
ar
X

iv
:2

10
8.

13
77

9v
1 

 [
m

at
h.

A
P]

  3
1 

A
ug

 2
02

1

Lq-REGULARITY FOR NONLINEAR ELLIPTIC EQUATIONS

WITH SCHRÖDINGER-TYPE LOWER ORDER TERMS

MIKYOUNG LEE AND JIHOON OK

Abstract. We consider nonlinear elliptic equations of the p-Laplacian type
with lower order terms which involve nonnegative potentials satisfying a reverse
Hölder type condition. Then we obtain interior and boundary Lq estimates
for the gradient of weak solutions and the lower order terms, independently,
under sharp regularity conditions on the coefficients and the boundaries. In
particular, the proof in this paper does not employ Fefferman-Phong type
inequalities which are essential tools in the linear cases in [3, 47].

1. Introduction

In this paper we study Lq-regularity theory for the following nonlinear equations
of the p-Laplacian type with lower order terms:

(1.1)

{
−div a(x,Du) + V |u|s−2u = −div (|F |p−2F ) in Ω,

u = 0 on ∂Ω,

where 1 < p < ∞, 1 < s < p∗ (see (2.1) with γ = p), Ω is a bounded and open
set in R

n with n ≥ 2, V : R
n → R is nonnegative and called a potential, and

F ∈ Lp(Ω,Rn). The nonlinearity a : Rn × R
n → R

n is assumed to be a vector-
valued Carathéodory function (i.e., a is measurable in the x-variable and continuous
in the ξ-variable) of p-Laplacian type whose prototype is

(1.2) a(x, ξ) = (A(x)ξ · ξ)
p−2
2 A(x)ξ,

where A : Rn → R
n2

is an n× n matrix satisfying that

ν|η|2 ≤ A(x)η · η and |A(x)| ≤ L, x, η ∈ R
n,

for some 0 < ν ≤ L.
For equations (1.1) with identically zero potential function, i.e. V ≡ 0, the Lq-

regularity theory has been extensively studied after pioneering work of Calderón
and Zygmund in [14] where Lq-regularity estimates for Poisson equations −∆u = f
or divF were proved. In particular, Byun and Wang established the global Lq-
regularity for the linear equations with Bounded Mean Oscillation(BMO) coeffi-
cients in Reifenberg flat domains [12]. We also refer to [39, 19] and references therein
for more Lq-regularity results of the linear equations. With regard to nonlinear equa-
tions of the p-Laplacian type, Iwaniec [28] first obtained Lq-regularity estimates for
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the simplest case a(x, ξ) = |ξ|p−2ξ, and Caffarelli and Peral [13] considered general
a(x, ξ) that can be discontinuous for x-variable, see also [11, 17, 34, 32] for further
results. Based on those works, Lq-regularity theory has been actively developed for
various equations generalized from the p-Laplace equations, for instance, parabolic
equations of the p-Laplacian [2, 9, 5], elliptic equations with nonstandard growth
[1, 8, 10, 16].

On the other hand, in the case V 6≡ 0, Shen [47] obtained various Lq estimates
for the following linear elliptic equation:

(1.3) (−∆+ V )u = −∆u+ V u = divF (or f)

i.e. with the right hand side in divergence form or in nondivergence form. Here, the
linear operator −∆+V is called the Schrödinger operator since the above equations
were motivated by the (normalized) Schrödinger equation

iut = −∆u+ V u.

In particular, in [47], it is shown that if the potential function V satisfies the reverse
Hölder type condition in (2.2) (i.e., V ∈ Bγ) for some γ ≥ n

2 , then the following
estimates hold:

(1.4)

{

‖Du‖L2q(Rn) ≤ c‖F‖L2q(Rn),
(γ∗)′

2 ≤ q ≤ γ∗

2 (12 < q < ∞ if γ ≥ n),

‖V
1
2 |u|‖L2q(Rn) ≤ c‖F‖L2q(Rn),

(γ∗)′

2 ≤ q ≤ γ (12 < q < γ if γ ≥ n),

where the constants c > 0 depend only on n, q, γ, and bγ . Later, Auscher and
Ben Ali [3] extended the range of γ such that γ > 1 and proved the first estimate

in (1.4) whenever 1
2 < q ≤ max{ γ∗

2 , γ} and the second one whenever 1
2 < q ≤ γ,

by improving the techniques used in [47] and applying the regularity results for
the equation (1.3). In addition, Shen’s results in [47] have been extended to linear
equations with variable coefficients by Bramanti, Brandolini, Harboure and Viviani
[7] and Pan and Tang [42]. We further refer to [15, 18, 29, 30, 45, 46, 33, 52] and
references therein for regularity theory relevant to the Schrödinger type elliptic
equations.

From the equation (1.3), it is natural to consider the following semi-linear equa-
tion:

(1.5) −∆u+ V |u|s−2u = divF (or f),

where 1 < s < 2∗. For the basic theory of semi-linear elliptic equations, we refer to,
for instance, [6] and references therein. The equation (1.5) is the Euler-Lagrange
equation of the following energy functional:

v ∈ W 1,2(Ω) 7→

∫

Ω

|Dv|2 + V |v|s + F ·Dv dx.

We also note that time-independent inhomogeneous nonlinear Schrödinger(INLS)
equations reduce to the equation (1.5) with F ≡ 0. We refer to [20, 22, 31, 38, 44]
and references therein for INLS equations and [4, 24, 36, 50] for their physical
applications. For the equations (1.5), however, in our best knowledge, no systematic
Lq regularity result has been reported.

Our main equation (1.1) is a generalized version of (1.5). Indeed, the equation
(1.1) with (1.2) is the Euler-Lagrange equation of

v ∈ W 1,p(Ω) 7→

∫

Ω

(A(x)Dv ·Dv)
p
2 + V |v|s + |F |p−2F ·Dv dx, 1 < p < ∞.
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Recently, for the equation (1.1) in the case s = p with V ∈ Bγ and n
p < γ < n, the

authors [35] derived the following local and global Lq estimates for 1 ≤ q ≤ γ∗(p−1)
p :

∫

−
Br

[
|Du|p + V |u|pχ{q≤γ}

]q
dx ≤ c

(∫

−
B2r

|Du|p + V |u|p dx

)q

+ c

∫

−
Ω2r

|F |pq dx

with B2r ⋐ Ω and r ≤ R0, and

‖Du‖Lpq(Ω) + ‖V
1
p |u|‖Lpq(Ω)χ{q≤γ} ≤ c0‖F‖Lpq(Ω).

Here, χ{q≤γ} := 1 or 0 when q ≤ γ or q > γ, respectively, and c0 and R0 depend on
‖V ‖Lγ(Ω). We note that the ranges of γ and q are extended from the ones in (1.4)

when p = 2. (In fact, a naturally extended range could be (γ∗)′(p−1)
p < q ≤ γ∗(p−1)

p ,

but the case q < 1 is a famous open problem even when V ≡ 0, see [28].) However,
these results do not cover the ones in [3]. In addition, the above resulting estimates
are not sharp since R0 and c0 depend on ‖V ‖Lγ , whereas the estimates for the linear
case in [3, 47] are independent of ‖V ‖Lγ . Moreover, the estimates were derived for
|Du|p and V |u|p considered together. We also refer to [51] for regularity estimates
in the Lorentz spaces.

In this paper, we establish Lq estimates for Du and V |u|s with possibly sharp
ranges of the exponents γ and q. In particular, we deal with the estimates for Du
and V |u|s, separately, and find both local and global estimates that are independent
of ‖V ‖Lγ . Our results extend the known linear regularity results, especially in [3]
to nonlinear setting. Furthermore, a BMO, possibly discontinuous, nonlinearity a

for x-variable and non-smooth domain Ω that beyonds the Lipschitz category are
considered as our regularity assumptions.

The main difficulty is that we cannot take advantage of the techniques for linear
operators that were used in [47, 3], since we deal with nonlinear problems. Instead,
we apply various estimates and techniques used in the study of the regularity theory
to our problems. For instance, for (1.1) with F ≡ 0, we employ L∞ estimates and
Calderón-Zygmund estimates, and use an iteration argument. As a consequence,
additionally using the reverse Hölder condition of the potential function V , we
obtain reverse Hölder type inequalities for |Dh|p and V |h|s, where h is a weak
solution to a localized equation of (1.1) with F ≡ 0 (see Theorems 3.6 and 3.7). In
particular, we stress that we do not make use of Fefferman-Phong inequality in [21]
or its variation that plays an important role in the proofs of Lq estimates in [3, 35,
47] and in turn, the approach in this paper is simpler than eariler ones. Moreover,
we obtain comparison estimates for the gradient of solutions and the lower order
terms separately (see Lemma 4.1). Therefore, we can handle them independently
in the final proof of Lq estimates to discover better resulting estimates.

The remaining is organized as follows. In the next section, we state our main re-
sults. Section 3 contains various regularity estimates for the homogenous equations
with auxiliary lemmas. Lastly, we prove our main results in Section 4.

2. Main result

2.1. Preliminaries. We start with standard notation and definitions. We write
Br(y) for the open ball in R

n with center y ∈ R
n and radius r > 0. We denote

Ωr(y) = Br(y) ∩Ω and ∂wΩr(y) = Br(y)∩ ∂Ω. For the sake of simplicity, we write
Br = Br(0) and Ωr = Ωr(0). For a measurable function g : U → R with U ⊂ R

n,
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we define

(g)U :=

∫

−
U

g dx =
1

|U |

∫

U

g dx,

g+ := max{g, 0} and g− := (−g)+ = max{−g, 0}.

For g ∈ W 1,p(Ωr(y)), the boundary condition “g = 0 on ∂wΩr” means the zero
extension of g to Br(y) is in W 1,p(Br(y)). We also define

(2.1) γ∗ :=

{
nγ
n−γ , when 1 < γ < n,

∞, when γ ≥ n.

We say that a nonnegative function V : Rn → [0,∞) belongs to Bγ for some
γ > 1 if V ∈ Lγ

loc(R
n) and there exists a constant bγ > 0 such that the reverse

Hölder inequality

(2.2)

(
1

|B|

∫

B

V γ dx

) 1
γ

≤ bγ

(
1

|B|

∫

B

V dx

)

holds for every ball B in R
n. This Bγ class, which is a wide class including all

nonnegative polynomials, was introduced independently by Muckenhoupt [37] and
Gehring [23] in the study of weighted norm inequalities and quasi-conformal map-
ping, respectively. One notable example of this element is V (x) = |x|−n/γ which
actually belongs to the Bγ̃ class for all γ̃ < γ. Moreover, the Bγ class is strongly
connected to the Muckenhoupt classes Ap. We say that a nonnegative function
w ∈ L1

loc(R
n) is in the Ap class for some 1 ≤ p < ∞, denoted by w ∈ Ap, if and

only if

[w]p := sup
B

(∫

−
B

w dx

)(∫

−
B

w− 1
p−1 dx

)p−1

< ∞,

where the supremum is taken over all balls B ⊂ R
n. Then, we have the following

equivalent relations:

(2.3) V ∈ Ap for some p > 1 ⇐⇒ V ∈ Bγ for some γ > 1

Here, if we consider only the left arrow, the constant p and [V ]p are determined by γ
and bγ . We refer to [26, Theorem 9.3.3] for its proof and more details on properties
and relations of those classes.

2.2. Main result. We introduce the main result in this paper.
We first recall the equation (1.1) with the basic setting in the first paragraph in

Introduction, Section 1. The nonnegative potential V : Rn → [0,∞) satisfies that
V ∈ Lγ0(Ω), where

(2.4) γ0 :=







np
np−s(n−p) , when 1 < p < n,

any number larger than 1, when p = n,

1, when p > n.

Note that γ0 = n
p if s = p ∈ (1, n). The nonlinearity a(x, ξ) is assumed that

a(x, ·) ∈ C1(Rn \ {0},Rn) for each x ∈ Ω and satisfies the following growth and
ellipticity conditions:

(2.5) |a(x, ξ)| + |Dξa(x, ξ)||ξ| ≤ L|ξ|p−1

and

(2.6) Dξa(x, ξ) η · η ≥ ν|η|2|ξ|p−2
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for almost all x ∈ R
n and any ξ, η ∈ R

n(ξ 6= 0) and for some constants L, ν with
0 < ν ≤ 1 ≤ L. We remark that the condition (2.6) implies the monotonicity
condition:

(2.7) (a(x, ξ) − a(x, η)) · (ξ − η) ≥ c(p, ν)
(
|ξ|2 + |η|2

) p−2
2 |ξ − η|2

for any ξ, η ∈ R
n and a.e. x ∈ R

n. Under the above setting, we say that u ∈ W 1,p
0 (Ω)

is a weak solution to the problem (1.1) if
∫

Ω

a(x,Du) ·Dϕdx+

∫

Ω

V |u|s−2uϕdx =

∫

Ω

|F |p−2F ·Dϕdx

holds for any ϕ ∈ W 1,p
0 (Ω). Under the above setting, the existence and the unique-

ness of the weak solution of (1.1) follow from the theory of nonlinear functional
analysis, see for instance [48, Chapter 2].

The following two definitions are related to our main assumptions imposed on
the nonlinearlity a and the domain Ω.

Definition 2.1. We say that a : Rn × R
n → R

n is (δ, R)-vanishing if

sup
0<ρ≤R

sup
y∈Rn

∫

−
Bρ(y)

|Θ(a, Bρ(y)) (x)| dx ≤ δ,

where

Θ (a, Bρ(y)) (x) := sup
ξ∈Rn\{0}

∣
∣a(x, ξ) − (a(·, ξ))Bρ(y)

∣
∣

|ξ|p−1

and

(a(·, ξ))Bρ(y) :=

∫

−
Bρ(y)

a(x, ξ) dx.

The above definition implies that the map x 7→ a(x, ξ)/|ξ|p−1 is a locally BMO
function with the BMO semi-norm which is less than or equals to δ for all ξ ∈ R

n.
Then we note that the nonlinearity a can be discontinuous for the x-variable. In
particular, in the model case in (1.2), Definition 2.1 implies that A(·) is a locally
BMO function.

Definition 2.2. Given δ ∈ (0, 18 ) and R > 0, we say that Ω is a (δ, R)-Reifenberg
flat domain if for every x ∈ ∂Ω and every ρ ∈ (0, R], there exists a coordinate
system {y1, y2, . . . , yn} which may depend on ρ and x, such that in this coordinate
system x = 0 and that

Bρ(0) ∩ {yn > δρ} ⊂ Bρ(0) ∩ Ω ⊂ Bρ(0) ∩ {yn > −δρ}.

In the above definition, δ is usually supposed to be less than 1
8 . This number

follows from the Sobolev embedding, see for instance [49]. In this paper, however,
it is not important since we will deal with sufficiently small δ . We remark that
the Lipschitz domains with the Lipschitz constant which is less than or equal to δ
belong to the class of (δ, R)-Reifenberg flat domains for some R > 0. In addition,
the (δ, R)-Reifenberg flat domain Ω has the following measure density condition:

(2.8) sup
0<ρ≤R

sup
y∈Ω

|Bρ(y)|

|Ω ∩Bρ(y)|
≤

(
2

1− δ

)n

≤

(
16

7

)n

.

We refer to [12, 41, 43, 49] for more details on the Reifenberg flat domains and
their applications.
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Now we present the main results in this paper. The first result is local Lq esti-
mates in both interior and boundary regions.

Theorem 2.3. Let 1 < p < ∞, 1 < s < p∗, γ0 be from (2.4), a : Rn×R
n → R

n sat-
isfy (2.5) and (2.6), V : Rn → [0,∞) with V ∈ Lγ0(Ω), and F ∈ Lp(Ω,Rn). Suppose
that the constants p, γ, q satisfy specific conditions given below and that V ∈ Bγ.
There exists a small δ = δ(n, p, L, ν, γ) > 0 such that if a is (δ, R)-vanishing, Ω is

a (δ, R)-Reifenberg flat domain for some R ∈ (0, 1), and u ∈ W 1,p
0 (Ω) is a weak so-

lution to (1.1), then for any x0 ∈ Ω and r ∈ (0, R
2 ] we have the following estimates:

(1) If 1 < p < ∞, γ̃ < γ < ∞ where

(2.9) γ̃ := max

{

1,
np

np− n+ p

}

=

{ np
np−n+p if 1 < p < n,

1 if p ≥ n,

and 1 < q < γ∗(p−1)
p ,

(2.10)

∫

−
Ωr(x0)

|Du|pq dx ≤ c

(
∫

−
Ω2r(x0)

|Du|p dx

)q

+ c

∫

−
Ω2r(x0)

|F |pq dx.

(2) If p ≥ 2, 1 < γ < ∞, and 1 < q < γ,

(2.11)

∫

−
Ωr(x0)

[V |u|s]q dx ≤ c

(
∫

−
Ω2r(x0)

V |u|s dx

)q

+ c

∫

−
Ω2r(x0)

|F |pq dx.

(3) If 1 < p < 2, n
p ≤ γ < ∞ and 1 < q < γ,

(2.12)

∫

−
Ωr(x0)

[V |u|s]q dx ≤ c

(
∫

−
Ω2r(x0)

|Du|p + V |u|s dx

)q

+ c

∫

−
Ω2r(x0)

|F |pq dx.

Here the constants c > 0 depend on n, p, L, ν, s, γ, bγ, q.

Regarding the ranges of γ and q, we will discuss in Remarks 2.6 and 2.7 below.

Remark 2.4. In the above theorem, we obtain local Lq estimates for |Du|p without
the lower order term V |u|s, and for V |u|s without the term |Du|p when p > 2.
However, when 1 < p < 2, the local Lq estimates for V |u|s involve |Du|p, which
follows from the approximation lemma, Lemma 4.1. As a consequence, the lower

bound of γ in (3) has to be chosen as not 1 but n
p . This choice insures

γ∗(p−1)
p ≥ γ,

hence we have |Dhi|p + V |hi|s ∈ Lγ(Ω5ρi(yi)) in (4.16) with Case 3 in the proof of
Theorem 2.3.

The second result is global Lq estimates. As a consequence of Theorem 2.3, we
obtain the following global estimates by using the standard covering argument in
the proof of [35, Corollary 2.6], hence we omit the proof.

Theorem 2.5. Let 1 < p < ∞, 1 < s < p∗, γ0 be from (2.4), a : Rn×R
n → R

n sat-
isfy (2.5) and (2.6), V : Rn → [0,∞) with V ∈ Lγ0(Ω), and F ∈ Lp(Ω,Rn). Suppose
that the constants p, γ, q satisfy specific conditions given below and that V ∈ Bγ.
There exists a small δ = δ(n, p, L, ν, γ) ∈ (0, 1

8 ) such that if a is (δ, R)-vanishing, Ω

is a (δ, R)-Reifenberg flat domain for some R ∈ (0, 1), and u ∈ W 1,p
0 (Ω) is a weak

solution to (1.1), then we have the following estimates:
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(1) If 1 < p < ∞, γ̃ < γ < ∞ where γ̃ is given in (2.9), and 1 < q < γ∗(p−1)
p ,

then we have

‖Du‖Lpq(Ω) ≤ c

(
diam(Ω)

R

)n(q−1)

‖F‖Lpq(Ω).

(2) If p ≥ 2, 1 < γ < ∞ and 1 < q < γ, or if 1 < p < 2, n
p ≤ γ < ∞ and

1 < q < γ, then we have

‖V
1
p |u|

s
p ‖Lpq(Ω) ≤ c

(
diam(Ω)

R

)n(q−1)

‖F‖Lpq(Ω).

Here the constants c > 0 depend on n, p, L, ν, s, γ, bγ, q.

Remark 2.6. If V ∈ Bγ , then V belongs to the Bγ+ǫ class for some small ǫ > 0 from
the self improving property of the Bγ class (see [23]). Therefore, by considering
γ + ǫ instead of γ in Theorems 2.3 and 2.5, the ranges of q can be extended to

q ∈ [1, γ
∗(p−1)

p ] and q ∈ [1, γ], respectively. Note that the case q = 1 is trivial. On

the other hand, as mentioned in Introduction, Lq estimates with q < 1 is an open
problem even in the case V ≡ 0.

Remark 2.7. We further comment on the ranges of γ and q for the Lq estimates for
|Du|p in Theorem 2.3 (1) and Theorem 2.5 (1).

(i) Suppose p < n. Then the range of γ is ( np
np−n+p ,∞). On the other hand, for

the linear case with p = 2, we see from [3] that it is (1,∞). Therefore, the
case γ ∈ (1, np

np−n+p ) seems missing in our results. However, if γ < np
np−n+p ,

we have γ∗(p−1)
p < 1 and the Lq estimate with q < 1 is the open problem

mentioned above. Therefore, our range is best for now.

(ii) We note that γ∗(p−1)
p < γ when γ < n

p . For the linear case with p = 2, in

[3], the range of q is (12 , γ) when γ < n
2 . Therefore, the range of q in our

results could be extended to 1 < q < γ when γ < n
p .

Remark 2.8. From Remark 4.4, we see that the estimates in Theorem 2.3 (2) and
Theorem 2.5 (2) when p ≥ 2 still hold without the (δ, R)-vanishing condition of a
and the (δ, R)-Reifenberg flat condition of Ω. Moreover, in Theorem 2.3 (1) and
Theorem 2.5 (1), the dependence γ of δ is replaced with q, when γ ≥ n.

3. Estimates for homogenous equations

In this section, we prove various regularity estimates for weak solutions to local-
ized equations of (1.1) with F ≡ 0.

We start by recalling interior and boundary Calderón-Zygmund estimates for
p-Laplace type elliptic equations. In particular, we consider non-divergence data.
For the following results, we refer to, for instance, [34].

Lemma 3.1. Let 1 < p < ∞ and γ̃ < γ < n where γ̃ is given in (2.9). There
exists a small δ = δ(n, p, L, ν, γ) ∈ (0, 1

8 ) so that if a is (δ, R)-vanishing and Ω is a

(δ, R)-Reifenberg flat domain for some R ∈ (0, 1), then for any x0 ∈ Ω, r ∈ (0, R
2 ]

and for any weak solution h ∈ W 1,p(Ω2r(x0)) to
{

−div a(x,Dh) = f in Ω2r(x0),
h = 0 on ∂wΩ2r(x0) if B2r(x0) 6⊂ Ω.
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with f ∈ Lγ(Ω2r(x0)), we have
(
∫

−
Ωr(x0)

|Dh|γ
∗(p−1) dx

) p
γ∗(p−1)

≤ c

∫

−
Ω2r(x0)

|Dh|p dx

+ c

(
∫

−
Ω2r(x0)

|rf |γ dx

) p
γ(p−1)

for some c = c(n, p, L, ν, γ) > 0.

We need the standard iteration lemma whose proof can be found in, for instance,
[27].

Lemma 3.2. Let g : [a, b] → R be a bounded nonnegative function. Suppose that
for any τ1, τ2 with 0 < a ≤ τ1 < τ2 ≤ b,

g(τ1) ≤ τg(τ2) +
C1

(τ2 − τ1)β
+ C2

where C1, C2 ≥ 0, β > 0 and 0 ≤ τ < 1. Then we have

g(τ1) ≤ c

(
C1

(τ2 − τ1)β
+ C2

)

for some constant c = c(β, τ) > 0.

Now , we consider the following homogeneous Dirichlet problems of the following
type

(3.1)

{
−div a(x,Dh) + V |h|s−2h = 0 in Ωr,

h = 0 on ∂wΩr, if Br 6⊂ Ω,

where 1 < p < ∞, 1 < s < p∗, a : Rn × R
n → R

n satisfies

(3.2) |a(x, ξ)| ≤ L|ξ|p−1 and a(x, ξ) · ξ ≥ ν|ξ|p, x, ξ ∈ R
n,

for some 0 < ν ≤ L, and V : R
n → [0,∞) does V ∈ Lγ0(Ω). Note that the

assumptions (2.5) and (2.6) imply (3.2).
We shall need the following Caccioppoli type estimates. For simplicity, we use

both the plus-minus sign ± and the minus-plus sign ∓, and they are all linked, that
is, we take all upper signs or all lower signs.

Lemma 3.3. (Caccioppoli estimates) Under the setting above, let h ∈ W 1,p(Ωr) be
a weak solution to (3.1). Then for every k ≥ 0, every Bρ(y) ⊂ Br with Bρ(y)∩Ωr 6=
∅, and every ν ∈ (0, 1), we have
(3.3)
∫

Ωνρ(y)

|D(h∓ k)±|
p dx+

∫

Ωνρ(y)

V |h|s−2h±(h∓ k)± dx ≤ c

∫

Ωρ(y)

[
(h∓ k)±
(1− ν)r

]p

dx

for some cγ̃ < γ < n, where γ̃ is given in (2.9). onstant c = c(n, p, L, ν) > 0.

Proof. We take ±(h ∓ k)±η
p as a test function in the weak form of (3.1), where

η ∈ C∞
0 (Bρ(y)) such that 0 ≤ η ≤ 1, η ≡ 1 on Bνρ(y), and |Dη| ≤ c(n)

(1−ν)r . Note

that ±(h∓ k)±η
p = 0 on ∂wΩr since h = 0 on ∂wΩr and k ≥ 0. Then we have

∫

Ωρ(y)

a(x,Dh) ·D[±(h∓ k)±η
p] dx+

∫

Ωρ(y)

V |h|s−2h[±(h∓ k)±η
p] dx = 0.
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Note that since k ≥ 0, Dh = ±D(h ∓ k)± and ±h = h± when (h ∓ k)± > 0.
Moreover, applying (3.2), we find

a(x,Dh) ·D[±(h∓ k)±η
p] = ±a(x,±D(h∓ k)±) · [η

pD(h∓ k)± + (h∓ k)±Dηp]

≥ νηp|D(h∓ k)±|
p − cηp−1|D(h∓ k)±|

p−1 (h∓ k)±
(1− ν)r

.

Therefore, by the above results and the second inequality in (3.2), we have

ν

∫

Ωρ(y)

ηp|D(h∓ k)±|
p dx+

∫

Ωρ(y)

V |h|s−2h±(h∓ k)±η
p dx

≤ c

∫

Ωρ(y)

ηp−1|D(h∓ k)±|
p−1 (h∓ k)±

(1− ν)r
dx.

Using Young’s inequality and the properties of η, we have the estimate (3.3). �

Next, we prove the local boundedness of the weak solutions to (3.1) with L∞−Lq
w

type estimates.

Lemma 3.4. Under the assumptions of Lemma 3.3, we have that h ∈ L∞
loc(Br),

where we extend h to Br by 0. Moreover, for every 0 < r1 < r2 ≤ r, every q > 0
and every weight w ∈ At with t ≥ 1,

‖h‖L∞(Ωr1 )
≤ c

(
r2

r2 − r1

)nt
q

(

1

w(Br2)

∫

Ωr2

|h|qw dx

) 1
q

= c

(
r2

r2 − r1

)nt
q

(

1

(w)Br2

1

|Br2 |

∫

Ωr2

|h|qw dx

) 1
q

(3.4)

for some constant c = c(n, p, L, ν, q, t, [w]t) > 0, where w(Br2) :=
∫

Br2
w dx.

Proof. Since V ≥ 0, we have from (3.3) that for every Bρ(y) ⊂ Br, k ≥ 0, and
ν ∈ (0, 1),

∫

Ωνρ(y)

|D(h∓ k)±|
p dx ≤ c

∫

Ωρ(y)

[
(h∓ k)±
(1− ν)r

]p

dx.

This implies that h belongs to the De Giorgi class in [25, Chapter 7]. Therefore, in
view of [25, Chapter 7.2], we deduce that

(3.5) ‖h‖L∞(Ωr1 )
≤ c

(
r2

r2 − r1

)n
q

(

1

|Br2 |

∫

Ωr2

|h|q dx

) 1
q

for every q > 0, which is the desired estimate (3.4) with the trivial weight w ≡ 1.
Since w ∈ At, we note from [26, Proposition 9.1.5 (8)] that for every Bρ ⊂ R

n and
every f ∈ Lt

w(Bρ),

∫

−
Bρ

|f | dx ≤ [w]t

(

1

w(Bρ)

∫

Bρ

|f |tw dx

) 1
t

.

Therefore, plugging this inequality with f = |h|q/t and Bρ = Br2 into (3.5) replacing
q by q/t, we obtain (3.4). �

Using the above results, we deduce the following lemma, which allows us to
change the integrangd V |h|s to |Dh|p later.
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Lemma 3.5. Under the assumptions of Lemma 3.3, let h ∈ W 1,p(Ωr) be a weak
solution to (3.1). If V ∈ Bγ for some γ > 1, then

(3.6) r
p

p−1 (V )
p

s(p−1)

Br/2

(

1

|Br/2|

∫

Ωr/2

V |h|s dx

) p(s−1)
s(p−1)

≤
c

|Br|

∫

Ωr

|Dh|p dx

for some c = c(n, p, L, ν, s, γ, bγ) > 0.

Proof. We first note from (2.3) that V ∈ At with t ≥ 1 and [V ]t depending on γ
and bγ . We extend h to Br by 0. Let r/2 ≤ r1 < r2 ≤ r be arbitrary, r3 := r1+r2

2 ,
and η ∈ C∞

0 (Br3) with η ≥ 0, η ≡ 1 in Br1 and |Dη| ≤ c/(r2 − r1). We take hηp

as a test function in the weak form of (3.1). Then, in the same argument as in the
proof of Lemma 3.3 we have

ν

∫

Br3

|Dh|pηp dx +

∫

Br3

V |h|sηp dx ≤
c

r2 − r1

∫

Br3

ηp−1|Dh|p−1|h| dx.

Applying Hölder’s inequality, it follows that

∫

Br1

V |h|s dx ≤
c

r2 − r1

(
∫

Br3

|Dh|p dx

) p−1
p
(
∫

Br3

|h|p dx

) 1
p

.

We multiply the both sides with

M :=



rp(V )
p
s

Br/2

(
∫

−
Br/2

V |h|s dx

) s−p
s





1
p−1

to obtain

M

∫

Br1

V |h|s dx ≤
c rM

1
p

r2 − r1

(
∫

Br3

|Dh|p dx

) p−1
p

×

[

(V )
p
s

Br/2

(
∫

−
Br/2

V |h|s dx

) s−p
s ∫

Br3

|h|p dx

︸ ︷︷ ︸

=:I

] 1
p

.

(Here, we assume that (V |h|s)Br/2
> 0. If the average is zero, the estimate (3.6) is

trivial.) We now estimate I. By (3.4) with (q, r1, w) in place of (s, r3, V ),

I ≤ |Br|(V )
p
s

Br/2

(
∫

−
Br/2

V |h|s dx

) s−p
s

‖h‖pL∞(Br3 )

≤ c|Br|

(
r

r2 − r1

)npt
s

(V )
p
s

Br/2

(
∫

−
Br/2

V |h|s dx

) s−p
s
(

1

(V )Br2

∫

−
Br2

V |h|s dx

) p
s

≤ c

(
r

r2 − r1

)npt
s
∫

Br2

V |h|s dx.
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Inserting this into the preceding estimate and using Young’s inequality, we have

M

∫

Br1

V |h|s dx ≤ c

(
r

r2 − r1

)1+nt
s
(∫

Br

|Dh|p dx

) p−1
p

[

M

∫

Br2

V |h|s dx

] 1
p

≤
1

2
M

∫

Br2

V |h|s dx+ c

(
r

r2 − r1

)(1+nt
s ) p

p−1
∫

Br

|Dh|p dx.

Theorefore, by applying Lemma 3.2 and recalling the definition of M , we get the
conclusion. �

Finally, we derive the following two reverse Hölder type higher integrability re-
sults for homogeneous equations.

Theorem 3.6. Let 1 < p < ∞, 1 < s < p∗, γ0 be from (2.4), a : Rn × R
n → R

n

satisfy (3.2), and V : Rn → [0,∞) do V ∈ Lγ0(Ω) and V ∈ Bγ for some γ > 1. If
h ∈ W 1,p(Ω2r(x0)) is a weak solution to

{
−div a(x,Dh) + V |h|s−2h = 0 in Ω2r(x0),

h = 0 on ∂wΩ2r(x0) if B2r(x0) 6⊂ Ω,

where x0 ∈ Ω, then we have

(
∫

−
Ωr(x0)

[V |h|s]γ dx

) 1
γ

≤ c

∫

−
Ω2r(x0)

V |h|s dx

for some c = c(n, p, ν, L, s, γ, bγ) > 0.

Proof. Note that, by (2.3), V ∈ At with t ≥ 1 and [V ]t depending on γ and bγ .
Then, the desired estimate directly follows from V ∈ Bγ and Lemma 3.4 with q = s
and w = V as

(
1

|Br|

∫

Ωr

[V |h|s]γ dx

) 1
γ

≤ bγ(V )Br‖h‖
s
L∞(Ωr)

≤
c

|B2r|

∫

Ω2r

V |h|s dx. �

Theorem 3.7. Let 1 < p < ∞, 1 < s < p∗, γ0 be from (2.4), a : Rn × R
n → R

n

satisfy (2.5) and (2.6), and V : R
n → [0,∞) do V ∈ Lγ0(Ω) and V ∈ Bγ for

some γ satisfying γ̃ < γ < n, where γ̃ is given in (2.9). There exists a small
δ = δ(n, p, L, ν, γ) > 0 such that the following holds: if a is (δ, R)-vanishing, Ω is
a (δ, R)-Reifenberg flat domain for some R > 0, and h ∈ W 1,p(Ω8r(x0)) is a weak
solution to

{
−div a(x,Dh) + V |h|s−2h = 0 in Ω8r(x0),

h = 0 on ∂wΩ8r(x0) if B8r(x0) 6⊂ Ω,

where x0 ∈ Ω and 8r ≤ R, then we have
(
∫

−
Ωr(x0)

|Dh|γ
∗(p−1) dx

) p
γ∗(p−1)

≤ c

∫

−
Ω8r(x0)

|Dh|p dx

for some c = c(n, p, ν, L, s, γ, bγ) > 0.

Proof. For simplicity, we write Ωρ = Ωρ(x0) with ρ > 0. We extend h by 0 to
B16r \ Ω if it is nonempty. From the facts that h ∈ L∞(B2r) and V ∈ Lγ(Ω2r), we
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see that V |h|s−2h ∈ Lγ(Ω2r). Therefore, applying Lemma 3.1 with f = V |h|s−2h,
we have

(∫

−
Ωr

|Dh|γ
∗(p−1) dx

) p
γ∗(p−1)

≤ c

∫

−
Ω2r

|Dh|p dx+ c

(∫

−
Ω2r

[
rV |h|s−1

]γ
dx

) p
γ(p−1)

.

(3.7)

We now estimate the second integral on the right hand side of (3.7). Since V ∈ Bγ

and |Ωρ| ≈ |Bρ| with 0 < ρ < R, see (2.8),

(∫

−
Ω2r

[rV |h|s−1]γ dx

) p
γ(p−1)

≤ bγr
p

p−1 (V )
p

p−1

B2r
‖h‖

p(s−1)
p−1

L∞(B2r)
.

Moreover, applying Lemma 3.4, replacing (r, r1, r2, w) by (4r, 2r, 4r, V ), and Lemma 3.5,
replacing r with 8r

(∫

−
Ω2r

[rV |h|s−1]γ dx

) p
γ(p−1)

≤ bγr
p

p−1 (V )
p

p−1

B2r
‖h‖

p(s−1)
p−1

L∞(B2r)

≤ cr
p

p−1 (V )
p

p−1

B4r

(
1

(V )B4r

∫

−
B4r

V |h|s dx

) p(s−1)
s(p−1)

≤ cr
p

p−1 (V )
p

s(p−1)

B4r

(∫

−
B4r

V |h|s dx

) p(s−1)
s(p−1)

≤ c

∫

−
Ω8r

|Dh|p dx.

Plugging the preceding estimate into (3.7) we have the desired estimate. �

Remark 3.8. In the above theorems, it is possible that γ < γ0. In this case, since V ∈
Lγ0 , we have V |h|s ∈ Lγ0(Ωr(x0)) in Theorem 3.6 and Dh ∈ Lγ∗

0 (p−1)(Ωr(x0),R
n)

in Theorem 3.7. However, the reverse Hölder type estimates can be obtained with
the exponent γ, by the assumption that V ∈ Bγ .

4. Lq estimates

We are now ready to prove our main results.

4.1. Comparison. We start with the following comparison lemma.

Lemma 4.1. Let 1 < p < ∞, 1 < s < p∗, γ0 be from (2.4), a : Rn × R
n → R

n

satisfy (2.5) and (2.6), V : Rn → [0,∞) do V ∈ Lγ0(Ω), and F ∈ Lp(Ω,Rn). If

u ∈ W 1,p
0 (Ω) is the weak solution to (1.1), and h ∈ W 1,p(Ω8r) is the weak solution

to

(4.1)

{
−div a(x,Dh) + V |h|s−2h = 0 in Ω8r,

h = u on ∂Ω8r,

where Ω8r = Ω8r(x0) with x0 = Ω, then we have the following estimates:

(i) (Energy estimates)

(4.2)

∫

Ω8r

|Dh|p dx ≤ c

∫

Ω8r

|Du|p dx+ c

∫

Ω8r

|F |p dx.
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(ii) If p ≥ 2,

(4.3)

∫

Ω8r

|Du−Dh|p dx ≤ c

∫

Ω8r

|F |p dx,

and for every ǫ ∈ (0, 1),

(4.4)

∫

Ω8r

V |u− h|s dx ≤ ǫ

∫

Ω8r

V |u|s dx+ c(ǫ)

∫

Ω8r

|F |p dx.

(iii) If 1 < p < 2, for every ǫ ∈ (0, 1),

(4.5)

∫

Ω8r

|Du−Dh|p dx ≤ ǫ

∫

−
Ω8r

|Du|p dx + c(ǫ)

∫

Ω8r

|F |p dx,

(4.6)

∫

Ω8r

V |u− h|s dx ≤ ǫ

∫

Ω8r

|Du|p + V |u|s dx+ c(ǫ)

∫

Ω8r

|F |p dx.

Here, c > 0 depends on n, p, L, ν and s, and c(ǫ) > 0 does on n, p, L, ν, s and ǫ.

Proof. We test the equations (1.1) and (4.1) with the test function ϕ := u − h in
order to discover

∫

Ω8r

(a(x,Du) − a(x,Dh)) · (Du−Dh) dx

+

∫

Ω8r

V
(
|u|s−2u− |h|s−2h

)
· (u− h) dx =

∫

Ω8r

|F |p−2F · (Du−Dh) dx.

(4.7)

We recall the monotonicity conditions (2.7) and

(4.8)
(
|ξ2|

s−2ξ2 − |ξ1|
s−2ξ1

)
·(ξ2−ξ1) ≥ c(s)(|ξ1|

2+|ξ2|
2)

s−2
2 |ξ2−ξ1|

2, ξ1, ξ2 ∈ R.

Then we see that the two terms on the left hand side of (4.7) are nonnegative.
We first prove (i). By (4.7), (2.7) and (2.5), we infer
∫

Ω8r

|Dh|p dx ≤ c

∫

Ω8r

a(x,Dh) ·Dhdx

≤ c

∫

Ω8r

|a(x,Du)|(|Du|+ |Dh|) + |a(x,Dh)||Du|+ |F |p−1(|Du|+ |Dh|) dx

≤ c

∫

Ω8r

|Du|p + |Du|p−1|Dh|+ |Dh|p−1|Du|+ |F |p−1(|Du|+ |Dh|) dx.

Therefore, applying Young’s inequality, we obtain (4.2).
We next prove (ii). Note that in this case the exponent s satisfies either s < 2

or s ≥ 2. Using the monotonicity conditions (2.7) and (4.8) together with the fact
that 2 ≤ p, we derive from (4.7) that
∫

Ω8r

|Du−Dh|p dx+

∫

Ω8r

V (|u|2+ |h|2)
s−2
2 |u−h|2 dx ≤ c

∫

Ω8r

|F |p−1|Du−Dh| dx,

which together Young’s inequality implies
∫

Ω8r

|Du−Dh|p dx+

∫

Ω8r

V (|u|2 + |h|2)
s−2
2 |u− h|2 dx ≤ c

∫

Ω8r

|F |p dx.

Therefore, we obtain (4.3). On the other hand, by Young’s inequality again, we
have that for any ǫ ∈ (0, 1),

∫

Ω8r

V |u− h|s dx ≤ ǫ

∫

Ω8r

V |u|s + V |h|s dx+ c(ǫ)

∫

Ω8r

|F |p dx,
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from which, by choosing ǫ so small we first have
∫

Ω8r

V |h|s dx ≤ c

∫

Ω8r

V |u|s dx+ c

∫

Ω8r

|F |p dx.

Inserting this into the previous estimate yields (4.4).
Lastly we prove (iii). Applying the monotonicity conditions (2.7) and (4.8) and

Young’s inequality to (4.7) yields that for any κ1 ∈ (0, 1)
∫

Ω8r

(
|Du|2 + |Dh|2

) p−2
2 |Du−Dh|2 dx+

∫

Ω8r

V
(
|u|2 + |h|2

) s−2
2 |u− h|2 dx

≤ c

∫

Ω8r

|F |p−1|Du−Dh| dx ≤ κ1

∫

Ω8r

|Du−Dh|p dx+ c(κ1)

∫

Ω8r

|F |p dx.

Since 1 < p < 2, then, by Young’s inequality again, we have that for any κ2 ∈ (0, 1),

|ξ2 − ξ1|
p = |ξ2 − ξ1|

p
(
|ξ2|

2 + |ξ1|
2
) p(p−2)

4
(
|ξ2|

2 + |ξ1|
2
) p(2−p)

4

≤ κ2

(
|ξ2|

2 + |ξ1|
2
) p

2 + c(κ2)
(
|ξ2|

2 + |ξ1|
2
) p−2

2 |ξ2 − ξ1|
2,

for all ξ1, ξ2 ∈ R
d with d ∈ N. Therefore, using the above results we have

∫

Ω8r

|Du−Dh|p dx ≤ cκ2

∫

Ω8r

|Du|p + |Dh|p dx

+ κ1c(κ2)

∫

Ω8r

|Du−Dh|p dx+ c(κ1)c(κ2)

∫

Ω8r

|F |p dx,

which implies (4.5) by choosing κ1 and κ2 such that cκ2 = ǫ
2 and κ1c(κ2) =

1
2 and

applying (4.2). In addition, we also have
∫

Ω8r

|Du−Dh|p dx+

∫

Ω8r

V |u− h|s dx

≤ cκ2

∫

Ω8r

|Du|p + |Dh|p + V |u|s + V |h|s dx

+ κ1c(κ2)

∫

Ω8r

|Du−Dh|p dx+ c(κ1)c(κ2)

∫

Ω8r

|F |p dx.

Then we first choose κ1 and κ2 so small to get

(4.9)

∫

Ω8r

V |h|s dx ≤ c

∫

Ω8r

V |u|s + |Du|p + |F |p dx,

where we used (4.2). Inserting this into the previous estimate, we have
∫

Ω8r

|Du−Dh|p dx+

∫

Ω8r

V |u− h|s dx

≤ cκ2

∫

Ω8r

|Du|p + V |u|s + |F |p dx

+ κ1c(κ2)

∫

Ω8r

|Du−Dh|p dx+ c(κ1)c(κ2)

∫

Ω8r

|F |p dx

Therefore, again choosing κ1 and κ2 so small that cκ2 = ǫ and κ1c(κ2) = 1
2 , we

obtain (4.6). �
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Remark 4.2. In the above lemma, by using (4.4) and (4.9), we also obtain
∫

Ω8r

V |h|s dx ≤ c

∫

Ω8r

|Du|pχ{1<p<2} + V |u|s + |F |p dx.

4.2. Proof of Theorem 2.3. We prove the theorem by using we the approach
introduced by Mingione in [2, 40]. The proof goes in four steps.

Step 1. Setting.
Assume that a : Rn × R

n → R
n is (δ, R)-vanishing and Ω is (δ, R)-Reifenberg

flat for some R > 0, where δ ∈ (0, 1) will be chosen sufficiently small later in Step 3
(see Remark 4.4). Fix any x0 ∈ Ω and r > 0 satisfying r ≤ R

2 . Assume that V ∈ Bγ ,
where the range of γ > 1 is given in (1)–(3) of Theorem 2.3.

We prove the estimates (2.10)-(2.12) at one time by denoting the function Φ(v;x)
and constant γ1 differently as follows:

Case 1. Estimation of (2.10): Let γ ∈ (γ̃,∞) with γ̃ given in (2.9). We fix any

q ∈ (1, γ∗(p−1)
p ) with γ∗ in (2.1), and denote by

Φ(v;x) := |Dv(x)|p and γ1 :=

{
γ∗(p−1)

p if γ < n,

max{q + 1,
(
3
2

)∗ p−1
p } if γ ≥ n.

In Case 1, we note that, when γ ≥ n, one can find the constant γ2 ∈ [ 32 , n) such

that γ1 =
γ∗
2 (p−1)

p . Moreover, it is clear that V ∈ Bγ2 since γ2 < n ≤ γ.

Case 2. Estimation of (2.11): Let γ ∈ (1,∞). We fix any q ∈ (1, γ), and denote
by

Φ(v;x) := V (x)|v(x)|s and γ1 := γ.

Case 3. Estimation of (2.12): Let γ ∈ [np ,∞). We fix any q ∈ (1, γ), and denote

by

Φ(v;x) := |Dv(x)|p + V |v(x)|s and γ1 := γ.

We note that p ≥ 2 in Case 2 and 1 < p < 2 in Case 3.

With Φ(v;x) denoted in above and the weak solution u to (1.1), we define

E(λ, ρ) := {x ∈ Ωρ : Φ(u;x) > λ}, λ > 0,

and

(4.10) λ0 :=

∫

−
Ω2r

Φ(u;x) dx+
1

δ1

∫

−
Ω2r

|F |p dx,

where δ1 ∈ (0, 1) will be chosen sufficiently small later in Step 4.
Finally, fix any τ1, τ2 with 1 ≤ τ1 < τ2 ≤ 2. Note that Ωr ⊂ Ωτ1r ⊂ Ωτ2r ⊂ Ω2r.

Step 2. Covering argument.
We consider λ > 0 large enough so that

(4.11) λ > αλ0, where α :=

(
16

7

)n(
80

τ2 − τ1

)n

.

Note that Ωρ(y) ⊂ Ω2r for any y ∈ E(λ, τ1r) and any ρ ∈ (0, (τ2 − τ1) r] . Then
from the measure density condition (2.8) and the definition of λ0 given in (4.10),
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we infer that
∫

−
Ωρ(y)

Φ(u;x) dx+
1

δ1

∫

−
Ωρ(y)

|F |p dx ≤
|Ω2r|

|Ωρ(y)|
λ0 ≤

(
16

7

)n(
2r

ρ

)n

λ0

≤ αλ0 < λ,

provided that
(τ2 − τ1) r

40
≤ ρ ≤ (τ2 − τ1) r.

On the other hand, it follows from Lebesgue’s differentiation theorem that for al-
most every y ∈ E(λ, τ1r),

lim
ρ→0

(∫

−
Ωρ(y)

Φ(u;x) dx+
1

δ1

∫

−
Ωρ(y)

|F |p dx

)

> λ.

Therefore the above inequalities and the continuity of the integral with respect
to the measure of the domain yield that for almost every y ∈ E(λ, τ1r), there exists

ρy = ρ(y) ∈

(

0,
(τ2 − τ1) r

40

)

such that ∫

−
Ωρy (y)

Φ(u;x) dx+
1

δ1

∫

−
Ωρy (y)

|F |p dx = λ,

and for any ρ ∈ (ρy, (τ2 − τ1)r] there holds
∫

−
Ωρ(y)

Φ(u;x) dx+
1

δ1

∫

−
Ωρ(y)

|F |p dx < λ.

As a consequence, Vitali’s covering theorem implies the following:

Lemma 4.3. Given λ > αλ0, there exists a disjoint family of {Ωρi(y
i)}∞i=1 with

yi ∈ E(λ, τ1r) and ρi ∈
(

0, (τ2−τ1) r
40

)

such that

E(λ, τ1r) ⊂
∞⋃

i=1

Ω5ρi(y
i),

(4.12)

∫

−
Ωρi

(yi)

Φ(u;x) dx+
1

δ1

∫

−
Ωρi

(yi)

|F |p dx = λ,

and for any ρ ∈ (ρi, (τ2 − τ1) r],

(4.13)

∫

−
Ωρ(yi)

Φ(u;x) dx+
1

δ1

∫

−
Ωρ(yi)

|F |p dx < λ.

Furthermore, according to Lemma 4.3 we infer

∣
∣Ωρi(y

i)
∣
∣ =

1

λ

(∫

Ωρi
(yi)

Φ(u;x) dx+
1

δ1

∫

Ωρi
(yi)

|F |p dx

)

≤
1

λ

(∫

Ωρi
(yi)∩{Φ(u;x)>λ

4 }

Φ(u;x) dx+
1

δ1

∫

Ωρi
(yi)∩{|F |p>

δ1λ
4 }

|F |p dx+
λ

2

∣
∣Ωρi(y

i)
∣
∣

)

=
1

2

∣
∣Ωρi(y

i)
∣
∣+

1

λ

(∫

Ωρi
(yi)∩{Φ(u;x)>λ

4 }

Φ(u;x) dx+
1

δ1

∫

Ωρi
(yi)∩{|F |p>

δ1λ
4 }

|F |p dx

)
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and so

∣
∣Ωρi(y

i)
∣
∣ ≤

2

λ

(∫

Ωρi
(yi)∩{Φ(u;x)>λ

4 }

Φ(u;x) dx+
1

δ1

∫

Ωρi
(yi)∩{|F |p>

δ1λ

4 }

|F |p dx

)

.

(4.14)

Step 3. Comparison estimates.
We note from (4.13) in Lemma 4.3 that

∫

−
Ω40ρi

(yi)

Φ(u;x) dx+
1

δ1

∫

−
Ω40ρi

(yi)

|F |p dx < λ.

Applying Lemma 4.1, we have that for any ǫ ∈ (0, 1), there exists a small δ1 =
δ1(ǫ, n, p, L, ν, s) ∈ (0, 1) such that

∫

−
Ω40ρi

(yi)

Φ(u− hi;x) dx ≤ ǫ

∫

−
Ω40ρi

(yi)

Φ(u;x) dx+ c(ǫ)

∫

−
Ω40ρi

(yi)

|F |p dx

≤ ǫλ+ c(ǫ)δ1λ ≤ 2ǫλ.

(4.15)

(In fact, when p ≥ 2 in Case 1, c(ǫ) in (4.15) does not depend on ǫ.) Furthermore,
recalling the definition of γ1 in Cases 1–3 and applying Theorems 3.6 and 3.7 with
γ = γ1, we have

(∫

−
Ω5ρi

(yi)

Φ(hi;x)
γ1 dx

) 1
γ1

≤ c

∫

−
Ω40ρi

(yi)

Φ(hi;x) dx

≤ c

∫

−
Ω40ρi

(yi)

Φ(u;x) + |F |p dx ≤ cλ,

(4.16)

where hi ∈ W 1,p(Ω20ρi(y
i)) is the unique weak solution to

{
−div a(x,Dhi) + V |hi|s−2hi = 0 in Ω40ρi(y

i),
hi = u on ∂Ω40ρi(y

i).

Remark 4.4. At this stage, the constant δ is fixed as the one in Theorem 3.7 with
γ = γ1. Therefore, δ depends on n, p, L, ν, γ when γ < n or n, p, L, ν, q when γ ≥ n.
Moreover, in Case 2, Theorem 3.7 is not used, but only Theorem 3.6 is. Hence the
(δ, R)-vanishing smallness assumptions on a and Ω are not needed in this case.

Let y ∈ Ω5ρi(y
i) such that Φ(u; y) > Kλ, where constant K ≥ 1 will be chosen

later. We then note that

Φ(u; y) ≤ 2max{p,s}−1[Φ(u − hi; y) + Φ(hi; y)].

Here, we need to consider the two cases:

(i) Φ(hi; y) ≤ Φ(u − hi; y), (ii) Φ(hi; y) > Φ(u− hi; y).

For the case (i), it is clear that

Φ(u; y) ≤ 2max{p,s}Φ(u− hi; y).

For the case (ii), we see that

Kλ < Φ(u; y) ≤ 2max{p,s}Φ(hi; y),

from which, it follows that

Φ(u; y) ≤ 2max{p,s}Φ(hi; y)

[
2max{p,s}Φ(hi; y)

Kλ

]γ1−1

=
2γ1 max{p,s}

(Kλ)γ1−1
Φ(hi; y)

γ1 .
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For the both cases (i) and (ii), we finally obtain that

Φ(u; y) ≤ 2max{p,s}Φ(u− hi; y) +
2γ1 max{p,s}

(Kλ)γ1−1
Φ(hi; y)

γ1

for any y ∈ Ω5ρi(y
i) such that Φ(u; y) > Kλ.

Then we apply (4.15) and (4.16) to discover
∫

Ω5ρi
(yi)∩E(Kλ,τ2r)

Φ(u;x) dx

≤ c

∫

Ω5ρi
(yi)

Φ(u− hi;x) dx +
c

(Kλ)γ1−1

∫

Ω5ρi
(yi)

Φ(hi;x)
γ1 dx

≤ c

(

ǫλ+
λγ1

(Kλ)γ1−1

)
∣
∣Ω5ρi(y

i)
∣
∣

≤ cλ
(
ǫ+K1−γ1

) ∣
∣Ωρi(y

i)
∣
∣ = cǫ̃λ

∣
∣Ωρi(y

i)
∣
∣

for some constant c = c(n, p, L, ν, s, γ, bγ) > 0, where

(4.17) ǫ̃ := ǫ+K1−γ1 .

Inserting (4.14) into the previous estimate, we conclude that
∫

Ω5ρi
(yi)∩E(Kλ,τ2r)

Φ(u;x) dx

≤ cǫ̃

(∫

Ωρi
(yi)∩{Φ(u;x)>λ

4 }
Φ(u;x) dx +

1

δ1

∫

Ωρi
(yi)∩{|F |p>

δ1λ

4 }
|F |p dx

)

.

From Lemma 4.3, we note that Ωρi(y
i) is mutually disjoint and

E(Kλ, τ1r) ⊂ E(λ, τ1r) ⊂
∞⋃

i=1

Ω5ρi(y
i) ⊂ Ωτ2r,

since K ≥ 1. Then we obtain that
∫

E(Kλ,τ1r)

Φ(u;x) dx ≤
∞∑

i=1

∫

Ω5ρi
(yi)∩E(Kλ,τ1r)

Φ(u;x) dx

≤ cǫ̃

(∫

Ωτ2r∩{Φ(u;x)>λ
4 }

Φ(u;x) dx+
1

δ1

∫

Ωτ2r∩{|F |p>
δ1λ
4 }

|F |p dx

)(4.18)

for some constant c = c(n, p, γ, L, ν, bγ) > 0.

Step 4. Proof of (2.10)–(2.12).
We are now ready to conclude the proof via Fubini’s theorem with a truncation

argument. For k > 0, let us define

Φk(u;x) := min {Φ(u;x), k} ,

and consider the upper level set with respect to Φk as

Ek(λ̃, ρ) :=
{

y ∈ Ωρ : Φk(u; y) > λ̃
}

for λ̃, ρ > 0.

Then since Ek(λ̃, ρ) = ∅ when k ≤ λ̃ and Ek(λ̃, ρ) = E(λ̃, ρ) when k > λ̃, it follows
from (4.18) that
∫

Ek(Kλ,τ1r)

Φ(u;x) dx ≤ cǫ̃

(∫

Ek( λ
4 ,τ2r)

Φ(u;x) dx +
1

δ1

∫

Ωτ2r∩{|F |p>
δ1λ
4 }

|F |p dx

)

.
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By multiplying both sides by λq−2 and integrating with respect to λ over (αλ0,∞),
we then have that

I0 :=

∫ ∞

αλ0

λq−2

∫

Ek(Kλ,τ1r)

Φ(u;x) dxdλ

≤ cǫ̃

(∫ ∞

αλ0

λq−2

∫

Ek(λ
4 ,τ2r)

Φ(u;x) dxdλ +

∫ ∞

αλ0

λq−2

∫

Ωτ2r∩
{

|F |p

δ1
>λ

4

}

|F |p

δ1
dxdλ

)

=: cǫ̃(I1 + I2).

(4.19)

Here, by virtue of Fubini’s theorem, we derive that

I0 =

∫

Ek(Kαλ0,τ1r)

Φ(u;x)

(∫ Φk(u;x)/K

αλ0

λq−2 dλ

)

dx

=
1

q − 1

{
∫

Ek(Kαλ0,τ1r)

Φ(u;x)

[
Φk(u;x)

K

]q−1

dx

− (αλ0)
q−1

∫

Ek(Kαλ0,τ1r)

Φ(u;x) dx

}

,

and

I1 =

∫

Ek(αλ0
4 ,τ2r)

Φ(u;x)

(∫ 4Φk(u;x)

αλ0

λq−2 dλ

)

dx

≤
1

q − 1

∫

Ek(αλ0
4 ,τ2r)

Φ(u;x) [4Φk(u;x)]
q−1

dx

≤
4q−1

q − 1

∫

Ωτ2r

Φ(u;x)Φk(u;x)
q−1 dx.

Similarly, we obtain that

I2 =

∫

Ωτ2r∩
{

|F |p

δ1
>

αλ0
4

}

|F |p

δ1

∫ 4|F |p/δ1

αλ0

λq−2 dλdx

≤
1

q − 1

∫

Ωτ2r∩
{

|F |p

δ1
>

αλ0
4

}

|F |p

δ1

[
4|F |p

δ1

]q−1

dx

≤
4q−1

q − 1

∫

Ωτ2r

[
|F |p

δ1

]q

dx.

Therefore we insert the previous estimates for I0, I1, I2 into (4.19) to discover
∫

Ek(Kαλ0,τ1r)

Φ(u;x)Φk(u;x)
q−1 dx

≤ (Kαλ0)
q−1

∫

Ωτ1r

Φ(u;x) dx

+ cǫ̃Kq−1

(∫

Ωτ2r

Φ(u;x)Φk(u;x)
q−1 dx+

∫

Ωτ2r

[
|F |p

δ1

]q

dx

)

.
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We also note that
∫

Ωτ1r\Ek(Kαλ0,τ1r)

Φ(u;x)Φk(u;x)
q−1 dx ≤ (Kαλ0)

q−1

∫

Ωτ1r

Φ(u;x) dx.

In turn, by the last two estimates we obtain
∫

Ωτ1r

Φ(u;x)Φk(u;x)
q−1 dx

≤ (Kαλ0)
q−1

∫

Ωτ1r

Φ(u;x) dx

+ c2ǫ̃K
q−1

(∫

Ωτ2r

Φ(u;x)Φk(u;x)
q−1 dx+

∫

Ωτ2r

[
|F |p

δ1

]q

dx

)

for some c2 = c2(n, p, L, ν, s, γ, bγ, q) > 0. At this stage, we recall the definition of
ǫ̃ given in (4.17), and then take large K > 1 and small ǫ ∈ (0, 1) depending on
n, p, L, ν, s, γ, bγ, q such that

K ≥ (4c2)
1

γ1−q and ǫ ≤
1

4c2Kq−1
,

hence δ1 = δ1(n, p, L, ν, γ, bγ, q) ∈ (0, 1) is finally determined. Recalling the defini-
tion of α in (4.11) we consequently obtain
∫

Ωτ1r

Φ(u;x)Φk(u;x)
q−1 dx

≤
1

2

∫

Ωτ2r

Φ(u;x)Φk(u;x)
q−1 dx+

cλq−1
0

(τ2 − τ1)n

∫

Ω2r

Φ(u;x) dx+ c

∫

Ω2r

|F |pq dx.

Then we apply Lemma 3.2 to discover
∫

Ωr

Φ(u;x)Φk(u;x)
q−1 dx ≤ cλq−1

0

∫

Ω2r

Φ(u;x) dx + c

∫

Ω2r

|F |pq dx

for any k > 0. Finally, by virtue of Lebesgue’s monotone convergence theorem,
Hölder’s inequality and Young’s inequality together with the definition of λ0 in
(4.10), we derive that

∫

−
Ωr

Φ(u;x)q dx = lim
k→∞

∫

−
Ωr

Φ(u;x)Φk(u;x)
q−1 dx

≤ cλq−1
0

∫

−
Ω2r

Φ(u;x) dx+ c

∫

−
Ω2r

|F |pq dx

≤ c

(∫

−
Ω2r

Φ(u;x) dx

)q

+ c

∫

−
Ω2r

|F |pq dx.

This implies the desired estimates (2.10)–(2.12), by recalling the definition of Φ(u;x)
in Cases 1–3.
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Matemática Iberoamericana, 35 (2019), no. 4, 1053–1078.

35. Lee, M. and Ok, J. Interior and boundary W 1,q-estimates for quasi-linear elliptic equations
of Schrödinger type, J. Differential Equations 269 (2020), no. 5, 4406–4439.

36. Liu, C. S. and Tripathi, V. K., Laser guiding in an axially nonuniform plasma channel, Phys.
Plasmas 1 (1994), no. 9, 3100–3103.

37. Muckenhoupt, B., Weighted norm inequalities for the Hardy maximal function, Trans. Amer.
Math. Soc. 165 (1972), 207–226.

38. Merle, F., Nonexistence of minimal blow-up solutions of equations iut = `∆u`k(x)|u|4/Nu in
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