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Abstract

In this paper, we consider the generalized stationary Stokes system with p-growth and Dini-
BMO regular coefficients. The main purpose is to establish pointwise estimates for the shear
rate and the associated pressure to such Stokes system in terms of an unconventional nonlinear
Havin-Maz’ya-Wolff type potential of the nonhomogeneous term in the plane. As a consequence,
a symmetric gradient L> estimate is obtained. Moreover, we derive potential estimates for the
weak solution to the Stokes system without additional regularity assumptions on the coefficients

in higher dimensional space.
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1 Introduction.

Let © C R™ (n > 2) be a bounded John domain. The concern of this paper is to study the generalized

nonlinear Stokes system on 2 as follows

divA(z,Du) —Vr = divF in Q,
divu = 0 in Q, (1.1)
u=2~0 on 0N,

where the velocity of the fluid flow u : Q@ — R™ and its pressure w : ) — R, the shear rate Du =
T
Luﬂju) and the given exterior force F : Q — RZ”X" . The vector field A : Q x R**X" — R"X"

sym

is assumed to be a C'-Carathéodory function and satisfy the following ellipticity and p-growth
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conditions -
(A(@,&) — A(z,n), & —m) > v (@ + [P +*) 7 [€—n?,
A, &) — Al )| < L (@ + €7+ nf?) = 1€l (1.2)
Az, 0) 0
for almost every € Q andeach &, n e R™" . In (L), 0<v < L,0<u<1,1<p < 400, and (-, -)
denotes the standard inner product in R™*™ .

)

Stokes system (LI]) originates from the flow of non-Newtonian fluid in the field of fluid mechanics,
where the stress tensor A may depend nonlinearly on the shear rate Du. Note that the behavior of the
fluid is quite different for the cases p > 2 and 1 < p < 2. The former one describes the shear thickening
fluids, while the latter corresponds to the shear thinning fluids. In this paper, we first establish
pointwise estimates for the gradient of a solution and the pressure to (II]) via an unconventional
nonlinear Havin-Maz’ya-Wolff type potential of the nonhomogeneous term in two dimensional space
for p > 2 and 1 < p < 2, simultaneously. Furthermore, we obtain potential estimates for the weak

solution to (II)) in higher dimensional space for the superquadratic case p > 2.

Nonlinear potential theory plays an essential role in the regularity theory of partial differential
equations. Its aim is to establish a unified approach to capture the regularity properties of solutions
to various elliptic and parabolic equations in terms of the regularity properties of the given nonho-
mogeneous terms and coefficients, such as the celebrated Calderén-Zygmund estimates and Schauder
estimates. An important impulse on this subject can be traced back to Kilpeldinen and Maly [17, [18],
who obtained pointwise estimates for solution itself to the quasilinear equations of p-Laplace type via
the nonlinear Wolff type potentials of the nonhomogeneous term in the equations. The remarkable
Havin-Maz’ya-Wolff potential was introduced by Maz’ya and Havin [26] and the relevant fundamental
works were credited to Hedberg and Wolff [16]. After that Trudinger and Wang [30] provided similar
potential estimates by virtue of a different proof. Shortly thereafter, such potential estimates have
been established extensively to various kinds of equations and systems since these pioneering works
(cf. [24] 25| [6, BI] and the references therein). A further propulsion on this subject was achieved
by Mingione [28], who showed pointwise gradient estimates for solutions to the equations with linear
growth operators in terms of the linear Riesz potentials, exactly as it happens for the Poisson equation
via representation formulas. Subsequently, considerable literature deduced that such precise pointwise
bounds also held for the gradient of solutions to the nonlinear equations and systems via the nonlinear
Wolff type potentials (cf. [12] [13] 3, 14l 20, 21| 23, [32] and the references therein). Besides, we men-
tion some recent works in connecting with the nonlinear Wolff type potential estimates to nonlocal
equations and nonuniformly elliptic variational problems (cf. [22] [2]).

It is natural to investigate whether the so-called nonlinear potential theory is applicable to
the stationary and evolutionary Stokes system. To our knowledge the first results regarding to this
subject were given in [27]. The authors showed that the weak solution pair to the linear Stokes system
inherits the exact analogue of pointwise potential estimates for elliptic systems. Inspired by the above
literature, the purpose of this paper is to extend precise pointwise bounds to the generalized nonlinear
Stokes system. The main difficulty is not only that the linear dependence of the extra stress tensor
on the shear rate has been replaced by a more general nonlinear relation, but also that the relevant

structure only depends on the symmetric part of the gradient.

In order to illustrate the main results of this paper, we start by presenting the following definition
of weak solution pair to the generalized Stokes system ([L1I), which was initiated by [19 [5].



Definition 1.1. Let F € LP/(Q,R"X") . Then there exists a unique function

sym
ue Wt (QR") = {u € WhP (Q,R™) | divu = 0 in Q} ,

which solves (1) in the distribution sense, i.e.,

[ (G pw) 6y ds = [ (#.05)as

for any divergence free test function ¢ € W&,ﬁ’iv(Q,R”). Meanwhile, if u is such weak solution and

e LV (Q) stands for an associated pressure of u, which satisfies
/ (A(z, Du),Dyp) — wdivpdr = / (F,Dy)dx
Q Q

or any test function ¢ € wlp Q,R™), then (u, ) is called a weak solution pair to , where
0
p = 1% s a conjugate exponent of p.
We shall use the nonlinear Wolff potential to obtain the potential estimates. The definition of

the classical Wolff potential is stated below.

Definition 1.2. Let s > 1 and a € (0,2], the truncated Havin-Maz'ya- Wolff potential Wﬁs of
f € LL () is defined by

loc

1
1

R s= dg
R . as _——
W2 f(2y) = / <g ]fg " |f<z>|dz> :

for any o € Q and R > 0 such that Br(zo) C , where By(xo) denotes an open ball in R™ with

center xo and radius o > 0.

In addition, to establish the first pointwise gradient estimates, we need more regularity assump-
tions on the partial map z — A(z,-).

Definition 1.3. For some R > 0, we denote the BMO semi-norm of x — A(z,-) as follows

Alpaio (R) = sup ]i | BA B ) da,

yeN
0<r<R
where
A(l’,g) - (A(vg))Br( )
B(A, B;(y)) == sup ‘ =2 - ‘
gernI{0} (U2 +[€12)7F [¢
and

A(-, € ::][ Az, &) dx = / Az, &) dz.
( ( ))Br(y) Bo(y) ( ) |Br(y)| Bo(y) ( )
We say that [Alguo () is Dini-BMO regular if

aR) = [ Ao (0F <. (13)

where 6 = 6(v, L,n,p) > p will be given in [BI9).



We are now in a position to state the first result of this paper. It infers that the shear rate Du
and its pressure 7 to the nonlinear Stokes system ([I) with Dini-BMO regular coefficients can be
controlled by an unconventional nonlinear Havin-Maz’ya-Wolff type potential of the nonhomogeneous

term F'.

Theorem 1.4. (Gradient estimate.) Let (u, ) be a weak solution pair to (LT)) with F € Lﬁ:c (Q,R2%2)
and A satisfying (L2) and [L3) for some § = §(p,v,L) > 0 and R > 0. Then there exist a posi-
tive constant C = C(v, L, p, [Alg\o () and a radius Ry = Ro (v, L,p,d(-)) such that the following
pointwise estimate

|Du(zo)| + |7 (o) (1.4)

P 1

P 2R P
/ d
< C (u+ |Du|)dz + C 7[ |7 dz +C/ 7[ |F — (F)BP(IO)V’ dx co
Br(zo) Br(zo) 0 B, (o) 0

holds for almost all xg € Q@ and every Bag(zo) C Q with R < Ry.

Remark 1.5. The reason for the pointwise estimate (L4]) applied only to planar flows is due to the
absence of Lipschitz regularity for solutions to the corresponding limiting problem (2:6) in higher
dimensions. Note that whether such Lipschitz regularity would hold in higher dimensions is still an
open problem so far. Even so, such pointwise estimate of symmetric gradient is still new for the case
of elliptic systems.

Remark 1.6. As a consequence of Theorem [[4], one can find a sufficient condition on the nonhomoge-
neous term F such that Du and 7 are locally bounded in the plane, which solves an open issue in the
Calder6n-Zygmund theory to the nonlinear Stocks system. For instance, if the given exterior force F
has a modulus of continuity w satisfying the Dini type continuous condition that fORw% (g)d—QQ < 00,

then the shear rate Du and its pressure 7 are locally bounded in 2.

Furthermore, we establish a precise potential estimate for the weak solution u to (L) without
the restriction to the planar case. We should mention that there is no additional regularity assumption

on the partial map = — A(z,-) in the following theorem.

Theorem 1.7. (Zero order estimate.) Let (u,7) be a weak solution pair to (ILI) with F €

Lﬁ:c (Q,R;‘yﬁ’) for 2 < p <n <0 and A satisfying (L2), where 0 is given in B25). Then there
exists a positive constant C = C(n,v, L,p) such that the pointwise estimate
) <Cf  ulde+ CWHE L (1 + [F) (@) (15)
Br(zo) P

holds for almost all xy € Q and every Bagr(xg) C Q.

Remark 1.8. Indeed, even for simpler homogeneous elliptic systems of the type — div A (Vu) = 0, the
vector valued solutions u may be unbounded (cf. [29]). It means that potential estimate such as (L5
does not hold to general elliptic systems, unless additional assumptions are made on the dimension
n or the vector field A. The new result of Theorem [[7] indicates that the potential estimate (L5
is valid for 2 < p < n < 6, which would imply the local boundedness of weak solution to nonlinear
Stokes systems (LT)) in this case.

The remainder of this paper is organized as follows. Section [2] consists of preliminary results and
priori estimates, which will be fundamental to the proof of our main results. Section [Blis devoted to
the comparison estimates between the localized problem and the associated homogeneous problems.

In the last section, we complete the proof of Theorem [[.4 and [I.7], respectively.



2 Preliminaries.

In this section, we first provide a number of auxiliary results which are essential for the proof of
the main results. And then, we introduce the comparison systems and establish some useful priori
estimates. In what follows, C denotes a constant whose value may be different from line to line, and

only the relevant dependence is specified.

2.1 Auxiliary results.

Let us begin with the following known technique lemma which is established in [I, Theorem 4.1].

Lemma 2.1. Let Q € R, n > 2 be a bounded John domain. Given g € LP(Q2) with 1 < p < 400 and
Jogdx =0, there exists at least one 1) € Wol’p (Q,R™) satisfying

divy = g in Q,
IVYller) < Cligllze)

where the positive constant C' = C (diam(Q), n, p). Particularly, if @ = Br(xo), then C depends only

on n and p.

In the sequel, we will use the following self-improving property of reverse Holder type inequality.

Lemma 2.2. (cf. [9, Corollary 3.4].) Let g, h € L] (Q,R"*"). Assume that there exist constants
0<7<1,v>1and Cy > 0 such that

(f |g|7dz>”gcof gldr+Co f Il
B, B B

™ r

for every B, C Q. Then for every 0 < t < 1, there exists a positive constant C = C(Cp,n,7,t) such

that ) )
(7[ |g|7dx)7§0<][ |g|tdz> +c][ Ih| dz.
B B, B

r

And then, combining the aforementioned Lemma with Lemma 3.4 in [I0], one obtains a

reserve Holder type estimate for the symmetric gradient Du to (L)) .

Lemma 2.3. Let u be a local weak solution of (L) with F € v

loc

(Q,R2X™) . Then there exists a

Sym

positive constant C' depending only on n, v, L and p, such that

P
][ |Duf’ dz < C ][ (u+ |Dul)dz | +C |F—F0|p/ dz (2.1)
Br(zo) B2r(z0) Bar(z0)

nxn
Sym

for almost all x¢ € Q, any constant matriz Fo € R and every Bag(xo) C Q.

Moreover, the following Korn’s inequality will play an important role in the analysis of generalized

nonlinear Stokes system.

Lemma 2.4. (cf. [I1].) Let B C R” be a ball and 1 < p < +o00. Then for all u € W, *(B,R™), there
holds that

/ [VulP dz < C/ |[Duf? dz . (2.2)
B B



While if u € WLP(B,R"), then
/ [Vu— (Vu)g [Pdz < C/ |Du — (Du) 5 |P de, (2.3)
B B
where the positive constant C' depends only on p.

Finally, we will frequently use the following basic estimate to discuss oscillation estimates. Let
E be a measurable subset in R™. For any f € LP(E,R™) with p € [1,00) and m > 1, we have

(Fiew-©pras)” <2 (f 100 -wra) 24

2.2 Comparison systems and priori estimates.

In this subsection, we establish some useful priori estimates to the Stokes system (LI)) in comparison

with the homogenous problem

divA(zx,Dv) —Vm, = 0 in Bag(xo),
0 in BQR(SC()), (25)

v = u on 0Bsr(zo),

divv

and the limiting problem

divA(Dw) — Vry = 0 in Bar (z0),
divw = 0 in Bar (zo0), (2.6)
w = v on 0Baz(x),

where A(Dw) = (A (-, Dw))

and w respectively.

an (30)? Bsog(xo) C Q, 7y and 7y, are the associated pressure terms to v
2

We first show that the shear rate Dv to the homogenous Stokes system (2.5]) can be controlled
by the shear rate Du.

Lemma 2.5. Let (u,m) be a weak solution pair to (L)) with F € v

loc

(Q,R2X"™) . Then one can find

sym

a weak solution pair (v,my) to (28 such that

][ IDv|P da < c][ (4 + |Dul”) da 2.7)
Bar (o) Bar (o)

for almost all xy € Q and every Bagr(xo) C , where the positive constant C = C(v, L, p).

Proof. Since u —v € Wol’(fiv (B2r(x0),R™), we choose u — v as a divergence free test function to the
problem (Z3). Then it follows that

][ (A(z,Dv),Du— Dv)dz =0.
Bar (o)
By virtue of ([2) and Young’s inequality, we derive

p—

2
v ][ (12 +|Dv|]?) 7 |Dv|* da
Bar(z0)



< ][ (A(z,Dv),Dv)dx

Bar (o)
= ][ (A(z,Dv),Du)dx

Bar (o)
< af @Dl detClanf |Dulds

Bar(zo) Bar(z0)
< ea(p, L) ][ (WP + |Dv|P)dz + C (el,p)][ |Dul? dz . (2.8)
BQR(CEO) B2R(I0)

For the case p > 2, one has

v ][ |Dv|P dx
Bar(zo0)

< v ][ (1> +|Dv|?) 7 |Dv|*dz
Bar (o)
< o ][ (u? + |Dv|P)dz + C (el,p)][ |Du|” dz .
Bar (o) Bar(zo0)

By selecting ¢; = ﬁ , we obtain that

][ |Dv|Pdz < C (p,v, L)][ (u* + |Dul”)dz . (2.9)
Bar(zo)

Bar(zo0)

While for 1 < p < 2, we apply Young’s inequality and (2.8]) to derive

][ |Dv|? dz
Bar(zo)

B p—2

< 62][ (u® + |Dv]?) dx+0(62,p)][ (12 + |DvP) = |Dv|? da

Bar(zo0) Bapr(zo)
< aal)f (D) drtaatan L) f (F D) da

BQR(IU) B2R(I0)
+C (e1, €2, p, 1/)][ |[Dul? dz .
Bar (o)
Now selecting e; = i, and then choosing ¢; = ﬁ, we obtain
][ |Dv|P dx < C (p, v, L)][ (4P + |Dul”)dz . (2.10)
BQR(IU) B2R(I0)

Finally, a combination of (Z9) and (ZI0) yields 7)) holds for 1 < p < 400, which completes the
proof of Lemma, [2.5]. O

Next, we deduce that the shear rate Dw to the limiting Stokes system (Z)) can be estimated
in terms of the shear rate Dv to the homogeneous Stokes system (2.5]) .

Lemma 2.6. Let (v,m,) be a weak solution pair to (Z8). Then one can find a weak solution pair
(W, Tw) to (Z8) such that

][ \Dw|? de < C (4 + | Dv]P) da (2.11)
B%(Io) B%(wo)

for almost all xg € Q and every B% (zo) C Q, where the positive constant C = C(v, L, p).



Proof. Since v—w € Wol’(fiv (Baz (20),R"), we select v —w as a divergence free test function for (2.0),

that is to say,
][ (A(Dw),Dv—Dw)dz =0.
Bsp (o)

Applying (L2), Young’s inequality and Holder’s inequality, one derives that

p—

p=2
y][ (1> +|Dw]*) = |Dw|*dz
B%(ﬂﬂo)

< ][ < (AC,DW)) g, (o) ,Dw> dz

B%(ﬂﬂo) 2
= ][ < (A DW)) g, p (x0) ,Dv> dz

B%(ﬂﬂo) 2

p/
< €3 ][ (A(~,DW))33R(IO) dx + C(eg,p)][ |Dv|? dz
< ezca(p, L) ][ (u* + |Dw|")dz + C (63,]))][ |Dv|” dz . (2.12)
B%(IO) B%(IO)

By proceeding similarly as in the proof of Lemma 23] splitting into two different cases p > 2 and
1 < p < 2, and then choosing the appropriate positive constant €3, one concludes that

][ |Dw|P dz < C (p, v, L)][ (uP + |Dv|?)dx (2.13)
Bsr (o) Bsrg (z0)

2 2
for any 1 < p < +00. Thus the proof of Lemma is completed. O

Another basic tool we use is a Caccioppoli type inequality to the Stokes system (I), which
takes up the rest of this subsection.

Lemma 2.7. Let (u,m) be a weak solution pair to (1) with F € v

loc

(Q,REX™) . There holds

sym
C ,
|DulP dz < — lu— (0) s, (o) [P dz + C (MP +|F — Fol? ) do (2.14)
Br(zo) ke Bar(zo) Bar(zo)

for almost all x¢ € Q, any constant matriz Fy € R;‘yﬁ’ and every Bag(xg) C ), where the positive

constant C' depends only on n, v, L and p.

Proof. Let ¢ = nP (u— (u)BZR(mO)) with n € C§° (Br,(z0)) be a cut-off function between 0 and

1 such that n = 1 in Bg, (z0), n = 0 in Bf, () and [Vn| < ﬁ in Bp, (o) \ Bg,(x¢) for all
R < R; < Ry < 2R. We first correct ¢ to be a divergence free function by virtue of the Bogovskii
operator "Bog" which is introduced in [4]. Let ¥ = Bog (div ¢) be a special solution to the following

auxiliary problem

divyy = dive in Bg,(xo), (2.15)
’lﬂ =0 on aBRQ(QEo).
As a consequence of [I1], Theorem 6.6], we have
][ |Dy|P de < C’(n,p)][ | div p|P dx . (2.16)
Br, (20) Br, (20)



Then it is clear to select ¢ = @ — 1) € Wolfiv(BRZ (x0),R™) as a divergence free text function to (I1I),
that is to say

/ (A(z,Du),D¢) dz = / (F —Fo,D¢)dx,
Bry (z0)

Bry (z0)

where

(2= i) & 9+ (0= W) € 91)

5 — Dip.

D¢ =0’ Du+ pp~!
By a direct computation together with (I.2), we have

p—2
1/][ n’ (u* + [Du?) * |Dul*dzx
Bry (z0)

p—

< Lp]{9 ( )77:0—1 (M2 + |Du|2)T | Dul ‘(u - (“)B2R(mo)) ® Vn’d:c
Ry (To

p—

p=2
+L][ (1® +|Dul?) = |Du||Dy|dz
Bry (z0)

+ f [P — Fol (w1Dul +pr (0= (W) g,y (0 ) © V| + DY) da.
Bry (z0)

Next by applying Young’s inequality, [Z.I0) and the assumptions of 7 to the above inequalities, and

combining with divu = 0, we deduce that

][ nP|Dul? dx
Bry (z0)

< 64][ n?|Dul? dz + 0(64,]))][ nP (,u2 + |Du|2)p% |Dul? dz
Bry (%0) Br, (o)
1
< - ][ |DulP dz + (e4 + 65)][ n?|Dul? dx + C(p, v, L)][ |Dy|? dx
4 Bry(20) Bry (z0) Br, (z0)
C(€4a€5aLapay)f /
Qe liny) 0 W o P+ Clerses, Lp) f (i 0 =R )
(RQ - Rl)p Bry (z0) Banlzo) Bry (20)
1
< - ][ |DulP dx + (e4 + 65)][ n?|Dul? dx + C(n,p, v, L)][ | div P dz
4 Bry (o) BRr, (z0) Br, (o)
C(€4a€5aLap7V)f ’
- |U*(u) or(z |pd1.+ C(€4a€5aLap7V) /’Lp+|F7F0|p)d'r
(Re — Ry)P B, (z0) Bar(zo) Bry (o)
1 P
- M pwarare f wpwareof (a0, @
4 /B, (o) B, (20) By (w0)
] / |
+— u—(u 2oy [Pdz+ C (,uer F—Fop)d:c
o AR P AN CaLa
1][ 0(64765,H,L,p,1/>
< - |Dul? dx + (e4+65)][ n?|Dul? dx + lu—(u)g, |7 de
4 Bry (20) Bry (z0) (RQ — Ry)P Bry (20) Pan(ro)

+C(64,e5,L,p,V)][ (/Lp+|F—F0|p/) dzx.

Bry (z0)

Furthermore, choosing the positive constants e¢4 and €5 such that ¢4 + ¢5 = % and combining with

n=11in Bg, (zg) to derive

1 L
][ Dufpds < L ][ Dufr dg + S0 Lo V) ][ [u— (W), o) 7 do
Br, (wo) 2 Br, (w0) (RQ - Rl)p Bar(zo0)



+C(n,L,p, u)][

Bar(zo0)

(MP L |F - F0|p/) da

forall R< R < Ry < R.

Finally, by virtue of the well-known iteration lemma, which can be found in [I5] Lemma 6.1],
then we conclude that the Caccioppoli type inequality (ZI4]) holds. This completes the proof of
Lemma 2.7]. O

3 Comparison estimates.

This section is devoted to compare the weak solution pair to (L)) to that of limiting problem (2.6
for which we have known regularity results. We start by establishing a comparison estimate regarding

to Du with Dv, as well as the associated pressures m with 7y, .

Lemma 3.1. Let (u,7) be a weak solution pair to (L) with F € v

loc

(Q,RX™). Then there exists

Sym

a weak solution pair (v,my) to [Z3) such that

][ (|Du—Dv|p+|7r—7rv|p/) dz (3.1)
Bar(zo)

p
< e (f wripuhas) vof  Fom
Bar(xo) Byr(zo)

and

P
][ lu—v[Pde <eRPx(i1<p<a} (7[ (4 + |Dul) dx) + CRP][ IF—Fo|’ dz (3.2)
Bar(zo) Bar(zo) Bar(zo)

for any 0 < e < 1, any constant matriz Fo € REX™ almost all z¢g € 2 and every Bar(zo) C 2. Here

sym ?

the positive constant C = C(e,n,v, L,p).

Proof. Let (u,7) and (v, my) be the weak solution pairs to (I.I)) and (2.5]) respectively. Then
(u—v,m—my) € Wolﬁ’é)iv(B2R($O); R") x L¥ (B2 (x0))

is a weak solution pair to

div (A(xz,Du) — A(z,Dv)) =V (r —ny) = div(F—Fy) in Bag(xo),
diviu—v) = 0 in Bagr(zo), (3.3)
u-v =0 on 0Bag(zg).

We choose u — v as a divergence free test function for (33)). Then by virtue of (IL2) and Young’s

inequality, we obtain that

p—2
v ][ (1 + |Du? + |Dv[*) = |Du— Dv|*dz
Bar(zo)

IN

][ (A(z,Du) — A(z,Dv),Du— Dv)dz
Bar(z0)

= ][ (F —Fg,Du— Dv) dz
Bar(z0)

10



< 7'1][ |Du — Dv|” dx + C(71,p) ][ |F—F0|p/ dx. (3.4)
Bar (o) B

2r(20)

In order to estimate the first term on the right side of ([34), we shall consider the following two cases

that p > 2 and 1 < p < 2. For the former one, we have

|Du—Dv|” = |Du—Dv[""?|Du— Dv|?
< (|Du]+|Dv])""?|Du - Dv|’
< o (,ﬁ +|Du)? + |Dv|2) " |Du-Dv|?. (3.5)

s

Inserting (1)) into (34) and choosing 71 = 4 , we derive

NS

2

p—

p=2
][ (12 +|Dul? + |Dv|?) 7 |Du— Dv|*da
Bar(zo0)
< Cwp) f  P-Fof do.
Bar(zo)
We apply [B.3) again to deduce that
][ |Du— Dv|P dx < C(v,p) ][ IF - Fol” da. (3.6)
Bar (o) Bar (o)
While if 1 < p < 2, then it follows from Young’s inequality that

b
p— p(2—p)

p—2 2
{(MQ + |Dul* + |Dv|*) * |Du-— Dv|2} (1 + |Duf* + |Dv[|*) 7

|Du — Dv/|?

p—

2—-p
o2r \ 7 =
B( T2p) (12 + [Duf* + (D) * [Du— Dv[?

<
- 2\2-
T (uu |Duf® + |Dv|2)§ . (3.7)
Combining B.7) with 4], we obtain
][ |Du — Dv|P dx
Bar(xo)
2 \ 7 p=2
< 9( 2 > ][ (42 + |Dul? + |Dv[?) = |Du — Dv|*dw
2\2-p Bar(w0)
+72][ (1* + |Du* + |Dv|*)? da
Bar(xo)
2 -5 2
< £ ( ~ > ﬁ][ |Du— Dv[P dz + 72][ (42 + |Dul® + [Dv|?)* da
v \2-p Bar(zo0) Bar(xo)
+C(T1,T2aPaV)][ IF — Fol” da.
Bar(xo)

Then we select the positive constant 7 = % ( 272 )T and apply Lemma [Z.5] to derive that

2—p
][ |Du — Dv|” dx
Bar (o)

< omf  (R4IDuP DV ok Clav) f P
Bagr(zo) B

ZR(IU)
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< Cl, Lm][

Bar(z0)

(4 + |Dul?) dz + C(7, v, p) ][ F—Fol’ dz.  (38)

Bar(zo0)

Thus, combining (3.6) with (B.8) and using Lemma 23], we deduce that

P
][ |Du — Dv|” dz < e1x{1<p<a) ][ (u+ |Dul)dz | +C IF—Fo|’ dz (3.9)
Bar (o) Bar(zo) Bar(zo)

for any 0 < ey < 1and C =C (e1,n,v,p, L).

Next, in order to prove ([3.2]), we apply Poincaré’s inequality, Korn’s inequlity (Z2) and [B3) to
derive that

][ lu—v|’dz < C(n,p)R”][ |[Vu—Vv|’dz
Bar(zo) Bar(zo)
< C(n,p)R”][ |Du — Dv|? dx
Bar(zo)
P
< elnoa (f (Du)ds) +ORf F-FoPds
Bar(zo) Bar(zo)

for any 0 < g9 < 1 and C = C(eq,n, v, L,p), which implies that (32) is true.

In the sequel, we establish the comparison estimate between 7 and 7. Let ¢ € WO1 P (Bagr(zo), R™)
be a test function of (3.3, then

/ (m — my)divpde = / (A(z,Du) — A(x,Dv) — (F — Fq),Dy) dz. (3.10)
BQR(CE()) B2R(10)
More precisely, we select the above ¢ be a solution to the following auxiliary problem
1 1
divy = sgn(m —my ﬂ*ﬂvﬁf(snﬁfﬂv ﬂ—ﬂvﬁ) in Bag(xo),
o = sl (s o) Bt
Y = 0 on aBQR(,CEo) .

If we denote

gi=sgn(r—m)lm—m|77 = (sen(r—my) lr—m[77)
Bar (o)

then it is obvious that g € LP(Bag(zo)) and fBzR(zo) g(x)dx = 0. The existence of such a solution to
auxiliary problem (3.I1)) is guaranteed by Lemma 2T and hence

][ [Vpl? do < C][ |7T—7rv|p/ dx, (3.12)
BQR(IU) B2R(10)

where the positive constant C' depends only on n and p. Moreover, by virtue of Lemma 2.8 in [5],
there exists a unique 7 — my € L (Bag(x0)) to (33) such that JBon(ag) (7 = Tv) dz = 0.

By substituting such ¢ into equality (B.I0) and combining Young’s inequality with ([2]) and
BI2), one computes that

/ |m — 7Tv|p/ dx

Bar(zo)

- / |7r—7rv|p/dx—(sgn(ﬂ'—ﬂ'v)|7r—7rv|ﬁ) / (m — my) dz
Bar(xo) B2r(20) J Byg (o)

= / (m —7y) [sgn(ﬂﬂv)|7r7rv|?11(Sgn(ﬂﬂv)|7r7rv|?11) }dz
Bar(z0) Bar(zo)
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/B - (A(z,Du) — A(z,Dv) — (F — Fo), Dy) dx

< C(T3,p)/ (|A(m,Du)—A($,DV)|p +|F—F0|p,) d:c—i—Tg/ |Dp|? dz
Bar(zo) Bar (o)
p=2 2 ,
< C(r3,L,p) {/ {(u2+ |Du|2+|Dv|2) 2 |DuDv|] dz+/ |F — Fylf dx}
Bar(zo0) Bar (o)
4nce) [ |Vl
Bagr(zo)
p—2 »’ ,
< C(r3,L,p) {/ {(u2+|DU|2+ |Dv|2) B |DuDv|] dz+/ |F —Fol” dz}
Bar(z0) Bar(zo)
+7'301(n,p)/ |7r—7rv|p/dz.
Bar(z0)
By choosing the positive constant 75 = ﬁ , one infers that
][ | — 7Tv|p/ dx (3.13)
Bar(zo0)
p=2 v’ )
< C][ {(‘u2+|Du|2+|Dv|2) 2 |DuDv|} dz+C][ |F — Fo|” dz,
Bapr(zo) Bar(xo)

where C'= C(n,p, L). The following estimate is also split into two cases according to the value of p.
If 1 < p <2, then we have

][ Ir — my [P da (3.14)
Bar (o)
0][ |Duva|pd:c+C’][ IF - Fol” do

Bar(z0) Bar(zo)

C(?’L, D, L)€1X{1<p<2} <][
B

IN

IN

p
(M+|Du|)d.’1]> +C(ElanapayaL)][ |F—F0|p/d.’1]’
B

4R (o) 4R (T0)

which is ensured by ([B.3). While the situation is however different when p > 2, we combine Young’s
inequality with Lemma 25 and [33) to derive

’

p=2 P
][ [(,lﬁ + |Dul? + |Dv|2) * |Du-— Dv@ dz
Bar (o)

< 7‘4][ (,up-l-|DU|p+|DV|p)dx+C(T4,p)][ |Du — Dv|P dx
Bar (o) Bar (o)
< ™ C(I/,L,p)][ (u? + |Du|?) dz + C(74, p, I/,L)][ |F7F0|p, dz. (3.15)
Bar(zo) Bar (o)

By inserting (3.13) into (313) and applying Lemma [2.3] again, we obtain

][ | — 7Tv|p/ dx
Bar(xo)

P
< 74 C(n,v,L,p) ][ (1 + |Dul) dz +C(T4,n,p,l/,L)][ |F—F0|p/ dz . (3.16)
Bar(zo) B

4r(%0)
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Thus, a combination of (BI4) and (BI6) yields that

P
][ | — 7Tv|p/ dz < esx(pr2} ][ (u+|Du|)dz | +C |F — F0|p/ dz  (3.17)
Bar(zo0) Bar(zo0) Bag(zo)

for any 0 < e3 < 1 and C = C(es,n,p,v, L).
Finally, the inequalities [B.9) and (BI7) reveal that the comparison estimate (B.]) holds for
1 < p < +oo. Thus the proof of Lemma [BI]is completed. O

The second part of this section is to establish a comparison estimate between the symmetric
gradient Dv and the associated pressure 7y to (Z3) with Dw and 7y, to (2.6 .

Lemma 3.2. Let (v,my) be a weak solution pair to (ZXH). Then there exist a weak solution pair
(W, mw) to (Z8) and a positive constant C' = C(n,p,v, L) such that

p
! & 3R
][ (|Dv — DwP 4 |y — 7w ) dz < CAZ4u0 <—> ][ (u+|Dv))dz | (3.18)
Bag (x0) 2 Bon(zo)

for almost all xy € Q and every Bagr(xo) C 2, where

P < 1> ,
——\1—-2), ¥y p=2,
&= Z(Y’_l)l 0 (3.19)

for some 0 = 0(n,v,L,p) > p and 0 = min{0, g} with § defined in (329) .

Proof. A direct computation reveals that (v — w,my, — Tw) € Wol”(fiv(B¥ (20), R™) x L¥ (Bar (o)) is

a weak solution pair to ’
div (A (Dv) — A(Dw)) = V (1y — mw) = div (A(Dv) — A(z,Dv)) in Bsn,
div(v—w) = 0 in Bsg (3.20)

v—-w =0 on 0B:sr,

2

where we abbreviate the ball B 3R (z0) to B 3R Selecting v — w as a divergence free test function of

B20), we have

]ésg <(A(~,DV))33R - (A(HDW»B% ,Dv — Dw> dz

2

]{33

Involving the conditions (L2), we start by estimating the term on the left side of [B2I]) as follows

<(A(-,DV))B% —A(z,Dv) ,Dv — Dw> dz. (3.21)

i

]{eﬁ <(A("DV>)B% - (A(FDW»B% ,Dv — Dw> da

7633

][ (A(y,Dv) — A(y, Dw),Dv — Dw) dydz
Bsr

=

o
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> u][ (1® + |Dv|2+|Dw|2)p% |Dv — Dw|*dz.
Bsr

(3.22)

The proof will be divided into two cases that p > 2 and 1 < p < 2. For the former situation, we

estimate the term on the right side of (821 . By Young’s inequality, one derives

£

<(A(-, DY) = Al DY) DV = Dw> da

=Y

p—1
3 (A, B%) (12 +|Dv?) T |Dv — Dw| da

A
S
5

P
2

B2 (A,B%) (1 + |Dv|*)? da

IN

Q

j)
S
5

5

p—

+%1][ (12 + |Dv|* + |Dw|?) * |Dv — Dw|* dz.
Bsr

Then combining (3.22) with ([B.23)), and choosing 7, = %, we derive

p—

][ (1 +|Dv]> + |Dw|*) ® |Dv — Dw|*dz
Pap

< C(y)][ 52 (A,B%) (12 + |Dv?)* da.
Pap

(3.23)

(3.24)

The technique |10, Theorem 3.4| and the known Gehring’s Lemma indicate that the following higher

integrability result of Dv holds for some 6 = 6(n,v, L,p) > p and any 1 < p < 400

][ |Dv|?dz < C ][ (uP + |Dv|P) dx
Bsp (z0) Bar (o)

Then by virtue of Lemma [2.2], we have

0
][ |Dv|®dz < C ][ (u+|Dv])dz | ,
B%(Io) BQR(IU)

where C' = C(n,v, L,p).

Since p > 2, then we apply Holder’s inequality, the boundedness of 3 (A,

the inequality (3.24)), and derive that

][ |Dv — Dw|” dx
Bsr

A
S
5

< C(u)][ 8 (A Bag ) (4 +|DvP) da
P
6—1
[
20 p_9
< C(V) ][ pe-1 (A,B%) dx ][ (M2 + |Dv|2) 2 dx

15

(3.25)

(3.26)

B%) and ([B.26) to

=



6—1 1

6

][ (1* + |Dv|2)p79 dz
Pap

IA
2
S
S
=~
3
S
™
—
=
oy
o
~—
o,
8

< LMo (5) (£, 10w as) (327)

While for the case 1 < p < 2, the inequality ([3.24)) is replaced by

p—

][ (1® +|Dv]> + |Dw|?) * |Dv— Dw|*dz
Pap

b
2

< C(u)]i‘ B (A,B%)(u2+|Dv|2+|Dw|2) da . (3.28)

Then we shall use the following higher integrability result of Dw which is introduced in [5, Lemma
4.3]

][ |Dw|?dx < C ][ (1P + |Dw|P) dx
BR(CE()) B% (IU)
for all g € [p,q] and p € (1, +00), where

any number in (p,4+o00) if n=2,

g = 3.29
a np if n>3. ( )
n—2
It follows from Lemma that
q
][ \Dwl|7dz < C ][ (u+|Dw) da | (3.30)
Br(xo0) B% (o)

where C' = C(n,v, L,p).

Since 1 < p < 2, we apply Holder’s inequality, (330) as well as Lemma to the inequality
B28)), and then combine with the same argument as (3.27) to deduce that

][ |Dv — Dw|P dx
Pag

(NS
v

< ][ (1 + |Dv]* + |DW|2)% |Dv — Dw|? dz ][ (42 + |Dv]> + |DW|2)§ da
Bap Bap
5(1-1) (3R P
< contpuile? (F) (£, weipvhar) o
Bar

where 0 = min{#, 7}.
Hence, a combination of ([B.27) and [B31]) concludes that

P
][ |Dv — Dw|” dz < C [Algno <ﬁ> ][ (u+|Dv])dz | , (3.32)
Bag (x0) 2 Bar(w0)
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where C' = C(n,v, L,p) and

(

In the sequel, it suffices to estimate fB

function of (320), that is to say

1
1

NN B

1
- = if 1<p<2.
9)

|y — Tw|” dz. Choosing ¢ € WyP (B%,R”) as a test

3R
2

][ (my — TTw) divodr = ][ (A(z,Dv) — (A(-,Dw)) g, ,D¢)dx. (3.33)
More precisely, selecting the above ¢ be a solution to the auxiliary problem
diveg = sgn(ny — mw) |0 — 7TW|Piil — (sg‘n (v — Tw) |y — 7Tw|p7il) in Bsr,
Bsp ’ (3.34)
¢ =0 on 83% .

Let
1 1
h = Sgn (WV - WW) |7Tv - 7rW|ﬁ - (Sgn(ﬂv - 7Tw) |7Tv - 7Tw|ﬁ) .
Bap
Then it is not difficult to verify that h € LP(B%) and stR (o) h(z)dz = 0. Hence, the existence of
2

such a solution to auxiliary problem (B.34)) is ensured by Lemma [ZT] and so
][ [VolP dz < C][ |7y — 7Tw|p/ dz, (3.35)

where the positive constant C' depends only on n and p. Moreover, [5, Lemma 2.8] infers that there
exists a unique Ty — Ty € L¥ (B% (x0)) to the problem ([B.20) such that fBﬁ (my — Tw) dz = 0.
2

By substituting such ¢ into equality (833) and combining Young’s inequality with (332) and

335), we obtain

][ Ty — 7Tw|p/ dx
Pap

P
< c<+2,p>f Az, Dv) — (A(, Dw))y dxw][ IDGPP da
Bﬁ 2 Bﬁ
) ) ) ., (3R P
S C(nvp)7_2 |v¢| dZE+C(TQ,TL,p,I/,L) [A]BMO 5 (/L+|DV|)dSE
Bﬁ 2 Bar
wCupyf (410 4 10wP) T Dy - D] da
B3r
) o . . (3R P
< Gmpnf I el e+ Clonmpon D) Ao (0 (4+ D)) dz
Bagr

B3

v

17



/

P—2 p
+C(%2,P,L)][ [(u2+|Dv|2+|Dw|2) ’ |Dv—Dw|} dz.

B3r
2
Choosing the positive constant 7o sufficiently small such that Cy7o = % , we derive that
][ B (3.36)
Pag

’

- 3R P B g
< ClAlgmo (7) (]{B (u+ |Dv]) dz) + C’]{B [(u2 + |Dv|* + |Dw|2) |Dv — Dw@ dz,
2R 3R

where C' = C(n,p,v, L).

In order to estimate the last term on the right side of ([B30]), we proceed in two situations.

Regarding to the case of 1 < p < 2, we have

][ |y — 7rw|p/ dz
Pap

< cuils?) (?) (]{” (u+ |Dv|)dx>p+C]iﬁ \Dv — Dwl|P do
< connie? (5) (£, wriovar) (3.7

where the last inequality is ensured by (332).

While for the case of p > 2, we use Holder’s inequality, ([3.27), Lemma and the reserve
Holder’s inequality (3.:26]) to deduce that

’

p=2 p
][ [(MQ + |Dv|® + |Du|2) * |Dv— DW|] dz
Pap

- G-1)
< ][ (,u2+|Dv|2+|DW|2) * |Dv - Dw|?dx
Bap
. -1
X ][ (,u2 + |Dv|* + |DW|2) dw
Bap
st (1-%) (3R P
< Copnn) Ui Y () (£, e pvhar) (339)
Bar

Inserting ([338) into (B30), it follows from p > 2 that

][ |7y — 7rw|p/ dx
Pap

< b (5) (£, wemvpas) + ez () (£ s ipvhar)
< cumptd) <?) <é2R(u+|Dv|)dz>p. (3.39)

Finally, a combination of [8.32)), (B:37) with (339) yields that (B8] is true for 1 < p < +o0.
Then the proof of Lemma is completed. O
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In the end of this section, our intention is to establish the comparison estimate between Du, 7
with Dw, 7y by using Lemma B3], Lemma [3.2], Holder’s inequality, and combining Lemma with
Lemma 2.3].

Lemma 3.3. Let (u,m) be a weak solution pair to (ILI). Then there exists a weak solution pair
(W, mw) to (Z8) such that

][ (1D~ DwP + fr — ") da (3.40)
B%(Io)

P
& 3R
< a(w@ﬁyummm(gﬁ)(ﬁ (¢u+wmmﬂ

& 3R 4

for any 0 < e < 1, any constant matriz Fo € R2X" almost all xg € Q and every Byg(zg) C Q. Here

sym ?

the positive constants C; = Ci(n,p,v, L), Co = Ca(e,n,p,v, L), and 6 is given in [BI19).

4 Nonlinear potential estimates.

In this section, we first establish the pointwise gradient estimate in Theorem [[L4]. Before proceeding
further, we need to prove the following Campanato type decay estimate for the shear rate Dw to (2.6])
in the plane.

Lemma 4.1. Let w be the weak solution to [28]) and the dimension n = 2. Then there exist positive

constants a € (0, 1] depending only on p, v and L, such that the estimate

fBPR(IU)

< EX{p;&z}][ (1 + |DW|>d:C+Cpa][

Dw — (Dw) dz

Byr(zo)

Dw — (Dw) dz (4.1)

B s T
%(IO) %( 0)

holds for any p € (0,3] and € € (0,1), where C = C(e,p,v, L).

Proof. We may assume without loss of generality that p € (0,1], since (@I) obviously holds for
1 < p < 2. By virtue of Theorem 3.8 in [10], we have

]{391%(@0)

=2
where V,(§) = (/ﬂ + ¢ |2) T ¢ And then, using [9, Lemma 6.2], the above inequality is equivalent to

][BpR(ﬂCo)

< cmumef

BR(CE())

2
Br(zo) dz,

Vo(Dw) — (Vp(Dw))

2
dz < C(p,v, L)ppa][

Br(zo0)

Vo(Dw) — (Vp(Dw))

Byr(z0)

2
Vo(DW) =V, ((DW) 0 )| 2

2
V,(Dw) — V, ((DW)BR(%)) ] dz,

Now dividing into two cases that p > 2 and 1 < p < 2, and proceeding similarly as before, we obtain

fBPR(IU)

p
dx

Dw — (Dw)

B,r(zo)
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< i 7{3 | e Cler v D f
R\(T0

p
’Dw — (DW) o] d.(42)
Br(zo)

Next, the approach of estimate for the last term on the right side of ({2 is to use the reserve Holder
inequality introduced in [8] as follows

fBR(IU)

< chn) (f
B%(IO)

The following discussion is still divided into p > 2 and 1 < p < 2, then we can derive

]{312(30)
p p

< eaxpen f (u+ Dw)dz | +C(ea v, L,p) f Dw — (Dw)

Vp(Dw) =V, ((DW)BR(IO)) ‘2 dz

p

pd:z:

Vp(Dw) =V, ((DW)B%R(zO))

p
dx

Dw — (Dw)

Br(zo0)

an (o) B%(ﬂﬂo)
2

(4.3)

Finally, inserting (@3] into ([@2]) and combining Hélder’s inequality with the reverse Holder inequality
B30) for Dw, we conclude that

fBPR(IU)

< experf (urIDwhdosCo f
B%(Io B

dx

Dw — (Dw)

Byr(zo)

dx

Dw — (DW)BSR (z0)
%(IO) z

is valid for any p € (0,1] and ¢ € (0,1), where C = C(e,p,v, L). Thus, the proof of Lemma E.T] is
completed. 0

Remark 4.2. Due to the absence of Lipschitz regularity for solution to the corresponding limiting
problem (2.8) in higher dimensional space, the above Campanato type decay estimate holds only in
the plane. This is the immediate trigger for the pointwise gradient estimate established only to the

planar flows.

We now turn our attention to the Campanato type decay estimate of Du, which is the main
ingredient to carry on the proof of Theorem [L.4].

Lemma 4.3. Let 8 € (0,1) and (u,7) be a weak solution pair to (LI)) with F € v

loc
/
p

dz)

(1 + |Dul) d:z:) (4.4)

(Q,R2X2). There

Sym

exists a positive constant p = p(p,v, L, ) € (0 1] such that

’ 4
p
][ dz | + ][
Byr(zo) B,r(z0)

p
dz +02][ IF - Fol” dz
BR(IU)

+C; ([A]gMO (R) + 5X{p¢2}) (]i

Du — (Du)

Byn(z0) T = () B, s (w0)

Du — (Du)

Br(xo)

r(z0)

for any e € (0,1), any constant matriz Fo € ngxrfl and every Br(xo) C Q, where the positive constants

Cy = Cy(e,v, L,p), Co = Cole,v,L,p,B), C3 =Cs(v,L,p,B), and & is given in (BI9) .
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Proof. In order to prove this technical lemma, we apply Hélder’s inequality with ([24]) to obtain

p p’
][ de | + ][ dx
Byr(zo) B,r(z0)

C(p) ][ '
|Du— Dw|” + |1 — g |” ) dz | + C(p) ][
p2P B%(IO) ( v ) Bor(zo)

dx) ’

P
dz) (4.5)
for any 0 < p < 1.

Du — (Du)

Bon(z0) T = () B, s (w0)

Dw — (Dw)

BPR(IU)

T = (Tw) 3, )

We first estimate the last term on the right side of [@J). Let ¢ € W, ? (Bor(z0),R?) be a test
function of (2.4, i.e.,

Tw — (Tw) 2oy ) diveyde
][BPR(IO) ( Benl 0))

= ]{B on) <(A(~,DW>)B%(IO) - (A (., (DW)BpR(wo)))B ,Dy)da. (4.6)

sk (o)
2
More precisely, we select the above 1 be a solution to the following auxiliary problem

_1_
p—1

divyy = sgn (WW — (WW)BPR(IU)) ‘Ww - (WW)BPR(%)

— | sgn (7Tw - (7rw>BpR(aco)) ‘WW - (WW)BpR(mo) . ) in BPR(ZU) ) (4'7)
Byr(zo)
v =0 on 0B,r(x0),
where the nonhomogeneous term belongs to LP(B,r(zo)) and satisfies

p—1

/ sgn (7Tw - (Ww)BPR(zo)) ‘Ww - (Ww)BPR(zo)
Byr(wo)

F) dr=0.
Bpr (o)

Then Lemma 2] infers that there exists a solution to auxiliary problem (1) such that

- (sgn (7Tw - (Ww)BpR(zo)) ’ﬂw B (ﬂw)BpR(wo)

190 2oy < C®) [T = (M), 00 (48)

LY (Byr(0))

Substituting such ¢ into equality (@6l and combining Young’s inequality with (L2]), (8] and reserve
Holder type inequality (330), we deduce that

‘Ww - (WW)BG z
JipR(ﬂCo) .

/

p
dx

p—2 p
) 2\ 7
< O, L,p)]{B o <u2 + [Dw|” + ’(DW)BpRm) ‘DW —(DW)p, ey || Az
+ T][ V| dz
Byr(z0)
p
< EX{p>2} ][ (‘up+ |Dw|p) d:L'+C(€,7‘,L,p)][ Dw — (DW)BPR(mO) da
Byr(zo) Byr(o)
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’

P
+C(p) T][ ‘ﬂ-w - (ﬂ-w)BpR(IO) dz
Byr(zo)
P
P
< C(VaLap)EX{p>2} 7[ (,U,+ |DW|)d‘T +C(€aTaLap)][ ‘DW— (DW)BPR(IU) dz
3 pr(%0) Byr(zo)
o) f BTN
D) T Tw — (Tw . x.
B, (o) Bpr(zo)
Selecting the positive constant 7 = 201(1)), we apply Holder’s inequality and (@3] to derive that
VAN R P
Tw — (7T . x
BpR(I()) w w BPR( U)

p
p
< C, L,plex(p>2) ][ (k+[Dwl)dz | +C(e, L,P)][ ‘DW —(DW)g 1(zo)| 4%
%pR(Io) B,r(xo)
p
< CwLpexgen [ f @+ Du=DwP)det (£ (Dulds
3 (%o) B, g(xo)
p
+C(g, L,p)][ Dw — (DW)p (2| dz
BPR(IO)
p
< Lo |77 f W Du - Dwl)de f Dulds
p
+C(e,v, L,p) ][ Dw — (Dw) g, Lo dT | (4.9)
By () 2

Next, inserting ([@9) into ([@H), and combining Lemma [A] with Lemma [33] together with the
non-decreasing function [A]g\ o (+), we obtain that
p/
dz)

p
][ dez | + ][
Byr(z0) Byr(zo0)

Du — (Du)

Bon(z0) T = () B, s (w0)

p
< Cp_Qp][ (|Du—DW|p+ |7r—7rw|p/) da + Cexprayp” 2P 7[ (u+ |Dul) dz
B@(wo) Bar(z0)
p
+Cpor ][ Dw — (DW) 5 (4| d2
B%(Io) z
p
@ A & 3R p’
< Cp*? Du — (Du)BSR(zO) de | +C, (1+[Aljmo | = |F — Fo|” dz
B%(IO) 2 2 Bir(zo)
. (3R ?
+Cy ( [Algmo > +EX{p#2} (n+ [Dul)dx
Bar(zo)
p
< Cp*® ][ Du—(Du)p,  oy|dz | + c, (1 + [Algmo (4R)) ][ |F — Fo|” dz
B4R(Cbo) B4R(10)
p
+C, (Mlano (4R) + X (piay (72 (e IDu) dx> (1.10)
4R (T0o
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for any 0 < p <1 and 0 < € < 1, where the positive constants C' = C(e,p,v, L), C, = C,(p,p,v, L)
and C'p = (i'p(a, 0,0, v, L). It is plain that ([@I0) is equivalent to the inequality

p '
][ dx | + ][ dx
Byr(z0) Byr(zo0)

p
< Cper ][ Du = (D), |42 | +C, (14 4170 (R)) ][ IF — Fol” da
Br(zo) B

r(zo0)
+Cp ([A]gMo (R) + 5X{p752}) (]{9

Du — (Du)BpR(zo) = (ﬂ.)BpR(IO)

(n+ |Du|>dz>

r(zo)

1
forany0 <p< 7and 0 <e<1.

Finally, selecting p small enough such that p®? < 8 for any 8 € (0,1), the above inequality
implies that the desired decay estimate (€4 holds for any Br(zg) C Q. Thus, the proof of Lemma
43l is completed. O

Based on the above preparations, we are now in a position to prove Theorem [T.4].

Proof of Theorem[1.7] Without loss of generality, we may assume that

1

2R P
’ dg
/ (7[ ]F - (F)Bg(zo)‘p d:z:) — < 00,
0 By (o) e

otherwise (4] is trivial. Through a direct calculation, one has

][ Dudx — ][ Dudz Dudzx — ][ Dudx) ‘
Bk p(z0) Br(zo) pi+1r(T0) B,i g(@0)

Du— (Du)g = (., )dz
fBPiR(IU) ( BPIR( 0)

k—1

> (f
< p’QZ

for any k£ € N. Similarly, the following inequality

][ wdx —][ mdx
Bk g(z0) Br(z0)

holds for any k£ € N.

(4.11)

k—1

<p Yy

=0

(4.12)

]ipm(zo) (ﬂ- a (ﬂ-)BPiR(zO)) da| .

We first use the decay inequality (£4) established in Lemma 3] to derive that

: E
’Du —(Du)g , (y|dz+ <][ ‘77 - (Mg . (x dx)
izzl 7[BpiR(mU) le( 0) BPiR(lo) pIR( 0)
kol b1 p 1
< Cipr Z][ Du—(Du)y o de+Ca) (é . F—(F)p ., (x0) dz)
= =0 pir(T0

+C3 > ([Aljuo (P'R) +e7 (11 + |Dul) dz
BP'LR(mo)
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e
|

1

< [015% +Cs ([.A]}QMO (p'R) + 5%>] ][ - (M + ‘Du — (D) | () ) dz

i=0 Bpir(®o ’
k—1 s _ )

sy (Mo R+t ) |f  Duds
i=0 B i p(z0)
k-1 o\ 7

+Cy Y <][ F—(F)p . (0 d:c) . (4.13)
i=0 \’Bpir(@o)

We estimate the integral term involving F in (£I3) as follows

1
% P
d:c)

’ p dg
][ }F - (F)BR(%)|p dz | —
Br(zo) Y
. 1
pw—lR p/ p d
F—(F)p. | do] =2
. pIR( 0)
p'R B,ig(xo0) e
2% 2R , P dQ
/ ][ F — (F)p, | do ] —
ln 2 R BQ(IU) o
7, lR , Q
P
1 / <][ ’F - (F)BQ(IU)’ dZC) ?
N =1 By (o)
2 P’ z do
S C(p; VaLaﬁ)/ 7[ ‘F_(F)BQ(IU)’ d.’L' T
0 By (z0) Y
Then inserting the above estimate into (£I3), and recalling that [A]g, (R) is a non-decreasing
function with respect to R, one obtains
k
> dz + (][
i=1 B ig(wo) B ig(z0)

< {ClﬂiJng ([A]E +5v)]z][ - u+’Duf(Du)BpiR(%)

k—1

=0 <][B/ﬂ r(20)

- (F)BPiR(ﬂﬂo)

- (F)BPiR(IU)

1
' ?
dx)

IN
N
S

)
g

o

|

=

o]

Y

@

a

8
\_/

+
R
\\\
5
?

IN

S
jol

2

pP

Du — (Du)

B ig(z0) ™= (7T)

B, ig(z0)

dx) ’ (4.14)

)dz

1
k—1 N 2R P
& . 1 ! d
+C5 ) ([A]]gMO (p'R) +ai) ][ Dudz| + 02/ (7[ IF — (F)p,(00)|" dx) g
i=0 B,ip(w0) 0 By(wo) e

where 01 = (4 (e, ,p), Co = Ca(e,v,L,p,B) and C3 = C3(v, L,p,B). It is convenient for us to

&

choose 7 = [.A]BMO (R) and then applying the monotonicity of d(-) to select the radius Ry such that

s _ Gy [ e do

Cs [Algno (R) = m2 /., [AlEmo (R)?
O PR e

In2 J, ¢ 0
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Cs Cs
1]12 (2 ) - 1]12 (2 0)

ool =

for any R < Ry. Furthermore, selecting g sufficiently small such that C, » < i. Thus, the first term

on the right side of ([£14) can be absorbed by the left side that

: £
Du— (Du)g . y|dz+ ][ T— (Mg (o] dx
; ][BpiR(Io) B, ig(z0) ( B, i (x0) B ig(z0)
2R =
’ dg
< M-i-‘Du—(Du) N ‘ dx—i—C/ ][ F— (F)s, 0 P ae) 2
J[BR(IU) ( Br(o) ) 0 By (o) ’ ( 0)‘ 0
k=1,
T CZ [Algno (P R) ][ Dudz|, (4.15)
i=0 B,i g(z0)

where C' = C(v, L, p, [Algno (1))

Next, we turn our attention to estimate the last term on the right side of (@I5). A combination

of {@IH) and (Z4) yields that
][ Dudzx
B kt+1(Z0)
k
= Z(f Dudxf][ Dudx) +][ Dudx
i=0 B i+1g(w0) B i (z0) Br(zo)
k
< p? ][ Du— (Du)p =, |de+ ][ Dudz
; B.ip(z0) Bpinlro) Br(zo)
1
) 2R , p dQ
< = ,u—l—‘Du— Du)g . d:z:—l—C/ ][ F—(F)g oo de|] =
p2 Br(zo) ( ( Br(zo) ) 0 Bg(mo)‘ ( )BQ( 0)’ 0
k=1 _
+CZ [Algmo (P'R) ][ Dudx| + ][ Dudz
i=0 Byir(wo) Br(zo)

1

2R P
! d
C][ (u+|Du|)d:E+C/ ][ |F — (F)p, 0| dz ce
Br(zo) 0 By(z0) 0

IN

k-1
103 Ao (0°R) ][ Duda] . (4.16)
i=0 Bip(x0)
Setting the notation
2 P’ ’ de
M = (1 + |Dul)dx + |F— (F)p, ()| dz | —,
Br(zo) 0 B, (z0) 0
we claim that the following uniform estimate
][ Dudz| < C(p,v, L)M (4.17)
Bpk+1R(ﬂCo)

holds for any k € N.
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The proof of this claim is based on the method of induction. Obviously, the estimate for the case
of k = 0 is trivial. We assume that (I7) is true for all k < kg, and then verify the case of k = ko + 1.
In terms of (&I6]), we get

ko

][ Dudz| < CM+CZ[A]§MO (p'R) ][ Dudz
Bpk0+2R(Io) i=0 BpiR(Io)
ko 5
< CM+CM D [Alfyo (P'R) (4.18)
1=0

Applying the fact that [A]pyo () is non-deceasing, p € (0, 1] and the definition of d(-) in (I3), we
obtain that

ko R _
Z [A]EMO (p'R)

=0

IA
1[]e

R

=

2

(@]

<.

=

IN
E‘H
[\
—

[\)
oy
N

g

=

£

o

S
N———
o [&

+
E‘H

[~]e
-

bﬂ

|
=
N

S

W o

=

o

S
N———
o [&

i .
R pi=17p'R
1 1 2R s do
< [— 4+ — v -
- (1112 * ln4) /0 ([A]BMO (9)) 0
2
< —d(2R
- In2 (28)
We further restrict the value of Ry such that
2 d(2Rp) <1
In2 0=
By virtue of the monotonicity of d(-), we have
Z [Algno (P°R) <1 (4.19)
i=0
for any R < Ry. Thus the above argument implies that
<CM.

][ Dudzx
B kg+2p(w0)

Hence, the assertion (LIT) holds whenever k € N.
In the sequel, by applying this claim to (£IH), and combining (I9) with (??) and 24)), we

deduce that
k
> ][ dz + (7[ d:z:)
i=1 | Y B,ir(@o) B ig(wo)

1
2R P
C \"d
< c][ (11 + |Du]) dz + c/ ][ IF — (F)p, o |” dz ] %2, (4.20)
Br(zo) 0 By (o) 0

CIES

Du — (Du)BpiR(IU) T — (W)BP'LR(IO)
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where C' depends only on p, v, L and [A]gyo (). We pass to the limit as & — oo in (@20) to derive

> If dH(]{%(IO) dz)

i=1 |7 Big(®o)
1
P dQ

2R ,
< C (1 + |Du|)dx+C/ ][ |F — (F)B, (0| dz
Br(xo) 0 By (o)

And then, let ¥ — oo in (£I1) and ([@I2), we combine the Lebesgue differentiation Theorem with
#2T)) to conclude that

’
p_
p

Du — (Du)

B i (w0) = (7T>BpiR(z0)

(4.21)

Du(zo) —][ Dudz| + |w(xo) —][ mdx
Br(zo) Br(zo)
< p72 Z ][ (Du — (Du)p m(wo)) da|+p~ 7 C(p) Z ][ (ﬂ — (Mg iR(Io)) dz
i=0 |/ Bpir(20) 7 i—0 |/ Bpir(®0) 4
% 2R , % dQ
< c (i + |Dul) dz + C ][ imldz)  + c/ ][ IF — (F)p, o | dz] %2
Br(zo) Br(zo) 0 By (zo) 0

for almost every xg € Q2. As a consequence of the above inequalities, we finally derive the following
pointwise estimate

’
p_
P

|Du(zo)| + |7(z0)]

»’ 1
P 2R P
' d
< C (u+ |Dul)dz + C ][ |7| dx +C/ ][ |F — (F)B,(u0)|” dz ce
Br(zo) Br(wo) 0 By (w0) 9

holds for almost every zp € Q and every Bagr(zg) C Q with R < Ry, where the positive constant
C = C(v,L,p, [Algpo (1) and the radius Ry = Ro (v, L,p,d(-)). Thus we complete the proof of
Theorem [L4]. O

Subsequently, it is devoted to establish a nonlinear potential estimate for the weak solution to
(1) with p > 2 in higher dimensions. Note that there is no extra regularity assumption on the partial

map z — A(z, ) from now on.

Proof of Theorem [LZ] By proceeding similarly as in the proof of Lemma [2.7], we derive the following

Caccioppoli inequality
][ |Dv|P da < % |v — (V>BzR(zo) [P da 4+ CuP, (4.22)
Br(zo) Bar(z0)

where C' = C(n,p,v, L). Applying the Sobolev-Poincaré inequality introduced in [7, Theorem 7] and
combining with Korn’s inequality (23], Holder’s inequality, ([24]) and ([@22]), one can find a weak
solution pair (v,my) to ZE5) with (Wv)z, .+ = 0 such that

:Eo)




C(n,p)R <][ |Vv|pdz>
BR(IU)

<
_ N -
P P
< CR ][ Vv—(Vv)BR(IO) dz —l—][ Vvdx
Br(zo) ' Br(zo)
- CR ][ VY — (VV) g, o | +][ Dvda
Br(zo) Br(zo)
< CR ][ |Dv|? dx
BR(CE())
1
P P
< C ][ ‘v—(v)Bm(Io) dz | +CRu (4.23)
Bar(zo)

for some s > p, where Wv = M and C' = C(n,p,v,L). Thus, it follows from Lemma [2.2] and
Hoélder’s inequality that

» P
<][ d:c) <C
BR(IU)

Furthermore, we claim that the following Campanato-type decay estimate for v holds

][ pd:c < Cu” ][
BUR(CE()) BR(IO)

for any v € (0,1] and some v = y(n,p,v, L) > 0, where C = C(n, A\, A, p). In fact, we only need to

da+ CRy. (4.24)

V= (V)BR(zo) A (V)B2R(Io)

Bagr(zo)

1

» P
V= V)5, n(z0) V= (V) B (x0) dx) +CRpu (4.25)

show that it holds for v € (0, i), since the analogous inequality for v € [i, 1] is trivial. Now using the
same argument as in the estimates of ([€23]) and combining with the higher integrability result (325])
for Dv to yield that

1 1
P p P
(][ ‘v — (V) Byn (o) dx) < C(n,p)vR (7[ |Vv|? d:E)
BUR(IU) BUR(IU)
< CwR ][ |Dv|? dz
BUR(CE())
1
6
< Cv'" %R ][ |Dv|0dz
By p(zo0)
1
< Cv'"OR ][ |Dv|” dx
By (o)
< Cv'7é ][ V= (V) By (o) “dz| o+ CRp.
BR(IU)

Then the desired estimate ([25) holds for v € (0, 1), which is ensured by p < n < 6.
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In the sequel, our intention is to derive the Campanato type decay estimate for the weak solution
u to (LI)). Applying Holder’s inequality, (Z4), (32), (£25) and [@24), we conclude that

p
][ dzx
Bur (o)

u-— (u)BUR (zo0)

p
< O fu- g
BUR(IU)
p
S C(nap)vin f |u - V|p d.fC + C(p> ][ v = (V>BUR(EU) d.fC
Br(zo) Bur(zo)
, p
< Cu*"RP][ (0 + [F = @) paan|”) da + Co7 7[ v Mano] 4
Bag(z0) Br(=o)
/ p
< Cu*"Rp][ (up +[F — (F) 3o (oo ) dz + OV (][ ('u —vI+ ‘u ~ (Wp, 5 a0) ) dz)
Bag(z0) Br(@o)

u- (u)BZR(Io)

p
< O™ <][ dac) + CURP][ (,Up + ‘F — (F) By (20) ‘p ) x
Bar(zo) Bar(@o)

for p > 2, here C = C(n,p,v, L) and C, = C(n,p,v, L,v). Then we conclude that

‘u—(u) . deCU"’][ ‘u—(u) »oldz + CyR ][ ,up+|F|p/ dx
émm) Bune) Ban(wo) Ban(zo) BzR(ﬂEo)( )

The subsequent proof goes exactly as that of Theorem [[4]. It suffices to reestimate the integral term

p

involving F as follows

k—1
‘R ][ Py [F[”)d
;U ( B, ig(z0) (’u ¥ ) x)

1
P

< <][ ( p+|F|p) x) +Y V'R (7[ (Mp+|F|p/) dz)
BR(IU) i=1 BviR(IO)
1 2R , %d 1 & v'T'R , %d
= —/ R ][ u+|F|p)d:c _Q+—12/ ViR ][ (up+|F|p)d:c ce
In2 R Br(zo) Y 1n; im1 VIR B,ig(z0) Y
1 i—1 1
/ " do 1 X, vTR / " do
< PHIFP )dz | —+ —= / 7[ P+ |F)P )doe | —
2 g@(m (v +17) ) e D) SR & AN G Lo B

==

2R .
< C(n,p,%L)/ (7[ (MerlFlp)dx) do
0 BQ(IU)

= CWQP%@+1 (M;D + |F|p ) (,’Ijo) .

Therefore, we deduce the desired zero order pointwise estimate ([H), which completes the proof of
Theorem [I.7]. O
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