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Existence, uniqueness, and regularity results for
elliptic equations with drift terms in critical weak
spaces

Hyunseok Kim* Tai-Peng Tsaif

Abstract

We consider Dirichlet problems for linear elliptic equations of second
order in divergence form on a bounded or exterior smooth domain 2
in R" n > 3, with drifts b in the critical weak L"-space L™ (Q2;R™).
First, assuming that the drift b has nonnegative weak divergence in
L"/2:°°(Q)), we establish existence and uniqueness of weak solutions in
WhP(Q) or D?(Q) for any p with ' = n/(n —1) < p < n. By
duality, a similar result also holds for the dual problem. Next, we prove
Whnte or W2n/2+0_regularity of weak solutions of the dual problem
for some €, > 0 when the domain 2 is bounded. By duality, these
results enable us to obtain a quite general uniqueness result as well as an
existence result for weak solutions belonging to ﬂp <n WP(Q). Finally,
we prove a uniqueness result for exterior problems, which implies in
particular that (very weak) solutions are unique in both L™ ("=2):%°(()
and L™>°(Q).
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1 Introduction

Let Q be a bounded or exterior domain in R™, where n > 3. In this paper,
we consider the following Dirichlet problem for linear elliptic equations of

second order in divergence form:

—Au+div(ub) = f in Q,
u=0 on 01, (1.1)
u(z) =0 as |z| = oco.

Here the drift b = (b1, ..., b,) is a given vector field on €2 and the data f is a

suitable scalar distribution on 2. We also consider the dual problem of (1.1):

—Av—b-Vv=g in (,

v=0 on 0f, (1.2)
v(z) =0 as || — oc.
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Of course, the decaying condition at infinity in (1.1) or (1.2) should be ne-
glected if 2 is bounded. Similarly, the boundary condition should be ne-
glected if €2 is the whole space R™, which will be regarded as a special exterior

domain.

Suppose that € is a bounded domain with smooth boundary 0€2. Then it
follows from the classical LP-theory of elliptic equations (see [13, Theorems
8.3, 8.6] and [7, Theorem 4] e.g.) that if b € L>®(;R") and 1 < p < oo,
then for each f € W~1P(Q) there exists a unique weak solution u in VVO1 P(Q)
of the problem (1.1). A similar result also holds for the dual problem (1.2).
These W P-results have been extended to general elliptic equations with more
singular drift terms b; for instance, see Droniou [3], Moscariello [25], Kim-
Kim [17], and Kang-Kim [16]. In particular, it was shown in [17, Theorem
1.1] that if b € L"(;R") and 1 < p < n, then for each f € W~1P(Q) there
exists a unique weak solution in VVO1 P(Q) of the problem (1.1). Such a weak
solution in VVO1 P(Q) of (1.1) will be called a p-weak solution or simply a weak
solution if p = 2 (see Definition 2.1).

The class L™(2;R™) for the drift b is optimal among the Lebesgue L"-
spaces for existence of p-weak solutions of (1.1), as shown by the following

simple example from [25].

Example 1.1. Consider the problem (1.1), where

Q= Bi(0)={z €R": |2| <1}, b(z)= —f‘f—;, and  f = —divb.
Note that b € L"(Q;R™) if and only if r < n. Assume that 2 < p < n and
(n—p)/p <M < (n—2)/2. Then u(z) = |z|™™ — 1 is a weak solution
in Wol’z(Q) of (1.1) but does not belong to WP(Q). On the other hand, it
was shown in [25, Theorem 1.1] that there exists at most one weak solution
in W01’2(Q) of (1.1). Hence there can be no p-weak solutions of (1.1) even

though f € W=1P(Q).

For 1 < p < oo, we denote by LP*°(Q2) the weak LP-space over €2, which
is one of the standard Lorentz spaces LP?(€2). Then b(x) = 1/|x| is a typical
example of functions in L™ (B1(0)) but not in L™(B1(0)) (see Section 3.1 for
more details). Hence Example 1.1 also shows that p-weak solutions of (1.1)
may fail to exist for general drifts b in the critical weak space L™>(2;R"™).
This suggests us to impose an additional condition on the drift b for better
regularity of weak solutions of (1.1) and (1.2) when b ¢ L™(Q;R™). For
instance, motivated partially by the fluid mechanics of incompressible flows,
we may assume that b € L™*°(2; R") and divb = 0 weakly in Q. In this case,

the interior regularity and Liouville property of weak solutions have been

extensively studied by Zhikov [33], Kontovourkis [20], Nazarov-Uraltseva [27],
Zhang [32], Chen-Strain-Tsai-Yau [5], Seregin-Silvestre-Sverdk-Zlatos [30],
Filonov [9], Ignatova-Kukavica-Ryzhik [11], and Filonov-Shilkin [10, 11].

The main purpose of the paper is to study existence, uniqueness, and

regularity of weak solutions or p-weak solutions of the problem (1.1) and its



dual (1.2), when the drift b in L™°(Q;R"™) satisfies the additional condition
divb >0 (weakly) in €; (1.3)

that is,
—/ b-V¢dr >0 for all nonnegative ¢ € C1(S).
Q

Note that the nonnegativity condition (1.3) implies the coercivity of the

(non-symmetric) bilinear form associated with (1.1) and (1.2):
B(u,v) = / (Vu — ub) - Vo dz. (1.4)
Q

Let us now summarize the main results that are obtained in the paper.

First of all, assuming that € is bounded, b € L™>°(Q; R"), and divb > 0
in 2, we shall prove existence and uniqueness of p-weak solutions of (1.1)
for the case when 2 < p < n (see Theorem 2.1). Existence of a unique weak
solution of (1.1) immediately follows from the Lax-Milgram theorem because
the bilinear form B in (1.4) is bounded and coercive. To prove existence
of p-weak solutions of (1.1) for the case 2 < p < n, we apply the classical
iteration technique due to J. Moser and then utilize several results from the
theory of real interpolation. First, by Moser’s iteration method, we show
that if 2 < p < n and f € WLP(Q), then the weak solution u € Wol’z(Q)
of (1.1) satisfies the higher integrability u € LP" (), where p* = np/(n — p)
is the Sobolev conjugate of p. Next, by Holder’s inequality in weak spaces,
we deduce that ub € LP*°(Q;R™). Then since —Au = f — div(ub) in Q, it
follows from the Calderon-Zygmund result in weak spaces (Proposition 3.13)
that Vu € LP*°(Q; R™). Finally, by the Marcinkiewicz interpolation theorem
(Lemma 3.1), we can conclude that Vu € LP(2; R™). This outlines our proof
that if 2 < p < n, then for each f € W~1P(Q) there exists a unique p-weak
solution w of (1.1). By duality, we also deduce that if " =n/(n—1) < p < 2,
then for each g € W~1P(Q) there exists a unique p-weak solution v of (1.2).

Again, by Moser’s method, we can show (Lemma 4.3) that if 2 < p <mn
and g € W~1P(Q), then there exists a unique weak solution v € WO1 2(Q) N
LP"(Q) of (1.2). Since v € Wol’Z(Q), it follows from a standard bilinear
estimate (see Lemma 3.5 e.g.) that the convection term b - Vv in (1.2)
belongs to W~12(Q). But no further regularity of b - Vv follows from the
higher LP"-integrability of v, which is contrary to the convection term div(ub)
in (1.1). This is why we need an additional assumption (see (1.5) below)
on the drift b. Note that if b(z) = —Mz/|z|?> as in Example 1.1, then
divb(z) = —M(n —2)/|z|?> in R™\ {0} and so divb € L"/2°°(R"). Hence it
is quite natural to assume that the drift b in L™°(Q; R") satisfies

divb € L"?®(Q) and divb >0 in Q; (1.5)

that is, there exists a nonnegative function ¢ € L™%>(Q) such that
—/ b-Vodr = / codr  for all ¢ € CL(Q).
Q Q
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Assume now that the drift b in L™*°(Q;R™) satisfies (1.5). Then since
—Av=g+b-Vv=g+div(vb) —vdivb in Q,

we can deduce that Vv € LP(Q;R"™). By duality, it also follows that if
n' < p < 2, then for each f € W~1P(Q) there exists a unique p-weak solution
u of (1.1). Moreover, it will be shown that if f € LI(Q2) and 1 < ¢ < n/2,
then v € W24(2). A similar result also holds for weak solutions of the dual
problem (1.2). Furthermore, all these results hold even when the domain
is an exterior domain in R™. In particular, if n’ < p < n, then there exists
unique p-weak solutions of both problems (1.1) and (1.2) on exterior domains

Q) in R™. See Theorems 2.1 and 2.2 for more details.

Next, assuming that € is bounded, b € L™>(Q;R"), divb € L”/2’°°(Q),
and divb > 0 in €, we shall prove WlP-regularity of weak solutions of the
dual problem (1.2) for some p > n. Suppose that ¢ € W~1P(Q) for some
n < p < oo. Then it follows from Theorem 2.1 that the problem (1.2) has
a unique weak solution v which belongs to WO1 () for any ¢ < n. Since
b € L™*(Q;R"), it follows from Holder and Sobolev inequalities in Lorentz
spaces that

- Vwlly-109) < C(n, p, Q)b e @y [wllyie g (1.6)

for all w € VVO1 P(Q). If b were in L™(2;R™) or more generally, if b could be
approximated in L™ (§2; R™) by smooth vector fields, then using the estimate
(1.6) (see the proofs of [17, Lemmas 3.3, 3.4]), we could derive the following

e-inequality:
Hb . VwHW,Lp(Q) S €||'U)||WOLP(Q) + Cs(n7p7 Q,b)HU)HLP(Q)a

from which we deduce that v € VVO1 P(Q), by applying a standard method
such as the Leray-Schauder principle [17] or the method of continuity [10].
However the lack of a density property of L™°(2) prevents us from deriving
such an e-inequality for general b in L™>°(Q; R™). To overcome this difficulty,
we first show, once again by Moser’s iteration technique, that v is globally
Holder continuous on €, that is, v € C%(Q) for some 0 < o < 1 —n/p. We
then deduce that v € W1m¢(Q) for some 0 < ¢ < p — n, by making crucial
use of the Calderon-Zygumend estimates as well as the following interpolation

inequality due to Miranda [24] and Nirenberg [26]:

va|’L7"(Q) < C(n7a7Q7 Q) (HwHWZ‘I(Q) + ”wHCO‘(Q)> ’

where 1 <g<n,0<a<1,and r = (2—a)g/(1 —a). It will be also shown
that if g € LI(Q) for some n/2 < q < oo, then v € W2™/2+3(Q) for some
0 <6 <q—n/2. See Theorem 2.3 and its proof for more details.

As an important application of these regularity results for (1.2), we obtain
a quite general uniqueness result for very weak solutions of (1.1). By a very

weak solution of (1.1), we mean a function u on 2 such that

we L"(Q) for some n1<7‘<oo
n



and

—/Qu(A¢+b'v¢) dr = (f, ¢)

for all ¢ € C?(Q) with ¢|sq = 0. Then by duality, it follows from Theorem
2.3 that very weak solutions of (1.1) are unique in L"(f2) for some r less
than but close to (n/2) = n/(n — 2). Note that if 1 < p < n, then every
p-weak solution of (1.1) is a very weak solution of (1.1) belonging to LP" (£2).
Hence it also follows that p-weak solutions of (1.1) are unique if p is less than
but sufficienlty close to n’ = n/(n — 1). Existence of such a p-weak solution
seems to be open for general f € W~1P(Q), when p < n/. Nevertheless, by a
duality argument, we shall show that if f € W~=1P(Q) for all p < n’, then the
problem (1.1) has a unique weak solution u € ﬂp<an01 P(Q)). See Theorem

2.4 for precise statements.

Last but not least, assuming still that b € L™>(Q;R"), divb € L"/2>(Q),
and divb > 0 in €, we shall prove that very weak solutions of (1.1) are
unique in L™*(§2) even when () is an exterior domain. Indeed, this is an
immediate consequence of a more general uniqueness result, Theorem 2.5.
Our uniqueness result is motivated by an open question about uniqueness
of stationary solutions of the incompressible Navier-Stokes equations on ex-
terior domains. Let X™°°(Q) be the space of all vector fields u on € such
that u € L™®(Q;R") and Vu € L"/2>°(Q;R"’). Then the class X™>(Q)
turns out to be critical for solvability of the Navier-Stokes equations be-
cause X™*°(R"™) is invariant under the natural scaling uy(z) = Au(Az) with
respect to the Navier-Stokes equations on R™. In fact, Kozono-Yamazaki
[21] proved existence of a weak solution in X™>°(Q2) of the stationary Navier-
Stokes equations under a smallness assumption on the exterior force. A proof
of uniqueness of such a solution may be reduced to showing uniqueness of a

weak solution v in X™ () of the following problem:

—Av+divib®@v)+Vp=1£f, divv=0 inQ,

v=0 on 0, (1.7)
v(z) =0 as|z| = oo,

where b is a given vector field in X™*°(2;R™) with divb = 0. Unfor-
tunately, it remains still open to prove uniqueness of weak solutions in
X™>(Q) of the linearized Navier-Stokes problem (1.7). However by The-
orem 2.5, a stronger uniqueness result holds for the scalar problem (1.1);
consequently, very weak solutions of (1.1) are unique in L™%(2), provided
that the drift b in L™ (Q; R") satisfies (1.5). Uniqueness of very weak solu-
tions in L™/ ("_2)700(9), which is the natural space for the Laplace equation on
exterior domains, also follows from the general uniqueness result, Theorem

2.5.

The rest of the paper is organized as follows. All the main results in the
paper are stated in the following Section 2. Section 3 is devoted to stating and

proving preliminary results including some classical results on Lorentz spaces,



estimates involving weak L™-functions, the Miranda-Nirenberg interpolation
inequality, and the Calderon-Zygmund estimates in Lebesgue and Lorentz
spaces. In Section 4, we prove several existence and regularity results for
weak solutions of (1.1) and (1.2). Global Holder estimates for weak solutions
of (1.2) are derived in Section 5. Finally, in Sections 6 and 7, we provide

complete proofs of all the main results.

2 Main results

Before stating our main results, let us introduce some standard function
spaces.

Let 2 be any domain in R™, where n > 3. For m € NU {oo}, let CI*(Q)
be the space of all functions in C™(R"™) with compact supports in €2 and let
C™(Q) be the space of the restrictions to Q of all functions in C™(R™). The

space of all functions in C"(2) with compact supports is then denoted by

C(Q). Let L{ () be the space of all u € L{ () such that u € LI(Qp) for
all R > 0, where Qr = QN Br(0) = {z € Q:|z| < R}.

For m € N and 1 < p < oo, let D"™P(Q) be the space of all functions
w in LI (Q) such that D%u exists and belongs to LP(Q) for all indices a
with |a] = m. If 1 < p < n, we denote by p* the Sobolev conjugate of p:
p* = np/(n—p). Then the intersection space D'P(Q)NLP" (), equipped with
the norm || V[ () +|- || .+ () is @ Banach space. For 1 <p <mn, let Dé’p(Q)
be the closure of C2°(€) in the space D'P(Q)NLP" (). It immediately follows
from the Sobolev embedding theorem that [|ul[ = () < C'(n, p)||[Vul e (@;rn)
for allu € ﬁé’p (©). Hence ﬁ(l]’p (©) may be equipped with an equivalent norm
IV - lr(q)- If © is bounded, then the norm on ﬁé’p (Q) is also equivalent
to the norm on the inhomogeneous Sobolev space W1P(Q). Hence it follows
that if 2 is bounded, then ﬁ(l]’p (€2) coincides with the space WO1 P(Q), which is
the closure of C2°(Q) in WP(£2). On the other hand, it is well-known that if
) is an exterior domain with Lipschitz boundary 9, then each u € D'?(Q)
has a well-defined trace on 9€). For an exterior Lipschitz domain 2 in R™,
we denote by Dé’p(Q) the space of all u € D'?(Q) with u = 0 on 9. Then
it can be shown (see [12, Section I1.6] e.g.) that if Q is an exterior Lipschitz
domain in R™, then Dy?(Q) = DyP(Q) N LP" (Q) for 1 < p < n.

Definition 2.1. Assume that b € LL (;R") and 1 < p < n. Then a
function u € ﬁ(l]’p () is called a weak solution in ﬁ(l]’p (Q) or a p-weak solution
of (1.1) if it satisfies

ub € Ly, (;R™)

and

/ (Vu —ub) - Vodr = (f,$) for all ¢ € CH(RQ). (2.1)
Q

Weak solutions in Dé2(Q) of (1.1) are simply called weak solutions. In addi-
tion, a p-weak solution u of (1.1) will be called a strong solution if it satisfies
V2u € L (Q:;R™). Weak and p-weak solutions of the dual problem (1.2)

loc



can be similarly defined; that is, v € ﬁé’p (Q) is a p-weak solution (simply a
weak solution if p = 2) of (1.2) if it satisfies

b-Vov e LL.(Q)

and

/QVU (Vep — pb) dx = (g,7p) for all ¢y € CL(Q). (2.2)

The first purpose of the paper is to establish the following two results
for existence and uniqueness of p-weak solutions and strong solutions of the
problem (1.1) and its dual (1.2).

Theorem 2.1. Let Q be a bounded or exterior Ct-domain in R", n > 3.
Assume that b € L™*(Q;R™), divb > 0 in Q, and n/(n —1) < p < n.
Assume in addition that divb € L™>°(Q) if n/(n —1) < p < 2.
(i) For each F € LP(Q;R™), there exists a unique p-weak solution u of
(1.1) with f =divF. Moreover, we have

HquLT’(Q) < O(’I’L,p, Q)M(p, b)HFHLP(Q)v

where

1 ifp=2
M(p,b) = ¢ 1+[b|1n @) if2<p<n

(ii) For each G € LP'(;R™), there exists a unique p'-weak solution v of
(1.2) with g = div G. Moreover, we have

HVUHLP'(Q) < C(napa Q)M(pa b)HG”Lp’(Q)-

Theorem 2.2. Let Q) be a bounded or exterior Ct'-domain in R™, n > 3.
Assume that b € L™®(Q;R"), divb € L"?°(Q), divb > 0 in Q, and
1<g<n/2

(i) For each f € L1(Q), there exists a unique q*-weak solution u of (1.1).

Moreover, we have
we D) and [Vl g+ IV2ulo) < C g QMRS o),
where My = 1+ ||b]| pr.co (@) + | div B[ /2.0 (q2) -

(ii) For each g € L1(Q), there exists a unique q*-weak solution v of (1.2).

Moreover, we have
vED*(Q) and ||Vvl|Le @ T V2]l 2a(0) < C(n,q, Q) ME||gllza (-

Remark 2.1. Results similar to Theorems 2.1 and 2.2 can be found in the
literature under stronger assumptions on the drift b. For instance, the sim-
plest case b = 0 was studied in [3] for both bounded and exterior domains 2
in R™. See also [13], [L7], and [10] for the case when b € L*°(£2; R™) or more
generally b € L"(Q; R™), where  is a bounded domain.



Remark 2.2. The C'-regularity of the domain  is needed in our proof of
Theorem 2.1 that relies crucially on the Calderon-Zygmund estimate for weak
solutions in WP, 1 < p < oo, of the Poisson equations on bounded C'-
domains (see Subsection 3.3). However it was shown by Jerison-Kenig [15,
Theorem 0.5] that if Q is any bounded Lipschitz domain in R?, then such
an estimate still holds for pj < p < pi, where p; is some number with
3 < p1 < o©. Thus Theorem 2.1 remains true if 2 is a general bounded

Lipschitz domain in R3.

Next, we prove W1n+e_ or W?2m/2+0_regularity of weak solutions of (1.2)

for some €,6 > 0.

Theorem 2.3. Let 2 be a bounded C1'-domain in R™, n > 3. Assume that
b € L™®(Q;R"), divb € L'%>(Q), and divb > 0 in Q. Then any weak
solution v of (1.2) has the following regularity properties:

(i) If g € W=LP(Q) and n < p < oo, then
v EWy" Q) and  lullyyrnte gy < Cligllw 1)

for some 0 < ¢ < p—mn and C > 1, depending only on n,p, Q,
Hb”Ln,oo(Q), and HlebHLn/Z,oo(Q)

(ii) If g € LI(Q2) and n/2 < q < oo, then
v e W2n2H(Q)  and [vllw2n/2ts0) < CllgllLa@)

for some 0 < 0 < q —n/2 and C > 1, depending only on n,q,$,
HbHL"vO"(Q); and HdiVbHLn/z,oo(Q).

Remark 2.3. By Theorem 2.3, there exists a weak solution v of (1.2) such
that v € VVO1 ’"+E(Q) for some € > 0. Then by the Morrey embedding theorem,
we deduce that v € C*(Q) for some 0 < o < 1. But, the Hélder regularity
of v could have been proved without assuming that divb € L™/?%>(Q). See
Proposition 5.2. In fact, the global Holder regularity of v is an essential
ingredient of our proof of Theorem 2.3 by means of the Miranda-Nirenberg

interpolation theorem (Lemma 3.7).

Remark 2.4. On one hand, C'"!-regularity of the domain (2 is reasonable for
Part (ii) of Theorem 2.3 because it involves W2*-regularity of solutions of
elliptic equations of second order. On the other hand, our proof of Part (i) is
based crucially on the Calderon-Zygmund result for solutions in W?2* of the
Poisson equation; that is, if v € W01’2(Q) and Av € L*(Q) for s close to n/2,
then v € W25(Q). This requires us to assume Cl:'-regularity of the domain
Q for Part (i) too.

As an important consequence of Theorem 2.3, we can prove existence
and uniqueness results for p-weak solutions or very weak solutions in L()
of (1.1), where p <n/(n—1) and ¢ < n/(n — 2). Note that

n
/
n =

n

and (n)* = = (5)/




For the simplicity of presentation, let us define
WoP™(Q) = (\ Wy Q) and WP (Q) = (W H9(Q).
q<p q<p

Theorem 2.4. Let 2 be a bounded C'-domain in R™, n > 3. Assume that
b € L™>®(Q;R"), divb € L?*(Q), and divb > 0 in Q.

(i) There exists a number n' < r < (n/2), close to (n/2) and depending
only on n,Q, [|bl|Lr.e(q), and [|div bl n/2.0(q), such that if u € L™(Q)

satisfies
/ u(Ap+b-Vo)de =0 forall p € C*Q) with ¢laq =0, (2.3)
Q
then u = 0 identically on Q.

(ii) For each f € WY"=(Q), there exists a unique weak solution u in
Wa™' () of (1.1).

Remark 2.5. On one hand, Theorem 2.4 (ii) is a partial extension of Theorem
2.1 (i) to the case p = n’ when Q is bounded. On the other hand, suppose
that f = divF and F € L™°(Q;R"). Then since F € LP(Q;R") for any
p < n’, it follows from Theorem 2.4 that there exists a unique weak solution
u in Wol’",_(Q) of (1.1). But our proof of Theorem 2.4 can not be adapted

to prove the following very reasonable regularity of w:
we LM)2Q) and Vu e LV ®°(Q;R),
which seems to be an open problem.

Finally, we prove the following uniqueness result for very weak solutions

of (1.1) when € is an exterior domain in R".

Theorem 2.5. Let Q be an exterior CY-domain in R™, n > 3. Assume
that b € L™>®(Q;R™), divb € L"/?>°(Q), and divb > 0 in Q. Assume in
addition that

(i) u e LM @);

loc

(it) w e LPY(Q) + LP2(Q2) for some p1,ps satisfying n’ < p1 < pa < 00; and
(iii) w satisfies

/ u(Ap+b-Vo)dr =0 forall p € CEQ) with ¢lag = 0. (2.4)
Q

Then u = 0 identically on €.

Remark 2.6. It has been well-known that if u is a smooth solution of the
Laplace equation on an exterior domain Q in R",n > 3, and lim, o u(z) = 0,
then |u(z)| = O(|z|~?)) as |z| — oo in general. This result suggests that
LM (=2)2(Q)) should be the natural class of (very weak) solutions of (1.1).
Uniqueness of solutions in L™/ (*=2:2°(Q) of (1.1) immediately follows from
Theorem 2.5, since L™ (=220(Q) c LP1(Q) + LP?(Q) for any py,ps with
n/(n—1) <pi <n/(n—2) < py <oo.



Remark 2.7. Since L™>*(Q) C LP1(Q) + LP2(QQ) for any p1,p2 with n/ <
p1 < n < py < 0o, it immediately follows from Theorem 2.5 that very weak
solutions in L™*°(Q) of (1.1) are unique. However it is still open to prove an

analogous uniqueness result for the linearized Navier-Stokes problem (1.7).

Remark 2.8. For the validity of all of our main theorems, Theorems 2.1-
2.5, the drift b in L™>*(Q;R") is assumed to satisfy divb € L*/>>(Q) and
divb > 0 in . The stronger assumption divb = 0 is not needed for any
of the theorems. Moreover, for the case 2 < p < n of Theorem 2.1, we only
assume that divb > 0 in Q.

Remark 2.9. Several of our theorems are available for the problem (1.1) but
not for its dual (1.2), and vice versa. See Remark 5.1 for one example of the

relevant difficulties.

3 Preliminaries

In this section we collect preliminary results, including some standard re-
sults for Lorentz spaces, estimates involving weak L™ functions, Miranda-
Nirenberg interpolation inequalities, and Calderon-Zygmund estimates in

Lebesgue and more generally in Lorentz spaces.

3.1 Lorentz spaces

Let Q be any domain in R™. For 1 < p < co and 1 < ¢ < oo, let LP9(Q)
denote the standard Lorentz space on €. Recall (see [2, 1] e.g.) that

LPY(Q) C LPP(Q) = LP(Q) € LP*(Q) C LI, () (3.1)

if 1 <r <p<oo. When ¢ = oo, LP*°(Q) coincides with the weak LP-space

over () and is equipped with the quasi-norm
1oy = sup [ty (0)7]
>0
where 5 is the distribution function of f defined by

pr(t) = o e Q- |f(x)[ >t} (£=0).

Using this quai-norm, we obtain basic inequalities for weak LP-spaces: if
0<r<p<oo, then

[ fllroe @) < I fllzr)

1/r 1/r
r p r—
(/ I dx) s(—) B flpe (32)
E p—r

for all £ C Q with finite measure |E|. A well-known application of weak

and

LP-spaces is the Marcinkiewicz interpolation theorem in the following simple

form (see [13, Theorem 9.8] or [1, Theorem 1.3.1] e.g.):

10



Lemma 3.1 (Marcinkiewicz interpolation). Let T be a linear operator from
LPo(Q)+ LP1(Q2) into LPo->°(Q) 4 LP1>°(Q)), where 1 < pg < p1 < 00. Suppose
that there are constants My and My such that

1T fllLroe @)y < Mol fllro)  and [T flLrr@) < Millfllze ()
for all f € LPo(Q2) N LP*(QY). Then for any p with py < p < p1, we have
ITf |y < CMy = MY|| fllLo(y  for all f € LP(9),

where 1/p = (1 —60)/po + 8/p1 and C = C(po,p1,p).

Another important fact for the Lorentz spaces is the following classical

theorem from real interpolation theory (see [1, Theorem 5.3.1] e.g.):

LPA(Q) = (L), LP(2)), (3-3)

q

whenever 1 < pg < p<p; <00,1 <¢qg<o00,0<0 <1 and 1/p =
(1 —0)/po + 6/p1. Consequently,

Lemma 3.2. Let T be a linear operator from LP°(Q) + LPL(Q) into itself,
where 1 < pg < p1 < 00. Suppose that there are constants My and My such
that

1T fllzeo) < Mollfllzroy and [T fllLei) < Millfllze o)

for all f € LPo(Q2) N LPY(Q). Then for any (p,q) with po < p < p1 and
1 < g < o0, there is a constant M, depending only on py, p1, p, q, My, and
My, such that

1T fllpra) < M| fllzpay for all f € LPY(C).

To estimate ub with b € L™ (; R™), we shall need Holder’s and Sobolev’s
inequalities in Lorentz spaces. The following Holder inequality in Lorentz
spaces was obtained by O’Neil [28, Theorems 3.4, 3.5] (see also [22, Proposi-
tion 2.1]).

Lemma 3.3. Assume that f € LPY1(Q) and g € LP>»%2(Q), where 1 <

p1,p2 < 00 satisfy 1/p = 1/p1+1/ps < 1. Assume further that 1/q1+1/q2 > 1
ifp=1. Then

fg e LP(Q) and ||f9||LM(Q) < C(p)HfHme(Q)Hg||Lp2,qz(Q)
for any ¢ > 1 with 1/q1 +1/q2 > 1/q.

In terms of Lorentz spaces, the classical Sobolev inequality can be refined
as follows (see [2, Remark 7.29] and [29]).

Lemma 3.4. Let 1 < p < n. Then for every u € WHP(R"), we have
we P PR and  |[ull o pgny < C(n,p) |Vl Lo @n)-
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3.2 Basic estimates

We first establish the basic bilinear and trilinear estimates, which have been

well-known for smooth domains €2 in R" (see [19, Lemma 9] e.g.).

Lemma 3.5. Let Q be a bounded Lipschitz domain in R™, n > 2. Assume

that b € L™ (Q;R") and 1 < p < n. Then for every u € WP(Q), we have
ub € LP(CGR™)  and  [lub|| 15 ) < C bl pnos (o [[ullwin )

for some constant C = C(n,p, Q). Moreover, for every v € lep’(Q),

/Q |(ub) - Vo[ dx < C ”b”L"#X’(Q) HU”WLP(Q) H")le,p’(g)
for some constant C' = C(n,p,Q).

Proof. Let u € WHP(Q) be given. Since Q is a bounded Lipschitz do-
main, there exists @ € W1P(R") such that @ = u on  and ]l @ey <
C(n,p, Q)[lullwir(q)- Let b be an extension of b to R"™ defined by b = 0 on
R™\ Q. By Lemmas 3.3 and 3.4,

HUBHLP(Rn) < CHBHLn,w(Rn)HHHLP*’I’(R”) = CHBHL”’M(R”)HVUHLP(]R”)‘

This proves the bilinear estimate. The trilinear estimate follows immediately,

by Holder’s inequality. O

The following result however holds for arbitrary domains €2 in R".

Lemma 3.6. Let Q be any domain in R™, n > 2. Assume that b €
L™ (Q;R™) and 1 < p <n. Then for every u € D(l]’p(Q), we have

ub € LP(Q;R")  and ”Ub”Lp(Q) <cC HbHL”’C’O(Q) HVUHLP(Q)

for some constant C = C(n,p). In addition, if n > 3 and divb > 0 in ),
then
- / (ub) - Vudz >0 for allu e 1532(9)
Q

Proof. Let u € DyP(Q) be given. By the definition of Dy?(Q), there ex-
ist functions uy € C°(2) such that u, — w in LP"(Q) and Vu, — Vu in
LP(Q;R™). It follows from Lemma 3.4 that [[ug|| o+ »(gn) < C(n, D) Vg Lo ge)
and {uy} is Cauchy in LP"P(Q). Hence u € LP ?(Q) and [ull o piy <
C(n,p)||Vullpr(o)- By Lemma 3.3, we have

[ubl p () < ClIblLnce @) lull o v ) < C Bl Lnoo @) VUl o)

for some C' = C'(n,p). Assume in addition that divb > 0 in €. Then since
ui € C(Q) and u? > 0, it follows that

—/(ukb)-vukdxz—/b.veui) dz > 0.
Q Q

Hence, if n > 3 and p = 2, then since uxb — ub and Vu, — Vu in L?(Q; R"),
we have

- / (ub) - Vudr = — lim | (uxb) - Vug dz > 0. O
Q k—oo J
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To prove our Whnte_ and W2m/2+0_regularity results in Theorem 2.3, we
shall make crucial use of the following estimate, which is a special case of the

Miranda-Nirenberg interpolation inequalities [24, 20].

Lemma 3.7. Let Q2 be a bounded Lipschitz domain in R™. Let 1 < p <n
and 0 < a < 1. Then for every u € WP(Q) N C*(Q), we have

Vue L'(GRY) and [|Vul g < C (lulynoy + Iulceq) — (34)
for some C = C(n,p,a,Q), where r = (2 — a)p/(1 — a).

This inequality is particularly useful when 1 < p < n/2. It should be
emphasized that if 1 < p < n/2, then r > 2p > p*; hence the Miranda-
Nirenberg embedding W2P(Q2) N C%(Q) € WT(2) does not follow from the
standard Sobolev embedding W2P(Q) c WP (Q).

3.3 The Calderon-Zygmund estimates

The following is the well-known Calderon-Zygmund result for p-weak solu-
tions of the Poisson equation; see [15, Theorem 1.1] and [13, Theorem 9.15]

for instance.

Lemma 3.8. Let Q be a bounded Ct-domain in R™ n > 2. Assume that
1 < p < oco. Then for every f € WLP(Q), there exists a unique u € Wol’p(Q)
such that

/QVu Vodr = (f,¢) for all g € CHQ).

Moreover, we have

[ullwe ) < C(np, Q| fllw-1p)-
Assume in addition that Q) is a CY'-domain and f € LP(Q). Then

we WP(Q) and |ullwzr) < C(n,p, Q)| fllLr)-

The following result holds for arbitrary bounded domains €2 in R™, which

will be used in the proof of Lemma 4.4, for instance.

Lemma 3.9. Let Q be any bounded domain in R™,n > 2. Assume that
1 < p < oco. Then for every f € W™1P(Q), there exists F € LP(Q;R") such
that

f=divF inQ and |F|re@) < Clfllw-1r@

for some constant C' = C(n,p,).

Proof. Let f € W=1P(Q) be given. Then by the Riesz representation theorem
for W=1P(Q) (see [23, Theorem 10.41, Corollary 10.49] e.g.), there exist
g € LP(Q) and G € LP(Q2;R™) such that

f=9g+divG in Q
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and
l9llze ) + Gl Lr ) < C(np, D fllw-1p(0)-

Choose 29 € Q and R = 2diam (2 so that the ball B = Bgr(xg) contains
Q. Next we extend g to Br by defining zero outside €. Then by Lemma
3.8, there exists v € Wol’p(BR) N W2P(Bg) such that Av = g in Bg and
lvllw2e (g < C(n,p, R)||gllLe(By)- Defining F = (Vv)|g + G, we complete
the proof. O

The following result for the exterior problem seems to be standard nowa-
days at least for smooth domains. See e.g. [3, Theorem 2.10, Remark 2.11]

for C"!-domains (and results for other ranges of p).

Lemma 3.10. (i) Let Q be an exterior C'-domain in R™, n > 3. Assume
that n/(n — 1) < p < n. Then for each F € LP(S;R™), there exists a
unique u € DyP(Q) such that

/Vu-ngdx:—/F-qudx for all ¢ € CH(Q). (3.5)
Q Q
Moreover, we have

IVl o) + lull o @) < C(n, 0, QF| 1o (0)- (3.6)

(ii) Let Q be an exterior CY'-domain in R",n > 3. Assume that 1 < q <
n/2. Then for each f € L1(NQ), there exists a unique u € ﬁé’q*(Q) N
D?49(Q) such that

—Au=f a.e in.

Moreover, we have
IVl Loy + IVl o () + lull a9y < CllF Lo (3.7)
for some C = C(n,q,Q).
For the sake of convenience of readers, we provide a sketch of the proof
of Lemma 3.10. We begin with a general uniqueness result.
Lemma 3.11. Let Q be an exterior Ct-domain in R™ n > 3. Assume that
(i) ue VVJ)Z(Q) for some r > 1, u=0 on 98;
(i) u € LPL(Q) + LP2(Q) for some 1 < p; < py < 00; and
(iii) w satisfies
/ Vu-Vodr =0 forall ¢ € CHQ).
Q
Then u = 0 identically on Q.

Remark 3.1. It follows from (3.1) and (3.3) that the condition (ii) is equiva-
lent to the following condition:
(i) uw € LT*°(Q) 4+ L2°°(Q) for some 1 < g1 < g2 < 00.
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Proof of Lemma 3.11. By the uniqueness of weak solutions of the Laplace

equation (see the proof of Lemma 4.1 below), it suffices to show that
u e Dy (Q).

First of all, it follows from Weyl’s lemma that v € C*°(Q2) and Au = 0 in
Q. Moreover, by a bootstrap argument based on Lemma 3.8, we deduce that
u € I/Vlicq(ﬁ) for any g < oo (for details see the proof of Lemma 6.2 below).

Let us choose any n € C°(R"™;[0,1]) such that n = 1 on Q°. Then
v = (1 — n)u satisfies

—Av = f:=ulAn + 2Vu-Vn in R™

Let w be the Newtonian potential of f in R", so that —Aw = f in R".
Then since f € C(R™), it follows from the Calderon-Zygmund estimate
and the Sobolev inequality that w € D>9(R") n D% (R™) N L&) (R") for
any 1 < ¢ < n/2. Note that v — w is harmonic in R™ and belongs to
L1 (R™) + L%2(R™) for some q1,q2 with 1 < ¢1 < p1 < p2 < g2 < co. Hence
by the Liouville theorem (see the proof of [21, Lemma 2.6] e.g.), we deduce
that v = w. Since u = v outside a large ball containing Q¢ and u = 0 on 912,
it follows that

u < ﬁé’q*(ﬂ) = {U e DM () NLY)(Q) : v=0o0n (‘)Q}

for any 1 < ¢ < n/2. In particular, taking ¢ = 2n/(n + 2), we conclude that
u € 15(1]2(9) This completes the proof. O

Proof of Lemma 3.10. Assume that F € C°(2;R™). Then by the Lax-
Milgram theorem, there exists a unique u € ﬁéz(Q) satisfying (3.5). By
the interior regularity theory, we deduce that u € C*°(Q2) and —Au = divF
in €. Moreover, adapting the proof of Lemma 3.11, we also deduce that
u € D*4(Q\ Bg) N ﬁé’p(Q) for any 1 < ¢ < n/2 and 1 < p < n, provided
that R > 0 is so large that Q¢ C Br = Bg(0).

Let u1 be the Newtonian potential of — div F in R™. Then it follows from
the Calderon-Zygmund theory that

up € DYP(R™) NLX(R™) and  [[Vur|lpogn) + lurll o @ey < CIIF Loy

for any 1 < p < n.

We now derive the crucial estimate (3.6). Let 2 < p < n be given. Choose
any R > 0 and n € C°(B2g;[0,1]) such that Q° C Br and n = 1 on Bp.
Then since u; € WHP(Qg) and [u1llw1iro,) < ClF|| Lo (q), it follows from
the classical trace theorem that there exists uz € W1P(Q) with support in Qx
such that up = uy on 9 and |uallwie) < C(n,p, R, Q)||F||rq). Define

U=u+u; —ug. Then
7e DP(Q) and —Au=divF inQ,
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where F = Vuy. Moreover, since 7 € D(l]’2(Q) N L? (Q), we have
IV 2y + [l 12 () < C(n, Q)|[F| 20y < C(n,p, R, Q)|IF| Lo (-

We also define v = nu and w = (1 — n)u. Then since F has support in Qp,
we have
~Av=f1:=ndivF —ulAn—2Vu-Vn in Oy
and
—Aw = fo:=uAn+2Vu-Vn in R".

Suppose that p < 2*. Then by the Sobolev inequality,

1fillw 1000 < C (IFll o) + IVl 2(00p)) < C(0,0, R, Q)[|F| 1o (02)-

Hence by Lemma 3.8, we obtain

I@llwre g < Vllwir,r) < Cn,p, Ry Q)||F e q)-

It follows from the definition of w that if p < 2*, then

[ullwieg) < Cn,p, R, Q)||F||1r(0)

for all large R > 0. This estimate can also be proved for p > 2*, by a standard
bootstrap argument. Note that

fo € L™/"PI(R™)  and [f2ll Lro/nsn) ey < ClIVE| Lo (055)-
Hence by the Calderon-Zygmund estimate again, we have
VW] o) + [w]| por gy < C(n,p, R, Q)IF| Lo (0)-

We have derived (3.6) for 2 < p < n. The estimate (3.6) also holds for
n/(n —1) < p < 2 by a duality argument. Then by a standard density
argument, we deduce that for each F € LP(Q2; R™), there exists a function u
in Dé’p (Q) satisfying (3.5) and (3.6). The uniqueness of such a function u
immediately follows from Lemma 3.11. This completes the first assertion of

the lemma. The proof of the second one is similar and omitted. O

3.4 The Calderon-Zygmund estimates in Lorentz spaces

Particularly, the proof of Theorem 2.1 is based on the Calderon-Zygmund
estimates in Lorentz spaces for elliptic equations.

Let ©Q be any domain in R™. For m € N, 1 < p < o0, and 1 < ¢ < o0,
let W™P4(Q)) be the space of all functions u on € such that D%u exists
and belongs to LP9(Q) for all indices a with |a| < m. The Sobolev-Lorentz
space W™P4(Q)) is a Banach space equipped with the natural norm. Its
homogeneous version D™P4(Q) is the space of all v € LP'Y(Q) such that
D%y € LP9(Q) for |a| = m.

Assume first that €2 is a bounded Lipschitz domain in R™. Then since
Whra(Q) ¢ WhHr(Q) for any 1 < r < p, every u € WHP4(Q) has a well-
defined trace on 0). Let VVO1 P49(Q) be a subspace of W1P4(Q) consisting

16



of all u € WHP4(Q) with u = 0 on 9. It is remarked that if Q is suffi-
ciently smooth, then the spaces W"P4(Q)) and VVO1 P9(Q)) have the same real
interpolation property as (3.3); see [1] and [18] for more details.

Assume next that €2 is an exterior Lipschitz domain in R™. Then since
D™PA(Q) C W™P4(Q) for every bounded Qo C Q, every u € DP4(Q) has a
well-defined trace on 9. Denote by Dé’p’q(Q) the space of all u € DP4(()
with w = 0 on 0f2. It can be shown (see [18, Corollary 3.5] e.g.) that if
l1<p<nanduc Dé’p’q(Q), then there is a unique constant c¢ such that
u—c € L7 9(Q) and [u — ol () < Cn.p,q) [Vullnage.

The classical Calderon-Zygmund result can be easily interpolated by real

method to obtain the following result (see [18, Lemmas 3.3, 3.4]).
Lemma 3.12.

(i) Let 1 <p<mnand1l < g <oo. Then for each F € LPI(R™;R"), there
exists a unique u € DYPI(R™) N LP9(R™) such that —Au = divF in

R"™. Moreover, we have
ull Lo o gny + 1Vl ro ey < ClIF | zran
for some constant C' = C(n,p,q).

(ii) Letn > 3,1 <p<n/2and 1< q < oco. Then for each f € LP1(R"™),
there exists a unique u € D>P4(R™) N DLHP54(R™) N LP)4(R™) such

that —Au = f in R™. Moreover, we have
[l or=agny + IVl oo @ay + 1Vl Loany < ClLf |l Lragn)

for some constant C = C(n,p,q).

The following two results can be also deduced by real interpolation from

the Calderon-Zygmund estimates in Lemmas 3.8 and 3.10.

Proposition 3.13. Let Q be a bounded C'-domain in R"™. Assume that
l<p<ooandl < q<oo. Then for each F € LPY(Q;R™), there exists a
unique u € Wol’p’q(Q) such that

/QVu~V<;Sda::—/QF-V¢dx for all p € CH(). (3.8)
Moreover, we have
Jullwrra@) < Cn,p, q, QF || zran)- (3.9)
Assume in addition that Q is a CYl-domain and f = divF € LP4(Q)). Then
we WPUQ)  and |ullw2pai) < Cn,p, ¢, V| fllra)-

Proposition 3.14.
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(i) Let Q be an exterior C'-domain in R™, n > 3. Assume that n/(n—1) <
p<mnandl < q<oo. Then for each F € LP1(Q;R™), there exists a
unique u € DyPU(Q) N LP-9(Q) such that

/ Vu-Védr = —/ F-Védr for all ¢ € CL(Q). (3.10)
Q Q
Moreover, we have

IVl o) + l[ull Lo aiqy < C(n, 0, @ QF|| o0 (0)- (3.11)

(ii) Let Q be an exterior CH'-domain in R",n > 3. Assume that 1 < r <
n/2 and 1 < s < oo. Then for each f € L™%(Q), there exists a unique

w e D>"(Q) N Dy Q) N LIS (Q)

such that
—Au=f a.e. inQ.

Moreover, we have
IVl Lrs(@) + IV ull ey + lull Lonres (@) < Cllfllzre
for some C = C(n,r,s,Q).

Proof of Proposition 3.1/. Assume that n/(n —1) <p <mnand 1 < ¢ < 0.
We first prove existence of a function u € D(l]’p 9(Q) N LP(Q) satisfy-
ing (3.10) and (3.11) for each F € LP9(Q;R™). Choose pi,p2 such that
n/(n—1) < p; < p < py < n. Then from Lemma 3.10, it follows that for
each F € LPi(Q2;R™) there exists a unique v = T,,,(F) € ﬁé’pi(Q) satisfying
(3.10). Moreover, the solution operator T; = T, maps LPi(€; R™) into LP7 (Q)
linearly and boundedly. Define S;(F) = VT;(F) for all F € LPi(Q;R™). Then
S; is a bounded linear operator from LPi(Q2;R™) into LPi(Q;R™). The key
observation here is that 77 = T3 and S; = Sy on LP'(Q;R™) N LP2(Q;R™),
which follows from Lemma 3.11. Hence the operators T; and S; can be ex-
tended uniquely to linear operators 7" and S from LP'(Q;R"™) 4+ LP2(Q;R™)
into LPi(Q) + LP2(Q) and LP'(Q;R™) + LP?(Q; R™), respectively. By the real
interpolation result (3.3), we then deduce that 7" is bounded from LP9(2; R™)
into LP"4(Q)) and S is bounded from LP:4(Q; R") into LP(Q; R™).

Let F € LP4(;R™) be given. Then since T(F) € DyP' () + DiP2(Q)
and VT (F) = S(F) € LP(Q;R™), it follows that T(F) € Dy”(Q). Hence
u = T(F) is a function in Dé’p’q(Q) N LP™9(Q) satisfying (3.10) and (3.11).
Uniqueness of such a function follows again from Lemma 3.11. This completes
the proof of Part (i) of the lemma.

To prove Part (ii), assume that Q is a Cl'-domain, 1 < r < n/2, and
1 < s < o00. Choose ry,re with 1 <7 <7 <ry<n/2. Given g € L"(Q), let
G = —VN(g), where N(g) is the Newtonian potential of g over 2. Then it
follows from the Calderon-Zygmund theory that G € L™ (Q), |G| ) <
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CllgllLri (), and g = div G in Q. Define v = T;+(G). Then since v € lﬁé’rf (Q)
and —Av = g € L™ () in Q, it follows from Lemma 3.10 that v € D?"i(Q)

and [|V20|ri) < Cllgllpri)- For each i = 1,2, let us define Ti(g) =
T,:(=VN(g)) for each g € L"(Q2). Then by Lemma 3.11, we deduce that
Ty =Ty on L™ (Q)NL™(Q). Hence there exists a unique linear operator 7" on
L™ () + L"(Q) that extends both T} and Ty. Moreover, since T} is bounded
from L"(2) into D> (Q) N ﬁéﬁ (), it follows from the real interpolation
theory that 7" is bounded from L™*(2) into D2"*(Q)NDy" *(Q)NLI)™5(Q).
It is obvious that if f € L™(Q), then v = T(f) is a function satisfying all the
desired properties. Uniqueness of such a function follows again from Lemma
3.11. This completes the proof. U

Proof of Proposition 3.15. The proof is exactly the same as that of Proposi-
tion 3.14 and so omitted. O

4 Boundeness and higher integrability of weak so-
lutions

In this section, we establish several existence and regularity results for weak
solutions of the Dirichlet problem (1.1) and its dual problem (1.2).
Existence of weak solutions is easily deduced from Lemma 3.6, by apply-

ing the Lax-Milgram theorem.

Lemma 4.1. Let Q be any domain in R™, n > 3. Assume that b €
L™>°(Q;R™) and divb > 0 in Q.

(i) For every F € L*(Q;R"), there exists a unique weak solution u of (1.1)

with f = divF. Moreover, we have
IVullr2) < IFllr2(0)- (4.1)

(ii) For every G € L%(Q;R™), there exists a unique weak solution v of (1.2)

with g = div G. Moreover, we have
[Vvllr20) < 1GllL2@)-
Proof. Let F € L?(Q;R") be given. By Lemma 3.6, the bilinear form

B(u,v) = /Q (Vu —ub) - Vodz

is well-defined, bounded, and coercive on 1552(9) Hence it follows from the

Lax-Milgram theorem that there exists a unique u € 1532(9) such that
B(u,v) = —/ F - Vvdx (4.2)
Q

forallv € ﬁéz(Q) This function u is a weak solution of (1.1) with f = divF
in the sense of Definition 2.1. Moreover, taking v = w in (4.2), we have

/\Vu]2da:§B(u,u):—/F-Vudx,
Q Q
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from which the estimate (4.1) follows by the Cauchy-Schwartz inequality.

It remains to prove uniqueness of a weak solution. Let w be a weak
solution of (1.1) with f = divF. Given v € ﬁé’2(Q), let {vx} be a sequence
in C2°(92) converging to v in ﬁé’z(Q). Then by Lemma 3.6 again,

B(w,v) = kh—g)loB (w,vg)

= — lim F'Vvkdzz::—/F'Vvdx.
k—00 (9} (9}

Hence w satisfies (4.2) for all v € ﬁé2(Q) By the uniqueness assertion of the
Lax-Milgram theorem, we conclude that w = w. This completes the proof
of the first part (i). The proof of the second one is exactly the same and so
omitted. O

4.1 Boundedness and higher integrability

First, by standard iteration techniques, we prove boundedness of weak solu-

tions of the problems (1.1) and (1.2) on bounded domains.

Lemma 4.2. Let Q2 be any bounded domain in R™, n > 3. Assume that
b € L™>®(Q;R™), divb >0 in Q, and n < p < co.

(i) For every F € LP(Q2;R™), there exists a unique weak solution u of (1.1)

with f = divF. Moreover, we have

uwe L>(Q) and ||u| o) < C(n,p)(diam Q)l_n/pHF”Lp(Q). (4.3)

(i) For every G € LP(Q;R™), there exists a unique weak solution v of (1.2)

with g = div G. Moreover, we have

ve LF(Q) and ||v| o) < C(n,p)(diam Q)l_n/p”GHLP(Q).

Proof of Lemma 4.2 (i). By scaling, we may assume that diamQ = 1. Let
F € LP(2;R™) be given. Then since 2 is bounded and p > 2, it follows from

Lemma 4.1 that there exists a unique weak solution u of (1.1), which satisfies
[Vullzzo) < [[Fllz2@) < Clp)K,

where K = [|F||1rq). We may assume that K > 0. To prove boundedness of
u, we first consider the positive part of u, vt = max{u,0}. First, from the

proof of Lemma, 4.1, we recall that
/ Vu-Vodr = / (ub—F)-Veodr forall ¢ € Wol’z(Q). (4.4)
Q Q

For a fixed number N > K, let w = Tx(u) + K, where Tx : R — [0, N]
is defined by T (t) =0 for t < 0, Tn(t) =t for 0 <t < N, and Tny(t) = N
for t > N. Since Ty is piecewise linear and Tn(0) = 0, we easily show that
w—K=Tn(u) € W01’2(Q) and Vw = x{g<u<n}Vu, by adapting the proofs
of [13, Lemmas 7.5, 7.6]. Next, for a number 3 > 1, let G be a C'-function on
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[0, 00) such that G(t) = t# — KP for 0 <t < N+ K and G'(t) = G'(N+K) for
t > N+ K. Then since G’ is bounded on [0, 0) and G(K) = 0, it follows that
G(w) € Wol’z(Q) and VG(w) = fuw’'Vw = xfocycnyBw’tVu. Hence
taking ¢ = G(w) in (4.4), we obtain
/ w7 Vw|? dz = / w Y (w — K)b - Vw dz — / w’IF - Vwdz. (4.5)
Q Q Q
Let us write

WP (w — K)Vw = VH(w),

where

H(t) = % < B+l KBH) _ % (tﬁ B Kg)

for t > 0. Since H'(t) = (t — K)t?~1, it follows that H(t) > 0 for all t # K.
By L’Hospital’s rule,

i 2O [H(t)m]/:{ lim [H/(t)]z}l/z

t-K+ t— K t— K+ t—K+ 4H(t)
1 1/2 1 1/2
= [ lim —H”(t)} = <—Kﬁ—1> ,
t—K+ 2 2

which shows that H'/2 is a C'-function on [K,oc). Since H'/?(K) =0, K <
w< K+ NinQ, and w—K € Wy?(Q), it follows that H(w)'/2 € W, ().
Hence recalling that divb > 0 in €2, we deduce from (4.5) and Lemma 3.6

that
/ W’ Vw|? dr < —/ wPF - Vuw dz
Q Q

and so

/w5_1|Vw|2dx§/wﬁ_1|F|2d:E.
Q Q

Iterating this inequality, which does not involve b, we will derive the L>°-
estimate (4.3). Note first that wP+tD/2 — K(F+D/2 ¢ W ?(Q). Hence by

Sobolev’s inequality,
Hw(a+1>/2 _ K(5+1)/2H2 <4C / ‘vwwm/zf dzx
L@ Q
=C(B+ 1)2/ w? = Vw|? dx
Q
<C(B+ 1)2/ w’ L F? de.
Q
Since K = ||F||z»(q) < w, we have

2

Hw(6+1)/2 _ K(B+1)/2‘ %'2 d

<C(B+ 1)2/ W

Q
<C(B+1) Hwﬁﬂ(

L2 (@)

Lr/(0=2)(Q)
Recalling again that K < w, we easily obtain

Hw(5+1)/2‘ 2

<C(B+1) Hwﬁﬂ(

L2* Q) Lp/(pf2)(Q)
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or equivalently
||wHvaq () < C'VHwHLw )

where

1 2 —9
R e R T T ]
p p(n —2)

and C' > 1 is a constant depending only on n and p. Now, taking v =

L,X, ., XL, we have

> 1,

m—1

1/x* .
lollpemaey < TT (€XF) ™ Il zaey < € ol pagey
k=0

for each m € N, where
k=0

Letting m — oo, we deduce that

TN (1) + K| oo () = Wil oo () < C" 1T (w) + Kl 0
Therefore, letting N — oo, we conclude that

0t ey < € (Il @ + K) < Cln,p)IF ooy

Similarly, the negative part v~ satisfies the same estimate. This completes
the proof of Part (i) of the lemma. O

Proof of Lemma 4.2 (ii). By scaling, we may assume that diam {2 = 1. Let
G € LP(Q;R™) be given. Without loss of generality, we may assume by
linearity that ||G||zrq) < 1. Then by Lemma 4.1 and its proof, there exists

a unique weak solution v of (1.2), which satisfies
/ Vo - Vipde = / (b - Vv — G- V) de forall p € Wy 2(Q)  (4.6)
Q Q

and
IVoll2 ) < 1Gllr2@) < C)-

The proof of Lemma 4.2 (i) by Moser’s iteration method can not be easily
adapted to prove an L*-estimate for v. (For example, the integral [¢b- Vv
with ¢ = Ty (v) cannot be simplified as [ ub-V¢ with ¢ = Tv(u).) Instead,
we utilize an iteration argument in [17] based on a lemma due to Stampacchia
[31]. For each [ > 0, define

t—1 ift>1,
Hit)=1¢ t+1 ift<—,
0 ifjt <l

Note that H;(v) € Wy*(Q), Hy(v) = 0 on A, and VH;(v) = Vv in A;, where
Ay ={x € Q:|v(z)| > l}. Hence taking ¢» = H;(v) in (4.6) and using Lemma
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3.6, we have

/Q\VHl(v)\2da::/QHl(v)b-VHl(v)da:—/QG-VHl(v)dx
§—/QG-VH1(U)da;

< HG”LT’(Q)HVHl(U)”LP'(Q)
< HVHI(U)HLP’(AL)-

By the Holder and Sobolev inequalities, we thus have
1HL(0)| 2+ () < Cn) [ Al /P12,

Noting now that if 0 <1 < h, then A, C A; and |H;(v)| > h —1 on Ay, we
deduce that

(h—=DIAR| < O] /P12
for 0 <1 < h. Tterating this inequality, we can show that |Ac| = 0, that is,

V]| g () < C for some constant C' = C(n,p); see [I7, Subsection 5.2] for

more details. The proof of Lemma 4.2 (ii) is complete. O

Moser-type arguments can be then used to prove higher integrability of
weak solutions of the problems (1.1) and (1.2).

Lemma 4.3. Let Q be any bounded domain in R™, n > 3. Assume that
b e L™*°(Q;R"), divb >0 in Q, and 2 < p < n.

(i) For every F € LP(Q;R™), there exists a unique weak solution u of (1.1)

with f = divF. Moreover, we have

we LP(Q) and |lul|p(q) < C(n,p)|F|Lo()- (4.7)

(ii) For every G € LP(2;R™), there exists a unique weak solution v of (1.2)

with g = div G. Moreover, we have

ve L (Q) and vl ) < C(n,p)|GllLr()-

Remark 4.1. The lemma does not assert that Vu or Vo is in LP(Q;R"™) for
2<p<n.

Proof. By Lemma 4.1, it remains to prove the LP -estimates for weak solu-
tions.

Assume that F € C°(£2; R™). Then by Lemma 4.2, there exists a unique
weak solution u € W01’2(Q) N L>®(Q) of (1.1) with f = divF. Let w = u™,
the positive part of u. Next, for a number 3 > 1, let G be a C'-function on
[0, 00) such that G(t) =t for 0 <t < N = [|ul|p=(q) and G'(t) = G'(N) for
t > [Jul|feo(q). Then since G’ is bounded on [0,00) and G(0) = 0, it follows
that w’ = G(w) € W01’2(Q) and VG(w) = pu’~'Vu = X010~ Vu.
Hence taking ¢ = w® in (4.4), we obtain

/wﬁ—l\Vdeg;:/wﬁb.dea;—/wﬁ‘lF-dew-
Q Q Q@
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Note that

wVw = ﬁv (wBH) and w2 ¢ W01’2(Q).

Hence by Lemma 3.6, we have
/ w’HVw|? dz < —/ wPIF - Vuw dz
Q Q

and so

/wﬁ_l\Vdemg/wﬁ_l\FPdaz.
Q Q

By Sobolev’s and Holder’s inequalities,

;mgwAW@WWﬁw

:cw+1ﬁ/uﬂ4wwﬁm
Q

mewﬂ

<CE+ 1P [ W PR de
Q

SC@+DﬂW“ﬂ

LP/(P*2)(Q) H ‘F’2HL1)/2(Q)

for some C' = C(n). Setting v = (5 +1)/2 > 1, we have

1

.
L¥7(Q)
Note that if v = p*/2* = p(n — 2)/2(n — p), then

v>1 and 2%y = =p".
p—2

Hence taking v = p*/2*, we obtain

“u+|‘LP*(Q) = ”wHLP*(Q) < C(n,p) ”FHLP(Q) .

Similarly, the negative part u~ satisfies the same estimate.

We has shown that for each F € C2°(Q;R™), there exists a unique weak
solution u of (1.1) with f = divF satisfying the LP -estimate (4.7). This
enables us to complete the proof of Part (i), by a standard density argument.

Part (ii) can be proved by the same argument. O

By a cut-off technique based on Lemmas 4.2 and 4.3, we can show bound-

edness of weak solutions of the problems (1.1) and (1.2) on exterior domains.

Lemma 4.4. Let Q) be any exterior domain in R®, n > 3. Assume that
b e L™*°(Q;R"), divb >0 in Q, and n < p < oo.

(i) For every F € L?(Q; R™")NLP(Q;R"), there exists a unique weak solution
u of (1.1) with f =divF. Moreover, we have

uwe L™(Q) and |ullpe) < C (IFllr2@) + IFlr@)

where C = C(n7p7 Q? ||bHL"'°O(Q))
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(ii) For every G € L?(;R™) N LP(;R™), there exists a unique weak solu-
tion v of (1.2) with g = div G. Moreover, we have

ve L®(Q) and |vllpe@) < C(IG]2@) + IGlLr @) »
where C = C(n,p,Q, ||b[ L. (q))-
Proof. Let F € L?(Q;R") N LP(Q;R") be given. Then by Lemma 4.1, there

exists a unique weak solution u of (1.1) with f = div F, which satisfies

1
WHUHLZ*(Q) < Vullpz@) < [[Fllz2 - (4.8)

We shall derive an L°°-estimate of u, by means of a cut-off technique.
Choose Ry > 0 so large that Q¢ C Br, = Bg,(0) and write Qg = QN Bp, for
R > Ry.

We first show that u € L>°(Qpg) for any R > Ry. Given R > Ry, we fix
a cut-off function n € C2°(Bag; [0, 1]) with n = 1 on Br and define ©w = nu.

Then by a direct calculation, we deduce that @ satisfies
—Au + div(ub) = div(nF — 2uVn) + uAn+ (ub — F) - Vn

in Qop, that is,

/ (Vﬂ—ﬂb)-Vqua;:/ u(2Vn - Vo + ¢An+ ¢b - Vn) dx
Q2r

Qor

—/ (nF -V + ¢F - Vn) dx
Qor

for all ¢ € C}(Qag). By Hélder’s inequality,

/ (nF - Vo + ¢F - V) dx
QR

< COIF N o 18l

for all ¢ € Wol’p,(QgR). Suppose now that u € L] () for some q € [2*, 00).

loc

Then since 1 < ¢’ < n, it follows from Lemma 3.6 that

/ u(2Vn - Vo + ¢An+ ¢b - Vn) dx
Q2R

< Cllull a9 llwra up)

for all ¢ € Wol’q/(QgR), where C' = C(n,q,n,|bl|pn.(q)). Define g = ¢* if
qg<mn,q=2nif ¢ =n, and g = oo if ¢ > n. Then by Lemmas 3.9, 4.2, and
4.3, there exists a unique w € Wol’z(QgR) N LI(Qypr) such that

—Aw + div(wb) = div(nF — 2uVn) + ulAn + (ub — F) - Vi in Qg

and
[wll 12 sm) < C (I o (0ur) + lullLageun)) »

where C' = C(n,p,q,Q, R,n,[|b||pn.(q)). Since T, w € W01’2(QQR), it follows
from the uniqueness assertion of Lemma 4.1 that w = w on Qspr. This proves
that

we LQg) and ullrzay) < C (IFllLe0un + lullLa@sn) -
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where C' = C(n,p,q,Q, R,n,|bl|pn.eq)). Since R > Ry can be arbitrarily
large, it follows that u € Li]_o C(ﬁ) This argument can be repeated finitely
many times to show that u is locally bounded on §; that is, by a bootstrap

argument starting from ¢ = 2%, we can deduce that u € L2 (Q) and

el @) < C (IFllzoterzny + ]2 aym)) (49)

for any R > Ry, where C' = C(n,p,Q, R, ||b|n.(q))-

We next show that v € L>(Q2). Let xp €  be any point with |zg| >
Ry + 2. Choosing a cut-off function ¢ € C2°(Ba(z);[0,1]) with ( = 1 on
Bi(z0), we define @ = u{. Then uw € W01’2(B2(x0)) satisfies

— A1+ div(ub) = div((F — 2uV() + uA( + (ub — F) - V(

in By(zg). Hence by the same bootstrap argument as above, we can deduce
that

HUHLOO(B1(960)) <C (HF”LP(BQ(:U())) + HUHLQ*(Bz(xo))) ) (4'10)
where C' = C(n,p,||b||pn~(q)) is independent of any zg € Q with |zg| >
Ry + 2. Combining (4.8), (4.9), and (4.10), we complete the proof of the

first part of the lemma. The second part can be proved by exactly the same

argument. O

4.2 Existence and uniqueness for more singular b

While the L*°-estimates in Lemma 4.4 involve the L™°-norm of b, those of
Lemma 4.2 do not depend on b at all. This enables us to prove existence of

bounded weak solutions under a weaker condition on b, if the domain € is
bounded.

Proposition 4.5. Let Q) be any bounded domain in R™, n > 3. Assume that
be Ll (Q;R"), divb>0inQ, andn < p < .

loc
(i) For each F € LP(Q;R™), there exists at least one weak solution u €
Wol’2(Q) NL>(Q) of (1.1) with f = divF satisfying the estimate

IVullp2 ) + llull Lo @) < C(n, p,diam Q)||[F|| (o).

(ii) Assume in addition thatb € L2 _(;R™). Then for each G € LP(Q;R"),

loc

there exists at least one weak solution v € Wol’z(Q) NL>() of (1.2)
with g = div G satisfying the estimate

Vvl L2(0) + [Vl Lo () < C(n, p, diam Q)| G|| e ()

Remark 4.2. Uniqueness of such weak solutions is not asserted in the propo-

sition, due to the weak regularity of b.

Remark 4.3. A similar existence result was obtained by Kontovourkis [20,
Lemmas 2.2.9, 2.2.10] when divb =0 in €.
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Proof. Let {Q} be a sequence of bounded C'-subdomains of Q such that
Q) C Qpyq for each k and Q = U, (see [6, Proposition 8.2.1] e.g.). By
mollification, we choose a sequence {by} in L™(Q;R"™) such that divbg > 0
in Q) and by — b in LL (Q;R"). Then by Lemmas 4.1 and 4.2, there exists

loc

uy € Wol’z(Qk) N L*>(£2) such that

Qg Q

and

[Vugll L2 + llukllpoe ) < Cn,p, diam Q)||[F||zp(q)-

Extend wuy to Q by defining up = 0 outside Q. Then {ux} is a bounded
sequence in I/VO1 2(Q) as well as L>(2). Hence by standard compactness
results in Sobolev and Lebesgue spaces, we may assume that uy — u weakly
in VVO1 2(Q) and weakly-x in L>(€). It is easily checked that the limit u
is indeed a weak solution of (1.1) satisfying the desired estimates. This
completes the first part of the proposition. The second part can be proved

similarly. O

The estimates in Lemmas 4.1 and 4.3 do not depend on the domain {2
nor on the drift b. Hence, adapting the proof of Proposition 4.5, we easily
obtain the following existence result for any domain in R™, whose proof is

omitted.

Proposition 4.6. Let Q be any domain in R™, n > 3. Assume that b €
LL (Q;R™), divb >0 in Q, and 2 < p < n.

. . .. np'/(n+p’) n
(i) Assume in addition that b € L;* (Q;R™). Then for every F €

L2(;R™) N LP(Q;R™), there exists at least one weak solution u €
1532(9) NLP (Q) of (1.1) with f = divF satisfying the estimates

IVull2@) < IFllz2@)  and lull o) < C, p)IF| Lo oy-

(ii) Assume in addition thatb € L% _(€;R™). Then for every G € L*(Q; R™)N

LP(Q;R™), there exists at least one weak solution v € ﬁéz(Q) NLP"(Q)
of (1.2) with g = div G satisfying the estimates

[Vollze) S Gl and (|0l (o) < C(np)IGllze ()

Note that Proposition 4.6 is valid for any domain because the constants
in the LP -estimates of Lemma 4.3 do not depend on . In contrast, for
Proposition 4.5, Q should be bounded because the constants in the L°°-

estimates of Lemmas 4.2 and 4.4 depend on 2.

As an application of Propositions 4.5 and 4.6, we obtain the following
result, which has been already proved by Zhikov [33] and Kontovourkis [20)]
for the case when divb = 0 (see also [17, Theorem 1.3]).
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Proposition 4.7. Let Q be any bounded domain in R™, n > 3. Assume that
b € L?(;R"™) and divb > 0 in Q.

(i) For each g € W=12(Q), there exists a unique weak solution v of (1.2).

(ii) Assume in addition that divb € L?>Y(+2(Q). Then for each f €

W=L2(Q), there exists a unique weak solution u of (1.1).

Proof. By Lemma 3.9 and Proposition 4.6, there exists at least one weak
solution of each of the problems (1.1) and (1.2). It thus remains to prove
uniqueness of weak solutions.
Let v € W01’2(Q) be a weak solution of (1.2) with the trivial data g = 0;
hence
/ Vo (Vi — gb) dz =0 for all s € C(Q). (4.11)
Q

Let f € C2°(92) be given. Then by Proposition 4.5, there exists u € W(}’Z(Q)ﬂ
L*>(Q) such that

/ (Vu —ub) - Vodx = / fodr for all g € C°(). (4.12)
Q Q

Moreover, by the proof of Proposition 4.5, we may assume that there is a
sequence {uy} in CZ°(£2) that converges to u weakly in VVO1 2(2) and weakly-x
in L>°(Q). Let {vx} be any sequence in C2°(2) converging to v in Wol’Z(Q).
Then by (4.12) and (4.11), we have

/ fvdr = lim / fopdx
Q k—oo J
= lim [ (Vu—ub)- - Vu,dr

k—o00 9]

:/ (Vu — ub) - Vo dz
Q

= lim [ (Vup —ukb) - Vvdr =0.
k—oo J
Since f € C°(Q) is arbitrary, we conclude that v = 0 in Q. This completes
the proof of Part (i).

The above argument does not work for uniqueness of weak solutions of the
problem (1.1), because the last calculation can not be justified even though
the dual problem (1.2) has weak solutions v in WO1 2(Q) N L>®(2). To prove
Part (ii), we assume in addition that divb € L?("+2)(Q), so that

—/ (¥b) - Vo + (¢b) - Vip dz = / Yo divbdr

Q Q

for all ¢ € C°(Q2) and ¢ € W01’2(Q). Let u € W01’2(Q) be a weak solution of
(1.1) with the trivial data f = 0. Given g € C°(Q2), let v € W01’2(Q)OL°°(Q)

be a weak solution of (1.2). Then choosing sequences {ui} and {v;} in
C(§2) such that up — w in Wol’z(Q), v — v weakly in Wol’2(Q), and v — v

28



weakly-+ in L>°(2), we have

/ gudr = lim gu dx
Q

k—oo Jo

= lim [ Vv (Vug — uxb) dz

k—00 Q

= lim / Vv - Vug + (vb) - Vug + ugv divb dz
Q

k—00

= / Vv - Vu+ (vb) - Vu + uv divb dz
Q

= lim / Vg - Vu + (vb) - Vu + uvg divb dz
Q

k—00

= lim [ (Vu—ub)-Vudx =0.

k—00 Q

This completes the proof of Part (ii). O

5 Global Holder regularity of weak solutions

Assume that b € L™*°(Q;R") and divb > 0 in . Then by the basic
inequality (3.2) for weak spaces, we deduce that if 1 < ¢ < n, then

1/q
sup p' "/ (/ \b!qu) < C(gq,n)|bl| L),
p>0 B, (z0)NQ
that is, the drift b belongs to the Morrey space M, / q_l(Q;R"). Hence it
follows from interior regularity results due to Nazarov and Uraltseva [27]
that weak solutions of (1.2) are locally Holder continuous on 2. However
Holder regularity of solutions of (1.1) is unclear; See Remark 5.1 below.

In this section, we shall show that weak solutions of (1.2) are even Holder

continuous up to the boundary 0€2; thus they are globally Holder continuous
on ).

5.1 Weak Harnack inequalities

We first prove the weak Harnack inequalities for weak solutions of (1.2), from
which Holder regularity will be deduced.

Throughout this subsection, let 2 be a bounded Lipschitz domain in R™,
n > 3, and let zg be a fixed point in Q. For 0 < R < 0o, we then write

Br = BR(JJ()) and Qr=QN Bpg.

Lemma 5.1 (Weak Harnack inequality). Assume that b € L™*(Q;R"),
divb > 0 in Q, and G € LP(Q;R™) for some n < p < oo. Let v be a
nonnegative function in W2(Qqg) N L>®(Qur) satisfying

—Av—b-Vv>divG (weakly) in Qg
in the sense that

Vv (Vi —1b) de > — G - Vydr (5.1)

Qr Qr
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for all nonnegative ¢ € W(}’2(Q4R) Then there are numbers 0 < py =
po(n, [bllpr.ee(@)) <1 and C = C(n,p, ||bl|pnec(q)) > 1 such that there hold

the following estimates:

(i) If Bar(wo) C Q, then

1/po
<R—n/ |v|Po dm) <C (infv + Rl_"/pHG”LP(Qm)> )
Bar br |

(i1) If xo € O and v > m on Bag(zo) NI for some constant m > 0, then

1/po
(5 [ i ae) <0 (gt 4 R M1Gl0)
Bar Br

where
inf {v,m} inQ
U =
m on R™\ Q.

Proof. Set § =1 —n/p and choose any K > 0 with R°||G||1r(q,,) < K. Let

us define
w? if zg € Q

v+ K  ifxgeQ
w = _5 .
wl — K" if zg € 09,

and H(w)=
v + K if g € 09)

where K = m + K and f3 is a negative real number. Next, we fix a cut-off
function n € CZ°(Bag;[0,1]). Then since 0 < K < w < ||[vf|pec (o) + K on
Q and H(w) = 0 on 99 if xg € 99, it follows that 0 < n*H(w) € VVO1 2(Q).
Moreover, since w = v— K if either 29 € Q or v < m, and H(w) = H(K) =0
if zp € 99 and v > m, it follows that H(w)Vv = H(w)Vw. Hence taking
Y =n?H(w) in (5.1), we have

/Qw-v(n2H(w)) dx 2/

(772H(w)b) -Vwdx — / G-V (nzH(w)) dzx.
Q Q

Noting then that
V (n*H(w)) = pn*w’ ' Vw + 2nH (w)Vn,
VoV (n*H(w)) = Bn*wP | Vw|? + 2nH (w)Vw - Vn,

[20H ()Y - V| < 2007 Vol V] < =19t 1 L1 o

18l

and

G- 9 (20| < w1 wuf + 2wt val? + 2jpite’GE,

2
18]
we obtain
@/ n*w? =\ Vw|? dr < —/ (7" H(w)b) - Ve dz
Q Q

6

o w5+1|vn|2d:c+2|5|/n2w5—1|c;|2d:c.
Q
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Since 0 < K and R(SHG’HLP < K < w, we also have

@/n2w5_1\Vw\2 dx < i/wﬁﬂyvn\? dx
2 Jo 8]

+ 2R721] | ntw|

Lp/(P=2)(Q) (5'2)

—/ (772H(w)b) -Vwdz.
Q
Suppose that 8 < —1. Then defining
i L if 29 € 0

t) = — — _

©) g (P =K K (- F) i €09,
we can write

n?H(w)Vw =V (n*F(w)) — 2nF (w) V.

Obviously, if zg € 2, then

1
B+

This property also holds when xy € 9. Indeed, since 8 < —1 and F'(t) =
8~ K’ >0for0<t<K, it follows that "t < F(t) < F(K) =0 for
0 <t < K. Moreover, (—F)? is a C'-function on (0, K] because

LROME e\
ln = = lim {[-F(0) __<~1?1?> —4F<t)>

t—-(K)- t—K t—(K)~

1/2 1/2
t—(K)~ 2

Hence, recalling again that divb > 0 in Q and Vw = 0 on R™\ Q if zy € 09,
we deduce from (5.2), (5.3), and Lemma 3.6 that

181

2 Bsr
|6|/ 5+1|V77|2dx+2R 25|5|H ntw ﬁ+1‘

0< —F(w) < WPt and  pF(w)|Y? € WP (). (5.3)

w1 | Vw|? dx

L2/ (0-2)(Byp)
2 / nwf |Vl [b| de,
‘B + 1’ Bur

where b is extended to R™ by defining zero outside ). Let us now define
=B+ 1 and W = w2, Then since

1
Vol = 7%’ Vul* and  |[V(w)[* < 22| Vol + 20%| Vi,

we obtain

B _
G womp
7" JBur
< _ M —2 V 2 d 2R—25 22
+ w |Vl dx + 18] ||n*w HLp/(pfz)(Bm)
|5| Bsr

—/ 2|Vl [b) dz.
| Byr
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Noting that |y| < |3|, we have
_ — —25 2
1907|225,y < SITVIZ 3,y + 2B 2 1y W 03,

4 2/ 7?| V| |b| da.
Bsr
But by Hoélder’s inequality, Sobolev’s inequality, and Lemma 3.6,

— 12
2Ry 2 [ 2202 5,

(1 12
< 2R P a2 ) 2,

1 _ _ ) |
< 3 IV Gy + R i 5,

and
2/3 nw?|Vn||b| dz < C|[bl| e o) WV 12(0) IV (70) || 12(q)
4R

1 _
< IVEL (3,5 + CUPIE e ) [TVRIZ2 (1)
Hence using Sobolev’s inequality again, we obtain

171720 3,0y < ClOV T2,y + CRZ PP P |02 3,y

(Bar)

- (5.4)
+ CIb||F 00 @ 1TV 2 5, 5)-

Suppose now that 0 <7 <7y < 2R, n =1in B, and n = 0 in By,.
Then since supp Vn C By, \ By, and |[Vn| < C/(ra —r1), it follows from (5.4)
that

_ 1+ |bllpnecy | [yP/=™ Y
R e [T

Recalling that w = w2 and v=p8+1<0, we finally deduce that

2

1+ |bllpnee@) | [H7\]™
lwll =115,y < [0( @ 4 |}L ﬂ wllp-1vx(p,,)  (5:5)

T2 ="

for every v < 0, where x =n/(n —2) and o = p/(p — n).
Given any number 0 < pg < 1, let us define

pe=pox* and 1, =R+27"R forall k e NU{0}.

Then taking v = —pg, 71 = rp11 and ro = 7 in (5.5), we obtain

—k

2
C - po X
HwHL—pk(BT.k) < [(E) (2x )k} HwHL*pkH(BTkH)

for each k > 0, where C' = C(n,p, po, [|[b||pr.~(q))- By iteration, we thus

obtain

k 2y
C o] 70
[l L-p0 (B,) < H KE) (2x7y } lwllp-rii1m,, )

Jj=0
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for each k£ > 0. Noting that

2

k . plXij Zoi() p_X7] oo Pt
HK%) <2x0>’]0 §<%) BNt

7=0
< CR™™Po,

we deduce that

HwHL*PO(BgR) < CR_n/pO HUHL*PkH (Brk+1)

for all £ > 1. Hence letting £ — oo, we have

R ol < (1 0) (56)

for some C' = C(’I’L,p,po, ||bHL"v°°(Q))

Next, taking 5 = —1 in (5.2), we obtain

1 _ _
5/ w2 Vw|? dz 56/ |Vn|? dz + 2R 25”772HLP/(,,,2)(B4R)
Bir Bur

- / (772H(w)b) -Vwdz.
Q
Let us define @ = Inw, so that V@ = w™!Vw. Noting then that

—/ (n*H(w)b) - Vw dx §/ n?w ™ |b||Vw| dz
Q

Qr

< C|b|prce @) IVl 2B, ) 1MV 22(B, 1)

we deduce that
B )
MVl 2B,z < C <||V77HL2(B4R) +R HnHLzJQ_p?(Bm)>

for some C' = C(n, ||b[ 1. (q)). Choosing a cut-off function € C2°(Byr; [0, 1])
such that n =1 on Bspr, we have

n/2 " _ n
IV 2y < O | + B 7HEY'S | = 20RE (5.7

for some C' = C(n, ||b|yn.(q)) independent of p.
Let B,(y) be any ball with B,(y) N Bag # 0. If p > 2R/3, then by (5.7),

/ V@] dr < CRE||VE| (5, < Cp™ .
By (y)NBar

If 0 < p < 2R/3, then Bs,(y) C Bag; hence choosing a cut-off function
n € CX(B2,(y);[0,1]) such that n =1 on B,(y), we have

pn/2

n_y

+ R

p—2 n_
V| 2B,y < C (") | <Cp2t

p

and so
\Vw|dz < Cp2 | V0| 125 < Ccp!
/Bﬂ(y)ﬂBgR ( P(y)) -
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for some C' = C(n,||b|ln). Therefore, by the classical John-Nirenberg
estimate (see [13, Theorem 7.21] e.g.), there exist constants C' = C'(n) > 0,
wo € R, and 0 < pg = po(n, [|b||gn.~(q)) < 1 such that

/ exp (po |w — wyp|) dz < CR™.
Bar

Note that
</ wPo d:z:) </ wPo d:z:)
Bar Bar
= ( / exp (pow) dw) < / exp (—pow) dw)
Bar Bagr
< (CR™)? exp (powo) exp (—powo) = C*R*"
and so

ll oo () < C 0 Bl oo (@) BP0 120 (- (5-8)

Therefore, combining (5.8) and (5.6), we complete the proof of Lemma 5.1.
U

5.2 Holder regularity

By a standard argument based on Lemma 5.1, we can prove Holder regularity

of weak solutions of (1.2).

Proposition 5.2. Let Q be a bounded Lipschitz domain in R™, n > 3. As-
sume that b € L™*(;R™), divb > 0 in Q, and G € LP(Q;R™) for some
n<p<oo. Letve Wol’z(Q) be a weak solution of (1.2) with g = div G.
Then

ve @) and [v]geg < ClIG o) (5.9)
for some constants 0 < a <1 —n/p and C > 0, depending only on n,p, <,
and [[b| n.o ().

Proof. By the L*>°-bound in Lemma 4.2, it remains to prove the global Holder
regularity and estimate for v. To do this, we need to assume that € is a
bounded Lipschitz domain in R™. Then there are constants Ry = Ry(£2) > 0
and C = C(92) > 0 such that

B Q 1
’QR(;—SL)\‘ > = forall zg € 09, 0 < R < Ry/4. (5.10)
We first prove the interior result. Suppose that Br, = Bg,(zo) C 2 and

0 < R < Ry/4. For 0 < r < 4R, we define

M, =supv and m, = info.
B, By

Then since w = Myr — v and w = v — myp are nonnegative bounded weak
solutions of
—Aw—b-Vw=FdivG in Byg,
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it follows from the inequality (i) in Lemma 5.1 that there are numbers 0 <
po = po(n, [|bl[ oo (@) <1 and C = C(n,p, ||b[[n.q)) > 1 such that

R™"/70|| Myg — | oo (Bym) < C <M4R — Mg + R6||GHLP(Q)>
and

R™"P || — myp|| oo (Byp) < C (mR — myr + R5||GHLP(Q)) ;
where 6 =1 —n/p. Adding two inequalities, we have

Myp —myp < C <M4R —myr — Mg+ mg + R5||GHLP(Q))

and so
Mg —mpg <7y (Myp — mar) + R5HG|!LP(Q)=

where 0 <y =1 — C~! < 1. Hence by a standard iteration lemma (see [13,
Lemma 8.23] e.g.), there are constants 0 < a = a(n, p, [|b||pr.~(q)) < 1—n/p
and C' = C(n,p, 2, ||bl|Lr.c(q)) > 1 such that

oscgpv = Mr —mpr < CR” (OSCBROU + HG”Lp(Q))

for all R < Ry/4.
To prove the boundary result, we assume that o € 92 and 0 < R <
Ry/4. For 0 < r < 4R, we define

M,= sup v and m,= inf .
QN B (o) QN By (zo)

Then since v = 0 on 012, it follows that m, < 0 < M, for all » < 4R.
Moreover, since w = Myr — v and w = v — mygr are nonnegative bounded

weak solutions of
—Aw—b - -Vw=FdivG in QN Byr(xo),

it follows from the inequality (ii) in Lemma 5.1 that

B T Q 1/p0
Map (%) <C <M4R — My + R Gl o) )

and

B T Q 1/170
. <‘2R(R—g)\’> <C (mR — Mg + R‘SHGHLP(Q)) )

where 0 < pg = po(n, ||bl[zn~@)) < 1 and C = C(n,p, ||bl[zre~@)) > 1.
Recalling the regularity condition (5.10) on Q and adding two inequalities,

we have
Myr —myr < C <M4R —myp — Mp +mp + R(SHGHLP(Q))

and so
Mp —mpg < (Mg — mur) + R°| G| 1o(),
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where 0 < v = 1 — C~' < 1. Hence by a standard iteration lemma,
there are constants 0 < a = a(n,p,Q[|b|[fne@) < 1 —n/p and C =
C(n,p,Q, [|bllgn.oo(q)) > 1 such that

0SCOMBR(z0)V = MR —mp < CR” (OSCQmBRO(xO)U + ”GHLP(Q)>

for all R < Ryp/4. Combining the interior and boundary estimates, we com-

plete the proof of the proposition. O

Remark 5.1. As shown in Proposition 5.2, Holder regularity of weak solutions
v of (1.2) is deduced from the weak Harnack inequalities in Lemma 5.1. But
this approach seems not to work for weak solutions u of (1.1). Here we
explain one difficulty.

Assume that b € L™>(Q;R"), divb > 0 in Q, and F € LP(Q;R") for
some p > n. Then by Lemma 4.2, there exists a unique bounded weak
solution u of (1.1) with f = divF. If Byr = Bagr(xo) C Q, let Myp =
supp,, v and myg = infp,, u. Then the functions wy; = u — mygr and wy =

Myr — u are nonnegative and satisfy
—Aw; + le(’wlb) =divF; in Byg,

where F1 = F — myrb and Fy = Myrb — F. Recall again that divb > 0 in
Q. Hence both wy and wy satisfy

— Aw; + div(w;b) > £divF  in Byg, (5.11)

only when myr < 0 < Myg, which holds if and only if there exists at least
one x € Byp(xp) such that u(x) = 0. But we do not know how to prove
such a property for a weak solution u of (1.1) under the only assumption
that F € LP(2;R™). This is one reason why we can not derive interior
Holder estimates for u from the weak Harnack inequalities. Furthermore, we
have not successfully obtained the weak Harnack inequalities for functions

w; satisfying (5.11) yet, even under the additional assumption that divu €
Ln/2,oo(Q)

6 Proofs of Theorems 2.1 and 2.2

In this section we prove Theorems 2.1 and 2.2 which are two main results in
the paper for existence, uniqueness, and regularity of p-weak solutions of the
problems (1.1) and (1.2). The domain € can be either a bounded or exterior
domain in R”, n > 3. It is assumed that € is of the class C' to start with

and then C! for second derivative estimates.

6.1 Proofs of Theorems 2.1 and 2.2 for bounded domains

To prove Theorem 2.1 for the case when 2 is bounded and 2 < p < n, it

suffices to prove the following result.
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Proposition 6.1. Let Q be a bounded C-domain in R™, n > 3. Assume
that b € L™>*°(Q;R™), divb >0 in Q, and 2 < p < n.

(i) For each F € LP(S;R™), there exists a unique p-weak solution u of
(1.1) with f =divF. Moreover, we have

IVullr ) < C(n,p, Q) (14 (bl znoe @) IF o)

(ii) For each G € Lp/(Q;R"), there exists a unique p’'-weak solution v of
(1.2) with g = div G. Moreover, we have

10l gy < 9. 2) (14 B e ) 1G]

Proof. For the case p = 2, the proposition was already proved by Lemma
4.1. Moreover, it follows from Lemma 4.1 that for each F € L?(2;R") there
exists a unique weak solution u = T'(F) of (1.1) with f = divF. Define
S(F) = VT(F) for all F € L?(Q;R"). Then by Lemma 4.1, S is a bounded
linear operator from L?(Q;R") into L?(£2;R™).

Suppose that 2 < p < n, F € LP(Q;R"), and u = T'(F). Then by Lemma
4.3, we deduce that u € LP"(Q) and ||ul|; @) < C|F||Lr(e)- Moreover, since
b € L™*(Q;R"), it follows from Lemma 3.3 that ub € LP*°(2;R") and
[ubl|Lr.o (@) < Cllull o+ ()lIPllLno (). Note that —Awu = div (F — ub) in €.
Hence by Proposition 3.13, we deduce that S(F) = Vu € LP*°(Q;R"™) and
[S(F)||1p.oc )y < C (14 bl zneeq)) IFlLr(n). This implies, in particular,
that S is bounded from LP(2;R™) into LP*°(Q; R™).

We have shown that S is a bounded linear operator from L”(€2; R"™) into
LP>°(Q;R") and its operator norm is bounded above by C (1 + |[b||n.(q))
for every 2 < p < n. Therefore, by Lemma 3.1 (the Marcinkiewicz inter-
polation theorem), we conclude that for every 2 < p < n, S is bounded
from LP(2;R™) into LP(Q;R™) and its operator norm is bounded above by

C (14 [b][n.oo(q)). This proves Part (i) of the proposition.

To prove Part (ii) of the proposition, it suffices to derive some a priori
estimate for solutions. Suppose that G € LPI(Q;R”) and v is a p/-weak
solution of (1.2) with ¢ = divG. Let F € LP(2;R"™) be given. Then by
Part (i) of the proposition, there exists a unique p-weak solution u of (1.1)
with f = div F satisfying [|[Vul 1r(q) < C(n,p,Q) (1 + ||bl|1n.c @) [FllLe0)

Using Lemma 3.5 (or Lemma 3.6), we easily deduce that
/ (Vu —ub) - Vodr = —/ F-V¢dr forall ¢ € ﬁé’p/(Q).
Q Q
Taking ¢ = v, we thus have

/F Vvd:n—/Vv (Vu — ub) dz
Q

/ G - Vudx

<Gl @ IVull o)
< C(n,p, Q) (1+ bl pneoq)) IF( o @) |Gl 1 (-
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Since F € LP(Q;R™) is arbitrary, it follows from the Riesz representation
theorem that

”VU”Lp’(Q) < C(napa Q) (1 + Hb”L%w(Q)) HG”LP'(Q)'

Uniqueness of a p’-weak solution of (1.2) immediately follows from this a
priori estimate. Moreover, by a density argument, we easily deduce existence

of a p’-weak solution of (1.2). This completes the proof. O

We are now ready to prove Theorems 2.1 and 2.2 for bounded domains

Proof of Theorem 2.1 for bounded domains. For the case 2 < p < n, the the-
orem immediately follows from Lemma 4.1 and Proposition 6.1. In particular,
it follows from Lemma 4.1 that for each G € L?(2;R™) there exists a unique
weak solution v = T(G) of (1.2) with g = div G. Define S(G) = VT (G) for
all G € L2(€;R"™). Then by Lemma 4.1, S is a bounded linear operator from
L2($;R™) into L2(Q;R™).

Suppose next that n/(n —1) < p < 2 and ¢ = p/. To derive some a
priori estimates, let us suppose that G € L1(Q;R") and v = T(G). Then
by Lemma 4.3, we deduce that v € L9 (Q) and [vller @) < ClGlLa)-
Moreover, since b € L™>®(Q;R") and divb € L"/?°°(Q), it follows from
Lemma 3.3 that

Hvaqu‘X’(Q) < CHUHLCI* (Q)Hb”Lnoo(Q)
and
[0 div b|| pna/nta),00 () < CllVll Lo (@) l|div B[ /2,00 () -
Note that
—Av =divG +b- Vv =div(G + vb) —vdivb

in Q. But since 1 < ng/(n + q) < n/2, it follows from Lemma 3.12 (ii) that
there exists Go € L2*°(£2; R™) such that

—vdivb =divGo and [|Gol|Lac() < Cllv]lLe () [div D]l fn/2,00 -
Hence by Proposition 3.13, we deduce that
S(G) = Vv e LY (;R"™)
and
15(G)| Lo (@) < C(n,p, Q)Mp |G| La(q),

where My, = 1+ ||b||zn.cc (@) + [|div bl fn/2.00 (). This implies, in particular,
that S is bounded from L7(€;R™) into L&>°(£2; R™).

We have shown that S is a bounded linear operator from L?(€2; R™) into
L?°(Q;R™) and its operator norm is bounded above by C(n,q’, Q)M for
every 2 < q < n. Therefore, by the Marcinkiewicz interpolation theo-
rem (Lemma 3.1), we conclude that for every 2 < ¢ < n, S is bounded
from LI(Q2;R™) into L9(2;R™) and its operator norm is bounded above by
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C(n,q',Q)My. This completes the proof of Part (ii) of the theorem for the
case n/(n — 1) < p < 2. Part (i) can be then deduced from Part (ii) by a

duality argument as in the proof of Proposition 6.1. O

Proof of Theorem 2.2 for bounded domains. Suppose that 1 < ¢ < n/2. Re-
call from the Calderon-Zygmund and Sobolev inequalities that if F = —V N (f),
where N(f) is the Newtonian potential of f over Q, then f = divF in Q and
IFllLo ) < CllfllLa). Moreover, since n/(n — 1) < ¢* < n, it follows

from Proposition 6.1 that for each f € L(Q2), there exists a unique ¢*-weak
solution uw = T(f) of (1.1), satisfying |[ully 1) < C(n, ¢, )My f||La()-
Note that —Au = f —b - Vu — (divb)u in Q. Hence by Lemma 3.3 and
Proposition 3.13, we deduce that u € W29°(Q;R") and ||ully2.4.00(0) <
C(n,q, Q)Mg | £l za(e)- We have shown that the linear mapping 7" is bounded
from L%((2) into W9°°(Q2) and its norm is bounded above by C(n, g, )M}
for every 1 < g < n/2. Therefore, by the Marcinkiewicz interpolation the-
orem (Lemma 3.1), we conclude that T is a bounded linear operator from
L9($2) into W24(Q) with norm bounded above by C(n,q,Q2)MZ for every
1 < g < n/2. This completes the proof of Part (i) of the theorem. Part (ii)

can be proved by exactly the same argument. O

6.2 Uniqueness results for exterior problems

Theorem 2.1 has been completely proved for the case when €2 is a bounded
domain. For exterior domains, we first prove its uniqueness assertion. In fact,
making essential use of the results of Theorem 2.1 for bounded domains, we
prove the following uniqueness result for weak solutions of the problem (1.1)
on exterior domains. We will also prove a uniqueness result for weak solutions

of the problem (1.2) on exterior domains in Lemma 6.3.

Lemma 6.2. Let Q be an exterior C'-domain in R™, n > 3. Assume that
b € L™*°(Q;R™) and divb > 0 in Q. Assume in addition that

(i) u e VVJ)Z(Q) for some r>n', u=0 on 0Q;
(i1) u € LPL(Q) + LP2(Q) for some p1,p2 satisfying n' < p1 < py < 00;
(iii) divb € L™>>(Q) if r < 2 or p; < 2; and

(iv) u satisfies

/ (Vu —ub) -Vodr =0 for all p € CHQ). (6.1)
Q

Then u = 0 identically on Q.

Proof. Choose Ry > 0 so large that Q¢ C Br, = Bg,(0) and define Qp =
QN B for R > Ry.
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We first show that u € L2 ()N I/Vlif (). Given R > Ry, we fix a cut-off
function n € C°(Bag;[0,1]) with n = 1 on Bg and define w = nu. Then w
belongs to Wol’r(QgR) and satisfies

—AT + div(ub) = — div(2uVn) + uAn + (ub) - Vi in Qap;

that is,

/ (Vﬂ—ﬂb)-Vqua;:/ u(2Vn - Vo + ¢An+ ¢b - Vn) dx
Q2r

Qor

for all ¢ € C}(Q2r). Suppose now that u € L (Q) for some ¢ € [p1,00).
Then since 1 < ¢’ < p} < n, it follows from Lemma 3.6 that

< Cllull La@up) 19llw.a (@,

/ u(2Vn - Vo + ¢An+ ¢b - Vn) dx
Q2R

for all ¢ € Wol’q/(QgR), where C' = C(n,q,n,b). Define § = ¢* if ¢ < n,
g=2nif ¢ =n, and § = oo if ¢ > n. Then by Lemma 3.9, Theorem 2.1 (for
bounded domains, when n’ < ¢ < n), and Lemma 4.2 (when ¢ > n), there

exists a unique w € W(]qu(QQR) N L1(9R), where ¢; = min(2, ¢), such that
—Aw + div(wb) = —div(2uVn) + uAn + (ub) - Vn in Qop
and

Wl L7 (0pp) < C(1, 4,2 Ry, b)|[ull Loy p)-

Since qp := min(r,q;) > n' and w,w € Wol’qO(QgR), it follows from the
uniqueness assertion of Theorem 2.1 (for bounded domains) that @ = w on

Qop. This proves that
we L(Qg) and |lull L7, < C(n,q,Q, Ry, b)|lull Lo (9, p)-

Since R > Ry can be arbitrarily large, it follows that u € Lic(ﬁ). This
argument can be repeated finitely many times to show that u € Lf;’c(ﬁ); that

is, by a bootstrap argument starting from ¢ = p;, we can deduce that
ue L¥(Qr) and |jullpo(g) < C(n,p1,Q R, b)||ull Lo (,p)

for all R > Ry. Moreover, since u € L} (), it follows from Theorem 2.1 (for
bounded domains) that u € W-2(Q).

loc

We next show that u € LP(2) for any p € [p2,00]. Let zy € Q be any
point with |zg| > Ry + 2. Choosing a cut-off function ¢ € C°(Ba(x¢); [0, 1])
with ¢ =1 on Bj(z), we define @ = u(. Then u € Wol’2(B2(a;0)) satisfies

—AT + div(ub) = — div(2uV() + vA( + (ub) - V¢ in Ba(zg).
Hence by the same bootstrap argument as above, we can deduce that

1l oo (By (o)) < C(n, p1, B)[ull o1 (By (20))-
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Since u € LP1(Q) + LP2(Q2) and p; < pa, we have

[ll oo (8, (20)) < C Nl o1 (By (o)) < C llttll o1 () 4-Lr2 () < 005

where C = C(n,p1,p2,b) is independent of any z¢ € Q with |xg| > Ry + 2.
Hence it follows that u € L>°(£2). To show that u € LP?(Q2), we decompose
u = uy + ug, where u; € LP1(Q2) and ug € LP2(Q). If S ={z € Q: |ui(x)| >
1}, then

/ MWMS/IMWWS/MWW<W
Q\s S Q

Moreover, since
SI< [ o do
Q

by Chebyshev’s inequality, we have

lull ez (s) < lluallez sy + llull Lz (s)

< luzl|prz(s) + HuHLw(S)ysyl/pz < oo,

This shows that u; € LP2(Q2). Hence it follows that u = uy + ug € LP2(9).
By Holder’s inequality, we conclude that u € LP(Q) for any p € [p2, 00].

We finally show that v = 0 on ). For a fixed number 8 > 1, let w = u™
and G(w) = wP. Since u € W,22(€) N L>®(), we easily show that G(w) €

loc

WEAQ). Let k € N be so large that Q¢ C By. Fix a cut-off function

loc

n € CX(B;[0,1]) with n = 1 on By and define ni(z) = n(z/k). Then
since npG(w) € Wol’2(§22k), there is a sequence {¢;} in C°(Qy) such that
¢; — G (w) in W12(Qgy) as j — co. Taking ¢ = npe; in (6.1) and letting

J — 00, we have

/QVu -V (n,%w5> dr = /Q(ub) -V <n£w6) dx.

Since Vw = x{y>03 Vu and divb > 0 in ©, it follows that

Vu-V (n,%w5> = Bnpw’ = Vw|? + 2npwP Vi, - Vw

g

2
> ke’ Vul® = 2o Vm?

and

/Qub \Y <7]ka) dx =

\

wb \Y (nkw > dz

2 BH) +2nkw6+1V77k] dz

/ kaHVnk bdz.

Hence, letting w = w#+1)/2 we have

28
(B+1

Q
v+

IN

¥ ‘
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By Lemma 3.6,
p s B ;
< mHV(nkw)lle(Q) +C(n, B, D)@V )13 2

Therefore, using the Sobolev inequality, we obtain
T2y + [V 00T) 2y < C (. 8.D) [0V 2y (6:2)

Recall now that w = ut € LP(Q) for any p € [pa, 00]. Take any 3 > 1 with
B+ 1> py. Then by (6.2) and Holder’s inequality, we have

6]l L2+ () < ClOVnE| 2
c,_ C. (B+1)/2
< 2l su0m0 = 20l -
Letting £ — oo, we deduce that w = 0 on (2. It follows from the definitions
of w and w that u™ = 0 on Q. By a similar argument, we can show that

u~ = 0 on 2. This completes the proof. O

Using Proposition 6.1 and Lemma 4.3 instead of Theorem 2.1 (for bounded
domains), we can also obtain the following uniqueness result for the dual
problem (1.2), under a weaker assumption on b than Lemma 6.2 (we do not
assume that divb € L%%(Q) when r < 2 or p; < 2).

Lemma 6.3. Let Q be an exterior C'-domain in R™, n > 3. Assume that
b € L™*(Q;R") and divb > 0 in Q. Assume in addition that

(i) ve WE'(Q) for somer >n/, v=0 on 9Q;

loc
(i) v € LPr(Q) + LP2(Q) for some p1,pa satisfying n' < p1 < pa < 0o; and

(iii) v satisfies
/ Vo (Vi —bb) de =0 for allp € CL(Q). (6.3)
Q

Then v = 0 identically on Q.

Proof. Choose Ry > 0 so large that Q¢ C Bgr, = Bg,(0) and define Qp =
QN Bpr for R > Ry.
We first show that v € L{2.(Q) N I/Vlicz(ﬁ) If n € C°(Bag;[0,1]) is a

cut-off function with n = 1 on Bp, where R > Ry, then ¥ = nv belongs to
W, (Q2r) and satisfies

—AT —b -V = —div(20Vn) + vAn — (vb) - Vnp  in Qap.

Suppose that v € L] () for some ¢ € [p1,00). Then since 1 < ¢ < n, it
follows from Lemma 3.6 that

| 0096+ 6= b V) da| < Clllzsiaun 6l 0
2R
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for all ¢ € W(}’q/(QgR), where C' = C(n,q,n,b). Define § = ¢* if ¢ < n,
g=2nif g =n, and ¢ = oo if ¢ > n. Then by Lemma 3.9, Proposition 6.1
(when n' < ¢ < 2), Lemma 4.3 (when 2 < ¢ < n), and Lemma 4.2 (when
q > n), we can deduce that

ve LY Qgr) and |[v] iz, < C(n,q, Q2 R,0,b)[|v]| La(yn)-
Hence by a bootstrap argument starting from ¢ = p;, we can show that
(NS LOO(QR) and ”U”Loo(QR) < C(n,pl,Q,R, b)HUHLpl(QQR)

for all R > Ry. Since v € L? (Q), it follows from Proposition 6.1 that

loc

v E Wlif (©2). Adapting the proof of Lemma 6.2, we can also deduce that
v € LP(Q) for any p € [pa,00]. Moreover, it can be shown that if w = v and

8> 1, then
/QV’U -V <n£w6) der = /Q (n,%wﬁb> -Vudz,

where 7, is the cut-off function in the proof of Lemma 6.2. Note that

/Q (n,%wgb> -Voudx = /Q <nzwﬁb> -Vwdz

- ﬁ/@b [V (n,%wBH) — anwBHVnk] dx

2

S_—
B+1

/ w1V, - b dr.
Q

Hence following exactly the same argument as in the proof of Lemma 6.2, we

can complete the proof. O

6.3 Proofs of Theorems 2.1 and 2.2 for exterior domains

To prove Theorem 2.1 for the case when () is exterior and 2 < p < n, it

suffices to prove the following result.

Proposition 6.4. Let Q be an exterior Cl-domain in R™, n > 3. Assume
that b € L™>*(Q;R™), divb >0 in Q, and 2 < p < n.

(i) For each F € LP(Q;R™), there exists a unique p-weak solution u of
(1.1) with f =divF. Moreover, we have

IVl Lr ) < C(n,p, Q) (14 [[bllznes @) IFllLr(o)-

(ii) For each G € LV (Q;R™), there exists a unique p'-weak solution v of
(1.2) with g = div G. Moreover, we have

IVl 1 () < C (0,0, Q) (1+ [[bllLnce () |Gl o (-

Proof. For the case p = 2, the theorem was already proved in Lemma 4.1.
Assume that 2 < p < n and F € L2(;R™) N LP(;R™). Then by

Lemma 4.1 and Proposition 4.6, there exists a unique weak solution w of
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(1.1) with f = divF satisfying [|lul|r= ) < C(n,p)||F||Lr(e)- Since —Au =
div (F — ub) in Q, it follows from Lemmas 3.3, 3.11, and Proposition 3.14
that Vu € LP>°(Q;R™) and

[Vul proo) < Cn,p, Q) (1+ bl noo ) Il o (e)- (6.4)

Hence by a standard density argument, we deduce that for each F € LP(Q; R"),
there exists a unique solution u = T,(F) € DyP>°(Q) N LP"(Q) of (1.1) with
f = div F satistying (6.4). Uniqueness of such a solution follows from Lemma
6.2.

Choose any p1,ps with 2 < p; < p < ps < n. For each i = 1,2, we define
Si(F) = VT,,(F) for all F € LPi(Q2;R™). Then S; is a bounded linear op-
erator from LPi(Q;R™) into LP#>°(€;R™) and its operator norm is bounded
above by C(n,p;, Q) (1+ ||b|gn.cc()). Moreover, it follows from Lemma 6.2
that S; = So on LPY(Q;R™) N LP2(Q;R™). Hence the operators S; can be
extended uniquely to a linear operator S from LP'(Q;R™) + LP2(2;R™) into
LPoo(Q;R™) + LP2°(Q;R™). Therefore, by the Marcinkiewicz interpola-
tion theorem (Lemma 3.1), we conclude that S is a bounded linear operator
from LP(2;R™) into LP(Q;R™) and its operator norm is bounded above by
C(n,p,Q) (14 ||bl|neo(q)). This proves Part (i) of the proposition. Part
(ii) can be proved by using the same duality argument as in the proof of

Proposition 6.1. ]

Proof of Theorem 2.1 for exterior domains. For the case 2 < p < n, Part (ii)
of the theorem immediately follows from Proposition 6.4. Moreover, for the
remaining case n’ < p < 2, Part (ii) can be proved by adapting the proof of
Proposition 6.4 but using Lemma 6.3 instead of Lemma 6.2. This completes
the proof of Part (ii) of the theorem. Part (i) then follows from Part (ii) and
Lemmas 6.2 and 6.3 by a duality argument. O

Proof of Theorem 2.2 for exterior domains. Choose any q1, gs such that 1 <
@1 < q<ga<n/2. Leti=1,2be fixed. Then since n/(n —1) < g <mn, it
follows from Theorem 2.1 that for each F € L% (Q;R"™) there exists a unique
q;-weak solution u = Ty (F) of (1.1) with f = div F, satisfying || Vu|| 4 @ <
C(n,qi,Q)HFHLq;«(Q). Given f € L9%(Q), let F = —VN(f) and u = T+ (F),
where N(f) is the Newtonian potential of f over ). Then it follows from
the Calderon-Zygmund theory that F € L% (Q), I, @ < Cllfllze: @)
and f = divF in Q. Moreover, since —Au = f —b - Vu — (divb)w in Q, it
follows from Lemma 3.3 and Proposition 3.14 that V2u € L%:>°(Q; an) and
V2| Laioo () < C(n, 41, QMR | ai (-

Let o be a multi-index with |a| = 2. For each i = 1,2, we now define
Ti(f) = DTy (VN(f)) for all f € L%(Q). Then by the uniqueness assertion
of Theorem 2.1, we deduce that T) = T5 on L9 (Q) N L%(). Hence there ex-
ists a unique linear operator T from L% (Q)+ L% (2) into L91:°°(2)+ L92:°(Q)
that extends both Ty and Th. Moreover, since Tj is bounded from L% (€2) into
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L%°°(Q) with norm bounded above by C(n,q;, )M, it follows from the
Marcinkiewicz interpolation theorem (Lemma 3.1) that T is bounded from
L9(€) into L9(Q) and its norm is bounded above by C(n,q,Q)MZ. This
proves Part (i) of the theorem. Part (ii) can be proved by the same argu-

ment. O

7 Proofs of Theorems 2.3, 2.4, and 2.5

In this section, we shall first prove Theorem 2.3 on the further regularity
of weak solutions of the dual problem (1.2), by using the Holder regularity
result in Proposition 5.2. Then uniqueness of very weak solutions of (1.2) will
be established by a duality argument (Theorems 2.4 and 2.5). The domain

Q) is a bounded or exterior domain in R™,n > 3, of class C11.

Proof of Theorem 2.3. We first prove the W "+ e regularity result (i). As-
sume that g € W~1P(Q) and n < p < co. Then it follows from Proposition
5.2 that

ve 0@ and vl < Cllgly 1o (7.1)

for some constants 0 < o < 1 —n/p and C > 0, depending only on n,p,
and [|b[n.0c (). Fix any r > 1 such that

max L= _n <r<2
U 2-a 2(n-1) 2

Then since g € W=1P(Q) ¢ W=H2(Q) and n/(n — 1) < 2r < n, it follows
from Theorem 2.1 that

vEWg*(Q) and ||Vollpang) < Cllglhw—rs()-
Moreover, since |b| € L™>(Q2) C L*' (), we have

b - Vol Lr (@) < [Ibllzero) VOl L2r @) < ClbllLnce @) llgllw—1r(0)-

Hence by Lemma 3.8, there exist v; € Wol’p(Q) and vy € Wol’r(Q) NW2r(Q)
such that

v=wv1+vy, —-Avi=g, —Avy=Db-Vu,
and

villwre) + lvallwzr ) < Cllgllw-1r@)-

Since a < 1 —n/p, it follows from (7.1) and the Morrey embedding theorem
that

[v2]lcag@) < Vllga@) + Cllvillwreq) < Cllgllw-10@)-
Hence by the Miranda-Nirenberg inequality (Lemma 3.7),
1V0all 20y < € (Iallwari@) + Izl o) < € lall-oey
where s = % Note that s > n. Therefore, taking

e = min{p,s} —n > 0,
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we conclude that
Vo e LR and [ Vollpee < Cllgly o (72)

To prove the W2"/?+9_regularity result (ii), we assume that g € L(Q)
and n/2 < ¢ < n. Then it follows from the Sobolev embedding theorem that
g € W (Q) and n < ¢* < co. It was already shown that v € Whnte(Q).
Since |b| € L™*°(Q), it follows that

n(n+¢)

b- L*(Q) f .
Vo e L¥(Q2) for any s < ST

Hence recalling again that —Av = g+ b - Vv in €2, we deduce from Lemma
3.13 that

2,5 . [n(nte)
veW=%Q) foranys<m1n{ 2n+€,q}.

The proof is complete. O

Proof of Theorem 2./. Let r = (n/2+ )" be the Holder conjugate of n/2+4,
where 0 is the constant in Theorem 2.3 (ii) corresponding to ¢ = n/2 + 1.
Since 0 < § < 1, it follows that n/2 <7’ <n and n' <r < (n/2)".

Suppose that u € L"(Q) satisfies (2.3). To show that w =0 on Q, let g €
C2°(Q) be given. Then by Theorem 2.3, there exists ¢ € Wol’rl(Q) N2 (Q)
such that —A¢ — b - V¢ = g in Q. Choose a sequence {¢;} in C2(Q) such
that ¢, = 0 on 9Q and ¢ — ¢ in W2"'(Q). Then by Lemma 3.5, we have

/ngda::—/gu(Aqﬁ—kb-V(b) dx

=—lim [ u(A¢r+b-Ver) dz=0.
k—oo J

Since g € C°(Q) is arbitrary, it follows that v = 0 in Q. This completes the
proof of Part (i) of the theorem.

To prove Part (ii), let f € W1 ~(Q) be given. Choose any p such that
1 <p<nandr < p* < (n)* = (n/2). Then since n/2 < (p*) < n, it
follows from Theorem 2.3 that there exists n/2 < s < (p*)’ such that for every
g € L)' (Q) there exists a unique weak solution v = Lg in W&’S(Q)HWZS(Q)
of (1.2). By Theorem 2.3 and the Sobolev embedding theorem, we also
deduce that L is a bounded linear operator from L") (Q) into Wols(Q)
Moreover, since (s*) < n’, it follows that f € W56 (Q). Hence the
mapping g — (f, Lg) is a bounded linear functional on L®")'(Q). Therefore,
by the Riesz representation theorem, there exists a unique u € Lp*(Q) such
that

/ ugdz = (f,Lg) for all g € L®)'(Q).
Q

Now, given ¢ € C?(Q) with ¢|gq = 0, we take g = —A¢ — b- V¢. Then

since ¢ = Lg, we have

_/Qu(A¢+b-V¢) dr = (f, ).
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Hence it follows from Part (i) that u is a unique very weak solution in LP" ()
of (1.1). On the other hand, by Lemma 3.3 and Proposition 3.13, there exists
a unique @ € W,">°(2) such that

_/qusda; —(.6) +/Q<ub> Vo ds

for all ¢ € CL(Q2). Note that w = u — % is a very weak solution in L"()
of the Laplace equation in 2 with trivial data. Hence by duality, it follows
from Lemma 3.8 that u =u € VVO1 P2°(Q). This completes the proof of Part

(ii), because p can be arbitrarily close to n’. O

Proof of Theorem 2.5. By Lemma 6.2, it suffices to show that u € VV&JZ(Q)
for some r > n’ and u = 0 on 9. Choose n € C°(Bs; |0, 1]) such that n =1
on By. For R > 0, we define ng(z) = n(x/R). Fix R > 0 so large that
Q¢ C Bgr = Bg(0), and define @ = nru. Then it follows from the condition
(i) that @ € L™/ ("=2:%°(Qyr). Moreover, by a direct calculation,

/ E(A(b—i—b'V(b)da;:—/ u(pAng +2Vnr - Vo + ¢b - Vng) dz
QQR Q21‘%’,

for all ¢ € C?(Qagr) with ¢|sn,, = 0. Choose any number r such that
n’ <r < (n/2)" = (n')*. Then by Lemma 3.6, we have

/Q [u(pAnr +2Vnr - V¢ + ¢b - Vng)| dz < Cllull1r 0,0 |19l (0,0
2R

for all ¢ € W(}7T/(QQR), where C'= C(r,ng,b). Hence by Theorem 2.1, there
exists a unique w € WOLT(QQR) such that

/ w(AqS—I—b'qu)d:E:—/ u(PpAng +2Vnr - Vo + ¢b - Vng) dz
Qor Qogr

for all ¢ € C*(Qar) with ¢|on,, = 0. Since WOLT(QQR) C L™ (Q2r) and
> (n/)* = n/(n —2), it follows that w € L™("=2:(Qyr). Therefore,
by Theorem 2.4, we deduce that © = w on (p. This proves that u €
WL (Qar) and u = 0 on 9. Since R > 0 is arbitrarily large, it follows that

ue W' (Q). O

loc
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