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Global BMO-Sobolev Estimates for Second-Order Linear Elliptic
Equations on Lipschitz Domains

Hongjie Dong; Dachun Yang and Sibei Yang

Abstract. Let n > 2 and Q C R” be a bounded Lipschitz domain. In this article, we establish
first-order global regularity estimates in the scale of BMO spaces on Q for weak solutions to the
second-order elliptic equation div(AVu) = div, f in Q. This is achieved under minimal regularity
assumptions on Q and the coefficient matrix A, utilizing the pointwise multiplier characterization
of the BMO space on Q. As an application, we also obtain global estimates of Vu in the Lebesgue
space L'(Q) when f belongs to the Hardy space on Q.

1 Introduction and main results

Letn > 2 and Q c R" be a bounded Lipschitz domain. In this article, we study the second-order
elliptic equation in divergence form

(1.1) div(AVu) = divf in Q,

with the Dirichlet, the Neumann, or the Robin boundary condition. With minimal regularity as-
sumptions on  and the coeflicient matrix A (see Assumption for the details), we derive
global estimates for Vu in the scale of BMO spaces on Q. As applications, we also establish the
global estimate for Vu in the Lebesgue space L'(Q) when f belongs to the Hardy space on Q.
The global regularity estimates obtained in this article are natural extensions of the known global
Calder6n—Zygmund type estimate

(L.2) IVullr@rny < Cllfllr@irnys

with p € (1,00), where C is a positive constant independent of # and f. Our work extend this
estimate to the endpoint cases of p = oo and p = 1.

To state the main results of this article and related background, we first recall several necessary
concepts and notation. Let n > 2, Q c R" be a domain, and p € [1, co]. Recall that the Lebesgue
space LP(Q) is defined to be the set of all measurable functions f on Q satisfying

1

fg If(x)l”dx]p <o, pellioo)

esssup | f(x)| < oo, p = oo,
xeQ)

(1.3) I ler @) =
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where ess sup,.q|f(x)| denotes the essential supremum of | f| on Q. Moreover, for any givenm € N,
let

(1.4) LP(QR™) = {f := (fir..s fo) - foranyie{l,...,m}, f € L’(Q))
with .
W llzrmrmy = Z fillr (-
i=1

Additionally, we denote by W!P(Q) the Sobolev space on Q, equipped with the norm:

A lwrr @y == Ifllze@) + IV fllr@irny,
where Vf := (fy,,..., fx,) is the gradient of f and {f, }?Zl are the distributional derivatives of f.
Furthermore, Wé "’(Q) is defined to be the closure of C >(Q)in WP(Q), where C o (€2) denotes the
set of all infinitely differentiable functions on Q with compact support contained in €.
We assume that the matrix A := {q;, j}ijl is real-valued, bounded, and measurable and satisfies
the uniform ellipticity condition, that is, there exists a positive constant ug € (0, 1] such that, for
any x € Qand ¢ := (¢1,...,&) € R,

n
(1.5) poll? < " @ j(0E; < g P
ij=1
Letn > 2, Q c R" be a bounded Lipschitz domain, p € [1, o], and f € LP(Q;R"). Denote by Q2
the boundary of Q and v := (vi,...,v,) the outward unit normal to Q. A function u is called a

weak solution of the Neumann problem

(1.6)

div(AVu) =divf inQ,
—=f-v on 9Q

if u € WHP(Q) and, for any ¢ € C(R") (the set of all infinitely differentiable functions on R"),

(L.7) fA(x)Vu(x) -Vo(x)dx = ff(x) - Vo(x)dx.
Q Q

0
Here and thereafter, ﬁ_u := (AVu) - v denotes the conormal derivative of u on 0. The Neumann

v
problem (L.6) is said to be uniquely solvable if, for any given f € LP(Q;R"), there exists u €
whr(Q), unique up to a constant, such that (I7) holds. A function u is called a weak solution of
the Dirichlet problem

(1.8) { div(AVu) = divf inQ,

u=20 on 02

ifue Wé”’ (Q) and (L7 holds for any ¢ € CZ(Q). The Dirichlet problem (L8) is said to be

uniquely solvable if, for any given f € LP(Q;R"), there exists a unique u € Wé’p (Q) such that
(L7 holds for any ¢ € CZ(Q).

The global regularity theory of (non-)linear elliptic equations (or systems) in non-smooth do-
mains is a central and compelling area of research in partial differential equations (see, for instance,
9, [33,/43]]). For the Dirichlet problem (L8], the global Calder6n-Zygmund type estimate
(I2) was obtained in for any p € (1,00) under the assumptions that A € VMO(R”;R”Z)
(see, for instance, for the definition of the VMO space) and dQ € C!!, the latter of which
was then weakened to 0Q € C! in [3]]. Additionally, for any given p € (1, ), the estimate (L2)
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was established in [[7, O] for the Dirichlet problem (L.8), under the assumptions that A satisfies
the (6, R)-BMO condition (see, for instance, [9] for the definition of the (5, R)-BMO condition)
for sufficiently small 6 € (0, c0) and that Q is a bounded Lipschitz domain with small Lipschitz
constant or a bounded Reifenberg flat domain (see, for instance, [9, [§]] for the definition of the
Reifenberg flat domain). For the Dirichlet problem (L8] with partial small BMO coefficients, the
estimate (L2) with any given p € (1,00) was systematically studied in [22] 34]], under the as-
sumption that  is a bounded Lipschitz domain with small Lipschitz constant. Meanwhile, for the
problem (L8)) in a general Lipschitz domain Q, it was proved in [44] that, if A is symmetric and
A € VMOR";R™), then (IL2) holds for any p € (3 — &,3 + &) whenn > 3or p € (3-&4+8)
when n = 2, where € € (0, ) is a positive constant depending only on the Lipschitz constant of
Q and n. The range of p obtained in is sharp for general Lipschitz domains (see for the
details). We also refer to [18] 19, 23] for more recent progress on the global regularity estimate of
the Dirichlet problem (LS8).

For the Neumann problem (L)), the estimate (I2]) was proved in [3] for any p € (1, o), under
the assumptions that A € VMO(R”;R”Z) and 0Q € C'. Furthermore, for any given p € (1, ),
when A has small BMO coefficients and Q is a bounded Reifenberg flat domain or A has partial
small BMO coefficients and € is a bounded Lipschitz domain with small Lipschitz constant or
a bounded Reifenberg flat domain, the estimate (L2) was established, respectively, in [8] and
[22] 20] for the Neumann problem (L.6). For the Neumann problem (L) on a general Lipschitz
domain, it was proved in [26] that, if A is symmetric and A € VMO(R"; R™), then (I.2) holds for
any given p € (% —-&3+¢e)whenn>3o0rpe (% —&,4+¢)whenn =2, where € € (0,00) is a
positive constant depending only on the Lipschitz constant of (2 and n. It is also worth pointing out
that the range of p such that (I.2) holds obtained in [26]] is sharp for general Lipschitz domains.
We refer to 146 for more results on regularity estimates of the Neumann problem (L.6).

The global BMO estimate of the gradient for the weak solution to the Dirichlet problem (L)
was established in [1]] under the assumptions that the matrix A satisfies a log-type BMO condition
and 0Q € C'** with some & € (0,c0). We also point out that the local and the global BMO
estimates of the gradient to the weak solution of p-Laplace equations were studied in [16} [3].
Global C! and weak-type (1, 1) estimates for the problem (L.6) or (L8) were obtained in [18]
[36]] under certain Dini continuity assumptions on the matrix A and the domain Q.

In this paper, we demonstrate that, under minimal regularity assumptions on A and 0€, the
global Calderén—Zygmund type estimate (L.2), with an appropriate modified version, remains
valid in the endpoint cases p = oo and p = 1 for both the Dirichlet problem (L.8]) and the Neumann
problem (L.6),

To state the main results of this article, we begin by recalling several concepts on Campanato
type spaces and BMO type spaces on domains.

In the following, for any x € R" and r € (0, o0), we define B(x,r) :={y e R": |y — x| < r}. Let
Q c R" be a domain. Denote by L! (Q) the set of all locally integrable functions on Q.

loc

Definition 1.1. Letn > 2, Q c R” be a domain, and p € [1,0), and let w : [0, 00) — [0, o0) be
a continuous and non-decreasing function. The Campanato type space L£L“P(Q) is defined to be
the set of all f € L! (Q) satisfying

loc

1

1 ?
11l ooy = sup —[f |f0) = (Nernal” dy| < oo
B(x,r)NQ

xeQ,re(0,diam (@) @(1)

Here and thereafter, diam (2) := sup{|x — y| : x,y € Q} and, for any measurable set £ C Q with
|E| < oo and locally integrable (vector-valued) function g on Q,

1
Q) = fg(y)dy = —fg(y)dy-
E IE| JEg
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When p = 1, the space L“P(Q) is simply denoted by £°0(Q). When w = 1, the space
L20(Q) is the space of functions of bounded mean oscillation on Q (see, for instance, [537, [38])),
and is denoted by BMO(Q).

We note that, under mild assumptions on w and €, for any given p € [1,0), the spaces
L9OP(Q) and LYO(Q) are equivalent (see, for instance, [37, Theorem 3.1] or Lemma 2.T)).

Furthermore, for a bounded open set Q of R”, if, in a neighborhood of each point of 92, IQ
agrees with the subgraph of a function ¢ of (n — 1) variables that belongs to the function space X,
then we write Q € X. Similarly, the notation 3Q € W'X means that such function ¢ is weakly
differentiable and its weak derivatives belong to the space X.

Definition 1.2. Letn > 2 and Q c R” be a bounded domain.

(1) Let f e Llloc(R”). Then, f is said to belong to the space BMO(R") if

1 llsmogn = sup fB GO = (Pl dix < oo,

BcR”?

where the supremum is taken over all balls B ¢ R".

(i) The “restricted type” BMO space BMO,(Q) on Q is defined by setting

loc

BMOL(Q) := {f € L, (Q) : there exists F € BMO(R") such that Flo = f}.
For any f € BMO,(Q), define
lfllemo, (@) := inf {||Fllsmo® : F € BMO(R") and Flg = f}

and
l/1lBmO,..@) = llflIBMO, (@) + If1l22(0)-

For any given m € N, the space BMO,(Q; R™) is defined via replacing LP(€2) in (I3)) by the
aforementioned BMO,(Q) in the definition of LP(Q;R™) in (1.4).

It is worth mentioning that the spaces BMO(£2) and BMO,(Q) are suitable replacements for the
Lebesgue space L™ (Q2) when studying the boundedness of certain operators or the well-posedness
problems of certain partial differential equations (see, for instance, [[I}, 4L 11} 28,143]).

Remark 1.3. Let n > 2 and Q be a bounded Lipschitz domain of R”.

(i) When p = 2, by the Lax—Milgram theorem (see, for instance, Section 1.3.1, Lemma
3.1]), we know that the Neumann problem (L.6)) and the Dirichlet problem (L8]) are uniquely
solvable and the estimate (I.2) holds. Meanwhile, for the Dirichlet problem (L.8)), from the
divergence theorem, it follows that, for any f, € R" and ¢ € C°(€2),

(1.9) fQ AGOVU() - V() dx = fg LFCO = fol - V() di.

Thus, for any given p € (1, 00), if (I.2) holds for the Dirichlet problem (L8], then the
estimate (IL2) also holds for the problem (L8) with f replaced by f — f.

When p € (1,00) and p # 2, the Neumann problem (L.6) and the Dirichlet problem (L.8)
may not be uniquely solvable (see, for instance, [9, p. 1285]). Some extra conditions on
both the domain Q and the matrix A are necessary to guarantee the unique solvability of
the Neumann problem (L.6)) and the Dirichlet problem (L8] when p # 2 (see, for instance,

18 OL[17, 221, 261 44]).
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(ii) By Lemmas 2.1 and we conclude that BMO,(Q) c LP(Q) for any p € (1, c0) as sets.
Moreover, it is easy to find that L>(Q2) ¢ BMO,(Q). Thus, when f € BMO,(Q), the weak
solution of the Neumann problem (L.6) or the Dirichlet problem (L.8) uniquely exists in
W!(Q) or Wy *(Q).

To state the main result of this article, we also need an assumption on the matrix A and the
domain Q as follows.

Assumption (A&€). Assume that there exist a constant R € (0, c0) and a function o : [0, c0) —
[0, ) such that the matrix A := {a;, j}?j=1 and the domain Q satisfy the following conditions:

(a) i}
sup —

dy < oo,
52 xeQ.re0Ry) (r) JBrna

a; j(y) - J[ a; j(z)dz
B(x,r)NQ

where the function o satisfies

(1) lim,_o+ o(r) ln(%) = 0, where r — 0" means that r € (0, Ry) and r — 0;

(ii) for any s,r € (0, Ryp), if Cl‘ls <r < (Cys, then C2‘10'(s) < o(r) £ Cyo(s), where Cy
and C; are positive constants independent of s and r;

(iii) there exists a positive constant C such that, for any s,r € (0, Ry) satisfying s < r,
o(s) < Co(r).

(b) 9Q € W' L7 with o being the same as in (a).

Remark 1.4. In this remark, we show that starting from a modulus of continuity o, which only
satisfies (i) and is bounded on (0, Ry], we can construct another modulus of continuity & > o,
which satisfies all conditions (i)-(iii). Without loss of generality, by considering sup,.,., o(s)
instead of o(r) we may assume that o is nondecreasing. Now we define 6(r) := sup, . g, ro(s)/s
for r € (0, 1). Then using the factor that rIn(1/r) is an increasing function on (0, rg) for small ry,
it is easily seen that & satisfies (i). Since o is nondecreasing, for any rj,r» € (0, Rp) satisfying
r; < rp, we have

G(r1) = sup rio(s)/s <max{ sup rio(s)/s, sup rio(s)/s}
r1<s<Rp ri<s<r 12 <s<Rp
<max{ sup rio(r)/s, sup ro(s)/s} < a(r).
ri<s<r 1 <s<Ry

Thus, ¢ also satisfies (iii). Finally, the above inequality together with the fact that 6(r)/r is non-
increasing implies (ii).

Now we state the main results of this article.

Theorem 1.5. Let n > 2 and Q C R" be a bounded Lipschitz domain. Assume that A and Q
satisfy Assumption [[A&Q)} Let u € W'*(Q) be the weak solution to the Neumann problem (L)
or the Dirichlet problem (L8) with f € BMO,(Q;R"). Then Vu € BMO,(Q;R") and there exists
a positive constant C independent of u and f such that

(1.10) ||V”||BMOr,+(Q;R") <C ”f”BMOH(Q;R") .

Remark 1.6. (i) From the proof of Theorem we deduce that, for the Dirichlet problem
(L8], the estimate (I.10) can be reinforced to

(1.11) IVullzmo, . rm < CllflIBMO, (@R
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However, the estimate (III) may not hold for the Neumann problem (L.6) even when both
Q and A are smooth. For example, let By := B(0, 1) be a ball of R2, where 0 denotes the
origin of R2. For any (x1, x2) € By, let

1

0
1+ x2
A(X1,x2) = ! 1 and f(xla x2) = (1’ 1)

2
2

1+x

Then u(xy, x2) := (x] + x2) + (x? + xg) /3 is a weak solution of the Neumann problem (L.6))
with Q := Bj. Obviously, in this case, the coefficient matrix A and the domain By satisfy

Assumption ||Vu”BMOr(B();R2) > 0, and ||f||BMOr(B();R2) =0. Thus, the estimate m
fails in this case.

(i) By [1l Remark 5.3] and [5| Theorem 2.2], we find that Assumption on the matrix A
and the domain Q in Theorem is sharp to guarantee that the estimate (10 holds.

(iii) Recall that the global estimate (I.I0) was established in [, Theorem 2.2] for the Dirichlet
problem (L8] under the assumption that A satisfies Assumption [[A&Q)[a) and the domain
Q is bounded and satisfies 9Q € C'*® with some a € (0, 00). It is easy to find that, if the
bounded domain Q satisfies 0Q € C'*® with some @ € (0, ), then Q satisfies Assumption
[(A&Q)(b). Thus, Theorem [L3improves [[I, Theorem 2.2] by weakening the assumption on
the domain Q.

Moreover, the assertion of Theorem in the case of the Neumann problem (L.6) is new
even when the domain Q satisfies 9Q € C'*® with some « € (0, o).

We prove Theorem [[L3]by establishing mean oscillation-type estimates for Vu and utilizing the
equivalent characterization of the space BMO,(Q) (see Lemma [2.2)) and the pointwise multiplier
characterization of the space BMO(Q) (see, for instance, [38 40] or Lemma 2.4). To
derive the mean oscillation estimate of Vu in the interior of Q (see Proposition [5.4), Assumption
[(A&O)|a) for the matrix A is required.

The main part of the proof of Theorem is to establish the mean oscillation estimate of Vu
near the boundary of Q (see Theorems [5.1] and [5.3). To achieve this, we employ a flattening
technique and the pointwise multiplier characterization of the space BMO(L). In this part, both
Assumption [(A&Q)[a) on the matrix A and Assumption [(A&Q)(b) on the domain Q are used.

Next, we recall the definitions of the Hardy space H'(R") and the “supported type” Hardy space
HNQ).

Definition 1.7. Let n > 2 and Q be a bounded Lipschitz domain of R”, and let ¢ € CZ(R") be
non-negative and fR" ¢(x)dx = 1. For any t € (0,00) and x € R", define ¢,(x) := "d(x/t). A
function f € L'(R") is said to be in the Hardy space H'(R") if M(f) := Sup,c(g o) 10 % f1 € L' (R").
Let

||f||H1(Rn) = ||M(f)||Ll(Rn) .

The “supported type” Hardy space H Zl (QY) is defined by setting
HNQ) = {f e H'®R" : supp(f) c Q},
where Q denote the closure of Q in R”. Moreover, for any f € HZ1 (), Let || f1l g @ = £ 1171 ()

Like the spaces BMO(QQ) and BMO,(Q), the Hardy space H Y(R™) or HZ1 (Q) is respectively a
suitable replacement of the Lebesgue space L' (R") or L(Q) (see, for instance, [[10] 28 [43])).

As an application of Theorem and using the fact that BMO,(Q) is the dual space of the
Hardy space HZ1 (Q) (see, for instance, Lemma 2.3), we obtain the following global regularity
estimate in L'(Q;R") for the problems (L.6) and (L8).
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Corollary 1.8. Let n > 2 and Q c R" be a bounded Lipschitz domain. Assume that A and
Q satisfy Assumption Then the Neumann problem (@) or the Dirichlet problem (L8
with f € HZ1 (Q:;R™) is uniquely solvable and the weak solution u belongs to WH'(Q) or Wé’l(Q),
respectively. Moreover, there exists a positive constant C independent of u and f such that

”VMHLI(Q;R") < C”f”Hz] (Q;Rm)-

Recall that the global estimate (L2) for the problem (L.6) or (I8) in the scale of Lebesgue
spaces L”(Q)) with any given p € (1, o) holds under some mild assumptions on A and €. More-
over, global C' and weak-type (1, 1) estimates for the problem (L&) or (L8) were obtained in
(18l under the Dini mean oscillation condition on A and the C'"P™ condition on Q, which are
somewhat stronger than those assumptions on A and Q in Theorem and Corollary Thus,
the endpoint type global estimates given in Theorem and Corollary can be seen as an in-
termediate case between the global estimate (I2)) in the scale of Lebesgue spaces LP(Q) with any
given p € (1, c0) and the global C! estimate for the problem (L.6) or (L8).

Our last result is regarding the Robin problem. Let n > 2, Q c R” be a bounded Lipschitz
domain, and do be the surface measure on 0. Assume that 8 is a measurable function on 0Q
satisfying that

(1.12) 0<BeL”OQ) and B> cy on EyC 0Q,
where ¢ € (0, 00) is a given constant and the measurable set Ey satisfies o(Ep) > 0. Let p € [1, o0]

and f € LP(Q;R"). A function u is called a weak solution of the Robin problem

%+Bu:f-v on 9Q
ov

div(AVu) = divf  inQ,
(1.13)

if u € WHP(Q) and, for any ¢ € C*(R"),

(1.14) f A(x)Vu(x) - Vo(x) dx + f Bu(x)p(x)do(x) = f f(x) - Vo(x)dx.
o) Q o)

The Robin problem (LI3) is said to be uniquely solvable if, for any given f € LP(Q;R"), there
exists a unique u € W'P(Q) such that (TI4) holds. It is known that, when p = 2, the Robin
problem (L.13) is uniquely solvable (see Remark [6.1)).

Applying Theorem and a perturbation method, we obtain the following global regularity
estimate for the Robin problem (II3) in both BMO,(Q; R") and L!(Q;R").

Theorem 1.9. Let n > 2, Q C R" be a bounded Lipschitz domain, and B satisfies (L12). Assume
that A and Q satisfy Assumption

() Let u € W'"(Q) be the weak solution to the Robin problem (LI3) with f € BMO,(€; R™).
Then Vu € BMO,(Q;R") and there exists a positive constant C independent of both u and
f such that

IVullgmo,... @y < Cllfllemo, . @) -

(ii) The Robin problem (LI3) with f € H!(Q;R") is uniquely solvable and the weak solution
u € WHN(Q). Furthermore, there exists a positive constant C independent of u and f such
that

||VM||L‘(Q;R”) < CHf”Hj (Q:R")*
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Remark 1.10. We point out that Theorems and [[L9] and Corollary [L.§] also hold for elliptic
systems satisfying the strong ellipticity condition (see, for instance, [23} (1.2)]). This is because
the proofs of these results only use the W' estimates for elliptic equations, which is also available
for the corresponding elliptic systems (see, for instance, 25])). We omit the details in this
article.

The remainder of this article is organized as follows. In Section Bl we present some basic
properties of the space £7P(Q), an equivalent characterization of the space BMO,(€2), and the
pointwise multiplier characterization of the space BMO(Q). In Section 3] some estimates for local
solutions to the second-order elliptic equation (L)) are given. In Sectiond] we establish the mean
oscillation-type decay estimate of the gradient of solutions to the problem (L&) or (I.8) near the
boundary of Q. Finally, the proofs of Theorems and [[.9] are given, respectively, in Sections
and [6]

We finish this section by making some conventions on notation. Throughout the article, we
always denote by C or ¢ a positive constant, which may vary from line to line. We also use C(,4,...)
f S gmeansthat f < Cg. If f < gand g < f, then we write f ~ g. For each ball B := B(xp, rp)
in R”, with xg € R" and rg € (0, ), and a € (0, ), let @B := B(xp, arg). For any given normed
spaces X and Y with the corresponding norms || - ||x and || - ||y, the symbol X — Y means that, for
any f € X, f € Y and ||flly < Cl|f]lx with the positive constant C independent of f. For any given
n x n matrix T, denote by T’ its transpose matrix, by T~! its inverse matrix (if the inverse matrix
of T exists), and by detT the determinant of T. Furthermore, for any g € [1, co], we denote by ¢’
its conjugate exponent, that is, 1/g + 1/¢’ = 1. Finally, for any measurable set E C R” and any
(vector-valued or matrix-valued) function f € L'(E), we denote the integral fE | f(x)| dx simply by

i \fldx.

2 Preliminaries

In this section, we recall some basic properties of the space £7)"?(Q), an equivalent characteri-
zation of the space BMO,(€2), and the pointwise multiplier characterization of the space BMO(L).
For the space £7?(Q), we have the following result; see [37, Theorem 3.1].

Lemma 2.1. Letn > 2, Q C R" be a bounded Lipschitz domain, and p € [1,0). Assume that
the function o : [0, ) — [0, co) satisfies (ii) and (iii) of Assumption [A&Q)(a). Then the spaces
L7OQ) = LIOP(Q) with equivalent semi-norms.

Furthermore, we have the following equivalence of the spaces BMO(Q2) and BMO,(Q).

Lemma 2.2. Letn > 2 and Q C R" be a bounded Lipschitz domain. Then the spaces BMO(Q) =
BMO,(Q) with equivalent semi-norms.

Proof. By Jones’s extension theorem on the BMO space (see [32] Theorem 1]), we know that the
spaces

(2.1) BMO(Q) = BMO,(Q)

with equivalent semi-norms. Here and thereafter, the space B—M()(Q) is defined to be the set of all
functions f € Llloc(Q) satisfying

I llsso0) = Zgg]ilf(X) — (fpldx < oo,

where the supremum is taken over all balls B c Q.
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From the definitions of BMO(Q) and IWO(Q), we deduce that
BMO(Q) — BMO(Q),

which, combined with 2.)), further implies that BMO(Q2) < BMO,(Q).
Thus, to finish the proof of the present lemma, it suffices to show that BMO,(Q2) ¢ BMO(Q)
and, for any f € BMO,(Q),

(2.2) I fllemMo@) < IfllBMO, (©)-

Let f € BMO,(Q2). Then there exists ]7 € BMO(R") such that ﬁg = f and ||ﬂ|BMO(Rn) ~

Il /llBmO, (©)-

Now, we prove that f € BMO(Q) and (Z.2) holds. Let B := B(xy, ry) C R” with xy € Q and
ro € (0,diam (Q)). By the geometrical property of Lipschitz domains (see, for instance, [33] p. 4]),
we have |B N Q| ~ |B|, which further implies that

23 o YO Dualdy s £ [70) - (7] >
< o=@, v+ £ [For-(P),| &

< JLI; fo) - (f)B| dy < Hf”BMO(R") ~ [IfllBmo,(@)-

Therefore, from 2.3)), it follows that f € BMO(Q) and (2.2) holds. This finishes the proof of
Lemmal2.2] ]

Using [[13l Theorem A.8] on the atomic characterization of the Hardy space H}(Q), similarly to
the proof of [10, Theorem 2.1] (see also [37, Theorem 4.2]), we obtain the following dual results
between HZ1 () and BMO,(2); we omit its proof.

Lemma 2.3. Letn > 2 and Q C R" be a bounded Lipschitz domain. Then the dual space of HZ1 Q)
is BMO,(Q).

Let Q c R" be a bounded Lipschitz domain. Denote by M(BMO(Q)) the space of pointwise
multipliers of BMO(LQ), namely the space of all functions g such that fg € BMO(Q) for any
f € BMO(Q)), endowed with the norm

llgllmBmo)) = supillfgllemo) : f € BMO(Q), ||fllBmo@) < 1}

Then the following equivalent characterization for M(BMO(Q)) is well known (see, for instance,

(311381 139D).

Lemma 2.4. Let n > 2 and Q C R" be a bounded Lipschitz domain. Then
MBMO(Q)) = LV(Q) N L7(Q),

where, for any r € (0, diam (Q)), oo(r) := (1 + |In 7))L

3 Local solution estimates

In this section, we establish several estimates for local solutions to second-order elliptic equa-
tions (I.I)) in the domain Q.



10 Honaie DonG, DACHUN YANG, AND SIBEI YANG

Letn > 2, Q C R” be a bounded Lipschitz domain, and the matrix A be the same as in (L3).
A function u € Wllo’cz(Q) is called a local weak solution to the equation (L) if, for any domain O

satisfying O ¢ Q and any ¢ € CZ(0),

3.1 fA(x)Vu(x) -Vo(x)dx = ff(x) -Vo(x)dx
0 0

holds.
Assume that B c Q is a ball and u is a local weak solution to the equation (II). Then we
consider a weak solution v € W'2(B) to the Dirichlet problem

div(AVy) =0 in B,
(3.2) { v=u on 0B,

where the matrix A is the same as in the problem (L.6). We also point out that, as usual, the
boundary condition in (3.2)) is understood in the sense that u — v € Wé 2(B).
For the Dirichlet problem (3.2)), we have the following estimate.

Lemma 3.1. Letn > 2, Q C R" be a bounded Lipschit; domain, and B C Q be a ball. Assume
that u is a local weak solution to the equation (1) and v is a weak solution to the problem (3.2)).
Then there exists a positive constant C, independent of u, v, f, and B, such that, for any f, € R",

f Vu(x) — Vo(x)? dx < C J[ £ = fof d.
B B

Proof. Recall that v is a weak solution to the Dirichlet problem (3.2). Choosing u—v € Wé’Z(B) as
a test function in (3.J)) and using the uniform ellipticity condition (L3), we have, for any f, € R",

J[ [Vu(x) — Vv(x)l2 dx < /161 JCA(x)V(u —v)(x) - V(u—v)(x)dx
B B
= g’ JC A)Vu(x) - V(u — v)(x) dx
B

- ! Ji )~ fol - T — i),

which, combined with Young’s inequality, further implies that, for any given ¢ € (0, 1),
(3.3) f IVu(x) — Vv(x)P dx < 6 f IVu(x) — Vv(x)I* dx + Cgs) J[ |f(x) - f0|2 dx.
B B B

Taking ¢ := % in (3.3)), we then find that, for any given f, € R",

J[ IVu(x) — Vo) dx < J[ £ ) = fof dx.
B B
This finishes the proof of Lemma[3.1l i

We also have the following mean oscillation estimate for local solutions of (LI).

Proposition 3.2. Letn > 2, Q C R”" be a bounded Lipschitz domain, and 6 € (0,1). Assume
that u is a local weak solution to the equation (1), where A is a constant matrix and satisfies
the uniform ellipticity condition (L3)). Then there exist positive constants C depending only on n
and po, but independent of 6, and C, ,,, s5), depending only on n, po, and o, such that, for any ball

Bc Qand f, e R",

(3.4) [JC IVu(x) — (Vu)spl* dxr <Co [JC IVu(x) — (Vu)p|? dxr
6B B

+ Clnppo) [Ji |f(x) - f0|2 dX] .
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Proof. Fix a ball B c Q. Let v be a weak solution to the Dirichlet problem (3.2). From [29]
Lemma 3.10], it follows that

[ IVv(x) — (V)55 dxr <C§ [ JC IVv(x) — (Vv)g]? dx] ,
OB B

where C is a positive constant independent of 6, B, and v. By this and Lemma [3.1] we conclude
that, for any f, € R",

[f IVu(x) — (Vu)spl* dxr s[f [Vu(x) — (Vv)spl* dx]
OB OB

s[ [Vu(x) — Vv(x)? dx] +[
OB

IVv(x) = (Vv)spl* dx]
OB
1
2
+Co

<5 [ Ji £ = fof* dx Ji V() — (V)P dxr

<C5™? [ JCB o = fof” dxr +C6 JCB IVuu(x) — (Vi) dxr

2

+Co

f IVu(x) — Vv(x)|* dx
B

Ceco - pif

Thus, (3.4) holds. This finishes the proof of Proposition i

<C§ [ JC IVu(x) — (Vu)gl|* dx
B

4 Mean oscillation-type decay estimates near the boundary

In this section, we establish mean oscillation-type decay estimates of the gradient of the solution
to the problem (L.6) or (I.8) near the boundary of Q. To achieve this, we need to prove a Gehring
type estimate for the gradient of solutions to the problem (L6)) or (L8] near the boundary of Q and
to use a flattening technique and the pointwise multiplier characterization of the space BMO(Q).

4.1 A Gehring type estimate near the boundary

In this subsection, we give a Gehring type estimate for the gradient of solutions to the problem
(L.6) or (L8] near the boundary of Q and the mean oscillation-type decay estimate for the gradient
of the solution to the problem (L)) or (I.8) in the interior of Q.

The following Proposition 1] is known to the expert. However, we give its proof in this sub-
section for the sake of completeness.

Proposition 4.1. Let n > 2 and Q C R" be a bounded Lipschitz domain. Assume that u is a
weak solution to the Neumann problem (L) with f € L*(Q;R"). Then there exists a constant
qo € (2,0), depending on n, uy, A, and Q, such that, for any given q € (2, qo), any ball B :=
B(xo, ro) C R with xo € Q and ry € (0, diam (Q)), and any fo € R,

q

4.1) JCIVu(x)Iq dx<C [(JC IVu(x)Idx) + JC |f(x) = fol? dx]
B 2B 2B

when 2B c Q, and

q
4.2) JC Vu(x)|?dx < C [(JC [Vu(x)| dx) + JC |f (o) dx]
BNQ 2BNQ 2BNQ
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when 2BNOQ # 0, where C is a positive constant depending only on n, g, and €, but independent
of B, u, and f.

Proof. Let B := B(xo, o) be the same as the present proposition and n € C°(R") satisfy that
0<np<l,p=1lonB, supp(n) C %B, and |Vn| < ral. We first assume that 2B C Q. In this case,
taking 5°[u — (u),] as a test function, we obtain that, for any f,, € R”,

fg A)Vu(x) -V (7 [ = (w)p]) (x) dx = fg F) -V (07 [ = (w)2p]) (x) dx
= fg [F(0) = fol - V (7 [ = ()2p1) (),
which further implies that
fg [n(0)]> A Vu(x) - Vu(x) dx = - fg 207(x) [(x) = ()51 A(X)Vur(x) - V() dx
+ fg [nOT () = fol - Vu(x) dx

+ fg 2n(x) [u(x) = (28] Lf (%) = fol - Vin(x) dx.

From this, the uniform ellipticity condition (I3}, and Young’s inequality, it follows that, for any
given € € (0, 1),

(4.3) IVu()P (01 dx < g’ f () AC)Vu(x) - Vu(x) dx
2B 2B
<e f IVu()P [n(x)]* dx + Ceg f £ o) = fof o) dx
2B 2B

+Ceyry? JE lu(x) — (u)ap)* dx.
B

Take € := 1/2 in @.3). Then, by (4.3), the assumption that = 1 on B, and the Sobolev—Poincaré
inequality (see, for instance, [6} Theorem 1.1]), we further deduce that

(4.4) [ f Vu()? dxr < [ f Vu() ™ dx f F@ = fof dxr-
B 2B 2B

Using (©.4) and a version of Gehring’s lemma as in [30], we conclude that there exists an exponent
qo € (2, ) such that, for any given g € (2, qo), the estimate (.I)) holds.

Next, assume that 2B N 9 # (. In this case, taking n2[u — (u)2pnal as a test function, we then
have

n+2
2n
+

(4.5) fg AVu(x) - V (7 [u = @pnal) (0 dx = fQ f) -V (7 [ = (Wpnal) (x) dx.

Using (4.3) and repeating the proof of (@.4)), we conclude that (.2)) also holds in this case. This
finishes the proof of Proposition .11 i

Proposition 4.2. Let n > 2 and Q C R" be a bounded Lipschitz domain. Assume that u is the
weak solution to the Dirichlet problem (L8) with f € L*(Q;R"). Then there exists a constant
qo € (2,00), depending on n, py, A, and Q, such that, for any given q € (2,qo), any ball B :=
B(xg, ro) € R™" with xy € Q and ro € (0,diam (QQ)), and any f, € R",

q
(4.6) JC IVu(x)|? dx < c[( JC IVu(x)Idx) + JC |F ) = fo|” dx],
BNQ 2BNQ 2BNQ

where C is a positive constant depending only on n, ug, and Q, but independent of B, u, and f.
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Proof. Since u is the weak solution of the Dirichlet problem (L8, it follows that, for any ¢ €
CZ(Q) and any f, € R", (L9) holds. Using (I.9), similarly to the proof of Proposition 4.1l we
obtain (.6); we omit the details. m|

We also have the following interior mean oscillation-type decay estimate for the weak solution
to the problems (L.6) and (L8).

Proposition 4.3. Let n > 2 and Q C R" be a bounded Lipschitz domain. Assume that the matrix
A and the function o satisfy Assumption [[A&Q)a). Assume further that 6 € (0, 1), f € L>(Q;R™),
and u € WH2(Q) is the weak solution to the Neumann problem ([IL6) or the Dirichlet problem (LS).
Then there exists a constant q € (2, 00) such that, for any ball B := B(x, r) satisfying 2B C Q and
r € (0,Ro) with Ry € (0, 00) being the same as in Assumption [[A&Q)(a) and for any f, € R",

(4.7) [ f IVu(y) — (Vi)gpl? dy]
0B

q
< Clupup0)0 (1) JfB IVu|dy + Conpo.0.R0) [ JfB 1Fo) = fol* dy]

+Co [ f IVu(y) = (Vu)apl dyr :
2B

where C, .0 is a positive constant depending on n, po, and 6, C, 6.8, IS @ positive constant
depending on n, uo, 0, and Ry, and C is a positive constant independent of u, f, B, and 6.

Proof. Let Ag := (A)g. Since u is the weak solution to the Neumann problem (I.6) or the Dirichlet
problem (L.8), it follows that

(4.8) div(AoVu) = div((Ag — A)Vu + f) in Q.

Then, by @.8) and (3.4), there exist a positive constant C, independent of 6, B, u, and f, and a
positive constant C,,.9), depending only on n, 1, and 6, such that, for any f, € R",

@49 | w0 - Gwk || < co| £ 19u0) - Sk ar|
oo | £ 140540) = 40Tt |

+ Cap.0) [ ﬁ 1Fo) - fof’ dy] :

Moreover, from (@.I), Assumption [([A&Q)(a), Lemma[2.1] and Holder’s inequality, we deduce that
there exist constants g € (2, o) and C € (0, o) such that

1

[ fB AoVu(y) — AQ)Vu(y)P dy]z

2%y g é
<| T 1A —AWIT2 dy [Vu(y)|? dy
B B

< Co(r) { Jgg IVu(y)| dy + [ Jgg lFo) = fo| dy]q},

which, together with (.9) and Assumption [[A&Q)(a), further implies that (7)) holds. This fin-
ishes the proof of Proposition i
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4.2 Change of coordinates

In this subsection, we recall some necessary results on the change of coordinates for Lipschitz
domains (see, for instance, [3 Section 4.2], [[7, Section 5.1], and p. 50]).

Letn > 2 and Q C R" be a bounded Lipschitz domain. By the definition of Lipschitz domains,
there exists a constant R; € (0, o), depending only on €2, such that, for any x € 0Q and r € (0, R;],
B(x,r)N dQ is a part of some Lipschitz graph. Without loss of generality, we may assume that the
origin 0 € 9Q and there exists a Lipschitz map ¢ : R"~! — R such that

(4.10) QN B0, Ry) = {(x',y(x')) e R": (x',0) € B(0,Ry)}

and
QN BO,Ry) ={(x',x,) € BO,Ry) : x, >y(xX')}.

Then the map ¥ : Q N B(0,R;) — B*(0,R) is defined by setting, for any x := (¥, x,) €
QN BO,R)),
P(x) := (&, x, — Y(xX)).

Here and thereafter, B*(0,Ry) := {y := (y/,y») € B(0,R}) : y, > 0}. It is easy to see that
¥ (0QN BO,Ry)) C{(y,y.) €R": y, =0}

and W(0) = 0. The function ¥ : Q N B(0,R;) — ¥(Q N B(0,R))) is invertible, with a Lipschitz
continuous inverse . .
' W(QN BO,R)) > QN BO,R)).

Furthermore, the map J : an B(0,Ry) — R™" is defined by setting, for any x € Qn B(0,Ry),
(4.11) J(x) := VP(x).

Thus, for any x := (¥, x,) € QN BO,R),

1 0 0 0
I 0 0 1 0 0

_ n—1 _
_lﬁxl (X’) _lﬁxz (X') e _lﬁx,l_l (X’) 1

Here and thereafter, I,,_; denotes the (n — 1) X (n — 1) unit matrix. Next we define the map
J7' W (QN BO.Ry)) - R
by setting, for any y € Y(QN B(O,R)),
J7' ) = v o).

Therefore, for any y € W¥(Q N B(0,R))), J™'(y) = (V¥)"' (¥~ (y)).
Remark 4.4. By the definitions of J and J~!, we have

(i) Forany y € ¥(Q N B(0,R))), J'I(¥'(y)) = I,, where I, denotes the n X n unit matrix.

(ii) Forany x € QN B(0,R;), det J(x) = 1 and, for any y € ¥(Q N B(0,R))), detJ ' (y) = 1.

(i1) |W(E)| = |ELfor any measurable set £ C Qn B(0,R,), and [¥~(E)| = |E| for any measurable
set E c Y(Q N B(0,Ry)).
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Furthermore, since both ¥ and ¥~! are Lipschitz continuous, it follows that there exist constants
(4.12) 0<A<1<A
such that, for any r € (0, R{],
(4.13) B*(0,Ar) c P(Q N B(0,r)) C BY(0,Ar)
and, for any r € (0, c0) satisfying B*(0,r) C ‘I’(ﬁ N B(0,Ry)),

(4.14) QnB(0.A™r) c ¥ '(BO.r) cQnB(0.47'r).

__ For any given (vector-valued or matrix—valueg) function f on Qn B(0, R)), define the function
fon¥Y(Q N B(0,R))) by setting, for any y € ¥(Q N B(0, Ry)),

(4.15) o) = ('),
If f is differentiable, then, for any y € ‘I’(ﬁ N B(0,Ry)),
Vof6) = Vof (7)) 70

and, for any x € aQn B(0,Ry), .
Vi f(x) =V, f (F(x) J(),

where V, and V,, respectively, denote the gradient with respect to the variables x and y. By the
boundedness of J, we conclude that, if y = W(x), then

V. £ ~ [7,70)

with the positive equivalence constants depending only on the Lipschitz constants of ¥ and ¥~'.
Furthermore, recall that the function « is called a weak solution to the Neumann problem

div(AVu) =divf in QN B(0,R;),
(4.16)

@zf-v on dQ N B(0,R;)

ov

if

f A(x)Vu(x) - Vo(x)dx = f f(x) - Vo(x)dx
QNB(O.R))

QNB(0.Ry)

holds for any ¢ € C*(Q N B(0, Ry)) with ¢ = 0 on Q N IB(0, Ry).

Now, we show that, if u is a weak solution of (@.16)), then the function u, defined via replacing
f by uin @I3), is a weak solution of a similar Neumann problem. Indeed, since detJ~' = 1, it
follows that, for any ¢ € C*(Q2 N B(0,R;)) with ¢ = 0 on Q N IB(0, R)),

4.17) f A(x)Vu(x) - Vip(x)dx
QNBO,R})
_ -1 1) -1 -1
= oo AL O T (¥10) Vg (¥ et T
- [ A(Y710) VEOI (7' 0)) - 1@ (¥ 0) dy
Y(QNBO,R}))

- [ J(¥ ) A (¥ 00) 3 (¥ 0)) V,500 - V, 806 dy,
Y(QNBO,R}))
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where ¢ is defined by replacing f with ¢ in @.13). Similarly to @.I7)), we also obtain

f F(x) - Vap(x) dx = f FON (¥7'0) - V,80) dy.
QNB(O,R)

Y(QNB(0.R}))

where f is defined by replacing f with f in @I3), which, combined with @I7), further implies
that

(4.18) f I O)A (Y W) I (¥ 0) V) - V80 dy
Y(QNB(0.R1))
- [ FON (7)) - V480 d.
Y(QNB(0,Ry))

Therefore, by (4.18]), we have the following lemma.

Lemma 4.5. Let R, € (0, 00) be the same as in (&1Q) and let u be a weak solution of (4.16)). Then
U is a weak solution of the Neumann problem

divy (AV,21) = div(fF)  in B*(0,AR)),
{5%:754, on {y, = 0} N B(0, AR)),
where, for any y € B*(0, ARy, A5(») := JC¥ ™' GDAE~ 0))I'(¥~' () and J(y) := J' (¥~ (7).
For any given s € (0, AR, ), define the matrix J; € R by setting
4.19) Js == (Danso.s)-

Based on (@.13)) and @.14)), we choose the constant A in (4.12)) large enough such that J;B(0, s) C
B(0, AR;) for any given s € (0, AR;). For any constant-valued matrix T € R™", let

Hr :={xeR": (Tx), > 0}.

For any given function u on €, define u : Hj, N B(0, 4R) — R by setting, for any z € H 5, N
B(0, 4R)),

(4.20) u(z) == u(Jsz2) .
Therefore, for any z € Hy, N B(0, iRl),
V.u(z) = Vyu (J;2) Js.
By the definitions of J and J;, for any given z := (7, z,,) € R”,
(Js2)n = 0if and only if z, > (Vi)angw.s) * Z-

Furtherm_ore, for any vector-valued (or matrix-valued) function f on Q N B(0,R;), define the
function f : Hy, N B(0, 4R|) — R” by setting, for any z € Hjy, N B(0, %Rl),

(4.21) @) = fJs2).

Then, as in Lemma4.3] we obtain the following result.
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Lemma 4.6. Let Ry € (0, 0) be the same as in (£10) and u be a weak solution of (@.16). Then u,
defined as in [.20), is a weak solution of the Neumann problem

div. (Ay 3Vii) = div (?f(J;‘)t) in Hy, 0 B(0,4R;),
i

5 :?i(JEI)t'V on {(JsZ)n :O}QB(O, ARl),

(4.22)

where, for any z € Hy, N B(0, 4 Ry), J(2) is defined as in @21) with J in place of f and AJ;'j(Z) =
T I@QART QU

Let Ag € R™" be a constant-valued matrix satisfying the uniform ellipticity condition (L3).
Assume that s € (0,R), F € L3(B(0, R;); R"), and w is a weak solution of the Neumann problem

(4.23)

div. (AgV.w) = div(F) in Hy 0 B(0, 4Ry,
—=Fv on {(Js2) = 0} N B(0,4Ry).

Then, by an argument similar to that used in the proof of Proposition 3.2] and a change of
variables, we obtain the following lemma for the Neumann problem (.23)); we omit its proof.

Lemma 4.7. Let R| € (0, 00) be the same as in (A10) and w be a weak solution of (@.23). Then,
for any given s € (0, ARy), any r € (0, AR /A), 6 € (0, 1), and Fy € R",
1

2
[ JC V(@) = (Yw)p, dz]
B(0,6r)NHj;

<o [ £ @ -,
B(0,r)NHj,

where D, := B(0,r) N Hy, (Vw)p, := ((W;,)p,, ..., W, )p,), C is a positive constant independent
of 6, s, r,w, and F, and C, s is a positive constant depending only on 6, j1o, and n.

1

1
2 2
dz| + Ciupp) [J[ |F(z) — Fol* dz| ,
B(0,r)NHj,

Let Ag € R™™ s e (0,R)), and F € L*(B(0,R}); R") be the same as in @.23). Assume that v is
a weak solution of the Dirichlet problem

(4.24) { div (AgV.v) = div(F)  in Hy, N B(0,4R,),

v=0 on {(Js2), = 0} N B(0,4Ry).

By applying an argument similar to that used in the proof of [I8, Lemma 2.8] and a change of
variables, we also obtain the following lemma for the Dirichlet problem (@.24); we omit its proof.

Lemma 4.8. Let R € (0, ) be the same as in (&.1Q) and let v be a weak solution of the Dirichlet
problem ([d.24). Then, for any given s € (0, AR}), any r € (0, AR /A), 6 € (0, 1), and Fy € R",

1
2
[ f IVv(z) — Vsl dz]
SB(0,r)NHy,

<Cod [JC |VV(Z) - Vsz|2 dz
B(0,r)NHj;

where V, :=(0,...,0,(v,)p,) with D, :== B(0,r) N Hy,, J; is the same as in @19), C is a positive
constant independent of 6, s, r, v, and F, and C, ,, s) is a positive constant depending only on 6,
o, and n.

2 2
+ Clnuo.0) [JE |F(z) - Fol* dz| ,
B(O,r)ﬁHJS
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4.3 Decay estimate near the boundary

In this subsection, we prove the mean oscillation-type decay estimate of the gradient of the
solution to the problem (L8]) or (L8] near the boundary of Q, which plays a key role in the proof
of Theorem

Theorem 4.9. Let n > 2, Q be a bounded Lipschitz domain of R", and x € 0Q, and let Ry =
min{Ro, R1}, where Ry is the same as in Assumption [[A&Q)|and R, the same as in @I0). Assume
that the matrix A and the domain Q satisfy Assumption Assume further that 6 € (0, 1),
f € BMO,(Q;R"), and u is the weak solution to the Neumann problem (L.6). Then there exist
constants C € (0, 00) and g € (2, ), independent of 6, such that, for any given s € (0, R,],

1

) 2
(4.25) f Vu(y) = (Viyanseas| dy]
QNB(x,05)
1
5 2
<Co [JC |Vu(y) = (Vianses| dy| + C(n,yg,@)o-(s)f [Vu(y)l dy
QNB(x,s) QNB(x,s)
q
+ Clngi0.0)T(5) [ JC fONdy| + Cipp0llfllBMO©@E.
QNB(x,s)
where (Vi)onp(x,s) := ((Ux;)QnB(x.s)s - - - » (Ux,)QNB(x,r)), the function o is the same as in Assumption

[(A&Q) and C, ) is a positive constant depending on n, po, and 6.

Proof. Without loss of generality, we may assume that x := 0 and, for simplicity, we denote
the ball B(0, r) by B, throughout this proof. Assume that g € (2, gp), where g is the exponent
appearing in Proposition 4.1l Let ¢ be the same as in and o the same as in Assumption
(A&Q) By the assumption that Q satisfies Assumption we see that € W' L0, which,
combined with Lemma[2.]] implies that there exists a positive constant C such that

1

1 , gy

(4.26) sup —— [ f 300 ~ Mans, PP dx] <c
re(0,Ro) (1) | Jans,

where J is the same as in (£.11)).

Let @ € (0,1) and s € (0,R>]. From ([@.22), we deduce that u, defined as in (@.20), is a weak
solution of the Neumann problem

div, (AgV.70) = div (AgV.ii — A gV + f) inHjyn Big,,

4.27) i
a_z =fv on {(Js2)n = 0} N Buig,,

where Ay := (A)anp, and f := fJ(J;). Let D, := Hy N By, 6D := Hy, N By, and J; be the
same as in ({.19). Then, by @.22)), @.23)), and Lemmal4.7] we conclude that there exists a positive
constant C independent of § such that, for any f, € R",

(4.28) [ f V(2) - (Vioan, | dz] 2
0Dy

- .
dz] + Clngio,0) [Ji |[ (Z)—fo| dz]

1
+ Clnpuo0) [Ji |A0Vu(z)—AJ;13(z)Vu(z)| dz] ;

<o [ £ [¥i@ - v,
DS
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where (Vu)p, := ((u;,)p,.- .., Wz,)p,) and C(, ) 18 a positive constant depending only on n, o,
and 6.
Fix 7 such that %r = @s. From @.13)) and @.12), it follows that
J'¥(@QnB,) cJ,'BY, = Hy, N Ba, C Hy, N By, = Hy, N Bo; = 0D,

which, together with the fact that det (V¥ (J),) = det (V¥ ') det (J,) = 1, a change of variables,
and (@.28)), further implies that

1
3
2 dx]

(4.29) [ f |Vu(x) — (Vi)ans,
QNB,

[ 2
<2 JC Vuu(x) - (Viyn, | dx]
| JQNB,

L
dz]

J[ |Vﬁ(z) - Vu (‘{"1(Jsz))|2 dzr
6Dy

=2 7 JC |Vu (‘I’_1 (Jsz)) = (Vu)gp,
| J(Jo) W (QNB,)

1
2
+2

<2 J[ Vii(z) - (Viyep, | dz
| JOD;

1
2
2 dz]

1 1
2 2 2
+ Cngio [ Ji [A0ViI(2) - A 130 VEC) dz] .

_ 5 %
<2 JC |Vﬁ(z) - Vu (‘{’_I(JSZ))| dz] +C6
| JODy

f |Vii(z) - (Vi)p,
Dy

2
+ Cln o) [ JC |J_° (@ - f o| dz
Dy
Next, we estimate each term on the right-hand side of (4.29). Observe that
(4.30) V.ii(2) = (Vo) (¥ (J52) T A2 T,

' 303 (¥ J,0) = L,

and
4.31) ¥ (J,Dy) =¥ (Js (Hy, N By) =¥ (B) cQNBs cQN B,

These, combined with @2)), @.26), Holder’s inequality, and the facts that J; and J~! are bounded,
further imply that there exists a positive constant C such that

R E:

(4.32) [ J[ Vi) - Vu (¥ 3,0)| dz]
6Dy

sc[f (v d) -3

0Dy
1 1
2(%) dz]z(%v [J[ |Vu (‘T’_I(JSZ))F dz]q
D,

1 _
sC[ﬁg b a.) -3,

JC [Vu(z)|? dx
QQBA s
A,

< Co(s) [Vu(x)|dx + Co(s)

QQBZ%S

(¥ 02)[ dzr

< Co(s)

1

f Fl dx} .
QQBZ%S
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Similarly, there exists a positive constant C such that

(4.33) [ JC Vii(2) - (Vi | dz] 2
DS

2 13
< 2[J[ dz]
D

<2 [ f Vi) - vu (' 00)[ dzr
Dy

Vii(2) = (Vians,

2 12
+2 JC Vu (‘{’_1 (JsZ)) — (Vl,t)QﬁBAY dZ]
Dy X
. é
<C JC Vu(x) — (Vu)ang, | dx| + Co(s) JC Lf (o)) dx]
QQBA{S af QQBZ%X
+ Co(s) [Vu(x)| dx.

QQBZ%S

By the definition of f in @27, @26), Assumption [A&Q)(a), the boundedness of J,J~!, and J;,
and Lemma[2.4] we obtain that

“34)  inf [ Ji | |J_°(z) - f0|2 dz]f < ||7?

< |If < R7) -
BMO(Dg,:R") Hf ”BMO(DR2 2y = Moz

Furthermore, observe that, for any n X n matrix D, E, F, H,
FEF' —- HDH' = F(E - D)F' + (F - H)DF’ + HD(F' — H').

From this, @.2), @30), @31), Lemma 2.1 Holder’s inequality, and Assumption [(A&Q)|a), we

deduce that there exists a positive constant C such that

(4.35) [JC |A0Vﬁ(z) —AJ;IjVﬁ(Z)F dz]z
D, :

“If,
<C JC |Vﬂ(z)l‘1dzr
| JD;

I

L DS

<C f |Vﬁ(z)lqdz]q[f (¥ a) -,
[~ Dy Dy

+C[f IVﬁ(z)quz]q[f [0 - A (¥ ,2)
Dy Dy

< Co(s) J[ [Vu(x)| dx + JC |f (07 dx
QNB QNB

A A
2/15 2/13

(Ao —3(vA) A (P A0) T (Y 0) (J;l)t) V)| dz] 5

JAY, - (¥ J2) A (¥ J52) X (¥ Js2)

1
2y e
dz|

1
23y gy
dz] :

1
23y 29y
dz] :

1

q
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Combining (£.29), @.32)), @.33), @34), and (4.33), we conclude that there exists a positive con-

stant C independent of 6 such that

(4.36) [ f
QNB Los

< Clnpg,0)0(S) JC IVu(x)l dx + C p0,6)0(5) JC If Ol dx
QﬂBzA{S QQBZ%S

1
2 2
JC dx
QNB A
75

Therefore, the estimate (4.23)) follows from (4.36) by redefining the parameter 6. This finishes the
proof of Theorem O

1
2 2

dx

Vu() = (Viars,

1
q

+ Cipo0)lflIBMOQR) + CO

Vu() = (Vs

Using the interior estimate (3.4]), Proposition Lemmal4.8 and an argument similar to that
used in the proof of Theorem we obtain the following decay estimate at the boundary for the
gradient of the solution u to the Dirichlet problem (L8); we omit its proof.

Theorem 4.10. Let n > 2 and Q be a bounded Lipschitz domain of R". Assume that 0 € 9Q. Let
Ry := min{Ry, Ry}, where Ry is the same as in Assumption [[A&Q) and R, the same as in @I0).
Assume that the matrix A and the domain Q satisfy Assumption and local coordinates in
QN B(0,R)) are the same as in Subsection Assume further that 6 € (0, 1), f € BMO,(Q;R"),
and u is the weak solution fo the Dirichlet problem (L8). Then there exist constants C € (0, c0)
and q € (2, 00), independent of 6, such that, for any given s € (0, Ry] and any f, € R",

1
2 2
f Vu(y) = Ug,l? dy] < Co [ f Vu(y) - Uyl dy]
QNB(0,0s) QNB(0,s)

+ Clnguy.0)0(8) [Vu(y)l dy
QNB(0,s)

1

q

+ Clngio.6,R2) [ f FO) = folf dy] :
QNB(0,s)

where Uy := (0, ..., 0, (uy,)onpo,s), the function o is the same as in Assumption[[A&Q)} Cq.0) is
a positive constant depending only on n, uo, and 6, and C, 4, o.r,) is a positive constant depending
only on n, uo, 6, and R;.

5 Proofs of Theorem 1.5 and Corollary

In this section, we prove Theorem and Corollary by using Theorems and £10
Proposition and Lemma[2.2]

Theorem 5.1. Let n > 2 and Q0 C R" be a bounded Lipschitz domain. Assume that the matrix A
and the domain Q satisfy Assumption f € BMO,(Q;R"), and u is the weak solution to the
Neumann problem (L6). Then there exists a constant R3 € (0, 1), depending on n, uy, the function
o as in Assumption [[A&Q)] and diam (Q), such that, for any x € 9Q and R € (0, R3],

1

2 2

(5.1) sup [f |Vu() — (Vianses| dy| < Cllfllemo,. @z,
s€(0,R) LJQNB(x,s)

where C is a positive constant independent of f, u, and x.
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To show Theorem[5.1] we need the following well-known lemma (see, for instance, [5, Lemma
5.2)).

Lemma 5.2. Let n > 2 and Q C R" be a bounded Lipschitz domain. Assume that q € [1, c0),
f e L1(Q), and R € (0,diam (Q)] be a given constant. Then there exists a positive constant C,
depending only on n, g, and the Lipschitz constant of Q, such that, for any x € Q and r € (0, R],

R
J[ o)l dy < cm(—) sup
QNB(x,r) T/ pe(r,R)

Now, we prove Theorem [5.1] by using Proposition .1l Theorem and Lemma[3.2]

1
q
JC lf0) = (Narsep|” dy| + CUfDanser-
QNB(x,p)

Proof of Theorem[3 1] Let x € 9Q and 0 € (0, 1) be determined later. Assume that R, € (0, o) is
the same as in Theorem By Theorem there exists a positive constant C3, independent of
x, u, f, and 6, such that, for any s € (0, R;],

2

(5.2)

2
JC |Vu(y) = (Vianses| dy
QNB(x,05s)

1
q

< Clngin.0)0(S) [Vu)ldy + C 0.0 0(S)
QNB(x,s)

f FOI dy]
QNB(x,s)

2 2
+ CipoollflIBMOGQER) + C36 [ JC Vu(y) = (Vi)anpes)| d)’] ,
Q

NB(x,s)

where C, . 1S a positive constant depending on n, 1o, and € and g € (2, c0) is the same as in
Theorem [4.9]
Take 6 € (0, 1) such that

(5.3) C30 <1/2.

From Lemma 2.1} it follows that, for any s € (0, R,],

(5.4 [JC ol dY]q < [Jc 1fO) = (Nanses|” dy
QNB(x,s) QNB(x,s)

< IIfllBMo@:r™) +JC lfO)l dy.

QNB(x,s)

1
q
+ f FOldy
QNB(x,s)

Moreover, by Lemma[5.2] there exists a positive constant C4 such that, for any given g € L*(Q),
any R € (0, min{R,, diam (Q2), 1}], and s € (0, R),

1

1 ) 2

JC lgldy < Cy 111(—) sup [JC 180) = (@ansep| dy| + Calghanser),
QNB(x,s) S/ pe(s.R) L JONB(x.p)

which, combined with (3.2) and (3.4), further implies that, for any R € (0, min{R,, diam (Q), 1}]

and 5 € (0, R),

1

2 2
(5.5) f IVu(y) = (Viu)anses)| dy]
QNB(x,0s)

1

1 2 2

< C4Clnpu,0)0 (S)ln(—) sup [ JC |Vu(y) = (Vidansp)| dy
S/ pe(s.R) | JONB(x,p)

+ C4Cn,p0,6)0(5) IVu)l dy + Cpo.0)llfIIBMOQR
QNB(x.R)
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|
1 ) 2
+ C4C(n,/10,6’)0_(s) In (_) sup JC |f(y) - (f)QﬁB(x,p)| dy]
QNB(x,p)

S/ pe(s.R)

1
2 2
+ Clnpuo.0(8) |f(y)|dy+c3e[ f |Vu(y) = (Vians.s)| dy] :
Q

QNB(x,R) NB(x,s)

From (i) of Assumption [A&Q){a), we deduce that there exists a positive constant R € (0, 1),

depending on n, ug, 6, and the function o, such that

1 1
(5.6) sup C4C(n,ﬂ0’g)0'(s) In (—) < Z
5€(0.R) §

Let R; := min{R», R, diam (Q)}. By (33), (3.3), (3.6), and Lemma 2.2} for any given R € (0, R3]
and s € (0, R),

2
[ f IVu(y) = (Vu)ansces)| dy]
QNB(x,0s)

1

3 2 |

<7 sup [ J[ Vu(y) = (Vidansep)| dy]
PEe(s,R) QNB(x,p)

iC f Vu()|dy + C f O dy + Clif o
QNB(x.R) QNB(x.R)

1
2

1

3 2 )P

<= sup [JC Vu(y) = (Vidanse)| d)’]
pe(s,R) QNB(x,p)

+ CJC [Vu(y)ldy + Cl|fllsmo,, @:r)»
QNB(xR)

which, together with Holder’s inequality and Remark [L.3(i), further implies that, for any given
&€ (0,6R/2),

1
2

5.7 sup

R
see, %)

2
JC |Vu) = (Vians,s)| d)’]
QNB(x,s)

1

2
+ ClIfllBmoO, ... @:R")-

3 2
<= sup [J[ Vu(y) = (Vidansegp| dy
QNB(x,p)

Pe(§.R)

Moreover, from Remark[T.3(i), it follows that

1
2

(5.8) sup [ f Vu(y) = (Viansees|” dy]
QNB(x,s)

se(B.R)

1

<C sup [f IVu(y)Izdy] SC[JC |Vu<y>|2dy] < Cllf N2
se(%8 Ry LJQNB(x.5) QNB(x,R)

Then, by (3.7) and (5.8), for any given & € (0, 6R/2),
1
, ]2
sup [JC [Vu(y) = (Vidans.s)| dY]
s€(&,R) QNB(x,s)
1

< — sup

2
<7 + CllfllBmoO,, (@:r)»
PE(§.R)

2
f V() — (Viasep | dy
QNB(x,p)




24 Honaiie DoNG, DACHUN YANG, AND SIBEI YANG

which further implies that, for any given € € (0, 6R/2),

1

2 2

(5.9 sup [ J[ [Vu(y) = (Vwarses| dv| < IIfllemo,. @zn-
se(e,R) | JQNB(x,s)

Then letting € — 0 in (3.9), we conclude that (3.1 holds. This finishes the proof of Theorem

E1 O

Applying Theorem .10l and an argument similar to that used in the proof of Theorem [3.1] we
obtain the following estimate for the Dirichlet problem (L8]); we omit its proof.

Theorem 5.3. Let n > 2 and Q2 C R" be a bounded Lipschitz domain. Assume that the matrix A
and the domain Q satisfy Assumption f € BMO,(Q;R"), and u is the weak solution to the
Dirichlet problem (L8)). Then there exists a constant Ry € (0, 1), depending on n, p, the function
o in Assumption [[A&Q)] and diam (Q), such that, for any x € Q and R € (0, R4],

1
2 2
Sup [JE |V”0’) - (V”)QHB(x,s)| dy| < ClIfllBmo,@rm),
s€(0,R) L JQNB(x,s)

where C is a positive constant independent of f, u, and x.

Applying Proposition Lemma and an argument similar to that used in the proof of
Theorem 3.1 we obtain the following proposition; we omit the proof.

Proposition 5.4. Let n > 2 and Q c R" be a bounded Lipschitz domain. Assume that the matrix
A and the domain Q satisfy Assumption f € BMO,(Q;R"), and u is the weak solution to
the Neumann problem (L) or the Dirichlet problem (L8). Then there exist positive constants &,
Rs € (0, 1), depending on n, p, the function o in Assumption[[A&Q)} and diam (Q), such that, for
any given R € (0, Rs] and any x € Q and r € (0, R) satisfying B(x,2r) C Q,

1

2 2
(5.10) [ f |Vuu(y) = (Vi) g sor| dy]
B(x,060r)

3
+ ClIfllBmo, . k) < 0,

1 2
<= sup [J[ [Vu(y) = (Vidanses|” dy
s€(0,R) LJQNB(x,s)

where C is a positive constant independent of f, u, and x.

Now, we show Theorem [L.3]by using Lemma[2.3] Theorems[5.1]and [5.3] and Proposition [5.4l

Proof of Theorem[L.3l We only give the proof of in the case of the Neumann problem be-
cause the proof in the case of the Dirichlet problem is similar. Let f € BMO,(Q;R"), u be the
weak solution to the Neumann problem (L), and R := min{R3, Rs}, where Rj3 is the same as in
Theorem [5.1] and Rs the same as in Proposition 5.4l Without loss of generality, we may assume
that fg udx = 0. Take ¢ € (0, 5y/16), where & is the same as in Proposition 5.4

From Holder’s inequality, Remark [L3] and the definition of || f llIBMO, .. (;r™)» We deduce that

1/2

2
(5.11) sup  sup [ f [Vu) ~ (Vanseen| dy
xeQ re[coR,diam (Q)) QNB(x,r)

12
< [ f IVu()l® d)’] < IIfllBmo,, k-
Q
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Now, assume that x € Q and r € (0, coR). If B(x, %r) N 0Q # 0, then there exists xy € JQ such
that B(x, r) € B(xy, %r). By the assumptions ¢y < f—g and r € (0, coR), we have %r < §. Then,
from (3.1)), it follows that, when B(x, (%r) NoQ # 0,

1/2
2
(5.12) [ JC Vu(y) = (Viansn)| dy]
QNB(x,r)

Jf)ﬁB(xg,%r)

On the other hand, if B(x, %r) C Q, then, by (3.10),

, R
5 dy| < |IfllBmoO,. ).

Vu(y) - (VM)QHB()CO,%r)

1/2
[ f IVu(y) — (Vi) dy]
B(x,r)

1

2
< + ClIfllBmo,. (k) < 0,

2
sup [ JC |VuG) — (Vianse,s| dy
s€(0,R) [JQNB(x,s)

which, combined with (3.11) and (3.12), further implies that there exists a positive constant C
independent of u and f such that

sup  sup
x€Q re(0,diam (Q))

1 2
< —sup  sup [ JC |Vu(y) - (Vu)QmB(x,r)| dy
xeQ re(0,diam (@) L JnB.r)

1/2
2
J[ |Vu(y) - (VM)QHB(x,r)| dy]
QNB(x,r)

1/2
+ ClIfllBmo, . @rm) < 0.

From this and Lemmas 2.1] and we deduce that Vu € BMO,(Q;R") and (I.10) holds. This
finishes the proof of Theorem O

Proof of Corollary Here we only give the proof in the case of the Neumann problem because
the proof in the case of the Dirichlet problem is similar.

We first assume that f € HZ1 (Q;R™) N L2(Q; R"). Let u € WH2(Q) be the weak solution to the
Neumann problem (L.6). Without loss of generality, we may assume that fQ udx = 0. Let v be
the weak solution to the Neumann problem (L)) with the coeflicient matrix A’ and the right-hand
side g € L*(Q;R"). Here A’ denotes the transpose of the matrix A. Then

(5.13) ff(x) -Vv(x)dx = fA(x)Vu(x) - Vu(x)dx
Q Q
= f A'(xX)Vv(x) - Vu(x)dx = f g(x) - Vu(x) dx.
Q Q

Notice that the matrix A satisfies Assumption [[A&Q)]if and only if A’ satisfies the same Assump-
tion [(A&Q)] Therefore, by Theorem [L.3]and the obvious fact that L*(Q) < BMO,(Q), we have

IVvlBmoO,.. rm) < lIgll=@rn),

which, together with (3.13)) and Lemma[2.3] further implies that

(5.14) Vullp iy = sup f g(x) - Vu(x)dx| = sup f f(x) - Vv(x)dx
l1gllzeo (@rmy <1 1JQ l1gllzoo@rmy <1 1JQ
< sup ||f||HZI(Q;Rn)||VV||BMO,(Q;R”) < “f”[-[Zl(Q;Rﬂ)-

1gllzeo @rmy=1
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This estimate, combined with the assumption fQ udx = 0 and the Sobolev—Poincaré inequality,
yields that u € WH1(Q).

Now, assume that f € HZ1 (Q;R™). Since HZ1 (Q) N L*(Q) is dense in HZ1 (Q) (see, for instance,
[45l p. 109, Lemma)), it follows that there exists a sequence {f,}*_, ¢ H!(Q;R") N L*(Q;R")
such that

(5.15) Jim (1f, = fllg @iz = 0.

For any m € N, let u,, € W2(Q) be the weak solution of the Neumann problem (L) with the
right-hand side f,,. Assume also that, for any m € N, fg u, dx = 0. By this, (3.14), and (5.13), we
see that {u,,}>_, is a Cauchy sequence in W'!(Q). Therefore, there exist a function u € W''(Q)
and a subsequence of {u,};>_,, still denoted by {u,,}~_,, such that u,, — u in Whi(Q) as m — oo.
From this, (3.I3), and the fact that H!(Q) < L'(Q), we further deduce that, for any ¢ € C*(R"),

f ACOVU(x) - Vo) dx = f £ - Vol d,
Q Q

which implies that u € Wh1(Q) is a weak solution of the Neumann problem (L6) with f €
H(Q;R"). By this and [2, Theorem 1.2], we conclude that the Neumann problem (L6) with
f € HNQ:;R") is uniquely solvable. Furthermore, from (.14), (5.I3), and limy—e [V, —
Vullpi ey = 0, it follows that [[Vull i qrny S IIfllg1 @) This finishes the proof of the corol-
lary. O

6 Proof of Theorem 1.9

In this section, we prove Theorem [[.9] by using Theorem [L.3l and a perturbation method. We
begin with recalling the unique solvability of the Robin problem (LI3) when p = 2.

Remark 6.1. Similarly to Remark[[.3] by the Lax—Milgram theorem and the Friedrichs inequality
(see, for instance, Section 1.1.8, Theorem 1.9] and [33], Theorem 6.1]), we conclude that,
when p = 2, the Robin problem (LI3) with f € L2(Q;R") is uniquely solvable and the weak
solution u satisfies

llullwr2 ) < 1Az @mm
with the implicit positive constant independent of u and f (see, for instance, [47, Remark 1.2]).
Lemma 6.2. Let n > 2, Q C R" be a bounded Lipschitz domain, and 3 be the same as in (1L.12)).

Assume that A and Q satisfy Assumption [[A&Q)] Let p € (1, 0). Then the Robin problem (L13)
with f € LP(Q;R") is uniquely solvable and the weak solution u satisfies

(6.1) llellwrr ) < Cllfllr@rny,
where C is a positive constant independent of u and f.

The proof of Lemmal@.2]is similar to that of [23, Theorem 2.6]; we omit the details.
Now, we show Theorem [[.9] by using Lemmal[6.2] and Theorem [L.3

Proof of Theorem[L.9 We first prove (i). Let f € BMO,(Q;R") and u be the weak solution to the
Robin problem (L.I3). By the fact that BMO,(Q) c L?(Q) with p € (n, o), Lemmas 2.1l 2.2 and
and the Sobolev inequality, we have u € L*(2) and

(6.2) llullz=@) < Nullwir) S Wfllr@rn < I = Dallr@re + 1l @rn
< IfllBmo@rn + 1fl2@rny S I1flIBMO,., iRn)-
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Let v be a weak solution of the Neumann problem

div(AVv) =divf inQ,
0
EA. f-v on 9Q)
ov
and w := u — v. Then w is a weak solution of the Neumann problem
div(AVw) =0 in Q,
6.3 0
©3) a_v: = —fu on 0Q.
It is worth pointing out that the condition fm Pudo(x) = 0 is necessary for the solvability of

the Neumann problem (6.3), and faQ Budo(x) = 0 follows from (I.I4). From Theorem we
deduce that

(6.4) [IVvilBmo,. . @z < IfllBMO, , (@:R")-
Now let u; be the weak solution of the Neumann problem (L.6) with the coefficient matrix A’ and

the right-hand side f € HZ1 (Q;R™) N L*(Q;R™), satisfying fQ u; dx = 0. By the Sobolev trace
theorem (see [41] Section 2.4.2, Theorem 4.2]) and Corollary [[.8 we get

(6.5) lllzioe) S lutllwiig) S IVuilliioeny < Wil omn-

Moreover, we have
[ A1 T ax = [ AT Tweodr=- [ pauom e dow,
Q Q 0Q
which, together with Lemma[2.3] (6.2)), and (6.3)), further implies that

(6.6) IVwllsmo,@rn ~  sup

111 umy <1

f F1(x) - Vw(x) dx
o)

~ sup
1l ey <1

f Bu(x)u (x) do(x)
0Q

< osup ullee@llutllzan)
11 o <!

s sup lfllBmo,. e Ifillg @pny < IIflIBMO,. @rn)-

1l <1

Similarly, we also have
IVWllr2@irny < IfIBMO, ., (Q:R")-
From this, (6.6), (6.4), and the fact that Vu = Vv + Vw, it follows that Vu € BMO,(Q;R") and

IVullgmo,, @z < lfllBMO, .. (). This finishes the proof of (i). The proof of (ii) is similar to that
of Corollary [[.8and we omit the details here. This finishes the proof of Theorem [[.9 O
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