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GRADIENT ESTIMATE FOR SOLUTIONS OF SECOND-ORDER ELLIPTIC
EQUATIONS

VLADIMIR MAZ’YA AND ROBERT MCOWEN

ABSTRACT. We obtain a local estimate for the gradient of solutions to a second-order elliptic
equation in divergence form with bounded measurable coefficients that are square-Dini con-
tinuous at the single point x = 0. In particular, we treat the case of solutions that are not
Lipschitz continuous at x = 0. We show that our estimate is sharp.

1. INTRODUCTION
We consider a uniformly elliptic equation in divergence form:
(1) 0j(ai;j(x) O;u) =0 for x € By,

where we have used the summation convention and the coefficients a;; = aj; are real-valued
bounded measurable functions in the ball By := {z € R™ : |z| < 1}, n > 2. A weak solution
u € HY2(By), i.e. u, Vu € L?(By), is known to be Hélder continuous by De Giorgi [4] and Nash
[12], but may have unbounded gradient. Under additional regularity of the a;; such as Dini
continuity or Dini mean oscillation in a domain, weak solutions are known to be C*: cf. [7] and
[5]. Gradient bounds in a domain have also been obtained for nonlinear problems, including
minimal regularity on the data: cf. [I1], [8], [1], [2], and [3]. In [9] we obtained conditions on the
coefficients a;; just at = 0 which imply that all weak solutions of (1) are Lipschitz continuous at
x = 0. In this paper we allow the possibility of weak solutions that are not Lipschitz continuous
at x = 0, but obtain bounds on the growth of their gradient in mean value. We are not aware of
any previous results in the literature of this type.

Let us describe our assumptions on the coefficients a;;(x). These are most conveniently stated
when a;;(0) = d;;, which can be achieved by a change of coordinates. We want the a;;(z) to be
square-Dini continuous at x = 0, which means

(2) sup |ai;j(x) — 6] <w(r) asr=|z| =0,
|z|=r

where the modulus of continuity w(r) is a nondecreasing, positive, continuous function for » > 0
satisfying

3) /Olmdr<oo.

r

Since w(r) does not vanish rapidly as » — 0, it is natural and often convenient to assume

~1+

(4) for some k > 0, w(r)r~ 7" is nonincreasing for 0 < r < 1.
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As seen in [9], the conditions ([2)-(B) allow the regularity of solutions of (1) at x = 0 to be
determined by the asymptotic behavior of solutions of the n-dimensional dynamical system

(5) % +R(ep=0 for0<t< oo,

where R(r) is the matrix function
(6) R(r) :2/ (A(rf) —nA(r)d ® 6) df for 0 <r < 1.
Sn—1

Here A = (ai;), A0 ® 0 is the outer product of the vectors A8 and 6, and df denotes standard
surface measure on S™~!; the slashed integral in (G) and throughout this paper denotes mean
value. We note thatl |[R(r)| < cw(r), but the matrix R need not be symmetric. In [9] we found
that, if the dynamical system (&) is uniformly stable as ¢ — oo, then a weak solution of (II) must
be Lipschitz continuous at = 0. In this paper, we do not assume (@l is uniformly stable, but
seek an estimate on the growth of the gradient of a weak solution.

To formulate our main result, for a square matrix M let u[M] denote the largest eigenvalue of
the symmetric matrix (M + M*)/2, where M* denotes the adjoint (i.e. transpose) of M.

Theorem 1. Under the above conditions on a;j, if u € HY?(By) is a weak solution of (), then

1/2
(7) (fr<m<2r|VU(x)|2 dgc> < cllullL2(s,) exp (/Tl ul—R(p)] d_pp) for0<r<1/2.

We will give an example in Section [B] that shows the estimate () is sharp. The proof of (7)) will
only concern 0 < r < rq for rg sufficiently small, since (@) is clearly true for ro < r < 1. Under
additional assumptions on the a;;(x) for x # 0, it is possible to replace the left hand side of (7))
by a local pointwise estimate; see, for example, Theorem 2 in [I0]. While our motivation for this
study was to estimate the growth of the gradient of solutions, Theorem [ also applies to decay.
In particular, if

(8) / U=R()] % oo asT 0,

then the L?-mean of the gradient of solutions must vanish as r — 0. In fact, in [9] it was shown
that () implies the stronger conclusion that u is differentiable at z = 0 and Vu(0) = 0.
Let us make some additional comments. First of all, let us denote our estimator by

) Br) = o | ) L.

If u[—R(r)] > 0, then E(r) is nonincreasing in r, and we may have E(r) — oo as r — 0, but not
quickly since u[—R(r)] — 0 as r — 0. Similarly, if u[—R(r)] < 0, then E(r) is nondecreasing in r,
and when (B]) occurs we have E(r) — 0 as r — 0, but not quickly. In fact, for any 0 < A < 1, we
can check that E(r)r~> is decreasing and E(r)r~> is increasing on 0 < r < rq for 7o sufficiently
small. Since we could replace By in () by By,, we will simply assume

(10) E(r)r~ is decreasing and E(r)r” is increasing for 0 < r < 1.
Secondly, regarding the proof, we will write the weak solution « in the following form:
(11a) u(z) = uo(Jz]) + ¥(|z|) - x + w(x) for 0 < |z| < 1,

1Throughout this paper we use ¢ to denote a constant that does not depend upon the solution u but whose
value may change with each occurence.
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where

(11D) wol(r) ;:/SHu(m) a8, v (r) = ;/Smu(re) 0ndb, O = ai/|al,
and

(11c) /S w(rf)d =0 _/S W) s for k=1,...,m.

We shall show that the functions ¥ and '’ satisfy a 2n-dimensional dynamical system that depends
on w, and that w satisfies a Poisson equation that depends on #,7’; this enables us to obtain
estimates on ¥, ¥’, and Vw, and then we are able to estimate u(,. In the estimates for w, we will
use LP-means over annuli: for f € H,?(R"\{0}) where 1 < p < 00, let us define

Loc

1/p
(12) My(f,r) = (fA |f(z)|P dw) , where A, ={z e R" :r < |z] < 2r}.

The f in (I2) may be scalar or vector-valued. Using this notation, (7)) may be written
(13) My(Vu,r) < cE(r) |lull g2,y for 0 <r <1/2.

2. ESTIMATES FOR AN n-DIMENSIONAL DYNAMICAL SYSTEM

If we let Ry(t) = R(e™?) for R(t) as in (@) and w(t) = w(e™?), then we can write the dynamical
system (] as

(14) % =—Ri(t)¢p fort>0,

where |R1(t)| < cw(t) for t > 0. If we take scalar product with ¢ on both sides of (Id), we obtain

%% 162 = —(Rud, &) = —%([Rl(t) + Ri (1)), ).

Using the variational characterization of the largest eigenvalue of a symmetric matrix, we have

1d
Sq |o]> < u[-Ri(t)] 9],

and we can integrate this differential inequality to obtain
t
601 < o) exo [ sl-mu(oas).
0
If we define

t

(15) ) = B = ([ u-mais)as).
0

then we have proved the following:

Proposition 1. The fundamental matriz @ for [[d) with ®(0) = I satisfies the following:

(16) |P(t)] < E(t) fort>0
and
' £(t)
(17) |®(t) D (s)] < exp </ u[—R1(v)] dv> = Z6)’ for0 < s <t.
Of course, the fundamental matrix ® is useful in solving the nonhomogeneous equation
d
(18) P4 Ral)o = 1(0).

dt
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Corollary 1. If E71(t) f(t) € L*(0,00) then the solution ¢ of [AR) satisfies
[6(t)] < () (I6(0)] + 1€ Fll ) -

Proof. This follows immediately from ([I7) and the variation of constants formula:

ott) = 2(0) (90) + | "o (s) 1) is).

3. ESTIMATES FOR A 2n-DIMENSIONAL DYNAMICAL SYSTEM

In this section we consider the 2n x 2n system on (0, o)

w36 5 m0() -

where 1) R is a 2n x 2n matrix of the form

(19D) R(t) = (228 gzgg) with |R;(1)] < @(t) on 0 < t < o,
and ii) F' = (I, F») satisfies
(19¢) E7'F € LY0,00),

and there exists § > 0 so that for any choice of « € [n — d,n) there is a constant ¢, so that
o0
(19d) ea‘t/ |Fa(s)le™ P ds < cquw(t)E() for 0 <t < oco.
t
We want 9 to satisfy the “finite energy condition”

(20) /O ([0 + [0 ?)e ™ dt < oo.

Proposition 2. Under the above hypotheses, all solutions (¢,) of [[Q) that satisfy @) must
satisfy the following estimates:

(21a) 6(t)] < cE(t)(ca +16(0)] + |E7 F1| 1)

(21b) ()] < cw(t) E()(ca + [¢(0)] + €7 Fl 1)

Proof. As in the previous section, we let ® denote the fundamental solution for ¢ + R1¢ = 0 on
[0,00) with ®(0) = I. We need to estimate the fundamental solution W(t) for ¢ + Ryt) = 0 with
W(0) = I. Since w(t) — 0 ast — oo and [~ @?(t) dt < oo, for any § € (0,1) we have w(t) < §
and ftio < ¢ for ty sufficiently large. Without loss of generality, we will assume that

(22) @(t) <5 and / T =2ty dt < 6.
0

Note that this 6 can be made small independent of other constants that may appear. We can
now use Gronwall’s inequality to conclude

(23) W) (s)| < el for t,s > 0.

Applying variation of constants in the first equation in ([9al), we can write

(24a) o(t) = B(1)6(0) + B(t) / &1 (s)(Fy(s) — Ra(s)i(s)) ds.
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Variation of constants in the second equation in (I9al) combined with ([20)) yields

(24b) W(t) = e (1) / T (5) (Ra ()6(s) — Fa(s)) e ds.
t

If we plug (24D) into ([24a) we obtain the following equation for ¢:

(25a) ¢(t) + So(t) = no(t) + mu(t) + na(t),

where

o) = ~a(0) [ & (5) Rals) € W(s) / "0 0) Ry(0) 6(0) e dv ds,
(25b) ) =200, mO) =) [ $ s,

n2(t) = () /0 ®1(s) Ro(s) €™ W(s) /00 T (v) Fy(v) e ™ dvuds.

We want to show (23] has a solution ¢ and estimate it in terms of w, &, and F.
Let X = C([0,00),R™) with the norm

(26) lloll x ::sup{%:0<t<oo}.

Assume [|¢||x =1, so |¢(t)] < E(t). Using this, (I7), and (23]), we obtain the estimate

1So(t)] < t|‘1>(t)‘1>’1(5)IRz(S)Ie(""”S me(é’”)“lR (v)|€(v) dvds
L, o) [

< cE() /0 (E(5) T w2(s) 0 / " eG-mvg () du ds.

S

Regarding the last integral, we can use integration by parts to obtain

0 (6—n)s 0
/ eG-mvg () do = S ) 15 / CmMVE (W) pl= R (v)] do.

R n—2>o n—24J,

But, using |p[—R1(t)]| < cw(t) and 22)), we can take § small enough that

(6—n)s 0
e 5(3) 1 5/ e(&—n)vg(v) dv.

n—2a n—2aJ,

/ eO=MvE(v) dv <

S

By iterating this, we obtain

(28) / eO=MVE W) dv < ce®M3E(s).

S

Using this in (27]) we obtain

1S6(1)] < cé'(t)/o =2(s)ds < cE(t) .

Taking § < ¢!, we indeed have || S| x—x < 1. To verify that 1,71 € X we use Proposition [
and Corollary [Il to conclude

[m0(t) +m ()] < () (|9(0)] + € Ful 1) -
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To show 72 € X, we use (I7), [28), and ([19d) with « = n — § to estimate
t fe%e]
[n2(t)] < cg(t)/ (E(s)) " w(s) e("_‘s)s/ (0= Fy(v)dvds
0 s

< cS(t)/O (E(5) " o 2(5) ds < con £(1).

We conclude that there is a solution ¢ € X of (20) satisfying ([2Ia). Using (24D) we find ¢ and
hence the solution (¢,%) of (IJ). To estimate ¢ we use (I9d), (240), and ([2Ia) to obtain

(1)) < e / " e () ()| + | Fals)]) ds
< cw(t) EH) (co + [6(0)] + [E7 Rl 1)

which is (210). O

4. POTENTIAL THEORY ESTIMATES

In the proof of Theorem [0l we will encounter the equation —Aw = g in R™\{0}, where
g is a distribution with certain orthogonality properties that we will now describe. For f €
L;,.(R™\{0}), let us define

(29) Pf(rd) = fsnilf(r(b) do + n@kf

Using

61 f(re) do.

Sn

1
f 9k92d9:_5k£ fork,é:l,...,n,
Sn—1 n

we see that P?2f = Pf, and Pf is the projection of f onto the functions on S™~! spanned by
1,0y,...,0,. Let us define

(30) f(ro)t == f(r0) — Pf(r6).

To control the growth of solutions near x = 0 we will not only use the LP-mean over annuli as

defined in ([I2)), but the following to control first and second derivatives:
(31) Ml,p(fu r) i =rMp(Vw,r) +Mp(w7r)
Mo, (f,r) : = r*M,(D?*w,r) + My ,(w,r).

The two equations that we want to solve are

(32a) —Aw=f* in R"\{0}
and
(32D) — Aw = [divf]* in R"\{0}.

In both cases, we will obtain w through convolution with the fundamental solution I'(|z|) for —A.
The following was proved in [9] (see Propositions 1 and 2).

Proposition 3. Letn >2 and 1 < p < 0.
a) If f € LY (R™"\{0}) satisfies

Loc

/ |f ()] |z|* dz < 0o and / If ()] 2|7 da < o0,
|z|<1 |z|>1
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then convolution by T' defines a solution w € H,?P(R™\{0}) of BZa) satisfying

Loc
My p(w,r) < c (T”/ My(f.p) p" dp+ 7"2/ My(f,p)p~" dp> :
0 r
b) If f= (f:) with f; € L% _(R™\{0}) satisfies
/ |f(2)||z|dz < 0o and / |F(2)| |z da < oo,
lz|<1 |z|>1

then convolution by T' defines a solution w € H,"?(R™\{0}) of B2h) satisfying

loc
M p(w,r) <ec (r‘"/ Mp(ﬁp) p" dp+7“2/ Mp(ﬁp) p~? dp) )
0 T

The proof of this proposition in [9] uses an expansion of T" in spherical harmonics. For example,
for |z| < |y|, T'(Jx — y|) can be written as a convergent serie

o0 N (k)
|z[* A X
(33) Tz —yl) =) Ty2E > ko Prom () o () 5
k=0 m=1
where @y, for m =1,..., N(k) is an orthonormal basis for the space H (k) of spherical harmonics

of degree k, N(k) = dim(H(k), & = x/|z|, and ay,m are certain coefficients.

5. PROOF OF THEOREM 1

We assume that u € H'?(B;) is a weak solution of (). If we introduce a smooth function
x(r) satisfying x(r) =1 for 0 <r <1/4 and x(r) =0 for r > 1/2, then
0;(aij0i(xu)) = 0;(ai;x'0:u) + X'0;a:;05u,
where (using the definition of weak solution)
/ x’ﬁj aijaiu dr = / aij&-u an dr = 0.
Bl Bl

To use the results of the previous section, we need a problem defined on R", so let us extend a;
and w(r) to R™ by defining

(34) a;j(z) = 0;; for || >1 and w(r) =w(l) for r > 1.
Now let us consider the problem

(35a) 0j(ai;(x) 0;u) = divf + fo, for z € R,
where

(35Db) fii=aijX'0iu and fo:=x'0;a;;0;u

are supported in 1/4 < |z < 1/2 and satisfy

(35¢) 1fllz2 + [ folle < cllullara(s, ) < cllulle>s,),

where we have also used the Cacciopolli inequality, Moreover, as observed above, we have

(35d) fo(z)dx = 0.
R'Vl
We want u € H2(R™) to be a weak solution of (B5al) in the form

(36) u(z) = uo(|z]) + 0(|z|) - 2 + w(x) for x € R"\{0},

2We note that the coefficients ak,m were unfortunately omitted in the corresponding formula (29) in [9].
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where the ug, ¥ and w still satisfy the conditions (11D} and ([IId), In particular, if we let C5°(R™
denote the smooth functions with compact support, we have

(37) / a;j(z) O;ud;ndr = fiOindx — fondz for all n € CF°(R™).
n Rn R'Vl

After we find @ and estimates on ug, ¥, and w, we will show u = x u.
If we plug (IIal) into 1) and take n = n(r), we obtain (cf. (55a) in [9]):

)
(382)  a(r)up(r) +rAr) - (1) +5(r) - 50) + p[Vul(r) = ) + 71 / Tolo)o" L dp,
where

a(r) :/ a;;(r0)6;0; dsg, B (1) :f a;j(r0)8;0;6 dsg,
Sn—1 Sn—1
(38b) ~; (1) :f a;;(r0)0; dsg, p[Vw](r) :f a;;(r0) O;w(rd) 0; dsg,
S'n.fl Snfl

o= seowds, T = fatroas
Using (@), for 0 < r < 1 we see that these coefficients satisfy

ja(r) = 11, 16)], [7(r)] < w(r)
PVl <o) Vulds,

while for r > 1 we have a(r) =1 and Bi(r) = v,(r) = p[Vw](r) = 0. Without loss of generality,
we may assume «(r) > 0 for all » > 0.

Similarly, we can take n = n(r)z, in [B1) and obtain a second-order liner system of ODEs. But
we can use (38a) to eliminate up and then reduce the second-order system for ¥ to a first-order
system for (¢, ¥,.); of course these systems also depend on w. The first-order system is simplified if
we change the independent variable to t = —logr € (—o0, 00). This brings the dynamical system
(@) into play. If we follow the calculations in [9], we find that the first-order system for (¥, @)
that depends on w may be converted to the form

d
(39) pn <f;) + (8 _% I) (i) +R() (f;) = F(t,Vw) + G(1),
where R(t) = 0 for t < 0, but for ¢ > 0 it is of the form (I9b]) with

(38c¢)

Ry(t) :f (A(r0) —nA(r0)0 @ 0) df (1 + O(w?(t)) ast — oo.
Sn—1
The term F'(t, Vw) vanishes for ¢ < 0, but

(40) |F(t, V)| gcw(t)f Vw|ds for t > 0,
S’nfl

and the term G(t) comes from fand fo, so is supported in log2 < t < 2log 2 and we can estimate

(41) 1€ Gl < e (I fllz2 + [l foll ).
Moreover, the relationship between (¢, 1) and (¥, ;) satisfies:

(2 (0) - ("5 ) < emto (1901 1001+ f_ vwias)

Now, given w with certain properties, we solve ([B9) with initial conditions ¢(0) = 0 = ¢(0) to
find ¢, and hence U, #,.. However, we need to separately control the dependence of ¥ on w, so
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let us write ¥ = U 4+ ¥° where ¢" is the solution with G = 0 and ¢'° is the solution with F' = 0.
Similarly, when we use ([B8al) to solve for ug in terms of ¥ and w, we want to write ug = uf + ug
where uf depends on w (including ), while u§ is independent of w:

uy = () + () = o=t (—rf- (@) ~7 -5 — p[Vu))
ot (Foy e [ Tt do - o0y - 70
Finally, let us find the PDE that w must satisfy. As in [9], let us introduce the matrix
(43) Qij(2) = aij(x) — dij,

which satisfies |€2;;(z)] < w(|z|) for |z| < 1 and Q(z) = 0 for |x| > 1. Recalling that Pw = 0 and
the notation [B0), we find that w satisfies
Aw + [div(QVw)][* + [div(QV(F - 2))]* + [div(QV (uo)] " = [0:f: + fo] -
But we want to write this as
) Aw + [div(QVw)]* + [div(QV(TY - 2))]* + [div(QV (u@)]F =
[0ifi + fo — div(QV(7° - 2)) — div(QV (uf)] ™.

If we apply A~! (i.e. convolution by the fundamental solution) to both sides of (@4]), we obtain

(45a) w+ Ty (w) + To(w) + Ts3(w) =&,

where

(45D) Ty (w) = A [div(QVw)]*

(45¢) To(w) = A [div(QV(TY - z))] "

(45d) Ty(w) = A [div(QV (u@)]*

(45¢) E=ATY0fi + fo — div(QV(T° - 2)) — div(QV (ud)] " .

We want to show that ([@H]) admits a solution w € Y, where Y denotes those functions in y €
HY2(R™\{0}) for which the following norm is finite:

M, oy, M, o (y,
(16) lolly = sup ST g 22l0e7),

<r<i W(T)TE(T) r>1 or—n

Here § > 0 will be small, but we may still assume w(t) satisfies (22)). For w(r) this means w(r) < §

and fol wW2(r)r~tdr <§ for0<r <1.
We need to show £ € Y and that each of the mappings 7; : ¥ — Y is small. For future
reference, we note that y € Y implies

wr)E(r) |lylly 0<r<1

47 My(Vy,7) <
0 A {M‘"—wyu P>l

First let us confirm that T3 : ¥ — Y with small norm. Let y € Y with [jy|]ly < 1. Use
Proposition Bl with f = QVy to conclude

M o(Th(y),r) < c (r"/ My(QVy,p) p" dp + TQ/ M3 (Q2Vy, p) p2dp) :
0 T
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For any function y € Hé 2(R™\{0}), note that My(QVy,r) = 0 for r > 1 and My(QVy,r) <
w(r) Ma(Vy,r) for 0 < r < 1; but for y € Y with ||y]ly < 1 this last estimate becomes
My(QVy,r) < w?(r) E(r). Consequently, for 0 < r < 1 we have

T 1
(48)  Mya(Ti(y),r) <o < | 0o+ i® [ o) B dp> .
0 T
Similar to (28)), we can integrate by parts to show
(49) rfn/ E(p)p™dp < cr E(r).
0

We can use this, the monotonicity of w, and ([22) to estimate the first integral in [@8]):
= [ wP0) Bl do < e5tr)r B)
We can also use @) and ([I0) to eostimate the second integral in (8]
r? /1 W (p) E(p)p~? dp < 672w (r)r T E(r) r /1 p~ T dp,
where we have chosren 0 < A < k. We can evaluate this last integr;I to obtain
r? /1 Wi(p) E(p)p2dp < %)\ w(r)r E(r) (1 4+ < cdw(r)r E(r).
Meanwhile for TT> 1, we have
Mio(Ti(y),r) <er™ /01 Mo (QVy, p)p"dp < c6*r™™ /01 E(p)p"dp < cé*r "

These estimates together show || 11 (y)|ly < c¢d. Taking § small enough, we have |13 ||y-y < 1/3.
For T5 we need to use Proposition 2l to obtain estimates on ¢¥ for y € Y, so let us first confirm
that F(t, Vy) in (39) satisfies the conditions (I9d) and (19d). For ([I3d) we use [{@Q), to compute

/0 E7L(t) |F1(t,Vy)|dt§/ & (t)w(t)fwymodt

0
:c/E f|Vy|d9

0o 9
:cZ/ f|Vy|d9
j=07/2777"

But @) and (I0) imply that for 27771 < r < 277 we have E~1(r) < 22 E~}(2777!) and w(r) <
2177 w(27971), so

/ ET(t) |Fi(t, Vy)|dt < ¢ ZE 2 Vw2771 My (Vy, 2791

7=0

<cZE 2791 w(27971) My(Vy, 279)

<c ;Ouﬂ(z-j-l) oty <e ([ 2ar) 1oty

Hence we have confirmed ([I9d) with
(50) IETH (@) Fi(t, Vi)llLr0,00) < cOllylly
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To confirm (I9d) and estimate ¢, for @ € [n — §,n), we use the same tools to compute

o0 T d
et [CIF Tyl ds = [ w(p)fivilaspn 2
t 0 p

_ - dp

<ecr O‘w(r)z |Vy|db p* —

j=072 P

<ecr %w(r) Z My (Vy, 2777 r) (2797r)

=0

277y

—j—1p

<er “w(r) Z Ms(Vy, 2_j_1r) (2_jr)a
j=0

< er e w(n) Jyly S w @) BRI ) (279 e

Jj=0

<erew(r) lylly / ") E(p) " o

<er w0 B0 2 ol [ o dp
0
= cw’(r) B(r) llyly = e () E@®) Iylly-
We conclude that (I9d)) holds with
(51) ca =cdylly-

Now let us confirm 7% : Y — Y with small norm. We want to use Proposition Bl with

—

f = QV(@Y - z), so we need to estimate Ma(V (7Y - z)) for || < 1. Using (@2) and then
Proposition 2l with (B0) and (&1]) we have

V(@ 2)| < clrl(T)] + 07]) < e(1+ () (0] + [0"(0)]) + ca(e) {1V db
< co8t) lylly = 6 () Iyl

Assuming ||y|ly <1 and applying Proposition [ we have for 0 < r < 1

T 1
My o(Tolyl,r) < co <T”/ w(p)E(p)p" dp + 7“2/ w(p)E(p) p~° dp>
0 I
<cdw(r)r E(r)
where we have used ([@9)), @), and (I0)) as we did for T;. Meanwhile, for r > 1 we have

1
My 5(Toly],r) < cd? r_"/ E(p)p"dp < cd®r .
0

So || T2[y]lly < ¢d and by taking § small enough we can arrange ||T2|y—y < 1/3.
The last map to consider is T3, so we need to estimate M>(Vug,r) for 0 < r < 1. Recall that

u§ comes from (B8a) without f and fo, so
IVug(r)] < e (w(r) r (@) (r)] +w@)|T¥(r)] + p[Vw](r)) < cdw(r) B(r) [lylly.

The rest of the proof that ||T5]|y—y < 1/3 is the same as for T5.
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Finally we need to confirm that £ € Y. We take the terms one at a time. For & = A~! [divfﬂ]L
where f € L?(R™) has support in 1/4 < |z| < 1/2, we apply Proposition 3b to conclude

cllfllr? 0<r<1
c||f||Lzr_" r> 1.

Mi2(&1,7) < {

Similarly, for & = A7'[fy]* where fo € L?(R") has support in 1/4 < |z| < 1/2, we apply
Proposition 3a to conclude
cllifollzzr®>  0<r<i1

My 2(&2,1) < Mao(&a,7) < _
cllifollpzr™™ r>1.

For & = A7L[div(QV(7° - 2)]*, we need to estimate Mo(V(7° - z),7) for 0 < r < 1. But by
Proposition 2 applied to 39) with F' = 0 and G satisfying [#I), we know that
IV(@*°-z)| < c(lo@)] + [L(E)) < c(Iflle2 + [ foll £2)-

This enables us to estimate (using tricks as above)
T 1
Mol < e (Il + Lll) ([ wlo) B o+ 12 [ o) Bl 072 )
0 r

<ec (HJiHL? + I follzz)w(r)r E(r) 0<r <1,
LUl D follpe) rm™ r>1.

Finally, for & = A~div(QV(u)]* we need to estimate M(V(ug),r) for 0 < r < 1. But from
([B8a) we know

i) ) = a0 [ F = [ Talordo).

which has support in 1/4 < r < 1/2, so Mj 2(&4,7) satisfies the same estimates as for My 2(&1,7)
and Mj 2(&1,7). We summarize this by

(52) lelly < e (IFz2 + [l follz2) < ellullzes,)-

We have shown that there exists w € Y with ||w||y < c||u||z2(p,) such that the function u(x) as
in (B0)) is a weak solution of ([B5a). Moreover, u satisfies the desired estimate () since Ma(ug,r),
My(r v, r), May(Vw,r) < cw(r) E(r) ||ul|12(p,) and Ma(¥,r) < c E(r) ||ul|£2(,)- It only remains

to show that & = xu. But z = u — xu is a solution of 9;(a;;0;u) = 0 in R™ that vanishes at
infinity, so z = 0 by the maximum principle. O

6. THE GILBARG-SERRIN EXAMPLE

In [6], Gilbarg and Serrin considered coefficients of the form
(53) a;j(r,0) = 8;; + g(r) 8;0;, where r = |z| and 6; =z, /r.

They assumed ¢(r) is a bounded function satisfying g(r) > —1 + ¢, which guarantees uniform
ellipticity. In [9] it was shown that the system (I4]) reduces to the scalar equation

dp n-—1
54 — = t) ¢.
(54) it O
There is no matrix, so the unique “eigenvalue” of —R(r) is "T_l g(r) and

By =o [ [ 2004
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In [I0] it was shown that, provided g(r) has finite variation on (0, 1), then there is a solution of
@ of the form (IIa)) with ug =0,

—1 rt
n_/ Mdp} (14+0(1))) asr—0,
r P
and w satisfying My(Vw,r) < cw(r) E(r). Here €; is any one of the n coordinate unit vectors,

so we have |[t] = ¢ E(r)(1 4 o(1)) and we see that the estimate (7)) in Theorem 1 is sharp in this
case.

(55) U(r) = cé€jexp [ -
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