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Abstract: The aim of this paper is to prove a theorem of C. Miranda for the
single and double layer potential corresponding to the fundamental solution of a
second order differential operator with constant coefficients in Schauder spaces in
the limiting case in which the open set is of class Cm,1 and the densities are of
class Cm−1,1 for the single layer potential and of class Cm,1 for the double layer
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1 Introduction

In this paper, we consider the single and double layer potential associated to
the fundamental solution of a second order differential operator with constant
coefficients. Unless otherwise specified, we assume throughout the paper that

n ∈ N \ {0, 1} ,

where N denotes the set of natural numbers including 0. Let α ∈]0, 1], m ∈ N. Let
Ω be a bounded open subset of Rn of class Cm,α. Let

Ω− ≡ R
n \ Ω

denote the exterior of Ω. For the notation and standard properties of the (gener-
alized) Schauder spaces and sets of class Cm,α we refer for example to Dondi and
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the author [5, §2] and to the reference [2, §2.11, 2.13] of Dalla Riva, the author
and Musolino. Let ν ≡ (νl)l=1,...,n denote the external unit normal to ∂Ω. Let N2

denote the number of multi-indexes γ ∈ Nn with |γ| ≤ 2. For each

a ≡ (aγ)|γ|≤2 ∈ C
N2 , (1.1)

we set
a(2) ≡ (alj)l,j=1,...,n a(1) ≡ (aj)j=1,...,n a ≡ a0 ,

with alj ≡ 2−1ael+ej for j 6= l, ajj ≡ aej+ej , and aj ≡ aej , where {ej : j =

1, . . . , n} is the canonical basis of Rn. We note that the matrix a(2) is symmetric.
Then we assume that a ∈ CN2 satisfies the following ellipticity assumption

inf
ξ∈Rn,|ξ|=1

Re







∑

|γ|=2

aγξ
γ







> 0 , (1.2)

and we consider the case in which

alj ∈ R ∀l, j = 1, . . . , n . (1.3)

Then we introduce the operators

P [a, D]u ≡
n
∑

l,j=1

∂xl
(alj∂xj

u) +

n
∑

l=1

al∂xl
u+ au ,

B∗
Ωv ≡

n
∑

l,j=1

ajlνl∂xj
v −

n
∑

l=1

νlalv ,

for all u, v ∈ C2(Ω), a fundamental solution Sa of P [a, D], the single layer potential

vΩ[Sa, µ](x) =

∫

∂Ω

Sa(x− y)µ(y) dσy ∀x ∈ R
n ,

and the double layer potential

wΩ[a, Sa, µ](x) ≡
∫

∂Ω

µ(y)B∗
Ω,y (Sa(x− y)) dσy (1.4)

= −
∫

∂Ω

µ(y)

n
∑

l,j=1

ajlνl(y)
∂Sa

∂xj

(x− y) dσy

−
∫

∂Ω

µ(y)
n
∑

l=1

νl(y)alSa(x− y) dσy ∀x ∈ R
n ,

where the density or moment µ is a function from ∂Ω to C. Here the subscript y
of B∗

Ω,y means that we are taking y as variable of the differential operator B∗
Ω,y.
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It is well known that if µ is α-Hölder continuous, and Ω is of class C1,α, then the
restriction vΩ[Sa, µ]|Ω has a continuous extension v+Ω [Sa, µ] to Ω, that vΩ[Sa, µ]|Ω−

has a continuous extension v−Ω [Sa, µ] to Ω−, that wΩ[a, Sa, µ]|Ω has a continuous

extension w+
Ω [a, Sa, µ] to Ω and that wΩ[a, Sa, µ]|Ω− has a continuous extension

w−
Ω [a, Sa, µ] to Ω−.
In a remarkable paper, Miranda [16] has considered the case of homogeneous

differential operators and has shown that if α ∈]0, 1[, m ≥ 1, Ω is a bounded open
subset of Rn of class Cm,α, then v+Ω [Sa, ·] defines a linear and continuous operator
from Cm−1,α(∂Ω) to Cm,α(Ω) and that w+

Ω [a, Sa, ·] defines a linear and continuous
operator from Cm,α(∂Ω) to Cm,α(Ω) and that a corresponding result holds in the
exterior of Ω. Miranda [16] has also considered elliptic operators of order greater
or equal to 2.

In the present paper, we plan to consider case the limiting case α = 1, a case
that requires the introduction of the generalized Schauder space Cm,ω1(·)(Ω) of
the functions of class Cm(Ω) such that the m-th order partial derivatives satisfy
a generalized ω1-Hölder condition with

ω1(r) ≡







0 r = 0 ,
r| ln r| r ∈]0, r1] ,
r1| ln r1| r ∈]r1,+∞[ ,

(1.5)

where r1 ≡ e−1 and we show that v+Ω [Sa, ·] defines a linear and continuous operator
from Cm−1,1(∂Ω) to Cm,ω1(·)(Ω) (cf. Theorems 4.13, 6.3) and that w+

Ω [a, Sa, ·]
defines a linear and continuous operator from Cm,1(∂Ω) to Cm,ω1(·)(Ω) and that
a corresponding result holds in the exterior of Ω (cf. Theorems 5.8, 6.3).

The paper is organized as follows. Section 2 is a section of preliminaries and
notation. In Section 3, we introduce some properties on the fundamental solution
Sa that we need. In Section 4 we prove our Theorem 4.13 on the single layer
potential in case m = 1. In Section 5 we prove our Theorem 5.8 on the double
layer potential in case m = 1. In section 6 we prove our Theorem 6.3 on the single
and double layer potential in case m ≥ 1.

2 Preliminaries and notation

If X and Y , Z are normed spaces, then L(X,Y ) denotes the space of linear and
continuous maps from X to Y and L(2)(X × Y, Z) denotes the space of bilinear
and continuous maps from X×Y to Z with their usual operator norm (cf. e.g., [2,
pp. 16, 621]). |A| denotes the operator norm of a matrix A with real (or complex)
entries, At denotes the transpose matrix of A. δl,j denotes the Kronecker symbol.
Namely, δl,j = 1 if l = j, δl,j = 0 if l 6= j, with l, j ∈ N. The symbol | · | denotes
the Euclidean modulus in Rn or in C. For all r ∈]0,+∞[, x ∈ Rn, xj denotes the
j-th coordinate of x, and Bn(x, r) denotes the ball {y ∈ Rn : |x− y| < r}. If D is
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a subset of Rn, then we set

B(D) ≡
{

f ∈ C
D : f is bounded

}

, ‖f‖B(D) ≡ sup
D

|f | ∀f ∈ B(D) .

Then C0(D) denotes the set of continuous functions from D to C and we introduce
the subspace C0

b (D) ≡ C0(D) ∩ B(D) of B(D). Let ω be a function from [0,+∞[
to itself such that

ω(0) = 0, ω(r) > 0 ∀r ∈]0,+∞[ ,

ω is increasing, lim
r→0+

ω(r) = 0 , (2.1)

and sup
(a,t)∈[1,+∞[×]0,+∞[

ω(at)

aω(t)
< +∞ .

Here ‘ω is increasing’ means that ω(r1) ≤ ω(r2) whenever r1, r2 ∈ [0,+∞[ and
r1 < r2. If f is a function from a subset D of Rn to C, then we denote by |f : D|ω(·)

the ω(·)-Hölder constant of f , which is delivered by the formula

|f : D|ω(·) ≡ sup

{ |f(x)− f(y)|
ω(|x− y|) : x, y ∈ D, x 6= y

}

.

If |f : D|ω(·) < +∞, we say that f is ω(·)-Hölder continuous. Sometimes, we
simply write |f |ω(·) instead of |f : D|ω(·). The subset of C

0(D) whose functions are

ω(·)-Hölder continuous is denoted by C0,ω(·)(D) and |f : D|ω(·) is a semi-norm on

C0,ω(·)(D). Then we consider the space C
0,ω(·)
b (D) ≡ C0,ω(·)(D) ∩ B(D) with the

norm
‖f‖

C
0,ω(·)
b

(D)
≡ sup

x∈D

|f(x)| + |f |ω(·) ∀f ∈ C
0,ω(·)
b (D) .

Remark 2.2 Let ω be as in (2.1). Let D be a subset of Rn. Let f be a bounded
function from D to C, a ∈]0,+∞[. Then,

sup
x,y∈D, |x−y|≥a

|f(x)− f(y)|
ω(|x− y|) ≤ 2

ω(a)
sup
D

|f | .

In the case in which ω(·) is the function rα for some fixed α ∈]0, 1], a so-called
Hölder exponent, we simply write |· : D|α instead of |· : D|rα , C0,α(D) instead of

C0,rα(D), C0,α
b (D) instead of C0,rα

b (D), and we say that f is α-Hölder continuous
provided that |f : D|α < +∞. The function ω1(·) of (1.5) is concave and satisfies
condition (2.1). We also note that if D ⊆ Rn, then the continuous embedding

C
0,1
b (D) ⊆ C

0,ω1(·)
b (D) ⊆ C

0,θ′

b (D) (2.3)

holds for all θ′ ∈]0, 1[. For the standard properties of the spaces of Hölder or
Lipschitz continuous functions, we refer to [5, §2], [2, §2.6].
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Let Ω be an open subset of Rn. The space ofm times continuously differentiable
complex-valued functions on Ω is denoted by Cm(Ω,C), or more simply by Cm(Ω).
Let f ∈ Cm(Ω). ThenDf denotes the Jacobian matrix of f . Let η ≡ (η1, . . . , ηn) ∈
N

n, |η| ≡ η1 + · · · + ηn. Then Dηf denotes ∂|η|f

∂x
η1
1 ...∂x

ηn
n

. The subspace of Cm(Ω)

of those functions f whose derivatives Dηf of order |η| ≤ m can be extended
with continuity to Ω is denoted Cm(Ω). The subspace of Cm(Ω) whose functions
have m-th order derivatives that are Hölder continuous with exponent α ∈]0, 1]
is denoted Cm,α(Ω) and the subspace of Cm(Ω) whose functions have m-th order
derivatives that are ω(·)-Hölder continuous is denoted Cm,ω(·)(Ω).

The subspace of Cm(Ω) of those functions f such that f|(Ω∩Bn(0,r))
belongs to

Cm,ω((Ω ∩ Bn(0, r))) for all r ∈]0,+∞[ is denoted C
m,ω
loc (Ω).

Now let Ω be a bounded open subset of Rn. Then Cm(Ω), Cm,ω(·)(Ω) with
ω as in (2.1) and Cm,α(Ω) with α ∈]0, 1] are endowed with their usual norm and
are well known to be Banach spaces (cf. e.g., [5, §2], Dalla Riva, the author and
Musolino [2, §2.11]).

For the (classical) definition of the Hölder and Schauder spaces Cm,α(∂Ω),
Cm,ω(·)(∂Ω) on the boundary ∂Ω of an open set Ω for some m ∈ N, α ∈]0, 1],
we refer for example to Dondi and the author [5, §2], Dalla Riva, the author and
Musolino [2, §2.20].

The space of real valued functions of class C∞ with compact support in an
open set Ω of Rn is denoted D(Ω). Then its dual D′(Ω) is known to be the space
of distributions in Ω. The support of a function is denoted by the abbreviation
‘supp’.

Morever, we retain the standard notation for the Lebesgue spaces Lp for p ∈
[1,+∞] (cf. e.g., Folland [6, Chapt. 6], [2, §2.1]) and mn denotes the n dimensional
Lebesgue measure. If n ∈ N \ {0}, m ∈ N, h ∈ R, α ∈]0, 1], then we set

Km,α
h ≡

{

k ∈ C
m,α
loc (Rn \ {0}) : k is positively homogeneous of degree h

}

,

where Cm,α
loc (Rn\{0}) denotes the set of functions of Cm(Rn\{0}) whose restriction

to Ω is of class Cm,α(Ω) for all bounded open subsets Ω of Rn such that Ω ⊆ Rn\{0}
and we set

‖k‖Km,α

h
≡ ‖k‖Cm,α(∂Bn(0,1)) ∀k ∈ Km,α

h .

We can easily verify that
(

Km,α
h , ‖ · ‖Km,α

h

)

is a Banach space and we consider the

closed subspaces

Km,α
h;o ≡ {k ∈ Km,α

h : k is odd} ,

Km,α
h;e,0 ≡

{

k ∈ Km,α
h : k is even,

∫

∂Bn(0,1)

k dσ = 0

}

of Km,α
h . We now introduce the following extension of a classical result of Miranda

[16] (see also [2, Thm. 4.17 (ii)]), who has considered the case of domains of class
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C1,α and of densities µ ∈ C0,α(∂Ω) for α ∈]0, 1[ to the limiting case in which
α = 1. For a proof, we refer to Dalla Riva, the author and Musolino [3].

Theorem 2.4 Let Ω be a bounded open subset of Rn of class C1,1. Then the
following statements hold.

(i) For each (k, µ) ∈ K1,1
−(n−1);o × C0,1(∂Ω), the map

∫

∂Ω

k(x− y)µ(y) dσy ∀x ∈ Ω

can be extended to a unique ω1(·)-Hölder continuous function K[k, µ]+ on
Ω. Moreover, the map from K1,1

−(n−1);o × C0,1(∂Ω) to C0,ω1(·)(Ω) that takes

(k, µ) to K[k, µ]+ is bilinear and continuous.

(ii) Let r ∈]0,+∞[ be such that Ω ⊆ Bn(0, r). Then for each (k, µ) ∈ K1,1
−(n−1);o×

C0,1(∂Ω) the map

∫

∂Ω

k(x− y)µ(y) dσy ∀x ∈ R
n \ Ω ,

can be extended to a unique continuous function K[k, µ]− on Rn \ Ω such
that the restriction K[k, µ]−

|Bn(0,r)\Ω
is α-Hölder continuous. Moreover, the

map from K1,1
−(n−1);o ×C0,1(∂Ω) to C0,ω1(·)(Bn(0, r) \Ω) that takes (k, µ) to

K[k, µ]−
|Bn(0,r)\Ω

is bilinear and continuous.

3 Preliminaries on the fundamental solution

In order to analyze the volume potential, we need some more information on the
fundamental solution Sa. To do so, we introduce the fundamental solution Sn of
the Laplace operator. Namely, we set

Sn(x) ≡
{ 1

sn
ln |x| ∀x ∈ Rn \ {0}, if n = 2 ,
1

(2−n)sn
|x|2−n ∀x ∈ Rn \ {0}, if n > 2 ,

where sn denotes the (n − 1) dimensional measure of ∂Bn(0, 1) and we follow a
formulation of Dalla Riva [1, Thm. 5.2, 5.3] and Dalla Riva, Morais and Musolino
[4, Thm. 5.5], that we state as in paper [5, Cor. 4.2] with Dondi (see also John [10],
Miranda [16] for homogeneous operators, and Mitrea and Mitrea [17, p. 203]).

Proposition 3.1 Let a be as in (1.1), (1.2), (1.3). Let Sa be a fundamental
solution of P [a, D]. Then there exist an invertible matrix T ∈ Mn(R) such that

a(2) = TT t , (3.2)

6



a real analytic function A1 from ∂Bn(0, 1) × R to C such that A1(·, 0) is odd,
b0 ∈ C, a real analytic function B1 from Rn to C such that B1(0) = 0, and a real
analytic function C from Rn to C such that

Sa(x) =
1√

det a(2)
Sn(T

−1x)

+|x|3−nA1(
x

|x| , |x|) + (B1(x) + b0(1− δ2,n)) ln |x|+ C(x) ,

for all x ∈ Rn \{0}, and such that both b0 and B1 equal zero if n is odd. Moreover,

1√
det a(2)

Sn(T
−1x)

is a fundamental solution for the principal part of P [a, D].

In particular for the statement that A1(·, 0) is odd, we refer to Dalla Riva, Morais
and Musolino [4, Thm. 5.5, (32)], where A1(·, 0) coincides with f1(a, ·) in that
paper. Here we note that a function A from (∂Bn(0, 1))×R to C is said to be real
analytic provided that it has a real analytic extension to an open neighbourhood
of (∂Bn(0, 1))×R in Rn+1. Then we have the following elementary lemma (cf. e.g.,
[14, Lem. 4.2]).

Lemma 3.3 Let n ∈ N \ {0, 1}. A function A from (∂Bn(0, 1)) × R to C is real
analytic if and only if the function Ã from (Rn \ {0})× R defined by

Ã(x, r) ≡ A(
x

|x| , r) ∀(x, r) ∈ (Rn \ {0})× R

is real analytic.

Then one can prove the following formula for the Jacobian of the fundamental
solution (see Dondi and the author [5, Lem. 4.3, (4.8) and the following 2 lines]).
Here one should remember that A1(·, 0) is odd and that b0 = 0 if n is odd).

Proposition 3.4 Let a be as in (1.1), (1.2), (1.3). Let T ∈ Mn(R) be as in (3.2).
Let Sa be a fundamental solution of P [a, D]. Let B1, C be as in Proposition 3.1.
Then there exists a real analytic function A2 ≡ (A2,j)j=1,...,n from ∂Bn(0, 1)× R

to Cn such that

DSa(x) =
1

sn
√
det a(2)

|T−1x|−nxt(a(2))−1

+|x|2−nA2(
x

|x| , |x|) +DB1(x) ln |x|+DC(x)

for all x ∈ Rn \ {0}. Moreover, A2(·, 0) is even.
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Next we introduce some notation. If X and Y are subsets of Rn, then the symbol

DX×Y ≡ {(x, y) ∈ X × Y : x = y}

denotes the diagonal set of X×Y and we introduce the following class of ‘potential
type’ kernels (see also paper [5] of the author and Dondi, where such classes
have been introduced in a form that generalizes those of Giraud [8], Gegelia [7],
Kupradze, Gegelia, Basheleishvili and Burchuladze [11, Chap. IV]).

Definition 3.5 Let X, Y ⊆ Rn. Let s1, s2, s3 ∈ R. We denote by the symbol
Ks1,s2,s3(X × Y ) the set of continuous functions K from (X × Y ) \ DX×Y to C

such that

‖K‖Ks1,s2,s3(X×Y ) ≡ sup

{

|x− y|s1 |K(x, y)| : (x, y) ∈ X × Y, x 6= y

}

+sup

{ |x′ − y|s2
|x′ − x′′|s3 |K(x′, y)−K(x′′, y)| :

x′, x′′ ∈ X, x′ 6= x′′, y ∈ Y \ Bn(x
′, 2|x′ − x′′|)

}

< +∞ .

4 A limiting case of a theorem of C. Miranda for

the single layer potential in case m = 1

If h ∈ C0(Rn \ {0}), we find convenient to set

K[h, µ](x) ≡
∫

∂Ω

h(x− y)µ(y) dσy ∀x ∈ R
n \ ∂Ω , (4.1)

K+[h, µ] ≡ K[h, µ]|Ω , K−[h, µ] ≡ K[h, µ]|Rn\Ω ,

for all µ ∈ L∞(∂Ω). In those cases in which K+[h, µ] can be extended by con-
tinuity to Ω, we still denote the extension by the symbol K+[h, µ] and in those
cases in which K−[h, µ] can be extended by continuity to Rn \ Ω, we still denote
the extension by the symbol K−[h, µ]. Then we consider the following preliminary
technical statement on the single layer potential that corresponds to the funda-
mental solution of a nonhomogeneous second order elliptic differential operator
with constant coefficients.

Proposition 4.2 Let a be as in (1.1), (1.2), (1.3). Let Sa be a fundamental
solution of P [a, D]. Let Ω be a bounded open subset of Rn of class C1,1. Let
j ∈ {1, . . . , n},

K

[

∂Sa

∂xj

, µ

]

(x) ≡
∫

∂Ω

∂Sa

∂xj

(x − y)µ(y) dσy ∀x ∈ R
n \ ∂Ω ,

for all µ ∈ C0(∂Ω). Then the following statements hold.
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(i) For each µ ∈ C0,1(∂Ω), the map K
[

∂Sa

∂xj
, µ

]

|Ω
can be extended to a unique

ω1(·)-Hölder continuous function K+
[

∂Sa

∂xj
, µ

]

on Ω. Moreover, the map

from C0,1(∂Ω) to C0,ω1(·)(Ω) that takes µ to K+
[

∂Sa

∂xj
, µ

]

is linear and con-

tinuous.

(ii) Let r ∈]0,+∞[ be such that Ω ⊆ Bn(0, r). For each µ ∈ C0,1(∂Ω), the

map K
[

∂Sa

∂xj
, µ

]

|Rn\Ω
can be extended to continuous function K−

[

∂Sa

∂xj
, µ

]

on Rn \ Ω. Moreover, the map from C0,1(∂Ω) to C0,ω1(·)(Bn(0, r) \ Ω) that

takes µ to K−
[

∂Sa

∂xj
, µ

]

|Bn(0,r)\Ω
is linear and continuous.

Proof. Let r ∈]0,+∞[ be such that Ω ⊆ Bn(0, r). Let

Jj(x) ≡
1

sn
√
det a(2)

|T−1x|−n
(

xt(a(2))−1
)

j
,

kj(x) ≡
∂Sa

∂xj

− 1

sn
√
det a(2)

|T−1x|−n
(

xt(a(2))−1
)

j

for all x ∈ Rn \ {0}. Since Jj is odd and positively homogeneous of degreee
−(n−1), Theorem 2.4 implies that K[Jj , µ]|Ω can be extended by continuity to Ω,
that K[Jj, µ]|Rn\Ω can be extended by continuity to Rn \ Ω for all µ ∈ C0,1(∂Ω)
and that

K+[Jj , ·] ∈ L
(

C0,1(∂Ω), C0,ω1(·)(Ω)
)

, (4.3)

K−[Jj , ·]|Bn(0,r)\Ω
∈ L

(

C0,1(∂Ω), C0,ω1(·)(Bn(0, r) \ Ω)
)

.

Thus it suffices to show that statements (i) and (ii) are satisfied by the integral
with kernel kj(x − y). Since ∂Ω is upper (n − 1)-Ahlfors regular with respect to
Rn (cf. [15, Prop. 6.5]) and the singularity of kj(x − ·) is weak for all x ∈ Rn, we
have

K+[kj , ·] ∈ L
(

C0,1(∂Ω), C0(Ω)
)

, (4.4)

K−[kj , ·]|Bn(0,r)\Ω
∈ L

(

C0,1(∂Ω), C0(Bn(0, r) \ Ω)
)

.

(cf. [12, Prop. 4.1], [13, Prop. 4.3]). By the classical Theorem of differentiation of
integrals depending on a parameter, we have

∂

∂xl

∫

∂Ω

kj(x− y)µ(y) dσy =

∫

∂Ω

∂

∂xl

kj(x− y)µ(y) dσy ∀x ∈ R
n \ ∂Ω

for all l ∈ {1, . . . , n}. Thus it suffices to show that

K+

[

∂

∂xl

kj , ·
]

∈ L
(

C0,1(∂Ω), C0(Ω)
)

, (4.5)
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K−

[

∂

∂xl

kj , ·
]

|Bn(0,r)\Ω

∈ L
(

C0,1(∂Ω), C0(Bn(0, r) \ Ω)
)

,

(see the notation in (4.1)). Indeed, the following continuous embeddings

C1(Ω) ⊆ C0,1(Ω) ⊆ C0,ω1(·)(Ω) ,

C1(Bn(0, r) \ Ω) ⊆ C0,1(Bn(0, r) \ Ω) ⊆ C0,ω1(·)(Bn(0, r) \ Ω) ,

hold true (cf. (2.3), [2, Lem. 2.28]). Let (ξ1, . . . , ξn, r) denote the variable of A2.
Then by classical differentiation rules and by the fundamental theorem of calculus,
we have

∂kj

∂xl

(x) = (2− n)|x|1−n xl

|x|A2,j(
x

|x| , |x|) (4.6)

+|x|2−n

n
∑

s=1

∂A2,j

∂ξs
(
x

|x| , |x|)
(

δsl

|x| −
xsxl

|x|3
)

+ |x|2−n ∂A2,j

∂r
(
x

|x| , |x|)
xl

|x|

+
∂2B1

∂xl∂xj

(x) ln |x|+ ∂B1

∂xj

(x)
xl

|x|2 +
∂2C

∂xl∂xj

(x)

= Jjl,1(x) + (2 − n)|x|2−n xl

|x|

∫ 1

0

∂A2,j

∂r
(
x

|x| , τ |x|) dτ

+Jjl,2(x) + |x|3−n

n
∑

s=1

∫ 1

0

∂2A2,j

∂ξs∂r
(
x

|x| , τ |x|) dτ
(

δsl

|x| −
xsxl

|x|3
)

+|x|2−n ∂A2,j

∂r
(
x

|x| , |x|)
xl

|x|

+
∂2B1

∂xl∂xj

(x) ln |x|+ ∂2C

∂xl∂xj

(x)

+Jjl,3(x) +

∫ 1

0

n
∑

s=1

∂2B1

∂xj∂xs

(τx) dτ
xsxl

|x|2 ∀x ∈ R
n \ {0} ,

where

Jjl,1(x) ≡ (2 − n)|x|1−n xl

|x|A2,j(
x

|x| , 0) (4.7)

Jjl,2(x) ≡ |x|2−n

n
∑

s=1

∂A2,j

∂ξs
(
x

|x| , 0)
(

δsl

|x| −
xsxl

|x|3
)

Jjl,3(x) ≡
∂B1

∂xj

(0)
xl

|x|2 ∀x ∈ R
n \ {0} ,

for all l ∈ {1, . . . , n}. Next we note that the function A2,j(
x
|x| , 0) is positively

homogeneous of degree 0 in the variable x ∈ Rn \ {0}. By Proposition 3.4, the
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function A2,j(
x
|x| , 0) is even. Then the function Jjl,1 is odd and positively homo-

geneous of degree −(n− 1) for all l ∈ {1, . . . , n} and Theorem 2.4 implies that

K+[Jjl,1, ·] ∈ L
(

C0,1(∂Ω), C0,ω1(·)(Ω)
)

, (4.8)

K−[Jjl,1, ·] ∈ L
(

C0,1(∂Ω), C0,ω1(·)(Bn(0, r) \ Ω)
)

.

Next we note that the function
∂A2,j

∂ξs
( x
|x| , 0) is positively homogeneous of degree 0

in the variable x ∈ Rn \ {0}. By Proposition 3.4, the function
∂A2,j

∂ξs
( x
|x| , 0) is odd.

Then the function Jjl,2 is odd and positively homogeneous of degree −(n− 1) for
all l ∈ {1, . . . , n} and Theorem 2.4 implies that

K+[Jjl,2, ·] ∈ L
(

C0,1(∂Ω), C0,ω1(·)(Ω)
)

, (4.9)

K−[Jjl,2, ·] ∈ L
(

C0,1(∂Ω), C0,ω1(·)(Bn(0, r) \ Ω)
)

.

Since ∂Ω is upper (n − 1)-Ahlfors regular with respect to Rn and the singularity
of Jjl,3(x − ·) is weak on ∂Ω for all x ∈ Rn for n ≥ 3, we have

K+[Jjl,3, ·] ∈ L
(

C0,1(∂Ω), C0(Ω)
)

, (4.10)

K−[Jjl,3, ·] ∈ L
(

C0,1(∂Ω), C0(Bn(0, r) \ Ω)
)

,

for n ≥ 3 ,

(cf. [15, Prop. 6.5], [12, Prop. 4.1], [13, Prop. 4.3]). If instead n = 2, we note
that the function Jjl,3 is odd and positively homogeneous of degree −1 for all
l ∈ {1, . . . , n} and Theorem 2.4 implies that

K+[Jjl,3, ·] ∈ L
(

C0,1(∂Ω), C0,ω1(·)(Ω)
)

, (4.11)

K−[Jjl,3, ·] ∈ L
(

C0,1(∂Ω), C0,ω1(·)(Bn(0, r) \ Ω)
)

for n = 2 .

Since ∂Ω is upper (n − 1)-Ahlfors regular with respect to Rn and the singularity

of
∂kj

∂xl
(x− ·)−

∑3
s=1 Jjl,s(x− ·) is weak on ∂Ω for all x ∈ Rn, we have

K+

[

∂kj

∂xl

−
3

∑

s=1

Jjl,s, ·
]

∈ L
(

C0,1(∂Ω), C0(Ω)
)

, (4.12)

K−

[

∂kj

∂xl

−
3

∑

s=1

Jjl,s, ·
]

∈ L
(

C0,1(∂Ω), C0(Bn(0, r) \ Ω)
)

,

(cf. [15, Prop. 6.5], [12, Prop. 4.1], [13, Prop. 4.3] and see the notation in (4.1)).
By equalities (4.6), (4.7) and by the memberships of (4.8)–(4.12), we deduce the
validity of the memberships of (4.5) and thus the proof is complete. ✷
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We are now ready to prove the following extension of a known result of Miranda
[16] on the single layer potential that is associated to the fundamental solution of
elliptic operators of second order with constant coefficients. Miranda had consid-
ered the case of homogeneous operators and the case of domains of class Cm,α

and of densities µ ∈ Cm,α(∂Ω) for α ∈]0, 1[. Later Dalla Riva [1] has extended the
result of Miranda by removing the restriction that the operator be homogeneous,
under the assumption that α ∈]0, 1[. Here, we consider the limiting case in which
α = 1 and we first state and prove case m = 1.

Theorem 4.13 Let a be as in (1.1), (1.2), (1.3). Let Sa be a fundamental solution
of P [a, D]. Let Ω be a bounded open subset of Rn of class C1,1. Then the following
statements hold.

(i) If µ ∈ C0,1(∂Ω), the map v+Ω [Sa, µ] belongs to C1,ω1(·)(Ω). Moreover, the
map from C0,1(∂Ω) to C1,ω1(·)(Ω) that takes µ to v+Ω [Sa, µ] is linear and
continuous.

(ii) Let r ∈]0,+∞[ be such that Ω ⊆ Bn(0, r). If µ ∈ C0,1(∂Ω), the restriction
v−Ω [Sa, µ]|Bn(0,r)\Ω

belongs to C1,ω1(·)(Bn(0, r) \Ω). Moreover, the map from

C0,1(∂Ω) to C1,ω1(·)(Bn(0, r) \Ω) that takes µ to v−Ω [Sa, µ]|Bn(0,r)\Ω
is linear

and continuous.

Proof. Let γ ∈]0, 1[. By [5, Lemma 4.2 (i)], we have

C
0,Sa,Bn(0,2r),n−1−γ

≡ sup
0<|ξ|≤4r

|ξ|n−1−γ |Sa(ξ)| < +∞ .

Since ∂Ω is upper (n − 1)-Ahlfors regular with respect to Rn (cf. [12, (1.4)], [15,
Prop. 6.5]), then Lemma 3.4 of [12] implies that

sup
x∈Bn(0,r)

∫

∂Ω

dσy

|x− y|n−1−γ
< +∞ ,

(an inequality that one could also prove directly by elementary calculus). Then

sup
x∈Bn(0,r)

∣

∣

∣

∣

∫

∂Ω

Sa(x− y)µ(y) dσy

∣

∣

∣

∣

≤ C0,Sa,Bn(0,2r),n−1−γ
sup

x∈Bn(0,r)

∫

∂Ω

dσy

|x− y|n−1−γ
‖µ‖C0(∂Ω) ,

for all µ ∈ C0,1(∂Ω). Moreover, v[Sa, µ] is continuous in Rn for all µ ∈ C0(∂Ω)
(cf. e.g., [13, Prop. 4.3])) and accordingly,

v+[Sa, ·] ∈ L
(

C0,1(∂Ω), C0(Ω)
)

, (4.14)

v−[Sa, ·] ∈ L
(

C0,1(∂Ω), C0(Bn(0, r) \ Ω)
)

.
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By the cassical differentiation theorem for integrals depending on a parameter, we
have

∂

∂xj

∫

∂Ω

Sa(x− y)µ(y) dσy =

∫

∂Ω

∂

∂xj

Sa(x− y)µ(y) dσy ∀x ∈ R
n \ ∂Ω

for all j ∈ {1, . . . , n}, µ ∈ C0(∂Ω) and accordingly Proposition 4.2 implies that

∂

∂xj

v+[Sa, ·] ∈ L
(

C0,1(∂Ω), C0,ω1(·)(Ω)
)

, (4.15)

∂

∂xj

v−[Sa, ·] ∈ L
(

C0,1(∂Ω), C0,ω1(·)(Bn(0, r) \ Ω)
)

.

for all j ∈ {1, . . . , n}. Then the memberships of (4.14) and (4.15) imply the validity
of statements (i), (ii) for m = 1.

5 A limiting case of a theorem of C. Miranda for

the double layer potential in case m = 1

We first introduce the following statement that follows by the definition of double
layer potential and by Theorem 4.13 on the single layer potential.

Theorem 5.1 Let a be as in (1.1), (1.2), (1.3). Let Sa be a fundamental solution
of P [a, D]. Let Ω be a bounded open subset of Rn of class C1,1. Then the following
statements hold.

(i) If µ ∈ C0,1(∂Ω), then the restriction wΩ[a, Sa, µ]|Ω can be extended uniquely

to function w+
Ω [a, Sa, µ] ∈ C0,ω1(·)(Ω). Moreover, the map from C0,1(∂Ω) to

C0,ω1(·)(Ω) that takes µ to w+
Ω [a, Sa, µ] is linear and continuous.

(ii) Let r ∈]0,+∞[ be such that Ω ⊆ Bn(0, r). If µ ∈ C0,1(∂Ω), then the
restriction wΩ[a, Sa, µ]|Ω− can be extended uniquely to a continuous func-

tion w−
Ω [a, Sa, µ] from Ω− to C and the restriction w−

Ω [a, Sa, µ]|Bn(0,r)\Ω

belongs to Cm,ω1(·)(Bn(0, r) \ Ω). Moreover, the map from C0,1(∂Ω) to
C0,ω1(·)(Bn(0, r) \Ω) that takes µ to w−

Ω [a, Sa, µ]|Bn(0,r)\Ω
is linear and con-

tinuous.

Proof. (i) Formula (1.4) implies that

w+
Ω [a, Sa, µ](x) (5.2)

= −
n
∑

l,j=1

ajl
∂

∂xj

v+Ω [Sa, µνl](x) −
n
∑

l=1

alv
+
Ω [Sa, µνl](x) ∀x ∈ Ω .

Since the components of ν are of class C0,1(∂Ω) and the pointwise product is con-
tinuous in C0,1(∂Ω), then Then Proposition 4.2, Theorem 4.13 and the continuity
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of the embedding of C1,ω1(·)(Ω) into C0,ω1(·)(Ω) imply that w+
Ω [a, Sa, µ]|Ω can be

extended to a unique element of C0,ω1(·)(Ω) and that statement (i) holds true.
Then statement (ii) can be deduced applying statement (i) to the open bounded
set Bn(0, r)\Ω. Indeed the map from C0,1(∂Ω) to C0,1(∂(Bn(0, r)\Ω)) that takes
µ to

µ̃(x) ≡
{

µ(x) if x ∈ ∂Ω ,

0 if x ∈ ∂Bn(0, r)
(5.3)

is linear and continuous and we have

w−
Ω [a, Sa, µ]|Bn(0,r)\Ω

= −w+

Bn(0,r)\Ω
[a, Sa, µ̃] (5.4)

for all µ ∈ C0,1(∂Ω). ✷

In order proceed further, we need the definition of tangential derivative that
we now introduce. Let Ω be an open subset of Rn of class C1. If l, r ∈ {1, . . . , n},
then Mlr denotes the tangential derivative operator from C1(∂Ω) to C0(∂Ω) that
takes f to

Mlr[f ] ≡ νl
∂f ♯

∂xr

− νr
∂f ♯

∂xl

on ∂Ω ,

where f ♯ is any continuously differentiable extension of f to an open neighborhood
of ∂Ω. We note that Mlr[f ] is independent of the specific choice of f ♯ (cf. e.g.,
Dalla Riva, the author and Musolino [2, §2.21]). If necessary, we write Mlr,x to
emphasize that we are taking x as variable of the differential operator Mlr. Then
by exploiting standard differentiation rules, one can prove the following statement
(cf. e.g. Dondi and the author [5, (7.1)])

Proposition 5.5 Let a be as in (1.1), (1.2), (1.3). Let Sa be a fundamental
solution of P [a, D]. Let α ∈]0, 1]. Let Ω be a bounded open subset of Rn of class
C1,α. Let j ∈ {1, . . . , n}. If µ ∈ C1,α(∂Ω), then the following equality holds

∂

∂xj

wΩ[a, Sa, µ](x) (5.6)

=

n
∑

s,l=1

als
∂

∂xl

{
∫

∂Ω

Sa(x− y)Mjs[µ](y) dσy

}

+

∫

∂Ω

[

DSa(x− y)a(1) + aSa(x − y)

]

νj(y)µ(y) dσy

−
∫

∂Ω

∂xj
Sa(x− y)νt(y)a(1)µ(y) dσy ∀x ∈ R

n \ ∂Ω .

We note that formula (5.6) for the Laplace operator with n = 3 can be found in
Günter [9, Ch. 2, § 10, (42)]. By combining Theorems 4.13 and Proposition 5.5,
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we deduce that under the assumptions of Proposition 5.5, the following equality
holds

∂

∂xj

w+
Ω [a, Sa, µ] (5.7)

=

n
∑

s,l=1

als
∂

∂xl

v+Ω [Sa,Mjs[µ]] +Dv+Ω [Sa, νjµ]a
(1)

+av+Ω [Sa, νjµ]−
∂

∂xj

v+Ω [Sa, (ν
ta(1))µ] on Ω .

We are now ready to prove the following extension of a Theorem of Miranda for
the double layer potential to the limiting case in which α = 1.

Theorem 5.8 Let a be as in (1.1), (1.2), (1.3). Let Sa be a fundamental solution
of P [a, D]. Let Ω be a bounded open subset of Rn of class C1,1. Then the following
statements hold.

(i) If µ ∈ C1,1(∂Ω), the map w+
Ω [a, Sa, µ] belongs to C1,ω1(·)(Ω). Moreover, the

map from C1,1(∂Ω) to C1,ω1(·)(Ω) that takes µ to w+
Ω [a, Sa, µ] is linear and

continuous.

(ii) Let r ∈]0,+∞[ be such that Ω ⊆ Bn(0, r). If µ ∈ C1,1(∂Ω), the restriction
w−

Ω [a, Sa, µ]|Bn(0,r)\Ω
belongs to C1,ω1(·)(Bn(0, r) \ Ω). Moreover, the map

from C1,1(∂Ω) to C1,ω1(·)(Bn(0, r) \Ω) that takes µ to w−
Ω [a, Sa, µ]|Bn(0,r)\Ω

is linear and continuous.

Proof. (i) By the continuity of the embedding of C1,1(∂Ω) into C0,1(∂Ω) and by
Theorem 5.1, we have

w+
Ω [a, Sa, ·] ∈ L

(

C1,1(∂Ω), C0,ω1(·)(Ω)
)

Thus it suffices to show that

∂

∂xj

w+
Ω [a, Sa, ·] ∈ L

(

C1,1(∂Ω), C0,ω1(·)(Ω)
)

(5.9)

for all j ∈ {1, . . . , n}. We plan to do so by exploiting formula (5.7) and Theorem
4.13 on the single layer potential. Since the tangential derivative Mjs[·] is linear
and continuous from C1,1(∂Ω) to C0,1(∂Ω), Theorem 4.13 implies that the first
addendum in the right hand side of formula (5.7) is linear and continuous from
C1,1(∂Ω) to C0,ω1(·)(Ω). Since the components of ν are of class C0,1(∂Ω), C1,1(∂Ω)
is continuosly embedded into C0,1(∂Ω) and the pointwise product is continuous
in C0,1(∂Ω) Theorem 4.13 implies that the second and fourth addendum in the
right hand side of formula (5.7) define linear and continuous maps from C1,1(∂Ω)
to C0,ω1(·)(Ω). Since the components of ν are of class C0,1(∂Ω), C1,1(∂Ω) is
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continuosly embedded into C0,1(∂Ω) and the pointwise product is continuous in
C0,1(∂Ω) Theorem 4.13 and the continuity of the embedding of C1,ω1(·)(Ω) into
C0,ω1(·)(Ω) imply that the third addendum in the right hand side of formula (5.7)
defines a linear and continuous map from C1,1(∂Ω) to C0,ω1(·)(Ω). Hence, the
membership of (5.9) holds true and the proof of (i) is complete.

Then statement (ii) can be deduced applying statement (i) to the open bounded
set Bn(0, r) \ Ω by exploiting (5.3) and (5.4). ✷

6 A limiting case of a theorem of C. Miranda for

the single and double layer potential in case

m ≥ 1

By exploiting standard differentiation rules, one can prove the following statement.

Proposition 6.1 Let a be as in (1.1), (1.2), (1.3). Let Sa be a fundamental
solution of P [a, D]. Let Ω be a bounded open subset of Rn of class C2. Let
j ∈ {1, . . . , n}. Then the following equality holds

∂

∂xj

vΩ[Sa, µ](x) = vΩ

[

Sa,

n
∑

r,s=1

Mrj

[ arsνsµ

νta(2)ν

]

]

(x) (6.2)

−wΩ

[

a, Sa,
νjµ

νta(2)ν

]

(x) − vΩ

[

Sa,
(a(1)ν)νjµ

νta(2)ν

]

(x) ∀x ∈ R
n \ ∂Ω ,

for all µ ∈ C1(∂Ω).

Proof. If x ∈ Rn \ ∂Ω, then the classical differentiation theorem for integrals
depending on a parameter implies that

∂

∂xj

vΩ[Sa, µ](x)

=

n
∑

r,s=1

∫

∂Ω

− ∂

∂yj
(Sa(x− y)) νr(y)arsνs(y)µ(y)

dσy

νt(y)a(2)ν(y)

+

n
∑

r,s=1

∫

∂Ω

∂

∂yr
(Sa(x− y)) νj(y)arsνs(y)µ(y)

dσy

νt(y)a(2)ν(y)

−
n
∑

r,s=1

∫

∂Ω

∂

∂yr
(Sa(x− y)) νj(y)arsνs(y)µ(y)

dσy

νt(y)a(2)ν(y)

= −
n
∑

r,s=1

∫

∂Ω

Mrj,y[Sa(x− y)]arsνs(y)µ(y)
dσy

νt(y)a(2)ν(y)
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+

n
∑

r,s=1

∫

∂Ω

νj(y)µ(y)arsνs(y)
∂Sa

∂xr

(x− y)
dσy

νt(y)a(2)ν(y)

+

∫

∂Ω

νj(y)µ(y)

n
∑

l=1

νl(y)alSa(x− y)
dσy

νt(y)a(2)ν(y)

−
∫

∂Ω

νj(y)µ(y)
n
∑

l=1

νl(y)alSa(x− y)
dσy

νt(y)a(2)ν(y)

=

n
∑

r,s=1

∫

∂Ω

Sa(x− y)Mrj

[ arsνsµ

νta(2)ν

]

(y)dσy

−wΩ

[

a, Sa,
νjµ

νta(2)ν

]

(x)− vΩ

[

Sa,
(a(1)ν)νjµ

νta(2)ν

]

(x)

and thus equality (6.2) holds true (see also Lemma 2.86 of [2] on the tangential
derivative). ✷

We note that a related form of formula (6.2) for the Laplace operator with
n = 3 can be found in Günter [9, Ch. 2, § 8, (38)]. We are now ready to prove
the following extension of a known result of Miranda [16] on the single and double
layer potential associated to the fundamental solution of elliptic operators of second
order with constant coefficients. Miranda had considered the case of homogeneous
operators and the case of domains of class Cm,α and of densities µ ∈ Cm−1,α(∂Ω)
for the single layer potential and µ ∈ Cm,α(∂Ω) for the double layer potential when
α ∈]0, 1[. Later Dalla Riva [1] has extended the result of Miranda by removing the
restriction that the operator be homogeneous, under the assumption that α ∈]0, 1[.
Here, we consider the limiting case in which α = 1.

Theorem 6.3 Let a be as in (1.1), (1.2), (1.3). Let Sa be a fundamental solution
of P [a, D]. Let m ∈ N \ {0}. Let Ω be a bounded open subset of Rn of class Cm,1.
Then the following statements hold.

(i) If µ ∈ Cm−1,1(∂Ω), the map v+Ω [Sa, µ] belongs to Cm,ω1(·)(Ω). Moreover,
the map from Cm−1,1(∂Ω) to Cm,ω1(·)(Ω) that takes µ to v+Ω [Sa, µ] is linear
and continuous.

(ii) Let r ∈]0,+∞[ be such that Ω ⊆ Bn(0, r). If µ ∈ Cm−1,1(∂Ω), the restriction
v−Ω [Sa, µ]|Bn(0,r)\Ω

belongs to Cm,ω1(·)(Bn(0, r)\Ω). Moreover, the map from

Cm−1,1(∂Ω) to Cm,ω1(·)(Bn(0, r) \ Ω) that takes µ to v−Ω [Sa, µ]|Bn(0,r)\Ω
is

linear and continuous.

(iii) If µ ∈ Cm,1(∂Ω), the map w+
Ω [a, Sa, µ] belongs to Cm,ω1(·)(Ω). Moreover,

the map from Cm,1(∂Ω) to Cm,ω1(·)(Ω) that takes µ to w+
Ω [a, Sa, µ] is linear

and continuous.
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(iv) Let r ∈]0,+∞[ be such that Ω ⊆ Bn(0, r). If µ ∈ Cm,1(∂Ω), the restriction
w−

Ω [a, Sa, µ]|Bn(0,r)\Ω
belongs to Cm,ω1(·)(Bn(0, r) \ Ω). Moreover, the map

from Cm,1(∂Ω) to Cm,ω1(·)(Bn(0, r)\Ω) that takes µ to w−
Ω [a, Sa, µ]|Bn(0,r)\Ω

is linear and continuous.

Proof. We first prove (i), (iii) by induction on m. If m = 1, then Theorems 4.13,
5.8 imply the validity of statements (i), (iii). We now assume that statements
(i), (iii) hold for m ≥ 1 and we prove them for m + 1. So we now assume that
Ω is of class Cm+1,1. By case m = 1 and by the continuity of the embedding of
C(m+1)−1,1(∂Ω) into C0,1(∂Ω) and of Cm+1,1(∂Ω) into C1,1(∂Ω) and of C1,ω1(·)(Ω)
into C0(Ω), we have

v+Ω [Sa, ·] ∈ L
(

C(m+1)−1,1(∂Ω), C0(Ω)
)

,

w+
Ω [a, Sa, ·] ∈ L

(

Cm+1,1(∂Ω), C0(Ω)
)

.

Thus it suffices to show that

∂

∂xj

v+Ω [Sa, ·] ∈ L
(

C(m+1)−1,1(∂Ω), Cm,ω1(·)(Ω)
)

, (6.4)

∂

∂xj

w+
Ω [a, Sa, ·] ∈ L

(

Cm+1,1(∂Ω), Cm,ω1(·)(Ω)
)

, (6.5)

for all j ∈ {1, . . . , n}. We plan to do so by exploiting formulas (5.7) and (6.2).
We first consider the membership of (6.4). Since the components of ν are of
class Cm,1(∂Ω), the pointwise product is continuous in C(m+1)−1,1(∂Ω), the func-
tion (νta(2)ν)−1 belongs to Cm,1(∂Ω), the tangential derivative Mrj[·] is linear
and continuous from C(m+1)−1,1(∂Ω) to Cm−1,1(∂Ω), the inductive assumption of
statement (i) implies that the first addendum in the right hand side of formula
(6.2) defines a linear and continuous operator from C(m+1)−1,1(∂Ω) to Cm,ω1(·)(Ω).

Since the components of ν are of class Cm,1(∂Ω), the function (νta(2)ν)−1

belongs to Cm,1(∂Ω), the pointwise product is continuous in C(m+1)−1,1(∂Ω), the
inductive assumption of statement (iii) implies that the second addendum in the
right hand side of formula (6.2) defines a linear and continuous operator from
C(m+1)−1,1(∂Ω) to Cm,ω1(·)(Ω).

Since the components of ν are of class Cm,1(∂Ω), the function (νta(2)ν)−1

belongs to Cm,1(∂Ω), the pointwise product is continuous in C(m+1)−1,1(∂Ω),
C(m+1)−1,1(∂Ω) is continuously embedded into Cm−1,1(∂Ω), the inductive assump-
tion of statement (i) implies that the third addendum in the right hand side of
formula (6.2) defines a linear and continuous operator from C(m+1)−1,1(∂Ω) to
Cm,ω1(·)(Ω). Hence, the membership of (6.4) holds true.

We now consider the membership of (6.5). Since the tangential derivative
Mjs[·] is linear and continuous from Cm+1,1(∂Ω) to Cm,1(∂Ω), statement (i) for
case (m+ 1) that we have just proved above to be a consequence of the inductive
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assumption implies that the first addendum in the right hand side of formula (5.7)
defines a linear and continuous operator from Cm+1,1(∂Ω) to Cm,ω1(·)(Ω).

Since the components of ν are of class C(m+1)−1,1(∂Ω), Cm+1,1(∂Ω) is continu-
ously embedded into Cm,1(∂Ω), the pointwise product is continuous in Cm,1(∂Ω),
statement (i) for case (m+1) that we have just proved above to be a consequence
of the inductive assumption implies that the second addendum in the right hand
side of formula (5.7) defines a linear and continuous operator from Cm+1,1(∂Ω) to
Cm,ω1(·)(Ω).

Since the components of ν are of class C(m+1)−1,1(∂Ω), Cm+1,1(∂Ω) is contin-
uously embedded into Cm,1(∂Ω), the pointwise product is continuous in Cm,1(∂Ω)
and Cm,1(∂Ω) is continuously embedded into Cm−1,1(∂Ω), the inductive assump-
tion of statement (i) implies that the third addendum in the right hand side
of formula (5.7) defines a linear and continuous operator from Cm+1,1(∂Ω) to
Cm,ω1(·)(Ω).

Since the components of ν are of class C(m+1)−1,1(∂Ω), Cm+1,1(∂Ω) is con-
tinuously embedded into Cm,1(∂Ω) and the pointwise product is continuous in
Cm,1(∂Ω), statement (i) for case (m + 1) that we have just proved above to be
a consequence of the inductive assumption implies that the fourth addendum in
the right hand side of formula (5.7) defines a linear and continuous operator from
Cm+1,1(∂Ω) to Cm,ω1(·)(Ω). Hence, the membership of (6.5) holds true and thus
the proof of statements (i), (iii) is complete by the induction principle.

Then statements (ii), (iv) can be deduced applying statements (i), (iii) to the
open bounded set Bn(0, r) \ Ω by exploiting (5.3) and (5.4). ✷
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[4] M. Dalla Riva, J. Morais, and P. Musolino, A family of fundamental solutions
of elliptic partial differential operators with quaternion constant coefficients.
Math. Methods Appl. Sci., 36 (2013), 1569–1582.

[5] F. Dondi and M. Lanza de Cristoforis, Regularizing properties of the double
layer potential of second order elliptic differential operators, Mem. Differ. Equ.
Math. Phys. 71 (2017), 69–110.

[6] G.B. Folland. Introduction to partial differential equations. Princeton Univer-
sity Press, Princeton, NJ, second edition, 1995.

[7] T.G. Gegelia, Certain special classes of functions and their properties. (Rus-
sian), Sakharth. SSR Mecn. Akad. Math. Inst. Šrom. 32 (1967), 94–139.
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Eurasian Mathematical Journal, 14, no. 3 (2023), 54–74.

[14] M. Lanza de Cristoforis, Classes of kernels and continuity properties of the
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