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Regularity of Homogenized Boundary Data
in Periodic Homogenization of Elliptic Systems

Zhongwei Shen* Jinping Zhuge T

Abstract

This paper is concerned with periodic homogenization of second-order elliptic
systems in divergence form with oscillating Dirichlet data or Neumann data of first
order. We prove that the homogenized boundary data belong to WP for any
1 < p < oco. In particular, this implies that the boundary layer tails are Holder
continuous of order « for any a € (0,1).
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1 Introduction

In this paper we consider the uniformly elliptic operator with periodically oscillating
coefficients

o= —div(A(e/29) = ~5-{ o (2) - |

€

where 1 < 7,5 < d, 1 < a,f8 <m, and 0 < ¢ < 1. Throughout we assume that the
coefficient matrix A satisfies the following conditions:

e Ellipticity: there exists A > 0 such that

MNP < agferel < ATER for any € = (€7) € R™% (1.1)

e Periodicity: A is 1-periodic, that is

Aly+2) = A(y) for any y € R? and z» € Z¢; (1.2)

e Smoothness:

aff € C=(T") forl<a,f<mandl<i,j<d. (1.3)
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Recently, there has been considerable interest in the study of homogenization of Dirichlet
problem with oscillating boundary data,

Le(ue) =0 in ,
{ us(x) = f(z,z/e) on O, (1.4)

where f(z,y) is 1-periodic in y [14} 15 20, 17, B3] 14l 5, 2] 8 21), 23] (also see earlier work
in [1I8] 19, 6] as well as related work for nonlinear elliptic equations in [I1], 10, 13}, 12]). In

particular, under the assumption that €2 is a smooth and strictly convex domain in R?, it
was proved in [15] that the homogenized problem for (4] is given by

{ £0(U0) 9 mn Q, (15)
ug = f on 0f),

where £ is the usual homogenized operator and f is a function whose value at « € 95

depends only on A, f(x,-) and the outward normal n to 0f2 at x. Moreover, a convergence

rate for ||u. — uo||r2() was established in [I5]. The near sharp convergence rates were

obtained in [§] for d > 4 and in [2I] for d = 2 or 3. Furthermore, the present authors in

[21] considered the Neumann problem with first-order oscillating boundary data,

£a(ue) =0 n Q,

Oue
v,

=Ty - Vx{gij(x,:z/e)} on 02, (16)

where T}; = n;e; —nje; is a tangential vector field on 0Q and {g;;(z,y)} are 1-periodic in
y. It was proved in [2]] that if © is smooth and strictly convex, the homogenized problem

for (LG) is given by

£0(U0) =0 in Q,
Aug B (1.7)
8—1/0 = Ej . ngij on 8(2,

where 8“0 denotes the conormal derivative of ug associated with Lo, and {g;;} are functions
on 0f) Whose value at x € 00 depend only on A, {g;j(z,-)} and n(z). Assume that
Joue = Jouo = 0. The near optimal rate of convergence for ||u. — ugl|r2() was also
established in [2I] for d > 3. In [23] the second author investigated the case of non-
convex domains and extended the results in [8, 21| for Dirichlet problems to certain
domains of finite type. We point out that one of main motivations for studying boundary
value problems (4] and (L.€]) with oscillating data is its applications to the higher-order
convergence in the two-scale expansions of solutions to boundary value problems with
non-oscillating boundary data.

Our primary concern in this paper is the regularity of the homogenized data f in (L)
and {g,;} in (L7). Under the assumption that € is smooth and strictly convex, it was

proved in [I5] that Vi, f € LP>°(09) with p = L. The result was improved in [§]

t0 Vinf € LP(9) with p = 2450 if d > 3, and to [ € W'»(99) for any p < 2 if
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d = 2. Further improvement was made in [21], where we proved that f € W5HP(9€) for
any p < d—1and d > 2. In [2I] we also obtained the regularity estimate g,; € Wir(00Q)
for the Neumann problem ([L6]), where p < d — 1 and d > 3.

The following two theorems are the main results of this paper.

Theorem 1.1 (Dirichlet Data). Assume that A satisfies (L1), (L2) and (L3). Let Q be
a smooth and strictly conver domain in R:. Let f denote the homogenized data in (I3).
Then

B 1/2
s < G ([ 15 Clgmas)  foramyi<p<oo, (18)
T
where C,, depends only on d, m, A, p, and || Al|ck(ra) for some k = k(d,p) > 1.

Theorem 1.2 (Neumann Data). Assume that A satisfies (I.1), (1.2) and ({1.3). Let
be a smooth and strictly convex domain in RY. Let g = (g;;) denote the homogenized data

in (1.7). Then

1/2
19lwir@ea) < Cp 1g(, 9121 00) Dy for any 1 < p < oo, (1.9)
) (o9
T

where C,, depends only on d, m, A, p, and || Al|cx(qa) for some k = k(d,p) > 1.

It follows from regularity estimates (ILS) and (IJ) that the homogenized data f and
g = (7;;) are Holder continuous of order a for any a € (0,1). We should point out that
the assumption that €Q is strictly convex is not essential for Theorems [[.T] and In fact,
the proof goes through as long as one has [»(n(z))] ™' € L?(09) for some ¢ > 0 (see (LI
for the definition of sc). Consequently, the conclusions of Theorems [[.T] and continue
to hold for the domains of finite type considered in [23].

We mention several related work regarding the continuity of homogenized data. In
[1], under the additional assumption that A is independent of some rational direction vy,
it was proved that the homogenized Dirichlet data has a unique continuous extension to
the set {x € 9Q : n(z) - vy # 0}. The problem of Holder continuity was also studied
in [10, 12] for second-order nonlinear elliptic equations of form F(D?u.,z/¢) = 0. In
particular, it was shown in [12] that if the homogenized operator F is either rotational
invariant or linear, then the homogenized Dirichlet data is Holder continuous, and that
the homogenized data may be discontinuous in general. Note that the linear elliptic
equations in non-divergence form may be written in a divergence form with div(A) = 0.
In this case, the first-order correctors are trivial and as a result, it is easy to see that
the homogenized data is smooth if 2 is smooth and satisfies some geometric conditions.
As far as we know, the continuity of the homogenized data in the general case of elliptic
equations in divergence form is not known previously.

We now describe our general approach to Theorems [Tl and as well as some of the
key estimates in the proof. Our starting point for the proof of Theorem [[1]is a formula
for the homogenized data f discovered in [§]. See Theorem 2.5l This formula reduces the



problem to the study of the dependance on n € S of solutions V,, = V,,(0,t) to the
Dirichlet problem,

T T
(N Vo) g, (M Vo), —o in T x R..

O O
Vn(eu O) = (b(e) on Td X {O}v

(1.10)

where ¢ € C®(T% R™), B, = B,(0,t) = MT A*(6 — tn)M,,, and M, is a d x d orthogonal
matrix whose first d — 1 columns are given by NV,, and whose last column is —n.
To describe our key estimates, we need to introduce some notations. A unit vector
n = (ny,ng, - ,ng) € STt is called rational if n € RZ? and called irrational otherwise.
Moreover, a unit vector n is called Diophantine if there exists some constant C' > 0 such
that
(I —n@n)é| >Clg"2 forall € € Z4\ {0}. (1.11)

Denote by s = »(n) the Diophantine constant, which is defined as the largest constant
validating (LIT). We use S% ', ST and S to represent the sets of rational, irrational
and Diophantine unit vectors, respectively. Note that S%_l is a subset of S?_l and has
full surface measure of S*~1.

Let n,n € S%_l. We will show in Section 2 that for any o € (0, 1),

1/2
( |0,V (6,0) — 8, Vi (0, 0)}2 de) < C,x|n—nl, (1.12)
Td

where e = max {5(n), »(n) } and C, depends only on d, m, o, A, || Allcr(ra) and ||| o ray
for some k& = k(d,o) > 1. Theorem [L[.T] follows from (I.I2]) by using the representation
formula mentioned above and an approximation argument.

To prove (LI2)), besides the energy estimates established in [14] [15] [§], one needs to
fully take advantage of the fact that if

u(x) =Vy(r—(x-n)n—sn,—x-n—2s), (1.13)
then u* is a solution of the Dirichlet problem in a half-space,

(8 : d
{El(u )=0 in Hn(;)a (1.14)
u’=¢  on JOH(s),
where H?(s) = H? — sn and H¢ = {z € R?: x - n < 0} is the half-space whose boundary
contains the origin and with outward normal n. This allows us to apply the large-scale
boundary regularity estimates for the operator £j. The technique was already used in
[15 8] to establish the boundedness of V;, and in [21] for a crucial weighted norm inequality.
Here, among other things, we apply the technique to establish the boundedness of V4V,
as well as some pointwise decay estimates for 9,V,, and Ng VoVi,.



We remark that the asymptotic behavior of the solution u® of (LI4) as = - n — —oo
is well understood thanks to [I8] [6], 14} [15], 20} 2]. In particular, if n is irrational, it was
shown in [20] that there exists a constant vector p*(n, ¢) € R™ independent of s such that

p(n,¢) = lim u’(x), (1.15)
Tr-n——0o0
though the rate of convergence could be arbitrarily slow in general. On the other hand,
if n is rational [18] [6], the above limit depends on s and possesses an exponential rate of
convergence. The mapping p : S¥! x C%(T% R™) — R™ defined via (LI5), but with £}
replaced by L, is called the boundary layer tail (BLT) for Dirichlet problems associated
with £;. It follows from [I5] that

fz) = p(n(=), f(z,-)), if n(z) € S (1.16)

Thus, by Theorem [T || (-, @)||wrpga-1y) < C||@|| L2¢rey for any 1 < p < co. Consequently,
for any 0 < a < 1, (-, ¢) extends to a Hélder continuous function of order o on S¢~! and

\(n, @) — u(n, @) < Coln —n|*||@l|L2(rey  for any n,n € S (1.17)

where (', depends only on d, m, a and A.

Our approach to Theorem for Neumann problems is similar to that used for Theo-
rem [Tl The starting point is a formula for the homogenized data {g;;} obtained in [21].
See Theorem 3.3l As in the case of Dirichlet problems, this formula reduces the problem
to the study of the dependence in n € S of solutions U,, = U,(#,t) to the Neumann

problem,
T T
— <N"8V") - B, <N"8V9) U,=0 in T? x R,
t t
NTY (1.18)
—ed+1-Bn< "a G)Un:Tn-Vggb on T? x {0},
t

where T, € R4, |T;,| <1 and T}, -n = 0. Let n,n € S%_l. We will show in Section 3 that
for any o € (0, 1),

1/2
( V46U, (6, 0) — VoUs(8,0)[° de) < Cyx|n —nl, (1.19)
Td

where 3¢ = max {(n), »(n) } and C, depends only on d, m, o, A, || Al|cr(ra) and ||| o (ray
for some k = k(d, o) > 1. Theorem [[.2 follows from (L.I9) and the representation formula
mentioned above. Finally, we point out that the key estimates in the proof of (IL19) rely
on the observation that if v*(x) = U,(x — (x - n)n — sn, —x - n — s), then u* is a solution
to the Neumann problem,

ou’®
ovy

Li(u®)=0 inHY(s) and =T, -V,p on JH(s). (1.20)

We refer the reader to Section 3 for details.



2 Regularity for Dirichlet problems

Assume that A satisfies conditions (LI)-(L3). For 1 < j < dand 1 < < m, let
X = (Xf ) = (X;ﬁ , X?B AR X;-nﬁ ) denote the correctors for L£.. By definition they are

1-periodic functions satisfying the equation El(xf + Pjﬁ ) = 0 in R? with Jpa X? = 0,
where Pjﬁ (z) = x;€’. The homogenized operator is given by Ly = —div(AV), where the

homogenized matrix A = (Zif;-ﬁ ) is defined by
~afl

0
_ af a B
Ay = /Td {a'ij gy Em (X; )}

We also introduce the adjoint operator £F = —div(A*(z/e)V), where A* = (a;*") with

ij
g b= aff‘ . Note that A* also satisfies (LI))-(L3). Let x* = (X;B ) denote the correctors
for L}.
The solvability of the Dirichlet problem (LI4) is not obvious, since HY(s) is un-
bounded. Nevertheless, by using Lipschitz estimates in [9] and an approximation ar-
gument, one may establish the existence of the Poisson kernel in a half-space and hence

the solvability of (I.I4]) via the Poisson integral formula.

Theorem 2.1. Let Q = Hi(s) for some n € S and s € R. Then, for any bounded
continuous function ¢ in Re, there exists a unique bounded function u in C*(Q;R™) N
C(2;R™) such that

Li(u)=0 nQ and u=¢ on . (2.1)

Moreover, the solution may be represented by

u(x) = / P (0)0(0) do(y). (2.2)

where the Poisson kernel P* = P*(x,y) satisfies

[Pz, y)| < % (2.3)

Cmin {|z — y|,d(z)}
|z —y| ™!

for any x € Q and y € 09, §(x) = dist(x, 0HL(s)) = |s +x - n|, and C depends only on
d, m, A\, and some Holder norm of A on T¢.

Ve P (2,y)| <

(2.4)

Proof. The theorem was proved in [15, Proposition 2.5]. O

Remark 2.2. By the boundary Lipschitz estimates [9] and the Cacciopoli inequality, the
uniqueness holds under the sublinear growth condition: |u(x)| < Co(1 + 6(z))® for some
Co > 0 and a € (0,1). Also, it follows readily from (23] that the Miranda-Agmon
maximum principle,

[l oo () < Cli@ll o0 (2.5)
holds, where C' depends only on d, m, A, and some Holder norm of A on T¢.
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An alternative way to establish the solvability of (I.14]) for periodic data ¢ is to lift
the problem to a (d + 1)-dimensional problem in the upper half-space. Fix n € S*!. Let
M = (N, —n) be a d x d orthogonal matrix such that the last column is —n and the first
d—1 column is a d x (d — 1) matrix N. Now we seek a solution u of (LI4) in a particular
form

u(z)=V(r —(x-n)n—sn,—x-n—s). (2.6)

It is not hard to see that V' = V/(0,t) has to satisfy the following lifted degenerate system,
T T
(NVe) g(N Ve, g in T¢ x (0, 00),
Oy Oy
V(0,0)=6(0)  onT¢x {0},

where B(0,t) = MTA*(0 — tn)M. Note that MMT = I implies I = NNT +n®@n. It
follows that

(2.7)

T
M(N;@) — (I —n®n)V, - nd. (2.8)
t

Thus, the solution V' is independent of the choice of N.
The well-posedness of (2.7) was given by [I5, Propositions 2.1 and 2.6].

Lemma 2.3. Let n € S™'. Then, for any ¢ € C®(T% R™), the system (2.7) has a
smooth solution V =V (0,t) satisfying

o0 . . 1/2
(/ /d (INTV 050V |* + |030§+JV|2d9) dt) < C||9ll crat+i+1(Tay, (2.9)
0 T

where |al, 7 >0, and C depends only on d, m, |a|, j and A. Moreover, if n € S5 with
Diophantine constant s > 0, then there exists a constant V, such that for any |o|, j,
(>0,

OV 1050V 4 3 Cullllora
INTSAO0LV |+ 050 V] + 0V Vi) < A

where k = k(|a|, j,¢,d) and C,; depends only on d, m, |al, j, ¢ and A.

(2.10)

Remark 2.4. The solution of (II4)) given by Theorem 2] coincides with the solution
of (LI4) given by Lemma 23 via (28] for any n € S% 1. To see this, let w(x) =
u(z) —V(z — (x-n)n —sn,—x-n — s). Clearly, w satisfies

{ Liw=0 in H(s), (2.11)

w=0  on JH(s).



Since u® is bounded and V satisfies

V(0,1)] = ‘/0 3pV(9,p)dp+¢(9)‘
00 1/2
< !I¢!|oo+t1/2</ |8,,V(9,p)|2dp)
0

() 1/2
< loll+ €072 (( [ 10V C.)lEcey o
0
< [19lloe + C2 | f || prrs2cray,
for some k > 1, we conclude that w is of sublinear growth as |z - n| — oo. Thus, by

Remark 2.2 we obtain w = 0.

Now we give an explicit expression for f(z) if n(z) € S4*'. For 1 < k < d and
1 <8 <m,let V,f = Vf x(0,t) denote the solution of the following Dirichlet problem,

T T
B (N Ve) . B, (N VH) ka =0 in T¢ x (0, 00),
) N 7 (2.12)

Vf,k = —XZB on T¢ x {0},

where X7 are the correctors for £, B, = MTA*(# — tn)M, and M = (N, —n) is an
orthogonal matrix.

Theorem 2.5. Let 2 € 9. Suppose that n = n(z) € S5, Let V,(0,t) be the solution

of (212). Then

F(x) = / he? [mﬁ + %X;;W(e)nmk — OV,1(0,0) - | all (O)nin; £ (x,0) df (2.13)
Td l

for 1 < a < m, where h = (h*®) denotes the inverse matriz of the m X m matriz
(@ niny).
Proof. This was proved in [8] (also see [23]). O

We now turn to the proof of Theorem [[LIl The key step is to prove the following.

Theorem 2.6. Fiz o € (0,1). Let z,y € 092 and |x —y| < ¢y. Suppose that n(z),
n(y) € S5t Then

1/2
)~ T < Coelo ol ([ 16 omy ) 214

where sx = max {3(n(z)), 2(n(y))} and C, depends only on d, m, o, A, and ||A||cxra)
for some k = k(d,o) > 1.

To prove Theorem [2.6] in view of the formula (2.13)), we investigate the continuity in
n of the solution to the Dirichlet problem (21).
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Lemma 2.7. For ¢ € C®(T4R™), let V be the solution of (2.7), given by Lemma [2.3,
with n € S, Then

C
NIV + jov| < Tl (2.15)
14+t
where C' depends only on d, m and A. Moreover, for any |a|, j >0 and 0 < o < 1,
: : Collllcn(ra
T e o al+ (T4)
INT V050 V| + 050, V| < D (2.16)
where k = k(|a|, j,0,d) and C, depends only on d, m, ||, 7, o and A.
Proof. Let u® be given by (2.0). Then
Liu® =0 in H?(s),
u’=¢  on OH(s).

It follows from (2.6) that
V(0,t) =u""(@ —tn) forall (A,t) € T? x R,. (2.18)
Thanks to the fact NTVy(0 - n) = 0, the last equality implies that

NIV, V(0,t) = NT'V,u="(0 — tn), (2.19)
8,5‘/(9, t) = —nNn- Vmu_e'"(ﬁ — tn) ‘

As a result, estimates for N'V,V and 8,V may be reduced to the corresponding estimates
for u®.
It follows from the presentation of Poisson integral (Z2) and the pointwise estimate

24) that
Cllello

2.2
s+x-n| (2:20)

|VU()|_‘

To deal with the case where |s + z - n| = dist(x, 9HI(s)) < 1, we first note that ||u®]|. <
Cll¢|l by (Z3). Next, by the boundary Lipschitz estimate, we obtain |Vu’(z)| <

Cl| @l c2ay if dist(z, OH (s)) < 1. This, together with (Z20) and ([2.I9), proves (ZI7).
Finally, we prove the inequality (2.16) by using interpolation and the Sobolev embed-
ding. Precisely, for any L > 0, it follows from (2.15), (Z9)) and interpolation that

||NTVQV|| CHNTVOVHLQ(']NX L,L+1]) ||NTV9V||(;IIC*1(']T‘1><[L,L-i—l})
< C(1+ L) "] cr ray,

. d
H™ 2t (Tdx[L,L+1])

where k = k(d,r,0) > 1 is sufficiently large. It follows from the Sobolev embedding
theorem that

sup ‘NTV98381{V(9, t)‘ < C||NTVGV||Hr+d/2+1(Td><[L’L_l_l})

(0,t)€Tex [L,L+1]
_ Cldller
=0+



which readily implies

- C
INTN,050/V (6,1)] < % for any (6,t) € T x R, (2.21)
where |a| 4+ j < r. A similar argument gives the pointwise estimate for |959; V. O

Lemma 2.8. Let V be the solution of (2.7) with n € S*='. Then
VI+VeV] < Clldllo2(ray, (2.22)

where C' depends only on d, m and A. Moreover, if n € S‘gl with Diophantine constant
7 = x(n) >0, then for any |a| >2 and 0 < o < 1,

V| < Co 7@l cn(ra, (2.23)
where k = k(d, |a|,0) > 1 and C depends only on d, m, |a|, o and A.

Proof. Again, the desired estimates for V' will be reduced to estimates for solutions u® of
(217), where V' and u® are related by (2I8). First, since ||u®]| < C||¢|loo, We obtain
V| < O|¢||oo. Next, by comparing u® and u* in the common domain, we may deduce
from the boundary Lipschitz estimate and the Miranda-Agman maximal principle (2.5])
that

(@) - u(2)] < Cls — | 8]lcaee, (2.24)

if x-n < —max{s,s'}. Observe that, to prove the boundedness of V4V, it suffices to
prove the boundedness of n- VoV, as NTVyV is bounded due to (Z.I5). To this end, note
that

V(O +rn,t) = V(0,t)] = [u"7"(04rn —tn) —u (0 — tn)]

<|u O +rn —tn) —u 'O — tn)| + w0 — tn) — w00 — tn)|

< r(IIVa"" oo + a7 = o

< Clrlllgllozeray,
where we have used (2.24)) for the last step. Dividing by r on both sides and taking the
limit as 7 — 0, we obtain |n - VoV| < C||¢[|c2(ray. This finishes the proof of (2.22)).

Finally, to show (2.23), we use (2.22)), (2.10) and an interpolation argument. Precisely,
let L >0andte[L,L+1],

sup 15V (0,)] < CIV | rarzsierss paxr, 1))
(0,6)€T4x [L,L+1]

< CHVH}{:(Zde[L,L—i-l]) ||V||?{T'(Td><[L,L+1})

< O 7|9l cr(ray,

where || > 2 and r = r(d,a,0), k = k(d,|a|,0) are sufficiently large. The desired
estimate follows. O
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Now we are ready to prove Theorem

Proof of Theorem Step 1: Set-up and reduction.

Fix ny,ny € S‘gl. We may assume that § = |n; — ng| > 0 is sufficiently small. Let N;
and Ny be the d x (d — 1) matrices such that both M; = (N7, —ny) and My = (N, —ns)
are orthogonal matrices. Recall that solution V; (resp. V) of (271), associated with n,
(resp. ms), is independent of the choices of Ny (resp. Ny). So without loss of generality,
we may assume |N; — Np| < C4. To be precise, we write down the systems for V; and V5

as follows: , -
— B V=0 T¢ x (0
( 0, ) 1( 0, ) ! in T (0, 00), (2.25)
Vi=¢ on T¢ x {0},
and NIV NIV
2 Vo 2 V@ . d
— . B Vy =0 T % (0
( 0, ) 2( o, ) 2 in T%>(0, 00), (2.26)

Vo= on T¢ x {0},

where By(6,t) = M A*(0 — tng) M, for £ = 1,2 and ¢ = —x;”. In view of Theorem 7,
to show (2.14)), it suffices to prove that

|0,V1(0,0) — 0,Va(0,0)|>df < Cac 27 |ny — nal. (2.27)
Td
Define W = V; — V5. Observe that

1 1
16,W (6,0)]2do < 2 / |8, W (0, 1)|? dodt + 2 / 02W (0, 1)]>dOdt.  (2.28)
Td 0 JTd 0

Td

Thus, the estimate (227 is further reduced to that for the two integrals in the RHS of
(228). We may assume that s(n;) > s(ny) and thus » = s(ny).

Step 2: Estimate for 0,IV.
Note that W satisfies W (6,0) = 0 and

NIV, NTV,
- (%) (v

T T
_ _(NaVe) g (N2Vo)y (2.29)
O O

_[(NTv, NTV, NIV, NIV,
|7 () - () 2 ()
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By using

NIV, B N{Ve\  (N{Vy B NIV,
O "\ 9, O \ o
NIV, (NF = NT)WV,\ (NIV, N7V,
__< O ).32( 0 S\ o (B2 =By O
(=20, (V1)
0 O
the RHS of (2.29)) can be written as

T
(NZ’(,),W) (G +Gy) + H, (2.30)
t

where

6 = -V N1T>v@> v
6= -8 (V)
H=( D) ()

Therefore, the equation (2.29) is reduced to

T T I
. N2 v9 . B2 N2 v9 W — N2 Vﬁ . G -+ H’ (231)
at (% at

where G = G1 + Go.
Lemma 2.9. [21, Remark 6.3] Let n € S™™! and U be a smooth solution of

T T T
- (N&W) ~B<N879)U = (Natva) -G+ H, (2.32)

with U(-,0) = 0. Assume that

sup (1+ O{INTV,U (0, 0)] + 10U (0, D] + GO, )] + (L + DIH(O,0)]} < 00, (233)

t>0,0cTd

Then, for any 0 < o < 1,

//(|NTV9U|2+|0tU|2)t“‘1d9dtSC/ /(|G|2+t2|H|2)t"‘1d9dt. (2.34)
0 Td 0 Td
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Applying Lemma to the system (2.31]), we obtain
/ / (IN3 VoW > + [0,W*) t°~ " dfdt
0o Jrd

gc/ / (IG)* + *|H|?) t°" dbadt.
0 Td

Hence, it suffices to estimate the integrals involving G and H in (2.35)).
Estimate for the integral with G;: By the estimates for |VV;] in (2.22]) and (2.10),

we have

(2.35)

|G1(0,1)| < COIVaV1(0,1)] < C§ - 175711 + 3)~")° (2.36)

for any 0 < o < 1. It follows that

271 dhdt < 5% /
/0 T4 Gl S 00" o (1 + act)?e
o dt
< 052 —30/
— 7 0 tl—a(l+t)2€a

< 052%—30’

where we can simply choose ¢ = 1 to ensure the convergence of the integral in the right-
hand side.
Estimate for the integral with G: Note that an interpolation between (2.I5]) and

(ZI0) implies
INEV VA0, 1) + [0, Vi(0,1)] < C(1+1)7H(1 + st)~. (2.37)
Also note that |By(0,t) — B(0,t)| < Cto. It follows that

o0 o0 tHtodt
Go|2 71 dbdt < 052/
/0 Td| 2 - o (14 1)20-9)(1 + st)2e
< 052%—307

where we need to choose ¢ = 2.
Estimate for the integral with H: Observe that

/ /|H\2t1+"d6dt§052/ /(\vagvl|2+\8t‘/1|2)t1+“d9dt
0 Td 0 Td
+052/ /(|N1TV9V9V1|2+|8tV9V1|2)t1+“d9dt.
0 Td

The first term in the RHS is bounded by 625737 by using (2.37). To handle the second
integral, we apply the interpolation theorem between (2.16) and (2.I0) to obtain

INTVoVoVi(0,8)| + |0, VoVi(6, 1) < C(1 + )19 (1 + »et) =% (2.38)
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Thus, the second term is bounded by

C§? h L di < O™ 2.39
o (L4 )20-20) (1  set)2lo = S (2.39)

where we have chosen ¢ = 3.
By combining the estimates above with (2.35), we obtain

1
/0 /T (INS VoW * + |0,W |?) dfdt < Cy6%5¢ . (2.40)

Step 3: Estimate for 0?W
Let Ny; denote the jth column of Ny and define Vy; = NQT]- -Vygforl <j53<d-1.
Note that Vy; is the jth component of NJ V4. Then we apply Va; to (2.31]) and obtain

T T T
(MY g, (M Ve g, = (N2 V) 6 voH
8t &5 8t

T T
+ N2 V@ -V2j32 N2 V@ W
815 at

on T¢ x R, and V;W = 0 on T¢ x {0}. Let n(t) be a cut-off function such that n(t) = 1
fort € [0,1], n(t) =0 for t € [2,00), 0 < n(t) < 1 and |Vn| < C. Now integrating (2.41])
against 7?Vq,; W, we derive from integration by parts that

(2.41)

1
/ /d (|Ny VoV, W|* + 0, Vo, W |?) ddt
0 T

2

SC/ / (IV2,GP* + [Vo; HP + [Ny VoW + [0 W ") ddt
0 JTd

< C%_5U(52,

where we have used the fact |Vo;W| < [N V,W/|. Consequently,
1
/ / (N3 Vo @ Ny VoW | + |0,N3 VoW |?) dfdt < Cs 6% (2.42)
0 Jrd

Now observe that

T T
(N% vg) B (N% V@)W
t t
- Ngve NIV NIV, NIV,
-(%7)m (Y )MK@ o ()

_ (NI NIVy® NIVy NIV, )
_( 3 ) ( W+ B, : { (NTV00" o'W bo.aad W,
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where by 49 = (bg’gd)lga,ggm is positive due to the strong ellipticity condition. This gives

o _ (NI o (NEVe\ s o . [NIVe@ NIV, NfVed,
bs,aa0P W = <8t By (75 )W =B | N0 0w
NIV,
(Y6

Note that |(bg,qq) | < C. Thus, it follows from (2.40), ([2.42]) and the pointwise estimates
of G and H for t € [0, 1] that

1
/ ORI 2 dBdt < C8%5¢. (2.43)

0o Jrd
This completes the proof of Theorem O

Proof of Theorem [I.Il. Note that 9Q is locally differential homeomorphic to R~
Thus, in view of Theorem 2.6}, it suffices to prove the following claim: Let F' € L*(R¢1; R™)
and G € LP(R? 1) for some 1 < p < oo. Suppose that for a.e. z € R

|F(z) — F(y)| < |z —vyl||G(x)|, for a.e. y € R, (2.44)

(/Rdl \VF\P) l/p <C (/Rdl |G\P) 1/,,’ (2.45)

where C' depends only on d and p. Indeed, if the claim holds, then it follows from Theorem
that

([ 19rr) Voo ([ 17t " (/ ptntan ) " aa6)

for any 0 < o < 1. Recall that [»(n(z))]™! € LI(0Q) for any ¢ < d — 1. Thus, for any
p < 00, we choose o € (0, 1) so small that op < d — 1. As a result, we obtain

NP 1/2
( |vtanf|p) SO(/ ||f(-,y)||?;1(ag>dy) (2.47)
o0 Td

for any p < co. Note that f is bounded. We may conclude that f € W'?(9Q; R™) and

(L8) holds.
It remains to prove the claim. Let ¢ € C5°(B(0,1)) and [p, ¢ = 1. Set p.(z) =

el=dp(x/e). Define for any e > 0,

Then

Fio) = [ Fwede=ndy (2.49

15



Clearly, F. is smooth and F, — F in L'(R%1;R™) as ¢ — 0. Moreover, for any z €
B(x,¢),

- Fy)Vee(z —y) dy
F(2))V(x —y) dy.

Using the assumption (2.44)),

|vmmnsf()m@n ly— 2| Veu(x — y)| dydz
B(x,e

B(z,e)

scf G(2)] d2
B(z,e)

1/p
<C <][ |G(2)|? dz) .
B(z,e)

Thus, by Fubini’s Theorem, for any € > 0

(/Rdl |VF5(:B)|Pda:) " <C (/Rdl |G(Z)|pdz) 1/p. (2.49)

Since VF. — VF in the sense of distribution as ¢ — 0, (2.45]) follows from (2.49)). O

3 Regularity for Neumann problems

As in the case of Dirichlet problems, to establish the regularity of g,;, we use an explicit
formula for g;; previously discovered in [2I]. It involves a family of Neumann problems
in the half-spaces:

{ Liu® =0 in He(s), 5.1)

n-A*Vu'=T-V¢  on dH!(s),

where T is a constant tangential vector, i.e., T -n = 0, with |T] < 1. We assume that
¢ € C>=(T% R™).

As far as we know, for arbitrary n € S¢71, the solvability of ([B.I)) is not clear. But for

n € S5, it was shown in [21] that (3.I)) is solvable by lifting the problem to a (d + 1)-

dimensional system in the upper half-space, in a manner similar to the case of Dirichlet
condition. More precisely, we seek a solution in the form of

w(z) =U(x — (x-n+s)n,—(x-n+s)), (3.2)
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where U is a solution of the Neumann problem:

T T
—(Nav") -B(Nav9>U:O in T? x R,
' NTtv (3.3)
—€q11 B( P 9) U=T-Vyop on T? x {0},
t

with B(0,t) = MTA*(@ — tn)M and M = (N, —n) being an orthogonal matrix. The
solvability of (8.3) and related estimates are addressed below.

Lemma 3.1. [21, Proposition 3.6] Suppose that n satisfies the Diophantine condition
with constant »x > 0. Then the Neumann problem (3.3) has a smooth solution U, and
the solution is unique, up to a constant under the condition that U € L®(T? x R,),
VoU € L*(T¢ x Ry) and O,U € L?(T¢ x R,). Moreover, the solution satisfies

/ / {\NTvgag‘aZUPJr|838t1+jU|2}d9dt§C||¢||é‘a‘+j+1(w), (3.4)
0 Td

for any |a|, 5 > 0, where C depends only on d, m, |a|, j, and A. Furthermore, there
exists a constant vector Uy, such that for any |o|, j, € >0,

‘ ] C k(Td
INTWR O] + 050 + A0 (U - U] < “iellcnmy

where k = k(|a|, j,¢,d) and C,; depends only on d, m, |al, 7, £, and A.

Remark 3.2. Lemma 3l gives the existence of solutions to (3.1)) for s € R and n € S5 ! via
(B2). Moreover, by the (large-scale) uniform boundary Lispchitz estimates for Neumann
conditions [16}, [7], the solution satisfying the sublinear growth as x - n — —oo is unique
up to a constant.

Recall that S%_l has full surface measure of S¥~!. An expression for g;; defined a.e.
on S%1 is formulated in [21] and summarized below.

Theorem 3.3. Let g = {g;;}, where g;j € C®(9Q x T R™). Then, for any x € 0Q with
n=n(z) € SH?,

() = a3 b T - /

Td

ek + Vo "(0) + VaULR.0,0) | gh (.00 4o, (3.6)

where (h*?) denotes the inverse of the m x m matriz (a:fﬁnmj) and Ufik is the solution
of
T T
(VN V) g (N Ve —o in T x (0, 00),
8t 8t ™

(3.7)

NTV 1
—€dt1 - B"( O 9) Ui = 2l Vbl on T x {0},
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where T;; = n;e; —nje;, By(0,t) = MTA*(0 —tn)M, and gbgk = (gbllfk, gb?jﬁ,k, e ,gbf;i) are
the 1-periodic smooth functions satisfying

8 af *a 3 *Q 8 *y3 ~kxaf3 af af
%{@M =ay + ajﬂg—ezxk“’ —a;”  and @y = —d5 (3.8)

We point out that the functions ¢fj7k, which are completely determined by A, are
smooth as long as A is. The equations ([B.8) for qﬁgk will not be used in this paper.

Theorem 3.4. Fiz o € (0,1). Let z,y € 002 and |x —y| < ¢y. Suppose that n(z),
n(y) € SL*. Then

1/2
960 =701 < Colo =1 [ loC- My tv) (3.9)
where sc = max {3(n(z)), ¢(n(y))} and C, depends only on d, m, o, A, and ||A|cxera)
for some k = k(d,o) > 1.
To prove Theorem 3.4 the following two lemmas will be crucial.

Lemma 3.5. Let n € S5 and U be a solution of (3-3) corresponding to n. Then

C| Pl (ray
t
< — .
IN*VoU| + |0,U| < T+ (3.10)
where k > d/2+ 1 and C' depends only on d,m and A. Moreover, for any 0 < o < 1,
: : Co |9l et ra
fo a al+ (T4)
|NtV9898gU|+‘898t -]U| S W’ (311)

where k = k(|a|, j,0,d) and C, depends only on d, m, ||, 7, o and A.

Proof. Let u® be the solution of ([B1l), given by (8:2)). Then it follows from [21I, Theorem
4.1] that
Cll¢llo

s <
Ve @)l < oy

forx-n+s <0. (3.12)

Observe that ([3.2) is equivalent to U(0,t) = u="(0 — tn) for any (0,t) € T x R,. It
follows that

NTV,U(0,t) = NV, u™"(0 — tn), (3.13)
oU0,t) = —n - Vu "0 — tn). '
In view of (B12) and (BI3) we obtain
IN'YoU(6,1)] + [0,U(6,1)] < %. (3.14)

This gives (B.10) for ¢ > 1/2. The case t € [0,1/2] follows from (3.4)) and the Sobolev
embedding theorem in T¢ x [0, 1], which requires k > d/2 + 1.

Finally, the estimate (811 follows from (B.10), (8.4) and an interpolation argument,
as in the proof of Lemma 2.7 O
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Lemma 3.6. Let n € S5 with Diophantine constant s > 0 and U be a solution of (33)
corresponding to n. Then there exists a constant vector Uy, such that for any 0 < o < 1
and |a] >0

105 (U = Uso)| < Cose™" || fllor(nay. (3.15)

where k = k(a,0,d) and C, depends only on d, m, «, o, and A.

Proof. We first observe that it suffices to show U — Uy| < Co2™7||f||cr(ray for any
0 < 0 < 1. Then the case |a| > 0 follows from this and (3.5) by an interpolation
argument.

Note that |U — Uy| — 0 as t — oo. It follows from (3.5]) and (3.10) that

(i AnIF A,

0,1t)] < . . 1
|8tU( ) )| — ¢ (1 _l_t)l_g (1 —F%t)aé (3 6)
Hence,
sup |(U = Us)(6.0)] < [ [o0/6.0)]at
>0 0
o dt
<
<Clifleas | rpmegT
< O fll ek (ray-
This completes the proof. O

Proof of Theorem B3.4. Step 1: Set-up and reduction. Let ny = (ny1, - ,n1.4),
ne = (Ng1,- -+ ,Nag) € S%_l and 0 = |n; —nsy| > 0. Choose d x (d—1) matrices Ny, Ny such
that both M; = (N1, —n;) and My = (Ny, —ny) are orthogonal and |N; — Ny| < C9. Let
Uy, Us be solutions of the systems in the form of (87) associated with nq, ns, respectively,

ie.,
4 T T
— Ny Vo - By Ny Vo U =0 in T¢ x (0, 00),
0, 0,
NlTve ) (3.17)
—€4+1 Bl at U1 = T17Z'j : VQ¢ij on T¢ x {0},
and ( NIV, NIV,
_ ("2 CBy| 2 Uy, = in T¢ x (0, 00),
O O
Nvae ) (3.18)
—€gqq1 - Bo ) Uy = Ts5 - Voo on T x {0},

where Ty ;; = ngie; — nygje; are vectors orthogonal to n, and By(0,t) = MF A*(0 — tng) M,
for £ =1, 2.

Without loss of generality, we may assume that s = s(n;) > »#(n2). In view of the
formula ([B.6]), we only need to show that

|T17Z'j . V(;Ul(ﬁ, 0) — TQ@' . VQUQ(G, O)|2d9 S C'U%_zo\nl — n2\2 (319)
Td
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for 1 <14,5 <d. By the triangle inequality,
y | Ty45 - VUi (6,0) — Tyi; - VolUs(6,0)|? d6
S 2/1rd ((Thi5 — Tais) - VoUi(6,0)] d6 + 2/Td To,i5 - Vo (U1 (6,0) — Us(6,0))[* d6
<O T8+ C | INTVo(Ur(0,0) = Ua(6,0)" db,

where in the last inequality we have used (B.15]) and the fact that the columns of Ny span
the subspace orthogonal to ny. Furthermore, we let W = U; — U, and note that

/ INT,W (0, 0) % d6

Td

1 1 (3.20)

< 2/ \N;VGW(H,t)\2d9dt+2/ / |NS Vg0 W (0, 1) dodt.
0 Td 0 Td

As a result, it suffices to estimate the two terms in the RHS of the above inequality.
Step 2: Estimate for NJV,IW.

The argument here is similar to that for Dirichlet problems, with Lemmas 3., and
in our disposal. Note that W satisfies

T T T
_ (N2 Ve - By Mo Voy, _ (N2 Vo) oy in T? x R,
0, 0, )

N2TV9 . d
—eqy1 - By W =eq1 -G+ (Ti5 — Taij) - Voo on T x {0},

(3.21)
where G = G1 + G5 and H are exactly the same as in (Z30) for Dirichlet problems.
The following two lemmas were proved in [21].

Lemma 3.7. Letn € S%_l and U be a solution of

T T T
—(Nave) -B(Nave)U = (Nave) -G inT? xRy,
t t t

NI (3.22)
—€d+1 B( at G)U = €441 * G on Td X {O}
Assume that
sup (1 +t){\NTV9U(9,t)\ 10U (0, 8)] + |G(9,t)|} < o0. (3.23)
t>0,0€Td

Then, for any 0 < o < 1,

/ / (INTVaU|* + |0, U[?) t°~ " dodt < CU/ |G|*t7~ 1 dfdt. (3.24)
0o Jrd 0o Jrd
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Lemma 3.8. Letn € S%_l and U be a solution of

T T
—(Nave) -B(Nav")U =0 in T? x R,
t t

T
—€di1 - B(Nave) U=h on T x {0}.
t

Assume that
sup (1 +t){|NTV9U(9,t)\ + \8tU(9,t)\} < o0

t>0,0€Td

Then,
2
//(|NTV9U|2+|8tU|2)d9dt§C/ 2 do.
0 Td Td

Now we split W as W = W, + Wy + W3, where
T T
(N2 Ve . By N, Vg W, =0 in T? x Ry,
Oy Oy
NIV,

—egp1 - Ba| 2 Wi = (Th;; — To,j) - Vooij on T¢ x {0},
O

T T T
(N2 Ve . B, N3 Vo Wy = Nz Vo -G in T? x Ry,
Oy Oy Oy

T
—eg41 - By <N28tv€) Wy =eqq1 -G on T¢ x {0},

and

T T
(M2 Vo) B (M2 V) — T xR,
O O

T
—€d+1 BQ <N28tve> W3 =0 on Td X {O}

(3.25)

(3.26)

(3.27)

(3.28)

(3.29)

(3.30)

Estimate for ;. Since ¢;; is smooth, we can show that (3.28)) is solvable and the

solution W satisfies (B.26). Thus, by Lemma [B.8]

2
//(\N§V9W1|2+\8tW1|2)d9dtSC’/ T i; — Tous|* | Vedis|* dOdt
0 Td Td

< 82

Estimate for W,. By Lemma 3.7, we have

/ / (N3 VoWa|? + |0, Wa|?) t7~ 1d9dt<0/ / |G*t°~t dfdt

/ |Gk|2t"_1 ddt.

21
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Using (B.15) and (B.5]), we obtain

(VoUi| < Cre " 57 (1 4 5e) 747 < O (14 32t) ™.
Hence,

/Oo/ |G 27 dfdt < Cac 62 /00(1 + 2et) 727 dt

0 Jrd 0
< O 6%,
Similarly, by (8.10) and (B.5]), we have
INTV UL | + [0:U | < C(1L+ 1) (1 + 22t) 7"
It follows that
/OO /d |Gy |27 dodt < C6* /OO (14 1)2772(1 4 set) 7277 dt
C < C’%_?’ng.

As a result, we may conclude that

/ / (N3 VeWa|® + |0, Wa|?) t77" dbdt < Cac76°.
0 Td

(3.32)

(3.33)

(3.34)

Estimate for 5. The estimate for W5 can be reduced to the first two cases. Let

H(,t) = — / h H(8,s)ds.

Note that H is bounded for all (,t) € T¢ x R... Write

HO.1) = 0,7(0,1) = (N%YG) . <ﬁ1(2,t))‘

Then, we can further decompose W3 into W3 = W31 + Waq, where

NIV, NIV, .. (NIV, 0 o
(57) = () () TR

NIV 0
—€d+1 - Bz( 2@ 9) Wiy = eqyr - (f](@,t)) on T x {0},
and
T T
(N2 Vo . By Ny Ve Wiy = 0 in T? x R,
Oy Oy

NIV 0
—€d+1 - Bz( 2& 9) W3y = —eqy1 - (f[(@ t)) on T¢ x {0}
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Now by applying Lemma [B.7] for W3, we obtain

/ / (N3 VeWsi|> + |8, Wa1|*) t77 ! dfdt < C/ |H|*t°~" dfdt.
0 Td 0 Td

It follows from Hardy’s inequality (see [22 p.272]) that

/ |H‘ o=t ddt = // / H(9,s)ds
0 Td Td
< m /T d /O H(0, )12 dtdo.

t" L dtdd

Consequently,

/ / (NS VoWsi|* + [0:W3|?) t77" dbdt < 0/ |H|*t"+ dfdt.
0 Td 0 Td

For W3,, using Lemma [3.8] and Holder’s inequality, we have

2
/ / (N5 VeWsa|? + |0, Wao|*) ddt
0 Td

<C [ |H(8,0)*dg
Td

}, /
I
°f

/ + )2 H(0,t)]*~* dfdt.
Td

2

do

IN

| /\

|H(0,t)|dt
I2(1+1)* O‘dt/ (1+1)*"2 dtdf
(1

| /\

Therefore,

2
/ /d (IN3 VeWs|? + |0,W5]?) dbdt
0 T

gc/ /(1+t)2|H\2t"‘1d«9dt
0 Td

S 052/ (1 +t)2—2(o‘—1)2(1 + %t)—2cr£tcr—1 dt
0
S Cvj{—50'527

where in the last inequality we have chosen ¢ > 2.
Summing up the estimates for Wy, we arrive at

2
//(\N2TV9W|2+\8tW|2)d9dt§C%‘5C’52,
0 Td
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which proves the first part of (3.20), as o € (0,1) can be arbitrarily small.
Step 3: Estimate for NJ'V,0,V.

The argument is similar to Step 3 in the proof of Theorem Let Ny denote the
kth column of Ny, and define the kth component of N2TV9 by Vo = Ni - Vy. We apply
Vai to [32I) and obtain

( T T T
() (= () v
t t t

T T
+ N2 Vo Vo Bs N2 Vo w
O O
NIV,

—€d41 - Bz( ) )Vsz =egt1 - VarG + Voih

NT
+€eqr1 - Var By < 2 Vg) w

(3.41)

2]

on T¢ x {0},

\

where h = (Th;; — Taij) - Vofij. Let n(t) be a cut-off function such that n(t) = 1 for
t €1[0,1], n(t) =0 for t € [2,00), 0 < n(t) < 1 and |Vn| < C. Now by integrating (B3.41])
against Vo (Wn?), we derive from integration by parts that

1
/ /d (|Ny VoV, W |* + [0, Vo, W|?) dfdt
0 T

2
gc/ / (IVskGP2 + [VorH 2 + [NIVgW 2 + |0, 2) dodt + b2 e
0 Td

< O 5762,
Consequently,
1
/ / (|Ny Vo @ Ny VoW |* + |0,N; VoW |?) ddt < C 76, (3.42)
0 Jrd

which finishes the proof. O
Proof of Theorem With Theorem [3.4] at our disposal, the proof of Theorem is
identical to that of Theorem L1l O
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