2504.01691v1 [math.AP] 2 Apr 2025

arxXiv

RECONSTRUCTION OF COEFFICIENTS IN THE DOUBLE

1.

1.1.
1.2.

2.
3.

3.1
3.2.
3.3.

4.

4.1.
4.2.

O.
6.
7

7.1.
7.2.

PHASE PROBLEM

CATALIN I. CARSTEA AND PHILIPP ZIMMERMANN

ABSTRACT. The main purpose of this article is to reconstruct the nonnegative
coefficient a in the double phase problem

div(|VuP~2Vu + a|Vu|?72Vu) =0  in Q,

u=f on 02
from the Dirichlet to Neumann (DN) map Aq. We show that this can be
achieved, when the coefficient a has Holder continuous first order derivatives
and the exponents satisfy 1 < p # ¢ < oco. Our reconstruction method relies
on a careful analysis of the asymptotic behavior of the solution u to the dou-
ble phase problem with small or large Dirichlet datum f (depending on the
ordering of p and ¢) as well as the related DN map Aq. As is common for
inverse boundary value problems, we need a sufficiently rich family of special
solutions to a related partial differential equation, which is independent of the
coefficient one aims to reconstruct (in our case to the p-Laplace equation). We
construct such families of solutions by a suitable linearization technique.
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1. INTRODUCTION

In the present article, we intend to uniquely recover the nonnegative (scalar)
coefficient a in the double phase problem

{div(|Vu|p_2Vu +a|Vu|72Vu) =0 in Q,

(L.1) u=f on 02

from the Dirichlet to Neumann (DN) map A,. The later is formally given by the
expression

(1.2) Aof = (|VulP~20,u + a|Vu|q7231,u)’aQ ,

where u is the unique solution to (1.1) with boundary value f € W14(Q), 9, = v-V
and v denotes the outer normal unit vector field to 92. The DN map A, will be
rigorously introduced in Section 5. Here and throughout this article, we assume
that Q is a smoothly bounded domain in R™ with n > 2 and the exponents p, ¢

and coefficient a satisfy the conditions
l<p#qg<ooand 0<acC"Q)

for some 0 < o < 1. In Section 3.1, we first show by variational methods that
the Dirichlet problem (1.1) is uniquely solvable for boundary values in appropriate
Sobolev spaces. More concretely, in the case p < ¢, it is established that for
boundary values f € W14(Q) the solution u € W1P(Q), satisfying a|Vu|? € L}(Q),
can be constructed as the unique minimizer of the double phase functional

mingens, F(v; Q),
(1.3) Fu; Q) = [, (|W|p+ §a|vu|q) dz,
My = f 4+ W, P(Q) with f € Whe(Q).

Clearly, a similar characterization holds in the range p > g. The key property of
the functional F, leading to its name, is that its growth behaviour is in general
non-constant over 2 as the coefficient a can vanish in some subregions of Q2. The
region {a = 0} is usually called the p phase, the region {a > 0} the (p,q) phase,
and one thinks of d{a > 0} as modeling a phase transition. In recent years several
researchers investigated the regularity properties of local minimizers of such varia-
tional integrals exhibiting different phases. For example, in the article [ ] the
authors showed that bounded, local minimizers of the double phase functional are
in CLA(QY), for any ' € €, as long as a € C%*(Q) and the exponents p,q sat-
isfy the additional restriction p < ¢ < p + a (see also | , , | for
regularity results on broader classes of double phase type functionals). For a more
comprehensive discussion on the regularity theory of such variational integrals we
refer the interested reader to the aforementioned articles and the references therein.

1.1. Main results and comparison to the literature. Our main result on the
above mentioned inverse problem reads as follows:

Theorem 1.1. Let 2 C R" be a smoothly bounded domain, 1 < p # q < oo and
0<a<l. Ifae€ CH*(Q) is a nonnegative function, then we can explicitly compute
a from the DN map A,.

Note that when p = ¢ equation (1.3) becomes the weighted p-Laplace equation
div ((1 + a)|Vu[P~*Vu) = 0.

The inverse problem for this equation has been investigated previously. In | ,
, , , , , ] partial results such as boundary
determination of the weight, identification of inclusions, etc. have been obtained.
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In dimension n = 2, a general uniqueness result (i.e. that A,, = A,, implies that
a1 = az) has been shown in | ], together with a weaker result for n > 3, when
the weight is real-analytic and slowly varying in one direction. The general case
when n > 3 remains open. Given all this, it is interesting that a reconstruction
result is available for the double phase equation when p # ¢. To borrow an often
used phrase, we can say that the p-Laplace nonlinearity helps with the recovery of
the weighted ¢-Laplacian term.

The study of inverse problems for nonlinear equations has attracted a lot of
interest over the last decade. Examples of works for semilinear equations include
[ , , , , , , , , ] and for quasi-
linear equations we can refer the reader to | , , , , ,

K 3 Y ) ) ) Y Y ? Y ]'

We want to highlight separately the articles | , , , , ,

, ], which deal with equations involving the p-

Lapla(nan and related operators Some of the results obtained in the aforementioned

articles have also been extended to nonlocal operators. For example, the articles

[ , ] consider fractional p-Laplace and fractional p-biharmonic opera-

tors, whereas | ] studies an inverse problem for nonlocal porous medium type
equations.

We would like to emphasize that the number of works for degenerate equations is
still quite small. To the best of our knowledge, these questions have only been ad-
dressed with somewhat partial results in [ , , , ,

, |, and with more general uniqueness results in the more recent papers
[ , , ]. The results of our paper add to this newly developing
field.

The problem we consider in the present paper is somewhat similar to that con-
sidered in | |, where an equation of the form

div(yVu + a|Vu|?2Vu) = 0

is studied. Indeed, if v = 1, the result of | | can be seen as a particular case
of Theorem 1.1, with p = 2. The other paper that studies a similar equation is
[ ], where the equation

div(aVu + |[VulP~2Vu) = 0

is considered, with a a (uniformly elliptic) matrix-valued coefficient. This case is
partially analogous to taking ¢ = 2 in this paper.

Most works on inverse problems for nonlinear equations employ the so-called
second/higher linearization method, which was first introduced in [ ]. In this
method one uses Dirichlet data f that depend on small parameters €q,...,¢en,
typically of the form ), ex¢i, then one considers derivatives of different orders
in €1,...,ex of the equation and the DN map A(}, ex¢r), in order to accumu-
late information about the coefficients appearing in the original partial differential
equation (PDE).

Here, we use a slightly different approach. For illustration purposes, suppose
that we are in the 1 < p < ¢ < oo regime. We take Dirichlet data of the form
f = ev and we expect that as € — 0 the p-Laplace term dominates the equation.
Assuming v is a p-harmonic function (which for technical reasons needs to have
no critical points), we show that the corresponding solution w. of (1.1) has the
asymptotic behavior

us =ev+e'"TIPR, 4+ 0(e'T17P),

where R, is independent of € but depends on v and a, as it is the unique solution
in C} #(8)) (the zero indicates that it vanishes on the boundary) of a linear elliptic
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equation

div(A2VR) = — div(a|Vv|?2Vv),
with v-dependent matrix coefficients AF. This asymptotic expansion of u. then
guarantees an expansion for A, (ev). For any w € W19(Q), we will show that

lim e~ %((A, — Ao)(ev),w) = / (APV R, + a|Vv|92Vv) - Vw dz.
e—0+ Q

We then make special choices of functions w and p-harmonic functions v in order
to recover a.

1.2. Organization of the article. We first introduce in Section 2 the main con-
ventions imposed in this article. Afterwards, in Section 3 we discuss some back-
ground material on the double phase problem, like the well-posedness theory and
the maximum/comparison principle. Then, in Section 4 we move on to the asymp-
totic analysis of solutions to the double phase problem with small (large) Dirichlet
data. In Section 5, we give the rigorous definition of the DN map and discuss some
of its properties. Section 6 deals with the construction of families v, of p harmonic
functions, which have a prescribed asymptotic expansion. In Section 7 we give the
proof of Theorem 1.1, which combines the material of Sections 4 and 6 with the
method of linearization.

2. NOTATION

Throughout this article, we make use of the following conventions.

e () C R" is a smoothly bounded domain, although all our results extend to
lower regular domains (e.g. C*% domains), and points in R™ are denoted
by = (z1,...,%n).

e For any scalar valued function u on €2, we denote by Vu = (d1u,...,0u)
the gradient of u, where 0; = 0, is the partial derivative with respect
to z;, and for vector valued functions u the expression Vu stands for its
Jacobian matrix (Vu);; = (9ju;) for 1 < 4,5 < n. More generally, we define
the k—th order gradient V¥ inductively by the formula V¥ = V¥~V for
all k£ > 2.

e For any k € Ny, C*(Q) stands for the space of k—times continuously differ-
entiable functions in 2 and C*(Q) is the subspace of C*(§) such that Vu,
0 < ¢ < k, can be continuously extended to 2. The later space is a Banach
under the norm

lull ormy = Z HVZUHL“’(Q) with |[u| (o) = sup |u(z)].
0<t<k zEQ
We also write u € C*(Q) (v € C¥(Q)) and [ull o (@), when u is a vector
valued function as the range will always be clear from the context and the
particular used norm on the range does not matter for our analysis. The
same applies to other function spaces, like Holder or Sobolev spaces, and
the related norms.

e If 0 < a <1 and k € Ny, then C*(Q) is the space of C¥(Q) functions
such that the k—th order derivative is a Holder continuous, that is, there
holds

k k
[vku]co,a(ﬁ) = sup |V u(x) \ u(y)| < 0.
RS |z — y|*

We endow C*«(Q) with the following norm

HUHck,a(ﬁ) = HUHck(ﬁ) + [Vku]co,a(ﬁ)a
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under which they become Banach spaces.
e Forall 1 < p < oo and k € Ny, we denote by LP(£2) the space of measurable
functions v in 2 such that

1/p
lull Loy == (/ |u|pdx> < o0
Q

and by W¥?(Q) the space of u € LP(f2) such that the distributional deriva-
tives Viu, 0 < ¢ < k, belong to LP(2). We endow the Sobolev spaces
WFP(Q) with the norm

1/p

lullwesiy = [ 3 1Vl
0<e<k

As usual, the spaces L} () and WZIZCP(Q) consist of all measurable func-

tions u such that u € LP(Q') and u € W*P(Q'), respectively, for all ' € Q.

3. THE DOUBLE PHASE PROBLEM

Here, we collect some basic results on the double phase problem: In Section 3.1
we show the well-posedness of (1.1), in Section 3.2 we briefly explain its relation
to local minimizers of the double phase functional and establish in Section 3.3 a
maximum/comparison principle.

3.1. Well-posedness. Let us start by introducing for any bounded Lipschitz do-
main @ C R™, a € L>(Q) with ¢ > 0 and 1 < p < ¢ < oo, the Sobolev type
spaces

Whra(Q) = {u € WHP(Q); a|Vu|? € L' (Q)},
(3.1) W, 1 (9) = {u € W2 ()5 alVul? € Li, ()},

W §(Q) := WP () N W P9(Q).

Under the norm

(3.2) [ullyaeagq) = llullwie@) + VUl La@;a),

1/q
Hv||Lq(Q;a) = (/ alv|? dx) ,
Q

the spaces W1P4(Q) and Wal”g’q(Q) defined in (3.1) become Banach spaces. This
is a direct consequence of the fact that W1P(Q) and L4(£2;a) are Banach spaces.
We have the following elementary lemma.

where

Lemma 3.1. Let Q C R™ be a bounded Lipschitz domain, 1 < p < q¢ < oo and
assume that a € L>(Q) with a > 0. The space WP4(Q) endowed with the norm
I| - ||Wl,p,q(Q) is a separable, reflexive Banach space.

Proof. Step 1: First, we show that W1P4(Q) is a Banach space. From the def-
initions it is clear that W1P9(2) is a normed space and hence we only need to
show that its complete. For this purpose, assume that (u,)nen C WEP9(Q) is a
Cauchy sequence. Then (uy,)nen is a Cauchy sequence in WH?(Q) and (Vuy, )nen in
L9(£2;a). By completeness of these spaces, there exist u € W1P(Q2) and v € LY(Q; a)
such that

Uy, — u in WHP(Q) and Vu, — v in LY(Q;a)

as n — 0o. As L convergence implies a.e. convergence for a suitable subsequence,
we may infer v = Vu a.e. with respect to the measure a dz and hence u € W79((2)
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such that u,, — u in W}1P4(Q). This proves the completeness of W21P-4(Q).

Step 2. Next, we prove that W1P4(Q) is seperable and reflexive. To this end, let
us consider the mapping

(3.3)  j: WhP(Q) — LP(Q) x LP(Q) x LI(Q) with j(u) := (u, Vu,a'/1Vu).

Let || - ||* be the equivalent norm

Wa P 9(Q)
el a0y = llull o) + IVull o) + a1V ul Lagq)

on WLP4(Q). Then the map j, defined by (3.3), is an isometric embedding, when
we use the product norm

[[(w, 0, W) | o) x Loy x Loy = lullr@) + 0llr @) + lwllLa@)

for (u,v,w) € LP(Q2) x LP(Q2) x L1(Q). As the target space is a cartesian product
of separable spaces, it is separable and j(W21P4(Q)) is separable. Now, using
that j is an isometry, we see that W21P4(Q) is separable. The space W1P4(€2)
is also separable under the original norm as separability is preserved in the class of
equivalent norms.

This time we endow WP4(Q) and LP(2) x LP(Q) x LI(Q) with the equivalent
norms

el yama gy = (lal ooy + 1Vl o) + la/1Vul Lo)) "

[ (ws v, W) Loy Loy x La) = (1l 2oy + VI 7o) + ||wHLq(Q)>1/T
for some 1 < r < oo. Then j is again an isometry. From |[ , Theorem 1]
and the fact that Clarkson’s inequalities imply the uniform convexity of L*(2) for
1 < s < o0, it follows that LP () x LP(Q) x L9(2) is uniformly convex. Next, observe
that by Step 1 the linear subspace j(W1P4(Q)) of LP(Q) x LP(2) x L4(Q) is closed.
Hence, j(W21P4(2)) is uniformly convex. The Milmann—Pettis theorem now shows
that j(W2P1(Q)) is reflexive. As reflexivity is preserved under isomorphisms, we

can conclude that W1749(Q) is reflexive. The same remains true for the usual norm
on Whpa(Q). O

To prove the well-posedness of (1.1), we need in addition the following auxiliary
lemma.

Lemma 3.2 (cf. | , eq. (2.2)], | , Lemma 5.1-5.2] and | , Appen-
dix A]). Foralll <r < oo, n €N and x,y € R"™, there holds
(3.4) jz|” > Jy|" + rlyl" Py - (@ —y),
|x_y|ra fO’f’TZQ,
(3.5) (lz[22 = |y["%y) - ( —y) 2 { lo—y)?
A= forl<r <2,
(3.6) |22z — [y|"2y| Sl=] + )" ?[x — y]
and
(3.7) 2" = Jy["| < r(j2["7" + |y (@ —y).

Using the above spaces and the previous auxiliary lemma, we can establish the
following well-posedness result:

Theorem 3.3 (Well-posedness). Let Q@ C R"™ be a bounded Lipschitz domain, 1 <
p < q< oo anda € L®(Q) a nonnegative function. Then the Dirichlet problem
(1.1) has for any f € WH4(Q) a unique solution uw € WrP4(Q), that is there holds

(3.8) / (IVul[P~2Vu + a|Vu|?"*Vu) - Vodz = 0
Q
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for all p € Wal”g’q(ﬂ) and uw = f on 0N in the sense of traces.
Moreover, u can be characterized as the unique minimizer of (1.3) and satisfies
the estimates

(3.9) lellwro i) < CUV o) + IV 2R + 1 Fl o)

and

(310)  [ullyrro) < CUV @ + 1VF 1ty + IV FI%E0) + 1 £llzooe))-
for some C > 0 depending increasingly on ||al| L (q)-

Proof. First, we consider the minimization problem (1.3). Since f € WhH4(Q) C
WhP(Q) and a € L*°(Q), we have F(f;Q) < co. Therefore, the strict convexity of
the integrand of (1.3) and | , Theorem 3.30] ensure the existence of a unique
minimizer u € My N W2LP4(Q) of (1.3). By the minimality property of u, we have

HVUHLP Q) < ]'—(U»Q) < ]:(f,Q)

Using the Poincaré inequality

(3.11) /|U|degc(/ |vu|de+/ |U|BQ|Pda)
Q Q o

for v € WHP(Q) and some C > 0 only depending on n,p and € (see, for example,

[ ), we get

(3.12) [ullwre@) < CUF L) + 1 fllron))-
Furthermore, by the minimality property we also have

(3.13) IVl 0y S F(s Q) S FF592).

Using p < ¢ and f € Wh9(Q), we can estimate
F(£;92) < O+ [lal @) IV 500y + IVl Ea))

and thus
(F(F; )P < C(1 +lall Lo @) P IV £l Loy + I\Vfll‘i/ﬁm)
(F(F )Y < O+ all @)1V Fll o) + VIl
Hence, from (3.12), (3.13), (3.14), (3.2) and p < ¢, we get (3.9) and

[ullwpraiy < CUFFDNP + 1| FllLeon) + (F(F;2)V9)

< C(1+ lall oo 0) P (I Fll ooy + IV ey + 1V F 1 2ty + I1F |l zagom)-

This establishes (3.10).

Next, we show that w is in fact a solution of (1.1). By construction of u, we know
that u+ep = (u— f)+(f+ep) € MyNWLP(Q) for any € > 0 and ¢ € Waly’g’q(Q).
Thus, the minimality of v implies that € — F(u + £¢; Q) attains its minimium at
e = 0. Using u,p € WIP4(Q) and the dominated convergence theorem, we may
calculate

(3.14)

d
0: —
de e=0
d

de e=0

Fu+ep; )

/ <|Vu+€Vga|p+§a|Vu+€Vga|q) dz
Q

= p/ (IVulP>Vu + a|Vu|?*Vu) - Ve da.
Q

Therefore, u is a weak solution of (1.1) in the sense of (3.8).
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Finally, it remains to show that the solution u is unique. This in turn is a con-
sequence of the observation that any solution w € W1P4(Q) of (1.1) is a minimizer
of F(-,Q) over My. In fact, if 4 € W2P9(Q) is another solution of (1.1), then @
also minimizes F(-; ) over My and as minimizers of this problem are unique, we
can conclude that @ = u.

For proving that solutions are minimizers, let us choose any v € MyNW21P4((Q).
Then, using (3.4) and (3.8), we deduce that

F(v; Q) :/ <|Vv|p+ §a|V1}|q> dz
Q

2/ <|Vw|p+2—ja|Vw|q> dz
Q q

+p/ (IVw|P~2Vw + a|Vw|?*Vw) - V(v — w) dz
Q
= F(w; ),

where we used that v —w € Wal,’g’q(Q). On the other hand, if v € My does not
belong to W1P4(Q), then F(v;Q) = oo and the previous estimate holds trivially.
Hence, we have shown that any solution w € WP4(Q) of (1.1) is a minimizer of
(1.3).

Hence, in summary, we have demonstrated that the unique minimizer u of (1.3)

is the unique W}1P4(Q)-solution of (1.1) and moreover it satisfies the estimate
(3.10). O

3.2. Local minimizers of the double phase functional. The only purpose of
this section is to show that solutions to the Dirichlet problem (1.1) are local mini-
mizers of the double phase functional in the sense of Definition 3.4. By combining
this with the maximum principle (Theorem 3.7), one then sees that all (local) reg-
ularity results established in the work [ ] can be applied to solutions of (1.1),
when the Dirichlet datum f is bounded and in W14(().

Definition 3.4. Let Q C R"™ be a bounded Lipschitz domain, 1 < p < q < 00,
0<a<1andac C%(Q) anonnegative function. Then, a function u € Wli)cl Q)
is said to be a local minimizer of F(-;2), when F(u; Q') < co for all ' € Q and
there holds

(3.15) F(u;supp(u — v)) < F(v;supp(u — v))
for allv € WLH(Q) such that supp(u — v) C Q.

Remark 3.5. Note that this definition makes sense as supp(u—v) C ) is contained
in some Q' € Q. In fact, as supp(u —v) C Q and OQ are closed and compact sets,
respectively, we have dist(supp(u —v), Q) > § for some § > 0 and so one can take
O = {z € Q; dist(x,0Q) > §/2}. Furthermore, let us note that by (3.1) the first
part of Definition 3.4 means nothing else than u € Wl’p’q(ﬂ).

a,loc
Lemma 3.6. Let 0 C R"™ be a bounded Lipschitz domain, 1 < p < q < o0,
0<a<1andac C%*(Q) anonnegative function. If u € WHP4(Q) is a minimizer
of (1.3) for some f € W14(Q), then it is also a local minimizer in the sense of
Definition 3.4.

Proof. Let v € VVlloc1 () and suppose that supp(u —v) C . Assume first that
v ¢ WhP(Q), then F(v;Q) = oo and we have trivially
(3.16) F(u; Q) < F(v; Q).

Next, we assert that (3.16) also holds when v € W1P(Q). In this case, we write
v =1u+ ¢, where ¢ = v —u € WHP(2). Moreover, by assumption and Remark 3.5
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we know that supp ¢ C Q' for some Q' € Q. Let us denote by (pc)eso C C°(R"™)
the standard mollifier and define the functions ¢, = p. * @ € C°(Q) for some
sufficiently small € > 0. By the properties of mollification, we know that

Ve = Vo for a.e. x € Q

along a suitable subsequence. Moreover, by Young’s inequality there holds

Ve ()] < [|pell Lo ) Vol Lo (02)-
So, by boundedness of €2, the dominated convergence theorem and the minimality

of u € My, we get
(3.17) F(u; Q) < limsup F(u + ¢e; Q) = F(v; Q).

e—0
Hence, also in this case we have (3.16). Finally, we may observe
F(v; Q) = F(v;supp(u — v)) + F(v; R™ \ supp(u — v))
= F(v;supp(u — v)) + F(u; R™ \ supp(u — v)).
Inserting this into the right hand side of (3.17) and using the same decomposition
for the left hand side, we achieve the identity (3.15). This concludes the proof. O

3.3. Maximum and comparison principle. Next, let us recall that solutions to
the double phase problem (1.1) satisfy a maximum principle (see [ , Lemma
2.2] and | D:

Theorem 3.7 (Maximum principle). Let Q C R™ be a bounded Lipschitz domain,
1<p<gqg<ooandac L>®) a nonnegative function. If u € WEP4(Q) solves
the Dirichlet problem (1.1) with f € L>(Q) N Wh4(Q), then

[wll ooy < IfllLoee)-

On the one hand, the advantage of this formulation of the maximum principle is
that it is also valid in the vector-valued case N > 2, in the sense that there holds

lull @y < N2l ()

On the other hand, Theorem 3.7 can be derived in the scalar case by very elementary
considerations, namely from a weak comparison principle. As a preparatory step,
we demonstrate the following weak maximum principle.

Lemma 3.8 (Weak maximum principle). Let Q@ C R™ be a bounded Lipschitz
domain, 1 < p < q < oo and a € L*() a nonnegative function. If u € WLP4(Q)
satisfies

(3.18)
u>0 on 012,

then u > 0 in Q.

{— div(|VulP=2Vu + a|Vul|9=2Vu) > 0 in Q,

The proof is very standard, but for the readers convenience and later usage we
present the short argument.

Proof. Let us write u = uy — u_, where uyx = max(£u,0). It is well-known that
u € WEPa(Q) implies uy € WP4(Q) with

(3.19) Vg = X{u>0y Vu and Vu_ = =X {u<o} Vu.

Furthermore, u > 0 on 9 implies u_ € Wal”g 1(Q). Also, recall that u is a solution
to (3.18) means nothing else than

/ (IVul[P~2Vu + a|Vu|?*Vu) - Veodz > 0
Q
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for all ¢ € Wol’p’q(Q) with ¢ > 0. In particular, we can take ¢ = u_ to get

0< / (|Vu|p_2Vu + a|Vu|q_2Vu) -Vu_ dz
Q

(319) _ / (IVu_|? + a|Vu_|) da.
Q
By the Poincaré inequality (3.11), we get u— = 0 in  and so the claim follows. O

The above technique of proof can be used to prove a comparison principle, which
in turn implies the maximum principle as stated in Theorem 3.7 (use %[ f|| ()
as comparing functions).

Proposition 3.9 (Comparison principle). Let @ C R™ be a bounded Lipschitz
domain, 1 < p < q < oo and a € L>(Q) a nonnegative function. Ifu,v € WLP4(Q)
solve (1.1) with boundary values ug,vo € WH4(Q) such that ug > vy on Q. Then
there holds uw > v in Q.

Proof. Similarly as in the proof of Lemma 3.8, we may test the PDEs for u and v,
respectively, by ¢ = (u—v)_ € Wal”g 1(Q). After subtracting the resulting identities
and applying Lemma 3.2, we get

0=— /Q (IVulP~?Vu — [Vu[P72Vv) - V(u — v)_ da

- /Q a (|[Vu|!™*Vu — [Vo|77?V) - V(u —v)_ dz
(3.20) = /Q X{u<o} ([VulP7?Vu — |[Vo[P72Vo) - V(u — v) d

+ /Q X{u<op@ (|Vuli™>Vu — [Vo|*7?Vo) - V(u — v) dz

> /QX{U<U} (IVul[P~2Vu — [Vo[P~?Vo) - V(u — v) da.

For p > 2, we deduce from formula (3.5) the estimate

0z /Qx{u<v}|Vu — VoulPdz = /Q [V(u—v)_|Pdx.
Hence, from the Poincaré inequality and (u — v)_ = (ug — vg)— = 0 on 9N, we get

(u—wv)— =0 in Q, which is equivalent to u > v in Q.
For p < 2, we may observe that (3.5) implies

& = y? S [(J2[P~22 = [y[P~2y) - (@ — 9)]"?(Ja] + [y &P/
for all z,y € R™. Using Holder’s inequality with 25—” + £ =1, we have

[ V(=) de = /Q Xtucoy [V (1 — 0P da

< /Q X{u<o} [(IVuP"2Vu — [VoP72V0) - V(u — )](|Vu| + [Vo]) 27792 dy

2C2=p) p/2
SNVl + Vol 7, < /Q Xtu<oy (IVulP~2Vu — [Vo]P~2V0) - (V(u — ) dz>

p(

2-p)
S VUl +1Volll o fq)

</ Yiucay (IValP 2V — [V 2V0) - V(u - v) de
Q

p/2
+/ X{u<oa@ (|Vul'™*Vu — |Vo|7*Vv) - V(u — v) dz> .
Q
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By (3.20) the expression in the last line is identically zero and so we can again
conclude from Poincaré’s inequality and ug > vg on 02 that v > v in Q. This
concludes the proof. O

4. ASYMPTOTIC EXPANSION OF SOLUTIONS TO THE DOUBLE PHASE

In this section, we consider the asymptotic behaviour of solutions to the double
phase problem (1.1), when the boundary values f become very small (p < ¢q) or
very large (p > q).

4.1. Asymptotic expansion of solutions for p < ¢. Here, we prove that for
any smooth p-harmonic function v without critical points, the solution u. to

(41) div(|VuP~2Vu + a|Vul?™2Vu) = 0 in Q,

' U =€V on 02,

provided by Theorem 3.3, can be expanded as
(4.2) ue = ev+e'TIPR, 4 o(e'T97P)

for a suitable function R, and sufficiently small ¢ > 0. Before establishing the
asymptotic expansion (4.2), we need to demonstrate some preliminary Holder esti-
mates in C%#(Q) and to shorten the notation we will sometimes omit the depen-
dence on the domain  in the appearing norms and write, for example, || - ||co.s
and || - || instead of || - [|co.s ) and || - [[L= (o) -

Lemma 4.1. Let Q C R™ be a smoothly bounded domain, 0 < < 1 and s € R\{0}.
Moreover, assume that u € C*P(Q) satisfies
inf [Vu(z)] > M
e
for some A\y > 0.
(i) If s > 1, then there holds
(4.3) [Vulllcos < [[VullLe + 28] Vul[go,s-

(i) If 0 < s < 1, then there holds
2s

ks
s Vg
Mo e

(4.4) [IVulllcos < IVullze +

where ks € N is given by
(4.5) ks = min{k € N; k > |log s|/log2}.
(i11) If =1 < s <0, then there holds

s s 2|S| 2k‘5‘|5\
(46) Vel llens <4+ r—rp—— I Vulas
)\1 H]:l )\1
where k|5 > 0 is again the constant from (4.5).
(iv) If s < —1, then there holds
(4.7) [1Vullleo.s < A5+ 20s A3 Vull o5

Proof. Let us note that it is enough to prove (i)—(ii) as the others are consequences
of these. In fact, if we set t := —s for s < 0, then we may estimate

|Vu(@)|' — [Vu(y) ||
[Vu(@)[Vu(y)|"

<A 2| Vu(z)[t = [Vu(y)[!]

= \2*||Vau(2)|" — |[Vu(y)|']

V(@)™ = [Vu(y)| ™| =
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and hence
[IVul~co.s = A°[IVul ] o
V TV

Using this, it is easy to see that the estimate (4.6) can be deduced from (4.4) and
the bound (4.7) from (4.3).

The estimate (4.3) follows from the triangle inequality for s = 1 and (3.7) for
s > 1, respectively.

Finally, to get the bound (4.4) we calculate

[Vu(@)** — [Vuy)*|
[Vu(@)|* + [Vu(y)l®
< [Vu@) = [Vu()[*|
= 2N
(4.8) < Vu@)® = [Vu()[*]
- 22 X5 3¢

IVu(@)|® = [Vu(y)]*] <

IN

k kg
< Vu@)P = [Vu@)* |
k i—1lg

2k Hj:l )‘% '

for any k € N. If we apply (4.8) with £ = ks (see (4.5)), which guarantees that
2Fs > 1, and (3.7), we deduce

2s ks 2s ks
[[Vul*]gos < ﬁ”vuniufl[vu]mﬁ < ﬁl\wllém-
HjS:1 AT Hj5:1 AT

So, combining this with a trivial bound for the L* norm of |Vu|®, we get the
estimate (4.6) and this finishes the proof of Lemma 4.1. O

Next, let us introduce for all 1 < r < oo the functions J" = (J7,...,Jr): R® —
R™ by

J7(E) = €%
A straightforward calculation shows that the Jacobian matrix of J” is given by
r r— £®¢

(49) ver© =le* (1+ - 255

for all £ # 0. Here, 1 denotes the n X n unit matrix and for all , { € R™ the matrix
7 ® ¢ has components (7 ® ¢);; = 7;¢;. Using this notation, we can formulate the
asymptotic behaviour of w., solving the problem (4.1), as follows:

Proposition 4.2. Let Q C R™ be a smoothly bounded domain, 1 < p < q < o0,
0<a<1,0<vy<pB<1with B < a and assume that a € C*(Q) is nonnegative.
Moreover, suppose that v € C*(Q) is a p-harmonic function without critical points.
Then the unique solution u., € > 0, to (4.1) has the asymptotic expansion

(4.10) ue = v+ TIPR, 4 o(e!TI7P)

as € — 0 in the sense of C*7(Q). Here, R, € C*%(Q) denotes the unique solution
to

1 p — _ d; q—2 .
(4.11) {le(AvVR) div(a|Vv|T=*Vv)  in Q,

R=0 on 09,
where AP = V¢JP(Vv) is uniformly elliptic (see (4.9) and (4.16)).
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Proof. For any € > 0, let u. € W1P4(Q) be the unique solution to (4.1) (see The-
orem 3.3). Moreover, let us define the functions w. € Waly’é’ 1(Q) by the Ansatz
(4.12) Ue = (v + we).

From (3.6) we deduce that J" is locally Lipschitz continuous and hence applying
the fundamental theorem of calculus to the Lipschitz function t — J" (€ + (¢ —&))
yields the identity

(4.13) T = 7€) + /0 Ve (6 4+ (¢ — €))dt (¢ — )

for all ¢, & € R™. Using the expansion (4.12), formula (4.13) with { = Vu,, £ = eVv
and the 7 —2 homogenity of V¢J" (see (4.9)), we may expand the p phase and (p, q)

phase contributions as
(4.14) div(|Vue [P~2Vu.) = P~ div(|Vo|P~2 Vo) + P! div(AP (w. ) Vw,)
' = P~ L div(AP (w. ) Vw,),

and
(4.15)  div(a|Vue|1?Vu,) = 7 div(a|Vo|T2Vv) + 77! div(a A (w. ) V. ),

where we set
1
(4.16) A" (w,) ::/ VeJ" (Vo +tVuwe) dt
0

for 1 <7 < co. In (4.14), we have also used the fact that v is p-harmonic. By using
the notation

(4.17) Ac(we) == AP (w,) + e PaA9(w,),

we deduce from (4.14), (4.15) and (4.1) that w. € W, 5**(Q) solves

(4.18) {div(Ag(ws)VwE) = —e97Pdiv(a|Vv|?72Vv) in Q,

we =0 on 0f).

The reverse is also true, in that any solution W, € Wal;é) () of (4.18) induces
through the formulas (4.12) and (4.13) a solution U. € W1P4(Q) to (4.1). Hence,
there is a one-to-one correspondence between solutions to (4.18) and solutions to
the double phase problem (4.1). In particular, Theorem 3.3 ensures that solutions
W. € W, 57(Q) to (4.18) are unique.

Next, let us fix exponents 0 < v < f < 1 with 8 < « as in the statement,
introduce the quantity

Ao = inf |Vou(z)] >0
e
and define the convex set
C’ioﬁ(ﬁ) ={V € C*4(Q); Vliczs@) < Ao/2} C C*(Q).

Moreover, let us formally define the map
(4.19) Te: C3P(Q) — 3P (Q) with To(V) := W,
where W. € C%8(Q) denotes the solution to
(4.20) div(4:(V)VW) = —e47P div(a|Vv|9=2Vv)  in Q,

' W =0 on 0.

Next, we show that 7; is indeed well-defined for small € > 0. To this end, we derive
with the help of Lemma 4.1 various properties of the matrix functions A, (V'), which
are uniform in V € C’f(’)ﬁ (Q) and 0 < e < 1.
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Claim 4.3 (Properties of A.(V)). The symmetric matriz functions Ac(V) with
Ve Ci’o’ﬁ (Q) and € > 0 have the following properties:

(a) The matrices A:(V) are uniformly elliptic and satisfy

(Ao/2)P~2Inf? Jorp =2,

421 CAL(V)n >
(4.21) n-Ae( )n>{(p1)(||V’U||L°°+/\O/2)p2|77|2 for1<p<2

for all nonzeron e R™, V € Cioﬁ(ﬁ) and 0 <e < 1.
(b) ForanyV € Cioﬁ(ﬁ) and 0 < £ < 1, we have A.(V),div(A.(V)) € C*#(Q)

and there exists a constant

(4.22) Co = Co(Ao, P, ¢ V]l c2.6 ) (diam Q)*~7, llallcr.ai)y) >0
such that

(4.23) [Ac(V)llco.s + [ div(Ac(V))llcos < Co.

Remark 4.4. The estimate (4.21) and the uniform upper bound for A-(V') in (4.23)
also hold, when V € CYP(Q) satisfies Vllcre@) < Ao/2.

Proof. The symmetry of the matrix A.(V) is an immediate consequence of (4.9).
(a): By formula (4.9) we have for all 1 < r < oo and &,n # 0:

12
n-Ver©n =l (I + - 20

= €2+ (r =21l
> min(1,r — 1)[¢["?|n*.

(4.24)

In the above calculation, we used the notation ¢ = ¢/|¢|. Next, we observe that for
all (,t) € QA x [0,1] and V € C’i(’)ﬁ (Q), we have the uniform bounds
[Vo(z) +tVV (z)] > Xo — t|VV(z)| > Xo/2,

4.25
(4.25) IVo(z) + tVV(@)] < [[v]l () + Ao/2:

Hence, by combining (4.24) and (4.25), we deduce that for all V € Cif (Q), (z,t) €

Q x [0,1] and 5 # 0 there holds
(Ao/2)"2In]? for r > 2,
Ve (V +tVV >
n- Ve (Volz) @) = {(r —1)(|V|lpe + Xo/2)" 729> for 1 <r < 2.

Inserting this into (4.16)—(4.17) and using a > 0, we obtain the uniform ellipticity
bound (4.21).

(b): We first prove A.(V) € C%#(Q) for all V € C’i’)ﬁ (Q). Let us start by recalling
that for all 0 < a1 <ap <1 andu; € 0 (ﬁ), j =1,2, there holds
(4.26) [lurusl|coer < max(1, (diam Q)27 ) ||ug||co.ar ||uz||co.as -
Now, using (4.26) and (4.16)—(4.17), a direct calculation shows that
(4.27)
[Ac(V)llco.s < [|AP(V)lco.s + [lallco][ A% (V)| co.e
< sup [[VeJ? (Vo +tVV)|cos + [lallcos sup [[VeJ! (Vo +EVV)|cos
0<t<1 0<t<1

< sup [|VedP(Vo + tVV)]|cos + (diam Q)°||afcon sup [[VeJ (Vo + V)| cos
0<t<1 0<t<1
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forall0 <e<landV € Cif (€2). Hence, it remains to bound supg<,<; [|[VeJ"(Vo+
tVV)|co.s for r = p,q uniformly to obtain the desired conclusion. By (4.26),
Lemma 4.1 with u := vg + ¢tV and A; = Ag/2 and (4.25), we have

(4.28)

Vu @ Vu
IVul* lcos

<Vl llgos (14 [Vu @ Vaullgos | [Vul 72[lcos)

< CllIVul 2 los (14 1VullEos (AT +4A7 I VullZo )

Ve (Vu)lloos < [I[Vul" 2 co.s |1+

CrIVull? + [Vl s + I Vull552) for 7 > 3,
r— 28T (p—2
< o[ Vullg? + [VulZo S ™) A + 1VullZ0s + [Vulbos)  for2<r<s3,
28T (2—p
Cs(1+ | Val 2o &™) A+ V205 + [Vl .0 for1<r<2,

where the constants C1, C2, Cs only depend on A1, r and K, = kj,_z), where kja_,
is the constant from Lemma 4.1.
Finally, taking into account the uniform bound

Mo/2 < V0 + 9V cos < [[oflons + Ao/2

for all V € Cif (Q) and 0 < t < 1, we establish from the estimates (4.27) and
(4.28) the existence of a constant

C§ = C§Y (Moy 2, 4, || V0l coss, lal| oo.a, (diam 2)2~7) > 0
such that
(4.29) 14-(V)[|cor < C5

forall 0 < e <1and Ve C}7(Q).
Next, we prove the § Holder continuity of div(A.(V)). First, note that

div(A.(V)) = div(AP(V)) + e Padiv(A9(V)) + e97PAI(V)Va.
From (4.29), (4.26) and a € C%*(Q), we already know that there exists a constant
G = 8 0., 4, [ Vollos, llallor.e, (diam 9)*~7) > 0
such that
(430)  TPAV)Vallgos < (diam Q) P AYV) | cnsllalcne < O
forall 0 < ¢ < 1and V € Ci(’)ﬁ (). Hence, it remains to uniformly bound

| div(A"(V))[|co.s, 1 < r < oo, by some constant C(gg), having the same depen-
dence structure as Cy in (4.22), to deduce the existence of a constant Cy > 0 with
(4.22) such that the estimate (4.23) holds.

To achieve this, for a given function v € C?#(Q) without critical points and
1 <14,k <n, we calculate

9;0¢, J5(Vv) = 8; (IVv]" 26,1 + (r — 2)|Vo|" 1 9;00,v)
(431) = (7’ — 2)|V’U|T74 (5jkaevaie’l) + &-jvakv + 8jv8ikv)
+ (1 —4)(r — 2)|Vv|""%0,v0,v0v0;v.

Here and in the rest of this article, we are adopting the Einstein summation con-
vention. In the first equality we used (4.9) and in the second equality the identity

(4.32) 0i|Vv|* = s|Vo|*"20w0;v
for all s € R. Now, suppose again that

inf [Vo(z)| > M
zeQ
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for some A1 > 0. Using (4.31), we deduce
(div VeJ" (V)i = 0(VeJ(Vv))ij = 0;0¢,J7 (Vv)
=0, (|Vv|r725ij +(r— 2)|Vv|r748iv<9jv)
= (r — 2)|Vv|""*(8;;0pv0j0v + 0j;00;v + 0;v0;;v)
+ (r = 2)(r — 4)|Vv|""%0,v0;v0vjev

(4.33)

for every 1 < i < n. Now, applying the estimate (4.26) and Lemma 4.1, we obtain
| div VeJ" (Vo) cos
< C(IIVo]"Hlgos + V0] llcos VU Zo.) V0]l o8| V20l o
< OfIVel™™Hlgos (1 + [[1V0] ™2 o6 [ VOl 2o I V0l cos [ V20l co.s
< OllIVol™Hleos (1 + V0l o) | Vollcos [ V20l cos
< OfIVel™™Hlgos (1 + Vol go.n) V0]l o.s

1| Vol 5 (1 + [V 0l| 40,1V 20]| o0 for > 5,
r— 2857 (p—2
< (V0|52 + V0l 20 &) A + [IV0]| 40 V0]l o for 4 <7 <5,
28T (2—1
c3(1+ [[V0)| 202" + [ V0l|L0.0)| V20 cous for 1 < r < 4,

where ¢1, ¢, c3 > 0 only depend on A1, r and &, is the same as in (4.28). Now, we
can argue as in the case of A.(V') (see (4.27)), while using

Ao/2 < Vo +tVV s < [lvllo2s + Ao /2,
to deduce the desired uniform bound
[| div(A?(V))[[co.s 4+ €7 ladiv(AP (V)] co.s
< |1 div(AP(V)llcos + llallcos || div(AP (V) co.s
< |1 div(AP (V)| o.s + (diam Q)% |lal|go.e|| div(AP (V)] go.s
<cf?

(4.34)

forall V e Ci(’)ﬁ (ﬁ), 0 < € <1 and some constant

05" = C6" (0.p.4 ollcas, (diam ©)° . lal| 1.0 ey) > 0.
Hence, by the estimates (4.29), (4.30) and (4.34), we see that we have proved (4.23)

with Cy = Z§:1 C(gj). This finishes the proof of Claim 4.3. O
Now, by expanding the partial differential operator div(A:(V)VW) as

(4.35) div(A.(V)VW) = A.(V) : VZW + div(AL(V)) - VIV,

where we set A : B = A;;B;; for two matrices A, B € R"*", and using Claim 4.3,

we can apply | , Theorem 6.14] for any V € Ci’o’@ () and 0 < ¢ < 1 to deduce

the existence of a unique solution W. € C%5(Q) to (4.20). By [ , Theorem

6.6] this unique solution W, satisfies
Wellgzo@) < CUWel @) + "l foll co.s @)

for some C' > 0 only depending on n,Q,a, 3,p, q, Ao, ||U||C2,ﬂ(§) and ||a||cl,a(§),
where we set

fo := —div(a|Vv|?2 Vo),
Furthermore, from | , Theorem 3.7] and Claim 4.3 we get the estimate

[WellLo (@) < ¥ foll L= (o)
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for some constant ¢ > 0 only depending on Ao, p,q, o, 3, ||v||cz,g(§),diamﬂ and
llal|c1.a(qy. Therefore, the solution W satisfies

(4.36) IWellgza @y < C1e?P | foll go.s @)

where C1 > 0 only depends on A, p, ¢, «, 3, Hv||02,g(§),diamﬂ and |lall¢1.e ()
Thus, if we choose €9 > 0 such that

Clggip”fOHcoyﬂ(ﬁ) < Xo/2,

then the map Tz, with 0 < € < g¢ and defined by formula (4.19), maps Ci(’)ﬁ Q) to
itself and so 7. is well-defined for all 0 < e < gg.

Next, we show that Cif (Q) is compact in the topology inherited from C27(Q).
To this end, let us recall that the embedding

(4.37) C?P(Q) — C*(Q)

is compact and so C’i’)ﬁ (Q) is precompact in C>7(Q). By using the Arzeld—Ascoli
theorem, we can conclude that C’i’)ﬁ (Q) is closed in C%7(Q) and so compact in
C?7(Q). To see that it is closed, let (Vi)ren C Ci(’)ﬁ (©2) and assume that Vi, — V
in C?7(Q) as k — oo. Then | , Section 1.1, (H8)], which is a consequence
of the Arzeld—Ascoli theorem, implies that V € C*#(Q) and Vliczs@ < Ao/2.
Therefore, we have V' € Ci(’)ﬁ (©2) and so the assertion follows.

Finally, we show that the map 7. is continuous for all 0 < & < ¢(, where Ci(’)ﬁ Q)
is considered again as a subset of C27(Q). Hence, let (Vi)ren C Cioﬁ(ﬁ) and
assume that Vj, — V in C%7(Q) as k — oo for some V € C?7(Q). As Cioﬁ(ﬁ) is
closed, we have V' € Ci’o’ﬁ (€2). Moreover, let us denote the corresponding solutions
to (4.20) by Wj and W, respectively. Recall that by the arguments above these
solutions belong to Cif (Q), when 0 < & < &g (see Claim 4.3 and | , Theorem
6.14]). Arguing as for (4.36), we deduce that ||[Wk||c2.s(g) is uniformly bounded in
k and hence compactness of the embedding (4.37) implies that W, — W in C%7(Q)

as k — oo (up to subsequences) for some W e ¢28 (Q) satisfying the same bounds
as Wy, (see | , Section 1.1, (H8)]). Then, we may deduce that

(4.38) div(A. (Vi) Vi) — div(A.(V)VIV)

and hence by uniqueness of solutions to (4.20) there holds W=W.In (4.38), we
are using that the divergence operator can be written in the form (4.35) and that
Vi AL (V),div(AL(V)) is continuous from C?(Q) to C(Q) as long as Vlgzs@) <
Ao/2, which follows from (4.16), (4.33), Claim 4.3 and the dominated convergence
theorem. As the limit does not depend on the extracted subsequence, we can
conclude that the whole sequence Wy converges to W in C27(Q). Thus, the map
7. is continuous for all 0 < € < &g.

Therefore, by the above observations on the maps 7:, 0 < ¢ < gy, we can
apply Schauder’s fixed point theorem [ , Theorem 11.1] to deduce that for any
0 < € < g¢ the map 7; has a fixed point W, in C’i’)ﬁ (Q). Furthermore, by uniqueness
of solutions to (4.18) and C?*#(Q) c W}P4(Q) we must have

(4.39) we =W, € C3P (@),
where w;, is defined by (4.12). Hence, (4.36) and (4.39) ensure that there holds
(4.40) [well 2.0y < Cog?™"

for all 0 < ¢ < gy.
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Because of the asymptotic behaviour (4.40), we now introduce the functions
R, = &P %,

for all 0 <& < ep. Moreover, the estimate (4.40) demonstrates that R, 0 < € < &y,
is uniformly bounded in C%#(Q) and hence, as above, we can conclude that there
exists R, € C%7(Q) such that

(4.41) R., — R, in C*7(Q)

as k — oo for a suitable subsequence (e)ken C (0,£0]. Therefore, using (4.40),
g > p and (4.41), we see that passing to the limit in (4.18), and noting that
AP = AP(0), yields
(1.42) {div(AgVRv) = —div(a|V0|72Vy)  in Q,

R,=0 on 0.
To see that we obtain in the limit the PDE (4.42), one can argue similarly as for
the continuity of the operators T;, 0 < & < &g.

Since R, € C*#(Q) is the unique solution of (4.42), it does not depend on the
subsequence taken and hence the whole sequence (R:)o<e<e, needs to converge
to R,. Furthermore, for example by [ , Theorem 6.19], it follows that R, €
C?2(Q). Therefore, we have shown the desired asymptotic expansion (4.10). O

4.2. Asymptotic expansion of solutions for p > ¢. The goal of this section
is to prove that for any smooth p-harmonic function v without critical points and
1 < g < p < o0, the solution u, to

(4.43) {div(|Vu|p2Vu +a|Vu|?™2Vu) =0 in Q,

U= Qv on 0,
can be expanded as
(4.44) w, = o+ p PR, + o(utI7P)

for a suitable function R, as pu — oo. Thus, if the p-Laplacian is the dominant
term, then we consider large boundary values instead of small ones as used in the
range p < g. Note that in the latter case the weighted ¢—Laplacian yields the major
contribution.

Let us start by observing several facts for the double phase problem (4.43),
when ¢ < p and the boundary condition pwv is replaced by an arbitrary function
f:00—=R:

(F1) Function space: If 1 < ¢ < p < oo, then WIP4(Q) = WP (Q).

(F2) Well-posedness: Theorem 3.3 remains valid for 1 < ¢ < p < oo, when

f e WhP(Q) — Wh4(Q)). More concretely, in this case | , Theorem
3.30] and the arguments in the proof of Theorem 3.3 ensure the existence of
a unique solution v € WP(€) of the double phase problem with boundary
value f, which coincides with the unique minimizer of F over the set My =
f+WyP(Q).

(F3) Comparison and mazimum principle: The comparison principle (Proposi-

tion 3.9) still holds in the case 1 < ¢ < p < oo and as explained in Section
3.3 this in turn guarantees the validity of the maximum principle. Thus,
if u € WP(Q) solves the double phase problem with boundary condition
f € L*°(Q)NnWhP(Q), then one has

lullLoe@) < I FllL()-
Next, we show the asymptotic expansion (4.44). More precisely, we have the
following result:
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Proposition 4.5. Let Q C R™ be a smoothly bounded domain, 1 < g < p < o0,
0<a<1,0<vy<pB<1with B < a and assume that a € C1*(Q) is nonnegative.
Moreover, suppose that v € C*(Q) is a p-harmonic function without critical points.
Then the unique solution w,, p > 0, to (4.43) has the asymptotic expansion (4.44)
in the sense of C*7(Q) as p — oo, in which R, € C%*(Q) again denotes the unique
solution to

(4.45) {diV(AWR) = —div(a|Vo|?2Vv)  in Q,

R=0 on 01,
where AP is the uniformly elliptic matric Ve JP (Vo) (see (4.9) and (4.16)).

Proof. Since the proof of Proposition 4.5 is very similar to the one of Proposition
4.2 we omit some of the details.

Assume v € C*(Q) is any p-harmonic function without any critical points and
let us denote by u, € WHP(Q2), > 0, the unique solution to (4.43) (see (F2)). By
the maximum principle we know that there holds

Hu#||L°°(Q) < H||UHL°°(Q)
(see (F3)) and thus we define w, € W,?(2) by the Ansatz
= 0+ 0,),

which solves

(4.46) {diV(A“(w#)ku) = —pi7P div(a|Vo|772Vv)  in €,

w, =0 on 0f,

where
Ay(wy) = AP (wy,) + p? Pa A%(wy,)

and A" (w), 1 < r < oo, is defined as in (4.16) (see (4.14), (4.15) and (4.18)). So, we
end up with precisely the same problem as for w, but with the replacement ¢ — p
and we — w,. Furthermore, note that in Claim 4.3 the ordering of the exponents
P, q has no influence and thus the assertions remain valid as long as u > 1. Hence,
by following the arguments in the proof of Proposition 4.2 (essentially Schauder’s
fixed point theorem) we may deduce that for u > 1o, with g > 1 large, the solution
w,, of (4.46) is of class C’i(’)ﬁ () and there holds

(4.47) ol S 177

for any 0 < 8 < min(1, @) (see proof of Proposition 4.2). Thus, we deduce that the
function R,, = u?~%w,, are uniformly bounded in C%B(Q) for pu > o, with po > 1
large. By (4.47) and the usual compactness argument we deduce that there exists
R, € C*A(Q) such that
R, — R, in C*7(Q)

as 1t — oo (up to the extraction of a subsequence), for any 0 < v < . This function
R, again satisfies (4.45) (as p > ¢ and w, — 0 in C%#(Q)) and hence by elliptic
regularity theory it follows that R, € C*%(Q) and the full sequence R, 1> po,
converges to R,,. This already ensures the desired asymptotic expansion (4.44). O

5. DN MAP OF THE DOUBLE PHASE PROBLEM

In this section, we rigorously introduce the Dirichlet to Neumann map related
to double phase problem (1.1), which we defined formally in (1.2).
First, let us note the following simple lemma.
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Lemma 5.1. Let Q C R™ be a bounded Lipschitz domain, 1 < p < q < oo and
a € L*®(Q) a nonnegative function. Assume that u; € WLHP4(Q) is the unique
solution to (1.1) with f = f; € Wh9(Q) for j = 1,2 (see Theorem 3.5). If fi = fo
on 09, then uy = ug in Q. Hence, in particular, for any f € W'=Y/ %9(9Q) there
exists a unique solution u € WEP9(Q) to (1.1). Furthermore, we have the following
continuity estimates

(5.1) lullwsey < CULllwisvancon) + 1F1YE-1rnaomy)

and
(5:2) Ml < CUSMwi-rrason) + I vagony + IFIHA-1/0agon)):

Proof. The first part follows from the comparison principle (Proposition 3.9). The
second part of the lemma is an immediate consequence of Theorem 3.3, the previous
established independence of the extension of the boundary value f|spo and the
fact that the image of the trace operator tr: Wh4(Q) — L7(9) coincides with
Wl_l/qvq(aﬂ). Finally, to see the continuity estimates, suppose that F' € W14((2)
is an extension of f € W'~1/49(9Q). By applying (3.9) and (3.10), respectively,
and using the continuity of the extension operator E: W1=1/24(9Q) — Wha(Q),
we get the estimates (5.1) and (5.2). Therefore, we can conclude the proof. O

Proposition 5.2 (DN map). Let Q C R™ be a bounded Lipschitz domain, 1 < p <
g < oo and a € L*(Q) a nonnegative function. Then we define the Dirichlet to
Neumann (DN) map A, by

(5.3) (Auf,g) ::/ (IVulP~?Vu + a|Vu|!"*Vu) - Vw dz
Q

for all f,g € WI=1/99(0Q), where u € WhP4(Q) is the unique solution of (1.1)
and w € WH4(Q) is an extension of g € W'=Y/ 24(9Q).

Proof. First, recall that by Lemma 5.1 there exists a unique solution u € W74(Q)
o (1.1), for any f € W'=1/%4(99). Next, let w € WH4(Q) be any extension of
g € Wl’l/q’q(aﬂ). Note that the integral in (5.3) exists by Holder’s inequality with

pp%l + 1—17 =1 and % + % = 1, respectively. In fact, we may estimate

(Ao, ) < IVl i) I V@l o) + IVl Fafga I V@l Laia)
_ 1 _
< (Il gy + llall 2 o IV ull % o) I Vell oy < 0.

Moreover, the value of (A, f,g) does not depend on the extension w € W14() of
g as u solves (1.1) (see (3.8)). O

Remark 5.3 (DN map for p > q). The results of Lemma 5.1 and Proposition 5.2
continue to hold for p > q, when one chooses boundary values f,g € W'=1/PP(9Q)

(see (F1)-(F3)).

6. LINEARIZATION OF THE p-LAPLACE EQUATION

This section is concerned with the construction of families of solutions (v;) to
the p-Laplace equation

. p—2 _ .
6.1) {dlv(|Vv| Vu)=0 1inQ,

v=f on 0f)

with a prescribed zeroth order term. More precisely, we shall prove the following
lemma.
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Lemma 6.1. Let Q@ C R" be a smoothly bounded domain and 1 < p < oo and
0 < a < 1. Moreover, suppose that vg € C®(Q) is any p-harmonic function
without critical points, ¢ € C*°(IN) and V is the solution to the Dirichlet problem
6.2) div(Ap VV) =0 in Q,
V=¢ on 052,

then there exists an exponent 0 < ' < 1 with the following property: For any
0 <9 < pB" <1, there exists 79 > 0 and a family (vr)rej—ry7] C L' (Q) of
p-harmonic functions that have the asymptotic expansion

(6.3) v; = vo + 7V +o(7),
in the sense of C*'(Q) as 7 — 0.

Remark 6.2. Note that (6.1) has smooth solutions without critical points in Q.
For example, any non-trivial affine function is such a solution.

Remark 6.3. Observe that if vo € C™(Q) is a fized p-harmonic function without
critical points and V is any smooth solution of div(A} VV) = 0 in Q, then we
can always find a corresponding family (v;) of p-harmonic functions having the
asymptotic expansion (6.3). Furthermore, let us point out that the assertion of
Lemma 6.1 continues to hold when v,V € CY(Q) for some v > 0, but for our
purposes it is enough to work in the smooth setting.

Proof. Let us start by recalling that if f € Ch*(99Q) satisfies || f||c1.e(90) < Co and
u is a bounded weak solution of

div(|[Vu[P~2Vu) =0 in Q,
u=f on 0f)

with [|ul|pe(q) < C1, then there exist positive constants 5’ = 8'(a, p,n) € (0,1),
C =C(a,p,Cp,C1,n,Q) > 0 such that

HuHcl,B/(ﬁ) <C.

This is a special case of | , Theorem 1] withm =p—2, k =0, A = min(1,p—1)
and A = max(1,p — 1) (see (4.24)).

Now, suppose that vy € C>() is a smooth solution of (6.1) without critical
points and ¢ € C*°(9Q) is a given boundary value. Furthermore, let v, € WP (Q),
—1 < 7 < 1, be the unique solution to

{div(|va|P2va) =0 inQ,

(6.4)
Vr = Vg + TP on 0f).

Note that by Theorem 3.7 with p = g, a = 0 we have
[vr |l o) < llvollLee (@) + 1@l L= (a0

where ® € C>(Q) is any smooth extension of ¢ € C>(99). Since the boundary
data vg + T¢ satisfy H’UO +7‘¢)Hcl,a(5g) < H’Uoncl,a(ag) + H¢||Cl,a(69), the solutions v,
are uniformly bounded with respect to 7 in Cl’ﬁl(ﬁ) by the aforementioned result
of Lieberman. Next, fix some ' < §’ < /. By the theorem of Arzeld—Ascoli, there
must exist vy € cLp (ﬁ) such that, after passing to a subsequence, v, — ¥y in
C'(Q) as 7 — 0. Taking the limit of (6.4) (e.g. in the sense of 2/(Q)) and using
the trace theorem, it follows that vy solves (6.1), with the same Dirichlet data as
vg. Therefore, by Theorem 3.3, we may deduce that vy = vy and hence v, — vy in
C"9'(€) as 7 — 0. This also shows that v, has no critical points for |7| < 75, when
7o > 0 is small enough.
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Let V, € CY#'(Q) be defined by the Ansatz
(6.5) vy = vo + 7V,
Then, similarly as in the proof of Proposition 4.2, we see that there holds
div(| Vv, P72V, ) = div(| Ve [P 2 Vug) + 7 div(ATVV;),

where
1
A" = / VeJP (Vg +t7VV;) dt.
0

Therefore, as v, and vy are p-harmonic, V; solves

©6) {le(A VV,)=0 inQ,

Ve=2¢ on 0N).

Since vy does not have critical points and 7V, — 0 in CY'(Q) as 7 — 0, it
follows (by Claim 4.3 and Remark 4.4, with ¢ = 0) that there exists a 79 > 0
such that the matrices A™ € C%% (Q) are uniformly elliptic and furthermore they
have ellipticity and [| - || co.» g, bounds that are independent of 7 € [~70,70]. From

[ , Theorems 8.33 & 8.34] we deduce that V, € C1#'(Q) satisfies
(6.7) Vellgrs @y < CUIVr Il @) + (1@l grsr @)

where C' > 0 only depends on the uniform the ellipticity constant of A,, a uni-
form upper bound of [|A-||cos ), 2 and n. Hence, the maximum principle for
(uniformly) elliptic PDEs [ , Proposition 2.30] ensures that

(6.8) IVl L) < 119l L a0

and thus V; is uniformly bounded with respect to 7 € [—7, 7] in C19' ().

By the theorem of Arzeld-Ascoli, there must exist a V € C19'(€) such that
V. - Vin 01*7,(5) as 7 — 0, after passing to a subsequence. Passing to the
limit in (6.6) shows that V' must be a weak solution to (6.2). For the previous
convergence assertion, we use the fact that V — V¢J?(Vyg + tVV) is continuous
from C1(Q) to C(Q2) (when [Vlcr @) < Ao/2, see Remark 4.4), the uniform bound
of VeJP(Vug + t7VV;) in t provided by Claim 4.3 and Remark 4.4 for small 7 as
well as the dominated convergence theorem. Since solutions to (6.2) are unique, it
follows that

(6.9) V, = Vin CY'(Q)
as 7 — 0, without passing to a subsequence. Hence, we deduce that
vy =vg+ 7V +7(Vy = V) =05+ 7V 4+ 0o(7)

in 7' (€) as 7 — 0. This concludes the proof. O

7. PROOF OF THEOREM 1.1

In this section, we establish the proof of Theorem 1.1. In Section 7.1, we prove
Theorem 1.1 in the range p < ¢ and in Section 7.2 in the range p > q.
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7.1. Reconstruction of a in the range p < ¢. In this section, we detail our
reconstruction procedure of the coefficient a in the double phase problem (1.1)
when p < g.

Proof of Theorem 1.1 for p < q. Let ue € WHP4(Q), e > 0, be the unique solutions
to (4.1) for some p-harmonic function v € C*(Q) without critical points and let
0 < v < B < 1 be some exponents as in Proposition 4.2, which we shall fix at a
later stage of the proof. We claim that for any g € W1=1/949(99), with extension
w € Wh4(Q), there holds

(Agev, g) = Ep_l/ |VoP~2Vo - Vw dx

(7.1) @

477! / (APV R, + a|Vv|9™2Vv) - Vwdz + o(e77 )
Q

as e — 0, where R, € C%(Q) is the unique solution of (4.11) (see Proposition 4.2).
Indeed, recalling from the proof of Proposition 4.2 that we may expand u. as

ue = (v + wy ) with w, . =e¥7PR, . and R, . — R, in Cc*(Q),
we obtain by formula (4.13) the identities

|Vu5|p72Vu5 = €p71|Vv|p72Vv + qulAﬁ(wvys)VRvﬁg
(7.2) =P Vo|P2Vu 4 771 APVR,
+e7t [ADV(Ry e — Ry) + (AD(wy ) — AD)V R, (]

and
(7.3) a|Vue |7 ?Vue = 7 a|Vo|T 2V + e 16T Pa Al (w, . )VR, ..

The matrices Al (w, ), 1 < r < 00, appearing in (7.2)—(7.3), are given by (4.16) and
we added the subscript v on these matrices and the functions we, R. to highlight
their dependence on v. Since R,. — R, and w, . — 0 in C%7(Q) as ¢ — 0, the
claim (7.1) follows from the definition of the DN map (5.3) and the dominated
convergence theorem. This shows that, for any p-harmonic function v without
critical points and any g € W'~1/%9(9Q) with extension w € W1h4(Q), we can
compute the quantity

I(v,g) := lim &'"9((Aqev, g) — (Agev, g))
e—0t
(7.4)
:/(AgVRﬁanw*?vv).vwdz,
Q

from the DN map A, of the double phase problem and the DN map Ag of the
p-Laplacian A,,.

Next, we consider the family (v;)re[—r,,r) Of p-harmonic functions constructed
in Lemma 6.1, which are supposed to have zeroth order term vy and first order
term V. Thus, the previous calculation can be applied to v, when 8 := 8/ and
~v =" < f’. We wish to compute the derivative

T—0 T

d I(vr,q) — I(vo,
(75) ‘](UO; V, w) = E I('UT, g) — hm (U g) (UO g) .
=0
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First, note that we have
AP (V) = Thg% 1 (AQ’T — Aﬁo)
= lim 771 (Ve JP(Vu,) — VeJP(Vg))

T—0

(7.6)
= (p—2)| Voo~ (Vug - TV [1+ (p— 4)

V’Uo & V’UO
|V’UQ|2
+(p— 2)|Vo [P~ (Vg @ VV + VV @ V)

in C%7(Q). This can be seen as follows. First, using (4.9) and a straight forward
calculation, we obtain

(7.7) Oe,e, JL(€) = (p — 2)|E[P*(&i0kj + &6ni + Exbiz) + (0 — 2)(p — D) [E[P 706
forall1 <i,j,k <mnand§ # 0. Secondly, the map § — V¢JP(§) is locally Lipschitz

away from the origin £ = 0 (see (3.6)). Hence, the fundamental theorem of calculus
ensures

(T8) 0 TP(n) — 0 T(E) = / Dee, JP(E + 10— ) dt (n; — &)

for all 1 < j,k < n, as long as the straight line from £ to 1 does not go through the
origin. Thus, the nondegeneracy of Vu,, |7| < 79, ensures that we can apply (7.8)
to n = Vo, and € = Vug. Using the convergence V; — V in C17(Q) as 7 — 0 and
(7.7) in the obtained identity, we get the formula in (7.6).

Furthermore, by [ , Theorem 8.34] and AﬁU(V) € C*7(Q), we can denote
by R € C'7(Q) the unique solution to
{div(AgovR) = —div(4? (V)VR,,) — div(a A, VV) in Q,

(7.9)
R=0 on Of).

Next, let us observe that using (4.11) we can write

(7.10) {diV(A%’oV(RvT — Ry,)) = div((4L, — A5 )VR, ) +divf, in,

Rv,. - Rvo =0 on 89,
where
(7.11) fr = a(|Vvo|T Vg — |Vu, |12 Vu,) € C%(Q).
Next, we claim that there holds
(7.12) Sup. IVRy, [|con @y < o0

for some possibly smaller 75 > 0. First, we observe that (4.11), Claim 4.3 applied
to AP and | , Theorem 8.33] imply

(7.13) 1Ro, @y < CUIR, =@ + lal Vo " Vorllcon @)

where C' > 0 is independent of 7. From the proof of Lemma 6.1, we know that
v, =vg + 7V, and V, € C17(Q) satisfies the estimate

HVT”cln(ﬁ) < C”q)”clﬂ(ﬁy

where C' > 0 is independent of 7 and ® € C°°(Q) is an extension of ¢ € C°°(9N)
(see (6.7) and (6.8)). This ensures the bound

(7.14) [orllorn@) < Cllvollora@) + [1@llors @)

uniformly in 7. Furthermore, [ , Theorem 8.16] and (4.11) (for R,,) demon-
strate that

Ry, | () < CllalVor ">V, || 1o ().
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Combining this with (7.13), we get
(7.15) IRo, 1@y < CllalVor " Ve | o)
uniformly in 7. By the product rule (4.26), the uniform nondegeneracy of Vo,
(7.14) and Lemma 4.1, we can uniformly bound the right hand side of (7.15), which
yields (7.12).

We next assert that
(7.16) R, — Ry, in CY°(Q)
for some 0 < § < 7. In fact, from (7.12) and a compactness argument we can
conclude that R, — R,, in C*?(Q) along a subsequence for some 0 < § < .
Using (6.3) and passing to the limit in the PDE for R,_, we see that R,, and R,,
solve the same Dirichlet problem, and hence R,, = R,,. That the coefficient A%
in the PDE for R, converges to AY can be shown in a similar way as done at
the end of the proof of Lemma 6.1. Since the limit is independent of the chosen

subsequence, we infer the convergence (7.16).

Finally, we show that
(7.17) = tim S —F

T—0 T

in C1%(Q) for some 0 < x < &, where R € C7(Q) is the unique solution of (7.9).
From (7.10), we see that

(7.18) {(}EV (;‘i VT’%) — div( AL G ) +div L2 ;I;%Q

for any 7 # 0. From (7.6) and (7. 16) we deduce that

[T[<70o

(7.19) Sup max (H . a||RvT||cl’5(ﬁ)> <00
Co (@)

for some small 79 > 0. On the other hand, the formulas (4.13), (7.11) and (6.5)
ensure that there holds

1
fr=—-1a </ VeJ9(Vvg +t7VV;) dt) VV,.
0

So, from (6.9) and the product rule in Holder spaces, we see that

(7.20) fr/T = —a Al VV
in C%7(Q) as 7 — 0, which demonstrates that there holds
(7.21) 1 /7oy < o0

for |7] < 79 for some small 75 > 0. More concretely, to obtain the convergence
(7.20) we make use of the fact that

(7.22) IVe T (Voo + trVV;) = Ve (Vuo) | o (e — O

as 7 — 0, uniformly for 0 < ¢ < 1. This in turn can be shown by using (7.8), (7.7)
and Lemma 4.1. For similar arguments, we refer the reader to the proof of Claim
4.3 and Lemma 6.1. Now, using (4.26), (7.19), (7.21) and | , Theorem 8.16 &
8.33], we see that

e
— < o0
T C15(Q)
uniformly in 7. Hence, there exists R € C'19(Q) such that
R,, — R, :
(7.23) T e R

T
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in C™*(Q) for some 0 < k < 6. By the convergence results (7.6), (7.20) and (7.23),
we see that passing to the limit 7 — 0 in (7.18) reveals that R € C1(Q) solves
(7.9). Thus, we may conclude that R = R, which in turn implies the convergence
(7.17).

Finally, we observe that (6.5), (4.13), V, — V in C*7(Q) and (7.22) demonstrate
that there holds

d
— / alVu, |7 ?Vu, - Vwdzr
dT 7=0/Q
1
=lim [ a (/ VeJ9(Vuy + tTVVT)dt> VV, - Vwdzx
70 Jo 0
1
(724) = lim [ a ( / (Ve (Vg + t7VV4) — Ve (V)] dt) VV; - Vwda
T=0Ja 0

+ lim [ aVeJY(Vuo)VV, - Vwdr
70 /o

= / a Al VV -Vwdz.
Q

It follows from (7.5), (7.4) with v = v,, (7.6), (7.16), (7.17) and (7.24) that we
have

AP VR, — AP VR,

J(vg, V,w) = lim -Vwdz
70 /o T
d -2
+ - a|Vu, |97 *Vu, - Vw dz
dT r=0JQ
AP — AP _
(7.25) = lim (MVRUT + A€0M> -Vwdz
70 /o T T

+/ a Al VV -Vwdz
Q

- / (48, (V)V Ry, + AL VR + a2, VV ) - Ve da.
Q

Suppose that Vi,V € C%(Q) are two solutions of the equation div(AZ VV) =0
with boundary data ¢1,¢2 € C(09) (see | , Theorem 6.15]). Using Lemma
6.1, the symmetry of the matrices A? | Aﬁo (V1) € CH(Q) (the regularity assertions
follows from (4.9), (4.31), (7.6), (4.32), the nondegeneracy of Vuy and vg, Vi €
C?(Q2)) and the fact that R, R € C™*(Q) satisfy Ry, |oa = R|aq = 0, we get by an
integration by parts in the first two terms of (7.25) the identity

(7.26)
J(vo, Vi, Va) = / (AI;O (Vi)VRy, + AP VR + aAgUV‘/l) Vs dz
Q

__ / [Ruy div(A2 (Vi)VVa) + Rdiv(AZ VV5)] da + / a AL VVi - VVa da
Q Q
:/ (aAngvl-vv2 ~ Ry, div(A{jO(Vl)VVg)) dz.
Q

Up to now we have assumed that all functions are real-valued, but in the next final
step we want to choose Vj, j = 1,2, complex-valued while keeping vg real-valued.
For this let us note that V' +— AP (V) is linear and hence if we decompose the
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possibly complex-valued solutions V; as V; = U; +iW;, j = 1,2, then we have
/ (a AL VV; -V, — Ry, div(AgO(Vl)VVQ)) da
Q

= (J(vo, U1, Uz) — J(vo, W1, Wa)) + i (J(vo, Ur, Wa) + J(vo, W1, U3)) .

As all terms in the last line are determined by the DN map (A, f, g) for appropriate
real-valued boundary conditions f and g, the same remains true for the integral

/ (a A9 VV; - VVy — Ry, div(A?, (Vl)VVg)) dz,
Q

which we still denote by J(vg, V1, V2). This notation is justified by the fact that if
V;, j =1,2, solve (6.2), then the same holds for the real and imaginary parts as vg
is real-valued.

Let z € R", |z| = 1 and set vg = z - 2. Then using A} = V¢J"(Vy), (4.9) and
(7.6), we deduce
(7.27) AP =14+ (p—-2)z2®z, Al =1+(¢-2)2®z,

Vo

and
(7.28) A% (Vi) = (p—2) [(z VL4 (p—4)(2-VVi)2 @2+ 20 VWi + VI, @ 2.

Let £ € R™\ {0} be such that £ L z. For s > 0 to be chosen later, we introduce
the complex vectors

C+ = *sz + €.
By (7.27), (& - Cx = 8" — [¢]*, 2 (& = s and
(7.29) (a@b)c=a(b-c)

for all a,b,c € C™, we have
G- AD G = (p—1)s” — €.
So, if we choose
(7.30) s=(p—1)"2[¢l,
then the functions
Vila) = €%, Vala) = e,

are both global smooth solutions of div(Af VV') = 0.
Using (7.28), (7.29), ¢4 - (- = —(s% + |¢[?) and (7.30), we get

AP (V)VVe = (p—2)e* " (s1+s(p—4)2@ 2+ 2@ (4 + (4 ®2) ¢
= (p—2)e”€7 (¢ — s (p— )z — (5% + |¢)z — s¢y)
= —(p—2)e%%[(p — 1)s® + €]z = —2(p — 2)|£]?e*¢ 2
and thus it follows from £ 1 z that
(7.31) div(AZ, (V1) VVa) = 0.

On the other hand, by (7.29), (7.30), ¢+ - ¢+ = s> — |§|%, 2- (¢ = £sand (, - (_ =
—(s% + |€]?) we obtain

Al YV VYV = e AL (L
(7.32) = —*0((g = 1)s” + €

_ _bta— 2|§|2e2i§~x.
p—1
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Therefore, by using (7.26), (7.31) and (7.32), we deduce that

pPt+q—2 / 2 2i¢.

————— [ a(x)|2£]7e*">7 dx.
-1 Jo "

Hence, if we set a outside of Q equal to zero, then we get
Ap—1) J(z -z, 657, 5 7)
ptq—2 €17

J(z - z,ec*m,eq’l) =

(7.33) a(§) =

for all £ L z, where

= 1€l £
—+ LS

G+ Sp—1z” +ig

As formula (7.33) holds for all z € S*~! and & # 0 with £ | 2, we can conclude that

a(€) is determined by J for all £ € R™. Therefore, by Fourier’s inversion theorem

we have shown that a can be recovered from the DN map A, (see (7.4), (7.5) and

(7.33)).

This concludes the proof. (I

7.2. Reconstruction of ¢ in the range p > ¢. In this section, we explain the
necessary changes of Section 7.1 to reconstruct the coefficient a in the double phase
problem (1.1) when p > gq.

Proof of Theorem 1.1 for p > q. In a similar manner as in the proof of Theorem
1.1, we consider the unique solution u, € W'P(2) to (4.43) for some p-harmonic
function v € C°°(Q) without critical points and large p > 1.

First note that with the help of Proposition 4.5 we can repeat the argument of
the proof of Theorem 1.1 to conclude that there holds

I(v,g) = lim p"=* ((Aapv, g) = (Ao, g))
= / (APVR, + a|Vv|?"?V0) - Vwdaz.
Q

Also the rest of the proof does not depend on the ordering of the exponents p, g
and hence we get the desired result by using the very same reasoning. (I
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