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THE DIRICHLET-CONORMAL PROBLEM WITH HOMOGENEOUS AND
INHOMOGENEOUS BOUNDARY CONDITIONS

HONGJIE DONG AND ZONGYUAN LI

AsstrACT. We consider the mixed Dirichlet-conormal problem on irregular do-
mains in R?. Two types of regularity results will be discussed: the W'? regu-
larity and a non-tangential maximal function estimate. The domain is assumed
to be Reifenberg-flat, and the interfacial boundary is either Reifenberg-flat of co-
dimension 2 or is locally sufficiently close to a Lipschitz function of m variables,
where m =1,...,d — 2. For the non-tangential maximal function estimate, we also
require the domain to be Lipschitz.

1. INTRODUCTION

In this paper, we continue our discussion in [5] on the mixed Dirichlet-conormal
boundary value problems. Ona domain Q C IRY, we consider the following second-
order symmetric divergence form elliptic equation, with two types of boundary
conditions prescribed on two different parts of the boundary:

Lu=f+D;fi in Q,
Bu = fni+ gy on N, (1.1)
u=gp on D.

Here, the boundary is decomposed into two non-empty and non-intersection por-
tions N and D, separated by their interfacial boundary I':

A=NUD, T:=NND.

The elliptic operator L and the associated conormal derivative operator B are
defined as

Lu := Di(a;j(x)Dju + bi(x)u) + b;(x)Diut + c(x)u,

(1.2)
Bu = (aiiju + biu)ni,

where n = (ni);.i:1 is the outer normal direction and a;; = a;;. We always assume for
some constants A € (0,1] and K > 0,
d
AIEP < Z ai(0EE < ATER, VEeRand xeQ, [bl+bil+Id <K
ij=1

Unlike the purely Dirichlet or conormal boundary value problem, solutions to
(LI) can be non-smooth near I even if the domain, coefficients, and boundary data
are all smooth. For example, the function u = Im vz (with z = x + i) is harmonic
in the upper half-plane with zero Dirichlet data on the positive real axis and zero
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Neumann data on the negative real axis, but u is only in C'/2 and W*=¢. Our aim
is to find minimum smoothness assumptions on Q and the separation T = N' N D,
such that certain “optimal regularity” is achieved.

When 0dQ), T, and all the coefficients are sufficiently smooth, there are quite a
few results in the literature concerning the optimal regularity. See, for example,
the W4 ¢-regularity on half space and the more general result of W*?-regularity
on smooth domains in [17]. In [16], the optimal Bgfi—regularity on C! domains
was obtained. For more details and history, see [5] and the references therein.

On irregular domains, it turns out that the only requirement for reaching the
optimal regularity is certain “flatness” of JQ and I'. Indeed, for the problem
with homogeneous boundary condition, i.e., (L) with gy = gp = 0, in [5] we
proved the W'4~¢ regularity for weak solutions, assuming both dQ and T to be
Reifenberg flat (see Assumptions and 2Z5(a)). The boundaries of Reifenberg
flat domains are only flat in the sense that they are close to hyperplanes in the
Hausdorff distance, not in the sense the regularity. Typically such domains can
have fractal structures. Our result in [5] is a generalization of the W'* regularity
of purely Dirichlet or conormal problem with “partially VMO” coefficients in [§]
and [9]. The first objective of the current paper is to generalize the result in [5]
by allowing I' to be perturbations of Lipschitz graphs, not just hyperplanes. See
Theorem[.8

The second objective of the paper is to study the extension problem of the
inhomogeneous boundary data gx and gp. Stronger than the usual trace spaces, we
consider almost everywhere defined boundary data: gy € LY(N) and ¢ € WH(D).
We aim to derive an L7 non-tangential maximal function estimate for the Laplace
equation. Such non-tangential maximal function estimate also implies the unique
solvability: for any gy € LY(N) and gp € WHI(D), we can find a unique harmonic
function satisfying the boundary conditions in the sense of “non-tangential limit”.

In this direction, the study of the above problem is an extension of that of
the Neumann problem with L7 data or the Dirichlet problem with W' data on
Lipschitz domains, for which the results were obtained in [10] for 4 = 2 and in
[6] for g < 2 + ¢. Note that the range q < 2 + ¢ is optimal. Due to the failure
of the usual L?>-method, the corresponding estimate for the mixed problem was
raised as an open problem in [11]]. Initiated in [2], one approach is to assume an
additional geometric condition on the domain such that the optimal regularity of
the non-tangential maximal function is above L?, hence the classical L2-method
still applies. See also [15]. Such geometric assumption clearly excludes smooth
domains. The other approach started from the L!-solvability with boundary data in
Hardy spaces. In this direction, the best result so far is the unique L'*¢-solvability
obtained in [19]. For this, they allowed Q to be any Lipschitz domain and T to
be very rough: merely Ahlfors regular of Hausdorff dimension close to d — 2, in
addition to the so-called “corkscrew conditions” on D. Following [19], recently an
explicit solvability range g < d/(d — 1) was obtained in [3]], assuming dQ € C'! and
I' to be a Lipschitz graph.

In the current paper, we prove that for m = 0,...,d — 2, the L7 non-tangential
maximal function estimate holds when g € (1, (m+2)/(m+1)), under the conditions
that dQ is Lipschitz and Reifenberg flat, and I' is a perturbation (measured by the
Hausdorff distance) of a Lipschitz graph in m variables, m € [0,d —2]. See Theorem
211l In particular, when m = d—2, our result generalized the one in [3] by allowing
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rougher dQ and I'. In another special case when m = 0, i.e., I is Reifenberg flat of
co-dimension 2, the optimal range g4 < 2 — ¢ is achieved.

In this paper, we only consider the non-tangential maximal function estimate for
the Laplace equation. In a subsequent work, we plan to discuss the perturbation
theory where elliptic operators with variable coefficients are considered, with the
aim to generalize the corresponding result for the conormal problem in [7].

The rest of the paper is organized as follows. In Section 2 we will set up the
problems and then give our main results: Theorem 2.8 for W'7-estimate of weak
solutions and Theorem 2.11] for the L7 non-tangential maximal function estimate.
In Sections Bland @] we give the proof of Theorem [Z.8, where Section [Blis for the
estimates on the half space and Sectionlis for the perturbation argument. Finally,
we prove Theorem 2.TTlin Section[§ In the proof, Corollary B2l from the previous
homogeneous boundary data part plays a key role in improving the regularity.

2. PROBLEM SET UP AND MAIN RESULTS

To begin with, let us give all the definitions of domains which we will be
discussing throughout this paper.

Assumption 2.1 (M-Lipschitz). There exists some constant Ry > 0, such that, for
any xg € dQ, there exists a Lipschitz function ¢y : R"! — R such that in some
coordinate system (upto rotation and translation),

QRO(xO) =0nN BRO(XO) = {x S BRO(O) : xl > l,DQ(X/)} and |D1,D0(x’)| <M ae.

Assumption 2.2 (y-flat). There exists a constant R; > 0, such that, for any x; €
dQ and R € (0,Ry], in some coordinate system (upto rotation and translation)
depending on xp and R, we have

{x:x1>x(1)+)/R}ﬂBRCQR(x0)C{x:x1>x(1)—7/R}ﬂBR.

Clearly, y-Lipschitz implies y-flat. However, the following example shows that
Lipschitz and Reifenberg-flat do not imply small Lipschitz.

Example 2.3. We construct a curve by gluing infinitely many congruent copies of
a “S”-shaped curve, while the k-th copy is of size 27%. The “S”-shaped curve is
designed as follows. We start from a horizontal line segment with length 1/2. Then
on its right end we connect a line segment with slope 1/m and length 1/4. Repeat
this process until we link m + 1 line segments together, where the jth segment has
slope (j — 1)/m and length 27/. The last step is to extend it symmetrically beyond
the right end point.

By choosing m large enough, the curve is e-flat, while the Lipschitz constant is
at least tan(7t/8).

As shown in [13], any small Reifenberg flat domain is a W'7-extension domain
foreveryp € [1, oo]. Hence we have all the Sobolev inequalities up to the first order.
In the following, we state a local Poincacé inequality for functions vanishing only
on part of the boundary, which can be found in [5 Corollary 3.2 (b)]. Throughout
the paper, for O c JQ and p € [1, ), we denote the space W;_;p to be the closure of

ce (Q\ D) under the usual W”-norm.

Lemma 2.4 (Poincaré inequality with mixed boundary condition). Let y € [0,1/48]
and Q C RY be a Reifenberg flat domain satisfying Assumption (). Let xo € Q,
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R € (0,Ry/4], and D c IQ with D N Br(xo) # 0. If there exist zy € D N Br(xg) and
a € (0,1) such that

Bur(20) C Br(x0), (9Q N Bar(20)) € (D N Br(x0)),
then, for any u € W%Z(Q), we have

ullz2 0k (xo)) < CRIDUIr2 (0 (x0)) -
where C = C(d, a).

The assumptions for the interfacial boundary I' are given as follows.

Assumption 2.5 ((y, m)-flat separation). Let Q) be a domain satisfying either As-
sumption2Ilor[2.2] with JQ divided into two non-intersecting portions D and N.
Let I' be the boundary (relative to Q) of D. We call T a (y, m)-flat separation if for
any xo € I'and R € (0, R{], the following holds.

(a) When m = 0, the coordinate system given in the previous assumption
satisfies

(8Q N Br(xo) N {x 1 x% > x5 + )/R}) cD,

(BQ N Br(xo) N {x: x% < xé - yR}) CN.
(b) When1 < m < d-2,thereisa Lipschitz function ¢ : R" — R with Lipschitz
constant M, such that the coordinate system satisfy

(8Q N Br(xo) N {x: 2% > (x>, ..., x"*2) + yR}) cD,

(8Q N Br(xo) N fx: x* < p(a3,..., x"2) — yR}) CcN.

Now we formulate our first main results. Recall the elliptic operator L and its
associated conormal derivative operator B in (I.2). For any constant A, we denote
Ly := L — A. The following problem will be discussed:

Lyu=f+D;f; in Q,
Bu = fn; on N, 2.1)
u=20 on D.

We consider weak solutions to 2.7).

Definition 2.6 (Wg -weak solution). For O, N, D, T given as before, and p € [1, o),

we callu € Wg’ a weak solution to 1), if for any £ € CZ(Q U N) (or equivalently,
1, _

WDP/(F) 1)(9)),

f(—aijD]-u - biu)DiC + (lA?jD,‘u + cu)C dx = ff(: dx — fﬁDiC dx.
Q Q Q

Since there is no boundary term in the integral form, the weak solution is still
well defined for very rough dQ. In particular, we can still discuss weak solution for
Reifenberg flat domains where n is not point-wise defined and there is no notion
of the trace space.

For the leading coefficients, the following small BMO condition will be consid-
ered.
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Assumption 2.7 (6-BMO). There exists R; € (0,1] such that for any x € Q and
r € (0, R1], we have

J( laij(y) — (@ij)o,wldy < 6.
Q(x)

In the above assumption and thoughout this paper, we use the following nota-
tion for the average:

Naw =
¢

In one of our main results, the following sign condition will be assumed: Lyl < 0
is satisfied in the weak sense, if

fy)dy.

Q,(x)

1

2, (x

f(—biDiC +c0) <0, YCeCI(Q), C>0.
Q
We also denote the following index p.:

__|pd/(p+d) whenp>d/d-1),
T 1 +e when p <d/(d-1),

where ¢ can be any positive constant. In this paper, for simplicity, when A > 0 we
use the following notation

U:=|Dul+ VAlul, F:= Zi‘|fi| + \%m.

Now we state our first main result regarding equations with homogeneous bound-
ary conditions.

Theorem 2.8. For any integer m € [0,d — 2] and constant p € (2(m + 2)/(m + 3),2(m +
2)/(m + 1)), we can find positive constants (yo, 00) = (Yo, Oo)(d,p, M, A), such that if
Assumptions2.2(yo), 2.3 (yo, m), and 2.2 (o) are satisfied, the following hold.
(i) There exists Ao = Ao(d, p, M, A, Ry, K) such that for any (f;)L, € (LP(Q))? and f €
LP(Q), the problem @) with A > Ag has a unique solution u € Wg’ (Q). The solution
satisfies the estimate

Ul ) < ClIFlly @),
where C = C(d,p, M, A) is a constant.
(ii) On a bounded domain Q, if Lyl < 0 in the weak sense, then for any (f;)", € (LP(Q))*

and f € LP(Q), @) with A = 0 has a unique solution u € Wg’ (Q) satisfying

d
lallwroy < C( Y il + 1 fllm(o)),
i=1

where C is a constant independent of u, f, and f;.

The following example in [5] shows that the symmetry of A is required for the
W1P-regularity when p is away from 2.

Example 2.9. In R2 := {(x, y) : y > 0}, let u(x, y) = Im(x + iy)°* with s € (0,1/2). We
have

Dj(a;jDju) = 0 on ]Ri, u=0on 8]R_2+ N{x >0}, a;Djun; =0on 8]Ri N {x <0},
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where
1 cot(ms)
)2 =
@i = _cotns) 1|
Since Du is of order r*~!, near the origin we have Du € L? only for p < 2. Note

thatﬁ <4and%\,2ass\,0.

Next we formulate the problem with inhomogeneous boundary data. To make
sense of the boundary condition, we introduce the following concepts.

Definition 2.10. Let § > 0 be a constant. For a domain Q and a point x € JQ), we
define the non-tangential approach region at x with opening f as

Tp(x):={y € Q:|x -yl < (1 + p)dist(y, IQ)}.
The corresponding non-tangential maximal function is defined as

N(u)(x) :== sup |u(y)l.

YeTs(x)
In this paper, we will omit the dependence of the opening f.

For some q € [1, o0), we consider the following boundary value problem

Au=0 in Q,

du

% =8N on N, (22)
u= ng on Z),

N(Du) € L(9Q).

For gn € LY(N) and gp € WY(D), we call u a solution to 2.2), if u € W(9Q) is a
weak solution in the usual sense, and N(Du) is controlled. For such solution, the
Dirichlet boundary condition is satisfied in the sense of non-tangential limit and the
conormal boundary condition is satisfied in the sense of “L7-weak non-tangential
limit”. See, for instance, [11, Theorem 1.8.1].

The second main result of the paper is the following theorem.

Theorem 2.11. Let Q C R? be a bounded domain satisfying Assumption ZI(M). For
any q € (1, 222), we can find sufficiently small y1 = y1(d, q, M) > 0, such that if Q and T

7 m+1

satisfy the Assumptions2.2(y1) andZ3 (y1, m), then for any gn € L1(N), g € WHI(D),
there exists a unique solution u to the problem 2.2) satisfying

IN(Du)llaay < Cligallany + Cligollwiao).
where C = C(d, M, Ry, Ry, diam(Q)), q) is a constant.

3. HARMONIC FUNCTION ON HALF SPACE
Let ¢ be a Lipschitz function R" — R with ¢(0) = 0. Let
R := {x' >0}, Bf:=Br(0)N {x' > 0}.
Throughout this section, for m =0, ...,d — 2, we use the notation
Fi={x'=0,2=¢(>,...,x"2), D:={'=0,32>0¢}, N:={x'=0,x<a¢}.

When m = 0, we just set ¢ = 0. The main result in this section is the following
reverse Holder inequality.
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Theorem 3.1. Let u € W'*(B}) be a weak solution to the following problem with A > 0:

—Au+Au=0 inBg,

a% =0 on N N Bg,
u=20 on DN Bg,
Then for any p < %, we have u € W'# (B}, 1) satisfying

1
(W) < CUP)?

Bf’
where C = C(d, p, M).
The case m = 0 was proved in [5| Theorem 4.1]. In the following, we first prove a
lemma which contains the result when m = d — 2. From this lemma, we can derive

the case when m is in between. In this section, we do not distinguish the geometric
objects on R"*2 or IR".

Lemma 3.2. On R"™*?, let u € W?(B},) be a weak solution to

-Au=f inBj,
=0 onNNBy, (3.1)
u=20 on DN By,

where f € L*(BY). Then for any p € [2, %) we have u € W'*(B ,) and

IVullrs;,) < COm, p)(IVullizgssy + 11 fllaey)-

Proof. The case when m = 0 is proved in [5, Lemma 4.3]. Here we only consider
the case when m > 1. In the following, we construct a problem on the half space
R”*2, which coincides with (&) in Bj,- Hence the Besov space regularity in [3}
Theorem 3.3] applies. For this, first we take zero extension of u on R?"*2\ Bf. Then
let

neCJ(B1), n=1inByp, evenin ¥

Now un € W2(IR"*2), and solves

—Aun) = fn—-2Vu-Vn—uAn in R"*?2,

a‘;ﬁ]) =0 on N,
un =0 on D.
We have
IVullr @) = IVl e;,)
S IV @lipyz ey (3.2)
<Slfn—=2Vu-Vn— uAn[p2 ) (3.3)
S W fllezry + Nullwzesy
S ey + IVullrag). (3.4)
2m+2)

Here, (3.2) is due to the Besov-Sobolev embedding, where p < =——= is required,
[3l Theorem 3.3] is applied to obtain (3.3), and the estimate (3.4) is obtained by ap-
plying the usual Poincaré inequality on Lipschitz domains with the homogeneous
Dirichlet condition imposed on part of the boundary (see Lemma [2.4). ]
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Now we turn to the proof of the main result of this section.

Proof of TheoremB.Il As mentioned before, we only need to prove when 0 < m < d—
2. For simplicity, here we introduce the notation x = (¥, £), where ¥ := (x!,...,x"*?)
and % := (x"*3,...,x%), and for p,q € [1, 0] we denote

lrllzzgs = [l |-

The proof is similar to that of [5, Theorem 4.1]. By applying Agmon’s idea as in the
proof of [5, Theorem 4.1] and scaling, it suffices to prove when A = 0,R = 1. Also,
since the case when p < 2 is trivial, in the following we assume 2 < p < %

We first rewrite (3.I) as an equation in the ¥-variables: for every %] < 1/2,

Azu(-, ®) = =Azu(-,X) in B

2/3”
5)7“1 =0 on NN Bz/g,,
u=20 on D N Bys.

Now, a properly rescaled version of Lemma B.2]leads to
IDzut, Dllrs;,) S 1D2uC Dlips,) + 1A:uC sy, Y IRI<1/2.
Taking LF norm for £ € By, we obtain
||D:€u||U’(B;/2) S ||D5cu||U;L§(B§/4) + ||A2u||L§L§(B§/4)~ (3.5)

Due to the translation invariance in £, we can differentiate both the equation and
boundary conditions in the £-direction. Hence we obtain the following estimate
by applying the Caccioppoli inequality k times:
C(d, k)
||DD§u||L2(B;) < WHDMHU(B;)
for0 <s <t <1landk € {0,1,2,...}. From this and the anisotropic Sobolev
embedding (see, for instance, [T} Sec. 18.12]),

||Dxu||L§Lg(B,+) + |IDsully sy + ID3ullper) < Cd, p, NlIDullrgs),  Vr€(0,1),

wherep € (2,2(m+2)/(m+1)). Combining this, (3.5), and the Minkowski inequality,
we reach the desired estimate. [ |

4. Proor oF THEOREM 2.8} REGULARITY OF W12-WEAK SOLUTIONS

The key step in proving Theorem is the regularity result Proposition E1]
stated below. The following equation with b; = b; = ¢ = 0 will be discussed:
Lg\O)u = D,‘({Zi]'D]'u) —Au = f + Djﬁ in Q,
ai]-Djuni = fﬂ’l,‘ on N, (4.1)
u=20 on D.

Proposition 4.1. For any p € (2, 25;":12 ), we can find positive constants yo and Oy

depending on (d,p, M, A), such that if Assumptions 2.2 (yo), 25 (yo, m), and 27 (0,) are
satisfied, the following holds. For any W%Z(Q) weak solution u to @I) with A > 0 and

fir f € LP(Q) N LX(Q), we have u € W, (Q) and

d —
Ul < C(RIP2NUll2@) + Il ). (4.2)
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Furthermore, if we also assume f = 0, then we can take A = 0. In this case, the following
estimate holds:

d(1/p=1/2
IDully ey < C(RYP 2 IDullizy + filliey)-
In the above, the constant C depends ond, p, M, and A.

We give the following corollary which will be useful for the inhomogeneous
boundary condition case later.

Corollary 4.2. Let 0 < r < R < diam(Q). Consider a harmonic function in Qg with the
corresponding mixed boundary conditions on dQ) N Bg. Under the assumptions for p, Q,
and T as in Proposition L1} we have for any r < R,

IDullr@,) < C(R - 7)_d/p/||Du”Ll(QR)/
where p’ satisfies 1/p +1/p’ = 1and C = C(d, p, M, A, Ry).

The proof is standard, which we will only sketch here. We may certainly assume
that r > R/2. By using a covering argument (with balls of radius (R —r)/2 centered
at, say x1,...,x¢ € Q,), we first localize the result in Proposition [4.1] to obtain an
L% - [F estimate: for j=1,...,k,

(DuP)Y o <C((DuPE o+ WD),

Qr-nalxj) — Qr-n/2(x; Qr-n2(x))

To remove the L2-norm of u on the right-hand side, we apply the Poincaré inequal-
ity. When Q-2(xj) "D = 0, we replace u with u — (#)q @), which locally
satisfies the same equation with the conormal boundary condition, and then apply
the usual Poincaré inequality. Otherwise, we need to apply the Poincaré inequality
in Lemma 24l Finally, to replace ||Du||;> with ||Du|l;:, we use Holder’s inequality
and an iteration argument. Summing in j, we get the desired estimate.

The remainder of this section will be mostly devoted to the proof of Proposition
11l We first sketch the idea. By constructing a cut-off function and applying
a reflection technique, at all small scales we decompose the solution into two
parts (Lemma [£.4). One part (up to rotation) solves the problem in Theorem 3.1}

hence can reach the optimal Wl'%‘f—regularity. The other part deals with all the
perturbation terms measured by a W'2-estimate.

Next we “interpolate” these two part to reach the regularity of u in between,
by applying the level set argument introduced in [4]. The key idea is to use a
measure theoretical lemma called “crawling of the ink spots” in [12]: from the
decomposition and a Chebyshev-type inequality, we first deduce a local property
at certain small scales R, regarding the level set of the maximal function (Lemma
[.5). Then the “crawling of the ink spots” lemma leads to a global decay estimate of
the measure of the level sets (Corollary [£.6). From this decay estimate, the desired
LP-estimate can be obtained by an integral representation of the L’ norm and the
Hardy-Littlewood maximal function theorem.

The proof follows similar steps as in [5] Section 5], where detailed computation
can be found. Essentially the new ingredient here is the construction of a cut-off
function when proving Lemma £.4]

4.1. A reverse Holder inequalities. Using the local Sobolev-Poincaré inequality
in Lemma 2.4l and Gehring’s Lemma, we first improve the regularity of a weak
solution from W2 to W12*¢,
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Proposition 4.3 (Reverse Holder’s inequality). Let y € (0,1/48], p > 2, and the
integer m € [0,d — 2]. Assume on R?, Q, and T satisfy Assumptions (y) and
(y, m), and the function u € Wg(Q) satisfies @I) with f;, f € LP(QQ) NL%(Q). Then there
exist constants py € (2,p) and C > 0, depending only on d, p, M, and A, such that for any
xo € R and R € (0, Ry], the following hold. When A > 0, we have

—Po 1/P0 —2\1/2 =2 1/P0
<
(Up )BR/z(xo) - C(u )BR(XO) * C(F )BR(XO).
When A = 0 and f = 0, we have

1/po
Br(x0)”

where U, F, D, and ]7, are the zero extensions of U, F, Du, and f; to R,

1/po
Bgy2(x0)

(par),” <c(pap),”  +c(ifir)

The proof can be simply adapted from the one of [5, Lemma 3.4], which we omit
here.

4.2. Decomposition of solutions. In thissubsection, we prove the following lemma.

Lemma4.4. Suppose that u € W%Z(Q) satisfies @I) with A > O0and f;, f € LP(Q)NL*(QY),
where p > 2. Then under Assumptions ), (y,m), and 2.7 (0) with y <
1/(32Vd +3) and 6 € (0,1), for any xo € Q and R < Ry, there exist nonnegative
functions W,V € L2(Qg/32(x0)) such that

U<W+V in QR/32(JCO).

Moreover, we have for any q < %
2)1/2 N2y L2 20\ 3
W )QR/BZ(XO) < C((Gm +yH WU )+ (F H)éR(xo))' (4.3)
1/g 2y1/2 20\
VDt < AU * ¥ (44)

Here p is a constant satisfying 2u = po, where pg = po(d,p, M, A) > 2 comes from
Proposition 3] and y’ satisfies 1/p+ 1/y’ = 1. The constant C only depends on d, p, q,
M, and A.

Proof of Lemmad.4l When dist(xo, I) > R/16, we either only deal with the interior
case or the case with purely Dirichlet/conormal boundary condition (depending
on Br16(x0) NN = 0 or Brj16(x0) ND = 0). The interior W'7-estimates for equations
with VMO coefficients are by now standard, while the corresponding estimates for
purely Dirichlet/conormal problems on Reifenberg flat domains can be found in
[8,9]. Also, one may refer to [5, page 22]. In the following, we focus on the case
when dist(xg, I') < R/16, where the boundary condition is “mixed”.

Pick a point y € I with dist(yo, xo) < R/16. Now we take the coordinate system
associated with yp and R/4 as in Assumptions[2.2land 25 so that yy = 0. Denote

QR/4 =0nN BR/4/

Oy = Qrua N ix' > YR/, Oy = Qria 0 {x! < yR/4),
I :={x' = yR/4,x* > ¢ — yR/4} N Bra,

T~ := {x! = yR/4,x* < ¢ — yR/4} N Brya.

We take
W :=|Dul+ VAlul and V:=0 on Qg (4.5)
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Due to Holder’s inequality, Assumption[2.2] and Proposition4.3] we obtain

|QR/4 N QR/?)Z(xO)ll/(Zy,)
| QR /32 (o) |1/ 21

< C(d M).)/l/(Zle (uZIu)l/(Zlu

Qrya2(x0)

1/(2u)
(W2t Y@

R/47 Qr/32(x0)

(W2 )2 <

R/47 Qr/32(x0)

1/ 2\1/2 2uy1/2p)
< Cd, p, M, AU+ (PG, (4.6)

In the following, we mainly focus on constructing W and V on Q. For this, we
introduce a cut-off function y € C®(R%):

x=0 on{x*>¢-yR/2}n{x! <yR/2},

x=1 on{x!<¢-yRIU {x1 > 2yR},

0<x<1, |Dxl<®7"

We have the following two estimates:

/ 2
(0= 0UPYE, < Coy O (W) + FILE) 47)
(uDx Py, < CoyHWAGE (4.8)

where C; = C1(d,p, A) and C; = Co(d, p, M, A). The estimate (@.7) is a direct conse-
quence of Holder’s inequality and Proposition4.3] by noting that

|Qr/4 N supp(1 — x)| < C(d)yR".

The estimate (£.8) can be obtained as follows: we first decompose

supp{Dx} N Qgys C U Q, myR(z),

ZGng]
where
Dyria := {Z €R?:z=(yR/4,kyR) for k= (ky, ..., ks) € 2",
where Q 75 1 (2) N (¥ > ¢ = 3yR/2) N Qgys # o},

Note that on each Q, mﬂ(z), the conditions of Lemma [2.4] are satisfied with a
uniform & > a(d, M) > 0. Hence we can apply Lemma 2.4/ to obtain

1
”uDX“LZ(szyR(z)) < y—RHMHLZ(szyR(z)) < ||Du||L2(Q4myR(z))-

Using y < 1/(32 Vd + 3) and the definition of D3, we have Q, \/myR(z) C Qgr(x0).

Since each point is covered by at most N(d) such balls, {@.8) is proved.
A straightforward but tedious calculation gives the following equation for yu
on Q}

R/4"
Dj(a;;Dj ()(u))—/\)(u—Dg '+ Dig? + ¢¥Dix + ¢¥Dix + g® in Qf ,,
a;iDj(xu)n; = gi n, +gi n, onI-, (4.9)

xu=0 onT*,
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where

1 2 LD+ e fi
g =auDjx + fix, &7 = (~eie;@xDu + e fillexeo

R4’

g = aDju~fi, & = (eiefDjil — eif)lgec;

R4’

89 = xf + Xflkweo;,, + AXiillEreo;

R/4"

Here we denote the reflection operator and reflected function as
E(x, %, ..., x%) = (yR/2 = x1, 2%, ..., %), f~:= foE,

and similarly for a;, x, and 1. We also use the following notation for sign functions

'__{—1 if i=1,
TN iz
The function yu satisfies @.9) in the weak sense: the usual integral identity is
satisfied if we take any test function ¢ € W;éEM\F’(QE 1)

Now we are in position of constructing the decomposition. By the Lax-Milgram
lemma, the following equation has a unique solution w € Wééh\r_ (Qx,p):

Di(@;Djw) = Aw = Di((@ij — aip)Dj(xu)) + Dig" + D;g™?

~ in QF
+ gf3)D1X + gf4)DlX + g(S) R 4.10
. = (7 D . ., @, - (4.10)
aiiDjw - n; = (a;j — aip) Dj(xu)n; + g 'ni + g1 onl~,
w=0 on dQy N\ T,

where we take @j; := (4;j)q,,. Taking the difference between (.9) and (.10), we
obtain that v := yu — w satisfies

Di(@;Djv) —Av=0 inQp,,

a;iDjv-n; =0 onl~,
v=0 onTI*.

We define
W := [Dwl+ VAR +ID((1-Y)u)l+ VAI1=x)ul, V :=|Do|+ VAol on Qf,. (4.11)

By our construction (.5) and (&.11)), clearly we have U < W+V on Qg/32(x0) € Qgya.
Now we estimate W. By @.7) and (4.8), we have

(DA = P2 Ly + YA = 0ul)gy?

Qry32(x0 Qry32(x0)
< (D = w)P)g?, + VAU = 0uP)g?,
1/Qu 27\1/2 2u\1/u)
Sy e )<(U )QR(XO) +(F y)QR(xo))' (412)

The estimate for |Dw| + \/Xlwl requires more work. For simplicity, here we denote

W := |Dw| + VA[wl.



MIXED BOUNDARY VALUE PROBLEM 13

Testing (£.10) by w, using the ellipticity condition and Holder’s inequality, and
then rearranging terms, we obtain
(W)a

R/4

S(0@ - aDi )2+ (DxP)g? + FP)EE, + (Mesey, UP)GE JWDGE
+ ((msupp(D;\') U|2)21/+2 + (l]Isupp(D)( F|2)1/2 )(|WDX| )1/2

<(|]IEer- U|2)1/1+{2 + (Mgveq, FA)? )(IZUDAW2 vz

R/4 R/4

(4.13)

Applying the decomposition argument in the proof of {.8) and the Poincaré in-
equality in Lemma[2.4lagain, we have
(wDxP)g? + (wDXP)? < (DwP)g? (414)
R/4 1{/4

Notice that here we do not need to increase the domain of integration since we can
take zero extension of w outside Qf ,, which is still a W'* function on the upper
half space.

Substituting (.14) back into .13) and then applying Holder’s inequality, {@.8),
and Proposition[4.3] we obtain

(IWP)?

1{/4

1/2 1/2 1/2
S1@; - D)+ WDxP)ge + (XFP)g, + (Meveny

1/2 1/2 1/2
+ (l]Isupp(D)()u|2)Q/+ + (|]Isupp(D;\')P|2) (O3 + (l]IExEQ‘ F|2 /

R/4

upy

R/4 Qr/4

1/(2 1/(2u) 1/(2
@~ P ) (IDUP G + (uDxPyg)?, + <F2“>Q’,§,f>

/(2u (2@

2u’
+ (IHEXEQR/4 + 1[supp(D)()| ¢ )QR/4 Ogys

Y@w) o 1@\ 72y1/2 2un1/Qu)
S(Q o Y e )(u )QR(XO) + (F H)QR(YO (415)

Hence we reach (.3) by combining (4.6), (4.12), and (@.15):
W)g2

Qry32(x0)

< (Wlg- P2+ (W P2

R/4' 7 Qry32(%0) R/4' 7 QRy32(X0)

S (Wi P2+ (WHE2 (DA = w2+ VA = x)ul)?

R/a' 7 Qpry3(x0) Qs Qry32(x0) Qry32(x0)

1/2u") 1/@2u’) 2\1/2 2u\1/(210)
SO Y N U ) g )t E )

The estimate for V follows from a linearly transformed and rescaled version of
. = 2(m+2)
TheoremB.1] (&8), and @I5). Since V < W+|D(xu)|+ VA|xul, for any g € (2, — ),

1/q q 1/q 2,1/2
(V )QR/’%Z(XO) _(V ) < (V ) Qs
s(|D(xu)|2)§{3 + VAQxul)g? + W

1/2 1/2 1/2
SWUR ) + NOVHD 4 EN)E o (P

2y1/2 2uy1/ ()
S(u )(2R(X ) + N(F ‘u)(2 (Xo
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Hence Lemma@4.4lis proved. [

4.3. Level set argument and proof of Propositionf4.3l In this subsection, we prove
Proposition &1} by deriving a decay estimate of the following two level sets:

As) := {x e Q: Ma(U?)V? > s),
B(s) = fx € Q: (A + 0VAN) T MG(F)VE + Mo(UP)'? > s).

Here Mg is the Hardy-Littlewood maximal operator on 2, by taking zero extension
outside: for f € L} (Q)and x € Q,

Ma(f)(x) = supJg( )FHQ.

>0

By the Hardy-Littlewood theorem, for any f € L7(Q)) with g € [1, o), we have

I,
l{x € Q: Ma(f)(x) > s} < f L@

o (4.16)

where C = C(d, g).
As mentioned before, we first prove the following local property at certain small
scales.

Lemma 4.5. Under the conditions of Lemmald4 for any q € [2,2(m + 2)/(m + 1)), there
exists a constant C depending on (d,p,q, M, A), such that for all x > 2%/? and s > 0, the

following holds: if for some R < Ry, xp € Q,
1Qr/128(x0) N A(xs)| = C(K_q + (M + 91/M))|QR/128(3C0)|/ (4.17)
then Qr/128(x0) C B(s).

Proof. 1t suffices to prove the contrapositive of the statement with s = 1: suppose
that there exists a point zg € Qgj128(X0), zo € B(1), we aim to prove that there exists
some constant C = C(d, p,q, M, A), such that

1Qr128(x0) N A < Ok + k2 + 0V))| Qg s (o)l (4.18)
We decompose

Qg/128(x0) N A(x)
= {y € QR/lzg(xO) sup r> R/64} U {y € QR/lzg(xO) isup r < R/64},

K K
reAy reAy

where

2\1/2
A {r:- (U )B >
We claim {y € Qg/128(x0) : sup,, A 1> R/64} = 0. By contradiction, if there exists

one such y, take any r € A¥,r > R/64 From B,(y) C Ba(20) and zg ¢ B(1), we obtain

WAy, <2772 < 2P Ma(UP) P (z0) <27 < k.

This contradicts the definition of A;. We are left to estimate [{y € Qgj128(x0) :
SUP,eas 7 < R/64}|. For any y in this set and r € A, by noting that B,(y) C Br/32(z0),

we apply Lemmad.4lon Qg 3(z0) to obtain the decomposition U < V+W, satisfying
(W) g < COMEO 4 010, vyl <G, (4.19)

Qr/32(20) Qry32(20)
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where the constant C = C(d,p,q, M, A). Here, to reach @.19) from (4.3) and {@.4),
we used the fact that zo ¢ B(1). Now, by r € A; and U < V + W on Bg/3(z0), we
have for any point in {y € Qg/128(x0) : SUP,cpx 7 < R/64},

K< (UD)0,) < Ma(Wloyeo) () + Ma(VIogeol) 2 (1).

Hence, we get

|{y GQR/lzg(xO) isup r < R/64}|

reA;
<HMa(Wlag @) > ©/2}] + |{MQ(|V]IQR/32(ZO)|2)1/2 > x/2}|
-2 2 — q
<C((<12) W0 ey + 0/ MV 0 ) (4.20)
<CIQr/32(20) (k2 (P + OYF) + 17) (4.21)

<C(x7T + 172 + 6”“/))IQR/128(XO)I,

where we applied @.16) to obtain (#20), and used (&.I9) to reach (A21). The
constant C = C(d, p, 4, M, A). This proves (4.18) and hence the lemma. ]

The local property in Lemma[.5leads to the following global estimate by using
the “crawling of the ink spots” lemma in [12]]. For any xy € A(xs), we shrink the
ball Qg/128(x0) from R = Ry until the first time (£17) holds. By (@.16), @.22), @.23),
and the Lebesgue differentiation theorem, such R exists and R € (0,R;). Now
we cover A(ks) by such balls which are almost disjoint (using the Vitali covering
lemma). On each ball Qg/125(xp), by Lemma 5 we have Qg;125(x0) € B(s). Since
this is an almost disjoint cover of A(«s), the following corollary is proved.

Corollary 4.6. Under the same hypothesis of Lemmald.3 for any q € [2,2(m+2)/(m+1)),
there exists a constant C depending on (d,p, q, M, A), such that for any x > max{24/2, x}
and

s>so(d,p,q, M, A\, Ry, %,7,0,|IUll2q)
2
B ( 3IIUII )

1/2

Cr2(k0 + 17 2(y " + 6VH))|BR, 128 (22
we have
[ Als)| < C(x77 + 172 + 0Y))|B(s)),
where K is a constant satisfying
C(rg" + 12 + 01)) < 1. (4.23)

Now we give the proof of Proposition 1]

Proof of Proposition[ 1l For any W'2-solution u, in order to prove u € W'? and the
estimate (£.2), it suffices to prove

(4.24)

S
lim p f A ds < C(RY U, + IFI, )
—00 0

2(Q

For this, we will apply Corollaryl.6with constants g = p/2+(m+2)/(m+1)(>p > 2u)
and («x,y, 0) to be determined later satisfying

y<1/(32Vd+3), 0€(0,1), & >max{2¥? ).
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Changing the integral variable in #.24) from s to «s, applying @.16) and Corollary
we obtain

S S/ K
P f |A(s)|s" " ds = pr? f | A(xs)|sP~* ds
0 0

o (U L
<Cox” f (KTL;(ZQ)Sp_l ds + Ci (k70 + k2 + 011 f 1B(s)IsP~ ds
0 S0

d(1-p/2
<RI, )+ IFIE, )

S/(2x)
+ O (k77 + k2 4 01 f \As)[s" 1 ds,
0

where Cy = Co(d,p), C1 = C1(d,p,9, M, A, x,y,0),and C = C(d,p,q, M, A). Here for
the last inequality, we used the relation

B(s) € A(s/2) U {0 + 0V Mo (FH#)C) > 5/2)

and the Hardy-Littlewood theorem, then we changed the integral variable from s
to s/2. Now [@.24) is proved if we first choose « large enough and then choose y
and 0 small enough to absorb the last term on the right-hand side involving A(s),
and finally pass S to the infinity. ]

4.4. Proof of Theorem We close this section by giving the proof of our first
main result Theorem[2.8 First, from Proposition 4.1} we can deduce the following

a priori estimate for the original equation (2.I), without the L? norm on the right-
hand side.

Corollary 4.7. Let p € (2,2(m+2)/(m+1)),y0, O be the constants from Proposition[dT)

andu € Wg’ be a weak solution the equation Q1) with f;, f € LP(Q). Under Assumptions
(yo), (yo,m), and 2.7 (6y), there exists a positive constant Ay depending on
(d,p, M, A, Ry, K) such that if A > Ay, the following estimate holds:

Ul ) < ClIFlly @),
where C = C(d, p, M, A).

The proof of the above corollary is the same as [5, Corollary 5.2], which we
will sketch below. We first localize by considering the equation for uC, where
C € C7(B:(x0)) with xp € Q and ¢/R; sufficiently small. To apply Proposition &1}
notice that uC still satisfies a mixed Dirichlet-conormal problem in the form of
(@), if we move all the lower order terms on both the equation and the conormal
boundary condition to the right-hand side. Now we can absorb the L?> norm in
(4.2) by applying Holder’s inequality and choosing ¢ sufficiently small. Then we
use the partition of unity and choose A sufficiently large to remove the cut-off and
absorb the LV norms of Du and u on the right-hand side as usual.

Now we are ready to give the proof of Theorem 2.8

Proof of Theorem We first prove (i).

Case 1: p = 2. This is by applying the Lax-Milgram lemma directly. In this case,
actually we only need to choose A > A»(d, K, A) for a sufficiently large A,, without
imposing any regularity assumptions on the coefficients and domain.

Case 2: p € (2,2(m + 2)/(m +1). For A > Ay := max{Ay, A2}, we have both
W'2-solvability and W'7-a priori estimate Corollary &7l Hence we only need to
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prove the existence of W7 solutions. We first prove the solvabilty for (@), noting
that the only problem here is L¥ ¢ L? since our domain can be unbounded. This
is solved by approximation. We approximate f and f; by f® and fi(") strongly
in L(Q) with f®, f* € [F N [2. Associated to these right-hand side functions,
we can find solution u® € W;*(Q) . By Proposition E1] we have u® € W'?(Q).
Furthermore, by Corollary E.7 {u™},, is a Cauchy sequence in the space W'?(Q).
Clearly the limit u € W?(Q) must be a solution to ().

From this, the original problem 2.I) can be solved by applying the method of
continuity to the family of operators tL(AO) + (1 —-1t)Ly (and the corresponding mixed
boundary condition).

Case 3: p € (2(m + 2)/(m + 3),2). This can be obtained from Case 2 by duality.
Such argument can be found in [5] Proof of Theorem 2.4].

Now we prove (ii). We need to lower the integrability condition for f and reduce
the large A condition to the usual sign condition Ly1 < 0. For the first one, we solve
the follow divergence form equation for f € L+(€)):

divp = fin Q, where ¢ = (p)l, € W,/ (Q.
Such ¢; exists due to [5, Lemma 7.2], and it satisfies

lpillr ) < C(diam(€2), Ry, d, p, M)I| fllor (-

Then we solve the equation with right-hand side D;i(f; + ¢;). Finally, we apply
the Fredholm alternative to obtain the unique solvability as well as the estimate,
noting that on bounded domain the weak maximum principle holds. ]

5. INHOMOGENEOUS BOUNDARY DATA

In this section, we consider the inhomogeneous boundary value problem 2.2)
and prove Theorem 211l For this, we first solve the problem in L'*¢ by applying
[19, Theorem 1.1]. Then we improve the regularity of this solution with the help
of the reverse Holder inequality in Corollary 4.2

5.1. Notation. Let Q be a Lipschitz domain locally represented by x! > 1(x’). For
x = (x},x") € R x R¥1, we denote the lifting up and the projection maps as

\Ilo(x,) = (I#O(x,)/ xl)r ]Pd—l(xl, xl) =x.

By the definition, for any (), m)-flat I, the projection IP;_1I locally is also (y, m)-flat,
of co-dimension 1.

We consider two types of neighborhoods on the boundary: surface cubes and
surface balls. We say that Q C JdQ is a surface cube if Q = Wy(Q’), where Q' is a
cube in R?"!. For surface cubes, we denote kQ := Wy(kQ’). We also consider the
“cylinder” over Q:

T(Q) :={y € Q : dist(y, Q) < rq, P(y) € P(Q)}, where rg = diam(Q).
For any point x € JQ, we denote
Ay (x) := B,(x) N dQ

to be the surface ball and
O(x) := dist(x, I).
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In this section, we need the following truncated non-tangential maximal functions:

N,(/)x):= sup If(y), N'(fH)x):= sup |f(y)l (5.1)

yelp(x)NBy(x) Yelp(x)NBS(x)

5.2. An L'*¢-solvability. In this part we check that our assumptions on I imply
those in [19) Theorem 1.1]. As a corollary, the following L'*¢-solvability holds.

Lemma 5.1. Let m € {0,1,...,d — 2} and Q c RY be a bounded domain satisfying
Assumption ZI(M). Then we can find y = y(d, M), such that if T is (y, m)-flat, the
following hold.
(a) Foranyp > 1, 2.2) has at most one solution.
(b) There exists some constant qo = qo(d, M) > 1, such that for any gn € L7(N) and
g € WY (D), the problem 2.2) has a unique solution u satisfying

IN(Du)l|20 00y < CligallLo vy + Cligollwiao o),
where C = C(d, M, Ry, Ry, diam(Q))) is a constant.

For this, first we can simply check that if I' is (y, m)-flat, then D satisfies the
corkscrew condition relative to JQ in with the parameter 2/(1 — ). Now fix
any small ¢ > 0, we are going to find the constant y(e,d), such that (y, m)-flat
implies Ahlfors (d — 2 + ¢)-regular.

For any x € I'and r € (0, R1], due to the definition of (y, m)-flatness at radius 7, it
can be easily verified that the surface ball A,(x) N T can be covered by C/y“2 balls
of radius yr, with C depending only on (d, M). Iterating k times, we get (C/y*2)f
number of balls of radius ykr, the union of which covers A,(x) N T'. Thus,

HZ(Ax) N T) < sup(Co(C/y™ ) (" ) = suplCo(Cy) 2.
k k
If we take ¢ < 1/C, the above quantity is less than Cor?~2*¢. This means that
I' is Ahlfors (d — 2 + ¢)-regular. Now we have verified the conditions for [19
Theorem 1.1], and thus Lemma[5. T/ holds.

5.3. A reverse Holder inequality on boundary. On a surface cube Qp lying in a
coordinate chart, consider a function v satisfying

Av=0 in Q,

dv _

=0 on N NQy, (52)
v=0 on DN Q,,

N(Dv) € L1(9Q)),
where g1 € (1, g) is some constant. In this subsection, we prove the following result

which plays a key role in proving Theorem 211

Proposition 5.2. Suppose that v satisfies §.2). Then for any q < (m +2)/(m + 1), we can
find sufficiently small y1 > 0, such that if Q and T satisfy the Assumptions Z2(y1) and
Z22(y1, m), then for any surface cube with 8Q C Qo, we have N(Dv) € L1(Q) satisfying

1/q
()( N(Dv)") < J( N(Dv). (5.3)
Q 8Q

We start with the following lemma which relates the boundary norm and the
interior norm, for harmonic functions with purely Dirichlet or conormal boundary
data.
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Lemma 5.3. Suppose that v is a harmonic function in T(2Q) with either dv/dn = 0 or
v = 0o0n 2Q, then we have N,,(Du) € L*(Q) satisfying
1/

2
0 < C(|DZ)|2)1/2

(Nyo (D)) QY

where C = C(d, M) is a constant.

See [14, Lemma 4.4, 4.8]. The proof is by localizing the global L?-result in [10],
noting that for any x € Q we have I';(x) N B, (x) C T(2Q). Using the above lemma,
we can prove the following weighted estimate for harmonic functions with mixed
boundary condition. Notice that N(Dv) € LT guarantees that Dv is an almost
everywhere defined L7 function on dQ.

Lemma 5.4. Suppose that v satisfies (§.2). In any surface cube Q with 2Q c Qo and
4QNT # 0, for any €', we have

f IDo(y)*o(y) ¢ dy < f |Dv(2)|%6(z) ¢ dz.
Q T(2Q)
In this statement, the case +o0 < +oo is allowed.

Proof. We first construct a non-intersecting decomposition Q \ I' = {J; Q;, where
the surface balls {Q;}; satisfy

¢"5(y) < rg, < 6(y), Yy €I, (5.4)
Z XT2Q)) < C(d, M, CN), (55)

where ¢’ = 1/(4 Vd) and ¢”” = 1/(16 Vd). This can be done by considering the usual
Whitney decomposition i Q;. of P(4Q) \ IP(T") on the coordinate plane R?~!, then

“lifting up” back to surface cubes by the map Wy. Such decomposition can also be
found in [14, Lemma 4.9].

Now since ¢’ < 1/4, wehave 4Q;NI" = ), which means only one type of boundary
condition is prescribed on 4Q;. Then applying Lemma[5.3] we obtain

Ny, (Dv)* < Cr! f IDof?,
! T(2Q))

)

Qj
where N, o, is the truncated non-tangential maximal operator defined in (5.I). Using
(5.4), the point-wise inequality |Dou(y)| < NrQ] (Dv)(y) for each y € Qj, and 6(y) ~
0(z) ~ rg; for each y € Q; and z € T(2Q)), we have

f IDo(y)Po(y)'~ < C f IDo(z)6(2) ™ .
Qj T(2Q))
The lemma is proved by simply summing over j and using (5.5). |

Now we are in the position of proving Proposition[5.21

Proof of Proposition We first claim that for any surface cube Q with 4Q c Q,,

1/q
Dol1 < N(Dv). 5.6
(£|v|) <)€Q(v) (5.6)
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Case 1: 4Q NT = 0. Noting that g < (m +2)/(m + 1) < 2, we apply Holder’s
inequality, Lemma[5.3] and a rescaled version of Corollary £.2 with p = 2 to obtain

1/q 1/q 1/2
()( |Dv|‘7) < ()( NrQ(Dv)q) < ()( NrQ(Dv)z) < ()( |Dv|2)
Q Q Q T(2Q)

< f Dol <4 INDO).
T(4Q) 4Q

Here in the first and the last inequality, we used the point-wise inequality in the
form

IDo(y)] <IN (Do(o(y’), ¥))I < IN(Do(o(y'), YD, Yy = (', v') € T(EQ).
Case 2: 4QNT # 0. In this case, we estimate as follows, with p € (1, 2(m+2)/(m+

1)) and ¢’ to be chosen later:
1/g-1/2
( f 5(s’—1>/<2/q—1>) (5.7)
Q

1/q
()[ |Dv|q) s(]( |Vv|251—f’)
Q Q
1/2 1/q-1/2
< (]( |VZ)|26_€’) ()( 6(5’—1)/(2/4—1)) (5.8)
T(2Q) Q
1/p 1/2-1/p 1/q-1/2
< (}( |VU|”’) ()[ 5(—6')%2/;,) ()(5(8’—1)/(2/11—1)) (5.9)
T(2Q) T(2Q) Q

< f Vol < J( N(Dv). (5.10)
T4Q) 4Q

Here, for the inequalities (5.7) and (5.9) we applied Holder’s inequality. In (5.8),
we applied Lemma 5.4l In order to obtain (5.10), we used Corollary 4.2l To make
sure the two integrals in (5.9) involving 6 cancel, we only require that they are both
finite. For this, we fix

1/2

1/2

m+2

p=_—7%4 and & =2-1/q-2/p
so that
—&’ e -1
1—2/p>_2' 2/q_1>—1.

Now we reach (5.6). Note that the only difference between (5.6) and (5.3) is that we
only controlled Dv instead of N(Dv). But for harmonic functions actually they are
equivalent. For t € (1/2,2), since v € W(dT((1 +#)Q) and T((1 + £)Q) is a Lipschitz
domain, we can apply the classical L7-estimate of the Dirichlet regularity problem
in to obtain

1/q 1/q 1/q
(f Ner(Dv)ﬂ) s()( |DTu|ﬂ) s()( |Du|q) ,
0 IT(+HQ IT(A+6Q

where Dr is the tangential derivative, and we also used the fact that

Ts(x) N Byy2(x) c T(1+£)Q, Vx € Q and £ > 1/2.
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Now we can take the average for t € (1/2,2) and apply Corollary4.2]to obtain

1/q 1/q 1/q
()( NrQ/z(Dv)q) S (]( |Dv|'7) + ()( |Dv|‘7)
Q T(2Q) 20Q
1/q 1/g
s (]( |DU|) + (J( |Dv|‘7) s)( N(Dv) + (]( |Dv|’1) . (5.11)
T(4Q) 2Q 4Q 2Q

The estimate for N"/?(Dv) is easier. For z € Q, consider the region
Ag(z) == {y € IQ : z € Tp(y)}.
Since dQ) is Lipschitz, for any z € I's(x) with x € Q, |z — x| > ro/2, we have
|As(z) N2Q] = CF*~ > ClQ), (5.12)

where C = C(d, M) is a constant. Hence, for any x € Q and z € I';(X) N BjQ /Z(x), we
have

20
where in the last inequality, we used (5.12). Taking sup in z € T3(x) N B‘;Q 1p(x), we
obtain

IDo(z)] < f NOw < N,
Ap(2)N2Q

N"2(Do)(x) < )( N(Dv), ¥x € Q.
2Q
Now taking Li-average for x € Q, we have

1/q
b( NrQ/z(Dv)q) <+ N(Dv). (5.13)
Q 2Q

Combining (5.11) and (5.13), then applying (5.6) with Q replaced by 2Q, we have

1/q 1/q 1/q
()[ N(Dv)") < ()( N,Q/Z(Dv)q) +(]( N’Q/Z(Dv)q)
Q Q Q
1/q
SJ( N(Dv)+(J( |Dv|‘7) s)( N(Dv).
4Q 2Q 8Q

The proposition is proved. ]

5.4. Proof of Theorem[2.11l We first state an interpolation result that will be useful
in our proof. It can be simply deduced from Theorem 3.2]. See also Remark
3.3 in the same paper.

Theorem 5.5 ([18]). Let Qo be a surface cube and F € L'(Qo). Let p1 > 1and f € LP2(Qo)
for some 1 < py < p1. Suppose that for each (dyadic) surface cube Q C 1Qo, there exist
two integrable functions Fo and Rg on Q such that |F| < |Fg| + [Rol on Q, and

1/m
(]( |RQ|pl) < Cl(]( |F| + sup |f|),
Q 16Q QoQJ

J( [Fol < Cysup + |fl.
Q

QOQUQ
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Then F € LP2(1/4Qy) and

1/p2
(]( IFI”Z) < C(]( |F| + ( Ifl”z)””z),
1/4Qo o Qo

where C = C(d, M, p1, p2, C1, C2).

Essentially this is the boundary version of the argument used by us earlier in
Section

Before giving the proof of Theorem[2.11] we first make some reduction. Since D
is a Wl-extension domain, we can extend g¢p € W"1(D) to Sp € WH(9Q). Also, we
canextend gx € L1(N) by zeroto g,, € L7(dQ2). According to Corollary 2.12], the
following L Dirichlet regularity problem has a unique solution forany 1 < g < 2+e¢:

-Au=0 in Q,
u=g, on dQ),
N(Du) € L1(9Q)),
with
IN(DW)lles o0y < lIEpllwrapa) < lIgnllwia)-
Hence, without loss of generality, we can assume gp = 0 and g € L1(9Q).

Proof of Theorem[Z11] From Lemma[5.1] we can find some g slightly larger than 1
and a solution to the mixed problem with g5 € L € L and gp = 0, satisfying

[IN(Du)llzo@a) < NIgallomw)- (5.14)
We are left to show that this solution satisfies N(Du) € LY forany q € (1, (m+2)/(m+
1)) and
IN(DW)llrsoy < NIgallamy,
if we choose the parameters y; in the Assumptions[2.2land 2.5 sufficiently small.

For any surface cubes Qp and Q with 16Q C Qg, we take a cutoff function
n € C2(16Q) with n = 1 in 8Q, and solve the following equation

Aw =0 in Q,
%zﬂgN onN,
w=0 on D,

N(Dw) € L% (90)).

Again by Lemma5.Tsuch w exists and satisfies the following estimate

1/q0 1/q0
(f N(Dw)%) s()[ |gN|%) .
8Q 16Q

Then v := u — w satisfies (5.2) with Q replaced by 8Q. Hence from Proposition[5.2]
with g replaced by some q + ¢ € (g, (m + 2)/(im + 1)), we have

1/(q+e)
(]( N(Dv)’”") <+ N(Dvo) s)( N(Du) ++ N(Dw)
Q 8Q 8Q 8Q

1/!]0 1/'70
< )( N(Du) + (]( N(DW)‘”) < J( N(Du) + ()[ Ig/vl"°) .
8Q 8Q 8Q 160
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Now we apply Theorem 5.5 with
F=NDu)", Fg=2""'NDw)®, Rg=_27"'N(Dv)®,

f=1gn®, pr=(@q+8&/q, p2=49/9
to obtain N(Du) € L1(Qo/4) with

1/q 1/q0 1/q
()( N(Du)q) < (J( N(Du)qﬂ) + ()( Igqu) .
Qo/4 o Qo

Since the choice of the surface cube Qy is arbitrary, the theorem is proved by using
a covering argument, (5.14), and Holder’s inequality. ]
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