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Mean oscillation gradient estimates for elliptic
systems in divergence form with VMO coefficients

Luc Nguyen *

Dedicated to Professor Duong Minh Duc on the occasion of his 70th birthday

Abstract

We consider gradient estimates for H' solutions of linear elliptic systems
in divergence form OQ(A%ﬁ dsu’/) = 0. It is known that the Dini continuity of

coefficient matrix A = (A%B ) is essential for the differentiability of solutions.
We prove the following results:

(a) If A satisfies a condition slightly weaker than Dini continuity but stronger

than belonging to VMO, namely that the L? mean oscillation w A2 of A

satisfies

2 t R
Xapo = limsupr/ wA;( ) exp (C’*/ LQ(S) ds) dt < oo,
r t

r—0 S

where C is a positive constant depending only on the dimensions and the
ellipticity, then Vu € BMO.

(b) If X492 =0, then Vu € VMO.
(c) If A€ VMO and if Vu € L*°, then Vu € VMO.

(d) Finally, examples satisfying X 4 o = 0 are given showing that it is not pos-
sible to prove the boundedness of Vu in statement (b), nor the continuity
of Vu in statement (c).

1 Introduction
Let n > 2, N > 1 and consider the elliptic system for u = (u!,... , u")

Ou(Af95w?) =0 in By, i=1,...,N, (1.1)
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where By is the ball in R" of radius four and centered at the origin, and the coefficient
matrix A = (Af;ﬁ ) is assumed to be bounded and measurable in B, and to satisfy, for
some positive constants A\ and A,

|A(z)| < A forae. x € By, (1.2)
/B A‘;}B@ngj ' do > )\||V<p||%2(34) for all p € Hy(By). (1.3)

It is well known that if the coefficient matrix A belongs to C"%(B,) then every
solution u € H'(By) of (ILI) belongs to CL%(By); see e.g. Giaquinta [13, Theorem 3.2]
where the result is attributed to Campanato [7] and Morrey [23]. It was conjectured
by Serrin [24] that the assumption u € H'(By) can be relaxed to u € W(B,). This
has been settled in the affirmmative by Brezis [2,3]. (See Hager and Ross [14] for the
relaxation from v € H'(By) to u € W'P(By) for some 1 < p < 2.) Moreover, in [2,3],
it was shown that if A satisfies the Dini condition

/0 WAt(t) dt <oo where wa(r):=  sup  |A(z) — A(y)], (1.4)

z,y€Ba,|z—y|<r

then every solution u € W1 (By) of (IT]) belongs to C*(Bsy). For related works on the
differentiability of weak solutions under suitable conditions on wg, see also [15,21122].

Differentiability of weak solutions under weaker Dini conditions involving integral
mean oscillation of A has also been studied. For 0 < r < 2, let

eatr) = swp { s [ 1) — A Pay}
r) ;= sup y) =A@ dy
4 TE€B2 |B( | By (x)
=S 2| dy,
WA(T> mélBP; ‘B | )Br()| Yy
A)p,.(z) i= / y)dy, 0<r <2
( )B() |B( )] (@) ()

In Li [20] it was shown that if

/2 Wt(t) dt < oo, (1.5)

then every solution u € H'(By) of (LI belongs to C*(B;). In Dong and Kim [12]
(see also [9]), this conclusion was shown to remain valid under the weaker condition
that

/2 WAT(t)dt < . (1.6)



(Note that the finiteness of | ’ w“(t dt or 02 %“t(t dt implies that A is continuous.)
The Dini condition (4] and its integral variants (L)), (IL6) are phenomenolog-

ically sharp for the differentiablity of weak solutions of (L.I]). In Jin, Maz'ya and

van Schaftingen [17] examples of continuous coefficient matrices A with moduli of

continuity w4 (t) ~ as t — 0 were given showing the following phenomena:

|1 t|

e there exists a solution u € Wh!(By) of (1)) such that u € WP(By) for all
p € [1,00), and Vi € BMOyo(By) but Vu & L2 (By) and Vu ¢ VMOye(By) [l

e there exists a solution v € Wt

(By) of () such that u € WHP(By) for all
p € [1,00) but Vu ¢ BMO\oc(Bs).

In this paper, we consider mean oscillation estimates for Vu when A slightly fails
the Dini conditions (L), (L3) and (L6). For 1 < p < oo, let wy, : (0,2] — [0, 00)
denote the LP mean oscillation of A:

waplr) = sup {2 AW) - (WP dy}
A R B @) Jp ) W

It is clear that ws 1 = wa, wa2 < G4, wa,p is non-decreasing in p, and wy, < wy for
all p € [1,00).
We now state our first result.

Theorem 1.1. Let A = (Af;ﬁ) satisfy (L2) and (IL3]). There ezists a constant C, > 0,
depending only on n, N, A and X such that if

2 : 2
X4 :=lim supr/ waa(t) exp (C’*/ wA’z(S) ds) dt < oo, (1.7)
r t

r—0 t2

then every solution uw € H'(By) of (L) satisfies Vu € BMOyo(Bs). Moreover, if
Xa2 =0, (1.8)
then every solution u € HY(By) of (L) satisfies Vu € VMOyye(Bs).
Note that condition (L.7)) implies that wa(t) = 0ast — 0ie. A € VMO (Ba).

Remark 1.2. Let 1 < p < oo. Theorem L1l remains valid if wa o is replaced by wa
and the regularity assumption v € HY(By) is replaced by u € WYP(By), where the
constant C, is now allowed to depend also on p. For p > 2, this follows from the
inequality was < wa, for those p. For 1 < p < 2, see Proposition [2.3.

!The statement that Vu ¢ VM Oyee(B2) is not explicitly stated in [17], but can be seen from the
proof of Proposition 1.5 therein.



It is clear that if wy o satisfies (L)), then it satisfies (I.8)) (and hence (L7T)). The
following lemma gives examples which satisfy (L8) but not necessarily (IL3]).

1

1 1 1
Lemma 1.3. Iflimsupwas(t)In— < —, then X0 = 0. IflirtniglfwAg(t) ln; > Yol
- *

t—0 t C*
then X 49 = 00.

We note that, in case wao(t)Ing — 0 as ¢ — 0, the BMO regularity of Vu was
proved by Acquistapace [I]. (See also [16].)
By Lemma [[.3] an explicit example of wy o satisfying (L8] (for any constant C.)

but not (LH) is
1
In % (In1n 81)5”

In addition, unlike (ICH]) or (LA), (L8) does not imply that A is continuous, e.g.

B € (0,1].

UJAQ(t) ~

64

A%ﬁ(a:) = (2 +sinlnlnln 2]

)30,
(This can be checked using the fact that the function s +— sins is Lipschitz on
R and the fact that the function z — {((z) := Inln ln% has L? mean oscillation

wea(t) ~ prerger)
When A is merely of vanishing mean oscillation, we have the following result.

Theorem 1.4. Let A = (A‘;;»B) belong to VMO(By) and satisfy (L2)) and (L3)). Then
every solution u € Wh=(By) of (1) satisfies Vu € VMO(By).

The obtained regularity in the above theorems appears sharp. As in [I7], coun-
terexamples can be produced to show that, under (L.§)),

e solutions of (LT)) may not have bounded gradients (though their gradients are
of vanishing mean oscillation by Theorem [L.]),

o W1 solutions of (1)) may not be differentiable (though their gradients are of
vanishing mean oscillation by Theorem [[.4]).

Proposition 1.5. There ezist a coefficient matric A = (A%B) € C(By) satisfying
(L2), (L3) and ([LY) and a solution u € H*(By) of (1) such that Vu € VMO(By)
but Vu ¢ L2 (Bs).

loc

Proposition 1.6. There ezist a coefficient matric A = (A%B) € C(By) satisfying
(L2), (L3) and [LI) and a solution uw € H*(By) of (1) such that Vu € L>®(B,) N



Theorem [Tl and Theorem [[L4] are consequences of the following proposition on
the mean oscillation of the gradient Vu in terms of the L? mean oscillation w a2 of A.

Proposition 1.7. Let A = (A%B) satisfy (L2)) and ([IL3)). Then there exists a constant
C, > 0, depending only onn, N, A and )\ such that for every u € H'(By) satisfying
(L) and for 0 <r < R/4 < 1/2, there hold

n R
|Vul? de < C*Z exp (QC’*/ waa(t) dt)/ |Vul? dz, (1.9)
By R 2r t Br

and

n+2
Vu — (Vu),[*dr < C*Tn / |Vul? drx
B, R /gy,

X {/R wAt’Z(t> exp (C'* /R WA’E(S) ds) dt}2, (1.10)

where (Vu), = ‘B—lr| fBr Vudzr for 0 <r < 2.
Moreover, if u € Wh*°(By), then, for 0 <r < R/4 <1/2,

Co™ 2 Fwas(t) V2
Vu — (Vu), [ de < = s dt Vul?. 111
[ 1vu e < SEe{ M a) v

Remark 1.8. Let 1 < p < 2. Under an additional assumption that [Algymos,) i
sufficiently small, the estimates in Proposition[1.7] hold if wa o is replaced by w4, and
the reqularity assumption w € H'(By) is replaced by u € W'P(By,). We do know know
if this smallness assumption can be dropped except for p close to 2. See Proposition
2.3

Acknowledgment. The author would like to thank Professor Yanyan Li for drawing
his attention to the problem.

2 Proof of the main results

Proof of LemmalL.3. We claim: For § € (0,1) and a € (0, 00), the limit

N ’ 1 1 a—1
L, =limsupr i t—2(lng) dt

r—0

satisfies L, = o0 ifa>1,L,=1ifa=1and L, < (ln%)“_1 ifa <1.

>



When a = 1, the claim is clear. By integrating by parts, we have

é 5
1 1.4 1 1,119 1 1,0
[ S )t = ——(ln )"~ (a~ 1)/T () 2t (2.1)

If a < 1, we see from (2.I]) that

1,1 51 1
Lo =la~ 1|thUP7“/ tz(ln ;)a_2 dt < la— 1|1imsup/ ;(hn—)“‘2 dt

r—0 r—0 t

g 1
= (ln= a—l‘
, = n3)

To prove the claim in the case a > 1, we may assume without loss of generality that
a < 2. Note that (Z.I)) implies
: 1 1 a—1 J
Lo+ (a—1)L,—1 = limsup r{ ——(In-) } = 00.
r—0 t t r

As L, is finite (as 1 < a < 2), we thus have that L, = co. The claim is proved.
We now apply the claim to obtain the desired conclusions. Consider first the case
that limsup,_,qwas(f)Int < Ci Then there exist ¢ € (0, Ci) and d € (0,1) so that

waz(t) <e(lni)~'in (0,6). For 5 € (0,8), we compute

) 2
Xaz2 = limsupr / wA;(t) exp (C* / waz2(s) ds) dt
r t

r—0 S

a—1

1
= lim sup(ln -)
r—0 t

! ’ 11
<ég(ln g)—c*s exp (C*/ WA,z(S) ds) lim supr/ ~(In>)%=1 gt

k) r—0 t2 t
As Cie < 1, we can apply the claim to obtain
1 2
Xao < 5(1113)_1 exp (C*/ wa2(s) ds)

5 S

1 1 > waa(s)
< g(ln = —1+Cie(] —Clie */ A2 ds ).
5(:(15) (né) exp (C ; s)

Sending 5 — 0, we obtain that X4 = 0.
Consider next the case that iminf, ,owa42(t) ln% > Ci Then there exist b > Ci

and ¢ € (0,1) so that wao(t) > b(In 1)~ in (0,6). We then have
5 2
t
Xa2=lim supr/ wA’Z( ) exp (C’*/ waa(s) ds) dt
r t t S

r—0

1 ? 1 1
> b(hl —)—C*b exp (C*/ %(S) dS) lim supr/ t_2(ln _)C*b—l dt.
6 T

) S r—0 t

As C.b > 1, we deduce from the claim that X4 = 0o as desired. O

6



Proof of Theorem[1.1 and Theorem[I.4 The results follow immediately from Propo-
sition L7 O

In order to prove Proposition [I.7, we need the following estimate for harmonic
replacements. (Compare [5, Lemma 3.5], [19, Lemma 3.1].)

Lemma 2.1. Let A, A satisfy (L2) and (L3) with A being constant in By and f =
(f&) € L*(By). Let R € (0,2) and suppose u,h € H'(Bagr) satisfy

Oa (AP O5u7) = in Bop, i=1,...,N,
Oa( A 05 hﬂ) 0 inBsr, i=1,...,N,
=h on 8B2R.

Then there exists a constant C' > 0 depending only on n, N, A and \ such that

IVt = W)ty < C [0y + B4 = Al ity Vil ).

Proof. In the proof, C' denotes a generic positive constant which depends only on n,
N, A and A. Using that A is constant, we have by standard elliptic estimates that

IV Al 2By < CR ™2V hl|i(gany < CR™?| V] 12,0
Observing that
Oa(A 05(u— h)) = Ou(f + (A= A)i 0sh?) in Bop, i=1,...,N,
we deduce that
IV(u = )| 22(Bygy) < C :||f||L2(B7R/4) + A = All 25,0 VRl 1% (B2 5y0)

+ R—(n+2)/2||u . h||L1(B7R/4):|

<C _Hf||L2(BzR) + R_n/zHA - AHLz(BzR)HquLQ(BzR)

ROy Ry, (2.2)

To estimate ||u — h||11(B,y), fix some ¢ > 0 and consider an auxiliary equation

T i (u — h)] : .
85(AZ]58Q¢): \/m I BQRa .]:17"'7]\[7
¢=0 on 0Byp.



Testing the above against u — h, we obtain

—_ h|2? _ ) .
/ il A2P0,6'95(u — h) da. (2.3)
Bar |u - h‘2 + t2 Bar

As u — h satisfies
Oa(ATP05(u — h)) = Ou(f + (A— A)f0su’)  in Bog, i=1,...,N,

we have

/ AP 05(u — h)Y 0,8 da = / (f& + (A= AP 95u") 000" da. (2.4)
Bar

Baor

Inserting (2.4)) into (2.3) and noting that |[Ve||L=(p,) < CR (as |05(A%50a¢i)| <1),
we arrive at
u— hf?
Bar \/ |u— h[? + 1

A < C[ROD2| £l 25,00 + RIA = Al IVl 2 |

Noting that the constant C' is independent of ¢, we may send ¢ — 0 to obtain
o= Bllss ey < CRO2 ] fll 2y + RVIA = All gz [Vl o] (25)

The conclusion follows from (2.2) and (2.3]). O

Proof of Proposition[1.7]. We only need to give the proof for a fixed R, say R = 2.
Our proof is inspired by that of [20].

In the proof, C' denotes a generic positive constant which depends only on n, N,
A and A. In particular it is independent of the parameter k£ which will appear below.
Also, we will simply write w instead of wy o.

Proof of (L9): For k > 0, let R, = 47% A = (A) By, and hy € H'(Bag,) be the
solution to

8a((14k)%585hkj) =0 in Bng, 1= 1,...,N,

hy =wu on 0Bsp,.

Let ay = Ry "V (u = h) 1284, ) and b = | Vil (s, -
Note that, by triangle inequality, we have

IVull 2, ) < By (ar + b). (2.6)



By elliptic estimates for hy, we have

IVhillr2(Bor, ) < ClIVUllL2(8,4, ) (2.7)
IV k| (B, o) < CRE™ |Vt 12801, ) (2.8)
IV?hill e (i, ) + Bl Vil (B, o) < CRE T2Vl 2y - (29)
By Lemma 2.1
IV (= )| 225y ) < C (2R Vl| 22, - (2.10)
By 2.10) and (27),

RZ/2(ak + bk) < CHquLZ(Bsz)’
By (2.6) and (2.10), we have
IV (= b))l 22(Bg, ) < Cw2RO)|IVull 25y,
< Cw(2R) R (ax + b).

Hence
A1 S Cw(QRk)(ak + bk) (2.11)

Next, we have by (2.10) that

I9 G = )t < 19 0= ) s + 19— B,
< Cw(2Ry)|IVull 228y, )
< Cw(2Ry) Ry (a), + by).

Noting that hj; — hy satisfies
aa((lek)%ﬁaﬁ(hk-l—l - hky) = 80!((;116 - Ak—kl)%ﬁaﬁhk-i-lj) in B2Rk+1v i=1,...,N,

we thus have by elliptic estimates and (2.8) and (2.9) (applied to hi,1) that

IV (ks = Bl () < Cool2Ra) (e + ), (212
Rk—l—lHVz(hk-i-l — hk)HL‘X’(BRkH) S C’w(?Rk)(ak + bk) (2.13)

By [212),
b1 < b + Ow(2Rk)(ak + bk) (2.14)

By (2.11)) and (2.14)), we have
Qg1+ bpy1 < (1 + C(U(QRk))(CLk + bk)

9



We deduce that

k k
ap + b, < H(l + Cw(2R;))(ag + by) < Cexp (CZW(2R]')> |Vull r2(,)
=0 =0
2wt
< Cexp (c/ wit) dt) V|2, (2.15)
oR, b

where we have used the fact that w(t) < Cw(s) whenever 0 < ¢t < s < 4t. We have
thus shown that

> wlt
/ IVu|?dz < CR" exp (0/ w(t) dt) / Vu|? dz for k > 0.
Bg, oR, 1t Br

Estimate (L.9]) is readily seen.

Proof of (LI0): We write

k
hg, = ij where wy = hg, and w; = hg, — hg, , for j > 1.
§=0

Using the estimate ||[V2hpgy||ze(s,) < C||Vul|r2p,) together with (2ZI3) and (2.17),

we have

w(t)

k 2
w(2R;
Vi) = Vi (0] < Ol S 28 e (¢ [ 20 )19
=0 J 2R,

2 (4 2
< C\x|/ % exp (C’/ @ds) dt||Vullr2(s,), (2.16)
2Ry, t

where we have again used the fact that w(t) < Cw(s) whenever 0 < t < s < 4¢. This
implies

||Vh'Rk - Vh'Rk (0) ||L2(BRk)

2 2
< C’R,(C"H)/z/ w(t) exp <C/ w(s) ds) dt||Vul|p2p,).  (2.17)
t

2Ry, t2 S
Combining (ZI7) with ([2I0) and (ZI5), we get
IV = (V)i ey < [0 = Vh Ol
< |V(u—=Vhr)ll2sa,) + [IVu— Vg, (0)| 1255,)
: 2 (4 2
< CR! “’/2/ % exp (C/ @ds) dt{| V]| L2,
t

2Ry,

2
+ CRw(2Ry,) exp <C’/ wit)

=2 dt) [Vull sy (218)
2Ry,

10



As w(2Rk) Cw(t) whenever 2R, <t < 4Ry, we have

- t( ) (C’/t @ ds) dt > W(C?}J;:) exp <C’ /22 @ ds)

Ry

Using this in (2.I8)), we deduce that for £ > 1 that
n 2 ow(t 2 w(s
|Vu = (Vu)g, | 25,y < CREDP / A0 exp (¢ / o) ds ) dt|[Vul 12z,
2R, © t S
Estimate (LI0) follows.

Proof of (IL.IT]): We adjust the proof of (LI0) exploiting the fact that Vu € L*(Bs).

First, using the fact that ay + b, < C’RZ/QHVuHLoo(BZ) in (213) we get instead of
(2.10) the stronger estimate

Vhi, (2) — Vi, (0)] < Cla / ) GV e (2.19)
and so
2
n t
IVhe, = Vig, (0 r2s,,) < CRIHD? / t<2> At ]| V]| oo 1) (2.20)
2Ry

Combining (Z20) with ([210), we get for k£ > 1 that
IVu = (Vu)r |28, < VU= Vher (0)]L2(5g,)
< |V(u—=Vhgr)llr2sa,) + [IVu— Vg, (0)| r255,)

)2 [ w(t)
< CRy —5~ dt[|Vu| Lo (5,)
or, ©

+ CRYPw(2Ry) ||V ul| 1 (5,)

2

n w(t

< CR"? /R %dtHVUHLm(BZ). (2.21)
2Ry

Estimate (LIT]) follows. O

Remark 2.2. If the Dini condition (L) or (L) holds, it can be seen from [2I2)
that {Vh;(0)} converges to some P € RN*" from which it follows that

llm 7’_"/2||Vu — PHL?(BT) = 0,
r—0

yielding the continuity of Vu at the origin. We have thus recovered the results on the
differentiability of H' solutions of Brezis [2,[3] and Li [20)].

11



Proof of Proposition[1.J. We take N = 1 and drop the indices i, j in the expression
of A (so that A = (A*%)). Following [17, Lemma 2.1], we make the ansatz that

a3
A% () = 6° 4 af|af) (67 = T ),

ks

u(z) = x'v(|z]).

Then
+1 n—1
N Aaﬁ — L n / . )
0u(A°°0u) = ! (o' (ja)) + ==/ (el) = “alelyu(le)
Selecting now
1+nln%
a(r) = — ECERERE
(n—1)(In=7)2Inln ==

64
=Inln —
v(r) nln—,

we see that A is continuous in By, satisfies (L2), (L3) and u is an H' solution of
(LI). The matrix A admits a modulus of continuity wa(t) ~ s as t — 0 and
so (L) holds. It is readily seen that u € W'?(B,) for all p € [1,00), Vu € VMO(By)
but Vu ¢ L2 (Bs). O

Proof of Proposition[1.6. Instead of the choice in the proof of Proposition [[.5, we

now choose

sinlnInln & + cosnlnln (1 4+ % + nIn & Inln &)
(n—1)(In%)?(In1n &)2(2 + sinInIn ) ’

a(r) = —

v(r) =2 +sinlnlnln6—.

”
It is readily checked that A is continuous in By, satisfies (L2)), (I3), (LI) and u is
an H' solution of (L)), Vu € L*>(B,) N VMO(B,) but Vu ¢ C(Bsy). O

Finally, we briefly touch on the validity of Theorem [L.I] when wy o is replaced by
wa,p for 1 < p < 2. For this, we only need the following L? version of Proposition [L.7]

Proposition 2.3. Let A = (AZ.B) satisfy (L2)) and (L3). Let 1 < p < 2. Then there
exist constants v > 0 and C, > 0 depending only on n, N, p, A and \ such that,
provided [A]lgaro(Ba) < 7, there hold for every u € WYP(By) satisfying (L) and for
0<r<R/4<1/2 that

R
|Vul|P do < O;; exp (QC’*/2 wA’Tp(t)dt>/3 |Vul|P d, (2.22)
R

T

By

12



and

n+2
/ IVu — (Vu),|P de < C*Tn / |VulP dxx
R Br

X {/R WA;;(LL) exp (C’* /R WA;)( ) ds) dt}2, (2.23)

where (Vu), = \B|fB Vudz for 0 <r < 2.
Moreover, if u € W1(By), then, for 0 <r < R/4 <1/2,

T

Co™ 2 Fwa(t) V2
— Py < =X P p
. [Vu — (Vu),|Pdx < i {/2 3 dt} sg§|Vu| : (2.24)

s

The proof of Proposition 2.3]is the same as that of Proposition [, but now using
the following harmonic replacement estimate:

Lemma 2.4. Let 1 < p < 2. Let A, A satisfy (L2) and (L3) with A being constant
in By and f = (f) € L” (By). Let R € (0,1) and suppose u, h € W'P(Byg) satisfy

On(A Bﬁu])zﬁ in Bsg, i=1,...,N,
Oa(A3 0sh') =0 in Bsg, i=1,...,N,
u=nh ORaBQR

Then there exist constants v > 0 and C' > 0 depending only on n, N,p, A and \ such
that, provided [Alpro(Bag) < 7

||V(u— h)HLp(BgR/Q) < C[Rn(l/p—l/p’)||f||Lp/(BSR + R~ N/PHA A||LP(B3R ||V’u||Lp (Bsg)

Proof. We amend the proof of Lemma 2Tl using L? theories for elliptic systems whose
leading coefficients have small BMO semi-norm A Tn the proof, C' denotes a generic
positive constant which depends only on n, N, p, A and \.

It is known that (see e.g. Dong and Kim [10] 11])@, provided [A]pyo(s,,) < v for
some small enough v depending only on n, N, p, A and A, one has

IVl o () < C (Il ot By + BT PNVl (5 (2.25)

Using that A is constant, we have by standard elliptic estimates that
VAl L (Brny) < CRTPIVA|| o8y < CRTP(V ]| Lo(By)-

2When p is close to 2 such smallness assumption is not needed, see e.g. [6,25].
3For further references, see [4,/5,[8,18,25].

13



Using
Oa(A 05(u— h)) = 0u(f + (A= A)i 0sl?) in Bog, i=1,...,N,
and once again the fact that [A]pyo(s,,) < 7, we have

HV(U - h>HLp(BSR/2) <C _Hf||Lp(B7R/4) + HA - AHLP(B7R/4)||Vh’HL°°(B7R/4)

4 R—(n-i—Pl)/p/ ||u — h||L1(B7R/4)]

<C _R"(l/”_l/p/)!|f||m'( )+ RTPNA = Al o) IV o2

Bar

+ R—(n—i-p/)/p’Hu _ hHLl(BzR)]- (2.26)

To estimate |[u — h|11(p,y,), recall from the proof of Lemma 2.I] the chain of
identities

|U - h|2 1o i j
dx = A5 009 0s(u — h)? dx
Bar |u - h‘2 + 2 Bar

= [ (e A oot d,
Baogr

which imply

ju—hf?
Bar \/|u— h[? + 1

< C[ROD) gy + BIA = Al o) |90 1 1,0

Noting that the constant C' is independent of ¢, we may send ¢ — 0 to obtain

=l s csamy < CROPPT iy + B IA = Aoy |Vl 5] - (227)

Bar

The conclusion follows from (2.25), ([2.26) and (Z.27). O
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