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Abstract

Let © be a strongly Lipschitz domain of R™. Consider an elliptic second order diver-
gence operator L (including a boundary condition on 99) and define a Hardy space by
imposing the non-tangential maximal function of the extension of a function f via the
Poisson semigroup for L to be in L'. Under suitable assumptions on L, we identify this
maximal Hardy space with atomic Hardy spaces, namely with H'(R") if Q = R", H}(Q)
under the Dirichlet boundary condition, and H!(2) under the Neumann boundary con-
dition. In particular, we obtain a new proof of the atomic decomposition for H!(Q2). A
version for local Hardy spaces is also given. We also present an overview of the theory of
Hardy spaces and BMO spaces on Lipschitz domains with proofs.
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1 Introduction

Hardy spaces on R", and especially H'(R"), were studied in great detail in the 60’s and 70’s.
A nice review on this is in [B7].

Originally defined by means of Riesz transforms (see the seminal paper of Stein and Weiss
[BI)), the usefulness of this space in analysis as a substitute for L'(R") comes from its many
characterizations, beginning from the work of Fefferman-Stein (see [[4]). Let ¢ € S(R™) be a
function such that [g, ¢(x)dz = 1. For all t > 0, define ¢;(z) = t7"¢(x/t). A locally integrable
function f on R™ is said to be in H'(R") if the vertical maximal function

M[(x) = sup ¢y * f(x)]

t>0

belongs to L'(R™). If it is the case, define
||f||H1(]R”) = [|[Mf]]; -

Recall that a function f € H'(R") satisfies [,, f(x)dz = 0.

Another equivalent definition of H'(R™) involves the non-tangential maximal function as-
sociated with the Poisson semigroup (or the heat semigroup) generated by A, the Laplace
operator on R". If f € L} (R"), the following are equivalent:

fe HY(R),

sup [e A2 f(y) e LY(R™).
ly—z|<t

See [[4], Theorem 11, p. 183.

The atomic decomposition obtained by Coifman and Latter was a key step in the theory
(see [[0) when n = 1, [2T] when n > 2). A function @ on R" is an H'(R™)-atom if it is supported
in a cube @, has mean-value zero and satisfies ||al|, < |Q|""/%. Then, f € H(R") if and only if
f= 220 Aqaq where the ag’s are H'(R")-atoms and the sequence of complex numbers (A\q)q
is in {'. The norm || f|| i(rey 18 comparable with the infimum of } ) [Ag| taken over all such
decompositions.

In recent years, a quite complete theory of Hardy spaces on domains has been developed ([B,
P4, B, B, B3]. The Hardy spaces are defined in terms of restrictions or support conditions from
H'(R") or in terms of some “grand’ maximal function. For these spaces, atomic decomposition
have been obtained in particular on special Lipschitz domains and bounded Lipschitz domains of
R". However, is there a maximal characterization using the Poisson semigroup? More precisely,
replace in (), R™ by 2 and take for A the Laplacian with Dirichlet or Neumann boundary
condition. This defines two maximal Hardy spaces on 2. One of the aims of the present paper
is to identify each one with one of the “geometrical” Hardy spaces mentioned above. It turns
out that the choice of boundary condition is meaningful in the answer. Roughly, the maximal
space corresponding to the Dirichlet Laplacian is H!(2) and to the Neumann Laplacian H!(().
In the Dirichlet case, we shall use the existing atomic decomposition of H!(Q). On the other
hand, in the Neumann case, we obtain in passing the atomic decomposition of H!(£2). We also
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make the statements valid for general strongly Lipschitz domains (which include also exterior
domains).

Another question we ask here is: does the Laplacian play a specific role? In other words, can
it be replaced by an other second order elliptic operator? In [, it was shown that H'(R) has
a maximal characterization using the Poisson semigroup of elliptic operators. We give here an
affirmative answer in higher dimensions and on domains, provided the elliptic operator satisfies
a technical condition. For example any real elliptic operator will do. This also emphasizes the
prominent role of the boundary condition in these questions.

The similar questions for local Hardy spaces have comparable answers.

Using the recent work of Dafni et al, [§], one can certainly extend our results to H? and h?
spaces for a range of p’s smaller than 1. We have not done so to keep the length of the paper
reasonable.

The plan of this paper is the following. First, we treat the case of global Hardy spaces on
strongly Lipschitz domains: we review their definitions and recall their atomic decompositions
(and clarify some points in the literature). We then introduce our maximal Hardy spaces and
state the main theorem. Next, we recall a few facts about BMO and duality. Then we turn to
proving some auxiliary results involving square functions, Carleson measures and tent spaces
before proving the main theorem. We also give proofs (sometimes new) of classical atomic
decomposition and of duality. In a second part, we study the corresponding theory for local
Hardy spaces. We also present different maximal functions characterizing our maximal Hardy
space. We conclude with two appendices, one about kernel estimates and the other about the
elementary geometry of Lipschitz domains.

Acknowledgements We are grateful to Alan Mclntosh and Zengjian Lou for letting us
include an argument of theirs and for discussions on this project. The second author thanks
Philippe Tchamitchian for advice and encouragement.

2 Global Hardy spaces on strongly Lipschitz domains

In what follows, it is understood without mention that ) belongs to the class of strongly
Lipschitz domains of R”, that is €2 is a proper open connected set in R™ whose boundary is a
finite union of parts of rotated graphs of Lipschitz maps, at most one of these parts possibly
infinite.

This class includes special Lipschitz domains, bounded Lipschitz domains and exterior do-
mains. Some facts about such domains are presented in Appendix B.

Some statements may be valid for a restricted class and we shall indicate this when it is the
case.

2.1 Hardy spaces: definitions

Let us begin with defining various Hardy spaces on a domain. Some definitions will differ from
([B, B)- For the atomic spaces, we have privileged L? normalized atoms. We will not address
the equivalent definitions obtained by taking L” normalized atoms with p > 1.



The first category is made up of restrictions to € of certain functions in H'(R").
Definition of H!(Q): A function f on © is said to be in H}(Q) if it is the restriction to  of
a function I € H'(R"). If f € H (), define || f|| ;1) by

Hf||H;(Q) = inf HFHHl(R") ]
the infimum being taken over all the functions F' € H'(R") such that F|, = f.

Definition of H!(Q): A function f on  belongs to H!(Q) if the function F defined by

f(z) ifzeq,
F(z) =
0 ifzxgQ

belongs to H'(R"). When f € H1(), its norm || f|| g1 (q) 18 [|F| g1 (gny- Note that it is a strict
subspace of H(Q) (in particular, a function f in H(Q) satisfies [, f(x)dz = 0, whereas this
may not happen for f € H!(Q)). This space is nothing but the subspace of H'(R") of all
functions supported in Q.

The second category of Hardy spaces on €) consists of atomic spaces. We list three such
spaces.

Definition of type (a) and (b) cubes: A cube @ is said to be a type (a) cube [with respect
to Q] if 4Q C Q, a type (b) cube if 2Q C Q and 4Q N IQ # (.

Definition of type (a) and (b) atoms: A measurable function a on € is called a type (a)
atom if it is supported in a type (a) cube @ with

[ atwyds =0.and fall, < Q.
Q

A measurable function a on Q is called a type (b) atom if it is supported in a type (b) cube @
with

—1/2
lall, < Q7.

Note that a type (b) atom is not supposed to have mean value zero.
A more speaking terminology would be interior atoms for type (a) atoms and boundary
atoms for type (b) atoms. We have kept the terminology in the literature.

Definition of H},(Q): A function f defined on Q belongs to H' () if
F=> deag+ > nabo
(a) (b)

where the ag’s are type (a) atoms, the bg’s are type (b) atoms and 3, [Ao[+ > ) [l < +oo.
Define || f[| 1 = as the infimum of 37, [Aq| + 22, [1el over all such decompositions.
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Definition of H},(€2): A function f defined on Q belongs to H_ () if
F=>eag
(a)

where the ag’s are type (a) atoms and >, [Ag| < +oo. Define ||f[|;: as the infimum of

> _(a) [Aq| over all such decompositions.

Note that this definition gives a smaller space than the atomic space considered in [g]: there,
the ag’s are taken as H!(Q)-atoms, that is H'(R™)-atoms supported in cubes contained in 2.
We shall show that our definition coincides with theirs (this fact is implicit in [[J] when € is
special Lipschitz or bounded as pointed out in [§], p. 1612). An immediate advantage of our
definition of H () is the strict containment of H] ,(Q) in H} () and the evident role of the
boundary of Q. If Q were arbitrary, that definition could be vacuous for application as H ,()

could be too small.

Definition of H}y,(Q): Finally, since Q is strongly Lipschitz, it is a space of homogeneous
type and one may also consider on €2 the Hardy space of Coifman and Weiss as defined in [[2],
which will be denoted in the sequel by Hlyy (). An Hlyy (Q)-atom is a function a supported
in Q N, where Q is a cube centered in © (but not necessarily included in Q) and satisfying

/a(x)dx —0and |laf, <|QNQ7V2

If Q2 has finite measure, the constant function % is not an atom with our definition in opposition

[
with that of [[J].
A function f is in Hyy () if f can be written as

=Y Aouq.
Q

where the ag’s are Hiyy (€)-atoms and -, [Ag| < oo. The norm is defined as usual. This
space Is also a special case of the Hardy space H L(F) considered in [20] on closed sets F' of R™
with the Markov property (here, F' = Q).

Theorem 1. (al) H}(Q) C H} ,(9).

(a2) H} () = H}(Q) provided °Q is unbounded.
(b1) H. () = Hey ().

(b2) H.,(Q) = H:(Q).

Each inclusion is here a continuous embedding between Banach spaces. In this paper, one
finds a self-contained proof. But, as this is not the main object of our paper, let us comment
on this result now and postpone proofs till later.



Assertions (al), (a2) are known results when € is a special Lipschitz domain or is bounded
B4, Pl and are simple to prove. We note that the restriction on € in (a2) is necessary as a
counterexample will show (See Section 2.8).

Concerning (b1), the embedding H! () C Hiyy () is straightforward. The converse can
be obtained (but this is not straightforward) by typical arguments in harmonic analysis on
abstract homogeneous spaces combined with the geometry of the boundary: maximal functions,
Calderon-Zygmund decomposition and Whitney coverings. However, we shall present a quite
interesting argument due to Lou and McIntosh [PZ], which uses more the differential structure
of R™ (See Section 2.8).

That H],(Q) C H}(Q) in (b2) is a triviality. The remaining embedding H}(2) C H! () is
the deepest of all. It is proved by a constructive method in [g] on special Lipschitz domains and
on bounded Lipschitz domains for the local Hardy spaces (see Section ). In [, it is derived
from an extension theorem by Jones for BMO [[9] and duality. Another argument is to use
the result that H1(Q) = H'(Q) in [B0], combined with Hly, () = HY(Q) and (b1).

A byproduct of our maximal spaces defined below (Section P.3) is another proof of the
embedding H!(Q) C H}y ().

Up until Section 2.8, we assume knowledge of Theorem [ but H!(Q) C H,(Q) which is
proved in Section 2.7.

2.2 Maximal Hardy spaces and statement of the main result

We introduce a third category of Hardy spaces on 2 defined via maximal functions associated
with second order elliptic operators in divergence form. We briefly describe these operators,
the most typical being the Laplacian with appropriate boundary condition. If 2 = R"” or if Q2
is a strongly Lipschitz domain of R", we will denote by W2(£2) the usual Sobolev space on 2
equipped with the norm (|| f||3 + HVng)l/z, whereas W, () stands for the closure of C°(Q)
in Wh2(Q).

If A:R" — M,(C) is a measurable function, define

Al = sup  [(A(x)& ).

zeR™, [¢]=nl=1

Here and subsequently in the paper, the notation sup is used for esssup. For all 6 > 0, denote
by A(d) the class of all measurable functions A : R™ — M,,(C) satisfying, for all x,& € R™

IA]l, < 67" and Re (A(z)¢,€) > 6 [¢[°.

Denote by A the union of all A(d) for § > 0.
When A € A and V is a closed subspace of Wh2(2) containing W,*(Q2), denote by L the
maximal-accretive operator on L?(2) with largest domain D(L) C V such that

(Lf.g) = /Q AV g, Vf € D(L),Vg € V. 2)

We will write L = (A, 2, V). Say that L satisfies the Dirichlet boundary condition (DBC) when
V = W,*(Q), the Neumann boundary condition (NBC) when V = W2(Q).
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We turn to the definition of maximal Hardy spaces associated with such operators. Let
L = (A,Q,V) be as above. This operator has a unique maximal accretive square root L'/? so
that —L'/?2 is the generator of an L2(£2)-contracting semigroup P, = e~*£"* ¢ > 0, the Poisson
semigroup for L. We will need that P, also acts on L'(2). Let us then introduce a technical
condition on L.

Definition 2. For(0 < 7 < +o0, we call (G,) the conjunction of (B) and (|}) below: The kernel
of e7tL' denoted by K;(x,vy), is a measurable function on € x Q0 and there exist C,a > 0 such
that, for all 0 <t < 7 and almost every x,y € €1,

C ey

[Kilz,y)l < Sme™ 0 (3)

For all x € Q and all 0 < t < 7, the function y — K(x,y) is Hélder continuous in 2 and
there exist C, pu €]0, 1] such that, for all 0 <t < 7 and all z,y,y € Q,

Cly-y"

|Kt($ay) - Kt(z,y')| < /2 /2 (4)

When 7 is finite, we set 7 = 1 without loss of generality.

For those readers only interested in the Laplacian or real symmetric operators (under BDC
or NBC), this condition is always satisfied on R" or on Lipschitz domains with 7 = co except
under NBC with €2 bounded for which we have 7 finite.

Lemma 3. When (Gs) holds, the Poisson kernel of L, i.e. the kernel p,(x,y) of P, satisfies

Ct
EarRie °

‘pt(xv y)| S (

and
Cly—y'"
tn tH

(6)

Pz, y) — pe(z,y)] <

for all t €]0, 00, for some C > 0 and p €]0,1].

This follows from the subordination formula (see [29]):

1 too
=— K ~uy 2y, 7
ples) = o= [ Ko @
m
If (Gs) holds and f € L] (Q) so that y — |y|™" " f(y) € L'(Q), define, for all x € Q,
fix)= sup [P f(y)].

yeQ >0, ly—z|<t

Say that f € H! _,(Q)if f; € L'(Q) and define

az,L
. *
1 s = 1FEllisgey

Note that H} . ;(€) depends, in particular, on the boundary condition. Since P; tends to the

identity strongly in L'(Q) we see that H,,,, ;(Q) C L'(£).
One of the aims of this paper is to identify this maximal space. Our result is the following:
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Theorem 4. Let Q = R™ or Q be a strongly Lipschitz domain of R", and L = (A,Q,V)
satisfying (Goo).

(a) If Q =R", one has H'(R") = H!

maz,L

(R™).

(b) If “Q is unbounded and L satisfies the Dirichlet boundary condition, then one has H} ,(Q) =
H! . (Q)=HQ).

max,L

(¢) IfQ2is unbounded and L satisfies the Neumann boundary condition, then one has H. ,(Q) =
Hpoe1, () = H; ().

mazx,L

If we assume Q2 is bounded in (b) then H},(Q) C H},,, ;(Q2). We have not succeeded in
proving the converse. Assuming 2 unbounded in (c¢) is no restriction as the condition (G)
in never satisfied under NBC and €2 bounded. Note that (¢) contains the equality between
Hardy spaces alluded to in Section P.]] in the case where €2 in unbounded. The case where (2
is bounded will be addressed via local spaces in Section 2.1. We turn to some intermediate
results and begin with discussing about BMO spaces.

2.3 BMO spaces

Definition of BMO(R"): A locally square-integrable function f on R™ is said to be in
BMO(R") if

1
||f||2BMO(Rn) = sup _/ |f(x) — fQ|2 dr < 400
Q |Q| Q

where the supremum is taken over all the cubes () € R™ with sides parallel to the axes. Here,
fe= |—]{J| [ f(z)dzx is the mean of f over E and |E| is the Lebesgue measure of E.

Definition of VM O(R™): Define VMO(R") as the closure of C.(R") (the space of continuous
functions on R™ with compact support) in BMO(R™). This VMO space is the one in the sense
of Coifman and Weiss [[J] and is different from the one considered by Sarason in [2q], which is
the closure of the space of all uniformly continuous BM O-functions on R". See the recent work
of G. Bourdaud for clarifications [f]. It is well-known that BMO(R") is the dual of H'(R"),
the latter being the dual of VMO(R™) [[4, [2].

We next introduce the first category of BMO-spaces on ().

Definition of BMO,(2): The space BMO,(f?) is defined as being the space of all functions
in BMO(R") supported in ©, equipped with the norm || f|l 55,0,y = Il zrpo@n):

Definition of VMO,(Q): We define VMO,(Q) is the closure of C.(2), the space of contin-
uous functions with support in Q, in BMO,(Q2).



Definition of BMO,(Q2): The space BMO,(f) is defined as being the space of all restrictions
to 2 of functions in BMO(R"). If f € BMO,() define | f[ g0, @) by

£l aso,@) = WE I Ell prro@n -

the infimum being taken over all the functions F' € BMO(R") such that F|, = f.

Next, we turn to the second category of BMO-spaces, defined in terms of mean square
oscillation.

Definition of BMO., ,(2): A locally square-integrable function f on € is in BMO, ,(Q?) if

1 1
||¢||QBMoz,a(Q):SUP SUP—/\¢(55)—¢Q\2d$asup—/\¢|2 < 400,
@ 1QlJg w 1Ql Jo

where sup (resp. sup) means that the supremum is taken over all type (a) cubes (resp. all type
(a) (b)
(b) cubes).

Definition of BMO, ,(€2): A locally square-integrable function f on Q is in BMO, ,(Q) if

1
2 2
600, = 500 1y | 1602) = bl dr < oo

Definition of BMOcw (2): A locally square-integrable function ¢ on Q is in BMOcw (2) if

1
191 5ar00w (@) = SUP 1019 Jore |6(2) — dgnal® dr < +o0,

where the supremum is taken over all cubes centered in Q. This is the space defined in [[J].
A sligth variation is that the indicator function of Q is not in BMOcw (€2) when 2 has finite
measure.

Definition of VMOcw (§2):  The space VMOcw (92) is the closure of C.(2) in BMOcw (€2).

Note that BMO,.,(2), BMO,(2) and BMOcw (2) are defined modulo constants. We
ignore this well-understood issue.
Let us mention the duality results.

Theorem 5. (a) The dual of H} () is BMO. ().
(b) The dual of H(Q) is BMO.(Q), the dual of VMO,(Q) is H}(Q).
(¢) The dual of Hiy () is BMOcw (Q), the dual of VMOcw (Q) is Hly ().
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(d) The dual of HX(Q) is BMO,().
(e) The dual of H. ,(Q) is BMO,4(Q).
The result corresponding to Theorem [[| for BM O-spaces is the following
Theorem 6. (al) BMO, ,(2) C BMO,(Q).
(a2) BMO, q(Q) = BMO,(S2) provided € is unbounded.
(b1) BMOcw(2) = BMO, ().
(b2) BMO,(Q) = BMO, 4(9).

Again, let us just comment on these results of which we shall only need (b) and (c) of
Theorem [, which will be proved in Section R.10.

Concerning Theorem [, (¢) is already known [[J] (our change in the definition does not
induce any modification in thte proof) and all the other statements but (e) are not so deep. It
is easy to show that (H,(€2))" contains BMO,.,(2) but the converse is harder (in particular,
we think that the argument proposed in [[]], Theorem 2.1, for bounded domains and local spaces
has a gap).

Assume for the moment all the above is proved and let us argue for Theorem [f. First,
(al) and (a2) follow by duality (easy direct proofs are also possible). Next and we have
BMO,(Q2) C BMOcw (Q2) C BMO,.,(2) (duality or direct proof). Using Theorem I, (b1), and
the already observed inclusion in Theorem Jj, (e), we have

BMOcw(Q) C BMO,1(Q) C (H () = (Hyy () = BMOcw (9).

Hence, BMOcw () = BMO,4(Q) and BMO, 4(12) is the dual of H. ,(€2).

This completes the proof of Theorem [, (e), and of Theorem [, (b1).

The remaining embedding in Theorem f, (b2), namely, BMO, ,(2) C BMO,(Q2), given
duality and the existing embeddings, is equivalent to the embedding H!(Q) C H ZIG(Q)

A result by Jones [[[9] characterizes the domains having an extension property for BMO.
Lipschitz domains fall in that class. The embedding BMO, ,(Q) C BMO,(Q) is a slightly
stronger extension property since the definition of BMO, ,(€2) requires bounded mean oscil-
lation only on cubes of type (a) while Jones assumes bounded mean oscillation on all cubes

inside €.
2.4 Area integrals and maximal functions

Let Q = R" or € be a strongly Lipschitz domain of R". Consider L = (A, €2, V) with Dirichlet
or Neumann boundary condition. Define for x € €,

Sof(x) = ( /F " 1 VP f(y)]” dydt) - :
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and
o ) 1/2
SZ’Rf(x):< [ = 1vRsw) dydt) ,
rsf (@)

with Vu = (Vu, du), Vu}z = |Vul> + [0ul?, P, = £ and where T'5(z) and I'2%(z) are the
respectively the cones and the truncated cones defined by

La(z) =A{(y,t) € @ x]0, +oo; |y — 2| < at}
and
U5 (x) = {(y,t) € @ xJe, R[; [y — =] < at},

fora > 0,0 < e < R < +oo. We can also write S, = S2*. Here, | | is the sup norm on R”"
(for which the balls are cubes with sides parallel to the axes).

Lemma 7. Assume o < 1. Then, one has for f € L*(Q),
ST f(z) < C(L+ [ In(R/e)|) f1(2)
for some constant depending on «.

The truncated square function is well-defined for f € L*(Q) since VP, is bounded on L?(12).
Let us also recall that u,(y) = P, f(y) satisfies the elliptic equation V- BVu,(y) = 0 (in the weak
sense on 2x]0,00[) where B is the (n + 1) x (n + 1) block diagonal matrix with components
A and 1. Moreover, we have prescribed Dirichlet or Neumann data on the lateral boundary
0Qx]0, oo[. Hence, we have interior and boundary Caccioppoli inequalities (see [{]): for some
p >0 and C depending on €2 and ellipticity,

[ Wt dyar < €2 [ )Py
E E

for all sets £ = B((z,7),7) N (2x]0, 00]) with E = B((z,7),2r) N (2x]0, 0o[) provided z € Q,
7> 0and r < inf(p,7)/4. Here B((z,7),r) is the open ball defined by sup(|z —y|, |7 —t|) <.

For (z,7) € I5%(x), let B, = B((z,7),r) N (2x]0,00[) with r = §inf(7,p) . Here &
is some small number. By Besicovitch covering argument, pick a subcollection E; = E.; .
covering I'5%(x) and having bounded overlap. Remark that (y,t) € E; implies ¢t ~ d;, the
distance from Ej; to the bottom boundary €2 x {0}. Remark also that if ¢ is small enough,
(y,t) € E; implies (y,t) € T'1(x), hence |u;(y)| < fi(x). Thus we obtain from the bounded
overlap and Caccioppoli’s inequality,

S f(x)? < CY o dir R B fi(x)
J

Observe that |E;| < C|E;| and so that the bounded overlap of the E;’s again easily yields by
inspection,
> dir Byl < C(1+ | In(R/e))).

J
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Proposition 8. Assume that (Go) holds. There exists C > 0 such that, for all f € H,, .. (),
I1Sufl < Cllfll -

The proof follows ideas from [[4], Theorem 8, p. 161 and [[J]], Section 6, see also [@],
Lemme I1.10. It relies on a “good A’ inequality. We need though variants of the truncated
square functions in order to compensate the lack of pointwise regularity. Set

2 1/2
SZ’Rf(x) — (/ / 5 )tl_" }VPtf(y)}zdydtda> . x e
1 Jresel(y

a/a

Fairly elementary arguments show that
Saff < SIRf < S
We shall prove

Lemma 9. There exists ¢ > 0 such that, for all0 <~ <1, all A >0, all0 <e < R < oo and
all f € Hﬁww,L N L*(9),

Hx € 55}}2%0 (x) > 2N, f*(z) < 7)\}‘ < cy? Hx € Q; Sf/;f(x) > )\}’ .
We will also use the comparability of the square functions. See [[T]], Proposition 4, p. 309.

Lemma 10. For o, > 0,0 <e < R < 400, one has

szl ~ |

Ss ; ’ 9
1

Let us deduce Proposition §. Assume first that f € H},,, ;N L*(€). As a consequence of
Lemma g, by integrating both sides with respect to A, one obtains

|

Thanks to Lemma [ and the comparisons between the square functions and their variants,
one has

S

Q&R - * o, R
Sitod]|, < s+ e |85

Sf’Rle < C‘

oe/2,R
S
and by Lemma [{

Hence, by choosing v appropriately and using the a priori knowledge that )

|

Sy f Syff Syff

e R
Syt

<|

<]

d
1

s < s+ e

1 1

Sf’Rle < +00 one

obtains

stt|| < el

13



By letting € | 0 and R 1 +o0, the conclusion of Proposition §in the case f € L? follows.

To complete the proof of Proposition [§, we have to relax the assumption f € L*(2). But,
if f# € L', then f € L'(Q) and together with the kernel estimates on the kernel of P;, one has
f- € L*(Q) for all € > 0, where f.(z) = P.f(x). It follows that |Sf.||, < C|(f)5ll, < If7ll;-

Letting ¢ | 0, one obtains ||Sf||; < C| ff|l; by monotone convergence. m
We turn to the proof of Lemma [§. In the next argument, €, R, A are fixed. Also f €

H! . N L*Q). Define O = {:c e :S;f/gf(:c) > >\}. We may assume that O # Q. Let

max,

O = |JQx be a Whitney decomposition of O (with respect to ) by dyadic cubes (of R"), so
K

that, for all k, 2Qx C O C Q, but 4Q), intersects 2\ O. Since {gf’/};of > 2>\} C {gf/};f > )\},
it is enough to show that

{2 eQu Sihs@ > 20 fi@) < < lal.

From now on, fix k£ and denote by [ the side length of Q).
If z € Q,

S,’sup(lOl,s),Rf(x> < A

1/20

Indeed, pick z € 4Q), with z;, ¢ O. If |y — x| < & and with ¢ > sup(10/,¢), then one has

[ = 9] < 55 + 41 < 5. Hence ST f(2) < ST () <

If ¢ > 10l, we are done. Otherwise, using, gf’/gof(x) < gf’/lz%l (x)+ gll%’OR (z), it remains to
show that
{z € QuN F; g(x) > M} < ey |Q4l
where B
g(x) = Sy f (@)

and
F={ze® fi(zx) <}

By Tchebytchev’s inequality, this follows from

/ g < eV N |Qyl
QrNF

We note that the condition (G ) implies that F' is a closed set of €.
If 51 < e, then the argument using Caccioppoli’s inequality shows that

| o#se] <o
QrNF QrNF

Assume from now on that € < 5[. By geometric considerations,

2
/ g(x)dzx < c/ / t ‘Vut(y)}z dydtda,
QrNF 1 "

14



where
& ={(y,t) € Qx]ea, 10laf; ap(y) < t}

with ¢(y) the Lipschitz function equal to 20 dist (y, Qx N F'). Recall also that u,(y) = P,.f(y).
Observe that &, = {(y, at); (y,t) € £1}. Define E = {y; (y,t) € £ }: this is an open set in €.
For a connected component C' of E, we let C, = {(y,t) € E,;y € C}. It suffices to show that

2
/ / t [V, (y)|* dydtda < 4*X?|C).
1 Ca

Indeed, summing over all connected components of E, we get

2
/ / t }Vut(y)f dydtda < cy*N?|E],
1 Js,

and it remains to observe that E' C 2Q). Indeed, if y € E, there is a point (y, t) above contained
&1, hence there exists z € Q N F such that |y — z| < %. Since t < 10l, we have |y — z| < %
and the desired inclusion follows.

We next fix a connected component C of E. Consider a € |1, 2[ and note that C, is connected
and has Lipschitz boundary. The ellipticity condition for A shows that

/ t ‘Vut(y)f dydt < C Re / tBVuy(y)Vuy(y) dydt = C Re 1,
a Ca

where B is the (n+1) x (n+ 1) block diagonal matrix with components A and 1. The function
us(y) satisfies the equation V - BVu,(y) = 0 (in the weak sense on Q2x]0, oc[) so that we wish
to integrate by parts.

To do so let us make some observations. We claim that for (y,t) € C,, then y € 2Q;, C Q
and (y,t) € &. Indeed, since F is closed, there exists x € Q; N F such that |y —z| < 7. Since
t < 10la, we have |y — x| < L and the first claim is true. Moreover, |y — z| < 5L < t, hence
the second claim.

It follows in particular that C, remains far from the boundary of Q2x]0, 00, so that we do
not care about the boundary values of u,(y), and that |us(y)| < ¥\ on C,.

The Green-Riemann formula shows that I, is equal to

| Oy wly) dydt + / 1BV us(y) - Naly,t) () doa(y, 1).
Ca 9Cq

In this computation, N,(y,t) is the unit normal vector outward C, whereas do, is the surface
measure over dC,. Moreover, the Green-Riemann formula again yields

2 Re atut(y)ut(y)dydtzf lus(y)° Naly,t) - (0,...,0,1) doa(y,1).
Ca 0Cq

Finally,

/tﬁut(y)\zdydt < C/ Jui(y)[* doa(y. )
Ca 0Cq

e /a (o) Vi) .1
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Since |u(y)] < v\ on 9C,, we obtain that

2 2
/ / () doa(y, £)da < A2X2 / / dou(y. 1)da.
1 0Cq 1 9Ca

2
// do,(y,t)da < ¢|C].
1 Jac,

Indeed, this integral is bounded by ¢ fg % where G is the union of the sets dC, for 1 < a < 2.
This is the set of points (z,s) with z € C'and € < s < 2z or ¥(2) < s < 2¢(2) or 10l < s < 201.
The claim follows readily.

It remains to establish

2
[t [Fut)] doay.tda < e?22(cl,
1 0Cq

We claim that

Using the previous notation and a change of variables, this integral is bounded by
7)\/ ‘vut(y)‘ dydt.
g

Pick a covering of G with bounded overlap by balls B; = B((x;,t;), %) Remark that (z,t) € B;
implies t ~ t; ~ r(B;), the radius of B;. Then using Hélder’s inequality and again Caccioppoli’s

inequality

L V)] vt < <3 [ Dyl gt

IN

1/2
Jui(y)|? dydt)

e 018,V (B)) ( /

YA |Bjlr(B;) ™

Y [ dzds
G S

< ey AC).

J

IA

IA

Here, G is a set like G but slightly enlarged: it is contained set of points (z,s) with z € C' and
g/2<s<deor(z)/2 <s<4dp(z)orbl<s<40l. m

Remark 11. When L is the Laplacian, then (y,t) — u(y) is harmonic so that the Caccioppoli
inequality can be replaced by the mean value property and one can proceed directly using the
square functions (and not their variants).

When © # R™, the Whitney cubes Qy are designed to stay away from the boundary of €2
so that interior estimates suffice. When Q = R", one can proceed directly and prove the good
lambda inequality on R™. Details are left to the reader.
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2.5 Carleson measure estimates and BMO

In the present section, let 2 = R™ or ) be a strongly Lipschitz domain of R™. Consider an
operator L = (A, 2, V) satisfying () and the restrictions of Theorem [ on Q. Set P, = e~£"”.
We intend to show that, when a function ¢ belongs to BMO, ,(2) (resp. BMOCW(Q))
t10,P,p(x)|* dzdt is a Carleson measure when V = W,?(Q) (resp. V = W'2(Q)), with the
obvious modifications when €2 = R". When () is a cube with center o €  and radius
r =£(Q)/2, define the tent over @) by

Q) ={(y,t) € @ x]0,+o0[; [y — x| <7 —1}.

We recall that | | is the sup norm on R™. When ¢ is locally integrable on €, set

1/2
Té(a) = ( |ata¢<y>|2tdydt) ,

QSx QN T(Q)

where the supremum is taken over all the cubes () centered in €2 and containing x.

We will need a few facts from functional calculus for the operator L = (A,Q, V) (see [B]]
and [B3)).

First note that L is one-to-one (except if Q is bounded and V = W12(Q), which is excluded

from our discussion), and if w = sup |arg A(x)¢ E‘, one has w < 7/2 and L is w-accretive
z€Q, £eCm

onV (see [f). If p € Jw,n[,and I', = {z € C\ {0}, |arg z| < p}, for all function f € H>(T',),
one can define a bounded operator f(L) on L*(Q) such that || f(L)]| < ¢, 1 | oo -

If o € H™(T',) and if there exist ¢, s > 0 such that, for all ¢ € T',,, [#:(¢)] < ¢|¢|° (14 |¢]) 7
then ¢(L) may be computed thanks to the Cauchy formula:

1

20T

B(L) = — / (€ — L) Q)¢

where 7 is made of two rays re*™, r > 0, w < v < p and is described counterclockwise. If 1) is

such a function and is not identically zero, and if one defines ¢, (¢) = ¥ (¢(), there exists ¢, > 0
such that, for all f € L*(9Q),

+oo d
Cwllf!bé(/o (L) S t) <M 7. ®)

See [EJ]. This remark applies to ¥(z) = —z/2¢*""* and (L) = t0,P,.
The result of this section is a follows (see [[4], Theorem 3, (7i¢), p. 145):

Proposition 12. Assume that L = (A,, V) satisfies ({).

(a) If @ = R", then there exists C' > 0 such that, for all ¢ € BMOR"), [|T¢| ocgny <
C ol srrogn-

(b) If L satisfies DBC, then there exists C' > 0 such that, for all¢ € BMO; (2), [|[T9| =) <
Cliollsuro. .-
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(¢) If Q is unbounded and L satisfies NBC, then there exists C' > 0 such that, for all ¢ €
BMOcw (Q), 1Tl ey < C 9l priocu @)

The proofs of the three assertions are similar, and we give the one of (b). Consider ¢ €
BMO; () with [|¢ gpr0. @) < 1, @ € Q and a cube @ centered in €2 and containing x. Write

¢ = d20na + (¢ — d2gna)-

It is classical using the square function estimate for 0,F;, the decay of the kernel of 0; P, and
BMO inequalities that

1

2
10n 9 Jro |0:Pi(¢ — dagro) (v)]” tdydt < cl|dlBarooy @

and since BM O, ,(2) C BMO,.4(Q2) = BMOcw (), |6l Brocw @) < ¢

It remains to control I = \Q—rlm\ fT(Q) |0, P, (¢20n0) ()|* tdydt by a constant which does not
depend on Q).

We use the following lemma.

Lemma 13. Let ¢ € BMO, .(Q) with [|§||gpso. ) < 1 and Q be a cube centered in Q2. Then

)
el < Csup(in (£) 1)

where r is the radius of QQ and 6 > 0 its distance to the boundary of €.
Proof: Notice first that, for any cube @ of type (a), one has
[0q — ¢2q| < C.

Moreover, if @) is of type (), then |¢g| < 1 by definition of BMO, ,(€2) and Holder’s inequality.
Assume first that @ is of type (a), and let k be the smallest integer such that 2*Q is of type
(b). Then, one has

k-1
)
(9ol < Z |p2ig — doinig| + |dmrg| < C(k+1) < C'In (—) .

- T
=0

Assume now that 4Q N 9IQ # (). Take a Whitney decomposition of QQ N Q with respect to 052,

QN2 ={J,
k

where, for each k, Q) is a type (b) cube. Therefore, one has

o
e %ﬁ@nm ¢

18



Let us come back to the proof of Proposition [J. Lemma 4 (see Appendix A) shows that,

for all y € @ N,
C(, . )"
<~ (14+2Y
<¢ ( 4 2 )

where §(y) is the distance from y to the boundary of €. It is then fairly easy using that € is
strongly Lipschitz to show that

/ 8tpt(z7 y)dZ
Q

1 C S(y)\ T

See [B], Lemma 29, for details in a related situation. This and Lemma [ prove that I < C.
Assertion (b) is complete.

For assertions (a) and (c), decompose ¢ as above and since 0, P, annihilates constants, only
the first term arises. Proposition [I3 is proved. m

2.6 A weakly dense class
We shall need the following lemma (see [f], Lemme I1.11):

Lemma 14. Assume that L = (A,Q, V) satisfies (Go). For all function f € H},, (), there
exists a sequence (fi.)ken of functions in H} ()N L3(Q), such that, for all ¢ € C.(2),

mazx,L

li
k——+o00

and, for all k € N,

||fk||H71mz’L(Q) < ||f||H,1wz,L(Q) :

We briefly sketch the proof. Let f € H;m’L(Q). Define f,, = P« f. Then, the decay of the

kernel of P-x and f € L'(Q) imply f, € L*(Q2). It is obvious that || fx| ;2 L@ S |l 1 L)

Using arguments analogous to [B], p. 776, which rely on the decay of the kernel of P,-, one
obtains the weak convergence. m

2.7 Proof of Theorem f]

We begin this section with the proof of assertion (a) in Theorem [.

H'(R™) C H})\\p ,(R"): If ais an H'(R™)-atom, it is plain to see, using (G), that ||a} ||, < C
(see, for instance, [I7]).
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H} .. (R*) C H(R"): Consider first f € H, . (R") N L*(R"). Observe that, for all z in a

sector I'), with p € |w, 7],

/+OO <_tzl/26—tzl/2) <_tzl/26—tzl/2) dt _ 1
0 t 4

As a consequence, one has

oo dt
Id =4 / (tL1/2P)(tL1/2P)
0

where the integral converges strongly in L?(R"). Note that tLY2P, = —t0,P;,. Thus, if f €
L?*(R™) and ¢ is continuous with compact support in R™, one has

dydt

[ s =1 [ [ earynwiEr @ L )

We want to show that

[ 50800 < €Wl o 10l (10)

Well-known arguments from the theory of tent spaces (see [[[1], BQ]) show that the right-hand
side of (B) is bounded by

C ||Sf||L1(R”) ||T¢HL°°(R”) ’
where T'¢ is defined in Section P.5 with L replaced by L* and

1/2
sf(z) = ( / e |atPtf<y>|2dydt) .

On the one hand, it is clear that sf < S;f where S; is defined in Section P.4 and Proposition
shows that

||Sl.f||L1(]R”) <C ||f||H}mz’L(]R”) :
On the other hand, assertion (a) in Proposition [[J yields

1T ooy < C 10l Brrony -

This ends the proof of ([[0).
Up to now, we have proved that, when f € L*(R™) N H}

maz,L

||.f||H1(]R”) <C ||f||H}mz’L(]R”) :

(Rn)’

Consider f € H max . (R™). Let (fr)ren be a sequence given by Lemma [4. Then, for all
k €N, since fy € H),,,. (R™) N L*(R"), one has

| illeny < C il oy < C Ml -
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Since H'(R") is the dual of VMO(R™), there exists a subsequence (fy))ren and a function
g € H'(R") such that, for all ¢ € C.(R"), (fsx),®) — (g,¢). Since Lemma [4 shows that
(foky, @) — (f, ), one has f = g. Therefore, f € H'(R") and

||fHH1(R") < lim Hf¢>(k)HH1(Rn) <C Hf||H,£m,L(R") :

We now turn to the proof of assertion (b) in Theorem .

H! () c H} ... (Q): Let a be an atom of type (a) supported in a cube (). Then, using
(G;o), one sees that ||CL||H;WI o <C (see [I]). If a is of type (b), write that Pa(z) =
fQ pe(x,y) — pe(x, yo)] aly)dy where Yo is a point on 0f2 such that |y — yo| ~ d(y, 9$2) whenever
y € Suppa (remember that p;(x, yo) = 0 since yo € 02) and use this representation and (G )
to show that HaHH'rlnax,L(Q) <C.

H) () C HY,(Q): Asin the case of R”, consider first f € H, ., /() N L*(Q). Arguing as

before one obtains that, if ¢ is continuous with compact support, one has

[ st =1 [ [ warnwm@renm L (1)

We want to show that

W] < Cf a0 Wlonio i (12

Use the theory of tent spaces again (see [[1]]) to obtain

dy' <18l 1T e

Proposition f§ shows that
151 f Wl ey < Cll M, L0 s
whereas assertion (b) in Proposition [J yields

179 o) < C Dl prro. o) -

which ends the proof of ([J). This inequality implies that there exists C' > 0 such that, for all
-f S Hr%%a:c,L(Q) N L2(Q)a

11 00 < C Ml Lo - (13)

Indeed, since BMO,(Q)) = BMOZG(Q) and H',(Q) = H}(Q) = (VMO.(Q))', we have that
1 ezz 0y ~ sap{[(f, )]s & € Ce(Q), 19l aso, o (@) = 1} (see Section B.3).
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One gets rid of the condition f € L*(Q) using Lemma [[4. Indeed, if f € H},
exists a sequence (fi)ren of functions in H}!

(), there

ax,L

() N L), such that, for all ¢ € C.(Q),

mazx,L
Tim (fi,0) = (£.4) (14)
—4-00
and, for all k € N,
Il @) < Cllflla,, @ (15)

By ([3) and ([§) and H}(Q) = H},(Q), the fi’s are bounded in H,(Q2). Since H}(Q) is the
dual of VMO, (1), there exists a subsequence (fs)) which converges x-weakly to g € H}(Q).
Then, ([[4) implies that f = g. Moreover,

||f||H}ya(Q) ~ HfHH},(Q) <C HfHH}mx’L(Q) .

We are now left with the task of proving assertion (¢) in Theorem []. We shall prove that
H(Q) C H},p 1 (Q) C Hbyy(Q) since Hiy, (Q) = H] ,(Q) € H(Q2) by Theorem [[.

mazx,L

H!(Q) C H})\,,. (2): Recall that p(z,y) is the Poisson kernel for L. Recall that (G) and
the subordination formula imply that

—n—1
Ipe(z,y)| < Ct™" (1 + h—y‘)

and

/ v . —n—1-v Y, —n—1—-v
(2, y) = pia )] < CE (M) ((1 L : y|) N <1 Ll ty I) )

for some v € (0,1]. For all t > 0 and x € Q, define

n+1
n r—Y
E;ﬁ(y)::t (1_+ | t ‘) Z%(xvy»

It is easy to show that
[Faa(y)| < C

and
Fuat) = Fui) < € (2521)

for all y, 1/ € . Thus, the function F,; may be extended to a bounded Holder continuous
function on €2, then on R™ (see [BY], Chapter 6, p. 174, Theorem 3). If this extension is denoted
by F} ., one has

)| < GC
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and

P;ﬁ(y)__-F;i(yq

Szclﬁj (|y'_'y|) :

for all y,y" € R™, where C only depends on (2. Define now

—n—1
_ . T —y ~
At = (14 520 )

Then, one has

—n—1
e < o (14 250 (16)
and

o)~ it/ < oo (L) (17

forallz € Q,y,y’ € R" and all t > 0. Moreover, forallt > 0 and all x,y € Q, pi(x,y) = pe(x,y).
Consider now a function f € H!(Q), extended by 0 outside ©, so that f € H'(R") and
1) = [1f | 711 gy - For all z € €2, one has

| ptesway= [ e s (18)

Using the atomic decomposition of f into H'(R™)-atoms and the estimates ([[f) and ([7) for
P, one easily deduces from ([§) that

1zl < ClF e @ny -

This ends the proof of the inclusion H}(Q) C H,,,,, 1 (Q).

H} o () C Hiy(€):  Arguing as in the proof of H ., () C H],(©) under DBC, one
proves that, for all f € H}) . ()N L*(Q) and all function ¢ continuous and compactly sup-

ported in €2,

<Ol , @ 12l sroow@ -

téﬂ@ﬂﬂm

The proof uses the theory of tent spaces, Proposition f and assertion (¢) of Proposition [2.
Then, one gets rid of the assumption f € L?*(2) as before, using Lemma [[4 and the fact
that Hlyy () is the dual space of VMOcw (2).
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2.8 Some consequences

Assume the hypotheses of Theorem []. We list some consequences of the proofs.

Each maximal Hardy space is characterized by the square functions S;f and sf being in
L'. Indeed, we have already seen that ||sf||; < [|S1f]l1 < C|/fi||; and the argument via tent
spaces and Carleson measures of Section 2.7 shows in fact that sf € L! implies f is in an
atomic space. As the atomic space is contained in a maximal space, we have a full circle of
implications. See the forthcoming paper [[] where a general theory for Hardy spaces defined
through square functions of type sf associated to abstract operators L is developed.

Each of the atomic BMO space, has a characterization in terms of Carleson measures.
In other words, the converse to the inequalities of Proposition [I4 between BMO norms and
|T¢||o hold (provided ¢ satisfies an integrability condition as in [[4]). We leave to the reader
the care of checking this.

2.9 “Easy” embeddings between Hardy spaces
We prove part of Theorem [[ for the global Hardy spaces.

Assertion (al): It is proved in [JJ] (p. 305, proof of Theorem 2.7, (1) = (2)) for local spaces
and when € is bounded. We briefly recall the argument for completeness. Let f € H!(Q) and
F € H'(R") be an extension of f satisfying ||F|| g@ny < 2| fll 1. The function F' may be
decomposed into

F = Z >\QCLQ.
Q

In this sum, we are only interested in the cubes () which intersect Q. If 4Q) C 2, consider aq as
a type (a) atom. If 2Q) C Q and 4Q NN # B, consider ag as a type (b) atom. Finally, consider
the case when 2Q N 9N # () and perform a Whitney decomposition of ) N with respect to
of:

QN = U Qk
k
where each @)y is a type (b) cube and decompose

B /2 agle,
agla = |Qu"* lagla,ll, —7s -
a QI llagla,

aQlq,

Qe Jag1e, ], is a type (b) atom. Moreover,

Since each Q) is a type (b) cube,

1/2 1/2
1/2 2
S 10 Jaglal, < (Zm) (zanleuQ)
k k k

1/2
Q1" llagl,

1.

VA

A
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Thus, we have obtained a decomposition of f = F|, into H} ,(€)-atoms.

Assertion (a2): Let a be an H, ,(Q)-atom. If a is of type (a), then its extension by 0 outside
Qis an H'(R")-atom. Hence a € H!(9).

If a is of type (b), let @ be a type (b) cube on which a is supported. We use the following
claim, whose proof is deferred to Appendix B:
Claim: There exists p €]0, +00], such that if @ is a type (b) cube and ¢(Q) < p, there exists

a cube Q C Q) such that ‘Qv‘ ~ Q| and the distance from Q to Q is comparable to Q).

Furthermore, p = oo is “Q2 is unbounded. .
Define an extension of a as follows: Let A(z) = a(z) if z € Q, A(x) = _Wl\ an if v € Q.

Let Qo be the smallest cube in R” containing @ and Q. It is clear that Supp A C Qq, ||A]|2 <
C|Qo| 72, that [ A =0 and that a is the restriction of A to Q. Hence, a € H}(Q)

Assertion (bl): The inclusion H} () C Hpy () is obvious. We give the converse using an
argument due to Lou and McIntosh.

Let a be an Hly, (Q)-atom associated to a cube Q. We want to show that a belongs to
H!,(Q). In fact, we are going to show that a can be written as a sum of type (a) atoms.

If a is supported on a type (a) cube, we do nothing. If not, a is supported by Q NQ where
@ is a cube centered in 2 which is not of type (a). Since a is square integrable with mean value

0 on the Lipschitz domain ) N €2, we can invoke the following corollary of a result by Necas
B3], Chapter 3, Lemma 7.1.

Lemma 15. Let D be a bounded Lipschitz domain. The divergence operator is a (continuous)
map from Hy(D)" onto L§(D) = {f € L*(D); [, f = 0}: there exists C > 0 depending only
on the Lipschitz constant of D such that for all f € LE(D), there exists g € H}(D)" such that
divg = f and [, [Vgl* < C [, ||

Indeed, Necas proves that the gradient operator is one-one with closed range from LZ(D)
into H='(D)" with ||V f||g-1(py» > C||f]|2 and controls the constant.

Hence, pick b € HJ(QNQ)"™ with a = divb and [ |Vb]* < C [ |a|?, the constant C depending
only on the Lipschitz constant of () N2, henceforth only on €2. Extend b by 0 outside of () N 2.

Pick a Whitney decomposition (Qy) of €2 by cubes from a dyadic grid (of R") containing @
and so that 8Q, C (2. Again

QNna={JQx
keK
and
Dol = 1N
keK

for some index set K. Let (n;) be a smooth partition of unity associated to this covering with
N supported in 2Q;, and ||nk|lso < 1 and [Vigleo < C(U(Qk)) ™! Write a = 3, e div(ngb) and

set -
= Do 2 A= i) 220
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whenever this number is not zero. Otherwise set \, = 0 and a; = 0. It is clear from its
construction that a is a type (a) atom. It remains to show that > Ay < C independent of Q).
By Cauchy-Schwarz inequality this sum does not exceed

(i) (5[, wr)

so it suffices to establish that the second term ¥ is controlled by |lall2 + || V]|

To this end, write
1/2
) / V- b|2> .

¥ < (Z/ |nkdivb\2> (
keK keK

For the term containing divb = a using the finite covering property of the cubes 2Q);, which leads
to the bound C|al|y. For the other term, observe that when x € 2Q), then d(x,00Q) ~ (Qx).
Hence, this and the finite overlap property of the cubes 2Q);. lead to
) 1/2
dx) .

(B L) we(m Ll +) < ()

keK
Now use Hardy’s inequality (see, e.g., [L3], Chapter 1, Section 5)
b(z)

5 1/2
( . dx) = (/Q 1, 0Q N )

since b € HY}(Q N Q) and Q N is strongly Lipschitz and bounded. Note that the constant C
in this inequality depends only on the domain €2 and not, in particular, on the size of @ (by a
scaling argument). This ends the proof of assertion (b1).

b(x)

d(z, OQ d(z,00)

b(x)
d(x,00)

9 1/2
d:c) < OVl

Assertion (b2): It is obvious that H] ,(Q) C H}(f).

Remark 16. Let us see that Theorem [1, (a2), is sharp. Let us take @ = R\ [0,1] (although
Q is not connected: the calculations are the same in any dimension). Let a = —(2N)™' Xy 3]
where N is a positive integer. Then a is a type (b) atom. Suppose that the continuous embedding
H},(Q) € HXQ) holds. Then ||a||giq) < C uniformly with respect to N. Pick A € H'(R)
with norm not exceeding C' + 1 and whose restriction to € is a. Since fRA = 0 it must be that
f[071} A =1. Observe that

N/4
||A]|H1(R)zc/ sup |6 % A(x)| da
2

2<L<N/2

by the mazimal definition of H'(R) with ¢ smooth, supported in [0,1] and ¢(x) > 0 for x €]0,1][.
Write for v € [2, N/4], and t € [2, N/2]

b Alz) = / (6nz — ) — () A(y) dy + bu(x).
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Then, for all x in that range, the support condition of ¢ implies that supy,n /o |¢e(z)| > C/x

while SUPy_y /s | fol(gbt(x —y) — &u(2)A(y) dy] < C/a*. We obtain therefore, ||Allpiw) >
C'ln N, which is a contradiction.

2.10 Duality results and BMO embeddings
We prove the parts of theorem [ left aside in Section P.3|

Assertion (a): It is plain to see that, if ¢ € BMO, ,(2), ¢ defines a bounded linear functional
L on H:a(Q) with || £]| < quHBMoz,a(Q)-
Consider now a bounded linear functional £ on H;,(Q) and assume that [|£|| = 1. For

all cube Q@ C Q of type (a), define LE(Q) = {f € L*(Q); J, f(x)dw = O}. Then, for all

f e LQ), W is a type (a) atom, so that £ defines a bounded linear functional on
2

L3(Q). As a consequence, there exists bg € L3(Q) such that, for all f € L3(Q),

cf = /Q f(@)bo()d.

Moreover, ||bg|l, < |Q|1/ . Similarly, if Q is a type (b) cube, L defines a bounded linear
functional on L*(Q) and there exists by € L*(Q) with ||bgl|, < |Q|"/? such that, for all f €
L*(Q),

Lf = /Q f(@)bo()d.

Observe that, whenever ()7 and @2 are type (b) cubes, by, and bg, coincide on Q1 N Q2. Indeed,
whenever f € L*(Q1) N L*(Qs), one has

cfzjfuwQWsz/}@w@@Mx

Similarly, whenever @), is a type (a) cube and @3 is a type (b) cube, bg, — bg, is constant on
Q1 N Q. Indeed, whenever f is supported in Q; N Qo, f € L*(Q1) N L*(Q2) and has zero
integral, one has

cf - / F ()b, ()i = / f ()b, (x)d.

The key observation at this point is that for any = € (), there exists a type (b) cube that
contains x and one defines b(z) = bg(z) where () is any such cube. This definition is consistent
because of the previous remark.

Consider now a type (a) cube (). Then, @) is contained in a type (b) cube, hence there exists
cg € Csuch that b = bg + cg on Q. One has

- Ceofdo= L :
IQ|/Q|b(I) col"dx |Q|/Q\bcz(x)\ dr < 1.
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If @ is a type (b) cube,

BN 2 gy — 1 2
‘Q‘/Q\b(x)\ dx = ‘Q‘/Q“)Q(x)‘ dx < 1.

Hence, [0 g0, ) < 1. One easily checks that

Cf = / F@)b(x)dz

whenever f is a finite linear combination of atoms of type (a) or (b) in H} ().

Assertion (b): Let ¢ be a function in BMO,(€2). Denote by D(R") the vector space generated
by H'(R")-atoms and by D,(€) the space of restrictions to Q of functions in D(R™). By
definition and density of D(R™) in H'(R"), one has that D,(2) is dense in H!(Q) and for
f € D.(Q), [ fllar = inf [|F|| g1 ey where the infimum is taken over all /' € D(R"™) which
coincide with f on Q. For f € D,(2), define

£f = [ f@potais
Then, for any function F' € D(R™) which coincides with f on €2, one has

1Lf]=

< 1l 1.y 101l saso. @) »

/ Fa)é(e)da

which shows that

LI < e 190 saro. (@) -

Hence the dual of H!(Q) contains BMO, ().
Conversely, let £ be a bounded linear functional in H!(Q). For all f € H'(R"), define

L(f) = L(flg)-

The definition of the norm in H!(Q) shows that L is a bounded linear functional on H HR™):
for all f € HY(R™),

20| = L)) < I Aol ey < IET1S s ey

Therefore, HZH < ||£]|. Since BMO(R") is the dual of H'(R"), there exists ¢ € BMO(R™)

such that, for any finite linear combination of H*(R™)-atoms,

(1) = / f(2)d()d.
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As a consequence,

12l sarogeny < I£I-

Observe that, if f is any H'(R")-atom supported outside (2, Z( f) = 0, which shows that ¢ is
constant on each connected component of Q2. Fix two such components C # C'. We let ¢,
be the value of ¢ on C,C’ respectively. Let Q and Q" be two cubes of same size respectively
contained in C' and C’. Define a(z) =1, z € Q and a(x) = —1, x € (. Then, a is a multiple
of an H'(R")-atom with support contained in the smallest cube of R" containing @ and Q'
Since its support is contained outside of ), we have Z(a) = 0. By construction of a, we have

L(a) = c|Q| — ¢|Q']. Hence ¢ = ¢’ and ¢ = ¢ outside 2.
Let ¢ = ¢ — c. Clearly, ¢, € BMO.(Q). If f = F, with I' € D(R"), one has

£) = £F) = [ F@ydla)ds = [ fa)dte)ds

This proves (HY(Q))" € BMO.(Q).

We now show that the dual of VMO,(Q) is H}(Q2). This is a consequence of the following
Banach space principle. If X is a Banach space and Y is a closed subspace of X, then Y’ is
isometric to X'/Y*+, where Y+ = {L € X' : L(y) = 0Vy € Y}. Here, we have X = VMO(R")
and Y = VMO,(Q).

Assertion (¢): is in [[J with minor changes due to our modification of definition.
Assertion (d): We apply the above abstract principle with X = H'(R") and Y = H}(Q).

Assertion (e): That (H},(Q)) C BMO,,(Q) is straightforward. The converse is already
observed in Section 2.3.

3 Local Hardy and BMO spaces on strongly Lipschitz
domains

We now give localized versions of the previous results.

3.1 Local Hardy spaces
We first recall the definition of A'(R™) and its atomic decomposition from [[[7].
Definition of h'(R™): Let ¢ € S(R™) be a function such that [, ¢(x)dz = 1. For all t > 0,

define ¢(x) = t™"¢(z/t). A locally integrable function f on R™ is said to be in h'(R") if the
maximal function

mf(x) = sup ¢ * f(z)]

0<t<1
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belongs to L'(R™). If it is the case, define

||f“h1(R") = [|mfll; .

One has H'(R™) C h'(R"). It should be noted that a function in h'(R") does not necessarily

have zero integral. We note that other maximal functions sup |¢; * f(x)| with § > 0 would
0<t<d
lead to an equivalent norm.

Replacing ¢ > 0 by 0 < ¢ < 1 in ([]), one obtains a characterization of h'(R") in terms of a
non tangential maximal function associated with the heat or the Poisson semigroup generated

by A (see [I1]).

Atomic decomposition of h'(R"): A function a is an h'(R")-atom if it is supported in a
cube @, satisfies |lal|, < |Q|™"/? and has mean-value zero if £(Q) < 1. Then, f € h!(R") if and
only if f =37, Agag, where the ag’s are h' (R")-atoms and ), [Aq| < oo. Moreover, 1 11 ey
is comparable with the infimum of }_, [Ag[ taken over all such decompositions.

We now turn to local Hardy spaces on 2. As for global spaces, three categories of local
Hardy spaces on €2 may be considered. The first category are restriction spaces.

Definition of 2!(Q2) and h!(Q2): The spaces hl(Q) and k() are defined in the same way
as H'(Q) and H}(Q), replacing H*(R™) by h'(R"). Observe that h!(Q) is a strict subspace of
h1(Q) (see [§], Proposition 6.4).

The second category is made up of atomic spaces. Here, we adopt definitions different from
B and [§]. We feel they are more natural ones.

Definition of type (a) and type (b) local cubes: Let § > 0. A cube @ is a type (a) local
cube if /(Q)) < 0 and 4Q) C Q, a type (bs,,) local cube if £(Q) > 6 and 4Q) C €2, and a type
(berose) local cube if 2Q € € and 4Q NI # 0. The type (b) local cubes are those of type (bsq)
or (beiose). We always arrange § so that the class of type (bg,,-) local cubes is not empty. To
simplify the exposition, we fix § = 1.

Definition of type (a) and type (b) local atoms: A measurable function a on € is called
a type (a) local atom if it is supported in a type (a) local cube @ with

Jall, <1Q1"* and [ a(w)dz o

A measurable function a on (2 is called a type (bsa,) (resp. (beose)) local atom if it is supported
in a type (brar) (resp. (beose)) local cube @ with

—1/2
lall, < 1QI72.

Note that type (b) local atoms do not have mean value zero.
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Definition of %, ,(Q): A function f defined on  belongs to h} ,(Q) if
F=> Xoag+ Y nabo
(a) (b)

where the ag’s are type (a) local atoms, the bg’s are type (b) local atoms and > [Ag|+>_ |po| <
(a) (0)
+00. Define [|f||,, as the infimum of )" [Ag| + D |pel| over all such decompositions.
(a) ®)

Definition of % ,(Q): A function f defined on € belongs to h. ,(Q) if

F=> Xoag+ Y nobg
(@)

(bfar)

where the ag’s are type (a) local atoms, the by’s are type (bsq,) local atoms and Y |Ag| +
(a)

> |pol < +oo. Define ||f||,; as the infimum of ) [Ag| + D> |pgl| over all such decomposi-

(bar) (a) (bfar)

tions.

Definition of hl;,(Q): An hl,, (Q)-atom is a function a supported in Q N Q, where Q is a
cube centered in € (but not necessarily included in ) with

1

allg L ——p,
|| H2 |QﬁQ|1/2

and i 4(Q) < 1,/a(x)da: = 0.
A function f is in hly, () if it can be written

f=Y"Aouq.
Q

where the ag’s are hiy, (Q2)-atoms and Y [Ag| < co. The norm is defined as usual.
Q

Remark 17. Fach global Hardy space is contained in the corresponding local space. Also,
h..(Q) and hL(Q) are respectively strict subspaces of hy ,(Q) and hy(). If Q is bounded,
one can see that b} ,(Q) = H,(Q), hi(Q) = H(Q) and that héy () = Hy () + CXg,
h..(Q) = H!,(Q) + CXq, and hl(Q) = H(Q) + CXy. Here Xq is the indicator function of
Q. All these facts but the inclusion hl(2) € HNQ) + CXq are easy to prove. For the latter
one uses the following observation using mazimal characterizations: if f € h'(R™) has compact
support and vanishing mean, then f € HY(R™). Details are left to the reader.

These local Hardy spaces compare as follows.
Theorem 18. (a) h}(Q) = h; ().
(b1) hZ.(Q) = hew (2).
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(b2) h:4(Q2) = ho(Q).

Note that (a) holds with no restriction on  while it is not true for global Hardy spaces.
We admit this result for the moment but the inclusion hL(€2) C Al (), which will be seen
in the course of proving the next theorem.

Finally, we consider the third category of local Hardy spaces.

Definition of h}max’ Q) If L =(AQ,V)is asecond order elliptic operator in divergence
form and if f € L} (Q) with slow growth, we say that f € hl . (Q)if

loc maz,L

freslt) = sup |7 1) € L9,

ly—z|<t<1
Define
||f||h}mz’L = ‘ leC,LHy
It is evident that H .. ;(Q) C h} 4. 1 (Q).

The local version of Theorem [ is as follows.

Theorem 19. Let Q = R"™ or Q) be a strongly Lipschitz domain, and L = (A,Q, V) satisfying

(Goo)-
(a) One has h*(R™) = h},,, 1 (R™).
(b) Assume that L satisfies the DBC. Then, one has hy ,(Q) = hy,q, () = h ().
(¢) Assume that L satisfies the NBC. Then, one has h. ,(2) = h}.. () = h1(Q).

Proposition 20. For a bounded Lipschitz domain, statements (b) and (c¢) in Theorem [I9 hold
for L = (A,Q,V) satisfying (G1).

This result applies when the coefficients of A are complex-valued BUC functions or in the
closure of BUC in bmo (See [f]).

Remark 21. When Q is bounded and L satisfies (G1), e () = H) o 1(Q). Indeed, one
inclusion holds. For the converse, consider v € Q, t > 1 and y € Q satisfying |y — x| < t.

Lemma [3] in Appendiz A vyields

Ct
PIWI< | g i@ld <l
As a consequence, for all x € €,
FE(@)] < C (| foen(@)] + 171)

and

1l < ¢ (]

fiseill, #1511
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The strategy to prove Theorem [ and Proposition is essentially the same as for the
global spaces: we need a few local bmo-spaces and some duality results, comparison between
maximal functions and area functionals, and the theory of tent spaces.

Remark 22. Assertion (c) in Proposition B{ applies to the Neumann Laplacian on a bounded
Q. Together with Remark [ this completes the proof of Theorem [1, (b2).

3.2 bmo spaces

A locally square-integrable function f on R™ is said to be in bmo(R") if

||¢||§mo(Rn):SUP<SUP |Q\/‘¢ — ¢ol* da, Sup |Q\/‘¢ o) dx) < +o00.

Define vmo(R™) as the closure of C,.(R™) in bmo(R™). It is well-known that bmo(R") is the dual
of h'(R™), which is the dual of vmo(R") [I7.

Define bmo,(2), vmo,(§2) and bmo,(§2) analogously to the corresponding global BMO or
VMO spaces, replacing BMO(R™) by bmo(R™) and VMO(R™) by vmo(R").

A locally square-integrable function f on Q is in bmo, () if

1 2
||¢||2mo = sup SU.p / ‘¢ ¢ ‘2dx,sup—/ ‘¢($)‘ dz | < +OO,
moe($) Q)| ¢ w 1QJg

where sup (resp. sup) means that the supremum is taken over all type (a) (resp. (b)) local
(a) (0)
cubes.

A locally square-integrable function f on  is in bmo, ,(Q2) if

||¢||l§mor.,a(ﬂ) = Sup (Sup |Q| / ‘(z) ¢Q‘ d.ﬁ(: S;];Ii) |Q| / ‘¢| ) < +00.

A locally square-integrable function ¢ defined on Q is in bmocy (2) if

1

1 2
1]l = sup SUP |6(x) — pgnal® dz, sup 9" ] < +o0,
bmecw () ‘Q NQ| Jona on 0Q)>1 \Q NQ Jona

where the cubes have center in 2. The space vmocw (€2) is defined as the closure of C.(Q2) in
bTTlch(Q).

The duality results for local spaces and the comparisons between bmo spaces are the same
as for the global spaces. Let us state them for completeness.

Theorem 23. (a) The dual of hy ,(Q) is bno, .(Q).
(b) The dual of h1(2) is bmo, (), the dual of vmo,(Q) is h:(£2).
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(¢) The dual of hiy (Q) is bmocw (), the dual of vmocw () is hiy ().
(d) The dual of h1(Q) is bmo,(Q).
(e) The dual of h ,() is bmo,.(9).

Theorem 24. (a) bmo, ,(2) = bmo, ().
(b1) bmocw () = bmo, o ().
(b2) bmo,(2) = bmo, ().

Again, the difficult parts are (A} ,(Q))" C bmo,q(2) and bmo, () C bmo, (), which are
proved using Theorem PR3, (¢) and Theorem R4, (b1).

3.3 Proofs of equalities between local Hardy spaces

Proof of Theorem [I9. In each case, the most involved part is to imbed our maximal space
into an atomic space. We concentrate on this.

One has the local statements corresponding to the results in Sections P.4 and .3, in which
the square functions and the Carleson measures are truncated at some fixed time ¢t < ty, say
for example t = 1. Except for some technical adjustments the proofs are the same and left to
the reader.

The idea is to use this in the representation formula f = f; + f; where

! dt
fi=a [ ereryernng
0

and fo = L2LY2 + I)P P, f for f € h}., (Q) N L2 Q)]

maz,L
For fi, we proceed using the tent spaces again and then eliminate the requirement that

f € L*(Q) to obtain f; € h'(R") or h, ,(Q) under DBC or h¢y, (Q2) under NBC.

Let us consider f,. The idea is to prove that fo € hly (Q) in each case. Indeed, when
Q = R™ we have hty (R") = h'(R"), under DBC htyy () C h,,(Q) from the definitions of
theses spaces and easy arguments, and under NBC, hgy, (Q) = b ,(Q) from Theorem [[§, (b1).

Here is the argument. Assume first 2 = R". Observe that P f = g is bounded by f5,
which is in L'(R™). Also since L'/2P, = —0,P, |;—; the subordination formula yields that the
kernel K (z,y) of (2L'/2 + I) P, is bounded by ck(z,y) with k(z,y) = (1 + |z —y|[)™ .

Take (Qx) be a covering of R™ by cubes with size 1 obtained by translation from the unit
cube [0,1]". Let (n:) be a smooth partition of unity associated with this covering so that 7 is
supported in 2Q);. Then one has

fola) =Y bi(x)
k

f @ is bounded and V = W'2(Q2) then the formula holds if [, f = 0. If the mean of f is not zero, then it
applies to f = f — ¢Xq with the constant ¢ so that the mean of f is zero. Conclude with Xo € hiyy (Q).
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where
bi(x) = () | K(z,y)g9(y)dy
Rn
1/2

Observe that by, is supported in 2Qy. Set A, = [2Qx|"/* ([ |bx|?) ™. We have

1/2
Aksm@w(/ | k(x,y>|g<y>|dy|2da:) .
2Qk

R

Observe that k(z,y) < cinfj,_.j<ok(z,y) for all z,y € R". For x € 2Q)y, since {(Qr) < 2,
k(xz,y) < cinf,eoq, k(2,y) for all y. Hence

Ak < €]2Qi] ;%ijM@WMS/ Xoq, (2)k(2,9)|9(y)| dydz

Rn

and it follows from the finite overlap property of the family (2Q);) that

h'}nax,L(Rn) '

e < [ [ k(z,y)lg(y)| dyde < cllglly < c|lf
%:k [/ 9(y)| dy g

If we set a, = A, 'bp when \; # 0, then aj, is an h'(R")-atom. Thus, f, € h'(R") with
[ f2lln@ny < ellfllnz ., ny-

Assume now that ) is strongly Lipschitz and L satisfies either boundary condition. Let
(Qr) be a covering of 2 with cubes of R" such that ¢(Qx) = 1. We keep only those cubes

which intersect Q. If @, has center in Q, we set A, = [2Q, N QY2 ([ |bk|2)1/2. If Q) has center
outside of Q, then we replace Qi by Q) with center in Q, N Q and ¢(Qy) = 20(Q;) and define
Ai = [2Qr N QY2 (f |bk|2)1/2. With these modifications of \j, we see from the same argument
that ay, is an hiy, (Q)-atom and that > [\ < || f ||h3nw’L(Q) remarking that all integrals should
take place on (2.

Proof of Proposition 0. We want to relax the condition (Gw) to (G1) when (2 is bounded.
The same arguments works once we make sure of small time decay estimates for the Poisson
kernel. This is proved in Appendix A.

Proof of Theorem [[§. The proof of (a) is as in the global case and is skipped.

The proofs of Al ,(Q) C hey (Q) and hl,(Q) C hL(Q) are straightforward from the defini-
tions.

It remains to prove hey (Q) C hL,(€2). Because of Remark [ and the global case, this is
already known if  is bounded. We assume next that €2 is unbounded. Let a be an h}y-atom
supported on a cube @ centered in . Since 2 is unbounded, we have |Q N Q| ~ |Q| (see
Appendix B).

If /(Q) < 1, we proceed as in the global case. Either a is a type (a) local atom or can be
decomposed into a sum of type (a) local atoms.

Assume ¢(Q) > 1. If a is a type (bgq,) local atom, we are done. It remains to argue when
@ is close to the boundary, iec 4Q N 02 # 0. In this case, we claim there exists a type (bsar)
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local cube Q" with ¢(Q') = K(Q) and the distance between @) and @' is comparable to £(Q) (See
Appendix B). Define a = a— ‘Q ‘ meQ )Xg/. Then a is a multiple of H}yy (Q)-atom (supported

in ¢c@Q N for some constant ¢ that does not depend on @), thus a € H. ,Q C h. Q. Now, a—a
clearly is a type (byqe,) local atom, hence it belongs to A ,(Q).

4 Other maximal functions

As a consequence of the atomic decomposition for the maximal space, one may use other
maximal functions, such as the vertical and the non-tangential maximal functions associated
with e**. More precisely, the following holds:

Theorem 25. Let L = (A,Q,V). Assume that Q = R™ or that Q be a strongly Lipschitz
domain of R™ under DBC with Q0 unbounded or under NBC. Assume also that L and L*
satisfy (G ). The following are equivalent:

stglo)\e “f(x)| e L'(Q), (19)
sup |e " f(y)| € L'(), (20)

lz—y|<v
f € Hy 1 (), (21)

One also has the analogous local statement, replacing Hy,. ; by by, poand t >0 by 0 <t <tg
for any ty > 0 without restriction on €2. Moreover, zfQ is bounded then (G1) suffices.

The new assumption that L* satisfies (G,) simply means that (@) holds for K;(y,x) too.
Again, when L is real, this is not a supplementary hypothesis.

We write the proof for global spaces, under DBC when 2 is unbounded for example. We
have already proved (Theorem [) the implication (B1) = f € H;,(Q) and the implication
f e H!,(Q) = ([@ is an easy consequence of the estimates for K, (as the proof of f €
H} () = fe H 1.(€2)). We therefore turn to the proofs of (I9) = (R0) and () = (B1)).

The argument for ([9) = (P{) relies upon the comparison between the L' norms of two
maximal functions and is inspired by [[4], p.185. For all « > 0 and v : 2x]0, +-00[— C set

vy(z) = sup |u(y,t)|.
ly—al<avi

If f € L} with slow growth, set

u(z,t) = e L f(x), ut(z) = sup [u(z,t)], v*(z) = ui(z).

t>0

loc

Recall that we assume (G) so that slow growth insures that u is well-defined.
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Finally, for all ¢ > 0, all N € N and all z € ), consider

i = sl () el

ly—z|<vit<e1

and

* E—
Uln(z) = sup
ly—z|<vVi<e™!, |y —z|<Vt<e—1

(\y\—/%y’\

)u u(y, ) —u(y',t)] (—8) (T+ely) ™.

for some p > 0 to be chosen later.

We intend to show the following proposition:
Proposition 26. There exists C' > 0 such that, for all f € L}, ||[u*]], < C|ju*],.

loc?

Notice first that the L'-norm of u} is controlled by the L!'-norm of u*. More precisely, the
following holds (see [[4], Lemma 1, p. 166):

Lemma 27. There exists C' such that, for all continuous function v on € x ]0,+oo[ and all
a >0,

loally < Ca™ [l -

Note that this inequality holds if v is truncated for ¢ > t,.
The proof of Proposition g relies on the following observation:

Lemma 28. Assume that u} y € L*. Then

1Tz, < €]

*
ue,NHl )
where C' is independent on €, N and u.

Fix z € Q and consider y,y’ and ¢ such that |y — z| < v/t and |y — x| < V/t. Define also

() =) (142 ) ™ () AoV

so that v] = u. n. Start from
U(y’ t) - u(y/v t) = / (Kt/2(y7 Z) - Kt/2(y/7 Z)) U(Z, t/2)dz = IO + Z [kv
& k>1
where

b= [ Ksl2) ~ Koply's ) t/2)
lz—yl<Vi

and
I, = / ‘Kt/g(y, z) — Koy, z)} lu(z,t/2)| dz.
2k =1/t <|z—y| <2kt
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Using (14 ¢|z|)Y < (1 +¢|y)NV(1 + 25)V if |2 — y| < 28/t and e/t < 1 and

—_ w© .
|Kij2(y, 2) — Koy, )| dz < ¢ (M) 02

/2k1ﬂ<|z—y§2kﬂ Vit

for some p > 0 and o > 0 from (G,) for L*, we easily get

(ﬂ\/ig)N lu(y,t) — U(;y]:; 2l <e (\y \_/gy/|)u (U;(x) I Ze_a22k (1+ 2k)NU;k+1(x)) '

(I+elyl 1

Therefore,

Sn(r) <ec <v;<x> +3 e (128" v;k+1(x)> .

k>1

Lemma PY follows at once from Lemma 7. m

We now prove Proposition Pg, following [[4], p. 186. Consider f such that u* € L'
and N € N large enough, so that one easily derives that u; y € L' for all ¢ > 0. Define
Gen = {z € Q Uz y(2) < Buf y(2)} for some B > 0 to be chosen. Then, one has

1
w2 g [ e
Q\GE,N Q\Gs,N

provided that B is large enough.
Moreover, for almost all z € G. y, one has u? y(v) < CM(z), where

1 1/r
M (z) = sup <7 ut(y ’"dy) ,
(@) @32 \|Q@ N Q| Jona )

with 0 <7 < 1 (in this definition, the cubes are centered in 2). Indeed, let x € G, y for which
uz y(x) < 0o. There exist y,t such that |y — x| < vt <e™' and

w0 (S0 el ™ 2 Jutato)

Since = € G, v, if |z — x| < V/t and |2’ — 2| < V%, one has

N

(\z\_/i/‘)HW(z,t)—u(z’,t)| (\/l—?/j_g)N(l—l-€|z|)_N§23|u(y,t)| (%) (14ely)™

hence,

(ﬁf

7= z’|) lu(z,t) —u(Z, )| < clu(y,t)].
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It follows that

u(z, )] = 5 [uly, 1)]

when z € A=<w; |lw—z| <+vtand |w—y <V . Therefore, when z € A, one has
2C

oles)] 2 St () kel ™ 2 Jutato)

Hence,

c
M(x)" > 7/ ut(2)"dz
@) |B(x,2vVt)| JB(2vi) 2

C

_ ulz. t)|"dz
B ey )

1, T A
> c(zuavN(x)) ‘B(x,2\/f)‘
> cu:’N(:c)T.

Finally, using the fact that 1/r > 1, one obtains that

/U;N(:c)d:c < 2/ ul y(v)dx
Q )

IN

Gs N
C M(x)dx
Gs,N

IN

C /Q M(z)da

< C/Qqu(x)dx

where C' does not depend on . Letting ¢ — 0 yields [|u*||; < C||lu™||; and (B0) is proved.
To complete the proof of Proposition @, it remains to see (B(Q) = (BI)). This follows easily
from the subordination formula ([i) and Lemma P7. m

Appendix A: Kernel estimates

In this Appendix, we derive some consequences of the Gaussian upper bounds () which we
assume to hold for 0 < ¢ < 7. The first consequence is that an estimate of the form (fJ) holds
for t0,K;(x,y) by analyticity of the semigroup (See [f], Chapter I, Lemma 19).

We first claim the following:
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Lemma 29. Assume that T = 1. Then, for allt > 1 and all x,y € ), one has

2
lz—y|

|[Ki(z,y)| < Ce™

The proof relies on the following L?-maximum principle (see [[§):

Proposition 30. Assume that A € A(c). Let u(z,t) be a function on € x |0, +o00[ satisfying
Owu(x,t) + Lu(x,t) = 0 on Q. Then, if £ : Q x |0, +o0[ — R is locally Lipschitz and satisfies
the relation

8t§(:)s,t) +a |V§(l’,t)|2 S O>

_ / (e, )2 @D da
Q

where o = %, the function

18 non increasing i t > 0.

Indeed, for all ¢ > 0, one has

[/(t) = 2Re /atU([L',t)u(gj’t)ef(x,t)dl»_‘_/ (Zlf t) (Zlf t)atg( )f(x,t)dx
L Q
= —2Re /Lu(:)s,t)u(x,t)eg(x’t)dx—a/ u(z, tyu(z, t) |Va€(z, 1)) €@ da
Q Q

= —2Re /A(:E)Vu(:v,t)Vu(x,t)eg(x’t)dx—2Re /A( )Wu(z, t)VE(x, t)u(x, t)et @V da

- a/g (2, yulz, 1) Vol (2, 1)

< —20/ IVu(z, t)|” e£@V da + 20_1/ \Vu(z, t)] |[VE(z, t)| |u(z, t)] @D d
Q Q
— o [ JuleOF Vg )P 0
Q
< (=2c+ct/e) /|Vu z,t))? e£@0dx + (e /|u z,t) | | Val(z,t) > £@ D da
= 0.
In the previous computation, € = ac = % Proposition B(] is therefore proved. m
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In order to prove Lemma P9, observe that, for # > 0 small enough (namely, § < ﬁ), the
function &(x,t) = 3 M satisfies the assumptions of Proposition B{J. Then, write

| Ki(z, )| =

alz—z alz=y? _ale—z®+]z—y?
Kijo(x,2)e? Kt/2(z y)e2 e 2 ¢ dz
Q

2 2 1/2 w2
(/ }Kt/Q x,z) 260‘ ) (/ ‘Kt/g z y zea‘ + dz) e i
Y2 ema?
< (/ }Kl/g(:z, z)} ezl dz) (/ }Kl/g(z,y)‘ eyl dz) e 4 i
Q Q

< CeiTTT

IA

As a consequence of the upper bounds for K;, we get the following estimates for the Poisson
kernel:

Lemma 31. (a) Assume that T = 4+o00. Then, for allt > 0, all z,y € €,

Ct

t (t+ |z —y))"™

(b) Assume now that T =1 and § is bounded. Then, for all0 <t <1, all x,y € Q,

Ct
Ipe(z, )] < g
(t+ |z —y))"™
Forallt>1, all z,y € ,
Ct
pe(r,y)| < — .
e e )

By analyticity, the same estimates hold for tO,pi(x,y).

Just use the subordination formula ([]) and the upper estimates for |K;(z,y)|.
We now summarize L%-estimates for VK;(x,y) that follow from the assumption (§) and the
Caccioppoli inequality (see [[], Proposition 15):

Proposition 32. (a) Assume that T = +o00. For allz € Q, allt > 0 and all 7 > 0,

2 1/2 n T an2 r2
1V, Koy, ) dy) < oCt-it (—) 7.
</TSr—y|S2r o Vi

(b) Assume that T =1. Then, for allz € Q, all0 <t <1 and all r > 0,

n—2

1/2 = )

n r r

V,K:(y,x 2dy) < cC, a7 (—) e P,
(. 1wk it (L
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Forallz € Q, allt > 1 and all r > 0,

2

1/2
([ o) <t s
r<|lz—y|<2r

As a consequence of Proposition B2, the following holds:

Lemma 33. For all x € Q, denote by §(x) the distance from x to 0S2.

/&&%@@Z
Q

(b) Under DBC, for all x € Q for all 0 <t < T,

(a) Under NBC, for all x € €,

C’ 66<x)2
t )

/ath Yy, x )dy‘ <

Under DBC, if Q) is bounded and 7 =1, for all x € Q) and all t > 1,

¢
—

/&Kt(y,x)dy‘ <
Q

Under NBC, one has e7*#1 = 1, whence assertion (a) holds.

To prove the first part of assertion (b), choose ¥y € C§°(2) such that ¢;(z) = 1if d(z,y) <
0/4, Y1 (2) =01if d(z,y) > 6/2 and ||V, < C/6. Here 6 = §(x). Define ¢, = 1 — /4. Then,
one has

/Qath(y,x)dy:/Q&Kt(y,x)@bl(y)dy%-/Q@Kt(y,l")%(y)dy

But Lemma BJ shows that

; Ly Ki(y, )¢ (2)dz

) AV Ky (y, x)V i (y)dy‘

IN

c / IV, Koy, )| [V, ()] dy
6<d(z y)<

;2
STEAN
t

IN
Q
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Moreover,

)/@m@wwwmsztéwﬁﬁ@m@wﬂ@

ge—ﬁ%
/

IA

For the second part of assertion (b), we have

t/@m@yww<c'

From these estimates and the subordination formula, we deduce the following:

Lemma 34. For all x € ), denote again by 6(x) the distance from x to OS).

/ ope(z,y)dy =
Q

(b) Under DBC, if T = +o0, for all x € (2,

[omtana] <€ (1+22)

t

(a) Under NBC, for all x € €,

Under DBC, if 2 is bounded and 7 =1, for allx € Q and 0 <t < 1

[omtana] <€ (1+22) .

t

Let us prove the second point of part (b). By differentiating the subordination formula, one

has
oo 2u
Ope(x,y) dy = // T,y 02 6_uu_1/2dudy.
[ o - e

Break the integral at u = t2/4. The part for u > t?/4 is controlled by % (1 + 6(x)> . The part
for u < ?/4 is bounded by ¢ ft /4

-1
c< % (1 + @) . This concludes the proof. m

We leave to the reader the care of studying what happens to regularity estimates for small
time for p(z,y) when (G) holds.

e "u~Y2du < e. Since t + d(x) < 1+ diam(€), we obtain
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Appendix B: Elementary geometry of Lipschitz domains

A strongly Lipschitz domain is by definition a domain in R" whose boundary is covered by a
finite number of parts of Lipschitz graphs (up to rotations) at most one them being infinite.
A special Lipschitz domain is the domain above the graph of a Lipschitz function defined on
R™1,

Let €2 be a strongly Lipschitz domain.

1. There exists a finite covering of R™ by open sets Uy, Us, ... , U, with at most one of them
being infinite such that for each k either Uy N = ) or there is a special Lipschitz domain
) and a rotation Ry in R™ such that Uy N Q = Ux N R (k).

2. There exists a cube )y such that either 2 C )y or there is a rotation R and a special
Lipschitz domain € such that Qo N Q = Qo N R(p).

3. There are constants p €]0,+oc] and C' > 0 such that if () is a cube centered in €2 and
(Q) < p then |Q N Q| > C|Q|. When Q is a unbounded, p = oco.

4. There exists p €]0, +00], such that if @) is a type (b) cube and ¢(Q) < p, there exists a
cube @ C “Q) such that ‘@‘ = |@| and the distance from @ to () is comparable to the side
length of ). Furthermore, p = oo is “€2 is unbounded.

5. Assume (2 is unbounded. Let @ be a cube with £(Q) > 1, centered in  with 4Q N # ().
There exists a cube " with 4Q" C Q, ¢(Q') = ¢(Q) and the distance between @) and Q'
is comparable to £(Q).

The proof of 1. is classical and skipped.

Point 2. follows easily: take )y as the smallest cube containing the bounded Uy’s in point 1.

To obtain p = co in the proof of 3. when 2 is a special Lipschitz domain is classical using
“vertical” reflection. Localisation gives us a finite p. To obtain p = oo when €2 is unbounded,
we argue as follows: let )y be the cube of point 2. Let ) be a cube centered in 2 with
0Q) > p. If £(Q) < M(Qy) for some A\ > 1 to be chosen, then for Q = ﬁ@ we have
RN > QN > C|Q| > CW@L If /(Q) > M(Qo) and the center of () belongs to
R(€), then [Q N Q| = Q@ NQ2N“Qo| = |Q N R({) N“Qol = |Q N R(C)| — [Qo| = C1Q] — |Qo]
where C' is the constant obtained for the domain R(£2). One chooses A so that |Qo| < Cp™/6™.
If £(Q) > M(Qo) and the center of () does not belong to R(), then this center belongs to
Qo and one can find in @ a point in R(€)) at distance less than £(Qy) from the center of Q.
It follows that ) contains a cube of sidelength ¢(Q))/3 and centered in R(2y). We apply the
above argument to that cube.

The proof of 4. is well-known if € is special Lipschitz or bounded. See [{], p. 304. By the
same argument, one can see it holds for some p finite for all strongly Lipschitz domains. It
remains to show that one can take drop the finiteness of p if “Q) is unbounded. In that case, let
@ be a type (b) cube contained in € with ¢(Q) > p. Pick o, R and € of point 2. In a basis
(e1,...  en), Qois xn = (1, ..., 2y 1). We take Q = Q — cl(Q)R(e,) for some appropriately
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chosen ¢ that depends only on the domain 2. We leave to the reader the care of verifying that
such a choice is possible.

To see point 5. let @ is a cube of size greater than 1, centered in Q with 4Q N Q # 0.
Arguing as above, we take Q' = Q + c/(Q)R(e,) where, since (2 is unbounded, one can pick ¢
large enough and independent of () such that Q" enjoys the desired properties. Details are left
to the reader.
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