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Boundary regularity for quasilinear elliptic equations with general
Dirichlet boundary data

Truyen Nguyen®

Abstract

We study global regularity for solutions of quasilinear elliptic equations of the form div A(x, u, Vu) =
div F in rough domains Q in R” with nonhomogeneous Dirichlet boundary condition. The vector field
A is assumed to be continuous in u, and its growth in Vu is like that of the p-Laplace operator. We
establish global gradient estimates in weighted Morrey spaces for weak solutions u to the equation under
the Reifenberg flat condition for Q, a small BMO condition in x for A, and an optimal condition for the
Dirichlet boundary data.
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1 Introduction

We investigate global gradient estimates for weak solutions to the Dirichlet problem

divA(x,u,Vu) = divF  in Q,
(1.1)

u=1y on 0Q,

when Q is a bounded domain in R” (n > 2) and the vector field A is only continuous in the u variable and
possibly discontinuous in the x variable. Let K C R be an open interval and consider the general vector field

A=A(x2¢&): QxKxR'— R"

which is a Carathéodory map, that is, A(x, z, ) is measurable in x for every (z,&) € K xR" and continuous in
(z,&) for a.e. x. We assume that & — A(x, z, &) is differentiable on R”\ {0} for a.e. xand all z € K. Also, there
exist constants A > 0, 1 < p < oo, and a nondecreasing and right continuous function w : [0, c0) — [0, o0)
with w(0) = 0 such that the following conditions are satisfied for a.e. x € Q and all z € K

(0eA(x, 2,6, m) = A7 EP 2yl V¢ € R\ {0} and Vi € R”, (1.2)
IA(x, 2, O + I 10:A(x, 7, €) < AP V¢ e R, (1.3)
IA(x, 21, &) — A(x, 22, E)| < AlEP w(lz) — 220) Vz1,2 € K and V& € R". (1.4)

Interior C1* theory for the homogeneous equation associated to (I.I) was established by DiBenedetto [6]
and Tolksdorf [22] extending the celebrated Holder gradient estimates by Uralfceva [26] and Uhlenbeck [23]]
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for the homogeneous p-Laplace equation. Furthermore, Lieberman derived the global C* estimates
for bounded weak solutions of the corresponding Dirichlet boundary problem when both the domain and
the boundary data are of class C**. On the other hand, interior W' estimates for the nonhomogeneous
quasilinear equation (I.I) was investigated in using the perturbation method by Caffarelli-Peral [3]]
together with the two-parameter scaling technique introduced in [[10] to deal with a specific parabolic equa-
tion. When A has sufficiently small BMO oscillation in x and is Lipschitz continuous in the z variable, it was

established in that: |F|1’%1 € LZ)C — Vue LZ)C for any g > p. This result was extended in [2,[16,18.[19]
to cover more general situations. In particular, the authors of [2]] derived the corresponding global estimates
for Reifenberg flat domains and for zero Dirichlet boundary data. Moreover, they were able to weaken the
condition on A by allowing only Holder continuity in the z variable. In a recent paper [7]] with Di Fazio, we
obtained interior gradient estimates in generalized weighted Morrey spaces for solutions of (I.I) when A
is merely continuous in z. This, in particular, extends the gradient estimates in the classical Morrey spaces
obtained in for the case A(x, z,&) = A(x, &).

Our purpose of the current work is two folds. On one hand, we extend the mentioned result in [2] to
general and optimal Dirichlet boundary condition. On the other hand, we develop the boundary counterpart
of the interior estimates in [7]] by deriving global gradient estimates in generalized weighted Morrey spaces
for bounded solutions of (LI in Reifenberg flat domains. These two goals are treated in a unified manner
and our achieved results give a comprehensive picture of gradient estimates for equation (LI). In what
follows we consider a bounded domain with its boundary being flat in the following sense of Reifenberg [21]].

Definition 1.1. Let 6, R > 0. A bounded domain Q C R" (n > 2) is said to be (6, R)-Reifenberg flat if for
every X € 0Q and every p € (0,R) there is a local coordinate system {x, ..., x,} with origin at the point X
and such that

By(X) N{x: x, > pd} C By(X) NQ C By(X) N{x: x, > —p0d}.

The Reifenberg flatness means that the boundary 9Q is well approximated by hyperplanes at every point
and at every scale. We note that a domain Q is Reifenberg flat if its boundary is C' smooth or, more
generally, its boundary is locally given as the graph of a Lipschitz continuous function with small Lipschitz
constant. However, the class of Reifenberg flat domains is much larger and contains domains with rough
fractal boundaries (see [23]])). In order to state our main results, let us recall the so-called Muckenhoupt class
of A; weights. By definition, a weight is a nonnegative locally integrable function on R” that is positive
almost everywhere. A weight w belongs to the class Ag, 1 < s < oo, if

[Wla, = SuP(JiW(x) dx)(JgW(x)ﬁ dx)s—l ‘oo,

where the supremum is taken over all balls B in R”". We also say that w belongs to the class A, if

[W]a, = sup (Jiw(x) dx) exp (Jilog w(x)_1 dx) < 090,

Now let U c R” be a bounded open set, w be a weight, 1 < g < oo, and ¢ be a positive function on the set
of nonempty open balls in R”. A function g : U — R is said to belong to the weighted space L},(U) if

Il 0y 2= ( fU 12(0)9w(x) dx)" < oo.
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We define the weighted Morrey space M{%?(U) to be the set of all functions g € L{,(U) satisfying

||8||M§;¢(U) = sup
xeU, O<r<diam(U)

(SD(Br()'C))

Twd ! 0. 1.5
w(B(X)) Jp,mnu lg(fw x) ) (>

Notice that ML#(U) = LL(U) if go(B) = w(B), and we obtain the classical Morrey space M%'(U) (0 < A < n)
by taking w = 1 and ¢(B) = |B| For brevity, the Morrey space MZ%¥(U) with w = 1 will be denoted by
M4 (U). Let us next recall the class B, for ¢ that was introduced in [7]].

Definition 1.2. Let ¢ be a positive function on the set of nonempty open balls in R". We say that ¢ belongs
to the class B, with a > 0 if there exists C > 0 such that

@(B(x)) < C(f)d
@(B;(x))
for every x € R" and every 0 < r < 5. We define B, := Uy=0B, C By.

Throughout the paper the conjugate exponent of a number / € (1, ) is denoted by I’. We will also adopt
the following notation: Qr(y) = QN B.(y), Q, := Q,(0), and (A)q,(;)(z,¢) := IBrQ)I fg (})A(x, z,&)dx. On

the other hand, gg := E fE g(x)dx whenever g € L'(E) with E c R” being a measurable and bounded set.
For a fixed number M > 0, we define

Oo,m(A) = sup 1 [Sup A(x, z,€) — (A)a,») (2, §)I] (1.6)

z€RN[-M,M] |B-(y) Q.(y) = €20 |€1P~ !
Our first main result is:

Theorem 1.3. Let A satisfy (L2)-(1.4) with p > 1, and let w be an A; weight for some 1 < s < oo.
Then for any q > p, M > 0, and ¢ € B, with sup,.q ¢(Baiam@)(x)) < oo, there exists a constant 6 =
o(p,q.n,w, A\, M, s,[wla,) > 0 such that: if Q is (6, R)-Reifenberg flat,

sup sup @q,,)(A) <6, (1.7)
0<r<R yeﬁ

and u is a weak solution of (L)) satisfying |lullz~) + IWllL=@) < M, we have
1
IVull pa# () < ClIVUllLr @) + IMa(l” + F|”’ )||p » +IMa(yl” + [FIP)IY 7, ) (1.8)
Mo (@) MET(Q)

Here Mq denotes the centered Hardy—Littlewood maximal operator (see Definition 3.1 in [[7]), and C > 0 is
a constant depending only on g, p, n, w, A, M, ¢, s, R, diam(QQ), and [w]4,.

The above theorem holds true for any weight w in the class A.,. When ¢ > p and certain additional
information about the weights and ¢, ¢ is given, we can further estimate the two quantities in (L8] involving
the maximal function of |[F|”" to obtain:



Theorem 1.4 (global weighted Morrey space estimate). Let A satisfy (L2)—(1.4) with p > 1. Let g > p,
WE Aw, VEAg, ¢ € B, with sup .o ¢(Bgiam)(x)) < o, and ¢ € By satisfy
P

[W,Vl_(%)/]Ai = sup(fwdx)(fvl_(%)/ dx)%_1 < 0o, (1.9
P B B B

v(2B) 1

w(2B) $(2B) ~ " @(B)

for all balls B C R". (1.10)

Then for any M > 0, there exists a small constant 6 = d(p,q,n,w, A\, M, [wla.) > 0 such that: if Q is
(6, R)-Reifenberg flat, (L7) holds, and u is a weak solution of (L)) satisfying |lullL=) + WL~y < M, we
have

IVl e @ < C|V01 + IF17 | (111

M@
with C depending only on q, p, n, w, A, M, ¢, ¢, Cs, R, diam(Q2), [w]a,,, [V]a,, and [w, vl_(%)/]Ai.
P P

This result complements the global C' regularity developed by Lieberman [[13] for the corresponding
homogeneous equation when (x,z) — A(x,z,-) is C* and both 9Q and ¢ belong to the class C'®. The
boundedness assumption for u in Theorems [[3] and [[L4] is used to handle the dependence of the principal
part on the solution itself. A simple inspection of our proofs reveals that this condition is not needed in the
special case A(x, z,€) = A(x, &). As far as we know all available global W4 estimates for nonlinear equation
of p-Laplacian type are only established for identically zero Dirichlet boundary data. Our boundary data is
general and the imposed condition on ¢ is optimal in view of the linear case. We expect that our method of
dealing with nonhomogeneous boundary data can be useful for other nonlinear elliptic equations.

The central point in proving the above main results is to be able to show that gradients of weak solu-
tions u to equation (I.I) can be approximated in an invariant way by bounded gradients in L” norm (see
Proposition 3.2). In order to achieve this we encounter four main difficulties: the discontinuity of A(x, z, &)
in the x variable and the dependence of A on the z variable, the nonhomogeneous Dirichlet boundary data,
the roughness of the domain, and the fact that equations of the form (I.I]) are not invariant with respect to
dilations and rescaling of domains. Using the method in [415] and an argument in [T,2l[17], we deal with the
first two issues in Lemmas[3.3]and 3.4lby freezing the x and z variables and comparing solution u of (I.I)) to
that of the corresponding frozen equation with zero Dirichlet boundary data. The third issue is handled by a
compactness argument allowing us to extract information from the limiting equations whose domains have
flat boundaries, see the proofs of Lemma[3.3land Lemma[Al To overcome the last issue about the lack of
the invariant structure, we use the key idea introduced in by enlarging the class of equations under
consideration in a suitable way. Precisely, we consider the associated quasilinear elliptic equations with two
parameters, i.e. equation (2.4) below. The chief advantage of working with (2.4) is that equations of this
form are invariant with respect to dilations and rescaling of domains. However, there arise new difficulties in
dealing with the parameters. It is essential for the success of our analysis that all the obtained approximation
estimates and involving constants must be independent of the two parameters. The large part of this paper
is devoted to achieving this.

The organization of the paper is as follows. We recall some preliminary results in Subsections 2. 1H2.2]
and state two key regularity results (Theorems and 2.10) in Subsection 2.3] about gradient estimates in
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weighted L7 spaces. Section[3]is devoted to proving Proposition 3.2l which shows that gradients of weak so-
lutions to two-parameter equation (Z.4) can be approximated by bounded gradients in a small neighborhood
of any point in the domain. Using this crucial result, we establish in Subsection d.J]some density estimates
for gradients and then prove Theorems and in Subsection Finally, the main results stated in
Theorems [[.3] and [[.4] are derived in Subsection as consequences of Theorem

2 Preliminaries and key regularity results

2.1 Basic properties of A; weights and estimates for the maximal function
Given a weight w and a measurable set £ C R”, we use the notation dw(x) = w(x) dx and w(E) = fE w(x)dx.

Lemma 2.1. Letw € A for some 1 < s < co. Then there exist 0 < 8 < 1 and K > 0 depending only on n
and [w]a, such that
|El\s _ w(E) |E|\8
(wly — < K(—
A (|B|) w(B) (|B|)
for all balls B and all measurable sets E C B. In particular, w is doubling with w(2B) < 2" [w]a w(B).

(2.1)

Lemma 2.2 (Characterizations of A, weights). Suppose that w is a weight. Then w is in A, if and only if
there exist 0 < A, v < oo such that for all balls B and all measurable sets E C B we have

B Ay

2.2
w3 =B 22)

When w € A, the above constants A and v depend only on n and [w]a_. Conversely, given constants A and
v satisfying @.2), we have [w]a., < C(n,A,v).

Let M denotes the uncentered Hardy—Littlewood maximal operator (see Definition 3.1 in [7])). For two
weights wy and w», let

[wi, wala, = sgp(ﬁw(x) dx)(ngz dx)q_l,

u (w ) f[M(szB)]qwl dx) )

Then [wy, wala, < [w, wz] . Moreover, we have the following estimates from [[7]] for the maximal function

[wi, wals, =

in weighted Morrey spaces

Lemma 2.3 (Corollary 3.6 in [7]]). Let w, v be two weights and ¢, ¢ be two positive functions on the set of
nonempty open balls in R". Let 1 < g < oo and U C R" be a bounded open set. Assume that w is doubling
and there exists a constant C, > 0 such that

sup v(Bs(y) 1 <C 1
sr<s<adiamy WBs() ¢(Bs(») ~ " @(BA(y))

Assume in addition that one of the following two conditions is satisfied:

forally e U and 0 < r < diam(U). (2.3)



g-1
(A) There exists r > 1 such that sup(fwdx)(fv’(l_”dx) " < oo
B JB B

(B) [W,Vl_ql]Aq < ocoand v\ € A,
Then [w,v'~?] s, < o and there exists a constant C > 0 depending only on n, g, C., the doubling constant
forw, and [w, Vl_q,]gq such that
IMy(Dllpge ) < Clfllygsg, VI € LAU).

Lemma 2.4 (Corollary 3.7 in [7]). Let 1 < g < oo, w € Ay, and U C R" be a bounded open set. Assume that
¢ and ¢ are two positive functions on the set of open balls in R" such that there exists C, > 0 satisfying

sup d(B;())' < C.oB ()" forallye Uand0 < r < diam(U).
2r<s<2diam(U)

Then there exists a constant C > 0 depending only on n, g, C., and [w]a, such that

Nyl < Cllfllygo g, forany f € LY(U).

2.2 An energy inequality and some classical regularity estimates

Let us consider the following equation

A(x, A0u, AV
div[w]:divF in Q.
o= (2.4)

u=y on 09,

where A, 8 > 0 are two parameters. We will use the fact (see the proof of [22] Lemma 1]) that condition
(L2) implies that

41PN — i p>2
A(x,z2,6) - Ax,z,n),E—m) >4 1, _ _ ) 7 2.5
< ( ‘f) ( 77) ‘f 77> { 4 lA 1(|§|+ |n|)p 2|§_n|2 if 1<p <2 ( )
forae. x € Q,all z € K, and all &, neR
Proposition 2.5 (energy estimate). Let y € W'P(Q) and u be a weak solution of @.4). Then we have
f [Vul? dx < C(p,n, A)f (IVyl? + IFII’/)dx. (2.6)
Q Q

Proof. Let A(x,z,&) := W. Then by using u — ¢ as a test function in equation 2.4) we get

f(A(x, u,Vu), Vu) dx = f(A(x, u, Vu), Vi) dx + f(F, Vu — Vi) dx.
Q Q Q

But it follows from (2.3) for = 0 and the fact A(x, z,0) = 0 that (A(x, z, ), &) > C(p, A)||P. Therefore, we

obtain
f|Vu|pdx§C[fIVulp_llvadx+f|F||Vu|dx+f|F||V¢|dx].
Q Q Q Q

We deduce from this and Young’s inequality that estimate (2.6)) holds true. O



Leta = a(x,¢) : Q X R" — R”" be measurable in x for every & € R" and continuous in & for a.e. x € Q.
In addition, we assume that there exist constants A > 0 and 1 < p < oo such that the following structural
conditions are satisfied for a.e. x € Q and all £ € R™:

(a(x,6),&) = AelP and  Ja(x, &) < Al 2.7
The following interior Holder estimate is classical, see for instance [8L[14]].

Theorem 2.6 (interior Holder estimate). Let Q C R”" be a bounded domain and a(x, &) satisfy @.1). Suppose
w e Wllo’f (Q) is a weak solution of diva(x, Vw) = 0 in Q. Then u is continuous in € and has the following
bound on its modulus of continuity: if Br(X) C Q and r € (0, R), then we have

r\B
oscw < C(—) oscw,
B,(x) Bg(x)

where C > 0 and 8 € (0, 1) depend only on p, n, and A.

Proof. This is a special case of Theorem 4.11 in [[14]. Notice that due to a much more general equation
in [14] their corresponding constants C and 3 depend also on [[wl|z~(g,(x). However, an inspection of their
proof in page 196 reveals that with structural condition (2.7)) these constants can be chosen to depend only
on p, n, and A as stated. m]

The next regularity result is well known and is a special case of [11} Theorem 1.1] and [14], Theorem 4.19
and Corollary 4.20] (see also [24]] and [8], Theorem 6.8 and estimate (7.54)]).

Theorem 2.7 (global higher integrable and Holder estimates). Let Q C R”" (n > 2) be a bounded domain,
a(x, &) satisfy @), xo € 0Q, and ro > 0. Assume that there exist positive constants ¢, and p, satisfying

|Bo(2)\ Q| > ¢, |B,(2)| (2.8)
for all z € B, (xo) N 0Q and all p € (0, p..). Suppose that w € whrp (Q,,(x0)) is a weak solution of

div a(x,Vw) =0 in Q,(xo),
w=0 on By, (x0) NOQ.

Then

(i) There exist constants py € (p,o0) and C > 0 depending only on p, n, c., and A such that: if 0 < r <
s < rg and B(y) C Q,,(x0), we have

1 1 1 1
( |Vw|1’°dx) 70 < c( |Vw|1’dx)”.

1B Ja,i 1BsO) Ja, o)

(ii) For any z € B, (xo) N 0Q and any r € (0, rol, we have
r\B
oscw < C(—) |wl|= ,
gse %)Mu%@

where C > 0 depends only on p, n, and A, while 8 € (0, 1) depends in addition on c..



Proof. The result in (i) is from [[11, Theorem 1.1] and the precise estimate for Vw can be tracked from
their proof and the use of Gehring’s lemma. On the other hand, the result in (ii) is a particular case of
Theorem 4.19 in [I4]]. The estimate obtained in [14] is less explicit than ours due to their more general
equation. However, our stated oscillation estimate follows from their proof in pages 200-201 and our simple
structural condition (2.7)). |

The next result is a special case of [13] Lemma 5] and plays an essential role in proving our main results.

Theorem 2.8 (Boundary Lipschitz estimate). Let a : R" — R”" be a continuous vector field such that
& - a(é) is differentiable on R \ {0} and a satisfies (L2)—(L3). Suppose that w € W P(By) is a weak
solution of diva(Vw) = 0 in BJr andw = 0on Bg N {x: x, = 0}. Then we have

sup |[Vwl? < C(p,n,A) — f [Vw|Pdx.
By
3

2.3 Key regularity results

Theorem 2.9. Let A satisfy (L2)—(4) with p > 1, and let w € Ay for some 1 < s < co. For any q > p and
M > 0, there exists a constant § = 6(p,q,n,w, A\, M, s,[w]a,) > 0 such that: if Q is (6, R) Reifenberg flat,

A>0,0>0, (L) holds, and u is a weak solution of 2.4) satisfying ||ull.~q) + W=y < 19, then

f7wmqmv<<?@vmuum jfhkxwwW+4FW5%dw). (2.9)
Q

Here C > 0 is a constant depending only on q, p, n, w, A\, M, s, R, diam(Q), and [w]a,.
We also have the following localized version of Theorem

Theorem 2.10. Let A satisfy (L2)—(L4) with p > 1, and let w € A for some 1 < s < co. For any q > p and
M > 0, there exists a constant 6 = 6(p,q,n,w, A, M, s,[w]a,) > 0 such that: if Q is (6, R)- Reifenberg flat,

A1>0,0>0, (L) holds, and u is a weak solution of @2.4) satisfying ||ull~q) + Wll=@) < /19’ then
1 4 1 r 4
_— [Vulldw < C[ Vul? dx)’ + ——— Maq,,»(IV [? + |F|”)? dw
WwB,) Jo,o Q&@mgmw ) WBO) Jo VY

for everyy € Qandr>0. Here C >0 depends only on q, p, n, w, A, M, s, R, diam(Q), and [w]a,.

The above two results play a crucial role in proving our main theorems stated in Section [} and their
proofs will be given in Subsection[4.2] As a consequence of Theorem[2.9]and the maximal function estimate,
we get:

Corollary 2.11 (global weighted L? estimate). Let A satisfy (L2)-(4) with p > 1. Then for any q > p,
M > 0, and any weight w € Aq there exists a constant 6 > 0 such that: if Q is (6, R)-Reifenberg flat, 1 >0,

0 > 0, (L) holds, and u is a weak solution of 2.4) satisfying |lullL=) + IWllL=@) <

JC Vul? dw < C JC (IVg1? + [FI77) dw.
Q Q

Here C, 6 are constants depending only on g, p, n, w, A, M, R, diam(QQ), and [w],, .
P

< /19, we have



Proof. Since g > p, we have from Theorem and Muckenhoup’s strong type weighted estimate for the
maximal function that

4
JC [Vul? dw < C(lqulle(Q) Jf) [V + |F|P-1]dw). (2.10)
From Proposition and Holder inequality, we also have
4 - q=p 17
IVull?, ) < c[f (Vyl? + [F) dx]|” < c[f wﬁdx f (Ve + [F|77) dw. 2.11)
Q Q

Let X € R” be such that Q c By := B(x,diam(Q)). Then

|Bol |Bol?
[qu de [f wa- de _[ ]Aq w(Bo) <[W]A% W(Q)

This together with (2.10)—(2.11) yields the desired conclusion. i

3 Approximating gradients of solutions

In this section, we always suppose that Q is a bounded domain in R" with n > 2. For the next result, we also
assume that

1
0€0Q and [By2)\ Q|2 31B,(2) forallze ByNdQ andall 0<p<2. 3.1)

Lemma 3.1. Let A satisfy (L2)-(.4), and M > 0. For any € € (0, 1], there exist small positive constants &
and o depending only on &, p, n, w, A, and M such that: if 1 > 0, 8 > 0, Q satisfies (3.1)),

B3y N {x, > 306} C Q35 C B3y N {x, > =300}, 3.2)

y € By satisfies either y = 0 or Byy(y) C Qo,

On)(A) <6 and f (Vul? + [EP ) dx <6,

B4
and u is a weak solution of 2.4) satisfying
[leel| + [yl v : [VulP dx < 1 d ! [VulPdx < 1
ull L~ 1o — ufdx<1, and ——— ulPdx < 1,
() @) = 16" |By Q 1Bac | Jau, )

then there exists a function v € whrp (Qy5(y)) such that

IVVIlz2 @) < C(p,n, A)  and [Vu — V| dx < €.

1B20O)| Jay ()

By translating and scaling, we obtain:



Proposition 3.2. Let A satisfy (L2)—(.4), and M > 0. For any € € (0, 1], there exist small positive constants
0 and o depending only on ¢, p, n, w, A\, and M such that: if Q is (6, R)-Reifenberg flat, A > 0, 0 > 0, y € 9Q,
re (0,2, y e B,(9) satisfies either y = § or Bigr(y) C Q,(3),

(IVylP| + F)P ) dx < 6,

B0, (n(A) < and y
30 () |B4r(y)| Q4 (5)

and u is a weak solution of 2.4) satisfying

1
VulP dx <1, and

- . [VulPdx <1,
A0 By Jau, ) 1BaorO)l Jau,, )

lletll 2o, 59y + Wl Lo, 5y <

then there exists a function v € W'"P(Qour(y)) such that

IVVIlz= (@) < C(p,n, A)  and [Vu — VP dx < &P.

1B2orO| Jas,, ()

Proof. The result is obtained by translating and scaling, and then applying Lemma 3.1l Precisely, let Q :=
(r''x=9:xeQlandj:=r'(y-7) € B;. Then0 € 9Q and Q is (6, R/r)-Reifenberg flat with R/r > 2.
Thus it follows from Definition [ T]that Q satisfies the so-called (A)-property: there exists a positive constant
K = K(9) such that

KIB,y(2)| < [By(2) N Q| < (1 = K)|By(2)|

for all z € AQ and all p € (0,R/r). Moreover, K(6) — 1/2 when § — 0. As ¢ > 0 is small, we deduce that
Q satisfies condition (G.1)). By rotating the standard coordinate system {xi, ..., x,,} if necessary, we also have
from Definition [[.1] that

B, N {x, > po} C f!p C B, N {x, > —pd}

for any p < 2. In particular, condition (3.2) is verified for Q as well. We next define

A(x, 2,E) = A(rx +y,2,¢), F(x) =F(rx+7y), ax) = r_lu(rx + ), J/(x) = r_lw(rx +y), and 0 = or.

Then i is a weak solution of div W] =divF inQandii = ¥ on 8. Moreover,
~ M 1 1
il oy + Wl oy £ =5 —— |V17{|p dx = - |VM|P dz < 1,
L(Q) B8 Bl Jg . B3| Jou, 5
1 ~
- |V17t|pdx: |Vu|deS 1’ O ~(A):®Q(ﬂ v(A)S&,
[Bac (D Jau, &) 1BaorO)| Juy, ) Q3 (5) 30 (Y)

1 - I p
and — f (VG + B ) dx = (VPP + FI” ) dz < 6.
|B4l Ja,

1B4; (M| Jau, )

Therefore, we can apply Lemma[3.1]to conclude that there exists a function 7 € W'? (flzg@)) such that

IV¥ll (@, 59y < C(pom, A)  and Vit — V9| dx < &P.

1
1B2o(MI Ja, )
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Let v(x) := r9(r~'(x — ¥)). Then we infer that

IVVIlz2 (s, < C(p,n, A)  and [Vu — V)P dx < €.

|BZO'r(y)| Qo ()

The rest of this section is devoted to proving Lemma[3.1l The first step is:

Lemma 3.3. For any € > 0, there exist small positive constants 6 and o depending only on €, p, n, w,
A, and M such that: if A > 0, 0 > 0, Q satisfies 3.1), y € By satisfies either y = 0 or B4, (y) C Qy,
ﬁ fQ4 (VY|P + [F|P)dx < 6, and u is a weak solution of @A) satisfying

M
el ) + W=y < = and [Vul? dx < 1,

9 B4l Jo,

then
1

[BaocO)| Jau, )

[Vu -Vl dx < &P,

where f is a weak solution of

A(x, 10u , AV
aiv [ 2200 B gy g ),

Ap-1 (3.3)
f=h on  0Quq(y)
with h being a weak solution of
A Vh
div [M] =0 in Q
Ap-1 (34)
h=u—-y on 0.

Proof. We only present the proof for p > 2 using an idea in [1}2]. The argument for the case 1 < p < 2
is similar with some slight adjustments which can be found in [2,[7]. For convenience, let A(x, z, &) =
AR We write
A=l
Vu-Vf=Vu-h)+Vh-f)
and will estimate ||V(u — h)l|rru, ) and |[V(h = llLr@u, (). By using u — ¢ — h as a test function in the
equations for # and & we have

(A(x,u, Vi) — A(x, u, V), V(u — — h)ydx = f (F,V(u—-y —h)dx
Q, Q

yielding

(A(x, 1, Viey = A(x, 1, VY, Vu—h)ydx < A | [VI[[VulP~" + VAP~ | dx + f IF1(1Vu— )] + Vi) d.
Q4 Q4 Q4

11



We then use (2.3) to bound the above left hand side from below. As a consequence, we obtain

IV(u — h)Pdx < C(p, A)
Q

IVI[IVulP~" + VAP dx + f IFI(IV(u = ) + V) dx].
Q4

Q4

Hence we infer from Young and Holder inequalities, and the energy estimate in Proposition that

V(u~ hPdx < C ||vw||Lp<Q4>(||Vu||L,,(Q4) VAL o + Bl ) + f |F|P’dx]
Q Q4

sc||vw||Lp<Q4>(||Vu||L,,(Q)+||V(u DI, + Pl ) + fg |F|p’dx]
4

<C ||Vw||Lp<g4>(||Vu||L,,(Q4) VUL e,y + Il ) + f |F|"’dx].
Q
Using the assumptions we then obtain
V(= )Pdx < C[IIV¥ILr,) + f IF|” dx|, (3.5)
(oh (oh

which together with the fact that B4, (y) C B, implies that

1

_ C ,
V= hFdx < |Vl + f IFI”" dx|. (3.6)
1Bac Ol Jou, ) a”[ Wilercan o |

By letting m := iiq, () and using & — f as a test function in the equations for 4 and f, we have

f (A(x,m,Vf),V(h—- )ydx = f (A(x,u, Vh),V(h - f))dx.
940(}’) 940'()')
This together with (2.3) gives
f IV(h — f)IP dx < 4P71A f (A(x,m,Vh) — A(x,m, V), V(h - f))dx
Q4 (y) Qe ()

— 417—1Af (A(x,m,Vh) — A(x,u, Vh),V(h - f))dx
Qus ()

< 4r7IA f min {2A, w(A0lu — m))} [VAIP ' |V(h - f)| dx. (3.7)
Que(y)
As a consequence of (3.7) and Young’s inequality, we obtain
f IV(h — )P dx < C(p,A) VAP dx.
Qo (y) Qur(y)

Let ¢ € C7’(B4) be the standard cutoff function satisfying 0 < ¢ < 1, ¢ = 1 in By, and [V¢| < C. Then
it follows by taking h¢” as a test function in equation (3.4) for & that sz VAP dx < C fm |h|P dx. Thus by
combining with the above estimate and the fact Q4,(y) € Q, we conclude that
1 C C C./M\p
V(h- )P d <= h\P dx <—h”m < Py < —(=) .
B0l Ja o, VDY M Wl gy < == Wiy < = (35)

12



This together with (3.6) gives the desired conclusion if %(ﬂﬂ)p < £P/2. We hence only need to consider the

0
case C. M »
% P &

;(79) > (3.8)

For this, note first that (3.3)) and the assumption yield

1
IVAllr @ < IVCR = )iy + IVullr @) < C[(nvwnmm + f FI”dx)” + 1] < C.
Q

As h = 0on B;NJQ and Q satisfies (3.I), we can use this estimate together with the higher integrability for
Vh given by Theorem 2.7]to conclude that

( ! |Vh|1’°dx)% <c( IVhlpdx)% <C (3.9)

1Bac | Jau, ) [B1OWI Ja, )

with py > p and C > 0 depending only on p, n, and A. We deduce from (3.7)), Young and Hélder inequalities,
and (3.9) that

1 7’
Vih-HPdx<C w(A0lu — m|)? |Vh|Pdx
[Bac DI Jau, ) V=) 1Bac Ol Jau, ) (19 IV
?'po pop A
<q| w(A0lu — ml)odx| "0 | VAP dx|”
1Bas O Jau, ) [Bas DI o, )

»'po pozp

1 f LA
<Cl——— w(A0|lu — m|)rordx| ™ .
[ [Bas O Jau, ) ]

But for any y > 0, we have

f wW(ABlu — m|)ro~rdx = f wW(AB|lu — m|)ro~rdx + f wW(AB|lu — m|)ro=r dx
Qur () {Qar (0):AOlu—m|<y} {Qar (0):AOlu—m|>y}

?'po
P’ 2M)ror
< Qe ()l w(y) s + LET f A6k — m)Pdx.
P Q0 (y)

Therefore, we infer that

1
[Baoc O Jau, )

IV(h = )P dx < Co(y) +C

w(2M)? [ (10)? lu — m|pdx] T (3.10)

P(po—p)

Vo [Bac DI Jau, )

for all y > 0. Let us now estimate the last integral in (3.10). As

llu = mllru, oy < =+ Wller@u,o) + I+ ) = (h+ a, pller@uon + I+ ¥, ) = o, oL@, o)
< 20lu =+ Pl + I = Py, oller@uon + I1h = hay, ol

it follows from Sobolev and Poincaré inequalities that

1
1Bac D) Jau, o)

p
1Bac D) Jau, o)

ju—mlPdx < Clo™" f IV(u—h—y)Pdx + VylPdx + ( osc h)’|. (3.11)
Q Qi ()
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We now use the fact 4 = 0 on By N Q and Q satisfies (3.1)) to estimate the oscillation of & when y = 0 or
By, (y) C Q. In the first case, we can directly employ Theorem 2.7] to get

4o
h=osch < C(=)Ylhllz=, < CoPIhllL=()- 3.12
gs¢ = gseh < C(Y Ml [P (3.12)
In the second case, let r := dist(y, dQ) = [y — xg| < |y| < 1 for some x¢ € dQ N B,. Then as B,(y) C By,(xp),
we have from Theorem 2.6l and Theorem 2.7] that

40 \8 o\B O\B/2r\B
h= osc h<C(— h<C(— h< (=) (=) Il < CoPlhllpoy.  (3.13
e = ose h< C(==) oseh < C(T) ose h< C(L) () Will=@uoon < Colllillim@o. (3:13)

From B.I1)—@.13), the fact ||Al|.~q,) < M/A6, and (3.8), we obtain
(10)?

[Bas DI Jau, )
Plugging this estimate into gives

1
[BacO)| Jau, )

< Colyy +CM 5" wMy’ [ -

(ye)r

By combining this with (3.6)) and using (3.3) we obtain

1
[Bac O Jau, )

lu-—mPdx<C

cr‘z"(%Y’( fg V=l dx+ fg VUt dx)+ (Moﬁ)”].

IV(h = NI dx

po—p
PO

( |V(u — h)IP dx + f VP dx) + (f)p]
Q Qy Y

C ’ ’
V= NP dx < —(IV¥lre) + f [F”'dx) + Cw(y)?
Q

po—p
Po

P(po—p) , 0-—2”
+CM n w2M)?
(ye)P

for every y > 0. From this, we get the desired conclusion by choosing y small first, then o, and 6 last. O

/’ O-'B
(Vi + f [FI”'dx) + (—)f’]
Q Y

Our second step is to show that the gradient of the solution f to (3.3) can be approximated by the gradient
of a solution to a homogeneous equation with constant coefficient. Precisely, we have:

Lemma 3.4. Let € € (0, 1], and let o be its corresponding constant given by Lemma Let Q, ¢, F, u,
and h be as in Lemma(3.3] and assume in addition that m fQ4 o) |[Vul? dx < 1. Suppose that f is a weak
solution of (3.3) and w is a weak solution of

(A)Qs, () (it , (), AVW)

div | a1 [=0 in Qw0 (3.14)
w=f on 0Q3,(y).
There exist constants pgy € (p, ) and C > 0 depending only on p, n, and A\ such that: if p > 2, then
1 Po—P
Vf = VwlP dx < C Oq, ) (A) 7 (3.15)

1B3o )| Jas, )
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and if 1 < p <2, then
1
1B3o D)l Jas, )

Proof. For convenience, define a(x, &) :=
Then using (2.3) we get

po—p
Po

V- VwlPdx <1+ Ct 7O, (A) © forevery e (0,1).

A(x,A0m,A€)

o with m 1= iq,, ). We first consider the case p > 2.

[ m-wrarsa [ Qo) - @0 @90 =1 (3.16)
Q35 (1) Q35(y)
To estimate the term I, we use f — w as a test function in equations (3.14)) and (3.3) to obtain

fg (@ (T, 91— = f (@, V), V(f - w) dx.

930'(}’)
Hence,
I=A f (@), (V) —alx, V), V(f —w))dx
Q30(y)
a(x, &) —«(a :
< Af sup lax.8) ~< _>193"°)(§)| VAP~V = w)l dx. (3.17)
Qo (y) €20 1P
We now claim that there exist constants py € (p, o) and C > 0 depending only on p, n, and A such that
L 1
1 0] 1 P
(— |Vf|p°dx) <C (— IVflpdx) . (3.18)
1B3o M| Jas, ) 1Bac Ol Jau, ()

Indeed, this follows from the classical interior higher integrability if B4, (y) C . In the case y = 0, we
obtain (3.I8) from the boundary higher integrability in Theorem[2.7]by using the fact f = & = 0 on By, NIQ
and the assumption that Q satisfies (3.I)). Thanks to Lemma[3.3] we also have

1 -l
_ IV flPdx < f IVf — Vul? dx + f Vul? dx] <2 el +1]1 <27, (3.19)
1Bac | Jau, ) [Bac DI [ Jau, o) Qur ()
Therefore, we infer that
1
( ! IV fPod )% <C
x| <C.
B3 Jas, )
This together with (3.16)-(3.17), Young and Holder inequalities, and the fact |a(x, &)| < AJ&P~! gives
1 1 a(x,é) —(a , /
R V(f —w)P dx < C Sup| (x,6) =« >1Q3,,())(§)|]p VP
1B3o DI Jas, ) B3| Jas, ) * 20 |€1P~
’ [70_—17 P

1 a(x,§) —(a ; e b0 1 0

< C( Supl (x, &) =« >IQ3(T())(€:)|]p0 pdx) ( |Vf|p0dx)p0
B3| Jas, () ' 20 1€1P~ 1B3o )| Jas, )
Po—P

1 a(x,¢)—<(a “ro

< C( Sup| (x,6) =« >1Q3(,-(y)(§)|dx) "
[B3o Jas, () £20 1P~
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But we have from the definition of a that

[a(x, &) — (a)a,, () (©)I |A(x, A0m, 1) — (A)q,, () (A0m, )|
= sup .
20 &Pt 1#0 P!

Thus we conclude that

1
B3| Jas, )

IA(x, 20m, €) = (A)q,, ()(10m, g)|dx)% |

IV(f —w)lPdx < C( sup
1B3o(M| Jas, () £20 |£[p=1

This together with the fact A0m € K N [-M, M] and the definition of Bg,, (A) given by (L6) yields estimate
(B.I3). We next consider the case 1 < p < 2. Then condition (1.2) in is satisfied thanks to (2.3)).
Therefore, instead of (3.16) we now have from Lemma 3.1] that

2 1
f IV(f —wlP dx < T f IV£IP dx + C,7! 71 forall Te(0,=).
Q30() Q3,9 2

Then we deduce from estimate (3.17)) for 7 and Young’s inequality that

1
IV(f —w)lPdx <21 [VFIP dx
Bl Jono Bl Jouo
2y 1 [a(x, &) — (@), ()l
+C(p, AP —— su s IV P dx.
|B3o-()l 93(,@)[5;&8 &1 ]

The first integral is estimated by (3.19) and the last integral can be estimated exactly as above. As a conse-

quence, we obtain
e v Pax < 272y r 4 Cpon, AT 00, ) (A) T forall 0, 2
B0 Jo gy VY TN RS2 T Cpm T B (A) 0 forall 7€ (0, 5).

30

O

To obtain Lemma 3.1} our last step is to show that the gradient of the solution w to (3.14) can be
approximated by a bounded gradient. Precisely, we have:

Lemma 3.5. Leta : R" — R" be a vector field as in Theorem[2.8 Let &€ > 0, and let o be its corresponding
constant given by Lemmal3.3] Then there exists a constant § > 0 depending only on €, p, A, and n satisfying:
if Q ¢ R" is a bounded domain such that 3.2) holds, y € B, satisfies either y = 0 or B4, (y) C Q, and
w € WP(Qs,(y)) is a weak solution of

divalVw) =0 in Q3,(y),
w=0 on Bz (y) N OQ

with \Vw|P dx < 1, then there exists a function v € W'"P(Qu,(v)) such that

I
[B3o()| f(zy, )

IVVIlz2 @) < C(p,n,A)  and [Vw — VP dx < &P

1B20O)| Jsy ()
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Proof. If B4y(y) C Q, then the conclusion follows by simply taking v = w and using the interior Lipschitz
estimate for w. Notice that condition (3.2)) is not used for this case. Thus it suffices to consider the case
y=0.Ifwelet Q:={oc~'x: x € Q) and Ww(x) := o 'w(ox), then Q satisfies

B3N {x, > 36} € Q3 C B3N {x, > =365}

and W is a weak solution of diva(Vw) = 0 in Q3 with w = 0 on B; N Q. Moreover, |B—13| 6, [VW|P dx =
ﬁ sz IVw|P dz < 1. Therefore, by working with Q and W we can assume in addition that o~ = 1, and only

need to show that there exists a function v € W(Q,) such that

V], < C(p,n,A) and [Vw — V[P dx < &P
Q

For this, we first apply Lemmal[A.T]to conclude that there exists a weak solution ¥ to the equation

div a(Vy) =0 in B;,
p=0 on B3nNix, =0}

with ﬁ fB; [VF|P dx < (47 A%)? such that

1
( f w = 717 dx)” < &”. (3.20)
B3N{x,>36}

Then by the Lipschitz estimate in Theorem 2.8 we also have

IVl g < CL IVl dx < C. (3.21)
2 3

Let us extend ¥ from B} to B3 by the zero extension. Due to (3.21)) the resulting function ¥ satisfies:

¥ € WP(B3) and
(IVVllL=s5) < C. (3.22)
2

Moreover, 7 is a weak solution of div a(VP) = —g, in Bz with §(x) = xix,<0}(x) a,(Vi(x’,0)) for x =
(¥, x,,) € B3. Notice that if we let Ds := B3 N {x,, > 36}, then (3.20) gives

~ - - _ - 2
f Iw—vlpdxsf w—Pdx+ | |w-7Pdx<2P 1[f |w|de+f |v|de]+sP.
Q Q% \Ds Ds Q% \Ds Q% \Dgs

If p > n, then we can bound L* norms of w and ¥ since [[wlly1rq,) + [Pllwirq,) < C. As a consequence,
2 2

5
2

we deduce that

T eP < Coh 4 E” (3.23)

f w — P dx < C|Qs \ Ds
Qs 2

2
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In case p < n, we also have (3.23) as the above estimate together with Holder and Poincaré inequalities
implies that

f w— PP dx < 2P7!
Q

5
2

n-p
n

(g5 ([, w a0 o

2

np
(L%\D(S [Vw|? dx) + (jz;g - V)P dx)

2

P
gl

n-p
n

<C 5%+l < Ch + 6"

Let us define v(x) := ¥(x, x, — 36) = ¥(x — 3de,). Then from the equation for ¥ we infer that v is a weak
solution of

{ diva(Vv) = —g, in Qs, (324

v=20 on B3NoQ,
where
8(X) 1= X{x,<30)(X) 2, (VV(X', 36)) = x{x,<35)(X) 2, (VI(x',0)) for x=(x',x,) € Q3.

Let D2%%(x) := w denote the nth difference quotient. From (3.23) and L? estimate for V¥, we also
have

1
Ibw = viliray) < Iw =Tl + f [706) = ¥x = 3den)l” dx) < Iw = Tl + 361D} Flway)

Qs
2

< W = Wiy + 30IVFlls,, ) < C(67 +6) +&” < Con + £P. (3.25)
2 T

Take ¢ € CJ(B %) be the standard cutoff function satisfying ¢ = 1 in B,. Then by using ¢”(w — v) as a test
function in the equations for w and (3.24)), we obtain

a(Vw), V[¢"(w =) dx = | (a(Vv), V[¢"(w —v)])dx + f gle"w -], dx. (3.26)
93 Q} 93

We can now follow the proof of [3, Lemma 3.7] to get

[Viw = )P dx < €°.
Q

For clarity, let us include the argument for the case p > 2. Indeed, we can rewrite (3.26) as

(@(Vw) —a(Vv),Viw — )’ dx = p | (a(Vv) —a(Vw), Vé)d? ' (w — v) dx
Q3 Q}

" f A (VY. 30w — V), 87 + pibs, @ (w — )] d.
Q3\Ds
It follows that

IV(w = )|P¢’ dx < C f [|Vv|1’—1 + |Vw|1’-1]|v¢|¢1’—1|w —vdx+C f IVv(x’, 38)P~ |V(w — v)|¢” dx
Q3 Q3 Q3\D5

+C f Vv, 36)P L¢P~ w — v dx.
Q3\Ds
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Then Young and Holder inequalities yield

p-1
P

-1 -1 ’
IV(w = )IP¢P dx < c[nwn{,m}) + VW, + f IVv(x', 30)|P dx)

]llw —Vlr@s)
Q%\Da 2

Q3

+ Cf IVv(x’, 36)|P dx.
Q% \Ds

This together with the fact Vv(x’, 36) = Vi(x’, 0), (3.22)), and (3.23) gives

1 1
IViw —v)|P dx < C(Ilw —Vzr@s) + |Q% \D5|) < C((Sn +&f + 6) < C(67 + &P).
2

Q
O
Proof of Lemma[3.1l The conclusion follows from Lemmas[3.3H3.3] noting that
IV = Vller @y, < IV =V fllLr@apn + IV = VWllLr @ 00 + VW = VWllr©@ap )
O

4 Density and gradient estimates

We derive global gradient estimates for weak solution u of (2.4) by estimating the distribution functions
of the maximal function of |Vu|”. This is carried out in the next two subsections, while the last subsection
(Subsection [4.3)) is devoted to proving the main results stated in Section [I1

4.1 Density estimates

The next result gives a density estimate for the distribution of My (|Vu|?). It roughly says that if the maximal
function My (|Vu|?) is bounded at one point in B(y) then this property can be propagated for all points in
B, -(y) except on a set of small measure w.

Lemma 4.1. Assume that A satisfies (L2)—(L4), v € W'P(Q), and F € LP (Q;R"). Let M > 0 and w be an
Ao weight. There exists a constant N = N(p,n, A) > 1 satisfying for any € > 0, we can find small positive
constants 6 and o depending only on &, p, n, w, A, M, and [w]a_ such that: if Q is (6, R)-Reifenberg flat,
A>0,0>0, U cCQisanopen set, y € 0Q, and

sup  sup  Oq,, )(A) <9,
0<p<% yeQnB R ()
2

then for any weak solution u of 2.4 with ||ull~q) + ¥lL=@) < %, for any r € (0, %) satisfying Qu,(3) C U,
fory € B.(y) satisfies either y = y or By (y) C Qo (y), and

Byr(y) N {U = My(IVul?) < 1} 0 {U : My(IVyl” + [FI”) < 6} # 0, 4.1)
we have

w({U : My(IVul”) > N} 0 B (y)) < 8w(Bor(3)),
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Proof. By ([@.1)) there exists xo € By,(y) N U such that
My(Vul’)(xo) < 1 and  My(IVyl? + [FIP )(xo) < 6. 4.2)

This together with the facts B4,(3) C Bg,(x9) and Bag,(y) C Bsger(x9) N By, (7)) implies that

1 6 1 3
— \VulPdx < (=)" \VulP dx < (=)",
B4, Jau, &) 4" |Ber(x0)|l JBg,(xo)nu 2

1 5 1 5

[VulPdx < () ——— [Vul? dx < (=)",
|B40'r(y)| Quor(y) (4) |B50'r(x0)| Bsqr(x0)NU (4)
/ 6 1 / 3
— IVyl? + [FIP ) dx < (=)" [Vyl? + [FIP ) dx < (=)"6.

|B4,(D)| 94,@)( v ) (4) |Besr(x0)l B6r(x0)ﬁU( v ) (2)

In addition, we have from the assumption that either y = y € dQ or Bss,(y) C Qo,.(y). Therefore, we can
apply Proposition 3.2] for & € (0, 1] that will be determined later. As a consequence, we obtain there exists
vewhr (Q25+(y)) such that

(IVvIP., W <Cip,n,A) and ——— [Vu — Vy|P dx < &P. 4.3)
Qoo O) 1BaorON| J sy ()
We claim that (4.2)) and @.3) yield
Qs () 1 Mq,,,»n(Vu = V|P) < C.} € {Qyr(y) : My(IVul’) < N} 4.4

with N := max {27C,,3"}. Indeed, let x be a point in the set on the left hand side of #.4), and consider
B, (x). If p < or, then B,(x) C By,(y) and hence

1 2r-1
[VulPdy < f [Vu — Vv|Pdy + f [Vv|Pdy
1Bo () JB,onu |Bo(x)| [ Q,(0 Q0 ]

< 27" [Ma,,, (I = VVIP)(x) + [V, <2rC..

(Q20r()) ]

On the other hand, if p > or then B,(x) C B3,(xo). This and the first inequality in @.2)) give
| 3 ]

L VulPdy < VulPdy < 3".

1Bo (0| JB,0nu 1B3p(x0)| J B3, (xo)nU

Therefore, My (|VulP)(x) < N and claim (4.4) is proved. Notice that (@.4) is equivalent to

{Qor () : My(IVul?) > N} € {Q0r () : May,,(»(IVu = V[P) > C.}.
It follows from this, the weak type 1 — 1 estimate, and (4.3) that
10 3) = Mu(Vul”) > N}| < [{Q0:() + Ma,, (Vi = Vi) > C.}

< Cf [Vu — Vv|Pdx < C1&P|Byr(y)l.
Qoo (y)
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We then infer from property (2.2)) that
Q0 (y) : My(IVul?) > N}|
1Bor()

with A and v being the constants given by characterization (2.2]) for w. We choose &” := min {C 1‘1 (sA‘l)%, 1}
to complete the proof. O

w({Qur(y) : My(IVul”) > N}) < A( ) W(Ba(3)) < ACCIE") W(Bory (7))

Lemma 4.2. Assume that A satisfies (L2)-(C4), w € W'"P(Q), and F € LP (Q;R"). Let M > 0 and w € A;
for some 1 < s < oco. There exists a constant N = N(p,n,N) > 1 satisfying for any € > 0, we can
find small positive constants 6 and o depending only on &, p, n, w, A, M, s, and [w]a, such that: if Q is
(0, R)-Reifenberg flat, A > 0, 6 > 0, U C Q is an open set, and

sup sup Oq,, )(A) <6, 4.5)
0<p<Z yeQ

then for any weak solution u of @A) with |lullL=) + WllL=@) < %, and for any y € Q, 0 < r < R/10 with
921,@) c U and

Bor(y) N{U - My(IVulP) < 1} N {U : My(IVyl? + [FIP) < 6} # 0, (4.6)

we have
w({U : My(IVul’) > N} 0 Bor(y)) < £ W(Boy(y).

Proof. We consider the following possibilities:

Case 1 (away from the boundary): B,(y) C Q. Then we are in the interior case and B,(y) = Q,(y) Cc U.
Hence, we obtain the conclusion by using Lemma 5.1 in [[7].

Case 2 (near boundary): B4, (y) C Qbut B,(y) N 0Q # (. Lety € B.(y) N dQ2. Then

Br(Y) c BZr()_/) c B3r(Y)-

In particular, we have By, (y) C Qp,(3). Moreover, Qq4,(¥) C Qs,(y) C U since By,(¥) C Bs,(y). Therefore,
we can use Lemma[4.] to obtain the desired result.
Case 3 (boundary): By, (y) N0Q # 0. Let § € By, (y) N 0Q. Then

Ba’r(y) C Bsgr(y) C Bogr(). 4.7
This together with assumption (4.6)) yields
Bso, () N {U : My(IVul’) < 1} 0 {U : My(IVyl + [FIP') < 6} # 0.

We also have Qy,(¥) C Qo1,(y) C U as By, (¥) C By1,(y). Therefore, by applying Lemma.Ilfor y = y and
g1 := 97¢g/[w]y,, we obtain

w({U : My(IVul’) > N} 0 Bsg(5)) < &1 W(B5er())-
It follows from this and (@.7)) that

Ww(iU : My(IVul”) > NY O Boy(y)) < &1 w(Bogr () < £19" [wla, w(Borr(3)) = ew(Ber ().
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L
Let us fix R := R/100 and a finite collection of points {zi}iL: . C Q such that Q ¢ U B, #(zi). We also
i=1
consider an open set V C Q satisfying: there exists a constant ¢y € (0, 1] such that

|B,(z) N V| > co|By(z)] forallze dVandallO<p < oR. (4.8)

In view of Lemma[.I]and as in Lemma 3.8], we can apply Krylov-Safanov lemma, which is a variation
of the Vitali covering lemma, to obtain:

Lemma 4.3. Assume that A satisfies (L2)—(L4), € W"P(Q), and F € LP (Q;R™). Let M > 0 and w € A
for some 1 < s < oco. There exists a constant N = N(p,n, A) > 1 satisfying for any € > 0, we can find
small positive constants 6 and o depending only on &, p, n, w, A, M, s, and [w]a, such that: if Q is (6, R)-
Reifenberg flat, (4.3) holds, 1 > 0,0 > 0, and V c U C Q are open sets satisfying (&3] and Qg(y) c U for

everyy €'V, then for any weak solution u € W'P(Q) of @A) with |lullr~q) + W= < % and

w({V : My(Vul?) > N}) < ew(Bz(z)) Vi=1,2,...L, (4.9)
we have
10” Ky ’
w({V : My(Vul?) > N}) < ( . )Wl & [w(V : Mu(Vul’) > 1}) + w({V : My(IVyl? + [F1”') > 6})|.

Proof. For & > 0, let N, §, and o be the corresponding constants given by Lemmal[.2] Set
C={V:My(Vul’) >N} and D ={V:My(Vul’) > 1} U{V: My(IVy]” + [F"") > 6}.
Let y be any point in C, and define

m(r) = w(C N Byi(y))
T w(Bor(y)

The lower semicontinuity of My (|Vu|?) implies that C is open, and hence lim,_,o+ m(r) = 1. Moreover, as
y € B, (z;) for some i we have from condition (£.9) that

for r>0.

w(C) _
m(l’)Sm <& VYr=2R.

Therefore, there exists ry, € (0, 2R) such that m(ry) = € and m(r) < & for all r > ry. That is,
w(C N By, (y)) = ew(Bor,(y)) and  w(C N Byr(y)) <ew(Bor(y)) Vr>ry. (4.10)

Thus by Vitali’s covering lemma we can select a countable sequence {y;};°, such that { B, (y;)} is a sequence
of disjoint balls and

Cc U BSO’ri(Yi),
i=1
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where r; := ry,. Since w({U : My(|lVulP) > N} n B(rri(yi)) > w(C N By, (yi)) = ew(Byy,(y:) by @I0) and
r; < 2R = R/50, it follows from Lemma[4.2] that

By, (yp)NV CD. 4.11)

‘We have

(o0

w(C) < w(| ) Bsorn ) 1 €) < D w(Bse,3) 0 C)
i=1 i=1

(9]

<& WBsr () < 8wla, 5" > W(Bor (31). (4.12)
i=1

i=1

Lety € Vand 0 < p < 20R. If Bg(y) C V, then |B,(y) N V| > |B§(y)| = 27"B,y(y)|. Otherwise, there
exists z € Bg (y) N dV. Then Bg(z) C By(y) and hence it follows from assumption @.8) that |B,(y) N V| >
|B§(z) nv|> colBg(z)I = ¢027"|By(y)|. Combining these, we conclude that

1Bo(y)l - 2"
yeV,0<p<20R |Bp()’) NVl co
This together with property 2.I)) gives

|Ba'ri (yl)l
|BO'ri(Yi) N Vl

We deduce from this and @.11))—@.12)) that

s 2"
W(Bor, () < [wla,( ) W(Bor(y) N V) < [W1a (5" WBr(3) N V).

71

10" 10
)'w(D),
co

€0

1

0"
w(C) < elwl] (=)' D WBar () N V) = elwlj (
i=1

Pw( () Bon N V) < elwlj (

i=1

which yields the desired estimate. O

4.2 Global gradient estimates in weighted L? spaces
We are now ready to prove Theorem and Theorem [2.10

Proof of Theorem2.9] Let N = N(p,n,A) > 1 be as in Lemma 43} and let [ = ¢/p > 1. We choose
e=¢&(p,q,n,A,s,[wla,) > 0 be such that

£ def 20”5[“’]/24;9 = N

and let 6 and o (depending only on p, g, n, w, A, M, s, and [w]y,) be the corresponding positive constants
given by Lemma[.3] Assume for the moment that u is a weak solution of (2.4)) satisfying

w({Q : Ma([Vul’) > N}) < ew(B,z(z)) Vi=1,2,..,L. (4.13)
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Notice that V = Q satisfies condition #.38]) with ¢y = 1/2" since for any z € dQ and 0 < p < oR we have
from the Reifenberg flat condition that

(1-0oy 1

1By(2) N Q2 [Bo() N {x: 2 > 2+ p8)| 2 ———IBy@)] 2 3 B2l
Thus by applying Lemma@d.3|for V = U = Q we obtain
w({Q : Mqa([Vul?) > N}) < g; [w({Q : Ma(IVul?) > 1}) + w({Q : Mo(IVyl? + [FP”') > 6})] . (4.14)
Let us iterate this estimate by considering
u(x) = u(?, Yi(x) = &?, Fi(x) = F(p)f? and Ay = N7A.
Nv» Nv» N7

and u; € WHP(Q) is a weak solution of div w] =

p—1
/ll

It is clear that [luillz=@) + W1l < 55
divF; in Q and u; = ¢ on Q. Moreover, thanks to (@.13) we have
w({Q : Mo([VuiP) > N}) = w({Q : Mq([Vul’) > N?}) < ew(B,z(z)) Yi=1,2,... L.
Therefore, by applying Lemma.3to u; we get
w({Q : Ma(IVui?) > N}) < & [W({Q : Mo(IVur[P) > 1)) + w({Q : Mo([Vy|” + [F 7)) > 5})]
=&l [W({Q : Mo(IVul?) > N}) + w({Q : Mo(Vyl? + [F|”) > 5N})]~
We infer from this and (#.14)) that

w(iQ : Ma(IVul’) > N*}) < elw(1Q : Mo(IVul?) > 1}) (4.15)
+ew({Q : Ma(GP) > 6})) + e1w({Q : Ma(G?) > 6N}),
where G? := |Vy|? + |F|”. By repeating the iteration, we then conclude that

k
w({Q : Mo(IVul’) > N¥)) < efw({Q : Ma(IVul?) > 1)) + Z giw({Q : M(GP) > 6N¥1)) Yk > 1.
i=1

This together with
f Mo([VulP) dw = lf Iw({Q - Ma(IVulP) > 1)) dt
Q 0

N %) Nk+l
=1 f w{Q - Mao(IVul?) > 1)) dt + ZZ f 1 w{Q - Mo(IVul?) > 1) dt
0 =1 YN

N’

< N'w(@Q)+(N' - 1) Z N w({Q : Mo(Vul?) > N¥})
k=1
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gives

k

[ Mol o < M@+ V= D@ Y (N + Y 3TN = DNES (I s Ma(G?) > 6N
Q k=1 k=1 i=1

But we have

ok
Z (N' = DN* g w({Q : Ma(GP) > 6N*))
k=1 i=1
Ny [& , |
- (E)l ;(811\’ 'y ;(Nl - DSINETDw((Q s M(GP) > 5N""})]
NS 1S j i N — .
= (E)l ;(glNl)l jZ:(;(Nl _ 1)51Nl(j—1)w({Q : Mo(GP) > 6N'})| < (E)I[LMQ(GP)Z dw] ;(SlNl)’,

Thus we infer that

(9]

f MQ(IVulp)ldwSN’W(Q)+[(N1—1)w(Q)+(E)l f MQ(Gp)ldW]Z(slNl)k
Q 6" Ja

=1

(Nl—1)w(Q)+(ﬁ)’ f Mg(G”)ldw]ZTk SC(W(Q)+ f Mg(G”)ldw)
6" Ja o

= N'w(Q) +
k=1

with the constant C depending only on p, g, n, w, A, M, s, and [w]4,. This together with the facts [ = g/p
and [Vu(x)|? < Mq(|Vul?)(x) for a.e. x € Q yields

JC [Vul'dw < C(l + JC Mo (IVyl? + |F|p/)12’ dw). (4.16)
Q Q

We next remove the extra assumption (&.13)) for u. Notice that for any constant Y > 0, by using the weak
type 1 — 1 estimate for the maximal function we get

C
. p P p
12 - Ma(Vul”) > NT)| < = fgwm dx. 4.17)

L
We have from [12] Lemma 8(iii)] that R < 4d with d := diam(Q), which implies that U B, x(z) C B :=
i=1
B(z1,2d). Let u(x, 1) = u(x, 1)/, where

4
p .o 2C“VM||L1:(Q) [(%)ns [W]ASK:I[%
N|B|

oR £
with K and 3 being the constants given by Lemmal[2.l Then it follows from @.17) that

— — O-R ns £ B a
@2 Maqvn > N)| < 27! (T g 1B
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This together with property (2.I) for w gives

2B .
E wB) < 2PewB,p(z) Vi=1,2....L.
[wla,

R
W : Ma(IVil") > V) < (3"

Hence we can apply (.16) to iz with F, , and A being replaced by F = F/Y?~!, y = ¢/, and A = AY. By
reversing back to the functions u and F, we then obtain

A s 4
Jf) [Vulldw < C(Tq + JgMQ(IVtﬁIp + [F|P7)?» dw) < C(IIVMHZP(Q) + Jlg; Ma(|Vy|P + [F|P)? dw)

with C now also depending on R = R/100 and diam(Q). This yields estimate (2.9) as desired. O

Proof of Theorem2.10l Let N = N(p,n,A) > 1 be as in Lemma[d3] and let [ = ¢/p > 1. We choose
e =¢&(p,q,n, A, s,[wla,) > 0 be such that
£ det 80" [w]3 & = 1
5 2N’
and let ¢ and o (depending only on p, ¢, n, w, A, M, s, and [w]a,) be the corresponding positive constants
given by Lemma 43l Let yy € Q. We first consider the case r > R/2. Let U = Q,(yg) and V = Q,(yp).
Since r > R/2, we get Q;_ze(y) c U for every y € V. We next verify condition (.8)) for V in order to apply
Lemmal3] For any z € dV and 0 < p < oR, we consider the following two possibilities:
Case 1: yo € B,(z). Then B,(z) C By,(yo) C B,(yo). In particular, z ¢ dB,(yo) and so we must have
z € 0Q. These together with the Reifenberg flat condition for Q give

(1-9"

1Bo(2) N V1= [Bo(d) N Q2 [By(@) 0 {x s x> 2+ pol| > —

1
|Bp(2)| = o 1By (2.

Case 2: yo ¢ B,(2). Then the line passing through z and y intersects dB,(z) at two distinct points, say
a; and a, with a; being the one on the same side as yy with respect to the point z. As|a; —z| = p < [yo — 2/,
we have in addition that a; belongs to the line segment [z, yy] C Q connecting z and yg. In particular,
ar € B,(yo) since |a; — yo| < |z — yo| < r. By letting w be the midpoint of a; and z we obviously have

w € Q and Bg(w) C By(z). Due to yg ¢ [w,z], we have |w — yo| = [z —yol = |z —w| < r— g. Hence

By(w) C By(yo) as x € By (w) implies that [x — yo| < [x —w| +|w = yo| < £ +r—5 = r. Therefore, we infer

that Bg(w) C B,(2) N B/(yp) giving
|B,(z) N V| = [By(z) N Br(yo) N Q| > |B§(w) N Q|. (4.18)

If Bg(w) C Q, then it follows from (.I8) that [B,(z) N V| > |B§(w)| = 47"|B,(z)|. Otherwise, there exists
W € Bo(w) N 0Q implying that By (W) C Bg(w). Then by combining with (@I8]) and the Reifenberg flat
condition we obtain

(I-9)

n

1
1By(2) N VI 2 Bo(9) N Q> [Bo(W) N 1 x, > oy + 26} > IBo(D)| 2 2 1By(E)l.

4
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In summary, the above arguments show that V satisfies condition (4.8) with ¢y = 8. Thus, if u satisfies in
addition that
w(V : My(lVul?) > N}) < ew(B,p(z)) Yi=1,2,..,L,

then we can apply Lemma[.3]to get that
w(V - My(Val?) > NY) < &1 [wV - My(Val?) > 1) + w({V : My(Vyl? + [FIP) > sh]. - (4.19)

Therefore, we can repeat the same arguments as in the proof of Theorem 2.9]to obtain

f [Vulldw < C(”V“”ZP(U) + JCMU(WMP + |F|p’)% dw)
v v

with the constant C depending only on p, g, n, w, A, M, R, s, and [w]a,. Using the definitions of U and V,
we infer from this estimate that

1
w(B:(y0)) Ja, ko)

w(Q,()) o g 1

Vuldw < c(—nwn o
w(B,(y0)) 200 T w(B,(y0)) Ja,)

r 4
Ma,, (o) IVYI” + [FI7)7 dW)

1

) L1 4.20
LP(Q2,(y0)) w(B,(y0)) Q:(y0) ( |

< C(“VMH Mer(yo)(|Vl//|p + |F|p,)% dw) Vr>

S

We next consider the case 0 < r < R/2. Let us rescale the problem by setting j := r~'yp, Q:= r''x: x €

Q}, w(x) := w(rx), and
Ax,z, &) =A(rx,z,6), F(x) = F(rx), i(x) = r_lu(rx), U(x) = r_laﬁ(rx), 0 = or.

Then i is a weak solution of div [%] = divF in Q and @ = § on Q. We also have

vt ~ _Tll s—1 _ V—Tll o
( Jgp(z) e dx)( Jf%(z) e dx) ( Jipr(rz) wo) dy)( wa(rz) W)y )

L L

for any ball B,(z) C R", which implies that [W]s, = [w]a,. Moreover, Qis (6,R/ r)-Reifenberg flat with
R/r > 2, and hence Q is (6, 2)-Reifenberg flat. Therefore, we can apply estimate (#20) for R = 2 and for i
and weight w(x) to obtain

1

1
— [Villdw < C [llVﬁllq
w(B1(¥0)) Ja,Go)

- TP o B2 YE v
@60 T WB1Go) le(y())MQz%)(W' +IH )pdw]' *20

Since

w(B1(50)) = f
B1(§o)

Mg, 50 (V17 + [FIP)(x) = May, (o) (VU + [FI7)(rx),

w(rx)dx = r™" w(B,(yo)), f |VilP dx = r™" f [Vul? dy,
(o) (o)

by changing variables we see that (£.21)) is equivalent to

1
w(B:(0)) Ja, )

for 0 < r < R/2. This estimate together with (4.20) gives the conclusion of the theorem. We note that unlike
the situation in (4.20Q)), the constant C is independent of R when r < R/2. O

4 1 r 4
[Vuldw < C[ r_"f Vul? dx)’ + ——— Ma,,50)IVYI? + [FIP )P dw
( Q2 (y0) ) w(B(y0)) Q,(yo) 00
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Remark 4.4. It is important to stress that in order to derive the above estimate for one particular region
Q,(y), we only need to assume u = ¥ on the portion 0Q N By, ().
4.3 Global gradient estimates in weighted Morrey spaces

In this subsection we present the proofs of Theorem [[.3]and Theorem [L4l

Proof of Theorem[I.3] Let G” := |y|” + [F|”'. Let ¥ € Qand 0 < r < d := diam(Q). Then by applying the
localized estimate in Theorem [2.10] we obtain

1 1 1
— f _ Vuldx)" + ———— f
w(B(X)| JB,xna |B2(O| JB,, (500 w(B,(X)| JB,xne

We next estimate the first term in the above right hand side. For this, let € € (0, n) to be determined later and
use the trick in Page 2506] to write

1
|B2(0)| JB,, 00

[Vul!dw < C[( MQ(GP)%dW]. (4.22)

\VulPdx = w,'(2r)¢ f

IVulPwdx < w,'(2r)° f IVulPw dx
By (x)NQ Q

with w, := |B;| and w being the weight defined by
w(x) := min {|x — 7%, (2r)7"*4).

Asw e A, with [Ww]s, < C(t,&,n) forany 1 <t < oo (see Lemma 3.2]), we can apply Theorem 2.9 with
q = p to estimate the above last integral. As a consequence, we obtain

1

1B2-(X)| JB,, 500

[VulPdx < C(2r)_‘9(w(§2) IIVuIIZP(Q) + f MQ(GP)de)
Q

sC(zr)‘8(||Vu||’L’p(Q)+ fg MQ(GP)de) (4.23)

with C > 0 depending only on p, n, w, A, M, R, diam(€2), and . Notice that to obtain the last inequality we
have used the fact

d
w
w(Q) < f lx — %" dx = w,,f £V = =2 g8,
Bu(%) 0 &

To bound the last integral in (£.23), we employ Fubini’s theorem to get

00 (2,.)—7!+8
f Mo(GP)ywdx = f f Mo (G?) dxdt < f f Ma(GP) dxdt
Q 0 {Quw(x)>1} 0 B 1 (H)NQ

{(=n+eg)
< f

(2,.)—?!4'8
f Mo (G?) dxdt + f f Mqo(G?) dxdt.
Q e B (1 (DO

Since QQ = By(x) N Q, we then deduce that

Y miaxd

> (zr)—f’l+8 . __p
fQMQ(GP)W dx < C”MQ(GP)Hng(Q) [ds @(Ba(X) 7 + f 175 O(B Lpp-1 (X)) 0 dt |

d—nte
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where we recall that M'#(U) denotes the Morrey space M&;‘D(U ) withw = 1. As ¢ € B, by the assumption
and {B,} is decreasing in «, there exists a € (0, n) such that ¢ € B,. It then follows if € < ap/q that

(2r)7n+8 Vl—(Yg :|

f Mo(G")Wwdx < C2r)"1[Ma(GP)| [d‘?‘“%(&(@ﬁ” + (B (D)7 f 1= di
Q M1 (B 15) 0

< CreB(®)7 IMaGP)l  »

Miel (@)
Combining this with (£.23)), we arrive at:

1
|B2 ()| JB,, 00

P - p X _z_p P
IVulPdx < C(r IVull], ) + ¢(B(2) @ [IMa(G )IIng(Q)).

Therefore, we infer from (4.22)) and the fact ¢ € B, that

©(Br(X)) q - .
— Vul? dw < Cel@(B(R)r 7 IIVMIIL,,(Q) +Ma(GOII" ,  +IIMa(GOII”
Iw(B(X))| B (x)NQ Ml () My{j"p(g)
4 4
<C [‘P(Bd(x))ra _IIVuIIL,,(Q) +IMa(GNII” , +IMaGOI" | ]
Mg () M)
forall x €e Qand 0 < r < d. By taking € = %g and as sup;.o @(B4(¥)) < oo, this gives estimate (LS. m|

Proof of Theorem L4 Let G” := |y|” + [F|”’. Since v € Aq Lemma 2.1 in [7] gives WG ¢ A( y € Ac

Thus our assumptions imply that condition (B) in Lemma- is satisfied. Also as ¢ € By, it is clear that
(LI0) yields @.3). Indeed, for any y € R”" and any s > 2r > 0 we have from (I.I0) and ¢ € B, that

WBo) 1 ! 1
<C, <C.C——
WB0) 9B Bz " eB o)

yielding @2.3). Moreover, by [O, Theorem 9.3.3] there exist s € (1, 00) and C > 0 depending only on n and
[wla,, such that [w]s, < C. Therefore, it follows from Theorem [[.3]and Lemma 23] that

IIVuIIMw(Q)<C(IIVMIILP(Q)+IIMQ(G”)II” » +I|GI|M3,¢(Q)) (4.24)
Mo (@)

with C > 0 depending only on ¢, p, n, w, A, M, R, diam(Q), ¢, C., [W]A [v]a g and [w, WG 1a g Thus

it remains to estimate the middle term on the right hand side of (4 . Letl := g/p > 1. Then for any
nonnegative function g € L!(Q), we obtain from Holder 1nequa11ty and assurnptlon (L9) that

P(BR(X)) I @(BR(¥) f ; f -1
—_— dx) < ——— d
IBr(X)|! ( BR(x)ng x) IBr(X)|! ( BR()‘c)ﬁng x)( BR(x)v )

< w1, @(BR(X))

— gvdx < [w, v 1, l1gll!
"W(BR(%) Jppmna :

M)
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for all x € Q and all 0 < R < diam(Q), where

v(B)
»(B) = B).
@(B) w(B)SD( )
Hence we infer that 1
1-I'47
IIMQ(G”)IIMIﬁ(g) <w,v Ty, IIMQ(G”)IIM{;@(Q)- (4.25)

Using ¢ € By, condition (L.I0)), and the doubling property of w due to Lemma[2.1] we have

sup 1 <cC 1 < *W(BZr(y)) 1 < wBGy)) 1 _ 1
§>2r ¢(Bs(y)) ¢(BZr(Y)) V(Blr(y)) QD(Br(Y)) V(Br(y)) SD(Br(Y)) QD(Br(Y))

for all y € R” and r > 0. Thus as v € A; we can use the strong type estimate for the Hardy—Littlewood
maximal function given by Lemma [2.4] to estimate the right hand side of (.23)). As a result, we get

= CllGI”?

M P < p .
M@ 4 < ClIG gy = CIGH 0,

This and (@.24)) yield desired estimate (I.IT). m]

Appendix A A compactness argument

Lemma A.l. Lera : R" — R” be a continuous vector field such that Z.3) holds and |a(&)| < AlE|P~! for
some constants p > 1 and A > 0. Then for any € > 0, there exists a constant 6 > 0 depending only on &, p,
A, and n satisfying: if Q Cc R" is a bounded domain with

B3z N {x, > 36} Cc Q3 C B3 N{x, > =36},
w e WIP(Q3) is a weak solution of

divalVw)=0 in Qas,
w=20 on B3z NoQ

with |B—1%| 0, [Vw|P dx < 1, then there exists a weak solution v of

diva(Vv) =0 in Bj,
v=20 on B3nix, =0}

satisfying |B—13| fB; IVVIP dx < (4P A%P such that

1
(f |w—v|pdx)pS8p.
B3N{x,>36)

30



Proof. Assume to the contrary that the statement is false. Then there exist g > 0,n € N, p > 1, A > 0, and
sequences {ak}, {QF}, {WK} such that for each k € N we have: a* satisfies (Z.3) and Iak(§)| < AJgpP1,

3 3
B3ﬂ{xn>;}CQ§CBgﬂ{x,,>—E},
wk e whrp (Qg‘) is a weak solution of
div a*(Vw¥) =0 in  Qf,
wk=0 on B3Nk
ith [, [Vwk|P dx < |Bs], and
wi fQ§| wX|P dx < |B3|, an

1
(f Wk = v|P dx)” > gg (A1)
Ban{x,>3}

for every weak solution v of

diva*(Vv)=0 in Bi,
v=20 on B3Nnix, =0}
satisfying ﬁ fB; [Vy[P dx < (4P A%)P. Notice that ||wk||W1,p(Q§) < C by using Pointcaré inequality. Then as

in [3L[I7]] we can show that there exist a continuous vector field a : R” — R” and a function w € Wl’p(B;)
with fB+ [Vw|? dx < |Bs| such that up to a subsequence we have a(&) — a(&) for all € € R”, wk — w strongly
3

in Li) C(B;), and Vwk — Vw weakly in Li)c(B; ). Consequently, a satisfies (Z.3) and [a(&)] < AJ£]P~!. We
then infer by passing to the limit that w € W7 (B}) is a weak solution of the equation

(A2)
w=20 on Bs;nix, =0}

{ diva(Vw) =0 in B},
Now for each k € N, let v be a weak solution of
{ diva* (W ) =0 in Bi,

Wo=w on OBj.

In particular, we have vk = 0 on B3 N {x, = 0}. Moreover, by using vk — w as a test function and due to the
structural conditions for a* we get

1 1
VA Pdx < 4P A% [ VP! Vwldx < — f IV Pdx + —(47 A% f \VwlPdx
B} B} P IB: p B

+
3

yielding fB+ IVVEIPdx < (4P A%)P|Bs). Hence it follows from (A.I) that
3

1
( f Wk =P dx)? > &, (A3)
B3m{xn>%}
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Notice that Pointcaré inequality implies that the sequence {V*} is bounded in W'? (B). Thus there exists a
function v € Wl’p(B;) such that up to a subsequence we have v — v strongly in LP(B}) and AVAVAR VA
weakly in LP(BY). By passing to the limit we see that v € whr (B]) is a weak solution of equation (A.2). But

as (A.2) has a unique weak solution since a satisfies (2.3), we infer that v = w. Therefore, wh—k S w—w =0
strongly in L} (BY). This contradicts (A.3) and the proof is complete. i
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