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Heat Kernels and Hardy Spaces on Non-Tangentially Accessible

Domains with Applications to Global Regularity of Inhomogeneous

Dirichlet Problems

Sibei Yang and Dachun Yang *

Abstract. Let n ≥ 2 and Ω be a bounded non-tangentially accessible domain (for short, NTA

domain) of Rn. Assume that LD is a second-order divergence form elliptic operator having real-

valued, bounded, measurable coefficients on L2(Ω) with the Dirichlet boundary condition. The

main aim of this article is threefold. First, the authors prove that the heat kernels {KLD

t }t>0 gener-

ated by LD are Hölder continuous. Second, for any p ∈ (0, 1], the authors introduce the ‘geomet-

rical’ Hardy space H
p
r (Ω) by restricting any element of the Hardy space Hp(Rn) to Ω, and show

that, when p ∈ ( n
n+δ0
, 1], H

p
r (Ω) = Hp(Ω) = H

p

LD
(Ω) with equivalent quasi-norms, where Hp(Ω)

and H
p

LD
(Ω) respectively denote the Hardy space on Ω and the Hardy space associated with LD,

and δ0 ∈ (0, 1] is the critical index of the Hölder continuity for the kernels {KLD

t }t>0. Third, as

applications, the authors obtain the global gradient estimates in both Lp(Ω), with p ∈ (1, p0), and

H
p
z (Ω), with p ∈ ( n

n+1
, 1], for the inhomogeneous Dirichlet problem of second-order divergence

form elliptic equations on bounded NTA domains, where p0 ∈ (2,∞) is a constant depending

only on n, Ω, and the coefficient matrix of LD. Here, the ‘geometrical’ Hardy space H
p
z (Ω) is

defined by restricting any element of the Hardy space Hp(Rn) supported in Ω to Ω, where Ω

denotes the closure of Ω in Rn. It is worth pointing out that the range p ∈ (1, p0) for the global

gradient estimate in the scale of Lebesgue spaces Lp(Ω) is sharp and the above results are estab-

lished without any additional assumptions on both the coefficient matrix of LD, and the domain

Ω.

1 Introduction

The study of elliptic value problems on non-smooth domains of Rn has a long history (see,

for instance, [21, 39, 43] and the references therein). In recent years, the research of the global

regularity for elliptic equations with rough coefficients on non-smooth domains of Rn has aroused

great interest (see, for instance, [11, 21, 22, 23, 24, 25, 30, 57, 59]). The global regularity estimates

of elliptic equations with rough coefficients on the non-smooth domain Ω of Rn in the scale of

Lebesgue spaces Lp(Ω), with p ∈ (1,∞), have been extensively studied in the existing literatures

(see, for instance, the recent survey article [21], the monograph [57], and the references therein).
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However, there exist very few literatures on global regularity estimates of elliptic equations with

rough coefficients on the non-smooth domain Ω of Rn in the scale of Hardy spaces Hp(Ω) with

p ∈ (0, 1].

Let n ≥ 2 and Ω be a bounded non-tangentially accessible domain (for short, NTA domain)

of Rn. Assume that LD is a second-order divergence form elliptic operator having real-valued,

bounded, measurable coefficients on L2(Ω) with the Dirichlet boundary condition. The main aim

of this article is threefold. First, we prove that the heat kernels {KLD

t }t>0 generated by LD are

Hölder continuous. Second, for any p ∈ (0, 1], we introduce the ‘geometrical’ Hardy space H
p
r (Ω)

by restricting any element of the Hardy space Hp(Rn) to Ω, and show that, when p ∈ ( n
n+δ0
, 1],

H
p
r (Ω) = Hp(Ω) = H

p

LD
(Ω) with equivalent quasi-norms, where Hp(Ω) and H

p

LD
(Ω) respectively

denote the Hardy space on Ω and the Hardy space associated with LD, and δ0 ∈ (0, 1] is the

critical index of the Hölder continuity for the kernels {KLD

t }t>0. Third, as applications, for the

inhomogeneous Dirichlet boundary value problem

(1.1)


−div (A∇u) = f in Ω,

u = 0 on ∂Ω,

where the matrix A is real-valued, bounded, and measurable, and satisfies the uniform ellipticity

condition [see (1.3) below for the details], and ∂Ω denotes the boundary of Ω, we obtain the global

gradient estimates of the weak solution u in both Lebesgue spaces Lp(Ω), with p ∈ (1, p0), and

Hardy spaces H
p
z (Ω), with p ∈ ( n

n+1
, 1], where p0 ∈ (2,∞) is a constant depending only on n, Ω,

and the coefficient matrix A. Here, the ‘geometrical’ Hardy space H
p
z (Ω) is defined by restricting

any element of the Hardy space Hp(Rn) supported in Ω to Ω, where Ω denotes the closure of Ω

in Rn. Meanwhile, it is worth pointing out that the range p ∈ (1, p0) of p for the global gradient

estimate in the scale of the Lebesgue space Lp(Ω) is sharp [see Remark 1.10(i) below for the

details].

Compared with the global regularity estimate of elliptic equations on the non-smooth domainΩ

of Rn in Lebesgue spaces Lp(Ω) established in [1, 11, 20, 22, 59], we obtain the global regularity

estimate for the Dirichlet problem (1.1) without any additional assumptions on both the coefficient

matrix A and the domain Ω. Recall that the global gradient estimate in Lp(Ω) with any given

p ∈ (1,∞) for the Dirichlet problem (1.1), with f replaced by div (f), was established by Di Fazio

[20], under the assumptions that A ∈ VMO (Rn;Rn2

) (see, for instance, [56]) and ∂Ω ∈ C1,1, which

was weakened to ∂Ω ∈ C1 by Auscher and Qafsaoui [1]. Moreover, the global gradient estimate

in Lp(Ω) with any given p ∈ (1,∞) for the problem (1.1), with f replaced by div (f), was obtained

by Byun and Wang [11], under the assumptions that A satisfies the (δ,R)-BMO condition (see, for

instance, [11] or Definition 2.6 below for its definition) for sufficiently small δ ∈ (0,∞), and that Ω

is a bounded Reifenberg flat domain of Rn (see, for instance, [53, 64] or Remark 2.5(i) below for

its definition). Furthermore, for the Dirichlet problem (1.1) with f replaced by div (f), the global

gradient estimate in Lp(Ω) with any given p ∈ (1,∞) was established by Dong and Kim [22, 23],

under the assumptions that A has partial sufficiently small BMO coefficients and that Ω ⊂ Rn is

a bounded Lipschitz domain with small Lipschitz constant, or a bounded Reifenberg flat domain.

Meanwhile, for the problem (1.1) with f replaced by div (f), the global gradient estimate in Lp(Ω),

with any given p ∈ (3
2
− ε, 3 + ε) when n ≥ 3, or p ∈ (4

3
− ε, 4 + ε) when n = 2, was obtained by

Shen [59], under the assumptions that A ∈ VMO (Rn;Rn2

) and that Ω ⊂ Rn is a bounded Lipschitz
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domain, where ε ∈ (0,∞) is a constant depending only on n and Ω.

Moreover, NTA domains considered in this article were originally introduced by Jerison and

Kenig [38] when studying the boundary behavior of harmonic functions. We point out that NTA

domains have a wide generality and contain Lipschitz domains, BMO1 domains, Zygmund do-

mains, quasi-spheres, and some Reifenberg flat domains as special examples (see, for instance,

[38, 44, 64]). Furthermore, NTA domains are closely related to the theory of quasi-conformal

mappings (see, for instance, [38, 41] and the references therein).

To describe the main results of this article, we first recall some necessary notions. Let Ω be a

bounded NTA domain of Rn as in Definition 2.1 below (see also [38]) and p ∈ (0,∞). Recall that

the Lebesgue space Lp(Ω) is defined by setting

Lp(Ω) :=

 f is measurable on Ω : ‖ f ‖Lp(Ω) :=

[∫

Ω

| f (x)|p dx

] 1
p

< ∞
 .

Moreover, for any given m ∈ N, let

(1.2) Lp(Ω;Rm) :=
{
f := ( f1, . . . , fm) : for any i ∈ {1, . . . , m}, fi ∈ Lp(Ω)

}

and

‖f‖Lp(Ω;Rm) :=

m∑

i=1

‖ fi‖Lp(Ω).

Denote by W1,p(Ω) the Sobolev space on Ω equipped with the norm

‖ f ‖W1,p(Ω) := ‖ f ‖Lp(Ω) + ‖∇ f ‖Lp(Ω;Rn),

where ∇ f is the distributional gradient of f . Furthermore, W
1,p

0
(Ω) is defined to be the closure of

C∞c (Ω) in W1,p(Ω), where C∞c (Ω) denotes the set of all infinitely differentiable functions on Ω with

compact support contained in Ω.

For any given x ∈ Ω, let A(x) := {ai j(x)}n
i, j=1

denote an n × n matrix with real-valued, bounded,

and measurable entries. Then A is said to satisfy the uniform ellipticity condition if there exists a

positive constant µ0 ∈ (0, 1] such that, for any x ∈ Ω and ξ := (ξ1, . . . , ξn) ∈ Rn,

(1.3) µ0|ξ|2 ≤
n∑

i, j=1

ai j(x)ξiξ j ≤ µ−1
0 |ξ|

2.

Denote by LD the maximal-accretive operator (see, for instance, [51, p. 23, Definition 1.46] for

the definition) on L2(Ω) with the largest domain D(LD) ⊂ W
1,2
0

(Ω) such that, for any f ∈ D(LD)

and g ∈ W
1,2
0

(Ω),

(LD f , g) =

∫

Ω

A(x)∇ f (x) · ∇g(x) dx,

where (·, ·) denotes the interior product in L2(Ω). In this sense, for any f ∈ D(LD), we write

(1.4) LD f := −div(A∇ f ).
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Let {KLD

t }t>0 be the kernels of the semigroup {e−tLD }t>0. By [19, Corollary 3.2.8] (see also [3]),

we find that there exist positive constants C and c such that, for any t ∈ (0,∞) and x, y ∈ Ω,

(1.5)
∣∣∣KLD

t (x, y)
∣∣∣ ≤ C

tn/2
exp

{
−|x − y|2

ct

}
.

Furthermore, it is worth pointing out that the upper and the lower bound estimates, and the Hölder

continuity of the heat kernels play a key roles in the study of the well-posedness of some parabolic

partial differential equations, real-variable characterizations of some function spaces, and some

Sobolev-type inequalities (see, for instance, [19, 33, 55]).

Now, we state the main results of this article as follows; see Definitions 2.6 and 2.4 below,

respectively, for the definitions of both the (γ,R)-BMO condition and the (γ, σ,R) quasi-convex

domain.

Theorem 1.1. Let n ≥ 2, Ω be a bounded NTA domain of Rn, the real-valued, bounded, and

measurable matrix A satisfy (1.3), and LD be as in (1.4). Denote by {KLD

t }t>0 the heat kernels

generated by LD.

(i) Then there exists a constant δ0 ∈ (0, 1], depending only on n, A, and Ω, such that, for

any given δ ∈ (0, δ0), there exist constants C, c ∈ (0,∞) such that, for any t ∈ (0,∞) and

x, y1, y2 ∈ Ω with |y1 − y2| ≤
√

t/2,

(1.6)
∣∣∣KLD

t (x, y1) − K
LD

t (x, y2)
∣∣∣ ≤ C

tn/2

[
|y1 − y2|√

t

]δ
exp

{
−|x − y1|2

ct

}
.

(ii) For any given δ0 ∈ (0, 1], there exists a constant γ0 ∈ (0,∞), depending only on δ0, n, andΩ,

such that, if A satisfies the (γ,R)-BMO condition and Ω is a (γ, σ,R) quasi-convex domain

for some γ ∈ (0, γ0), σ ∈ (0, 1), and R ∈ (0,∞), then, for any given δ ∈ (0, δ0), there exist

constants C, c ∈ (0,∞) such that, for any t ∈ (0,∞) and x, y1, y2 ∈ Ω with |y1 − y2| ≤
√

t/2,

(1.6) holds true.

Remark 1.2. We point out that, when Ω is a bounded Lipschitz domain of Rn, the conclusion of

Theorem 1.1(i) is well known (see, for instance, [3]). Moreover, whenΩ is a bounded semi-convex

domain of Rn (see, for instance, [48, 49] or Remark 2.5(ii) below for the details), and LD := −∆D

with ∆D being the Laplace operator with the Dirichlet boundary condition on Ω, Theorem 1.1(ii)

was obtained in [26, Lemma 2.7]. Recall that the bounded semi-convex domain Ω is a (γ, σ,R)

quasi-convex domain for any γ ∈ (0, 1), some σ ∈ (0, 1), and some R ∈ (0,∞) (see, for instance,

[69]). Thus, Theorem 1.1(ii) essentially improves [26, Lemma 2.7] by weakening the assumptions

on both the matrix A and the domain Ω.

When n ≥ 3, we prove Theorem 1.1(i) by using an upper estimate for the Green function as-

sociated with LD in terms of distance functions (see, for instance, [35, Remark 4.9]), the Harnack

inequality (see, for instance, [31, Theorem 8.22]), and the functional calculus associated with LD.

Precisely, using the upper estimate for the Green function of LD in terms of distance functions,

and the Harnack inequality, and borrowing some ideas from the proof of Grüter and Widman [32,
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Theorem (1.9)], we prove the Hölder continuity of the Green function associated with LD. More-

over, applying the Hölder continuity of the Green function, and the functional calculus associated

with LD, and borrowing some ideas from the proofs of Duong et al. [26, Lemmas 2.6 and 2.7], we

prove Theorem 1.1(i) in the case of n ≥ 3. When n = 2, we show Theorem 1.1(i) via establishing

the global gradient estimate for the Dirichlet problem (1.1) in Lp(Ω) with some p ∈ (2,∞) (see

Lemma 3.6 below), and using the Sobolev embedding theorem. Furthermore, we prove Theo-

rem 1.1(ii) by establishing the global gradient estimate for the Dirichlet problem (1.1) in Lp(Ω)

for sufficiently large p ∈ (n,∞) (see Lemma 3.9 below), and applying the Sobolev embedding

theorem.

Next, we recall the definitions of the Hardy space Hp(Rn), the ‘geometrical’ Hardy spaces

H
p
z (Ω) and Hp(Ω), the Hardy space Hp(Ω), and the Hardy space H

p

LD
(Ω) associated with LD.

Denote by S(Rn) the space of all Schwartz functions equipped with the well-known topology

determined by a countable family of norms, and by S′(Rn) its dual space (namely, the space of

all tempered distributions) equipped with the weak-∗ topology. Let D(Ω) denote the space of all

infinitely differentiable functions with compact support in Ω equipped with the inductive topology,

and D′(Ω) its topological dual equipped with the weak-∗ topology, which is called the space of

distributions on Ω.

In what follows, for any x ∈ Rn and r ∈ (0,∞), we always let B(x, r) := {y ∈ Rn : |y − x| < r}.

Definition 1.3. Let p ∈ (0, 1] and Ω be a domain of Rn.

(i) The Hardy space Hp(Rn) is defined to be the set of all f ∈ S′(Rn) such that f + ∈ Lp(Rn)

equipped with the quasi-norm ‖ f ‖Hp(Rn) := ‖ f +‖Lp(Rn), where the radial maximal function

f + of f is defined by setting, for any x ∈ Rn,

f +(x) := sup
t∈(0,∞)

∣∣∣e−t∆( f )(x)
∣∣∣ .

Here, {e−t∆}t>0 denotes the heat semigroup generated by the Laplace operator ∆ on Rn.

(ii) The Hardy space H
p
z (Ω) is defined by setting

H
p
z (Ω) :=

{
f ∈ Hp(Rn) : f = 0 on Ω

∁
}
/{ f ∈ Hp(Rn) : f = 0 on Ω}.

Here and thereafter, Ω and Ω
∁

denote, respectively, the closure of Ω in Rn, and the comple-

mentary set of Ω in Rn. Moreover, the quasi-norm of the element in H
p
z (Ω) is defined to be

the quotient norm, namely, for any f ∈ H
p
z (Ω),

‖ f ‖Hp
z (Ω) := inf

{
‖F‖Hp(Rn) : F ∈ Hp(Rn), F = 0 on Ω

∁
, and F|Ω = f

}
,

where the infimum is taken over all F ∈ Hp(Rn) satisfying F = 0 on Ω
∁

, and F = f on Ω.

(iii) A distribution f ∈ D′(Ω) is said to belong to the Hardy space H
p
r (Ω) if f is the restriction

to Ω of a distribution F in Hp(Rn), namely,

H
p
r (Ω) := { f ∈ D′(Ω) : there exists an F ∈ Hp(Rn) such that F|Ω = f }
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=Hp(Rn)/{F ∈ Hp(Rn) : F = 0 on Ω}.

Moreover, for any f ∈ H
p
r (Ω), the quasi-norm ‖ f ‖Hp

r (Ω) of f in H
p
r (Ω) is defined by setting

‖ f ‖Hp
r (Ω) := inf

{‖F‖Hp(Rn) : F ∈ Hp(Rn) and F|Ω = f
}
,

where the infimum is taken over all F ∈ Hp(Rn) satisfying F = f on Ω.

(iv) Let φ ∈ C∞c (Rn) be a nonnegative function such that

supp (φ) :=
{
x ∈ Rn : φ(x) , 0

} ⊂ B(0, 1)

and
∫
Rn φ(x) dx = 1, here and thereafter, 0 denotes the origin of Rn. For any f ∈ D′(Ω), the

radial maximal function f +
Ω

is defined by setting, for any x ∈ Ω,

f +Ω (x) := sup
t∈(0,δ(x)/2)

|φt ∗ f (x)| ,

where, for any x ∈ Ω, δ(x) := dist (x,Ω∁) and, for any t ∈ (0,∞), φt(·) := 1
tn
φ( ·

t
). Then the

Hardy space Hp(Ω) is defined by setting

Hp(Ω) :=
{
f ∈ D′(Ω) : ‖ f ‖Hp(Ω) :=

∥∥∥ f +Ω

∥∥∥
Lp(Ω)

< ∞
}
.

Let p ∈ (0, 1]. From the definitions of both H
p
r (Ω) and H

p
z (Ω), it follows that H

p
z (Ω) ⊂ H

p
r (Ω).

Moreover, by [15], we find that H
p
z (Ω) $ H

p
r (Ω).

Definition 1.4. Let n ≥ 2, Ω be a bounded NTA domain of Rn, p ∈ (0, 1], and LD be as in (1.4).

For any f ∈ L2(Ω), the Lusin area function, S LD
( f ), associated with LD, is defined by setting, for

any x ∈ Ω,

S LD
( f )(x) :=

[∫

Γ(x)

∣∣∣∣t2LDe−t2LD( f )(y)
∣∣∣∣
2 dy dt

|BΩ(x, t)|t

]1/2

,

where

Γ(x) := {(y, t) ∈ Ω × (0,∞) : |x − y| < t}

and BΩ(x, t) := B(x, t) ∩Ω.

A function f ∈ L2(Ω) is said to be in the set H
p

LD
(Ω) if S LD

( f ) ∈ Lp(Ω); moreover, for any

f ∈ Hp

LD
(Ω), define ‖ f ‖Hp

LD
(Ω) := ‖S LD

( f )‖Lp(Ω). Then the Hardy space H
p

LD
(Ω) is defined to be the

completion of H
p

LD
(Ω) with respect to the quasi-norm ‖ · ‖Hp

LD
(Ω).

It is well known that the real-variable theory of Hardy spaces on Rn, initiated by Stein and

Weiss [62] and then systematically developed by Fefferman and Stein [29], plays important roles

in various fields of analysis and partial differential equations. In recent years, the study on the

real-variable theory of Hardy spaces on Rn or its domains, associated with different differential

operators, has aroused great interests (see, for instance, [10, 28, 36, 37, 60] for Hardy spaces on

Rn, and [2, 7, 9, 12, 26, 46, 65, 66, 68] for Hardy spaces on domains). Moreover, the Hardy space

Hp(Ω) on the domain Ω of Rn was introduced and studied by Miyachi [50]. Furthermore, when Ω

is a Lipschitz domain of Rn, the ‘geometrical’ Hardy spaces H
p
r (Ω) and H

p
z (Ω) on domains were
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introduced by Chang et al. [15, 16] which naturally appear in the study of the regularity of the

Dirichlet and the Neumann boundary value problems of second-order elliptic equations (see, for

instance, [2, 13, 15, 26]).

Then we have the following equivalence relation between H
p
r (Ω), Hp(Ω), and H

p

LD
(Ω).

Theorem 1.5. Let n ≥ 2, Ω ⊂ Rn be a bounded NTA domain, and δ0 ∈ (0, 1] as in Theorem 1.1.

Then, for any given p ∈ ( n
n+1
, 1], H

p
r (Ω) = Hp(Ω) with equivalent quasi-norms. Moreover, for any

given p ∈ ( n
n+δ0
, 1], H

p

LD
(Ω) = H

p
r (Ω) = Hp(Ω) with equivalent quasi-norms.

Remark 1.6. Let δ0 ∈ (0, 1] be as in Theorem 1.1. When Ω is a bounded Lipschitz domain of Rn,

the equivalence of the Hardy spaces H1
LD

(Ω) and H1
r (Ω) in Theorem 1.5 was obtained by Auscher

and Russ [2, Theorem 1 and Proposition 5]. Moreover, when Ω is a bounded Lipschitz domain of

Rn, the operator LD is non-negative and adjoint, and p ∈ ( n
n+δ0
, 1], the equivalence of the spaces

H
p

LD
(Ω), H

p
r (Ω), and Hp(Ω) in Theorem 1.5 was established by Bui et al. [9, Theorem 4.4 and

Remark 4.5(c)] (see also [68, Corollary 4.5]). Thus, Theorem 1.5 improves the results of Auscher

and Russ [2, Theorem 1 and Proposition 5] and Bui et al. [9, Theorem 4.4 and Remark 4.5(c)] by

weakening the assumptions on both the domain Ω and the operator LD.

Furthermore, when Ω is a bounded Lipschitz domain, the equivalence of H
p
r (Ω) and Hp(Ω)

for any given p ∈ ( n
n+1
, 1] was essentially proved by Chang et al. [15, Theorem 2.7]. Recall

that NTA domains contain Lipschitz domains as special examples (see, for instance, [38, 64] or

Remark 2.5(iii) below). Therefore, the equivalence of H
p
r (Ω) and Hp(Ω) for any given p ∈ ( n

n+1
, 1]

obtained in Theorem 1.5 improves [15, Theorem 2.7] via weakening the assumption on the domain

Ω under consideration.

By subtly using some geometrical properties of NTA domains, obtained in Lemma 2.2 below,

the reflection technology related to NTA domains, the atomic characterizations of both Hp(Rn)

and Hp(Ω), and the Hölder continuity of the heat kernels {KLD

t }t>0 given in Theorem 1.1, we show

Theorem 1.5.

Let n ≥ 2, p ∈ (1,∞), and Ω ⊂ Rn be a bounded NTA domain. Assume that

p∗ :=



np

n + p
when p ∈

(
n

n − 1
,∞

)
,

1 + ǫ when p ∈
(
1,

n

n − 1

]
,

(1.7)

where ǫ ∈ (0,∞) is an arbitrary given constant. Let p ∈ (1,∞), f ∈ Lp∗(Ω), and the real-valued,

bounded, and measurable matrix A satisfy (1.3). Then a function u is called a weak solution of the

Dirichlet boundary value problem (1.1) if u ∈ W
1,p

0
(Ω) and, for any ϕ ∈ C∞c (Ω),

(1.8)

∫

Ω

A(x)∇u(x) · ∇ϕ(x) dx =

∫

Ω

f (x)ϕ(x) dx.

Moreover, the Dirichlet problem (1.1) is said to be uniquely solvable if, for any f ∈ Lp∗(Ω), there

exists a unique u ∈ W
1,p

0
(Ω) such that (1.8) holds true for any ϕ ∈ C∞c (Ω).

Remark 1.7. Assume that f ∈ L2∗ (Ω), where 2∗ is as in (1.7) with p replaced by 2. Then, by the

Sobolev inequality (see, for instance, [5, Theorem 1.1]) and the Lax–Milgram theorem (see, for
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instance, [31, Theorem 5.8]), we find that the Dirichlet problem (1.1) is uniquely solvable and the

weak solution u satisfies

‖∇u‖L2(Ω;Rn) ≤ C‖ f ‖L2∗ (Ω),(1.9)

where C is a positive constant independent of u and f .

For the Dirichlet problem (1.1) on bounded NTA domains, we have the following global reg-

ularity estimates in both Lebesgue spaces Lq(Ω) with q ∈ (1, p0), and Hardy spaces H
q
z (Ω) with

q ∈ ( n
n+1
, 1], where p0 ∈ (2,∞) is a constant depending only on n, the domain Ω, and the matrix

A.

Theorem 1.8. Let n ≥ 2, Ω be a bounded NTA domain of Rn, and the real-valued, bounded, and

measurable matrix A satisfy (1.3).

(i) Then there exists a p0 ∈ (2,∞), depending only on n, A, and Ω, such that, for any given

q ∈ ( n
n−1
, p0) and p ∈ (1, n) satisfying 1

p
− 1

q
= 1

n
, and any f ∈ Lp(Ω) ∩ L2(Ω), the weak

solution u of the problem (1.1) uniquely exists and satisfies ∇u ∈ Lq(Ω;Rn) and

‖∇u‖Lq(Ω;Rn) ≤ C‖ f ‖Lp(Ω),

where C is a positive constant independent of u and f .

(ii) Let q ∈ (1, n
n−1

] and p ∈ ( n
n+1
, 1] satisfy 1

p
− 1

q
= 1

n
, and f ∈ H

p

LD
(Ω)∩ L2(Ω). Then the weak

solution u of the problem (1.1) uniquely exists and satisfies ∇u ∈ Lq(Ω;Rn) and

‖∇u‖Lq(Ω;Rn) ≤ C‖ f ‖Hp

LD
(Ω),

where C is a positive constant independent of u and f .

(iii) Let q ∈ ( n
n+1
, 1] and p ∈ ( n

n+2
, n

n+1
] satisfy 1

p
− 1

q
= 1

n
, and f ∈ H

p

LD
(Ω) ∩ L2(Ω). Then the

weak solution u of the problem (1.1) uniquely exists and satisfies ∇u ∈ H
q
z (Ω;Rn) and

‖∇u‖Hq
z (Ω;Rn) ≤ C‖ f ‖Hp

LD
(Ω),

where C is a positive constant independent of u and f . Here and thereafter, the space

H
q
z (Ω;Rn) is defined as Lp(Ω;Rn) via Lp(Ω) replaced by H

q
z (Ω) [see (1.2)].

We prove Theorem 1.8 by the following strategy. We first obtain the global gradient estimate

for the problem (1.1) in Lq(Ω) with q ∈ (2, p0), by using (1.9), a reverse Hölder inequality for the

gradient of the weak solution of some local Dirichlet boundary value problems (see Lemma 3.8

below for the details), and a real-variable argument for Lq(Ω) estimates, essentially established by

Shen [58, Theorem 3.4] (see also [57, Theorem 4.2.6] and [59, Theorem 3.3]). Then we show (i)

by the global gradient estimate in Lq(Ω) with q ∈ (2, p0), the conclusion of (ii), and the complex

interpolation theory of Hardy spaces (see, for instance, [42, Theorem 8.1 and (9.3)]). Moreover,

we prove (ii) via establishing some fine estimate for the kernels {KLD

t }t>0 (see Lemma 5.1 below),

and using the global gradient estimate in Lq(Ω) with q ∈ (2, p0), and the molecular characterization

of H
p

LD
(Ω). Finally, we show (iii) via using the global gradient estimate in Lq(Ω) with q ∈ (2, p0),

and the molecular characterization of both H
p

LD
(Ω) and Hp(Rn).

As a corollary of Theorems 1.5 and 1.8, we have the following conclusion.
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Corollary 1.9. Let n ≥ 2, Ω be a bounded NTA domain of Rn, and δ0 ∈ (0, 1] as in Theorem 1.1.

Assume that q ∈ (1, n
n−1

] and p ∈ ( n
n+δ0
, 1] satisfy 1

p
− 1

q
= 1

n
. Let f ∈ H

p
r (Ω) ∩ L2(Ω). Then the

weak solution u of the problem (1.1) uniquely exists and satisfies ∇u ∈ Lq(Ω;Rn) and

‖∇u‖Lq(Ω;Rn) ≤ C‖ f ‖Hp
r (Ω),

where C is a positive constant independent of u and f .

Remark 1.10. (i) By an example given in [4, p. 120] (which is essentially due to C. E. Kenig,

as was pointed out in [4, p. 119, Theorem 7]), we find that, even when Ω ⊂ R2 is a bounded

smooth domain, there exists a real-valued, bounded, and measurable matrix A satisfying

(1.3) such that, for any given p ∈ (2,∞), the weak solution u of the problem (1.1) with

some f ∈ L2(Ω) satisfies |∇u| < Lp(Ω). Therefore, the range q ∈ ( n
n−1
, p0) of q obtained in

Theorem 1.8(i) is sharp.

(ii) When A := I (the identity matrix) andΩ is a bounded Lipschitz domain of Rn, Dahlberg [18,

Theorem 1] obtained Theorem 1.8(i) with p0 := 3 + ǫ0 when n ≥ 3, and with p0 := 4 + ǫ0
when n = 2, where ǫ0 ∈ (0,∞) is a constant depending only on n and Ω. Meanwhile,

Dahlberg [18] also showed that the range q ∈ ( n
n−1
, p0) of q is sharp in this case. Thus, The-

orem 1.8(i) extends the results of Dahlberg [18, Theorem 1] via weakening the assumptions

on both the coefficient matrix A and the domain Ω.

Moreover, to the best of our knowledge, the global gradient estimates obtained in (ii) and

(iii) of Theorem 1.8 and Corollary 1.9 are new even when Ω ⊂ Rn is a bounded Lipschitz

domain.

The organization of the remainder of this article is as follows.

In Section 2, we present the definitions of both NTA domains and quasi-convex domains,

some geometrical properties of NTA domains, the definition of the (γ,R)-BMO condition, and

the atomic and the molecular characterizations of the Hardy spaces Hp(Rn), Hp(Ω), and H
p

LD
(Ω)

associated with LD.

Section 3 is devoted to the proof of Theorem 1.1. The proofs of Theorems 1.5 and 1.8 are

presented, respectively, in Sections 4 and 5.

Finally, we make some conventions on notation. Throughout the whole article, we always

denote by C or c a positive constant which is independent of the main parameters, but it may vary

from line to line. We also use C(γ, β, ...) to denote a positive constant depending on the indicated

parameters γ, β, . . .. The symbol f . g means that f ≤ Cg. If f . g and g . f , then we write

f ∼ g. If f ≤ Cg and g = h or g ≤ h, we then write f . g ∼ h or f . g . h, rather than f . g = h

or f . g ≤ h. For each ball B := B(xB, rB) in Rn, with xB ∈ Rn and rB ∈ (0,∞), and α ∈ (0,∞), let

αB := B(xB, αrB); furthermore, denote by BΩ the ball B ∩ Ω in Ω with B being a ball of Rn. For

any subset E of Rn, we denote by E∁ the set Rn \ E, and by 1E its characteristic function. We also

let N := {1, 2, . . .} and Z+ := N∪ {0}. The symbol ⌊s⌋ for any s ∈ R denotes the largest integer not

greater than s. For any multi-index α := (α1, . . . , αn) ∈ Zn
+ := (Z+)n, let |α| := α1 + · · · + αn. For

any ball B of Rn or of Ω, let S j(B) := (2 j+1B) \ (2 jB) for any j ∈ N, and S 0(B) := 2B. Moreover,

for any q ∈ [1,∞], we denote by q′ its conjugate exponent, namely, 1/q + 1/q′ = 1. Finally, for

any measurable set E ⊂ Rn with |E| < ∞, and any f ∈ L1(E), we let?
E

f (x) dx :=
1

|E|

∫

E

f (x) dx.
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2 Preliminaries

In this section, we first recall the definitions of NTA domains, quasi-convex domains, and the

(γ,R)-BMO condition, and then give some geometrical properties of NTA domains. Moreover, we

present the atomic and the molecular characterizations of the Hardy spaces Hp(Rn), Hp(Ω), and

H
p

LD
(Ω) associated with LD.

2.1 NTA Domains

In this subsection, we first recall the definitions of NTA domains introduced by Jerison and

Kenig [38] (see also [44, 64]) and quasi-convex domains introduced by Jia et al. [40], and then

state some geometrical properties of NTA domains. We begin with recalling several notions. For

any given x ∈ Rn and measurable subset E ⊂ Rn, let dist (x, E) := inf{|x− y| : y ∈ E}. Meanwhile,

for any measurable subsets E, F ⊂ Rn, let dist (E, F) := inf{|x − y| : x ∈ E, y ∈ F} and

diam (E) := sup{|x − y| : x, y ∈ E}.

Definition 2.1. Let n ≥ 2, Ω ⊂ Rn be a domain which means that Ω is a connected open set, and

Ω∁ := Rn\Ω.

(i) The domain Ω is said to satisfy the interior [resp., exterior] corkscrew condition if there

exist constants R ∈ (0,∞) and σ ∈ (0, 1) such that, for any x ∈ ∂Ω and r ∈ (0,R), there

exists a point x0 ∈ Ω [resp., x0 ∈ Ω∁], depending on x, such that B(x0, σr) ⊂ Ω ∩ B(x, r)

[resp., B(x0, σr) ⊂ Ω∁ ∩ B(x, r)].

(ii) The domain Ω is said to satisfy the Harnack chain condition if there exist a constant m1 ∈
(1,∞) and a constant m2 ∈ (0,∞) such that, for any x1, x2 ∈ Ω satisfying

M :=
|x1 − x2|

min{ dist (x1, ∂Ω), dist (x2, ∂Ω)} > 1,

there exists a chain {Bi}Ni=1
of open Harnack balls, with Bi ⊂ Ω for any i ∈ {1, . . . , N}, that

connects x1 to x2; namely, x1 ∈ B1, x2 ∈ BN, Bi ∩ Bi+1 , ∅ for any i ∈ {1, . . . , N − 1}, and,

for any i ∈ {1, . . . , N},

m−1
1 diam (Bi) ≤ dist (Bi, ∂Ω) ≤ m1diam (Bi),

where the integer N satisfies N ≤ m2 log2 M.

(iii) The domain Ω is called a non-tangentially accessible domain (for short, NTA domain) if Ω

satisfies the interior and the exterior corkscrew conditions, and the Harnack chain condition.

We point out that NTA domains include Lipschitz domains, BMO1 domains, Zygmund do-

mains, quasi-spheres, and some Reifenberg flat domains as special examples (see, for instance,

[38, 44, 64]). Moreover, it is well known that NTA domains are W1,p-extension domains with

p ∈ [1,∞) (see, for instance, [34, 41]). Meanwhile, NTA domains have the following geometrical

properties.

Lemma 2.2. Let n ≥ 2 and Ω be a bounded NTA domain of Rn.
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(i) Then there exists a constant C ∈ (0, 1], depending only on n and Ω, such that, for any ball

B ⊂ Rn with the center xB ∈ Ω and the radius rB ∈ (0, diam (Ω)),

|B ∩ Ω| ≥ C|B|.

(ii) Let B := B(xB, rB) ⊂ Rn be a ball satisfying that 2B ⊂ Ω and 4B ∩ Ω∁ , ∅. Then there

exists a ball B̃ ⊂ Ω∁ such that r
B̃
∼ rB and dist (B, B̃) ∼ rB, where the positive equivalence

constants are independent of both B and B̃.

(iii) For any ball B ⊂ Rn with the center xB ∈ ∂Ω and the radius rB ∈ (0, diam (Ω)), there exists a

ball B̃ ⊂ Ω∁∩B such that r
B̃
∼ rB, where the positive equivalence constants are independent

of both B and B̃. In particular, there exists a constant C ∈ (0, 1], depending only on n and

Ω, such that, for any ball B ⊂ Rn with the center xB ∈ ∂Ω and the radius rB ∈ (0, diam (Ω)),

|B ∩Ω∁| ≥ C|B|.

Proof. We first show (i). By the fact that Ω is a W1,p-extension domain with p ∈ [1,∞), and [34,

Theorem 2], we conclude that there exist constants R0 ∈ (0,∞) and C1 ∈ (0, 1] such that, for any

given ball B := B(xB, rB) of Rn with xB ∈ Ω and rB ∈ (0,R0],

(2.1) |B ∩ Ω| ≥ C1|B|.

If diam (Ω) ≤ R0, then, from (2.1), it follows that (i) holds true in this case. If diam (Ω) > R0,

then, for any ball B := B(xB, rB) of Rn with xB ∈ Ω and rB ∈ (R0, diam (Ω)),

|B ∩Ω| ≥ |B(xB,R0) ∩ Ω| ≥ C1|B(xB,R0)|

= C1

[
R0

diam (Ω)

]n

|B(xB, diam (Ω))| ≥ C1

[
R0

diam (Ω)

]n

|B|,

which, together with (2.1), further implies that (i) holds true in this case. This finishes the proof

of (i).

Now, we prove (ii). Let yB ∈ ∂Ω be such that |xB − yB| = dist (xB, ∂Ω). Define ℓ := |xB − yB|.
Then ℓ ∈ (2rB, 4rB). By the exterior corkscrew condition of Ω, we find that there exists a ball

B̃ := B(x0, σr) ⊂ [Ω∁ ∩ B(yB, r)], where r ∈ (1
2

min{R, ℓ},min{R, ℓ}), and σ and R are as in

Definition 2.1. From this, we deduce that

rB

r
B̃

≤ max

{
diam (Ω)

2σR
,

1

σ

}

and
rB

r
B̃

≥ 1

4σ
,

which implies that rB ∼ r
B̃
. Moreover, it is easy to see that dist (B, B̃) ≥ rB and

dist
(
B, B̃

)
≤ |xB − yB| + r = ℓ +

1

σ
r

B̃
. rB.

Therefore, dist (B, B̃) ∼ rB. This finishes the proof of (ii).
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Finally, we show (iii). Let B := B(xB, rB) be a ball of Rn with the center xB ∈ ∂Ω and the

radius rB ∈ (0, diam (Ω)). Then, when rB ∈ (0,min{R, diam (Ω)}), where R ∈ (0,∞) is as in

Definition 2.1, from the exterior corkscrew condition of Ω, we deduce that there exists a ball

B̃ := B(x0, σrB) ⊂ [Ω∁ ∩ B(xB, rB)], which further implies that r
B̃
∼ rB and

∣∣∣∣B(xB, rB) ∩ Ω∁
∣∣∣∣ ≥ |B(x0, σrB)| & |B(xB, rB)|.

Thus, (iii) holds true in the case that rB ∈ (0,min{R, diam (Ω)}).
Moreover, when rB ∈ (min{R, diam (Ω)}, diam (Ω)), let ℓ := min{R, diam (Ω)}/2. By the ex-

terior corkscrew condition of Ω again, we conclude that there exists a ball B̃ := B(x0, σℓ) ⊂
[Ω∁ ∩ B(xB, ℓ)], which implies that r

B̃
∼ rB and

∣∣∣∣B(xB, rB) ∩ Ω∁
∣∣∣∣ ≥

∣∣∣∣B (xB, ℓ) ∩ Ω∁
∣∣∣∣ & |B (xB, ℓ)|

∼ |B (xB, diam (Ω)) | & |B(xB, rB)|.

From this, it follows that (iii) holds true in the case that rB ∈ (min{R, diam (Ω)}, diam (Ω)). This

finishes the proof of (iii) and hence of Lemma 2.2. �

Remark 2.3. Let n ≥ 2 and Ω be a bounded NTA domain of Rn. By Lemma 2.2(i), we find

that (Ω, | · |, dx) is a space of homogeneous type in the sense of Coifman and Weiss [17], where

| · | denotes the usual norm on Rn, and dx the Lebesgue measure on Rn. Moreover, as a space of

homogeneous type, the collection of all balls of Ω is given by the set

{
BΩ := B ∩ Ω : any ball B ⊂ Rn satisfying xB ∈ Ω and rB ∈ (0, diam (Ω))

}
,

where xB denotes the center of B and rB the radius of B.

Now, we recall the definition of the (γ, σ,R) quasi-convex domain as follows.

Definition 2.4. Let n ≥ 2, Ω ⊂ Rn be a domain, γ, σ ∈ (0, 1), and R ∈ (0,∞). Then Ω is called a

(γ, σ,R) quasi-convex domain if, for any x ∈ ∂Ω and r ∈ (0,R],

(a) there exists an x0 ∈ Ω, depending on x, such that B(x0, σr) ⊂ [Ω ∩ B(x, r)];

(b) there exists a convex domain V := V(x, r), depending on x and r, such that [B(x, r)∩Ω] ⊂ V

and

dH(∂(B(x, r) ∩ Ω), ∂V) ≤ γr,
where dH(·, ·) denotes the Hausdorff distance which is defined by setting, for any non-empty

measurable subsets E1 and E2 of Rn,

dH(E1, E2) := max

{
sup
x∈E1

inf
y∈E2

|x − y|, sup
x∈E2

inf
y∈E1

|x − y|
}
.

The concept of quasi-convex domains was introduced by Jia et al. [40] to study the global reg-

ularity of second-order elliptic equations. Roughly speaking, a quasi-convex domain is a domain

satisfying that the local boundary is close to be convex at small scales. It is easy to find that, if Ω

is a convex domain, then Ω is a (γ, σ,R) quasi-convex domain for any γ ∈ (0, 1), some σ ∈ (0, 1),

and some R ∈ (0,∞).
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Remark 2.5. (i) Let n ≥ 2, γ ∈ (0, 1), and R ∈ (0,∞). A domain Ω ⊂ Rn is called a (γ,R)-

Reifenberg flat domain if, for any x0 ∈ ∂Ω and r ∈ (0,R0], there exists a system {y1, . . . , yn}
of coordinates, which may depend on x0 and r, such that, in this coordinate system, x0 = 0

and

[
B(0, r) ∩ {y ∈ Rn : yn > γr}

] ⊂ [B(0, r) ∩ Ω] ⊂ [
B(0, r) ∩ {y ∈ Rn : yn > −γr}

]
.

The Reifenberg flat domain was introduced by Reifenberg [53], which naturally appears

in the theory of both minimal surfaces and free boundary problems. A typical example of

Reifenberg flat domains is the well-known Van Koch snowflake (see, for instance, [64]).

Moreover, it was shown by Kenig and Toro [44, Theorem 3.1] that there exists a γ0(n) ∈
(0, 1), depending only on n, such that, if Ω is a (γ,R)-Reifenberg flat domain for some

γ ∈ (0, γ0(n)] and R ∈ (0,∞), then Ω is an NTA domain. Meanwhile, it is easy to see that a

(γ,R)-Reifenberg flat domain is also a (γ, σ,R) quasi-convex domain for some σ ∈ (0, 1). In

recent years, boundary value problems of elliptic or parabolic equations on Reifenberg flat

domains have been widely concerned and studied (see, for instance, [8, 11, 23, 24, 25]).

(ii) It is known that, for any open setΩ ⊂ Rn with compact boundary, Ω is a semi-convex domain

of Rn if and only if Ω is a Lipschitz domain satisfying a uniform exterior ball condition

(see, for instance, [48, 49, 67] for the definitions of both the semi-convex domain and the

uniform exterior ball condition). It is worth pointing out that convex domains of Rn are

semi-convex domains and (semi-)convex domains are special cases of Lipschitz domains

(see, for instance, [48, 49, 67]). Furthermore, a (semi-)convex domain is also a (γ, σ,R)

quasi-convex domain for any γ ∈ (0, 1), some σ ∈ (0, 1), and some R ∈ (0,∞) (see, for

instance, [69]).

(iii) On NTA domains, Lipschitz domains, quasi-convex domains, Reifenberg flat domains, C1

domains, and (semi-)convex domains, we have the following relations (see, for instance,

[38, 40, 44, 64, 67, 69]).

(a) class of C1 domains

$ class of Lipschitz domains with small Lipschitz constants

$ class of Lipschitz domains

$ class of NTA domains;

(b) class of C1 domains

$ class of Lipschitz domains with small Lipschitz constants

$ class of Reifenberg flat domains

$ class of quasi-convex domains;

(c) class of (semi-)convex domains $ class of quasi-convex domains.

Next, we recall the definition of the (γ,R)-BMO condition (see, for instance, [11]). For any

given domain Ω ⊂ Rn, denote by L1
loc

(Ω) the set of all locally integrable functions on Ω.

Definition 2.6. Let n ≥ 2, Ω ⊂ Rn be a domain, and γ, R ∈ (0,∞). A function f ∈ L1
loc

(Ω) is said

to satisfy the (γ,R)-BMO condition if

‖ f ‖∗,R := sup
B(x,r)⊂Ω, r∈(0,R)

?
B(x,r)

| f (y) − fB(x,r)| dy ≤ γ,
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where the supremum is taken over all balls B(x, r) ⊂ Ω with r ∈ (0,R), and fB(x,r) :=
>

B(x,r)
f (z) dz.

Moreover, a matrix A := {ai j}ni, j=1
is said to satisfy the (γ,R)-BMO condition if, for any i, j ∈

{1, . . . , n}, ai j satisfies the (γ,R)-BMO condition.

2.2 Hardy Spaces

In this subsection, we recall the atomic and the molecular characterizations of the Hardy spaces

Hp(Rn), Hp(Ω), and H
p

LD
(Ω) associated with LD.

Definition 2.7. Let p ∈ (0, 1], q ∈ (1,∞], and s ∈ Z+ with s ≥ ⌊n( 1
p
− 1)⌋.

(i) A function a ∈ Lq(Rn) is called a (p, q, s)-atom if there exists a ball B of Rn such that

(i)1 supp (a) ⊂ B;

(i)2 ‖a‖Lq(Rn) ≤ |B|1/q−1/p;

(i)3

∫
Rn a(x)xα dx = 0 for any α ∈ Zn

+ with |α| ≤ s.

(ii) The atomic Hardy space H
p, q, s
at (Rn) is defined to be the set of all f ∈ S′(Rn) satisfying that

f =
∑∞

j=1 λ ja j in S′(Rn), where {a j}∞j=1
is a sequence of (p, q, s)-atoms, and {λ j}∞j=1

⊂ C
satisfies

∑∞
j=1 |λ j|p < ∞. Moreover, for any f ∈ H

p, q, s
at (Rn), the quasi-norm ‖ f ‖Hp, q, s

at (Rn) of

f is defined by setting

‖ f ‖Hp, q, s
at (Rn) := inf




∞∑

j=1

|λ j|p


1/p
,

where the infimum is taken over all decompositions of f as above.

Definition 2.8. Let p ∈ (0, 1], q ∈ (1,∞], s ∈ Z+ with s ≥ ⌊n( 1
p
− 1)⌋, and ε ∈ (0,∞).

(i) A function α ∈ Lq(Rn) is called a (p, q, s, ε)-molecule associated with the ball B of Rn if

(i)1 for any j ∈ Z+, ‖α‖Lq(S j(B)) ≤ 2− jε|2 jB|1/q|B|−1/p.

(i)2

∫
Rn α(x)xβ dx = 0 for any β ∈ Zn

+ with |β| ≤ s.

(ii) The molecular Hardy space H
p, q, s, ε

mol
(Rn) is defined to be the set of all f ∈ S′(Rn) satisfying

that f =
∑∞

j=1 λ jα j in S′(Rn), where {α j}∞j=1
is a sequence of (p, q, s, ε)-molecules, and

{λ j}∞j=1
⊂ C satisfies

∑∞
j=1 |λ j|p < ∞.Moreover, define

‖ f ‖Hp, q, s, ε

mol
(Rn) := inf




∞∑

j=1

|λ j|p


1/p
,

where the infimum is taken over all decompositions of f as above.

Then we have the following atomic and molecular characterizations of the Hardy space Hp(Rn),

respectively (see, for instance, [45, 61, 63]).

Lemma 2.9. Let p ∈ (0, 1], q ∈ (1,∞], and s ∈ Z+ with s ≥ ⌊n( 1
p
− 1)⌋, and ε ∈ (max{n +

s, n/p},∞). Then the spaces Hp(Rn) = H
p, q, s
at (Rn) = H

p, q, s, ε

mol
(Rn) with equivalent quasi-norms.
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Definition 2.10. Let n ≥ 2, Ω be a domain of Rn, p ∈ (0, 1], q ∈ (1,∞], and s ∈ Z+ with

s ≥ ⌊n( 1
p
− 1)⌋.

(i) A ball B ⊂ Ω is called a type (a) ball of Ω if 4B ⊂ Ω, and a ball B ⊂ Ω is called a type (b)

ball of Ω if 2B ∩Ω∁ = ∅ but 4B ∩Ω∁ , ∅.
(ii) A function a ∈ Lq(Ω) is called a type (a) (p, q, s)Ω-atom if there exists a type (a) ball B ⊂ Ω

such that supp (a) ⊂ B and a is a (p, q, s)-atom.

Moreover, a function b ∈ Lq(Ω) is called a type (b) (p, q)Ω-atom if there exists a type (b)

ball B ⊂ Ω such that supp (b) ⊂ B and ‖b‖Lq(Ω) ≤ |B|1/q−1/p.

(iii) The atomic Hardy space H
p, q, s
at (Ω) is defined to be the set of all distributions f ∈ D′(Ω)

satisfying that there exist two sequences {λ j}∞j=1
⊂ C and {κ j}∞j=1

⊂ C, a sequence {a j}∞j=1
of

type (a) (p, q, s)Ω-atoms, and a sequence {b j}∞j=1
of type (b) (p, q)Ω-atoms such that

f =

∞∑

j=1

λ ja j +

∞∑

j=1

κ jb j(2.2)

inD′(Ω), and
∞∑

j=1

|λ j|p +
∞∑

j=1

|κ j|p < ∞.

Furthermore, for any given f ∈ H
p, q, s
at (Ω), let

‖ f ‖Hp, q, s
at (Ω) := inf




∞∑

j=1

|λ j|p


1/p

+


∞∑

j=1

|κ j|p


1/p
,

where the infimum is taken over all decompositions of f as in (2.2).

Then we have the following atomic characterization of the Hardy space Hp(Ω) on the domain

Ω (see, for instance, [50, Theorem 1]).

Lemma 2.11. Let n ≥ 2 and Ω ⊂ Rn be a proper domain, p ∈ (0, 1], q ∈ (1,∞], and s ∈ Z+ with

s ≥ ⌊n( 1
p
− 1)⌋. Then Hp(Ω) = H

p, q, s
at (Ω) with equivalent quasi-norms.

Definition 2.12. Let n ≥ 2, Ω ⊂ Rn be a bounded NTA domain, LD as in (1.4), and p ∈ (0, 1].

Assume that q ∈ (1,∞], M ∈ N, ǫ ∈ (0,∞), B := B(xB, rB) with xB ∈ Ω and rB ∈ (0, diam (Ω)),

and BΩ := B ∩Ω.

(i) A function α ∈ Lq(Ω) is called a (p, q, M, ǫ)LD
-molecule associated with the ball BΩ if, for

any k ∈ {0, . . . , M} and j ∈ Z+, it holds true that
∥∥∥∥∥
(
r−2

B L−1
D

)k
α

∥∥∥∥∥
Lq(S j(BΩ))

≤ 2− jǫ |2 jBΩ|1/q|BΩ|−1/p.

(ii) For any f ∈ L2(Ω),

f =

∞∑

j=1

λ jα j(2.3)
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is called a molecular (p, q, M, ǫ)LD
-representation of the function f if, for any j ∈ N, α j is

a (p, q, M, ǫ)LD
-molecule associated with the ball BΩ, j ⊂ Ω, the summation (2.3) converges

in L2(Ω), and {λ j}∞j=1
⊂ C satisfies

∑∞
j=1 |λ j|p < ∞.

Let

H
p, q,M, ǫ

LD,mol
(Ω) :=

{
f ∈ L2(Ω) : f has a molecular (p, q, M, ǫ)L-representation

}

equipped with the quasi-norm

‖ f ‖
H

p, q,M, ǫ

L,mol
(Ω)

:= inf




∞∑

j=1

|λ j|p


1/p

:

∞∑

j=1

λ jα j is a (p, q, M, ǫ)LD
-representation of f


,

where the infimum is taken over all molecular (p, q, M, ǫ)LD
-representations of f as above.

Then the molecular Hardy space H
p, q,M, ǫ

LD,mol
(Ω) is then defined as the completion of the set

H
p, q,M, ǫ

LD,mol
(Ω) with respect to the quasi-norm ‖ · ‖

H
p, q,M, ǫ

LD ,mol
(Ω)

.

By Remark 2.3, we find that bounded NTA domains of Rn are spaces of homogeneous type.

Thus, for the Hardy space H
p

LD
(Ω), we have the following molecular characterization (see, for

instance, [6]).

Lemma 2.13. Let n ≥ 2, Ω ⊂ Rn be a bounded NTA domain, LD as in (1.4), and p ∈ (0, 1]. Then,

for any q ∈ (1,∞), M ∈ N ∩ ( n
2p
,∞), and ǫ ∈ ( n

p
,∞), H

p

LD
(Ω) = H

p, q,M, ǫ

LD,mol
(Ω) with equivalent

quasi-norms.

3 Proof of Theorem 1.1

In this section, we show Theorem 1.1. Let LD be as in (1.4). It was shown by Grüter and

Widman [32] that, when n ≥ 3, the Green function associated with the operator LD exists; in

this case, denote by G(·, ·) the Green function associated with LD. Then we have the following

estimates for G(·, ·) which are known (see, for instance, [35, Remark 4.9]).

Lemma 3.1. Let n ≥ 3 and Ω be a bounded NTA domain of Rn. Then there exist constants

C ∈ (0,∞) and β ∈ (0, 1], depending only on n, the matrix A appeared in the definition of LD, and

Ω, such that, for any x, y ∈ Ω,

(3.1) G(x, y) ≤ C[δ(y)]β |x − y|2−n−β,

here and thereafter, δ(y) := dist (y, ∂Ω) with ∂Ω being the boundary of Ω.

Now, we prove the following Hölder continuity of the Green function G via using Lemma 3.1

and the Harnack inequality (see, for instance, [31, Theorem 8.22]).

Lemma 3.2. Let n ≥ 3 and Ω be a bounded NTA domain of Rn. Then there exist constants

C ∈ (0,∞) and β ∈ (0, 1], depending only on n, the matrix A appeared in the definition of LD, and

Ω, such that, for any x, y1, y2 ∈ Ω,

|G(x, y1) −G(x, y2)| ≤ C |y1 − y2|β
[
|x − y1|2−n−β + |x − y2|2−n−β

]
.
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Proof. We show the present lemma via borrowing some ideas from the proof of [32, Theorem

(1.9)]. Fix x, y1, y2 ∈ Ω. Without loss of generality, we may assume that G(x, y1) ≥ G(x, y2).

Now, we prove the present lemma by considering the following three cases on |y1 − y2|.
Case 1) |y1 − y2| ≥ |x− y1|/2. In this case, by the upper estimate that G(x, z) . |x− z|2−n for any

x, z ∈ Ω (see, for instance, [32, (1.8)]) and 1 . |y1 − y2||x − y1|−1, we conclude that, for any given

β ∈ (0, 1],

|G(x, y1) −G(x, y2)| = G(x, y1) −G(x, y2) ≤ G(x, y1) . |x − y1|2−n(3.2)

. |y1 − y2|β |x − y1|2−n−β

. |y1 − y2|β
[
|x − y1|2−n−β + |x − y2|2−n−β

]
.

Case 2) |y1 − y2| < |x − y1|/2 and δ(y1) ≤ |y1 − y2|. In this case, from Lemma 3.1 and δ(y1) ≤
|y1 − y2|, it follows that there exists a β ∈ (0, 1] such that

|G(x, y1) −G(x, y2)| ≤ G(x, y1) . [δ(y1)]β|x − y1|2−n−β(3.3)

. |y1 − y2|β
[
|x − y1|2−n−β + |x − y2|2−n−β

]
.

Case 3) |y1 − y2| < |x − y1|/2 and δ(y1) > |y1 − y2|. In this case, let R := min{δ(y1), |x − y1|/2}.
It is easy to see that L∗

D
G(x, ·) = 0 in B(y1,R). Applying the Harnack inequality (see, for instance,

[31, Theorem 8.22]), we find that there exists a β ∈ (0, 1] such that, for any 0 < r1 ≤ r2 ≤ R,

max
B(y1,r1)

G(x, ·) − min
B(y1,r1)

G(x, ·) .
(
r1

r2

)β [
max

B(y1,r2)
G(x, ·)

]
,

which further implies that

|G(x, y1) −G(x, y2)| . |y1 − y2|β R−β max
B(y1,R)

G(x, ·).(3.4)

If R = |x1 − y|/2, then, by (3.4) and the upper estimate G(x, y1) . |x − y1|2−n, we conclude that

|G(x, y1) −G(x, y2)| . |y1 − y2|β|x − y1|2−n−β(3.5)

. |y1 − y2|β
[
|x − y1|2−n−β + |x − y2|2−n−β

]
.

If R = δ(y1), then δ(y1) ≤ |x−y1|/2. From this and Lemma 3.1, we deduce that, for any z ∈ B(y1,R),

G(x, z) . [δ(z)]β |x − z|2−n−β .
[|z − y1| + δ(y1)

]β [|x − y1| − |y1 − z|]2−n−β

. [δ(y1)]β|x − y1|2−n−β,

which, combined with (3.4), further implies that

|G(x, y1) −G(x, y2)| . |y1 − y2|β
[
|x − y1|2−n−β + |x − y2|2−n−β

]
.

This, together with (3.2), (3.3), and (3.5), then finishes the proof of Lemma 3.2. �
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In what follows, for any given z ∈ C, denote by R(z) and arg z, respectively, the real part of z

and the argument in (−π, π] of z. Recall that LD is a ω0-accretive operator on L2(Ω) with some

ω0 ∈ [0, π/2) (see, for instance, [4] for the definition of the ω0-accretive operator). For any given

θ ∈ [0, π), let Γθ := {z ∈ C\{0}, | arg z| < θ}. It is well known that −LD generates a holomorphic

semigroup {e−zLD }z∈C, | arg z|< π
2
−ω0

in Γ π
2
−ω0

(see, for instance, [4, 51]).

Moreover, it is known that, for any λ ∈ Γπ−ω0
, the operator LD + λI is bounded on L2(Ω), and

has the integral kernel Gλ, where I denotes the identity operator. Namely, for any given f ∈ L2(Ω)

and x ∈ Ω,

(LD + λI)−1 f (x) =

∫

Ω

Gλ(x, y) f (y) dy.

Lemma 3.3. Assume that n ≥ 3 and Ω is a bounded NTA domain of Rn. Let µ ∈ (ω0, π/2). Then

there exists a δ ∈ (0, 1] such that, for any λ ∈ Γπ−µ and x, y1, y2 ∈ Ω with x , yi for i ∈ {1, 2},

|Gλ(x, y1) −Gλ(x, y2)| ≤ C

[
max
i∈{1,2}

e−γ
√
|λ||x−yi |

]
|y1 − y2|δ

[
1

|x − y1|n−2+δ
+

|λ|δ/2

|x − y2|n−2

]
,

where C is a positive constant depending only on µ, n, and Ω, and γ is a positive constant depend-

ing only on µ and δ.

Proof. Let λ ∈ Γπ−µ. By the resolvent identity (see, for instance, [52, p. 36, (9.1)]), we conclude

that, for any y, z ∈ Ω with y , z,

Gλ(y, z) = G(y, z) + λ

∫

Ω

G(t, z)Gλ(y, t) dt.(3.6)

Moreover, since LD generates a holomorphic semigroup {e−zLD}z∈Γ π
2
−ω0

(see, for instance, [51,

Theorem 1.52]), and the kernels {KLD

t }t>0 of the semigroup {e−tLD }t>0 satisfy the Gaussian upper

bound estimate (1.5), similarly to the proof of [26, Lemma 2.3], it follows that there exists a

positive constant c such that, for any y, z ∈ Ω with y , z,

|Gλ(y, z)| . e−c
√
|λ| |y−z| 1

|y − z|n−2
.(3.7)

Thus, by (3.6), (3.7), and Lemma 3.2, we find that there exists a β ∈ (0, 1] such that, for any given

x, y1, y2 ∈ Ω with x , yi for any i ∈ {1, 2},

|Gλ(x, y1) −Gλ(x, y2)|(3.8)

≤ |G(x, y1) −G(x, y2)| + |λ|
∫

Ω

|G(z, y1) −G(z, y2)| |Gλ(x, z)| dz

. |y1 − y2|β
[
|x − y1|2−n−β + |x − y2|2−n−β

]

+ |λ||y1 − y2|β
∫

Ω

e−c
√
|λ||x−z|

|x − z|n−2

[
|z − y1|2−n−β + |z − y2|2−n−β

]
dz.

For any i ∈ {1, 2}, let Ω1 := {z ∈ Ω : |x − z| ≤ |z − yi|} and Ω2 := {z ∈ Ω : |x − z| > |z − yi|}. Then,

for any i ∈ {1, 2}, we have

∫

Ω

e−c
√
|λ||x−z|

|x − z|n−2

1

|z − yi|n−2+β
dz(3.9)
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=

∫

Ω1

e−c
√
|λ||x−z|

|x − z|n−2

1

|z − yi|n−2+β
dz +

∫

Ω2

· · · =: I1 + I2.

For I1, from the fact that, for any z ∈ Ω1, 2|z − yi| ≥ |x − z| + |z − y j| ≥ |x − yi|, we deduce that

I1 ≤
2

|x − yi|n−2+β

∫

Ω1

e−c
√
|λ||x−z|

|x − z|n−2
dz .

1

|x − yi|n−2+β

1

|λ| .(3.10)

Moreover, it is easy to see that, for any z ∈ Ω2, 2|x − z| ≥ |x − z| + |z − yi| ≥ |x − yi|. By this, we

find that

I2 ≤
2

|x − yi|n−2

∫

Ω2

e−c
√
|λ||z−yi |

|z − yi|n−2+β
dz .

1

|x − yi|n−2

1

|λ|1−β/2
.(3.11)

To finish the proof of the present lemma, we fix x, y1, y2 ∈ Ω with x , yi for any i ∈ {1, 2}, and,

without loss of generally, we may assume that |x − y1| ≤ |x − y2|. Thus, from (3.8), (3.9), (3.10),

(3.11), and |x − y1| ≤ |x − y2|, it follows that

|Gλ(x, y1) −Gλ(x, y2)|(3.12)

. |y1 − y2|β
[

1

|x − y1|n−2+β
+

1

|x − y2|n−2+β

]

+ |y1 − y2|β
[
|λ|β/2

|x − y1|n−2
+
|λ|β/2

|x − y2|n−2

]

. |y1 − y2|β
[

1

|x − y1|n−2+β
+
|λ|β/2

|x − y1|n−2

]
.

Furthermore, by (3.7) and |x − y1| ≤ |x − y2|, we conclude that

|Gλ(x, y1) −Gλ(x, y2)| .
2∑

i=1

e−c
√
|λ||x−yi | 1

|x − yi|n−2
. e−c

√
|λ||x−y1 | 1

|x − y1|n−2
,

which, together with (3.12), further implies that, for any δ ∈ (0, β),

|Gλ(x, y1) −Gλ(x, y2)|

.

{
|y1 − y2|β

[
1

|x − y1|n−2+β
+
|λ|β/2

|x − y1|n−2

]} δ
β
[
e−c
√
|λ||x−y1 | 1

|x − y1|n−2

]1− δ
β

. e−γ
√
|λ||x−y1 | |y1 − y2|δ

[
1

|x − y1|n−2+β
+
|λ|β/2

|x − y1|n−2

] δ
β
[

1

|x − y1|n−2

]1− δ
β

∼ e−γ
√
|λ||x−y1 | |y1 − y2|δ

[
|x − y1|−β
|x − y1|n−2

+
|λ|β/2

|x − y1|n−2

] δ
β
[

1

|x − y1|n−2

]1− δ
β

∼ e−γ
√
|λ||x−y1 | |y1 − y2|δ

1

|x − y1|n−2

[
1 + |x − y1|β|λ|β/2
|x − y1|β

] δ
β

. e−γ
√
|λ||x−y1 | |y1 − y2|δ

1

|x − y1|n−2+δ

[
1 + |x − y1|δ|λ|δ/2

]
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∼ e−γ
√
|λ||x−y1 | |y1 − y2|δ

[
1

|x − y1|n−2+δ
+

|λ|δ/2
|x − y1|n−2

]
.

This finishes the proof of Lemma 3.3. �

Lemma 3.4. Let n ≥ 3, Ω be a bounded NTA domain of Rn, µ ∈ (ω0, π/2), and λ ∈ Γπ−µ. Then,

for any m ∈ N with m > (n + 2)/2, the operator (LD + λI)−m has a kernel Rλ,m and there exists a

constant δ ∈ (0, 1) such that, for any x, y1, y2 ∈ Ω with x , yi for i ∈ {1, 2},
∣∣∣Rλ,m(x, y1) − Rλ,m(x, y2)

∣∣∣ ≤ C|λ|−m+ n
2
+ δ

2 |y1 − y2|δ
[
max
i∈{1,2}

e−c
√
|λ||x−yi |

]
,

where C is a positive constant depending only on µ, δ, n, and Ω, and c is a positive constant

depending only on µ and δ.

Proof. We prove the present lemma via borrowing some ideas from the proof of [26, Lemma 2.6].

Similarly to the proof of [27, Theorem 1], using (1.5), we find that, for any m ∈ N with m > n/2,

(LD + λI)−m has a kernel Rλ,m and there exists a positive constant κ such that, for any x, y ∈ Ω
with x , y,

∣∣∣Rλ,m(x, y)
∣∣∣ . |λ|−m+ n

2 e−κ
√
|λ||x−y|.(3.13)

Let m ∈ N and m > (n + 2)/2. Then, from (LD + λI)−(m+1) = (LD + λI)−m(LD + λI)−1, we deduce

that, for any x, y ∈ Ω with x , y,

Rλ,m+1(x, y) =

∫

Ω

Rλ,m(x, z)Gλ(z, y) dz.(3.14)

Therefore, by (3.13), (3.14), and Lemma 3.3, we find that there exists a δ ∈ (0, 1) such that, for

any x, y1, y2 ∈ Ω with x , yi for any i ∈ {1, 2},
∣∣∣Rλ,m+1(x, y1) − Rλ,m+1(x, y2)

∣∣∣(3.15)

≤
∫

Ω

∣∣∣Rλ,m(x, z)
∣∣∣ |Gλ(z, y1) −Gλ(z, y2)| dz

. |λ|−m+ n
2 |y1 − y2|δ

∫

Ω

e−κ
√
|λ||x−z|e−γ

√
|λ||z−y1 | 1

|z − y1|n−2+δ
dz

+ |λ|−m+ n
2 |y1 − y2|δ

∫

Ω

e−κ
√
|λ||x−z|e−γ

√
|λ||z−y1 | |λ|

δ/2

|x − y1|n−2
dz

+ |λ|−m+ n
2 |y1 − y2|δ

∫

Ω

e−κ
√
|λ||x−z|e−γ

√
|λ||z−y2 | 1

|z − y2|n−2+δ
dz

+ |λ|−m+ n
2 |y1 − y2|δ

∫

Ω

e−κ
√
|λ||x−z|e−γ

√
|λ||z−y2 | |λ|

δ/2

|x − y2|n−2
dz

=: II1 + II2 + II3 + II4.

Let c := min{κ, γ/2}, where κ is as in (3.13). From the fact that, for any z ∈ Ω, |x− z|+ |z− y1| ≥
|x − y1|, it follows that

∫

Ω

e−κ
√
|λ||x−z|e−γ

√
|λ||z−y1 | 1

|z − y1|n−2+δ
dz
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≤
∫

Ω

e−c
√
|λ|(|x−z|+|z−y1 |)e−

γ

2

√
|λ||z−y1 | 1

|z − y1|n−2+δ
dz

≤ e−c
√
|λ||x−y1 |

∫

Ω

e−
γ
2

√
|λ||z−y1 | 1

|z − y1|n−2+δ
dz

. e−c
√
|λ||x−y1 ||λ|−1+ δ

2

∫

Ω

e−
γ

2
|z−y1 | 1

|z − y1|n−2+δ
dz

. e−c
√
|λ||x−y1 ||λ|−1+ δ2 ,

which further implies that

II1 . |λ|−(m+1)+ n
2
+ δ

2 |y1 − y2|δe−c
√
|λ||x−y1 |.(3.16)

Similarly to the estimation of (3.16), for any j ∈ {2, 3, 4}, we also have

II j . |λ|−(m+1)+ n
2
+ δ

2 |y1 − y2|δe−c
√
|λ||x−y1 |,

which, combined with (3.16) and (3.15), implies that

∣∣∣Rλ,m+1(x, y1) − Rλ,m+1(x, y2)
∣∣∣ . |λ|−(m+1)+ n

2
+ δ

2 |y1 − y2|δe−c
√
|λ||x−y1 |.

This finishes the proof of Lemma 3.4. �

Lemma 3.5. Let n ≥ 3, Ω be a bounded NTA domain of Rn, the real-valued, bounded, and

measurable matrix A satisfy (1.3), and LD be as in (1.4). Then there exists a constant δ0 ∈ (0, 1],

depending only on n, A, and Ω, such that, for any given δ ∈ (0, δ0), there exist constants C, c ∈
(0,∞) such that, for any t ∈ (0,∞) and x, y1, y2 ∈ Ω with |y1 − y2| ≤

√
t/2,

∣∣∣KLD

t (x, y1) − K
LD

t (x, y2)
∣∣∣ ≤ C

tn/2

[
|y1 − y2|√

t

]δ
exp

{
−|x − y1|2

ct

}
.

Proof. For any given µ ∈ (π/2, π − ω0) and R ∈ (0,∞), define

Γ1 := {re−iµ : r ≥ R}, Γ2 := {Re−iφ : |φ| ≤ µ},

Γ3 := {reiµ : r ≥ R}, and ΓR := Γ1 ∪ Γ2 ∪ Γ3.

Let m ∈ N and m ≥ n+3
2

. Using the inverse Laplace transform (see, for instance, [52, p. 30,

Theorem 7.7]), we find that, for any given t ∈ (0,∞) and any x, y ∈ Ω with x , y,

K
LD

t (x, y) = (−1)m (m − 1)!

2πitm−1

∫

ΓR

eλtRλ,m(x, y) dλ,(3.17)

where R ∈ [R(x, y, t),∞) and

R(x, y, t) := max

{
1

t
,
|x − y|2

t2

}
.(3.18)
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Fix x, y1, y2 ∈ Ω with x , yi for any i ∈ {1, 2}, a t ∈ (0,∞), and an

R ∈ [
max {R(x, y1, t),R(x, y2, t)} ,∞) ,

where R(x, y1, t) and R(x, y2, t) are as in (3.18). Then, by (3.17) and Lemma 3.4, we conclude that
∣∣∣KLD

t (x, y1) − K
LD

t (x, y2)
∣∣∣(3.19)

.
2∑

i=1

1

tm−1
|y1 − y2|δ

∫

ΓR

eR(λt) |λ|−m+ n
2
+ δ

2 e−c
√
|λ||x−yi |d|λ|

=: E + F,

where δ ∈ (0, 1) is as in Lemma 3.4. From the assumption that R ≥ max{ 1
t
,
|x−y1 |2

t2
}, it follows that

there exists a positive constant c̃ such that

1

tm−1

∫

Γ1∪Γ2

eR(λt) |λ|−m+ n
2
+ δ

2 e−c
√
|λ||x−y1 |d|λ|(3.20)

. t−
n+δ

2

∫ ∞

R

e−c̃|λ|t(|λ|t)−m+ n
2
+ δ

2
+1e−c

√
|λ||x−y1 | d|λ|

|λ|

. t−
n+δ

2 e−c
√

R|x−y1 |e−
c̃
2

Rt

∫ ∞

1

e−
c̃
2

ss−m+ n
2
+ δ

2 ds

. t−
n+δ

2 e−c
√

R|x−y1 |e−
c̃
2

Rt . t−
n+δ

2 e−c1
|x−y1 |2

t ,

where c is as in Lemma 3.4, and c1 := c+ c̃
2
. Moreover, by the assumptions that −m+ n

2
+ δ

2
+1 < 0

and R ≥ max{ 1
t
,
|x−y1 |2

t2
} again, we find that

1

tm−1

∫

Γ3

eR(λt) |λ|−m+ n
2
+ δ

2 e−c
√
|λ||x−y1 |d|λ|

. t−
n+δ

2

∫

{λ∈C: |λ|=R}
e−c̃Rt(Rt)−m+ n

2
+ δ

2
+1e−c

√
R|x−y1 | d|λ|

|λ|

. t−
n+δ

2 (Rt)−m+ n
2
+ δ

2
+1e−c1

|x−y1 |2
t . t−

n+δ
2 e−c1

|x−y1 |2
t ,

which, together with (3.20), further implies that

E . t−
n
2 e−c1

|x−y1 |2
t

[
|y1 − y2|

t1/2

]δ
.(3.21)

Similarly to the estimation of (3.21), we also have

F . t−
n
2 e−c1

|x−y2 |2
t

[
|y1 − y2|

t1/2

]δ
.

From this, (3.21), and (3.19), we deduce that, for any t ∈ (0,∞) and x, y1, y2 ∈ Ω satisfying

|y1 − y2| ≤
√

t/2,

∣∣∣KLD

t (x, y1) − K
LD

t (x, y2)
∣∣∣ . t−

n
2

(
max

i∈{1, 2}
e−c1

|x−yi |2
t

) [
|y1 − y2|

t1/2

]δ
. t−

n
2 e−c1

|x−y1 |2
t

[
|y1 − y2|

t1/2

]δ
.

This finishes the proof of Lemma 3.5. �
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To show Theorem 1.1, we also need the following global regularity estimate for the Dirichlet

problem (1.1).

Lemma 3.6. Let n ≥ 2, Ω ⊂ Rn be a bounded NTA domain, and the real-valued, bounded, and

measurable matrix A satisfy (1.3). Then there exists a positive constant p0 ∈ (2,∞), depending

only on n, A, and Ω, such that, for any given p ∈ [2, p0), the Dirichlet problem (1.1), with f ∈
Lp∗(Ω), is uniquely solvable and, moreover, for any weak solution u of the problem (1.1), u ∈
W

1,p

0
(Ω) and there exists a positive constant C, depending only on n, p, and Ω, such that

(3.22) ‖∇u‖Lp(Ω;Rn) ≤ C‖ f ‖Lp∗ (Ω).

To prove Lemma 3.6, we need the global regularity estimate for the following Dirichlet problem

(3.23).

Let p ∈ (1,∞) and f ∈ Lp(Ω;Rn). Then a function u is called a weak solution of the following

Dirichlet boundary value problem

(3.23)


−div (A∇u) = div (f) in Ω,

u = 0 on ∂Ω

if u ∈ W
1,p

0
(Ω) and, for any ϕ ∈ C∞c (Ω),

(3.24)

∫

Ω

A(x)∇u(x) · ∇ϕ(x) dx = −
∫

Ω

f(x) · ∇ϕ(x) dx.

Moreover, the Dirichlet problem (3.23) is said to be uniquely solvable if, for any f ∈ Lp(Ω;Rn),

there exists a unique u ∈ W
1,p

0
(Ω) such that (3.24) holds true for any ϕ ∈ C∞c (Ω).

By the Lax–Milgram theorem, we conclude that, when p = 2, the Dirichlet problem (3.23),

with f ∈ L2(Ω;Rn), is uniquely solvable and the weak solution u satisfies

‖∇u‖L2(Ω;Rn) ≤ µ−1
0 ‖f‖L2(Ω;Rn),

where µ0 is as in (1.3).

Lemma 3.7. Let n ≥ 2, Ω ⊂ Rn be a bounded NTA domain, and the real-valued, bounded, and

measurable matrix A satisfy (1.3). Then there exists a positive constant p0 ∈ (2,∞), depending

only on n, A, and Ω, such that, for any given p ∈ (p′
0
, p0) with 1/p′

0
+ 1/p0 = 1, the Dirichlet

problem (3.23), with f ∈ Lp(Ω;Rn), is uniquely solvable and, moreover, for any weak solution u

of the problem (3.23), u ∈ W
1,p

0
(Ω) and there exists a positive constant C, depending only on n, p,

and Ω, such that

‖∇u‖Lp(Ω;Rn) ≤ C‖f‖Lp(Ω;Rn).

Via replacing [69, Lemma 4.3] by the following Lemma 3.8, using a real-variable argument

for Lp(Ω) estimates, which was essentially established by Shen [58, Theorem 3.4] (see also [57,

Theorem 4.2.6] and [59, Theorem 3.3]), and then repeating the proof of [69, Theorem 1.10], we

can prove Lemma 3.7; we omit the details here.



24 Sibei Yang and Dachun Yang

Lemma 3.8. Let n ≥ 2, Ω ⊂ Rn be a bounded NTA domain, and B(x0, r) a ball such that r ∈
(0, r0/4) and either x0 ∈ ∂Ω or B(x0, 2r) ⊂ Ω, where r0 ∈ (0, diam (Ω)) is a constant. Assume that

the real-valued, bounded, and measurable matrix A satisfies (1.3), and u ∈ W1,2(BΩ(x0, 2r)) is a

weak solution of the following Dirichlet problem


div (A∇u) = 0 in BΩ(x0, 2r),

u = 0 on B(x0, 2r) ∩ ∂Ω.

Then there exists a constant p0 ∈ (2,∞), depending on Ω, n, and µ0 in (1.3), such that

[?
BΩ(x0 ,r)

|∇u(x)|p0 dx

]1/p0

≤ C

[?
BΩ(x0 ,2r)

|∇u(x)|2 dx

]1/2

,

where C is a positive constant depending only on n, Ω, and p0.

Lemma 3.8 was established in [47, Lemma 3.2 and Corollary 4.1].

Now, we show Lemma 3.6 by using Lemma 3.7.

Proof of Lemma 3.6. Let p0 ∈ (2,∞) be as in Lemma 3.8, p ∈ [2, p0), and f ∈ Lp∗(Ω). Consider

the Dirichlet problem

(3.25)


−div (A∗∇v) = div (g) in Ω,

v = 0 on ∂Ω

with g ∈ Lp′(Ω;Rn), where 1
p
+ 1

p′ = 1. Then, by Lemma 3.7 and g ∈ Lp′(Ω;Rn) with p′ ∈ (p′
0
, p0),

we conclude that the Dirichlet problem (3.25) is uniquely solvable and the weak solution v satisfies

‖∇v‖Lp′ (Ω;Rn) . ‖g‖Lp′ (Ω;Rn).(3.26)

Moreover, from the assumptions that p ≥ 2 and f ∈ Lp∗(Ω), and Remark 1.7, we deduce that there

exists a weak solution u ∈ W
1,2
0

(Ω) for the Dirichlet problem (1.1) with f ∈ Lp∗(Ω). Moreover, we

have
∫

Ω

∇u(x) · g(x) dx = −
∫

Ω

A∗(x)∇v(x) · ∇u(x) dx

= −
∫

Ω

A(x)∇u(x) · ∇v(x) dx = −
∫

Ω

f (x)v(x) dx,

which, together with the Hölder inequality, the Sobolev embedding theorem on NTA domains

(see, for instance, [5, Theorem 1.1]), and (3.26), further implies that

‖∇u‖Lp(Ω;Rn) = sup
‖g‖

Lp′ (Ω;Rn)
≤1

∣∣∣∣∣
∫

Ω

∇u(x) · g(x) dx

∣∣∣∣∣ = sup
‖g‖

Lp′ (Ω;Rn)
≤1

∣∣∣∣∣
∫

Ω

f (x)v(x) dx

∣∣∣∣∣

≤ sup
‖g‖

Lp′ (Ω;Rn)
≤1

‖ f ‖Lp∗ (Ω)‖v‖L(p∗)′ (Ω)

. sup
‖g‖

Lp′ (Ω;Rn)
≤1

‖ f ‖Lp∗ (Ω)‖∇v‖Lp′ (Ω;Rn)
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. sup
‖g‖

Lp′ (Ω;Rn)
≤1

‖ f ‖Lp∗ (Ω)‖g‖Lp′ (Ω;Rn) . ‖ f ‖Lp∗ (Ω).

By this and Remark 1.7, we find that the Dirichlet problem (1.1) with f ∈ Lp∗ (Ω) is uniquely

solvable and (3.22) holds true. This finishes the proof of Lemma 3.6. �

Furthermore, to prove Theorem 1.1, we also need the following global gradient estimate for the

problem (1.1) on (γ, σ,R) quasi-convex domains.

Lemma 3.9. Let n ≥ 2, Ω ⊂ Rn be a bounded NTA domain, and the real-valued, bounded, and

measurable matrix A satisfy (1.3). Assume that p ∈ (2,∞). Then there exists a positive constant

γ0 ∈ (0, 1), depending only on n, p, and Ω, such that, if A satisfies the (γ,R)-BMO condition

and Ω is a (γ, σ,R) quasi-convex domain for some γ ∈ (0, γ0), σ ∈ (0, 1), and R ∈ (0,∞), then

the Dirichlet problem (1.1), with f ∈ Lp∗(Ω), is uniquely solvable and, moreover, for any weak

solution u of the problem (1.1), u ∈ W
1,p

0
(Ω) and there exists a positive constant C, depending only

on n, p, and Ω, such that

‖∇u‖Lp(Ω;Rn) ≤ C‖ f ‖Lp∗ (Ω).

Lemma 3.10. Let n ≥ 2, Ω ⊂ Rn be a bounded NTA domain, and r0 ∈ (0, diam (Ω)). Assume

that the matrix A is as in Lemma 3.9. Let v ∈ W1,2(BΩ(x0, 4r)) be a weak solution of the equation

div (A∇v) = 0 in BΩ(x0, 4r) satisfying v = 0 on B(x0, 4r) ∩ ∂Ω, where r ∈ (0, r0/4) and either

x0 ∈ ∂Ω or B(x0, 4r) ⊂ Ω. Then, for any given p ∈ (2,∞), there exists a constant γ0 ∈ (0, 1),

depending only on n, p, and Ω, such that, if A satisfies the (γ,R)-BMO condition and Ω is a

(γ, σ,R) quasi-convex domain for some γ ∈ (0, γ0), σ ∈ (0, 1), and R ∈ (0,∞), then the weak

reverse Hölder inequality

[?
BΩ(x0 ,2r)

|∇v(x)|p dx

] 1
p

≤ C

[?
BΩ(x0 ,4r)

|∇v(x)|2 dx

] 1
2

holds true, where C is a positive constant independent of v, x0, and r.

Lemma 3.10 was established in [69].

Proof of Lemma 3.9. Via replacing Lemma 3.8 by Lemma 3.10, and repeating the proof of Lemma

3.6, we prove the present lemma, which completes the proof of Lemma 3.9. �

Finally, we prove Theorem 1.1 by using Lemmas 3.5, 3.6, and 3.9.

Proof of Theorem 1.1. We first show (i). When n ≥ 3, by Lemma 3.5, we find that the desired

conclusion of (i) holds true in this case.

Now, we assume that n = 2. Denote by L∗
D

the adjoint operator of LD. Then L∗
D
= −div (A∗∇·),

where A∗ is the transpose of the matrix A. Denote by {e−tL∗
D }t>0 the semigroup generated by L∗

D
.

Then, for any t ∈ (0,∞), (e−tLD )∗ = e−tL∗
D (see, for instance, [52, p. 41, Corollary 10.6]), where

(e−tLD )∗ denotes the adjoint operator e−tLD , which implies that, for any t ∈ (0,∞) and x, y ∈ Ω,

K
LD

t (x, y) = K
L∗

D

t (y, x). Here and thereafter, {KL∗
D

t }t>0 denote the kernels of the semigroup {e−tL∗
D }t>0.

Thus, to prove (i) in the case of n = 2, it suffices to show that there exists a δ0 ∈ (0, 1] such that,
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for any given δ ∈ (0, δ0), there exists a constant c ∈ (0,∞) such that, for any t ∈ (0,∞) and

x, y1, y2 ∈ Ω with |y1 − y2| ≤
√

t/2,

(3.27)
∣∣∣∣K

L∗
D

t (y1, x) − K
L∗

D

t (y2, x)
∣∣∣∣ .

1

tn/2

[
|y1 − y2|√

t

]δ
exp

{
−|x − y1|2

ct

}
.

For any given t ∈ (0,∞) and x ∈ Ω, let u(·) := K
L∗

D

t (·, x) and f (·) := − d
dt

K
L∗

D

t (·, x). From

the facts that, for any t ∈ (0,∞) and x ∈ Ω, K
L∗

D

t (·, x), d
dt

K
L∗

D

t (·, x) ∈ D(L∗
D

) ⊂ W
1,2
0

(Ω), and

L∗
D

e−tL∗
D g = − d

dt
e−tL∗

D g for any g ∈ L2(Ω), we deduce that

(3.28)


div (A∗∇u) = f in Ω,

u = 0 on ∂Ω.

Let p0 ∈ (2,∞) be as in Lemma 3.6, and δ0 := 1− 2/p0. For any given δ ∈ (0, δ0), take δ1 ∈ (δ, δ0)

sufficiently large such that there exists a p1 ∈ (2, p0) satisfying δ1 := 1 − 2/p1. By (3.28) and

Lemma 3.6, we conclude that

(3.29)
∥∥∥∥∇K

L∗
D

t (·, x)
∥∥∥∥

Lp1 (Ω;Rn)
.

∥∥∥∥∥
d

dt
K

L∗
D

t (·, x)

∥∥∥∥∥
L(p1)∗ (Ω)

.

Then, from n = 2, the Sobolev embedding theorem (see, for instance, [31, Theorem 7.26]), the

Poincaré inequality (see, for instance, [5, Theorem 1.1]), and (3.29), it follows that K
L∗

D

t (·, x) ∈
C0, δ1(Ω) and, for any t ∈ (0,∞) and x ∈ Ω,

∥∥∥∥K
L∗

D

t (·, x)
∥∥∥∥

C0, δ1 (Ω)
.

∥∥∥∥K
L∗

D

t (·, x)
∥∥∥∥

W1,p1 (Ω)
.

∥∥∥∥∇K
L∗

D

t (·, x)
∥∥∥∥

Lp1 (Ω;Rn)
(3.30)

.

∥∥∥∥∥
d

dt
K

L∗
D

t (·, x)

∥∥∥∥∥
L(p1)∗ (Ω)

.

Here, C0, δ1(Ω) denotes the Hölder space on Ω, which is defined by setting

C0, δ1(Ω) :=
{
g is bounded and continuous on Ω : ‖g‖

C0, δ1 (Ω)
< ∞

}

with

‖g‖
C0, δ1 (Ω)

:= sup
x, y∈Ω, x,y

|g(x) − g(y)|
|x − y|δ1 .

Furthermore, by [51, Theorem 6.17] and (1.5), we find that, for any t ∈ (0,∞) and x, y ∈ Ω,

∣∣∣∣∣
d

dt
K

L∗
D

t (x, y)

∣∣∣∣∣ .
1

t1+n/2
exp

{
−|x − y|2

ct

}
,

which further implies that

∥∥∥∥∥
d

dt
K

L∗
D

t (·, x)

∥∥∥∥∥
L(p1)∗ (Ω)

.

[∫

Ω

1

t1+n/2
e−

(p1)∗|x−y|2
ct dy

]1/(p1)∗

.
1

t
1+ n

2
[1− 1

(p1)∗ ]
.(3.31)
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From (3.30), (3.31), and 1
(p1)∗
− 1

p1
= 1

n
, we deduce that, for any t ∈ (0,∞) and x ∈ Ω,

∥∥∥∥K
L∗

D

t (·, x)
∥∥∥∥

C0, δ1 (Ω)
.

1

tn/2

1

t
1
2

(1− n
p1

)
∼ 1

t(n+δ1)/2
.(3.32)

Thus, by (3.32), we conclude that, for any t ∈ (0,∞) and x, y1, y2 ∈ Ω,

∣∣∣∣K
L∗

D

t (y1, x) − K
L∗

D

t (y2, x)
∣∣∣∣ .

1

tn/2

[
|y1 − y2|

t1/2

]δ1
.(3.33)

On the other hand, from (1.5), it follows that, for any t ∈ (0,∞) and x, y1, y2 ∈ Ω with |y1 − y2| ≤√
t/2,

∣∣∣∣K
L∗

D

t (y1, x) − K
L∗

D

t (y2, x)
∣∣∣∣ ≤

∣∣∣∣K
L∗

D

t (y1, x)
∣∣∣∣ +

∣∣∣∣K
L∗

D

t (y2, x)
∣∣∣∣ .

1

tn/2
exp

{
−|x − y1|2

ct

}
,

which, together with (3.33), further implies that

∣∣∣∣K
L∗

D

t (y1, x) − K
L∗

D

t (y2, x)
∣∣∣∣ .

1

tn/2

[
|y1 − y2|

t1/2

]δ
exp

{
−|x − y1|2

ct

}
.

This finishes the proof of (3.27), and hence of (i).

Next, we show (ii). To prove this, similarly to the proof of (i) in the case of n = 2, it suffices

to show that, for any given δ0 ∈ (0, 1), there exists a constant γ0 ∈ (0,∞), depending on δ0, n, and

Ω, such that, if A satisfies the (γ,R)-BMO condition and Ω is a (γ, σ,R) quasi-convex domain for

some γ ∈ (0, γ0), σ ∈ (0, 1), and R ∈ (0,∞), then, for any given δ ∈ (0, δ0), there exists a positive

constant c ∈ (0,∞) such that, for any t ∈ (0,∞) and x, y1, y2 ∈ Ω with |y1 − y2| ≤
√

t/2,

(3.34)
∣∣∣∣K

L∗
D

t (y1, x) − K
L∗

D

t (y2, x)
∣∣∣∣ .

1

tn/2

[
|y1 − y2|√

t

]δ
exp

{
−|x − y1|2

ct

}
.

For any given δ0 ∈ (0, 1), let p ∈ (n,∞) be such that δ0 = 1 − n/p. By Lemma 3.9, we find

that there exists a constant γ0 ∈ (0, 1), depending on p, n, and Ω, such that, if A satisfies the

(γ,R)-BMO condition and Ω is a (γ, σ,R) quasi-convex domain for some γ ∈ (0, γ0), σ ∈ (0, 1),

and R ∈ (0,∞), then

(3.35)
∥∥∥∥∇K

L∗
D

t (·, x)
∥∥∥∥

Lp(Ω;Rn)
.

∥∥∥∥∥
d

dt
K

L∗
D

t (·, x)

∥∥∥∥∥
Lp∗ (Ω)

.

Replacing (3.29) by (3.35), and repeating the estimation of (3.27), we conclude that (3.34) holds

true. This finishes the proof of (ii), and hence of Theorem 1.1. �

4 Proof of Theorem 1.5

In this section, we show Theorem 1.5. We begin with recalling some concepts on the tent space

T p(Ω × (0,∞)) (see, for instance, [54]).
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Definition 4.1. Let Ω ⊂ Rn be a bounded NTA domain and p ∈ (0,∞). Then the tent space

T p(Ω × (0,∞)) is defined to be the set of all measurable functions f on Ω × (0,∞) such that

‖ f ‖T p(Ω×(0,∞)) := ‖A( f )‖Lp(Ω) < ∞, where, for any x ∈ Ω,

A( f )(x) :=

[∫ ∞

0

∫

Γ(x)

| f (y, t)|2 dy dt

|BΩ(x, t)|t

]1/2

,

where Γ(x) := {y ∈ Ω : |x − y| < t}.
Moreover, assume that O is an open subset of Ω. Then the tent over O, denoted by T (O), is

defined by setting

T (O) :=
{
(x, t) ∈ Ω × (0,∞) : dist

(
x,O∁ ∩Ω

)
≥ t

}
.

Let p ∈ (0, 1] and q ∈ (1,∞). A measurable function a on Ω × (0,∞) is called a (p, q)-atom if

there exists a ball BΩ of Ω, which means BΩ := B ∩ Ω and B := B(xB, rB) is a ball of Rn with

xB ∈ Ω and rB ∈ (0, diam (Ω)), such that

(i) supp (a) := {(x, t) ∈ Ω × (0,∞) : a(x, t) , 0} ⊂ T (BΩ);

(ii) ‖a‖T q(Ω×(0,∞)) ≤ |BΩ|1/q−1/p.

Then we have the following atomic decomposition of T p(Ω × (0,∞)), which is a special case

of [54, Theorem 1.1].

Lemma 4.2. Let n ≥ 2, Ω ⊂ Rn be a bounded NTA domain, p ∈ (0, 1], and q ∈ (1,∞). Then, for

any f ∈ T p(Ω × (0,∞)), there exist {λ j} j∈N ⊂ C and a sequence {a j} j∈N of (p, q)-atoms such that,

for almost every (x, t) ∈ Ω × (0,∞), f (x, t) =
∑

j∈N λ ja j(x, t) and

C−1‖ f ‖T p(Ω×(0,∞)) ≤


∞∑

j=1

|λ j|p


1/p

≤ C‖ f ‖T p(Ω×(0,∞)),

where C is a positive constant independent of f . Moreover, if f ∈ T p(Ω× (0,∞))∩T 2(Ω× (0,∞)),

then f (x, t) =
∑

j∈N λ ja j(x, t) holds true in both T p(Ω × (0,∞)) and T 2(Ω × (0,∞)).

Next, we prove Theorem 1.5 by using Lemmas 2.2, 2.9, 2.11, 2.13, and 4.2.

Proof of Theorem 1.5. Let p ∈ ( n
n+1
, 1]. We first prove that

(4.1) H
p
r (Ω) = Hp(Ω)

with equivalent quasi-norms. Let f ∈ H
p
r (Ω). Then there exists an F ∈ Hp(Rn) such that F|Ω = f

and

(4.2) ‖ f ‖Hp
r (Ω) ∼ ‖F‖Hp(Rn).

Moreover, by Lemma 2.9, we find that there exist a sequence {a j} j∈N of (p, ∞, 0)-atoms, and

{λ j} j∈N ⊂ C satisfying
∑∞

j=1 |λ j|p < ∞ such that F =
∑∞

j=1 λ ja j in S′(Rn), and

(4.3) ‖F‖Hp(Rn) ∼


∞∑

j=1

|λ j|p


1/p

.
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To show f ∈ Hp(Ω) and ‖ f ‖Hp(Ω) . ‖ f ‖Hp
r (Ω), it suffices to prove that, for any (p, ∞, 0)-atom a

supported in the ball B := B(xB, rB) ⊂ Rn with xB ∈ Rn and rB ∈ (0,∞), a ∈ Hp(Ω) and

(4.4) ‖a‖Hp(Ω) . 1.

Indeed, if (4.4) holds true, from (4.2), (4.3), and (4.4), it follows that f ∈ Hp(Ω) and

‖ f ‖p
Hp(Ω)

= ‖F‖p
Hp(Ω)

.
∞∑

j=1

|λ j|p‖a j‖pHp(Ω)
.
∞∑

j=1

|λ j|p ∼ ‖ f ‖p
H

p
r (Ω)
,

which further implies that ‖ f ‖Hp(Ω) . ‖ f ‖Hp
r (Ω).

Now, we prove (4.4) by considering the following two cases on the ball B.

Case 1) 4B ⊂ Ω. In this case, by the definitions of (p, ∞, 0)-atoms, we conclude that a is a

type (a) (p, ∞, 0)Ω-atom, which, combined with Lemma 2.11, implies that a ∈ Hp(Ω) and (4.4)

holds true.

Case 2) 4B ∩ ∂Ω , ∅. In this case, let φ be as in Definition 1.3(iv). We first claim that

supp (a+
Ω

) ⊂ 8BΩ. We prove this claim via borrowing some ideas from the proof of [7, Theorem

3.1]. Indeed, for any x ∈ (8BΩ)∁,

a+Ω(x) = sup
t∈(0,δ(x)/2)

∣∣∣∣∣∣

∫

BΩ

1

tn
φ

(
x − y

t

)
a(y) dy

∣∣∣∣∣∣(4.5)

≤
 sup
t∈(0,7rB)

+ sup
t∈(7rB,δ(x)/2)


∣∣∣∣∣∣

∫

BΩ

1

tn
φ

(
x − y

t

)
a(y) dy

∣∣∣∣∣∣
=: I1 + I2,

where δ(x) := dist (x, ∂Ω) with ∂Ω being the boundary of Ω. From the fact that |x − y| > 7rB

for any y ∈ BΩ and x ∈ (8BΩ)∁, we deduce that, for any t ∈ (0, 7rB), y ∈ BΩ, and x ∈ (8BΩ)∁,

φ(
x−y

t
) = 0, which implies that I1 = 0. Moreover, it is easy to see that, when δ(x) ≤ 14rB, I2 = 0.

We assume that δ(x) > 14rB. In this case, we find that, for any y ∈ BΩ and x ∈ (8BΩ)∁ with

δ(x) > 14rB,

|x − y| ≥ δ(x) − δ(y).(4.6)

Since 4B ∩ ∂Ω , ∅, it follows that, for any y ∈ BΩ, δ(y) ≤ 4rB, which, together with (4.6) implies

that, for any y ∈ BΩ and x ∈ (8BΩ)∁ with δ(x) > 14rB,

|x − y| ≥ δ(x) − δ(y) ≥ δ(x) − 4rB > δ(x) − δ(x)/2 = δ(x)/2 > t.

By this, we conclude that, for any t ∈ [7rB, δ(x)/2), y ∈ BΩ, and x ∈ (8BΩ)∁, φ(
x−y

t
) = 0,

which further implies that I2 = 0. This, combined with (4.5) and I1 = 0, concludes that, for any

x ∈ (8BΩ)∁, a+
Ω

(x) = 0. Thus, supp (a+
Ω

) ⊂ 8BΩ.

Recall that the Hardy–Littlewood maximal operator M on Rn is defined by setting, for any

f ∈ L1
loc

(Rn) and x ∈ Rn,

M( f )(x) := sup
B∋x

?
B

| f (y)| dy,
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where the supremum is taken over all balls B ⊂ Rn containing x. Then, from supp (a+
Ω

) ⊂ 8BΩ, the

fact that a+
Ω
.M(a), the Hölder inequality, and the boundedness ofM on Lq(Rn) with q ∈ (1,∞],

we deduce that

‖a‖Hp(Ω) =
∥∥∥a+Ω

∥∥∥
Lp(Ω)

=
∥∥∥a+Ω

∥∥∥
Lp(8BΩ)

. ‖M(a)‖Lq(8BΩ) |8BΩ|1/p−1/q

. ‖a‖Lq(BΩ)|BΩ|1/p−1/q . |BΩ|1/q−1/p |BΩ|1/p−1/q ∼ 1.

Therefore, (4.4) holds true.

Next, we assume that f ∈ Hp(Ω). By Lemma 2.11, we find that there exist two sequences

{λ j}∞j=1
⊂ C and {κ j}∞j=1

⊂ C, a sequence {a j}∞j=1
of type (a) (p, ∞, 0)Ω-atoms, and a sequence

{b j}∞j=1
of type (b) (p, ∞)Ω-atoms such that

f =

∞∑

j=1

λ ja j +

∞∑

j=1

κ jb j

inD′(Ω), and

‖ f ‖Hp(Ω) ∼


∞∑

j=1

|λ j|p


1/p

+


∞∑

j=1

|κ j|p


1/p

.(4.7)

Let b be a type (b) (p, ∞)Ω-atom supported in the ball B := B(xB, rB) ⊂ Ω with xB ∈ Ω and

rB ∈ (0,∞). From Lemma 2.2(ii), it follows that there exists a ball B̃(x
B̃
, r

B̃
) ⊂ Ω∁ with x

B̃
∈ Ω∁

and r
B̃
∈ (0,∞) such that r

B̃
∼ rB and dist (B, B̃) ∼ rB. Assume that B0(xB0

, rB0
) ⊂ Rn with

xB0
∈ Rn and rB0

∈ (0,∞) is a ball such that B ∪ B̃ ⊂ B0 and rB0
∼ rB. Let

b̃ := b −
[

1

|B̃|

∫

B

b(x) dx

]
1

B̃
.(4.8)

Then b̃|Ω = b, supp (̃b) ⊂ B0, and
∫
Rn b̃(x) dx = 0. Moreover, it is easy to see that

∥∥∥∥̃b
∥∥∥∥

L∞(Rn)
≤ ‖b‖L∞(B)

[
1 +
|B|
|B̃|

]
. ‖b‖L∞(B) . |B|−1/p ∼ |B0|−1/p.

Therefore, b̃ is a harmless constant multiple of a (p, ∞, 0)-atom supported in the ball B0.

For any j ∈ N, let b̃ j be as in (4.8) with b replaced by b j. Define

f̃ :=

∞∑

j=1

λ ja j +

∞∑

j=1

κ j̃b j.

Then f̃ |Ω = f , f̃ ∈ Hp(Rn), and

∥∥∥∥ f̃
∥∥∥∥

Hp(Rn)
.


∞∑

j=1

|λ j|p


1/p

+


∞∑

j=1

|κ j|p


1/p

,
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which, together with (4.7), further implies that f ∈ H
p
r (Ω) and ‖ f ‖Hp

r (Ω) . ‖ f ‖Hp(Ω). This finishes

the proof of (4.1).

Let p ∈ ( n
n+δ0
, 1], where δ0 ∈ (0, 1] is as in Theorem 1.1. Now, we prove that H

p
r (Ω) = H

p

LD
(Ω)

with equivalent quasi-norms. To this end, we first show that

(4.9)
[
H

p
r (Ω) ∩ L2(Ω)

]
⊂

[
H

p

LD
(Ω) ∩ L2(Ω)

]
.

Let f ∈ [H
p
r (Ω)∩L2(Ω)]. By the definition of H

p
r (Ω), we conclude that there exists an f̃ ∈ Hp(Rn)

such that f̃
∣∣∣
Ω
= f and

(4.10)
∥∥∥∥ f̃

∥∥∥∥
Hp(Rn)

. ‖ f ‖Hp
r (Ω).

Then there exist a sequence {a j} j∈N of (p,∞, 0)-atoms, and {λ j} j∈N ⊂ C such that

(4.11) f̃ =
∑

j∈N
λ ja j

in both S′(Rn) and (Hp(Rn))∗, and

(4.12)
∥∥∥∥ f̃

∥∥∥∥
Hp(Rn)

∼


∑

j∈N
|λ j|p



1/p

,

where (Hp(Rn))∗ denotes the dual space of Hp(Rn). Denote by {HLD

t }t>0 the kernels of the family

{tLDe−tLD }t>0 of operators. From the fact that, for any t ∈ (0,∞),

tLDe−tLD = 2

(
t

2
LDe−t/2LD

)
e−t/2LD ,

we deduce that, for any t ∈ (0,∞) and x, y ∈ Ω,

(4.13) H
LD

t (x, y) = 2

∫

Ω

H
LD

t/2
(x, z)K

LD

t/2
(z, y) dz.

Moreover, by [51, Theorem 6.17] and (1.5), we find that, for any t ∈ (0,∞) and x, y ∈ Ω,

∣∣∣HLD

t (x, y)
∣∣∣ . 1

tn/2
exp

{
−|x − y|2

ct

}
,(4.14)

which, combined with (4.13) and Theorem 1.1, implies that, for any given δ ∈ (0, δ0), and any

t ∈ (0,∞) and x, y, z ∈ Ω with |y − z| ≤
√

t/2,

(4.15)
∣∣∣HLD

t (x, y) − H
LD

t (x, z)
∣∣∣ . 1

tn/2

[
|y − z|
√

t

]δ
exp

{
−|x − y|2

ct

}
.

For any t ∈ (0,∞) and x ∈ Ω, denote by H̃
LD

t (x, ·) the zero extension of H
LD

t (x, ·) from Ω to Rn.

Let γ ∈ (0,∞). Then the Campanato space Lγ, 1, 0(Rn) is defined by setting

Lγ, 1, 0(Rn) :=
{
g ∈ L1

loc(Rn) : ‖g‖Lγ, 1, 0(Rn) < ∞
}
,
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where

‖g‖Lγ, 1, 0(Rn) := sup
B⊂Rn

[
|B|−γ

?
B

|g(x) − gB| dx

]

with the supremum taken over all balls B ⊂ Rn. Then, similarly to the proof of [14, Lemma 3.9],

via applying Theorem 1.1 and Lemma 2.2, we find that, for any given t ∈ (0,∞), x ∈ Ω, and

δ ∈ (0, δ0), H̃
LD

t (x, ·) ∈ Lδ/n, 1, 0(Rn). From this, the fact that L
1
p
−1, 1, 0

(Rn) is the dual space of

Hp(Rn) (see, for instance, [61]), p ∈ ( n
n+δ0
, 1], and (4.11), it follows that, for any t ∈ (0,∞) and

x ∈ Ω,
∫

Ω

H
LD

t2
(x, y) f (y) dy =

∫

Rn

H̃
LD

t2
(x, y) f̃ (y) dy =

∑

j∈N
λ j

∫

Rn

H̃
LD

t2
(x, y)a j(y) dy

=
∑

j∈N
λ j

∫

Ω

H
LD

t2
(x, y)a j(y) dy,

which, together with the boundedness of S LD
on L2(Ω) (see, for instance, [6, Theorem 2.13]),

further implies that, for almost every x ∈ Ω,

(4.16) S LD
( f )(x) ≤

∑

j∈N
|λ j|S LD

(a j)(x).

To prove (4.9), we only need to show that, for any (p, ∞, 0)-atom a supported in the ball B :=

B(xB, rB) with xB ∈ Rn and rB ∈ (0,∞),

(4.17)

∫

Ω

[
S LD

(a)(x)
]p

dx . 1.

Indeed, if (4.17) holds true, then, by (4.16), (4.17), (4.10), (4.11), and (4.12), we conclude that

f ∈ H
p

LD
(Ω) and

‖ f ‖Hp

LD
(Ω) .



∑

j=1

|λ j|p
∫

Ω

[
S LD

(a j)(x)
]p

dx



1/p

.


∑

j∈N
|λ j|p



1/p

∼
∥∥∥∥ f̃

∥∥∥∥
Hp(Rn)

. ‖ f ‖Hp
r (Ω).

Thus, (4.9) holds true.

Next, we show (4.17) by considering the following three cases on the ball B.

Case 1) B ∩Ω = ∅. In this case, we find that, for any x ∈ Ω,

t2LDe−t2LD (a)(x) =

∫

B∩Ω
H

LD

t2
(x, y)a(y)dy = 0,

which implies that S LD
(a) = 0. From this, we deduce that (4.17) holds true in this case.

Case 2) B ⊂ Ω. In this case, by the fact that S LΩ is bounded on Lq(Ω) with q ∈ (1,∞) (see, for

instance, [6, Theorem 2.13]), we conclude that

∫

4BΩ

[
S LD

(a)(x)
]p

dx . ‖S LD
(a)‖p

Lq(4BΩ)
|4BΩ|1−

p

q . ‖a‖p
Lq(4BΩ)

|B|1−
p

q . 1.(4.18)
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Furthermore, for any x ∈ (4B)∁ ∩ Ω, we have

[
S LD

(a)(x)
]2
=

∫ rB

0

∫

|y−x|<t

∣∣∣∣t2LDe−t2 LD(a)(y)
∣∣∣∣
2 dy dt

|BΩ(x, t)|t +
∫ ∞

rB

∫

|y−x|<t

· · ·(4.19)

=: E + F.

It is easy to see that, for any x ∈ (4B)∁ ∩ Ω, and any t ∈ (0,∞) and y, z ∈ Ω satisfying |x − y| < t

and |z − xB| < rB,

t + |y − z| ≥ t + |x − xB| − |x − y| − |xB − z| > |x − xB| − rB ≥
3|x − xB|

4
.(4.20)

Take δ1 ∈ (0, δ) such that p > n
n+δ1

. From (4.14), (4.20), and the Hölder inequality, it follows that

E =

∫ rB

0

∫

|y−x|<t

∣∣∣∣∣
∫

B∩Ω
H

LD

t2
(y, z)a(z) dz

∣∣∣∣∣
2 dy dt

|BΩ(x, t)|t(4.21)

.

∫ rB

0

∫

|y−x|<t

∣∣∣∣∣∣

∫

B

1

tn
e
− |y−z|2

ct2 a(z) dz

∣∣∣∣∣∣
2

dy dt

tn+1

.

∫ rB

0

∫

|y−x|<t

[∫

B

tδ1

|y − z|n+δ1 |a(z)| dz

]2
dy dt

tn+1

.
1

|x − xB|2(n+δ1)

[∫

B

|a(z)| dz

]2 ∫ rB

0

t2δ1−1 dt

.

[
rB

|x − xB|

]2(n+δ1)

|B|−2/p.

Next, we deal with the term F. By
∫

B
a(x) dx = 0, (4.15), (4.20), t > rB, and the Hölder inequality,

we find that, for any y ∈ Ω,

∣∣∣∣t2LDe−t2LD(a)(y)
∣∣∣∣

≤
∫

B

∣∣∣∣HLD

t2
(y, z) − K

LD

t2
(y, xB)

∣∣∣∣ |a(z)| dz

.

∫

B

1

tn

[
|z − xB|

t

]δ
e
− |y−z|2

ct2 |a(z)| dz

.

∫

B

[
rB

t

]δ tδ1

|y − z|n+δ1
|a(z)| dz

.

∫

B

rδ
B

tδ−δ1 |x − xB|n+δ1
|a(z)| dz .

rn+δ
B

tδ−δ1 |x − xB|n+δ1
|B|−1/p.

From this, we deduce that

F .
r

2(n+δ)

B
|B|−2/p

|x − xB|2(n+δ1)

∫ ∞

rB

∫

|y−x|<t

t−2(δ−δ1) dy dt

|BΩ(x, t)|t
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.
r

2(n+δ)

B
|B|−2/p

|x − xB|2(n+δ1)

∫ ∞

rB

t−2(δ−δ1)−1 dt .

[
rB

|x − xB|

]2(n+δ1)

|B|−2/p,

which, combined with (4.19) and (4.21), further implies that, for any x ∈ (4B)∁ ∩ Ω,

S LD
(a)(x) .

[
rB

|x − xB|

]n+δ1

|B|−1/p.

By this and p > n
n+δ1

, we obtain

∫

Ω\(4BΩ)

[
S LD

(a)(x)
]p

dx =

∞∑

j=2

∫

S j(BΩ)

[
S LD

(a)(x)
]p

dx

.
∞∑

j=2

∫

S j(BΩ)

2−(n+δ1) jp|B|−1 dx .
∞∑

j=2

2−[(n+δ1)p−n] j . 1,

which, together with (4.18), further implies that (4.17) holds true in this case.

Case 3) B ∩ Ω , ∅. In this case, take yB ∈ B ∩ ∂Ω. From the fact that, for any given t ∈ (0,∞)

and x ∈ Ω, H
LD

t (x, ·) ∈ W
1,2
0

(Ω), it follows that H
LΩ
t (x, yB) = 0, which implies that, for any given

t ∈ (0,∞) and any x ∈ Ω,

t2LDe−t2LD(a)(x) =

∫

B∩Ω

[
H

LD

t2
(x, y) − H

LD

t2
(x, yB)

]
a(y)dy.

The remaining estimations are similar to those of Case 2), we omit the details here. This finishes

the proof of (4.17), and hence of (4.9).

Now, we prove that

(4.22)
[
H

p

LD
(Ω) ∩ L2(Ω)

]
⊂

[
H

p
r (Ω) ∩ L2(Ω)

]
.

Let f ∈ [H
p

LD
(Ω) ∩ L2(Ω)]. Then, by the H∞-functional calculus associated with LΩ (see, for

instance, [4, p. 8]), we find that

(4.23) f = 8

∫ ∞

0

(
t2LDe−t2LD

) (
t2LDe−t2LD

)
( f )

dt

t

in L2(Ω). From the assumption f ∈ [H
p

LD
(Ω) ∩ L2(Ω)], we deduce that S LD

( f ) ∈ Lp(Ω) ∩ L2(Ω),

which implies that

(4.24) t2LDe−t2 LD( f ) ∈ T p(Ω × (0,∞)) ∩ T 2(Ω × (0,∞))

and

(4.25) ‖ f ‖Hp

LD
(Ω) =

∥∥∥∥t2LDe−t2LD ( f )
∥∥∥∥

T p(Ω×(0,∞))
.

By (4.24) and Lemma 4.2, we conclude that there exist {λ j} j∈N ⊂ C and a sequence {a j} j∈N of

(p, 2)-atoms associated, respectively, with the balls {B j ∩ Ω} j∈N of Ω such that, for almost every

(x, t) ∈ Ω × (0,∞),

(4.26) t2LDe−t2 LD( f ) =
∑

j∈N
λ ja j
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and

(4.27)
∥∥∥∥t2LDe−t2 LD( f )

∥∥∥∥
T p(Ω×(0,∞))

∼


∞∑

j=1

|λ j|p


1/p

.

For any j ∈ N, let α j := 8
∫ ∞

0
t2LΩe−t2LΩ(a j(·, t))dt

t
. Then, from (4.23) and (4.26), it follows that

(4.28) f =
∑

j∈N
λ jα j

in L2(Ω).

For any (p, 2)-atom a associated with the ball BΩ, let

α := 8

∫ ∞

0

t2LDe−t2LD(a)
dt

t
.

To show (4.22), it suffices to prove that there exist a function α̃ on Rn such that

(4.29) α̃|Ω = α,

and a sequence {κi}i ⊂ C and a sequence {bi}i of (p, 2, 0)-atoms such that α̃ =
∑

i κibi in L2(Rn),

and

(4.30)
∑

i

|κi |p . 1.

Indeed, if (4.29) and (4.30) hold true, then, by (4.28), we find that, for any j ∈ N, there exists a

function α̃ j on Rn such that α̃ j|Ω = α j. Let

f̃ :=
∑

j∈N
λ jα̃ j.

Then f̃ |Ω = f . Furthermore, from (4.30), we deduce that there exist a sequence {κ j, i} j∈N, i ⊂ C and

a sequence {b j, i} j∈N, i of (p, 2, 0)-atoms such that

f̃ =
∑

j∈N

∑

i

λ jκ j, ib j, i

and ∑

j∈N, i

∣∣∣λ jκ j, i

∣∣∣p .
∑

j∈N

∣∣∣λ j

∣∣∣p .

By this, Lemma 2.9, (4.25), and (4.27), we conclude that f̃ ∈ Hp(Rn) and

∥∥∥∥ f̃

∥∥∥∥
Hp(Rn)

∼
∥∥∥∥ f̃

∥∥∥∥
H

p, 2, 0
at (Rn)

. ‖ f ‖Hp

LD
(Ω) .

Thus, f ∈ H
p
r (Ω) and

‖ f ‖Hp
r (Ω) . ‖ f ‖Hp

LD
(Ω),
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which, combined with the arbitrariness of f ∈ H
p

LD
(Ω) ∩ L2(Ω), implies that (4.22) holds true.

Next, we prove (4.29) and (4.30) by considering the following two cases on the ball B :=

B(xB, rB), with xB ∈ Rn and rB ∈ (0,∞), which appears in the support of a.

Case 1) 8B ∩ Ω∁ , ∅. In this case, let S̃ 0(BΩ) := ∪2
j=0

S j(BΩ) and

JΩ := {k ∈ N : k ≥ 3, |S k(BΩ)| > 0} .

Moreover, assume that 10 := 1
S̃ 0(BΩ), m0 :=

∫
S̃ 0(BΩ)

α(x) dx, and, for any k ∈ JΩ, 1k := 1S k(BΩ) and

mk :=
∫

S k(BΩ)
α(x) dx. Then

α = α10 +
∑

k∈JΩ

α1k

holds true almost everywhere and also in L2(Ω). From the assumption 8B ∩ Ω∁ , ∅, it follows

that there exists a yB ∈ ∂Ω such that B(yB, 16rB) ⊃ 8B. By this and Lemma 2.2(iii), we find that

there exists a ball B̃ ⊂ Ω∁ such that r
B̃
∼ rB and dist (BΩ, B̃) ∼ rB. Therefore, there exists a ball

B∗
0
⊂ Rn such that (B ∪ B̃) ⊂ B∗

0
and

(4.31) rB∗
0
∼ rB.

Let

b0 := α10 −


1

|B̃|

∫

S̃ (BΩ)

α(x) dx

 1
B̃
.

Then
∫
Rn b0(x) dx = 0 and supp (b0) ⊂ B∗

0
. Moreover, it is known that ‖α‖L2(Ω) . ‖a‖T 2(Ω×(0,∞))

(see, for instance, [6, Proposition 4.5]), which further implies that

(4.32) ‖α‖L2(Ω) . ‖a‖T 2(Ω×(0,∞)) . |BΩ|1/2−1/p .

From this, r
B̃
∼ rB, Lemma 2.2(i), and (4.31), we deduce that

‖b0‖L2(Rn) ≤ ‖α‖L2(Ω) + ‖α‖L2(Ω)

∣∣∣B̃
∣∣∣−1/2 |B|1/2

. ‖α‖L2(Ω) . |BΩ|1/2−1/p ∼
∣∣∣B∗0

∣∣∣1/2−1/p
.

Therefore, b0 is a harmless constant multiple of a (p, 2, 0)-atom.

For any k ∈ JΩ, by the definition of JΩ, we find that 2krB ≤ diam (Ω) and 2kB ∩ ∂Ω , ∅.
By this, we conclude that there exists a yB ∈ ∂Ω such that B(yB, 2

k+1rB) ⊃ 2kB, which, together

with Lemma 2.2(iii), further implies that there exists a ball B̃k ⊂ Ω∁ such that r
B̃k
∼ 2krB and

dist (S k(BΩ), B̃k) . 2krB. Let the ball B∗
k
⊂ Rn satisfy that B̃k ∪ S k(BΩ) ⊂ B∗

k
and rB∗

k
∼ r2k B.

Assume that, for any k ∈ JΩ,

bk := α1k −
[

1

|B̃k|

∫

S k(BΩ)

α(x) dx

]
1

B̃k
.

Then, for any k ∈ JΩ, supp (bk) ⊂ B∗
k

and
∫
Rn bk(x) dx = 0. Furthermore, from the Hölder

inequality and Lemma 2.2(i), it follows that

‖bk‖L2(Rn) ≤ ‖α‖L2(S k(BΩ)) + ‖α‖L2(S k(BΩ))

∣∣∣B̃k

∣∣∣−1/2 |S k(BΩ)|1/2(4.33)
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. ‖α‖L2(S k(BΩ)) .

Moreover, we have, for any k ∈ JΩ with k ≥ 3, and any x ∈ S k(BΩ),

|α(x)| .
∫ rB

0

∫

BΩ

∣∣∣∣HLD

t2
(x, y)

∣∣∣∣ |a(y, t)| dy dt

t
(4.34)

.

∫ rB

0

∫

BΩ

1

tn
e
− |x−y|2

ct2 |a(y, t)|dy dt

t

. ‖a‖T 2(Ω×(0,∞))

{∫ rB

0

∫

BΩ

t2

|x − y|2(n+1)

dy dt

t

}1/2

. |x − xB|−(n+1)rB|BΩ|1/2‖a‖T 2(Ω×(0,∞)) . 2−k(n+1) |BΩ|−1/p,

which, together with (4.33), further implies that

‖bk‖L2(Rn) . 2−(n/2+1)k |BΩ|1/2−1/p . 2−s0k
∣∣∣B∗k

∣∣∣1/2−1/p
,(4.35)

where s0 := n(1 + 1
n
− 1

p
). By this, supp (bk) ⊂ B∗

k
, and

∫
Rn bk(x) dx = 0, we conclude that 2s0kbk

is a harmless constant multiple of a (p, 2, 0)-atom. Let

α̃ := b0 +
∑

k∈JΩ

2−s0k(2s0kbk).

Then α̃
∣∣∣
Ω
= α, α̃ ∈ Hp(Rn), and ‖α̃‖Hp(Rn) . 1.

Case 2) 8B ⊂ Ω. In this case, let k0 ∈ N be such that 2k0 B ⊂ Ω but (2k0+1B) ∩ ∂Ω , ∅. Then

k0 ≥ 3. Let

JΩ, k0
:= {k ∈ N : k ≥ k0 + 1, |S k(BΩ)| > 0} .

For any k ∈ Z+, let 1k := 1S k(BΩ),

mk :=

∫

S k(BΩ)

α(x) dx,

Mk := α1k − mk|S k(BΩ)|−11k, and M̃k := α1k. Then

α =

k0∑

k=0

Mk +
∑

k∈JΩ,k0

M̃k +

k0∑

k=0

mk|S k(BΩ)|−11k.

For any k ∈ {0, . . . , k0}, from the definition of Mk, we deduce that

∫

Rn

Mk(x) dx = 0 and supp (Mk) ⊂ 2k+1B.

Moreover, if k = 0, by the Hölder inequality and (4.32), we find that

(4.36) ‖M0‖L2(Rn) . ‖α‖L2(Ω) . ‖α‖L2(Ω) . |B|1/2−1/p

and, if k ∈ {1, . . . , k0}, from (4.34), it follows that

(4.37) ‖Mk‖L2(Rn) . ‖α‖L2(S k(BΩ)) . 2−s0k
∣∣∣2k+1B

∣∣∣1/2−1/p
,
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where s0 is as in (4.35). Thus, for any k ∈ {0, . . . , k0}, 2s0k Mk is a harmless constant multiple of a

(p, 2, 0)-atom.

For any k ∈ JΩ, k0
, by the definitions of both k0 and JΩ, k0

, we have 2krB ≤ diam (Ω) and

2kB ∩ ∂Ω , ∅. By this, we conclude that there exists a yB ∈ ∂Ω such that B(yB, 2
k+1rB) ⊃ 2kB,

which, combined with Lemma 2.2(iii), implies that there exists a ball B̃k ⊂ Ω∁ such that r
B̃k
∼

2krB and dist (S k(BΩ), B̃k) . 2krB. Then there exists a ball B∗
k

such that B̃k ∪ S k(BΩ) ⊂ B∗
k

and

rB∗
k
∼ 2krB. Let

ak := α1S k(BΩ) −
[

1

|B̃k|

∫

S k(BΩ)

α(x) dx

]
1

B̃k
.

Then supp (ak) ⊂ B∗
k

and
∫
Rn ak(x) dx = 0. Moreover, from (4.34) and Lemma 2.2(i), we deduce

that

(4.38) ‖ak‖L2(Rn) . ‖α‖L2(S k(BΩ)) . 2−s0k
∣∣∣B∗k

∣∣∣1/2−1/p
.

Thus, for any k ∈ JΩ, k0
, 2s0kak is a harmless constant multiple of a (p, 2, 0)-atom. For any

j ∈ {0, . . . , k0}, let N j :=
∑k0

k= j
mk. It is easy to see that

k0∑

k=0

mk |S k(BΩ)|−11k =

k0∑

k=1

[
|S k(BΩ)|−11k − |S k−1(BΩ)|−11k−1

]
Nk + N0|2B|−110.

For any k ∈ {1, . . . , k0}, by

∣∣∣|S k(BΩ)|−1 1k − |S k−1(BΩ)|−1 1k−1

∣∣∣ .
∣∣∣2kB

∣∣∣−1
,

the Hölder inequality, and (4.34), we find that

∥∥∥∥
[
|S k(BΩ)|−11k − |S k−1(BΩ)|−11k−1

]
Nk

∥∥∥∥
L2(Rn)

(4.39)

. |2kB|−1/2|Nk | . |2kB|−1/2


k0∑

j=k

‖α‖L2(S j(BΩ)) |S j(BΩ)|1/2


. |2kB|−1/2


k0∑

j=k

2−(n+1) j |B|1/2−1/p
∣∣∣2 jB

∣∣∣1/2
 . 2−s0k

∣∣∣2kB
∣∣∣1/2−1/p

,

where s0 is as in (4.35), which, together with

∫

Rn

[
|S k(BΩ)|−11k(x) − |S k−1(BΩ)|−11k−1(x)

]
dx = 0

and supp (|S k(BΩ)|−11k − |S k−1(BΩ)|−11k−1) ⊂ 2kB, implies that, for any k ∈ {1, . . . , k0}, the

function 2s0k[|S k(BΩ)|−11k − |S k−1(BΩ)|−11k−1]Nk is a harmless constant multiple of a (p, 2, 0)-

atom.

Finally, we deal with N0|2B|−110. From 2k0−1r0 < dist (x0, ∂Ω) ≤ 2k0 r0, it follows that there

exist a positive integer K and a sequence {B0, i}Ki=1
of balls such that

(i) K ∼ 2k0 ;
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(ii) for any i ∈ {1, . . . , K}, rB0, i
= 2r0 and B0, i ⊂ Ω;

(iii) for any i ∈ {1, . . . , K − 1}, B0, i ∩ B0, i+1 , ∅ and dist (B0, i, ∂Ω) ≥ dist (B0, i+1, ∂Ω);

(iv) 2B0,K ∩ ∂Ω , ∅.
By Lemma 2.2(ii), we conclude that there exists a ball B0,K+1 ⊂ Ω∁ such that rB0,K+1

∼ r0 and

dist (B0,K , B0,K+1) ∼ r0. Let

a0, 1 := N0|2B|−110 − N0|B0, 1|−11B0, 1

and

a0, i := N0|B0, i−1|−11B0, i−1
− N0|B0, i|−11B0, i

with i ∈ {2, . . . , K + 1}. Obviously, for any i ∈ {1, . . . , K + 1}, from the definition of a0, i, we

deduce that
∫
Rn a0, i(x) dx = 0 and there exists a ball B∗

0, i
⊂ Rn such that supp (a0, i) ⊂ B∗

0, i
and

(4.40) rB∗
0, i
∼ rB.

Moreover, similarly to the estimation of [65, (3.66)], we have

|N0| . 2−
n+1

n
k0 |B|1−1/p.(4.41)

For any i ∈ {1, . . . , K + 1}, by the definition of a0, i, (4.40), and (4.41), we conclude that

(4.42)
∥∥∥a0, i

∥∥∥
L2(Rn)

. |N0||B|−1/2 . 2−
n+1

n
k0 |B|1/2−1/p ∼ 2−

n+1
n

k0
∣∣∣B∗0, i

∣∣∣1/2−1/p
,

which, combined with the facts that
∫
Rn a0, i(x) dx = 0 and supp (a0, i) ⊂ B∗

0, i
, further implies that

2
n+1

n
k0a0, i is a harmless constant multiple of a (p, 2, 0)-atom. Let

α̃ :=

k0∑

k=1

Mk +
∑

k∈JΩ, k0

ak +

k0∑

k=1

[
|S k(BΩ)|−11k − |S k−1(BΩ)|−11k−1

]
Nk +

K+1∑

i=1

a0, i.

It is easy to find that α̃|Ω = α. Moreover, from (4.36), (4.37), (4.38), (4.39), and (4.42), it follows

that α̃ has the following atomic decomposition

α̃ =

k0∑

k=1

2−s0k
(
2s0kMk

)
+

∑

k∈JΩ, k0

2−s0k
(
2s0kak

)

+

k0∑

k=1

2−s0k
{
2s0k

[
|S k(BΩ)|−11k − |S k−1(BΩ)|−11k−1

]
Nk

}

+

K+1∑

i=1

2−
n+1

n
k0

[
2

n+1
n

k0 a0, i

]

and

k0∑

k=1

2−s0kp +
∑

k∈JΩ, k0

2−s0kp +

k0∑

k=1

2−s0kp +

K+1∑

i=1

2−
n+1

n
k0 p
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.
∞∑

k=1

2−s0kp + 2k0 2−
n+1

n
k0 p . 1,

which further implies that α̃ ∈ Hp(Rn) and ‖α̃‖Hp(Rn) . 1. This finishes the proofs of both (4.29)

and (4.30), and hence of (4.22).

By (4.9) and (4.22), we obtain

[
H

p

LD
(Ω) ∩ L2(Ω)

]
=

[
H

p
r (Ω) ∩ L2(Ω)

]
,

which, together with the fact that H
p

LD
(Ω) ∩ L2(Ω) and H

p
r (Ω) ∩ L2(Ω) are dense, respectively, in

the spaces H
p

LD
(Ω) and H

p
r (Ω), and a density argument, implies that H

p

LD
(Ω) and H

p
r (Ω) coincide

with equivalent quasi-norms. This finishes the proof of Theorem 1.5. �

5 Proof of Theorem 1.8

In this section, we prove Theorem 1.8. We begin with establishing the following estimates for

the kernels of the family {(tLD)ke−tLD }t>0 of operators.

Lemma 5.1. Let n ≥ 2, Ω ⊂ Rn be a bounded NTA domain, the real-valued, bounded, and mea-

surable matrix A satisfy (1.3), and LD be as in (1.4). Assume that p0 ∈ (2,∞) is as in Lemma 3.6

and q ∈ (2, p0). For any given k ∈ N, denote by {KLD

t, k
}t>0 the kernels of the family {(tLD)ke−tLD }t>0

of operators. Then there exist positive constants C and c, depending on n, p, k, and Ω, such that,

for any r ∈ (0, diam (Ω)), y ∈ Ω, and t ∈ (0,∞),

[∫

{x∈Ω: r≤|x−y|≤2r}

∣∣∣∣∇xK
LD

t, k
(x, y)

∣∣∣∣
q

dx

]1/q

≤ Cr
n
q
−1

t−
n
2 e−

r2

ct .

Proof. Assume that f ∈ L2(Ω) and u ∈ W
1,2
0

(Ω) is a weak solution of the Dirichlet boundary value

problem (1.1). Let η ∈ C∞c (Rn). Then

(5.1) −div (A∇(uη)) = −div (uA∇η) − A∇u · ∇η + fη

in the sense of (1.8). Indeed, for any ϕ ∈ C∞c (Ω),

∫

Ω

A(x)∇(uη)(x) · ∇ϕ(x) dx

=

∫

Ω

A(x)η(x)∇u(x) · ∇ϕ(x) dx +

∫

Ω

A(x)u(x)∇η(x) · ∇ϕ(x) dx

=

∫

Ω

A(x)∇u(x) · ∇(ηϕ)(x) dx −
∫

Ω

A(x)∇u(x) · ∇η(x)ϕ(x) dx

+

∫

Ω

A(x)u(x)∇η(x) · ∇ϕ(x) dx

=

∫

Ω

f (x)η(x)ϕ(x) dx −
∫

Ω

A(x)∇u(x) · ∇η(x)ϕ(x) dx
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+

∫

Ω

A(x)u(x)∇η(x) · ∇ϕ(x) dx,

which implies that (5.1) holds true.

Let t ∈ (0,∞), y ∈ Ω, r ∈ (0, diam (Ω)), ut := K
LD

t, k
(·, y), and f := − d

dt
K

LD

t, k
(·, y). Then LDut = f

in the sense of (1.8). Take η ∈ C∞c (Rn) satisfying η ≡ 1 on {x ∈ Rn : r ≤ |x − y| ≤ 2r},

supp (η) ⊂
{

x ∈ Rn :
5r

6
≤ |x − y| ≤ 13r

6

}
,

and |∇η| . r−1. Assume that q ∈ (2, p0) and p ∈ (1, n) satisfy 1
p
− 1

q
= 1

n
. Then, by Lemmas 3.6

and 3.7, and (5.1), we conclude that

(5.2) ‖∇(utη)‖Lq(Ω;Rn) . ‖utA∇η‖Lq(Ω;Rn) + ‖A∇ut · ∇η‖Lp(Ω) + ‖ fη‖Lp(Ω).

Let S 1 := {x ∈ Ω : r ≤ |x − y| ≤ 2r} and S 2 := {x ∈ Ω : 5r
6
≤ |x − y| ≤ 13r

6
}. Then, from (5.2), we

deduce that

(5.3) ‖∇ut‖Lq(S 1;Rn) . r−1‖ut‖Lq(S 2) + r−1‖∇ut‖Lp(S 2;Rn) +

∥∥∥∥∥
dut

dt

∥∥∥∥∥
Lp(S 2)

.

We first assume that p ≤ 2. Similarly to the proof of [3, Proposition 16], we have

‖∇ut‖L2(S 2;Rn) . t−
1
2
− n

4

(
r

t1/2

) n−2
2

e−
r2

ct ,

which, together with the Hölder inequality, implies that

(5.4) r−1‖∇ut‖Lp(S 2;Rn) . r−1‖∇ut‖L2(S 2;Rn)|S 2|
1
p−

1
2 . r

n
q
−1

t−
n
2 e−

r2

ct .

Furthermore, by [51, Theorem 6.17] and (1.5), we find that, for any x ∈ Ω,

(5.5) |ut(x)| + t

∣∣∣∣∣
dut(x)

dt

∣∣∣∣∣ . t−
n
2 e−

|x−y|2
ct ,

which further implies that

r−1‖ut‖Lq(S 2) +

∥∥∥∥∥
dut

dt

∥∥∥∥∥
Lp(S 2)

. r−1r
n
q t−

n
2 e−

r2

ct + t−1r
n
p t−

n
2 e−

r2

ct

. r
n
q
−1

t−
n
2 e−

r2

ct .

From this, (5.3), and (5.4), it follows that

(5.6) ‖∇ut‖Lq(S 1;Rn) . r
n
q
−1

t−
n
2 e−

r2

ct .

This finishes the proof of the present lemma in the case that p ≤ 2.

When p > 2, take i0 ∈ N and 1 < pi0 ≤ 2 < pi0−1 < · · · < p1 := p < q such that 1
pi+1
− 1

pi
= 1

n

for any i ∈ {1, . . . , i0 − 1}. Then, using a simple iteration argument, (5.3), (5.5), and (5.6), we

conclude that (5.6) also holds true in this case that p > 2. This finishes the proof of Lemma

5.1. �
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Moreover, to show Theorem 1.8, we need the following uniform boundedness of the family

{
√

t∇e−tLD }t>0 of operators on Lp(Ω), whose proof is similar to that of [4, Proposition 22]; we

omit the details here.

Lemma 5.2. Let n ≥ 2, Ω ⊂ Rn be a bounded NTA domain, the real-valued, bounded, and mea-

surable matrix A satisfy (1.3), and LD be as in (1.4). Then there exists an ǫ0 ∈ (0,∞), depending

only on n and µ0, such that, for any given p ∈ (2−ǫ0, 2+ǫ0), the family {
√

t∇e−tLD }t>0 of operators

is uniformly bounded on Lp(Ω).

Now, we prove Theorem 1.8 by using Lemmas 3.6, 5.1, and 5.2.

Proof of Theorem 1.8. We first show (i). By Lemma 3.6, we find that the conclusion of (i) holds

true when q ∈ (2, p0). We assume that (ii) holds true, and use the conclusion of (ii) to finish the

proof of (i). Define a linear operator ∇̃L−1
D

on Rn as follows. Let p ∈ [1, n) and q ∈ [ n
n−1
,∞) satisfy

1
p
− 1

q
= 1

n
. For any f ∈ Lp(Rn) when p ∈ (1, n), or f ∈ H1(Rn), and any x ∈ Rn, let

∇̃L−1
D

( f )(x) :=


∇L−1

D
( f |Ω)(x) when x ∈ Ω,

0 when x ∈ Ω∁.

Then, from Lemma 3.6, it follows that, when q ∈ (2, p0),

(5.7)
∥∥∥∥∇̃L−1

D
( f )

∥∥∥∥
Lq(Rn;Rn)

=
∥∥∥∇L−1

D ( f |Ω)
∥∥∥

Lq(Ω;Rn)
. ‖ f |Ω‖Lp(Ω) . ‖ f ‖Lp(Rn).

Thus, the operator ∇̃L−1
D

is bounded from Lp(Rn) to Lq(Rn;Rn). Moreover, by (ii), we conclude

that

(5.8)
∥∥∥∥∇̃L−1

D
( f )

∥∥∥∥
L

n
n−1 (Rn;Rn)

=
∥∥∥∇L−1

D ( f |Ω)
∥∥∥

L
n

n−1 (Ω;Rn)
. ‖ f |Ω‖H1

r (Ω) . ‖ f ‖H1(Rn),

which further implies that ∇̃L−1
D

is bounded from H1(Rn) to L
n

n−1 (Rn;Rn). Recall that, for any

q ∈ (1,∞), the Hardy space Hq(Rn) is just the Lebesgue space Lq(Rn). From this, (5.7), (5.8), and

the complex interpolation theory of Hardy spaces on Rn (see, for instance, [42, Theorem 8.1 and

(9.3)]), we deduce that ∇̃L−1
D

is bounded from Lp(Rn) to Lq(Rn;Rn) for any given p ∈ (1,
np0

n+p0
) and

q ∈ ( n
n−1
, p0) satisfying 1

p
− 1

q
= 1

n
, which, combined with the definition of ∇̃L−1

D
, implies that the

operator ∇L−1
D

is bounded from Lp(Ω) to Lq(Ω;Rn) for any given p ∈ (1,
np0

n+p0
) and q ∈ ( n

n−1
, p0)

satisfying 1
p
− 1

q
= 1

n
. This finishes the proof of (i).

Now, we prove (ii). Let p ∈ ( n
n+1
, 1] and q ∈ (1, n

n−1
] satisfy 1

p
− 1

q
= 1

n
, and f ∈ H

p

LD
(Ω)∩L2(Ω).

Take 1 < p1 < 2 < q1 < min{p0, 2+ǫ0} such that 1
q1
− 1

p1
= 1

q
− 1

p
, where p0 and ǫ0 are, respectively,

as in Lemmas 3.6 and 5.2. Let ǫ ∈ ( n
p
,∞) and M ∈ N ∩ (max{ n

2p
, 1+ǫ

2
},∞). Then there exist

{λ j}∞j=1
⊂ C and a sequence {α j}∞j=1

of (p, q1, M, ǫ)LD
-molecules associated, respectively, with the

balls {BΩ, j}∞j=1
such that

(5.9) f =

∞∑

j=1

λ jα j
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in L2(Ω), and

(5.10) ‖ f ‖Hp

LD
(Ω) ∼


∞∑

j=0

|λ j|p


1/p

,

where, for any j ∈ N, BΩ, j := B j ∩ Ω, and B j := B(x j, r j) with x j ∈ Ω and r j ∈ (0, diam (Ω)) is a

ball of Rn. To finish the proof of (ii), it suffices to prove that, for any (p, q1, M, ǫ)LD
-molecule α

associated with the ball BΩ := B ∩ Ω,

(5.11)
∥∥∥∇L−1

D (α)
∥∥∥

Lq(Ω;Rn)
. 1.

Indeed, if (5.11) holds true, then, by (5.9), (5.10), (5.11), and q > 1 ≥ p, we find that

‖∇u‖Lq(Ω;Rn) =
∥∥∥∇L−1

D ( f )
∥∥∥

Lq(Ω;Rn)
≤
∞∑

j=1

|λ j|
∥∥∥∇L−1

D (α j)
∥∥∥

Lq(Ω;Rn)

.
∞∑

j=0

|λ j| .


∞∑

j=0

|λ j|p


1/p

∼ ‖ f ‖Hp

LD
(Ω),

which implies that (ii) holds true.

Next, we prove (5.11). From Lemma 3.6, it follows that ∇L−1
D

is bounded from Lp1 (Ω) to

Lq1(Ω;Rn), which, together with the Hölder inequality and 1
p1
− 1

q1
= 1

p
− 1

q
, implies that

∥∥∥∇L−1
D (α)

∥∥∥
Lq(8BΩ;Rn)

≤
∥∥∥∇L−1

D (α)
∥∥∥

Lq1 (8BΩ;Rn)
|8BΩ|

1
q
− 1

q1(5.12)

. ‖α‖Lp1 (8BΩ)|8BΩ|
1
p
− 1

p1 . 1.

For any j ∈ N with j ≥ 3, let S̃ j(BΩ) := (2 j+3BΩ)\(2 j−3BΩ) and E j(BΩ) := Ω\S̃ j(BΩ). Then, by

the equation

∇L−1
D (α) =

∫ ∞

0

∇e−tLD (α) dt

and the Minkowski inequality, we conclude that

∥∥∥∇L−1
D (α)

∥∥∥
Lq(S j(BΩ);Rn)

≤
∫ r2

B

0

∥∥∥∇e−tLD (α)
∥∥∥

Lq(S j(BΩ);Rn)
dt +

∫ ∞

r2
B

· · ·(5.13)

=: I + II.

For the term I, we have

I =

∫ r2
B

0

∥∥∥∥∥∇e−tLD

(
α1

S̃ j(BΩ)

)∥∥∥∥∥
Lq(S j(BΩ);Rn)

dt(5.14)

+

∫ r2
B

0

∥∥∥∥∇e−tLD

(
α1E j(BΩ)

)∥∥∥∥
Lq(S j(BΩ);Rn)

dt

=: I1 + I2.
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From Lemma 5.2, the Hölder inequality, and 1
p
− 1

q
= 1

n
, we deduce that

I1 .

∫ r2
B

0

∥∥∥∥∥∇e−tLD

(
α1

S̃ j(BΩ)

)∥∥∥∥∥
Lq1 (S j(BΩ);Rn)

∣∣∣2 jBΩ
∣∣∣

1
q
− 1

q1 dt(5.15)

. 2− jǫ
∣∣∣2 jBΩ

∣∣∣
1

q1 |BΩ|−
1
p

∣∣∣2 jBΩ
∣∣∣

1
q
− 1

q1

∫ r2
B

0

t−1/2 dt

. 2
− j(ǫ− n

q
)|BΩ|−

1
n rB . 2

− j(ǫ− n
q

)
.

Moreover, by Lemma 5.1, the Minkowski inequality, and 1
p
− 1

q
= 1

n
, we conclude that

I2 .

∫ r2
B

0

∥∥∥∥∇e−tLD

(
α1E j(BΩ)

)∥∥∥∥
Lq1 (S j(BΩ);Rn)

∣∣∣2 jBΩ
∣∣∣

1
q
− 1

q1 dt(5.16)

.
∣∣∣2 jBΩ

∣∣∣
1
q
− 1

q1

∫ r2
B

0

∫

E j(BΩ)

∥∥∥∇K
LD

t (·, y)
∥∥∥

Lq1 (S j(BΩ);Rn)
|α(y)| dydt

.
∣∣∣2 jBΩ

∣∣∣
1
q
− 1

q1

∫ r2
B

0

(2 jrB)
n

q1
−1

t−
n
2 e−

(2 j rB)2

ct |BΩ|1−
1
p dt . 2

− j(ǫ− n
q

)
.

For the term II, we have

II =

∫ ∞

r2
B

1

tM

∥∥∥∥∥∇(tLD)Me−tLD

((
L−Mα

)
1

S̃ j(BΩ)

)∥∥∥∥∥
Lq(S j(BΩ);Rn)

dt(5.17)

+

∫ ∞

r2
B

1

tM

∥∥∥∥∇(tLD)Me−tLD

((
L−M

D α
)

1E j(BΩ)

)∥∥∥∥
Lq(S j(BΩ);Rn)

dt

=: II1 + II2.

From the facts that, for any t ∈ (0,∞),

√
t∇(tLD)Me−tLD = 2M+ 1

2

((
t

2

)1/2

∇e−
t
2

LD

) (
t

2
LD

)M

e−
t
2

LD ,

{( t
2
LD)Me−

t
2

LD}t>0 is uniformly bounded on Ls(Ω) for any given s ∈ [1,∞) (see, for instance, [51]),

and Lemma 5.2, it follows that, for any given s ∈ (2−ǫ0, 2+ǫ0), {
√

t∇(tLD)Me−tLD }t>0 is uniformly

bounded on Ls(Ω). By this and the Hölder inequality, we find that

II1 .

∫ ∞

r2
B

1

tM

∥∥∥∥∥∇(tLD)Me−tLD

((
L−Mα

)
1

S̃ j(BΩ)

)∥∥∥∥∥
Lq1 (S j(BΩ);Rn)

∣∣∣2 jBΩ
∣∣∣

1
q
− 1

q1 dt(5.18)

. 2− jǫr2M
B

∣∣∣2 jBΩ
∣∣∣

1
q1 |BΩ|−

1
p

∣∣∣2 jBΩ
∣∣∣

1
q
− 1

q1

∫ ∞

r2
B

t−(M+1/2) dt

. 2
− j(ǫ− n

q
)
r2M

B |BΩ|
− 1

n r−2M+1
B . 2

− j(ǫ− n
q

)
.

Moreover, from the Hölder inequality, the Minkowski inequality, and Lemma 5.1, we deduce that

II2 .

∫ ∞

r2
B

1

tM

∥∥∥∥∇(tLD)Me−tLD

((
L−M

D α
)

1E j(BΩ)

)∥∥∥∥
Lq1 (S j(BΩ);Rn)

∣∣∣2 jBΩ
∣∣∣

1
q
− 1

q1 dt(5.19)
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.
∣∣∣2 jBΩ

∣∣∣
1
q
− 1

q1

∫ ∞

r2
B

1

tM

∫

E j(BΩ)

∥∥∥∥∇K
LD

t,M
(·, y)

∥∥∥∥
Lq1 (S j(BΩ);Rn)

∣∣∣L−M
D α(y)

∣∣∣ dydt

.
∣∣∣2 jBΩ

∣∣∣
1
q
− 1

q1

∫ ∞

r2
B

(2 jrB)
n

q1
−1

t−(M+ n
2

)e−
(2 jrB)2

ct r2M
B |BΩ|

1− 1
p dt

.
∣∣∣2 jBΩ

∣∣∣
1
q
− 1

n r2M
B |BΩ|

1− 1
p

∫ ∞

r2
B

t−(M+ n
2 )

[
t

(2 jrB)2

]M−1

dt

. 2
− j(2M−1− n

q
) . 2

− j(ǫ− n
q

)
.

Thus, by (5.13) through (5.19), we conclude that, for any j ∈ N with j ≥ 3,

∥∥∥∇L−1
D (α)

∥∥∥
Lq(S j(BΩ);Rn)

. 2
− j(ǫ− n

q
)
,(5.20)

which, combined with (5.12) and ǫ > n
p
> n

q
, further implies that

∥∥∥∇L−1
D (α)

∥∥∥
Lq(Ω;Rn)

≤
∥∥∥∇L−1

D (α)
∥∥∥

Lq(8BΩ;Rn)
+

∞∑

j=3

∥∥∥∇L−1
D (α)

∥∥∥
Lq(S j(BΩ);Rn)

. 1.

Thus, (5.11) holds true. This finishes the proof of (ii).

Finally, we show (iii). Let p ∈ ( n
n+2
, n

n+1
] and q ∈ ( n

n+1
, 1] satisfy 1

p
− 1

q
= 1

n
, and f ∈ H

p

LD
(Ω) ∩

L2(Ω). Take 1 < p2 < 2 < q2 < min{p0, 2 + ǫ0} such that 1
q2
− 1

p2
= 1

q
− 1

p
, where p0 and ǫ0 are,

respectively, as in Lemmas 3.6 and 5.2. Let ǫ ∈ ( n
p
,∞) and M ∈ N∩ (max{ n

2p
, 1+ǫ

2
},∞). Then there

exist {λ j}∞j=1
⊂ C and a sequence {α j}∞j=1

of (p, q2, M, ǫ)LD
-molecules associated, respectively,

with the balls {BΩ, j}∞j=1
such that (5.9) and (5.10) hold true. To finish the proof of (iii), it suffices

to show that, for any (p, q2, M, ǫ)LD
-molecule α, the zero extension of ∇L−1

D
(α) from Ω to Rn,

denoted by ˜∇L−1
D

(α), is a harmless constant multiple of a (q, q2, 0, ǫ)-molecule associated with

the ball B. Indeed, if this claim holds true, then, by this, p < q, (5.9), and (5.10), we find that the

zero extension of ∇L−1
D

( f ) from Ω to Rn, denoted by ˜∇L−1
D

( f ), belongs to Hq(Rn;Rn), and

∥∥∥∥ ˜∇L−1
D

( f )
∥∥∥∥

Hq(Rn;Rn)
.


∞∑

j=0

|λ j|q


1/q

.


∞∑

j=0

|λ j|p


1/p

∼ ‖ f ‖Hp

LD
(Ω),

which further implies that ∇u = ∇L−1
D

( f ) ∈ H
q
z (Rn;Rn) and

‖∇u‖Hq
z (Ω;Rn) =

∥∥∥∇L−1
D ( f )

∥∥∥
H

q
z (Ω;Rn)

. ‖ f ‖Hp

LD
(Ω).

Thus, (iii) holds true.

Let α be a (p, q2, M, ǫ)LD
-molecule. Now, we prove that ˜∇L−1

D
(α) is a harmless constant

multiple of a (q, q2, 0, ǫ)-molecule associated with the ball B. Take a ball B0 ⊂ Rn such that

Ω ⊂ B0, and ϕ ∈ C∞c (Rn) satisfies that ϕ ≡ 1 on B0. From α ∈ Lp2(Ω) and (i), we deduce that

L−1
D

(α) ∈ W
1,q2

0
(Ω), which, together with that ϕ ≡ 1 on B0, further implies that

∫

Rn

˜∇L−1
D

(α)(x) dx =

∫

Rn

˜∇L−1
D

(α)(x)ϕ(x) dx = −
∫

Rn

L−1
D (α)(x)∇ϕ(x) dx = 0.(5.21)



46 Sibei Yang and Dachun Yang

Furthermore, by (i), we find that ∇L−1
D

is bounded from Lp2(Ω) to Lq2 (Ω;Rn), which, combined

with 1
q2
− 1

p2
= 1

q
− 1

p
, implies that

∥∥∥∥ ˜∇L−1(α)
∥∥∥∥

Lq2 (4B;Rn)
=

∥∥∥∇L−1(α)
∥∥∥

Lq2 (4BΩ;Rn)
. ‖α‖Lp2 (Ω)(5.22)

. |BΩ|
1

p2
− 1

p ∼ |BΩ|
1

q2
− 1

q . |4B|
1

q2
− 1

q .

Moreover, similarly to the proof of (5.20), for any j ∈ N with j ≥ 3, we have

∥∥∥∥ ˜∇L−1(α)
∥∥∥∥

Lq2 (S j(B);Rn)
=

∥∥∥∇L−1(α)
∥∥∥

Lq2 (S j(BΩ);Rn)
. 2− jǫ

∣∣∣2 jB
∣∣∣

1
q2 |B|−

1
q .(5.23)

Thus, from (5.21), (5.22), and (5.23), it follows that ˜∇L−1(α) is a harmless constant multiple of a

(q, q2, 0, ǫ)-molecule. This finishes the proof of (iii), and hence of Theorem 1.8. �
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mains, Astérisque 336 (2011), viii+144 pp.

[34] P. Hajłasz, P. Koskela and H. Tuominen, Sobolev embeddings, extensions and measure den-

sity condition, J. Funct. Anal. 254 (2008), 1217-1234.

[35] S. Hofmann and S. Kim, The Green function estimates for strongly elliptic systems of second

order, Manuscripta Math. 124 (2007), 139-172.

[36] S. Hofmann, G. Lu, D. Mitrea, M. Mitrea and L. Yan, Hardy spaces associated to non-

negative self-adjoint operators satisfying Davies–Gaffney estimates, Mem. Amer. Math. Soc.

214 (2011), no. 1007, vi+78 pp.

[37] S. Hofmann, S. Mayboroda and A. McIntosh, Second order elliptic operators with complex

bounded measurable coefficients in Lp, Sobolev and Hardy spaces, Ann. Sci. Éc. Norm.
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