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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 Ω ⊂ R
n (n ≥ 2) be a bounded John domain. The concern of this paper is to study the generalized

nonlinear Stokes system on Ω as follows















divA (x,Du)−∇π = divF in Ω ,

divu = 0 in Ω ,

u = 0 on ∂Ω ,

(1.1)

where the velocity of the fluid flow u : Ω → R
n and its pressure π : Ω → R , the shear rate Du =

∇u+(∇u)T

2 and the given exterior force F : Ω → R
n×n
sym . The vector field A : Ω × R

n×n → R
n×n

is assumed to be a C1 - Carathéodory function and satisfy the following ellipticity and p -growth
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conditions














〈A(x, ξ) −A(x, η), ξ − η〉 ≥ ν
(

µ2 + |ξ|2 + |η|2
)

p−2
2 |ξ − η|2 ,

|A(x, ξ) −A(x, η)| ≤ L
(

µ2 + |ξ|2 + |η|2
)

p−2
2 |ξ − η| ,

A(x,0) = 0 ,

(1.2)

for almost every x ∈ Ω and each ξ, η ∈ R
n×n . In (1.2) , 0 < ν ≤ L, 0 ≤ µ ≤ 1, 1 < p < +∞, and 〈·, ·〉

denotes the standard inner product in R
n×n .

Stokes system (1.1) 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 (1.1) 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 (1.1) 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 Calderón–Zygmund estimates and Schauder

estimates. An important impulse on this subject can be traced back to Kilpeläinen and Malý [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, 31] 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, 14, 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 (1.1), which was initiated by [19, 5].
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Definition 1.1. Let F ∈ Lp′

(Ω ,Rn×n
sym ) . Then there exists a unique function

u ∈W
1,p
0,div (Ω,R

n) :=
{

u ∈ W
1,p
0 (Ω,Rn) | divu = 0 in Ω

}

,

which solves (1.1) in the distribution sense, i.e.,

ˆ

Ω

〈

A(x,Du) , Dφ
〉

dx =

ˆ

Ω

〈

F , Dφ
〉

dx

for any divergence free test function φ ∈ W
1,p
0,div(Ω,R

n) . Meanwhile, if u is such weak solution and

π ∈ Lp′

(Ω) stands for an associated pressure of u, which satisfies

ˆ

Ω

〈

A(x,Du) , Dϕ
〉

− π divϕdx =

ˆ

Ω

〈

F , Dϕ
〉

dx

for any test function ϕ ∈ W
1,p
0 (Ω,Rn), then (u, π) is called a weak solution pair to (1.1) , where

p′ = p
p−1 is 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 α ∈ (0, n
s
], the truncated Havin-Maz’ya-Wolff potential WR

α,sf of

f ∈ L1
loc(Ω) is defined by

WR
α,sf(x0) =

ˆ R

0

(

̺αs
 

B̺(x0)

|f(x)| dx

)
1

s−1
d̺

̺

for any x0 ∈ Ω and R > 0 such that BR(x0) ⊂ Ω, where B̺(x0) denotes an open ball in R
n with

center x0 and radius ̺ > 0.

In addition, to establish the first pointwise gradient estimates, we need more regularity assump-

tions on the partial map x 7→ A(x, ·) .

Definition 1.3. For some R > 0, we denote the BMO semi-norm of x 7→ A(x, ·) as follows

[A]BMO (R) := sup
y∈Ω

0<r≤R

 

Br(y)

β(A, Br(y)) dx ,

where

β(A, Br(y)) := sup
ξ∈R

n×n
sym \{0}

∣

∣

∣A(x, ξ) − (A(·, ξ))Br(y)

∣

∣

∣

(µ2 + |ξ|2)
p−2
2 |ξ|

and

(A(·, ξ))Br(y)
:=

 

Br(y)

A(x, ξ) dx =
1

|Br(y)|

ˆ

Br(y)

A(x, ξ) dx .

We say that [A]BMO (·) is Dini-BMO regular if

d(R) :=

ˆ R

0

[A]
σ̂
p

BMO (̺)
d̺

̺
<∞ , (1.3)

where σ̂ = σ̂(ν, L, n, p) > p will be given in (3.19).
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We are now in a position to state the first result of this paper. It infers that the shear rate Du

and its pressure π to the nonlinear Stokes system (1.1) 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, π) be a weak solution pair to (1.1) with F ∈ L
p′

loc

(

Ω ,R2×2
sym

)

and A satisfying (1.2) and (1.3) for some δ = δ(p, ν, L) > 0 and R > 0. Then there exist a posi-

tive constant C = C(ν, L, p, [A]BMO (·)) and a radius R0 = R0 (ν, L, p, d(·)) such that the following

pointwise estimate

|Du(x0)|+ |π(x0)|
p′

p (1.4)

≤ C

 

BR(x0)

(µ+ |Du|) dx+ C

(

 

BR(x0)

|π| dx

)
p′

p

+ C

ˆ 2R

0

(

 

B̺(x0)

|F− (F)Bρ(x0)|
p′

dx

)
1
p

d̺

̺

holds for almost all x0 ∈ Ω and every B2R(x0) ⊂ Ω with R ≤ R0.

Remark 1.5. The reason for the pointwise estimate (1.4) 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 1.4 , one can find a sufficient condition on the nonhomoge-

neous term F such that Du and π are locally bounded in the plane, which solves an open issue in the

Calderón-Zygmund theory to the nonlinear Stocks system. For instance, if the given exterior force F

has a modulus of continuity ω satisfying the Dini type continuous condition that
´ R

0
ω

p′

p (̺)d̺
̺
< ∞,

then the shear rate Du and its pressure π are locally bounded in Ω.

Furthermore, we establish a precise potential estimate for the weak solution u to (1.1) without

the restriction to the planar case. We should mention that there is no additional regularity assumption

on the partial map x 7→ A(x, ·) in the following theorem.

Theorem 1.7. (Zero order estimate.) Let (u, π) be a weak solution pair to (1.1) with F ∈

L
p′

loc

(

Ω ,Rn×n
sym

)

for 2 ≤ p ≤ n < θ and A satisfying (1.2), where θ is given in (3.25) . Then there

exists a positive constant C = C(n, ν, L, p) such that the pointwise estimate

|u(x0)| ≤ C

 

BR(x0)

|u| dx+ CW2R
p

p+1 ,p+1

(

µp + |F|p
′

)

(x0) (1.5)

holds for almost all x0 ∈ Ω and every B2R(x0) ⊂ Ω.

Remark 1.8. Indeed, even for simpler homogeneous elliptic systems of the type − divA (∇u) = 0, the

vector valued solutions u may be unbounded (cf. [29]). It means that potential estimate such as (1.5)

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 1.7 indicates that the potential estimate (1.5)

is valid for 2 ≤ p ≤ n < θ, which would imply the local boundedness of weak solution to nonlinear

Stokes systems (1.1) 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 3 is devoted to

the comparison estimates between the localized problem and the associated homogeneous problems.

In the last section, we complete the proof of Theorem 1.4 and 1.7 , respectively.
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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 [1, Theorem 4.1].

Lemma 2.1. Let Ω ∈ R
n, n ≥ 2 be a bounded John domain. Given g ∈ Lp(Ω) with 1 < p < +∞ and

´

Ω
g dx = 0, there exists at least one ψ ∈W

1,p
0 (Ω,Rn) satisfying

divψ = g in Ω ,

‖∇ψ‖Lp(Ω) ≤ C‖g‖Lp(Ω) ,

where the positive constant C = C (diam(Ω), n, p). Particularly, if Ω = BR(x0), then C depends only

on n and p.

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

Lemma 2.2. (cf. [9, Corollary 3.4].) Let g, h ∈ L1
loc(Ω,R

n×n). Assume that there exist constants

0 < τ < 1, γ > 1 and C0 > 0 such that

(
 

Bτr

|g|γ dx

)
1
γ

≤ C0

 

Br

|g| dx+ C0

 

Br

|h| dx

for every Br ⊂ Ω. Then for every 0 < t ≤ 1, there exists a positive constant C = C(C0, n, τ, t) such

that
(
 

Bτr

|g|γ dx

)
1
γ

≤ C

(
 

Br

|g|t dx

)
1
t

+ C

 

Br

|h| dx .

And then, combining the aforementioned Lemma 2.2 with Lemma 3.4 in [10], one obtains a

reserve Hölder type estimate for the symmetric gradient Du to (1.1) .

Lemma 2.3. Let u be a local weak solution of (1.1) with F ∈ L
p′

loc(Ω ,R
n×n
sym ) . Then there exists a

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

 

BR(x0)

|Du|
p
dx ≤ C

(

 

B2R(x0)

(µ+ |Du|) dx

)p

+ C

 

B2R(x0)

|F− F0|
p′

dx (2.1)

for almost all x0 ∈ Ω, any constant matrix F0 ∈ R
n×n
sym and every B2R(x0) ⊂ Ω.

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

nonlinear Stokes system.

Lemma 2.4. (cf. [11].) Let B ⊂ R
n be a ball and 1 < p < +∞. Then for all u ∈ W

1,p
0 (B,Rn), there

holds that
ˆ

B

|∇u|p dx ≤ C

ˆ

B

|Du|p dx . (2.2)

5



While if u ∈W 1,p(B,Rn), then

ˆ

B

|∇u− (∇u)B |p dx ≤ C

ˆ

B

|Du− (Du)B |p dx , (2.3)

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
n. For any f ∈ Lp(E,Rm) with p ∈ [1,∞) and m ≥ 1, we have

(
 

E

| f(x) − (f)E |
p
dx

)
1
p

≤ 2 min
h∈Rm

(
 

E

| f(x) − h |
p
dx

)
1
p

. (2.4)

2.2 Comparison systems and priori estimates.

In this subsection, we establish some useful priori estimates to the Stokes system (1.1) in comparison

with the homogenous problem











divA (x,Dv) −∇πv = 0 in B2R(x0) ,

div v = 0 in B2R(x0) ,

v = u on ∂B2R(x0) ,

(2.5)

and the limiting problem















div Ā(Dw)−∇πw = 0 in B 3R
2
(x0) ,

divw = 0 in B 3R
2
(x0) ,

w = v on ∂B 3R
2
(x0) ,

(2.6)

where Ā(Dw) = (A (·, Dw))B 3R
2

(x0)
, B2R(x0) ⊂ Ω, πv and πw are the associated pressure terms to v

and w respectively.

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, π) be a weak solution pair to (1.1) with F ∈ L
p′

loc(Ω ,R
n×n
sym ) . Then one can find

a weak solution pair (v, πv) to (2.5) such that

 

B2R(x0)

|Dv|
p
dx ≤ C

 

B2R(x0)

(µp + |Du|
p
) dx (2.7)

for almost all x0 ∈ Ω and every B2R(x0) ⊂ Ω, where the positive constant C = C(ν, L, p).

Proof. Since u − v ∈ W
1,p
0,div(B2R(x0),R

n), we choose u− v as a divergence free test function to the

problem (2.5). Then it follows that

 

B2R(x0)

〈A (x,Dv) , Du−Dv〉 dx = 0 .

By virtue of (1.2) and Young’s inequality, we derive

ν

 

B2R(x0)

(

µ2 + |Dv|2
)

p−2
2 |Dv|2 dx

6



≤

 

B2R(x0)

〈A (x,Dv) , Dv〉 dx

=

 

B2R(x0)

〈A (x,Dv) , Du〉dx

≤ ǫ1

 

B2R(x0)

|A (x,Dv)|
p′

dx+ C (ǫ1, p)

 

B2R(x0)

|Du|
p
dx

≤ ǫ1c1(p, L)

 

B2R(x0)

(µp + |Dv|
p
) dx+ C (ǫ1, p)

 

B2R(x0)

|Du|
p
dx . (2.8)

For the case p ≥ 2, one has

ν

 

B2R(x0)

|Dv|p dx

≤ ν

 

B2R(x0)

(

µ2 + |Dv|2
)

p−2
2 |Dv|

2
dx

≤ ǫ1c1

 

B2R(x0)

(µp + |Dv|p) dx+ C (ǫ1, p)

 

B2R(x0)

|Du|p dx .

By selecting ǫ1 = ν
2c1

, we obtain that

 

B2R(x0)

|Dv|p dx ≤ C (p, ν, L)

 

B2R(x0)

(µp + |Du|
p
) dx . (2.9)

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

 

B2R(x0)

|Dv|p dx

≤ ǫ2

 

B2R(x0)

(

µ2 + |Dv|2
)

p
2 dx+ C(ǫ2, p)

 

B2R(x0)

(

µ2 + |Dv|2
)

p−2
2 |Dv|

2
dx

≤ ǫ2c2(p)

 

B2R(x0)

(µp + |Dv|p) dx+ ǫ1c3(ǫ2, p, L, ν)

 

B2R(x0)

(µp + |Dv|
p
) dx

+C (ǫ1, ǫ2, p, ν)

 

B2R(x0)

|Du|p dx .

Now selecting ǫ2 = 1
4c2

, and then choosing ǫ1 = 1
4c3

, we obtain

 

B2R(x0)

|Dv|p dx ≤ C (p, ν, L)

 

B2R(x0)

(µp + |Du|p) dx . (2.10)

Finally, a combination of (2.9) and (2.10) yields (2.7) holds for 1 < p < +∞, which completes the

proof of Lemma 2.5 .

Next, we deduce that the shear rate Dw to the limiting Stokes system (2.6) can be estimated

in terms of the shear rate Dv to the homogeneous Stokes system (2.5) .

Lemma 2.6. Let (v, πv) be a weak solution pair to (2.5) . Then one can find a weak solution pair

(w, πw) to (2.6) such that

 

B 3R
2

(x0)

|Dw|
p
dx ≤ C

 

B 3R
2

(x0)

(µp + |Dv|
p
) dx (2.11)

for almost all x0 ∈ Ω and every B 3R
2
(x0) ⊂ Ω, where the positive constant C = C(ν, L, p).
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Proof. Since v−w ∈W
1,p
0,div(B 3R

2
(x0),R

n), we select v−w as a divergence free test function for (2.6),

that is to say,
 

B 3R
2

(x0)

〈

Ā (Dw) , Dv −Dw
〉

dx = 0 .

Applying (1.2), Young’s inequality and Hölder’s inequality, one derives that

ν

 

B 3R
2

(x0)

(

µ2 + |Dw|2
)

p−2
2 |Dw|

2
dx

≤

 

B 3R
2

(x0)

〈

(A (·, Dw))B 3R
2

(x0)
, Dw

〉

dx

=

 

B 3R
2

(x0)

〈

(A (·, Dw))B 3R
2

(x0)
, Dv

〉

dx

≤ ǫ3

 

B 3R
2

(x0)

∣

∣

∣

∣

(A (·, Dw))B 3R
2

(x0)

∣

∣

∣

∣

p′

dx+ C (ǫ3, p)

 

B 3R
2

(x0)

|Dv|p dx

≤ ǫ3c4(p, L)

 

B 3R
2

(x0)

(µp + |Dw|
p
) dx+ C (ǫ3, p)

 

B 3R
2

(x0)

|Dv|
p
dx . (2.12)

By proceeding similarly as in the proof of Lemma 2.5, splitting into two different cases p ≥ 2 and

1 < p < 2, and then choosing the appropriate positive constant ǫ3, one concludes that

 

B 3R
2

(x0)

|Dw|p dx ≤ C (p, ν, L)

 

B 3R
2

(x0)

(µp + |Dv|p) dx (2.13)

for any 1 < p < +∞. Thus the proof of Lemma 2.6 is completed.

Another basic tool we use is a Caccioppoli type inequality to the Stokes system (1.1), which

takes up the rest of this subsection.

Lemma 2.7. Let (u, π) be a weak solution pair to (1.1) with F ∈ L
p′

loc(Ω ,R
n×n
sym ) . There holds

 

BR(x0)

|Du|p dx ≤
C

Rp

 

B2R(x0)

|u− (u)B2R(x0)
|p dx+ C

 

B2R(x0)

(

µp + |F− F0|
p′

)

dx (2.14)

for almost all x0 ∈ Ω, any constant matrix F0 ∈ R
n×n
sym and every B2R(x0) ⊂ Ω, where the positive

constant C depends only on n, ν, L and p.

Proof. Let ϕ = ηp
(

u− (u)B2R(x0)

)

with η ∈ C∞
0 (BR2(x0)) be a cut-off function between 0 and

1 such that η ≡ 1 in BR1(x0), η ≡ 0 in Bc
R2

(x0) and |∇η| ≤ C
R2−R1

in BR2(x0) \ BR1(x0) for all

R < R1 < R2 < 2R. We first correct ϕ to be a divergence free function by virtue of the Bogovskĭı

operator "Bog" which is introduced in [4]. Let ψ = Bog (divϕ) be a special solution to the following

auxiliary problem
{

divψ = divϕ in BR2(x0) ,

ψ = 0 on ∂BR2(x0) .
(2.15)

As a consequence of [11, Theorem 6.6], we have

 

BR2(x0)

|Dψ|p dx ≤ C(n, p)

 

BR2 (x0)

| divϕ|p dx . (2.16)
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Then it is clear to select φ = ϕ− ψ ∈W
1,p
0,div(BR2(x0),R

n) as a divergence free text function to (1.1),

that is to say
ˆ

BR2(x0)

〈

A(x,Du) , Dφ
〉

dx =

ˆ

BR2 (x0)

〈

F− F0 , Dφ
〉

dx,

where

Dφ = ηpDu+ pηp−1

(

u− (u)B2R(x0)

)

⊗∇η +
((

u− (u)B2R(x0)

)

⊗∇η
)T

2
−Dψ.

By a direct computation together with (1.2), we have

ν

 

BR2(x0)

ηp
(

µ2 + |Du|2
)

p−2
2 |Du|2 dx

≤ Lp

 

BR2(x0)

ηp−1
(

µ2 + |Du|2
)

p−2
2 |Du|

∣

∣

∣

(

u− (u)B2R(x0)

)

⊗∇η
∣

∣

∣dx

+L

 

BR2 (x0)

(

µ2 + |Du|2
)

p−2
2 |Du||Dψ| dx

+

 

BR2(x0)

|F− F0|
(

ηp|Du|+ pηp−1
∣

∣

∣

(

u− (u)B2R(x0)

)

⊗∇η
∣

∣

∣
+ |Dψ|

)

dx .

Next by applying Young’s inequality, (2.16) and the assumptions of η to the above inequalities, and

combining with div u = 0, we deduce that
 

BR2 (x0)

ηp|Du|p dx

≤ ǫ4

 

BR2(x0)

ηp|Du|p dx+ C(ǫ4, p)

 

BR2(x0)

ηp
(

µ2 + |Du|2
)

p−2
2 |Du|2 dx

≤
1

4

 

BR2(x0)

|Du|p dx+ (ǫ4 + ǫ5)

 

BR2 (x0)

ηp|Du|p dx+ C(p, ν, L)

 

BR2 (x0)

|Dψ|p dx

+
C(ǫ4, ǫ5, L, p, ν)

(R2 −R1)p

 

BR2 (x0)

|u− (u)B2R(x0)
|p dx+ C(ǫ4, ǫ5, L, p, ν)

 

BR2 (x0)

(

µp + |F− F0|
p′

)

dx

≤
1

4

 

BR2(x0)

|Du|p dx+ (ǫ4 + ǫ5)

 

BR2 (x0)

ηp|Du|p dx+ C(n, p, ν, L)

 

BR2(x0)

| divϕ|p dx

+
C(ǫ4, ǫ5, L, p, ν)

(R2 −R1)p

 

BR2 (x0)

|u− (u)B2R(x0)
|p dx+ C(ǫ4, ǫ5, L, p, ν)

 

BR2 (x0)

(

µp + |F− F0|
p′

)

dx

=
1

4

 

BR2(x0)

|Du|p dx+ (ǫ4 + ǫ5)

 

BR2 (x0)

ηp|Du|p dx+ C

 

BR2(x0)

∣

∣

∣pηp−1∇η ·
(

u− (u)B2R(x0)

)∣

∣

∣

p

dx

+
C

(R2 −R1)p

 

BR2(x0)

|u− (u)B2R(x0)
|p dx+ C

 

BR2(x0)

(

µp + |F− F0|
p′

)

dx

≤
1

4

 

BR2(x0)

|Du|p dx+ (ǫ4 + ǫ5)

 

BR2 (x0)

ηp|Du|p dx+
C(ǫ4, ǫ5, n, L, p, ν)

(R2 − R1)p

 

BR2 (x0)

|u− (u)B2R(x0)
|p dx

+C(ǫ4, ǫ5, L, p, ν)

 

BR2 (x0)

(

µp + |F− F0|
p′

)

dx.

Furthermore, choosing the positive constants ǫ4 and ǫ5 such that ǫ4 + ǫ5 = 1
2 and combining with

η ≡ 1 in BR1(x0) to derive
 

BR1 (x0)

|Du|p dx ≤
1

2

 

BR2(x0)

|Du|p dx+
C(n, L, p, ν)

(R2 −R1)p

 

B2R(x0)

|u− (u)B2R(x0)
|p dx
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+C(n, L, p, ν)

 

B2R(x0)

(

µp + |F− F0|
p′

)

dx

for all R < R1 < R2 < R.

Finally, by virtue of the well-known iteration lemma, which can be found in [15, Lemma 6.1],

then we conclude that the Caccioppoli type inequality (2.14) holds. This completes the proof of

Lemma 2.7 .

3 Comparison estimates.

This section is devoted to compare the weak solution pair to (1.1) 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 π with πv .

Lemma 3.1. Let (u, π) be a weak solution pair to (1.1) with F ∈ L
p′

loc(Ω ,R
n×n
sym ) . Then there exists

a weak solution pair (v, πv) to (2.5) such that

 

B2R(x0)

(

|Du−Dv|
p
+ |π − πv|

p′
)

dx (3.1)

≤ εχ{p6=2}

(

 

B4R(x0)

(µ+ |Du|) dx

)p

+ C

 

B4R(x0)

|F− F0|
p′

dx

and

 

B2R(x0)

|u− v|p dx ≤ εRpχ{1<p<2}

(

 

B4R(x0)

(µ+ |Du|) dx

)p

+ CRp

 

B4R(x0)

|F− F0|
p′

dx (3.2)

for any 0 < ε < 1, any constant matrix F0 ∈ R
n×n
sym , almost all x0 ∈ Ω and every B4R(x0) ⊂ Ω . Here

the positive constant C = C(ε, n, ν, L, p).

Proof. Let (u, π) and (v, πv) be the weak solution pairs to (1.1) and (2.5) respectively. Then

(u− v, π − πv) ∈ W
1,p
0,div(B2R(x0),R

n)× Lp′

(B2R(x0))

is a weak solution pair to











div (A (x,Du)−A (x,Dv))−∇ (π − πv) = div (F− F0) in B2R(x0) ,

div (u− v) = 0 in B2R(x0) ,

u− v = 0 on ∂B2R(x0) .

(3.3)

We choose u − v as a divergence free test function for (3.3) . Then by virtue of (1.2) and Young’s

inequality, we obtain that

ν

 

B2R(x0)

(

µ2 + |Du|2 + |Dv|2
)

p−2
2 |Du−Dv|

2
dx

≤

 

B2R(x0)

〈A (x,Du) −A (x,Dv) , Du−Dv〉dx

=

 

B2R(x0)

〈F− F0 , Du−Dv〉 dx

10



≤ τ1

 

B2R(x0)

|Du−Dv|
p
dx+ C(τ1, p)

 

B2R(x0)

|F− F0|
p′

dx. (3.4)

In order to estimate the first term on the right side of (3.4), we shall consider the following two cases

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

|Du−Dv|
p

= |Du−Dv|
p−2

|Du−Dv|
2

≤ (|Du|+ |Dv|)
p−2

|Du−Dv|
2

≤ 2
p−2
2

(

µ2 + |Du|
2
+ |Dv|

2
)

p−2
2

|Du−Dv|
2
. (3.5)

Inserting (3.5) into (3.4) and choosing τ1 = ν

2
p
2

, we derive

 

B2R(x0)

(

µ2 + |Du|2 + |Dv|2
)

p−2
2 |Du−Dv|

2
dx

≤ C(ν, p)

 

B2R(x0)

|F− F0|
p′

dx .

We apply (3.5) again to deduce that
 

B2R(x0)

|Du−Dv|p dx ≤ C(ν, p)

 

B2R(x0)

|F− F0|
p′

dx . (3.6)

While if 1 < p < 2, then it follows from Young’s inequality that

|Du−Dv|p =

[

(

µ2 + |Du|2 + |Dv|2
)

p−2
2 |Du−Dv|2

]
p
2
(

µ2 + |Du|2 + |Dv|2
)

p(2−p)
4

≤
p

2

(

2τ2
2− p

)− 2−p
p (

µ2 + |Du|
2
+ |Dv|

2
)

p−2
2

|Du−Dv|
2

+ τ2

(

µ2 + |Du|2 + |Dv|2
)

p
2

. (3.7)

Combining (3.7) with (3.4), we obtain
 

B2R(x0)

|Du−Dv|p dx

≤
p

2

(

2τ2
2− p

)− 2−p
p

 

B2R(x0)

(

µ2 + |Du|2 + |Dv|2
)

p−2
2 |Du−Dv|

2
dx

+ τ2

 

B2R(x0)

(

µ2 + |Du|2 + |Dv|2
)

p
2 dx

≤
p

2ν

(

2τ2
2− p

)− 2−p
p

τ1

 

B2R(x0)

|Du−Dv|
p
dx+ τ2

 

B2R(x0)

(

µ2 + |Du|2 + |Dv|2
)

p
2 dx

+C(τ1, τ2, p, ν)

 

B2R(x0)

|F− F0|
p′

dx .

Then we select the positive constant τ1 = ν
p

(

2τ2
2−p

)
2−p
p

and apply Lemma 2.5 to derive that

 

B2R(x0)

|Du−Dv|
p
dx

≤ 2τ2

 

B2R(x0)

(

µ2 + |Du|2 + |Dv|2
)

p
2 dx+ C(τ2, ν, p)

 

B2R(x0)

|F− F0|
p′

dx
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≤ C(p, ν, L)τ2

 

B2R(x0)

(µp + |Du|p) dx+ C(τ2, ν, p)

 

B2R(x0)

|F− F0|
p′

dx . (3.8)

Thus, combining (3.6) with (3.8) and using Lemma 2.3 , we deduce that

 

B2R(x0)

|Du−Dv|p dx ≤ ε1χ{1<p<2}

(

 

B4R(x0)

(µ+ |Du|) dx

)p

+ C

 

B4R(x0)

|F− F0|
p′

dx (3.9)

for any 0 < ε1 < 1 and C = C (ε1, n, ν, p, L).

Next, in order to prove (3.2), we apply Poincaré’s inequality, Korn’s inequlity (2.2) and (3.9) to

derive that
 

B2R(x0)

|u− v|
p
dx ≤ C(n, p)Rp

 

B2R(x0)

|∇u−∇v|
p
dx

≤ C(n, p)Rp

 

B2R(x0)

|Du−Dv|p dx

≤ ε2R
pχ{1<p<2}

(

 

B4R(x0)

(µ+ |Du|) dx

)p

+ C Rp

 

B4R(x0)

|F− F0|
p′

dx

for any 0 < ε2 < 1 and C = C(ε2, n, ν, L, p) , which implies that (3.2) is true.

In the sequel, we establish the comparison estimate between π and πv. Let ϕ ∈ W
1,p
0 (B2R(x0),R

n)

be a test function of (3.3) , then
ˆ

B2R(x0)

(π − πv) divϕdx =

ˆ

B2R(x0)

〈

A (x,Du) −A (x,Dv) − (F− F0), Dϕ
〉

dx . (3.10)

More precisely, we select the above ϕ be a solution to the following auxiliary problem






divϕ = sgn (π − πv) |π − πv|
1

p−1 −
(

sgn (π − πv) |π − πv|
1

p−1

)

B2R(x0)
in B2R(x0) ,

ϕ = 0 on ∂B2R(x0) .
(3.11)

If we denote

g := sgn (π − πv) |π − πv|
1

p−1 −
(

sgn (π − πv) |π − πv|
1

p−1

)

B2R(x0)
,

then it is obvious that g ∈ Lp(B2R(x0)) and
´

B2R(x0)
g(x) dx = 0. The existence of such a solution to

auxiliary problem (3.11) is guaranteed by Lemma 2.1 and hence
 

B2R(x0)

|∇ϕ|p dx ≤ C

 

B2R(x0)

|π − πv|
p′

dx , (3.12)

where the positive constant C depends only on n and p. Moreover, by virtue of Lemma 2.8 in [5],

there exists a unique π − πv ∈ Lp′

(B2R(x0)) to (3.3) such that
´

B2R(x0)
(π − πv) dx = 0.

By substituting such ϕ into equality (3.10) and combining Young’s inequality with (1.2) and

(3.12) , one computes that
ˆ

B2R(x0)

|π − πv|
p′

dx

=

ˆ

B2R(x0)

|π − πv|
p′

dx−
(

sgn (π − πv) |π − πv|
1

p−1

)

B2R(x0)

ˆ

B2R(x0)

(π − πv) dx

=

ˆ

B2R(x0)

(π − πv)

[

sgn (π − πv) |π − πv|
1

p−1 −
(

sgn (π − πv) |π − πv|
1

p−1

)

B2R(x0)

]

dx
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=

ˆ

B2R(x0)

〈

A (x,Du)−A (x,Dv) − (F− F0), Dϕ
〉

dx

≤ C(τ3, p)

ˆ

B2R(x0)

(

|A (x,Du)−A (x,Dv)|p
′

+ |F− F0|
p′
)

dx+ τ3

ˆ

B2R(x0)

|Dϕ|p dx

≤ C(τ3, L, p)

{

ˆ

B2R(x0)

[

(

µ2 + |Du|
2
+ |Dv|

2
)

p−2
2

|Du−Dv|

]p′

dx+

ˆ

B2R(x0)

|F− F0|
p′

dx

}

+ τ3 C(p)

ˆ

B2R(x0)

|∇ϕ|
p
dx

≤ C(τ3, L, p)

{

ˆ

B2R(x0)

[

(

µ2 + |Du|2 + |Dv|2
)

p−2
2

|Du−Dv|

]p′

dx+

ˆ

B2R(x0)

|F− F0|
p′

dx

}

+ τ3 C1(n, p)

ˆ

B2R(x0)

|π − πv|
p′

dx .

By choosing the positive constant τ3 = 1
2C1

, one infers that

 

B2R(x0)

|π − πv|
p′

dx (3.13)

≤ C

 

B2R(x0)

[

(

µ2 + |Du|
2
+ |Dv|

2
)

p−2
2

|Du−Dv|

]p′

dx+ C

 

B2R(x0)

|F− F0|
p′

dx ,

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

 

B2R(x0)

|π − πv|
p′

dx (3.14)

≤ C

 

B2R(x0)

|Du−Dv|p dx+ C

 

B2R(x0)

|F− F0|
p′

dx

≤ C(n, p, L)ε1χ{1<p<2}

(

 

B4R(x0)

(µ+ |Du|) dx

)p

+ C(ε1, n, p, ν, L)

 

B4R(x0)

|F− F0|
p′

dx ,

which is ensured by (3.9). While the situation is however different when p > 2, we combine Young’s

inequality with Lemma 2.5 and (3.9) to derive

 

B2R(x0)

[

(

µ2 + |Du|
2
+ |Dv|

2
)

p−2
2

|Du−Dv|

]p′

dx

≤ τ4

 

B2R(x0)

(µp + |Du|p + |Dv|p) dx+ C(τ4, p)

 

B2R(x0)

|Du−Dv|p dx

≤ τ4 C(ν, L, p)

 

B2R(x0)

(µp + |Du|
p
) dx+ C(τ4, p, ν, L)

 

B2R(x0)

|F− F0|
p′

dx . (3.15)

By inserting (3.15) into (3.13) and applying Lemma 2.3 again, we obtain

 

B2R(x0)

|π − πv|
p′

dx

≤ τ4 C(n, ν, L, p)

(

 

B4R(x0)

(µ+ |Du|) dx

)p

+ C(τ4, n, p, ν, L)

 

B4R(x0)

|F− F0|
p′

dx . (3.16)
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Thus, a combination of (3.14) and (3.16) yields that

 

B2R(x0)

|π − πv|
p′

dx ≤ ε3χ{p6=2}

(

 

B4R(x0)

(µ+ |Du|) dx

)p

+ C

 

B4R(x0)

|F− F0|
p′

dx (3.17)

for any 0 < ε3 < 1 and C = C(ε3, n, p, ν, L).

Finally, the inequalities (3.9) and (3.17) reveal that the comparison estimate (3.1) holds for

1 < p < +∞ . Thus the proof of Lemma 3.1 is completed.

The second part of this section is to establish a comparison estimate between the symmetric

gradient Dv and the associated pressure πv to (2.5) with Dw and πw to (2.6) .

Lemma 3.2. Let (v, πv) be a weak solution pair to (2.5) . Then there exist a weak solution pair

(w, πw) to (2.6) and a positive constant C = C(n, p, ν, L) such that

 

B 3R
2

(x0)

(

|Dv −Dw|
p
+ |πv − πw|

p′
)

dx ≤ C [A]
σ̂

BMO

(

3R

2

)

(

 

B2R(x0)

(µ+ |Dv|) dx

)p

(3.18)

for almost all x0 ∈ Ω and every B2R(x0) ⊂ Ω, where

σ̂ =















p

2(p− 1)

(

1−
1

θ

)

, if p ≥ 2 ,

p

2

(

1−
1

θ̂

)

, if 1 < p < 2 ,
(3.19)

for some θ = θ(n, ν, L, p) > p and θ̂ = min{θ, q̄} with q̄ defined in (3.29) .

Proof. A direct computation reveals that (v −w, πv − πw) ∈W
1,p
0,div(B 3R

2
(x0),R

n)× Lp′

(B 3R
2
(x0)) is

a weak solution pair to















div
(

Ā (Dv) − Ā (Dw)
)

−∇ (πv − πw) = div
(

Ā (Dv) −A (x,Dv)
)

in B 3R
2
,

div (v −w) = 0 in B 3R
2
,

v −w = 0 on ∂B 3R
2
,

(3.20)

where we abbreviate the ball B 3R
2
(x0) to B 3R

2
. Selecting v −w as a divergence free test function of

(3.20), we have

 

B 3R
2

〈

(A (·, Dv))B 3R
2

− (A (·, Dw))B 3R
2

, Dv −Dw

〉

dx

=

 

B 3R
2

〈

(A (·, Dv))B 3R
2

−A (x,Dv) , Dv −Dw

〉

dx . (3.21)

Involving the conditions (1.2), we start by estimating the term on the left side of (3.21) as follows

 

B 3R
2

〈

(A (·, Dv))B 3R
2

− (A (·, Dw))B 3R
2

, Dv −Dw

〉

dx

=

 

B 3R
2

 

B 3R
2

〈A (y,Dv)−A (y,Dw) , Dv −Dw〉 dy dx
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≥ ν

 

B 3R
2

(

µ2 + |Dv|2 + |Dw|2
)

p−2
2 |Dv −Dw|2 dx . (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 (3.21) . By Young’s inequality, one derives

 

B 3R
2

〈

(A (·, Dv))B 3R
2

−A (x,Dv) , Dv −Dw

〉

dx

≤

 

B 3R
2

β
(

A, B 3R
2

)

(

µ2 + |Dv|2
)

p−1
2 |Dv −Dw| dx

≤ C(τ̂1)

 

B 3R
2

β2
(

A, B 3R
2

)

(

µ2 + |Dv|2
)

p
2 dx

+ τ̂1

 

B 3R
2

(

µ2 + |Dv|2 + |Dw|2
)

p−2
2 |Dv −Dw|

2
dx . (3.23)

Then combining (3.22) with (3.23), and choosing τ̂1 = ν
2 , we derive

 

B 3R
2

(

µ2 + |Dv|2 + |Dw|2
)

p−2
2 |Dv −Dw|2 dx

≤ C(ν)

 

B 3R
2

β2
(

A, B 3R
2

)

(

µ2 + |Dv|2
)

p
2 dx . (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 θ = θ(n, ν, L, p) > p and any 1 < p < +∞

 

B 3R
2

(x0)

|Dv|θ dx ≤ C

(

 

B2R(x0)

(µp + |Dv|p) dx

)
θ
p

. (3.25)

Then by virtue of Lemma 2.2 , we have

 

B 3R
2

(x0)

|Dv|θ dx ≤ C

(

 

B2R(x0)

(µ+ |Dv|) dx

)θ

, (3.26)

where C = C(n, ν, L, p).

Since p ≥ 2, then we apply Hölder’s inequality, the boundedness of β
(

A, B 3R
2

)

and (3.26) to

the inequality (3.24), and derive that

 

B 3R
2

|Dv −Dw|
p
dx

≤

 

B 3R
2

(

µ2 + |Dv|2 + |Dw|2
)

p−2
2 |Dv −Dw|2 dx

≤ C(ν)

 

B 3R
2

β2
(

A, B 3R
2

)

(

µ2 + |Dv|2
)

p
2 dx

≤ C(ν)





 

B 3R
2

β
2θ

θ−1

(

A, B 3R
2

)

dx





θ−1
θ




 

B 3R
2

(

µ2 + |Dv|2
)

pθ
2 dx





1
θ
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≤ C(n, ν, L, p)





 

B 3R
2

β
(

A, B 3R
2

)

dx





θ−1
θ




 

B 3R
2

(

µ2 + |Dv|2
)

pθ
2 dx





1
θ

≤ C(n, ν, L, p) [A]
1− 1

θ

BMO

(

3R

2

)(
 

B2R

(µ+ |Dv|) dx

)p

. (3.27)

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

 

B 3R
2

(

µ2 + |Dv|2 + |Dw|2
)

p−2
2 |Dv −Dw|2 dx

≤ C(ν)

 

B 3R
2

β2
(

A, B 3R
2

)

(

µ2 + |Dv|2 + |Dw|2
)

p
2 dx . (3.28)

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

4.3]

 

BR(x0)

|Dw|q dx ≤ C





 

B 3R
2

(x0)

(µp + |Dw|p) dx





q
p

for all q ∈ [p, q̄] and p ∈ (1,+∞), where

q̄ =







any number in (p,+∞) if n = 2 ,
np

n− 2
if n ≥ 3 .

(3.29)

It follows from Lemma 2.2 that

 

BR(x0)

|Dw|q dx ≤ C





 

B 3R
2

(x0)

(µ+ |Dw|) dx





q

, (3.30)

where C = C(n, ν, L, p).

Since 1 < p < 2, we apply Hölder’s inequality, (3.30) as well as Lemma 2.6 to the inequality

(3.28) , and then combine with the same argument as (3.27) to deduce that

 

B 3R
2

|Dv −Dw|p dx

≤





 

B 3R
2

(

µ2 + |Dv|2 + |Dw|2
)

p−2
2 |Dv −Dw|2 dx





p
2




 

B 3R
2

(

µ2 + |Dv|2 + |Dw|2
)

p
2 dx





2−p
2

≤ C(n, ν, L, p) [A]
p
2 (1−

1

θ̂
)

BMO

(

3R

2

)(
 

B2R

(µ+ |Dv|) dx

)p

, (3.31)

where θ̂ = min{θ, q̄}.

Hence, a combination of (3.27) and (3.31) concludes that

 

B 3R
2

(x0)

|Dv −Dw|
p
dx ≤ C [A]

σ

BMO

(

3R

2

)

(

 

B2R(x0)

(µ+ |Dv|) dx

)p

, (3.32)
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where C = C(n, ν, L, p) and

σ =











1−
1

θ
if p ≥ 2 ,

p

2

(

1−
1

θ̂

)

if 1 < p < 2 .

In the sequel, it suffices to estimate
ffl

B 3R
2

|πv − πw|
2
dx. Choosing φ ∈ W

1,p
0

(

B 3R
2
,Rn

)

as a test

function of (3.20), that is to say
 

B 3R
2

(πv − πw) div φdx =

 

B 3R
2

〈

A (x,Dv) − (A (·, Dw))B 3R
2

, Dφ
〉

dx . (3.33)

More precisely, selecting the above φ be a solution to the auxiliary problem







div φ = sgn (πv − πw) |πv − πw|
1

p−1 −
(

sgn (πv − πw) |πv − πw|
1

p−1

)

B 3R
2

in B 3R
2
,

φ = 0 on ∂B 3R
2
.

(3.34)

Let

h := sgn (πv − πw) |πv − πw|
1

p−1 −
(

sgn (πv − πw) |πv − πw|
1

p−1

)

B 3R
2

.

Then it is not difficult to verify that h ∈ Lp(B 3R
2
) and

´

B 3R
2

(x0)
h(x) dx = 0. Hence, the existence of

such a solution to auxiliary problem (3.34) is ensured by Lemma 2.1 and so
 

B 3R
2

|∇φ|
p
dx ≤ C

 

B 3R
2

|πv − πw|
p′

dx , (3.35)

where the positive constant C depends only on n and p. Moreover, [5, Lemma 2.8] infers that there

exists a unique πv − πw ∈ Lp′

(B 3R
2
(x0)) to the problem (3.20) such that

´

B 3R
2

(πv − πw) dx = 0.

By substituting such φ into equality (3.33) and combining Young’s inequality with (3.32) and

(3.35), we obtain
 

B 3R
2

|πv − πw|
p′

dx

=

 

B 3R
2

(πv − πw)

[

sgn (πv − πw) |πv − πw|
1

p−1 −
(

sgn (πv − πw) |πv − πw|
1

p−1

)

B 3R
2

]

dx

=

 

B 3R
2

〈

A (x,Dv)− (A (·, Dw))B 3R
2

, Dφ
〉

dx

≤ C(τ̂2, p)

 

B 3R
2

∣

∣

∣

∣

A (x,Dv) − (A (·, Dw))B 3R
2

∣

∣

∣

∣

p′

dx+ τ̂2

 

B 3R
2

|Dφ|p dx

≤ C(n, p) τ̂2

 

B 3R
2

|∇φ|
p
dx+ C(τ̂2, n, p, ν, L) [A]

σ

BMO

(

3R

2

)(
 

B2R

(µ+ |Dv|) dx

)p

+C(τ̂2, p, L)

 

B 3R
2

[

(

µ2 + |Dv|
2
+ |Dw|

2
)

p−2
2

|Dv −Dw|

]p′

dx

≤ C2(n, p) τ̂2

 

B 3R
2

|πv − πw|
p′

dx+ C(τ̂2, n, p, ν, L) [A]σBMO

(

3R

2

)(
 

B2R

(µ+ |Dv|) dx

)p
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+C(τ̂2, p, L)

 

B 3R
2

[

(

µ2 + |Dv|
2
+ |Dw|

2
)

p−2
2

|Dv −Dw|

]p′

dx .

Choosing the positive constant τ̂2 sufficiently small such that C2τ̂2 = 1
2 , we derive that

 

B 3R
2

|πv − πw|
p′

dx (3.36)

≤ C [A]
σ
BMO

(

3R

2

)(
 

B2R

(µ+ |Dv|) dx

)p

+ C

 

B 3R
2

[

(

µ2 + |Dv|
2
+ |Dw|

2
)

p−2
2

|Dv −Dw|

]p′

dx ,

where C = C(n, p, ν, L).

In order to estimate the last term on the right side of (3.36), we proceed in two situations.

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

B 3R
2

|πv − πw|
p′

dx

≤ C [A]
p
2 (1−

1

θ̂
)

BMO

(

3R

2

)(
 

B2R

(µ+ |Dv|) dx

)p

+ C

 

B 3R
2

|Dv −Dw|p dx

≤ C(n, p, ν, L) [A]
p
2 (1−

1

θ̂
)

BMO

(

3R

2

)(
 

B2R

(µ+ |Dv|) dx

)p

, (3.37)

where the last inequality is ensured by (3.32).

While for the case of p ≥ 2, we use Hölder’s inequality, (3.27), Lemma 2.6 and the reserve

Hölder’s inequality (3.26) to deduce that

 

B 3R
2

[

(

µ2 + |Dv|2 + |Du|2
)

p−2
2

|Dv −Dw|

]p′

dx

≤





 

B 3R
2

(

µ2 + |Dv|
2
+ |Dw|

2
)

p−2
2

|Dv −Dw|2 dx





p
2(p−1)

×





 

B 3R
2

(

µ2 + |Dv|2 + |Dw|2
)

p
2

dx





p−2
2(p−1)

≤ C(n, p, ν, L) [A]
p

2(p−1) (1−
1
θ )

BMO

(

3R

2

)(
 

B2R

(µ+ |Dv|) dx

)p

. (3.38)

Inserting (3.38) into (3.36), it follows from p ≥ 2 that
 

B 3R
2

|πv − πw|
p′

dx

≤ C [A]
1− 1

θ

BMO

(

3R

2

)(
 

B2R

(µ+ |Dv|) dx

)p

+ C [A]
p

2(p−1) (1−
1
θ )

BMO

(

3R

2

)(
 

B2R

(µ+ |Dv|) dx

)p

≤ C [A]
p

2(p−1) (1−
1
θ )

BMO

(

3R

2

)(
 

B2R

(µ+ |Dv|) dx

)p

. (3.39)

Finally, a combination of (3.32), (3.37) with (3.39) yields that (3.18) is true for 1 < p < +∞.

Then the proof of Lemma 3.2 is completed.
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In the end of this section, our intention is to establish the comparison estimate between Du, π

with Dw, πw by using Lemma 3.1 , Lemma 3.2 , Hölder’s inequality, and combining Lemma 2.5 with

Lemma 2.3 .

Lemma 3.3. Let (u, π) be a weak solution pair to (1.1) . Then there exists a weak solution pair

(w, πw) to (2.6) such that
 

B 3R
2

(x0)

(

|Du−Dw|p + |π − πw|
p′
)

dx (3.40)

≤ C1

(

εχ{p6=2} + [A]
σ̂
BMO

(

3R

2

))

(

 

B4R(x0)

(µ+ |Du|) dx

)p

+C2

(

1 + [A]
σ̂

BMO

(

3R

2

))
 

B4R(x0)

|F− F0|
p′

dx

for any 0 < ε < 1, any constant matrix F0 ∈ R
n×n
sym , almost all x0 ∈ Ω and every B4R(x0) ⊂ Ω . Here

the positive constants C1 = C1(n, p, ν, L), C2 = C2(ε, n, p, ν, L) , and σ̂ is given in (3.19).

4 Nonlinear potential estimates.

In this section, we first establish the pointwise gradient estimate in Theorem 1.4 . 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 (2.6) and the dimension n = 2 . Then there exist positive

constants α ∈ (0, 1] depending only on p, ν and L, such that the estimate
 

BρR(x0)

∣

∣

∣Dw − (Dw)BρR(x0)

∣

∣

∣ dx

≤ εχ{p6=2}

 

B 3R
2

(x0)

(µ+ |Dw|) dx+ C ρα
 

B 3R
2

(x0)

∣

∣

∣

∣

Dw − (Dw)B 3R
2

(x0)

∣

∣

∣

∣

dx (4.1)

holds for any ρ ∈ (0, 32 ] and ε ∈ (0, 1), where C = C(ε, p, ν, L).

Proof. We may assume without loss of generality that ρ ∈ (0, 1], since (4.1) obviously holds for

1 < ρ ≤ 3
2 . By virtue of Theorem 3.8 in [10], we have

 

BρR(x0)

∣

∣

∣Vp(Dw) − (Vp(Dw))
BρR(x0)

∣

∣

∣

2

dx ≤ C(p, ν, L)ρpα
 

BR(x0)

∣

∣

∣Vp(Dw)− (Vp(Dw))
BR(x0)

∣

∣

∣

2

dx ,

where Vp(ξ) =
(

µ2 + |ξ|2
)

p−2
4 ξ. And then, using [9, Lemma 6.2], the above inequality is equivalent to

 

BρR(x0)

∣

∣

∣Vp(Dw)− Vp

(

(Dw)BρR(x0)

)∣

∣

∣

2

dx

≤ C(p, ν, L)ρpα
 

BR(x0)

∣

∣

∣Vp(Dw)− Vp

(

(Dw)BR(x0)

)∣

∣

∣

2

dx ,

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

BρR(x0)

∣

∣

∣
Dw − (Dw)BρR(x0)

∣

∣

∣

p

dx
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≤ ε1χ{p6=2}

 

BR(x0)

(µp + |Dw|
p
) dx+ C(ε1, p, ν, L)ρ

pα

 

BR(x0)

∣

∣

∣Dw − (Dw)BR(x0)

∣

∣

∣

p

dx .(4.2)

Next, the approach of estimate for the last term on the right side of (4.2) is to use the reserve Hölder

inequality introduced in [8] as follows
 

BR(x0)

∣

∣

∣Vp(Dw)− Vp

(

(Dw)BR(x0)

)∣

∣

∣

2

dx

≤ C(p, ν, L)





 

B 3R
2

(x0)

∣

∣

∣

∣

Vp(Dw)− Vp

(

(Dw)B 3R
2

(x0)

)∣

∣

∣

∣

2
p

dx





p

.

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

BR(x0)

∣

∣

∣Dw − (Dw)BR(x0)

∣

∣

∣

p

dx

≤ ε2χ{p6=2}





 

B 3R
2

(x0)

(µ+ |Dw|) dx





p

+ C(ε2, ν, L, p)





 

B 3R
2

(x0)

∣

∣

∣

∣

Dw − (Dw)B 3R
2

(x0)

∣

∣

∣

∣

dx





p

.

(4.3)

Finally, inserting (4.3) into (4.2) and combining Hölder’s inequality with the reverse Hölder inequality

(3.30) for Dw, we conclude that
 

BρR(x0)

∣

∣

∣
Dw − (Dw)BρR(x0)

∣

∣

∣
dx

≤ εχ{p6=2}

 

B 3R
2

(x0)

(µ+ |Dw|) dx+ C ρα
 

B 3R
2

(x0)

∣

∣

∣

∣

Dw − (Dw)B 3R
2

(x0)

∣

∣

∣

∣

dx

is valid for any ρ ∈ (0, 1] and ε ∈ (0, 1), where C = C(ε, p, ν, L). Thus, the proof of Lemma 4.1 is

completed.

Remark 4.2. Due to the absence of Lipschitz regularity for solution to the corresponding limiting

problem (2.6) 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 1.4 .

Lemma 4.3. Let β ∈ (0, 1) and (u, π) be a weak solution pair to (1.1) with F ∈ L
p′

loc(Ω,R
2×2
sym). There

exists a positive constant ρ = ρ(p, ν, L, β) ∈
(

0, 14
]

such that

(

 

BρR(x0)

∣

∣

∣Du− (Du)BρR(x0)

∣

∣

∣ dx

)p

+

(

 

BρR(x0)

∣

∣

∣π − (π)BρR(x0)

∣

∣

∣dx

)p′

≤ βC1

(

 

BR(x0)

∣

∣

∣
Du− (Du)BR(x0)

∣

∣

∣
dx

)p

+ C2

 

BR(x0)

|F− F0|
p′

dx

+C3

(

[A]
σ̂

BMO (R) + εχ{p6=2}

)

(

 

BR(x0)

(µ+ |Du|) dx

)p

(4.4)

for any ε ∈ (0, 1), any constant matrix F0 ∈ R
2×2
sym and every BR(x0) ⊂ Ω, where the positive constants

C1 = C1(ε, ν, L, p) , C2 = C2(ε, ν, L, p, β) , C3 = C3(ν, L, p, β) , and σ̂ is given in (3.19) .
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Proof. In order to prove this technical lemma, we apply Hölder’s inequality with (2.4) to obtain

(

 

BρR(x0)

∣

∣

∣Du− (Du)BρR(x0)

∣

∣

∣ dx

)p

+

(

 

BρR(x0)

∣

∣

∣π − (π)BρR(x0)

∣

∣

∣dx

)p′

≤
C(p)

ρ2p





 

B 3R
2

(x0)

(

|Du−Dw|
p
+ |π − πw|

p′
)

dx



 + C(p)

(

 

BρR(x0)

∣

∣

∣Dw − (Dw)BρR(x0)

∣

∣

∣dx

)p

+C(p)

(

 

BρR(x0)

∣

∣

∣πw − (πw)BρR(x0)

∣

∣

∣ dx

)p′

(4.5)

for any 0 < ρ ≤ 1.

We first estimate the last term on the right side of (4.5) . Let ψ ∈ W
1,p
0

(

BρR(x0),R
2
)

be a test

function of (2.6), i.e.,

 

BρR(x0)

(

πw − (πw)BρR(x0)

)

divψ dx

=

 

BρR(x0)

〈

(A (·, Dw))B 3R
2

(x0)
−
(

A
(

·, (Dw)BρR(x0)

))

B 3R
2

(x0)
, Dψ

〉

dx . (4.6)

More precisely, we select the above ψ be a solution to the following auxiliary problem























divψ = sgn
(

πw − (πw)BρR(x0)

) ∣

∣

∣πw − (πw)BρR(x0)

∣

∣

∣

1
p−1

−

(

sgn
(

πw − (πw)BρR(x0)

) ∣

∣

∣πw − (πw)BρR(x0)

∣

∣

∣

1
p−1

)

BρR(x0)

in BρR(x0) ,

ψ = 0 on ∂BρR(x0) ,

(4.7)

where the nonhomogeneous term belongs to Lp(BρR(x0)) and satisfies

ˆ

BρR(x0)

sgn
(

πw − (πw)BρR(x0)

) ∣

∣

∣πw − (πw)BρR(x0)

∣

∣

∣

1
p−1

−

(

sgn
(

πw − (πw)BρR(x0)

) ∣

∣

∣πw − (πw)BρR(x0)

∣

∣

∣

1
p−1

)

BρR(x0)

dx = 0 .

Then Lemma 2.1 infers that there exists a solution to auxiliary problem (4.7) such that

‖∇ψ‖Lp(BρR(x0))
≤ C(p)

∥

∥

∥πw − (πw)BρR(x0)

∥

∥

∥

Lp′(BρR(x0))
. (4.8)

Substituting such ψ into equality (4.6) and combining Young’s inequality with (1.2), (4.8) and reserve

Hölder type inequality (3.30) , we deduce that

 

BρR(x0)

∣

∣

∣πw − (πw)BσR(x0)

∣

∣

∣

p′

dx

≤ C(τ, L, p)

 

BρR(x0)

[

(

µ2 + |Dw|
2
+
∣

∣

∣(Dw)BρR(x0)

∣

∣

∣

2
)

p−2
2 ∣

∣

∣Dw − (Dw)BρR(x0)

∣

∣

∣

]p′

dx

+ τ

 

BρR(x0)

|∇ψ|
p
dx

≤ εχ{p>2}

 

BρR(x0)

(µp + |Dw|p) dx+ C(ε, τ, L, p)

 

BρR(x0)

∣

∣

∣
Dw − (Dw)BρR(x0)

∣

∣

∣

p

dx
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+C(p) τ

 

BρR(x0)

∣

∣

∣πw − (πw)BρR(x0)

∣

∣

∣

p′

dx

≤ C(ν, L, p)εχ{p>2}





 

B 3
2
ρR

(x0)

(µ+ |Dw|) dx





p

+ C(ε, τ, L, p)

 

BρR(x0)

∣

∣

∣Dw− (Dw)BρR(x0)

∣

∣

∣

p

dx

+C(p) τ

 

BρR(x0)

∣

∣

∣πw − (πw)BρR(x0)

∣

∣

∣

p′

dx .

Selecting the positive constant τ = 1
2C(p) , we apply Hölder’s inequality and (4.3) to derive that

 

BρR(x0)

∣

∣

∣πw − (πw)BρR(x0)

∣

∣

∣

p′

dx

≤ C(ν, L, p)εχ{p>2}





 

B 3
2
ρR

(x0)

(µ+ |Dw|) dx





p

+ C(ε, L, p)

 

BρR(x0)

∣

∣

∣Dw − (Dw)BρR(x0)

∣

∣

∣

p

dx

≤ C(ν, L, p)εχ{p>2}



ρ−2p

 

B 3R
2

(x0)

(µp + |Du−Dw|p) dx+





 

B 3
2
ρR

(x0)

|Du| dx





p 



+C(ε, L, p)

 

BρR(x0)

∣

∣

∣
Dw − (Dw)BρR(x0)

∣

∣

∣

p

dx

≤ C(ν, L, p)εχ{p6=2}



 ρ−2p

 

B 3R
2

(x0)

(µp + |Du−Dw|p) dx+





 

B 3
2
ρR

(x0)

|Du| dx





p 



+C(ε, ν, L, p)





 

B 3
2
ρR

(x0)

∣

∣

∣

∣

Dw − (Dw)B 3
2
ρR

(x0)

∣

∣

∣

∣

dx





p

. (4.9)

Next, inserting (4.9) into (4.5) , and combining Lemma 4.1 with Lemma 3.3 together with the

non-decreasing function [A]BMO (·), we obtain that

(

 

BρR(x0)

∣

∣

∣Du− (Du)BρR(x0)

∣

∣

∣ dx

)p

+

(

 

BρR(x0)

∣

∣

∣π − (π)BρR(x0)

∣

∣

∣dx

)p′

≤ Cρ−2p

 

B 3R
2

(x0)

(

|Du−Dw|
p
+ |π − πw|

p′
)

dx+ Cεχ{p6=2}ρ
−2p

(

 

B2R(x0)

(µ+ |Du|) dx
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
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∣
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∣
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2
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dx

+Cρ

(
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(
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2

)

+ εχ{p6=2}

)

(
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(µ+ |Du|) dx

)p
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∣

∣

∣Du− (Du)B4R(x0)

∣

∣

∣ dx

)p

+ Ĉρ
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(µ+ |Du|) dx

)p

(4.10)
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for any 0 < ρ ≤ 1 and 0 < ε < 1, where the positive constants C = C(ε, p, ν, L), Cρ = Cρ(ρ, p, ν, L)

and Ĉρ = Ĉρ(ε, ρ, p, ν, L). It is plain that (4.10) is equivalent to the inequality

(

 

BρR(x0)

∣

∣

∣Du− (Du)BρR(x0)

∣

∣

∣dx

)p

+

(

 

BρR(x0)

∣

∣

∣π − (π)BρR(x0)

∣

∣

∣ dx

)p′

≤ Cραp

(
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∣

∣

∣
Du− (Du)BR(x0)

∣

∣

∣
dx

)p

+ Ĉρ

(

1 + [A]σ̂BMO (R)
)

 

BR(x0)

|F− F0|
p′

dx

+Cρ

(

[A]
σ̂

BMO (R) + εχ{p6=2}

)

(

 

BR(x0)

(µ+ |Du|) dx

)p

for any 0 < ρ ≤ 1
4 and 0 < ε < 1.

Finally, selecting ρ small enough such that ραp ≤ β for any β ∈ (0, 1), the above inequality

implies that the desired decay estimate (4.4) holds for any BR(x0) ⊂ Ω. Thus, the proof of Lemma

4.3 is completed.

Based on the above preparations, we are now in a position to prove Theorem 1.4 .

Proof of Theorem 1.4. Without loss of generality, we may assume that

ˆ 2R

0

(

 

B̺(x0)

∣

∣F− (F)B̺(x0)

∣

∣

p′

dx

)
1
p

d̺

̺
<∞ ,

otherwise (1.4) is trivial. Through a direct calculation, one has

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

 

B
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(x0)

Du dx−

 

BR(x0)

Du dx

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

=

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

k−1
∑

i=0

(

 

B
ρi+1R

(x0)

Du dx−

 

B
ρiR

(x0)

Du dx

)∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

≤ ρ−2
k−1
∑

i=0

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

 

B
ρiR

(x0)

(

Du− (Du)B
ρiR

(x0)

)

dx

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

(4.11)

for any k ∈ N. Similarly, the following inequality

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

 

B
ρkR

(x0)

π dx−

 

BR(x0)

π dx

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

≤ ρ−2
k−1
∑

i=0

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

 

B
ρiR

(x0)

(

π − (π)B
ρiR

(x0)

)

dx

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

. (4.12)

holds for any k ∈ N.

We first use the decay inequality (4.4) established in Lemma 4.3 to derive that

k
∑

i=1







 

B
ρiR

(x0)

∣

∣

∣Du− (Du)B
ρiR

(x0)

∣

∣

∣dx+

(

 

B
ρiR

(x0)

∣

∣

∣π − (π)B
ρiR

(x0)

∣

∣

∣dx

)
p′

p







≤ C1β
1
p

k−1
∑

i=0

 

B
ρiR

(x0)

∣

∣

∣Du− (Du)B
ρiR

(x0)

∣

∣

∣ dx+ C2

k−1
∑

i=0

(

 

B
ρiR

(x0)

∣

∣

∣F− (F)B
ρiR

(x0)

∣

∣

∣

p′

dx

)
1
p

+C3

k−1
∑

i=0

(

[A]
σ̂
p

BMO (ρiR) + ε
1
p

)
 

B
ρiR

(x0)

(µ+ |Du|) dx

23



≤

k−1
∑

i=0

[

C1β
1
p + C3

(

[A]
σ̂
p

BMO (ρiR) + ε
1
p

)]
 

B
ρiR

(x0)

(

µ+
∣

∣

∣Du− (Du)B
ρiR

(x0)

∣

∣

∣

)

dx

+C3

k−1
∑

i=0

(

[A]
σ̂
p

BMO (ρiR) + ε
1
p

)

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

 

B
ρiR

(x0)

Du dx

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

+C2

k−1
∑

i=0
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ρiR

(x0)

∣

∣

∣F− (F)B
ρiR

(x0)

∣

∣

∣

p′

dx

)
1
p

. (4.13)

We estimate the integral term involving F in (4.13) as follows

k−1
∑

i=0

(

 

B
ρiR

(x0)

∣

∣

∣F− (F)BρiR(x0)

∣

∣

∣

p′

dx

)
1
p

≤

(

 

BR(x0)

∣

∣F− (F)BR(x0)

∣

∣

p′

dx

)
1
p

+

∞
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(x0)

∣

∣

∣F− (F)B
ρiR

(x0)

∣

∣

∣

p′

dx

)
1
p

=
1

ln 2

ˆ 2R

R

(

 

BR(x0)

∣

∣F− (F)BR(x0)

∣

∣

p′

dx

)
1
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̺

+
1

ln 1
ρ

∞
∑
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ˆ ρi−1R

ρiR

(
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∣

∣

∣F− (F)B
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∣

∣

∣

p′

dx

)
1
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̺

≤
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2
p
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R
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∣

∣F− (F)B̺(x0)

∣

∣

p′

dx

)
1
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̺

+
1

ρ
2
p ln 1

ρ

∞
∑

i=1

ˆ ρi−1R

ρiR

(

 

B̺(x0)

∣

∣F− (F)B̺(x0)

∣

∣

p′

dx

)
1
p

d̺

̺

≤ C(p, ν, L, β)

ˆ 2R

0

(

 

B̺(x0)

∣

∣F− (F)B̺(x0)

∣

∣

p′

dx

)
1
p

d̺

̺
.

Then inserting the above estimate into (4.13) , and recalling that [A]BMO (R) is a non-decreasing

function with respect to R , one obtains

k
∑

i=1







 

B
ρiR

(x0)

∣

∣

∣Du− (Du)B
ρiR

(x0)

∣

∣

∣ dx+
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B
ρiR

(x0)

∣

∣

∣π − (π)B
ρiR

(x0)

∣

∣

∣dx

)
p′

p






(4.14)

≤

[

C1β
1
p + C3

(

[A]
σ̂
p

BMO (R) + ε
1
p

)] k−1
∑

i=0

 

B
ρiR

(x0)

(

µ+
∣

∣

∣Du− (Du)B
ρiR

(x0)

∣

∣

∣

)

dx

+C3

k−1
∑

i=0

(

[A]
σ̂
p

BMO (ρiR) + ε
1
p

)

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

 

B
ρiR

(x0)

Du dx

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

+ C2

ˆ 2R

0

(

 

B̺(x0)

∣

∣F− (F)B̺(x0)

∣

∣

p′

dx

)
1
p

d̺

̺
,

where C1 = C1(ε, ν, L, p), C2 = C2(ε, ν, L, p, β) and C3 = C3(ν, L, p, β). It is convenient for us to

choose ε
1
p = [A]

σ̂
p

BMO (R), and then applying the monotonicity of d(·) to select the radius R0 such that

C3 [A]
σ̂
p

BMO (R) =
C3

ln 2

ˆ 2R

R

[A]
σ̂
p

BMO (R)
d̺

̺

≤
C3

ln 2

ˆ 2R

0

[A]
σ̂
p

BMO (̺)
d̺

̺
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=
C3

ln 2
d(2R) ≤

C3

ln 2
d(2R0) =

1

8

for any R ≤ R0. Furthermore, selecting β sufficiently small such that C1β
1
p ≤ 1

4 . Thus, the first term

on the right side of (4.14) can be absorbed by the left side that

k
∑

i=1






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∣

∣

∣Du− (Du)B
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∣

∣

∣dx+
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∣

∣

∣π − (π)B
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∣

∣

∣ dx
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p′
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


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(
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∣
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∣

∣
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dx+ C
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∣
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∣

∣
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)
1
p

d̺

̺

+C
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∑
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∣

∣
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∣
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Du dx

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

, (4.15)

where C = C(ν, L, p, [A]BMO (·)).

Next, we turn our attention to estimate the last term on the right side of (4.15). A combination

of (4.15) and (2.4) yields that
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∣

∣

∣

∣
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∣

∣

∣

∣
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∣

∣

∣

∣
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∣

∣

∣

∣
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∣
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∣
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∣

)
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∣
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∣
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∣
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Du dx
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≤ C
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(µ+ |Du|) dx+ C
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. (4.16)

Setting the notation

M :=

 

BR(x0)

(µ+ |Du|) dx+

ˆ 2R

0

(

 

B̺(x0)

∣

∣F− (F)B̺(x0)

∣

∣

p′

dx

)
1
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̺
,

we claim that the following uniform estimate
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∣

∣
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B
ρk+1R
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Du dx

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

≤ C(p, ν, L)M (4.17)

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 (4.17) is true for all k ≤ k0, and then verify the case of k = k0+1.

In terms of (4.16), we get

∣

∣

∣

∣
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∣

∣
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p

BMO (ρiR). (4.18)

Applying the fact that [A]BMO (·) is non-deceasing, ρ ∈
(

0, 14
]

and the definition of d(·) in (1.3), we

obtain that
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+
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We further restrict the value of R0 such that

2

ln 2
d (2R0) ≤ 1 .

By virtue of the monotonicity of d(·) , we have

k0
∑

i=0

[A]
σ̂
p

BMO (ρiR) ≤ 1 (4.19)

for any R ≤ R0. Thus the above argument implies that
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∣

∣

≤ CM .

Hence, the assertion (4.17) holds whenever k ∈ N.

In the sequel, by applying this claim to (4.15), and combining (4.19) with (??) and (2.4), we

deduce that
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, (4.20)
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where C depends only on p, ν, L and [A]BMO (·). We pass to the limit as k → ∞ in (4.20) to derive
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. (4.21)

And then, let k → ∞ in (4.11) and (4.12), we combine the Lebesgue differentiation Theorem with

(4.21) to conclude that
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for almost every x0 ∈ Ω. As a consequence of the above inequalities, we finally derive the following

pointwise estimate

|Du(x0)|+ |π(x0)|
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holds for almost every x0 ∈ Ω and every B2R(x0) ⊂ Ω with R ≤ R0, where the positive constant

C = C(ν, L, p, [A]BMO (·)) and the radius R0 = R0 (ν, L, p, d(·)). Thus we complete the proof of

Theorem 1.4 .

Subsequently, it is devoted to establish a nonlinear potential estimate for the weak solution to

(1.1) with p ≥ 2 in higher dimensions. Note that there is no extra regularity assumption on the partial

map x 7→ A(x, ·) from now on.

Proof of Theorem 1.7. By proceeding similarly as in the proof of Lemma 2.7 , we derive the following

Caccioppoli inequality
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C
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|p dx+ Cµp , (4.22)

where C = C(n, p, ν, L). Applying the Sobolev-Poincaré inequality introduced in [7, Theorem 7] and

combining with Korn’s inequality (2.3), Hölder’s inequality, (2.4) and (4.22), one can find a weak

solution pair (v, πv) to (2.5) with (Wv)BR(x0)
= 0 such that
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∣

∣∇v − (∇v)BR(x0)

∣

∣

∣

p

dx

)
1
p

+

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

 

BR(x0)

∇v dx

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣





= CR





(

 

BR(x0)

∣

∣

∣
∇v − (∇v)BR(x0)

∣

∣

∣

p

dx

)
1
p

+

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

 

BR(x0)

Dv dx

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣





≤ CR

(

 

BR(x0)

|Dv|
p
dx

)
1
p

≤ C

(

 

B2R(x0)

∣

∣

∣v − (v)B2R(x0)

∣

∣

∣

p

dx

)
1
p

+ CRµ (4.23)

for some s > p, where Wv = ∇v−(∇v)T

2 and C = C(n, p, ν, L). Thus, it follows from Lemma 2.2 and

Hölder’s inequality that

(

 

BR(x0)

∣

∣

∣v − (v)BR(x0)

∣

∣

∣

p

dx

)
1
p

≤ C

 

B2R(x0)

∣

∣

∣v − (v)B2R(x0)

∣

∣

∣ dx+ CRµ . (4.24)

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

(

 

BυR(x0)

∣

∣

∣v − (v)BυR(x0)

∣

∣

∣

p

dx

)
1
p

≤ Cυγ

(

 

BR(x0)

∣

∣

∣v − (v)BR(x0)

∣

∣

∣

p

dx

)
1
p

+ CRµ (4.25)

for any υ ∈ (0, 1] and some γ = γ(n, p, ν, L) > 0, where C = C(n, λ,Λ, p). In fact, we only need to

show that it holds for υ ∈ (0, 14 ), since the analogous inequality for υ ∈ [ 14 , 1] is trivial. Now using the

same argument as in the estimates of (4.23) and combining with the higher integrability result (3.25)

for Dv to yield that

(

 

BυR(x0)

∣

∣

∣v − (v)BυR(x0)

∣

∣

∣

p

dx

)
1
p

≤ C(n, p)υR

(

 

BυR(x0)

|∇v|
p
dx

)
1
p

≤ CυR

(

 

BυR(x0)

|Dv|
p
dx

)
1
p

≤ Cυ1−
n
θ R





 

B 1
4
R
(x0)

|Dv|
θ
dx





1
θ

≤ Cυ1−
n
θ R





 

B 1
2
R
(x0)

|Dv|p dx





1
p

≤ Cυ1−
n
θ

(

 

BR(x0)

∣

∣

∣v − (v)BR(x0)

∣

∣

∣

p

dx

)
1
p

+ CRµ.

Then the desired estimate (4.25) holds for υ ∈ (0, 14 ), which is ensured by p ≤ n < θ.
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In the sequel, our intention is to derive the Campanato type decay estimate for the weak solution

u to (1.1). Applying Hölder’s inequality, (2.4), (3.2), (4.25) and (4.24), we conclude that
(

 

BυR(x0)

∣

∣

∣u− (u)BυR(x0)

∣

∣

∣ dx

)p

≤ C(p)

 

BυR(x0)

∣

∣

∣u− (v)BυR(x0)

∣

∣

∣

p

dx

≤ C(n, p)υ−n

 

BR(x0)

|u− v|p dx+ C(p)

 

BυR(x0)

∣

∣

∣
v − (v)BυR(x0)

∣

∣

∣

p

dx

≤ Cυ−nRp

 

B2R(x0)

(

µp +
∣

∣F− (F)B2R(x0)

∣

∣

p′
)

dx+ Cυpγ
 

BR(x0)

∣

∣

∣v − (v)BR(x0)

∣

∣

∣

p

dx

≤ Cυ−nRp

 

B2R(x0)

(

µp +
∣

∣F− (F)B2R(x0)

∣

∣

p′
)

dx+ Cυpγ

(

 

BR(x0)

(

|u− v| +
∣

∣

∣u− (u)B2R(x0)

∣

∣

∣

)

dx

)p

≤ Cυpγ

(

 

B2R(x0)

∣

∣

∣u− (u)B2R(x0)

∣

∣

∣ dx

)p

+ CυR
p

 

B2R(x0)

(

µp +
∣

∣F− (F)B2R(x0)

∣

∣

p′
)

dx

for p ≥ 2, here C = C(n, p, ν, L) and Cυ = C(n, p, ν, L, υ). Then we conclude that

 

BυR(x0)

∣

∣

∣u− (u)BυR(x0)

∣

∣

∣ dx ≤ Cυγ
 

B2R(x0)

∣

∣

∣u− (u)B2R(x0)

∣

∣

∣ dx+ CυR

(

 

B2R(x0)

(

µp + |F|
p′
)

dx

)
1
p

.

The subsequent proof goes exactly as that of Theorem 1.4 . It suffices to reestimate the integral term

involving F as follows

k−1
∑

i=0

υiR

(

 

B
υiR

(x0)

(

µp + |F|
p′
)

dx

)
1
p

≤ R

(

 

BR(x0)

(

µp + |F|p
′
)

dx

)
1
p

+
∞
∑

i=1

υiR

(

 

B
υiR

(x0)

(

µp + |F|p
′
)

dx

)
1
p

=
1

ln 2

ˆ 2R

R

R

(

 

BR(x0)

(

µp + |F|
p′
)

dx

)
1
p

d̺

̺
+

1

ln 1
υ

∞
∑

i=1

ˆ υi−1R

υiR

υiR

(

 

B
υiR

(x0)

(

µp + |F|
p′
)

dx

)
1
p

d̺

̺

≤
2

n
p

ln 2

ˆ 2R

R

̺

(

 

B̺(x0)

(

µp + |F|
p′
)

dx

)
1
p

d̺

̺
+

1

υ
n
p ln 1

υ

∞
∑

i=1

ˆ υi−1R

υiR

̺

(

 

B̺(x0)

(

µp + |F|
p′
)

dx

)
1
p

d̺

̺

≤ C(n, p, ν, L)

ˆ 2R

0

(

 

B̺(x0)

(

µp + |F|p
′
)

dx

)
1
p

d̺

= CW2R
p

p+1
,p+1

(

µp + |F|
p′
)

(x0) .

Therefore, we deduce the desired zero order pointwise estimate (1.5), which completes the proof of

Theorem 1.7 .
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