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CRITICAL WEAK-L? DIFFERENTIABILITY
OF SINGULAR INTEGRALS

LUIGI AMBROSIO, AUGUSTO C. PONCE, AND REMY RODIAC

ABSTRACT. We establish that for every function u € Li,.(Q2) whose dis-
tributional Laplacian Awu is a signed Borel measure in an open set 2 in
RY, the distributional gradient Vu is differentiable almost everywhere
in Q with respect to the weak-L ™1 Marcinkiewicz norm. We show
in addition that the absolutely continuous part of Au with respect to
the Lebesgue measure equals zero almost everywhere on the level sets
{u = a} and {Vu = e}, for every & € Rand e € R". Our proofs rely
on an adaptation of Calderén and Zygmund’s singular-integral estimates
inspired by subsequent work by Hajtasz.

1. INTRODUCTION AND MAIN RESULTS

Let 2 be an open set in RY with N > 2. This paper was originally mo-
tivated by the following question of H. Brezis’s: Given u € Li. (2) whose
distributional Laplacian satisfies Au € L. (9), is it true that for any o € R
one has

(1.1) Au =0 almost everywhere on {u = a}?

p
loc

since in this case u belongs to the Sobolev space VVIQOf(Q) One then has
D?u = 0 almost everywhere on the level set {Vu = 0} and the latter
contains {u = a} except for a negligible set; see Theorem 4.4 in [12]. As
Au = tr (D?u) is the trace of D?u, assertion (L.1) is satisfied.

When one merely has Au € Li (), it need not be true that u belongs
to I/Vlicl(Q) The question above has nevertheless a positive answer that

The answer is straightforward when Au € L; (Q) for some 1 < p < oo,

includes its generalization when Au is merely a measure. By the latter, we
mean that there exists a locally finite Borel measure X in Q, possibly signed,
such that

/ ulAyp = / ed\  forevery p € C°(Q2)
Q Q
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and we always identify Au with A\. One shows in this case that the distribu-
tional gradient Vu belongs to Li (Q; R") and has an approximate deriva-
tive at almost every point y € 2, denoted
Dgpu(y) = Dap(vu)(y)'

From the definition of the approximate derivative which we recall in[Section 2|
below, D3, u(y) is a linear transformation from RY to RY. The fact that u
belongs to the Sobolev space W, (Q) follows from standard elliptic regu-
larity theory, see Theorem 5.1 and Proposition 6.11 in [23], while the exis-
tence of the approximate derivative of Vu is a consequence of the Remark
on p. 129 by Calderén and Zygmund [7].

The answer to H. Brezis’s question can be seen as a consequence of an
identification of Awu in terms of Dgpu:

Theorem 1.1. Ifu € L () is such that Au is a locally finite Borel measure in

loc
, then the approximate derivative Dgpu satisfies

(1.2) (Au), = tr (Dgpu) dz.
Hence, for every o € Rand e € RY,
(1.3) (Au)y =0 almost everywhere on {u = a} U{Vu = e}.

Here, (Au), is the absolutely continuous part of Au with respect to the

Lebesgue measure dz. In particular, when Au € L%OC(Q), one has

Au = tr (Dgpu) almost everywhere in 2

and (L) holds.

Assertion (L.3) follows from (I.2) and a standard property of the approx-
imate derivative on level sets; see (2.I). Marano and Mosconi [22] have
established (L.3) using alternatively the L!-differentiability of Vu by Al-
berti, Bianchini and Crippa [2] in the sense of (L.5) below. Identity (.2)
has been proved independently by Raita [24]. His proof also relies on [2]
and includes a generalization to elliptic operators of any integer order; see
also [14].

One might wonder whether is a consequence of a stronger
locality property of the divergence of vector fields, namely the absolutely
continuous part of the divergence of a vector field being 0 almost every-
where on level sets of the vector field itself. A simple application of Al-
berti’s Lusin-type theorem [1] shows that such a property is not true for
general vector fields, despite the fact that it holds for distributional gradi-
ents of Sobolev functions:

Example 1.1. Let € be a bounded open set in R? and let us consider the
vector field V(z1,22) = (w2, —z1). For every ¢ € CL(Q), the continuous
vector field

W=(V-Vo),
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€

where (a1, as)" := (—aq, ay), satisfies

divW = 2dxz in the sense of distributions in ).

This is a consequence of Schwarz’s theorem which implies that div (V¢)* =
0 in the sense of distributions in 2 for any ¢. By Alberti’s theorem [1], for
any 0 < € < |[Q] we can find some ¢ € C(Q) such that the Lebesgue
measure of {V¢ # V'} is less than e. With such a choice of ¢, the set {V —
V¢ = 0} where the vector field W equals 0 has positive Lebesgue measure.

Our strategy to prove identity (1.2) has been inspired by the work [16] of
Hajtasz’s that has some analogy with the pointwise estimates by Calderén
and Zygmund [8] and De Vore and Sharpley [11]; see also [19]. It provides
some reinvigorating insight concerning existence of the approximate de-
rivative in connection with the theory of singular integrals. To this end, we
first observe that for a smooth homogeneous kernel K of order —(/N —1) in
RN\ {0}, that is

1

=

K<|x—|> for every = € RV \ {0},

T

the convolution K * y is defined almost everywhere in R for every finite
Borel measure . in RY. More precisely, the complement of the set

dom (1) i= {a e BV [ 1o = )] dlul(y) < o

is negligible with respect to the Lebesgue measure.

Note that K * u belongs to LL (RY), but need not have a distributional
gradient in L. _(R™;R"). Hajtasz made the observation that a singular-
integral estimate of (VK) x u can be formulated in terms of a Lipschitz-type
estimate of K * p with variable coefficient. Existence almost everywhere
of the approximate derivative D,, (K * ) can then be straightforwardly
obtained using Rademacher’s theorem.

This approach applies more generally to kernels K that satisfy
(1.4)

| K (x) and |D*K(z)| <

S v for every x € R \ {0},

< —_
TS

where A, B > 0 are constants. We prove a quantitative version of Calderén-
Zygmund’s approximate-differentiability property, which can be written as

Theorem 1.2. Let K € C?*(RN \ {0}) be any function that satisfies (L4). If p is
a finite Borel measure in RY, then there exists a measurable function I : RN —
[0, 00] in the Marcinkiewicz space LL (RY) of weak-L* functions such that

K % pla) — K * ply)] < (L) +I(y))|e —y| for every 2,y € dom (K * p)

and

]2 wvy < Cllpll mgnys
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for some constant C' > 0 depending on A, B and N. Hence, K * v is approximately
differentiable almost everywhere in RY and

|Dap (K % p1)| < 21 almost everywhere in RY.

We recall that the total-variation norm of a finite Borel measure p in an
open set () is

el = (@) = /Q |

and, for every 1 < p < oo, the weak-LP Marcinkiewicz quasinorm of a
measurable function f in Q is

o = sup { ¢[{[f] > t}]7 : £ > 0},

where |E| denotes the Lebesgue measure of E.

The choice of [ is far from being unique or canonical. Compared to [16}
Lemma 9], our function I satisfies a true weak-L! estimate in the entire
space R that comes from a uniformization principle in below.
Such a global property was not stated nor needed in [16], whose focus was
on the existence of the approximate derivative of K * p. In our case, the
identification of tr (D2 u) as the absolutely continuous part of Au relies on
an approximation argument based on the weak-L! estimate of Dgpu.

Under the additional assumption that ; belongs to LP(R”) for some 1 <
p < 00, by standard singular-integral estimate of (V K)x*u the distributional
gradient V(K x p) belongs to LP(R™; RY). In such a case, K * y satisfies a
Lipschitz-type estimate as above with an explicit coefficient I in LP(RY)
that involves the maximal function M|V (K * p)|, see (6.6), with

1l p ey < C'llptll oy
Although [Theorem 1.2]is enough for proving there is a no-

tion which is stronger than approximate differentiability and is adapted

P
to L,
whether at points y € R" one has

1|jv—T) 1 v
(1.5) lim — o = Ty ller s, w) = lim — <][ lv — Tylv|p> = 0,
r—=0 7 ||1||Lp(Br(y)) r—0 7T Br(v)

functions, namely LP differentiability. The goal is to determine

where fBT(y) denotes the average integral over the ball and T} v is the first-
order Taylor approximation of v at y defined by

Tylv(:v) = v(y) + Dapv(y)[x — y] for every x € RY,
provided that the approximate derivative D,,v(y) exists.

A fundamental result by Calderén and Zygmund [8, Theorem 12], see
also [12), Theorem 6.2], asserts that every v € VV&)1 (RV)is L~ differentiable

C
at almost every point y € RY and

(1.6) Dapv(y)[h] = Vu(y) - b for every h € RY.
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Under the assumptions of Theorem 1.2} it may happen that K * 1 does not
belong to I/VJ)C1 (RY) and just misses the imbedding in Lfg% (R™). Such an
example is given by K(z) = 1/|z|¥~! and p = §, with a € RY. Nonethe-
less, Alberti, Bianchini and Crippa prove in [2] that K * u is always LP-
differentiable almost everywhere in R in the range 1 < p < .
Concerning the critical exponent p = 2, a variant of Young’s inequal-

ity easily implies that K * ;1 belongs to the Marcinkiewicz space LV% (RN,
which is locally contained in all L? spaces for 1 < p < <*~. One may thus
wonder whether there is some notion of differentiability that could handle
such a critical imbedding. The answer is affirmative and is our next

Theorem 1.3. If K € C*(RV \ {0}) satisfies (L4) and p is a finite Borel measure
N

in RN, then K * i is weak-L N1 differentiable at almost every point y € R in

the sense that

(K 5 pp =Ty (K * p)] x
i Y LY T (Br(y))

=0 T 1] =0

N
L'~ (Br(y))

The normalization factor in the denominator satisfies
N-—1
] A =B, (y)| ¥ =dyr",
Ly~ (Br(y))

for some constant dyy > 0. Our proof of this weak—L% differentiabil-
ity property of K * y relies on the Calderén-Zygmund decomposition of p
and the L¥-1 differentiability of Sobolev functions. After completing this
paper we have been informed by J. Verdera that the methods used in his
joint work with Cufi [10], where they investigate new fine properties of
functions u such that Au is a measure, can be adapted to yield an alterna-
tive proof of see their comments on p. 1087 in [10] and also
[30]. While there is no hope of having Ly differentiability in full gener-
ality, under additional ellipticity assumptions on the differential operator
associated to K, Gmeineder and Raita prove in [14] that K * y belongs to
L1 (RV) and is L~ -differentiable in the usual sense.

We aim at a self-contained presentation, reproducing for the benefit of
the reader also some intermediate results already present in the literature.
The paper is then organized as follows. We explain in the con-
nection between approximate differentiability and the Lipschitz-type con-
dition used by Hajtasz in [16]. In we recall the singular estimates
for K x y when p € L?(RY), based on the Fourier transform. InSections 4]
and 5l we obtain a weak-L! estimate for the approximate derivative of K *
when p is a measure, following the approach of Calderén and Zygmund’s.

We prove [Theorems 1.2land [I.3]in [Sections 6land [/} respectively.
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In[Section 8 we apply the singular-integral estimates to identify the second-
order approximate derivative of the Newtonian potential and the solution
of the Dirichlet problem with measure data. We then prove identity (1.2)
in [Section 9 In [Section 10l we give two applications of The

tirst one is a new proof of a property of level sets of subharmonic func-

tions by Frank and Lieb [13]. The second one concerns the description of
limiting vorticities of the Ginzburg-Landau model with magnetic field in
bounded open subsets 2 of R? that extends previous result by Sandier and
Serfaty [26}27] in the LP setting. Based on regularity results by Caffarelli
and Salazar [5], we deduce that a limiting vorticity pu € L]

1oc (£2) can be writ-
ten as

0= Z mjxu; almosteverywhere in €2,
j€J
for some disjoint family of open subsets U; C ), where m; is the constant
value of the limiting induced magnetic field on Uj.

2. APPROXIMATE DIFFERENTIABILITY VIA LIPSCHITZ-TYPE ESTIMATES

We recall that the approximate limit ¢ := aplim v of a measurable func-
"L'*)y

tion v : RY — R™ at y is defined by the property
|Ac(v,¢) N B (y)|

lim
r—0 1B (y)]

=0 foreverye >0,

with
Ac(v,c) :={z € RY - ju(z) — ¢ > €}

In the terminology of Measure theory, y must be a density point of the set
RN \ Ac(v,c) for every e > 0. By Lebesgue’s density theorem, one has

aplimv = v(y) almost everywhere in RYY and in particular, for all o € R™,
T—Y

aplimv = a almost everywhere on {v = a}.
T—Y

Accordingly, the approximate derivative of v at y is a linear transforma-
tion D,,v(y) : RY — R™ such that

ap lim v(z) —v(y) — Dapv(y)[z — ¥

=0.
Ty ’1’ - y‘

Notice that the existence of the approximate derivative at y implies the ex-
istence of the approximate limit of v at y, with

aplimv = v(y).

T—Y

Lebesgue’s density theorem can be invoked again, see for instance [12} The-
orem 6.3], to get for all « € R™,

(2.1) D.,v =0 almost everywhere on {v = a}.
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These concepts extend to functions defined on measurable subsets of RY
and both ap lim v and D,,v(y) are uniquely defined at each density point of

ZB*)y
the domain.

Hajtasz’s strategy to prove approximate differentiability from a Lipschitz-
type estimate with variable coefficient is based on the following

Proposition 2.1. Let E C RN and v : E — R be a measurable function. If there
exists a measurable function I : E — [0, c0) such that

o(z) = v(y)| < (I(z) + I(y))|z —y| forevery x,y € E,

then v is approximately differentiable almost everywhere in E and its approximate
derivative satisfies

|Dapv| < 21  almost everywhere in E.

Proof. Given € > 0 and « > 0, the set
M={a<I<a+¢}

is a measurable subset of £. Since v is Lipschitz-continuous on M with
Lipschitz constant 2(« + ¢), there exists a Lipschitz-continuous function
h : RV — R with the same Lipschitz constant and such that h = v on M.
Observe that if y € M is a density point of M and h is differentiable at y,
then v has an approximate derivative at y and D,,v(y) = Dh(y). Thus,

[Dapv(y)] = [Dh(y)| < 2(a + €) <2(I(y) + €).

Since by Lebesgue’s density theorem almost every point of M is a den-
sity point of M and by Rademacher’s theorem # is differentiable almost
everywhere in RY, we deduce from the observation above that v is approx-
imately differentiable at almost every point of M and

|Dapv| < 2(I +€) almost everywhere in M.
Since E can be covered by a countable union of such sets M, we thus have
|Dapv| < 2( +€) almost everywherein E,

and the estimate follows since € > 0 is arbitrary. O

The Lipschitz-type estimate of [Proposition 2.1|is satisfied for example by

Sobolev functions:

Proposition 2.2. Ifv : RN — R is a measurable function such that v € Wlicl (RM),
then

[5(2) = B(y)| < 2Y (M|Vol(z) + M|Vol(y)) |z - y|

for every Lebesgue points x and y of v, where v denotes the precise representative

of v.
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The Hardy-Littlewood maximal function M f : RN — [0, o0] of a locally
summable function f is defined by

Mf(x) ::sup{]i()]f]:r>0}.

We also recall that 2 € RY is a Lebesgue point of f and f(z) is the value of
the precise representative of f at x whenever

im £ |f - f(z)| =0.

r—0 By (x)
The classical Lebesgue differentiation theorem implies that almost every
point in RY is a Lebesgue point of f and

(2.2) f = f almost everywhere in RV,

Notice also that, as a simple consequence of the Markov-Chebyshev in-
equality, for all x € R" one has the implication

Jim If—F@)|=0 = aplimf(y) = f(a),

r—0 By () y—
but the converse implication does not hold in general.
A natural problem is to find sufficient conditions that identify Lebesgue
points of a given function. For example, when v € W2 (RN) as above, it

loc

follows from Remark 3.82 of [3] that every z € RY such that
M|V|(z) < o

is a Lebesgue point of v. Hence, the inequality in [Proposition 2.2 is valid

for every z,y € {M|Vv| < oco}. Observe however that it does not pro-
vide the identification (L.6) between D,,v and Vv, which goes back to the
work by Calderén and Zygmund [9] that includes the case of functions
with bounded variation (BV); see also [3, Theorem 3.83].

We sketch the proof of [Proposition 2.2|for the convenience of the reader;

see also [3, Theorem 5.34] for a different argument. A variant of[Proposition 2.2]
based on the sharp maximal function can be found for example in [11} The-
orem 2.5]. We also refer the reader to [19] for applications of pointwise
inequalities of this type in the setting on nonlinear Potential theory.

Proof of |Proposition 2.2| Assume temporarily that v is smooth. By the Fun-

damental theorem of Calculus and Fubini’s theorem,

1
v(:r:)—][ LY g/][ |\Vu(z +t(z — z))||z — 2| dzdt,
Br(%54) 0 JBr(*5Y)
z+y

2
for any r > 0. Taking r = |z — y|/2, one has B,(=¥) C Ba, (). Moreover,
for every z € B,(%3Y), |v — z| < |z — y|. Hence,

1 1
v(:r:)—][ v gi/ / IVo(z +t(z — x))|dzdt |x — y|,
B (Z£2) 1Bi|r™ Jo ) By ()
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where B; := B;(0) is the unit ball centered at 0. Making the change of
variables £ = x + t(z — z) between z and ¢ in the right-hand side and using
the definition of M|Vv|(x), one gets

o)~ f g%// Vo) L gt o -y
B, (21Y) |B1lm™ Jo J Bou () t

1
< 2N/ M|Vo|(z)dt |z — y| = 2N M|Vo|(z) |z — y).
0

A similar estimate holds for the point y and one concludes using the trian-
gle inequality.

For a measurable function v as in the statement, one can apply the con-
clusion to the smooth function p,, * v, where (p,,)nen is a sequence of mol-
lifiers of the form p,,(z) := }N p(z/ey,) for some fixed nonnegative function
p € C(By) such that |’ B, P ~ 1and (€n)nen is a sequence of positive num-
bers that converges to zero. As n — oo, one has

pn ¥ v(x) = 0(z) for every Lebesgue point = € RY.

Moreover, the pointwise estimate |V (p, * v)| < p,, * |Vv| implies that

M|V (pn % v)|(z) < M(pn % |[Vo|)(z) < M|Vo|(z) foreveryz € RY. O

3. WEAK DIFFERENTIABILITY OF K # y IN THE L? CASE

By the first estimate in (L4), one can write K as a sum of L! and L*®
functions, for instance:

3.1) K = Kxp, + Kxgn\p,-

In particular, the convolution K x i is defined almost everywhere in RY for

every pn € L'(RY) and, more generally, for finite Borel measures, and be-

longs to (L' + L>°)(RY). The fact that the distributional derivative V(K 1)

belongs to L?(RY; RY) when y € L?(RY) is a known property in Harmonic

analysis that can be proved using the Fourier transform.

Proposition 3.1. If K € C?(R¥ \ {0}) satisfies (L4) and p € (L* N L?)(RY),

then the distributional gradient of K  p belongs to L2(R™; RN and we have
[V (K * M)HL2(RN) < CHMHL2(RN)7

for some constant C' > 0 depending on A, B and N.

We recall that the Fourier transform of a function f € L'(R") is defined
for every ¢ € RN by

FH©) = [ e @ e

and has a unique continuous extension to every function in L?(RN). We
give a proof of the proposition above for the sake of completeness. It relies
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on the following property of the Fourier transform of K; see Theorem 2.4
in Chapter 3 of [29]:

Lemma 3.2. If K € C?*(R™ \ {0}) satisfies (L4), then its Fourier transform F K
is continuous in RN \ {0} and there exists C' > 0 such that

Cl
|FK(&)] < ) for every ¢ € RV \ {0}.
Proof of Lemma 3.21 To prove the continuity of FK in RY \ {0}, one relies
on a smooth counterpart of the decomposition (3.I). For this purpose, take
Y € C2°(By) such that 0 < ¢ < 1in RY and 4 = 1in By, and write

K:K"/}r'i‘K(l_wr)a

where 1, (x) = {(z/r) for r > 0. Since K4, € L*(RY), the Fourier trans-
form F(K4),) is a bounded continuous function in R,
Interpolation in (1.4) gives one the first-order counterpart

Ch

(3.2) IDE(@) < 1o

for every z € RV \ {0}.
Since the function K, := K (1 — v,) vanishes in B,, we thus have
Co N
AK | < 2N XrM\p, (z) foreveryz € RY,

for some constant C's > 0 independent of r. In particular, AK, , belongs to
LY(RY), hence its Fourier transform is also a bounded continuous function
in RY. From the identity

]:(AKOO,T) = _4772|£|2]:(K00,r),

we deduce that F (K, ) is continuous in RY \ {0}, hence so is F(K).
To obtain the pointwise estimate of F(K), observe that for every £ # 0
and r» > 0 we have

1
|FE(E)| < (| F(E )| oo vy + WH]_—(AKOOJ‘)HLOO(RN)'

Since

dx

’Nfl

||‘7:(K¢T)HL00(RN) < ||K7;Z)r||L1(RN) <A |
Bar €z

= Cg?”

and
dx 04

AKoo 00 < [JAKoo < =
PR i) € 18Ky < [ s =

we get

G

42| €2 r

To conclude it thus suffices to take r = 1/|¢]. O

|[FK(§)| < Csr +
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Proof of | By a standard property of the Fourier transform of

the convolution,
F(K # p) = (FE)(Fp).
Forj € {1,...,N}and p € C®(R"), by the Plancherel theorem we have
/ K*pgi: ]:(K*,u)]:<%) :—/ (FK)(Fu)2m&; Fe.
RN x; RN Ox;j RN

By the function ¢ — & FK () is bounded in RY. It thus fol-
lows from the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality and another application of the
Plancherel theorem that

K*,uaagp

RN xj

< QWC/”}—NHLQ(RN)\\f@\\LQ(RN) = QWC/HMHLQ(RN)\\@\\L?(RN)-

It now suffices to apply the Riesz representation theorem in L?(R%) to con-
clude. O

4. WEAK-L! ESTIMATE OF THE APPROXIMATE DERIVATIVE

The fundamental tool to prove[Theorem 1.1]is the weak-L! estimate from
the Calderén-Zygmund theory of singular integrals. We revisit their ap-
proach to reformulate and make more transparent the role of the approxi-
mate differentiability as follows:

Theorem 4.1. If K € C*(RV \ {0}) satisfies (L4) and p is a finite Borel measure
in RY, then K « y is approximately differentiable almost everywhere in RN and
we have

[Dap (K * )] 21 @y < Cllpll pmys
where C > 0 depends on A, B and N.

relies on the following estimate, whose proof we postpone
to the next section:

Proposition 4.2. Let K € C?(RN \ {0}) be a function that satisfies (L4) and let
Q C RN bea cube. If v is a finite Borel measure in R with

Q) =0 and |v|(RY\Q) =0,

then for every 6 > 1 there exists a bounded continuous function I : RN \ 0Q —
[0, 00) such that

K« v(z) — K« v(y)| < (I(z) + 1(y)) |z —y| for every x,y € RN\ 6Q,
and

11l L @av00) < C IVl pmgyy,
where C' > 0 depends on A, B, N and 0, but not on Q.
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We denote by 0@ the rescaled cube with the same center as () and side-

length 6 times the side-length of Q). [Proposition 4.2 has been proved by

Hajtasz without an explicit L'-estimate of I; see Lemma 9 in [16]. We rely
on a variant of his proof that keeps track of the quantity ||| 1z~ g0)-

Proof of Givent > 0, we explain below that, thanks to[Proposition 2.1}
it is sufficient to prove the existence of a measurable function I : RY —

[0, 00, possibly depending on t, such that

(4.1)

K p(x) — K p(y)| < (I(z) + I(y))|x —y| foreveryz,y € dom (K * p)

and

C
(42) {I >t} < TIHMHM(RNy

where C; > 0is independent of ¢. In contrast with[Theorem 1.2) the set {1 =
oo} need not be Lebesgue-negligible. We later show in that / can
be chosen independently of ¢ and then in this case {I = oo} is negligible.
For the sake of the proof of such an independence of ¢ is not
needed.

By analogy with the definition of the maximal function in the L! setting,
we first define the maximal function Mpu(z) of the Borel measure y in RY
by computing the supremum of |u|(B,(x))/|By(z)| over r > 0. The set

F:={Mp<t}

is closed and its complement verifies the weak maximal inequality, see p. 19
in [28]:

C:
(4.3) R\ F| = {Mp > £} < =2l ).

To construct a function I that satisfies @.I) and @.2), we take a Whitney
covering of the open set RN\ F in terms of cubes (Q,,)nen. We assume that
each cube Q,, is half-closed, by this we mean that @),, is a Cartesian product
of intervals of the form [a;, b;) with a; < b;. Such a choice does not change
Whitney’s construction and yields a disjoint family (Q,)nen. Each cube @,
satisfies

2Q, CRY\F and aQ,NF #0,

for some fixed o > 2, depending on N. Hence,

(4.4) Fc (R (2Qn)

n=0

and there exist 0 < ¢; < ¢g such that

cp diam(Qy) < d(Qn, F) < co diam(Q,).
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By the choice of F', we also have

|1 (@n)

|Qnl
for some constant C3 > 0 depending on N. Indeed, taking z € a@, N F,
we have aQ,, C B,, (z), where r,, = v/ Nal,, and ¢, is the side-length of @,,.
Since Mpu(z) < t and the volumes of aQ),, and B,, (z) are comparable, we
thus have by monotonicity of |/,

1(@n) _ 11l(By, ()
Qul = 1B..(2)

for a constant ¢ > 0 depending on o and V.

< Mpu(z) <,
Using the Whitney covering of RV \ ', we now decompose the measure
e as
[e o]
p=plr+plpve = plr + Y plon
n=0

which we further write as

(4.6) p=plr+ Z ”‘gj)mn dx + Z bn,
n=0 g n=0
gdx b
where
1(Qn)

bn ::MLQn_ ‘Q‘ XQndx’

so that b,(Q,) = 0 and |b,|(RY \ Q,) = 0 for every n € N. We refer
the reader to the excellent introductions [15,28] for a detailed explanation
of the Whitney covering of a set and the subsequent Calderén-Zygmund
decomposition of a function or a measure.

The term denoted by gdx in (4.6) is the good part of the measure and
is absolutely continuous with respect to the Lebesgue measure. The abso-
lute continuity of y| r follows from the definition of F', which implies that
||| #(A) < t|A] for every Borel subset A C RY. By the Radon-Nikodym
theorem, p|r can be written as u|r = fdx with f € L'(RY) such that
|fl <t

We now observe that the density g belongs to (LN L>)(R") and satisfies

(4.7) lgllLr @y < llpllpmmyy and  [|gllpe@ry < Cat.

Indeed, we have |g| = |f| < t on F and, by @.5), |g| < Cst on each Q.
Thus, the L* bound of g holds with Cy := max {1, Cs}. Since the cubes @,
are disjoint, by additivity of |u| we also have

91l ey = [1I(F) + Y [1(@n)] < |1l (RY) = [l pagrer)-

n=0
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Hence, (A7) is satisfied. Since K € (L' + L>®)(RY) and g € (L' N L>®)(RY),
we have

dom (K * g) = RN

and the convolution K x ¢ is continuous in R*.

As g € (L' N L*®)(RY), by interpolation between L! and L, we have
g € L?>(RY). We deduce from [Proposition 3.1|that V(K x g) € L}(RY). By
[Proposition 2.2|and continuity of K * g, we then have

(48) |Kxg(z) = K *g(y)| < (J(x) + J(y))lx —y| foreveryz,y e RY,

with J = 2¥ M|V(K * g)|.
We now focus on b, which is the bad part of the measure f:

Claim. There exists a Lebesgue-negligible set S C R” such that dom (K * b) D
RN\ S and

(4.9) K xb(x) =Y Kxby(x) foreveryzeRV\S.
n=0
Proof of the Claim. Let

(4.10) S = {zG]RN:i|K|*|bn|(z):oo}.

n=0

For z € RV \ S, we have Y |K|x |b,|(z) < oo. Then, by Fatou’s lemma,
n=0

| K| * [b|(z) < oo and so
dom (K *b) D RV \ S.

The Dominated convergence theorem implies (4.9). To prove that S is neg-
ligible, we proceed as follows. By Fubini’s theorem and assumption (L.4),
for every r > 0 and n € N we have

[t = [ ([ i las) b

dx
gA/ (/ 7>dbn v).
RN \JB,(0) |z —y[N-1 1b=1()
For every y € RY,

/ dx </ dx / dz o
— < T v T e TN = 5T.
B [T =yIN"t T e lr—yINTY ) |21V

Thus,

/ K| % [ba] < ACsr / d[bn] = Colbal (RY) < 2C4]1l(Qn).
B(0) RN
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for some constant Cs > 0 depending on r. Since the cubes @,, are disjoint,
by Fatou’s lemma and by additivity of the measure |x| we then get

Klell) <3 [ (Kl

<205 > 1l(@n) = 2Cq | (R \ F) < oo.

n=0
Hence, § |K| * |b,| < oo almost everywhere in B,(0), for every r > 0. We
conclud%:tohat S is Lebesgue-negligible. O
As a consequence of the Claim,
dom (K * 1) D dom (K % g) Ndom (K % b) DRY\ §

and, from linearity of the convolution,

(4.11) Kxu(r) = K xg(x) + ZK xby(z) foreveryx € RV \ S.
n=0

By [Proposition 4.2l with 6 = 2, each measure b,, satisfies

|K by (z) — K by (y)| < (In(z) + I,(y))|z —y| foreveryz,y e RY \ 2Q,

where I, : RV \ 2Q,, — [0, 00) is a bounded continuous function such that

(4.12) 1l @2, < C'lon(Qn) < 2C7|1|(Qn)-
By @.4) and (4.9), we thus have
(4.13)

| K xb(x)— Kxb(y)| < <Z In(x)—i-z In(y)> |z—y| foreveryz,ye F\S.
n=0 n=0
Combining (4.8) and @.13), we get (£.1) with
J+ 3 I, inF\S,
I := n=0
% in (RN \ F)U S.

To prove (4.2), we first observe that by subadditivity of the Lebesgue mea-
sure,

(414) [{I>1t} <|{J>t/2} + ({i I, > t/2} N F‘ + RNY\ F| +18].
n=0

As S is Lebesgue-negligible, |S| = 0. Since J = 2¥ M|V(K * g)|, by the
L?-maximal inequality and [Proposition 3.1 we have

[l 2@y < C7|IV(K * g)[| L2 may < Csllgll L2y
We also have by @.7) and interpolation between Lebesgue spaces,

gl 72ny < lgllzi@m) gl e @vy < Catllplpeny.
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By the Markov-Chebyshev inequality at height ¢ / 2, we thus get

2
(4.15) 17> 121 < (3 1By < il

which gives the estimate of the first term in the right-hand side of (£.14).
By @.12) and the fact that the cubes @Q,, are disjoint and contained in

RN\ F,

(4.16)
[ 5]y € 2 Ml <203 1l(@n) < 2"\l @Y\ F),
n=0 n=0 n=0

which can also be deduced from a classical inequality in Harmonic analysis;
see below. By the Markov-Chebyshev inequality at height ¢/2,
we then have

o0 / /
wy |{n > 2y r) < e Py < 2 e,
n=0

Inequality (4.2) then follows from @.14), (4.15), @.I7) and @.3).
Observe that K x p is defined in

{I; < oo} CRV\ S,

where for the rest of proof we make explicit the dependence of I = I; with
respect to the parameter ¢t. We conclude from (4.1) and [Proposition 2.1] that
K x 1 is approximately differentiable almost everywhere in {I; < co}. Tak-
ing a sequence (t;);cn of positive numbers with t; — oo, we have

RN\U{Itj < oo} C ﬂ{[tj >t}

j=0 j=0
As a consequence of (4.2)), the set in the right-hand side is Lebesgue-negligible
and we deduce that K * 1 is approximately differentiable almost every-
where in RY. Since the approximate derivative D,, (K * ;1) satisfies

| Dap (K * )| <2t almost everywhere in {I; < t},
we have
{1 Dap (K #1)| > 26| < [{I > t}] < %HNHM(RN) for every ¢ > 0.
This implies the weak-L! estimate of Dy, (K * ). O

Remark 4.3. Estimate (4.16) also follows from the classical inequality satis-
tied by the Marcinkiewicz integral see p. 15 of [28]:

(4.18) / / d dy < C"|u|(RN \ F).
v |y |N+1 |1l (2) [l (RT A F)
The reason is that in the proof of [Proposition 4.2} see (5.6), we choose
City
I,(y) = Wﬂb nllpm@myy  foreveryy € RY\ 2Q.,,
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where z, is the center of the cube @), and this function I, is controlled by
the Marcinkiewicz integral of the measure |y|| g, , namely

d(z, F
/Qn #d\ﬂ\@)-

Indeed, by construction of the Whitney covering, for every z € @, we have
(n)2 < d(z, F) and, for every y € RV \ 2Q,,,

2% N
s <l =2l e - al < -l VE S < (14 5 -2l
Thus,
Clgn d(Z,F)
419) Iy < —S o / dlpl(z) < Cy / L) ).
’y - Zn’N+1 Qn Qn ‘y - Z‘N+1

Therefore, for every y € F,

> d(z, F) d(z, F)
I(y) < C /oo ML) ) = ¢ / B
nz;) (y) 2 5 on |y — Z|N+1 ’M’( ) 2 RN\ F |y — Z|N+1 ‘,U,‘( )

n=0
and then (£.16)) is implied by @.18). We shall return to this observation in
the proof of

5. PROOF OF[PROPOSITION 4.2

In the next two lemmas we rely on the notation of [Proposition 4.2| and,

in particular, v is a finite Borel measure in RN with
V(@) =0 and VRV \Q)=0.

We also write z for the center of the cube Q and / for its side-length. The
first lemma gives an estimate of the decay of K * v(x) as |z| — oo and is
used in the proof of [Proposition 4.2l when x and y are far from each other
relatively to their distances to ().

Lemma 5.1. For every x € RV \ 6Q,
c"e
|K *v(z)| < m“”“M(RJ\’)-
Proof. Since v(Q) = 0, we can write
5.1 Kxv(zr)= / K(x—2)dv(z) = / [K(x —2z) — K(z — 2)]dv(z).
Q Q
The estimate of the integrand that we require is given by

Claim. Forevery z € Q and v € RV \ 0Q,

. |z — 2|
Kz —2)— Kz —2)| <0y —=1
K(x—2) = K@ =9 < O~

where C'; > 0 dependson 6, A, B and N.
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Proof of the Claim. By the Mean value theorem, there exists a point ¢ in the
line segment [z, Z| that joins z and Z such that

Kz—2)—K(x—2)=VK(z—() (2 —2).
By (B.2), we thus have

(5.2) K(z—2) — K(z — )| < 02%.

Since ¢ € Q, we have |( — Z|o < £/2, where |y|~ denotes the max-norm of
avectory = (y1,...,yn) in RY, ie.

[Yloo := max{|yl, ... [yn}-
For z € RY \ 0Q, we also have |z — 2|, > 0¢/2. Thus, by the triangle

inequality,

¢ 1
2 — Z|oo < |z = (loo + [ — Zlc < |5'3_<|oo+§ < |5'3_<|oo+§|x_z|oo-
This yields
1
_ = _ < |y —
(1=5)k = 2loo < o = Clos

and then a similar estimate is satisfied by the Euclidean norm. The Claim
thus follows from such an estimate and (5.2). O

From (5.1) and the Claim, we then get

Csl Cst
Koev@ < 25w [ ) = p 2w Wy, O

The next lemma deals with the case where x and y are close to each other
relatively to their distances to Q:
Lemma 5.2. There exists € > 0, depending on 6 and N, such that for every
z,y € RN\ 0Q with |z — y| < €|z — 2|, we have

C///g
(K *xv(z) — Kxv(y)| < m“”“M(RJ\’) lz =yl

In particular, for every x € RN \ 0Q,

C//le
V(K *v)(z)| < m”””M(RI\’)'

Proof. Applying the Fundamental theorem of Calculus and Fubini’s theo-
rem, we have

1
Kxv(z)— K xv(y) :/0 V(K xv)(&) - (x —y)dt

_ /O 1 /Q VK (& —2) - (v —y)dv(z) dt,
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where §; := tz+(1—t)y belongs to the line segment [z, y] for every ¢t € [0, 1].
We do not explicit its dependence on x and y, but one should keep in mind
that &; is independent of z. Since v(Q)) = 0, we can thus write

(5.3)

1
Kxv(z)— K xv(y) :/0 /Q VK (& — 2) = VK (& — 2)] - (. — y) dv(z) dt.

Claim. Let0 < 8 < % and € RY \ 6Q. For every ¢ € RY such that
|z — £loo < Blz — Z|oo and every z € @, we have

|2 - 2|

‘VK(f—Z) —VK(f—Z)‘ < Clm,

where C; > 0 dependson 3,0, A, Band N.

Proof of the Claim. Applying the Mean value theorem, we deduce from the
second estimate in (L.4) that there exists ¢ € [z, z] such that

|z = 2|

(5.4) IVK(¢—2)—VK(—2)| < CQW.

We now show that for any 3 as above, one has

To this end, observe that for ( € Q,

¢ 1
7 € = < 2|2 — Z|oo.
¢ = Zloo < 5 = Q‘x Z]oo
By the triangle inequality and the assumption on £, we thus have

1
7= Zloo < | = Eloe + 1€ = Cloo +1¢ = Zloo < (B4 5 )2 = Zloo + 6 — Cl
and we conclude that
1 _
(1-8-3)k = 2o < I = Clece

Since the quantity in parenthesis is positive by the choice of j, this inequal-
ity is equivalent to (5.5). The claim thus follows from (5.4) and the counter-
part of (5.5) for the Euclidean norm. O

To conclude the proof of the lemma, observe that if v — y| < ¢|x — 2| for
some € > 0, then |z — y|o < e\/N\x — Z|oo. Thus, taking VN = %, every
¢ € [z, y] satisfies the assumption of the Claim. By (5.3) and the Claim, we

thus get
Cyl
Kxv(x)— Kx*xv(y Sf/dy zZ)|lr—y
K evte) Ko v)] < e [ d2)]

Cyl
= ﬁ“”“/\/t(ﬂ@’) |z —yl,
|z — 2N+

which gives the main estimate of the lemma. From there, one estimates
V(K *v)(z) by letting y — z in the direction of the gradient. O
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Proof of |Proposition 4.2, Let € > 0 be as in[Lemma 5.2l Assuming that x,y €
RN\ 0Q satisfy

|z —y| < emax {|z — 2|, |y — 2|},

then after relabeling x and y if necessary we have |z — y| < ¢|z — z|. By
Lemma 5.2 we thus have

1 1
e+ g Wl o

|K xv(x) — Kxv(y)| < C"%(

We now assume instead that x,y € RV \ 6Q satisfy
emax |z — 2|, |y — 2/} < |z — y.

The triangle inequality and [Lemma 5.Jlimply that

1 1
Ko~ K svl)] < "6 = + =z ) e

In view of the assumption on = and y in this case,

1 1 [z —yl
i
K (o) = K vl < €0 s + g Wy 2

We thus have the conclusion with 7 : RV \ §Q — [0, c0) defined by

c't
(5.6) I(y) = WH’/HM(RI\’)a

where €' := max {C"",C" /e}. O

6. A UNIFORMIZATION PRINCIPLE

We now establish [Theorem 1.2, whose main ingredient is already con-
tained in the proof of Theorem 4.11 There we show that, for every ¢ > 0,
there exists a measurable function I = I; : RV — [0, oo] which satisfies (1)
and @.2). The distribution function of I; only verifies the estimate we seek
at height ¢. The next lemma is a uniformization property that encodes this
family of functions (I;);~¢ into a single weak-L! function and immediately

implies Theorem 1.2|by choosing
E=dom (K *pu) and A" = C1lpll sy,
where (] is the constant in (4.2).

Lemma 6.1. Let E C RN and v : E — R be such that, for every t > 0, there
exists a measurable function I, : RN — [0, co] with

lv(z) —o(y)| < (I(x) + I(y))|z —y| forevery z,y € E

and
/

A
{I> 81 < 5
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for some constant A’ > 0 independent of t. Then, there exists a measurable func-
tion H : RN — [0, 0o with
©1)  [o(z) —v(y)| < (H(z) + H(y))|lz —y| forevery z,y € E
and
[H]L%V(RN) S 8Al
Proof. Given z,y € E such that v(z) # v(y), take n € Z such that
2" e —y| < Jo(@) —v(y)| < 2w —yl.

By the first inequality, for each ¢ > 0 we have that z or y belongs to {I; >
2"}. By the second inequality, we thus have

(6.2) () —v(y)] < 2" (x(n>2m (@) + X (1,520 (W) |2 — yl.
Define H : RN — [0, 0] by
H = sup {2"+2 X{Iyn>2n} 1M E Z}.

Then, (6.I) holds. To prove that H satisfies the desired weak-L! estimate,
we first observe that, from the definition of H,

(6.3) {H>2"yc |J {Iy >2'} foreveryk e Z.
I=k—1

Givent > 0, let k € Z be such that 2F < ¢ < 2k+1, By monotonicity and
subadditivity of the Lebesgue measure, it follows from (6.3) that

[e.e]
{H >t} < {H > 2% < ) [{Iy > 2},
I=k—1
From the assumption on the measure of the superlevel sets of I,
o0
A A 8A’
I=k—1
Since ¢ > 0 is arbitrary, we thus have [H] 1 vy < 8A. O

The classical L singular-integral estimates can be also formulated using
a Lipschitz-type formalism, whose proof relies on a standard interpolation
argument that we sketch for the convenience of the reader:

Proposition 6.2. Let K € C?*(RN \ {0}) be any function that satisfies (L4) and
let 1 < p < oo Ifpu € (L' N LP)(RY), then K * u has a distributional gradient
V(K *p) in LP(RN; RY) and there exists a measurable function I : RN — [0, o0]
in LP(R™N) such that

(64) [Kpu(z)—Ksp(y)l < (I(x)+1(y))le—y| for every z,y € dom (K * p)
and

][ zr @y < CllullLe@yys
where the constant C' > 0 depends on A, B, pand N,
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Proof. A combination of[Proposition 3.1} [Iheorem 4.1/and the Marcinkiewicz
interpolation theorem implies that the linear functional

(6.5) p€ CXRYN) — V(K ) € LP(RN)

is continuous with respect to the strong L? topology on both sides for 1 <
p < 2 and then, by duality, the same conclusion holds for 2 < p < oc.
By unique continuous extension of (6.5) one deduces that the distributional
derivative V(K * ) belongs to LP(RY) for every u € (L' N LP)(RY).

We claim that (6.4) holds with

(6.6) I:=2N M|V(K % p)| + R * |pl,

where R(€) := x5, (£)/|¢|V 1. Observe that such an explicit choice of coef-
ficient I behaves sublinearly with respect to p.

In view of [Proposition 2.2} to check the claim it suffices to verify that ev-
ery x € RN with I(x) < oc is a Lebesgue point of K * yand K * u(x) is the
precise representative. That x is a Lebesgue point of K * i is a consequence
of M|V (K * pu)|(x) < oo, but without identification of the precise represen-
tative. The full property can be obtained instead using R * |u|(z) < oo, as it
implies that

(6.7) lim |K *«p— K *p(x)] =0.
)

r—0 Br ($

Indeed, by Fubini’s theorem, for every » > 0 we have

.émJK*M_K*MmkSAN(éMJK@_@_Km“””@>MMV)

By continuity of K in RV \ {0},

lim |K(y —2) — K(z —2)|dy =0 forevery z € RV \ {z}.
r—0 B/f‘(l‘)

Since |K(¢)| < A/|€|V~1, we also have

f |K<y—z>—K<x—z>|dysf K(y— )| dy + |K(z — 2)|
Br(x) Br(x)

<f A dy + A
< ——dy+ —————
Bu(x) |y — 2V |z — 2| N1

Cy

< m < Cl(R(J?—Z)—Fl),

for every z,z € RN and r > 0, where the constant C; > 0 depends on A
and N. As R * |u|(z) < oo and p € L*(RY), we can apply the Dominated
convergence theorem to deduce (6.7). Hence, K * () is the precise repre-
sentative of K x p at x and then (6.4) is satisfied thanks to[Proposition 2.2
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To verify the LP estimate of I, we apply the maximal inequality in LP(R")
and the interpolation argument in the beginning of the proof to get

HM’V(K * M)’HLP(RN) < Gl V(K = :U')HLP(RN) < C3H,U”LP(RN)-
The estimate for I thus follows since R € L'(RY) and then, by Young’s
inequality,
| R = |M|||LP(RN) < HRHLI(RN)HMHLP(RN)- g

7. PROOF OF [THEOREM 1.3

When p > 1, it is convenient to equip the space L§ (RY) of weak-L?
functions with the norm

1
||f||L€V(RN) ‘= sup {|A|T /A lfl: AC RY has finite measure},
P

which is equivalent to the quasinorm [f];» r~); see e.g. the proof of Propo-
sition 5.6 in [23]. A straightforward application of Fubini’s theorem gives
the following counterpart of Young’s inequality in weak-L? spaces for p >
1:

(7.1) 1K+ pall e vy < K o ey |l vy

where 1 is any finite Borel measure in RY; see [4, Lemma A 4].

Proof of [Theorem 1.31 Given ¢ > 0, we rely on the Calderén-Zygmund de-
composition (4.6), namely

o
p=gdr+> b,
n=0

where ¢ € (L' N L*>®)(RY) and each measure b, satisfies b,(Q,) = 0,
|bn|(RN \ Qn) = 0and

(7.2) 1bn ]l Ay < 21pl(Qn)-

The half-closed cubes @, are disjoint and given by the Whitney covering of
the open set
RV \ F = {Mp >t}

Moreover,
Kxp(z) =K *g(x) + ZK *by(x) foreveryxz € RV \ S,
n=0

where S C R" is the Lebesgue-negligible set given by (@.10). In particular,
this identity holds almost everywhere in RY.

At a pointy € RV \ S where K g and all K * b, are approximately
differentiable, we have

(7.3)  |Ksxp— Py <|Kxg—Ty(K*g)|+ > |K*by—T,(K #by)|

n=0
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almost everywhere in RY, where P, is the affine function

00
Py =T, (K *g)+ > T, (K xby)
n=0
provided that the series in the right-hand side converges.
From [Proposition 6.2} since g € (L' N L°°)(RY) the function K x g has a
distributional gradient in LP(RY; R") and then is LP-differentiable almost
everywhere in RV for every 1 < p < co. In particular, for p = &,

1K xg =Ty (K g)l .

N

1 (Br(y))

(7.4) lim

=0 foralmostevery y € RY.
r—0 r

Observe that, by smoothness of the functions K * b, in a neighborhood of
y € F, each term in the series in the right-hand side of evaluated at a
point z behaves like o(|x —y|) as  — y. Thus, for every n € N we also have

| K * by, — Tyl(K * bp)||

rN

N
N—

LN-1(Br(y)

(7.5) lir% =0 foreveryyec F.
r—r

To handle the fact that we are dealing with infinitely many terms in (Z.3),
we need a uniform estimate of the tail of the series. To this end, we take
y € F. For every n € N, we have y € R \ 2Q,, and then, by Lemma 5.2
applied at y,

C///€
V(K xbn)(y)] < [EEALE= (1o | vy
where /,, is the side-length and z, is the center of Q,,. By (4£.19) in[Remark 4.3

we also have

ly d(z, F)
(7.6) WH%HM(M) < 01/62 de(z)-
Hence,
d(z, F
77) VU b)) < Co | o )

Next, let J € Nand r > 0, and let € > 0 be given by [Lemma 5.21 Observe
that € only depends on the dimension N. We divide the cubes @Q,, with
indices n > J in two disjoint classes, according to their distances from the
point y as follows: F, is the subset of indices n > J such that e|y — z,| > r
and Cj,, is the subset of indices n > J such that e|y — z,| < r.

The class F, keeps track of the cubes which are far from y. We claim
that, for every n € F;,,

d(z, F)
Wd\ﬂ\(z)-

.

(78) K % by — TK 5 byl (5,9) < Cs 7 /

Indeed, for every x € B,(y) and n € F;,,

lx —y| <r <e€ly— Z,|.
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By [Lemma 5.2 (reversing the roles of x and y) and (Z.6)), we then have

C/I/g
[ K b () = K x bn(y)] < Wllb nll vyl =yl

d(z, F)
< e .
<Cir /Q e (2

Combining (Z.9) and (Z.7), we deduce (Z.8). The latter implies that, for every
n e .7:‘]771 ,

(7.9)

d(z, F)
7.10) || K *b, —TlK*b <CrN/ ——2 7 dlul(2).
( ) H ( )HLN 1(B'r(y))_ 5 n\y—z\N“ ‘,U,‘()

The class C, gathers the cubes which are close to y. We claim in this case
that, for everyn € C;,,
(7.11)

d(z, F)
Kb, — Kx*b < n N 7 d .
|y~ (K >||LV]VVN1(BT@))_06(|M|<Q 4 /Q s |M|(z)>

N
Indeed, the decay assumption (L4) on K implies that K € Ly ' (RY).
Then, by Young's inequality (Z.1) and (Z.2) we get

712) Kbl xR bl < Crlul(@).
( () Ly = (RN)
Usingmand (Z.6), we also have
c"ty 2, F
)] < el < Coly =l | 220l

Since €|y — z,| < r, we thus have

Cgr d(z, F
713) K x b)) < 2 / e dlul 2,
Estimate (Z11) now follows from the combination of (Z12), (Z.13) and (Z7).

Note that for every n € C;, we have Q,, C By,.(y), for some constant

v > 0 depending on N. Since |J @, C B,.(y) \ F' and the cubes @, are
neCJ,T

disjoint, we deduce from (Z.10) for n € F;, and (Z11) for n € C;, that

D K xby — Ty (K #by)||
n=J

Ly~ (Br(y))

< Co(luBr )\ P+ [ L )

.1y
n=J
Recall that for almost every y € F we have
By )\ F) d(z, F)

The first assertion follows from the Besicovitch differentiation theorem,
while the second one is a consequence of inequality (.18) in [Remark 4.3l
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satisfied by the Marcinkiewicz integral. At a point y where the first prop-
erty in (Z14) holds, we have

> ||K>kbn—Tyl(K*bn)H "
' (Br(v)
& < Cy / Z|N+1 d|pl(2).

lim sup “=Z
r—0

It thus follows from , (Z4) and that
=Bl gy
lim sup N Lv (B:®) < Cy / z\N“ d|pl(2).

r—0

At a point y where the second property in (IZjZI) holds, the integral in the
right-hand side converges to zero as J — oo and we deduce that the limsup
in the left-hand side vanishes. Hence, by uniqueness of the Taylor approx-
imation we have

Py =T, (K *p)

N
and K x p is Ly ' -differentiable at almost every y € F. Since F = F,
satisfies (£.3), the conclusion of the theorem then follows by letting ¢ —
Q. U

8. EXISTENCE OF D2 u WHEN Au IS A MESURE

Let £ : RV \ {0} — R be the fundamental solution of —A defined in
dimension N > 3 by

1 1

B = (8 2o fav2

where oy denotes the area of the unit sphere in RY. Since E € (L1 +
L>®)(RY), the Newtonian potential E *  is defined almost everywhere for
a finite Borel measure 1 in RY and belongs to L{. (RY). In addition, E*p €
WoP(RN) for every 1 < p < 2+ and one has

— A(E %) = in the sense of distributions in RY;

see Example 2.12 in [23]. Since V(E ) = (VE) % pr and

1 =

VE® = o

satisfies (1.4), we have by[Theorem 4.1I|that V(E*u) is approximately differ-
entiable almost everywhere and its approximate derivative Dgp (Exp) =
Do ((VE) * ) satisfies

(8.1) (D2, (E W @yy < Cllull pwny-

We apply this estimate to identify the trace of Dgp (E * p) in terms of pu:
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Proposition 8.1. Let N > 3. For every finite Borel measure ju in RY, the abso-
lutely continuous part of ;v with respect to the Lebesgue measure satisfies

fa = —tr (Dgp(E s« ) de.
Observe that for f € C°(RY), the Newtonian potential E * f is a smooth

function. Thus, Dgp(E * f) is the classical second-order derivative of E x f.
Since E * f solves the Poisson equation with density f, we get

f=-AExf)=—tr(D2(Exf)) inRY,

which is [Proposition 8.1|for smooth functions.

Next, for a finite Borel measure p, the Newtonian potential £ * p is
smooth and harmonic in RY \ supp p. Thus,

tr (Dgp(E sp))=AE*p) =0 inRY\ suppp.

In particular, when the support supp i is negligible with respect to the
Lebesgue measure, one has

tr (Dgp(E x 1)) =0 almost everywhere in R".

The proof of [Proposition 8.1 is based on an approximation argument that
relies on estimate (8.1) and these two cases.

Proof of |Proposition 8.1, We first assume that ;. is absolutely continuous with

respect to the Lebesgue measure. Thus, u = p, = fdx for some [ €
LY(RY). Take a sequence (fn,)nen in C°(RY) that converges to f in L*(RY).
For every n € N,

fo=—tr (D3 (Ex fp)) inRY.
Thus, by the triangle inequality and linearity of the approximate derivative,
|tr (D2, (B ) + ful < |D2,(E % f) = DA, (E * fa)| = [D3,(E (f = fu))]-
Applying estimate (8.1) to f — f,,, we thus have
[0 (D2, (E % ) + Fu) 1y vy < (D2 (E % (F = )] g o)
< C(f = fa) dzl| pmwny = CIf = fallprwny-

Hence, the sequence ( f,,)nen converges in measure simultaneously to f and
—tr (DZ,(E * f)). By uniqueness of the limit, we deduce that

—tr (Dgp(E x f)) = f almost everywhere in RY,

when p = f dx is absolutely continuous with respect to the Lebesgue mea-
sure.

We now assume that 4 is singular with respect to the Lebesgue measure.
Let S C RY be a negligible Borel set such that |u|(RY \ S) = 0. By inner
regularity of |p|, there exists a sequence of compact sets K, C S such that

Jim [p[(S\ Ky) = 0.
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Each measure p,, = 1| x,, is supported in the negligible set K. Since E * ju,,
is harmonic in RV \ K,,, we thus have

tr (Dgp(E % f1,)) = 0 almost everywhere in RY.
Again, by linearity of the approximate derivative,
|tr (D3, (B # )| < [D2,(E % 1) = DL (E * )| = | Dy (B (1 = 1))
almost everywhere in RY. Estimate (8.I) applied to x — p,, then implies
[tr (D2, (E * 1)] 13 vy < Clle = pnllpagey = 10l RY N\ Kn) = [ul(S\ Kn).
As n — oo, the right-hand side converges to zero. Hence,
tr (DZP(E x 1)) =0 almost everywhere in R”,

when 41 is singular with respect to the Lebesgue measure.
The proof now follows from the linearity of E * u since any finite Borel
measure p has a decomposition of the form

p=pa+ pis = fda+ ps with f € L'(RY),

where /i is the singular part of 1 with respect to the Lebesgue measure. By
the two cases considered above, we have

tr (D2, (E # p)) = tr (D2, (E % f)) + tr (D3, (E * pis)) = — f
almost everywhere in RV, O

In dimension N = 2, the fundamental solution of —A is

1 1
E(z) = —log —
(z) = 5 log i
and the Newtonian potential £ is well-defined for every finite Borel mea-
sure with compact support in R2. The counterpart of [Proposition 8.1 holds
for these measures, with the same proof.
In every dimension N > 2, [Proposition 8.1 has a counterpart for solu-

tions of the Dirichlet problem

—Au=pu ing,
u=0 1inodf,

(8.2)
involving a finite Borel measure p in a smooth bounded open subset Q2 C
RY. By a solution of (8.2), we mean that u € W' (Q) satisfies

— Au = p in the sense of distributions in (2.

Littman, Stampacchia and Weinberger [21] proved that the Dirichlet prob-
lem above has a unique solution for every y. This solution has additional
imbedding properties that can be formulated in terms of weak-Lebesgue
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spaces. For example, using Stampacchia’s truncation method one shows in
dimension N > 3 that

ul ~  +[Vu|l ~ < C||Au ,
1], * 7, < Ol

where C' > 0 depends on N; see [23, Proposition 5.7]. A second-order
counterpart of this inequality is

Proposition 8.2. Let N > 2 and let Q C RY be a smooth bounded open set. For
every finite Borel measure p in S, the solution u of the Dirichlet problem (8.2)) has
a second-order approximate derivative D} u almost everywhere in ) that satisfies

(Au)a = tr (Diyu)dz and  [Diulr: ) < C'l|Aul pmq),
or some constant C' > 0 depending on N.
p g

Proof. Let U : RY — R be the function defined by
ifr e,
U(x) _ u uIx
0 ifreRV\Q.

From Poincaré’s balayage method, see [23| Corollary 7.4], one has that AU
is a finite Borel measure with compact support in RV and

AU pmmvy < 2[|Aulpe)-
Since U has compact support in R", we have
U=Ex(-AU) inRY.

This identity is indeed true for functions in C°(R”") and the general case
follows by approximation using p, * U, where (p,)nen is a sequence of
mollifiers in C2°(RY). We deduce from [Proposition 8.1|(and its counterpart
in dimension 2) that © = U has a second-order approximate derivative
almost everywhere in 2 with

2 2
(Au)y = (AU), = tr (D, U) dx = tr (D3 u) dz
and
[D2uls @) < CLlIAU || pgyy < 2C1]|Aul pma)- O
9. PROOF OF [THEOREM 1.1

Given a bounded open subset w € (2, let ¢ € CS°(Q2) be such that ¢ = 1
on w. The measure u = —A(uy) is finite, has compact support in 2 and can
be written as

b= — (Au w+2Vu-Vep+ uAap) in the sense of distributions in RY;
see [23, Proposition 6.11]. In particular,

9.1) p=—Au inw.
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We extend the measure p to R as zero on subsets of RY \ 2. The New-
tonian potential £ * ;1 and uy satisfy the same Poisson equation in 2. Thus,
by Weyl’s lemma we have

E xpy=wup+h almost everywherein (2,

where h is a harmonic function in €. By [Proposition 8.1| (and its counter-
part in dimension 2), we deduce that V (u¢) is approximately differentiable

almost everywhere in 2 and
9.2) pa = —tr (D3, (up)) d.

Since Vu = V(ugp) in w and the notion of approximate derivative is local,
Vu is approximately differentiable almost everywhere in w and D} u =
D2, (uep) in w. It then follows from @.I) and ©.2) that

(Au)y = —pa = tr (Dgpu) dz inw.

Since this is true for every bounded open subset w € 2, we have (Au), =
tr (D3 u) dz in €.
To conclude the proof we rely on (2.1)), that implies

Dipu = Dop(Vu) =0 almost everywhere on {Vu = e}
for every e € RY. Thus,
9.3) (Au), = tr (szu) de =0 almost everywhere on {Vu = e}.

Since u € Wlicl (2), we also have Vu = 0 almost everywhere on every level
set {u = a} with a € R. Hence, applying (9.3) with e = 0 we also get

(Au), =0 almost everywhere on {u = a}.

This completes the proof of the theorem. O

10. TWO APPLICATIONS

10.1. Level sets of subharmonic functions. Asa firstapplication of[Theorem 1.1
we give a new proof of Theorem B.1 of Frank and Lieb [13] about level sets
of subharmonic functions.

Proposition 10.1. Let Q C RY be an open set and let u € L. (Q) be such that
Aw is a locally finite Borel measure in Q. If

(10.1) |Au| > 0dz,
where 0 is a Borel-measurable function in ) such that
(10.2) 0 > 0 almost everywhere in (2,

then the level set {u = '} is Lebesgue-negligible for every o € R.
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Proof. Let Au = (Au), + (Au)s be the decomposition of Au in terms of
an absolutely continuous and a singular part with respect to the Lebesgue

measure, and let S C Q be a Borel-measurable set such that |S| = 0 and
|(Au)s|(£2\ §) = 0. For every a € R, we have

{fu=alc ({fu=a}\S)US.

Since S is negligible, it suffices to prove that {u = a} \ S is negligible. To
this end, we write the estimate

[osars [ sd< [ @+ [ Gl
{u=a}\S {u=a}\S {u=a} Q\S

Both integrals in the right-hand side vanish: The first one because of[Theorem 1.1]
and the second one by the choice of S. Hence, the integral in the left-hand
side also vanishes, and then, by assumption on 6, the set {u = a} \ S must
be negligible. O

Assumptions (10.1) and (10.2) are implied by
(10.3) / Au # 0 for any compact set K C Q with |K| > 0,
K

which is weaker than the assumption made in [13], namely positivity of
[ Au. Indeed, let S C € be a Lebesgue-negligible set where the singular
part of |Au| with respect to the Lebesgue measure dx is concentrated. Con-
dition (10.3) implies, by the Hahn decomposition and inner approximation
of Au,

/ |Au| > 0 for any Borel set B C 2 with |B| > 0.
B

We now take 6 as the density of the absolutely continuous part of |Au| with
respect to dz. Since the integral above vanishes with B = {# = 0} \ S, we
see that {# = 0} \ S and then {# = 0} must be Lebesgue-negligible, which
gives (10.I) and (10.2).

As a consequence of [Proposition 10.1|above, we deduce Proposition A.1
from [13]:

Corollary 10.2. Let Q C RY be an open set and let u : Q — R be a continuous
function. If there exists e > 0 such that

(10.4) Au > € in the viscosity sense in €2,
then {u = «a} is Lebesgue-negligible for every o € R.

Proof. We recall that a continuous function u satisfies (10.4) whenever one
has Ap(z) > € for every z € Q and every ¢ € C%(Q) such that ¢ > uina
neighborhood of z and ¢(z) = u(z). By the relation between viscosity and
distributional solutions, see [17, Theorem 1] and also [18}20], we have

Au > € in the sense of distributions in €.
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This implies that Awu is a locally finite Borel measure in Q2 with Au > edz,

so that[Proposition 10.Tjwith 6 = € gives the result. O
As Frank and Lieb point out in their paper, the conclusion of

is false under the assumption Au > 0, without strict inequality, as shown
by the example u(z) = max {z1,0} in RY.

10.2. Limiting vorticities of the Ginzburg-Landau system. The Ginzburg-
Laudau model can be used to describe the phenomenon of superconduc-
tivity in some materials at low temperature subject to a magnetic field; see
[27]. The state of a superconducting sample in a domain Q2 C R? is then
described by an order parameter u : 2 — C and a magnetic potential
A : Q — R that are local minimizers or merely critical points of the en-

ergy functional

1 1
(10.5)  Ge(u,A) = 5 / VA + / (h = he)? + 5 [ (1=Jul*)?.
2 0 Q 4e 0

Here, € > 0 is a small parameter, the constant hex > 0 is the intensity of the
applied magnetic field,

h:=curl A = —div A+
is the induced magnetic field and
VAU = Vu — iAu
is the covariant gradient. Regions where the order parameter u satisfies
|u| &~ 1 are in superconductor phase, while the material behaves as a normal

conductor in places where |u| ~ 0. The Euler-Lagrange equation satisfied
by a critical point (u., A) of (10.5) gives (see Proposition 3.6 in [27])

(10.6) — Vthe = (iu|VAu,) in the sense of distributions in €,
where Sh. B
1 . o € €
v he o ( 8.%'27 (31‘1)
and

e VAcue + tue VAu,
2
is the superconductivity current. By computing the curl on both sides of

(10.6), one obtains
(10.7) — Ahe + he = pe  in the sense of distributions in 2,

(iue| VA<u,) = € R?

where the intrinsic vorticity p. associated to (ue, A¢) is given by
fe := curl (iu6|VA€u€) + curl A..

This quantity is an analogue of the distributional Jacobian that is invariant
under the gauge transformation

(u, A) —> (ueif, A+ V),
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for any smooth function f.
Under certain conditions in the regime where ¢ — 0, a suitable renormal-
ization of h. and jic yields a nontrivial solution of the equation

(10.8) — Ah + h = p in the sense of distributions in 2

where h € VV&)?(Q) is called the limiting induced magnetic field and the
locally finite Borel measure p is the limiting vorticity. The limiting magnetic
field h satisfies in addition

(10.9) divT}, = 0 in the sense of distributions in €2,
where div T}, = (div Ty 1,div Th2) and Tj,; : Q — R? is defined by
oh Oh 1
hij = ———=—+ =(|Vh> + h?)é; fori,j=1,2.
J (31‘2 8.%']‘ 2 J
The equation div 7}, = 0 means that h is a critical point of the functional

v e WH(Q) — / (IVv]* +v?)
Q

with respect to inner variations of the domain, i.e. variations of the form
vi(x) = v(x + tX(z)) around t = 0 for every vector field X € C°(Q;R?).
When & is a smooth function in €2, one finds that

(10.10) div Ty, = (—=Ah + h)Vh.
For h that merely belongs to W,2%(Q), T}, belongs to LL_(Q;R? x R?). In

loc
this case, div T}, is well-defined in the sense of distributions, but the distri-
butional meaning of the right-hand side in (10.10) becomes unclear.
As an application of Theorem [L.1] we identify the absolutely continuous

part of the limiting vorticity p, in connection with (10.10), as follows:

Proposition 10.3. Let Q C R? be an open set and let y be a locally finite Borel
measure in Q. If h € WL?(Q) satisfies (I0.8) and (0.9), then its precise represen-
tative h is locally Lipschitz-continuous in (2 and

pa = hx{vh=0} dz.
When p € L (), one thus has

loc
(10.11) p = hx{vh—oy almosteverywhere in Q.
Such a representation of ;1 was only known for 1 € L}, (Q) with p > 1; see

[27, Theorem 13.1]. As a consequence of (10.11), & satisfies the Schrodinger
equation

— Ah+Vh =0 inthesense of distributions in {2,

where the potential V' := x(y0y takes its values in {0,1}. A description
of the singular part of the limiting vorticity when p is merely a measure has
been investigated in the paper [25] by the third author.
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The Lipschitz continuity of h was established by Sandier and Serfaty in
[27, pp. 278-279], including the case where 1 is a measure. We focus on
the new property concerning the identification of j, , but we also present a
sketch of their regularity result that is needed in our proof.

Proof of |Proposition 10.3] Using the vector field

1 Oh \ 2 Oh \2 Oh Oh
(10.12) h 2((8:62) <(9:U1) U0 6x2>’
one can write the components 7}, 1 and T}, » of T" as
1 1
(10.13) Tha = Xp + 5(h?,O) and Tpo=—Xj + 50, h?).

In addition,
(10.14) |Vh|* = 4] X,

By (10.13) and the assumption on div T}, we have that X}, satisfies the div-
curl system

oh
I
div h h 8.%'1’
curl X, = —h %,
8.%'2
where curl X;, = —divX hl Since h € VVl%)CQ(Q), one can apply elliptic

LP estimates and a bootstrap argument based on (10.14) to deduce that
X € VV&)’S(Q;RQ) for every 1 < p < oo. Hence, |Vh| € L2 (2) and then h
is locally Lipschitz-continuous in €2.

We now identify p, in terms of h. To this end, take open subsets w € O €
Q and a sequence of mollifiers (p;,)nen in C2°(R?) such that w—supp p, C O
for every n € N. Denoting h,, = p,, * h and p,, = py, * p, by linearity of the

equation in (I0.8) we then have

—Ahp+hp =gy inw.
In this case, (10.10) can be written as

div (Tp,) = pnVh, inw.

Since (hy,)nen converges to h in W12 (w), the sequence (T}, )nen converges
to Tp, in L (w; R? x R?). We thus have

(10.15) p,Vhy, =divTy, A divT, =0 in the sense of distributions in w.

To give an alternative identification the limit of the sequence (14, V iy, )nen
in terms of h and p, we write

fn = pn * (Ha) + pn * (ps)-

The sequence (p;, * (ita))nen converges to f in L'(w), where f is the den-
sity of p, with respect to the Lebesgue measure, i.e. i1, = fdz. From the
Lipschitz-regularity part of the proof, the sequence (Vhy,)nen is uniformly
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bounded in w and converges to VA in L!(w). Passing to a subsequence if
necessary, we may assume that (Vh,),cn converges almost everywhere to
Vhin w. We then write

(1016) Pn * (Ma)th = (pn * (Ma) - f)th + thn

Since (Vhy)nen is uniformly bounded, the Dominated convergence theo-
rem thus implies that

pn * (tta) Vhy — f VR in LY (w).
By uniform boundedness of the sequence (VA )nen in w,
(10.17) lon * (p1s) V| < C1 pp * | ps].

Passing to a subsequence if necessary, we may assume that (p,,*(its) Vg )nen
converges weak™ in (Cp(w))’ to a finite measure v. We thus have

(1 Vhy = fVhdz 4+~ weakly™ as measures in w.
By uniqueness of the limit in (10.15), we conclude that
(10.18) fVhdz +~ =0 inthe sense of distributions in w.

This identity also holds in the sense of measures in w; see for instance [23]
Proposition 6.12]. By (10.17)), - satisfies

17| < Cilps] inw,

and in particular is singular with respect to the Lebesgue measure. We
deduce from ({0.I8) that f VAdx = 0 and v = 0. Thus,

f =0 almost everywhere in {Vh # 0} Nw.
On the other hand, by [Theorem 1.T|and (10.8),
f =h almost everywhere in {Vh = 0}.

Hence, f = hx{vi—oy almost everywhere in w. Since w € () is an arbitrary
open subset, the conclusion follows. O

We deduce from [Proposition 10.3| that a limiting vorticity u € Ll () is

loc

fully described by at most countably many open sets that confine clouds of

vortices where the limiting induced magnetic field % is constant:

Corollary 10.4. Let Q C R? be an open set. If h € W,L?(Q) satisfies (T0.8) and
(0.9) with pu € LL .(S2), then

W= Z mjXuU; almost everywhere in 2,
JjeJ
where (m;) jen is the collection of values in R \ {0} such that the level sets {h =
m; } have a non-empty interior U; for every j € J.
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Before proving the corollary, we first recall the meaning used by Caf-
farelli and Salazar in [5] of a viscosity solution u : 2 — R of the equation

(10.19) Au=u in{Vu # 0}.

Definition 10.1. A continuous function u : Q — R satisfies (I0.19) in the
viscosity sense whenever both properties hold:

(i) for every z € (2 and every polynomial P of degree at most 2 such that
P > v in a neighborhood of x with P(z) = u(z) and VP(x) # 0,

AP(x) > u(x),

(ii) for every z € 2 and every polynomial P of degree at most 2 such that
P < win a neighborhood of x with P(z) = u(z) and VP(z) # 0,

AP(z) < u(z).

We then apply the regularity theory developed in [5] to prove the de-
composition of the limiting vorticity p.. To this end, we need the following
lemma that clarifies the connection between (10.19) and the equation satis-
tied by the limiting induced magnetic field.

Lemma 10.5. If u € (W,"! N CO)(Q) is such that

loc

— Au+ xyvuzoyu = 0 in the sense of distributions in (2,

then u : Q — R is a viscosity solution of (10.19) in the sense of|
Proof of Lemma 10.5] Since Au € L (Q), by elliptic regularity theory we

loc

have u € VVlif(Q) for every 1 < p < oo and then u € C*(Q2). To prove
that (i) in Definition 10.1lis satisfied, take a polynomial P of degree at most
2 such that P > w in a neighborhood of z € 2, with P(z) = u(z) and

VP(x) # 0. By differentiability of u, we then have

Vu(x) = VP(z) #0.

Since Vu is continuous, there exists r > 0 such that Vu # 0in B, (x). It then
follows from the equation satisfied by u and elliptic regularity theory that
u is smooth in B, (z) and

Au=u in B(z).
By local minimality of P — u at z, we then have

AP(z) > Au(z) = u(z).

Hence, u satisfies the first condition in [Definition 10.1l The second one is
proved in a similar way. O
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Proof of The precise representative hsatisfies h = hand Vh =
Vh almost everywhere in (2. Since p € Ll (2), by[Proposition 10.3|we then

loc

have
(10.20) W= 7LX (Vh=0} almost everywhere in (2.
By the equation satisfied by h, we get

— Ah+ X¢vh 7&0}% =0 in the sense of distributions in €.

From elliptic regularity theory, I thus belongs to C*(Q).
We now decompose the relatively closed set G := {Vh = 0} as a disjoint
union:

(10.21) G =intGU (3G N {h=0})U (8GN {h#0}),

where the boundary 0 is computed with respect to the relative topology in
€2, and so yields a subset of 2. The open set int G is a finite or countably
infinite union of open connected components (U;) jes. Since Vh = 0in each
Uj, then his a constant m; € Rin Uj.

ByLemma 105} » : 2 — R is a viscosity solution of ([0.19) in the sense of
Definition 10.1l One then has by [5, Lemma 9], see also [6], that his locally
a Cb! function in the open set {h > 0} where h is positive. As the boundary
0 is computed in the relative topology in {2 and Vhis continuous, we have
8G = d{Vh # 0}. We can then apply [5, Corollary 14] to deduce that the
free boundary

B, :=38Gn {h >0}
has finite Hausdorff measure #"~!. In particular, B, is negligible with
respect to the Lebesgue measure. The same argument applied to —h in
{h < 0} implies that

B_:=38Gn{h <0}
is also negligible and then so is By U B_. We now deduce from (10.20) and
(10.21) that

W= ﬁxmtg = Z mjxy, almosteverywhere in (2. O
Jj€J
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