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MEAN OSCILLATION CONDITIONS FOR NONLINEAR EQUATION
AND REGULARITY RESULTS

PETER HASTO, MIKYOUNG LEE, AND JIHOON OK

ABSTRACT. We consider general nonlinear elliptic equations of the form
div A(z,Du) =0 in ,

where A : Q@ x R — R"™ satisfies a quasi-isotropic (p, ¢)-growth condition, which is
equivalent to the point-wise uniform ellipticity of A. We establish sharp and compre-
hensive mean oscillation conditions on A(z,£) with respect to the z variable to obtain
C'- and W*-regularity results. The results provide new conditions even in the standard
p-growth case with coefficient div(a(z)|DulP=2Du) = 0. Also included are variable ex-
ponent growth with and without perturbation as well as borderline double-phase growth
and double-phase growth with a coefficient.

1. INTRODUCTION

We study regularity properties of weak solutions to the following nonlinear, non-
autonomous equation

(divA) divA(xz, Du) =0

in a domain 2 C R™ n > 2, where the nonlinearity A :  x R” — R" satisfies the
quasi-istropic (p, ¢)-growth condition in Definition 1.1. In particular, we are interested in
sharp conditions on A of mean oscillation type that imply desired regularity of the weak
solution to (divA).

Let us start with reviewing relevant previous results. Regularity is well-known for
linear equations with coefficient, A(z,§) = M(z)E, i.e.

(Aaar) div(M(z)Du) =0 in €,

where the coefficient matrix M : Q — M, satisfies L7 < M(x)e-e < L for some L > 1
and all z € 2 and e € 0B;(0). We consider three implications in various settings:

(= o1 W) S = ueC(o),
(:> Wl,s) 11%1+w(7’) =0 > u e mif(Q) Vs > 1,
1
d
(= Cl) / w(r)% <00 = uc Clloc(Q)’
0

where w is chosen differently according to the setting. Note that (= W'*) includes the
result u € C%“ for any o € (0, 1) by the Sobolev embedding, as well as Calderén-Zygmund
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type gradient estimates for the corresponding nonhomogeneous equations, as stated in
Theorem 1.2. In the linear setting with w equal to the point-wise continuity modulus
war(r) == sup sup |[M(x) — M(y)|
B, CQz,yeB,

the implications (= C'*), (= W"*) and (= C') were proved by Caccioppoli/Schauder
[18, 53, 54], Agmon—Douglis-Nirenberg [4] and Hartman—Wintner [36], respectively.

More recently, Di Fazio [30] and Dong-Kim [31] showed, respectively, that (= 17/"*)
and (= C') remain true under the weaker assumption that w is the modulus of mean
continuity

wy(r) == sup ][ |M(x) — M(y)|dx dy.
B.cQJB, JB,

Note that the implication (= C'*) is trivial for wy, since this modulus has an upper
bound 7 if and only if wy; does, by the Campanato embedding. We refer to [5, 14, 32,
40, 45] for more related results and the sharpness of mean oscillation type conditions.
In short, mean oscillation type conditions are essentially the optimal ones in regularity
theory for partial differential equations.

Many of the above implications have been generalized to the p-Laplace equations with
coefficients of the form

(&) div ((M(x)Du : Du)”T”M(x)Du) —0 in Q 1<p<oo,

ie. Az, &) = (M(x)¢- &)= M(x)€. Manfredi first proved (= C*) in [49]. Kuusi-
Mingione [43] established the implication (= (') with the point-wise continuity modu-
lus w = wyy, whereas Kinnunen—Zhou [42] established the implication (= W'*) with the
mean continuity modulus w = wy;. However, the implication (= C') with mean conti-
nuity modulus w = @y, has remained open for the p-Laplacian, even for scalar weights
M(x) = a(x)1,, where I, is the identity matrix.

Research into equations with nonstandard growth conditions has exploded in the past
25 years. Nonstandard growth means that the growth of the equation strongly depends
on the x variable, so that the equation does not satisfy the stronger global version of
uniform ellipticity defined below. A model equation with nonstandard growth is the
p(z)-Laplace equation

(Apy) div (|Du|p(x)_2Du) =0 in 2, 1<p <px)<po.

Here, (= ') was first proved by Coscia-Mingione [22] and Acerbi-Mingione [1]. With
w(r) = wy(r)log * now including an extra logarithm, where w, is the point-wise modulus
of continuity as before, the implications (= W) and (= C') were proved in [2, 17] and
[51], respectively. However, to the best of our knowledge no results have been proved
under mean continuity conditions for the p(-)-Laplacian. Similarly, for the borderline
double phase problem

(Apap) div (|Du’"*Du + a(z)log(1 + |Dul)|Du[’~?Du) =0 in Q,

where 1 < p < oo and 0 < a(x) < L, regularity results have been obtained under point-
wise continuity assumptions [8, 9, 15] but no results are available when assuming only
mean continuity.

In recent years, C%!- and C'-regularity results under Sobolev-Lorentz type conditions
have been developed. De Filippis and Mingione [25] proved that if M(z) = a(z)l,, and
a € WH(Q) and |Dal is in the Lorentz space L™!(Q), then the weak solution to (A, 1/)

is locally Lipschitz. In fact, they considered a more general class of nonuniformly elliptic
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Assumption type Conclusion — (As

) (Apa) (D) (Abap)  (divA)
(= C)  [18, 53, 54]

9] [1,22] 9] [37, 39

[
Point-wise (= Whs) 4] [42]  [2,17]  [15] new
(= Ch 36] [43] [51] 8] new
(= W) 30] [42] new  new new
Mean (= Ch [31]* new  new = new new
Lorenz = C! [25] [25] [6] 7] new

TABLE 1. A summary of previous results for different equations, assump-
tions and conclusions. The asterisk is explained in Remark 1.4.

equations. Baroni and Coscia [6, 7, 8] have obtained C'-regularity results for the (Ayq;)
and (A,)) under Lorenz-type assumptions on the coefficient and exponent. One of the
advantages of our general framework is that also assumptions of Sobolev—Lorentz type
are included as special cases of our Dini mean continuity condition, see Proposition 4.8.

The results mentioned so far are summarized in Table 1. In the table we see that results
with mean continuity assumptions are especially lacking, although also other categories
have gaps for more complicated types of examples. In particular, general equations of
type (divA) have almost no higher regularity results and neither do special cases not
mentioned in the table like variable exponent double phase energies (e.g., [50, 57]).

In this paper, we fill in the blanks in the table by proving results with mean continuity
assumptions for a general equation with the following fundamental growth and ellipticity
conditions on the nonlinearity A(z,¢). For (alnc) and (aDec), see Definition 2.1.

Definition 1.1. Let 1 < p < ¢. We say that A : Q x R" — R" with A(z,-) € C*(R™\
{0}, R™) satisfies quasi-isotropic (p, q)-growth condition if
(1) DeA(x, &) satisfies (alnc), o and (aDec), o with constant L > 1 ((p, ¢)-growth);
(ii) for every x € Q and e,&,&" € R"™ with |e] =1 and || = |¢| > 0,
|DeA(x,€')| < LDeA(x,&)e - e
for some L > 1 (quasi-isotropic ellipticity).

When A(z,£) = Def(x,€) for some f(z,-) € CHR™) N C*R"™\ {0}), the condition (ii)

is equivalent to the following point-wise uniform ellipticity condition:
Riz.t) = éup{éigenvalues of DeA(x,€) = |€] =t}
inf{eigenvalues of D¢A(x, &) @ [£| =t}
Note that the stronger global version of uniform ellipticity condition:

sup{eigenvalues of D¢A(z,§) : © € Q, [¢] =t}
inf{eigenvalues of D A(z,€) : v € Q, [£| =1t}

plays an important role in regularity theory of partial differential equations and the

calculus of variations. In particular, sharp Ct®-regularity under oscillation type condition

on A has been obtained in [37, 38]. We also refer to recent development in regularity

theory for nonuniformly elliptic equations by De Filippis and Mingione [25, 26, 27, 28].
Another important model equation is the double phase equation

div (|Dul’?Du + a(z)|Du|**Du) =0 in Q,
3

<L forall x€Q and t > 0.

RQ(t) =

<L forall t>0



where 1 < p < ¢ < oo and 0 < a(z) < L. For this equation, C1* and Wl*-regularity
results have been established in [10, 20, 21, 24] by assuming point-wise continuity a €
C%(Q2) and the inequality % < 1+2. Note that this energy is not included in the Table 1,
since there is no gap for mean continuity results due to the Campanato embedding, see
Example 4.3.

Now, we state our main results, Theorems 1.2 and 1.3, which provide sharp and com-
prehensive C''- and Whé-regularity results for (point-wise) uniformly elliptic equations.

Moreover, we will see in Section 4 that the theorems imply new results even in the special
cases of Table 1. Define

AT (2, €) = [€| A=, €).
The conditions on A in the following theorems are explained in Definitions 2.4 and 3.1.

We first have a Calderén-Zygmund type estimate for the following nonhomogeneous
version of (divA):

(divA; F) divA(z, Du) = divA(z, F) in €,
where the given function F € L'(Q) satisfies |AY (-, F)| € L. .(Q). Note that (divA)

loc
is the special case when F' = 0 so the following result implies in particular the Whs-

regularity for the equation (divA), i.e. (= ).

Theorem 1.2. Let A : Q x R" — R"™ satisfy the quasi-isotropic (p, q)-growth condition,
and let u € WEH(Q) with |[ACY (-, Du)| € L\ .(Q) be a weak solution to (divA; F). If

AV satisfies (VMAL) and (SA1) and |ATY (-, F)| € L (Q) for some s > 1, then

loc

|ACY(., Du)| € Ly .(Q). Moreover, for any ) € §) there exists a small Ry > 0 depending

loc

onn,p,q,L,s, 01, and Du such that

][ |AC) (z, Du)|*dz < ¢ (][ |ACY (z, Du)| daz) - c][ A (2, F)|*dx + ¢
- B, Ba

for some ¢ = ¢(n,p,q, L,s) > 0, whenever r < Ry and By, C .

Finally, we have the C'-result under Dini mean continuity assumption, which is the
most delicate part of the paper and its central contribution.

Theorem 1.3. Let A: Q x R* — R" satisfy the quasi-isotropic (p, q)-growth condition,
and let u € W,bH () with |ACD (-, Du)| € LL () be a weak solution to (divA). If ACD

satisfies (DMAL)., for some v > 2, then Du is continuous in €.

Remark 1.4. The parameter v in the previous theorem can be thought of as the power
of the mean, as in w,(r) = supp co(fy f |M(x) = M(y)|" dxdy)"/7. Tn the linear case,
Dong and Kim [31] were able to consider the case v = 1, but we require the slightly
stronger assumption v > 2. For this reason we included an asterisk in Table 1 to indicate
that our general result does not quite cover this one paper. See also Proposition 3.8.

Let us comment on the Dini mean oscillation version of (A1), (DMAT1), and the vanish-
ing mean oscillation version of (A1), (VMAT1). According to Definition 3.1 for G = AY
we consider mean averages of the quantity

Be.B) = sup A& =45 ()

¢en(s,) |Ap, (§|+w(r)
The denominator depends on the choice of the ball B,, which make it difficult to find

the relation between fundamental point-wise (A1l)-type conditions in Definition 2.4 and
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the mean oscillation type condition and proving properties of the function 6, defined in
Definition 3.1. We investigate the mean oscillation type conditions in Section 3.

The proof of Theorem 1.3 consists of two major steps. The first step is to obtain a com-
parison estimate in L!-space between the gradients of the weak solutions to the original
equation (divA) and its approximating autonomous equation in (divA) (see Section 5).
Note that the weak solution to (div/]) has good Ch*-regularity estimates by Lemma 5.9.
We emphasize that the comparison estimate in Lemma 5.10 is sharper than the one we
obtained in [38]. Specially, the exponent of © in Lemma 5.10 is 2, whereas the approach
used in the proof of [38, Lemma 6.2] yields a smaller exponent. This sharp estimate
allows us to prove the Cl-regularity under the (DMAT1) condition. We also note that
the approximation deriving the equation (divA) is similar to the one in [38], but simpler
since we apply the splicing technique only for large values of || = ¢, rather than for both
large and small values . The second step is an iteration. We improve upon the iteration
argument in [43], leading to Lemma 7.3, which can be applied for both the Lipschitz
regularity and C'-regularity.

The proof of the Calderén-Zygmund estimate in Theorem 1.2 also involves two steps
(see Section 6). The first step is, once again, a comparison. Since we are dealing with
the non-homogeneous equation (divA; F), a new comparison estimate for the gradients of
the weak solutions to (divA; ') and (divA) is required, which is provided in Lemma 6.3.
The next step is to prove the Wl-estimate by estimating integrals of ¢(x,|Dul|) over
super-level sets. We follow the so-called maximal function free approach, introduced in
[3]. Note that in this process, we must essentially use the (A1) condition of A1),

2. PRELIMINARIES AND NOTATION

Let © be a bounded domain in R” with n > 2. We denote by B,.(z() the open ball with
center ry € R™ and radius » > 0. If the center is either clear or irrelevant, we simplify
notation to B, = B,(zg). For a set £ C R", xp is the usual characteristic function
of E such that xg(z) = 1 if z € E and xg(x) = 0 if x ¢ E. We denote the Holder

conjugate exponent of p € [1,00| by p' = p%l. A generic constant denoted by ¢ > 0
without subscript may vary between appearances.
Let f,g : E — R be measurable in ' C R". We denote the average of f over £ with

0 < |E| <ooby fg:=f, fdr:= ﬁ [ f dz. The notation f < g means that there exists
a constant C' > 0 such that f(y) < Cg(y) all y € E and f ~ g means that f < g < f.
When E C R, we say that f is almost increasing on E with constant L > 1if f(s) < Lf(t)
whenever s,t € E with s <t. If we can choose L = 1, we say that f is increasing on E.
Almost decreasing and decreasing are defined similarly. Modulus of continuity refers to a
concave and increasing function w : [0, 00) — [0, 00) with w(0) = lim, g+ w(r) = 0.

We introduce fundamental conditions on the energy function ¢ : Q x [0, 00] — [0, 00).
We refer to [34, Chapter 2] for the following definitions and properties. We start with
regularity with respect to the second variable, which are supposed to hold for all x € Q2
and a constant L > 1 independent of x.

Definition 2.1. Let ¢ :  x [0,00] — [0,00) and v € R. We say that ¢ satisfies
(alnc)., if t — t™7p(x,t) is almost increasing on (0, 0c0) with constant L;

(Inc)., if t — t~Yp(x, ) is increasing on (0, 00);
(aDec), if t — t™7p(z,t) is almost decreasing on (0, 00) with constant L;
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(Dec), if t +— t™7p(z,t) is decreasing on (0, 00);
(AO) L7t < (2, 1) < L.

We say that ¢ satisfies (alnc) or (aDec) if it satisfies (alnc)., or (aDec),, respectively, for
some 7y > 1.

Furthermore, for a vector-valued function G : Q x RM — RY | we say that G satisfies
(alnc)., or (aDec), if ¢(z,t) := |G(z,te)| satisfies (alnc), or (aDec),, respectively, with
the constant L uniformly in e € RM with |e|] = 1.

For p, ¢ > 0, the conditions (alnc), or (aDec), on ¢ with constant L > 1 are equivalent
to the following inequalities

oz, \t) < LNPo(x,t) or @(z,At) < LA%(z,t), respectively,

for all (z,t) € Q x [0,00) and 0 < A < 1 < A. Additionally, (alnc) or (aDec) are
equivalent to Va-condition or As-condition, respectively. Although the definition of (A0)
presented above slightly differs from that in [34], the two definitions coincide when ¢
satisfies (aDec). In the case ¢(z,-) € C*((0,00)), the conditions (Inc), and (Dec), for
0 < p < q are equivalent to

to'(z,t)
o(z,t)

Let us consider increasing functions ¢, : [0,00) — [0, 00) such that ¢ satisfies (alnc);
and (aDec), for some ¢ > 1, and ¢ satisfies (aDec);. Then there exist a convex function

@ and a concave function such that ¢ ~ ¢ and ¢ ~ ¢ from [34, Lemma 2.2.1]. In turn,
Jensen’s inequality for ¢ and 1 yields that

<p<]i|f|dx) Sﬁw(|f|)dx and ]€l¢(|f|)dx5¢(]i|f|dx)

for every f € L'(Q). Here, the implicit constants depend on L from (alnc); and (aDec),
or (aDec)y, based on the constants arising from the equivalence relation.

p < <q forall te(0,00).

We define classes of ®-functions and generalized Orlicz spaces, following [34]. Our
primary focus is on convex functions relevant to minimization problems and associated
PDEs; however, the class @y, (€2) is quite useful for approximating functionals.

Definition 2.2. Let ¢ : Q x [0,00] — [0,00). Assume z — ¢(x,|f(x)|) is measurable
for every measurable function f on Q, ¢t — @(z,t) is increasing for every z € €, and
o(z,0) = limy 0+ p(z,t) = 0 and limy_,o, ¢(x,t) = oo for every = € ). Then ¢ is said to
be

(1) a @-function, denoted ¢ € Dy (£2), if it satisfies (alnc);
(2) a convexr ®-function, denoted ¢ € O.(), if t — @(z,t) is left-continuous and
convex for every x € (.

The subsets of @, (£2) and ®.(£2) consisting of functions without dependence on the first
variable (i.e., p(z,t) = ¢(t)) are denoted by ®,, and ®., respectively.

Since convexity implies (Inc);, we see that ®.(2) C D (2). Let us now consider
€ Oy, (). We define the (left-continuous) inverse function of ¢ with respect to ¢ by

o N, t) =inf{r > 0: ¢(x,7) > t}.
6



If ¢ is strictly increasing and continuous in ¢, then ¢! is the usual inverse function. We
also define the conjugate function of ¢ by

©*(z,t) == sup (st — p(x, s)).

s=0

From this definition, it follows that Young’s inequality
ts < p(,t) + ¢ (7, 5)

holds for all s, > 0. If ¢ satisfies (alnc), or (aDec), for some p, ¢ > 1, then ¢* satisfies
(aDec),, or (alnc),, respectively [34, Proposition 2.4.9]. For simplicity, we write
05, (t) = S p(at) and gy (1) = inf (o).
If p € D(), then (¢*)* = ¢ [29, Theorem 2.2.6] and that there exists an increasing
and right-continuous function ¢’ : Q x [0, 00) — [0, 00), the so-called (right-)derivative of
©, such that

t
o) = [ as)ds
0
We recall some results related to this ¢’

Proposition 2.3 (Proposition 3.6, [37]). Let v > 0 and ¢ € O.(Q2).
(1) If ¢’ satisfies (Inc)., (Dec),, (alnc), or (aDec)., then ¢ satisfies (Inc).41, (Dec),q,
(alnc),.y or (aDec),y 1, respectively, with the same constant L > 1.
(2) If ¢ satisfies (aDec).,, then (20T1L) "1t (z,t) < p(xz,t) < to'(,t).
(3) If ¢ satisfies (AO) and (aDec), with constant L > 1, then ¢ also satisfies (A0),
with constant depending on L and ~y.

(4) ¢*(x,¢'(x,1)) < te'(x,1).

For ¢ € @ (1), the generalized Orlicz space (also known as the Musielak-Orlicz space)
is defined by

L2(Q) = {f € Lioe(Q) : [|fll o) < o0},
with the (Luxemburg) norm

. /
||f||L<P(Q) = inf {)\ > 0: 0re(q) <X> <1y, where ng(Q)(f) = Qgp(:p, |f]) dx.

We denote by Wh#(Q) the set of functions f € W21 (Q) with || fllwre) = I f]lre@) +

loc
H|Df|HL¢(Q) < o0o. If ¢ satisfies (aDec), then we note that f € L¥(f2) if and only
if ore)(f) < oo. The spaces L?(Q) and W'¥(Q) are reflexive Banach spaces when
¢ satisfies (A0), (alnc) and (aDec). We denote by Wy#(Q) the closure of C3°(Q) in
Wh#(Q). For more information on generalized Orlicz and Orlicz—Sobolev spaces, we
refer to the monographs [19, 34] and also [29, Chapter 2].

In recent years, we have studied regularity theory for the general equations (divA) with
quasi-isotropic (p, ¢)-growth condition [35, 37, 38, 39, 41]. In these papers, regularity
conditions for the growth function ¢ € () or a relevant function with respect to the
space variable z is given in terms of point-wise oscillation. This is in contrast to (p, q)-
growth approach, where usually the one assumes that % is small, e.g. [12], although see
also [23]. Let us recall these assumptions and the regularity results in [39]. We have made
a slight alteration in that w(r)|£| previously lacked the |£[; this does not affect which G

satisfy the condition, but it does impact the functions w and @, see Example 4.1.
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Definition 2.4. Let G : Q@ x R® — RY with M, N € N, r € (0,1], and w, @ : [0,1] —
[0, L] with L > 0. Consider the claim
|G(2,€) — Gy, &) < O(r) (IG(y. )|+ w(r)[¢])  when |G(y,&)] € [0,|B,|™]
for all 2,y € B,, By, C Q and ¢ € RM. We say that G satisfies
(A1) if the claim holds with w = & = L;
(SA1) if there exists a modulus of continuity w such that the claim holds with @ = L;
(VA1) if there exists a modulus of continuity w = @ such that the claim holds;
(wVA1) if, for every ¢ > 0, G satisfies (VA1) with the range condition replaced by
|G(y, &) € [0, |B,|™], with moduli of continuity w. := w = & depending on &,
but with a common L independent of €.
We also use the definition for ¢ : Q x [0,00) — [0, 00) by interpreting ¢(z, ) = p(z, [£]).
We refer to Section 8 of [39] for examples of functions satisfying these conditions. With
these point-wise assumptions, we proved maximal regularity results in [37, 38, 39)].

Theorem 2.5 (Theorem 1.2, [39]). Let A satisfy the quasi-isotropic (p,q)-growth condi-
tion and let u € W,5H(Q) with |ACY (-, Du)| € LL (Q) be a local weak solution to (divA).
(1) If A=Y satisfies (A1), then u € CY%(Q) for some o € (0,1) depending on n,p,q
and L.
(2) If ACY satisfies (wVAL), then u € CY(Q) for every o € (0, 1).

(3) If AV satisfies (wVA1) with Hélder-continuous w. for every ¢ > 0, then u €
CL*(Q) for some a € (0,1) depending on n,p,q and L.

loc

3. MEAN OSCILLATION CONDITIONS

We introduce the mean oscillation variants of the (A1l)-condition, specifically, the van-
ishing mean-A1 condition (VMAL) and the Dini mean-A1 condition (DMAT).
Definition 3.1. Let G : Q x RM — RY with M, N € N, r € (0,1], w: [0,1] — [0,1], and

0(z, B,) := sup G(z,8) — G, (O] for z € B,,
¢en(s,) |G, (&) + w(r)[¢]

where D(B,) := {£ € RM : |Gp,.(§)| < |B,|7'}. For v > 1, we consider

1

0,(r) = < sup ][ 0(z, B,) dx) "
B2-CQ J B,
We say that G satisfies:

(VMAT1) if there exists a nondecreasing w such that lim [0;(r) + w(r)] = 0.

r—0+t

1
d
(DMAL1), if there exists a nondecreasing w such that / 6, (r) + w(r)]—r < 0.
0

r

We refer to Section 4 for several examples of energies satisfying these conditions. There
we show that all the cases from Table 1 are included as special cases. By Holder’s
inequality, the (DMA1), is monotone in 7. Furthermore, if the case 7 = oo is understood
as a supremum, then ., is closely related to the quantity in the point-wise conditions of
Definition 2.4.

Remark 3.2. In Definition 3.1, we consider the y-mean of 6 for some v > 1. Proposi-
tion 3.8 implies that if we assume that € is nondecreasing, then it suffices to consider the
case v = 1.

8



Remark 3.3. Similarly to the vanishing condition (VA1), we can also consider weak ver-
sions (WDMA1) and (wVMA1) of (DMA1) and (VMATI). However, we are not aware
of any examples where these conditions would be needed. Thus we will for the sake of
simplicity not consider them in what follows. Furthermore, we could define a point-wise
condition (DA1) of Dini-type, but this is already obsolete since we directly handle the
more general condition (DMAT).

We show that the (DMAT); condition also implies the continuity of G(z,¢) in the z
variable and the (SA1) condition. For this we need Spanne’s result relating modulus of
mean continuity with modulus of continuity:

Lemma 3.4 (Corollary 1 with its remark, [55]). Assume that f € L'(Q) satisfies the
Dini mean continuity condition

! d
/0 a)f(r)—r < 00 where w(r) :== sup |f(x) = (f)B,| dx.

r B,CQ J B,
Then [ is continuous with modulus wy(r) = c [ ws(s) < for some ¢ > 0.

From this lemma we can get an intuition of how the point-wise and mean moduli are
related. First, if @;(r) < 77, then also w(r) < rf) so there is no difference between the
cases here. However, if wy(r) = (log )™, o > 1, then wy(r) =~ (log £)'~*, so there is
a loss of a logarithm between the cases. In particular, if o € (1,2], then the point-wise
modulus wy does not satisfy the Dini condition even though the mean oscillation modulus
wy does.

Proposition 3.5. Let G : Q x RM — RN with M, N € N satisfy (A0), (alnc), and
(aDec), for some 1 < p < q, as well as (DMAL);.
(1) For each £ € RM G(-,€) is continuous.
(2) G satisfies (SA1) with the same modulus of continuity w and the relevant constant
L > 1 depending on n,p,q, L, and 0.

Proof. Note that G (€) := sup,¢p |G (x,€)| is finite by (A0) and (aDec),.

(1) Fix ¢ € RM\ {0}. Then there exists 79 > 0 such that G{,(€) < |B,,|™!. Forr €
(0, 7], from the definition of § in Definition 3.1, |G(x, ) — G, (€)| < (G&(€)+|€])0(x, B,)
for every x € B, and Bs, C (). Hence

sup 4 1G(@,€) — G, (6)] do < (G4() + I€]) sup f 6z, B,) da

B2-C? J B, B2,CQYJB
= (GS(&) + [€N)0u(r).

Therefore, by Lemma 3.4, the (DMAT1); condition yields the continuity of G(-, ).

(2) Fix By, C Q with small 7 > 0 to be determined later. Consider y € B, and £ € R”
with G} (§) < |B,|!. Then for any ball B, C B,, since |Gp,(§)| < G (§) < |B,|™ <
|B,| 7!, it follows from Definition 3.1 that

|G(2,€) = G, (O)] < (IG5, (O] + w(p)|ENd(x, B,) S (GF,(€) + w(r)[€)b(x, B,)
for any € B,. Hence by Definition 3.1,
sup 1 |G(2,8) — G, (&)l d < (G, () +w(r)[€]) 01(p).

B,CB, JB,
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Therefore, in view of Lemma 3.4, the (DMA1), condition yields that

G@.6) = 612 8)| <1 (B O +wle) [ 0. forany w2 B,
0

for some constant ¢; > 0 depending on p, ¢, L and ;. Choose r € (0,r], where ry is

determined by [ G(p)d—pp = 5o Then

G, (§) = G, (§) < sup |G(x,€) — G(2,9)| < 5(G5, (&) + w(r)[€]),

r,zEB,
which implies that
G, (§) < 2G5 (§) + w(r)[¢].
This implies the desired (SA1)-inequality, when G (&) < |B,|™".

Suppose then that G (§) < |B.|™" and let s € (0,1] be the largest number with
GF, (s€) < |By|7'. The case s = 1 was handled above. If s < 1, then G (s&) = |B,|™*
and it follows from the earlier case that

|B,|7" = G, (s) < 2Gp (58) +w(r)[sg].
Since r < 1, it follows from (A0) that || 2 1. Then (A0) and w(r) < 1 yield w(r)|s€| S
Gp (8§). Using also (aDec),, we find that
|B/|7! < 2G5, (s€) + w(r)]sg] < ¢, (58) < 257G (§) < eas”| By |
Hence s > cé/ . Returning to the earlier case, we then conclude that

G, (€) < Ls ™G, (5€) < Ls™*(2Gp, (s€) +w(r)[s€]) < 2Ley P (G, (§) +w(r)[€]),

which implies that (SA1)-inequality with the correct assumption Gz (&) < |B,|™! for
r € (0,71]. When r € (ry, 1], we obtain the conclusion using a chain of a fixed number
f%} of balls of radius r; and the above argument. O

The function # in the above definition is not assumed to be increasing. This makes
it harder to estimate geometric series based on 6, but the next lemma shows that it is
possible.

Lemma 3.6. Let G : QxRM — RY satisfy (A0), (alnc), and (aDec), for some1 < p < q
and (DMAL),, for somey > 1. There exists 61 = 61(n, p,q,0,) € (0,1) such that for every
d €(0,601) and r € (0,1) with |Ba,| < 1,

o) c r dp
6., (6%r) < Qn—/ 0,(p)—

kz% ' 65 M log(a) Jo P

for some ¢ = c(n,p,q,7,6,)

>
Proof. Let 7 := §*r with k > 1 and p € (67,7). Fix By, C €. Since G is satisfies (SA1)
by Proposition 3.5(2),

0.

G2, ) S G,y 1 (6) +w(7)
for any x,y € Bszp and & € R with GE;WQ(&) < |B:|7!. Fix ¢ € RM such that
|G, (§)| < |B;|™'. Then the preceding inequality yields for any B,(z) C Bsjjs with

A BF that
(3.7) |G, (€)] < E(J(?B;(f)\ +w(r),



for some L > 1 depending on n, p, ¢ and 6;. Therefore, since w(r) <1,
G B, ()] < L(IGR.(6)] +w () < (L+1)|Bi| ™ <[B!

provided that p < min{(L + 1)="/",1/2} r. Thus D(B;) C D(B,(z)) for z € B;.

Denote He(x) = % We connect the integrals of H¢ in the two balls by a

chain argument. We cover B; with ¢(n)d~" balls B* of radius £, whose centers are in B;,
with the property that every x,y € By with |z —y| < £ belong to some ball in the cover.
For z € B' and y € B/ with i # j and |z — y| > £ we use the estimate

|[He(w) — He(y)| < [He(x) = (He)p, owo)| + Y (He)B, js(enr) — (He) B, p(as)]
k=0

+ [(He)B, jo@m) — H(Y)]

where xozx, T, =y and :L‘k Elryl ={te+(1—-t)y:te0, 1]} fork=1,....m—1
satisfy B < |tpm — 1| < & for k=1,2,...,m. Note that m < 136~'. Using D(B;) C
D(B,(x))) and Hélder’s mequahty in the second step, we have

B

£,

\]é sup |He(z) — <Hg>B,,/2<xo>|wx+f sup [(He)p, aene) — Hew)]" dy

sup. |H»s() He(y)|" dy d

J £eD(B

¢ £eD(Br) Bi £eD(Br)
+ sup |(H, o — (H .
;56D(B;) ‘( €)Bp/2( k—1) ( 5)39/2( k)‘

SSf f sw |Hle) - Hew) dyds,
k=0 ¥ Bo(zk) J Bp(xy) E€D(Bp(z))

We can connect integals over 6 and H¢. We estimate

][9338 'Yd:crv][][ sup |He(x) — He(y)|" dy dx
Br B ¢€D(B;)

and, using also (3.7), we see that

][ ][ sup  |He(x) — He(y)[" dyd < ][ 0z, By(x2))" do.
Bp(xk Bp(xk EED BP Jflc ) Bp(l’k)

Combining these with the estimate from the previous paragraph and m < <, we find that

N67

m

]i e, B dr Z]{B 0 B e 5 (5710,

Using this estimate for the second inequality, we conclude that

][ Jége%lp (Ef O\w%)%‘) dde

SITY 11 m ([Co@romi) s 8™ o0
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We have shown that 6,(r) < 6=/ (p) for p € (67, V/0F) with 7 = &*r and & <
min{(L + 1)~%/"1/2}2 =: §;. Thus we calculate

Skr d o Véskr d on
/ 0,(p)=L > 5510, (5%) / L 55 log (6710, (8%r).
Sk+1y P Sk+1r P

Adding the inequalities over k yields the claim. U
We derive some properties of the supremal counterpart 67 of 6,.

Proposition 3.8. Let G : Q@ x RM — RY satisfy (A0), (alnc), and (aDec), for some
1 < p<qaswell as (SAL). With 6., from Definition 3.1 for non-decreasing w and y > 1
we define 03(r) := sup e, 0(p). Then 05 < L,07 for some L, > 0 depending on n, p,
q and . We also note two consequences of this.

1
d
(1) If/ Gf(p)?p < 00, then (DMAL)., holds for any v > 1.

0
(2) If G satisfies (SA1) and (VMAL), then lir%ﬁf/(r) =0 for any v > 1.
r—

Proof. We follow ideas from the proof of the John—Nirenberg inequality. In Definition 3.1,
the supremum is taken over balls, so we apply the Vitali covering lemma instead of the
Calderén-Zygmund decomposition. Fix r € (0,1] and abbreviate 0* := 67 (r). If follows
from the definition of 6* that

(3.9) ][ 0(x, B,(y))dr < 6* for all By,(y) C Q with pe (0,7].
Bp(y

Let 0 € (0, %) be a small constant to be determined later, and 3, > 1 be a constant
depending only n such that |B,| < 8,|B, N B,(y)| for any y € B, and p € (0, 2r|. Denote
Et,U):={zeUNB,:0(z,U) >t}

We first estimate the measure of the set E(S,0-"6*, B,). Observe that for every y € B,
and p € (dr, 7],

][ 0(x,B,)dr < 8,0 " + 0(z,B,)dz < 3,0 "0,
Br0By(y) By
and that for almost every y € E(8,0 "0%, B,)

lim 0(z, B,) dx > B,6 70"

+
=0t J BB, (y)

Then by the continuity of the integral with respect to p, for almost every y € E(3,0 6%, B;)
one can find p, € (0, dr] such that

][ 0(z, B,) dz = 3,06 0" and ][ 0(x, B,)dx < 3,07"0° Yp € (p,,7].
BrNBp, (y) BrNBy(y)

Therefore, by the Vitali covering lemma, there exist y]l € E(5,0 0%, B,) and ,0} € (0, dr]
for j =1,2,... such that the balls B := B, (yj) are mutually disjoint,

|J5B} > E(8,670", B,) \ N,

j=1

where 5BJ1 = By (y]l) and A0 is some measure zero set,
J

][ 0(x, B,)dx = 3,6 0" and ][ 0(z, B,) dx < 5,0 "0";
BmBJl Bm5B}
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the earlier setup is applicable, since 5pjl- < 56r < r. The equation in above together with
(3.9) implies

o" ~ o"
BlﬂB = / T < /Hx,Br der < —|B,|,
Z| ‘ ﬁ o* Z TﬁBl ﬁne* B, ( ) Bn‘ |
SO that
|E(8.07"0", B Z|531 NB,| < 5"Z|B | < B.5" Y |B) N B, < (50)"|B,].
j=1

We can use the same procedure in the ball 531» to conclude that
|E(B,67"0",5B})| < > _[5B}, N Bl| < (56)"|5B}| = (5%)"| B},
=1

where lel, [ € N, are mutually disjoint balls whose five-fold dilates cover B}. This holds

in every Bj, so we estimate

S BB, 5B))| <> > 5B N Bl < (5%0)"8, Y |Bj|
J=1 j=1 i=1 =1
< (50)"B, Y _ [5B} N By| < (50)*"B,| By .
j=1

Denote by (BJZ) the sequence of balls whose five-fold dilates cover the first generation
balls B}. Repeating this process, for each k € N, we get a sequence of balls (Bf) in By,
such that (J7Z, 5B} D E(8,07"0%, B,) \ N'* for some measure zero set N'*,

(3.10) ][ 0(z, 5B Y) do < 8,070,
5BF1n5B% J

where j is such that Bg?_l is the predecessor of Bf , and

(3.11) > |E(B,67"0%,5B5)] < (56)* V" 5E| B, .

We also note that the condition § < 1—10 implies Bf C By, for any k£ and j. We impose on
d the condition (56)"f, < 1.

Note that, by the same argument as in the beginning of the proof of Lemma 3.6, we
see from the (SA1) condition of G that |G, (§)| + w(r) = |Gg,w) (&) + w(r) for every
B,(y) C Bs,p and € € D(B,(y)), and that D(B,) C D(B,(y)) for any B,(y) C Bs,/, with

y € B, and p € (0, 0r] by choosing sufficiently small §, see the proof of the previous lemma.
Now, fix k € N. Let B* := 5B} , B' := 5B}, be its predecessor at level [ =1,2,... k-1,
p1 is the radius of B!, and B° = B,. Note that |B!| < 8,|B' N B""!|. Then for x € B*,
|G(z,€) = G, (§)] < |G(2,8) = Gpenpe—1(§)] + |G rrnpi-1(§) — Gpr-1npr—2(8)]
+ -+ |Gpenpr(§) — Gping, (§)| + |Gping, (§) — G, (§)]

< |G(a,6) = G (€ |+Z(\Gmmgu — GOl + [Grinss (&) = G (©)]).

13



Since w is non-decreasing, we have |G, ()| +w(r) 2 |GB,y) (&) + w(p) from before.
Hence, using the above observations, ( 9) and (3.10),
5, (€
)

é(ﬂ?, Br) sup |G(:E 5) Br )|

een(s,) |G, (€ )|+W( €]

< 0(z, BY) +Z(ﬂn]ij (z Bﬂ)dx+][

BinBi—1

0(x, B dx)

< O(z, B¥) + kB, (67 + 1)6*.
Let oy > 1 denote the implicit constant in the above estimate. Then it follows that
E(20"Byay(k + 1)0%, B,) N B* C E(28,07"0%, B¥) for each ball B* = 5BF, j € N.
Therefore, by the covering property and (3.11), we obtain

|E(28,0 "o (k + 1)0* Z |E(28,67"0",5B%)| < (50)* V"8 B, |.
7=1
Finally, when 23,0 "oy (k + 1)0* <t < 26,0 "aq(k 4+ 2)0* for some k € N, we find that
[{z € B, : 0(x, B,) > t}| = |E(t, B,)| < (55)"*"*V gk |B,|
g 1
< (56)" - In B,
(56)" exp ( T ((55%) 1B,

::ag

As in the John—Nirenberg inequality, this implies that

. 1 [ -
][ 0(z, B.)" dx = ﬁ/ vz € B, : 0(x, B,) > t}| dt
r Tl J0

< (56)" /0 T exp (—%t) dt = ~v(56)"T(v )(22) ,

where I is the gamma function. Thus 6, < L,6;. Claims (1) and (2) follow directly from
this inequality. O

4. EXAMPLES

In this section we consider what the Dini mean oscillation condition (DMAT1), and the
vanishing mean oscillation condition (VMAT1) means for specific model energies. The first
example shows how they are related to (VAL).

Example 4.1 (Point-wise conditions). Let G : Q x R® — R satisfy (VA1) with & =
w = wy. Fix a ball By, C Q and £ € RM with |G, (¢)] < |B:|™'. Choosing y € B, such
that G, (§) = G(y, &), we see from (VA1) that

|G(2,€) — G, ()] < wv(r) (IG5 ()] +wv(r)€])
for every x € B,. Thus

i G (x,§) — G5, (8]
0(x, B, sup - < wy(r),
@B = s 1@ T le] <)
so that 6,(r) < cwy (r) for every v > 1 and so G satisfies (VMAL).
Moreover, if wy satisfies the Dini condition: fo wy (r) & < oo, then G satisfies (DMA1),
for any v > 1. In particular, if G satisfies (VA1) with w(r) = @(r) = r* for some a > 0,

which yields the C*-regularity (Theorem 2.5), then G satisfies (DMA1), for any v > 1.
14



If we consider the old version of (VA1) without the |£| as described before Definition 2.4,
then we can obtain similar conclusions based on the estimate

|G (x,€) — G, (6)] < wv () (1G5, (€)] + wv (1)) < can (r)7 (|G, (€)] +wv(r)7 [€]),

provided G satisfies (alnc), with p > 1 (the inequality is proved like Proposition 3.6, [38],
so we omit the details). Again, we find that G satisfies (VMA1) but now the modulus
of continuity is wy (7)"/?". The corresponding Dini condition is fol wy (r)?" & < oo, This
means that the old version does not give as precise control of the decay, which is the
reason for the change to the new version of (VAT).

We next look at several special cases of the nonlinearity A(z,€) in (divA) to see what
the DMO condition entails. We will use the BMO-seminorm

| fllBmo,r := sup  sup \f(z) = (f)B,| dx.

0<p<r B,CR" /B,

With the second supremum, this seminorm is increasing in r, so it corresponds to 6*
in Proposition 3.8; we could also consider a version where the supremum is taken only
over balls of radius r. We say that f satisfies VMO (vanishing mean oscillation) if

1
d

| fllemo.» — 0 when 7 — 0, and DMO (Dini mean oscillation) if / HfHBMO’r—T < 00.
0 r

Example 4.2 (Orlicz with coefficient). Let ¢ € @, and a : Q — [L™!, L] for some L > 1.
Define

A(r,€) = Dela(x)o(€])] = a(z) *O'fg‘f De.
Since (AD) 5, (€) = (a)s(€])€ and a > L,
- (g, €) — (A,
9(1’,Br) < ‘A ( 7£> (A ) r g)‘ < L‘CL(.T) _ <a>Br|7 ge Rn’

|(AED) 5, (8)]

and, for any v > 1,
F By des f Jole) = @[ de < ol by,
T BT‘
Therefore, 0,(r) < [lal| 50, and so AY satisfies (DMAT1), for any v > 1 or (VMAT1) if
a satisfies DMO or VMO, respectively.

We next consider double phase energies. In the following example, the mean continuity
does not give us anything new compared to the point-wise continuity modulus.

Example 4.3 (Double phase). Let ¢(z,t) = t* + a(x)t?, where 1 < p < ¢gand a: Q —
0, L], and define

A(z,€) == De[ep(x, €])] = plE[P~2€ + qa(x)|€]7%€.
Then for ¢ > 0,

b5 sp M@O— A @ o dlale) = (@]l

¢eD.(B,) [(AED) B (€)] = ¢en.(B)) pl&P

n(q—p)

S la@) = (a)p,[r 7052,
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where D.(B,) := {§ € R" : [(ATY) (1" < [B,[ '} € {g € R™« [P < B[}
Hence
~ an(g—p) _n(a—p) R
F o By e S HF L Jato) -~ (@ do 5 (75 fallo,
T BT
n(a—p)
Now in order for this to be useful, we need that ||a|pmo, S P37 for some € > 0.

But then a must be = (1+ )
point-wise continuity modulus and the mean continuity becomes irrelevant.

)_Hélder continuous by the Campanato-embedding, so a has

In the next example, we exchange the coefficients 1 and a(x) of |{|? and |£]|? in the
double phase problem. The end result has standard ¢-growth, but illustrates the role of
w in Definition 3.1 which is related to small values of |].

Example 4.4. Let ¢(z,t) = a(z)t? 4+ 19, where 1 < p < g and a: Q — [0, L], and define
A(z,€) = De[p(x, [&])] = pa(x)E]"~%¢ + qlg|*%¢.
Then we calculate, for &€ € R™,

A@,6) = Ap (O ___ pla@@) = (@)s, ] €P!
A (O Fw(r) — p@)p, 6P~ +dlgr +w(r)

~lofo) - (o) Jmin { e, P

Since tP7? is decreasing and f(—;; is increasing in ¢, the largest value of min{t?~¢, Z)(; ;}

occurs when 77! = w(r) and equals w(r)®~9/(@=1 Thus

N 1/~ - /v -
(f demran) £wm (£l - @alde) =) lalavo,.

_ q—1
Thus 6,(r) + w(r) < w(r)et|allpyor + w(r) < HCLHE‘MS;, where the last estimate is

obtained by the minimizing choice of w(r). Therefore, A=V is (DMAT1),, for any v > 1 if
-DMO.

the coeflicient a is
2q p—1

Next, we consider nontrivial examples whose mean oscillation conditions are weaker
than the corresponding point-wise ones. For f : 0 — R, we say that f is log-VMO or
log-DMO if

1
) dr
lim | fllemo,logs =0 or / | flBmo,r log (L) — < oo,
T‘*)O‘F 0 T

respectively. If || f|lsmo,- is replaced by the point-wise continuity modulus wy, then we get
the stronger vanishing log-Holder continuity and the log-Dini continuity. By Lemma 3.4,
the log-DMO condition implies the log-Hélder continuity w(r) < (log%)_l. However,
the log-VMO does not imply the log-Holder continuity.

Example 4.5 (Borderline double phase). Let p(z,t) = t? + a(x)log(l + )t?, where
l<p<ooanda:Q—|[0,L], and define

AGw.€) 1= D[l )] = { o+ ale) (p1owta + ) + 01 ) Bep

16



For any ¢ € D(B,), since [P < |B,|7},
|A(z,€) — Ap, (&) la(x) = (a),[{plog(1 +[&]) +

|Ap, (9] ~ pr(a)p {plog(l+[¢]) +
< la(z) — (a)p,|log(e + [¢]) S

e

Lg}
a(r) — (a)p,|log .

This implies, for v > 1, that

][ é(?‘)ﬂ/ dﬂ? 5 (”CLHBMO,T log %)7 .

B

Therefore, AV satisfies (DMAT1),, for any v > 1 or (VMA1) if a is log-DMO or log-VMO,
respectively.

The Dini mean oscillation condition is inspired by the coefficient case. Consequently,
it is more difficult to obtain results when the variability is not in a coefficient, as the next
result illustrates.

Proposition 4.6 (Variable exponent). Let ¢(z,t) = ﬁtp(m), where p : Q — [p~,pT]
with 1 < p~ < p*, and define

A(x,€) = De[eo(x, [¢])] = [ %€
Ifp islog-VMO, then AV satisfies Definition 3.1 for any vy > 1 with 0(r) = ||p||pmo. log%
and w(r) =rP 1
Proof. Let r € (0,1]. Note that D(B,) = {€ € R" : [¢]P@ < |B,|7'} c {€ e R : |¢] €
[0,77"]}. If [¢] € [0, 77,
A, 6) = AR O] _ |A@.8) — A5, (O] _
A5 O +w) gl A ©l

If €] =1, |A(z,€) — Ap,.(£)] = 0 and our estimate will be trivial. Suppose [£| € [r?,r7"]\
{1} and define

pi= 10%5][ EPY dy € [py, v ]-
By

From |¢[P@)~—PW) < max{r—"P@)-PW)l p=2Ip@)=pW)]1} = p=nlp@)=PW)l it follows that
607 = f PO dy < f Oy — f exp(np(e) - plo)]log ) d.
Br . -

An analogous argument gives a lower bound with integrand exp(—n [p(z) — p(y)|log ).
Furthermore, 1 — e™® < e® — 1 when s > 0. Thus we obtain that

Az, &) — Ap, (O] _ Il — gl
[Ap, ()] +r77 71 i

< ][ [exp(n [p(z) — p(y)|log ;) — 1] dy.

Combining the above results and Hoélder’s inequality, we have shown that

][ 0(x, B,)" du 57[ ][ [exp(n |p(z) — p(y)| log 1) — 1] dy da + r7#" 1.
Br T T
17
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By differentiation it follows that ¢® — 1 < ae® when b > 0 and a € [0,1 — 18], In

b
particular, this holds for all a € [0,1 — —] It follows that

F £ Lewtnte) )] 10g2) - 1] dy

< (cany Ipllmnio, log 1) ][ ][ exp ( —ply )|)dyd:c
» J By Cn||P||BMor

S (camy oo, o2 £ exp (M) dr,

- Cn”pHBMO,r

where ¢, > 1 is the constant from the John—Nirenberg lemma depending on n and r > 0
is so small that ¢,ny log + ||p|lsmo, < 1 — £ by the log-VMO assumption. The John-
Nirenberg lemma ensures that the integral on the right-hand side is finite. Thus we have
shown that

1
(][ 9~<3773r)7dx) <log tIpllsmoy + 7 7!

for all sufficiently small . For r > rq, the estimate still holds since 6 is bounded by the
constant cr? P " O

The definition of log-DMO and log-VMO combined with the previous result gives the
following example.

Example 4.7 (Variable exponent). In the setting of Proposition 4.6, ACY satisfies
(DMAL), for any v > 1 or (VMAL) if p is log-DMO or log-VMO, respectlvely

Finally, we show that also the Lorentz-type restriction is a special case of our condition.
Interestingly, this proof does not holds if we include the supremum with respect to the
radius in the definition of ., i.e. use 67 from Proposition 3.8. This shows the importance
of having the optimization in our condition. We define the non-increasing rearrangement

fo by

fe@) ==inf{s > 0| pp(s) <t} where pug(s):=|{ze E||f(x)] > s}
Note that ff, is a kind of inverse of the distribution function pug. The definition directly
implies that (| Mg = (f8)Y. The Lorentz space L™(§2) is defined by the condition
[t £ < .
Proposition 4.8 (Orlicz with Lorentz coefficient). Let A(z, &) = a(x)¥ K'f' f, wher’e a:
Q — [L7Y L) with L > 1. If a € WYY(Q) with |Da| € L™Y(Q), then A=Y satisfies
(DMAL)., for any v > 1

Proof. We follow the argument in [43, Section 2.3]. We consider v > n'; the case v < n/
follows from this by Holder’s inequality. For By, C @ and 4 := ;I € (1,n), by the
Sobolev—Poincaré inequality,

1 ) 1 |By| i 1
( la — (@Bmdas) T < cr( |Dawdx) T < cr(][ (| Dal7Ys, (t) dt) ’
B B, 0

< ( ][ " pap dt) %

18



where we used that f7, < ff, if Uy C U;. Note that the right hand side is independent
of the center of B,. Taking supremum over B, C 2 and changing variables 7 = |B,| =
| By|r™, we find that

/01 97(7»)% < c/ol <]£BT|(|DaW)5(t) dt)%dr < c/ooo ri1<]€T(IDaﬁ>§3<t> dt)%df-

We recall a Hardy-type inequality for the quasinorm case 8 < 1 (see [56, Theorem 3]
with p = ¢ and w(7) = v(7) = 7971):

e 9] T B e
/ 7(7[ f(t)dt) dr < e(a, B) / @) d, 0<a<p<l,
0 0 0

where f is a non-negative, non-increasing function. Using this inequality with g = % €
(£,1) and @ = £, we obtain
1 ) 00
d - dt
/ 0,(r) = < / 15 (| Dal )5 ()7 dt = / t+(|Dal)j(t) — < oo,
0 r 0 0 t
by (|f]7)& = (f&)Y and the definition of the Lorentz space. O

We can combine the previous two propositions to cover the variable exponent with
coefficient and regularity given by Lorentz spaces as considered by Baroni [6].
Example 4.9 (Variable exponent with Lorentz conditions). Let A(z,§) = %M P
where a : Q — [L7 L] with L > 1. If a,p € WH(Q) with |Dal,|Dp| € L™'(Q) and
| Dpl|rn1(5,) log £ < ¢, then we can show that ATV satisfies (DMA1), for any v > 1.

To reach this conclusion, we estimate |Ag, (§)] > L7 ¢[P~1 and

|a(@)[€[PD7 = a(y) [PV < LY PO — [€PDT + Ja(z) — aly)] €79
Since L™ (Q) « L= (), p is log-Holder continuous and so [£|P®) 7P < ¢ [6, (1.10)]. Then

loc

we handle |a(z) — a(y)| in the second term as in Proposition 4.8 using |Da| € L™().
For the first term we arrive as in Proposition 4.6 at an estimate

logy 1 Ip(x) — (p)s,| dz,
Br

from which the integral is estimated as in Proposition 4.8. The details are left to the
interested reader.

5. COMPARISON ESTIMATES

In this section, we always assume that A :  x R" — R" satisfies the quasi-isotropic
(p, q)-growth condition in Definition 1.1.

5.1. Growth functions and approximating energies. We start with recalling the
properties of a so-called growth function ¢ of A.

Proposition 5.1 (Proposition 3.3, [38]). There exists p € () with ¢'(x,-) € C([0,0))
such that ¢’ is (AO), (Inc),—; and (Dec),, _y for some q1 > q and that
(5.2) LM (|A(@, )] + €] DeA(x, €)]) < ¢ (w,[€]) < LIE] DeA(w, €)e - e

for every x € Q and £, e € R™ with € # 0 and |e| = 1. Here, ¢ and L > 1 depend on n,

p, q and L. We call this ¢ the growth function of A.
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By the monotonicity of the (aDec)-condition, we can replace our original ¢ by ¢; from
the proposition above and assume without loss of generality that ¢; = q.

From growth and ellipticity inequalities of growth functions in Proposition 5.1, a stan-
dard calculation yields the following monotonicity and coercivity/growth properties:

P&l 18D, e
(A('I’gl) - A('I’gQ)) ’ (51 - 52) z |§1| + |€2| |§1 €2|

and

¢, (. [€]) <& A2, €) < [¢llA(x, O] < exp(a, [€])
for some ¢, = ¢.(n,p,q,L) > 1. In particular, this implies that the function space
associated with the local weak solutions to (divA) is the Sobolev space W,5#(Q), and
that ¢ satisfies (A1) or (SA1) if and only if A does.

We state the higher integrability result for the weak solutions to (divA; F') which re-
quires the (A1) condition of ACY. The homogeneous case, when F' = 0, can be found in
[39, Theorem 4.1]; see also [37, Lemma 4.7] and references therein. Essentially the same
argument can be applied to the nonhomogeneous case, so it is not repeated here.

Lemma 5.3. Suppose that AV satisfies (A1). Let u € W,29(Q) be a weak solution to
(divA; F) with ¢(-, |F|) € L{ () for some s > 1. There exists o0 = o(n,p,q,L,s) >0

loc

such that (-, |Du|) € L7 () and

loc

140
][go<x,|Du|>1+0dx<c{son (f pujas) +o @(LIFD”"der}
- Ba, Ba

for some ¢ = c(n,p,q,L,s) > 1, whenever By, @ Q) and 0re(p,,)(|Dul) < 1.

We establish an approximating autonomous problem for (divA). Denote the averages
of A(+,€), ¢(-,t) and ¢'(-,t) over B, C Q by Ap,_, ¢p, and ¢} , and set

(5.4) to := 2(pp,) " (e Br| ),
where ¢, > 1 is as above, and
1/}/@) — SOIBT(t) if ¢ < th
| W, (t0) ()P if to <t

Note that ¢'; is the same as the derivative of ¢, and ¢’ is continuous since ¢’ satisfies
(Inc),— and (Dec), ;. We consider

o) = [ Wis)ds

We see that ¢ = ¢p, in [0,%y] and, since ¢y satisfies (Inc), 1, ¥ < ¢p, in [ty, 00). Fix
n € CP(R) with n > 0, suppn C (0,1) and ||n||; = 1. We define

o(t) == /Ooow(s)nrt(s —t)ds where n,.(t) = n(L).

The construction of ¢ is analogous to the one in [37, Section 5] with ¢; = 0 and ¢ty = ¢,
except that here we use the average ¢p, instead of the function at the center-point,
©(xg, ). Therefore, we have the following analogue of Proposition 5.10 in [37].

Proposition 5.5. Suppose that A=Y satisfies (A1). The following hold with ¢ > 1
depending only onn, p, q and L:

(1) ¥(t) < @(t) < (1 +er)(t) < ap(t) ]2”(())7’ all t > 0.



(2) ¢ € CH[0,00)) N C?((0,00)) satisfies (A0), (Inc), and (Dec), while @' satisfies
(A0), (Inc),—1 and (Dec),_.
(3) p(t) < clp(z,t) + 1) for all (z,t) € B, x [0,00).

() Let
Nl, — 90(1‘79571(1))75, O<
ot) {wx,@—l(t)), ‘>

and ((x,t) == ((z,t)' for 6 > 0. Then ¢ € Dy (B,) satisfies (A0), (alnc); s
and (aDec)y1145)/, with relevant constants depending on n,p,q, L and &.

t <1,
1

)

Proof. The proofs of (1) —(3) can be obtained from [37, Proposition 5.10] when we replace

@ <x07 ) by SOBT< )
Let us prove (4) by following the proof of [37, Proposition 5.12]. Note that ¢ € @ (B,)

is clear once we show (alnc);. As ¢ and ¢ satisfy (A0), so does ¢ and thus C(z,t) ~ t for
t €[0,1). Now we prove that ( satisfies (alnc); and (aDec),/,, hence ( satisfies (alnc),. 5
and (aDec), (115, For t € [1,$(to)], since @5 (P7(t)) < @b, (to) S |By|™", the (Al)
condition of ¢ yields p(z, g71(t)) ~ ¢p (p~1(t)) = ¥($(t)) ~ t. Therefore (z,t) ~ t
in [0, §(to)]. For t € [@(to), 00), setting s := @~ 1(¢),

Clat) oz, g7'(1) _ plz,s) " ol,s)

t t ToY(s) @l (to)  sP

and, similarly,

{(z.t) ( " | )q/’” ola,s)

ta/p SO/BT (to s
Therefore, (alnc), and (aDec), of ¢ imply (alnc); and (aDec),, of ¢. Finally, we show
that ¢ satisfies (A1l). Let B, C B, and assume that (5 (¢) < |B,|~'. Then
C5,(8) = 95, (71 (1) < B,V < B,
Therefore, (A1) of ¢ implies that

Ca,(8) = [, (67 O < [wp, (2 ()] = (5,(1)
and so ( satisfies (A1). O

From the nonlinearity A, we define an autonomous function A : R” — R” as

A(©) 1= m€D 4. (€) + mlle) 21 e,
0
where 7, € C°°([0,00)) is such that 0 < 7 < 1, 7 = 1 on [0,t], n = 0 on [2¢y, c0),
—2/ty <1} <0, and ny € C*([0,00)) is such that 0<m<1,ne=0o0nl0,t/2], =1
on [tg,00) and 0 < 1 < 4/ty. Then by the same computations as in [39, Lemma 5.2]
with t; = 0, t5 = tg and replacing 75 and 73 by the functions n; and 7y defined above, we
can show that ¢ defined above is a growth function of 4, i.e.

(5.6) LA + EIDAE)]) < &(I€]) < LIEI DA(E)e - e

for some L > 1 and every £, e € R™ with & # 0 and |e| = 1.
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5.2. Approximation and comparison estimates. Let u € W}if(Q) be a local weak
solution to (divA). Fix Q' € Q. Then, by Lemma 5.3, ¢(-,|Du|) € L' (). Assume
that r satisfies

240

2(1+o 7 1
(5.7) r€(0,3] and |By|<2” E </ o(x, |Du|)** dz + 1) < 5

By Holder’s inequality this gives

o el 2(1+0') 1
/ o(z, |Du|)1+5 dx < | By, |20+ (/ o(x, |Du|)1+(’ dx) < 3
BQT !

so that

QL¢<B%>(|DUI)</ o(z,|Dul)""% dz + |B,| < 1.
BQT

We fix By, € ¥, and let @ € u + Wol’@(Br) be the unique weak solution to
(divA) divA(Da) = 0
in B, C Q. The solutions u and % of (divA) and (divA) satisfy the following estimates.

Lemma 5.8. Suppose that AV satisfies (A1) and r satisfies (5.7) and let o > 0 be from
Lemma 5.3. There exists Cy > 1 depending only on n, p, ¢ and L such that

W) [ s(pid<cy / 5(1Dul) dr,

T

2) ( / w(x,IDUI)”"dﬂc) - <co¢( / IDUIdx) s
™ BQr

(3) ][ | D dxéC’o][ | Dul| dzx + Cy,
Br BQT
(4) if 0ppr+o g ([Dul) < My < 00 for & >0, then

][ o(z, | D)) dx < C’O(MO%_1 +1) (][
B

T 2r

(e, | Dul) " de + 1) |

where the constant Cy depends also on &.

Proof. Testing (divA) by @ —u € W, ?(By,) and using that ¢ ~ |ACY| by (5.6) and
Young’s inequality, we obtain (1). Note that this part does not require (Al).

Let t; := fBQr |Du|dx. Since ore(p,,)(|Dul) < 1 by the choice of r, we conclude from
Jensen’s inequality and (A1) of ¢ that

b (o) (][ ¢B2T<|Du|>dx) < o3 (1B ™) S to.
2r

Hence, by the definition of ¢ and Proposition 5.5(1), ¢p, (t1) < ¢, (t1) = ¥ (t1) = ¢(t1).
Then, (2) follows from Lemma 5.3, when F' = 0, and the fact that ¢p, (t1) < @(t1).
Moreover, using the two estimates we have shown and Proposition 5.5(3), we also obtain

@( Dl d:c) 5][ 5(|Dul) dz g][ oz, |Dul) dz+1 < ¢ <][ | Dul der + 1)
B, r r Ba
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which implies (3). Finally, (4) follows the Calderén—Zygmund estimate in [38, Lemma 4.15]
with ¢ and 6 replaced by ¢ and ¢ given in Proposition 5.5(4):

][ o D)7 dr 5 f L @D do 41

<y + (][ C(a, 3(|Dul)) 7 do + 1)

< (Mogi1 +1) (]i o(x, | Dul)* dx + 1) : O

The next result is a supremum estimate and an excess decay estimate for the derivative
D of the solution to (divA) in L'-space, which can essentially be found in [47] (see also
[48]). Although the paper [47] proved the excess decay estimate in L?-space, a minor
modification yields the desired estimate in L'-space. More details of the proof of the
lemma are provided in Appendix A.

Lemma 5.9. Let A : R — R" satisfy the quasi-isotropic (p, q)-growth condition and
@ € CY([0,00)) NC?((0,00)) be its growth function satisfying (5.6). Let u € W#(B,) be
a weak solution to (divA). There exist a € (0,1) and Cy > 1 depending on n, p, ¢ and L
such that, for any B,(y) C B,(y) C B,

”Dﬂ‘HLOO(BP/Q(y)) < Cl][ ‘be| d.T,
By (y)

and

][ | Dt — (D) g,y | do < osc Du < Cy <Z)a][ |D@ — (D) g, )| de.
By (y) P By (y)

B (y)

Now we derive comparison estimates between the gradients of v and u, in terms of
the mean oscillation conditions in Definition 3.1. The following first one corresponds to
Lemma 3.1 in [6]. Note that the resulting estimates are almost the same. However, the
proof of next lemma requires more delicate analysis since we consider general structure.
A similar inequality was proved in [37, Lemma 6.2], but with the much worse power WP/,
even though there w was a point-wise modulus of continuity, not mean continuity like
here.

Lemma 5.10. In the setting of Lemma 5.8 with o, /¢~ 2 (5 (|Du|) 1 for some y > 2,

][ ¢'(|Du| + | Dal)
B, |Dul +|Dil

=2

|Du—Dﬁ|2dx<c@(r)2(][ cp(x,|Du|)7:L2 dx+1) ’

for some ¢ = c(n,p,q,L,7,C3) > 1, where O(r) 1= w(r) + 0, (r) +r* with a; = 'y(jﬁZ)'
Proof. Denote ¥ := %\Du — Dal?. By the monotonicity of A and testing with

u— i€ Wy#(B,) C Wy?(B,) in the weak formulations of (divA) and (divA), we have
][ Udr < co][ (A(Du) — A(Dﬂ)) - (Du — D) dx
B’V‘ T

= co][ (A(Du) — A(z, Du)) - (Du — Di) dx

N

Co }A(x, Du) — A(Du)} |Du — Du| dx.
By ~ <
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In the set E := {z € B, : |AS Y (Du(x))| < |B,| '}, since g, (|Dul) < e.|AG Y (Du)| <
| B;| 7, it follows from (5.4) that |[Du| < % and so A(Du) = A, (Du). Hence by the
definition of  (Definition 3.1 with G = ACY) and the fact ¢g, (|Du|) ~ ¥(|Du|) <
&(|Dul) from Proposition 5.5(1), we conclude that

[ A(Du) — Az, Du)| < 0(x, B,)(|Ap, (Du)| + w(r))

- ] 1 [@(Dul+ DA ]E
S 0e, 8@ 0ul + D | EL2E I e, Byt

It then follows from the Cauchy-Schwartz inequality and 6(z, B, )w(r) < 0(x, B,)?+w(r)?
that

1 .
Axp < cO(x, B,)*@(|Dul| + | Dil) + 7Vt (0(z, B,)* + w(r)®)|Du — Dil.
0
Integrating the previous inequality over B,, we obtain that

- 1
][ A g dz <][ . B, + w(r)?) 6(1Dul + |Dil + 1) o + 5= f W
T r 0

The first integral is estimated using Holder’s inequality, the definition of 9% Proposi-
tion 5.5(3) and Lemma 5.8(4) with o, /(- 2 (p (|Du|) <1

][ 62, B,)” +w(r)?] @(1Dul + il + 1) da

=2

< { <][ i(x, B,)" dx)% +w(r)2} (][ 5(|Dul + | Dil| + 1)7> dx) ’

y—2

<c(04(r)” +w(r)?) (é o(z,|Du|)7= dz + 1) ’

Hence we obtain that

][ Axpdr < C(GV(T)2+W(7’)2)(][ o(z, | Du|)72 da:+1) T~ wdn
T T BT

In the set B, \ E, ¢p,(|Du|) 2 |B.|7". This implies ¢g (|Dul) 2 |B,|™" since if
o5.(1Dul) < |BLI7", by (A1) of o, B, < ¢, (1Dul) S 5, (1Dul) + 1 S o3, (1 D). 1
the last estimate we used the fact that 1 S [Du| S g (|Dul) in B, \ E. Furthermore
by Proposition 5.5(1)&(3) and (A0),

~ B(Dul) _ gl |Duf) +1
F(1Dul) & 5 S T & e |Dul),

Using the growth conditions (5.2) and (5.6), the above inequalities and Young’s inequality
twice, we conclude that

Axpas S [|Ble(IDu))]"¢! (x| Dul)(|Du] + | Dit])
S 7 (e(x, | Dul) ™7 + o(x, [ Dul)? oz, | D))
S 7 (e(z, [Dul)™7 + (x| Daf) ),
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where 7 := % From Lemma 5.8(4) with ¢, /-2 (BT)(|Du|) < 1 it follows that

el

~ _ B 1+_5+1+&
£ Sxnwdesro(f [ote 1D+ oto, D] ar )
B

T

1
L _ e
< r"(a_m)(][ o(z, | Dul)* dx + 1) .

Since 1 4+0 = %, we obtain the desired inequality by combining the estimates in £ and

B, \ E and absorbing the integral over ¥ into the left-hand side. O

Applying the same approach as in [37, Corollary 6.3, we obtain the following rough
comparison estimates from the previous lemma with an unwanted exponent % on O.

Lemma 5.11. In the setting of Lemma 5.10, we further assume that

=2

(][ go(x,\Du\)v_Z?d:c) ’ gC;gb(][ |Du|da:+1),
T Bay

for some CZ > 0. Then there exists Cy = Cy(n, p,q, L,7,C%) > 1 such that

|Du — Dii| dzx < @‘1<][ P(|Du - Dﬁ|)dx) <G O(r)s (]é

Br T 2r

| Du| dx + 1) .
The next result is a sharper version of the previous lemma with better exponent of

©. This is analogous to Lemma 3.5 in [6], but much simpler since we consider a single
homogeneous equation.

Lemma 5.12. In the setting of Lemma 5.11, there exists C3 = Cg(n,p,q,L,fy,Cj;) > 1
such that if

A

— <inf |Du| and ][ |Du| dx < A
A " B,

Ba
for some A\, A > 1 and B, C B,, then

][ |Du — Dii| de < CyA7™! (f)"@(r)A.
B, p

Proof. By the Cauchy—Schwartz inequality,

. . 1 |Du — Dul?
Du— Duldx <O D Dul) d dz.
]ip| u — Dil dz (”]ip(' ul + | Dif) x+@(r)]ip oo

By Lemma 5.8(3), the first integral on the right-hand side is bounded by c(%)”)\. For
the second integral, we use that ¢’ is increasing and satisfies (Dec), ; and that % <
|Da| + |Du| in B,, to estimate by Lemma 5.10 and the assumption of Lemma 5.11 that

g)"][ Du-Daf 1 ][¢’(|Du|+|Da|)Du_Da2dx
(r 5, |Dul+|Da| = @A) Jp. [Dul+ Dl | |

~ AT1O(r)2 A, O
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6. CALDERON-ZYGMUND ESTIMATES

In this section, we prove the Calderén-Zygmund estimates of Theorem 1.2. We assume
throughout that A : Q2 x R" — R” satisfies the quasi-isotropic (p, ¢)-growth condition in
Definition 1.1. Let u € WL#(Q) be a weak solution to (divA; F'). We start with deriving
comparison estimates. Note that by Lemma 5.3, (-, |Du|) € Li;57(Q). Fix By, C Q' € Q

and let u, € u+ Wy ¥(B,,) be the unique weak solution to (divA) in B,,. Then we have
the following energy and higher integrability estimates for Du,..

Lemma 6.1. In the setting of Proposition 5.1,
/ o(z, |Du,|) dr < c/ o(z, |Dul) dz.
Bgr BQr

Suppose also that AV satisfies (A1). Then there exist Cy > 1 and oy € (0,0) depending
onn, p, q and L such that

][ oz, | Duy )7 de < C (][ oz, | Dul) " dar + 1) |
Ba, Ba

Proof. The proofs of the estimates are quite standard; hence we only briefly sketch them.
By testing (divA) with u — u, € Wy¥(B,,) and using the coercivity property of growth
functions and Young’s inequality we obtain the first claim. We next prove the second
estimate. From Lemma 5.3,

140
][ gp(x,|Dur|)1+odx<c{<][ cp(x,|Dur|)dx) +1}.
T BQT

Using a similar approach as in the proof of Lemma 5.3 (see, e.g., [16, Lemma 3.5]), we
also find the following higher integrability on the boundary:

][ o(x, |Dur|)1+(’1 dx
By (y)mB2r

1401
<{(£  ewlouhac) +f gt
Boy (y)NBay Bay (y)NBay

where y € 0B,,. The standard covering argument with the previous estimates implies
the second claim. O

Now, suppose that r > 0 satisfies the following stronger version of (5.7):

240, 1
1 140y 7 1
(6.2) r< = and |By|< {4 o1 04(/ o(x, | Dul) " dz + 1) ' } < —.
2 ' 40y
Analogously as (5.7), this and Lemma 6.1 imply that
ol 1
e (D) <1 and [ pla D) do < 5.
Bay

Moreover, Lemma 5.8(2) for u, and oy € (0,0) imply that

1
o o/
(][ o(z, Du,)'t 2 d;z:) g c<ﬁ<][ |Du,| dx + 1)
T Bar

for some ¢ > 0 depending on n, p, g and L. Therefore, u, satisfies the inequalities required
in Lemma 5.11 with v =2+ Uil. Let i, € u, + Wy'?(B,) be the unique weak solution to
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(divA) where A and ¢ are defined in Section 5.2. Then Lemma 5.11 gives the following
comparison estimates:

Lemma 6.3. In the setting of Lemma 5.8,

/ so<x,|Dar\>dx<c(][ so(x,wu\)d:m),
I8 B2r

and, for any € € (0,1),

p+1

][ o(z,|Du—Da,|) d < C(E+@(T)a2)<]€3 o(x, |Dul) do+ 1) te ]i oz, |F|) dz

T 2r
for some ¢ > 0 and as € (0,1) depending on n,p,q and L.
Proof. We first obtain a comparison estimate between Du and Du,. We take u — u, €

Wy (Bs,) as a test function in the weak formulations of (divA; F) and (divA) to discover
that

]i (A(z, Du) — A(x, Du,)) - (Du — Du,.)dx = ]i Az, F) - (Du — Du,) dx.

By [37, Proposition 3.8(3)], the monotonicity and coercivity properties of growth func-
tions, the equation above, and Lemma 6.1, we see that

][ o(x, |Du — Du,|) dz
Bar

¢'(x, | Dul + [Duv[)

Du — Du,|* dx
|Du| + | Du,| | |

<e ][ o, |Dul) + (e, | Dus]) da + = ][
BQT B

2r

< 5][ o(x, |Dul) dz + z—:_l][ ¢'(z,|F|)|Du — Du,| dz.
Bay Bay

Then, using Young’s inequality we have

(6.4) ][ oz, | Du — Duy|) dz < g][
B2'r

Bar

o, | Dul) dz + &5 f oz, | F|)d.

Bar

Let 7 > 0 be the solution of —=— +¢(1—7) = 1. By Hélder inequality with exponents

1+01/2
HT/ 2 1177) applied to ¢ = ¢Tp!'~7, we derive that

and o

][ o(z,|Du, — Dt,|) dx

o o172 L q(1=)
< (][ o(x,|Du, — Di,|)' T2 dx) (][ o(x, |Du, — Diiy|)s dx) .

By Lemma 5.8(4) and Lemma 5.3 for u, with ¢ = o7 we have

e o/ e\ T
][ o(z, |Du, — Du,|) "2 dz < ][ o(z, |Du,|)' "= dx +1

5][ oz, | D) de + 1.
B27‘
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Moreover, from by Jensen’s inequality, Lemma 5.11 for u with v =2 + oil and (A1) with
the fact that f, [Du,|dz < (pp, )" (|B2r|™"), we obtain that

1 q 1 q
(][ go(x,|Dur—Dﬂr|)qu) < (][ cpEr(|Dur—Dﬂr|)qd:p)
<o, (£ 10w - Dilar) seies (£ 1Duldr+1)
r BQr

g@(r)f%gr(]i |Dur\d:c+1)§@('r)§<]€3 <p(x,|Dur\)dx+1).

Combining the previous three estimates yields

][ o(z,|Du, — Dii,|) de < ©(r) 4 (7[
B

T 2r

o(x, | Du,|) dz + 1) :

We obtain the desired estimates from this, (6.4) and Lemma 6.1. O
Now, we are ready to prove the Calderén—Zygmund estimate.

Proof of Theorem 1.2. Since we have obtained the relevant comparison estimates, we can
prove the theorem by using the well-known argument mentioned in Section 1. Therefore,
we will provide a sketch of the proof and refer to, for instance, our recent paper [44] for
details. We first observe that by Proposition 3.8,

: _ _ 4

lim 0,(r) =0 for y=2+ .

r—0t
Let 6 € (0,1) be a small constant to be determined later, and By, C € & (), where

7> 0 is a small number which satisfies (6.2) and O(r)*2 < e := §%+1? with notation from
Lemma 6.3. Set

1
(6.5) Ao ::][ go(x,|Du|)dx+—][ o(z, |F|)dx + 1
Bay 5 Bay

and for p € (0,2r] and A > 0
E(\, p) =E(\ B,) :={x € B, : ¢(z, |Dul|) > A}.

By the Vitali covering lemma, for a given A > a)y, where o 1= (=22-)" and 1 <

T2—T1

71 < 7o < 2, there exists a disjoint family of balls {B,,(y*)}2, with y* € E(\, i) and

pi € (0, (TQIOH)T) such that

E(\7ir) € | Ba ().

i=1

1
f ol | Dul) i + f (@, | Fl) de = A,
Bﬂi (yl) BPi (yl)

and, for any p € (p;, (1o — 1)1,

1
][ oz |Dul)dz+ =+ oz, |F|) dz < A
By(y) 0 JB,1)

Note that the previous inequality can be applied when p = 10p; and that the penultimate
display yields

(6.6)

A ; 1
5 1B )] < | o(z,|Dul) dz + — | p(z, |F|) d.
By, (y))n{ (.| Dul)>3 } By, (y)n{ ¢(x,|F)>22 }

28



We use a two-step approximation approach in order to be able to apply our earlier
results. For each i, we consider the unique solution hi € u 4+ W, ?(Big,, (y')) to (divA)
in Big,, (y') and the unique weak solution @ € h + Wy ?(Bs,, (1)) to (divA) in Bs,, (y°).
Then by Lemma 6.3 and O(r)** < ¢, we have

(6.7) ][ o(x, |Du — Dil|) dr < e
B5p,( ‘)

Moreover, by Lemma 5.8(3), Jensen’s inequality, Lemma 6.1 and ore (g, (|Dul) < 1 we
conclude that

or 1(][ ‘Du‘dx)<gp (][ |Dhi‘d:v+1)
Biop, (¥°) Ba, (4") Biop, (v") Biop, (¥°)

5][ (@, |DR|) dz +1 5 | Buop |
Biop, (y)

Hence by Lemma 5.9, (A1) and Jensen’s inequality, we have

@ (U, 1D oo (B, (7)) < 90 (y,][ ,
Biop; (y')

S g (i)<][ |Dﬂi|dx+1)<c][ o(z, |DiL]) dz + 1 < co)
seilY BIOPZ' (yl) BlOpi (y)

for some constant ¢y > 1.
Set K := 29¢q and let y € Bs,, (y') with ¢(y, |Du|) > KX. Then

(y, D) < coh = 27TKA < 27%(y, [ Dul) < ¢(y, 5| Dul).
Therefore |Da| < 3| Dul so that |Du| 2 |Du — D', which implies that
By (6.6) and (6.7), we then derive that

| D’ | dx)

/ o(z, |Dul) dz
Bsﬁi (yi)ﬂE(K)\,Tlr)

< Zq/ o(x, |Du — Dit|) dr < ceX }Bpi(yi)}
B5p,( ‘)

1
<c€(/ ¢($,|Du|)dx+—/ (x,|F|)dx)
By ()] e(e|Dul)>2 } 0 J By, (v {elF)>2}

Note that the balls B, (y’) are mutually disjoint and
E(KX\,mir) C E(A\,7y7) UBsz B,

Thus

/ o(a,|Dul) d Z / oz, |Dul) da
E(K}\,Tlr) B5p (y ﬂE KX\ T1T

1
<c€(/ <p(:c,|Du|)dx+—/ (;U,\F|)da:)
BT2T0{¢(m,|Du\)>%} 0 Twﬂ{go(a: |F|)> ‘”‘}

for some constant ¢ > 0.
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We next apply a truncation argument to complete the proof. For k£ > A, let us define
vz, |Dul) :== min {¢(z, |Dul), k}, and consider the super-level set of ¢

Ei(A, p) :=={y € By : ¢i(y, |[Dul) > A} for A, p > 0.

Note that Ex(X, p) = E(\, p) if A < k and Eg()\, p) = 0 if A > k. Hence we can continue
the earlier estimate for any A > alq,

1
/ go(x,|Du|)dx<cz—:</ o(z, |Du|) dx + = / (:L‘,|F|)d:L‘)
ER(KAmir) Bg(%,7ar) 0 Bryrn{ (.| F)> % }

Then we multiply both sides by A\*72, s € (1,00), and integrate with respect to A over
(aXg, 00) to discover that

Iy —/ A°T 2/ x, | Du|) dxd\
Ex(KAmir)
ce(/ AT 2/ x, | Du|) dxd\
Ek TQT’
By {£elfl > A} 5

05(11 + IQ

By Fubini’s theorem, we then derive that

1 pr (@, [Dul)y =~ 1
I = / oz, | Du)) {( ) = (ax) | da,
s—1 Ep(Kaho,mir) K

4o (2, Dul)
L = / o(z, | Dul) (/ M52 dA) dx
Ek( TQT‘) alg

45— 1
| et Dulyerte, Dul) do.
S — 1 BT2T

s—1 S
s—1 Bryr 5

With these expressions for Iy, I, I, we continue our earlier estimate as

N

and, similarly,

N

/ oz, | Dul)gu(e, | Dul)* de

BTIT

< / oz, | Dul)pn(a, [ Dul)* da + (Kare)*™ / o(a,|Dul) dx
Ex(KaXo,mi7) B r

< 015/ o(x, |Dul)pr(z, |Du|)* dz + c(a)\o)s_l/ o(z, |Dul|) dx
BTQT BQr

e [0
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for some ¢; = ¢1(n,p,q, L, L1) > 0. At this stage, we fix ¢ € (0,1) such that c;e <
which also determines § and r. From the definition of o we finally have

1
| elaDularta D) Ve < 5 [ ole | Dul)sta, [Dal)* da
Brlr Br2'r

)\sfl
+L(sl)/ gp(x,|Du|)d:E+c/ o(z,|F|)* dx

(g — )" Bar Bay

Then a standard iteration argument for 1 < 7 < 7 < 2 yields

/ (e, | Dulypn(a, [ Dul)* ™ do < Xy / o(a,| Dul) d + ¢ / (@, | FI)° de
B, Bo, Ba,

Therefore, from Lebesgue’s monotone convergence theorem, Holder’s inequality and Young’s
inequality together with the definition of A\ in (6.5), we derive that

][ oz, | Dul)* dz = hm][ 2. |Dul)gx(x, | Dul)*~" dz

< cAfﬂ]i o(a,|Dul) dz + ¢ f oz, |F|) da
2r 2r

<e(f etwipuas) +ef ptalryacte
BQT B21"

which together with the growth condition of growth functions implies the desired esti-
mates. U

1
29

7. CONTINUITY OF THE DERIVATIVE

We next prove Theorem 1.3. In this section we always suppose that A : Q@ x R" —
R™ satisfies the quasi-isotropic (p, ¢)-growth condition and A"V satisfies the (DMAT1),
condition for some v > 2. Then AY also satisfies the (VMA1) condition and, by
Proposition 3.5, the (SA1) condition, and hence the (A1) condition, with relevant constant
L depending on n, p, q, L, Ly and 6.,. By Theorem 1.2 with F' =0, ¢(-,|Dul|) € L .(Q)
for any s > 1. Moreover, for ' €  there exists R; > 0 depending on n, p, ¢, L, v, 0.,
Du and € and such that for any B, C € with r» < Ry, the condition (5.7) holds,

e
9L<P7/(”—2>(32r)(|D“|) = / o(z, |Dul) =2 dx < 1,
BQr

and, by Theorem 1.2 with F' =0, s = L and scaled balls,

y—

(][ o(x, \Du\)%? dx) ’ < c<][ o(x, |Dul) dx + 1) Cl ¢ (][ | Du| dx + 1),
r B3, /2 Bz

where the last inequality follows from Lemma 5.8(2), with scaled balls, and the constant
C3 > 0 depends on n, p, ¢, L and 7. Therefore we obtain the necessary inequalities in
the assumptlons to apply Lemmas 5.11 and 5

Let u € W.59(Q) be a weak solution to (dnA). Fix By.(z9) C Q' with r < Ry. For
6 € (0,7) to be determined later and k € NU {0}, set

@k = @(5’%’), Bk = B(ng(SL’Q), and Ek = |Du - (Du)Bk‘ dSL’,
By
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where O is defined in Lemma 5.10. Suppose that
o < 517

where 07 is given in Lemma 3.6. Then this lemma implies that

S k ¢ dp
> Ok = 295 W/ Olp) — < oo
k=0

For each k € N, we construct a function ¢ in the ball By as in Section 5 and let u; €
u~+ Wy ?(By) be the weak solution to (divA) in By. We will use the named contants Cy,
C1, Cs and C5 from Lemmas 5.8, 5.9, 5.11 and 5.12. The following results hold assuming
only the inequalities from these four results.

Let us first record an estimate for Ej.; with k£ > 7. We integrate the inequality

|Du — (Du)p,,,| < |Du— Dij| + |Dij — (Duy)p,,, | + (D) B,,, — (Du)

Bk+1|
over Bkﬂ, then use Lemma 5.9 with (B,, B,) <= (Bj+1, Bi) and choose ¢ small so that

C0% < 32, to conclude that

Ek+1 < ][ ‘Dﬁj—(Dﬂ]>Bk+1|dI‘—|—2][ ‘Du—Dﬁj‘dl’
Bi41 Brt1
< 0,6 |Du; — (D), |de + 267" |Du — Du,| dx
(7.1) b o
< 2015a][ |Dt; — (Du) g, | dx + 25"][ |Du — Duj;| dx
Bk Bk

< 6By 467" f |Du — D,| dx.
k

Lemma 7.2. In the setting fized in the beginning of the section, let § € (0,61], € € (0, 1)
and k € N satisfy

maX{Cgé_"@l/q, 32C,C10°} < e
where o € (0, 1) is from Lemma 5.9. If

][ |Duldz < XA and ][ |Du|dx > e,
2By, 2Bk41

for some A > 1, then
Epi0 < Ek+1 4+ 49Ce~ @D 2O\

Proof. We use the second inequality in the assumption and Lemma 5.11 in By, to conclude
that

el < ][ |Du — Diy| dx + ][ | Diig,| dz < 21_"025_"@2/‘1)\ + ][ | Diig| de.
Bit1 Bit1

2Bj 41

By the assumption C50~ "@l/q < ¢, the first term on the right is at most 5 2 and can be

absorbed into the left-hand 51de By Lemma 5.9 with (B,, B,) <= (2Bj+1, By), we have
A A
inf |Diy| > ][ | Dy, do — osc | Dy > 6— — 2ty | Diig| dz > 8—,
2Bk+1 Bk+1 Bk 4
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where in the last step we used Lemma 5.8(3) w vith @ = 1, and the assumption 32C,C16% <
e. Therefore, applying Lemma 5.12 with (@, C, B,, B,) < (tx, g, By, Biy1), we estimate

][ |Du — Diy| dz < C5(2)7 16 "0\,
Br41

Note that C16* < 55 follows from our assumption so we can use (7.1) with (k,j) <
(k4 1,k) and the previous estimate to conclude that

Ejyo < £ Epp + 407" |Du — Diy| dv < £ Epyq +49C3e 0520, O

Bpy1

Lemma 7.3. In the setting fized in the section, let 6 € (0,01], g9 := 2772, ¢ € (0, ]
and j € N satisfy the conditions

5371 q
max{64C56 " sup @l/q ,32C0C10%} < goe and Z@k < “0

8.41C5
Form > 5+ 1, we assume that
1
(7.4) 5T€EJ' +][ | Du| dx < 2e9\
2B
and

(7.5) ][ |Du|dx > e\ for every ke {j+1,....m—1} when m > j+ 2,
2By,
for some A > 1. Then

d 508)\, ][ |Du — (Du) ;| dv < 3geA  and ][ |Du|dx < A
Brm+1 2Bm

En <
2

Proof. We first note that (7.1) with & = j, (7.4) and Lemma 5.11 in B; imply that

A+ A4Cy07"0) (f | Du dz + 1).
2B

J

0"ege

Ej1 < 5B+ 46~ ][ |Du — D] dx <

By assumption 46’25_"@;“ < 1—165"605 and fQBJ_ |Duldz+1 < 3 so that Ejyq < $6"g0e.
Moreover, by the assumption (7.4),
][ |Du| dzx < ][ |Du — (Du) ;| dv + |(Du)p,| < (26)"E; + 2"][ | Du| dx
QBJ'+1 QBJ'+1 2B]
<27 2e0) < A

Using also the previous estimate for F;,, we further obtain that
][ \Du—(Du)Bj\d:Ug][ |Du — (Du)p,,,|dx + |[(Du)p,, , — (Du)p,]|
Bijt2 Bjt2

< 5_n(Ej+1 + EJ) < (i -+ 2)60)\ < 350)\.
Thus we have proved all the claims in the case m = j + 1.

We prove the claim by induction when m > j+2; specifically, we assume that the claim
holds up to m — 1 and show it for m. By the induction assumption f2 By |Du| dz < A
when k£ < m — 1. The assumption (7.5) gives f2Bk+1 |Du|dx > e for k € {j,...,m —2}.
Thus we can use Lemma 7.2 to conclude that

2E} 12 — Ejq < O
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for k € {j,...,m —2} and ¢ := 2 - 49C3e~@ V572" Therefore

m m—2 m—2
]' n
(7.6) kZ—HEk = ;(QEHQ — Erp1) + 2B — B < AN kZ Ok +28j11 < 50"l
=J =J =J

57’7,

205 A as shown above. In particular,

since ZZ; O < £ by assumption and Ej <

4c!
the first claim F,, < %5”505)\ is proved. We write

Du — (Du)p; = [Du = (Du)p, | + [(Du)p, — (Du)p,, ]+ -+ [(Du)p;,, — (Du)p,]-
Integrating this over B,,,1 and using (7.4) and (7.6) to estimate E}, we observe that
][ |Du — (Du) ;| dv < Z][ |Du — (Du)p,|de < 57" ZEk < 3epe.
Bt k=7 Byt k=j

This proves the second claim. Similarly, we prove the inequality f, B,, |Du— (Du)p,| dx <
(26)™ ZZ:JI By, < %2 )\, Using this and the estimate fQBJ_ |Du|dx < 359X = 3-27"73),

271
we obtain
3€p€ 1
| Du| dx < |Du — (Du)p,| dx + 2" |Du|de < —— A+ =A<\
J n
2By, 2By, 2B; 2 8

J

This concludes the proof of the third claim in the induction step, so the claim holds for
any number of steps. O

Proposition 7.7. In the setting fixed in the beginning of the section, the gradient Du is
locally essentially bounded. Moreover,

| Dul| B,y < ¢ (][ | Du| dx + 1)
Bay

for some ¢ = ¢(n,p,q,7, L, L1, L,,0,) > 1 and any By, C Q" with r € (0, Ry].

Proof. Let € := gy = 27" and choose § := min{51,(325§01)1/a}. Let jo satisfy the
conditions of Lemma 7.3 with j = jo; such jj exists since the series ) Oy is convergent.
Now we fix a Lebesgue point xy € B, of Du and consider balls By, := Bk, (xg), k € N.

For k > jo, we define
1
5"80

F = Ey +][ |Du|dz and X:=;-Fj + 1.
2By 0
Since A < Fj, S 670 fBQT | Du| dz and both ¢ and jo depend only on the parameters and
can be included in the constant ¢, we complete the proof by showing that |Du(zq)| < A.
Since xq is a Lebesgue point,

| Du(zo)| < lim inf][ |Du| dz.
2By,

k—o0

The claim follows if Fj, < 2¢pA for infinitely many k. If this is not the case we let 7 > 7y
be the largest index with F; < 2epA; note that such index exists as Fj, < 29\ by the
choice of A\. Then Fj, > 2¢¢A for every k > 7. Now Lemma 7.3 with m = j 4+ 1 implies
that E; 1 < 26"\ Therefore,

][ ‘DU‘ dr = Fjj+1 — (5in8071Ej+1 = 280)\ — %80)\ = 80)\.
2Bj+1
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From this we conclude that (7.5) is satisfied for m = j 4 2, which by the lemma in turn
implies that Ej o < %5”53)\. This in turn implies F;,3 < %5”50)\, and so on. Thus (7.5)
holds for every k > j and so Lemma 7.3 implies that f,, [Du|dz < A for every m > j,
so that |Du(zo)| < A. O

Now, we are ready to prove the continuity of the derivative Du.

Proof of Theorem 1.5. We continue in the setting fixed in the beginning of the section and
note that Proposition 7.7 implies that Du is bounded in €. Let A := 5| Dul| o (or) + 1.
For ¢ € (0,¢¢], choose ¢ := min{dy, (32‘8)0501)1/‘“} and then jj so large that the conditions
of Lemma 7.3 are satisfied when j = jo,. We observe that F;, < A by the definition of A
and Ej,1 < 1_16Ek + écs"z—:oe)\ for any k£ > jo (see beginning of the proof of Lemma 5.11).
Thus we may assume by increasing jo if necessary that E; < 0"ege for all j > jo. Then
assumption (7.4) of Lemma 7.3 holds for any j > jo.

Fix Q" € @ and assume by increasing jo if necessary that 2B; (z) C § for every
x € 2. Consider Lebesgue points z,y € Q" of Du so close to one another that |B;(z) \

B;(y)| < €|B,| for some j > jo. Suppose that

|(Du)p, — (Du)p,.,,| < (642"")eA

Bt
for all m > j + 2 (this is proved below). Then
|Du(z) = Du(y)| < lim |(Du)p,w) = (D) B, (@] + i [(Du)p,) = (D)5,,.10)]
+ | (Du) g, (@) — (Du) g, ()|
< (6+2"eA+2(B;(2) \ Bi(y)| 1B] | Dull ey < 272N

This implies the uniform continuity of Du in ”.

It remains to prove the inequality |(Du)p, — (Du) | < (6+2"")e. Let us set

Bm+1

K::{k:GN:Fk<25)\},

where Fj is defined in the proof of Proposition 7.7. If K N [j +1,m — 1] = 0, then

][ |Du|dx:Fk—5_"z—:51Ek225)\—5)\25)\ forall j+1<k<m—1.
2B,

Therefore, the second assumption (7.5) of Lemma 7.3 holds and so, from the second
estimate in Lemma 7.3, the desired inequality follows. Otherwise, let j/ = max(K N
[+ 1,m —1]) and m' = min(K N [j + 1,m — 1]). Then applying Lemma 7.3 when
m =m' — 1> j, we conclude that

|(DU)BJ, — (DU)Bm/| < 3808)\,
which together with the fact that m’ € K implies

‘(DU)B]| < |(DU)BJ — (Du)Bm/| -+ |(Du)Bm,\ < 3808)\ + Fm/ < (3 + 2”)8)\

Similarly, applying the second estimate in Lemma 7.3 when j = j’, we also obtain
|(Du)p, —(Du)s,| < goeA and so |(Du),,| < (3+2")eA. Therefore, |(Du)g; —(Du)p,,| <
|(Du)g,| + |(Du)p,,| < (64 2"t")e), as claimed. O
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APPENDIX A. EXCESS DECAY ESTIMATES FOR AUTONOMOUS EQUATIONS

We provide more details of the proof of Lemma 5.9.

Sketch of the proof of Lemma 5.9. Without loss of generality we may assume that 1 <
p < 2 < ¢ and, by a smoothing argument, ¢ € C*((0,00)) so that

tg"(t)
@' (1)

We further consider the weak solutions u. € W1¥+(B,), ¢ € (0,1), to the approximate
non-degenerate equations

(A1) p <

+1<gq, forall t>0.

(A.2) divA.(Du.) =0 in B,, and wu.=u on 0B,
where
e A(_= |€| . ! / . ’ o @I(€+t)
A0 = Al g and et = /0 Al)ds with p(0)= Ty

Note that ¢, is a growth function of A. which satisfies the inequality (A.1). Following
the argument in the proof of [52, Lemma 4.3] with modification for the elliptic setting,
one can show that Du. converges to D in L?(B,). Therefore, it is enough to derive the
desired estimates for the equation (A.2) with the constant C) independent of € € (0, 1).

We revisit the proofs of [47, Lemma 5.1] and [46, Lemma 1]. By setting ¢(t) := ¢.(¢)
and F(t) :=t7'g(t) = t~'¢L(t), we observe from properties of growth functions and (A.1)
that all the assumptions in [46, Lemma 1] hold, except for F(t) > &; in [47, Lemma 5.1],
all assumption hold except for g(t) > £t. We point out that these two missing assumptions
are equivalent and are only used in the step proving the twice differentiability of the weak
solution wu. to (A.2). See [46, p. 1205], specifically just below their equation (1.7), for
the comment on the assumption F(t) > € in their equation (1.3b). In particular, the
quantity € > 0 is not used in the regularity estimate.

Since the equation (A.2) is non-degenerate and uniformly elliptic, we deduce from,
e.g., [47, Theorem 1.7] that the gradient of its weak solution is locally bounded. We also
refer to [11, 13, 25] for local Lipschitz regularity for very general non-uniformly elliptic
problems. Once we know the local boundedness of the gradient of the weak solution wu,,
we do not need to consider large values of ¢, hence the above assumption can be replaced
by ©L(t) = g(t) > &t for t € [0, M|, where M is any positive number and £ depends on
M. Note that this holds as follows:

He+1) b ()
’t:%(e t> 20"t for te 0, M.
#e(t) e+t e+ M o 0, M]

Therefore, the problem (A.2) satisfies all conditions in [47, Lemma 5.1] and [46, Lemma 1].
We follow the proof of [47, Lemma 5.1]. Fix B,(y) C B, and B, = B,(y) with 0 < v < p.
Then we first have that

By/2

supsog<|Dua|><cf o (1Dul)de < co. | 4 |Ducde ),
Bsp2 B,

Note that the second inequality is a reverse Holder type inequality like the first inequality
in Lemma 5.8, and the case € = 0 can be obtained as € — 07. This implies the first claim

of the lemma.
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We next prove the excess decay estimate. For simplicity, we write w := u., ¢ > 0,

Dw = d ,i1=1,2,...,n, and set
M(v) = max (sup \Diw\> and (v ][ |Dw — (Dw)p,|dx, v e (0,p)].
<i<n B,

Then, as in the proof [46, Lemma 1], there exist u,n € (0,1) depending only on n,p, q
and L such that if

(A.3) H{Dw < @} NB,| < p|B,| forsome i=1,2,....n
or

(A.4) {Dyw > —@} NB,| < p|B,| forsome i=1,2,...,n,
then

| Dw| > %M(V) in By,
while if neither (A.3) nor (A.4) holds, then
M(5) <nM(v) in B,p.
Denote v; := 279p for j € NU {0}. We first assume that either (A.3) or (A.4) holds
for v = v; with some j. Then %
(LAclw) ey e > E*I(%)q*2|§|2. By differentiation of (A.2), h; := Dyw — (D;w)p, is a

o (M (vj)) vj
weak solution to
. [ DA.(Dw) ) )
div <7th =0 in B,
! (M(v;)) /

for every ¢ = 1,2,...,n. Therefore by a standard oscillation decay estimate from De
Girorgi’s theorem for hnear elliptic equations (see, for instance, [33, Theorem 2.4]), there
exists oy € (0, 1) such that, for every v € (0, %),

I(v) < sup <oschl-) < c<i>a1 sup (osc hi) < c<i>al sup (sup Vh\)

1<i<n \ By Vj 1<i<n By, /4 Vj 1<i<n \ B, /4

V\@« v\ a1
< c(—) sup ][ |hi| dz < c(—) I(v).
Vj I<isnJ B, s Vj

J J

is uniformly elliptic in B,,/; such that LI >

(A.5)

Let j; > jo, where j, € N is so large so that 2C /! < 5, and suppose that neither
(A.3) nor (A.4) holds for any v; with j = 0,1,..., ;. In the case |(Dw)g,| < 2M(v;,),
using M (%’) < nM(v;) and the already proved first inequality of the lemma we then
have

M(vj,) < 17" M(5) < CuH(|Dwl)g, < Ci?* ™! (1(p) +|(Dw)s,|)
Ci™H(1(p) + 2M (v, ))-

Since 2C 770~ < 1, this yields that M(vj,) < 51(p). Therefore, for every j = jo+1,jo +
2,..., 71,

<
<

. 1 .
I(v;) < 2M(v;) < 277" M(v),) < %W(ﬂ),

which implies that there exists o € (0,1) and ¢ > 0 such that

v

(A.6) I(v)<c (—) I(p) for every v € (277p, p).
p
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Next we consider the case |(Dw)p,| > 2M (vj,). Then, since |Dw—(Dw)g,| = [(Dw)p,| —
|Dw| = M(vj,) in B, , we obtain for j = jo +1,...,7; that
. p I+njo
I{) < 2M() < 27 M) <27 D= (D) |do < =1 (p),
B U

Yio
which again implies (A.6).

Combining (A.5) and (A.6), we obtain the second inequality from the claim of the
lemma for w = u. with & = min{ay, as}. Finally passing ¢ — 07 implies the second
claim for u. U

ACKNOWLEDGMENT

M. Lee was supported by NRF grant funded by MSIT (NRF-2022R1F1A1063032). J.
Ok was supported by NRF grant funded by MSIT (NRF-2022R1C1C1004523).

REFERENCES

1. E. Acerbi and G. Mingione: Regularity results for a class of functionals with non-standard growth,
Arch. Ration. Mech. Anal. 156 (2001), no. 2, 121-140.

2. E. Acerbi and G. Mingione: Gradient estimates for the p(x)-Laplacean system, J. Reine Angew.
Math. 584 (2005), 117-148.

3. E. Acerbi and G. Mingione: Gradient estimates for a class of parabolic systems, Duke Math. J. 136
(2) (2007), 285-320.

4. S. Agmon, A. Douglis and L. Nirenberg, Estimates near the boundary for solutions of elliptic partial
differential equations satisfying general boundary conditions. I, Comm. Pure Appl. Math. 12 (1959),
623-727.

5. A. Ancona: Elliptic operators, conormal derivatives and positive parts of functions. With an appendix
by Haim Brezis, J. Funct. Anal. 257 (2009), no. 7, 2124-2158.

6. P. Baroni: Gradient continuity for p(x)-Laplacian systems under minimal conditions on the exponent,
J. Differential Equations 367 (2023), 415-450.

7. P. Baroni: A new condition ensuring gradient continuity for minimizers of non-autonomous func-
tionals with mild phase transition, Calc. Var. Partial Differential Equations 64 (2025), no. 4, Paper
No. 112.

8. P. Baroni and A. Coscia: Gradient regularity for non-autonomous functionals with Dini or non-Dini
continuous coefficients, Electron. J. Differential Equations (2022), article 80.

9. P. Baroni, M. Colombo, G. Mingione: Non-autonomous functionals, borderline cases and related
function classes, St. Petersburg Math. J. 27 (2016), no. 3, 347-379.

10. P. Baroni, M. Colombo, G. Mingione: Regularity for general functionals with double phase, Calc.
Var. Partial Differential Equations 57 (2018), no. 2, Paper No. 62, 48 pp.

11. L. Beck and G. Mingione: Lipschitz bounds and nonuniform ellipticity, Comm. Pure Appl. Math. 73
(2020), no. 5, 944-1034.

12. P. Bella and M. Schéffner: On the regularity of minimizers for scalar integral functionals with growth,
Anal. PDE 13 (2020), 2241-2257.

13. P. Bousquet and L. Brasco: Global Lipschitz continuity for minima of degenerate problems, Math.
Ann. 366 (2016), no. 3—4, 1403-1450.

14. H. Brezis: On a conjecture of J. Serrin, Atti Accad. Naz. Lincei Rend. Lincei Mat. Appl. 19 (2008),
no. 4, 335-338.

15. S. Byun and J. Oh: Global gradient estimates for the borderline case of double phase problems with
BMO coefficients in nonsmooth domains, J. Differential Equations 263 (2017), no. 2, 1643—-1693.

16. S. Byun and J. Ok, On W190) _estimates for elliptic equations of p(x)-Laplacian type, J. Math. Pures
Appl. (9) 106 (2016), no. 3, 512-545.

17. S. Byun, J. Ok and S. Ryu, Global gradient estimates for elliptic equations of p(x)-Laplacian type
with BMO nonlinearity, J. Reine Angew. Math. 715 (2016), 1-38.

18. R. Caccioppoli, Sulle equazioni ellittiche a derivate parziali con n variabili indipendenti, Atti Accad.
Naz. Lincei, Rend. Lincei, Mat. Appl. 19 (1934) 83-89.

38



19

20.

21.

22.

23.

24.

25.

26.

27.

28.

29.

30.

31.

32.

33.

34.

35.

36.

37.

38.

39.

40.

41.

42.

43.

44.

. 1. Chlebicka, P. Gwiazda, A. Swierczewska-Gwiazda and A. Wréblewska-Kamitiska: Partial Dif-
ferential Equations in Anisotropic Musielak-Orlicz Spaces, Springer Monographs in Mathematics,
Springer, Cham, 2021.

M. Colombo and G. Mingione, Regularity for double phase variational problems, Arch. Ration. Mech.
Anal. 215 (2015), no. 2, 443-496.

M. Colombo and G. Mingione, Calderdn-Zygmund estimates and non-uniformly elliptic operators, J.
Funct. Anal. 270 (2016), no. 4, 1416-1478.

A. Coscia and G. Mingione: Holder continuity of the gradient of p(x)-harmonic mappings, C. R.
Acad. Sci. Paris Sér. I Math. 328 (1999), no. 4, 363-368.

G. Cupini and P. Marcellini: Global boundedness of weak solutions to a class of nonuniformly elliptic
equations, Math. Ann., to appear.

C. De Filippis and G. Mingione: A borderline case of Calderdn-Zygmund estimates for nonuniformly
elliptic problems, Algebra i Analiz 31 (2019), no. 3, 82-115; reprinted in St. Petersburg Math. J. 31
(2020), no. 3, 455-477.

C. De Filippis and G. Mingione: Lipschitz bounds and nonautonomous integrals, Arch. Ration. Mech.
Anal. 242 (2021), no. 2, 973-1057.

C. De Filippis and G. Mingione: Regularity for double phase problems at nearly linear growth, Arch.
Ration. Mech. Anal. 247 (2023), no. 5, article 85.

C. De Filippis and G. Mingione: Nonuniformly elliptic Schauder theory, Invent. Math. 234 (2023),
no. 3, 1109-1196.

C. De Filippis and G. Mingione: The sharp growth rate in nonuniformly elliptic Schauder theory,
Duke Math. J., to appear. arXiv:2401.07160.

L. Diening, P. Harjulehto, P. Hast6 and M. Ruzicka: Lebesgue and Sobolev Spaces with Variable
Ezxponents, Lecture Notes in Mathematics, vol. 2017, Springer, Heidelberg, 2011.

G. Di Fazio, L? estimates for divergence form elliptic equations with discontinuous coefficients, Boll.
Un. Mat. Ital. A (7) 10 (1996), no. 2, 409-420.

H. Dong and S. Kim, On Ct, C?, and weak type-(1,1) estimates for linear elliptic operators, Comm.
Partial Differential Equations 42 (2017), no. 3, 417-435.

H. Dong and S. Kim, On C, C?%, and weak type-(1,1) estimates for linear elliptic operators: Part
II, Math. Ann. 370 (2018), no. 1-2, 447-489.

Q. Han and F. Lin: Elliptic partial differential equations. Second edition, Courant Lecture Notes in
Mathematics, 1. Courant Institute of Mathematical Sciences, New York; American Mathematical
Society, Providence, RI, 2011.

P. Harjulehto and P. Hasto: Orlicz spaces and generalized Orlicz spaces, Lecture Notes in Mathe-
matics, vol. 2236, Springer, Cham, 2019.

P. Harjulehto, P. Hast6 and M. Lee: Hélder continuity of w-minimizers of functionals with generalized
Orlicz growth, Ann. Sc. Norm. Super. Pisa Cl. Sci. (5) 22 (2021), no. 2, 549-582.

P. Hartman and A. Wintner, On uniform Dini conditions in the theory of linear partial differential
equations of elliptic type, Amer. J. Math. 77 (1955), 329-354.

P. Hasto and J. Ok: Mazimal reqularity for local minimizers of non-autonomous functionals, J. Eur.
Math. Soc. (JEMS) 24 (2022), no. 4, 1285-1334.

P. Hasté and J. Ok: Regularity theory for mon-autonomous partial differential equations without
Uhlenbeck structure, Arch. Ration. Mech. Anal. 245 (2022), no. 3, 1401-1436.

P. Hasto and J. Ok: Regularity theory for non-autonomous problems with a priori assumptions, Calc.
Var. Partial Differential Equations 62 (2023), article 251.

T. Jin, V. Maz’ya and J. Van Schaftingen: Pathological solutions to elliptic problems in divergence
form with continuous coefficients, C. R. Math. Acad. Sci. Paris 347 (2009), no. 13-14, 773-778.

A. Karppinen and M. Lee: Hélder continuity of the minimizer of an obstacle problem with generalized
Orlicz growth, Int. Math. Res. Not. IMRN 2022, no. 19, 15313-15354.

J. Kinnunen and S. Zhou: A local estimate for nonlinear equations with discontinuous coefficients,
Comm. Partial Differential Equations 24 (1999), no. 11-12, 2043-2068.

T. Kuusi and G. Mingione: A nonlinear Stein theorem, Calc. Var. Partial Differential Equations 51
(2014), no. 1-2, 45-86.

M. Lee, J. Ok and J. Pyo: Calderén-Zygmund estimates for nonlinear equations of differential forms
with BMO coefficients, J. Differential Equations 397(2024) 262-288.

39



45

46.

47.

48.

49.

50.

51.

52.

53.

54.

95.

56.

o7.

. Y. Li: On the C' regularity of solutions to divergence form elliptic systems with Dini-continuous
coefficients, Chinese Ann. Math. Ser. B 38 (2017), no. 2, 489-496.

G. M. Lieberman: Boundary reqularity for solutions of degenerate parabolic equations, Nonlinear
Anal. 14 (1990), no. 6, 501-524.

G. M. Lieberman: The natural generalization of the natural conditions of Ladyzhenskaya and
Ural’tseva for elliptic equations, Comm. Partial Differential Equations 16 (1991), no. 2-3, 311-361.

G. M. Lieberman: On the natural generalization of the natural conditions of Ladyzhenskaya and
Ural’tseva, Banach Center Publ., 27, Part 1, 2 Polish Academy of Sciences, Institute of Mathematics,
Warsaw, 1992, 295-308.

J. J. Manfredi: Regularity for minima of functionals with p-growth, J. Differential Equations 76
(1988), no. 2, 203-212.

T. Ohno and T. Shimomura: Boundedness of maximal operators and Sobolev inequalities on
Musielak-Orlicz spaces over unbounded metric measure spaces, Bul. Sci. Math. 199 (2025), article
103546.

J. Ok, Gradient continuity for p(-)-Laplace systems, Nonlinear Anal. 141 (2016), 139-166.

J. Ok, G. Scilla and B. Stroffolini: Regularity theory for parabolic systems with Uhlenbeck structure,
J. Math. Pures Appl. 182 (2024), 116-163.

J. Schauder: Uber lineare elliptische Differentialgleichungen zweiter Ordnung, Math. Z. 38 (1934),
no. 1, 257-282.

J. Schauder: Numerische Abschdtzungen in elliptischen linearen Differentialgleichungen, Stud. Math.
5 (1937) 34-42.

S. Spanne: Some function spaces defined using the mean oscillation over cubes, Ann. Scuola Norm.
Sup. Pisa Cl. Sci. (3) 19 (1965), 593-608.

V. D. Stepanov: The weighted Hardy’s inequality for nonincreasing functions, Trans. Amer. Math.
Soc. 338 (1993), no. 1, 173-186.

F. Weisz, G. Xie and D. Yang: Boundedness of dyadic maximal operators on Musielak—Orlicz type
spaces and its applications, J. Geom. Anal. 35 (2025), article 81.

DEPARTMENT OF MATHEMATICS AND STATISTICS, FI-00014 UNIVERSITY OF HELSINKI, FINLAND

AND DEPARTMENT OF MATHEMATICS AND STATISTICS, FI-20014 UNIVERSITY OF TURKU, FINLAND

Email address: peter.hasto@helsinki.fi

DEPARTMENT OF MATHEMATICS AND INSTITUTE OF MATHEMATICAL SCIENCE, PUSAN NATIONAL

UNIVERSITY, BUSAN 46241, REPUBLIC OF KOREA

Email address: mikyounglee@pusan.ac.kr

DEPARTMENT OF MATHEMATICS, SOGANG UNIVERSITY, SEOUL 04107, REPUBLIC OF KOREA
Email address: jihoonok@sogang.ac.kr

40



	1. Introduction
	2. Preliminaries and notation
	3. Mean oscillation conditions
	4. Examples
	5. Comparison estimates
	5.1. Growth functions and approximating energies
	5.2. Approximation and comparison estimates

	6. Calderón–Zygmund estimates
	7. Continuity of the derivative
	Appendix A. Excess decay estimates for autonomous equations
	Acknowledgment
	References

