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DIRICHLET AND NEUMANN PROBLEMS FOR ELLIPTIC EQUATIONS
WITH SINGULAR DRIFTS ON LIPSCHITZ DOMAINS

HYUNSEOK KIM AND HYUNWOO KWON

ABsTRACT. We consider the Dirichlet and Neumann problems for second-order linear
elliptic equations:
—Au+diviub)=f and —Av—b-Vuv=g

in a bounded Lipschitz domain  in R™ (n > 3), where b : Q@ — R™ is a given vector
field. Under the assumption that b € L™ (£2)™, we first establish existence and uniqueness
of solutions in L% (€2) for the Dirichlet and Neumann problems. Here L5 (€2) denotes the
Sobolev space (or Bessel potential space) with the pair (v, p) satisfying certain conditions.
These results extend the classical works of Jerison-Kenig and Fabes-Mendez-Mitrea
[TT]) for the Poisson equation. We also prove existence and uniqueness of solutions of the
Dirichlet problem with boundary data in L2(952).

1. INTRODUCTION

In this paper we study the Dirichlet and Neumann problems for second-order linear
elliptic equations with singular drifts on a bounded Lipschitz domain 2 in R™ (n > 3).

Given a vector field b = (b',...,0") : Q@ — R", we consider the following Dirichlet
problems:
—Au+div(ub)=f inQ,
_ (D)
uw=up onof
and
—Av—b-Vo=g in{),
(D"
v =v, onOJf
We also consider the following Neumann problems:
—Au+div(ub) = f  in{, N
(Vu—ub)-v=uy ondQ )
and
—Av—b-Vuv=g inQ,
(N
Vv-v=wvy ondf),

where v denotes the outward unit normal to the boundary 9). For —oco < a < oo,
0<f<1landl<p< oo, wedenote L% (02) and B(09) the Sobolev space (or Bessel
potential space) and Besov space, respectively. See Section [2] for more details on these
function spaces.
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When b is sufficiently regular, for example, b € L% ()", unique solvability results
in L7 (Q) are well-known for the Dirichlet and Neumann problems on smooth domains.
For a singular drift b € L"(Q)", existence and uniqueness results in L3(2) have been
already shown by Droniou [9] for the Dirichlet problems and by Droniou-Vazquez [10]
for the Neumann problems on Lipschitz domains. Recently, L?-results were obtained
by Kim-Kim [19] for the Dirichlet problems on C'-domains and by Kang-Kim [17] for
the Dirichlet and Neumann problems on domains which have small Lipschitz constant.
Moreover, several authors have studied regularity properties of solutions of the Dirichlet
problems (see [12} [13] 22} 23] and references therein).

The assumption b € L™ ()™ is essential to our study due to the following example. Let
() be the unit ball centered at the origin. Define b(x) = (2 — n)x/|z|* and v(x) = In |z|.
Then b € LI(Q)" forall ¢ < nand v € L2(12) is a nontrivial solution of the problem (D’)
with g = 0 and v, = 0. This example suggests that solutions in L3(2) of the problem (D’))
may not be unique when b € L(Q)" for any ¢ < n.

For more than 40 years, many authors have studied the Dirichlet and Neumann problems
for the Poisson equation on Lipschitz domains. In particular, Jerison-Kenig [16] established
an optimal solvability result in L2 (£2) for the Dirichlet problem for the Poisson equation
when (o, p) belongs to a set < (see Deﬁnitionfor a precise definition of .2). A similar
result for the Neumann problem was obtained by Fabes-Mendez-Mitrea [[11]].

The purpose of this paper is twofold. First, extending the classical results in [[11} [16]
and the recent results in [9, 10, [17,[19]], we prove existence and uniqueness of solutions in
L2 () for the Dirichlet and Neumann problems. The second purpose is related to a question
on the solvability of the Dirichlet problem for an elliptic equation with boundary data in
L?(09). Such a question is often arisen in optimal control theory and numerical analysis
(see [3L120] and references therein). A relevant result to our purpose is due to Choe-Kim
[6] who proved a unique solvability result for the stationary incompressible Navier-Stokes
system with boundary data in L2(9€) on Lipschitz domains € in R3. Motivated by this
work, we will show existence, uniqueness, and regularity results for the Dirichlet problem
(D) with boundary data in L?(9€) on a Lipschitz domain 2 in R™.

Our main results are stated precisely in Section [3] after basic notions and preliminary
results are introduced in Section 2] For the Dirichlet problems, Theorem [3.1] shows
existence and uniqueness of solution in L2 () of the problem (D) for all pairs («,p)
belonging to a subset & N % of (0,2) x (0,00). Here £ is the set of all pairs («, p) such
that div(ub) € L?_,(€2) for all u € LE,(Q) (see Definition|2.14). The same theorem also
shows unique solvability in Sobolev spaces for the dual problem (D’). The case of L2-
boundary data is then considered in Theorem [3.4] which shows existence and uniqueness
of a solution u of the problem (D)) for every f € L? ,(Q) and u,, € L*(09), where («, p)
belongs to &7 N %. The solution wu is given by u = uj + us for some u; € Lf/z(ﬂ)

2n
tending to u,, nontangentially a.e. on 9Q and uy € L2(2) + L™ (Q) having zero trace.
Moreover, we deduce a regularity property of the solution w: that is, if u, € L%(92) and
2 < q< oo, thenu € L‘f/q(Q) + L2 ().
To state our results for the Neumann problems, let (-, -) denote the dual pairing between a
Banach space X and its dual space X'. It will be shown in Theoremthat if (a,p) € &N

A, then foreach f € (L5__ () anduy € (Bf+1/p_a

condition (f, 1) + (uy, 1) = 0, there exists a unique function v € L%, (Q) with [, udz =0
such that

(09Q))’ satisfying the compatibility

(Vu, V) — (ub, Vo) = (f,¢) + (uy, Tre) forall ¢ € LE__ ().
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Here Tr denotes the trace operator given in Theorem@ A similar L% -result will also be
proved for the dual problem . However, an explicit counterexample (Example
suggests that Theorem [3.5] may not imply solvability for the Neumann problems (N)) and
(N7). Introducing a generalized normal trace operator 7, (Proposition, we will show in
Theorem that if the data f is sufficiently regular, then there exists a unique u € L2 (2)
with [, udz = 0 such that

—Au+div(ub)=f inQ,
v (Vu — ub) = uy on 99,

which provides a solvability result for the Neumann problem (V). We also have a similar
result for the dual problem (N7).

Theorems [3.1] and [3.5] are proved by a functional analytic argument. To estimate the
drift terms, we derive bilinear estimates which are inspired by Gerhardt [14]; see Lemmas
and below. To prove Theorem [3.1] we reduce the problems (D)) and (D) to
the problems with trivial boundary data by using a trace theorem (Theorem 2.2)) and the
bilinear estimates. For a fixed (a,p) € & N %, let LY, : LF, (Q) — L _,(9) be the
operator associated with the Dirichlet problem @), that is,

LY u=—Au+div(ub).
Here L7, () is the space of all functions in L (€2) whose trace is zero (see Theorem
. Similarly, we denote by £5° Lgl_mO(Q) Ny »(€2) the operator associated

2—a,p’
with the dual problem (D’). Due topthe bilinear estimates, these operators are bounded
linear operators. Also, the estimates (see Lemmas [2.13] and [2.13)) enable us to use the
Riesz-Schauder theory to conclude that the operator ££,p is bijective if and only if it is
injective. Unique solvability results in L#(£2) for the problems (D)) and (D) were already

shown by Droniou [9]. Using this result, we prove that the kernel of the operator Ef » and
CT:IB are trivial when (1,p) € &/ N A (Lemma. For general (o, p) € &/ N A, we use
aregularity lemma (Lemma to prove that the kernel of 63 p is trivial (Proposition.
This implies the unique solvability in L? (€2) for the Dirichlet problem (D). By duality, we
obtain a similar result for the dual problem (D). This outlines the proof of Theorem 3.1
A similar strategy works for the proof of Theorem For a fixed (o, p) € & N A, let

LZ(]X p and E;_A; » be the operators associated with the Neumann problems (N) and (),

respectively. The characterization of the kernels C{\f 9 + A2y and ﬁ;é\, + \Zy was already
obtained by Droniou-Vazquez [10] and Kang-Kim [17] for all A > ’O, where the operator
T, : LP(Q) — (LP'(Q)) is defined by (Z,u,v) = Jq uv dz. Following a similar scheme
as in the Dirichlet problems, we will show that the kernels of the operators ﬁg’ » T AZp and

E;’f]\;’p, + AZ, are trivial for all A > 0. Also, we will show that the kernels of £ and

,C;f\g,p, are one dimensional (see Proposition . Then Theor follows from the
Riesz-Schauder theory again. This outlines the proof of Theorem 3.5

The existence and regularity results in Theorem [3.4] easily follows from Theorems [2.6]
and For the uniqueness part, we shall prove an embedding resultin L?, (€2) (Lemma
and a lemma for the nontangential behavior of a solution (Lemma[4.3). Finally, Theorem
[3-6 will be deduced from Proposition [2:4]and Theorem 3.3}

The rest of this paper is organized as follows. In Section[2] we summarize known results
for functions spaces on Lipschitz domains and unique solvability results for the Dirichlet
and Neumann problems for the Poisson equation on Lipschitz domains. We also derive

bilinear estimates which will be used repeatedly in this paper. Section [3is devoted to
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presenting the main results of this paper for the Dirichlet problems with boundary data
in BP(0N) and in L?(9%2), respectively. We also state the main results for the Neumann
problems. The proofs of all the main results are provided in Sections 4] and 3]

2. PRELIMINARIES

Throughout the paper, we assume that €2 is a bounded Lipschitz domain in R, n > 3.
By C = C(p1,-..,pr), we denote a generic positive constant depending only on the
parameters p1,...,pr. For two Banach spaces X and Y with X C Y, we say that X is
continuously embedded into Y, denoted by X — Y, if there is a constant C' > 0 such that
lz]ly < C|z|x forallz € X.

2.1. Embedding and trace results. For —oco < a« < coand 1 < p < o0, let
LR(R™) = {(I - 8)*/f : | € LP(R™))

denote the Sobolev space (or Bessel potential space) on R™ (see [4} [15 24]]). We denote
by LY, ,(€2) and L%, (Q2) the Sobolev spaces on €2 defined as follows:

L} o(Q) = {u € LE(R") : suppu C O},
{ulg:ueL? (R")} ifa>0,

Lo = [Lia O(Q)} ifa <0,

where p’ = p/(p — 1) is the conjugate exponent to p. It was shown in [16, Remark 2.7,
Proposition 2.9] that C5°(£2) and C>°(Q) are dense in L7, ((2) and L% (§2), respectively.
It was also shown in [[16 Propositions 2.9 and 3.5] that

1
L o(Q) =L5(Q) if0<ac< 5 @.1)
and
, /
L, o(Q) = [Lﬁ (Q)} for all @ > 0.

For0 < a < land1 < p < oo, we define
p
BP(0R)) = {g € LP(09) / / - 1+l|p do(x)do(y) < oo}
a0 Joq |ac

, /
B (09) = [Bg (aQ)] .
See Jerison-Kenig [[16] and Fabes-Mendez-Mitrea [[1 1] for a basic theory of Sobolev spaces

L2 () and Besov spaces B2 (92) on Lipschitz domains.
We recall the following embedding results for Sobolev and Besov spaces.

and

Theorem 2.1. Let0 < f<a<oocandl < p,q < oo.

() If (o, p) and (B, q) satisfy
P

<

3\53
@\»—'
3

1_
p
then L) < LE(Q), that is, LE(Q) is continuously embedded into L} (Q).
(ii) If B < « and inequality 22) is strict, then the embedding L¥,() — L§(Q) is
compact.
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(iii) If (o, p) and (B, q) satisfy

0<a<l1l and 1__«@ gl— ﬂ,
p n—1"qg n-1
then
q .
BP(09) Bﬁ(aQ) l.fﬁ>0,
L1(0Q) ifp=0.

The proofs of (i) and (ii) can be found in the standard references (see e.g. [25, p.60,
Theorem 1.122, and Proposition 4.6]). To prove (iii), we recall the following embedding
result:

B4R 1) if
Bg(Rn—l) N 5( ) 1 6 > 07
LI(R"1) if0=F<a

whenever («, p) and (3, q) satisfy

1 1
0<B<a<l, l<pg<oo, and ————"==_ p
p n—-1 g n-1

(see e.g [25 p.60 and Theorem 1.73] and [[1, Theorem 7.34]). Then (iii) follows by using a
partition of unity for the boundary 02 (see [11, Lemma 1.1]).

We also recall a trace result from Theorem 3.1 and Proposition 3.3 in Jerison-Kenig
[16].

Theorem 2.2. Let (o, p) satisfy
1 1
l<p<oo and —-<a<l+-.
p p

(i) There exists a unique bounded linear operator Tr : L? () — B | /p(é)Q) such that

Tru=ulpq forallu e C®(Q).
(ii) LY, (%) is the space of all functions w in L¥,(Q) with Tru = 0.
(iii) There exists a bounded linear operator £ : B" | /p(aQ) — LP(82) such that
Tro& =1.
The following corollary is necessary to our study on the Dirichlet problem (D)) with
boundary data in L?(02).

Corollary 2.3. Let («, p) satisfy

1 <p<oo, %<a<1—i—%7 and %—%§n2;1. (2.3)
Then for all u € L? (QY), we have
we LR"1(Q), True L2(09),
and
Jul, 2 g + I Trelz2om) < Clluliz o)
for some constant C = C (n, a, p, 2) > 0.
Proof. Since (a, p) satisfies (2.3),, it follows from Theoremthat
LE(Q) = L7T(Q) and BY_,, (09) < L*(99). (2.4)

Corollary 2.3]follows from (2:4) and Theorem [2.2] O
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For a smooth vector field F € C°>°(Q)", integration by parts gives

/ (F~y)¢do:/F-V¢dz+/(divF)gbdx forallp € C°(Q).  (2.5)
o0 Q Q

This formula can be generalized for ' € L% (Q)™ having divergence in L%, (2) with (a, p)
and (8, q) satisfying certain conditions. To show this, we first note that for 1 < p < oo and
—1/p’ < a < 1/p, the pairing between L2 () and ¥ () is well-defined. Indeed, since
L% o(Q) = LE(Q) for 0 < 8 < 1/q, we have

Y (Q) = [I2,(Q)] = [L5(Q)] ifa>0 (2.6)
and
L7(Q) = [L’i’ mO(Q)T - {L{' a(Q)}/ if o < 0. 2.7)

Moreover, it was shown in [11, Lemma 9.1] that for « > 0 and 1 < p < oo, the gradient
operator
V:LE(Q)— LP

a—1

@)" (2.8)
is well-defined and bounded. These observations enable us to define a generalized normal
trace of a vector field F' under some additional regularity assumption.

Proposition 2.4. Let (o, p) and (B, q) satisfy

1 1
1<p<oo, - <a< -,
1 g 1 pa 1 (2.9)
a<p, 0<-<p<1, and -—-——2>--—

q p n q

Assume that F € LE(Q)" and div F' € L} | (Q). Then there exists a unique -, (F) €
BP_ ., (09Q) such that

a—1/p

S|

(3 (F), Teg) = (F,Ve) + (div F,¢) forall g € L¥_ (). (2.10)
Moreover, we have
I (F)llBz_,, o) < CUIFlLz @ + 1div FliLg_ ()
for some constant C = C(n, «, 8, p,q,) > 0. In addition, if F € L%(Q)", then
YW(F)=TrF v

Proof. Let ¢ € L¥__ () be given. Then by (Z.6), (7). and (Z8), the pairing (F, V) is
well-defined and

(F,V6)| < CIF | aaplléll o
for some constant C' = C(n, a, p, ) > 0. Since (2.9) holds, it follows from Theorem

and (2:1) that
LY o (Q) = LT_5(Q) = LT_45,(9). (2.11)

Since div I € L} (92), we thus have
v F, )] < v Fllzg_ @19l g < Ol Fllg_ ol o

. '
We now define v, (F) : By

(3 (F),n) = (F,V(En)) + (div F,En)  forally € BY, _(59),

(09) — R by
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where £ is the extension operator given in Theorem[2.2} By (2.11) and Theorem[2.2] there
exists a constant C' = C(n, «, 8, p, ¢, 2) > 0 such that

(), < C (IFl g oy + I1div Fllzs_ o) €0l (g,
< O (IF @ + 1 Fllog_@) 105 o)

foralln € BY, _(99). It follows that v, (F) € B%_, , (99).

Next, we prove that 7, (F') is the unique element in B | /p(02) satisfying (2:10). Let
0 e LY ,(€2) be fixed. Then by Theorem 2.2 Tr¢p € BY, _ (99) and ¢ — E(Tr ¢) €
sz—a,o(Q)- Hence by the definition of div F', we have

(F,V(¢ = E(Tr¢))) + (div F, V(¢ — £(Tr ¢))) = 0.
This implies that
(w(F),Tr¢) = (F,V(E(Tr¢))) + (div F, E(Tr ¢)) = (F, V) + (div F', ¢) ,

which shows that v, (F') satisfies identity (2:10). To show the uniqueness part, suppose that
g € Bf_,,,(09) satisfies

(9,Trg) =0 forall¢ € L’f;a(Q).

Then for every h € Bf;p_a(aﬁ), we have

EheL¥ (Q) andso (g,h) = (g, Tr(ER)) = 0.

This proves the uniqueness part.
Suppose in addition that F' € L%(2)". Let us take

. o if 8 <n/q,
n’/Lp:la +1 ifg>n/q.
Then by (2.9) and Theorem 2.1} we have

BY_,,,(09) = L'(09) and B, (09) = L (59). (2.12)

Hence by Hélder’s inequality, (2.12), and Theorem [2.2] there exists a constant C' =
C(n,«, B,p,q,Q) > 0 such that

/ (Tr F -v)ndo
o0

< PNy lnlsy, omy @13

forall € BY, __(99). This shows that Tr F - v € BY_, , (990). Since V7 : L%(Q2) —
Lq

5_1(Q)™ is bounded, Lf,_a(Q) — L‘ll,_ﬁo(ﬂ), and C> (€)™ is dense in L§(Q)", a
standard density argument enables us to deduce from (2.5) that

/ (Tt F - v) Trpdo = (F, V) + (div F, ¢) (2.14)
o0
forall ¢ € L’fl_a(Q) From (2.10) and (2.14)), we get

(Tt F-v—7,(F), Tr¢) =0 forall¢ € L¥__(9).
Hence it follows that Tr F' - v = ~y,,(F'). This completes the proof of Proposition (]
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2.2. The Poisson equation. We first consider the Dirichlet problem for the Poisson equa-
tion

—Au = in
{ u=/ inf (2.15)

u=up onodfd.

Let {7 (x) : € 0§} be a regular family of cones associated with the Lipschitz domain
Q. See [26] for more details. Let u be a function on 2. The nontangential maximal function
of u is defined by

u*(z) = sup |u(y)| forallz € IN.
yev(x)
If there is a function g on 02 such that

lim w(z) =g(z) forae. z € 09,

z—rz,2z€7v(x)
we write
u — g nontangentially a.e. on 0f2.
The following proposition shows, in particular, that harmonic functions in L? /2 (Q) have
nontangential limits (see [16} Corollary 5.5]).

Proposition 2.5. Suppose that u is a harmonic function in Q2. Then u* € L*(0R) if and
only if u € L?/z (Q). In each case, there exists a function g € L?(0S)) such that u — g
nontangentially a.e. on 0S).

Proposition @] leads us to introduce a function space
#H2,() = {u€ I2u(9) s Au=0in 0},

which is a closed subspace of Lf/Q(Q).

The following theorem summarizes the classical solvability and regularity results for the
Dirichlet problem when f = 0 and u, € L?(99) (see [8, 16, in particular, [16}
Theorems 5.2, 5.15]).

Theorem 2.6. For every u, € L?(0N)), there exists a unique u € H%/Q(Q) such that
u — up nontangentially a.e. on 0S). Moreover, we have
[u*[|L2(a0) < C(n, Q)||upllL250)-
In addition, if u, € L9(0) and 2 < q < o0, then
we Lf, () and |ulrs, @ <C(n Q) [lusllLeo0)

Jerison-Kenig [16] obtained the following optimal solvability result in L? (£2) for the
inhomogeneous Dirichlet problem 2.13)).

Theorem 2.7. There is a number € = () € (0, 1] such that if (o, p) satisfies one of the
following conditions

(i) 1—-e<2/p<l4e and l/p<a<l+1/p;
(i) 1+e<2/p<?2 and 3/p—1—c<a<l+1/p,
(i) 0<2/p<l—e and l/p<a<3/p+e,

then for every f € LP _,(Q) and u, € Bi_l/p(aQ), there exists a unique solution
u € L2 (Q) of 2.13). Moreover, this solution u satisfies

lullzz@ < C (Iflly_ye + luollsz_, om)
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_ T

FiGure 2.1.

for some constant C = C(n,a, p,Q). If Q is a C'-domain, then the constant ¢ may be
taken one.

Definition 2.8. We denote by o7 the set of all pairs («, p) that satisfy one of the conditions
(i), (ii), and (iii) in Theorem 2.7}

To illustrate <7, we introduce

o = {(a,;) (o, p) 6,;2%}.

See Figurefor the set 7 in the ap~!-plane. Observe that o is symmetric with respect
to (1,1/2); hence

(a,p) € & ifandonlyif (2—a,p’)e .
Next, let us consider the Neumann problem for the Poisson equation

—Au=f in{,
{Vu-V:uN on 0f2.
A standard weak formulation of (2.16) is to find u satisfying

/Vu~V¢dx:/f¢dx+/ uyddr forall p € C(Q)
Q Q Ero)

provided that the data f and w, are sufficiently regular. Note that for 1/p < o < 1+ 1/p,
the pairing between L? () and LY__(Q) is well-defined by (Z.6) and (Z.7). So the
pairing (Vu, V¢) is well-defined for all v € L2(€2) and ¢ € Lg/_a(Q)

The following theorem is due to Fabes-Mendez-Mitrea [[11]].

Theorem 2.9. Let (a,p) € <. Then for every f € Lg_y o() and uy € By, |, (09)
satisfying the compatibility condition {(f,1) + (uy,1) = 0, there exists a unique (up to

additive constants) function v € L (Y) such that
(Vu, V) = (f,¢) + (uy, Tr @) forall ¢ € LE__ (). (2.17)

Moreover, this function u satisfies

ez < C (Iflluz_ o + lunllss ., on))

a—1-1/p

(2.16)
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for some constant C = C(n, «, p, Q).

However, Theorem [2.9] does not always gurantee solvability for the Neumann problem
(2:16) as shown in the following example from Amrouche and Rodriguez-Bellido [2].

Example 2.10. Let (o, p) € & be fixed. By Holder’s inequality and Theorem(ii), we

have
’ / Tropdo
o0

forall ¢ € L’Q’/_Q(Q). Define a linear functional f by

S C||T‘I‘¢|‘Bf:r1/p,a(89) S C||¢HL12D/_Q(Q) (218)

(f,¢) = / Trédo forall p € I8 ().
oN
Then by 2.18), f € Lg,_, o(£2). Choose any uy € B, _,
(f, 1) + (uy,1) = 0.

By Theorem [2.9] there exists a function u € L? () satisfying (2.17). However, we prove

that « satisfies
—Au=0 in €2, -
Y (Vu) =14 uy on 09, 219

(092) satisfying

where 7, is the generalized normal trace operator introduced in Proposition 2.4}
Since (f, ¢) = (1, Tr¢) forall ¢ € LE__ () and w satisfies (2.17), we have

(Vu, Vo) =0 forall p € C;°(Q),
which shows that Au = 0 in Q. Choose any (3, q) satisfying

1 1 1
0<B 0<i<p-1<1 and 1-%51_0
q p n q n
Since Vu € Ly, () and div(Vu) = Au =0 € L _,(Q), it follows from Proposition

that Y (Vu) € BZﬁlfl/p(aﬂ) and
(7w (Vu), Tr¢) = (Vu, Vo) = (1 + uy, Tr ¢)

forall ¢ € L¥__ (). Finally, since Tr : L¥__(Q) — B”,

l/p_a(aﬂ) is surjective, we get

’Y,/(VU) =1+ Uy,
which proves that u is a solution of the problem (2.19).

Example[2.10|suggests that we need to assume more regularity on the data f to gurantee
a unique solvability result for the Neumann problem (2:16).

Theorem 2.11. Let (o, p) € <7 and assume that (8, q) satisfies

1 1 1
0<B 0<t<p-1<1 ana 1-251_ 8
q p n q n
Then for every f € L%fZ(Q) and uy € BZ—1—1/p(6Q) satisfying the compatibility

condition (f,1) + (uy,1) = 0, there exists a unique (up to additive constants) function
u € LP(Q) such that

(2.20)

—Au=f inQ,
Y (Vu) =uy on 0.
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Proof. Since LQLQ(Q) — Lg/_B(Q) = Lgl_ﬁ,O(Q) and LIQ’LQ(Q) is dense in Lg/_ﬁ(Q),
it follows that Lj ,(Q) < Lf,_, (2). Hence by Theorem there exists a function
u € LP () such that

(Vu, V) = {£,6) + (uy, Trg) forall ¢ € L§_,(2).
Since f € L%fQ(Q), we have

<V’U,7 v¢> = <f7 ¢> and ‘<vu7 V¢>‘ < CHf||L%72(Q) H(ZS”LgLB(Q)

for all ¢ € C§°(Q). So div(Vu) = Au € L% ,(Q) and —Au = f in Q. Moreover it

B—2
follows from Proposition that Y (Vu) € Bi_l_l/p(aQ) and

(1w (Vu), Tr¢) = = (f,¢) + (Vu, Vo) = (uy, Tr ¢)

forall ¢ € L5 (). Since Tr: L§_,(Q) — BV, .
that v, (Vu) = uy.

To prove the uniqueness part, let u be a solution to the problem (2:20) with f = 0 and
uy = 0. Since 7, (Vu) = 0 and —Au = 0 in €, it follows that

forall ¢ € Lg/_ B(Q) Hence by Theorem u = ¢ for some constant c. This completes
the proof of Theorem [2.1T} O

(09) is surjective, we conclude

2.3. Bilinear estimates. In this subsection, we derive some bilinear estimates which will
play a crucial role in this paper.

Lemma 2.12. Suppose that b € L™(Q)"™, and let (o, p) and (8, q) satisfy

1 1
0<a<f<2 l<q<p<oo, ad +-5_-1_¢ 2.21)
qg n p n
(i) Assume that
1 -1
B<1 and S <t (2.22)
n o p n
Then for any v € L (S2), we have
ub € L'(Q)"
and
[ wb) - da < Clblnioy o9y 23)
forall ® € C>(Q)", where C = C (n,, 3,p,q,8) > 0.
(ii) Assume that
-1 1 -2
a>1 and cfofn=2 (2.24)
n p n
Then for any v € LE (2), we have
b- Vv e LY(Q)

and
/Q(b Vo) dr < CHb”L”(Q)HU”Lg(Q)”wHLgLB(Q)

for allp € C>(Q2), where C = C (n, o, B,p, q,Q) > 0.
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Proof. Assume that («, p) satisfies (2.22) and u € L? (). Then it follows from Theorem
that u € L7-1(£2). Hence by Holder’s inequality, we have ub € L(Q)".
Define r and s by

1 1 « 1 1 1-p
- =—-——— and -=-—— .
rop o n s q n
Then
1 1 1
l<r,s<oo and -4+ -4+ —=1. (2.25)
r s n

Let & € C> ()" be given. Then Hélder’s inequality and Theoremm give

/Q(Ub) ~®dx < ||b||pn o) llullLr @) [Pl L (o)

< Clbllzn@lulzz @12l

for some constant C = C (n, a, 3, p, q, 2). This completes the proof of (i). The assertion
immediately follows from (i) since v € L2 () implies Vo € L2 ()™ This

a—1

completes the proof of Lemma[2.12] O

Remark. Suppose that « > 0 and 1 < p < oo. If w € L}(Q) satisfies

/ wpdr < Cl||lpr o) forall ¢ € C*(Q),
Q

then the functional
o — / weo dx
Q

can be uniquely extended to a bounded linear functional on both L% (2) and L, ,(£2), which
we still denote by w.

Lemmal[2.12)and the remark enable us to prove the following estimates which are inspired
by Gerhardt’s inequality in [14]] (see also [6, [17H19]).
Lemma 2.13. Suppose thatb € L™ (Q)™.
(i) Let (c,p) satisfy
1 -1
0<a<l and g<7<%.
n p n
Then for each & > 0, there is a constant C. = C (g, n, a, p, b, Q) > 0 such that

[[ubll

a—1,0

forallu € L? ().
(ii) Let (o, p) satisfy

@ t+llublize () < ellullrz @) + Cellulle (o)

a—1

a+n—2
- .

1
1<a<2 and < -<
n P

Then for each € > 0, there is a constant C. = C (e, n, o, p, b, Q) > 0 such that

b - Vol

a—2,0

@ b Vol () <elvle@) + Cellvlle e
forallv e L (Q).
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A
Y

FiGure 2.2.

Proof. (i) Let € > 0 be given. Since C§°(Q2)" is dense in L™(£2)", there exists b, €
Ce(2)™ such that ||b. — b||;nq) < €/C, where C is the positive constant in (2.23).
Then by Lemma [2.12] (i) and its remark, we have

HUbHLifLo(Q) < lu(b— bE)Hqu,o(Q) + HUbEHLi—l,O(Q)
< ellullzze) + llubellrr_, -

Let ® € C® (ﬁ)n Then by Holder’s inequality, we get

[ (wbe) - @de < el s [
< Clbe = @12l g
and thus
HUbEHLgfl‘O(Q) < Cellull ey

for some constant C. = C' (e, n, «, p, b, ). The proof of is similar and so omitted.
This completes the proof of Lemma 2.13] O

Definition 2.14. We denote by & the set of all pairs («, p) that satisfy the condition in
Lemma (. Similarly, %’ is the set of all pairs (v, p) that satisfy the condition in

Lemma [2.13] (i).

To depict these sets, we introduce

i-{(o)) wmes) w oo {(0):@nea)

See Figure for the sets % and %’ in the ap~!-plane. Note that A is the reflection of
2 with respect to (1,1/2); hence

(a,p) € # ifandonlyif (2—«,p')e X
Assume that b € L™(Q)", and let (o, p) € £ be fixed. Then by Lemma (i), the
mapping
(u,9) = (B, 8) = — (ub, Vo) forall (u.¢) € LE(Q) x L} ,(2)
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defines a bounded linear operator BY , from LZ,(£2) to L} 5 0(2). The same lemma also

shows that the mapping Bg p defined by
BE ju=div(ub) forallu € L}, 5()

is a bounded linear operator from L, ;(£2) to L}, ,(£2). Similarly, it follows from Lemma
(ii) that the mapping B;_, ., defined by

By pyv=-b-Vu forallve Lg;a(Q)

is a bounded linear operator from Lg_a(Q) to LV ,0(£2). Note also that

(BN ju,v) = (Bs_o yv,u)  forall (u,v) € LE(Q) x L5_ (%) (2.26)
and
(BE ju,v) = (Bs_, yv,u) forall (u,v) € L? () x Lgl_a,O(Q). (2.27)

Moreover, these operators are compact as shown below.

Lemma 2.15. Suppose thatb € L™(Q)", and let (o, p) € 2. Then the operators BY ,
BP | and B

o 5—a,p are compact.

Proof. Tt was shown in [16, Proposition 2.9] that L%(Q) is reflexive for 5 > 0 and

1 < ¢ < oo. Hence to prove the compactness of Bé}f p» it suffices to show that Bé}f p 18

completely continuous. Let ¢ > 0 be given. By Lemma [2.13] (i), there is a constant
C. = C(g,n,a,p,b,Q) > 0 such that

[(Baipus &)| = [(ub, Vo)| < |lubllzz_, @IVl o

< (ellullzz o) + Cellullo@) 191 5 (o

for all (u, ¢) € LE(Q) x L“Q’/_Q(Q). Hence it follows that
1B puller_, @) < ellullz o) + Cellullr) forallu € LE(Q). (2.28)

Suppose that uj, — u weakly in L5 (€2) and [Ju|pp o) < M = supy [Jukl[1z ) < oo.
Then by Theorem [2.1] (ii), we have

ug — w  strongly in LP(Q).
Thus by (2:28), we get

lim sup HB(]Xpuk - B(pru||Lfy_2 (@) < 2Me.
k—o0 -

Since & > 0 was arbitrary chosen, it follows that B ,u, — B} ,u strongly in LY, , ,(9),
which proves that Bg) » is completely continuous. Since the proofs for sz pand B3
are similar, we omit their proofs. This completes the proof of Lemma[2.15] O

3. MAIN RESULTS
We shall assume throughout the rest of the paper that
b e L" ()"

Having introduced the sets ./ and 4 in Section 2] we are ready to state the main results of
this paper.
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3.1. The Dirichlet problems. Our first result is concerned with unique solvability for the
Dirichlet problems (D) and (D) with boundary data in BE (0).
Theorem 3.1. Let (o, p) € &/ N A.

(i) For every f € LY _,(Q) and u, € Bg_l/p(aﬂ), there exists a unique solution
u € L2 () of (D). Moreover, this solution u satisfies

lullzz@ < € (1@ + lusllsz_, om)

for some constant C = C (n, a, p, b, ).
(ii) For every g € L? (Q) and v, € Bf+1/p_a(8§2), there exists a unique solution

ve Ly (Q)of (D). Moreover, this solution v satisfies

oy oy = € (Mol oy + ool omy)
for some constant C = C (n, a, p, b, ).

Remark. For the special case when (o, p) = (1,2), Theorem [3.1| was already shown by
Droniou [9]]. Moreover, L’l’ -results were established by Kim-Kim [[19] for C'-domains.
Theorem@extends the previous results in [9,[19] as well as the classical work of Jerison-
Kenig [16].

Next, we consider unique solvability for the Dirichlet problem (D) with boundary data
in L2(0Q). Let (a,p) € & N % be fixed. Suppose that f € L ,(Q) and up, €
L?(09). By Theorem , there exists a unique solution u; in H? /2(§2) such that uy — u,,
nontangentially a.e. on 0{2. Let us consider the following problem:

{ —Aug 4 div (ugb) = —div (u1b) in Q,

Uy =0 on 9. 3.1)

By Theorem[2.T]and Lemma[2:12]
n 2n_
up € L1(Q) andso  div(ub) € L7 (Q).

Since (1,2n/(n+1)) € & N A, it follows from Theorem that there exists a
2

unique solution uy € Lf’? (©2) of (3:I). The same theorem also shows that there exists
a unique solution uz € L, ((2) of the problem (D) with trivial boundary data. Define
u = uy + us + uz. Then

2n

€ My () + LI (Q) + LT o()
and
—Au+div(ub) = f in Q.
To proceed further, we need the following lemma which will be proved in Section &2}

Lemma 3.2. Let (a,p) € o/ and 0 < o < 1. Then

W2 ,() 0 (L () + Lz,o<ﬂ>) ~ {0},

Lemma 3.2 motivates us to introduce the following definition.
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Definition 3.3. For (o, p) € &/ and 0 < a < 1, we denote by DP (2) the Banach space
2n
1 @) o (L@ + 12,()

equipped with the natural norm. The projection operator of DE(f2) onto H? /Q(Q) is
denoted by P, ,, or simply by PP.

Now we are ready to state unique solvability and regularity results for the Dirichlet
problem (D) with boundary data in L?(992).

Theorem 3.4. Let (o, p) € o/ N B. Forevery f € LE_,(Q) and u, € L*(9RQ), there
exists a unique function v € DP (QY) such that

@ - [u(Bo+b-Yo)do=(f.0) forals e CF(),
Q
(b) Pu — up nontangentially a.e. on ON).

Moreover, we have

lullpz ) < C (Iflzz @) + lusllL200)) -
In addition, if u, € LI(Q) and 2 < q < oo, then

we L, (Q)+IA(Q).

1/q
Remark.
(i) Suppose that (o, p) € o and b = 0. Combining Theorems and we can

prove that for every f € L”_,(€) and u,, € L?(9S), there exists a unique function
uc H%/2<Q) D LZ,O(Q) satisfying

(a) —/uA(bdx: (f,¢) forall ¢ € C5°(Q),
Q
(b) Pu — u, nontangentially a.e. on 0f2.

where P is the projection operator from 7—[%/2(9) @ L?, () onto 7—[?/2(9).
(ii) Supposethat f € L? ,(Q)andu, € LI(0N), where (o, p) € &/ NABand2 < g < 00
satisfy
1 1 1 1
- <a and f—ggf—ﬂ.
n-q n
Then by Theorem L (Q)) — L‘{/q(Q). Hence if w € DE () is a solution of
(D) given by Theorem [3.4] then v € L /q(Q). However, we cannot expect that the
solution u becomes bounded even though f = 0 and u, is constant. Define

T

u(z) = —In|z| and b(z)= for x € By s,

|2 In ||

where B, is the open ball of radius 7 centered at the origin. Then u € L3(B; /2)
satisfies

—Au+div(ub) =0 inBy;, and u=1In2 ondB/,.

Note that u is not bounded while b € L™ (B, /2)".
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(iii) One may ask existence of a solution of the problem (D) with boundary data v,, €
L?(992). Following our previous strategy, we first find a function v; € H? /2(§2) such

that v; — v, nontangentially a.e. on 9€). However, since v; € LE(Q) with p = 2
and o = 1/2 < 1, the estimate in Lemma (ii) cannot be used to show that
bV, € Lj_, for some (3,q) € &/ N%. So it seems hard to discuss the solvability
of the following problem

—Avg +b-Vvg=—-b-Vv; inQ,
{ vg =0 on 0N.

3.2. The Neumann problems. In this subsection, we state the main result for the Neumann
problems (N) and (N”).
Theorem 3.5. Let (a,p) € &/ N A.
(i) There exists a positive function G € LP () satisfying
forall ¢ € LS;Q(Q). In fact, @ € LE(Q) for all (B,q) € o/ N 2.
(i) For every f € L% _, () and uy € B§7171/p(aﬂ) satisfying the compatibility
condition (f,1) + (uy,1) = 0, there exists a unique function v € LE(Q) with
Jo wdx = 0 such that
<VU, v¢> - <Ub7 v¢> = <f7 ¢> + <UN7 Tr ¢>
forall ¢ € LQLQ(Q). Moreover, u satisfies

lullzg @ < € (Ifllur_, o + lusllsr | on)

for some constant C = C (n, «, p, b, ).

(iii) Foreveryg € L”, ((Q)andvy € BY,

(g, @)+ {vy, Tr @) = 0, there exists a unique functionv € Lg/_a(Q) with [ vidz =0
such that

(09) satisfying the compatibility condition

<VU, V,(/)> - <b : VU,V¢> = <ng> + <UNa T“/)>
forallp € LP(Q). Moreover, v satisfies

oy o < (I9lar,_ oy + 1onlag,om)

for some constant C = C (n, «, p, b, Q).

Remark. When (a,p) = (1,2), Theorem [3.5] was already shown by Droniou-Vazquez
[TO]. Recently, LY-results were obtained by Kang-Kim [[17] for general elliptic equations
of second order:

— div(AVu) + div(ub) = f, —div(A'Vv)—=b-Vuv=g inQ, (3.2)
provided that the matrix A has a small BMO semi-norm and the boundary OS2 has a small

Lipschitz constant. Theorem [3.3] extends the results in [I0l [IT]] for arbitrary Lipschitz
domains and in [[17]] for Lipschitz domains having small Lipschitz constants.

It was already observed in Example [2.10]that the functions in Theorem [3.3](ii) and (iii)
may not solve the Neumann problems (N)) and (N'). However, if f and g are sufficiently
regular, then these functions become solutions of the problems (V) and (V).

Theorem 3.6. Let (o, p) € &/ N A.
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(i) Assume that (3, q) satisfies
0<B 0< <p_1<1 ama 1-251_8
q p n q n
Forevery f € L} ,(Q) and uy € 35_1—1/p(89) satisfying the compatibility condi-
tion (f,1) + (uy, 1) = 0, there exists a unique function u € L2 () with [, udz =0
such that

{ ~Au+div(ub) = f inQ, 3.3)

Y (Vu — ub) = uy  on 09.
(ii) Assume that (3, q) satisfies
1

1
b<a 0<p<=-<1, and --—
q p

q

1 B
E.

3Ie

For every g € Lq_lﬂ(Q) and vy € BY (0Q) satisfying the compatibility condition

1/p—a
(9, 0)+(vy, Tra) = 0, there exists a unique functionv € Lb_ (Q) with [, viidz = 0
such that

—Av—b-Vv=g in(,
(3.4)

Y (Vo) = vy on 0.
Here 1 is the function in Theorem[3.3(i).

4. Proors or THEorREMs [3.1] anD [3.4]

The purpose of this section is to prove Theorems [3.1) and [3.4 which are concerned with
unique solvability for the Dirichlet problems with boundary data in BE(992) and L?(99),
respectively.

4.1. Proof of Theorem First, we reduce the problems (D) and (D’) to the problems
with trivial boundary data. In the case of the Dirichlet problem (D)), let (o, p) € &/ N A
be fixed. Set h = Eup, where £ : BY | /p(aQ) — LP(Q) is the extension operator given
in Theorem 2.2l Then

he (@) and (Bl < Clusllsr_, on)
for some constant C' = C' (n, «, p, §2). By Lemma we have

div (hb) € LY _,(Q)
and so

f=f+4 Ah—div(hb) € L*_,().

a—2

Note also that
1z <€ (IFllz_yo + IRz o) )

< C (Ifllaz_yco + lusllsr_, )

a—1/p

for some constant C' = C(n, a, p, b, ) > 0. Hence the problem (D) is reduced to the
following problem:

w=0 onodf.

One can do a similar reduction to the problem @ into the problem with trivial boundary
data.

{ —Aw +div (wb) = f inQ,
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Hence from now on, we focus on the solvability for the problems (D) and (D) with
trivial boundary data, that is, u, = v, = 0.

First of all, it follows from Theorem [2.7| that for each («, p) € <7, the operator Cg”g :
L’;,O(Q) — LP _,(£2) defined by

0,D, _
Lyyu=—Au
is bijective. Let (o, p) € &/ N A be fixed. Recall from Lemma that
Bg,p : LZ,O(Q) — LZ72(Q) and Bsfa,p’ : Lgfa,O(Q) — Lga(Q)
are compact linear operators. Define
D 0,D D D  _ 0D *
Lo,=Lyy+By, and Ly =Ly +B5 o

Then L7 , is a bounded linear operator from L, ;(€2) to L, _,(€2) and C;Pa,p' is a bounded

linear operator from leta,o (Q) to ¥ «(9). Since L% and Eg;Da’p/ are bijective, we have
-1

LYy =Ly o {I +(Lay) o Bg,p]

and
—1
,D _ * 0,D 0,D
sza,p’ - {I"_ 82*0427’ © (52704,1)’) } © ‘C2fa,p"

Here I denotes the identity operator on a Banach space. Hence

ker L), = ker (I + (ﬁg”f)_l o ng) 4.1)
and

-1 —1
er £32, = (£32 ) [ker (zwga,p,o(agg,p,) )} (42)

On the other hand, since BOIZP and B;_mp
theory (see e.g. [3]]) that the operator

—1
I+ (Lay)  °B,

is injective if and only if it is surjective, and

, are compact, it follows from the Riesz-Schauder

dimker (1 + (£50) " 0 B, ) = dim ker <I +[ (e oL, | '> <00, (43)

!/
where [(Cg’g ) 1o BE p} denotes the adjoint operator of (£22) o BY,. By @27), we
easily get

Dyl _»p 1 " op \ !
[(£32) o BR | =B oo (£350,) (4.4)
Therefore, it follows from (@I), @.2), @3), and #4) that
dimker £5, = dimker £37, , < 0. (4.5)

We shall show that the kernels of Eg,p and E;;Da’p/ are trivial. We first consider the special
case when (1,p) € & N A.

Lemma 4.1. Let (1,p) € o/ N AB. Then
ker L, = ker E’{:E, = {0}.
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Proof. 1t was proved by Droniou [9] that
ker L1y = ker ET:? ={0}.

Suppose first that p > 2. Then since LY(Q2) C L3(Q) C L’f/(Q), it follows that
ker L, C ker LT, = {0}. By (@3), we conclude that

ker £, = ker L] = {0}. (4.6)

If p < 2, then ker 5?5 C ker £7Y = {0}. Thus @8) follows from @3) as well. This
completes the proof of Lemma 4.1} O

For general (o, p) € o/ N A, we use the following lemma.
Lemma 4.2. Let (o, p), (8,q) € o/ N A satisfy

4.7

1
a<f and 77@
q n

D=
3|2

Then
ker Ef,p C ker Eg’q.

Proof. Let u € ker LD . Then by Lemma div(ub) € L} ,(Q). So by Theorem
there exists a unique v € Lf ((€2) such that Av = div(ub) in Q. Setw = u —v.
Then Aw = 0 in Q and w € L5 (Q) + L(Q). Since (a,p) and (B, q) satisfy @), it
follows from Theorem|2.1|that L2 (Q) + L(Q2) = L% (). Since (a,p) € 7 and Trw = 0
on 01, it follows from Theorem that w = 0in Q and so u = v € L} (). Hence
u € ker L] . This completes the proof of Lemma O

Proposition 4.3. Let («,p) € &/ N PB. Then
ker £2 ) =ker£3" = {0}.

2—a,p
Proof. By Lemmad.T|and (@.3)), it suffices to show that there exists ¢ such that
(1,9 e ¥ NFA and kerﬁg’p C kerﬁfq.

First, if n = 3 or € = 1, we define q by
1 1 1 «

qg m p n
Then it is easy to check that (1,q) € &/ N %. Thus it follows from Lemma [4.2] that
ker Egp C ker Ef?q.

Suppose next that n > 4 and 0 < € < 1. Let {o; } be a sequence defined inductively by

Qi+l — & Qj+1 — €

ap=0, «a;=¢, and - +aj:T(j21).
Note that ;1 (j > 1) is the S-coordinate of the intersection point of the two straight lines
lzﬁ_aj—kaj and }:6_8
q n q 3
in the S¢~!-plane. On the other hand, since
3n—3 ne

= ; > 1
a3+1 n73aﬂ+n73 (]— )’
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the sequence {«;} diverges to co as j — oo. Hence there exists £ > 1 such that
ap < (14+¢€)/2 < ags1. Let us redefine

1+¢

App1 = and apyo =1;

2

see Figure .1 with k = 3.

Q| =

ap=¢ o 1 _
1 2 oy = ;5 as=1 8

Ficure 4.1.

We claim that if ;1 < a < a; (1 < j < k + 2), then there exists ¢ such that
(aj,q) € /NA and kerﬁg’p C kerﬁo’ij,q.

If this claim is true, then applying the claim repeatedly, we can show that there exists ¢
such that (1,¢) € &/ N % and ker L5, C ker L, which completes the proof. The proof
of the claim consists of two steps.

Step 1. Assume that

1 ~ o -
j=1 or ->2"Y LY TE 9ok, (4.8)
P n
Define g by
1 o 1 «
g n p n

Since (o, p) € o/ N A, it is easy to check that (¢, q) € o/ N Z. Hence it follows from
Lemmathat ker Egp C ker Egjﬂ'
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71 — &

FiGure 4.2.

Step 2. Assume that
o — Q5 — €
n * 3

Let 51 be the B-coordinate of the intersection point of the two straight lines

1 - 1 1 —
:ﬂ a—l—f and f:ﬁ °
q n 4 q 3

in the B¢~ !-plane; see Figure Then a;_1 < o < 1 < a . Define B and g; by

a+51 1 62 1 (6%
and —— —=-—-— —.
2 q1 n D on

1
2<j<k+2 and -<
p

B2

Then a < B2 < «; and (B2,¢1) € & N A. So by Lemma kerﬁgp - ker/.lgmql.
Choose any ¢ satisfying

—a; a—e 1 1
Prooy pas=e 1 nlp, B2H1ltel 4.9)
n 3 Qo 3

It is easy to check that 1 < go < g1 and (B2,¢2) € &/ N Z. Since L () C LE (),
we have ker ﬁljﬂjz o C ker EEQ a2 Now, since (2, g2) satisfies @) it follows from Step 1
that there exists ¢ such that

(aj,q) € /NP and kerﬁgm2 C ker £V

«j,q°

which proves the claim. This completes the proof of Proposition 4.3] (I

By the Riesz-Schauder theory, Theorem [3.1]is a direct consequence of Proposition 4.3]
but we give a proof for the sake of the completeness.
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Proof of Theorem[3.1] It suffices to prove Theorem [3.1] when u;, = v, = 0. Due to the

Riesz-Schauder theory, we already observed that the operator I + (Eg’g )71 o BQ p 18
injective if and only if it is surjective. By @-I)) and Proposition [4.3] we have

—1
ker (I +(L35) o Bf:p) =ker £, = {0}.
Hence I + (£31) o BY , is bijective. As L)L is bijective, we conclude that
D _ p0.D D
‘Ca,p - £a,p + Ba,p
is bijective; that is, given f € L!_,(Q2), there exists a unique u € L7, () such that

Egypu = f. Moreover, it follows from the open mapping theorem that there exists a
constant C' = C'(n, o, p, b, Q) such that

lullzz @) < Cllflle @)

This completes the proof of (i). Following exactly the same argument, we can also prove
Theorem [3.1] (i) of which proof is omitted |

4.2. Proofs of Lemma and Theorem 3.4l The existence assertion of Theorem [3.4]
was already shown in Section[3] It remains to prove uniqueness and regularity assertions
of Theorem[3.4] To do this, we need to prove Lemma[3.2] The following embedding result
is naturally arisen in the proofs of Lemmaand the uniqueness assertion when o > 1/2.

Lemma 4.4. Let (o, p) € &. If 1/2 < « < 1, then there is q with («, q) € < such that

2n
L™ () + LE(2) = LE(Y).
In addition, if (o, p) € &/ N B, then q can be chosen so that (o, q) € &/ N B.

Proof. Observe that (1, %) € o/ N %. By Theorem|2.1, we have

2n

L7 (@) + LE(Q) = LY (Q) + LE(Q) = LL(9),

where
1

a n+l1l 1 .

- = — — and ¢ = min(p,qo).
Qg n 2n n

(a

If p < qo, then (o, q) = (o, p) € &7. Suppose that ¢ = ¢o < p. Then since

1 n+1l 24¢
= o d
a>2, (a,p) € &, an o™ < 3
we have
a—e 1 1 a+n—1< . a+1l4+¢
—<-== min<{ a, ———— 5.
3 qg n n ’ 3
Hence it follows that («, ¢) € «7. If (o, p) € 2 in addition, then (v, ) € 2 too since
1 1
- — g Z - g >0
qg n p n
This completes the proof of Lemma[4.4] O

When o < 1/2, we will use the following lemma which extends a similar result in [6]
for the Stokes system in three-dimensional Lipschitz domains.
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Lemma 4.5. Let (o, p) satisfy

n—1
on

<

1 1
l<p<oo, —-<a<l+-, and
p p

3IQ

1
- (4.10)
p

2n

If w is harmonic in Q and w € L7 (Q) + L2(Q), then u* € L*(09) and v — Tru
nontangentially a.e. on 0S2.

Proof. By virtue of an approximation scheme due to Verchota [26], there are sequences of
C*°-domains §2; C €2 and homeomorphisms A; : 9Q — 0€; such that A; (z) € v (z) for
all j and for all z € 9. Also, as j — 00, sup,¢gq |Aj (2) — 2| = 0 and v (A (2)) —
v(z) forae. z € 90 and in L9(99), 1 < g < oo, where v; is the outward unit normal
to 0€);. Moreover, there exist positive functions w; : 92 — R, bounded away from zero
and infinity uniformly in j, such that w; — 1 a.e. on 99 and in L(02), 1 < ¢ < oo, and
S wjido = fAj(E) do; for any measurable £ C 5.

For each j, we define g; = u |gq,. Note that
Ay =0 infy,
{ (Dj)

U = gj on 8QJ

Hence by a classical result of Verchota [26]], there exists f; € L? (92;) such that u lo; can
be written as the double layer potential of f; on 0€2;:

u(x) = / wfj (z)doj (), =€Q,. (4.11)
9, |z — 2]
and
I fillz200,) < CllgillLzaa,) = CllullL2a0,)- 4.12)

Here the constant C' in (4.12)) depends only on the Lipschitz character of Q2. Since («, p)
satisfies @-10), it follows from Corollary 2.3] that

u C . < C u _zn_ < C u n 4.13
Iz @, < € HLf?“(QjHLﬁ(Qj)_ ” ||Lf2+1<n)+Lz<n) 19

for some constant C' depending only on the Lipschitz character of €2, «, p, and n. By the
change of variables z; = A, (z), we deduce from (4.I1)) that

A ()
ww= [ v —A; ()"

i (A (2)) wj (2) do (2) (4.14)

for all z € Q;. For each j, we define F; (2) = f; (Aj (z))wj (2). Then by @I2) and
(@.13), we have

Il aom < Cllisiony < Ol -

for all j. Hence {F}} is a bounded sequence in L?(952), and we may assume that F; — F
weakly in L?(9Q) for some F' € L?(99). Thus, by letting j — oo in #.14), we conclude
that u is the double layer potential of F' on 0f). Therefore, by a well-known theorem of
Coifman-McIntosh-Meyer [7], u* belongs to L?(992) and so it follows from Proposition
that there exists g € L?(99) such that u — g nontangentially a.e. on 9.
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It remains to show that Tru = g on 9. For 0 < § < 1, we choose us € C* (Q) so

that ||u — us]| 2n < 4. Then Corollary [2.3[again gives
LA(Q)+Ly T (Q)

||u o Aj — TI‘UHLz(ag) < ||quj — Ug O Aj”L?(aQ) + ||u5 o Aj — TruéHLQ(BQ)
+||TI"ZL5 7TI‘U||L2(aQ)

< Cllu — usll 2o + [lus o Aj —u
< Clu=ull o sy — uslsony

< C6+ |lus o Aj — usl z2(a0)-
Since sup,csq |A; (2) — 2| = 0as j — oo, we have

limsup [luo A — Trul[12(50) < C6.
J—00
Since 0 < § < 1 is arbitrary, it follows that u o A; — Tru in L?(92) as j — oo. On
the other hand, since A; (z) € v () for any z € 99, we have |uo A;| < u* € L*(99).
Hence by the dominated convergence theorem, u o A; — g in L*(92) as j — oc. This
completes the proof of Lemma [4.3] ([l

These lemmas lead us to the proofs of Lemma [3.2]and Theorem 3.4}
Proof of Lemma[3.2} Suppose first that o > 1/2. Then by Lemma[4.4] there exists g with
(a, q) € o such that
2n
L8 o) + L5 () = LG 4(2).
Since (o, q) € «, it follows from Theorem [2.7] that
LZ,O(Q) N H§/2(Q) = {0}.

This implies the assertion when o > 1/2. Next, suppose that 0 < « < 1/2 and

u € Hipp()N (ng Q) + Lgo(o)) .

Since u is harmonic in Q and (o, p) satisfies (@.10), it follows from Lemma that
u* € L*(09Q) and u — Tru = 0 nontangentially a.e. on 9€). Hence by Theorem
w = 0 in Q. This completes the proof of Lemma 3.2} O

Proof of Theorem The existence assertion of Theorem [3.4] was already proved in Sec-
tion To prove the uniqueness assertion, suppose that « € DP () satisfies (a) and
(b) in Theorem with (f,up) = (0,0). Then by Theorem 2.6] Pu = 0 and so
2n_
u € Ly (Q) + LY, o(Q). If o > 1/2, then it follows from Lemma4.4fthat u € L7, ,(Q2)
for some ¢ satisfying (o, q) € &/ N %. Hence by Theorem u is identically zero in 2.
Suppose thus that 0 < o < 1/2. Since (o, p) satisfies @.10), it follows from Corollary
n 2n_
and Lemma2.12|that u € L7-T (Q) and div(ub) € L"1* (). Hence by Theorem
2n_
(i), there exists v € Ly'4" () such that Av = div(ub) in 2. Define w = u — v. Then

2n_
Aw=0inQandw € L"§" () + L, 4(). So by Lemma , w* € L*(0Q) and w — 0
nontangentially a.e. on 9€2. Hence it follows from Proposition [2.5] and Theorem [2.6] that
2n_
w=0inQandsou = v € L' (Q2). Thus, it follows from Theorem [3.1{that u = 0 in Q.
This completes the proof of the uniqueness assertion of Theorem [3.4]
To prove the regularity assertion, we write u = w1 + uz + us, where u; € "Hf /Q(Q),

2n_
uy — up nontangentially a.e. on 9, up € L'§" (Q2) is asolution of (3.1)), and uz € L5, ()
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is a solution of (D) with u, = 0. Suppose first that u, € L4(9f2) and 2 < ¢ < oo. Then
by Theorem uj € Lg/q(Q). Since ¢ > 2, there exists (y,7) € &/ N 2 such that
1 1/g 1 «y

1
-<v and - —-—"—=—-——.
q q n romn

By Lemma [2.12} div(u1b) € LI _,(£2). Hence it follows from Theorem (i) and

Theorem 2.1fthat uz € L1 (2) < L‘f/q(Q). This proves that

we L, (Q)+LL(9).

Suppose next that u, € L°°(0). By Theorem [2.6] we have u; € L*°(£2). Since

(o, p) € A, we have
1 1-«

Y n
So by Theorem [2.T]and Hélder’s inequality, we have
LY ()= L™ (Q) and div(ub) € LP_,(9).
Therefore, it follows from Theoremthat ug € LP(£2), which implies that
u € L>®(Q) + LE(Q).
This completes the proof of Theorem [3.4] O

1
< —.
<

5. Proors or THEOREMS [3.3] AND

This section is devoted to the proofs of Theorems 3.5]and [3.6] which are concerned with
the Neumann problems (V) and (). The following theorem is a special case of a result
due to Mitrea-Taylor [21, Theorem 12.1].

Theorem 5.1. Let X\ > 0 and (a,p) € o/. For every f € L: () and uy €
B? (09), there exists a unique function u € L () satisfying

a—1-1/p
(Vu, Vo) + A(u, ¢) = (f,9) + (uy, Tr §)

Jorall ¢ € Lgl_a(Q). Moreover, we have

lulzzey <€ (1lzz o+ lunllsr o)
for some constant C = C(n, a,p, b, A, Q).
For A > 0 and («, p) € &7, the mapping
(u 8) = (Lapu, &) = (Vu, Vo) + X (u, 0)

defines a bounded linear operator £3 from L2(Q) to Lt _, ((Q2). Moreover, L)) is
bijective by Theorem [5.1] Note also that

(LA u,v) = <ng‘a7p,v,u> for all (u,v) € L2 (Q) x LSLQ(Q). (5.1
Now let (a,p) € @ N 2 be fixed. By Lemma[2.12] the mapping
(u,v) € LE(Q) x Lg/_a(Q) — <E£pu,v> = (Vu, Vv) — (ub, Vv)

defines a bounded linear operator £}, from L£, () to LY, , 4(€2). Also, the mapping

2—a,p

(u,v) € L2(Q) x LB (Q) <c*’N ,v,u> = (Vu, V) — (b - Vo, u)
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defines a bounded linear operator £~ from LQLQ(Q) to L’ja}o(ﬂ). LetZ, : LP(Q) —

2—a,p’

(LP'(£2))’ be the isomorphism defined by
(Zpu,v) = / wodz  forall (u,v) € LP(Q) x L” ().
Q
Suppose that A > 0. Recall from Lemma[2.13|that
BN i LB(Q) = IP_,(Q) and B, : L5 (Q) = L¥ ()
are compact linear operators. By the definitions, we have
Eg,p +AL, = Lgfg + ngv,p

and N \
*, 0, *
LQ—CE,I)/ + )\Ip/ — ‘C’Q—a,p’ + BQ—(X,[)’ .
By (2:26) and (5.1)), we have
(£, + My, v) = (L5, + ATy o) (5.2)

forallu € L2 (Q2) and v € Lg;a(ﬂ). Since Eg’;‘, and £gf‘a7p, are bijective, it follows that

-1
03+ BY, = £ o [T+ (£23) " o BY, ]

and
LYy + By = {1 + By a0 (£00,) 1} 0 L5 -
Thus,
ker(LY,, + AT,) = ker (I + (£53) " o BY,) (5.3)
and
ker(LyN 4+ N\Ly) = £37, [ker (I + B3 g © (cgfw,) 1)] )
On the other hand, since B(JX pand B3 are compact linear operators, it follows from the

Riesz-Schauder theory that I + (Eg’;‘,)*l o B(JIV, p is injective if and only if it is bijective, and
— _ !/
dim ker (I + (Eg’;‘j) Yo Bé\{p) = dim ker (I + {(ﬁg’;‘j) ‘o Bé\{p} > <oo. (5.9)
From (2.26) and (5.1), we easily get

-1 ! * 0,A -1
(£33) o BN, | = Biayo (£22,,) (5.6)
Thus by (3.3), (3-4), (3-3)), and (5.6), we have
dimker(£Y , + \Z,) = dimker(£3", |, + \Z,) < 0. (5.7)

The kernels £ + AT, and EHV + AZ have been characterized by Droniou-Vizquez
[[10L Propositions 2.2 and 5.1] and Kang-Kim [[17, Lemma 4.5].

Lemma 5.2.
(i) ker Ly = R and ker E’fév = R for some function @ € L3(Q) satisfying @ > 0
a.e. on ).
(ii) ker(Ly + A\To) = ker(L]) + A\To) = {0} forall X > 0.

The following lemma will be used to characterize the kernels EOJX » AL, and o

2—a,p’ +
AZ, for (a,p) € o/ N JBand A > 0.
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Lemma 5.3. Let (v, p) € &/ N AB. Then there exists (1,q) € o/ N P such that
ker(ﬁ(])\f’p +MI,) C ker(ﬁffq + M\Z,) forallX>0.

Proof. We first claim that if («, ), (8, q) € o N A satisfy

a<p and 175:179,

g n p n
then
ker (LY, + AT,) C ker(LY, + AZ,) forall A > 0.

Let u € ker(LY , + A\Z,). Then for all ¢ € C*°(£2), we have

(Vu,V¢) + A(u, ¢) = (ub, Vo). (5.8)
By Lemma|2.12] the linear functional ¢ defined by

(0, ¢) = (ub,V¢) forall¢ € Lg;ﬂ(Q)

is bounded on Lg/_ 5(§2) and satisfies (¢, 1) = 0. Hence by Theorem|S.1|and Theorem

there exists v € L7(€2) such that
(Vu, Vo) + A (v, ¢) = (ub, Vo) (5.9)
for all ¢ € C*°(Q). Set w = u — v. It follows from (5.8), (.9), and Theoremthat
w € LY (Q) + LE(Q) = LE(Q)
and
(Vw, Vo) + X(w, ¢) =0 (5.10)
for all ¢ € C*°(Q). A standard density argument shows that (5.10) holds for all ¢ €

L’Q’La(Q). Hence by Theorem ﬂ and Theorem w = c for some constant ¢, which
implies that u € L% (€2). This proves the desired claim.

Now, following exactly the same argument as in the proof of Proposition[d.3]except using
the claim instead of Lemma[4.2] we can prove Lemma [5.3]of which proof is omitted. O

Proposition 5.4. Let (o, p) € o/ N B.

. N _ ms *, N _ . . .
(i) ker Ea,p = R and ker /32_%[), = R, where u is the function in Lemma

(i) ker(LY, + \T,) = ker(L5™, , + AT,) = {0} for all X > 0.

2—a,p

Proof. (ii) Fix A > 0. By Lemma [5.3]and (3.7), it suffices to show the assertion when
« = 1. Suppose first that p > 2. Since L}(Q2) C L3(12), we have

ker(L{, + A\T,) C ker(LY, + ATy).
Hence it follows from Lemma[5.2](ii) and (3.7) that
ker(LY, + \Z,) = ker(L}) + AZ,) = {0}. (5.11)

Suppose next that p < 2. Then since ker(£3")) + AZ,/) C ker(£7'3 + AT»), (51T also
follows from Lemma[5.2](ii) and (3.7). This completes the proof of (ii).
(i) By the Riesz-Schauder theory, it immediately follows from (ii) that the operators

LY, +I,and £;f\;p, + 1, are invertible. Then by Theorem the linear operators

Kap= (LN, +T,) " 0T, : [P(Q) — LP(Q)

and

1 ’ /
Ksoow = (L300 +Ty) 0Ty : 1V(2) - 17 (@)
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are bounded and compact. Since

/(’Ca,pu)vdﬂU:/(/C;_a,plv)udx
Q

Q

for all (u,v) € LP(Q) x L¥ (), it follows that
K;_a,p/ = Iz;l o /C;,p oT
where KCj, , : (LP(2))" — (LP(£2))" is the adjoint operator of K, ;. Note also that
ker(I — Koyp) =ker £ and  ker(I — K3_, /) = ker £57%

2—a,p’”
Hence by the Riesz-Schauder theory, we deduce that

Im(I — Kqy,p) = {u € LP(Q): / uwodr =0 forallv e ker/l2 p! } (5.12)
Q

m(l - K5, )= {v € L”(Q): /qu dr =0 forallue kerﬁi\]’p} . (5.13)

e dim ker EN = dimker £’ A; o < 00 (5.14)
But since R C ker E;’_(w,, we have
1 < dimker £, , = dimker £} . (5.15)
Hence by Lemma([5.3] it suffices to show that
ker £, =Ra forall (1,9) € &/ N B, (5.16)

where 4 is the same function in Lemma[5.2]
Fix (1,q) € </ N % and suppose first that ¢ > 2. Since L(Q) C L3(Q), we have
ker £{', C ker L{',. Thus, (5.16) follows from Lemma 2|and (5.13). Suppose next that

q < 2. Then since ker L7, N C ker El o and ker LY, C ker £{',, (5.16) follows from
Lemma[5.2and (5.15) again. This completes the proof of Proposmon@ O
Now we are prepared to prove Theorem [3.5|using Proposition[5.4]

Proof of Theorem[3.3] By Lemma [5.2] there exists a function @ > 0 a.e. on (2 such that
ker £{', = R Moreover, by Proposition [5.4( (i), @ € L%(€2) and ker Ezﬁ\{ , = Ra for all
(8,q) € o N . This proves Theorem [3.5[(i).

Let us prove (ii). Suppose that f € L _, 0(Q) and uy € B | 1/p (09) satisfy

(f, 1) + (uy, 1) = 0. Define a linear functional ¢ by

(6, ¢) = (f,0) + (uy, Tre) forall ¢ € LE ().

Then ¢ € L}, ,,(f) and (¢,1) = 0. By Proposition LY, + T, is invertible. Hence
there exists a unique w € LF (€2) such that

(LY, +T,)w=¢
Note that
(Tyw, 1)y = — (LY jw, 1) + (¢,1) = 0.
Hence by Proposition[5.4] (i) and (5-12)), there exists uo € L% () such that
(I —Kap)uo =w.
By the definitions of K, and w, we have
Lojzpuo = (ﬁojzp + IP) w =,
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which implies that ug € L2 (2) satisfies
(Vug, Vo) — (upb, Vo) = (f, d) + (uy, Tr¢) forall ¢ € LSLQ(Q). (5.17)

Hence defining
updr\ |
U= ug — 7‘[9 - i,
Jo tdzx
we prove the existence assertion of Theorem@ (ii). The L -estimate for the function u

is easily deduced from the boundness of the operators (LY, + Z,) " and K, ,. Finally,
to prove the uniqueness part, let u € L2 () be another function satisfying (5.17) and
Joudz = 0. Since u —u € ker LY, it follows from Proposition(i) that u — % = cii

a,p’
for some constant c. But ¢ must be zero because

c/ﬁdx:/udx—/ﬂdxzo.
Q Q Q

This completes the proof of Theorem [3.3](ii). Following exactly the same argument except
for using (5.13) instead of (5.12)), we can also prove Theorem [3.3](iii) of which the proof is
omitted. (]

Using Proposition 2.4 and Theorem 3.5] we prove Theorem 3.6
Proof of Theorem[3.6] The proof of (i) is similar to that of Theorem@ We only prove (ii).
Following the argument in the proof of Theorem , we see that L 5(Q) — L” , 5(Q2).

Hence it follows from Theorem [3.5](iii) that there exists a unique function v € Lg;a(ﬂ)
with [, v dz = 0 such that

(Vu, V) — (b - Vv, ) = (g,9) + (vy, Trep) forallyp € LE(Q).
By Lemma[2.12](ii), we have
~Av=g+b-Vue L Q).

Hence it follows from Proposition [2.4| that there exists a unique v, (Vv) € BY? l

1/p—a(aQ)
satisfying

<'}/V(V’U), TI'?/}> = <g + b ' vv7 1/)> + <V’U, v¢> = <UN5 TI'Q/)>
for all ¢» € LP (). Since Tr : L2 () — BZ—I/p
To show the uniqueness part, let v € L5 (£2) be a solution of

—Av—b-Vv=0 1in{,
v (Vv) =0 ondQ

(09) is surjective, we get v, (Vv) = vy.

satisfing fﬂ viidx = 0. Then since v, (Vv) = 0 and —Av — b - Vo = 0 in £, it follows
that

0= {(n(Vv), Try) = (Vo, Vi) + (Av,¢) = (Vo, Vi) — (b - Vv, 1))
for all ¢» € LP(§2). This implies that v € ker ESLNM,,. So it follows from Proposition
that v = ¢ for some constant c. Since fQ vidr = 0 and © > 0 a.e. on €2, we conclude that
v = ¢ = 0. This completes the proof of Theorem 3.6 O

Using the Riesz-Schauder theory with Proposition[5.4](ii), we can also prove the follow-
ing theorem of which the proof is omitted.

Theorem 5.5. Let A > 0 and (o, p) € &/ N B.
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(i) Forevery f € Li, () and uy € B£—1—1/p(69)r there exists a unique function
u € LP (Q) satisfying

forall ¢ € LQLQ(Q). Moreover, u satisfies

lullzg@) < € (112 o0 + lusllsz_, ., om)

a—1—1/p
for some constant C = C(n, a,p,b, A, Q).
(ii) For every g € L” , () and vy € Bf/p_a(aQ), there exists a unique function
v e L8 (Q) satisfying
<V’U, VW - <b ’ V'U, ¢> + A <’U7’l/)> = <ng> + <UN3 Tr1/)>

forallp € LP (). Moreover, v satisfies

”UHLSLQ(Q) <C (”g”LPIQYO(Q) + ”UN“Bf;pa(89)>

for some constant C = C(n, a,p, b, A, Q).

Following the proof of Theorem 3.6|using Theorem [5.5]instead of Theorem 3.3] we can
also prove the following theorem whose proof is omitted.

Theorem 5.6. Let A > 0 and (a,p) € o/ N B.
(i) Assume that (3, q) satisfies

1 1 1
0w<B 0< <p_1<1 ama 1-251_8
q p n q n
For every f € L% ,(2) and uy € Bi_l_l/p(aQ), there exists a unique function

u € LP(Q) such that
—Au+div(ub) + Au=f inQ,
{ Y (Vu —ub) = uy  on Q.
(ii) Assume that (3, q) satisfies

Q

1 1 1
b<a 0<B8<-<1, and f——:f—é.

q p n qg n
For every g € L‘fﬁ(Q) and vy € BY (09)), there exists a unique function v €

; 1/p—«
LB () such that

—Av—b-Vvo+lv=g inQ,
v (Vv) =vy  on 0N
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