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The Neumann Problem and Helmholtz Decomposition
in Convex Domains

Jun Geng and Zhongwei Shen*

Abstract
We show that the Neumann problem for Laplace’s equation in a convex domain €
with boundary data in LP(0€2) is uniquely solvable for 1 < p < co. As a consequence,
we obtain the Helmholtz decomposition of vector fields in LP(Q, R%).

1 Introduction

The main purpose of this paper is to prove the following.

Theorem 1.1. Let Q be a bounded conver domain in R%, d > 2. Let 1 < p < oco. Then the
LP Neumann problem for Au = 0 in Q is uniquely solvable. That is, given any f € LP(0NQ)
with mean value zero, there exists a harmonic function u in 2, unique up to constants, such
that (Vu)* € LP(9Q) and % = f n.t. on 0. Moreover, the solution satisfies the estimate
|(Vu)*|, < C| fllp, where C' depends only on d, p and the Lipschitz character of €.

Here and thereafter (Vu)* denotes the nontangential maximal function of Vu and n
the unit outward normal to 0{2. By % = f n.t. on 0f2 we mean that for a.e. P € 0€,
< Vu(z),n(P) > converges to f(P) as z — P nontangentially. We remark that for a
harmonic function u and p > 2, (Vu)* € LP(9N2) implies that u is in the Sobolev space
LV, 1(92) [8]. The solutions in Theorem [T satisfy the estimate ||Vu||Lzlz/p(Q) < C||fll, for

2 <p<oo.

It is known that the L? Neumann problem for Au = 0 in a bounded C!' domain is
uniquely solvable for any p € (1,00) [2]. However, if  is a general Lipschitz domain, the
sharp range of p’s, for which the L? Neumann problem in € is solvable, is 1 < p < 2 + ¢,
where ¢ > 0 depends on Q (see [7, 14, [1]; also see [9] for references on related work on
boundary value problems in Lipschitz domains). In [10], for any given Lipschitz domain
and p > 2, Kim and Shen established a necessary and sufficient condition for the solvability
of the L Neumann problem in 2. More precisely, it is shown in [10] that the LP Neumann
problem for Au = 0 in € is solvable if and only if there exist positive constants Cy and rg
such that for any 0 < r < ry and @ € 0f2, the following weak reverse Holder inequality on

o9,
1 1/p 1 1/2
r B(Q,r)No0N r B(Q,2r)Nndn
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holds for any harmonic function v in € satisfying (Vo)* € L*(992) and % =0on B(Q,3r)N
00 (see [10, Theorem 1.1]). Using this condition, Kim and Shen [10] obtained the solvability
of the LP Neumann problem for Au = 0 in bounded convex domains in R? for 1 < p < oo
ifd=2forl <p<4ifd=3;and for 1 < p <3+c¢eifd>4 (see [0, Theorem 1.2]).
Theorem [[T] extends the results in [10] in the case d > 3 and completely solves the LP
Neumann problem for Laplace’s equation in convex domains.

Our approach to Theorem [[1] follows the proof of Theorem 1.2 in [I0]. To establish
the weak reverse Holder inequality (LI), we use the square function estimates for harmonic
functions in Lipschitz domains and the local W%? estimate in convex domains. This reduces
the problem to the estimate of

sup [V20(@)[P*[d ()P, (1.2)

xE€B(P,r)

where t € (0,1), 6(z) = dist(z, 82), and v is a harmonic function in € such that 22 = 0 on
B(P,3r)N 9 and (Vv)* € L*(99). In [10] the authors used the interior estimates and the
local W22 to obtain that for any x € B(P,r) N,

V()| < & {@] : {i / . |w<y>|2dy}1/2. (1.3)

By a reflection argument the classical De Giorgi-Nash estimate implies that for any = €

B(P,r)NQ, 2 o
vl < 5| AR L T N (1.4

where o > 0 depends on €. Substituting (L3]) for d = 2,3 and (I4) for d > 4 into (L2
and choose t sufficiently close to 0, we see that the exponent of d(x) would be positive for
any p > 2if d = 2; for p < 4if d = 3; and for p < 3+ ¢ if d > 4. This leads to the
restriction of p for d > 3 in [10, Theorem 1.2]. In this paper we will show that if d > 3, for
any © € B(P,r) N,

oy < S [ ] L oyl (15)
r [5(93)] {7’ /B(P,Sr)ﬁﬂ }

for any n > 0. Substituting (L.5) into (L2), we see that the exponent of §(x) is —n(p—2)+1—t,
which would be positive for any p > 2 if n > 0 is sufficiently small.
To show (LH), we will prove that if 2 is a convex domain with smooth boundary, then

for any q > 2,
1 1/q 1 1/2
{—d/ \Vv\qu} <C {—d/ \Vvﬁda:} : (1.6)
™™ JB(Q,r)nn ™™ JB(Q,2r)nQ

whenever v is harmonic in Q and v € C?(Q), 22 = 0 in B(Q, 3r) N 9. The constant C' in
(LG) depends only on d, ¢ and the Lipschitz character of Q2. Our proof of (.G]) is inspired
by a recent paper of V. Maz’ya [11], in which he established the L* gradient estimate for



solutions of the Neumann-Laplace problem in convex domains. More precisely, it is proved
in [1I] that if ¢ > d and f € L(§2) with mean value zero, then ||Vul[ze@) < O f| L),
where —Au = f in Q and % = 0 on 0L2. Although the proof of (L) does not rely on this
estimate, the formulation of our main technical lemma, Lemma [2.2] as well as its proof, is
motivated by [11].

With Theorem [I.T] at our disposal, following the potential approach developed by Fabes,
Mendez, Mitrea [3] in Lipschitz domains, we may study the solvability of the Poisson equation
with Neumann boundary conditions in convex domains. In particular, consider the boundary

value problem
Au= fe L% (),

ou
a9, —9€ B?,,,(00), (1.7)
u € WHP(Q).

Here L7, ,(Q) is the dual of L{(€2) = W"4(Q) and B?,,,(09) the dual of the Besov space
Bf/p(ﬁﬂ) on 0f), where ¢ = -2-. We will call u € WH(Q) a solution to (L7) with data

(f9),if

p—— .

/ Vu-Vodr == < f,0>1r @xrio + < 9,17(0) >p  00)xs?, (00) (1.8)
o ,

/

for any ¢ € Wh(Q), where Tr(¢) denotes the trace of ¢ on 9.

Theorem 1.2. Let Q be a bounded conver domain in R?, d > 2. Let 1 < p < co. Then
forany f € L” ((2) and g € B’il/p(ﬁﬂ) satisfying the compatibility condition < f,1 >=<
g,1 >, the Poisson problem (1.7) has a unique (up to constants) solution u. Moreover, the
solution u satisfies the estimate

IVullzsey < C {1 llee, o+ lglse, oo } (1.9)
where C' depends only on d, p and the Lipschitz character of §2.

We remark that for bounded Lipschitz or C' domains, the inhomogeneous Neumann
problem, Au = f € L}, (Q) in Q, Gu — g € B’ ,(09) and u € LY o1, () with
s € (0,1) and p € (1,00), was studied in [3], where the authors obtained the solvability for
the sharp ranges of p and s. Analogous results for the inhomogeneous Dirichlet problem
in Lipschitz or C' domains may be found in [8]. In particular, it follows from [3] that the
boundary value problem (I.7)) is solvable for p € ((3/2) —¢,3 4 ¢) if Q is Lipschitz; and for
p€(1,00)if Qis C.

Let L2(9) denote the subspace of functions v in LP(€2, R?) such that [, v-Vodz = 0 for
any ¢ € C*(RY). As a corollary of Theorem [.2, we establish the Helmholtz decomposition

of LP vector fields on convex domains for 1 < p < oc.

Theorem 1.3. Let Q be a bounded convex domain in R?, d > 2 and 1 < p < co. Then

LP(Q,RY) = grad W'P(Q) @ L2(Q). (1.10)



That is, given any u € LP(Q,RY), there exist ¢ € WIP(Q), unique up to a constant, and a
unique v € LP(Q) such that u = V¢ + v. Moreover,

max {||Vo| o). IVl } < Cpllullre@), (1.11)

where C, depends only on d, p and the Lipschitz character of €.

A useful tool in the study of the Navier-Stokes equations, the Helmholtz decomposition
(LI0Q) is well known for smooth domains (see e.g. [4]). It was proved in [3] that ((LI0)- (1T
hold for p € ((3/2) —&,3 + ¢) if Q is Lipschitz; and for p € (1,00) if Q is C'. The range
(3/2) —e < p < 3+ ¢ is known to be sharp for Lipschitz domains [3].

2 Estimates on smooth convex domains

The purpose of this section is to establish the following.

TheoreLn 2.1. Let Q be a bounded conver domain in R?, d > 3 with C? boundary. Let
u € C3(Q). Suppose that Au =0 in Q and % =0 on B(Q,3r)N0Q for some QQ € 0 and
0<r<mrg. Then for any q > 2,

1 1/q 1 1/2
{—d/ |Vu|qda:} < C’{—d/ |Vu|2da:} , (2.1)
™ JB(@Q,r)nQ ™ JB(Q,2r)nQ

where C' depends only on d, q and the Lipschitz character of ).

The summation convention will be used in this section.
The proof of Theorem 2.Tlrelies on the following lemma. As we mentioned in Introduction,
the formulation of Lemma [2.2] as well as its proof is inspired by a paper of Maz'ya [11].

Lemma 2.2. Let Q be a bounded convex domain with C? boundary. Suppose that v =
(v1,...,vq) € C2(QQRY) and v-n =0 on 0. Let g =|v|%. Then for a.e. t € (0,00),

1/2
ov;  O0vj 2 .
|Vg|do < 2\/%/ e + |div(v)| ¢ do
/{g=t} {g=t} ; ‘8:@ O ‘

{g>t} 825']‘ 8@
where 0 = H*! denotes the d — 1 dimensional Hausdorff measure and {g =t} = {z € Q :
glx) =t}, {g>1t} ={r e Q:g(x) > t}.

Proof. Let U be a nonnegative Lipschitz function on [0, 00). It follows from integration by
parts that

(2.2)




— / 2 - - . .. -
_ 2/9\1/ (Vo G v G da (2.3)
- 2/ U (|v]*)vg - Ov -y - div(v) dz
Q Ox;

+/Q\If(|v|2){div(v)}2d:):

—I—/ U([v]?) {vm]—% — vinidiv(v)} do.
a0 8172

2 01),- 8vj
/Q (v[2) {{dw v} —axj~axi}d:c
2 - dv;
= U(|v|%) S vindiv(v) —vin; == ¢ do (2.4)
a0 ox;

vy, ov; vy, .
, 2 - —_— .. j —_— . . ..
+ Q/Q\If (|v] ){vk I, v; o1, Vg oz, v; le(V)} dzx.

Using the assumptions that v-n = 0 on 9Q and € is a convex domain with C? boundary,
we observe that

This gives

an
! j@xi

vndiv(v) — v —B(vr;vr) >0 on 0f),

where v = v — (v - n)n is the tangential component of v on 92 and f(-,-) the second
fundamental quadratic form of 0 (see [6, p.137]). Hence,

8vk ov;
1( 1|2 J
v[?) v — ;- dr
2/\If(| %) - vk ] v Z

< 2/ U (|v|*) - v - Gui v - div(v) dz (2.5)
Q ox

7

2 (%Z- an
—i—/ﬂ (v {{dlv )} — o, . 81’@} dx.




Let g = |v|?. Then |Vg|* = 4vy, - 8”" v 8;” It follows from (2.5]) that

1 ovy, ov;  Ov;
- \If/ 2 <9 \I/, R, (. J
2/Q (9)|Vgl* dx < /Q (9)vk o, vz{axj 8:02} dx
49 / W(g) v 2y div(v) da (2.6)
0 825'2
. 2 01),- 8vj
—l—/Q\If(g) {{dlv(v)} - oz, : &Ei} dx.

We now fix 0 <t < 7 < oo. Let ¥ be continuous so that U(s) =1 for s > 7, U(s) =0
for s <t, and W is linear on [t, 7]. In view of (2.6]), we obtain

1/2
1 / 9 1 ov; Ovj
— V| der < —— Vyg||v - = dx
21 = 1) Jicger Vsl T =1 Jicger IVallv {Z }

T L V| v |div(v)| dx (2.7)

—1 t<g<T
ov; Ov;
+ LG {divv 2 _ ]}dx.
l>t (g> { ( )} 09:j &rZ

By the co-area formula, we may rewrite (2.7)) as

1/2
\Vg\dads<—/ /_ ‘V|{Z}avl _% } do ds

Tt/t /gst |div(v)| do ds (2.8)

+/g>t\If(g) {{div(v)}2 - g;’j : giﬂ} da.

Letting 7 — t* in (Z8), we obtain the desired estimate by the Lebesgue’s differentiation
theorem. O

Next we apply Lemma [2.2] to harmonic functions in {2 with normal derivatives vanishing
on part of the boundary.

Lemma 2.3. Let Q be a bounded convex domain with C? boundary and Q € 0. Let
u € C3*(Q). Suppose that Au =0 in Q and 3¢ =0 on B(Q,2r) N IQ for some r > 0. Then
for a.e. t € (0,00),

/ |Vg|da§6\/1_5/ |Vl |V<p\da+2/ |Vul|?|Vl|? dz, (2.9)
g=t g=t g>t

where g = |(Vu)p|* and p € C*(B(Q,2r)).



Proof. Let v = (Vu)p. Then v-n =0 on 092 and
ov; 9*u ou Oy
8:@ 81’181’] 81’2 8:@
It follows that div(v) = (Au)p + Vu - Vo = Vu - Vy and
ov; B dvj  Ou dp  Ou Oy

8:@ 81’2 N 8:61 81’]' 81’]' 8:61 ‘

1/2
(Z}a”l—%) + |div(v)]

Hence,

(2.10)
= {2IVul*|Vgl* - 2(Vu - Vo)*}* + [Vu- Yyl
< 3|Vu| [Vel.
Next note that
v Ovs Pu  Ou &P
X 2 j ) — 2 212
v = e, — IV e A oy
92u ou 2.11
Z—Z(¢ax-8x Bz Oz ) FIVulver o
i e ‘
< [Vul’|Vel|*.

In view of (2.10)- [2.11)), estimate (2.9)) in Lemma 23 now follows readily from Lemma22. O

Lemma 2.4. Let §) be a bounded convex domain in R?, d > 3. Let f, g be two nonnegative
functions on Q. Suppose that f € C(Q), g € C1(Q) and

Vgldo < Coq vt do + Qd} 2.12
[ v {vif indre [ pa 212

for a.e. t € (0,00). Then there exists C depending only on d, q, Cy and the Lipschitz
character of 0 such that

{/ \g|qda;} <c{/ |f\2pd:c} +C|Q|_1/|g\d:c (2.13)

where p > 1 and % =

1_2
P d’

Proof. By considering gs = g+ ¢ and then letting § — 07, we may assume that ¢ is bounded
from below by a positive constant. Using the co-area formula and (2ZI2]), we obtain

/Igl“lvglzda::/ ta/ |Vg| dodt
Q 0 g=t
SOO/ t“{t%/ |f|da+/ |f|2da:}dt (2.14)
0 g=t g>t

<c / g4 Vgl f| dz + C / g1 P da
Q Q

7



where a > —1. By the Cauchy inequality with an € > 0,

1 o (0%
[ a1Vl sl de < [ lgp9gf o+ C. [ Jgf* P do.
Q Q Q
This, together with (2.14), implies that

/Q 19°|Vg2de < C / g1 fP da.

(2.15)
Since ) is convex, there exists a constant C, depending only on d and [diam(2)]?/|9|,
such that

{/|w—wg|d2_d2 dx} §0/|Vw|2dat,
Q 0

(2.16)
where w € C1(Q) and wgq denotes the average of w over Q. Let 8 > (1/2) and w = ¢° in
([2.16). We obtain

% 2
{ 191 dx} <cf |g|2ﬁ-2|Vg|2dx+0|ﬂ|-1-d{ / |g|ﬁdx}
Q Q Q

. (2.17)
Let a =28 — 2. Tt follows from (2.I0) and (ZI7) that

2d, % 2 2
{[lo# )" <c [ipacori{ [ral . @
Q Q Q

for any 5 > (1/2).

We now choose pg > 1 so that (25 — 1)pg = %. By Holder’s inequality,

1/po ) 1/py
[ 1512 < { / |g|<2ﬁ-1>p°dz} { / |f|2”°dx}
Q Q Q
N " (2.19)
Sg{/ |g‘(2ﬁ—1)po dx} 0 +C. {/ |f‘2p6 dx}f’o
Q Q

where p; = % Note that Z—; = d%dz. Also 2p;, = % and Z—i = %. In view of
(2.18)-(2.19), we obtain
% d72j4[3 2
2d 4d8
{/ |g|dT€ d:c} < C’{/ | f| 72+ dx} +C|Q|_1_% {/ |g|6d:c} . (2.20)
Q Q Q
Finally we let p = %

and ¢ = 2% Tt follows from (220) that

1/q 1/p - 1/8
{/ \g|qu} sc{/ \f|2”dw} +cmrw-w{/ |g\ﬁdx} .
Q Q Q

Note that % = % —2and 26 = (1 — 2)q. Also —5

11
) 28 dB T q
estimate follows from (2.21]) by Hélder’s inequality.

(2.21)

%. Since 8 < ¢, the desired

O
8



We are now in a position to give the proof of Theorem 2.1
Proof of Theorem [2.1]

Let 1 < p < 7 < 2. Choose ¢ € C§°(B(Q,7r)) such that ¢ = 1 in B(Q, pr) and
V| < Cl(r — p)r]~. Tt follows from Lemmas 2.3 and 2.4] that

{ |<Vu>so|2qu}l/q

» (2.22)
<ol [rwurmarany - ciof [ vupkds,
Q Q
where p > 1 and % = % — %. This yields that
1 1/(29) 1 1/(2p)
{—d/ \vu|2qu} gc{—d/ |vu\2pdx} (2.23)
™ JanB(Q,pr) ™ JanB(@Q,r)
for any p > 1 and % = % — %, where 1 < p < 7 < 2. By a simple iteration argument, we
obtain

1 1/q 1 1/p
{—d/ |Vu|qda7} <C {—d/ |Vul? dx} , (2.24)
™ JanB(@Q,r) ™ JoanB(Q,3r/2)

for any 2 < p < ¢ < oo. Estimate (2.1]) follows readily from (2.24]) and the reverse Holder

inequality,
1 i 1/p 1 1/2
{—d/ |Vul? dx} <C {—d/ |Vu|2da7} : (2.25)
™ JonB(Q,3r/2) ™ JanB(Q,2r)

where p > 2. We mention that (2:25) holds even for solutions of elliptic systems of divergence
form with bounded measurable coefficients. See e.g. [0, Chapter V] for the interior case.
The boundary case follows from the interior case by a reflection argument. O

Remark 2.5. Let © be a bounded Lipschitz domain in R?, d > 2. Suppose that Au = 0
in Q, (Vu)* € L*(99) and % = 0 on B(Q,3r) N 09. Then the estimate (ZI) holds for
2<qg<3+cifd>3;and for 2 < ¢ < 4+¢if d = 2. To show this, one uses the fact that the
L? Neumann problem in Lipschitz domains is solvable as well as the observation that u is C*
in B(Q,2r)NQ for some o > 0 if d > 3; and for some o > (1/2) if d = 2. We refer the reader
to [13], pp.188-189], where the same estimate was proved for a Lipschitz domain €2, under the
Dirichlet condition v = 0 on B(Q, 3r)NdQ. The proof in [I3] extends easily to the case of the
Neumann boundary condition. We point out that if d > 3, the C* (a > 0) estimate follows
from the De Giorgi-Nash estimate by a reflection argument. For the case d = 2, one may
use the solvability of the LP Neumann problem in Lipschitz domains for some p = p > 2 and
the square function estimates to show that Vu € L‘f/ﬁ(B(Q, 2r)N Q) C L?(B(Q,2r) N Q).

By Sobolev imbedding, this implies that u is C® on B(Q,2r) N for some a > (1/2). If Q is
C*, the estimate (Z1I) holds for any d > 2 and ¢ > 2. This follows from the fact that the L?
Neumann problem in C' domains is solvable for any p > 2. Since the results in this paper
do not use the estimates mentioned above, we omit the details here.



3 Weak reserve Holder inequality on the boundary

The goal of this section is to prove the following.

Theorem 3.1. Under the same conditions on Q and u as in Theorem [2.1], we have

1 1/p 1/2
{ [ wora <o @k G
r B(Q,r)NnoQ B(Q,2r)Nox

for any p > 2, where C depends only on d, p and the Lipschitz character of ).
We begin with a local W?? estimate.

Lemma 3.2. Under the same conditions on Q) and u as in Theorem 21, we have

C
/ |V2u|? dz < —2/ |Vu|? dw (3.2)
B(Q,r)NQ ™ JB(Q,2r)nQ

where C' depends only on d.
Proof. See e.g. [10, p.1826]. O]
Let d(x) = dist(z, 00).

Lemma 3.3. Let w be a harmonic function in a bounded Lipschitz domain ). Let p > 2.
Fiz zq € Q such that 6(xg) > codiam(Y). Then for any t € (0,1),

/ |(Vw)*|P do SC{diam(Q)}t sup \Vzw(x)\p_z[é(x)]p_l_t/ |V2w|? dy
20 20 0
+ CVw(xg)[?|09,

(3.3)

where C' depends only on d, p, t, co and the Lipschitz character of §2.
Proof. See e.g. [10, p.1827]. O

Proof of Theorem 3.1l
Since €2 is a Lipschitz domain, by rotation and translation, we may assume that Q = 0
and

B(Qa COTO) N = {([L’,, xd) D Xg > ’l/)(!lf/)} N B(Qa COTO)
where 1 : R4~! — R such that 1(0) = 0 and ||Vt||sc < M, and Cy = 10v/d(1 + M). Let

S(r) = {(x',¢(x')) 2] < r}.

We will show that if u € C?(£2) is harmonic in  and 2% = 0 on S(8r), then

1 1/p 1 , 1/2

where C' depends only on d, p and M. Estimate (3.1)) follows from (3.4 by a simple covering
argument.

10



For P € 092, define

M (Vu)(P) = sup {|Vu(z)| : z € Q, |z — P| < Cod(z) and |z — P| < cor},

My (Vu)(P) = sup {|Vu(z)| : z € Q,|z — P| < Cod(z) and |z — P| > cor} (3.5)

Note that (Vu)* = max{M;(Vu), Ma(Vu)}. The desired estimate for Mo(Vu) follows
readily from the interior estimates for harmonic functions. To handle M;(Vu), we apply
Lemma [3.3] to u on the Lipschitz domain Z(2r), where

Z(p)(={(2',24) : |2'| < p and (2) < 24 < 20V/d(1 + M)p}.

This yields that

1
rd—1

1
[ omuorde< o [ (Vs
S(r)

-l aZ(2r)
t—d+1 2 p—2 p—1-t 2 2 (3.6)
< Cr'™ sup [V2u(@)|P72[o()] [VZu(y)|” dy
Z(2r) Z(2r)
+ C|Vu(xo)|?,

where 0(z) = dist(z, Z(2r)) and (Vu)y,,, denotes the nontangential maximal function of
Vu with respect to the domain Z(2r). Note that the last term in the right-hand side of (3.6))

may be treated easily, using the interior estimates.
Let I denote the first term in the right-hand side of (B.6]). By Lemma B.2]

I< O~ sup |V2u(x) P2 [6(2)]" / |Vu(y)|* dy. (3.7)
Z(2r) Z(2r)
Let € Z(2r). It follows from the interior estimates that for any ¢ > 2,
C 1 Ha
V2u(z)) < - {7/ \vu|qu}
6(x) | [o(x)] B(z,8(x))
d 1/q
Cra 1
<— {_d/ |Vu|qu} (3.8)
[6(2)] e Lz

Crg 1 1/2
= 71#{7/ ‘W|2dx} :
@ s \r? Jza

where we have used estimate (2.I]) in the last step. This, together with ([B.1), implies that

et (149 p-2) [ 1 P/2
I< Crt—l+§(l’—2) sup [5(1’)}17 1I-t—(1+)(p 2){ /( )|Vu|2dy} ) (39)
Z(4r

x€Z(2r) rd

Sincep—1—1t—(1+ g)(p —-2)=1—-1t—- g(p — 2), we may choose ¢ > 2 so large that the
exponent of d(z) in ([B9) is positive. Using 6(z) < Cr, we then obtain

1 p/2 1 p/2
I< c{—d/ \vu|2dy} < c{ﬂ/ \(vu)*ﬁda} | (3.10)
™ Jz(4r) r S(4r)

11



Thus we have proved that

1 1 ) p/2
— My (Vu)|Pdo < C 3 — Vu)*|*d .
7 Jsn Mu(Vu)fr do < {Td‘l /3(4r) (Vu) U}
This, together with the same estimate for My(Vu), gives (B.4]). O

Remark 3.4. Let p > 2. It follows from Theorem B.1] and [10, Theorem 1.1] that if Q is a
bounded convex domain with C? boundary, the LP? Neumann problem for Au = 0 in € is
uniquely solvable. Moreover, the solution satisfies the estimate ||(Vu)*|, < C||%%|,, where
C depends only on d, p and the Lipschitz character of 2.

4 Proof of Theorem [1.7]

Let © be a bounded convex domain in R?, d > 2. Let p > 2. We need to show that the L?
Neumann problem for Au = 0 in Q is uniquely solvable. Since the case d = 2 is contained
in [10], we will assume that d > 3.

The uniqueness of the LP Neumann problem follows directly from the uniqueness of the
L? Neumann problem. To establish the existence, it suffices to show that if f € C°(R?) and
/. o/ do =0, then the solution of the L? Neumann problem for Au = 0 in Q with boundary
data fl|aq satisfies ||(Vu)*||, < C||fl],-

To this end we approximate 2 from the outside by a sequence of convex domains {2;}
with smooth boundaries and uniform Lipschitz characters. Let u; be a solution to the L?
Neumann problem for Laplace’s equation in €2; with data f; — «;, where «; is the mean
value of f on 0€);. It follows from Remark [3.4] that

(V) Nl roe,) < Cllf5 = ajllron;), (4.1)

where C' depends only on d, p and the Lipschitz character of 2. By a limiting argument (see
e.g. [7]), there exists a subsequence, still denoted by {u;}, such that Vu; — Vv uniformly
on any compact subset of €2, where v is a variational solution of the Neumann problem in €2
with data f|sq. Using this and (@), we may deduce that ||(Vv)*||Lra0) < C||f|zra0)- Since
u — v is constant by the uniqueness of the variational solutions, we obtain ||(Vu)*||rra0) <
C|lfllzra)- This completes the proof.

5 Proof of Theorem

To establish the existence, we first reduce the problem to the case where f = 0. The
argument is standard. Let f € L”,4(Q) and w = Ilo(f) = Roll(f). Here Rq denotes
the operator restricting distributions in R? to €2, the map II : £&'(RY) — D'(RY) is given by
the convolution with the fundamental solution for A in R? with pole at the origin, and J?is
defined by < f,¢ >=< f, Rq(¢) > for ¢ € C=(R?). Let ¢ = -L-. For any ¢ € B(99) with

p—1°
s =1, define
P

SAO = [ Vo Tidet < £6 >0, oo (5.1)
Q
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where ¢ is a function in L{(€2) such that T7(¢)) = ¢ and [|[¢)]|L90) < C||¢||Bg/p(ag). Here we

have used the fact that the trace operator T'r : L{(Q2) — BY 1,(0€2) is bounded and onto and
that

||¢||B§/p(asz) ~ inf {[|¢[|pa) : Tr(v) = o}
Since

/Vw-V@bdx—l—<f,w >=( for any ¢ € C5°(92)
Q

and C§°(Q) is dense in {u € L{(Q) : Tr(u) = 0}, it is easy to see that < A(f),$ > is well
defined. Furthermore,
| <A(f), 0> < {||w||L§’(Q) + ||f||L’ily0(Q)}||¢”L‘{(Q)
< CHf”L’iLO(Q)HwHL‘{(Q) (5.2)
< C||f||L’11,0(Q)||¢||B;1/p(ag),
where we have used the Calderén-Zygmund estimate ||wl|zrq) < C|fl[rr | (- It follows

that w is a weak solution to (7)) with data (f, A(f)) and ||A(f)||Bz:1/p(aQ) < O fller, -

Thus, by subtracting w from u, we may always assume that f = 0.
Next, we note that if €2 is a bounded Lipschitz domain, the solvability of the Neumann
problem,

Ay =0 in €,
g—z =g € B?,(09) on 09, (5.3)

u € Lllj—s-i-l/p(Q)’
was established in [3] for (s,1/p) in the (open) convex polygon P formed by the vertices,
(1 — &, 0)7 (17 O)a (1a (1 + 5)/2)7 (Ea 1)7 (07 1)a (07 (1 - 5)/2)a

where £ > 0 depends on 2. By interpolation, this, together with Theorem [[.1] implies that
the Neumann problem (5.3]) in a convex domain is uniquely solvable if (s,1/p) is the (open)
convex polygon P; formed by the vertices

(1 —-¢,0), (1,0), (1,(1+¢)/2), (&1), (0,1), (0,0).

In particular, the Neumann problem (5.3)) is solvable if s = 1/p and 2 < p < co. As a result,
we have proved Theorem for 2 < p < oo. The case 1 < p < 2 will be proved by a duality
argument, given in the next section (see Remark [6.5]).

6 Proof of Theorem

Note that
LP(Q) = {ue LP(QRY): / u- V¢ dr =0 for any ¢ € WH(Q)} 6.1
Q :
={ue L’(QRY: div(u) =0in Q and u-n =0 on 90},
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where ¢ = 2. Here u-n is regarded as an element in B” | /p(0€2). Let X be a normed vector

space and g_a subset of X. The set
St={leX*: <t f>=0foral fcS}

is called the set of annihilators of S. If S is a closed subspace of a reflexive Banach space
X, then (S1)+ = S (see e.g. [12]). With this notation, we may write L2(Q) = S+ C X =
LP(Q,RY), where S = grad W14(Q) C LY(Q,R?). Thus the LP-Helmholtz decomposition
(LI0) may be written as

LP(Q,RY) = grad W'?(Q) @ {grad WI(Q)} .

(6.2)
Lemma 6.1. Let Q be a bounded Lipschitz domain in R and 1 < p < co. Then C(Q) =
{v e Ce(Q,RY) : div(v) =0} is dense in LE(Q).

Proof. Let XP?(£2) denote the closure of C°(Q) in LP(Q2,R%). Clearly, grad Wh4(Q) C
(X?(€2))*=. On the other hand, if u € L7(Q,R%) and [,u-vdz = 0 for any v € C(1Q),
then u = —V1 for some v € L} (Q) (see e.g. [4 pp.696-697] for a proof). This im-

plies that u € grad W'?(Q). Hence we obtain grad W(Q) = (X?(Q))*. It follows that
XP(Q) = (grad WH(Q))+ = LE(Q) and thus C°(Q) is dense in L2(). O

Lemma 6.2. Let Q be a bounded Lipschitz domain in R? and 1 < p < oo. If the Helmholtz
decomposition (I.10) with the estimate (1.11) holds for the exponent p and constant C,, then
p

it holds for the dual exponent q = -1 and constant Cy = C,.

Proof. This follows from the fact that if Xy, X; are closed subspaces of X and X = Xy® X7,
then X* = X3 @ Xi. Note that if u € L2(Q), v € L4(Q), ¢ € WHP(Q) and o € WH(Q),
then
/u-(v+V¢)d:E: /(u+V¢) -vdz,
@ “ (6.3)
/v¢-(v+w>dx: /(u+V¢)~V¢dm.
Q Q

By a simple duality argument, this shows that the estimate (LII]) holds for the exponent ¢
and constant C, = C,,. O

Next we will show that the LP-Helmholtz decomposition is equivalent to the solvability

of (53)) for s =1/p.

Theorem 6.3. Let Q be a bounded Lipschitz domain in R? and 1 < p < oo. Then the LP-
Helmholtz decomposition (IL10) with the estimate (I.11) holds if and only if the Neumann
problem (5.3) is uniquely solvable for s = 1/p.

Proof. Suppose that (5.3]) is uniquely solvable for s = 1/p. The uniqueness of the solutions
to (5.3) implies that L2(Q) N grad W'?(Q) = {0}. Given any u = (uy, ..., uy) € LP(Q,RY),
let

0

o) = 5= [ Tla =) dy. (6.4
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where I'(z) denotes the fundamental solution for A in R? with pole at the origin. By the
Calderén-Zygmund estimate, ¢ € WP(Q) and |V || r) < C|lu|1r(o). Since div(u—V¢) =
0 in €, it follows that A = (u—V¢)-n € B, (09) and ||A||Blil/p(aﬂ) < Cllu— Vo e,

where A may be defined by
<A\ p>= /(u—qu) -Vodr
Q

for ¢ € Bf/p(ﬁQ) and @ € W4(Q) such that Tr () = ¢ on 9Q. We now let v=u— V(¢ +

) € LP(Q,R?Y), where 1 € WHP(Q) is a solution to (5.3]) with boundary data A. Observe
that for any ¢ € C*°(R?),

/V-Vgodx:</\,gp> —/V@D-V@:O.
Q Q
Thus v € L2(2). Also note that

IV(¢+)llere) < C{IVSllre) + 1A, oo}

< C{IVPllrey + [0 = Vol ooy }
S C HuHLP(Q).

Since u = v + V(¢ + ), we obtain the Helmholtz decomposition (6.2)).

Next suppose that the LP-Helmholtz decomposition (LI0) with estimate (LII) holds.
The uniqueness for the Neumann problem (5.3)) follows from the fact that L2 (Q)Ngrad Wr(Q)
= {0}. To show the existence, let ¢ be a solution of the L? Neumann problem in Q with
boundary data g—iﬁ = g, where g € L>(99Q) and [,,gdo = 0. Given u € LI(Q,R%) N
L*(Q,RY), write u = v + V¢, where v € LL(Q2) N L2(Q) and ¢ € W4(Q) N WH2(Q). This
is possible since the Helmholtz decomposition holds for exponents ¢ and 2. It follows that

oY

/V@D-ud:v:/V@b-ngdx: (¢p —a)do
Q 0 a0 On
o
< ||%||B§’1/p(aﬂ)||¢ - QHB‘{/p(aQ)
o

<|l5-1lsr, o lle — allwiew),
on "1/

for any o € R. By Poincaré inequality, this yields that

/va~udx

Using ||Vl L) < Cyllul|za(q), we then obtain

o
< CHa—nHB’jW(aQ)HV¢||LQ(Q)-

o
Vel < Cllz-llsr, 00 (6.5)

by duality. Since L*(052) is dense in B” 1p(082), the existence of solutions to (B.3) with
data A, where A € B’_’l/p(ﬁﬁ) and < A, 1 >= 0, follows from the estimate (6.5) by a simple
limiting argument. This completes the proof. O
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Lemma [6.2l and Theorem [6.3] lead to the following.

Theorem 6.4. Let Q) be a bounded Lipschitz domain in R and 1 < p < oco. Then the
solvability of [53) for s = 1/p is equivalent to the solvability of (23) for s = 1/q, where

q=;5

Remark 6.5. We show in Section 5 that if  is a bounded convex domain in R?, then the
Neumann problem (5.3]) is solvable for s = 1/p and 2 < p < co. Thus, by Theorem [6.4] the
Neumann problem (5.3) in convex domains with s = 1/p is solvable for any 1 < p < oo.
This completes the proof of Theorem L2l

Remark 6.6. Theorem follows readily from Theorems and [6.3]
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