arXiv:2008.04366v1 [math.AP] 10 Aug 2020

Large-Scale Lipschitz Estimates for Elliptic Systems
with Periodic High-Contrast Coeflicients
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Abstract

This paper is concerned with the large-scale regularity in the homogenization of elliptic
systems of elasticity with periodic high-contrast coefficients. We obtain the large-scale Lipschitz
estimate that is uniform with respect to the contrast ratio 62 for 0 < § < oo. Our study also
covers the case of soft inclusions (6 = 0) as well as the case of stiff inclusions (§ = oo). The large-
scale Lipschitz estimate, together with classical local estimates, allows us to establish explicit
bounds for the matrix of fundamental solutions and its derivatives.
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1 Introduction

This paper is concerned with large-scale regularity estimates in the homogenization of elliptic
systems of elasticity with periodic high-contrast coefficients. Let w be a connected and unbounded
open set in R?. Assume that w is 1-periodic; i.e., its characteristic function is periodic with respect
to Z?. We also assume that each of connected components of R? \ w is the closure of a bounded
open set Fj with Lipschitz boundary, and that

in dist(Fy,, F, . 1.1
gl;g}dlst( i Fg) >0 (1.1)
For 0 < § < oo, define
1) if x € F = ULFy,
A = 1.2
(@) { 1 ifz¢F (12)

We are interested in the large-scale regularity estimates, that are uniform in 6 > 0, for the elliptic
operator
Ly =—div(ApAV). (1.3)

Here and thereafter the coefficient matrix (tensor) A = A(z) = (a%ﬁ (), with 1 < o, 8,1,7 < d, is
assumed to be real, bounded measurable, 1-periodic, and to satisfy the elasticity condition,
af (¢) = aif' (@) = agj (@),

(1.4)
k€ < alere] < molef?
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for any symmetric matrix £ = () € R4 where k1, Ky are positive constants. Under these
assumptions we will show that if v € H'(Qg;R?) is a weak solution of Ls(u) = 0 in a cube
Qr = (—R/2,R/2)? of size R for some R > 4, then

1/2 1/2
sup <][ ]Vu\2> <C <][ \Vu]2> , (1.5)
1<r<R-3 - QrNw

with a constant C independent of R and 4. Let Du denote the symmetric gradient of u; i.e.,
Du = (Vu+ (Vu)')/2,

where (VU)T denotes the transpose of Vu. We also prove that for R > 4,

1/2 1/2
sup <][ |Du|2> <C <][ |Du|2> . (1.6)
1<r<R-3 . QrMw

We remark that the operator Ls arises naturally in the modeling of acoustic propagations in porous
media, diffusion processes in highly heterogeneous media, and inclusions in composite materials
[2, (1], 16, 26).

In the case 6 = 1, the regularity estimates for the elliptic system —div(A(x/e)V) = f in the
homogenization theory have been studied extensively in recent years (in this paper we have rescaled
the equation so that the microscopic scale ¢ = 1 and the domain is large). Using a compactness
method, the interior Lipschitz estimate and the boundary Lipschitz estimate for the Dirichlet
problem in a C%® domain were established by M. Avellaneda and F. Lin in a seminal work [7].
The boundary Lipschitz estimate for the Neumann problem in a C1® domain was obtained in [11].
We refer the reader to [20] for further references on periodic homogenization, and to [4] for related
work on the large-scale regularity in stochastic homogenization.

In this paper we will be concerned with the case § # 1, where, in the simpler scalar case, §2
represents the conductivity ratio (or the ratio of diffusion coefficients) of the disconnected inclusions
F = U F}, to the connected matriz w. Notice that the operator Ls is elliptic, but neither uniformly
ind € (0,1) nor in § € (1,00). We mention that in the scalar case with 0 < § < 1, A =1
and w being sufficiently smooth, using the compactness method in [7], the WP and Lipschitz
estimates were obtained by L.-M. Yeh [22] 23| 24, 25]. Also see earlier work in [19] [15] for related
uniform estimates in the case 6 = 0. In [I8] B. Russell established the large-scale interior Lipschitz
estimate for the system of elasticity with bounded measurable coefficients in the case § = 0, using
an approximation method originated in [6]. The case 0 < § < 1 was treated in [I7]. In the
stochastic setting with 6 = 0, S. Armstrong and P. Dario [3] obtained quantitative homogenization
and large-scale regularity results for the random conductance model on a supercritical percolation.

The following is one of the main results of this paper.

Theorem 1.1. Let 0 < § < oo. Assume that A satisfies the elasticity condition (L4) and is 1-
periodic. Let u € H' (Qr;R?) be a weak solution of Ls(u) =0 in Qg for some R > 4. Then (LH)
and ([LL6]) hold for some constant C depending only on d, K1, k2, and w.

Note that Theorem [[T] includes the limiting cases of periodically perforated domains: 6 = 0
and 0 = co. In the case § = 0, which is referred to as the soft inclusions [26], we call u € H'(€;R?)
is a weak solution of Ly(u) = fxw in Q, if

/ AVu - Vodr = frvdx
QNw

QNw
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for any v € H}(;R?). Formally, this means that —div(AVu) = f in Q Nw and (%)_ = 0 on
QNow, where (%) _ =mn-A(Vu)_ denotes the conormal derivative taken from w and n the outward
unit normal to OF. For convenience we will also assume that u is a weak solution of div(AVu) =0

in QN F. In the case § = oo, which is referred to as the stiff inclusions [26], a function u in
HY(Q;RY) is called a weak solution of Loo(u) = f in Q if Du=01in QN F, and

AVu-Vvda;:/f-vda;
Q

OQNw

for any v € H}(Q;R?) with Dv = 0 in QN F. This implies that —div(AVu) = f in Q@ Nw and that
if Fk C Q,
0
/ (—”) bdo=— | f-pds
OF}, 81/ - Fy

for any ¢ € R, the space of rigid displacements.

The large-scale uniform Lipschitz estimate in Theorem [[.T], which holds under the assumptions
that A is bounded measurable and dw is locally Lipschitz, is new in the case 1 < § < oo, even
when A is constant and w is smooth. Under the additional conditions that w is locally C1'®* and A
is Holder continuous,

‘A(‘T) - A(y)‘ < MO"T - y’U for any x,y € Rda (17)

where My > 0 and o € (0,1), we may combine (5] with the local Lipschitz estimates for the
operator Ls to obtain a true Lipschitz estimate.

Theorem 1.2. Let 0 < 6 < oo and Q(zg, R) = xo+ Qr. Assume that A satisfies conditions (L)),
(@), and is 1-periodic. Also assume that each F}, is a bounded CY® domain for some o € (0,1).
Let u € HY(Q(xg, R);R?) be a weak solution of Ls(u) = 0 in Q(zo, R) for some R > 4. Then

1/2
Vu(zo)| < C ][ ) (1.8)
Q(z0,R)Nw

where C' depends only on d, ki1, k2, w, and (o, My) in (7).

The Lipschitz estimate (L&) as well as its small-scale analogue allows us to construct a d x d
matrix T's(z,y) of fundamental solutions for the operator L£s in R?, and obtain its estimates that
are uniform in § € (0,00). In particular, we will show that if d > 3 and 1 < ¢ < oo,

|F5($7y)| é C|$ - y|2_d7
IVoTs(2,9)| + [V sz, y)| < Cla —y|'™¢, (1.9)
V. VyLs(x,y)| < Clo — y’_d

for any z,5 € R? and  # y, where C depends only on d, ki, k2, w, and (o, My). In the case
0 < 0 < 1, the estimates in (L9) continue to hold, provided that either |z — y|oo > 4 or 2,y € w.
Here |2 — y|oo = max(|zy — y1|,...,|2q — ya|) denotes the L norm in R? See Theorems [6.4]
and We mention that in the scalar case with A = [ and 0 < § < 1, explicit bounds
for fundamental solutions were obtained by L.-M. Yeh in [25]. As in the case § = 1 [, 13} 12],
estimates of fundamental solutions are an important tool in the study of optimal regularity problems
in the homogenization theory for solutions of Ls(u) = f. In particular, it allows us to extend the



Lipschitz estimate (L8] from solutions of L£5(u) = 0 to that of L£s5(u) = f. Indeed, under the same
assumptions on A and w as in Theorem [[L2] we obtain

1/2 1/p
Vulzo)| < C, (f |Vu|2> R (f |f|”> (1.10)
Q(z0,R)Nw Q(z0,R)

for 1 < § < oo, where u is a weak solution of Ls(u) = f in Q(xo, R) for some R > 4 and p > d. If
0 < < 1, the estimate (I.I0) holds for solutions of Ls(u) = fx. in Q(zg, R). See Theorem [T.3l
We now describe our general approach to the proof of Theorem [[L.T1 As we mentioned earlier,
the scalar case with 0 < 6 < 1 and A = I was studied in [22] 23] 24 25], using a compactness
method of Avellaneda and Lin [7]. The compactness argument is fairly complicated to implement
for the operator Lgs, as both the coefficient matrix A and the ratio 6 should be allowed to vary.
A more direct approach, which originated in [6], was used in [I8, [I7] to treat the case 0 < § < 1
with bounded measurable coefficients. The approach relies on a result on the convergence rate,
uniform in §, for the operator —div(As2 A(x/e)V) as € — 0. It is not clear how to extend either of
these two methods to the case 1 < § < oo. In this paper we will adapt a more recent method of S.
Armstrong, T. Kuusi, and C. Smart [5], which is based on a Caccioppoli type inequality and the
fact that Aju is a solution whenever u is a solution, where A; denotes the difference operator,

Aju(z) = u(z + €j) — u(x) (1.11)

for1 <j<dandej =(0,...,1,...,0) with 1 in the 4% place. The basic idea is to transfer the
higher-order regularity of u in terms of the difference operator to higher-order regularity of u at a
large scale through Caccioppoli and Poincaré’s inequalities. For elliptic systems the approach also
uses a discrete Sobolev inequality.

To carry out the approach described above, a key step is to establish a Caccioppoli inequality
for solutions of L5(u) = 0in Qg for R large. In the case 0 < § < 1, it can be shown by an extension

argument that
C
/ \Vul|? de < —2/ |u|? dz, (1.12)
QRr/2 R Qr

which is more or less known [I8, [I7]. It is not known that (I.I2) holds for the case 1 < 0 < oo,
with constant C' independent of §. However, if § is sufficiently large or § = oo, we are able to show
that for any £ > 1 and R > 32,

Cy

C
R/2 R R

by some extension and iteration arguments. It turns out that the weaker version (LI3]) with ¢ = 1,
together with the discrete Sobolev inequality, is sufficient to complete the proof of (LE]). We point
out that the method described above does not extend to the nonhomogeneous system Ls(u) = f
with nonsmooth f. We resolve this issue by introducing the matrix of fundamental solutions.

The paper is organized as follows. In Section 2| we give the proof of (ILI2]). The inequality
(L13)) is proved in Section [, while the proof of Theorem [[.1]is given in Section [l In Section Bl we
collect some known results on local estimates and give the proof of Theorem The matrix of
fundamental solutions is introduced and studied in Section Bl Finally, we establish the Lipschitz
estimate for solutions of L5(u) = f in Section [7l

Recall that Qp = (—R/2,R/2)? and Q(zo,R) = zo + Qg for R > 0 and z7 € R%. We use
fE U= ‘—}13‘ i) 5 u to denote the L' average of u over a set E. We use C' to denote a positive constant
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that may depend on d, k1, ko, and w. If C depends also on other parameters, it will be stated
explicitly. We emphasize that the results in Sections 2 - 4 hold with no smoothness condition on A
or F' = R%\ @ beyond that A is bounded measurable and F is locally Lipschitz. In Sections 5 - 7
we impose the Holder continuity condition (7)) on A and also assume that F is locally O,

2 Preliminaries

Throughout this paper we assume that w is a connected, unbounded and 1-periodic open set in R%.
Write
R4\ w = UpFy, (2.1)

where each Fj, is the closure of a bounded Lipschitz domain F}, with connected boundary. We
assume that {F} are mutually disjoint and satisfy the condition (ILI). This allows us to construct
a sequence of mutually disjoint open sets {F i} with connected smooth boundary such that F, C Fk,

{ co < dist(8Fy, OF},), (2.2)

co < dist(ﬁk,ﬁ’g) for k # ¢,

for some ¢y > 0. Note that by the periodicity of w, { F}} are the shifts of a finite number of bounded
Lipschitz domains contained in Q3. As a result, we may assume that {ﬁ’k} are the shifts of a finite
number of bounded smooth domains contained in Qs /s.

Let R denote the space of rigid displacements of R%: i.e

R={u=E+Bz: EcR?and B" = -B}, (2.3)

where BT denotes the transpose of the d x d matrix B. The following extension lemma will be
useful for us.

Lemma 2.1. Let F}, and ﬁk be given above. There exists a linear extension operator

Py : H (Fp \ F;RY) — HY(Fy; RY)

such that
Pi(u) =u  for any u € R, (2.4)
HPk(U)HHl(ﬁk) < C(Hu”p(ﬁk\fk) + HDU”L2(ﬁk\fk))a (2.5)
VPl 125, < ClIVUll 2507, (2.6)
IDPe()ll 27, < CllDull 2507, ) (2.7)

where Du denotes the symmetric gradient of u and C depends only on d and w.

Proof. See [16l, pp.45-47]. Note that since ka and Fj, are shifts of a finite number of domains, the
constant C' does not depend on k. O

Throughout the paper we assume that A is real, bounded measurable, 1-periodic, and satisfies
the elasticity condition (L4]). It is well known that (.4)) implies

Ag-¢ < 2le+€Mlc+ ¢, (2.8)
e+l < A& € (2.9)

for any d x d matrices ¢ and ¢ [16l, pp.30-31].



Lemma 2.2. Let 0 < 6 < oo and u € H'(;RY) be a weak solution of Ls(u) = f in Q. Then
[ MsDuPloP do < [ AsuP Ve ds+C [ |fllullof dz (210)
Q Q Q
for any ¢ € C}(Q), where C depends only d, k1 and ko. In the case § = 0, [ZI0) holds for solutions

of Lo(u) = fxw in Q.

Proof. Assume 0 < § < co. Let v = up?, where ¢ € C3(€2). Since

/ As2 AVu - Vodr = / fudz,
Q Q
we see that

/ Ag2(AVu - Vu)p? do = —2/ As2(AVu - u(V))pdx —l—/ f-vdex,
Q Q Q
from which the inequality (2.10) follows by using (2.8))-(2.9]) and the Cauchy inequality. The fact

that |[AVu| < C|Du] is also needed. The case 6 = 0 may be handled in the same manner. O

Lemma 2.3. Let u € H'(Fj;;R%) be a weak solution of —div(AVu) = f in Fy,. Then

|Vul|? deC/~ [ Vul? dx+C/ |f|? dz, (2.11)
Fy, F\F} Fy

| Du? deC/~ _ |Duf? dx+C/ |f|? dz, (2.12)
Fy, Fp\F} Fy

where C' depends only on d, k1, ko, and w.

Proof. By Lemma [2.] there exists w € Hl(ﬁk; R%) such that w = u on F, \ F} and

H"‘UHHl(ﬁk) < CHUHHl(ﬁk\Fk).

Since div(AV(u — w)) = f — div(AVw) in Fy and u — w € H}(Fy;RY), by the classical energy
estimate,

IVull 2y < C{Ifllp2emy) + V@l 225y }
< Ol eeeen + Il i -
Note that for any ¢ € R, u — ¢ satisfies the same condition as u. It follows that

IV~ Volzamy < CUI iz + = Ol gmy - (2.13)

By taking ¢ to be the L! average of u over Fy, \ F';, and using Poincaré’s inequality we obtain (Z.I1).

To see (2.12]), we use
HDU”L%Fk) <|[[Vu - V¢“L2(Fk) < C{HfHLZ(Fk) + [lu — <Z5”H1(ﬁk\ﬂ)}'

Since this holds for any ¢ € R, (Z12]) follows by the second Korn inequality [16, p.19]. O



Remark 2.4. It follows from Lemma [2Z3] that if L5(u) = 0 in Qpr4+3 for some R > 0, then

/ |Vul|? dz < C |Vu|*dz  and / |Dul*dz < C | Du|? dz. (2.14)
Qr

QR+3Nw Qr QR+3Nw

To see this, it suffices to note that if Fy NQr # (), then ﬁk \ F, C Qri3Nw. Also, observe that by
Sobolev inequality, for any u € H'(Fj;R?),

/~ lu? dz < C/~ |Vul|® dz + C’/~ _ |uf? da. (2.15)
This, together with (2.I1]), implies that if L5(u) = 0 in Qp+3 for some R > 0, then
/ lu|? dz < C lul? dx + / |Vul|? d. (2.16)
Qr QR+3MNw QR+3MNw

The next theorem gives a Caccioppoli inequality, which is uniform in ¢ € [0, 1], for Ls.

Theorem 2.5. Suppose 0 < § < oo. Let u € HY(Qar; R?) be a weak solution of Ls(u) = 0 in Qar
for some R > 4. Then

1+ 62
/ |Vu|? de < L—g)/ lu|? dz, (2.17)
Qr R Q2r
where C' depends only on d, k1, ko, and w.
Proof. By the second Korn inequality,
2 2 c 2
/ vut<c [ |Duffdz+ —/ luf? da, (2.18)
R2
Qr Qr Qr

where C' depends only on d. In (ZI0) we choose ¢ € C}(Q2r) such that ¢ = 1 in Qg3 and
V| < C/R. This gives

1 2
/ \Dul? dz < Lﬁ‘”/ 2 de. (2.19)
QR+3MNw R Q2R
which, together with (ZI8) and (ZI4), gives (2.I7). O

3 A Caccioppoli type inequality for 1 < < oo

We first consider the case 1 < § < oo.

Lemma 3.1. Let 1 < § < co. Let u € HY(Fj; RY) be a weak solution of —div(Ag2 AVu) = f in Fj.
Then
S1Dulizey < Ui, + 1Dl s 7 7, (3.1)

2d

745 ford >3 and p>1 for d =2. The constant C' depends only on d, k1, K2, and w.

where p =
Proof. Let v € H}(Fj;R?) be an extension of u from F}, to Fy such that

H”HHl(ﬁk) < C”UHHI(F;C)- (3.2)



Since

AVu-Vvda;:/N f-ude,

Fy,

/N _ AVu-Vvdz + 6
Fi\Fy, Fy

it follows that

DU de < O\l gz 10 iy + CIDUl a0 1DV 2

Fy (3.3)

< OUIF Lo, + 10Ul o g Ml
where we have used Sobolev inequality and (3.2]). We now choose ¢ € R such that
v = éllg1(r,) < CllDull2(5,)-

Since u — ¢ satisfies the same conditions as u, we may deduce ([B.1]), readily from (B.3]), with u — ¢
in the place of u. U

Lemma 3.2. Suppose 1 < § < co. Let u € H' (Qr;R?) be a weak solution of Ls(u) =0 in Qg for
some R > 16. Then, for (R/2) <r < R—-8 and 0<e <1,

C C
2. < 2 2
/QT |Vul*de < e(R—r)z/Q |u|® dz + (6—1— 52)/ |Vul|* dz, (3.4)

where C' depends only on d, k1, ko, and w.

Proof. As in the proof of Theorem 23] it follows from the second Korn inequality and (2.12]) that

/ IVl de < 0/ |Du|2da:+92/ luf? da. (3.5)
r Qri3Nw ™ JQ,

Since r > R — r, it suffices to bound the first term in the right-hand side of (3.5]). To this end, let
¢ be a function in C¢(Qgr—_3) such that ¢ =1 in Q,13 and

IVo| < C(R—1r— 6)_1 <C(R- 7‘)_1,

where we have used the assumption R —r > 8. Recall that if Fy, N Qr- 3 # (), then Fk C Qg. For
each Fy with Fy, C Qg, we let wy, € HO(Fk7Rd) be an extension of u@? — g from F}, to F), with
the property that

el iy < Cllug? = gl ) (3.6)

where g, € R is to be determined. Extend wy from ﬁk to R4 by zero and let

¢ = up? — Z wy  in RY, (3.7)
k

where the sum is taken over those k’s for which ﬁ’k C Qgr. Note that ¢(x) = gy if x € Fj, and
I, C Qg. Since ¢ € H&(QR;RC[), we have

/ AVu -V dr + 6 / AVu-Vodr = 0. (3.8)
QrMNw QrNF

Since D¢ = 0 in F, we obtain
/ AVu-Veodr = 0.
QrNw
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Thus,
‘/ AV - V(up?) dm‘ < ‘/ AVu - Vwy, dx
QrMNw Fk\Fk

< OZ 1Dl 7y 1D o -
k
Note that by (3.6]),
vachLz(ﬁk\fk) < Cllup® — 9kl i (my) < C||D(U902)||L2(Fk),
where we have chosen g € R such that the last inequality holds. Consequently,

190kl < ClDUllzze + CluTel z2m,
< 05_2HDUHL2(Fk\Fk) + CHUV‘PHH(Fk),

where we have used (B.I]) for the last inequality. This, together with (3.9), gives
‘ / AV - V (up?) daz‘ <(Co2+ E)/ |Dul* dx + Ce™! / [u?|V|? dx
QRrNw Qr Qr

for any 0 < € < 1, where we have used the Cauchy inequality. Hence,

/ |Du|*dx < (C672 + 6)/ |Dul|? dz + %/ lu|? dz,
Qr3MNw Qr e(R—r) Qr

which, combined with ([3.3]), yields (34). O

The following theorem provides a weaker version of the Caccioppoli inequality, that is uniform
for § € (1,00), for the operator Ls.

Theorem 3.3. Suppose 1 < § < co. Let u € H'(Qgr;RY) be a weak solution of Ls(u) =0 in Qr
for some R > 32. Then, for any £ > 1,

C C
/Q |Vu|?dx < ﬁ/@ |u|? dz + T |Vu|2d:1:, (3.10)
R/2

where C' depends only on d, k1, ko, £, and w.

Proof. The proof uses Lemma and an iteration argument. Let 7; = R(1 —27%) fori =1,2,....
It follows from (B.4]) that for 0 < e < 1,

Vu2dx§L ul?dz + (e + C62 Vu|? dx 3.11
V| |ul ( ) |Vul* dx, (3.11)
\ ( > Jq

f e(rit1 —7i) T4l Qriyq
if Ti4+1 > 16 and
(1/2)riy1 <7 <rig1 — 8.

It is easy to verify that the conditions on r; are satisfied if 1 < i < k, where k is the largest integer
such that R27%=1 > 8. Thus, by an induction argument,

/ IVl de < COZM/ |u|2dx+(6+005_2)k/ Vul? dz,
Q Qr

_ 2
" (riy1 —74) Qriis



where Cjy depends only on d, k1, k2, and w. Since r;41 —7; = 27" 1R, we see that

k

4Co —2yi 2
IVl de < > e+ 4Gy )Z/ luf? da
/QR/z e(e + Cy0~2)R? pot On

b e+ 005—2)'f/ Vul? da.
Qr

We now choose ¢ = 272=2_ Tt follows that if 405672 < 2_25, then

/ |Vu|? dz < %/ u|? dx + (2_%)]“/ \Vul|? d.
QRry2 R Qr Qr

This gives [B10) for the case 62 > 22+2(C), as 2¥ ~ R. Finally, we observe that the remaining case
1 < 6% < 22420 is contained in Theorem O

We now consider the case § = co. Recall that u € H'(Q;R?) is called a weak solution of
Loo(u) =01in Q if Du=01in QN F and

/ AVu-Vodr =0 (3.12)
QNw

for any v € H}(Q;RY) with Dv=01in QN F.

Theorem 3.4. Let u € H'(Qr;R?) be a weak solution of Loo(u) = 0 in Qg for some R > 32.
Then, for any £ > 1,

/ Vultde < S [ WPdey o [ [Vap da, (3.13)
Qr/2 R Qr R Qr

where C' depends only on d, ki, Ko, £, and w.

Proof. In view of the proof of Theorem B3] it suffices to show that for (R/2) < r < R — 8 and

0<e<l,
/ Vul? do < %/ ]u\2dx+a/ Vul? da. (3.14)
Qr e(R—7)% Jog Qnr

The proof of (8I4) is similar to that of Lemma Indeed, by the second Korn inequality,

/ |Vul*de < C

1
|\ Dul? dz + —2/ luf? da, (3.15)
r QrNw r Qr

where we have used the fact Du=01in Q, N F. Let p € C}(Qr-3) and ¢ € H&(QR;}Rd) be the
same as in the proof of Lemma[3.2l Note that ¢|r, € R for each F, (if F, NQpr—3 = 0, then ¢ = 0).
This allows us to use [BI2)) to obtain

/ AVu-Vodr =0.
QRrNw

The rest of the argument is the same as in the proof of Lemma [B.2] without the terms involving
C6~2. We omit the details. O
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Remark 3.5. Let 1 < § < oo and u € H*(Qg;R?) be a weak solution of Ls(u) = 0 in Qg for some
R sufficiently large. It follows from Theorems B.3] and B.4] (with ¢ = 1) that

1/2 1/2 1 1/2
sup <][ |VU|2> §C<][ |Vu|2> +C sup inf — <][ |u—E|2>
s<r<R r QR s<r<RE€R2 T Qr
1/2
+ ¢ sup <][ \Vu]2>
S s<r<R ”

for any s € [16, R], where C depends only on d, 1, k2, and w. Choose s so large that Cs~1 < (1/2).
This yields

1/2 1/2 1 1/2
sup <][ |Vu|2> <C <][ |Vu|2> +C sup inf - <][ lu — E|2> . (3.17)
s<r<R - Qr s<r<REeRT .

Note that if 1 <r < s, \Qr]_lﬂHuHLz(Qr) < C]Qs\_l/zﬂuHLz(Qs). As a result, we obtain

1/2 1/2 1 1/2
sup <][ \Vu]2> <C <][ ]Vu\2> +C sup inf — <][ lu — E]2> , (3.18)
1<r<R ” Qr 1<r<REE€RIT \ JqQ,

where C' depends only on d, k1, k9, and w.

(3.16)

4 Large-scale estimates

In this section we give the proof of Theorem [Tl As we mentioned in Introduction, the approach
is based on an idea from [5].
Let u € L'(Q2,) for some 7 € N, define

u(z) :/Y+Zu(x) dx, (4.1)

where Y = (0,1)%, for any z € Z¢ such that Y + 2z C Qo

Lemma 4.1. Let u € H(Qy,) for some r € N. Then

1/2 1/2
(7[ W) <C sup \ﬁ(z)]+0<][ \W) , (4.2)
27 Y+ZCQ27‘ QZT

where C' depends only on d.

Proof. This follows by using Poincaré’s inequality on each unit cube Y + 2z C ()2, to obtain

/ uf2 de < [a(2)]? +0/ Vul? dz
Y4z Y+z

and summing the inequality over z. O

For a function f defined in R or Z9, let

Ajf(2) = fla+e)) — fla) (4.3)

11



for 1 < j < d, where e; = (0,...,1,...,0) with 1 in the j* position. For a multi-index v =
(Y1,72, - - - s 7a), we use the notation A7f = AT'AT* .- AV f. Let oF f = (AYf)}y=x and

o= (3 arp)”
lv|=k

for an integer k > 0. The following discrete Sobolev inequality will be needed:

1/2

aw  fEISCY R o Y 10Er] (1.4)

zEZdOGZR k=0 zGZdﬂ§4R

where R > 1 is an integer, N = [d/2] + 1, and C depends only on d. We refer the reader to [21] for
a proof of (4.4).

Lemma 4.2. Let u € H(Q4g) for some integer R > 2. Then, for any integer r € [1,2R],

1/2 N 1/2 1/2
inf <][ u — E|2> <crS R (7[ |V8ku|2> e <][ |Vu|2> L @s)
EER \J Q. k=0 Qur Q2r

where N = [d/2] + 1 and C depends only on d.

Proof. We may assume r < R—1; for otherwise, (£5]) (with N = 0) follows directly from Poincaré’s
inequality. By (2] we have

1/2 1/2
<][ u— a(O)y2> <C sup [i(z)—a@(0)|+C <][ \W;?)
Q2r ZEZdﬂQQT. Q2r

s (4.6)
<Cr sup |00(2)] +C (f yw?) .
2€Z9NQ,, Qar
To bound the first term in the right-hand side of ([4.6l), we use (4.4) to obtain
N , 1/2
sup  |06(z)] < C> R =i > [P : (4.7)
ZGde§2R72 k=0 ZGZdﬂ@4R74
Note that
|A;0%(2) < / 0 u(z + ej) — OFu(x)|? do
Y+z
1
< / / |V u(z + te;)|? dt da
Y+2J0
S/ \VoFu(z)|? dz.
(0,2)d+2
It follows that
1/2 1o
1 ~
T Z |01 a(2) 2 <C <][ |VoFu|? dm) .
2€ZNQup_4 Qur
This, together with (Z6)and ([£7]), gives (4.0). O

12



Proof of Theorem 1. Let u € H'(Qg;RY) be a weak solution of Ls(u) = 0 in Qg for some
R > 4. Without loss of generality we may assume R is a large even integer.

We first point out that (L6]) follows from (LH]). Indeed, let 1 < r < R — 3. Note that for any
¢ € R, we have Ls(u — ¢) =0 in Qpr. It follows that

(fQ \Duﬁ)m <c (ﬁ) V(- ¢>>P>
' o 1/2
<cC (72“ IDul2> :

where we have chosen ¢ € R so that the last inequality holds. This, together with (2.I4]), gives
(L8). The rest of the proof is devoted to (LIl In view of (2.I4]) it suffices to bound the left-hand
side of (H)) by the L? average of |Vu| over Qg.

Case I: 0 < ¢ < 1. Note that L5(A7u) = 0 in Qp—o for any multi-index v with |y| = k. It follows
from Theorem 2.5] that ][
P

for 4 < p < (R — 2k)/2, where we have used the condition 0 < ¢ < 1. This, together with the
observation that

1/2

Vokul? < %][ 0 uf? da
p QQ{J

][ |0%u|? dz < C (Vok—1u|? da (4.8)
Q2p Q2p+2
for k > 1, yields
][ |Vokul? < %][ |VOk~Lu|? da. (4.9)
P Q2ﬂ+2
By induction we obtain
][ VobuPde < S 4 v, (4.10)
Qcr p Qr

where C' and ¢ depend only on d, k, k1, k2, and w. By combining (£I0) with (LX) we see that for
any r € [1,cR],

1 1/2 12 o 1/2
inf — <][ lu — E|2> <C <][ |Vu|2> + — <][ |Vu|2> . (4.11)
EeR4 T Qr Qr r Qr

By Poincaré’s inequality we see that the inequality above also holds for r € [cR, R]. Hence, if
1<s<R,

1 1/2 12 o 1/2
sup inf — <][ lu — E]2> <C <][ ]Vu\2> + — sup <][ ]Vu\2> . (4.12)
s<r<R EeRd T Qr Qr S s<r<R "

Note that by Theorem 2.5,

1/2 1/2 1 1/2
sup <][ \Vu]2> <C <][ ]Vu\2> +C sup inf - <][ lu — E\2> . (4.13)
s<r<R - Qr s<r<REeReT Q-

Thus,
1/2 12 o 1/2
sup <][ \Vu]2> §C<][ ]Vu\2> + — sup <][ ]Vu\2> .
s<r<R . Qr $ s<r<R ”

13



Choose s > 1 so large that C's™! < (1/2). This leads to

1/2 1/2
sup <][ |Vu|2> <C <][ |Vu|2> .
s<r<R - Qr

The estimate for the case 1 < r < s follows from the case r = s.

Case IT: 1 < § < 00. As in the case 0 < § < 1, L5(A%u) = 0 in Qr_ok for any multi-index v with
|v| = k. It follows from Theorems 3.3 and B.4] (with ¢ = 1) that

][ Vokul? < %][ 0 uf? + p—(“;][ Vohul? (4.14)
P QQP Q2p

if 16 < p < (R — 2k)/2. This, together with (£8)) and a simple observation that
][ okt < 4 |voklup,
Q@2p Q2p+2

gives (£9]). As a result, the inequality ([4.12]) continues to hold for the case 1 < 6 < oo. In view of
Remark [35] the inequality (4.I3]) also holds for 1 < 6 < co. The rest of the proof is the same as in
Case 1. O

It follows from Theorem [[I] and Poincaré’s inequality that if Ls(u) = 0 in Qg for some R > 1,

then
1/2 1/2 1/2
sup <][ \u!2> §C<][ \u!2> + CR? <][ \Vu]2> , (4.15)
1<r<R , Qr Qr

where C' depends only on d, k1, k9, and w.

5 Local Lipschitz estimates

Throughout this section we will assume A satisfies the elasticity condition (L4]) and Hélder conti-
nuity condition (I.7). The periodicity condition is not needed. For 0 < r < 4, let

QF ={z=(2",2q) € Qr : 24 > ¢(a')},
Q, = {a; =(2,2q) €Qr 24 < z/J(x')}, (5.1)
I, = {$ = ($l7$d) EQr:zg= ¢($,)},

where ¢ : R~ — R is a C'17 function for some ¢ € (0, 1) such that ¢(0) = 0 and VY[l c1.0 ra-1y) <
M. Let 0 < d < oo and u € HY(Q,;R?) be a solution of

—div(AVu) = 672f  inQF,
—div(AVu) = f in @, ,
52ﬁ Ou

. I
81/+ ov_ oS

(5.2)

solution of (5.2), we mean that —div(AVu) = f in Q;, —div(AVu) = 0 in @}, and that 2% =0
on [;. If § = oo, the equation (5.2)) is understood in the sense that u|y+ € R and —div(AVu) = f
in Q.

where 8871 = n - A(Vu)+ and + indicates the limit taken from QF, respectively. If 6 = 0, by a
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Lemma 5.1. Assume that A satisfies (L4) and (LT). Let 0 < 6 < 1 and u € HY(Q,;R?) be a
weak solution of (5.2]) for some 0 < r < 4. Then

C 1/2 1/2 1/p
U ) 2 2 2 »
||Vuum<@r/2>—r{6 (f )+ (f k) et (f 1) }
C ) 1/2 ) 1/p ) 5 1/p
< — p - p
Dullimiagy < S8 (F 1) a2 (f 1) o (F r)

where p > d and C depends only on d, p, k1, Ko, o, My, and M;.

Proof. The case 0 < §y < 0 < 1 with a constant C' depending on Jg follows from the classical results
on Lipschitz estimates for elliptic systems with piecewise Holder continuous coefficients. Indeed,
since 1) is C%?, the problem may be reduced to the case 1y = 0 by flatting the boundary. One
may further reduce the problem to the case of constant coefficients by a Campanato perturbation
argument. We refer the reader to [I4], 9] and their references for more recent development.

We now treat the case where ¢ is small. By rescaling we may assume r = 1. Let 0 < p < 1 and
0 <7 < o. Since div(AVu) = f in Q7 , by the classical C L7 estimates for Neumann problems,

o 1/2 1/p
2 2
+ (ﬁ)pm) tp (ﬁ)pmp) C(54)

Let 1/2 < s <t < 1. By covering Q; with cubes of size p/2 = ¢(t — s) and applying (5.4]) and
interior C'7 estimates, we may deduce that

1/2 1/p
d
+C(t—s) 27177 ][ u |+ ][ P
(11, (t =) ( Q;\ | o /]
) 1/2 1/p
< O Vullgrgs )+ Clt—5) 72777 <][ IUI2> + (7[ |f|p> :
' oh oh

where t1 = (t + s)/2 and we have used the relation 88“ = 52

—div(AVu) = 672f in Qf for 6 > 0, a similar argument usmg C17 estimates for the Dirichlet
problem gives

IVuller o

H Ov_

Pl = 2

(5.5)

on I for the last inequality. Since

1/p

1/2
[Vull o @) < OlVulgr gy + Ct =)~ a7 <][ W) +4677 <][ !f!p> . (5.6)
Qf Qf

By combining (5.0) with (56) it follows that

1/2 1/2
[Vl ey < COVulgr gy + Ol — )31 (f |u|2> 2 (ﬁw)
) g

1

4 1/p
Lot s (]{2 |f|p) ,

(5.7)
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which also holds for the case § = 0. Let s; = 1 — 27%. By taking s = s; and t = s;,1 in (5.7) and
using iteration, we see that

||VUHCT(Q1*/2)

N
<O (si41 — s5) 21T (72
=1

+ 052NHVU||CT(QSN+1)

1 1

W) T (f@ ) ruP) oL (f, 1) REREN

for any N > 1. Note that s;1; —s; = 2771, It follows that if 2514752 < (1/2), we may let
N — oo in (5.8) to obtain the first inequality in (5.3) with » = 1. The second inequality follows
from the the first and (5.0]). O

Remark 5.2. We may replace (5.3]) by

1/2 1/2 1/p
IVl g < { (f, 1vue) "+ (f 1wu) r (f 15
) 1/2 1/p ) 1/p
p - p
Vil < €5 (f, 190F) ”%T’f’) 45 r(éjm) ,

To see this, in the proof of Lemma [l one replaces u in (5.4]) and (5.5) by u — E and applies
Poincaré’s inequality.

Remark 5.3. Under the same assumptions as in Lemma [5.1] we have

1/2 1/2 1/p
el gy < { <Q¢ o) () (f 1
) 1/2 ) 1/p 5 5 1/p
o <C p 5 P ,
s <€ (W) 47 (]{2 ) e (]2 1)

This follows readily from (5.3)) and the Mean Value Theorem.

(5.10)

The next lemma treats the case 1 < § < oco.

Lemma 5.4. Assume that A satisfies and (I.7). Let 1 < 6 < oo and u € HY(Q,;R?) be a
weak solution of (5.2]) for some 0 < r < 4. Then

c 1/2 1/2 1/p
HVU|’Loo(Qf/2)§?{5_2 (f we) +(f, me) o (f 1) }
C ) 1/2 ) 1/p ) 1/p
e <2 5 P p 7
Viliigr < 58 (f, 18) - +87% (72 ) (]g 1)

where C' depends only on d, p, k1, Ko, 0, My, and M.

(5.11)

Proof. The case 1 < § < oo follows from the proof of Lemma [5.1] by interchanging @Q;" with @ and
62 with 672, Recall that if § = oo, u| o+ € R. As aresult, the first inequality in (5.IT)) holds by a
simple rescaling, while the second follows from the Lipschitz estimate for the Dirichlet problem. [
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Remark 5.5. One may replace (5.11]) by

1/2 1/2 1
IVull, e L < C 4572 (7[ wa) / +<][ wa)/ L6 (7[ yfyp> " ,
L=@Qrp) = Qr Qt Qr

) 1/2 ) 1/p 1/p (5.12)
- p P
Fullagyy < O4 (F, 92) "+ (72 ) (fQ ")
This follows from Remark (.3
Remark 5.6. It follows from (G.I1]) that if 1 < < oo,
1/2 1/2 1/p
< -2 2 2 -2,.2 p
1Vl < © {5 (f 1) o (f ) o2 (f 1) } ,
(5.13)

1/2 1 1
IVull iy < C (f |u|2>/+6-2r2 (][ |f|p> " (][ |f|”> "
L=(@Qre) = . Qf Qr

The following theorem provides the local Lipschitz estimate for solutions of Ls(u) = f in
Q(zo,7) = xo + Q, (if 6 =0, we assume f =0 in Q(zo,7) N F).

Theorem 5.7. Assume that A satisfies (L4) and (L1). Let 0 < 6 < oo and u € H(Q(zo,7); RY)
be a weak solution of Ls(u) = f in Q(zg,r) for some zg € R and 0 < r < 2, where f €
LP(Q(z0,7);RY) for some p > d. Then

[u@o)| + r[Vu(zo)| <

1/2 1/p
C ][ |Ag2ul? + Cr? ][ | fIP if0<d<1and zp € w,
Q(o,r) Q(@o,r) (5.14)

1/2 /P
C <][ yuP) + Cr? <][ yA“fyp) if0<8<1 and xy € F,
Q(zo,7) Q(zo,r)

u(zo)| + r[Vu(zo)| <

and

1/p
( o \u!2> +Cr? ( A \A(ng\p> if 1 <d < oo and zp € w,
xo,r zo,T

(5.15)
C 1/p
= ][ ]A5zu\2 +C(5 22 <][ ]f]p> if 1 < < oo and zg € F.
0% \ JQ(ao.r) Q
If 6 = o0, we have
1/2 1/p
[u(zo)| + r[Vu(zo)| < C (][ \UP) + Cr? <][ \f\p> if v € w
Q(zo,r) Q(wo,r)Nw (5.16)

1/2
|u(zo)| + 7| Vu(zo)| < C ][ |ul? if xo € F.
Q(x()v )OF

The constant C' depends only on d, p, K1, k2, w, and (o, M) in (L7T).
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Proof. Note that —div(AVu) = f in Q(xo,7) Nw and —div(AVu) = 672f in Q(zo,r) N F. If
Q(xg,cr) C w or F for some small ¢ > 0, the estimates in (5.14])-(5.10) follow directly from the
interior estimates for solutions of —div(AVu) = f. In the case Q(zg,cr) N dw # 0, one may find
Yo € Ow such that zy € Q(yo,r/2) and Q(yo,r/2) C Q(xg,7). As a result, the estimates in (5.14)-

(E.16)) follow readily from (5.3), (510), (511 and (513 by a simple localization argument. O
Proof of Theorem Note that for all cases in Theorem (5.7 with f = 0,

12
\u(azo)]—i—r\Vu(a:o)\gC(]é( )W) . (5.17)

Since u — E is also a solution for any E € R%, one may use Poincaré’s inequality to obtain

12
Vu(zo)| < C (7[ |Vu|2> (5.18)
Q(zo,T)

for 0 < r < 1. Thus, if u is a weak solution of Ls5(u) =0 in Q(xo, R) for some R > 4, then

1/2 1/2
Vu(zo)| < C (f |Vu|2) <c (f |Vu|2> ,
Q(zo,1) Q(zo,R)Nw

where we have used Theorem [I.T] for the last inequality. O

6 Estimates of fundamental solutions

Throughout this section we assume that d > 3, 0 < 0 < oo, and that A satisfies (IL4), (I.7), and
is 1-periodic. We also assume that each F}, is a C%° domain for some o € (0,1). Under these
conditions, by combining the large-scale estimates in Section [ with the local Lipschitz estimates
in Section [, we see that if u € H'(Q(xo, R);RY) is a weak solution of Ls(u) = 0 in Q(xg; R) for

some R > 0, then
1/2
Vu(z)] < C (f |Vu|2) ,
Q(zo,R)

where Cs may depend on §. It follows that the operator Ls possesses a fundamental solution
Ts(z,y) = (F?ﬁ(x,y))dxd in the sense that if

uw) = [ Tsto.n)fwdy (61)
for some f € C§°(R%RY), then u € L2 (R4 RY), Vu € L2(RY; R4 and
/ As2AVu - Vodr = f-vdx (6.2)
Rd Rd
for any v € L?" (R%; RY) with Vo € L?(R%;RY), where 2* = dZTd2‘ Moreover, there exists a constant
Cs such that [[s(z,y)| < Cslz — y>~¢ and |V.Ts(x,y)| + |V [s(z,y)| < Cslz — y|['~¢ for any
z,y € RY. We refer the reader to [I0] for the construction of I's(x,y) under a Hélder continuity

condition on weak solutions. Our goal of this section is to establish the explicit dependence of Cy
on 9.
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Lemma 6.1. Let u be given by (6.1) with f € C§°(w; RY). Then

Sl Dull 2y + [IVull 2wy + 1ull Lo oy < ClIfllLr(w) (6.3)

2d

713 and C depends only on d, k1, k2, and w.

where p =

Proof. By letting v = u in (6.2)) we obtain
7 [1DuP do+ [ 1DuP de < Ol lull (6.4)

where p = %. Next, let U be an extension of v from w to R% such that
VUl z2gay < ClIVull 2@y and  [[DU| 2wy < CllDul| 2. (6.5)
The function U may be obtained by extending u from Fp \ Fy to Fy, for each k, so that
IVl o) < OVl aog,y  and DUl s, < ClDul a7, - (6.6)

See Lemma 11 Since |u(z)| + |z||Vu(z)| = O(|z|*>~?) as |z| — co and d > 3, we see that

1

—2/ (Jul* +|Vu|*)dz — 0 as R — oo. (6.7)
B2 JQar\Qr

The property (2.5]) also implies that U satisfies the condition (6.7]). This allows us to apply the
first Korn inequality and Sobolev inequality in Qg and then let R — oo to deduce that

”VUHLZ(Rd) < C”DUHLZ(Rd) and HU”LP'(Rd) < CHVU”H(Rd)' (6.8)
As a result, we obtain
Ul Lo vey < ClIVU |2 (ray < CIDU || 2 (ray < CllDul|2(w)- (6.9)

It follows that
[Vullr2@wy = VUl L2y < CllDull 22wy

(6.10)
lall oy = 101l oy < ClIDull 2.

Consequently, by (6.4) and the Cauchy inequality, we see that 6| Du|12(py < C||f]|r(.) and
IVullp2 ) + [[ull g ) < CllDull 2wy < Cllfllzr ),
which completes the proof. O

Remark 6.2. Let u be given by (6.1)) with f = div(g), where g € C°(w; R*9). Then

5 / Duf’ de + / Duf? dz < Cllgl 20 [Vl 2o
F w
Using (6.10]), we obtain

S1Dull 2y + [ Vall 2 + lull ) < Cllgllizo: (6.11)

where p’ = d2—_d2 and C depends only on d, k1, k2, and w.
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Remark 6.3. Suppose 1 < § < 0o. Let u be given by (6.1) with f € C5°(R%;RY). By letting v = u
in (62) we obtain [|Dul2ags) < CILf a1l gy Using

ull oy < ClIVllz2(gety < CllDull ey,
we see that [|ull 1 ga)y < CllfllLr(ra)-

Theorem 6.4. Let 0 < § < co. For x,y € R? with |z — y|s > 4, we have

IDs(z,y)| < Clz —y* ™, (6.12)
IVoTs(z,y)| + |V Ts(z,y)| < Clo —y|' ™4, (6.13)
V.V, Ls(z,y)| < Clz —y| ™%, (6.14)

where C' depends only on d, ki1, k2, w, and (o, Mp).

Proof. Fix zg,y0 € R? with r = |vg — yo|oo > 4. Let u be given by @I) with f € C°(w N
Q(yo,); RY). Since Ls(u) = 0 in Q(x,r), it follows from (5.17) and @IH) that

1/2
muwsc<f Mﬁ
Q(x0,1/2)
1/2 1/2

C <][ W) +Cr <][ yvuP) (6.15)

Q(wo,m/4) Q(zo,r/4)

1/2 1/2

C ][ |ul? +Cr ][ |Vul? ,

Q(x0,3+r/4)Nw Q(z0,3+r/4)Nw

where we have used ([2.14) and (2.I6]) for the last inequality. We now use (6.3]) to bound the
right-hand side of (6.I5). This gives

IN

IN

_d
|u(zo)| < Cr'2 {||U||Lp'(w) + [ Vull 2w }

_d
< Cr'72| £l o)

where p = 2% By duality it follows that

d+2°
1/p )
/ ITs (w0, y)|”" dy < COr'Ti (6.16)
wNQ(yo,r)

Note that if f = div(g), where g € C§°(w N Q(yo,7); R¥*?), we may use (6.15]) and (GIT)) to obtain
d
u(zo)| < Cr' 2 |gl r2(w)-

By duality we deduce that

1/2
/ \Vyfg(azo,y)lzdy < Crl_g. (6.17)
wNQ(yo,r
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Also, note that by Theorem [T.2]

1/2
d
[Vu(zo)| < C (][ |Vu|2> < Crz||gllp2(w)-
wNQ(zo,r)

Again, by duality, we obtain

1/2
/ V.V, Ds(zo,y)2dy | < Cre. (6.18)
wNQ(yo,m)

Now, let v(y) = I's(xo,y). Then L5(v) = 0 in Q(yo,7), where L denotes the adjoint of L.
Since L} satisfies the same conditions as L5, we may use (6.15) to obtain

1/2 1/2
vl <C (f o) o f Vo
wNQ(yo,3+7r/4) wNQ(yo,3+7r/4)

< Cr2_d,

which gives (6.12). Also, note that by Theorem [[.2]

1/2
Volyo)| < C (f |Vv|2> . (6.19)
wNQ(yo,r)

This, together with (61T, gives |V,Ts(x0,y0)| < Cr'=9. The estimate |V, I's(zq,y0)| < Cr1=? fol-
lows from the fact that the fundamental solution I'j(z, y) for £} is given by the transpose of I'5(y, x).
Finally, the estimate for V,V,I's(zo, yo) follows from (G.I8]) and the fact that £3(V,I's(xo,-)) =0
in R%\ {z0}. O

Next, we treat the case where 1 < § < oo and |z — Y| < 4.

Theorem 6.5. Suppose 1 < § < oo. Then estimates [6.12)), (6.13) and ([6I4) continue to hold for
r,y € R with |z — y|e < 4.

Proof. The proof is similar to that of Theorem Fix zo,y0 € R? with 7 = |20 — yo|oo < 4. Let
u be given by (6.I) with f € C5°(Q(yo,7); R?). Since Ls(u) = 0 in Q(zo,r), in view of (5.I5) and

Remark [6.3] we obtain
1/2
o) + riVu(eo) <C(f Jul
Q(wo,r) (620)

_d
< Cr'72| fll oo (ray-

By duality it follows that

1/p'
/ D5 (0, )P dy <orlvs, (6.21)
Q(yo,r)
Since L5(I's(xo,-)) = 0 in Q(yo,7), the desired estimates follow readily from the first inequality in
(620). We omit the details. O

It remains to handle the case where 0 < 0 < 1 and |z — y|s < 4.
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Lemma 6.6. Let 0 < § <1 and
lw) = [ Tolo.s)Aslo) f(0) dy (622

for some f € C(RYGRY). Then
[Asull o ey + A6 VullL2ray < ClIf || o ra), (6.23)
where p = % and C depends only on d, k1, ke, and w.
Proof. As in the proof of Lemma [6.1] we have
[ull L (gay < ClIVul|p2ray < Cf|Dul|p2(ga)
and ||u||Lp/(w) + [[Vull 2y < Cf|Dul 2. It follows that

HAcSU”Lp’(Rd) + ”AJVUHLZ(Rd) < C5”DUHL2(Rd) + C”DUHLZ(w)

(6.24)
< Cl|AsDul| 2 (gay,

where we have used the assumption § < 1 for the last inequality. By letting v = w in (6.2]), we
obtain
2
||A6DU||L2(Rd) < CHAWHLP’(Rd)||f||LP(Rd),

which, together with ([6.24]), yields (6.23]). O

Theorem 6.7. Suppose 0 < § < 1. For z,y € R? with |z — y|s < 4, we have

As(@)As(y)ITs(x,y)| < Ol —y>7, (6.25)
As(@)As(){VaLs(x, )] + [VyTs(z,9)|} < Cla =y~ (6.26)
As(@)As(y) VoV sz, y)| < Clo —y[ ™7, (6.27)

where C' depends only on d, ki1, K2, w, and (o, Mp).

Proof. Fix xg,yo € R? with r = |x9—yo|oo < 4. Let u be given by [6.22)) with f € C§°(Q(yo,7); RY).
Then L5(u) = 0 in Q(zg,r). It follows from (5.14)) that
1/2
|A6U|2>

As(xo){|u(zo)| + r[Vu(zo)|} < C (][Q

20,7) (6.28)
< O3 fll o ey,
where we have used (6.23]) for the last inequality. By duality this implies that
/ v d
As (o) ( /Q . [As(y)Ls (o, y)|” dy) <COr'7e. (6.29)

Since £3(T's(zo,-)) = 0 in R?\ {z0}, we may use the first inequality in (6.28) and (6.29) to obtain

As(20)As(y0)|Ts(wo, yo)|, < Cr?>~. (6.30)

which gives ([6:25). The estimates in (6.26]) also follow from the first inequality in (6.28]) and (6.29]).
Finally, (6.27)) follows from the first inequality in (628]) and (6.20)). O
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We end this section with a decay estimate of DI's(z,y) for x € F', as § — oc.

Theorem 6.8. Let 1 < § < oo. Let u € HY(Q(zo, R); R?Y) be a weak solution of Ls(u) = 0 in
Q(xg, R) for some xg € F and R > 5. Then

1/2
|Du(m0)|§%][ Duldz| (6.31)
o Q(zo,R)

where C' depends only on d, k1, ka2, w, and (o, My).
Proof. Suppose xg € F, C Q(x0,2) for some k. It follows from (5.12)) and interior estimates that

1/2 12
V(o) < C62 ( / Vul? dm) e < IVl dm) . (6.32)
Q(x072) Fk

Choose ¢ € R such that u — ¢ L R in H'(F;R?). Since u — ¢ satisfies the same conditions as u,
we may use (6.32) with u — ¢ in the place of u. As a result,

| Du(zo)| < |V (u = ¢)(x0)|

1/2 1/2
< o2 / Vudz| +C < \Duy2da;> ,
Q(-T072) Fk

where we have used the second Korn inequality as well as the fact [V¢| < C||Vul|r2(p,). This,
together with B.Il with f = 0, gives

1/2
\Du(zg)| < €52 ][ IVl
Q(ZB075)

1/2
< 52 ][ a2
Q(zo,R)

where we have used Theorem [l for the last inequality. Choose ¢ in R so that

(6.33)

IV (u =) L2(Qzo,r) < CllDUl L2(Q(20,R))-
It follows that
|Du(zo)| = [D(u — ) (o)

1/2 1/2
<062 ][ IV (u—)[? <052 ][ |Dul?| .
Q(z0,R) Q(z0,R)

where we have used (6.33]) with u — v in the place of w. O
Corollary 6.9. Let 1 < < co. Then
Ag2(2)|DaTs(@, )| + A2 ()| DyLs (@, y)| < Cla —y|' (6.34)
for any z,y € R* with |z — y|s > 4.
Proof. Since é > 1, it follows by Theorems and that
VaTs(2,y)| + |V Ts(w,y)| < Cla —y[' 7.
for any z,y € R? and = # . This, together with Theorem [6.8, gives (6.34). O
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7 Lipschitz estimates for L;(u) = f

The goal of this section is to prove (LI0). The case 0 < § < oo follows readily from Theorem
and estimates of fundamental solutions in Section [6l To handle the cases 6 = 0 and § = oo, we use
an approximation argument.

Let Q be a bounded Lipschitz domain in R?. We call Q a type I domain (with respect to w) if
F,NQ # () implies that F), C Q. In particular, if Q is a type II Lipschitz domain, then 8QNdw = 0.

Lemma 7.1. Assume that A and w satisfy the same conditions as in Theorem [Tl Let 0 <6 <1
and Q be a type II Lipschitz domain. Let us € H'(Q;R?) be a weak solution of Ls(us) = fXe in
Q and ug € H' (4 RY) a weak solution of Lo(ug) = fxw in Q, where f € L2(Q;RY). Suppose that
us = ug on 0. Then

lus — woll 1 () < CO||Duo|| 2 (nF) (7.1)

where C' depends only on d, k1, ko, and w.

Proof. Let w = ug — ug € H&(Q;Rd). Since ug is a weak solution of Ly(ug) = fx. in Q,

AVug - Vode = / f-vdx (7.2)

QNw QNw

for any v € H (Q;R?). We also assume that —div(AVug) = 0 in F'N Q. Using

/ AVU5-Vvd:E+52/ AVugs - Vudxr = f-vdz,
QNw QNF QNw

we obtain

AVw - Vwdz + 62 / AVw - Vw = —§2 AVug - Vw dzx.
QNw QNF QnF

Hence, by (L4) and the Cauchy inequality,

/ way2da;+52/ |Dw|? dx < 052/ | Dug|? dz. (7.3)
QNw QNF QNF

Note that div(AVw) = 0 in Fj, for any Fj, C Q. By Lemma 2.3 we have

[1Dwl 27 < CllDw 2 (5,7, -

As aresult, || Dw||r2onp) < Cl/Dwl|r2(0nw), where we have used the assumption that 2 is a type II
Lipschitz domain. This, together with (7.3]) and the first Korn inequality [16, p.13], gives (7Z1)). O

Lemma 7.2. Assume that A and w satisfy the same conditions as in Theorem[I1. Let1 < § < oo
and Q be a type II Lipschitz domain. Let us € H'(Q;R?) be a weak solution of Ls(us) = f in Q
and s € HY(GRY) a weak solution of Loo(tss) = f in Q, where f € L2(;R?Y). Suppose that
U5 = Uso 0N ON. Then

lus — ussll () < COH {1 Dusslz2(@nw) + £ 1220} (7.4)

where C' depends only on d, k1, ko, and w.
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Proof. Since ux, is a weak solution of Lo (us) = f, it follows that

/ AVuoo-Vvda::/f-vda:
QNw

for any v € H}(;R?) with Dv = 01in QN F, and that Dus, = 0in QN F. Let¢€H0(Q R9). For

each F, C Q and g € R, let wy, € Ho (Fk,}Rd) be an extension of ¢ — g from Fj to Fj with the
property that

Hwk”Hl(ﬁk) < C”¢ - ngHl(Fk)~

Extend wy, from ﬁk to R? by zero, and define
v=¢— Y wy,
k

where the sum is taken over those k’s for which Fj, C Q. Note that v € H}(€2;R?) and v = g;, on
Fy.. Since © is a type II domain, it follows that Dv =0 on 2N F. As a result, we see that

AVuoo-VQSd:n—/f-QSd:n‘

Q

—‘ AVUOO-ZVwkdx—/f'Zwkdm‘
QNw L Q 3

< CZ ||Du00||L2(ﬁk\Fk)||DwkHL2(ﬁk) + CZ HfHLz(ﬁk)HwkHLz(ﬁk)
k k

< CZ (”DUOOHLz(ﬁk\Fk) + HfHLZ(ﬁk))”¢ - ngHl(Fk)
k

< C(I[Duss |l 2wy + 1 flz2@) 1Dl L20nr).
where we have chosen gi € R so that [|¢ — gkl|g1(m,) < C|Do| 12(5,)- This, together with

‘ OQNw

AVus - Vo d + 62 AVu; - Vodr = / f-o¢,de,
QNw QNF Q

implies that
‘/ AV (us — Uoo) -V(;Sdzn—l—52/ AV (us — Uoo) -V(;Sd:l:‘
QNw QnF

< C(||Duss || 22wy + 1 22()) 1Dl 1200 F)-
By letting w = us — us and ¢ = w in the inequality above, we obtain

|1 Dw| 12 (00w) + SI1Dwl 2200 r) < CO{ | Ducollr2(0mw) + 1 £ l22(0) }

where we have also used the Cauchy inequality. Since 6 > 1 and w € H&(Q; R%), the estimate (7.4))
follows by the first Korn inequality. O

Theorem 7.3. Let d > 3. Assume that A satisfies (L4), (LT), and is 1-periodic. Also assume
that each F, is a bounded C1° domain.

1. Let 0 < 6 < 1. Let u € HY(Q;RY) be a weak solution of Ls(u) = fxw in Q(xo, R) for some
R > 6, where f € LP(Q(zo, R);RY) for some p > d. Then

1/2 1/p
[Vu(zo)| < C (7[ !Vu\z) +CR <][ \f\p) : (7.5)
Q(zo,R)Nw Q(z0,R)

where C' depends only on d, k1, k2, p, w, and (o, My) in (L1).
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2. Let 1 <6 < oo. Let u € HY(Q;RY) be a weak solution of Ls(u) = f in Q(xo, R) for some
R > 6, where f € LP(Q(z0, R);RY) for some p > d. Then

1/2 1/p
Va(z)| < (f \W) +CR (7[ mp) , (7.6
Q(zo,R)Nw Q(z0,R)

where C' depends only on d, k1, ka2, p, w, and (o, My).

Proof. By translation we may assume xg = 0. We consider 4 cases.

Case 1. Assume 1 < 0 < oco. If f =0, this is given by Theorem In general, let
vy = [ Tolw) s (77)
R

Then Ls(v) = f in Qpr, and by Theorems [6.4] and [6.5],

1/p
Voo < CR (72 |f|p> (7.8)
R

for p > d. Hence,

[Vu(0)] < [V(u—=0)(0)] + [Vo(0)]

1/2 1/p
<C V(u— 2> +CR< p)
(ﬁ)r (u =) ]éRm
1/2 1/p
<C \V, 2) +CR< P> ,
(ﬁ)r ul ]éRm

where we have used the fact Ls5(u —v) =0 in Qg.

Case 2. Assume § = oo. In this case we use an approximation argument. Choose a type II
Lipschitz domain Q such that Qr_o C Q@ C Qr. Let us € H'(Q : RY) be a weak solution of
Ls(us) = f in Q such that us = u on 9. It follows by Lemma that us — u in H'Y(Q;RY), as

0 — oo. By the proof for Case 1,
1/p
vor(f o)
Qr

1/2
(f ng\?) <c (f \VU512>
Qr QRr—2Nw

for r € (0,1/4). The proof is complete by letting § — oo and then r — 0 in the inequality above.

1/2

Case 3. Assume 0 < 0 < 1. If f =0, the estimate (7.1 is given by Theorem [[.21 In general, let
v(z) = / Ls(z,y)f(y) dy.
QRrNw

Then L5(v) = fxw in Qr, and by Theorems [6.4] and [6.7]

1/p
HA(;VUHLOO(QR) <CR <][ |f|p> .
Qr
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Observe that since div(AVv) =0 in Qg N F, it follows from Theorem [5.7 that

1/2 1/p
vo(0)| < C \V, 2) +C< p)
V0(0) (ér ol 721”’
1/2 1/p
<C \V/ 2) +c< p) ,
(72\ ol 72 ]

where we have used (2.I1) for the last inequality. Hence,

[Vu(0)] < [V(u = 0)(0)] +[Vu(0)]

1/2 1/p
—_ )2 P
c<]éw|v<u V)| ) +CR <723 7] >
1/2 1/p
2 P
o{f, ) "en(f, )"

INA

IN

Case 4. Assume 6 = 0. As in Case 2, this follows from Case 3 by using the approximation in

Lemma [[.2l We omit the details. d
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