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The Helmholtz decomposition of a BMO type vector
field in a slightly perturbed half space

Yoshikazu Giga*! and Zhongyang Guf'2
!Graduate School of Mathematical Sciences, The University of Tokyo, 3-8-1 Komaba,
Meguro-ku, 153-8914, Tokyo, Japan
2Graduate School of Economics, Hitotsubashi University, 2-1 Naka, Kunitachi, 186-8601,
Tokyo, Japan

Abstract

We introduce a space of L? vector fields with bounded mean oscillation whose “normal”
component to the boundary is well-controlled. We establish its Helmholtz decomposition in
the case when the domain is a perturbed C? half space in R™ (n > 3) with small perturbation.

Keywords: Helmholtz decomposition, BMO space, perturbed half space.

1 Introduction

This is a continuation of our paper [14]. It is well known that the Helmholtz decomposition plays
a key role in analyzing the Stokes and the Navier-Stokes equations [25]. Such decomposition is
well studied for LP space with 1 < p < oco. It is a topological direct sum decomposition

LPQ)" = L5 (Q) © GP(Q)

of the L? vector fields in a domain  C R". Here, L5(f2) denotes the LP-closure of the space
of all smooth div-free vector fields that are compactly supported and GP denotes the space of
all LP gradient fields. If p = 2, such decomposition holds for any domain €2. It is an orthogonal
decomposition and often called Weyl’s decomposition. For 1 < p < oo, the decomposition still
holds for various domain including the whole space R", the half space R/, a perturbed half
space, a bounded smooth domain [10] and an exterior smooth domain. However, there are
smooth unbounded domains which do not admit LP-Helmholtz decomposition; see e.g. a nice
book of Galdi [11].

If p = oo, such a decomposition does not hold even when 2 = R" since the projection
operator is a kind of the Riesz operator which is unbounded in L*°, though it is bounded in L?
(1 < p < o0). We replace L™ by BMO space. It turns out that it is convenient to consider a
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subspace vBMO of BMO to have the Helmholtz decomposition, at least for a half space [12]
and a bounded domain [14]. Our goal is to extend such a result to a perturbed half space.
Unfortunately, it seems that a direct extension is difficult because the behavior at space infinity
is not well controlled. Thus we consider the L? intersection of this space. For LP space, Farwig,
Kozono, and Sohr [7] established the Helmholtz decomposition of LP N L? (p > 2) and LP + L?
(1 < p < 2) for arbitrary uniformly C? smooth domain in R3. (Later, it is extended to arbitrary
dimension [8].) Although we consider vBMO N L? in a slightly perturbed half space in the
present paper, our results extend to any uniformly C® domain. This will be discussed in a
separate forthcoming paper.

Let us recall the BM O space of vector fields introduced in [13], [14]. For p € (0, oo], we recall
the BMO seminorm. For a locally integrable function f in €, i.e., f € L} (), we set

loc

1
[flBrmon (@) = sup {M/Br(x) \f() = f,w)| dy ' By(z) CQ, r< u} ;

here fp denotes the average over B and B,.(x) denotes the open ball of radius r centered at x
and |B| denotes the Lebesgue measure of B. For v € (0, 00|, we also use a seminorm

[f]ev(ry := sup {7’" /mB ( )|f(y)| dy

where I' := 02 denotes the boundary of 2. The space

CCEF,O<T’<I/},

BMOY™ () = {f € Lj,(Q) | [flBron@) + [flw ) < oo}

is essentially introduced in [2] and well studied in [5]. The Stokes semigroup in such spaces was
studied [2], [4] and it is useful to prove that the analyticity of the Stokes semigroup still holds in
some unbounded domains which do not admit LP-Helmholtz decomposition [3].

Our space vBMO requires a control only on the normal component. Let dr denote the
distance function from I'. We set

[V]vBarony (@) = [V]Bpmor) + [Vdr - v]p (1),
vBMO™"(Q) := {U € Lip ()" } [vluBarony () < OO} )

where - denotes the standard inner product. This is a seminorm. If 2 = R}, this is not a norm
unless n = 1, v = co. However, if I has a fully curved part in the sense of [13, Definition 7], then
[luBaony (@) becomes a norm [13, Lemma 8]. In particular, when € is a bounded C? domain,
this is a norm. In this paper, we consider the case where € is a perturbed C* half space

hi={o =@ o0) € R [, > h(a')},

where h # 0 is in C’f(R”‘l), i.e., h is a compactly supported C* function in R"!; here 2/ =
(z1,...,2n—1) for x € R™. A perturbed C* (k > 2) half space R is said to be type (K) if

sup  |V?h(z')] < K

z’eRn—1



where V' := (91,0s,...,0,_1). We note that the perturbed C* half space has a fully curved part
so that [v],ppronw (@) is @ norm. By definition, there always exists Ry, > 0 such that the support
supph C Bg, (0'). We say that the perturbed C* half space R} has small perturbation if

2n—1 1
2n
R’ <3

L W ETC ) (Corlh) + Conlh) + RY) < o M)

2C*(n)
where C*(n) is a specific constant depending only on the space dimension n,

Cs(h) =1+ [[hllorma-1),  C1(h) =1+ Ry |[V2h| o gns)

Coa(h) = Cy(h)? (1 R, ) (R 1972 e o1y + B uv’?huim(Rm)) ,
Cua(h) = (Rt B ) 9] gy + (B 1) blos oy
To simplify the behavior near the infinity, we consider
vBMOL*(Q) := vBMO""(Q) N L*(Q2).

Note that this space is independent of the choice of u, v. The purpose of this paper is to establish
the Helmholtz decomposition for the space vBMOL? (R’ﬁ) in the case where R} is a perturbed
C3 half space that has small perturbation with n > 3. Here is our main theorem.

Theorem 1. Let Ry be a perturbed C3 half space of type (K) that has small perturbation with
n >3 and I' = OR}. Then for any v € vBMOL? (RZ), there exists a unique decomposition
v =vg + Vq with

vo € vBMOLZ(R}) == {f € vBMOL*(R}) |divf=0in R}, f n=0onT},
Vg € GuBMOL*(R}) := {Vp € vBMOL?*(R}) |p € L. (R}}) }

satisfying the estimate

)+ V|l ) S C(K, Ry, Rp) |||

”UOH’UBMOLQ (RZ UBMOLZ(RZ vBMOL? (RZ)’

where C(K, Ry, Ry,) is a constant that depends only on the constant K which controls the second
order derivative of h, the reach of the boundary R. and the size Rj which characterizes the

support of h. In particular, the Helmholtz projection P,gyrorz2, defined by Pygryrorz(v) = v, is
a bounded linear map on vBMOL? (RZ) with range vBMOL? (RZ) and kernel GuBMOL? (RZ) .

Roughly speaking, the reach R, represents the size of a small neighborhood of the boundary
within which every point has a unique projection on the boundary. Here we would like to direct
the readers to subsection 2.1 for its precise definition.

Our strategy to prove Theorem 1 follows from the potential theoretic strategy we used to
establish the Helmholtz decomposition in a bounded C* domain [14]. Let E represents the
fundamental solution of —A in R™. By [21], we see that as long as the boundary I' is uniformly
C?, the space BMO>(Q) N L?(Q) allows the standard cut-off, i.e., we can decompose v into two
parts v = v; + vo with v3 = ¢v and v = v — v9 with some ¢ € C*°(R") that is supported



within a small neighborhood of I". Thus, the support of vy lies in a small neighborhood of I
whereas the support of vy is away from I'. For vy, by extending v, as zero outside €2, we just set
qi = E xdivv;. Then, the L> bound for Vgqi is well controlled near T', which yields a bound
for b” semi-norm. To estimate vy, we use a normal coordinate system near I' and reduce the
problem to the half space. We extend vs to R so that the normal part (Vd - 72)Vd is odd and
the tangential part 73 — (Vd - 72)Vd is even in the direction of Vd with respect to I'. In such
type of coordinate system, the minus Laplacian can be transformed as

L = A — B + lower order terms, A =—A,, B = Z On; biOn,

1<i,j<n—1

where 7,, is the normal direction to the boundary so that {7, > 0} is the half space. We then use
a freezing coefficient method to construct volume potential ¢i*" and ¢}°", which corresponds to
the contribution from the tangential part 73%"® and the normal part 73", respectively. Since the
leading term of div 73™°" in normal coordinate consists of the differential of 7,, only, if we extend
the coefficient b;; even in 7, ¢i'*" is constructed so that the leading term of Vd - V¢“" is odd in
the direction of Vd. On the other hand, as the leading term of div#3'" in normal coordinate
consists of the differential of ' = (11, ..., m,—1) only, the even extension of b;; in 7, gives rise to
¢t so that the leading term of Vd - V¢{®" is also odd in the direction of Vd. Disregarding lower

order terms and localization procedure, ¢{** and ¢'°" are constructed as

¢ = L7 Ndivoit = — A7 — BA Y Hdivoi®,
G = —L 7 divey” = —A7N (I — BA™") TN divay”.

One is able to arrange BA™! small by working in a small neighborhood of a boundary point.
Then (I — BA~1)~! is given as the Neumann series > >°_,(BA™1)™. The BMO-BMO estimates
for Vgi*® and V" follow from [9]. Since the leading term of Vd - (Vi + V¢}°T) is odd in
the direction of Vd with respect to I', the BM O bound implies b bound. The L? estimates for
Vgt and V@i hold as in the localization procedure, the partition of unity we consider for a
small neighborhood of T" is locally finite. As a result, setting q; = q% + ¢ + ¢}°" would give us
our desired volume potential corresponding to divv. Some results needed for the construction of
volume potential ¢; have already been established in [14, Section 3] and [21], for these parts we

omit their proofs and recall them directly.

Theorem 2 (Construction of a suitable volume potential). Let Q C R™ be a uniformly C3
domain of type (o, 8, K) with n > 2. Let R, be the reach of the boundary I' = 0. Then, there
exists a bounded linear operator v — qi from vBMOL?(Q) to L>(Q) such that

—Aqg1 =divy in
and that there exists a constant C = C(a, B, K, Ry) > 0 satisfying
IVaillopmorz) < Cllvlluprorz(o)-
In particular, the operator v — Vqi is a bounded linear operator in vBMOL?*(Q).

Here (o, 8, K) are parameters that characterize the regularity of I'. We would like to direct the



readers to subsection 2.1 for their precise definitions. Although the construction of the suitable
volume potential works for arbitrary uniformly C% domain in R™ with n > 2, for the rest of the
theory we need to focus back on perturbed half space in R” with n > 3. For v € vBMOL? (RZ),
we observe that w = v — V¢ is divergence free in Rj. Unfortunately, this w may not fulfill
the trace condition w - n = 0 on the boundary I' = OR}. We construct another potential ga by
solving the Neumann problem

Agy =0 in R},

% =w-n on [I.
We then set ¢ = g1 +¢2. Since dg2/0n = Vg2 -n, vy = v— Vq gives the Helmholtz decomposition.
To complete the proof of Theorem 1, it suffices to control ||Vq2HUBMOL2 (rp) by ||/UHUBMOL2 (rp)"
Lemma 3 (Estimate of the normal trace). Let R? be a perturbed C*™ half space of type (K)
with k € (0,1), n > 3 and I' = OR}. Then, there is a constant C = C(K, Ry, Rp,) > 0 such that

[w - n]| sy < Cllwl

Leo(D)NH 2 (T) vBMOL?(R})

for all w € vBMOL? (RZ) with divw = 0 in R}.

Here H 7%(11) is a Hilbert space that is isomorphic to H 7%(R"_1), which turns out to be
the dual space of the homogeneous fractional Sobolev space H 3 (R"1). Here, the homogeneous
Sobolev space of order s € R is defined as

feLi (R and

||f||H5(Rn71) = </R'n1 |£/|25‘J/c\(§/)|2d£/> 2 - OO}

where &’'(R" 1) denotes the space of Schwartz’s tempered distributions and ]?denotes the Fourier
-1
transform of f, see e.g. [1, Section 1.3]. Unfortunately, the space H2(R""1) is complete if and
-1
only if n > 3. Thus, we assume that n > 3 when the H™ 2 norm appears. The basic idea to

H*(R") = {f e S'(R")

establish Lemma 3 is as follows. The L* estimate of w-n follows directly from the trace theorem
established in [13, Theorem 22]. For the H~3 estimate for w - n, we split the boundary into the
straight part and the curved part. Since we have the L estimate for w - n and the curved part
is compact, the contribution in the H ~3 estimate for w - n that comes from the curved part can
be estimated by the L* norm of w - n. For the contribution in the 3 estimate of w - n that
comes from the straight part, we invoke the H ~3 estimate of w - n in the case of the half space.
We finally need the estimate for the Neumann problem.

Lemma 4 (Estimate for the Neumann problem). Let R} be a perturbed C? half space of type
(K) that has small perturbation with n > 3. Let R, be the reach of I' = OR}. For any g €
L>(T)n Hfé(lj), there exists a unique (up to constant) solution u € L} .(R}) to the Neumann

loc



problem

Au=0 in R}
d (2)
a—z =g on I
such that the operator g — w is linear. Moreover, there exists a constant C = C(K, R, Rp) > 0
such that

IVl <9l

vBMOL?(Ry) Lo(D)NH™ 2 (1)’

To establish Lemma 4, the basic strategy is the same as in [14], we firstly show that

|VE « (or ® g) HUBMOOO,V(RZ)

can be controlled for any g € L*>(I") N Hfé(lj) where

Bx(6r@g)(a) = [ B =)o) dH" ().« € Ry
represents the single layer potential for g. Since the boundary I' = R} is curved and not
compact, we appeal a perturbation argument. For g € L*°(T"), we decompose g into the curved
part g1 and the straight part g» by setting g1 (v, h(y/)) := 1%2Rh(0,)(y’)g(y’, h(y')) for y € R**

and g2 := g — g1, where 1/ represents the characteristic function for the open ball Bag, (0/)

2R, (07)
in R"~!. Since gs vanishes in the curved part of T', we can define gif € L>®°(R"~1)n i (R 1)
by setting g5 (y/,0) = g2(y', h(y')) for any y' € R"~!. Note that

Ex (0r © ga)(z) = E  (Somrn © g5’ ) (z)

for any x € R". By setting g2t (v/,yn) := g4 (v/,0) for any (¢/,y,) € R"™, we can deduce the
BMO estimate of VE x ((5p ® gg) by applying the L* — BMO estimate for singular integral
operator [19, Theorem 4.2.7] to V,, E * 1Rig§". Since gl(", h(-’)) is compactly supported in
R" ! we may extend ¢g; to some gi. € L>(R") such that g7 . is compactly supported and
Vd-Vgi . =0 within a small neighborhood of I'. Then, we can rewrite VE x (5p ® gl) as

VE * ((SF &® gl) = V div (E * (g§’7C1RZVd)) — VE * (1R29$f97p0/4> (3)

with some compactly supported continuous function fy , /4 (see Proof of Lemma 25 (i)) that is
independent of g. The BMO estimate for the first term on the right hand side of (3) can be
controlled using the L™ — BMO estimate for singular integration operator. The second term
on the right hand side of (3) can be controlled by the L> norm as VE(x) is a locally integrable
kernel and fy ,,/4 has compact support. We thus obtain the BMO estimate for VE x (5p ® g)
for g € L>°(I).

For the b” estimate of the normal component of VE x (6p ® g) with g € L>=(I') N Hfé(lj),



we also decompose g into the curved part ¢g; and the straight part gs. It is possible to show that

sup /
:cEFf}On r

where I‘f;n = {z € Q|d(z) < po} denotes the py-neighborhood of I' in Q. Since g1 (-, h(-)) is
compactly supported in R"~!, estimate (4) allows us to show that

(o= )| @) <o (@)
Yy

Vd(z) - V(E * (v @ g1)) ()| < Cligllz(ry

for any = € I‘E)n with some constant C' = C(K, Ry, R.) > 0. On the other hand, for = close to
the curved part of I', Vd(z) is not necessarily (0, ...,0,1), in this case

Vd(z) - V(E % (or © g2)) ()|

would contain contributions from V’ (E * (Op ®92)), which cannot be estimated by the L> bound
of g2 (see Proposition 26). As a result, we introduce the H~2 bound of gy. Since g2(,h()) is

supported in Bag, (0)¢, Vd(z) - VE(x — ') can be viewed as an element of Jig; (T") for any x close
to the curved part of I'. Hence, by the H™ 5 — H3 duality we can deduce that

[Vd(w) - (E (60 © 92)) )] < Cllgll-

with some constant C' = C(K, Ry, R,) > 0. We thus obtain an L estimate for the normal
component of VE x (5p ® g) within a small neighborhood of I'. The b” estimate naturally follows.

For g € L>*(I') N H_%(I‘), we prove that the trace of

(Qg)(z) = /F gf; (z—y)g(y) dH" ' (y), zeTh

is of the form

1(@Q9) (&', 1) = 39(a', b)) — (S9) (&', hia)).

where S : L>®(I") N Hfé(F) — L>*(T) N Hfé(lj) is a bounded linear operator satisfying

* 48 2
151 eyt (o) e ynir-3 oy S €I 2 LR (Cu (B) + Cua(h) + )
with C*(n) denoting a specific fixed constant which depends on dimension n only. Therefore, if
R} is a perturbed C? half space that has small perturbation with n > 3, the inverse of I — 28 is
well-defined as a bounded linear map from L*°(T") NH "z (I") to L>=(I) NH "z (I") by the Neumann

series
oo

(I-29)""=> (29)".

=0

The solution to the Neumann problem (2) is formally given by

u(z) = E * <5p ® (21 - 25)—19))@), z € R



We finally need the L? estimate for Vu in R} . In the case of a half space, for g € jin (R 1),
the single layer potential E x (58R1 ® g) is exactly half of the solution u to the Neumann problem.
By directly considering the partial Fourier transform of E(z’,xz,) with respect to z’, we could
easily deduce that

IVull 2mn) = 2| VE x (58R3; ®9)HL2(R1) C(n )||9||H 3 (Rn-1y°
In the case that R} is a perturbed C? half space with n > 3, for g € LOO(I’) N Hfé(lj), we still
decompose g into the curved part g; and the straight part gs. Since L (T") is continuously

embedded in 2 (") and the curved part g; has compact support in I', g € L*°(T") would imply
that both g1, g2 € L>®(T') N H_%(F). Since for any x € R™ we have that

VE * (0r @ g2)(x) = VE * (53R1 ® gf) (x)
and for any z = (2, z,) € R, we have that

‘VE* (531:{1 ®g£{)(l‘, Tn)| = ‘VE * (53[{1 ®g§)(m’,xn)

I

the L? estimate of VE x (6p ® 92) in R” follows from the L? estimate of VE x (58Ri ® gf) in
RY, i.e., we have that

IVE* (00 9) || 2 gy = 2 VE * (90my @ 95) | aqregy < COS RO e b oy
For the curved part g1, we recall the argument which establishes the v BM O norm for VE *
(6r ® g). We extend g; to gi. € L>(R") and consider equation (3). Since VdivE is L?
integrable for any 1 < p < oo, see e.g. [18, Theorem 5.2.7 and Theorem 5.2.10], the L? norm
of the first term on the right hand side of (3) can be estimated by the L> norm of g. Whereas
VE(z) is an integration kernel that is dominated by a constant multiple of |z|~(~1, by the
famous Hardy-Littlewood-Sobolev inequality [1, Theorem 1.7], we can also control the L? norm
of the second term on the right hand side of (3) by the L> norm of g. Combine with the L?
estimate for the contribution from the straight part gs, we finally obtain our desired L? estimate

[Vl ) S C(K, Ry, R)||(I = 28) g < C(K, R, R

r2(Rp Le(T)NH~ 3 (T) >Hg”Loo(r NE~E (D)

for g € L>*(I") N it (I"). This completes the proof of Lemma 4.

When taking the normal trace and solving the Neumann problem, the reason why we need
to require the dimension n to be greater than or equal to 3 is because when n > 3, we indeed
have the fact that H %(R" 1) is continuously embedded in L%(Rn 1) and H 2 2 2(R™1) is the
dual space of H %(R”_l), which further implies that L= (R" 1) is continuously embedded in

i 2(R"1). Based on these facts we can show that in the case of any perturbed C? half space
Rj }mth boundary I' = OR}, H> (R 1) is 1s.onr101"phlc1 to H2 (T') and H~2 2 (R 1) is 1somorph1c tg)
H 2 (I"). More importantly, we can estimate the H ™2 norm of the trace operator S by its L
norm and do cut-offs to boundary data g € L*°(I") N H~ (F) to decompose it into the curved
part g1 and the straight part go. In the case where n = 2, the space H3 (R) is no longer complete



and H 7%(R) is not necessarily the dual space of H %(R) The completion of H %(R) cannot be
embedded in the space of Schwartz’s tempered distributions. Moreover, as a limit case, H %(R)
is not continuously embedded in L*°(R). As a result, at the present we lack of tools to estimate
the 272 norm of the trace operator S and we cannot do cut-offs to decompose a boundary data
into the curved part and the straight part any more. This is why we focus on the case where the
dimension n > 3 in this paper. The problem of H 2 (R) is similar to H'(R?2). The space H'(R?)
is not complete. Its completion should be the quotient space {u € L} (R?)|Vu € L*(R?*)"}/R

as discussed in [11] since H'(R?) includes all smooth compactly supported functions. We have
to study an appropriate dual space as in [16].

This paper is organized as follows. In Section 2, we recall results from [21] to localize the
problem and results from [14] to construct a suitable volume potential corresponding to div v.
Theorem 2 is proved in this section. In Section 3, we take the normal trace in H ~3 sense
by considering isomorphisms between FH _%(F) and H _%(R"*I). In Section 4, we establish
estimates for the trace operator S of Qg. We show that S is bounded from L N H™3 to
L®NH~3. In Section 5, we solve Neumann problem (2) by considering the single layer potential
with 2(I — 25)7!g and establish the vBMOL? estimate for its gradient in R}

2 Volume potential construction in a uniformly C? domain

For v € vBMOL?(), we shall construct a suitable potential ¢; so that v — Vg is a bounded
linear operator in vBMOL?(f2) as stated in Theorem 2. The construction in the case where
is a uniformly C® domain basically follows from the theory in [14], where Q is a bounded C3
domain.

2.1 Localization tools

Let us recall some uniform estimates established in [21]. Let © be a uniformly C* domain in
R™ with k € N and n > 2. Let ' = 0 denotes the boundary of domain 2. There exists
a,B > 0 such that for each zg € I', up to translation and rotation, there exists a function
h, € C%(Ba(0')), where B,(0') denotes the open ball in R"! of radius a with center 0/, that
satisfies the following properties:

(i)
K := sup H(V/)ShZOHLoo

. /hz / — hz n_
0<s<k (Ba(y) <%V ,(0) =0, h,(0)=0,

(i) QN Uaph,(20) = {(2',20) € R" [ hyg(2') < 2 < hyy(2') + B, 2] < a} where
Ua,ﬁ,hzo(zo) = {(:r’,:rn) cR" } ha(2)) — B < an < hay(2') + 8, |2/ < a} ,

(i) ' N Uap ., (20) = {(2',20) € R™ |2y = hyy(27), [2'] < a}.

We say that € is of type (o, 8, K).



Let d denote the signed distance function from I' which is defined by

inf|lz —y| for xe€Q,
yel’

d(z) = (5)

—inflx —y| for = ¢
yel’

so that d(z) = dp(x) for € Q. For a uniformly C* domain €, there is R® > 0 such that
for z € Q with |d(z)| < R?, there is a unique point 72 € T such that |z — mz| = |d(x)|. The
supremum of such R is called the reach of ' in €, we denote this supremum by RS:. Let Q° be
the complement of © in R™. Similarly, there is R** > 0 such that for z € Q¢ with |d(z)| < R,
we can also find a unique point 7z € I' such that |z — 72| = |d(x)|. The supremum of such R’
is called the reach of ' in ¢, we denote this supremum by R¥°. We then define

R, :=min (Rf}, R*QC) ,

which we call it the reach of I'. Moreover, d is C* in the p-neighborhood of T' for any p € (0, R.),
ie,deCk (Ff}n) for any p € (0, R,) with

R'Il L n .
IR = {2 € R" ||d(2)] < p};

see e.g. [20, Chap. 14, Appendix], [24, Section 4.4].

There exists 0 < pp < min (a, B, %, 5l L

TI)) such that for every zg € I,

Up(20) := {& € R" | (wz)' € int B,(0'), |d(z)| < p}

is contained in the coordinate chart Uy g ., (zp) for any p < pg. For 2y € I, the normal coordinate
change F. : V), := B,y (0') X (—po, po) = Upy(20) is defined by

B 1"+ 1 (V5d) (1, hao (7))
Tr = on(n) — { h (77 +77n aacnd (7’]/,]120 ) (6)

or shortly
r =7nx —d(z)n(rz), n(rz)=—-Vd(rz).

Note that that for any zg € I', F,, is indeed a C'-diffeomorphism between V,,, and Uy, (zo). For
any € € (0,1), there exists a constant cf, := C(e, K, pp) > 0 and ¢, < po such that for any
p € (0,c5] and zp € I', the estimates

||VFZO — IHLOO(VP) <eg, HVFZ:)l — I”LOO(UP(Z())) <€ (7)

hold simultaneously, see [21, Proposition 3].

For p € (0, po/2), there exist a countable family of points in I, say Pp := {x; € I | i € N},
such that
F? = U Up(xz)
;€S

Moreover, there exists a natural number N, = C(n) such that for any x; € Pr, there exist at

10



most N, points in Pr, say {2, ..., Tiy, } C Pr, with
Up(xi) NUp(xs,) # 0

for each 1 < [ < N,, see e.g. [21, Proposition 5|. Based on this open cover, a partition of
unity for I’Bn can be constructed. There exist ¢; € C! (Up(a:i)) for each x; € Pr and a constant
C(Ny,n,p) > 0 such that

0<¢p; <1 forany ¢ € N,

supp (goz- o Fmi)(-’,nn) C B,(0') for any n, € (—p,p) and i€ N,

oo
E pi(r) =1 forany z € F?n, sup HV<,07;||LO<,(F§n) < C(Ny,n,p);
i—1 1eEN

see e.g. [21, Proposition 6].

2.2 Cut-off and extension

In this subsection, we assume that  C R" is a uniformly C? domain of type (o, 3, K) with
n > 2. Let p € (0,p9/2). For a function f defined in Ffl}n N Q, we define feven to be the even
extension of f to I‘}}n with respect to the boundary T, i.e.,

feven (72 + d(z)n(mz)) := f(7z — d(z)n(xz)) for € I‘?n\ﬁ
and fyqq to be the odd extension of f to FE‘” with respect to the boundary T, i.e.,
foad (7rx + d(:c)n(wx)) = —f(wx — d(x)n(ﬁm)) for x € Ff‘n\ﬁ.
For x € F?n, we further define that
P(z) :=Vd(rz) ® Vd(rz) = n(rz) @ n(rz), Q(z):=1— P(z).

It is not hard to see that P(z) represents the normal projection to the direction Vd whereas
Q(z) represents the tangential projection to the direction Vd. For v € vBMOL?(f) with
suppv C F?n N, we define U to be its extension of the form

0(x) = (Podd)(2) + (QUeven) (%) (9)

for z € F};{n. Since suppv C I‘f}n, v can be viewed as being defined in R™ with ©(x) = 0 for any
reR™\ F/Ifn.

Proposition 5 ([21]). Let Q@ C R" be a uniformly C? domain of type (o, B, K) with n > 2.
Let € € (0,1). For any p € (0,c5/2], there exists a constant C = C(a, 5, K,p) > 0 such that
estimates

”UevenHBMOB(R") < CHUHUBMOLZ(Q)a

[Vd - voadll Brror2mr) + [Vd - voadlw )y < Cllvlluror (o)

11



hold for all v € vBMOL?(Y) with suppv C Ffl,ln and v > 0.

Actually, we could achieve more than Proposition 5. We consider a cut off function 6 €
C*(R) such that 0 < 6 <1, 8(t) = 1 for any 0 < [t| < 1/2 and 6(¢t) = 0 for any [t| > 3/4.
Suppose that € € (0,1) and p € (0,cq/2]. We set 0, := 6(d(x)/p). An easy check tells us
that 0, € C2(R") with suppf, C F};{" and 0,(x) =1 for x € F/l}/g. Within this paper, for any
subset D C R™ we denote rp to be the restriction operator in D. For v € vBMOL?(Q), we let

vg = (rqb,)v and vy := v — v2. We extend vy to T3 in the same way as (9) in which the normal

component of T3 is odd with respect to I' and the tangential component of 73 is even with respect
to I, i.e., we set

vy = P(UQ)odd + Q(UQ)even-

By [21, Theorem 1], we see that T := Tz + v is a linear extension of v to R™ which satisfies

1l Brror2 ey + [Vd - Olyeery < CllvllyBrorz @)

with some C' = C(«,,K,p) > 0. In general, multiplication by a smooth function is not
bounded in BMO> (). However, since we have a bounded linear extension from vBMOL?(Q)
to BMOL?(R"™), such multiplication is bounded in vBMOL?(Q). Since pg depends on «, 3, K
and the reach R,, by fixing an arbitrary ¢ € (0,1) and an arbitrary p € (0, ¢, /2], we can deduce
the following multiplication rule.

Proposition 6 ([21]). Let Q C R™ be a uniformly C? domain of type («, 8, K) with n > 2. Let
© € CV(Q) with v € (0,1). For each v € vBMOL?(R), the function pv € vBMOL?*(Q) satisfies

levllosrorz) < Cllellerv@llvllverorz)

with some constant C = C(a, B, K, Ry) > 0 where R, represents the reach of T'.

2.3 Decomposition of volume potential corresponding to v

In this subsection, we assume that  C R" is a uniformly C3 domain of type (o, 3, K) with
n > 2. Let us recall some results that have already been established in [14]. There exists a
constant p, = C(po, K) > 0 such that all theories in this subsection hold for every p € (0, pi].
Let p € (0, p,| and 6, be the cut-off function defined in subsection 2.2. Since now we assume that
I is uniformly C3, in this case 6, € C2(R™) with suppd, C F?n and 6, = 1 for any = € F?/;.
Still, for v € vBMOL?*(Q) we set vo := (rof,)v and v; := v — va. By Proposition 6, we see that
v1,v2 € vBMOL?(R) satisfying

HUIHUBMOLQ(Q) + HU2HvBMOL2(Q) < CH”HuBMOL?(Q)

with some constant C' = C(a, 8, K, p) > 0.

To construct the mapping v — ¢; in Theorem 2, we localize vy by using the partition of the
unity {¢;}9°, associated with the covering {U,;}°; of F/Ifn. Here for each i € N, U,; denotes
Up(x;) with x; € Pp. The corresponding volume potential to v; can be estimated directly.

12



Proposition 7. There exists a constant C(p) > 0 such that

IVaill savorz@ny < Cp)Ivlloprrorz@),
HVQ%HLOO(F}}/Z) < C)llvllvrmorz()

for ¢t = Exdiv vy and v € vBMOL?(QQ). In particular,

[V(Jﬂbu(p) < C(p)llvllvprorz(a)
for any v < p/4.

Proof. By the BMO-BMO estimate [9] and Proposition 6, we have the estimate
[Vail pro@n < Cluilsaomn) < Cp)vlluprorz)-

Consider = € FpR/n4. Since Vq% is harmonic in FE‘;; and Bg (x) C FpR/n2, the mean value property
for harmonic functions implies that

Cy
Vai(z) = = / Vai(y) dy,
p Bg (z)

i.e., we can estimate |Vqi ()| by C(p)”vq%HLQ(Rn). Since the convolution with V2E is bounded

in L for any 1 < p < o0, see e.g. [18, Theorem 5.2.7 and Theorem 5.2.10], we have that
IVatllz@ny < Cllvillz2@ey < Cllvllzzmn)-

Therefore, the estimate

Vai(2)| < Clp)llvlloprorzo)

holds for any = € FPR/"4. a

For i € N, we extend (rqg;)vs as in Proposition 5 to get (rog;)ve and set

(e e}

Ty 1= Z (rap;)va.

=1

Indeed, this extension is independent of the choice of {¢;}7°, as long as {¢;}5°, is a partition of
unity for F?n. We next set

@tan = Q,U72 = Z Q ((TQSOi)even(UQ)even)-

i=1

Fori € N, we have that ¢; € C%(U, p,i) s in this case I' is of regularity uniformly C3. For simplicity
of notation, we denote (rqg;)even(V2)even by v2;. By Proposition 5 and 6, we can easily deduce
that for any i € N, vo; € BMOL?*(R") with suppus; C U, satisfying the estimate

lvill Bporz@ny < Clo)lvaill 5y (rg) S Cla, 8, K, p)|vlluparorzo)- (10)
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We further denote Qvg; by wi*®. Now, we are ready to construct the suitable potential corre-

00
—tan . tan
E w; E QUQ’Z‘.
=1

Proposition 8 ([14]). For every i € N, there exist bounded linear operators v — pi3* and
v iy from vBMOL?(Q) to L= (R") such that

sponding to

—ApP" = divw!™ in  Us,; N

tan

with pi" = pﬁn —i—pEaQn, supp p; 1" C Uspi. Moreover, there exists a constant C' = C(K,p) >0
such that

I8 larorse = Cleaillonion)

HthanHLOO(R") <C HU2,z'HLp(Rn) )

sup T—n/ (Vd - Vpi**| dy < Cllvzill prorzmn)
zel,r<p r(

with some p > n.

Having the estimate for the volume potential near the boundary regarding its tangential
component, we are left to handle the contribution from v5°" := 7y — v§*". We note that v5°"

admits decomposition

—nor Z P TQ sz)even (UZ)odd)
=1

For simplicity of notations, for every i € N we denote Vd - ((rggoi)even(vg)odd) by f24. In this
case, for any ¢ € N we have that fa; € BMOLQ(R") with supp fo; C U,; satisfying the estimate

1f2,ill Bror2@mn) < C(P)Hfz,z‘||BMOL2(F/1}n) < Clo, B, K, p)lvllvpmorze)-

We further denote f2;Vd by wj°". With a similar idea of proof, we can establish the suitable
potential corresponding to v5°*

Proposition 9 ([14]). For every i € N, there exist bounded linear operators v — p;{" and
v—> pi from vBMOL?(Q) to L= (R") such that

—Api =divw;" in Uy NQ

nor

with pp°" == pi{" + Py, supppi" C Uspi. Moreover, there exists a constant C' = C(K, p) > 0
such that

VDS | Brrorzmny < Cll f2ill BMmoL2 R
IVDPiS | oo (rry < Cll f2,ill o7,
sap 7 [ Ty < Clalsusoreime

zel,r<p
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with some p > n.

Remark 10. Specifically speaking, Proposition 8 is indeed [14, Proposition 4] whose proof is in
[14, Section 3.4], Proposition 9 is indeed [14, Proposition 5] whose proof is in [14, Section 3.5].
For Proposition 8, in the local normal coordinate system at x; € Pr, ptan is constructed as

F.'(pil1) ATHI = BATY) IV F (o),

A=-A, B= Z O, (b30) 0y,
1<4,j<n—1

with 6 denoting some cut-off function in Vj, and Fy, : V,y — U,y (x;) is the normal coordinate
change in Up,(;). Since 8,, A7'9,, is bounded in BMO [9] and in LP (1 < p < oo) for any
k. =1,2,...,n, see e.g. [19, Theorem 5.2.7 and Theorem 5.2.10], the BM O N L? norm of than
is controlled by the BMO N L? norm of v24. On the other hand, ptan is constructed as the
convolution of the Newton potential £/ with some function of vo;, we can directly estimate the
L norm for than by Hélder’s inequality as VE is locally LP-integrable for p sufficiently close
to 1. Similarly, for Proposition 9, p}'?" is constructed as

(p;“;r) —0A (I —BA) 10, F.  (fo),

A=-A,, B= > 0,(bi;0)0,
1<i,j<n—1

and p;9" is constructed as the convolution of the Newton potential £/ with some function of f3.

The BMO N L? estimate for Vp;{" and the L™ estimate for Vp;9" can be derived by exactly the
same argument as in Proposition 8. The reason why statements of Proposition 8 and Proposition
9 look different from [14, Proposition 4] and [14, Proposition 5] is because in the case that
is a bounded C® domain, the space vBMO(f2) is continuously embedded in L'(£2)". By the
L' — BMO interpolation inequality, the LP norm of vy; and fa; can be controlled by their
vBMO norm for any 1 < p < oo, see e.g. [5, Lemma 5], [23, Theorem 2.2]. If Q is a general
uniformly C® domain, then it is not necessary that v BMO°>°(Q) is continuously embedded in
LY(Q)™. This is why we state Proposition 8 and Proposition 9 in a different form from [14].

2.4 Volume potential corresponding to v

We admit Proposition 8 and 9. The corresponding volume potential to vo can be constructed by
summing up the cut-off of pi** and pP°* to Uy, for all i. We define Qr := {U,; |z; € Pr}.

Proof of Theorem 2. Let i € N. We firstly consider the contribution from the tangential part.
Since I is uniformly C3, there exists a cut-off function 6; € CE(UQM-) such that 0; = 1 in U,
0 < 60; <1 and moreover, the estimate

10ill c2(v,.) < Cp)

holds for some constant C'(p) > 0 independent of i. We next set

qﬁn = Glp,fan + E % ( Lan A Q. + 2V6; - than) .
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Note that Proposition 8 ensures that
—Aqtan = —A(O;p*™) + pP*PAG; + 2V0; - Vi = 6; div wi™ = div w*"

in Q as suppwi® C U,,;. We define that

tan . tan
Zq -

Since supp pt"m C Uy,,; for all ¢, by Proposition 8 we have that

S IV @R zrey < 3 CO) (P88 e+ 198 0, )
=1 =1

<C(K,p) Y lvaillzzw, .-
=1

Since our partition of unity for F[I}" is locally finite, see subsection 2.1, we can deduce that
o0
|
=1

where N, is the constant which characterizes the local finiteness of Qr in the sense that any

W) < Na ||(U2)evenHL2(FRn) < 8Ni|lv2llz2(0) < 8Nul[vll 220,

element of OQr can intersect for at most N, other elements of Qr. Suppose that B is a ball of
radius r(B) < p. If B does not intersect T'R" » » then

1 [ 902 = (F00) gl dy =0

for each ¢ € IN. If B intersects F2p , then B intersects at most N, neighborhoods of {Us,(x;) ’
x; € Pr}, see [21, Lemma 11]. Hence in this case, we have that

(O (Zv Zp:%n)

dy < Z 0:,05)] Bro®m)

Ny N
<> C(p)(\\pﬁjﬁHmUw) + HwﬁjﬁHBMom(m)) < C(K,p) Y vzl prrore e -
_ /=1

Hence, by estimate (10) we deduce that

tan

zpzl < C(auﬁ,Kvp)HvHUBMOLQ(Q)‘

BMOL?(R™)

Note that supp Gzptan C Uy, for any i € N and for every x € I‘Qp ,  belongs to at most IV,
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elements of Qr. By Proposition 8 again we can deduce that

[Z V( zp£a2n

In addition, as

tan

lpz 2

< C(K, p)Nysup ||lvzil Brror2mny-

} BMO(R™) Lo2(Uzp,i) iEN

an l an
IVO0ipi5 ) L2y < U202 IV (0058 ooy < C(p) |02l o ()

with some p > n, by the BMO — L? interpolation inequality we have that

(Oipl5) < ZIIV i3 (R")
LQ(RH) =1
S C(P)N*H(v2)even||LP(R") < C(P)N*H('U2)even”BMOL2(R")-
Hence, by Proposition 5 we obtain that
(0:p}™") < C(a, B, K, p)|lvllvrorz(a)- (11)
BMOL?(R")

Let fi*" = p;*"A0; +2V6; - Vp;*". Since supp fi*" C Upp,i, we have that

1
£ N 2t @) < (U204l 2 1™ 230

By the same argument above which proves the estimate (11), we can show that

[Z tan] + Y 1 i mey < Clas B, K, p)llvllusrrorz@)-

BMO(R™) i=1

By the BMO — L' interpolation (cf. [5, Lemma 5]), we see that the estimate

00 oo 1 1—1
> s <Cn)|| Y £ [ ffa“]
i=1 Ls(R™) i=1 LY R L= BMO(R™) (12)
<Cn)|| Y fio
i=1 BMOL(R™)

holds for any 1 < s < co. Since VE is in L¥ (Bep(0)) for any 1 < p' < n/(n— 1), it follows that

VE « ( Z ftan> Z ftan

for all p > n. Thus, we have that

o (£

sup
rzeR?

LP(R7)

< C(o, 8, K, p)|lvllvrmor2()-
Lo (R")
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Since the convolution kernel VE(z) is dominated by a constant multiple of |z|~"~1, by the
well-known Hardy-Littlewood-Sobolev inequality, see e.g. [1, Theorem 1.7], we deduce that

HVE . <§j ffa“> fj i
i=1 i=1

Hence by estimate (12), we see that

oo (£

=1

<C(n)
L2(R”)

2n
L7+2 (R?)

< C(a, B, K, p)|lvllvBrrorz()-
BMOL2(R")

Combine with estimate (11), we finally obtain that

V™ | rorzwny < Cla, B, K, p)llv|luprorz)-

tan

By Proposition 8, the control on the boundary with respect to ¢;*" is estimated by

sup [ (94 Vgl dy < OK. )N, sup o lopasorzie
zel', r<p By (z iEN
< C(a, B, K, p)|lvllurorz(o)

as the partition Qr is a locally finite open cover of FE‘”.

For the contribution coming from the normal component, we set in a similar way that

QT = O,p! + E * (p}A6; +2V0; - Vpior)

)

and
o
nor ,__ nor
q = E q1,; -
i=1

By making use of Proposition 9 and repeating the whole argument above that treats the case for

qt*, we can prove that

HVQ?OTHBMOL?(RH) +[Vd- Vq]{lor]bp(r) < C(a, B, K, P)HUHvBMOL?(Q)
in the same way. Then the volume potential gq; corresponding to v can be constructed as
1 tan nor
@ =q +qr @

where ¢ is the volume potential defined in Proposition 7 corresponding to v1. By our construc-
tion, it can be easily seen that

—Agr = —Ag — Ag™ — Agi™!
oo o0
=divu; + Z div w™ + Z div w}

i=1 i=1
= div(v1 + v2) =divw
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in ). We are done. O

3 Normal trace for a L? vector field with bounded mean oscilla-
tion

Let R} be a perturbed C*™ half space of type (K) with x € (0,1) and n > 3. Let R, > 0
denote the reach of boundary I' = OR}. We have already shown that there exists a constant
C =C(a, B, K, Ry) > 0 such that the estimate

||’UJ : nHLOO(F) < CHwH’uBMOLQ (Rﬂ)

holds for any w € vBMOL? (R’,"{), see [13, Theorem 22|. In this section, we would like to further
estimate the Hfé norm of the normal trace of v on I' for w € vBMOL? (RZ)

For simplicity of notations, from now on we define that for any ¢ > 0,
Br(6):=={x el ||l2'| <6}, Br(6)*:={zel|la|>d}

and As to be the surface area of B[.(d), i.e.,

A5::/
B

Moreover, for h € C}(R"!), we define the constant Cy(h) := 1+ [|h] c1gn-1).

M=

1d?—[”1(y):/ (1+\v’h(y’)\2) dy'.
(0) ly'|<d

/
r

3.1 Isomorphism between H2(R"') and Hz(T)

We would like to firstly give a characterization to the homogeneous fractional Sobolev space
H%(R”_l) before we define H%(F) Let us recall that if f € H%(R”_l), then f € L? (R"!)

loc
and the Gagliardo seminorm

2 I ’f(x,) — f(y/)|2 /g1
[f]H%(R”—l) o /Rnl /Rn1 |a' — ¢/ |" da’dy < oo.

More precisely, if f € H %(R”_l), then it holds that

[Hals = C(n)lf]

Hj(Rn—l) H%(Rnfl)

with some constant C'(n) that depends only on dimension n; see e.g. [1, Proposition 1.37]. How-

ever, the finiteness of the Gagliardo seminorm [f] does not imply that f € H %(Rnfl).

.1

H?2 (Rn— 1)

Constant functions in R™™! are typical counterexamples. Since we are considering the case
-1

where n > 3, we have a very important property that H2 (R""!) can be continuously embedded

2n—2
in Lm=2 (R"1), i.e., there exists a constant C(n) > 0 such that the estimate

< C(n)

HfHL%;(RH) < (13)

HfHH%(Rn_l)
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holds for any f € H%(R"_l), see e.g. [1, Theorem 1.38]. As a result, we expect that H%(R”_l)
can be identified with the space

GHRY) = {1 e LR [ 1M1 oy <)

Fortunately, this expectation is indeed true. The Gagliardo seminorm []H b rn-1) turns out
to be a norm on G%(Rn_l). The space G%(R"_l) is complete with norm [']H%(Rnfl) and it

contains C2°(R™ 1) as a dense subspace; see [6, Theorem 3.1]. Since C°(R"~!) C H%(Rnfl),
we see that || f H and [f] are equivalent for any f € C°(R"!). Hence, the

(Rn— 1) H%(Rn—1)
space G2 (R 1) COlnClde with the completion of C2°(R™!) in norm | - HH%(Rnfl)’ i.e., it holds
that

Hz(R") = G2 (R™).

The reason why the completion of C>°(R™!) in norm || - HH%(Rn*l) is indeed H%(Rn_l) is as
follows. For p > 0, we can construct a cut-off function 6, € C°(R"™1) such that 0 < 6y, < 1
in R"™!, 05, =1 in B,(0') and 6, = 0 in By,(0')°. We note that for any f € S(R"!) where
S(R™ 1) denotes the Schwartz space, 6, f converges to f in norm || - HH%(RH*l) as p — oo (This
claim will be established within the proof of Proposition 17 which appears later in subsection

3.3). Therefore, by recalling that the space So(R™ 1) is dense in H %(R”_l) where Sp(R™"1)
denotes the subspace of S(R"~1) whose Fourier transform vanishes near the origin, see e.g. [I,
Proposition 1.35], we can deduce that

'%(R" D= C‘g"(R”—l)H ”H2<R“ 1y,

With respect to a function f defined on R, we could define a corresponding function f”
that is defined on I' by setting

fh(y/,h(y’)) = f(y), forall 3 e R" 1

Let the mapping f +— f" be denoted by T}, i.e., f* = Tj,(f). Since it is not that natural
to consider the Fourier transform on a surface, we follow the characterization of H %(Rn_l)
above to define the homogeneous fractional Sobolev space H%(F) We say that f € H%(I’) if
fhe L%(F) satisfies

M= [

The space H %(F) is a Banach space (actually Hilbert space) equipped with the norm [-]

2
)] dH"(z) dH" () < oo

Without causing any ambiguity, we simply use the norm notation || - ”Hl

2(1)

to denote []
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Finally, we would like to note that

n—2

e = (o O e 900 )
< Cy(h)2n=2 2||f|| 2n-2

LA 20

-2
Z([I) (Rn-1)’

2n-2 2n-2
ie., f € Ln= (R"1)if and only if f* € L2 (T).
Lemma 11. The mapping T}, H%(R”_l) — H%(I‘) is an isomorphism.

Proof. Let f e H %(R"_l). We naturally have that

// e Ix—yI”

‘fhx h(x )) fh(yv (y,))‘ ’ ') 1
/R/R x_y,h y,)‘n (14 |[V'R(=)|?)2 (1 + |[V'R(y'

Rn-1 JRn-1 |$’—y’|"

Hence, the H %(F) estimate for f" reads as

2
‘ dH" () dH" 1 (y)

h
1" 3 gy = O3 sy

)|?)? da dy’

(14)

Let fh € H%(F) With respect to f", we define that f(y/) := f"(y', h(y')) for any y/ € R"~1.
By the mean value theorem, we see that the estimate |h(2") — h(y')| < [V'h|pocmn-—1)l2" — ¥/

holds for any z’,3' € R"~!. As a result, for any z,y € I' we have that

1 Cs(h) CS(h)
< = .
o' —y'| T [(&' =y b)) = h(y))| |zl

Hence, we deduce that

2

- ()
/R 1/R B — ‘ dx’dy'

/Rn 1/Rn 1|fhx yh(x )) ( (i/‘/iﬂ (1+|V’h(m ‘)

w—y’h( ') -

2
//’fh Iw—yI” vl

Therefore, we obtain that

NI

(1+|V'a(y

dH" " (z) dH"(y).

1171 oy S COICEIT

As an application of Lemma 11, we have the following embedding result.
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Corollary 12. H%(F) is continuously embedded in L%(F).

Proof. Let f' e H%(F) and f = Th_l(fh). Since H%(Rnfl) is continuously embedded in
2n—2

L»=2 (R"1), by estimate (15) we see that

I anp < Calh )32 2Hf|| C(n)Cs(h)F== | £,y

<
() = (Rr) A3 (R

< c<n>cs<h>%%f2||fh||ﬂé -

3.2 Isomorphism between H~:(R"!) and H (T

Let us further recall that a tempered distribution g is said to belong to the homogeneous Sobolev
space H™2 (R 1) if g e L} (R ') satisfies

HgH2,; = /Rn_lyg’|1\§(§)\2dg'<oo.

2Rn 1)

Since 3 < 251 for all n > 3, Hfé(R”_l) is characterized as the dual space of H%(Rn_l), ie., it
holds that

= sup

<1
70,3 o, S

/ o)) dy |
R’nfl

l0-4 e

see e.g. [1, Proposition 1.36]. In order to establish an isomorphism between the dual spaces of
H %(R”_l) and H %(F), we need the following multiplication rule for H %(R”_l).

Proposition 13. Let p > 0 and ¢ € CY(R"™!) satisfies that ¢ is identically a constant in B,(0')°.
Then for any f € H%(Rnfl), we have that (f € H%(Rnfl) satisfying

ICFIl Cn) (ISl zoe gy + AUV Clloemr—) 1l 3 sy

<
H2 Rn 1 —
Proof. Let f € H %(Rnfl). For 2/,3/ € R™!, by the triangle inequality we see that

¢V f (') = NP < 20CE e ) [ (&) = F@|* + 2] )P C) = <)

Since ¢ is identically a constant in B,(0")¢, it is sufficient to estimate

N |2
(o] PR COE gy | o P D=L ey
B,(0") J By, (0)e |z’ =y Bap(0)¢ JB,(07) 2’ —y'|"

N2
/ / K(|x2 /(n” da' dy = I, + I + Is.
B, (0 B, (07)

For |z'| > 2p and |y/| < p, we have that |2' — | > |2/| — p. Hence, by Holder’s inequality and
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the embedding of H%(Rnfl) in L%(Rn’*l)7 see estimate (13), we deduce that

n—2 1

. 2n—2 n-1 1 n-1
I <C(n)p 1”4“%00&{"_1) (/32 . ‘f(ml)‘ pr— dx’> (/32 o de)
o p

n—2

0 7 n—1
n—1 2 2 14
< " G e ) 1 2 (; / Hd)
C)ICN oo mn-n I FI7 4

H2 Rn 1)

Similarly, for |¢| > 2p and |2/| < p, we also have that |2’ — /| > |y/| — p. By Holder’s inequality
and estimate (13) again, we see that

/

Iy < C(n)plICll oo 1) I 17 20z / dy
(n ’”L R 1” 172 =3 (Re-1) B2po/)c (\y!— p)"

n— o0 n—2—1
P
< OGN ooy 1P g ( / : ) Oy 117y g
P

1=

By the mean value theorem, it holds that [¢(2") — ((¥')] < [[V'C[|Loc(rn-1)|2" —¥'|. Therefore, by
Holder’s inequality and estimate (13) once more, we finally have that

2 2 1
I3 < Hv/C”Lm(Rn_l) /32 o | £ ()] /32 o Wdy/ dz’
P P

O

In accordance with the duality relation between H 7%(R”_1) and H %(R”_l), we define the
homogeneous Sobolev space Hfé(lj) to be the dual space of H%(F) with

lg"| .1 == sup
H2M e, <
H2(T)

/F g W) () dH" " (y)

for g € H_%(F). Based on the fact that H%(R"_l) is isomorphic to H%(F), we can show that
their dual spaces are isomorphic with each other as well.

Lemma 14. The mapping T}, Hfé(R”_l) — Hfé(f‘) is an isomorphism.

Proof. Let g € Hfé(R"_l) and g" = Tj,(g). For any f" € H%(F), we have that

N

/F o) () dH () = / o)) (L + |VRG[P)? dy.

Rn—1

Since (1 + |V’h(y’)]2)% e CY(R"!) and (1+ |V’h(y’)}2)% =1 in Bg, (0")¢, by Proposition 13
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we deduce that

/F 9@ )| < Nl g o) 10+ [VRG[)? fIIHQ(Rn N

< C)Cs(MC1NIN ;-3 gy 113 ey

where

Cl(h) =1+ Rh”v/Qh”Loo(Rn—l).

By controlling || f|| . by Hfh”H%(F) using estimate (15), we obtain that

H2 Rn 1

< C(n)Cs(h)z ' Cu(h)llgl , -

Let g" € H_%(F) and g = T, *(¢"). For any f € H%(Rnfl), we have that

[NIES

/ d ) dy = / o) (1 + VR P) 2 £+ [VRG[P)? dy
Rnfl Rnfl
= [ 3 (@ [TRe)P) ) g s ).

T

Since we define H _%(F) to be the dual space of H %(F), the duality relation says that

'/Rnl 9W) () dy'

Note that for any f" e H%(F), we have that

<[z (@R ) g 1y (D

_1 _1
‘/FTh ((+ [9R)*)2) o 1t dH“(y)‘ <93y 70 (0 + 19RGOP) ) £
Let f. =T, '(f!). By estimate (14), we see that

gy < G [[ (L [VRGF) 1

|70 (4 [9me))72) 2]

H2 Rn 1)

1 1
Since (1+ ‘V’h(y’)‘z)f5 e CY(R" 1) and (1+ ‘V’h(y’)‘z)f5 is also identically 1 in Bp, (0')°, by
Proposition 13 again we deduce that

H(1+\v’h(y bl Qf*

< C)C(MCLMIIFl 3 gy

Rn 1)
Hence, by estimate (15) we have that

_1
HTh <(1 + V') 2) th by Hfhnsup <1
* Al —_
()

/FTh((HW’h(y')\) ) gl ann iy )‘

< s CCRPAMIG g g 1y ey < CONCERCUM,

el 1 <1
i3 (r)

H3(T)
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Finally, by controlling the H %(F) norm of f" by the H %(R”_l) norm of f using estimate (14)
again, we obtain from estimate (17) that

016 a| < R MIS |y 163 sy

ie.,

< C(m)Cs(h)2H3C1 (M) 9" |-

”gH -3 Rn 1) — 2(1—\) (]‘8)

d

Since H~2 (R" 1Y is the dual space of H 2 (R” 1), the fact that H 2 (R" 1) is Continuously em-
bedded in L2 (R" 1) would imply that Lo (R” 1) is continuously embedded in H~ (R”_l),
i.e., there exists a constant C'(n) > 0 such that the estimate

(19)

903 sy < COMgll 22

holds for any g € H_%(R"_l). By the isomorphism between H_%(R"_l) and H_%(F), we
deduce the following embedding result.

Corollary 15. L¥(F) is continuously embedded in H_%(F).

Proof. We consider g" € Hfé(lj) and f" € H%(F) with ”thH%(F) < 1. Let g = Th_l(gh) and
f =T, (f"). By Proposition 13, estimate (19) and estimate (15), we can deduce that

/gh(y)fh(y) d’H”_l(y)‘ = ‘/ g )1+ }v’h(y’)\g)% dy'
r -

< llgll

A2 (R ‘(1+ ]V’h( fHH2 (Rn—1)

< CCURCDN9l -3 g 13 s
< C(m)Cs(h) 3 Ca(h) ] 2z

Rn 1)

. o < h o .
Since HgHLz = llg HL¥(F)’ we obtain that

Rr=h)

g™, -3, < CICR)FH LR g, 2ns

2(r) = ()’

3.3 H: estimate for the normal trace w-n

Since we are considering the case where n > 3, similar to the characterization of H 3 (R"1), the
space H'(R") has the characterization that « € H'(R™) if and only if u € L%(R") such that
Vu € L*(R™). The space H'(R") is complete with norm ||Vul| r2(rn)- Moreover, it contains
C°(R™) as a dense subspace; see e.g. [6, Theorem 3.1], [11], [16].

Proposition 16. There exists a bounded linear lifting operator fy : H%(Rn_l) — H! (R™).
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Proof. For f € H%(R”_l), we set

/ - 1 iz’ —|enl|E| Ty et /

for (', z,) € R", i.e., uys is the inverse Fourier transform of e_|$n||f'|f(§’) with respect to £’. By
the Fourier-Plancherel formula, see e.g. [1, Theorem 1.25], we have that

| me.ep de = s2|7ie)

2 /°° e 2l ) = 4n2|g/| 7L )f(f’) :

0

for &' # 0'. Hence, we can deduce that

_ 2 i~ 2 NG
[ erlme e a= [ e [ |ge e dnde —a [ j|fe)] ag.
R” Rn—1 —00 Rn—1
On the other hand, by the Fourier-Plancherel formula again, we see that
e 2 2 2 7 2 © /N 12
| Pl ) e = 4w FENP [ [0, (e P,
= 8r’l¢' | f ()]’ / e 2 da, = 4| | €D,
0
which further implies that
_ 2 o _ 2 PN
| el lgE e a= [ [ 6l @ el dadg —a [ l|7e)]
R R"1J -0 Rn—1
Therefore, we obtain that
2 _ 2 |~ (¢l 2 e o 2y 412
sy = [ I (07 e =821y
Letting £y (f) = uy for any f € H%(R"*I) completes the proof of Proposition 16. O

We start with the half space problem. If w € L*(R'})" satisfies divw = 0 in R", then the

normal trace w - n can be taken in the 12 sense.
Proposition 17. There exists a constant C(n) > 0 such that the estimate

il gy < Cllwl e (22)
holds for any w € L*(R)™ with divw = 0 in R}

Proof. Let 6 € C°(R) be such that 0 < 0y < 1in R, 63(2) =1 for any |z| < 1 and 6(2) =0
for any |z| > 2. We define 65, € C°(R") by setting

|z]

92[,(1‘) = 05 <p> , T E R™.
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For f € H%(R”_l), we consider

fr(@") = 072" f(2'), O0;():=1- Ggp(x’,())

for 2/ € R""1. Since ; = 0 in B,(0'), we decompose

/ / |fI (y/ dr d/ / / |fI ( )| dx/dy/
R-1 JRr-1 y|” 122 Jjar|>2 |$ —y|"

fi(y f1(z
/ / | . ’nd 'dy + ’| - |nd’dy’:I1+Ig+Ig.
= JJaj<g 12 =Y i< Jjar|zp 12 =Y

Since || > p and |2| < § would imply that |2’ —¢/| > |3/| — §, by Holder’s inequality we deduce
that

1 -1
_[ < C n—1 2 _ / _— d{]jl < C n 2 n— .
2 < C(n)p ||fI|| 2( B, (0')¢ ) ( W|>p (Jy/| — g)n2—n > < C( )”fHL% (B,,(o/)c)

By symmetry, I3 follows the same estimate as Is. For I;, we follow the proof of Proposition 13

to estimate it as

e Jogse =y

9 N _ 0 / 2
—I-Q/ / ‘f(y')f | I(l') /I(y )| dx/dy/ = Iy + s
ly'1>5 J]2'|>5

|z" — [

Since 67 =1 in By, (0')°, we further decompose I 2 as

/ 2
2<ly'|<2p |m'|>3p Il‘ —yl

2=

2 10r(z') — 0r(y)°
y'|>3p ”<|z'|<2p \93 —

0 (x) — 0, (v 2
+/ / |f(y’)\2| 1(z) /Igly)’ d&T/dy/:Jl—l—JQ—i-Jg.
£<]y’|<2p J <2/ |<2p d

e

By the proof of Proposition 13, we see that

Ji+J5 < C(n )||f||22n 2 J2 < C(n )Ilfll%n 2

2 (B, 2(0)c)

(330(0') )

Therefore, we deduce that

N2
[REA 52/ / (?i)l da! dyf
HEmReD ly'[>§ /a2 5 \»’U *yl

2
C 2, + 1 £I1? 2m + 11 £11? 20 :
(n) <||f||L2n22 (B,20)) ||f||LG722 (5,) ||f||L2n722 (Ban()

27



—2
Since the L*—2 norm of f is controlled by the H? norm of f, we deduce that Hf[H bmno)
converges to zero as p tends to infinity, i.e., 62,(-',0)f converges to f in H3 norm as p — 00.

Let us note that the multiplication by a smooth function with compact support is bounded in
. . 2n
H'(R"). Indeed, by Hélder’s inequality and the continuous embedding of H!(R") in L»-2(R"),
we see that the estimate
oull i1 @ny = V(@) L2mm) < 1uV Ol 2wy + [0V Ul 2(R7)

< IV lnaenllul

< (IVollamn) + ||d>HLoo(Rn))IIUHm(Rn)

+ 9l Lo @y |Vl 2wy (23)

holds for any ¢ € C°(R"™). Let f € H%(Rnfl) and uy be defined as in expression (21). We
consider uy o, 1= Oapuy. Since [[VOap|lpnmr)y < C(n)||05]| Lo (r), by estimate (23) we have that

lup2oll i mny < C)ull o gy
Since supp 2, C Ba,(0), it actually holds that ufs, € H'(R") satisfies
lug 2ol 1wy < C()pllug2pl 1wy

see e.g. [1, Proposition 1.55]. Let B;rp := B9,(0) N R, Since uyp, € Hl(B;rp), by the Gauss-
Green formula, see e.g. [27, Lemma 1.2.3], it holds that

’/Rn_l 02p(a;’, O)f(a;’)wn(a;’, 0) dx’

< [ Vugap-wl do < [Vagapla )l ()

B3,

< Jlwg ol gy 0l 2y < CO) gl s oy ool 2

for any p > 0 and w € LQ(R?F)” with divw = 0 in R’}. Since we have already shown above that

62,(-',0)f converges to f in 2 norm as p — o0, by Proposition 16 we conclude that for any
fe H%(R”_l) and w € L*(R"}) with divw =0 in R,

[ e 0| < Oy g ol

i.e.,
g sy < Ol -

O

Remark 18. Instead, if the domain Q C R” that we are considering is bounded C?, then for
1

w € L2(Q)" satisfying divw = 0 in , the normal trace w-n can be taken in the H ™2 sense, i.e.,

there exists a constant C', independent of w, such that

[w - nl

a-doe = Clwle

for any w € L*(Q)" with divw = 0 in ; see e.g. [26], [28].
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Now we are ready to consider the perturbed half space problem. For w € vBMOL? (RZ)

with divw = 0 in R}, we show that the normal trace w - n can be taken in the L> N 3 sense.

Proof of Lemma 3. Let w € vBMOL?*(R}) with divw = 0 in R}. Let ¢, € C°(R™) satisfies
¢« = 1 in By n)(0) and supp s C Byyr 5)(0) with mi(h) := Ry + 4nKR3. Then we set
wy = p,w and wg := w — wy. By Proposition 6, we see that wi,ws € vBMOL? (Rﬁ) satisfying
+ [Jwe|]

< Cllxll ]l

1wl prors (rp) vBMOL?(R}) cr(ry) " lvBrmorz (ry)
with some constant C' = C(a, 8, K, R.) > 0. For z € T such that |2'| = Rp, we have that
h(z') = 0 and V'h(z’) = 0'. Thus, for any y € Bf(Ry,), by picking an arbitrary 2’ € R"~! such

that |2'| = Ry and considering the mean value theorem, we have that

()| = [h(y) = h(z')| < |IV2hl|peeyly’ — 2’ < dnKRj.
As a result, we deduce that

Bpirm(0)NT = Br(p+1i(h))

for any p > 0. Since w1 = 0 in R}, N By, 7, 1)(0)¢, by Corollary 15 and the L estimate for w; -n
[13, Theorem 22], we can deduce that

< lwi-mf] one < AJT G lwr - mf| poer)

”wl : nHHf% T — 2411

I )
< Ol B, K, RICUW) T (24 1) 210l )
On the other hand, we define that

ws () = wo(x) if € RYNRE,
S I if zeR™\Ry

Since wg = 0 in R} N By, (»)(0), we have that wo iz = 0 in R} N By, (1)(0). By Proposition
17, we have that

o, - vome g gosy < COIw2 a2y < ClIwall o ()

where nHR? denotes the outward normal on the boundary OR!! of the half space R’ . Since
T (’11}2’ H - naRﬁ) = wo - npr with np denoting the outward normal on the boundary I' of the
perturbed half space R}, by estimate (16) we obtain that

lwz - np| g o < C()Cs(h)2 T Ci(R)||lwa,pr - nore |

(I) A2 (Rn-1)

< OO F (1) ] g
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4 Estimates for some boundary integrals

Let E denotes the fundamental solution of —A in R", i.e

B@) {—l;)glx]/%r (n=2),
|7/ (n(n —2)bi(n))  (n>3),

where b1 (n) denotes the volume of the unit ball B1(0) in R". In this section, we assume that R}
is a perturbed C? half space of type (K) with boundary I' = OR}. The purpose of this section
is to establish several estimates for the trace operator of

OF
r On,

(Qg)(x) =

(z—y)gly)dH"™", xeT)

for g € L®(T)N H 7%(11) where 0/0n, denotes the exterior normal derivative with respect to
x-variable.

Let us recall that for a perturbed C? half space R} with h € C2(R"™!) that is not identically
zero, Ry, > 0 represents the smallest positive real number such that supph C Bg, (0).

4.1 Estimate for the normal derivative in y of F

To be specific, we give an estimate for the boundary integral of gTEy(ac — ) for x € R} that is
close to the boundary I". We have a compatible result with [14, Lemma 6], which deals with the
case where the domain is bounded. For p € (0, pg], we define that Ff} = F}}" N Q.

Lemma 19. Let R} be a perturbed C? half space of type (K) with boundary T’ = OR}, n > 2
and p € (0, po]. Then, it holds that

() - 1
. ainy(fﬁ - ) dHn_l(y) =-3 for any z € Ry,
(i)
s [t = )| @ 10) < Clcualionp
where

Cro(K, h,p) == (R~ + pK + p+ 1) |hllc1ma-1y + [IVR| oo (mn-1) + p + L.
Proof. (i) This follows from the Gauss divergence theorem. For a bounded piecewise C!

domain D C R", we have that

8—E( ) dH™(y /AE:::—

oD 0ny
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for any z € D. Since AyE(z —y) = —d(x — y), we obtain that

OF el B
. Tny(x —y)dH"(y) = —1

for x € D. Let x € Rj. For R > 0, we define the domain Dy by

Dr = {(y,yn) | M(y') <y < 11l oo qmr—ry + 2|0l [y/| < R}

We consider R > Ry, + |2/|. By applying the Gauss divergence theorem in Dg, we deduce
that

OF o OF .
1=/ e Ll V) R B e L )
yn:||h||L00(Rn—l)+2|xn|v|y/|<R ny yer, |y’'|<R 9Ny
OF .
+ O ) ().
0<yn <[|All oo (rn—1)+2lznl, |y’ [=R Oy

The last term tends to zero naturally as R — oo. For the first term, since n, is pointing
straightly upward but z is located below {(y/,yn) | yn = [17]] oo (Rn—1) + 2|2n| }, the kernel
(OE/Ony)(x — y) in this case is exactly the half of the Poisson kernel P, . (¢' —y') with
Oh,zn = ||l Loo®n—1) + 2|Tn| — 2. Hence, the first integral on the right hand side tends to

—1 as R — co. We therefore obtain (i).

Let us observe that

|
=
<
|
|
=
—~
Q\
>
—~~
Q\
=
I

(= V'h(y).1)/w(/)
where w(y') = (1 + |[V'R(y )|? )1/ * and V' is the gradient in 3/ variables. This implies that
OE o(y)

ez y) = ;
o) (I = P + (2 — h)?) "

for y € I" with
o) :=-V'h(y) (@ —y)+ (vn — h(y')) where x, > h(z'), 2,y e R"\.

We set that .
a(y')

(1" = 9P + (20 = hv)*)

By the Taylor expansion, for |#' — /| < 1 we have that

K(xlv yly xn) =

n/2"

hz') = h(y') + V'hy') - (' =) + 7, y)

with
1
r(z ) = (2 — )T . _ 2 2 _ / (2 — ).
@)= @ =" [ =097 (0 + (1= a0 @' =)
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We obtain that
o(y') = xn — (@) +7r(2',y)

with an estimate
P )] < 192 (5 o = 012 (24)

We decompose K into the sum of a leading term and a remainder term

K(xlv y/7 xn) = KO(:I;/v y/7 xn) + R(xla yla xn)

with
Ko(2',y,xp) := 2 — M)
) ) n L 2 n/27
(12" = 12 + (w0 = h()?)
R,y xp) = r@y)

(=7t (o))

The term R is estimated as

R’ 2)| < V28] P

Loe (B1 (Z‘/)) ‘
for |#' — y'| < 1 by estimate (24). Hence,

/ ’R(x’,y’,:cn)
yel, w(y/)

|/ —y'|<1

dH"(y) < C(n)| VRl poo mr-1)-

Since
o) < |V'R@)| - 12" =1 + |zl + |R(Y))

for any ¢’ € R"!, we have that
K2y, zn e
/ ‘( , ) g1 (y) S/ [V'h(y")| dy’+/ |h(y")| dy'
yel, w(y ) ly/—a'|>1 ly'—a’|>1

ly'—a/|>1 (25)
|Zn| /
ey
|y’ —z'|>1 ‘y, - x/’n

Since supph C Bg, (0'), the first two terms of estimate (25) can be estimated by the

constant C’(n)RZ_thH@(an). On the other hand, since the estimate
[ — h(@")] < (R + Dpllhllor oty + p

holds for any x € Fg, The third term of estimate (25) can be controlled by the constant
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C(n)((pK +p+ D|[hllormn-1y + p). By (i), we observe that

C(n Ky, x, e
2 yer, W(y)
ly/—2'|>1
Ko(l',,y/,l‘n) -1 R(l’/,y,,:l,‘n) -1
] R gy R
yel’, W(y/) ( ) yel, W(y/) ( )
|y —=z'|<1 |y —a!|<1

The term Ky is very singular but it is positive for = € I‘f}. Hence, we have that

K /3 /7 n n—
/ Boles v 2n) gan-1(y) < 0(m)Cro (K, 1 )
y€F7 w(y )

ly/ —z’|<1
where the constant Ci9(K, h, p) has the explicit expression
Cio(K, b, p) := (R~ + pK + p+ 1)||Allcrn-1) + V2| oo mn-1y + p + 1.

Therefore, we finally obtain the estimate

J

which holds for any z € F?. This completes the proof of Lemma 19.

oE

on,

(o - y>] 1 (y) < C(n)Cao (K. b, p)

O

Before we end this subsection, we would like to give an estimate on the difference between
gradients of the signed distance function near the boundary with explicit dependency on the
boundary function h. This estimate plays an important role in later estimations of various
boundary integrals.

Proposition 20. Let R} be a perturbed C* half space with boundary I' = ORY and n > 2. Then,
for any x € an and y € ', it holds that

Vd(z) = Vd(y)| < C(n)Cs(h)*[V2hl| oo mn-1 |2 — .

Rn . . .
Proof. Let y € T', x € I')- and 7wz be the unique projection of z on I'. Note that

Vd(z) — Vd(y) = Vd(rz) — Vd(y) = <V’h(y’) B V'h(rx’) 1 1 >

wly)  wrd) w(m’)  w(y)
where w(-') = (1+ !V’h(o’)f)l/2 and 72’ denotes the first n — 1 component of 7x. By rewriting
V'hy )w(ra’) = V'h(rz)w(y') = (V'R(Y') — V'h(ra!))w(mz') + V'h(r2) (w(rz’) — w(y'))

and applying the mean value theorem to both V'h(y') — V'h(rz') and w(ma’) — w(y'), we can
deduce that

Vd(na) = Vd(y)| < C(n)||V?hl oo grn-1) (1 + [V AllF o g1y 72" = 3/
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Since we must have |x —y| > |z — mz| for any y € I" such that y # mzx, by the triangle inequality
|x — x| > |y — mx| — |x — y|, we can deduce that the inequality |y — mz| < 2|x — y| holds for any
y € T'. Since obviously |rz’ — ¢/| < |rx — y|, we obtain Proposition 20. O

4.2 Criterion for a class of functions to be in H%(Rnfl)

Let n > 2. We say that f € H%(R”_l) if fe L*(R"!) and

TS IO gy < o
H2 Rn 1 : L2(Rn 1 Rr-1 /’n Yy :

Our criterion is similar and compatible with [15, Lemma 3.2].

Proposition 21. Let n > 2 and p > 0. Suppose that f € C*(R"™1) satisfies
supp f C Boo(0')°,  [f(a”)] - []"™" <er, [VF(@@)] - [2]" < e

with some constants c¢; and ¢y independent of ¥’ € R" 1. Then the estimate

T <cw(c%+%+£)

H2 R'n 1) - pn—l p’I’L

holds with some constant C(n) > 0 depending on n only.

Proof. By a direct calculation, we see that

1 C(n)c?
e <6 [y < .
L2(R"-1) 1 Bay (07)¢ /|22

For y' € B,(0') and 2’ € By,(0')¢, we have that |z’ — 3’| > p. Hence, we can deduce that

2
/ / ,(n dx' dy = / / — dx’ dy'
B,(0") JB,(0)¢ Yl Bp(of Ba,(0')° 2 —y |

| <

By symmetry, we also have that

N2 2
/ / - f/(y )‘ dy/ dIL’/ S C(n)cl .
B, (0) J B, (0/)e |~’U —y'" p"

Hence, it is sufficient to estimate

A |2
Bo(0)e JB 0y |7 =]

We then follow the similar idea that proves [15, Lemma 3.2]. Assume that |2/| < |¢/| and

connect 2’ and y' by a geodesic curve in Bj,/(0')¢. Since the curve length is less than (7/2)|z'—y/|,
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by a fundamental theorem of calculus, we observe that

|f(z') = £()]

IN

(m/2)]a" —y'| - sup {|V'f(2)|| 2" € Bl (0)°}
< (m/2)cala’ —of/| - ||

Since the integrand of I is symmetric with respect to 2’ and v/, we now estimate

£ = fOP
// // ,’n de' dy =11 + I
Dy Do

with

Dy ={("y) | p< || <], |/ =y < ||},
Dy ={(" ) [ p< || <|y|, o' —o/| = |2']}.

To estimate I, we observe that

f(2') — f)
‘l’l _ y/’n

< (n/2)’Gl| 72! =y |77

< (71'/2)26%|$/|_2n+1+5‘1', o y/|—(n—2)—1—(5

for any 0 < 0 < 1 since |2/ —¢/| < |2/|. Thus,

7_[_/2 / / m/|—(n—2) dy/|$,‘_2n dﬂj’l
B,(0")¢ JB,(x!)

71_/2 / / —(n—2)—1— 5dy ‘1,’ 2n+1+6d / C%C(n) (1 + 1
Ol)c Bp pn 5(n - 6)
To estimate I, we observe that
f@&) = FWOP _ L@+ ) (20—
|x’—y’\” <2 ]:E’—y’|” §4c%|$/_y/| "|:c’| (2n—2)
since |2/| < |¢/|. Since |2' — /| > |2/| in this case, we have that
|$/ _ y/|—n|x/|—(2n—2) < ‘l’l _ y/|—(n—2)|x/|—2n
and
’x/ _ y/‘—n’x/|—(2n—2) < ‘:L'/ _ y/’—(n—6)|xl‘—(2n—2)—6
for any 0 < § < 1. Hence,
12<401/B(0 /B 1= =2) gy 2! |72 da!
P
+4Cl/ / (nédy| | (2n—2)— 5dx,<C%C(’I’L)‘TL—(n—2)(S—52'
B, (0 JB,( Pt (1=0)(n+d-1)
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4.3 L™ estimate for the trace operator of Qg

For p € (0,00), we let 139,3(0,) to be the characteristic function associated with the open ball
B,(0') in R"!, i.e., we define that

1 () = {1 if 2’ € By(0),
B, (0/ = . e
? 0 if 2/ e R\ B,(0).

For g € L*°(T"), we decompose g into the sum of the curved part g; and the straight part go
where

g1 (2 h(a")) =1, . 0y (2")g (2", h(a")),
gg(x’,h(x/)) (w h(x )) —gl(m h(:c ))

for any 2/ € R""!. Note that g1,90 € L>(T'). With respect to gz, we further define gi!
L>(0RY) by setting

93’ (2/,0) :=

{0 if |#'] < 2R, 26)

g2(2',0) if |2'| > 2Ry,
for 2/ € R 1.
Theorem 22. Let R} be a perturbed C? half space with boundary T = OR} andn > 3. Moreover,
let us assume that h € C2(R"™1) satisfies the smallness condition
2n—1

1
Rh2n < 5-

Then, the boundary trace of Qg is of the form
1
7(Qg) («/, h(a')) = 59(«', h(z)) — (Sg) (2, h(a"))

for g € L>*(I')N H_%(F), where S is a bounded linear operator from L*°(I') N H_%(F) to L>°(T)
satisfying

I1S1] < CG(n)Co()™ 0 (Cun(h) + Cua(h))

Loo(D)NH 3 (T)— Lo (T)

with some specific constant Co (n) depending only on n and

Cs(h) := 1+ [Bllcrmn—1y,  Ci(h) =1+ Ry|[V"h| oo (rr-1y,
1 1 5
Coa(h) i= Ca(h)*(1+ BY) (B IV 2hl oty + B IV 2RI o gn 1) )

1
Cia(h) := (Rh + ben)Hv,2hHLoo(Rnfl) + (Rz_l + 1)”h”cl(Rn71).
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Proof. For x € I‘go, we decompose ¢ into the straight part go and the curved part g1, i.e.,

(Qg)(z) = / o8

BL(2Ry)c O

- /, 2R1) gri (z —y)g1(y) dH" 1 (y) = Ii(z) + Lr(x).

(x —y)g2(y) dH" ' (y)

Moreover, we further decompose I5(z) as
hie)= [ {(Vd(e) - Vi) - VE@ - 9)}or() a0
BL.(2Rp)

oF
b @) dH T ) = Ba(e) + Bale).
B{.(2Ry) 9Ny

Suppose that = € Ff}o with |2/| > 2Ry,. Since |2/| > 2Ry, is the straight part of I, we have
that

Ii(z) = — / Py, (" =4 )g2(y/) dy = — / Py (2" —ygs (v) dy
|y/‘22Rh Rn—l

where P,  denotes the Poisson kernel. Let x tends xp on the boundary, in this case we have
that I1(z) tends to $g4 (x0), which is indeed 1g(z(). We then estimate I 1(z¢) for 29 € I' with
|zy| > 2Ry,. By Proposition 20, I51(x) can be estimated as

1
[T2,1(0)| < C(n)CS(h)3||v,2h||L°°(R"—1)HQHLN(F)/ dy'. (27)

|<2m, 120 — ¥/["2

If |z(| > 3Ry, then we have that |z( —y'| > Rj. In this case,

1 o
/ s dy < B, "7 | Bog, (0)| < C(n) Ry
ly'|<2Rp, lzo — V|

If |z(| < 3Ry, then in this case we have the estimate

1 1
L < / iy <C(n)R. (28)
/y/|<2Rh |x/0 - y/|n_2 \ngy’|<5Rh ’.’EE) - y/|n_2

Hence, for zg € T' with |z{| > 2R}, we obtain that

[ I2,1(0)| < C(n)Cs(h)* R || V"l oo 1) 19 £ (r)-

Next, we estimate I52(zg) for g € T' with |z > 2Ry. Since supph C Bg, (0/), for y € T
with Ry < |y'| < 2Ry, and zg € I' with |z{| > 2R}, we actually have that

ok
ale(fEO —y) =0.
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Thus, for zg € I' with |z| > 2Ry,

OE _
Iya(xo) = / — (20 — y)g1(y) dH" " (y).
BL.(Rp) on,

By estimate (24), we have that

1
I 2(20)| < Ca(h) | V2] ooy 1] 2o ) / Ly
ly'|<Rp ’330 ?J|

Since |xf| > 2Ry, it holds that |z, — y/| > R}, for |y/| < Rj. Hence, we obtain the estimate for
0 0
|I22(xg)]| for the case where |z(| > 2Ry, i.e.,

Ly a(20)] < Co(h) Ry, "2 92| o ey 1] e 1 / Ldy'
ly’|<Rp

< C(n)Cs(h) Ry V"Rl oo (1) |91l Loo (1) -

Therefore, for zg € T’ with |z{| > 2R}, by setting

(Sg)(z0) = —/ oF

Bl.(2Ry) My

(w0 — y)g(y) dH"(y),

we get that

1(@9)) o) = 39(w0) ~ () (x0)

with
1Sllop < C(n)Cs(h)>Rp||V"R| oo (rr-1)-

Suppose now that = € Fgo with |2’| < 2Rj,. There exists a bounded C? domain €. C R} such
that 0Q.NI" = BJ.(2R},). Let us recall a standard result concerning the double layer potential, see
e.g. [22, Lemma 6.17]. Let f € L>(0€.), then the boundary trace of the double layer potential

PG = [ 2w an ), zen.
9. Oy
is of the form . O
(P = )+ [ S5 - )

for w € 0Q.. We define g. € L*>°(0€.) by letting

(w) = gi(w) for wedQ.NT,
Je 10 for we 0N \T.

Thus, for any z € . we have that

I(z) = I21(2) + (ch)(z).
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Let x tends to xzg on the boundary, we deduce that
1
I(z0) = I (z0) + (V(Pge)) (zo) = Io,1 (o) + 59(160) + Iz2(x0)-

For z¢ € I with |z(| < 2R}, by applying Proposition 20 again, we see that |I2 1(z¢)| can also
be controlled by estimate (27) and (28), i.e., in this case we also have that

12,1 (0)| < C(n)Cs(h)* RVl oo (ro—1) g | o= ).
We now estimate I 2(xo) for zyp € I with |z(| < 2Rj,. By estimate (24) again, we have that

V20| oo (mn1y
y/‘n—2

/

oF _
/ oo =) 1) < ol
{yeBL(2Ry) |2y —y'|<1} |00y

v |<2Rnleh—y'|<t |20 —
Since in this case |z(y| < 2Ry, |y'| < 2R, would imply that |zf — /| < 4R}, we have that

1 1
i < s dy < C(n)Ry.
/y/|<2Rh |z — /|2 lzo—y' | <4Rp, | — y/[" 2

On the other hand, for y € I such that |y’ — x| > 1, we can straightforwardly estimate |o(y')|
in OF/0ny, by |V'h(y')| - |x5 — ¥'| + |h(x)] + |h(y')|. Hence, we have that

[{yEB OB 4y - y>' a1 (y)

LR [lap—y'|>1} |00y
[1l| poo (rn—1
S Cs(h)/ ‘V'h(y’)‘ + {h(y/)‘ dyl + Cs(h)/ /7(/n) dy/
Rn—1 |z —y'|>1 |$0 -y ’
< C(n)Co(W) (B~ + D)hller mo-ry.
Combining these estimates together, we see that the estimate for |I5 1 (zo)| + |I2,2(z0)| reads as

[ 12,1(0)| + | I2.2(20)| < C(n)Cs(h)* (Rul|V"2hl| oo (mn-1y + (B "+ D[ Aller@n-1)) 9]l oo ry-

In order to estimate I;(zg) for zp € ' with |z{| < 2R}, we further decompose

920", h(y) =1, 0¥ )92, b)) + 1, (0 W)g2(y, h(Y))
=921y, h(¥)) + 9224, M(Y))

1
for any y' € R""! where rj, := R?" and

)= [ P -y 0+ [ 2 o= g R )

ra)e O B (ra)* Mz

+ /B OF (w0 — y)g2(y) dH"(y) = L1 (xo) + T12(x0) + T1,3(x0).

() OMlag

We next seek to control I 1(wg) for zg € T with |z)| < 2Ry,. Let 6 € C°(R" 1) be a cut-off
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function such that 0 < # < 1in R*!, f = 1 in By(0') and supp fz C B2(0"). We then set that

O2r, 20 (y') = 62 (y — x") ;o Koo (y') = {Vd(:ro) : VE(wo — (¥, h(z/)))} (1= Oy 0(¥))

for y' € R""1. Since we are assuming that 2R, < ry, it holds that Ba,, (z) C Bs,, (0'). Hence,
1 — 09y, 2o = 1 in Bayy, (z)° would imply that

NI

11 (o) = /R"‘l Ko (y)g22(y', h(y)) (1 + ‘V/h(y/)‘Q) dy'.

Note that for any xg,y € I' such that zg # y, we have that

~V'h(af) - (wh —y') + (h(ap) = h(y")
2\ n/2
2 — o2+ (h(xh) — h(y))*)

Vd(zo) - VE(zo —y) = —C(n)

where w(z)) = (1 + IV h(z))|? )1/2. Through some simple calculations, we can deduce by the
mean value theorem that the estimate

Ry|IV"?h|| oo -1y
|x6 _ y/|n71

V'Rl poo -1y

K (y)] < C(n) < C(n)

|$6 _ y/‘nfl
holds for any xg,y € I' and the estimate

Ry|[V2R] oo (mr-1) + BN V27 e g1y

V1, (Vd(zo) - VE(z0 — y))| < C(n) T 7n
’xo i

holds for any zg,y € T' with =g # y. In addition, for y € T" such that r, < |y’ — x| < 27, we
have that , ,
[V'O2|| oo (1) - 2(|V'0s|| oo (r-1)

V.0 Nl <
o] € 0T S T

Hence, we see that the estimate

B[ 972h e -y + BYII e oy

|z — '

Vi Kao(y)| < C(n)

holds for any g,y € I'. By the duality relation between o (R"!) and e (R"1), we see that
I 1 (o) follows the estimate

NI

2
1a@0)] < N+ [VBEP) Koo (Ol ooy 1922 C O g sy

By Proposition 13 and Proposition 21, we have that

SIS

11+ VR ) K (] < C(n)Cu(h)Cr(h)|| Ko ()]

H%(R”nfl) — H%(Rnfl)

1 5
< CECCHN (BT sy + B 1T o)
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Since L% (R"1) is continuously embedded in 2 (R™1), by estimate (18) and estimate (20)
we see that

1
Vs, 00 (00RO gy < COICRY SR gl
Therefore, the estimate for I ;(x¢) reads as

Ta(@0)| < COCRCoa Mgl it

where
1 1 5
Cy1(h) := C1(h)3(1 + R,‘i) <be Hv/2h”Loo(Rn71) + R} ||V’2h||%oo(Rn_1)> .

Since for I 2(zo) and I 3(xo), the integration region is bounded, I; 2(xo) and I 3(zo) can
be estimated in exactly the same way as I21(z0) + I22(z0) in the case where |z(| < 2Rp,. As a
result, here we directly give the estimate for I 2(zo) and I 3(zo) without going through what
have already been done again. The estimate for I1 2(x¢) and I1 3(zo) reads as

|2 (20)| + [11,3(20)] < C(n)Cs(h)*Caa(B) gl Lo (r)-
where )
C*,Q(h) = (Rh + Rﬁ") ||v/2h||Loo(Rnfl) + (RZ_I + 1)HhHC’1(R"*1)
Therefore, for zg € T’ with |z{| < 2R}, by setting

OF

o, (w0 — y)g(y) dH"(y),

(Sg)(xo) = —

we obtain that

1(Q9) (o) = g9(r0) — (S9) (o)

with
I15]lop < C()Cs(R)"(Cii(h) + Cia(R)).

This completes the proof of Theorem 22. a

4.4 H: estimate for the trace operator S

In this subsection, we assume that R} is a perturbed C? half space with boundary I' = OR} and
. 2n—2

n > 3. We shall derive the 3 estimate for the trace operator S from its L™ » estimate. We

begin with the LP estimate for S.

Lemma 23. Let g € L>°(I') N H_%(F). Then, it holds that Sg € LP(T") for any 1 < p < oo. For

1 < p < oo, Sg satisfies the estimate

n—1
18901201y < O PICB)™ (Coa () + Coah) + DB, Mgl b

with some specific constant Cy(n,p) > 0 that depends on n and p only. For p =1, Sg satisfies
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the estimate

18911220 < CEMIC A Cog Wl -

with some specific constant C5(n) > 0 that depends on n only and
Cia(h) := Ry (Cui(h) + Cua(h)) + RiIVh| oo (mn1)-

Proof. We firstly consider z € T with |2/| < 3Rj,. Since we already have the L estimate for Sg
on I' according to Theorem 22, the estimate

1

P
p n—1 * n+6 =
( /B ) |Sg(@)[” dH @:)) < Go(m)Cs(h)" T (Can(h) + Coa (M)A N9 o -3 )

follows naturally, where the surface area Asp, is estimated by

Asg, _/ 1dH™ (2) _/ (14 |V'n(z')]?)
B{—\(3Rh) |I/|<3Rh

Hence, for any 1 < p < oo, it holds that

D=

dz' < C(n)Cs(h)Ry .

n—1
D n—1 n+7
(/B o 1S <x>) < O p)C )™ (Cos () + Coa VR Nl s o

Let 1 < p < co. We then consider x € T with |2'| > 3Ry,. For y € " with |y/| < 2Ry, the
triangle inequality implies that |2’ — ¢/| > |2/| — 2Ry. In this case, we deduce that

p
1
|Sg(z)P < C(n,p)Cs(h)? </|y'|<2Rh W > HgHLm(F
| Bar, (0)

< C(n,p)Cs(h)P gl 700 O (] — 2Ry 7

Hence, we have that

. 1
Sg(x)|P dH" Y (z) < C(n,p)Cs(h p1pp(n=1) gll¥ / dx’,
/ o 59 @) < Cn O B Dl [

where the integral on the right hand side can be estimated as

/ ! dx’<c(n)/oo(7“+2R’l)n_2dT
o238, (|| = 2Rp)Pr=P R, TP

n—2 0o i

< Cl) Ry /R g O < ORI

Therefore, we obtain that

z n-1
(/ 1Sg(z)| dH"_1($)> < C(n,p)Cs(h)’R," |gllLoe(r)-
Br.(3Rp)¢
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For x € T with |2| > 3Ry, we indeed have that Vd(x) = (0,...,0,1). Thus, Sg(x) has the
form

Sg(x) = C(n)/ hy') (1 + |V'h(y)|2) 2

! / !
=9y, h(y)) dy'.
ly'|<2Ry, (!x’—y’|2—|—h(y’)2)2 ( )

Since |2/ — y'| > |2'| — 2Ry, for any |y'| < 2Ry, |Sg(x)| can thus be estimated as

S9(@)] < C(")Cs(h)Hh”LOO(PWl)||g||L<><>(r)UBL’I(O/)|
B (/[ — 2"
Hence,
1
Sg(x)| dH" " (z) < C(n)Cs(h)? Ry ||l poo (-1 Il o= / e da
/B,F(?)Rh)cl (@) (@) < C(n)Cs(h)" Ry~ ||| oo (rn-1) |9l £oe (1) oon, TP =20

< C(n)Cs(h) BRIV oo (rn-1) g1l oo ).

We are now ready to state the H =3 estimate for the trace operator S.

Corollary 24. For g € L>*(T') N H_%(F), we have that Sg € H_%(F) satisfying

1S9l 3, < C(m)Cu(h) FHBC1(A) (Cun(h) + Cua(h) + 1) R} gl

H3() — Loo(T)NH~ 3 (T)

with some specific constant C5(n) > 0 that depends on n only.

Proof. Since L (T) is continuously embedded in H _%(F), by considering estimate (20) and
2n—2
n_

Lemma 23 with p = we obtain Corollary 24. a

We define constants

)

and C*(n) := Ci(n) + C35(n). We would like to emphasize that C*(n) is a specific constant that
depends on dimension n only and C,(h) is a constant that depends on the boundary function h
only. Theorem 22 and Corollary 24 guarantee that the trace operator S : L=(I') N H 7%(11) —
L>(T)n H_%(I‘) is bounded linear and

)3

C.(h) := Cy(h) T +8Cy (h)(Crr(B) + Cun(h) + R

HS”LOO(F)QH*%(F)HLOO(F)QH*%(F) < C* ()G (h).

Moreover, we can require Cy(h) to be arbitrarily small by taking Ry to be sufficiently small.
5 Neumann problem with bounded data in a perturbed C? half
space with small perturbation

We consider the Neumann problem for the Laplace equation in a perturbed C? half space in R”
with L°-initial data for n > 3. We shall begin with the half space problem. It is well-known
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that a solution of the Neumann problem

Au=0 in R

ou " (29)
oY on ORI
is formally given by
u(w)= [ N@y)) aH" Y, (30)

where N denotes the Neumann-Green function
N(z,y) = E(x —y) + E(x' — ¢, 0 + yn).

Its exterior normal derivative ON/dn, for y, = 0 is nothing but the Poisson kernel with the
parameter z,,. By symmetry we observe that

_88 / E(x' —y 2a)g(y) dy — %g(cv')
xn Rn—l

as xp > 0 tends to zero. Thus u gives a solution to (29) formally. The function

Ex (0ory ®g) = /R B =y an)g(y) dy

is called the single layer potential of g.

For g € L®(R"1), we let §(2/,x,) := g(2,0) for any € R™. Natrually, g € L>°(R"). Let
1R1 be the characteristic function associated with the half space R’ . In this case, we have that

VE % (omrn ®g) = V0, E x1grng.

Hence, by the L>*-BMO estimate for the singular integral operator [19, Theorem 4.2.7], we have
the estimate

[V (E + (6omy © 9)] parogany < Clgllzoe oy (31)
Moreover, since —0y,, (E * (dory ® g)) is the half of the Poisson integral, i.e.,

1

~0r (B omy @) = 5 [ Pl =4)ale')

the estimate
1
Hazn (E * (50Rf_ & g)) HLoo(Ri) < §||g||L°°(R"*1) (32)

holds for any g € L>°(R"!), see [14, Lemma 7]. We are able to to establish similar estimates
for the case where the domain is a perturbed C? half space.

Lemma 25. Let R} be a perturbed C? half space of type (K) with boundary T' = OR} andn > 3.
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Then,
(i) (BMO estimate) For all g € L>(T"), the estimate
[VE+ (dr @ 9)] gpsomny < C(0)Cas,i(h, po)llgll o= (ry (33)
holds with

Cas,i(h, po) := Cs(h)*(Rp, + po + 1) (VA oo (mn—1) + P ).

(@) (L estimate for normal component) For all g € L*°(I') N H_%(F), the estimate

|Vd-VE =« (or ®g)|| < C(n)Cas,i (K, h,PO)HQHLw(

L= (rg) T)NE~ 2 (T)

holds with

025,“'(K, h, po) = Cs(h) (szl + POK + £o + 2) + £o
+ Cs(h)*(2 + 6Rp)||Vh| oo (rr-1) + Cs(h)"T10C1(h)* (1 + 3Rp)2.

For g € L>(T"), the notation E * (ér ® g) in Lemma 25 means that

« (60 ® g)(x /Ez:— ) dH (), x e R

5.1 BMO estimate

We follow the idea of the proof for [14, Lemma 5 (i)], which establishes the same BM O estimate
in the case where the domain is a bounded C? doamin.

Proof of Lemma 25 (i). For g € L*(T"), we follow the setting in subsection 4.3 to decompose g
into the curved part g; and the straight part go and let g&f € L>°(R"~!) be defined as expression
(26). Since by definition we have that

Ex (0p ® g2) = E * (prn © g3),
the estimate
[V(E * (Gorr © 5] aromey < Cgd @) < C)llglley

follows from estimate (31). As we are now considering the case where the boundary I is uniformly
C?, the signed distance function d is C? in FR , see e.g. [20, Section 14.6]. We consider
6 € C*(R) such that 0 <0 <1,0(c) =1 for \a] < 1 and #(cg) = 0 for || > 2. Note that
04 := 0(4d/po) is C? in R™. We extend g; € L>=(T') to g5 € L™ (Ff}g;?) by setting

91(x) = g1(mz)

for any x € I’g% with mx denoting the unique projection of z on I'. For z € Fiﬁ%, by considering
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the normal coordinate x = Fr.(n) in U, /2(7x), we have that

as (91)F. (', 1) = (97) e, (0, 72) for any [n| < po/2 and 71,72 € (=po/2,po/2). Here the
notation (f)r,, represents the composition of f and Fr,, i.e., (f)r,, := f o Fr,y. Hence, we see

n

that Vd - Vg{ = 0 in F/I:)/T

Let us consider g7 . := 0497. A key observation is that

(5{‘ ® g = (Vle : Vd)gic = diV(giC1R2Vd) - 1RZ diV(giCVd),

40/(4d/p0) e
- 91-

div(g‘f,CVd) = g‘f’CAd + Vd - Vgic = giCAd + P
0

Thus,
VE * (6r © g1) = Vdiv (E * (¢5 AR Vd)) — VE * (1R395 o p0/4) = 11 + I2

where fy /4 1= 04Ad + %. By the L*°-BMO estimate for the singular integral operator

[19, Theorem 4.2.7], the first term is estimated as
(W spomn) < COGLVA o gy < CMIglr).

Since
supp (95 fo,00/4) € Uc,po/2 1= {x el ) ’ |(r2)| < 2Rh},

for x € R™ with d(x, U, ,,/2) = infyeUC,,,O/2|fE — y| < 1 we have that

1
I <C 0 d i
BN <CW [ il ) o
< C(n)Cas,i(h, po) 9l Lo (r)-

where
Cas,i(h, po) :== (R + po + 1)"(HvahHL°@(F) + ”V/hH%oo(r)||V/2h||Lo<>(F) + P(;l)'

For z € R" with d(z,Uc,,/2) = infycu, , ,[# —y| = 1, same estimate above for [I3(x)| holds
trivially as |z — y]*(”*l) <1 for any y € U, ,,/2. The proof of the first part of Lemma 25 is now
complete. O

5.2 L estimate for normal component

The L* estimate to the normal component of VE % (ér ® g) within a small neighborhood of
I forge L°MT)NH _%(I‘) can be derived by almost the same argument as establishing the
boundedness of the trace operator S from L>(I") N H_%(F) to L>°(T") in Theorem 22.

Proof of Lemma 25 (ii). Let g € L>®(T") N H_%(F) and = € I’?D. Suppose firstly that |2'| > 3R),.
By following the setting in subsection 4.3 to decompose g into the curved part g; and the straight
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part go, we have that

Vd(x) - (VE * (0p ® g))(x) = (8%]5 * (0 ® g)) ()

= (OB s 9@+ [ (00B) e —y)on) ),

where gf =T, '(g2). By estimate (32), we see that
. 1, 4 1
| (90 B (G, @ 92)) ()] < 5 ll62" | omy) < 5 ll9llo=r):

Since |2'| > 3Ry, for any y € B[(2R),) we have that |z —y| > |2/ — /| > |2/| — |y/| > Ry. Hence,

N|=

dy’

/ (0E) (z — 1)1 (y) dH" " (y)| < C(n) R, " Vgl oery / (1+ V'R
B}.(2Ry) lv'|<2Ry,

< C(n)Cs(h) gl poe (ry-

Thus, for z € F{}O with |2'| > 3Ry, we show that

V(@) - (VE = (0r ® 9)) ()] < C(n)Cs()llgll o ().

Next, we consider the case where |2’| < 3Ry,. In this case, we consider a modified decompo-

sition of g. We let g7 :=1 oy 9 and g5 := g — g7 where 1’B1 is the characteristic

/
Biysr,, ( +3Ry, (07)

function associated with the open ball Biy3g, (0') in R, We firstly deal with the modified
curved part gi. Note that

Vi(x) - (VE * (0r @ 7)) (x) = /F (Vd(x) = Vd(y)) - VE(z - y)gi (y) dH" "' (y)
+ /F gri(w —y)gi(y) dH" " (y) = Li(x) + Lz ().
By Proposition 20, we have that

1
()] < C) V2] e o1y Co (W) lg ooy / dy/

' |<143R,, [T/ — Y772
< C(n)(1+ 6Ry)[ V1| oo (rn-1)Cs (1) || gl Lo (1)-
On the other hand, by Lemma 19 we have that
[I2(z)| < C(n)Cro(K, Ry po)ll gl Lo (r)-

Then, we deal with the modified straight part g5. Let 6, € C>°(R™!) be a cut-off function
such that 0 < 6, < 1, 6, = 1in B%+3Rh(0/) and supp 8, C Biysg,(0/). Let z € FS;O with
|z'| < 3Rp,. We define that

Oualy) = 0.0y =), Kaly) = {Vd(@)- VE(z = (¢, b)) } (1 = 0-0(0)).
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Note that

[

Vd(z) - (VE * (6r ® g3)) (z) = Ko (g5 (' h(y) (1 + [V'h(y)|*) 2 dy’

Rn—1
and for any = € Fgo and y € I with = # y, it holds that

—V'h(z') - (&' =) + (20 — h(Y))
w(x!) (|:C’ — )2+ (wn — h(y'))2>n/2

Vd(z) - VE(z —y) = —C(n)

1
where w(z’) = (1 + !V’h(:ﬁ’)}Z)i. By following similar calculations in the proof of Theorem 22,
we can deduce that K,(-') € C1(R"~!) satisfies supp K,(-') C Bi 3p (2)C,
2

[Ka(y)] 1" =y "7 < C)Cu(h), [V Ko(y)] - |2 — /" < C(n)Cs(h)*.

Hence, by the duality relation between H > (R"1) and H -3 (R™ 1), Proposition 13, Proposition
21, estimate (18) and estimate (20), we can deduce that

V(@) (VE (60 © g5))(@)] < 11+ [TRE) Koy g 193 5 |y gy
< COCHR)™ O 1+ 3R F gl b ey

O

We would like to emphasize that it is insufficient to obtain an L°° estimate for the normal
component of VE % (dr ® g) in a small neighborhood of T' if we only assume that g € L>(T).
Let B be a ball centered at 0 with radius rp such that B[.(2Rp) C B/2. By almost the same
argument as in the proof of Lemma 25 (ii), we can see that if z € Ff}o with |2/| > rp/2, then we
have the estimate

[Vd(z) - (VE * (r @ g)) (2)| < C(K, R, Rn)||gll oo r)-
In addition, if z € Fgo with |2/| < rp/2, we decompose g = g. + gs where
gc(x’,h(x’)) = IETB(O,)(x')g(:c’,h(x’)), gs(a:',h(a:’)) = g(x’, h(x’)) — gc(ac’, h(x'))
for any 2’ € R"~!. Since g. is compactly supported, we also have that
Vd(z) - (VE * (0r ® gc)) ()| < C(K, Re, Rp)|lgll Lo (r)-

The main barrier comes from the contribution of g5 in the case that |z/| < rp/2.

Proposition 26. For 1 < j <n — 1, there does not exist a constant C' > 0 such that

‘(ajE) * (511"*1 ® 9) (90'70” < CHQHLOO(R"*)

for any |2'| < rp/2 and g € L>®°(R"™1) with supp g C B,,(0')°.
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Proof. Let 1 < j <n — 1. Note that
T —y;
(O3)+ (bro ©.9) 0) = C(m) [ gy = Cos(o)
where R;(g) represents the j-th Riesz transform of g. Let 63 € C°(R™ 1) be a cut-off function
that satisfies 0 < 0 < 1, 03 = 1 in B;(0) f),{’ld suppfy C Ba(0/). We set 9., /4(2") := 92(%),
$rp(2) =1 = 02(2' Jr), Yy 16(2') = 02(T%) and

~j

NERG

Ri(Z) = (1 =ty 16(2))

forany 2 € R" 'and 1 <j<n-—1.

We assume the contrary of Proposition 26. Suppose that there exist a constant C’ > 0 such
that

|R;(9)(2")| < C'lgll oo mn1y

for any |2'| < rp/2 and g € L>®°(R"1) with suppg C B,,(0')°. As a consequence, the estimate
1P(9)]l oo mn-1y < C'llgll Lo (mr-1) (35)
holds for any g € L®(R""!) where
P(g)(&) i= Wy a(a) (B # (6150) ) (), ' € R,
With respect to f € L'(R""!), we can define the adjoint operator of P by
P (F)() = b0y (&) (R} # (6 af) ) @), @ € RO

Estimate (35) implies that P* is a bounded linear operator which maps L!(R"~!) to L}(R* 1),
i.e., it holds that

| P* ()l @n-1y < Cll fllpr@mn-1) (36)
for any f € L'(R™1). For t > 0, we consider the Gaussian function

1 2|2
ft(zl) = WG_T; Z/ c Rn_l.
wt) 2

Since R} (), a2’ — ) € C>®(R™ 1) and
lim fy(2' — o) = 6(2’ — o)
t—0

in the sense of distributions, we see that

lim P*(fi)(2) = vy (2') B ().
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Since || f¢llp1(gn-1) = 1 for any ¢ > 0, estimate (36) implies that for any ¢ > 0, it holds that

1P (f)llr 1y < €.

Hence, by the Bolzano-Weierstrass theorem, there exists a sequence {t, }men which converges
to zero so that the sequence

{Hp*(ftm)HLl(R”*l)}meN

is convergent. By Fatou’s lemma, we can then conclude that

P Bl L1 (m0-1) < t}jr—I}O 1P (feu) | L1 mn-1y < C”.
However, for 2’| > 2rp we have that ¢, (z") R} (2") = z;/|2'[", which is clearly not L' integrable
in the region {2/ € R"™'|[2/| > 2rp}. We reach a contradiction. O
5.3 L? estimate for the gradient of the single layer potential

We begin with the half space case.

Proposition 27. Let n > 3. For any g € H_%(R"_l), the estimate

HVE * (58R1 & g) HLQ(Ri) = C(”)HQHH—%(Rn—l)

holds with some constant C(n) > 0 that depends on dimension n only.

Proof. We consider the partial Fourier transform of E with respect to 2/, i.e., we let
E’(§',xn) = / e T B (2 xy) da.
Rn—l

Since E(2', x,) is radial symmetric in R*~! for any fixed x,, > 0, E (&', x,) can be calculated by

the Hankel transform of order 252 of the function ranSE(r, xn) where

E(T, 1’n) = %,
(r24a22) 2
i.e., we have that
~ 3—n o0 n—1 e_xn‘£/|
B(€an) = €17 [T Bl Tas (I dr = Cln) g
0

where Jn—3 is the Bessel function of the first kind of order ”7_3, see e.g. [17, Formula 6.565.2].

Then by the Fourier-Plancherel formula, we obtain that
IV'E * (6omr @ 9|7 - [ IV'E  (barn @ g) (2, 2| da’ d
(9R7_:_ g LZ(R"fr) - 0 Rn-1 8RT_:_ g)\r,Tn T ATnp

=) [ [FEF [ e, ag = cnllf

. 1
H™ 2 (Rn—l)
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and
H8an * (56R1 ® g)H;(Ri) = /0 /Rnl ‘ﬁan * (531{1 ®g) (:E/,l'n)|2dl‘/ dxp

=0 [ G [ e e de = ool

H™ g(Rn 1)

We then generalize this result to arbitrary perturbed C? half space R}.

Lemma 28. Let R} be a perturbed C? half space with boundary T' = 0Q and n > 3. For any
ge L>I)n Hfé(f‘), the estimate

IVE s+ (3r @ 0) | pa ey < CO0Coh )19 ey 3y

holds with

n2+

1on-1 a2 %402
Cas(h, po) := pd R,® + p®" Cs(h)* Ry, > (V™A peomn-1) + 05 )
+ Cs(W)"C1(h)* (1 + Ry).

Proof. Let g € L>=(T") N H _%(F ). Following the setting in subsection 4.3, we decompose ¢ into
2n—2
the curved part g1 = 1’32R o9 and the straight part go = g—g¢1. Since g € L>®°(I") and L™~ ()
h

is continuously embedded in H 7%(1“), by estimate (20) we see that g; € H 7%(F) satisfies

g1l g oy < COCs(W)2HCLR) 1]l 202 < C(0)Cs(h)2H2CLR)RE (19l oo (1

@) *(r)

Hence, it holds that both gi,g2 € L*°(I") N H_%(F). With respect to go, let g2 be defined
by expression (26). Since Ty (gd’) = go and the mapping T}, : (R” Y - H- (F) is an
isomorphism, by estimate (18) that gi € H _%(Rn_l) satisfies

< C(n)Cs(h)23Cr(h) g2l -y

1981 -3 sy <

()

(37)
< C(n)Cy(W)" 5T () (1 + RE ) lg]

Le(T)NH~3 (1)’

Next, we follow the proof of Lemma 25 (i) to estimate the L? norm of VE * (0r ® g1). We
consider § € C°(R) such that 0 <0 <1, 8(c) =1 for || <1 and (o) =0 for |o| > 2. We let
04 = 0(4d/po) where d is the signed distance function defined by expression (5). Note that this
04 is C% in R™. We extend g; € L>®(T) to ¢§ € LOO( e /2) by setting ¢{(x) := gi(mx) for any
T € F,I)g;z with mx denoting the unique projection of x on I'. It holds that Vd-Vg{ = 0 in F/Eg;?
We then set g7 . := 04qg7. For any z € R", we have that

VE x (6r @ g1)(z) = Vdiv (E * (9 ARy Vd)) () — VE * (1rn 95 fo,p0/4) ()
= I (z) + I2(x)

where fg /4 = 04Ad + M Since Vdiv E is bounded in LP for any 1 < p < oo, see e.g.

o1



[18, Theorem 5.2.7 and Theorem 5.2.10], we can deduce that
1 n-1
11 ll2mny < Cllgi Irp V| L2mry < C(n)pg R, * |9l oo (r

as supp gy . C {x € FfX;Q ‘ |(rz)| < 2Rh}. Since VE(x) is an integration kernel that is domi-
nated by C(n)|z|'™ for z € R™\ {0}, by the famous Hardy-Littlewood-Sobolev inequality, see
e.g. [1, Theorem 1.7], we have that

I 2]lL2mry < C()I1R2 95 fo,p0/4ll L7
where r = nz—fZ Since supp g{ fo,p, /4 C {x € FE;?Q ’ |(mz)| < 2Rh}, we deduce that

’\1Rgg(ff9,po/4\|1:r (R")

< s Ry (1970l ooty (1 IR o)) + ") gl oo
Hence, we obtain the L? estimate for g1, i.e.,

|VE % (6r ® g1) HLQ(Rn) < C(n)Cas1(h, po)llgllnee(r

where

n—1

n2+n—2
Cas1(h, po) —PoR = +POQ" Cs(h)’R;, > (VR poomn-1y + Py )-

The L? estimate of VE x (6F ® 92) in R} follows directly from Proposition 27 and estimate
(37). We have that

HVE * (58R1 ®9£{)HL2(R1) = C(”)HQ?HH%(RWU
< OO0 PO L+ BE) Il b o
Note that for any « € R", it holds that
VE* (6r © g2)(x) = VE * (6orz ® g5’ ) ().
Moreover, for any = = (2/,2,) € R’} we have that

‘VE* (58R1 ®g§)(ml xn)| = ‘VE* (5331 ®gf)(sc',xn) .

Therefore, the L? estimate of VE (5p ® gg) in R™ reads as
IVE + (br © 92) || 2 gy = 2 VE * (Oomr @ 62') || 2y

< Cm)C (™1 ()2 (1 +Rh)||g||Loo -y
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5.4 Solution to the Neumann problem

Let R} be a perturbed C? half space with boundary I' = OR} and n > 3. We further assume that
R7 has small perturbation, i.e., we require that the boundary function h € CZ(R"!) satisfies

1

Ci(h) < 20 ()

where C*(n) is a specific constant that depends on dimension n only. Under this setting, we are
able to construct a solution to Neumann problem (2).

Proof of Lemma 4. Let g € L>®(T) N H_%(F) By Corollary 24 and Theorem 22, for any i € N
we have that

1(25) < 2'C*(n)'C.(h)

gHLoo(r)mH—%(r) HgHLC"’(F)m"{‘%(F)'

Since we are now assuming that 2C*(n)Cy(h) < 1, the operator I — 25, which is bounded linear

from L>(I") N Hfé(l“) to L>*(I") N Hf%(I‘), admits a well-defined inverse constructed by the

Neumann series
o0

(I-29)"":=) (29)
=0
in the sense that (I —2S)~: L>®(T) N H_%(F) — L>(T) N H_%(I‘) is also bounded linear. For
ge L>*T)n H_%(F), we have that

> gl -
_ —1 . < Z iC*(n)iC, (h) . < Leo(D)nH 2 (1)
1T =250 e 0y by < <i:o2 e ) W90 ety 3 0y = T=267(m) B )

Hence, with respect to g € L®(I') N H 7%(1“), we claim that the solution to Neumann problem
(2) can be constructed as

u(z) = E % (5p ® (21 - 25)*19))@), z € R

A simple check ensures that u satisfies Neumann problem (2) formally. It is sufficient to establish
the vBMOL? estimate for Vu. The vBMO>*o-norm for Vu in R} is guaranteed by Lemma
25. By estimate (33) and estimate (34), we have that

C(n)CQg,(K, h, po)

HVUHUBMOOO’/)O(RZ) — 1 _20*(n)c*(h) ”g”LOO(F)mH—%(F)

where Ca5(K, h, po) := Cas.i(h, po) + Cas5.:i(K, h, py). The L? estimate of Vu follows directly from
Lemma 28, we have that

Ol po) ) 1
I) = 1 —2C*(n)Cy(h) "7 " Lo@NH"2(T)

HVUHLQ(RZ) < C(n)Cas(h, po) (I — 25)719””0@)0147%(

This completes the proof of Lemma 4. a
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