120 2007 + Tailo (|| (=A) 70| 2,005 %0, R, o)
Here, 0 > 0 1s a uniform constant.

Proof. The proof is analogous to Lemma 3.6 and is a consequence of Theorem A.4. Observe
that V is harmonic and ® =0 on R x {0}. O

Lemma 4.8. For all radii r € (0,00) and all xy € R x {0} we have
/ E(U)PD <1
RZ
Here, 0 > 0 1s a uniform constant.

Proof. By assumption, [|[V®|y1 g2 and ® =0 on R x {0}. Sobolev embedding implies
that
[Pl Lo rz) T 1.

Also recall that P € SO(N) almost everywhere, and thus || P|l < 1.
Let 77 := n((- — x¢) /+/7) for a usual bump function n € C°(B(0, 2)) constantly one B(0,1).
Then by conditions 2.4, for some p > 1,

i ~ ~ AT o—1
/R2 & (U) Py ® Zn®l 2; + 11 = 7) [®fllc + 727V (Fyj ®)l222 + 72 [ @ll2,5+ @o,20m\B* (20.v7)
T

-1
+ |V (P @) ||2,]Ri\B+(:co,\/F) VT ®Pl2, B+ (20,20 B+ (20,07)
Now,
- —1
70 2 377 (Ol az) 3 75
Moreover, in view of Proposition B.1 and with supp F' C BT (xg,r) and ||F||; < 1,
~ _1 1
11 =7) [@[lloc 777 [[Flle T 72
Next, by from the above estimate we obtain in particular,
19|28+ 20,200\ B+ (20,7 3 VTN Pllo r2\B+ (w0, v7) 3
which implies
o1 - 1
72 [|®|g, B+ (g, 20\ B+ (wo,vr) T \/7_“ 1P|, B+ (@o,2vm\ B (z0,v/7) = e
Finally,
IV (Fij @) ll2g2\B+(20.vr) S NV Pllag2 1Pllco.r2\B+ (20, + [IVPll2r2\B+ (20,

which again in view of Proposition B.1 implies

[NIES

||V (Pij q>) ||2,]Ri\B+(:co,\/F) N rt
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O
Proof of Proposition 4.2. This follows directly from Lemma 4.4 and Lemma 4.5. U

4.2. Boundary decay estimate for V: Proof of Proposition 4.3. Recall that u €

Hz(R,RY) is a solution of
(4.10) (—A)7u' = wi((—A)Tw) + €(U)  in (-2,2).

Take R € (0,1) and p € H2(R,SO(n)) from Theorem 5.2. Choosing R possibly even
smaller, we may assume that

1
(4.11) sup [|(=A)7pll2.1o.m) <€
zo€ER

From now on, we assume that zy € (—1,1) and that for some ky € N large enough it holds
that r € (0,27R).

Denote by
b.

=

Hi(a,b) := (=A)i(ab) — (~A)Ta b— a(-A)
Then equation (4.10) implies that for any ¢ € C°(—2,2),

[ -y oyt = [ ((-8)ms () + pen((-8) 1) ¢
R R
+/Pij€j(U) P - / Hi(pij, ) (—A)iw,
R R
We have the following estimate, see e.g. [48, Lemma C.1].
Lemma 4.9. Foranyr >0, g € R, ko > 5 and any f € L*(R) we find ¢ € C=(1(2%r, x)),

1
(4.13) [l + 1 (=A) 10l e r <1
so that for any

(4.12)

1 .
Il comnttonn 3 [ £ (=) \0+ Taily (oo 0.7 o)

Proof of Proposition 4.3. We apply Lemma 4.9 to f := pij(—A)iuj, and in view of (4.12)
we find

1(=A)Tul| 2,000, 1z0.) lPii (=) T || 2,00), 1(0,7)
f,/ ((—A)ipij (—A)iu? +Pijwjk((—A)iuk)> ©
+ [ Uye = [ Hy (g0 (-0)

+ Tail, ([ (—=A) 3 Ul 2,00); o, 7, ko)
Proposition 4.3 then follows from Lemma 4.10, 4.11, and 4.12 below. O
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Lemma 4.10.
[ (2w (-0 4 ol (-8) 1)) ¢
2 (= A) 10 5,00 10,240r) + Tl (|(—A) 10| 2,00): Z0, 7, ko)
Proof. With the definition of w we find

[ (0w (=0 4 pwnl(-8) 1))

// )1Dir (%) Gay + pij()wjn (2, y)

By Theorem 5.2 and (4.13) we therefore conclude
(= (=)' 4 pwnl(-8) 1))

1 . 1
Se I(=2)1ull@,00), 1m0 2007y + Tails ([|(=A) 70| 2,005 20, 7 ko)

N———
0
>
~—
e
o
ol
—~
~—
—~
~
U
S
QU
<

~—
N

O

Lemma 4.11. For R possibly smaller, for any large enough ky € N and any r € (0,27 R)
the following holds for some uniform o > 0.

; 1
/6] (U) bij® ,_'55 (H(_A)4u||(2,oo),[(xo,22k0r) + ||VW||(2,00),B(22’“07*,$0)>
R

+ Taila(||(—A)%u||(27oo); Zo, T, 2]{30) + Ta;ilo—(||VW||(27oo); Zo, T, 2]{?0).
+ (QQkOT)J.

Proof. This follows from the condition on €, condition 2.5, observing that supp ¢ C I(zg, 20r)
and

1
[piglloe + I1(=2)% (i) [l 3 1+ [[(=A)1pl2 S 1
0J

Lemma 4.12. For R as above, for any large enough ko € N and any r € (0,27 R) the
following holds for some uniform o > 0.

‘/RH%(Z’ZW)(—A)iu

Proof. This follows from the estimates of H 1, see, e.g., [4, Lemma A.7.], which imply

/H1 pzmQD )

1 _ 1 1 1
3 (=2l sz om0 + 272 N(=2)Epllaz ) 1(=2)F0ll2m I1(=2) Full 201000 2201

F (= A) T pllag [|(—A) T ]la Tail, (|| (—A) Tl 2,00; Zos 7 2k0).-

1 . 1
S ell(=A)1all2,00) 10,2240y + Tails ([[(=A) 10l 2.00); 20, 75 2K0)-

»N»—A
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We conclude observing (4.1). O

5. OPTIMAL GAUGE FOR NONLOCAL ANTISYMMETRIC POTENTIALS

For D C R?, take any orthonormal frame e; € L N HY(D,RY), i = 1,..., K for some
K < N. That is, assume that pointwise almost everywhere in D

<6i, 6j>RN = 5”
The moving frame technique by Hélein [27], see also [28], tells us, that one can transform

each such frame (e;)X | into a different orthonormal frame (&;)%, so that pointwise almost
everywhere

span{e;, i=1,..., K} =span{é;, i=1,..., K}
and so that additionally, denoting by
Qj := (Véi, &, )rn € L*(D,R?),
we have
(51) diV(<Véi,éj,>RN) =0 in D.

This is good news for the regularity theory of harmonic maps into manifolds: assuming the
existence of an initial orthonormal tangent vector field of M, 7; := 7; € T M, and setting
e; := 1; ou one can find a new moving frame ¢; so that the harmonic map equation of u,

(5.2) Au Ll TyM in D

can be transformed into
div (&, Vader) Z) (Vé, Vadan = (Vé, &)y (Er, Vi)gn.

In view of (5.1), the right-hand side of this equation has now a div-curl structure, up to
the term €, and using the Hardy-space estimates of div-curl quantities by Coifman-Lions-
Meyer-Semmes seminal [11] one can obtain Hélder continuity of solutions.

In the celebrated work by Riviére [40], he discovered that by an adaption of Uhlenbeck’s
work on gauges [58] the condition (5.1) can be obtained for any antisymmetric matrix
Q; = —Qj; € L*(D,R?), and that, under a smallness condition on of ||Q||2,p one find
P e HY(D,SO(N)) so that
Qf :=vp P"+ PQPT
satisfies
div(Q”) = 0.
Just as in the harmonic map case, this leads to a regularity theory for systems of the form

(1.9), which, as Riviére showed, is the general structure of many geometric equations, see
also [42].

One can also obtain P € H'(D, SO(N)) without the smallness assumption on ||Q2||o, which
was proven in [45] motivated by the arguments by Hélein for moving frames [27, 10]. Indeed,
we have the following.
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Proposition 5.1. Let Q;; € L*(R2), 1 <i,j < N. Then there exists P € L*(R%, SO(N)),
VP e L*(R,RY), P=1 on R x {0} that minimizes

&(P) = / VP + PQJ%.
R

2

2
If Qi = —Qj; almost everywhere for 1 < 1,5 < N then this minimizer satisfies
(5.3) div(VP PT +PQP") =0 inR2.

Pr OOf. Clearly,
’ R2 ’

Observe that P € SO(N) implies that P is uniformly bounded. In particular, for any
minimizing sequence P, € H'N L>*(R%,SO(N)) of & and for any compact set K C R% we
find a subsequence converging weakly in H*(K, SO(N)) and strongly almost everywhere.
By a diagonal argument and dominated convergence theorem we thus find a limit map
P € H'NL*(R2,SO(N)) so that P =T on R x {0} and so that

/ (VP +PQ): F = lim (VP.+ PQ): F for any F € C°(R%,R).
R%r k—00 R%r

Here A : B denotes the Hilbert-Schmidt scalar product of matrices. Therefore, by duality,
P is the minimizer of &.

We compute the Euler-Lagrange equations (5.3). For any ® € C2>°(R%) and any constant
antisymmetric matrix a € so(IN) we define

Py := ™% P.

Observe that Ps belongs to SO(N) pointwise almost everywhere since P € SO(N). Thus,
Ps e H'N L>(R3,SO(N)) and

d
4 —} &(Py) = 0.
(5:4) dé ls=0 (Ps) =0
Now compute
d
— Ps = oaP
dé‘a:o o wan
and thus p
— Ps = P P.
d(s‘ézov s = VoaP + paV

In particular,

dé‘é_ovpg + PO =VepaP +pa(VP+ PQ).

Observe that
a(VP+PQ): (VP+PQ) =0
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by the antisymmetry of o. Thus,

a% 5_0|VP5 + P5Q|* =2VpaP: (VP + PQ) =2Vpa: (VP P" + PQPT)

Plugging this into (5.4) we have found that for any constant antisymmetric matrix o €
so(N),
div(a: (VP PT + PQP")) =0 inR%,
Since 2 is antisymmetric, so is VP PT + PQPT. Consequently, we have found
div (VP P"+ PQPT)) =0 inR2.
O

5.1. Nonlocal version. For functions (2;; the theory of finding an optimal gauge has
been generalized to other operators. Most notably, Da Lio and Riviére [15] showed that by
adapting the arguments of Uhlenbeck and Riviere [58, 40] for functions w;; = —w;; € L*(R)

one can find a map p € H2 (R, SO(N)) so that
(5.5) (=A)ip+pw e LEV(R).
This has been extended to various situations, see [13, 41, 46, 48, 17, 33|.

In our setting, w is not a function, but is a nonlocal functional, w;; : I 3(R) — LY(R) given
as

[esthro= [ [ i) e dyds

Here w;;(z,y) is supposed to be measurable and to satisfy certain localization properties,
namely conditions 2.2. In particular, we assume

(5.6) loll = sup / / wis(2,y) Fiuly) C(a)de dy < o,
1 fijll2, R <1,[[¢]loo,r<1 JR JR

We say that w is antisymmetric if w;;(z,y) = —wj;(z,y) almost everywhere for any 4, j =
1...,N.

Y

In Proposition 5.1, following the strategy from [44, 48|, we found the good gauge P by
minimizing the energy &(P) := [5. [Q7?, where QF = VP + PQ. Here, the role of Q" is
+

replaced by w!; € L*(R) which for p € H2(R, SO(N)) is defined as

1
.7 B0 = (-8 p) + [ o) syl )i € L(R)
Here, we obtain p as a minimizer of the energy

&(p) == ||wp||%2(R,R"X")
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Theorem 5.2. Assume that w is antisymmetric and satisfies conditions 2.2. Then there ex-

ists ap € L°NH2 (R, SO(N)) that minimizes &(p) in the class of maps p € Hz (R, SO(N)).

For this minimizer p we have
w < Lloc (R)

Moreover the following estimate holds: for any € > 0 we find R € (0,1) so that for any
o € C®(I(xo,7)) and any f € L*(R), where zg € R and r € (0,27%R) for a sufficiently
large kg € N,

/ [ (2@ + piste) sl ) 1) pla)dady

1
(2 11l 20 5o 20r) + Tailo (1l 20y 20,7, k0)) ([1lloez + 1(=2)Ell2e )

Here o is a umform constant.

(5.8)

Firstly, we have the following observations:

Lemma 5.3. & satisfies

(5.9) ED) = I1(=A)iplar — [wl.
and
(5.10) 0< inf E(p) < ||w]l-

peH? (R,SO(N))
Also, & is sequentially lower semicontinuous with respect to the weak topology on H:z (R, SO(N)).

In particular, there exists p € H%(R, SO(N)) minimizing the energy & among all maps in
Hz(R, SO(N)).

Proof. By duality and in view of (5.6) we have for any p € L N Hz(R, SO(N)),
1
[Pl 2@y = sup /waj(y) fii(y) 2 [(=A)3pijllar — llwill-

[i;€C (R), || fijll2,r<1

This shows (5.9). The second claim, (5.10), is obvious by taking p the identity, p;; == d;;.

As for lower semicontinuity, observe that, as in the local case, any bounded sequence
pr € H2(R, SO(N)) is for any compact K C R uniformly bounded in Hz (K, RY), because
SO(N) is a compact manifold. Via a diagonal argument, up to taking a subsequence,
we can assume that p*(y) — p(y) pointwise almost everywhere in R. In particular p €
Hz(R,SO(N)). Also,

£(p) < limnf & (py)

follows from the lemma of Fatou, or by duality, since we can write

)= s [ ) i) dv+ [ [ pale)enste) fi) dy do

I(Fij)ll2,r<1
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With the observations of Lemma 5.3, we conclude the existence for a minimizer of & in
the class Hz(R, SO(N)) by the direct method of the calculus of variations: any mini-
mizing sequence has a subsequence which is weakly converging in H 2 (R, RV*N) and also

almost everywhere converging to a map p € H %(]R, SO(N)), which by sequential lower
semicontinuity is the minimizer. 0]

Having a minimizer we can compute the Euler-Lagrange equations and find the following
estimate.

Lemma 5.4. Let p € H2(R, SO(N)) be a minimizer of & in the class Hz(R, SO(N)).
Then
(5.11) W(y) € LV (R).

loc

Moreover, for any e > 0 there exists R > 0 so that for any ¢ € C>°(I(xg,r)) where xg € R
and r € (0, R),

(5.12) / P () 2 () (~A)o(y) < C 2| (—A) ol 2.

Here C' is a constant depending on the data p, w, but which is independent of ¢ and €.

Proof. By a duality argument, (5.11) follows from (5.12), see, e.g., [48, Lemma C.1].

Let us prove (5.11). We define an admissible variation ps of p as in Proposition 5.1: for
arbitrary ¢ € C°(R) and an arbitrary constant antisymmetric matrix a € so(N) we set

ps = e*%p € H2(R, SO(N)).

The minimality condition for p implies that

— d _ p d Ds
(5.13) 0= 2], o6 =2 [ Wb | _ e v

We have ps = p + dpap + O(6?), and therefore from the definition (5.7) of w? we obtain
4
do ls=0

Denoting again the failure of the Leibniz rule for (—A)% by Hi,

N

ng(y) = aiy(—A)

(0(y) P () + / () pos() wis (&, ) do.

ab— a(—A)%b

=

(5.14) Hy(a,b) := (~A)7(ab) — (=)

we find

d P50 —
a» 6:0%3' (y) =i (—A)

L

©(y) pe;(y)

o (900 800 + [ o)l it

+ a1 (0(y), pes(y))-

=
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Observe that

o) (—A)ipy(y) + / () po () (z, y)da

— o)t (y) + / (0(@) = () pos() wis (@, y)de

Using, that by antisymmetry of «,

p

wij(y) Qg wfj(y) =0,

we find that
d 1
0= /ij(y)—‘ W (y) dy:/wf}(y) ie(—A)10(y) pej(y) dy
R d(s R

=0 i
n / W () i / (0(2) — () pon(r) wiy(, y)d dy

[ )ty (o00). )

This holds for any antisymmetric matrix a € so(V), therefore in view of (5.13) we have
forany ¢,/ =1,..., N,

0= / W2 () (~ D)k ply) pes(y) dy / () (=) o(0) piy) dy
+ /R wij(y) /R (p(x) = @(y)) per(x) wij(2, y)dx dy
= [ [ (@)= o) pue) o )dady

T / W (y) Hi (o(y), pis(y) dy

That is, for any ¢ € C°(R)

2 / P ()i (y) (~A)ip(y) dy = Lu(e) + L) — ITi(p) + I11,(¢) — I L(),
R
where we set

Tu(p) == / (9 () 55 (0) + s (0) (1)) (=) E(y) dy,

() = [ / W () () wig (2, 9) (0(2) — o(y) de dy,

and

(¢, pij)(v) dy.

1
2

ff]ei(‘ﬂ):/RWZ'(y)H
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In order to show the claim (5.12) we need to show that for any € > 0 we find some R > 0
so that

(5.15) L (@) + [11a(9)] + T 11a(9)] 3 € 1(=2) 0]l 200z
holds for any ¢ € C°(I(xzg,7)) for arbitrary zo € R and r € (0, R).

We will choose below a large ky so that

(5.16) 2707 (| (=28)¥pllaz + o2z <

and then R sufficiently small so that

c
27

£
(5.17) up (=23l + 167 a0 ) < 5
z0
We begin to estimate Iy;(¢). Firstly, (—A)i(pgjpij) (—A)1(dg) = 0 because p € SO(N)

1
1
almost everywhere. Therefore, by the definition of H 1, see (5.14),

pei (W) (=) Tpis(y) + piy (¥) (—A)Tpi(y) = —Ho (pey, pig)-

Moreover, the antisymmetry of w, wy;(x,y) = —w;i(x, y), implies

/R P13 (4) Des() wis (2, ) d = — / pis(y) () ws (&, ) d.
Thus,

/P@(y)pik(x) wii (2, y) + pi; (Y) pex(x) wii (T, y) do
- / (9e5(2) — pes(9)) pin) wiy () da
4 / (pir(2) — por(y)) poy (2) wey(z, y) do

Consequently, by the definition of w?, see (5.7), we find

1
e |</|H1pp||< A)igl

NG

Pea = 2e;(y)) Pir() wij(z,y) (=) 710(y) dy d

NI

// pir(®) — pir(y)) pej(®) wi;(z,y) (—A)

Using the estimates for [, see e.g. [4, Lemma A.7.|, and the support of ¢ € C°(I(xg, 7)),
for any kg sufficiently large,

1
/|H1pp|| Ayl

1 1 koo 1 1
3 (=2 Pl (= A) 5Pl 1gap 200r) + 277 (=2) pllER ) 1(=2)F ell 200

o(y) dy dx
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In view of (5.17) and (5.16) we conclude that
1 1
L1 18l 2 218 el

Next, letting again n € C°(B(0, 1)) a typical bump function constantly one in B(0, 1) and
denoting

M = n((xo — x)/2"r),
we have

N

Pea = 2 (Y)) pir () wii(@,y) (=A)1p(y) dy de

=

o(y) dy dx

pea —pej(y)) pir(x) Wii(T,y) Mry (—A)

/ / p(e) ~ pi(9) pia) i) (1= ) (~A)kely) dy

For the first term, from (2.9), possibly choosing a larger kg and a smaller R,

pz] — i () Pir(x) Wiy (2, ) Mo (—A)T0(y) dy daz| 3 (e 42757 [[(~A)i¢]| 20002

For the second term, in view of the definition of ||w|| in (5.6) and E(p) 2 [jw||

[ [ 0660) = ps(0) pate) ans(o.5) (1= ) (-2 ) dy da

Sl (1 = 7k ) (= A) 6|2 .
By the disjoint support of (1 — nx,) and ¢ we have, see, e.g. [4, Lemma A.1],

1 koo 1
11 = 1) (=) Tpllzz. 32757 (= A) Tl 200
Thus, in view of (5.17) and (5.16), for large enough ky and small R,

// pei () = pei (1) Pir() wii(,9) (=A)3(y) dy de| 3 e |wl] | (=2)7¢ll 2,002

This concludes the estimate of |Iy;(¢)].

The estimate for 11;(p) follows from directly from condition (2.10).

We estimate I11,(p). Recall our notation of cutoff functions. For a typical bump function
n € C(B(0,1)) which is constantly one in B(0, ) we denote

me = n((zo — 2)/2"r), & = — 1.
Then

H110(0)] 3 N ll2, 10 200 |13 (0 2ig) o + lwfyllz Y 166 H 3 (025 2
k=Fko
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Now, by the estimates for Hi, see e.g. |31, Theorem 7.1.],
2

1H 3 (2,0) ) 22 3 1(=2) Tl @00 I(—A) 7Pz
Moreover, by the disjoint support of ¢ and &, see e.g. [4, Lemma A.7.]

|6H (2, pis) 12 3277 [1(=2) 70l 00002 [[(=2)5pll2.5-
Consequently, in view of (5.17) and (5.16),

1I115(9)] 2 ell(—A) 10 o002

Now we can prove Theorem 5.2

(2,1)

Proof of Theorem 5.2. Lemma 5.3 ensures the existence of a minimizer p. The L, -

integrability follows directly from Lemma 5.4.

It remains to prove the estimate (5.8). Let ¢ > 0 be given, r € (0,27%R) for an R > 0
and ko € N to be chosen later.

Let 29 € R and ¢ € C°(I(zg,7)) and f € L*(R) be arbitrary. With the definition (5.7) of
wP we find

// A)5ps; (2)0ay + pon(@ )ij(l",y)) f(y) p(z) dz dy
:/f@w@w%w@+//}@MM@@@—¢@WM%@M@.

By condition (2.8), for kg large enough and R small enough, we have

//fm o(x) = e(y))wr;(z,y) dz dy

3 (& 1 Nl mteo20m) + Taila (L lleo0)i 70,7 o)) (o + (=) Fpllaz)

We rewrite the remaining term. Since p € SO(N) pointwise a.e.,

Aﬂwm wj(w—/f V) ps(y) (Prew)(y)) dy

Recall our notation of cutoff functions. For a typical bump function n € C2°(1(0, 1)) which
is constantly one in (0, 1) we denote

e = 1((v0 — 2)/2"7), & = m — -
Also, recall that with /2 = (—A)~1 we denote the Riesz potential. Set
on = L2 (fopig)s U = &2 (f 9 piy).-
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Then

JISSE RO \ S JPllan (=) o

wfj ) dy‘ S
k=ko

In view of Lemma 5.4
[0 ) o dy' < e (=AY b0
R

So we have shown that

y) w(y) dy\ < e 1)1 rlloorz + D [w”llzz [1(—A)Ttk|2z

k=ko

Now, in view of the fractional Leibniz rule, see e.g. |31, Theorem 7.1.], by Sobolev embed-
ding, by Holder inequality and the support of ¢

1 1 1
[(=A) Tkl 2,000 SN(=A) 100 12 (f £ D)l 2,00),% + 110 f € Pl 2,00,
_1

32%r) 2 (| f @ pllue + ko f 00l 20002

Slellcor £l @00) %
On the other hand, see, e.g., [32, Lemma 3.6.],

1 — —o
I(=2) 1k llar 3277 f @ pll ook 3 277 @lloor | fll @00k

Thus we have shown

/f (y) dy| < e [[lloor [ fll@oo)r + lo”ll2r 22 " Nlelloor N1 fll 2,00,

k=ko
This proves (5.8). The proof of Theorem 5.2 is finished. O

6. EXTENSION OPERATORS AND COMMUTATORS

Commutator estimates have played a crucial role for regularity theory for geometric equa-
tions. The most famous one might be the Coifman-Rochberg-Weiss commutator theorem.

Theorem 6.1 (Coifman-Rochberg-Weiss [12|). Denote by %; the i-th Riesz transform,
i=1,...,n. Then, for any q € [1, o],

1/ Zig = Zi(f ) 20 3 [flBro l9ll@.a)-
For a definition of BMO we refer to Section A.

If f belongs to some Sobolev space, one can obtain the following statement that for some
situations is stronger. For a proof we refer to [31, Theorem 6.1.].

Theorem 6.2. Let 1 < q,q1,q2 < 00 so that % = qil + qiz. Then
1f %9 — Z:(fo)ll gy rn 3 N(=2)T fllzaen 119/l
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In this section we aim at finding a suitable generalization to Theorem 6.2 where instead
of Riesz transforms %; we consider certain extension operators which take functions from
R"™ to functions on the upper halfspace ]Rf‘fl.

The extension operators we consider are the Poisson extension

foh::pt*fa

as well as their (—A)1 derivative

frs Tf o= (A" = (—A)ip,) * f.

Here, p denotes the Poisson kernel for R’}fl,

1
p(r) = c————77,
(14 [z[?)
and we denote p;(z) = t™"p(x/t), that is
t
(7 + |o?)"%

A collection of estimates on the operator p;* acting on Sobolev functions can be found
in [31]. It is a well-known fact, that p,* is a bounded map from Hz(R") — H'(R"*!),

[Vnss (pr % f) g = ell(=A)T fllan

The following is the corresponding “zero order”-estimate, namely the operator T := (—A)
is a bounded map from L?(R") to L*(R:).

Lemma 6.3. Denote for f € C®(R"™),
Tf(x,t) == pex (~A)Tf(x) = (=A)T(p) * f(z) (2,t) € R
Then T extends to a linear bounded operator L*(R™) — L2(R"), namely

1T fllozner M ll2en-

=

D*

Proof. Denote by
k= (~A)1p,
and set ry =t "k(-/t). Then we can write
Tz, t) =177 ry* f(2).

Thus, if we denote the square function with kernel x as

)= ([T sort)

1T Fllpmrnr = llsx(f)ll2.en-

then
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Observe that [ = 0 and that & decays to zero sufficiently fast at infinity, see Lemma D.1,
so that the theory of square functions is applicable, see [54, Chapter 1.C, §8.23, p.46|. In
particular we obtain

1T fllozner 1 ll2en-
U

6.1. Commutator estimates for extension operators. We want to study commutator
estimates for extension operators. Recall that we denote by f"(z,t), (z,t) € RY™ the
harmonic Poisson extension p; x f(x) of a function f defined on R"™. Observe that since
the operator ()" takes functions from R™ to functions on R’:™' the classical notion for
commutators [()", g](f) is meaningless, since g f* is not reasonably defined. Instead we
will first consider the commutator

(fo)" = f"g".
We then have the following estimate.

Proposition 6.4.
1(F9)" = 1" 9"l gnr 3 [flmaco 9o

Proof. W.l.o.g. the constant of the Poisson kernel p is chosen so that

(6.1) / pe(z) dz = 1.
Fix any (7,t) € R, and denote by

9(2) == g(2) = (9)B(.)-
Then

(fg)h(I’ t) - fh(I’ t) gh(za t) = (fg)h(x> t) + fh(x> t) ((g)B(x,t) - gh(x> t)) :
Consequently, with (6.1),

}(fg)h(x, t) - fh(xv t) gh(xv t)‘
< (Il 1) [ e =2) 19(2) = (@)oo |

Since f" is harmonic and lim( 4 —e0 | f(2,¢)] = 0, by the maximum principle,

1ot 301 o

Moreover, see [31, Lemma A.1], we have

[ pe =219 - (@)ateo| d:

The proof of Proposition 6.4 is finished. O

(6.2) = [9]Buo-
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Now we state our main commutator estimate with regard to the operator 7" from Lemma 6.3.
Again, T takes functions on R" into a function on ]Rf‘fl, so writing a commutator [7, g|
does not make sense. Instead we consider the commutator-like expression

T(fgl—9"Tf,
where ¢" is the harmonic Poisson extension p; * g.

Theorem 6.5. Let T be the operator from Lemma 6.3, and denote by ¢" = p; * g the
harmonic Poisson extension of a function g defined on R™. Then for any o € (0,n),
q1,q2 € [1,00] so that % = q% + q%

ITLf9] = 9" TIflllzrnrs 3 N(=2)Fgllz g0 1/ ll2.00)-

6.2. Proof of Theorem 6.5. We first need to fix the notation for a several maximal
functions. By .# we denote the (uncentered) Hardy-Littlewood maximal function

Af(@) = swp By, / £(2)] dz.
B(y,r)>z B(y,r)

By an abuse of notation, but for simplicity, we will not distinguish between finitely many
repeated maximal functions, i.e. we will identify .#Z # f with . f.

We also have need the sharp maximal function,

A f(a) = s (Bl [ 15G) = (D] d
B(y,r)3z B(y,r)
as well as the weighted maximal function, defined for p € [1,00) as

Moy () = sup <\B|%—1 / W) .

zeB

Clearly,
Moo f (@) = (M| f(2))7 .

Lastly, for a smooth kernel x € L' N L®(R"), [, & = 0 the square function s, f is defined
as

(63) sufla)i= ([l f<:c>\2%)é .

Recall that we have the notation x¢(-) := t~"k(-/t).

It is well known (see, e.g., [5, 25]) that for any p € [1, 00),
[f (@) = fW)| 2 |e =yl (AIVf|(2) + 2]V fI(y)).

The fractional version of this fact holds as well.
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Proposition 6.6. The following holds for any o € (0,1) and for almost every x,y € R".

(6.4) f(2) = F)| Z o —yl* (A (=D)7 f) () + .4 ((=D) [)y)),
(6.5) f(2) = (NBanl| 3 roa (=1)% f) (),

and

(6.6) |f () = pux f(z)] 3t A (=A% f)(x).

For the proof of Proposition 6.6 we use the following Lemma.

Lemma 6.7. Let o € (0,1) and A > 0. Then for almost every x,y € R",
(6.7) |$—y|_a/ . ||f'3—Z|“_"|(—A)(‘3f(z)| dz 3N M (=D)% f (),
r—z|<A|z—y

and

(6.8) |z — y|1_a/ [ = 2 (=A)E f(2)] dz AT (—D)F f(2).
|z—z|>Alz—y|
Proof. Regarding (6.7), we split the integral and use the definition of the maximal function.
Then
ool [ o — 2" (-)
|z—z|<Alz—y|

S | o= (—A) )] s

z—z|~2k Nz —y|

[N]1)
-
—~

I
=

IS

I\

k=—o0 |

0

~ 3 @A) (20— y) " / (—A)3 £(2)] dz

k=—o0 |z —2|~2kAlz—y|

3D @M (—D)E f(x) = A A (—D)E f(2).

k=—00

Similarly, regarding (6.8), we compute
ooyt [ et A ()] e
lz—z[>Alz—y|
SN @A) A (D)% f(x) m AT (—D)% f(x),
k=0
Lemma 6.7 is proven. 0]

Proof of Proposition 6.6. The second claim (6.5) is a consequence of (6.4).
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(6.6) can be proven by hand arguing similar to Lemma 6.7, but it holds in general for a
large class of radial kernels, see [54, I1.2, (16), p.57].

From the remaining claims we first establish (6.4). By the definition of the Riesz potential

o

I =(=A)"z2,

f(2) = I°(—A)S f(z) = ¢ / T ()7 d

Consequently,

@ = f@) [ llz=zl—ly =z e
|z =yl N/n gyl [(=A)2 f(2)] d=.

We distinguish three regimes in the latter integral. The case where |x — y| is relatively
small compared to |z — z| and |y — z|, the case where |y — z| is relatively small, and the
case where |x — z| is relatively small.

More precisely we decompose R" = A(x,y) U B(x,y), for

1 1
Aw)i= {2 € R oy < Jlo— sl or oyl < 2l I}

1 1
B(z,y) = {z eR": |z—y|> §|:£—z| and |z —y| > §|y—z|},
In view of (6.7) we find

[ it
/ (-4)
B(z,y)

|z —y|*

NI}

£G)] dz
Syl [ A

o=yl / ly— 2 [(~A)3£(2)] dz
ly—z|<2|z—y|

S (—D)% f(x) + M (D)% f(y).

On the other hand, if |z — y| < 3|z — z| and |y — 2| < 3|y — 2|, then |z — z| = |y — 2| and

consequently

‘a—n ‘a—n‘

—ly—=
|z =yl
This time we argue with (6.8) to find

x_za—n_y_za—n o
/ e =2 = by =27 Ay o) de
A(z,y) |LE y‘

||z — 2

Slr =z —yl.

<l -y / [ — 2 (2 A)S £(2)] de
|z—2z|>2|z—y|

S (~A)3 f(2).
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This establishes (6.4). O
The main estimate needed for the proof of Theorem 6.5 is contained in the following
proposition.

Proposition 6.8. Let T' be the operator from Lemma 6.3, and denote by ¢ := p, * g the
harmonic Poisson extension of a function g defined on R™. Let

o= ([T Ul - e O] )
then for any o € (0,1), any xo € R", and for any p,q € (1, 00)
M0 (x0) Zlo ) (— D)2 g(20) Moy (50f)(20) + Moy (— D)2 g(0) Moy (sil®f) (o)
+ M gyt (=) g(20) Mo g | (0)
Here, = (—A)ip and i := (—A) %k where p is the Poisson kernel.

2

Proof. The proof follows some ideas from commutator estimates on (interior) square func-
tions, also called Lusin functions, see [57, 9, 24|. This is responsible for the L?-norm to
appear on the left-hand side of the estimate of Theorem 6.5, cf. Remark 6.10.

Fix zo € R™. For some r > 0 and x € R" so that zy € B(x,r) we want to find an estimate
for

Ban [ ) = Caen] .

Set

For arbitrary ¢ € (0,00), we split
(6.9) Tfg)(y.t) — g" (. ) T[f1(y,t) = =I(y, t) + I (y, t) + TT1(y,t) + IV (y,1),

where

I(y,t) :==g(y) T[f1(y, 1),
I1(y,t) = (9(y) — 9" (y,1)) TLf)y, 1),
IT1(y,t) =T [XB@o10n [y, 1),
IV (y,t) :==T[Xr\B(wo,101) f9)(y 1)
We begin with the estimate of I(y,t). We have

Recall that for x := (—A)% p we can write the ¢-integral as square function (6.3),

( | |Tf(y)|2dt)% = 5 f ().
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On the other hand by Proposition 6.6,
9= 19) = (9)Baon| 37 (A (=2)29)(y) + .4 ((—1)%g)(x0)) -

Consequently, using Holder inequality we find that for any p > 1,
1
o0 2
610) ([T 0Ra) " b= o) Ao )
B(xg,r 0
As for I1(y,t) observe that by Proposition 6.6,

l9(y) = g"(y. O] S 1A ((=12)F9)(y).
Consequently;,

( /OOO '”<yvt>\2dt)% 3 (=0)E9)(y) ( / e f(y)F%)% .

Now with the Riesz potential I* = (—=A)~% we can write
Uk f = ((—A)2 k), * I°f.
Therefore, for & := (—A)%k, we have found that for any p € (1, 00)

(6.11) ]/ </OO 11y, t)|2dt) § dy 3 Mo p(— D)2 g(g) Mo (sd®f) (o).
B(zo,r) 0

Next we estimate estimate 1711(y,t), and have for any ¢ > 1 by Holder inequality

]/ (/ |I[(y>t)|2dt) dy r_j T_% HSH (fXB(xo,lOr)g) H R *
B(zo,r) 0 ¢

Since the square function s, is a bounded operator on L?(R"™) whenever ¢ € (1,00), we
find for such ¢,

1
> 2 n ~ _n ~
Lo (L 0Pa) a7 Utz =% 1 i
0o,T

In view of the definition of g and Proposition 6.6

1£ GllgBwonor 37 (ILf A (=2)2 gllg,Bwo10m + 1/ lg.B6w0,100 A (=2)2 g(20)) -
In particular, for any p > 1,
P70 f Gllasoton 3 Moyt (D) g(20) Ma gy f(x0) + M (—=1)% g(w0) Moy f (w0).
That is,
(6.12)

]/B( ) (/OO |[H(y,t)|2dt) ’ dy 3 My gptl (— )% g(20) Mgy [ (20) + 2 (—A)3 g(20) Mo f (0).
o, 0
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It remains to treat IV (y,t). Recall the Minkowski-inequality

(/ow<Rnf<x’t)d‘”)2dt> i/RU F 1) dt) dr.

Thus, for y1,y2 € B(xg,r), with the definition of T'f = )%pt * f,

1

(/Ow IV (g1, ) — IV(yg,t)|2dt) ’

3o (7 (=) = ) =) dt)% 3 ()]

Observe that for z € R™\ B(zy, 10r) and yy, y» € B(xo, ) we have |y; — z| & |ya — z|. Thus,
in view of Lemma D.1,

n+%

(=AY ipy (g1 — 2) = (=A)ipy(ya — 2)| D s — vl (2 +|yr — 2[)) =

Moreover,
1
00 (na3 5
</ (£ + |y — 2]°) (n+3) dt) ~ |y — 2"
0

Consequently we have shown that for any y1,y. € B(x,7)

(6.13) (/ |fv<y1,t>—fv<y2,t>|2dt) 5o w1 — 27 (5] ()]
0 R7\ B(x0,10r)

We split this integral,

lyr = 217" ()] 1£(2)| d= )7 Gl B 2t -
/IR"\B(gco,IOT) 32 (@0,2%r)

=2
With the definition of g,

Hngl,B(mo,ﬂr) f_\</ ||f (g - (g) B(z0,2¢r ) ||1 ,B(x0,2¢r _'_Z ||leB (20,2¢r) ‘(Q)B(moﬂkr) - (g>B(xo,2k*1r)

On the one hand, for any p > 1 we have by Holder inequality and in view of Proposition 6.6,
1 (9 - (Q)B(mo,zer)) 1, Bz0,20r) 2 (2£T)n %o,p(—A)%g(xo)///a,p’f(fb’o)-

On the other hand, observe that in view of Proposition 6.6
‘(Q)B(mo,zkr) - (g)B(mo,2k*1r)‘ 3 (2kr)a=///(—A)%9($o)

and

||f“1,B(mo,2‘fr) 3 (2£T)n_a a,1f(I0)
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and thus, since Zizl g-alt=k) <1

14
Z ||f“1,B(m072er) }(g)B(:Boﬂkr) - (g)B(moQk*lr)‘ r_j (2@7”)”%(_A>%g(x0> %mlf(.l’o).
k=1

Plugging these estimates into (6.13), using that >_,°,27¢ = 1, we have shown that for any
p>1,

1
00 3
IV (yi,t) — IV (yo,t)|?dt ) dy, d
(614> /B(zo,r)/B(xor (/ | (yl ) (y2 )| ) s

Sy p(—DN)2 g(20) Mgy [ (30) + M (= D)2 g(20) Mo f(0).

We can now conclude as follows. From the definition of v in the statement of the proposi-
tion and the decomposition (6.9) we find

]/ mor]/ o) v(y1) — v(y2)ldyy dy»
(e (o) (e )
/B(xo - /B(xo ") (/ 11V (g1, t) = IV (y2, 1) dt) : dyq dys.

Thus, with the estimates (6.10), (6.11), (6.12), and (6.14) we obtain that for any p,q > 1,

]/ ]/ yl - U(yz)|dyl dy
B(zo,r)

B(zo
Sty p(— %9 0) Mo (35])(0) + Mo p (=) g(0) Aoy (5317 f) (o)
+ My gyt (— D)7 g(20) Mo gy [ (0) + M (=1)% () Meg [ (0)
+ M (—D)? g(x0) Moy f (o).
Observe that
M (=D)2 g(0) Mo [ (x0)+ M (= D)3 g(00) Mg f (00) 3 Mo gptl (=1)2 g(0) Mo gy | (0)-

Taking the supremum in r > 0 we conclude. U

Finally, we need the following Lorentz-space estimates.

Lemma 6.9. Let r € (1,00). For p1,ps € (r,00), a € (0,n) so that & = piz - pil. Then,
for any q € [1, 0],

(6.15) [ Ao fll 1,0 2n D 1S [ p2sa) e

In particular, for any py € (r,00) and any q € [1, 0],

(6-16> ||=///0,Tf’|(p1,q)7R” :5 ||f“(p1,q)7R”
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Proof. The second claim (6.16) is just the first claim (6.15) for a = 0.

From [8, Lemma 2| we obtain that

[ Ao fllpr 2 Z NS llps e

Because ., is quasilinear, (6.15) follows for all ¢ € [1,00]| by interpolation, see |21,
Theorem 1.4.19.]. ]

Proof of Theorem 6.5. We may assume without loss of generality that a € (0, %), and thus

in particular = > 2. Indeed, if that is not the case we prove the claim for § < 1 and

2
observe that for § < % < a < n, by Sobolev embedding we have
I(-a)2 ) 3 ||(—A)%9 (2.q1)-
So let a € (0,1), fix ¢1,¢2 € [1,00] so that + — = 2. Also we pick in Proposition 6.8

p€(2,2) and ¢ > 1 so that pg < 2

Now we estimate the terms on the right-hand side of the estimate of Proposition 6.8.

Both, k and &, satisfy the kernel condition for the square function estimates, and thus from
[54, Chapter 1.C, §8.23, p.46], for any r € (1, c0),

(6.17) [55hll g0k + |850 (r.00) 87 12l (r2) R
Moreover, recall that from the Sobolev inequality for Lorentz spaces we have
(6.15) T Y 7 T

By Holder inequality, Lemma 6.9, and (6.17) we find
o (—D)2 g My (55 f)l|2 0
SNt p(=2) % gl (2 40) n || Mg (51| (228 g9 0
SN2 2 gllz g2 1l

By the same argument,

|t (— D)% g Mer gy fllzn 3 N(=2)2 gll(2 0020 1 1] 2205
Using additionally (6.18) we have

|t (—2)% g Mo (siI*f)lomr ZN(=2)Z gll2 g0 1Sl 2

2a q2 Rn

SN(=2)2 gl g0) n ||f||(2,q2),Rn-
Thus, for v as in Proposition 6.8 we have shown
(6.19) #0220 Z(=D)Z gl (2 gm0 (1]l 20000

On the other hand,
(6.20) IT(f 9] = 8" T[fllagrsr = [[0]|2n.
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Moreover, by [54, IV, 2.2, Theorem 2, p.148|, we have
(6.21) [vllozn 3 1|47 0]|o 0.
Together, (6.19), (6.20) and (6.21) imply
IT1f9] = 9" T Mllagnt 3 U(=2)2 gl g [1F 12,0020

Therefore, Theorem 6.5 is proven. O

Remark 6.10. Observe that (6.20) is true only for L?  and fails for L? with p # 2.
Consequently, it is at least dubious that there holds an LP-version of Theorem 6.5 of the
form

IT1f9] = " TSl g 3 1= 2 gllz a0 11l o)
whenever p # 2. This is also related to the fact that ||Vf||2,Ri+1 ~ ||(=A)7 fllagn, but

||Vf||p7R1+1 % ||(_A)%f||p,Ri+1 for p # 2. On the other hand, our arguments readily imply
the following LP(R™)-type version

</n (/OOO (T[fgl(x,t) _gh(at,t)T[f](g:,t))zdt)g da:) < (=A)3g

B =

(Z.q1) ||f||(p,q2)'

APPENDIX A. HARDY SPACE, DIV-CURL QUANTITIES, AND ESTIMATES ON THE
HALFSPACE

Fix a kernel K € C>°(B(0,1)), [k =1 and denote by r(z) :=t "k(z/t).
A function f € L'(R"™) belongs to the Hardy space s#'(R") if and only if
sup |k, * f| € L'(R"),
0
and the Hardy-space norm || - || 41 is given by
1l ey := W F e + [ 8D Jrie 5 e

Different choices of k give equivalent norms of Hardy spaces. The interested reader is
referred to the excellent survey on Hardy spaces and their implications for elliptic equations
by Semmes, [49].

The Hardy space 57! is important for the regularity theory for critical geometric equations,
because of their duality-relation with BMO: the following Hardy-BMO-inequality holds

(A1) . 9 3 fllerwny [9]Bro-

Here the space BMO is defined by its norm

l9]BMo == sup 7“_"/ 19— (9) B
B(z,r)CR™ B(z,r)
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Observe that by Sobolev-Poincaré embedding,

[g]BMO =3 HVQH (n,00),(R™),

and more generally for any o > 0,

l9lBrmo 2 H(—A)%g

(gvoo)v(R”L)’

We state the celebrated result by Coifman, Lions, Meyer, Semmes [11], this is also very
related to the Coifman-Rochberg-Weiss theorem, Theorem 6.1 . For proofs via harmonic
extensions we refer to [31].

Theorem A.1 (Coifman-Lions-Meyer-Semmes). Let F € L*(R™",R") and VG € L*(R™).
If div FF =0 in R", then for any ® € BMO

(A.2) / F-VG O3 ||F|l2re IVGll2rn (@00
Moreover, we have the following localization. For any r > 0 and any xo € R”
(A.3)

| 796 Pl 1960 19 ]ia0)50000

+ Y K l2, o2+ 5o\ Boze-5r) VG2, o2r+5m\Beo2e-5r) V(2,00 5(00,2¢+51)-
k=1

In [11] it was shown that
F-VGe A (R,

which, in view of (A.1), readily implies (A.2). For (A.3) we need the following adaption of
their argument.

Lemma A.2. Let n € C®°(B(x,6R)), and & € C°(B(xo,6R)\B(x,5R)) with
/ . / €~ R, and |[Vnlle + V€] < R

Then for F', G as in Theorem A.1,

sup |ry x (nF - VG) |
te(0,R)

2 Fl2,B@osr) IVGl2,B(wosr)
1,Rn

and

sup |k x (EF-VQ) |

te(0,R)

S ll2,B(zo.s8R0\B(20,3R) | VG l2,B(20,8R)\B(z0 3R)-
LR'!L
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Proof. We only provide a proof for the {-case, the arguments for 1 are the same.

Let yo € R™ and ¢ € (0, R). Integrating by parts and with div F' = 0,
ke x (EF-G) (yo) = — | Vikelyo — 2) £(2)) F(2) - (G(2) = (G)Bon) dz,
R?’L
and thus for any ¢ € (0, R),

i (€F - G) (yo) St / F()] 1G(2) = (G)pon]-

B(yo,t)

Pick any p,q € (1,2) so that nn—_qq + % = 1. Then Hélder and Poincaré-Sobolev inequality
imply

\mt*<5F~G><yo>|s(t—“ / \Flp) (t—" / \VG\q)q
B(yo,t) B(yo,t)

Mpf = sup £ / 1P,
B(yo,t)

te(0,R)
we have found

sup |k % (EF - G) (yo)| 3 (M| FIP(w0))7 (Mr|VG|"(x0))s

te(0,R)

On the other hand observe that r; x (£ F - G) (yo) = 0 for any t € (0, R) and any yo ¢
B(xo, TR)\B(z9,4R).

Consequently, with the maximal theorem, we conclude

sup |k * (EF - G) (yo)]

te(0,R)

r_j ||FH2,B(J:O,8R)\B(QCO,3R) HVGHZB(J:O,SR)\B(J:O,?)R)
LR'!L

Lemma A.3. For some R > 0 assume that n and £ are given as in Lemma A.2.

If g=nf or g=£Ef € LYR™) satisfies

sup |k * g| <A,
te(0,R) LR
then there is A > 0 so that
(A.4) A2 R™lgll

and
hi=n(f=A) or hi=&(f )
belongs to the Hardy space with

1Plloer 2 Mlgllzr + A
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Proof. This follows from the arguments in [49, Proposition 1.92]. We repeat the proof for
the sake of completeness, again restricting our attention to the case of &, only. Set

(9 fo

Clearly, (A.4) is satisfied. Moreover,
(A.5) 1Pl e 3 Nl

Firstly, we have
[k 2l (o) < ke * gl(yo) + [[gllimn |sel * €] (o),
and consequently,
I sup [k hfl1en 3 A+ [lglli e
te(0,R)

On the other hand, since by the choice of A we have [h =0,

(A.6) [ h(yo)| < / [e(yo — 2) = Ke(yo — w0)| h(2) dz T+ R|h[l1 g

Consequently,

| sup [k¢ * All|1,B@o20r) D [IP]l1Rn-
te(R,00)

Moreover, since k¢ * h(yg) = 0 for dist (yo,supp§) > t from (A.6) we find for any y, €
R™\ B(x¢, 20R)
sup [y h(yo)| = sup [ % h(yo)| 3 1yo — ol 7 R|A]1 0
te(R,0) t€(dist (yo,supp £),00)
Integrating this give

| sup |k * hll|1rm\Bo,20r) 2 || Pll1Rn
te(R,00)

Altogether, we find

| sup ke * Alllirn T ([All1rn + [lgllLen + A,
te(0,00)

which in view of (A.5) implies the claim. O

Proof of (A.3). Let n € C°(B(0,1)) a typical bump function constantly one in B(0, 1)
and set

M = n((xo — x)/2"), & =1k — Mh1.
Also we denote
(f)k = (f)B(wo,2kr)’
By div F' = 0,

/F~VG(<I>)1 0.
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Thus for any (A;)72, C R, we may write

/nF-VGﬂP:/nno(F-VG—Ao) @ =@ +h [ m(@-(@))

+ Z CEG(F VG = M) (© = (P)) + [ &(®—(@)).

By Lemma A.2 and Lemma A.3 we can choose A\, € R, k =0,1..., so that
[70(F - VG = Xo) |1 + " |Xo| Z N EFll2,Bz0sr) [VGl2,B@osm),
and
1€:(F - VG = M)l + (251)" | M| BN FNl2.8z0.25+5r)\Blzo 25-5r) | VG l2.B(z0.26+5m0\ Blg 251
Using the Hardy-BMO inequality (A.1) and the fact that ny = non; as well as & = Eenraa,

/ F-VG ‘1" SIEN2.8@osm IVGll2B@osr (2 = (®)1)]smo

+ Z | F'l2, B(zg,26+5m\ B(wo,2t-5r) | VG |2, B(z0,25+5r)\ Bo,25-5r) - [Me41 (P — (P)1)] BMo
=1

By Poincaré-Sobolev embedding
[771(® - (é) )]BMO ~ ||vq>||(2oo ),B(x0,47)5

Moreover,
[Me4+1(® = (®)1)]Brro Z[k+1(® = ()i+1)|Bro + Z| ®)¢s|
Sk VPl (2,000, B0, 25417 -

The claim follows O

A.1. div-curl quantities on the half-space R2. For notational convenience, we restrict
our attention to the two-dimensional half-space Ri.

Theorem A.4. Let F € L*(R%,R?) and G € H'(R%). IfdivF =0 in R2, that is
/ F-V®=0 forany®e C*(RY).
R2

Let VO € L*(R2). Then if ® =0 on R x {0} in the sense of traces or G =0 on R x {0}
in the sense of traces, then

(A7) | F¥G @Sl 196z V0] 6oz
R2

+
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We also have the following localized estimate. For any xo € R x {0}, r >0
(A.8)

[, PV @ 0P lat o) 196G e+ o) [Blmto+ a0

+

o0
+ Z ENFllo, 5+ (20,26 450\ B+ (0,25-37) || VG2, B+ (g, 25450\ B+ (z0,25-5r) [ P]BMO, B (w0,28+51)
=1

Here, setting ® = NB(z0,R) (P — (P) B(wo,r)) Where Ny, r)(-) = N((- — x0)/R) for the usual
bump function n, we denote

[(I)]BMO,B+(x0,R) = [q)]BMo-

In particular, we have

[, F-YG @ 3P lat oy 196 a0 190l oo

+

+ ) k[ Fllo 5+ o265\ B+ mo.25-51) [V Gllo, 5+ o245\ 5+ (0,25-5r) 1V 21009, 5+ (w0 25451
=1

Proof. If ® = 0 on R x {0} We extend ® by zero to R% and reflect G and F. That is,

G(z,t) == G(z,|t]),

and

R )
Fla.t) "('F2<x,|ﬂ> )

Observe that div F' = 0 in R? implies div F =0in R2

If instead G is zero on R x {0} we extend G by zero and ® evenly, and otherwise proceed
the same way.

By Theorem A.1,

J

That is the global estimate (A.7) follows Poincare-Sobolev embedding,

[®]mo 2 IV[l200)r2 = VP (2,00) 2 -

F-VG &= [ FYG 0Pl [VG]az [@lavo
R2

2
+

The localized estimate (A.8), follows directly from Theorem A.1. O
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APPENDIX B. HODGE DECOMPOSITION ON THE HALF-SPACE
On any star-shaped domain, Hodge decomposition tells us that a vector-field F' can be
decomposed into a sum of a gradient part and divergence free part.

Proposition B.1. Let F € Cw(@, R?) with compact support. Then we find a smooth
function o € C*(R%) and a smooth vector field H € C*(R%,R?) satisfying

0,
Rx{0}

and
divH =0 in ]Ri,
and so that
F=Veo+H inRL

We also have the following estimates for any p € (1,00), ¢ € [1, 0]
||v90H(p,q),Ri + HHH(p,q),Ri 2 HFH(p,q),Ri‘

We also have the following localizing estimates: For any k € Ny and any x € R with
dist (z, supp F') > A,

Ve ()] 3 AT Y|Py g2 -
and
[VEH| 3 A Fly
In particular, setting
Ap = {x € ]R%r : dist (x,supp F') > A}
for any p > 2,
lllnar < A7 F L ze

and for any p > 1,
2_9
[Hlpas + [IVQllpay < A7 F1r2

Proof. The Greens function on R% is given by
G(z,y) = log(|lz —y|) — log(|z" — yl),
where for = (2/,t) € R%, 2* denotes the reflected point over R x {0}, that is z* =
(2, t)" = (2, —t) .
Green’s representation formula then tells us that we can find a solution ¢
Ap=divF inR2
=0 in R x {0}.
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Thus H := F — V is divergence free. For a dimensional constant ¢ € R, ¢ is given by

o) = / V,Cle,y) Fy) dy

2
+

r—y rr—y
:c/ ( 5~ 2) - F(y) dy.
g2 \|lz =yl |a*—y

Vo) 3 [ Iyl HEW)] dy

R

For x ¢ supp F,

In particular, if dist (z,supp F') > A > 0,
[VFo(@)| 2 AT F ez
+
As for the estimate observe that
VFH = VFE — V1
and V*F(z) = 0 for x & supp F. O

APPENDIX C. LOCALIZATION ESTIMATES

Even if supp f C B(xg,r) there is no way to estimate the size of the support of JZf.
However, the further away from the support of f we estimate H f the smaller is the influence
of f. Indeed, for dist (x,supp f) =~ A,

x—z _
i@ =l [ T 3A
R |7 — 2|
From this estimate, one obtains
Proposition C.1. Let 5 be the Hilbert transform. Then for any ro € R, R >0
172 | 2,00),1(00.8) D f l2,00), 120,250 ) + Taily (|| £l 2,005 T0, B, Ko)-

Here o is a uniform constant.

A further quasi-local estimate involving the harmonic extension is the following.

Proposition C.2. Letu € Hz(R,RY) and V the Poisson extension of u to R%, V(x,1) :=
pexu(x).

Let V¢ be the even reflection of V to R%. Then for any ko > 10 and for any xo € R x {0},
any R >0

e e 1 . 1
[UB(wo,R) (V —(V )B(mo,R))]BMO,Rz N ||(_A)4uH(2,00),B(xo,2kOR)+Talla(H(_A>4u||(2,00);xOvR7 ko).

Here 0 > 0 is a uniform constant.
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Proof. By Poincaré and Poincaré-Sobolev inequality, for any p € (1, 2),
[nB(xo,R) (Ve - (V6>B(9€07R))]BMO(R2)

3 sup pr! </ IVV(yo + h)|” dh) -
hE[—p,p}Q

B(y,p)CB(z0,2R)

Now by Fubini and Hélder inequality,

1

(f V<t GNP dr)

1

3R 3
([ Ve )
0
As for the proof of Proposition 3.7 we set

T f(x,t) = (=A)ip, x Hf()
T2 f(z,t) == —(—=A)ip, % f(2).

2

1
([ ovitusnpan) 5,7
he[_pvp]

and thus, since xy € R x {0}

)

(2,00),1(0,p)

[nB(Z‘o,R) (Ve - (VE)B(SL‘O,R))}BMO(RQ) N

(2,00),I(x0,3R)

Then,

o0

VV = T((=A)Tu) = T, (~A)Tu) + Y T(&(—A)Tu),
l=kg

where 7 € C2°(B(0, 1)) is a typical bump function constantly one in B(0, 1) and

o= n((xo — 2)/2"r), & = e — Mr—r
Then we have

[HB(xO,R) (Ve - (Ve)B(xo,R))} BMO(R2)

([ i caytulcor dt)%

For the first term, we write T1f = t~ 35, x S2f and T%f = t~3r, * S f, then the square
function estimate, see |54, Chapter 1.C, §8.23, p.46|, implies

(/OOO |T[nk0(—A)%u] 2 dt) 1

For the remaining term observe that supp & x {0} and suppnsr are disjoint. Therefore,
by Lemma 3.10

<

~

+ 3 Imr T(E(—A) u) o

(2,00),R  {=ko

1
3 7k (—A) 1| 2,00) k-
(2,00),R

[14r T(E(=A)10) [opz 327 |€(=A) 1ul](2,00) -
This concludes the proof. O
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APPENDIX D. ON POISSON-TYPE EXTENSION OPERATORS

Recall that p denotes the Poisson kernel

1
() = ——1s
(1+ [2f2)
and py(z) =t "p(x/t), that is
t
pi(x) =

PN
(2 4 |z[?)
In this section we prove a few, probably well-known, estimates on p;.

Lemma D.1. For a € [0,1), t >0, z € R" we have

_nta

(D.1) (=A)sp(2)] 3 (2 +[22) 7%,
and
(D.2) (—A)EVp(2) 3 (B +]P) 7

Proof. Tt suffices to prove (D.1) and (D.2) for t = 1.
We treat (D.1) first. We have

_ntl

2

(1+12)""F dy,

1 B 1
o (=) ()"
—A = d
(Al = [ g,
We split the integral
ntl n+1
a L+ |y =1+
8 = [ UrbD > —UrED " 1y
A(2)UB(2)UC(2) |z — vl
where
. 1 1
Alz) =y eR": Je—yl< S+ l2f)or [z —y[ < S(A+1yl)
. 1 1
B(z):=qy eR": |z —y[> (1 +]z]) and |2 —y| > S(1+ |y]) and [o] < [y| ¢,
and
. 1 1
Cz)=yeR": |z—y|> 5(1 +1z]) and |z — y| > 5(1 + ly|) and |z| > |y| ¢ -
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Firstly, we observe that y € A(z) implies 1+ |z| &~ 1+|y|, and consequently 1+|z|* ~ 1+|y|?

and |z — y| = /1 + |z]?. Thus, with the mean value theorem,

ntl ntl
[ )% = 1+ ]2P)
A(z) |

z -y
S e ()
1+|
2 (1 + | 2| )
Secondly, if y € B(z), |z — y| 5 /1 + [2]? and

n+1 n+1
)™ = 1+ ]2
|z —y|m+e

e =yl (14127

Consequently,

z —y|rte

ntl ntl
[ 1+ )T = 1+ 27
B(z) |

3 Z— gy (14 [22)7 2 dy

N/R"\B(z,c«/l—ﬂ B
ntlta

(1 + |2 )
Lastly, if y € C(z2), |z — y| 75 /1 + |2|? and thus

n+1 n+1
1) = 1+ 2P
|z —y|m+e

~Y

Consequently;,

z—y|rte

ntl ntl
[ Oy = (27
C(z) ‘

< / (141227 (L lP) T dy
B(0,|z])

~(1+ |z|2)_n_§a
This settles (D.1).

(1P ~F (1) 7T

(1+|y|2)_ﬁ%(1+\z|2)‘”3*1

()" ()

(LHM%J#(1+M%J§

Sle—y e (D) 3O+ A+

@+@ﬁ_%l@+vﬁ‘%l

dy

dy

dy
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For (D.2) we choose the following integral representation for the operator (—A)2V,

VI = [ ()= 1)~ (1= 2)- VAN T

n

Here k € C*°(R"\{0}, R") is a zero-homogeneous bounded function, c.f. [21, Proposition
2.4.7, Proposition 2.4.8]. Recall that

z

Vpi(z) ==(n+1) ————
(L+[2?) 2
and
1
Vepi(2)| 3 ————
(1+]z?)
Take A(z), B(z), C(z) as above. For y € A(z) we have 1+ |z|*> &~ 1+ |y|?, for all y € A(z),
1 1
(P1(y) =p1(2) = (v = )V (2)) ey Rl =9 2 s
/A(z) [z — gyttt 11 2P) E5TS
Fory € B(z) UC(2), |y — 2| 2 /1+ |z|? and thus
1 1
(v = )V ()| a7 Rz —wl) dy 2 Tl
/B<z>uc<z> |z — y|rrott (14 |2]2) 2+
Also, for y € B(z),
1 _ 1 ~ 1
A+ @+ P T A+ )
Consequently,
| @) =) s Kz - ) 3 ——
P\Y) —Pi\R)| 7o a1 =Yl S ntota
B() |2 — y|rtott (1+]22) 2"
For y € C(2),
1 1 _ntl
— D —m8 ¥ k(lz — < 1+ 2 e
|p1(y) pl( )| |Z_y|n+a+1 (| y|) ~ (1 + |Z|2)n+l+oc ( |y| )
and consequently,
1 1
—p1(2)| —————— k(lz —y]) =2 :
L ) =l e k=) 3 e
This establishes (D.2). O

As a consequence of the decay estimates in Lemma D.1 we obtain the following estimates
for the harmonic extension ¢ = p, * f in points in ]R’}r“ which are away from the support

of fin R™.
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Lemma D.2. Let ©"(x,t) = p, * ¢(x) the harmonic extension of ¢ € L'(R"™) to R
Then if (x,t) € RT! so that dist ((z,t),supp ¢ x {0}) > A > 0, we have

(D.3) " (2, )] 3 AT el re,

(D.4) Ve (2, 8)] 3 ATl e

, 1
In particular, for any p > "=,

ntl
(D5> ngh||p,R1+1\B(Suppg0X{0}7A) r_j A nHSOHLRnu

and for any p > 1,

ntl_pq
(D6> ’|v<ph||p,R1+1\B(suppng{O},A) r_j A ||¢||1,R"~

Proof. Assume that (z,t) € R%™ is so that
dist ((x,t),supp ¢ x {0}) > A.
Then, by a direct computation, for any y € supp ¢ we have

lpe(z —y)| S AT,

|Oepe(a — y)] AT,
and

Oz — )l S AT
This proves (D.3) and (D.4), since for such z,

e tl=| [ nte=v) o) dy\ < Al
and

|Veeg"(2,1)| 3

[ ot =) otw) o]+

oz —y) o(y) dy' <Al
R?’L

The LP-estimates (D.5) and (D.6) follow by splitting the support of the LP-norm

[e.9]

||f||p,R1+1\B(supp px{0},A) r_j Z ||f||p,B(supp<p><{0},2kA)\B(supp ex{0},2k—1A)-
k=1

and then apply Holder inequality and then (D.3) or (D.4), respectively. O
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APPENDIX E. ESTIMATES ON NONLOCAL OPERATORS AND ORTHOGONAL
PROJECTIONS

Lemma E.1. For u: R — RY so that u(x) € N for almost every x € (—4,4). For any
€ (0,1) and xg € (—1,1),
||Hl(u)(—A)Zu||2,I(xo,r) j”(_A)ZuHZI(mOQkOr) [(—=A)1u |(2 00),I(o,2k0r)
A)

+[[(=A)ulz Tail,([[(=A)

411|| 2,00)1 L0, Ty ko)

l\)\b—‘

Proof. For z,y € (—2,2) we have, for example by [33, Lemma A.1.],

I (u()) (u(z) —u(y))] 3 fu(z) —uly)*

In particular, for any z € (—2,2) we find

Moreover, with Young mequahty, again for any x € (-2, 2),

_ 1 2
/ lu(z) ug(y)\ dyj/ + Ju(z) — u(y)| y<1+/ lu(x dy‘
R\(-44) 14]|y|2 R\(—4,4) 1+ |y|? Ix - y\

That is, for any = € (-2, 2),
u(z
‘ <1 _'_/ ‘ 3 dy-
m— B

[T+ (u(z))(~A
(a,b) := (=A)i(ab) — aAb — (—A)

»b\’—‘

Now observe that with the notation

=

a b,

/|u |x—y|2y dy:C’H%(u’u)"

Localizing the fractional Leibniz rule, see, e.g., [4, Lemma A.7.],

H:
2

we have

1 1
HH%(u, 11)||2,I(xo,r) 3l (—A)‘*qu,I(xo,zkw) | (_A>4u||(2,oo),l(:co,2k0r)

+[(=A) ulop Tail, (||(=A)Tu]|(2,00); o, 7 ko)
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