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THE POISSON EQUATION INVOLVING SURFACE MEASURES

MARIUS MÜLLER

Abstract. We prove the (optimal) W 1,8-regularity of weak solutions to the
equation ´∆u “ Q Hn´1 Γ in a domain Ω Ă R

n with Dirichlet boundary
conditions, where Γ ĂĂ Ω is a compact (Lipschitz) manifold and Q P L8pΓq.

We also discuss optimality and necessity of the assumptions on Q and Γ.
Our findings can be applied to study the regularity of solutions for several

free boundary problems, in particular the biharmonic Alt-Caffarelli Problem.

1. Introduction

In this article we study the Poisson equation with measure-valued right hand
side of the form

(1.1)

#
´∆v “ Q Hn´1 Γ in Ω,

v “ 0 on BΩ,
for a (smooth) domain Ω, a (suitably regular) surface Γ ĂĂ Ω, andQ P L1pΓ,Hn´1q.
The notion of (weak) solutions for problems of the form

(1.2)

#
´∆v “ µ in Ω,

v “ 0 on BΩ,
for a (signed) measure µ is established in the literature and goes back to [20].
Regularity theory is well-established in various contexts (cf. [10], [11], [21], [30]).
This is closely tied to the study of the equation ´∆u “ divpF q via the duality
method. The latter equation is subject to extensive research with wide applications,
e.g. to the Helmholtz decomposition.

We are interested in the optimal regularity of (weak) solutions of (1.1).
It turns out that general regularity results are either not applicable or not optimal

if µ has the special structure µ “ Q Hn´1 Γ. While the standard duality method
(cf. Section 3.3, [2], [3]) or the method of layer potentials (cf. Section 3.5, [27,
Section 7.11], [22, Section 14]) can be used to establish theW 1,p-regularity for all p P
r1,8q, both methods have limitations in the case of p “ 8. The question of W 1,8-
regularity (or equivalently C0,1-regularity) has already been raised in [17, p.171],
where it is stated as an open problem.

In this article we showW 1,8-regularity in the case that Γ is a compact Lipschitz
manifold and Q P L8pΓq. We also prove that the assumption Q P L8pΓq and the
Lipschitz regularity of Γ are necessary and discuss in which sense W 1,8-regularity
is optimal.
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The structure µ “ Q Hn´1 Γ is in many ways a critical limit case of the
established theory.

One way to see this is to look at the potential

Upxq :“
ˆ

F px´ yq dµpyq,

where F is the fundamental solution to the Laplace equation. It is well-known that
|∇xF px´yq| “ Cn

|x´y|n´1 , i.e. it has a singularity of polynomial order n´1 at y “ x.

If we take µ “ Hn´1 pB1p0q X txn “ 0uq then

(1.3)

ˆ

|∇F p0 ´ yq|dµpyq “ Cn

ˆ

t|y1|ă1u

1

|y1|n´1
dy1,

where y1 “ py1, ..., yn´1q and dy1 “ dy1...dyn´1. This integral is infinite, but the or-
der of the singularity is just critical for this to hold true. Since we integrate only the
absolute value of |∇F | in (1.3), we are not anymore able to take advantage of useful
cancellation properties. The idea of this cancellation is not new to mathematics and
forms an integral part of Calderon-Zygmund theory. In this theory however, the
symmetries and the structure of Rn are heavily used. Because of lacking symmetry
of Γ, those arguments do not immediately carry over.

Those considerations are obviously related to potential theory, but our goal is
to present an approach that does not rely on potential theory, except for standard
elliptic regularity results.

A second argument why µ “ Q Hn´1 Γ is a critical limit case is because of its
criticality for the Wolff potential

Wµpxq :“
ˆ 1

0

|µ|pBtpxqq
tn´1

dt

t
.

It is well known that Wµpxq ă 8 for all x implies that solutions of (1.2) lie in
W 1,8, cf. [10], [17]. The fact that pHn´1 ΓqpBtpxqq „ tn´1 for suitably smooth
Γ and all x P Γ leads once again to a critical singularity in the definition of Wµ.

Equations like (1.1) appear in applications. Oftentimes they describe solutions
of free boundary problems, for example the thin obstacle problem (cf. [13, Equa-
tion (3.8)]) and the Alt-Caffarelli Problem (cf. [1, Equation(0.2)]) as well as its
biharmonic relative (cf. [23, Theorem 1.4]). We will explain possible applications
in detail for the biharmonic Alt-Caffarelli problem, which has recently raised a lot
of interest, cf. [8],[7],[23]. Some methods, e.g the blow-up techniques we use, are
also inspired by applications from free boundary problems [1, Section 4], but need
to be refined in our analysis.

The article is organized as follows: In Section 2 we introduce the underlying
concept of weak solutions and state our main result. In Section 3 we recall what
regularity has been obtained in the existing literature and discuss in which sense
W 1,8-regularity is the best regularity one may expect for our problem. Section 4
and 5 are devoted to the proofs of the main results. In Section 6 we apply our
results to study regularity of the biharmonic Alt-Caffarelli problem.

2. Main Results

Suppose for the rest of the article that Ω Ă R
n is a bounded domain with smooth

boundary and Γ ĂĂ Ω is such that Hn´1pΓq ă 8. Further let Q P L1pΓq, which is
shorthand for L1pΓ,Hn´1 Γq.
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We next define a weak concept of solutions for

(2.1)

#
´∆v “ Q Hn´1 Γ in Ω,

v “ 0 on BΩ.

Definition 2.1 (cf. [24, Definition 3.1]). We say that v P L1pΩq is a weak solution
of (2.1) if for all φ P C2pΩq such that φ|BΩ

“ 0 one has

´
ˆ

Ω

v ∆φ dx “
ˆ

Γ

Q φ dHn´1.

If Q P L1pΓ,Hn´1q then QHn´1 Γ is a finite signed Radon measure and by
[24, Proposition 3.2, Proposition 3.5] there exists a unique solution v P L1pΩq of
(2.1) in the sense of the previous definition.

As mentioned above, we are interested in the optimal regularity of such solutions,
which we will identify as W 1,8pΩq.

Let us first note that W 2,q-regularity is impossible for any solution of (2.1) and
any q P r1,8s unless Q “ 0. This is due to the fact that v P W 2,q implies that
´∆v is absolutely continuous with respect to the Lebesgue measure, whereas the
right hand side QHn´1 Γ is not absolutely continuous.

This already yields that the best possible regularity in the sense of (integer)
Sobolev spaces is given by W 1,8pΩq.

In classical function spaces however, the regularity could theoretically be im-
proved. Recall that for smooth domains Ω Ă R

n one has W 1,8pΩq “ C0,1pΩq, the
space of Lipschitz functions.

It turns out that no improvement of the C0,1-regularity can be achieved in the
classical function spaces — C1-regularity is impossible (cf. Section 3.4).

The main theorems of this article state that Lipschitz regularity can actually be
achieved under mild (and optimal) assumptions on Q and Γ, which we shall discuss.

Main Theorem 2.2 (Lipschitz regularity for closed Lipschitz manifolds). Suppose
that Ω Ă R

n has smooth boundary and Ω1 ĂĂ Ω is open with Lipschitz boundary
Γ “ BΩ1. Further suppose that Q P L8pΓq. Then the unique solution to (2.1) lies
in C0,1pΩq.

In this theorem, we have imposed additional restrictions on the set of admissible
right hand sides, mainly that Γ enjoys Lipschitz regularity and Q P L8pΓq. Also
the fact that we prescribe Γ “ BΩ1, i.e. Γ is a closed Lipschitz manifold, is an
additional restriction of topological nature.

We will see that Q P L8pΓq is a necessary condition for Lipschitz regularity,
which justifies this additional restriction (cf. Lemma 3.2). The Lipschitz regularity
of Γ is necessary in the sense that it is not enough to demand that Γ lies in C0,α

for any α P p0, 1q (cf. Remark 3.3).
The topological requirement that Γ “ BΩ1 is used in our argumentation but by

no means a necessary restriction. Indeed, Main Theorem 2.2 can be improved to
hold with a weaker (and optimal) topological assumption.

Main Theorem 2.3 (Lipschitz regularity for compact Lipschitz manifolds). Sup-
pose that Ω Ă R

n is a bounded domain with smooth boundary. Let Γ be a compact
Lipschitz manifold (with or without boundary). Then the unique solution of (2.1)
lies in C0,1pΩq.
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Here the new assumption is compactness of Γ which is indeed necessary (cf.
Remark 3.3). To clarify what we mean by “compact Lipschitz manifold (with or
without boundary)” we refer to Appendix B. From now on all compact manifolds are
meant to be manifolds with or without boundary, unless explicitly stated otherwise.

The whole next section will be devoted to clarify the background of the Main
Theorems, discussing existing literature, necessity of the assumptions and optimal-
ity.

3. Context and Optimality

3.1. The general measure valued problem. In this section we recall some basic
facts about the equation

(3.1)

#
´∆v “ µ in Ω,

v “ 0 on BΩ.

where µ is a signed finite Borel measure on Ω. We define the finite Borel measure
|µ| as in [25, pp. 137-139] and identify it with the (outer) Radon measure

(3.2) ξpAq :“ inf
UĄA UBorel

|µ|pUq pA Ă Xq.

This way we can apply all results about outer measures also to |µ|.

Lemma 3.1 (cf. [24, Proposition 5.1]). Let v be a weak solution of (3.1). Then

v P W 1,q
0 pΩq for all q P r1, n

n´1
q and for all φ P C8

0 pΩq one has

(3.3)

ˆ

Ω

∇v∇φ dx “
ˆ

φ dµ.

Moreover there exists C “ Cpqq such that

||v||W 1,q
0

pΩq ď C|µ|pΩq.

and (3.3) holds also for φ P W 1,q1

0 pΩq, pq1 ą n, 1
q

` 1
q1 “ 1q.

3.2. Necessary criteria for Lipschitz continuity. In this article, our measure µ
in (3.1) is always of the form µ “ QHn´1 Γ for someQ P L8pΓq and a hypersurface
Γ. The reason for that is not just that this case is most relevant in the presented
applications but also that this structure is in a way necessary for the Lipschitz
continuity. The arguments presented here go back to observations in [17].

Lemma 3.2 (Necessity of the structure µ “ QHn´1 Γ and Q P L8). Suppose
that u P C0,1pΩq is a solution of (3.1) for a nonnegative measure µ supported on
some Borel set Γ such that Hn´1pΓq ă 8. Then there exists Q P L8pΓq such that
µ “ QHn´1 Γ. Moreover

(3.4) ||Q||L8pΓq ď 22n´1αn||u||
C0,1pΩq,

where αn “ |B1p0q| is the n-dimensional volume of a unit ball.

It is remarkable about the constant in (3.4) that it does not at all depend on Γ.

Proof of Lemma 3.2. Let u P C0,1pΩq be as in the statement. Recall that µ “ |µ|
and hence we can also identify µ with an outer Radon measure on R

n. For x0 P Γ
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and r P p0, distpx0, BΩqq set φ : Ω Ñ R defined by

φpxq :“
#
1 ´ |x´x0|

r
x P Brpx0q,

0 otherwise.

It is easy to check that then φ P W 1,q1

0 pΩq for some q1 ą n and∇φpxq “ ´ x´x0

r|x´x0|χBrpx0qpxq
a.e.. We infer that

ˆ

φ dµ “
ˆ

Ω

∇u∇φ dx.

Since 0 ď φ ď 1 and φ ě 1
2
on B r

2
px0q we conclude that

1

2
µpB r

2
px0qq ď

ˇ̌
ˇ̌
ˆ

φ dµ

ˇ̌
ˇ̌ “

ˇ̌
ˇ̌
ˆ

∇u∇φ dx

ˇ̌
ˇ̌

ď ||∇u||L8

ˆ

Brpx0q
|∇φ|dx “ ||∇u||L8

1

r
|Brpx0q| ď ||u||C0,1αnr

n´1.(3.5)

We infer that there exists c “ cpn, ||u||C0,1q :“ 2nαn||u||C0,1 such that for all r ă
1
2
distpΓ, BΩq and x P Γ one has µpBrpxqq ď crn´1. If x R Γ then

µpBrpxqq “ µpBrpxq X Γq ď
#
µpB2rpx0qq if D x0 P Brpxq X Γ

0 otherwise
ď p2n´1cqrn´1.

We conclude that µpBrpxqq ď p2n´1cqrn´1 for all x P R
n. Now [24, Proposition 5.3]

implies that for all δ P p0, 1
2
distpx0,Γqq and all Borel sets A Ă R

n one has µpAq ď
2n´1cHn´1

δ pAq, where H
n´1
δ denotes the δ-Hausdorff capacity, cf. [24, Definition

B.1]. Letting δ Ñ 0 we infer that µpAq ď 2n´1cHn´1pAq for each Borel set A Ă R
n.

Since µpAq “ µpA X Γq we infer that µpAq ď p2n´1cqpHn´1 ΓqpAq for all Borel
sets A. Using (3.2) and the fact that Hn´1 Γ is a Radon measure we infer that
µpAq ď 2n´1cpHn´1 ΓqpAq for all A Ă R

n. Hence µ is absolutely continuous with
respect to Hn´1 Γ and we infer from [12, Section 1.6.2] that

µpAq “
ˆ

A

pD
Hn´1 Γ

µq dHn´1 Γ, @A Ă R
n Borel

where Hn´1 Γ a.e. one can estimate

Qpxq :“ pD
Hn´1 Γ

µqpxq ď lim sup
rÑ0`

µpBrpxqq
Hn´1 ΓpBrpxqq ď 2n´1c.

Hence µ “ Q Hn´1 Γ for some Q P L8pΓq. To finally prove the estimate (3.4) we
conclude

�||Q||L8pΓq ď 2n´1c “ 22n´1αn||u||C0,1 .

Remark 3.3 (Necessity of Lipschitz regularity of Γ). In this remark, we intend to
look at the effect of the regularity of Γ on the solution. To eliminate other influential
factors we assume Q “ 1.

The main observation of this remark is as follows: requiring that Γ is a C0,α-
graph for some α P p0, 1q is not enough to obtain the regularity. This becomes visible
when looking at [18, Remark 2.7] or (3.5) of the present article. The computations
there reveal the following: If u P C0,1pΩq is a solution of (3.1) with a nonnegative
measure µ on the right hand side then there exists C ą 0 such that

(3.6) µpBrpxqq ď Crn´1 @r ą 0 @x P Ω.
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Hence (3.6) forms a necessary criterion for Lipschitz regularity. Next we give an
example of a C0,α-graph Γ that does not satisfy (3.6). To this end we assume n “ 2,
Ω “ B2p0q and fix α P r0, 1q. Choose α1 P pα, 1q and define

Γ :“
"ˆ

x,
1

1 ` α1 x
1`α1

sin
1

x

˙
: x P r0, 1s

*
.

It is easy to show that fpxq :“ 1
1`α1x

1`α1
sin 1

x
, px P r0, 1sq, lies in W 1,pp0, 1q for all

p ă 1
1´α1 , which embeds into C0,αpr0, 1sq if we choose p ă 1

1´α1 suitably large. One
readily checks that

H
1pΓq “

ˆ 1

0

a
1 ` f 1pxq2 dx ă 8.

Using that |fpxq| ď |x| for all x P r0, 1s and the mean value theorem we find

µpBrp0qq “ H
1pΓ XBrp0qq “

ˆ

txPr0,1s:x2`fpxq2ăr2u

a
1 ` f 1pxq2 dx

ě
ˆ

r?
2

0

d

1 `
ˆ
xα

1 sin
1

x
´ 1

1 ` α1x
α1´1 cos

1

x

˙2

dx

ě
ˆ

r?
2

0

d

1 ´
ˆ
xα

1 sin
1

x

˙2

` 1

2

ˆ
1

1 ` α1 x
α1´1 cos

1

x

˙2

dx

ě
ˆ

r?
2

0

1?
2p1 ` α1q

xα
1´1

ˇ̌
ˇ̌cos 1

x

ˇ̌
ˇ̌ dx ě 1?

2p1 ` α1q
ÿ

ką 1

2π

´ ?
2

r
` π

4

¯

ˆ
1

2πk´ π
4

1

2πk` π
4

xα
1´1

ˇ̌
ˇ̌cos 1

x

ˇ̌
ˇ̌ dx

ě 1

2p1 ` α1q

¨
˚̋ ÿ

ką 1

2π

´?
2

r
` π

4

¯

ˆ
1

2πk´ π
4

1

2πk` π
4

xα
1´1 dx

˛
‹‚

“ 1

2p1 ` α1q
1

α1

ÿ

ką 1

2π

´ ?
2

r
` π

4

¯

ˆ
1

p2kπ ´ π
4

qα1 ´ 1

p2kπ ` π
4

qα1

˙

ě 1

2p1 ` α1q
ÿ

ką 1

2π

´ ?
2

r
` π

4

¯

π
2

p2kπ ` π
4

qα1`1
ě π

4p1 ` α1q
ÿ

ką 1

2π

´ ?
2

r
` π

4

¯

ˆ k`1

k

1

p2kπ ` π
4

qα1`1
dz

ě π

4p1 ` α1q
ÿ

ką 1

2π

´ ?
2

r
` π

4

¯

ˆ k`1

k

1

p2πz ` π
4

qα1`1
dz
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ě π

4p1 ` α1q

ˆ 8

1

2π

´?
2

r
` π

4

¯
1

p2πz ` π
4

qα1`1
dz “ π

8p1 ` α1q

ˆ?
2

r
` π

2

˙´α1

.

Now if we assume that µpBrp0qq ď Cr for all r ą 0 we would obtain

Cr ě 1

8p1 ` α1q

ˆ?
2

r
` π

2

˙´α1

.

Dividing by rα
1
and then letting r Ñ 0 we obtain 0 ě 1

8p1`α1q
?
2

´α1

, a contradiction.

As another conclusion from this example we can state that compactness of Γ is
necessary. This is so since

Γ0 :“
"ˆ

x,
1

1 ` α1 x
1`α1

sin
1

x

˙
: x P p0, 1q

*
.

is indeed a (noncompact) Lipschitz manifold, as graph of a function that is locally
Lipschitz. Since Γ0 coincides Hn´1 a.e. with the counterexample above we infer
that solutions to (2.1) with Q “ 1 and Γ “ Γ0 are not C0,1pΩq-regular.
3.3. Hölder regularity via duality method. In this section we report on ex-
isting regularity statements briefly and discuss why they are of limited use when it
comes to the optimal Lipschitz regularity. The famous duality method can be used
to show

Proposition 3.4 (C0,α-regularity). Let Ω Ă R
n and Γ be a compact Lipschitz

manifold. Let v P L1pΩq be a weak solution of (2.1). Then v P W 1,ppΩq for all
p P r1,8q and v P C0,αpΩq for all α P r0, 1q. Furthermore, ∇v P BMOpΩq.

To prove this we convert (2.1) into an equation of the form ´∆u “ divpF q for
some F P L8pΩ,Rnq. For p P p1,8q it is classical (cf. [2]) that F P LppΩ,Rnq
implies that there exists a solution u P W 1,p

0 pΩq. This result does not generalize to
p “ 8, as we shall see in the end of this section.

Lemma 3.5. Let Γ be a compact Lipschitz manifold. Distributionally one has
Q Hn´1 Γ “ divpF q for some F P L8pΩ;Rnq. Moreover Q Hn´1 Γ P W 1,1

0 pΩq˚

and

(3.7) ||F ||L8pΩq “ ||Q H
n´1 Γ||W 1,1

0
pΩq˚ ď CpΩqrΓsLip||Q||L8pΓq,

where rΓsLip is defined in Appendix B.

Proof. We first show that Q Hn´1 Γ P pW 1,1
0 pΩqq˚, i.e. for all φ P C8

0 pΩq one has

(3.8)

ˆ

Γ

|φ||Q| dHn´1 ď DrΓsLip||Q||L8 ||∇φ||L1pΩq,

for some D “ DpΩq. By [24, Proposition 17.17] it suffices to show that for all Borel
sets A Ă R

n,
ˆ

A

|Q| dHn´1 Γ ď rDrΓsLip||Q||L8H
n´1
8 pAq,

where Hn´1
8 is the 8-Hausdorff capacity (cf. [24, Definition B.1]) and rD “ rDpΩq.

Using [24, Proposition B.3] we find that it suffices to show that for all y P R
n and
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r ą 0 one has
ˆ

BrpyqXΓ

|Q|dHn´1 ď rDrΓsLip||Q||L8αn´1r
n´1.

To this end cover Γ with open sets R1pU1 ˆ V1q, ..., RmpUm ˆ Vmq Ă R
n such that

Ui Ă R
n´1 open and Vi Ă R open and Ri P Opnq such that for fi P W 1,8pUiq one

has Γ XRipUi ˆ Viq “ Ritpx1, fipx1qq : x1 P Viu . Then we can estimate

ˆ

BrpyqXΓ

|Q|dHn´1 ď ||Q||L8H
n´1pBrpyq X Γq ď ||Q||L8

mÿ

i“1

H
n´1pBrpyq X Γ XRipUi ˆ Viqq

“ ||Q||L8

mÿ

i“1

ˆ

tx1PUi:px1,fipx1qqPBrpR´1

i pyqqu

a
1 ` |∇fipx1q|2 dx1.

Now note that px1, fipx1qq P BrpR´1
i pyqq implies that x1 P Brpy1

iq, where y1
i :“

pR´1
i pyqp1q, ..., R´1

i pyqpn´1qqT P R
n´1. Thus

ˆ

BrpyqXΓ

|Q|dHn´1 ď ||Q||L8

mÿ

i“1

b
1 ` ||∇fi||2L8pViq

ˆ

Brpyiq
dx1

ď ||Q||L8

˜
mÿ

i“1

b
1 ` ||∇fi||2L8pViq

¸
αn´1r

n´1.

We infer from this and (B.1) that
ˆ

BrpyqXΓ

|Q|dHn´1 ď ||Q||L8 rΓsLipαn´1r
n´1.

Equation (3.8) and hence the second estimate in (3.7) follows by [24, Proposition
B.3] and [24, Proposition 17.17]. The existence of F P L8pΩ;Rnq follows directly
from [28, Lemma 6.6]. �

Lemma 3.6. Let Γ be a compact Lipschitz manifold and let v be a weak solution
of (2.1). Then v P W

1,2
0 pΩq X L8pΩq. Furthermore there exists a constant D “

DpΩq ą 0 such that

||v||L8pΩq ď DpΩq||Q H
n´1 Γ||W 1,1

0
pΩq˚ .

Proof. We first show that v P W 1,2
0 pΩq. Recall that v P W 1,q

0 pΩq for some q ą 1 by
Lemma 3.1. Now fix φ P C8

0 pΩq. We obtain by Lemma 3.5 for C1 :“ ||Q Hn´1

Γ||W 1,1
0

pΩq˚ and C2 :“
a

|Ω|C1 that

ˇ̌
ˇ̌
ˆ

Ω

∇v∇φ dx

ˇ̌
ˇ̌ “

ˇ̌
ˇ̌
ˆ

φQ dHn´1

ˇ̌
ˇ̌ ď C1||∇φ||L1pΩq ď C2||∇φ||L2pΩq “ C2||φ||W 1,2

0
pΩq.

Since W 1,2
0 pΩq is a Hilbert space and C8

0 pΩq is dense in W 1,2
0 pΩq there exists w P

W
1,2
0 pΩq such that

ˆ

Ω

∇v∇φ dx “
ˆ

∇w∇φ dx @φ P C8
0 pΩq.

We infer that u :“ v ´ w P W 1,q
0 pΩq is a weak solution of
#

´∆u “ 0 in Ω,

u “ 0 on BΩ.
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By uniqueness of such solution in W 1,q
0 (cf. [14, Section 2.5.2]) we infer that v “

w P W 1,2
0 pΩq. It remains to show the L8-regularity and the desired estimate. By

Lemma 3.5 we infer that v P W 1,2
0 pΩq is a weak solution of ´∆v “ divpF q for some

F P L8pΩ;Rnq. The claim follows then immediately from [24, Lemma 5.2]. �

Note that the previous regularity is definitely not true for solutions of (3.1) with
arbitrary measures µ. Indeed, if µ “ δx0

for some x0 P Ω then the solution of (3.1)
is Green’s function GΩpx0, ¨q, which does not lie in L8pΩq, cf. [14, Section 4].

Proof of Proposition 3.4. We infer from the previous lemma and Lemma 3.5 that
each solution v of (2.1) lies in W

1,2
0 pΩq and is a weak solution of ´∆v “ divpF q

for some F P L8pΩq . In particular F P BMOpΩq. Applying [2, Theorem 2.9]
with p “ 2 and ω ” 1 we infer that ∇v P BMOpΩq. Since BMOpΩq Ă LppΩq
for all p ą 1, we infer that v P W 1,ppΩq for all p P p1,8q. By Sobolev embedding
v P C0,αpΩq for all α P r0, 1q. �

Finally we discuss the limitations of the duality method to p “ 8.

Remark 3.7 (Limitations of the duality method). To this end we construct F P
L8pΩ;Rnq such that ´∆u “ divpF q has no distributional solution in W 1,8pΩq.

The argument we present is a slight variation of arguments in [26, Section 2].
Suppose that Ω Ă R

2 is a smooth domain and Ω Ą r0, 1s2. By [26, Proof of
Proposition 2, Section 2] there exists a sequence pψjq8

j“1 Ă C8
0 pΩq such that

››B2
x1x1

ψj

››
L1pΩq `

››B2
x2x2

ψj

››
L1pΩq ď 1 @j P N,

››B2
x1x2

ψj

››
L1pΩq ě j @j P N.

Now define

Tj : L
8pΩq Ñ R, Tjpgq :“

ˆ

Ω

g B2
x1x2

ψj dx.

One readily checks that ||Tj ||L8pΩq˚ “
››B2

x1x2
ψj

››
L1pΩq Ñ 8 as j Ñ 8. By the

Banach-Steinhaus theorem there exists G P L8pΩq such that (along a subsequence)

(3.9) |TjpGq| “
ˇ̌
ˇ̌
ˆ

Ω

G B2
x1x2

ψj dx

ˇ̌
ˇ̌ Ñ 8 pj Ñ 8q.

Define now F pxq :“ p0, GpxqqT for almost every x P Ω. Clearly F P L8pΩ;R2q.
We claim that ´∆u “ divpF q has no distributional solution u P W 1,8pΩq. For a
contradiction we assume the opposite. Then there exists u P W 1,8pΩq such that
for all φ P C8

0 pΩq one has
ˆ

Ω

∇u ¨ ∇φ dx “
ˆ

Ω

F ¨ ∇φ dx.

Plugging in φ “ Bx1
ψj and integrating by parts we find

ˆ

Ω

G B2
x1x2

ψj dx “
ˆ

Ω

pBx1
uB2

x1x1
ψj`Bx2

uB2
x1x2

ψjq dx “
ˆ

Ω

Bx1
upB2

x1x1
ψj`B2

x2x2
ψjq dx.

Taking absolute values and using the estimates above we find
ˇ̌
ˇ̌
ˆ

Ω

G B2
x1x2

ψj dx

ˇ̌
ˇ̌ ď ||Bx1

u||L8 ď ||u||W 1,8 .

Letting j Ñ 8 we obtain a contradiction to (3.9).
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3.4. The Hopf-Oleinik-Lemma and C1-regularity. In this section we explain
why one can not hope for more than C0,1-regularity in classical function spaces.
More precisely we show

Proposition 3.8 (Impossibility of C1-regularity). Suppose that Ω Ă R
n is a do-

main and let Γ “ BΩ1 for some domain Ω1 ĂĂ Ω with C1,β-boundary for some
β P p0, 1q. Let v P L1pΩq be a weak solution of (2.1). Then v R C1pΩq unless Q “ 0.

The main ingredient used in the proof is the famous Hopf-Oleinik boundary point
lemma stated here (in a nonoptimal version).

Lemma 3.9 (Hopf-Oleinik-Lemma, cf. [19, Theorem 4.1]). Suppose that D Ă R
n

is a set with C1,β-boundary for some β ą 0. Let v P C2pDq XCpDq be a harmonic
function in D. If x0 P BD is such that vpx0q “ maxxPBD vpxq then one has

lim inf
tÑ0´

vpx0 ` tνpx0qq ´ vpx0q
t

ą 0,

where νpx0q denotes the outer unit normal at x0. If x0 P BD is such that vpx0q “
minxPBD vpxq then one has

lim sup
tÑ0´

vpx0 ` tνpx0qq ´ vpx0q
t

ă 0.

Proof of Proposition 3.8. Assume that Γ,Ω1 are as in the statement and let Q P
L8pΓqzt0u. Moreover let v P L1pΩq be as in the statement. Assume now that
v P C1pΩq. Since v is harmonic in a neighborhood of BΩ and attains homoge-
neous boundary values on BΩ one infers by Schauder theory that v P C1pΩq. In
particular maxxPΩ vpxq,minxPΩ vpxq are attained. Let x0, x1 P Ω be such that
vpx0q “ maxxPΩ vpxq and vpx1q “ minxPΩ vpxq. We claim next that either x0 or x1
can be chosen to lie on Γ. Indeed, one has by harmonicity of v on Ω1

(3.10) max
xPΩ1

vpxq “ max
xPΓ

vpxq

and by harmonicity of v on Ω2 :“ ΩzΩ1

(3.11) max
xPΩ2

vpxq “ max
xPBΩ2

vpxq “ max
xPΓYBΩ

“ maxt0,max
xPΓ

vpxqu,

as v “ 0 on BΩ. If now maxxPΩ vpxq ą 0 then (3.10) and (3.11) leave the conclusion
that

max
xPΩ1

vpxq “ max
xPΩ2

vpxq “ max
xPΓ

vpxq.

Since Ω1 Y Ω2 “ Ω we obtain that x0 can be chosen to lie on Γ. On contrary if
maxxPΩ vpxq ď 0 then minxPΩ vpxq ă 0 unless v ” 0 (which is not allowed as Q ” 0
was excluded). Now we can argue the same way as in (3.10), (3.11) to find

min
xPΩ1

vpxq “ min
xPΓ

vpxq,

min
xPΩ2

vpxq “ min
xPBΩ2

vpxq “ mint0,min
xPΓ

vpxqu.

Since now minxPΩ vpxq ă 0 we infer that

min
xPΩ1

vpxq “ min
xPΩ2

vpxq “ min
xPΓ

vpxq
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and since Ω1 Y Ω2 “ Ω we once more infer that x1 can be chosen to lie on Γ.
Without loss of generality we can assume that x0 lies on Γ, otherwise we may
consider ´v. Now we apply Lemma 3.9 D :“ Ω1. Since maxxPD vpxq is attained at
x0 and v P C1pDq we obtain that

(3.12) 0 ă lim inf
tÑ0´

vpx0 ` tνΩ1 px0qq ´ vpx0q
t

“ ∇vpx0q ¨ νΩ1 px0q.

Analogously we can also considerD “ Ω2 (or one connected component of Ω2 whose
boundary contains x0) and apply Lemma 3.9. Since maxxPD vpxq is also attained
at x0 we obtain

(3.13) 0 ă lim inf
tÑ0´

vpx0 ` tνΩ2 px0qq ´ vpx0q
t

“ ∇vpx0q ¨ νΩ2 px0q.

But now νΩ2 px0q “ ´νΩ1 px0q as x0 P Γ and Ω1 and Ω2 lie on two different sides of
Γ. This means however that (3.12) and (3.13) cannot hold at the same time. A
contradiction. �

3.5. Remarks on potential theory. As already announced our approach will
not use potential theory, except for standard regularity results. Nevertheless we
comment briefly on potential theoretic results about (2.1), since one can indeed
give a partial positive answer to our question of W 1,8 regularity.

As in the introduction we consider for Q P L1pΓq the single-layer potential

SQpxq :“
ˆ

Γ

F px´ yqQpyq dHn´1pyq,

where F is the fundamental solution of ´∆ in R
n. We intend to understand the

behavior of SQ and its partial derivatives on Γ. Note first that SQ is smooth and
harmonic on R

nzΓ. Further one can show that SQ P W 1,q
loc pRnq for some q P r1, n

n´1
q

and in the sense of weak derivatives one has

∇pSQqpxq “
ˆ

Γ

∇F px ´ yqQpyq dHn´1 a.e. x P R
n.

A first remarkable theorem discusses a control of the normal derivatives of SQ
on Γ under certain assumptions on Γ, Q.

Proposition 3.10 (Normal derivative of single-layer potential, [22, Theorem 14.IV]).
Suppose that Γ “ BT ĂĂ R

n for some C1,λ-domain T Ă R
n, λ ą 0 with unit nor-

mal field ν. If Q P L1pΓq then the inner and outer normal derivatives B`
ν SQ and

B´
ν SQ exist in the sense of

(3.14) B˘
ν SQ “ lim

tÑ0˘
∇SQpx0 ` tνpx0qq ¨ νpx0q exists for Hn´1a.e. x0 P Γ

and

B˘
ν pSQqpx0q “ ¯1

2
Qpx0q `

ˆ

Γ

BνF px0 ´ yqQpyq dHn´1pyq H
n´1a.e. x0 P Γ.

IfQ P LppΓq for some p ą n´1
λ

then the map Γ Q x0 ÞÑ
´

Γ
BνF px0´yqQpyq dHn´1pyq

lies in C0,µpΓq for any µ ă λ´ n´1
p

. In particular B˘
ν SQ P L8pΓq if Q P L8pΓq. If

Q P C0pΓq then the above equations hold everywhere and not just Hn´1 a.e..

This shows that Q P L8pΓq implies bounded normal derivatives on Γ in the sense
of (3.14).
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If Q is somewhat more regular we can also bound non-normal derivatives on Γ
and hence the whole gradient. Indeed, one can show

Proposition 3.11 ([22, Theorem 14.VII]). If T ĂĂ Ω is a C1,λ-domain and Q P
C0,λ then ∇SQ P C0,λpT q X C0,λpΩzT q. In particular SQ P W 1,8pΩq.

While this is a positive result on our original question it is difficult to weaken
the assumptions with potential theoretic methods. The reason for that is that
layer potentials do not necessarily behave well with approximations and less regular
domains. Another reason is that the sense of (3.14) is a very weak sense of assuming
boundary values and not compatible with modern notions of (BV/Sobolev)-traces.

There are potential theoretic methods that allow for better control of boundary
values, a common notion being the nontangential maximal function. Using these
methods one can indeed study the behavior of SQ on Lipschitz domains via ap-
proximation (cf. eg. [29]). The price one usually pays for this approximation is
however the restriction to W 1,p for p P p1,8q. The reason for that is that crucial
a-priori estimates like [29, Lemma 1.3] have no trivial generalization to p “ 8.

An observation which is highly relevant for the article is the normal jump of size
Q on the boundary Γ “ BT , i.e.
(3.15) B`

ν SQ ´ B´
ν SQ “ ´Q on Γ.

We will obtain this jump later independently with modern techniques from PDE
and geometric measure theory.

4. Proof of Main Theorem 2.2

This section is devoted to the proof of our first main theorem. We will first obtain
the desired Lipschitz regularity for smooth data Γ and Q by constructing almost-
solutions with the aid of the comparison function x ÞÑ distpx,Γq. Once Lipschitz
regularity of solutions with smooth data is shown, we can obtain a-priori estimates
of the Lipschitz norm in terms of Γ and Q. To find sharp a-priori estimates we
perform blow-up procedures and study the behavior of solutions around points in
Γ. Finally we can argue by approximation to show the claim also for less regular
data.

4.1. Regularity for smooth initial data. First we show the result for surfaces
of the form Γ “ BΩ1, where Ω1 ĂĂ Ω is an open, bounded set with C2-boundary.
The advantage of this additional smoothness is that one can work with the signed
distance function dΩ1 , see Appendix A for the precise definition and basic properties.
We will observe that the absolute value of the distance function |dΩ1 | already solves
a similar problem than the one we intend to solve. Thankfully |dΩ1 | P W 1,8pΩq,
which is an important step towards our desired regularity.

If we write in the sequel Γ “ BΩ1 P Ck we mean that Ω1 ĂĂ Ω is a domain with
Ck-smooth boundary Γ. The notation Q P W 2,ppΩq shall indicate that Q P L1pΓq
can be extended to a W 2,p-function on Ω.

Lemma 4.1. Suppose that Q P W 2,ppΩq, n ă p ď 8 and Γ “ BΩ1 P C2. Let ǫ ą 0
be such that Γǫ :“ tx P Ω : distpx,Γq ă ǫu is a C2-domain and d “ dΩ1 P C2pΓǫq.
Then |d| P W 1,2pΓǫq and for all φ P C8

0 pΓǫq one has
ˆ

Γǫ

∇

ˆ
1

2
Q|d|

˙
∇φ dx “ ´

ˆ

Γ

φQdH1 `
ˆ

Γǫ

ˆ
∆
Q

2
d

˙
χφ dx,(4.1)
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where χ “ 1Ω1 ´ 1ΩzΩ1 .

Proof. That |d| P W 1,2pΓǫq follows from d P W 1,2pΓǫq and [12, Theorem 4.4]. Next
we divide Γǫ “ Γ`

ǫ YΓ´
ǫ YΓ, where Γ`

ǫ :“ Γǫ XΩzΩ1 and Γ´
ǫ :“ Γǫ XΩ1. Note that

d ą 0 on Γ`
ǫ and d ă 0 on Γ´

ǫ and thus for φ P C8
0 pΓǫq one has

ˆ

Γǫ

∇

ˆ
1

2
Q|d|

˙
∇φ dx “

ˆ

Γ
`
ǫ

∇

ˆ
1

2
Qd

˙
∇φ dx´

ˆ

Γ
´
ǫ

∇

ˆ
1

2
Qd

˙
∇φ dx

“
ˆ

BΓ`
ǫ

φ∇

ˆ
1

2
Qd

˙
ν
Γ

`
ǫ
dHn´1 ´

ˆ

BΓ`
ǫ

∆

ˆ
Q

2
d

˙
φ dx

´
ˆ

BΓ´
ǫ

φ∇

ˆ
1

2
Qd

˙
ν
Γ

´
ǫ
dHn´1 `

ˆ

BΓ´
ǫ

∆

ˆ
Q

2
d

˙
φ dx

“
ˆ

Γ

φ∇

ˆ
1

2
Qd

˙
pνΓ`

ǫ
´ νΓ´

ǫ
q dHn´1 `

ˆ

Γǫ

∆

ˆ
Q

2
d

˙
χφ dx.

Notice that on Γ one has ν
Γ

`
ǫ

“ ´ν
Γ

´
ǫ

“ ´νΩ1 and hence
ˆ

Γǫ

∇

ˆ
1

2
Q|d|

˙
∇φ dx “ ´

ˆ

Γ

φ∇pQdqνΩ1 dHn´1 `
ˆ

Γǫ

∆

ˆ
Q

2
d

˙
χφ dx.

Now on Γ one has d “ dΩ1 “ 0 and thus by Lemma A.2 ∇pQdq “ p∇Qqd`Q∇d “
QνΩ1 . Here we have used that Q P C1pΩq by Sobolev embedding. We infer

ˆ

Γǫ

∇

ˆ
1

2
Q|d|

˙
∇φ dx “ ´

ˆ

Γ

φQ dHn´1 `
ˆ

Γǫ

∆

ˆ
Q

2
d

˙
χφ dx.

�

Corollary 4.2. Suppose that Q P W 2,ppΩq, n ă p ď 8 and Γ “ BΩ1 P C2.
Let ǫ ą 0 be such that for all ǫ1 ď ǫ the set Γǫ1 :“ tx P Ω : distpx,Γq ă ǫ1u is a
C2-domain and d “ dΩ1 P C2pΓǫq. Then the solution v of (2.1) satisfies v P C0,1pΩq.

Proof. We first show that v P C0,1pΓǫ{2q. To this end we look at w :“ v ` 1
2
Q|d|

which lies in W 1,2pΓǫq by Proposition 3.4 and satisfies for each φ P C8
0 pΓǫq by (4.1)

ˆ

Γǫ

∇w∇φ “
ˆ

Γǫ

ˆ
∆
Q

2
d

˙
χφ dx.

Now note that ∆
´

Q
2
d
¯
χ “ χ

2
pd∆Q ` 2∇Q∇d ` Q∆dq, which lies in LppΓǫq. We

infer that w P W
2,p
loc pΓǫq for some p P pn,8q and hence w P C1pΓǫq. Now v “

w´ 1
2
Q|d| lies in C0,1 since |dpxq| “ distpx,Ω1q`distpx,Ω1Cq is Lipschitz continuous

as sum of Lipschitz continuous functions and Q,w P C1pΓǫq Ă C0,1pΓǫ{2q. The

claimed Lipschitz continuity on Γǫ{2 is shown. Since v is harmonic on the C2-
domain ΩzΓǫ{4 and v|BpΩzΓǫ{4q is smooth we infer by elliptic regularity that v P
W 2,n`1pΩzΓǫ{4q Ă C1pΩzΓǫ{4q. We conclude that v P C0,1pΩzΓǫ{4q. Together with

the fact that v P C0,1pΓǫ{2q we obtain that v P C0,1pΩq. �

With our additional smoothness requirements we can also achieve BV -regularity.

Corollary 4.3 (BV pΩq-regularity). Suppose that Γ “ BΩ1 P C2 and Q P W 2,ppΩq,
p ą n. Then the solution v of (2.1) satisfies ∇v P BV pΩ;Rnq.
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Proof. Let ǫ ą 0 be as in the previous corollary. We have seen in the proof of

the previous corollary that v ` Q
2

|d| lies in W
2,p
loc pΓǫq and hence ∇

´
v ` Q

2
|d|

¯
P

W
1,p
loc pΓǫq Ă BV pΓǫ{2q. To show that ∇v P BV pΓǫ{2q it is hence sufficient to prove

that ∇pQ
2

|d|q P BV pΓǫ{2q. As in Lemma 4.1 we decompose Γǫ “ Γ`
ǫ Y Γ Y Γ´

ǫ and

compute for i P t1, ..., nu and arbitrary φ P C1
0 pΓǫ;R

nq such that ||φ||8 ď 1
ˆ

Γǫ

Bi
ˆ
Q

2
|d|

˙
divpφq dx “

ˆ

Γ
`
ǫ

Bi
ˆ
Q

2
d

˙
divpφq dx´

ˆ

Γ
´
ǫ

Bi
ˆ
Q

2
d

˙
divpφq dx

“ 2

ˆ

Γ

Bi
ˆ
Q

2
d

˙
φdHn´1 ´

ˆ

Γ
`
ǫ

∇Bi
ˆ
Q

2
d

˙
φ dx`

ˆ

Γ
´
ǫ

∇Bi
ˆ
Q

2
d

˙
φ dx.

By the product rule one has Q
2
d P W 2,ppΓǫq and hence Sobolev embedding yields

that
›››BipQ

2
dq
›››
L8pΓq

ď C for some C ą 0. Moreover
›››∇BipQ

2
dq
›››
LppΓǫq

ď D for some

D ą 0. We infer that
ˆ

Γǫ

Bi
ˆ
Q

2
|d|

˙
divpφq dx ď 2CHn´1pΓq `Dp|Γ`

ǫ | 1

q ` |Γ´
ǫ | 1

q q,

where q P p1, n
n´1

q is chosen such that 1
p

` 1
q

“ 1. We have shown that ∇pQ
2

|d|q P
BV pΓǫq and thus also ∇v P BV pΓǫ{2q. Since v is harmonic on ΩzΓǫ{4 and v|BpΩzΓ ǫ

4
q

is smooth we have that v P W 2,2pΩzΓǫ{4q and hence ∇v P BV pΩzΓǫ{4q. We infer
that ∇v P BV pΩq by the gluing property, cf. [16, Remark 2.14]. �

4.2. Blow-up arguments. We have now obtained Lipschitz-regularity for smooth
domains and sufficiently smooth data Q. To pass to less regular settings we argue
by approximation. To this end we discuss a-priori estimates that can be obtained
by looking at the precise behavior of Lipschitz solutions on Γ.

Lemma 4.4 (A Taylor expansion). Suppose that Γ “ BΩ1 P C1, x0 P Γ, Q P C0pΓq
and u P C0,1pΩq is a solution of (2.1). Then there exists a vector θpx0q P R

n such
that in a neighborhood of x0 one has

(4.2) upxq “ upx0q ` θpx0q ¨ px´ x0q ´ 1

2
Qpx0q|px´ x0, νpx0qq| ` op|x ´ x0|q.

Proof. Define ur : R
n Ñ R to be

urpxq :“
#

upx0`rxq´upx0q
r

x0 ` rx P Ω,
´upx0q

r
otherwise.

Note that ur P C0,1pRnq and ||∇ur||L8pRnq ď ||∇u||L8pΩq. Moreover urp0q “ 0, so
|urpzq| ď ||∇u||L8 |z| for all z P R

n and r ą 0. We conlude by Proposition C.2 that

there exists a subsequence rj Ñ 0 and some u P C0,1
loc pRnq with ∇u P L8pRnq such

that urj Ñ u weakly in W 1,2pBRp0qq and uniformly on BRp0q for all R ą 0. Next
let φ P C8

0 pRnq be fixed. Let R0 ą 0 be such that supppφq P BR0
p0q and j0 P N

be such that 1
rj

pΩ ´ x0q Ą BR0
p0q for all j ě j0. Next we derive a PDE for u. We

compute

ˆ

Rn

∇u∇φ dx “
ˆ

BR0
p0q

∇u∇φ dx “ lim
jÑ8,jěj0

ˆ

BR0
p0q

∇urj∇φ dx
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“ lim
jÑ8,jěj0

ˆ

BR0
p0q

∇upx0 ` rjxq∇φpxq dx “ lim
jÑ8,jěj0

ˆ

1

rj
pΩ´x0q

∇upx0 ` rjxq∇φpxq dx

“ lim
jÑ8

1

rnj

ˆ

Ω

∇upyq∇φ
ˆ
y ´ x0

rj

˙
dy “ lim

jÑ8
1

rn´1
j

ˆ

Ω

∇upyq∇
ˆ
φ

ˆ p¨q ´ x0

rj

˙˙
pyq dy

“ lim
jÑ8

1

rn´1
j

ˆ

Γ

Qpzqφ
ˆ
z ´ x0

rj

˙
dHn´1pzq “ lim

jÑ8
1

rn´1
j

ˆ

ΓXBrjR0
px0q

Qpzqφ
ˆ
z ´ x0

rj

˙
dHn´1pzq.

Now we can find an orthogonal matrixR P Opnq and t ą 0 such that ΓXBrjR0
px0q Ă

x0`Rtpx1, fpx1qqT : x1 P Btp0qu for sufficiently large j. Here f P C1pBt0p0qq satisfies
fp0q “ 0 and ∇fp0q “ 0. We can also achieve that Ren “ νΩ1 px0q. Hence

ˆ

Rn

∇u∇φ dx “ lim
jÑ8

1

rn´1
j

ˆ

Btp0q
Qpx0 `Rpz1, fpz1qqT qpφ ˝Rq

ˆ
z1

rj
,
fpz1q
rj

˙a
1 ` |∇fpz1q|2dz1

“ lim
jÑ8

ˆ

B t
rj

p0q
Qpx0 `Rprjs, fprjsqqT qpφ ˝Rqps, 1

rj
fprjsqq

b
1 ` |∇fprjsq|2 ds.

Since
ˇ̌
ˇRps, 1

rj
fprjsqqT

ˇ̌
ˇ ě |s| we find that |s| ě R0 implies Rps, 1

rj
fprjsqqT R

supppφq. Using the dominated convergence theorem, ∇fp0q “ 0, and supppφq Ă
BR0

p0q we find

ˆ

Rn

∇u∇φ dx “ lim
jÑ8

ˆ

BR0
p0q
Qpx0 `Rprjs, fprjsqqT qpφ ˝Rqps, 1

rj
fprjsqq

b
1 ` |∇fprjsq|2 ds

“ Qpx0q
ˆ

BR0
p0q

pφ ˝Rqps,∇fp0q ¨ sq ds “ Qpx0q
ˆ

Rn´1

pφ ˝Rqps, 0q ds

Summarizing our findings we have that u satisfies u P C0,1, ∇u P L8pRnq, up0q “ 0
and for all φ P C8

0 pRnq one has

(4.3)

ˆ

Rn

∇u∇φ dx “ Qpx0q
ˆ

Rn´1

pφ ˝Rqps, 0q ds.

Next we define ru : Rn Ñ R by rupxq :“ ´ 1
2

|eTnRTx| “ ´ 1
2

|px, νΩ1 px0qq|. We will

next understand the relation between u and ru. Set H` :“ tz P R
n : eTnz ą 0u,

H´ :“ tz P R
n : eTnz ă 0u. One readily checks that ru P C

0,1
loc ,∇ru P L8pRnq,

rup0q “ 0 and for φ P C8
0 pRnq one computes

´2

ˆ

Rn

∇ru∇φ dx “
ˆ

RH`
pRenqT∇φ dx´

ˆ

RH´
pRenqT∇φ dx

“
ˆ

H`
pRenqT p∇φqpRxq dx´

ˆ

H´
pRenqT p∇φqpRxq dx

“
ˆ

H`
pRenqTR∇pφ ˝Rq dx´

ˆ

H´
pRenqTR∇pφ ˝Rq dx
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“
ˆ

H`
Bnpφ ˝Rq dx´

ˆ

H´
Bnpφ ˝Rq dx “ ´2

ˆ

Rn´1

pφ ˝Rqps, 0q ds,

where we used Fubini’s theorem in the last step and performed the xn-integration
first. We infer from this and (4.3) that u´Qpx0qru lies in C0,1

loc pRnq,∇pu´Qpx0qruq P
L8pRnq, pu´Qpx0qruqp0q “ 0 and for all φ P C8

0 pRnq one has
ˆ

Rn

∇pu´Qpx0qruq∇φ “ 0.

Hence u ´ Qpx0qru is a harmonic function on R
n. This implies that also ∇pu ´

Qpx0qruq is harmonic on R
n. Since also ∇pu ´ Qpx0qruq P L8pRnq we infer by

Liouville’s Theorem that ∇pu ´ Qpx0qruq “ const “: θpx0q P R
n. We infer that

upxq “ Qpx0qrupxq ` θpx0qx ` b for some b P R, but since up0q “ rup0q “ 0 we find
b “ 0. Hence upxq “ ´ 1

2
Qpx0q|px, νΩ1 px0qq| ` θpx0qx. Recalling the definition of u

we obtain for all x P B1p0q

lim
rÑ0

upx0 ` rxq ´ upx0q
r

“ upxq “ θpx0qx´ 1

2
Qpx0q|px, νΩ1 px0qq|.

We could as well write

upx0 ` rxq “ upx0q ` θpx0qprxq ´ 1

2
Qpx0q|prx, νΩ1 px0qq| ` oprq,

which implies (4.2).
�

Lemma 4.5. Let Γ “ BΩ1 P C1 and u P C0,1pΩq be a solution of (2.1). Further let
θ : Γ Ñ R

n, x0 ÞÑ θpx0q, where θpx0q is as in the previous Proposition. Then one
has for all z P Γ

(4.4) θpzq “ lim
rÑ0

 

Brpzq
∇u dx.

In particular, θ is measurable and lies in L8pΓq, satisfying ||θ||L8pΓq ď ||∇u||L8pΩq.

Proof. To show the measurabilty of θ and the L8-estimate it suffices to prove (4.4).
To this end we compute for all z P Γ and r ą 0 small enough

 

Brpzq
Biu dx “ 1

αnrn

ˆ

BBrpzq
upxqxi ´ zi

r
dHn´1pxq

“ 1

αnrn

ˆ

BBrpzq
pupxq ´ upzqqx´ z

r
dHn´1pxq

“ 1

αnrn

ˆ

BBrpzq
pθpzq ¨ px´ zq ´ 1

2
Qpx0q|px´ z, νΩ1 px0qq| ` op|x ´ z|qqx´ z

r
dHn´1pxq.

(4.5)

Now note thatˇ̌
ˇ̌
ˇ

1

αnrn

ˆ

BBrpzq
op|x ´ z|qx´ z

r
dHn´1pxq

ˇ̌
ˇ̌
ˇ ď oprqωnr

n´1

αnrn
Ñ 0, pr Ñ 0q,

and
ˆ

BBrpzq

1

2
Qpx0q|px´ z, νΩ1 px0qq|x´ z

r
dHn´1pxq “ 0,
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since the integrand is antisymmetric and BBrpzq is a symmetric set. Again using
such reflection and symmetry arguments we obtain for i P t1, ..., nu

1

αnrn

ˆ

BBrpzq
θpzq ¨ px ´ zqxi ´ zi

r
dHn´1pxq

“ 1

αnrn

nÿ

j“1

ˆ

BBrpzq
θjpzqpxj ´ zjqxi ´ zi

r
dHn´1pxq

“ 1

αnrn

ˆ

BBrpzq
θipzq pxi ´ ziq2

r
dHn´1pxq

“ 1

nαnrn

ˆ

BBrpzq
θipzq |x´ z|2

r
dHn´1pxq “ 1

nαnrn
r2

r
θipzqωnr

n´1 “ θipzq,

since ωn “ nαn. The claim follows passing to the limit in (4.5). �

4.3. An a priori estimate. Next we obtain an a priori estimate for ||∇u||L8pΩq
via the maximum principle on Ω1 and Ω2 :“ ΩzΩ1. We shall use the notation for
Ω2 in the entire rest of this section.

The regularity that we have proved so far is however not sufficient to apply the
maximum principle to ∇u – neither for the classical nor for the weak (Sobolev)
maximum principle. Hence we need the following generalization.

Lemma 4.6 (A maximum principle for BV -solutions, Proof in Appendix D). Let
U Ă R

n be open and bounded with C8-smooth boundary and w P BV pUq be such
that

(4.6)

ˆ

U

w∆φ “ 0 @φ P C8
0 pUq.

Then ||w||L8pUq ď ||trU pwq||L8pBUq, where trU pwq denotes the BV pUq-trace of w.

To the best of our knowledge this result is not known for BV -solutions but only
for W 1,1-solutions. This is why we give a proof in the appendix. Next we compute
the BV pΩ1q-trace of ∇u.

Lemma 4.7. Let Γ “ BΩ1 P C1, Ω2 :“ ΩzΩ1, and u P C0,1pΩq be a solution of
(2.1) with Q P C0pΓq such that ∇u P BV pΩq. Then one has Hn´1 a.e. on Γ

trΩ1 p∇uq “ θ ` Q

2
νΩ1

trΩ2 p∇uq “ θ ´ Q

2
νΩ1 ,

where θ is as in (4.2) and (4.4).

Proof. We only show the first equality, the other one is completely analogous. We
know by Lemma D.1 that Hn´1 a.e. one has

trΩ1 pBiuqpzq “ lim
rÑ0

 

BrpzqXΩ1
Biupxq dx.
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We compute using (4.2) and the fact that by Proposition B.4 Brpzq X Ω1 is a
Lipschitz domain for r small enough.

trΩ1 pBiuqpzq “ lim
rÑ0

1

|Brpzq X Ω1|

ˆ

BpBrpzqXΩ1q
upyqνipyq dHn´1pyq

“ lim
rÑ0

1

|Brpzq X Ω1|

˜
ˆ

BpBrpzqXΩ1q
pupyq ´ upzqqνipyq dHn´1pyq ` upzq

ˆ

BpBrpzqXΩ1q
νipyq dHn´1pyq

¸

“ lim
rÑ0

1

|Brpzq X Ω1|

˜
ˆ

BpBrpzqXΩ1q
pupyq ´ upzqqνipyq dHn´1pyq ` upzq

ˆ

BrpzqXΩ1
Bip1q dy

¸

“ lim
rÑ0

1

|Brpzq X Ω1|

ˆ

BpBrpzqXΩ1q
pθpzq ¨ py ´ zq ´ 1

2
Qpzq|py ´ z, νpzqq| ` op|y ´ z|qqνipyqq dHn´1pyq.

Note that

lim
rÑ0

1

|Brpzq X Ω1|

ˇ̌
ˇ̌
ˇ

ˆ

BpBrpzqXΩ1q
op|y ´ z|q dHn´1pyq

ˇ̌
ˇ̌
ˇ ď lim sup

rÑ0

op1qrH
n´1pBpBrpzq X Ω1qq

|Brpzq X Ω1| .

Now we obtain by [12, Theorem 5.14(iii) and Theorem 5.15] that Hn´1pBΩ1 X
Brpzqq ď p2n´1 ` op1qqαn´1r

n´1. Moreover Hn´1pΩ1 X BBrpzqq ď ωnr
n´1 “

nαnr
n´1. Therefore

lim sup
rÑ0

op1qrH
n´1pBpBrpzq X Ω1q

|Brpzq X Ω1| ď lim sup
rÑ0

op1qrpH
n´1pBrpzq X BΩ1q ` Hn´1pΩ1 X BBrpzqq

|Brpzq X Ω1|

“ lim sup
rÑ0

op1qr
npn ` 2n´1 ` op1qqαn´1

|Brpzq X Ω1| “ lim sup
rÑ0

op1q pn ` 2n´1 ` op1qqαn´1

|B1p0q X pΩ1´z
r

q|
“ 0,

where we used that by [12, Theorem 5.13]

lim
rÑ0

1

|B1p0q X pΩ1´z
r

q|
“ 1

|B1p0q XH´| P p0,8q,

where H´ “ ty P R
n : νpzq ¨ y ă 0u. For later use we also define H` :“ ty P R

n :
νpzq ¨ y ą 0u. Now using once more the divergence theorem we obtain

1

|Brpzq X Ω1|

ˆ

BpBrpzqXΩ1q
θpzq¨py´zqνipyqdHn´1pyq “ 1

|Brpzq X Ω1|

ˆ

BrpzqXΩ1
θipzq “ θipzq,

for all r ą 0. Hence we obtain that Hn´1-a.e. one has

trΩ1 pBiuqpzq “ θipzq ´ lim
rÑ0

1

|Brpzq X Ω1|

ˆ

BpBrpzqXΩ1q

Qpzq
2

|py ´ z, νpzqq|νipyq dHn´1pyq.

“ θipzq ´ lim
rÑ0

1

|Brpzq X Ω1|
Qpzq
2

ˆ

BpBrpzqXΩ1q
|py ´ z, νpzqq|νipyq dHn´1pyq.
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Therefore

trΩ1 pBiuqpzq “ θipzq ´ lim
rÑ0

1

|Brpzq X Ω1|
Qpzq
2

ˆ

BrpzqXΩ1
Byi

|py ´ z, νpzqq| dy

“ θipzq ´ Qpzq
2

lim
rÑ0

|Brpzq X Ω1 XH`| ´ |Brpzq X Ω1 XH´|
|Brpzq X Ω1|

“ θipzq ´ Qpzqνipzq
2

lim
rÑ0

|B1p0q X Ω1´z
r

XH`| ´ |B1p0q X Ω1´z
r

XH´|
|B1p0q X Ω1´z

r
|

“ θipzq ´ Qpzqνipzq
2

|B1p0q XH´ XH`| ´ |B1p0q XH´|
|B1p0q XH´| “ θipzq ` Qpzqνipzq

2
,

where we used [12, Theorem 5.13] in the last step. �

In a nonstandard sense we can hence look at ∇u P BV pΩ1q as a solution of the
following Dirichlet problem

#
∆p∇uq “ 0 in Ω1

∇u “ θ ` 1
2
Qν on BΩ1,

where the last line holds in the sense of BV -traces. In the same manner ∇u P
BV pΩ2q solves

#
∆p∇uq “ 0 in Ω2

∇u “ θ ´ 1
2
Qν on BΩ2 X BΩ1.

Notice that in the sense of BV -traces ∇u makes a normal jump on Γ “ BΩ1 “
BΩ2 X BΩ1. This can be seen as a new version of the potential theoretic statement
(3.15), which characterizes the normal jump of the single-layer potential.

Having this characterization of ∇u at hand we can apply the (BV -)maximum
principle to estimate ||∇u||L8pΩq.

Corollary 4.8. Let Γ “ BΩ1 P C8 and u P C0,1pΩq be a solution of (2.1) with
Q P C0pΓq such that ∇u P BV pΩq. Then one has

(4.7) ||θ||L8pΓq ď ||∇u||L8pΩq ď ||θ||L8pΓq ` 1

2
||Q||L8pΓq `CpΩ, distpΓ, BΩqq||u||L8 .

The constant CpΩ, Dq can always be chosen to be increasing in D ` 1
D
.

Proof. Let u be as in the statement. The first inequality has already been shown
in Lemma 4.5. For the second inequality observe that ∇u is harmonic in Ω1 and in
Ω2 and hence by Lemma 4.6

||∇u||L8pΩq ď maxt||∇u||L8pΩ1q, ||∇u||L8pΩ2qu ď maxt||trΩ1 p∇uq||L8pBΩ1q, ||trΩ2 p∇uq||L8pBΩ2qu

“ maxt||trΩ1 p∇uq||L8pΓq, ||trΩ2 p∇uq||L8pΓYBΩqu.
(4.8)

On Γ one has by Lemma 4.7 that

(4.9) ||trΩ1 p∇uq||L8pΓq, ||trΩ2 p∇uq||L8pΓq ď ||θ||L8pΓq ` 1

2
||Q||L8pΓq.

It only remains to estimate ||trΩ2 p∇uq||L8pBΩq. To this end let δ “ mintδ0, 12distpΓ, BΩqu,
where δ0 ą 0 is such that for all ǫ ă 2δ0 one has that Ω

ǫ :“ tx P Ω : distpx, BΩq ă ǫu
is a C2,γ- domain. Since u is harmonic on Ωδ and takes smooth values on BΩδ



20 MARIUS MÜLLER

we infer by Schauder theory (cf. [14, Theorem 2.19]) that u P C2,γpΩδq and by
[15, Theorem 8.33] we have that

||u||
C1,γpΩδq ď C0pΩδq||u||L8 ,

where the constant C0pΩδq depends only on the measure of Ωδ (or better on |Ωδ| `
1

|Ωδ| ) and the boundary parametrizations of Ωδ. One should notice now that this

constant does not depend on Γ but only on Ω and δ. Using the choice of δ we find

||∇u||L8pBΩq ď CpΩ, distpΓ, BΩqq||u||L8 ,

where CpΩ, Dq depends increasingly on D ` 1
D
. This, (4.9) and (4.8) imply the

claim. �

Lemma 4.9 (An a priori estimate for ||θ||L8pΓq). Let Γ “ BΩ1 P C8, u P C0,1pΩq
be as in the previous corollary. Then there exists C “ Cpnq ą 0 such that

||θ||L8pΓq ď Cpnq||Q||L8pΓq.

Proof. Let x0 P Γ. Let ψ P C8
0 pr0, 1qq be such that ψ|r0, 1

4
s “ 1, ψ|r 3

4
,1s “ 0,

0 ď ψ ď 1 and ψ1 ď 0. We test (2.1) with φrpxq :“ θpx0q ¨ px ´ x0qψp |x´x0|
r

q for

r P p0, 1
2
distpΓ, BΩqq. We have to perform some integrations by parts, even more

than one would guess, since the Taylor expansion (4.2) is only of first order. We
conclude

ˆ

Γ

φrQ dHn´1 “
ˆ

Brpx0q
∇upxq ¨

ˆ
θpx0qψ

ˆ |x´ x0|
r

˙
` θpx0q |x´ x0|

r
ψ1

ˆ |x´ x0|
r

˙˙
dx

(4.10)

“
ˆ

BBrpx0q
upxq

ˆ
θpx0qψ

ˆ |x´ x0|
r

˙
` θpx0q |x ´ x0|

r
ψ1

ˆ |x´ x0|
r

˙˙
¨ νBrpx0q dH

n´1pxq

´
ˆ

Brpx0q
upxq div

ˆ
θpx0qψ

ˆ |x´ x0|
r

˙
` θpx0q |x ´ x0|

r
ψ1

ˆ |x´ x0|
r

˙˙
dx

“ ´
ˆ

Brpx0q
upxq div

ˆ
θpx0qψ

ˆ |x´ x0|
r

˙
` θpx0q |x´ x0|

r
ψ1

ˆ |x´ x0|
r

˙˙
dx

“ ´
ˆ

Brpx0q
pupxq ´ upx0qq div

ˆ
θpx0qψ

ˆ |x´ x0|
r

˙
` θpx0q |x´ x0|

r
ψ1

ˆ |x´ x0|
r

˙˙
dx

“ ´
ˆ

Brpx0q
θpx0q ¨ px´ x0qdiv

ˆ
θpx0qψ

ˆ |x´ x0|
r

˙
` θpx0q |x´ x0|

r
ψ1

ˆ |x´ x0|
r

˙˙
dx

`
ˆ

Brpx0q

1

2
Qpx0q|px´ x0, νpx0qq|div

ˆ
θpx0qψ

ˆ |x´ x0|
r

˙
` θpx0q |x´ x0|

r
ψ1

ˆ |x´ x0|
r

˙˙
dx

´
ˆ

Brpx0q
op|x´ x0|qdiv

ˆ
θpx0qψ

ˆ |x´ x0|
r

˙
` θpx0q |x´ x0|

r
ψ1

ˆ |x´ x0|
r

˙˙
dx.
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Now note that

ˇ̌
ˇ̌div

ˆ
θpx0qψ

ˆ |x´ x0|
r

˙
` θpx0q |x´ x0|

r
ψ1

ˆ |x´ x0|
r

˙˙ˇ̌
ˇ̌

“
ˇ̌
ˇ̌θpx0q ¨ px´ x0q

r|x ´ x0|

ˆ
2ψ1

ˆ |x´ x0|
r

˙
` |x´ x0|

r
ψ2

ˆ |x´ x0|
r

˙˙ˇ̌
ˇ̌ ď |θpx0q|p2||ψ1||L8 ` ||ψ2||L8 q

r
.

Hence

ˆ

Brpx0q
op|x ´ x0|qdiv

ˆ
θpx0qψ

ˆ |x´ x0|
r

˙
` θpx0q |x´ x0|

r
ψ1

ˆ |x´ x0|
r

˙˙

“ oprq|Brpx0q| |θpx0q|p2||ψ1||L8 ` ||ψ2||L8q
r

“ oprqαnr
n´1|θpx0q|p2||ψ1||L8 ` ||ψ2||L8 q

“ op1qrn|θpx0q|.
(4.11)

Moreover integrating by parts once more (using that φr P C8
0 pBrpx0q and∇|px, zq| “

sgnpx, zqz in the sense of weak derivatives) we find

ˆ

Brpx0q

1

2
Qpx0q|px ´ x0, νpx0qq|div

ˆ
θpx0qψ

ˆ |x´ x0|
r

˙
` θpx0q |x´ x0|

r
ψ1

ˆ |x´ x0|
r

˙˙
dx

“ ´
ˆ

Brpx0q

1

2
Qpx0qsgnppx´ x0, νpx0qqνpx0q ¨

ˆ
θpx0qψ

ˆ |x´ x0|
r

˙
` θpx0q |x ´ x0|

r
ψ1

ˆ |x´ x0|
r

˙˙
dx

“ ´
ˆ

Brp0q

1

2
Qpx0qsgnppy, νpx0qqνpx0q ¨

ˆ
θpx0qψ

ˆ |y|
r

˙
` θpx0q |y|

r
ψ1

ˆ |y|
r

˙˙
dx “ 0,

(4.12)

since the integrand is antisymmetric with respect to the transformation y ÞÑ ´y,
though the set Brp0q is symmetric with respect to this transformation. Furthermore
we infer

´
ˆ

Brpx0q

”
θpx0q ¨ px´ x0q

ı
div

ˆ
θpx0qψ

ˆ |x´ x0|
r

˙
` θpx0q |x´ x0|

r
ψ1

ˆ |x´ x0|
r

˙˙
dx

“ ´
ˆ

Brpx0q

”
θpx0q ¨ px ´ x0q

ı”
θpx0q ¨

ˆ
2ψ1

ˆ |x´ x0|
r

˙
x´ x0

r|x ´ x0| ` ψ2
ˆ |x´ x0|

r

˙ px´ x0q
r2

˙ı
dx

“ ´
ˆ

Brpx0q

”
θpx0q ¨ px ´ x0q

ı2ˆ
2ψ1

ˆ |x´ x0|
r

˙
1

r|x ´ x0| ` ψ2
ˆ |x´ x0|

r

˙
1

r2

˙
dx

“ ´
ˆ

Brp0q

”
θpx0q ¨ z

ı2 ˆ
2ψ1

ˆ |z|
r

˙
1

r|z| ` ψ2
ˆ |z|
r

˙
1

r2

˙
dz
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“ ´|θpx0q|2
ˆ

Brp0q

” θpx0q
|θpx0q| ¨ z

ı2ˆ
2ψ1

ˆ |z|
r

˙
1

r|z| ` ψ2
ˆ |z|
r

˙
1

r2

˙
dz.

Applying an orthogonal tranformation that maps θpx0q
|θpx0q| to en, the n-th unit vector,

and using the symmetry of the expression with respect to the labeling of coordinates
we find

´
ˆ

Brpx0q
θpx0q ¨ px´ x0qdiv

ˆ
θpx0qψ

ˆ |x´ x0|
r

˙
` θpx0q |x ´ x0|

r
ψ1

ˆ |x´ x0|
r

˙˙
dx

“ ´|θpx0q|2
ˆ

Brp0q
z2n

ˆ
2ψ1

ˆ |z|
r

˙
1

r|z| ` ψ2
ˆ |z|
r

˙
1

r2

˙
dz.

“ ´ |θpx0q|2
n

ˆ

Brp0q
pz21 ` ...` z2nq

ˆ
2ψ1

ˆ |z|
r

˙
1

r|z| ` ψ2
ˆ |z|
r

˙
1

r2

˙
dz.

“ ´ |θpx0q|2
n

ˆ

Brp0q

ˆ
2ψ1

ˆ |z|
r

˙ |z|
r

` ψ2
ˆ |z|
r

˙ |z|2
r2

˙
dz

“ ´ |θpx0q|2
n

ˆ r

0

ωns
n´1

ˆ
2ψ1

´s
r

¯ s
r

` ψ2
´s
r

¯ s2
r2

˙
ds

“ ´ |θpx0q|2ωn

n

ˆ
ˆ r

0

2ψ1
´s
r

¯ sn
r

ds`
„
ψ1

´s
r

¯ sn`1

r

s“r

s“0

´
ˆ r

0

pn ` 1qψ1
´s
r

¯ sn
r

ds

˙

“ ´ |θpx0q|2ωn

n

ˆ r

0

p1 ´ nqψ1
´s
r

¯ sn
r

ds “ pn ´ 1qωn

n
|θpx0q|2rn

ˆ 1

0

ψ1puqun du.

Note that by the choice of ψ one has

In :“
ˆ 1

0

ψ1puqun du ă 0.

This, (4.12), (4.11) together with (4.10) yield

pn´ 1qωnIn

n
|θpx0q|2rn ` op1qrn|θpx0q| “

ˆ

ΓXBrpx0q
Qφr dHn´1.

Taking absolute values we infer

pn ´ 1qωnIn

n
|θpx0q|2rn ď op1qrn|px0q| ` ||Q||L8

ˆ

ΓXBrpx0q
|φr| dHn´1.

Since |φrpxq| ď |θpx0q|r on Brpx0q one has

pn ´ 1qωnIn

n
|θpx0q|2rn ď op1qrn|θpx0q| ` ||Q||L8 |θpx0q|rHn´1pΓ XBrpx0qq



POISSON EQUATION INVOLVING H
n´1 Γ 23

Now dividing by pn´1qωnIn
n

rn|θpx0q| we obtain

|θpx0q| ď op1q ` n

pn ´ 1qIn
||Q||8

Hn´1pΓ XBrpx0qq
ωnrn´1

.

We can now let r Ñ 0`. Since Γ “ BΩ1 P C8 we find that H
n´1pΓXBrpx0qq

ωnrn´1 Ñ 1,

pr Ñ 0q, (cf. [12, Theorem 5.14 and 5.15]). It follows that

|θpx0q| ď Cpnq||Q||L8 ,

as claimed. �

Corollary 4.10. (A priori estimate) Suppose that Γ “ BΩ1 P C8 and Q P W 2,ppΩq
for some p ą n. Then the solution u of (2.1) lies in C0,1pΩq and satisfies

||∇u||L8pΩq ď C1pnq||Q||L8pΩq ` C2pΩ, distpΓ, BΩqq||u||L8pΩq,

where C2 depends increasingly on distpΓ, BΩq ` 1
distpΓ,BΩq . Moreover,

||∇u||L8pΩq ď CpΩ, distpΓ, BΩq, rΓsLipq||Q||L8pΩq,

where C depends increasingly on rΓsLip and distpΓ, BΩq ` 1
distpΓ,BΩq

Proof. The first estimate is a direct consequence of Corollary 4.3, (4.7) and Lemma
4.9. The second estimate follows from the first one, Lemma 3.6 and Lemma 3.5. �

4.4. Completion of the proof by approximation.

Proof of Theorem 2.2. Let Ω,Ω1,Γ, Q be as in the statement and v be the unique
solution to (2.1).
Step 1: Assume additionally that Γ “ BΩ1 P C8 and Q P W 2,ppΩq for some p ą n.
Then the claim follows from Lemma 3.6 and Corollary 4.10.
Step 2: Assume additionally that Γ “ BΩ1 P C8 and Q P CpΓq. By Tietze’s

extension theorem we can find rQ P CpRnq such that rQ|Γ “ Q. For fixed ǫ P p0, 1q let
ψǫ be the standard mollifier and note that Qǫ :“ rQ˚ψǫ|Ω satisfiesQǫ P W 2,8pΩq and
Qǫ converges to Q uniformly on Γ. Note also that for ǫ ă 1 one has ||Qǫ||L8pΩq ď
|| rQ||L8pB1pΩqq ă 8, where B1pΩq :“ tx P R

n : distpx,Ωq ă 1u. Let vǫ P L1pΩq be
the unique solution of

#
´∆vǫ “ Qǫ|Γ Hn´1 Γ in Ω,

vǫ “ 0 on BΩ.

By Step 1 and Corollary 4.10 we have vǫ P C0,1pΩq and

||∇vǫ||L8pΩq ď CpΩ, distpΓ, BΩq, rΓsLipq||Qǫ||L8pΓq ď CpΩ, distpΓ, BΩq, rΓsLipq|| rQ||L8pB1pΩqq.

Recalling that vǫ|BΩ “ 0 we find that pvǫqǫPp0,1q defines a bounded family in

W 1,8pΩq. Using Proposition C.2 we obtain a sequence ǫn Ñ 0 and u P C0,1pΩq
such that u|BΩ “ 0 and vǫn Ñ u uniformly on Ω. Moreover

||∇u||L8pΩq ď lim inf
nÑ8

||∇vǫn ||L8pΩq ď CpΩ, distpΓ, BΩq, rΓsLipq|| rQ||L8pB1pΩqq.

We claim next that u “ v. From this follows the C0,1-regularity of v by the previous
inequality. We show that u solves (2.1) with the same data as v. To this end fix
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φ P C2pΩq such that φ|BΩ “ 0 and observe
ˆ

Ω

u∆φ dx “ lim
nÑ8

ˆ

Ω

vǫn∆φ dx “ ´ lim
nÑ8

ˆ

Γ

Qǫnφ dHn´1 “
ˆ

Γ

Qφ dHn´1,

where the last identity holds due to uniform convergence. By uniqueness of solutions
of (2.1), v “ u and we obtain also

(4.13) ||∇v||L8pΩq ď CpΩ, distpΓ, BΩq, rΓsLipq|| rQ||L8pB1pΩqq.

Step 3. Assume now that Γ “ BΩ1 P C0,1 and Q P CpΓq. By Tietze’s extension

theorem we can again choose rQ P CpRnq such that rQ|Γ “ Q. Next we can choose
for U “ Ω1 approximating domains pUkqkPN as in Proposition B.2. By Proposition
B.3 one has that distpUk, BΩq Ñ distpΓ, BΩq ą 0 and hence there exists δ ą 0 such
that distpUk, BΩq ą δ. Moreover by the same proposition there exists L ą 0 such
that rBUksLip ă L for all k. Next we let vk P L1pΩq be the unique weak solution of

#
´∆vk “ rQ|BUk

Hn´1 BUk in Ω,

vk “ 0 on BΩ.

We infer from Step 2 and (4.13) that vk P C0,1pΩq and

(4.14) ||∇vk||L8pΩq ď CpΩ, distpBUk, BΩq, rBUksLipq|| rQ||L8pB1pΩqq.

Since distpBUk, BΩq ą δ and rBUksLip ă L we infer that ∇vk is uniformly bounded
in L8pΩq. Further, since vk|BΩ “ 0, we find that vk is uniformly bounded in
W 1,8pΩq. By Proposition C.2 we may assume that (up to a subsequence, which we
do not relabel) vk Ñ u uniformly on Ω for some u P C0,1pΩq. We show next that
u “ v, i.e. u solves (2.1). To this end we compute for φ P C2pΩq with φ|BΩ “ 0 that

ˆ

Ω

u∆φ dx “ lim
kÑ8

ˆ

Ω

vk∆φ dx “ lim
kÑ8

ˆ

BUk

rQφ dHn´1 “
ˆ

Γ

rQφ dHn´1,

where we used Proposition B.3 in the last identity. By uniqueness we infer that

v “ u. Using that rQ|Γ “ Q, we obtain the claim. Note that by (4.14) and the fact
that distpBUk, BΩq Ñ distpΓ, BΩq and rBUksLip ď L we obtain

||∇v||L8pΩq ď CpΩ, distpΓ, BΩq, Lq|| rQ||L8pB1pΩqq,

for some L ą 0. We remark finally that we may choose an extension rQ of Q such

that || rQ||L8pB1pΩqq “ ||Q||L8pΓq. Indeed, if rQ P CpRnq is an arbitary extension then

rrQ :“ maxt´||Q||L8pΓq,mint rQ, ||Q||L8pΓquu P CpRnq
does the job. We obtain that for some L ą 0

(4.15) ||∇v||L8pΩq ď CpΩ, distpΓ, BΩq, Lq||Q||L8pΓq.

Step 4. Assume the assumptions in the statement, i.e. Γ has Lipschitz boundary
and Q P L8pΓq is arbitrary. Let L be as in Step 3. By Proposition C.1 there exists
a sequence pQkqkPN Ă CpΓq such that ||Qk||L8pΓq ď ||Q||L8pΓq and Qk Ñ Q in

L1pΓq. Again let vk P L1pΩq be the weak solutions to
#

´∆vk “ Qk Hn´1 Γ in Ω

vk “ 0 on BΩ
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By (4.15) and vk|BΩ “ 0 we infer that pvkqkPN is uniformly bounded in W 1,8pΩq
and

||∇vk||L8pΩq ď CpΩ, distpΓ, BΩq, Lq||Qk||L8pΓq ď CpΩ, distpΓ, BΩq, Lq||Q||L8pΓq.

By Proposition C.2 we infer that a subsequence (which we do not relabel) has a
uniform limit u P C0,1pΩq satisfying

||∇u||L8pΩq ď CpΩ, distpΓ, BΩq, Lq||Q||L8pΓq.

We show next that u “ v by showing again that u solves (2.1). Indeed one has
(since Qk Ñ Q in L1pΓq) for each φ P C2pΩq such that φ|BΩ “ 0

ˆ

Ω

u∆φ dx “ lim
kÑ8

ˆ

Ω

vk∆φ dx “ lim
kÑ8

´
ˆ

Γ

Qkφ dHn´1 “ ´
ˆ

Γ

Qφ dHn´1.

The claim follows. �

5. Proof of Main Theorem 2.3

We have now shown the Lipschitz regularity for closed Lipschitz manifolds. Next
we want to discuss the case of general compact Lipschitz manifolds — with or
without boundary. To this end we first look at Lipschitz graphs.

Theorem 5.1 (Lipschitz regularity for Lipschitz graphs). Suppose that Ω Ă R
n is

a bounded domain with smooth boundary. Let Γ “ tpy, fpyqq : y P Uu ĂĂ Ω be a
graph of a Lipschitz function f : U Ñ R, where U Ă R

n´1 is such that BU is a set
of vanishing n ´ 1 dimensional Lebesgue measure. Further let Q P L8pΓq. Then
the unique solution of (2.1) lies in C0,1pΩq.
Proof. Let Γ, Q be as in the statement and v P L1pΩq be the unique solution of
(2.1). First note that f is uniformly continuous on U and hence extends uniquely
to a Lipschitz continuous function on U . We divide the proof in two steps.
Step 1: We assume additionally that there exists ǫ ą 0 such that R :“ U ˆ
p´ infU f ´ ǫ, supU f ` ǫq ĂĂ Ω. We define Ω1 :“ tpx, yq : px, yq P R, y ą fpxqu.
Note that Ω1 ĂĂ Ω is a domain with Lipschitz boundary, cf. Proposition B.5.

Moreover the boundary is cointained in Γ Y BR. Define rQ : Γ Y BR Ñ R via

rQpxq :“
#
Qpxq x P Γ,

0 x P BR.

This is well-defined as BR X Γ “ H and we have rQ P L8pΩq. Next let u P L1pΩq
be the unique weak solution of

#
´∆u “ rQ Hn´1 BΩ1 in Ω,

u “ 0 on BΩ.

We infer from Main Theorem 2.2 that u P C0,1pΩq. Next we show that v “ u. To
this end, we show that u solves (2.1). Indeed, let φ P C2pΩq be such that φ|BΩ “ 0.

Then by the choice of rQ we have
ˆ

Ω

u∆φ dx “
ˆ

BΩ1

rQφ dHn´1 “
ˆ

Γ

Qφ dHn´1.

By uniqueness we infer that u “ v and thus v P C0,1pΩq.
Step 2: Let Γ be as in the statement without any further assumption. We claim
that Γ can be written as union of finitely many disjoint Lipschitz graphs pΓiqri“1
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all of which satisfy the additional assumption of Step 1. To this end let p P U be
arbitrary. Then distppp, fppqq, BΩq ą 0. Define ǫppq :“ 1

2
?
5
distppp, fppqq, BΩq and

choose δppq P p0, ǫppqq such that for all q P UXBδppqppq one has |fppq´fpqq| ă ǫppq.
We claim that Rppq :“ pU XBδppqppqq ˆ pinfBδppqppq f ´ ǫppq, supBδppqppq f ` ǫppqq ĂĂ
Ω. Indeed, if z “ pz1, znq P Rppq we can find q P Bδppqppq such that |zn´fpqq| ă ǫppq.
Now

|z´pp, fppqq|2 ď δppq2`|zn´fppq|2 ă ǫppq2`p|zn´fpqq|`|fpqq´fppq|q2 ď 5ǫppq2.
The choice of ǫppq implies that |z ´ pp, fppqq| ă 1

2
distppp, fppqq, BΩq for all z P Rppq

and hence we infer that Rppq ĂĂ Ω. Note that U Ă Ť
pPU Bδppqppq and hence

we may select a finite family ppiqri“1 such that U “ Ťr
i“1pU X Bδppiqppiqq. For

i “ 1, ..., r define

Γi :“
#

px, fpxqq : x P U XBδppiqppiqz
i´1ď

j“1

pU XBδppjqppjqq
+
,

Ri :“
˜
U XBδppiqppiqz

i´1ď

j“1

pU XBδppjqppjqq
¸

ˆp inf
Bδppiqppiq

f´ǫppiq` sup
Bδppiqppiq

f`ǫppiqq.

We infer that Γ X Ri “ Γi and Γ is up to a set of Hn´1-measure zero the disjoint
union of pΓiqri“1. Indeed, each z P ΓzŤr

i“1 Γi must be given by z “ py, fpyqq
for some y P Ťr

j“1 BpU X Bδppjqppjqq. Now observe that by the area formula (cf.

[12, Section 3.3.2])

H
n´1

` 
py, fpyqq : y P BpU XBδppjqppjqq

(˘
“ 0 @j P N.

Here we needed that BU is an n´1 dimensional null set since then BpUXBδppjqppjqq Ă
BU Y BBδppjqppjq is also an n ´ 1 dimensional null set. Due to the fact that
Γi Ă Ri ĂĂ Ω we conclude that Γi satisfies the assumptions of Step 1. Since

H
n´1 Γ “

rÿ

i“1

H
n´1 Γi

we conclude by the superposition principle and the uniqueness of the solution that

v “
ÿ

i“1

vi,

where vi P L1pΩq is the unique solution of
#

´∆vi “ QHn´1 Γi in Ω,

vi “ 0 on BΩ.

By Step 1 vi P C0,1pΩq for all i and hence we conclude that v P C0,1pΩq. �

Remark 5.2. In the statement of the previous theorem we needed to require the
domain of definition U of f satisfies that BU is a set of n´ 1 dimensional Lebesgue
measure zero. This in particular implies (cf. [12, Section 3.3.2])

H
n´1ptpy, fpyqq : y P BUuq “ 0,

which in turn yields that the set Γ coincidesHn´1 a.e. with the (compact) Lipschitz
manifold tpy, fpyqq : y P Uu. Hence the previous theorem can already be seen as a
result about compact Lipschitz manifolds.
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Remark 5.3. Instead of the decomposition of Γ in Step 2 of the proof of Theorem
5.1 we could as well argue with a partition of unity on Γ. Such partition of unity
exists since Γ can be understood as a smooth (!) manifold with a smooth structure
generated by the chart ψ : Γ Ñ R

n´1, ψpx, fpxqq :“ x, px P Uq. We decided here
for the decomposition approach since it is more elementary.

Having shown the regularity for Lipschitz graphs it is easy to obtain the desired
result for compact Lipschitz manifolds — they can simply be covered by finitely
many Lipschitz graphs.

Proof of Main Theorem 2.3. Let v P L1pΩq be the unique solution of (2.1) and Γ, Q
be as in the statement. Since Γ is a compact Lipschitz manifold we can find N P N,
U1, ..., UN Ă R

n´1 open or half-open rectangles (cf. Appendix B), V1, ..., VN Ă R

open and bounded, R1, ..., RN P Opnq and fi : Ui Ñ Vi Lipschitz functions such
that

Γ XRipUi ˆ Viq “ Ritpx, fipxqq : x P Uiu.
Note that all those Lipschitz functions fi : Ui Ñ Vi also have a Lipschitz extension
to the closure U i, which we will also call fi. By possibly shrinking the sets Ui we
can also achieve that

(5.1) Γ XRipUi ˆ Viq “ Ritpx, fipxqq : x P Uiu @i “ 1, ..., N.

We define Γi :“ Γ XRipUi ˆ ViqzŤi´1

j“1 Γ XRjpUj ˆ Vjq. We claim that up to a set

of Hn´1- measure zero Γ is the disjoint union of pΓiqNi“1. That pΓiqNi“1 is a pairwise
disjoint family is clear from the construction. To see that the union of pΓiqNi“1

coincides up to a set of Hausdorff measure zero with Γ it suffices to show that

H
n´1

´
Γ XRipUi ˆ ViqzpΓ XRipUi ˆ Viq

¯
“ 0 @i “ 1, ..., N.

This becomes obvious when observing by rotational invariance of the Hausdorff
measure and the area formula

H
n´1

´
Γ XRipUi ˆ ViqzpΓ XRipUi ˆ Viq

¯
ď H

n´1pΓ XRipU izUi ˆ Rqq

ď H
n´1pRitpx, fipxqq : x P U izUiuq “ 0.

By the superposition principle we conclude that

(5.2) v “
Nÿ

i“1

vi,

where vi P L1pΩq is the unique solution to
#

´∆vi “ QHn´1 Γi in Ω,

vi “ 0 on BΩ. pi “ 1, ..., Nq

We show next that vi P C0,1pΩq for all i. This and (5.2) will then imply the
claim. To show the desired Lipschitz regularity we apply Theorem 5.1. To this end

define for all i “ 1, ..., N the set Ki :“ R´1
i

´Ťi´1

j“1 Γ XRjpUj ˆ Vjq
¯
. Observe that

Ki Ă Γ is compact and Ci :“ tx1 P Ui : Dz P Vi s.t. px1, zq P R´1
i pΓq X Kiu is also

compact. We rewrite

Γi “ Γ XRipUi ˆ ViqzRiKi “ Ritpx, fipxqq : x P UiuzRiKi
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“ Ri ptpx, fipxqq : x P UiuzKiq “ Ri ptpx, fipxqq : x P UizCiuq .(5.3)

This representation brings us closer to applicability of Theorem 5.1 - we only
need to discuss the rotation Ri and the domain of definition UizCi. One needs
to show that BpUizCiq has vanishing n ´ 1 dimensional Lebesgue measure. To
this end observe that Ui “ pid, fiq´1pR´1

i pΓq X pUi ˆ Viqq and by (5.1) one has

Ci “ pid, fiq´1pR´1
i pΓq XKi X pU i ˆ V iqq. This yields

pid, fiqpUizCiq “ R´1
i pΓXRipUiˆViqqzKi “ R´1

i

˜
Γ X pUi ˆ Viqz

i´1ď

j“1

Γ XRjpUj ˆ Vjq
¸
.

Now if Π : Rn Ñ R
n´1 denotes the projection on the first n´1 coordinates one has

UizCi “ Π

˜
R´1

i

˜
Γ XRipUi ˆ Viqz

i´1ď

j“1

Γ XRjpUj ˆ Vjq
¸¸

,

UizCi “ Π

˜
R´1

i

˜
Γ XRipUi ˆ Viqz

i´1ď

j“1

Γ XRjpUj ˆ Vjq
¸¸

.

This yields immediately that

|BpUizCiq| “ |UizCizpUizCiq| ď
iÿ

j“1

H
n´1pΓ XRjpUj ˆ VjqzΓXRjpUj ˆVjqq “ 0.

We next get rid of the rotation Ri by using the rotation invariance of the Laplacian.
To this end claim that wi :“ vipRip¨qq solves

(5.4)

#
´∆wi “ pQ ˝RiqHn´1 tpx, fipxqq : x P UizCiu in R´1

i Ω,

wi “ 0 on BpR´1
i Ωq.

Once this is shown it follows from Theorem 5.1 and Remark 5.2 that wi P C0,1pRiΩq
which in turn implies that vi “ wipR´1

i p¨qq lies in C0,1pΩq. It only remains to show

(5.4). To this end let φ P C2pR´1
i Ωq be such that φ|BpR´1

i
Ωq

“ 0. Using that

|detpRiq| “ 1, the rotational invariance of ∆ and of Hn´1 and (5.3) we obtain
ˆ

R
´1

i Ω

wipxq∆φpxq dx “
ˆ

R
´1

i Ω

vipRixq∆φpxq dx “
ˆ

Ω

vipyq∆φpRiyq dy

“
ˆ

Ω

vipyq∆pφ ˝Riqpyq dy “
ˆ

Γi

QpzqφpRipzqq dHn´1pzq

“
ˆ

Riptpx,fipxqq:xPUizCiuq
QpzqφpRipzqq dHn´1pzq

“
ˆ

ptpx,fipxqq:xPUizCiuq
pQ ˝Riqpsqφpsq dHn´1pzq.

This shows (5.4) and the claim follows then as discussed above from Theorem 5.1,
Remark 5.2 and (5.2). �

6. Application: Regularity for the biharmonic Alt-Caffarelli
Problem

6.1. Description of the problem. In this section we apply our findings to the
biharmonic Alt-Caffarelli Problem in two dimensions, which we will introduce now.
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Suppose that Ω Ă R
2 is a smooth domain and u0 P C8pΩq, u0 ą 0. We define

Apu0q :“ tu P W 2,2pΩq : u´ u0 P W 1,2
0 pΩqu

and the energy functional E : Apu0q Ñ R given by

Epuq :“
ˆ

Ω

p∆uq2 dx` |tu ą 0u| pu P Apu0qq,

where | ¨ | denotes the Lebesgue measure. The energy balances out two conflicting
interests: Minimizers must be nonpositive on a large set but at the same time have
a small bending energy, for details see [23]. Minimizing E in Apu0q and the study
of properties of minimizers has recently raised a lot of interest, cf. [8], [7], [23].

By [8, Lemma 2.1] there exists w P Apu0q such that

(6.1) Epwq “ inf
uPApu0q

Epuq.

In [23, Theorem 1.4] it has been shown that w P C2pΩq, Ω1 :“ tw ă 0u ĂĂ Ω has
C2-boundary, given by Γ :“ tw “ 0u, and ∇w ‰ 0 on Γ. Moreover v :“ ´∆w
solves

ˆ

v∆φ dx “ ´
ˆ

Γ

φ

2|∇w| dH
1 @φ P C2pΩq : φ|BΩ “ 0.

In our language, v is a weak solution of

(6.2)

#
´∆v “ Q H1 Γ in Ω,

v “ 0 on BΩ,
where Qpxq :“ 1

2|∇wpxq| for all x P Γ.

6.2. Optimal regularity.

Proposition 6.1. (Optimal regularity for v “ ∆w) Suppose that w P Apu0q is a
solution of (6.1). Then v “ ∆w lies in C0,1pΩq and ∇v P BV pΩq
Proof. Let w, v be as in the statement and let Q,Ω1,Γ be defined as in the beginning
of this section. Since by [23, Theorem 1.4] ∇w P C1pΩq and ∇w ‰ 0 on Γ ĂĂ Ω
we have that Q “ 1

2|∇w| P L8pΓq. By (6.2) and Theorem 2.2 we obtain that

v P C0,1pΩq. Hence also ∇v P L8pΩq. In order to obtain that ∇v P BV pΩq we
intend to use Corollary 4.3. To this end we have to show that Q “ 1

2|∇w| extends

to a function in W 2,ppΩq for some p ą 2. Since ∇w P C1 and ∇w ‰ 0 on Γ there
exists an open neighborhood U ĂĂ Ω of Γ and δ ą 0 that |∇w| ą δ on U . Next we
choose η P C8

0 pUq auch that η ” 1 on Γ and define

rQpxq :“
#

1
|∇wpxq|ηpxq x P U,
0 x P ΩzU.

Obviously, rQ is an extension of Q. We show next that rQ P W 2,ppΩq for some p ą 2.

Since U ĂĂ Ω it is sufficient to show by the chain rule that Biw P W 2,p
loc pΩq for all

i “ 1, ..., n. To this end we compute for all φ P C8
0 pΩq

ˆ

Ω

∇Biw∇φ dx “
ˆ

Ω

wBi∆φ dx “
ˆ

Ω

w∆Biφ dx “
ˆ

Ω

∆wBiφ dx “ ´
ˆ

Ω

Bivφ dx.

This makes Biw a weak solution of ∆pBiwq “ Biv P L8pΩq. Standard regularity

theory implies that Biw P W 2,p
loc pΩq for all p P p1,8q. Choosing any p P p2,8q we
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obtain the claim and the desired BV-regularity follows immediately by Corollary
4.3. �

This implies that w P C2pΩq is a (classical) solution of
#

´∆w “ ´v P W 1,8pΩq in Ω

w “ u0 P C8pΩq on BΩ
By elliptic regularity of the Laplacian (cf. [15, Theorem 8.13]) one infers that
w P W 3,ppΩq for all p P r1,8q. Note that for p “ 8 it is not possible to
conclude anything with this elliptic regularity argument. The question whether
w P W 3,8pΩq is still unanswered. However at least v “ ∆w lies in W 1,8pΩq which
is optimal. Whether further (variational or potential theoretic) arguments for the
W 3,8-regularity can be found will be subject to future research.

Appendix A. The (signed) distance function

In this section we will define the signed distance function and discuss some of
its basic properties. For a set A Ă R

n we define the ǫ-parallel set Aǫ :“ tx P R
n :

distpx,Aq ă ǫu.
Definition A.1. For U Ă R

n open and bounded we define

dU pxq :“
#
distpx, Uq x P UC ,

´distpx, UCq x P U.

Lemma A.2 (cf. [15, Appendix 14.6] ). Let U Ă R
n be bounded with Ck-boundary,

k ě 2 and S :“ BU . Then there exists ǫ0 ą 0 such that for all ǫ P p0, ǫ0q
‚ dU P CkpSǫq,
‚ For each x P Sǫ there exists a unique πpxq P S such that |x´πpxq| “ dU pxq,
‚ For all x P Sǫ one has ∇dU pxq “ νpπpxqq where νpzq denotes the outer unit
normal of U at z.

‚ For each x P Sǫ there exists an orthogonal matrix Spxq such that SpxqTD2dU pxqSpxq “
diag

´
´κ1pπpxqq

1´κ1pπpxqqdU pxq , ...
´κn´1pπpxqq

1´κn´1pπpxqqdU pxq

¯
, where κ1pzq, ..., κn´1pzq denote

the principal curvatures of S at z. In particular ∆dU pxq “ řn´1

i“1
´κipπpxqq

1´κipπpxqqdU pxq
for all x P Sǫ.

Observe also that |dU pxq| “ distpx, BUq is Lipschitz continuous, which is often
used throughout the article.

Appendix B. Lipschitz Manifolds and Lipschitz domains

In this section we recall properties of Lipschitz domains that are useful for our
purposes. Recall that a bounded domain D Ă R

n is a Lipschitz domain if for all
x P BD there exists U Ă R

n´1 open and V Ă R open as well as a rotation matrix
R P Opnq and a Lipschitz function f P C0,1pW q such that x P RpU ˆ V q and

D XRpU ˆ V q “ Rtprx, yq : x P U, y ă fprxqu.
One may as well assume that R is a rigid euclidean motion instead of just a rotation
matrix. Since U is not required to be connected one may require that V “ p´a,8q
for some a ą 0. In any case BD is a Lipschitz manifold (without boundary), i.e.
represented locally by the graph of Lipschitz functions.
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For a compact Lipschitz manifold Γ (without boundary) we can look at the
Lipschitz constant of Γ given by

rΓsLip :“ inf
! Nÿ

i“1

b
1 ` ||∇fi||2L8pUiq : N P N, U1, ..., UN Ă R

n´1 V1, ..., Vn Ă Ropen,

(B.1)

R1, ..., RN P Opnq and f1 : U1 Ñ V1, ....fN : UN Ñ VN Lipschitz s.t.

Γ Ă
Nď

i“1

RipUi ˆ Viq and pΓ XRipUi ˆ Viqq “ Ritpx, fipxqq : x P Uiu
)
.

The Lipschitz constant will appear at several occasions in this discussion, which is
why we have a notation for it.

Remark B.1. A shorter way to express rΓsLip is

rΓsLip “ sup
φPL1pΓq,||φ||L1“1

ˆ

Γ

φ dHn´1.

We will not need this formula in this article which is why we do not give a proof.
It may however be useful in several discussions.

We say that Γ ĂĂ R
n is a compact Lipschitz manifold with boundary if Γ is

(up to rotation) given by a union of finitely many graphs of Lipschitz functions
f : U Ñ R that are either defined on an open rectangle U Ă R

n´1 or on a set of
the form U “ pa1, b1q ˆ ... ˆ pan´2, bn´2q ˆ pan´1, bn´1s.

One can define rΓsLip accordingly also for manifolds with boundary.
Next we will discuss properties of Lipschitz manifolds that we use throughout

the article.
Another very important property for us is the approximation of Lipschitz do-

mains with smooth domains.

Proposition B.2 (Domain perturbation, cf. [5, Theorem 8.3.1] and [9, Theorem
4.1 and 5.1]). Let U Ă R

n be a bounded Lipschitz domain. Then there exists a
sequence pUkqkPN of domains with C8-boundary such that

‚ U Ă Uk for all k P N,
‚ limkÑ8 |UkzU | “ 0,
‚ for all x P BU there exists a Euclidean motion Rx, an open neighborhood
Bx Ă R

n, a parameter ax ą 0 and a Lipschitz function ψpxq : Bx Ñ R such
that ψpxqp0q “ 0 that satisfies

U XRxpBx ˆ p´ax,8qq “ Rxtpy1, ynq P Bx ˆ p´ax,8q : yn ă ψpxqpy1qu
and for all k P N there exists ψ

pxq
k P C8pBxqq such that ψ

pxq
k ě ψpxq and

Uk XRxpBx ˆ p´ax,8qq “ Rxtpy1, ynq P Bx ˆ p´ax,8q : yn ă ψ
pxq
k py1qu,

‚ For all x P BU one has ψ
pxq
k Ñ ψpxq uniformly in Bx,

‚ There exists M ą 0 such that for all x P BU one has ||∇ψpxq
k ||L8pBxq ď M

for all k P N,

‚ For all x P BU and all p P r1,8q one has ∇ψ
pxq
k Ñ ∇ψpxq in LppBxq,

‚ For each finite numberm P N and x1, ..., xm P BU such that BU Ă Ťm
j“1 Rxj

pBxj
ˆ

p´axj
,8qq one has BUk Ă

Ťm
j“1Rxj

pBxj
ˆ p´axj

,8qq for all k ě k0.
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Proposition B.3. Let U , pUkqkPN be as in the previous proposition and U Ă Ω
for a domain Ω. Then

distpBUk,Ω
Cq Ñ distpBU,ΩCq pk Ñ 8q.

In particular, there exists k0 P N such that for all k ě k0 one has Uk Ă Ω. Further-
more there exists L ą 0 such that rBUksLip ă L for all k P N and for all f P CpΩq
one has

(B.2) lim
kÑ8

ˆ

BUk

f dHn´1 “
ˆ

BU
f dHn´1.

Proof. We use the notation from Proposition B.2. We choose x1, ..., xm P BU such
that (for k ě k0)

BU Ă
mď

j“1

Rxj
pBxj

ˆ p´axj
,8qq, BUk Ă

mď

j“1

Rxj
pBxj

ˆ p´axj
,8qq @k P N.

Now we can compute

distpBUk,Ω
Cq “ inf

zPΩC ,xPBUk

|x´ z| “ min
j“1,...,m

inf
zPΩC

inf
xPBUkXRxj

pBxj
ˆp´axj

,8qq
|x´ z|

“ min
j“1,...,m

inf
zPΩC

inf
y1PBxj

|Rxj
py1, ψ

pxjq
k py1qqT ´ z|

“ min
j“1,...,m

inf
zPΩC

inf
y1PBxj

|py1, ψ
pxjq
k py1qqT ´R´1

xj
z|

ď min
j“1,...,m

inf
zPΩC

inf
y1PBxj

|py1, ψpxjqpy1qqT ´R´1
xj
z| ` max

j“1,...,m
||ψxj

k ´ ψpxjq||L8

“ distpBU,ΩCq ` max
j“1,...,m

||ψpxjq
k ´ ψpxjq||L8 ,

where the derivation of the last identity follows the lines of the first few steps in
the computation, just backwards. Analogously one can show

distpBUk,Ω
Cq ě distpBU,ΩCq ´ max

j“1,...,m
||ψpxjq

k ´ ψpxjq||L8 .

We infer distpBUk,Ω
Cq Ñ distpBU,ΩCq. Next we show that rBUksLip ă L for

all k P N for some L independent of k. Indeed, by (B.1) and the properties in
Proposition B.2 we obtain

rBUksLip ď
mÿ

i“1

c
1 ` ||∇ψpxiq

k ||2
L8pBxi

q ď m
a
1 `M2.

The claim follows when taking L :“ m
?
1 `M2. It remains to show that for all

f P CpΩq (B.2) holds. To this end observe for f P CpΩq that
ˆ

BUk

f dHn´1 “
mÿ

i“1

ˆ

Bxi

fpRxi
py1, ψpxiq

k py1qqT q
b

1 ` |∇ψpxiq
k |2 dy1,

ˆ

BU
f dHn´1 “

mÿ

i“1

ˆ

Bxi

fpRxi
py1, ψpxiqpy1qqT q

b
1 ` |∇ψpxiq|2 dy1,

Next observe that for all i “ 1, ...,m one has

(B.3) fpRxi
p¨, ψpxiq

k p¨qq Ñ fpRxi
p¨, ψpxiqp¨qqq uniformly on Bxi

, pk Ñ 8q.
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since f is uniformly continuous and ψ
pxiq
k Ñ ψpxiq uniformly. Also observe that

(B.4)

ˇ̌
ˇ̌
b
1 ` |∇ψpxiq

k |2 ´
b
1 ` |∇ψpxiq|2

ˇ̌
ˇ̌ ď |∇ψpxiq

k ´ ∇ψpxiq|

since for all z, w P R
n one has

ˇ̌
ˇ
a
1 ` |z|2 ´

a
1 ` |w|2

ˇ̌
ˇ “ ||z|2 ´ |w|2|a

1 ` |z|2 `
a
1 ` |w|2

“ p|z| ` |w|q||z| ´ |w||a
1 ` |z|2 `

a
1 ` |w|2

ď ||z| ´ |w|| ď |z ´ w|.

Using (B.3) and (B.4) and the properties in Proposition B.2 we find

ˇ̌
ˇ̌
ˆ

BUk

f dHn´1 ´
ˆ

BU
f dHn´1

ˇ̌
ˇ̌

“
ˇ̌
ˇ̌
ˇ

mÿ

i“1

ˆ

Bxi

fpRxi
py1, ψpxiq

k py1qqT q
b
1 ` |∇ψpxiq

k |2 ´ fpRxi
py1, ψpxiqpy1qqT q

b
1 ` |∇ψpxiq|2 dy1

ˇ̌
ˇ̌
ˇ

ď
mÿ

i“1

ˆ

Bxi

ˇ̌
ˇfpRxi

py1, ψpxiq
k py1qqT q ´ fpRxi

py1, ψpxiqpy1qq
ˇ̌
ˇ
b
1 ` |∇ψpxiq

k |2 dy1

`
mÿ

i“1

ˆ

Bxi

|fpRxi
py1, ψpxiqpy1qqT q|

ˇ̌
ˇ̌
b
1 ` |∇ψpxiq

k |2 ´
b
1 ` |∇ψpxiq|2

ˇ̌
ˇ̌ dy1

ď
mÿ

i“1

a
1 `M2||fpRxi

p¨, ψpxiq
k p¨qqT q ´ fpRxi

p¨, ψpxiqp¨qq||L8pBxi
q

`
mÿ

i“1

||f ||L8pΩq

ˆ

Bxi

|∇ψpxiq
k ´ ∇ψpxiq| dy1 ÝÑ 0 pk Ñ 8q,

where we used in the last step the uniform continuity of f and the fact that by

Proposition B.2 ∇ψ
pxiq
k Ñ ∇ψpxiq in L1pBxi

q for all i “ 1, ...,m. The claim follows.
�

In the sequel we will also often localize and use Lipschitz domains that arise
from the following procedures:

Proposition B.4 (cf. [4, Proposition 2.5.4]). Let U Ă R
n be a C1-domain and

z P BU . Then there exists r0 ą 0 such that for r ă r0 U X Brpzq is a Lipschitz
domain.

Proposition B.5 (Lipschitz subgraphs). Let U Ă R
n´1 be open and bounded

and Γ “ tpy, fpyq : y P Uu Ă R
n be a Lipschitz graph of a Lipschitz function

f : U Ñ R. Moreover let δ ą 0 and B :“ U ˆ p´||f ||8 ´ δ, ||f ||8 ` δq. Then
D :“ tpx, yq P B : y ą fpxqu is a Lipschitz domain.

Proof. The proof follows the lines of [4, Proposition 2.5.4]. �
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Appendix C. Approximation and Compactness results

Proposition C.1 (Approximation in L8pΓq). Let Γ “ BΩ1 be a boundary of a
Lipschitz domain and Q P L8pΓq. Then there exists a sequence pQkqkPN Ă CpΓq
such that Qk Ñ Q in L1pΓq and ||Qk||L8pΓq ď ||Q||L8pΓq.

Proof. First assume that Γ “ tpy, fpyqq : y P Uu is a Lipschitz graph of a func-
tion f : U Ñ R which is Lipschitz on an open rectangle U . Now we can define
rQpxq :“ Qpx, fpxqq for all x P U and observe that rQ P L8pUq. It is now possible

to approximate rQ in L1pUq by functions p rQkqkPN Ă CpU q by multiplying rQ with
cutoff functions and mollifying the result. Since cutting off and mollifying does

not increase the L8pUq-norm we can achieve || rQk||L8pUq ď || rQ||L8pUq. Next define
Qk : Γ Ñ R via

Qkpx, fpxqq :“ rQkpxq px P Γq.
One readily checks that Qk P CpΓq. Moreover

||Qk ´Q||L1pΓq “
ˆ

U

|Qkpx, fpxqq ´Qpx, fpxqq|
a

1 ` |∇fpxq|2 dx

ď
b
1 ` ||∇f ||2

L8pUq|| rQk ´ rQ||L1pUq Ñ 0 pk Ñ 8q.

Our construction also reveals that if Q has compact support in tpy, fpyqq : y P Uu
then also pQkqkPN can be chosen to have compact support in the same set. This
at hand, a standard argument involving a partition of unity implies the claim (cf.
also Remark 5.3). �

Proposition C.2 (A compactness result in C0,1pΩq). Let Ω Ă R
n be a smooth

domain and pvkqkPN Ă C0,1pΩq such that ||vk||C0,1pΩq is bounded. Then there exists

a subsequence pvlkqkPN and v P C0,1pΩq such that vlk Ñ v uniformly on Ω and

||∇v||L8pΩq ď lim inf
kÑ8

||∇vlk ||L8pΩq.

Proof. Existence of the uniformly convergent subsequence pvlkqkPN is a direct con-
sequence of the Arzela-Ascoli theorem. Let v P C0pΩq be the limit. The fact that
v P C0,1pΩq follows from

|vlkpxq ´ vlkpyq| ď ||vlk ||C0,1pΩq|x´ y|,

where we used that for all u P C0,1pΩq

||u||C0,1pΩq :“ ||u||C0pΩq ` sup
x,yPΩ,x‰y

|upxq ´ upyq|
|x´ y| .

The lower semicontinuity of u ÞÑ ||∇u||L8 with respect to uniform convergence can
be seen in many ways. One possibility is the following computation.

||∇u||L8pΩq “ sup
φPL1pΩ;Rnq,||φ||L1ď1

ˆ

Ω

∇u ¨ φ dx

“ sup
φPC8

0
pΩ;Rnq,||φ||L1ď1

ˆ

Ω

∇u ¨ φ dx “ sup
φPC8

0
pΩ;Rnq,||φ||L1ď1

ˆ

Ω

u ¨ divpφq dx.

�
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Appendix D. A maximum principle for BV -solutions

In this section we discuss a generalized maximum principle, which allows us to
estimate the L8 norm of a harmonic function in terms of its BV -trace, whose
definition and properties will also be recalled in this section.

Lemma D.1 (Traces of BV -Functions, cf. [16, Theorem 2.10]). Suppose that
U Ă R

n has Lipschitz boundary and f P BV pUq. Then there exists some g P
L1pBU,Hn´1q such that for Hn´1 a.e. x P BU one has

lim
rÑ0

 

BrpxqXU

fpyq dy “ gpxq, lim
rÑ0

 

BrpxqXU

|fpyq ´ gpxq| dy “ 0.

Further, for all φ P C1
c pRn;Rnq one has

ˆ

U

f divpφq dx “ ´
ˆ

U

φ drDf s `
ˆ

BU
g φ ¨ ν dHn´1.

The function g is called BV -trace of f .

This at hand we can finally prove the desired maximum principle.

Proof of Lemma 4.6. Let U ,w be as in the statement. For the rest of the proof let
pψǫqǫą0 be the standard mollifier.
Step 1: W 1,1-regularity of w. First of all note that w P C8pUq. This can for
example be shown by inferring from (4.6) that w ˚ ψǫ is harmonic (in the classical
sense) in U ǫ :“ tx P U : distpx, UCq ą ǫu. This implies also that w ˚ ψǫ has the
mean-value property, i.e.

w ˚ ψǫpxq “
 

Brpxq
pw ˚ ψǫqpyq dy @x P U ǫ, r ă distpx, pU ǫqCqq.

Thereupon one can pass to the limit as ǫ Ñ 0 and infer that w must have the
mean value property in the whole of U . This implies by standard computations
w P C8pUq and w ˚ ψǫ “ w. We infer that w P C8pUq X BV pUq. We claim next
that w P W 1,1pUq. Indeed: For all φ P C8

0 pUq one has since w P C8pUq
ˆ

U

wBiφ dx “ ´
ˆ

U

pBiwqφ dx,

but on the other hand
ˆ

U

wBiφ dx “ ´
ˆ

U

φ drDwsi.

Hence rDwsi “ pBiwqLn, where Ln denotes the n-dimensional Lebesgue measure.
Since |rDws|pUq ă 8 we conclude

8 ą |rDwsi|pUq “
ˆ

U

|Biw| dx.

The W 1,1-regularity follows. Note however that the maximum principle is also not
clear for W 1,1-solutions.
Step 2: We find an equation that characterizes w uniquely. To this end let φ P
C2pUq be such that φ|BU “ 0. Our aim is to show that

ˆ

U

w∆φ dx “
ˆ

BU
trpwqBνφ dHn´1.
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To this end we extend φ to a C2
c pRnq-function which is possible due to the boundary

regularity. Let φ P C2
c pRnq be this extension. Then by Lemma D.1 one has

ˆ

U

w∆φ dx “
ˆ

U

w∆φ dx “
ˆ

U

w divp∇φq dx

“
ˆ

BU
trpwq∇φ ¨ ν dHn´1 ´

ˆ

U

∇φ drDws

“
ˆ

BU
trpwq∇φ ¨ ν dHn´1 ´

ˆ

U

∇φ∇w dx.(D.1)

Next we intend to approximate φ by a sequence of functions pφnqnPN Ă C8
0 pUq

to get rid of the second summand. This approximation is nonstandard because of
the fact that one only has ∇w P L1. We claim that there exist pφnqnPN Ă C8

0 pUq
such that φn Ñ φ in W 1,2

0 pUq and ||∇φn||L8 ď ||∇φ||L8 . To this end notice that

(since φ|BΩ “ 0) for all n P N the functions
`
φ´ 1

n

˘`
and

`
φ` 1

n

˘´
have compact

support in U and lie in W 1,2
0 pUq. This implies that for ǫ ă ǫ0 appropriately small`

φ´ 1
n

˘` ˚ ψǫ P C8
0 pUq and

`
φ´ 1

n

˘` ˚ ψǫ Ñ
`
φ´ 1

n

˘`
in W 1,2

0 pUq as ǫ Ñ 0. We

infer that for all n P N there exists ǫn ą 0 such that
`
φ´ 1

n

˘` ˚ ψǫn P C8
0 pUq and

||
`
φ´ 1

n

˘` ˚ ψǫn ´
`
φ´ 1

n

˘` ||W 1,2
0

ă 1
n
. Similarly we can find rǫn ą 0 such that

`
φ´ 1

n

˘´ ˚ ψrǫn P C8
0 pUq and ||

`
φ´ 1

n

˘´ ˚ψrǫn ´
`
φ´ 1

n

˘´ ||W 1,2
0

ă 1
n
. By possibly

shrinking ǫn or rǫn we may assume that ǫn “ rǫn. Now define

φn :“
ˆ
φ´ 1

n

˙`
˚ ψǫn `

ˆ
φ` 1

n

˙´
˚ ψǫn

It is then straightforward to show that pφnqnPN Ă C8
0 pUq and φn Ñ φ in W 1,2

0 pUq.
It remains to show that ||∇φn||L8 ď ||∇φ||L8 . To this end notice that

∇

«ˆ
φ´ 1

n

˙`
˚ ψǫn

ff
pxq “

ˆ

U

ˆ
φ´ 1

n

˙`
pyq∇xψǫnpx ´ yq dy

“ ´
ˆ

U

ˆ
φ´ 1

n

˙`
pyq∇yψǫnpx´ yq dy

“
ˆ

U

∇

ˆ
φ´ 1

n

˙`
pyqψǫnpx ´ yq dy

“
ˆ

UXtφą 1

n
u
p∇φqψǫnpx´ yq dy.

Similarly

∇

«ˆ
φ´ 1

n

˙´
˚ ψǫn

ff
pxq “

ˆ

UXtφă´ 1

n
u
p∇φq ψǫnpx´ yq dy.

We obtain by Young’s inequality that

|∇φnpxq| “
ˇ̌
ˇ̌
ˇ

ˆ

UXt|φ|ą 1

n
u
p∇φq ψǫnpx´ yq dy

ˇ̌
ˇ̌
ˇ ď ||∇φ||L8pUq||ψǫn ||L1pRnq “ ||∇φ||L8pUq.

It follows that ||∇φn||L8 ď ||∇φ||L8 . Note that we may assume after the choice of
an appropriate subsequence that ∇φn Ñ ∇φ pointwise almost everywhere. Since
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||∇φn||L8 ď ||∇φ||L8 and |∇w| ||∇φ||L8 P L1 we infer by the dominated conver-
gence theorem that

ˆ

U

∇w∇φ dx “ lim
nÑ8

ˆ

U

∇w∇φn dx “ lim
nÑ8

ˆ

U

w∆φn “ 0,

where we used (4.6) in the last step. We infer from (D.1) that for each φ P C2pUq
such that φ|BU “ 0 one has

(D.2)

ˆ

U

w∆φ dx “
ˆ

BU
trpwqBνφ dHn´1.

With this equation we will be able to show that ||w||L8pUq ď ||trpwq||L8pBUq.
Step 3: Show the claim under the additional assumption that trpwq has a C8-
extension on U , say w P C8pUq is such that w|BU “ trpwq. Then one has for all
φ P C2pUq such that φ|BU “ 0 by the divergence theorem

ˆ

U

w∆φ dx “
ˆ

BU
trpwqBνφ dHn´1 “

ˆ

BU
wBνφ dHn´1

“
ˆ

U

∇w∇φ dx`
ˆ

U

w∆φ dx

“ ´
ˆ

U

∆wφ dx`
ˆ

U

w∆φ dx

Hence for all φ P C2pUq such that φ|BU “ 0 one has
ˆ

U

pw ´ wq∆φ dx “ ´
ˆ

U

∆wφ dx.

By Lemma 3.1 we conclude that w ´ w P W
1,q
0 pUq for some q ą 1 and solves

∆pw ´ wq “ ´∆w in the weak W 1,q
0 -sense. By elliptic regularity this implies that

w´w P C8pUq. We infer that w P C8pUq, ∆w “ 0 classically, and w|BU “ w|BU “
trpwq. By the (classical) maximum principle we have ||w||L8pUq ď ||trpwq||L8pBUq.
We have shown the claim under the additional assumption of Step 3.
Step 4: We show the claim under the (weaker) additional assumption that trpwq P
C0pBUq. If trpwq P C0pBUq, then by Tietze’s extension theorem we can find v P
C0

0 pRnq such that v “ w on BU . Now v can be locally uniformly approximated
by pvnqnPN Ă C8

0 pRnq which means that w can be uniformly approximated on
BU by vn|BU — i.e. by functions that possess a C8 extension to U . Now let
pwnqnPN Ă C8pUq be the solutions of

#
´∆wn “ 0 in U,

wn “ vn on BU.

Note that then ||wn ´ wm||L8pUq ď ||vn ´ vm||L8pBUq and hence wn converges in
L8pUq to some rw P L8pUq. Using the Gauss divergence theorem and (D.2) we find
for each φ P C2pUq such that φ|BU “ 0 that

ˆ

U

rw∆φ dx “ lim
nÑ8

ˆ

U

wn∆φ dx “ lim
nÑ8

ˆ

BU
vnBνφ dHn´1

“
ˆ

BU
trpwqBνφ dHn´1 “

ˆ

U

w∆φ dx.
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Hence we infer that for all φ P C2pUq such that φ|BU “ 0 one has
ˆ

U

p rw ´ wq∆φ dx “ 0.

By Lemma 3.1 we infer that rw ´ w lies in W 1,q
0 pΩq for some q ą 1 and is a weak

solution of ∆p rw´wq “ 0. By uniqueness of weak solutions of the Dirichlet problem

in W 1,q
0 we find rw “ w. Hence

||w||L8pUq “ || rw||L8pUq “ lim
nÑ8

||wn||L8pUq ď lim inf
nÑ8

||vn||L8pBUq “ ||trpwq||L8pBUq.

We have now shown the claim under the additional assumption of Step 4.
Step 5: Next we assume nothing except trpwq P L8pBUq. We know that then by
Proposition C.1 there exist pvnqnPN Ă C0pBUq such that vn Ñ trpwq in L1pBUq and
||vn||L8pBUq ď ||w||L8pBUq. Now let pwnqnPN Ă C8pUq be the weak W 1,2

0 -solutions
to

#
´∆wn “ 0 in U,

wn “ vn on BU.

Then by [6, p.467] one has for each x P U

wnpxq “
ˆ

BU
KU px, yqvnpyq dy,

where KU P C8pU ˆ BUq is the Poisson kernel for U . Since by [6, Theorem 4]

|KU px, yq| ď CU

distpx, BUq
|x´ y|n´1

,

the dominated convergence theorem yields for all x P U

lim
nÑ8

wnpxq “
ˆ

BU
KU px, yqtrpwqpyq dy “: w˚pxq, px P Uq.

Hence pwnqnPN converges pointwise on U to some measurable function w˚ : U Ñ R.
Since ||wn||L8pUq ď ||vn||L8pBUq ď ||trpwq||L8pBUq we infer that w˚ P L8 and

||w˚||L8 ď lim inf
nÑ8

||wn||L8 ď ||trpwq||L8pBUq.

By the dominated convergence theorem, the Gauss divergence theorem and (D.2)
we infer for all φ P C2pUq such that φ|BU “ 0

ˆ

U

w˚∆φ dx “ lim
nÑ8

ˆ

U

wn∆φ dx “ lim
nÑ8

ˆ

BU
vnBνφ dHn´1

“
ˆ

BU
trpwqBνφ dHn´1 “

ˆ

U

w∆φ dx.

It follows again that
ˆ

U

pw˚ ´ wq∆φ dx “ 0 @φ P C2pUq : φ|BU “ 0.

and hence by 3.1 we obtain that w˚´w P W 1,q
0 pUq for some q ą 1 and by uniqueness

of solutions to the Dirichlet problem in W 1,q
0 pUq we infer once again w “ w˚ which

gives ||w||L8pUq ď ||w˚||L8pUq ď ||trpwq||L8pBUq. �
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