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CALDERON-ZYGMUND ESTIMATES FOR NONLINEAR EQUATIONS OF
DIFFERENTIAL FORMS WITH BMO COEFFICIENTS

MIKYOUNG LEE, JJIHOON OK, AND JUNCHEOL PYO

ABSTRACT. We obtain L?-regularity estimates for weak solutions to p-Laplacian type equa-
tions of differential forms. In particular, we prove local Calderén-Zygmund type estimates
for equations with discontinuous coefficients satisfying the bounded mean oscillation (BMO)
condition.

1. INTRODUCTION

In this paper we study regularity theory for the following nonhomogenous quasilinear

system:

(1.1) d*(a(z)|du|P2du) = d*(F) in €,

where 1 < p < oo, 2 is an open setin R” withn > 2,a: Q — [y, L] with0 < v < L, u is
a nonsmooth /-form from €2 with an integer ¢ = 0,1,...,n—1,and F' € Lt (Q,A“1). In
this context, d is the weak exterior derivative and d* is the Hodge codifferential with respect
to d (see next section).

We note that when ¢ = 0, the exterior derivative d is the gradient V and the Hodge codif-
ferential d* is the divergence div. (See Example 1.13.) In this case, the Calderén-Zygmund
estimates in the Lebesgue spaces L? for equations or systems involving the p-Laplacian with
coefficients are well-known, and extensive research has been conducted on both cases, es-
tablishing them as fundamental operators in the analysis of quasilinear elliptic equations
and systems. Iwaniec [19] first obtained Calderén-Zygmund type estimate for the p-Laplace
equation with p > 2. Later DiBenedetto and Manfredi [12] generalized Iwaniec’s result to
the system case with 1 < p < oo, and Kinnunen and Zhou [22] have successfully extended
to anisotropic elliptic equations with the vanishing mean oscillation (VMO) coefficient. We
note that this result is naturally extended to equations with BMO coefficients with small
BMO seminorm depending on the exponent g. Recently, in [3], Balci, Diening, Giova and
Passarelli di Napoli considered degenerated coefficients and obtained a sharp upper bound
of the BMO seminorm with respect to the exponent q. We refer to [1, 2, 7, 9] for further
results of Calderén-Zymund estimates for elliptic and parabolic problems, as well as those
with nonstandard growth.

In the realm of the case ¢ > 0, Uhlenbeck [28] made significant contributions by exploring
the broad scope of the following homogeneous elliptic systems

(1.2) d*(g(|Jw])w) =0, dw =0,

where w is an (¢ + 1)-form, g(t) = |t[’~2? in some sense with p > 2. In particular, she
proved the Holder continuity of w. As an extension of her result in the framework of dif-
ferential forms on a Riemannian manifold with sufficiently smooth boundary, Hamburger
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[16] established global Holder regularity for more general class of systems with the Neu-
mann and Dirichlet boundary condition. Beck and Stroffolini [6] studied partial regularity
for anisotropic systems with p-growth. We also refer to [14, 17] for further research on
regularity theory for systems or functionals related to the system (1.2).

On the contrary, in [4], Bandyopadhyay, Dacorogna and Sil explored functionals of the

form
/ f(du) dx
Q

and developed into the existence theory of minimizers corresponding to variational problems,
see also [5]. We note that if f(£) = |£|? the corresponding Euler-Lagrange equation is

d* (|dulP"?du) =0 in €,

which corresponds to (1.2) in the exact case, i.e., w = du for some ¢(-form u, together with
g(t) = tP72 In fact, if the simply-connected domain €2 and the closed (¢ + 1)-form w are
smooth enough, thanks to the well-known Poincaré lemma, we can always find an /-form
u such that w = du. Furthermore, in subsequent research, Sil obtained some regularity
results for related problems. In [25], he studied Calderén-Zygmund type estimates for linear
systems of differential forms with C'1® coefficients and obtained W ?P-estimates. Moreover,
in [26], he considered the following nonlinear systems of p-Laplacian type

(1.3) d*(a(z)|dulP"?du) = f in Q,

and proved that du is continuous if f € Lﬁj(Q) with d*f = 0and a : Q — [v, L] is Dini
continuous. This is inspired by the result of Kuusi and Mingione [23] for p-Laplace systems.
Note that in this paper, we are interested in regularity theory when the coefficient function a
in (1.3) is discontinuous and f € L” with v < n. We also refer to [11, 13, 24, 27] for further
research on regularity theory for equations with differential forms.

1.1. Main result. We write B,(y) for the open ball in R” with center y € R™ and radius
o > 0. For the sake of simplicity, we write B, = B,(y) if the center is clear from the context.
For a measurable function g : U — R with U C R", we define the average of g in U by

1
(1.4) (9)v = ]ig dr = m /Ug dx.

If we have (¥ C ) for a bounded and open set ', we denote it simply as €' € (0.

The aim of this paper is to derive Calderén-Zygmund type L?-estimates for a local weak
solution to the equation (1.1). Let us introduce the definition of weak solution we are con-
sidering in this paper.

Definition 1.5. We say that u € W,"?(Q, AY) is a local weak solution to (1.1) if it satisfies
the weak formulation

(1.6) / a(x)|du\p2(du,d<p)da::/ (F,dy) dz
Br Br

for all p € W, (Bg, A') with By € Q.

Remark 1.7. In view of [26, Proposition 3], if u € Wwhr (92, A*) is a weak solution, then (1.6)

loc

holds for every function ¢ € Wl,:f)T(B r, AY) with Bp € (.

Furthermore, we impose the condition that the coefficient function a satisfies the following
BMO type condition:



Definition 1.8. We say that a : Q@ — Ris (d, R)-vanishing with 6, R > 0 if

sup sup la(z) — (a)p,|dx < 0.
re(0,R] BrCQ J B
This condition means that the BMO seminorm [a]gro(s,) < 0 for every Br C (2, hence
the coefficient function a can be discontinuous.
We now state the main theorem of the paper.

Theorem 1.9. Let u € VVl P(Q, AY) be a local weak solution to (1.1). For every q > p,
there exists a small 6 = 6(n,{,p,v, L q) > 0 such that if the coefficient function a is (9, R)-

vanishing for some R > 0 and F € Ll’;cl (Q, A1), then we have du € L _(Q, A**1) with

the estimate: for every B, € ) with 2r < R,

q

|du|?dz < ¢ (][ |dul|? d:c) Ty c][ |F\ﬁ dx
B; Bay Bay

for some ¢ = c(n,l,p,v, L,q) > 0.

Remark 1.10. In the above theorem, if the local weak solution u is coclosed, i.e., d*u = 0,
then by Lemma 2.3, we have Vu € L (2, A*!) with the estimate

aq

Vultde < ¢ <][ |vu\pdx) g c][ |F|5 da.
B; Bay Bay

Remark 1.11. We can obtain the same result as in the above theorem for the system case with
u=(u',u? . uN) € WP A @RN) and F = (F', F?,...,FN) € WSP(Q; A @

R™). Its proof is analogous to the one of the theorem.

From the above theorem, we can also obtain Calderén-Zygmund type estimates for the
equations with non-codifferential data f as in (1.3).

Corollary 1.12. Let 1 < p < oo and

Yoi=4 np—n+p
1 fpzn
For every v € (7o,n), there exists a small § = 6(n,l,p,v, L,7y) > 0 such that if the co-
efficient function a is (0, R)-vanishing for some R > 0, f € L] (Q,A") with &*f = 0

in the distribution sense, and u € VVIOC (Q) is a weak solution to (1.3), then we have
ny(p=1)

du € L) (9, A”l) with the estimate: for every Bs,. € §) with 2r < R,

loc
ny(p—1)
ny(p—1) (n—)p ny
|du| = da: (7[ \du|pd:c) —i—c][ Irf|»= dx
B, Ba, Bay

for some ¢ = c(n, l,p,v, L,~v) > 0.

We note in the above corollary that the conditions f € L?(Q2) with v > vy and d*f = 0
in the distribution sense are natural from the existence of the weak solution, see [26, Section
2.5] for more details.

In the proof of the main theorem, we employ a perturbation technique widely used in the
field of partial differential equations. In particular, in the main part of the proof in Sec-
tion 3.3, we adopt the approach initially introduced by Acerbi and Mingione in [2], where
they proved Calderén-Zygmund type estimates for parabolic p-Laplacian type systems. We
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note that there have been other approaches to obtain Calderén-Zygmund estimates for non-
linear problems, employing maximal operators and covering arguments based on dyadic
decomposition, see [8, 12, 19]. In contrast, the method used in [2] takes advantage of more
elementary tools such as Vitali covering lemma and density of supper-level sets without the
need for maximal operators. Therefore it can be applied to a wide range of generalized prob-
lems. In detail, we employ exit time argument to a nonlinear functional with respect to du
and F' and use the Vitali covering lemma to create an appropriate collection of balls that
covers the supper-level set for |du|P. Subsequently, within each ball, we make comparisons
between the exterior derivatives of the local weak solutions for both our main equation (1.1)
and its corresponding limiting equation which is homogeneous and has constant coefficient.
A critical facet of this stage involves achieving higher integrability for the exterior deriva-
tives of the local weak solutions to our problem. This is accomplished in Lemma 3.1 through
the suitable application of the Sobolev-Poincaré inequality for differential forms. Within this
process, the careful selection of a test function from the appropriate function spaces within
the weak formulation assumes a vital role. Then we take advantage of the known regularity
result of the homogeneous system stated in Lemma 2.8.

1.2. Examples. We shall introduce several cases of (1.1). Note that u is the ¢-form and F'
is the (¢ 4 1)-form. In the following examples, we shall identify 1-forms with vector fields
in R” by taking their dual. Using the Hodge star operator we identify (n — 1)-forms with
vector fields in R" and n-forms with scalar functions.

Example 1.13. (p-Laplacian type equation) Suppose ¢ = 0. Then du = Vu and d*w = divw
for every 1-form w. Therefore (1.1) becomes

div(a(x)|Vu[P?Vu) = div(F) in Q.

Example 1.14. (Divergence equation) Suppose ¢ = n — 1. Then du = divw and d*w = Vw
for every n-form w. Therefore (1.1) becomes

V(a(z)|divuP~?divu) = VF in Q,
which implies that
a(z)|divul/P?divu = F +¢ in
for some constant c.

Example 1.15. (Maxwell type equation) Suppose n = 3 and ¢ = 1. Note that in this case,
1-forms and 2-forms can be identified with vector fields in R3. Then du = V x u and
d*w = V x w for every 2-form w. Therefore (1.1) becomes

V x (a(z)|[V x ulP?V xu) =V x Fin .

Oragnization. The remainder of this paper is organized as follows. The subsequent section
is dedicated to gathering fundamental definitions related to the theory of differential forms.
Additionally, we recall crucial auxiliary lemmas concerning the Sobolev-Poincaré inequality
for differential forms and the local boundedness of the exterior derivative of weak solutions
to the homogeneous problem with constant coefficients. In Section 3, we provide the com-
parison estimates together with the higher integrability of the exterior derivative of weak
solutions to our problem. Our main theorem is proved in the last section.



2. PRELIMINARIES

2.1. Notation and Sobolev spaces for differential forms. Let 0 < ¢,k < n be integers
and let 2 C R" be open, bounded and smooth with n > 2. In what follows, we denote
by AY(R") the set of all exterior {-forms over R”, or for simplicity by A*. We denote by
C>=(Q, AY) and C5°(Q, A*) the space of smooth (-forms and the space of smooth (-forms
with compact support in €2, respectively. Note that C°(R", A%) = C>°(R").

We start by reviewing fundamental notation for smooth /-forms. The exterior product of
w € A and p € A¥, denoted by w A ¢, is the (¢ + k)-form defined by

(wAQ)X1, o X)) = Y sign(in, .. yig, ji, -, Jow(Xiy, o X )e(X, -, XG,)

for every (¢ + k)-tuple vector fields (X7, ..., X,x) in R™, where the summation is over
permutations (i, ..., 0k, j1,...,j¢) of (1,2,... k+ /) withi; < --- <idpand j; < --- < jp.
Let {e;}7, be orthonormal vector fields in R™ and {e’}"_; be their dual 1-forms in the
sense €' (e;) = d;;. Note that {e” A---Ae¥ : 1 <y < --- <ip < n}isabasis of A* whose
dimension is (;). Then any w € A’ can be represented as
w= Z wil...zje“ A=A e
1<iy<-<ig<n

for uniquely determined w;, ;, € C*°(R"™) withrespect to {e; }?_,. Moreover, the coefficients
of w can be recovered by the formula w;, ;, = w(e;,, ..., e;,). The scalar product of w, p €
A® with coefficients w;,...;, and ¢;, ..;, is defined as

<W7 <P> = E Wiy vigPig iy -
1<i1 < <ip<n

The scalar product is independent of the chosen orthonormal vector fields {e; }! ;. We denote
lw|? = (w,w).
The Hodge star operator is the linear map * : A — A"~* defined by

WA= <>|<(,u7g0>el/\.../\6"7
for any w € Af, o € A"~¢. Then we note that *(e! A--- Ae”) =Tand *1 = el A--- Ae",
wA (x@) = (w,p)el A= Ae”, and * (xw) = (—1)" "Dy

for every w, ¢ € A*. The interior product (contraction) of w € A* with ¢ € A*, denoted by
¢ Jw,is the (¢ — k)-form defined by

ow= (="M 5 (o A (rw).
Note that for every w € A, € A**tand § € A,
0w =0.2(0Aw)+0A(0w)and (§ Aw, @) = (w,01¢).
As usual, we denote by d the exterior derivative
d:C®(Q,AY) — C=(Q, A"
for which we have a product formula of the form
d(wy A ws) = dwy A ws + (—1) wi A dws,

where ¢ stands for the degree of w;.

Usually, differential forms are understood as smooth differential forms, but we will deal
with nonsmooth differential forms in this paper, i.e. a differential /-form w is a measurable
function w : Q — A’. The exterior product, scalar product, the Hodge star operator, and
interior product are naturally defined on nonsmooth differential forms. Let {dz'}?_, be the
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dual basis of the standard orthonormal basis for R™ and the Euclidean volume form is denoted
by dx :=dx' A --- A da™.

We denote by LP(Q, A?),1 < p < oo, the Lebesgue space of all (measurable) differential
{-forms w on € for which

1
P
w|Pdx if 1 <p< oo,
. (AR S
ess supq, |w| if p=oco
is finite with norm |w| = (w,w)? inherited form the scalar product. For two differential

forms w € LP(Q, AY) and ¢ € L4(Q, A*) with 1 < p,q < o0, %—k% = 1, their scalar product
in the sense of L2(£2, A?) is finite and given by

opim [onsom [onom [

Analogous to the concept of weak derivatives, we introduce the definition of weak exterior
derivatives.

Definition 2.1. For a differential /-form w € L} (€, AY), we say that a differential (¢ + 1)-

loc
form o € L} (92, A*™!) is called the (weak) exterior derivative of w, denoted by dw, if

/nAap:(—l)"Z/dn/\w
Q Q

Note that the exterior derivative is unique. The Hodge codifferential of w € L}, (2, A*) is
the differential (¢ — 1)-form defined by

dw = (=1)""xdxwe L, (Q, AT,

For a differential /-form w, we say that w is closed if dw = 0, and w is coclosed if d*w = 0.
We also say that w is exact if w = dp for some differential (¢ — 1)-form ¢, and w is coexact if
w = d*p for some differential (¢ + 1)-form . Note that every exact form is closed and every
coexact form is coclosed; that is ddw = 0 and d*d*w = 0. See [10] for the more properties
and the integration by parts formula regarding these operators.

We use the standard definitions of the Sobolev spaces W1?(Q, AY) and the Holder spaces
C%(Q, AY) for a € [0,1] with the natural norms by requiring that each component be-
longs to the scalar versions of the corresponding spaces. We can also consider the space
W,y (Q, AY) given as the closure of C5°(2, AY) in W'P(Q, AY). We use some additional
Sobolev type spaces specifically suitable for forms. We denote by

WEP(Q, A = {w € LP(Q,AY) : dw € LP(Q, AT},

for any n € C5°(Q, A"~¢71).

and

W P(Q, A% == {w € LP(Q,AY) : d*w € LP(Q, A1)}
the so-called partly Sobolev spaces of differential forms via the operators d and d* respec-
tively. Both spaces are Banach spaces when equipped with the norms

lwllwar = llwllze + ldwl[zr and [[w][war» = (]| e + [|d"w] e,

respectively. Note that the Sobolev space W1P(€, A?) coincides with the intersection of the
two partly Sobolev spaces WP(Q, A*) and W< P(Q, A°).
Let v be the outward unit normal to 92 which is denoted v = )" | v;e; with the standard

basis in R™, it is identified with the 1-form v = """ | v;dz". For any differential ¢-form w on
(2, the differential (¢ + 1)-form wr := v A w is called the tangential part of w on OS2 and the
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differential (¢ — 1)-form wy := v Jw is called the normal part of w on 02, interpreted in the
sense of traces when w is discontinuous. Furthermore, the spaces W,* (€2, A%), WAP(Q, AY),
and W,%(€, AY) are defined as

WP (Q,AY) == {w e W (Q,AY) : wr = 01in 60},

WEP(Q,AY) == {w e W"(Q,AY) : wy = 0in 9},
and

WPr(Q,AY) i= {w € WpP(Q,AY) - d'w = 01in Q}.
We refer to [10, 20, 21] for a more extensive discussion on Sobolev type spaces of differential
forms.

Lemma 2.2. Forevery p € (1,00), we have
[wliwrr@) < elllwllze@) + ldwllzr@) + [|d"w] Ly @)
forall w € WEP(Q, A UWAP(Q, AY) and for some constant ¢ = ¢(p, Q) > 0.
The inequality in the above lemma is often called Gaftney inequality, which is closely
connected to Sobolev spaces and partly Sobolev spaces (see [21, Theorem 4.8]). Moreover,

we have the following local version of the Gaffney inequality, for which we refer to [26,
Theorem 6].

Lemma 2.3. Forevery 1l < p < q < oo, we have

q
][ |Vw|?dz < c<][ |Vw|pdx) +c][ |dw|qu+c][ |d*w|? dx
T BQr BQr BQr

for all w € WHP(By,, A*) and for some constant c = c(p, q) > 0.

From the next lemma, we can always assume that a local weak solution u € VVllof(Q, AY)
to (1.1) is coclosed in any B, € (2, i.e., d*u = 0 in B,. The proof of the lemma is analogous

to the one of [26, Lemma 4]. For the reader’s convenience, we shall report it.

Lemma 2.4. For every w € WYP(B,, AY), there is & € W'P(B,, A*) such that

do=dw and d'©=0.
Proof. It ¢ = 0, then d*w = 0 by definition, hence choose @ = w. Suppose ¢ > 1.
Then, since d*w € LP(B,,A*') and d*(d*w) = 0, there exists a unique solution 6 &
W2P(B,, A“ 1) to

d*(df) = d*w in B,,

d6=0 in B,,

vAO=0 on 0B,,
see for instance [25, Theorem 9]. Therefore, we complete the proof by choosing w = w —
de. 0

2.2. Sobolev-Poincaré inequality. We introduce Sobolev-Poincaré type inequality for dif-
ferential forms, for which we refer to results in [20, Section 4]. Let 0 < ¢ < n — 1 and
1 < p < oo. We define the operator 7' : LP(B,, A1) — WhP(B,, AY) as in [20, Proposi-
tion 4.1] with D = B,.. Note that from [20, Lemma 4.2] we have

w=d(Tw) + T(dw), we WP(B,, A“).
For w € W%?(B,, A"), define

(2.5) wg, = w — T'(dw).

T



8 MIKYOUNG LEE, JIHOON OK, AND JUNCHEOL PYO

Then we have

dwp, = dd(Tw) + d(T(dw)) — d(T(dw)) = 0.
Note that if w is a 0-form, then wp_ is the average of w in B, given by (1.4). Now we recall
the Sobolev-Poincaré inequality for differential forms in [20, Corollary 4.2].

Lemma 2.6. Let w € lep(Br,Ae) withl < p<nand0 < { <n—1, and wg, €
WLP(B,, AY). Then there exists c = c(n,{,p) > 0 such that

lo = ws, || 2z, < clldw]zags,)-

2.3. Regularity results in constant coefficient case. We consider the weak solution h €
Wd,p(BQT’ AZ) to

.7 d*(|dh|P~2dh) =0 in B,.

Note that this equation is exactly the same as (1.1) with /' = 0 and a = 1. Then the results
in [28] and [16] imply that dh € CPO’?(BQT, A1) for some a € (0,1) depending on n and
p. In this paper, we will only use the local boundedness of dh. In particular, we refer to
Theorem 4.1 in [16].

Lemma 2.8. Let h € W%P(B,, A') be a weak solution to (2.7). Then we have

sup |dh| < ¢ ( |dh|P d;z:) '
By

r/2

for some ¢ = ¢(n,l,p) > 0.

3. CALDERON-ZYGMUND ESTIMATES

In this section we prove our main theorem, Theorem 1.9. We start by deriving two lemmas:
the first is higher integrability, sometimes referred to as the self-improving property, and the
second is comparison estimates.

3.1. Higher integrability. We first derive higher integrability for the exterior derivatives of
weak solutions to (1.1) with general coefficients.

Lemma 3.1. Let u € W'?(Q, AY) be a local weak solution to (1.1). If F € L1 (£, A+

ocC

for some q > p, then there exists 0 = o(n,l,v,L,p,q) with 0 < o < % — 1 such that
\dulP € LT (Q) with the estimate

loc
140
|du[PA+) do < ¢ <][ |du|P dx) - c][ |F|7 119 gy
B, Ba, Bay

for all By, € Q) and for some ¢ = c¢(n,l,v, L,p,q) > 0.

Proof. For B,, € €, letn € C§°(By,) be a standard cut-off function such that 0 < n < 1,
n = 1in B, and |Vn| < ¢(n)/r. We also consider the closed form up, € W1P(By,, AY)
defined as in (2.5) with By, in place of B,.. Note that dug, = 0. Then we take n*(u—up,,) €
Wol’p (Bay,, A*) as a test function in the weak formulation (1.6) to obtain

0= /B a(x)|dulP*(du, d(n? (u — up,,)) dz — /B (F,d(n’(u — up,,)) dx

2r

= / a(x)|dulP~*nP{du, du) dz + / a(x)|duP?pnP~Hdu, dn A (u — up,,)) dv
Bay

Bar

— / nP(F,du) dx — / pnpfl(F, dn A (u — up,,)) dz,
B27‘

Bay



which implies that

I = / a(x)|dul|P~*n?(du, du) dx
BQT
— / a(x)\du|p’2p77p’1<du, dn A (u —up,,)) dz
B2'r

+/ nP(F, du) d:z:+/ pP HE, dn A (u—up,,)) de =: I + I3+ I4.
Ba, Ba,

We estimate [; ~ I separately. For I; and Iy, since 0 < v < a(z) < L for any x € Q, we
derive

L > 1// |du|PnP dx
Bay
and
i< Ly [ ldap =l = g, | do
Bay

< C/ ‘du|p71np71|u_u32r| dr
Boy 2r

- p
< Z/ \du|p77pd:c+c/ {M} dx
4 Bay Ba 2T

by using Young’s inequality. Similarly, we obtain
1] < / | F||dul dz < 5/ | dulPyP da + c/ Pl da
Bay 4 Bay Bay

and

|1,] <c/ |F|np_1wdx<c/ |F|ﬁ77pdx+c/
Bay 2T Bay

BQ?"

|:|u_u32r‘:|p dl’

2r

Combining the above results, we conclude

_ P
][ |du|? dz < 2"][ |du[PnP dx < c][ [w} d:p+c][ |F|ﬁ dzx.
T Bay Bar 2T Bar

Here, by the Sobolev-Poincaré inequality in Lemma 2.6 with p and B, replaced by p, =
min{Z, "2} ¢ (1,p) and By,, respectively, we have

2 ) n+p
][ {M] da:<c<][ |du
BQT 2T BQT

P
P dy .
Therefore, we obtain

|dulP dz < ¢ <][ |du|P d:p) " + c][ |F|ﬁ dx
BT Bgr BQ?"

for every By, € (2. Finally, applying Lemma 3.2 below with f = |dul|?, g = \F|ﬁ, m = b
and s = ¢/p, we get the conclusion. O
Lemma 3.2. (Gehring, [15, Theorem 6.6]) Let f € L'(B,) and g € L*(B,) for some s > 1,
and assume that for every B,(y) C Ba,(y) C B, we have

1

f7|ﬂm<c(f |ﬂwﬂ +cf 9] dz
BQ(Z/) BQ@(Z/) BQ@(?J)
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with 0 < m < 1. Then there exists 0 = o(n,C,m,s) with 0 < o < s — 1 such that
f € L'"7(B,2) and

1+o
/ |f|””dx<c(][ |f|dw) o A
Br/2 By B

for some ¢ = ¢(n,C,m) > 0.

3.2. Comparison estimates. Let © € W'" (92, A*) be a weak solution to (1.1), where a :

loc
) — [y, L] satisfies the (0, R)-vanishing condition for some R > 0 and F' € Lﬁ(Q, A
for some g > p. Note that 6 € (0, 1) will be chosen sufficiently small later in Section 3.3.
We fix any By, € QQ with r < R/2. We first note from the higher integrability in Lemma 3.1
with r replaced by 2r that

(3.3) (][ |du|PIF) d;z:) < c][ |dul? dx + ¢ (][ |F|-1He) d;z:) :
Ba, By Bar

Moreover, in view of Lemma 2.4, we can assume that
d*u =0 in B,.
Leth € u+ WlfT(Bgr, A%) be the unique weak solution to
d*(@ldh|P=2dh) =0 in Bs,,
(3.4) d*h =d'u =0 in By,
vANh=vAu on 0B,,,

where
a=(a)p, = ][ a(x) dzx.
BQ?"
Then we have the following comparison estimates.

Lemma 3.5. Under the above setting, suppose

][ |dulP dz < A
By

for some \ > 0. Then we have that
(3.6) ][ P dz < ][ dul? dz < 2\,
Ba, Ba

Moreover, for every ¢ € (0, 1), there exist small 6,0, € (0,1) depending on n,l,p,v, L,q
and ¢ such that if a is (0, R)-vanishing and

) Tia
(3.7) (7[ |F|-1He) dx) <O,
B4r
then
(3.8) ][ |du — dh|P dz < e).
By

Proof. We first obtain (3.6). Since u—h € W{Zf’T(BQT, AY), we take u — h as the test function
in the weak formulations of (1.1) and (3.4), see Remark 1.7, to discover

(3.9 / a(x)|dulP~*(du, du — dh) do = / (F,du — dh) dx
Bar

Bay



and

(3.10) / a|dh|P~*(dh, du — dh) dx = 0.
Bay
We first notice from (3.10) and Young’s inequality that

/ (P d = / \dh|P=2(dh, du) dx
Ba, Ba,
-1 p—1 1
< |dh|P~du| de < —— |dh|P dx + — |dul|? dx,
Ba, p Ba p Bay

which implies (3.6).

We next obtain (3.8). Combining (3.9) and (3.10), we obtain
I := ][ a(|dulP~%du — |dh|P~2dh, du — dh) dx
(3.11) Par
- ][ (@ — a(z))|dulP~*{du, du — dh) dx + ][ (F,du— dh)dx =: I + I.

BQr

BQT

We estimate [; ~ [7 separately.
Recall the elementary inequality

(lal"2a — [b"726) - (@ — b) > c(p,m) (|af* + [b]*)*= |a — b
for any a,b € R™ and any p > 1. Then for 5, we have
][ (|dul® + |dh|?) =" |du — dh|? dz < cIs.
Bay
Hence if p > 2,
][ |du — dh|P dx < cls,
Bay.
and if 1 < p < 2, by Young’s inequality and (3.8), for every ¢; € (0, 1),

p(2—p) p(p—2)

][ \du—dh|pdx:][ (|dul® + |dh|*) "7 (|dul® + |dh|*) "7 |du — dh|? dx
Bay, Bay

2—-p

<61][ (|dul® + |dh|?)? dx 4 ce, * ][ (|dul? + |dh|?) "2 |du — dh|* dx
Ba, Ba,

2

_&2—PpP
SceA+ce 7.

For I, by Young’s inequality, Holder’s inequality and the inequality 0 < v < a < L, we
have that for every e, € (0, 1),

|1s] < ][ la(x) — al|du|P~|du — dh| dx
Bay

1 ,
< 62][ |du — dh|P dz + ce, ' ][ la(z) — a|77 |du|? dx
B2r BQT

__1_ p(1+0) 1-%0 1-+o
< 62][ |du — dh|P dz + cey "7 (][ la(z) — a|@-De d;z:) <][ |du[PA+) d:l:)
Bar Bar Bar
1 THe e
< € ][ |du — dh|P dz + cey "7 (][ la(x) —a| dx) <][ |du[PA+) d;z:) :
Bar Bar Bar
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Then applying the (J, R)-vanishing condition of a, (3.3) and (3.7), we have
1Ig] < e ][ |du — dh|P dx + ce;ﬁm%a +0)A < & ][ |du — dh|P dx + ce;ﬁaﬁ%x
Ba, Bay
For I, by Young’s inequality with (3.7), we have that for every €3 € (0, 1),
|I7] < ][ |F||du — dh| dx < 63][ \du — dh|P dx + ce;ﬁm.
Boy Bay

Therefore, inserting the resulting estimates for /5 ~ [7 into (3.11), we have that for every
€1,€2,€3 S (07 1)7

][ |du — dh|P dz < CE;%EQ ][ \du — dh|P dx + ce, 5 63][ |du — dh|? dz
Bo, Boa, Bay

2—p 1 2—p

+ (ce;Te;F&% e, T e _F&) A+ ceg .

2—p

second €, and €3 such that ce; * e =
1 2—p 1

Consequently, choosing first €; such that ce; =
_2-p _
ce; 7 €3 = 1, and third 0 and &; such that ce, Ve PIgT = ce, P ey O = £, we

6,
obtain (3.8).

=2
6
2—

O

3.3. Proof of Theorem 1.9. We adopt the standard approach introduced by Acerbi and Min-
gione in [2]. Nevertheless, we shall provide a detailed proof for completeness.
Let 0 < r < R/2 and B, € ). We define

1
1 o
(3.12) Ao ::][ \du|pdx+—<][ |F|7 1(1+")da:> >0,
B2'r 51 BQT

where o is given in Lemma 3.1 and a small §; > 0 will be selected later. We denote the
super-level set

E(X o) :=={y € B, : |[du(y)|’ > A}
for A > 0 and ¢ > 0, where the center of B, is the same as the one of By,
Now fix any s1, so with 1 < 57 < s9 < 2, and consider any A satisfying
20"

(3.13) A > Ao, where A\ = ———.
(82— s1)"

Fory € E(\,si7)and ¢ € | (52 sl) , (82 — s1)r], we derive that

1

T+o
][ \du|de+— |F\ 059) e
B@(y)
B 1 . T+
< {][ dul? do + = (][ |F|pl<1+o>dx) ]
y) Ba, 51 Bo,

_7“) 20"\, <)
0

82 - 31)
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from (3.12). On the other hand, we apply the Lebesgue differentiation theorem to obtain that
for almost every y € F(\, s17)

1

1 1+7<7
lim ][ \dul? dz + — ][ |F 710 gy >\
=0 Bo(y) 51 Bo(y)

Then by the continuity of integral, we see that for almost every y € E(\, s17), there exists

o0y € (0, W) such that

1

1 b e
][ |dul? do + — ][ |F|o=1 ) g = A
BQy (y) 51 Bey ()

1

1 , e
][ |dulP dx + — ][ |F|7= 1) g <A
By (y) 01\ /B,y

for all o € (0, (s2 — s1)7].
Therefore, for given A > A\, by virtue of Vitali covering lemma, there is a disjoint

collection of balls { B,, (y")}52, with y* € E(), s17) and o; € (0, (sigm) such that

and

(3.14) E(\ s1)\N C|Bs,(y') C Ba,
=1

where N is a negligible set,

1 » e
(3.15) ][ \dul? dz + — <][ | F|7Er(+o) d:p) 1\
Bo, (v') o1 \ /B,

and
1 » e
][ |du\pd:c+—<][ |F\pl(1+")daz> <A
Bo(y') 01 \JB,w)

for all p € (0;, (52 — s1)7].
We first note that

1
T+o
][ |dul? dz < A and ][ |F|7 1) gy < O
Baoe; (y*) B20o; (y")

Lete € (0,1). Then applying Lemma 3.5 there exist small ; > 0 dependingonn, ¢, p, v, A, q
and ¢ such that

(3.16) ][ (du — dhif? do < e,
B5Qi(yi)

where h; € Wj;f’T(Blogi (y*)) is the unique weak solution to
d*(&\dhl|p_2dhz) =0 in BIOQ¢ (yl)7
d*hz =d*u=0 in BlOgi (yz)’
vAhi=vAu on 0By, (V).
Moreover, by Lemma 2.8, we get

(3.17) sup |dh;|? < c][ |dh;|P dx < oA
Biog; (y*)

Bso, (y*)
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for some ¢y = co(n, £, p) > 1.
Now we write

E;i(N) = {z € By,(y") : |du(z)[” > A}

and
for A\ > 0. Then from (3.15), we see

1
A 1 D
][ ldulPdz > 2 or — ][ |F|7o1 () gy > 2,
B, (v') 01\ JB,, ) 2

N2 2 L
|Bo,(v')| < X/ dul? dz < X/ dul” da + 3| By, (4')]
B, (v") Ei(A/4)

)
Vv

hence

or

' 2 1+o Y (1+ )
1B, ()] < (—) [ R
¢ 51)\ B@(yi)

N p— x Zy
AP Hi(817/4) l+o ¢

and in turn, we obtain that

. 1 1 2
(3.18) B, (y")] < gite (—/ dul? dz + 7/ Flp=1(+0) dx).
| B, (y')] 3 Ei(A/4)| | EG HZ’(MM)| |

Set
(3.19) K :=2P¢y > 1,

where the constant ¢ is from (3.17). From (3.14), we then have
E(EX si7) \N C E(\,s17) \N C | B, () C Buyr.
i=1

For any = € Bs,,(y") such that |du(x)|? > K\, we infer from (3.17) that

|du(z)[” < 277 (|du(z) — dhy(2) [ + |dhi(2)[")
< 2P Ydu(z) — dhi(z) [P + 2P ep
x)—d

K
= 2P du hi(z)P + 7)\

1
< 2p_1|du(x) — dh;(x)|P + §|du(:p)|p,

which means

|du(z)P < 2P|du(x) — dh;(x)|P.



Consequently, using the previous results, (3.16) and (3.18) we obtain that

|du|? dz < / |du|? dz
/E’(K)\,slr Z B yONE(K\,s17)

5@

QPZ/ |du — dh|P dx:

Bso, (y)NE(K\,s17)

(3.20) <eeA Y |Bo ()

<ce </ |dul? dx
BayrN{|dulP>)/4}

1
+ T/ » | Pl () dx).
017N S Bey (| FIPTT 61074}
Let us define the truncated function of |du| with respect to the level k£ > 0 as
|dul} := min{|du|", k}.

In addition, k is assumed to be sufficiently large so that & > KA\, where A and K are
defined in (3.13) and (3.19). Now we estimate the following integral

/ |dul{ " |dul? dx.
BSlT

For the sake of simplicity, let us denote the super-level set with respect to |du|; by
Ey (KA si1) == {x € By, : |du(z)|}, > KA} .

We notice that when k& > KX\, {|dul}, > KA} = {|du[’ > KA} and {|dul}, > \/4} =
{|dul? > X\/4}. On the other hand, when k£ < K, it is clear that {|dul}, > KA} = (). By
(3.20), it turns out that

/ |du|P dx < cs(/ |du|P dx
Ey(K\s17) BiyrN{ldul?>2/4}

1

(3.21)
+ 70/
517N g, A IR S6004)

||t dx) .

We multiply both sides of (3.21) by A% "and integrate with respect to A\ over (A\g, 00) to
discover

Jo ::/ A%l/ \dul? dzd\
AXo Ep(K\s1r)

< cs/ Aq;”l(/ |du|pdx)d)\
AXo BsorN{|dul? >X\/4}

b [ (f P e i
5 ot
1 AXo BSQTO{‘F“’ I>610/4}

ce
=: C€J1 + ﬁc}é.
0y

(3.22)
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By virtue of Fubini’s theorem, we obtain that

Jo ::/ A%l/ \dul? dzd\
AXo Ex(K\,s11)

|dul? /K -
(3.23) :/ |dul? / S N
Ex(KAXo,s17) AXo

d q—p
__r |du|P (| ullfp
q—p E(KAMX,s17) K »

dx

— (AAO)T) da.

We again use Fubini’s theorem to derive that

Ji ::/ A / |dul? dz | dX
AXo By rN{|dult>X/4}
4|dul e-p_4
:/ |du|P / A v dA | dx
BsoyrN{|dul}>AXo/4} Ao

S dul? (45" |dulf ™" = [AX]"") de
4 = P JBeyrn{|dul?>ANo/4}

(3.24)

9—p
L=
<220 [ jaul|dult P,
49 =P JBsy,

Similarly, we infer that
(3.25)

J ::/ AT / ) |F|7 119 g | dA
AXo BsorN{|F| P~ >611/4}

p 4‘F|%/51 a—=p
|F|p=1 () / V70 | de
Ao

_pP_
/JBSQm{|FP—1 >01ANo/4}

1

9—p _ / _p_
» O J BsyrN{|F|P=T >80 AN /4}

C 9 _
< ﬁ/ |F'[»=1d.
or Boyr

Inserting (3.23)—(3.25) into (3.22), we have that
(3.26)

|F|#(1+U) (4|F|pl

o1

)%_J _ (AAO)qu] dz

|dulP|dull™ dx < (KA)\O)q;p/ |du P dx+c€/ |dulP|dull Pdx

Ek(KA)\O,SlT‘) ler BSQ’I‘

(41—
+es )/ |F|7% da.
BSQT
On the other hand, we see that

(3.27) |dul?|du)?? dz < (KAX)? / \dul? da.

ler

/;SIT\EI@ (KAXo,s17)



Combining (3.26) and (3.27), it follows that

dulP|dul?™? dx
Bsyr

< 2(KAAO)“?/

ler

|du|P dx + c*s/

BSQT

(4 1y
|du|p|du|z_pdx+c5l(p ' )/ |F|77 da
BSQT

for some ¢, = c.(n,l,v, L, p,s) > 0. At this stage, we ultimately select ¢ € (0, 1) such that
e < %, and hence ¢, is also finally determined as a constant depending on n, ¢, v, L, p, s.
Recalling the definition of A in (3.13), we conclude that

/ |dul{?|dul? dx
BSlT

q9—p

1 NG
< 5 / |dU|Z_p|dU|pdl’ + Lﬂ(q_p)/ |dU|pdl’ + C/ |F|ﬁ dx
BSQT (82 — 81>T BQT‘ BQT‘

for any 1 < s1 < s9 < 2, where the constants ¢ are independent of s; and sy. Therefore
Lemma 3.28 below yields that

/\du|gp\du|pdx<cAoT/ |du\pdx+c/ | P75 da.
- Bay Ba,

Furthermore, we apply Lebesgue’s monotone convergence theorem to get

][|du\qd:c<c)\07][ \du|pdx+c][ |F|75 da.
. Bay Bay

Here, recalling the definition of Ay in (3.12), we derive that

A" ][ \dul? dz
BQ?"

a=p

1 . ne| 7
= ][ \du|pdaz+—(][ |F\pl(”")daz) ][ \dul? da
Bay 51 Bay Boy.
» » (130 1-7 v
<<][ |du\pd:c) +c<][ |F\F(1+")daz> +c<][ \du|pda:)
Bay Bay Bar
<c<][ |du|pdx)
BQr

P _q
+ c][ |F|7=1 dz,
BQ?"
by using Young’s inequality and Holder’s inequality. We finally obtain

g

|du|?dz < ¢ <][ |dul|? d:c) Ty c][ |F|7T da
Bs Bay Bay

for some ¢ = ¢(n, l,v, L,p, s) > 0. Therefore, we complete the proof of Theorem 1.9.

Lemma 3.28. (see [18]) Let g : [a,b] — R be a bounded nonnegative function. Suppose that
forany sy, so with 0 < a < 51 < So < b,

g(s1) < Tg(s2) + ——

(82— 81)7

where o, 5 > 0,7 > 0and 0 < 7 < 1. Then we have

g(s1) <c <m + 5)

+B7
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for some constant ¢ = (v, 1) > 0.
Finally, we prove Corollary 1.12.

Proof of Corollary 1.12. We first consider the case that » = 1 and the center of balls is
the origin. Then we observe from [25, Theorem 13] that for every f € L7(B,, A’) with
d*f = 0 in the distribution sense, there exists a unique weak solution § € W27 (B,, A’) to
the equation

d*(df) = f  in By,

6=0 on 0Bs,
with the estimate 3

||0||W2’7(B27Az) < C||f||Lv(BQ,M),

where ¢ > 0 depends on n, ¢ and ~. Note that when applying [25, Theorem 13], we consider
that the ball Bs is contractible, see [25, Remark 17 (ii)] for details. Set F = df). Then by the

Sobolev embedding, we have
DN N3
7 d;z:) < c<][ |f\'yd:v)
Bs

<][ |ﬁ’7*da:>7 < <][ vé
B2 Bay

for some ¢ > 0 depending on n, ¢ and ~, where v* = %

n—

Let us return to the setting of the corollary, fix By, = Ba.(z9) € 2 with 2r < R. Put

f(x) =r*f(r(z —x0)), 0(x) = 0(r(xz — x0)) and F := df. Then we have that d*F = f and

L 1
<][ |F|” d:zc)7 <c<][ |Tf|7dx)7.
BQT BQr

Therefore, by Theorem 1.9 with ¢ = (p — 1)~v*, we complete the proof. UJ
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