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LIPSCHITZ REGULARITY OF HOMOGENIZATION WITH CONTINUOUS
COEFFICIENTS: DIRICHLET PROBLEM

SUNG]JIN LEE

AsstrACT. We study uniform Lipschitz regularity estimates for elliptic systems in
divergence form with continuous coefficients, based on rapidly oscillating periodic
coefficients derived from homogenization theory. We extend a result by Avellaneda
and Lin [Comm. Pure Appl. Math. 40 (1987), pp. 803-847] by minimizing all
regularity conditions of the given data to integral conditions. We remark that the
coefficients of an elliptic operator have Dini mean oscillation, which corresponds
to the results of the latest general regularity theory.

1. INTRODUCTION AND MAIN RESULTS

We consider an elliptic operator L, in divergence form
= —Dda®(X\D,\ = —qivia(X
L= —D,{aij (S)D,} = —div {A(S)V}, e>0,

where the coefficient matrix A := (af;ﬁ () with1 <i,j<nand1l < a,f < m are
symmetric and satisfy the ellipticity condition:

MEPIP < aifiéjnans and 1Al < A 1)

forany y, &£ € R", n € R", some A, A are positive constants and (2 is a bounded do-
main in R”. Here and throughout the paper, we apply the summation convention
over repeated indices.

We assume that the coefficient matrix A(y) is real and 1-periodic, that is, we
have

Aly+2)=A(y) 2)

fory e R"and z € Z".

For x € R" and r > 0, we denote by B(x, r) the open ball with radius r centered
at x, and write Q(x, r) := Q N B(x, r). We denote

wa(r,x) = f A(y) - A% dy,  where A% = f A,
O(x,r)

Q(x,r)
and, for a subset D of R”, we write

wa(r,D) :=supwa(r,x) and wa(r) = wa(r,R").
xeD
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We say that A is of Dini mean oscillation in R" and write A € DMO(IR") if wa(r)
satisfies the Dini’s condition;
1
t
f walt) dt < +oco.
0 t

For a locally integrable function f, we denote the modulus of continuity

0¢(r,x) = sup{|f(x) = f(x0)l : X0 € Q, |x —x0| <7}

and, for a subset D of R", we write

0f(r, D) := sup o7(x) and s(r) = 04(r, Q).
xeD
We shall say that f is (uniformly) Dini continuous in € if its modulus of continuity
satisfies the Dini’s condition;
L os(t
f Qf—() dt < +oo.
0 t

Before proceeding further, we now clarify the relationship of the regularity
assumption to precisely understand the subsequent steps. It is obvious that if f is
Dini continuous in Q), then f is of Dini mean oscillation in Q. However, a function
of Dini mean oscillation is noticeably less restrictive then Dini continuous function;
see [7] for an example.

A few remarks are in order. Various topics of homogenization theory are covered
in many books (see, e.g., [20, 4, 5] and references therein). A well-known result
in the regularity theory of homogenization is the work of Avellaneda and Lin [3].
They introduced a compactness method, which originated from the calculus of
variation, and proved that if the solution u, € W'2(CQ2; R™) of the Dirichlet problem

Leu,=F in Q, u, =g on 9Q,

with coefficients that are Holder continuous, then u, satisfies Holder regularity
estimates and the following Lipschitz regularity estimates;

Vi) < C(”P”LP(Q) + ||Vg||cl41(a(2))~

As a matter of fact, the Holder regularity can be established using the real-
variable method to obtain W7 estimates when the coefficients are sufficiently
minimal in the vanishing mean oscillation setting; see Lemma[2.Il However, if the
coefficients are uniformly continuous, then it is well-known that the solution u,
may fail to achieve Lipschitz regularity. After their well-known results, most Lips-
chitz regularity results are based on the assumption that the coefficients are Holder
continuous. To mention just a few, under the same assumption, the Lipschitz reg-
ularity for Neumann problem, parabolic and Stokes’s system, and considering
lower-order terms have been studied; see 12 1T, 22].

In another studied case of regularity condition of the given data, Armstrong
and Shen [1] established Lipschitz regularity in almost-periodic coefficients with
suitable coefficients, which can be deduced up to Dini continuous; see [1, Lemma
4.3] with example in [7]. Shen also established Lipschitz regularity on the C'**
domain by adding smoothness condition to the coefficients, which can be deduced
up to Dini mean oscillation. Recently, results have also been proven where both
the coefficients and the boundary data satisfy Dini continuity; see [10}9].
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In this paper, we study the minimal (weakest) regularity conditions for Lips-
chitz regularity not only on the coefficients but also on the domain, boundary data,
and external data. Therefore, we will establish interior Lipschitz estimates of the
Dirichlet problem when the coefficients and external data are in Dini mean oscil-
lation, as well as boundary Lipschitz regularity of the Dirichlet problem when the
coefficients are in Dini mean oscillation and the other data satisfy Dini continuity.

Before stating our main theorem precisely, we denote function as C1P™ if it is a
C! function whose first derivatives are Dini continuous. Now, we state the main
theorems.

Theorem 1.1. Assume the coefficients A = (a') of the operator L, satisfy the condition
@, @) and are of Dini mean oscillation in R". Let u, € W?(B(xo, 2R); R™) be a weak
solution of

Leu, =div f in B(xg,2R)

where f : QO — R™™ are of Dini mean oscillation and 0 < R < 1Ro. Then, we have

1 172 R w¢(t, B(0,2R))
||Vus||L°°(B(x0,R)) < C{—(J(: |u£|2) +f fidt ,
R B(x0,2R) 0 t

where C = C(n,m, A, A\, wa, Ry) .

Theorem 1.2. Let Q be a bounded C'P™ domain in R" . Assume the coefficients A = (a'l)
of the operator L, satisfy the condition (1), @) and are of Dini mean oscillation in R". Let
u. € W2(Q; R™) be a weak solution of

Leu,=divf+F in Q, u,=g on JQ, (3)

where f : Q — R™™ are of Dini continuous and F € LP(Q;R™) for p > nand g €
CLDini (3, R™). Then, we have

1
or(®) + ovg®) | 0

IVuellr=) < C<I|F“U’(Q) +IVgllr=o0) + f ;
0

where C = C(n,m, A, \,p,Q, wa).

We provide a brief description of the proof used in the theorem and remark
on its novelties. To show Theorem [T and Theorem we adapt the compact-
ness method, which involves three successive steps. This method requires more
delicate iterative estimates, some estimates considering boundary correctors, and
controlling the given data relative to each other. It is not easier than previous
results [2, (1} 19]. However, it is useful for studying the minimal condition for
Lipschitz regularity and distinctly understanding the classification of each regu-
larity condition. Through this approach, we extend all regularity conditions of the
given data to integral conditions (e.g. Dini’s condition) for minimization purposes,
rather than pointwise conditions (e.g. Holder’s continuous). In particular, with
Dini mean oscillation coefficients A, we derive new results: when f is Dini mean
oscillation in interior regularity and Q is a C"P" domain in boundary regularity.
Our results correspond exactly to the latest general regularity theory for £;; see,
[7,/6,8].

Finally, the organization of the paper is as follows: In Section 2] we state some
preliminary lemmas. The proofs of Theorems [[.T] boundary Lipschitz estimates
and Theorem[[.2]are given in Sections B and Bl
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2. PRELIMINARIES

In this section, we present some results which will be used in the proofs of
Theorem [[Tland Theorem

From well known results; see [4}, 5, 20], we consider the homogenized operator
L, thatif F € L2(Q;R™), f € L*(Q;R™™) and g € HY2(9Q; R™) then, as ¢ — 0, u,
converges weakly in H'(Q; R™) to ug that solves the homogenized (effective) problem;

Ly gu§ = —D,-(Af;ﬁDjug) =Diff +F" in Q, uf=g" on 9Q,

where constants matrix A = (dg.ﬁ ywithl1<i,j<n 1<a,pf<m,
A0B _ ap . ay vB
a; = Jﬁ)l)" a0 +ay Dyk)(j dy

and the 1-periodic matrix y = ()(5g )= ()(?ﬁ ), with1<i<wn,1<a,pB < m, the matrix
of (first-order) correctors is defined as the solution of the cell problem;

xody =o0. (4)

-D(AY WD) = DATW iR and [

[0’1)71

To simplify the notation, we re-write the above equation as
Ll(xf + If) =0in R",

where I]ﬁ, = I?(y) = y;ef is defined as e’ = (0,...,1,...,0) with 1 in the Bth position.
We recall that A belong to VMO, if and only if lim,_,o wa(r) = 0 (see, e.g., [17])
and thus VMO, contains DMO,a. We state for precisely that the following results are

the uniform Holder estimates for £, which have been studied by many authors,
with some work being 22, 23].

Lemma 2.1. Let Q be a bounded C' domain in R" . Assume the coefficients A = (a'l) of
the operator L, satisfy the condition (@), @) and are of vanishing mean oscillation in R"
(VMOp). Let u. € WY2(Q; R™) be a weak solution of

Leu,=divf in Q, u,=g on JQ,
where f € LP(Q; R™™) for p > nand g € CO*(9dQ; R™). Then, we have

litelleney < C(If @ + Iglleonany),
where C = C(n,m, A, A, p,Q, VMOy) and 1 =1 —n/p.

Notice that if A is of Dini mean oscillation, then there is a modification A of A
that is uniformly continuous with its modulus of continuity controlled by wa; see
Appendix] for the proof as well as [7, Lemma 2.7.]. Therefore, without loss of
generality, we shall assume the following lemma.

Lemma 2.2. Let Q) be a domain. Suppose that f € L}oc(ﬁ) is of Dini mean oscillation in
Q, Then for 0 < x < 1, we have

= . d wf(t)
'n<C ——dt.
Qf(r)+;wf(1< r) < 1f0 ;
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In particular, if f is Dini continuous, Then for 0 < x < 1, we also have

pr(Kr<Cf0f()

The constants Cy depend at most on n and Q.

Throughout the remaining paper, we can assume the following without loss of
generality (see [8, Lemma 2.10.]);

we(t)/tF, 0u(t)/t# are decreasing for B € (0, 1]. (5)

For a more comprehensive understanding of the detailed computations and
various relationships under the Dini mean oscillation condition, readers may re-
fer to [7, 16, [18], as well as the references therein, which provide detailed
explanations.

3. Proor or INTERIOR LIPSCHITZ ESTIMATES

In this section, we prove the interior Lipschitz estimate with Dini mean oscilla-
tion inhomogeneous terms using by compactness method.

Lemma 3.1 (One-step improvement). There exist constants ey € (0,1/4)and 6 € (0,1/2),
depending only n, m, A, A, and wa such that if u, f satisfy

1/2
(JC |u5|2) <1, |flle=®o2) < €o,
B(0,2)

Lou, =div f in B(,2),

with @), @), and

then, for any 0 < € < &,

( Jg(o,e)

- ( (Iﬁ(x) +ex’ (x/s))D Uy

—B(0,6)
u(x) = () + ex(x/€))Djule

BOO , 15 (6)

——500)
) dx) < 6wa(6, B(0,2).

Proof. Suppose that () is not true. Then there exists sequence {¢;} € (0,1/4), {A;} C
DMO(R") satisfying (1) and @), {f;} < L*(B(0, 2); R™™), and {u.,} ¢ W**(B(0,2); R™)
such that e — 0,

12
(JC |Ms,|2) <1, flle=Boo) < ()
B(0,2)
L, e tte, = —div(As(x/e)Vug,) = div f; in B(0,2), (8)
and
B(0,0)

U, (X) = (I?(x) + g)(ihj(x/g))Djufl

( Jg(o,e)
B(0,0) )

g P ﬁB(O,G) 2 (12
_(ufz_<Ij(x)+€XA1,j(x/€))Djugl ) ‘dx) > Owa (6, B(0,2)).
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where )(il ; denotes the correctors for A;. Observe that, by (7)), (8) and Caccioppoli’s
inequality, {1} is uniformly bounded in W'?(B(0, 1)). By passing to subsequences,
we see that, as | — oo,

,—ug  inL*(B(0,1)),  ug, —uo inL*(B(0,2)),

Dju,, = Djug  in L*(B(0,1)),

fi=>0 inL%(B(0,2), A - A’

Ue

and
Lpogtig = 0in B0, 1), (10)

where A; denotes the homogenized coefficients for A; and A is some constant
matrix satisfying (1), @). We now let ] — oo, in (7) and (@). This leads to

172
(JC |u0|2) <1 (11)
B(0,2)

2

and

1/2
BO6) P00 dx) > Owa(6, B(0,2)).

uo(x) - X]'Djuo

( Ji(o,e)

Here, we have used the fact that )([; j is bounded in L2([0, 1)"; ]R”X”’Z). From interior
C? estimates of (IQ) with (), for any 6 € (0,1/2), we have that

( Ji(o,e)
1

where C; = Cy(n,m, A, A). Then, for some 0 < & < 3min{l,1/C;} where the
constant C; comes from Lemma[2.2] we can choose sufficiently small 6 such that

—B(0,0) —B(0,0)

2 1/2
up(x) — ijjuo dx) < Cz@z

0
t,B(0,2
C(A, n,m)C,0'P s% and 6+f @a(t, B(0,2) t( ’ ))dts €o, (12)
0

where 6 < 1/2,and 0 < g < 1 with (§). It then follows that

( Jg(o,e))

which is in contradiction. Therefore, () holds for some 0 < ¢y < } min{1, Cll}. ]

2 \1)2
06 _
) uOB(o,e) dx) <

uo(x) — ijjuoB( ' Bwa(6, B(0,2)),

NI~

Lemma 3.2 (Iteration). Let o and O be the constants given by Lemma Bl Suppose the
functions u,, f satisfy

1/2 1 we(t,B(0,2
( f |u£|2) <1, G f ©rlt.BO2) 1 e,
B(0,2) 0 t

Lou, =div f in B(,2),

and
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then, for somek > 1with0 < & < 0 ¢, there exists constants B(e,I) = (Bf (¢, l)) € R™™
for1 <1<k, such that

-1 g
Ble, Dl <C(1+ Y fo @alt BO.2)+ Crop(t BO.2) 1
i=0

0 t (13)
B(¢, ]+ 1) — B(¢, )| < C f wa(t, B(0,2)) +tC1wf(t,B(0,2))dt,
0
and
B B B
(Ji(o,sf) ue(x) — (Ij () + ex; (x/g))Bj(g, )
B(0,0') > 12
_ (u ~ (P + extx/o)BlCe, 1)) dx)
20 (7 @alt,BO,2) + Cap(t, BO, 2) "

T e Jo t
where C = C(n,m, A, A, wa).
Proof. Without loss of generality, we can write
Leu, = div(f — £(0)) in B(0, 2).

We prove the lemma by induction on k. First, the case k = 1 hold from Lemma[B.1]
with

L we(t, B(0,2)) B(0,6)
Ilf = fO)lL=(Bo,2)) < leo %dt < €, B?(& 1) = Djuf ,

0
60a(0,50,2) <o, [ 270Dy
0 t

_ 6 (7 waltBO,2)+ Cra(t, 50,2)
= 8_0 . ;

and (13) be followed from Caccioppoli’s inequality with constants 6, &.
Suppose there exists constants B(¢, ) such that (13), (I4) for all integers up to
some ], where 1 <1 < k—1with ¢ < 0¥ ¢,. For x € B(0, 2), we consider the function
We(x) =
B(0,6")

e (6'2) — (11(6') + ex(0'x/ ) JB e, ) - (ug - (P + exPxre))BlCe, 1))

_1 (0" @a(tBO,2)+Ciwf(tB(0,2))
0 Jo t

Ole dt

By the scaling property and @), we have
L jpwe =div f (15)

0 wa(t,B(0,2))+Cre(t,B(0,2
t

wheref= eo(f(6'x) _f(o))/(fo

L we(t, B(0,2)) L w(0't, B(0,2
clf s (tB(O;‘)’S o f ! t( it < e,
WAL, 1w (L, 5,

0 fo : dr Jo

))dt) and observe that
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By the induction hypothesis with ([4), we obtain

1/2
( f wP) <1 (16)
B(0,2)

Applying Lemma B with (I5), ¢0~' < €071 < ¢y, and ||fllz=(802)) < €0, we have

( JC —B(0,0)
B(0,0)

we (x) - (Iﬁ(x)+ 10"/ e))Djwr
( B(OG)) BOO Y,

~(Fw+ lxﬁ(elx/e)) D dx) < 6w (0, B(0,2).

where A = A(0'x). Using the definition of w, and scaling, we rewrite that

( ﬁ(0/91+1)

e (x) — (If(x) + gxf(x/g))Bf(g,l +1)

BO6") 5 1/

_ (ug - (If(x) + exf(x/S))B?(&l + 1)) ' dx)
_ 07 w5(0,B(0,2) (7 @alt,BO,2)+ Ciog(t,B(0,2))
< - ; t '

where

BOO 0 wa(t,B(0,2)) + Crawy(t, B(O, 2))dt

t
0
By definition of w, scaling, aussmption of f and (I2), we observe that

0"*1wx(6,B(0,2)) (? walt,B(0,2))+ Ciawy(t, B(O, 2))

Bf(e,l +1) = Bf(g, )+ Dt

€0 t
O wa(t, B(0,2)) + Cia¢(t, B(0, 2
<6’+1—(€ +€o)f AL P0.2) tl o ))dt
o1 " walt, B(0,2)) + Craf(t, B(O, 2))dt
B j(: t

By Caccioppoli’s inequality with constants 0, &, (16), and

| Al B0,2) < €0,

we obtain
B(0,0)
Dwi 1<C,
where C = C(n,m, A, A). By combining all of them, we conclude (13), (I4). This
completes the induction. ]

We now turn to interior estimates by using the blow-up method, the last step of
the compactness method, considering the sensitive term B(e, -) with respect to .

Lemma 3.3 (Blow-up method). Assume the coefficients A = (a’l) of the operator L, satisfy
the condition (M), @) and are of Dini mean oscillation in R". Let u, € W*(B(0,2); R™)
be a weak solution of

Leu, =div f in B(0,2)
where f : QO — R™™ are of Dini mean oscillation. Then, we have
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1/2 T we(t, B(0,2))
Vel ooy SC{( fowf) | %dt}, 17)
B(0,2) 0

where C = C(n,m, A, A\, wa) .

Proof. We may assume that 0 < ¢ < €0, where ¢y, O are the constants given by
Lemmae[3.} Because in the case of €0 < ¢, it is clearly by C! estimates with Dini
mean oscillation of A (See, [7, Theorem 1.5.]) and the observation that, for ¢ > ¢(0,

1 1 %0
fwdt:fwdtgfewdt<+m.
0 0 0

Now, we choose k > 2 such that

e00F < & < 0071, (18)

1/2 L w(t,B(0,2
J= (JC |u£|2) + Qf Mdt.
B(0,2) €0 Jo t

For x € B(0,2), let
ve(¥) =] Mue(x) and  h(x) =] f(x).
It is easy to check that

1/2 1
( f |z;g|2) <1, G f Ot BO2) 4y o and £, = divh in B(O,2).
B(0,2) 0 t

Using Lemma[3.2] we get

( Jg(o,ek)

and define

ve(x) — (I?(x) + g)(?(x/g))Bf(g, k)

B(0,6%)

2 (12
dx)

- (vs - (I?(x) + g)(f(x/g))Bf(g, k))

o ff’k wa(t,B(0,2)) + Cran(t, BO,2)) .
e Jo t '

By ([@3) and (I8) with 6 € (0,1/2), we observe that
o (7 wa(t,B(0,2)) + Ciwf(t, B(0,2))

B(e, k)l < C(1+ Z j; t dt)
i=0

log(eo/¢€) )}
log(1/6)

<Cf1+C+ ek < c{1 +C+e0)(1+
<C(l+ %).

Since Xﬁ, is bounded in L([0,1)"; IR”X’”Z) and also have local L* estimates with Dini
mean oscillation of A (See, [7, Theorem 1.5.]), by ([I8), we have

f IP(x) + exP(x/€)Pdx < C(6F + €)? < Ce?
BO,6% I
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By combining all of them, we have

1/2
o k
(f o -5 pas)
B(0,0%)

e/eo
- C{%f wa(t, B(0,2)) + Ciwp(t, B(O, 2))dtJr 14 g}
SO 0 t
<C(1 +¢). 19)
For x € B(0, 6/ ¢g) with (12), let
(ex) - FoB0:£0/<0) e
we(x) = T+ e and h= 1—H(h(ex) — h(0)).
It is easy to check that
Liw, = divhin B(0, 8/ ¢p),
and
1w (t,B(0,2 !
[eEOD e [t BOD), [ BOD
0 t T+¢ Jo t 0 t
By ([19) and (18), we have

1/2 1 B(0,£6/<0) 1/2
— ,E &
( f weidx) = f o) = 70 )
B(0,0/¢0) 1+ e\ Jp,e0/¢0)

< Q—kn(f [0 (x) — U—B(Oﬂk)|2dx)l/2
T (1 +e)(e0/e0)"\ Jpoey ‘
<C

From C! estimates with Dini mean oscillation of A (See, [7, Theorem 1.5.]) and
Caccioppoli’s inequality, we have

0 wﬁ(ti B(O/ 6))
IVwellreB0,0/2)) < C Vw,| + C fdt
B(0,0) 0

172
sc(f |Vw8|2) +C
B(0,0)

C ) 1/2 B
s—(f 0P+ Wil oren + C
9/60 —0 B0.0/¢0) € (B(0,0/¢0))

eCy f wi(t, B0, €0/¢0) ,
0

IA

t+C<C
1+¢ t

Thus, we conclude that

NG T wi(t, B(0,2))
IVuellre@o,c0/2) < CL +e)] <C (J{: |1t ) +f fdt ,
B(0,2) 0

which, by translation, implies (I7). i

Finally, using scaling argument, we can prove the interior Lipschitz estimates
(Theorem[LT) from Lemma[B.3land omit the detail of the proof.
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4. PROOF OF BOUNDARY LIPSCHITZ ESTIMATES

In this section, we introduce the Dirichlet correctors and their properties and
prove the boundary Lipschitz estimate for (3).

4.1. Green’s function and Dirichlet correctors. According to the results of [14,21],
the following results can be proved from Lemma 2] which is observed interior
and boundary Holder estimate. The details are omitted and can be seen in [20].

Lemma 4.1. Let Q be a bounded C' domain in R" . Assume the coefficients A = (a’l) of
the operator L, satisfy the condition (1), @) and are of vanishing mean oscillation in R"

(VMOa). Then, there exists a unique Green’s function (matrix) G(x, y) = (Gg (x, y));”j:1

(x # y) which is continuous in {(x,y) € QX Q : x # y} and satisfies the following
estimates:

IGe(x, y)| < Clx —y*™ ifV¥x, yeQ, x £y, n>3,

20

IGe(x, )] < C(1 + log(diam Q/|x — yl)) ifVx, y€Q, x#y, n=2, (20)
Clx =z .

1Ge(x, y) = Ge(z, )l < PN iflx -z < flx—yl, (21)

where 0 < y1, v2 < 1and d, := dist(x, dQ). The constants C depends on n, m, A, A, Q,
VMO, and , if necessary, y1, 2. Moreover, for F € LP((); R™) with p > n/2,

w200 = [ G Py, 22)
satisfies Loue = Fin Q and u, = 0 on dQ.

Next, we introduce the Dirichlet corrector ®., which replaces the (first-order)
corrector y near the boundary and vanishes at the (Dirichlet) boundary. In par-
ticular, it plays an essential role in studying boundary Lipschitz estimates for the
Dirichlet problem.

We define the Dirichlet corrector @, = ((Df )= (q)i‘[j.) withl1<i<n,1<a,p<m,
for the operator L, in Q by / ,

Lgcpﬁj =0in Q, @ .= If on 9Q. (23)

&
Here, the function ®—I plays a role similar to € x(x/ ) for interior Lipschitz estimates
and satisfies

Lol — 1) = £lexlx/o).
The following lemma is about one of the various properties of the Dirichlet
corrector, and other properties can be found in [3, 10} 20].

Lemma 4.2. Let Q be a bounded C' domain in R" . Assume the coefficients A = (a'l)
of the operator L, satisfy the condition (1), @) and are of Dini mean oscillation in R".

Let ®. € HY(Q; R™"") be the solution of @3). Then, for any T € (0,1), there exists C
depending only one n, m, A, A, Q, wa and t such that

@ ~If|<Ce™dl, xeQ, (24)
g
wherel < j<n,1<pB<m, andd, = dist(x, dQ). In fact, we also have that
|De ) < Cs
where C3 = Cs(n,m, A, A\, Q, wy).
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Proof. Letv, = (vf j) = (Iij - I?, where 1 < j <n,1<p <mand recall that v, is a

solution of £.v. = —div(A(x/e)Vx(x/¢))in Q and v, = 0 on dQ. From (@), the H'
estimate, and the C! estimates with Dini mean oscillation of A (See, [Z, Theorem
1.5.]), we have that

IVxllL=qoy < C (25)

where C = C(n,m, A, A, Q, w,). To show estimate (24), note that, from [20, Theorem
5.4.2],

[ 19466 ey < 6
Q

forany 7 € (0,1), where C = C(n,m, A, A, Q, wa). It follows from (22), 25), and (26)
that, for x € Q,

|MMsgﬂwqmww
Q

<C f IV,Ge(x, y)lldy < ]+ C f IV, Ge(x, ldy > €]
Q Q

< Ce'dl
where we used Iverson braket [-]. This implies the first estimate in the lemma.
Similarly, the second estimate of the lemma can be obtained. o

4.2. Compactness method via Dirichlet correctors. In this subsection, we prove
the boundary Lipschitz estimate with C"? boundary data term in C'"" domains
using by compactness method.

Recall that Q is a C'"P" domain if for each xy € dQ, there exists R > 0 (inde-
pendent of xp) and a C'P" function ¢ : R""! — R such that in a new coordinate
system, xy becomes the origin,

Q(0,R) := Qy(0,R) = {x € B(O,R) : x, > P(x1,...,%,)} and (0) = 0.
Note that Q also satisfies the following condition: For any x € Q,

1Q(x, R)| > CalB(x,R)l, 0< Co <1 and 0 < R < diam Q. 7)

Lemma 4.3 (One-step improvement). Let the Dirichlet corrector CDf 7 denoted as CDf j(-, 0(0,2),A),

be defined by @3). There exist constants ¢y € (0,1/4), 0 € (0,1/4),and C4 > 0, depending
onlyn, m, A, A, wa, and Q) such that if u., g satisfy

172
(JC |Ms|2) <1, |IVglli~@a02) < €, &0)=1Vg(0) =0,
Q0,2)

with @), @), and
Leu, =0 in 0,2), u.=g on 3Q0,2),

then, for any 0 < & < &,

( sz(o,e))

for some B(¢) = (Bf (s)) € R™™ with the property that

2 (12

1, (%) —q)f,].Bf(e) dx) < Bwa(6,Q(0,2)). (28)

C
IB(¢)| < 54, V(Df,j(O)B?(e) =0.
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Proof. Let
——0(0,0)
B/ (e) = Bf(¢, Q) = n;(0)ni(O)D;ui;

where n denotes the unit outward normal to dQ(0, 2). Then, it is easy to show that
V(I)f ’j(O)nj(O) = VI? (0)n;(0) = 0. Also, by the boundary Caccioppoli’s inequality,
we have |B(¢)| < C4/6.

Suppose that (28) is not true. Then there exist sequence {¢;} C (0,1/4), {A)} €
DMO(R") satisfying (@), @), {Vg1} c L*(2€(0,2); R™), {¢;} ¢ C*P"(R"1;R) and
{ue,} € WY2(B(0,2); R™) such that &, — 0,

1/2
( f W) <1 Vgl <@ 20 =VgO1=0, (29
Qy,02)

L ette, =0in Qy,(0,2), ue, =g on 9Qy,(0,2),

and

2 (12

e, () — O B (&) dx) > Bwa(6,0(0,2)), (30)

& ]

( szw 0,6)

where suitable Dirichlet corrector CDf l’lj = (I)f ;lj(" y,(0,2),A)) and the constant
B? (¢1,Qy). Observe that, by @9), and boundary Caccioppoli’s inequality, {i,,}

is uniformly bounded in W"*(Qy, (0, 1)). By passing to subsequences, we see that,
asl — oo,

Y= ¢ in CY(X| <2), Vg — 0 in L¥(0Q(0,1)), A - A°
Uy = o inL*(Q0,2)),  Djue, = Djug  in LA(Q(0, 1)),

and

(31)

Laogitp =0in Q(0,1), 19 =0 on 9Q(0,1) (32)

where A; denotes the homogenized coefficients for A; and A° is some constant
matrix satisfying (@), @). We now let ] — oo, in (30) and (31) with Lemma[4.2] This

leads to
1/2
( f ) <1 (33)
Q0,2)

2

and

1/2
1o(x) - xB;(0) dx) > Bwa(6,Q(0,2)).

( Jf)(o,e)

From boundary C? estimates of (32) with (33), for any O € (0,1/4), we have that

2
( Jf)(o,e)

where C4 = C4(n,m, A, A). Indeed, for x € Q)(0, 0) with |Vuy(0)| = 0, we have
X]'JC % - X]'Bj(O)
¢

20,6) 9%j

1/2
dx) < C,62

uo(x) — x;B;(0)

200 210,0)) - my(0

: (
0(0’9) 8x] ax]

2320

x jni(o){ni (0) Q(0,6) ( dxj  ox;

< COAID*upll(0,1))-
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Next, for some 0 < ¢p < % min{1,1/(wa(1,€(0,2)))?, Ca/(1 + C1)}, we can choose
sufficiently small 0 such that

0
C(A,n, m)C491_ﬁ < % and 6 +f Mdt < &,
0

where 6 < 1/4,and 0 < B < 1 with (§). It then follows that

2 (12
( sz(o,s)

dx) < %GwA(G, Q(0,2)),
which is in contradiction. Therefore, (28) holds for some

0<e <1min{1 ! Ca }
'] "(@a(1,Q(0,2))7 T+C )

uo(x) - ijj(O)

O

We now turn to iteration estimates with @, which describes all given integral
condition.

Lemma 4.4 (Iteration). Let o and O be the constants given by Lemmald.3] Suppose the
functions u, and g satisfy

1/2 1 t,00(0,2
( JC |ug|2) <1, G f Mdt <e&, g0)=IvgO)=0, (34)
Q02) 0 t

and
Lou, =0 in Q0,2), u, =g on d0Q0,2),

then, for somek > 1with0 < & < 0 ¢, there exists constants B(e,I) = (Bf (¢, l)) € R™™M

for 0 <1 <k—1,such that
B(e, )| < %, vn{jj(O)Bf(s, )=0 (35)

and
k-1
1 (x) — Z (0", Q0, 2))nfj(x)Bf (1)

( ng(o,ek) =

where Cy = Cy/(e0*?wa(1,Q(0,2))),
i) = 00, (67, 9y, ), Yo(x) = 67(6%)
7, 0[ *

2 1/2 Gk
dx) <~ a(6,00,2) ()
0

and
@(s,€2(0,2)) = wa(s, €(0,2)) + 20vy(s, 00(0,2))
" QVIP(S/ x| < 2)
ovy(L, x| < 2)[ovy (1, x| < 2) # 0] + [ovy (1, |x'| < 2) = 0]

with we used Iverson bracket [-] and any constant C.

Proof. We prove the lemma by induction on k. First, the case k = 1 hold from
Lemma A3 with

Bf(e, Q)

B
Bie. )= q a0,y
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Suppose there exists constants B(e,[) such that (33), (36) for all integers up to
some k > 1, where 0 <1 < k — 1 with ¢ < 85 1¢,. For x € Qy,,(0,2), we consider the
function

u(6%%) — L) (6, (0, )11 (6Bl (e, )

wel) = Oke;1o(6%, 00, 2))
By the scaling property and 23), we have
Lgwe=01in Qy (0,2), w.=g on 9y (0,2), 37)
where
8(0%) - Y5 (0", Q(0, )40 Bl (e, )
g=

Ok e51 (05, Q(0,2))
It then follows from (34), (35) that
3(0) =Vg(0) =0,
and
(IV&llre @0y, 02)
<%
@(6%,9(0,2))

k=1

1
+ ) (6, (0, 2)IVE(E)Bl (e, ) = VIT (B (e, Dllians, m»)
1=0

(||Vg(6k') = V8O~ , 02)

Lo, Q0,2)) , C /
: m(%(@‘ 0002+ [ ZEEEDC 0t ' < 2))

! .
SUNeR f ot 20,2) 1, Ca o (1,1 < 2)
2 ; ! 0

1 = ’
0 @(t,(0,2))  C4 0vp(0, x| < 2)
5 +C1j; ; dt 0 Qﬁ

1 5 o £ x| <2
s%w}f o(t,Q(o,z))dtggf ovt, ¥1<2)
0 0

IA

IA

t 0 6f t

where (B) is used in the second last line. Note now that, let 5(x") = 61y (6x”) for
X € R, 5(0) = 0, IVsllpeqrm1y = IV llporer), and

1 t x| <2 1 ot, |x'] < 2 0 t x| <2
f ovys (£ 1] )dt =f ovy (6t [x'| )dt Zf ovy(t, x| )dt.
0 t 0 t 0 t

Thus, we can make an initial dilation of the independent variables. So from here
on, we assume that () is such that 1 satisfies

1
(Qw(l, 'l < 2)[ovy (L x| <2) # 0] + [ovy (1, '] < 2) = 0]

+C 1%;&%9 Gwdt< @
! 0 t 0 6f) Jo t 2

(38)
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This implies that
IV&li=@ay , 02) < €0
By the induction hypothesis with (36)), we obtain

1/2
(JC Iwglz) <1
Qy,; 02)

Applying Lemma3 with 87), ¢6' < 07!, we have

(1, 2
Qy; 0,6)

where A = A(6x) and

Bf(g) = Bf(g, Qy,,) = 1n;(0)n;(0) JC D’

Qy; 0,6)

1/2
dx) < 0wz (0,0, (0,2).  (39)

() = B g (3, VB (2)

/6%,

By (39) with scaling, we have

( Jf)(o/gkﬂ)

2 \1/2
dx)

k
() - ; @(6', (0, 2)I1 (¥)B (e, 1)

k+1

< @(6%,(0,2)wx(6,Qy,, (0,2))

)
where
Bf(gl Ql,bok)
€0
Note that by definition of @ with @7), for x € Qy,, (0,2) € Q(0,2),

Bf(e, k) =

w4(6,x) < iwA(ek“,x).
Ca

By chosen constants ¢y, 6 and definition of @, we observe that

k+1
% (6%, (0, 2))wx (6, Qy,, (0,2))

1 o % oye(s,9Q(0,2
<2 oo a0 [ b0y, (720D,

e Co 0 t 0 t

sk
N I ovult 1’| < 2)/tdt )
ovy(L, x| < 2)[ovy(1, [¥'] < 2) # 0] + [ovy (1, |x'| < 2) = 0]

k+1 k+1
< e—m(ek“,Q(o, 2))2—(:1(50 L2, go) < 6—@(6"*1,9(0, 2)).
€0 Ca Cq 0

By definition of Hf i and Caccioppoli’s inequality for w, with constnats 0, ¢,

we obtain (B8) with C; = C4/(£0*?wa(1,€(0,2))). By combining all of them, we
conclude (@6). This completes the induction.
[m}

The last step in compactness method to obtain boundary estimates is simplified
by separating it into two-step, both of which use the blow-up argument.
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Lemma 4.5. Assume the coefficients A = (a'l) of the operator L, satisfy the condition (),
@) and are of Dini mean oscillation in R". Let Q be a bounded C*P™ domain. Suppose
u. € WY2(Q(0,2); R™) be a weak solution of

Lou, =0 in Q0,2), u, =g on dQ(0,2),
where ¢ € CYPMi(90)(0,2); R™). Then,

8 dg 12

1/2 1
vg(t,90(0,2)
SCr{( £ P) g0+ Vglhenozy + [ EET
Q00,2) 0

for any 0 < r < 1, where Dirichlet corrector (I)’z = (-,Qy(0,2),A) and C =
,] &,]
Cn,m, A, A\, wa, Q).

Proof. We may assume that 0 < ¢ < €0, where ¢, 0 are the constants given by
Lemmael.3] Because in the case of €06 < ¢, it is clearly by boundary C' estimates
with Dini mean oscillation of A (See, [6, Theorem 1.5.], third paragraph of [6, p.
453]) and the observation that, for ¢ > €0,

L wacre(t, Q0,2 1
f Wacrt Q0,2) ., if wa(t/e,Q0,2)
0 t CQ 0 t
;
< Cféog 2L, 20,2) 2))dt < 400
0 t
Suppose that
o1 < gi <0 forsomei>1.
0
Define
1/2 C 1 ove(t, 990, 2))
J= (J{: |ua‘|2) + 8(0) + G3lIVgllr=a00,2)) + it S
0(0,2) €0 Jo t

For x € Q(0,2), let

0 = ) - 00) - Z o @m)}, and h(x) = {30 - 2(0) - Z 4 j—i(m},
=1 =1

/] ax] .

where Cij = @f}.(-, (0,2), A). It is easy to check that

1/2 1 t,0Q(0,2
( f o) <1 G f el P02 iy < o, 1) = VHOI=0,  (40)
Q0.2) 0

and
‘Esvg =0 in Q(O, 2), Ve = h on QQ(O, 2)
Under the above settings, it is sufficient to prove following

12
( f |v£|2) <Cr (41)
QO

where C = C(n,m, A, A, wa, Q). Here, we can assume that 0 < r < 0. Indeed, the
case where 6 < r < 1 is trivial from 27), @0).
To prove {@I), we distinguish two cases:
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Case I. We consider the case that

€
—<r<6.
€0

In this case, we can assume that 0" < r < 6F for some k = 1,...,i, and by using
Lemma .4} we can obtain the following

1/2 1/2
( f |vg|2) < C( f |vg|2)
Q(0,r) Q(O,Gk)

k-1 2 1/2
< c( JC 0e(x) — Z (8", (0, 2)) 1" (x)B’ (&, 1) dx)
0(0,0) = C
k-1 1 2 12
+cy ( f (6, (0, 2)IT (B (e, 1) dx)
=\ Jao,en A

ok s ¢
< C=a(6",0Q(0,2)) + C 6", (0, 2)ITLL I, =
< Co-a(0",00,2) + ; (6, A0, DI N0
= (i) + (ii).
It is easy to check that, by choice of 6, (38), 0),

Gk 80
(i) < C—(C1€o +2¢0 + C1—) < cok,
) 2

To prove (ii), recall that I? (x) = xjéP, it follows from Lemma .2 with x € Q(0, 6%)
for | < k that

O S O R HOIR G
- |elc1>;j(6-lx, Qy,,,A) - 0T O] + ()|

1-7
< ce’(g) dist(67x, 90, (0,2)) + 26*

< CO e 208 4 20F
< CO" (00" 7205 + 208 by e < e90F < g0
< Cell?0" +20F < COF by chooing 7 = 1/2.
Then, we can estimate that, based on the above and similarly to (i),
(i) < CO~.
Thus, by combining all of the, with 6% < r/0, we obtain the estimate (&I} for first
case.
Case II. We consider the case that
e
O<r<—.
€0
We use a blow-up method. For x € Qy,(0,2/¢p), let

h(ex)

v(ex) and h(x) = —

We(x) =
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It is easy to check that
Liw, =0 in Qy (0,2/ep), we=h on IQy,(0,2/e0)
and
1
- ovi(t, 9Qy, 0,2/ £0)) 8 N
IVAlls @0y, 0.2/e0) + f vh i dt <+co and £(0) = |VA(0) = 0
0

(42)

From (#2), boundary C! estimates with Dini mean oscillation of A (See, [Theorem

1.5.][6], third paragraph of [6] p. 453]), boundary Caccioppoli’s inequality and, for
0<s<1/e, wehave

12
( f w0 P) <l = 0Ol 0 < CIVE e 0,40
2y (0,5)

1/2 - 1 oyi(t, 0Qy, (0, - ))
< CS{ |sz|2) +IVhllis@a,, 0,29 + f - }
Qy, 0, 25 o 0 t

172
<Cs C€0 |ws|2) + IVl 90, 02/c0) + C}
Qy, (0,2/€0)

12
< CS{(JC |w£|2) + c}.
(2¢C(0,2/£0)

Then, by scaling and (1) with for first case r = 2¢/¢p, we imply the estimate (&I)
for second case as follows

1/2 1 1/2
( JC |Us|2) < CTSZ{—( JC |u£|2) + C}
Q@O,7) ENJ0(0,2¢/¢0)

<Crs{ 2eC C}SCV.
& &

Thus, we have completed the proof of (41).
i

Proposition 4.6. Assume the coefficients A = (a'l) of the operator L, satisfy the condition
@, @) and are of Dini mean oscillation in R". Let Q be a bounded CP™ domain. Suppose
u. € WY2(Q(xo, 2R); R™) be a weak solution of

Leue, =0 in Q(xo,2R), u, =g on IQ(xg,2R),
where g € CVP™M(90)(xp, 2R); R™), xo € dQ and 0 < R < 1 diam Q. Then, we have

1 v
IVl @, Ry <C —(JC |Ms|p) + =gl 2R)
R\ Jax 2r) R

R ovg(t, 9Q(x0, 2R)) p t}
F ’

(43)

+IVSllr= o 2r) +

where C = C(n,m, A, A, wa, Q,p) .

Proof. Without of loss generality, by rescaling, we may assume that xg = 0 and
R =1. We suppose that 0 < ¢ < €90, where ¢, 0 are the constants given by Lemma
4.3
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Let x € ((0,1). Here, we can assume that 0 < d, = dist(x,dQ) < 6 < 1/4.
Indeed, the case where 6 < d, < 1 is trivial from the interior Lipschitz estimate
(Theorem [I.T) with 27). Moreover, Choose ¥ € dQ(0,2) such that |x — X| = d, and
Q(x, %dx) C Q(0, 2). Then, similar to before, we distinguish two cases.

Case I. We consider the case that

£
— <d,<86.
)

Since the interior Lipschitz estimate (Theorem [LI) of u.(-) — u.(0) for L., it
follows from Lemma .5 with change coordinate that

Ve (x)l

= d_cx( Jg(x,dx/Z |u€(') - u€(0)|2)1/2 = dg( Jg(x éd-)|u£(') - u€(0)|2)1/2

Sd_Cx(Jf)(fc,éd)m () -80)- Z‘q)ffa (0)|2)1/2

S, Lo o)

1/2 )
ove(t, 9€X(0,2))
< C{(JC |ug|2) +18ll= @, 2r)) + IVEllL=Ga0,2)) + f %dt
Q02 ;

ClIVgllL=©a,2) 2\
T
X Q(X,de)

To prove the estimate for first case, it is enough to show that

12
( f @ .|2) <Cd,. (44)
awdd)

Recall that ¢ < &gd, and If (x) = xjeﬁ. Then, it follows from Lemma with

7 =1/2 that
1/2
(JC | fflz)
Q@,3dy) ’

g 1/2 g 1/2
gc{(f @) - 1°P) +(JC e }
Q@ 3d) Q(x,3dy)

1/2
< Csl/z( f dzdz) +Cd, < Cd,
Q,2d,)

Thus, {@3) is proved for ¢/¢y < dy < 0.
Case II. We consider the case that

&
0<d, < —.
€0

Note that e/ & < 1/4, and Q(a‘c £ ) C (0,2). We use a blow-up method. For

x € Qy, (%, = 5 =), let

1.0 = MO g g = S 280)
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It is easy to check that
A .3 L P _ 3
Liii; =0 in Qy (%, 2—80), i =§ on dQy (%, 2—80).

and

1 ous T, >
. ovg(t, 0Qy, (%, 5-))
V&L=, &2 +f D7 dt < +o0.
€ €0 0 t

From above condition, boundary C' estimates with Dini mean oscillation of A
(See, [6, Theorem 1.5.], third paragraph of [6) p. 453]) and boundary Caccioppoli’s
inequality, we have

”VMSHLDO(QW(JE,% )

<C Vi 1 gus 5
~ ~ g(t,a u (x’ o ))
< {(JC | u5|) + ||58||Lm(ag¢,é ®2) f ov Q RIT
Ve (j/4?0) 0 0 t

172 1 ovg(t, 9Qy, (%, 7))
< C{(f |ﬁ1|2) + “Vg“L""(&Q% (%’ZL)) + f ; €0 dt}
04 (5 2) s

where C = C(n,m, A, A, wa, Q). Since above inequality with rescaling, Lemma [4.5]
with change coordinate, it follows for x € Q(%, 2<) that

7 8¢p
Vit ()]
! 1”2 1 ovglt, 9%, )

<l f 1) = 1O+ I8l o) + f —°dt}

{5 O, 2) 8w 25 0 t

C n J 1/2
<S(f | mw-s0-Y o Eop)

& Q()fc/ﬁ) — 'JBx]-

2¢ ]—1

C n B 53 5 1/2 1 @Vg(t,aQ(O,Z))
" E(J{;(i%) | ;q)e,ja_xj(o)l ) + CLIVEllL=@ao2) + | fdt

12 1
QV (t/ aQ(O/ 2))
< C{(JC Iug|2) + 181 0ax,2r)) + IVEllL=0(0,2) + f gfﬂlt
Q(02) 0

ClIVellfe
. IVgllL (99(0,2))(JC |(D§j|2)

&

Simliar to (@4), we obtain that

o 2] < Ce.
&)
o)

Thus, @3) is proved for 0 < dy < ¢/¢o from by above two inequalities with standard
(convexity) argument.
O

5. UNI1FORM LIPSCHITZ ESTIMATES

In this section, we establish improved estimates for Green’s function G and turn
to uniformly Lipschitz estimates for the main theorem.



22 S.LEE

Theorem 5.1. Let Q be a bounded C'P™ domain in R". Assume the coefficients A = (a'l)
of the operator L, satisfy the codition @), @) and are of Dini mean oscillation in R". Then,

the Green’s function (matrix) Ge(x, y) = (G{(x, y));flj:1 forx, y € Q (x # y) satisfies
IV2Ge(x, IV, Ge(x, y)| < Clx — yl'™" (45)
ViV, Ge(x, y)l < Clx — yI™ (46)
where C = C(n,m, A, \,Q, wa).
Proof. For fixed x, y € Q with x # y, let R = }|x — y| and recall that Gl(x, y) =
G/(y, x). By Theorem [[.Tland Proposition i.6, we see that

C 12
Vel @Ry < E(J{: |Ms|2) , (47)
Q(x2R)

where 1, satisfying L.u, = 0 in Qr(x) and 1, = 0 on dr(x). We let u = G.(-, y)
ifn>3and u = G.(-, y) — Ge(z,y) with z € Qpr(x) if n = 2. Then @5) follows from
(@2, @0) and @I). Moreover, by letting u = V,G.(:, y), which satisfies (47), we can
derive (@8) from both @Z) and (45).

O

5.1. Proof of Theorem Without of generality, we may assume that u.(xo) =
g(xo) = 0 for any fixed a point xy € JQ. Let

01:(x) = fQ Gelr, Wy and 03:(x) = - fﬂ aiyici“ﬁ(x, D wy.

Then, we observe that
Lov.=Fin Q, ©v1.,=0 on 0JQ,
Loy =divf in Q, v, =0 on JQ.
Moreover, we note that, by Theorem[5.1]
IVor|

=@ < CllFllr, forp>n

L og(t
[IVo2,ell= () < CL IV, Ge(x, WIIf(y) = f(x)ldy < Cfo QfT()

where C = C(n,m, A, A,Q,wa). Thus, by v, and v, we may also assume that
F=0and f = 0in Theorem[L.2] Then, we can conclude Theorem[L.2lfrom Theorem
L1 Proposition 4.6, and Lemma 2dlwith covering argument. i

dt,
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